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Abstract: Sugar transporters play important roles in the growth and development, fruits sugar
accumulation and response to stress in horticultural crops, and their expression is regulated by many
factors. Monosaccharide transporters, sucrose transporters and SWEETs are three kinds of transporters in
plants. In this study, the transport activity and substrate specificity, tissue and cell localization of the three
types of transporters were discussed and compared, with emphasis on the latest progress in the function
and regulation of sugar transporters in horticultural crops. What’s more, the regulation of sugar transporter
expression by sugar signal, biotic stress and abiotic stress was analyzed.
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S-S EEHNT Y. BRTEMEN ORI ED FEARE 3 2K Bk ED. il
M SWEET. SWEET st K BLK —RHEF Iz B H, J& T MIN3 K%, B 7 MRS58 (Chen
etal., 2012) . fr SWEET #b, K2 O %€ Il 4% izt H #R R A JU 1) MFS (Major Facilitator Super
family) FIRGEHFHE, MFS R G S EEN A EAZ —, BASBUKERR S, e
F6 12 NEBBLE Ik (Fang et al., 2020) . HATCMMIER. #E. 4. En2 il Z/EMH o s
IRt E e . R IR P OB A LA H XU T i) LA, AEAR KRR
[E ERema RSy s, WP RN FER s A S, TR R RS S fE e B R EEAEH .

SRR b ZAEYI AN R R B e s B 1 I A Is L L 7R ZH 2R/ 2% B N M N 1R E o A S AR A TR A
Uige, #t— o RRE LI, ARG S AhE U AEE I a S SRR N T 5 ET
X AR o2&, IRICHFIXRIENS], DU S G I A e B Bk AL &0 1 43 Be Ll 52
BEFIR K o

1 RSEHREAR R AR 2

FEE A= is i R EIE,  RERE I R AR AR . AR A R I A
() 326 22 TR PR A 3 N7 93 5 o MR 2R 80k 47 3 %2 FH R W 742 £ 11 (Succrose transporter, SUT/SUC)
BTG TR AR AP DAY 2 L b S (] A 3 5 o R A A ) E R N 2 31 99) R A Hh (Lalonde et al.,
2004) . YR EHKEREH)E G MEIAERE, HA—io e ikiss B8 a) g,
oy im I MRS B SUT #IEL, Bl 40 B B 5 A0 R /K fif D 5005 5 T8 SRRl s e A P B R ik
NESHM CERNI 5, 2007) o FF5 R, [ 2A/EYH R TR 280 R B R LR SEA R R &
B B ARl 2= AN . DL CARY S, HR SR E WA S A R D R 3 AR S A MA R AR
KB IN E RS R ARE (RS 2, 2009) ; MG RS2k E S FEL Y E R DL R AR E
NE, SRR AMERTE (Koch & Avigne, 1990) ; 1Mi3ER RS FYEN R A BN Rk EFid
TR B B Y 5 RSP (Zhang et al., 2004) o L b25 BIAIF B 5 I 4 7 200k T [ 24
YIRS B EEER L.

