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Abstract: Saline-alkali stress is the main unfavorable environmental factor limiting plant growth and develop-
ment. Understanding how plants respond to saline-alkali stress and using it can effectively help plants resist
the adverse environment. Plants produce a lot of secondary metabolites during their life activities, and these
secondary metabolites play a crucial role in the response of plants to saline-alkali stress. This paper summa-
rizes the research progress of plant secondary metabolites, including osmotic regulators, plant hormones
and plant endogenous small molecules, in regulating the ability of plants to tolerate salinity and alkali, in or-
der to gain a deeper understanding of the mechanism of plants resisting salinity and alkali stress.
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g, BIEEE TR IS E ME, & R
AL, ULK — S LN TR T R B T
iZH A RETE, TR R T . SR T,
F— Rt HERRAEREY—EYBER R
AT RN AR, X N A A A K
AN G N B A AR L, 2, IRAEAR
TP AE A TR A (A T ER TR RE 70 5 TR O B
IR, AR RN AR HF, A0 2 517 %
FEL DT £ B RE 77 1) R A I LR EE, B 1R N
RN R s S8 AL S (2%

1 BB EIREE

1.1 EhEEAME

R A T R R R B A KR F 7
AR T B SR, ARG R R A PR AR
B A TR S N RE ST AN [F R 2 B AR A 5 BR B
S A IR . BE DA TR, T PR B ] 2% 2 B e ) AR
AT S A, FE )2 AR HE X L AR R S A K
RERE . RV E , Ehma /ey —Fh
BEAR GG R R ™ R w R A 0 e . i
& A BRI (Na,CO,). BRIR A B (NaHCO,) I Eh
Foxfii L pH T Ry, 1X LepH T & (1) T B AR
to NG R g R i ) B R, AR
4= DL A B (NaCl) FI 6 2 44 (Na,SO,) 1 TE Uk
&, e AN IR A 55 140 mmol L
I, XA B 2 FR A £+ (Munns # Tester 2008).
it B 3 pH T} 1 111 Na,CO, LA Sz NaHCO, [ I £ 1k
I IR T, & R T B AR ) A B
L, IXFEI R N b . 3 Na,CO, %
ot gt T 80d m B pHE UL S B A EE
i, 2SR AR IR . AN R AR A T R
TE RN 52 78 BEAS [, 48 40 oK 32 2 5 ) v it 25 1,
T 7K G DU & of 3 Joih A o BBURR (R 2 0, /DN 22 1 26 Joy
BT 32 58 ) g, — okl B A 1 SR B e
i 5% i 1B T B F- A ) (Munns Al Tester 2008) o
1.2 BB EYINEE

35 2 EAL B A R AR R I R )N T
TR 0T H ™ L, A ERZ120% I RERR 1t 57 1) 3
B IIRZ I, A 2950% 1 I 135 52 31| Eh 54k 52
Mg (Zhu 2003). AATTAAEML. ZHEH. &8 H DAL

ANKE AR EE AR JZ 1, AFF 7T 7 3P A X HE )
SR (van Zelm%52020). 5 I8 XHAE ) 1) £ 55 32 22
EIAEPRANZ T, MR B (1 3h B ik B i
B 1 Sl 2 6 A W i Bl i 3% W 38 (osmottic stress),
U R BT () B8 38 1 2 XA 3 iR 25 7 75 3 (van
Zelm%52020), DL A I 51 R R 4k iia, e An i
. EFRE AR IK RIC™), CO,[ & LK &
HE A2 BH S . B8 e A F R A KA
BB IR, M A E . R TR DA AR
IR LR AR 2 2 BIEE e ) o =]
BT P& R 75K, BE a2 A4 A 1)
IR I R 3 BT 53 B 2 R (drought str-
ess), BINTE AR N 7K, LR B A Ao £
A, WREYEE, R A AR K S B ) &
(Munns fll Tester 2008). 5 #F 50 & B, {HEMIR R
JE [ NaC1F v 2885 100 mmol- L' i, #4044 1 £
(7K 3 WS e IR FE IS (Boursiac552005) . 14 P
2 FNa " SXHEY)IE R T E, B TEHRE
PRIRAELL R JUAN T T - 1 Je R 240 i ik i i Na”
S A IR TR FRA O v, DRLRAREOR TR N R K ER
B, 32T ek 555 4 A P RS 8 B 1 1 N S R K A ELAE
FA 73, A4 B P R o A 45 4 R s AR 1S AN R,
SR AR DR FR, IR Na 2 B 640
Ji P R LE B IRV M, ) AR Na ] DL e A R S L
Bl Am Az A e BT KRR A ) — Fh B
(IR, Na 5KV AR, i 2 A Na" i L 3% 4 5
A B SR LR K S A e A B IC TR R A5 IE 8 ThRE .
HBE RN B RS AE AN P
R AT R, G B E AL . RBIEEL. Mk
P85 PR 23 B B 8 DA % i v 1 52 B4 |, R I
FERY EMAEKKEREBERINT. &5, 5
TEFICRILAEN X HE e K ez i (s, ik

SR R (KBRS RE 7o AATTHE 25 i 38 89T 511
IR HZ R R, I N Na 2 R 4 4 P
X — WA 0K 5 T 2 I RS2 3 B B R 4, o
(R LA A RE A8 HERFHLAR IE 5 1 AR B A AL DR .
B K] DA R T Tl () 3 1, 0 S R A RS AS 1 4 Hr
it R ¥ B IAE, Na' BAR 5 H A B A, 848
XA AnE R R N B R TKE . 76
Z TR AT R B R BN S v ) R SR R S
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TERHKT1A] DLLE BEREATUS OF BE 20 i b b Rl 4 is
Na FIK HEAN4HHL . 5548 B FEE B KUPLAE 3
B T v I OB S AN K BB A, e K IR U g
B NaCIH] T4l (FuflLuan 1998).

