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T, MFE (2020). CoMCHEM M BRI AN, HA)-1) 55, 228-239.

REAERFHEYMEKREREEN TR —, #&
i VE W 1 %0 & R 203 (nitrogen use  efficiency,
NUE) & R FiofR £ 22 42, SBL “ B2 IR 15 20 f R 58 A
U7 BRI RINAE, 2016). HRFE M F s 45
P REIAR T T DL R AR A AR 25 5, Brown
(1978) 4 th C4 L CoE ) S = F F Az s ik« 20
1t 28 80-904EARAE &= N N TH il 6 FAEIE 7 — 1%
Vi IE# 7% (Sage and Pearcy, 1987; Oaks, 1994;
He et al., 1994; {i[;HitE%%, 1995). BR%EEFIH xR
AR B2 R4, NUEZE 7 ()55 E T 2 AR
fiE, BPEEEIR . FAEESTEA I N R FE T RE R B
PAROG W, R R ML AN . ] 37 A 45
(1995)IN A1, CaRNCHE P = HI R % 57t RE R &
Rz, KR, SR, B CaMC,E
VIR FE R R 2 LI ok L R Gehi . A
SCERIR Co M CHE N Z8 2 I 2802 1 22 S LA < s A
K CAEM R FE R AR B M REA, BIE NG R
FIFHEZ, W ARG SR geR K4 .

1 C;MIC, AR EREEXNZHER
C YR 23 5 [F] 4k Bl 11 25 18] B [ 2505 A2 Cy b Ca

Wodke H 391: 2019-06-24; #2252 H#: 2019-12-29

VIR E R R = 0 R R R (BIMA, B). CoHMITESS
) _E X5 Co M 1) S B ARFAE A2 471 Kranz 45 14 1 4
BRI NIAZE, 2014). C IEYIEE AT LAZEH 40
f, A5 AT 7E 4R RN ML AT NH, 1 R, A a2
P FVER (B (] 7 464, 1995); 1 CatE A &R IE i A
EH AT, SECENUER. R & A BT
FLE K (Zea mays) I PR 2H A A0 4 TR 40 B - Ak
() LEARFRIEZESR, SRERY, ECHWT AR
A (U S R A ) T I PR R4 57 R A i 2 T 2 2
k& JT i (Majeran and Wijk, 2009), 5% A < i
e F BAFAE T F PG I S A e, T e A R G
il 28 3 A AE T 4R 8 A A0 i 1) v 244 (Majeran
et al., 2005; Suzuki et al., 2007),

TE L fR 5 584 T, Coe it ik ] PR 3k /N T-Cy
T, WK B, VR Pk T ) R 2 e D
(Langdale, 2011; Nelson, 2011). C,H& 4 M- A4 i it
IR RAE I g S AN A BB IR B R, X 50k
E B EIR Rk . AR 1B AR & AR R R
KE A K IR LI A 20 i e (e gk i K2 ZU1
JiZ, AT N C 4R IR itk s FE o W AT 24K A
JEIR W] R M O TE& K ECOP9 (CONSTITU-
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Figure 1 A schematic graph of carbon and nitrogen assimilation in Cz and C4 plant leaves

(A) Carbon and nitrogen assimilation in leaves of Cj plants; (B) Carbon and nitrogen assimilation in leaves of Cy4 plants. AA:
Amino acid; 3PGA: 3-phosphoglyceric acid; GAP: 3-phosphoglyceraldehyde; GS: Glutamine synthetase; GOGAT: Glutamate
synthase; NiR: Nitrite reductase; NR: Nitrate reductase; PEP: Phosphoenolpyruvic acid; RUBP: Ribulose-1,5-disphosphate

TIVE PHOTOMORPHOGENESIS 9)f5 5 % k% ik
FEAC A5 5, AT A8 2% 58 6 T AEL A TV 25 S s PR 0 1) 28
M (Kilahoglu et al., 2014)

B NATTX BB EINIR IR BIRN, X C5
CHEYEEFERIR 7 SRR AN B 2 . Coa 12 1)
K Bl T 0 55 0 I s 1 X 7R B R 2 L I8 (phosphoenol-
pyruvate carboxylase, PEPC). il /i fi i XU filg
(pyruvate orthophosphate dikinase, PPDK). NAD
(P)-3 R FRF(NAD (P) malic enzyme, NAD(P)-ME).

