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EMARLE MR L SIS RIE N B R ER
AR B, TR, BB AR, KA

VR RO K 2 R B2 B, 50210037
et [ R B B SAE ST TR, [ SR AE T 25 B e, ARl 3B B SR A 2 5 5 ) ) B A 28 3, K 5100081

FEE: JEL MM KL AW (NSC)R A G H M TR R4 TWR, RAIAEW A 5 K F Foh H RS AE
WEZR T, 2204845, . B, KEBEAEHSE. TRNSCR R XI844 Lk, SRt
MR EFAIRRREE TR HEE, AP SREFR T FATF. BAINSCHMEF AT B ETE. Wk, BR
h. GRS, X P GRS, TRIN#T I T oM, BT ARY S 2. NSCHIEE 2Bt
EFabL, 1 E0EEMAEEGMST). EIEiiE &G (SUT)AetE s #4412 & & (SWEET) = £, £ #MSTH=
SUTH A i Fr st &K 45 Ao 4B B 474535, mMSWEETBL T vAst % A 4B ik 174615, A5 T B 6giE it

F2. AXIINSCAHE A 694, M E/TASEZ REFEANERRIFTAARIATT B b, VA EIFH 5
NSCAAAY A K & F BRIRFFIE 7 @ oA A=l F AR RAEAE
KA AE MBS BT M AR MR R G B

JeEER Y T R EEN A Sz —,
SCBL T Rt E NS A LS ERAR, A5
e BB BE R —— kK Ak A P Y e EOR
Vo ARFAR, oKL EMREMAERKFRGE
S, RS AR A S B A B e i E 2
Mo MK EVIREITRATE I, BAT E 2R
BB S AR FIZhEE, B & 73
NERITEROKAL G YA ARE5 A PEROK AL S PR
K, WiE RS S5HEWEEEN, MEEEESS
P REE AW . ASCEEX AR ROk &7
IR AT € e B #r A e ia R 42 S5 AT
T LRGN, BN RS

1 dEES MK AL SRV LA R R RS

MRIE TR A S IHERE R N AT 2, @
Ao N EE R TR K AL A W) (structural carbohydrate,
SC) AR 45 4 4 B3 7K Ak &) (non-structural carbohy-
drate, NSC) P 25(Li%2002) 3 1 SC 3= EALHE A i
. AHR. PAERANRKREZME S THE
Wy, RV R EEY)R, TINSCE EALHE
RIERRECHENE . B, PIRES). ZHEGE
BE. ZEPHESE) . BERE(LALEE . HERRESE). KR
BE NS ) FOUE A 56 2 FOK IS ERE, 22 54
KB EE R Re R MR, a2 ik
W Wi 5 ik T FE 1 B 2245 b (Raesslers52010) .

Y EK R E SRS, NSCl Ik H 2 1(E

o fEINSCEEAURY), BEE G 7Y),
WP, NIRRT R SRR R . LI, B
& S o fdsemm Y AEK K BT RE.

LT B, A A E A SR AR
S8 T PRI W (= 3 TR e R Tl R — 50 TR P 1 1
TRAH), Forh— 55 BRI B 12 2 40 BT rh &
FEWE, o — 80 W4k B 1 e M-Sk Th 2 5 ek 1) &
e A IR S B, TR A BEAE 1,6- B IR I 4 g
YER N A S bE-1,6- %R (fructose-1,6-diphos-
phate, FDP). H¥i-1,6- "B R ES T (fructose-1,6-
bisphosphatase, FBPase) /& i b & il ) S B filg 2 —,
25 7 CO,M#EM, 78 4k i i fL FDP AR B IR
B -6-T 2 (fructose-6-phosphate, F6P), J5 & 4 Mk
L b S ) T 14 A A= 1 760 H - 6- 15 1% (glucose-6-
phosphate, G6P), F i T il IR H 1k IR i % B
(uridine diphosphate glucose, UDPG), UDPG-5F6P
TEFEREE % & I B (sucrose phosphate synthase, SPS)
HIE R & U BE-6- iZ (sucrose-6-phosphate, S6P),

