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Abstract: Glutamate receptors-like receptors (GLRs) and their encoded proteins, which are homologous to
ionotropic glutamate receptors (iGLURs) in mammalian cells, are ubiquitous in plants. Glutamate (Glu) ex-
tensively regulates morphogenesis, growth, development, response and adaptation to environmental
stress in plants, suggesting that Glu may function as a novel signaling molecule in these processes. Based
on the current advances in the field of Glu, Glu synthesis and metabolism, the effects of Glu on morpho-
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genesis, growth and development, response and adaptation to environmental stress in plants were sum-
marized, and the research direction in Glu signaling in plant resistance was discussed.
Key words: glutamate metabolism; molecular signal; stress tolerance

BT K 2 O [ 5 i S v, W 2%
PR AR aE, X Mgk ERKK
B WA B A T S AR B2 (Zha
2016). FfE RIRSARALRE, & Phblm RSk,
SRR FURN 1 A P N T 25 i 38 PR R 1, I
PRI H b 5] 9 8 0 40 2% R B fE L &5 ), Bl
R B B 2 SRR R O v R RIE T A B 4 i)
(Janni%%2024).

F 5C9IF 52 45 2 2 (glutamate, Glu) £E 340 17K N
BAEWEY R WEBIKN FEERES TS
SRR A KK E S H A PR AR A 1 g 8 A i
I T 224 6 A GluR 28 28 5 vy A< P I T 2 5 e vt
4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS)/E k., 5 #4045
e ihia J 855, BIGluffy 4 B¢ P (oxidative toxicity)
YE FH (Vaglio-Garro%52024), 18 H Rl 3£ A5 48 76 1
Yy Gluse 75t 5 A KA HAE S ik N I XE T
Ae. BHFLR I, GlufE WA 4K K & IR F T
REFEVFZHED R, BT (DEYH95% LA
EINH, 5 LA R P NH, FINO, £ A IR i
J5Lfiff (nitrate reductase, NR)F1V. fiff i i J& fiff (nitrite
reductase, NiR)M: Ji 7 A4 (INH, #8 75 & 48 &% &
B/ IR A B (glutamine synthetase/glutamate
synthase, GS/GOGAT)fE A [ 4L [f i€, Glukb7E %1
Wrpfr B, I Gluft & S Y 2R T RS
= Z A Hl (Fortunato®$2023) . (2) Glu & HAH AR
PG EES SEY RS TRITR . HAh s 5
R S5 5 BAL S & O ARYY, Iy e . A
RARYHE AR 1 H £f f4(Baslam%52021). (3) Gluth
FEFEY) 2 21 G B BB AR T R OB T 4%
R HET S M A A () AR KR B (Qius$2020). (4)H
MIERLET I+ (Arabidopsis thaliana) | & {8 R I 51
A T RSN R 52 VR (1onotropic glutamate re-
ceptors, iGLuRs) 4 fLl i) & & & 2 14 (glutamate re-
ceptors-like receptors, GLRs) ] [EJ5 7 51 J5, K=t
Ft IR SE GLRs 5 K] J e g bd B L EEREA IR 32

TE1E(Naz%52022), 7~ GlufE ) ] 1 A —
MEENEEE ST, S5 AEENEKRKRE
X T8 35 P ) 7 3 o

xR 2R, S 91EH. GLRsS
A KR E LPuidi vt Ok AT 7380 i, I
18— E W50 R (L T #£452023; Forde?52013; Li
£2017; Qiu%§2020), {H H 7 A X Gluly o] #1647
TEAE A KR E MO 3 1 3558 B
HHAME S FRIMK R, H5E N GlukKFwifa 48
s AR it Glu g a7 18 35 48 9 A K B i ok,
B A RGN S Kot HAER Y H GLRs
A AT 4 Gludid, 7] B 3 AT LA H % B2 (glycine,
Gly) J% ¥ 2 1% (arginine, Arg) %5 22 i 2 & fR WU
5L AN Ca® N B A A5 5 1 5 (Grenzi%52022),
BRI A B — 18 GLRs PR RAR B i Rk Ab 3 T
FEPR PP, AN RE 78 40 Ui B Gl i S5 AE Y bt
W2 A I R S L. R A ST AT AT R
Bt B AR RAR S S R, 45 IR A KRB
ANJEI ] R T N IEGIuKFAs Ak HAR e
Pl i A e e R 3R AR A B A, 0 X A ] AT
RAMLRRFN T, AR A BB R AR, I
P2 AR T T 1A

