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Advances in molecular mechanisms of plant adaptation to soil stress
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Abstract: Soil stress refers to the unfavorable environment to plant growth and survival, such as saline-alkali,
acidic, waterlogging and so on. Plants have evolved a certain amount of mechanisms to adapt to soil stresses.
Understanding the physiological response in molecular levels is important base for breeding and nutrient
management in agricultural production. Through more than 30 years of efforts, a number of international leading
research results have been carried out and some key breakthroughs were achieved by Chinese scholars, especially
in such fields of plant nutrition biology like aluminum toxicity, iron toxicity and saline-alkali stress. The paper
summarized the recent progress in the mentioned soil stress adaptation mechanisms in briefly. One of the
mechanisms of plant resistance to aluminum is that the STOP1 as the core is formed. ALR1 has been identified as
an aluminum receptor to regulate the aluminum resistance. The molecular mechanism of rhizosphere iron
regulating ammonium-tolerance and nitrogen use efficiency was found. The TaSPL6-D gene, which can improve
wheat salt tolerance and does not affect spike development, has been obtained.
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AR R R B B BRI P B AR R R A
RErf, PR R S A HE N RE ST, T
fifp AL X M 30 35 Y A BB RS AN R 23 T BILBEL, X
A AR R S B

GER7/ KR RAR Y/ i Rl 7R AN T N
iz SRR BVER . T SOst AR ML B
T E IR L) 2 TR 2R SR T IR
HRN 01 345 (R 1 0 1R e ROTR 0 A B AR AR
TR w AT, BT T TR AT i Rl A 18 A 2
R OB AR ah B B R SR, I 30 ZARRYSE
1, JEHORITAER, FRIE AP E SR Y SU A R
UWNR Yk Braanet: SUR NiLES NS RLIN UK SRR
B T —tt BSOS CR o PURIIRPTER , AR
22 [ N AMIE 75 O AL 3 17 S 590 S5 AL ] ) B 5 AR
RAE——FI45, A SCOUHET A4 HURF I 0 o0 AR ) 1
IO A S AL DT BE S (BRae T . Bk T AER A
WhiE) HEATERA , IR K DT 1 BEA T IR

1 AEY)IE N B 1 T PIL ]

Bl SRR ERNSRITR, WA
EYER R RERRER T W S AP e o AR PE L3 (pH<
5.5) ", RIS E AT LB T A AR R
K, THUEE IR G BE K B 40 8 1 BRI AT I i AR AR AR
MR, TEERIRARARES A M RE,  HE TR M AR 5
XFK AR AR RO, RO sl R, 8
e MR IE L E AR BRBARAE Y A7 1) AR
Z—o H 20 {28 80 4FAX, T H BTttt A
PERFEFE T IE, B4 KRBT 3 DF5ER B
55— B Be B R AR R AL T R AR AR A [] 35 1A A
ol by P ) T B ARG B0 5 B B A TR AR AL
TR i AT b OB D] v ke, AR AR 2R AT HILIR 2>
WA AR B BE TR SR ATL A ORTECR A S AR Ak AR A
RAUHN 255 55 = Hr BOE YIS R (55 55 L Y
WEFE, BRI S, I EE TR RN SR AT
TR EEYBT R, et Ry RO o
PEM T SBETTHR . A SOR TR B, A
T JLAERAEAL T 40 05 e AL ] b i) 2 AT 5T
PR
1.1 L STOP1 AL HEII 2 B IEHLHI

