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T U A SFERANA T Yy MELTHh BB LZ 40
ENRELTND. N T Yy NETEHFL D0
AF—AEXT AV A OBIEERFE Owen BNEEL,
THBIELS ERLTND., ZTDOAF—AMFEOF A
L7z B DR ZFIH LTV 223, Z offEM:
Rl FHL S 572 DICITHIIE & 8 s T O
B EDERNETH S, BRI ERDT Y
A LB EICE DD THIELS TH Y, HEERTR
EEEICHB S L8 FHEROHT (Zhii
FERMEBR &V D) I RER T NDBLETHD.
19804£ 2 A X 0, DNA, RNA, 2D WE & v 30/
DT 28 U TAEMBRRELIML LS LT 2% F
ENEMEREICREHIAZ L, Owen OREEARFRIC
DWNTH ZOHH O OBEMENREA TS, BILE, ek
Az /M & 13y, BLOnzEokd
IREERIE T LA DR D LR EBLT 50
ME NS T REIZ DN T LV O BRI HEA T
W5, TORREIGHT 5706, MEFRRERKRICE
THHNPEHCTEDLZEHHLMNTRYHDOH 5.
Afa i, PAEIZOWTER Z ISR 5.

i

BIIEOT A MFIXIZIERTHA AL 7 U v R
(— R HEMRE) & T d 25 (1
http://www.hro.or.jp/list/agricultural/research/chuo/kaiha
tsu/hatasaku/variety06.htm) . 7 > A /~A 7 U » Riif
FL, DOBETIX 1970 FRMGEA S, RN
INEHEIMZRES<ERLIZE Wb Tnws (1IH
2007). fFEIEIEMI CH LT Y A1, RS D by
Fw ARl L FERRICHERERE O LT WMER LB

Z Hiv (f)111980a), /A 7Y v RALIZTBE R 720
KRThHoT-.

UL LT A CHERERE 7O 2% KEICIEHT 5
DIXWNEETH D, AHZMESEToT YA OHEFEE
FSCERITFY S0%REE I E 7 (JE)111980b), Z &k
D7 CHEFE L BAHFE T OIRG) TIEANA 7 U » R
LTV, o THEEICHEDO A A5G 572
I EZ PP A AR L 5 7= e —r
PLETHL. Bz, FRIEMEONA T v R
Hra5007kb, FEECREZT-o ThE
E RV Lol s, 7oA 1 EEOTER 1
T ~2 ENZ K5 Gt 1980c) DT, ZAUTSEMM
RAFEL TR, BHEEE CHERD ED M
THIVTIRAI I L 2 AL b A2 TH D
(2N 2002) 28, FE¥ELVOREAFEICITIAL
Thd. MOEHTITHhR T D X 9 RBREERICE
o F# A H 2 Fiff OF A (Kaul 1988; Kim and Zhang
2018) b7 A TIIREZBEEN TIZARNWEA .
T U A TR E RAMAE MY Th 508, O
B AR T & 51E EWRITE A THR.
BUE, T ANAT Y v REEFAFEIL 1940 4FAX
(27 AU 1D Owen 23 FE . L T2 BARTEDHEMEA T A
FIFALTWD. #1%, Curly top HHPIIEMLFEUS-1°
DOREEATRMMEREZRALL, TN ED LS IC#EE
T 50 GEEEER) ZHAE L72 (Owen1945). Owen
OFEFILL T O X 2B/ I D, ETHEEATRE
TR TIIREBN D DOIMRI D Z &G, HlEHE
EThdEEN. ZOMWER T %#E s T
SETD. SIEEDLI REGATHLIRERAET D
FBT D, L)) biF T, REMEAED
FICESTIRHA LN ERHD. 2L S 28
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Hil9 HEEFICE D b O LA SN2, Owen (T
TR 2oHDEER, TLENIIXE Z L
WOBETFREEE S A (LT, fEEEEn T &
R . o T, BEMERFRANRELT 5 D1, T OfEk
WS ERFFL, RBHOXEH Z HHEEREL T
AThD. TNEBETFET Sxez LRT (1‘5&%
L TW AW I/ CFETET. 7oA 1k
WEELTEZ 21y MO, MER L1
KiL). O XD e HEMEAER & eI B B R AR R
(Cytoplasmic male sterility, CMS) & FESR.

