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Abstract: Seeds represent an important period in the life history of higher plants and are also an important
carrier for the preservation of plant germplasm diversity. Aging is inevitable during the storage process of
seeds. Understanding the molecular mechanisms of seed vigor or anti—aging ability is of great significance in
agricultural production. This article summarized the research progress of molecular mechanisms related to
seed vigor or anti—aging ability from the aspects of molecular marker technology on quantitative trait loci
(QTL), genome—wide association analysis, omics technology and genetic engineering. It may provide theore—
tical guidance for improving the vigor or anti—aging ability of seeds through molecular design breeding.
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s i 20 R A A28 o 2 2 R S5 ) B
R, FERN T35 1 st &AL RE T 77 THI B 73T HL T WF
FEHUAG T W EDERE, AT TARRERE, &y
PE—L R 5 A YA R T Bt s R ARy 1
N EGTBRET, S RAF I B S A B
et o

1 FEREYHFiE NS ENLEE SHE
X QTLs fi{RZEFEL£E

A=y R 20T WAMRIR s AL 78 S e 52 22 0k
DRI B, X SEPRIR PR B IR, i o e
PRAGEANFE R A (individual loci) BIFR A QTL (quan—
titative trait loci), P76 /7 B2 i 2256 R 45 il 79
Btk iEA QTL 23 M5, QTL 43 M i S
BEARIC BE DRLRE £ DU (AR 23 DAy A [] Fr) 6 A 12
S, SRV A FHAR G GET T o A if e B> Sk (R TR Y
AR Al DR B A AT i 5 P AR (R AR
JT DR AR 5 25 5 QPR 5 AN IR, B
N SEMR MR )k PR 5 B BE A i 5 AR5 %)
FEAFE D AH T ) HAB AR IO A i R 0 M i AR,
ARG HE ST BB 22 1 5 2 IR B AR TC R T
HI T IO RS 5 2 SR IC AL E B —
AN FERARSE, PRI BIHE T R MR AL A 3
(QTL)—TrI A Al Xof i HRIRAT B2 R e i) e (2
[LNERC RTINS TEURSE A Twe i RU b S R |
FE—A QTL & i — P 2B 4H i — H 2
Bod L E b e RXER TAEZ — . AR, KH
(Oryza sativa) /)N 2% (Triticum aestivum) . £ K (Zea
mays) . K5 (Glycine max)5F FZARAEY h HFp+
TG IS BT AEAH Y QTLs Bk ik 3k PR % o 45 3%
1.1 KFEMFENHMEZNLBENEX QTLs #1
IRIEEFEE

s KAE A 1976 AETF AR RO AL FIAE, H i
T P DK AR SRR T AR 50% LA F o (B258
KA 5 Hhy I 1 22 B it A >4 T 52
T o T e, T E e KRR A 7 15 DL A &
Ao G, TR AERD IS I ETE AL RE T2y
FAIL, BB IR 10 2% 58 KR ik
B2 O LA R B ORERS CJO6 FAl
TN (924525819 DH (double haploid)kk 7
A, 7212 ZR g R EAI 2] 19 A5 Fh 515 S A1
K QTLs, Horr 5 A AR QTL ¢GPI EfL
1E 9 S YL A& (chromosome 9, Chr9) I, 4G /)