L LR A AR HE Y R I B a0 (Peng et al., 2020b) o HISEHF LR B ILZLEE AT
B AR EN G B I MR R N ARG, 4 P i L B TR Ll A R T R R R A R
WEAEAFERG R, R RRE i S S R DB 7 (R 2%, 2004) o Watari 55 (2004) @it JR A7
FeAZH AR R ILSE R A B A 10 1L B RS 08 B (3SR MdSOT $57E M ik fz i s KPRk, E T
MdSOT Z 5 EEHEY) LA 254, Bt OMSER. 2. RIS o2 1L AL 8 5
3R, (HEREF SR (Gao, 2003; Watari et al., 2004; BEF 25, 2015) o HlIANERENL PcSOTI
F PeSOT2 15 R S 131K (Gao, 2003, SR 75 3 J SR S v A A I 1) 55038 A il 2R 1) MdSOT
Tk, XK MdSOT ESERRSLHATRER AVEH [ MdSOT 1EA R 2% B H 1 2 R R A st 52
NHEHARFEAETEINEE, MdSOT4 F1 MdSOTS {E4hM RIS S5, HEEEM R IE
BRI, XK MdSOT4 Fl MdSOTS W] REXE P (1) 11 BB N R 11 1L AL g o b R 3%
fEM (Watari et al., 2004) . /DEHEY)RICE F=PIAED KRB LK TRRE . M0, RIS s .
B TR SR ) 7 S I8 SR T KRR R (RFO) (RS, EEa K fRe 10, (H%
BB EA o - FFNEE R K AR, T EE AR SR i) UAE R SEh AR (Cheng et al., 2018b) .
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PEAVZH o A B e SRS ) G R 2, RSP o B AR . RBERAI AR, A
IF) el Z5 A 4 SR S AR BR 2 RN ) o 881 57 R SR A 5 P VA PR AR K R LT R, Ruan %5 (1997)
BT 9 T 2 i R S et A 1 55 W o ) 22 e 5 U s AR s R e o0, AIB0T Y R e S AR I i 4
JE g R e O R ZE R EZE R R, SiS 20 ORISR O NS ERe /i s TR
PSRN CIRAU B EEAEGERE (FRE, 2018) ,  MERDT SER. PUIURSH B R R
PERIRERE (h¥ror 2%, 2014; F552 2, 2019) , 1 BRSN FEEH R (Kafkas, 2006) .
FHE DN SR S 2 A L PR B A da B VR RGN, R T ANE R A AR R

2 PERCIE & H M AR YR A

Y H H $ o 7 12 2R 1 (Monosaccharides Transporter, MT) £ #5 b #5125 H (Hexose
transporter, HT ) Fl17 %) ¥ ¥ 12 &2 1 (Glucose Transporter, GT) . fhm ¥ ¥ EFEE A
(Monosaccharides Sugar Transporter, MST) # S 4¥Hh 73y ERD6-like 2. Hidkig iR H (Sugar
Transport Protein, STP) « £ Juli# #4128 H (Polyol Transporter, PLT) . ¥ {35 & ¥ 7% 12 28 A (Vacuolar
Glucose Transporter, VGT) . JitAH & ¥z 128 A (Plastidic Glucose Transporter, PGIcT) . i
Jibt B %5 12 £ (1 (Tonoplast Monosaccharide Transporter, TMT) FJLEZ#% 12 & [ (Inositol Transporter,
INT) 7 M2 (Biittner, 2007: FEEM 55, 2019) . HMHHEZEOEAEY AN EZN S ORI
BERE, ST ET, AR, RERYIN Ky, H7E 10 ~ 100 mmol - L Z A, HRTATFA
BONBE MR IZ E AR R B HT. TMT Al STP. iRIGRAM M IF ATMT1 BEgei ;i 1
FEFIRI RIS, AR ERE Y IS M B (Schulz et al,, 2011) ; AtSTP6 I AtSTP13 gz
W RRE, T AtSTPY 45 2B 4 E (Bittmer, 2010) . H& "+ O bifizEH VVHTL M1 VVHTS
XPEERERA D Z AR, 5 VVHTS IERES 45 &5 /B (Hayes etal., 2007) o SERPPEHIZEN
FEK MATMT] (355K 5 S b RO R RERE 5 B B AR 35 IEAHOG (53757 4%, 2014) o #if3E TMT
[FYRY) 2 — BvTST2.1 5T TMT FKIEEA IR S A EERR T FIAR AN, & —Fh i i = (s
M, ZIEE AF G MNRRIE I 5 [ TMT o8, S N ER 12 8 H TST (Jung
et al., 2015) o {EFERRSLRRAGIFES, CITST2 WIRIEKT-H RS R R IEASS, CITST? (%%
FEPRIRE IR S IR ok I g SR B A R I, RIS B BRI K W, CITST2 &EAE pH6.5
B2~ R . SRR AE LIS TEYE (Ren et al., 2018) o FERFINRE A HTIRIGR T, TN
CsTSTI e oRAbF3L0E . H B EEMEIZ A 2 (Huang etal., 2020) , 1fj BvTST2 HRAERSE T
R ) e RE BRI W 2 AE ] (Jung et al., 2015) , BT UL TST ARG 7E DR 1]t B A AN (5] 5 JR A0 e

