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W40 & UV-B4& ST R AT S 3 R

BAMS, FORRUH, FR, TERY, REEY, KiE&R, HEA

ML AR R Z R A S TR B, 1L AR 2R 42271018
SRR R A A A B S B, LR 2R 22271018

AR AR R AR A oK R S =, I AR R 42271018

WE: R TASFAREAR, T RUV-BIaf R Al £ KA F BUAa A 3R % 4 5 IR, 4]
%o, FHDNA. BT & G R LM, 3G A0 iE e RR mIRIRE M, BRIFAEAE R AERAR . HREL S8 D, A K
F. Am, UV-BH R A RAIR R, 5 ZAEZAEAUV-BRERRZ LT, EEALRMA A
THRMRNGIIF G3E, RABFAEKR. FEREMGERREE, KAUERE T RERIZIEDGE T4
T RERMYR . KER . ARAFH . RESMRAT EF 0L UV-BRAR G, A AR L 7 F

UV-B#) 438 )l R A H

K887 UV-B; 8835, Ao, 15545 A KA H

it B AR el 25 A — A 5 ) SR
R, SR, Wit EP AR 3459, Tk, R
SRR . AL PE DY) S B AR, SRA R
KT 28 RIS ORI H£2003), 2 ED K 350 31
SIS AR 1 RN el A e e R AR R R e
WHAE R IE MRS B RAE, iR, =
. 5906, COMN R, UV-BIgih2e 4 sty
(AR R E B RS i, JCH MR L UV-BS
BB Al R R R R —, R
Wit U V-B J H 5 HARTIA 5 B 1 BAE XS 164
S AL PR 7 R B

UV-B (ultraviolet B, H 4842k, 280~320 nm)
J& TR B S A I A S AR AT, 2 b7 R BHFE S A
BI1.5%. mATHEERER, BRI . EAH A
BRI R, BT LA, S HAXE 3 58 U V-B g 5 52
WK R E ROGA RG22 8 fuli e, 1
U1, UV-BIRADNA . 2048 B [ i 45 4405 39 0 14
AN RS P BER e A AR A (R AR B . PR
RGE/N, I A SE . Fel 2 A E RS, 214
HO IR U V-BAR 3658, JEFA SRR A, 3
W\ RHUV-BIHE Ik kM E A S ER. A
1M, W R BHUV-BHASE R SHEYAA AR,
AR B 2850, LA U P, v I 3 TR
IG5 IS U] A 4% X 7~ (Frohnmeyer£2003), 3@ it
TR N A A AR L R A KR B A
XU V-BE S 12E47 1E BLAIHAH (Dwivedi%s2015),
B, 6T RO R R P UV-BAS 2 BB = ), &
A7 R R TR B AL R . e A2

KIL T H%ZAKUV RESISTANCE LOCUSS (UVRS)
Ja, UV-BHE At e IR 7 A2 eRr R 145 5 IR A
T (Parihar$$2015). ASCERA T BERST EI 15
SRS AERBYR. eaEe. AKKE.
RS2 T N B AN N UV-BIR T FUd R, LA ¥
TR AP T UV-BI & BRI AR 2%

1 UV-BFIZHIXI 73 K B XHEIRI R0

UV-BX W) A B 0 e o+ R A &
BER, H2m R SEMME. KEN. 4
SRR TA) K 0 DA B e i 77 B2 554 0% (Hengari%$2014;
RERH2006). < T UV-BEES 53 L 1% 4, 37 A
A S B AR A R BRI AN 3 2% 50201 14K 4
BN SCHR, U V-BA% 5 B =K kil 70 8 =i 5 (HF,
>10 kJ-m?), FI2EGEEE(MF, 5~10 kI-m?). K58
(LF, 1~5 kJ-m?) DA A AR 58 Z (VLF, <1 kJ-m?)Jt44
R A AS [R5 B UV-B A R ) 77 A= ) A AR S
ANIF], PN ] BEAFAEAS 1k — 2545 5 1@ B (Brosché Al
Strid 2003). {EfLEGTFUVRSRAS A i (I F 57 & B,
i F I UVRSK B4 12 AU VRS EK #ii% /2 7E U V-B
FEE =1 mmol-m™-s™ i 15w I 2 A S 3 R %
i, T R AR 33 R 0.1 mmol-m s
M % 57 = (Brown fll Jenkins 2008), HectorsZs

