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Function and Regulation of Plant Sucrose Transporter

PENG Chang-Cao, ZHAO Xiao-Lan®
College of Forestry, Laboratory of Bio-Technology of Tropical and Subtropical Forestry, South China Agricultural University,
Guangzhou 510642, China

Abstract: The sucrose transporters (SUTs) involved in sucrose trans-membrane transportation play a crucial
role in the phloem cell-to-cell distribution of sucrose throughout the plant source-sink. This paper introduces the
research progresses on sucrose transporters cellar location, functional regulation and sensing mechanism of

sugar in high plants.
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W2 1 SR A R U ) E AR T . IR 2
SRRV A A - R A ) 3 B iE e —.
CA AR B Ao P04 R, e Is 2 2 &
AP AR B R, DU e R B (1) AR Ak, 3L
R NJE R — 25 55T . RIREEE
B e 3 00 1 L CREAS ) B 90, AATTHE I AR 00 0
MIa R A KA s A S 5 3 R il R
$Z LA FH (Barker 25 2000; Weise %5 2000; Reinders
4£2002a, 2002b).

TERED AR, BN 12 SOt T A R 43+
AR R 412 2R [ (sucrose transporters, SUTSs), X
FRIERE -H" 3L5 12 8 H (sucrose-H' co-transporters,
SUCs) (Lemoine 2000; Williams 45 2000), iX/&—
KRB SR A0, ) AT A Sy
LRI b, Be8 R F 40 A AN R A R e
P FREATES I A . ARIE 2 R8T 5 S5 1 S r
PRI 73 A, BERE ez 8 1 )8 T MF S 5 )% (major fa-
cilitator super family)" [ 01, ‘EAIH 751 = AR
S, e KRS B, B 12 N IBEE R, rha)
[ 1) 40 5 A3 2 A1 1 AN R BB SR, i B oy
KT 6 5 B S5 AL IR 24 2 X, R XA S

IAERBEAG 70T AW 2E 0 R e, A1 A FERE
iz R (AR Pl A T T BUAS T oS PE E JE
R e ia o SR BE PRI 1) 70 25 S L4540 5 DhRg
G, P B T4 s D[R] A A A P9 3 i A AR ()
TR .

1 EHEMIEE R SUTs Rik

H Riesmeier 55(1992) M 32 H v 2125 1 4
R RERE iz B 1 BE R LUK, VR 2 R I b s B
56 RUAH 2 A5 PP 43 B 7o B . Riesmeier 55
T 1993 4 58 B vh vl [ T RERE Bz i R K
(StSUTI) (Riesmeier %5 1993). ik 2 Rt 4t it
Bl a2 B AL T PR L R gt . il T cDNA S
FE SR 38, AU FE T o e 21 2 AN AN R RERE i iz B
FIHEEPR(A1SUCT . AtSUCT) (Sauer F1 Stolz 1994).
Ut T v I 21 17 2 B2 Rl A R A1 B 1 SR TR
AR B oA U 1) e AT
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K1 MR R A RN R IR