1 EGlutis

1.1 Gluby& R AR

(F i AR ) T GOGATAE Sy S ) 5% B g 4k
5 2z (glutamine, Gln)¥g 2 5 7 7% 2 o- i ) —
1% (a-ketoglutaric acid, a-OG), [A] 4= %24 T Glu,
HA1 197 GluR & (NHy/NH, ) EGS AL T A4 1
53 ¥Gln, 53150 T HIGluUAE Ny & B A 2 R R/ 2
HR IR S BNE VIR, 12 R B EY)
Glud il Zag it Hk, JCHEME R E T
[A] s P W 8, R G At T 55 Fofp e = A AR B K T
IS5 2 R it & i (glutamate dehydrogenase, GDH)
T [ A 82 i Glu [L-Glu+H,O+NAD(P)=a- ¥,
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“MR+NH,+NAD(P)H,], Jf & 2 # B 2 75 19 1F 1
(Qiu%2020); MtAbh, HAhHE F 5T FE 2 Glu sy —
AN BRI 2 — (Batista-SilvaZ$2019).
1.2 Glubg 5y iR 5

Y P AR 2 25 Gludy AR 42 (1) Glur]
1EGDHAEAL 43, ZI& 45 2 H 4 NH, [F] 4k
) 573 — 2% & 4%, 1H K GDH X NH, 3% fl /7 8K (K .=
5~70 mmol-L™"), [&l 1 12 Jz 7 3= %2 8 3 Glu B fift 5
[FJEAT, 0 A AGIuLE = S A R - 22 HGDH
197, I HAERR . BARH T k#5545 B 24 H (Liao
£2022). (2)4GInt 532 PS5 208 B A B
T 29 fif 34 0 i), Glun] 78 25 2 BR I 2 I (glutamate
decarboxylase, GAD)fiE1L T, £ Ho-7 & KM%
S N A Ry-22 %] R (v-aminobutyric acid, GABA),
6 3 I ) i A7 U I D Be, DAZERFRE A AR Kk
H, HGABAE MY h— K G BRI IEER AR
AR, CHUESLAHE N —ME 501, HIEED
A KR B 30 1 T B (Caspi®i2023). (3) 414
FNEZN 0 BEREI R EAee Svid 1 SIEREI e N 73 e o D
Glu A Y, FEAEML IS IR-5-F2 1R & BB (pyrroline-5-
carboxylate synthetase, PSCS) I M Ibk-5-F2 FR 4 [

fiff (pyrroline-5-carboxylate reductase, PSCR)f# 4k,
A= il 2% (proline, Pro); 17 75 %80 2 78 2 I JU PA 1
RIRIR AR A BiPro, HE T A 25 14 5 A8 0 i 390
(AlvarezZ52022). (4)7EMH 4R & BaE T, Glufk
N E BT OGS e R kA R
WK R B BS54 (QiuzE2020). (5)7EGS/GOGAT
G PR b 2R 19 190 1 GluAl o- B R 76 375 B (L T
A R o-OGFI HAh Z ., it — P H T H S &EA
i 2k IR ATE B AL A P (Majumdar 552016,
Qiu%52020) 5 H(&l 1)

2 GUiEHEEMIIEASIER .. K% 5 M

— PR R AR T REAE NS 5 T AT IR 2
LB AT A N %o PR 85 0 8 i R B Bk 2 SRR
TR Z — IR B, J B ah o5 ST G B i ek
W R E AR E B IEW EHKT, Xz
ZITR B A% % A (BB TR S B4 fift (BB A7 )i 4
i) )2 U1 E R, LLURIEHAE NS5 2 T DhRg(Zhu
2016), 1M Glufe 84 14 B & 2 2% & i S A g
17, Ol R ARG 5 0 T R I R U8 1)
RT$E. I8 Y GluZE FE7E A B2 e AKCF, RIAE