ks 2017-12-16  f&E  2017-12-29
B/E ERARR IS (31601706) 1L K E HAR ¥4
(ZR2016CM09).
* SEENEE 5K A (hhss2002@sdau.edu.cn). & 4 T+
(dsgao@sdau.edu.cn).
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(2007)1%E 70.177 mW-cm” (F 24T 4 S L =
RS UV-BEE ST 1150%)A10.107 mW-cm™ ) 7] &5k
W FCAN R T T A& 22 e B, R A B 1R AT A7)
T UV-BEE A0 F A g2 00 6 G M e b e B
DRI s, LT T 25 K A () 5 7 A8 T A 5 i
LI, ALFE PR AADL P I 1 B AR AR T KR,
WINAEZE R H 55, 5 R, riatuv-BA &
51 R B[R] N N AN R . FEUV-BERJE A& H 2R 5t
SRIZ(7.5 kKI-m?-d)I2. 3EALET, EMEME
FE. BEARTAY) S Z B0 2355 T AL
AR Z BN, Y 225, S 3R/ 1%
iK, g EK. AYES AR, T4
PFA5(2012, 20132) B E0.14, 0.21410.28 pW-cm fE
A RIS, K E A [R5 ik
(TR 2 B v . i T W0 5 5 A0 P ) S 56 A4
BEy B Ak B S50 PRI R AR 7 B AN TR, B DA
AN Al I H R T E B = I

2 RIEEMIMNAEREUV-BHRESHES
188

Wit 251 T BAROE R U V-BEE S &4 2,
BAR AU V-BHR S 38 5 2 BERZ e i) AR AL
EHCTEAS R, B0 AR #AR K, KA
KESIN. LA oT & B FRAC. D61k
955, Gk 2 A AT 85 R B B0 HLE B R S
I, IR — AN EIRIE 5 L AT 1 .

Brown%§(2005) ZEFLF FFH KL | — 2% UV-B
FEF NG 55 3188, XA BB IUVRSZ Y
BN e — — ANUV-BR R A5 540+, 2 Bl
JIr R0 B e — U V-BAe 5 32 44, i B A &= U V-B
R, PLIEEIFUVRSE A 440N R SRR FE 4L,
0 5 A TS IR BRSBTS B BE AL
1) HE 51 LA T 78 KO T8, 33E 1 R il — AN BB 1
FRIE & 1 (Rizzini%2011; Christie52012), A4 4h
B L E A Ny K& A, Trp285 M1 Trp233 UVRS
HHE R B (WudE2012). UVRSH H & 12X
FREAAZH B [FR — AR 3, SRR A T,
KEFARRIUV-BIE 5 )5, UVRSHLE 5% FI4H i %
o, [ R B R R AR, w285, W233
(BZUV-BI B IR O JE ) 5 A AT RS 2R 286
R338 (J¥ 1l — Ak [ U B 1) O B 2 PR Tk B ) <[]

SR ) AR, AT S SR AR 5% B 445 (Christie
22012), IR G TR Bk AT G 1, 5 COPLAH
HAEF, BOEHY SE SRR 7, 5 3l B i iR e
A (Parihard$2015), 534k, STO. RUP1AIRUP2
A LA iR COP (K1)