[EL/EIEN K HA¥RS IR FILE v K,/mmol-L" Z R
T 52 1E(4lonsoa meridionalis) AmSUTI AAF04295 502 W . AR 1.8 Knop % 2001
T3 (Apium graveolens) AgSUTI AAC99332 512 B R 0.139 Noiraud 2 2000
J53E(Apium graveolens) AgSUT24 AADA45390 512 bR S 7] (N Noiraud 2 2000
J53E(Apium graveolens) AgSUT2B AADA45391 512 bR S 7] (N Noiraud % 2000
U IF(4rabidopsis thaliana) AtSUCI Q39232 513 1t 0.45 Sauer Fll Stolz 1994
U IF(4rabidopsis thaliana) AtSUC2 Q39231 512 . WL 0.53 Sauer fll Stolz 1994
U IF(Arabidopsis thaliana) AtSUC3 080605 594 T, . 16 1.9 Schulze 25 2000
U IF(4rabidopsis thaliana) AtSUC4 Q9FES59 510 Egiio) 12 (pH 4)
6 (pHS5.5) Weise 25 2000
U IF(4rabidopsis thaliana) AtSUCS Q9C8X2 512 J{E 1 Ludwig %% 2000
U IF(4rabidopsis thaliana) AtSUC6 Q6A329 492 — Sauer %5 2004
U IF(4rabidopsis thaliana) AtSUC7 Q67YF8 491 FIiE 3 Sauer %5 2004
U IF(4rabidopsis thaliana) AtSUTS QI9ZVK6 492 . e 0.15 Sauer 25 2004
U IF(4rabidopsis thaliana) AtSUT9 Q9FGO00 491 1t 0.5 Sauer %5 2004
it (Beta vulgaris) BvSUTI CAA58730 523 —
A% N(Daucus carota) DcSUTla CAA76367 501 — 0.5 Shakya I Sturm
1998
A% N(Daucus carota) DcSUTIb CAA76368 501 — 0.5 Shakya 1 Sturm
1998
A% N(Daucus carota) DcSUT?2 CAA76369 515 . WA T 0.5 Shakya 1 Sturm
1998
ﬁi(Hordeun1 vulgare) HvSUTI CAJ20123 523 38 Sivitz 2% 2005
ﬁi(Hordeun1 vulgare) HvSUT2 CAB75881 506 Endler 25 2006
T hi(Lycopersicon esculentum) LeSUTI CAA57726 429 Kriigel £ 2008
T hi(Lycopersicon esculentum) LeSUT2 AAG12987 604 Barker %% 2000
T hi(Lycopersicon esculentum) LeSUT4 AAG09270 500 11.6 Weise 2 2000
W (Malus domestica) MdSUTI AY 445915 499 0.63 Fan % 2009
(RS 2R R R TORD
W (Nicotiana tabacum) NtSUT1 CAA57727 507 W, 2. 18 Biirkle %% 1998
‘th[ﬁ(Nicatiana tabacum) NtSUT3 AAD34610 521 — Lemoine % 1999
KF(Oryza sativa) OsSUT2 BAC67163 501 — Aoki %2003
KF(Oryza sativa) OsSUT3 BAB68368 506 — Aoki %2003
KF(Oryza sativa) 0sSUT4 BAC67164 595 — Aoki 2 2003
KF(Oryza sativa) OsSUTS BAC67165 535 — Aoki % 2003
KZEHi(Plantago major) PmSUCI CAA59113 503 FIANIE = & NI SN TON 0.3 Gahrtz %5 1996
L.
KZEHi(Plantago major) PmSUC2 CAA53390 510 . B, 2 Gahrtz % 1994
KA (Plantago major) PmSUC3 CADS58887 599 Vi 55 Barth 4 2003
E“Qﬁ*(Ricinus communis) RcSCR1 CAAR3436 533 Ly S 1 SN 7 1 N 2 Weig 1 Komor
JEFL 1996
H it (Saccharum hybrid) ShSUTI AAV41028 517 SRUEE IR 2 Rae % 2005
Lh4A B (Solanum tuberosum) StSUTI1 CAA48915 516 — 1 Riesmeier 45 1993
48 (Solanum tuberosum) StSUT4 AAG25923 488 i 116 Weise 4% 2000
J 3 (Spinacia oleracea) SoSUTI CAA47604 525 IEY 1.5 Riesmeier 45 1992
/J\E(Triticum aestivum) TaSUTIA AAM13408 522 Bz, fhr Aoki %% 2002
/J\E(Triticum aestivum) TaSUTIB AAM13409 522 Bz, fhr Aoki %% 2002
/J\E(Triticum aestivum) TaSUTID AAM13410 523 Bz, fhr Aoki %% 2002
%5 (Vicia faba) ViSUTI CABO7811 523 L. HBAR 1.4 Weber 2 1997
HiAi(Vitis inifera) WSUTI AAD55269 501 gy Ageorges 4 2000
W% (Vitis inifera) wSsucil AAF08329 501 B, e, Bse Davies %5 1999
W% (Vitis inifera) mwsucCi2 AAF08330 612 B, e, Bse Davies %5 1999
W% (Vitis inifera) mwsucz27 AAF08331 505 B, e, Bse Davies %5 1999
EK(Zea mays) ZmSUTI BAA83501 521 — Aoki 4 1999

