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WA 2 T B — AN FE R A 2 B 1Y) 4% 4 (scion)
5 5 — /MR A AR R Bl K (stock) i i AL ] &
5 470 1 772 A 1 4 B2 18 (graft interface) B0, B3R &
filiv BRTE G HERSE G0 B G, NI SR 1S I B A A ik
(grafting plant) 4R . R P GHEARER R 45 &
AR AR B L B A — P e 2 PR 3 Y
AR, WAYBSAREY AR, R
ml T B R T AR B ZE A ST PR AR AL DL R PR B A AL
(Goldschmidt, 2014; Wang et al., 2017). H#l, &4
FR AR — Pl BT BB T R A8 S e )
BH, R 7ol A = FR g (Lee et al.,
2010; Huang et al., 2015).

Tl R A 2 THI e % 76 2 T A R IR 4 LI I oG8, 1
BERERAAGRRKNAEME, ZBEER. KE0
BRI B 2 25 R R O 1) 20 (Kawaguchi et al., 2008;
Johkan et al., 2009; Vu et al., 2014; XK %,
2015). AEA R E AR A Ak
K B WY BORORS #E ¥ B 5 2 405 T BUR m i %
BRI R A A R, X T BRI E MR S
I FEAT A DA AR R G MW o AR HE, i
) 335 A 4 R 9 B 5 2 (1 T8 AN ) G R i (15 % )5 0-1
K (0-1 days after grafting, DAG)). 4% £H 231 ]

Wi ke H 91: 2020-04-09; #2532 H i41: 2020-06-28

LT TY 1L(2—-3 DAG) A K il Bl 4t 5 7R 1) 1% (4-8
DAG) (Moore, 1982, 1984; /3 k%%, 1995; F4)
B, 2011). BEJEWRTCRIL, A ERA KRGS
F AR Ak K B 4 (Goldschmidt, 2014; W i 45,
2017). ZMEYMBERZ S TaiEas BIEH B
(Nanda and Melnyk, 2018). 2R, &Gi@AdEH
TN R AR IR LR 7 RE 5 52 2%, iRAA G
FRRER o AR SCHR I 1654 M A HE AR AR U AR (R 473 R IBL
Wi % (wounding stress responses). & 4% 4H 23 %
(callus formation). fili B4 fitd i ifl (cell communica-
tion between scion and stock) A AL # % (rege-
neration and reunion of scion and stock) UM B
(AR B A, 0 IR SEEAHEIN 2 5 b g Py Y A
W R ik R Rk P LR AT S 25 AR (1)

1 645 R e R

1.1 SRFTERARE A 645 R B0 R

VI EE B e T I, 045 B30 R B e R A
o RFMRE T EEEHLPBRONELENAERT. £
& Hn(Solanum lycopersicum) I FEUESE, A5 K&
A JE BRI TR, TR YRR YD SR FT R (jasmonic
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Figure 1 Phytohormone responses and gene expression regulations in the four physiological events during graft healing

process

LOX: Lipoxygenase; ROS: Reactive oxygen species; POD: Peroxidase; CAT: Catalase

acid, JA) ZHIEHERTAEY), WEEFIR H i (methyl jas-
monate, MeJA). 7 Fi & - 7 L 2 8 5 &) (jasmonoyli-
soleucine, JA-lle) L J il =€ Fi 2 (cis-jasmone, CJ)
PRI A pl(Howe, 2010). ZRFTFRK & (JAS) 1L LY
iR K ER R, WG — RIS, HAE4EE &R
ik B I E AL, 185 A4 B JASTE 4E & 41
W — X & B (Ruan et al., 2019). 7& B 7%
(Arabidopsis thaliana) ¥ [{HF 5L R B, JASTE G455 #
AL AR B AN BSOR A A R 5 B A (Glauser et
al., 2008, 2009). M4k, &KIMIAZ10 (jasmonate
ZIM-domain 10)Fr 7= KK FT R 75 15 5 W M. 5 61
155 5 1) 2 TH H A 2 A (wound-activated  surface
potential changes, WASPs)fE % [a] L[4 #i5e 4= —
o A0 E AL 2R Ay 2 IR £ % 44 (glutamate re-
ceptor-like, GLR) % 15 54 FFWASPs, #5200 56
FIFR (5 5 5 5 (Mousavi et al., 2013).,
COI1-JAZE G 1R 2IASHI iR F %2 Rk (Sheard et
al., 2010). COI1 (coronatine insensitive 1);2EH
F-box 2t it 3k (R E3iZ 2 W FE R, JAZEE FHIEId JASS:
IS5 COILEE &, WL ZIMEE 385 F i oHLH %
K FMYC245 & . EEIIASTE 5 5, JAZR RS

