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BARMEMRELERZEREAITMRIER
TR BRTE,ZRE ZEA, A", 4 F 8"
TR AR B SEWT S, T MI510640
AR AbARO K2 TE 2 AR 2 B, WA R 150030

E: REFT 2B IR P FAMIRETRAENAEREA T, LR S H R T KT 2N B Arlk
Ko RESEZHA A LB HFHR, BFE S ERES, HIREHH. FREESRR IS ST
BBEISGATAAR, F A TRERFERSR A IR, AR 23 5 A REVEHR E T HEREBEXAR
HRHATE G, EERFAT R AR S X400 K B A B A7 B 094548, T M AL B4R 4806 A R X

QB AR Z W P AMEM R TR AT A,
LA H B AL AT RS R HERY, AR

B 3 A 1 7 B S S A R ) SRR, BE
S PR A R E A R S 5 ) — T AR AR
ERLK G R, B & AR & 52 2 P 5
RS [FE I E a0d 2. B ATTVE Pk 42
o, X SRS 5 B SR H g 3N, d I i A e R
TEPDRE 43 AR R B 43 F L, 42408 5 SR Sopk & & A
R B BE DAL, It 48 o] 25 0 R 1) ik DR R AT A 7
AE TS EAERER SR B TR R, EmF
Ko JEAER, 1B A A7 0k SRS it ot 8 BoR
AR E A, R BHEY TR It T ORE S T RE S
R A BORAR 7 T B 7T(Yativa$2010; Dai%é
2011; GuoZ52015; Ren%5:2017). A SCHfiifr oK # 7=
BHEYDAENE & &8 77 10 B 7E R 34T T 2838, DA
O B i B M A SR AL T 2 B S AR

1 FARHMEYIRSCh#E T RILERL

o P RMEY) SR S ) R VRN R R . b
AVEERE N 3, ASFEVEYDAS [F] i b A 3500 ) & &
FEIAEAEAR K 2 57, MmO, B4 IR R A — A
SRR AR, RSk B AR R 1S R
iz, AR 223k [R) R AR FH 52 oy SR S v i) 2
BEAFE S 4L (Dai%52011). ERES A I R,
FeEAE H P2 W AE ) Kz 38 LLK 75 8 (stachyose ) AT AR
Bl (raffinose) 1)1 iz i, 1H2, & LLREREE
UTE sz i A B (ChrostflISchmitz 1997; Taji%s
2002), PR, SES0HE 7R BRI AR s A SR S 1Y
JAEAR R BE b B ke T e 0 £ 5 2 RHE ) R sk
VAR B o X5 AN [F] B P B e e 3 R i b

RAAEZ S, V8IN(Citrullus lanatus) ) [ 35128 1)
WE B B FR, K TRHE RS T8, (E R o2 LMY
i (a-galactosidase) 2 LARER (138 45 H KA, B A
7 SR S o B ARG AN 21 7K 755 FUAR -8 (Yativas
2010). #%JN(Cucumis sativus)J& T /K Iz HifEY),
H) R s K TR A ' B SRR, ALk
TR B & B ALK (Gross AlIPharr 1982; Handley
5:1983),

A FE IR, 32 S P ity 3 oA 300 ) 1 TR 5 o
IR A ROHE LR 11 20%~25%, FHES R
Bl B IR30%~40%, FERE S & PSR 1140%~
50% (Yativa52010). fEwd A SEH, B FE 5 RERE S
BAER VIR . W7 K I B 7 R (Cucurbita
moschata) (¥ A GG RERE 5 & 5 B85 %, it
e R B N SRR (ELAE B RE R TR o SR e v
] 2] B B 5 R T 5%, 28 vy R ME A SR A &
2 WIAE v [ F I b 2 R 1) TR, T
E B EETE TN, 36 267 45 A0 SR SR S i FE T gk 5 K
(FE2%F2016). Corrigan®s:(2000)th & i 7 [E ¢y
JRRI S e S b e, o SR RS 2 Fa bl . 55
FoAR# P R EAS R () 72, 7 JICAE SR Sl ot 7%
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PR BE R A AR 2 K E A SR ek, KR
Ji i A7 IR T, 3 2 70 AR A 6 R 1 A A T TR G
24 3= £ i JR [H (Pareek 25 1998) . AHICHIF 7% % B,
TEN AR R B b 52 e JTCIR BB A 5 (Ste-
venson 2003). B4 /IR S, M 78 A 9L KA
WA 2R, EH T E A FRE B 2 [R)A7 75 AH B 3% K. (Shar-
mafliRao 2013), 7ER JG B B, SESEMvER: & & K
{EHEE B AW 2 (Loy 2004), B 1K) IR sz
PR AT P AT R Z060% 2 F EE AR 4 A 3 TN AN
A T & & 7 BHEDD, B 4 8 K 5 B i % Y
VEWD, AR d5r 2845 S Sz v LSRR R0 28 0% 1) T 2UAR
R (Hu%$2009).

