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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Global food security is threatened by numerous challenges such as rapid population growth, climate change, environmental
degradation, drought, the emergence of new diseases, and soil salinity. In natural environments, plants frequently encounter unfavorable
environmental factors that significantly impact their survival and growth; these factors are collectively referred to as adversities. Plant
stresses are generally categorized into abiotic stresses and biotic stresses. Abiotic stresses primarily arise from physical or chemical
conditions such as high temperatures, drought, cold damage, high salt concentrations, the presence of heavy metals, and mechanical injuries.
On the other hand, biotic stresses are caused by various biological agents such as fungi, bacteria, viruses, nematodes, and parasitic plants.
Enhancing plant performance and improving tolerance to abiotic stresses remain central aims in modern breeding programs. Recent
advances in omics technologies have enabled deeper exploration of the molecular mechanisms that govern plant stress responses. Among
these, transcriptomics has emerged as a core analytical platform, offering genome-wide insights into gene expression dynamics and
facilitating the identification of stress-responsive genes, regulatory mechanisms, and adaptive physiological pathways.

Materials and methods: This review synthesizes findings from peer-reviewed studies retrieved from major scientific databases including,
PubMed, Web of Science, Scopus, and Google Scholar using targeted keywords related to transcriptomics, abiotic stress, and gene
expression. Content analysis was used to evaluate transcriptomic technologies, their applications in cereal breeding, and their integration
with other omics approaches.

Results: Transcriptomics, through comprehensive profiling of RNA transcripts, provides a powerful tool for uncovering molecular
pathways associated with plant adaptation to environmental stresses. Key platforms include Microarray, RNA-Seq, and Third-Generation
Sequencing (TGS). RNA-Seq offers high sensitivity, broad dynamic range, and the ability to detect rare transcripts, alternative isoforms, and
non-coding RNAs, while TGS improves reconstruction of full-length transcripts and complex gene architectures. Case studies in cereals
demonstrate that transcriptomic analyses have successfully identified transcription factors, ROS-regulatory pathways, ion transporters,
hormone-mediated signaling components, and multiple candidate genes underlying tolerance to drought, salinity, temperature extremes, and
oxidative stress. Integrating transcriptomic datasets with advanced bioinformatics pipelines further enhances predictive accuracy and
supports more robust functional interpretations.

Conclusion: Transcriptomics represents a key component of modern molecular breeding by enabling precise characterization of gene
regulatory networks involved in tolerance to abiotic stresses. Its integration with complementary omics approaches such as, genomics,
proteomics, and metabolomics provides a systems-level framework for identifying key molecular targets and accelerating the development
of stress-resilient crop varieties. Continued advances in sequencing technologies and computational analytics are expected to further expand
the utility of transcriptomics in sustainable crop improvement.

Keywords: Environmental stresse, Gene expression, Plant response, Transcriptom tecchniques, Molecular breeding.

Avrticle Type: Review Atrticle

Avrticle history: Received: 12 Aug 2025, Revised: 28 Sep 2025, Accepted: 23 Nov 2025, Published online: 26 Dec 2025

Cite this article: Modareskia, M., Kholghi, M., Darvishzadeh, R., Alipour, H., Soufimaleky, S. & Hatami Maleki, H. (2025).
Transcriptomics: A High-Throughput Approach to Studying Plants Responses to Abiotic Stresses. Cereal
Biotechnology and Biochemistry, 4(4), 589-627. DOI: 10.22126/cbb.2026.12913.1118

@ ® @ © The Author(s). Publisher: Razi University
d

BY NG 10.22126/cbb.2026.12913.1118



https://www.orcid.org/0000-0003-1764-6222
mailto:r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0002-3630-4685
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0001-5991-4411
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0003-0086-002X
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0000-0000-0000
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0001-7179-861X
mailto:r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir
mailto:r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir
https://doi.org/10.22126/cbb.2026.12913.1118
https://doi.org/10.22126/cbb.2026.12913.1118

O

(SO 9 9 (5590 95T g J

$nk YYAY =01+ 1 g ST Uli

SR oaiign 9 (539999

Homepage: https://cbb.razi.ac.ir
f ) e S @ LS STy addllae ;o Y ()b (69,50 9 S0 gig ;S
SI9x*

Y A A Y o . Y o sts \
ms &é’ﬂw‘ JQ#LC‘SQLh‘ Oé‘)&j)ébﬂ)& Gablt'.’)'o‘ L&S&)M@A.QA
f ..l’
(ALD ‘5“
Oyl gl cang )| olEils «(55,9laS 0aSiils ¢ SLEL pgle 05,5
Oyl gl g olKils (g 5,5liS 0usiasls ¢ LS SLUs 5 wdgs 09 ) v
sl p el lacl ple gl s )] cwlis IS asgal iils ™
Ol @bl e @bl o oKl «(55,5LeS 0uSiails (Bl g g adgi 09,5
r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir :asbL), . gt M;Mﬂ,sg

oduS

Gops 5 Sz slas )l jseb (JLSis ) lzme o B (ool Dl ez gy o) il goaste Sla iy b Sl (28 ol taondio
ol 5 )38 o0 s JB Sl lagT 0t 5 iy o5 wigdige axlse ogllacl Jlaoma Jolse L ;S jsbo 4 Mol ornele Lo 5 3550 wags LSS
et GBS A Gy LB 3 Gt e SO Jal IS o a1 LS (sla 5 g e 31 Sladleli plyie o S b 4 Jalge
St (Sl ool 5 ufin Sl Sgzg o Sas Vb Cdalé dojo 31 3L slaaan] (S5 YU slales wiile bt b (S dasl 5l 236 Bows
95 OBLS 3 ,Slas S5 Nigd o bml ST HlalS 5 lawiles daugng dois St dag B el (Blide (Susglae Jolse alauly @ (s Glo i GRS S5
el lans o u,..i..al Sl g,sls b iy Dadse Cgmme (yyde (gol5a laasly 0 GoudS Blaal I s é sl i ply 0 bl Cuwglie il
a3 Shg) 5l (S Olye 4 Syt Sus 5 Sl 0l )3 Sewl 03 @818 (e sla s 4 plalS Ealy (JsSse slapacilie S)s (sl uu el
5 b oy (15 Jood s slopy plolid o Wilge 5 0psloe wal i Gl luled 5o 1) 05 Ol slasSl gl koo Sl (sals
S Lyl jige i ol 6,55k (slapansilSo

2 05 Ol gy g BB (mSagin Sud 5 (sloosly 0lS (Gommine b Igime Julod ogid 4 oS wilge (5590 Alie Sy yol> allie gy 9 Slge
sl 00y a5 SCOPUS 4 Google Scholar.Web of Science PubMed 5 ol slaoll o bas e slaallis

2 e 550 lo s 5 03 (lolis i 6550 Il RNA lacuiisis; asgazme (S oy 52 55 507 b oSy ;i i a8 0o (LS b laasdly
RNA Sequencing; RNA-) &l ol JT ob Jlss (Microarray) «l,15, Jels 055> ol ;o coliwl 5,50 caliee (slacsslid .ol Jaome sloisd 45 gewly
RNA- a5 025 o olis Slallas aiiwe o5 slacosgame g bl lyls G jo a5 il oo (Third-Generation Sequencing) sgw Jus b Jls5 5 (Seq
Iy oaiiSaS 2 LRNA § &glite slapdgnl (ol slacuisi, coul o 5 o)ls (6 tim (Sualind 50,8 5 B3 Wl 5 (oiiee oy, 4 Cons SEQ
Slas ) 2 S (o0 SoS Loy Joduzmn bbb lobid & 3 JelS (dgy 5 5 Yob (Bl ouilss Ul b ps Jos QLI e Jlie o 08 plulis
(slaoins Jiil ROS ooliss (slo s s omtsis 518,52518 wile gage Jolge soolindipn psbots oasios S (sl elowd o i oL3 SO 3 (53,90
o5 S Sloools S 5 ilos S lulid | guilaST 5 5 aaad slales (5 )5h o SiS 4 6,55k b L e slag)s 5 (Sgeyen Sl lizl S
Siloion mald 25 oo (J5Sse slagile 5l 65 Gree w9 03l (lRB ) Julow 8o o Sibe gl aid iy sla)ll b

sl & Jooi b baiype Jsfse slojns 5 laps (lolid (o pulul (28 1y poe 5y5k80mn Slol Q5151 (o Olgieas Sagis S 3 16 S a2
OLLS 53 (JsSse wdlalas S| (s 5aale S0 (Sanglplin § SansBiyy «oSansi salii LuSdl sl ag; plo b (53l ol Badli S n sl gt ed
Sboss Slgen lly 55,5LaS 5 (25 4 pglie GLS (sarwgi sly az e 5 03,5 ol

shee (A5 i S 5 GlaSSS (LS Ealy (J9Sge o154 (03 Ol igualS slaely

S9y0 dllie il £

VECFIN /o0 s op BT Ll VEF/ Q)Y 1 b i VB F V-8 e dal VL F QY Y bl o sallie & g

STy addllae 53 Vb LS b (63,505, ieSagi S i OV F+F) i Sho cailo 5.0 e She 9o 0 ey90de w0y 00l stag,0 v s sl e (LS o joke s Liun!
DOI: 10.22126/chb.2026.12913.1118 $YV-0AR () F co3 awdam 5 (55s/siim sy e SBLAS & aLS

