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S & BT B B ENER R R ST R
KRR 2R B, HE, BEE, XK

"L AR AR A SO, 11428 42271000

2 BE AR MY R A Tl 255 5t/ T R o TR R 5 A E R 96 =, TEBA 110866

FEEE: 3 B30 #p B LA R A5 5T HEI(SE/CC) AR #7 3k 44 1 o F Sp B An 01 B30 /5 2 40 P /S 25 AR Bk )
W, ARG T E R fe s Bl A TR . ALGERT AR EWE IS BERGATLE, §EAH KR

B RSN H S At ke

KR AR, 91 B3R, LR EpER; IR #7 3

H _EHZ80FEATT G, R LEH) i H8 0 2
BRI — B2 AR TAEE R EA . R
) Jz 5 #5082 AT B S (Beta vulgaris)fR(GodtAll
Roitsch 2006). =% (Sorghum bicolor)Z:(Milne%s
2017). KZFZ(Hordeum vulgare)[ M- (HauptZ2001)+
HLFd TF(Arabidopsis thaliana)Fh—1(Werners:2011)F1
SE S (Malus domestica, Zhang%52004). bk (Juglans
regia, Wus:2004). #i&j(Vitis vinifera, Zhang%s
2006). #(Ziziphus jujuba, NieZ2010). 25 JN(Cucumis
sativus, HuZ52011). Z(Pyrus communis, Zhang%s
2014). Bk(Prunus persica, Zanon%52015). oAt H(Ficus
carica, ZEFFNNEF2016) BiEtk(Actinidia arguta, Chen
£52017). W5 %E(Vaccinium corymbosum, TKESHESE
2017)F13H 45 (Camellia oleifera, Wang%5:2018)%% 5L 51
A5 F5E

) Bz HR 0 B AT B 5T 7 VR 2 M 24, i
W2 DL M g fRds s “EI B GE" CHR IR iR
R TMIE B F 0, MO A B E AR
RNV FUREERIAR . BOGIL R B A LA
KT TR Z T HARFEMAREAR KN H, [
A EI S AR B T 7 R T AR K b e gk Fn
J&, X e AL A AR 40 K 3
NGF TR o AT ) e 350 B A A8 R A 7 3 g
LSS, BEAARSUR I FAR LS E RIS

1 EImEEEmER
K2 K S Y AR R e 6 i 2 22

i, (5 H R B DA K BEE RN
A B EY . a0 B Cucur-
bitaceae) A /K F7 BN F E 2 HE 2U(Hu%2011), #
i FH(Rosaceae) LA 1L A4 iz Ay 3= Bliz Hr T 2 (Loescher
1987)%%, WIHAH) iz 38 3= B i Y il 1 1 3 07 AE )
B EB N s AR B T R B R . (HE AT
PR 5, F At X B R b o S AR S, B
H T AHF T T, DR LAK B I8 b —— A
WE TN B, [RIFE AT LA e B [ 447 76 40 15 350 S0 48 1)
77 e W SRR FR 7K 750 s ey B A A, v AR
) Bz 08 S IS AR P I 9 A2 LA TR M S 2R A 0
ZITRER)(Hud52011).

FEMFE P 75 B R 02 X 43 R A P s T
A . WME RO, WoE RS w] s b
73 2 1 2 U X 0, 12 5 2R RE 32 22 )
B BB 3R AT o 3 S S ST A M L A
M LLBIRA, 005 7 0 s b i 70% LA, Fir
DA S B 50 3= BE Rk 2 L AU T . BREG) R AR
T PR AR T VR e WL, (HAS B A, 1R
W5k, WP — SR HEDTA R, RIY)E19) 5 45,
W Y ) 2 #5035 HA i, FIEDTAVRHEAT HEEL (Klages™s
2001).

IgFs  2019-01-23  fBE  2019-05-31
BB I EE AREIEIES(ZR2015YLOSS) AL R & &E SR
TH41(2017CXGC0210).
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2 BIYEEMER

W) e B EN R AR — WAy N AR R A L5
I LR E L@ 160+ Hi(sieve element/
companion cell, SE/CC)& &4 L5 J&] [l 9 57 18 B 44
Jitl(phloem parenchyma cell, PP) i 14 3% 45 /% =5 (1)
AR E R BRI RN . AT SRS
(1) B bR AR SE/CCH A1k 5 JH FIPPA] & 75 /7 1E
B IhEe M B0 18] 3% 22 (plasmodesmata, PD). JLJi
AR 5 T 2R T 2@ P AT T kA K SiitSE/ICCE
A5 A FEIPPAZ S i 4 Ffw B b T e 1 [ 52 22 (1)
HE R R ) A
2.1 fEENEZLMBESINEE