R it H U V-B 7 R 0 o, T2 fih R g
J5 R 26 2 342 (PR pathway), I ES BT 72 A2 R 36 74
A AR A RS ERD, AR RS
TR, (0 H S E 4 — @ VG H N (Rybus-Zajacss
2010). W UV-Bik B4 & 77 & U 2 i A DNA |
E AR R SE, A DNA [F]— 2% 88 A AT 1 9
AN g B R DL SR A R BCER T b e e R A
(CPDs)H16-4 %72 4)(6-4PPs), SHDNAK . #
SRR IEH AT, AR A ACEL. RE. B
PE BEMARSABE, DT840 M REEE M 4 o, R A
B SURFEIR, B3 18 50 8 F s 2 S AL,
RFEAR LB, W2 B0 M & ST A, 48
A ) AR RN D' TR 25 S A2 B 52

3 ZRINRWAI XS AN [E]58 B U V-BHY LA

AN R TR AR R, TR E
MEEAWMEYF . FEF R KEELL LS 51X
e 57 5 RS T 2 L R TR 2 R A e i (PAL) S A H-
M & B (CHS) 55« UV-BX AWk 1 473 35 2 B e A
IR ARV RS TN, SR g
VIS5 R S5, BRI IS P o B I 2R A S P O
L S8 28 8 30) 1 SR A1 e XA 1R i 1) W i Ui,
AR A AP EIE Fr (U V-filter) i 4 s e OB T-31
K B GG WAL S5 ORI AL, AT PG 26 2 1) 48
HMR BN, RIS AR AEYI K
ZUV-BEESH G E . [FIRE, 2N Bt 2 52
H H 5L A A S B R A RO KR, DA 5
THPITUV-BER 5 (1B 48 e

HoGilh = . BRI Bt 26 18 T | 286
UV-BEE S5, MR o R AR i & B R R
K, ¥FAUV-BJE &2 Ak 8 BT 5 itisk
(R 9822 BH, SR AR B 1) L H > PR 250 i 5 P B A5
N, RS BT R A, A x5
BN AR AN BEURR 14 < FHBH i R P 2 5 5 R U A
SRR AT, SR AM LR B B A I B BH 2R R I RS
Thien, R W EARH REAT RGE M UV-B 55 5 (138 (k=
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Fig.1 Model for UVR8-mediated signaling
2% Pariharf$(2015) 4 3CHE, IEIEIE 4.

A42009), Hrt bSO N, AR T
P, KA DT (0.14 pW-em™)KbEE (1) 2 35
Fr R, TR AE(0.21 wW-em ) F 71 5 (0.28
pW-em?) Kb ER R T T %, R B A R A
VE I FRARCT G 88 452013b) . SRSk iAsy &
AAETH& I INCT4ei2012). 7£0.43 W-m™ff]
R ) B IR 3~5 min, ARG R b s g B LB
CALLT /N5t Reos =l o s o (= B2 o7 N B S TR EN T N
714k, Interdonato®5(2011)IA A 71 & A EUK I &,
R S ALKIE R A OC, H AR AN A 2R
B[ 22 /0 Bl R SR U V-BAE S (17 I [ R0 571 2
AN o A E) PRSI 7 & SR, R R B
ROSH % K H 4wt B R (1 5R1k, K25 8)JUVRS
I, 5l RN (eustress), UV-BFI & H
YEV A Z G B, B 25 5] R AR M N i (Hide g 55
2013, K2).

4 EhEAEME & BE XA El5RE UV-BRYNET L

GRS AR & RGP REE
PR, KRR SR L e R [R] K R

UV-Big it
REUV-B @ \
e BLPE R _, AL
bR R /

2 UV-BERT 51 1 R B S HAROS 96 5
Fig.2 Response reaction induced by UV-B and
the relationship between UV-B and ROS
2% Hideg®5(2013) 11 3CHR, Mg fEE . ©: UV-BHESH AEH £
737 EROS; @G5 KL N A e @: ROSHIE A
J/l ©: Nt LT AR I, 51 EEROSH A

SOLIAELRI MR . AN FIAEE T, A
KE U2/ E (R PREF2015; 552016, £IH
552017). UV-B&EE I HA K HIE TiEEK 2
IRV AERKKE . TEAERR. PN I3
A A A NS R, (H X Se R R AR AT A AR
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Fi(Jenkins 2009). %t sk NGRS, Juld
(A% . UV-BA R SEEHEL 5 8 R R BK, #
Tt AE DI 6B RE 1R A R IR & S 20 Bic
B2 KA.