ks 2017-08-11  f&%E  2017-12-27
#EB JbE W RIZEE K H (D161100001916004) . 5 [ 4%
B4 (31572156H131501800) H 44 AN 4625 T
T H (2015QRNC001) EZK A 28 EAT MR ME) FBHIF % 15
(20120307 1) A LAV R} 7 Be A7 G158 TRED H (CAAS-
ASTIP-IVFCAAS).
# o IFIE—EH.
* JEELEAEE: HR SR (hufengrong2003@sina.com). K75
7 (zhangxiuxin@caas.cn) .
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T A2 BURERE (Lunn 2008); [R]IN, %6 %) BE-1-BEREL
(glucose-1-phosphate, G1P){E Jlig 1 — filf i FE i 2 fb
B AE T AT A R — B PR 7] %) 1 (adenosine
diphosphate glucose, ADPG), 2 5 #7114 i (Koch
2004). LA, BERE. SR € PE RS AR
AH L Ak R BE T DLIE I R B 4 1 g AN BT 0 b
FK Sy o e BN SRR T R AN PR — % R (uridine
diphosphate, UDP){E i 4 & il i (sucrose synthase,
SSYYEH N AT it 5 R BEFIUDPG, UDPG A
A] @ I SSHE AL AT W LA R GOP; [FIR, A . H
B AT O S5 R E & B T T R R AL A
(Ruan 2014)

FEAEAEDIRE T T, BERN T NSCHRIAS A AH
HRAREZEMEH . TR, GAALEE AT 2R
SR SHSPSFISS I & i Ll i, (I a3k B b m) 6]
FEFD BUHE 154K, T ABAKLZR I T i i {2 i SPS A
SSHIA B, 2 e R 4 i H ) K 36 5 12 Hi (post-phloem
transport) &K 2, i 17 AN TE AR A7) SR S R B R AR 1)

R (R IER22005; Liug2015). £ ii(Lycoper-
sicon esculentum)™®, SMRGA;. JAAFIABAY 7] 52
M) S5 512 R W i A0 1 1) 14 (Heuvel 552000); 11 18
ok F ) 2 B GALE MG Rk, PT R AR A A
LA 2 Pt B B AL B Lin 7 5 Bl W, T kb AR
B P A (Proels&5:2006) . {E &M & (Cicer arietinum)
o, GAGKLBE RTS8 oK 43 8 T R AR T R E R
fit. SSHISPSHIHEE, MTAALLEL I FFA TR i
K B (Kaur2£2000) .

AN, WA R KA R ELESH T
0] DASZ I AR YINS CAC M AH SSRGS v v, ke T i
BEHEVNEKKE . 5% E (Solanum tuberosum)
L ARIR A5 T IR G P AR, T
TEPERE & 20, PR (Malone®$2006); 7E 4
1E(Gossypium hirsutum)W£F4E K% G iLFE+, HIE
FISS S SPSEEHEAC U AH SC g 1% 1 IEAH O, R BH i
AR T A 4 B2 A A 4 bom g s (A %
2009). UFF I (Arabidopsis thaliana)%s 5s 6 Ak FE
Ja, VB e 7 =X, AR N g i s A AT
PERR KA S P(LAF %) % 9 ) (SchmitzZ52014).
7341k, Pinheiro%5(2005) % 7K 73 6k R A5 HL T F B &
(Lupinus albus)Fp¥ K& B & R AT 1 B
T, KIS R PR T A 1 % AL B (neutral inver-

tase, INV\)AISSHIVENE, T B0 A b & 2 FFAIK,
CUFE. RERELLG BTt 59— Tk X Rk 25 (4 belmo-
schus esculentus) £ il Ab 2 (1) 5256 & L, NaCl
1) B 5 T REL DR P9 R RRE 1 =, B
I, FEAIEY ARG 2, TR K R,
FEOPh T K # B3 T FE(BenMDenden 2010).

