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metabolites. These features make PCC an attractive alternative for applications in medicine, food, and health. However,
insufficient production efficiency due to difficulties in genetic transformation, complex regulatory networks, cell
aggregation, and poor genetic stability remains a major obstacle that limits the commercialization of PCC. Synthetic
biology, with its bottom-up engineering design approach, provides a powerful toolkit to address these challenges. By
enabling the precise design and modification of native plant cells, synthetic biology offers innovative strategies to
develop efficient and economically viable plant cell factories. In this paper, we first review the current status of PCC in
synthesizing high-value compounds, particularly recombinant proteins and secondary metabolites. Recent
advancements have demonstrated the potential of PCC to produce therapeutic proteins, vaccines, industrial enzymes
and bioactive compounds such as alkaloids, flavonoids, and terpenoids. These successes underscore the versatility of
PCC as a bioproduction platform. We then explore the role of synthetic biology in advancing PCC industrialization.
Key developments include the creation of high-quality plant cell lines through genome editing tools like CRISPR/Cas9,
enhancing genetic stability and metabolic efficiency. Additionally, synthetic biology has improved genetic
transformation systems, overcoming a critical bottleneck in PCC. Enhanced expression systems, incorporating
synthetic promoters and regulatory elements, have significantly boosted target compound yields. Furthermore,
synthetic biology has expanded PCC applications by enabling the biosynthesis of heterologous compounds beyond
their native metabolic pathways. Finally, we discuss future prospects, emphasizing the potential of synthetic biology to
overcome current technical challenges. Emerging technologies including multi-omics integration, machine learning,
and synthetic organelle development are anticipated to further enhance PCC’s scalability and efficiency. By addressing
these challenges, synthetic biology will pave the way for large-scale plant cell cultivation, thereby facilitating its
widespread adoption in industrial bioproduction. The convergence of PCC and synthetic biology holds immense

potential for the sustainable, cost-effective, and scalable production of high-value compounds.

Application fields

Cosmetics

Pharmaceutical

Keywords: plant synthetic biology; plant cells; biosynthesis; natural product; genetic engineering
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Fig.1 Time line of plant cell culture development
R YN R AL IR 7 Mk Ak S 491
Table 1 Commercial cases of mass production of plant cells
P i Yk N 118 7 ZH Gk
E YA Taxus chinensis L. 249, Yk Phyton Biotech https://phytonbiotech.com/about-pcf/
PRIk E R Melissa axillaris L. 250, JrE L Aethera Biotech https://www.aetherabiotech.it/en/
GEIEy) Theobroma cacao L. L%y California Cultured https://www.cacultured.com/
B Theobroma cacao L. = 2 AR 4y AyanaBio http://www.ayanabio.com
T T A 4 Crithmum e gy, s AL Ancelbio http://ancelbio.cn/
R maritimum L.
KGR YT B Leontopodium Aot it 13 5 B Ancelbio http://ancelbio.cn/
RN alpinum L.
GBL-Skin' Glycyrrhiza Aot kL, FLAL Green Bioactives https://greenbioactives.com/
uralensis L.
SE2] Graptoveria A M it PR AR i A Bioharvest Science https://bioharvest.com/
amethorum L.
Elelyso Daucus carota L. LRI R A Protalix BioThera http://protalix.comhttps://clinicaltrials.gov
OPRX-100 Daucus carota L. TS i 2 IR R G Protalix BioThera http://protalix.comhttps://clinicaltrials.gov
PRX-102 Nicotiana tabacum L. A B IRIT R O Protalix BioThera http://protalix.comhttps://clinicaltrials.gov
IR Nicotiana tabacum L. ST P T Dow AgroSciences https://www.dow.com/
MOSS-FH Physcomitrium WM PR TR 2R G AL Greenovation Biotech  http://www.greenovation.com/ developmental-
patens L. HITHEEA GmbH pipeline.html
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FBAE 4T3 A2 B S I B 5 2 4K 5 W) BIURE 52 Th g
DA, FEE TG BRI .
M TESGERME, MPARERAAEKHE
Wk, ASZHBE IS TR S, [
I 3 G 1o RS o R B A A 2 o R 3 85
MG g, Refs mAUE AP RE AR
IR M SR AR b, AR H
e 5 KRR 5 A2 T RE 0 AR 41 R 201X R 45
e U, SRR 5 38 PAS0 55 5 2% 5 4 1 1) 8 () 8
A S HEATEE, AT R e Al S B
PR =2 RAR P B AT B W) s PE I D e R
BT AL L 55 9%, PCCANTR 2K, A
AT, H AT AE 10 NS A4S Gt 1] LA
Z DAL FT REVS K FRAG B ] 2 AN, AR
oo SRR 5 T, AR 2 R I N DR T X
AR PR AU BR ,  H AN A7 A2 e ik DR AR W R T

SERCIEDIG QeI A, AE YRS A2 2 R AR E 1
F [7) IR fE 0 A7 RO L L 5 T

1.1 BTFEYSAREYHEEE

A 7 T R R A ) AR A AL A i SR A
ALY H (dedifferentiated cell, DDC) .
JERZ T4 (cambial meristematic cell, CMC) .
BRI

