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BE YIS BRI R SEIHUE T

A 0, 2T R g

IR b SR DA M K 5 R O R S S (R ALK ), 1A IR IE 150040
AR K2 A Bl 2 B, WA RIE 150040

S T A BB AR, Ll AR 253015

FHEE: A MAR B AL LB (superoxide dismutase, SOD) iz A& T 204, Adh. AWM T, RAURFTIRE A
49 5 —iE By K, MEACAR AL 69 AC B, 38 3% T A L B A T 690t L A8 /. RXSODEg 4 K4 A, it
kA, MR, AR REXSRAEABR L AR IEAG RIS F BRI RBATT 248, BFL M

My 35 355 A8 64 5 Aol BL T 69 EBAE .
KERIF: A, T M A Tt R R LS

FE)IE 5 AE A R B AR RS, &R
WPRAER . HLFARIE . SR e A — LN B
b, O LEBE A i 1 % (reactive oxygen species,
ROS)HJ 4= . ROSHENEE — (5 2 5B,
A A M AR K FNAR P PR T2 48, fER R N ik T
ANASPHPIRAS o T 2408 47 18 388 00 55 e = B AR
fEiy, KREROS/ A4, 51 K — RAVEAN B, i B4
N R AL . EEFUATE . DNAS, ™ HEi 3
MR RELE R T KA BIE Ny A AF E
P B E R R IROSTE R R4, A S L EA
FEBEPUE AL RS AR R E L TH R S, Bh
Vi R BRAR AR PN A A A AR A A A
(superoxide dismutase, SOD), /£ NiEFRROSHI & —
TE B2, A A B e B, it E AL E R
(catalase, CAT). At H Ik E ¥ (glutathione
peroxidase, GPX). I ILER IS SE ALY (ascorbate
peroxidase, APX)Pr[E/EH, &35 B fAE Y044 ) 48
HEE, A AR AR LA A B, 3G SRR A 1 5
JHE T (AT 52 5E 71 B D RE . Cu/Zn-SODAEASOD
FKIRH—Fh, EAEYHAEROS E i FErp k4% 1 8
FAEH (&),

WK, WY Cu/Zn-SODHE [H F A A
—, WAEAFACF L2 2%, Cu/Zn-SODHIH Ak
YA B A7 B R AE ;. SODREEE 14 52 I AL
AT, HEAEDM PO A E BB R, —
€ R FE B AT LA D 0 36 Bt 3R 40 o M 4R bR 2
—o RIXMNSODI 73K KRR HEFE

I 5 A DA R FAE R P 1 1 2R B A5 T 1T R
FOHE AT T 45338

1 A

1.1 SOD#Y %32 K IV 2B 7E fi

19384=MannFlKeilin M 2} 2141 g 1 3545 SOD,
UESESODE AR N L —THEBRO; Il . AL B
wmr:

20;+2H — H,0,+0,

BE 5, 908 NGk R B T 456 AN 4 @ 4
A7 U FSOD, 43 %l/&Cu/Zn-SOD. Fe-SOD.
Mn-SODAHMINiI-SOD. i 14 H 0o 1 <8 Ja8 4 D] 136
I A5k oL T SE BT ROSTE 6 s M ik . B2 8
7N T SODMEAL IR A AIE BRI 2 I P 20 I i, XARER
ANF AR SODH ) 4 J@ 4l IR 1

Ni-SODE#E 5 B 4% I, H A< AL
TET/DHUF 2 AL Py n s AN A 3 ' Cu/Zn-SODJ ™
ZHIAESY) . Y. AT, YAk
FIZH A5 /2 Cu/Zn-SODAELE 1) F 237 fir, 1 44
il 4 F0 Jf A1/ B A7 AE ; Fe-SOD T BLAEAE T 5 % 4E
R — S A A 24 L %) - % A4 R 240 B 5 )5 5 Min-

Wi 2020-07-03 &  2020-10-15
B/E RAbMRE R SR A I 4RI H (201910225499 71
201910225185) H o 2 FE AR b 5% 9 2 T K 43
(2572014EA0312572020DY 15) R S JeiT 4 H AR RF4 3 4
(C2018002).
* JEINER (qijiangxu@nefu.edu.cn).
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Fig.1 Reactive oxygen species generation and removal
CAT: i E A (catalase); GPX: 2Bt H kil AL ¥ (glutathione peroxidases); APX: Hii#R Il BRI AL ¥ (APX ascorbate peroxidase).
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Fig.2 SOD catalysis mechanism

SODZ 4 A T AE W) I 4 KA (Wang552016). SOD
(20N R G K B o3 AR W, 5 =FSODIE &Y
I AEREY) H A7 (Tsang %6 1991)
1.2 SODHJIRIL 4 R
1.2.1 Ni-SOD

Ni-SODTEZEFOIRA T i PUAS I FE 20 1, V57
2 LS AR B E AR, HOE B4 R 1A
SPAT R VYRR fiE o, W3 2 [8] DA /K AR, il it a-
IBEhE. B-ITBELEMIERENH. BE T =P
e 2R LA S — AN H AR % 7 Ni-SOD 1) 3% 4
Lo Ni-SODFJEESMEIX HRFAENL I 7E278 nmAth,
M HAE380 nm bt AT I X RFAE I K14 (YounZE:
1996). Ni-SOD# Mt &K IN, 15— MR SOD,
BA 5 HARE B B E S P 515> 1R R
1.2.2 Mn-SOD

