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ZENE, B ke, MR, G, B P, MR, KIMVE, i
AR KT FEIRAE (R QT o O, YLIRA8 ( YA A T AR A S0 5, TSR A M (A M A ) B 0,

PN R EE KRG M TREBARBIE FE B, 1175474225009

TEEE: KA KAt R G T A1l 2 Bk G 69 3R LI B RAL S oA AR 09 T X @ AR 4515, RATHLIE R
BRI B EERAKAG T A Ao B RAEATALAHE 09 5 — AN AT IR, 3R B R A TR
st R R E R EAR TR SRS, RRGKGE T B ERRAE, ALERGERT KA BAE 9 B30 R R A%
AR R o XA BB E G AR RAPOREF ARG, SHET T L E KB 2R RN KA.

KRR KAG; BB, MBI R AR AE

IKFE(Oryza sativa) & 35 5 5 E AR EAED
o, HET N TSGR A AR gD A B A
WAL KRG IG P ok B ) SR g K 2N
IKFEA = a3, 18I R N AT OME [ AR
KAe KT B O AL 2014; Cuids
2018; 1R FHE2018). H— B2 KFE B S ™
BT 77 ORI I B 77 R OR R KRR AT R AR G K ) 32
B, WAEWS B KRR A % 1A
AN ESE EOGRE B KRR BT B TR AL
YIRS T 2 H R 50 SR FH ANl A =S A A
(1) AE 25 14 14 i 7K A6 & ) (non-structural carbohy-
drates, NSC) (Yoshida 1972). [Xlith, $2& i H A2k
B R B KA B 0 T AT e R S T A e R 4R
B K m = B 2R 1% .

FEE AR A2 FE AR N (R4 i a1 32 22T 20, U
Uity A 22 W) R B AR . 4EE R K P B Is A
TR EN R =N P IR i 2 AR B (WK AEFFRD) (21
TERN A TE WE2014) o oA M THEBE 20 Mo 55 7 R 1) B¢
7 B 1R PR A 1) B2 8 ¢ 4 (Zhang Ml Turgeon
2018). F1 B 2 B 2 v V5L P 79 i I ) 35 22 BIR B 1
B PR 232 0 2 R R 1) R 2 B R ds 1 5 — A ok
A PR (Eom&52012) . HIF TR W 1S 5 /KA iy JRE B
IR B 3E 2, mefli S 2 I ot & - Wi i B
K, 2 B R E A P B (WangZ52015) . X8 fig
T2 I R A AE N FF R0 RE S 5 1) 5y — B 2R R,
XF 7R 7 R R DT IR R N 0~40%, 2 i Fl LA AR
HI7K 43 55 PR 58 2% A 0 52 W 1 A2 44 (Yang M1 Zhang

2010; PanZ52011; LiZ£2018), {HA P 34545 5 fh 25
B [F A R FE R IS, R T R B IR
£ (Yang%52002), H AN E R K FidE— 2. &
ITLA55(2018) A 7 BH, 258 Hh e A - FRE A e A O At
it (- S8 TR« B-JAE A7) T AT JRE WP Tl 2 15 R D 35 12 )
5 2R R W da 1 3 IE AR O, 1% SE i A #) B
BRI AT IR AL A o 2280 TR ) B 3 e AR L FE
J 5 A 8 R0 Y O 06 & H TR = 2
(5 5. BRIk, BRARZKAE I b R0 255 RN ) R e
B RS R, Rt — PR KRG '
PER KPR B e P ) A A