DDC & 18 W) 52 4% J& 169 11 22 10 3 A= 1) 20 23 4
L, B R AH B S A T B . A0 2H 2R 4 i R
B IRER e MR TR AT, DURFF AR IR
Ao HHT R HE 4> SCHR PR AR A R IR A 4 e
FEDDC ™ . MR4E DDC A . A FRE P L
DiRe vl H R o AR RE, 5 i Y B B0 Y
JVR 1 B AR IR A o R AR ) A B o EROS B #S B AR
B gR e rh RS B A M, RT DUAE DR R AR ) e
AT R, 5 GMP (Good Manufacturing
Practice) #£/7, 1, 514 DDC iHgifs, H
&AM AN BB 9% . DDC A& HH Y41 i B 7% 15 57 H
T A v B O R Y e R L B 4B R R B
FAFAEE M. FEER. R (85 =% ",
fUrF% (Arabidopsis thaliana L.) FHEAE N 5T
RN IR AE A, AH B FE R H ) BT 4 R b
T H T EY A AR E  EE B AR E
MR RIEFEAAHROEF, Wbl Fg I R U 1) T87 M
PSB-D 4 J8 & . 0 &K R ) BY-2  (Nicotiana
tabacum L. cv bright yellow 2) FINT-1 4f ffg & 27,
Hh, BY-2#F8 “HYI PR HeLa gl t”, BAH
AT R R i ST R AN 5 T B AR AR R
AT — JE B R), 200 K B T 4 0 80~100 i B
EARE R, BY-2400 e 0t &1 Ry
BRAEPE IR, 1 T87. PSB-D 2 HoAth ) 41 Ay
FRENE LR HR SR A B R AR T HEAT A A
IR 27N

CMC V& T A8 Ak H 87 B3 7 A A Joit 38 A0 iz 36 7
AR R AR, BT DDC, CMC
TAEIM ISR, et & . EFRCMC#
ITZHT R E R, WAL S CMCE
FEEAZEE Y, FIHKERCMCAE L EZ R,
B, R ML CMC A 77 R BE 48 . DDC 5 CMC
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AL Bt . BB M 555 7 SUIX 4y, B AT LA
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RIS IR Y,
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I RE 7% v 25 5 a8 0 A 41 P 5 AR (1 R B kAR T
AR, T 2R IR Y CRARAR 40 H Fn 22 2
A T AL A B A e T T E A e
RIS . B R KRR R R HEY G =4
A EM, AT AN I E 5T DLSE P |
OB MAK, TEAEYIR N 5 7R 1 E & BRAR
AU 112 mgegdi il EMEEH R . M
DDC fICMC, BRI R GE A7 A6 40 o0 16 S 50
R M 0] L, R A DA R A AR R R AR R A 1)
REBRITE, FHFEERARE R TR e
HTL EEAR. AS B, BEEESEHT
BRAT A A R B

1.2 EYREXIEEFATEFEEER

L0 4 L R P 5 4 T 3 HL D00 R ) A 0 ) e
Rtk MWD IR BE SR SRR AN GRS, BRI
WA REREAFIBAE B IEDD R, IERE T 1B IE K
CAYERFRR A, AW 40 EL 6 L A AL A 5 A
PUPE. B4, F T IR T I D RE R E AR I FL
AN A B A R VE M, AT S e 4 AR
R E AR MR, TR ) 20 B A 2 X
PR, XEHARIREANZE, RBE. MAE
e EHRAEERS. PCCAEFEARARADE

WITZHTAMAER (i, EH. PiEE
FD BRI A R Ol 0w Ak AR 7= 1 (R 2D

a0, bR 4l B 9T 25 M A AR AR R AE K
J M 2R IA 5 T8 AL R AR, E I L 3 4 A R
SR i) R DA #8042 77 . Gengenbach 55 M 7
M B BY-2 40 i 5 B Ay AR AR R, A T B
WEFIT NP, & AR HE T KW IR
FEHTE T 80% LA bo Bk, SRIE TR EEW K
T (Oryza sativa) AT LRANM, 7675 10
BY-2 4 REINFFE KR, HMOLpH T 6K
ANREKBE WGGH . ANBREEREEA2
(BMP2) . i & H B )i (bovine trypsinogen)
4z B3] Protalix Biotherapeutics 24 ] A% Hij 2 7] F)
FH B 5 DRI 58 S s i 4 i A 7 i 20 7 0 i Al
s (PrGCD) 1 AR 7 e i A ie 7 v B
JRZ5Y), TERR BRI SE I by M. M g i K 7% b
AR IR XD BT % % BE - (Newcastle disease virus,
NDV) {1 5 20 7% 1 15+ 2006 4F 3K 3 [5 4 b 5 it v
T X sk R AR B PCCAE NI REER (IR
MBAYRETE, BAT AR .

