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Review of current progress in the metabolomics for plant response to abiotic stress
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Abstract
metabolites of plants with environment stress using modern analytical techniques. The metabolomics data can be
further studied by correlating with transcriptomics and genomics data. The combination of ‘omics’ platforms is an
essential tool for systems analyses of plants to determine the mechanics of plant response to environment stress.
We review recent studies of plant response to abiotic stress using metabolomics method and combination of dif-

Metabolomics is an important platform for studying stress in plants. We can qualify and quantify the

ferent ‘omics’ platforms.
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AR, (55 7] DU AR G B s\ &5
BARTCHIR, ity E KR, tar bl
REA) N 0 R e A ) — AR 4, X ()3
R, AR, EMaZ 5315 55
Ftrh, JX L) Jor G 355 40 JHO 52 ) 224 P« AN RS
P AU — SE S A ) (L A By 2R Ak & ) B — 45451
ALY . LIRY T R A NN B B8 A AT
(Mittler, 2002; Mittler et al., 2004; Shulaev et al.,
2008) o X IXEEAL AP 73 RSN JESBE AT LA B 3RAT ]
VNS ERZS: MY =K/l DIV 22 I TR e R
RN R g R 1 7 T AR A T — AP 5.

AU AL 7t 3 2% 5 Rk R R A . 21
AR S R EER B e, A P AR e B L
B IS TR) TR AR 4K, RBIE ST AR R TR (VF [
I, 2008). ‘EJE LAALREF R bR A A 5, DLl &
KAt b o0 T-Be, DME BB RS
HAR R GV 20— 3, RREERIA - ¥
SR EARA G RSBV FEN 5 — EER
U, AR AL T O K AR A b oy 1 RN T
1 000K /N3 AR I A4k, s i 1) S A S R
B 15t AR A5 T 0 4i i B4l 2R AR N 2 AR AL
(Nicholson et al., 1999).

LR BT ZRERGGRENE
FARFR, A2 NEE R B VAR D15 B s, pl
PR SEAN W T B 5 R (R AR 0 2 ok 4E 4 R 4
W LA B A BEER B R IE W B AT i . DNAL
mRNA LU A AR R R AR A T
VSR, AR SRS R BT RO 2 2
KA T B A, AR R S PRI A A
GEOEER, MR R A FRVE AL T REIR A I B4
L. BRI, 1R RS A 1 — A E B A
gy, AXHHZH AT DA SE 4 b S fA R R

AR 255 23 B B URRE LR A ot R )« B )
RAEFNEE (1) 3 B S fRE o FE IR 4 SCRLHRFE
PRI PIAL BRI ST 2 B FE A AE K BT
WA RIS, — AR WA A [ AR AR
SRS S5 T VAT PIAL BE, 2 J5 R A A1
WORH L . BN UK TTVEEAT I S 73 25
Rk, k. MR AR ES T
AR DGR o TEON RN . DRI A5 73 B 23
W T B A AR A 2 S TR A5 BN
Horp, MR IE R (NMR)H A 52 205 ('H NMR)

JrhRKSE: AN AR a AR AL AT AR 111

DAL 2 AU = 0 1 5 0 1k, (8 DAL 5 20
Bi. i, U MS) ARGV R Ry
e A B E L A T AR AL A s
W5 BT AW B & AT Es 1 40 B A A
R, MR s b 2R ) A e BT 5
M1 77154 % Je Al (multiple regression). 7l 5 #1
(discriminant analysis). =843 %) #(principal com-
ponent analysis) « %€ 2K ) #7 (hierarchical cluster
analysis) « [A % 4 #T (factor analysis) Al £& it 43 7
(canonical analysis)%

Nicholson ff 5% /I 41 F- 1999 4F $& H X i5f 41 2%
(metabonomics)MIMES, FFAELIRIZNT . 250k S5
J7 R T K & A A 1 AE (Nicholson et al.,
2002; Brindle et al., 2002; Holmes & Antti, 2002),
Fiehn (2003)$¢tH T X 412#(metabolomics) A,
B AR T A A P R DR ) D RE IR R R, 2
JE AR Z AL 5 2T RE T R AR 20 5 IR RIE

