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Abstract

Heavy metals (HMs) are consequential environmental contaminant, and their pro-
digious bioaccumulation in the surroundings has become an enigma for all living 
organisms including plants. Heavy metal has the potential to react with various 
indispensable cellular components like DNA, protein, and enzymes and in turn 
induce several stress responses in plants like oxidative stress which is the root cause 
for the progression of cell death in the plant. Stress responses inflicted by oxidative 
stress include severe morphological, metabolic, and physiological amendments in 
plants like DNA strand breakage, defragmentation of proteins, and damage of pho-
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tosynthetic pigment, which may stimulate cell death. In reaction, plants have a 
range of mechanisms to minimize the heavy metal toxicity. Plants are endowed with 
antioxidant defense mechanism, which can be divided into two groups such as 
enzymatic antioxidants and nonenzymatic antioxidants, for instance, SOD, CAT, 
APX, GPX, GR and AsA, GSH, carotenoids, alkaloids, tocopherols, proline, and 
phenolic compounds, respectively, that together act as the scavengers for free radi-
cals to mitigate the damaging impacts of heavy metal agglomeration in the cells. 
These antioxidant potentials could be assessed by different in  vivo and in  vitro 
methods such as hydrogen atom transfer and electron transfer through which we can 
evaluate the ROS detrimental action of antioxidant enzymes. Therefore, the present 
chapter attempts to provide the contemporary knowledge regarding the metal-influ-
enced antioxidant status in plants and also provides the precise pathway that should 
follow for the future research in the area of antioxidant potentials.

Keywords
Antioxidant • Oxidative stress • Heavy metal • Detoxification

5.1	 �Introduction

Being restricted in distribution, plants are inevitably exposed to several environmental 
factors (abiotic and biotic), which constitute their macro- and microenvironment. Any 
digression in these factors from the optimum level is harmful and eventually leads to 
stress in plants (Kumar et al. 2008; Parvaiz and Satyawati 2008; Sharma et al. 2016). 
Momentous abiotic factors such as heavy metals (HMs) are imperative environmental 
pollutants, and their toxicity is a problem for environmental grounds (Nagajyoti et al. 
2010). Industry and mining have escort to a relocation of heavy metals, which further 
resulted in a soil and water pollution. Heavy metals that occur in nature are mainly in 
two forms: essential and nonessential. Crucial HMs, like copper, iron, zinc, or nickel, 
are micronutrients, causing toxicity when present at higher concentrations, while non-
essential heavy metals, like lead, cadmium, and mercury, are not recognized to have 
any physiological functions (Nowicka et  al. 2016). Increased amount of metals in 
available soil fractions led an increased bioaccumulation in various parts of the plants 
(Kabata-Pendias 2004), which potentially induces several functional disorders at mul-
tiple level in plants, possibly from the oxidative action of metals (Sun et  al. 2007; 
Shamsi et al. 2008; Kafel et al. 2010). Plants are often susceptible both to the shortage 
and to the glut accessibility of some HM ions as the increased accumulation of several 
vital HMs induced plausible changes in the plant (Nagajyoti et al. 2010). Zn, Cu, and 
Pb are acknowledged as prooxidants, and responsible for the production of the ROS at 
the higher concentration (Ferrat et al. 2003; Fatima and Ahmad 2005; Drążkiewicz 
et al. 2004; Caregnato et al. 2008). However, as a consequence of higher net production 
of reactive oxygen species, there occurs a photooxidative disintegration of DNA, pro-
teins, and lipids that eventually causes cell fatality in plants (Tripathy and Oelmüller 
2012). In view of the fact that the stimulation of oxidative stress is a significant process 
of HM lethality (Nagajyoti et al. 2010; Yadav 2010) likewise, the ability to detoxify 
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ROS is also a significant factor for excessive concentration of metal tolerance. That is 
why to ensure continued existence, plants have developed proficient antioxidant mech-
anism that possesses two arms: (i) enzymatic components such as superoxide dis-
mutase (SOD), catalase (CAT), ascorbate peroxidase (APX), guaiacol peroxidase 
(GPX), glutathione reductase (GR), monodehydroascorbate reductase (MDHAR), and 
dehydroascorbate reductase (DHAR) and (ii) nonenzymatic antioxidants such as 
ascorbic acid (AA), reduced glutathione, α-tocopherol, carotenoids, flavonoids, and 
the osmolyte proline (Das and Roychoudhury 2014). Chromanols and prenylquinones 
(isoprenoid antioxidants) are thought to involve in response to heavy metal-stimulated 
stress (Nowicka et al. 2016). This antioxidant system marks the essentiality of ROS 
detoxification for the cellular existence (Gill et al. 2011; Das and Roychoudhury 2014). 
Plants are the source of dietary antioxidants; approximately all plants possess antioxi-
dant prospects in retort to generated stress (Krishnaiah et al. 2011; Kasote et al. 2015). 
The secondary metabolites also participate significantly in therapeutic properties of 
plants (Abeysinghe et al. 2014). Gill and Tuteja (2010) in their article propounded that 
the antioxidant resistance mechanism works in recital to manage the rush of uncon-
trolled oxidation and defend plant cells from oxidative damage through the escaping of 
free radical. Thus, the efficacy of its antioxidant defenses is very decisive for a plant’s 
resistance to metals (Kafel et al. 2010).

5.2	 �Occurrence, Accumulation, and Transport of Heavy 
Metals (HMs)