2 EEMMBROK U EYME R EE DT

AL T, NSCEE THAKEFENZ
Foh Az B AR A T R, R AR A AT IR A A i B R
BLREIRM T . KINSCHEAT HERR 1 e 1 2 AT, A
I RENS T MR DA [ 2B P A & 28 5 i A8 4k
FiAe, T Hakm] LS G i) AR A &S e E )
BERDIR I K s AP H RINSCHIII e J7 7 5 2
AR B BIE. BEMREAEIEESE, EXA
[ (1) S B B SR AN e H b, mla A F 1 %

2.1 JEEE

WV — P AL A i, ST
P RBE. CEILRE S EAMERE I E,
ME R FIRANFE R g5k i 255 R LR
P 0 B A SR B A . 6 TR RE . VR S RIE R
PERE I 52, W7 ZEK B AR S K R OE 5P R
BE FEAT VR 7€ (Fujii%s 1937; Hites%5:1949), %512
BRI, (5 R AR AR B R, — B T Bk
JEBE R 5, JE v o0 i — AR R W AT MR
SE BT
2.2 Btk &%

R b 032 H R s PR B 20
NSCE &M E J732:, Fol e 45 R BRI R 4
AT AR A S P ) R S B (Hewitt 551958,
Raesslerd$2010). 8% I AR A HFNSCHE 5 Bl Af
T BE AR A B AR A, IR Z T TR AE R AR AR
KGR N B2 o W E 55 (2015)F1 T SCHRE5E
(2014)F) F B0 bE 2325 23 B 98 1 A () 4 S AR
Pl HNSCH = I35 10, BIRf 1 R =4840
KAEARZEE . R, Z5ERR
Bk A TE I SENSCH AN [ 243 i ELAA 5 5
2.3 EEfRE

B2 A S I RE RS . 2R e
K FEPEE LA R AR H T N SR, I
T LI e EARE ) R A A AL S NS C &
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H2H 53 1757 (Wurth 2005) %7715 3 2R 48
VIAEA OBl B I A S, WU RS AR B, AT
W5E H o WMECHE R, X T8 B 20 BiThifA
Bl B IR A BE JC i I E O =5 452014)
24 BIEE

OB R IR R G T H I HNSCA
[0 5y Je & S B 27V, HoRS e, R, 7]
[FJ I BEAT € AT e o iy, |2 N TR N A
B R 53 53 B S5 AH S 5 48 (Naschitz452010)
i LA R A0 45 UM 1 (gas chromatography,
GC)VEFIAH (11 (liquid chromatogram, LC)yZ:
K. HEYINSCRIB I EE M B, HA S 1
K. G Ak, FIFH GO S b; 1 = 20
FH {43 (high performance liquid chromatography,
HPLC)LI € bl bl AR IE R HRAT AN, PR
MR, N Z, JCHX T 2 WEH 5 2 2 5 i
BRI S . dhAh, IRFRIE K e — R 5 &
T 5 JH Al A5 8 B G 10 v 280 E T vk, AL i RS
5 A e B - ik 22 75 Rl (high performance
anion exchange chromatography-pulsed amperometric
detection, HPAEC-PAD). A (1% 7R ZE 3 Al
#%(liquid chromatography-refractive index detection,
LC-RID). ¥ AH 1% - 2% )& e BUF A 4 (liquid
chromatography-evaporative light scattering detec-
tion, LC-ELSD) A2 UFH (5 1% - 3 JE it 14592 (liquid  chro-
matography-mass spectrometry, LC-MS)&%, AN[A] /5
VTt ek ANIR], TR Y R N R R T A % AN A
7], S AR A LA S 00 75 Sk G BRI %
2.4.1 HPAEC-PAD%

HPAEC-PAD% 2 — i A AL 4 NSC
o M B HIE 07 i, PADRIN R 8% =, ml L
% Fpmoldl, It HFEAAT ZATA . PADKINH
43 B 44 CarboPacPA1. CarboPacPA10. Car-
boPacMA 1)}z CarboPacPA100%%., F:rfiCarboPacPA1
FNCarboPacPA 10 2 T F k. WA S0 1) 40
Hr, CarboPacMA 1 3= 217y 25— LU 4F A i 4 |- 55 (% B
T EEURE AOURE 5, ki i 45, 17 CarboPacPA 100
F2 B T SRR AN SR B A ) 2 B (0 IR A2 552005) .
Raessler%%(2010)F| F CarboPacPA 104} 55 4, X} [
W (Fraxinus chinensis)~ 111 B (Fagus longipetiolata)
TR AFE Y £ ENSCHET T FE 40 5E BT .

