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Present and future of plant synthetic biology
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Abstract: Benefiting from advances in systems biology and molecular biology, synthetic biology studies have been
moving to more complicated multicellular systems. Therefore, plant synthetic biology is regarded as another hot spot
for synthetic biology. Plants have rich endomembrane systems and organelles, highly specialized biosynthetic gene
clusters and sophisticated metabolic regulation networks, which can serve as an ideal model system for research to
address various challenges. Synthetic biology research carried out for plant chassis,such as designing sensors to detect
environmental changes, developing precise genome editing techniques, and establishing efficient heterologous
metabolic pathways, will not only facilitate our understanding of life, but also provide a novel strategy to address

challenges in agriculture, biopharmaceutics, energy, environment, etc. for sustainable development. In addition to
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summarizing the latest progress in fundamentals with plant synthetic biology, which mainly involves the quantitative
characterization and standardization of building blocks, rational design of genetic devices and development of enabling
technologies, this article also reviews the practical application of this field in agriculture and industry, highlighting
challenges that need to be solved at present and perspective applications in the future to provide an inspiration for

researchers.
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Fig.1 Recent advances in plant synthetic biology

M A H ok W] AE RS & BAE ) A ol B AR E
PRI Rk . PRARA B RNAE . N T Z2E
WAE 462 7 5 51, Perez-Gonzalez 55 ™ Xf 2k H
JHE . XGVE R BE . R IT R BT 45 A X (matrix
attachment regions, MAR) FI&EZE2F {4 AL (2 3t P
%] (transformation boost sequence, TBS) I 17 il
W, R IR 4 F 4 2k 7 51 35 e b 1Y 5 A R S R
ik, FF HIPLFE I MAR J7 513 G 0% 5 /) 35 (R ik
1) A8 B M

SR Z R oA e W, HE R
F 8 A ) T I TR AR G A 1) TR
Ko M S AT R A A R G A N A R ) BB A R KR
U3/U6 Ja 8 T KB R, AU sgRNA KL &
IR AR, 1T L R B 0% 332 sgRNA -linker &
JOBTEE SRR A R R YLIX — MR, Hao 55 P
X% KA B 1 AT RS T AR L 5 I B Y
(upstream sequence element, USE) Z[&. €& #
F MY R 5 3 3 F (monocot-specific promoter
clement, MSP) %5, K1 7 HRIGMEE S
KR AL /NMZ RNA B 81, Y 2 5 K 2 4 52
Bt 7R IR T E . A 3R P-450 S ALBEAE T
ZAFAE T MR N B TR, £ RRTWE L
HAAMED A o B SR, (HIX KAk T
2 504 S AFFE A RURAC . R —
2GR, BRI T R H . K, Armold H#%

VR UL P-450 S AL B W FU 0t 5, A [ kAL
S J5 ST G v A A 0 e 1 S 1y ERARAE L
T et =) R =R BRSNS 2, 'R
T T T DU I s T B AR R BR 1
T & A 27 B A0 S B 3 T A AL
AW oA BEAT TR AL BUE AR A B B A W Th g
DL 0T T e A1 0 7 R AT T A 2 LB B iR 5 A
fF) ] @ . Schaumberg 55 ' CLJF A& i —Ff F FH R A=
JG A T B 2 A A0 SO0 B 75 01 2 il b o FEE R 38 4% T
PEHEAT PRIEE BRAE K J7 35, 0 WG I R IA
T 5E T B S B0 AR S, T R L A AR R DA
LGt H—Au ik, NmRBUE ES 5. REHE
bR 5= R AR HL &8 2K 28 H 2010 48 T 4R W A8 4 SR VR
pRAEAEY O, ERH TRETFHARS RS
et R RGRME, 185 W4 I ] R A7 £ 5
AR, ToVE R RO e MU R G . R,
2015 F I FEAEMBARMAEDFLE W LB FH 2 (The
Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research
Council, BBSRC) Ml L5 H AR =0 7t H 2>
(The Engineering and Physical Sciences Research
Council, EPSRC) &5 M4 % 18 4 b5 #E 7o 14 i H
FHLE e OTCHE AR RLTE Bsal IR, [
N 7 5 Golden Gate #5457 % (modular cloning,
MoClo) 1 GoldenBraid2.0 (GB2.0) He%¥, ik
Bpil. BsmBLR AL s @ AN S T AR A00f B AS
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7] fil & A7 s AR E TT A PN B2 51N Bsal R0
FIAE P RlE AL AL

M A A F & B AT DL st R E
Y& B AEY) I B A ARGR R L 3 B
N AL RS B A T G . K A% K38 32 4 R
043 8 R FE BN oA AR H e, R PR
WiCa™. pH. BIE. VIZMAWY . EME. B
TR S R MEY) A BRSNS S Y, G #E AR
W HFEAAANFRRE S, Woh. A KK
%5155 . 2011 4F Fernandez-Fuentes 25 ™ #2371
B —ANA DR PR EE H TNT /N T B A% I 2s
$2 % Luo %5 P F| A pH 1% J& 2% pHusion " 5 75 /K
TR/ N AA (trans-Golgi network/early endosome ,
TGN/EE) #r2% SYP61 fili &, il i 4% Il TGN/EE i
W AR BRAE AR 7~ TR AT T ) 2R G 4 WA R BA
() . ML T OO B TR E R e S
JCEEANIEAT S, R DR Rk R AT B s AR 1R K
R W ARSI Z IPTG 35 F 11
AL T RA . WU RF TN TetR/tetO R
g, ZRETE T AICR/AICA R4 P, HhZE KA
% 2 pOP/LhGR £ 4t V. p-ME — W15 S 1 XVE/
OlexA Z# %41 ™ 4. HTWFIERWNFELE . § ik
TR AN AN N AR AR AR IR ], X SR TTSE A
RETEA BRI 2 KRR . IEFR, Jusife 28
AREHTLH . AT, FEANRER A, BN —F
FIA PR R FRIEH RS . B F e R Bk
JR T 40 R 0 R Ot 32 4k, W UV-B RESIS-
TANCES. phototropinl/EL222/CRYP-TOCHROME2 .
CarH. PHYTOCHROME B/A ™', H 13 F PHY-
TOCHROME " FI CarH " [l 56 4% FF S AER ) 16 N
FH AR ). fiT, Bernabe-Orts %5 ) Fl| F W
B AR OC31 AL UK e MR B A i 1 U HH A X A )i
IR, BAMT RS OC31 B4 B [ 38 20 77 17 [A]
F (recombination directionality factor, RDF) k4%
i1l A DR ) 5 RS