HMs are characterized as metals with the atomic mass over 20 and the density 
higher than 5 g⋅cm−3 (Emamverdian et al. 2015). Heavy metals are regarded as trace 
elements because of their trace concentration (less than 10 ppm) in the plant (Kabata 
and Pendias 2001; Tchounwou et al. 2012). Most of the HMs are positively charged, 
nondegradable, and persistent in the environment (Eshagberi 2012). Naturally HMs 
are present abundantly into the outermost layer of the earth (Tchounwou et  al. 
2012). High degree of HM pollution can be observed in the surroundings (Hajar 
et al. 2014) and these heavy metals cause toxicity even at very low concentration 
(Lenntech  Water Treatment and Air Purification 2014; Nagajyoti et  al. 2010). 
Different anthropogenic activities such as industrial, agricultural, domestic medical, 
and technological uses have led to their extensive allocation in the environment 
(Tchounwou et al. 2012). HMs include lead (Pb), cadmium (Cd), nickel (Ni), cobalt 
(Co), iron (Fe), zinc (Zn), chromium (Cr), iron (Fe), arsenic (As), silver (Ag), and 
the platinum group elements (Nagajyoti et al. 2010), among which Cd, Cr, Cu, Hg, 
Pb, and Zn are the major toxic elements present in the environment (Lasat 2000; 
Tangahu et al. 2011). These contaminations occur through the weathering of rock, 
volcanic eruptions, and many anthropogenic activities (He et  al. 2005). 
Anthropogenic sources of HMs are the differential industrial activities such as waste 
from metal processing refineries; contamination from the nuclear power stations; 
coal and petroleum combustion power plants; wood preservation; waste from the 
plastic, paper, and textile manufacturing plants; microelectronics; and high-tension 
electrical lines (Arruti et al. 2010; Tchounwou et al. 2012).
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Many varieties of plants successfully absorb hazardous contaminants like Pb, 
Cd, Cr, As, and an assortment of radionuclides from soils, as they enter into the food 
web and show progressive bioaccumulation at successive trophic levels. The acces-
sibility of metals is an active process in soil that depends on precise combinations 
of chemical, biological, and environmental constraints (Peijnenburg and Jager 
2003; Hajar et al. 2014). Absorption, movement, and transportation of these metals 
within the plant tissue are largely reliant on plant species, type of concentrations, 
and also the oxidation state of HMs (Tangahu et al. 2011). The pH, reduction capa-
bility, and soil organic matters (SOM) influence the HMs to exist in ionic form for 
easy availability to the plant (Fritioff and Greger 2003). The plant performs as 
“hyperaccumulators” as well as “excluders.” Accumulators continue to be present 
in spite of concerted pollutants in the shoots. The excluders confined pollutant 
uptake (Sinha et al. 2007). Basic HM tolerance is present in all plant species. Thus, 
they scamper a compound organization, including absorption, transportation, and 
chelation; these imperative metals are concerned firmly in homeostasis of essential 
metal micronutrients. The traits of these HM elements separate the plant kingdom 
into two categories: hyperaccumulating and non-accumulating plants (Viehweger 
2014). “Hyperaccumulator” plants could thrive in toxic environments, require little 
maintenance, and produce high biomass, whereas non-accumulating plants (typi-
cally have a shoot-to-root ratio considerably less than one) can accumulate toxic ion 
at higher concentration approximately thousands ppm level (Salido et  al. 2003; 
Singh et al. 2015). Hyperaccumulator plants can accommodate heavy metals 1000 
times more than excluder plants (Tangahu et al. 2011). Different types of transport 
mechanism such as intrinsic protein, proton pumps, and co- and antitransporters 
implicated in ion uptake and transportation, after absorption transportation of these 
ions into shoots, are desirable (Fernández et  al. 2015). Different types of heavy 
metal transporters such as IRT1, ZnT1, heavy metal ATPase-HMA2, and HMA4 are 
able to transport Zn, Cu, Cd, Pb, Ni, and Fe (Viehweger 2014). Contaminants are 
translocate from the root to shoot in the plant by two regulatory mechanism that is 
evaporation and transpiration (Tangahu et al. 2011).

5.3	 �Heavy Metal-Induced Oxidative Stress and Antioxidant 
Potential of Plant System

There are two sorts of metals that reside in the earth’s crust that correspond as an 
imperative micronutrients for plant development such as iron, manganese, zinc, 
copper, magnesium, molybdenum, and nickel and nonessential elements such as 
cadmium, antimony, chromium, lead, arsenic, selenium, and mercury. Plants entail 
them in petite quantities for their growth, metabolism, and development, though the 
concentration of essential and inessential metals is a significant aspect in the plant 
development and growth, but their surplus concentration can restrict the plant 
growth (Zengin and Munzuroglu 2005; Emamverdian et  al. 2015; Tripathi et  al. 
2016). All plant species, either sensitive or tolerant, could tolerate a minimal amount 
of metal stress. Heavy metals, irrespective of their redox-associated mode of action, 
are capable of disturbing antioxidant equilibrium in plant cells, inducing ROS, and 
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directly reacting with functioning cellular macromolecules and organelles. Likewise, 
substitution of these crucial cations with the toxic HMs can disturb the equilibrium 
between cations and enzymatic cofactors (Tangahu et al. 2011). Some redox-active 
HMs like iron, copper, and chromium can exist in various oxidative states which 
could produce reactive oxygen species through the Fenton-type reactions and 
Haber–Weiss cycling, whereas non-redox metals like cadmium, lead, and mercury 
produce ROS indirectly, mostly by causing depletion of glutathione and through 
distracting the ETC (electron transport chain) (Pinto et  al. 2003; Yadav 2010; 
Nowicka et al. 2016). However, non-oxido-reducing metals such as zinc and lead 
induced indirectly oxidative stress as a result of toxicity to metabolic pathways and 
membrane-coupled ETC (Verma and Dubey 2003; Caregnato et al. 2008). The gen-
eration of ROS is a usual process in HM stress treatment. Reactive oxygen species 
like O2

-●, H2O2, and OH● are usually produced due to stress; further they bear strong 
oxidizing activities that can react with different biomolecules (Fig. 5.1).

Plants in contact with several HM ions move the poise of free radical metabolism 
toward an accommodation of hydrogen peroxide (Mithöfer et al. 2004). Elevated 
free radical concentrations exert an inhibitory impact on cell molecules like DNA, 
proteins, and lipids, for instance, nonenzymatic lipid peroxidation, consequently 
escort to the accommodation of oxidative burst in various cell sites (Schrader and 
Fahimi 2006). Hg2+ ions restrain the functions of antioxidative enzymes particularly 
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of glutathione reductase and also elevate an ephemeral depletion of GSH 
(Schützendübel and Polle 2002; Mithöfer et al. 2004). Weihong et al. (2009) through 
the experiment, studied the effect of HMs like Cd and Zn on plant Vetiveria zizani-
oides and illustrated that Cd and Zn was found involved in plant growth inhibition. 
The level of antioxidants became enhanced such as SOD, POD and CAT, MDA and 
proline whereas GSH content and water-soluble proteins decreased as the level of 
Zn and Cd increased to a toxic level. Plants occupy various innate and extrinsic 
defense policies for tolerance or detoxification whenever confronted with the stress-
ful circumstance, which occurred through the higher concentrations of HMs 
(Viehweger 2014; Emamverdian et al. 2015). To study the oxidative stress and anti-
oxidant response under Cu toxicity on nodules of white lupin and soybean plant 
Sánchez-Pardo (2012) did an investigation and revealed that Cu in excess concen-
tration cause severe damages in ultrastructures due to emerged oxidative stress in 
the White lupin nodules, such damages were reported as the breakage of peribacte-
roidal membrane with rising numbers of vesicles in the cytosol. While in the nod-
ules of soybean damage appeared in the form of degradation of bacteroidal 
membrane, and precipitation in vacuoles cells. Although white lupin was proved as 
more sensitive to Cu stress, the antioxidative effect (total thiol content and APX 
activity) was found less effective in white lupin than soybean.

