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(1. EMALR2EBFSE B W ML T A MR E R E S SCEE, WiTl & P 3114005 2. Fo i Mok A
HoBFAF G BE, WiVl Bl 3100225 3. WiVl G4 TH 2R X AT 20mds, Wil 448 321025)

WE: 5%, TR R Camellia oleifera W= 49 £ 438 Z — , AR ERIFNE, 2FRHFSHSR_RA, 20
sSAEFRTFE RREHE T L@ ELENERZRZ, LR T mE 23 T F e %R (ABA) 12 5 i@ % (PYR/PYL-
PP2C-SnRK?2). 451 % il % (CDPK/CBL-CIPK) % % & T F M 6912 5 # 5, #5282 #EZX B F (NAC. MYB,
WRKY R #%%)i#t—Fif42 LEA B G KB (CoLEA). H&AN X4 KR (CoP5S5. CoSUS2. CoBADH). #AAHE: KR
(CoPOD. CoCAT. CoSOD) ¥ * 4t} R &k, WehhFBdRELERAT YR, FFREMIHES R, AL ARLENR
T AEERAIE B A AU BRI BRI IARE LSS, AAARECMTELT “A55 Bs— L RAE—
AEwm " HAER, MAXFIREERL, KA RZEEPABIERE, SR TFFLOMEMTEHZ, X4RAER
BREHT. AN F AR RGFT AR THELT E ., K25 165
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Research progress on physiological, biochemical and molecular response and
adaptation mechanisms of Camellia oleifera to drought stress

RUAN Zhixian', CUI Yixiao', CHEN Lihua®’, CHAI Jingyu', ZHONG Huiqi', TIAN Zhiqiang',
TENG Jianhua®, LIU Chunsheng®, LIN Ping'

(1. Zhejiang Key Laboratory of Forest Genetics and Breeding, Institute of Subtropical Forestry, Chinese Academy of
Forestry, Hangzhou 311400, Zhejiang, China; 2. Hangzhou Forest and Wetland Science Research Institute, Hangzhou
310022, Zhejiang China; 3. Dongfanghong Forest Farm of Zhejiang Province, Jinhua 321025, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: In recent years, drought has become a major abiotic stress leading to yield decline in Camellia
oleifera. Investigating the drought resistance mechanisms of C. oleifera and breeding drought-tolerant, high-
yielding varieties are crucial approaches to addressing seasonal drought and ensuring the sustainable
development of the C. oleifera industry. This article provides an overview of the signal transduction pathways
involved in drought stress in C. oleifera, including the abscisic acid (ABA) signaling pathway (PYR/PYL-
PP2C-SnRK2) and the calcium signaling pathway (CDPK/CBL-CIPK). These pathways induce the expression
of key transcription factors (NAC, MYB, WRKY families, etc.), which further regulate the expression of critical
genes, including LEA protein genes (CoLEA), osmotic regulation key genes (CoP3S5, CoSUS2, CoBADH), and
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antioxidant enzyme genes (CoPOD, CoCAT, CoSOD), thereby driving the regulatory response network of C.
oleifera to enhance drought resistance through physiological and biochemical mechanisms, including the
accumulation of osmotic adjustment substances, induction of antioxidant enzyme synthesis, regulation of
endogenous hormone levels, and adjustment of photosynthetic adaptability. A “ signal perception-gene
regulation-physiological response” framework for drought resistance has been preliminarily established, but the
depth of related research is insufficient. The key gene mining and ontology verification are lagging behind, and
there is a lack of research on compound stresses such as high temperature and drought. Key regulatory network
analysis and compound stress mechanisms are important directions for future research on drought stress in C.
oleifera. [Ch, 2 tab. 165 ref.]

