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LA B (Solanum tuberosum L) FEIEH &
FRAD N, & N PE T 2 A Bk R KR AE A 26 (non-
graimn W EBIEY . E LKA TR E L &P AFH
BAEM . PZE (tuber) 2 S BAEY I E LT &
B AR AT BB AR B R ) & 22 (stolon)
E I FL A 55 25 A T A58 1 9N 1w A AR T D A A 1)
IO MBS E . DRERZELFTAHREL
SRR UA K TE A AR R AR S AR A AR Al 2 A TR AP i
A7 SR B b S i R W 2E e AR

LR ERZERE 2 H B A B YR D
SRR EREE O A B2 L RUE 7)) 45 R 3R Bl [ 9 422
Wl 45 T B R ZE L H I AT T [ R 4 D
PSR L KRR (e R BD KR LIPS
P95 Ty B U R R F ROG OR S IR R AR TE
[ B AF . 1989 4, [ 941 2 A~ 5% H BAILF- 7] B
JH e VA T R AR A AN T AT AR A 2 A A 8 5 50 ) 35 R
B PFEFE T B R PR N E T
TEVR 12 B B2 L B I g AE L BT TR 5
TR ERZE RN TR fad U4 1A il
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lose-6-phosphate, Tre6P) FF iR R 7 S48 X TE &
R PR O FR A5 D T A AR AR L JFDhe T AR AR
LR R LR F PR S SO R MM R
ERBER KR, BN — DR ARSI
P Ty B B HZE R F L SR A %

1 EYRESER
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B TFAESE S AR L e S E K R B ad 2
FEYIR P S 25 B 53 5 Do B B 437 26 ) 1) o] DLUAR %%
o, I AR AR K R S AR U AN BE IR [HLG  BIF 5T
RELPIBEAS 5 10 U8 2 LA A A B R TR M 3 32 A ) )
B SE SRS B AR R AL 1 A SR OF AR R
R/ U S P 8 S G v A P o L K/ B
th T 2 2 i R G AL ERBE AR 5 OF i e . A
G B A A AR R AR I -6
BEIR AR 5 142 L LA ORI Tre6P 1Y RERE (S 5 & 12
(Tre6P-independent sucrose signalling) .

1.1 BEREESER

ME MO RS IRERE S T AR
20 0 SR A ) B 2 200 T LA SRR ) 4 A i i s b 2
RKIEWEEH . W% (hexokinases, HXKs) 7F
RIAT 2R 0l 3L 50 ) v 18 R T ) A b A2 AR 2D
e, MFEITC RN AtHXK 1 8K &E glucose
insensitive (gin) ZRAKEAL, BEIK AtHXK1 &EHH
HEAL C OB B R A1 1 T BE I A 52 e A 56 [ 3R 35 L 4
14 B AR R AR P A A B 2 A e AR R A 5
HEES AtHXKL A G A S AtHXKL EH K
P S BT HE L J2 ] ACHIXIKL 26 1 T L % 4
T RO AR 2 AR DU SRR . AR DR N A
TR A0 M R LG IF ArHXK 1 3 [H AT L e I 7 3k
PRI bR 22 AL B L 4 v A B DR bk 3R K 4 R P 0% e
77 % i 7 R DR bk R B0 S R A, SRS O b
g 1 (StHXKD) FEy #4585 UM 2 (StHXK2) 1
FLA Ak 49 WE W R AL S Ve, T LIRS AtH XK 1-
antisence 8L R IT X 4 25 Bl A BORCHETS L 1 B ) 44
& StHXK1 M1 StHXK?2 14 B 7 % b Z 1K D) RE .