5.4	 �Delineating the Complete Outline of Free Radical 
Production in Plants

The source of production of reactive oxygen species in plants is mainly the chloro-
plast, mitochondria, peroxisomes and over and above ER, cell membrane, cell wall, 
and the apoplast (Das and Roychoudhury 2014). ROS generated in these cell organ-
elles due to stress induced signalling and enzymes like peroxidase, amine oxidase 
and NADPH oxidase present in cell walls and plasma membrane  (Tripathy and 
Oelmüller 2012). Reactive oxygen species are very fatal which induce a broad 
injury to protein, DNA, and lipids and disturb the normal cellular pathways (Apel 
and Hirt 2004).

Furthermore, Gill and Tuteja (2010) have demonstrated that generally the pro-
duction of ROS in plant tissue occurs mainly in photosystem I and photosystem II 
of the chloroplast and plasma membrane and also in complex I (ubiquinone) and 
complex III of the mitochondrial ETC.  In a regular physiological activity of the 
plant, the electron moves from PSI and PSII of the chloroplasts, mitochondrial 
membrane, ETC, and peroxisome (Kasote et al. 2015). These negative ions (electron) 
react with molecular oxygen and form superoxide radical (O2

−●) (Fig. 5.1; Table 
5.1). The superoxide radical is subsequently converted to hydroperoxyl radical 
(HO2

●) and finally to H2O2 (Zhao et al. 2005; Kasote et al. 2015). The ROS com-
prise of highly reactive free radicals (containing unpaired electrons) like O2

−● 
(superoxide radical) and OH• (hydroxyl radical), the most highly reactive and toxic 
form of oxygen, and non-radicals (has no unpaired electrons) like H2O2 (hydrogen 
peroxide) and 1O2 (singlet oxygen) (Gill and Tuteja 2010). Environmental 
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fluctuations such as increased salt concentration, low water availability, and ele-
vated HM concentration result in closure of stomata which further leads to inade-
quate intracellular carbon dioxide level and induced ROS formation which induce 
rigorous injury in the photosystem (Das and Roychoudhury 2014).

5.5	 �Why Does All Plant Possess Antioxidant Potential?

Metals cause phytotoxicity when it is transported to the plant from the earth’s crust. 
The most prominent consequence of HMs in plant cells is on the growth productiv-
ity (Kumar et al. 2013). HM stress declines the capability of the plant to assimilate 
carbon and elevate the photosynthetic electron flow toward oxygen from which the 
formation of O2

−●, H2O2, and OH• radical increases (Gill and Tuteja 2010). As men-
tioned above, in plants, ROS are constantly generated chiefly in chloroplasts, mito-
chondria, and peroxisomes. Therefore, generation and elimination of reactive 
oxygen species should be regulated by the antioxidative defense system in restricted 
manner (Apel and Hirt 2004), but in the stress condition, the production of ROS 
elevates and destructs the whole cell metabolism (Sharma et  al.  2012). These 
destructive properties of ROS generate the complex range of nonenzymatic and 
enzymatic detoxification device in plants (Apel and Hirt 2004). Antioxidants are 
reducing agents which restrain the oxidation of other molecules, because oxidation 
reactions generate free radicals which create cell damage (Sies 1997; Bansal and 
Kaushal 2014). Plants generate antioxidants like glutathione and ascorbic acid (AA) 
in the chloroplast, stroma, and cytosol with the help of NADPH (Alscher et  al. 
1997). These antioxidants interact with numerous cellular molecules and affect the 
growth productivity and development of the plant by interfering in cell division and 
cell elongation (Foyer and Noctor 2005). These antioxidants also influence gene 
expression to elevate the defense mechanism in the plant cell. The key reason for the 
stimulation of these antioxidant mechanisms might be the genetic structure of plants 
which have innate capacity to produce phytochemicals to execute their continuous 
physiological task (Kasote et al. 2015). Plants produce secondary metabolites which 
also illuminate the reactive oxygen species because these metabolites play a signifi-
cant role in adjustment of plants against environmental fluctuations (Baier and Dietz 
2005). ROS can cause many disorders in the cell by affecting many physiological 
reactions (Ragavendran et al. 2012). Stress damages the cell by increasing the pro-
duction of ROS (Rahman 2007). So for the inhibition of these reactive species, 
detoxification system evolves such as enzymatic and nonenzymatic antioxidant. 
These systems include catalase, peroxidase, SOD, ascorbic acid tocopherol, GSH, 
etc. (Prakash and Sharma 2014; Gout et al. 2001) (Fig. 5.1). SOD enzyme scav-
enges the superoxide radical and forms hydrogen peroxide which is also highly 
toxic for the cell (Kusvuran 2012). SOD destroys superoxide anion by converting it 
to peroxide (Cannon et al. 1987). Catalase breaks the H2O2 into H2O and oxygen 
(Mittler 2002). Polyphenol oxidase is an antioxidant enzyme which scavenges H2O2 
in chloroplasts and plays a significant function in lignin biosynthesis (Mittler 2002). 
Ascorbic oxidase regulates the reduced glutathione and NADPH. Vitamin C is a 
water-soluble antioxidant which scavenges the peroxy radicals (Sies 2007).

