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x\fefs, T8, HTE, KFE, THEX, BWE, KT
SRR 5 B8 25 A0 97, b 3 0 O R 270083,
B (R DR L0 5 5 e R AR, A 830001

RE  HEYSEE PR REYIRR ST B NEHAR B B, A YA KR T A 8230 5 A8 A 7 v 2t A A — i
JS2 Ak S, DABA ORI 1R A MNE SIS o 2 R I B R DX B R AR 5 30s A 4R |, TR I8 52 B 5 A gk
FECLBOGIE L NI R S5 A B P85 PR 3R AR R 35 1 ARV AR P s iierh, AR B I VR LR . TSR
PEBVE RN T — PR e R B . AR, KT R B S T R . R
W1, AV B AR AU A Oy, (EAS (R It R I S B2 2 R A OSCRANAR Y 1A A v 4 A B AR AL LA,

M T AR IABE A 3R DL R R B, B ORI A AN A A P SR AR ST SR B R

XEIR BEME, HEKX, 2T, B, AR

XM, 8, TR, RFEE, TR, BYRE, KT (2025). MY E BV S R & T OV TR, YR

60, 472-482.

TR B A 2% B E ) Re A RE S SRS A
K FFRSYy, M AR ERAE BT
THUEMLE, DUENAFRRR BB . U8B EZHM. %
SR B G AR T A K R A SO, M2 i 5
HBivk, LLE NI (Patharkar and Walker, 2016).
TP B B AR s T H B & A F BRI E
X, BN A [ By AR i A B B R E . EX T
NRAEFAIESNRUE, FSE & BORp -3 R 2 77 AL A7 T
R, Hop g B3 R AEY) P & R F# (Patharkar and
Walker, 2018). 7KH(Oryza sativa)fh1-Jii 7% < 53
FEWSCIR I B A = =2 & (Vitis vinifera) T F 2
S SRS OGR . SRR .

BT TR R E WALy 1,
W RAEEEKRSE SR EREZL, PEZEX
(abscission zone, AZ), — M 7E MR (Kumpf et al.,
2013). M3 (Nakano et al., 2012). 1£#5 B (Mao et
al., 2000). 52 1 (Botton et al., 2011). - (Zhou
et al., 2012) L FF- %X (Lweis et al., 2006)Z5:55 7. H
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T8 B WL IR BT S WAEALER, BN 72 %
%t %f 7 At (Solanum  lycopersicum) . 7K & % fili 1 k5
(Gossypium hirsutum)ZER X AEY), BFFOER. IRE
K 73 S5 A0 PR 55 (R 2 0 M A 28 B DL v s el o Bl
WA, EF AT U6 SR A T4 B Ve i 2 o i
P BER KO DL AR = W i & il 5 R B AR A,
DR 7 AR ML, ) LA B R A U 1 AN R4
T R R R 4 2 B 0 2 X & 0 L o R B S
HEFHARNGZXME S SEREET T2
MEAT T, SRR, REAFREDHEEXES
e B 5 R 4 AR 2 QTE AL BB AT A, (H AR TR AR
— N5 i 11 R 2 X 4% (Meir et al., 2010; Botton
etal., 2011). FEAFEFH, BRCEEEH— RS
Z5REBEXEEERENER, H8 MR EH
FUREA 1A 47 5 R R R 42 A 5 X 6 R IR TR N 3L i
T A ar s S Pt TR A, FEOR AR IR TR B
T 7.
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LRz o B B 10 2> T HL, DOV & B hivE
T S A A R V& RLvE R 5%

1 HEYSRERFNARFHEE

B BV — BOR AEAE AR B S5 A8 B RAL, AL
BHTRIAMWKGETHH T, BHESHERERLS
B EX . BEX B2 R, PR
JId 5 Bk A ) T R R S 8 JE XD i 4 i B A K
flE BV A, 28 B 5 BEHA 7 2 (Sexton and Ro-
berts, 1982; Taylor and Whitelaw, 2001; Olsson and
Butenko, 2018).

