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LER L R T kg
(phytohormones)gv # 0 2 £ & (Auxin)~ 35 % (Gibberellin) ~

3 ( Ethylene )~ fm#z & 7J 4 (Cytokinin )45t iz & ( Abscisic acid ) -

ITEGHE X e b F A PRAR T £ 4 (brassinosteroids )~ - § 1
% (nitric oxide )~ %* ’T" $ fe (Jasmonic acid ) ~ -k 1§ f& (Salicylic acid)
Y e TR (Reactive oxygen species, ROS) ~ % *x(peptides)... &
A st A B &8 o @ Strigolactone # ?i [ER N S
A s 40( 7 Auxin e Cytokinin enie # )v‘ (rB) 1) KR %
Wi MEP N2 5= BFF AL - AR o8P
A g BT T R IEE R A R REHY ZER S
B L EF b F AR B Y ¥ drd) L 075 2 (Gomez-Roldan et

., 2008) - #23 ~ B #-v & & % strigolactones ( z H 74 4 ) *
3t 2008 # Frin s Arefe 4 7 % (Beveridge et al., 2009) -

Strigolactones (SLs) ¢ ##& p Butler (1995) > &€ 7 F {247
P FE% ) enit & 47 strigol > # 3 ¥ Striga lutea (witchweed )
REA P fd 3 # 5 > H s F 24 484 4o:0robanche ~ Alectra 4+
Phelipanche 7 1% % A 4847125 D enSL §s8 7 o /i B
FARPFETFET > REFLfEFEF R (R RP)RE T a4
REREFLE B PRERE "*#ﬂff“ RFEF OB REA
FLRIEH S AT P FLl o fHIF E CBREBH S BHE
fréw’ F] %ﬂﬁ B3 A o d *%ifﬂ«"ﬂﬁf”i“‘ AR
A a2 55 (signal ) ~ &+ strigolactones i & 22 p 573 xa E
BE i o Ra o 4 L @ ¢ strigolactone ? £ 4 &
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BE T aRTEE S FE R 0 A2 4% Strigolactones 2 £ - A
ERfrR LA FhAE T LB R e ARELF T P2
ELUNR R S S
= ~ Strigolactones(SLs)Z_ &4 87 & ¥
Strigolactones £ #fs* B § F o BT A Fo G £
AEFREAF O OPMRIFIELFEF IR AREIREL S
/> %+ o Strigolactones #2588 35434 £ ~ RIFTAS 2 2L 4 £ s
PERFIAE S RTFEL SERE S ERA4 L EERLHY &
PAEERIT A it gy o
% #% Strigolactones chk o FFBER R 7 G RN fig A B =
B3 (2 “ABC”) &= = Hp ﬁa ‘“f# EG RNy
(enol-ether)ifiid 4% D % (Rl 2a) - F¥* % 3 ABC o' ik - (D
TR)H_* FRens 1 Strigolactones # gendF e A ABEZ B 2R
b e (= ¢ & 4 7 F 0 Strigolactones 7% (Al-Babili and
Bouwmeester. 2015) » ¥ & & % 5 ##c ABC-D k42 strigol
p i enie 4 1(B 2b = 71)4r:5-Deoxystrigol ~ Strigol ~ Sorgomol -
Sorgolactone ¥ ; B 1 A% 5 C-2 e SHAl& 54 | (ent-1)
h¥fpk 2 448 (%] 2b ¢ )4 4-Deoxyorobanchol ~ Orobanchol
Fabacyl acetate ~ Solanacol ¥ ; & HI £ 4% 11 (2B-epi-I1) fr
SR &7 8 4 1 & & 0 SLs 4! Carlactone ~ GR24
ent-GR24 -~ karrikin (KAR1) ~ B-apo-13-carotenone(i] 2b + 71) »
SLs #2%® en AB R4 ¥ M ® i > fgiit > kg A
ibigizig4r o Flm A 24 * P enSLode e 24 £ =7 e Strigolactone
2_ B enhg 4o B 3(Ruyter-Spira et al. 2013) -
= ~ Strigolactones # 3 & = # /5

