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Research progress of causes contributing to phyllody in plants

Zhao Jiye Zhang Jinfeng Jin Gang Wang Jianchao Li Caihong Zhou Xinnan Zhang Hua®

( Beijing Academy of Forestry and Landscape Architecture, Beijing 100102, China )

Abstract: The flower is one of the important ornamental organs of garden plants. The phenomenon of phyllody will lead to the
partial or total transformation of flower organs into leaf-like structures, thus having high ornamental and research value. In order to
explore the main causes and regulatory mechanisms of phyllody formation, this paper comprehensively analyzes the research
progress at home and abroad and finds that the phenomenon of phyllody is mainly influenced by factors such as gene regulation,
plant pathogens and external environment. The flower development process is closely related to the five types of genes (A, B, C, D
and E) in the floral organ development model. This article focuses on reviewing the intrinsic molecular mechanism of the
formation of phyllody. It is speculated that pathogens may induce organ alienation by inducing protein changes in plants.
Environmental factors such as temperature and hormones may affect gene expression patterns through epigenetic modification, and
form organs with leaf-like structures through multi-gene synergistic regulation. The study on the causes of phyllody is helpful to
further analyze the process of flower development, so as to provide theoretical basis for the directional regulation of plant flower
development and its molecular breeding.

Keywords: the phenomenon of phyllody; ABCDE model; MADS-box; gene regulation; phytoplasma

R ALY S B RE, WY 2
B AR . A BT AE K AT B, 3
G346 32 B A R R B A B AR S, S SR
S5 48 AT 43 5T A FE Y T AL AR E L R LR
PR A H ) A6 78 1, TR AR SR 28 95 (Phyllody ) (Maxwell,
1869) o 1790 4F K A B 1 bR BL “ 4B B
1% Rosa multiflora Thunb( 2y i -7k /K K X] -1 -3 4t

Wi B . 2025-11-17; &1 H H]: 2026-01-22,

2018), M A 5 E 3 AR 4k H B (Maxwell, 1869; Coen
and Meyerowitz, 1991; Hogenhout et al., 2008; 2= %5 14 fll
VFFEAE, 2010), X Pl LR B 4509 = 5 19 R L 51 & A
(P SE

MY NEFRARKBERLETNSRE D, ESE
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WEEH R T s, BAREBENT: DEMYEK
RESFED, BT BB &R BUE S B R
b, XA AT RRE BT , AN SR B SRS e L )
m, mENEAZ G Rosa chinensis  Viridiflora’
PR AR | R B A R S IR G A, R
PRy 4 0, (B35 55, 1990) o 2) 4l ) IRk e 0 A
AL B A N ARG, AN RETR E AL o RS
MCEZMIFLMEY P R, BN, 52 &Y i 755
Fragaria *ananassa Duch A8 4 H BLAEFN IR SR | 98 2R
HE R ZEE MR (Cui et al,, 2024) . 3) ZAMNAREERZ W, A
WE AR SRS T AL, SRR

SEAL . Wil R A A R . AR,

IR H Z=2 5 Fh Rosa hybrida cv. Motrea 28 9% &
A= B HE 2 LA TR A B = 4 £% (Chmelnitsky et al., 2001) .

wamE AL hEZMIMERRIFE L, (HH
X P 2 A LB AR R FE 4y, R fE E— 2
WF9E . 1991 4%, 5 [FH 2= % 42 1 ABC B AY, 28 Z AR 4
5%, B 58 3% N ABCDE #i A ( Zhou et al., 2025) . 7Ei%
R, A RIER GRS R R Rk E . B,
APETALAI(APD) SR {EAE ) ¥ G A s i I 2 AL 28
25 ¥4 (Trish and Sussex, 1990; Mandel et al., 1992) , 2%
FITIRE L ETEAIX AL  B4 0 B k47 T
PRVT, I 5 3 PR 3R 3k 40 A 5 4 F IR EE AL A ST, W
AR T MR 0N AE S AL (Liu et al., 2018) .
AT 5 45 A 1R PN AR S B 9 0E R, AR G A B W K
A I B G 0 B Y AR, A 4 R DG T 4 R TR A T g
H P REE 6 R, 20 M5 R IZM SN EEAME
DR 2% 0 P 7 A 5 LR, LAY S A 0 A 28 kB R4y
T B R A7 5T SR AR S