H AR BT LA 33 Glucose-TOR 8 5 & & 1A
FEMWERERE . A %ALY, TOR B 7 i
b EE RS AEN A F TR GREE VESR.
W M fES I EEAERKEFEY . HYOLE K
T AT LG Ak Ry A 2 W L ) A T A W T A R
T RE AR = AR A W RE SR 3 TOR 384 B % R 1k T %
PIN2 E2Fa.S6 #AE<F — R . e 2F 40 i 5 2
mRNA 5% A AR 55 FE RE AL W) F 1 2 (energy-
consuming processes) , it #F A8 P P A= K, P 9 A
A 9 B I 9 SE 4 L Glucose-TOR 15 5 38 42 A 4R i
T A %M 2 /R HXKL, IF i sr TV MR FE 5
W,

12 ERESER
FEE 2 AL 0 3 2ok ) 1 0 DA 8 T S R AR P

Hizhot G FAk Py 0y £ 208 20, BER B A R IR A
G590 FUEYIGE. HALH (invertase) fi 1k I b5 43
il hy 0 e W R SR TR R 2 0 T LA S i AL T
FE DR e S) | B R DL S G PR L 3- 4 WY R A A 0 (3-
O-methylglucose,3-OMG) F1 2-i 48 % & # (2-de-
oxyglucose, 2-DOG) %5 A GE AR 8 5 5% 1k k1 B 114 3
2R 2 oLy 35 o) B ATl TR 3R 58 RN VS PE IR 5 =
YERIT2 5 3 ZF il BE (isomaltulose or palatinose)
ST — PR S . H B B RS A B8 (sucrose syn-
thase, Susy) FIFE AL A BEAC I 5 22 2R W b L S %2
2 WA WE AT LA 0 B B B TR0 A A S 1 0T 02 i
W3 o FUE By B B L 3 2 B M G R N X
A Tl i DR 3 305 R 9% P AT R S e A A T T
2] W30 2o e A0 R BEME AR . D3 Ah REME X b 4%
% patatin FERFIK DR EFH EHIEM G KW
IEAETE 2 A WL T S TE AL 5 1 2R R S v R AR
P, Barker 48N BE T Y iz B 11 SUT2
(sucrose transporter) 5 f# & ¥ = & SNF3 Al
RGT2 WA AR SUT2 7] g HAT A2 1
fig AR i — 20 1 LR E ]
1.3 BEE--HBEBRESER

Tre6P & 1 B 0% G Wy o 8] 7= 9. A WAk A
Tre6P & 5 BEME & i 52 3% IE MG, Tre6P 5 11
TR WA Y E SR AR R RS AR AR L A A
W Tre6P/sucrose f3 55 3l 2 ¥ , 2 - 7 8 i 95 4%
HEWE B BUEC (LB A K 7 X6 TRE AR 114 1 6 PR TIE A )
ARG R TEEMAYAERETWIEBEN,
1-related

Sucrose-non-fermenting kinase 1

(SnRK1)3Z Tre6P #llifil .8 ik Tre6P [A] 42 8 1 b
HESAIRAS IS P 0BG & A JF AR 40 oy 1 AE
FERE A g R RN BG 2 B Tre6P 7 4 5
B2 StSnRK1 6 M 5 ) e 356 IR 7 R B AR B 25 v
Tre6P 175 1, SeSnRK 1 $E I B b 472 1 410 fifa 3% 5 A
AR R R IR Ik 5T B B 20 A R A Y 3
PRI 6 3K i 3 0[] B SR TR 2R B 2 1 L H 2
FURRHZE AR ) AR

2 BEESHAEIRERERF

R B PR e T LR R 2RI A i LA BT A AR
BOE-PERF) 2 A Ta) A2 3547 5 SR B S 69 A
il RS R ZEIE NS Y R
Je e 2 JChE 5 T AR R 5 2R RO AR R Y AR 5C L R
S E N INIY G v
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21 BESHEDRERERSEM PR e 2 2E 400 i 9 R A I R R R T SR K R R

