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Abstract. The localization of proteins in plant cells is the key to understanding protein
function, gene regulation, and protein-protein interactions. In recent years, with the rapid
development of various protein-subcellular localization methods and continuous improvement in
technology, protein-subcellular localization has achieved high-throughput and in vivo dynamic
research. In this paper, we summarize current research progress on the common techniques
of plant protein subcellular localization and development of organelle-specific markers. We also

present future perspectives in this research field.
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PN )z, BATH DR P | AR
FE IR SR AL, © B B A B A TE N A
[EREEE7/R LR O A e = Wi 2 = A e Sy
wee

H RT#) 12 W B REIEA T 740 i A P 4 o Ik
HEZE GFP, BRESZMAFME F N 5ok
C Uil & M PR KRB I REE, PRI —Fh 0
PEAR 58 19 35 18 G bR ic ¥, Bl i o ) B A
GFP #4748, B T — R 2 A AR &k $16
TR GFP 2248k (In RFP, BFP, YFP 4§) Flwé )t
T A ) 3 5 7Y % 5% H (enhanced fluores-
cent proteins, EFPs), Sh4& 5V 40 i & A 1Y A
FEE T 2B, KM, B CaMV 35S 5
pUBQ10 F FHZH A AL i 3l 7 5K 3l L) 2 6 2R 1 ok 3k
BHAPRIC R 40 M 45 4 I i A5 S ) GFP BT L),
et a1 00 S YA U N o D R P A4
s,

o I %€ ' 2 AR 10 8 11 8 6 Y SR 2 O
PO B F 8 R G AR E L L R G, H
TIBERT ARG B WAL R O B (PEG) B
AL TR AR IR 0k | MR T B
BT | RPN TR RR 5, SRR
A B A AR RS E AL TR, e A
(1) IS 2235 T DR RH X5 FA) e B P S BRI 7

BALBA T —M, BRTAHZOEE AR CE FE A
NS N WY I i VST ialll s -4 B D eV UG
M3, SR T EAE, RIS Z ARSI
A

D L i e A V5 % NS o =W 1 O
B Hbr R A AR b I 2OG R AT e TR F E
AL E o AR SRR S E S R S, BELE
SENTEFAR . BT GoRifk | o S YA Y
FR IR DEOLER (I n] DL I & (3 RR
A, IFSFBEAFREMZETY, Ak, A EA
IR T 55 F AW T i U A AR . SRR L E
LA o [R)E ) 200 P 40 e R0 o % 45 4 i 411
H & DA BB AR 32 JoT B2 1 A 18 X
AU R, T EAT AN AT H RS R AT )
FRIE, SEEEAIEMNZOCMCE A5 2%, [ HR
B HRFFTEIE T R IR KT DTS B iff i 25 1 o
(2 5=
1.2 SREALANEEMME

T2 2 LU R i R g ) e St S 2 2R
A2 ] WA T Wb 255 1 B 11 50 A48 i 7 5 FH
Pio MRB B & (7O B, B B
BE) AR FBORVE R, 7EANME . S 20 Ji 7K ST A8 )
KPR (mEE L, 2Rk, B, MR R
KDL 2RSS ) e 5 0 A, Hidh T e 20 40
fe PR NN P e N TRk 7/ I R AW ) = N Tt
RO EE 55 = A 2 i 3 5 DO AR DA S 2 4 Bk
WS EAVESINE] S5 € NE g otk b TR %5, N o ER L Wt
RRNEN RS, R EEARREST BinE AR
FEREYIA R B, SRR EEE . R E N TR
— o B, XL AR ) B 1 TR U DL LA
(SN s S WO E R G 71K NN (= WA a1
il J38b, GPEA B RIS, BORIR, H
ARUHER, ML E @R, HATZEAR FEH
Tam AR | R EEATY . R
iy wEHARMNE AT KT Rk
il REERDS | R SN T
IR, AR 0 T 8 4 s B i £,
3 2 A ST ) B 3K 24k B W e AR ) v ) AR BT
e B EEMEHP, R EH bR icH AR H
TH A G AR DR bmid, 1 B AR BRI/
() e i ] AR E B ZHbRC, TRk
BRI R AT A0 R RUBE R S A ) B T