WP e & Strlgolactones ?HEEA e S
= 3 % &) & Ak (fluridone) i 2. E“Zf‘@p 2 I = RE
e o 2374 k% M4 7 3 i ah Strigolactones £ o d P
SL k p #g# ®&§ % (Matusova, et al. 2005) - @ Strigolactones #
P& FRITIoR 4 AT DA e B ALE I8 B AR (D27) ) #-2 R 5
# B § % (all-trans-B-carotene) #& it % 9-E ;N -B-F B F %
(9—cis—[3—carotene) (Alder et al. - 2012) » H it F B2 ¥ 5 o
bR fAele iR % E sd 7 4kps D27 it > D27 454 ¢ % -
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BEFTH2F PR AL RSB B F R ApE
(Alderetal.» 2012) o » F 5 A 9--B-a" B § 2 T X Kk >
TR PR FlAd27 RS A R Ao T PR D
% % H(4rced8)P 74k B £ (Linet et al. 2009; Waters et al. 2012 )-
%53?‘ 2 B T#T“ 2 18 > &d CCD7 # & CO-Cl07enix§ *»
3] > # 9-1F ;N -B-3 B F % (9-cis-p-carotene) g i+ L 9-1E ;¢
-B-apo-107-# & § @ (9-cis-B-apo-10”-carotenal) f= B- % B 77 At
(B-ionone) - ¥ ¥ ¥ 2 3 .4 CCD8 & {7 9-7F ;% -B-apo-10-#* & §
frenkd € e ’,] ez B3 T E TR 4R AT E D
D % {-%i p% - pidfs(enol-ether) » & # + p Ay (carlactone ; CL)
(4@ 4) > + P fig (carlactone) &_& = Strigolactone =7 & & '#% o

CL e kf&fre i @ £ 3 Strigolactone 4p &g i cE 44> ¥ )
#] ccd8 % g4 ¢ ik uf%\ Bfrd s SLA & fp i & IR(AIder et
al. 2012; Scaffidi et al. 2013 ) CL # @ £ @ h ok f¢ A 3
Hogbp ks Cl a4 3% Y #P CLay &0 R SL P A
A% (Setoetal. 2014)