DA S DR E e PR, Sl
ERMHLUE IR AT U B A SR R B
25 HREFMTT HARTE 0 5 B ZETE 2 4 454
A= B A AR RRAE 45 T B AR AR )L R O AL
AR E M SR R, DI R W, ok R A
A5 B A I E S WS 0 AT AL ) A R R R
9 BE R L P sl A8 B 2K T o s 2 M A 2B R
b A T Y2 e A T ] AR TR v R R H R AN
AE 5 T 108 B 25 805 T W8 TR WS4+ 517 1 0% BHL DB 74
S 1A e 2R 08 A5 S AR R O R X B
P U ZEIE A A ELRERE I A B
EIWMEBEIRTC . HABKE > 7275 x4 P2
AT AR 2 FURT, SROME 822 20 Bl RE 5 5 & 1k
PRI RO T AN — B0 B AT DL SE B 2 e e
MAEA AR S 1S S R B RN REH B S
AR TV RE AR 7 2 W S A o) 5 [ A T LA BEL T
PRI AR

L) DY REHRE RE 108 55 LA 288 0 7 =0 Y Wl 2
A AT A WA B3 A, DR i L s W A 3 0 A A
BE 5 1& 12 (43 Glucose-HXKs 3 48 F1 K #i G &
1) Glucose-TOR & 1) | if B HH-6- B2 % 7 i 4%
KA Tre6P B HEME R 5B 125 3 Bl R Skt rh
FIR) AR e 3 A2 R 4 4% R B 2R OR A A W, A B
(glucosamine) fl N-Z ft-D-% 3 #ij % # (N-acetyl-
beta-d-glucosanine, NAG) %5 C\ B i B 1 77 A G BHL
Wb A5 5 %o 5 4% S8 He 2008 iUy i85 AR U ) i
2-DOG CRJ LB A 1 18 Wi - B 5 9 i il i TR 16O
3-OMG CrT LA A 4 e Wi {ELA R B i 1 A6 ) LA & -
glucose Z5 /N 5 AT 1) 5 %6 A 25 L9 39 A BB 5 3 ik
BHEEIE B, Ut BE AR 5 A J& il i glucose-HXKs
AR AP T A P

HE¥) Tre6P & it 5 pEME & 2 EAH G, 2 14 P B
WS R AIE AR . BRI . Tre6P 0 5 45 5 2
25 SnRK1 ¥ P, T A1 it 50 505 6 50 4 h B AT
BFEFRTIHZE Tre6P & &, [F 1 SnRK1 Y Fric 4
PRl 3 3k I 35T B T A1 A e M L SR B S A
Pl 4% (palatinose, B 5 #4 1K, A g A0 ) XF B 25
Tre6P &t JC i 3 5 W 5 165 35 -6 - R Wt PR 193 ( tre-
halose-6-phosphate phosphatase, TPP) ff#i fk Tre6P
KA R T T T B R P R R R BRI T
%ifih TPP (LA OrsB, 33 2E Tre6P & 5 3%
TR SnRK 1 B A 1 35 1Y 5%, StSnRK1 13

7 0 1) 200 e ) 300y 35 D) 3 3K 498 0[] IS L R B 2K
TV 5 ES S 25 1 s AL B bR B 2K A e S R ART
X —ZERRUME S ] BB i Tre6P 5 5 i8R S
SR ECETE R 57

H T 7T LA E S 5 2 5 R D48 Bl
I S BT RS Tre6P {5 5 i 12 4H K,
M5 3B3E R M Glucose-HXKs @£ 76 %5 Glu-
cose-TOR 5 545 LA A MK Tre6P Y JEME 5 5
IRAR R A AE R 7 E 8 B U RO L rh R AR i
W E— 2 1 SRR B