AT, MY HR g EAE A R E A
7] T U LB M 4B, 2 D0 5 48 FH R B R i 5 A0 T
e ANE, XA RS A AEYEN, H AR
gk e JE R S R Y. A TP E R T
PEEE A I AE 7 7 5K, Hanania 5 ™ R & A=)
PTFRUEBY-2HBAKIEB MRS, £k THE
VIFRE IR R 2 M D R, MM R 7&EH T4
P NIEABEAS M R B A )

RE W, BB T HAE AR A=
R4 R IR D, AR T BY-2. /K H

K2 HEYMERESREAEN

Table 2 Heterologous synthesis of recombinant proteins in plant cells

T Tl ETEZ E{=EZ 4 a4 FrE Z%CHR
IKHE Oryza sativa L. NHETEA KA E H 2(BMP2) KFEEGHAAM 215 pg/mL E 77 [33]
IKHE Oryza sativa L. NFEA K Z (hGH) KRG H A3 2H 23 4 57 mg/L 5575 [34]

K FE Oryza sativa L. B A R (B )5 (synthetic bovine trypsinogen)  ZKFE & {4 21 4141 i 15 mg/L K537 [35]
IKFE Oryza sativa L. % 14 7 % BE 1 (GAA) KRG o A 2H 2R3 4 it 37 mg/L 35 7R [36]
IKFE Oryza sativa L. ML P R A K 7 (VEGF) KRG A 2H 2R3 A it 19 mg/L 55 7% [37]
IKFE Oryza sativa L. AL JFRE 5 1 (envelope glycoprotein) KRG A 2 23 A it 18.5 ng/g [38]
K FE Oryza sativa L. DA% #.51(Bevacizumab monoclonal antibody) KRB 160.7~242.8 mg/kg [39]
JW#  Nicotiana tabacum L. AP A B (human ol -antitrypsin) BY-2 2740 34.7 mg/L K5 77+ [40]
JWE  Nicotiana tabacum L. A4 K (human growth hormone) BY-2 2740 5.2% BAlEE A [41]
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TEAE W) 40 PR AR AR AL 5 7% I A2 P Ak R rp, AN T
Y AR TR T R AUTRE ) RS RS E R,
D] LH 7E THT 6 AS [ % A RUER B I, K5 5 7= M 1 A B
R GALEZEST . M Z R B
v T HAR NR B A S HARARM = xR . A
I, FEEYAMR TR, R &0
ZFALI YA R, ALBRE XA B bR
e AR IR A, I RE A R TR AR G A AR R 2
PR T — IS A 0 S PR AS A2 ) R R R A . AR
i, H TR 40 i 2R 1R gl F2 2 A HAGRBRAIK,
JCH AR E Y R, BRI T E AN T
MR B )2 M

TEL ) 40 L 3R () ) 3 52 A RELAR B AL . R R Bk
SRR EZ R R M LEAm, Hf i oo
FIR =S 2 K (6BA. KT. TDZ. ZT %)
Ha4AEK R (2,4-D. NAA. TAAZ) KR EM
Bobh e & B, BAR O V2 M40 i i oh it 47
AR IR, R BT AR A b 2 T R 8 A R 1 22
DA e A (5] A1 A8 A 350 5 6T 38 2R 1 o) R Tl B AN (R, 15
SEMAEEGERKAESR . AR D F R E
WIAE S S R 7 B 6 AME AR A . IR
FUAS [R]85 2 e b gk A7 07 8, 3 6 py 47 b T AL 1
HOALRE S i ok (0 22 S, AN N T 4 I AR R A
()M BE, BRI T 40 i Ok Ak T R AL
(K3,

ARk, W0 N b3 0] A A 48 i o A6 1 3 1
TEFRMLEIAE TSR B Fik, 456 EY
GV EAR, AT LU N T TR kA0 A A
AT R AL AN . WOX4. WOXS. PATI.
SIWINDI. AtWRKY23F1bHLH041%5, #HHEARIELE
R A0 40 23 48 i B 8 i P T B R v R 4 e
TER B @R R IT (A, thaliana) i ik
PATI, JIHARHE T @5 3 i3 hn B @il
Yo 1% 6 i 7 A AH DG B 5% B DR B RUgE AT I 4, W]
DL A g T s ) s = A &, HRFER
Tl AN [R] W M R D A0 AR A AE 5 4R & B 22 7 R
il TER T 1 B 0 A 35 R T

T & WA 5 AN O/ T 4% e B2 DR A%
WEE RS TE LR B A A 2 AN
FURS TR GBS Yo LA 52 > Ak A8 4 4h
MR T 26, AT DUR Kb i 85 R S 40 iy
R (R 28 5 R 8] e A Lo, ol LA SCIRT A i
28 W 4% (generalized regression neural network,
GRNN) FIFEHL AR (random forest, RF) Til
T AE Y0 2E K8 57 (plant growth regulator, PGR)
AN R AME AR EBALN I 3% (Passiflora caerulea L.)
TOH AR B AR, HAMEARSER . PGR
P2, PGRIRE S @ 0 2128 B AR R RlL ok,
FRIEESE | A H A R, RiESE & 1 &
MM T T A . Navvabi BB\ ) LhE T 2 )2
JEANAS (multilayer perceptron, MLP) 143 [m] 3 pf
#( (radial basis function, RBF) P Fft ift 25 [ £ i
RIFEBAEE A4y 20 2305 3 AN 3 0 B i) TR

R3 WIS AN R AT

Table 3 Common induction conditions of plant cell lines in vitro

LiEi HMEAR AL Eyt] Rk Ja RPN
KA R AR 1.0 mg/L 2,4-D; N6 B 774 61 H [3]
1.0 mg/L 6BA
il & e gV 0.05 mg/L NAA; B5 3R 4 21K [21]
0.5 mg/L 2,4-D;