01

K EHAE ;R O A R (AR SCAT LA 9

o HETTEARY) b 20 T 40 M SR 1 A4 i oy 22
W, AR, 2k, BUR, MR BREAEY RIS
FOPRERRE AL, U HAE 20 B 25 4 2 1 B or
JriEte

H AT A B SR AL G e O A Ic ik B 5
NG 2, e hmic ikl AN R 2Rl
BT R PR 51 P IR PR R 5T B ek 3R A A R 4
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Table 1 Analysis and prediction of plant protein subcellular localization database
IR 55- %% 4k FEIE E =P
Web server Website Characteristic Reference
VAl 4 ;R ZRAA 11 S 200 B
BaCello http . //www.biocomp.unibo.it/bacello/ E;‘;ﬁML4 AL AR 0 A RO S s 9 T 240 [40]
CCTOP http : //cctop.enzim.ttk.mta.hu BT web N FHRR T, B AL RS 4R F 4G F T [41]
ChloroP http ://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/ChloroP/ 4R {A% 12 Jik i) i) [42]
Deeploc P/ 00 d. dk/SeIVIOes/DOSR syt ka2 i 2 -1 AN i 05 [43]
DeepSig http ://gpcr.biocomp.unibo.it/predictors/  J&T-HREE 2 > 7k 845 5 ORI 0 24 A 07 A5 0000 64y e it Dy 9% [44]
eSLDB http ://gpcr2.biocomp.unibo.it/esldb/ FLAZ A ) P 0 A0 A 7 B HRe R [45]
) . — 7l A AT U S5 A S A 1 FNAE ) 3 1 T I A
LOCALIZER  http://localizer.csiro.au/ 2 o P A 2 4 o [46]
LOCtarget gzi)/s;//www.rostlab.org/services/LOCtar- SRR 2 2 bR [47)
' 2R 55 i v 4552 A EAAS R L B 9 30 8 B o 2 A, A
LocTree3 http . //www.rostlab.org/services/loctree3 T TR [ 2 [48]
MEMSAT- . . — T SR AL (SVM) By TM 28 B $h 39000 4%, 42 1
SVM http ; //bioinf.cs.ucl.ac.uk/psipred/. T R A B [49]
http : //bioinfo. eie. polyu. edu. hk/mGoaS- - s T g
MGOASVM | o ver/mGOASVM. Plant. him T 225 B 1 A IV 0 L 5 A [50]
NLSdb https: //rostlab.org/services/nlsdb/ W iR 5 B A BRI [51]
OCTOPUS http : //octopus.cbr.su.se/ R A NS S Ik A T [52]
PA-Sub http : //www.cs.ualberta.ca/ ~bioinfo/PA T T A AR AN e IR 55 [53]
PrediciNLS h’Ftps;//rostIab. org/owiki/index. php/Pre- B S B4 T A [54]
dictNLS
PrediSi http : //www.predisi.de 155 K B L2 A 7 5 P o0 [55]
Predotar gttp://urgi. versailles. inra. fr/predotar/pre- B R T E 1R 2 N B 6 RS £ TR [56]
otar.html
Proteome An-  https://webdocs.cs.ualberta.ca/ ~ bioinfo/ 5
alyst PA/Sub/index himi FF SWISS-PROT Toi 2 15 (1) 31 200 e s 37 [53]
TR IR, N i B AR P55 B 57 19 1 020 i 2
PSORT http : //www. psort.org/psortb/ R TR [57]
SignalP 5.0 http : //www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/SignalP/ 155 k4B 15 o 50 [58]
A e =N 2 - B L Ve S
Signal-3L 2.0  www.csbio.sjtu.edu.cn/bioinf/Signal-3L/ ﬂ;ﬂ%ﬁ%iﬂkxlﬁmh M 92 o 2 P £ RIS A /2 Ve [59]
= =29
< 3 ) NIl A~ 3 2 5 k L
SCAMPI http +// scampi. bioinfo.se/ . ﬁigf@xﬂﬁ?ﬂuﬁuﬂ@ﬁj(E’HFﬂ%,u*’JbﬁE’JHﬁEEE’J%% [60]
TargetP http ://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/TargetP/  H:T N 35 5 0¥ 91 B9 BLAZAE 078 11 5 10 400 5 o7 T [61]
TOPCONS http ; //topcons.net/ FH T IR B DA R A 5 BRI A 1 55 2% [62]
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L.) FI/KFE ( Oryza sativa L.) 5K 80 5 % 40 il 75

