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KHIA) MYy, EAEHEEERG

EAE Y ARG A AR B B RER ARSI H ik
It EER IS A 52 (ChiouMIBush 1998;
Smeekens 2000) . K2 HkE M [ VR 2 EE
KRR B I i) 2 2 SR RS . A X Bk
BRI IA S B, REWEA R &R
B, )RR REREIR FE R] EA 1 600 mmol-L s
B, FEREREFEAG, PIORIER) R i LLO. 573
nm-h"' W EIEZ); $=, REEAAIELEE
B, fEBf AR E s I, REREILE L
IR E EE S (LURIE T 9 8An) , X2 KRR
BRI TR RN VR BB CET I
B R R P R AR e B o YRR b i R R
— A AT AR BN ) R R R R S A
(sieve element companion cell complex, SECCC),
5 KRR B a4 B PE #8 F (Wi111ams%§2000; Sylvie
2:1999) .

FEREIAR T, e 2> 73k ) R BB O A 1
M 2 MhAFE AR BEAT, B IL AR IR AR AN 5
AMA & 4% (Buchanan %5 2000) . 783 k&2 )18
Furb, RERE VR R GRS RS BRI
29 L ) =5 11 i T T 22 3% 8 N ) B S 2R AT a8
IR I ity 228 I TR K 22 SED 23R N P 2% B AL P P A7
B, FEULI AR X R T AR RS s B T
Jot A MAR AR A P2 U] Eh FE R - BRI R AR\ ) R
BEAT 1B %, SR 5 A5 g bk S D 3R N B 4 A
P o TRERE FR) 5 L3 i S AR AR o B 20 TE 7 AR
TR RERETS 2 B H (sucrose/H' cotransporters
B{sucrose transporters, SUCsE{SUTs), [Xl it ji
Wit AE R L Is i R i A RO R
(Williams5$2000; =5 2006; ##45%52006) (K

1)

RZHHEYH AT LLm Bk 2 Fhag a7 i
Wiz, 2R AR b L E AT C (Truernit
2001) . SR, FERZMERRIME T, BIME
BAT A A AL, A5G R R B R S
ZX, HIR SECCC 55 AR &1 4 it [) 47 £ =F 5 1Y) A 1) 36
22, (BTSSR AREBE %12 B LA 5 10 BT AN i AR gk
ITRENERR I, el AR FBOEE, M
SRR ZR (R AN A AE B IR e 22, A1 b gl o 2500 1o
JRAMEEAL AT BERE SV R KIS . R BEE
DT EDEFEAREEN, V2w S R
EHEE M cDNA BRIk, XA D) 1R
Sz s o DL KRR R is T E R T . AR
B AR B A S PR R SRR R A
ot .

1 EREREEANEE

A E R TR, ARSI M I 4 R
BRAEA A R ) REHR ) B e 2k (Giaquinta
1976) o fEW) R PTAMASBOS FE T, RERE 2
WORFEERG BEREEN, &N FENIE, BRI
TE IR Z A # A I F] (Bush 1993b) o AU,
FUE B 70 SR AR N HED) B 347 E— A
T ) B R RERE R B R R I B R 4t (Khan 55
1973), FF HINN BN RS R TR B2 R E T
i i IEH/ATPase BT & 57 1 Jii 38 /1% (Giaquinta
1977) o NN FEREBAR R BENE /H SLiistk, JE
B HT LU T 1 B AT 302 (Bush 1990) o
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BT R N R R R IE AR RE 12 B (Wi 11 1ams%$2000; Wang 2003)
FHOREKEREHZEA.

GalletZ5 (1989) FARHZEM A rh 7 A2 R AR
JRERE Fr, S 2 SR RRR AT (K U5 4 B AR B —
A~ 42 kDa (2K, J3HTHARE 12 2 IR Ay I R W4
W) — AN B8 . BEE, AT 2 v B AA
FORXZZ IRBEAT T e g 1% (Lemoine 55 1989) ,
BE—AESE T ER S50 . 3 A A 422 0F B R A TR B
BARITRAFAER