AY i N EREA ECRE T BE SIS E W P S
ik, StSP6A JZ I 44 B P 2K & d i 0 1
5501 R R 2R M E S R EE. b
JEV I U A P DN 5 AR K ) A B AR K A U, CO
(CONSTANS)-FT (FLOWERING LOCUS T) &
T AE I J 018 4 A 40 F A 2o A v 1) 43 7 BIL AR 3%
B, BEEN DR EWEREMEE . L EF
T R R 22 O J] 40 O 4%, Ok B 22 1Y) S 50 E 4 2%
StCOL1-StSP6A i 42 (StCOL1 F1 StSP6A 43 ) &
CO M FT {1 [R5 3 PR 18 45 5 5% S H 25 8 28
Horpr StCOLT 1y %% 5% 32 A8y e i 4, LR R e 1
% StPHYB-StPHYF 5 ¥ — K45 ; StCOL 1 411
il StSP6A ik, % H M (short-day, SD) &4 T,
StCOLL P fif . StSP6A 1E W Fr 6 5 3 B i i i A1
Jo Ji A ok 4R R R is AR 2R A PRI
RIL, StSP6A 7E G JH W i 4= i H e 2Lk B i &
HREE K LR T OIER . StSP6A 3Kk
e BE TEMEE S L T StSP6A-RNAI M bR 7E 5
JEREME 15 72 5L BN BEIE BB 2R W] StSP6A &5
B PR 2RI B A% O PR AR BT 2 HETE BT A T
0, T ORE BE % S StSP6A  # 3k W M i
R,

StSUT4 Smts pEbE-H™ iz 1, R B 2ok
JWREE . S5 EE . D42 % subsp. andigena
S H R DA I RETE S H IR AR TR 2L
i#d RNA TR ME StSUT4 78 subsp. andi-
gena "VFEIR AT LG G B DR bR FR 6 R R 1Y) AR
PE.SeSUT A RNAL B Z AT LLFE B 5 00 REBE 1) 15 % 2k
I R A B 2K T AR R X A Bk R A A 10 Y0 E
BYREFR AR B AR IE A B 25 H SiSUT 4 RNAI
FRZ T StSP6A (StSOC1.,StCO 51 He 25 il 1Y
FEH R B kA AR, 7E LD &4 T R TE Ak

7
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25, HIFAEHETT ; StSUTA i 38 5 981 42 i 1 TR M o
S W) T e S A g e o0 B R A 1 1 R R e
BEYCEIL B,

AR Ca® RS R AR R A S
KRR AR . BRI (calcium de-
pendent protein kinases, CDPKs) /& Ca*" {5 5 19 4F
SR, T CT FES IR MG R, B8 E
StCDPK 1 77 4 I K 14 #) ) 25 0 T g 46 S 3R 0K
Z T A S, StCDPK1 A W HE S D iR
NIy 9 ANE KRR R R i ERER IR BE W
LS S S S 0F .91 R
22 HEESHARDREERXR

L2 DR MR I & T dn B AEAl T R B E
Ky, o H5IEMOG S EIRCR RN 2 SR R
SR UIAR O, R ST AE W) - OC & B 1 Y U R
Gt PEUROCHR UM I B 88 B MR I R A 508 i
PREES, Wi s I RS E 2 A TER,
—J7 T A X IR MG G VR A EIE ] o —r
T AR T X R ZEE R B A e FEE . SR
PRI W A5 5 R 4 i RO AR TR R0 A AR DG
FEPFRIA L HEAT I 7 R 2K R] 5 8L Ta] 38 A7 DA PR IE B
B IR R A

D IR S SR IE LT . MYDLEE
JH I 52380 3 AR 2R SC-AS R A 340 [ 7 CO, A2 77 B R
N ## (triose phosphate) , &84 W B2 TN A 8 4 i
SRR PN B 0 B R TN M %% 12 35 1 (triose phosphate
translocator, TPT) & G 1A #% iz 2 240 i 5T 1 T FEHE
A 1, TPT-antisense 5 48 25 4 ¥k 6 & 1F F &% 1%
% 40 %6 ~60 20, i M J 38 B &% B i 3 £50 5 £
% 1R TR TR 7 W 45 A 1 5 000 I A DE B (transi-
tory starch) 8] B iff 77 7 I 2 U P At 25 47 4 1% ) A=
KKEEH,StHK l-antisense L8 Z A R ZE =& [
VERY O i 0 3 AL B I R ] S I T VE R
PO XS BEBR 2R 3 A, ) I 2 R DR bk R ot o A A
X BRRR R 2 A TR R BRI, O T B
PALAR R AR K R BRI

