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FE 0 R UV-BiE ST I 5 it R

REE, s
L PG TS K 2 A i R 2 22 e, 43 T S BRI A0 e 1L VS 4 A B SRR, IR Yy 041000
FE  HRUV-BERGT R R B AR T 20T . BEE BT AR ETRN, AR EUV-BREE ST AU —
M E A, T HRE ARG S T 12008 T I RAE Y N UV-BEE S BT TR — RAECR, GAEUV-BEE S X
HBAER. EHAU. UV-BOERAKUVRBE A MR FFIESET . 4B ZA i i i r s, MHEERR5UV-BRE

BRI AE R, JER R S UV-BEE M W FCREAT TR

XEim  UV-BIESN, MY, WM
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OXBH Y6 H Bk e 2 1Y) 32 BER IR, A SR A 2R
Kk, Refm, BIAHH 5 20 A Y RE BUABCK 52
Wi T RSB T2 0 AT B, BRI R
R R AN AT AT RO, T DR AP R AR

AN (ultraviolet, UV)AKEE LKA FE, A LA
43 N32%: UV-A (315-400 nm). UV-B (280-315 nm)
AUV-C (100-280 nm). MILXF AP HIBN K E,
UV-A— G4 71, IF BAR 4 R, 8T 55
RN B AT LA IR 90% 72 47 IUV-B, {EATY A 4
10% I UV-B 2> Bk H T, X6 AR 90 72 A — s I 2
J& TSRS o TR AR AT R A M ST V1 5 A 33
UV-CH] L5848 KUZ e, 7T 51 64k 2% S v
i Hh LA

HRUV-BEE S IR E SRR ARAEE
o ML EE R E, NKBESFE3NE
AR S T RS E R R
AIRD o TP E SR AT E 20 28 70 AR H T
MNITRBLLK, —BHEMER EAA7E. BHil, AR
AE TR T R FE ) . 20114F, fEHBERALAR &
RRIAFAE LA, 51 T A& ERE. A
[ T~ 1987425 22 1) (R T-THAE SL U P ot 1) S Re A /R
VOEH) FE— R BRG] T AT RAAZ IR
H&, BEESIRSIERL, KRR M
M) 1A [7] 1 X 1) 5K ST R UV-BER S [R5 B

WA H : 2014-09-25; #:52 H Y 2014-11-16

RAEUV-Bi KGR DI sy, fERIA R
HIEH A E]0.5%, HE BA H i e ae
B, SXAEY e EER . AT, fEHIERER
R AEY) A KT S UV-BIF 38K h2-12
kd-m™2.d7', 519804EAM L, N T 6%—14%. 2003
4, YEE [ N UV-BEE 5 B KAl 92,44 kI-m™>
d™, 5194 R LIS N 7 30%. {H 2 Ak UV-B
FA AR T SR b e X R 2= R R D L A,
EEREFEMX, EFEUV-BEN IS NA-11 kI-
m2.d™, TR R kA 4> 5 4.56-12.54 kJ-m ™2
d*. 20024, t[E KT (Glycine max); X
UV-BHE 51 88 5 724118 48.85 kJ-m™2-d ™. iX L5 [X 4
K UV-BAE S 1 7K ~F- 2 38 1130%, - AT A K b 52 i o
YEY) = B . IRIE1979-19924F H s L IR B 44, i
FIGISS (Goddard Institute for Space Studies)##!
THAEAS %0, 76201020204 18], 38 (1 UV-BFE
S i B R = AR AL BRIG N14%, 7 BRI IN40%.

1 UV-BIESTXHEME IR S A

PRI G BRI PUE, DA W& N34 58 2%
PRI L . HIRUV-BHE S 58 L 1IN RIS UV-BEE ST
{E D9 1 38 TR 33 L 0 36 I A 85 1 AL ) A A e
UV-B 48 55 X A8 420 (10 52 i AT SRR, S I T
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K, XHED RO . Y S — R
HACWE SN AR 1L, & B PR B UV-BEE S 1)
Ak, JEFAEDLT, UV-BHE S XHEY A 58 Z1 ) 61 3%
N, A0 S BCER T A R AR A R S AR A A
IAER,  NATT A3 7 AR 2 R0 s 75 2 P A 2 O HE )
Wi B UV-BFE S HEAT T W 9C . TERRITUV-BAE 5T 5
F(<8 kI-m™.d™), MW E 5 A R A ALk
Wi S, UNV-BEE S o FEIXFPAGAE T, READ (1 o 7 3 5 2
G5 F FEACUV-B X HE Y 1T 6 B 3405, 2 mi
UVR8 (UV RESISTANCE LOCUSS8)%&E F /S —
RIS 5, ERESPCEEERNR. MifEsfE
UV-B#g §f %4 R (>8 kd-m2.d™), 42Kk 4DNA
P A B A R B 1 B A, X S 2 T BuEH %
AR MRV 2 AR, JFRASBEY T YR
A= 8 () kb

1.1 UV-BiESI®iutEMImASEmR

HE A e AN [ Folp e R R e B R 8L, FE AR B %
WIEM M. P2 AE TSR MEME AN, RF
3 E it I R i SN = 3187 R O Y e A R X
A R AR K I T 2T AN A2 T B 2 K P T

