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Abstract: Turfgrass plays an essential role in landscaping and ecology improvement. However, soil salini-
zation has great effect on turfgrass establishment and limitation on turf industry development. Salt stress
leads to turfgrass growth and development inhibition and turf quality decrease, and eventually causes turf-
grass withered and died. And turf viewing and using effects is obstructed. This review summarizes the
physiological and molecular mechanisms of turfgrass against salt stress, especially concerning ionic equi-
librium, antioxidant enzymes, small molecule substances, hormones, endophytic fungi, salt-related genes
and multi-omics. Current issues and future prospects pertaining to salt tolerance study of turfgrass are
also discussed. This review might be valuable for further investigation on the salt-tolerant germplasm
breeding and saline soil planting in turfgrass.
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Y, LI OO AR R, Rk AR R XN S AR S Th RERT L, A
T Ak L e T BA 59,5642 hm? . [ h ik L b
ARSIz, 2005 A ERTE A 1/10 (558 MESE2022),

ks 2022-12-06  fEFE  2023-03-13
20204E9 A B K HAR IR WBGHE . AN B/E IRAE E AR S EE RS (ZR2021QC037). HKH
BB A E1D % LB 2 A (R 52 TR 4 AR R EC20I), FA RO,
s CITR Mg ; %I i ﬁfﬁlﬂﬁw%smzlou) WRE IS SR (B
(A7), BESR S Hb b bR St L AR FE i R — A 4L B FR S 8 4 AT BT H R (ONY-

ASRPABE TR, BAEAE SR, #t cxzzoss)
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BB R] DS AN NS AEA BT I H, Ursess
i R I B 2k AL R R PR I £ 5 PP 5T, W] LA
o 42 ) 3K 7 B AT SR P 8 o - 4 2 03 2%
7 3R v S A, X i R R A A A 2
R BAT EEAE .

A BB A OR T PSR (B 52
Wi 2 Uy T Y, Sl AR TR BB, R
WhIEsE, FEm PP ER R A . A RKKE . BIF
VAR 2 5 AR 8, S A TR A O T B
HREMRERREIT . N7 R A R #$ 5
B 5 R, B R B AR 5 R K
[ P9 b2 3 B R B PP R O i i 1 ) AR AT K&
FIBE T Bl B PF RO T R WA AT LR ) A
S e, e A ERIR 1R VA T 23 1 U 1 R A R AR K
H I ge th IEAE OB L 1T, LUK 5 0F 55 £ 7y
AL AR R T B R A R A
TS 32 T o ) 7 o, 00 MR s R AL AN B
et s el A - SR A 8 70 R R OR
$2021), AICERIR 1T AEREIE B S 2R AN
or T LA ) 3 ZERE O JE, D BB B h MR ST
AR S,

1 EENPEST R IR A LA

R R m AR A KK E 22— %
FHES, APTEAS S KA — 2 SR, Bl B2 H
WAE . Bl RN B KA —RIAEEAN R
o B BE R PR 5 AT AT A P S AL )
[FEIVE R s 3R, R B 1k 40 i 52 35080 =5 2 40 g N
Fads, XU ) AL F Z AR S T Praiul
BOE - /AN TS IE R T AR, LAY R
AR T4
1.1 BFFE

B TR E R AR K R A SR B
Bifi o 6 e 2 B 0 36 0, Na™ K& N4l i, 51k
K'4M& . Na' /KK, McCa” . K Mg & &
HRIZ TR, FTAE TR [ A 0B T, LR T
JEE FL 34, 3 B0 B AR 1 AR IR S A P 4 i
FHEESE T (RRAH§2014) . Na FHK (1P 4 i 45 m) LA
A R 2% A T PP R R W 3E R B A B B T R R
1E L4 BB (Lolium perenne). 151°F- 5 (Festuca