AR BN 402 2 o0 T RERE SR A ) Sz ae u v H 4y 2 MR OEsE /KR IZ RE
(High-affinity/Low-capacity. HALC) , JE# K, 0.3 ~2.0 mmol - L™, 3= B4 37 RERE K B s 4%
ONLSER/ EEiERE /) (Low-affinity/High-capacity, LAHC) , JE# Ky, 6.0 ~ 11.70 mmol - L™, B4R}
RERE ISR A 22, ABLAE RE AR B2 = I 406 B T e M () PR 4% 52 (Riesmeier et al., 1992; Weise et al.,
20000 o H FIXF R iR AR S BRI T A [EIR M, o e AR s SR A KR4 N 3 NG SUTL.
SUT2. SUT4 (Kithn & Grof, 20100 . SUTI %A B G320 BERE AT 2Rk AN 77, £E 9 B ke 2l
FERED) B RN AR s SUT2 WP JEX RERE 2 ISR AN D AR IS R 77, BB A2 W E (1)
Bz 8% SUT4 W (% MASUTIL. DeSUT1 241 # R I ER s R A .
W UTER AsSUTI J5, HEMRAERKSZIH], SE 1R ARG A e E Bus i) & 4141 (Burkle
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etal., 1998) , Zhang %F (2013) &I PySUTI1 fEFLR LK & M2 5 IS . SUT2 Al SUT4 I
JREE W REREFZ B JTEAN R AR 22 7 2 . AR IT AtSUC2 ASRRIz i i (H v] LAFEIZ S A g4t
K22 ZE R AN HoABEFF (Chandran et al., 2003) . Barker 2% (2000) 7EB[ARERED A KL LeSUT2
[ RERE RS a3 M, 1T Hackel %5 (2006) it LeSUT2 J ST it SR 52 Bl SN 3R AN EL SEA D, PA K
LeSUT2 SEEMIEN, Ny LeSUT2 EWI R FREIEH RA HEAEH . Bk PpSUT2 £ AR RSk 4 11
Pt B Pk PR B ThRE Bk, UERH PpSUT2 REWSH4ia MERE (BHIE, 2016) . LR ST e,
PySUT2 FiLs 5IERER R M, 2 YHHE RN JFAZ 3 0 H ORI 45 SRR 00 ] e 2 IE RS 5
fRIERSS (JE4S, 2013) o 7E SUT4 WG, LeSUT4. StSUT4. AtSUC4. MdASUTI1 F1 DeSUTI %
REMERSER DR 25, 18 K G058 11,64 11.6. 6.0. 0.63 #10.5 mmol - L', MdSUT1 A
B ESEM I ERHEHINEE )] (Kn = 0.63 mmol - L) , 7EDhRE B iZ4E SUTL SRR G, (HAR
PEH 75 FEEYE, J&T SUT4 Kk (Fanetal., 2009) . ‘FEM SEREGHALN FRIE MdSUT4 )5,
FERE S 2= TR, D MdASUT4 2 5 RN (FFlgE 55, 2017)

SWEET #iz s AXE, R AWM pH Wiz HikiZE (Chen et al., 2012) . B 1 Al LMEAMK
o1 R ) 2 W s B R T R A R S TR WA A, IR RE RS IS RERE . SRR A FLPE . LRSS SWEET
A[93 N A DARFEEZ, J&FAFE RSz & AR e AR P4 . 423 1| (SWEETI ~
3) WA SGIE A AR, U0 AtSWEETI (Sonnewald, 2011) ; 4337 2 (SWEET4 ~ 8) i £ #iz
2 - WA ETNE, W1 ACSWEETS St 355128 1 (Zhou et al., 2014) ; 4332 3 (SWEET9 ~ 15)
BB T DL REREAE MR, 0 AtSWEET11 A1 AtSWEET12 5= 3541 57 ) iz o B 4H 23 4 it v e b )iz
i (Chen, 2014) ; T4>3Z 4 (SWEET16 ~ 17) R BE Al #4is BpE rl d5is 20,  dndil s 7%
AtSWEET16 AeAEARIR 25 A Kb b i 8 ) Bl 4 ) 4E 5 (Klemens et al., 2013) , AtSWEET17
BT B BE)iE %) (Chardon et al., 2013) o &5 PuSWEETIS5 ({8 REY0 M 7E LUFE RS A — Bk
JEH) SD/-ura [EAR;FR3E EAEVE BIF, WEW] PuSWEETIS & —Fhiu A pEpsEiz e (Li et al.,
2020b)