SR TR —, B R KRR ) fet R
Hi o Xie ZE AP 97 FIBHIK 63 4258
2T 38 Z (recombinant inbred lines, RILs)ZEL T 8
AN RPE JIAHER) QTLs, 2o, ¢SV-1.¢SV-5b .
qSV—-6a.qSV-6b Fll qSV-11 LA # AL, ¢SV -
5a.qSV-5¢ Fl ¢SV -8 {50 & %5 WAk, ¢SV -1,
qSV=5b .qSV—6a.qSV-6b Fl ¢SV -8 JeARI4s 1
QTLs. Abe %P F>k H A% Kakehashi F1 Dung—
han Shali Z¥32 1 RILs, % EF) 4 518 2 Y
QTLs, Hir, #5659 qPHS3-2 & fii T Chi3
AR, HAEZ AL T B — A5 T8 R (gi-
bberellin, GA)4= 915 BUAH DG e 5L R——0s G -
A200x1, Jin PRI A AE (Oryza longistaminata) 5
KIS 9311 &), FELL 9311 1948 Il 2R A 45 2]
Y BCyFy MIZE#E 2 (backeross inbred lines, BILs) A
AR}, 3z I PR 2 T 0 PR AR A TR 43 L, A
P EFFIE FIAHSER 36 1NQTLs; Hor, Zibd 72
HRRh & BE IAHIEH) g9GRS.1 5 q9GP8.1 YA
AR RE 7, T A7 8 A Ik Rl (MH 08¢0~
020600 . MH0820020700 . MH0820020800 . MH08g —
0020900 . MH08g0021000 . MH0850021100 ., MH0O8 -
20021200 1 MH08g0021-300); &1k Ab B -
KRG 4 B A G 1 ¢9SL1.1 5 ¢3SL1.1 F
qOSL1.1 AR E 7, %A1 s S B 15 Mgt
(MH01g0725700 . MH01g0725800 . MH010725—
900.MH01g0726000 . MH01g0726100 .MH01072 —
6200 .MH01g0726300.MH0150726400 . MHO01g07 —
26500 . MHO01g0726600 .MH01g0726700 . MHO01g0 —
726800 . MH01g0726900 . MH01g0727000 #1 MH -
01g0727100)., Sasaki 2522 ]k 3 F Milyang23/Aki—
hikari () RILs, Kzl 2] T 4 /4> 5 Rl F AH 5 1)
QTLs (RCT.RC9-1.RC9-2 F1 RC9-3). Jiang %™
MK H Milyang23/Tong88 -7 F Dasanbyeo/TR22-
183 I RiLs, BB T 8 A5 Fh I J iif 14
M QTLs (¢MT-SGC1.1 .¢MT-SGC5.1 .qMT-
SGC7.1.gMT -SGC1.2 . gMT -SGC9.1.qDT -SGC2.1,
gDT-SGC3.1 #1 ¢DT-SGC9.1), Li FEPH| F Ko-
shihikari/Kasalath 1) BILs Fi-¥~, %52 #I47 F-Chr2 |
Chr3 .Chr4 .Chr6.Chr9 F1 Chrl1 | 5 Fh 1 5k i
PER SR 6 > QTLs (¢SS-2.¢SS-3.¢SS—4.¢SS-6.
qSS-9 il ¢SS-11), Miura 25" A Nip—ponbare/
Kasalath # BILs, ££ Chr2 .Chr4 Fil Chr9 |25 3]
3NS5 FE A SC 1 QTLs (¢LG-2.gLG -4 il
qLG=9). Zeng FEPFI R HRIMEAAE Z2YQ8/IX17
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1) DHAR &, D 2 53 5 47 T Chr9 . Chrl1 F
Chr12 | 9 5 Fh V75 it 14 A5 56 19 3 4> QTLs
(qLS-9 .qLS-11F1gLS—12). Xue Z5ifi FFI3k £ Kokt
%228 IR24/Aso-minori ) RlLs, 3875 T 43 547 F
Chrl .Chr3 FIChr9 | 5Fh—I itk AH 5C Y 3 4>
QTLs (JRGR-1.qRGR-3 F1 qRGR-9). Lin % i
FHPA N22 A R 3L [A] 2E A B Nanjing35 (ja—ponica)/
N22//Nanjing35 [¥J BILs F1 USSR5 (japoni—ca)/N22
[ RILs, 7EChrl.Chr2 . .Chr5.Chr6 F1 Chr9 I % &
2| 7 4~ QTLs, FAE BT+ A 1 ¢SSn-
9, HAETET BILs 19 ¢SSnj—2-1.¢SSn—-2-2 .¢SSn—
5.¢SSn—6 F1 R AFAET RILs #) ¢SSn—1. Hang &5
| Sasanishiki (#78)/Habataki (fliAF, 73 55 07K
i 4 V/Sasanishiki 9 BILs, £ Chrl .Chr2 ,Chr3 .
Chr4 . Chr5 . Chr7 . Chrl1 F1 Chrl2 | %5 3| 5 Ff
I SN 1 A 5 B9 13 4 QTLs, Hisp 4~ QTLs
(¢SSh-2-1 Al ¢SSh—2-2)'5 H AR AN T # ALK,
44 QTLs (gSSh—4 .qSSs—5-1.¢SSs—5-2 1 qSSh—
12)F1 7 4~ QTLs (gSSh—1.¢SSh-3-1.¢SSh-3-2.
qSSh=3-3 .gSSh-7-1.qSSh=7-2 F ¢SSh-11)43 5
5 HRMAT M. Yuan Z2F] ARG Ni-
pponbare FIAIAE 9311 4% 4 J5 LY BILs, % &
#47 F Chrl,Chr2 .Chr3 Chr8 .Chr9 Al Chrll I
55 I g PR A SE 1 7 A QTLs (¢SS1.9SS2.
qSS3.1.¢SS3.2 .qG6S8 .qG6S9 Fl qG6S11), Hirp
qSS1 BIE S5 I 4 14 i R A 5, ¢.SS3.1
oL S8 A TR B =R e S WA D S N
qSS3.1 HhiEEE R 1 iR D5 R V2 Ah B A% 6
OsFAH?2, 31 3235 OsFAH2 BeFEAFP s 5
b AR RN i b T
1.2 NEEXMKEEREYTHFIEARINE
L8 HE% QTLs FIREEFE L E

MY, N ERRR SRR h 5
TGS RRTIFHICIY QTLs AT HEE - Shi 45
FIFH/NFE Hanxuan 10 x Lumai 14 245850 DH
i R, 288 5 RIS J1A OCHT 49 A4 QTLs, 41
W % AF F 1B.2D.3A.3B.3D 4A 4D .5A 5B.5D,
6D F1 7A%F 12 44 fafk b, IR CheSB _E 4341 Y
13 4~ QTLs (QGEe5B .QGIe5B . QSLc5B . QSLASB
QSLf5B .QRLA5B .QRLe5B .QRLf5B .QVId5B.QV -
1e5B . QVIf5B .QSVId5B 1 QSVIe5B) 4% & 5 7 4
fe 1k F [ (gRA ESCS5B016G564900 . gRA ESCS5B0—
165642 00.gRA ESCS5B016562600 .graes CS5B02 —
G562700.gRA ESCS5B016G561300.gRA ESCS5B01 -

G561400F1 gRA ESCS5B01G562100), %46 I =
LS e REE A Ry S v Rk
AR, B AN 2455 . Han SEPUEETPIAS
E KU A Yu82 x Shenl137 Fll YuS37A x
Shen137, i i FURL R BEIL AT PIZE Fyy RIL FEAA,
S B TR IR JIAHICHY 65 4~ QTLs, Hir 61 4
QTLs #{#4 4 18 > meta—QTLs (mQTLs) (FBio—
Mercator 2.1 X[ 4RS84 A4 F 1) QTLs 17485 43
B, HEESIFRIAYRA QTL P2 RIL FriALL
BB 19 mQTL), FEM 134 mQTLs (mQTL1-
1. mQTL1-2 . mQTL3-1.mQTL3-2 . mQTL3-3 .mQ-
TL3 -4 .mQTL4 -2 . mQTL4 -3 . mQTLS5 -2 .mQTL6 -
1. .mQTL6-2 .mQTL7-1 Al mQTL7-2) 7 % % 3| 5
FRFP 16 TIFHICHY 24 ML [N (226532762
224061823 | 242056533 . 195605946 . 162459222 |