H T2 & B A oz B AR E
TR St W% E R, Hitk
W EL 0 ORI U SO 4 B % i (computer aided
design, CAD), HiicAHH T &ML EY T
4 1) Gene Designer . Geno CAD ", wJ it H
T8 T M W g5 R 2% () OptCircuit P |

SynBioSS "'\ e-Cell "' K 54 /3 T HE ¥ &5 K A
Ik o 20 i R AF B AR 9 CellModeller Y, {HZ5 f&
FIFE Y & Gl 1) 2 FEPE RN B AT eT B SR 1 A R
PE, Aokixee THIIF RN ERREMTEK.

2 MY AR R

T B A W 2 R R 8 AN T % SR A
BRKIIT R, N2 T BORREER) DNA 412, ZIKS
T S (0 2 TR 2 0 R, 38 v AR 2 I AL T
%, 1B T AR A B A

2.1 DNAEE

H AT EY) & B 0 R R S 2H e R 32 22
MR T 3 B 7 A1 Bl TIS B PR N DD g, R g
X3 N Gibson &l — 23 ", J5 & % WA Golden
Gate ™, Jf1i7 4 H GoldenBraid . GreenGate "
1 MoClo “ Z£757% . 1T Golden Gate 1) 2 ) F B
FFE B A 5 P hs AL SR H 0 B AR, Pollak
GWFE M HEah bR R WA T3 3 19 Loop
assembly, I LEPNDEARIEIIEIA, AT LK AR K]
0 Z e HBE AT 1N 440, 164 8E Z LK Y
B HIG, HBEREIA38 kb, BME KT 80%. R
& HATATH B @R H 2 TR A D, B IR P
BEAL H AL F- B2 P JE . N T e A [
Hochrein 25 " 5] N\ T AssemblX FIZL 3 FE: fUF
MBS HEAT 2 AN o R IR . AT 21 bR
HE . B R e, S22k 25 N D RE R T
. By biRax s H %6 )%, Shih & 7 F|
FH B BEA N [FE B TT K T jStack 3R, AU AR
RO ERNBN GG, W 52H20.50 kb
KN E R R . ATk, miEE H sk
P ML #5 N (automated liquid-handling robots) +f
AU N HES) T DNA H sh 4k 4235 10 R &,
Storch 2§ Y X 1 & i DNA-BOT P & #E4T Mk, [A]
IR AT 2 10 Fhist A% Jo 1 1) 88 Fh 28 B 4H AL AN 45 4k,
S UE A AN T 1.5 h, = R RS B
S 25 AR T ] 4E 1.50~5.50 £ 7T .
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2.2 EHREAERE

5 [R] 20 9 B R R RS VHE B ) B e 1A A A
YRR, FATERF DI IL, R E R iE 5L
JEHEA . HATWEFEN 58 & 2 K gw i HoR 9
CRISPR/Cas9 fil CRISPR/Cas12a £ 45, HEf Sz H 5
RIRiBR. AN (B MEmgitgmis ", X H
BA B0 1 FH AL 25 8 T AL I Cas9 FE (R, A48 AN
[ 2 P 1) 22 1> sgRINA ZR3E G A1 A A Jim P T ek i o
KGR T AR, 2F L 85.40%. 2019 4F De-
caestecker 5 Y Sl NGHMURE LR E BT, JFR
'] CRISPR-TSKO (CRISPR-based tissue-specific
knockout system) 7 A G @5 £ X F 1 1 4H g 28 1Y
M, WEIAT AR A Komor 55 B JF k.
Bl A 2 R DA, R 0 4 A A N — A B 9 K
AE I AR . H AT B W ) B s 1E A g 4R A% Ceyti-
dine base editors, CBE). [ AL idE 4% (ade-
nine base editors, ABE) CLfE/KRE Y. MNE L F
TN 5 SRS (V¥ B Sl 3 2gh //F e Sl 51 T
o BT PRmd w25 ) AR RE /1A IR, HTReAF
TE ™ B [ BLSERON. B, R Lin 55 57 g s A
T VAT = Bl A o B I BOR —— 1) 5] R HOR
(plant prime editing, PPE), £ /KF& AN i A
AR A S I 12 AR L 16 AN AL A IR ) G B
2020 4FA], i 28 B4R AREEES ] Ay 95 Sk R R A i G
% 1 (saturated targeted endogenous mutagenesis ed-
itors, STEME) ML), SEIL 1 /KAE LA A
A by B (acetyl-coenzyme A carboxylase,
ACC) JE M, FARBREFIGUERAE, NIk
BA MR AR TR, B LA RNA /- S
SR gwiE, 1 i AR BORR G B B DR A
ERE, BFFCN G 220K Cas 85 AT gRNA 7E A4 4h
HAL R B % B 2 & & (ribonucleoprotein,
RNP) 4T DNA-free 14’5, I CLfE 14 M)
JE R DL NS v &/ 1y 0 5 e R T Yo L N T T I
P BREEE TR T SRR E