A, PicoZ%(2015)H] FHHPAEC-PA D[R] i %o /)N 32
(Triticum aestivum) ™ )5 G 22 2F bESE 6 FbE &
BTN E, REPE, 9% W 1 E P E 270
Progfit 1 PUE AT EE ) 7 .
2.4.2 LC-ELSD}%

LC-ELSDi%H1, ELSDAEMSHUF I 5 A Te
R WACM A S MR AL AP o, A1 2 5 W 2R o 8
B, J& — s RS F o RT3 A A
e ARIRMESE(2012)K FHHPLC S ELSDECH, Xf 34
RS ERE . RN R, L REESE AT T
€, RIZITE BRORG, WA E, & &%
(2013)K FHHPLC-ELSDyZ 5 F A% I v JRE 4 75
BNARAL, LIRS 8 W b Bl i T 2 . 2R F
77 55(2016) K FH 8 e VUM €385 - 28 A ' BT e ) 4%
7% (ultra performance liquid chromtography-evapora-
tive light scattering detection, UPLC-ELSD)4&l] 1
T KR AR RIS VERE R R P L RERE AN
IR, %7 RAE SO Tl ) B A B — P
I T AR . REUZEM s, v LR
B PRI B KA T RS .
2.4.3 LC-MS%

LC-MSEZE & 1 AR A5G (1 Re P, mT L7E
SRIUPE Az B 0[RS AR S5 (5 R, B — 1)
HPLCY: B A B i ) R ML £ . MatiasSs
(2011)X HILC-MSZil i XV 2 (Jerusalem artichoke)
BREE ) FURE KR SR = Hili(kestose) . Zg¥EH7 (inulin)
SE Ay AT RSB E MR E B A, AN E
W 2 B R R 73, B X 3 T A 1) T 45 A 3R AT T A
W, XA BT R REA Y QAR AR
6. 534h, LiuZs(2012) R FHLC-MSiE X #3425
(Lolium perenne)[PIARPEARUH F= Wi AT 1, KN
JULBE . R T R R SR A TR SR A
WIAE 7y B AL E#AS 3] 7 ARGE 7 B, Herh LR Y
Iy B RO B AE
2.4.4 LC-RID%

LC-RID: 2 il 1 4 1% At tH 0 BG4 3 248
A RAT P 57, 3K T 77 32 T ABR e 00 2 1) 2
oy TR, FL B RO AR AR R, AT AR E R
an A AR SR A 417 (Martas52015). TR %7
1AEH B (Saccharum officinarum) (#k H 26452015).
B X SCHEEE2015) Fti(Lycopersicum esculentum)
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(Kelebek=52017) 5584 & B I E A 15 21 T1REFI
I, RTAE DR RS I 5 R AE 4 i IR SR E AT
HHREATHE

3 FEEHMMBOKUENEEIFAEE

VAT

JeE1ER BLCO N JERL, SEIL T BTG R AEHEY)
AW B FEAEAT T EL, I AR KA S TR O
MAEKKEIRMIREE . J6AH MRS B (source
organ) (&2 F) 3] 28 B (sink organ) (1. 1£.
REL MrE)TAET— RYNN i, G
J% ¥ %5 % (phloem loading). 0 iz %i(long dis-
tance transportation). 7 B #! 4 (phloem unload-
ing) 35 =ML BR(Williams=52000), H o 4] Bz AR 0 #
R[5y N 5y 7 EN# (sieve element unloading) 1)
S JE IS 4P 43 (Patrick 1997). HAKT &, 1M
TR N B NS C, FERE 1 S AR TR A8 B 40 i
WG, FTE I S g N ) B R AR O - e A2
&1k (sieve element-companion cell complex, SE-
CCC), eI B e 2 M Jia, T HE DT ) iz 350
SRSt NFESR B, AT R E A AR B
FeAli b, EME DRI DA R PR SRS
LA Y5 T 68 (LalondeZ£2003; DinantfllLemoine
2010).