arundinacea). HIFE R (Poa pratensis)t Fi
MR R K bl A R R T i 1 2 T FRAIG, Na'
BT H A R R B R P M A
CRUENNZE2017). Na's K3k BEPEREIERE 1 om I
K8 R (Cynodon dactylon) ¥ FHE 118 F GER I
HH B S IR BT 2R B8 70 (MR 552014) . Na [ X BR L,
SEAE P ER 1 BN, Eh e N 2 A A
AR 350 = T I e IR AR X B Ak AR AN &5 &, 4
R8T, A 2 B Na X5 Ak 72 i A ke f4
P S S 52 B TR AR T (R A #462020) . #
i A2 AR 1k PN o 3ok Na HE A A 1 R Bk 3R Rz 45
), 30X — W ER AL ) A — S R PP B R G A 2 B AE )
IR R (EAEE2022). FFRH ARG —
TR IR 1A 0L B &5 # R, PT LUK 2 R B Na [ 4k
Gy, IR R A R S A A SRR ) B
FOMH b, A RS Eh R s ER RE 1 59 T b gh 2 R
(Zoysia matrella) FI4HM S5 25 5(Z. tenuifolia), 1H 5%
T84 B (Buchloe dactyloides; #%£2021). F|H I
Jry R 24 L R 24 i R i 0 s A i IR R A i 2
(Z. macrostachya) B #h g5 1), AP f5 v DLIE
i £ ARG Na iz AR #62019).  $hhiE T Ca™
A B, Ca® kB AT DU KR R 2 3R 4
mK S &, R R RIS G, 4ERF TR
TREERS . I8 T B A g bk R SR R AR 2R Ca Ui
HAZ A AT LU T NaCHE 5, 5200 T B 23 BR o 57 0
BIRRA. NEAA A (B 452019).
1.2 fnELEg

ERFE SRR N 227 AR K B T 1 4 (reac-
tive oxygen species, ROS), it 2 FJROSHR & 5 2 %}
T YDA M 6 R4 3, 51 EERE AR AR 25 46L, 1 A
1 P8 (Hu%52012).  FHY) 14 N A 2805 FRROS R
PR 2 AR A T 52 AR A () — b AR B R,
o () B S A Y Bl B 4 A0 Y 504K B8 (superox-
ide dismutase, SOD). I % ft & Hf§(catalase, CAT).,
LAYl (peroxidase, POD). 2t H KL ALY
liff(glutathione peroxidase, GPX)FIHi A ML it 484k
Yl (ascorbate peroxidase, APX)%% . {E AN [A] 5256 2%
AT (R 3 A R R Ak T ) ) 55, R B e () 4
AACBRE A & 22 57, XA R B RLIE B #h
B AR RL . 22 SRk B2 B AL EES Py SOD




s SRR L VT ST .

W RS N e BT S, CATHIPODYE 7 #
A JE 2RI IR 2L PR3 (T —552010). il
& W8 FEEE 3G N, 5 M (Seashore paspal-
um) M1 45 2§ ¥(Z. japonica) ' SOD. POD FICAT %
PE B e B T BRI, RN 25 P 8 )
b M P AR SR ORI B K P (5K 42014) . 2R
S (2013) VP4 S A AN [7] 1z 2= 1Y B PP B R 1, RN
Bl A5 5 AL B IS [R] R 38 0, 95 4 L < Salam” FR
SOD% & —H oAy EIHE&s, 4i2ks e’ <>25(3
57 DA R IF AR Tifway” #1 SODVE 14 ) 256 F 7+ )5
A, BB R Salam’ B A B i R
Yo [R]— B EE LR AN [3] it b R 25 14t ) AN []
PSR TG 1 S Bl H R o B 9T R L v A B 3 Ak 3
AN [E] b A ) FE B R OR, < H B0 AT A 10 T A i
Rl AT DL I B 5 POD AN CAT 3% 4 Sk $2 v i & 1k,
T M U)ok o 45 A R 1) SOD Y 14 Sk 1 87 & iy
IE(X3#E552019).
1.3 hFFHIR

NG RAEEY A KR E DL LG BT T
HAHEENEH . ShE, NPT Lo i i
B IEAT . EAIE DA R P aE JE PR R A 55 T 5
S AR ) (1) i R B8 0, 3 mT LAAE R AR A T fik
— RAV BT ER R B, AR D A K T T o R T
T A 28 25 i
1.3.1 SER

Ji 2 B e B BB R T o, R e TR LA
5w i e iz i VA EAE L (RS 40 B AN A= 4
Ko TS5 e BEVE RS E 1t SR e T PR AL
W IR & /i R 2 2 BB (R 2017).
filtn, e T R R OR FEZ U BRI R S
R TG IBE e, AT HE i 3 7 (7K 58 552017)
i £ 14 B 8 AR EOR, AR R E T I R 2 2
AR B B 3 B0 T SR PR R 22 B R R, AT DAAR
PR B ER R R PEFE PR (R MY 2015) y-20 0k
T & (y-aminobutyric acid, GABA) & —2& Uk JF 55
H R IERR, 1E N4l N IRAE 5 7+ i A7 T3
M2 23 b (B BRI 452022) . Li%(2020)FF 77 & IR
Xt 1) &) 55 i #l(Agrostis stolonifera)i IN4MEGABA
Al DL = N VEGABAK S, #5mNa’ X FEibGE 17, U
BN A R P Na B, AR SL S R R 1