Key words: Camellia oleifera; drought stress; physiological and biochemical adaptation; molecular regulation;
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MZE Camellia oleifera 2111 55F} Theacease LLIZKJ& Camellia ()8 4/ NEARBHEA, 1712 5046 T EW
FLOTLVE . WYL TV AR 18 NE (HIAX), TEARMIHIX WA DA, Ak s IR
B, BRE S 2RI, AR, EEW. MEkRSEZMESRNS, ERATMAE . A
M, TR O I R S A B RCR Y BlE 20 R N R ARG K BB, A, Ay
S B M B T SRR S N, © ROy SR B2 — KB FE 2 A28 P e & el s
Pl AR AR R [ R Rl 2 4 A ] i s o oA R L),

WAk, Bl WSOV IR, A T R AR, 7—10 2T R AR A T E R T o A A
I fEEREMN T RARA, R AR EEE R, Yegiih, 2013 4R R 100 24 B
(IX) 138 10 a WE“EM R T, SEOHSHFE)E =402 —; 2021 48 8—10 H i rg g R i 55 fi
A AT R R IR, R T E ARG AT A T R AR AL, BEE B () F
A R, RN TR, RS R E R

TP TR R E A B . DFE R AR BK Ay, DIBVE TR (ABA)M . 45
B (Ca™)P . =BEMRWLEE (IP3)'Y . FRRR AT @R (cADPR)' . — % fL A (NO)'™ 45 M 5 S W i,
— 7 TG A B T U D A A A B AR RE N R A IR, 5 — T A S S R A
FHCH FE R R B, SR IA T EE I = P an il 2 82 (Pro)™” . H 2 M2 &t 2 8 (GB)PV. Wi 1 bl
(SO, i & B I 4= B (LEA)™ F/KGHEE & 1 (AQP) 452 5 My il s A2 vl B 35 M 43
N T30 0 A BIE AR AS ; ESFRIA MRS IE R Y, AnES AR A 1 (CDPKs)™ 2224535 1k
B H P (MAPKS)®® | bZIP %5 1 (bZIP)7 . Z & W W AT~ (AP2/ERF)* | NAC #; 5K (NAC)*
MYB %5 5:[H 7 (MYB)PY Fil WRKY #% 5% K1 (WRKY)PY 28 | 3l i P 5 5 55 S A2 sl A s S I8 7
RS R R, 5 R Y IE AR A: AR S B T R EPREER,

7—9 HIRM AR LI R 5IBE & O], WA X E T 22 R A, Sekizh
“THTRS AT 23, sk, TEXNZE - ®NEme s Rz e, WA REMRERET
THZSTEAZ 3T 5 W i A9 2R BA AL AN 2w AL, A SIS RANE R . IR AR s Bty 55 28
E T HIRHA . ASCNAR L AL S RN PSRRI R 5N A 4 D2 TR SR
TZE S an A R Z AL SR T, BT AR EY it o S BB A

1 FTEABEPEKLFNH

1.1 FEXFHFEKAZM

T ASIE B P — P A, E T SR A A R E AR R, 1 AR B R AR K
W TR, I EAARX AR ML, SUEEERER R, IR IR R A 1 R R
/N =AEC RS R . EERE T 82 d, A TMAS SRR G R s A K AU X R Y 33.66%0~63.07%, T
J AR B SR X BB A 13.57%~58.50% ., RFSTZRIA S oK 1 BG4S T AO AR TS SR i R R, SRk GA
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30% B, G IRE 97.8% M 6,790, Z T RMHAR, ZFAEY AR RZ 3T R WIS FH
eI, AR RAEY AR R B R, TR S A B AR AR WM, RIS R
TR R, FERAESTEEINT 93.10%5, GUO %P s &R . AR T RMba 45d )5,
AALZE YR FE X BN 4.9 mm (/) 24.0%), B4R LEXTHEZN 1.4 mm (/N 15.0%); i, HESEK L
FEXTRE/N 8.09%~12.0%, BAAN4E 24 Fh G AERS s/ X IR G 58.0% 5 FEMMASNI K R E T 52 Wt Bisf 1] 22 4
B AR, T 5 45 AW AEM & R X IR R [ 61.1%; UAE BARK AL 28 B D 62.0%, b BRRE R
1.0% LAR, SEBbrml™ it 55.0%. £5 FRrk, 5 PaXHMASE 775 A 5 AR K X vl Al i 25 52
1.2 FENHFRIHRKSiMEERRNOZN

