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EHINAD(P) IEME A HEMF TREM R LR
Wigh, RE, 52

WL E R =2 E dr Bl 22 22 B, &% 321004

BE AR AL RR(NAD ) A RBE I A s — 4% BRI (NADP S A A% O Bl A A5 KR & DA il R 2
(A, AT BB R R £ RO B A R Th RS . VRN, I NAD(P) Rzt T4 i 47 15 3 g B A Qg
AREEMPHENZEELEE, NADP) & B2 B = K 5] KA AL — RA B R R, mEHE S5
BT, B AT, HFHNAD(P) & g 18 F Oy O L B R, (ELAE Rk A (0 RS R 2 DA R B A A K 5 i
2B HIMLE AR 2 . DRIk, WIF TR 40 A P NAD(P) s (1A A5 ML B L P 4 26 K 5 i B 2 1) 407 WL FR B A B B
B 1% LER T HEYINADP) I AW & AR %, B4R TNADP) 2 5T KR B i a R & e, Ry
T HINAD(P) I 7T AT 5

X887  NAD', NADP', W&k, W5 1hs
HHrEE, R, B (2025). EYNAD(P) BIA& R LAY FohRem stk . MYk 60, 114-131.

SR e i JI P2 4 — 1% F7 R (nicotinamide adenine A o) B 0
dinucleotide, NAD') LB HHICHIN, BB O N W o5, [y W
A A A T A A P2 — o NAD™F 1/l o e
HORE RN, FEREIA N R deFE AR MR E AR I 2 A v k—?

TE VA4 fAZ O BE AR Hh R 22 00 B Y (Ga- O  OHOH %Eg%ﬂ%@ | - .
kiere et al., 2018). NAD" i JH i 5. 1% £ 2 (nicotina- N, " \:
mide mononucleotide, NMN)A1¥.5% i iz 1 (adeno- Ny | OF0© <’N L
sine monophosphate, AMP)£& £ B ik 21 i, JL 0=r-0 </N | N/J ° \@
TR ACaHaN7OruPs. NAD' 4 T4 (1) ° P i
NMNEE B2 H A DR i) 3 Bk, 1EE 0 IE )5 LI — Ozziof

SN R AR 3 T RV T I VE . AMP I 67 5%
NAD" 5% 1 H 0 [ 45 & . NADH ANAD 38 iR 25,
NAD" 5 NADH 2 [a] {41 B #% b 3= B3 it NAD % # 11)
it S Bl 2 5 40 L P 1 23 A A S I o R B e B P4 —

% H IR 8 (nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide

Bl1 NAD(P) 4T 454
(A) NAD*; (B) NADP*

Figure 1 Molecular structure of NAD(P)"
(A) NAD"; (B) NADP*

phosphate, NADP")ZNAD IR AL AT A4, Hik
JRASNADPH & & & 7 Fl HE T B Ak, 2T
T B JE T I A=W AN S A U N . 5 R A 4
Jit A NAD(H)5 NADP (H) g~ i % - 41 i AR F s F0
WY IEH EKEXREE, NAD(H)S5NADP(H)K)# #t

Wik H 3H: 2024-09-19; #:5Z H #: 2024-10-30
FEETH: WHTH B AR5 4 (No.LY19C130003)
* JBIRE#E . E-mail: haitao-hu@zjnu.cn; yangling@zjnu.cn

A A RE W6 MR 4 A2 KK B I 75 SR R M i 5 g &
P2 AR A R (Gakiére et al., 2018).

UTAESR, NAD(P)"™H FERG S 3 U038 J5 ) BE 1
EERET, FREOR T A NAD(P) R iR %
T . AE S — LR b I8 JR B K ISP, NAD”
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Z 5Tolll A 4t ffd /- %152 4% (toll/interleukin-1 recep-
tor, TIR)Z5 43It 1/ 3 1) G2 SO W BRAE BT
[A-F(silent information regulator, SRT)/ 54 A
Jit SR SR SR ADPHZHE 2 & B (poly ADP-ribose
polymerase, PARP)/"FIDNAZE L & RNA 5'¥
NAD™- Mg &%, Xt FNAD S 53R M. 41
5O PR RIA RN A 6, IRENADP) S
T A R B FA b ae e B 5 =1 2 AR ) 2 i FR B Rl
% (Briggs and Bent, 2011; Wu et al., 2016; Wan et
al., 2019; Wang et al., 2019b). NAD(P)"3& T HAEH
YA P B RS 4ERFAT A TRE . BLANAD(P) ' /E
AR 5L R AR A FL - AR I R AN 2 S BB
{EL 44 P NAD™ 31 6 8 1) 75 3 75 ZENAD" 43 1) Fe 82 77
A, HAAS B AR e R I AR KR E S E
% (Hashida et al., 2009). A& Y74 il 7™ %015 &
SR 4E R i INAD(P) A s . HEl, B4
Py NAD(P)" ) & B i 15 K T BE AT ¢ 5 4 s 7E A5
A M ¥ 8L 7 77 (Arabidopsis thaliana), = AT 5 T
NAD(P)" & iuig 18 B L AW Thiek, i FCAE 40 i
B ia A B TR S AL AR AR Y A K K B B
M I 14 3 ~F AL A i W . AR SCZRIA T NADTHY)
AW Er s R RIS ThRE, HAEANAD R 4E
FROm M AR SR ARES « TR R AR KR B R I e 9L
SRR R AR, IR INAD I SU A7 LE )
AT TR,

1 HEYIFNADP) HIA IR

NAD "/ 2 il 40 M AR AR A 1Y R K 43, {H I WNAD™
THAER 7S NAD AW 7 FE . M 4EREAN L PINAD ™57
BIARA, WKL K G R A 2 %%
NAD" % B i 12 (El2). ARYEIEIIRII AR, NAD"A
kB OB NR A E BRI R R IC IR AT . WL
BRI LB R R AR T (VR R 1 R R IR i 12 (12,
W ET k), G5B REAR  N AN D AR S B AR v
R (quinolinate, QA); FHE 411 K 2 £ 4 B i i R
KAMRIBEEHNADT (B2, 4 tHidk). L FFNAD"
Mk A OR3P AE B AT, 370 R &2
%2 4 1L i (aspartate oxidase, AO). M Mk 2 & K
(quinolinate synthase, QS )/ I i ik 15 1% b 4 74 il
(quinolinate phosphoribosyltransferase, QPT){#1k,,

J5 28 IRSLAE A0 5T H E R R AR R R TR e 7 Tl
(nicotinate mononucleotide adenylyltransferase, Na-
MAT)HINAD* & E il (NAD" synthetase, NADS)fi# 1L,
FER. B, BT RAAIREAOMQSHA T4
R QA, QATEQPTf {b T~ A= il Ml R 5 4% B R (nico-
tinate mononucleotide, NaMN), NaMN#% 2 %= 4H Jifd
Ji1 5 4 NaMAT {46 A2 B 8 1 M2 e — 4% 1 12 (ade-
nine dinucleotide, NaAD), fz/FNaADZNADS# 1L,
FEHNAD" (E12). #LF 7+ IAO. QS QPRTHINaMAT
Py oh B BE K g B 1) B LG, e AT T-DNATE A K22
SFEEPINAD A B, 5 EBUE K R & B s iR
LKA (Katoh et al., 2006; Hashida et al., 2007).
AO 175 TFNAD" M Sk A il i 12 1 PR B, i R ik
AOH LN HEHENAD & &4 fii(Hao et al., 2018), 1fi
i R IEQPTNE 2L QAR 7 BE 42 H HLARNAD & &
(Pétriacq et al., 2012). HTAO. QSHIQPTYE i 4
R IEMER, TINMNAT (nicotinate/nicotinamide mo-
nonucleotide adenyltransferase)?t 4 il i 1 & $E1F
F, R G A I NAD™ () 25 4 6 1l 338 6 78 J53 A o 1 1
T 457 A BRI NAD " T B 32 4 380 3%l 041 i 2%
1T 1# 1 fiE (Feitosa-Araujo et al., 2020). NADP'H
NAD" i (NAD kinase, NADK)Z: {i{tkNAD" 5ATP
A 1, NADKSZ H i & A0 40 i i 16 4k & JKNADP*
(¥ynf:— g, 17 NADP™ 3] 4 NADP™ i 2 g 10 % 25 i
FRAGTE NAD™, &A1 3 [ 1 4 A8 4% 41 i I NAD" 5
NADP*ff)°F- 45 (Li et al., 2014). #1F 7+ 4 3 1"NADK
n 15 JE K, NADP™[¥] & 5 %% 414U 7 R 35 1)
AtNADKs R ¥ 7 5K AT T e, ANADKsI)) fE 32 1R
S M R A L A TR T o A DR = A 2 i
L% KR H (Li et al., 2014).