2.0 mg/L KT

LN ES2 AR 0.5 mg/L 2,4-D MS #5375k 14K [54]

AN 7 i WA R 1.0 mg/L 2,4-D; BS5 iRk 15K [4]
0.5 mg/L 6BA

ANz AR A 2R 1.0 mg/L 2,4-D; MS H 37 3 90K [5]
0.1 mg/LKT

Hhps AR TE Bz T4 i 2.0 mg/L NAA; MS $5 77 5 14K [29]

2.0 mg/L 6BA
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ROR, T MLP @ SZAREEAY, 7 &5 2R A0 sz 56
SERMLE, REL95%, FEZBIA B A H R
WaE, BENS FH T v Rk TR0 A B A £E I A A
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BiF 7€ AT BA ] Fl GRNN #5284 25 & 35t 4 5532 (genetic
algorithm, GA) b THMERAEE, 2K
HIEE| T 95.83% . XU E A MR RIS T HE
VI R AR LA, R A R ) Ak g AR
NI UNE VAR
2.1.2 MEE R A Y RN 3 E AR fa e F

FEAE P A0 B R RUBE 55 FR kR v, 4 i SR AR AR
(cell aggregate) [ T% B & — AN 25 ZA0 I ) 2 o
TERE P A0 M S AR AA rh oA IS B 4 B BT DRy e vk S s
RIS, B RETTHREIRAELR, MR
1Tt ) K1 A7 2 il e L At 41 B BE 5 3 st T
(A A, 5 A A 7 B S e HE ) 4 TR B TR R )
JoT AR R R, T R e 4 AR KR ) .
FORI, 4IRS HAR Y & 2
AR . B, EA4TREFMMEEFRERE,
INRELRE REEEM, EEEMRRESH 2~
20 1

TSI W L B0 00 N B 4 i 5 K R A % % 1) R
Tiy 22451 D9 WL 0 200 L 1) DR R B B e i 1 R . L
Hh o 7 V2 A 0 A R AT N AL, A 4 i 2 kT
KREW T ERSUER, Kb cHO Y,
MDCK "\ Vero "™ S R . Iy —Fhy ik
19 A% DA S A B WG B R . D, RRRR R
ZFAKRHE T4 & H A4 (nsulin-like growth
factor binding protein 4) FE K (Igfbp4) F/K AL &
[ (aquaporin 1) K (4qpl ), #EH%INIE CHO
Y ) B IFE RO AR Y SRS AR,
I B B W) B R of AL 4 i 3 AT 9 A B ot
211 i T P R0 B AL o) O B ik DR R AT I 4%, A ke
TELA) 4 60 1 DK RIAE 5 5 2% A o ) O 7

H A, k& s EY sy FREsE Mg S S
Z NPT . Wendell A. Lim F A U Jl 3 1% i+ 9
WEL WA 4% HF B2 AZ #t [Al T~ (guanine nucleotide exchange
factor, GEF) & HAXAMRIEAH#ATHEEE, FTK
H 2R 2 (filopodia) B HCIRPE /2 (Jamellipodia) -
W& XA KK E o THLRIIR N, HE
T o R 2 4 AP B A P R S B 4 AR A 4

MR — SR B R, G EM A EER & 0. Bl
PR AR O/NE A SE . i, T DL I
SRYERC . 27 4 2 BRI O 2k DA A0 A0 1 20 440
BEGERY, FRARANIRIE AR N E, $Em a8 ord
NP IR A BORR B e BB, R E O T A i
WA (WFMERD RIAS0R B RE 5 8%
oK 55 Ak 20 J0 1 A LB 206 28 S R 0 4 i R O B A
AT A P TS A ) B A R R R AR . AT T A )
2 0 Sk O 5 5 v 4 T TR R PR A, D B
e FRiEAL” RURED AR T B LA

2.2 (BHIEEEAFRIEIIAMNN

T 2 R 1) 383 A B A R R A & AR )
o R P A B S B AT W T S o R AL, R B
W7 & MR FF R SR I R, B
T B % B0 DI a3k A7 388 % e A TR R 40 48 PR 2 R A7 A e
AR, VF 2 AR 1 oK 8 G R s A
Ak 2 o BT AN [F) R 470 40 i AE 38 A% B A 1 2% R A
AR, #) BERR € Y40 M R 1 8L
B REETFESL S S R HAERN &R
B3 T A — g R R ) A R R A S AR
ek 1 FHAG .

ITAER, T HLAS 5% ) I SV B T st A%
AR RS EHN, Oy AR U Y a4 7 Ak
AP R 75RO T H . #in, Masoud
Tohidfar A BAFF & 1 — Fh 4 i 2 FhHLAS 2% ST 1 AL 1)
TH, @FMLP. RBFfH &R BORIHE R R 50
(adaptive neuro-fuzzy inference system, ANFIS) .
T ST I B UE % BE AN BR 6% ME o T 2 A
(Chrysanthemum L.) 7 R AT A~ T (1) 5 D5 5% 40 3%
B, I 0T A I N AR AT T
AR