NSCH 5% B [ FE 28 B 85 H % 1 7 E I
HIZ 5, X — I T S0 IRz 16 2 E AR
ZRREFEER. R EOFEAFERET E
ALY BER B 2R 5 (major facilitator superfamily,
MFS) 1) B 44 12 85 [ (monosaccharide transporter,
MST) (Margerfl1Saier1993; Slewinski%§2011)F/1 i
B %1z 55 H (sucrose transporter, SUT) (Riesmeierss:
1992) UL Jz JEMF S (1) B 4hHE#% 32 25 [ (sugars will
eventually be exported transporter, SWEET) (Chen
52010) =2, FLHh, MSTRISUT )5l 6t 57 % £ il
B R B HEAT #5321 SWEET BE R DA S
1T%i18, W25 7 RS Id iR .

3.1 BEIEER

BREHZ EEHMST)EMFSH L2 7, HA
124N B 25 K3, @ T 45 & B2 1 (Marger fl Saier
1993), - i SauerfliTanner (1989)if it 2 5+ F.on
I ALAE Sk 5 (Chlorella kessleri)H3k45 . H i (ESL

FIFF A, C B E126/MST, SFE7/M 5%, Hrf
TE L T 4R L i Rk % 12 B H (hexose transporter,
STP/HXT) & — KK, A 144 5 (Biittner
2010). XELEY 3R, ACSTP1 &2 JH 1 (H)[F M §%ia
% [ (Stadler®52003), AtSTPOFIAtSTP 14 7] 43 5|4
S8 8 A HE A2 FUME (Schneidereit%5:2003; Poschet
£52010), TMAtSTPAN ] LA ia 1 &0 ~F-FLbE .
H 70 FI A B 25 (Fotopoulos2£2003) . th4h, 753
JN(Cucumis sativus) &R T — NER TR
A COFE G2 8 I CsHT, 3= 861 578 %) Bl A1 2
BEAEAE K KL 1) 35 (ChengZ52015) .

BXSTP/HXT4F, MST L5 i A 45 & A Tk
WIR _EFIEEMST (tonoplast MST, TMT). 7
] % Bl ¥4 12 55 A (vacuolar glucose transporter, VGT)
N R 3 52-6- 2240 4% 12 55 H (early response to
drought in 6 similar transporter, ERD6L)%5 ., 7E{U g
FFeh, SENAE BB IR AtTMT A 5 7 % 4 B DI
P B AR I ) i, RIS . RERE A —
SE (ML FNEIZ HIAE 77 (Schulz252011), 74k, #E3¢
R (Malus pumila)F15 % (Vitis vinifera)=§ F 5291,
TMTW) @ ERIAT RS 7 RS sl 12 Hhop o
AR R 45 B2 (Cakir%$2012; 5B i72552014).
VGTHEZ 5HWFh 17 K ZFMie K 81, i
Vg B BT R (%) 7 25 B A R i J2 B o (Wingenter
£52010), X UNFF T AV GTIHER T8 KA AE 1 72
W Dy RER IS MEH 738, KINAVGTILELEH I
ik TR R, I IR AV GTIH) iz
UIRe il AR T FEIE IR LR o I XAV GTI
RAF R A0 R G b 2 2 32 R R0 B8 s 1 1
BRI RE 2 AR 2 (Alurif1Buettner 2007). i
W (2016)% 3 S MAVGTIHE LRI, 15 Rk
B MAVGTIRE & S ENE S B, X H
JA BT M R I, FIRE S 5 i E RN 8T i aE A 5%
FIHEAR & 42 . MERDOLFEES S [ E &4~
TR R P R s I AR, D A R L e B B
W, MESEGF (A . LES I AtERDLGI 3R IA
TR B Bia RS TES, SNIERE AL EE A
BB RN EE R R . XS ES K
I, AtERDLG6TEAZAAATAF 0 4 26) B 2 = 46 o,
It BAEM B AE R T, 00 R 2 L T e A2 A,
S 750 6 R 3 A 2R (Poschet 552011
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3.2 EHEREIEER