T2 B T 035 B 2 X AT A v (5 5 i
RIS « 129 5 X 2 R 70 1 B R o T s v X
TRIFZTERL 4 DB (B 1), ESRE KT, BEKX
2 9D 7K 73 MR WAL, B0 DX I D ) 7K 3 B A,
IKIPPRALAT A ML — 2D U i, R IRI R K, AT
(ERE 2B W&, FR, LM (ethylene, ET)FI VAR
(abscisic acid, ABA)SS R 1L 22 X i h AL 8, B
i I B O e T (An 2T AR 2R I SRR il R A ) SR W )
FEE, 3B XA MBE o R AR, Al EE
SRBERN 2 21 25 21 55 ) ot 2 e, 4 ) PO 65 0 %,
fHT 2 J2 2 TR R AR AR ot D B I v 3 2% A
BEE 59 )2 X A PR ) 2 R AN K i R, 1% XIS AL
SRIE W RC, RATPBWAR. EREMEE, B2
X 40 ML 2 TE BRI 2, DS 1, 7 b SR Ak AR
AR PR BEZE K, DRIPEIIA Z it — 541 (Patter-
son, 2001; Patterson et al., 2016; Patharkar and
Walker, 2018).

X
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2 HEXRERENN

21 X

FHAE B B A R R AR R L R
IKIF CASCE FRBERE; P AE DR 3R A A AS RIS 3 0 A 3
A A AR AL S5 (Wilmowicz et al., 2018). Yl FHE4
REBAT D, AR KESSCEEROCEER, 2
SR KT, XS AEnT [a] = A 5o, 8L
SEILLR T IUENLTE . £ P I (Arabidopsis tha-
liana)H, JEHEI ] 28K Ae % 175 T 0L R ST E& 1T 16 (Pi-
ttendrigh and Minis, 1964; Andrés and Coupland,
2012); T 7E G B B BRI, 2 S B E T i
(K, 2023). FEIKFES, S IR O E HA1.
Ghd7. DTH8 #1 PRR37 fgfi% i 17 Ehd1-Hd3a/RFT1
Tk, BRI KFESE AT (Zong et al., 2021).

22 BE

T ik v B 3 B A B AR TS . iR
I, YR RO EERARES, BOKEYIE %
i, FEEREREER, FREYSERE, 4k
FE AR, AR IR AR 52 20406, S8 3N TE
—¥#B4>r 28 E (Tudela and Primo-Millo, 1992). #%E it
WA SZ 0 5 I L[] 4% (Nakano et al., 2014).
X 52 B PAE pa A R A AT R 7T, KILEH T2 26
B AR AN P IR A e, AR 52 (X 40 32 i
TERL, e Zmi7% (Reichardt et al., 2020).

2.3 k%
MY 2 BT RERER, — 7T KOsk, Y

JoNTLESs  WHEEB—Z4
MACROCALYX
o DO s PHEHHR e
0000000000 @@@E SSH1 e
Q0O0000 eoieceesess 180000010
BB e T e e was (TN
<600 % QU0 " e
KA BEREH TR B 5 2 T O BRI 1B S ERRPE TR

B 235 A A B R (Patharkar and Walker, 2018)

Figure 1 Physiological model of organ abscission (Patharkar and Walker, 2018)
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NPT LR, 5 SRR G R, TS
J& X Bt A5 S I ER O, HET 51 K MiVE (Iglesias et
al., 2003; Florkiewicz et al., 2020); % — 71, HT
SALTFEE N i e R S B RRAIC, 23 COL 8%
5T R AR B AR BRAR, BRI OE & 208, Rkt
R A NERELFE I, B AU ) AR O B R
(Barickman, 2021; Farouk and Al-Ghamdi, 2021;
ZHFAT, 2022). TMiKy 20, FFEFEHEYOGE
RO BEAR, AR I8, 36 B il 22 0I5 v (1
eARsE, 2012; EHafh%E, 2013; 5KIHAR%E, 2016). 1
2P EE 4 KJG, AR (Populus sp.)#rt
o> ARG ZE A V% (14, 2010; #hEKSE, 2020;
%, 2021).

