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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.

Article 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

e 91 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

P 9 9 (5580 95T g J

Sk YYAY—1Ye 3 S I LLG
/1)

SR ooniignt 9 (539999

Homepage: https://cbb.razi.ac.ir
fnn ) e G 4 (LS STy axdlle jo Y (1)1 b (60 550 95 1 S0 gt S 5
SI9°

¥ s Y =y P . Y osa \
..\.g,o.’g Gﬁa@yﬂw‘ )9,3._4,1.‘:‘5.)&‘ °‘>‘)U‘“?.9)‘>l'o)‘ Gﬂbpg.).o‘ L.Suu)..\.od.’.\.e‘.a
[ il
(;.Lc Y]
Ol crng )l cdng | oEEINS ¢ 0leS 0uSizils ¢ SLel pole 05,5
ol drng | drng )| oISEINS ¢(53pleS 0uSzils ¢ BLE K53 g Udgi 09,5 T
il b el Olael pole gl ws )l paolids )5 azsgol 2ils
ol 4l o il o ol8als ¢ 5),5LeS 0uSiails ¢ alS S5 5 odg 05,5 T
r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir :asLl, . Jszue DM,)'E

ouaS

Sops 5 S slags Lo jseh (JLSiS () bume o 5 ool Dl (pmez @ 00 b goaste Sl Al b Sl (2l Coel taondie
ol 5 935 e s M5 Sl lagl s 5 s s a5 Wishion alse osllasl as Julss b S j3b &2 Gl g Lama 8 1595 00 g oSl
i GBS A (s S5 5 Sty i S ol IS jsbo o AL o sl gn b Sladlal lyie o IS b 4 Jale
S s SlKe bl 5 e DIl Sgzg «Sad 6YU Cdald oy 51 286 gbranl  Sa5 YU slales aiile oliawd b (S Lul s 5l 256 B
5 QLS o Slas Sggp Wgdoo dlml I Gl 5 Laasled oy g das Sk dog B jolas altde (Suglom Jolss alanly 4 (s LGS N0 9w
3 slaans 53 Sl glasylid Sty 9B e g (yde g0l ol 53 GadS Blaal ] s pd Gl n s bl Cuslia I3
b3 Sugy 5l (S Glgre 4 Sy S5 Gle Gl )3 el 035 @818 ame slaid 4 (lalS Ealy (Jise lapailie S5 sl s jlels
3 el (olo s (5 Joo Jptns (slagsy lolid 53 Slyicsn 5 slisn il G5 cilihe Ll 53 1 05 ol slasSl gl el OISl cglS
S L) S5e (o285 LS ()55l (slapanilSe

205 Ol gy e GRS (S Snd i soosly 0olS gezminr b lsime Lo 09 4 45wl (5590 Allie Syl Allie ilasig) g Slge
el 00 495 SCOPUS 4 Google ScholarWeb of Science PubMed 5 ol slasll jo Lo o sloallis

2 3 sse Glo s 5 0S @lolis sln 6550 I3l RNA laciigis) asgams (S (cjn 52 55 507 b o ouSinginn ;Si i a8 0ls (Las s laasdly
RNA Sequencing; RNA- ) &l o ;1 ob Jlss «Microarray) «l,T5, Jels o390 cnl 50 eoliiuwl 5,50 cilizee slas,slid ool Jame sla i 4 gl
RNA- o5 520 oo lis Gladllas aiiws ools gloacasgame 5 Ll l)ls S o a5 asl oo (Third-Generation Sequencing) psw s b Jlss 5 (Seq
Iy 0auiSaS e GRNA § &glite slap,dgil ol lacuigsy, coul joB 5 o)l (6 i (Sualins 0,08 § B )Ty 5 (ites Slashg, 4 Cons SEQ
Sl oy 35S (o0 SaS o) oduzmn o )lSle (plalid 4 S JalS Al 5 5 FYsb (AI53) (iles Ul b po Jus (Sl Sl (Jlie 50 08 oLl
loosims Jiil ROS oolats (sl yrs ¢ smmisis) Loy aiile (ot ole oalugiipn jsboas sogin Sy sloelos o5 aimogo (i O3 1 (59,90
os S sodls oS 5 ilen S lulid | i1 (55 g wad slaled (590 (St 4 5,5l b L e sla) 5 (Sse e S dliSew sz oS
S ol G5 Jors J5Sge o lS e 51 (8 5gens o 5 0018 SIS, el o Sislesiles by (slol3 L

Sl o Jaxd b Lo J350 sl s 5 Lo (lalid 33 ulad (255 e (5 gl Shol 511 55e olyieds Snsin S5 18 yeS A
LS 55 JsSse Melas 5l s ealy S50 e Smsliplin 5 SragSing (uSaosis bt uSanl S100,Sog; nlo b 558 Cnl Bkl 05 o il
djluse lpen il (65)5LeS 5 (25 4 pylie (Lol (Sarus Slp G0z pas 5 03,5 2l 3

sheme GRS i S 5 Sl S (LS gl ( Jo¥se o015 03 Ol 1S sl
S350 Ao :allilo g9
VEEIY [+ ropg DT HLa VP F/e QY 15hymdy VE-F/-V/o 5 Dol VE- £/ /YY) redly o callin g g5

oSly aslllae )3 Vb SIS b (63,50s) i Sy S 5 (VF F) iz ((She (alor 500 (o (B o yde oy w00l 2ag)0 ep o S ep LS je 3Ll
DOI: 10.22126/cbb.2026.12913.1118 #YV-0A% () F D ondan 5 (559500 imm) pué Sloi0 4 oylalS

@ O] Sty © &3, olSils « b
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

6 NOF-VFA NN FY O condiom 5 S59STom [0 Kat 5 sy

kol sl wigh o Cgmme (5 Gl G0lS Sy
Cedw p atwlezb I 5151 6 Ky ¢ lalS 5 5.8

Sl conl Ll

Py 2 eyl jeba lalS (anb b o
S WS oo B i s Sy Sl
Wb oberd b (So5d balpd 5l 06 e
5 oSt S gye8 omly 5 Vb slabes (Sas
Sy Sl i 4 I o asias Sl slacaw]
basles 5 bgegny dog,St dag,B ale> Jolo
Maheendran et al., 2022; Nair and ) o4 oo
sly ols (Pandey, 2024, Moustakas, 2025
(Foko ol o Sl el (nl b 550
345 A8 oo obml (JsUse 5 liandism (59l 528
Gl oo ol (50l JS5 5 cuigtd 48 Culg
Jole a0 1) by ol el Olpsy ool
Sl 03,5 hos Gy (65,9l 50 (ol oaiiS sgue
G5 A el (Jsse GlapeilSe o)) eghy g
Maheendran et al., ) cwl adl glosld cosal
&S Gl oduzms gonl B i 4 olS &l (2022
ol e S50 sl sl oais bl WS jsbas join
Sl S8 a0 golpa laghy; wuSs wnl
Loy ocenl 53900 ToSal (sloo S5, 5 (MAB®)
ST slahy, boawlie o u&'-"‘ e sls

Sy 5 Jsge slaasls 5l ipels B

® Marker-assisted breeding
& Omics

doddo

a5y el gsanie glagilly b Sl e col
o) e o5 (ool Slpdi (omer g
s9by slaslen Eo 9 S )9 ‘ale“‘i‘“"
Nejat et al., 2018; FAO, 2023; ) sgi oo d3gs
SewS) s slaybg, (VON Braun et al., 2023
bl al p base &5 QLS golsa (Jshae U
@ e az 81 aslads Ly ol Sol5ay 28 5 (oS
G e Jdo ar Lol aiload ooslyy pB)) ags
Sy 5 ol plowdly wnld g pole; qeadlie s
o> slcosgame b Jae il a4 wad
SeS & 23S 5l g pSoste el slaans ;o wlazlge
ssbay 1 ol sbeadl,y oLl (MAS) Y Siles
(Nair and Pandey, 2024) ccl sols 5l sloass!ss
Goll> 585 slold aline 3 pal, ol 5luosly
@by Gk 5l olsn b el QTL) TS o
(MARS) 7 Silis oS a0 sloygs in S ez
ol s (MABC) ¥ Siles oS &y 25, 3
Sged gayped 5 ot 1) ke slacisy XL
yshie @ o J> ol L (Maheendran et al., 2022)
Sladg p e ot gae SIS hass
AR g Fadie s ,Sag, 5l el 0¥ (5 ,5leS
@hls 93 5 1n5 2355 000 (JsSse 5 S Lo