MYC2#l, J&3# 45 & 7EIASTE FRR M E 3 71X,
BT L4 5% (Sheard et al., 2010). JA/MeJARETS % S
774 & (phenylpropanoids)- “E 4% (alkaloids) Al 2
(terpenoids) & X AU & B (Howe, 2010).

1.2 HetlnRHmN
FRIRFIRRAGE AR DAL, A7 1E H B A7 B3 AL
il A% F coitljaz & AE A i 2k H 22 Fh 22 55 60 473 Wi 13 1)
AEIASHKI IS, 46 )7 (ethylene, ETH). Ji
%1% (abscisic acid, ABA). &% (reactive oxygen
species, ROS). 3% 7. b % % (oligogalacturoni-
des, OGAs). —& L% (nitric oxide, NO)FI i 7 B2 &
HPRE 5 W) (fatty acid-amino acid conjugates, FACs)
ZZ(Schilmiller and Howe, 2005). H 1, OGAsH] %S5
ETH & B, ETH SCHEW 100 JAs Wi B 3 B 1) 3% ik
(Rojo et al., 1999). It4h, /K#iE(salisylic acid, SA)
AIASIHITE YL E, SNt SARERE I JASHI(E 5 W MY,
HEA BT B, 0] o R A A AL R
(gluataredoxin) GRX4801 .3 Fifl, il A%k
W J5 2 N V1A 2% (Koornneef et al., 2008).

TE A (B A &1 B RO ) it AL A
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(H202)) 72 G145 J5 1/ i) N IF 46 B 2 (Orozco-Carde-
nas and Ryan, 1999). ROSH /A (555
BEZ YRR, WARRAR PSR AR

A= W) B8R AR W B 18 AR & 2B (Elniti and  Stasolla,
2015). ROSiid HZ kA Ca® i, ik L /75 &k
% M 4 F (serine/threonine protein kinase) OXI1
(oxidative-signal inducible 1)fJ%&i%, J5# &N FE
BERIRAT T e Tl BRI 2> R RS 10 B B B
(mitogen-activated-protein kinases, MAPKs) /) E.4%
7S 7 (Mittler et al., 2004). b4, HIROSH|#E
AR 5 H AT 0 AR R 5 AL 4 15 5 £ S (two-com-
ponent signaling system, TCS)¥ &, 4 —Le4 1k
I R 2 BRI % 5 R 7 3E £ (Elhiti and - Stasolla,
2015). LR, F|hGEE T RE, Hd 8 yis
(peroxidase, POD)Flit %tk Al (catalase, CAT)TE
YO iz #1 B (Fernandez-Garcia et al., 2004). &
(Capsicum annuum) U % i 2 & &b it §1 38 1 BR
(ascorbic acid, AA) X} 1K £ 44 % i 2 A2 A
(Johkan et al., 2008). Uh4h, g 5 A G 2L
XFEC 7R, ROSIE FRAH I8 A% 5 DR AR 14 & R AR I
FiLEHE E(Xie et al., 2019), £HROSH T = FikF
IR NG 5 e G A G .