327195227 . 302810918 | At1g45050 | 224143836

162459414 . A15¢19550 \AT5G51440 , 195658029
226508796 . A13g04120 . 326509331 .AT1G57720 .
A5g67360 | 45238345 | At1g70730 . AT1G09640

226247007 AT1-G56340 1 AT3G21720), ‘EA1E
B S s A A 1 B BAENmQTL2 |
mQTL3-2 .mQTL3 -4 Fl mQTL5-2 [ 4 (o {4 [X I
Al RE S 5P 15 JIAH LAY FAIX (hot spots)o Zhang
SERIPL R G FF Zhengyanghuangdou x Meng 8206
(ZM6)5 Linhefenqgingdou x Meng 8206 (LM6)4%%¢
PRI RILs S}, HESE ) 11 5L @R b 57
TS PEAHSCHY 34 4> QTLs, Horp 21 4~QTLs 73
FE 4 5G4 K (Chr3 . Chr5 .Chr17 il Chr18) I 5
A QTL f&h, f7F Chrl7 I CheS B9 B4~ F 1
QTLs B i, 254 74 QTLs (grGR-17-1 .gr-
GR-17-2 .qrFW -17-1.qrFW -17-2 .qrGR-17-3,
qrSL=17-1 F1 grFW-17-3)F1 6 > QTLs (¢GR-5-1,
qGR-5-2 .qFW-5-1.qGR-5-3 .qFW-5-2 FllqrSL-
5-1), 538 E LA QTL hotspot A F1 QTL hotspot
Bo BIFFEN G DK A A DI L i e 31 5 7
TRE WIRARIR, TR, NRIDTER/ e BACis
Ao A AR D 1 S5 R DG B 19 A fige 3 ik
(Glyma05g25030.Glyma05g25320 .Glyma05g25460
Glyma05g25970 .Glyma05g26150 . Glyma05g26830 .
Glyma05g27190 .Glyma05g27240 . Glyma05g27250 .
Glyma05g28250 .Glyma05g28950 . Glyma05g29190 ,
Glyma05g28030 .Glyma05g28720 . Glymal 7g36080
Glymal7g36620 | Glymal 7g36730 . Glymal7g37090

I GlymalTg37110), {H 3 S5 36 3 PR R 45 b -1
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1AL RE 109 70V FABIL LA sl it
SRR Bl 3 RUCHE DY) DS )2 A A A A LA A
AR DA

2 GWAS MZAZSHMUFFiENT
MEWRESNER QTLs FRIEEH

21 GWAS ATFYEMFENSMELENE
%% QTLs &k E

4 FE R 2H K49 T (genome —wide association
study, GWAS)JE: LARH 5T} G2 4 JE DR 4 o R dk A%
FiRZ A4 (single nucleotide polymorphisms, SNPs)
J oy F it bR, @t SNPs 5 HE R Pk
TP ER, SRARFFIZIEIR ) QTLs 4347 Jr ik
55 QTL BB HTH 1, GWAS 38 # i FF R A
KM ZFEALRN TR IR ), LA fin 45437 56 PR A
PRI AR, NI ek T QTL 43T K AEYESs
B F, U258 EA Z (]88 RIL FEAR PN 6174500
FEI Z PRSP, DLRGBHE S o e sz 3 d
PRFRFIC PR 1 Bl P4, APk, GWAS ZERF
e ALRE ST 0 FHLEIESE B AR R IZ N

Renard 5535 28 F AR B AL AU & A b 25
1) 270 4~ H AR AL SR IT (A rabidopsis thaliana)
PRI F0E1 T GWAS 4347, #iE T 24~ 5Fh+
Fan A e B LR X, 7E Columbia A A5 h K E
) 20 N5 FFIE SIS R IR N, Hodh 7 A
(PSAD1.SSLEA .SSTPR .DHAR1.CYP86A8 MY B-
47 1 SPCH) 5 Fh¥7F54w IEAHE, 5 ~(RBOHD R~
BOHE .RBOHF .KNAT7 1l SEP3)5 ¥ i (A
% HAFBSEEIRE A5 RBOHs (NADPH ik
fifi 5L [K) . DHAR1 (o AT IA I R i i i 22 [
PSADICE RS T WIHFLN)FEFP i fE 7
THFESE, CYPR6AS (UL Z P-450 FibHL
DR Fl % 5% K 1~ K K (MY B47 .KNA T7 F1 SEP3)1E
Rl At A i B A R o