STOP1 (sensitive to proton rhizotoxicity 1) ZFE%)
i BRI A B D e R 5, e el HAR S5 R AL
AP AL U R AU R I AR SRR AR AT A B,
STOPI EHe % /KA B GR ke, How i I8 42 A PLR

ez R HFE A ALMTI (Al-activated malate transporter 1)
Fll MATE (multi-drug and toxic compound extrusion)
ROk LA B ALS3 (Al sensitive 3), GDHI1/2 (glutamate
dehydrogenase 1/2) & 2™t 47 ik A 1) 2 36 Sk 15 40
FASTIOMR AR E 2, BJE, STOPI [RI55E P Fli ZL7E
KRG MR NAE L R REL mR. A, AL
R R YRR 2] e, 3] STOPL Miae HA f#
SPYE BN, STOPI TR KAS B[R AL OsARTI
(Al resistance transcription factor 1), HZFEik/KF[HE
FEARZETAE S . $e k4l Mr i s OsARTL #5172
30 24 Ml EE N R E, A OsSTARI/
OsSTAR? (sensitive to Al rhizotoxicity 1/2), OsMGT1
(magnesium transporter 1), OsFRDL4 (ferric reductase
defective 3-like 4) 5%, HiXSILHH S+ R EZH &
A —AEZEA OsART1 W FEAERITTI >, il
TR, OsART1 —J5 il ELAL A OsMYB30
(MYB domain protein 30) #9334 8 15 405 76 K Fef 41 it
BERRYRR, 53— 7 HE A E Put AL LATA AR
HH,0, BY7KF-, BET A2 OsMYB30 3Kk,
P K RIS MECY . B STOP1 LIS, B4 Hofh— st
W sk 72 SHWPUR IREE . BIAndREIT ALMTI %
F|5E T AtWRKY46 (WRKY DNA-binding protein
46) f1 CAMTA2 (calmodulin binding transcription
activator 2) [ ELZ VA LA R 5 # AR 502, KA
OsWRKY22 (WRKY DNA-binding protein 22) 7] L5
OsART1 ZFEUFIVER], IEHE OsFRDL4 H)ZI5F
MWRARFFERRI W, TR = KRR R4S, Gk
W, LA STOPI/ARTI JyHriadi IR 4 s A2 A1)
& BT AN DA T 58 45 5 il

JRAE STOP1 e s /K-S I 41 B, {ELR b 31
AT LLgE STOP1 i I (8] 7R 20 A% N R AR 2R
] STOPT XA 3 Fgmial 37 P R A A i Jm el e
JRUa, T JUAEE N AR R RIIWESE K, STOPI ¥
RIFKE R FUK 2 2R R R . BN, STOPI
mRNA % % 3] THO/TREX & 411 P10 IR
4+ RAE3/HPR1 (regulation of AtALMT1 expression
3). RAE2/TEXI1 (regulation of AtALMT1 expression
3) BRI 52 Me) T O 0 40 Bk D g R ik o)y
STOP1 %K 1 (& E L% F) F-box & RAEI (regulation
of AtALMT1 expression 1) fl RAHI (regulation of