R, IR, HE3EIbE S R R AR R AR
W, Rt R AT 52 . 553 2.k R R (5-amino-
levulinic acid, ALA)& —Ffi -4 2RI A4, 5 55 A%
A AN IMALAREHIHINa AR 8, H5R 5 e G
PEFE. BRI, BT P LB R 2% 1 A4 B
TN, AREA LR . SRR AR A R S A
), P2 MR 2514 (Yang252014) . LIER H #T &
I 1) B¢ 15 B (R AR s PE A R 2 —, B PR LAk
FIATE B EE BRI BT R LI IS i LK
()77 4 W] AR 2 28 B AU RGUIE T, IR $F 40 i
JIE (1) 235 4] S 2 A, M 9T 25 PE(F242016)
1.3.2 ZH4D
EAPa o] LA S EBUEY W IRE SRR A
Y & S /K (hydrogen-rich water, HRW) &b Pt 7] L 7]
BIRE S A, AR AEAE VI B R A5
Wl #h FpiE R AN ITHRW BE 2 2 FFIKROS &
&, BI040 A A S R B A S A AL B R T, 1R
e 1 R AR R R R (TR R RS 2021) . BRALE
(hydrogen sulfide, H,S){E A—F S35 FRES 5
Yot 2 B AR Y 8 1 R, BT TR LS HL S it
P SRR E A 3 TR 0 2 AR AE 6 Bl e 1o R LR
BiE />, CAT. PODMIGRESHi 8 AV g i 12k 38 0,
A% T ROS & &= 5| 4n i £, 3800 1 %) 8
o 360 1F) B0 P (Shi %5 2013) . — 4 4K & (nitric oxide,
NOWERN—Fp SRS 5 73 16 & Fh AR B2 il
FOCHEBMIEM . 753 MHE T NOXT4E R o HR 41
MO e . AN JEFE S FRESAEY
Je A e B —EEH (Liug2016), # il &
SR HRG AL BEBOE T S SR AR N &R PR
TG TR R B s 1, B 13RI K, A4
BET WIENOME 54 TG L, IR T Shbia iy ok
SRR, 4ERR T 0T IR I T T IR T, 1R
TSP I B (Lig52016), ik — i L B K
YIRSy, F B DA AERR Sh . SN
FEE PRI I AT DADR A 56 P 3 R P B8 R AR A,
InH e BEPOD. CATHISODIIE I, FE{KROSIH
R, NS AR mfr . FHh R BOREXT
e R M PP GRABR B 520205 IR S52019; R4
£52016). BEAh, XUBEEH(2015) A DL AR FE N -5
Jita A I8 4 T K, SO, T LLIE i B8 7 1 15 I 42 12 &
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AR B SR R S, AR e AR RS2 Sk b ia
4% o
1.3.3 B3R, ZREApEA

h 38 N AH ) E S B (glycine betaine, GB) A
DL T 7 20 ot i AR LR T i BB & . S
18R S e GB AT DA i 2 E T T A s A TR
WAL SR B 0, $em 2 R R AN
2P [T 61 (PR AR E52022; XI5 I#2015), Lt
S R IR ABARAE Dy GB AN JI (1) AR, %o B 1 B 5
PE A BB . FEA R R 1% R (R A
A A ALGB) H A I AR R AR AT LA 3E ik 3 1 i o AN
GBAR B K42 it 26 14 (Gao%52020), 17 7 5 i 34
ARAEHNAE BGB)H I, EhWpia R ZRJE S I AE
FA M GBE &, (HAT5 AT LLFEARROS X I Al A,
HERFAR M K &, FERE @ 3 B R A
PRIy Tl I TR AEL AR RN A AR T 2 B 1 2 =, 1%
Rl I R 5 o T 42 55 L OR (1) it R 7 (Zhang
52021a).