— WA SOk -
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(HAF—1RIE, VP2 AP RERE 18 B 1 I
TR R B ST SR A R 8 B R R AR ST
FEBNR AT, A T BRI e R i s S
FER AR SFYE P 51 o i T IR IR REAS BE B e I
BERE, ELRE 2 Wb — Pl MO A K A RE B (P FE AL, AR5
th s S AR R ). Pk Riesmeier 25
(1992) k9% T 1M BER AR AR(SUSY 7/ura3), ShAfsg
ARSI WA e AL, H AT R IE— AN IR A SR 15
1 5 1 B 5 i (sucrose synthase) R JE K], BUf
P B AT DAAE I A ARG RE B o 3X — SR AR AR Ik 5 7
P BRI B R AR 1) 9% 5% cDNA SCPE— i 4k,
B AR EATTAE LARERE by i — B i 5 9733 L)
AR RE T T O ok . X RE I I T g T AN M3
SN By 4 B8 b v [ HY R IS i £ 1 SR I SoSUT TR
StSUTI (Riesmeier 2% 1992; 1993).

FIH AT M 1L, B %8 IR s 5 2
RS AR, 7] I 6 JoT 328 AR RURK, 1 P REE b e
BEARA TR RS SR IhEE. S5
BEEA—FE, AN < RRRAT % T RERE
128 [ I B R iz 75 P (Boorer 25 1996; Zhou %5
1997). WIBHE S B b HY RERILEEIZ AL 240t
4 1:1 (Bush 1993). K, H 4 0EHE 12 5 A
IRERE a5 2R 1 e S I B A e fn ) i i
s A4 ¢ (Maynard F1 Lucas 1982),

AN ey SRR R - O [ ) s i 1 )
TR )7 41 7 HE e BE R, 4n PmSUCT 45 AtSUCT
S b 63%; AtSUCT 55 AtSUC2 [AIVEYE N 77% .
FUOHEE 12 8 1 (RN S H A 1R R R, i MSTL
55 STP1 [ [RIEYE N 79%; STP1 55 STP4 [¥)[] Y5k
H63%. SR LA R ez B B R XURE A is t
() TR I, JL AR e F ) [R5~ 44 L A20%,
S 2 PR 1 RIS PRI, L = g g M re e - m]
BEAN S Wt K 2 5 (Smeekens 2000). #EJI BT
A v T R RE B s 2 A 12 AR
JBEDX, HE A Ay, AE RS iz B ) C i Al N g
HAE T B i 5 —l(Davies A Zhang 1991).
2 YRR EEEMEN

KT AMAAE g 190 Bz 0 e B A% R R A o 2
V4 PR 5 T i B0 B v, AR5 W W) R A R
BT E ) R E s i R, R A
(I B 52 RGN ISR B DTS
Fh B2 2 (1 (Lalonde %5 1999), 5 1 Rl bk
B A et — P 2 A0 B 1 (facilitator), 1 5K I
B I P 41 B R TS 2 4 e . Laloi 45(1993)

AT % X — RN RS, 282
Tl TRE B 2 328 11 11 T 2 48 R W e 8 ot ) Bz
S RERE ISt A IS At D T RREE )
P R RSO 1) R 3, =R R s R
(Minchin 1 Thorpe 1987). 2 4 Fl2f74E T LY
R RERE i ds B, RO B S e mT DA o X A
FEBE 102 B2 5 10 5 IS i o ok i [v) o 22 3
17. Walker 55(1995)HEM 2 55 5] Kz 30 HH (14 1A
Azt A B S E A EUR T R s R E 1)
Thfe . BERHAE AL ZUR AR b nl i e s i
1A T MR AT 80 P 0 o i o A 7
B AR R 2 SR, 75 DL OO 2l OO
18 HE A 3 T WROBCE A M. A T
TR A LR T IROBORERE R ]/ RERE 2 1) s B
LR LAN TR TS0 B 1) 54 7] %% 12 £ 1 (uniporter),
X R 2 B AR R 5 PE K