1 JKFER A AZ SRR R RS RN
LSyl i

FEYEE AN T, W) B ARz S vT ik 1 4 KR
I FERRAE AN B RIS 75 R o KRS P R
A Z= B2 I I, R e & 7 A DR B AR bR 1 3
A T R A B PR R Al A7 AR 280 Bl
MR, Z2PFARNIR, SThREH i — i AR R
[FIAE o I AN 258 R A e e 3k N ) B AT
G, R 5 IR B T i s B ZE AR E R BLAR IR
T R Z2 85 (IR T FPRL (%) e iz, 990 5 i
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(M &5 /A D BERFE s AR . SRR (R) S5 W
FERBIK I FBE(L,) BERIAN(A) . FIREE(C)
YR 2 P ity R 0 35 22 (Pgouree= Paim) B IE HE, BIR=
LAC(P e Pin)s /KITFEE(L) AT IR A AT,
BIL,=rr*/8nL, 3ot RIL Sy ) Ay M) 322 22 2 2 A
5, il 3t 0 (R 3% 22 1 TORS B (Lalonde%62003)
W 72 B B fB 7K J14% T8 1 (L) A =2 ) iz
A3 R ) PR 1) K & (Wardlaw 1990), HE 4 3] Jz 55 2%
BLE KRR Py R0 255 [R) 40 4 2 a1 2 v A AR FH
RN EE, SRR e — T T R T
& IR ) R AR B2, 53— 5 Th A R T 3 s
JE T i 0 s 7 38 22, AT s AR T 22, (i [F) 4L
Yk R s, SR s ORTEEOR P & .

2 JKFEM A E BRI N AR R H A A T
e S

TRKAE I R0 ZE 55 [R) A0 LA il 1 T R A
B, 70 L B G RORN AR 2R 1) B A e H N HiT
. FEVEREER & i (sucrose phosphate synthase,
SPS, EC 2.3.1.14) /2 HEHE W) & A 0 5 B PR ek il
(Okamura®$2011), Hyf Ve (RAE — @ FE AL I e it
VR ) AR R R e 0. AR ET ZE A A7
VERD SR LR, SRG B RO IR R R IS
VER KR B o-YE M ¥ (a-amylase, EC 3.2.1.1) 4l
B-VE Ky i (B-amylase, EC 3.2.1. 24k 58 . SPSHI
JERE A Rl (sucrose synthase, SS, EC 2.4.1.13)3%[H]
Z 5 7RG . SSIE I B A K g R BE 1 T
ft. SSHIE:ALHAf(invertase, EC 3.2.1.26), fi& ik
Ak B (acid invertase, A1 #4k i (neutral in-
vertase, NI) 22 5K . LR, ([REAL
HELE K FEH 5N E K (Zea mays) ZmSPSE: A1)
Pem 1 SPSIEYE, AR T B s(Ishimaru %
2004; 7 [E#EF1 4 v #E2018); ARAAMIE E L+ 7
Al DA s K FE 22 i a-E M B . B-TE B B AU SP ST
P, NI ZE B U Ry 7K A A ) R AR, i 1 2R [
A IR EZ (Yang 22001 ; LiZ52018), 1M &UK-F
XPZERESS . AURINLE 143507 A s (Li%F2018) . H
PRI, o-VE kY BE . B-UEKrHE. SPS. SS. AIM
INTAE G B il 3 [ U 7 b A ZE B R0 2 &, O

FEa-TERIEG . B-UE A B AISPS 13 P 52 /K 43 UK
1SRRI AR S, EAHE R R RL 2> i
RERE PO E ZAE T, D9 B R AR L BT S ot
i

3 IKFEERERIR AR B R R E IR T
I

3.1 JKAERM AR R R SR AR BB AL

e B DA DA S REE R ) R ke B
BEERAL, TR R )ik S AR ) B KRR s
fRIE K (Bel 1993). /IR TEAS S5 M RFIESR 1 T
HELUEHE: (1) B i 4R R S011180%~
90%; (2)/IN Jik 58 ST P40 AR (3) /0N i Bk £ BT
i TR BE BRI ik vy — AN L (4) /N k)
B BB AE I B A2 8K (Lalonde252003) . A2 BRI 43 1
LIS HARAE T SR, WA P CO, M /N g I
F A ORI B R A6 4 3 B AN ik s 3R (Altus AT
Canny 1982); & iEHk i% iz fe ) I IE B FL1a SR A (E
/N ik 2655 T (WeiseZ52000) . b AL, #F 53 & LG
JRHLRE - FLBE A B (galactinol synthase) & /)y
I IOk £ L PR e 22 a4 i (Haritatos 5$2000) . JLEE >
FUE A WA — e WS, A
FSCAR SRM B)  FURE LAk, IX SRR AR 5 ) B A R A
Ik R BN B & .