2 FRLELERRK

21 MGHLERENES

AL AR 8, ARG R (] 2 B,
Hh ) — S R A LSS 22 T I 4R L. BT
VR A T T4 22 (stem cell niche)>k4E
ok, BB A 5 R ) i 34 (dedifferentiation)
FIH 431k (redifferentiation) §€ 77(Sena et al., 2009).
BRI REE A R AL, e 5N &
AHZL N AEFRN T M B S A B AR RS IR BT B
AH AR . 75 LAIE 24 LL s i 2E K 26 (auxin) Fi4H
Ji1 43 %4 2 (cytokinins, CTKs)MEs 973 1iF G =42 (1)
BHHLR T, 2AEHR S THRIRSCRAMWOXS5 A &
R A 2 T FR 1R J0121 5. 2 %A (Sugimoto et al.,
2010). AT, IXEesr AR RAE G753 1) A 421
A F L (Iwase et al., 2011). AP2/ERFEH: %[
FWIND1 (wound induced dedifferentiation 1)zt
R E E ARG EHSUR & aria B Z R ER T, H

T ERE N E N — ERE R R AT
(lwase et al., 2011; Melnyk et al., 2015). It4h,
AP2/ERF£#: 53¢ X TESR1 (enhancer of shoot re-
generation 1)HE% 4 WINDLIEOE, t7F &40 4 435
SR R A% Bl (Iwase et al., 2017). WIND 13[4
R IR R R I X CTKs 733 iU, J@idBHARR
(Arabidopsis response regulator)[X 1/~ ()15 5 i
TR 4 B 2> 4k (Iwase et al., 2011). CTKs#Z &
PR 430% BT 75 AR . CTKSIA RS 31 7
PRIERE S5O A 52K (0 TCSn:: GFP){E £
HRA T W AME A AR IR e R 0, Ul BH AME AR T B
5 LS FE A A7 AE CTKS I M 3k & il (Ikeuchi et
al., 2017).

A7 AH 2R (R AIE S 4 e N PR 4 SR B . 42
FHE(sucrose). 4K R AN 0 R ZEW TGS
i, D2E4H A & 1A 25 1 (D-type cyclin, CYCD) 5 A4
i A AR AR 1 B E R (A-type cyclin-depen-
dent kinase, CDKA)4:i &, TELIEZACYCD-CDKA
2 414 (den Boer and Murray, 2000), 4k ifij iffl 4% = i
113/~ [1E2F (E2 promoter binding factor). RBR
(retinoblastoma-related) A1 DP (dimerization part-
ner), f#40 ik A S(Inzé and Veylder, 2006). 1
IF T IRE T, CDKATER] FB i i) ik ke s T %1 e
4R, AT LLFEZEE 2 2 UR A S I 2 CDKA JE 3)) 1
W, MAENKZE. EZEME A 2 (Ikeuchi
etal., 2017). fE&FHmZEH, @HHALEYIH EJT4E
BT TR, RIS LEDT I E 7 fa i 21— g i
1R B ORI B TR g i R TR ) 7 R sk (Xie et
al., 2019).

2.2 FRBLER R RHDE

TE B3 9L e . H B R T s (1) JAS FTABASE A W)
=, EEGHLTE P A R BTN . I HIASEABA
(& ORI 5 i SRR ATIR AL, RIS i A
MY BB AE R R E B 2, R IASH
ABAXS @ A B E A B e i 4 ] (Ikeuchi et
al., 2017).