JEME 2 B A (SUT) & —RFHIRSF . mib
KPR LS &, 8 TMESEU, 5 124085
IS R T 5 e Bk, N A i R C AR g 57 o e 1 ] —
H A A R — B DR AE 5T A T B — AN ORISR
7K fd 57 34 (Barker452000) . SUT ¢ - i Riesmeierss
(1992) £ 3 = H KB, 2 Ja 4k 1E %% 2 (Riesmeier
1993). #LFd7+ (SauerflStolz 1994). KFE(Oryza
sativa) (HiroseZ£1997). % N (Daucus carota)
(Shakyaf1Sturm 1998). 4% (Nicotiana tabacum)
(Lemoine 2000). f73Z(Apium graveolens) (Noiraud
2000). Fhn(Barkerss 2000). %K(Zea mays)
(AokiZ52003). 3 BL(ZhuZ52011) &80T 1 fh s 25 4
b . A bR A g A% SUT ) ik [
JB T 2 K %, A5 SUT1RISUTS2554N 1 50k,
HApSUTIU T MR A, SUT3MSUTS Jy H
TR, TSUT2FISUTANIAEH . X1l
W) 576 78 (Kithn%$2010)

WK W], SUTEZEN TAM R b, tBF
DI AT ORI B, HEEDRES 5P
H AL 3 (Riesmeiersf1994; N E¥4452017). £
FrH, AtSUCIHIAtSUC253 JiIAE A6 R0 8 R 75 45 1) o
i | ik (Reinders%5$2002; SivitzZ£2008), [fjA¢-
SUC4HW| 3= BLAE v YA i )OI 3Rk, 2 58
B ZE O T e 5 FE (Endler452006) . 14,
SUTKHE P () AL [ A — 2 iR EEH . 78
LR E R, StSUTUTERRISISUTT )i KB v]
i HAC WL AT (LiescheZ52011); 7E3E v, MdSUT?2
FEAU R I Hh 110 S 57 R0 BRI 1 B kDRI R o 1
R, AR TR AR, BETTINIE T 1E(Ma%52016);
TMAEMH B, NeSUT) e SCFRIE N HAEIH B A 4
iR 255 (Chincinska$2008).

VFZ AR Y iE 52w 7 SUT ) IE 1 I 3=
K. TERETTH, ASUCTRIAtSUC2 IR IE AT K
B S, DA SR ST (Lundmark 55:2006), 11 Az-
SUCOM 2R 2 5 Ml AR B ey )97 J& [R] ) 2k, HRAR
AEE . BEMMEREME T, M kR EEK
THE AR PR (Jiad52015) . (EKFES, OsSUTTE
T PR AE ) AR R A5 R, BRI I 3R AT I 3 4 0
FE B 1) 251 P (Siahpoosh%5:2012); OsSUT24E 1 5
A, AT S A0 R e 35 5, 3R AR
TR IE i 2 (Ibraheem®52011) . 7E 3 55741, ABA.

Eh I S T SMASUT2(1 3232, T %5 R 78
SR EHAL R EIT T R R, WS
AEFR ST ABA L 0 S Pk (MaZE2016). It
Ab, TEF2HR, b ia ] T % 2% B P AgSUTI
RIK, R AT, A B TR R b H E AR
&, R A K AE 22 (Noiraud2£2000) .
3.3 fEMEEREEB