4.1 }EBEHFFUV-BRINE KL

Wit I R B AN R e A IR TR
R, BRI A — GRS A AR T Fe R AH
[F A3 JA 1R e TR ZR (SRIB 462003), 1R 615 S
1ot & BE(RubiscoMPEPC) i 14 T F, M4 R & &
- TF, PSIFISeAb 235 M A ) REFE AL ReR P2
(XI3CHFEE2006) . ALIEACO,HEH T F, UV-B
8 S B A6 175 3 L OC Pt BB 2 3 L T st (Jansen Al
Noort 2000), HIF 4L A FIE KR E, 0.5~0.8
W-m i B (FTUV-BAR 5 66 5. 35 15 S 3 8 7 <ALk
b, 0.65 W-m i< FL% P ik 2 B R (F 552013),
ERE Mo 5L it P O A T R BRI R R AEAR K2R B
FAS A AFLPR I, 172 e A B S M T SIS
AE < FLIR ] (Zhang52015).

WA R U V-BoR ] DL S-SR 1
REAZMPAME R AN, SCRFEREFE, i
FiE BT S PSR il o6 €0 3R 20 1 IR 9 Ol R S5 ik i 3
n, 5 B O (3R R 2 5 W) (light-harvesting com-
plex II, LHCIT)X] & & W Usc B . 3 i, i — i
i 7R ST v AT B 6 BN 7 2 M AR I T U A K
P, KR E U V-BEE S IR 7 LHCIL R R H O
(I BERAL I8, JFAH% 34 ) S 8 H 0 IR g R 3G ()
Bes52011), mASE G IRFEAE ). BEFHUV-B
AR R R A v, U A B R PSILR B H G D
D2 M, R IRetHEE 2 51 & (MasiFiMelis 1997),
PSIIH 1S 5 & [ B L K fes H ) e 5 55 3% 1R,
FtsH & PE 39 /111(CheregiZ%2007), LL{F#D1. D2
ANZZUV-BRAIATH MR, D1, D28 (st £ 2h1E
AR B R IE R R UV-BI5E . @H AN
UV-BE#AEH TPSII, XPSIHEA A R0, SR,
PSIFIPSIE £ BRAE — k2 P [ 24T FL A5 B 1Y, PR
FHINHAEA B %, ED1. D2MEE FME, PSIx
N2 BIBEIR, UV-BR1E IS OECH &1k k%
()75 38/ PSILI HL 7 [ PSTf A% 3, 2 EI {4 47 PSI
f/E I (Zhang®52016) . UV-B1 BIAE 1 I3 AH &,
W PE AR IR R IR [0 DL AR RN e, &
H SR A BT A2 G (Hengari%2014) .

4.2 XERUPINER. EHERIEHFEXIUV-B
B Rz

SRS o T PR S ORI T AR A
WG FALY) . WA T RarE. W
PERE S B R B KUK Bk Ak, 286 R B R
H1£2003), ERANCUV-BiE, alaEvEE Y. Al
T VERE B B AR (T YR 45201 3a; T 96H)4
2000), JERE G K o< sE BESS AT SPS I 1 4 3% (Interdo-
nato%$2011), HSLEH &R, BB TR e 5
I3, IR S AN R kAR R, R
B HE S 7 A I R . R
UV-B4& 5 3B [R1 40 4 1m0 35 o 1 0 SR i s,
7T 2 R I A 4 R ) R R R (T e e A
2013a; 2012a), 171 >4 5 52 4b T R (5% = (1 CO,
PR DI, 38 FE U V-BEE S IR Bk 6 & 74
) SRS A FE R EL A7, ZE 2% A% A (Martinez-Liischer
££2015), 7E=DGR(PAR) S U 2= B AR v e
WL TR R E AR S ORI R,
e HEH F A ) A iz B R S S it A7 S AL (Vidovie
22015).