IR A, I YT R E S = AR (A R o 20 B
o> tn 7 4k % (cellulose) . 2k £F 4 2 (hemicellulose)
FUR I (pectin) (4 FF AR 88, 2 2 2 RN 4 15 40 g 734k
LA R85 3 (Ikeuchi et al., 2013). 4HHEEEFR B
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FaRAR B H 2 SR GHR R E K. Blln, 258K
& R GUT1T (glucuronyltransferase 1)F: K 548 )5,
SEEGHLS SR T LT, S 544 R A T
TSD1/IKOR1IRSW2EE K 58745 J5, 5 30 L Al R 357
S M HEFTEEL; A AHE I A G A v R R 5 A R A
RS M3 R TSD2IQUA2/OSUTRAE, S8 41 g A A
BEAH B 253%™ E B (Ikeuchi et al., 2013). [,
S R B 2E 4 1) T RS B T G A A PR 4 3G B

3 fhiE4mAmRIE IR

31 HEE£LNMENRBEREMEENE
J#i 1] 3% 22 (plasmodesmata, PD) 1 &1 i Al P 52 |2 i
SERILELRR, 530 o BN PN BT X R R e 2, {H B
R 2 5 (Tilsner et al., 2011). f& BT I4 2 152
1A (receptor kinases, RKs)H15Z 14 [ (receptor
proteins, RPs), i [a]i% 22 GE 4% % fi 71 38 55 48 A4 A HY
Wi &, ¥4 5 4 (apoplastic) Al L 5 44 (symplastic)
BRNGESHS, NMIKEIK G Joe Mg N, B
i 3% 1 45 %% (Stahl and Faulkner, 2016). iX—#HL#i
FERlT R 2 T PR 46 e AR TR b 7 v B A
EAS R FRERET, FEBPD LIRKsHRPs
B AR M B NG SRR A H TR A R E T
Y AL riz . B, BT DY R R 414 e 3
ff1SUB (strubbelig) J& T-4F $t 1 {5 & S R IR EL H %2
3 (LRR-RK), Bl 5 55— A C245 1 5511
PD4i & FE HQKY (quirky) B.1E, ¥ 15 5 1% 16 & N
(Vaddepalli et al., 2014). PD4iE & HACR4 (ara-
bidopsis crinkly 4) A= A48 5LRR-RK CLV1
(clavata 1)J& il 52 &4 18 A€ AL T-PD, /Ny
T2 K AT E B A (ligand) 5 ACRAFICLV LI fg #h 45
Fdshas & . G54 LRIV A EC AR 2 IkCLV3HMICLE40%:
VIE 52 43 ) 7E 28 0y S AR 2 43 A 20 23 Hp i 33 400 R ) 4
{k.(Ohyama et al., 2009; Stahl et al., 2009). 4 f#
I F T G, PD & H: 858 I RKSHIRPS /A EEAR
A RENRE AR B W ARV B AT IR SR (A 2 o bl T IR TR
F A AR T A [\ ) A iz, PDIE S AN ]
TR B ST AREAME S R EENR R —.
PD I ] RKs # RPs i&s 1] £ 2y 5 2 iR 1) 52 1
(pattern recognition receptors) 4% & 9 J& fi7 4 Bt 44
(pathogen-derived ligand), 4B B 40 A B (1) JL T 5

W B MR s s TSI Uit 637

(chitin) Bk 41 & (1) #F & 5% [ (falgellin), AT #0E B A %
5 N %5 (Stahl and Faulkner, 2016). #i41, PD4 i &
FHFLS2 (flagellin sensing 2)fILYM2 (lysin motif
domain-containing glycosylphosphatidylinositol-an-
chored protein 2) (Lee, 2015), 7EL#H -S4, &%
L0 M BE A 4, 5 R N AR S R R BN
JLFRIZ ST, IR 22 R 6% i ik 1 R AN 4 i
2 T893 # A 35 7 B JDF IG5 (callose) SR 5 B & i Pk
(permeability) . Jif AR5 (1 FR &R &R IR B8R & IR
Ak, 5 PDREIZENE & A S (Lee, 2015). FAT il 41
DUF26 45 1435 () PD 5€ £ 32 14 & 4 (PD-located pro-
teins, PDLPs) &% i it 5 A1 R B APDdEE M) b
WRF. JEHINN, PDLPSEIAROSIE 5, ik
TR B, f 2 IR R B I S PD S A (Stahl
and Faulkner, 2016). H:H', PDLP5LASAH ] 77 30
R 4 B 5 i TR B g R, SAR i3k PDLP5SI) 5 5%,
M PDLP5I L i A #ESAKIFL R (Lee et al., 2011).
HE e, PDLPHE A 5L IANOC, PDLP1ATELS
B R IL (Yin et al., 2012).