X B AR E A S AT ) L, AR,
41t SE/CCH & 14 55 i [E[PPE] PD i) £ & A1 WL 4 PD
RS, D[R] 0 2 7 XA £ B 22 0 40 i 2 4K
Pi. (EMEYERE R, SE/ICCE A ARMPPY 8] /71E
KEHIPD, £ & MPDAE R LAIL Ak 77 2
EERALIEE . X CAE DU B BTN F E IR
() P28 B A BHIERH . 40k & Hi Y ) %) (Zhang
£2006)F1 K B HHH B R (Nied52010)5%

It ) 22 25 e A2 21, T B ) L T i ) B 22
s B MR E 2 A DhRe FE EEE R, HAE
AFERE R, 738 =FIRAS: HEE. FFBESH
Al (B W5 A £ A4A452017) . [Klitk, BPAE 0523
SE/CCH &4 5 J FEIPP ] 47 75 f [A] i 22, AN RE ]
BN NSE/CCH &4k 5 [ PP HL i 84K, it
T B I I WrPD RPIR S S HAB RS 3L [RI380E .
KA Ja HIH A (NiedE2010) M5 JIUR S2(Hus52011)
W IPDH A FE, K FHIs T RE, 1X N i A MA EI &
IR ALE R .

2.2 HHaRYER

i 53 A0 A B RUR T [R]— BEAH, —# fEZ5H
Aohfe BECEREVL, A A0 =R (Patrick
1990). H /B 4HHE: 1SS M ) R KRR A 2 5 A
TR 24 Y S ALk T A4 A B L A AR R R
PD, 41 R UL MR AFAE, )R En & 77 2U1R
AJ B R I AR D B A% R AL AN bR fE
TEARA TR, 40 ke 22 4b A 8 RS, Joit J
W 2 L B A B R 4, 4 L ) 3 P A B 4 R AR A

G015 A A 8] 4 ik R R T AR, S
i 1R R A X R, IX S A L A £ 7
1 Y ] 3 0 AN A D TR 25 IS 4 M L SR
FEARFRI, 240 B B R B A A A2 A RANEL AT, 5 ]
VB 2 [) Sk Z IRl L2 . PRI, RS AR AN
3 2 P L, RS A R ) B AR

3 HEHIRRERER

3.1 “COMFE 5SS B BEREAR

R IE R KB G RER, B A &
BHSE B, RS B E R b R AL, BEAT IR R
AbER, DABH B Fr e AR A AR R R I8, A8
TR by Ry R SR S TA) T8 B A B ST () 5
AL SRJE, FIMERMS TR CO,, St — Bt
B, BBl se, 46 FU0 A, ok WA T, -80°C
X0, A5 B S R A A B 2% B
(132 Fai A7) FL 1 0 (Zhang552004) .

UCOPRicH HUR B R HARTE S 52 (Solanum
tuberosum, Viola%$2001), 3¢5 (Zhang%5:2004). i
%] (Zhang&52006) A1 3 JI(Hu=52011) 4] Bz #E1 4
HF 5 B8 N, BRAE T A AR RS I s i )
BE. BFFCIEHE, “COMRIC MY SR IET R
(carboxyfluorescein, CF)7E ] Jz 3 #4577 24U,
T-CF 5 N5H 00 75 32 1] B 22 4wl 58, 7590 B2 3B
E PRI T N SRz .

3.2 RAMFRER

HH e a2 O R AR N LUK,
PG 7 I [ A P AE A YD A4 A 132 i © A 3290
R T . FEXMIE, K TIRZ 2O iREr, &
W AR L BRI A 26 &K (fluorescein) |
CF. LY (lucifer yellow); FAEBIAMEIRICIIIA:
PYS (procion yellow)#1SRG (sulforhodamine G).
FIHATA L, R &) 2 2 CF, CF2&—/> A
RSLFRARFRiCY), AT KR s, 5" Chrid e
PSR L, PN AR A E R . 9N
IR BT IE T R, AT ER R & . SR
N T3¢ B (Zhangd5:2004) . %] % (ZhangZ5£2006)
A (NieZ52010). #)K(HuZ2011). %L(ZhangZ:
2014), FRIERK(Chen:2017) A1 25 (Wang252018)
) SR S 49 57 S R R A R
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HAFERM A, RECFHIA AR IEARE
TREF, (H 252 3 5T AMA TR B pHAT R X B A (1)
PR o 25T SMA TR 55 Hh pHERAR N, 2 AR At 25
T8 i R, T VL X R AX A 7T B 2> BHAS CFVR ) 2
B 5 IS H i 7% 5 (WrightflOparka 1994) . [A )i,
B30 I CFYYRL I 1 BEAY 57 BT AN i 58 A 1 8 Dl
& [EA e 4 R B A SR X R A I L, 75 4
B HCO bR H ARG 5 6 R AR B R AT
B6IE .