DS EROR =7/ EA = Y = S N W 1) S
SRR R RAEI AR L . B
B2 R P A R 3 v pHOH R ) 8 R S
&I HRE T #EXuMTuyen 2012). 41 A
R E ) pH A 858 2 X5 48 i PN 2% ol il 1 3% 1 7 A 5
W), o 2 )RR PR [RIRE AR, 42 75 o7 b 52 e 35 A
R uNER T 7 A I S S = 3 ST ) I 1 A
Jolp 3B SR, R 8 T 35 ) v pH 2 6 AR A AR
IR, T E R AR, R RS TR
JR R RT3 A B R B SR T, DA S AT R 4
W IpHAR A (Li%52018)

2 EE T YIS B R A E R

TH0S ER BT B AR )22 3 BB AL, it
A RER RIS IE W T PR KB IE S, DYk
i B R K RS I, FRIE AR A IE 5 A= 4 (Blumwald
2003). HEYIEN B E RV EEGHI, —
FhRAEY) B S & BUA NS R0, Q2R
FHSEW. 2 oulE. Al REATE HLERSE, v LARRKE
FEH, AR5 5 E(Yang M Guo 2018); 7 —Ff & M
TR AL ES -, WK, NO;. ClflINa'4%,
Al AR p RO A S R A . IX SRS IE TR )
JR 3L [FIVE F, e 40 i R 2 28] (1208 11
2.1 BNBERTHYR

TS ERBH8, ALY — ol B S Y 0 I SRS
AN FAF RS ZE )5 (Mahmood%52020) .
X LE) 5 AR R B R AT, AT AR
s 7 H AR B IR FE R 4l IR E EE E S, W LA F
PRI A= I % B R, 384 K 40 e v o Ak R S5 4
(Munns 2002). 54 )38 2 R B BLR 2 Flis
FEVR, BB EY R RERE WA R &
WL IEE ) 2 H = R E S B (glycine betaine,
GB) R Z IR AR N AR w1 JF =0 BR 2 H B
PR P 5 BA B, A B YK B & e i A
SHE BB AT ] 3 o B A AR R R 4 i AT IR
(Gagneul&52007; Ozturk%52021).

2.2 #EH

ERTRE R A A P SR B AT (] A A
SRUERI W) R 2 CUn g S5 0 A R R SR
(YangF1Guo 2018), AF 5T 1E B X Le i A B T M4
ST HEAEPIE, G4 R SS A FIGH AR N (1K 20 F(Ma
552009). FIVAREILCBEAE NBRIEYRAVE 50 T 5
5 3 i e AR A K R E RO T (Yang il
Guo 2018). FEHEE UG ES B s b 2 PE 4 B IR AL
DNICA I BN, RS, AT DA
PR N E AL R T (Hanson f1Smeekens 2009)
W50 R I SR i % S e B 0 A R L U
(AR B N 5 2 (Eggert252016), 1E Ny —FhiziE i
DR, R R AR A T RS NI 0 a1
Hh R A B A P, R 3 3 Y A P R
DA% 4 A RNt AN [ 2 20 0 R W e B A T 45, gk i
VAT A AE o SRR N R AN 5B B, Tk G
BN RIS Z . 240 I EEBE (trehalose,
Tre)s&—FPIEIR JE I () 0, B B i, fh2g
PERANVE IR, 1T DLOR I VR 2 AE Y 5 21835 38 1)
i (Alif Ashraf 2011), 5 H AR G —FE, #5
A AT AR AR AR R, 1B 78 MEE 550
TP 7 (Fernandez22010),  H F £ 4 AT
FEAE B A IR I S5 vT LS S AR 6B 0 e
(T 52 P (Yang2022).
2.3 ZlE

% U R (A0 A B AL ) A 2Rtk (n H 722
B2, LI ZLWERE) B Rl b ), R KIAE Y, FrIE R
B B L B R G 2 R . 22 TC I T DA A 5 Tl b
EXHEYI A FRW, SRR B E Y, I
BRAEAE YW IE = AR R R A ORI Z JU R
A DU ok 55 % i RO B 1 A A LA SR AR
U0 N R 73 1 45 K4 (Llanes 552013). 8 H Jii -
Z RS A BT E R E AT RS 7L VAR
B Eh BE B HE R AE B R, Y BRVB I M an
S 11 47 11 52 1) (Smirnoff A1 Cumbes 1989), £ 7t i
A LA I AR F IR RS AR 7, # Ak sT
IK IS5 R (Schobert 1977). 5 WLHI 2 JulE A H =
B H v R AL S . R R R B -6-
WRER P E, RV L2 WS YRR TS
P BT AR N EBEIBOKAGEY), HEERIEE N
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BIE R FLEAE Y ARP TS E Wl i 12 b R 5 4
Mo HEERS T RFERCE Mz —, BRI
2 SR RG] R B A I B2 B AR S B B
N, X AE TR B A RBR I SR . R T
% ¥ -6- 16 iR 1& J5 i (mannose-6-phosphate, M6PR)
AT LUK T e B -6- B R I A O H e - 1-TE IR, T
FE LG ORI i B M. R MOPREE R % N
0 T Fa, P00 T R ER AR 2] T AR R SR T
(Zhifangf1Loescher 2003), B hNENIE | H #& BE/EAH
VDRI AR BB AR
2.4 SER