NAD (P)-3 5 i ZlF(NAD(P)-malic dehydrogen-
ase, NAD (P)-MDH) X i & It B (carbonic anhy-
drase, CA)Z:. WFHERM, CHE¥H AT B [ N AR
TEAET-Cola¥+ (Aubry et al., 2011), I HC, &
[ K8 4 = R BE 8 £E Ca ity Fh 33k (Christin et al.,
2013; Brautigam et al., 2014). Cta1EH 435
FKRMICL IR R B, B 7% NADP 3 B2 i (NADP-
ME). i NAD3E 382 i (NAD-ME) A3 2 )7 iz =X A
i % 2 I & (phosphoenolpyruvate carboxylase, PE-
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PCK) (Furbank, 2011).

WEFE R BN, 76 %A Kranz 45 1) 11 K A= ka4 A2 i
#BHEY)(Binertia cyclopterafliSuaeda glauca)ffH-
WAL N 4T CoLEER, XM CoE I CaHMIC,
AR [R]— 40 M B A SR B, B E R — 4t A
FH 20 i 2 R 1) A 4 B SR AT RIOBEAD, Kranz 25 44 1) 7%
6505, K& ILPEPCaseflRubiscosy Al T i P 4 iy
FA) &4 i J5 RN T 4344 Hh (Voznesenskaya et al., 2002;
Bowes, 2010). S5C YA A, 7ECHE Y T & i
CO,H, —# & KA H MCO,, 57— k4 £PEPC-
ase HFT [E & 7 MW AE BRI CO,. il i, /N3
(Triticum aestivum)F17KF&(Oryza sativa) )t iFI 2
P2 I COL20 4 10% 4% P 7€ 558 A H (Busch et al.,
2013). ' Hje5(2014) A4 /N 22 it A (Ca) FH AN 25 1
(Setaria italica) (Cs)st iyt kl, HWEHAAEARAEE
I A R, DA i ot Gt S
fig(MDH.NADP-ME . PEPCHIPPDK)& M I 2 75, 45
R, fE/NEMBT R K G I s mr ks
M F|PEPCase. PPDK. NAD(P)-MEFINAD(P)-MDH
BETE, HHEMENS OLE B R hEHs—8; b
#IFINADP-MEFIPPDK & 1. % 7 IIMDH. PEPC
MPPDKIE A H 5 HAF O G HR L B2 IEMHC. 2R
M, Cogftlgig It EMYAF ST REEKNESR. fi
Wi, N Cas ARG PEARRT 85, MAEFCas%R
fi{PEPCase. NAD(P)-MEFINAD(P)-MDH {7 i ft ]
S v T, 22 AT R W IORE 1) C O B T [ E (B
FN4F, 2003). T B2 BHIS 40 i = AR 5 F e R A
B fEr R S R e S A E A, Bk
G CO, AL KB B 2R 1) 25 (8] 2 5, 5 NOZIL & [FI4b A
N 17 4 AF G Tl 28 DA % 20 56 1 N R 11 o5 J v AR G,
M 38 Ji%.C o 1 Cy M P R 3R R AN Bl 258 1) 43 A1 A1 D) e A
127 8] 22 7 (EI1A, B).

2 CMCHEMBRWBEFHLH

C WA 1E FINLI A2 A8 47 B B 24 55 3 1k
1M %(Sage et al., 2011). 5CtAMEAM L, CotH
VB FHREL T 52 2% 1 ik B &5 R R0 A A0 3&E AL (Chri-
stin and Osborne, 2014). 7 500FC,A84H)E T
62N AR [AHEL X % (Sage et al., 2011), BEIRC,HHY)
e E B R bR AR 1) 3%, 5 T kAR

25%f1 )64 1F F (Edwards et al., 2010). C,a%10% 4
RALE T HAALEEL, COAME AR, =ik =55
ME 26 N BARFIEIE (L et al., 1999) LA X =% &= F
FI %% (Brown, 1978; Sage and Pearcy, 1987; Oaks
1994; {E 4%, 1995). 44, 755 )& (Cyperus)tiiy)
EINUE I Ji7 (R 7E T 3 5 0% 1 Rubisco )t & [ (Sage
etal., 1999). C, ¥ Rubiscok K FiA#Catti K
i@ i, 5 #Rubiscof 1 & Calvin-BensonfJf ¥1 filf
TR (AEFEK3-PGAL JE AR A FERE) (Wes-
singer et al., 1989).