RER,

EAT AN F AR SR A0 E i 4 it
TG T H, HohoR A SV40 M EE BLfE 5

A E FHR ) B I B R RS, BRI T (NLS) i FPs i & v T A Mz, i S AL 9l 1A
AR IT ( Arabidopsis thaliana (L.) Heynh.) . KK #55 1(PTS1)C %l Ser-Lys-Leu & FEAR iR I &
fH % ( Nicotiana benthamiana L.) . £ & 16 ¥ FPs ¥ [l i 52 Ak 9 0 ) b B2 R 58 40 25 11

( Medicago truncatula Gaertn.) |

E K (Zea mays

JHE F1-ATP & iR B LAY A 66 > 2 LR 2H
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BT bR Z K, LA E] FP % N i I 07 78
kAL, Rubisco #IEF RecA 1 N % iz K #k
AlA 3 FPs B9 N 3, FHT$0 m iR 5™, BR T
HAx)¥ 55 FPs il G F T 45 40 M 2% 09 %2 A 4h,
FEREE R A0 28 rh %0 th 2 A0 T, g R
MESFRIC, (HR o rf — sl % bR id R A B
i, EEA TS, FEADEE LRI, R iR
PR AEAR Y P BB 2R 48 o E AR AR 332 i
1) ) 200 M b T A — 2
2.1 HWERMERIZY

% ( endoplasmic reticulum, ER) J& 4t fifg
W — MRS, IR TTE A NS
PrEamads, RANEEWZHMT MRS, —
BN A AR, sk E F E LS A A
BiP/GRP78'%) | 45 W & 1'% | 5B 1'% M &
P10 A S S A S P S B 1 1 C a3 &
JE MR 5 5 K/HDEL 225 (& i/ & R- K]
ZZR-A AR -2 2R ), IF8 T -5 A P s
W K/HDEL 52 {4 % A AH B A 4 JH 45 15 76 9 5 )
Hr, 4 K/HDEL Rl 3] GFP By C siit, S8t
AR ER h, FIL XFP-HEDL SR #) 7Z
FfE ER 286h8iEH .
2.2 BREMEKRZY

FRFARTE R H I T 8 iz i AR
WHEEEMEM, S/RIEARA 3 NTIREXE . i
AT (R 7R SR I v ) 3 % 35 X R g T v R S I, FEAE
b EMS 5 N-1E 20 W LA AB i 1 12 v 10 4
RIS L O R I e 6 T R 3k, K
o-1,2 HE W (Manl) FIAE Y N- 2 Tk 2 5 4 %4
WEEEASEE(GNT)) 5 GFP @l &I L &5, &P
L N A g RO N-Z2 i GFP AR B-1,
2 RWEILEASIG (XyIT) S /R AR Z A, IR
S THHEE BY-2 41 it (bright yellow 2 cells) fit 4
;0 IkAh, GDP-H @ #5214 1 (GONST1-
YFP) 7 BY-2 277 4 v i) 3kt i AR B IfT 5 7R
EMRc' O WA TS i s RIS LT
AR R IR FEBE R B ., AT-CASP 2N TA Y
IRFIEFLFR R M, 7E BY-2 40fd v, AtCASP & T
G AT 7oy J0% 35 O 58 4 B 28 114 e T s 7% 56 9 2 ] g v
)3, FHA AtCASP 7 il & Jk 2k W b g 217
RER1B JElstt Rer1p B RIEIL , & 58—
4y ER B AN R /R B A Pig 6 5 ER o, I