Mn-SOD 2 ¥y 21, 3 A £ FL A% 4H g 82 44
o, DLAVR DY SR A4 1) 8 NAE AR IR 4, 1%k
F P R4 . Min-SOD ) 1 356 o th 5545 —
ANEEB T (TsangZ51991). Mn-SOD 3 4 0

BT —DRIEARRREE . = NHE Rk
P I — AN Ko FEALIE . Mn-SOD I AJ L% X
R I W U I £E 47511280 nm b 777 % S8 4P X
(G AE PR R R U4 (Wang Z2£2016) .
1.2.3 Fe-SOD

Fe-SOD My #y ta, HHMA &8k T I
%, Fe-SODAIMn-SOD [ 2 F: 12 17 FIAH B, 75 [A] 45
P FEARAL, JF gt o g5 AL, (B2,
—RAEMRE, REX IS &8 S TR R
ARG AR . Fe-SODLER] WO%IX 350 nm /e
BV E MR 0%, Mn-SODAlIFe-SOD#£280
nm %8 716 X b HR A AR PE RS IR (Tsang 55 1991) .
1.2.4 Cu/Zn-SOD

Cu/Zn-SOD s FH P A~ AH [7) 3V 27 8 ok 57 7K Bt
PR A

WA AR R4k . Cu/Zn-SODJK &R
RS —NEBET, ZIn” 5RETTAR L=
H R FRTRIEHEATRRAL, CuX T 48 T2 K 4 F I
PUANZH B B ik 3, Flt— AN 2L T o 11 1K s o
Zn* FICu™ M . Zn® 5 Bh T 4E KRG v b 0 451,
AT KL FICu®; Cu? AR AE VA B I AL TS
PESE R B, Cu/Zn-SOD H T/ (2 5 R I iR 1
R, 15 5AMEIX 260 nmAd A5G REAE W O, T 4 25
T [ AE U5 Cu/Zn-SOD ) AT WL X AR 41 I Wi Ui
HILAE680 nmAt,

1.3 Cu/Zn-SODAYF L (L
B AR 11 SODAR 7] fig Sk s T 3L [7] (19 4.5 g,
T 47/ ({1 SODTE HAZ A= 9 5 H A SOD J& 43 ik
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i, YENSODIREAL s It Bl 5 B (¥ i, Cu/Zn-
SODZ HILIE FAX A, 5522 [RYIPE R H DU
TRAKTARAE

1.3.1 Cu/Zn-SODER K B ESERIFEMY

X+ Cu/Zn-SODK i, HAFENR FHESE
TRAF (B R 2, AR [F) 4 b g B 11 366 RS R
AH[A], {HLE AL F Cu/Zn-SOD (CSD)J: R B A 1w i
YR M5 R SR AR 1) Cu/Zn-SODAE HE YR L]
ReA & [ — AN AH G

FIMega7F] i 4F #H$72: (neighbor-joining, NJ)
S} AN [ W) Cu/ Zn-SODFE IR 7 5\ 3E4T 43 #7611
Fenly A AR . EA R A T bootstrap
{8, EERMT 000K .

S5 RR ], Cu/Zn-SODFRHYEBEAL T 8] PR AR XS T8
JEE T 3 U K 2, 33 1A S 45 W 1 2 AL
HIARARFEY), WHIEIRA . BRM . BT
Gy A TR R B v, R A ot g A B[] B A
AR AR A FELAAE ), T 17E Cu/Zn-SODI AL _E R
FAEW) SR TR AR T E A — L (E13).

TE R A AP 24 K R B Cu/Zn-SODFE A 1]
AEAE, HEDZ BT N SL A AR T 2R R A B, 3573 J5
R B MM 5 R A B R, ST BAEY
Hr 2k Cu/Zn-SODEE A
1.4 Cu/Zn-SODEREFRIEEFS
1.4.1 BIZE$52M4

TE 8] — M AN [ L 2 AS [F) AR K A, Cu/
Zn-SODFEH W RIEAFAE—E X R CSDITERIT
WA R R IA, AEAEAS [RI 20 23R (% 2R R () Rk
BIHAME, SODFRIEESTF H: fe>m. 2>
(Zhou%52019); Ffi AR 274 & B W B, Bl A
CSDIMICSD2()F2ik /KPR &, XA AT g S
5T A MR IRERAAT4E R F gk
AR MR 208 Cu/Zn-SOD I EE I £ R N
GhCSD, GhCSD3FIGhCSD4%y B #E 4% 1 i i IR Bk
Mg h 7 B s R LK, e S 540 K
AR, R A 20 B (1) A2 0 6 13t R A A 21 4 1)
G FE(Wang52017).