Owen DFEH, L7= CMS ZFf7= 5 &, ZOfEKIE
B ZEAEL RO THAE L2V, —J, L ~TIE
IO THEN SN ZZITRND R HITEET D
ST NNAT Yy FThD., ZUuIna 7Y v
RRETAEEORE LCHBENTH D, O,
Sxxzz fE K % B S B 5 72 012iE, 2 & aE s A
MWE—T S ZIREF LRV RIE N BT 5.
INEBLGFRLE T Nxxzz LT (NIT S 247 F
L22AWHIIE D Z &) . Nxxzz BRI, S ZFF7=720
O THMEAFRTIT 2 B2V, 20 Nxxaz fEA 5 72
DR a MR R, &L <L OwenlZH7eA O # A
TV ION, BFILRR TR BB TRAETZ
&b b D HERRRHT & CMS RFEDOAFK M T
ETHHEMEARTMERE 725 (K 1a).

EEOT YA BT, FPHRRESERES

N, TNEAEHEE L TRELREZITY, i
CMS ZHAa BT S (X 1b). ZD7=d, MR

NBEROREARRM L 725, BRZ2—MHELED 7
DITIE, Hhx RIEOHEFRMZ BT 2 2 &%
TCThY, INbrAbdbEsr itk TR
HEFE DHEFEFRB DR IFFTE 2 (P 1998). &
AN, BRERM L7 DT A R 8T
% < OfERCRMERIEERE T2 E L THRY, 0¥
A FVIXIRDIRDFERLTE 2. O ¥ A T DOBLNHEH
FEIX, P S%E b Tnd ()il 1988d). O #
A TNE D IMIARIZHE N D b O TR, TOM
DEE TR E BT iEohv7ewn. L, FELR
ST 70 < T HBEIRBIC CMS SR & BERBL 21TV,
ZOREFR (b LIRS & THEEA TR HI1IXZ 0k
MBILO XA 7 ThHD) ITHSDETREAEITDRLT

S xxzz N xxzz R
\ /

[ sxz | | xz | BBTF

S xxzz b/ gi=g n

b

- (O

)
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1 CMS & & #ERF Rt D 2B

a. MEFFRHLZF M L7- CMS RALOHEIH. CMS Rt & #EfF

FREIBETRTRLTND (FhEh Sxxz BELUN
xxzz) . B CMS RAE & MERFRFEIZ B TRE A3
B0, EFT20METF GERLHKO 9) OBIEFRITHRT
FATRLTWD. CMS RfIEMHD 5 a4tk L, #HuFFR
FITACR 2 #2 it 35  MIEIIIRO 9 256 D BRI
DL LIZEEINTZY. 2L OB FRZRE L THEDL
D WAARIZ I T, MR & ForE B 8 s 1A L A
D CMS L A—Th 5.
b. SEBH L7 HMERFRAE & [F]— 2R R 7 A& R CMS SR
EERT M. MIgEETE2RT. Ny ML B
XXzz &) T O AR —T, ZDOMOBETRIZH /R > T
WD AMUO T AR E T, NI TR, S MR
IFEH TR, HD CMS Rt (EMUAIZ Ky MEM)
EREFHUCL, B UTZHERFRIT (RER U A BH#M) %
EWE & LTRELZAT Y. £ OFHoMmE /805
DHEETHDOTS THDHY, HEEFIEmEE» S 1723
OZTHS. HER URRERESED &, RIERTIEIR
WIOFEFHICHRT 2REFIE 14T E RV, 20X
Bz 0 IR T &, 13k U 7o HERRRHE & Al — D EIn F i %
O CMS BTG HN 5.
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IFHEFRR IS S, SRR A
HRETHD. ZHUTKE L, ETHIC DNA 24 L
THNTL, ZORRICESNTRILEITH, VWb
L0 F~— A —BEKBIRRR L LTEZ LD D,
ZHUTIES, X, BEONZIZBT 50 Bz A
MARRRE2D.

AR TIX, CMSIZB5-3 2 BIsEFIZoW T,
ELEODTN—TOMREF DI L, ZIHE
BREB NS EN-So5h 5 Z AR T 5.

