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Plant Terpenoid Volatiles as Defensive Signals

WU Yan, GUO Yun-Fei, LU Shan"
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Abstract: Plants synthesize and emit a large amount of terpenoid constituents during their growth and develop-
ment. Most terpenoids are volatile. Their emission functions not only in the protection of photosynthetic organ-
elles against overheating, but also in the chemical ecological processes, e.g. the attraction of insects and other
animals for the dispersal of seeds and pollens. However, from the 1980s, accumulative evidences showed that
plants could use volatile terpenoids in their defensive responses against herbivore insects, and also use them to
mediate tritrophic nutritional interactions among plants, herbivores and natural enemies. Other work also
proved that volatile terpenoids could carry signals from attacked plant to other plants nearby. It has been deci-
phered step by step that volatile terpenoids could regulate plant activities at both cellular and molecular levels,
and this provides a feasible strategy for effective pest control by chemical ecological methods. The progresses
in the biosynthesis, transportation, recognition and functions of volatile terpenoids are summarized here.
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ZH204 L, R E T T AR Ok W A i S5 A
Y AEAEAE A 8 G OE 12 e L &
L4 il A K ) 28 1 ¥4 IR R (mevalonic acid, MVA)
B 2 i R =15 UM VAR 45 R AE M2 A b LU
P 1 13 - gk 15 el e Ok JEC ) 8 Wl TR T L 7
(2-C-methylerythritol 4-phosphate, MEP) i3}
W LG A s IMEPI&R 2 . X AR & 12 4H
XL, HABAF R DIMEPE AR A £ S AR
)= )48 i (Laule252003) . & T HEMIHE AR hHE
1 M Y O 2 AR 2 MR (kKK EE2007).

F M\FacchinifllChappell (1992) M\l & (Nicoti-
ana tabacum) ye [ T AN RS ML, Ik
HH LT 7= W e A A 1 il 3R ) YRR I (epi-aristo-
lochene) (R AE) £ B LA, H IR 4205 284 il A
FE TERE . B ST B D) RE AT IR S it O 4
BN BCR . FERT R A5 A Ly I A B v, R
il (K18 4 (pinene) . H B4 (myrcene). I k4 (hu-
mulene). %' ¥ (ocimene) R A5 =i 1 KA 77 0
(caryophyllene), LA HH A% V=il (i 4492 J8 ik 1 12
(farnesyl diphosphate, FPP)Z: 45 1t £ (nerolidol) /&
B 4,8- — H 3-1,3,7- T —#%(4,8-dimethylnona-
1,3,7-triene, DMNT) 1 i i 44 2 JLAEAE A= )L
JE 1§ (geranylgeranyl diphosphate, GGPP)JE 1,
f14,8,12-= I 3£-1,3,7,11-+ = 1% DU 4% (4,8, 1 2-tri-
methyltrideca-1,3,7,11-tetraene, TMTT) 4 Fii 2 [
) (homoterpene)#H by i IL(K 1) FEME IS 75 1
AT SR SR — PR Y R, T O — e M A A
IR . BN FE T IR ATPS 0349 i (E)-B- %
G, R 94% I (E)-B-% il . 4%IK1(2)-
B- 27 45 F12% 1) F A 44 (Faldt%52003); RoAlIBohl-
mann (2006) )\ K AEFA (Pinus taeda) ™ v & ¥ —A>
Tifi AS G5 Wl AR T LU AL A i (levopimaradiene)
ey Jﬁ?%(abletadlene)jg%7?“[‘:?6&&?EYWC%’ﬁ s 1
Schnee?5(2006) A K Hh v B 1) K 5 B TPS 10 1)
DA il O AN [R] P42 S ks 2 40 o, @%(E)-B-?i}l?
i~ (E)-o-f3h T-FH 1 45 (bergamotene) 25 1) 5 % o

WEFERW], [\ — A YAEAS R S F R e & ik
LR TRAS R 415 (Rt 45 R ), DRI A 34t AR
LG o A AR A B D fe . fl e BE%
12(Abies grandis)H LA L A% 1 F0 i 2F
Y& A S B AR I TR) B AR AR S 22 e, R
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Fig.1 Structures of common volatile terpenes
E 4k 4510 o B W) (ocimene) . H FEMi (myrcene). #7745
M (limonene). il 45 ¥ (terpinen-4-ol). JEMi(pinene). 5 4¢
(nerolidol), 4,8- " HI3-1,3,7-F =/ (DMNT). 41174 (caryo-
phyllene). 4% Z'ffi(ionone). 4,8,12- = %k-1,3,7,11- = IUH
(TMTT)F1 5 1% Hii(isoprene)