% e — RIMRWIR & B Y, FEAHE %
J& I (putrescine, Put). V. Ji f#% (spermidine, Spd) il
K i (spermine, Spm), XSTAE ) A=K R B DA HRAEZM
ANFIAEEAE —E MAEH o BF 78RBS mmol- L™
Put. 5 mmol-L™" Spd&{5 mmol-L™" Spm¥Jft & &
$G i) SF AR X 2 B FR) 3 R B 70 (Shi%§2013) 6
T e A AE B PP R R 14 A 5T R 6 Spd 1 T RE A IR
RN . Bldn, Jthn SR Spdsl o 1 H A 25 2%
B 22 AR L RO S R It 72 i (arginine decarbox-
ylase, ADC). S-Jlit H 1 i 2 B2 it #2 158 (S-adenosyl-
methionine decarboxylase, SAMDC) 1 — i % 1t il
(diamine oxidase, DAO)VE ¥, Jf H.Spd. Spm% &
5Z A& BEF(ADC. SAMDC). Hit A AL
PEZ A2 IEMER, 5H,0,. MDA 20K, &
HH &1 Spd AT RE 8 i 1 4% 2 i 1A DA R AR B A
I 53 7K P42 wan b A A ) v M R A i A T R
EEPE(LiIZE2017b). BEAL, Puyang(2015) R LA
SpdAh PR R 15 58 [ BLH FLORIB T R T RE 1 4b, ik
AT LN 8 & 1P AT RE 7D, Feoe IS5 A, 2wt
i,

AT LR AT . SRPEL RS, TN
=R e e At T Sl [T Vs /e e N7 SER O B =K 7

18 A FHE, ATVEPERE S R T, BE A RE 1
5, AT 2 i B L ORI 26 PR (T E2013) ik
FE SR AR BRI FEXS A VA PERE & B R ECR, A
F-20~25°C &1, 6~15°CHT B FL 3R AR Py A 5 14
B 5 R 2 AR v, AT RG0S 6 38 0 A A R 452 4%,
PR R GEX B A 452018) . I 95 B 2 KL 4K 1)
SERIR Gy, S — R E B R RO . BRI
Xof 22 A A B S RN N AR FE R T LA HEKC AR AR
HRR R, EREAN N B AR, AT RE 2R R ihiE
XA KR B WA AE H GEAR 77 552012) 50 580
se—Fh RN ZHE, FEEYIAR N B 2 Pl i 5d B
W DhRE. 75 3R I8 R it in &0 5 7 S RT3 v R
) B B b P S A S A, e G R A ) A A AR
15, S IERE. GABA. ZIESBE ATV AR
R, J LIHAsHKTIFER, gifihNa'/H 22 e FE K (Na'/
H'exchange or antiporter, NHX) ]3¢k, 7 Na %
iz, P2 R A £5 14 (Geng#52020) .
1.4 EYHER

FPP RO R DOs e R TR AR S A B R
VTR e R A B AR AL R B, i Y4 R (ab-
scisic acid, ABA) ] LA $z £ e i J97 J2 [R] (1) 2Rk
SALKRH . BT LA AR, 2 5 R Y
VAT, SMNFRABARS R SR IA N =R
AR, PEm T R AR S K ER R B,
Y AH BB )R E P, BRAR AR PTB I 2, NI H2
fEn i 5 74 (Zhao%52020) . T SRAF LRI, HIEHR
68 W mT DA UR AT R ol A I 52 1 . AR it 0
2,4-F 132 2 W B (2,4-epibrassinolide, EBL) A PAHE 5
AR B R IE TR E R K RISOD. CAT
T, R A R R R IR AIK . Ca”' Mg™
IR R, $E = Eh W ia i 52 YE(Wus2017). #IEBL
AT DA Rl 0 X6 V) W 46 288 5 1) Pl (1 3 7 4%
R AN A, SRAF 1 35 4 5 o8 1 v i 45 2%
FAE MR (Song&52020) . i 22 2 (melatonin, MT) &)
RAAET YA RN TR, W25
MRAEKE RS, WEAEYRT SR I 1w B (5 5L
K E5E2022). AR INTMT = 58 i U K o i
TRAKAL & AR AR 0 R BEARE IS A2, kAR R
Jop i 5] L FRTROS = AL FNAH B A5 1, B2 A 2 i () i
Eh P (Shi%E2015). KR (salicylic acid, SA) & 1H




s SRR L VT ST =

MR N — R E R R G, R SO iE
R R IEE T T IER . TSR, W SATE T
oK 2% fife 25 oy 18 0 B B B 5 0 L L RS RK, B e
JISA, B8R SA. TR =M KT
A OV A i 0 35 a] DABR ey 35 Jblie v = 25 Al
1 B R (R RS R 1 (VT A SR 5520215 X P 462020;
o NE2016).
1.5 REEE