L CEYIAHLL, CEYE H BTG Rkl DR R 1) 2
A WA N A (Brautigam et al., 2011, 2014; Gowik
et al., 2011). Brautigamf1Gowik (2016)i\ K, FEH
FIh B PEARAN I Fr 8 A R i — L C i ) H
A SRR M AR, HEK 2 Rubiscoft )t & 1F
F AR E R H 5 1 i 77 1 R 4% 5 A H (Spreitzer
and Salvucci, 2002; Nowicka et al., 2018). F—, %
Fi B -1,5- — 5 R (RUBP) I 484k s 87 A il - R H vl
1% (3-PGA) Fil 2- 1 1% H ¥ IR (2-PG), 6 I’ I Ks 24~
2-PGA TR A1IA3-PGAF, RILEFE25%MF
HLER LLCOL M i 2k (Sage et al., 2012; Betti et
al., 2016; Hagemann and Bauwe, 2016). 73 ZC;
eIt/ 22)h, £:3-47> T RuBPH A7 1/ AL
73-PGARI2-PG (Hagemann and Bauwe, 2016),
M2-PG2 't A AR B 7, CotEY I Rubisco il
B E PEEUIK, Rubisco2 b Mg AR G 28 B A & iR
¥4 (Sage, 2001). JERPIEFHEKEMGEERMA, T
FUR B AN 53 73] LLCOL FINHS T Ui 2% (Peterhan-
sel et al.,, 2013). H =, f#i|ZJRubisco% i 11 b %
82, R B A 110087 2 ), T e v ge AR
it 1) JE) 5 451 % 4E 50-1007K -s ™' 2 [i] (Bar-Even et al.,
2011). N T ¥RfFRubiscoMK i 1, CatEMr= 4 KiE
Rubisco, i t& Y% E H i 50% (Erb and
Zarzycki, 2016). i =% & 23 i i [ Rubisco # 7b,
I H C4 M 4 ) Rubisco & & 7 W] ¥ 1 5 1 A &= 11
10%—-25% (Carmo-Silva et al., 2015). CiE 4%
Rubisco 1 & AN 2 3 B AR H & (e
HHBENENE) G Fi, $25Rubisco FH &k
#(RBUE) /2 Co i #3 5t 't & % 2 M F U3 1 = 22K
#1[A 2 (Hikosaka and Shigeno, 2009).

CoMIC M A = 2 2 7 — 7 HAE T 450 ik
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SETNRE, T — 7 R AE DR AE T B B B BT A 4

o 1ol S R 2 R ) T A QO AR EL A LA L,
Coi 2B Cai A2 [ € B 2 [1CO,, I ZUR M 7 SR b
SRAHREIE N, DAGERS B ST (T8 4R, 1995). Btk
R 5 CO [ 5E A IR 77 K R ALAINUE, 75 Wi (L
B, HBEIHEKAERKE . mSEEDEHE
e R FMERFET K, AARERMER
AR ELUCHC . AR P, A BE4ERF I 1A 3 I 5
A, RERERIEE A KA H

3  Ci;HMIC 4T IMNENOSEINE R 151

bR ERHEY A0, YRR R EG3 T — &
MR R RSO R T AR A =R
TR HCHE & AR A 7 A T B R A A 1 T (R KR,
2012). FHA BN B AEPBSOR H i 2% 3 22 4

®1 CoHCHEM IR R

Table 1 NOj assimilition in C; and C4 plants

FRIHAE: Co M1 Co VB A FIHIHLE] 231

BENEIE, WS & 3 ZRIE, 1
A B KBS AR T AEKEY ) EEZ R K
Ui P YRR AR F E R R EE A F L
RO (FFT 4%, 1995).