5  Assessment of Antioxidant Potential of Plants in Response to Heavy Metals
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5.6	 �Enzymatic Antioxidant

5.6.1	 �Superoxide Dismutase (SOD)

SOD is considered as the essential defensive antioxidant against oxygen free radi-
cals. SOD is a metalloenzyme which converts superoxide anion (O2

−●) to H2O2. 
SOD has been present in all aerobes that work against toxic oxygen species which 
are usually produced as the by-products of many biological oxidation reactions 
(Imlay 2008). Begović et al. (2016)) reported increased concentration of SOD in 
duckweed (Lemna minor) in retort to toxicity of cobalt. SOD is localized in mito-
chondria, chloroplast, cytosol, and peroxisomes (Mittler 2002), and the amount of 
SOD escalates in accordance with the level of stress condition. Superoxide is the 
initial product of the monovalent reduction of oxygen and also the first free radical 
in the plant cell. SOD catalyzes the dismutation reaction by metal ion like Cu, Mn, 
and Fe at the active site. Based on metal ion, superoxide dismutase is categorized 
mainly in three isozymes: Mn-SOD, Fe-SOD, and Cu/Zn-SOD (Mittler 2002). The 
effect of the Cr toxicity on SOD transcription has been demonstrated on the green 
gram and black gram resulted in a substantial elevation in the production of ROS due 
to reduced SOD synthesis (Karuppanapandian et al. 2006; Karuppanapandian and 
Manoharan 2008).

5.6.2	 �Catalase

Catalase is the foremost discovered and characterized enzyme, which possesses 
antioxidant activity, and it is a Fe-containing enzyme present in diverse organisms, 
including prokaryotes (Zamocky et al. 2008). It consists of polypeptides of 50–70 
kDa which are arranged in tetramers and each monomer encloses a heme prosthetic 
group (Regelsberger et al. 2002). It catalyzes the dismutation reaction of H2O2 into 
H2O and O2. Catalase obliterates the H2O2 generate in peroxisome by β-oxidation of 
fatty acids, photorespiration, and purine catabolism (Mittler 2002; Vellosillo et al. 
2010) and prevents the diffusion of H2O2 from cytosol (Lopez‐Huertas et al. 2000). 
There is elevated level of catalase in a bean (Vicia faba) for the destruction of ROS 
produced due to lead toxicity (Shahid et al. 2014). However during stress condition 
like salinity, drought, and HMs, the enzyme production is found to be reduced 
(Karuppanapandian et  al. 2006; Karuppanapandian and Manoharan 2008) which 
limits the plant’s tolerance to environmental stress. Li et al. (2013) conducted their 
experiment on Triticum aestivum (wheat plant) with mercury (Hg)-contaminated 
soil and found the increased intense activity of catalase (CAT) antioxidant enzyme 
in a wheat plant grown in a highly polluted soil.

5.6.3	 �Ascorbate Peroxidase and Guaiacol Peroxidase

Ascorbate peroxidase (APX) is a heme peroxidase present in higher eukaryotes 
(Takeda et al. 1998). In chloroplast and cytosol, the level of H2O2 is illuminated by 
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the APX.  It uses ascorbic acid for the breakdown of H2O2 and yields water and 
monodehydroascorbate (Asada 2000). APX isoforms are classified on the basis of 
subcellular localization, such as chloroplasts, mitochondria, peroxisome, and cyto-
sol (Caverzan et al. 2012). APX activity frequently increases with the function of 
other enzymes, like CAT, SOD, and GSH reductase (Shigeoka et al. 2002). Sharma 
et al. (2016) reported in their article about the significant increase in ascorbate per-
oxidase (APX) activity with chromium (Cr)-stressed Oryza sativa (rice) seedling 
under the influence of EBL (epibrassinolide).

Guaiacol peroxidase (GPX) is a significant member of peroxidase enzyme. 
GPXs are usually acknowledged as “stress enzymes” and found in the cellular cyto-
plasm and apoplasm (Sharma et  al. 2012). GPX is reported to involve in many 
processes such as growth of plants and its development. It also takes part in ROS 
scavenging. GPX is an iron-enclosing protein and oxidizes certain substrates at the 
expenditure of H2O2. It relieves the cell from excess peroxide which generates in 
stress condition (Sharma et al. 2012). GPX deteriorate indole-3-acetic acid and also 
play a significant part in the biosynthesis of lignin (Karuppanapandian et al. 2011). 
GPX scavenges H2O2 produced due to stress from the cytosol, vacuole, and cell wall 
and in the extracellular space (Koji et al. 2009). The study reported on Arabidopsis 
thaliana seedlings exposed to lethal lead (Pb) level represented the increased activ-
ity of GPX antioxidant enzyme (Phang et al. 2011). The study on Avicennia marina 
(gray mangrove) relevant to glutathione antioxidant system for the evaluation of 
HM stress showed the incensement of GPX activity in a dose-dependent fashion in 
response to accumulated leaf metals (Zn, Cu, or Pb) (Caregnato et  al. 2008). 
Similarly, in another study on Vicia faba plant showed the increased activity of APX 
and GPX in relation to lead stress (Shahid et al. 2014).

5.6.4	 �Monodehydroascorbate Reductase (MDHAR) 
and Dehydroascorbate Reductase (DHAR)

MDHAR is a FAD enzyme and important constituent of the glutathione–ascorbate 
cycle which is the major antioxidant system of plant tissue (Yoon et  al. 2004). 
MDHAR catalyzes the ascorbate production through the MDA radical. Ascorbate is 
used to detoxify H2O2 via APX (Mittler 2002). MDHAR regenerate the ascorbate 
with the help of NAD(P)H. The monodehydroascorbate reductase functionality has 
been seen in many cell organelles such as chloroplast, cytosol, mitochondria, gly-
oxysomes, and peroxisomes (Leterrier et al. 2005).

DHAR is assessed as a chloroplast enzyme and contains thiol group. It plays an 
active role in the protection against oxidative stress (Noctor and Foyer 1998). 
DHAR also catalyzes the revival of ascorbic acid. Ascorbate regenerates from the 
DHA by the thiol enzyme DHAR, but the MDHAR produce more ascorbate than 
DHAR (Asada 2006; Minkov et al. 1999). DHAR overproduction in tobacco and 
Arabidopsis had been shown under environmental stress (Chen and Gallie 2006; 
Eltayeb et al. 2007). An investigation on Raphanus sativus (radish) to cadmium (Cd) 
treatment showed increased concentration of antioxidant enzyme MDHAR and 
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DHAR via the activation of ascorbate–glutathione cycle for the removal of H2O2 
(Vitória et al. 2001).