HET, i8R 2 12 UV-BEE S R #3552
IREI . VT 22 i AR A . UV-B AR 5 2 1 HE i 4
AL % . UV-BEE 3 #0141 7 #,# JF (Arabidopsis
thaliana) 15 A« 2 A A K R LR A0 T Il 1)
A K (ZEEBH %, 2013). Ji HARF 70 R B, I B 4 H
J& BT DNA T SRR 22 5 S0 A il i 46 31« 7
KRHEEIH, AMTRM7.2 kI-m™2.d {5 UV-BAE
S (eUV-B)AL I K G41H, KL IRUV-Bia I 50K
SR R E AR AR EZ D FR, K
I X UV-B U PE A [\ 1 K & /EUV-BEE 3 2644 T
HoO0, AR E Y 7K R AN 2R R R 1 SR AR AE 22
o XFL2AANE S AN (Triticum: aestivum) i i A
[F] 751 B UV-B4E I 1 LU A 7 38 1, KR 2 I UV-BER
5(3.24 kI-m72d )] TR KRR, (AN T
T E At S PR E . T T R I UV-BAE T (5.4
kJ-m72-d i TR A KR S 8e R, U
Fe Mk AN . fE12 /N R, R k6081
XF PR Rl ) 2 I UV-BAE A fosm Bk (Lv et al,
2013). Sk 20 By 1 i & A A i S U V-B A S A ST R
B, UV-BERSS X 2R Fii k. K. &ES

BRECGES: MY UV-B 4R BT AE R 701

T S g A B S I R AR K R e (Pey-
karestan et al., 2012).

UV-B & 5t 52 Wi #8 0AR 1 A2 ORI ARDIR 25 19 K
B o NTFIH & B o H 57 R 7o AR i 5 4 AR
Joip 38 (3 2 7 (Ghosh and Xu, 2014), K3 B i
(Acorus calamus)7EAK I FUV-BEEST T, A K
5% 3™ ] (Kumari et al., 2009). UV-B4E 5 S £
1) FE ) AR A A 1) sk /D B A7 AR T K . (Feng et al,
2003). /hMH-%§(Dendranthema parvifolium) (Gwynn
Jones and Johanson, 1996)#iI ¥ % % (Lolium per-
enne) (Comont et al., 2013) .

UV-BHE 5 %5 48 4 46 A S S S — 5 [ 54
e AE(Primula malacoides) 1 & B, UV-BHa4 5
Wa) [ AN [E] A 2R 28 B (P B FIAR) N B A SR AL S A D
A= (El Morchid et al., 2014). X4 J5 )75 22 1€ (Bras-
sica oleracea) M LAt AWM S 5 T 4R
B A ok AR, 10X A o A2 52 UV-B 4R 5 52 1 (Aiamla-Or
et al., 2014). %I K45 v 2 AE e B Mt e B, b
ML UV-BAR B AR FE# 2 s m A A R CI & &
(Rybarczyk-Plonska et al., 2014). UV-B¥a4} it m] I8
B TEME T (Mangifera indica) 45 3, X AN T2
JE I B 0 A 9 YR — A AL A (NO) 7K P S2 3 (Ruan et
al., 2015).

FEANM AR b, AATTAE R A 5] o 7 T A1 757
MUV-BFE S HEPI RN . B2 SRy 8 B O,
oAz ek B S B UV-BEE 4210
T 5 Wi BE 2 L o 1) — A L K (Comont
et al., 2013). ELBMILA30°. 40°, 50°. 60°F!
70°HIUV-BAR S 775, Wl 5E J8 22 W sl AR ) B sk B
TR, M HTUV-BARS R R B R, BLgl 3 AT
KR FhAE 22 RN E R UV-BEE S 5RE . AATXE
PFAEEEk, HAER . dC BRI A 2 A6 1 &
(Hieracium umbellatum)ii B UV-B#E 5 347 T #F 7,
RILE R UV-BEE I 5 FE T8, A 208 1 fe
A B B A Kk B LLiE N 3 5 (Beckmann et al.,
2012). HTUV-BHES 50 BEAE AR 23 K AR K IR
th, Bk, 7E 51 N —SSAE W) 1 I 7 2 P8 1% X I8
UV-BA& 5 S AB P00 UV-BAE 5 138 B

1.2 UV-BiESt®nutE¥m 4 1B R MR A 5
UV-B4E SHER YA A 1B H bR R DNA. 44k
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W W )RR B RN % & F B 28 (Khoroshilova et al.,
1990). A& R A% EPIIL & B AE W), DNAZUV-B
FHIRHOI R KN R —. UV-BIEH T LS ECR
[ R B FIDNAT S, U0 TE sms e — 2k (CPDs). 6-4
=) e DNARUEE R R . 7EUV-BEE IR, CPDsH A
Z)75% . B2 I ek e HL RS I 5 R AT B BR R UV-B
FR AP DNASAT 21K KN (E§#4E, 2007). XF L
T, UVR23E R 4 15 11 0% 2 B PHRL A XS
CPDs#E/EH, 1M UVR3HE K 4 il 1 2L R g R %5 6-4
JEFE AR o X AR 8 T LAE RS PR ES  idd b)
BREATIEE . TERIEE I, Xy T4k 51 I DNAT 15
U (ataxia-telangiectasia mutated, ATM)F1%fUV-B
5 4T 51 2 1Y DNA 45 473 1) B (ataxia-telangiectasia
and rad3-related, ATR)#A] LA{FE N DNAZG 5 1% 8 o
(Nawkar et al., 2013).