IKFEZEFF R 4R AR S R 70 R 4R R
(large vascular bundle, LVB)F1/N4E 5 7 (small vas-
cular bundle, SVB). LVBFISVB¥ & 5 #NSC
iz, ghsE . WORTEHOR 7 8% V) AH 5% (Terao
2:2010; B1%52002; FH%2004), Pans
(201 1) FL K LS VBX] 2L #NSC % iz Al 7= & 1) Tt
BRELLVBK. K. /NEE RAE X R s h
TR ZE T HLER R AT 4 7 258 RERE ) R 0 3 0
K NS AR & B RS ? XL 8 H AT
R, RSB ILR EEAE X T i — IR
ZEEMEEE(2019) 704 T ASFIZKAE M R AR 2LV B A
SVBITE A5 i 45 M RRAE S L 5 2R Rk i ia
MR &, R LVBFISVBHI R 5 (1) Th e 2 5 vl e A&
EAT 258 [F A e 12 DR 22 e 1 32 A
Zhang5(2004, 2006)453 I 1E 3 F(Malus domestica)




25 R S5 7R RE W ) B F 3 38 L 5 7 B AR 56 2R 893

% & (Vitis vinifera) X 8 B 5 HHFTH HAULEE 21 /)
4 7R (minor bundle) 5 5 ) 6 i 1] 6 22
SRR 15 T K 4E % R (major bundle) ], AU,
A IR A PR e S R RN X
W fE/KFET, FEFILVBHSVBZE B AEE IR EL
R BAE BT AR N KAFAE SR A2
I i) T 2 (0 A BN )1 SEBR F DLAIE B,
B fELVBAISVB I fl 45 14 FFiE . LVBAHISVB
e - S G 5 ] v 4 e 1) ) 0 3 22 B
Mgk, R IZERAREE . LVBHISVBHE
RIS i 2R 25 T R IR AN T
3.2 KTEEVEF R SRR IR R

H Rl b O Kk B0 = Fh 30 i 0 3% 4 ik
7 REVKEPHER . LRAG AR IMER S
(Zhang M Turgeon 2018). F-E W& 1 REbE
I ) 2 N SRR A R 3 N 1) 4 g A
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Fig.1 The pathway for phloem loading of sucrose in plant
%% Zhang Ml Turgeon (2018)F1EM&. SE: i ; 1C: JEIM 4
Ja; BS: 4EE HEIANAD; Sta: K F5HE; Raf: #3378 Suc: FEHE; CC: £
s PP: 47 S B B 2 i

o Al M AR TR B SR SR b, s I
KB IR 22 3k N, X — R R EVH AERE &
(BI1-A) o L5 AR ig A% 2 i o i () 2238 4, I
— AR R T R S v B A i AR Sh A B O
AHEN G 5 - ffy 2 A /K (sieve element-companion
cell, SE-CC) (l1-B). oAz T ahis kit
T, HEHE/ESWEET (sugar will eventually be exported
transporters) 2 [ Fir B T 25 15 12 i S0 A0 AT B, P e
JEE W 5 12 7 1 (sucrose transporter, SUT)IE E %12 2|
SE-CC (K1-C). FRAMAIZHE A (R,) AT AFIHIAK K
Ji FEHBE H(Lalonde252003), EIR =[V,,..C/(Ky+
OJ+kC, Hr v, N KSR Z, Ky K KE,
CHNIEJTRIE, KN—H R NH L 0T B aMA s i,
I RIS TR ZR V. FH 5 T AL 220 P ROE

)z B e B A T BB, A A AR s AR T
DAAH B2 A2 DLd B AR B 3k A% A0 20 555 2% A1 I AR AL,
PRAUEE R N BE B ¥ 3 1% 18 (ZhangZ5$2006; Lemoine
552013). ARIEIKF2 B e 8, oK
RIRE T GRS I 30 B B e B T A 8 2 2%
PR, BT SRR T FOK M R 3L o A R AR A
2520 (B 1A)0%E 22 B AN S5 M AR A0k, TE P 2E), R
WA IE I RIA T B 53— J7 T, BT RAE T E
/I CHFRL B B MORE BT B e it 410 ) -y R
B, DR, B S EUCROKI v BERET) R e # R
B (Ning%5:2018) . 1M 26T ZK R I 0 25 8 vl g e
) R FRBE A FE e SV BE 75 3 — PR A

