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K 5.(Glycine max) i =T [H, 2K T I7KFE
(Oryza sativa). /N2 (Triticum aestivum)fl1 LK (Zea
mays) 158 WY RKAEY) . BB R G B Al B, e
S2ARA WA (G0 B AR R 5 ) R0 AR e (s He
FEVHI R, SO A T AR P EAR T SR A B 5K
(%%, 2011). Bk, @ RGFBAH, mKE
w JIRT P B DN R E R K R E R — .

P R E(G. soja)se#kEr K 5 B HH S Fh (55 £ Ei
FRAHSE, 2001; HIEMR, 2017), 04 T P25
JEENVAZE DAL X Sk (B G A B . AR . H AR
WIS AR HL X ) (94555, 2008) 0 B AE K2 i 10 54
HEAREER(WET ML, 1999). 4K, B4
K S IR 2H 2 i 300 B DRZ IR 38 BUAS TR R, ik
FR T F MRt 175 51 AR SR AN SR AR, A
FELZRE A KGNS st Re, DL E R
g, FESe[H 1 I A A E AL IS IR AR B AR K S
L5 H YR A FH B AL

1 BFEXEm%EF

1.1 BEXEERAZF

20104, 3% [H A i & 1Bk & 2k K AL BT 78 P & SR Y 42
H A2 SRR I P gt R AR A Bk AT T, JEHA
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i T 56 B K G K A T 51 BB (Schmutz et al.,
2010), NKGIHEFH 0B E T 5hh. b, &ik
RS K AR B B 17 AN B A2 K S R 144 385 K
ST T RAEN R, RIS K G R E
o7 B AR K G B R 2H 1) 4 S AL BE R (Lam et al,,
2010). [A4E, &6 E /R K5 Kim&E(2010)H o 78 22 il
P, BB A KRS S5REREWERAZE RN
0.31%. 20144F, HE R MR B/ E YR 20t 7 L
(2014 X 703 B A R TP RLEEAT T S P A ZE 2
e AN A REZERA, RWEERTIRE
MR (= ZE S AP EHE Y a AH 9%) 15 51.4% .

20154F, WFFEN it —S 5302 B A K. HiJy 4k
B R S DA R K S MPRLEEAT B P o A, s T
10N 52 X3R5 9N I/ ek B IR 2 TR) R SRk, I
SE T 13 AT AR RAE AR Z R AL 5 (Zhou et al.,
2015). 20194, 7 HE K 2= Xie 5 (2019) % B FH =A%
PacBiollll 1A . Bionano Genomics*{ ]t &
T vy A B G (0 A R A SRR R AR 1 s AT A
IR EA T HAEKTWOSE R RS H N F.

B A S DR 2L PP B R IR H B B, B 2 (Rl o LA
B E Y M, 1T RS B 2 o ) B A K S R
AR €/ TIIAEratiL i e S NLTA 1 BULD/SE#: £ P DN (2 i 1B UL
THURR AR U5 . Flin, QiZE(2014)LAEF4E KT
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FIHR 3% K S 40 H %2 %& (recombinant inbred line,
RIL) AR EE, R 4 5 R AL 7 30 AT 7 Fh 178 77 i
Ji S P AL AE 1 1N R 2RI 32 ALQTL (quan-
titative trait locus) & {57 73 B, FF & B £k ¢ H 2 K]
GMCHXZL., ItAk, @it xf 124N A1 14 Uk S
BRI A B P, A I £h & F o GmCHX 14 A5 [X Fl
B X B R HISNP (single nucleotide poly-
morphism), T 3 UK 2 2 Ak, S8R U
GMCHX1EE KR EZK(Qi et al., 2014). % 77~
T B A K G FE AR AN, NS SR
HE— 5 R ARAR AT B A K T LR SR A T B AR

