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Abstract In this paper, five key enzymes responsible for starch biosynthesis, ADP-glucose pyrophosphorylase (AGPase),
granule-bound starch synthase (GBSS), soluble starch synthase (SSS), starch branching enzyme (SBE) and starch debranching
enzyme (DBE), are introduced and their recent research advances in sweetpotato are reviewed. Now there are only several recent
reports on AGPase, GBSS and SBE, and few researches are available on SSS and DBE. So more researches are required to gain

further insight into the five key enzymes and to provide theoretical foundation for breeding high-starch sweetpotato lines.

Keywords Sweetpotato; AGPase; GBSS; SSS; SBE; DBE
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VERD 2 — P A JFURMR A B, e
fEE TS MEY T, HHANKB S IR =
50%# 5 T-E K (Martin and Smith, 1995). [itb2
Ab, TERAE T —FMICA . Z &, A
W ok il %) DRk DA B A 40 e Y ) o L A ) A
Wrfi, JF HAETY Bk HHE K (Buleon et al.,
1998; Morell and Myers, 2005). HEIRIER it Ak
h i RN A TR FORM A A BRI 2 B [
FEZAEN, (HECTIER VG I PLEERRA 18
KRIEAT il

A MTEL R 5 Bl STy A9 )
CH IS (] 1): ADP-1 25 Hl 5 5 1% 14 i (AGPase) -

TR 45 2 VE K 2 U (GBSS) « T VA Ik ViE W 2 B i
(SSS)~ Y&k 7> LW (SBE) LA K I ¥ 2343 S I (DBE)
AGPase FEMS 10 26 Hl -1~ R (GLP) Al — I 12 it
T (ATP) S W A= i £ w9 12 (PPi) A1 ADP— %] %4 #l
(ADPG), Ifii ADPG A ik EW& I E Y,
OB WA TN ) RO T RROR . R
18, {ERNER BV AR, BT Agirh
AGPase [{TTHREAE 30%% 55%. [a], ifif H Ak
1 F B & AGPase 1) B R i R I IE AH G
(Sweetlove et al., 1999), GBSS mJ L it o-1,4-D-
PELF s ADPG  Hi IR 48 B Ak 2 n 21 5 1 0 (1 FEiE
J5uy, BEAEAEAC A M Y A . SSS W LR ALK
HABE, e iRilida-1,4-D-Hi B ADPG H 1%
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ZE B N2 B A RIS I, I LB IR 55 5
BEVE AR R K IEAR R . SBE EE IR H 4L
KA BB VE R 1 a-1,4-D-BE 178, B KK 515
P REE T a-1,6- B TP HERS] C6 A, MM

[ 30d
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K3 T

SBEL  SBEII =

SSSI SSSII --::' __________
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Fi kRN VEN > SCREVE AL . ADPG, ADP-#IZHH,; GLP, HiZ¥i—1-11L; G6P, HMiZiHH—6—Eg; Glc, #i%iHH; PPi, MR
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W12 1, pGIcT, FUARIA M FEIZ B ISA, SHUER; LDA, M RIR;

Figure 1 Schematic representation of starch biosynthesis in plants (modified from Toyota et al., 2006; Zhou et al., 2009)

Note: A: Pathway of starch biosynthesis in cell; B: Amplose and amplopectin biosynthesis, Dashed-line arrows are soluble starch
synthase acting sites; Long dashed-line arrows are starch branching enzyme acting sites, ADPG, ADP-glucose; G1P, glucose
1-phosphate; G6P, glucose 6—phosphate; Glc, glucose; PPi, inorganic pyrophosphate; UDPG, UDP-glucose; F6P, fructose
6—phosphate; Fru, fructose; NTT, nucleotide transport protein; BT1, ADP-glucose translocator; GPT, glucose 6—phosphate
translocator; pGIcT, plastidic glucose translocator; ISA, isoamylase; LDA, limit-dextrinase

HHIT . BIAEGE A B S PRI I 1) 1
WA, MRS E g 5 Thae Ll &
FHRIFAE PR EE R TAT T B KA IR, JEHGRAEK
ML N2 BRI T RIMEERE, SR oS T H
BN RIRTEINAZ o AL ZSHH E TR 7
Wi M SERE AR BT T St e, LAY DA 3t 3o g % 7 vl
X e & B R m AR A S RIS G R .