KEMR A : BETRESDERMORARI ™ 8 PR LR, FBRIWmIRSR, (HEE+
BA B TR S M AR A B AR AT, BB PN R 2019 AR HE T RMHAM BT C oleifera
‘Ganwu’ FRINHASHIRFR . TR BRI BERRAL, AR TR, TR . IR 5 AN T A g 7 R
FrEBRG, FEMER . AEASER SR AR IER S T, AR N M R A S, M R
T8l KA C oleifera * Changlin’ £ %) il 55 B % 7 R & 0D 2.119%~37.29%, 5.5 o1 &t s />
14.15%~56.19%, 5z JEEEHETN 0.35%~7.01%, 7=&t B EREAL, HABALE v 685 T 515 T L S0 R 4l
Wi HERMARERACE FREA LN, S ESFY AN, BETRET, MR, Mk, #fR
TR TR, 8 BT R A TR AR SR T B AR A B, PR A A, R
ASAL S AP

2 TR M g A A I A G PR B R e

2.1 TFEBEXHFZERTHINE

Z R RIhant, HEYEd R RS E MY, A rlateE e IR . FSe. Johl
BT B B, BIBVETTYIRIERIR Haloxylon ammodendron™ | VW3 Elaeagnus angustifolia ™! |
JIBE Robinia pseudoacacia™ . Hihk 15" W Populus cathayanaxcanadensis “Xinlin 17 "1 28K A
AP RS R P RSN, PHOR . XTI, R A T A B i A et
BT S i BB IN T 3.91% . 12.14% 1 26.96%, T MR A &R B S T 1.12%. 16.76%
31.10%), i EY fF5E LB . AR TR 32 ddfBF, SRR TERAMN B ERTY R & &
RIMAH R Z S, PIVE PR & ST R BRI, e Bl & e R s They, i &
BRI . AR AU R R 2, KM 4 557 JiR C oleifera ‘Changlin No.4” Xl i,
M KA 40 %57 S C oleifera ‘Changlin No.40” HT R PEREH A, SRR nPalbET Y| #m 0
FEXPIMAS I 2 Y o & s i BF A AR 4518 . AT L, B TR W B R R 5 S A A2 4 1
XoF 5 IR iy N A SR
22 FTEREXNKFRIPERZNZMN

A ) DR A7 il 2% 90 3 3 4 v A S T P B AL (SOD) . 1t kWil (POD). i 8 fb &L (CAT) S5 7k,
K TE R A i AR R AT VRS, AR EIR T, ORISR e R, DT AE G2 A0 e 45 0 -4
SRAE PRI A0, BB PR, B A R, whZR e A Y A A s A R S S A
PERISETHE R EEE . IR LB, TEMRawIs, A eE A B BRE I | i A B 1
BT, MO KM A R A DR B M AR P S T KR 5 kA b T 2 v A A B A S
PE . I EBEE P RSE ETHE T REREE, A K 30 d 5 A DR T SR AS T DI 2 0E R K
SR (A s B W A R AL B AR L S AR RS B R/ ME, TER B
K, BIEARTCEIRAE IR R K- M AESY X m il 24T 12 d 19 PEG-6000 A48T 5, K B R il
% AL B AL T 6 PR S ST BRI H, o S SRS M2 T o A, sRIEDY . T
WA IEAG AT DL 2 BRI A A B e . i SR | R S SR R B I, R IR A AR
1k, SRAGMZR BT . 28 BT, Bl P30 AR B AR AN (B A, IS DR A B 1 PR A2 AN T 4 A
MR JAB I RE ST, X 53 1 o iy 2 SR (4 S 005 J P 1 ) sh A8 AR =X
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23 FEBEMHMFHZMNZI