24 EF

RE BT 45 B I BLVE AR RBOE L . Uik S ates
AJER, NEHE M LSRR, — SR EHT
AR TS 2 MR R4 S EUR % (Liang et al., 2020).
XI 1 fiff(Dendrobium sp.)#EATIEHY, BY R REFERL
T AN RHEFENE YR, HACR T 5 A R AEM
B U NCNTEINEREE S, BT E RSN, A
FRHAERE B FIAE 28 B I OR IR I 2%, TEAR KRR R
ERFIET 8 E VR (5K, 2011; Pattaravayo et al.,
2013).

PRI IR 250 AR A 48 B IV 1 5 el 2 — AN B AR
FEARE R . JEIR . BT KN SR R S i
me B AR I A R T8 M5 i B LR, 1)
B A B A o X B AT 2 1 AH ELAE AT Bh TR
VIR IR BT AR, W CR L RS T B AR 64, T 4E
FIEWMAKEE, REEY LR

3 EXIRRE IR
L300 T Tl v P A A i G R L R BE L K oy R R
VBTG 3R, XA AL R 68 5 B A A R A
i, dERRACUFET . AR ENEEED, sz
RIS, Rl 2 R FLPE R IR I (polygalacturona-
ses, PG)MIZf-4 &K i (cellulase, Cel)f i 5t &
BAEH . EHEMEERENBEEX, X 2 Fhlgs R
H 7 1% (Sundaresan et al., 2020).

% R 24 FU0E I8 R I8l (1) T B 60, 45 20 e SR IR e R A

R, JFAR 2 R BE 1) e, A SRS AR K (Yang et
al., 2022). 4 PG MR ETFmE M, F . FEAIRSL
B E MR IR ZE T, PG BB KR I
QRT2 WifE{tas B %, ADPGL 2 5142714, AD-
PG2 15 5 f1 T %(Ogawa et al., 2009).

RIS —HEEM, X4 B-1,4-7 S hE-4-4
MK A, FR AR N D) B R . AN -
SREVEBE . B~ 200 AR SRPE RS, Ref8 PR A 4
R BCE EE SR, Cel 4mid R R EAE YA [F] 45
HHEEXPREEERRE. #lW, Cell EELEIEW
BEX ML F R, T Cel2 M TE A A Lk
(Brummell et al., 1999). 1t4b, Cel3 i &k HLTE B
(Capsicum frutescens)f{es B 5 EEX &m#R
1&(Trainotti et al., 1998; Sakamoto et al., 2008). 7
Xt ot E L T 7T, KB Cell. Cel2 A1 Cel5
FERWE R XK EE S, MM ZEXACel5 K&
‘& % (del Campillo and Bennett, 1996).

4 HEXMBFEREFRE

EEME R —ANER AR g iR, BT 2
Pl 2 (B 3 VI & S R o LR AE N
TRV Z 2 —, 0 ik 4 B o SR B A gt 1 175
PR MVE . VAR (ABA)E L H1 i 2 BT A R &
&, (e OIRAEYE Ak, BT AS E h. EK R
(auxin)fil 752 % (gibberellin, GA)XT#8 B i 7% f i %
BA WM, MR EE DL PR BE 2 A (1 AN R 0 2%
B & 7 AR AR 3 B E F . 4 i 2y 24 3R (cytokinin,
CTK) a1 72 3 4 Hu. 73 54 1 LE 2% 48 A7) 3% 32 33 2 40 o A
VIssE RIS HE, 4. ABA. EKE. KRERL
T 20 P 53 4 3R S IR N AL Y A VR R TR AR AR 2
Bz RE