BT NAD"7E4H i A 1 P A% O PE L, R A3E T
AN BG4 L INAD KT, iZig 4 (sl o)
FINAD™ (4RI = M Bk i (nicotinamide, NAM)E i
A HNAD" . HYINAD A B A7 FR 4D B S N
H%. HENAMAE G vt i 2 B (nicotinamidase,
NIC) I AL T A B8 5L 2 (nicotinate, NA), 45 )8 5t
1% 1l I A% W 4% 7 W (nicotinate  phosphoribosyltrans-
ferase, NaPRT)f#{LNAZ ENaMN, = Hrit A M Sk
A &R, BEJENaMNZNaMAT RINAD S b A ik
NAD". NAD" M i 42 78 4E Rt 2 40 flUNAD"
TR B IG/E A, JUH RIS
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e — 3k ,\?HAOB O ' OHOH Nudix
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1 _apr o kj 3FAL-RIRER
NIC @W@\ |: o OHOH KYNU O;gjo .
N KRR BT o,
QPT o @NHZ OHOH
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5-BEIR -1 - IR
B2 HYNADP) Y& R

T B AN HNAD(P) I Mk & g 2 (4L i k). ANEOR R (B A k) X 2k & g A G P IREE H A fi k). A0 REAHAR
AL, QS: MR AEE, QPT: WEUkERW R A% b4 2B, NaMAT: R BAZ T IR IR T IR % 72 B, NADS: NAD™ & ; NADK:
NAD M, NIC: JETelthz/ii zfs; NaPRT: JETeie i % pEst oM, Nudix: %8 BT -EYI/KARRS, PRS: 5-B A% pE-1-A: %
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RIRER-3-FINE T, KYNU: RIRELEE; 3-HAAO: 3-F2 5L AR AL 2% H IR 3, 4- XU A il

Figure 2 NAD(P)" biosynthesis pathways in plants

The de novo biosynthesis pathway (red arrows) and the salvage pathway (black arrows) of NAD(P)" in plants and bacteria, and
steps that are shared by these two synthesis pathways (orange arrows). AO: Aspartate oxidase; QS: Quinolinate synthase;
QPT: Quinolinate phosphoribosyltransferase; NaMAT: Nicotinate mononucleotide adenylyltransferase; NADS: NAD" synthe-
tase; NADK: NAD" kinase; NIC: Nicotinamidase; NaPRT: Nicotinate phosphoribosyltransferase; Nudix: Nudix hydrolase; PRS:
5-phosphoribosyl-1-pyrophosphate synthetase. The de novo biosynthesis pathway of NAD(P)" in mammals and fungi (blue
arrows). TDO: Tryptophan-2,3-dioxygenase; KFase: Kynurenine formamidase; KMO: Kynurenine-3-monooxygenase; KYNU:

Kynureninase; 3-HAAO: 3-hydroxyanthranilate 3,4-dioxygenase
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SHLAADL R L R, i 12 34 1 11 K B O [N 28R
SHAEY KR PINAD KT B E BRI AR 7w, %
K hia it 52 PE(Wu et al., 2016; Ahmad et al., 2021).
teAk, T ANANE Y INaPRT /& NAD #h K & ik
WA, T EGEY AN R — B IR INA,
T NAF e AR SR AR 4 = A B . R 3 B id
XENATI G R TR AT (1 F 30 RRE B A0S 1 SR A Bk
NAKIEE M, I£2 53 W E T NAD" [ 4 R4 (L
etal., 2015,2017; Wu et al., 2018). 4k, NAD(P)H
Al H K E0H I R AR SN TE BTG i P I NAD(P)HX K
B, XL IKA )RR SOKE A0 1 2 R K NAD(P)H
{10 Bt S ) 1 o R A0 AR FE B P NAD (P HIX B 7K Bt A
NAD(P)HXZ ] 57 itk NAD (P)HXEE 37 #5 tb NA ih
PEINAD(P)H (Colinas et al., 2014).

2 NADPP)'®IIF a6 S5zt

NAD(P)" 3 4% 21 it AR 3 75 >R 75 55 52 19 40 A 35 2l X =8
WOE 4, HIIAE 5 NAD(P) It i TF 48 il 43 A5 25 1148
5. BHRAINAD(P) 75 F 4 V. 41 i 235 K H 10 3 At 2 1] W
NAD(P)" 1 £ 9 2 Ty i I o A= 4 45 il 5 AR A 4% 1
WIS 2k fE . AEA 2 35 P FRINAD(P) ¥R 5 5% A A
[, Jf2NAD"#% iz /& (NAD" transporter, NDT)Al
NADKIf 7. NAD &t AR B ¥ 4> 1, ok E B o i
Y H AR, T EAEBINDTHE T #38. F5 7FNAD #
12 [ AINDT1RTAINDT2 & i T2k ki, B A"
ML R 5, AT HINAD E N ZeRifk, HARS
REIZHINADH, 17 58 A T ik A Ak ) Bl A Y AtPXN %% 12
1R B A Z FhiEiz DR (Palmieri et al., 2009; de Souza
Chaves et al., 2019). XTAINDT1. AtNDT2FIAtPXN
LR AR R I 5E e ], NAD 38 52 [ £ 4% fifg
P NAD(P)" *F- #j (Palmieri et al., 2009; de Souza
Chaves et al., 2019). #\F7*NADP )& il e AR 45 &
AN 35 0 T SR HEAT ST VAT, 40 B BRI - SR R
NADP* % 5l H AtNADK 1 F1 AtNADK2 1 fL NAD 7 4= ;
AtNADKS3 it 3 i 14 1 6 A0 M) i 14 - NADH & UNAD-
PH. NADP(H)I# 3= Z4E H 2 A Sk b 78 2D &
TR BE B 2 FL T 22 A, AINADK2 845 S 8044
PINADP* /KT~ 5535 B A, 33017 52l & B 744 3% (Chai
et al., 2005). 1E47iE@ i T NAD R 1L 5 NADP™ 2 i
T Ak R 4 PINADP K/ . 573 4, NAD(P) bt

KN Je Hr JF AT 2R LB B 3R B 1 AR Ak A BT 7T
R, W EERNADP b 1) K /N o B A7 7E 3 245 1
St LI o 805 NADK B 2 (L NAD " ok 38 i R A Hh )
NADP™ 1, i S5 JU) 368 ik 3475 NAD P T B2 Bk /s -4
ANADP*jti(Fukuda et al., 2023).