Jif0 161 2 22 1 A 5 52 Ak — 7 T e 223 1 2 A
AR AL E S AP K EE S, S 2R
SEURHTE ;55— 77 1H e e N )47 S, e e
N BEL BT S5 40 SR B R o BRI DL, IS 4E
(WILRR-RK S i 571 ) LA £ WA 1) T 200 25 i ok
155 #EATF47(Smakowska-Luzan et al., 2018). 251l
VAFENLHIAR AT BEAFAE T 1556 1 (Rl A ) o

3.2 EBEESEASHERER

3 B% (oligosaccharides) +& 41 g 1 58 & K JE, [F I
R—RESHT, ERE EA L2 E O3
(Chikano et al., 2001). FEGEZHIAL, B L (1) R B
iz EHASWEET (sugars will eventually be expo-
rted transporters) 9F115 &k, [HKSCIPK (cal-
cineurin B-like-interacting protein kinase)%: & H#
W2 ZERE T . BT R B B 2 I (lyase)
FKfE R (hydrolase) &5, PRI E AR B AE T2 i bk BE 4
0BG 43 fiff T K P B W S 00 ot T e ) s Tl e Y ) 368 T
[1)—Fpi& 42 (Yin et al., 2012).

4 MEBEEE
R R P T R I B A SR RO S S, LA
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EHLAMTLEHRANEIES ., O R H— LA
DB GH: R H T HLA EE T, Wil 7T T M
i #2 (micrograft) 8 i R 5 I #(Turnbull et al.,
2002; Yin et al., 2012). i/ (Cucumis sativus)sl &
Al IR b AU R I 48 7 22 1 2 1) (one-half cut) H i
R4 (Asahina et al., 2002, 2011)%% , X st X R4 N
TRUT N U PEAE P B ER LA R IR A 428 X 4% 7 il i AR
FHIEAME SR 7R

41 EKFENARSHRELESHAENHRYEE
EPEER
AERKEAEEDZ A KBRS Y H Y U
I 5% (Cafio-Delgado et al., 2010). H4E4EKEK
“I5 AP ik (canalization hypothesis)” , A=K &k
12 4 AN ER I BRI BE 22 S T R R 4 ORI A A
HIESR AL RS B (Mazur et al., 2016). M ik &
BT T DU B R R iR 4R R
Rz 5H¥, it KRiEmEAPINL (PIN-
FORMED 1). 4K #{&E 5N K -FMP (MONOP-
TEROS)FATHB8% (Wenzel et al., 2007; Donner et
al., 2009). £ K RIEM B I EF 22 V80 & &bt
SRR I RN, B PINL R A 1 28 R RS I H 0 AR
KRS s T8 488 A2 1 Bi(Mazur et al.,
2016).

BT AR RN R Eh, sk
WAL BI AT, R4 bR i s g 2
AEXTRR )RR AL A B AR ZR Wi B e A (I DR5 JE 3)
¥ 1 B-#6] % B B2 B (B-glucuronidase, GUS)# 5 3%
AT ) 2 DR O T 9, WL Bl I IR IR R I GUS
et hr, AN 2 B0 B I 1 e al, B AR T
FA TR b AN, 7E F R 0o 5 1 4 SR B U 3 7 A
RMYets, 1 DAGH FF IR HIL, 3 DAGHS 9Ri& 28 A
I HETHT, T 24 B DR 0L R TR Bl AN, d 4 i P
7£1-3 DAG ] 8] 25 KR M %< 2] W] & 44 5 (Yin et al.,
2012). B CHEF ORI, 4EE SR B AN AT I
HIELERA]_E A2 B (Melnyk et al., 2015). ] )% #F
5% R AER ] £3-4 DAG, i A 5 5 % K AR I TR
67 DAG. dlIK47 & Witk Kl CASP1 (casparian
strip membrane domain proteins 1). &4l 7> %4S
ST 2H 2 HA Y i R AN G107 i 152 3 Xl WIND 145 1)
S ERIE ERREE T PR, RAEK