MDA %2 B AR RIG, MR G 5 R T ERL s
F52Pmt  mh, ATATIKEL TR AR B R R K
N [F] T Be(Trapp A Croteau 2001). i1 7 & o
A 1) 75 R (linalool) & B (JiaZ51999) . 17145 &
it (CaiZ52002) ANk I 7 ik (Lus$2002) 1) 73 531 %5 Bl
PR+ 08 SR A AR G RO R R AT e S, A
FEDRIER IR KP AT I A K R i 2
MY Z B R RS, PR
RSP B AN R T IR A R .
B sz — B Wi ( Tetranychus urticae) &5 (4]
. (Phaseolus lunatus) K JIN RSN £E RS A0 HUE A 1
(AL T B i IE AR AR AT I DMINT I 47 il R
KA (DegenhardtfllGershenzon 2000), [=)%#%%5
(2010)%f ZKFE I U B, A VT M A2 R A
(Cnaphlocrocis medinalis)f& 3 /K& 5 175 T 77 411
PR 5y A B LA 1y, O BT REEE . o-W]
[ )i (copaene) . (+)-HIA M (cedrol) 55k KA A )
Eﬁ*#ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%*ﬁﬂ%%ﬁo FR 7 Hh Sy
PR A6 Ry 25 A OB TG 28 45 K oy 2 4, 1)
()RR 8 [ W R T8O A7 0 6 il S A 5 ) LA
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g2 B U R B0 J 2 B, IR AR R e
(Rasmann?%2005; DegenhardtZ$2008).

TEAE ) BT RE TR R s 4 R oy o, — 3 ook
HIL A S BIAF . wi S A YD A7 8 T 2
B B 40 i 45 44, 1 B IR 3 (Trapp Al Croteau
2001). fR#E(McCaskillflCroteau 1999)%%, 4
AR 5 T AN I R B IR I, X LR A 1) 7 ) AT
DLIRGHORE T8, B O A2 35 1 BN B . % - — 2%
nl e B A B FE A B RAE Y, HEYE T LU
T WE LA T R A X B T 1 =6 Tt 1 40 i &
[X 5ok 8k 5 [ £ 43 1 (Lange fI Croteau 1999; Ols-
son%52009) . FEAU g T A A5 e i 28 Al
IR G b, DRI n] Rk — PR AL T 18-
FL- T AR I Bl 8-F FE-6,7- A U5 AR I (Aharoni &5
20006), Bk —FrEAL g AE I S BT
(i S R IR B T AR R 1K A Sk (de novo)
%, Wl Z B (Clarkia breweri) {1 [1)S-75 F i
(Dudareva®i 1996) 714 {41 fu 5 i SRl BA
TE A7 25 1) B RE 400 A mT DAIEAT s S 45 R 18 23 TR M Sk
R R

BRI A e R B
FERAE S, (A5 IR, L2
BN VR R R A B AEH . Bl Loughrins
(1994) K30, Tt =2 gk (Spodoptera exigua) i & i fe.
Je 185 3 AR R SR A G (B B IR 5 ) H
A R BB TECT A, HoAE BRUfE A I R IX
Rl AR A A . Horh IR R R AN 7 1, —
YIRS R A G R S BEREAILA 51
R Sy 7, HUEE AR DL R AR TR )
Wb BRAE, I HENE 175 T Bl I E R A s 5 5 i 1Y)
PRI 3, AT AT Ji AN A AR 238 A1 U 3 1)l 28
A 5L A IS R Z I W AR . A A B
% B F I R I D B B- D, (e H ki
A TF IR K R i (Arimura52008), H £ Bk 5 4%
K5y TR PR TR 25 44 K W) (green leaf volatiles,
GLVS)ZEAASZ 5Em . 1t BFIMEPAR i id 14 1] fig
A KT 425 il A B R R T

7 A A R s 2R e TR RE T S T R G
PE, BIAE R 52 21 U3 5 R Aol LAk AT &
J R TROF AR R G O, T AN BR T 52 3
AT S 5P N ST B o d | I G ) SR i v QTR

FREwE P RE 7 A2 Lt 2 A 3 (R4 ey, T HLBE
G WK LE J 53 o M kA5 B (Turlings Al Tumlin-
son 1992; Rése%51996; ParéfllTumlinson 1998). 17
IR, SRF R & 12 e T 52 B & 1E R R
5 (R E B AL SRR A A R
UAEA W) ORI R A S W), I e T A A
HARE . il iMartinZ(2002) 4 B, 2 H g AT
PAIF 5 20 A2 TV F 2 B A 118 A B 3508 40 M T e i) 4
fig it (traumatic resin ducts, TDs), 378 A B4
B BERSy  IX— 5 R B HUR S R AR B
J 4 ) T AR RIS — B TR Z R AR
Ab BRI P, il n) 3 S O A AR T B2 AT
LR, RARF A RS Tkl
PRGN, B S SRR S 5 23 T bk
KUAERR L B IE .