EAEEE T SN 2R R Z A
R, WHER . NER. BER. HER. 5%
PERG AR &R, LA AR A P A iRy T R
MbnE R . MEARMN SERE. Ry, M
Y A NaCIL R 5, o & 2 B R A 3 0 164
(Paridafl1Das 2005), 1B 2 ZE 2 I AR B AEHE B 2
it R TR IR 2 A T
Yy — Bl B R IR, BT R ILAE S BT e T AR
VAR A IR i 2O RR AH BT At S R A A N R 2
(R3E hnEa s, T EhVE SRS A R oIk . il
ARAMET LU AR IEE S, & B A ERIE
4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS)[{IThHE, 4EFF4H Mo
() S8 AL TR P, /b SR A S I T - 0 ) JE g R
H H S (Mansourd52015), # Bk 41 N 25 b ia
TP A A it 2 1 7K 368 8 A W\ Ry 2 R T 26 4
(I T b, B 9T R B, AH BE T SR BURRE Y, it £h
HELA) A 10 fi IR 7K S A X 48 e (Kavi A Sreenivasulu
2014), fiif £RKFE G I B b i 2R ) 2 B 52 #h e
i) 98 35 19 h (Demiral 1 Tiirkan 2006), & 87K
T it Z3AH LU T £ 7R i 5 I 2208 1 AR 3 B e 2
IRE £ (Mishra42016).
2.5 FEAELKED

T W 2R G FEGB. B-THA
PRS0 = R SEm . IHARO-TREL 2h. 2
AR SR /S Mg SRR A Sk 72123 E il
T, FEEFA AR AR 236 R TR
BE VA B, X BV GB R IR
MVTTER . GBEZHRTIA K IHBE 0 A b
IV S e it S A B e R P R T AR

FH - GBIE AT DL jd i Bl TR A4 P ol - 2 2 T B R 04 1%
MR ) H MR IE I EAEB E AR XM T &
¥ (Igamberdiev fllKleczkowski 2018). & T 1E N5
FERZ S5EMIEE RS, GBIk ] LU Brig v
A, R ERSM . @RS MR EPSIIE
HEREEW, R SRR (PR RARNE, G
R0 LR R B AE, AR T YA E ok 1)
AR, B-INARE 0. HO-mMRLL. =
i 2 R Bl S B B 1 R 4 TR TV 0 T4 A A
T DA BB R £ B 3 (Hanson 351991, 1994). fif
AR T ZAAAE T RARE Ffh. /R
JEERL R G RHEY), & 510 H T (Medicago
sativa) P E B E TR . EAE PR I
T FHORE T SR Bl 445 A2 4 Hh SR AR B (Simorh-
izobium meliloti) " 2 J85 & [K] /) 155 5 75 (Phillips 45
1992), #2583 B AT LAASE FH it S w4 A B it A 005 B
YE & 3 -4 7 (Trinchant 5 2004) . Wk 7] 2 il 3¢
BRATE A I 2 TR T 2 Bl 1) v 4 R R A, A AR 9 v
IR, |2 AEE T RACE & T, e 4~ 5l
AR A A R
6 MRILED

BUTAL A P ART & = H ISR AL UG Y 6 (di-
methylsulfoniopropionate, DMSP)., 7 2 ot DMSP
()2 B, THAXAE KR & (Sparting) . T 1 J& (Sac-
charum) ¢ A 45 (Wedelia biflora)=s 525 F6 W)
HfEfE . DMSPH HIIRZ B 16 & B, fE R
i =R 1 e A = A4 R 2 -2- 4 T IR, e
Y IR R B Se A SRR S- 2 R R
5% (Liao Fl1Seebeck 2019), DMSP[#) 4544 5GBAH
8L, PRt B R ATIBE SR T, T AR NI
FERA NS E S ) FEEZ .

2.7 %B%

% Ji% (polyamine, PA) & f 1K N 5 — KB iE
WY, EEAAAE T AKIEEIHL, wnzE Al
. PATEHEVIFIRE . MWIEIE. =&, F5
A8 356 AT T B DR Rk S AR rh R T AR,
BT AE W0 N AS ] ) i 38 2% 2 (Kusano 252007,
Alcazar?$2006). 1MLFG I+ A7 (E TR 5 PA& BOAR ¢
AR, XLl 120N R g i, BT R AR AR
Yol 1 B % 2 (abscisic acid, ABA)AEERAR 215 3
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AtADCI1/2. AtSAMDCI1/2. AtSPDS1/2. AtSPMS.
AtACL5SFIAtARGAH121f1 3R 1L, FTPAII& M5
UL (Alcazar552011), PALERE ) N XF £5 5By
IR RO HE AR F U R B A, T HLRR I 2 AR PA
W25 7B mEEER R PrE s A
L FE(Yang F1Guo 2018). 75 5 fpil s /K& B A0 i A4
i I 0 ANy o S A R ey ol B
PAs (Pistocchi®1990). i £h /K A& A 7E 25 oy i 1
[) b BB KRR it PR 3R B i 7K ST I Spd F1Spm . (Rina
HBharati 1991; Krishnamurthy f1Bhagwat 1989), 5
PAsL [F4E F o] DALR 3P S REARTE 4, 01 5 o e
SR () RS 1 A3 2R AN B AT 2E 20 ) B i