RV AT A T 28 B 7 ORI, FIA
A G 2 B UV-BEE T . e A AE R A B E
T HBURAREES), FANEIER SEY - EHE
FHIG o UV-BER 555 G 1 F AR 52 0 R LA 1 2 0 [
BN _E(Kataria et al., 2014). UV-B4&E 5T EL#E 00
MR FEAR (1) 52 B % (Swarna et al., 2012). Y6 R 4
I (PSI)IIEE(Chen and Han, 2014), 5% CO,
& 52 9> (Allen et al., 1997). 43 K AFEH & B /D
Z(Cechin et al., 2007). UV-B4& 5%} ka4 5 1 1]
2 Ja BRI Y S ALIF F(Jansen and Noort,
2000), /S AA3E He(Tossi et al., 2014), BA8H F
F fif 3 45 7 (Kakani et al., 2003), M BRIV 6 &
1E B Z M 52 m (Zhao et al., 2004).

TECINICAH YR, EBRGH A UV 73 W] LA
M E A& S6E1EH M & (Kataria et al.,
2013), HEEIEHFEIRPUVAL TS, TK(Zea mays)
48 H B2 AT PSIEE 1% 7+ = (Shine and Gurupra-
sad, 2012). RHAREKHUVEES UV 254, UV
302F1UV 365)Ab 3 — ALV EAEY), KIVUVERSHE
BHEE, WY NRAEASSEYEE TR
(Salama et al., 2011). /75 (10 kJ-m™-d ™) {UV-B
R AROK H A T /N2 s A 4 F I E 4T (Chen and
Han, 2014). A [ty el DU i 852 B & A EAR R
TN 8 FIR AT UV-BERE ST 72K H XA s &
(Vicia faba)fi#t 7t &3, (ERYIM B R B fES, &
K6 A A 80 S RT DU R P H AR U V- B 5 45

1. LHEPYI R IR B FRAEUV-BEE A, Bkt
BE I IRAEMIRA R UV-B (5-6 kJ-m™2-d )% itk i 11
% (Barnes et al., 2013). # 5 (Lactuca sativa) & —Ff
HERRAEY), LE bl R R 2L R )
B RSB SR 2 PO S HU I E KB, LA
I O E B A T RE A AR U B = T 0 T SR i
N UV-Bg $F1R] 1Lt (Wargent et al., 2015), X &£
(Musa paradisiaca)t 1 &, UV-B4E S 38 58 A
B T R D EEH, T HIERRS 7 B S 63
HR A B (P W5 55, 2000) . St AE B —FE, HEE
UV-BHE 5 AH B 79 b ¢ € 388 2K ) Wt 8 B, UV-BAE
B S EORFEI I DNARIPSIEG G, R, A 7t 4h 53
R AR K PSIME B F AT e 2 A B AR A Uv-B
R A3 R — b T 2

AL R TS 55— AN BRI 6 A 1R ) O
Rl ZFE AL FUV-BEE ST /N T NG 48 55 1)
10% (Day et al., 1993; Barnes et al., 2008), HAEA
7B I UV-BAR S 3% o ity #4038 e AL AN 48 Al 1) 2
JHBEET 3y (Day et al., 1993). CA W Eo~, UV-BEE
55 3 BUHE 0 COLM St /b 2 il T Hogk b 7 AALIT
FE o TUV-BAE 50 AL % BE R 52 e 1 2 3 850 ook
B AR BE%(Farquhar and Sharkey, 1982). &7
UV-BH 5 2 i i 52 i £ T 40 i i 4 i AL sl 28 1 52 )
SALIiE ) (Dai et al., 1995). FEUV-BHE 55 S 14
FITF AL R, 43.2 kI-m™2-d T IUV-BE T %
T TR BIIEAL, X5 HO M A A IR KK FR . 4
JfL 5 B AL 5 3 T UV-BER S 51 EE B RAL S HT, X RS
PR AL 1) 30 I 00 R 148 B N H O i A 1= A2, JF B
HoO, 1) A7 2 2 B AT LA S 45 355 0 448 a5 1) Bk A4 72
(Zhu et al., 2014). iX 5UV-B#E 5 S S0 YAk s v
% (reactive oxygen species, ROS) 4= B % A 5%
AR, AE AR &L 2 w7 & 1 UV-B4E
SRS S HA N ROSHE fin(Hideg et al., 2013). ROS
AR 5 UVRB MG 5 il B AH %, Rk, RFI=M
UV-B4& S 2 —FiORHE A R R e, X R 5 5 i i
T A ROSER DAL, kM A SR EAG 15
TEK. A, ATRIAUE I UV-BRaS T B0 <AL
KSR T UVRS(E 5 il % (Tossi et al., 2014).
BRI, HEW T % A2 UV-B X - 2844 R 2R b4 72 2 () 45244
FECTMBAROSHE N, [FR A UVRBE HE B T
TEfE 5 ImEg, JEmRARI M LRI .