& D27 » CCD7 4= CCD8 i it fis ci™ 258 _'mP2 & % P450 -
MAX1 > £i8 & 3544 SL e Zr (4o ] 4) o fif7 10 *F!zi‘fi#%?
P dRdR ] d27 > max3 2 maxd 44k maxl gk B B 4 Al n
At 3 A FHRE R SR mrg };t: 4 4= (Booker et al. 2005 Waters et
al. 2012) > MAX1 Fi# 75 >t mPe B @ MAX3 fr MAX4 ;__1"’1
SUNG N S DRI R LR éﬁxrﬁ LU R LB MAXL P
FEOR FTRR Y & 4 4V # #- Strigolactone = Zg 47 o+ P fig (carlactone)
Al -E_% MAX4 4= MAX1 2 B # & <= Bg4= ( Scaffidi et al. 2013;
Setoetal. 2014) - j&_Strigolactone ¢ & & 4=+ p fip(carlactone)
FELZEN f@;ﬁ,ﬁ e A5 B e C % = 5-Deoxystrigol » &_5
i ¥ = Strigolactone (Alder etal. 2012) » MAX1 ¥ i .1t #75
F R "f T MAXL poa o A ILHE v LY 4 4 = Strigolactone 7
FES o N 3FF v H v A Avenps > 422 Strigolactones & = {rig
AL F Y BRI FUALP T oSt
Strigolactones ( Ruyter-Spira et al. 2013)
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Strigolactone i@ # ~ B2 A f F T OH fF o FF FL
Strigolactone # 4 & 2 frZ BL B H en L Flifdc k. L AP ioR @
3L PRy A EPREW (max); fe= & 0 ramosus (rms); -k
feenggn (d) /3 4 F4 ] (htd); %% 2 (dad)- 1% %4 3
(WT) feRx S84 - BRE 7 F e BRpRBAY 0 gt
REMWeL MY FrerE > MAX> RMS > D 4 DAD % £ %15 £
g4 LB AT ¢ 2R DR 6 MAXL-MAX3 = MAX4;
k#%e7 D10 ~ D17 / HTD1 4 D27;8% & 5 RMS1 4= RMS5; 11 2 4%
% = DAD1 v DAD3 - %2 Strigolactones g &f=(24) 3 55 & e
Fv B e dER b n g MAX2 5 ckAse0 D3 e D14 ; & B
RMS4 ; % 4 ch DAD2 % - 4 3 & =2 % 848 F)4% £ Strigolactone
M oA ILEB A el AL T ;:%E; “k4e & = g0 Strigolactone g 12
¥ B GR24 kitfc > i Strigolactone & &R SRR &2 v 4R
(Al-Babili and Bouwmeester. 2015) -
RE7 L ﬁp % 4p 1149 2 3 #B ch Strigolactone @ & H & B
,?7%‘; 4o 0 % gh ~ & o E o0 Strigolactone i ¥ M H 3 & 2 &R
(Yoneyama, K. et al. 2007) § 2X»:2 7 % * & A iz ? ;T%x ENAE
B 2% %k B e Strigolactones s iE A 2 Frd|ir T 4 £ hifd o E
# 1 > Strigolactones # 4+ & & K Fledgdrde hiF S ¢ e |
ey ¥ Fo7 RRIID 2 FiEr 3 b a g T2 R bld4e !
P i CCD7 (MAX3) £ Flendd 475 193%& 3 (Booker et al.
2004) 5 @ kfetk P AchicA X RES hEF P CCD7 ik
#H % (Vogeletal. 2010 ; Zouetal. 2006 ) - = R4 %= 7 ot
CCD8 A4 %17z # + #_ A 133%& % (Al-Babili and Bouwmeester.
2015) » e Ay iR ¢ CCD8 (MAX4) B %P_%F‘« s e
SR T BT B RRIIRIE A R P P S HLRPIE] o ok
#= CCD7 x> prfedr chirg L ¢ 2 & (Zouetal 2006) > » CCD8
ER~EEF oA Y g L e P i (Ariteetal 2007) -
Strigolactones # 4= & = cfRix 3 & A idut £ {Rehfd [T A > ¥
P A g AR E R TR LT TF AP
AL .?fufr'?f? R G e gk e i £ 4 Strigolactones(Bu et al 2014)
4 & 22 {8 a4k endna Strigolactones (% J1 NIRRT S B ELA
3 k3 24 d PDRIL igig & %0 Strigolactones /% 1) (B 5)
fe % i /£ ¥_PDR1 H_% %27 Strigolactones j& i B & & 45 1 & 3%
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(B 5) o REMIFTEZBHRAD Pryl s nit &5 7 K08 &
|4 i% > b GR24 e £ 5 % & o Strigolactones + 14 id i BT
RIS 0§ FR 0 S F93REEE Strigolactones i 2t A B ek i
i ARITR Y sk & & b Strigolactones &z el A 4 (B 5) o
Ra o %gr} Strigolactones i i& 5 4] - ¥ 1 HCE R &5 43 5 Jan
EEERE () W T g s FHTOAXINAL f B F

& > 3 ¥ 5 B 484 e Strigolactones 4 1 - 2884 K BT o et

RAE e dd ek SR T AR 45T {42 en Strigolactones 2 ¢ & = AL F]
% i 4% % > Strigolactones =% £ # 4 (Umehara et al., 2010) ( ®] 6)
FOU AR A R FI A BRI o