1.2 FE XTSI RAE
Sof B AR R G AT R S A Hr, AT P H i b i
WIRNERE, 22 7E 5 WM M.

JiZ5(2006)F FISMART (switching mechanism at 5'

end of the RNA transcript)$i A% 7150 mmol-L™
NaCl 4k 3 1) B 4= K & 5 cDNASCFE, X 3k 43 1)
2 003/ i ESTs (expressed sequence tags)ill
FEorat, RIMILAPAT 2% 1K 2 5 P g . Aliss
(2012):R FH A = A Rl & 1A 1 (digital gene expression
profiling, DGEP)}#7 7200 mmol-L™" NaCl4t#1 F,
iy 25 BF 4 K 5 (STGoGS) LL K #h B s 4k 3 K &
(SSGOGM)JE [K Fik 22 5, K I £h B A= K & 5L K 1
TP H AR Z . Ge% (2010, 2011)
I FH 35 RS B B AR %50 mmol-L™ NaHC O g4k 3 (1
A K L (GO7256) Hi il i s A 3k AT 3 A, LRk Ab
P 5 AR A 22 S Rk ] B () 5Tk . Duanmu®s
(2015)% FIRNA-seq 4 #T # A %50 mmol-L™" NaH-
COs b FE () B A= K & (G07256) 8 #4743 #1, K& Bl Ab
BN JEH 1 44340 22 R RISEF, JHEE KRG
SXof B R AL F 0 S S R . AN, T AT AR R R
WRKY. NAC. bZIPFITIFY 5 ik () % 36 K F LA K&
IR JFAH SR HE R 2 508 R g . 5 RS A B
(ZARE K EEBR 1) HE E, RNA-seqZy 47 ] A8 i 5 5¢ 4
2 S 2 Pt 5 BEORG A A o 3 R R IE K P .
Zhang?%(2016)i# i RNA-Seq > #7 1 i Al B 4= K &
(N24852)fR #1790 mmol-L™" NaHCOs4b 5 F )%
S HE, R IR AL B 12 /124 /N 5 KB bHLH
ERF. C2H2RIC3H%%: 3 H 1 % 7 £ ik, Ge% (2010,
2011)F 7t R LK EEbHLHAL S [ 7 22 S 3Rk . 5k

FRTEE: FFAE RS s Tt 105

75 %5 (2018) K FIRNA-seq i R i it T -+ 7 Wpie T~ ¥
A K (FKAB)H A IR 2 S 3R B IH, R a8 1 2/ )N
JG 7 R R R B R R B K, B R ARSI B3
2T N ARSI, H X b 22 S Rk HE IR v 4 5 3
53R T (B FEMYB. bHLH. WRKY. NACHI
ARFEEFR). 2 NS P SR, #3118
Y A2 K T i ek R b R P AR

Bk 7 X mRNADF A8, BF 78N ROE S S5E ia
5 £ K 5 microRNA R X 4T 7 43 #1 . Chen %%
(2009) LA 3 Jil i B A= K oM RN RAS T2 8804 i i
B/ RNAFF, $E% 5% 11508 T8N A A 5k f 1
SFmIRNA, v 842 K 5 miRNAK B A % 5 3558 1 3
fith» Zeng%(2012)%F £ 8 T~ BF A K G 4 AR EEAT T
mEE N, % 12849 miRNAs, H #1304 mi-
RNAS [ AN N AR . Bl & B A K E A ok 2
1) miRNAFTEE L A 3 A B, miRNAZ: 5 (1)1 4% X 2%
W 2B B e, XX AT — 8 T AR AR S A
5 M 3e VR R AL KA Bh 26

1.3 HFEXEWMENERRE

B 0T 2H 53 BT B R 5 ik DR 2H R B i 2HL I R A B
&P B, H AT AL T T B B, 5K 7 (2015) BA
50 mmol-L™" NaHCOs/iil F B4k K & (G07256) F
SAFRE, LR &R L K (two-dimensional elect-
rophoresis, 2-DE)#i A ¥k H101/M 2R KIEEH

e SR SN R Ak FE /DN B B RE S e B 2 S R A
(R, T & 54 5 B 72 24 F148 /NI 5 45 31 (1) 22 57t B
H R % o Ji%F(2016) K H [F) 57 2 A 10 AH 0] R85
= (isobaric tags for relative and absolute quantifi-

cation, iITRAQ)H AT T AL BE12/NF K E I v Al
REEARA, HKAE0NZREKILEA; b 1
GsCBRLK i K A A A - v 2 2 1 2 5
W, P15 TN ERKILEA, K574 MK Gs-
CBRLK (Ji et al., 2016b). Pi%:(2016)/3#7 1 £ i
R AR AR BER R A A, e T
116310 Z R R AL i, IR BB AL FIMY B#, 5%
K73 AR BRI 2 5 S e R .