FIH & & W35 A ¥ (developmental regulator,
DR) TENMWAMMIEE RAENHE TR, SAE
A — 8 P2 B2 A 0% 32 v AL 0 00 L ) 388 A B A 2K
FL WAL KB, GRF (growth-regulating
factor) 5¥: %4 K7 GIF (GRF-interacting factor)
TR sk AW, (/AN MG & AR R
S MUEY T B ERTE TR AR, IR R
TP EAER ) ™, A, WUS (wuscheD) Al
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BBM (baby boom) &5 & A 7 A - K H 5 401
RESME (NMAEKEMARSHE HEDxX
I, 38 I R R IA R A8 A AR A R
P X e AR AT T, AR 2 A s
PG A I FE I Y 4E FF R 0 40 L 1Y B A AR A
R R A AN 1 T S A

Xof 383 A B A I 1 2 R AT 7 22 2 IR A5 BH PR 4
R I R, A H R RCTh e AN 1R 4 R 0 % 2
MXEZ, FEKBREERIHEREIAER
BEATHUMEGR I, A DU 2 22 BE DR s AL FE AL 1 7R 2K
N R e IX — i) B, Lukés Fischer BF 77 [ BA ©) £
BY-2 4l R TR T W FOB IR R G s
R N e i I A e S S B
FWEGHE, TS RFERSMEREKAMH,
HHAT Z LN IR A G 8e 2 ik . dhah, FIH
B R A R (ARG SN YD L (1 AR
1R % R RUBY, NN G i fe it 7 —
Fhmsk. BEWMTTE. RUBY R4S £iAF R4
B = A A G, TE S A R R AL G R e 11
HISRLLER, MORKHW R T T 0 e SR AR 1

2.3 FIEFETHAIINEE

WO e TR I R IA R S RIS,
FEAFE B SAMIAERIBIX . &b, B
T B R o5 DNA P8I AR A
P50 EMYA R R, R 1 o 8
AT o Ji DR ) Sl AR 30 5 BT AL 384 ]
AL B M) 0 M AT B B RAE, ATH TR
VIR IE R, B0, 8RR R RS R
gt CH K HURICER B/ B 2GR, XA FEY)
JA B FAEBY2 B4 b AT 8 ERAE, WIRAR
AN [R)Bh B2 9 FE 1R 8 IR, H TR 4l R Ak
IR KR E AR e N R I S DR A A 4
JH 15 IR AR RO T B I K R] 1 0 IR R
B, W A 2 4R BN R AN A 2 I A ) % D AR R
A I T A PR R AR ) — s R B AT . Ko Kato
F BA B 38 i 1] 25 KRG (O. sativa) 205 55 55 40 Ml
M (Secale cereale L.) W FINFE I+ (A. thaliana)
BUEA R R AR AR, R AR R G —IRE T
154~ 5'UTR J3 51 (38 5 135 1 o 3xX P 7 6 6 35 4

T+ T U R AR, R AR A 41 AR
AR e T

TP A 2 FhDhRe tE 40 X = (ot
Gk LR, RRMANRIS, NHAEREY
HilG R AR A T AR R B . S IE RS S kR
G B o 2 0K 18R ) R 10 40 Bl s ]
N — 25 0K B PR A SR IR AR
Yoo AREEE 42 A IR I R OA DL 3 5 1 B i 52
PERIE M. B, 7E KRS R TR R IR 40 b oxt
admy3sp. CINlsp A 33KDsp = Fh 53 Wb A5 5 BE ) 53
WRUCR AT e, Horb 33KDsp 6N A B &
Tern, BARENSWEES ™., ok, ehiEA
i 380 3K %o . I £ g X 38k 19 7 30 R AR AE B T 5] R
FIVRE ) rp R AR S 0 B, AT AR OK Hh 87 4k S AR
YirE R N LA Os A Bt MRt

2.4 REEFHERSrTHE

G REY) B TR B S HES) T A
W BT B AT RAE IR EOR
B, HAEGE S TR E IR (B2,

241 ARALERARHTE R

A% v PR Al 1 3Rk $R T PCC )
BEREENTE. 4920l £iEFK
% % % B (C-13 phenylpropanoid side chain-
CoA acetyltransferase, BAPT) 5 7K H [k Jt i 4 i
(3'-N-debenzoyl-2'-deoxytaxol-N-benzoyltransferase ,
DBTNBT), £AZEM =& M 71.01 mg/LiEF 2] 1
310 mg/L ™o FA U fi 2 AN BT A A 7 o 43 1 H SR 11
— AR A, K F R W EE (methyl
jasmonate, MeJA) Ml £F 4 B4 (yeast extract,
YE) PN 0 1 ) Ak M8 57 5 1 A0 A0 K
M E P (Veratrum californicum L.) 45 41 g 34
EL i F) 7 4 B T 4.135 mg/g DW, 1 6 B bR 3
B LD VnOSC1 IRt 205 2 - ik — D iR 2
T 6.14 mg/g DW, EKFFEIL276.69% . ik
IR AN (Stilbene synthase, STS) FE[A 154 3 A
IR IR AN R B A A 1458 mg/L I %2
PR, LU AR AH M & R T 200% s

GER /Y IR s 2% NS R NN T N |
AR S5 AN B 20 0 25 1) N R PR B 45 e, B0 pHL
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+IF | EXPression ——co-—p Quercetin
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FLS I
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B2 AN R TSRS N CBAE B CaagT
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TE “CEFE” o, GBI R R 28 PR ET LA S S S BUORS HE B H AR R
Fig.2 Strategies for increasing plant cell yield from “Black box” to “White box”™”