41 ZM%

HEMEFEZETEREX P RERRIMENE, &
A e 08 L 3E 4 0 B o SRR B A, E TR R 28
i . EFRAT, LEFES PG HIRIL, FEHHNE
J2 X2 B e SRR e e i, e A8 R B R S i VR
(Kalaitzis et al., 1995; Hong and Tucker, 1998). it
bb, 2 5 IR G RO 2R R ] L0 A
RSB, i A (reactive oxy-
gen species, ROS)H K2 2 X T . LM 5



(Nicotiana tabacum)f1% i/, ERF K&K TERF1
5 TERF2 I 75 s 0™ A SUma ik i 205 AR
G, &R EEX R (Zhang et al., 2009,
2016).

4.2 [EBE

ABA BEf il R Ry E A AR B BT . TR ARG B
I b 30 A e by, T ABA R (R A A8 B
. WHTLRY], ABA BEWS I LIR AT A 5T ACC & il
&, MR CImAEE R, CFEREEYS
BB 2 DX 20 BE ) B g, 3E T A 2 B B VA (Gomez-
Cadenas et al., 2000). *4 ABA fZ7EHf, PG #il Cel 7E
BE X BEPE R, Y O ARG R B
if, EN{f ABA 3RTFTE, PG I Cel fii M th AN 21855 .
Ui I ABA G SN S 1) AE A B B i A v

43 HEKFE
A KRR 35 B BT R D R Bk FE 22 T 2 80
HARTF, Bk AR R4k, T4
IR FE A KR ML B gr M 4k 229 5k 5704k . BRIt
AR RAEE YR A B B A #E X RE SE 22 i ¥% (Bunya-
Atichart et al., 2011; Sundaresan et al., 2020). X4
KRR R, ATP 3EMETF &, a2 i (R 5 4 i B
SifRa T, A FEHEY) A E IV (Kudko et al.,
2020). HAEKFIKEBACKH, okt ATP iR
Tt BANEAKERBAMH] PG iEERI/EM, Bl
Hl ARG . K RICRE SR B4t B PG
B IR, AT AE 22 2% B vk (Bh P45, 1999). 1E 3
ik, SIBLA F K12 5 RS- 2Rk kB A0 20 i BE AR,
HLRE S FE e B 2 DX AR K SR BE I Uk . SIBLA Bk
DRI T ER W] 3 B0 A R A R S R SE R AT B 7 (Yan et
al., 2021). BtAh, RIEEKRIEHO 70, M
BP0 5 Y A A A0 G2 B i A K RV g o 24z
o AR KB IRBE  T I I, SR 1R T
FR W N 32 B, B SR E A S VR, Mk, 1E
AT i it P 2B G 3R TR B R RO TR R, T ek e
B i #% (Addicott, 1970). 25 F3&W], K FRAEAF AL
B UR FE B FE 0T T A B O v A LR
AR R BERE AR R A5 B IRV . 9,
N5 e-3- 2, FR (indole-3-acetic acid, IAA)HIHIRRAE M Fr
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[ i 7% (Mishra et al., 2008), HAEHIHLEEZ IAA T4
Ik 20 A 53 1 85 )2 [X 40 i BE % fi# (van Doorn and
Stead, 1997). 1-Z% Z. % (1-naphthyl acetic acid, NAA)
RN LERIEYAEKETR, BA5 IAA K00
RE, [F) 7 AL 28 B I NAA AT DL 25 080/ 3 il v
(Alam and Khan, 2002). 2,4- 5% 4 (2,4-dichlo-
rophenoxyacetic acid, 2,4-D)[F#f g i #5 F sz 7% .
XiF R (Citrus sinensis)jifi iNK I FE 2,4-D RE6% 30 i 3
RLWivg, 2 2,4-D WKL 2 S B M E i R
(% T 5% 0 T, 1989).

