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Abstract: SWEET (sugars will eventually be exported transporters) proteins are a novel class of sugar
transporter proteins that mediate the bidirectional transmembrane transport of sugars in cells and play
important functions in plant growth and development, including phloem loading, phytohormone
transport, flower, fruit and seed development, interactions between plants and pathogen, and
symbiosis between plants and microorganisms. SWEET proteins are important participant in the
process of plant-pathogen interactions. We summarize the response mechanisms of SWEET proteins
in biotic stresses, as well as the metabolic characteristics, regulatory pathways and specific defense
responses of SWEET genes when plants are infected with different pathogens (bacteria, fungi,
nematodes and virus). We also discuss the use of gene editing tools to edit SWEET genes to enhance
plant resistance to pathogens and their application in agriculture. The aim is to provide a reference for
in-depth research on the mechanism of SWEET proteins involvement in plant-pathogen interactions

and the use of SWEET genes for disease resistance breeding.
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TE BRSPS o R R A 30 o A A i O U DT S B AR R ) E AR R, TR R A AR Y 5
JE Y EAE SRR, A EAEY L T B A A 1 BUZ R WD R G TR T Rk B R Y R
500 A TR 5% 43 AR X e & S 9% (pathogen-associated molecular pattern-triggered immunity, PTI)
FR N PR i & 9% (Ceffector-triggered immunity, ETD™ . —J5 10, A8 Y04 58 40 i 25 B 23R 91 52 44
(pattern-recognition receptors, PRRs) Bl & 57 1 95 it A 5C 43 F 4% X (pathogen-associated molecular
pattern, PAMP) FF¥IE PTT, AT SRS X5 S50 1 3% i Bl o 1k s o3 — Jr T, 3 D ) 0 0 3800 PR 1
B 200 0 308 3k sl A i) PTT, DTS SO 400 1 2 . [ s A 3 e i PN 9 B 8 A AR (R R D SR i
Yoy WA BRI 7 JFBEOE ETT, DT SRAS X0 B2 (0 fi k. X AR 50 5 BAE R <27 I8 3k [
B (zig-zag modeD KIAFAAE T HAA T ™. B, #5506 54 BAE B A 32 48 AR — B2
HEL D B0 25 DL K% A 92 2 BIF 8 S50 1) R A ) A

AT . ELTE | R Ak A T B R S BU Y AR 2 BRI N Tz R TP E R AR R
PR RGBT, G RO A PR EUORE ORI e A, b, o RO S 0 R A T A S B
XA FE AR 0 42 S OF AR T AR IBUE 3, 3SR T R g e [R) R AL B 45 RS AR P O A R
E RS, G W LR e i1 5 s . tEAETERE AR N, X SRl 2802 & ALY 50 I 9 i)
EEGUE [ B AT VE SR A5 54 5 5 A R B A DG B D (Y AR L R A e A W D R R AR T
YR N BB 2 B, X SRS 32 B 20 b BB 5 32 (monosaccharide transporters, MSTs) £
H . B B #% 32 (sucrose transporters, SUTs) % H fl SWEET (sugars will eventually be exported
transporters) & [ 3 280, Hdr, SWEET &F 2010 FE A MM — BB E ARG, K ZHEAET
JEAZ A HE) . SN Eh. SWEET B RITE 2 FARY) 0 A K & & rh & H AR AT, 76 40 i 9% o
P UKEN R . SWEET 25 [ AT 8 4500l 255 1 vik B2 B0 B2 A6 20 Jfg 4 A0 3 AT X0 n) e 3, DA T 552 % (9 5 35
AN . SWEET J Rt 2 4 Sy Jgoig ik PR (S5 BRD $0s IR B 45, DR e R Y e v R FEAE T . ik S gh
KUY SWEET 25 H 5 6 78 48 W -9 J5 ) B AR LA S A b & A S 5 ) B HLAA B R ).

BT ACLER TR SWEET & H 78 Y- 5 BAE T A DI RET 58 S Hoi T, v 49 SWEET
HAREEAZHIIGE, JF 8% SWEET 2 H7ER )-8 52 BAE i AT 5k Ji& . et BR Al E s 18 i fef
A miRNA i % . TALENs fl CRISPR/ Cas9 % 5 M 4 5 5 R 41Xt SWEET 3 5 34750500 & F
SRR EAZ AN SWEET 2 F D BB #E AT P B M2 (i 2%