3 PRI EAMEN

3.1 A4, B|BEEM

WS B A B AR e R e, HA TR A S LM RIEREE 5. KT R AR5
BEA, HEARFRHSSE T REE AT DUy R ) ge it Fu e it H 2Lk %

R IZ R, S 5EETAMERE RN EAEME MR (SECO) &Kk, Ms5
) R D B (1) i TR I FE R A M R IR . 2RI T SUTL WRIEIRZS B h Rk F5, SUT2 ik
TR E R RIE, SUT4 WHRAE KA 5 hRIE. MG CieSUTI {EIRPE I H 88 5 rp Rk, i
CitSUT2 fEFEFE NS B h R H0E, RPXWM G EEARAARNERIIGE (Yao et al,
2003) o HE FaSUTI 1R B MR B IA RIE, BAEFEN RRER G, WEHEREE R RS
HEREIEMAX, UEE] FaSUTI 1EBENE ) B ke M EN 2 b S5 R ¥ E L (BB, 2013) o 7E%
A, 516, R ET A LeSUT2 TEALZH RIS E T &, XK LeSUT2 1E/ek K & 8ifk
MEEK P EABERIER (Hackel etal., 2006) o A4 CsSUT4. SEFR MdSUTI 17EM- A ¥IBEB
ARSI 3RIE, ML RTRETEN ) B 334k 184, LRI SR S0 S5 R 88 B 1) R R 1 2 h 8y
EH (Pengetal., 2011; Zhengetal., 2014) .
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FRE G B R AR 2 AERE YR N o A Ta B o STP 32 BEAE P48 B 1 R i i R AR
WHLFGTT AeSTPI ¥ ARAFAE T, 250 AEFR A, mIRE 5 SO Bk AL A4 AR T8 1 Jo M 3 N AR
DAL T ASTP2 {EAERS KB B R AM BeR A, RATREST T 1 IR K0T 4 At = 2 10 e 260 1% 1R R i
(Biittner, 2010) o #i% VvHT2 1 VwHTS 53 AERRA A R R A iy, XR R AT RS 59
WERIEN T J5E S 59 a3 % (Afoufa-Bastien et al., 2010) o /RSS2 4H 234k 2 FN G s 2H 23
53 M s CmTST2 765 JF HA 28 B 004k H 4R R IE, 1X 3R CmTST2 AU AT LATE 6 &% &
R RN, T HAE AT REAE AN B 4 A 2 USRI f A B% (Cheng etal., 2018b) .

SWEET ¥z s A {EMEY AR K B FFE s h R EEZAEH, 2900 T 9 R R eE 20 2L 4t
PR TT ALSWEET JEIRTEFE AR ande . 1ekr. W2, Fhrrh R &, ASWEETI3 Fl AtSWEETI4 £
BAEMESS TP RIE, ASWEETS EEAE/NETHIRIE, ASWEET4. ASWEETIS W5y AAEE . Tei
W RIK KT (Moriyama et al., 2006) . AtSWEET9 /& —FiEH s 85 1, 76 25 Mg v e 41 2 b ok
FPELL, WRES S A RERE AR (Linetal., 2014) o 25860 M B B IR IS MK AtSSWEETI 1
F ALSWEETI2 72K & i Fh T 5 3£3E& (Chen, 2014) . %1 PBSWEET fE %38 B h G Kik, 1ok
Kig i #E AT B, o PBSWEET3 fE4EFEH =31k, PBSWEETS5 . PbSWEET9 H| PbSWEET10
TEACH RIS, PbSWEETI6 1 PbSWEETIS TEAClErf m#kik, 0 SWEET 7E4Li &k & ik ferh A
HEEIEH (Lietal, 2017) o %L PhSWEET4 1EAF SR I I rh R B By, AL S 5 Fok
EBEIREIE (N et al., 20200 . LiZE (2020b) KHL PuSWEETIS fERL B szrh ik F5, Hid®
AL R SRR B . AN, H%) VWSWEET4. VSWEET7 . VwSWEETI0. VwSWEETI 1. VvSWEETIS
FIVWSWEETI17 ¥J(E Bszrh s 41k (Chong etal., 2014) , iX4& SWEET 3 R # A A5 B sz A BB
DI %