AU 20 2= AE A B T b i N B R DL R
JUASJTIH(VFEIESE, 2007; MRE45%, 2007): (1)H:48
¥ 28 B (species) FEHY AR W) 4L 2290 . X Rt
GO LA — Y A 5, R AN 4 T E A 2],
XFHr A AT s MR e A, BN AT HL
B SRR A [F] I 30 Bl AN R A AR A Rl 2 5 5
S AR, FERE— 20 A AR A S AH Y. TR
U AR AR R 285 (2)AS [\ 55 [X 28 (genotypes) B 4
(AR AH 2 R A 9T — M A Bl S L
(1) [r) i 4 (B8 I 5 0 RIS RMEAG AEL D)), AR5
I AR U 40 201 2 58 P At 5 1 A [ 35 DR1 284 e 4 3
AT LGRS 01, Bl Gont 58 A8 8 5 Ik PR e i A )
(AU A A 0 L 5 B A Y ) 22 e AT LR A, BN 4
23S 1S BN AU = 5 B AR T 2 TR 22 S b AT
P, VRS IR s B RS TR IR . e
R PSS B EAEH; ()3 L8R8 (ecotypes) HEH YY)
AR AL 27 o IX SR I BN A RSB
(1) [RI Rk 4, Wit 90 A KR BRI AR 7= A 1 5
Wi; (4)2 A SRR B 5 S N, T A
A2 24 S P PR A RN T A
YA = g, kA A 27 7 V0 1K A AR AL
HEAT W0 5 At o dr, HRH 22, R R A
WAL A L SR B D B, (S)FERER Dh REWF ST P (R Y
HH, AR =W 2 BE RIS 1), FEDR R IE K
(AR A N AR A AR W] B IR KR 38 . LA Tl
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NN BN g 21| TR N E iy s S P AE i 2
I, Ty LA IS i 5 PR 3 AR A e vk 5 e e Y g
A%, I FE) A LA I S B A DA K
A AR . A2 27 g A AR (R AR A
DR DA e e DR a2 AR AR AR ARG, DT D AT £
hfie S AR AL R s T . AR AL 22 R
2T TIRZ WU, EE Wi Fiehn (2003)% 54 )
(Cucurbita maxima) [ i 495 Jii 7 Rt Fr i & 0 12k 4T
GC-MSZHHT, 133 74002 AN, @i b o £
PELEXS, W1 % E oMb &), JFEE THR Y
M 2 TR 2 AR R A A M M 4 43 J7 11 1) 22 01
Tiessen=5(2002) H = R AH 4 15V (HPLC )X B 4%
(Solanum  tuberosum)He =247 T AU AL 50 B, A5
TUER G R I RANEY . hIEY . BT
VR IR A, P I B A R SR R TR
B £ 5 1R AL Bl (AGPase) #% ik PR 1 88 2 0047 %) LT
GE, PR T UE R A BOE AR MR 0 1 B
Maier%5 (1999)ff 51 7 MY B AR L 1% (Glomus  intra-
radices) X} H ¥ (Nicotiana tabacum)AR A i 1) 521,
X EE T A IS R AR R 3 AR TR R AR R AT A
LB R FEAR (R A 4 22 5t o

gr LTIk, AR BRI YA ) 3
MO, T BRI 23 B A 18 IR G Al
Vb A P P HEAT E PR E SO0 A, AT AN 3L
W o 1) A PR R A o T % A 2 2 & A 45 Ak R A
o R AR A RS, B AR )
[« T HAH” (Shinozaki & Sakakibara, 2009), ¥ fT3k
FRIIX LA IS R Rk, AR T A BT
) 2R Gt e R BRI A8 A 1R W 182, e A TR A
W1 A2 A i IR — AN 2 T T 46 AR | (O A%
2005), 7 W ANATTHE T R0RE 52 25% () R 00 W 2 N2 5 L
il

VT AT 1R 22 BHOE LG T RE T R4 1) IE A2 4 oy
TN B R AR A A 0E 9T, eSERe e AT TR T
TIPS LRI RGNS, A B TAEY s
PER el R . RIS, SRATT LR . Pl
R P AR B S 2y AL, R A B T AR
#h T FEEHLERI 2R .