44 FEHR

IR R BE 75 B K o B VA P A R SR . S
2,4-DAF ., Bk IGA S 30 1) 247 1 7 A B
Wi 2515 55 A BT R B E IR, BT
T3t 0 — 22 4 EE 1) GA it 4 i) 2 SR 52 e 7% (Chen
etal., 2006). i GA 3 Afi AN 4551 4 4 5im 41 o % 5 it iy
P, AT S B SEATH F BV (Marciniak et al.,
2018).

45 ZHRASHE

M RRBAZHEIM, HAEA Y4
X ELTEE, T H XY R AR B A .
CTK i 1] 247 i 5 B sl B B O TR 47 PR R R 1
FALRANG 2 B EAKFEH, CTK /K- F3&iE
REMS AP RIAR R, B K, JFPEARVERLZE(Sun et al.,
2016). CTK I hnae s (et 2 nh R g i, JFidid
i i N R GA R AE K2 A &R B 1L V& R (Sugiyama
and Yamaki, 1995).

5 PEESEXEMASSMLHEE

BRI AR B BT IR W A 5 2 PR R E
LN a8 B MR E 20 8 2 N5 ), il
PR ARSI T OG5 R 10 & R R Rk
AR, AT E B, TR i SR
RS, X8R X BB AL AT %, A
ARG R, BT S B B . A B
VAR IGIEIN B RE AL v i K LA T 0 20— WL AR E ot ol
BHEhAAEEE . Jil, SAEARYMhE M
TORER| LB R XIS AR SGIE R, Xt # o3 2E [A



476 YR 60(3) 2025

R RERHEAT T HIB BT

51 #EFT

BOP1/2 (BLADE ON PETIOLE 1/2)8Ef% il F 7T
HHREBEEXEE, BOPLR2 dRIASTEZILIE T W
T R i v% (McKim et al., 2008). 445 M (zinc
finger protein, ZFP)Z ik () AtZFP2 i ik [ 23 ik
/2B K [l 7% (Cai and Lashbrook, 2008). fMLE 7F
REFRUEHZXKEE K, RV MG R RE
DA 3 R 710 5 R AE KR B AR R T,
Homeobox #:H K RPL REEL 2 5 L6548
FWE R 1555 Tl RN )Rk, MR
b M B kB Rk R, 2E T F2 m A il % (Roeder,
2003). MADS-box %K %] AP2 (APETALA2). SHP1
(Shatterproofl). SHP2 % bHLH ZJ%[) IND (INDE-
HISCENT)All ALC (ALCATRAZ)3Z 3| 2. ¥ % i 2
IREE DRI 2R 52, (525 B I 94 R4 2 I A FH AR 7 ZH 21
HHOE R IA, R 15 20 P R B v M, T S0 i 1]
WA, RATNRIBIFEK G, (Em TR I IR
(Lewis et al., 2006; Ripoll et al., 2011).

5.2 K¥E

R T AEWGRF 7, fEKREN LY R, Fhy 2
TR WE RN AE T EEAR MR Bl 2w
IKFETERLAR R FE R A 124N (R 1), Hp ERIEHRTA,
Z LB . AL T /KFE1 5 Yetafk ERPLAY [R5 IE A

R/ KRG CITRE RV R A OS2 A

qQSHL 2 & Hill K FE TR IR R 2 —, Z 5 K 4 Y
—ABEL1HFEFMEA. EHARY, HTqSHL
BERURAE TR RAR, A FAE /MR A RIA T,
HETR S0 B 2 X 0 E TR, 380 AR G YA R
(Konishi et al., 2006). FRqSH1ZEK 4, f7F55 Feth
A 11 7 05 225 (R SHS A, 2 42 i) 7K R v R P 1) B 2 O
N, %N FEFERIGBEL1 B 1, SqSHIZ K AL
FIE R ThBE(Yoon et al., 2014). f7 T /KAE45 Yetoik
[ sha Jk K 2 i Myb 3 5% S [ 1, 1% 5% s R 1 76 5
MEERE R CEEM, BRI 7. m
SHALZE Rl B4R 5 sha 3 IR A5 = B 0 AR Bl i, 1
SHAL #1482 X B Ak il 2 5 82 X
F T B 5 i KRG 7% R (LI et al., 2006; Lin et al.,
2007). /K FEAP2 5 5 I SHAT LRI SSH1FE [K] /& i it
WA 5 2 X ) B A 3 BOL VR R T (Zhou et al,
2012; Jiang et al., 2019). /KFEH 2wt YABBY [A 111
OsSh1 2 [K 38 i 5% e & J2 1) R & A 32 b B 7% (Lin
etal., 2012). JEPEF A FE(O. glaberrima)H [FJObSH3
T I AR A EES JE X K B S BRI (L
etal., 2018).