BARCAH KT K EAEA F W B HhiE T & A A
MBI A 8 B H A AL IR TE, (E0 B AR R B
AT T ANRIE D o TR oK 2 R IR A REARER
A KT 2 5 (Hossain et al., 2013), K7 B
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AR ORGSR ) AR 5 A 8 s O T 85 f
A OCHE E . MEREE A RABRARINE L, =
FENLANF SR AT A A 3R R, DU R T
fipR B A K G N (5 5 B IR AR AR 3 20 HL A

2 EEAEMAEFEXRENTENE

HE MBS E A R A NI A, B ECRPE S
FIEE, HEEEERE . K H4.67 %1 5K g
%4 [ (protein kinase), H:A1£165% )8 125521k
I 14 (receptor like kinases, RLKs) (Zulawski et
al., 2014; Liu et al., 2015b). RLKs&EH— K &14
JI A RA B A A 5 A R A i PR TS 4 A

LRR-RLKs (leucine-rich-repeat protein kinases)
T—RE G ZREEFIRLKS (£1). ZhouZE(2016)%} K
T LRR-RLKE: R KR EAT 7 a2 K4 o3 A, %€
467 ~LRR-RLKAE (], i i %) b 35/ & 3% K &2 121
NIRRT HIT A 2R, I AR PP () S R 2 4
PRS2 = TS AR EE, R IF2 88 B A2 KT 8 e Y
D e gk — 45 7= HoA 3 1 B A2 K S a4y i 4%
W2 AT B L. 20124, %5 (2012) 5 b T 1
A2 AR AW I R 5 R 1 B 4 K B LRR-RLK I [A]
GsLRPK, FH7E M EEF#1 7 7+ (Arabidopsis thaliana)
W RIS T2 =8 BB B R )R IE, ORI /A 1. B
SR FUL RS I A1 7K A H LRR-RLK G 75 13 5% 8 25 H 1)
Dae B8 %, (A H# 8T B A4 K E LRR-RLKHJ i
W ReikiE R D .

i 5 2 32 AR B 1 I B RLCKs (receptor-like cy-
toplasmic kinases)sgz — R FIRLKs, HEk/bH e
RLKs B A 17257 38(F2 1) Sun%$(2013a)73 55 1

1 ARG R AR ) B

AN 5230 858 ol 38 55 10 87 A2 K . RLCKZE [FIGSRLCK,
TF 9 5 I 12 25 DR 7 0L 3 T o o 3R 0 ] B A X ABAT)
fURE, $E it $h A 5% . Yang®E(2010) W BFAE
KREH5E T 14 Ca®* /CaM4h & HIRLKIE K GSCBR-
LK, HEEZ® . . TFHABA%EF. GSCBRLK
i ek ] i A R B U F 9T . B %S (Medicago
sativa)HIK ZXFABA. i #h AIB8HM A 1T 52 7 (Bai et
al., 2013; B*FH%%, 2014; Jietal., 2016b). J5%E, Sun
&% (2014b, 2016b, 2019, 2021)k—H % E 313 T 4
ANGsCBRLKEAEH . 1, GsBET11a%w %14
SNARE#%12 85 1, 1@ id Cui 5 15 45 #4328 5 GsCBRLK
HAE, GSBET1lajd FiA nl#i2 & 5L R Ul jd 7+ A K &
(i £ 4 (Sun et al., 2021). GsCBRLK:E i N 1] 4%
4E 18 5 GsMSRB5a (methionine sulfoxide reduc-
tase B5a)fff, Rl ROSEEZS 5 i
% %(Sun et al., 2016b). tt4t, GsCBRLKIKING Al 4%
1 th B 5 GsPM30 & £ 1 Group 3 LEA (late-embryo-
genesis abundant protein)& [ H.{E, GsPM307E i
A 7 HP O R £ 1 iR &)y R R X o R R K
()i 14 (Sun et al., 2019). GsCPI14 (Glycine soja
cystatin protein 14)% 55—/ & F BEHIH| 7, 1E
T ) T B8 PE (Sun et al., 2014b). A 4h, SunZk
(2013b)3K 151152 ABA. AT R Pria il FRIEMG
R R RLKIE RIGSSRK . 1% 3 [K i Rk (2 dk 45 L [A]
LR IT SR A T IR R 4 AR KRR
H 28 2k Nty {5 5 KR G B 3 42 3R 45 #4338 1) A i 284
GSSRK (GsSRK-t)¥ NE 75, B & I BOF £ e
THARERR AL,