(In the “Black box”, the mechanism of the inducer to increase the yield of the target product has not been fully defined;

in the “White box”, the yield of target products can be increased precisely with different gene circuits)

BRI . R PR BESE, R IX S 4kl ik
AR AT 1 SR 2, B2 v AR % 12 I gk 2>
RIRCRL, M HE T B bR =i & s . a1
A RIHFL Frdr, R g AL MG 5 K R 12
T J# & (taxadiene synthase, TS). 842 /& Sa-
¥ 1L (taxane So-hydroxylase, TSH) Alid i fiff
(cytochrome P450 reductase, CPR) & iz 3| 444,
Fa0r I BAR A B ST, AT DRSS I i
B 56 pg/g i, So-FREEAN IRRIrT RIS
1.3 pg/g s . JR NS " (protopanaxadiol) ffIHT
RIS —1%- [ (dammarenediol- [1 ) = Bl £ 7L
A G (lipid droplet, LD) . ZEEERE, F)
M8 LD B PLN1 SR EE NG FEH, #EEM T
W5 ) 5N S I A B PDDS  (protopanaxadiol
synthase) 5| #| LD 1, PPD & 2 F I &
3949, 4,

i 73 SO AR5 B AR R S AR
R AU E I A — Fh RS . W RERR -4-
ALl C4H (cinnamate-4-hydroxylase) &2 5%
AR A R SO — AN . AR 0 R R G
M, J@id CRISPRi T il C4H, ik A 4y 3 2%
TR SR A A SCHE Rl (Al Ned CL FI NeCHS) 1 3RI5
BEAUREE, AWM eqls ar-mmr g,
ELFETRASTER « fh B AR AR VY W N T

CRISPR/Cas 7 4t [ A 1 T e 7 1 47 #1835 K] 0 ) 1
AR VR 45 77 T8 ) 2 S it 1 6 B 228 241
242 )R EHFREFE GHRAAKME

TERE H, e DR 2 AR 5 5RO I % sl 4%
Jott, BAE 5SS RS AR 2 A
TERWCR) S 5 5 pe gl i 5 45 8 & B BURR
DNA JF 1| 25 G i3k 1 428 1) 8 2% AR i 12 FAH O B
Pk . EEIX —Rete, v H TR B s =
R . FIH MelA 5 3 W0& % % B -1 PgbHLH2S,
Al PAIA] i 32 PgHMGR2 1 PgDXS2 (3215, $21
T k5t (Platycodon grandifloras L.) & 11 &
=Y FREHL, TR BRI R AE (Vacedium
myrtillus L.) H MYB KA 2 /> ik K 72 18 2 A [
AL A WL [ 2 5 7 6 8 5 Ak A 4 ) A
Ao Hd, VmMYBPAL 1] VLR RHEBEAE Y
& & & YmLDOX. VmLAR2 1 VmANR I
xKiE V7,

FTHZR PR FEREERE D, HFE
WP AN SR TR RE S I 2 B 2 AN F 1)
Fak ik, B3 R PR S PCC H H bR
Be. EAZSEBHARAMMY, TREEFH T
pgNACO72 Ref% L N2 2 LW & BOS 12 (1 9%
BEGEFRE, REASBEHENRR ™, HYHE
ST I T Re PP AU AR R 57, 1K B R A A [
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Sk T RE 8 AE A [RIAEL ) H R 9] I &5 & AHALL ) DNA
FE 5, AT XA S A2 AT 4% . fERL R Y B
MM P 5l N&ME (Antirrhinum majus L.) 115535
[A ¥ AmRos1 1l AmDel f& % SE AL T 25 19 KA AR
;e AN, GBI R AR SR AT N Tk
g, RO 2 E AR . B, fb
B ¥ FROE R 1 VP16 W] LUK A7 ) SmBYB36 1Y
UM IE R 1, RS 72 ER
MR b P S WAy R 5 &, AR B & llis
BT RN 6 f5H S5 £
243 B E AR RS- E K S S

UEHET, RHE R YA R B bR 5 B R
TF OS85 B AR B R g Ak 5 A A 4 ) S5
BB HEN b MY E Y 5 AR B 8] B
T TE AT DAAE B[] 012 (] 1 A K b 5 £ o5 A8 420 48
ERCEHPR Y SRR, A e &
AR RIS SEIRAR B 1 Bh 25 P4l 5 E A

) A 18 % 8] i 38 ) FH R A 40 B 5 2
A0 R A B B K ) S5 AE T R W R OR %
BB ERIE, 1K — SR 7E T AR 0 e A 1 B 2 B
FRArUE B T HAE PR AR G O A8 0 B A4 AR K ) B2 i
DL K F vy H AR ==& B J1. 58 Ht 5t ]
BAR K g AT R R A BE R & N (quorum
sensing, QS) ZAFAA ke i A [F] 40 B %5 5, Ho
PQSI18 REfi% s I KL R 75 f & & M AE K i F B KB
FRIG A R, PP EiA 5232 mg/L, HLJEUAI QS &
GEHIM T 72%. X E ZE I BA Y R Al IE A
QS F G5y 4% i iR 07 R & OIS 1% B 8 Al 42 R o
G g, LW T EERA EMIE LR T
GYEL . FEMPHE RS FEA B H B 1 I Lux R 483 sh g i
FRIA e EFRF BRI B 21, PrgX R4t
JA B MazF [ 321%, 454 i) mRNA RS2, (540