Cu/Zn-SODXE [RITE A [F) 41 B e A7 A B S 1)
# R FRIK, Feng®5:(2016) K I T il Cu/Zn-SOD 1 3£ 4]
Rt RIA, It AN Cu/Zn-SOD 1 2 R I 3R

57K B B T SR R Cu/Zn-SOD4, HEM i T
WA VE RS, RIEROS 32 2= 4= T 41 fifd i
R S AN gy B B A R, 4R
Cu/Zn-SODFRIE &1 5

1.4.2 Cu/Zn-SODEFEFIL LR

IEHAEDLR, ROSHIF= A FiE Bk ik T 3h &7
iR o 2 M R AR I R BT AR B I R, D
3T B & AR L K — R E R R R FE
Fe /D BEROS, TERFPUA B R SRR A AL
B4 2 Gt R FF IR K o ROSHE N EE (5 1%
AR FRIA, LA AR i3k 20 i B W 2 1 AH ELAE
5, BRI T CHE . XEBROSEE R H T4
M 2Rk . Ak I AR B B A AR R
AN R AR MR R AE A 7 A2 i R OS, %)
B & i g .

VU SODI K 77 A IEA A . Cu/Zn-
SODHIFe-SODFER A P — LE 2 Jf 25 an 2 bor 4
Mgk, I R S AR e, HAER A
RIS FRIA, I B A M AR i FE A = A2 2> &R OS,
HEFF DR N BT, 3 5K BRE Y L
;5 Ni-SODFIMn-SODWIRIEN 5y 52 40 G52, {E
TR A A A K EEROS F et A o ok 4% A
Mo EREEFQOIT)KIN, fEMR . 2=, mf eSS,
B R, NFECu/Zn-SODIE R R % R % ik,
I BAE Z Fh AR A b8 5 S TR B A i 9
143 FEIMINEHEEEREEEZEZMm

AN FEFRZESODE R 2 (A7 A5 W [ AE L JL 1]
REEARTEBRROS [ B )R B IR %5« FEADAE S1 5t
ANRIEEE T 2/ A A AN, SOD R EARIE—
SE IS TR AN RIS BRI o 24— PR ) 22 04 w4 1)
i, HAhFT R SODRIA K Bl 175 b1 T A%, X 4d
YRR IBUIRE 7SR i QR R b 2T 4 A (1Y 7 S TE R R )
Fe-SODH: R %2 2|41, Cu/Zn-SODHIMn-SODFEA
[FB B b i %18 (ZhouZ52019).

1.5 Cu/ZnSODERRIEIEE
1.5.1 #%3RKFIFE

WRKY TF (WRKY transcription factor){f Ay &
B 3 R 1 i) DLIE R R WA S S R TR A A
HORAE LS FIER . 0 MuWRK Y33 R 48 A4 #E 47
T2 A kLAY N SODIE R % ik i B i
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009 ____ Nicotiana tabacum /A%
Arabidopsis thaliana {XRI 7+
Eucalyptus grandis E1%

0.10

Prunus persica BBk

Camellia sinensis %4
Triticum aestivum /N &
Zeamays E¥
Capsicum annuum 3&4
Helianthus annuus [6)8 3%

0.02
0.14

Sesamum indicum Z ¥
Lantana camara S5
Bruguiera gymnorhiza K43
Raphanus sativus & N
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Nymphaea colorata =28
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006 __ Betula platyphylla (31
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0.0¢

0.06
0.04

Arachis hypogaea &%

Pinus sylvestris 1§+ #4

0.25
T —————— Selaginella moellendorffi L RIE 1A

057 Manihot esculenta RE

0.1

K3 Cu/Zn-SODIER ALK R
Fig.3 Phylogenetic analysis of Cu/Zn-SOD gene
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(Kiranmai%$2018). #3¢[K 7 SPL7/E NI Cu/
Zn-SODW FZRFE 1, SHEY A A B = 4 251
i, GUHIECSDI. CSD2 13 ik LAIE A 2 T =
lri8 (Mermod52019).
1.5.2 3% REKFFE

Cu/Zn-SODFER W RIE 5% fg F B2
miRNA R R A8 B 322 (1) 1 28, 3 1T i A2 A 4 390 5 oy
IR BB R T RN o

T K B RIACu/Zn-SOD ) 3 K oy Ma-
CSD. MaSODXE N i S A 2 FEvE 5 T AR 1)
SRR . AR B AN T AR 2 R IR AL E
A OG: TEMaCSDZ B, MaCSDI1BI)3FlE A
F2: FH AT AR (1 e SR A AT R A AR B B 3 [ 4 5
AL D5 T AT AR (K SR AR A s A3 UTR K il A8 22 5
FR R A ) 51 2 T MaCSD2A 2R FE A 1 77 2
(53 %52016). Zhou(2019) /525 & I, miR398
BB R IE T SR CSD4E R . AR IE )
IR, miR398FKIE B /D, Xif LI K CSD4FR L {0
il A U5 o
1.5.3 EHFEKFIEE

Cu/Zn-SODFI B 7K F I i 2 = ZAR BN 2
BRI & B RN &8 1 2 T a5 &5 7
PAAR R 5 B I MaCSD 3 R 5 B8 3 11 2 11 N 491

WA — |

(%Hr552016), Cu/Zn-SODFI Ja E i B FH IR 2 %
PEREERAL, TR AL ) L R A A AN AR X
A AR AT MR AT SRS A R %, XA
[F] A Cu/Zn-SOD ik B ANE 1 (1 22 i e it 1 3
Z [ fE. BAh, Cu/Zn-SOD IS I B2 AR 4
THAR(CCSY R & 125 & B A i sk 3L, H
AT AU 5 BB 3@ AR AR LA BT 0 4
KL