AtALMT]1 expression 1 Homolog 1) 4972 AL,
Hyz RALE A F 2l 26S 5 A BHAGR R AR 17
STOP1 # H1E#IFJ5 KV % %] SUMO E3 JE L
S1Z1 (SAP and MIZ1 domain-containing ligase 1) Fll
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SUMO % H & ESD4 (early in short days 4) #J SUMO
feF1 2 SUMO L4z, STOP1 - K40, K212
1 K395 #) SUMO L/KF-520i T STOP1 X T i 4 1A
ALMTI J3 3 TS5 G RE/0 705 Bgsh, STOP1 HH
JKF-18 % %) MEKK 1 (MAPK/ERK kinase kinase 1)-
MKK1/2 (MAP kinase kinase 1/2)-MPK4 (MAP kinase 4)
PR BRI, R 1 BB SR
PEBD, X EFSE R, STOPI 7EH% 535 A BHIE J5 K
BT BRI, Wik— LU STOPL fEHEY)
T SR v 0 B A
1.2 EYESHNRAREESESNE
KIILOK, TEAEY) 55 28/ SE B0 U — A i
B BOCHRB R RCA R, J: Al
Py ey JER 40 88 1 DL S el 3% 05 512 i 45 STOPI
B e st 17 HERIE, WL RSP R H R
e R R IRR R LI Tl o X 1 P SN ARE D
i 1 KR AZ R T-DNA 6 A 28248 1A (145 SR
e, FRAG T — RS AR A UG AR alrl-1
(aluminum resistance 1)o ALRI %t —C HFEY)
T ik & (phytosulfokin, PSK) %14 PSKR1 (phytosulfokin
receptor 1), HSMER BT PSK 55, 1E¥)E
KRB MPUEY W R B Z IR, WK
B, ALRI RYDIREEA W40 S0 T STOPT 1Y
HHEM, SRR T ALMTI F MATE %5 T i 55
i B HE D A 3k, S EUR R4 HLIR 70 s W] R A
AT, ALRI WA SRR AT URE S 4 5
BT, Ma G e i S Z K BAKT (BRI1-
associated receptor kinase 1) #E47AH BB R AL AL o
FtifE ALR1 BE— 28 i Wi fb NADPH 4 {L i RbohD
(respiratory burst oxidase homologue D) g #1145
ROS (reactive oxygen species) A7~/ , I H#fR kK
S 7 40 B e AR AR, BRI #E STOP1 MR H
SR, MESLRT, ROS —H BN NREMRE T4
WEEFEY T, BEFEN LA — R A% 4 BTk
B, ARba T AEARS A R A ROS (7 5215 %
STOP1 4 [ R SRS A5 Ml , Hoad s S A i
RAEL, il RAEI Xt STOP1 {93z Z LR, MififS
Bl R AR ALER . XS R T ALRL /R —A>
PRE T AR TSR, T ROS 1R —Fh 5C 5
15573 TR 20 5 b BR A5 2 B RS iU N R 4
S BRI R R BTz E H M AR
AN PSK R S FERIR S, JFITF R AR K
MRS S, BT RN OB 24
M, BEUAE L PSKRI/ALRI Kofin 1% 3