Riesmeier4s (1992) ¥ Hi 7 mt v rh3RAF 1) —
B cDNA S N 73 b 754 R A A Tl 0 o 2R 100 1% 5 1T
Je s RIIXAS TRAZ I 7 B TR AT LAWK AT & ) R
M JE AE R AR o 31X 30 BIX A ¢ DNA [3R1A
PR BERE RIS D RE . X AR B )R IA
FEIBEAT AR A S PE RS 7 2RI I ) 2 SR AR
ML —Nr RN 55 kDa B A, ZEAN

B 12 AN EUKES BRE I XA R E U IS BRI
K AEN 1.5 mmol-L™', HAZJEMEAKHE T pH
JE, SZARAEIE A B3-Sl (carbony cyarude—
3—chlorophcnyl hydrazone, CCCP) A%} 4&d Kk ik ik
(p—chloromercuribenzenesulfonic acid, POMBS) HJ4)
o IX LR 5 DLAT I I R NS R U ¢

BFAE—5 (Giaquinta 1976; Bush 1989; SloneZs
1991) o R EAf 2 IX A cDNA gt — e bl 5 s 2R
Ho 31X ATEE— i U UE B R A 8 A T8 B i
1z 8 H I AF1E

FEFEE YR iR is 2 — AN R R R A
R, Hi, NMREEREHNFREEARAEE
YEF o 7E 15 8% 25 R 55 5 Jg SO DR R ik b 2
S, MRS EE SUTI ERNRIEZMEE, I
PG ia Rz 2 ), ROCEM K EiIR%E,
PR PR, X 3R B18 R O R i i 2 AN ] D
i) (RiesmeierZ 1994) .GottwaldZs (2000) FH LR
TR At SUC2HE DR 1) i o & AR A4 7 1 Ml A s B
IVE S5 R, AR IR b i ™ 52 FH
i, JEr AR R KRR, ERERKEN K8
IRGET AN S, B3 & S = AR R AR E
2 ERERCERNSWAMYER

WIHTRTIA,  CEAE YA rh 1 R 0 5 a4 it T 1=
R > TR R RERE iz S (SUT) X*ﬁfjﬁ
BE /H s E (SUC), HEr R RBAFET &
EY E%HE’J’]‘E%F*@% %Eﬁ’mﬁ@ﬁﬂ
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A I EYEE, B8 T A — 2 XKk (Sauer
FStolz 1994; Lalonde%s 1999) .
2.1 FEREREEANSMWFE EOREASERTY
MRV AR, R IR AR L E ST
it (major facilitator superfamily, MFS) Fff{j— 7
(Lemoine 2000; Schulze2§2003), /& &2+
JITREE ) (Lemoine 2000; WilliamsZE 2000) , M7
LB A LB I I IX AP AU . RERE
i mAT K EER S &I G, A &BKrE
(Lalonde%51999) , iX 1736 F| T 5 &5 Ky 1 (1) &
¥ o

&4, BRI E AW = 4S50 ok Wk

e

1, MKA—NEHT AR IZEO NS
B (Lemoine 2000) o {HARYE 2 F /R 7 414 L 1)
SERE AR RBAHAME o DAZE R R 1R R R R 2R
PmSUC2 41 (F2)  (Williams%§ 2000), BEHEEEIE
HHEAH 12 MBS, X P 5 45 K18 35 H
o BRIELL AL AE 31 I rh A — A T e 5 F K
HISEK FRER (hydrophiliccytoplasmic loop) (Williams
£:2000; Wang 2003: Schulze®:2003), & ¥ikia
EAD 2K L 6 MBI X Fh6-H-6-
SERPRIG SRR Y TR B RS . IR I R A
5YF 2 AW in e B ORI RIS EE A K
A — € AR RITRTE (Ward 55 1998) .