2 {EYISOD 5 & e

EMELERKKE h 2B GE IR, K5 H
S HUIE REOS SR PTAS B R A AN RS o 3058
8 EE N AR e . A e
TR HUE R A AREI e R IR
FE. #hi. Ot EelE. RALUVIES). R
Sl RS NI BE I 2 51 IR G EAL
8, prA AN N, I8 AR K EROSFR R .
FEA N Iy F /K b, ROSEREIR AW, 5] ki
i A, SR U IR I S TR S 4 SR KT
b, YR AR TR, A DL4ERF IR AR
KE . SODVEJiEROS (13 1 B A 4% 5 Z AR H,
I HL 1 A FAt 5T AL B R OS2 A W) s K 1) 43
Ho FEMEYIE RSB aa y, wT PAIE i N AR

*ﬁ—~

N

B %i? — .mmEEn— (AREA

e

HibThaeEE

RAHBEER
£ A4 R 3 4
TREMBRLEN
TR 2 A

K4 H4)SODIiH 52 AL
Fig.4 Mechanism of SOD tolerance to plants
— R L3 AR AR
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VIR AE — € R B H R B A e S 1, S SRAE )
BTt
2.1 EEYIBNE
2.1.1 =B

e Uk PN LT S 2% At T 40 g R T ) v i P
(10 0 R B v L BE 1 e, A B A ) 3
BB E, T A T AR A A 1 TR B A
I SR 1) A 05 1 2 B 2% 5 52 B i I RS e 1,
SRR H AL B PR AR K EROS, SODEGE MEFE 2 48
o X HE ) it — Lo f APE ) B A A B TR
R A IR AE . A PR A R S A,
ISR A ONA IS EY (S NI E S

RN (20 16) A 78 A I, il 38 T (1)
PRy Fr SODE VG M A7 — e R E T . 7
DU it R BT AR R IR (VPR 75 262018) . 1
B ia T A FAMAESODIE L T —£L, 1liSOD
EHTHIEEEE - CZER. SiddiquiE(2015)HF
FUAN R 5 R B 0 22 5 70 52 IR 3 R i SOD
il % R AR A IS R I, Ve A B 5y, AEAS 5] i A
o WA W S AN [ PR o TR SODE P A8 AL AT L
VE R AE T F M 5 ol 5 34 1) — A B BN 48 A%
SODG 75 1 b T X5 A 4 P anf P 1 5 e — 58 1
B, HGHEYSODRI M AL 2 T B,
FA A EK:, SODBHEPE T[4, FRELmiRmsE 1 i
IR %, TEASUERROS. &iRT 254 Mia
N, FIR 4l SOD R T SN R . T
E T 22 A a2 0 DU 2k (VB8 7 552018)
I Fr SODRHE 14 i 25 PG . R W52 & 3 in il st
PHEE, AR T L 22 SOD g v 4 2%
fEROSHI T, (HIXFhEE Sy H —E IR

LI — 2 M AMNEY TR, 7T LA S SODYE
P (0 v T A g A A R B e o P T
S0, e Ak EE 1) /N 22 g SOD g v P4 4 1y
(Ramani®$2017). AMEIE NI BIE R . KRB
TS 2% PR A AT DL s SOD R VE M, I8/ i
V32 i P38 J5 7R WROS YRR 2
2.1.2 KiEME

IR o 3 7 Sf () 8 08 A PR, DA R IR
FE N FEBR 4y N E B DA B A N E B DLR
F, AERGERIFA L, 40, Jk)

H & R LW DhRe, semtayf A E K2,
o 2 | A A A0 P P 5 DK 47 T A R A T K
S ECR AT R A, AR R T A R UK B
NI ER G55 . — L AMEY) R I TR e &
PITE 22 0ME FR  55 T LAk AR 32 3 1043 3
PP . IRIRAAME T, R4 ISOD
W s PR ST Ja B, AR TR . 5854
Pk TN 2 (5-aminolevulinic acid, ALA)YE A P4 ik 4=
Y& S A AT, S —Fh B R Y AR KR
7o AMIRALA R 3G I T R b i 52 P,
ALA W $¢ iy 5 Nl A A BB IR E M, BRE
TROSFITH M 17~ 4 (Anwar2018) . [F]FE Hh,
HMIGHBRAZ L ISR ER S I AR B d i B i SOD
SRR R IE VKA R AR T REILE R R
HZ B IE .