@ OIS iy © &3, elSsls 56
BY

NC



https://www.orcid.org/0000-0003-1764-6222
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0002-3630-4685
mailto:r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0001-5991-4411
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0003-0086-002X
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0000-0000-0000
https://www.orcid.org/0000-0001-7179-861X
mailto:r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir
mailto:r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir
https://doi.org/10.22126/cbb.2026.12913.1118

54) FYV-0A (D) F OV FF oD ordinn 5 558)5iTms [0, 5an 5 LS o jke

aS () USD) gyle pciiisigy ounS pedas yolie S0 g
el Gl wigh oo Cgmze (f Ol G0 dS S50
Ceodw p atwlezb Ol 5151 6 Kiy 5 el 5 5.8

Syl Caenl Ll

e pglae jsba GlalS el e o
SRS 8y o0 IS Shwjpd 5 ) Sl
wile obeed b (So5d lpd 5l L80 Gnn s
5 oS Sl syps ol 5 Vb slabes (St
ey S a8 Il s et (SolKe slaoan]
asles 5 lagugpng das Sk dag B ale> Jols
Maheendran et al., 2022; Nair and ) 54 o
sy olS (Pandey, 2024, Moustakas, 2025
(Jobo b o Sl ldbl opl b )55k
3 a8 a8 oo obml (JsUs0 5 aliordiam ((S3sl et
olBl ko ala grall S g coied o Suled
ol a1y s ol el Olpass ool
Cewl 00,5 baws ()00 (55,9laS o ol saiSsgame
O El s Sl )by ieeh
Maheendran et al., ) col adl sloonl;d Cosal
a5 Cewl oduzmy gonl B i 4 olS &l (2022
) e Sy Gl sl sais s lis JolS jebas (e
Sl S8 a4 golpa slaghy, oSy wald
s ol 63900 TSl slas o5, 5 (MAB?)
S sloybgy boanslie o u~5-°| sl sld

Sy 5 Jsge0 slaasls 3l il B

® Marker-assisted breeding
® Omics

dodio

w5y el st slailly b Sl ol ol
oy faime o 55 (ool Dl Cner g
by slaglen ot 5 S )98 (JlSas
Nejat et al., 2018; FAO, 2023; ) sgis oo dsags
S s sla g, (VON Braun et al., 2023
bl al p base a5 LS golsa (sl U
@ e 4z ST anloas Ly o SolEa 4o 5 (oeissd
YL o s 4 Ll ailoads 005l Bl oy
Sy 3 oml lesily 1B ogr poles (edle)
Gz slcosgaze Lo lae Lull 4 a0l
SaS 4 (255 5 S mS o e slrans ;5 wlaxlse
ssba 1) oMol sbadky LIS (MAS) ) Sl
(Nair and Pandey, 2024) <ol sols 5,1 gloaws!;s
oSl 38 slulid pikive o pal, cnl slwosly
sobs,) Gk 3l olsn B cwl QTL) 7S o
(MARS) " Sl S a4 sloyge inS Hamen
2zl . g (MABC) ¥ Silas SaS a4 a8y (B
Syed gy 5 Jeted | ool locaiss 6,805
ke & (J> ol L (Maheendran et al., 2022)
sy e o e Sl
AR g Fasdriay lasySog, 5l el p3Y g5 p9laS
hlo 93 5 n5 (285 o0 (Jsse 5 S ol

ol dLwly ol o ais 09> > slacosgaes

! Marker-assisted selection

2 Quantitative trait loci

3 Marker-assisted recurrent selection
4 Marker assisted backcrossing



oAy S90 fismmy jf Sl i @ (el STy asllle 0 YL S5 L (60,505, i mSagin s 5

g dapl o Slee 5 Jisle g Jold dagy; (cmsis,
ahw 5o anld ol p @Sl i il izeen
Tl o Ses gy Joll 05> (nl Sl o0 (Jeke
C_la“: ks)"fo)‘“b‘ ‘wﬁ-‘ﬁ) )L")L“'“" J...l?u ‘OJ"‘SJ}“‘C
ool Wz pmgiy) (PP el g by ms)
5 25 sl bl @l Glsie 4 Sagin S
5 ol 0 B sleps oy Sl (o5 el
BB gy orl oS e )18 eolinal 3)50 o> Lyl
B PR - YN [ A V) GN.L:...; raSls el
5 03,5 plobd Jaze slaiss Cod pgiy 5 mlan
S Juye 1y olS Cwglio b ke wax slags
<200 L .(Anderson and Mitchell-Olds, 2011)
b @ Sy, 2ble Gy by sbees,sld
AW Mﬁ.\ﬁlj b oS o slos S
@ 6)laS S¥same 03 5 bgw @p S WO)3
B i 30 canlllae oyl Bas el o 43 IS
S GRS b e e pmgiy) Sllllas jo 3
Sglate slagyy jo Olss Byme Lzl (lalS o
cos ks Sglie sl e ,o (DEGS) Woas o
al) oanl Clidss Wy, 4 @ililets a5 b
3 Fotm Oladed ly a¥ o pleal, b ogd o0

20,5 ool bl o s ai;

1 Arabidopsis thaliana
2 Differentially expressed genes

(Khan et al., 2023) was o &l o5 ke
3548y 3 s oSesl slacs,skd Ll g 4y
Solay Syo B L as col glaible cwlidcan)
» oSy 5 bodabe dogs ole oz
5 Loy Wlgiee 5 deboe plml s 65 IS
) e Gl Jood b basye waz losns
—a (183,50, g Id ol (e a8 05T lolis
w35 5 Gae b olubs Siles S 4 ol
—bg, «onl p odle (Vennapusa et al., 2023) ssb
5 YL ol b 6,80y Sl Sl e g sl
oSl (S5 S5 bl 1) eedlype ) Ll
Slnlie LSS b eon slehben 05 ok
a b ass e olxl o Solas 4 yal cpl aiygl o ool
ly 5 4 Jood Cgllae sla S5 b ol (5350 55k
,» (Parida et al., 2023) oS Cbxl 5 olobs
5 oSl 5l Sog, 5l S o ) heds sles ¥ S
b ol ool a3l oSl 5l dinn) i 5285 yaioeen
s (LS jo e Gl il 4 Jeod il

23,5 ) 2l
2539y SLRNA oloi 5l (glacgorme oy iy,
Condy o 50 ol cdl b Joho SO Lawg oads
Joo acgezme (nl ogdoe BBl e 53,8k
JoaiSaS i RNA 5 (MRNA) 4ls,el; RNA

" Omics pipelines
8 Transcriptome

° Noncoding RNA
10 Transcriptomics



ey FYV-0A (D) F OV FF oD ordinn 5 558)5iTms [0, 5an 5 LS o jke

DNA RNA Protein
1
transcnption g translation
—_— D ———
e————
» o
AN
3

* freverse

\Drcpbcauon
transcription

P el Al 50 90 4oz i 9 (6,10 pCligig) (S8l e GBpuw 5O (S Oledbl (b 2 - S5

Wiglh o0 J S8 (poaliid ilisie Jolge bawgi a5 wldiloo (o) ol sl
Figure 1. Flow of genetic information in biological systems. Transcription and translation are
two fundamental steps in the process of gene expression, which are regulated by various
regulatory factors

Transcriptomics Genomics lonomics
e %
Myl
Proteomics . ’ -~ Y ¥ e
X ?.' “"ﬂ'\
- Multi-omics -l »-%i;‘ ;
Approaches e
~ Phenomics
= = o ¥ -
- =
-5 - ®
3 - ity e
L Matabolomics Lipidomics Epigenomics Interactomics '
Improvement of Crop’'s Physiology, Blochemical pathways and
Molecular networks
Abiotic stress tolerance

29 (gt 3 ek G5 4 Joox5 Sl s gliin & (AL Oyt el Ao (518,519, 3 oaliio! ¥ S
(Roychowdhury et al., 2023) ,Ls

Figure 2. Integrative multi-omics approaches to confer abiotic stress tolerance in plants
(Roychowdhury et al., 2023)

o=l LS b g Slllas Jold 55,5 sl jlss
Lo (695 ((SE5) (St SGES I (S (o)
S Bl leslaal 5 (B2 L e Sl
RNA-Seq) (S gy

(Third-Generation Sequencing L Microarray

6“6)5143

wole coas Glls b 6,5 s ey OV L0y
sleools  wan Bi> s anls 5l b
&9.435.@ uwl.w‘ 5 colie Sldlas )I OMC‘)M‘

9 4,0 Ll lahy, (S g9 (b

e aoplele 5 sanailb gulS sleaidl

ez (ol g
S erSoe b G allhe o Glpea dlie ol
ssbieds w08 2l g (b gie Jllos 050,
SNl sloolSly 5l chasye sale laosls (55108
Web of .Scopus PubMed Jols Ml ixe
ail,d s eolaww! Google Scholar 4 Science
dbor I paass slaoilyuls 5l oslital L g
Abiotic stress [RNA-Seq .Transcriptomics