S

— I E B EOHEA R E LTEZXLNDDF

S har U7, BHEEK, HDOVITFEMEMEST
&% (Kingetal.2006). 2 < OfEFE)H CMS 23
RONoTWDLR, DTz IEnFho
BAEBSIII har RYTIFET S L@t InT
% (Hanson and Bentolila2004). 7 > A (28T
t, X har FU 7T DNAMEEDHERRHFE L CMS &
MTREL 225 (Mikamietal. 1985) Z &b, 2
9 L7z DNA L-ULDZERN S I L O TIEZR N
MEBZ BT, £D%, T b= U7 DNA ik
FFlothig, I hay RUTERGEHOHE, BX
W hay R THERED O G, HEIIZ—
OO b RYTEEBEFPEREINDICEST
(Yamamoto et al. 2005) .
FEHSNZEEFIEI Far KU 7 ATP &kl
DLV 7=y Nea— K735 atp6 Thod. atpb
VEHERERFETIX 257 7 X JBBIR D B o 2 Ny
H4ha— KT 58T THDHN, CMS R TlE=a—
R B7 2 BRI 639 ThoTo. ZOEED
EUO X, CMS R FE D atp6 1213 SR A 72 i s
a— FIERIE LTS Z EIc kb, AT,
IS HIfRE @ atp6 (Satp6) DHIIZAFE L TS ELS)
(presequence) | &9 BT, preSatp & 4T 7=
(Yamamoto et al. 2005) ([X2). preSatp6 & Satp6 I
DNA L TIE—2DBIET+THLHD, TNEND &
39kDa & 23kDa D75 % L B a— R LTV
5. —ODBRTND 200X LRI ENAT D
BEIXRHATHD. X 5IZ, preSatpe OFEREIZHO M-
TUVRL.

preSatp6 73 S DIIKRTH 5 L\ ) IRER 72 FEHLI X
BHNTHRY. LELRRL, BT 5E512 X
DEERIGF75 preSatpe FRREM CTH L Z &b, £
DFREVEIIFER 1IN EZEZ TV D,

XI5 3 Qe RIZERT % (Pillen et al. 1993). X

DBInF 7 v —=2 710, HIEFREROH LI
THR2)-> Tz Omal &9 BIsFIZ LT
52 i -o7- (Matsuhira et al. 2012) . FFEEF X
L, X FEIZBWTZOBIG &> < Y Rlin T
DB L, @12 7 A —%FRLTNDZ
EThD (HM2). XIETY F AL —%DL HEIaT
ZRFR LT, Z Z CliE mpl (metallo peptidase-like) i
BT E RS mplIEE B T CTh D0, TOEB T
OEER SN & X7 HIE, BOBERI Fa s R
U7 ICHESND 72D HHIZ RS, 0w, =
OB OFREREDITI b2 R Y 7 T preSatps &
A EPOMEANEREZITH & PRI (K 2). EE,
mpl FIFREEY & preSatps OFHFREM R LS5
Z L Rbnods (Kitazaki et al. 2015) . FEG ORER,
preSatp6 FHFREY D 2 X7 G mIREE DAL T 5
(Kitazakietal. 2015). % 5 <, 24T XL Y preSatpb
WIRED OTEERELT 5 & Bbhd. B kDT —
X%, X & preSatpé D4y L~V O AEAE & IR
T 5705, preSatpé 78 S DFEK L E X THFHEILAR
Wi2AH 9.

YA

ZIFERERETFT M) L o#EHERIM LN

(Schondelmaier and Jung 1997), % 4 Yefa(R|Z )R
THEBEZLNTE ., LLAERS Z% o0
Tl (BEMICHBET D Z L) 13k 2B H TR
L HEETH o7z, Tz, X By e—1kE
AL, BEEL TWRW X DRITEL LI D &,
XXEAR TR (GPER RS & D) D iR
FIFOND LDl (Rik). ZHEFIHL,
XX Td Y 72) S EaMERIE BT 2 F5O 7 A Ak
23k 72 (Honma et al. 2014) . Z OfatkRIEE
BAIIERDRE W=D, TR Ch - 7203,
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A YL ORIZJETE LTS 2 EAVHEIBA L7 (Honma