Ral TSN

-

I ~ Strigolactones & # g7 &, & %

B2 2K F o $t Strigolactones eh2 & =~ 3FH - UL BIRED
PERGEAR R ERSHPE AR R T R
Strigolactones 3 ¥ i & 4 cd €342 45 4 RMS1 = RMS5 - 4=
g By £ 44 F & = Strigolactones ¢ A4 fr T & = h
Strigolactones ( #& & % orobanchyl acetate) # = * ## » i
i ¢ d RMS3 4r RMS4 v J& Strigolactones 2t % » ¥ 5 h %A 4 &
i Frdl Rl T g (o2 4] ) & R %4 rms3 v rmsd 2rig 4o
e E L o ¥ b RMS2 P A Eenw & 2 5L an@ vl s w A B
%1k EEAUXIn® T £ fEd RMSL {r RMS5 il &
£ 52 &3 3 Strigolactones e12 4 & & o w Ak 2 BB dr ] K4
ok 3 mee A A F (X-CK) 2 0 2 Auxin ] 5 ko 36 enim
%z &> % % (Cytokinin ; CK) # 2 (4-®] 7 )(Beveridge et al. 2009) -

Strigolactones 4@ e 4= P E4 ? S b e o PR O o
HR L REBEF %Y TEP Strigolactones ¥ 2 EFI IR B T4k
oo ¥ s A fandem R ia T gk B R ¢ kR
Strigolactones ( Kohlen et al, 2011) - @ Strigolactones 4ri= j£ 433
ZAr I ;o ¢ ik 2 7 & PIRIOTROPIC DRUG
RESISTANCE 1 (PDR1) 3% ' (Kretzschmar et al. 2012 ) - PDR1
£ # Strigolactones <13-v > & ATP & & CASSETTE (ABC)
Wi v pOEch- A3 > 48 H T R bl4e ABA fo Auxin
HiF (% o PDR1 434 3 A % i3 27 Strigolactones /% o) 3] 4 3% ¢
chE ILE - Ik 0 % 41 a0 Strigolactones 31 E 4 F(AM) i 35 5
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FAE S PR 3 OGE S 19 k%7 (Sharda & Koide» 2008 ) -
FABHE > G @n ¢ 25 PDRL(Z Fihde )0 b o 4B
Hi a0 % 284 7 # it Strigolactones » 357 it &2
P mh Ly EF+E 235 M (Kohlen et al. 2011) - &2
Strigolactones fixif ® cdg:F (7% ¥ 4 P Y 0 k2 2 PDR1 A
Gfrdid o RRT? 22 REMWpdrl 4 p)F 2 £ > i
P ARG EhLd c g AREHAPF > R ARFMAL S0
e Bhe ¥ AV ILE R 4 < (Snowden & Napoli» 2003 ) - PDR1
#_% %27 Strigolactones ﬁﬁi%]fll 53 Fr @ & PDRL %% 5 %t
TR R4 A& 7§30 Strigolactones e 54 £ E B iER
e ptdrd]iT* §_F d 42 4 24 Strigolactones #£:18 #i T 4 iF - & §_A
2 #& 4 2 Strigolactones(2 @ % ) @G Fik- K -