B
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Fig. 1 Glutamate and its relation to metabolism of other substances in plants
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VMR, BE. ARKKE. BTSSR R
RN ENE=T R /RO NEEZ b U i BN
WA R ANEGH, FTEMAEKKE . /A
R SRS A 1 5T A5 7 2 BLIE R 5 AR AL (Qiu e
2020). [RIE, WFFCH R BB R R 2 A0 S
W AL S AN M TP iGLuRs 8. 2549 AE R HLHIAH
A GLRs BE R, H 9wt 2 [ 2 40 M JF I E—2KGlu
4% 8 IRIE, 650 Na RICa” i e N,
T 7 AN A 5 gl i AR LA S, JELE
AR A o) 7 A S I B4 85 3 o R 4 R AR AE
(Toyota®$2018), iX tH NGlufE N £ & 5 71
PR K B S H X B85 ) 5 e [ i Y BE
E T S5 K DrRe kA .
2.1 G SERREKEE
2.1.1 GluiFEEIR RZRSEK

LR IF 2 ARAR 22 2 A AR BN Glu [ U A7,
AMIEL-Glusb BT = B . — AR I 7 A 240
PE, 0 FARA, HAR I FEUTAR A ER AL A AR &
A T AR, 1T RS2 AR U R IR Glu Ak BRAR 2F,
H.2 3 — B 1] J5 38 A2 AR 7 2 % Glu Ak 3 U,
& BHOUAR O Glu ) SR 52 o B 1ERE AT Gludk B 1Y)
FE [ 4% (Forde 4:2013; Walch-LiufForde 2007;
Walch-Liu%§2006); i3t — 2 B 78 S 5 3 FE Glu i)
HIR R A KR G PE R R R, IR
iF 2 AR it B pH B 18 (Kim 562010) . {6 A 17
P IERR 2 HI%F 8 & 53 dIINFE TF4h iR R AT
AR, R Glukb B et | AR A AR A1,
HAREIERR I — e EIH] TR R
K, UESE T Gluxy #2724 s 28 B MR e A
— £ (Forde%£2013). B4k, 4MJECa® J Glukh B ik
A5 G il A K Z A B 40 1 771 (1-N-naphthylphtha-
lamic acid, NPA)XJ 4L 77 AR AR AU AR % A2 (1)
141/ FH (Singh F1Chang 2018)., X 645 51143 B,
GlufE N5 50 T FCa™ (5% K GLRs 3 A 2 5
TR IR RS A %
2.1.2 Glu5#FiELIXFE

B I A i R I GLR3.SHE R ik B, M
175 K M N 8545 5 FF 5 i 7% R (abscisic acid, ABA)
THAEH, M ABAE 555, A2 3 Fp 5 (1)
W 2 BT FE K TR MBI GLR3. SR IA Y 58 | Fh 7

XTABA RS, B3R T DT Ik, it Rk
GLR3.55: R () b M 4 %5 1 7 % T 5 ) [A] (Kong
£52015). KALHE TR I, R0 E R 2 ] 3R
(Cucumis sativus) M85 &, HAERE P N O 8
(ethylene, C,H,)/K~F 1 L F, T 4 it Glu ] 32 2 417
i 2R e T B TOM 18 RO A2 CH B 2 AR, A2
TR ) B R AN &) v AR 2R A K (Chang 552010) .
DA ot 3 b B R O B v GlufR i@ 4%, FFdE—
W H S ARG S 5T BAER, oA
fiff he— BEFh B R FRAK BCPE 20 22 EnE AR, X
I A FHRANR T -
2.1.3 GluiizEIEKELE