DY VRS R AR A e R R R AR, EEAREE KR (1AA). BYERR (ABA), RER
(GA)., AR JA), T ARZEKF (ZR). M EEEE (BL) A/KGEE (SA) ZE50, sz N RIM R & &
FIAR AR X 5t o T /D AR IR S AR i oY R B . TR R A A KR R SR, B
HIR G LT, RERSEELIVG TR, FRFEETTE PRI ERIUKRT, FREEF/EK
FILE N S b R, WA T2 a m RN, ARSI ZE R AR & RN, KA & ik
W, AN, BR T NI E RIS R TR AOME T, AR A B s P S B O Y S
ML AZ FOCHE . YANG S5 38 52 I 17 W5 it AS ) o 3 B8 ) B0 7 1 0, 365 4 o g R B (S0 pg- L) 19
JI8 7% R A BT LISE R AVER . A N R N RS 3% VA SE R A PR I A A B AR BOIRAS DTS B
FOBT A, HGT% W A B 5R T IR AT TS IR 5 I r e N, B T RRBR RS E M, I @ T A G
FLPR ) F2 R0 TS BT . ANETE 1.0 mg- L™ (IS8 2 655 B RR IS 5 A2 T 52 b3 s 25 ot - i
HIOKY-, IREERKE S B BT R K, AR AT K, JRTHCEERE, JFRRAEAR Y
BARPLEAE N, TREPMAT, WASES FIRAERMEHFREE ERE. FER. REZI) I LiHg
KAMFIZER IR . KAR), SCMAERK SHiihr.
2.4 FEMBXMZENEIERRRNE

ZH T REPhan, MYOLESHEMEEARETRERAERES., TRBGA T, WAL EHEE
(Pru) ol 7 3 R 30 o [ 1 T S S RGBT R LG R o A R B IR M 2, &
JE S AR R R AR AR AR AL 2R R BRI R, EARECT R R BiE TR AR AN,
AT R 785 % (Tr) . AL (Gs). KAFIHRCE (WUE) 2 FRE#E S, iR ALk (CO,) W
(Ci) BVAREH LTS . EEETREAET, WA AR a, b HEY TR, MgELREHD, b
R MWPST) MIEEREAL, SRVACE TR, FEETREPE T, WA 5 (MDA) i i
IR E 1 37.55 nmol- g .3 & 46.54 nmol- g, M A P BT (07) At E AL & (H,0,) & &t 75 K iR
e KEBREEHE AT SRR ST, BRI REEE, ST RIEM N, 2R
i i S PRI R R T

T R R 2 BEIR T B SRR LA, SRR R a5 AR, LR BR i S RS R i
B, b R 2R, JERRITE AL, SMEREZEAEDTT, O S R B I A S A
R L SRR AR, ARFLTFEE N, SFLE B B TE, DA 2 v/ 2% o T BRI A A s sl o
SRR KBRS, SR A NI SC I T K A R RRCRR AL, A TR P A AR T
SEFYFERT . OO AT TR E T X TR A R AT R a5 R AR R R o A R AR R A58 .

3 AN AT R a0 TR M i R R RAT

3.1 FEBENSFESESIE

TR2Wa T, HYE TS 5 S LR EE RN X K Bk i £ 2GR 4% . Iz B UG T 40
JBE 13235 10N 7% (OSCA ZEIEER ) XA A5 5 9N, 55 B 5 55 25 8 o R 1B i, FEML T
W ASAE S o TR, 20 A 5T AN Wy AR i 75 PR — i E S W i, W L[R]3 4% Ca®*-CDPK/SnRK2
A Ca®'-CaM-MAPK G# %, [ A% AL 6 T S 0055, P45 T W Rk, g i 4 518 1% s
AR,

JI5d Vi R ABL ) I 10 A B MR, HAE %k id i PYR/PYLs-PP2C-SnRK2 #EHL 521, A
AIHEFE M T5 R 5 PYR/PYLs 2RSS & 5 i PP2C ARG PE, MEERXT SnRK2 S 4m il , 0% T~ liF
LR FE IRV PYR/PYLs-PP2C-SnRK2 #: e 78 8l B JF Arabidopsis thaliana™ . JXF§ Oryza sativa™ . %
K Zea mays " EM Y T A )T Z B HGE o B T £ L% PYR/PYLs-PP2C-SnRK2 i f# 7, ABA-
PYR/PYLs {55 id Al 3t i 55 SR B 7 e A= BRI 1V . SHI 2602 & 8. JBiv& M 5 vT LAd i PYR-PP2C-
CKL2 B 4P aif il sh S 4, AT 2Wa PR fLI & . LIS K8 PYL-PP2A-
PID-PIN @24k 3 > vl LAIE MR AR A K R iz i, AR AE 500 RISk X 7Rl /& IR (5 5
i BT T AR IS — R . TEPUREPE ST R, BL AR 277 2R C. oleifera ‘ Xianglin
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No.27" MEEARLAE Wtk 2107 WZE C oleifera “Xianglin No.210” J&, T A B2 bR i & m
ZARILN CoPYL6 . WERREGFEN CoPP2C75/51/24/26, #HEFEH CoSnRK2.8 K i i A -F CoABIS ()3
ik, MEESEZTH X B PYR/PYLs-PP2C-SnRK2 i i 2 5l 25+ SR 4™, peal, FEiZRE &y Aaam C.
sinensis PIMIESS, TS MHE T CsPYL-CsPP2C-CsSnRK2 #7172 2 5B #5550 LS gty
IZIE ORI D) BB AL T S5 IE