B & — R 2 By IR AR ) B, 24y
NIETH F - R PR ARt R XA R
PHEVIRIRIE . 285 K G I B A K SR 1A A 4 A
4 il (Debeaujon et al., 2001). #EIZAL &Y
DA IS UV-BYG, #tb i FRoNUV-BIERR 2%, BAHUA
RIS A2 (R ThRE, TEAE YA N UV-Bid f# i
{247 /E F (Agati and Tattini, 2010). UV-B#E 5 53
i A F H B B R AL, R R P AL EE T, B
FIF LB Y41 FIROS (Agati et al., 2012), #
i 2 J5 T LA o 1R AR K 3R 1 B AS ST R 5
YIEIR A K (Peer and Murphy, 2007). *fUV-B#E
SR I B HEAT A0 br, IR S B e A A
K& R E T (Klem et al., 2012). Xf#:285.12
kJ-m~2.d "85 B 1 UV-B 58 5 LA Jz — S A6 BT R 71
(CPTIO)ALBE (1) F oK i Fr b AT B 7T, KIIEFRNOJE I
TR R IR R AR R . SR R4 R
R, NOLZEHZEY) R AE T K 3k fr. 7 4h,
TSR FEUV-BEE S A0 R, KM R 2 5 3 2
W 5 A G CHS R CHIE (R 36 3k /K 7 18 B B 1 1
(Tossi, 2012). AAT#F FKZmFLS1HE A e N\ B A= 7Y
PLETF, RIAEUV-BIEST A/ )G, I EH =1
EEYEFFERR A /KT (Emiliani et al., 2013). kA
Y, BRI A A T CRAP I SRR G 52 v 5 B O
MRS 4 AT AT AT DLd i fR P PSIME R A7)
% UV-B4F i it il (1) 17 % (Petrussa et al., 2013).
Koyama%s(2012) A i & I, 3424 6 I b UV 73
Ja, —UEH B R ) Rk Z B G kb, RS
RO UVA S G, EYTHEEE RS ER
R, (HREERMA KR EZWD; R
FLSAZE K 30k 0 Lh R I JEUVE 7 I .

FE A P FE e AT ) I A HE A i) R UV - B S5 1)
I FE v th iy i E A . UV-BER ST A, 2 5%
R DRI AR E R T AR S T i
TR HE R B (IS, 2007). Ml % (Nicotiana
tabacum)H, E4E4E KBS EIEUV-BEE ST 12/ i)
Ja N, TR S 24N 5 12/ [ 45 R 2=
FARE . EWAANTE R ILABA-NO R GLTEAH 1A )3
UV-Bia & B B E e (Tossi et al., 2012). £ K
B2 UV-BIRET I, Ak N ABARINO & & # R 1
hne 7E FKABABR R R A, UV-BARES TABATI
NOMIH I AT EP AR, RABMRE/ R T H 2 M5

BRECGES: MY UV-B 4R MWt FdE R 793

Bt . KRN 4 (Vitis vinifera) #2 %2 UV-B4E it )5,
UV-B5[EEABAMR L 38 0, M BEE pNOX ATH,0,
AR NOP A, I/ TUV-BS B iRt . £k
B, UV-BERSTE S 1128 H R0 1 I8 . FI R
T 98 58 8O A AT L S K AT I T R 3 B2 R (SELDI-TOF
MS), A& BLUV-ARIUV-BE 55 S 1 8- 1 4 ik 4b
B R R (TEMEE ) MY

2 HE¥MERUV-BZFUVRSHIFSE

FE AR UV-BEE 5 B 1R 6 T 25 B s 7~ 1 R A A
E—M 5 e A2 B UV-BIE 2 k. (A2
JUT4ER, AR TFHKBIUV-BAZ K. 20024,
Kliebenstein 55 7£ 7 B 0 md 7+ KA L fE v, 4055
F|—Fhuvr8ZRA A, 20114F, RizzinidnZs & IUVRS
HHE A PURAIUV-BAESS, ks H 2 UV-BIRDE 52 14
W, B Z RS T R U . AR UV-B
B B 35 FHUVRBEE I 3, X 2 FE A& S UV-
BMaT L FHI(LI et al., 2013). ZJ5, AiTifE T
UVRSHE 111 451, RILUVRSZ LA X FR I 5
o fEZFIUV-BRIBE, —RIREENRIR, RE
JAB— RIIMIRIRAZ 5 R P b5, UVRBH I PRIE M
Rk 2 3] — R AR X (Heilmann and Jenkins,
2013). Christie%#(2012)# 5t & 3L, HEYIUVR8IE 24
1 I o- B4 k- 3- | T R A 5 1) Sh B T SRR U V-BAR
Ut [FIBTWU%E(2012) W 7 45 R 2o, UVR8E %
AT 4 B AE Rk A, oA (E SRR 45 4
T i 1) 2 25 TR ke 2k 2 M) A7 76 WL 47 1O EL A, R e
Trp285F1Trp233 NUVRSHE H I K&t

UVR8EE [ 7E 4t il o7 A1 40 Bt h &8 H 73 A, UV-B
RSN R T AR MR A (9 43 A . BB Ah, UVRBHR 1L
& AR — P R g, A SOt L B UV-BEE
Qe . PR, UV-BEE ST AT RE S 20 7 UVRBTEA i A
WIS H Ao dHAZ N ITUVRS RS FE e, JL
orERZ P EDATSE . FLTEAHRAZ P R £7 FHUVRS8IT)
TR, (ER XK T UV-BEE S I UVRS. 7E41
fAz T, UVRSE ety it L i b UV-BHE 5T (1) 3 K AH 25
A, YHIUVRS ] B8 B #2815 3 H bR 5 R 1 % 5%
UVR8H 1] Rl ik 5 Yt 7 b B A 45 &R fEH,
HARERENZ, UVRSHI AN FIRCCL5 4L £t
4 4 i X 5 41 5] (Brown et al., 2005; Cloix and
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Jenkins, 2008). UVR85 4Lt Jii 45 & J& 1 AE W D g i
RWEHE . B —ETUVRSIE M (1 8 2RI HAE
UV-BHa S 5 5E3Z RiEH:MCOP14: & K H#E/EH .
Cloix%5(2012) (1 7t % 1, UVR8H I LA #i T-UV-B
177 AE A M k% N B RE 5 COP14i &, FEH M
Pl B 1 o R UV-B & 5 51 6D 0 06 T2 25 2 BUA H el
o T H., UVR8ZE [ Cuify (1) 27 N R 1R X 3ot T - 5
COP1&5& &b i), MIBRIXA X, 4+ UVRS
MThREE &k . AATE R I T H SPALIE it
COP15UVR8HE. %l O AIHIE 5 18 2% 1) 15 %
BUV-B1E 5 I F1 &2 i 22 X 1 T ARIADNE12 (1) %%
ST . L T STO/BBX24 71 i 4 UV-BE 5 i %,
It 5 COPLAE HE i Mk HY S & 14 .