lolis Luly pl jo ais 09> pls slacosgases

! Marker-assisted selection

2 Quantitative trait loci

3 Marker-assisted recurrent selection
4 Marker assisted backcrossing



0y e pAS (5,5 o) 0 oz S Sigdesed o Sy (B s of Gl als o Sles

5 dagl o Slee 5 Jlsle g5 Jolis dagy; (ommgis)
gl 50wl opl p Sl edat il Gizmes
Ty oS es gy Joli 05> cnl Sl o0 ek
gl g0l (g, Sl Judod aniSas e
ool Baz pmsiy) Fl @lelid 9 b sy,
5 45 slp w5 Gl plpie 4 GuSagin S
5 ol o B e ole Ol (o5 el
2B g,y (pl 0,5 o0 8 eoliiul 0y50 ol Lyl
2 ole el g oazmn senba glaasis el
g 005 glolid Jaze sloils cod pgiy S haw
S Juyg 1) oS Cueglie b babie s> slag
<20 b .(Anderson and Mitchell-Olds, 2011)
b & Slgy; Gb g (e, (bl slacs)sld
S g gil)] i laisS 0 glos 2uS
@ SsliS DYsame ;05 g Lgw @i S (D)3
G i jgye caallla Cyl s ol o0 423 5 IS
Sipe S b b e (pmgigy Slallas yo 2]
Solaie oy o Ol Sixe bocwl lalS o
o blS Sglie Gl s ;o (DEGS) ouis L
@l ool clidss Wy, 4 @illeis g5 8b
P Foke olids sl a3 gbalesl, B osd o

25,5 ool 3 lals o i di)

1 Arabidopsis thaliana
2 Differentially expressed genes

(Khan et al., 2023) wes o &I} ol5  oudas
3,59, 3 i Sl slags ks Sl 5 4
SHalss S5 Bam b a5 el labels calidan;
» Sy s bodate dan Gle oz
9 boj Slgiee 5 osdee pbnl Guigd xS SSD
b G slagis Joos b s pe oz slo e
—ay 51,Sos, Loyt SE el (S oS 05 Ll
a3, 8 Bas b pluls Sl SLS a4 ool
—obg,y ol 2 odle (Vennapusa et al., 2023) sl
5V g5 b 5,80y Sl Y el 2 (e (g8 sl
Sogsl (( Sy S5 bl 2 1) eedlpe s Sl
selnlie SlaS 5 b GeSon slhben 05 ok
4 b aes e oyl LS 0l5a 4y sl oy -&)5160 PR
Ly o 4 Jood ogllae sla S35 b ol o5 350 55k
,» (Parida et al., 2023) aus Cbwl 5 olols
5 el slad;Sag) 5l Sy 5m Sl A sles Y S
b ool oo al,] uSiaal S e i 305 (pimes
seba QLS jo s sl iS5 A Jood panilSe

23,5 by, 2y
=59 SLRNA oles | (lacgome 4 "cuigis,
Caxdy Sy 50 B 8b L oo S bawg 0ol
Jolts asgomme (nl gdioe BBl (e (63,Slos
JoasSas e sLRNA 5 (MRNA) ole,pls RNA

" Omics pipelines
8 Transcriptome

® Noncoding RNA
0 Transcriptomics



Ay NOF-VFA NN FY O condiom 5 S59STom [0 Kat 5 sy

DNA RNA Protein
&
transcnprion g translation
P —— e ——
——
» O
N
Al

\),,p,mw, i

transcription

P (owlwl Ao g0 98 Aoz 45 g (610 pubgigy (S5l gm B 30 (St i Sledbl b o ) S

Wigl oo J S (oulidd ilisio Jolge bawgi a5 aslil co (35 ol wl
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

g a lonomics

Proteomics g ’ " \\?:l’;
v{ :v’n’.'\
e, Multi-omics = "> g!<
Approaches trcin3
o Phenomics
> o A o
—_— -
- -
g% @ -m :
- -’ o e
Metabolomics Lipid " Epig i Interactomics

Improvement of Crop's Physiology, Blochemical pathways and
Molecular networks

+

Abiotic stress tolerance

2 a3 ek G 41 Jooxi Sl ygliie 41 Al 39ty ool ik (50 139, 31 08l ¥ S
(Roychowdhury et al., 2023) kLS

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

sty oS b lad e Sldlae ol 09,9 sl lne i ol he)

dod (55 ¢SS (Fant pf SRS I (o (o) 2
S Se JBlas 5l eolawl g (B, b S ol3ls

(Third-Generation Sequencing L Microarray

R NA-SEQ) 6Lm6)5h5
wole ceas Gl b 6 )16 dad e e YL g
sleosls  wan B> Ll anlp 5l ol
&5@9& wLu‘ » uM Sldlas )‘ OMC‘)M‘
g as,Ba Ll glaly, (S g «GuiS

S w08 aspleile 9 sanail guldS slaasl

SerSore b e adllae S lyea dlie ()l
sshiteds oS Lol g (oL i Jlos 305,
Sl slaoll 5 s e ode slaosls (s,908,5
Web of .Scopus PubMed Jols Mol pize
sl .as eolaxwl Google Scholar 4 Science
abor jl paass slooilyuls 5l oslital b g
Abiotic stress ([RNA-Seq .Transcriptomics
Gene 4y Omics approache [Plant breeding

b )F sl YoYF B VY- Sl o3l o expression



0¥ e pAS (5,5 o) 0 oz S Sigdesed o Sy (B s of Gl als o Sles

GBS Ly 0ghee wseime bl ol Lol
T 05 Ol e 0 G5 L gzl 5o (Joke Sl
slp &gl alh e (g Slagsl g was e
Wang et al., ) sve codJld slo s axlllas
oSl sloay Ls (2009; Stark et al., 2019
sleosls JLS o as wijls 1) oLS o pis Sl
NP son s a4z Dot 5 segin S S
SIS S oyl 5 580 sl 4 g 05 S
(Pan-genome) egijcy

@5 ;o ol ool 5l s o iy olee LS
ey Sl 9 (e geS alulid 5 coul (ol
sans b ool el Slas sgup 0 sope LA
sbois; DNA b JIss slacs s o iy <3
@hpsion ames 5 Yo ol b (riegadsid
Sl ools ol 6y Ketar Hoba 1) (segy Slllas
Shendure et al., 2017; Liu et al., 2023; Kumar )
p95 o cyans NGS joels L 055945 (€L Al., 2024
OS5 oad plnl gy Cepw g B3 b plalS
bl el sl it gz pgiy Ate Sl e
Ol (&5 Sl g LSl 0 DoldS pgiien Slallas
Llags Pr ole o ©olis cde Wil oo lacussss
5 polie lageiss Ol (i & Gl Glasl gl
e G978 S5 S psiiin sopcnl 5l sl ol
O g WS e w0l T, 05 Ol sleodls s s
Oyl wSKogin s 5 Slalllae jo (gaiedy)l (eSS

.(Bayer et al., 2020 )

Sbgwly jo Sie glaa) 5 legSl (ol gal> 5o
g Sl ks 28 g alulid (LS segin S
Sitedas 5 NGS) Maax Jus oL Jly alex
Sldlle  Gas g B )l o Sl sailen
S wolys o b ol St S
Wezge hils SL Hlulis 4 lgime Sl g,
sbgiegn 0 by gbay, gl
Sl Ol Wi e s Sy S
co GlalS golia o gykd ! 5l g S
D e () Sl

pe) addlbo (g5 GBO,Su g, 5o Jei

Slel 231 5l o ngy Slalllas 035> 3o yeKad SYgmw
o iy Kby oles ole lags,ls b alelSy
2 Ok el o ol Ssegn oS cll (o295 B
2 lagl )5 5 o5 slaJelos cds (il sl
50 goelas glacd i b oailes gl caws 4 (g5,9laS
Cooier wels 4sdS ans (b g clacs,sls
‘«;“S-‘-"‘ il slop il dnwg 9 S0 50 (6 pKeitsr
Y oSeagdplie M Spagii gl TSy ol
Sl 0oy N Sagign g aSeagin Sy
fwl ael> S, (Maheendran et al., 2022)
gobe 5l GlaYar Jldos sl A a4 pblS
lod Caedl 092 Lol 55 eedas e

wnn Glied oSeogin Sady oSl (slas,Sig,

13 Next-Generation Sequencing
14 Genomics

15 Epigenomics

16 Metabolomics

7 Proteomics



630 NOF-VFA DY AV FY O condiom 5 S598STom [ o) Kan 5 sy

e 039>l ppe Gla il 5l GlalS gl el
(Singh et al., 2021) wigs o
Slp by e slagis, 5 bs,ld S p