1 EdvE AR KT ER

% 52 AR SR 52 e A1, PR SR R [ SR AR Sl ]
BHACAE MG . DA R, OC T AL AR I G R I Y A
RERETHFEYFZH, HBrAoHM el T
Y g TR oy AR AE W) ) Fh b 2 5 R8O B
A (Yan et al.,, 2016; Liu et al., 2018) . £/ 3 E 454y
SN 7 N 6l 9 = N S = R <6
oS B E AR R A, DL E AR AR K, dE[H]
T B — 2 56 B 0 Ak, TE A W) N8 37 A2 K B B 30 2R B
He K 58 R 1Rk 4E 2 B BEAE  (Causier et al., 2010
Albani et al., 2010) .

11 ZXBELEHER

HED X TART IR FLEPELGELT

BRI F MADS-box [r] i 5 AU |- ABC B JE e

PR AER B R B, ST BT A Y AU R o
Arabidopsis thaliana (L.) H F14: 5 Antirrhinum majus L.
H A58 (Liuetal., 1998) . & BF5R AN BT A, 7 5%
#%4- Petunia hybrida (Hook.) E. Vilm H & 38 T o5& IR
WP M & B DALY, BT K ABC 17 4 i
& ABCD # #14 ( Colombo et al., 1995) . J5 Z&FBFF A 5
() AN W7 #h 78 FIAE Bk, JE B T T Dy 58 %% 1) ABCDE #57,
H Al 124 5 B 7238 4 A8 AR 9 H 5 3] 56 31E ( Ferrario et
al., 2004; Krizek et al., 2005) .
1.1.1 B EAF M ABC #A

1991 4, Coen 1 Meyerowitz( 1991) # 4/ #5% 2 48 4y
0 I 4 B 3 2K ] U5 S A 98 AR D K AT 22 ]
M R, 31 TIE K & 1Y ABC R A, 575 T 4L 4%
BT CH A AR A2 | AR HERE L O )
() B 52 AN [R) 288 J31) 6 PR Sk T 4 g ML (L 1) (o
4 0 R 35 106, 2001) o ABC A5 7 B 8 % 47 b fife o6 A
[ 5 5 0% 3 IR 1 e Tk ML AHE L AR AR B AR 1 4 T AL
A ol 58 A A T 1D TR o A OG5 PR L A R W) A 4
B RH b R B, RIS IR TR R Y B 1 () SR
F 7k K, 2007; Bowman et al., 2024) .
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Fig. 1 A schematic diagram of the four whorled regions of the
primordium, and three control regions of A, B, and C classes
112 &% %A H ¢ ABCDE #t 7
21 A2 w0, BHOF 5% 38 1 X5 AN W) 28 & 7 ik DA g A
5%, ¥ ABC BRI 2}y ABCDE 8 . 7¢ i A FE Al -
% B: D J 5L W SEEDSTICK(STK) . SHATTERPROOF1
(SHPI) fl SHATTERPROOF2( SHP2) Y 1£ ¥ % JIF
B W & 4% AE s E 26 Sk N SEPALLATAI(SEPI) |
SEPALLATA2(SEP2) . SEPALLATA3(SEP3) FISEPALLATA4
(SEP4) 25 4 ¢ {48 B & & i1 #2 (Pinyopich et al., 2003;
TheiBen, 2001; Ditta et al., 2004) , TheiBen £ Saedler( 2001)
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AR A - Ay AE AR PR B S 17