NAD(P)(H) 1 3 &£ L J2 NAD(P)H/NAD(P)" #£ A
IFi) ZH 240 Hf R I 40 X =5 (AR TE AR R 22 57, A i
Y1 A % X = P NAD(P)(H) F £ Ak A 00 2 1) B 3L 1) 42
MUtk . BT, A 240 5 NAD(P) 7K F &
NAD(P)H/NAD(P)" 7E 45 A b B A PRkt . 38 15
T, I I A A AR A A BT R E L I NAD(P)
(H)ZKF B AGIE JFOR A, IR FRl R AR ey i A e s
91 fg X = N NAD(P)(H) 7K *F- & NAD(P)H/NAD(P)"
(Smith et al., 2021). FIFINAD(P)H H & ¥t n] %
NADHHINADPH 47 far i, AH JG 2% R B 40 il Py He &
5 B R 9G4 . RIEAE A] Il ENAD(P)H H & %
HH ARG, Lhifhkd FINADP)HH 2 = S 41 (5
5, T BEAS VT4 e 4l i X = )INAD(P)H 1 3h &
P, DRI PR il T 1% 7 v 1) N FH (Steinbeck et all.,
2020). HTAESK, JUFPEE T35 A% g i AR B I R
75 VE R 20 i Y NAD(P) ™ 3h 25 46 I 3R 7 EL 3%
HRAR AR R 5 o 1K e T VR T DL ST HL AR R M bl
BRIk, SHE TR, i E R
7% 0] 43 15 & ¥ 15 (Steinbeck et al., 2020; Smith et al.,
2021). (HIX LT EMAEAERF IR A e EA NS5 H =R
BRI AL S B 1

3 NADE#E
WA BT Th e 4h, NAD'iE:{E APARPs. SRTs

FITIRE: K32 (I ZNAD VEAEBE N R 2 5 A1 40 i
ARG SN, X LR YA A b RSB E H

3.1 TIRRFEHEERASIEMNAD EFRE

TIRZ A2 it B AR i b i A7 e, H E A
VIR TR RN SR N AR BE T . fE N 3SR
HhEESEAZ M, STIRGMEMEA
HA KA D)EINAD" (G A0 75 1, nT Y1 HINAD 5L
NADP* J 1% ADP- 1% % (ADP-ribose, ADPR). ¥f 1k,
ADP-#Z ¥ (cyclic ADP-ribose, cADPR)FINAM (Wan
etal., 2019; Jia et al., 2023). ¥ TIREE 3@ i 1F
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N HoR 5 M % %2 ANLR  (nucleotide-binding leu-
cine-rich repeats receptor)ft]— /™45 IR A7E4E, Nif
HA TIREE A4 385 A NLR G 752 52 44 8 R JiR A 25 2 )
JG, FIFHTIRINAD fi b 2 AENAD 7= L (115 5 4
T, HTgE otk SRR TIR-NLRAZ A HE A
PO R RS R 7 I, R AR SRR TE S — A "NAD 7K
fii4=l, /KENAD' =4 ADPR. cADPRLL K CADPR 5
Faf& (variant of cyclic ADP-ribose, v-cCADPR)Z5:4% 12
B A5 T g TE, SETEE Y P R B (Song et
al., 2024). IR, W TIRSZAASE LI 1 RIHT 5T I fl
T NAD R VI TE W S % 15 5 56 5 h A% 0 1 F
(Wan et al., 2019; Jia et al., 2023; Song et al., 2024).

3.2 PARPs3[#2HINAD jE#E

& A P ADP-RZ A AS G T 2 AAAE T Wik, & —Hh
PANAD Y K NAD" 41 7= A (1) ADP- A% Hi 3 [4]
FEM HE RS B2 A4 B A BIIR S M e B T 2, %A
o FRAE VR AR AR KR B AN E R T R AR
H (Briggs and Bent, 2011; Spechenkova et al.,
2023). & [ 1 5 ADP-A% B 14 12 1 th NAD™ & i [
PARPsHEAL,; [F]I Bzt 1 _E 1 ADP-AZ R HE AT 1 5%
ADP-#% ¥ /K fi#t it} (poly ADP-ribose glycohydrolases,
PARGS)# [k . S ADP-1Z WA A& 1 & o 54k 1) B 5
DNAR 715 52 R0 G 4 )i =5 53 HH 5% 14 B 1 0 8 9 )5 12
fi(Briggs and Bent, 2011). *4DNA%Z i, PARP1
SRS A B PR, WIS HENAD S A 48
PGB ; 4R 5 PARPAF HINAD™ £ DNAT 24 B ikt
(14 1 o7 b dE AT ADP-#Z BB IR AL, AT 5 212 52 DNA
HIME 5 LR N . T PARPsIT B % 2> S 5INAD”
KEHHE, LMPEREME . RN UL AR SR
AR AR, MEER SRR, YA A
1) 2 5 ADP- 1% Kl 5= A A& 1 7K 7 52 31 7™ #6121
(Munk et al., 2023). fLLFgFEE K4 A 34 S (1)
PARPs%i 43 [, RIAtPARP1. AtPARP2FI1AtPA-
RP3. 7RSS 56 DL K A0 R T J5 A o R 335 S B 3471k 1,
AtPARP1FIAtPARP2 B £ & ADP- 1% B 1k A& 1 i
P, TR T AtPARPS L 25 25 I ADP-AZ 4 58 45 il
W, AT AEAT 8 5 AtPARP 1R AtPARP2 AN 6] ) 4= )
2 IHE(Gu et al., 2019). LAk, fERSHY hik % &
o FRE A 1 & AR S PARP IS L 45 #3211 28 11 X
%, #ASROsZE H . KongZ%(2021) & I A 4 v

SRO2E M B # Fo ADP-A% B AW AS 1 4 i 25 1) 38 Bk B
SZF1/SZF2UN i 2 Rz #ME M, Mim4EFE A
IR RS . 5EYPARPsHIEL, HRTX HYIPARPSs
FINRIE T AR, PARPsn{i A FINAD 2 55 i 4%
T A R B R E BLZ 1 7 LR A TS 2

3.3 SRTs3IEMNAD HFE

SRTs/&—ZNAD K115 11 2 LBEAL g, 2 2 mk
HEHLEIEIE R R IE . DNATRGIEE . B9 S, 4l
ARUTFN 8 N E R B EE R . YA 2%
B X BN, RIE N T 40 A M SRTA R E 1L T
LLHRKFISRT2 (Zheng, 2020). ¥ ASRTsHJEY),
Hi INAD" 7K 7 Xf SRTs g% ML 2.2 . /KAE(Oryza
sativa) NAD ¥R & il igi 42 1) < B [l OsNaPRT 1
KA G KNAD KK, FHOsSRTINFME L
WAL AS 52 204 (Wu et al., 2016). FF 7L, W
SRTs s L BRAL ML 5 M B PR 4 3% . Bl 14 DA S B
FE M (Zheng, 2020; 75& 774, 2023). AtSRT1iH
o HEEA G TS TR FTAISOCL ) ¥ % 4
LB FUE AL LB, JEES T RHFEERLFY
)ik i $E H &1k (Wang et al., 2024a). #LFg 7T
AtMBP17EAISRT1 AL /E A T, H AL 217K
PR, FasE MERGGR(Liu et al., 2017). OsSRT1Xf
OsGAPDH #i & B i s b 2 Bk 2 11 £ B 3 3 OsGA-
PDHEE 1 3% (Zhang et al., 2017). H AT, Xl
TFRUKRE S SRTS S5 M 7325, 25 LAk ML
A DRt AT BONTE . KEF LR Y, SRTs
Z 5iEEMARFIERER. R EE. IR E
T RS AR A S I FR (95 & U7 45, 2023), {HSRTs
VAP A K R R 3 7 A P ML, ) 2
U AR S R A ELAE AL AN AT A

3.4 RNA 5'iENAD M8 F&is

AR, A JFAZ A AL A ORI T —FE FIRNA
5 &1 7 X, BINAD'IE F1&1fi(NAD"-capped
RNA, NAD-RNA). #l>kibk % ik 4 & 3], NAD-RNA
TEAER N T IZ TR, & —FhEEH RS RNAE 1
77 #(Wang et al., 2019b; Dong et al., 2022). Wang
£5(2019b)UE SE AP 40 i P AE FENAD-RNAZ 1, A Al]
I FH e 3 00 e ] Y 00 R O 40 i NAD-RINAF ) A
K. FEEAHZHEREY SR, BT X NAD-RNA
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Mo BRI TGO RevERE, K INAD-RNAZ D 1)
HHFEW RGBS S, k. EORMELIEEY
iR 87 25 2 AR S RNAD-RNATT 62 51
T2 R W A Bk A S A5 )RR DA % 4 i P A A I
IRAFBEEACHILFE(Wang et al., 2019b). Dong%
(2022)4 7~ TNAD-RNAJ iZ 12145 Tk Fa R, FRER
B AR R TR, X R PINAD-RNAT] fE
HKREAEKREMAEE N XK. HAl, NAD-RNA
A5 D Re I ST AL T2 AR B B, PRI TR A
PEF- g TFRIKFE, A AEY HNAD-RNAF = AE AL

, i
DU

AR
uittl g ‘
nF Rt

(L
R
-~ DNAMZE A

o

B3 Y NAD(P) AP e (Smith et al., 2021)

MR 040

DNA{?‘E

il R M DA A SR DRI A f itk — 2B R . Bl
WangZs (2024b) & BLTIR 2 #4938, % 11 2.5 NAD-RNA
WaE vE 1, B os eI YR P AT BE S 5 NAD-RNA
B AR .