Gene 4 Omics approache Plant breeding

28,5 plul YoYF B YV Jlej o5l 4o eXpression



ot S90 fismmy jf Sl i @ (el STy asllle 0 YL S5 L (60,505, i mSagin s 5

S 1y 0gdee G bl (nl Lol
& 05 ol whw o A5 L agzlee p3 Joke Sl
Slp &g alh e (s, slegsl 5 e e
Wang et al., ) acius oo Jbd slo s antllas
oSeal sboaY pLe (2009; Stark et al., 2019
sleosls [LS o a5 wijls 1, LS o an Sl
IR owir S 4l Oigods g (cegin S g
S S8 o] 5380 ks &y 5 0,5
(Pan-genome) gy

ol 5o ol ool 3l qudsid 5 cuisdy e LS
o5 LSl 5 (Seiy go8 alulid 9 Cwl (aLS
slass b ool el Slho dgn 0 ot i
lsg, DNA b Jlss slacs,sls jo o iy 5
@hBepsion ameg 5 Yo ol b riegadsid
Sl o3l Jli¥l (Kot jobas | (g Slalllas
Shendure et al., 2017; Liu et al., 2023; Kumar )
p95 Iy s NGS sl L o554 (et al., 2024
OFSE g oad plnil (i Sepw 5 B0 L lals
bl el osd it gz e pgis Al e
oler (55 lgime 5 sl o glis ity Slallas
b laos Sp ol Solis cle wlie boouisis
5 polie laceisiy loe 55 4 b SlagSl ool
SR G978 S5 S psiiin soocn! 5Bl ol
G g WS e w3 1) 03 Gl seedls s s
3yl pSeogin s 5 Slalllae [0 gaied))l (LSS

.(Bayer et al., 2020 )

slogal o S ie glavis; o bagSl (Jodos gal> 5o
2y sl ygld i g olulil Glals cegin Sus
Silwdae 3 NGS) Moo Jus oL Jly ale>
Slllae  Boe <o )l o (SSlo,gdilen
S0 ol po ol S S
wyrge ol OIS Slulis 4 lgme Julos b,
sgiegh 0 Hueby by, glsl
Slr Oy SNl e s S S
e Gl @olBa o yld Gl 5l eeSee
S e (S ) b Sl A

pos adlle (g sl ySg; 0 Joi

olel g2 5l o9y Sldlas 055>, pKedr Vg0
s iy Sl ol ole dbé)sisj b asloliny
2 0k el jo plSAegh &5 Cl 25 LB
P laglopl5 g (oo laulos cds il bl
30 goelar glacd i b oailes sl caws 4 (55,9l
Slagier wals 4335 ans bl slags sl
oSl alitee (glap ity Angi 5 S50 50 (6 Koty
Y Seagdplie M Seagial T aSengy Jals
Csl o0y VW aSiegtign g S Send
b aol> S0 (Maheendran et al., 2022)
gobe Sl slaYar Jebw wejls A5 4 glals
bed Camnl 0929 Lol 55 bl el

W e nSagin S Sl 5l s,

13 Next-Generation Sequencing
14 Genomics

15 Epigenomics

16 Metabolomics

17 Proteomics



530 FYV-0A (D) F OV FF oD ordinn 5 558)5iTms [0, 5an 5 LS o jke

Sy 055>l e Slo Ml 5l plalS Sl welr
(Singh et al., 2021) x4 o
Slp by » e slais, 5 bs,sld S p

5l le wileg,S silere 5 Setand Ol

Whole  Genome  Bisulfite  Sequencing

» DNAggde s slp (o33, (WGBS)
Reduced . usstlSsicss SS& b pgiy JS mlaws
‘Representation Bisulfite Sequencing (RRBS)
LCPG 5l 28 (A5 (omyy Slp W potyg ie (o,
Methylated DNA  .codlgw o b 51 solara

Immunoprecipitation  Sequencing (MeDIP-

6ol 5l oolitul b ousale DNA L Jls5 S€q)
Chromatin Immunoprecipitation mC-5 o=
by Gy by, Sequencing (ChIP-seq)
5 ey SByESE me (Prees Ol
Assay for Transposase- . sles,S slaiuiisy
Accessible Chromatin Sequencing (ATAC-
o 9 5k (Pl en sl By, Seq)
Hi-C /  (Chromatin accessibility) :,.sleg,S
adllbe lpy b9, :Capture Hi-C / ChIA-PET
by Slene Slpds g gty suman Sl
=y &ly s, Single-Cell ATAC-seq
Single-Cell . Jolo G mhaws ;0 (yuileg,S oo yiwsd
sl 9y, :Bisulfite Sequencing (scBS-seq)
JoloSs mhw s DNA  odlie s

5 jaas e s, CUT&Tag 5 CUT&RUN

(Epigenomics) (wSewogis !
e o Sl BB Olps aslllas 4 o Seeg gl
oLt g 3l 0 DNA JIgs o 0is g 05 Ol
Sy SlMol DNA - giudline wile slaas! s
ol (Saeed et al., 2022) cul leg,S ol,T50 4
oot i ooVl ool Y S lgiea Sl s
Ll s Ll con lagy pud Gheels b b o
h A5 4 olS el lope w0 5 S o
Zhang et al., ) ass 1,3 56 cov pitne & 50
oldlas .(2018; Springer and Schmitz, 2017
olS o Oglate Heawdiie slagSl aS Wlosls L
Sy wile iy slaylSgile b biye slopy bopslie
Osedlate I3l sl Laiye Jgbos oais5 bl
axig i SLLS )0 (5)5d 4 Joxd dgne 4 Wl e
9-AzaC oolo L ygawdlio jlpo a5 Il j0 0ol joxin
Sl ead gy 4 Caglie el e
S Bl Olped S)lse (S p o 5 Heradlte e
o ke S Ol )5 Ceglie (gl Jlois|
sleosls slesl (Mahmood et al., 2022) <.l
s 1 GGl nl pSegin Sl b Seegis!
Baes o] pudass a5 g ololed olays a5 oS
o, L Bro g canl Sejal Slpis 5l 36
s by cpl 0929 b s eyt BB gy,
whlizes slafus 5o L“’Q—‘ &bl (S5 ol slesSl

o3ls slrolly 995 5 by slagts, YL ane



bafF S90 fismmy jf Sl i @ (el STy asllle 0 YL S5 L (60,505, i mSagin s 5

L 2s B b alie olge ool 4 b
Ale JlgFan gy, Oldlas o Sl glacd iy
03) (ol g5050 (pl 4 lagatedddle ialidl 4 ol ol
S arwg Jb o laseily ( Ly s 4 Ll
5 GelaS o Clsisy 5l oeduzmy 5 aelr pogde
Maheendran et al., ) acs awsly sloais;

(2022

(Proteomics) wSogiigy
St n dsgeme mol> gaslllae 4 W Soestsy
Jols g ojlopnee 8L b ok S o eadiple
ol gla g 60, es szl (g sleasls
Vo Gl L sl GSslsS b lapSsy
s NMRB | .~  wwid  (HPLO)T
I e TS UNEST OIS O
Mahmood ) ceul sais lalS jo  Siogigy Slalllas
slasl, et al, 2022; Yan et al., 2022
Sk (egn Oleds &5 wasee (LS Seeggn
el e eaie Lyl 5 L olS 6,55k 5| sonitinns
U"‘bsf )‘JAA )faLu o)‘g..o.b mRNA th 45 L?u] )l
(P S ) 03 Sl Ole SRS Seegg o
sosls plesl aiS o JaSS 1) Jobo (28l o Slos g
plS WS pe ateie Seegin S b Soegis
3 6o,Shee Sl 4 Ldly Soline b b slag)

o bl nlple s Sebee e eFsn gl

22 High-Performance Liquid Chromatography
23 Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

Jlasl 5 Gesd St pwyn sl @S0
ChIP-seq 4 cowi oS 19 L DNA @ lagpsig
.(de Abreu et al., 2025)

(Transcriptomics) wSewo g ySwd »

sboedbd  Sslan ledbl Jols cungis, sboosls
Loy Sk e2dl G ol Jshe o0 (5 (emsie)
Olaol ol ol Cndy Sy 5 baJsho | nar
3 el shegema & b oyl Sl Cpgien Sd
ool o sSIge Joli a5 cusls olil laciigs,
0aSsS RNA ale> 51 RNA) "M SelSsisn,
IRNA) olass s0iiSas L2 sRNA 5 MRNA)
Piétu et al., 1999; ) sgis 0 (o 3 IRNA

Morozova et al., 2009; Morozova et al., 2009

05 JUB slaasgaze S obles paig Siai 5 slaosls (
Pl slacarezr 3 wlass 5 9 Shee (Glo slagSl
S gy Sledbl ol bosls oyl Laiis Tie
dacil Galize gll b cov a5 aas % ol
SR S (eizmen 5 (275 laslg, g ol >
St FRE pobar cmagiy; laesls nlply )l
L aslys oo latone awe poiy laosls 51 Soaory
ol )0 (6 Emee Giim bools cpl 5l eolaial
O lize eYlasl (DEGS) T ogline oo b slagys
Sewd & dax gy ool g Wem g B gl

—Cawd ‘5‘).3 oolazwl )94 ‘_Q‘LQ:‘_Q‘).").W‘ 9 Lb)‘)." .\.\5)5—‘

18 Ribonucleic acid molecule

19 Spatio-temporal

2 Differentially expressed genes
2 gplice junctions



bay FYV-0A (D) F OV FF oD ordinn 5 558)5iTms [0, 5an 5 LS o jke

ey S e 4 gl 385 Sbs, )0 5)lebe
W e wslial sbedgle ol ol
ey Jelse il g dagl Jlos Saimmy 5 beesls
bLIL oLl » oy kol o (S5 ga8 asile
5 eoliul 5 az LSy gla oo cdsid b gl
Seeglglie loosls joudi glp adpin ile]oe