&5, R 5 AR I R RE R FH s pihe 4 ia
HE OIS TRV FAR RIS, WA 28 (1) R
R AT 5 TR, LACH B IS A A AR
JP) b e s s A 1A BRI IR . £ 5t
BRI PERE 18 B L — MR R ) s B ), BE
SRAT 2 55 4) Je S e ()R8 28, B4 AR ATAE T
& | 1 Mfu(sieve element/companion cell, SE/CC)E &
PRI TUBE o B ARAZUESE, Tl SUT1 LK LeSUTT
) B SR A 52 5 W) B A R R (Riesmeier 55 1993), 11
H LeSUTI F1 AtSUC2 1) 8l T 45 34 15 FE RI7E
R ZERI) b R IE . Pk, SUT JEPH ] fg
AMNAE P R e bl A H, T FLIG REAE W i e s
PRI IR 2 U R RE R PR o DB R I
K PE B i KA 2 R 25, B H AT HY
FER iz B R s R T TP 3
YETE o IR HE ) TR R S AR H
B AR SO 12 B A G IR B il i i
F1(Ward %5 1998).

B 1K I 1 fn 0 5 B AT TR i D Re )
K. R R R e is B LRI 1)
LUAL BT 3R B, BERE s B 11 SUT1 X 44 R
BORRR P ) R A IS L T . RN, SUTT s 4
1 SE FAB U BB R AR AR 1 SE b, RERE T
FE NI A 5 IS 21 SE s

I FH 4 928 58 AT ST SUCSTEZR LK S b i ik
RI, HIA AR U I e e 726 45 SUC2 A74E
TRZEATHHL R 71 1) A1 (Stadler551995; Stadler
I Sauer 1996) . 111 F 2 't ez A AL s AL 1) T 9%
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ety (silver-enhanced immunogold staining) /5 ¥4 14T
() G e AL B, BB E B 2RI 3 1Y) SUTL A7
T CH %11 SE Bl (Kithn 55 1997). AR
TERZEHT BT S DR
HHRR 6 28 14 FRE B AR 5 7 11 22 S T A 25 P R
LRI R 3E B o FVBE R B A% A8 S 1) 45
B 5 SUT1 & A4E SE ek H —2L, B SUTI
mRNA TH @776 SE ML la) 22 N 4k
3 EENSTEAMIIAEIATD
3.1 RASKIGHTIESE Wik SUTL (Fio Ay /%
T SUT) 3 IR RERE 12 i e 1 B a0 b 28 P A T e />
(), FEARI IS B vE 77 K 52 ik 35 (1) 43 Bl AD'G S AR
Mo 76 SUTIT Jx SCREAR Y, i v (R pRE 7 it A2 1
AT 5~10 £, OB 7 i 4 2 5 S (Riesmeier 55
1994, BRI Ab, SUTT S SURE IR A=A 3 % 0 2 ik
&, Ik gn, kgt BRI E T SIS (Kihn
£1996) . WlsE i AR P 2 D1E 5 KA &)
AN R 25 B2 B, e SCRE R ) Bz 0 1R i s 1
25 BRAR(Kiihn 25 1996). ZEMH SR RE A e A
SUTIHE FEUA K2R, v Rk S K
R, RIS A B (1 s SCHI i, CRELAR 1 LA 7 4
JUT-R0 0 AN 2058 ] 72 1) 'CO, (Biirkle 45 1998).

H AT AN 2 s SCA i A5 52 M SUT's K& 1A
K A R 2 (2K . o A4y M ER R 2 B
11 35 R %M . — B 5 A P, D)5 SR F L R 7 )
“ Sk (knockout) RAGAA . HHIX T Beif 514 it
IEH AT REPE T AE Kl BT 5T T 45 BIE s
(Chrispeels®$:1999), iz FH T HERE 25 IR 12 A 50
A5 7 483k FE(Sivitz 25 2007, 2008; Srivastava %5
2008).