1 RigAFEIEEYIBRE B 5 PRI

1.1 FEmB
KA MY A E K KGN EERN 72— X
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ERY/Ra R Sy VA B2 S 7 S VALY i B e oY V] S E
T RERBEA KK ERELEAERN T, il
A4V A 7= (R — AN A BRI 1) 8L, W9 R 7K 9y
7R AR BT T A T R R LD, A
AAEFR G by B AR S e b #R AT H R (TR AL A
FIEEIRES, 2007).

T WFST BRI A 24 (Vitis vinifera) 5 S () AN 7] 20
ST 26 T ot O D BT R R T S Ml KT T 2 T
SR SEIR, Grimplet®$(2009)%} 75 /K 73 78 /& F1T- 5
TP EAIE 2% A1 e P TR 4] 2657 1 SR 52 CR B2 AR )
7 o ) 20 U e P 22 e 1R A R R S AR
FEREAT TR . A YR UK (2-D PAGE)
ARAER SR 047F B T, Hrh 9o 7E R
MRS 1) 081 22 5, AR M1 LA Hh 6954
T, A 1630 AR R R P R
IS JLF 58 A AT X o 1 0 2O T 29 7% 5 K
W R, (RO v B 1 BTR A TR R I AN
Ko FEFTIEE IRFI32F Ny AR = Hh, K
L9471 50% 1 R B AT 5~ rp It AL 222 ek, A
T B4 A TS YR 2 RSP IR R
S E5m . ARSI BT 5 A A
e 5530 () XU R AOAH G 11 32 2240 5 0 1) 53 1) 42
BT 7R DelucZ5(2009) %K 3 A1 Z= 5k
5 R WA IR P AN [R] i 2R ) 6 48 (Vitis vinifera)
Cabernet Sauvignon fll Chardonnay 24T 14X i 41 2%
HEG SR 21 2 T ST o BIFI 8 W] PR Tl it 2% 1 7 e [ 55
+ F i I AR R AR AR A AN [R], 5P ] L
i Cabernet Sauvignon ' 73 24 IR FI I 22 & g 12,
CL R N R A5 BRI A% A i — Se FE B g v ) 2D B, i
X} F-Chardonnay K 15, 157 Bl WIFE T AN «
KEHE N FZRE I IR G A, A )Y
PSS X it V& TR AR IR AT I 5 o X LA 1)
(1R A T SR 52 B it PR WA AR K PR 5E 71 o

Mane %5 (2009) % & 111 52 Jip 18 PR A S5 ] 2
(122 55 07 5 % 2 (Solanum  tuberosum ssp. andigena
(Juz & Buk) Hawkes) SullufllCcompisiEAT T R4
JER 53 M R LA RN R L. AR, B
PR DR R 1 S % S T S 2R B
H 52 2 B A5, 52 Ceompis )1 5B ) A4
HIRD, T Sulluff) AW IFARZ B . FEREAR
B Oy 1 EEREAE Sullu M TP A R R . A
Ccompis [F] ' Fr b, R K 55 W 530 12 9 0S