o AE P W i S B R AL B AT AE — e AR R B
WIRGluZK - (3~41%), (EXHHE (Nicotiana tabacum)
)i 1AM o-OG (Glud BRI AA) W 7] A5 4w Hh oy U
GluzK¥ 2 4 &, 1X 7] 68 K GS/GOGAT #IGDH /&
YEFFRE )R P Glugik BEARAHE 58 (1) S5 R, T a-OG
T AbAE A Zesk 2 ) DR B R 4% ko XS i (Solanum Iy-
copersicum) %)t M Fr A1t Glu ] i (e ik 27T Dk
Femrt ot a RN T e E A K, B 3Gl
A1 Asp [F] A8 F ISP R0 B8 4, W Glu 5 Aspla] f77E
1 [5) %% . (Alfosea-Simon %5 2020), {H Glu 5 HAth 2
R 2 AR Y A KR G I 5 A7 E A BAR
HIEEFFIAE . bt Glusb BEXT /K FE(Oryza sativa)
Sy Hb bR 0 AR KA A R A A,
R ERE TR e &, AR
HPitEGlusb #E30 minf5, /KFER R h 50, iz,
BT T B e A DG (1) 122 (R A PR 5
FKiE, tEME R R T W, BRI S
Ao, RIAG] MENE 5125 THEWE TR
R S5 5 7 TR, AR A2 F Gludt 2] & 2L
BORAE 591 5 HAtfE 5 0 FAHEAE A KK
B AU & B R R B AE ] (Kan%52015, 2017).
X K (Zea mays) %11 53 5] 4bjiti 1 mmol-L™' Glu Al
40 mmol-L™" a-OG &b Bt & 35 {2 3k 1 4 i Hh b 35
MRARAEK, B\ VA ER. FEBERTY
& AU AR 1, FEIG O T 4 E B 2
JICETHEAE2023). 486 KFE, Gluft —E R ETE
W, Al R SR AR KR B RO B e 1)
Wi J87, 384 S A 0 AN A58 Joh L ) v 12 o
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2.1.4 GUIETEMER A R T

/N ST 8§ (Physcomitrella patens) AL 55 24 4
GLRE A AL, AT GLRIE R J Ho il i
HZh g B ARM Rl 20174F Kk R AE Nature I 7¢
R W, 5 1E 5 FRIK GLRIE R [1) /I S 6 A AR AH L
GLRI AN glr 1 Flglr2 By fig 1R 4 AR, (HANBRA 2K
51 SR TR A, BAEZRE AR, TR
GLREE KB 1R 3 OP 2515 5, DU 58 5 32 4G i
F2; BhAh, GLRIE R4mhs 5 iR % 451 Ca® i 38 7T 1
TR Ca® KT, J5 S 250K B T % BELLL &K
A, H.GLRIE R Z: 53544 M e 38 T A 1
FHAERE A IE A A o 2 1 BE DR ST 1 (Ortiz-Ramirez 55
2017). K ZFRAESciencelfIHf 7 B iE 5K, GLRE (4 1]
G IRANC B IR ie NP, iR A5 (55, it
T YA 42 40 B I AN BEAE R AL R 5 A R R S R,
FRAEME . R 720 38 TR R 2 AE I AR T R S
HZAEH](Michard%52011),  #E— B0 53R W], 729
B4 7% CHRNICHON HOMOLOG (CHIN) %K [ 75 1]
WO GLR, 3 11 U 428 46k B 1R A A A AE K A (Si-
mon%52023; WudickZ5:2018), i i X JH 51647 &
A1 it GABA & B, GABA 4t 1 7] 2 GLR i 5 Jfg N
Ca’"{5 %, JFI4 GDH AR S A 5 Ca™ i, M
TREFEN A K A A Gludh B 48 7] 355 R e 4
i F Ca’ NI, [HGABA K 1Ca™ 15 5 T i,
HW s A ARSI, 3 B AR 5 4 M fe /D 3R
% VR _E I GLR, {H 4%t Glus& 75 ] B HE1E K
B AEKILA fri— P R 7 (Yus52014). DL L
45 3R WAt GluAy 3 I AR A Hh o T 7 A 8 4 21
Z [ HIEAE B sh W ph 22 2 40 b L | 2 2k
1% A5 (A5 7 Ak A ABL, B P IKGIE SEGLRTE
A I v DR ST PR RR A
2.2 Gluijgstams #