FWR NS B oA 42 R i B K (pDR5::GFP) Fl 48
Jf 53 2 25 e . JE B F- 0 R T 4 R 2k R (pARRS::
GFPRIpTCSn::GFP) 5 lE 9 KA Wi = IMAE ), 45
FRM, XA R e B R BT AR B 2 AR IR
FRLEG, A0 o L3R (e SO0 BRG4GB
Z YR B LS A (Melnyk et al., 2015). i id 548
i, KRN EEHALF4 (aberrant lateral
root formation 4)1E A 7&#E: LK 15 5 I OCEE A 7,
FLAE R ThEe AR W) B 0 2 1 1ok F2 v 2 4 75 I (Melnyk et
al., 2015). =@ E M FAT TR, AR E N R N
SAEGREYIO B A, PSR A
DI LA 2H 0 e e, T Al Ay 75 B D) 1 A
THR T AYEE(Melnyk et al., 2018). FiR4EH%E
W, ARG R R UL K R) sk bl 2
15 5 M) . 7 2 57 20 2 2 R A R 2

42 FREREVHIEBHAREEPIIER

LT, 7% & (gibberellin, GA)I A& R E
KE AL EE, BYIRENE A4 IR B
M—rKEE, KERM Y REn T UREIR, 7
KIGHEE . Z5T )G BRG] 78 152 0 e
TNGARE % 388 4% H ik AE H, i it in GAS I 77, DL K
GAT [ I8 4k (gib-1) B 9L 5 2 B 7 - 25 Bl iy R Y

B it AR K R A P 2 i 0 1 771 (2,3, 5-triiodoben-
zoic acid, TIBA)JfANGZ M= I%E, 1Mt H 1l hk-3- £ 18
(indole-3-acetic acid, IAA)ARNRETR#M 2Bk f) %
O, APF TR B T AR K 5 A B AR K R Js R
1140 2 JTIC AN 76 3 4 1 4 20 3 3% 1A 52 i 9 R K (Asahina
et al., 2002). dkmtwill%E NIEEGA, KIMEAE
W 1 I GALIG AL B HT AR TE 25 B 7 i I ) 8 R &
PG, HEW O 4ERE T GAWKIE, JF HGATE R INH
e 4h T A 43 7 b B # 2 A (Asahina et al.,
2007). 4 ST T IREEEAT A Y)AGHEE, REE T
()R BE i A i F2 A Bl GA B K 3 (K (GA200x1

GA20xH1GA3ox 1) i) L i, % ErT M B TIBALL 2 5
FIRRIERANG], HARE R AR cps IL4EE
WIEH B R EAREENERS, RHEEHLH
HEFHEGAKIED G K, FRZEETFHRERKE
4% (Matsuoka et al., 2016) . XL EFIF 15 22 1)
AEFR S 3R, 4o R R AEAERERS . KBRAIEIT Y
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A% b AR KRS L R A K R
KA (pinT), o= EIEITFE . 1 GABRRE A4
(ga3ox1/ga3ox2)fett \E % Bk . HEMAESL R IT LT
ZHGEEM R T, KRS E A B3
GAKI{E A .3 (Asahina et al., 2011).