1 SWEET EEEAREFEFIHEE

1.1 SWEET EH M EHFEM S

Wi iz B A 3 ELMAEIR ., HE MFS # & % (major facilitator superfamily) . 4448 P % %
Wiz B M SWEETs (Y. Hh, MYz E A MSTs fl SUTs ¥JJE F MFS M & i, XL E
FE N SR Cushl TR ), 638 12 D o 12 5E B85 15 45 #4 3 (a-helical transmembrane domains,
TMs), H ] — > KB M5 ER 23 B 3 P03 6 4> TMs 2558, SWEET & H B9 N 3581 C 354 347
TR AMU A I A5 7 A o-SRE B BRSSO IR, XSS R 3 A S B 2 K 3+ 1+ 3 AL Y gl A A
JFLL TM1-TM3-TM2 B9 24 i = BE o (triple-helix bundles, THB), X5 MSTs fl SUTs 454 A~
], SXFP s AE) [ 22 5T RE & SWEET 25 [ RE #E 47 M P9 S0 X1 3 iy i) o 2 SRR 10 e dh s TR A% AR
SWEET [R5 [ ¥ 544 N SemiSWEET, i1 3-TM 40, B & —4 THB. %] F1 8 A KRS e 1
—FREIR ) SWEET % RN extraSWEET, H /> 50— 1) 25 IR e & 42, & 4~5 N EE W 3TMs
gEF . BB superSWEET 615 5~8 A E & 1) 3TMs 45401,

ARG AT R, SWEET B A7 B AW P M RESE, B2 EAE 27%~80% iy [ UE 4. H
P SWEET EATERG LK E LA 4 A3, Horp 1260 11 8 2w v TR I, O T 4545
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WEFIRME D2 s 28 R E AT PSR, N SRR, VR REE s 120, 7ot
HOBE 0 6% 17, LA RS 97 (Arabidopsis thaliana ) N, SWEET1/8/9/11/12/15 F B A7 4¢ T i i,
SWEET2/16/17 FBAFAE T WU, i SWEET9/15 T B AFAE T i /R FER a1z,
1.2 SWEET EEEHEYEERAINEE

SWEET 3£ TE#2E B 15 (Medicago truncatula)) PR E IR KB, v - MIN3, SWEET R K~
PAETIEZAY . Y. s MR, Horp R A ) (GCH R SRR (Mycoplasma arthritidis)
MR SR BREE (Prochlorococcus marinus)) . s1¥) N (Mus musculus) . ZRAEFI (Papio anubis)) A
J(Homo sapiens) PHHAG—4 SWEET 3K, Huj, SWEET % & 51 769 b (0 5T 58 A
AP M FE I A 17 A~ SWEET JRH", WEREEY . KB (Oryza sativa)" | E K (Zea
mays)m . RE (Glycine max)™ . B (Sorghum bicolor)™ | /INF (Triticum aestivum )™ 1 544 2
(Solanum tuberosum)"* /351 F 21,24,52,23,59/108,35 4~ SWEET XK. SWEET & A 1F X i %%
EEAEMY) R R E LR, WA AR, . R WEE, A
EAINNE IRy R SER R

FENL T ) SWEET 85 F AT K OB D) e 308 v BE 4 e 3 3 9 8 1) T8 =X i 380 0 480/ A L &R
PRI, e £ 8503 M W2 ARG, IkSh, SWEET # iz 8 H ik 2 50525 B R 3 1 3%
PR LU it AR

DI A B IF b SWEET & (R 3Rr AE BL I B ). R IF AcSWEET1/5/7/8/13/14 A
AR KB B Rik, Hoh AcSWEETS & AE /N B 40 i A1 90 B2 b s 325k 252w 01
JPi A, i AcSSWEET13 St FEAE 2y 363k, s fe)y K & R M E ", AtSWEET11/12/15
BEIRAEFD B b i 3R  atsweet11/12/15 = RS RRRIMRAN T MG & BB %, €M FIIE BT & S REAT, A
PR T4 . KB SWEET 1S5 T RN BRIG5> s SWEET15 &2 5 & bk
SE L ERIE ST i R b, REREREIE T ACSSWEET15 B, I Hit %k AiISWEETI15 By
BRI 2 Y T 2 A ek, BUs T A AcSWEET11/12 #l AeSUC2 DL K M & v
AtSWEET11/12/13/14/10 M ASUC2 SEH ¥ B ik, B T REME T J 1) A R 1938 . 5 B0HE Bk
AR 6 FE 3 It B4R I SWEET 28 (1 A9 28 B ) 8 35 £ 15 51 75 43 1F 55 FUE 9.