B RS A (PeSTCR)

A,
- 3

-
u
a1

K2 REFE I SR AN (LAPmSUC2 A])  (WilliamsZ2000)
Fhfr»REREATRAERN RS .

ia FH B BE PR S KA B L IR B AR R T
THA (bacteriophage lambda surface display) 734
WESERERE s A g5 C . N w37 T 40 i it
M (Stolz%51999) . EMEHE B H T FIH AR 2 0k
SFHOEEERR, W Cys. Asp fHis 2%, {HEHF
HAHis (b FHIEIFAtSUCL 55 6547) 75 AT it b
i AR RRTN, T REEREEANEL
MNHEARA E (Lemoine 2000) , #er 8iA T B 45 &
fi7 55 (Bush 1993b) , X3 B His65 X} JEFE iz R 1
PG PEAE W 2, (He M UIE IS AR TS 2
(Lemoine 2000) . LufiBush (1998) Fl & & 2848 1
AR RFW, His6ds KAERDT G, RENERE

a8 H BARIE W] USRS, (RIS 35 1R KB
IS, (A X B RAR B ia B R IE KT IR R
KA, BIAATIANAHI s66 5 518 [ B 1]
— ARG R, Lu Ml Bush (1998) FIHF FIE R M,
His65 FAL ) s B 1 2k 5 X AR IR — LI
(diethyl pyrocarbonate, DEPC, RNasedI#i|57]) B4
YL, B His65 05 5 Mz 1T 4%
2.2 EREREEANMR N EEY R E
EEPMER, SFRENZ KRR (Saccha-
romyces cerevisiae) XA FIRFIA RS .
FIRFIEH AR, AR IZEOY
FERE R, Hig/E AWM TR H /AT
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Pase T g L5 5 130 /1% (Lemoine 2000) , Xf
FEFRIDETR [UNCCCP —fiF%E M) (dinitrophenol, DNP)]
FKIHUK (Weig A1 Komor 1996; Kihn £ 1999;
Lemoine 2000) . UtHI¥ZiZHLb]ZERE /H" JL4E
iz .

FEWE 18 B I AE R BErh RO IS, X A R B
HAR R R S, X RERE B SRA ) (R K, ) £ 2%
FERAE0.372 mmol LV IXANVEE A, Rk, FERE
HIZEAMA T EEM AR EM 2 . 3
2, WA NI E T A FEREFCE RN K, (B R E
JH (0 T Bk 2 DL R JRE BB WAL 1) 038 2% A6 A D
R, IX 46 K mo fH 09K /N BT AR A2 3R A 8L 1)
(Lemoine 2000) »

AR R RISV LS E A, A
ERIENZ 2R EZAT . HFREH, 2H0E
W B AN pH = BEBSURR, pH IR, X RE B
(eI R AR 1M PmSUCL ATAtSUCT NIXt pH
FIA KUK (Sauer MiStolz 1994; Gahrtz 1996) .
WA NKDL, FERER 2 8 A 52 R 4 )

1993a) MIPCMBS (RiesmeierZ 1992, 1993; Weighll
Komor 1996; Bush 1989, 1993a) fr3iik . ix 254
HIFI IR AL AN 1 8 e S
i ke B ASf B 1 O Vi T R CE HIRIAE R ), (E
(R AT LI AR 75 B (DL-Di thiothreitol,
DTT) Mtk &2 o
3 EYIPENERIE RO LR FIHE

H MRiesmeierZF (1992) M S B IR 70 25 %
SE Y R TERE AR IE BRI ¢ DNA R4 LAk, AATTEA
BE R ERAT SN 25 P A ¥ cDNA SC 28 5l 5 [R] S it
TTRERER, E2508NEX. SRE. T
. WHE N RIS 50 Z R Y (Lalonde %5
2004) T e 1S 2 T 302 Fhgm A JRE M i s R 1 0 2
KA1 cDNA 751 1 Ja 0TI e HE PR FT c DNA 7
BIEAT FIVEPE RN R GR AL T A 0, G AL A A%
BEAPERET A2 BRI EERE KR Ward5
1998: KiuhnZs 1999: Williams%§ 2000) .7E K2
R, S AR D DM RERERIEEA.
BN TR AL ALSUCT AtSUCIII 9N FE Kl (Sauer

HyG M52 DEPC (Riesmeier%s 1992, 1993; Bush Z2004) .
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G RG KA WM, FTE ORI RN