1 H¥E ADP-HEZ AR AR
1.1 AGPase [1Z5&5Th Rk

AGPase(EC 2.7.7.27)fef# 4k G1P 5 ATP Jx N JE
1% PPi Fil ADPG, L ADPG &3k M & 4]
LAY . AGPase i PERERS B H h-3- B R0, 1
B C IR (Pi)FIHl. Kk, AGPase #iA\ A&l
FEDTERS A B S5 A 45 . AGPase E4H B
DL RIS DY SR ARG AP AE, e s SRR e By

AN PN RS RS ) S0 DU 2R A - AGPase
P ) B IR P AN, K T SR 42 A
Hs NS RS . AR

1.2 AGPase BT 5T R

Harn %5(2000) A\ H R cDNA 3L 43 2 2]
T 3 A4t AGPase KW I cDNA J Bt:
IAGPLI-1. iAGPLI-2 11 iAGPLI-3, Southem %A%
RIALEH A e 2 /M4 DL AGPase JE[H, 1L
cDNASs =2 BRI IE W21k . Kim 55(2002) & L H
i AGPase KW IETEMEAE IE 4518 T 5 i 1EAH
Ko hb, FEHERIIERT 2 M HAIRAN
FrSEPE) AGPase /)N F3E(Bae and Liu, 1997).

N T T H S AGPase 15N JE ()
4519, Noh %5(2004) vl T 2 AMJE[K(IbAGP1 Hl
iIDAGP2), Ff 43 #1 & X 1 A 5 D] G ) (10 WP 35 S )
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5 EKF I AGPase SERIAMILL. MG, Kwak
55 (2006) 38 ok 2 A H S PR R b 3R
iIbAGP1 Fl ibAGP2 iX W J [Kl 1) 5 2 1~ 1) ik ) R 5 1
DRI H 2 P J5ERE B F e LAY AGPase K/IE
FEREDR e 5K, I FLIZK P AN DR 52 P4 50 R 1)
TWAE A S . IbAGPL 13 51 R g i 1 bl
753, 1M IbAGP2 {5 3l #1152 21 BH & 41 1 (Kwak et
al., 2006). Y34b, ibAGP1 FlibAGP2 )55 1-LL %
LB IRV DL SR i i — A5 A 3 1 IR R R IA R
Gi. R IXAN A 3T # e 2 S G s A R IA
H, RIS bAGPL 1) ) 7 R EEE Ik
ER R R RIE, B8 71 IbAGP2 )
JE B R L A 3 A U L A T R S ) b e S
(Kwak et al., 2007; Kwak et al., 2008).

5K 37 B 4 (2005) %0 A [m] 5 DA 238 H- S B A i Kok
PR UE R AR B 500 & g I OC R T THE9T, K
PRAN [F) G AT 2Y []— B ISR 1Y) APGase it
PURVERy & IEAH DG, I H AT I BT Ry AR S 26 1y
T BRT AL (2008)HF 5Tt & T H- 2 25 DR 7Y 1Y) 22
SR S AU PR 1 7 S I T R R 2R
F AN Ry AE A2 7= AT AN ) DR S AR R
AGPase JEPEW KT, mHMEL " RE
(FI3E4T, AGPase AW ALIE Ry A B I T BULTE
PEHAHT R 5KBE (2010) AN e i 4 H 28 5 il ) 1] 2
34 il T AGPal Fll AGPa2 P ol Jh g il F 1,
Fy7d T pC-AGPal il pC-AGPa2 FiA WUt R ik Ak,
TP A AR AT EHAL05 H, 5 ME Tt L 4k,
TR T 5 BRPH PR AR o

HHT, AGPase & H & h il Jids 2 ek & ik
Mz —, CEMNHE PR T e e KA
G|, %F AGPase [l (1R A FIR BT T AHOCHIT ST,
IFN AGPase 1 TERy & BRI B ISR, 0 H
MRVER AR B B VERT . Rk, A T i H
AGPase [1145 141 D) REXTEE & i e K B it A 5
ZMEX.