AN SR R BT e & 5 0 5 % 1 B AR K

Table 1 Protein kinases implicated in stress tolerance of wild soybean

T E7s| gmit A Jipie Y 22 30k
GsLRPK LRRE 24t il . TE. HhAABAME B4, 2012; Yang et al., 2014
2 GsRLCK M K2 MR TG ABA. . BRAIT REE Sun et al., 2013a

3 GSCBRLK  Ca?'/CaM&i &2 1k (il

GsSRK GRS R IR B

GsAPK TMRCa 4/ B E L E N
B

GSPPCK1 B R s it =X A i 1% 2 1 s il

GSPPCK3 i )i i 2 7 i % 2 A e ity

% . FRMABANE

ABA. AT 5Pra
% . FRMABANE

Yang et al., 2010; Bai et al., 2013;
BABHEE, 2014
Sun et al., 2013b, 2018

Yang et al., 2012

PrE

BIE#%, 2013
Sun et al., 2014a

@
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TR AN R (K1), WGSAPK (Yang et al.,
2012). GsPPCK1 (L IF#i%, 2013)fIGSPPCK3
(Sun et al., 2014a). #HEIRHMZE, KEZ4.67% (4
2 166/™) 5L K4 it &5 1 5 (Liu et al., 2015b). H4R
LRI T 2 ANV 5 B 2B K 306 1 () B e, (%
A O R R A AL e D AR —
Lz

3 BREFNSNEEXREMENE

CL AR T B A K 5 e s 2EL N e T 72 4 3R PR S IR 7
T A K i 10 0 R R A B AR (%2). GSZFP1
SR 5 1A/ N QALGGH &5 #4358 /) C2H2 1 4 45 &%
H, %4, T5. ABAMELE S RIE(T RS, 2012;
Luo et al., 2012a); Jf 1 it CBF ik #i F1 CBF A ik #it
AP i B U R T B A ME(Luo et al., 2012a);
I 3 I T S L G P 2 K G R 1 i A s R 0 g
TS P2 M (Luo et al., 2012a, 2012b; Tang
etal., 2013). GSZFP L3 A3 5 4% JE K 15 15 1R i 35
PE(Tang et al., 2013). [Hit, GsZFP1/E NI A KE
i 330 87215 5 T B R R DG R R IR, 75 E— D b LA
g Sy NIFA U VRS S P Ie

WRKY K & — R EENERE T, K9bf
197 MWRKY S5 0, AR H 2 E )y R il 46k (2
Bl %, 2019). Luo%%(2013b) A HIGSWRKY20it %
IR E RS B, RS ALT ABAT UM, {2
5 E N AL, BRI RKHE R, $2Em i ik
PRI IIPTEE . b, GSWRKY20fE WL 3E 1 7 2
IR, WA RIS FLI K R, $E ik PR
PE. 2575 5% (2019) B A K G A v [ 1 B[ Gs-
WRKY57, 1% (R 32 1A BE 4% 4 =y 7 J R U e I+ 11
PR . GSWRKY155NaHCOsfi il & 3% Fif£ik,
TE T 75 th #3675 GSWRKY 15 E % 488 8 s 5k R 17 7% 1)
TR B P (2 8 =R 4%, 2017)