FH BSR4l o A1 i /N (plasma membrane
vesicles)IEAT HIE Frit 57 L0 UE 5K, M AERL 1A
IR PR B S R T AR AR G i i D/ 31
JRAMAIE i F2(Giaquinta 1977; Willams%5£1990).
T B SR 0 2 R DRTREL AR T 75 B1RIE 52, bl
1B (FERISUTT ()2 TEBH 18 J5 2 40 I R 138 i,
X YRR e 1 2R D0 TR (1) a2 AN W] D 1

TR SR ) e S AN 3 i A RedE
FIRSE, R B AL EA LR . CDETEX
LA T R I T RERE i da B R R B Rk, Hh
— BB LR B R R R ) A . AR R AT
(Plantago major)+, SUTITEZ IV IR R Hh Kk ; 7
7 5 R IR A e 4 RS 2 R s B
FEN e, TS N DeSUT2 (KRR T) / s &

SUT) F ZLAE IEAE K & Hh (1 BRI B 350 R A i 38
BE Ut Rk . R, RERE s B a5
VWSUCT 1 F1 VvSUC 2 1) 3% 125 i 2% SR 0t o B 1)
AT N, 1 vvSUC27 W5 2 Ml Je (Davies %%
1999) . X HH] — Ll 32 B 1158 n] e e A S pk
(AR B Th ELELEAE FH o AR 2, IX SE R i B
FIHBAEYR I R, 718 1K S8 B 4 08 B 1 ] R L
B2 51 Bl B8 o IhRE . U4l
2 G TR T I I B SRR R R
TORERH I Bl 9] e i I S R St v e b
7 I I 1 R A s R D Re A R S .
Luf1Bush (1998)H i s 5 AR M i 41 2 I ke 2
TE RN 12 % B N R 2 SR SR B, ERURE T H - BERE
] [y 5 ia 2 1, U T AtSUCT 28 65 A M4
FRAE S ANFh A SR 57 1. 54 RUMILE, His-65 &
AR SRR I R 1 B A RIS g AR AR AL, 2
PR RN 6 2 R AL & J Eb e is B 1 1) e
KBERE L E RV, P 815 5. HTRIAIX L
SRR TATH - B [7] 1) 4 da B 11 1R 40 PR v i KT
AR KA AR, A Lu 1 Bush (1998)3A 4 His-65
T 5 RS i RN ) — AN BIE P BR . Bush (1993)
T2 /T SR I O £ R — £ I (diethylpyro-
carbonate, DEPC) 23 [ H' - FEHE [F] W iz 85 1, &
L 1A% DEPC fBUsK ¥ 21 s IRk I, e v Tl
THRERE A G T A NI AT 42, His-65 S8R A
F4F DEPC g, 4P, Lufil Bush (1998)iA 4 His-
65 A1 H'- FEM [ n) 4 da B A I 3 — AN A A |,
pES/iaheZ N 2 oY e PR INNES i p e e R R SRR [
(CES) PPEaN
3.2 IEeiAT AR R AN R T
fE G PR PR TR LA B 5 5 4 2[R 3 i
SEUMRIAT o 220N, RS B R A
KA BCAR RIS . g &R
Bt 3 B A FE A B 40 M 3 AN SR8, TR R B
T FEDBE A HR DU A 38 0 R A R R s B
FEDRI R IE, 13 B 40 H 2 A RTRE A5 53X 2 N 2
Je BB (Weber 25 1997). B2 T 2410k &
(R Z A0, e R R s i 2 A A S
W B SR FamAEHE b
I e R s B R DR R A s s, T A6 AR A
BN AR R RN s R B s WA 2O G I )
520 (Kiihn %5 1997; Shakya 1 Sturm 1998). Sakr
SE(1997)F I8, YIIE 3 R 149 8 R 2 Y 3 v R
1B R (R A I mRN AZKCST, (5 A5 D) #1180 25 44
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ST/ N A ST B ) HES) () RS g ), T3
XL LT A RN » 55 B0 s IR 2, 25 1SRRI
P2 W B )00 5 4 TRAIE B, 32 3 A7 AE T T L1
TR IE B A . X e S0 25 JLRS R, R 2
B B2 3 S RN F I 1 KSR 1 o