WA 2 PN W A 4 6L 5 19 45 B Caldolase) A9 48 fb A
JHF A= B 2R BE-1, 6- — 8§ B2 (fructose-1, 6-bisphos-
phate) s ¥ S A AT 308 217 o 52 5 I8 JES 40 R B 7 )
) AH X e B S W, 0 o T A il R DR e Ok B R I bk
EUSIESE i T s TR R (A & )
o MR BE-1, 6- — B B2 I (fructose-1, 6-bisphos-
phatase, FBP) I P %5 ) B b B AIG , JF = SO pk A= K

REZIREY, FBP LR WE -1, 6- B R A= R M-
6-1% 8 (fructose 6-phosphate, F6P),F6P T i E C
W S Tl R TR T 4 S S Y AR AR TR S A A
$E-6-B5 2 (glucose 6-phosphate, G6P) | % 24 #H-1-1#5
iz ( glucose 1-phosphate, G1P) # H ¥ 1k, F6P,
G6P G 1P 4 Ui I M 128 o A0 A A AR e A
AE B 10 5 R 5 | Wl R W P rh Bk (9 O I 3 SR
il ¥ 2 FBP Jk [N 3% 35 BR 52w U8 i ERE 5 i o
FERE R R A KK 7 0 DL R TE
T,

UDP-#j %5 ¥ £5 8% 2 1L B (UDP-glucose pyro-
phosphorylase) | JiE#E-6" # 12 55 W (sucrose phos-
phate synthase, SPS) . J #i-6"-8f 2 i (sucrose
phosphatase, SPP) 3t [a] i {5 % O 5 & L ERE . L
th SPS & I 45 R A 00 OC D B HOE T 2
SnRK1 5, 78 M 7 b 7 1 R G5 542 58 StSnRK 1
HE D] T U e DR R 5 GE B S IR O B TR Y 3R 3k
Tt 7% 1 49 R T REME 8 R 5 R 8 R M AT )
I 5 DR AR bR R U A R A L R RO S R 1Y
WEERNY B B AE S T AR GE i SnRK 4
L8 RO A 1 SO .

2 WEAE S R REE AR 5 R Z IR e . ERE A
P2 A% B W B IS 4 5 R B 9 2% 2 (phloem
loading) ) Jz # 1z %y LA S #1 % (phloem unloading)
AR HEWE LR DR W BCTR Oz o v B iz i
P A G 0 B F i i 114 s 7 A B, g ) R R TR
anH S A E Z ] TR B AE AR Y R
P2 o TREMETE R 1Y) 2 B N A A i 1 AR L) A L VE R
A R IR 2 8] 7 A B K 2% (turgor pressure
difference) , 3K 3y 1t B¥ V5 U5 AS W7 b DA T 042 iy 28 1
TE e

JHE M E PR S AT DL o 36 B K (symplastic load-
ing) A i 4 /& Capoplastic loading) & & %% 7%,
SWEET (sugar will eventually be exported trans-
porters, SWEET) ¥ iz & 1 & {7 T 1) Bz ¥ 410 it fse
HEETEAE Y v 5 DR SF 76 T 0T MR ke 2t 2
rh il Bl R A I YA B R BT AN A sweer 572 A
F Iy 1) Bz A BBk B 5 S LR ik StSWEET 11 2
AR TN TE DR SR R 1 B s AR RS - H
m B (SUT) & A R H B 2F A BT S 1 16 0 %5
0200 i B HE N ) B R 0 3 1 P B A2 G AR 3 P 2 R
B H LR e o SUT2 5 B Rk 2 14
SNF3 # RGT2 H A7 AR L) 45 44 , 7] BE A8 A9 v &