R AR TR B P R B 0 B 30 2 8 R
FRAMAREAE, FEEURE N B —, W ) ISE-CC
L5 T 6] 4 1) LT AN A B ) 3 22 (Evert 55 1978);
55, W R R R R R R e T O A gk
FEREA BE(Weinerd51991); 55 =, RERETI R ke 2%
RSN, 2 — A TR E A & A AR (Thorpe M
Minchin 1988); 554, 584 RAH L, K oKzmsutl R
AR KRR R o CbRic 0 T 7 ) 7 3 2 B B AR
(Slewinski%$2009). ix&gh 4L 5 3= g2k 4k 1) HL 3
— 5, HABAEY) WIH I (Saccharum officinarum).
K7 (Hordeum vulgare). /¢ (Triticum aestivum)
I HEFZEL (Lolium perenne) S5 Fy v RERE ) 2 B 3%
K H i M8 4% (Robinson-Beers flIEvert 1991;
EvertZ£1996; Aoki%$2004; BerthierZ£2009).
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5 FORSEHADAED AR, AKFE P RE RS 3 2
AR L AR S AR, — O T R 4R A R RE A g
551 i 2 B A7 7 L 7] 3% 22 (Botha%$2008; Eom%%
2012), 5 — 771K H 26 Gkl R R 5250 I R ik
NG T BEEREE[5(6)-carboxyfluorescein diacetate,
CFDA] (CFDA#ENAEYAR f5 R BETE A4 P9 32 i)
AT DALE ) Rz 3055 ) Pl 7 v B 441 i ) 11 R 2 301 (Sco-
field%52007b), #—P3CRE T KFEM Fr 3L i A 2 4%
(PRI REPE . SR, B 9E 3% B KRG I w4 T e
ST AR B 1 1] 3% 2 AT 3 AS A 45 A 40 i T i T
2 AR 1.4%, R, KA A iR ) 5 3
B BN e AT AR T M R 22 S B N L R AR IR 1R
(Liesche1Schulz 2012), HiAth & i& 4% /& Al BE )
TN 7K R v 30 B R 0 1) 1 2% 2 53 i R B
JEE A M — %5 58 B (1) 4 2% (Hayashi f1Chino 1990),
DRI, 7K R B 1) B B e AN K FH R G W Fa B i
1% . HayashiflIChino (1990)J#537] 5z 3 v+ ¥k fee
FREVAC B 2R205~754 mmol- L™, {H I PAIZH A A 11
TREE A W 52 o Tary SR R0 A 00 4D P PR 00 i R R
WEIR B 5T SE-CC, A4 M 1 BENE) Bz 3 5 3% v] g
KA RER, kR, WRHRAMERT .
7K Z 1 R (p-chloromercuribenzenesulfonic acid,
PCMBS) & Ji 1 5 51z A A F0 1) 770, 400 1) 7 i 4%
RHEPE(WusE2017). A 573 @ WO KA Ak
AT PCMB SHUBE A I S WL 52 1 W ) B2 A e 4R 15
CEIEHE NI 0 W o DR = S e
(Braun®$2014), SUTE Jii #MA 8 4% A i bl vk iz
Tofs 2 3 1) 06 75 B4, T N R FH B 58 Ao R 6 A
RIREETT VR 9T K RGSUTTH: R 1 5 o7 FI Tl e 25 B
HZ 5 B3 5z 55 Ak 2% 3 (Scofield552007a,
b)o LR EFTIR, AKFEM: Fr o RERE) B B ke #n] K A
F o A i A5 B A A A, BT B SR P X b
A2, Wy R W ) Bz 00 2 0 1 = SR S N FE AL
AT AN B o BIF 5036 B KRG I B b B A AR 8
F7 JEE B - VE M UK B EE (Winder4$1998; Murchies
2002), TR AR R v D R EE S 1 B R T
— N WA (Rennie Al Turgeon 2009), [A]t, 7E7K
FE o, R B 0 R 50 2 28k BE A mT 2 o i )
22 (9 Eh T B (Eom252012), {HBraunZ$(2014)(¥]