2 HERMEMIR PSS REERXER

TS TR [ ZAE A o T AR SRR R — A
Hop, SRR - NEENREER. B,
Xof 5 Sz i SR OIR IF 9T 24 VAR BR TRAPD
AFLPFISSREEH I8 1) 7> Fhric B, EFEU., %
SRR 4 2 25 5 1k 1) I F g R G R s b 48
A i SR S i B A3 LR (Sun§2017) . 5 —
J5 T, U AESR X RER R R A RR T %
TERE S AR IE RN 5 05 A BORE O K, 1 2
O iZ L NFIRE AN R, HFOLaEFN. =
HEFATE JIN(Ren%52018) 5t ) B A5 | B 2t & .
B S A I R (RNA-Seq)t O 7 85I, 75 I,
5 YN FE TR A ] g TS5 8 P A A SR I i St 9
N, 4038 I RNA-Seqise R FEAN[F] B JIE BB
EERLEE A FR MR HRIE, HER
AR T A G 25 DR 3Rk 1 % SR 2 36 1A [ i IR
J5 R VR PR AN B 1R 431 L ER DA AR P v e e
7 AR P2 IRAF AN [ R B T B IR (1 De novo i 5%
4, FELELIEA bbb e TR SRS S A O AR
WA, it RS B G BOR LS 5 e
FEl, RN T JICSR S i T B8 46 2 fr E I A
P (WyattZ52015; £ 2ZH2016). X ELH AN H
X 7 R R B 2> FEE ML BT 7 B
B, AR T A S A DGR R A2 4
21 AR S5EEEEXNER

FEH T RHEY R, P8I0 & &0 U BCIR AN,
] N AT TN A 4K TT R T 75 I Bl MR st A%

FEDRAZ Y8 AOHE > R B e TR LR L. o,
GuoZ5(2012) 7 4= F Al 2H 7K ~F- X6k 78 TR 29 FH SR i =
AT THEFE, 16 ORI R R A SR I T
624 5 FEAC U AH O I ], FEHED I A 134 1]
A2 A2 RS TR oE A ORI I S B 2R ] . BRI
ZAb, R T 16 BER sl E B, Kb 144
Wi e 12 B A SR IR AT R S R 4% 0 5 7 JIUAS [R] 2H 21
MEEHERSE. FURRNE & EA RQTLW Fift
W P RHE I R . Burger®:(2002)F) H &I
EHE AT Noy Yizreel” 5 b 254 5 FhPersia202 1]
WG, M REF AR, ST Y ECE R e %L 7
M, U 2 R W B 57 3 R R RN 22 TR 3 [ 4
fillo A4 T3E LLNoy Yizree 1 FIME 2 4 &2 & I 5 F
‘Faqqous’ AN, 1 g 7N HAE AL B AR BEAT 82 4%
oy, g5 SRR A = b S — A B
suctzE . HashizumeZ5(2003) & 347 1] 76 JTCR s
FEMQTLE N T35 )\ 5 4tk b . Dai%F(2011)H 5T
RO, PR S (& B R E DA = AN KR
YLig: FEMEA A (sucrose synthase, SUS). Ji M
1% & %l (sucrose phosphate synthase, SPS) AN
1% P %% 4k i (insoluble acid invertase, IAI). 1F%%
(2016)%F P4 S & b & 347 9120 BIQTL E fir, % 75
JRATERE & & (Brix) 3 2QTL (Brix) & Az T He o ff
2 (OBRIX2-1, QBRIX2-2J%QBRIX2-3), Hix =
AQTLY S Bl & BQTL (QFRU2-1. QFRU2-2
MQOFRU2-3)E A, HAH24QTL (QBRIX2-1A
OBRIX2-3) 5 FE i £ E-QTL (QSUC2-1/10SUC2-2)
BGRR[0l o gk AT
G0, KILOBRIX2-1. OBRIX2-2 X OBRIX2-31X
=ANQTLA s AEA [F A4 AR BE A e Ar 21 8 5 &
TSR E— X [A] . A T B TR 42 7 JTCRT VA R AR R
AR A DG [ B L R, Gao%5(2018) LA AT ¥4 P4 4
i 2 e R I B AR P P27 1769 M BT ik B 1
alifh H A2 R203Z 98 BE, B IR T TN IE 5
FE R R B EAT I S LM o A, BRSO T 29
A SRR OC ) 22 S RIS HE R, b 1A g b
PR IR & BB 3/ Y A RN 5 B . 40 S b
B-H EE . 4G FD A TH S R AT 17 G i
RVE- —BERIEAENE . H P Cla012211F1Cla009124
7390 2 5 R BE G AN B A O R A K
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KM K (GaoF2018). IR it AL R CIT-
ST2AE7E N s P /E 2 s i & s . S pE AN
FREWE, 95T e 12 H A L R CLS TS 21 e e R
PERE 2 BEMEH, HXWA R REEYS
PO SC ot B IEAH G . B CITST2H:RE B R
SR R vh AT R N B IR, 45 R R CITST?
Tt PR ) B oy A R B R R R IB AR B 1.5
5 (F£%%2016; Ren%£2017),
22 B S5EEEHEXHER