R B 38 T SOD AT LA 196 35 Foip 36 48 4 v )9z,
Liu%5(2013)Aff 7t e =7 28 f5 TR N 0 2R 3 AR A I
R, IR PR E R, 3 1 SODRE E I T =
Ja BRI AR A AU 2 4 ) T SODR 13 1,
T PN K EEROSF &, KB AN AT 3 454
FEZhang %5 (2016) (1) HF 7t I S iR 1 15 k4 4
/NZZ W) SODVEVEMR T A i fdE =R K I, /N2
et (R ¥4 P 7T e 5 P AR VS VA DG TRl — b
BEMT, AR YSODIE 2810 12 A
SODFR A & &3l i AMENAS F PP R M PP 1
B, AEZ T [F AR A I FE PEAE AR L B, SODYE
PERT DME R — A B TR bt -

Cu/Zn-SODERA X UG FH 3 T (1 e B A
BREZMAEM. Beui 5 (2018) K BLKIR HHia
T, AR RE 1 Cu/Zn-SODI ik & LI T 5
PR R sA . LR RIA S IRl B R A R T4
FARK SO IR M 3e, 5 H B T (A ol e
A TG, PULIERES) F . XufE(2013)%
CSDHER R CATIH: K 5 N A mT DLTS H i JE 1) 4%
BRI Z SODRg LIS JyAH e s i 2 . R 4 5
DR AR AT AE )k CSDEE R ik 2k, AT 5 35 1 s A
VIR, WSS N R AR o R ik
Bt TER .

2.1.3 /K5 RmE

KEWEYAESEENEZRER. TRk
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BRESIE N, R TR K S PRSP R TR, kT
YIRS A ER . B B 8RR B IR,
Y07 A2 K FEROS, i A i i Ak, PR
SEMIThReE IR, 55 5 2 i S 25 1 5 Y
Thie, BB A . SODm g PR & )
PABEAICROS K RPN 12 B & 5, AT It - A4
— B IR 52, HOAHI K 43 2R I BT AL
L

SOD & MR 17 1t 5 7K 43 ok 38 AEL 49 1 2 AL
HIHERKEER, TFME FEYSOD KA1k
A R AR, KA T 55 FSOD
PRI A2 R A _ETH(Chen%:2019), KESOD
T T ST TR R, K2 O Y R i@ E SOD
I T PR b R B OG- B A T ) PSP (ShanSE
2018).

W72 BH, SODVE P AR A3 5 5 7% 14 K P Xt
TP 541 52 J1H E 2, SODYEPE b i i
BURE R, [F) A B BT 0 R v AR AR
SN 52 BT o RO IK KT (2019) % 7K 43
o3 i SR BE T BT R IR, T 5 o o L
it P X 7K 73 ol A A P R e 8, R ok A e
[F) PN PR TE B T SODYE M SE PR - A AIE R 1 5 1
AU RGBT RIS, TR RINE, SODE
PR S T & it 118, SODEEE P 52 2#7H], ROS
S JE VA B d ), R AN 45 Rk g — 2D A
o AN it 0 S 26 5T n] DA SRAE 0 T R A
IERNREST. HEE R, 2,4- KKK NES(EBR)GE

BTG
PR

N

ESHSNT

% 36 1 4 = SODVE Pk, e /MUK 4375 Bk 3 A
Al

SOD3E 14 7] AR AR 5T 51 1) B PR
TR AT, 7R U B R 8 E K SODYE P
R, (E B 3A R RO TR 1 35 IR B K A ) SOD
PERFFAAR, R Chugh%:(2011)% SOD ik /K °F
R AN [ J55 DR 28 K ) 0 - M PP 1) A

ik Ak Cu/Zn-SODFE R A 25 T S it 52 P 1
B (Xug52013), UF AR TFE R S ROSIE FREE, M
117 428 1) 40 B R O S7K T4 3R A5 7K 43 I e i 52 FE 40 1)
BRIER.
2.1.4 EWREAME

TR0 8 A A7 T O 10— ol DL 1 5 i 2
K AL E . ER0HE T, — 75 T #h s ik
RAEY A B K R AR AR, LRI R2 31— 5 4%
P55 — 7 THI R 5] P T 6 2 R AN S -
FEAEH, P KEROS. HYIBFUA M REUIE
LR = SODYE YE/KF, 8 5 A8 A7) 2h 6l il 38 T 1 i
A, BARHLE S .

Ahmad&5(2017)5%F SR P a T AR I 2 1E 1T
R B, S 56 2H AR i 45 SOD I 4 5 %6 B 41 AR L,
KNG FER . FEYI N0 T I SODYE M 7 i 12
fEREADIE B S 3 F A3 . Cheng5(2018) 18 i Xt
R 8 R ) =y -2 TR A TS
PET+SODE R ) # 3K -, $2 = SODRIEIEME, M
1M FRRO'S K 2% fiff M Joi ik 4k, 394 5 I 36 it sk

ob
Ae /Jo

B THRER —BTRES

BEMIE — mMAKY. GE —Jlg*g_»;g B F — BB

| 2
BEME _ REHHE /
K e AL

- BEHHE

RiE

B
—(msop) — WHEIEH

5 SODZ: 55 R4y 855 e 1 147 5 4%
Fig.5 SOD involved in the regulatory network of plant stress
SRS AREQO1S)E A ) .
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FE LB IE T, SODIE P [ 1 986 HE ) i 14
e — 2 REM . SIoR%(2020)iFE L FE
F ER R A AR FE (1) T, 5% A0 R AT A 3
BT E RS . JEYK N ROSK
I RE, MY RPUEA R A S E RBIRR, T3
TEYIROSARU I, XA H B it i — 2 Hi i

Ma%§(2018)HIHf Fidia th, ShusbE T, B
Z/KFESODI = A BAIL T 32 i &2, SODH K LA
i P4 b b K AR AE . X R IHA =G LI SOD
(1) et AR AR HLA = (N 52 1, R, SODE # AN
HELAY BRI A it A N L5 975 12 ) B AR

SEIOAERH, Cu/Zn-SODWIL F A8 o H 2 1) 25
JHIAEL T 52 P (Yan252016) . % 35k PR RE AR (R A 2 T AF
WEMA T Cu/Zn-SODEE RIE R W HLIE M VP v i B
AREZEM.