2 HERR S S5k & g
2.1 GBSS W& #I 53heE

GBSS(EC 2.4.1.11) 2 ELBEGE M T R IT) SCH I,
ERENS S TE R R R 45 S, JEK ADPG (1)1 2 0
I 5 | W) i) Ak S i TR R o-1,4-D-BE
NI 5 28 26 B e 1 22 TR BE 7y T 450 . (EREA A

[ A2 — A7 A A — PP E S PRl GBSS [F) L,
T HALFL GBSSI A1 GBSSII, 1 GBSSI X A LAy K
GBSSla 11 GBSSIb. GBSSI LA I X I T3
Krwi b, 1 GBSSI BEGE LARURLE 2B T3k bir
b, WREWEE T IR RLAL .

2.2 GBSS HIBf 5t &

GBSS J& H it 5t i 2 e A AE W) & iy
—, BT AT O ST HEE R A .
GBSSI JE [ )4 K cDNA FIKE K 7 41 B E 0k o e H
>, 1M1 H. Southern %242 5256 32 1 H 25 GBSSI Ak [
4 %N Il (Wang et al., 1999; Kimura et al., 2000).
Kimura %5 (2001) 78 i I H 2 v B ¥y GBSSI i [
(1715 S cDNA 556 N2 H 3 K21 o I sk AT L
TERT LI IR 4 L R AR o 117 Noda 25:(2002) %) 6 #k 4%
AN GBSSI [ cDNA [ 5L K H SR e 247 45
MTs R I LAV Ry B 2 2R H S s Ay EL A R i) ) B
PEPEIR . Kimura T Saito(2010) S 38 i 73 BT (1) H
2 GBSSI [1] cDNA J¥ 41, AL EATT 3K i poly(A)
R AV RAT Z 860, JF LR GBSSI 2k [K 434
ANKK. [N, Ml BIE GBSSI (1) 3 gmhis X 15,
H—BUES A KA 23 bp (ARSE 51,
IE poly(A)f5 5 i oty b3t R AE X B P i

h THWEIE GBSSI SR & EAE B 11, Wang
£5(2001) A W GBSSI K1) mRNA F1ET 5 1R R
#osZ NESAED B, IF HH S b GBSSI 2
B (1) 2R I8 A5 52 B AS AN AR SH& 12 3% . Otani
Z5(2007)WFFT R BL RNA A3 (3L R BR AR A 41
H 2 GBSSI L R [ 2k M BRAK T H b B
M. MR, AT T X Rl L H
TER I BAL 2EPE R . Kitahara 25(2007) % B4
GBSSI JL A Rk FEIE R 7> T4l R B, B
FEVE R B TR H b i ek R I AR G2 1) [ A=
AR, I HORT DARE RN DA A o i, T e LAY
H B R A A I

W4, TR H 2 GBSS J K 454 AT B
5T, LSRRI, AR T B OB
K ELBIAS I (e dy bl BB S A i 2 20 3
k¥ mEEEEN S rE AT LU T, mEE
AR S B AN 2 S BN |4 S PR 1 A i O
& GBSS [MHIFFURTHE e b 1R N F B 4 TE 21

TEM.
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3 HEWHEHEH & B
3.1SSS W&t 5ThEe

SSS(EC 2.4.1.10) FZE S 5B A G
REg IS o-1,4-D-PEIFEK: ADPG H IR % B ok
SR EE RS S5t . AT 22 R B A A

itk 2 ZAF-AE 2 Flt SSS [H] T/ (Kossmann and Lloyd,

2000). &4 A1k, AICZRIE T 4 B SSS [A T
fit}, 4352 SSSI. SSSII. SSSII F1 SSSIV(Ball and
Morell, 2003)

3.2 SSS WIHTF It R

WA, JERAEY G G SSSI IMThRe AR 564 T
fift, —Br R R T IR ANE 2 E 4544 . SSSIN &
Bl GRS B O, IR S B0
K2 RN 251 A HEAROR )22 4K (Craiig et al., 1998) .
SSSII J2&: Hh48 ZHUR 1 3= Bk 75 i, 80% [ m ¥y
PEVE R G HS S SSSHIT 7Y (Abel et al., 1996;
Marshall et al., 1996). iff5T3HH, SSSI & LK F M
SCHE, i SSSH AT SSSHT M 43 7 SE A r ]
K32 55 (Ball and Morell, 2003). SSSIV & il 7
PRI I, LD RET B S 5 e b ORI A
(AR UR T By, A R 1) 4 2R B i (Roldan et al.,
2007). VELEARZAEY) P EN SSS AT T, 4R
MAE H R EPAACHIE . BRIk, JFREH 2 SSS
(RAH AT O 55 B H B i Fh AT E 2L 5 S