& JIN(Cucumis melo)ER—Fh LAEE € A 32 (17K
RS ELEERLN R EEZENNERZ —.
AR Sk Bl A2 DA R BERE N 3. Burger
S5 (2002)H) F — A R Bl A BE S 2 BB 1 B VAR Fh
(C. melo var. flexuosus)F1—A JEHE AU & & A0 &
I TSR (C. melo var. reticulatus) 34T 2438, KN
2 R 2 £ 1) 0 DR X 4 o) e i 5 R P R R R 5
A, AN R B BRI R DR suer 5 |
[, Tian’(2009)HF 55 % L CmS-AIV 135 [ 48 Hi T
REKFEEFZHFEERESEOR R DI
JR b FhDulee’ FIP1414723 # R 99 bk 5 41
A FFEAAR, 0 TSR S A0 S 2R S 2

SEQTLAY i ¥4 i it 2 B R 4%, 7EiX6MQTLs Az
R SN R S R i S A v R
% (Harel-Beja%$2010), Cheng®%(2017)HF 58 & JL,
CmTST25&—FhEFR R S0 R & ok 72 o B Rk
(RO L b i B 1, L3 2 5A T LA Jin IR
AP R R
23 ERFEEREEREINER
PONEEPING S i i= I i DS WA T
PESE AR K. Wyatt®5(2015) LU B 5 B T
5 /N Sweet REBA* FIIE 4 2 & ) FF i R Lady
Godiva’ 7 85 HOR K H 28 ZAM R, #88% Bk
HAT S, S rg A3 N 3R BERTTE R
Ly BRAR I FEAH S (3 R A AT W 7T, RIL T
184 5 FERREAC AT 5% A3 [RLRD 1435 R e A it
(RIJE R o HL vl R R 75 P R P A
R 1 2 T, T R A AR T 1 L, X S AR ALA
SRR 7 1 25 R — E(Hubbard%5:1996) . @
R LR R S T IR N, B e T AT RES SRR

SE R I ORER I IR, B AR o- P ILBE . A A
(Guo2015; Gao’%2018). Zhong(2017)4
T TN v T 260 W A6 R A 2 == 11 < CMLO- 17 R 5y AR AIG
H I BE S R 1 COM-97 AT R 12004 F
A, iz FH e 8 B e B R 3R A = A 1, 15
B3NSR EENEEESE. ERESE. R
B /8 ) B 5 A SR IQTL, LR ML 23 0
11.4%. 11.3%K112.4%.,
2.4 BN 5 EEHEXNER