TIFY & — KW M N R H T, B8
FELRSF ITIF[F/YIXGEE )4k . GATARER 4514 FlJas
iR . Zhu%s(2013)RF FL KB, B7 AR K & 46344
TIFY# A7, RIEHEETHZ S U5 GATAEE
SEkId gy 225 (A, FEAENaHCOs M ia T &3 H A
[ FRiEM R, i, GsTIFY6b. GsTIFY10a.
GSJAZ2HIGSTIFY11b[H i} 5% £INaHCO; 5 NaClifs 5

EFAE: B R EM TR R 107

Fik(Zhu et al., 2011, 2012; 4FH4%, 2012; [&C K
%, 2018). GSTIFY10artfhFE I+ FIE 18 P RIA, —
77 T R R T 8 38 A 55 marker 3 [X] (NADP-ME Al
H'-Ppase)#ik, #2mNADP-MER/T, 0k &
i, DAYERREIIE T MR pH . 5 —J7 1 R e R
AW i A < marker3E [K (RD29A. RD29B. RD22
AIKINL)FEIE, B2 R FIMDA S &, $2 i il 1t
(Zhu et al., 2011, 2014). L4k, GSTIFY10agE s 2k
F YR Bk, B 5 GsTIFY10e i 57 96 — B4k
(Zhu et al., 2014). GsIAZ2FIGsTIFY11bi@Eidt F i
EhIE T TEIENHXL, ESOS1HFRIA, e mitkt
IR0 T O £ P (Zhu et al., 2012; K145, 2012);
GSIAZ2 K KL g I id i AL b it - F% 42 AH e marker
5 R ) R IEHE R B 1 (Zhu et al., 2012).

AP2/ERF (APETALAZ2/ethylene-responsive ele-
ment binding factor) & & 4 5 K [ % 5 R 7 Kk 2
—, EAFYIE A R AP2/ERF S M5 4 -
FRAE 45 My 7T 7 JAP2. DREB. ERFLLKRAVIY
MR (B, 2017). YuZE(2016)WF 58 &K I,
GSERF6Id ik 23 7 M 42 i 7 5= UL B 7 X HC O3
Foir 3 TR 521 . GSERF7LYE L I il ik fE 4 =
b N AHAZE R R IA, e i Rk UL B T AR
R A, 2 X HCO3 B 3B 1 i 5% M (Yu et al.,
2017). R AERHEE(2019) 7t K B, GSRAV3AZ g FIABA
PFRis, Hid ik nl BRI FE 70T ABA U .

UbAk, BTN B 4RiE TNAC (GSNAC20F1Gs-
NAC019). bZIP (GsbzIP33#1GsbzIP67)LL K MYB
(GSMYBL5) K ji i sk IR 1 55 2 15 B A2 K G i 55 B 2%
IR (F2) o IXLEHHF TR SE | e s N AE B AR R a0
R R EENEH, (ARE TS5 05N
AU SR N AT 75 3k — 2t 9

4 BFBREEREFEAEMYEEEH
HI{ER

I A B B I Ca RS S S rh B
A JUT A R £ 5 R AN P 3 5 Ca® i AR
fk, BETTES M A B (L. #iY)Ca -ATPase
HFREG A, AN A B Ca® W BT AT 8%, R
PRGN K R, Al APALIIA (ER-type calcium
ATPase, ECAW Zj#)APAIIIB (autoinhibited cal-
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T2 WP AR K I s A DG (G S TR T