2 SWEET EBHEEY-REMEIEFRIIIEE

T gt SWEET H A% JE DX It 49y 38 A1 S S8 2 DR R34 T i R 2800 I e 1= A9 &
L e 8 e DA 2 2 v AR BB U LA 2 A B AR R B R, TR R AN A T E AR AR b, e e i A
WA B YR N SWEETSs 12235 7K DL 52 i 2 YL 58000 AR it . AT S B B B3R IBUE %, IR BF 25 5% i)
A FAEY A BN (E 1), A RS T SWEET & A ER Y% Y EAER &R DhEE, T £ %
BB SWEET S SAEY W 4008 . FLTA . 2k B DL RO 35 5590 I 40 0 R BLAR FEE
2.1 SWEET ZEBZ5#Y- T‘F?”Him’ﬁ

FE W9 R AN B 4= 9 27 35 AT i [ 2804098 R 48 (type |l secretion system, T3SS) W & 5% 18016 &
F-(transcription activator-like effectors, TALEs)IEA S 40, TALEs i C g — /\T%zEfifnﬁ
I (nuclear localization signal domain, NLS) 1 7% # (activation domain, AD), %544 .0 FB 47 40 5
1.5~33. 5 NMRIKER T, MUNEEFINEEL 34 DR, Hh 12 M5 13 i EE a4
WKL (repeat variant diresidue, RVD)R] 5 £ F SWEET £ [K & 3 T H % i I F 25 4 Jo 1 Celfector-
binding element, EBE)45 4, 5 SWEET 3R F ik, M2 M i R 2 gt ae &= (| D).

FUAG. A A S TAL SO0 N 9B R o J& T2 3T SWEET S0 (G- D).
RSP, T &R 5 T B0% A DC3000 B #k (Pseudomonas syringae pv. tomato DC3000)
SRR TAL RO K ¥ ol 3 j T AcSSWEET2/4/5/7/8/10/12/15 H P mRNA [ R A27 . 75K
Bh MeSWEET10a 3 [H 7] g #h #5 Eﬁlfﬁliﬂﬁ K 2% UK A M (Xanthomonas axonopodis pv.
manihotis) BN K F TAL20xmes FF 5 P15 5 100 4 5 Fops 4. M, B iEREA
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GhSWEET10d 1] # #f 17 2% 54 M 1 58 2% 20K 28 #f ( Xanthomonas citri subsp. malvacearum) 5 v K F
Avrb6 FESFPERIE SO, FEBBU L EF I S 0 A M T BARUBE A BOWR AE B (Xanthomonas cam pestris pv.
vesicatoria) ) TAL RN A F AvrBs3 $EE S 7B UPA 16 JEHF KDY fEKRE T, B 50 1 /K
R ZE M (Xanthomonas oryzae pv. oryzae) W] 43 W] OsSWEET11 ) TAL % B F PthXol, %
ROV TRl B 4% S OsSWEET11 3 M5 8 F L9 EBE #: 5 PE45 & B OsSWEET11 M55,
1 A2 HEAR A 2 BUAMA. Ak, OsSWEET1L 8722 (K% (1 iAo oA Hrk . (H#57H 2al3 S5 A7 5L Y K
R AP T g oAb T 89280057 A7 (AvrXa7, PthXo2 fil PthXo3) i %,

® °
>< A BRI ~_ [} HE B *.
T3SS T3SS
o SWEET BT e Lt
TAL X L , i hd
O A ¥ B S P o »u e,
KOUIAT L E AN
| / < AT
P
Pt TF
/” y
EBE S'WEET JulJJ?qu’/‘I Jﬁzjj?SW}v}[ F’Q’]? S'WEET R
\M\ //M/ BN i
20 Jfd 1%

fFfli RNA

H AN

1 SWEETs 2 5REYME T EUHEE
Fig.1 SWEET:s participate in interaction between pathogens and host plants

£1 SWEETERSE5FITMHEEMAEREEE

Table 1 SWEET genes participate in interactions between hosts and pathogenic bacteria

G SWEET %X 95 TR 20 B TALE & H %’%%
BN
WIE T ASWEET2/4/5/7/8/10/12/15 T (B B M AT 11 7 A B0 245 H A [27-28]
A MeSWEET10a i PR R TAL20 umsss [29]
K2 55 35 B AR
iipia GhSWEET10¢/10d HH A7 T L T S 2 O A Avrb6 [30]
D12 G18981, Al2 G17471
B UPA16 5 9 S T PRI B AvrBs3 [31]
PR BE 57 B0 AE il
KFE  OsSWEETI11/116/12/13/14/15 B PR TR K RS S50 AR ArtTAL12/ArtTAL15/Pth, [26]

Xol/PthXo02/PthXo02. 1/Pth,
Xo2. 2/PthXo03/AvrXa7/Tal, C/TalF

2.2 SWEET EBS5HY-FEEEEE

L) 975 50 L T A R e 27 2 I AT AR P A S SWEET JEIR 3k, ol i i i i s I8 1
(6] 4215 5 SWEET 3EPH k5, il J845 SWEET S& AR S8 S . AT AT 1) T S0 BBOBE 26 LA L 2R
KEH(E D.