Roblin %5(1998)#ki#, X H#(okadaic acid, —
FhIIA T IR I Mg 400 ) A BEEH S A1 2L )5, SL
BEFHZHE ) N . TR e E AR RN
JCE AT YRR, AT 1 BH R i 1s B [ (R is i )
T 52 0T IR R AL AE (R T 1Y

Chiouf1Bush (1998) I B, 14 HE4Y 77 Hu X 1t
W [1) [7) 2 S AR ) Bt S BRI PR IR A T U YY1y OB A5 L
PR AN L 2% SR A o AEEH SR st Hp A7 A
— AN T R T R i R A S s
158 o JHLISE A U050 228 s YA ] L R S5, A o 2 2
{140 J0 B /N Y0 H TR R R 2 3 B G P PRI . T
R R 81 e B e s B 1 TS S TRE R AT R Y, . )
FIZENT R, SR A H S, R IS R A
KIEFEWGE (V) PR . RNA B ETZE 43 BT
45 WAL R BERE L 12 B 1 mRNA KV pli o s
TEPER R BRI R B T L, R IS B AR T
PR AR E AT ) o TR HEDX RN (5 5 B
R i A28 A2 P I 1 RERE A i v PR — D g, mT
LT IV A7 R R B (R AN T AR 4K o

FH - OB 42 B 1 T R AR AR )
AT B, R SR AFAE — Bl A R LI LA
Feqs ) R 12 B 1 R T O, AT 42 Tl B ) 22
BN P LU T, R i i e AR
3T AR AR ) 0 R 53 L, AN 15 5T
HAATTUCA B AR ()5 Fs 0 RN () s
Yo T [RALYIR) 4 BE U7 7] (Lalonde®:1999; Braunfll
Slewinski 2009; Ma %5 2009).

TR SIS0 E 4 2 B, KA P A A RERRE e 1)
SO L SRR R PR IR R . IX LR 12 B G RE b
%F patatin J3 81 T A REA 1 rol C B
(Smeekens 2000), FERHIZ i 8 [ F PR R FIS Hn i
7152 FERE LIS A5 o AN UL, TR A A S 1 1)
T ATB2 K58 mRNA i3 )7 51 [ # 1E(Rook 55
1998) . ST EL 4% A1 i rh BBl 1l 2 DR 1) 208
HRESZ RS T, 110 ASBES2 1 4 0 75 5 (Fu Al Park
1995) , HiXF#i% S 75 ZESnRK 1 (SNF -5 5K 4
fig) i, DRh E B S 2 ) L SnRK T [WFRIKH
o FEUERE D I DR (1) 2608 (235 T B (Purcell 55
1998).

4 SEEYXETERRZHE

R R 2] 2 B S ) DA | R R DR Y TR AR A
EH T TRERH 25 S 7K A ple 0 2 B R SRR, DALk, RERE Y
A 5 RN M UL B (Coruzzi F11 Zhou 2001) . 12
L NATDO e S R REREAS 5% 5 AL HHE 2 1L
sz b

P 2 st s 5E SRS, o FEE
4 Ff: P (hexokinase, HXK)f5 5 &4t MKl
OB A OB (HXK) IE 5 RS Kt
TS 5 RG UL SR RS 5 RS, th T
BT DU 15V 22 JE DR 3R A, DRI AAT D) J26 52 Je
HAE B H (sensor) (A i+ 43 6 TE o

TERZZ Y, R FH ARG T I OB REA T 9T 35
HIAEALE— AN [F) IR XOBE 2652 3 1% (Loreti 55 2000)
IR PR, — LU0 W SR A8 (lactulose) -
¥ B (turanose) RE % FH 181 75 77 2215 5 1 - JEHT I
FERIZRIE . RIS, R AR 0 IR o- VERD
P I1) e S SRR, (L THIVAR 1) 1) R o) X Sl e sy 4
R, AR, X LCUORHE 1 1K 52 A [] T4 % 0
SER D RE S AT B, UK 1) S b iy 2 B S22 P 4 7
Mo AR S TEAFUR YR IESE, 2 DX L XUR I K
IR, EATBA B AU . PR T IA
PEER &Sz Pl g2 5 s M . 55—
IR, MRS T TR 2 5 RS
KEENY 6-SFT £ ik (sucrose fructan-6-fructosyl
transferase) [P 1 M B R SRIA . RIS A i v b
SN ST AEAE, R (trehalose) 1 AEAT W0 18
58 6-SET [RyE P LI IE R RIA, IX AR 1 g 5
U A0 o At 1l o 26 B J A AR FH B T e . 1 B
55 E AR LL, 2 B FE X 6-SFT 175 3 RE
P95 2 o X UEE FRRER B RERE EONORE 1) 8%
AU T R .