AMAIR SO . R0k, KR I A R
BAEHORME AN TR B 2 a5 AR AN L
BEAEE . BbAh, H Rk T KRG 2R 8 v R
AL AR T N R IR IE, AL BRI
3.3 KEiE)E 22 fE R R R AR S P AU 1E A

PRI 3% 22 52 5 5 W I e A0 R 3 ol Ak i 12
FERE IS 4 R0 o R O 1 o ek i ) 22 2
EEVANY B MO X, 7 BORN AR I 2 BT
()3 22 (A R 0 L IA) 328 22 799 i (1 R 5 s 5
JE J1%6 FE (Patrick 1997). PIANE L itk S RE S
HK )3 LB YA 2% (Lalonde452003) . i 1 Jifa [A]
22 (P9 HUE R (R ) PR F Fick 58 — e AT 1
B, HIR=n[DA(C\—C,)/L], Hrhn o) B Ak L
Ja )% 22 i, DN BR B, AN R SRR T A,
COVNH I O IA] FEREVR B2 (CL N C), LN FEIR) I 224K
J&(Lalonde%$2003). flA]&E 2 1)/ 36 7). #
B KR DR A0 R R] (R B P SRR AL S5 AR A
K. HAR R KRB BA K, X HhiE2iz
e B 0 T B A KA AN (Turgeon AT Wolf
2009). 5 5 TR T 00036 5 A R 3 2 194 i 1 R B A
FESZHL. Bl FIWE 78 3% BH 5 1t 42 (reactive oxygen
species, ROS) & 1 2 i [A] 3% 22 1% 5: e 7 1) =5 2 (K]
T, R E H,0, B AR ROS /K 1 384 Jin Jfd 8] 34 22 F) 38
M, T R FEHL,0, 38 ITROS /K~ BR 401 1 A 1a]
T 44 (145 S8 J1(Bobik252019; Sun%52019). 14k,
Tylewicz55(2018)H 7t K I 7% IR (ABA)E 5 5 i
TF) 3 22 () Th Bk BLBEAH 5%, ABAIE A 1 Jifa IA) 3 22 1)
KW, TR R I . A, T H,0,f1ABA
WA M [0 3%E 22 1 -5 PR RS 5 68 T 1A mT S A 1
5 L RS i 1 AT AT T3 vk, X R S B R R & R
TP e R AR T A R . A I L2 AR AR
3 55 ) Bz B8 & 44 (T E MR AR G, e SR sk
B R ) R M R 2 AR e R AR AR R
i 1) i 22 308 1 2= Bl PH 2, 5 A wT DA v o A0 Ak B
12 5% 78 (Zhang#52006; NieZ$2010). BFIRE#IN )y
e M ) T2 &2 1Y) B B AH R 4, FEAE AR AN R AR K
7 S 30 3 ) 32 22 (19 - P 6 K 0 4 B ) i
24 (P25 MR D RE(Wu2018; Sun®$2019), Tk
Wy FH ZE B R D AR (A B B S YR AL )
T X A S B R R NS 2 . A, KRR
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RN ZE B4 R 50 P ()3 22 R A A A A A e L
REMED) B S 26 8. R G2 = s T8 iR K &
WHAT? 275 S AR5 S5 AR R 23X 8 ) AT 75 3
— .
3.4 KFESSWEETHIIE R B AR pERI R SR 3
BI1ER