Hui, S 5W IR E B BE/ER SWEET MR B £ (£ 2). A A B (Golovinomyces
cichoracearum) MY TV B E . @SR ESIE AR EREY R, FHEANRICT EHEY AR T IR
Y2 25 200 i OBl 26 oA LA K R S T R B ArSWEET12 3 K 75 32 (83 1 1= Y i 91 58 210 &
ik, X5 W0 I R — B KRG AE 32 57 A 22 %% T (Rhizoctonia solani) 12 Y i, /o
OsSWEET11 FE[A 3k i 3534 0, 3 o 5% 02 28 0K R0 A1 HE 22 40 i o s (8] v o 9K ) 36 2o 240 i 2 5 1k
R4 TR 0 — 25 K A R 7 A L S ], OsSWEET11 28 45 {7k 38 B X <7 22 8% 1 A sk, i i 35 3K
OsSWEET11 gl#ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁfﬁ[ BOMAN . ST 22 R R A T B S KRG OsSWEET2a/2b/13/14
FE A, 20 5 T ik WRKYS53 B0 T 3 R N iR (BR) {5 5 3 #% L5 % OsSWEET2a Rk,
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OsSWEET2a J&2E 1K X BUAG 5 A UK 38 OsSWEET2a iy o] 8 5 7K &8 % 8 WG (Sheath blight
disease ShB) [ FL YB3 /N2 M 8 W (Puccinia graminis {. sp. tritici; Pgt) {2 4% /N % B,
TaSWEET2b/5a/14a/14g/ 14 e R Ye it B s § 3R 157 FORBB R (Ustilago maydis) 124
EARLNE A F G . ZmSWEET4a/4b/11a 32 F A5 . KB 2 (Botrytis cinerea ) 2 4t 1] ¥
SARF YA SWEET FiZ5k, BIan#lR 5F AcSSWEET4/15/17 3£ | #i% VoSWEET4 5 [ fl &
At SISWEET15 J&[R #5597

%2 SWEETEESS5ZTMBEEEEEE

Table 2 SWEET genes participate in interactions between hosts and pathogenic fungi

i E SWEET %A 95 J B 1A %% ik
W IF AtSWEET4/15/17 TR % A [28]
AtSWEET?2 W M I [5]
AtSWEET11/12 T 4 W R A [38]
AtSWEET11/12/15 R G E B TE [28]
& MaSWEET4c¢/4d/14h SRR T A [39]
B3 CsSWEETS3 T 2% 5% I TR [40]
Tk ZmSWEET4a/4b/11a TR A [35]
v GhSWEET42 PNk YA [41]
%y VoSWEET4/7 R % 7 [36]
H o IbSWEET10 42 161 4k 71 TR [42]
KA OsSWEET2a/2b/11/13/14 S 22 K TR [32-33]
& i SISWEET15 TR A A [37]
INFE TaSWEET2b/5a/14a/14g/14i ARAR o [34]

2.3 SWEET EEHS5#Y-&LHREE

HREEL R (Meloidogyne) J&—Ff g JE L AL B RAE Y & A Ly, F2 2000 0 Bh 47 & EMEY 098 =2
fo FHARES. EMRLELR AR YA Y R b, Ll SESFMY RN SWEET JEH PRk 28k, JLH
TEARGE TR ek S B s, £ W] SWEET & & 5 MW MLk th iy 5 A/E S,

W R, fEMRES 4 HUR YL & i . MRk it AR A 10 A~ SISWEET J: A (SISWEET3/
5a/7a/7b/10a/11d/12a/12¢/12d/17) ¥ 8% i 3 % 5 b W R B2, 76 B MR 45 & L (Meloidogyne
incognita )R YR I T, SWEET JE PR 9 6 35 1% DL B 4= Y iof (a1 1 sh & A8 4. (R Y45 6 KRBT, fHk
AtSWEET?2/5/12 2 W #i5A S LiAER, Hih 14 > SWEET Z£R#A S TR ER; 5 18 Xt Mk
Ht AtSWEET1/3/4/6/9/10 & b % ik, [0 Ac<SWEETS/7/14/15/16/17 J& T ] % 5x0,
H, SefE 9@ 0% # W ELONGATED HYPOCOTYLS (HY5) 5% 3 5 7 AR 45 £k d1 (= 4 (1
7, OIS AE Y R AR 45 £k A AP T S SRS I AtCSWEET11a, AtSWEET126 M1 AtSWEET 15d %
RO LRSS AR - R EAE R R T EE Y RE. SWEET SN S 5% 3 M4 B AL R
H T3k 3.