Wk GWAS 437, RERFIM 271 1 KRGl
A 2] 48 ANFh-F I g A 5 SNPs, Hirh,
34~ SNPs 5 A T EALABEAHSCER, 45 4> SNPs 5
HARZALARSCHK; [FEE, AR~ SNPs dd110-
00467 (Chr11_21953047)Fi1 id11008475 (Chr11_22-
000109) 4 | . R 745 100 kb [X 35 P 4 5 312 il
KA I 1 P PR e BE ) 05011237640
1 0s011g37730, ‘EATHE K 25 23 5 1 B4 kL 9 A
XFFRIBIKV- B ERT R RN F . Lee S5
299/l A o Hh S 0 B S5 AT A OC 1) 8 A

i 198 35 K] (0503251050 , 0504201160 0504501280
0509537250 .05 11201439 0503506890 , 0503069 -
00 F 0s03¢03870), Bfi1:% %5 DNA BE 5%
s AT 75 7 4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS)
TR USRI FIR & B 1 FE 55 o Wu SEPS 456 4>
ANFKAER TR 2 BT 9 8T QTLs (¢SS1-1.
qSS1-2.4SS2-1.¢SS3-1.,¢SS5-1.¢SS5-2 .¢SS7 -
1.¢SS8—1 Fll ¢SS11-1), HH, ¢SS1-2 Fl ¢SS8-1
35 EARGE R ¢SS1/0sGH3-2 Fl OsPIMT1 3 5E
fr; & BLXEE QTLs 1 DAAR 47 i fife B Ay ] 7K A
11127 i Al 91 L A T K o A O U R 54
i, Yuan PR RIKAER R FEFT G-
WAS 7381 &, W5IWk—-3- LR (IAA)- Bt % & 1 it
JER(GRETCHEN HAGEN3-2, OsGH3-2)J&—1~
Fh I HEAR SE LN, OsGH3-2 FHAEL B
Fl e R I EALIAA S5 EILRREE A, HHIE A
TCIEEAE K 2 OsGH3-2 13 263k 3 A
SRR T, T 5 DR R R i e AP SR D - A
FECMN YL Os GH3-2 7] G I8 2o I 715 i 7% 2 (abscisic
acid, ABA)(F5- AN I s P (%) £ 0 55
K7 Shi ZE9%F 478 AR KR LR R 7EER
JRB S5 T I ZAHSCHERIET T GWAS 40#T, %
FEF] 11 A S5l Eh MR AR QTLs, H i+
Chr2 [ —/~ QTL A7 WM BREh 5% 12 T IR %
FEIR OsNRT2.1 Fll OsNRT2.2, H:3eik52 B H Hhia
BRI . Magwaa “EH%F 350 N/K A indica japo—
nica Fl Aus LIS SRR ORIREREIET T GWAS
A3, YEF] 16 4~ SNPs 5Bl Fh -8 &
AR, 38 4~ SNPs 5 J5 2V 1 i FAH G B
(b 3 AR AETE TR BRI AN+ H 1 SNPs);
TERTERSORFP -, A 3 4~ OCHK SNPs 5 GAZTAA
BiALEED] GA20x3 EUI F1 GH3-2 DL S ARHR EE [H]
Sdrd P B2 100 kb; 7EJ5 2Fh 1, A 1 4-CHK
SNP Hit48 ABA {555 3565 ABIS

WRZERS /N2 b AR B8 R A U
Mo R, X GA AEURIIEALIE ] Rhe—-B1b Fl
Rht-D1b W) IZ i AR T3 5 A MZFER R
BRAL /N AP . Li SE9%TF 893 AN/ AP IEAT
GWAS 73 #r, %€ 3 8 4~ ZF ¥ K B AH ¢ QTLs
(QCL.stars—4DC1 .QCLstars—4BS1 .QCL.stars—2DC1
QCL.stars-2DS1 .QCL.stars-5BL1 .QCL.stars—1BS1 .
QCL.stars—4BS2 1 QCL.stars—5B/5D), HIEBHRht—
B1b 1 Rht—D1b {3k i 5 REAIRIR ZEE K5 .
TG SIS AAT T AR R GE i (root system archi—
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tecture, RSA), MY FAANEYILEMNE 2504 T 1
KRG A H 2L Alemu SE9%] 192 4>/
A A R ERT GWAS 23#r, %€ # 38 1~RSA HH K
QTLs, 2+ 4 4~ QTLs (EPdwRGA —6A \EPdwRDW -
4A \EPdwiTGW-3B.1 Fll EPdwIRW-5A)F553E EP-
dwRGA-6A TTREXT RSA HIEEVER

Nagel 255 1 X} 175 A~ KFZ (Hordeum vul -
gare) i PP RN T 1T GWAS 23 #7, KB T R
R ARA RN AL DA s AR AL AR Y 107
A FRIC IR B (marker trait associations, MTAs);
KEIFFEA SR A F B il JERm AE N
JoT 5 i 22 [RIAE A DG s T TR e s A L
AL IR TR, KA B H BRI S Bt
Al h Ay, FRUTH AR P AR 15 0 HAR AR E,
AR AN ALy S A ML N pH FA: fbad 72
S5 AT o= G e g P 1 4 R & L 1 ) 2 A 2L
TP {52 B BEAR FRE5E (maternal environment)
(gl s RTE S AN

Huang %%} 650 MHEFE (Avena sativa) bk 5
1% 1A RIS T GWAS 0¥, RIS 2F
PEARAZE QTLs 43314 34 ASH1 16 4>, 4% 1 T
41 NF1 16 A4~ SNPs; Hodr 5 AN PRI 7
A1 55 KR AR EL RN K 0 [RIE P4 DR, H 3 A4
PEAR SCHR AL 5 1Y 77 81 5 B35 3 AH DG B LA DG
Je, 4 1) Fe A R R S RS I [R (05 012067550 -
0.Bradi2g46410 F1 Zm000014043879) . fu, & L ki fA
AR A B0 B RS2 R (050320191100
Bradilg71800,Zm000014048218 #l1 Zm00001d02 -
8008) 142k A7t #% 2 11 F [H] (0s060146400d  Bradi -
1251010.1d F1 Zm00001d036145).