) FAZ BRI 2R 75 117 dCas  (dead Cas) 5 364
I A B A K] A&, CRISPR/dCas9 & 4tk v]
AR RIA . H AT SR YR R S BOE
FeWE FEA 38 OF P FBEF W1 vPe4s ",
EDLL ' H#: 5 dCas9 il &5 @IiEik Xt gRNA 4544
U A 55 I BRI -, WAE sgRNA 2536 B n

AN BR & BC A4 aptamer, f# sgRNA RE % 5 il & % 5%
BRI MS2 B A4 el a g & Y O 2
B SOOE R 4R P OS2 AR R, W mTALE-
Act 24t CRISPR-Act 2.0 &%t Y. [A] Ff {1 J5 22 ,
F Cas 55 [ 5 R W 45 FH IS 1 25 H B 40 Bl 5 £ R 46
B Rl&, I Be X SR Y F1 3R AT AH S ) 2R W g AL 1211
H 8 W 5 A 2 £ i CRISPR/Cas9 SunTag & 4t »
SEHL T HLEE IF MR 9 DNA 19 £ R A R
Fefp e,

2.3 iEfEEMARAR

T 1) 388 A% T A R 48 PR P A 3 R T R0 T
MEDE AV KRR R EE . AEGHINE
AR G 1 NP 20 A AR TR A A T R [
Fevk, AR ETE TS A e VS EA R, S
EoE & AT B A AR B N T R
X — ], Landry B "7 75 2018 £E 4 K 4 K F2
RHTHEMEAEL LN, B gk e 4 &
RNA. DNA & [ 5 55 LW K 73 5 0] 2 g K i
K, 2yl B E NG, 9 P A ik
AT FEALIRAE T Al B8, 20194, ZBIPL " K
iR N1 EL 1 ik 99 K % (carbon nanotubes, CNTSs)
REA 20 28 ok 40 B AN 24k, RIRE AP Koy 15
CNT 45 & J& vl S T AR B AR o 72 BE LAt S2 B
T JRRL DNA FEMHEL . ZRRSE . /DN 22 0 i b A R 1)
Ak o BT ORABAT BT T AT I A R Y
()94 K B, B 4K siRNA  (small interfering
RNA) 1L 36 B AR H L, AR T 33
TEMHRE I o R aA . [ 4F Doyle 55 ' J@ i i1
W05 Cas9 Fl gRNA JiURL- 40K 5444, A 52 3
T X NZE I B R R E R (meiosis-specific
protein, SPO11) Higw#H. DL ESCISUESE 1 HH 4N
KA By B A 33 47 388 A 2 A A 35 O] 9 B AE — 08 7%
FE B TIAT R o SR A AT 44 B Ak B g 48 2 0 a8t A%
B R —ARATY SR T BRI ) . Maher 55 7 I
YR ARt , kR R b [F] N R IA Y i
A M kBB T (developmental regulators,
DR) #WUS (WUSCHEL). STM (SHOOT MER-
ISTEMLESS). MP (MONOPTEROS), i 441
B AR e AN mEEY . 5 Bk
MR H A b, kb B B A1
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REBE R AR IB MR R . A7 AE 5 R ER
R MAE I . Fag B SR R T (A I AR E
F B MG O A R, A2 5 26 25 4 i L AE AR /D
e p R TR S AN b A 11T 7 ) IR s S
W, FEACHERAC. B A RO IR I bRl DA K AR
TR AN B &5 o] JEH RS 1 P S A 5 A0 4R 1 O A
RLFH o 4l E S oy ) AR B 9T BT Bock SE R
= U DU SRR R @A H LU R, FIH CRIS-
PR/Cas9 $ Rt FRAUEE 7+ H & A RPTiE R, $
AR, AR T M SRR AL R AL AR
AT, Hix TAERKARMEAEEREmB, &
FATH 78 1) ), Kwak & M 3@ 5 11HBE 5 DNA 45
BRI ERERE A R IRYIKE  (single-walled car-
bon nanotubes, SWNTs), H|H fIf it &2 #e i i i
(lipid exchange envelope penetration, LEEP) #1L il
W G KR S D% N 2 PR Ak, 58 ROk R
13X AR ik, BE— 2R W G4 K A4 Rk 7E A ) 8
ARSI BRI T .

3 FEWE A A B S B B

TN H 2 M N FIX & 2R R IR T R, 8%
B RE W AE AR AAL I 5N AR SR SRR A
BRI 09 EORBRR . TR, & RN R
PR ESARARS “Gtfa” MESHRE,
] DAAE RO X 2657 % Pl o A o R 45 B AR D