Ca” JEANME N EZ AV fF M. MY 2 TS han, MEsh ca® it FFi OSCA il AMA,
YN Ca® Wik BE VT &, OE FIERAS BT R AR P S O B 1 R (CPKs) BT
Y Ca® WRIE, BERILILS SnRK2PY, Ca?' CaM JE Al Ca®*/CaM B A4, H A sh 22 2R 1h 8 i
fii (MAPK) Z08kP", B 5 SFEMm AP hin 5400 & B R 2| E2A/EH O 2 R EE . CHEN 480 78
AR YA T L B Na'/Ca> Ac# A | /)N 53005 B 1 (SKOR) 855 T A Xz SR % L.
B S SIhAs A ETASE, WF58 K3, CML41(calmodulin-like 41) 2 1F [ 45 5 1 H A2 A 36 TR
AL, P52 2R AL AR U . AR - e B A R R S S A R R R A T AR
AW LRI, HMIGIE GG AT 0 g e A SR e i A B e Ry SR, BT R AL A T
AR TIRAFRR,

22 4 T Ak AR 11 K B R B RS ) S ORI R G, iR P R b (MAPKKK-MAPKK-
MAPK) f& 3615 %5, %8 % 4 T MAPKKK 9% 52 (R 3% i (RAF-like 3§ 55 ) ol 14 40 (ROS) B M 0 |
B0 1 MAPKKK # 2 /b MAPKK () £ 5F Ser/Thr 5% 3%, MAPKK 5 XU 5 #5 2 /b MAPK [ TEY(Thr-
Glu-Tyr) FE/FP°1, 25 B9 MAPK 38 [ 72 T i o Fl [ S A E A iR 2R, XING %509 5k R
Gi 225 MAPK e BEIL N F 450, &I CoMAPKKK5/43/49-CoMAPKK4-CoMAPKS A i1 454 36
(%) FE B AR A adER? K. CoMAPKSs f A ¥ A 5 01 A 38 AR M, HR K SE R BE A
BT RIEMSC, $RTHZRPIE T H 55 [ sC BT, HEEE [ 38 M AL AR S UL v AR 1Y 4> A
MAPK i BEAE A4S T 520038 24 v A/ P I 5 2 — A0 5%

32 SEMFRENENINGERER

ETRBET, HYEdERBERPEASBER TR . bralbn, BRERARE7 Y,
AEFF MK 73 P ST, BT 2 E . BRGSO A Y Ryt , BRiEY 5 6e
SR04 L EA JEIM A AZ B T R A RHE T B S AP E . LIU SRS FE R T S g 47 S LEA 3
B, HAir 2028 LEA2 WA . XSS AERKN A b iz 040, RO @& B s . e+
SRR BEEEE AT, WA LEA2 FEPH R0 B 35 ) ki ma i . #5000 PO AS T+ R e i R S 2 L
Prh REZIE BB B . PUEALEG A SRR A A AR C R DI RE R IR o I 2R B OGS TR
PYCR2 5 P5CS FiEM i B LH, fRiE TIHER I POEF 2R SIS A I N BADH =ik, o
THMPROKEE ST s BERES BUEIE R SUS2 A (T T & A2 R, 4EFrdif i RE i 58S T
5. POD Z W 25 LG PODI. PODI2 U F CAT Z L5t CAT3 . CAT 1E 1 50 3] a] 357 4 v 3
ik, DREIVEBRTEPEA, PRI AR SS R p e st . R 5 R 2 T ) 60 /1> Unigenes Wb 3 1R, f2if
TR R A AR AR, NI PR B T R 5 i g 28 AN (RARIR A FM AR
Pt 5 il RN & M A i) R I8 N E o B I O DO S G SR A He i R A R 1S RIS C
vietnamensis ‘Haida No.1” S#USM 7 157 #EFIHEE C vietmamensis ‘Wanhai No.1” &3, 7T
AR, TR SRR K R R A G S 45 4 POD EIN . RN KRR AR 10 4 PAL FI CAD %
PRl B RE FEH ) LAR . CHS M F3H JE R U K A K ZAF Tl I ARF . @5 556 ERF . A0
MR {55 5K MYC2 RUKIRAG 56K PRI #4152 LRIk, HE U BA mRNA 5 miRNA ¥, #E/R