4 NAD(P)'RIEHIFTIRE

{1 JoHE D4R PO 22 () S5 % LR 4, NAD(P)”
AL S5 400 10 AR, O P B R TIR-
NLRs. PARPsHISRTs & SR IR b1 IR, T
FAVEA M S TR 5545 S St R (3),

Ca* 555

TRBEE AR RIS

Pt

NAD(P)'Z 5l W h & Y2 d e, WHRAEKRE . feR . SRS WhEAARE . REMM. BRERE. RN
H5AEME . LecRK: BHE R ZAMNE; TIR: Toll/ 141/ 25-15244; Rboh: WRWR AR K S Ak B R R 4

Figure 3 Biological functions of NAD(P)" in plants (Smith et al., 2021)

NAD(P)" are involved in many aspects of plant biological processes, including growth and development, energy metabolism,
signal transduction, reactive oxygen species metabolism, post-harvest metabolism, gene expression, immune response and
biosynthesis. LecRK: Lectin receptor kinase; TIR: Toll/interleukin-1 receptor; Rboh: Respiratory burst oxidase homologue



120 A% 60(1) 2025

HRass TR, KRS Mamn Ll
JOK Ja AR FRAR 1t &2 ¢ 5 2 (Aghdam et al., 2020;
Smith et al., 2021).

4.1 iBISEYERRIHERS

T4 (FINADP" K 2 43 A /E M4k, £ AR N
Hh LT AR I R 1) A T AR R IR, gk
NADP*jth () 4 5 5 NADP*/NADPH 2k 47 38 H; 2= 51
MR FRES . R R4 (photosystem |,
PS)AIE R %l (photosystem |1, PSIN# e T3y 2k
L ¥ 1% % %% (linear electron transfer, LET)#% # |
NADP" £ it NADPH,  [A] i J i 15 Ji 5 -1 6 55 0K )
ATPA L, A FINADPHFIATPH T3 [ 2 25t 2 .
{HLET J H AR 1o & B R 1k Bt 7= A= I ATP/NADPH
ToIET AV AR K E B B A B A 5T XFATP
MR, X LLGAM I ATP 3@ i [ 22 PS8 2L T
13%%% (cyclic electron transfer, CET)i& 42/ . ¥
W 47 7€ NADH it & & (NAD(P)H dehydrogenase,
NDH)&E & 1A/ S ICET (NDH-CET)A 5 16 & 14
% % H PGR5/PGRL1 /1 & {1 CET (PGR5/PGRL1-
CET)#&4%. H ' NDH-CETI&E it i NADPHAIATP
10 B BB CA i 40 I N B 2 (Zhang et al.,
2024), 1 PGR5/PGRL1-CET Ui i 1 15 ATP 7K *F- LA
JATP/NADPHZERFAH A5 (Ma et al., 2021).
NAD" 5NADP" 2 [a] {41 B % ¥ 2B pH W LT 14, HE4)
TG I AT FE B ) pHAE AT i NAD % 2 . FINADP*
ZEERAL, TS P FINADT/NADP” . IS
T, Ak kE AL NADK2 4 F AR Mok &, H
R R, AT NADK2 0, 44k A i
NADP" b ib T Jehit KT JefB4HE T, CETRfA L
TE RS IR R, $2im T 5 IpHE, G NADK2
Jii i 4k NAD™ 1 82 16 A= e NADP™, #8823 44 Y
NADP™ . 43 5 f Fih 88 S ECETR 245 1L,
B 7 pHAE BE AR I 34005 NADP™ % B2 B % 1, 1k
NADP #4t. JNAD", Mk /I 4544 P [rINADP ith
(Fukuda et al., 2023). AtNADK27 4 5 3l #E Fr
24 NADP(H) /K F T B, AT 52 Ml Bk A0 260 ) AR
(Chai et al., 2005). 14k, AtNADK2ifE it #1iINADP”
JEE P K /0N T 2 5 i - A P PSR B 0 2R . AR
-2 A PINADP™ B (19 K/, A2 ) F R 3K 1) S s L
¥ psaAFlpsaB] & ok 2, M TPSIE &Y

AT, BERPSIR A EHHI(Ji et al., 2022).

T ) B R A 1R A 3 D PR A 2 1A 5 440 BT AR AR
B CRE IR R, ZERiR INAD(P) 7K1 J2 A Ak IE JF R
ASTE W 1 2 i S5 A 04 T A R = AT 1 i oy e R
. YA Z T RS2 5NAD(P)HI AR 1
YEFE, X LERE I S URKE T B4 AR 35 L - NAD il i
i ik H vl 1 -3- 12k R Wit & 18 (glyceraldehyde-3-phos-
phate dehydrogenase, GAPDH){# 4t HIBEE J v K
TR 3E WEI fife, Bt A5 3~ R T ik 1% 43 GAPDH Bt &% 1%,
- H AR, NAD 4348 i UNADH . i AR = 2E (1)
P T 12 25 T I R 5 &8 5 & 44 (pyruvate  dehydro-
genase complex, PDC)JIL R 4 il £ AR EGA, 7] HE
NAD"I& 5 JNADH, 485 LIkl ALE N =R FBRIE IR
(tricarboxylic acid cycle, TCA). NAD it )a-Hi % —
Fi% I U (o-ketoglutarate dehydrogenase, KGDH).
A7 W2 I A B (isocitrate dehydrogenase, IDH)A
3R It EF¥ (malate dehydrogenase, MDH)&TCA
PER B3 BRI B, = FINADHZ | TCATE
PDC. KGDHAHIDHRWE M, #1875 TCAfE AR
JHH(Le et al., 2021). b4k, NADH & 2 kit B 7%
1% 4% (mitochondrion electron transfer chain, mETC)
() HL A, {HINADHER 28 2 {58 2 b A4 I I i = A F
THJ, ER it S5 A4S, A KERROS,
SECEA PR FEL L R, Zeki ik ANAD'/NADH
(PSP IC N E 2 . YRR R T Y S L 5ATP
G I IRIAR B 7 T 2 I F A 0ok A 1) RS MR AR
AL AN [F] BE ORI B AR L AL 3 i 45 SEINAD-
(PYHF & #% . FREHAIMETC, ZbifA P s s il ik 43
i % 11 8 NAD(P)H Jli = i (type 1l NAD(P)H dehy-
drogenases, NDs)H17%E & S A0 B4 1R 28 & i 1A%
HEE, AR FERE IR A W R 4 T DLIARE TR 2UFE
Btk 22 e, HEM IR D mETCHI L BEIR JR, M 4 FF
METCIEMIEE 7. MmETCIIREZAN, %4t
ROS ) 4= ik > - NDs %t NADH [ 5% il /7 izt fik
NAD(P)H it & 5 A 141, Zebifh L i (L FENADHK
Pt s 5| R G A PRI T R, 1K &S A AR
KEFFEY, NDs/HFHIZE B F1Li6 52 5HY)
JiriE i N (Barreto et al., 2022). #LFg 7+ A 74 "NDs,
N3N HEALSZ: NDA. NDBAINDC. NDA1. NDA2
FINDCAL TR0 A P 1 A e T, FH T 28 Ak 1 1
JF H I{INADH; 4FNDBZE 4 (NDB1—4)f7 T A JIE 1
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K, HTEARTTER B HENAD(PH, F&E S
Jl FINAD(P)HB3E AT PRIE A 4 . $0FF TFNDs T e 2 45
T ANAD(P)HARZS e fli7, a3k 17 {5 A2 470 % il 3 1)
it 5% € 11 B4 (Wallstrdom et al., 2014; Sweetman et
al., 2019; Jethva et al., 2023). FrFEEAEMTCATEIL
A, KE AL F) FH B R XA i 45 (pentose  phosphate
pathway, PPP)/*4:NADPH, 3 IjRg R4 m
AR AR SR A= 1B Bl NADP™ 15 D 24 -6
il B2 i & B (glucose-6-phosphate  dehydrogenase,
G6PDH)F16- 1 12 i %] B 1R It & 1§ (6-phosphogluco-
nate dehydrogenase, 6PGDH)/&PPPi& 1% 124 FR
HEE . PPPI&1EZ M WNADPH/K -5, ZNADPH/
NADP" i #i i, G6PDH FI6PGDH ) 37% 14 52 £ 1 ]
(Aghdam et al., 2020).