FRERFIRTE 5 R H G 4h, 52 AHKGHMAPK
(mitogen-activated protein kinase)fi 5 R4 th & 5
TR RS T TS RS R R
JHEL(Nicotiana attenuate) 2 MMAPKHE K SIPK
(SA-induced protein kinase) FIWIPK (wound-in-
duced protein kinase)sz 2] | i I}, ¥4 JHIi% (terpineol)
R ] s A5 L R — 6% 2 A M R ik (Mand -
uca sexta)fz & J5 B i FRAR, RIS B S R
JiZ FISTPKAWIPK (45 . 3 — L HIBF SR 1,
2 55 R 5 A8 2 AR ) P Tt AR TR A R A S
fiff(1-deoxy-D-xylulose synthase, DXS)HIHMG-CoA
& J5 i (3-hydroxy-3-methyl-glutaryl-CoA reductase,
HMGR)JHE K TE #AT I F B (Meldau52009) .
2 ERMERES S FHIEH

VE R #E R AAMAAT T, DRI (emitter) ) 452
% (receiver) A AL FE L TLAE T A EE 223415 .
T ) 38 ok ks 88 5 T P T S ) B S B AT I
— 0 1 72 I Ak B T At S o Ik R SR R e L
PEo 40 i (5 2 PASO 5L N AUl A2 AT IX LB M 1
Wi 2 H (Bouwmeester25$1998) (1&2). a4
TEA 5 S RETBUTDMNT, 5t 22 P45 01 H Hi ks 14
Wi 5 AL, 11 2K (Degenhardt f1Gershenzon 2000) .

R & B RV B B T . 2 IR 4
FIy AL SRR, IRl S il W X
TR 2 R I g R EAT AR R AR TR )
FERAT 50> TARAR KRR BE 13852 BT 7K 43 (1)53%
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Fig.2 The modification of terpene hydrocarbons by P450s
B A 50 K (+)-Fr ks (limonene) . (+)- e x-S 7 4 I 72
(isopiperitenol). (E)-F&{EBUEF (nerolidol) (E,E)-H’t )L F5 1
(geranyllinalool), 4,8- 1 %E-1,3,7-F =4 (DMNT)F14,8,12- = !
$-1,3,7,11-+ =3 P05 (TMTT).

Wi o 5 RAT 5 53 1 1R DGR R T A 2 41 53
B IR B2 R PRI REAT 2 H5 A2 DL | e 2 S5 I )
00 P (B A0 3K — R B 11 L A O IR TR HE)
(Baldwin%$2006). —f&ifi &, /N #ERVER
(A A 0 (T S I3 s N — S Bl 450 B 19 i,
RS A A 3o 1ok v TR R A R 1 R AR PR A
REMS AR IR I IR B LA 2> TR R HE R MR
IR s A A RS s RS A, WA
o) A 02 11T 75 DATE IR R A 8 2R % E B Bk
JER R 2 (plume) . AAWTFIRW], — L8055
FAEIB K R P Sl T (g k). X e T
R — 7 S AE 52 TIRFE A, M) — 2815
TS W AT AR IS . A, Dolch Al Tscharntke
(2000) 71 FH 7] 328 56 71 & B 52 BIATAR 5473 5 S
5 IR AE AR (Alnus glutinosa) A H S T L GE
WAEGE b T MEN R UR IR K/ Ok s WA RN G
F ok, Karban%:(2000)HHF 57t 2 B K H B AN
[FAEAR A7 R R AG Sl . A RFEF ST
I FHHE 8 53 1) A B R R, B v T R
A EAERE D), R A S — T B2
B IEFRE R AREATBIAE, 53— )y T XFE 2R B oK
BRI A R LIAR A5, 23 B AR 2K i (Ho-
ballah%52004), AIfIKE 5 5 76 5% 5 v B T A6 59
Peo JE R LUERME 5 H0E B s B AT AH I
DRI 2 08 RS T80 B 22 45 ), R H AT v AN T 2
FEIH B MBS 1) R Bt 52 24

