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Abstract: By simulating barley cultivation in Pb-contaminated area, this study used liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry (LC-MS)
metabolomics technology, combined with multivariate statistical analyses such as principal component analysis (PCA), orthogonal partial least
squares-discriminant analysis (OPLS-DA), and hierarchical clustering analysis to explore the metabolic pathway of Pb in barley and its influence
on the dynamic changes of barley metabolites. Two groups of samples of barley at seedling stage (CMQ) and Pb-stressed CMQ (CMQPDb) were
selected in the experiment. A total of 84 metabolites were identified, and 60 differential metabolites were obtained by screening the significant
metabolites (p<0.05). It was found that Pb stress had a great influence on the contents of organic acids and their derivatives, polyphenols,
polyamines, lipids and lipid-like molecules in barley. These results indicate that Pb stress had a certain impact on the nutritional components of
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barley seedlings. Through the analysis of KEGG metabolic pathway, it was found that Pb stress had the greatest impact on f-alanine metabolism.

The four differential metabolites of S-alanine, dihydrouracil, pantothenic acid and uracil are of great significance for the differential metabolic

analysis of barley under Pb stress.

Key words: barley seedling powder; lead stress; liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry; metabolomics; pathway analysis
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Table 1 Qualitative results of metabolites

B5 it 4 AR G rE/s A L VIP p-value FEHEL  LOG 423 %Ak
1 2-sHteR % B 14 86 0.07  0.978 680 806 0.99 -0.01
2 AR 40 147 0.99  0.017713 009 0.84 -0.25
3 L-# £ 42 106 131 6.940 84E-05 0.66 -0.60
4 L-7 2 B2 43 120 144 1319 11E-08 0.64 -0.65
5 LR 7] AW 43 133 144  3.578 5E-09 0.67 -0.58
6 D=4 A B 43 147 122 0.000 882 882 0.85 -0.24
7 EHE 45 118 131  8.82379E-05 0.81 -0.30
8 11-F A5 5 %A% 45 379 123 5.00491E-10 9.90 3.31
9 5 AR 46 138 1.18  0.000 854792 121 0.27
10 A Jadh 543 47 543 134 1399 64E-05 1.51 0.60
11 MR 48 112 145  1.22284E-06 0.34 -1.55
12 By ok 49 152 1.40  0.000 896 401 0.31 -1.68
13 & B 59 89 1.06  0.016 909 338 1.34 0.42
14 1-viteBok 78 70 0.80  0.061 506 175 0.84 -0.26
15 V4 82 86 138  5.067 83E-06 0.64 -0.63
16 R LE 83 72 0.54 0219017124 0.94 -0.09
17 L-5 5% £ B 85 132 136  9.157 81E-07 0.56 -0.84
18 xf # AR F 8L 88 138 048 031956306 1.20 0.26
19 N6-F A M3 109 282 146  8.273 89E-08 0.44 -1.17
20 A Fadh 298 123 208 0.72  0.099713 813 0.81 -0.30
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R
F5 Rt AR kg utia/s  BAk  VIP p-value 1E#EN  LOG 5 T
21 e o, 171 104 1.11 0.004437516 0.85 -0.23
22 pafdics 184 123 135 2.6694E-05 0.75 -0.41
23 AR 184 275 0.77 0.105625 194 0.78 -0.35
24 2,3-T =8 186 73 1.08 0.007231874 0.79 -0.35