(Yadav et al., 2018) cwl (5,9,

2 el o)l 5 SKogiy Sy (SloSLST

ot ) el ST a4 O Gy
oled Slettns g gl (o) 2 Segin S 5
P il b Jsle Sy 4o sdd iy, cWRNA
Lols 5 0aiiSuS i g oaiiSaS la RNA Lls
9 axlllas ol 039>l 0310 5 o cpure (0, 5as
Nejat ) sl oo b)) smagig) s 9 9,Shee ( isLa
Ol s oS el b uSngis ;S 5 (BL A, 2018
g ool &l gauead )l iaw (2LS oy ole o
P55 Ol losSl 5 parkat glaaSis plulis (ISl
L b wox glag) iS4 a5 a8 oo w2l B )
G piny 9l o0 e £y QLS Ho S e
Sl sty 5 @by slg,ld o 3
Slalllas > 85 St (I3 corge ( Silesilsn
Aok wazr Jellse sloyine iS5 0 Ole
Yaame ol aiwe; o (Wang et al., 2020)
God Sy (g slagid plp o (g5slis

GLIY S )0 aods j5b 4 WSwgin ;Sus 5 alises

sl 00

Vogel and ) sie o5 4 Ful 0 gulS
L Kogfigpn bl sg>9 L (Marcotte, 2012
Slyds dadges  Samm b ol
Ol ) sl ey, (gjles bl
Sleyoiilen S cmin 2 ok a5 5 bintsy
Grd S el adlgi e Jolse al sl 5,
Sguzme |y ey n slas Slos ol Coro § Slalllas
(Yadav et al., 2018) a5

(Metabolomics) S g! gslio

Conl oSl @38y (6lod S 5 (So oSennglgilie
& Gbls 2Ty s Lss el slulis 4 as
adyl ghodalie a0 S5 lase sla i
5 gl s PESON P PRV g o] doaid aiile
b el jsbay wilgsoe 5 Wl (Jobo jlugidsu
oS o il bl qoied g pssn s
5 ladess S daadgigdls wile gl slacu)slie
Judcans; 5 2B slagal ,o bose boplacns]
&l o (Mahmood et al., 2022) « s zii oLS
5 Sl g0 Sl 2l QU5 Sieglibie
L 9y 9 sy Dl bl 45 WS o et
L wloads o (Sgbo sl sy (23lg Ol s
Ol e Sogin ;i i b soglgulin slaosls pleol . >
S o ool 8 1) Medplio b clligig; I e (2L,
@ olS fuly oazey (ladSl S0 gln &5 (5
Carrera et al., ) cwol Sl ) sl s

oz 5l obiosgume Jdo 4 (J= pl L (2021



0aA S90 fismmy jf Sl i @ (el STy asllle 0 YL S5 L (60,505, i mSagin s 5

Ol b on S osll enlirad Sl slaclgs,
dadiges oolw (gjlweslel ales 51 Sblse slls (5,9L5
9 lnbial gl g) S92 9 iged y2 slp Gl ane
Shi et ) ol leols Judos 5 (o3l (sl sobiands
b a5, oyslid wante sblze 3525 b @l., 2010
Coml> 5 By a5 cwl oles glacosgases
R S e LTI
s9n 9 Vbl gt wgamme (Sealud sodguze
ol 2 sl e 5l oolaitld sla L]
SrSoilul Como juals 4 wilyi oo 4 i b,
(Kinaret et al., 2020) wss e o5 olo zokaw
Wile gty yp (e slags,gld nl 2 0938
g ool a5l RNA-Seq L awslio jo daalls,
e Gllllae o Wyt sl Cemles
oSS b Jsls ol b (oo ,Sai i sloosls
L) s gaiws p lacosgame ol wed oo oolain]
5929 9 b dly BB by (Se) dlge 39S
lalS ;o gl (b plpgs omay b (F5 sl
Challam et ) s5le oo 5 )lsio |y Slawlowe bl s
&lw by, @l 2019; Wang et al.,, 2020
ools las LEST g laasl,Ts, 5l soliiwl b laccigs,
J=le 50 (GSTS) Plajl,auil 5-S 5564l5 a5 col
355 5 1, ol 5 alie clos,Slas gy o, cilie
SH e e A Geimes g wB30 jop

IS oo ol (Sge )90 slageuly 5 (i alizee gl pe

% Glutathione S-transferases

Baslyl3) g omSaogins ySmd i (G slahs,
(Microarray)

wile olaghsy (JsUse slagiaghy adsl J>lpe 5o
;6T 9 EST oL Jlgs RT-PCR wodb (0,4
o &l kel syl SAGE) ™5 ol Jbjw
ol (Nejat et al., 2018) wois oo wgmme &5 olo
WNog (sogip Sy Sllllas SIS Ly 4z )5 oy,
5 omb SSE g (wlie )3 Casgae Joa Ll
B ey Jelo 50 (sled S 0 )8 ol ange
ol e pSojlail o oYL ¢35 RT-PCR (Jlie lgicay
bl o Cadgame s a Ll oyl o5 glags
leoudsis) 5l Sz sleasseze lp ki (3by
L EST s, .Wang et al., 2020) ceol cwslio
5 CDNA claailinlis’ 5| ol slaciigis, gyl
so; 5l gt Sledbl Sl by, 4 bl
Gs o5 weld pgs U5 LbJlE a sl pen S
9 o cand bla 5l ol 6030,155 5 all (s
5 2ol 4 55 SAGE 5, (Nejat et al., 2018)
obsS wlabd oL Jls Gk 5l 05 ol GileseS
w5l g b anie cde a4 Ll @ S RNA
@ 1) 0 Gl muda 0SS az e sleesls
(Wang et al., 2009) sls 5,00 slacs,gbs

Slr Oslimd n SR 625, 3l bl
Py IS bde yo ) Ol ssle ks

3ol eilssls ot aS (g jsbas S e eslil

2 Expressed sequence tags
% Serial analysis of gene expression



534 FYV-0AR (F)FNFF M oo 5 55855 /0 3 LS o yore

alln, ks (Chauhan et al, 2011)
o oolgls ole Jlw 5 i ol Affymetrix
3, 5 Chaling _i>5 w, ,» AP2/EREBP
58 ooliiul 3 50 cenl Loy 4 ol a5 Pei'aif4S
15 AP2/EREBP )5 Y8 a5 ols olai aylT5, .cd,8
ol o Pei'aibdS « s Chaling _i>g =,
Ol 4z (Yang et al., 2023) wijls 5 5Yb b
Sl clie Joe G g 095 o alis C3 ol O
ool o Jos C4 e STy owiige aslllas
Slops b 5l @r pgs 0 CA 0 ool noar
Wloass  glubs C4 o8 sy Jlg L Jls
L ole Jdss g 435 (Muthusamy et al., 2018)
5975 FL-CDNA™ 5 EST osls slaolfyly 5l snliceal
slosy; soled sl |, FL-CDNA | EST . Jslos
b Lo slagyy conl 2 opdle ol oylas onds slulis
Muthusamy et ) wos ololds jo S) pé 25
ool MRNA i 5 S o> oS 40 @l 2018
o s cod g 0 b, Jeb o (Prpl) eus
Cool ool Pl jlaws a5 0l olulls gje
ool o> 0 (ol 1 edle .iang et al., 2011)
Jee K* U36) HKT clotisy ik EST ool
o (K pely iz ool o 1) YL (o5 5
(Mian et al., 2011) ol oy, geo ball

" asb fels a5 ols o)Lzl CDNA sleaseas & Full-Length cDNA ™
o5 ile adgl s 16l a5 ceol ¥ UTR 4> (CDS) sanssas’ OUTR
P PP mgiatle g &8s (G5 sl cale (G sleedonl (oluls

o] ) u...i:.nl 6Ltzm')"5).;
% High-affinity K+ transporter

Sleslaxwl b ol Julss 9 40320 .(Jain et al., 2010)
os ole 5> stz BB Gl eamoplas byl
5 S Sis aiile (arpd sl b oS
g b, alise Jole o Sl ol Ll 004 Lo yus
O B oe &5 sbedlgls o Jieads
D 5 A slajldsans «Singh et al., 2010) a;blas
Ray et al.,, ) C ;LJsa.s «Singh et al., 2012)
«Singh et al., 2014) s slaosins Jlas! (2007
oolgils 4 «(Arora et al., 2007) MADS boX oolgils
my ,» CoHz Zinc finger s, sle,sst
slagSl (Agarwal et al., 2007) ol oo soalin
5l oolital b 8128l onds ol by ol 5l s ke ol
Wl Seb slacnsiyy wlbas aul RT-PCR
15 a5 wiies bipSsy 5l age 08,5 5 (HSPS)
5 WS oo Wl oS 2B oleF A 4 elS Eul
HSFs) ™ 5,1,> Sos Jalse JyuS cou byl oo
CsB A as aw 4 LHSF i, jo i)l I8
Jlg, (Andrasi et al., 2021) wgd so (G pumds
sls Les QRT-PCR g el T3, EST & b 5l olo
» HSF s g 0wy Job 0 OSHSF cuin oS
@l il o oo g ada; 10 w0 (S pf G5 Ll
OSHSFA3 5 OSHSFA2 wjysas g oo awlass
s (i g Loy 5 4 el 0 Sule jeba