) 18 i UVRS £ [ i B UV-B 4 5 38 B 7E M )
AR FA TG . ELLIERE R, UV-BAR S 1 Rk A
TN, BN E A AT T (Jansen
and Bornman, 2012). DNA 4R E 7R, UVRSIA
T W I 7O TR 20K R . UV-BAR 5
X e R R B R B A . DNAE 52 A s S Ak 5 40
2 BT R B, UVRSE TS (13 [K 4 i H- 2 4K 2
H, XHEER T N Auvr8 AR 1k 5 BFAE RUM L &
UV-BfE T 56 A BE /I Z ™ 5 . Favory%$(2009) %}
L T4 T FIDNAE g T 7 08, KRIMUVR8H#E
TILEAMNERE MRS, HS5mH A FHUVRSEEE 13 H
—3. 20134, WA LRI EIT HUVRSTE H /A
J T AT LA 5 JE DR (0 R IE R AR A ZE o BT Ao X e i
PRl 26 1k 1R 428 57 H UVRSE M 438 N UV-BEE 5t ()
WEsrp B E B RE, RO AT LS BAE ) 45 5 Hh i B AH
Xof 4% v P PRI UV-BAR U

BAR AATRILUV-BEE H AT LR ) 1 A= KA
B, H R AN 2 A e S UV-B R SRR Mm%
AENTE —H3 J2 i UVRSIE Sl g . ERLE TFuvr8
RAFPR A, UV-BAE 5 AT LL5E 20 4 i) W 0 A= 4
HIEMR K FIRGE, FINREZ R NEY .
UVR8 ikt 2 e i [ A, e 7T uvr8 98 4% 1k Lb B
A R T AR N 2 RO A B D UVRB S § I UV-BEE
ST R A — RO 1 BUV-BRRE S SECT
0 T B A S AL I 2, AT R X A N A
uvr8 RA A i ANFEAE (Wargent et al., 2009). [F i,
UVR8XTUV-B#a 5 251~ 2 5 20 i i) AR K AR & 72
WFER . BT, AT Z R R R AR B 2

o — AT RERI ML S UVRSIE I 4% A & 1) 18 42 44
k. X FEAMBAN HIZA 2 RIS, TERRk
(464 TR E4H e 4= K (De Veylder et al., 2011).
UVI8ZR A Ak (1) 22 Bz 4 Ml 22 UV-BA&E 5 I 2> B 2 1% 4
A, vRes REUIRY R, BARNLHIA
— . UVRBIEZ 5 AT R . TEUV-A
FUV-BEE T 261, AATLAEF A B0 RS IF Fluvrg-2
RANPRIBEAT I T, R B Fibt Rl 4 4 K B6 &
B AR SR Bt AR = 55 3 AR T AR KA.
Ab, HEFMEMUVREH GEH 25 T R F W T —
s A R

UVR8 11 17 ) E KR B UV-BA& 5 T HI{R
P A i, IF 5 BUE Y6 A 1R FH I IE B (Singh et
al., 2014). UVR8IHTIIR Z ILH [1)FRiL, MNIMEHEY)
R 5 E NI AR . UVRSELE/E M T & 1E
FIBLE H ATEATE 2, (H2 AMCEIUESE, & r LAY
eGR4k B 1 SE K (UnSIGSFIELIP) 30 - J@ it
WA BRIRGARH = RIS KA R, B
HAE SRR Y . UVRSIATE 15 5 Z e il R G0 1H
WVF R, R TR BUE LR E
. N TRARIOCET &, mYEEKEEG
SATE ST, XA R R et 1A
T B AR T2 AR IR AR A F ) A D FIUV-AE
Ko SR F AL HT R UV-BAE KIS R IR 78, R I
XA ERAEKBAEEAN T, HiMUV-Bi R
HHEUVRSEAS Y. fEMMEEAKNIAEH, M
AR I ZE AR B 2 RO, X AN AR
WITUVRSE R T A K E A% ERELHM. UVRS
G5 5T EKREE S T oM.

HAr, X FTUVR8HE AWM F £ Z4EHF EUVRS
FEAR A AT 5 e 2 AEH . 2 IUVRBA T 1)
UV-Bf& 5% 3K A 177 K I H 20024 UVR8HE &
PLLAK, ANf1C&x HiT TIRZ A, H2&XT
UVRSTF LI N B IEFH IR . Fehlle T B AAIE R &=
YRk AT R T AN R T R, RAME R TS
THI 8 1% A 5 2 (A 9T

3 UV-BESTSHEVHEEFMEIETH
¥ %3

UV-BEESS S T Z RV anfil R A0, fEREIRA1E:



FRVEUV-BAE ST S B A IR FE AR T . R =
[IUV-B4E 5 4l il UVRS#E A5 55 Sl i, [H]
1R R BACE =P B R ) R0k, 1 = 77 = T UV-B 4R
S SEENMAET . RV A0SR IE TR AN IR it
BET-(programmed cell death, PCD), iZilf s 1R
Z By SE A TR, R B SR UEE R
YA N AT T /M. (R, AR BB T #l 3
TR ARG A T R SR T