:)’l A3|Q)L¢.: UAJLQB; d)LAAA 9 (PG U‘)‘-‘-’U

Whole  Genome  Bisulfite  Sequencing

»# DNAGsdlse s Gln 39, (WGBS)
Reduced .(susstlssiss S b pgiy IS gebaws
:Representation Bisulfite Sequencing (RRBS)
LCPG 5l 8 (g oy Slp B poiygrhe B9,
Methylated DNA  .coilsw o e 5l oolatsl

Immunoprecipitation = Sequencing (MeDIP-

oL il 5l eolaiwl b saialie DNA L JIgs SEQ)
Chromatin Immunoprecipitation mC-5 ol
el ¢y by, :Sequencing (ChIP-seq)
9 =5y ysSh mig (Ser Ol
Assay for Transposase- . _sleg,S (sloiputiisy
Accessible Chromatin Sequencing (ATAC-
oo 3 s 5k PlE sen e B, S80)
Hi-C /  (Chromatin accessibility)  .sleg,S
addlls glp 29, :Capture Hi-C / ChIA-PET
(Eleg S Soleme Sl g gl oman LSl
sy &lyp  sbs, Single-Cell ATAC-seq
Single-Cell . JshoS5 zhaws ;o (yuilog,S (omw yiawd
sly 59, Bisulfite Sequencing (scBS-seq)
oS glas 5 DNA ppidlie o

5 jaaz @la sy, CUT&Tag 5 CUT&RUN

(Epigenomics)  wSwogij o1
pelas 5o Sl (BB Ol aslllas 4 Sy g
Jolis g 35l e DNA I p0 s 9 105 Ol
Srmmd SlMol DNA - gdlin aule slaasl s
ol (Saeed et al., 2022) cul yoleg,S o150
ke G etV onlat Y SO lgreds Ol s
Ll s Lalpd cod b a8 heels b b y0
o 4ol el Glarns willgioo g WS (o0
Zhang et al., ) aiss 3 ,5b cov puitese & g0
Sldlas .(2018; Springer and Schmitz, 2017
GBLE o Sglite yeedliie lasSIl as wilesls yLas
Sy il i gla)Sgsle b Ludpe slagy boepglie
Ogedlie Gl el fad o (Jolo oudis3a 540l
axig el SlS )0 (6558 4 oot S5 4 WS o
5-AzaC oolo L ysedhite Hloo a5 Jl> 0 ol xie
ol ol ghed A Ceglie alS o
S gsbe Olprear lae (B p )3 5 Herdlite e
o zylae i S8 iy s Ceslie (sl Jlazs|
sleosls slesl (Mahmood et al., 2022) <.l
el ) Ol nl Seesin Sy b S gl
Baes o] sty a5 g ololid olaeys a5 oS oo
sloyges b Byo g ol (Sessgl Sl ) 50
sonds blye ol 0929 b s ooy BB gy,
walize gla fud jo L:oQT bl (S o) sla X!

03> sl w95 9 by oy, YL anze



Ehie e pAS (5,5 o) 0 oz S Sigdesed o Sy (B s of Gl als o Sles

L xsdl joba gle ol o 4 b
WYl SleFan Cligly, Sldlas jo B glacd i,
03 yals g9050 (pul 4 by gaieadde iuliél 4 ol o
S drwy Jb o lasessls (Sl e 4 o]
5 SusleS o Slgisy Sl edezmn 5 el psrde
Maheendran et al., ) asee atwly lodais;

(2022

(Proteomics) wSawogsig y
Slapelyy degome ol sadlllae 4 uSoesty
s g sjlome il b Jshe S s endgle
ol ols g w3 Slee (s 3l (Jlg sleasls
ebld g gilalar @l slaby, jo 8yt
Wl Lol Sl i lapass
5 NMR® (> e (HPLC)"
@D s S8 Gl e (GopSl pgSs S
Mahmood ) ceul oads HllS jo (Siegiiypn Slalllas
slasl et al., 2022; Yan et al., 2022
SUib Gegn ekl &5 s g (LA Seestiy
ol e e Lyl b olS (6,85l 51 couiians
(e S ) 03 Ol Olee SIRL Seogg el
loosls aleol a8 o oSS 1y Jobor  oxdly o Shoc
plaST WS (oo atine WSyt Swi§ b Siegg
3 6 Shee Sl a0 bdly ol lo b slags

G shls oplpln 5 Wgbise e (nSgy gl

22 High-Performance Liquid Chromatography
2 Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

Jlasl 5 Sgend St o) n Gl @S0
ChIP-seq & oo oS 525 L DNA & lagniis
.(de Abreu et al., 2025)

(Transcriptomics)  ywSowo g s yi

slaudled (SHielam Oledbl Jols  aunsig; slaosls
bop ol bl SGpls Jobo SG 0 (0 s
Olhasl el o5 Cundy S 3 b ske 5l Shrex
el Slasgaze & b sl ly Cpgin Sas
dl o sse  Jols as cusls o,lil lacadgs,
0SS RNA ale> 51 RNA) " SalSgig,
ARNA) oo sansos & sLRNA 5 (MRNA)
Pietu et al, 1999; ) 555 0 (e 5 JRNA

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

05 IS sloasgama Soblos psies Sy slaeals
ok sbocarer )o @it 9 5 Shoe (plo slagSdl
-G sy Sledbl Lol osls cpl s T3
dacdl clisw glgl 5t cov a5 was kg
B Shee (izes 5 (275 Slaslg, 9 0l U2
StEFRE jeba awagis, sl (plply aijl
L asles oo laione ais poiy glaosls 5l Sodony
lolils o G GBmee Siim ookl 5l oolatul
5 Jlize o¥lasl (DEGS) " oglize oo b slagy)
Cowd W by pllid 5 We 5 Sin glyl

—Cawd ‘5‘).1 oolazwl Sjy90 (_glsb‘_g).i‘).w‘ 9 l.Q)‘)." ...\_;)91

18 Ribonucleic acid molecule

19 Spatio-temporal

2 Differentially expressed genes
2 gplice junctions



Ay ABYVFA WY VP Y D oo 5 $5509S5m /] 50m 5 (suo

) S e a0 lacudglio 385 obo, 0 (s)leb0
W e wslisl sbodgpbe libs ol
ey olse 53l g dap] s Sagm 5 bosls
Ll @byl ogad, llps 5 (e85 ge8 b
sloslitul 5 az LSy laJedod oaisd b lacudplie
Seaglglie sloosls s sl bl iledoe

(Yadav et al., 2018) ¢l 5,9,

2 Lol 0l 5 wSKagiy Sy (SloSLST

(o Sl il 4 O Fwly
oled Sleiann 5 ol (o p 4 Soegin S
Pl ol b sk Sy 40 ead sy, cWRNA
Lols 0 odiiSuS i g oauiSaS sla RNA uls
&g asllas Jolds 035 (nl O3l pse cmre 69, kes
Nejat ) wilioe o5 (smsisy melad 5 o Shoe oLzl
Ol s (oS ot b uSngin ;S 5 (BL A, 2018
g ooy &) ganad,l s (LS sl ole o
ps35 Ole gl g coulats slaasl olulis ISl
L by wo glags ais 4 a5 oS o ool8 1)
Sald i Seb oo e £y Gl o A Jesd
Sl slagt, 5 bl slag,sld o S
Slalllae jo &8s (S il corge o Silegilen
dilosd oz (Jsse Gloyne iS5 5 Ol
Nyame ol aw; ,o (Wang et al., 2020)
Go,Sus, syt SRS Rl 0 hslas
LI ¥ JSS 5o aodls jab a4y uSogig S 5 il

ol 00

Vogel and ) s 25 & &b o galS
L Sosiigp bl 99>9 L (Marcotte, 2012
Slss dadiged  (Saumn plE 0 gl
Obe S gl e, giles bl
Sboysiilan sl cmin 2 ob) G4 9 btsn
LSS Cehl il o Jelse cnl el g0,
Sguze ) Gty Slas Mo ol Coo g Slalllas
(Yadav et al., 2018) a5’