UEAh, KRR A HAZ L R B A 25 A0 A 27 1A
BT T 3SR AR EL I T ALMTL RO 0 PR 454
FEFIBA T MIAME B 7 0 ALMTL SE I 4335
FRFRER BRI AT T-HLEICY, X IR GE /R T AN
240 0 S0 R PN JER T 5 N R R 1 A AL FA
AR 200 H 2% T 09 505 2 F B JE0E ALMTL S HLER 5%
R Il R A LR R, HE TS A AR R TR
T T A LR By B 2 A 0 PN A R S 0k
ALRI1 B, #EMiE 3 STOPL A S0 55 St
T, RS Z A ALMTI SFHUBE a8, #—%
TR A Y BUARE

IR B S i B A M E R PR A
VEYHT RN BT, DT i ROR P R 1 - v s 25 T 28
WA, XTHERFIRE A A AR B Y A B

B

2 AEYE R EE I o0 TP

TR A2 B AR R AL (Eh) 19 5355
W, PRI KM 5, TR AR Z 3 Eh
AR, S REME (Fe) LI MR B M kA7
o MYERTE T — e R O AR R B R 10~
2000 mg/L S A Pk & o 20~2500 mg/kg I
KA, AR RN Z AR K ES . 4
BRI E N E M) 2, SEEAMSFEUEY
BT TR, EESFEWR KL, SRR
294 7.5%10° hm? & A o TG MR SRR R PE T H
PEEYE, TP E L M. R JEIR
BN, N, AREERAE L DL R R I b X K R AR
Jaal R e S A S 1S [ 1 [N M X Ut E A DY A E |
WA 20%~60% 1Y 7K A FhAE 11 FR A2 21 4k 35 17 52
W, PR 10%~90%> -, 4 A S
2, BRRKZBUKRERTE S K XI5 ANRRE™E
BRI IX Y, 0] BE SRR A SN
PIAHE, NI, 7EXssiblIX, A5 N FHAE K & ek
AT 4k T /KRG T A LA SIS X, X
B AR P R BEAL W ST 4> TR . BB S FAEY
. wiflsE . WEFEHATIRMN A, XHEY
W) 4> FHLEIRE A T EIRAMIAE, T 1 4k
TERL BB 43 T HILHI 0 5 f B IA
2.1 HSREENESMWMHERAS FHLH
2.1.1 Fas oy mepLsl  RBTER TR K R s
TR A N RIS B EE, R AR
J&, FEZLL Fe(ll) HIEAHZBIARTTHS, MAEARBTHS
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TR EE L) Fe(IID-Fr R L1 7 XK EE iz i
P, Fe(Il) AL Fe(IID) /2R AEA BB A AGZ M
M AR R — o 2R RE E 07 1Bk SR L LPR1
(low phosphate root 1) Fil LPR2 (low phosphate root 2)
SE eI R T 4 A P R SR, BATTESA
b Fe(1D) 1 4EHF Fe(1ID)-FrigmEh it ALE Bt
TSGR, [RlRF, CYBDOM 2 150 H A
51 CRR (cybdom root reduction) PAFTIA I B 4K i P4
A IERRIE IR FOMABRTUR - crr REAERAER
T H R A)) B AR I R B X R A i A PR 5
FARL, CRR b 33k 3E i FA BRA R, S8
LR I 0o e v S U

TR 73 IC AT A T A 3 10 K 2 B 5 0 T 2L
WM, W ERES 32 8 (1 VIT (vacuolar iron transporter)
Z5 T3, I et Fs i h &35 7 HE
YEM . Zhu R BUIMSE VIT 3N BnMEB2 5407
J% MEB2 (membrane protein of endoplasmic reticulum
body 2) JE[FUHHEN . TEMIRIITEF A RIA meb2 FAE(A
thid 2R3k BnMEB2 YHE W R S S 2k . it
AL, BnMEB2 W] REAE iS¢ W A% Bk 75 D BE P k4%
HEAEM . AL T/KRRRE L1 OsVITI Rl OsVIT2 £
S GEGE RO, RPN BRI S FafE e,
OsNRAMPG6 (natural resistance-associated mancrophage
protein 6) 5 OsVITI ZxWp[E L&, DT 5 K Fg x4k
BEIYTE 1
2.1.2 EFEHLE AR, SEEEAT T 2
Y BT AEIR, (HEH A 1> T HLH I A AE
Zhang 45k BARRIX BB+ (K RS P A Rl R ek
BEMIVERY LS . PR B2 — 2 LA (NO) &
TR, BRI E I ARG K ad AR et 10l
ifi (nonselective cation channels, NSCCs) jii2k, MIfi
SURMMIBET - BCE RAE . TRl Je A 4 it o 2 1) —
AL E I BREE GSNOR (S-nitrosoglutathione reductase)
E BRI EL /R IR R Y T s e ST RN b
WAH LA IA B, Wu SEC R R B, UK
FE AR FB A 40 S T8 18 JL [ OsAKTI (Arabidopsis K
transporter 1) 5 T /KFFM Z 2w i fe . dE—2La
GERIL, KAEHI RS F il E OsAKTL idid i A
RN AMI KR BERR BE L RS M 7K R R ik Y B e 1
WA LM ] LIRS UK R T 00400 g 5 AR i 240
BIFAME, BEREERE K e R, XER T R
PP — LAY & A AR K4 is iR
H HAKS (high-affinity K* transporter 5) ff & A6 #5754
UEAh, AMEESINES . B mESEITER, ARk

BEFIEIR . RNA-seq FIM T3 Hras R, NAC
(NAM, ATAF, CUC) ¥ 5% [N+ 25 & 55 76 i 0 8k 2
R A, WINEE T BUR R 45 A AL R
I EMEE S, X RV NAC FIEE AT RN FEER
e,
22 K. SERIBLHNIRAKSNE