WERRII(RT), AR R AFSMENOZK
oy AREINHGIREE . AFNEFE RIS R 44 F, CuE
BRI B R INUE, Cota?m rNOsH R BKT-Cs
Y, Cat¥n Kk (Hordeum vulgare)H F il iL J5
Mg iG M (NR activity, NRA)REZMENO37K T34 inie £
TR T CHEY) TR (FOH A5 B, 1994; it
2 1995)., Jiang%%(2002) b T CoR A RME YA
% (Cynodon dactylon)fCs RAFHE Y - #4 K (Poa
pratensis). 3 & (Lolium perenne)fl4- & & (Festu-
ca arundinacea)J iR £ W WCFIIE T FE . 45 RE
B, 7£0.5815.0 mmol-L " MR Eh AL ¥ R, Cottidth

fb S 25

275 3k

AFESMENO3/K T FNORIL R NOHITR L. M H HINO3HI BRI NC K FE>Ca kK
(0. 1. 54120 mmol-L™' KNO3) 54 2R it FI FINO;, Cafi K>Ca k%

1 mmol-L™" KNO3 FIINRA: C,EK>Cak

5£120 mmol-L™" KNOs T fINRA: Cak#>Cy kK

AFEAMENOZKF T FINRA
(1. 5#120 mmol-L™" KNO3)

Oaks, 1994; {3t
1£55, 1995

Oaks, 1994

HHE FNRAYEER, C4EK>CakFE

AFESMENO37K - T NO3H Al

CHEMHM T 5, Ca AR BEFN R

Jiang et al., 2002

5 J5(0.5%15.0 mmol-L™" NaNO3) 0.5 mmol-L™'#15.0 mmol-L™' NaNO3; FNRA: Csiti#>C4 8%
0.5 mmol-L™' NaNO; FNRATEHR 1 L ffil: Cfti#1(62%)>Catti 41 (FF- 11

16%)

0.5 mmol-L™" NaNO3 F 4R 15 i & Lt 51]: C4Hi4)(36%)>Catti 4 (F 127 %)

A B A H (2 mmol-L!

ARIEIEFTNUE 520 : Ca/NENHINO3s>NO3>NH3;, C,E KkNO3z>
NO3. NHiHINH4NO3, 320 mg-L™" NHsNO3>NHj; NHakbFL A /N3 Rl 5 K (lINUEZE A A1 808 F AR, T

Yin and Raven,
1997, 1998

NHs) VeI i K Ca/IN 2 (51%—61%)>Ca 52K (31%—37%)

AFEERASMERERE TNOSRIL  CaRFAE I TNORUL L Ca £ K H155%, HAHEHT HLCaE K m91%;
HER 1 %8R TEERE A5 4 M0 X NO3 IR IS In: C4 K (70%)>Ca k22

Sehtiya and Goy-
al, 2000

(31%), HRNE R AN FOK ARG N 1 38%

36 R4 TLDCMURINO3IE &

FEDCMUR IE # I FrNRE: C4 75 K(93%)>Cs k% (60%)

Basra et al., 2002

HDCMUI IE# 1 FFNRE: C4E K (93%)>Ca k3 (40%)
HDCMUN E 32 #6358 H ' NRE: C4E K(58%)>Cs k7 (0%)
FTDCMUI i H'NRA: C3k#>CyE K

HDCMUH I NRA: K EFTLDCMUR N34, % K2 TR

ONREE R R R E KA
WY (011.5 mmol-L™"
NH4NOs)

O3 K R % %2 7

A TRIT IR E . Co R >Calt PR

SR B R RE 7 CakFT>Ca i BoR

BERMR R 7 BERHT (R AR>S KER);, MOKE>FHR)
Eleocharis baldwinii i #i28 /K B (K A PR BN CaR 2R, Bl A2 3185 4 Ca bt

Santos et al., 2002

M oK4E, 2012

) CAHAEYI P RETR AL . AR £ A0 2-HR [ — R/ R H e T LR IE

NRA: FHERIE JEEGG M NUE: ZEFIHACE; NRE: MR E0IEF A%, DCMU: SR 5: — H IR
NRA: Nitrate reductase activity; NUE: Nitrogen use efficiency; NRE: Nitrate reduction efficiency; DCMU: 3-(3,4-dichloro-

phenyl)-1,1-dimethylurea
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HIINRAML T Coti ¥, NUE = FCfi?. 5
5.0 mmol-L™" %2 £h 4b B AR EL, 0.5 mmol-L™ il 2 4
TCHE Y FAINRATEAR, TMNUER =, C 8
FREE HEALANRAT 5 EETE R BRIk, NUERGR TR &
HEH A RIE R fE 7 (Jiang et al., 2002).