Li%5(2019)HF 78 & B Glu T b # AT 3@ 3 i fi |
GLR, {fi i /hCa> B5 AL IZ N BN, % S I Ca’ /K
FHEEE S), L4511 & (calmodulin, CAM)J»
T AT T WO mm N, 3 P R OK A A
fihr 38 R BOAFIE . it H Gluflo-OGHR 1/ T K 4h i
AME AT IR GluzK P, UE SEGlufs 5 AT i i e 2F 34
B HTE A A B R 3 BEE R T Y U R
DUR B E TR 0. P L P E E DA

WEGL I FROSIEEA SR FRAR A BB T 2 o i
0. WA LS S B s AR R 4 T A
TR L R (T BE552023) . IZ AL 7E Gludl
5% 71 5% (Brassica rapa)ii P 10T 78 A .15 2 IE S
(Quan%2022). fE#WIE T, i RIEMYBS5 #4535
PR K R &)y vt A AR 2R R GluFIGABARE 55
FE BRI # P (El-Kereamy%452012) . 424K 5, HHY)
FER IR T BRI B S AR R Glu, AT i i A
it FH Glu 7 20, 34 5 A A7 T 038 R (RBE T
VIR & B M b A AL TE T, DU SRS % R 1 KF
MIROSIE B HE 77, DRIP40 B IE (1) 56 8 ) Dhe, AT
FE =R B R
2.3 GluiF= 42 %

KR A B A KB R R S 7 R Jo ) B I
9, RFZ I SRR 7K A AT AR 7K IR Ak P R A% 00 o) AR
PRAEK . BEMAE . RBREK ARG &, H R
FEAR 7K B A 58 B [ Bk 52 me) R — 25 43 #r
F W], HIVE T Gludy B AGDHIFE P 2 v K IE T
IKFE G A ) B B B, I I Y A i B K
T B P GlufQ i, 358 Glufl R & H AR =
GABAZK-, ] . 35 B /K FE LRI ¥4 14 I 2 R AIK
Tk A& i PR /N RS B RURFRL 7 B A1 (Jia 55 2015,
2017), ZEAAII B 7 45 B AE 0 B 401 1 (Song 55£2024)
(PRI ¥4 PERTE 72 AR A3 BINESE . B AR B, X 25 4l
A it Glu R 2 25 38 5 AR BB R 40 866 R0
PR BT 1 S G b 5 ¥4 e 38 A 5% (1) CBF % 5% (A1
T IR R FRIA KT, T3 S 4 T 1 A P (LeeSs
2021). X 7K A5 41 0 AR Glu b Pt 7] 384 Ty 6 35 oy
ETRYEE, S KE. BERBREE. b
ARG KB T RER(FJF,) FOGE R, 15mKRg
FEARIR N A ¥4 P (Steinbrecher Al Leubner-Metzger
2017). A EZ5 SRR, it KRB FHEWA R
PR Glu, 38 A2 A it F Glu b 2 25 0] 38 i 1 51K
Tt 38 AT A HA I TR A A, R R 1
B0 AR 5% i Pro MIGABA R 2 1 111 $2 i AL 4y it
A1
2.4 GluiBiEEIxI7K 43 BB B i 13 14