Table 2 Transcription factor involved in stress tolerance of wild soybean

T I i SR it] SR
] GsZFP1 ZFPH#5R N T AL F5. HMABANE P4, 2012; Luo et al., 2012a,
2012b; Tang et al., 2013
2 GSWRKY20 WRKY #4355 [H 7 A TRMABAMNE Luo et al., 2013a, 2013b
3 GSWRKY57 WRKY #4355 [ T 5 e TAAESE, 2019
4 GsWRKY15 WRKY #%3% 5 T T R, 2017
5 GsTIFY6b TIFY 3 [H 1 RIS G 30k EE, 2018
6 GsTIFY10a TIFY 3R T Eh AR 3 Zhu et al., 2011, 2014
7 GsTIFY11b TIFY 3 A1 G R YISl K&, 2012
8 GSJAZ2 JAZEE SR T EhAR e Zhu et al., 2012
9 GSERF6 ERF#; 31 HCO3MhE Yu et al., 2016
10 GSERF71 ERFH %N T HCO3/iE Yu et al., 2017
11 GsNAC20 NACH; 3[R h T AR e A5, 2011b
12 GsNAC019 NACH %R F ABAFITE i Cao et al., 2017
13 Gshdz4 Gshdza 3% K7 TEihia Cao etal., 2016
14 GsRAV3 RAVH: K1 TR FIABA KIEHSE, 2019
15 GsbzIP33 bZIP#: 3¢ A ¥ hiE A4 2011a; X, 2012
16 GsbzIP67 bZIP# ¢ X1 RIS el Wu et al., 2018
17 HSFB2b BRI S R T e Bian et al., 2020
18 GsMYB15 MYB#% 3% K+ h. MeJAFISAME Shen et al., 2018

cium ATPase, ACAW %X ji%) (Kamrul et al., 2013) (%
3). Sun%i(2016a)Wf 7L K B, BF4E K ACAL/4/14/
22/247ENaHCO, it 7 11 2. 3% F i #ik(%3). Hh
GSACALTE P4 2R it 12/ i A ik B e KAE . #E
— B IEE T R IAGSACAL, W i IR I
75 Ca®"-ATPase J #ii A AL Mg SOD G 1k, J6k 4 41 it fst
s, WIBE RN IRER S &, e SRS
B, 0T B SR SR AR O e

SBEMNE T, HYRAE TR, BTREES
ATV B ST R A 5 a3 T 38 S AR A 0T R
i Sz . PHES TR T 1% 18 1k (cation/H™ exchan-
ger, CHX)Z: [} 5 % J& T-CP2 (cation proton antipor-
ter 2B RN, FES5IHEHEYANNaTKF
i FpHERAS (4 BEIR %%, 2018). GMCHXL/2 B £ KT
L2 SR SR [N, QIZE(2014) K BRI 358 4 K=
HA SR MGMCHXLF I, 1M #hHUE s K E.GmC-
HXLFF 51 Hr ik N T 300 3 S 3 e -, 5 304N i Gm-
CHX1E AR R, HE1 2k 2 4E FF = 2h e 40 i Ak
AKCPARA B T D BE . GMCHX L ik B (AL K &
EWRAR P Na* & &8 KNa' /K E, #7285 K = 1 sk

P o Jia%F (2017 )% B bpae T B A2 K % s 2 gk ATl
M, R34/ GsCHXsH X F IVadd i it /£ NaH-
CO Ml FRIL BT E . W R ik i K GSCHX-
19.3FFATIR AT 5, K I GsCHX19.37E % B 5 48 14
axtak F1 235 T AR s AR KT 1T 52 1 . BhAh, #
GSCHX19.3 % [KI46L 5 IF HE 1 B AR A5l 32 T 440 Ja PN 11
Na" < JeNa' /K fE, 155} #5587 . Duan%s(2018b)
BT RS, NEAE KSR EHEE 714
B HEH & 7B iE (a Glycine soja slow type anion
channel) & [l GsSLAH3, % % [K] 1) % 15 %2 NaHCO,
FS, FEARAREM. EMZEhRL, ERE
LR I o i ek T R A HC O IR i 52 1, G2 4R
A T i R ARINO M4 5 & B, R
SRETBR b 38 T  A 4 RO R PR IR TR B (Duan et al.,
2018b). 14k, Duan®(2018a)ifit 1 % — Mlis S
RIEWM i I2 R FKNGSBOR?2, %3 K it R ik H i3
R RG 7 2= B X HC O3 i A2 14 B 53 o