NO3 H g 53 Hid iR iE J5L if¥ (nitrate reductase, NR)
5N A R 2 NO3, W fird B% i Ji 1 (nitrite  reduc-
tase, NiRNO; T NJFifk, #E— ik JF 4 (NHS).
TS R J57 T 2 o 55 i A L N O3 [R5 SR R R 28 1A
filg, 2B AR A AR I PR B, 7R AR
AT B AT o AR ) IR (N O3~ NHZ - NH;NO3HINH,)
X CaAEW /N2 FIC4MEY) B K NUE IR 52 1 MK B /MK
A NHyNO3>NO3>NH; FINO3> NHNO3>NH, o 76
LANO3 N IR I NH 1 FH 2 fie i, NHa B 28 b AR
/NN R K I NUEZE A 8] ZUE T 35 32 I B AIG i 3y
H /N R BRI FE (51%—61%) K F E2K (31%—-37%)
(Yin and Raven, 1998). AN Fi%JR, NHaE & 4b
B IR /N 32 R R R AR A A WL R 8" CAEL 5 B (R LA
N, X R Y E AR S FINH; 5 B ACSA
(Yin and Raven, 1998). Santos%(2002)7Efib 154
#FF LL1.5 mmol-L™" NHL NO i i ik F it Co k4
FLBR A C4 i ) K 2% (Panicum maximum), 45 1 3%
W CotE Y A K R B I 5 FE BLCa K A5 b AR
RN, CoY A PR R D EL 27 BErh, 1M Cytd
YIHE P BE . IRAERK R AR DI RFFALZ. iR
MR R B HER, CoEMR Rl AME R R IE 1K
U5 AT X CE B R AME T, HAR R AR S
CoEYIAH A, #7282 U AR 5 R 30 S0 A 00
)X E AT M (Santos et al., 2002).

il B8 6 17 A ik 2 v 1) 28 4 A FR  BENR H ' 3
(Campbell, 1999; Appenroth et al., 2000). 4#EH¥1%
WIS = VR FEC O M I, LR R SRR Wit 52 3] . 2
i (Bloom, 2014). #ff 7t B, CotE4) R 22 7E 6 LIS
INOZ RS LL Co ) oK 5155%, 1 FEIE IR EL oK
91%. FIRGREM, ClEMI L CHEY HA NIETE
RHINOSR ML, H CHHE ) T K 4y i 6 NO3HR Ui 5
GARFERIER, Hil xRl R 50 A 8dE |
kM HAR IR ICE 2 (Sehtiya and Goyal, 2000).
I, EIRCHEYINTNOFISUE 2 AL Co il ) 51, HCyt
Ve A ROF R ER - BROKAER(2012) 2K 1 4] 22 Jak 2%
ZZ ik (suppression subtractive hybridization, SSH)#!I

5240 7 R, W E S T 95 B8 Eleocharis
baldwinii P 1 258 7K B 7E 7K A A A2 35 5 R AR A
RGP 45RERY], SCHEMMLL, Caatt
TH IR 25 . 7 A IR £ AN 2 [ R/ SE R IR L is 1
(2-oxoglutarate/malate translocator 1, DiT1)¥y_ i
ik, FAM AR ST AR TN R R

4 KSCOREABE R TCHMCAEY
HIRRFI AR

SFRRR COLKE C M Tl #: A BT 1280 mmol-L ™" 1
THEI20184E((1410 mmol-L™", T4 LA4H4FE1.0 mmol-L™"
(13 5 5, %£20504E34550 mmol-L™" (IPCC, 2013;
NASA, 2014). fEAER K CO M i A AL IR
M 5N, Co5CA e M R AT . AT LK
S ERFIRRPRBR I R FLIssh R A MBIER . B EFIH .
AR B L s B RS 7 10 357 A [F) i B (Pat-
terson and Flint, 1980; Tf&=%%%, 1998). —kIifi &,
TERSHCOIRET I AE T, CoMCAHPIME &=
R R AIRE A ES, HBTC A CHEY
5% KACOKERIFEM/N, ColEYIHLCEYINT FCO;,
BEONBUK(Oaks, 1994; WK%, 2001; iR 4%,
2016).