%2 Strigolactones 3t & g s fA 3 & F-d > F-box F-
B (F-box protein) 2 o/ -k fi# = (o/B-Hydrolase) & ¢ o/f -k j# &4
P4 e o0 AtD14~4% % 2 e DAD2~ -k 11 D14/D88/HTD2 % -
F-box F-v B 4e: P ia% i MAX2 ~ 8 & i1 RMS4 ~ %% 24 5
PhMAX2A f= PAMAX2B ~ -k 4% D53 & (£ 1) - #F 5/ 3 &
7+ D14 4%-# Strigolactones 3t L g & » A F D14 2 X% > ¥ it
K2 58 g3t Z(GAM L B e o/f -k f#fx GIDL F-v 3 5% o
Strigolactones & = g#21 4, @ G W prit 4oB) 8 #7710 Al X mE
b i {7 Strigolactones 2 4= & = » = I 548 2_i=fF D27 > CCD7 §r
CCD8 flimfz Piph » #ife B g it £+ pag (CL)
(Strigolactones ¢ F & 4)m 33 a3t wmfe B > + A fy (CL) 7 E
FEBEI Y 1B p X0 D14 & F i 5d fme i
PDR1 @i£3 D14; & fim®e Jrp o MAXL(& H v fe) i & &
Strigolactones - Strigolactones ¢ ‘m?® %1 PDR1 @:E T < 48 kv
D14 > D14 #- Strigolactones 3 & @ L% MAX2> @ D14 = MAX2
$ SL B frit L Einmie P 217 c MAX2 3 1 R 5L 1 18
EAP g iici khd & TBE R ka2 EBFT 5 &
g dmreen PINL 983 0 w5 o > 3 198 2 $45 F(AM)
YA RS A e £ R E LR Y
¥ — #& Strigolactones 3t & @ SL % R 5.7 s HA MR F T oD
karrikin 4p iz > 7 1% 18 KAI2 2 4, &3 MAX2 » £ & £ m v e
PINL 438 7% &) fm?e #h > &8 7 30 MAX2 B 32 40 ip L% 3 me o o
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X464 D14 4o/ MAX2 4p 3 15 % chi—v 7 & B 5T %55 b -

¢ 3 IE e T R PIND > B @ s Auxin s i o
+ ~ Strigolactones #f3e 4= ¢h2 L it #

LAEF LB 5T

d $228;% 4 e Strigolactones F & & 4k B TV g H F 4
4 (4c @ Striga spp ~ Orobanche - Phelipanche spp = Alectra
Spp) AFF T > L F AFEF L 3mm I 4mm cngEdEz poo
1A B g A It gL (signal ) @ e g T
strlgolactones flgpcfa=+ P che & & a B g5 > {IjFEEF i
# e strigolactones € ¥ £ 5 & - & B ¥ %Lsorgolactone ;A
W 7 4_%| % p% orobanchol % alectrol ; p A% F & (Lotus
japonicas » & #*) &_5-deoxystrigol - ¥ ¢ 5 ¥ ;g %;ﬁj w
g ehkarrikins fv SLs £ 5 Ap g4t (7 WP fak ) F
4w s D14 4- KAI2 (3 D14) > 32 * MAX2 i2{7 13
g E (L@ 9)- Karrikins {’ﬁ;%m4 Hi Lo Bkl
g is3h %‘ri!ﬁ;ﬁﬁ BT 0 % e F’J”n-\ Karrlklns iUp =y
5 3 ﬁ;ﬁ_ﬁ_—”r Vg 5 o 7 Tfhkstrigolactones £ - o

2.FBEREIFAFFIE T R AL ILBEN .