B 10 I B R P Bh B T R AR Ak P i R A
Hiia, IRt KRS . T R R
THEFEEE THEEN S AR ME TS E KRG, 3K
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Table 3 Genes encoding ion channel proteins in stress response of wild soybean

95 HE A i [P CEATiL) 22 3k
1 GsACA1 Ca?-ATPase SRR Sun et al., 2016a
2 GsCHX1 PH & F 57 F i is ik Ehfhia Qietal., 2014
3 GsCHX19.3 PR 7 5 1 Heis ik APl Jia et al., 2017
4 GsSLAH3 18 78 B &5 1 il IS Duan et al., 2018b
5 GsBOR2 L3N HCO3/iria Duan et al., 2018a
R4 BFA KGR AR 56 1 A I S I N A
Table 4 Redox genes involved in stress tolerance of wild soybean
95 FEA] i E ST S 3k
1 GsGST B ks- 1 #2 %ﬁu%ﬁﬁﬂ Jietal., 2010
2 GsGST13 Ik ks R B RO MROUEEE, 2013; RIE4E,
2014; Jia et al., 2016
3 GsGST14 Bk k- B ERFITE e T E%, 2012
4 GsGSTU24 Bk k- B BiEmE Li et al., 2020
5 GsMIOX1a JULBEE o A i A UL - 1 - R A ES Chen et al., 2015
6 GsMIPS2 JUUTEE i g A0 UL - - TR 5 Tl HCO3 fihia M=%, 2015

3 7R DIRARR, BIF 70 DK L8 54 ik PR Rk 1) 1 1 I
WA R KA P Bt v, U B AT i R A e I8 R 1 Sk
KRR FHPI B E M B T

5 SWHRFFEFERIMENE

e A T 40 N 15 1 44 (reactive oxygen spe-
cies, ROS) K & R &M 1) — N HEE R
DA, DRI RO ST 428 A2 A 470 7 25 108 355 Jolp 3 11 2 AL

4 e H Bk s- 5 % B (glutathione  s-transferase,
GSTs) Al i 4k A 25 11 AN PE P o3 A Ak 7= 2R A &
YMSIRJE RSB HIREE A, Mk FLE AT B 2 B B
(Wang et al., 2012). Ji%:(2010) \EFA4= K& H 3151
AN BRI GsGST, £ T A ia % T, TRE
GSGST (1 % K= IR M 5 LA B s I i 2 At b v, 3%
BHGsGSTH] RefE 4 m AR EY e adi v b B A = B4
I (#4). T35 515(2012) 3 T- 97 4£ K& Eh it &5
T, PR SRR 3 Ml B HE R GSGST13. GsGST14
DA K GsGST19; Ffilk B HAE B & hid R IA Re s 5 =
T RE DR A IR SRR (PR LSS, 2013). b4k, B
GSGST145: K K 7 5 B A B AE 8 11 5 FH I 43 7 3 55
REMR EILTIHESR, RPBFAE R G IEE A LAER
Rk R G AR A SE Ak b, 380 35 i 3 1 (PR L
W%, 2013). 51545 (2014) il Jia%% (2016) 3 it

GsGSTI3MI i 1 /& FH At 28 IR 2 1 25 Xl SCMRP 3L
FARE RS, W9 T EE T SRR S R =
Thi, ETE RS FRNE U 25 0. 20204, Li%%(2020)
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Advances in Molecular Mechanisms of Stress
Tolerance in Wild Soybean

Yan Wang, Bowei Jia, Mingzhe Sun, Xiaoli Sun’
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Abstract Wild soybeans (Glycine soja) originated in China, which was the closest ancestor of soybean. Because of the
remarkable adaptability to adverse conditions, wild soybean has become an ideal material for the study of key genes in
regulating stress tolerance. In this review, we provided an overview on the genome, transcriptome and proteome of wild
soybean in stress tolerance. Meanwhile, we summarized current research progress on the protein kinases, transcription
factors, ion channels and redox regulation in response to stress, which will provide new ideas for the cultivation of stress-
tolerant crops in the future.
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