IR, T R 2AN R AN R i
16.(Gossypium hirsutum) %) R 2 K FHNR. GS
S GOGATE LI PRI, R 5 i b FEAR IR B2 8L/,
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MGDHE 1 A S 2 2 R R S B S s
BIHGIN, i 5 SRR AR, R A i B AR R
I GluflProf &, AR 5 il 2K G & HE bRk 2
BUPR(CEES52012, 2013); AT WLGluAMY 5 & ATE N
BBV, & AR R s Pro L GABASE
BB W W T T B SR A R VE 0 T RE D,
PR K FNERIK B Fy, BT 3 o FL i 8 . KR
AN 24N N (Triticum: aestivum) i B AT FEA5
KI5 A AN AR T R iE R
JE 3 2 LR 2 ProfIGABA N £, HGlud B4
e, T SRR /N S T I ) AR 8RR A& ¥z (as-
paragine, Asn)fl1Arg Ay ¥, HGluf &1 F 2K,
Asn A Arg {4 JL N ik S B A %, IR 1 9 FL e it
KA, [R] IR A7 o 3 A8 3R AR, T FEEAIR T
BABURT /NFE 77 B (SaeedipourflMoradi 2012). 24
T TE B K 7 ra B, Glun] 75 N R ek £ PSCSHI
PSCR1# ft, & Bt Pro, B 7 GDH AL T & 5 GABA
(Caspi&52023 )33k 1M 5 A £ it v B 82 (195 35 R 5 4
iR, BSOS PRI, LEK S
i8N AEE R A 2R (Y GABAZE L 5 T Pro, H.—
AR SRR 1 . R R R IA KT 3 5 GABA
JProd AR — 2L, HGABAXS /K4 fpia T i H
tHROS ) 7% 4 BE /738 T Pro (Liu%%2011). A4 Xt
TR — YA R K G 1, 2 3 TR A 7 mel 3 7K
Sy e B A AN F RIS ? 38 1% 7K 43
18 B V& E(Sporobolus stapfianus)= - FUETH H T
FOR I, & W AT B SR W T R AR LR,
GOGAT J¢ GS 5 M, A Wit 7K B8 9 B0k i
R R A E A R B AR, GOGAT K GSHif
SRR i e 5 o o N 1 N e S
S ERN T e s S S W= B S s e = e B S I B
88% K 6%, {HZ 1 1 L ZFR HProMGABA, Tfi it
MRS F B Asn L Arg N F, B HGud &5 &
T2 GluzK - 31X Uk B AE 2 i B A [
KRB I, XK 4 e A A [ Y SUORT 21 2 R AR Y
T A (MartinelliZ5$2007). 5 &% 5 ALK 73 il T
(1) GlufX i 22 AR AN [R], 67K 43 ik da R &/ 52
(Triticum aestivum)FHi G (Pisum sativum)ift 750 %
L, B2 1 ProAl GABA B F) T~ H 42 & i 5%
(Michaletti%$2018; Al-Quraan%52021), iX 3 B A~ [H]

FE A8 3 A [B] 1 GluAR 8] 38 128 B X 7K 40 38 PLIE
NPT AR o BT RIS 7K 23 B T TS (Bras-
sica campestris) )1 A1 i Glum] b i 415 49 5 14 2
1 % (calcium-dependent protein kinase, CDPKS5) A
KA R (salicylic acid, SA) & i& 12 57 IR & TR
& [k (isochorismate synthase 1, ICS1)3E KA /K
F, AT SESATA 2, M SARIFL R X CDPK5 %Kik
R ST 2D B i Pro B O B I A 4 R A i A
I8 iR P 57 R 25 19 B A 38 2] 1 (thioredoxin-h3,
TRXh5) 1 %+ % it £ H (CC-type glutaredoxin 9,
GRXC9)FKIE K-, MIfi 42 & T 5 Wrid N Profi 8
KAt R GuEYE, I TRROSTERR AE /1, M4
FEr T SR A T R S (Las$2020) . SRALLET, XA
(Populus) 21 i iR R BEREGluAb H m] 38 i F A2
KE. PrEALEGIETE. NIHGluZProf i R, [F
KA E R e s W 2% 5
T 1) 20 B AE T 52 il 52 7K JE AT SR RR 8 A Ul
8£2023). ZRERAE, K RAT, BT
$2 w5 YR GlusK ~F 3CnT il i 0 it ] Glusb 22, JF:
ik — 5 R R Pro X GABA. ISR PLA I R GG E,
M 3 e R D5 7K S Join 3 B A 336 42, 9 i i 2 7K
JE WIS F A .
2.5 Gluii=tEHm &L/ 1