%4 ] HOHEE SF . WS R TE T R R BT S 31
R SZ R DIAEY . SeSUT T F BAR MU I 9 /N, JEAD &t B AR 96 00, T 400 4 % L BERE 2 s 308

i > TN A S R M 2H A A8 B R IA K
A% 38 3 MR 505 8l F rolC R LI SeSUT 1 %%
kB RE bR R i Rl S B TR DA PR T2 20
i, Kuhn %50 1 i — B 0F 58N SeSUTL A
P25 1) B AT 23k I FH R 2807 R IR 8 1 class |
patatin promoter B33 Jz X ik StSUT 1, #% £ A #k
F M R Gr AN 5o PR R B AR,
B StSUT1 1 25 % & 01 0 i 280 e vh & 454
AT TR G 7R StSUTT AT B 76 Y5 ity 155 54 5 480 1 12 3
REMEH B0 R X R AR 5 SSUTL A A,
subsp. andigena B StSUT4 RNAi Bk R ZE %,
TEAE S SE L I by BEWE S A E n, P 2K R
VERY ORI N, FLARAE K B BARR OB i 2R
Wt StSUTA AMES 5 R0 i iz 1 B 1 5 55 35
851 Y| 2 < 918

T AE FE 2% B[R] B R LUGE 2o Jo A0 A R 2 4
2 PR AR AR, )R 25N KT T B BAMA R R
13, StSUTA 75 JFEME o0 HMA B 28 b e #EA4E - 5 )
BZEIFIR I K5 . StSPe A 1 45 1 0 B 4% th Jit Sh A
WA R Ry DAL B AR R AR A Oy £ R H
55 ) B E AR R B 4 T 2 W] 5 5 StSP6A TE T
Fr ) e B s T B B IS StSPEA HE 1 5 RERE —
Bl T R A R s 2 H) R R, TR R 2R T i
StSP6A 5 StSWEETI11 %5 & FH 1k 5 B 8 2
StSWEET11 &5 FH A 5T S A . DT A 736 B 380 280 %%
A Sy B R AR

IVMEAR TR R PR TE M G N R . R
2R, R E IE o 5 Ak B 5l R B B8 (sucrose syn-
thase, Susy) 73 i - 4 UE M & AR L HT K . Susy 5
invertase Ji P4 (14 FH X 228 Ak 8] 45 H 45 55 B 25 PR i )
FRELIE K. WY SCRT IR B 2508 25 it 72 v, e
TE 3 J5T AR S 480 Ay T B A Ry S IR BV AR 3 T
IR 20 2R A2 invertase 3R 42 5578 O T & 4K
) SuSy ife , R iE M AR i 5 SuSy i PE % ) AH
%, SuSy I Ptk g DR P L AR BEHE Sl
i SnRK1 ¥4 % SuSy 5 invertase ) & 15
N

He o P 2R VE Ry A T A B ZE R T 2
JeG FAL T WA FE B 25 v ADP-# %9 4 £ 05 iR
1L B ( ADP-glucose pyrophosphorylase, AGPase) fi#
& G1P & L ADP-74 %3 ¥ . J2& V& & hit Ay PR 38 1
StAGPase-antisense i bk 2 25 I8 B A 0, Jot & A8

ViHH AGPase 520 I 55 2 H 2R FE g s M A1 2
P BE Y e VR 4% AGPase JE R 235 F 6 v L Horb e
B 1t SnRK1 83 AGPase 3% [H 3 15 f1 AGPase
it S0 A JERR A T R 4 W A O W R O A A
AGPase MR 1LY .
3 DHRERZEEFAZENEESSH
ffESERNXR

L EYCE R B ZWE S O DL K P
RERKXRE, MG SR 85 HA & 2477 A
HAE,
31 MESREESXAHEE

b STk . StSP6 A S O Ja 1 A 5 o 4% 2
BRI O RS 7 1 R Z 5 W
Wi S, U B (S S RE 08 3 5RO B I (E 5.
StSWEET11-RNAi # &M StSP6A ik flHe 2
PR R L, UL S(SWEET11 A fig i i+ StSP6A
JHIE 2L B H ; StSP6A i il i 5 StISWEET11 45
A VAR PR 25 R BT S ) 25 v R ) R AR 1Y
BEAsl) (SeSUT1,StSUT 2 Ml StSUT 4 ¥y 5 Py
PEZRIR 3206 JE S0 IR 150 1 O J] 40 8 4 ) % B TR
Sz FEPY . StSUT4 RNAG B % Bl X8 i T
FEXTHR A, b R A B, P 2K 7 RERE (V€
¥y T S G TN A A 38 S R OB R Y ek AR e 6
S ) 7 IR PR bR Rk FRELRG B 1 BORR E L A LE H
WA T W BB M 28, StFT . StSOC1 LA F2 StCO
LRI A I Ak et e A AR U B TR i ) AR
S 3k 3k A5 ) O JE] X B 2R R I R s i e g R
PR DA B R B LR TP T 56
WA 5 A7 AE XUn) iy 6] B, — T 1 O S 0 3 A A 4
WS SR8, o) — I S 5 i X O R (5 5
AR HEAE
32 WESRAEHEVBERRE