WO HE L H D (Hjerdin-Panagopoulos etal. 2002) @

etal. 2014). BZLLIXINN ZTHAH LEDI T, SHOFERMRMREDLETHD. Z DTk
D0, & 4 RARICITFEREBE PR 2 9H D & FERITIRMHATHS (K2).
S
4
Chr. 4 > preSatp6 | Satpb p=——
; 7 %
Chr. 3 A mpl H mpl H mpl H mpl/
2 537 LUV TH LN SN S &tk RIE BRSO A/EH
TV AIZEBIT D S LRMEEERE T OMAE/ER Z AR, WA THEAR 2 SOmEEkD, #AMicRR
LizkE (FE) L2 har FUT (FB) Thb. FORNEOMADIOIUMAITERT = — iz, ##Ei34  » DNA

EENENRT. BEFOAOEIRSNIEY N7 HIIBATERY. S
VWAF7E LTe Ry 7 HEBLS| T d 503,
Zhit Satpb 28— K95 23kDa % L 7 E L3RR b D TH D, #IC

preSatpé & & x Hi15. preSatp6 i Satp6
a—RKLTW3.

I har FITIZHY, FOEKT
DT E39kDaDH NI E R
X, X&zZN0R, £h

TIHF 3 Yok (Chr. 3) L5 44«0k (Chr. 4) [ZJEFEL TS, XBETEIZIE mpl R rR"r 7 A7 —%

R L TW5.

Shrunken anthers % X O %t LB R 17>

Hogaboam (1957)i%, M (Z#849 2 HLEAIER O
FIWRMEREBEE T2 3E Lz, BiRom IS
JiE, ZoRMERBEREFIZZTHAD. HITHED
Tz FEBRAE R OMRIRIZIE Z O EE B 1721 T
EARFSTHD L L, RMEEEEETOBE 2500
LR (—FEDOEEREEF) Shrunken anthers
(Sh) ZRE L7z, EIEEETH & I3erEEE 21T
b, #ilzlE, zzShsh & zzshsh 1T\ 340 & 1k
PR ZE BT 20, BHOFRIERIEE G T Z & A
Hb® DL, ZzShsh & Zzshsh TITHERET D Sh & #f
ORI DOF BTN m < 72 5. D%, Shic
B4 2SRz W), FEELDINL—TFT
Totez &y vy MHAERE] LT ¥ A ORI
BN, ZhEBERCETAVTHRTE D2 Ln3b
/o 7= (Arakawa et al. 2018) .

MAEKREE) IZIMNERD 7 X Yo ThHD. =
nNaE7 %A CMS RftL B LizL 25, et

INBENRa—RTHRXRIE (RLFETRLTWS) X barRFUTI
#h & preSatp6 O = — K9°% 39kDa ¥ L X7 BB FEET D, Z DWEIGFEMITIRTED

ik Ii, EO—
3o TUNRUY,

A FF MR FatERIE ML) 233 L7z (Arakawa
etal.2018). Z OFERIE, MAEKEE] I SOEH %
T B2 55 Z 2R LTS, [AFEK
| OWMHBEMLETIL, XTEAID, 2124590, D
WIS H LWEBETFZA9 0. ZHEH LT
L7902, Foh-fatEREMEEEEmEIC LT
CMS #iffe & OB Z D 5 &, EF I bk et &
OfER, B HEERTROMER, BLOZEOHRE O
et Z RN BN D Z ERbroTe. RELD
fERIE, %4“@%@?@E@Lm%&%h ZxFd
B8 3 REROEERE T TR Tx 7z, 5 446
RORRMEREELE 11X, BELIEXZTHAD LA
bivd., BHWZ LI, BEEGFIEE 3R aRo
X JEIZIEFICITNE ZAIZHY, X ZDOHLDOTHD
AREE b HC& . 22T MAEKE] @ mpli#s
FTERMITHDL L, FRETHLN TV R X
HED mpl L ITRR BB AEETH -2 2D mpl
Na— K325 % )7 813 preSatp6 BIRREY & 55
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T5HO0, BIaFREVHT Ay ELY ¥ —RNA
EPHEER X 3D mpl LV &7, Iz T, A
ERZE] O mpl ZHoOT oA #HITBNTE L
R 328k L 7= preSatp6 FRREES X9 0 L
MR SN, Ko T, mpl 07— X IZEKST
X, HMAEREE] o XTI Ch, Ik Ch
W, E O ME 2R BE T (55 LR
fafnw)) ElEbhsd. [AEKE] @ mpl 2
preSatp6 FEREM B LI585 22 2 kix, MAEK
B OF SYRARIZEERRFAR OBV &
EEZDE, RMEREICEA TS THS. Ll
OWEFI AR RRMERIEZ BT 5 & L, 2
BEERETE LTS TRt b B2 6 d. X OF
WILBER 128 Sh 722 D7 Liv7au,