P 40 AU 2 AR 4 A1 5 B 858 F P £E 75 ok SR 3
A BN, R AR TCATE AR 4 41 fg 25 4
NAD(P)H/ATP A ik & 42 (1) 75 oK LA7E A 5 R4 #1451 20
AT R E A2 DU 2R TR R . RS A0, B
PR SR AT 2B T TR TR TR 0 2 2 Tk 2R 3 A TCATE A 1) = 2L
A BT R0 R SE R R TCATE A ) 32 %
JRA . BEAh, SESRERIEAE AR i Y B AR AN [F] 4
a5 A A UE BB R Lk . Zhao%(2020)F4 i, 3
SRR P e A 4 K R - S A SR A 58 BEOIR S I 4B 7R 2%,
FEHR WA A 38 I S R BRI T AT AL S 2 = A
X T4 N B EARAS T T B OCH 2, 1R A IR IA
()43, MDH: it 3% SR A B I 2R 1Y) e e 1 1
SRAR. BRRFIAIR B IR R Y. fEsRE R, gk
1A' 2 B2 AE T NADPHEL &L IZE 8 - /R SCHE 3 B 7 38
JR 71, 2 A INADPH DL3E JR 1 1 2 - 23 44 i
B MR, 20005 NAD-MDH {84k 36 5 R 44 4k, N i
LR, HALRARSE R -l R s R im A\ 34
KAk = A2 NADH, NADH A Z R4 1 ATP ) & Rl b fit
TIBJFE T, M 8 G HL - 52 AR SR Al Bl sk = 5 SR AL Y
. Zhao%%(2018)iik S48l e 7+ H] H £ 4 NAD-MDH
DASE SR T 20 - 244 i 22 [ NADPH % 8% S| 4k
o, G SR AR S Bk A B S R IR - F I LR
TR R A RF 2 Pt ) SR A JE R R P . FUL R TR AL
7 5E A7 T mMDHLRTmMDH2 X0 3 [ i B 28 4% 5 #e4n
Ji 4% Z [EINADPH % #2 () S8 AL 38 SR 2R A7, 3 C Ot [F]
b R0 A K R A% (Lindén et al., 2016). NAD(P)"
R PR3 S R i (malic enzyme, ME) /& 177 3E SRR AR

W 59— N OB, LA S SRR R A AT I ) AL
RN, FAENE . CO.MNADPH. AR 3 4l 1) A
A, MEZ i A5iNAD™ ) 3 5 2 il (NAD-ME) A i
NADP /)3 S R i (NADP-ME) . 2FME# & 2 4
B, AR AN R R 28 o, AT B
e . NAD-METE LA A rb 18 4 3% SR It 32 7= 2 T4 Tl
B, s i) R A v BB AR PR 0 0 2 4, 4ERR IE
TCATE¥A(Sun et al., 2019). 45 HA[H it £ #EE
NADP-MER] 73 A& A1 dE e &8 . a6 UNADP-
ME JyC 44 H- 4344 R C AMARL 0 1t J5 v f e [ o 2 it
COy; B & AINADP-MEFELE T it A A8 4 1) i 44
BRBER, S5 EE R B R pH R R b
R Ak, NAD(P) 5 1 IDH 2 245 5 240 i A X 1
FRASFT L 5 1B, £ 5T F AT IR A AL R TE -
fiFl I% — 1% (2-oxoglutarate, 2-OG), ¥ NADP"#:1k
JNNADPH. IDHf# AL AE [1)2-OG A % 2 1 R YA A [F]
TR 3R BERRE 22, TINADPH AT 4E 22 41 g P 1) S8 AL I8 5
P, A BT A . A R AR
w1 B AKINAD(P)”, ZU3 AR 12 22 HNAD(P) ik
FETAH IR 2814 SR G A T (O IH R Bh [ 4K, SRR AN 2 i
PRIZBERINAD(P)HRE 1 2. 35 5 M0 A 2 2k 1) [R] AL 26
NAD" M Sk A5 Bz 11 25 5k il J2 (KT AO A2 52 il 2 6 5 11
B FNLP2 B 2 ¥ R 3 R . NLP2A S A R
HETHEFAORE, RS T A E K A&
(g I R SR, 208 R Ok B T T CAIE 2R
FR 2706 2 A0 AR 1) & & (Saito et al., 2022;
Durand et al., 2023).

TR0 41 F AR i 3 2 S AN T 7 AR SR A R B A
e, =3 KA S S S AL iE . NAD(P)HZ %
1) 4 S SR AR S HIAR AL, 38 AN TR A AR U A2 ke
S SRS 40 X = HROSHIAE . NADPHZEY)
4 A IR - 75 I H JIK 9 21 (ascorbate-glutathione
cycle, AsA-GSH) fll fii 4 it & [ & 4t (thioredoxin
system, Trxs)i1i& R 3ok . 43 bt H Ik [ B A FH
NADPH ¥ 54k B4 23 ot H ik GSSG it J5i 4= i GSH, iX
FEASA-GSHIS 12 I B B 4y, HAEL I N H R T
o FF 41 i GSH A ASA ) 7 &, R 7 ¢ = 11 GSH/
GSSGAHIASA/DHA . Trxik & i F) FINADPHZE £5 Trx
FR 3 SRS, T 3 J5R 7R Tex 75 41 B 480 A 38 5T 45 AN 4R
et B EEAEA . i I NADPH/NADP™ K8
1 AsA-GSHA TrxsHi S 4k R 40 ¥ IE# T RE, NAD-
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PH i B3 %€ 51 &K GSHFI Trx 235, i3k 177 5 B 40 i 2%
To. BRAh, HEiHE SEE RN AL BN E &
BERWI R, 0] F) I NAD(P)™ 4 H5t ) 85 B/ s 3 i
B TR O i R GSHAK 8 I £ — T B 22 4t 56 Wt
B, HEEE S A A2 . NADPHIE/E A A A 2
L5 4 0 £ 22 PASO B D AU BGHAA 25 AR xS PR o2 (P
B R BRI ER B VS GG ) R

42 PIEEYPEKES
NAD(P) fEREMIMR . 25, MRITESE 88 & A4 b % &
JAIE R H 26 22 TR, X R PINAD(P) MM S 5
FEREACIE, 6 B SRR 0 40 i Th € (Hashida et al.,
2016). E R4 A, 4855 ANAD(P) Fa s
SEEYIEREKATL T, 408 I NAD(P) R i 5 % in
Yok S SUE T A 46 5 (Hashida et al., 2016). 1%
e 4% B FPNAD & &R =, TNADP(H) & & D&
NADP'/NAD" M 4%, s, 76 A 4K IE 3% (1 40 2 o
NADP(H) % & L JzNADP*/NAD " # & (Gakiére et al.,
2018). Tt 73 A 2H 23 1) 24 i 1 B 52 NAD PHA 61 1 4
TLEEAN T 77 A ROS AT, 4hH = & MINADPHA
B4 K (Schippers et al., 2016). A& 4738 i 115 o
PINAD(P)" 7K 1) 2 25 i 4 45 1 11 A= B T g, 4l
JLPINAD(P) & & B el s 5% GBI A KK
B2 . FEIFNAD A R E I K R [ AO .
QS. QPRTHINaMNAT ) T-DNA A 9845 4 2 %
R B kI B iR B0 3£ A (Katoh et al., 2006;
Hashida et al., 2007). AtNMNATZRAE B AS 4 F 77
T EMK, PR AL SLEFK(Hashida et al.,
2007) . 7K 7% NAD" b 0 & B i& 45 1) BR 33 i 2 (A
OsNaPRT1 % 48 5 8 #k . %2 Fl ™= (Wu et al,,
2016). iFR QPRTIP4H ¥ (Nicotiana tabacum)it g &
TR EERZME], EKKEEEKhan et
al., 2017). AtNADK2 A il ik iff 4544 Py NADP ™[]
RN SR YA K, bR R AR 2
S A AT 3L R A (Ji et al., 2022). AINDT1Z4R
SR TR ANE IR AR K AR B AR K e, LG AR f
S AR T ) BEAR D Rl T IKCE 2Tt R AL (de
Souza Chaves et al., 2019). JIfHINAD™ M40 it i [
L AR I I S A W i A 1) 18 23 s AL I AR K
A T g (Feitosa-Araujo et al., 2020).