2.15 E£REME

T3 KR E R T G T E UM AR AR
FREER K. E&EMbEx s EIEHE
ELEROSH 7 A2 DL b 51 6 1 40 i A8 A0 0 R
BRMAH K. BB A& NROSH) 4 A
TERRP, SR ROSFAS, — 7 1H i AR 1)
EAAER, m R S B, H1fDNA, &
Hi . AR HAR A D RE R 7+, #2585
MOPET; 55— 5T, B A NSO e A AR P AR
HERME TR RRERES
FET IR, ISR A4 B 21 03 7™ EE 451473

WFFE R, Xt b IEH 3 b g se s Akl Br
4R 15 Je e g AR KL FE R R SOD
VAR5 P (G iR 1 ) M40 7o (Siuks$ta52019) . 14
A e i B R SO D v P R el 4 16 s R 1 49 55,
SOD R & =K vE VE 58 55 B 2 U e T )
P, Tin%5(2020) 0\ Sy T+ SOD I P A fill i i
I B 45 i PR B 14 A — Bl T AT [ SR

AbdElgawad®$(2020)7E X} 5 4 B ECuy Cdfi
T8RN ZE () S A R AN BT AR A B AR 5 R R B,
L 1R U A 2% B A SOD NG 14 Bl 4 Ja A< B 520 B
Ja FRERES . SE—E R AN, SOD miE 1t
o A A PR AR S B IB0E BRI 403 40— 5 [RAZ A AT
TENRE ST, (HE G & RIRE BT, BEiAN R A2
1, 20 PR ZE G, Thiesz ok, HYZ B A nl

PN . SODTEAE YA 3. 8 4 Ja 75 55 1) 7 A )
L R AR A e B, R @ o T B R
FHHE P SOD g i P4 M T 14 558 A8 47 %) B <6 Ja A8 5% (1)
M52 71, AT LA EE & @i Y Ja L3R AR s 5 2
A B S T B
2.1.6 REHIE

SR A FLEE N, 15 M P R AR R T R
N B A AN [T IR OS, 52 M HUA R - 75
JOEH BRAE 2R b A AL B SR AR VR A . B
ROSHHAHY AN MBS L I A= K51, 5l S g it
Ak, RS BIWER . A RER, KITRK
FE I SRR ARG S IS, AR S 4 ke
B [ e A B8 110 B 480 B4 0L W7 g 51 R ) A
Too AR SK H IR 2 5L AUAE B AL R 65 5 T %) AFF
oo SEMBRAMAER T LR E, /A FH A%
AR, PR AITIR S . D& A R TR EE,
ok 2 R A D o T i R e W

B AT LA SODYE AR 4k, 54 ik 3]
— JE 1) BAE AT, SODME IS 1 T v M it X 5L 4805 R (1)
T BB SN R AR, B
1] DA Je A2 XA B e SODRE % 1 & A o 35
SO WFFUR I, FERRER VA A )\ LA, K
IR [7) R i 5L A T e A3 R Bk N SOD i v M T
(Goffi%52020). — H R AWK IZ 20 B{ESODE M
2 B0, K2 304 SOD G I PR M T % i 4 3
B

W I, A SEAR A AEYAE — e I [R]— 58
AR N SODEEIE TR AN K, A REF 205 Bk
WROS, Xf SLE [T 52 68 1R AR (RE 4 22552017) .
SODE P /K ¥ [ AT DL Sy 5L A U P R T 1
MR & FIbRdE, 59— 5 T — 2R A
T AT AR i E Ak Y SODBEE M 7K, Js/ROS
H L R, AT A T A 7 b 1R DR AT B 1) 11
HEK o Cu/Zn-SODWZ: 5 | HE Xt S4B e (1) i
Ri: 226 (2017) R IUAE 285 B, ik B S e 2
AT Cu/Zn-SOD R F 1A il FA A, myik
J5 41 Cu/Zn-SOD I R 1E 5L A8 B 1A B AR A i 52 (]
{EL RS T AR A o
2.1.7 EIhk

— B )58 A 2 B — 7 TR AR 4T
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SERIPE AR, (R ORI R; B — Xl
2 B PR PR AR A R 93 A R A e i
SERIIREAR . SRAMR IR A R B PR
ML R FEAE FH, 5 W18 A2 (s ) —— i = R (1)
RS, YU T R TR

Kumari%§(2010)7E & i kR 7 UV-BHI ¥
T, BIHAKWIHASOD, CATES A AL B % 1t 5 35 T
e, PREFLERL 7K ST AV BR AR R N 30 2 IR O,
TRy AEYEAZ 454