5.6.5	 �Glutathione Reductase (GR)

Glutathione reductase is a flavoprotein present in all organisms (Romero-Puertas 
et al. 2006). Glutathione reductase (GR) is also recognized as glutathione disulfide 
reductase (GSR) (Kotapati et al. 2014). Glutathione reductase is a homodimeric and 
oxidoreductase enzyme which is NADPH dependent. It is an imperative enzyme of 
the ASH–GSH cycle which scavenges hydrogen peroxide with the united exploit of 
some  antioxidant enzymes such as ascorbate peroxidase, monodehydroascorbate 
reductase, dehydroascorbate reductase GSH, and ascorbic acid (Noctor and Foyer 
1998; Gutteridge and Halliwell 2000). It plays an essential function in scavenging 
of ROS by catalyzing reduction of glutathione disulfide to the sulfhydryl form GSH 
(Zitka et al. 2012). GR is localized mainly in chloroplasts and also little quantity of 
GR has been found in mitochondria and cytosol (Ding et al. 2012). Agrawal and 
Mishra (2009) reported increased concentration of glutathione reductase in Pisum 
sativum under cadmium stress.

5.7	 �Nonenzymatic Antioxidant

5.7.1	 �Ascorbic Acid

Ascorbic acid (AA) is the plentiful, influential, and water-soluble antioxidant pres-
ent in chloroplast and all cell organelles including the cell wall. Ascorbic acid takes 
active role in plant growth and development in stress condition (Sharma et al. 2012). 
Ascorbate also works as a cofactor for some hydroxylase enzymes like prolyl 
hydroxylase (Kuiper and Vissers 2013). AA acts to avoid or minimize the harmful 
effect caused by ROS in plants (Smirnoff 2005; Ahmad et al. 2000). Hg-stimulated 
oxidative burst in saltbush (Atriplex codonocarpa) is found to be decreased by 
ascorbate (Lomonte et  al. 2010). It destroys the several forms of ROS including 
singlet oxygen, superoxide, and hydroxyl radicals (Padh 1990) and shields the 
membranes from oxidative damage. Ascorbic acid also maintains α-tocopherol in 
the reduced state (Traber and Stevens 2011) and indirectly scavenges H2O2 through 
the AsA peroxidase (Chugh et al. 2011). The study on Phaseolus vulgaris (bean) 
seedling with heavy metal (Pb, Cu, Cd, and Hg) showed the significant increase in 
ascorbic acid content in primary leaves after 10 days of metal exposure (Zengin and 
Munzuroglu 2005).
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5.7.2	 �Tocopherols

α-Tocopherol is a lipophilic antioxidant and generates only by photosynthetic 
organism. Tocopherol has a chromanol head group attached to the phytyl tail (Wang 
and Quinn 2000). Tocopherols are proficient denominator of free radicals (Kiffin 
et al. 2006). Tocopherols are crucial component of biological membrane and act as 
antioxidant in higher plants (Kiffin et al. 2006). They protect the chlorophyll mem-
brane by physical quenching and it also undergoes reaction with oxygen (O2) in 
chloroplast and shielding the photosynthetic pigment (Igamberdiev et al. 2004). The 
study conducted on Arabidopsis thaliana plant in the existence of Cd and Cu shows 
marked increase in α-tocopherol (Collin et al. 2008).

5.7.3	 �Glutathione (GSH)

Glutathione is a thiol tripeptide, a low molecular weight enzyme which presents in 
cytosol, ER, mitochondria, peroxisomes, vacuoles, and apoplast (Das and 
Roychoudhury 2014). GSH is the most significant endogenous antioxidant enzyme 
which is active in the neutralization of ROS directly and also maintains the exoge-
nous antioxidants like ascorbate and tocopherol in their reduced forms (Ahmad 
et  al. 2012). GSH has a high reductive capacity due to nucleophilic character 
(Halliwell 2006). GSH scavenges H2O2, OH•, and O2

•− and prevents the reduction of 
different biomolecules. GSH also act as an imperative function in the regeneration 
of ascorbic acid (Ahmad et al. 2012). Glutathione occurs in the cell in two states: 
reduced and oxidized, the reduced form is GSH and oxidized form is GSSG. As 
reported in an article, conducted on Pisum sativum plant, glutathione (GSH) is 
found to be increased under cadmium (Cd) stress (Metwally et al. 2005).

5.8	 �Secondary Metabolites

Plants generate an ample of secondary metabolites such as flavonoids, phenolic 
acids, alkaloids, etc. (Hartmann et al. 1995). These secondary metabolites have no 
contribution in the photosynthetic mechanism, substrate oxidation, solute transpor-
tation, translocation, nutrient absorption, and differentiation (Mazid et al. 2011), but 
these metabolites play a significant function in ROS disintegration (Fini et al. 2011). 
These secondary metabolites are also important for plants to survive under stress 
condition. Their liberation differs from plant to plant and species to species on 
exposure to stress (Korkina 2007). These metabolites are formed by basic pathways 
like glycolysis or shikimic acid pathways (Kasote et  al. 2015). Phenolics have 
shown the most prominent antioxidant functionality between all secondary metabo-
lites (Kasote et al. 2015)
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5.8.1	 �Secondary Metabolites as Antioxidant

Plant metabolites are chiefly differentiated into primary and secondary forms. 
Primary metabolites are those compounds which produced through primary metab-
olism, like sugars, amino acids, fatty acids, etc. Primary metabolites are indispens-
able for cell maintenance (Kliebenstein and Osbourn 2012), whereas secondary 
metabolites are requisite for the normal cell growth and development. Secondary 
metabolites also take part in the defense system of the plant (Korkina 2007). 
Secondary metabolites constantly remain in the plant cell. Secondary metabolites 
also occur in passive and active forms. In passive form, metabolites already exist in 
tissue, while active forms of secondary metabolites are generated in response to 
stress (Korkina 2007), and these metabolites are synthesized by basic pathways like 
glycolysis or shikimic acid pathways (Aharoni et al. 2005).

These secondary metabolites may also be of two types: one is nitrogen contain-
ing such as alkaloids containing terpenoid indole alkaloids, tropane alkaloids, and 
purine alkaloids (Ziegler and Facchini 2008) and the other is nitrogen deficient like 
terpenoids and phenolics (Kasote et  al. 2015). Phenolics have shown the most 
prominent antioxidant reactivity between all secondary metabolites.