25 P23 LAy 187 137 1.04 0.007 002 899 0.62 -0.68
26 By ok 189 284 146 5491 92E-12 0.39 -1.35
27 6-F H ok 192 144 131 7.476 35E-05 0.66 -0.60
28 R AP 192 166 143  9.470 63E-08 0.64 -0.64
29 N-7 A B4 194 152 128 0.002445321 1.18 0.24
30 K& 5 A, 202 166 139 2.676 15E-06 1.34 0.42
31 HRHTE 202 446 139  6.253 42E-07 0.63 -0.67
32 2-9 i B 204 100 0.82 0.053297322 0.89 -0.17
33 g 209 80 137  1.56223E-05 0.68 -0.56
34 R BR 211 268 142 2.860 66E-07 0.62 -0.69
35 JRL B R 216 252 143 1.23377E-07 0.65 -0.63
36 VA B 221 312 146/ 1.06504E-12 0.44 -1.19
37 S 225 118 <121 0000953625 0.86 -0.22
38 2'-0-F Az af 226 282" 145 3.71993E-09 0.36 -1.46
39  DL-f —BF =3 ¥ 8 Ag 233 285 1330 .0.000285 242 0.51 -0.99
40 T Y 7] T 4B 233 335034 0.490 420.52 0.94 -0.10
41 K 234 94 1.44 3.56295E-09 0.58 -0.78
42 4TEEA2-F A 234 136 1.44.9.956 07E-09 0.54 -0.89
43 BRH 237 334 | 138 = 5.307 1E-06 0.69 -0.54
44 1 H-"3]%-3- % &% 245 146 145 1.293 63E-05 0.32 -1.66
45 Kt 377 249 377 121 0.006591816 0.29 -1.80
46 & A VI 254 349 047 0.302944 169 0.95 -0.07
47 A N B 266 425 094 0.018113282 1.48 0.57
48 X Z %A 271 255 145  7.664 73E-05 11.07 3.47
49 75| K -3- 75 B 281 162 128 0.000224 445 0.81 -0.30
50 A 291 423 144  8.400 07E-06 0.48 -1.07
51 SEEFRE 292 271 140 9.507 51E-12 11.17 3.48
52 NIp-S. 7Y 292 287 124 5.087 1E-10 17.94 4.17
53 B 299 99 022 0.666 765008 1.02 0.03
54 R UHHFF 335 405  1.14 0.001487785 0.70 -0.52
55 T =B 340 367 0.75 0.087 861637 1.19 0.26
56 F R A 346 433 1.2 0.003 858 732 0.79 -0.35
57 K Fadhy 795 352 795 142 4.949 06E-05 0.32 -1.65
58 T KB 355 375 092 0.026 055287 0.86 -0.22
59 AEHEFER 358 349 1.05 0.018930299 1.30 0.37
60 7-25 A BT AR 363 249 125 0.000345 139 0.85 -0.24
61 ZBEER 367 345 140 5251 72E-07 0.72 -0.47
62 AKEDR 387 353 136 2.127 11E-05 0.73 -0.46
63 4 KFEE2 387 375 039 0.346 413468 0.87 -0.21
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R
F5 Rt AR g utial/s Ak VIP p-value 1E#EN  LOG fF# Tl
64 2-O-T LA B 3F 394 315 143 2.79505E-09 0.59 -0.77
65 ABFHF 402 329 138 2.42172E-06 0.72 -0.48
66 I F HABESEL 3 RER 409 647 141 4.774 64E-07 0.59 -0.75
67 2-H ik 413 427 066 0.170595017 1.22 0.28
68 F Kok 420 409 145 3.37624E-09 0.45 -1.15
69 BRI 475 282 028 0.605841 583 0.94 -0.09
70 9,10-DHOME 477 337 125 0.000316373 0.79 033
71 7,18- =& A B 485 333 0.84 0.047308 905 0.88 -0.19
72 kgmdthy 437 489 437 0.09 0.877994 648 0.98 -0.03
73 B AEBE = CEEBL 492 288 131 0.000105642  0.88 -0.19
74 B AR 524 391 0.68 0.11701639 0.89 -0.17
75 ok ORI F 548 317 126 0.000268 102 < 0.66 -0.61
76 o ih-3-84 85 554 409 082 0.00161136 1.84 0.88
77 kgmih 361 562 361 1.02 0.028810157 057 0.81
78 15-KETE 575 341 127 0.0001137438 145 0.53
79 Hedh — B8R 592 287 1411 0.000.139226  0.60 -0.74
80 (33 616 376 <075 0.103.990389 1.23 0.30
81 D-k7 B 618 130 0.85 0.033944335 0.88 -0.18
82 1-F Bt R 621 357 061 0.174 10971 1.30 0.37
83 ZASER 641 1157 1.10 0.005454107  0.66 -0.59
84 2-7 R 793 128 1.02 0.012483 392 0.86 -0.21