3.3 RERAER

250,56 25 H (green fluoresein protein, GFP)
fe — AN B PEAR R B AE AR IC A, BN R —
T RREE . S5CFAM L, GFPH] DA 4 58 )i Gkt
P S EAER K REESE R . WZhangZ(2006)
¥ GFP 55 7512 2)) 85 F b5 H T B0 90 76 2 SR S )
J B E #8147, 3a MP:GFPZE 52K & i M) 52
B, RS PR AE B R EB A, RSO AIE ) 6
%) R ST S AR H BT AR D 38 1) Jo A S
AR [ B R

4 AA%3EEE AR HEEROT S

I IR B 7T 4 S AT LA R A ) 2 1) R
(R 7 2, (RN Ak T g A Uk D, el
A BN FHFIMERE S 5T, X3
S TTE O s & A AR B B A O B,
T UF B ) AR 1) B SR
4.1 HX¥EEANHAR

o SRR A A AR P AR ) RE R, JE ) B
BB AT, s Ao o i 45 R B
A () A A I ™ 8 Al 5T (Braun%§2014) o 1
¥ #% iz 55 M (sucrose transporter&{sucrose carrier,
SUTE{SUC){E REFE I BTAMAIZ . e 4% B 3
Py i B A (L (PLEFL%52017; Liesche 2017),
HRHESUT 7 F1 [R5 11 S0t W 5 A1 7 e P B AN =
SUT4 N5/ (Kihn fllGrof 2010).  H E47E 85 /R
SRS B FR D SR AR BRI T R I, CsSUCAFE R
SR B AR T Y R £ ) B B A, AR AR
B e JTC SR S ) Bz #408 SR L Joit A1 A 20 4 1) B IR 4
(Hu%2011); CsSUC2 - ZEAE A MU AN 43 T B3R IX,
HAT I 50 I B K T fE(Mas52019); LRI 7 AtSUC3

TE) S F AN 2 T e 28 B B 48 2 2 rh AR R A,
A P o B A LA SRR B X T BE (Meyerd£2004) o

AR ), L 2 R R B 2[R A P18
P F BT, B AR & & T RS &, 15
SRS, LA S B RN R A AL TR )
Ko PR, HEDN L AR ) 2 s i R T RE 2 T
A2, Bl L — 300 Bl 5 I A i B RIS, 53— 800
RN, REHOHEREEAN FEE.
T I OB s TR A 4 e ML B e AR
AR AT BOR, e HoE A 7E i b, HAE RS
REHKERIE, AR RS R S E 4
BRI T B HUIIE I (Zhang2£2004); Fifi 82 /F H
WE(Saccharum officinarum, R EE2016). RKZE
(Manihot esculenta, B ELZ52017) R Elz Bk
(Candida glycerinogenes, Liang%52018)%5 K I %2 1>
Ol Iz E N, BEMERE L, Heetis iz

PCMBS (parachloromercuribenzenesulfonic
acid) & H AL AT, AT DA IR b A A4 AR 11 2 v,
Re g i A I BE iz Hi 12, CCCP (carbonyl
cyanide m-chlorophenylhydrazone) & AT Pase[T] fi# 15
BEF, AT DA 5 i H-ATPase )75 14 . i8I Y
() 3% 22 1 3 o Az A — AN sh i B AR, 1%
HEREAMA RE AN AA R 3, XTPCMBSAHICCCP
AN, BUAMAENEIE K B [FAL YD R S I is Ha, T
BT B EAR A AR AL R, 52 2IPCMBS
FICCCP 4] (Turgeon 1996). 1F ¥ JINF 523 7
MR EN Iy AT S, AIPCMBSHICCCPREAT AL
TR, 25 PR T R R R B 0 WOOE 2, GERT T
TG SR SIC (R4 2 P 370 S 0 S0 28k 75 2 e B AN A8 A A
T, BN S B B AMA B B HR AL TR
BEREYE (Hu%52011) . 5 50 76 352 R (Zhang %%
2004) 5 S Kz 0 E F A T A R — B
4.2 HXR GBI