W I HERG I 8 (1 (SWEET) & — 2K 5 R I 45
FLRSE . AR e B I LR KR, J& T MtN3/saliva
(Medicago truncatula Nodulin 3/saliva) Z i, .17
A o-B2 e i 4 Kt . SWEETHE#: 38 455 28 9 WL 1)
I8, AT pHAE, SEFIER(Yuanf Wang 2013).
HATESL G I i L S5 21 TANSWEETE: ], R
P FINBE N T 4 WK (Chen52010); 7
A2 B A3 2] T 314N B 01 (Asai%§2016) . 534k,
W S A 1T NSWEETH 71 (Chong%52014), K&
(Glycine max)" 4%, 524 (Patil&:2015), 7EH
Ty, KREHHA2INSWEETR 01, T &
P (Sorghum bicolor)Fl T A H W) 43 3 45 23 F124 4~
(Patil%$2015; Soss0o%52015; Mizuno%$2016). £
ReJ7 1, SWEETYE A —Fiii¥siz e, 5 Y
KRB SRS, SRR e
R W I N DL R T S e AR
3.3.1 FIREEREE

JRERE A2 K 2 B ) B 0 T v e S a0
R (Liug52012), Hps i s i 75 52 A7 7E i i
FHSUT#iz /5. £ I, AtSSWEET11HI
AtSWEET 1275 JiE H M ) 17 355 v B 441 i [va) &1 32 % 1)
R R SR, R H /RN 5 B A SUT/
SUCT fie & #1522 4 B A F-(Chen®$2012); AtS-
WEET11fIAtSWEET1248 /775 T 16 22 1A i 26 5
B, B TENE. AR R I2 S RE 1, )
J 0 IR A 8 4 HRRE B 1) B 2 24 B (Rozenn
22015); [, {E ANASWEETII M AtSWEETI 211 [
PR, KT GmSWEET6 M GmSWEET S{EM: Fr
i BE Rk, B S 5 R o R B 1Y i (Patil S
2015). F34b, FKAEH OsSWEET1/E J9 I Al jiE
WEEE A, BEIARNSE T ¥ R 8
(Soss0Z52015),
332 M A BMEEDH

TEYITER R B 75278 2 BB KA A Y BERY,
B2 R 320 A 2 S UM R & B AR . i




30 TP L PR

EA %, £ T, Ruptured Pollen Grain-1
(RPG1/SWEETS)X T {40 #1471 BE (1) T8 il B A
BAER . B XA — B e R I, TR
KK 8 J5 i, RPGIFIRPG2/SWEET13 H.A4 I fE
HAME, S5 T IR B Y BU(Sunf52013); 78
/NFZ R, TaSWEET 164 i B 75 H 88k & i F2
HEE AR (1R 45%52016). %4k, LinZ(2014)38 5
SHUFEIT . FEF (Brassica rapa) FEF 4 ¥ (Nicoti-
ana attenuata)lf) 42 E W5, WHH 7 SWEETOf¢) 5 %
T, RIUEE T RE B AN 5 iR 2H 23 380 i ) 20 21 1)
12, IS5 5 I T TE B A K AR RERE % B
FURERIR S, AR TWR5| B ik, X —id i
X R AR K
3.3.3 BB

A T B 1 R A A P 4 T ) B B s
3, BERE X FR B e A e B, SR Pt A
A7 TUFEFFAtSWEET 1742 f¢ 5 31F B A0 X[ Wit
KW IZ R, 4R TEANFRFRB R T HED 4
PSR S . AR R, AR RN A A AL HE Y
AT TFALSWEETI 711 22 3k, 338 1 o6k /b 5L b
HNE, BRI B ik (Chandran 2015), fEEH, 34
15 v MR 4 S ALSWEETI 7452, LA Nk
SRR, PRHEIR R AE K B BRI IR BT, ArS-
WEETI 7 LS B A1z o 32 (RPN R 5% 3 22 40 i
JiR), VARE I B 4ERE A M AU (Guo$2014) . 534k,
AtSWEET16 5AtSWEET 17X 82K4L, J@ ik X g5
WS R I, W38 2% H O R, JLF 5
BT AR R KBRS AR TR e S, 1T S TR AT (6 SR b
I8 ThRE R B H 32 5 HL 7 (ChardonZ52013; X1 i5%%
2014)0 Jy— VR X HUL R I 2R AR AR (1R BIF 5 4 B,
4 AtSWEET11RIAtSWEET 123 6812 25k J5, 25410
TR O ARG T PR T 1, B A R T D R Ui, B 0 PRI,
Y KA B (RozennZ52015).,
334 BE-REREEE