3.1 RIEFSHRER

T 2050 FEI AR AN FE R, RErE
BN 70% . WA A N TR R
WEEM RS, HERBAEGLIS, ok
PR PUIONT BT O R T T R AR R . H AT
DA A2 TR N 4 T7 B 73R K & .
3.1.1 3R AEmE

et A E IR R . 13 ) D R IRAE
& w5 7K 43 ) FH R ROl e R FH 2803 2 e i A AR
KA ™ 8 1) F 25 . AR € CO, %
BE -1, 5- — B% B8 2 1k Bg/hn %0 8§ (ribulose-1, 5-

bisphosphate carboxylase/oxygenase, RuBisCo) &

RENERCRI RN . A TREL ",

RuBisCo X E IR, FRAOGARE, 122k
o0t 3 R JER R S e DA DR S5 A e A 1 kO
R 2 R R W 0 R R BT 1A (carboxysomes)
AEs B = RO E 42 CO,, Long 25 7 F 5 41 B Form-
1A RuBisCo K /INIEFEFEPK] LA R A I B o2 il A
S5 K R B DR R D AR T R B YR RuBisCo K
WAEIEDE, A BRSO . N T RS R
T FEH CO,MF 2%, Schwander 25 ™ fy gt Hi 1 17
T2 LB CETCH 34 [the crotonyl-coenzyme
A (CoA)/ethylmalonyl-CoA/hydroxybutyryl-CoA cycle ]
BEAT AR A1 CO, Rk, I 5 SR AIE B 2406 24 [ ik %2
[5 nmol/(min'mg) ] H5AEGEM R /R SCEIAA Y [1~
3 nmol/(min'mg) J. JEAEY) A 2[4 RuBisCo %
L=, South %5 " 5] N T 3 & AR R AR MR B4R
B OGP IR AR L H o 7 O R I S A P R0 A R
B LEERR AR (glycolate dehydrogenase) 1§ /R
KIEIERIR A (malate synthase), 1K L BERR
BB RN R RIS, [FH 7E RNA
T# (RNA interference, RNAi) il i1k £ BE R/
H R %% iz 8 B 1 (plastidic glycolate-glycerate
transporter 1, PLGG1) PH il 2 BEFE & I I 4 44 (1)
B0, Y EYE BN 40%. Trudeau 55 ' 2
H TR LR (2-phosphoglycolate) #54b ¥ 2
W4 B A (glycolyl-CoA) Jf E 3T [F 4k it N R /R 3¢
PE A (AL, R TE S LA B 5T g Ta) 12 A 5K
W&, JeXt QPRGHEE A & AT T (acetyl-CoA
synthetase) DA i H Ao PEAME AL 20, B duE
VA Ik 4 B A JE RS (propionyl-CoA reductase) 2
o JE ) 38 14 F NADPH 9 F B, 8 57 S AN B
CO, B H HOGIEIR 55 8% o B 1 FR AEAE ) X AR
Wi AT B, RIHASILEN 5 B A T
Al R R T S A R SR
3.1.2 B AR ALACAEE

FR E FYERFAO A R AT (124 Bil=10" m*)
FEHL T A FH 29 140 kg L AE, 78K & A B AR AR 22
SECREREL T TR AEVI AR AR, Hh
IAKVG G BT PR A R, SR EUOR S AR T %
RATTRRELN) . IR & A 5 0 7 VA0 F A
VI RBERLH], = IR 2 KA RN

AR = E Y B R H AR ) 22X R A
TEW T T2 RIS 23 Be AR B4 S5 1 i A
Hor i b, PR . R HEYE A
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Sy AT RHSE F B 3 SR s G AR A R AE D R gl
DiRe vk [ 28 . LB A RS MAEYHR S
SRR E. FRSRER Y L EREEREZ . X
ARUR. FE&BHEFET gk, B R,
Ty R 1 ] 260t 0 35 1) 20 %6 B AN Bk e . Bl
T AR A R ST A R AU ER PR A LE T X AR BURR 1)
Ii] 60 R R 1, T B R AR 2 A 42 B B
B E B P, AR T ] G I ) AR A R
Be, BRI R A2 A DA D 2 i AT ] 20T 4 3 ) 0 R
Xk Allen%§ ™ TR AR FOMH BE 2R A4 5 5T o 56 B
16 i [F] e (1) Ik I 35, R — P AL [ AR R
BEE KT LA . Rogers 28 U R H ] £ R AEW R
ST T - RS AR AR R, dl a2 B NS
T ERIRIRE AT, FHME RS TTA
AL AT . 5RO ST VR A B, fEAE
Yy BRI A R AR R T I B e A )
FOMIBE R FH 20 6 18 RS o 3 AR SR AR s AR
WA T3 T ) AR AR B R ORI Sy, e
VAESHEBELIEY S M AR EAE. W
Rhizopines & H2 98 B - & BHE 4 3 Az i 72 4 W — Fh
KRRtk &9 ™, K 4 A Rhizopines 5 5 18 B 7 A\
RAEY), 0 5 RIAE Y AT 5 AR R 8 Bl B A A U O
BEATYE®, e W B A A S A AT RE . BRI A
& TR Y AR MR AR B A A R S A R R E &
KAEEAER, G EE 0P U 758 A 4 P B 1 53
WAL AT BENR 51 A A Y AR L Rk
3.1.3  ¥gaEAFapendnidik

PRAE W) I8 AR Ay B R 22 B 2 R R R
fhil, AEREREEEME TAEEYBE, TRIE
FH AR A5 2R BT BE Ik 5001238 70, Ho b il X E )
18 7] e T B AN RO AR P 2000 123 T 1 4 5 R
Je B, Glowacka 25 #E Il ¢ R gt 1 3 S
(photosystem II subunit S, PsBs) [HZRIE &5
SRR A OGS 5, FIHAZAS 5 X 6 w5 5 2
Hil o SAL T, TR m R K R 2. A
TR T — R 51| PsBs 1A 5 A [7) 1 % 25k [R5
RIMAESCH AT, PsBs RIA N YA 8
HISALIFI,  H R 24T CO, R 7K 434 25135
> 25%.  mOR BHIE W) R A I 5K R A
(crassulacean acid metabolism, CAM) & 7E R 7]
i co,, HAKFIFHZEL CIEYm6ft. b C4mY
w3, TR YRS AR TR TR SROK IR