WIF 90 LTt 35 5 Pl 2 55 P52 189 1, 5% B (Morus
alba) %) 5 F1 75 i (Surabhi ££ 2008; Hossain%52012)
4P HNIR. NRIGVEFRAG, B B B g g o, T
PEO S ERK, B HARER S E HGlukEM
2) S (NH,) & 219, GDHZALAE F s i &
TEPERRAK, RN RAE Gluf BT R #3E47, LU RR 3
o3 AN 2 2 e e R SR AONHG, B ICNH, 75
ENEH; B FEREEGS. GOGAT KA i & B G
PEIG R, hnom A 2 B2 R A& %, LARC & GDHIGFR £R
JolpiE R I S AR B NH, [ 358 i AR A ) T R
A, 72 ER B IE R oK 4T  A A t AE  B A
LA A 43 (Eprintsevé5:2024) . B 2E Y K 5.(Glycine
max)R 2} - A A B = T Pro f2 Glu, i 6 14 45
o, T EE A Pro X Glu & 7E 18 T PR, i 3514
B95(Li%#2017; ZhangZ52016), K WAL SR M T A
[F) 25k R 28 K 7 s sk AS [R] R 1R AR 2 Glu Je Pro, X 3
o 38 2 I H A [F] (0 3E R Ao 5 e S (Lens culi-
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naris) %)) e R BE Ut FH GluAb 2, w] i B 25 i
E RN R R SRR TP SR pT AL
TETE, B SR E X G B R R A R
R, A B8 E 4 AE 0 (Fardus 5£2021).
X A R TR Bt FH Pro A1 Glu, AT 2 5 2 = i
TR S R, AT NS A TR 4 A Py i 2 ROS
IR, ek a4 S A ER R LAEK,
HE 4 M £h 7 (Alfosea-Simon252020). i 55 4
FER Ay W R B, Bol bl A 3 F /K A 40 1 40 P Na
2. T kK th GS/GOGAT 7 34 %6 NH, (1) 7]
AR, & NH 33, B T I 5 7). Bk
[t 7€ S 1500 B Il (P,), WA KILEL T 4l
FERRACH, PR R m R R T Glufl 8 23
Bm(Wus$2014), DL g5 5R 0, fEER . BlihE T,
T ) AT E e s oK B AR R Glu, 2% fif SR 0P R
Na' e NH, K AR B i s i3 s i E AR, I
JE I RS B W T KCE, dERE B TP KM DG
(R, N SEROSTE B AT H2 i AEL A R i 2 B2k o
AhitaGlun] DLk BAR LI/ -
2.6 GluiBi=EIX) E & 8 B AU 4
WEFE R I, 4 (cadmium, Cd)JFrie N SE R4 H AR
Z M FrHNRL GS K GOGAT I M 1 2 A%, AL
AU SR A KR E 52 230, HAMNE & R (fal-
vic acid, FA)Ab P I W] A5 20 S8 i iX — 520 JF1dad n
5 A 1= 4 T R C At PR 305 1 (Yu§52024) .
JKHE )y B B A B (nickel, N B3 K 2 4 369 m,
i HNOJKEE . NiR. NR. GS 2 GOGATE 1 i
22 AR, TINH, U B FIGDHE M 34 b0, A &
PRA K 32 B4 ) (Rizwan£52022). 7] H 2€4)) 1 1E
VR BENT A T, ] e o 38 it 29 A R B mT s
YR A&, WBE WA E R, 3R SN
ol 3 P T 3 (R /N P25 2019) T X N E TR 7N
2411 AR it FH Pro b HE AT I 25 $2 i 4 X Ny
JE AR 336 P (AttaZE2024) . 7EH# (arsenic, As)MA T,
IKFEHH o g S B PR, B AR K2 F
FO, {ECE I ANt 56 #1712 (jasmonic acid, JA)
AIA S = P NR & GSTE M, 58 Pro. H
SRR R ANE S =, AT B 4 As a1
i 155 P (Attiafll Alamer 2024) . 2RABLA, A5 it FHK
HTTA A ¥ 0 38 5 1 98 25 5t 4 i rh A G B Il

(NiR. NR. GS &:GOGAT)JiEtE, 24 & & &,
TIN5 %)) 1 0T As 38 3 14 (Siddiqui%s2024) . 7E
A Al 4H v N (chromium, Cr)flhiE 1 F 78t %
DUARAR AR, BT T B & &R+ HIGlu
Et 51l (Chaffei-Haouari%$2011), DL B HF 5K B, 78
HA AT, R A PR AR U O B 52 2
i, T EEABIAN A A SZ B, AR ) AT i AR
HNYE E SR A 2 GlufPro, B3 i@t HAth
AN A KR AT, 0 AR 20 s A
Wkt B 4 Ja Jolh 3 (i 3 1k
2.7 GlUiBI=EIHE S B R i