BEAMBEEEZEARUED TSN 3 ANE
. SUT1. SUT2 A1SUT4 (Kithn % 2003) (& 3).
XT3 AN S B 1 A 22 [ (1) 71 [ s v 22 S
W W T E AT BB IR S A g B FL T e THI K 2=
o N, SUTL MEHFrHFrA B 3 2 msE i g
IREpE I B A, SRR K, N 139
umol-L*~1.5 mmol-L™, i SUT4 MHEH 1 a5t (B
DeSUTT Z4M)  (Kithn %5 2003) T2 AR S5 A1 77 1) FE A
HissEE, e RN K, {8576 mmol-L 7',
Hrp, SUT2 WAL AT LAS N 2 AN/ RE: —
AEFE LT A N B A () REBE 18 2R
E, o 5N X A A v R A i B 1 R
Wi e | A RALE A A e SR I HE
WARHISEF IR IZ 88 )T, BB AR A A AT AH
W2 D)RE . KRB XTI Y0 SUT2 1)
R o LA g5 R B RARALYE BRI AT X A S
[t 8 B RO T D g
3.1 EEMASUTI &
3.1.1 FaRMEYIFAISUTI R AiRHEY T SUTL
AFENLSUTL. NtSUT3. LeSUTI MIStSUTI %%,
M Northern 2838 JEAI AT . I BN K
B A, MK SUT1 | A EM T4 7
AR - (Kihn %% 1997; Lemoine 2000) . SUT1 X}
FEREA oA 7y, T DU G R R 350 A
Tofs S5 SR 4% 11190 2 S0 IR 18 TR (Wei se® 2000) , &
X6} TR P39 Bl s 2 A P B s A AR SRR )
YEF (Barker 2% 2000; Kihn %5 2003) . 7£& X
StSUTI B A, SUTT MIRIEKTF TR,
MEbRA Kk gE . mt B AE 2, T B AER R
FORE I PV RN CREME . 0% A0 & 0%) ANV
Wy AP ZE P BB Riesmeier®51994; KihnZs
1996) o R X NtSUTT HHFAE fk B R B AL
G, T HL R R RE R R R OOR PR, AR
[F) FF) B R e AT SR AETE R R TE Ky (Burkle 55
1998) .

SUTL B AR T EEm AR RIES, TR
U H AP 1A (Riesmeier 25 1994; Kihn £
1997) . SUT1 EHEM B EA RN, SUTIER
(Kithn %5 1997) AR 25 (Kiihn 25 2003) HR 45 ik .
fH2 SUT1 AT ZERR#UIMER 250G

o A NHEM, SUTL & AW fefE 2L BUR 30
I H S I B FB g, B R RE AR B K R
iz e A S R R M TR R TR (KGhn
22003) .

SUT 3 AUAFAE T B b, AR /7 41 [R] JR A 25

AT EIH)E T SUTL R (Kihn ££2003)
Lemoine®s (1999) % FNorthern 2238+ AR 41 5E
NtSUT3 F 557 UL TE sRAAE L U AE R R R ik . X
AN B — AN 0B B B[] 119 BT 168 1 e B 66 [
ZE 1 RIS RS 3 Rk
3.1.2 HFEETTHAISUTIILEE [ 0L B 7 2k R 4
FEit R 5 3 (The Arabidopsis Genome Initiative
2000), AT 9 MNEMIRZEACEHNSE. K
HIETSUTT WHMAAtSUCL, AtSUC2 #
AtSUC5. AtSUCL 2 IF 28 1 MF R E MM
FERERZEA, ER—AEEMN T H R R R
HEREEIZEH, K/EN0.5 mmol-L's BRI
RE A AT K 5 (Stadler 5 1999) .
AtSUC2 24 T Hh ) B f e e ME REME i R A
B BTH) 7 T 3, (Sauer % 1994) , THRESAL Ttk
) SUTL. Gottwald 25 (2000) FIAF 5T B,
i AtSUC2 3 R I AE KR B 2 2™ 8
BHAS, Aghst; s gsst, (HP AR FAT
H, WMERMEITEEL AtSUc2 RN ME, Bl
RS REE R . e HEN, AtSUC2 A
ARG IT 0 E R L2 . AtSUCS A—ANER
TREVIMIEIL R R RE RS EA
(Baud % 2005) , ‘Eikn] DA F4EE R H BRI
(Ludwig %% 2000) .
3.2 {RFEFNSISUTATLEE SUTAVEREMT K 72 K H 400
T BB M. B, SRE. A, KREMK
FEEZ MR (Shakya F1 Sturm 1998; Weise 2%
2000; Weschke Z£2000: Manning % 2001), A%
AtSUT4. LeSUT4. StSUT4. DcSUTI1 HI0sSUT2
&, BEMESUTL WHFHIMAUERG 47%
(WeiseZ% 2000; Kiihn%%2003) .