(Metabolomics) S g! g3l

Sl Saal iy (5l00,Sog) 5l (Ko Sneglpilin
4 oblS mSly s Lss sleedglie slulis 4 a8
adgl sloddplie wiS o SeS ae sla s
3 cobol 2 el slasnl 5 oo daasd wiile
b s jsbd ailgige 5 wjls (Jobo jlugisgn
oS Jo o il by quisd g pesn s
5 ladess ) daadgidls wile 4l slacudgb
Jubcans; 5 ebs slagialy 5 Base baglanns il
&8y ,o (Mahmood et al., 2022) als ud oLS
5 ol Josse Slojrne 2lod U3k oSeeglsilie
G B 5 sy Dl bl &5 0 e et
L wloads i Sdgbin sl sy (adly &l s
Ol bacSngin S 5 b cogdsilio (sbaosls pléol . 5
WS e @l 2 1) Tedalie b catigig, I e (b,
4 oS Tl odzmn slaasis S Slp &S (G
Carrera et al., ) cusl Slo wwjpe sl is

oz 5l slosgame o 4 Jb ol L (2021



03A e pAS (5,5 o) 0 oz S Sigdesed o Sy (B s of Gl als o Sles

Ol 0si so g S ol s s w5l slacidigi
dadiged ool Ls)’l.woaLJ alex 31 2l slls (5,5l
g S,lbl sla b, 9529 5 cigad o sl by anje
Shi et ) coul laools Ll g (o318 (gl sddbeands
Lol s woxie sblse o4>9 L .@l, 2010
Comsl> g Cdd a5 cwl odes glacusgase
amoge b oS 1) gestn Sy (slaelos
Son s b Gl ngh wgaze (Sealud (gedgae
ol B sl il e Sl solais g slalas]
S50l Como yialS 4wl o a5 ais g,
(Kinaret et al., 2020) wgs e 5 olo zokaw
Wile gl 2 (e lag i ol 2 0938l
g ooly cuass 5| RNA-Seq b awlio o dawl)ly,
Jhas Sl o Wyt somk el
SSs b Jsho olidio b pagin S5 slaosls
1) edidwd paiws p bCgogiom (pl wab go oolatul
S92 9 Lhdly SUL Gibey (Ses olge seS
OBLS )0 pei5 (ol plpes Gomay b (G5 sla,l,SS
Challam et ) sjlu o 5,150 1y Slowlre bl yuuds
Silw by, w@l, 2019; Wang et al., 2020
ools ylas EST 4 laayl,l5 ;) 5l eolitwl b lacaig,
J>le 48 (GSTS) Plajl,ausl 5-S  y5u5ligls a5 ol
355 311, ol 5 alie clos Slos gy 0, cilisee
SH 2 mle B Geizmes g s g

IS o Wl g0 )90 lagwl 5 (i il sl poe

% Glutathione S-transferases

Baslyl30) 5 omSrogins ySumd i (G sBY9)
(Microarray)

wle plagts; «(Jsge slagiagy adsl Jolpe 5o
5T 5 EST L Jlg RT-PCR bl oy,5
sz &l kel slaylnl SAGE) s e Jb
ol (Nejat et al., 2018) wos oo wgume &5 oo
«og ‘5"9"-”)&““)* Slalllas )LKQL:-‘-.' “’)f o o,
9 omb SS& Gl wlide j0 Casgase Jdoas Ll
Sl pgiy Jolo 5o (slos a0 )5 by an e
oo GSoslal o YL 8o RT-PCR (b lgicas
Cedb )0 Cadgaze Jdo a4 Lol s 0B slag;
ey, 5l SzsS leacseme slp b (ijloyp
L EST sy, (Wang et al., 2020) el cunles
5 CDNA (laaillis 5| olas slacaigs, gl sl
sl 5l gt DMl Gl by, @ (2L Jls
9 oS ool pss IS by a5l pen Ju
30 ol nd bla 1 by 6230, 5 (a8l sy
5 ool & 5.5 SAGE s, (Nejat et al., 2018)
b wlkd oLl &b 5l 0 o GileesS
a5k g Vb agie cle 4 Ll wged S5 RNA
a1y o bz, w00 Az sleosls
(Wang et al., 2009) sls 5 :y,00 slas,gbd

Sl sl p e 62,50, 5 el
prm Sy IS ke o 05 Ole ile by

3ol uilesls Gas a5 g sbay S o sslil

2 Expressed sequence tags
% Serial analysis of gene expression



034 ABYVFA WY VP Y D oo 5 $5509S5m /] 50m 5 (suo

alle,  syké  (Chauhan et al, 2011)
05 edlgls ly Jdow 5wz ol Affymetrix
o8, 5 Chaling _i>y &, ,» AP2/EREBP
)8 eolaiul 0590 ol Loyus 4y (wlu> a5 Pei'ai64S
;5 AP2/EREBP (5 Y5 a5 ols olas al)]5) cd 8
ol zmlaw Pei'aibaS 4 cos Chaling _i>s zip
Olee & zip (Yang etal., 2023) wls 5 5YL L
Gy clie Jao G a5 09 o0 aslis C3 oS SO
el oals bows C4 e S5 e anlllas
Slope Gub 5l @ sy 0 C4 0F 0l nuis
Wloads gluls C4 o sloyy Js L Jg
L ole Judss g w35 (Muthusamy et al., 2018)
s4>9 FL-CDNA™ 4 EST osls slooll ;1 oolazwl
sloys les sl 1, FL-CDNA | EST G sl
b Lo slogyy conl 2 opdle ols las oad slulis
Muthusamy et ) wials Slold 50 dww) jmé (25
ool MRNA s 5 G o> oL 40 (@l 2018
o5l s g yh a, Job s (PIPL) eais
Col Coenl Pl Jlws a5 wl ololls gagjed
ol > 0 (ol edle .Jiang et al., 2011)
Jeo KT J36) HKT (slocpssgy Liis EST ools

cos (KN peslty i pulas o 1, (YL oS5

(Mian et al.,, 2011) sl oy, 6yeo bl

2Full-Length cDNA slaasews 4 CDNA Lils a5 5l o Ll 4>l
UTR) cuis5as DCDS b o UTR Gl a5 cadl ¥ o5 sl adsl s
2 P55 smgitetlo 5 350 55 oSl Lo o slap Byl lelid

el e oSl sl

% High-affinity K+ transporter

Sleslatul b ol Judss 5 432 .(Jain et al., 2010)
a5 ol o g JB 18l oasmsplis el
5 Sapd oSt wille b slogas b s
g A, @it ol o Sl pl sl 009 Loy
Son B e (G5 sleedlgl o Jreads
D 5 A slejldsans (Singh et al., 2010) b ;blaws
Ray et al., ) C ;LJsa.s «Singh et al., 2012)
«Singh et al., 2014) s’ slooaias Jlal (2007
oolgil> ¢ ((Arora et al., 2007) MADS box oolgils
zyn ,» CoHz Zinc finger _.osis, sle,ssb
slagSIl (Agarwal et al., 2007) col oo comliw
51 ooliziul b 858l onds ol slagyy cn! 5l s b olo
Vol Seb oty ok awl gRT-PCR
2 4 aiies bty 5l cege 09,5 5o (HSPS)
5 S n Ll 5lS 25 o) 5 4 oLS Gl
HSFs) ™ 5 > Sg Jalse J7iS cov lag] ol
C s B A as an a4 LHSF iy 0 s Ll
JBs, ((Andrasi et al., 2021) wgi o (§Apums
sls L5 QRT-PCR 5 byl T3, WEST 5,k 51 ok
» HSF s g )8 as, Jsb 0 OSHSF cuza oS
<l )0 w5 ata; 5 00 (Fum) e (S Lyl
OSHSFA3 5 OSHSFA2 s digh oo oulais
pelas (S g Loy S5 A Gl o Sude jeba