P&t Dy A T A AE R DY R AR, AR )R T 4
AR AR 2 B R L AR A 2% R g AR 2 B, [

iz
Petal

DU A

Tetramer | e
model @ "

BFRAMEALIERNREESYHNIEHEILRE
J& % (&l 2) ( TheiBen, 2001; TheiBen et al., 2016) .
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B2 #EIFEAE ABCDE A0/ B iEa
Fig.2 ABCDE model and tetramer model of Arabidopsis flower development

TEfE e B KB, 54824 ABC AW 1Y
YERITE R, BB B I A R LA, INTTIE AL S B
M %48 (Guo etal., 2015) . #7 ARIEREE, S90S
HAHAEPAY C BP0, {10 2R 14 AP1-AP1-SEP-
SEP ¥ 7% &) AG-AG-SEP-SEP, AP3-PI-AP1-SEP ik 7%
N AP3-PI-AG-SEP, 3 B 18 =5 i 78 g M3 . A8 e 2
HHERE; A B I 5 AR, lﬂlﬁéﬁitﬁ AP3-P1$7;2}”1’E
M, BRI I M AR S, 45 C
BE D 2 AR, A 28 BE R BBl Al Tﬁéi%%a_,lm%%
AR S A I R 5208 M e, T B0 B8 7% A8 S AR
W 28 A AR Sl R %D%’S%Ikéa&x\, WU F AN
STK-SHP A & 4EAE 1], 3 B Bk & B 52 it flfh + &
B AGERE, # ERFERRAR, & LR TE R,
162 B Ry 4R 45 4
1.2 MADS-box £ E K &

MADS-box 5 P # FLHA . sh W) RUAE Y b 3z 43 i,
YR AR K E I RUE S5 5 5% 7 R %
#HEAEH (Wu et al., 2025) . R 45 #F b X R, MADS-
box FERI A R 43 A T RUATT A, T AU % 6% 24
A, MR L AN B R R Y 25 5, ] i —
A4 M MPL MY AT ME WAL TTRE F 6~ 8 A~ 4h
BT, T B — 2 4 o MIKCS Fl MIKC* 2 4~ 43 37
(Parenicova et al., 2003; Gramzow and TheiBen, 2013;
Henschel et al., 2002) . K £ ¥ 9% 7 # % L) MIKC® %Y

R, LRI AR 2% B R ) A DL KA [ s
i) 522 R 5 1 ek, B AR T AR I E] L RS AR AR
REMBLREFINRE.
121 EZRBEHEAR

MADS-box K& FlJ2& A6 4 B FRPERE I, 2tk BB
j‘@bﬁcﬁ‘]ﬁl( B RIAE, 2023) o ARIEIHAELE SR K

o B AN TE R IR RE, 934 A 2K (API/FUL 73 3
E’\JAP]%I)\ B3 (AP3/PI) . C2K(4G) . D3 (4G 7}
W) STK & [H) Al E 2% (SEP JEH) (Wu et al., 2025) .

A IR AL 5 APETALAICAPD) 3 IR, ¥ .0 3 fig
FETHNERE LB HMEST S0, FERIFEIT
Wi, API 5 LEAFY(LFY) 3 A 0 [ 76 J, 3 ] 42 98 JF
#3235 # I &8 (Kaufmann et al., 2010) . X —I)
RerE Z AR A R, A & A A4 Rosa
“ Semperflorens” 1 [7] Ji £ K| ReAPI 75 % i
B0 1R e 38, I RE A 4 35 DX 40 g O $E W T AL, 2
ZIER RIS T | FAL T 43 A AL 46 53 A 1 254 A8 (IR,
2017) ; K5 Glycine max (L.) Merr. " i) GmAP1 3&[H W 7E
B PR R, B R XS SEINE Nicotiana
tabacum LA AL 5 645 B 228 (Chietal., 2011) . &
1M, X368} Asteraceae #HY) MM T- B Senecio vulgaris L.
1 SvAPI FERWF 548 78 7 ILIRE 0 &2 A4k, % FL H
FERAL G| S B8 SR, OF R B AN 2 i ABC A5 7
T ) S AL A B, UE W APT 3 TR TE AN [l 4

chinensis
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T ) I 4 1 46 T RE A TE 22 S OIS HERE 5, 2022)