*3 SWEETERESS5FIMEHREE

Table 3 SWEET genes participate in interactions between hosts and nematodes

HE SWEET % 2k 22 SRk
IR 7F AtSWEET1/2/3/4/5/6/7/9/10/11a/126/14/15d/16/17 MRkl [43-44]
T SISWEET3/5a/7a/76/10a/11d/12a/12¢/12d /17 B R A £ [45]

2.4 SWEET EES5#Y-REEE

H AT, AT MR 590 5 o T EAE B SWEET & A2 5 -5 % 5 AT T 058,
Hrp, DAY WRHER Y W38 (Potyvirus) BIFEH £ M7 # (turnip mosaic virus, TuMV)OP3 EEH S
I ¥ ASSWEET1, AtSWEET4 fil AtSSWEET15 & [ EAE . FWF, #IREIF M 17 A~ AtSWEET 3
Hh A 12 A~ 2l TuMV 2 33% S8,  TuMV 4if3 1 P3, HC-Pro. VPg il Nla-Pro & [ ¥ fE 5
AtSWEET1 EAEY ., MiS A% Y 538 00 5 — 07 i A K 5 169 2 (soybean mosaic virus, SMV) £
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BRKGIFERT 334 GmSWEET MM K& LKA, FNEST 194 GmSWEET %8 %4 F
Wik, BFIEEM . GmSWEET36 fil Gmeab3 #5 P3 % [/ 7E59 HAE. i 5 P3N-PIPO % |1 % £ ¥
HAEYY. MY SWEET JEHN S5 %5 3 Fw 5 BAESS R T3 4.

R4 SWEETEESE5HFTNREBEIE

Table 4 SWEET genes participate in interactions between hosts and virus

A E SWEET #:[# 95 B EEPUN
LR IF AtSWEET1/4/15 FETH AL MR TE (TuMV) [46-48]
KE GmSWEET36 KA 95 B (SMV) [49]

3 SWEET ZEBEZ5EYWHHAITNEE

HJFJE SWEET &I Rebt ot Lok, SWEET J DK 38 3 9% D\ i TEAE Y 5 9 B ) T AR vh 4R Dy I 5%
A (susceptible gene) K IIEE, HEIE S FFE W XU APUR R, EWREYR LMY SRS, iE
JRREHS P R ERMN A FESH EEY HE SWEET JEF Rk, IS T8 £ 10 4l 25 B 5 2] 4n j 1)
B, e R A Kk B AR LR AL

WiE SWEET JER I RERF 5 IR ATE S, & IAE BN B ) B 5 01 Ry AR IL 8 3R 4h . #4r SWEET
EHZWRIEYIE TGS 5 R IRt X8 SWEET & Hil i & 5 B 5 W85 iz U) se ks
R AMA PR & 5, NI BR G R i AR . eAh, SWEET £ (i nl i 4o o A8 48 9 04 P i 0 & &
S 7 AR A DG JE PR A 263 MR Y A L P EARYE AW SWEET 12 5 MY YUR &5
I REHEAT 4.
3.1 EARBREERIETYH SWEET &8

K FE T AFAE R it SWEET JE AR Ry 20 1k DX o I LT . Horh OsSWEET11/12 /13/14/15 4
PRI AE 7K A P A 6 R AR e B 2 55 0 DR B0 0 R, R O R DR 3R 58 Pl i T /K e B0 A8 F TAL 2800 A
F (I TalC , AvrXa7,PthXo3 Fl Tal5 %5)if 27282000 Ik #4510 (Botrytis cinerea) {12 Y B W% G
it SISWEET15 5K 335, 155212 G+ (9 J5T S A rb 2 4 0 FHREWE A9 5 5 b 28 T e, 0 A 0K ) 44 760 7
21 K R G Sy R e R AT T BB T A S R (Xanthomonas citri ssp. citri) Bk Xee306 38 1
A TAL %0 N T3 pthAd 8% pthAw, LI TAL 808 748 10 7 2% S M 19 CsSWEET1, %
I 5K R R B R OsSWEET11 fl OsSWEET14 B A [FJEPESY . 1F RN iy SWEET 3
K3 T3 5.