TEAEAD R, SR R R 28 R A4 2 7= A2 ROS fi B 22
I AN A 25 o AR ZRAR R4 G B8 J0 % a2 A R
PAERROSHE | UK, H MMk 2 5 7 4t
TR AR o i A RIS B WA T i — AN
R I Z A AT DARH LE 0 B i PR R P AR T SR A
5 5 FIROS I 77 DCMU AT LAY 2% ik B UV-B4R Hi it
FRANRAET: . 1 H, TERFSEMUV-BERE S &1 T, 1
ZRAR = A IROSH] DL S B I iz 1 2R AR 45147 « I 4R
I FLR I, TEMYAEM T, ROSKR T 78 440 fu 4t
BIIE S A8, ICAEREE A5 FAT R ThAE . Y
ok B AR HROS 7K T FE E¥INADPH S AL B v P
S ] [ PR 558 UV-BEE S 1048 4K . w7 B I UV-BEE S
5 it A R RO S = A A3 IR 2238 4E 4 2848
UVRSZE [ 1 45 1 403E B 1k () 38 i 5 (R i 4 B 5 4
ZUV-BAE ST TR A L E . BRI,
ROSH PA5|RUVAR S S B A At T i A2 .
ROSIEA—/ME S0 T 51 1 SRR IR % 3 180,
M RE 8 20 P £ 3R o7 AR B 2 I ROS, Sl it & i AE
FHBOR T R 46 ie 45 5 51 EMPCD. fERME T,
AL 6 AR T e A B 1) 440 i € R eI RR IR s T
LRAATEMYIPCDIE AR R B EEAEH . FEAH 25
TEUV-CIREE 1) Ji7 A2 5 1k R Ge it 50 PCD I it R
BN T kA i B B A €0 . B PCDIE 2 HROS AT —
SR VIR (WK MR . SRR 24tz 5 H .
TEYTEUVER SN 2 R AR I s s R (R AR A0 AN — SE JE [R]
RIKMHHE] . FEUV-BERSS T, M KR K1
T, AT 51 SV 22 55 BEAH DGR R 2R 39 0 (B/EAE
Vb RIS FINahGEE [, 2UV-BEE ST 54 /K
WMilg & 2 R AEARAROKSF, 9 Bom X UV-BEE 5 1)
it (Surplus et al., 1998).

TESER 2 46T, R @RI = I UV-BiR 2 551
Y RAPCD. X8 IR FA MK T UVRSEE [ AT
I RWE TR, SR REREUV-BIRE T, 2ffROS
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PR RN 22 R RN FT L — LE A 2R ) Th g, K2k
LR FA S B OR R A L R e, FFBUE RER)
metacaspase, T PCDI#k 4 (He et al., 2008). A
A B P 4m M FE T (¥ 25 [K (W AtDAD1 . AtDAD2FIAtBI)
HAT A PCD I & AL, H H ET e A1 5UV-BAr
SHIPCDE R HHZIEYE . th4b, UV-BH:Z1ES 5
TUVHE-FHIPCDII R BARHLEI I ATE R . Ik, B
FUrEAR S R N UV-BS| SI1E Sl BAG U N,

4 UV-BiESI*HEYILAARE 269520

H#l, XTUV-BfEH 3B HEYE 5 18 2 0 5T 8
%, AHZ X 40 B 222 75 R AR e B UV-BEE 5 1)
— A AR R T D o AR A2 R 42 e e R B
B, R YE R A E R E A S H . 1
VAIME S5 T a3 KR E A E
TR 25 4E R . 4038 THURD 33 B M i B 38 Bh A i
F o 4 PB4 00 i 55 5 21 2 R 38 N BR 85 o ) — AR
o [RIEF, A IR (3 SR 4 L P £ 845 43 (LD 45
BT HO FINOSE) AR i ik 40 i 1 S8 1 sh & AR AL 4%
FF A S 0S5 0 o AR 4 H 2 B 1 L i [A]
KA I L, e th 2w B UV-BEE 3 9+ 2 5 3
HAESME ST,

Y1 MR 4 AT RE 4 AN UV-BER S, IR R G S
3645 N IR YD o (HiZ IR 72 R B AR [ 2 b
ZH AW EAR, ey rERIEE BE
Pelkik. Bz, HETNUV-BREST 5 E LA
FIFLH R 2 F/b . kT UV-BAR 5T S S0 o 40 i
LR AR T A D R RIE . 19934, AR
UV-BHE S Ja U8 K BEAS A 1. 20104F, BF 58K B
FE I SRUV-BER I 264 N /N2 i 5 A o A v s
AT HERRE, FBR R EEEREAK. AMLLE
GFP-MAPARHUFE I+ F AR AL, BF5E T HAEUV-B
I (489.6 kJ-m2-d B N 4R 5T 40-2004 £4) T (1
WOERZS, FHIRTT T # GFP-MAPA M %5 41 fifd 1) F2
PEFET . 25 RN, HETE AL BB UV-BA& I S 5
SYHH AR P PESE T R AT T BT RE, UEsE T
TR o R ZH 3 B UV-BEE T . X AN IR A
AR . B RO B R S . R R B, X
UV-B% 5 5 SO I DX AR 1A K XA X, &
fIILE 2 B UV-BEE S 5 2 S BN R AE MR . 22 BT LASE
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MEERPERRK, Z2EARNEEXZE—RIIEGE
5 [1] B [ 7% 4% 5 (Krasylenko et al., 2013). 4, &
A 0 2 L H NOZK ST (1) v T AR 3P B 2 2R3 J Mk
AICE B AR I AR KO R S 32 UV-BAR 5 1 452475 (Kra-
sylenko et al., 2012).