I ELAS DU S AT (10 JRE B 1) A2 A0 R /b B 5 i ae AH
I BRI AR o T2 R FAH DG IR G S DR 3 08
ISP AP AN R B Py h A B T, 1T HLAE Sullu
[ 21kt Ceompis 3 M5 . Z5 LRI, HARAET
PRI OUE, PSRRI R A i LA AR
b, E YRR RS AR ] BAA .
Urano (2009)%5 LA bR T NCED3JE X (-2 i
753 1 V& TR A2 W) A BAH 0% 1) AR BRL) 19 48 B T
(Arabidopsis thaliana) 55 1 2 4L R I+ 4 X R EAT
TACEHL A LRI 5T o R I 25T S b IR AR AR o
RILTR IR R 5 IR TR (ABA)AH G, M0 55 SR K kP
AR R I 58 4R T ABA
Fumagalli®$(2009) 84T 1 P4 R A [ 25 A 2 (1) 7K
##(Oryza sativa) ArborioflINipponbare N 2515 e
R IE A AL 2E 5T . SR H-11 70 R B A
JWEFE(HR MAS)FINMRG 7K AR [ b F358 73 FIAR
FHEATREI . S5 SR, ArborioXt PR AEA MW
WK, 55k, PCAZHTINEE R W oR, NA& M RE
A 0 i 3L B 19 P R 2R 7 R 2 L R R R S
FUR, AR PIANSE R R AR RE A AR 4 Hi [X 4>, Arborio
FEARH IR PR AL PR 2 LU Nipponbare FELAK = -
Carmo-Silva%5(2009) LA - Hp iy ] 35 1 24 1R
HHFFEXS B, X 3FPC,E AR ) Cynodon dactylon.
Zoysia japonicafiPaspalum dilatatumx}T5 it
ZHTH NMRRIGC-MSARHHE SR 1 BEAT T Heif
G, RIT — PR sk G AR 8 A R R, SE N
5-hydroxynorvaline. JXF b G478 115 (1 HT P9
FhAEPI o, L E A T SRR R IR 1T A
Xt i, 15 B 5-hydroxynorvaline 5 #4191 52 B
FYIMK . KT 78 B A2 (Lolium perenne) X} T4
B R BB, Foito®5(2009)18 HI GC-MSH: A X
PRFPAN [ RS DR R (1 R A R AT T AR A 2o
FORI T A BAE T B A N AR
RAEB AR RN 5B UK (1) Cashel 2 [
Y PR A B e IR D R 1 e B A I B, T AR T
VR P 462333 K A1 B 2 Fmf by v U IR L
AU R, X LERE SR AT s gl
AW SRR 0. (E AR i 2hie, 1R
BE A R X SO IR B B RE ) mT LA BT S A
Filre
Dai 5% (2010) A FH A €4 1% — — AR A B 21 A il
I 28— 5T 15 R AR (LC-DAD-MS) AT 5 i R 1)

JErR RS AN AR AR AL AT S R 113

F12(Salvia miltiorrhiza)d4T 7 #F5T, 04T HA) 2040
W29, IRGARH =444, FEE IRAESH S
B SFh 2@ &9, s AL ERSE
A, R E H A AU AT AT
A LR, RILPF S A AT AT (10 N
AsEaME, WA, PSS s AR
T B R A=) s S NG BR, () I B 22 1 A
AEIERAUHB A s . HIEERA T2 mR
WA WED) & AR A e s, mifE
e R SR AU T % 52 B9, XA R
BT SN M EE 7/ NESE | X7} 7S ERI PN EP N SRS
B 1), BRI DR 35 1720 A 08 2 3% M A 0 A 0 i 2
e A A=) .

1.2 KRS5ERMmE

W A KR G EER T2 —.
WIAE KR B R AT =38 A, RIS . i
TP R g i o PR AR O (i R B
Tob v PR AR B I PSR A il P e o XA AN
I (13l To Ak AR, AR S, R RE A AR
2350 I P S R o ARG DU R Ay ¥4 36 (K 7 RN S A
2007).

Shulaev45 (2008 )% Ui B Hp A ) A Qi 2 27 kAT
TR LR . REHRLEHEAH TR REITE
(Arabidopsis) i 4 % il & iy 38 1) )3 % . Kaplan 55
(2004)K H GC-MS I FH B AN e il S AR IR B 1 (1)
BT B AR TR BOHAT TS, RILT —F
FI LRI EN IR 23 0 5 il AR, B X i A
ACURARAH ISR /N 3 AR . S IR AH G (R AR
PR A A B T IR, AHE TR AT
&, KRZHHWHE =R =t &S e e
AR, PR Z R AR TR O
AR 2 SR AR G ) o 7 5 SR AR
(Kaplan et al., 2007), & T 58 B E-IF @ fE P A
TG N RILH, X LA R SUE 5 s 4 22 3
AT THS, RN R ER: 50
P AR AN S A0 K AR AR AT DG I, T AR AR A
PR I S e S AR AR DG
DL RS0 4508 e R A %o 4 JHp A0 1 7 25 3ot e
5 S A AN B AR S AR =AE BT
JE R B Y A A

Cook%5(2004) K HHGC-MSEEH H AR, Xf HAAN
[F] Bt %€ fig ) 1 0L B9 T A Bk K i i 3R 38 (CBF)
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(C-repeat/dehydration  responsive element-binding
factor) (¥ 40’ I+ AR PR (0 AQ I 45 SO S EAT T EEER,
SRR W], WA W N2 I R TP AR A 2
A S (AR, TR R FILCBF i A A8 40 1 T I
2N NP RVAS Y v i DA