Yang 55 1 YRR K 43 1 v R 2R DL K P R
P RE 8 49 50 R R PR AU AR F AT DUE RAE e R
BRG] Vaidya s " KL T — Rl
) ABA Z AR 5h 7] OP (opabactin), HAE /N
I At A PR R K S 28 18 B /R B ABA BEINFF A
R E Y PUR Y, AR AR P T KT
B 7O R

br TAEAY I iE, HE . R G
B EAHE I AR S A= Ty, KL 5T Fh
RAEY H S5 EMPEA K ™. BT /NRNATERE
V)32 o ia B A RS e . BRI B, R I
RLE AR SCAEY 7+ 8 MBE RIS &,
Vankammen 55 ' 4 i 55 7 2 0 B R JTER (virus
induced gene silencing, VIGS) 75k, #il# R 5
DUBRAT AL ) 0T RNA 3 B8 77 AE Bl o AHX B 7 V547
FE M BE RN . R A TR AR, B 5 p A
AR /N RNA 2 [7] R B AR e S A (1) 77 12 AH 4k 4 T
e, IE X/ U RNA  (sense/antisense RNA) ,
X BE RNA (double-strand RNA) F1 A T microRNA
(artificial RNA miRNA, amiRNA) & H i Jf & $i
WAEYIH E . Kis 5 ™ AR K 22 miRNA A /4
1> SN TN o 7 N = I N1 I 7 a5 a7
amiRNA, [f] I 28 3578 75 1f) amiRNA 7 51 5z K% P
9k 20> i B N o R A W N A T &R R
b AT % B AL 26 3E 3 4 amiRNA [ 2 I 736 fh &
KA R R R0 o B B GREIR , 7 7 RNA R
i5 A T Northern Blot 73 A7 4 A% Wl 42 PR o 3 4F 5K
CRISPR-Cas R4t O H T A= 7= B #4470,
Zhang %5 "™ 4 FnCas9 5 # |7 & K {& i 0% 25
(cucumber mosaic virus, CMV) B 1 & 7E M- 955 5
(tobacco mosaic virus, TMV) ] sgRNA & i & Al
P Ir P R IA G, MR GYREIR W] S 55, R
#RNA M R B E AL, EXE ARSI T HY)
X RNA 5 1) 7 1 e 70
314 HKERSHRE

B B v AL = B AR 7R 2 IR B R RSN, R
P S IR A N B DA R E R B = I
EULRAKATEEHREZHEEARMELT, A
MEGRZ 4L R A, FIE™ HE R @R . i
M AKFE RSN J\NA T ALK &1 (phytoene syn-
thase) FIHHE N &R LI AIEF (carotene desaturase)
PFPEEAE N RAEDEHREER, Gl RB-THE



402 GRENE 15

N 2R B S ROK AT fif X — ) Y K EE 2 A
M3 A1 JIE i B8 (very-long-chain polyunsaturated fatty
acids, VLC-PUFA), 146 E VU452 . EPA A
DHA, 5 KWK EA K, A HFT FBACO MLE KRN
B A . BARTTAEM Y VLC-PUFA f &% &5
i, B E 50— Lo & #E )R B DU S KSR 3R 1Y,
VLC-PUFA "W @ A2 1 51N BB B i 3 1
AW E T F VLC-PUFA /& & "', De Lepeleire
S VO R AR W A BT TR 1) GTP B Ak K i Bl T
(GTP cyclohydrolase I, GTPCHD . & X H 0K
4§ (aminodeoxychorismate synthase, ADCS) il
U ZeORE A B R 1 HMDHP 48 5 I T i/ —
2 i v4 & §  (HMDHP pyrophosphokinase/dihydrop-
teroate synthase, HPPK/DHPS) 2 [K 3 N+ & 41,
R & RN 12 5 R R e i AF . BOKAIEN
HE R EWAAAE S LR G K 1 i) @, Planta
A6 Dol oy 3 ) FH i AR 4 A R AH SRR ST S Bl T
PepC F1 RbeS,  BX 7 K Ji A 11 FH i 2% {5 H 1 B >k It
Z 50 A AT B MR 5'- 1% LA R AL SR S (ade-
nosine 5'-phosphosulfate reductase, APR) fE & K
Tk, EALZWEYIEREEKATER T RS TS
T EERRN ERFFR .. Xing 25 1 £ BhE g 5
2% A3A-PBE, X} % bZIPs1.1 517 <7 19 B3
TR %) 32 HE - Cupstream open reading frame, uORF)
AT TR G, 3R T A BN SR, 7R
) R AR R RS A 2 L AR T 15 33.9%~ 83.6%

HGEARAEYYE IR A IS AL HE T PR A 75 E IR )
R SR R E R, fENERRARE
A FHIRTNAEY, Jorgensen s U7 FIF RNAI
0 JE AR AR R 2 5 ) R RR

(linamarin) A1 H KR (lotaustralin) & & 1) 4 i
43 P-450 H 4% BF CYP79D1. CYP79D2 13K IX,
/N TARZERIFE . BRI 5 B K AR IR I ) B
J& BT Y A K W] R N AR g R T AR R OK fE
Deng 45 " 4 P /> Y IEL Bl o 25k R —— I B R U
YCF1 (yeast cadmium factorl) FI/KFEKIH ABCCI
(ATP-binding cassette transporter) {E R 57 JZ Al 77 1]
) Bz A AH L N e MR I, A B T A ) s,
FloB ik & 2 B A RS R (-
glutamylcysteine synthetase, y-ECS) LI In#s bt H
JRANKE )2 & IR & &, K15 7 i) B AR & FRAIC
70% 7K A o