3 1EYIA RIS B R AN E B

ERBRI A AE y— Fh A5 e IR R A 1) A
SCMAAEDD I = . T Bk R R 22 (1 UE A IE BH, AR
KR THEERBR FEHENEKKE, ©55
R R A N, B e, TREE. H
RTFEYAR N O 558 HOFEI R : IVATR(ABA).
07 K (salicylic acid, SA). 7 #if#& (jasmonic
acid, JA). 42K FK. 7~% K (gibberellins, GA). 4
Jitd 4324 & (cytokinins, CKs). JHZZ 2 P i (brassinoste-
roids, BRs)F1ft I 4> A fiE (strigolactones, SLs) (Verma
2016). KEMBHTR A —MED R A S
B—REER, REAYARPAEKN B A
] ) A R B [ R PR S5 2% 1 R R AR T A AL
(I1E I (YangZ52019a).

3.1 BiEER(ABA)

R 3 253 A PR AR VBB it DA R S T
B SR A E . SR E RS E I E
B A, 10 H ABA 3% RS AL FF 5 XS HE P 0) 25 oy
AELFR) MR 82 G Dy L EE(Niud52018) . B 70 K ILABA
BAEYEE H PG, ARG IE 2R DA .
o ABA [f) %3z % 1 ABCG25 FI1 ABCG40 7E It i 2
W R FE 2 ABA . #hkiE mT U SAEY 1 P ABA
ARG 8 0, 12— 25 305 SnRK2s (Umezawa 55
2009). SnRK2.2/2.3/2.67 & 1k #5 i ABAM B 7644
AREB/ABF, 1X £ 53¢ R it — DS YIS &
JE T S LI I (Caids2017) . 28 N6 h i ad it
ABABIE () SnRK 2s 3 i i Fi BAM 1 AIAMY-34K

SR PRIVEARD 23 A B DL SO AR BB R R T i
% a2 (Thalmann252016). 25 1, ABAXT TS LI
VAR AR YRS £h 175 T (1075 125 e 1) 25 B2 SRS

Eh e 2 51 AR AR AT M Py Ca” B, 4R J5 R TH
fil )z R GEME 4> TN, 15 B Ca” {5 5 A I BRItk &
¢ B EAE ] (YangZ52019b).  EhHdMME T, Na' 5] &
41| Jf B 1Y % £ 4 FERONIA (FER)fILORELEI like
GPl-anchored protein (LLG) & A4Sz, HE S 5
LeCa’ JHIE, 5l P Ca R Tt (Feng52018).,
TMABA 3@ 18 1 4% ABI2 % FER f) 25 i R A4 S 30 6t
A% (Zhao%52018b). il FHEY) 2 il L i
H S E PR, BRIES &R Na /K.
L5 75 P (1) ABA-SnRK 2.6 8 ¥ 1 £ 8 i KAT1
Ca”'-CBL1/9-CIPK 235 5 I He i ) 0L B 77 K 4%
BRAKTI FEBEK RN, 53 Na /K I B
(Yang#1Guo 2018).

ROS 2 AE ) M S92 325 oy 3 1Y) B2 845 5 70 1
TR F 0850 LI K o0 A 2 73 /SR CLE25 MR
R B 50 52 RBAMIAIBAM3 I, M I
HABA A LK NCED 31 4% 1% (Takahashi%52018) .
ABABE T SnRK s R Hh NADPH 45 A4 Bl 34 i it 41
AT H,0, 17 £ (Szymanska2019). A AT 78 A I
JRBE 4G A (T H,0, % %2 28 HPCA 1/ £ H,0,15 5 (1 14
T4 i Ca® 38 I O (Wu:2020) . T e
IEAER M, $hi% T ABAMCa’ {5 5 1T SnRK2.6
MICIPK 11/2615 5 B He i#3% RBOHF & 14:, 1 ABII
T FE 3 HIAE B (Han%s2019) . 25 |, ABAJE T 1
7] 22 A TR A2 R R A AP0 6 3 F i B
3.2 &% (auxin)

R AR R AR Sk B R aE, T
AREEH T RIEEENIER. EKERZERE
& tir1/afb2/afb3 (¥ 53 A= 40 2% NaCl AL BE AR & UK,
TN R AR ] Re e AHAE SR p A A () —
g ML (Leyser 2018).  E:#0HI IR RAEK 54
KRR K, g — ML A KR AT
IFE(Liu%2015). #hHE R, K RFEIZERAUX]
FIPINT/ 2 5 o R A 5%, PRk A: K R Ik i ]
e 5 TR AP A K Z R 1D (Jiang%2016).
A KR ZARTIRIMAFB2 [ R IATE S il &4 T
W, R AK R R A K R AR R L ]
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YERF TR A K R AE 5 SR R P i A A K
(IglesiasZ52014). 8L pg 7+ J#R (lateral roots, LRs)
(YT RS A, 52 280 6 Jolp 36 PR 52 ), 7 2 5 R bl (<< 50
mmol-L ) FERIMHFFIHAK, Mrrmihst P&
L AMEIE . SR, fEaux]-753 38k, R EH
JHipiE 55 5 I LRS T i 58 4V Bk, IX R B Eh e
fie 1 A LR iR 2 (LRPs) () AR 4 6 1A K 3R 1 iz 4
F153 A7 (Zolla%52010) . 1X A BE A2 HE 4 1 — Fh AR AR
(1033 AL, B2 5000 R 8 AR R AT S I A=
Kook iE BLFA ST, [FE AR A 20 B B A Kok iR
F 7 T SR H R AR AR g