SWEET & [ 75 J8E Hf 5T 40k 2% 3008 12 o 4 15
HE A O(E1-C). SWEETR —KH iz &
1, BRI R 0 B A L R B S 2 AR A,
SUTFs Ji H% M 74 4h iz i 22 SE-CCHE LR HR 1E 2%
(Braun 2012; Chen 2014). HA*fSWEETIffEH
Bt T B AR TR AE LB IF (Arabidopsis thaliana) 17K
FEEEAE Y (AN 452017). SWEET @it 454
A BERILEIE . AT, = 58
KR E R Z A EEAE R (Chen 2014; Chan-
dran 2015). BFFRFAIEETF. KM EKEEY
TR 17, 2123 DNSWEETH: A
(Braun 2012; Sosso%:2015). A~[AJJE A i1 A A
[F] (20 2R TR HEAE, AT LR AS[FIBE (s, fndil
BT W AtSWEE T2 4% 2- [t 58 81 % B 7% 12 (Chens
2015), AtSWEETI 7% KW 412 (Guo%2014), Tfi
AtSWEETII . AtSWEETI2FAtSWEETI67] 7] i i
P EHE L FOBE IR % B 4% 02 (Klemens5§2013; Hir
552015). 1EFKFKFEH, SWEET4Ywmb5 C bl ¥ iz
B, & B RAKREYM R — A SR s
VIS F IO AL A, B RSN B BE R AL I T iR S A
21 i B 2 A T ) R 0 AR P TR A K A i T W
FIHE, P CbE i 8 1 s 1) 5 40 B (Sosso
2:2015). ILAFER, KREM AW RS SWEETH:
R FERA I DR . F KR BRZmSWEET1 3 )5 %)
B FR AL Bz B AN, T BTV MR A E R AR
rh A 2 (BezrutezykZ52018). Ll H§SFAtSWEET11
FTAtSWEET 12 5 A7 47 1 05 v Bk 240 e Joi s, 0%
AFLE R 1) 1 30 0 & M e 28 b O B E F (Chen®%:
2012). /KFGHOsSWEET11H10sSWEET14 254
FFAtSWEET11MAtSWEETI1 21 [FJ5 85 , /2 i
BRI E oAk, 7E4EE R N 225 (Chen®%2012).
OsSWEETI11FOsSWEET14/f) 3215 7K V- 52 Wi 7K g i
R R A R (WuZ2018), BET i P . &
3L K OsSWEETI J /K FEAFRLAZ /N, fEossweet14

IR AR R BIOFF RS /N R B R (Antony 55
2010; MaZ52017). /KFESWEETIE 5 HE ki v
YRR, FRGE R B2 K FE R BE 15 5 OsS-
WEET115R3% bR, R RSN D e 405 2 (1)
Waeaz B FAR AN, i g R LR 4, S UK
KA A5 (Yuan AT Wang 2013; Chandran 2015).,
H 8 I 7838 AS BE ) 72 /KRG OsSWEET11 1 0sS-
WEET41E ) ¢ 30 i B 40 g o 2208, (5 0] AHEDN &
MIAEFERE R B i B S R h e EEAEH . KA
SWEETHE PR 55 8 Ji 13 1) Ty i FHAE B8 B ) g 30 2
WHRER. AEERE RSB CRIE
T 2SR IE B . 3B MK RESWEET
B IR G () I 25 AR R, I 285 A L DR s B AN o
JR DR A5 7 1 R T A B R A R D R 1 B BT
3.5 KFESUTHIThEE R E A pE R R AR &k P Y
1EF