Morsy 55 (2007) X 51 5 B 7 A [7] 1 oy i I R 23
(R /KRG REAT T4 T 18 T v 5 e I 85 1 2 A
H2EEST, A I HPLC J7 V260 i AR et 7K % FH AN i I
KR P B TV R 2R A S kAT T E b, K
T o e DR 2R R KRB AR 72 T A T n] MR S R A
FRAFN . MK a0
HIRG RS BIRA R, AR ST MOANTRAG I 10 J R Y
KFET, XMFRER I SR R T RS X Fh
R DR B (1) KR A1 e 6 P B PR A S B eH AN ) 1)
BERACERFAE o oA 1 B0 45 S R ik b 4k
PRI AR A AT I, A BRI K A FL AT B
BRI B R R SE .

1.3 #AMB

P A B BB SCH AR AR L A e 4 4
i, AR A 107 hm®, B [ R AR
3.5 % 10"hm’, M4 T-HEIRIG1/3. 5346, T
BRI HEAE AN . Ty e b S5 B DL, A2 46
B MRS AR IE YKo X R = HE AT B 1)
IR 2, RO ER PR (SR AL A 5
S, 2007).

AR A 27 B AR B oK % 03 7 3t (Solanum  ly-
copersicum) 7 £ HpiE ~ FIACE = #1284k « Johnson
E5(2003) 3 T AR A AR AN ] 1 7
¥k A Edkawy Al Simge i #EATWF5T, ABLERMHA T
Simge Fy[FAHXAE KR W FEK, TMEdkawy 5%
FIFEmT o A% FH Al S AR e L A0 1 FT-TR 6 FE 4
JRER 38 L PR T 8 20 i SR SR IO AT 0 M, R
FE ity 10 58 5 A7 WO AR AR AN R 1 1R 8824 A o
JIT A5 2 1) B ks 4 A B s o0 B 5 VEPC AR
B S 43 A 7 VR B T e 43 BT (DFA) 43 sl AT Ak
o PCATTVEANREDR 4350k HE AL AN oy 6 A P 40 LS
<3, TIDFAVER] LAX 3 YRR AS [ R R Y, e AN [R]
PR TR 0F R 2 R v SR AR B A R SR 5 . 8% BV (GA)
BT 4 FH oK %5 5 FT-IR % [ vhowk 1 19 18 325 16 ) e
EZEThRE] . X LB D) Re A A S 240 54
AEFEREY) . FREY, mAHNH, H H
B N FAR ) & A S A
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SNV [ RE A 35 e 1 8 25 AR A 25 T 0
Kim%(2007) %] 40 B 740 i A1 i 6 35 7 2 o it ek ()
A AR 4L A9 . SR TR 4 AE100 mmol-L!
NaClER AL HE 1905 1. 24 4. 12, 24, 48F172 h
S BIEATLC-MS GC-MSARMHHE S BRI . X645
PEATPCAS HT R B AL LA 40 A7, 25 R BoR: Hl
WA T T 00 R ol 2 R (AR A AR L S S
P S R FEARIE IR, 5 A 28 A2 B 35 FR R
JEATG AN = H 28 R 1) 5 i T S0 35 2 B 25 1)
AU 2L A A ), 55 X 3 R A R A I 1 s g, P
SR G FLIE

Cramer®5(2007) i FH GC-MS I ¥ &5 148 o th 13
SR AIMRGL I 2% B FH B A xo) 4] 45 JBE (Vitis vinifera “Ca-
bemet Sauvignon’)V: &5 & i A 5P E A2
I 22 e AT T LB, R BLAE Y 2 Eh I aa i, g
Wi RITARR BUHIRAE IR P & &
N T A 1) A0 NS L N o 3L Iy
LA AR TR . AT R e S N
JUMEAHEL, HARE . SRR A =R ) B

Gong % (2005) th i ] GC-MS A it 5 & K i 15
AW T R 2 A 1) D7 LA T SR AR A R T
(Thellungiella halophila) FHUFg A 2250« K
RSP RR AR A B 2 22 50 o 540w A LA,
Toe R AE = R B A I v, $hIT A&
R AR AT o ST RIR T IR BT R W, £E150
mmol- L™ Eh e F, IR IR BRI . A
R A —Fh T e A 2 MR A s 2 . T
TEERTrH, ERIME S A M AR AR 2, AMY
1E A AT 2 AR KO L, R SR IRE
B BB A VLR FI IR #h & 4 A I W AR 1k