3.3 FRBR(GA)

A8 1 B A GA KT SR 5 £k il it .
EME SRS HZAGIDIS S, 75 5GIDI K EK S
Ak, F5 4 KA A ¥ DELLA S [ i GAGID1-
DELLAK &%), Ffi)5, E3i2 2 i&E#EFSLY 1 5DEL-
LAsH HAEH, 5 2(DELLAs#%26S & [ i {4 % i
(Bao%:2020). DELLAZE [4SLR1ZGA1E 5
-, ] LB Ik ) AR A A K A AR R e R AR
(Achard%52006). — L& 5 GAACHHAH S AL A, 4
AtGA20x7 OsGA20x5I8 I E 2 4= KR $E i iE 1)
i &5 12 (Magome£52008; Shan2£2014), #h i T
IKREOsDSK2a (— 2 5 GAKIE B R IZ K 45
A HRIB L, FAIC T IEEGAIKF, I
2T MK, RIS PGS T GAT K
PR A A K (Wang%52020),  4h, 7E/KAE T
FIEGAL fRFE R CYP7IDSL, S GAF gD, 1
IRT PR A SR RIS &, BB M SR
18 [ 52 1 (Zhou22020). T H.7E /K 78 S fir %
IEPICYP714A33E R, 1ZHE R7E B 1 5T GA K,
AT DA 5 KRG R 25 38 R i 52 14 (Wang%52016)
3.4 “HERSr 3% (CK)

A0 > R TR S 1 Y I £
P o R 22 1R IE 55 55 BH B 2k R TP Tl A Jik
IRl CKXs#B 298/ 0 P9 IR 40 73 4 25 F/KF, AT 3 o
(PR i 5 M (NishiyamaZ52011). 4023 22524k
AHK2/3/488, T i 41 7 41 0 1 1l 1% % 7 IR T~ AHP2/
3/5 L KB I MR T R ARRI/12 [ SR A8 35 2 15
7AW R £R 14 (Nishiyama252013), 1 511 $%
T-AZEARRS AR A4 1) 2 T HE oF £k 5 g iU 1) 2 Y

(Mason%52010). 4k, ARR1/12 4% 3iF B ] BL 4]
| K #% 18 R HKT1 [ 5% 5 (Mason%%2010), 1ifHKTI1
1) FH 2 4 Na'" M A J5i 3508 350 5 241) A Joi 340 76 A% 4 it
1 (Davenport&£2007) . 1X LEAJF 57 3 B 41 i 7 24 2%
TR PSR -
3.5 X EMEL(BRs)

HMIRIS INBR 2= G2 i 25 5 BN ) A= KA i) o
B 3 22 Pt RIABRA I K 24w HL b b ik
(Duan%§2017), 1fij #5 Bpie T 400 RE 7+ BA K2 F st BR
A B TR 98 78 A ) AR K 52 31 0 i) (Zhu 2562016a) .
BRAZKBRI1 LA 5 5 i& 45 H BSKS [ i 26 25 f i
Wnt £k 5N (Li%52012; Zhu2016b). 4% b
&, BRIE VA3 0T 361 . $h bihie 2 58 8 1
HREBIIBRIE S, HAENaCILbFE24 /5 R, 12 h
JE N A . [FIRE, $EBZR1E DS BR
A Ik KIDWFA (1) 221K 76 S B b, (AR PRk
BB IEH 7K F(Gengd52013). 3¢ HBR & il Al
DA KA R I HR BSK S TR IA TE R o 1 AR B 2
B, BE 5 FER(LISE2012). SR, SR8 T ZmB-
ES1/BZRI-51F E KAR AN _F 3 b 1 Rk s AN [,
TEHb 130 R AN, AHAEAR Hh 1) 8 RF S 4k 41,
F O TR RETE AN R A A L 2R R I 2V 38 B
51 AL R 5 U BRAE 5 Wi 3 (Sun%5:2020) . 7£ 7 fii Al
BN, SME INBR2 7 S A A I A A 2
I B R B (Zhu %5201 6a), X AN 41 AH L 1E W] 5,
Pem T e R LEEE . 7E Bk, BRs
i G Ca” M A A R, 7 ZmCCaMK A
HIPTE DI fEI(YanZ5:2015). BRIFE S H—E A (NO)
B ARG BTk 35 W ae 51k 1 A A 5245 (Zhu %5
2016b). X LEHf 5L K B, BRI#E T 75 FROSIH R L
R T AR A e 1 R P 3
3.6 mpHEAEE(SLs)

SLs 5 H] A& MARAE H 73 55 45 5 H R0 4 01
BRGS0, FEAE S HEAEY B IR
R 4% 5% B A1 ] (Gomez-Roldan%$2008). 4 i 18
P T SLsth B it . SLsifg N A RS
racGR24 7] {ig i3k £h i 26440 T I A K, TR 4
A VR FH RCR RIS M (Ma%$2017). 4
T B SLs i, 52 4R D14 7K fi# SLs % A= ¥ % A8 4k,
5 D3/MAX2-based SCFE A WAH HAEH; 7 i)
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5 AW A 5% 0 K 7 D53/SMXL6/7/8 12
AR, SLISLAE 5 5 (Burgerf1Chory 2020).
HIF 5 Ak ol 38 2= | A 420 o SLs ¥ 72 £ (Aroca%é:
2013). NaClif5'F 1 M B AR - H 5 L AR AR 1) 4
25 5 SLAEY) & i AH 5% 1 i (CCD7 1 CCD8) il
MAX2[#) F ik (Ren%52018), A1t #h i@t I
WSLAR T IR AR 4 70 RIBE SLIK) % Il K