TEIEH AR, SRR 2R 1 CO, i 4 [
FECO & [1125% (Sage et al., 2012). Walker%s
(2016)F A AL 43 By R, TEAR R KT C O B ik F|
T A 7K P, AR IR R S e A R
W12%—55% . Ko COLME T i G B Ca I
W 38R AINO3 [ A6 2R B I R %, IR INOS AN BE
4% AR, S EUEY) SR T % (Long et al., 2006;
Bloom et al., 2010, 2014), Xt 2 FEHYITECOLK & T+
AR T AR K T R I 5K 1) J5 18] (Bloom et all.,
2012). EmE M, SEIFIR FEREATP X NADPH
() 7% 3R L B A% . 5553 o COL 1 34 i 5 EUNADP/
NADPHT} =, MR T NOZAR U if R B8 /. 76 =
WECO, F, JREMENA LR, Col(/INZE R
7 (Arabidopsis thaliana))t_E# 73 & & & & 11 K L
RE LN 78 2 I B A 3 (Bloom et al., 2010). Zeng
25 (2011) 7E [ K COL ¥k & J9 (374+21) mmol-L™" Fil
(568+39) mmol-L™", & [l 4y (418+29) mmol-L™" fl
(623+51) mmol-L™" ] 4 . FACE (free air CO, en-
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richment) & 4t T 5 75 CO, Jt i 4 Ca i ¥ /K 8 5 Co
Yy # ¥ (Echinochloa crusgalli) & & A F BI52m, &
BHNUESE N, EA RE R T S ECOME/KHE L
AT RN . Reich%:(2018)7E K ik204F
[ ARG R BN, Ca I Co R Y E B 1245w vk
COL ) M5 i AW Fe 45 SR — 3, 1ERE R 84 Bk
AT BRI, CORBETETS T, Cauth
RN A 52 LB IS TR] AR A T 2 A 1G OK  TE me E, TT
Ca i b 2 W30/ R A7 ;AR 4 B COL T i 14 Wil
35 5 4 BT A 2R B R AH G

TEUHICOIRE AT, CHEYILLCMEYA =
fINUE (Brown, 1978; Taylor et al., 2010), — i
5, RIKEZECO, = FILC MMt A %, 5
£ A Fr R FE B hn(Tissue et al., 1995; Ward et
al., 1999; Ripley et al., 2013). Pinto%%(2014)# 5% 1
CaMIC, MM TEVK)IICO, ¥ 5180 mmol-L™ ¢ ¥ 1%
CO,¥ i 5400 mmol-L™ T HIE &1k, 45 R,
5CMAREL, UK)IEHRCO,# % (180 mmol-L™) T
HCHEY 16 EAF F AR IR B A, AL B
Ko Cot Wi It 34 i Rubisco i 4 >k & B 1% ¥4 FE
CO,, CHEMTEMLCOMKIE FAE S TR, =
H T A EE R, CHaAE mIPNUE. Vogan
HSage (2012)WF 7t 1 ¥ 4£%i J& (Flaveria). KIF=K)&
(Heliotropium) 1 3% ¥~ %1 J& (Alternanthera) # i/ £ C4
(2Fh). C3-Cyq (9FI)FIC, (3Fh)HEMIFHIEH E COL M
¥, & BI7E38041180 mmol-L™ CO, R, B/ AN
37/29°CHf, COXARA —FAEMIIK G & WA A A %
Rubisco & & Fll B - 1& 2 35 J6 i 35 5

5 CoRARMEMBRFIRMEMIESG
BR

1 3 38 A ml R R AR BOR 7] CotE W e N Cu e =0t
B R B DR 5 VR B AR R AR B 22 4 1)
g2 2 —(Hibberd et al., 2008; Peterhansel et
al., 2013). Il A 2 D] A2 A 3 R R 32 =T Rubisco
PRALEE [ V3% (Ku et al., 1996, 1999; Tamoi and
Shigeoka, 2005; Suzuki et al., 2009), K C, i F k%
Bl J2E [R5 N CofE 4, Jl 3 i 3R 0K CaR AR AH X 0
By, 1ECHEY AN B L BUC MR FICCM (CO,
concentrating mechanism )41 f 1 28 55 5 1 23T

FRIHEE: Co Ml Co VAR A FIHIHLA] 233

T RKEM (% K4, 2012; Ruan et al., 2012; Hage-
mann and Bauwe, 2016).

51 BFRIECAEYNEIERKREE
BRI AT ROE — e R b2 e fids
R A5 (Zheng, 2009), (R, BRIEEE M
P, MIUINUESE T PR, AT AN, SEIC,
6 RCE B Kranz 4t #4(Sage and Monson, 1999),
{HC, Y Kranz 45 1) I JEC, )t & BT b 75 (Voznesens-
kaya et al., 2001). [KULHF5T AR F DA &
15 B AR LI N B A B P, 1T AN A& Kranz 45 1)
I (K2).