LT o /R S 727 LR T R R AR 6 N R
12 (EMP12) C 8 & 8., GFP-EMP12 filt & £ 11
Bl 7 T g R FE T RS, A R S
H AT PE N- 2 35 I R Jk W0 i SR DR 7 25 2 1 =2
R (SNARE) 7+ FHI R G50 8T, KT 9 Fhmi/R %k
EpEE A, Hirh SYP31, SYP32 & MEMB12 &
XFP il A B4 12 FIAE 5 IR e S A e ' 7
SR, T B — L DL b 3 R 1 B 7E i R SR
SR fEIX B, f i, Parsons %517 @ i i
TELHE T BRI W A RN, IR
JIEE DI ) T S ARRAE
2.3 &igtRicHw

TRCTELAE SR R 0 A B P e K %) 200 B 2 R A A 1Y) A
KERSBPITHZAMEZEYGE, RIEHIREH N
TP R I (PSVs ) FNA il AL (LVs) . fE
SR E, R LVs O IRE S R R S s
RIS AL, I B BT R pH E; 1 PSVs
JERYI AN AE Hr P pH SRS A A7 HE 1A G Il — 3k
£ LA

AN TRV S 7R 3 340 55 PN 7 25 1 ( tonoplast intrinsic
proteins, TIPs) RJ 1 A X 4348 ¥ 2 i o 79 b & 740
b EE . FHPUARIE, o-TIP Fl 8-TIP FE 5%
P TE PSVs WA, 17 y-TIP {UZBFE LVs 1Y
VORI T BAh, A 0L RE ST R 2 2 A
BRI R IR, o-TIP LA~ T R AR 0 )y
XA E M5z 2 PSVs Wi, —28 SNARE
EH, W VAMP711 Fil AtVvam3/SYP22 i it 9% %
L S B WS & B RE 7 T LVs A, il
IF i 3 #35 GFP-VAMP711 #1 GFP-SYP22 fi4
LVs it B bric ¥, F T 0F 58 0l v I A W 3 )
220190 hh o RFE VHA-a2-GFP . VHA-a3-GFP
M VHP1-GFP £ LVs 1l A 5 @R 587
PRIE, PRI IR B 8 1 (AVITT) dl it
dileucine motif /5 LVs ¥k o S0 [ 151
2.4 HBASRIEARICH

4 it i i ( plasma membrane, PM) 7E$5 il 48
MM A, S 56ER | (5 BfGE, 4
PR ER B AR X R B 18 5T 40 i A i 1 o o R E A
M. BRI AL, MYMmmEES, mAdk
ZEE NI A PIN R 1, AR KB AR A
AUX1 . 281 BOR1, SR NERZ IR H
H BRI, B2 A FLS2, /Kl & A PIP1-2,
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B-SE b & b S S T B ik SE Ak W i A, Hop
SEAL Y WA AR IO B CAT . 3 481k 4y Tl 4 55 52 14
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(PEX) #5585\ A 2 AR 0™, B R A
ZEARAY, H R E L 5 K ok R i R
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3 RE
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REREE NS EE L, B4k, MY WAREN
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RETE RS (FRET) S U5 I dat 152 A SR X 37 40 b 2 1
N Ree (51 P VB 00 P S VAR R Gt i L kA e S VA
FEEFEAEASEAT TS, DIbsend BRER R
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SR B RN T B S AR W BT
DNAF B0 UE SR, 2 15 IV 200 o7 B3 A AR
503, TR W HE 1 5 ) B e £ Ei AR A

YA AR L S A AR Y P R AR T H
—, FEEAE TS A0 N A g bR . e AT
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