3.2 T4HpEE(L

W32 B 1 1) A M e A7 5 AT B DI Re B UIAE O, R E AL TR TR . I8 150 Tl
TR 2 AL IR 02 B 15 M I R SR A7 B DU B e A oG, o 5 A7 PRI B e 32 i 1 RT 4 R P B
AN NG Ko AL, A B FUHRIE 7E % IR S 0K (1) BEME 4% 12 S ) AtSWEET9 5E AL T iy /- B4
JBE, HEMNHZ 5405 73 (Linetal., 2014) .

FSLWE D FEAEEP AR, HARAE 2 A TR LR s E A m R . PEE i
HENBE RN T 8 G 8 AR I EREAE AL, RIS CREF A Dh e nt {2 B8 (Slewinski et al., 2011) o G
IO RE, RS 8 A S5 R R B s B ) TMT ARG A B %2 5 VGT AL T
TR, TTBEAE N AR o 10 ) S B R R R R R R s MR A EE e, R
I F97F ERDLike-6 & [ J FL i = [FYR 4 BvIMP, 1] 48 4 57 -5 56 1 9 76 %81 %7 B0 7 (Lalonde et al.,
2004) . F| H AT AL BT R I SR 4 R 12 8 1 PGIeT AR F5 I8 8 (1 STP # e fr T, HAam
WEEEIZ B (V4R 5 7 B 2R, T VVHTL. AtINT4 28 @67 T, 17 AINT1 E4A7 T
Y/ (Conde etal., 2006; Afoufa-Bastien etal., 2010; Pommerrenig et al., 2020) .

JEREFGIZ B SUTL. SUT2 SR IR R A 35 58 10 ZE 2 o S L, T R R R AL o s B A MR 9,31
Y H 8 A7 T 40 M5 i (Christina & Christopher, 2010) o SUT4 V% f) i 53 MR35 FE 40 ) 4 b 22 S Bl A
[F) 4] FEE R 3 S L 1) 17 S 77 PR B B e | . — 2 SUT4 BEMERLIE R A e A TR, /S wiet
PRI E, W MdSUT4 (VRifglg 45, 2017) ; oA —2g@ 7 TR, HENI AT 58S 5 3% M
N EERE R, 1 PbSUT2 (Wang et al., 2016) . Peng %5 (2011) @it 5y & hric i A6 #) MdSUTI
SEAL T RIS SE/CC A AT il 2H 2R AH M 1) S i b, HEW FEAE 90 i S e . AR AN R SLa5 R a8
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(1070 S 508 S 4 e B AR A

AUHARE 70N A SWEET 25 [ 8 L 7E ) B 3 i B A 2 ) A s b, A7 (50K i N RE W 1 & o MR
I ThEE, AR BLAE A A S A A e L. SWEET &K e AL e L g I vh B 25 7 k.
AtSWEET1. AtSWEETS. AtSWEET11. AtSWEETI2 fl AtSSWEET15 & T ik b, 47 57 40 o Py b
FiEH (Seoetal, 2011; Kryvoruchko etal., 2016) ; AtSWEET16 Hl AtSWEET17 & o7 Tk /i st
I, A SFWE P BERMEAE (Chardon et al., 2013; Klemens etal., 2013) ; AtSWEET9 &/ 7 Jii JI&
M /R IEAAE B (Lin et al, 2014) , FEF|mE/RIEARRAMEDIRE, 0] RE A4S 5108 40
JRIERESS A o WF TR ILSE SR MASWEET17 @A TGENR -, S 54Nz (MEE &,
2018) . %L PbSWEET4 Efi T, HAER I mRIE, &RIE POSWEET4 v LR 2 AR
PR SR EN G &, HNHKSE TR Gk, seEYi il Bk S5 POSWEETY %
SRR B R 3E (Nietal,, 20200 o