“WAMK 157 2K C oleifera ‘Xianglin No.1” Fl ‘fiiZ: 25" 2% C. oleifera ‘Hengdong No.2” 715
i T PR 2% 2 5%, &I miR398HT miR408-3p 45 34 miRNA il 1 # [7] 8% DMR6 . EDR2 %5 3L [H
S5 R RN, AR B R A& R
33 S5TEMEBNENERETF

B IR T IEAR IR N — 2R RE S A SRR BIIE 454 DNA AR/ N T A, g5 RIS 0 s
ST XA, MIESLE R . RS A AR TR DNA 784S AP S R T4 R 2 60 5K
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W, Horpom TR A SN P K % £ %4 WRKY. HSF. AP2-EREBP. bZIP. MYB. C2H2.
NAC. bHLH, BBX & 103 1),

x1 BRETENNXERTHETREMENEFHER

Table 1 Mechanism of interaction between transcription factors and cis-acting elements

HH T PRI A E T TET R Py e e BN
WRKY W-box (TTGAC/T) PE IR RR S 5 FE M SR BRINGS , RRARJ K IR Rl R & i [111]
HSF* HSE (nGAAn), LIHHSP70/90 . PUEACEEANS B , AERREE RS S T M T [112]
AP2-EREBP* DRE/CRT (A/GCCGAC) PR LIHRD294. KINI. CORI5SA. ERDI0Z K LRI HEH [113]
bZIP* ABRE((Py)TACGTG) Ji8RA29B . Rabl8. SOD B FE R SHUA IR, W B 1 [114-115]
MYB MBS (CAACTG) LIRS A . PUELER S LEA B, S “BUK-BIEHEERBE” [116-118]
C2H2* (A/T)GATA(A/G) iFAPXI. CAT2. FSDI. PSCSFHEM, FRGGMEFERRE B [119]
NAC NACRS (CATGTG) FHRD294 . LEAI4. PSCSIFEBK . HUAALHNSE LR IED , S P44 [120]
bHLH E-box(CANNTG) 4Z54NCED., POD. PSCSHRDNF, fEdEBiisme . MM G BRIEEAUERR  [121-122]
BBX G-box(CACGTG) WEEIE S HEARMABAR S [123]

VLI ORI R R T 50 B AT AS T 0 W JE BT R RIS, R PO RE R IR R TR BGE Z R TS

NAC % 55 5 5. F 1996 471 SOUER %" FERE A2 4F Petunia hybrida T vafEfA% . Mi5, KM
NAC FGEM G e MY bk e, HESE MR Eedzd8, 761 50 0 & b & H BRI
(% 2), MR, T 5k MR 5 EEAE S, 4 SnRK2, CDPK. MAPK I i 4 B2 b TS
NAC FEH, LM NAC A8 31T i) NACRS 28 TCrE, TR PTR LR R 1900 AL N 4]
HUE 166 1> NAC HH, J3)E 22 MWEE, 58 FIX & % ABRE Ml DRE 48T Ry, T 5 1hiE
J& 36 AL FEAR AN 3 BRRGE . Z BT REPNASS, CoNACS Fl CoNAC79 FERRFNFP - rh s ik HoE
NF AR, CoNACS/79 %5 7 ASHE AL KL PR i 3800 LEA 15 30 S804k il 3 R 36 3K B2 T 3 28 i 52 e 0121260
LU 261 P 252 12 4> NAC FOEARALSEN, ANt F i3 2R I R AE S R BE LR AR 3E, M
Tl ik BEPT SR, Ao e ST FE 5 AR A