TRl —Ra) b, I A 52 280, A
(A5 5 0 oW B £ IS T8 o 4 45 21 2% 34 31 3
MhBAT, FE5 FAH N LR R IA, (FRRAEDTE KR
GEPERE . (HRIXFIME SR BB A R R
() B A1, 48] A — BE AR AR ) vh 3 R O 7 1
PR TR A A 5 2 1 LA B2 i 1, i H—
L 2 [ia) o7 B AT PR R 2 B I 2 [R) R B A A
BT R, DRSS MR 7R B,
) By 652 BI040 BE KRR U5 3 5 RIS KWt
BN 4y WA A1 E (extrafloral nectar, EFN), - T-Ik
GIRB LA A 2B A . X 2615 54 AMLiF 3
I 3T AR A, T H T R — AR 40 1) L Ath R 52 458 358
PR A SIER . 240 i AN F Bo 52 A4
PR U R AW 2, A2 A el 2 A — 4l
PRIGILAD AL B, EFNJUANRERS TE B, X R B AE 7]
— KH ) AN R BA 2 [0 A7 76 A5 A 45 5 A% 1 3%
o X4 KRR TR AK T 445 F g ) 25
F4, 54 H R ARG (Heil f#1Bueno 2007).

3 TEEELRES S FRIRAIFER

R AT LA L B B FCA 3 457 BAH 20 R 42 P
BRI A5 5 701« il WIRunyon%5(2006) 1) T.
VE RN AR e 22 1 (Cuscuta pentagona)n] LLR
St B 7 0 T R T ks 2R SO T B ) S A5 B
AT SO B DR AT DR Bl ) — R A1 4 1%
o FIARIF T TAE W R, R G2 8] Bt
P B £ B LBk A5 15 5 BRI (E)-B- 2 4
DMNTHITMTTAE il H4%E & 55> . DMNTFITMTT
RS FB-1,3- MR . LT . R Ak
. RNERIRZBAEL I RS S
W7 0 ) S 2 B R P ek, i B- 2 s 5 5 B i
AL AN SLADIE R Rk o FE B R T ),
T A [ 1 B DR ¥ 38 0 SR 0K, AR T AR R U R
AT 5 0 1, W T R 1) R 07 S A I TR 3
REE S, RFRAE 5 IR 3 51 51 A 0 B 4
LR RIL . HIBAPTA (41 fadhCa® )5 4 7)) 5k
2./ o I T 1 VT ION FR A a 77) J2 AR 35 (stauro-
sporine) 1] LLAN s F45 R W5 3 F 1 S B AL
)ik o BEIIX 15 5 &0 585 & 1 AL 1 i
T 1% A0 AH JC (ArimuraZ52008) . AsaiZ(2009) ) T
VB3R B 22 Bl AN 7] 1 248 5 23 0 40 e I PR
Hf Ca R ARG LA A, R — AR b rp
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H GHE A H B 244 (G-protein coupled receptor,
GPCR)Z: 5,

595 R ARAR FE AL, MAPK A REHR S 5 T
F 5 45 5 GBI (Kandoth252007) . 31 1
B W 7R, MAPK A ) — L4 1 51 ((L F5MAPK
MAPKK. MAPKKK)JE 57 5 th 5% 5 [ (Kandoth
£:2007; Wuz52007).

143k, KishimotaZ§(2005, 2006)iiF B, 8L 7F
TE DG AL BT Re 4 iR — RV I R IA 7K,
I 18 5 FL 6 2K %5 B (Botrytis cinerea) [ Pift . 1
Godard:(2007, 2008)f T4 th 55 7= 1L FF AL 1
5 0] DUBEIU(E)-B-2 0 A ] FEG, T Hoad e+ )\
FilR (octadecanoid) A AH S A5 5 ik 42 0 FL1E47 M
I o AT FH—ANFENUBRER o HU R R 5
SN RIARIpinll)5 8)F(potato proteinase inhibitor
IDKIRE) GUSHR A FE K« BIF9T R B PRk 35 & i m]
DL 3 6 R 3k, (LA FH A B2 22 I T SRR R HH
B o 3X— TAREUEW] T 5k 5 SRR FH R 0 4 F 3L
P o TEPTA 2 U 2L R AT 83N e s IR 2R IR HE 22
bR b BN 2 2RI, HOH b 2 50 K )
B PR N AN M SRFTR R B ABA AL 3
(%) e AN (], 2 BH Rl m R B AT A8 R R ) A 4
EH . 2% 5 KRR AN FT T S 5 b SR 1
Wty, g 7 AL . I G A4k B (allene oxide
synthase, AOS)FI4EACHY 4 FR 1A 5L i (oxophytodi-
enoate reductase, OPR)[{) 4 fith J& K #8525 i, —
LAV VA G S NIOE o E IR PN R /0 w1 (11 i AN ST 4
() A 5 e 3 AR A (coil BRaoc) T, FEART %
A0 b B e N 2R, R )\ RS AR R )
Xl A RAT T o T B TP I O EH
4 IERELZESH FIEMHENX