iz P B R Y R IE R G ALSUTAREA T Th g 4>
MriS, IR AeSUT4 17215 0] DU AT B RER WS RE B
MAEK . AtSUTA 85 7R RS TR IR Ik 4 i fik
HVGERRIE, FSOZIRAL I B R RS
iz%i (Weise % 2000) ; Bb4h, SUT4 & B TE F ity
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HA (ARG LR hRE, ATzl
I M EERETR U (Weise®52000; Barker£2000) .
BRIk, AtSUT4 NGSER - ma R b2 &
o FEMRIKEE T, AtSUT4 o M R W s AN £ ik
FIMIAIRES,  H Bl 5 R W VA R ) 42 1 17 32 7
TR, 54k, WEERERIERIAR AtSUTS AT
MC— FEMEIR U BN R w, RILpH 5.5 N HK
W RERRE AR K BN (11, 620.6) mmol-L™'; 24 pH 4.0
i, K fE N (5.920.8) mmol-L'. MifE[R—/ik
A%, pH 5.5 K, AtSUCL H1AtSUC2 Wk i
BERIK B 2351090, 5F10. 7 mmol-L™" (SauerfIStolz
1994) . HHFFLR, %5 AR E AtSUT4 Xt
VC- R b R TS (WeiseZE 2000; Lemoine 2000),
X T RE A PR B H/ATPase MG 2 R
(Lemoine 2000) . [FlIt, AtSUT4 X B 1 W AL s
FERHR T pH, HAiEpH N 4.075.0 (Weise %5
2000) . fEEEHLT, AtSUT4A FIDIRETT RE &2
WIR SUTA 1E5% 731 RiE, B4 e nl Reil i 7
WS VAT Sk 8 71 i A0 ) RE R B 2R SUT4 7E )
LA PEA MR 0K, R4 e AT e FL B SO IRE B
% ON B A M, T L AT BE Wk PR I AF BE
(WeiseZE 2000) .
3.3 [EVEfERREISUT2MLEE SUT2E:A A TR
T BRE . K. EEAE A, TR
m 3 nghet . ZEAUR L RIAVE R (Barker &5
2000; Meyer452004; Hackel%52006) , f3EAtSUT2
(B AtSUC3) « LeSUT2. StSUT2. 0sSUTI FlI
VvSUCI2 %5, SUT2 {E T RERERE R WS D e i 2k 58
A& SUSYT/ura3d HERIARS, FEABRAR 1% BB
PRI WA e B, LR SUT2 ] e %G REREE
11T g (Barker 2£2000; Kihn%%2003) . SUT2i8 A
5 R 2 WA SR B8 SNF3 T RGT2 [EAHBL I 45 #)
B 55 (Ozecan 28 1998; Barker 252000) . Kk, #fF
FLEHEM SUT2 LML R A 1 /EH (Barker 45
2000; KihnZ2003; HackelZ2006) , 8k 51
WEAS ST B SUTT M SUT4 £k, B AR
18 M HiE M (Weise2000; Barker?$2000) .
SUT2 [AFE B A J AL (1) — 95 R 2 R 3 25
o T4, SUT2 B 2 ANAHETF SUTT #1 SUT4
LSRR FEN oA — N2 30 NEERR I E K
Xk, SFRFXEKERY KT 50 MR,

Bribz 4b, SUT2 WHEHA LIRS (1) Bf
ARG PR B R - O 1, R T R 1 3R R R A
SR (Barker&s: 2000; KiihnZ$2003; HackelZ%
2006) ; (2) H JLBR X AL F 24 w5 BE AR 57 (R AR AIE X 35
CCBI F1CCB2 (KuhnZ%2003) ; (3) fEMMik b ik
K BE A o