PR AR T AR ER . FIX RN 5] A
YA R TR R g, KA B TR 55 R
rEL, JRADASDERWFE, LB A
—pth, kAT DL R (R B AR A A P A AN TR
X =, 20 ERIAREEEN s LS5hE, ®©
Gy RIEFEY) AR L 5

2.5 WFEMARSMSIEYRIEED
AR HE Y0 & iAW 2 RE s SRS 1 & I RE 7

(BRI, LA A A B AR DL G R AR TE 7 A I i
MIOE =M. BN, fESHE b A g M
YR AR 7S AN 0B I SR VR ) B AR H & s AR
B RBOSFEE, B 7E 40 M A S BT A B AR AR
EIMEE AR, P EIAF] 2.5 nmol/g FW MY,

PE NG00 &, S 40 B %
AR BE AR R, BT R EEMRAR
FEVNI R AR o I 5N o A Al R A
VoGES, fEMHE S IF MM & T 16 pg/g DW 1
I 1O T O R A R O R A R Y A
A3 K PgDDS F1 CYP716447, & MRHIR NS —
P 75 R% 6 () 7= & AT ik 166.9 pg/g DW, fE5 L
TR B A 5 R Rk — 2P 4R v 31 980.9
ng/g DW M,

MY E R ERAEAE S SEE Y X
HAT RN E R B TR . BIAE
IR G s AR 1) kAl BT DLk — 25 0 e 4 4
Ji PR DG R DR R AT R, AT B v B AR R A
B, KIRERM (Forsythia koreana L.) 41 Toik
AR, HREEREZRERAAERIESR,
SN TS 2 V=l S o VNl S NP
(pinoresinol-lariciresinol reductase, PLR) J% ¥ Jit
el (UGTT1A18) Fifst. Bk, fEFpEKIA
2R FE G R AL R CYP8101 ) Bl B 5] N BT PLR
MPLUGT71418 FJRNA T (RNAD J#5l, H2%
SEIL T AR B A T LA B 1 o AR R A T

UL AW, EEYERAEFRB T, #
Yo am i AN A AT BLSE & B B v B e S i e
I T A B 20 A B A e R R . X
BERF RG] (R4 MR ERIIG PR PR
B it 22 A SRR AL T BT R R e R T
F, UESE T MG AR S B R A A0 R R A
FEAEHEBN A« 15 24 Ak T8 48 mT RF 42 K e
OISR

3 EELERE

REL P 240 6 KRR ASE 5% 5% 5 v B DA 77 4 G R
i R REEE . ENERIRE, Y
B AT & “ okt BRI AT BR AR A R E A,
AP E IR EM S, SHEAR, MY
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R4 DL A RREAR Y R B
Table 4 Cases of secondary metabolites synthesized by plant cells

Y Fh I SR 4l A R LS 1 R i;\
1L % Vitis amurensis it R IE VaCPK29 p=SERA ) E4ES FZE T 1.39 mg/L 55 7% [106]
Rupr.
A Citrus it %Kik CsMADS6 BHELRAE KSR HKiIHEE N %23 ng/g DW [102]
reticulata L. PSY.PDSH1CCDI
JIPAE ) Veratrum R IE VnOSC1 A H L g A= IR 6.14 mg/g DW [91]
californicum var.
ANER 2 Taxus baccata L. I RIE NINV p=seRAii)i ) S LA 94 ng/g FW [107]
LG4 Taxus baccata L. it %% BAPT.DBTNBT psualiio) S AZEE 310 mg/L B IR [90]
FEAIR B Capsicum it ik VpVAN psualiio) FEBEY  FHZE(573.39£120.70) pg/g  [108]
frutescens L. AR
JH L Nicotiana ot IR T BY-2 2754l H B 2 165 % 30 mg/g DW [98]
tabacum L. AmRos1 Fl AmDel
ipa Beta vulgaris L. it RIE VpVAN EARAR FEBACEY) 7722 2(0.0430 £0.003) mg/g DW  [109]
JH L Nicotiana it %35 HCHL iR EAiTES 6T %(75.46.1) umol/g FW  [110]
tabacum L.
i Phyllostachys it ik PpHCH paeal]i) [{ES A-FRFEFEHEE LT LR [111]
nigra L.
S0 B Nicotiana it £k CgCYP76ADI BY-2 2740 Ik WS (13.67+4.13) pmol/L;  [112]
tabacum L. CgDODACqCDOPASGT Tl 52+ (26.60+1.53) pmol/L
1 CqAmaSy
JH L Nicotiana it %Kik CqCYP764DI1-1 A1 BY-2 25 4ilH e FHSET7(19.5348.60) pmol/L  [112]
tabacum L. CqDODA-1
S Nicotiana 1 3RIE VoGES BT BN RS L 16 pg/g DW [103]
tabacum L.
S Nicotiana 143k PgDDS BT = PKF RE-1 573 ug/g DW  [113]
tabacum L.
S0 B Nicotiana itk PgDDS il psRealii) =R JRNZ %9809 ng/g DW  [104]
tabacum L. CYP716A447
S 2 Nicotiana CRISPRi 1| NtC4H Esyezailinl EHFEE SEJRTR 1799.69 ng/mL 5373 [95]
tabacum L. TRIAEA 384.19 ng/mL 15753 ;
Tl 2 2 597.53 ng/mL 557
K FE Oryza sativa L. TR R A F TR W& ML AL KA bR JNAFMLZE7.13 pg/g DWW [114]
PHYTOENE SYNTHASE 1 J& 5 F
JK R Silybum it FIESTS paeal]i) E4ES 38 i 50 ng/g FW [115]
marianum L.
5 Forsythia it ik CYP8IQI; PSRl pNGE S R (10.83£0.35) ug/g DW  [105]
koreana L. RNAi il UGT71418 A1 PLR