B K3 N FE B AL APETALA3(AP3) F1 PISTILLATA
(PD) K[, 75 TR 5E FE W) A6 0 FIVRRE 35 &% 5 & P2 ¢
VR . ZERLREIT R, AP3 2878 R T {26 5 Ak ok B
F ., PIOE AR AE S e Ak 0o B o 3 i, & R T T
B 2 5L A WU EE 5 53 Y 2 T fiE (Bowman et al., 1991) .
X ST HIL ) AR A ) b 5 B TR R A AR
Eriobotrya japonica (Thunb.) Lindl."H (Y EjAP3 & [F 7£ 42
B AT ap3-3 SRR AL IR, (5 2 8 (1EHE) FN5E 3 42
(M 85 ) kAR 52 BF 15 R SR A 5 EjPLE K 7E 264 pi-1
G AR 0N T b S L 3R 5K, BE AR S M 996 A R R A
By & B (Xia et al., 2020; Jing et al., 2020) . 14k, XF &
it Solanum lycopersicum L.[%) B 2 3 TAP3 #E 47 Ui Bk
Qb B, T R AR R A E, WA EN S 2 54K A% E 3Rk AN
Jl 5 RRIE A, WA 3R AR 4 E W A 55 4 48
CHERE ) 40 B AR LAY O B AR R B 2RI o 25 Rk — 20
WESE T BRERS 55 2 5 M4 3 AL E B WL
(de Martino et al., 2006) . J Z& ‘&= 5 F A &
W K S Fe i B R AR BL T, H v B 28k A RedP3.
RePIAE AL W I 3k % B v £ ik & B H, 5 ReSEP3,
ReSOCI 45 H At 56 X iy [8] £ Y, 7T A 25 BOAE A 2R
HE R AR &5 A 8 Ay I R 7R B S R R R B
RcAP3, RePI Fl ReSEP3 W 8 UL J2 ReAP2 53 i 3R 3k,
A RE 5 S e R A ARG R A G . B 2R AR
A5 At e 455 PR LA T 4, I ) A AR A R
#(Yanetal., 2016) .

C R 5L N 3 2L AGAMOUS(AG) 3 [ B i 4,
ZHMEMRER LT, 5 ARENMAER. EPE
TP, AG RN I RE R S SR 3 AR E T A
SN MR, AP2 E A p B R S EOES b
AG 11 7% 15 % % (Bowman et al., 1991; Chen, 2004; Pelaz
etal., 2000), 3% — 42 AL £ W B ALY H =l Br
fRE . Chmelnitsky % (2002) 5% & #, A Z=AE [tk
5 Ah) 2 F M S AT AR T A ) B A P C 2K 4G
PR 22 3k 2 BN s Yan 55 (2015) 38 3 SC M HESE T ‘4%
2 AZRIED RedP2 70 MEMESS b Rk & BT,
M C RN ReAG K ikt 3% T, BIE T A, C
L R Z ) 1Y A B AR R S SO B B ) B e i O
o HIRASZYE ReAG F I TN, 425 5 (2021)
VIR Z5SF “H A ¥ Rosa chinensis ¢ Old Blush’
AR, G BT A K F CEREET RedAG R
AR SR sl SISO , 2P T ReAG 15 ‘4%
=5 R E TP T R T g S R B 7 i i AR
FTePE R AL i AR OC . AZRBEH 5 CRIEH B

FHAE L, S P L 2% B B O B 20 M HE 2, % HE e
XTI T AR I A A SR, AR kR A AR
o, BB 28 07 T A AR D e Ak SO D RE 1R, S
e Zm e EEE AN 2E 7 (Léaetal., 2018) .