TN A B 2 FR BTSRRI, A5
ECAE P 2 R T, 515 FEYIE RCE B IR
KA, NV RN ) P8 5 E A E 324t O
P —REW. M EAR (arbuscular mycorrhiza,
AM) B RAE N — P a6 1 T REDY), 7T BL590%
PIREIE LA G R, S m Y 1 . Wil R
ZE(2014) A AR il T AM L 1A B % i i 1 58 v o
o B PU AL R G R R, AR S A P B, T
ZZNa FICT 855, 4ERFm 20 7R 9 ~PAl, oes i #h 1
=14 B 45 (2018) & I AM EL B FH R 55 A A= B0 B Hip ]
VERIXN 204 RS R ) R 1A — s g A
WAt Hh 25 (Aspergillus aculeatus)&—Fhs 5 11 il
B DA B LR, 10— PR IRAAAE T G 43 b (7
HW). XieZ(2019) AT i Dol FHATFR A X35 e+
b oy B e it A7, BN e R AR R 2R S
A, WS HOCEERACE, FIKH0,5 &,
PR R 75 3 B R I A A, R AR Na R IR A,
HERFEARIINa /KL, DL U5 51 I
(TR SR MR A M ] 4y B AR B N A AT
(Enterobacter). X i A %5 (2021) 7E B FLAE 2
A T AT B 0T A 2 AR it R A B R e AT R O B, R
Folp 388 A 38 Ji5 B IR G P A A T A AR i R
R, 75 SR B PR )& B e T B R .
AR R AR B o 73 B 45 B R 2F F0 A B (Bacillus sub-
tilis), ¥EMp Z AP BRI R4S 1 VA YERE . la
fig o/ DL RO AL A P, $ s TK/Na'tl, BE
KT EiES, a1y (kT 552020). i
SRR A I R I 7 AR s R 43 B 1 348 1 (1)
BEIA MR ¥ AT B (Flavobacterium succinicans) 7] LAE
HEER W E N 2 A BE RN ALK, HATEDEN
AR 11, 2 i SR (RO € 5E2021) .

2 ERPEmR S FHLE

2.1 Eh R EE
211 BRIPHEAF

B s PR XA [ A E R 7, 2 — R
(IDNAZL & 8 H, 7] L5 5 R 0 R e % H IR
FP AR S &, BEAT 3k DR 3 1) R 400 2 0 AN 2 SR 2K
Z P2 . DREB (dehydration-responsive element-
binding protein)f# 5 DK - 7£ il 38 AH G J DR 1) 1 45
EEE SR . AT I aE W] LR S B 4 B Bd-
DREB2{)3%35, I Hil i F B I R 3 7 2
AEA= P ae w2 5 AR AL A ) D) BE(ZhangZ52014) .
DST (drought and salt tolerance)3& [K| 4w — N C2H2
BEYREE KA1, R WK FE(Oryza sativa) TN £
;3 RAE OsDST-SRDXHE [K ] LA o £ 4R A JR 52
B ER 4 (Cen®$2016). NF-Y (nuclear factor Y)
J& — i AL R S R 7, B3N AN [ R 7. B A
/%, BINF-YA. NF-YBFINF-YC. W7 RH, S5
R+ ABA. H,0,MINOZ 5 &8 '~ Cdt-NF-YCI
FER 1) 3% 56 A #%, Cdi-NF-YC1 2[R B ] DL id i i
5 ABAMCHS A ABA AR 475 Hh 1 25 DR R 4 v
HE PR A0 £ 19 18 T 32 1 (Chend520152) .
2P i 3K CAENF-YC T 3 PRt A AR o bl ke i
EhPE(Wu%E2018). bHLH (basic helix-loop-helix)#%
S PR AE 22 R o = A A 1 g i 2 3 7 v S
FEMEH . Zuo%%(2021, 2020)F 7t & Bt %A Zjb-
HLHO76/ZjICE 1% [X] 3 58 [ % K& [R] 45 28 B A Rox
SR IE N 52 1%, AR R IZIICE TR ZICE2F: [A]
FEAR AP 38 S L v ke 5 AR 5 45 5 AE DL
FF (Arabidopsis thaliana) ™} i 21K ZjICE1 F ZjICE?2
DRI 25y ] DAY s pdond 36 8 R 52 . Bk
s PR AT DU S 2E S £k T A AR H
Prfi FEDE o BG4, BIF 7R I HAth % S 1 DR
ZFN (zinc finger protein)fIGRP (glycine-rich RNA-
binding protein){£ 45 2 B i £h 14 1 15 A 2 A
Mo ZiZENIEEPRAE I RE G 7 M Fifi K,
R T R SR B TG N RE , PR T SR T
EE, 50 7 ROSHIFRZR, T 1 5 W e i b7 2 ]
[R5, 2 FEAD T 6 JWh 38 1R 78 72 G B 2 5 3% (Teng
£52018); 1M Z/GRPE:R 1K 52 NaCl ) f0, ULF 7+
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Hd RIKZJGRPE R FAR 1 MR R 1%, tHIL 7K
FRECAE A KEZIR, 0 | 575,
BIEMPUEACRE T, YA ZiGRPE: RN 5 M4 #h
e 1 B A FH (Teng%52017)
212 BfRzcEBAEE