x5 EABKREREM SWEET £EH
Table 5 SWEET genes act as susceptible genes

A E SWEET #: [ I S5 £ 2% 30k
4% CsSWEET1 R A7 B i D A A7 S o [52]
4L GhSWEET10 S il S B I VA S 25 B0 AR [30]
PN MeSWEET10a by T LR TR K 235 7 B0 AR [29]
KA OsSWEET11/12/13/14/15 B TR K R B0 AR [27-28,50-51]
Fh SISWEET15 IR A [37]
A VoSWEET4 TR E [36]

i bk, KIS iaY) SWEET i 1 5 DR Be 90w 1R 175 3R 0k, JTAE Ay a5 TR 0 J 0 428 4 F
FL FEFRA LRI RIY) I By B
3.2 BAORIERFIAMER SWEET &8

JE BN B (Pythium irregulare) A 5| AE Y Fp 7. 25, AR 0 L2 f 4 8 @R, 78 L/ I
AtSWEET?2 (4 28 0 TR B it B8, LA iz 4 40 Wk A VI i D R, 7 2 310 )68 3506 B A= e
W, AISWEET?2 3£ 4% 3| WE MBS RIE, M AISWEET2 8728 AR AR 9 & T i A% . Bt A
FR T A R SRR G, A R D B B AROR 2R 4, b A R BR O AR AR X R R T R, i
AtSWEET2 7] i i2f B il AR 2 b Bl g A0 HE. DA 1T 39 56 80 R JF X 85 B 0 B P ML 7R K AR
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OsSWEET 14 5 [ 75 11 1K B 52 e 75 566030 5 0 Ay JEo0 1 0 T 6 0 R 5 A 22 A T 152 4 K
R 22 8076 S 05 . 1L 35 OsSSWEET14 35 s 0k 5 B T DOF 11 A bk 500 S0 U8 e 1
e 0 0 35 25 1 OsSWEET14 7738 e W 8 5% O 0 o B 4 B2k 0 41 S 0 K R S0 b s B o 5 3
(Ipomoea batatas) W IbBSWEET10 & [X g 5 i B 7 1) BEWE 5% 12 B 123838 IDSWEET10 WIAH AR 7E
%5 RABHE T 1 (Fusarium oxysporum ) (RYeJG o AT EFA T, 0 1 rfob 3 1 4052 B R e, 9 5
Wl M) P B TR 5 AR D BT X S B B 2 5 . RNAG ) IDSWEET10 B #k 28 X% 2R At 8 7
SERURE L e ST R R ) SWEET JERI 5 T3 6.
xo6 BOREFA AN SWEET B H
Table 6 SWEET genes which reduce availability of sugar for pathogens

FHE SWEET %: A 9 EEPUN
B 7F AtSWEET? JE R [5]
e IbSWEET10 TN DAN:| [42]
K Fe OsSWEET2a/11/14 S 22 K [26,53]
ZE LTk, 4> SWEET 8 [ o] DL ik FRAK BT S MA v b 25 & R i ovs B 4 0 A= . DA T 3 566 27 3 X6
I R W BT

3.3 FSEVMHEKREK SWEET ER

TERH (Vitis vinifera) 2 BB ERE AR YR, FER VoSWEET4 3:H &2 3 EKRRIE, MAES
MRAR ik R3K VoSWEETA B2 5 . HYXHE 0y iz e S g5, WBFES KT, BREPS 5K
B A R AR Y R R A 5 1, R HE TP B TR PR 0 B S AL S WS I, AT iR R AR X RS 2 T
MM AL ST, A H TR AR BRI B SE ARAA, sweet 11/ sweet12 XLGEAE PR IF R v iy OB R REWE &
i ETF, TR KR (salicylic acids SA) Fl 2-O-B-D-3 & B 1F (SAG) ZEM F R R, I 7k 4 R A
S 1 977 TR OG5 DR B S . DT B0OWL 5 AR AR A B X 2R I TR (Colletotrichum higginsianum ) ) H
JRPEREAR . BEH sweer11/sweet]2 RS 7A8MA 3i JiG A9 Bl AR B8 PT 38 5iR 400 1 I %0 I O AR (OB L 5 A )
Bij B S 137 1) SWEET 3[R 8 F 3% 7.

x7 FSEYMHEHKREEY SWEET EE
Table 7 SWEET genes which induce plant defense response