Xof SRR 7K A T 9 2N 22 R 7KORE A o B TR
R TR, SoKFEHRAHLE, BEAR/NZETE B K )
iR PE P Glu & GABA R & 25 1 i LU 35 35
VAT AP AL R, B S S TR R
AH GG & PE 3G 0, #0122 1 2E K (Komatsu 55
2024), {KE WA T & K (Cucumis melo) %)t 4K
B, AR AR R I B BRI, NR & GSIE T &
NO, R 5E, HER. WHEAER. AfEEA.
% i K H,0,7K 77t 5, F AP GluFIGABA S & 5 5%t
HRFH EL 43 1) 5 B 4R B 20 6. 9f5 R4, L& A L
IE PRI, T A0 R R R W K A
T FERR, AAE a2 e, DU SR E R4 i
LU BE /7(Gao%2011) . FRABLI 25 SEAEAR A0
1R & 56 4 P A $ik & (Horchani FIT Aschi-Smiti
2010). w1 b Ak, fEAREMNE T, Y nT DL
SENRYE 1, (R T AR USRI R A, it f R
Glu. £ %} GABA%J5 3\, Inam 20 M2 7 715 F
BIE R E R, 38 SAEY R A A S T
2.8 GluiBIEE It AR B AT i

20184F K R {E Science | W 783 BH, X L/
TEIE Ry A it Glu kb 2 BC7E R AR A B B BRI
B, 3545 5K GlufE (S 5 7 7 RE ik, i it GLRs
A F G, $EE A Ca” IR IR A s 5K
PH B L 5 2 M AR AR AL, R ATEE Y RSk
B3 160 Sz ¥ (Toyota52018) . LA, X 0L B 247
fl 5. MUBRAR 1 f AR it P Glusdh 2, 357] 5 5 i
WGLR3.43%1k, 51 Ca” W FEAR Ak, #E M4 w4l
FA 0 DA B PR B i 3 4 (Meyerhoff452005)
FLFE IF AR AR 52 20 44 5w 48 UL B, AR BB
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Glusli 32 477 AR 28 2805 it H Glu 2wl il oS 25
R 52 K (GLR3.3 } GLR3.6 4 1) 1 ffu #h Ca™ (¥ P4
i, BIAEAR R B 25K BE B 1 P Ca” VR B it 3 (Ca™
5 ) M L AL (R A 5 ) %3, BET I R G454
55 AR I AR SN, R SR A PR R B
103 FA T 385 4 (Shao 55:2020) . £ DL B F7 W % 157 1
(Myzus persicae) Fl #} U1 W (Spodoptera litura) X
LRI FT b R B T AR B (Xued52022) . A
A RRY, PR B R AN Glu
B 2% S AN ICa™ (5 5 B S 5, KHififs R
SHEMYAEE R PRI 3 B S A AL,
T $2 i A D P00 1, I O R SRR WPt B A 42
H T, PR TR R .

3 RE

25 LR, GlufE ) Hh t B A AR, Ik
JER TR NS 5 0 7 AR AT, i L I U 2 %
NRIE AR o Glunl £ 10 55 de T AT PR AR 2R,
FHAENE T TAGLRs A T, i R4l Ca® (55
LA AR, JFEE . "SR, R
BB SRR ARES T, TS A

(K332 32 A 5 KT M PR ST BR BE 7, 245 20 i 5
ARG BRI RE ) IR H 18 8 5 U5 sSUR M Y
S, AR S % P 5 3P ) 82 A
&N R (E2). FEARRMBT TS, LT LA T
PRI EHAT RGHRZR: (1) R Gluxt 40 1 25
FAEHBR T H 2 FH1E R, %40 2 15 i AL
WL R — %L, (2) GlufE N E S 05 S5 1E
5 DL i AR P 3612 P e R b A LA A 5 201 1]
e AR A IS FHIESS Q)N HGlug
AR A B A S S A o A 75 3 — 2D B T ()4
RARIE T T dl, AL EA AT B
STHUAFAT R P Gluf5 5@ s, DAV P 1k
(RIBTF TE S AL ) SE B AL A o
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