SOSAE 5 % 5 18 % 75 FEL ) ) B8 1 R S A i £
PR ESCHAVE R . W 7T R L SRR U B T SOST
SOS2. SOS3=AHPFEAFHIEIEYIINa" L K\
Ca™ N T B AR AU, AT DAY 98 1 2 5 1 i
#HhPEMaZ52014, 2016). H 2 AR AT LUE I To P R 55
PRI ER e, 32 202 18 75 T SOSHE R 7E 52 )
AR RIE, A Na E AR AR, 9 E
i 32 38 AE 38 23k H CAT ATPOD () 4 i 5 [
T BTG 1, S 152 R PR 356 4 B 9 (Yin S
2022). NHXHH12 8 /R Y32 2 2508 fa 5 i
WE TP AR EER L. Z2HFERER AR
LpTIP1K: K F1Na" 2 [8] LA J LpNHX 1 R FTK/Na™
Z AR B2 A e, LpNHX 125 A 3[R A7 S5 1] g
S 22 4 A T 5 B 26 14 (Tang 55£2013) . HE AR
0 H'- £5 1% 12 % (vacuolar H'-pyrophosphatase, VP)
Al LLE S H Z R fENa X BBk, $2 A ik i i &5
PEo KL 2B Zm VP& — M D) RE VP, AT LA
TR P Na X BE L. KR DL S BiE 1
TRIPUAAA S MR S i £ 7 (Chen552015b) . 1k
G, B AtAVP 1) R 55 BRI AR A B A Y AR R T 2R
PEA R $E &, R AE 35 W a8 T % 2 DR A PR
PR EUIR 2 1 I FE 5 /K R RTN@ W s = 488 o,
RHNa™s K'v CI'\ SR EE N, AHXT R
fIR(Li%%52010), 2% f %K 12 5 [ (high-affinity
K" transpoter, HKT)¥ A< it 05 HH A Na " 5 2 21) A Jofi 78
MEEH LY, By 1bNa e 5o id B R &
HZl, AKTI (low affinity K channel) Ff1ISKOR (ste-
lar K* outward rectifier) 7] LA A 4% K i) W i 5 K #R
ik, LFEEFREYARNK WiRE. S
N Lp-HKTI;4F1 LpHKTI ;5% % 4.4 B 3 it £ &
P B R R IE &, HLpSKORRILpAKTIA S
T Eh e N AWK RSP, IR E R T D3k
[F) 24 o Na FTKC f1 P 16 DA 17 9 =55 A4 T 36 14 (Song
2019). BeAb, SR B e N EAEK B (Spo-
robolus virginicus) SYHKT1;1 %} [jj 11 Na 7€ 2 1 ik

2 B G EEAE H (Kawakami®2020).
2.1.3 RHEBEEEE

/NG AR H (small heat shock protein, sHSP)/&
T o 3 A E R LR 1 5, AR 900 1R IR
P HAth B i S SZ 8 5 S s, SR KA
R VLSRR RS NS N A 96 (Sung2021). A
2 I 4 ) 59 B BisHSPIE (Rl AsHSP1 77] g 3 it 1
FEAE B ABARIE 5 i& 1%, RO TTHEY)
iF 6 i 38 A B2 (Sun£52016). [ B, AsHSP26.8a
5 IR e U T PR o e SR R R R ) 3Rk, JE e i
T ABAFNH A B IG5 - i@ AN AR B R il e £
WA FH (Sun®$2020) . £ 5t — B 5 57 44 il (pro-
tein disulfide isomerase, PDI) /& fifi 8.6 £ [ #8 5 %
HIE B R T . MIMERR-O-H 2L 3 R il (cafeic acid O-
methyltransferase, COMT){E R TIE A K. KB
Ay ae e S R E A o I SRaA B HL(Carex
rigescens) CrCOMTY % 55 R0 /g 7+ /£ £h i~ £
Wi 7 35k AT ) 2 S V& K, $ iy 1 i btk HLAR A
R TH AR (Zhang®2019). MY
fiif(UDP-glycosyltransferase, UGT) 4 I\ N 7E N X A
AV anREZEER . SHPhE T aEE ECrU-
GT87A1E R ] LAz e 28 3 i ik R ke, 3 hn 2% v
FiE () AR 2R, FEHRTER i o & 4% B 2 FH (Zhang %5
2021b).
2.1.4 microRNA