SRS 7= i R R IR . ATRFERR RS, fETT 97 1
SRR, X R O R A R K
EALOE & S E: P

SR, HEL AP0 240 i KA B 97 ok e v 4 L AP R
MHE B BT E . AT, R RRE
6 B B R AE A — D 1 A HfERE . A
0 7 BE R 2R th T IR R T B R 2

DR A% . 3% W35t 4% B0 R4l AR o 4k BT 3 850 Y
91 L 75 30 3R A5 0 AR 0B 7 A0 (300 mg/L K5 FR
WO TEELLEE TR 12957768 F % 50%, fE24EH13
FJE, PR N E B YIAG 40 R 1 18% F
5% M RIS, KA TR T
MM HILER, FEERF2MAEHITHE
(ISR FEBE B 2,



%£6%  www.synbioj.com 1119

FIHHEY G R AR RE S, ittt
P Mp T iR ik, Bae. M7 R X
SRR ERAES, A EET R E AT A A > HoE
YA i & A X —BIR, 784 KA R
RS 5 5 7 m I E R AR Wi ig AR H . A
Tt R YA RAE R SOE TR R, ik
TG R0 2 A . SRR et A&
Ko B2 ARUHRRE . 77 e B e 1t DL S e A
SRR, EXEZRMK VMRS, M
1% H B AR E AT RE )R AR

Ay AR T DL B R D kS B HL S AR AR
7%, FERHARERBHEER (genome-scale metabolic
model, GEMD #iH Tk =M iahiER-EH- Kk
[ (gene-protein-reaction, GPR) 2 [8] [1] % 2% K
% . GEM W] LAt AT il & 1 7 73 #r (flux balance
analysis, FBA), T HREHRMMIIES, W2
T 04 f 3= A F0 fs 5 AC i i . Dina
Petranovic 25 "' FI| H Yeast8 DL % ecYeast8 P F
A5 R 6T TR VPG P B r I AT 3% 3 7 A 2k R AT T
T A 1T AN AHOC R R R, A R &
e 77565 (535 mg/L) . [AFEHL, 440
GEM [P %2 7. R 48 7~ AR B A28 0 390 A 4 5 48 i s
RETHAOM TR, HilC&® LW EY GEM
HINE T (4. thaliana) ) AraGEM "' 35 fifi £
(Nothapodytes nimmoniana L.) ] NothaGEM
iSM1809 "\ JK G (O. sativa) [¥] 1082164 ",
£ K (Zea mays L) [ iZMA6517 ™Y Vi 21 fili
(Solanum lycopersicum L.) ] iHY3410 "' A1 75 Bf
F ¥ K ¥E (Quercus suber L.) ] iEC7871 M) 25,
SRIM, GEM 0L 0 AE 7 1 B 4 52 e HoAE & B AEY)
s e FIER . A T R R A
Bl SR Y AR AL A X A ME
UL R S AR U P A A et B, RR S 4R AR
B 565 A ) A PR PR P, AT gk — 2 42 v L T
Wi, ONFEPA R TR S0 & B A e AR & 15
I pT P2 A B AT FE (R 2% .

BTk E, R R TR B R A 77 )
Wt d sy Y. . EAARATUN R
BIEFEM, XIFALS NV, Mk, ERET
TEA LA 2 il K R IR — B 3N FE ) 4 v 57
FARME DT R KR4 SCHR A 4 08 A 4 41

SEKHE RS E R HIERESI IR, H
B R R IR A K FRNE 1. DA
H 2% (Brassavola cordata L) LR NH, Z4H
MR B 5 77 26 N T VA K IR A6
AL, X —tamaE e A A
HER N HNME . BFFREY, EKWEEIFRESE
5, AN AR A AT S H AR Y & AT I
TRFFAAR 12 AR 1 ik H I E L A A 4 4
B, LG S A 2H 2R e A R SR A R
KB AR (Maytenus ilicifolia L.) 2 Jii A 7= i FH 3 =
i R &Y . NS (Panax ginseng L.) 4l il
FENS B ks g R R AR E A L R
EAEUESE T YA T B A& AE N R R A 7= Ik
A AU = B BT T

KK, EHEMEREN 5N TEREZ ¥
BRI SCR, FE 420 B 55 A 5% 7 1 R 06 g 20 > i (1)
KR, T HE B HE A 4 RO ARE B SRR 1 7l
R RIE FRr G . fEgtdlis. gipill. K
AR TR T R R R R o 5 U5 PR 47 45 0 TR
WE KW, NANEE SR REgE k5t
WAL B EE

& £ X W
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