3.7 IKH5E&(SA)

SATE&FPAEAE Y IE h R FEEEAEH . HME
IS INSAA I 58 T HE W LB & R &
R, SR T SR N A VR A% (Ahang-
er¥:2019). EFIEF T, T EAISA (>100 pmol-L™)
AbFRIE R T A TR B R A, T KT
SA (>50 pmol-L™)AbHRZEME T A T i, W
SA T AH A £k (TR 52 VA 751 2 RN (Lee %2010) .
[, SAE B B AR M snel FISA A & 58 A8 ik sid2
HO0T 18 B, X R SA YR Y 1) Eh e B FE
FAAE R &2V (Borsani®$2001) . NPR1FINPR3/44(
FESASZAR, T EATTTESAR 2 3 K (1) ZR ik o R F5 4
S I1E F (Ding%£2018). 7E M0 if R ik AtNPR1
BUMANPRI %y )8 1L 3 I SAMS 5 15 1 X S AL AN
B M8 [T % 1 (ZhangZ52014). ML ZF,
nprl-5RAFRBE IR SAME 5, X £k 5 3R AL Hh 8 Uk
(1155 2 (Jayakannan®$2015), 2810, 7E/KFEH LR
IKANPRIFR B AR = 7K R IS A, % 25 ia A
A E U, BE—DAER T SATR$E Yt
R AT BE R A IR RI(QuilisZ52008) . SAFTRN
AR 1 25 03 N 41 93 il S R AR R PSCS I 3R
1A, T HIE PR 1 i AL SR (Zheng552018) .
LR, W58 R Blnpr -5 R AEAR K el SRAR B T 8=k
JE N AR IR FE K, T ASAT] LR % 5 13
TH [R5 1 R . 5 i 38 (Jayakannan%52015), X 3£
B SATEHRAR E5 o 18 (1 %A J7 T #R AR AR R R H
3.8 RFIER(JA)

VBN —Fl 5 RSO OC I BER, T AL R ILJA A
257 HEF AR . EhEhE TIAKFET A,
JAAS 518 I8 B 0E (Valenzuela52016) . TAK 3244
COIl 5SKP1JE /& A ASCF™" E3#HEF =N T
JAZ ) B fitk, FE LA IR N % [K] (Wasternack £ Song
2017). 18 T IAME 5 S i A4 R A K.

COIN FIMY C2/3/4 1 5 A% LA Je TEALAR jaz3- 1 1E 25 [
18N 208 3 40 ff ff K (ValenzuelaZ52016). 1t 4h,
T R AU FEAS A jai 3TE 2 il T 5 B A4 A
B R AR KORES, BE e A K AR R,
— R ITALE SR R A 5 T AR AN D
JAT] I 4EFFROS BB 1 Fa A R #h 23 % (Far-
hangi-Abriz fll Ghassemi-Golezani 2018). [&] ¥f, JA
A RCEAR R 1Rk D F BT A AR AR R B (Ab-
ouelsaad fllRenault 2018; Kurotani%$2015), 1MJA&
I v 1 A T /N F2 RO RS I i S 14 (Zhao 55
2014). Zi ERTIR, JAA 3 B9 A KA AT e 2 25
T —FhE B E RS . FHTAGE I h R A A
BRI AT DAEAR 38 N 2H 212 4 175 5 R 8 (Geng %52013),
KEWEIAG S BRI FRE, KiE
T2 A S R ALK cpm 2 F hebiba ) 5t #iNa' ]
R D, 0 B I BB PR AR, (HAEAR T R
3| 7 5 (Hazman%§2015).  [FHE, FKTAG R AR
1 opr7oprSTERL b3 £ RLFEAIS, (HAEAR 5 2R
o 34558 (Ahmad452019), IXSE 22K H, JALLZH
138 BRI 7 A SRR ER i (e S it Ab,
coil FZFARTE R F 17 R AT £h by i B8 fURK, (H7E
Pl 5 1 AR K S B 22 57:(Ding%52016), it BA
JAA 5 B RE R AR AT DRSS ()R 5 1) 77 =
39 2%