UV-B4& 5 0t 2 & g0 i & 42 i 1 738+ F
R BEHIAATTR I Z R 250 R AR, ez
TE AT B A e B HE SR UV-BRR ST o 5 R,
2.2 5 [ UV-BHE ST 38 5 T B0 /N 2 R 40 B B e
ba YA

CA 8 SR, AiE2E2S T UV-BEN
FHE T . FEAR UL AN 22 385 =T A e
E AL R RLX R E R . B AT, AT 4R A=)
FHINRC SR AE 7 H0%, FFEIN R 240 B 42T
MMM — ARy, T HERERT S — % ES
TR R I o S, FEHT AR P A R R A 5 i
UV-BfEIHE Sl B L, M5 e &AM AR
HOCEK, AR bR A T S
%

5 UV-BiagxHE4940 8 B R0 20

B o AN H Tk R 28 B KR/ . UV-BAR ST I8
VR 22 R R AR U I A 5 R AR R e 4T L Y A iE
TEMFFLBN P, UV-BEE I 51k [{T DNATR 1% 1T LA FH
Y5> 2L AT FE SR T TAH SSHL, TEAE
PIiE ANERE - NI, 72K IS T UV-BiaIT
Wi T K AN PR R . ZE I S UV-BEE S 3ok 4 A K
FISZ I, A7 e NI\ A F& UV-BAR S T 40 i 5 22,
AL NN RUV-BEE SIS T4y 5k, oA L
INVVLLLER QIR P

1 55 (2002) £E I 9T 38 5 UV-BEE T 5 /N 22 41
MRRES, RILT —FRER A 2 RHIER, N R
IrEL. TERXFPREERIA 25y R FE T, Stk R A R
3671, [N S) . R FRRE 2 LS R A, X
ARE SN ERIILREIRKIIR R J5 PRI,
UV-BEE S T /N 22 4l 4 JE 4% IDNAR) A i (Han
et al., 2002), Wiz~ 7 2 e S 30t A 7 e 0o A 56
HILT A . UV-BEE S5 80U 40 B 2845 45 5 4
5 I PR R R I R A K

UV-B & 5 o] LA i) 400 5 T 48 A e 1 i)k

(Jiang et al., 2011). XJ&H TUV-B4E4T15117IDNA,
IR T G1-SIHI#EFE(FE##45E, 2009). X T IXMER
kA, M AR B T VIR CPDs & A4 i {TDNAK
Wl SE B, X AL 1 IEH Ani A Rt AT . U
Tk A 3 2 S 4T R B AT, MR ET “R
AP B E p” RUETE . A0H B BA ma, f gk
TDNARBE, DMEE RGBS S, HE BeS
SO M B D B R B kAR . JEH R UV-BER
SRR I # SR T E2Fe/DELL I # St K, 1% 5
DA -7 ST A% 9 B2 o X R R TR RA I S 8T
ST A7 5 1T 388 o R 40 B R e

TELEGIF T, ASFIARIASFAB I B A7 5 4= 41 41
WA, I BN AR B AR B2 YE . UV-BEE
SR, ASFEER /K EAFTHIN. RNATHEASFE
K, FEPE R UV -BARE SO 1 5 . 3 — DA
FRI, ASF15 B4k J5 FIH3FHAL B TN K i
TEH, HHE5HEA LM EEM . X
b 2R (1482 5 40 M0 5 309 160 425 FIDNASR %3 (R 15 42 .
M ASFLE 12 5UViE S (I DNA 1518 & it
T2, JH H o E2F % 55 A - 18 42 5k 5% e 41 A J& # (Lario
etal., 2013). fEFL R Ty of, UV-BEE S i A 41
5 R GRF X 41 A 384 5 1) o 4%, ELSX Ah i 4E A
WA T UV-BIIRZARUVRS, 1 T MPK315 5 i 4%
(Casadevall et al., 2013).

6 UV-BEEESHTEETESIERAXEIHN

N

AR AEKIE R — R F B, XFUV-BEE S
ey i [ R 5 FE A B h i e R AE DG . H A,
UV-BA4& i 55 F & K 52 6 A FH R0 52 i 1) F 9
R W AP S i

B AR ISR, AR S R B UV-BEE S 1)
B (4.12-7.95 kI-m2-d ) EE IR KNS, IX LIRS
DRI 25 P R R A (R B AR B8 P2 AR AR K IR B2 o X 37
WEEH 7456 70—k, AT 7 it (Betula platy-
phylla) i 5 52 & 18 K7 AL 45 5B, T A
TR FE AR A BRI T UV-BER G 3R S R 10
A BT 7= A (0 S R 2R Ak B & . AR (Salix
myrsinifolia) i & UV-B % 5 A1 5 A48 46 1) A 58 % B,
P AR LU P AT AR R I B K R [R] (Y U V- B S A



IR T AR i B3 58 UV-AL UV-BATIR BE 1)
WFFE R, RILUV-BEE S 5 i E 52 A b 306 A ) 1 ik
T B hINH4% %08 (Nybakken et al., 2012).