Upadhyaya SE4I%F 242 57 55 32 (Sorghum bico—
lor) M BT EAT GWAS 7347, K3 1 4> SNP SKHKAL
Ji(Locus 7-2)5F0FAOMRIR A 2 8 AR5, 105,
5 e B FEPEAH E Y QTL ¢SbCT07.10 i {3714,
FEEF] 1 S CBL (calcineurin B-like protein)
—H AR P R A5 2 5L R (007 G 140900), 1234 [
5KFE Che8 LA L H LOC_0508g3424075
JEE RIS, /N2 [RI IR SE R (TaCTPK 14) A JH
1F FIRET, BEHE M B T SENE R 2F 3850,

1t GWAS 23 #, Tan ZEB RN 520 /4~ i 2%
(Brassica napus) i P 4 78 2] 5 FNER raa 4514
T 23 > SNPs SJCHRALAS S50 A %A 06, 20 4>
SNPs JCHRA & S8 R Fe 80 ¢, Hidr, i
Chr_CO8 [ SNP SCIR AL s 55 R 0 5o )i s

BnaC08g41070 #i 5 3.32 kb, {ii F Chr_A4 [ SNP
KHRA 5,5 T 50 i 5 F Brad 04026200 1 25
2.20 kb, £ F Chr_C06 fi SNP JIBA s, 5 T 50
N R BnaC06g01910D B & IIb4h, if % 5 37
A5 TR FNER A T FhF- A AR AR B O
P DR, L3k e R R 2 850 15 15 5 7%
AR A WA N, BRISIZ R % (ubiqui-
tin ligase) E3. Hatzig 52PN\ 248 /MK i Pl A 48
B ) JLAMGEBESL R T A SE DRI A IX (] 5 b7 B &
B R HR Al AR R R TR T A R AT SR B,
HHEAA HERIRITHEA SCO1 (SNOWY COTY -
LEDON 1), ARR4 (ARABIDOPSIS TWO-COMO-
NENT RES-PONSE REGULATOR 4)FI ATE1 (A -
RGINYL-t-RNA PROTEIN TRANSFERASE 1)i
AR SEE . Luo 9T 442 A= S AP AE (IR
AT H R EE 251 T AR A Ay AR R 22
S, B B 22 A 5RFIE ) AR A i
KERHY QTLs, JE M H i LS| 62 Mgk KL, X
SR TIREY & DNA 82 . RNA BHE (Zhifk
POTE IR A R B AL R AR B
RG U SR VG S5 54, HrpR(ae e
1 B9 BnaA 03g40290D . BnaA 06g07530D .BnaA 0—
94062400 .BnaA 09g06250D F1 BnaC02g10720D%
22 SHESTEEMFENRMELESHE
XERRERERRE

B8 T8 1L RE T B9 2 2H % (multi-omics)
A3 WAL A R ALK b (G s 2 2% B 1
EaN g R A R T M TR Ay (EPS
FEDR R AR AR,

221 ARRAFFRGRAFHAEZHTESN
FAEARE A AL A A R E

124 R 1k, BA K SR8 JIHHC 5% 5
2H 2 RN B2 2 R AGE .

Li S 18 X A A R N — R KR R
FIFP 04 T2 A A BEAT IS 55 S 2 L oy
Br, M 2E 5 ik B vz iy 13 A nT RE 5 Fh
FFT A AL (GRMZM2G 058970 .GRMZM2G3—
02913 .GRMZM2G358618 .GRMZM2G375807 .GR -
MZM2G379913 .GRMZM2G379929 .GRMZM2G43 -
8938 .GRMZM5G867767 .GRMZM2G181135 .GR -
MZM5G800586 .GRMZM5G877838 .GRMZM2G07 -
4604 Fl GRMZM5G824439), Hivh 11 4> 3E A 78
Chr3 b, 2 MERTE Chrs |, 10 D EEP G TERAS
o Gu 9% 20 AN [F SR s Fh R 1
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ATER 2 2 A R 2l 2 5 o i, S B 165
A2 SRR 0T, B e i R LA A s i AR
TP, RS MR 31 R R
R T IS SR R A AR R
FES, Ho 13 AN (BraC-01g43710D . BnaC-
06219960D . BnaC06g20420D . BnaA 07g20290D . B —
naA 07g20210D . BnaA 06g16950D . BnaC04g42010 —
D .BnaC06g09330D . BnaC03g70070D . BnaA 07g33 -
310D . BnaC06g38200D . BnaC06g14990D #il BnaC-
06g14670D) A e S5FhFHI A I% JIHAG

BEXTHAG ARG 1K R T A 14 He A
M BTG R RN, G RE T U
J5% By RN 20 B A EEAE R A GBS Ah IS )
FYIHIET . Catusse ZESV X KA B AT
ALK AR ARG ) R E T T H AR
PR L2450 0T, R 18 ANHE 1 AE W K A
SRR, ZARALBRE R, HoA R BRS FE
2 K AR B AL B S IR A A 1 AN EE s
T AR FE AL, X U SR
VERY I BN 01 B A ek F SR IR AR A R AR,
CTETRT AT TR 2L NG R ST E e ) LA K
ABA 55848 55 A0 5 1 2R 11 Bk A Sk vl B2 i
TN FES HH ., 20K A%
FIZH2E0F 58t 2 3, R A 200 M B A R 52 A
PN % =N RS ae kA i
FHOC I B 11 0T B 3 AH DG B 11 0T 45 AE il
F N T EAIG AR W G, 4550 2 U o R b e
HH R B L R P T st S il A 2 it Sl A o1
AR R AR, BR e SR AR
AT S0, G R 1 & T R A
B, Wei SEOFSE & PR, Fh T % B B BO i
TP AN [R]85 A b R - R ep oy 1A
120,144 F1 438 > FJF 2 F 8 M T, XS
Dife EEW KRGS S —ORIRGIA MR iR
W OEAER R AN T ra Mg B
Y65 1k 5 A AR D A AH B A PR L DE R R
AT LA R S A 17 35 5 vy S5 A 3T 24 4% A A i 2ot
R, L e TS ot ol ) 40 PR A 5 4 L R AR s AR
FLE AR AL AR /N, Chen ZEON AN )& 7K B
TREZ P FAEAN R FE 25 fF T Ab 38— i [a] (9 2 1
J A A B A A AR AL EA T B FIOCIE AT, ARAS
204 F A BEEFNEAR, b aiEpes1
AT N 19 AR B B 2 A E A
THEABHA 6 NI F (heat shock proteins,