B R, AtSUT2 25 [ N i 4k K [X 35

5 StSUT1 AHEL, X IERER A AEHARMSERM Yy, |
AL IEA R TERE S5 AL, Rk, HEN SUT2
BN B ) ZE A X 30T DAE i 5 JH Al A o X35
193 P9 AH ELA'E FH T 52 10 K405 FH 7 (Schul ze 55
2000) « H NN Jyrh e B30 5 i is B 1 v PR
HHRZFH Meyer 55 2000) , {HRAMFH L2 MR
SR e S 5 1 S D Re A 41 R 7 5 Al
TAHE A ISEAT A (Weise 25 2000; Kihn 4§
2003) .
3.4 SUT1.SUT24nSUT4AT Bfz [BIMMEE(ER ‘E
VIR IR 2 8 (1 2 B 2 AN TSR BN T R Rk
(AR, DRI v 1 2 52 315 b 5 0 2k 1) s e
BOAAE . X B 008 A (R R SR AR B YR 5
Bk, fEREMIEN TIETERE 2 DRI R
Ho B, RO WNBEEIEEDZ I NERLS
By IR PR AR AR A S () P Gk RS AR
) R4,

W TLAER, Bl B e VA A 55 SR b i s
WE PR EE I, A e PR AR R
FALE BRI o AR s e AL HE A SUTL
SUT2 A SUT4 AL T R —ANeAZ I 4> ¥ IR E
(BarkerZ52000; Reinders®% 2002a; KihnZ$2003),
B EeA R A R A — AU (Kuhn 55
2003) , FT LA GBS 7~ eATTZ (R A7 2EAH LA A it mT
RetE. A TR ENZ A EAEH, B
WHE K22 R 25 (split-ubiquitin system,
— PR R AR (I R U RS R G, AT ARG
HAFRZEIAHEAER) (SchulzeZE2003; Reinders
2:9002b) o 24 SUT1. SUT2 M1 SUT4 7EEE B rp 3L
FeakmE, SUT2 BUeREmy SUT 1 X 8 A ) W i ik
R, M SUT2 MRIAZ 585 30 FHEHIRT, SUTIL
S5 BT B I AT 1 e KRR VL, R PRI 1 0%
(Reinders £ 2002b) . {HZ, 24 SUTI-GFPY5 SUT2
TR B 3L IA N, SUT1 BFIVEFHH A ZAEMT R
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W), PTPL SUT L 7% P93 55 t mT e 2 e it R 3 il
i) (Reinders 25 2002b) . {HS&, SUT1. SUT2 Ml
SUT4 JE s [F) 5 55 5 U5 5 SR ARAT D 2 T RE ) . A e
XKW, W, 3 AN S & R Y K
[ PR k7 5 22 A (Schulze 25 2003) . AL,
WA i2 B H AN AE BLAE ISR AAEAR 2 AN &
L 1 K 0 i i 2 1 S

EIRBIE T8 TN R e de B A KR IEAT 11
K, (HERA WS, B, HEIRHE
N DcSUTL X R R I AR = HsE A g, HEIF
ANETSUTL WH#E, M)ET 5 e REERS R
SUT4 WHE. Frih, AKIEAEFIFRAE SUT Kk nl
Re A A FIR AR
4 ZERE

X TR s R O AR R o4
g 7TE KR, HEEATE TIEFREHE—P
Je T . (1) $57 %> REWE %18 87 1 B R i V) D e
PASCEATTAE R A 2 b Bl (R AR BEAE o REARE 1Y)
BRI S SE Y R NAEE BN A RS, EHY)
AR AR B WO T = R R s S, %
MEizEAERTRER, A TEREY S
B BT ML o (2) 32F — 22 B R A 400 1 A 3 i
AL BERR7KF FNZH B 7K P By pLa . A 5
D] £H i B AS 5] Dy BE 1) 22 Foft 28 4 2 i 2 ) (KGihn 4%
2003) , REAAFIEE A Z AIEZ TR T 51K
FIERAEEIE IR T A KT IR IR S EE
EAFRP e EAERES . BEEARREE K B
SRR STAE . (3) BIH AN IE, A RERE IS
B A G540 S D RERFIE I FEAT SR AL T ORI Y
B, A SRS E O MR R 18 K S A A
KRR IR R L IR ik 2 I 70 I A0S o (4) HP RN
KRR s B A BLAE AL (5) FERE
A SR 0T RENE (1) RS WL LA RS S 7% R I@ e 5.
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