Tolt 7 AR B 2 A 420 D 36 I A K B 358 K 3 A T ok

AR =R, MR PP B AT B A AR .
Pl P RIR 5 i WNAD K35 DA 5%, JERAR 14 1
5 R IR P B 7 i NADP(H)/NAD(H) 77 78 & % % &
(Gakiére et al., 2018). Huntf1Gray (2009)Lb 5 T 1%
3 MRHR A A UL R T Rl A A B, R IR
THIRHBS5FFANAD & & EEMK. NAD(P)' 5
ABAZ A AF1E % V) 22 HAE FH, %5 )5 NADH AT )i
NADPH 73l & ABAA W1 & i iFABA1 FIABA2f] HL
A, Ha ANAD(P)H/K P2 4L 52 M ABA S 1, 1217 5%
Wi i -1~ fA R (Feitosa-Araujo et al., 2022). NADH£E
2K MR AENUD T 753 T 3 15 8L 77 F - 7 NAD "/NA-
DHAE® B2, HINREZ 8 S 8RB 7 K E 2
F &% (Zeng et al., 2014). Ik, NAD(P) 78 i 2 Fil
T 5t A 1A T T R P OB . R gk (Acer pla-
tanoides) fTRK IV (A. pseudoplatanus) i [H] J& 54,
B AT b7~ AL HH SR AN [ (1 AR BRI o A0 B b
TONIER B F, RIFHRAEA7, 10 RO AR 7~ A8
RRhT, TR UK. AlipourZ:(2020) & BLAE ik
AT AR, ISR TNAD B 2 £ . NADPH®;
5 e LA S NADPH fk 6t 1) i v 4 v 5 1 BRI A
NAD" 1 27>, NADPH% &Ik H NADPH & it [ i 1%
P, SEPUERIE, TR, A ATHEN
Tl WNAD(P)" (1 B 22 7K~ B SR A I JEIR A5 W] R 2
A AR G S BRI E L RS, M
T 5 SRt 0 1 TR R4 2 434k

TERY B R AR AVE MR AEFE I B . W
FERW, M AR AR A & BT 768 INAD™ 7K
7, NAD" = B 1EM A FARIRRAS, TINAD s /b
I % 46 K W & & < & % (Hashida et al., 2013a,
2013b). JoUFg T 1624 B 2 P PR e ML AL ENAD',
T A I B AN B R T 6 TR PR REONE, AT
WAL TARARIRZS; A 2, NAD /K5t 460 1 % 8 56
HE, o ENAD R IEE R MK, Pl
Ir 3 3 1 26 K T NADT K O I 35 16 R B & B ]
(Hashida et al., 2013a). AINMNAT %35 S840 5 77
HETC T4 NAD B R R AIG, e A TE M & ETR 25
PERTH & (Hashida et al., 2007). 14k, NAD'HI% AL
I JER ST A AR PR A8 0 L P R 4 v R P G A
RRF AN R 43 Bl AV AE R K B #2281k
TR R, BRI AR R K S FRAR AR R 1
HWRICK o 15 BACH B 5 L KR INAD®, M
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PAFWLK T 2P, {5 AR f% 1 B 2 48 (134 5% (Hashida
etal., 2013a). 1E& B0k v] A 8 G 0 R e &
TEER, MITE BRI TR T, B3R
MAE IR K JE LBV K. AL R, — el Al
VIR KB REAFEA R IR 7 M T, 12 PR
AR AL i B 2 /K RET R AR, X PR R Sy it 44)
RITERy o TR TE Ky A 24 s ok, OB RA Y
3 9R8 8 BK, T B /K T 8 %5 h iUE (Hashida et al,
2013a). el KA it A7 0 T 7 2% (R BT R) b o 2 e e
MESEA 2R B B X, MNAD™ X T I 5 16 8
i 7K A PRI AR FH R VR0 5 1R P — o 3 S

B A'E A 1R 71 200 P A I TS A ) B AR B B R
¥, NAD(P)HiIL 72 75 3 A 4038 J5 BB i Ak 771
NADPHE A AE 4 2 i P W I AR R S8 A B [R5 ) (res-
piratory burst oxidase homologues, Rbohs)ffj#A%,
VA T ROS I 7= A= 18 B2 B 0 & . NADPH i i i 7
Rbohs /- 5 IROSAE 5 J8k . £ 2 52 el 41 i 7> 24 Fl
A Rdl i dris, dEmiAEEERKRE . R T
Rboh % J% A 10 /1~ i & (AtRbohA-AtRbohJ), #f %
AtRboh ) Zh g CL 4 f## (Kaya et al., 2019). AtRbohB
Z 5 R Ja #ad fE(Miller et al., 2009); AtRbohC
Z 5 BT A AR K, R RR A K%
(Carol et al., 2005); AtRbohHFIAtRbohJlZ 51k}
AN AN ARG I FE, 0T T ) OE R AR K E G
A, atrbohh/jU AR 2IACR B AT . & 1R
fi%. IR L1/ E R T (Kaya et al., 2014).

4.3 B5EYEEEMMERE

NAD" & i i 12 HH SCHERIG T R 1) 52 1 2 S B W e v
A3 2N i, X 55 T NAD™ ZEAE W i a8 5 25w )
i #%: (Hashida et al., 2010; Hong et al., 2020; Wei
et al., 2020). #lF 7FNAD & fli& 2 [F GBI [ QS
Bk AR fchss INAD & A i, 5535 #| T ABA
MIHRR S, 5 FROSKEM R, HAEIX
fir iR U (Wei et al., 2020). NAD(P) Qg2 5
ABAE 5 18 % 7E U 15 R A A RN AR AR iy 2B S TR
HFAEZ X HAE, ANAD S 5 ABALS 5 il 4
A R ITT, THABASS 5 Al @ i 5t
K ¥ ABI4FY 7 45 5 QS 3 7 EIICE ok, il
TEANEABAS G T ST, T ABAS 5 %t
NAD(P)" & B 3% 12 i ) 15t % (Hong et al., 2020).

AtNaMNAT 34 T 1 B I AR 1 A0 7 77 £/ .40 i
ROS/KFIIE, EAFLAREIER KM, RAFERAE
A%t T 5 i iE iU (Hashida et al., 2010). MLFg 7+
NAD " ¥ RU& 1% (1 < B B 5L IR AINIC L) R A 52 ABATH
T, HRAR AT ABA L K # i E iE #U%k (Wang and
Pichersky, 2007). id#FAAtNIC3H] #2 = U Fe T #E Ak
o 5 6 PR 52 14 (Ahmad et al., 2021).