a2 R EM RN CIEIFR . AR
B, #h 8 AAE 3 K B 3GE ACST (Dong 55
2011), 1y Hoie i o 22 28 i 7% A0 2 0 (mitogen-
activated protein kinase, MAPK)Z¥ ik fz M. 7E 25 17K
F R AL RS SE ACS2/6 (XuZ52008), 40 1-51 58
R FE-1-RR(ACCO) A B LB TFAE AR A R B B
B 26 I H B0 AR T 25 7 (Zhang 252016), BF 50K
MG T 20756 B AR PRk eto I eto 2 B AT L 3% i
HE(Jiang%2013). Z5 BATR, EPia S L0
R EE NS R e E BB . Bt
CAAL, ZIE 5 5 FIs ey B o —
EMTER . A LRGN, LM RETR
ETR2 V) K 2. 0% %52 %$ERS1, ERS2MIEIN4 /& i ik
1o SRT, CME7KF T S 8O Z AR FICTRII
R, B 2% 3B I i 5% A7 EIN3MIEILL 5 #2 2.0 %
N7, 084S 4 5 A4 K (DuboisZ52018). 2.0t 45
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A7 CTRI1 5k 2% 5 B 25 1 34 58 (Wilsond52014),
1M 1E J428 BBl 7 EIN2 FTEIN3/EIL 1) T B ik 2k 5 A%
AT 2 30 H B v 1 SR BBURR 1 (Peng %52014) . 1 —
WAL R I, SR E AT 2615 S & SO
gy WM, Ehi5 S 7 VF Z EIN3/EIL 1K
31 P 1577 10 A 2 JE TR ) 22 18 (Peng £5:2014) . #ENaCl
AbFR 5, EIN3M) B 24 5 ESELFIERF 1 (1) 3Rk /K
W] 5 T+ (Zhang 2 2011). B T # K48, #h
B R TE & K BT 20615 516 S A ab
~, EIN3 4 [ DAEIN2AK At FTEIN2 AN i 1 77 20 AR
R LR, ZIEME 5 IER A R E T EY)
i} 32 P (PengZ52014).

4 FrEALRE RGHIRHEI & 1 AT

4.1 HEIImE LS

T TR M AE IR SRR T AT A AR 2%
AH Jr 7 A (R A AN T A (R I =4, [ B A2 A A AE
T8 52 A0 G E I B AR B BRI . R IR
LR, YR B E R AR AR MR KT, 53
PR BTGP EUE bR RS T ). (H2 41
Vi 2 B 3 WA s, FLAR RS AR B A P A
FIE R 2T A P9 & 1 5. DNALL KT sk s 4
AR, sV A A PN I AR B AR A S N, e 24T B
HO AR5, BRI, EYINAKKE -

EHEA R E R, BEARE T
FALE. BRI A B (Nadarajah 2020), FEY1A
P ¥ P S 977 1 2R 4 A B A AL DR R SRR
A SE AL B 4 32 48 (Gill M Tuteja 2010). 7EBEAE AL
ARG KT EZE A BEEAY BEE. iR
M A YBE . APt H Ik JE B . A BEH Ik
ANV, PREAPIR RIS B . LA
i A Wi (Li%5 2015; Begara-Morales%5:2015). 1E
it (2 SR 977 2 AR 8 b R A T I 56— 2B e i AL
VAR, HOR R R B AR JE A E R S,
A R e S A S P EH A IR e S Y Bl AN O AR
AR AT M. AERR I A AL 8 R S A A Bt
HAK. PR MR, 4e4 1. KA MR MKk
H)(Garcia%$2020). JEBEAR FALBT 114 5T B AT LA
B 5 I AR SR R SR, AT DU A B
) A B M AR TS B . AE R, )

A4 P BT B AT PR 3 1 v T DA v A A R P
B PIRE 77, XU T Y PR BE T Pl B
I 5 2P (Nouman%52014).
4.2 MENRERE

T D ARAFAE — L R AR ] LU E )R A
PG R AT PR 42, AT 8 0 A A HE Btk P
EIREERRE ). ot — 2 A (CO)FINOfIL A4 fiF i
BYSNP, — 35 B FHE M Zhag, mT LLid s 5 s i iy
PrEALEEE Y, kBT A S, 1 mE
(AT 6 1 (Xie%52008). L4, 45 1F 5T % B, microR-
NAZ #h Wi 1) b B fE. 75/ FKFEH,
miR 17238 1 ¥ [m] — P i S K INDETERMINATE
SPIKELET1 (IDS1, 7KFeii &5 14 ) 6 i 42 5 1), BA
AR i R R A PR G B AR R R
P AT 7 38 RS 0 it 5 1 (Cheng®5:2021), 76 A A
YRR B RPN R — A PR, T
ATDATEBR AR N B A R BEE TR IIR A, A
TR AR B R AE AR N & —Fp it 2 Ham K
PUAALT, PRI G 52 AW I8 B AR A 11
153 (Yug52018) . #2838 7] LS BRAE Y74 A PR
£ il 1 A R A H,0,, B INAE Y (1T £ 1 (Liang %5
2015), JEIT SR S T AR B ZA v Lo i i 3R
LS w0 o) P s e B A 30 D R 1 ) PR
IZRI%, GEARERIME 5 B RIAN R I A R 1) 5
FH(Weid$2015). FEREDAR AN 4EA 2R ) —
FKHUEMG . A FRKB, (SR ER R N AE N
IRZ BRI T RV« @ X s 7 b it
WS W £ R 55 DR (PDX) il W F 90 I, 46 2E 3B,
A DA B o R o 7= AR 1) A B H 2 (Chen
Xiong 2005). 44z 2B IE B 75 A8 20 A A B0
FE A 44 B AT ] (Denslow452007) . fEAEY) %
P, AN 4R KB S BN, 5t
I A B 75 2 IR 4E A 3B, AT DUE 5 DR AL I 1a 0 R
£ i B PR 0 R D A A0 R N ROS AR B2, 348 5
FEL 0 B 1 58 AL BE 77 (Tunc-Ozdemir%$2009; Rapala-
Kozik%52008). #ELEZRCAKBHERIL S T 2R
3, B A ERANE R AL, fENZ A S
FOSAR I SR B R, fETEBRROSIT R A H5E
H E ({4 I (Foyer f1Noctor 2011). i 7F 1% 7% #
YK IR R IS I AR 4 2R FRCUE S, 4EA R C
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AT LA 3 Yk PRI ROS R 2 6} 4 420 g i i e 19047 56,
N T 52 R 38 A 1 3 %R (Shalata fINeumann
2001). 4By REMWE, 2 —Fhina i
IR PRI A R TR AEE M B
K oo-tE F W, H 3 BALE TR, [
FEEA PR B ROSIT A AL I T RE, LAYERFIE )
SERME, B EE S oA B IR ST S
VB, B B DR I SR A 9 2 ek b B SR A B A0 )
FH,0, AR &=, JF H HAR N B ALyl HE 4
A A DA R st S A S £ 3 A 2 B T A Y
TF % (Kumar®$2013). BRibz 4b, B-iHE b &R &
P RANN S, EU T RIEKAY b RE
ISR I BB R A4 T e ML B I R R IR, 753
o8 s B DR T S A PN D SR S A g A i
ALY () PR RGN, B T A 5 DR AL R T I i
EhME(YinZ52020)