4 BRI EAKREII6E

4.1 *IBINRE

Wi 2 & A n @R F A A A B A BT SRS e SRR . — ok, TEARBERME T, ok
HIER . FR s A IR AR 2 B, U R AR 2R T LIS RS S R N 2 B0 S EH
TN ARSI EATHIMAT AR, R R AL S B R ZISWEET2.2 i FRIA R T 5
BRI B AR 55 A L PR s /K P36 0, R ZjSWEET2.2 38 3 Hl 380 e 05 47 4 R ARG - 1A 48 i v
HIBR KA S VAR IR S 6 A /EH (Geng et al., 20200 . Lu%s (20200 PASEH B G AE R
VEWD, G ) B AR 2R B[R] 608 SUTT 395 7 #6FE NI IR R R 6 A 1E TG 1, th B 25 3
Y RE PR RERE. B AR, R RS E A 5RO S E R 2 A i
TEIE A AEFEALH], P20 3 B L) B A 2

b TTES A T p A s Ah, B IEE IR A A KK E . AISUC2 ERe FHI
M AEKZH. KEEEZMAT (Gottwald et al., 2000) . 3EF MASWEETI7 ¥:I3E Kbk R K1Y
KTEAR, KUY MASWEETI7 I ResEM R HAEKKE (Lu et al,, 2019) . Ho 5§ (2019)
RINTEH SISWEET1a - EAEL kR, YiBRIZFE RN S EUR St EfE K2R R, mghmt b &
EREE, N SISWEETIa Rt st E KR E . RNA T35S AL b s 5 A 5L FaSUTI it
BRI BN ABA S 2L, FHEAH 7 RSLM . MR, FaSUTI Kt RiESFEERE M ABA
BB, N T RS R, IX R B FaSUT1 5 B SL K B /7164 H A% R #Z Bk & (Jia et al., 2013).
Wi & @ A SR E IR EE W RS RTAEKE, M7 R AR )
PRI L . AR B AMRLS CE S FE 7F AtSWEETS. AtSWEETI13 w43 s P ar . 5
WEM AT (Guanetal., 2008; Sunetal, 2013) . ALSWEETS {ERi R HIAEk ik, FHELLHRL
(R FRan M TP S0k, AN TE AN MR At (Engel etal., 2005) . i LeSUT2 Jx SUAEFRIEZG N
FHREBIER, WESEAEFAZEL, (BI0B KRR, SFEERSE MR R T 5e 2
TN B R B A2 K 3240 (Hackel et al., 2006) . Li%% (2020a) &K ISER MASTP13a 7£ 1L 1E
AN B AR KRR b R COPB R RE , DA T AR K

BRI ER IR R AR 0 43 10 H TR JE I8 1) 2 B D SR S R RS A R R, AL PSUT2 #5 R R i
RCHERE & BN (Wang et al., 2016) , PhTMT4 % i PR 5 it v 4] %6 B A R 7K 138 0 (Cheng et al.,
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2018a) o I FH & PRI bR i @EAT 108 2 R O IR 7, KW SUT4 B 51 MdASUTA4.1 5 R Shifi 22 B A
MdASUT4.1 gt e AL i 1, fEREEASE R @A A )i I8 MdSUT4.1, a4k EXTFERIFR R
BRI, XRWAE AN ET AR ThEE (Pengetal., 2020a) o Sk PpTSTI HIFKIE
WS PEA R, BRI BRI Rk SR SRR . AR R AR, UESE T PpTSTI
FEM R AR B /E] (Pengetal., 2020b) o SER A MATMTI Fl MdTMT? {3215 K 5 F
SEHUERE . IR JERE . SRBERERE AR B R E IR, XK MATMT1 1 MATMT2 783 5 R sohi
NAPEECONEEMER (DEn 25, 2014) o KT, CmTST2 it ik 82w R S,
o s OB i TORE T A OB K] (Cheng et al., 2018b)