AR KIE RS R ERER L —, RN
e AT TR PR A IS T o AR D D R R RE R, 0T TR 1
AL B AL 2 B FUA A EE R . 7R A
TR SEP) R R O A R L, A R ET
ZH W B R M 5 AL i (cell wall acid invertase, CWI)5E
FrfEZH M RE |, HERIAEAE AL AT A T =
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0T iy, CWIH AR A AN ) Bz 350 B 8008 A% HH 3L 5 44
Iv1) J52 &M 1) AR A BT )5 i — B, R 2 SR SE W0
0 4R 7 2N A AR e At 1 B 2 UEE (Zhang 5§
2006); FEWERR L ALEG I E A 5 2 2 AR T
ZL(Nief52010) 15 JIN(HuAF2011) 5 SE ) Bz H5 EH) 2
AR ) EHEEYE .
5 RE

FH T A T A8 %) R i 90 2 S R 3 2H 23 9
IR 5 3 1 EN BRI K 8 I 1a i AR B R R H
MECLIX 3, AR KRR FE b BRI 1 0 5z 38 0 8 AL il )
WL, BRI T SR, (H H FT RS 7 T T4k
SR 2 LA Hp 7 S AN B S B AR 1 X 00 R S AR
AR R b BARIE LA A E A 1K
P ) B R I ELAROL R, W R TR B S b
a5 A B B AL X I RELIE(ZhangZE2018) . MR
) B2 5 F b A5 T D 4 1 1 4545 A (Ross-Elliott 5§
2017)Z M 78, (BARIRANEIRN

R 3 T 615 5 (A SWEETH U BH, Al g4
5 AR B 1 VAR FEE W 1 SR 52 5 TSR E ot A 2 A%
(IR ST N IR . SWEET R [ 42 75 1 i #4 I
Bl N B A6 52 B T B 2 A 1A 32 i 31 B b S
APRERE S WA S B AN X e e, S5
WA 48 B A A L, SWEETHE (A 78 #18 f4
ANHTREMEETT T3 1%, BAEY KRt s
H EE FH(Chen®§2010, 2012). £ G HIM RIAA,
B RF o W8 gk > PD R i b5 EPDIE A
FHEPDIz I REE 2k, [ISE/CCH &1k 5 & PP
H AT L T ARRR B, BRI R0 A R, R
BH B AR SR I R BE WS R AR R . K FE SR SWEET
FER R IL T R B, OsSWEETIIH 1 S{ERER I
HEEMEMN, REBL A, BT geam %k 17
() 5 A A& A2 HE N R FL (YangZ52018) . 1 3 3 F
RIL25NSWEETE: N, I MNER L KB L%
e B R Ak, KA MASWEETI5afIMdSWEET9b
R EA M (Zhend52018).
DL, DARR 22tk BEE AR AR i SR i by, L) e 30 )
B TR B ALAE AT I B MA E SR A 2 531
FE SR BUAE DU AN = B s R I A 2/ 48 B
i, SWEETH 1 5 (1) )it A B U A2 33 I AT 4

IR ? 5 AR SRR TE 5 2 15/ B AR e ?
HAE B AR S BIE FT IR N HEAT, I 28 ) 8 ) 25 56
HOAR R 7R o
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Progress on phloem unloading pathway of photoassimilate

NIE Pei-Xian'"?, LI Chen', GAO Yan’, DU Guo-Dong’, LU De-Guo®, GUAN Qiu-Zhu"*

'Shandong Institute of Pomology, Taian, Shandong 271000, China
’College of Horticulture, Shenyang Agricultural University/Liaoning Province Key Laboratory of Fruit Quality
Development and Regulation, Shenyang 110866, China

Abstract: Phloem unloading contains two closely related processes: sieve unloading from SE/CC complex and
post-phloem transport, which plays a key role in the transport and distribution of photoassimilate. In the paper,
the unloading pathways and research methods of photosynthetic assimilates in sink organs in recent years were
reviewed in order to provide reference for future research in this field.

Key words: photoassimilate; phloem; symplasmic unloading; apoplasmic unloading
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