5.8.2	 �Phenolics

Plant phenolics are chiefly categorized into different groups, such as phenolic acids, 
flavonoids, lignins, stilbenes, and tannins (Myburgh 2014). Phenolic compounds 
usually have more than one aromatic ring with hydroxyl groups. The antioxidant 
capability of phenolics elevated with increase in hydroxyl group numbers and its 
conjugation with the side chain of aromatic rings (Flora 2009). Between all these 
phenolics, flavonoids are the chief active plant’s secondary metabolite and act as an 
antioxidant under stress condition (Hernández et al. 2009). Posmyk et al. (2009) 
have observed increased level of phenolic compound in red cabbage seedling 
exposed to copper. Flavonoids occur broadly within the plant tissue and are usually 
found in leaves, floral parts, and pollens. Flavonoids generally concentrate in the 
plant vacuole as glycosides. Flavonoids act as a secondary ROS scavenger and get 
activated on the loss of photosynthetic system, because of the more excitation 
energy (Fini et al. 2011). Flavonoids perform as an ROS scavenger in the plant tis-
sue by neutralizing the free radicals before they injured the cell (Løvdal et al. 2010).

Flavonoids are also capable to modify peroxidation reaction by altering the lipid 
packing arrangement (Sharma et al. 2012). They stabilize membranes by diminish-
ing membrane fluidity. Most of the plant root exudates elevate the amount of phe-
nolics on exposure to heavy metals (Winkel-Shirley 2002). Many flavonoid 
biosynthetic genes are activated under stress conditions. In many stress conditions 
like wounding, drought, metal toxicity, and nutrient deficiency, it has been seen that 
flavonoid concentration increases in response to these stresses (Winkel-Shirley 
2002). Anthocyanins, a derivative of flavonoids, gather in the vacuoles and possess 
an antioxidative capability (Kähkönen and Heinonen 2003), but its location 
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prevents them to contact directly with ROS generation sites. However, its level is 
found to be increased under Cd stress (Mobin and Khan 2007). Keilig and Ludwig-
Müller (2009) propounded in their article about the potential role of flavonoids with 
response to cadmium (Cd) in tolerant Arabidopsis thaliana seedling.

5.8.3	 �Terpenoids

Terpenoids are a huge class of secondary metabolites containing more than 40,0000 
different compounds (Aharoni et al. 2005), ranging in structure from linear to poly-
cyclic. Terpenoids are organic compounds derived from the isoprene unit which 
also have an antioxidative role in plants (Grassmann et al. 2002). Based on the dif-
ferent compositions, it is classified into monoterpenes, diterpenes, triterpenes, and 
tetraterpenes (Rabi and Bishayee 2009). Monoterpenes, sesquiterpenes, and diter-
penes are acquired remarkable antioxidant activity in different in  vitro analyses 
(Baratta et al. 1998). Tetraterpenes possess strong antioxidant activity within both 
in vivo and in vitro studies (Palozza and Krinsky 1992; Kasote et al. 2015).

5.8.4	 �Alkaloids

Alkaloids are nitrogen-containing most plentiful secondary metabolites present at 
10–15 % concentration, in nearly all plant tissues (Schardl et al. 2006). Alkaloids 
are heterocyclic compounds containing negatively charged nitrogen due to which it 
possesses antioxidant properties. Caffeine obtained from the Thea sinensis leaves 
and Coffea arabica also shows antioxidant activity. Alkaloids are frequently accom-
modated in the plant tissue in response to several stresses (Ali and Alqurainy 2006). 
Several alkaloids have been established as effective inhibitors of 1O2 such as indole 
alkaloids like strychnine and brucine that have a basic nitrogen atom in a rigid, 
cage-like conformation. These alkaloids are physical quenchers and not smashed 
chemically by the course of quenching. Thus, in principle, they could destroy sin-
glet oxygen. Srivastava and Srivastava (2010) reported in his article about the 
increased alkaloid content in the root of Catharanthus roseus in response to cad-
mium and nickel stress.

5.8.5	 �Carotenoids

Carotenoids are lipid-soluble molecules and beta carotene is the main precursor of 
vitamin A. Carotenoids defend the plant from oxidative stress (Britton et al. 2009). 
Carotenoids are present in photosynthetic organisms as a light-harvesting pigment, 
expanding the light spectrum range, which utilize in the photosynthetic mechanism. 
Carotenoids also quench the 1O2 within the photosynthetic machinery (Li et  al. 
2012). They absorb light in the region from 450 to 570 nm and pass the confined 
energy to chlorophyll pigment and also serve as an antioxidant scavenging 
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superoxide anion produced by quenching of the triplet state of the chlorophyll mol-
ecules (Young and Lowe 2001). Andrianos et  al. (2016) described the increased 
concentration of carotenoids in Solanum tuberosum and Daucus carota cultivated in 
a greenhouse and irrigated with a water solution including different concentrations 
of chromium and nickel.

5.9	 �In Vitro and In Vivo Strategies for ROS and Plant 
Antioxidant Potential Measurement

There is a rising curiosity among the scientific world and ingenuities with regard to 
the measurement of ROS and antioxidant prospective in plant tissue. In plant tissue, 
reactive oxygen species detect mainly with the help of histochemical method. 
Because of their highly reactive nature and extremely short lifetimes, the studies of 
free radical generation in plants are very difficult. The quantitative biochemical 
analysis does not make available exact information for the localization of reactive 
oxygen species in plants (Cheeseman 2006). The histochemical localization of ROS 
provides the opportunity to identify the specific sites of their in situ production that 
greatly helps to detect the distribution and accommodation of reactive oxygen spe-
cies in the cell. Histochemical revealing of ROS is mainly done by the use of 
3,3ʹ-diaminobenzidine (DAB) and nitro blue tetrazolium (NBT) stain (Kuźniak 
et  al. 2014). ROS detection could also be done by the use of fluorescent probes 
which is the simplest, greatest, and accessible method. Dihydroethidium (DHE), 
MitoSOX Red, and 5-(and 6)-chloromethyl-2,7-dichlorodihydrofluorescein diace-
tate (CM-H2DCFDA) are used to measure superoxide anion and hydrogen peroxide 
production in the cell (Fryer et al. 2003), while for the evaluation of antioxidant, a 
credible number of methods are available through which an easy evaluation could 
be carried for the measuring of reactive oxygen species scavenging activity. 
Approximately 19 in vitro and 10 in vivo methods are applied for the measurement 
of antioxidant ability (Alam et al. 2013).

There are copious in vitro assays that are available to fully elucidate the antioxi-
dant behavior of plants conversely, and every method has its own margins concern-
ing its applicability. In vitro methods are usually used to confirm the antioxidant 
ability of the plant particularly on the basis of certain reaction like reduction, 
quenching, or metal chelation, and on that basis they are further classified as pri-
mary and secondary antioxidants (Kasote et al. 2015) (Fig. 5.2; Table 5.2).