FI I DNAE 2H 2 B CofEP I H AR & 22 T % i 1k
. HT, SAEKAEZE(Sorghum bicolor)%s C,fH
Y B 5 Cob B I R BB 5L [H, WINADP-
ME. PCK. PEPCHIPPDK, HiX&eHepr o miThis A
/K FE(Bandyopadhyay et al., 2007)#1/N32 (5K PRERZE,
2010)55CofEMH . ¥ /KFECab a3 42 Hil i £ oK
NADP-ME cDNA%: N/KHE, 15K 7 NADP-
MEE £ N 7 30-701%, {ENADP-ME&E A EHEEZ

é? AR T CAEH 1 \

002\~

B2 R Ca A £ A R (NUE) 932 1% (2% H Nowicka et
al., 2018)

i) b (G € ) R 1) R (406 ) 7 Sk 40 30 3R 7 7 B i AV BR #1l 1) H) Ae it
% B E 7 . Rubisco: 1% R -1,5- — fiff B8 2 A6 B/ h0 42
2-PG: B2 LIEH2; CCM: COiRAE LI

Figure 2 Strategies for improving nitrogen use efficiency
(NUE) of C3 plants (modified from Nowicka et al., 2018)
Pathways/enzymes for activation are marked in upwards
arrows (green), while those for repression are marked in
downwards arrow (red). Rubisco: Ribulose bisphosphate
carboxylase oxygenase; 2-PG: 2-phosphoglycolate; CCM:
CO; concentrating mechanism
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¥ n(Tsuchida et al., 2001). # T KPEPCIH: K HI/K
FEPEPCE M iz i T- B AL BUKHE, St Aot Al A
Mo R 3 B IEA S (FEE S, 2008). FNHME R K
PEPCH: A (/K FEtE AR & ZUE W& 18, AR %
AT S 2 R R A AN LR & B, (R gk AR A
IR P AR SRR R AR (R R, 2012)0 BN
TRAH TR, S KR ) B AR AR SC Bl A 5 3 ), 31X
N ROR) F SR T BT Y B % (Yanagisawa et all.,
2004; Kurai et al., 2011). 50 45 5 5 Melzer fil
O'Leary (1987)#& i I PEPCHE R # N Cota 4 J5 7T
BE A7 EAQ i % AH— 5, RIPEPCH#{LPEP5CO, X
N BCH Bk 20 B2 (oxaloacetic acid, OAA), — ¥4
OAAZ 3 JL R i & B (MDH ) 46 1t &0 A2 1 58 B R
1 OAA # N\ = 72 % 1 X (tricarboxylic acid cycle,
TCA), IGommpE I Ry 2 R & sttt 3+ 8
I ALER MR B 28, o — &6 7 OAAL B4 Z Mg A I B ik
RITARIE . 1M PEPCHELCO, 5 PEP J I A At 1Y)
OAAE NTCA, OAAS R B4k, Kbt xhm G
PR IR FR W FE I BB 4, BT R BRI A R, 1R
EREMAZF(Ku et al., 1996; Miyao and Fukayama,
2003; Suzuki et al., 2006; Radchuk et al., 2007).

52 HEMRERRNRRIER

FRC,#% 0 CA. NADP-MDH. NADP-ME. PEPCH!
PPDK#4, Chagftib i EmiR . IR R . =Bt
THR RN TN R R ) A W) 5 ie AR R N Co I N, DALY
INC &R AR (R Iz Far RE /0, A8 -R IR TR RE % 7E
o 45 SR 4 i e A 2402 1 (Weber and von Caem-
merer, 2010). T CslE¥Rubisco A m & &, 1k
AT PR R s, IR L 3o 7 AL A YA B 3Rk M IR
e AL 3 ZE Rubisco Bk 7] LA =t A 1 FH R ] 3
& I FH 240K (Spreitzer and Salvucci, 2002; Whi-
tney et al.,, 2011). EPR/KFEREME BAED 7 5 Kranz
il g5 KA L ) J Fl (Wang et al., 2013), &I/
P ) 4 O PP 0 B e SRR P R i 2 — (&
2). o, BERAR A4 A R 2 R R 19 (Glycine
decarboxylase complex, GDC)& (1, PR il 4E
BRI R, T HERNR T KT
AR, 2L T Ca-Carbr A, AT 4ERF 55 = 1
CO, ¥ J& LLB# A% % M (Monson and Rawsthorne,
2000).Kajala%¥(2011)idid A TmicroRNAsH A T~ iff