SWEETE: T HIZ IEHAEKKEIN 55
TSR IEAR TR R R ST,
@ AR T K ERIBASWEET2, BEACH & &,
TGV 22 S5 25 1 (Pythium ultimum) ) &G (Hsin%5
2011), 1M 4 % 52 % % HO & (Botrytis cinerea) 4% )5,
WA L S VWWSWEET41 1315, LLIA B BEA% 0 F 1)
H 1(ChongZ$2014). H % (Dioscorea esculenta)’z

RAGE T (Fusarium oxysporum) B4 5, KN
IbSWEETI0R 15 458 . 3F— Bt it R, &Rk
IbSWEETI 0ff) % B R AR R & 5 30 25 PRAIC, A3
SRR BT (Li%F2017). RS
REAETTH, BB A (Dendrobium officinale)t)
DoSWEETIZ: Y5 | iy mw SL AR i ko 12, y H L
A B IR I B (Tulasnella sp.)FIAETE TR AL T HE 4> 57
BHIK X1462016).

4 FEMRE

NSCREMA KK B e+ i H E A REE N
RGFREYIR . B AT FINSCH KM E 1 € &
AT AR DL i i 45 O — 2 BRI
8, REH N T s E KR E R
. EBRIE N g R EEE . EIAR
WAFAE L /IR PEEA 2, BRI (1) B AreExt
AR A EINS C € PR B2 H Rl 3 2d
BEXTHIEIRE . RAE. BERESE, 0TS BRUK
(OB RLAFTRE L B2 e H 8 B A5 1 e Ak S Bl
PRSI TR (2) HRTER I AMIE AR A P s AR
R I 2 T HLEERE Fe i, RO AR L
BT FERANTETE, A e MRA BB FE A K
BRERIEMCLEGE, ABRAIPH; Qe isEA
JrT, ARG RS BR AT OB TUREAT, e is R
PR AN BT R, S5 M A RE 2 18] () 5% R AN
5T M, RN =K% e 8 A 2 8 I 5% R K N A2
P A KIH 2 -

AR K EERES, AR AR
SN, FEFER, Sl T AR S AT, B
IR IZ R K R B B R G R AR
PR rR O AR AL, AN S Tl 3 128 7T U 4
PR S B 32 B R 7T RO R R . 725 e IO
FUH, WK S5 R S DIRERR R, a0 MACHH, et
FEAH R R GGG, ER 0 MR
IKALE W7 BE AOHLER, 3T BE4f ) B AR R A 2R K
KERIEHIERA EEAE .
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Research advances in the metabolism and transport of non-structural
carbohydrates in plants
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Abstract: Non-structural carbohydrates (NSC), composed of monosaccharide, disaccharide, sugar alcohol, oli-
gosaccharide, starch, etc., is the major energy substance in plant energy metabolism and the important factor in
maintaining plant self-development and responding to environmental regulation. There exist transformations
among the components of NSC and those metabolism and transformations are collectively regulated by differ-
ent environmental factors, while hormone is the dominant factor. At present, the main assay methods of NSC
include titration, colorimetric method, enzymatic hydrolysis and chromatography, while chromatography is the
widely used one for its high accuracy and combinative use of qualitative and quantitative analysis at the same
time. NSC transport depends on sugar transporters, which mainly include the monosaccharide transporters
(MST), sucrose transporter (SUT) and sugar efflux transporter (SWEET). MST and SUT are responsible for the
transport of various monosaccharide and sucrose, while SWEET can transfer both monosaccharide and sucrose.
The present review summarizes the metabolism of NSC and its relevant qualitative and quantitative analysis as
well as basic rule of transport regulation based on the latest research with the purpose of providing more refer-
ence for later researchers on NSC of plant growing development and environmental regulating mechanism.

Key words: non-structural carbohydrates; qualitative and quantitative analyses; metabolism regulation; sugar
transporters; sucrose
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