NAD(P)* 7K “F- 5 T 1 1 41 g AR i A 245 DL K 3% Fh
HRMAE S SRAEXREE. NudixiE 36
5 AR FIAZ T B RR AT AE MK AR I B, COEsSEH R
T 43 B 572 % NADH AT ADP-#% 4 7K - 18 45 45 Bh 1
S R A 40 L 4 s DA S R L B A e o 3k
FIEAINUDX2 1] 4 55401 7 7 4 P9 1E 5 [FINAD " FIATP
KT, B AR R SR AL 3B (1) i 32 7 (Ogawa et al.,
2009) . AtNUDX 78 izt M At A 3% 25 1) AD P-A% i [
W% R RFLHEATP, i 2 51 TNAD /K« i
AtNUDX7 1] [ A 400 B I HEL IR 1 P S8k e B8 g, T
i T8 ANUDX7 T 2 14 5 A o 420440 JH 3 PR T 52 12
(Ishikawa et al., 2009; Ogawa et al., 2016).
AtNUDX19i&E it il 7FNADPHIK *F- 2 5 ¥ it & Ak
JoliE A8 e v, (Maruta et al., 2016). PpNUDXS8
IR (Prunus persica) -5 JipaE e 37 (1) 671 18 4% [R5,
i X PPNUDX8 1 1 i J0F 52 7 [ NAD"/NADH - 437,
SEUNIRABAIK T FEAK, 3k PR T 5 e i 52 7
(He etal., 2022). B4k, 4iffs Py NADP(H)/NAD(H)X}
T AR RS B e, A 2 i
i5F, 40 WNADP(H)/NAD(H)7H=i(Smith et al., 2021).
YE N HEAENAD(H) A 5 NADP(H) i) i — i, NADKTE
40 40}t P9 NAD(P) ™48 Ak 38 Ji A 285 R 40 i AR 1 v 473
HEEMAMN, ZFENADPH)MFEAE AITFNADK,
TINADK )21k 23 2 2 PR IC A ANADP(H) KT, 538
21 i Xt ROS I BUE ME I 53 (LI et al., 2018). LRI+
AtNADKL) 21k 52 FI B S0KS L sh AT 45 2 Fp AR A= 4)
JiE i S, FLORAR R S AL 8 U (Berrin et al.,
2005). id 71X OsNADKLREHE =1 /K FE A x5 il
AT 52 14, T OSNADK L 28745 | 5 FU A 6] - 5 e
Ak H U (Wang et al., 2020). 1 T+ AINADK 25848
4 i - NADPH/K - B 25K T B A 1Y, HLRHEE AR 4%
-5 BB S E U (Chai et al., 2005).
7 7+ AtINADK3 = 2L 7E i S AL i b Kk, /v 7
NADH 1L AINADPH, i bk 5848 R A AL ia
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B3 g AABA R BUR, X R BINADH % 16
NADPH /& ff %y ¥ 5% e B ffr 26 7% (Suzuki et al.,
2023). UtAk, NADKIZ @ ik 4 # fd ) NADPHK -4
NADPH% L EFRboh & fLIE J5 77, T2 5 4% M
ROS/KF. HEINAD(P)" ¥ 1 i 4 45 5 R 4 5 R fig
UK, FHROSH RELA A E, XY &
BEAH A B I ROS A 5 145 5 5% 5 (Gakiére et
al., 2018). A4k, NADPH2AsA-GSHTEH & TrxsZs
PUAM RA M EZIE R SR, FIA B REnE R
%2 R IIROSIHIR T 18 4 5 58 (1 ol 3L it 52 77

B 42 38 T A2 3ENAD(P)” (1 4 1 DA 25 35 48 i 7y
AR 5P i AN g B LS 4, NAD'IE{E A PARP
SRTEMMIEYZ 5 & ARIE S 161, N SED MY
M N o AEY)PR N PARP [0S A F1 T DNAT 712 2 1
SER A (5 e, (H I FE 0 ) 5 SUNAD ™ #E A 4
MIBET:  WF AR B, U r JFAtPARP 1 FIIAtPARP2 ] iff
o FE DR 5 PR AT i N, R AR G B AR AR T
5L SRR I R 52 M 3 58 (Gu et al., 2019). NAD”
ORI £ e AL B SRT 1 I 4 ABA R 25 22 DA 1) 2 5 Al
YIRS . R T ACSRT 1Rk 4 28 48 14 [z HLRNAI
DUBR IR 220 ABARH 3 A B3R B, TITAtSRT 10
I8 T HUR 71 & 6T ABAFERBURK, HEIAtSRT 14 4%
P B R T STZ ) ZAT 1040 5 457 B 1) 4H 5 A H3K9
HEAT 25 CAAE M, T IR 23 536 DR 73 1k A4 okl 17
T iFRD29AFIRD29B 45 Hii ¥l & [K (1) % 1A (Liu et al.,
2017). KFEOSSRT1HEIE K TP T EROSHE & Fl
YMIAET, o FTA 1% 3 K v] 1 50 /KRG AR AR UL e
fI4itE(Huang et al., 2007). #t—H @bt & F, Os-
SRT1# T /i WE I A v OC B GAPDH ) 23 Ak
P K R b B AR AR R AR, T R /K RS e AR Y
FNEE R A B (Zhang et al., 2017). Ak,
Yi& R FINADP K 6t 1) Bl 2 15 2 Bl by de 0w B, B2 A7
TERYHRAT 5 ERARIR S5 i DL R SR BER J5 1 7
F R AR FARE 7 T R 4 A FH (Agh-
dam et al., 2020).

44 B5EYGRERNHRR

KEHF R, NAD(P) &M 7% Bifll R4 £ JZ IR
IV A%, TEHCHUD A4 AR G 1 G2 e 7 Hh 473 i B 22
1 f5,(Pétriacq et al., 2016). Ca® i AFIROSF=4: &
LA 24 %) 95 SR A AR G P e A e I8, 2 I 8 it 72

T ROS ¥ % i i i I i RbohDfiE 4L 724 . NAD(P)”
Fazs Xt TRbohD/ FHIROS= A S B, T
NAD " M 3k A B I 5% il 5 K] AO i bk 98 4% A fin4-3 711
fin4-4""NAD". NADPHUL & ROS/KF & (K T #f 2E
#(Wu et al., 2022). RbohD 3% MK #iCa” 5 HEF-
FRIGHIRISE &, I3 Ca kgt & e RE R Ak
% (Dubiella et al., 2013). 473 it 7 K 52 A PRRs
WG AR AR O oy TR, BERR AL 2R 2 AR I BIK,
SR 5 WS I BIKA F- 3% B2 1k RbohD, i3k 1M 1F i #ROS
BER, A R A4 K (Kadota et al., 2014). NADK
3 3 75 NAD(H)/NADP(H) f) 7 i 52 i ROS 7= 4
Ca”'/CaM{k#i 'ENADK 2 5 CaM{% 5 & 12 /v F [
YA R RN A S B . /N 2 (Triticum aestivum)
TaCaM3-2B 5 TaNADK2 . {F I 3 7% 3 A4 70 % 1,
TaCaM3-2Bid F ik /N2 i B 17 44 175 S IIROSH &
RENIN, RIS SR P R R, T
ERTaNADK2 T B/ 2 % 4645 W 1) Ptk 35 (Wang et
al., 2024c). WLl I+ 5T E 2 FINADP-ME2 ] 4
FFRbohDFyNADPH R, 2 5 i 1iRbohD /1 3 [ 1E
WG R N ROS 4, H RS2 45 5 ZiNADPH
& FEAMROSH R &> (Wu et al., 2022).
Nudix 7K fiff B 5 NADH 7K ~F~ 1 i 775 3 ZE 8.4 S 9% o R
FERMRAE . LR 3 AINUDX6 FIAINUDX7 43 5l 2 7K
MR G IR FRIE R IE . ORI, @i
it P NADH 7K P 52 1 A5 47 %o 975 JiR 7 42 4% 1) 4 028 e Joi
(Ishikawa et al., 2009, 2010),