Widodo%5(2009) ) FH AR 4127 1K) 7 VR0 P AAS
[F) 5 R AU i &5 i ) AN [R] (/) K 22 (Hordeum  vulgare) iy
FSahara 1 Clipper & JiHiE I 2 IRA R ) (1) 22 I EAT
W5, 43 )X Sahara 1 Clipper 3E 47 34N A2 A 1) w7 £
AbFR S, IR Chipperfs® 1 A4E K, 1My Sahara fR 5 A4 K
FHIE B 5 X A 4 7K F- . & ChipperfH Lt, Sa-
hara Jy () Na &5 &8 B B8 m, JF B IR IR At 240
XA, 2o H I B AR s i R e . AR
YR AR T, PR R RN B 1 2R AR B B A
[6], 7EChipperfEitkh, BHEy-2 I T RA 2R E
R S ED LN el GRS TR 1Py ey
W) BRAR L R 38 R P (AR AR R R R SR A



R, XL AW a] LUAE A FE P 40 M 52 3 0 A Db
HEY). WAL £ B8 AN R 5 () Sahara i Ak,
R CBE . —RIROE IR b R A5 40 B OR 7 AH G AR
WA BT, X AL A 7 & A Chipper bl
PRH AT IR IRk, DR ] DL I e AR 4
(19 22 55 Sahara 1y o (1) 40 i CR 47 A X6t s Na
MM 5245 5. 34, SobhanianZ%(2010)%F #h % S 1
C, i ¥ Aeluropus lagopoidesik 47T 1 A i 20 2% ) wf
JE, WFFUR T o BRI R 2 R G s 22, i
5 ZBRIRAIG AR DA ) B AR, U Iy 2 2
M 5 B 1A 0] e SR e N s AR —
14 . BREEME

ML EAE B, BR23) Fid— R 50 W)
A=W, 8252 B ILAM RS IR 30 i AR A
Yila, WG . B A R R T e A

A IR 290 TARW R B wE BT
Jlh e R R AR 4 2# W 9T . NikiforovaZs (2005a,
2005b){# Ji GC-MS FILC-MS ¢ A % 5 St = it
AP SRR AT T 20 ARSI, R IA0L R 7 5 it e
Z W N O 134 AL A R — R VAR N
WEH), HXP XL S YT T S MM, A &
Ihy b T g 7 00 I X L i = A N 9 s N A
W25 o AR 19X 45 110 B0 S 00 R X i = e 3
I e s A 2 B s 1B AT T 35 23 Bt (Nikiforova et
al., 2005a, 2005b), AT 75 £I48L Fg I 7E G e = JHp 3
R FRE AR AL R R

AR 20 27 R 1 T 20 2 A 45 A TRIE 9T 7 v
B T SRV ) N W W 18 1 WF ST . Hernandez
2(2007)F F GS-TOF-M S i 76 /2 FH s = (1) &R}
F IR B REAT T AR FC BRI 0 BT L, JE%E T
— R 58 WA AR e, IR 2 AR
(LFEEIER . 2 Tl RN ) 70 0l 1 201 1 1 5
TET R

Bailey %5 (2003) X 1= 45 iy 38 1) 22 fli % (Silene
cucubalus) 4 il 34T T NMRACSH 4 2% 041 TRy
3BT A LR R A RN 2 (AL X A3 Tk, I R AR
I LS S L 0 L v £ S SR R R I IR R 1
WTFE, A E R S — S8 SR R LR 1) 5 i I £E 4
SEINESB N N G EE N

Mt 52 &2 (Scenedesmus) FE 47 42 W 57 43 Jeg by 361 il
Wy KR IA M BTN S . Kz E S, quadri-
caudaZy N34, 2 uMEHICY® . KBk, Cu* 5K

JErH RS RN IE AR a A AL AT SR 115

MR E: G AbFL s, BEATAQHH AL 24 ORI 5T, W B
FECU AL PR i 35 . KPR R A R By R i &

R RN KRR AL L) A A
FECU™ UK 3L R AL BRAL R IR, KA IR T ANfg
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