53 &

TEFAF, LIGEYE LR ACS2FIACSALE RS
G FE R R A, MACS2FIACSAk ETNREN 2
i G2 BH,  3E T 0 ) 18 2% B B 7% (Hoogstrate et
al., 2014). MADS-box#5 1 7] LA 5ERFsAH HAEH,

Table 1 Cloned genes for grain shattering in rice
e YR EJPSE TR s A PSRN DA SR
qSH1 0s01g0848400 BEL1 %Y [F Y5 = AL 2 A 1 Konishi et al., 2006
OsShi 0s03g0650000 YABBY #% 53 [R T 3 Lin etal., 2012
ObSH3 OBART03G27740 YABBY #% 3[R T 3 Lvetal., 2018
Sh4/SHA1 0s04g0670900 Myb 3% 3% [K -+ 4 Li et al., 2006; Lin et al., 2007
SHAT1 0s04g0649100 AP2# 3[R - 4 Zhou et al., 2012
SH5 0s05g0455200 BEL1A! [ = B 5 Yoon et al., 2014
Sh-h/OsCPL1  0s07g0207700 CTDWER AL 7 Jietal., 2010
OsGRF4/PT2  0s02g0701300 A KR T 2 Sun et al., 2016
OsNPC1 0s03g0826600 T B TiE i C 1 3 Cao et al., 2016
GL4 ORGLA04G0254300  Myb3#: 3K 1 4 Wu et al., 2017
OsLG1 0s04g0656500 SQUAMOSAG B T4 & %EH 4 Lee et al., 2007; Ishii et al., 2013
SSH1 0s07g0235800 AP2¥% 5 R+ 7 Jiang et al., 2019




FLEXT CH1E T I AT F U 2R R AT 4, WOE 4
B A A A PR VS 1, 0T S 2% B V% . MADS-box %X
R J (JOINTLESS)JHE K B8 1 4% 20 & BUFl 55 =
X & B Mo K 13K 1£ (Mao et al., 2000; Roberts et
al., 2002). & i 55 12 5 4«4k | CPL K% J2 (JOIN-
TLESS2)R AN IhfE S I FEK ML, AMUAERE R 5
EXMKE,
2005). J2 Fe[AJ2 J BRI T AR, HDjREsZ J Ak
K 1520 (Roldan et al., 2017). MADS-box 5% J )
MC (MACROCALYX)& & it 252 X & 8 i s i
PIEERFE, MCiEE 5 IR EAE, 5N EEX
1% & (Nakano et al., 2012). SLMBP21 #: X fEug 40
LA BB E X TR, HAEMANE 2@ J A
MC A B AETE BER 5 A A, 32817 5% e 7 05 SR AW
ZEXK B (Liu et al., 2014). fi T ZmAEKERES
e FIRA TR SLMYB2 Bk K il id % TAPGL.
TAPG2 HiI TAPG4 )3 1A 52 M 2 Al 2 55 1 i 7% (Ka-
laitzis et al., 1995; Hong and Tucker, 1998; FEm&kH,
2021).