A FCUE SIS ISR £ 1 BN 55 AR
A R 1EUV-B 3| R R, 2 i i A
IR 25175 5 i B o SODE 14 (135, /> 7 ROSI)
AR RSP (Esringu®$2016) . RAMEAER T, SOD
TG PR 3 5 IX — M VA SR A 5 T AR AE TR AL T R
W o it AT SR S5 (201 8)F H d 1ok 0 U 58 A e BEU $
HRY REMPUERATSOD. POD. CAT
PE, M $2 1 2R 5 IR 2 0 8 b Jo 0 s & A A8 TR B
B,

2.1.8 EFr TR EFEIIE

B . SRR EY ALK BT R
KEITLER, UEKRE X JUME F5 0 R B,
TN E F2 R CSZ BHL, R N HEFUK B IR OS, 1
™ B SR A

FE AR B 300 5% f o AL, SOD#73 v
THEIEMME. KBEEET 3 ESODNE MK L1k,
(LTS0S BT R ey AN K (A 773753 - =1 (155 o SO = 1R T R
[FISODAEAEA FI T A 1S (EARBE A B b . KBk
AT, D RIAGEIEEE2017)H 1 SODYE Mt 1y 2
DA P9 i PR R, DAAERRE RO T
ROS P17, [ 8 4209 25 1 E %o &4 o P 4 55
— B[R] Ji5 I A A 52 e s e R IR, 4
2 F 4%, SODE 5 1F FH 52 31— 5 PR X2 T %
A AN I RS R B T LUE L S = A/ 5 )
T (1 SODK T~ 38 5 538 25 1) FH 203 R0 5% Bl il = Jilp
B 32 M (LianZ52019).

R 2l e A TORE A R AR AT 7 ) SO D
TETERE A, RIS A O 1A 2,
H,O, fIA 58 i S A R Ty- 2 & T
B R, i — 28 7 AREE e T AR A SOD
LRI T (R 552019).

EAREMNE T, RO R T Cu/Zn-SOD1 LA
W EH T WP R, ZERAEREYM
WFEFR A T RS N Lk H(WangZ52016), Cu/
Zn-SODHE RIFE K & U BR il 0P 3 24 Ak e
HEKREEMAEM. EHSENT A d, 5
1L EFSODAH ¢ 5 Rl R A I F i, SOD2%) 115
%, SODRfIEME R % EF-, 7EALPE48 hy kb | ifY
2137% (7T 552016). X ULEHLESREIME TS, HY)
T I PR I SOD S 7t A8 A4 Bl 110 P P el o )9 1
Eifpia . G INSODYE MRk K A& — /M E R T
FORPE IS T A B R 2 A B e Y
ZIRFH A B
2.1.9 Hitpma

R BIEY R G, R H 52 H BiR
&, EIEE R B E N AP, XS
ARG E R . B LEAE YDA N I A
GG, RS T, MU S ST )
B A BE SN, T 1 MR WROSHI =4 5ig
P, 5l R AN ROS K& B . SODIE NIE
ROSIIEE—E R £k, fEEDHA RIS 3% T
HEEH.

Sharma%5(2017)7E A 72 itk HUmbk il e T 7 5 2
TR AR AR AR A I 9250 TR R B, AR 245 0 e 4
= SODEg V& 1, 5 HoAth H1 A A0 g — S 4k Fr M 14
WROS 7. AP BT AR I H A IE B 1 — %€
F2JE B 38, 753X 18 H SODYE 14 /K ~F 1 b Tt
X AR it 52 1A A B R AR TR A, R g
o38N AEA T 2 1 N O R R R A T i

Vg — L AR it N B RE ) 2R 1 v O
SODEFHE M MEARFBOEH —LIF R AR .
GefllZhang (2017)H AR5 VY B ARIEOK &5 K
PR, AR B VU Ry A%y 1K .41 SOD
LA NS N9 7 SER N (T NESACI Y $ i B I3 5
TR 01 DY IR0 Py A B 5 LTS 52 E 7

BRI B B S AR e 1% 175 5 SODBEIE 14 7 1=,
e VAR FEE 9 ) S3UfSE i v 0 32 B A1 (FF T2k 2013) 6
SOD X FH e 1) S8 A0 5t e R S ARl 2 . E AN [F]
TR AT R SR ol K A ) () s ) 22 P DL
%, A FEEDAR 2 AT R D R AR K
ZEr . ERMEALEEN, KH. A5, \AEH,




2580 T A P )

FNEMSODIE M B FF2: BRI, Kt
45 7 AR IROSIPITE BREE 7, BN o B 0 1 25
FREE(ERIR2012), X NHEI T #1LRE I R,
WA I BITETFRER), 43 BT 46 0 R P 7E S B v
rh AR R R () 0RO R AR S B AR 3 v ) 16 4%
PRt — 7 AR -
2.2 £98mB
2.2.1 FFEE

s S R AR Bt 3, BEBUAR N B R, IR A A
Mgy . 7F e R R, e T RERE
HIE R 7K IROS, IXFTHE 7 YR WROS A= Al
TH bR (B R BhAF4, B LASOD/K ¥ I A2 4k 7 1
W09 IR AR AR B i R i R .