VE Ry — P s B RO AT T i S5 A 0 e
iz TN 2 2 Wk e IS B o IRERE B XU R
(two-pronged) i 17 58 48 1] Hffi o6 Mg AR B Hh B AL
5NN« BEFLES > (enzymatic machinery).Z
[E)AH EL B (André 1995), — A5 1 [ A4 B AR 11 18k
FLAMEA L 5 W] 7 AT T, TR 5 BE IS S
TRBHIE S v Y 3N R G (flux), BE
Jar M NAG Tak B T R . AR RERE
i R, HTRERE HXT- Y O s R A W)
PR 2 1 AT 5 D Re C i i [ i 285 4 =2 74
SNF3 FIl RGT2 %52 f &M 4 B B (O zcan M
Johnston 1995; Ozcan %5 1996a, 1996b, 1998).
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SNF3 Fll RGT2 {5 53 1270 3l 5 iRy s Fl ) /AR 2%
RS ) [ R AR R 12 R A R R R IA .
T OB RS TR IR 10 P OB S H XK 2 m] e 2] fif 2
TR 5 DB, T S BAE OC RS SR
FERVG 5 o R I P RERE e 1 o 10 040 B A% B i
(sugar sensor)AEH] o MERE T IRAL B R (1 SRS
B E RSB FE R, P A AN IZ T B A
I E A LM — M55 WALk (Ozcan %5
1998).

Barker 55(2000)#i, f5%) SE BB 1z 41
SUT2 H A7 5 P RRAL AR (1 2R ALK Dh R, X ] BEXT
fife R AR 1) R R RS2 WL T 3 B o Reinders %5
(2002b) A Ky, SUT2 & Ry A ] T Hoftl SUTS, H
N i A7 — ZEf X (30 AN ZER), 0 i FUER K24 40
ANEIEMR . SUT2 TESE 0 L5 B RE 2 Bl AR i
RGT2 HI SNF3 ), HAMKE M iF M. {Eohfke
|, SUT2 5 SNF3 M RGT2 —#E, B/ Digkis 1.
TEZR T, LeSUT2 435l 5 b 1z 4y 5 1 LeSUT1
(R A FILeSUT4 (2B A1) — R AL T-SEH,
T HL I8 5 AE PR 412X Hp i AN s R A
SUT2 ZZ REpi 5 5, Pk, el e S S
At 2 N REREFE IS R AR RIE . HIsiE LA
JmRNAL 8 (002 (8] [ s e, AN TRl REp 2
It SE UM It i s AR . SUT2 7ERERE IR
KVPRIE, k. H5 SUT2 il e B ik
ZE e R R ) ERE PR IR N )RR (Baker 45
2000). [KIILHAEN, SUT2 n] fg B A BERHL K E A
(sucrose sensor) [ TfE. 1RWAR, E5RE Y+
IRER 1 B R S St O s e 1 —FERA
Bl A I ER 1 D) RE, b TR 2 A AN A IR UE .

i, BATR 0 B2 ZANF INRERENAAE &
4 (split-ubiquitin yeast two-hybrid system)ffii& 2] T
SR RN s B RS R L AR R s R SRR T
YERT RNt ER bS B, WIS B - 4l
MUt 28 bS5 AR ) 25 5 R FE TR 1B I A is R
(Fan 55 2009) . 2 108G 1 7R 28 1 3% 7R It 4110
AL A0 A 2 R FR A 25 m IS SRR s R
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