5 AEIEREUV-BIIRIEEME KL TR~
L) A

5.1 SRS RN ERLEH

AP UV-BE& $ U AR, UV-BIT)
A2 BUBAEVI I T AR bR, . R
B 1 TR BE DA R4 5 70 TG 55 7 THD P AR 5
24 2 R P AE U V-Bg 5T 38 50 25 1 F R I H T2
A BHMNR R AR S T T ARG GR D) .

W EE 1) 6 5 f5 R AN, BT a5 (W
JEE . BRFE . AROM AR ) WRUSCSR A e S A N U V-B
SRSk, AN EE R IT70% 4 A4 (415 452009), 1
MIMAERKEEHMEZ KA T 4. M TER#E
B s, Wil AR s pk i ARG K, AR,
R A Bz KT 8RR AR A TR RS 35 1
KB (RIEH2003) . T HIRRSI 50 SR, MR
WA, JZHD, B b R ) A N, R
HH S A PR R A SRS T R v KR FE B n, =2
FHAN %) 1 2 4 2 PR ARG, AR e LU AIAR R385 77 R B,
UL AEK AR (AR 522011), AT AER T3t
HHUV-BIF 5 I A T 2 b3R8, B UV-BRT R
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Table 1 Effects of enhanced UV-B radiation on various physiological and biochemical processes of field plants

UV-B#il &/ kI-m” i=E7| A AL T T Al S50k
13 K= S Btk T E B RN R = & Liu%$2013
UERY/N /> ABAF & LiuZs2013
15.7 i HEBR FEARH SRR REAE MR G E, sl TR & & Agarwal filMishra 2009
JAHE A A IAPSIIFHDL, D22 A sEmG & L T 2 AR & Yu%$2013
TR IR AL AE 5 B Mk Rubisco (% R AVE i IR 28 84
TR SR RIKEAE b &R
B T N P A Agarwalf1Mishra 2009
R WM i SCAT. SOD. Asc. 4t H ki J5 i A igE & i 03 Rybus-ZajacFIKubis 2010
Wi 5. DR BUREEIARIUV-R M 5, WS RN R & g% Agarwal fllKubis 2009
MEJFR HA 55N [ I B A LM DG 28 1, WIPRS . PR10; i FLt Tripathi%2011
R AR 2 7%, Rubisco. ATP-ase. JJLERZEE V3L
Jo S AN
18.6 i DNA JE i CPDs#1(6-4) PPs; 5 A& S AL, 5l [ 5 25 4 Rastogi%2014

A0 1) 41 P 2y 2 R0 A 1R 4 FH B 55 4K (Liu%s
2013), [RIERS . wF A FIZE R I H AR K a3
T Vo AR [RIUV-BER B L & B, #nUV-B
IR EEA JANHELH A A K, IR EAR S R R, B
TN & MK A K (R 18 4E2009), BEAGHKRS, 98070
AR, $ENZER . T EAE PR R(WAT Z22011),
AT g2 UV-BAR S8 2R K RTAA R A BEAR, M1
HH KA K (Ros I Tevini 1995). AN, b w] §200
TEN S M BE rh P g 2. FART . TR 14 SR I I A
i A SR R I 5 ) W ) DE S TR) 4 AT, BT A e
3 IR A A A LA o) 28R (X1 S 5 55 2016)
B D TEA H KT FWER I, UV-BAR R 5 2
[HORENGES N W S R R 078 3T B R S L
Jif Lt 2 AR IR/, AT RE SR /N bR T AR R AR 4
DA £ A BE T2 B S A Dy B B A AR B A A
(MasifiiMelis 1997), 1X 7] G5t 2 14 U V-Bég f R
VI &4 53 SRR K ) 200 B 2 SR A
52 RELBREKTE