147 43 s & s enaStrigolactones ¥ 11 #1354 F(4ei i
7] arbuscular mycorrhizae » § i AM)3e + i 5 > T ik 4 B
A F 5 (hyphae) & 4cfr2 & > ST FS DI E S iR > 3
& 4518 » 3% (Sharda & Koide » 2008) # 4c 547 $3{c 2
F2 B ek 2 Bendgff o £ 4 & = strigolactones ¥ 4 ik 3] 4 3%
P T HIEAEL 2 EARRFAAM)E S T s R At
H e B F];Cb?—g-—frv Fliiend M o k4 g 809 F Ci 4
KHE B2 E£H 183 HE 2252 Fi (mycorrhiza) » &
AR L FIF S AA A 5~ 2o if:r#pé]z:“ » R K@ e
2 A3 F 48 (arbuscule)e E 4t £ it 2 B A% A~ L ad
BEHHT T FAjE Rk LT g5 ,,E_'\_ » M "];?]’f"il Rl H
12 4 7 5% j\pré*g*ngﬁpxq( | A< I A gﬁ*n*"ﬁn B R &
o l%-pf]éﬁ?é AR ST AR IR g P et
APRLS ~HWLFF PP fokr > THEPLE>FF e L EF
SR S S e S SRR R R
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P& e edrd ik 5 opn i strigolactones & 7 &g eniE *
JER %%*"&Nﬁé%% # P strigolactones ¥ & 49384 #E T 45 iE
FIA 0 2 HRITR T ek & < ih Strigolactones 77 &Lt i A
% %ﬁd Strlgolactones P E ] T A S b IR &
L o R A BT AR EF T OIS E R AuXin
Cytoklnln 22 strigolactones 2 fF cri4p @ B2 %8> H ¢ strigolactones
¥308% 7 e o R 27 Auxin B 5 R o B IR AUXIn kB B R A
aAuxm a0 Iod & Auxin $#:F (PAT) > 31 3E Auxin
wimie B i d o PAT enfi d 2w d it anvh 2490 30 PIN
fo#l o SLs S b sieimme [HEd of PINL 1@ ' 05 PAT
( Seto & Yamaguchi. 2014 ) » Fezz Auxin R AR LS 1L
(Crawford et al. 2010) - & ¥ % * Auxin 32 & SL # &
& ¥ %45 CCD7 fv CCD8 thik # 45k T > 18 s - % 5 £ 0
strigolactones @ #r#4 % 5 4 £ o 2 % tgm e Auxin Xk (3 ",%
T R HCE) £ Auxin @8 # A (NPA) % RMS5
B % ': M F)m "E 4 strigolactones 4 & =0 s Rk Auxin iE » 5%
T o RiES% T a3 o Strigolactones il Frd|e g 4 £ oob o ¥
R4 Fg@;}*;ﬁé#ﬁ : f{l],;;féfﬂ]?’&ﬂ‘ £ o~ Sk ‘5-_)3_".3. ¥ X ‘i‘:ﬂ'é\?:‘z‘—
B Rqedh x4 4 £ % (4% 10 ) (Al-Babili and Bouwmeester.
2015)o

%E#?”%’%d Strigolactones g & #4182 4 & & 5 B Ak K
242 % enT grRg % (Ruyter- Splra et al. 2013) - “f AR ke
AEBHT A AT RB S Y ERRAFR BT 0 o e
A4 et B2 8L i £ o drd| A 90352 2 L g 4
() (4v® 10 ) - ¥ & 4 £ p* strigolactones i3+ & 4 >
W Av ¥R 2 B P e 7 LIRS A enstrigolactones A

FINR AT > fIEFE R A AendmiEl 24 ARk
el b B R A B A o hA R T A H P A > A4
8 4~ <1 Strigolactones z £ 3 4r > B A fos B0 TE M
WA LR R o F RS B AR
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( Al-Babili and Bouwmeester. 2015) - 4+ g pE e £ i % & § { &
G 449 {RB AL 1 E 5~ L £ PR (de B 11)
(Kapulnik et al.,2010) - 4 g4 i% i* T -k §&% 5 {42 &7 Strigolactones
AP LA AFAERER ERA A PRI L £ R H 4
2 4% &R (Umehara, et al. 2010) -

BRI S 2 Ated 3 v ¢ Strigolactones $HE 4 4 £ 3 24
B 10 %57 o 4 k4 K & 45 gy 4 £ s ﬂﬁwﬁ%£~h
BEFRE B AEERfeAESTL 2L SR A R WA
484 £ 2 3L hid £ oo Frd| A 990052 2 L F e 4
(Al-Babili and Bouwmeester. 2015) -
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LREIEY FEREF LYY P+ 37 vk 2 ARE 7Y
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FFEIL G AT R o e fLE 73 Strigolactones v #X % &
FIAN Ari 2 e e L B E OISR A G E RS
fr/,,\ AT 2R R E P fydee B E S 5 4 4 AM
E Y 07 2 AR, 7 o Strigolactones cr4p B 2 E 30 R iR -
T o

i% 1§ strigolactones
& kA praaT e & %f" fi#i %
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Tab. 1. Genes involved in strigolactone (SL) biosynthesis and signaling