4.2 AR E R KX EIE 8 B R

WE 12 5 [ [ ZRIK K SZAE YD AR P9 AN 22 PR 2= I 4%, 2B 7S IRIEGR . ke (4
WoHo TR MEFEMEZ (Fan et al., 2009) o A 7o 2 3 DR i 42 /) 4% v &5 2% 1) 26 2 1)
e YRRy, 52 R DhRe B VIR OC 4, TGA JofF 1 GARE-Motif 25 4 K 211 b, TGACG-Motif
A CGTCA-Motif 2 5 K Fi1# H g Wi N , GARE-Motif Al TATC-Box 2 5 77 % &1, DRE 2 5 /K
IR Ehiie, MBS 2 51 5% 5 (Fang et al., 2020) , 1fii GATA-Box- EBOXBNNAPA . IBOXCORE.,
GTGANTGI10. TATA-Box5 1 GTICONSENSUS A 82 5 if#% (Lietal., 2015) - #k. 3R, FL,
VBN, #E SR 2R EAN B FXEIFEESKE . YR LAY e 5
MRMITCH (Conde etal., 2006; Lietal., 2015; Vgl %%, 2017; Renetal., 2018; Peng et al.,
2020b) o XA A R s B R R G i o R A ) 4 T R B, MYBCOREATCYCBI 7417
ALY SUT F1 MST Kk 8 8l hBAE(E, 1T &) HXAE SUT K &K (Lietal., 2015) , X
KA PR PR S W AE 2 . PERH, #sk B SUSIWMI 5 CITST2 J& 3 F X
SURE JufFH I W &4h &, RIAF CITST2 Rk A7 IE AT, (it 7 RS g FE A A 2 (Ren et
al., 2018) . 7ESER 1, 52 ABA Wi N ()55 3% K F MAAREB2 ] i i b4 12 25 1 MdSUT2.2, &5
RpiES R (Maetal, 2017) .

WA G BA BG5S IhAEE, B SRR O E B2 B AR R A R A K
B9 0T I E O PR BRSS9 RS . BE VwHTI J3 34716 52 81 % B5 R 4% 1F B e
NETCAE, 75 BY2 2 M B H it o A b AR AT A vHT L JA B E ) GUS i 5 R R I T 4 1
I (Leterrier et al., 2003) o VwHTI 1E % %) 40 H0 & 7R 52 HERIAZ A M 155 5 381X (Atanassova et al.,
2003) 5 17 pE A R A B SIS HXK A5 530 2% 5% s ] LA WwHTT 13215 (Conde et al., 2006) .
A 58 5 A R 6 R A MR VA RE RS H ) CitSUTT IRIE, RN e R A% A
SIRVI4ER] (Yao et al,, 2003) . S5 AR Ha 5 A )Rk, Fan %% (2009) FH
R R BRI RIS PUE A>T R e AN WA S A 1, IEB T3¢ R MdSOT6
MdSUT1 fEAR AN S B 2 bS 2 [RFEWE LM EAEH, EIfREEO—EE R bS E614k
fe BRI B R SE A g, DA SR DL o

YAEY) 52 B SR A, AR AT LRI B 12 i M A 4 2R ] Y I R R R 2 L
MITTHE S S PudE, 4R IEE AK. BTN, SR MASWEETI7 #HR G &R L AR A
FERRA R, IF HARR 7 2 0 n i, JCHGR R, KU MASWEET17 77 SR pE 1 8 LA
mEPURME (Luetal., 2019) o it RIE ALSWEETI6 HI90L RS SRR B H B 5 ()i €% (Klemens et al.,
2013) . EEhE R, SER BN R AR B 5 MdSUT?2.2 (315 LR s ki #h 0%, H MdsuT2.2
FEFE AR ERIN 52 PG 5 (Ma et al., 2019) o BRiFHEE (2019) K ILAE B i 7 Ak 3R MASWEET]
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AT HE R AR S . I e gt B4 3R B % 1 B 1 2 DR T ok R S AR A R PN R I 0 B R Nk AR
e . ABA SN ARV IHE M E IR E5H ABA 1Rk, FERBRNHIEER TS
T MdSUTI [FRIE K, Al BE /& 5 ABA X MdSUTI 33K (%80 3 BRI )5 1R 5 A < (Peng et al., 2011).
e T DRI R T AR AR FE IR ORISR BT, 38 MR ABA Be BB 415 MdSUTI X RERE (1) 5 i 4% 15 il
R O(EEH %, 2011) . Cakir % (2003) RIS 0L R % VWHTI 5% ABA #5355 3% .
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1 BREEANRABERE
WIS R AR IEZ M E S AN R R I E RS, AR, MR KR, FRESRSE ST, xR T 5 IEEEE 3T IR
PR TR RS SR R T 85 5 5, WS E MR s &R 2R R, mRNA SAZFLE NZE I )R B v mlisis & A,
TR LI IZ B T 0 e 2 4 L S B RAT (A LA A BE T BE (Conde et al., 20065 Fanetal., 2009;
Lietal., 2015; Renetal., 2018; Pengetal., 2020b) -
Fig. 1 Expression regulatory pathways of sugar transporters
The expression regulation of sugar transporter is affected by both plant itself and external factors. Under the stimulation of sugar, hormones, low
temperature, drought or salt, the transcription factor binds to the corresponding signal response factor in the cis-acting element in the
promoter region, then it will induce or inhibit the transcription of sugar transporter genes. mRNA enters the ribosome through the
nuclear pore for processing and then will be translated into sugar transporters. These sugar transporters can be distributed to the
plasma membrane or vacuolar membrane to perform physiological functions (Conde et al., 2006; Fan etal., 2009;