A E SWEET %: A 95 EE DU
IR I AtSWEET11/12 7RI B [38]
A VoSWEET4 BB [54]

i LRk, #r SWEET S H BB Y B R A Cn] B I 4 Wl A - [) A o m] 3 56 4
LZREE=giSEiE QYR AN

4 SWEET EEEEYIFEE MBI A

SWEET R R 125 5% EAEY - Z Y A BEAER . B H AT >80 SWEET 3k R A R
V) EAE ML AR 20 5850 BT, B I 28 BIL R T 4 F A 0 2 o ROKE A B T AR 0 B R OR I 1 42
i, HIEBIUR . m RO R SRR AR AR SRy

HAlr, &% SWEET 3£ B Him 8 7o % 2 A T. miRNA (artificial microRNA, amiRNA) $
AR OGN R T AR R TALENs(transcription activator-like (TAL) effector nucleases) % A&
1 CRISPR/Cas9 AR 3 Fi. | FH 3k P G 5 B2 AR X6F o ik AT 3 A e i 1 JB80 38 P 2 2 ik, £ %2
LB ok /0 2 2 R A X S W A B 0 0k Lt g B A LR A S B L TR TR I A A LA
b3 RO BT SWEET % H ¥ & F b iy 5241,

4.1 AL miRNA A

RNA i#5 2 R F DU IR (RNADTE 30 ZAFTH] B WA Y b g f . BIF 5T N B 2 2 s s AL
g F TS 58 06O RE MNEERZ B UTERTY . BEE X RNAL 5 IUERALH AR AT 5T, & 3] 8
b 7E A AR v 33k W PR W EE RNA(dsRNA) B T miRNA U8R 5 4 5% 25 b (g 5 P, 53 b B ok
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R 1E £15 S B UTER (host-induced gene silencing, HIGS)P™,

N miRNA W T AEY SWEET J K i, 7] 58 i 2 40 A5 ) N I8 miRNA Fi A& o i) miRNA/
miRNA " JF5, AN T A B miRNA 55507 9§56 B ECXT, M e 50 b 3 ) SWEET 8o ik P 4
K I SRR E I A P

FEKFE A AL miRNA AR S P K R it i 0 OsSWEET11 B33k, ok F J R AE
ORI AL TR BE-1 . 5- B R B AL I/ U ) L RUR 37, HEBR A T miRNA 78 HAb# 67 %k, M

M OsSWEET11 JEHIE# EHEIIRE . i85 MAE MR I IE 8 (TP IR 45 3 . FE DR UE 45 52 32 1 [A] B
P KR U AR BT R R AR, AR R miRNA A5 14 8o Bk O BR T 8 i pE
i A LN 5 i

JUEFIH AT miRNA X H BB AT s bR B R C 8%z . @3 i A B i % SWEET %
PR TN T miRNA FRAFTA i 7 BLAERE AR A FR B AT 30, U WA S STl iy B AR DL AR AT e TR BE T ¢
4.2 TALENs EE%HEH A

Bl SR T SO PR T RE R R I ( TALENS) 85 11T 2009 45 B YRR I8 . ok 8T W s T 400 14 245 24 i
BB (Xanthomonas)t . M TALEN BCEHE 12~28 PEE N T DNA 458 . — M EMES
(NLS) DA Ke—A HI T $8 35 D 2 s 0 19 1R Mk 45 A J8URT Fokl %2 . TALENS il if DNA JU50 45 S
W25 4 B R S PER) DNA 7 &, 76 Fokl %2 B (9 75 B N 56 BUE A U081, i 4 5 W R 2 10 8 2
(homology directed repair, HDR) 8% [A] I K ¥t i% £ (non-homologous end joining, NHEJ) i) DNA X
5 T SR8 DL 58 R R A A L IR s

HA. TALENs S:H 4B E AR SWEET Je R 1 i i A 3 5242 v A8 7K RS 9 U5 R T 3 0 1 o b 1)
TF %, T il =5 7 2R 1 B R AR S BUR S R (Xanthomonas cam pestris) B TAL B0 R T 0 55 56385006 /K
i SWEET % A, Wk # 8 OsSWEET11/12/13/14 % P25 5@ ot 6 J§ TALENs # R %}
OsSWEET14 3: 5 31 70 5 AvrXa7.PthXo3 fil Tals 454 1) EBE X B 47 5 S 5748, 578 I M bk
Xof P AR T SR AP, TN R R I TAL RN R F g B, R SE kB R B TAL &0n
F-(designed TALE, dTALE) $8 a3 3% B A9 K, DI 56 0k 2 75 B FE R, 40 dTALE 48 ] /K A5
OsSWEET12 W45 5%, OsSWEET12 Jy (1 M A g 59 J8 35 A2 AE K B (Manihot esculenta) 1,
A TAL20xwusss 2728 B H AN dTALE, Z5 R LW, MeSWEET10a 5& TAL20xumsss B 25 )
FE R,