R 2 (7T BoR, B 4FNAD(P)” (extracel-
lular NAD(P)*, eNAD(P)") & 44 g v —Fh 7 AL
RS HT, BABEEY RER IR, 25
VAT AE R DR AR AR G 1) 2 G 3R AR P B (systemic
acquired resistance, SAR) (Mou, 2017). Zhang#!l
Mou (2009) &1, #lF57FeNAD(P)" 5] & ) #% s A4t
AR 5 AR AR G 5 AR AL AR, s SR A R g
FHL PINAD(P) "tk s 21 i 41 LI B & DA 492,
2 1eNAD(P) il it Ca** FIROS Wi il (35 5 5 Si& %
P PO A BRI Rk, HE T 5 3 UL R I IR A9
JEARBIUIE . 5 S0 78 R B, eNAD(P) [RIFE 7] LU 5
filf # (Citrus sinensis) . % jifi (Lycopersicon escu-
lentum)F13Z & (Phaseolus vulgaris) e 4 i 39 1
(Alferez et al., 2018; Regmi et al., 2021; Huang et
al., 2023), ix £ eNAD(P) /' S K Z 15 5814
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T A B AR ST . eNAD(P) I 2 K i 1 4 4 2%
SEFT A, A 0 41 S A NAD(P)* 7K “F 52 11 SAR %
o AR FFind-3RAL A A 1 SAR B J LT 56 42 V8 2k,
H.SARE| K 1 %ot 9 Ji A e LA B2 B 928 AH 5% J2 [ 1)
St b EAZH] (L et al., 2023). i FiE ANJE
NAD(P)* /K fi# ity CD38 3% [K] £ B& A% 1L 79 7+ M 1)
eNAD(P) ¥k &, M5 SAR S (Zhang and Mou,
2012). %8 & %K LecRK-VI.2 fllLecRK-1.8 /&
eNAD(P) 5214k, LecRK-1.8: B7E Ll 4y b i 4%
£ F, LecRK-VI.2JU1 fESARE 5 R #£1E F (Wang et
al., 2019a). 7EIFTFSARE it e, K2 1k
2P 72 B A ZNAD(P)”, NAD(P)" B i
ZARLecRK-VIL21U H- 305 SAR M. « N-F2 25 B AR
J&—FSARE S5, HiEid i Rboh/*£ROSHE T
eNAD(P)" 1 A 520 Ji 72 Je iz v i P AR, 3
Ml % SAR (Li et al., 2023). It4h, EDS1E &3
5eNAD(P)" /3 11 4y By i S b2, H -FEDS1-PAD4
I % /EeNAD(P) /i 3 1 f B & 48 b R Al sl Bk (Wang
et al., 2019a). NAD" & AT RINMNE 1 it /& —Ff
T 3% 355 S 700, AN IINMN B8 9% 5 25 42 71 30 /e
FFAIKZZ (Hordeum vulgare)% A4 A1 (Fusarium
graminearum) Pt (Miwa et al., 2017). 5, Hong
25(2024)i8 K B FE TFNAD T A BB B 2 0 Bk
AP AR RSRFTRR 6 R, 3958 T R R 1 BT s
NLRs & 811 56 K G 2 40 Hh ks 7 1 400 i 1) 4928
AR, R JEARAS eIt NLRs£x Py fil o #0258 [N,
N FE g, PR A K. AR YINLRs
5B S/ A (NBS)., & & aamEH T
(LRR)&E k3 LA K N TIR 25 #4) 455 5k 25 i 20 jie (CC) 45
M. WY ETIRZMIHHNLRs (TIR domain-
containing NLRs, TNLs)i# it /&0 Rk, fil &k TIR
SERIIEE FKENAD 72 4 cADPR, cADPRIF S 5%
TCatimiEmEE T, HMECa AR, S5
ROSH#E & FIiBH = N (Wan et al., 2019; Jia et al.,
2023). TNLsHUHE 5 HIfL1EFH EEDS1. PAD4,
ADR1. SAG101HINRG1 4R fu % il TNL-EDS1-
PAD4-ADR1LL 2 TNL-EDS1-SAG101-NRG1/F (1)
RN PO L, AT PR il 993 J5 44 4 K (Tian et al.,
2021). filr, TIRGE M3 ER A0 808 B 70, Tk
PO ZINA A T 0 28087 PR 1 flk A B 92 S I 1 4 - L
BT . TIRZEPUN B B R 0 5 280 8L R

JG, HRIE LB A SRS LR, RS
Ja P9 JENAD/ATP 43 T i 5 N % Uit R A, oS 3
NAD /K i BT, ZMENAD P A S (5 540 1, M
TS FE ) 9% S DAL AE T (Song et al., 2024).
B4k, NAD'IEIE i 52 NAD ™ ¥E /1 5 (1 ADP-1%
A0 R 25 £ T A A 0 7 A 470 s 92 5 TR] 2 908 1 45
993 5L B B A R R A% S BE(E F (Wang et al., 2010; Feng
et al., 2015). AtPARPsIEHIZINE IF %)% ) M, at-
parpl/2 5 A% A G 2 JHE RIS 52 40, K R A B Tk
58 (Feng et al., 2015). NAD K #if{] ADP-1Z% ¥ i 7
fitf SRO2 e % 5 ADP-Z WE AL S 1 40 B T 4 % 5% B 1A
¥ K 7 SZF1/SZF2, Ml H 2 Rz £/, faE
SZF1/SZF2 & 1 LA AL W) 4E 47 1E % 1 F % e B
(Kong et al., 2021). AtSRT2/2Z 1\ Fg 77 B i S5 57 1)
VPR ELR, 125 DR 9 AR S 2 1 s A R o T A R
B (Pst DC3000) i #utt; it KA ASRT2 U 4L
FI7FXPst DC30001 U 1558 (Wang et al., 2010).
25 LTI, NAD(P) 7EAE 425 47 Bl X v o7 Hh % 47 5 g
TEH, IRAAEZRNAD(P) 42 1 4 % SOBE 43T L
il T 5 m B o PR i A L

5 [HE5RE

NAD" & H i B 1k T sUNADP ™ VE Sy il Al AZ 0 4S54
TEMED Az O e AU (5 5 F T RL R RIA i
R EE BN . NAD(P) 1A ik ki S8 & &
Sw, FRRZIE A N SRR T, i T NAD(P) TE AR
A KR BRI E R R EE . H R, SHEY AN
NAD(P) ) & i 5 A2 Thik UL AR FBLK & A7
— 38 TR, (EADAETE MR MR i I 8. (1) MY
PINAD(P) 114 i AR LA K i P R (I 2 AL v
AR, BE—BIZIENAD(P) 52 11 AL (A R T i
NAD(P)" & B AR Uit 43 7 3 ML LL S NAD(P) %
WAKKEEAN RS EEZ L. (2) HES—
I FUNAD(P) ME R G 5 43 T Wil 2 15 40 Wy 3 1
82, U E et 1 T NAD(P) {5 5 3 % R 1 S A 1R i
Wik, LLENADP) SHEMA RN ILEE S MK
HAEM . A g Al FIFZE R A, Ry miQsas 24
2 B AT R HTNAD(P) K K Al 77 W 1E R R
{55 S M4, HnHAEmPE KR & Ra b &
MR ThRE, HRR BT TTNADP) KT H
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HAT S SR B PE AR P08 Bl . (3) R FeadE i
NAD(P) 7K PR AL AE 4 i e AR U A AR K R B i 7,
DASRTHEA = SR SR B AT AT, 248 AR & i
R B 770 (4) NAD(P) W 7E ) 5 25 AR A0 4l
HARZEZA. NAD(P) A HiaE Mm% %
FI2, NAD(P)H A 2 Fl K SR 254 1) 4 B AR AL AL Ji
73, TEREA . AP0 S 35 I 2 5 AR = 1 B b
HEE(EMH, NAD(P) K HEJRA S HX YA K
KD IR . AR ATIRAIZIEHYINAD(P)”
T 125 24 R gk R A3 1 52 FH 7

{F& TRk AR
WV R AR S R RS 1830 M3 1R IR
BEIHEBER; O 2 BRI FCHR.
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Research Progress on the NAD(P)" Biosynthesis
and Function in Plants
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Abstract Nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide (NAD") and nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate (NADP") act as
an integral regulator of plant core energy metabolism, growth and development, and stress response, which can directly
and indirectly influence many key cellular functions. As the cornerstone of cell metabolism, NAD(P)" homeostasis is cru-
cial for normal plant growth and development, and stress response. Impaired synthesis of NAD(P)" or deficiency can
trigger metabolic disorders and a series of defective phenotypes, and may even lead to plant death in severe cases.
Currently, NAD(P)" biosynthesis pathway and its key enzymes have been well studied in plants, but its homeostatic
regulation in plants and the mechanism of coordinating plant growth and stress response are still unclear. Therefore,
isolating NAD(P)" deficiency-related mutants is crucial for exploring the regulatory mechanisms of NAD(P)" homeostasis
and its balancing in plant growth and stress response. This review summarizes the biosynthetic metabolic pathways of
plant NAD(P)", focuses on the participation of NAD(P)" in plant growth and stress response processes, and looks into the
future on the research prospects of NAD(P)" in plants.
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