54 HEYH
7E/NZ (Triticum aestivum)H, qSH1 [ [F 3£ A Tag-

SHIEEMEEXKIKE, FiIZER T AME I,

RIS RIE TaqSHL 3 E40hEE 7+ K A1 AL AR B L L B
S, BEXMEKEIRGE, U %5 RER e R sk
TR ML 5 K B (Zhang et al.,, 2013). /N
AP2 52 15 1) Q J5k [R] R 6 3d ik 1 44 Al 25 )2 1) e 7 4
b7 i 7% (Simons et al., 2006). £ > (Brassica
campestris) ', RPL %X [ fe 8 3 S0k bR K & 5+
W, HET R LIS R (Arnaud et al., 2011). 7E 1K
(Zea mays)H, YABBY Z k) [F]J5 £ [l ZmSh1 i
P H VR . 75 75 42 (Sorghum bicolor)# Shi [AIFE i
FEIERL(Lin et al., 2012). #lti&(Citrus sp.)H S M4V

A R CSACS1 Al CSACO 70 Fr TS s b s 324,

T S EH RS2 5% (Yuan et al., 2005). HZE
(Rosa hybrida)H 2 4 2 i [ Bi 5 - (ethylene re-
sponse factor, ERF)i% 2 RhERF1 1 RhnERF4 7E1E
L 7% FATR) BE 8 B i IR A AE K R AB S, R SRR AR
BEAT AT, BEMEIETEM A I 7% (Gao et al., 2019).

KR PE N 2 5 W% LI5S AR f R

AL A 4 E K (Yang et al.,
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AR B I .

6 RE5RE

LT, X THYEZEX K E ST M rE
RN S AR BOEN, PREE R 25 R ) 4
IO HLHI A LR TE I . AHDCHIF E R B, M4 R R
A, YR 2 X ABA KT, R 2
YA R, TR R BN B PG i Cel 3Rk K
S, TS B0 2 X G MR A B AR, AT R
L& . BR ORI, I0A He 48 B My R M
BMALT LIFiEet, BEAAET g, 54
g aea mE, B e SRR LR 8

H B0 AH G0 78 32 B SRR T R I T 25 B 0 v
P AR, X3 B LA B4 AL Tt 3 A
TERAEY), QKR IITERL, UG T I JF A AN SR SETT
VLR R AMTEALTE R, T H e e sk -+ o
BE= . DAL, FEAS[EPp A i Ao oo b o B M va AH O
B, I B A DG BE R (1 1) e B A A o TR I 4, R
X 48 N B YA LR A E ) A R B R
X, WAHRAEY RIS S AT, RS E
6 5 AF D JEE DR 5 8 VAR 38 TP ) R, M REE AR
MM, 3B REAT R IR MR FE B I R A 2 v ks ok
ST SR, R0 AR P RS i FE R AR, Mk
RN

{E& Bk AR

KA : #E P SCHERIT I8 S8 SO R EB, #hT R,
R, EfE: BESCER WA R TR
W KR M BB

S50
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Research Progress on Factors and Molecular Mechanisms
Regulating Plant Organ Abscission
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Abstract The organs abscission is a phenomenon in which parts of organs are separated from the body. It is an adap-
tive strategy evolved by plants in the process of growth and response to environmental changes, which ensures the
normal growth and adaptation of plants to the environment. This process involves the abscission zone formation, signal
activation, cell separation, and is regulated by both internal (in vivo) physiological processes and external environmental
factors including light, temperature, and humidity. In agricultural production, the abscission of plant organs directly affects
crop yield. Understanding the regulatory mechanisms of plant organ abscission is greatly important for improving crop
yield. In recent years, tremendous progress has been made in the study of organ abscission mechanisms. The studies
showed that the mechanisms of organ abscission in plants are largely conservative between species, but also with sig-
nificant variations. This review delved into the physiological and biochemical mechanisms of plant organ abscission, and
summarized the effects of both the environmental factors and the hormones and enzymes in the process. The review
provides a solid theoretical support and practical guidance for crop genetic breeding and agricultural production im-
provement in connection with organ abscission.
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