L Sl s OSHSFB4a o5 Jl> o gl o

w3 ces ol le olie 0 Gl A me

2" Heat shock proteins
2 Heat shock factors



Fo e pAS (5,5 o) 0 oz S Sigdesed o Sy (B s of Gl als o Sles

ol sbhcdigy, olulis 4 08 RNA-Seq sgs 0
solyg, waisas e LRNA wos slap,dss!
5 Nl emsiy) E5,0 sladze (Rlr W

Wang ) aily sussis) 5l o oo gloonld plo
o oUlys oren (€t al., 2009; Kinaret et al., 2020
&S oleaiss jo opga RNA-SEQ a5 cowl o o
Wiled ol ey slilo b wilas JelS a0 p o5
Loogd AL segin Seuiy Slallae o a0 (5,5L8
3wz P bl sty RNA-Seq Llze ol 9y
b el Ko CDNA claailinlsS il ol o)l
PO R PG S Wy HEPSVRR PO AV
oddadg sosls (YL Ly ox> ‘QT 2 ogdle 0,135
slad (8 Sl losley;  wesls
S g oz (Ll slaldle i ccnlie (g5l 530
Sorte lp il S0l lapt Il (s pSe
s LMIRNA s> Ko g 3l sl s odo
(999 3l o w5 (G Sheels o lagl i
RNA- Gleools Julo @ |, Sawzy 5l gasas 4y
s5bas 55 ol 5l ()l G5 15 iS00 4L51 Seq
Challam et al., 2019; ) ¢l cois asls JolS
slcsd, iy se>5 L .(Rich-Griffin et al., 2020
s RNA-Seq L. obxusl RNA-Seq ,.5eix>
)30 48 g5 caalllan Baa @ atwly lizen )5,
helos slcSlan; Gl s 5 423 (omyp

Shr Seelos als g (S hm s pio S

L Sas hyls cov S o (5,155, |, DREB
Cue yboay 4yl Jelo g 43325 9 LEST Sl eolacal
@ Joos Rl cel o) ol Ol G b i
Akbudak ) ;0,5 #55 g a5 LS o Sas
Oy 9 o Slidss > s sl (€t al., 2018
5,18 sg>9 UniGene 4 €dbEST slapl 4 EST 55
O3l ol isdise Slsee NCBI Ly g 50 a5
Ais il glapaslS,l 5l EST (glacols uls
Sl eyl mlie lgie 4 4 (Singh et al., 2019)
loosls Jlodi g 525 g (o yiwd Cuz olaiedils

S oo Jos (Slaeiod Bise Slasl gl (mis,

RNA sequencing
Js b Iy 5 0l8 4l a5 RNA-Seq SasS

S Ol sl asl aswg (NGS) g0
Ol Jelodisa iz jo bajlpl op 5380 g (o Faud iy
b b9 5l smSose b Gbs,y onl ogdee a3 Ll (5
OBl sz (Slewbre slagtsbp 9 Vb (Slilee oy
RNA slociisis, gl ol 5 plolid wsilo oS
GaglSs sl stilss s yslid ol po 0yl 00 @018,
L L azpe po5 b Glodm Vo v s> Jsb b Ygane)
5 JW slags @b cnl 5l s wsdiee Sl SeaSy
st Glolit B ol e b ey Ll
(Singh et al., 2017; Hrdlickova et al., 2017)
Sly pas RNA-SEq slas iy (nipe 5l
Sl (Soolus dials g ooty i w5l slecg 4



Jie  olsie a4) SPX domain (OsTRMT1
5 (OSGSTL3 . Jls lsie 4) GSTs (OsPHR2
55 LGST .wisg (OSAPX2 « Jle olgic a) jlonnSTy
G ol iz gl Jolhe 55 HoO2 ezl 655k
WS (o0 SeS yh $3g0 (Siailex 4 g 005 bl (Sl
Judos 9wz (ol oodle (Zhao et al., 2020)
@ pslie @y od, So AUS o, 5, » RNA-Seq
by ol ead Gl (SISl 0507 LS g (Sas
LS 5 i oS5 glogis cov ol
,» «Schaarschmidt et al., 2020) s, Lol
oeen o (RAB21) B12288 oy ol ol
a5 B e BB eb 4 oo yaues solgls 51 LEA
Sl Ll g ol iz Jly ool az ]
oo kil odmolid oud cusline (g0 Sles
9 45 (rired Lawl IS 4 b o g jaees
5 (pewesls) Cd L Jles vz RNA-Seq L=
JrS b bye slagy a5 ol olas (S As
(obie JES (omgiy) melat (A5 4 Eab (S,

5 L Jsg09,5le padslio § jwge (JUKww Jlil

4o (Huang et al., 2019) suws Jlad 5,555 bS5
Julss g a s (Triticum aestivum) sais oLS
R2R3-MYB oolgils sl a5 ols Las RNA-Seq
Wei et al., ) ses oo gl ciws e slo il &
o RNA-Seq LT (Zea mays) «,8 s (2020
asisy Jolse Lo eataslis (S pb i

51,5 HDZIP 3 ARF NAC ERF alox jl _esiio

CotS L olaools Caul ol g, ol o)l (5, 180]
@iS akejld oS Jlalllas gly 5 a5 ol YUl
ohmm o b Lpydonl pwyn s Glag
(blie )0 el au 38 o e Wi GA,_IGAJ Sl o
@ Jol5 (Sl wiile olacosgaze o925 b T,
Aol g wax sl g slobs o Sl decgy
wappeS sleoisn sly plaes wgame (Seslus
5 wasive Blaal b Sldlas b b aiges olass lyls
61 L6 g oolasdl glanF oasaslis cloyn)
Jedoas wliT5 ) slasols opl 1 ogdle 058 o Cgumo
sleslon; 4 (ol (Solw 5 eSS x>
,» (Wang et al., 2009) &,l05 55 K  Slowle
Sl o LI 5,0k8 RNA-Seq  cggome
ol Ol s Sl Ll aylige oy sagi S
By e i cesle Gelulny wbo9Sus; 9
Ol 5 wewin Sype AP g @xdm Glidyee

g plil (o ytwd 50 (Slelone
g oad gldl slo)dy oy RNA-Seq Julov 5 a5
oylgeo b oo sl as olo lis iy S slaails
59 plarnST il g i) e slo i 4 s o Jsko
Zhao et al., ) wi)ls 25 Jiaile> g ol > Jsb
ol s JB sk a4 oS oy alexr 512020
5o (OSCRK2 (L ylgie d0) 5L 0 8 i
@) Lg,uSYE L (OSPMES (Lo lsie a) 5zl
) Cupin-domain .55, (OSPGIPL ( Jliws lsie

Jbe Hlare @) ol el 3 e (OSCPL (o (lsie



Fey e pAS (5,5 o) 0 oz S Sigdesed o Sy (B s of Gl als o Sles

s 9y S pelal Joll (S i slapanslSe
ol ol s G S (ST gle s
wilgige Side GlagSll (nl Wipee oy SHaSle
@olFar Glp gols Glaails glays ool slae
dob 0o S 13 A 4 polie pB) angs 5 (5080
s Jlg Jols a5 il Sledlbl sleolSly da L
Arwy Wiiwd £l OYgaxe I ol MRNA
ole b Ladse ools sloolKily ol 5l o gd sladly
Lol oals &SIIY Jgaz jo aLS slacys

Third-)  pgw  Jud 2Ll sbrsysls
(Generation Sequencing; TGS

wile (TGS) pyw Jos b Iy slocs,skd wdyiny
(ONT®)  3,55.5T ;b (slas,sls 5 PacBio™
Jelos Ges g CB0 Gl Cuz o S (B
sysld (! Dgdon Cgaie (sogin Sus s slaosly
lyob; Jsb b RNA (gl JsSUge eriiinne (ils> oSl
) A 3 g WS e el Glge 4 Sk o
by Jol5 Jile (o) p sz slap Bl alulis
Slidse Sl GSle Jlail glhosssy il g
slepbilss 4 olgiee bkd ol bl nieee
Ulg 9 5lige 51 LU (S g Gl gy 5 0l
Jo sl b s ojlal S slaciigy, olobis o
9oL anye RNA-seq L awslio o 5L gl #4
aox ez omad gl (Slojaiilen slajlpnl @ 5Ls