D 23 [N 3 AU 5 STK F SHP JE K, J&: v 2 iR
kB Oy B9AZ O PR P IR T o STK JE D FE IRER AR %
Wl G BEAE FH, IF 5 SHPI A1 SHP2 LI T BE T0 4% 19 7
2 [F] 4 H IR 2R B Oy, 2 5 2 R B AR Y, B
TERSTRE | B E R E o # b & AR H (Mizzotti et
al., 2014; Di et al., 2020) . K T D 2 & A GmSHPa 7*
e 8 RN S P R S A, i A i A S I A
BTCAE I R AR /NN AT TF 2 2 R AR
PG, B IR 5 F - R X s R A AR A
D 2 3k K T RE 1 PR <7 M, SRR Ol B 44 1 £ 4K
PECGR%AZ, 2011)

E 5L LA SEP SR R &, 43 SEPI, SEP2, SEP3
M SEP4 4 RN, TR M S 5 4 58 A6 4% W ORI AE 43
WA Y E ., ERFAREHEREESEN S
%y, {5 76 10 B % b SEP1, SEP2 Fll SEP3 216 Wi AL I .
T 5000 B2 JIT 0 T 1 3 P, 36 2 B FE sepl/2/3 —
RAFR b LA N B 5 sepl/2/3/4 DU B 58 A8 K 7 A
MAEAL AT MRS B . A R W T E R B AE K
gy A 2R W A9 T B A/E FH (TheiBen and Saedler,
2001) . SEP K& K 1) Zh 68 76 HAbAE ¥y vh 15 2 3k — 2P
55 UE o ff e B 5 5 5 BT #R (virus induced gene
silencing, VIGS) 4% &K T ¥4 & = %} Ranunculaceae 1 #)
SEP1/2/3 3[R A 21k, = 50 i bR 5 e 85 A0 B2 [ VR
b= 7 e B Mgk A fr, R E KK XY
T 26 R 22 H B T B (Soza et al., 2016) o 75 MBI
Az ERILH T HiEF8EmRAAE T, 6,
HZ “KPH’ Rosa ‘Carolla’ F 1y SEPZEH N 3%
NI, 257k 2 )R 0 s ARG R AR, AR T o A
LU TR A KA (EULHE, 2023); H & g
A6 9 MADS-box £ R 1) SEP [a] J§ 4, H: & ik 45 5 |
cDNA %5 # 5 %58 H Z= 48 JL T #H [F] (Matsumoto et al.,
2005); A 2= E 28 3L [ RASEP3 5 SRDX % 53 1 il 38 ¥
GG I B R, (R B R0, LR i ok
IR #8 B BUAR (Gion et al., 2012) . BRBEAE 46, H
FIVFZ MY RS S E NS ERE TR AN
AT — HAES I %08 H Z R ¥ h ABCDE 285t W 1
IR, IHARE S B4 e 45 S R AR 4k
1.2.2  MADS-box % # HHe K B

Bk AL & 75 455 70 A 56 K (R 41, MADS-box %5 I K
B MIKCS 43 37 if 4 4% AGL15. AGL6, AGLI2, SOCI .
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AR A A AE AR I P B 5 O 19

FLC, SVP, TM8 5 W K Jti 2 518 & & ot B2 (I %,
2023) . MADS-box % Jif H: i I F T B K2 43~ 7] U &
KWL 1, Hodr, TS S RAEFR P & B, 7 IR IF .