SUT 52 B K T A B 48011 B L4k, e hr T
SE-CCJi I (Kithn51997), ¥ SWEET# iz 3 Ji
A H () R R 1 U = SE-CC (1-C). fldn, £k
SUT LYE ) 5z 50041 B o ke 25 i R 0 () ), e 3
iy 288 7Y 448 i A7 BT MU AR A 1SR B (Baker 55
2016). SUTIZ i 8 K B 7 BH /AT Pase ™ 4= 11 15
JIES - AL 2 A 4R A BE B (Roitsch52003) . A1,
SUTZ: 55 (1% i i 18 i ik 5 T A28 408 106 790 e 1 S 2k 1)
S i (carbonyl cyanidem-chlorophenylhydrazone,
CCCP)12,4- —H§FE K} (2,4-dinitrophenol, DNP)
HUK(KihnZ1999; Lemoine 2000). 7K 53 R 4H
H A% T5ANSUTYIS R A, BIOsSUTI. Os-
SUT2. OsSUT3. OsSUT4MOsSUTS, EATLEJR -
A 1A (A0ki%E2003) . FurbankZ:(2001)HfF 71 3%
B, JKABES S, 72K B AR R SUT TR PR K - i
& (A B e Rk, ZE AT R 240
FIAEE R REAN Y, 25 REREED 2k, 75 7 ) Bz
0 Iv1) P2 4 B A AR R R AR . AR AR K
TR, OsSUTIETE T BT A 8 TR 2300 B 4,
AOLAE R Py SRS () BRF R ) A R A 32
PRAT, 15 HESR I MK B g i ik A2 HF OsSUT1 A
JRAA S RIS B 2 55 FERE ) K2 8 26 2 (Scofiel d 55
2007b). Ak, SunZ5(2012)HF %t % Bl OsSUT1 &
F2 AR R A ) R O A B R A, E
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FEREW) R AR e O AR R B A 4. SR, Eom
Z(2016) 45 HIOsSUT 1 AN A2 M 8 i Jo 14 2 2
B FE . MBI OsSUTI I K FE 45 92 2% T 1%,
M B KA B0 2 B 1% A8 A (Scofield552002),
FKWH R 5 AMAISUTRE 52 B /COsSUT 1 B
OsSUTSX RERE IFSE A /5 T-OsSUT1, XA )
FESEPEACTOsSUTL, Rk, ‘&4 T RETEREME T 5
R R LOsSUTI (Sun%$2010). OsSUT24b T
AT OsSUTI I R4 K B 57 X F(Reinders5§
2012), EAL T W (Schneiderd$2012), £ M- PI4H
M HR IR R, AAEM ) R AR Rk, R A
Re R ANOSSUT1 T BE Bl 26 47 R (1 51 . OsSUT27E
TEE W MBS 1] Pt PR 4 i 2 3 o R v oy vl R A £,
) B 0 e AR (L R SRR, (E ossut2 TEATARE Ik
HORILHO G AR RS, (R Fy m] ¥ 1 5% m) &1
gD, PR R R (Eom252011). B8 K ILOsSUTS
TERBME P KERIA, FIHOsSUT3 S 3)
T GUSHE e R /K R M AR W 70 UE SE OsSUT3L S5 1E
W Rk, X R OsSUT3 I T & H] K & AL
A e as R, T A AR TR A R EURE B (Eom %%
2012). OsSUT4FI0sSUTSIThfE H 7l 14 A i 48
(Lim%52006; Kiihnf1Grof 2010), {HANEEFHERR 1]
TEVRAS B PR P AMA R B Bl R . s
PR ] 5 W) B T AR e A, A dlt — T R A
KE(Glycine max). % (Solanum tuberosum)#il
Wb (Solanum lycopersicum)Zs X1 M-AE ¥ Fl7K
Fi. N, BRARFRFHAEYET R, i
JoIp A S A [F) P 58 4% T Bl o U 1T SUT%% 58 /K-
Sk 455 R TR R 0 B 0 2 R [ Ak (XS
2018). [RIUth, AS[FIHBE 26 AR AT AE KRG 2R
B RN ) R SR R i b . 12 A A B
ARA BT i) B SUT 7 M 30 Bz 308 28 28 b IR0 FH &
P&, WNieZE (2010) 1M 7 & (Zizyphus juju-
ba) B SR T i R v E R E R, A S Ak 4
oA € A7 2N 40 H B 3 AR A AE T 9 R o . fF
JH6 A S A L ) 200 B b, O LB SRS R B
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Fig.2 The regulation pathway for translocation, distribution, metabolism and signaling of sucrose in rice
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Sucrose phloem loading and its relationship with grain yield formation
in rice

LI Guo-Hui, ZHOU Chi-Yan, GUO Bao-Wei, WEI Hai-Yan, HUO Zhong-Yang, DAI Qi-Gen,
ZHANG Hong-Cheng, XU Ke'

Innovation Center of Rice Cultivation Technology in Yangtze River Valley of Ministry of Agriculture, Jiangsu Key
Laboratory of Crop Cultivation and Physiology, Jiangsu Co-Innovation Center for Modern Production Technology of
Grain Crops, Research Institute of Rice Industrial Engineering Technology, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou, Jiangsu
225009, China

Abstract: Yield formation of rice depend on sucrose that produced in, and translocated from photosynthetically
active leaves and stems with non-structural carbohydrates stored prior to heading. Phloem loading of sucrose is
the first crucial step for transporting of sucrose to grains. Enhancing phloem loading is beneficial for improving
the translocation of sucrose from leaves and stems to grains, which is important way for increasing rice yield.
This article reviews the research advances in strategies of phloem loading, physiological process and gene ex-
pressions of key sucrose transporters in rice, and we discuss the relationship of sucrose phloem loading with
grain yield formation in rice.
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