3.2 RAFMSENMES

KR WA R A 0035 YR o RN 245 ) R R )
BURSR, A BB 1A RE T 3
) FHAEL A DR A5 36 AT R SR P )6 AR ) S AL TT %
K. HSRAEMMLL, EYE R AR, N
AFEARE YA AR HE T TR R IE S . iR
WL H BRI, RIR=WV)E AP 220 50 7] R 2L
I3RS B R AR RN T R
FFZYR R IR =R G AR

DA N v 280 T 6 BT M R SR 7= ) 3
M EHE: IEMERER T DS R 2R 1)
AN 1 AN A 2% 1) e B AP 3R 5 B AR A4 o
#U O R SRS, AR S A EE
WP R T e ) RS . EE, TR
IR A= B R R DR AT R G e gk AL 2 S BPE R
JRE T PA S i . Xu S5 MO AR YR BT A B 2
A7 45 1% A B (S-limonene synthase) A (& 1
e R, EHKREAEIANGETRERE, ENE
PR B 5 (limonene)  FY [A] B 38 7T 7= A2 YR I
(pinene) F/F3¢ M (phellandrene) . LYU %5 " 7
A NG R AV A LG SR R R R
n, sERMRK, RERSTHES R
(artemisinin) & & . ¥ 25 KRRV G K E
(AR RN TR S e 1 DS Bl |51 P T A
HEAR T AR B FEAER, LY SR X TR
W&, WEEAZ I Sa 2R (taxadiene-5a-hydroxylase,
TSaH) FE AL IE 5B (cytochrome P-450 reductase,
CPR) HWEf B apik, FFukih 2 b Ruiik&
%R 1- B K B OBE -5- B BR & B§ (1-deoxy-D-
xylulose 5-phosphate synthase, DXS) Fl 7 It
3L fE B BR & B (geranylgeranyl diphosphate
synthase, GGPPS) M3 ik, (EF3MHE P42 4%
(taxadiene) F=mim I 1045, 1AF|56 ng/g fif H K
NI E SR AR AT R AL 7T RE . R A
D] 2 1k 1) 7 53 DAL - 5 R SR 7= ) 6 Bt 2 ke 3]
ZAEA, PR ANRFHIERETSRKEDE KN
R AaMYC2'™'. AaNACI1"™ fl AaHD1™,
BEEHm - REAEBANFTERS EL D
1.50%~2.00%, & W] 7E PR 3¢ 1 sh s b, AA
PUBR I PERE . Tohge 55 " 7535 i Hh 5] N 4
KR A % K7 Delila fl1 Roseal &, Rl #I6H &



%1% www.synbioj.com 403

(anthocyanins) A1 2K P 3K 3 M fit 4 W
(phenylacylated flavonol derivatives) [ & #5 4 Fr
o, 4k 2R AE A b 5] N AUhEE T R U R B A
PR T AMYBI12 ™M, SRS (flavonols)
X2 B AERR .1 (hydroxycinnamates) ¥ 7 &
AT IR RSETHE ) 10%.

AT A R vl B P AR g R R 1)
MR R A28 & M HE Y H = 8, 129 %55E
Z 5 R YE B feis B R, L e B A
BRSO T RE . P AR AL AFK
BB PO AL BT IS B4 BT A 2 23 B 4
B R H AR AT B R IR 2 R b, AR
FTEAEMEME R TS S5KEHEREE (etopo-
side aglycone) """\ E Mg & (forskolin) ™' #f H}
(gossypoD) "™, L5 K HF (salidroside) "' i i%
B (littorine) "> & 55 TR AR 7= W) A 1 0% i 5 AT 11
Y55E . Caputi 5 M R R R E 2% o3 B 4 &
KRR A &R, EKFELERHA S RKIT
Z 5K FIEH (vinblastine) A£G B i Ja 4
RAFEH, Wx 7 HEBEEG RIS . &I Jeon
25 12 R A B e AR 4R RNA I P A 45 A 10 T
%, FEF MR TR AR B (falearindiol) 4=
WA 2L R %, 45A CRISPR £ A & AR RIE
B 12 B [R] A7 9w 55 11 777 00 e 0% KA 3 17 R 48 R

EINAR IR T B A0 T BE A i e 7 R 2R
WEYAEY G R EE . J I ORI R Y
LR AR MDA B B R AE B R 2 b R AEAE, T
FEZ R 2 H (avenacin) "', KFEFETHT (momi-
lactones) "™, A REE (dhurrin) ", B
TR & (noscapine) M 4%, X LR IR T H
F I\ F5 LR 40 270 F0 0 A= P G RS ke 5 PR 7D AT e
2017 SFBL R 2R E IO . TOHk T AR K 2% 5 A1 A
g3 0 e HAE 28 72 4 1 ) 3k IR A% Y S 5 PhytoClu-
st "7l plantiSMASH "%, i H 1% 48 T H 45 & ek
% O 58 G AR A R R A4 R T (R D,
AT DL 78 43 R FH 4H 2 B TR B R, PR SR 4 e
R, AMEMIRGACE Y G BOS R T LS
WA R R AEE R . 3T H, Srinivasan £ U
R A8 5 BN K 2 24 FH R 4 5 TR A % D 0 T v 1)
HL i e s H B0 45 6 AT i e KA B (tropane al-
kaloids, TAs) A4 & BiAH O Jk [ 3L 334 43 #r 36
W, AR D AT R A R AL % B (hyoscya-
mine aldehyde) “F % B 75 6 (hyoscyamine) [1] 5%
WA, i HEAR TEXZERIAB L
BEEA Riis e, SCUL T B A R AR B A
(scopolamine) ()M KG i, 785 I & A
AR Y5 AR S B 53 I 6 OB AR R AT B s s
BT TR FE R AR .