7K #% ' Rubisco /)M i 3 (RbeS) Al GDC-H ¥ % & [A] ()
Fik, i A 40 o Rubisco 1 H 4 82 i #2 B3 (GDC)
FFE) T o 8 K 4 A SRR 20 AR AN e P 4 3
ITEARA S E, RIIECAREAE il Rikftiz
HE, W2-FUR ZRAERR L ISR (OMT1), R IR
k1 (DiT1). —FER¥%izik2 (DiT2). PEP/BER:
iz E(PPT1). M AR B (MEP)FI = b -5 1R
B AR (TPT), % ANKHE 5 315 3R 57 1k R ik
(Karki et al., 2013) . % & & 6 F A 2 42 mINUE
A ROEFE. B, 3RS 3 %05 K OsATG8b
RE % 25 1Y SRR U 10 T R B R R ST R i B
W, AT e 6 3% PR A (BRI 55, 2019)

G AE R — A G B A AR AR T R )
RV FE, fEBABAB L P 5 E R EFK R,
e PR o IR [R] P A IR R R S BB S
A TE GRS 2 A 521 (Betti et al., 2016).
B RIECHEM & 8 LR EF A, 17
FCHEM R AR . tah, alid e &5k 2L 8
i RN G TR [R) e 14D 2 TR [ R A 7 T 40 A% R R 1
RIZH 5 BAR R A BTk [F I A IX 24 3 R 41
(Ort et al., 2015), {H H &AW B EEAL AR BRI .
RIS R 5 AFNZRIA T IR SeBE PR, =t 75 22 1E
&, B, HFHRERIIREEEY, A eelEH T4
SEHRAL, PR A RFHBCE.

6 4%ig

C, YL CHEM R A B mrG & 1E H K7 &5
AR ER AR, UEBARRERTT . CoMC YA
RRIHBRGAEZES . (1) CofE¥ < B EERubiscolf T
Ji 5 BRI R K . — J5 T, Rubisco 305 52
BN H S AL GG R SRR, B AIK T
65 COLlH &R, 5 —J7 1, CHaM) T m R 5
oy vl e FHRUBP I FHAERE 7, #% TOLECO;
] € 0%, AL CAHE ) BA B I B R AR .
(2) Rubisco® [ & . Calvin-Bensonf§H i & & .
K Rubiscolf 31k Lh R 8 115 A i 6k B 1 2 0k 18
CHEHYITTEIBAR, SECHEYAA E = &= A H
o (3) BACHIADE G A BAKE, &Rt E
CO, [t 5E AR 5 M B R R 2%, DAAEFRFRR A
ST DR, AT DU AR S R A A AR P R A g
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AEEIERFR, I ga N Fr g m s 257 5
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Nitrogen Utilization Mechanism in C; and C,4 Plants
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Abstract Improving nitrogen use efficiency (NUE) of plants is not only an important approach to ensure global food
security, but also to achieve sustainable agricultural development. In the past half century, great progress has been made
in the study of nitrogen utilization mechanism, but the regulatory mechanism of NUE is not clear and the improvement of
NUE is still extremely limited. Photosynthetic carbon assimilation and nitrogen assimilation are integrated in a plant, and
only by coordinating carbon and nitrogen metabolism can the carbon/nitrogen balance be maintained and the normal
growth and development of plants be regulated. Due to the differences in the photosynthetic nitrogen utilization rate
(PNUE) between C3; and C4 plants, there will also be differences in the utilization efficiency of nitrogen. In order to improve
crop NUE, it is necessary to understand the functions and regulatory mechanisms of key factors involved in nitrogen ab-
sorption, transport, assimilation and signal transduction of C; and C4 plants. In addition, studies on carbon and nitrogen
assimilation and their mechanisms under the conditions of increasing atmospheric CO; concentration and global warming
should not be ignored. This paper reviews the differences of key factors on nitrogen use between Cs and C,4 plants and the
regulatory mechanisms, and proposes possible ways to improve NUE of C3 crops by using genetic approaches.
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