22 E@aa4 (PCA)
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Fig.1 PCA score chart of CMQ-CMQPb group
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Fig.2 OPLS-DA discriminant score chart of CMQ-CMQPb
group
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Fig.3 OPLS-DA permutation test in CMQ-CMQPb group
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Table 2 Differential metabolite qualitative results

B5 R4 AR @ etiE/s Atk VIP p-value 1EHEN LOG #F# % ATk
1 L-22 28 42.56 106 1.31  6.940 84E-05 0.66 -0.60 -
2 L- R I & Bhhe 43.03 133 144  3.578 5E-09 0.67 -0.58 —
3 L-7 ABR 43.87 120 144 1319 11E-08 0.64 -0.65 —
4 D-4 A B 43.88 147 122 0.000 882 882 0.85 -0.24 —
5 11-F SR 87 44.82 379 1.23  5.00491E-10 9.90 331 +
6 e 44.87 118 1.31  8.823 79E-05 0.81 -0.30 -
7 PF e 45.72 138 1.18  0.000 854792 1.21 0.27 +
8 AFadh 543 4729 543 1.34 1399 64E-05 1.51 0.60 +
9 keSS 48.20 112 145 1.222 84E-06 0.34 -1.55 —
10 Byl 49.86 152 140  0.000 896401 0.31 -1.68 —
11 & R 59.46 89 1.06  0.016909 338 1.34 0.42 +
12 AR 81.56 86 138 5.067 83E-06 0.64 -0.63 -
13 L-5% A8 85.01 132 1.36  9.157 81E-07 0.56 -0.84 —
14 N6 F A3 109.69 282 146  8.273 89E=08 0.44 -1.17 —
15 flea, 171.49 104 111 0.004437516 0.85 -0.23 -
16 o B e 184.72 123 1.35.4.2.669 4E-05 0.75 -0.41 —
17 2,3-T =B 186.46 73 1508  0.007231 874 0.79 -0.35 —
18 RFEA 187.05 137 ©1.04 _.0.007002 899 0.62 -0.68 -
19 Byl 188.67 284 146 5.491 92E-12 0.39 -1.35 —