Stwe lagly, ol azg LB Glacusgase

3t pacific Biosciences
32 Oxford Nanopore Technology

s (LI et al, 2017) sy b i pl a4 &ul
I Glegaze a5 O Jsaz e eadel) lalllas
2O Seegin s 5 0 )5 (g0,b 50 (69,90 Sl agh
S ae o plis wediee Jeld |, odle soliia
» sty BB jeba RNA-Seq ;| Jol> slacsls
slgis 4 Glls slazaly o)l L (il anngs
b sl gl 5 Al 8 e
i)l 5 SVpame ol o aiedss lagilyil
ol Sldllas ol Ll sl 00,5 ool LIié Copiel
(GRS g9 g aigS o glas 0z b aS cl o]
FB oot S glaguly 3 Sde o8 v
b s o ey 5 s @S ] Canss ol olulis
O S oAl iy slaysSl I glasgene
aile clbs sloyys 3 C3H 5 DZIP slacolgls Lo
o a5 (g ol wiles S 5,55 1, LEAS 4 PRs
L bdye oldlls o i)l oS 55l o oanls
5 HKT abex 5l gg ssms JUisl slagys )9
815 5 sy Jolas Lk ol Jule olyice, SOSI
sl iegs (blhe jo ailbad Slulld o Coew
Gibewgad (5l s a5 Wlools las Sis b lag e
0354 ¢ 50,00 (ALK 5 Ady; Al edal ]
gloasl aishioe bl 00 lS  jsbay ABA
el Slo e Sl 35 )5 9 55 0w & by
2 ohste [y a2l 5 solaasT fuly (S5,
oL @S (nl degazme WS (oo w450 LS

ey sla G5 L agzlye jo M o das s



e gl da Jlgs Slgly8 g slass als sl .l 004
R b)) 3y oeBan oo S Sk 5l g ples
wrd glolis slaciisy, 3l awys Fr lu,s b5
Sudgigy o 45w ee s 1) sdax slap byl
30 opl g oodle 5,05 5425 Nipponbare s, s> e
S ol b 05 0F (Lo 5 (Sas 4 pslis N22 3,
5 LS S5 o el b e sy 0

«(Schaarschmidt et al., 2020) o ololis Sas

slais, st (Athanasopoulou et al., 2021)
Sz by @lelid ;o ohg 4 pae Jod bl
Fie QLS o i 5 sl b by
&lp PacBio b Jlgs 5l s Jle olgicas wilosgy
dw @ Blale @p o) 0o slacdlsiy, Jlg s
) e g ) O llpd ot e 436 )
lop g5l Conl anily aslllas ol el oals ool
olazi aS” WS g5lusb 1) ol aise 9 YU coaS L

JUESURIN SRV S ‘a)éjj‘.ll OFF«e L YVDe - LQQT

Transcriptomics
approaches

First generation Next generation

Third generation
sequencing

Nanopore

][ RNA-Seq ] PacBIO SMRT,

sequencing sequencing
EST and
Microarray
RNA isolation RNA isolation
and cDNA library and library
preparation

preparation

Hybridization or
sequencing for

S~

Sequencing and
gene expression

Expression

\"“'y

analysis

\/

RNA isolation
and cONA
preparation

=

Long read
sequencing of

full length cONA

Improved vield and growth, ahiotic siresstolerance

B9y 3 G950 :pLS 5O (g ) pf T A Jood o381 (6l (S gy )T 0 S0 g, - S
Sl golor Jloni 9 4 5oni (uSrogi s i (S e i 4 Jood anlllae 53 (S g ;S
WS (oo S Jpazme Tl SN 4 (kg LB Hob 4 0,09, ol Silwes (S |y 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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Table 1. Case studies on the use of transcriptomics in cereal
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expression data

Kolesnikov et al., )

Slp soges O K https://www.ebi.ac.uk/arrayexpress/

(2015 O ole sleesls
A public repository for
gene expression data

(Dashetal., 2012) )3 ole sloosls sl (oo https://www.plexdb.org/

Iy
A resource for plant
gene expression data
(Hruz etal., 2008) 4 5 o\l sleosls oKL
lo)T a3 p iy
A gene expression

database and analysis
platform

ul.q 6Laso.>|.> 61)-.’ ‘51).704

https://genevestigator.com/

(Sato et al., 2012) http://ricexpro.dna.affrc.go.jp/

205
A repository for rice
gene expression data
‘_gL:zsooLs ‘_gl)g stm
Ligwr Soogi
A repository for
soybean genomics data
Portwood etal., ) 5 S5 sl Sledlbl SSL

(Grant et al., 2009) https://www.soybase.org/

https://www.maizegdb.org/
(2018 58 Sengds

A database for maize

genetics and genomics

NCBI Gene Expression Omnibus
(GEO)

al)15, slassls oKL
ArrayEXxpress

(PLEXdD) ;ylals ;Lo ools o554
Plant Expression Database
(PLEXdb)

Genevestigator

(RiceXPro) & le eosls oKL

Rice Expression Database
(RiceXPro)

SoyBase

MaizeGDB
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Gonzalez et al., piF 5 ol

(2018 A platform for wheat
gene expression data

Fernandez-Pozo ) 3 sls sleesls gly sxo

(etal., 2017 G e gS
A resource for tomato
gene expression data
(Grantetal, 2009) g ools oKL S

b glp o)l

A functional genomics
database for cotton

(Tian et al., 2016) slaosls sl S5 http://structuralbiology.cau.edu.cn/sorghum/index.html

55 sgm Siegi
A repository for
sorghum genomics data
(Shen et al., 2005) é‘Lbo.)l.) 6‘)‘.’ ool al.ial_v u_ia

52 Sesi

A database for barley
genomics data
(Dai etal., 2021) sleosls g1, ool oL S

Sbg> RNA oL Jlgs

A database for legume
RNA-Seq data

uL“ ‘_;Lmala ‘_;l).; ‘51).700
205
A repository for rice
gene expression data

Hamadaetal.,)  Slope ly ools ol
(2011 olS o layys
A database for gene
coexpression in plants
Garcia-Ruizet) — lacols &lp o350 S
@l., 2021 2L o5 ok

A repository for plant
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/

https://bar.utoronto.ca/

PS5 Gl 55,0
Wheat Expression Browser

SSparsS ol oLl

Tomato Expression Atlas

CottonFGD

SorghumFDB

https://www.plexdb.org/ BarleyBase

Legum IP V3

Oryza Express

Coexpression Browser (BAR)

https://www.plexdb.org/ PLEXdb
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Gl 99 50 05 AV wiad ple Sglite ok
AP2-EREBP  _iss, slo,sSl o5 oluls
s WRKY NAC MYB C3H bZIP bHLH

Kumar et al., ) wog L3 euwslSe ! ;o MADS

37 Eross-talk
3 Cicer arietinum
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PRV RV A JPL SRR PSS S e IPRYC I
Sl Oy pat Susp Sb g ols gl mie
blys e pgy S Gl el g ajes Glp F3e
Sy 4 g oS e L8 ool oj9e (SiS G
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S S e S5 ol 4 Ceglie S50 5 (St
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05 YEAY 5 by Saalil o5 VERF o] ol 5l a8 ws
Sl (BT Slojms sl (LES (L a5
sl g (ETH) ™. Lsl (ABA) "Gl
s (S ozt 50 page i3 (A T Sl
90 ol 0 8 Gpb a wbsS Ll gyl o)
Ca*- 4 ABI aus gy wad glolis gy
S 4 Cwglie Lol glizl olee 4 ATPase
5 pey90 poS o (Yang et al., 2018) woas $yme
Slos ole o e Slpsd carge (SAS S
Dol 4 Olpess pl g ab (S 4 el b s e
Oiepd syl ple e dlaly Gudgl s A
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Spsba 8 Sl wrs B jsbar wa

s Gl4 ou3gy o TdDhnS - ol cn i

33 Drought stress
3 Abscisic acid
% Ethylene

3 Jasmonic acid
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ol Ol hassls BLs )l e cnl ole ssle b
3929 Sy slacdl o EQIWRKY 5 V) dacy;
Wgd oo ol Loy 4y Sole iyl j3 Job (o a8 auzils
s, Jud g 4325 (Aguayo et al., 2019)