HSPs)Fl 2 4~ ATP G, 2 5K AbA W RERLA
I TR K e RSN ] 5 SR s e D
A 1 AR B LB IR A R (argininosucei—
nate synthase), 25 &M & M, 7T 4ERF 4 f rh
ROS Fa25, X TR FryBua st +or E. 7
B W], 0sHSP18.2 (11 25Hifft HSP)&— 1%
A SR EE BT, PN AR A B K AR A 3=
2 FE; OsHSP18.2 1 537 W A b L
Jo RN, A TR b AR, AR
K2 e BRI o FEAR 0T, OsHSP18.2 i 1t
FE LRI 2R AK, AR o AR AR, AT
By 1h 7 16 R 5 Tl 1) B R 3, T M BIE 5 A
OsHSP18.2 nJ g 1o R il ROS FH Sk AR RIS
JE A R 25 A FI DD RE, HHAR 2 AN s A,
TERP T . B A fe b, fmAh+
1 71 A AT 20 i RS, Wang SERIFSY
T AEA W R RS RIS I K iR K H
225 5, K —SRER Y LEA (late embryo—
genesis abundant)#5 [, il /K Z (dehydrin) | &5 ¥ &
1 (calmodulin) | I %5 3 (LOX3) ABA i i i
1 LA B RE SO ARG AR 1 5 1) ~F -5 AN ]
PSS R K TS 1 o FEE AR O

miRNAs 2 50716 Jysidi 2 Lae /1 1
i, Horb miR164c 1R IK-SFFI5 e, i
miR168a (75 SR 1 IEAR G, 5% -
VAR B 22 22 S o3 B R DY -2 1 B ELAE
GIHT, BT B & B miR 164c 3 i HAE LK PSKS
I TILL A% O FE R RPS2TAA, Ja it R
TR 7S ISEIIREA BT, A5 i i 1 1A Joit o) 2
UL R T 22 2 A R 50 | A A L
A HA” ORI 2 1 5T, 2[R JRA KRR A1 Bk
PrEfre 1,

222 RMAFHIELA T EARRLAARA
X 0K AT ED

A1} 2H 2 (metabonomics/metabolomics) 73 HT 5
Xf AR I AT A 64 7 B0, AFRHR
)5 A U R A B RS O R . I, %
AREHH T L EFh7 2 AR sRh 5 A7 ar r A
bW (metabolic markers).

51 % (seed priming) & & Fh 116 JI 1
BT . T, BETAURBRI N RS AU AR Y
Sybe e S N L SEA V2 /PR Y VA S I s A -2
PR R Eean, fTEZA lium cepa/fREUH)
VR 3 D00 G U <8 K IORE, A KA £
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Ml R AR AR AT I AN B 22 8 2R i 22 AR
NI AR FLI, T T 51 AP 2R, w] S b
TR AR A, AU IR, K
LGRS VAR AT R B ABA FIBC-
(+)-12-FACH Y — &R (cis —(+)—12—oxo—phyto—
dienoic acid) 977 32 21 B E WG, W & AR 2 an
Y- 3 T R (y—aminobutyric acid)Fl £ K Z (zeatin)
PR DUV e 33 R P ) 8 2R A B E 7 (e —
dicago truncatula) P~ ] I HLH; &, (A2 F 4
AR SR AR ) G2 2 (non—targeted meta—
bolomics) T4 /K F1 0.5 mmol/L {8l 2 43 Hiz i
2 h F1 8 h BYE FE Rl DL R RAR A B Be b
MBI, 45 R 3R, TCIR R Kl sh R iR
AL FR, FLWERR LA T fe , =2 ZUME T
TSR MU AN OSSR 3 AN [R) 4k B0 b5
R B 22 SR, 27 R S Y AR
TR R SR B Z [ R R 2 22 57, 1BAUR
AETE AR BB s SR TH FE T e S A1
BRI R 2T O BRI TA) 228 T R G R/
DNA 45 45 85 5k X 75 M 45 475 (genotoxic injury) 1] fE
S B R O A E A Y SR

Chen SFIX R H 4 MAHE R 4 MKE R
1) 16 2SR A R 5 7 N L2 F H
SREACAL RS B A 5 3 A, FRSEE I 56 4>
R, Horp RZECSHRABA K EFh 122
et ferh, 2EFUE AR RO &
RGN AaXh e AR R, TEA R Ak 2
T, U A IR S R 0 R R B
AHSG; A A A RE X5 AR A I 7 vh 284k
AR, G N AT 1Y & 275 0 3 ARG
Min S8 IEH LN T2 A A SR AR
B RALIE, AU A3 - BE (GC-MS) /i e
BPIEAAE i Z TR G D 284, BfsE T 44 FPA
PEVEACH Y, Horh o Ao 5 10 2 22 R AR
AER TN A S Fh 173 A T TER R S
223 BRHAF TSR T E A RIERE S
48K #9 miRNAs % H ¥ 5 W