K Zea mays Linn, /K #8 Oryza sativa L.55 28 ML X AT
YRR, JB T — Al ny 1 B 5, Hl
M T HE AN 24 M 8 A BH 1 (Coenen et al., 2018)

#£ 1 MADS-box RixEMERE IR B RBEEE

Tab.1 Other gene functions of MADS-box family and some homologous genes

M TE e

Gene Key function

[F] 5 & A 2% 3Lk
Homologous Gene Reference

AGLIS ey 2243 46, IR AR 7k & b %Kik,
(BTSN S 2 o 1 7 T B o S i - 2 |
A6 28 H LR SRR

AGL6 B HEN AR EREMRELLE
R 45, ] AR E AR

SOCI  FAAG 55 4 W F, VA 75 HF A B ] 1 46 25
BHERSE, B FHY AL

SVP WA ERA, S 54501k, K

TR S TR MdSyP

FLC A6 o AU AR L, FF A6 T m W #5  F, K3 Hordeum vulgare L. ODDSOCI, ODDSOC2. MADS37; /N
Triticum aestivum L. TaAGL22. TaAGL33. TaAGL41. TaMADS2; %t J} 2021
PoFLCI. PoFLC2

W % VwAGLI2; 7K F& OsMADS26; X\ AL Ananas comosus (L.) Merr.
AcMADSI; JK i B 2. & Lonicera macranthoides Hand.-Mazz. LmAGL12

# JI\ Cucumis sativus L. ERAF17; 22 J& Prunus L. PmMADS26; 3

2 1 T AR 0] 8], 00 1) G AE 5 22

AGLI2  Z 5 FF AL W . 40 0 %) 400 98 15 A B 396 B
B AR O A, AR R OT E AR W A K
™S8 MR A H

7 it Solanum lycopersicum L. SLMBPI1; ¥ J\ Cucumis sativus L.
CsMADS25, CsMADS26; 4t 7} Paeonia x suffruticosa Andrews PoAGLI5 ~ Joshi et al., 2022

7% it SIAGL6; ] % Vitis vinifera L. VvMADS3; 3¢ S Malus pumila Mill
MdMADS11; =} Orchidaceaec OMADSI, OMADS7. PaAGL6

3% B Litchi chinensis Sonn. LeSOC1; B Pyrus spp. PbrSOCI; #§ Prunus
mume Siebold & Zucc. PmSOC1

2 2} Paeonia lactiflora Pall. PISVP; % 4% Chrysanthemum x morifolium
MR, TP AE 45 my s 4%, P S W T 46, A (Ramat.) Hemsl. CmSVP; 15 PmSVPI1, PmSVP2; 3¢ % MdMADSS50.

Guo etal., 2017;

Hsu et al., 2021;
Zhou et al., 2025

Xue et al., 2022;
Shi et al., 2024

Lietal., 2017;
Zhang et al., 2023

Calderwood et al.,

Mao et al., 2023

Coenen et al.,

MdMADS045 . MdMADSI111 2018

1.3 AP2/EREBP HRix AP2 EH

JE I APETALA2(AP2) J& T AP2-EREBP % 5t A +
FG, FLIRR I 25 40 B W) A B TR T AP2 BRI
(Jofukuetal,, 1994) . ff N A RKILH—Fh, 4AP2 B 5
AR IIE L, 5 CRILH AG M H 0], 7] LA
MO B 28 3 K AP3 Al PI L) ]2 E 28 3 R SEP3 By % ik
#1 %+ (Krogan et al., 2012) ,

AU KM, fE A& &2 MREEEELT
W, ReAP2 Jo = S i 3R 3k, HEDIIX AT 6E 5 E ik 55 5% A8
L ROR &5 M A 2 (Yan et al., 2016) ; miR172 76 48 &
Al B Al Y 4P2 R IK, miR172 57 5 it &
Tk T L E B ILF R ReAP2 Dy R G, L™
M TAERYE Z Al (Weietal., 2017) 5 3l K60 miR 172
w CARK MAZE ‘g% KREERSE D RE
25, RMHAEH & g% (EmERESELE b
Foak W R, HAR RN 42 W) 53 A, K W A
T miR172 3 1 1 9 55 ReAP2 W 3k, 16 &35 3¢
wH KB R (S, 2019) . 1A, A B
9% K& B i miRNA172 19 Z % % 54 sly-miR172¢ 1
sly-miR172d, 7EH g R 19 288K BB T 53 4k
slmir172cCR 1Y £E 3 F1AE 8 52 Gl 78 %, T sImirl72¢-dCR
MR B 2 g, 7E e R ARk, 1
aEH R R, B AR RF 2R
FOR A HOMESE ™ S . 45 R SR P, sly-miR172d