R L ORGSR A R I A S

Tab.1 High-quality plant genome sequencing information published in recent years

FF LYY iﬁ f/éﬂb MFPTT % 2 =3 i;i

1 kAt Eucommia ulmoides 2017.12 120 Ilumina+ PacBio+ BioNano Contig N50=17.06 kb~ [129]
Scaffolds N50=1.88 Mb

2 SEMRJHE Gnetum montanum 2018.1 4.07 [llumina Contig N50=25.02 kb [130]

2018.3 2.98
2018.4 3.10

3 N2 Panax ginseng

4 W Camellia sinensis

5 Kk Gastrodia elata 2018.4 1.06 Illumina
6 INFZ Triticum urartu 2018.5 4.67
7 H 2= Rosa chinensis 2018.6 0.51

8 WL T Cuscuta campestris 2018.6 0.56

9 23K Papaver somniferum 2018.10 2.72

Illumina+ PacBio

Illumina+ PacBio

Tllumina+ PacBio+ BioNano+ 10X Genomics

Illumina+ PacBio
Illumina+ PacBio

Tllumina+ 10X Genomics+ PacBio+ Nanopore

Scaffold N50=0.47 Mb
Scaffold N50=0.56 Mb  [131]

Contig N50=67.07 kb [132]
Scaffold N50=1.39 Mb

Contig N50=68.90 kb [133]
Scaffold N50=4.90 Mb

Contig N50=344.00kb  [134]
Scaffold N50=3.67 Mb

Contig N50=3.40 Mb [135]
Scaffold N50=1.38 Mb  [136]

Contig N50=1.77 Mb [137]
Scaffold N50=204 Mb
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S
5 LIRS ﬁf; f/[fléﬂb ISRVIES HEE TR bR i;i
10 BG4I Chrysanthemum 2018.12 2.53 Illumina+ Nanopore Contig N50=130.70 kb  [138]
nankingense

11 4 Cinnamomum kanehirae  2019.1 0.73  Illumina+ PacBio+ Hi-C Scaffold N50=50.40 Mb  [139]

12 BEF Panicum miliaceum L 2019.1 0.92 Tllumina+ PacBio+ Hi-C Contig N50=369.00 kb ~ [140]
Scaffold N50=46.66 Mb

13 4 1.5 Antirrhinum majus L 2019.1 0.51  Tllumina+ PacBio Contig N50=0.73 Mb [141]
Scaffold N50=2.62 Mb

14 % Scutellaria baicalensis 2019.4 0.38 IMumina+ 10X Genomics+ PacBio+ Hi-C Contig N50=1.33 Mb [142]
Scaffold N50=33.20 Mb

15 14 Arachis hypogaea 2019.5 2.54  Illumina+ PacBio+ Hi-C+i f% il Contig N50=1.50 Mb [143]

16 it B6A=. Prunus dulcis Miller 2019.6 0.24  Illumina+ PacBio Scaffold N50=21.80 Mb  [144]

17 % # Musa schizocarpa 2019.7 0.43 Illumina+ PacBio+ Hi-C Contig N50=1.83 Mb [145]
Scaffold N50=5.05 Mb

18 3 F Persea Americana 2019.8 0.82 [llumina+ PacBio Contig N50=11.70 kb [146]
Scaffold N50=0.32Mb

19 Wi Pisum sativum L 2019.9 445 Ilumina+ PacBio+ BAC+BioNano+ i# /£ &1  Contig N50=37.93 kb [147]
Scaffold N50=0.41Mb

20 21 R AL Ananas bracteatus 2019.9 0.45 Illumina+ PacBio+ Hi-C Contig N50=427.00 kb  [148]

21 AR Piper nigrum 2019.10 0.76  Illumina+ PacBio+ BioNano+ Scaffold N50=29.80 Mb  [149]

10XGenomics+ Hi-C

22 % JK Benincasa hispida 2019.11 1.03 Illumina+ PacBio+ 15t 1% 1% Contig N50=69.00 kb [150]
Scaffold N50=3.40 Mb

23 &I Hevea brasiliensis 2019.12 1.59  Illumina+ PacBio+ Hi-C Contig N50=8.79 kb [151]
Scaffold N50=31.30 kb

24 5% Nymphaea colorata 2019.12 0.40 Tllumina+ PacBio+ Hi-C Contig N50=2.10 Mb [152]

25 A~ Coix lacryma 2020.3 1.62 Illumina+ PacBio+ Hi-C Contig N50=751.00kb  [153]

BT S ARG 2 T KRR A 7= | 2 A o
AHERNFESE R T, Hiatt 55 " 7 30 AE R4 H 1 A
TR FER IR 24 i A PP R, S B AR R AR o A
PEPH o IEFEAEY), AR Al T AE S R (gl
W BERE, R AE A s g A e i), R4
EEERA, ZaEMIEMREE BRSNS
T 0 K U B0 96 9T 1 B e B AR B 44 B 2
ZMapp™ ™, IXFREE )5 B R TR AR AN R
E YL, EAARBEMRAEREERE B1,2-
xylosyltransferase, XylT) Fl7 @R ELE (al,3-
fucosyltransferase, FucT) ¥4 14 [CH # AXF 1
FEARI T BN R R B B AR SRR B,
ROKIRFL . MHE L $OFE TR IR 1 N S H 92 Bk 1 25
P PSRRI SE R R Y TR
PR IT JHFRIE MR B v U ok,
fiiv NS, KGRIEIT 200 88 1 U BRI