A 7 A= FORE TIOR8 93 1 e B e
MRS E ) B REE. PPONEE 2T A
# =R B R . AHOCI I e H IR 2 45
(FEZK£62001) . TS T AR 5, #RGE 50
AAELEE X

FH s 44 ) s R R TR Ak BEAS T LU A9
B 18T RE TR AR R 45 K W) o B W Mum m 4§
(2003) IR AA 18 (Diprion pini);= Up & 1 RK PN FRAA
(Pinus sylvestris)/INEORE TR AR LUASS 2 i e =
SR EAT A UBR A 17 Ak 22 P B T ) A b B-i Je M

N, S|P A B (Chrysonotomyia rufo-
rum), FHRF R A BRI /NS 2 A 08t A Y Sl PR R
SHEH . GolsZ%(1999). KesslerfiiBaldwin (2001)
W SR AT R A BRI B 2496 5 R0 P R T8I
RPBEAT LLAL, 90% R4 2 40 42 9 ol Acb 382 #4477
B, CANRERENL 5 REHIDMNT. (E)-% i F1 0%
FEREAE AP AR BRI B2 R .

WS B, MY v Lhd I R AE T 1A
Wr> (eavesdrop) Ji Fil #i4) 52 4% T (AR, JFIHY B
S B EHLE LATRRG o] Be ) fe s . 2 R R
Ay, FCRIAE O W] fig T AN L R SRR B, 1A Ak
Tl (priming)RAS; HEIR A H SR EA
TE 1 am 24 1) i fz v (Engelberth%5:2004; Conrath%
2006; Kessler%:2006; Frost%:2008a, b). il 415Z 45

& JE MY (Artemisia tridentata) T BETUTIE R

RE % 175 3 B A 00 B 20 0 R JBR R I A ) A
(trypsin proteinase inhibitor, TPT)#JF1 &, {HIX—
TAAENH HE R I (Manduca sexta) 14l 2T 4642
FIaA D). 4l R 55 AT 45 % ) b B
2 75 7 TPIRA 2 (1) P 0 EE 55 A (Kesslerd52006) o
FE TR AR A AL i AR A5 (Ton52007) . IXFF:
AL B T 2R A A . 7 —SERA
ZAEAEY T, il ROIR A W] R R 82 JLA AR K
W e BIEEFR DR S5 Pk (delayed in-
duced resitance) (Haukioja%51985).
5 &5iE

164 A ik, Rk R R AE T 4 T AT L
1, KB ic b e Y 5 B d 2 (8] (4 A7 B A
M DA RE- B - R B TR = 8 R 0 R, 1
P TR 5 R 2 18 A T AR 3 I 5 D, A
EANTE REFHY) & AT T R R A 550 110
VUK. by —J7 100, BRI 28 A & 1
— e R SR N IR W AT B e, HH AT A TR
RBZH5ERES TR Blugies 5t
R 4% LB AL (1 GaWRKY V2435 21 i A FA M
i 1) 5k IR 26 0k (Xu5:2004), {H & KAt I8 RERE UH:
AR e A s AL S W an 21 % 2 15 (bisabolol) Fl1B-
I BRI R 5 | 25 A28 (Campolletis sonorensis) (Elzen
£:1984),  H I 1 ANE E WRKY sl H A 5 ] 1 2
12 5 L8 Bl BB A

19874 Pyke 54 H 1 75 HH [R) A1 A A4 A Pk
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BRI (E)- 2 W« o- 52 44 4 (terpi-
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HIDMNT (Khan%$2008), Push-pull 5l [/ 4% 0o 7E
TIERCEIE I AEEY), X2 — MR
(1A J1FB.

Wb iy s as et B AT, LR E
PR (R0 HESIZBG, F A B AT A AT AR ) 4
RAESAEAE 5 T AE AL, X — R T
VEASW N T Aol kg .

5% itk
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