4 HEVER 7
4.1 SBE M 5ThRE

SBE(EC 2.4.1.18) /& a-1,4-D- % %j ¥ —0-6-
[o-1,4- T2 H- o M, /KA EAEVE R 0-1,4-D-
PEEFEE, D) T I RLRE R RS BAR BB AN R ()7 2R
PEHE FIE R o 1,6- T8, NI AE s ETE # (Pan
and Nelson, 1984; Hussain et al., 2003). H4f 464l
Yirh SBE MR ILIRIFH), SBE EEah A R (L
% SBElla. 5>k SBEIla f1%i . SBEla %5) 5l B #(1}
% SBEIb. >k SBEb Al#iti SBEIIb %5).

4.2 SBE KIBFFTIRE R

Jobling %5 (1999) 5 & I SBE X e ¥ Uiz I 43
Tk, JUIHOE SRR R KA M, Kim
S5 (2005) R My e b T H 1) SBE KK (Iblsal), Ik
I FACTAEYAR 58 2T 15 FRAa 8 N . xR W
Iblsal J& KIEVE R & BOd FE i Ok 3 T4EH . Hamada

£5(2006) th A H b 5ifE T —~> SBEI 2 [ (IbSBE),
FHXF 1bSBE I B RIAHEAT TWF5T, KA H EiX
RN YI PR 2 D8 DL, i BAETER A&
AN S #4735 . [, Shimada 45(2006)
¥ oA g 9 H 3 SBEN KL PR (IBSBEN) ) XU
RNA(dsRNA) &k 7 N H Z LR b, 115 i
IBSBEI JEPAI BB, AT 5 3500e b Hh ELREVE ¥R 1)
SEEENI, YA, IBSBEN HERNAEHZE G
AN, I HARTERE B ARG B S A A2 A
Fik. Pao Z5:(2005)%] SBE J [R5 i H ARk 7K
BT TWEFL, RIILH A AT B B S0 2Bl s
i, B RINAE SBE B[R A 8 7P AF e T4
ORI B AT G )RR R T

SBE & ¥ SCHE VTR S5 M IR OGRS, AR Y
T SCHEGER E) 1) BB 4 i, 55 GBSS AHLL,
B BB ST (1 37 25 A DT 5 b
PITEZS. [Rlitk, 4Razinsas H 2 SBE SERZIA 11
WM SRAFAS R SRR B RORL, X et RS A o
DA AT T AS TR 75 SR A A LR

5 HE RN E 0>
5.1 DBE H&# 5 ThRe

DBE 1EA—F a-1,6-% R HE /K fif i B8 M fk
ZHEEET 1) o 16 W KA, JF HOR vow SRR
MAR P EZE RN FEZ —. 54 DBE & sl LA
SO T Y R R S E K < T R A8 L R S B e
K Est, NI o SCREBEA— IR S BEE ¥y, IF
e by HA B AR . 124 M1k, R DBE
(M2 FER P A A R R E R 22 5, AAT TR 3L
N O 28 S UE K I (Isoamylase, ISA; EC:
3.2.1.68) A1 A% P R RS it (limit-dextrinase, LDA,; EC:
3.2.1.142).ISA &4 3 Fi[A T/, 737 /& ISAL.ISA2
HIISA3, 1 ISAL F1 ISA2 T H % 5 BEiE k&
] ) v H (Hussain et al., 2003).