Hendrix (1968)HF 7t & Fll, 7K 7598 & R (sta-
chyose synthase, STS)fE #f = £l Le/EY) 1 £ EiAE
M AR A . BRERARAE(2009) U & &2
4 25 (R I R AE R AR, gt 1 S AR AL 7
HTHEAAS, X SR (8 AL U AT 20 A, R I TR
SEH ) BRI L AR D- VB A, 2 el DX
- S 2 R DRI RN M- B 2 B DR ), R R Y
I 20807 R S A S8 A g 1.4429F1-0.8113, 5
PEREN-0.5622, %252 T FE [R5, DRt A B JTCaE
B Pk R, oor SRR 2 A ik R AE B AR R
BURIEAT . AEEEQO1T)H SR I, CsSTSZTR
IKTRRE G R HE DN, e AL T 5 ) R B AR M,
CsSTSTERUGAIM: b B BUm Rk &, £ HE
L2 ) 2k B U AR LI . Li%E(2018)AF i K
I, 5 IRE BT R & g 2 K] CsSPS4Cid ik m] LA
et B I Fr o o A 2R

3 FHARMEIR L HES RS K2R

TR 928 il SR SEREAR W A OCRRT R T R
WEIE, BRI 170 2 48 AR S H 2 1) 2 (Dai
£2006; BurgerfliSchaffer 2007). 552 1) & L
TR 1) I A 47 ) SR S v R s A P B A
53 DT A 458 SRS AU o 7EAR 22 [l 254847 7 i
s W—EE R oG E R = s
FEREACHS R TP RS AE B L 2 A 25
FEBE 7> fife 01) % A B (invertase, Tvr). fEAGFENE G
G i B4 0L 1) il —— 6 0 - S T AR 1 2 AR 3R
FTE i A ) RE B R & i (Hubbard 55 1991)
RS B MR A& B B R .

3.1 EHESRKE(SUS)

SUSEBEAF/E T M5 EY i 4, £ LA
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[F] T Wl 1% XAFAE, 72 Be R Ak BE bl & AN 20 i 11
X [a i, AT DL TE #r & R At IR ) ——UDP-4ij
%] ¥#(uridine diphosphate glucose, UDPG), UDPGHE
5 RPEESUSIEH T & BBe R, X 2 ME—— fe
fERENES 5 2RISR, REKE. HH
Fygd . o e a5 2 M s A% ) A R A 1) 1
FisherflWang (1995)Hft 78 1A SUS i 14 5 B
VNG BOEARIIRE ST AERT TR 7E TR (Yativa$2010)
H, SUSTE AT R S EREA SR 2 IEAHOG . BRitbe
A, TEREA BEIA vT LU I 1 5 UDP-4) 45 B8 1) #40
R R A R, K R I SUSEE K % A\ 3
Tk, W] RLE FOK AR R B UE B B N (LisE
2013). PRIk, 3 I 48 1] R - F e DR ) Rk T
DA SRS B 1) I, 5038 SRS XUk, SAid A
[ N e 4 (R SR S ot ol 4 s 7 i (R 2R A L

[ AwmsteTm |

3.2 EHERAER & FRER(SPS)
SPSYE N —Fh Al W 1t By, W BEARAIG, =& — PRIk
FEEH. BRSSO R — M 3 2R E
i, REMEILUDPGS S HE-6-BE IR 25 A 1 IR IR i pH,
T T FRE 0 1% I B g 1) (ke AL A FH R & e i . A
HNBEREG OB E RASIT BUER I, SPSH 2 5 ERE
53 AR R AN Bl T IR 42 o e ot e 2 i DA A
FEH A R NEACST . SPSIE T AAAE THEYI I Fr
DA e 5 E R P R At L, A SR SR S i A7 i R
Z: 5 AR FRENE 1) A 72, 38 vT DA R f5
RS LI BRI, 520 SR SR B i A% (Prabha Fl
Bhagyalaakshmi 1998). {H7&, SPSTEAN[FFEY). A
[FE) it o SR S R AR 28 R ) U 45 4 22 R 380K (Hub-
bard%51991), SPSEEK CAE oK. MG, SR
S BRI 7K R S5 AR A SR S Hh R 46 4 v B (K omatsu 55