TR A K B 355 Hp B ) S T DR O L L A e
7K Al JE B 1o £ T RHET, UV-BfE S ] LLiZ
i EEER P RE 77 . 102 FH T UV-BER ST 5 2 4
i LA AR A K 20 T P A5 VS VA R R SR S AT DA fi
T E AT M I B A o T AR R AR A0 R T
MR I R AUV-BEE 5 #8 2 RHEY A K R — @
AIHIVE R, B2 UV-BAE S X R I s 0K R
AP AAEUV-BAR G 5 153 3 — @ RIS, (AWK
S A K S s R B A SRR . TR AMUV-B
FA Y A B I fIAE A o HEN T R 5
DR & UV-BER S H i T Ay RS A 2R, AN B T
BIERTET S e b, AATERIN,
UV-BH& G 0% T /N2 0&E BT 2 R a i #2 . 78
WA RN CdTe & F A I A2, AATTR I ix L
BT AT AR R, Sl R AR . TESMIN
UV-Bi&#tJ5, CdTe® ¥ mi R M AW BUH KE M E
& JECdE -, MR A 7= A4 B K (13 M (Chen et
al., 2014),

UV-B4 5t 152 M A 9 A A7 PR 8 R Y e . ik
YRR B UV-BHR ST 3BT 2% B0T B B R B 1 1
HE(Yin et al., 2012), 7t H JE K 7] fE & UV-BiE i 4%
BT P 5K FE B . UV-BAE S AT S S sk
YIDNATIR A%, 2 1M 52 MR A1 i A0 2 24 it 5 1 42 P A
f(Wang et al., 2012). 7EUV-B&E 47 & H6051120
kJ-m72-d Ui, AR B S R A T LS i
I B A (i ) 4 A, B RTINS AN R
(Huetal., 2013), 7EXJ 5 B, AT AEIIR
HH HH UV-BA 5 A 52 e A 0 1) O B DR 7, T LA
S B 7w B BN A AR R s A )
1434145 (Paul et al., 2012).

AN, NTR I — ey B4k 23 R 7, W B 110
ENL B0, ZAALEDIT . /KMBRAIETT 255 0] L2
fiff 5 B UV -B4 S XA 038 R B3 - K U I
ANTRAR B /NG 5, R IIE 24 7] & 1 0% 7 TRAL #E v] LA
LR fRUV-BAR S 1Y 50 /N 22 i 454 - Han%(2002)
X He-Nei 6 18 &2 36 5 UV-BHE i J5 /N 22 1 B A9 it 47
TIRNMIBEF, KD E T He-Ned#ot vl Ll i
BR @At /N Z DNAT 7 & 2 . ChenFflHan
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(2014)TE/NEPUEM R G S AR R e, IESE
T He-Ne o4 i vl L2 AR UV-BAR S %N (45455
AT, AR 40 6 LEDAT A3 58 UV-BEE 3T 4b 247
Fi4k 5 (Vigna radiata) 1) % A 1E T A5 SRS R
4y, KRBT XA, 4 LEDAT Ab# 4t & nl LY
Ik AR IR B e G 0%, T UV-BEE S| T
ENAEK, HHREIMRBINE . WNERLEE
(Phasedus vulgaris) F K, 4biiNaHSO;
A DA K Hh 227 fif UV-BAE 5 5 i 32 B R4 93 (25 2R 0%
2 2008).

UV-BiES AR I I KRS 4, HTE, AR
TR AR, RILT B A T .
1M 4K R TRAL BRI K S 22 g X M (Li et al.,
2013), HAETH F 4 B r ¥ B 4 B m AR L) S 2
UV-B4E 5 il 1% 44 3 (Costa et al., 2015). 7E 7
i, AR ILDRT1001 i 3R 1A AR 7R BUE A & 1
UV-B#E & N Re i (AR K, B7/n T DRT100%E H
Al REIE SR T AP UV BT (Fujimori et al., 2014).
BB Al AN ) 45 A6 110 6 I EF NG 2 35 R R TR T 2% A
UV-BH#E S5 18 47038 B ) 445 (Neugart et al., 2012).

7 WMEREE

W UV-BEa S C AR — e R+, BE2 1
RAEN—FE S TS 5HEMARW & JTH. UV-
BE S X A A A BRAE AN [FIKSE 5, MR A F 33
— RIMESHFWITRERIEMER, BN
FESEREM AT -

HAEr, CAMEYENAFEUV-BIEZ 1A UVREE
H, #EYHERUV-BRE N5 55, UVR8E 5 COP1
gy, BIHYSHIEERRIE. (HE, HTEARE
SE R AR R AL E T 75 R0 H & 391 )2 TH 6P UV-B#E 5 1)
Wi 3t R . AR A S UV-BAR B IR, AT
UV-BHE 5 77 & (G B AR EROR 0 . B 8 K
FEUV-BAR S N 38 1 UVR8 & 42 18 3 34 5 1) 28
b, FAEUV-BRRGT T & A AR FE P PSR T . (HIX
Tl Bt ) B v K P X i AT — AN Hk S iR
FobRE . XA AMTAAE, PR N T REEAFAE I T2
MEJUV-BEE S 162 A S5 TR EUV-BEE 58 B T
TV B RE o AL, 20 BB 2R AR R N )
BHMASY, 25 THEHWKZEESERE, (2w
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FESR SN, B R UV-BRER EN, 5
P RS P — . BRI, Rk
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HRIE A VE 2 B A0 o] A R, THEE 2
B FERE oAb 78 58 3 o
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Plants Respond to UV-B Radiation: a Review
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Abstract Enhancement of UV-B radiation on earth’s surface influences many aspects of plant growth and physiology.
UV-B radiation should be considered an environment stress but also an important signal molecule. Here we review some
positive results as to how plants respond to UV-B radiation, including the effects of UV-B radiation on plant morphology,
physiological metabolism, UVR8, programmed cell death, cytoskeleton, cell cycle and the combined effects of other

stressors.
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