#F1 T A CMCIZBEGT % =R EET

HEFF R KD DNA ~ — 1 — %4k

MERFRFE A AR T 2 BB 71350 1 L~V Tl ¢
TDEAI. R1IDE I, Owen EE LTS,
X, BERZOFERERITD LT OHLNITR> TS,
LNLZR8 6, FERDAI L 727200 ClIfeRe Rt
WIZIIA+0THD. ¥R b, 7oA 2R
BIETHEERSTWD E, Rl bnlhnwy A4~
@ DNA HHERFINBEEIZ RS0 A n6Th5H.
FEH OE OB THEREICET 20 B0, 2
EHIZiTbnb v, R DNA v — 7 —i#ik
EEEET D012, 2ok T oA TR
DNA MRS G ZET D UNEN D D,

Owen DB LIEBEF | I L7251 T A S RO D DNAIEES D % A 7%k
3 preSatp6 “FFH>I Fa 1
IS N preSatp6 & FFl- 72\ I | 3
2 U7 DNA
BRxlp A N—nbile b N
X mpl EZ W4
e A CI =B (i S S mpl A 23— D L HEFFERMTIZA Y —72 b D TRHER S D 2
Z . - A
Yavaxd »j—L‘ ==X
S 5 4 Yutifk EOBEIRT T

1. MR E DR

LD L A S DEMRIT preSatps & &z THIEILR
V. Lo TIE, ZRETIET A B
TA4FBEOI bar FUT DNA BB RS- TH
»  (Cheng et al. 2009; Ohgami et al. 2016), =D 5 H
preSatpé & {RFEFT 5 H DI 72 1 FETH D Z &N
DhroTng (£1). ZhHd4fOI a7
DNA 1%, ZNZIUZFHEA 22 L f S % R > D T,
AR Lb T oA I ha s R T
DNA (I RHEELBTHDH-DICRR > har K’
U7 DNA B CHAMZ N Z 5 2 LiXpwn. 2
I L7z D, BIfETIE preSatps Z Fi7= 72\ 2 K
2 FU7 DNA BAZRRNTOIXELS THD
(Cheng et al. 2009). F7=, FE{K DNA i CMS
JRIK E1EE 2 b Tnend, 2 b2 KU 7 DNA
ERERHEEIE TH D Z E0nh, K DNA Eo

EHEREL SO~v—J1—& LTHIHATES (Cheng et al.
2009).

2. FetEEE B AR 1 DFkR

XBrva—=vr73h, ZOEKImpl TH5 &
INTR, RIZLTX EXxDHFLULOENEA
259022 T, JLHRERENEE v 7 =R
T 5T A B A O mpl B FOREETT-
7o, ZOREE, mpliEEIZiX TSI < O DNA
WEEERLS 2 A T DAFAET D T & A3 h> - 72 (Moritani
etal.2013). ZOMIREHEE T D L, IHHERFREHED
mpl S8R FHEERS 0 E L ZEETH HDITH L,
HEFFRIEBES LLIRAIY) —CTH D DIX—BIRAR TH -
7= (Moritani et al. 2013) (£ 1). ZDOZ &b, 4
Fv——%fo T HEREE T X 2RI 5] @
T3 <, [FEEREEME T x 28T 51 L) gt
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BNLC, ==l KD xx BYEREREA RO
WEITVD, ZNHB 0 XA T THHMNE D INERGE
L7z, ZOREE, 51~ —h —REEMIC I Em R
T OHXATINEEND Z ENboo7= (Moritani et
al. 2013). Z D J7iE THER Rtk 2 58412 DNA ~
— A IERICEE R D Z LT TE ARV, HERR
MR ORIIRE M LT 5 (F « JbigE 220
Je v ¥ — - IO BB ORME L, EFE
DORFRT —F). ZOWEE RS D2 L N4k
DIEDO—D>THA ).