1w 8 b R AN e B A A2
Fig.1 Simplified schematic of higher plant sugar and strach metabolism pathway
A e H Wyatt?:(2016)— 3. NIN: {444k i (neutral invertase); AIN: 1444 LA (acid invertase); AAG: FRTEa-2 S BHE fff (acid
a-galactosidase); NAG: B P a-2 L HE Eff(alkaline a-galactosidase); UGGP: UDP-#§] ) #i/ 2 FL W A 1 iR (L Bl (UDP-glucose/galactose pyro-
phosphorylase); GK: - #i# [ (galactokinase); UGE: UDP-4%j ## 5 i) fif (UDP-glucose epimerase); HK: CUFE /i (hexokinase); SUS: i
B4 R (sucrose synthase); UGPase: UDP-% % B £ i iR (L filf (UDP-glucose pyrophosphorylase); PGI: 24 % ¥ 7 # i (phosphoglucose
isomerase); PGM: 7§ &j i iR A2 17 i (phosphoglucomutase); FK: HA#EHF(fructokinase); AGPase: ADP-% & 14 £& 1 B2 1k B (ADP-glucose
pyrophosphorylase); SS: JE ¥} & i fifi(starch synthase); GBSS: kL e #; & i (granule-bound starch synthase); DBE: J&#7 Jii 3 fifi(debranching

enzyme); SBE: Ji ¥} 4) 3¢ [iff (starch-branching enzyme).
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1996). T4F3CEF(2011) LA VAR S RERE IR & 1k
FiE 5 K (1) cDNA F BONERER, Sl R sk & 1 72
HHSPSEERIIFRIA AT 7L, KINSPSHERIZE R I
P 5 5~20 AR SRS ANRIE, TSR f525 di)
Rt ik, I AR E R RARRIAE R
S EIRMEH T, FFE3NSPSIIcDNA[F]
Tl B, 43 W NCitSPSI. CitSPS2HICitSPS3, 27t
FUX =N F TR F B e 25 R 5 SPSHE A —
£, RN BESPSFIL 3G i 3g N, H Hix =AFEE
FI5 JEAH BT ) (KomatsuZE1999), AN 5t %
BH, 7E&H JIN(BurgerflSchaffer 2007)F1 74 JI(Yativas:
2010) R 5L SPSIE 1 5 FEREAR 2R 2 IEAHC .
3.3 #iLEg

AL (L) SR B- Wk i SR 7 ity 7 i il G ]
R TR 2 A SRR AN A (TR SCEE2011).
AR A A A7) A ] 4L 23 H 2 A Bl TG 2 (1) p HAEL Y6 L 7T
X B AL 3 238 TR AR (acid inver-
tase, AD)FN1 1434 1L B (neutral invertase, NI). H
1 1 B AL S5 A AE T30 R i PEAT (R
VTR LAV, VADAI /AT E R BE [ AN s
AL (40 BE Y EL AL B, CWT) (Lingle 1999), Alif M
(R B R T REREAR B R 2 B A KA
AP B A 8 11 P A TS T AN DT 3 5 o ) T
BF S0 R I, 7 IS S 19 2 K 1 4 21 A il
TETEAR R, ALE VRIS, 0P AE A 4 23 R B
fif R OB, A 2RO AR K2 78 2 B (Lingle F
Dunlap 1987). #4k4E55(2007)F H 1 b A #
IR S5 SCTR T 5 Ak S (R 32 N 381 JE B I A8
R R srh, g5 5 % 7 i 5 DR R TCORE PR 1) AR K 3
O G2 B ek 55, B L B ATV I B R R
e 727G TIA) Bz FR 4 TR v R M 4 4K lg 4 e
O3 AR N R A R R SRAE, IHe I AR 1 6 IA FT g FbHLH
K S R TP (FE%52016) 52 R B2 AL 11
AFTEME AL RE WE /K AR 08 A0 &) B, DLk B 4 RF
IR HBE B RSL EW AR E . EnE
BIF 70 R IR A 5 R 5 ALV P 2 67AE 5% (Lester 2
2001).

4 FHERMEMP IR EER
AN R B E AR R LR U E

[R50 43, B B E I 5 e R A 40 PR PN RSO
M BB F5 0 i 3 S AT A% . S X AR Ay
AR RS TR AT, FRATT AT DU 2
VT 97 o) SR S o ST AU I B, AT B A Dy ik
B o A AR AR .