L Sl ex OSHSFB4a o5 > o wisdh o

as e plid gle gl )0 G LS

2" Heat shock proteins
2 Heat shock factors



Foo S90 fismmy jf Sl i @ (el STy asllle 0 YL S5 L (60,505, i mSagin s 5

b sy, slulis 4 08 RNA-Seq sss o
colag, waSuS e GRNA (ux slap,dg5!
5 (il sl E9x Sdee (Rl Wen

Wang ) aisl owgs) 5l o soskass slaslp plo
o Ul ren (€T al., 2009; Kinaret et al., 2020
aS obbasgs jo ohsa RNA-SEQ a5 ol ool o
Dt odizmn Slapsis Gl bl JolS @z 5o o3
boogd (8 segin ,Sui s Slalllae jo 250 (5,9l8
5 stzs e slopilly RNA-Seq Llze cnl o525
L el oSas CONA slaailinls caly (>l 5l
50 b S il lsy ol Sz obx!
oasadg sloosls (sYL Jlaws oz o] g ogdle .o 13K
slad (8 Sl lcsleyny  aesls
> 5 oz Gl slayldle 5l (g5l 33
Sere lp oeile S0l Slapt Sl 5l (s pSe e
5 LMIRNA jga> s g 5l sl Julow cds
(999) 3l o BT g G Sheels 5o gl i
RNA- Gsleools Julos a1y Sowzn 5l gasas Y
s5bar 5550 Lol 5l (s b G185 15 15 o0 a3LS1 Seq
Challam et al., 2019; ) ¢l oo aslin JolS
slcéd iy se>y L .(Rich-Griffin et al., 2020
s RNA-Seq L. obxul RNA-Seq ,Sei>
S50 4355 g4 canlllae Baa 4 atly lzes 4l
Sl slacslop; $pdy s g axdg (o

waiS ol a8 Ll 51 RNA-Seq el

SHp Seelos by g (S hm s ple S

L Sas buls cog S e o), |, DREB
Sute b ll5 5 Jelow g 4525 g LEST 5l olial
@ Jood Al cel o) ool Ole (e b el
Akbudak ) 6o 5 065 g a5 QLS o Sos
Oy 90 o Slidss > s gl (€ al., 2018
3,15 5929 UniGene 4 €dbEST slapl 4, EST 55,
O3l ol sbie Glie NCBI Ly 5o o o8
s alize slapmalS,l 51 EST sleosls  Jolis
&y o, mlie olsie 4 4 (Singh et al., 2019)
sloodls Jolod g arson g (q s Cux plaiedils

S oo Joo (Slinion calise Slaal gl (omasi)

RNA sequencing
s b Jls g5k 4l a5 RNA-Seq Soss

S Oleea sl sl aswg (NGS) g0
Ol Jelosisnzs )0 balnl (n3E8s 5 and iy
b b s 5l mSoste b Ghgy ool osdge asliss o5
OBl oz (Gl slaghlan 9 Vb (Slles Gl
RNA slacuisis; aalr Julod 5 ololid (sjluoeS
G5l 55 (glailes «s,5ld cnl o 055l 00 wal B 1,
L oy pois b Ghodz Vo 390> Jsb L Yseus)
0 s sl Gayb onl g Wb slee K0Sy
wws globis BB ol e b Sl Ll
(Singh et al., 2017; Hrdlickova et al., 2017)
Sy poe RNA-SEq las iy oimee 5l S
Sl (Sl anels g oalicay o5 i Sl Glacgn &

o (S opl ool Lamuljﬁ) A S QT o S



£ FYV-0AR (F)FNFF M oo 5 55855 /0 3 LS o yore

Jie  olge 4) SPX domain  (OSTRMT1
5 (OSGSTL3 . Jlis slsic 4) GSTs (OSPHR2
15 GST .isg; (OSAPX2  Jlis lsic 4) jlapasl,
il ol L adgl ol 50 HoOo e 51 6 55l
WS (oo SS iy Bge Gyl A g 005 Wl Sl
Jdoss g 4z (ol odle (Zhao et al., 2020)
@ pslie @p o) So AUS o8, 59, » RNA-Seq
S sl oy et ol (B3 0F LS g (Sas
I I
,» «(Schaarschmidt et al., 2020) 5,5 Lol
oesy K (RAB21) B12288 oy ol ol
Al Wl emg BB eb 4 oo 0ums oolgils 5l LEA
S Ll g oby phiz Jly slassls 4z 8]
oo i eammonlis ead eumlie  (65,Slee
g @ (pized el b A 4l 50 lacn juees
5 (p3eols) Cd L ,los oz RNA-Seq Ll
JyS b by slagy a5 ols olid (S AS
(lad JUSH (cmgis; melaid (S A Fwly (S99,

g JsSgegSle pucdlio g iwgn (JWSom Jlil

4o (Huang et al., 2019) sen Jlad 5,555 bS5
Juds g ayms (Triticum aestivum) sois oLS
R2R3-MYB oolgils clay a5 ols Lis RNA-Seq
Wei et al., ) wes o ol sy e Gl il o
o RNA-Seq LT (Zea mays) «,8 o (2020
asisy Jolse Do eaiad Ui S pd A

51 ,o HDZIP 3 ARF NAC ERF alox | it

CohS b plaools caol 0B g, ol oyl 6, K]
@iS el oS (Gllllas gl 5w ade YUl
oz o b bepydonl cwyp i oy
(blie jo .l 43T o e wius PSSP SUUW
O 5 Siwly aile glacosgase 3925 b alyl,
asly 5 war b Jly sl o Slgl dacgy
@npeS sleejen lp Gloes wiime (Selio
5 pative Slaal b Slllas b ol aiges slass sl
1 BB 5 golaidl gland cabazlis slagys
Judoas aliT5 ) slassls opl 1 ogdle 098 co Lgumo
sleslon; o Gijby (Sole 5 S o
,» (Wang et al., 2009) « )l 5L Ko Slowle
Oladlas o e 5,08 RNA-Seq  csgaze
ol ol ol BT Ll oo Jladiay oyt S
s e wign cesle Gululn Wl 9Sus; 50
Ol 5 weman g A5 pe) w@xse oldsee

35 plonl s 53 Sloslns
g o0k gl sloydy e RNA-Seq Jlos g 4520
051990 b oo slays aS ols lis iy SLis slaails
2 BolnST T (s e Sl & ey o sl
Zhao et al., ) wls zii Sale 5 ol Gix Job
ol stz JB sk 4 &5 olag alex I (2020
5eSs (OSCRK2 (Lo lgie a0) 5LuS 05 8 iy
@) 3Lg,SYE L (OSPMES (Jlo lgie a) )l
) Cupin-domain .55, (OSPGIP1 (Jliw olsie

(Jie plsie @) bl dite (OSCPL e ¢lie



gy S90 fismmy jf Sl i @ (el STy asllle 0 YL S5 L (60,505, i mSagin s 5

(59 Syl kel Jolts (S e slapasilSe
sbos ol s S O (GhanSI T Sl s
wlgige S i Gl (nl Wy 0y ildlo
sol5a slp ol Gluals slayy oluls sl
Job yo 2,5 )18 S a4 polie pl)) axwg o (580
sy Jols a5 ke Sledlbl soolKly oL
drwy Wlwd £y OYgaxe I Jol> MRNA
Ol b Ly ools laell cpl 5l (s pd iladly
Sl ol &IIY Jgao o olS slagys

Third-) = pgw  Jud LIl sbrsysld
(Generation Sequencing; TGS

wile (TGS) pgu Jos b Iy lacs,gld wdyiny
(ONT3?)  5,55.5T J99b slas,slis 5 PacBio™
Joos Gee g B Ll cex 0 Sy 6
lacs,gld (nl S9don Do (sogin S S slaosls
1,5 Jsb b RNA GlaJsS05e s (ils> oISl
P A )0 g WS e el sluse 4 LS e
by JolS LSl gy codzmn slop g5l ololil
St s Rl Jlail gleony Ll
sl 4 plgiee bsks ol bl e
Ul 5 g 5l (LU T g 2ol ingy 5 il
J ol boys o)lal S slaciigy, olulis ;o
5ok anje RNA-seq b anslic jo 5L slas £ 5
oz 3l s mommal (gl (Seileoiilyn sbolil 4 5ks

e bbby, ol azg BB slacusgase

81 pacific Biosciences
32 Oxford Nanopore Technology

s (LI et al, 2017) o5 b i ol 4 Fub
3 Glacgeme a5 N Jgaz jo cadddl] Sldlas
3 oS S B 3l S0,ky0 850 sl ieg
S aes e lis wgdee Jeld ), o (golia
2 sty kB jebas RNA-Seq ;I Jol> slaosls
slagis 4 glals glagul o)bys Lo (ails axwg
Sl sly gl 5 Al 28 el
Syl g OYgame Mol o wiadon sl !
ok Slllas ol ol sl 03,5 ool Slié Copiel
(S g9 g aigS o glds vemg b aS el ] S
FB (oogtn S slagaly 0 Stie o8 i
b s o iagh 5 s @S] Canss ol olulis
O oS welal iy SlyeSl I (slasgene
sbe lis slapys 9 C3H 5 DZIP slaoolgls L
o a5 g polie wiles,S 5155 1, LEAS 4 PRs
Loy Sldllae o ai)ls olS g 850 5o gulS
s HKT dz 51 Se cams sl slagyy s 0i
Sl g g ol Lis Lol Lelse olsiea; SOST
sl iegh (hlie o ailead glulld o Comew
Siliwger sl prns a5 Wlools flis  Sas b ke
oot «(sigeysn 2O UK 5 Ady; o pelal (ol
Sl iphie bl 03 jsba ABA
oS Glo e Gl 35 D)8 g 055 5w 4 bgyye
5 opst 1y ady STk 5 sslacaST mul (S50,
Ol guls (ol degezme WS oo Al 450 Ll 20