4.3 ZHRIZBKIEMTHERBEE

MR FAEHNEEL P ER B2, HEREZ3E
KE. JASHETHIZZ B R . A KRR 1
ANACO071 (NAC domain containing protein 71)#
ANACO096 [J ik, B 2B K F1AA5 (indole-3-
acetic acid inducible 5). ARF6 (auxin response
factor 6)FIARF8 /& T ¢ e 42 1y A 38, 4l HAE 1%
P21 LA _F & $% 4F F (Pitaksaringkarn et al., 2014a;
Matsuoka et al., 2016). AP2/ERFEHE AT 1151
M ARAP2.6L (related to AP2.6L). JASHMILHK
AR AR AR, A R DL KR
(Pitaksaringkarn et al., 2014a). I:4h, ETHAE ST i3E
ANACO71 J 1 il RAP2.6L (] %% i% (Asahina et al.,
2011). 7£ LR ABUR R B R ein2, AR 2K E
FEGIEI R R, 58 AR EETAR . MANACO71
MRAP2.6LIFIEH AN G, HEARIEHET. B
SRIK 24N S DR 7 AR FH v AS 8 4 B, (HEAT 13852
FIERK R RIFEI, FE 0 MBI R IASHIETH
i (Asahina et al., 2011). AR4ER A IH L
MITNEEIAIE, 25540 MR 5 AL I A5 1 A8 SR 0 N 4 b
H i/ 7K fi# B (xyloglucan endotransglucosylase/hy-
drolase) 4 % 3 [K (XTH19 #1 XTH20) % 5| ANACO71
i) #2217 (Pitaksaringkarn et al., 2014b).

5 AFEMEXEVFETSHILLR

G AR R T 2 AR R MROR T 655
RAKEY), 20tH L0 AT U oK B B FH T3 SR AT IR
RGEE AR, EF KA RIGEABWH TS
£ T 7E B 321G 3 (Goldschmidt, 2014) . #8 2 Y4 Fe
TSN GEEE S5 THUR it TS
§F](Turnbull et al., 2002).
MIGEZIT R AL FoRE, FEAGHER FH 4
0 R B A 2, T AR AR B4 R FH A S B 4T
T PRARIN SRR 71 K% 2 £ 2% (Gawtier et al., 2019).

W B MRS D TSI Ut 639

Ak, EE AR KA AR ER . fil,
FURE T A1 A S A ET-10 DAGHLREHE e &
(Melnyk et al., 2015; Xie et al., 2019); Tfi %] (Vitis
vinifera) 132 M 1L ¥ Bk (Carya illinoinensis)&5 I 1
A0 75 B+ K (Cookson et al., 2013; Mo et al.,
2018). AAEYGEABALN) FAERE T 55 &G s &
SRR RE IR o VEER B 4EE T S Fe AR AR A EL A
WIIEHERA G I B . 1K R X A
Y. FEEH TR DR TR T AR, 4R R
HCAE AR D AE TR 182 1) B AR AR M X e A B
EE(Melnyk and Meyerowitz, 2015).

35 97 A B R BOR R B, AR AR 4 () R % L
il Mk LR DAL AHE W) A B R T AT IR T
A3 I S 2H 03 R4S IR S e R S P AR AR N B
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Recent Advances in Molecular Mechanisms of Plant
Graft Healing Process

Lulu Xie, Qingging Cui, Chunjuan Dong, Qingmao Shang”

Institute of Vegetables and Flowers, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081, China

Abstract Grafting can significantly improve target traits such as yield, quality, and resistance of vegetable varieties, and
is widely applied in agricultural practice. Prompting graft healing between scion and stock at the graft interface is neces-
sary to improve graft efficiency. Currently the improvement on the technology is hampered by our lack of understanding of
regulatory mechanisms of graft healing. The graft healing process involves complicated and cross-linked physiological
events, including wounding stress response, callus formation, cell communication between scion and stock, and the re-
generation and reunion of scion and stock. Recent research has provided a good foundation for our understanding the
molecular mechanisms of graft healing. In this review, we summarize the central roles of phytohormones in each of the
physiological events, and the phytohormone-dependent and -independent gene regulatory networks in graft healing, to
provide a reference for further studying graft healing-related molecular mechanisms.
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