42 Wild-type
43 Reactive oxygen species
44 Eucalyptus globulus
» WRKYGQK aclon sl JJo & WRKY g5, s, 45
s g0 0l ol ol 4y Sl 5-N sles!
46 Comparative transcriptome analysis

A. thaliana YUCCAG6 (AtYUCCAG) ;5 .2019
A o]y (Ben @ dily ST Sy s
ady, Sis 5l mile a5 S o 5,5 il thaliana
Ol edioe pd Gesjee o SlopSd
O oS ole &5 upd Gejoww AlS
s SWPA2 5gng s waliis s AtYUCCAB
0> Gl Gl addgs sols las 1) Vb ST L Gusgid
bt 4 Joss b ALYUCCAB 5 b yps]
(Park et al., 2019) 54 oljen Sz 5 gilans]
& polie oty T B ey S el 5 4
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edglie domuil sy, arg LB ole el
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sile coas slay ple ol sanlie Ko Ll
WRKY6 ARF6 ABA2 SKP1 AP2 FT MT
Sit 4 Caglie el gl 4 55 LOX2 5 AOS
(Kumar et al., 2018) sesls a5 C306 Cosg53
TV slod 5 ol slos sla s

i Lulh 4 pglie olS o lyie 4 Tsluls
355 5 Vb Comles Loy il 5o Lol g o axslis

S5 Q|9.:.c 4 a5 MeTCP4 o5 ol JUE s olad

% Differential transcriptome analysis
40 ow temperature and high temperature stresses
41 Manihot esculenta
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(Wang et al., 2018)
QTS SR LRt RPPe-

L oopSow 38 oan¥T G lgze 4 (Cd) 7 pguesls

2 sladdlas )0 5ed o ASld SenSgigid cuols

% Unigenes
57 Abies koreana
%8 Ethylene Response Factor
No Apical Meristem from ) ie; « cwsis, ;556 aw I NAC o6

Arabidopsis transcription activation ) NAM (Petunia hybrida
cup-shaped cotyledon from Arabidopsis )  ATAF1/2 (factor
alie DNA o Jlasl aels S (Ko a5 el oy 23§ CUC2 (thaliana
55l

6 Salinity and heavy metal stress

e 93 Olgie 4 5L g atulis puddglie a5 0l
Jsb ;0 DEG fY hls a5 wias slelis oS
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Co WS e S5 |, (MAPK 4, CML® .CBP*f
bos ool b Ol (ol b Gl ol slales

47 Basic Helix-Loop-Helix

48V, vinifera

49 Inducer of CBF Expression

%0 C-repeat Binding Factor

*1 Heat Shock factor

%2 7inc Finger of Arabidopsis thaliana

%3 Ca*/Ca* eXchanger

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

%5 Calmodulin-like



A e pAS (5,5 o) 0 oz S Sigdesed o Sy (B s of Gl als o Sles

SISl aly 5 B g @ sladids S e Las
e 2l plad 554 6 e s
;3 MAPKG 3 MAPK3 sl (oo olo il3d!
Sl oS oy VL sl b (e (Sanot o3 0
o Jd i Sl a5 cab S8l
@ Jos Rl s MAPK & atly (oo JLSew
Navabpour et al., ) cool g3lonST 5 538 slo i
s oS Uls5 MAMYBAE ysis, 5256 (2024
OV IRV [+ T TP S OO ICEL SR SR S U
Lol slag) Sseon @ peiiese Jlasl b e
Coy 5 2l Joho o)lens Fwgn (K Fwss
MAMYBA6 . piiman oS o ads |, oS
4 gy sl i 56 o it b 4 Wl
ok o 1) roml 25 5 Sl Joodi B 05 )13 25
Jd=s (Chen et al., 2019) aas ildl o
5 oobes @) 3l Y 5o lalie gty S
VADF (sl,ls LB7 as ols oyLas (L8T7) (5,58 4 Joie
Wlosls 5Lis ple Liuhl a5 el 8,3 4 amie DEG
5 (Hsp70s) )l Sed slagesgy Jolo cpl
ool T Sgills LS Ve wdlgls js Tl el
b plaggee i Jl b ke sWLDEG
G5 4 ez 1 Cesl Sow SA s JA ETH ABA
¢35 a5 SNRK2 (L87 ;o .awily 35,50 4565 45 oy
oo ol el ABA cuie o LS 555

O5eS Slee a byye SLDEG ixes ol

63 Aquaporins
64 70-kDa

o cos DEGs VYYAY Brassica juncea s,
Gl s a4 baes by ol i ololid pgeesls
5 5l Sdplie glaany]d g gilaras i lars
JB6 asle paaesls b Lo pe sla 8L gy dass o JUis!
s MTPC2) 35 & Jomie slacyig, «(Nrampl) ;1o
s pseeslS  oams il ATPase  (MTPL1
(PCR6 5 PCR2) (oalS pgedls’ &y polie slocratis
b by oy ehlie o sl plas ple (Rl 5
ok 2z SlaeeslS | 5 jriuss 5w, sbanl)s
B ATPase wges (g @ bl by alS
oeSen «(HMA4 3 HMA3 HMA2) (g5 /psmesls
5 CAXD) YU (oS5 oo b oS gSine it
Thakur et ) wols ;Lis Lo Lials IRTL) ol Js6
ol 31(Zn0) (NZNO) (g4, oSt &l340 .@l., 2019
O et Sy glaosls i)l olS ke
aiy, &b, 5l gl ZN* wa 5 NZNO & oS sas o
el G,k 5l NZNO wigd o oS (PR) "oyl
L ok loojlgs Ll cqmsig; pebad o (S8
S 0 wei o adgl ad, 5l wle g ools 13 5 cos
318 bpies s 83y 2 Ghoke o Sl ZNPT oS
S8 s e b pas o (Wang et al., 2019)
0b J9¥ge g oleordsn slagine SlndS 4 e
23,5 guilannST s Al cge 0,8 Sl Lo
ol e O3 S e8] sl b e it a5 I 50

Olel 08 0wy o1 Gloo yo 0ls alS ) o

&> Cadmium
2 Primary root



1) NOF-VFA DY AV FY O condiom 5 S598STom [ o) Kan 5 sy

Ui o g 0 OSRHB8 L, (Li et al., 2019)
Sos o Lol il 2l YU slos b (Si5 s ,08
ool plas ol el ABA L UV (ol sl
e (i zolw b (S g (g)5d i bl
oSl &S Gumnganll lalS e cldly IS
Ol JEsl sasmsylis 4 el ol 8l wssg OSRHS8
RNA 7 ognly el 5 cudly IS bug (ntgy
MRNA a5 Gl L wlg oo coudled o) ool
Nawaz ) aas _l38l |, ols (i oo casdlys, IS
Bl 5 ady, ooy, Jd> 9 43 (T al, 2019
4 Gy G &S ol las gped i cew My
slsnl 5 Shawas S madplio » G)logine 5k
Slacdnlio b bye slops o 0l 5l anl
loade; ;o 1 loudgigd gezd 5 (L slaSies gl
39, J>s (Chandran et al., 2019) w5 o Wl
oo a5 0l ylas Al thaliana js acy; Coens i
Jud pgieagll saads (i Cog laid 9,555 (Slsibie
Slagul 4 e pas g poeedlS GBS 5 99 o0
O Dl b Sl (e a5 Wisdioe (Jgere (gls,
(Kusunoki et al., 2019) sib las e

ol s

SLpiaes ;5 o lap) Ol (B2 55 alyd e
el gl o5 (Gloyas GISS ( SlarnST

Cov wiyle i anel sladwl pudglie 5 JudglS

67 Chaperone
6 Qryza sativa
69 Waterlogging Stress

@ (S ysd LS 4 olesl &wl (Wang et al., 2019)
o299 YL gobiw )8 (s (2B plail 5 coSsi)
C2C2-CO-like slayyy aox 5l o> slags Sy
oz wilgs .o NAC g MYB oolgils glacl WRKY
s KATL AKTL slagys aas lidl 1) 6,68 4
Sopd @ Jomie glaanls slosy 5 ks SOSI
SMAKTL Sglgpn olo ol las olo il
Gz g e )0 Gued 4 Jeod Gl e
Li et al.,, ) sss .o Arabidopsis aktl  slaaisl
olad a8 gyeh i Cod Cudgig, Julow (2019
3 Boes wlawsly ole Ll & glagy as ol
55V VTP il 5 (AL 50,98 (S0 s
S oleie 4 ETH a5 0l aseine i)l s (VL 4
sl BTF loJld 5o oyl oot Ui J5Sse
ey wS e Jes (6,980 il Cow Zele VY Sos
ol 5l VL sl b wisls olis ol aldl a5
Slomyl 5 5 Glacemisy (Jyisnl o)l il
WIS o SwS O Jobs Li> a4 a5 ROS suS e
Oy ole i (Zhou et al., 2020) wog las e
b 4 asu |y eas o HVBADHL (o ,lyp)
ol e a4 Bas (bS5 Jess gl pxe