7E AamirFE(2019) B 7, REARZ G N
B R R I Z — NROS7r T IR &, FEL
SODE 1 7E0~72 Py [ A [ P S2E A 17 38 3 T v o
F A A DLE I AR B 4= Gyl R (R SODZK - (1) 7y A
T 24 iR 0 A 22 9 T 1A 7 A

H Aot Fo o R 2 HE ) 50 5 i BAE R SR
U e 5 AR (AamirZ:2019), RS 5 A 4 B0
P HEFR 55 2018) AR U6 BH 1 R 0 0) 9 i B A2 5 1)
P2 AE B AL SODYE M 52 b T 3 LR X 4
M REUR S o

B IR SOD I AR A 175 150 AE A [F)HE 49 5L v L
TER G RIAFE, EXFF F—FAEY K UESOD
T AR A AE BU93 ot e R B o o B A7 AR 3 22 5
AR — P AR B AR AR AR, SR 45 e R A X 9 i
BRI PUIERR FE, B 9B 22t Fo R P o WL LA &
MITEE PO Fp et 7 2% . SODIEMHEAZL T
ZERAE AL S WA Fh BB i bk B RS e
TAEM BB bR HWEINEFEHE M Cu/Zn-SOD R
DRI #E N KRS G, AR KRS G . 40 B
BN GRS 52 1 35 2 3 PR T (B R 5%
2015). SODX i bl il T~ HE B G & R =)
RN, EEYMYUE S TR M AR EE
PSSR
222 fFHAE

T 7400 B e AL AT A S R AN 35 5 R . Ay
S 2R 1875 40 . 2 B, 5 4 B e R AR 4 i A7 11 S R )
B35 55 2 7 1 R LA AR ) A R AR AR Y 2

R FREFHEKRE, S9aHEYE KA
LU FFBOE R WA SR MEAE TR,
VA M= AR A A B FNS F B P SR . 2
RIS R R, 7242 KEROS. ROSH|
ECAR BRI BT A S S, AR R, 2 5 i Sk,
FHFEAPTREAE U E R . SODEZ 5id %tk
S R EERER .

Y2 ERE, S Esh— € i),
TEIX 2 H SODIE I # FH AR ik E AN B 7 2 —
JE I TE], T LA — N R R B, 7R
HROS. 5RIEYE ML, AR5 R R YT A4
S8 B SOD A M B 5 7t =1 (Bali®$2020) . B
TV B A 2 R SOR i = 35 = 4 P Ja , SODI
T 1 R AR A AR SR B B 7 A R — U, Y
R I SODEg vl PE A 2 T i, =i 4 i A Bl 41 4
R G T dE S NV (Wang&52018). 111 &MY
JR AR FTIR T LARE— 25 b RAR 45 28 e e i 0 1R) 2 i
%) T SOD PG IE 1, FEAR A4 ) 18 i 52 e (Bali%e
2020). EICHEEQ018) RS . — BRI
VO A6 8] 0 Y Bl B B ) o A B SR TR, RS
I 5E - B A Kb B 350 57 SOD B 1, K IR B
H SOD (13 I (8] F1AS A FE FE AN [F] o p A B
SODYEEIE I E MR R b RIEEEAEH

3 RE

H 1T 5< T-SOD R 7T L 22 1B 5 7 1) e k]
T, MK R 7K P 52 DU b ] iR SOD7E HE P 41K
PUISFE A8 A R AR B4R Y, e 22 DR R 0 th DX
WK 7 S I PUE A R H AEAO A . 3R
1150 B A MECu/Zn-SODEE R FF Ry i B #idk, BEAT
IR FUREAL, TR TCA Rl a8 2% 1 2 B 1 22
FMERIE. KR, ZRENEEDR. 2.
M MERE . HERE TR RIE, R RIS E R,
FEDN e R FREREAT U & R R 32 223 P,
SODAJ LAV RGP IR #2 v A (1) /> 8 ROS . 11
HRBPA T Cu/Zn-SODFEN & 3k, 1958 FHEHTIL
PE, XK EROSHU AN T3, H
HEAE AR R P AR AR T e — R B fhaa, ™
M ERE A . TS Cu/Zn-SODJE I FE ) £
AR AN RBLNBTTT, %5 J5 A X 22 A i
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VIR RA A B M SR L. 1Ak, AT
N D3R FH 2 i R R A2 (¥ SOD g v P Al R ik 5 it
H A ) — IR R . KX SOD I 7T i HIAE B R
7 B DR 6, o 5 R R PP R R R AR
A FISODXT AN AE = AN G ) . Ehf -4
R AR KRN AT 5. BEE BHIEA B3R A
WRR, HYISODRIB FUK T2, NEREY)IT
5 R A I AU
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Progress on superoxide dismutase and plant stress resistance
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Abstract: Superoxide dismutase (SOD) is widely found in animals, plants and microorganisms. It is the first
line of defense for the plant to remove reactive oxygen species. SOD catalyzes superoxide dismutase reaction,
and enhances the tolerance of plants under stress. In this paper, the classification and distribution of SOD, its
evolutionary relationship, structural characteristics, gene expression and regulation, as well as its expression in
plant stress resistance were reviewed, and the important role of SOD in plant stress defense response was ex-
plained.
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