microRNA (miRNA)AMYAE S Ff A it #E &k
PG AR, 1T H AT LG s AE Yoot PR AE (131K
$1/1(Amombo%£2020). H i EIEE 2 F KT
miRNA T i (1 57 & B AR rh e s | B e it . 19
4, miR319 T4 F B AT 38 1) 4 Bl A 400 5 e B o
K7 TCPEER . 1 F2ik K G miR3193E K Osami-
R319a )% Jk R 1) &) B9 BRI 2 509 0, PRk
B4 m, Na MRzl AT S £ 7E(Zhoud$2013);
miR528 52 — Fft Of ~F [ 5.5 I FE W) 57 14 /N RNA,
BHA A3 2 Fh WU S 8 7). £ S B B
i i 6 1K K FEmiR 528 (Osa-miR528) A LA Mt bk
KB FF 3 EA R B 1E A = i 52 1 (Yuan 55
2015); miR396368 i 1 17 . #E b A A 17 A1 (gro-
wth regulating factor, GRF)%: K 2 55 Z B4y # (1
PR KB MIEAEY M am R, K FEmiRNA-
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3963 [K Osa-miR396c 5% N\ 1) &) 55 & #, 7] DAL =)
P RL DA AR 51, 1X 55w 3k 8 15 R P £ K
2R E Er RGN, A0MRE e R DL R Na HE R A ¢
(Yuan®%$:2019); tb4h, i ik K Hpri-miR393a (Osa-
miR393a)E Rl 1) ) =) 59 I A5 7 A RUAR L 4y BE TR
A B, I AL R RRARORT A o I, 1
WA, T Ao i 5 44 48 55 (Zhao 252019)
2.2 %3R4

Mo MM N T XY ES, BB
WA F RS . AN [F) A K o B AR A — 2 2R A
JE SRAT TR A DR R A A DL (R 55 2022) . X EE
EHALFE 524 548 him o s 2= R AL, IR
ZHOR A BRI R S A R A
1 P AF 56 (1 3 Kl (Amombo452018) . ZhangZ5(2020)
I3 M B B A SR 2 R B R SR A < b 0 R IR A
HHABA(E 5 7 SR AR TR T £h M b H E AR A,
I VS A AR R e R AR ) B A B LT R 4 AR
HH DG R A i 6 f < Bt 6 R B o PR, IX AT AR
EAEM BT A 5%, Wangs5(2020b) LLi T
TE S A AN R e T KA GE R B e s L, R
AR RERERNFEB S EDBERESHETHEN
EYIEK . B REE TR R, GERF
TAaAS, HIMROSIE b 5 Gei 14 LABT 1k k404,
T AR A i KR 5 28 Sk 2 P 1) S AL
Bushman®$(2016) 73 #f7 5 i L 2K 25 (PT 372742)
Tl 5 AN AR BBURK(PT 368233 )t Joft i [ 8 I, #ff o2
TR SRR R, RIL T BT BT ARIK
B FE R A K 5 5 S8 A I R 11 35 IR A i 4 1
TR EEEAER . WangZ5(2020a) % £h 4L FH24 h
()45 25 F GO & 45l I FIKEGGIE i HE 4T T Eb 4y
i1, KIAEKRE 5 FRIE ABAG 57 S KR
WRKY i FIbHLH 5% i 55 7% 57 L R 2 5 5 4 2%
R i A 0 EE E O SE R . Hu%E(2015b) i i
Gy BTA) A ARAR I 1 I 5 i 1R % e 2, R I S hia
M J8E R A= A 1 A O (1) 32 B S R F-(MYB. bH-
LH. WRKY){F/EZ Rk, XL FER 2 5T AR
O A E A B f] I ROSAR A, it e ik 40
FRLEE R st AR T #R 08 N AR RAEKIHE MR E
S SR 2. Shao®%(2021)43 #7200 mmol-L™
NaCUK¥G1. 6. 24 hig M F iR i % s 2R, K

AR AL FE1FN24 15 (1) 3w 5L K] J 0 4 6 e
rhei LB ZE i Rk TR, R AR AR AR N B
i AL o
2.3 &R4