HHi %% 12 £5 H (sugar transporter protein, SUT){E
N—FhpE s BAK, RREEEMAERKR K EEZ M
AR RIEEEAEHE . AR HE /D
. I, PR, F& N E N (Roney 552007
SchulzZ§2011; GilZ2011)%% 2 Fie ¥ C ki £E 1
J& 7 RT W s A MRAN . Y s
TEFH B B, &EREEANZ S5 mEd
o JEE RV ML, 32 17 35 i 28] SR S ook B AR R R 2>
{1 H i (Kuhnf1Grof 2010). Hfl, &K MIKS
WA S % 18 8 v LUK B A BUR = Fl: BpE
HiaEE., EEREEAOUAZHERZEH. K
FHMFS (major facilitator superfamily )i K ik 5 1
P RSB IS S, ST R EY T WA
V0 576 %5 B #5323 55 1 (vacuolar glucose transporters,
VGTILFK . STPILF M. MR pE iz R A
(tonoplastic monosaccharide transporters, TMT)Z Ji&
UK CUObE #2128 H I R ERD6-like U 5% 5 25 i 4
iz AN FEEHSUC2/SUTL. SUC3/SUT2 A
SUCA =K R HYISWEETHE #412 # H
FE F B S 5 A A2 23 38 B TRV 21 2 1R IS
(SchulzZ£2011; ChenZ%2012). 7£X+ P JKHIHT 55
K, TMT S ME e 12 85 B K CITST2 (Citrullus
lanatus tonoplast sugar transporter 2) N QBRIX2-2
(B I% FE DR, B 52 WRKY S I e s DR 7 458 i, E 7
JRVR L R 3K, 2 B 4338 sk A% o SR P 48 A
TR 5T S n) 35 AR (Ren52017) . £E 3 I H?
KU, CsSTSTE NIV E A h Rk, 253
SR 99 B A e B (HuSE2009) o £E I A A IR
Wl %18 55 CmSUTHE i AMA vh 1K (Gil&§2011)
SUTEMM A KK TR 2 5B E
FAEN R, DAREREAS 5 f0TE 200 e ROshd 4

SN, R TR AR N RERE R iE SRR
X AR e AR AL A KR B A ERE . BT
FLR I, A %12 B A IIRNA W] DULE R ) B2 8
BN, EB) R H R b 4 12 R IRNA M/ LI H
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B IEANTE 2 . Roney35(2007)iz FILIES HR, K
IR A (RN A-binding ) 5 &8 8 [ CmPP 1671 L)
{HStSUTT mRNAfE By Jfd [8] 1% 22 55 ¥ 75 41 fd [|] 7% 315,
WF9E ok R I ES TN CmSUTI mRNAT] LL7E % 22
T 518 By R [ 5.

5 RE

LR, BEAE SR AENE B TR AR
B, HERHS Hokdsr. BRHE A
DA A AL SRR A T BRI RIB FoR S 4
7 R TR S BOR )Tz . AT, X T
FORMEIHE 73 B ER 50T B A BT 7 O S
THERBERE, 12 P TR SR 2> AR R ) E B
LR A E ir, (5 il 0 5 B 0 18 A% HL ) L AL
ok, B 5 2N IR AF RIRE I, 52 2% (Al
AR ATURE 3 i TR D 2% ey, 0o T 42 SR S 70 45 R
iz ] A DhREIE A5 2, B TCIRRAN
TR SR R A GO LR, RO TR S A R 2
REEE— DT, 8RR, BATA LS &% =
N T A% BFCRISPR/Cas9 5 4t 4k S47 7t 42 i L 5
Wl R R A 2 T LR, 4K B 45 1) R S B R
TR, FFRZE I TN, e 0 TR
AN T 38 A% 27, Sl S v 201 SR S ik o 8 v 23 A
B, N FREY i A R R SR
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Advances in research on sugar accumulation and regulation of
Cucurbitaceae crop fruits

WANG Man-Man"?, QU Shu-Pingz, LI Jun-Xingl, WU Ting-Quan', HUANG He-Xun"",
ZHONG Yu-Juan"’

"Vegetable Research Institute, Guangdong Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Guangzhou 510640, China
’College of Horticulture and Garden, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, China

Abstract: Sugar contents is one of the significant factors to evaluate fruit quality of Cucurbitaceous crops. It is
a quantitative trait, controlled by multiple genes and determines the agro-economic value of the crops. Thus, it
has great significance to study the genetic and molecular regulation mechanism of sugar accumulation to im-
prove fruit quality. This paper has summarized the findings of sugar accumulation models in fruits of different
cucurbitaceous crops, focused on exploring the key enzymes and genes involved in the regulation of sugar con-
tents. The study explored target genes, and related enzymes regulating sugar biosynthesis and related metabo-
lism in fruits, and provided theoretical basis for the improvement of fruit quality of cucurbits.
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