R i 2H N 1 (degradome sequencing) 3= B4 X}
miRNA 5% mRNA 89 4] 7 Begb Al 7y, A
i miRNA FE ISR o FEAR2H = BT T
YE SRR BT B AR miRNAs J H AL
o Gong ZEMA3 HINFIE H I FIN T3 2 d
B E KA FHEF T miRNA W5, IR B 27 25
FKM miRNAs, HH 10 48 RT-qPCR UESE; B

fif iy e E 3] 1 142 AT BERE 131 4> miR-
NAs UIEI B AR, Jorh 9 22 5 3R58 1) miR-
NAs [ 26 ASFEEER v] REAE AP F16 14 op & 5
YEF . Huang 5543 51X A% (4K A5 F U A5 44K
R DT R T 2L AL B, 25 SRR 00, DU A K A
FhFHHi AL RE J138 T A5 AOKFERD 7. FRAR4H
W & B, Osa—miR164d Fit 8 5L PR 6 55 A 1) [ £
F Bt HUZE DU A AR RERP - R 0 3, HED Osa—
miR164d A AEE L I R 1) 22 R85 5
FEKRERFHURALRE S, R R S AR E LT
miR 164c JET KRR 718 J1 0V PRI —5

3 MFEASmELEXEENIGE
HAOFERNEFR

SEIR G SR AR T K A W DO RERY 32 4L
FB, A$5 1 3k (overexpression) % FE R 4 AR |
o B 1 R 4% R (knockout/knockdown) | JE R 17T
BRRNADFASES X SEHRTERD 715 T 8idie
AL RE JIAHSCEE R Y B R S He oA FH AL R A 58
KA T HEEH
31 AHESUHEREXERNINGERESF
1ERHLE

FhFAE K JEERIHT A A, AW A=
AR ROS, SECR T 95722 LEUF A 1 R
ROS {7 M IR T H A X531 45 240 e vh L e
AU AR T B BT DNA 58K A4 R . FHROS
5 R AL R 2 5 F oA e Fh -2 A n B 5 A
Z—, W5 DNA PR 7,8- — A -84 S
(7,8 =dihydro—8 —oxoguanine, 8-oxo-G), %/~ ¥ 1£
DNA 52 | 2 i v 5 Ji M4 T A S i e T s ik
FEXF, NI GC—TA Hiffe ., AR, #UR
I ALOGGT 2 5IIETIERME &, R DNA
[ 8-oxo-Go A1OGG1 BIEF AL 5T 1 A
KWK B2 R, RIS S R A rp 8-
oxo-G it T g, $ERd SRR IL 58 1 Fh
HIARAE Y B iR, SESE 24k, P MSE R Rl 57
el FAh, V2P, 1-Cys 1 E AP (1-
cys peroxiredoxin, 1-Cys Prx, tHF{ 4 PER1)&—2&
T ¥-E — MR, AR R IR L fe 2
ROS B3 o Chen "M Fif fE (Nelumbo nucifera
Gaertn)F T H % E FMFEAE T NnPER1 % 4, NnP-
ER1 BEAE LR DNA 4252 ROS (Y] #], NnPERI
ks ST Vi o N3 SV E |
Yy ia b SRR S 0 NnPER1 LEALI RS 57 H Y 53
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7 23K AT 4 15 #0119 F AN & L g
HEEFEFhF-rh ROS AR o S fE 7K 2 21K
THPA: R,
32 EEAEBEEREMIIGERES FERVLE

BN I AR B AR BB FRE AT )R
R E 22 R0, 4 & (lipoxygenase, LOX)
SEAEACAS R FNRE D R A Y G i . —, BB
LOX 1& PERBS I, AR FRE IR 1 7KE-REAIK, B
IR 1 A8 Ak, B B B, SRS b s A i
LOX ZRH5 B — & i, 73 78 A 11 ol 78 v B2 3] 5
R YE A . ZEFPFIE G FE Y, BT LOX i
PESESR, ANRURIRRITIR A A S AL SO, 25 B
P 5 T AR )8 IR B 25, IKLOX
R Har i e b IR % Y], #id RNAI
FORBEALFN - LOX T 1 nT LAFE S b T 1 P&
FEREI™, ton, 5B AERIAHLL, 1 5R35 0sLOX2
IKFER ZR RN AR IR S5 0F B g A e, Isiid
R A AL, 15 00 MR, T OsLOoX2
1) RNAT 2R 7 & ZFEIR A3 i 4, {H Os-
LOX2 M52 35 2N 19 RNAL Bk R 9 Fh 715
b o8 2k R e ), AT BEEEA 2
i T8 A5 SR A 2F, SCRBAE 22 I b b 1
ZALVERR, 15 S OsLOX2 HYZRIKR AT g e ob B
B, T3 AWIARGE, BRARE G LOX3 BY7KAE
e A AT E AL BE T EE LOX3 IEH (1)
IKAERN T35 OsLOX3 [ SRR AR %) i R DR K Fed
Fh ¥R L OsLOX3 323K T I .0sLOX mRNA
ARV 2 AR, LOX3 1T 1 B S v 2 5 Ak A
O-F & /B IR (9-hydroperoxyoctadecadie—
noic acid, 9-HPOD) Y RE /7 B I T HF A= RIFh 7,
0 HE DR R R AT RN A i R TR, (H AR
FC P75 2 e,
33 ZEpiSEERNRE-ITREEEEAIhEE
RESFIERWLE

