LZHR M RIS, J. Anhui Agric.Sci. 2018,46(30) :24-28

Rt vE A A W X T 2 a8 i by 5 3E Ry A B 4E F

= 3] > *
A, exm ERR, 2 %
(=EITTE KA Bl e, WSS A M A EH TR O, A Y FERESHRE Y AR E SR E, R 650500)
HE TIEWLLPaREDESRHNERE FARESHWEER L, MY FFEER RS ERT YR RAT 0 0 5585 v

0 A g TR, AR A REAEAE A T RGBE AN R, T A GERIL A 5SS SR RIS TR, SR 50 EF AR, R
BT LR E Ty dk A R, ABE NV 2T T L b ve 5 5 & B P eAE R, 2L AR BT RS E

KERIE AR MPMENE; T A MR R AR
HESES X173 XEkFRIZA A XEHRS 0517-6611(2018)30-0024-05
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Abstract Drought stress has become an important factor affecting production of crops and restricting the growth and distribution of plants. Plants
often response and adapt drought stress by accumulating a series of osmoregulationsubstances to carry out osmotic adjustment.Non-structural sug-
ars, acting as the main osmotic adjustment substances, can reduce the osmotic potential of cells, promote plants to absorb water, and maintain
normal supply of water.Metabolism of several main series of non-structural sugars and their roles in responses and adaptation of plants to drought

stress was reviewed to provide reference for researchers in this field.
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