T 1 0 v 0 5 46 o B B 0 o A8 R 1 R B A
5%, B 1) W5 H APETALA2 ¥E 8045 (Lin et al., 2021) .

miR 172 38 52 e 5% A< D) 1 F0 B0 240 10 AL 61 HE 1) G
fith AP2 %% 55 4 1 B9 mRNA, H i PEFE R S 30 4P2 3L
AR R B 7 KB B Rk 5w, S B A
HERE R

2 Y R A AR

201 HEREBEEFEETHIEDE

H1 4 T4 J5L 4 ( phytoplasma, i J5L 44 ) 1F S — Fif £ 4%
T AR ) T, RE S AR S A 22 e S AR
AE S 50 B B8 B A F) AL 40 5 D 0, A 3 G B
Bl i, TG Z R Y, OF X B B 5N E
) v W™ B fG % (Kitazawa et al., 2017) o Ji 140 &
Qi R AU W 7 22 B e W R mOIR O, L AR A
A, XL E AR T, n] DA 3 R S R A 0L
B o FEic 2, b ER W, 8 AR b 1 ks
A FE, 3R e 0 3 A9 AR RO B P Y B 7S I E
AR (Namba, 2019) o 4 &% B 8l 042, 100 65 8 A6 90 14
IE% AT R, | BB Prunus pseudocerasus Lindl.
POAE AR G 5, 25 R AL ARt A [) 2 1) iR
BER ) e, IO B 2 K R R AR X AT E S
TR LA Gy 0 A OC B R T AR R R AR R Y SRk
(e i 55, 2019) o AU Je: # R I I L 5 AE &
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A B ¥

CHRE o

BRI ERSE WML (L ARME, 2025), REC
A B 5T R, W ARG R T, AR R B R Y
FARIKT KA T AR, B SRR S W e] 7= A AR S
) 43 T AL AT 0 22 #E 2 (Pracros et al., 2006; Himeno et
al., 2011; Suetal., 2011) .,
22 HEGREENREBLRTE

A WEIERWY, — A& B DR SF 00 A AR EE ) AT
G AT 5 3 4R I 7 A AR AR S A A AR E R E
YRR R HoRE SR R () %% (MacLean et al., 2011;
Maejima et al., 2014; Yang et al., 2015) o % 5 & i 15 )
A TR A T B AR ST, AR AL O e o 5
me) 4% [7] U5 MADS 25 #4581, o i T4 46 &k & )7,
WS EWIE R . Maejima %5 (2014) $EAE R A5
6 FE A DR A S K 7t i 1( PHytoplasmahydrolase like 1,
PHYL1) | A8 JE AR S0 [R5~ 22 44 o A AR D 1A o 9 2
54(Secreted AY-WB Protein54, SAP54) & I [l I ) 4
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P DR 52 B, T A g R B AR A

3 PR AN R

31 BE
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R AR RN R | PR AR A N AR e SN R
ROA J1515%,2024) . AW LI, H 20 F Rosa
hybrida cv. Motrea % 8 7 {71 it T 1€ 1 4 5% B 5% 72 i i
WREE . UERIRE N 26 C/21 C B, H =4 ik
FEECEL L 21 °C/15 °C B i 4 A5 7548 11 AR, 26 ¢/
21 C A MFF 80% i 46 R MR 25 5, 21 °C/15 °C %
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32 HE
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A B A E Al B gy M R AR R AR R A A S B
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RsPh-YNym) J&7 , HAH Bk N GA3 A9 s e 1 18 21 — E 72
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