IR % % (gibberellin, GA) . it & R Cabscisic
acid, ABA) \ZE#] R (jasmonic acid, JA) K 41 i1 53 24
 (cytokinin) FFH MM R 2 5HE SR E LKL
H o Hrf, GA {2 3E ) B 25 M A K A i ) R 25 R
KIEEH 25, ABA Fi JA XF B 28 % & A M #7811 .
cytokinin 3 52 8 7 22 U5 OC F8 36 0 e 25 7 i A,
T ERZE LT RET GA K FE S, M ABA
WAL GA B RH I 7 A 8RR A&
NLOAEZENIE GA, &5 5 R L R R R U
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O AR e B BB B IR AL MR ZE N IR GAL S R T
1o PR R LR R AR A 5 T e VR R R B R A
HEZEN GA, & & AL, #0822 E R ALK,
SV T0 35 i R B B 25000 L StSUTA RN A i Bk Bk 3
bSO R A RS i F 3 AR ZE
55 GA200x1-antisense i ¥k AH LAY PR IR, HL#% 5L
Ktk R AR ER MG B2 2w, SRS 5 5 e
GA g5z,

ABF (ABRE-binding factor) fE#i#) ABA 5
FRAR AR A Wy i 38w 1 rp 4 OC SR AR AR T R
K% ABA. T2 . #hhia BEES, HEAWEEZ
SnRK2 Fl CDPK i #%. 54 % SIABF1 1R ZE &
BB RB T R W RS

B GA Ml fE SR b F R R R P IT ABF4 %
HMEZE ABA S&F I GA & &AL, $h2XTE
BB 25 it 45 1 2 R e, R, ABF AE
Wi ABA DL K GA Phl A # D4 B & & o i v
RIFEHEREEH.
4 B =

WA 5 [ B 9 s T 4 2 e 200 265 A il DA R PR U8
KR BHESBRERERFNEEF5RE IS
PR R R T O R DL R A TR
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Progress on sugar signal regulating potato tuber development

SHAN Jianwei' , LIU Jun®,SUQO Haicui' , WANG Li', AN Kang',
LIU Jitao',JING Shenglin®, LI Chengchen',SONG Botao®, L1 Xiaobo'

1.Crops Research Institute ,Guangdong Academy of Agricultural Sciences/Guangdong
Provincial Key Laboratory of Crops Genetics and Im provement ,Guangzhou 510640,China ;
2.College of Life Science and Technology » Huazhong Agricultural University .
Wuhan 430070,China ;
3.College of Horticulture and Forestry Sciences s Huazhong Agricultural University ,
Wuhan 430070,China

Abstract Potato (Solanum tuberosum 1..) is the world’s largest non-cereal food crop and plays an
important role in the global economy and food security. Tubers are economic organs and reproductive or-
gans of potato. They store a large amount of starch,and their development process is regulated by sugar
signals. Sugar signal regulates potato tuber morphogenesis and sink-source relationship. This article
summarizes the progress on plant sugar signal pathway,sugar signal regulating potato tuber morphogen-
esis,source-sink relation and its cross-talk with photoperiod, plant hormones and other signal pathways.
On this basis,the model of sugar signal regulating potato tuber development was proposed to provide a
reference for further elucidating the mechanism of sugar signal regulating potato tuber development.

Keywords potato; tuber development; tuber formation; source-sink relation; photoperiod; plant

hormone; sugar signal
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