Lietal., 2015; Renetal., 2018; Pengetal., 2020b) .

T8 200 AR T, BB G2 R W mT JE e R 0 A RS o FC 4 R A B B SR F, ]
LA E IR E R F . T2 RIKE WA | FEHE R FEN, AtSTP13 Fia id M i hn sk
THRAMEF I COHERR R, MW s (Lemonnier et al., 2014) . /K#FlE (SA) N AV
BMEEHER, WREEOREEE SA Pig Iy skayitt, BEIF SWEETII/SWEETI2 X
RAFRR I R B KRR BANE SRR T ER o 5 0% JH B AT A 35 10 B A= R A L,
SWEETII/SWEETI2 XA i SA E 5/ SR SIS IER 22 54 (Gebauer et al.,
2017) o SRTI , HEFEIE B (1t ) 38 I R 25 AR N AR RS 55 . T A v, —Fh BRI | (1 BRI vvHTS
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(% SRS AE R R AR G J5 3B 10, GUS RER LB VvHTS BINE FHAS 5 5 i 8 I 0k 75 4% 4%
B AT b BB RIS, T AU B PR PR e A e A B 0 ) 1 0 1 ) L AL A ORI G, AT
WA R B SR 178 7% (Hayes et al., 2010) .« M 7K#& OsSWEETII n]i#id TAL (Transcription activator
effector) RGN FIFILERIE, ORISR MOKTEIZf 2 A MRl A as FAR K, BRI & 47 R
AR 5 KRR ARG PSR = (Jiang etal., 2013) o 3 5 BURR IR R 18 A7 G 6 1 ) 42 SO AL A0
P, A 9 CRISPRYCasO Ho A B 0 ) A 4 7 2 U 9 DR 4 DL St B e s
TR IR —HY HAE T, BT TAL-DNA 45& (%5 Ve rT B, M TAL RS A 2 0% [R5 1E 3=
FE[H, [FIIEER K CRISPR/Cas9 A4k, in] DL 5T TALEN (Transcription activator-like effector
nuclease) BEARKFMANMEL TAL BB T 45 & AR ML S A B ES G oot DUMREBEXT A E 2R
T i B A RTE S REPI R R . CRISPR/Cas9 Ml TALEN #5745 Rk, #iJE[N@if#1fi 5, CRISPR/Cas9
A EREE, (HEHAMA IR g EHOR T TALEN A5 s, Ao .

5 Rgi5REE

W12 B A R IR R YA X (B D, s P AT O AR K R B R
bREE . JERERSCHERRR, IEmTma BRSNS A IE ARG, S EYEAR TN A RIS it
AefE. HATX 2RI A i 2 Bus 7 BRI R, (BX TR E 0 22 RN
il R 5 Thae 2 FEVERT SUU0 A e nas, TCHARMXRMEE L, RERMH IR EEANER
PIAIIR, 5Bt 5Ed . SRR AH NI IL AT (D N, 25307 XS
PEFITCAFRIR T LB . B AR E R G 24 00E.  (2) WEMER], R
TAEKE . e HIEE BT R 3) FEZEYS R, FHEYEAR T Bk
BH. & 20 IORES A E IE 2 ER . WS A SO0 A K4 E R IR AR T e
bel AR R 70 e M O R S T R L R i) B B X
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