# 2 NAC KR RS 5EYTEEMEER

Table 2 NAC transcription factor family and its physiological effects under drought stress in different species

Yyl AT T a R 2300k
i CoNAC28/51/52/56/60 T4 FEHRIE B, EAKETH [125]
CoNAC5/79 TR RS, AP R A ik A [126]
£k PtrNAC029 miR6445-NAC029-GSTU23 KB iz 15 1 M SRR S s bt [127]
PtrNAC006 RHRAR R, el E s g E RS, B E R [128-129]
ANAC019/055 PUIIFES G ERD UR 31 63 bp TS AT, TE 1) Ja RE D 31k [120]
s ANAC096 5 ABF2/ATE WU R Spsisle, RRseiifs N ileht AL b [130]
ifi i NACO16-AREB1-NAP =275 Fiffsit [7] #% £ 4% AREB1 K3k, ffERxido 22k
ANACO16 R 6 3 [131]
Fok ZmNAC33 B3 DIRBIERRIE S . IR A I M S B G K] [132]
4R 58 85 F RCe3 UK 3l OsNAC10, 7£ HIRI TR 400 T W L KRR R 4R
OsNAC10 k. KSR FTRCR SRR [133]
Ik Fe OsNAC3/5/6 IR R G . IEMEEUE R . IR R E AR A AR S [134]
OsNAC52 ZIERIGETES:, 13RIk B R RE KR I P L S B E I RE [135]
OsNAC41 OsNAC41-RoLel-OsAGAPHEER{E FEAR B AR K [136]

Vil B Populus trichocarpa.

MYB ¥ s AR Y AR KRR ORI R LR 1 AR W 55 AR AR W i vh R #EA HIE
MYB 5 AT 5 h i DI BEC 7R 55 8% Gossypium barbadense!'™ . FUFGFTIH 14 GRAFIT 0 2%
PUET SRRl o T2 BT o IS HY MYB 8% SR N il s A s R F A, AR AL E Y 186
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CoMYB, 74~ R2R3 B R 5% 769 B D B R R /K- 3858, TR DR I W i e K il . WRIT 45 Qi
MR, SR AR A A% O 5 U0 2E CoMY B %% st PR 71 1 S ik oy 25 i At Pt R 4 o
EH o FEZ T FLALER A0 25 mh 5 S 4l b ARG I B 46 2% MYB 454, 72408 6 fl 24 h 5, 403
A 27 F1 32 5 MYB B p AR RE R m T 2500 1o X2 MYB L H ()5 8 7 X i 3 & 45 ABRE Al
DRE 430 i i B AR TG, IF SRRINIRRAE (R . LEA S5t 5 AHDCHE PR BAT L 3RA R Y,

WRKY %% 55 K 7 B 7E U 77 % IE 52 & MAPK 200563 B% i B e AR 2, S 4Esk, XF 4 WRKY
e S F IR R A, AL i G > BIER BTt i s 2 44
AP R EEEMER . T SCIREE S5E TR 89 4~ CoWRKY 3E[R, FEHfiE CoWRKY20/29/56 T 50l
MR, HAETRACEE 12 h 5k i B LA, 43k B0 BEAL ) 24.2, 32.3 il 34.8 1%,

FET 5 A, bHLH 706 A5 38 52 85 T 7 198 15 - 38 AT PR SRR A R R O, AR T
AtbHLHI112 i 3 ¥ 1% RD294. RD22 % [Py 38 M [ 3k (R & 3k, I 38 39 o A AR BT 2 0%, e 4k,
AtbHLH68 38 335 845 W v TR 65 15 ok i ok PR 1) 3R 35 A A 4 B8 95 T 1 7K, 3 DU I i e R0
25 3 A VO TR S A S 127 A CobHLHs F:H, Hirp A 106 4~ 5 5 90 4% 1 5 W 38 e i o 72
CobHLHO071 75 3| T 2P if N KL, T2Wra 12, 48 h B35 54351 b Xt B 11 0.07 F1 0.24 £%
CobHLH006., CobHLHO082 7% T 52 A I B ik, CobHLHO006 HYZF2i5EAEMHA 12, 48 h i K%t lEAY 8.2
54.1 1%, CobHLHOS2 fIZEikwAE 48 h A Hi B0 3 13 .