Sl it sl (25 Lo agalge jo OO 4 weo 0



gy FYV-0AR (F)FNFF M oo 5 55855 /0 3 LS o yore

e Bg 5l do Jlgv Slgl,d 5 olaws ol gl el 009
B bl Sy Gefian oo Je5 Sl g pleol
wdd glolis slacugis, 5l aoys T lo,i s $
Sudgigy 0 &5 wms e las 1) saax slap 9yl
39 wopl podle 5las s4>5 Nipponbare s, a> e
S ol b 05 0F oS 5 Sk 4 pglio N2 o5,
5 LS oS5 O ces aly b e sy o

(Schaarschmidt et al., 2020) o ololis Sas

slas,sks  (Athanasopoulou et al., 2021)
o slaps @lulid )0 ohy @ e Jus SbJlE
[T ISIC S SR N R A N
sy PacBio b Jlg 5l sl (Jle olorca .ilosys
a4 Blie @y 0l 00 slatilsly, g e
Sy g Sy 5 Ll Cou alide 465 55
lop g5l cawl atiiles asdllas ol el oals colatul
Slass a5 S 5Ll 1) ol At 9 b kS L

e (3, y0 50 pydonl OFF e B YVO- e o lag)]

Transcriptomics
approaches
‘%'. ""::;v Q, ,

First generation

Next generation

Third generation
sequencing

sequencing sequencing
EST and RNA- PacBIO SMRT,
Microarray ] [ ol ] Nanopore

RNA isolation
and cDNA library
preparation

Hybridization or
sequencing for

Expression

\""""‘/

RNA isolation
and library
preparation

S~

Sequencing and
gene expression

analysis

\/

RNA isolation
and cONA
preparation

B

Long read
sequencing of

full length cONA

Improved vield and growth, ahiotic siress tolerance

SLH9) 2 8950 1oBLS )0 (S g S A Joxd 381 (gl S gl S 7 0S5 9, - S
el gl Joulowi 9 4505 (uSrogit ySud i (S ) jé i & Jood addllao )0 (S g ySud
WS (o0 SIS Jgame Mol s W 4 kg BB job 4 0,09y ] Sileee e 1) 0 ol

.(Kamali et al., 2023)

Figure 6. Transcriptomics Approaches for Enhancing Abiotic Stress Tolerance in Plants: an
overview of the transcriptomics methodologies in the study of abiotic stress tolerance.
Transcriptomics enables the comprehensive analysis of gene expression patterns. This
approach contributes significantly to crop improvement efforts (Kamali and Singh, 2023).
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4y 50 55 (5l paiges D;ggg:t
oy ke sliine
J5 4 S i o s
b S

A transcriptomic profiling
protocol utilizing repeated
field sampling was
implemented to characterize
molecular responses to
drought stress.
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Table 2. RNA-Seg-based and gene expression databases

2o 8l ¢S Wilasuin

Reference Short particulars
(Ankit et al., 2023) ul.._. sosls le).g S

9] 3!

231> ol oU
URL

Database name

5
A repository for gene
expression data
Kolesnikov et al., )
(2015

Sl os0s e Sy
u) ul..; 6Ltaoa|a
A public repository for
gene expression data
(Dash et aI., 2012) 05 ul.._. 6Lba¢\d LS')-.’ (S

P
A resource for plant
gene expression data
905 Ol glosls oL
byl a2 o2y
A gene expression
database and analysis
platform

QL»J sosls LSI).' e

(Hruz et al., 2008)

(Sato et al., 2012)

TR
A repository for rice
gene expression data

dL@ao\o LSI)% ‘Sx)z.a
Lo Sl
A repository for
soybean genomics data
5 S5 slp Sledbl SSb
Dy Soegs
A database for maize
genetics and genomics

(Grant et al., 2009)

Portwood et al., )
(2018

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/ o 35 e gt oo Sluiiiy eols oKL
Al ;o (NCBI) (6555255 g Sledlbl
NCBI Gene Expression Omnibus
(GEO)
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/arrayexpress/ al)l5, slaosls oKl
ArrayExpress

https://www.plexdb.org/ (PLEXdD) )lals ;Lo eols ol

Plant Expression Database
(PLEXdb)

https://genevestigator.com/ Genevestigator

http://ricexpro.dna.affrc.go.jp/ (RICeXPro) z » sl slassls oKL

Rice Expression Database

(RiceXPro)
https://www.soybase.org/ SoyBase
https://www.maizegdb.org/ MaizeGDB
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Ramirez-) slools 4525 5l e il
Gonzalez et al., pF 55 o
(2018 A platform for wheat

gene expression data
Fernandez-Pozo ) 3 oyl sleosls gly oxe

etal., 2017 S0 azgS
A resource for tomato
gene expression data
Grantetal., 2009)  Sosij ools oL S

asy slp o5

A functional genomics
database for cotton

(Tian et al., 2016) slaosls sl Gy http://structuralbiology.cau.edu.cn/sorghum/index.html

P55 3 Seragi
A repository for
sorghum genomics data
(Shen etal., 2005) sleosls sl ools oKL

52 S

A database for barley
genomics data

(Dai etal., 2021)  slasols (5lys o0ls oKL S
Sl RNA L Jlgs

A database for legume
RNA-Seq data

ul.._. g5l-°°‘>“> le).g S.)za
T E)]
A repository for rice
gene expression data

https://wheat.pw.usda.gov/

http://tea.solgenomics.net/

https://cottonfgd.net/

https://plantgrn.noble.org/LegumelP

https://rice.plantbiology.msu.edu/

eSOk S5
Wheat Expression Browser

SpazsS ol Gl

Tomato Expression Atlas

CottonFGD

SorghumFDB

https://www.plexdb.org/ BarleyBase

Legum IP V3

Oryza Express

Hamadaetal.,)  Sloes slpools ol https://bar.utoronto.ca/ Coexpression Browser (BAR)
(2011 olS ol
A database for gene
coexpression in plants
Garcia-Ruiz et) sleosls gl 35 S https://www.plexdb.org/ PLEXdb
@l., 2021 LS o5 ol
A repository for plant

gene expression data
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(mimed 0D odaline G12 gy o TdWdhnl3
gl o TACATL 3 TAAPXL laeST il slocy
o GRIE ol a8 wisle Glas ple IRl (Sas o
GRS a8 gluigTay g S5k Jexie lacads
s GO gy 0 TAAPXT lo opyties wuad
osisy Jelse ol o G112 g5 ,0 TACATL
U5, ole gl b TADREBL 4 TADRF1
SLcwSgs ;o ohgh wadd 5 50 xSzl 9 w2
@ J9Sge by )3 (oo (oela 285 G145 G12
5 specis) slagel Sy o5 we s Wl (Sas
Jod Jesse b, Slis Gy bagy onl Jemily
Jul>s g a5 (Simorghi et al., 2025) sas
(SaS i Eod o0yl (Jshe 4 gl JS Sy,
Jlie Joled S5 0929 o )0 oSy (pbg 2 0
2O S (2L (30,90 SsSB4 pamis
oy fginnl p 0ls las 1) (plae Jlal 5 (Joko
Loolren slasyg, oS, Syiie mulais jo sl o
Jelos g s ansl anls oSl Sojnl ol
S 4 Jexle Pl 90 Sy r eSS
PEG g ool (gjlwand Sid il Cov Moy
S byl o ast S5 VPYF Lo 1ol pll 6000
S 90 e 0 o) W wiad glo Oglite b @
AP2-EREBP sy, slo,ssl 005 oluls
s WRKY NAC MYB C3H &bZIP bHLH