MEFRF Rk o B E AR

BIfE, Owen OFEH L7z CMS 721 23— L &
NCTWa., 2078, 12712 1 MEHOME KT
% 2 & OBER R fEtE GRISAIMESSME) A3 FEHE
AU TCT&E 72 (Bosemark 1979). £ 1ITRT X, xb
R FICh D, 77206, BIEOHEFRRREDZ
<L, XJEIZAL [F— O EESI DO mpl 5T %
STEY, B LUWHERRFIE EZ Ofm A @Y. 2
O mpl B FBEYV HT A v Y v —RNARITX
b THR, ZOA vV ¥ —RNADLFIRE
iz o3y L preSatpé FREED OFEA XM T
%9 (Matsuhira et al. 2012; Kitazaki et al. 2015), 471
BN ITFNMEEIR N R AT ¢ 770 SR 2 SEREIT 2 7
BEFTHDL. WNEZDIT A BIEEIRRE
OFNZ, ZDX D7 mpliE/=iE—2 LInFEE LN
DIEAHH ). T TT AV AEBEE TAFShTn
D7 YA HERRIE A I Y T T XA A L7223,
mpl DX ERHN T ALVE RZENTIE Y o 7 — DR R
LA TH 7= (Ohgamietal. 2016). -~ T, T
YHANTBNT XA D mpl X I < b e fE
A UIAE LR W ATREMER S, BIFE, 7 %A LU
440> Beta vulgaris fE4)1Z & #iH 2 JAF, x (ISR T 2
FHO mpl ZHEBE LT D, 7720, AEKE @
mpl X 912, A HEFIFFMERIE 21T 20 M
OFeMEEE AR T OB & 25880 2 \TREMED & 5 B
FAIRET T2 TR I NWTEA S —TF, 7 LAREED
B 72 B 2 BE U TR mpl 2 EHT 224 %
FRED S LIVRWDS, HERRAND 2 E TICERIC

BEREZ Ko 7 mpl 235 LS 4172 2 & 13720 (Ohgami
etal. 2016) 72, HHLIZ mpl ZAEE4 %7210 T
B7e x DIEHCE 5 L IFWrE TE e

b Xsiz, 17 —2nhbild L, HRRik
P ITIVE 1 O mpl BAE~DOEFE e LT
WD ZOAFIZRIRA RSB L2 DTIEA 9 ).
AARDHEFRF RO B RMG AT LD L, T HODHW
HHRARHEMFRICITE AL EWVWD (HO S 2006). =
DRIV T, MERFRIEICERH ST
WD XA 7D mplidfa -HEIEES O HBUSERE X, 0~
17%CTd > 7= (Taguchietal 2014). Z DI b,
BUE OMER R IR HIIRBEE TE ENn 57272
1 O mpl A FHEERSIZRSE VD, 2720
BREVPIRIEZ R T VND Z LIZ B, 257D &, 1
72 U CH TR OBARH 70 ZARME I RI8 R S AL MERF
BT DA SN T D0V SBEESh
% (5% L LT McGrath et al. 1999). k4 72 E D
HERF R EZ BT D2 e T v A BREOEE 2R
A FTHD (HF1998) 72 HIE, HERFRHOEKIC
L0 BEREASZERER KDL TLE D Z &1L, [RD
BRICHERE L KIF Loy, Zhuck L, #ilx
X, FFED mpl ~DIKFEFED D Z LN TEIUL,
BRI OBIRIIZERIE DR R I~ S5 T
Y UARTHEZHTEAH D . Ak, HERFRIUEKITM S
MO TRPBETIEIRNTEA D D,

e

EH OO ENT, LB v 2 —)s
LigkE iz b D THD. KWL, ISPS BHfF#E
(18K05564) &, AR 2 — [ /) _R— 3
RIHBREATFEHERE S 2E | (30001A) DBIRLZ 31T 72

Z =B ETN
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