20 R AR 192.09 166 1.43 £ 9.470.63E-08 0.64 -0.64 —
21 6-F Aok 192.83 144 131 7.47635E-05 0.66 -0.60 -
22 N- 7 A B e 194.22 152 128 0.002445321 1.18 0.24 +
23 K& F A 201.82 166 139  2.676 15E-06 1.34 0.42 +
24 A Fadh 446 202.09 446 .1.39  6.253 42E-07 0.63 -0.67 —
25 g 208.73 80, 137 1.56223E-05 0.68 -0.56 -
26 M 211.15 268 142 2.860 66E-07 0.62 -0.69 -
27 AN 215.52 252 143 1.23377E-07 0.65 -0.63 -
28 W B3 221.22 312 146 1.06504E-12 0.44 -1.19 -
29 u3| 2k 225.59 118 1.21  0.000953 625 0.86 -0.22 —
30 2'-0-F A M H 226.11 282 145  3.71993E-09 0.36 -1.46 —
31 DL-AZBE_RTEE 23293 285 1.30  0.000 285242 0.51 -0.99 —
32 B 234.19 94 144 3.56295E-09 0.58 -0.78 -
33 4-TBEA2-F AR 234.19 136 144  9.956 07E-09 0.54 -0.89 —
34 HRAH 236.54 334 138 5307 1E-06 0.69 -0.54 —
35 u3| k-3 Bk 245.99 146 145 1.293 63E-05 0.32 -1.66 —
36 AJndh 377 249.49 377 121 0.006 591 816 0.29 -1.80 —
37 X 2% 271.39 255 145  7.664 73E-05 11.07 3.47 +
38 3]k -3-F5 B 281.33 162 1.28  0.000224 445 0.81 -0.30 —
39 B E 290.54 423 144  8.400 07E-06 0.48 -1.07 —
40 LA B 291.62 287 124 5.087 1E-10 17.94 4.17 +
41 FHARF 29221 271 140 9.507 51E-12 11.17 348 +
42 KT 334.87 405 1.14 0.001487785 0.70 -0.52 —
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gk?2
A5 Rt L AR G atiEl/s Bk VIP p-value EHEN LOG ## %k AT
43 FA AN 345.53 433 1.12  0.003 858 732 0.79 -0.35 —
44 A Fath 795 351.79 795 1.42  4.949 06E-05 0.32 -1.65 —
45 e A 35871 349 1.05 0.018930299 1.30 0.37 +
46 V-5 F B 2R 363.41 249 1.25 0.000 345 139 0.85 -0.24 —
47 BhER A3k 366.96 345 140 5251 72E-07 0.72 -0.47 -
48 2KER2 387.42 353 1.36  2.127 11E-05 0.73 -0.46 —
49 2-O-TBLAE R 393.68 315 143 2.795 05E-09 0.59 -0.77 —
50 RNEZHF 402.07 329 1.38  2.421 72E-06 0.72 -0.48 —
51 H R BR 409.79 647 1.41  4.774 64E-07 0.59 -0.75 —
52 T 420.66 409 145 3.376 24E-09 0.45 -1.15 —
53 9,10-DHOME 477.47 337 1.25 0.000316373 0.79 -0.33 —
54 A A = CBE BRIk 491.74 288 1.31  0.000 105 642 0.88 -0.19 —
55 %o TR E 548.55 317 1.26  0.000 268 102 0.66 -0.61 —
56 D5 ]| 562.45 361 1.02 0.028 810 157 0.57 -0.81 -
57 A W HRER 574.66 341 1.27 0.000 137 438 1.45 0.53 +
58 HeH — R 591.63 287 1.41  0.000 139 226 0.60 -0.74 —
59 ZASER 640.74 115 1.10< 0.005 454 107 0.66 -0.59 -
60 2-A A IkeE 793.10 128 102 0.012483392 0.86 -0.21 —
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Table 3 Analysis of key metabolic pathways

Pathway Total ' Hits Rawp -In(p) Holmadjust FDR Impact Hits Cpd
B-71 ZBR cpd: C00099; — RSKER
B-7 R BRI 12 4 0.072248 2.6276 1 1 058975 cpd: C00429; :ZBR cpd: CO0864;
JEng epd: C00106
ZASE cpd: C00429; B-7 #ER
Z B A CoA A Ma A 16 4 017155 1.7629 1 1 037838 cpd: C00099; J&k~%"% cpd: C00106;
Z B cpd: C00864
SRR AR AR 6 1 059336 0.52195 1 1 0.5 B% #82 cpd: C00082
5% B Fa 3 B A A AR, 8 1 0.69909 0.35798 1 1 0.5 L AE cpd: C05903
R AR 11 1 0.80865 0.21239 1 1 0.46 L-X 7 #8 cpd: C00079

Xz S5 REERR AT 2, 2
B-NARARHE . IZIRA CoA WA L. WA= s
IEV Gl SRS B EDD & R RN . i

W] Pb pHE KL AR e, AR 280 W
UK, EHEIRE B AR A LR AL, R N
HEEIRRL —, fERZLHE Po )5, 2R
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Fig.6 CMQ-CMQPb group Metabolic pathway analysis bubble
chart
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