HARAS R RAV A —ERRARE
BT A B B R, BFEE B R R AR
ERFA. BEARERE. BEARBHULEAZ
(A BAE A . Aok, S E A ) iz N T
ER 38 T B e S LER A AT, B R I AR
Z W AL BR AR = T S AR A T R d i B AR
AT, RIS E T 2/DWM 2 A R
FFEIAE36ANE A, AfE 124 EEEA 200 T
EAMHMANMERREES. b, 25874
HAMBE RIS E A K EE S, ZH R
T AN 3 Fh 5T A A BB 22 Ji )2 115 (Shi%E2015) .
YeZ5(2016) 7 M A AR 5 B 20, S8 1 /E T 5A0
e T2 50 A ER . BEEREL SN, FER A
AR FAREHREM S LTI EA, K36t
B A AR A A, T AR 40 RN 134N B 43 i
B R 7 %, A 15N R A S 5mAu
AR . Li%F(2017a)i8 it %) £h WpiE 4b #E 12 h)5 F
BRI B AR AT, S ERI8ITAN E R R IA
T AEM R RIE, 90042 7 i (I AEM R
SRk, v A I I i R A R
TR e A 200) 3 1 38 H A B R R e 8, i 45 SR ik
— DI 0 SR AR ) 1) 6 Pl e S A
ERHLHIFR AL T A
2.4 XigieH

AU ZH 7 2 B TR SE IR L ik L VA €0 -
RS AT T B, I AR kAT e L e
R0 358 BT Ty B8 23 A 48 7 2B i i s AR A i — 7
e H R R0 TR B B a2 GO IR R AR
W25 7SS . HudE(20152) & B0 5
A B ) 2 R HR R MR AN A A DG 1) AR Y
VI EIR R AT RN R AW e ) 19) AR e B 7% It
R, XV ReA BT 4E R i FEnim i, (R bk & b
HORIAR 22 18] ) Th e P, 6 B T 4E R i R D RE(ED
Ko RO FE 43 W, Na" S HE) A1 L i 38 3% 97 A
Ye45 (2016)HF 7t & B A MR v A 37 R AR P (Rl 4
M. AV, AR S &2 T R At
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HEP T, A ISR WY 4 4 5 = 5 RN 2 Ak
FRAC &S . HuZ% (2021) 0 2h AL FE T 1 80 & B g
JREAHEAT T 43 AT, KII ZHR A B3 0 T i AR A b
HE DA R AE 5 MBS FH O B B R . IR A B AR 5 &0
M Jle S0 2 B, BRAK TR RS IRDTRR I & &, W &
P T LI e 9 1 TR A SR A i 1 R ) 2R
PEo BbAb, £ R 8B R B T KBS I E TR Spm
LEFEIG N T GABAZMR(GABA. BB AIR)
FITCATEIF (L KR B AR, R Bl T 2
FERERWBRABG. H9RRE). AREE
TR AR & i, X e AR 7E 26 o 38 1 45 1)
R R (557 S AIPUAM i k4G
YEFH(Li%:2022).

3 ElEFRE

AL H, RIFFIH SR A EE
e, T A T P A R B T 7 HL i AL )
FF I CATI F 2 fiff R 3% — el 1 T B B, I L84
FRF R £ VR O PR SCR, B IRE
e L A AR R o AT KPS B B R A A PR A
PSS Ie BEAT AR, T Se I AR A, SR AE K
SEIRET T HYIGIE, SEge A R Il HE A R R I
it 6 AL AR PR T8 K 22 B R A ) s 4 v 2
W TR AT, HLWE TEECR AR A, nfE A
Al R RLAE S T A KA 2 SIS A
“ELPRRON BRI AE T AR RIS IR, AN
(7 88 1 WA ) V42 B e i 2 P 28 T PR T b
i £ 73 5 LA 22 Oy S BE R DR 7T, T % 2k TR 3
BRI TT . Vi 2 FPE R B A K A5 L
FENAAE R, LSRR RE A 8% B A 1 R 5
M, AT R N FEE LA R T 2 B o £ 1) ] 8
KRR

figp e R ) R s 5 AR TN SALE R 7T SRR
L 2 I S AR = A R s R R A kb B 1 n
(IS5, 2SR B AR T L IR AE S50 5 45
R, I HLI N SR 38 N 4y 8 F I A A 2 5
T3 S U LR A 7k e AR ST 7, X RE A i
S S RS F T R B B A . B R R
FRRAWRED, AT, A REZ R
R FE PRI ERVHA% 10 X 45, A Hh 4R 3 B0 36 M A

RIFEHEBAEE L, SHEFEAFHAERK A
EA R ES RS R CE R 2.
RSV RIS, MOV E BT R IR
e 7L BEE R AL 5 = AR 4
AREK &, FEF R R4S BB IZ D i, 45
B TARC . 2 DR g B AR SE BUACH b T BLaT LA
TN 5% A B PP B A R A IR, R > T it
BRI PRZETE, R 0 R 5 R SR R
G, AT LA Sy st e 2h SRt (1 2 R S5 AT A
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