Kumar et al., ) sog s puslSe opl ;0 MADS

37 Eross-talk
3 Cicer arietinum

A A
S S epre o 1) pllS B ol
PRI TRV R WV J..;l.a aS ol ools 18 00 2l
Syl Olyeas pgin S5 oL Iy 0)ls Lol @8
Lald cos o5y U5 ol b 5 s ln S5
Sy A g 0,5 0 8 eolaiul 0,90 (S s
L oobls 55l b hine oot slapasl
Ol b o VYO (op s iojsm S9, » anlllas
wlols PEG6000 L jles 5l w (DEGS) wglae
a5 YRAY 5 ole bl o5 VPP ol ol 5l a8 0
ol g (ETH) ™oLst (ABA) "Il
99 Q] &S Gyeb e, Wl ol S
Ca2+' 9 ABI A.Uw L)“"i"9)" R @LwL».w u"‘i"sj"
S 4 Cwglin Lol glizl olee 4 ATPase
5 poyes paS yo (Yang et al., 2018) wols 8,me
slgs ole o g Ol coge (i S
Sl Ay Sl ol g ol (SiS 4wl b ke
e sl ol g Aty oSl g S
GRS ehgh 9 w25 o TdWdhn13 4 TdDhnS
Ssbar 8l Gl gz bB jsbay wal

s Gl4 _sg5 0 TdDhnS Lo cp e

3 Drought stress
34 Abscisic acid
% Ethylene

3 Jasmonic acid
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@ gl g olS ws; slaanlB s s, Jelo
Lo o Ll o el R (g ef Lo
Ul Wlgs o METCPA ol 2yl S oo s
5 e ol be s s ol jo Cleglie gl |y oL
s METCP4 oLy i b ool MRNA (L, ol
bz p555 JS by 6l WT) T iy g9 lalS
Los YAY g VYEY as ol lis o Judod g a4y sl
iy boyw g gole Ll 0 (DEG ) wglae lo
Golaws al (asiee oy Hled 3 e el plolis
‘C*JL&é OieeST slodisf pucd gl .x,ﬂ)s ,o DEGs 3l
e METCPA Ly i oS e Wyl i (ROS)
Oezad g Loy 4 el b ad e sl ol (lidl 4
ol &5 8 plals ;o ROS GBdo by L ye sl
Coglie ioldl g ROS mlaw ol 4 sl (Sow sl
Cheng etal., ) 03 o aisu )5 lalS ;o loyw 4
sleools Judo g o T ugn ST oLS o (2019
& @ISl Ll o a5 5 I RNA L Jls
Loas o5 olbs |, EGIWRKY® 5 0V o jm
ol ol Sl aamsls bl gy ool ole 3l ]lsd
397y Sy slcdl o EGIWRKY 5 VY dagys
Dgd oo muas Loy a5 Dole aiylj8 Job (o a8 auzils
s, Judv g a3 (Aguayo et al., 2019)

Ol Loy (23 S iy 50 Sy drwg 7 glaslio

2 Wild-type

43 Reactive oxygen species

“ Eucalyptus globulus

» WRKYGQK sglis orsls Jds 4 WRKY asig, sla,gsts

gl o oilss ol ol 4y Jlia 5-Nisle!
46 Comparative transcriptome analysis

A. thaliana YUCCAG (AtYUCCAG) .5 (2019
Aol Gl 4 dily ST g e
aiy, JSas 5l mle a5 S o 5,5 ke thaliana
OLS  0ed e el dwejouw 50 (Slopsd
OF eSOl &5 el (ejoaw Ayl
it SWPA2 jigas s pelis oo AtYUCCAB
a5l e adgr adsle las 1YL ST L udgid
s is 4 Jess L AtYUCCAG 51 b ST
(Park et al., 2019) sy oljen Sis 5 glans]
& polie sy TS gt S el g 4
WL711) i3 4 ol 5 (C306) S
Fo slop; 5l sz S oS e b Wl csiasles
eBgn i «SelS e apnl s gl padglie yo
5 olo ial3dl 0g WL711 a5 coe C306 o Jlail
peelplio ol Sligiy, azg BB ole elS
e G306 o 5w gl Glassll 5 lagse 50
aile conats by plo b odaline Sas Lyl
WRKY6 ARF6 ABA2 SKP1 AP2 FT MT
LSS 4y Cosglie elis gl 45 50 LOX2 5 AOS
(Kumar et al., 2018) sesls 25 C306 Cosgss
YL Glos 9 ol oo b s

Sis s 4 pglie oS Sy glyie a4 Tsluls
395 3 @YU Cale Loy ol 5 Lol g oo aslis

S5 Q\};.c 4 aS MeTCP4 o5 ok SRS e olad

% Differential transcriptome analysis
40 ow temperature and high temperature stresses
# Manihot esculenta
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a5 (3o, Vo) Flagys sg 5l oolans (opian LS
g Bad glolid s aslil glo iy, sausas
D. gl ok o oo oSen Wl 5l Sy
Lu et al.,, ) axil j5e lojw 25 4 morifolium
Ol 9 stz BB Ol 15 YL sles 2 (2018
2o 08 sbnl Ygle)S pgie slacibgs,
G rieS s b slos slo s 5 YL COp oS 5
wile (soge (smig; 1oyl ud samlive 0 Ol 5o
&S was  olubs NAC* 3 bHLH [ERF®
(6,5 Sbogal & base oad by Sglite lacaiss,
S b o gad g (S el g (S SRS Sl
Sy sy, mhw el (Hwang et al., 2019)
05 45 8o GLi S dlavly b (ol S A5 4 sy
Sl B @ il e b Sl oSos CML
IS JEl 4 by e boee DEG ) il sl
05 Ol Gl 092 4oz 5 5l G kel g (ommsiy it
o Joo 5 s olien stz B 5 < CSCMILAS
sl Liali8l L8 5 cov asu |5 Al thaliana s 1,

(Wang et al., 2018)
" s I8 A5 9 559

L ooeXiw 38 ooV G lgie 4 (Cd) P pgunols

2 Slaalllas o 0ed e ablil SnSgigid Cosls

% Unigenes
57 Abies koreana
%8 Ethylene Response Factor
No Apical Meristem from ) e « gy, 5556 aw 5l NAC ol

Arabidopsis transcription activation ) NAM (Petunia hybrida
cup-shaped cotyledon from Arabidopsis )  ATAF1/2 factor
alie DNA o Jlasl asels o (Kot a5 el o0y 428 5 CUC2 (thaliana
yls

€ Salinity and heavy metal stress

e 39 Olsie a4 3,0l 5 atalis pedsilie a5 ol
Jsb ;5 DEG ¥V Lls a5 was oLl sols
sle,s:56 (Guo et al., 2019) wog Lo sloe,gs
5 OHLH™Y) o le-dilozo o Lol s sy,
W GBS gl é i 4 dlise glagal
03 WY 5 VY S5 4 ey 25 PEG 56 cos
L PEG «puizen i Wl ™ 4S50 ol Lo BHLH
O axy S Wl 4 pB L s
ICE® .5 b sy VVDHLHO07(MYC2)
59, s, sl lis Slo (iliEl Gelxn
cesl Sae BHLHS Ll 5 Hsf! Myb CBF®
5 oS oelais ) sl o BPHLH oolgils slal 51 5
Seis b Cos Sl (Sas sy, Jolse o
NS 8 e, slysSB ple 5 cwjns

Dendranthema  ,» .(Wang et al., 2018)

i85y ke slaysSE oS ()3 (e morifolium
s (ZAT* MYC bHLH .CBF/DREB)
LCXZ) Loy JuSw Jail b b jo slognsSsn
o S e oS |, (MAPK 4 CML® CBP

oo ol b ple Gols b Gialidl ol slales

47 Basic Helix-Loop-Helix

V. vinifera

49 Inducer of CBF Expression

%0 C-repeat Binding Factor

® Heat Shock factor

52 Zinc Finger of Arabidopsis thaliana

%8 Ca?"/Ca** eXchanger

% CREB (CAMP Response Element Binding protein) Binding
Protein;

% Calmodulin-like
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STl Gl 5 B g A ladids I 2 Laa L
Orpes b plad 5 a4 6 e s
2 MAPK6 s MAPK3 (slacy; oo ol Linl3il
Sl oy SV ol b (e (Staen o3 00
Glopme Jb i Sl o5l SyeSul
o Jos Ll s MAPK & anls 2ol
Navabpour et al., ) cool g5lonS! 9 558 slo s
s oLS U5 MAMYBA46 s, 525G (2024
Gl s oe Gl 1) Grenl S g Sl o
b obsye slog) Ssegn 4 peitee Jlail b 95
Sy 5 2Pl Joho o)ls g (K Fwss
MAMYBA6 . (iman i o aais |, oS
2 gy sl i 5B o s b 4 Wlgi e
obS )3 1y Sreml 25 9 Swd Jooui b oS 18 2
Jd>s (Chen et al,, 2019) aas il o
5 oolem S8 ol Y e slalie pgig Sy
VADS (el s LB a5 ols Lis (LBT) (oy5 4 oo
lools GLis ol Lialsl 45 el 3,38 4y e DEG
s (HSP708) 5,1 Ssi slagessn Jols (0l
ol T Ggdls BLS Ve el o PTlagy yelsST
b @boseyse JuSe Jul b ki, gLDEG
s 4 Loz sl See SA 5 JA ETH ABA
s3> a5 SNRK2 L87 s .acuisl 18,50 455 90
Ol SRl ABA cte (a0 LS 535 0

63 Aquaporins
64 70-kDa

Ui cos DEGs V\YAY Brassica juncea o,
i 4 boes gy ol wd olulis pesesls
5 a5l SJplie laan] b g gilanns (205 ¢ olars
J36 ale pgresls b b po (sla J3L aogy dass o JUis!
s MTPC2) 315 & Joio sloputsgn «(Nrampl) 518
5 peeedlS  owms sl ATPase  (MTP11
(PCRG 5 PCR2) alS pseeols 4 pslio slooreis
b Lo slagys (i jo iols las gle (al3l 58
ok vz GlaplE ) o Fegid 5 ad, sleasl
JBL ATPase aises olgie 4 ol by els
sy «(HMA4 3 HMA3 HMA2) (5 ,/psmesls
5 CAXD Yl (55 oo b poedS osSne Jli
Thakur et ) aisls ojls oylo szels (IRT1) oal J56
ol 51(@N0) (NZN0) 59, st &340 @l., 2019
O ey ,Sds slassls s plLS ik
ady, b, 3l gl ZN?* 4o 3 NZNO (o 45 s e
Hales &,k 5 NZNO wgi 0 ol (PR) 7oyl
L Jobw loojlems Lbo (omagiy; el 9 (So5d
S 0 wei o adgl ab, 5l aile g ools 13 3G cos
)l lagtan e 55y 2 GG o S ZNT &S
S 55 e b paS o (Wang et al., 2019)
Al (JsSse 5 alierbin o e Sl 4 e
33,5 5elinST 5 all arge 0,8 Sl jles
onl site Dl S psSl sl b jlos iy &S > 5o