The primary antioxidant works by donating a proton, whereas secondary metab-
olites work by binding of metal ion which is able to catalyze oxidative reactions and 
UV absorbance and impeding hydroperoxide activities (Kasote et  al. 2015). The 
efficiency of antioxidant mechanism mainly depends on bond dissociation energy 
and ionization potential (Karadag et al. 2009). Based on the inactivation mechanism 
involved, a basic classification of antioxidant assays falls under two categories:

	(i)	 Hydrogen atom transfer (HAT)-based assays
	(ii)	 Electron transfer (ET)-based assays
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The HAT-based methods are used to determine the potential of an antioxidant to 
destroy the ROS and in the formation of stable compound. Antioxidant potential 
evaluation primarily depends on the competition kinetics. HAT assay reaction is fast 
and completed in minutes and the reactions are pH dependent.

HAT-based assays include oxygen radical absorbance capacity (ORAC) method, 
lipid peroxidation inhibition capacity (LPIC) assay, total radical trapping antioxi-
dant parameter (TRAP), inhibited oxygen uptake (IOC), crocin bleaching nitric 
oxide radical inhibition activity, hydroxyl radical scavenging activity by p-NDA 
(p-butrisidunethyl aniline), scavenging of H2O2 radicals, ABTS radical scavenging 
method, and scavenging of superoxide radical formation by alkaline (SASA) 
(Badarinath et al. 2010).

ET-based methods calculate the potential of an antioxidant. The color of oxidant 
gets changed on the reduction (Fig. 5.2). The extent of color change is intercon-
nected to the concentration of antioxidants in the sample. Electron transfer reactions 
are usually slow and require longer times to attain a final point, so antioxidant 
potential calculations are mainly based on percent decline in the product rather than 
kinetics. ET reactions depend upon the pH (Prior et al. 2005) (Table 5.2).

ET-based assay includes Trolox equivalent antioxidant capacity (TEAC) decol-
orization, ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP), DPPH free radical scavenging 
assay, copper (II) reduction capacity total phenols by Folin–Ciocalteu, and 

Fig. 5.2  Theoretical model illustrating the most probable strategy adopted by plant against anti-
oxidant potential measurement. Model representing the overall strategies adopted for the measure-
ment of antioxidant potentials that generally falls under two categories: in vitro assessment method 
(hydrogen atom transfer (HAT)-based assays and electron transfer (ET)-based assays) and in vivo 
assessment method

5  Assessment of Antioxidant Potential of Plants in Response to Heavy Metals



116

N,N-dimethyl-p-phenylenediamine (DMPD) assay (Badarinath et  al. 2010), 
whereas in the in vivo assay, plants’ antioxidant potential is usually examined on the 
basis of the reactivity of endogenous antioxidant enzymes or oxidative biomarkers 
prior and subsequent stimulation of oxidative stress (Kasote et al. 2015). In these 
techniques the action of antioxidant enzyme like superoxide dismutase, catalase, 
GPX, and GR is directly estimated. While several other techniques are made by the 
evaluation of oxidative damage biomarkers and definite yield formed by the interac-
tion of ROS and biologically significant macromolecules like DNA, lipids, and 
protein-like DNA, damage is determined by evaluating the 8-hydroxydeoxyguano-
sine (Kasote et al. 2015) (Table 5.2).

5.10	 �Conclusion and Future Outlook

The planet’s inhabitants are burgeoning exponentially and stretching the earth’s lim-
ited resources; as the population is increasing, food consumption follows the same 
upward trend (FAO 2009). Based on the UN report (2015), the world population 
reached 7.3 billion as of mid-2015, whereas the Indian population reached 1.3 bil-
lion (World Population Prospects: The 2015 Revision. New York: United Nations. 
2015). Population detonation by diverse human activities upshot the quantity of 

Table 5.2  Assessment of antioxidant potential in plants

In vitro assay Methods References

β-carotene or crocin bleaching assay HAT Ordoudi and Tsimidou  
(2006)

ORAC (oxygen radical absorbance capacity) HAT Haytowitz and Bhagwat  
(2010)

IOU (inhibited oxygen uptake) HAT Filippenko et al. (2009)

LPIC (lipid peroxidation inhibiting capacity) assay HAT Shalaby and Shanab  
(2013)

TRAP (total radical trapping antioxidant parameter) HAT Sies (2007)

Copper reduction assay ET Campos et al. (2009)

FRAP (ferric reducing antioxidant power) assay ET Ou et al. (2002)

Total phenolic content assay  
by Folin–Ciocalteu reagent

ET Ainsworth and Gillespie  
(2007)

TEAC (Trolox equivalent antioxidant capacity) ET Gliszczyńska-Świgło  
(2006)

DMPD (N,N-dimethyl-p-phenylenediamine) assay ET Çekiç et al. (2015)

ABTS [(2,2’-azinobis-(3-ethylbenzothiazolin-6- 
sulfonic acid)] assay

HAT and  
ET

Johnston et al. (2006)

DPPH (2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl) assay HAT and  
ET

Ozgen et al. (2006)

SASA (scavenging of superoxide radical formation  
by alkaline)

HAT Badarinath et al. (2010)

N. Arif et al.



117

waste production and pollution is on the rise. The environmental collision of various 
activities affects abiotic and biotic factors, such as water quality, soil and sediment 
quality, air quality, noise, and vibration generated beyond the permissible limits and 
various types of waste generated. Among them, heavy metal pollution is the major 
pollution. Besides natural source, anthropogenic activities such as flawed disposal 
of waste from different industries (nanoparticles manufacturing factories, smelters, 
power plants, electroplating, and mines), conflagration by-product, and automobile 
discharges are the major sources of HM pollution. HMs in limited quantity are sig-
nificant for the healthy growth of plants, but their accumulation in productive soil in 
excess leads to phytotoxicity which declines the physical and biochemical activi-
ties, germination and growth retardation, structural breakage, and reduced yield.