5.2 DBE Bt &

TE S EYURFIRI R 7, 1SAL 5 ISA2
HPEfE—il, BR—NREZRELZAH. L4
ISAL Vot R, EAEH TR AN S (]
WHETERY), ISA2 U] BEES T T VE I AE S N F o
B ARG, T ISA3 FI LDA 2R 2 vE k)
(O BEAR X ) A3 S AT AR v 1k (b B-
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% B K K )(Delatte et al., 2005; Wattebled et al.,
2005) . James 5 (1995) i 41 7 £ K sul(sul 7E7KH
T RN g ISA) AR R, RS P SRR R
RN 2 B B . Burton £5(2002) th R iE7E K,
ISA-1 J R 5848 3 UM FL b SCREVE R B 75 12 2
Bl AMTERIAE SN ISA [z X cDNA FFESER
FERRIRFLH S ISA FI5 500 8RB, A TR 6%,
T 6 7K A S i A0 R 7KV 2 5 0 0 2
¥4 n(Fujita et al., 2003). B4k 5% T DBE MIi5H T
AR, AR AT b R R A B A ORI .
Kk, JFREH % DBE MM T./E, T f# DBE
) T AE v 125 B VR TR B 14 i e fr
o ORI 53 A 2 T B4 P

6 /g5
6.1 A RIEH & IR I LR

EAEAR, AT TERD 5 B AT e A T
RKIHERE, JCHR TR T AR T 15 A
AR SCEE A, JFx SR R R MR AN ) fiE S L3R
IBPHFEITFURRREAT T BONRAN I 34T, KR T
MRS D5 1oy P LB KA IR . [, AT
M 3 L DR RO SR AT Ty 5 B il 56 R 2 ik
M FEDIRIRR, W BN T vER i &, il
DI RAZ . DUBREE MR A e 1, e
Fr a5 N REA AL T8, R4S T A Al AL PER
BERD o

6.2 HZ ek & FRBFHT IT AR L K ) B

AR TN VE R A BB &5 R R D Re AT T
KEFF, ARLEH E AU AR A 50 P e
5 B — B (0] B SO R A O E H S i A
PRI FIE T o ILAEFRA S B 70X H 2 AGPase.
GBSS M SBE iX 3 Me & B 9120 T g, X)
H 2% SSS H1 DBE It 7T EL /b Sy 4b, X H % AGPase
IR/ L2 TR HAE G AR - GBSS I SBE H [A] T
B2 [RIRIAH AR, DARCEA IR SER AR 6 Ay
WA LA AR G2 TR, JCHR R R
SR AR SRR D o RIS, H A S YN
ARty , JRERA BN E I, FATEH 5K
il Ji DRI NAZ AR A ARG 2N DL, (RN DU R
AR R, KR LE A B sk E A& 75 A (R
HOIEATEHE . BRILZ AN, FEA R EREE S A Fr ks

Vit R () s DR 28 B R S 2R R () 2R
I8 75 5 LA S AEAR [R) 25 A AN [) Sk ] 284 H 28 o b 3
W R DR 208 72 S F e i /b, IR B R
X H Ry & BOCEE B [1) AGPase JERE THID
WL, RIH I 2= 72 5 e AGPase 7& 57+
(RS- A ]Sl

bR TIXAANEESS, FEvEm Ao AR g e
A AR 2 5 A RN, Bk
ARG, BERICEESE, H TR RIS B IR 45 (R
3%, 2008). ifij Tanaka %(2009) 45344 2% SRF1
FE R NS A H SRR TR IR L Rk, RO
[i) i B A A B DR S e b & e T AR
H, Ui SRF1 LN S5 T3k & A IR 1 .

6.3 HE M & BT TR X

LR LRI, e B ARSI g H R 1 L
RIAHIRBIE ST, SCEDR IR 1 B A o s H 0T b
FEEIHTAT R TS R ok, R BRI A I S
PSR . XA RER A S A IR R
Uf + GURTESR =R Br i Al, A B A IR SS T
HEPLRACRE, XTZEMF 20 A RIVES T i ) RE U
SENLAA EERIEH]

(==

JEUERN R iR AR SRR BT AT AT N R 4SS
JRGERL AT, SCHIRR IS4 5K ATkl ERRAUR S 5A
ERB RO TAF; oA SATGE I H ey 8 T A,
TRPRLEMHEBS S UAEE I R R A SR

B

AT 1 KBS S 1T (2009BADAT7B03) I 5K 5
AW KRR (2009AA102102). 5 ANy b4 Ak
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Wyo SN I 44 1 AT VE AN IIVT A7 SO s et il

e BN
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