5 B/ T RIS NE X 4 M i

5.1 3INa'/K F#&ikias

T — e RN 2B NG S TRk
UEGEN S ERORE LAV (OB s ¢ -4 S X =K
X Eh 38 PR A s N, AR IE I R FE E S H -
ATPase. H'-PPaseflINa'/H'i¥fi iz & [ ffd v,
ST P 4RGN S IR . mK R TIRE, A
T H ARG R (Zha 2003) . 515 —E AL A (NO)
i 3 4% H -ATPase 1 H -PPase fiff 3 M & 45 /E H,
H'-ATPase F1H -PPase i i £ 34 Ji Ay Na'"-H Wi % iz
HEARAES) ), A K 2, Na' B R
Wb . AENaCIFME T, AP INOMR B 2= 7E AT ][]
PR, fof 47 B g bt T T I ) 5 38 (Zhang
£52006). 11 HAE KB ik & IINO 2 i i B0
AKTVE[ B 73 38 28 (1 AINa /H 18 s 2 1 k18 n
T AT £6 74 (Chen%$2013)
5.2 XFSOS15EM AT

SOSI1 (salt overly sensitive 1){F MY i &
PSS BSOS 1 INa"/H B 451814,
LR T S R D I R 32 RE 1B VI OG . M HEY)
7 AL T, 22 25 TE AR B (MAPK)
RERAEA NG T8 P REERCBEIEH, BT
Ui A A2 R I N /H 36 [ 3% 32 R (SOS ) . 1 i g

D (PHD)7K fif 7= A2 (1) B % 16 2 B M A PK 6 % R AL,
SOSI, #&m P 25 1 (Yu:2010). 76 il T,
A- T 1% 19 IS 9k VLB (phosphatidylinositol 4-phosphate,
PI4P) ¥ & & b Tt 254 BSOS [ Cli, & Na™/
H' i #35  A E PE . PLATPIAP 1) 8 75 A5 Ak 1 4%
FERRAE 25 B 38 R 1 it 57 (Yang 25:2021).  B& 1 %t
SOSIPEEHEAT IR 4b, B ATtAG W LR M, e
K b, SOSIE 32 31— 28/ o1 (R 35, Hlan
At SAT] LLASOS 1 (1) 55% (Rao%%2021) .
5.3 XtH*-ATPases&4+aYIET

1% Hi % UL Z (phosphatidylinositol, PI) & H'-AT-
Pasefif [t #1771, ‘& 45 & fEH -ATPase i [ Ciiig, {i
ANA2RFd . @i S5, A7 Tk
PRI B AN VLR I T B T R (C18: 1) TESH R (C18:2)
FINE PR PR (C18:3) 1] LA B2 5 5 Ji | [JH -ATPase 4
&, WOE e s, SE Y i £ P (Han%52017).
Y ¢ i (phosphatidylcholine, PC)# I B AT LA 7K
fErh H -ATPase i 11 (Kasamo 1990). [ FE4 HT 7%
fril, T KA AN AR AT LAGH - ATPase 13
PR B AN A 15 1F B (Sanchez-Nieto%5$2011),  Wie-
landt%5(2015) %5 i, ¥ 1A% A5 T LA FUIH -ATPase
AHA2 [ 9191 5L R TR &5 &, Wi H -ATPase, Jf
XA aE T T AHA2 (I 55947 M 2 F IR — 4
BLH - ATPasei® I 1) 1IE S BERR AL A7 55 . 75 2R
18R, HSH#EH -ATPase f1SOS1 ik S 4 7 1Y)
A& N Na /K" Fi (Zhao52018a; Liuzs2021) (K1),

6 RE

It AT L 0 o 7 56 il 56 P 8 P T 7 R
FRRN, 1R 2 £ 6B 38 44 PY i B HL B A4S 2 78 2>
IffRE . H AT A TR SR B 18 F) 3 AT T
AR AR R IS AE S B P 2 T LB R
TR BIBR 2 0T R 74T X SOSTE S gt i
P, DLRCRE e 0 T H -ATPase (135 PR 1 1545 .
TGN UL LN 7 128 O T4
PRI 38 L S Bl 38 [R] A 22 5 E 22, (EAR BN
KPR B N AR TR R S5 T AL A
VISRV 2 TARZ . AEACHHA R i ia
£ A 52 4 5t 52 24k i g K 435 5 38 2% 5 AR 1
25 SR, DR AP 7 2 b g8 A 0 A A X AR A i 2 3
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Fig. 1 Saline-alkali stress response model

R TR 75 295 AT ML AT KR AT LA 5. %40
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