Ol 085 0wy 2 pB)] Glee 50 0lo ST 25

& Cadmium
62 Primary root
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O o5 g, ,0 OSRHS58 L, (Li et al., 2019)
Slerd 2o Lol ezdly a8l Y slos b (Sis o555
ool glas oo el ABA L UV (ol sles
Oeen (R roke YU (iS5 6,00 A5 s
oSl 45 ugginll QLS o cudls S
ol JUisl sosmsylas a8 el al53l wise OSRH58
RNA 7 ipgple codlsd 5 cundlo S bawg iy p
MRNA doz 5 Gl L wlg o codled ) el
Nawaz ) aas il (lls pos Jess wadlg S
Bl 5 ady, cwgiyg, Jlos g 4y (€T al, 2019
a4 ysh G AT o plad (5yeh i o M
Sl 5 Do S pedglie Gl sk
slcdalio b Li,e slos o 0,105 o b ans]
baiy, jo 1) adgidlh pexd 5 b bSai gl
=59, J=5 (Chandran et al., 2019) ws o Wl
oo a5 0l ylzs AL thaliana jo ads, oo 25
Jleb psatnsl] W 55 co i 5555 (Sl
slagal 4 i e g peredlS Slogil g 0gbio
O Db b Sl (S o5 Sigd oo (Jgene (omgiy)
(Kusunoki et al., 2019) sl las e

oyl S

Slapluc ;3 a5 2laos Gle (2B (25 Lald e
pdplin pedS slo e eSS Slasns] ]

o yle i ael sladwl pudglie 5 SIS

67 Chaperone
% Qryza sativa
69 Waterlogging Stress

Y ool ol Gyes 4 e Cnl e MJL&
Bgh Gyd Y 90w Sogd a4 Jesd 0 Dglds
4 (§ysd LS 4 olesl &uly (Wang et al., 2019)
=259y SV zohaw 0l (Kiwy o plail g cuigs
L£2C2-CO-like sy ez 5l ol slagyy (S
Jozs wilgs o NAC s MYB oolgils slacl WRKY
s KAT1 AKTL slayys oms il 1) g,68 4
G5 4 Joia slaan)ly slaS, o L SOSI
SMAKTL Sysrm oly ol olas by 2l
G g e )0 Gyph 4 e il Coge
Li et al., ) o5 o Arabidopsis aktl  slaazsl
HLas o 10 (6,98 LED Cod Cubgg, Jules (2019
o boee wlazsly ol Gill a5 olagy a5 ols
595V (VT B plie 9 (8LS (90,90 (Slo o
S olgre 4 ETH a5 ol aseine o3)le i (Vs o
slp LTF glu s o adgl saas JLKw JsUsge
by wS oo Jes gy i Cod cel VY Sus
o 5l Vb ol b wiols flas by (ialiil a5
WS eSS O Joles Lai> 4y a5 ROS ousS e
Oy ole Lt (Zhou et al., 2020) wog Lo ye
b 4 a4y )ls su8 0 HVBADHL (el y)
ol e 4 Bas (LS IS Jess (g lo sixe

amsge 1alS 1 Vb (598 5l (5L lacam 5 ools

8 Active oxygen scavenging
% Salix
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il gy ool Jloel Gow (s Db a5 glgSa
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(s ees a8 Sl 05 oo ) Sslite SlS
e DEGS (lyear jialoil S jo o5 alag)
G ot Col (Sen ;500 sladlllas ;o il oo
oyl y ogdle (Des Marais et al., 2012) aiaus jlas
3 S S5 Alisee slap il (e S
ek Slllas sl ond leeal @l 4 e
ol 4 08 RNA-Seq a5 wlools  lus
S 5o el waz slap,donl 50U slacilsis,
035y atly Loy (b 5 CoS 4 Sada )T,
Omed B3 oe by 1) easaslil slag; kS
59 03385 Slays (i 45 Cewl 0dd o g9
cds b asls jaskas BB wlly, 0 RNA-Seq
(Wang et al., 2009) ozl atsls S &)kl
SR S5 oeen 9 RNA b e s
logy) cuigig; gobam 1ny caml (G3L5 oll Julse

Cad L)‘ w) A_A-le)u.».i.ij).i C.'a.wouw&m

Rl 90 35 ge s (o izmen 005 o )8 Jh{G
Slos Sl ol (Pl jsbar Wgd e b Ll s
el s jiiwgss anld g Jd IS i b by
@ Jooi b by slagy &5 o jo el ole
s ol o plad ol ioli8l cal (S s
S35 2 B 5l AU slacew] Ghals 4wl s
Okl Slaygeysp aiS SeS Kl ohs 4 lalS
@ 5lS &zl 0 ABA) Sl il 3 ETH)
3 Sl 4 ymie g aiies S ,5L LB g
2 (MF$) ™" JsSUse slos Slas b Lo slapys ol
L ag>lse o (Zhu et al., 2018) wigs o S,
Lobsye o) iz Ole (S 9 690 slagis
el azes JB e aisu )l clacpY o i
O3 kSl 0f el gy cal el aily
KAT3-like polsy JUI go0isS oS o5 O slansT,
0 omizmen aitwa SIMAPKKKKIL o5 4
i ABA & 4ty slo s oulis b SIDZIPL
WS oo Wl (S5 6sd @ Jexd Jlesl jo pages
L galdS slagys 5l o yed (Zhu et al., 2018)
Vodssz 5o olalS o (sewjpé slais 4 by b
Jlos g ai gl by ol cwl eal &l
oS5 s e 5 Il Cod i glacly,

" Molecular functions
"t Endochitinase gene
2 peroxidase gene
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Codlad pac ldlas 5l gl o .0uS ol Sglas
s anlio |15 55 Slaslre laal,ly 0)155 50
opl g yo (Conesa et al., 2016) ojlu o ,lgo0
O obiws ¢y a5 wes o lis Al § oladls
Srr% sosien Koy Slallle 3 liabl W6 gl
S8 s o de ST (olws lulinl 4 el

=

2SS

SlMol g ez 5 MRNA g lul e Slaas! s
2999 Dlpasd &5 Wad o ASlgS o Aoz 5 5l e
36 gt Lso,il.o.c ol SUC YRRV 30 WLQJ 5o odsouslive

zhw o (Vogel

and Marcotte, 2012)
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Table 3. Important genes involved in plants’ responses to abiotic stresses

P abodo/ as g5 s s Jos (L% obls
References Note/Remarks st § Function Genes Plants
Abiotic
stresses
Kaur etal., ) 0 ,Sloe ol Caws 3l g S Oige sladis ;) (0,5 Sgume rhil.a >
(2021 Loss of function mutation Drought Restriction of root hairs Barley
(Zhang et e tsisy 5L ,556 sl Zm00001d010956 KN
Salinity Induce TFs Maize
al., 2022)
Guoetal.,) T3P P PRVEN Y B it SIERF.D6 S pazsS
(2022 Drought, SASg il Tomato
Salini
alinity SGAS)
Steroidal glycoalkaloids
(SGAS) biosynthesis
Songetal., ) LS 2K jonns HAMK Axig
(2019 Heat Signaling pathway Alfalfa
Samtanietal.,)  Hordeum vulgare aleurone 1 St oS S [FE OO HVA1 ob poss
(2022 Heat, Drought Signaling pathway Bread wheat
El-Esawi et ) e gomsl ¢lnST 5T g PR gy Sl AtWRKY30 pass
@l., 2019 Antioxidant, osmolytes Heat, Drought TFs Wheat
biosynthesis
Sunetal.,) o Slae pols Cans jl i Sgd & gy 00isS oulats slacys AtSZF2 Ot gl |
(2007 Loss of function mutation Salinity s Avrabidopsis
Regulate salt-responsive
genes
Yunetal., ) C-Repeat Binding Factorl LS oy ) sl CBF1 g
(2022 Cold, Heat TFs Arabidopsis
Yangetal,) ol H3 Oginnd osmedlie 65 Lo yos oileg,S eaisS g5luib PICKLE (PKL) PR
(2019 (H3K27me3) vv Cold CHD3-type Arabidopsis
Trimethylation of histone H3 CHDS;%pe dct;rfmatm
lysine 27 (H3K27me3) emodele
Xuetal.,) 5595 sy sl Lo SIAREB1 I
(2022 Salinity TFs Tomato
Klay etal., ) LS Loy PCIRPIPRCI L Ethylene S pangS
Response Factors
(2018 WS yg TFs (ERF) Tomato
By o Sis
Cold, Heat,
Salinity,
Drought,

Waterlogging




Liuetal. ) UV-B UV-B 5 00 o5 SIUVR8 Sz sS
(2020 UV-B photoreceptor Tomato
oSl (T ebil Gl (S e OelgsyellS ant sla S C?g?fédﬁm i)ke S persS
Munir et al., ) Enhances antioxidants e Ca?* sla o155, (CML) s
(2016 capacity Cold, Drought, Calmodulin-like (CML) Wild tomato
Salinity proteins Ca?* sensors Solanum)
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