(BRI B A v U 45, R C AR T Il R R B A
IR B e eAh, A AR A AR R AR AR
AW PR IR AR IR R A, A0 KR ThORE A4 AR 7
Cecropin A " #H35 NH RS 74 R I fth R -
o (taliglucerase alfa) "', HUEZIH EREFALEF
B EAIN AR, ARTBEE X Z A FE RGN, K
FE SR AR Y BR UL P 2 25 W) AR A5 OR BB B
H AT 8 R A S B R AE DAL EE R 7 B w]
25 g/L 7, B R RIRR I ) 2 12 1) R AR A A LA R
1t 4= 7= . 2016 4F Fuentes % " | /i COSTREL
(combinatorial supertransformation of transplastomic
recipient lines) J7 V% [a) AR rp G| NBE KT 5 IR & R
e, PPEIAE] 120 mg/kg FIAEYIE, AEFE TLE 200
J7 T KB M 5 B 2 DA 2 H AT &R E R R E
(Z1100 0, A ELIE AL 23R 1A
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3.3 HEWEER

PAR 5K 1) 28 38 12 5 2R 4t K 2 2 KA T AT
AR S A IR B, SR A A R A A BT
A, e FEAEEL . RHEY OO RSy
AT RRE AR 27 it T DB A 438 5 X A ) i R
WO, SEILTRERR H 1

KRIFA AR BAR A TR NFERED
FFIE, REERE T KM, HEY@ELEEEN
[ 2 W AE THEY MR, EEAVR S AT 4R
(38%~50%) + FLF 4R (23%~32%) MARFT R
(12%~25%) "o TS AR 4 R AR
FHHARAERE B, A5 28 ) 3= B4 4/ IR Fe4HE
JREE FAEBORE,  DRAC 5T 2R 72 75 Re i R AL
YT T A2 R AR R B 28 P RT AT SRR
Wilkerson %5 7E #% B H 32 3 24 I R Y B 28 1t 4t g A
HRFE W 5 F2 1§ (ferulate feruloyl-CoA monolignol
transferase, FMT) "™, 5] N 5 2 5 i S JaK 11 i gt
Z 5ARBERNAF, AL BT 540 2
AR ER E A B EE AL Y O T kb 40 e
VAR E S E, Budes %5 "™ R HHE 1) R EE R -4-
¥ H AL BY (cinnamate 4-hydroxylase, C4H) J& 3l
T, B IR J5 A R Ok A0 B OR U 3F R A g (3-
dehydroshikimate dehydratase, QsuB), QsuB ¥ 3-
A FE R (3-dehydroshikimate) #546 AJF JLZSHR
(protocatechuate) , [ {7 5 12 1 14 v w] F FH (1) o
TR NS RAPY, NIt N AR N S YRS ATTE il B Nt
FRIE Bl o

TR & AR 2 AL RE % 355 B e AL A )
VRG] R B AL AR PR S A0
fho JBL, I-ZERERR  (cis, cis- muconic acid, MA)D #ft
MBI EE 1, ERCHMZ (caprolactam) . ©
IR (adipic acid) XK ~HJR (terephthalic acid)
GREAA T BT, TS & X2 ek
(nylon) F1EEX K —H R 4 s (polyethylene
terephthalate, PET) Z KRR FTf&E. HAT KT
PRI P B AT R R A e M B A 2 R AR ) e
5 2 72 MA T SR T KRS (R A ) A e R A
FBRAN BRI, 955 1A= 55 1. TAEAY
PR rh A 77 1 BB R WT ARl B D0 AR 7~ &, Eudes
S DTSR AE DU R S H A ) o AR 2R 0K 4 1 SR U K B R

F2ALEE (salicylate hydroxylase , NahG) Fl)L 25}
1,2- XU In% B (catechol 1,2-dioxygenase, CatA),
¥ R K MR (salicylic acid, SA) @ id JL 2% B
(catechoD # L AMA. #5451 N KR &
fitf (salicylate synthase, Irp9) FNBH1E 2 st 4| ) 3-
Jiit %8 -D- BT $7 A1 - BE R A I§  (3-deoxy-D-arabino-
heptulosonate synthase, AroG) 4 il SA fit i, i
MA 42 = 50 1, Jear 1 AR v B 40 TR R}
AR G 1 7T

4 HiighEs

ZRTEERMER BTN KES R
GUIASHER, H R & CE Y 2 0 R R AR 4%
8. RAE 2 Ma L S O T YA IEE S
W TT, (H R R A 1 2k TR 2 0 A 1 R AE A
S BRI R SRAE Y & B W) 2 1 R R AR KR
FE L WRGE TR TR R 2R T AR Ak
RETCF TP R TP Th e K o E TN U5 ik AL 4t
— WIbRAE T R BLTE T B WER IR 2 M (E S
MAEYRE, EHEYPSATER SR, TREANE
JHE R 2 % . AEREBOR T I, il S
DNA & cdlAe, B 53 0E. BORHER Y % i s
V5 M R R E A T A B A R T AR R AR )
“UTE- R -T2 3T A

S YA AN e T A S fdh . R
@ 5250, REVR 5 IR Ak B 45 2 Ty T 5 A vk Ty
e JE I SO A R B R A W A i ) R R e
T3, WAAIERE R Sug R R, m AR
PEAEIIRRE R 2 I R B R IS NGRS AR
MP LT A EREA FHERE; SEEY
OGHE R, REREER, A IREEY; Sus
MR erE, WA, b PM, RURL
ORI E S . DL EAKEE H A2 K RED
ERAEY R A EERL, 3 E NS R AR
KEWMBE, EMAAWETR, SOl A
AR & TR BB, A=A U & .
FER IR & BRAEN BRI, BORF AR 2 XA
LR AE R IR, — O T AR A AR
i B R PFRE . St 2 LA 2 A SN IR K Aokt
SERIBE MR, 5 — U7 1 25 P8V R L AR BEE A
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