Gene name
Role Protein identity/function | Arabidopsis| Pea Petunia Rice References
SL biosynthesis | 9-cis/all-trans- p-Carotene AtD27 D27 5,67,137
Isomerase
Carotenoid cleavage MAX3 RMS5 | DAD3 HTDI/DI7 5, 15,33,
dioxygenase 7 (CCD7) 154
Carotenoid cleavage MAX4 RMS1| DADI1 D10 5,6,110,
dioxygenase 8 (CCDS8) 114, 115
Cytochrome P450, MAX1 PhMAXT Carlactone oxidase 16,34, 151
cytochrome 711 (CYP711) (Os01g0700900), orobanchol
synthase (Os01g0701400),
Os01g0701500,
05020221900,
Os06g0565100
SL perception/ | of 3-Hydrolase AtD14 DAD2 Di14/D8S/HTD2 8, 46, 84
signaling
E-box protein MAX2 RMS4 | PPMAX2A, D3 13, 34, 46
PhMAX2B 50,116
Class I Clp ATPase protein D53 55,153

Abbreviations: D, DWARF; DAD, DECREASED APICAL DOMINANCE; HTD,
GROWTH; RMS, RAMOSUS.

HIGH TILLERING DWARF; MAX, MORE AXILLARY

(Al-Babili and Bouwmeester, 2015)

Legumes are ideal for branching studies

A second messenge!

Apical auxin inhibits branching

CK promotes branching
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Fig.1. Research date line for the discovery of strigolactones as the new branching
hormone, its regulation by auxin, and the involvement of longdistance feedback
signaling. Approximate date line is shown on left, major hypotheses in bold, and
experimental approaches in italics. Question mark (?) highlights knowledge gaps;
asterisk (*) denotes discoveriesthat relied on research in Arabidopsis. CK, Cytokinin;
SMS, novel branching signal.
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Fig. 3. Putative biosynthetic relationships between different strigolactones.
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Fig. 5. Putative localization of strigolactone biosynthesis and fluxes throughout the

plant. (Ruyter-Spira et al.,2013)
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Fig. 9. Life cycle of a root parasitic plant, Orobanche minor. (a) Seed germination is
elicited by host- derived stimulants, including strigolactones. (b) Seedling attches to
host root with haustoria. (c—d ) Parasite tubercles grow underground for several
weeks or months before emergence of the flowering shoots. (e) The parasite

produces a large number of seeds. which remain viable for many years in soil.
(Xie et al., 2010)
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Fig. 10. Roles of strigolactones (SLs) in plant development. SLs (a) stimulate
internode growth, (b) accelerate leaf senescence, (c) enhance the elongation of root
hairs and the growth of primary roots, (d ) increase stem thickness and induce
secondary growth, (e) inhibit the outgrowth of axillary buds, and inhibit the
formation of(f) adventitious and (g) lateral roots. (Al-Babili and Bouwmeester, 2015)
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Fig. 11. Lateral roots formation in wild-type Arabidopsis (Col-0, WT), max4-1 and
max2-1 mutants grown under GR24 and control treatments.

A Root morphology of 12-day-old WT, max2-1 and max4-1 seedlings. Bars represent
0.5 cm. b Effect of 10-8 M GR24 on lateral root density of max2-1 and max4-1
mutants, after 12 days of seedling incubation (n = 20). c Effect of different
concentrations of GR24 on lateral root density of WT plants, after 12 days of seedling
incubation (n = 20). Error bars indicate + SE. Different letters (a, b, c) indicate
statistically significant different means according to Kruskal-Wallis test and box-plot
analysis (Kapulnik et al.,2010)
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