BBX Kk R BB NG5BS 5 ERKET . ILFEMR A, BBX FEAE T F 0 h s & 44
FEEAEAU, BIRGIT BBX21 M i HYS B Z 3k i B 75 R 5 % (BBX21-COP1-HY fib), i
M ALK R, st R, B4 Arachis hypogaea B-box ¥ 5 [H ¥~ AhBBX6 il itf i fb 47t
AAL RGOS T UL, IE ) R G A X R 3 AN S e (8 T A2 T, I B AR Y R BN
AT CoBBX22 VE Ay sl 7, 100kl 1k AT o ik I 55 v 1R {5 3 I OGS R IR () 3Rk, 10 3 I 35 7
FEPRE IT B Tt 5 o 122 1 BAAE & BRI 2% CoBBX24 1E NHE SHEE T, BV ISR 5 515 M EUE bRt
Rk, FEIRNF R, W8 R AR Rk 2 5T

4 Yo

NE==

ARSCA L T IMASTE T S 030 PREE T (9 A5 08 L DA S A F R 26 o I AS7E BT 52 e i
0% PYR/PYLs-PP2C-SnRK2 B (5530 #% 1™, 5516 F 2 MAE NAC. MYB. WRKY %584 55 K F ) fig
R, P LEA (R3P R AFEIN . PSCS/BADH B B VH 15 5L N . POD/CAT Hi A AL g 5k PR KR TN Jor -4 15 il
IRPACHHE L RE, FEAMZHSCIOCERE . WMEET . BERME A SRS A EA K
S A5 2 J A U P AR

WP T RIS Rk, SRS . YATpFsE 05 miG N “ L2487 2] “DhRRIRuE” 5
“HBRNH” MZERE. SESEYMELL, WERTERZEHARARMY), FAAERERAE . BEK (5~6a).
WAL AR R ARG, HPr R WD RERAE G B R LIS, BUA I 2 A TR Rk
BT, = SCSIE N Y ELAE DR IEA 5 DR g R R AR 28 b i BN IR 225 1, RO iR R
KREESr, FERZ TN E B H B AR, ARG AT LR I RIRA R E . OFET
BESEBMSHS)ZN, ZARENAMRERITRREZREG. MR D RKEFEERIE, S8R—4
SEME LIRS B 67 U T E (A0 OSCA B il . ZIK3ME) . TR T O AWM NGRS E LN, @
I I 5 DR 2 3 R 5 () 058 e PR R 38 3 B 7 2B VR A R 5 05 5 1 s FEDDRB IR IR Y, % TR e AL A
K, Ay AR FUABER AL 5 s TR A R, 568 FIRRIA RIS FEIEE N, BZT
L UEAE T ok & R AR RIS N . Q7 CHEE DT R AL DI RR I UEJZ T, IS AR B IR R AL
A IR S OIS, AT AT RIS D e iy, MELI R B o0 B AR B R bk, R | 24 ik
R RE R SERR RS E . ARG T 0B FE FE SR IR 5 . W13 AT DL24iky i TRV-VIGS B I8 R
5 RARKRAT I Agrobacterium rhizogenes N T BARMRELALT-55, SEMEEIE MR R . i R oK DI 6ew)
s EE XTI SR AR AR KO S B BT R R AL, TR R R 3 R R R - I e AL, S A et
T HAREER B VIGS BERHTER S Fe ik, sk gy SER Rk g SRR A e, e itib 5K
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Ko RBAHEPRHERA T URELZGPHAF-5, Z5EMHERRIOCHIR S ROG G BT £ A 5
A, SRS AN RN, FEO AR AR SRR AL, MR ARG A A
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