U V-B4& 5 0T 5 K 6k 5 A8 it 4% 55 I AE P i
W AN[A] o S 8 R AR KRS . BKRAI R G & 2
TEYISEIMUV-BEESS, KZ KRBT EED . =&
FEAC. FEMBUIER AR (H 75 % 552015;
KSR [I452003; #54T € EF2013) . R /2 i & et
FBG A A AL R R AR, 3G U V-BJR
R RSN PR, EORBEBTE. B
T2 LT B S B R (PN 452009 257 ]G 452006) .
A5 R I % R AR 1 Al = =R T AERU V-B

FEE RGN, W7E T B, SRS [F 2
TSt A [F) U V-B 7 522 A0 RS B 8] e A 6] B 8 (9
ME452009) . it #3526 AF T, A 230 tH 7
HUV-BI IE )0 52, WA s RERRLL . AL &=
MVer 855 mmlE WA (EFERE2000). &
HUV-BIRRERG NS bF st i 5 1 i ItE
. TR B K Ve (B #idE2014); LR
PR nlA YRR IR R Ve s =
(THeiB52013a). XF4HAIA. SRR € 1 1)
WERE RS ATUV-BERE ORI, AR R & I ) 2R
S EE S I IN, B i HE N e FE i E,
ALV B U R I AR S kL s R B A
PR (M R 552015) 0

6 REEERE

[ P 40 %) A8 e 3 U V-B I 78 L2841 1R
Z TAE, HZ2HE NVES R E MR EEN
Jol A PR X6 e, W R ) 2 O B R kAR RS, H
B P HUV-BifIE . BITEEE R R . Wit
FeEE HDC B 88 RANR], 32 248 T ¥t i Ak
Fe1E R AN e A AR IF], BRI, AR AR UV-BIf i 57 4
HEKRZER . AT AW I (Interdonato552011; T4
F452013a; 4 55552015) 7] LU, K2 Btk
P& A EUV-BA2 IE [\ SR R % N,
AT AR AR SEDRII R, 5 T FE b A T R Y
I 7 A R B A — T, 1 w77 & W2
AVEMEE . BRI S TEANM IR R, B
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DNA J 85 [ it 4544, 3k 5] KA IAVE ) B o T
WA= UV-BH &% B, 805 PL 2 Hh i
BHTC 2 I 8 K B it P U V-B i 5 (e H 224k 1
&, S R R e ) 9 R BR, A&ZR )
TR B AE Y W B R, B RIS /N, BRI
) B SR IS [) A B R K (BA hAE A5 R ED), (AT & 3 2
52, FAR RN 2 R AR A AN T A R R B
F) A AR BB ]

Wt SR PR 25 A b R 2, T B N T
UV-Bim 8, v DLBH B4R s g . ml A PR
AV A, FCBR BTG A B HL A B AR e 2
Al IR s SRR I A .
CE TS AR ? 38 R I O B
155 1 P2 R e i ia T B R e = R R 1Y)
WIS FHALRE 71?7 HANLIE 5 SN X2 EFE
1? 5L UV-BE 5508, mili. CO, 7 &1t
T8 R (9 LA A2 BRI 2 X e A P AR AE Je 4y
THLHAR T i — P I R G T
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Research advances of plant response to UV-B radiation in greenhouse
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Abstract: There are some negative reports about effects of UV-B on growth, development and photosynthetic
capacity based on the point of ecology and energy previously, for example, damaging DNA, protein structure,
increasing ROS and cell membrane permeability, destroying photosynthesis, and inhibiting stem length, canopy
and stretch, etc. However, UV-B not only have adverse effects on the plant, it is also benefit to activity repair
mechanisms of plant especially for case of insufficient or lacking UV-B in greenhouse, and showing positive
regulation on growth, yield and quality. In this review, the research of single transduction, secondary metabo-
lites, photosynthetic capacity, growth and development, fruit quality and yield of plant in greenhouse response
to UV-B were summarized, which will serve as the reference for rational utilization of UV-B in greenhouse pro-
duction.
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