BREERRABR T 515 Bh LR EY), #HokikL
HOIESE s, Bk & AR S5 AR BRERE v i 37 40 1) B
WA B KHK, Bt se ki, Bk, S5k
PR RN ST A G B Y E KA T T
B —MREEFRITR , (HHR F AR L rp
JEHEBRE (P1) BRG] A AR (PR) A A R AR
WEGE AR TR I AT A R W b AR R
Az, AT SR B WL RE 0T R B2 IR 4
B, BRAEBREEE IR AR h R B AR el
= 5 i 40 M BE R AL LPR 1 375 Ak 7 T 41 i S
(SCN) F/sfii K X (EZ) B Bl BisMAH R R, Jf
Z 3| ALMT1 A B RERIMEE#E . HYS (elongated
hypocoty 15) #l STOP1 A] 4353 3% LPR1 1 ALMT]1
Y s BrAMAEGE BE AR R s R A,
Ik BT 3k A A7 Tl RS 11 240 e e A /B8 e T DR
Jot AR S BORY M ) % 22 G M, T ER ] SHR (short
root) WAL Iz 3, MHIARAY AR . TEBewl 55 1
T, L P B e T BB AMA BRI AR
BZR1 (brassinazole-resistant 1) Al BRM (brahma) 41
F1#) HDAG [histone deacetylase complex 1 (HDC1)-
histone deacetylase 6] & 54, FEH%] LPR1 {7 s 4
Hit sko-e1 - PDR2 (phosphate deficiency response 2)
F1 STAR1 [aluminum sensitive (ALS3)-sensitive to Al
rhizotoxicity 1] et 2: fR il LPR1 #1 STOP1 M1
FHUS 53 R R0 B BIL TR B R4 BT A MAC R A e S 1
THIERER

DL S A R ME— F R B AR, SRS
YA RA BEFEEN, O TS AR E 2R
fiF o Liu 450 B 55 & B, LPR2 JEDIFEEE A S HOARFE
PR R EEAEN, SR RSSBUGHA
B E A, ISR IDFIRBT IR o 31X 25 BH 5 REHE
AR IR A A DI iz i, TR R A4 (A
PDXI1.1 (pyridoxine biosynthesis 1.1) /- A 4E4E &
B6 & A B TG AR RN ER , AR AP S A E R
TR FRAR S DRI, BRI R AT
T, Heoim it BARMRPR pH FiA S LPR2 FIAHGR,
SEAUE TR R, M5 KR ZU R B T AE,
SECE R AR A AR (NUE) BEAK; [RlI
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4:J3 3 VTC1 (GDP-mannose pyrophosphorylase) /-5
AR OB ORI A, DARRIRA 3, AEIRER B
Hoaf T, A s inRbs pH f40 il ¢
Y5 LPR2 K35, MMIFEAR R ST 2R R s AHARAR
BROKFSiE Ak VTCL AR5 i b5 56 Ak i A AR
BehME, AT SE PR 47 i AR KRS JRCR Y, Hs
AAARRR, 3R A IR VR AR 7 i i B 2 B TR AN
AR RS T AT AT AR 24 PR

3 FEYIE ARG E T HL

P2 e RS A OB ST, FRE R
AN 3.33x10" hm?* (5 ACAH , AFREHEMER),
EREREZENE SRR, AP ZA 9.2%
10° hm? (1.38 /4. 11) AAAERH A ER IR M S, 23K
i EZ P BRI — ik, Sy
AR L PRI R B o AL, U R AR IR AR
RO S A R A A AR R AR o B R T B
FEAHE . P SR ek RAE i Eh vk, B S
T b PP AR A VR, X T DR [ 58 AR R 1 722 4 R ot
“UL T M SR W 78 43 T R R M S A B b
U5, HAHRZEME L™,