85 Active oxygen scavenging
% Salix



FAY e pAS (5,5 o) 0 oz S Sigdesed o Sy (B s of Gl als o Sles

Oldle ;o 0goge UL g olasls

Jelos slags,old jo azg hB slacdying Seg L
28 aed e lad it Sldllae (o) 105 Ol
slogps b hde g Suds claghegs
Se7y S GBS 5 b )l (g s
Ot Sl S ke el ) mll s a5 0l
ol cioloyl Ll o glss woladls ol wlie
Cdb gy ool Jel Gon (i Sod a5 gl
SlagSll wlyioe asllla 3,50 cadsis 5 5k paiged
(s en S slwl 05 ole ) (slie Sals
e DEGs lycas jualoil S jo o5 alag
Sl i Conl (Soe K00 slasdllas ;o g oo
(2! »odle (Des Marais et al., 2012) aaus ylis
3 oSegin Sy Gl slag ity Gl DS
ik Sladllas canl snd pleesl @l 4 e
wlolis a4 08 RNA-Seq a5 wlbols e
S I el waz lap Bl 50U slacigs,
035 dily gy (b g et 4 ada 4l
Ol B3 e by | eadaiBlih lagy Ll g
2 oS slagy (Fp 4 Sl odd G g5550
cds boasls saskas LB al)]y, o RNA-Seq
(Wang et al., 2009) aislb asls syweS &)kl
15 58 oeFon s RNA ghu (le ces
Loyl cutigis, gobam [n ecaml (G3L5 olal Jalse

RN ey Sodld b 55 5 s 00isS WS

ol 33 55 Waiygayen (B emizen 3,5 e 18 L
Sy 3l ol (Pl jsbar Wigd e Jld Ll
Ol s yiwgis anld g Judg)lS e b g
@ o b by glagy & Jo o wigdoe ke
s ol e i ol il el (See i
S35 2 B 5l B slacen] pals 4 wily
Okl Glygey90 S SeS el o 4 (LS
4 oblS sl o ABA) Sjenl arul 5 (ETH)
R S INCIN{G B
5 (MFS) ™" JsSUge slos Shac b bass o slagy olo
L ag>lse ,o .(Zhu et al., 2018) wsi oo S,
b by 0 iz Ole (S48 9 690 slagis
selS e BB jeba a5 slacpY o S
05 < lSsnl ) el lags cnl el azdly
KAT3-like alsy JUI goaisS oS 55 & jlosT,
05 comizen itwa SIMAPKKKKIL o
i ABA & aily slojes walis b SIDZIPI
WS oo il (Sis g Gyph a4 Jeod Jleel jo ope
s e sodS sl 5l s (Zhu et al., 2018)
¥ odsaz 0 plls o e slaid 4 mwb b
Jdos 9w sl gy ool el sl &l
S emS 5 g ke i bl il cod i slacdg,

™ Molecular functions
" Endochitinase gene
2 peroxidase gene



gAY NOF-VFA DY AV FY O condiom 5 S598STom [ o) Kan 5 sy

Cedlad pac wldllas 3l (gl jo .08 obnl Jolate
L @b amlie 15 53 Glalre slayial )l (5155 59
ol ggea o (Conesa et al., 2016) sjlu o ,lgio
4 gl Glp a5 wes o plis bl 5 wladls
Srsr> oopiat ot Slallle o Gliabl B el
S8 sy e ISUg, gilws lasbinl a5t ol

=

Ry

Mol g ez MRNA gl bas oleas) s
9y Ol 45 Wgh o Ailg o ez 5 51
Qg LS‘D)S—L“C U‘)—*—*—'U 4 e wLe‘J o ododdlive

ghe o

(Vogel and Marcotte, 2012)
50 E55 el 00l 515 LIS i Ssle jgiilsa
slogibs, g eols giluley (3l0 i slapis oSl

sl gy wilg o gl Lo b layys aseis

Q510 G (S ) gl (sl S 4 LS Fwly jo a5 cogo a5 T Jou

Table 3. Important genes involved in plants’ responses to abiotic stresses

&b alisMo/ 4z g S Jos (o obLs
References Note/Remarks st Function Genes Plants
Abiotic
stresses
Kaur etal., ) 3 ,Sles ol s | Sz S Odge a0 S Sgume rhil.a >
(2021 Loss of function mutation Drought Restriction of root hairs Barley
(Zhang et a9 sy o5 Uil Zm00001d010956 &5
Salinity Induce TFs Maize
al., 2022)
Guoetal., ) Gopd e Sis sbasSIT JSS gy SIERF.D6 SpazsS
(2022 Drought, SS9 ] Tomato
linit
Salinity SGAS)
Steroidal glycoalkaloids
(SGASs) biosynthesis
Songetal., ) K4 JRSYY X SN HAMK axig
(2019 Heat Signaling pathway Alfalfa
Samtanietal.,)  Hordeum vulgare aleurone 1 I CERNI 33U yne HVA1 ob pass
(2022 Heat, Drought Signaling pathway Bread wheat
El-Esawi et ) [PSCIUN PO PR NV 1 TS0 PR gy Sl g AtWRKY30 pass
@l., 2019 Antioxidant, osmolytes Heat, Drought TFs Wheat
biosynthesis
Sunetal., ) o ,Sles yols Caws 3l g 3T @ fewly oaS oo slagys AtSZF2 o 99|
(2007 Loss of function mutation Salinity s Arabidopsis
Regulate salt-responsive
genes
Yunetal., ) C-Repeat Binding Factorl LS oo oo ECISRPIPRCLLE CBF1 et 9al]
(2022 Cold, Heat TFs Arabidopsis
Yangetal,) 5 H3 fgiese Gomdlie 5 Lo s OeilegyS 0aiS (g5lujle PICKLE (PKL) ey gl
(2019 (H3K27me3) YY Cold CHD3-type Arabidopsis
Trimethylation of histone H3 CHD3-typedcrIlromat|n
lysine 27 (H3K27me3) remodeter
Xuetal.,) Sy gy sl SIAREBL S pazsS
(2022 Salinity TFs Tomato
Klayetal.) e s $logiS RespEot:glelan;ctors g
(2018 5y TFs (ERF) Tomato
B, Ses
Cold, Heat,
Salinity,
Drought,

Waterlogging
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Liuetal.,) uv-B UV-B 5 005, SIUVR8 S pangS
(2020 UV-B photoreceptor Tomato
UEIEWORC B ROV e (S Loy ordgogalls 4 sla S ng%d&'m)ke Sz S
Munir et al., ) Enhances ant_ioxidants S9s Ca® la 235, (CML) sy
(2016 capacity Cold, Drought, Calmodulin-like (CML) Wild tomato
Salinity proteins Ca?* sensors Solanum)
(habrochaites
Leeetal,) (K4 Sl S g HSP70 ols
(2018 Heat Heat Shock Protein Cabbage
Meenaetal. ) — G5omlys slopi oo il g ol oSis LS i5i9; )5S PODREB2A S5y 03
(2022 Sl e ) Transcription Factor Pearl millet
Transgenic overexpression in ~ Heat, Drought,
tobacco Salinity
Huetal.,) (s oSS PSSy FC SN OsMAPKS =y
(2011 Lo yoo Signaling pathway Rice
Drought,
Salinity, cold
Yanetal., ) S5 o SdS DNA & Jlas! bl ol OsWRKY87 =y
(2021 Drought, Increase DNA-binding Rice
Salinity ability
Guptaetal., ) adgl J3L S SPIR T PM H+ ATPase ©r
(2020 Primary transporter Salinity Proton pump Rice
Zhaoetal., ) ABA | i (6ol ey S9s ok o)lgr0 sl L s Cellulose =
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