JR4E TALENSs 3 PR 4 48 42 AR B8 0 #9032 6 0 B ik, (H 5 D= 3 o B IR RO B A7 7
2 S ATy B — AL AR
4.3 CRISPR/Cas9 £ EHEH A

CRISPR TE KBTI (Escherichia coli) 3R A Hp K IR T — R F) 45 1) &L 75 M4 73 2 (8]
(o TE] B, 22 J 71T 25 40 B RN oy 4 B v 2 B TR I R AR A Sk e i LA B TR 1Y) B S BIL
ARPRAE Sy e R Gt 8 1) T 349 B0, Horp N ) i2 L B R 9 4 4 R Gt 2 CRISPR/Cas).

FIHI Cas9 ¥ M BE 76 47 & DNA JP 4] LYl #EI0UE DNA BFetE . e g h A5l A—%5H
() 5L X 51 RN B4 RNA(sgRNA) , ¥ H S Cas9 BHAE SR —E S AT g 4n i, S28ix 3 i KA
Bery Ul R, DT 56 BREE PR e o . A AR e

HHT, CRISPR/Cas9 4 519 EBEs % [F 448 71z B Tk g . i@ i CRISPR/Cas9 K [F] B 2
[ @ ER 3 4~ SWEET 3 OsSWEET11/13/14 1) EBE X8k, M i 48 75 %F K £2 %5 % 20 Mo B i vk BL A T
T KRS, 3R g Dy 2T 7R B R K RS R A5 0 S B R B T R 1 ) B R R e 0o R R
Rt i A SC8 Hr, Xam11 B bR A % S5 300E 2800 I+ TALE20Xam11 8 3 45 & MeSWEET10a Ji 8+
(1) EBE ravezo XA 42 B B ] MeSWEET10a 33k, it CRISPR/Cas9 742 1Y EBEparese K (5878
2333 Xam11l R Y S5 MeSWEET10a 3Kk W EFEAL, 55 A RUAH L, 2850 5 DX 4 48 10 A R 5 s i IR il
B, MEIGHEEY . H A g AR RR AR IR E A P AR R IE R AR R E M RLRRAE, 85 R ik
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P A A AR TARIE . B XS SWEET J R SR I & X 4 8 £ R I 1 T 4 2 B s &
S %) T 8.

®8 SWEET ERRBNBTHREM
Table 8 Application of SWEET gene editing in disease resistance breeding

B R G 4 A SWEET 3 9 E 2 30k
AT miRNA OsSWEET11 KRG [61]
TALEN & [A 4 4 OsSWEET11/0s8N3/Xal3 K AE 1 BT AG 9% (PthXO1) [28]

TALEN  [H 4 45 OsSWEET14/0Os11N3 JKFE E A G (AvrXa7, PthX03) [61,66]
TALEN & [H % %5 OsSWEET12 JKAE B A9 (ArtTALSs) [50]
TALEN 2 [X 4 48 OsSWEET15 K AE A5 (ArtTALSs) [27]
TALEN [ % # MeSWEET10a A AN PR 2% (TAL20Xam668) [29]
CRISPR/Cas9 %k [H 4 4 OsSWEET14 JKFE A SR [67]
CRISPR/Cas9 % [l 4 # OsSWEET11,14 TR 1 A [64]
CRISPR/Cas9 % [ 4% OsSWEET11/0s8N3 KRG G [62]
CRISPR/Cas9 A 4% OsSWEET13/0s12N3/Xa25 JKAE A [51]
CRISPR/Cas9 % P 4 MeSWEET10a N R R e e [65]
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AR, X T SWEET & FUFEAE W) R A 90 AR JC R S R 9 B AR (B B T 8 Kot e, (1
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PR Yt pe . SWEET & (1 2s 2 5 U8 ¥ 0 0 19 b7 180 s 07 o 388 2o a2 43 G 355 o7 1 AR 52 BHL A5 i
YRR AR, [RlBS SWEET PR 3% 3kt o] ff A 9 0% D9 i M7 B AR R L sk Sl 28 ml 4 S 15 5 4 7 0
TURE SRR, TS B AE G R, B R AR . th T O SWEET & I FEAH -
995 S B A VR 4 T 4% DA R 2 A I A O AT AR T iR GE M T, TR I A G S5 1 YR A S4TSR
TR,
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