IKFERY 2N A i (al dehyde dehydrogenase 7,
OsALDH7) ] BEi 1 i 2 i Btk S A R T, DA
MZAEREFI T35 11, OsALDHT ) T-DNA i A 2848
TRSZ AR A Y38 i 5, SR Rh 75 T4 AN
T A, ML A JE B &K (melanoidin) B R 5
W RUAR EE, SR PRRD X N T 2 A A B B fURR,
It HARR T Z RN R, FERp I FE A
Ftid AL 7 A AR R P SR B AL B W) (reactive
carbonyl compounds, RCCYH /&AM iE )l = —,
HAR B S FEARFI 16 7o BERR A i i (aldo—ke -

toreductase, AKR1)X} RCC ffFEEAE FHRENS (E K Fh
A3, AKR1 1 R KBRS FIMR B R0 TR B &
AL RE T W IR e TR AR A
34 L-RXGEEFEESHBEARNNIIGERES
FIERH

AR Pylihia 23 s A A N 2 A B R R AR
P (iso Asp) F AL AT B, DA T 5201 25 11 S5 4544 1 2
. LS00 ik FH LR AL i (protein L—isoaspartyl
methyltransferase, PIMT)il A E 119 isoAsp R
PRIZ R ReME R A T R AB S At 2 1 o™
LAY DA AN Y G BE R —PIMT1 F0
PIMT2 . 54 1993 47, R B PIMT A RE-5/N32
Fh A48 A, s TrAhFrh PIMT1 5 &
B hn AT BEAR R T isoAsp FRILAUFH L, kb1
FA SEA NG T34 A, PIMTL 5 Sl 1,
B 1 T AR - B 25 1 TP isoAsp GR AL
FRERIG N, FEFh X2 A0 A0 2R A U2 =
FTEME A ZF 55 T R -15 J) 2 21 O[] PIMT
RS ARG YA 22 5, TERE JBEALL L
1EIR A B 1E H KR A v w0 2 PIMT 2 0
B9, Wei SESTMA KRR sg RN A PIMT B2 ——
OsPIMT1 F1 OsPIMT2, §H%7 %) OsPIMT2 %47
TETEr Ol AU SR T AH HuAZ H, 1 OsPIMTI
TERPF IR R B R OsPIMT1 78RR FR B AP+
XF N Ak s BE U, ik ek bk & B A v
DT isoAsp FRIAERYRR R, BhF 1% Sig R, N1
1k 21 d Bk R IE R R TN 100 K 2 3 5 B A RUAH
AR 5 9%~15%: 2K H OsPIMT1 RNAi £ & (1 Fl
TAENR P BERR R isoAsp BR AL, Fh K ZFRETI TR
MR, [FAE, N T2 LA BE 5 1 & W 5 (Cicer
arietinum) Fh1 & 28R i F AR, FFr CaPIMT
TG PR ERAL; 2 — 2B R I, CaPIMT2 7] (4%
HEAFH SR isoAsp FRIEIFRNE L, T CaPIMTI
FEAEA BT B S IS e T B, AT
SERFN-I5 TR
35 AEMSEEZ HERNIERES FIER
HLHl

£ B B (tocopherols BY, vitamin E, 4E4: %K E)2&
)& ) — 2R BR VP UAAER, ZEA i
R & o Simontacch ZF®& B K & ARG H a—toco—
pherol % T FEFN P Ak 19 71 FLAA AL B A S5 41T &
ARk, TS TR RE TR AR a—toco—
pherol &L . Sattler ZEOEIL R I HR /> 3%
fiE TR ESER(VTEL F VTER), XM
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Y R AL H 2 FEEHA P A T W=, (HP A
FABLAIAT DX, wie ] BEIRAE 5 19 PRAL S 1R IR
AL APy 5 P IR, T vie2 BEIRR B
FRAE FEHE A2 i (homogentisate phytyltransferase) 3G
P, ARR P, 5B A R L, XS JE
HAE ] — N RAS I 2 P BT F7 i RORIR AR
3.6 sEMEAERMBHEAERENIIEE
HoaF1ERNLE

4 J& B 25 1 (metallothioneins, MTs)f&—25HE
Ly O A EP O e I I AN R O i)
MREE AR, FESSEYERNESRE TR
YRGS RERR SN, TERE Y, HSPs 1)
HAFEMZHRE, IFH-5 2R AR Y0 85 K
JEE SR ST E MTs 1 HSPs 1924 )2 e Rt &
B, 3 33K NaMT2a NaMT3 5 NnHSP17.5 (#4)
RIS B AR B D5 AH B R B B SR AT
TRARIBES )  Yuan SFPBIFE I, TEKAEH, Os-
MT2b (MET-ALLOTHIONEIN2b) I 5615 7K A A< i
PR TR R R AR R rh SRk, HLA0 23
HFE TP, 78 OsM-T2b 1115 RNAL 5%
SEAE MR, NIRANIE R R —— 3 R R R
(isopentenyladenosine) ¥ % 5t 22 F: 3R B, OsMT2b 1]
REIE S S 05t 9 P R A0 3 2 KT 2 S KRR
MR FIRD IR A A

4 RE

TEN G AR, R 2 A 1 R A AT
BEGRLRY, BEEAAE YR T B AL T 2 A0l A 7 i
JRERIR S+ ZARR, TR BRI
TR ST e AL RE S SUR BT, AT TR
FERE, BRI (AT HUE AR SR N 13 31
S A ST R X IR BESE A A )~ D RE RN Z AT
AHE A IR LR A5, F A3 B T 1
b1~ 16 0 s AL RE T 970 IR BILR; 7
T AR, R g R AT A R
RN T RS A A, nT R 7 A%
AEBIAAE 1T i R, DT DR Jo B UG 1S £
., VAR AR A 7 o v SR i A R oK
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