3.1 HEYIXTEIREL. WRUEME B AR E

)5 R BAE SRS — 20, RAYIATER | B
I DR - BT, DT 7 R ST () PR 3 A B 3
M5 DA A0 N B LR 5, SR B AR 5 Sl X 2%
WIAERMET. b, ALEFERMEYHEE . 6
A AR o TR Y A TR 2 B A i T R
WY, SR ME A LR AR 58 A5 17 E5 8+
M N R, B NS e, JE T,
TN D7 380 2ok 07 22 Ak 3L iR 1 ik 2 % AR A 5 5 3]
MOCAI [monocation-induced (Ca*), increases 1], H.Zm
5 F¥F GleA (glucuronic acid) ## % IPC (inositol
phosphorylceramide), JE B o T 244 ifd S5z A5 A1 il
H#4 8 GIPC (glycosyl inositol phosphorylceramide)™,
FEERIMATR , GIPC FILA S 40MusM e v45G, M
T PR AR Bz AR M, OIS B 1 A B
WA (EARGnA B 0 ANV AL ), HE 0 P A B vk
FE o BNE R AARL N, R R TR A A A
P, B H HT AR 0 ER Bz R R B A B )
A, B A Az AR, B A RS AT AL IE 7RSS
154k
3.2 EME TEYE T &SRS

MERTT B R Na S5 ] i PEEh B T im i AR

FHEA SRR, S0l B R AT E T, B
XA Y BRI SRR W], TR, Y
T8 1 21 AR I 1738 3 K SOSI (salt overly sensitive 1)
¥ NaHERIAAIAh, i BB T i 18 8 F NHX1
(Na'/H" exchange or antiporter, NHX) ¥ Na‘[X f#{L 5]
W, LA EFEERSE T, Hip
SOS &% (Ca MiHi 1 NasMEiR42) & H ATk b s
5108 K R T R R4 ) 4 S S R it ER ML, AR
Yirh, OAE/NE . KR FAREZAND YR % E 3|
— BRSNS RS ALE], B HKT1;5 S840
Fii2 8 (high-affinity K* transporter, HKT) 41
1) Na < B B i i s L

RTINS B 25 25
&I, BB /AN R R | YR Bk R
ERFIRBEMORL, BN R B B — A S
TR /INZE Hl BN B it ) B RGR AL 67 5 Knal™,
J5 SRS A E AL DI BE SR IE R W], TaHKTI,5-D /&
Knal WEZESERT, 5 LREE, 8 EAS & B 14
BAFI AR T SR M K A AL RE, AL T — N ER QTL
{37 55 (shoot K* content) SKCIU", ‘& % it 7K F&i H 1)
OsHKTI ;5% w4l K223 A 5 A BAGE 2oF 1F ] 35t
fB2AESE, ZmHKT ;5 16 F K& vt & 45 5 2
TIRE™, HKTI;5 FEAERTT P RIL, i —
A ERA N s T, R R BT Na
WS 3 S Pl B A A v, BHL LR Na® g AR ) b 1 305
iz, MM iia T b 38 Na iR B e 3, 58
IAED R ERPE ™, Bl 2R RV, oK
NS TR 8 A g FE N ZmHAKA4 (high-affinity K
transporter, HAK) MHAE/NAZ | KFE . FHASEED
T RIJRSE R s R S HKT1:5 25U P =
5 Na K BE Bz s .

SR, HKTI,5 X285 T RER UIAH G i 4 2/ 40 i
PR AR R, SBUE G A A KR
TCIE SN 4 e, BRI T HAEF Ay
M EF IR, E ARG 1 LA TaHKTI;5-D TE
INEARTR AR A Rk B o R, BRIk =
SRR KB T (eGWAS), KE ) B FRE/NE
TaHKTI,5-D ikt Fi #5567 B2 TaSPL6-D"
AN BT — AR AE AT 47-bp B
BT A0 JG T Gt B ) (SQUAMOSA promoter-
binding protein-like, SPL) SPL J8%45¢HF, &k T
XF TaHKTI,;5-D W sAHIae ) . WEZERE, %0
S SRR N B T/NERE T, B T AR
Frh A AL S, RIS T B TaSPL6-
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D" PG A BN i S AL L PR A B R A R
AMUAT AR /N 22 B B T R v, I W] LSS/ N A2
TEERBML b 5% ZE AT iy i i T, DA R,
SPL6 {4 HKTI;5 W or THRIRAEKAS . K. M
WS ZARRRABHE ) h RSy A2 7R, {H SPL6 J2&
—A TR 2T R, KRR R AR 2 SO T
ANEERBERY, MEAG RN Z S, BARE
TaSPL6-D TE/NAZ WK A4l (TaHKT1;5-D 3R
IKEBAL) F#ik, {H TaSPL6-A. TaSPL6-B il TaSPL6-
D HRTERER R 3R, IR i T axX Al 3 A48 DL 2 () Y
HEETUAR L, TaSPL6-D" ' A8} TaSPL6-D
R 5% S 0 7 T R M B S S R T, O S35 e
B N AT AT BA G B A K R b 4 F)
OsHKTI;5 1y L iiF ¥ P+ OsWRKY53 (WRKY
transcription factors). OsMYB106 (MYB transcription
factors) 55, RGN HKTI1;5 (8 Fh N HFIEY)
T R A R AL 1 Y DL A AT R

J38h, Koo CUAEANE M B 1 1Y 745 o X A 40
(TR R PR 2R SC HE LW, T AR, [ A M AT DA E 3
ZmHKT2® . ZmRRI (type-A response regulator 1)F"4
25 PR B ERZER T
33 JEME (ROS) IRSEEYM L F M ERIER

VR Na S5 iR B FEM RN R, R
THESAE TR EWE, B0 LLEK ROS (reactive
oxygen species) Il ER R, SIEAMME; 55—T7
Ifi, ROSHERIE ST, S 5HEYRHam NS,
PRI, AEFRFERTUIE AR N R ROS T2, JEfl
Pyt ) E AL AR R BRI BA
TS S0 /N2 IN177 57N 32 305 2R 6 4 F 4 A
&£ B AE X R iR 22 52, QU] T T Eh s &/
BRI 3 5 (SR3)™, & # SR3 ML IN177 1)
i £ Pk 2 AR A ROS RS ERFRE A %, it
— AR B IE st M 2 2= 8T, BT T TaSRO!
(similar to RCD-one, SRO1). TaCYPS81D (cytochrome
P450 monooxygenase, CYP)ZE¥Hil/NEZEhMria T
ROS TS AR AY CHEEL R, B TaSRO1 A 54k
PR T(E 5 1) “FF 7 TaNACO17 (NAC transcription
factors) HAE, i TaNACO17 AY AL FIE: 305 BE
71, TR A LR A ROS Y7 A A AT 5 5
MR8, LN R AN KO T

FERLY T T, ISR 1Y) A 1 AT AR 4
BELAIZH ORI A4, S0 B> 15 e B TR B 2 A oG
B9 F5UA 5 AT (alkaline tolerance 1), H4wS—4~57F
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4 JEH
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PR e 5 1ol itk — 2D A 28 AR o
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AR YRR SRR <Y ; STOPI & ik Z BB AR 1L |
SUMO fLAEA R B A B S B4, X Sl fe 2 1
2 F| ALR s ERIERAZ R B9 ;. ALR1 2
A RN R AR W, SR TAE Y AE7E 2 Fhif
FRBL, 2 AETE 20 32 R T Al ) AN (] A it 40
B

2) HHEF X F LRI 5T 2 4 A AR
AR, TN T2 AR YRR R s HETER X
B B AL R T 2 R X R R, X
2T 58 IR A7 PR R 13 LRI o 82 o

3) Al R 2 4 REBARE B, ZIEYm
TR DG L A S A8 Y, RSG5 TorF & fls anfof 245
R B 3 S H R PR R B N SBR[, MRSk B
HON AR ) — R b B A S B TR
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