In these contexts, plants produce and accommodate numerous enzymatic and 
nonenzymatic antioxidants like AA, glutathione, and phenolics. In response to 
heavy metal stress, plants trigger increased ROS level through the Fenton-type reac-
tions and Haber–Weiss cycling. These ROS species scavenge by the erection of 
enzymes and nonenzymatic antioxidants. Significant scientific information has 
been gathered in the form of plant redox biology and the antioxidant resistance 
device possessed by it. Therefore, it becomes a prerequisite to delineate the differ-
ent activities that are generating heavy metal saddle on the environment. However, 
this chapter, though, covers largely the discernible detrimental impacts induced by 
HMs in plants with the integrated response adopted by plants toward metal stress, 
particularly in the form of antioxidant ability and also assessment strategies adopted 
toward the measurement of antioxidant ability; further research is still required for 
cultivating plant species with improved antioxidant potentials that could be able to 
feed the ever-growing world population. Furthermore, there is a need to produce 
such transgenic plant varieties or genetically modified (GM) plants that have the 
potential to resist against the weed, pest, diseases, soil salinity, and also heavy 
metal-induced phytotoxicity.

References

Abeysinghe DC, Wijerathne SMNK, Dharmadasa RM (2014) Secondary metabolites contents and 
antioxidant capacities of acmella oleraceae grown under different growing systems. World 
J Agric Res 2(4):163–167

Agrawal SB, Mishra S (2009) Effects of supplemental ultraviolet-B and cadmium on growth, 
antioxidants and yield of Pisum sativum L. Ecotoxicol Environ Safe 72:610–618

Aharoni A, Jongsma MA, Bouwmeester HJ (2005) Volatile science? Metabolic engineering of 
terpenoids in plants. Trends Plant Sci 10:594–602

Ahmad I, Hamid T, Fatima M, Chand HS, Jain SK, Athar M, Raisuddin S (2000) Induction of 
hepatic antioxidants in freshwater catfish (Channa punctatus Bloch) is a biomarker of paper 
mill effluent exposure. Biochim Biophys Acta Gen Subj 1523:37–48

Ahmad P, Azooz MM, Prasad MNV (eds) (2012) Ecophysiology and responses of plants under salt 
stress. Springer Science & Business Media

Ainsworth EA, Gillespie KM (2007) Estimation of total phenolic content and other oxidation 
substrates in plant tissues using Folin–Ciocalteu reagent. Nat Protoc 2:875–877

5  Assessment of Antioxidant Potential of Plants in Response to Heavy Metals



118

Alam MN, Bristi NJ, Rafiquzzaman M (2013) Review on in vivo and in vitro methods evaluation 
of antioxidant activity. Saudi Pharm J 21:143–152

Ali AA, Alqurainy F (2006) Activities of antioxidants in plants under environmental stress. The 
lutein-prevention and treatment for diseases. In: Motohashi N (ed) The lutein prevention and 
treatment for disease. Kerala, Transworld Research Network, pp 187–256

Alscher RG, Donahue JL, Cramer CL (1997) Reactive oxygen species and antioxidants: relation-
ships in green cells. Physiol Plant 100:224–233

Andrianos V, Stoikou V, Tsikrika K, Lamprou D, Stasinos S, Proestos C, Zabetakis I (2016) 
Carotenoids and antioxidant enzymes as biomarkers of the impact of heavy metals in food 
chain. Curr Res Nutr Food Sci 4:15–24

Apel K, Hirt H (2004) Reactive oxygen species: metabolism, oxidative stress, and signal transduc-
tion. Annu Rev Plant Biol 55:373–399

Arruti A, Fernández-Olmo I, Irabien Á (2010) Evaluation of the contribution of local sources to 
trace metals levels in urban PM2. 5 and PM10  in the Cantabria region (Northern Spain). 
J Environ Monit 12:1451–1458

Asada K (2000) The water–water cycle as alternative photon and electron sinks. Philos Trans R 
Soc Lond B Biol Sci 355:1419–1431

Asada K (2006) Production and scavenging of reactive oxygen species in chloroplasts and their 
functions. Plant Physiol 141:391–396

Badarinath AV, Rao KM, Chetty CMS, Ramkanth S, Rajan TVS, Gnanaprakash K (2010) A review 
on in-vitro antioxidant methods: comparisons, correlations and considerations. Int J PharmTech 
Res 2:1276–1285

Baier M, Dietz KJ (2005) Chloroplasts as source and target of cellular redox regulation: a discus-
sion on chloroplast redox signals in the context of plant physiology. J Exp Bot 56:1449–1462

Bansal M, Kaushal N (2014) Oxidative stress mechanisms and their modulation. Springer, New 
Delhi

Baratta MT, Dorman HJ, Deans SG, Figueiredo AC, Barroso JG, Ruberto G (1998) Antimicrobial 
and antioxidant properties of some commercial essential oils. Flavour Frag J 13:235–244

Begović L, Mlinarić S, Dunić JA, Katanić Z, Lončarić Z, Lepeduš H, Cesar V (2016) Response of 
Lemna minor L. to short-term cobalt exposure: the effect on photosynthetic electron transport 
chain and induction of oxidative damage. Aquat Toxicol 175:117–126

Britton G, Liaaen-Jensen S, Pfander H (eds) (2009) Carotenoids volume 5: nutrition and health 
(Vol. 5) SSBM

Cannon RE, White JA, Scandalios JG (1987) Cloning of cDNA for maize superoxide dismutase 2 
(SOD2). Proc Nalt Acad Sci 84:179–183

Campos C, Guzmán R, López-Fernández E, Casado Á (2009) Evaluation of the copper (II) reduc-
tion assay using bathocuproinedisulfonic acid disodium salt for the total antioxidant capacity 
assessment: The CUPRAC–BCS assay. Anal Biochem 392(1):37–44

Caregnato FF, Koller CE, MacFarlane GR, Moreira JC (2008) The glutathione antioxidant system 
as a biomarker suite for the assessment of heavy metal exposure and effect in the grey man-
grove, Avicennia marina (Forsk.) Vierh. Mar Pollut Bull 56:1119–1127

Cargnelutti D, Tabaldi LA, Spanevello RM, de Oliveira JG, Battisti V, Redin M, Morsch VM 
(2006) Mercury toxicity induces oxidative stress in growing cucumber seedlings. Chemosphere 
65:999–1006

Caverzan A, Passaia G, Rosa SB, Ribeiro CW, Lazzarotto F, Margis-Pinheiro M (2012) Plant 
responses to stresses: role of ascorbate peroxidase in the antioxidant protection. Genet Mol 
Biol 35:1011–1019

Çekiç SD, Avan AN, Uzunboy S, Apak R (2015) A colourimetric sensor for the simultaneous 
determination of oxidative status and antioxidant activity on the same membrane: N, 
N-Dimethyl-p-phenylene diamine (DMPD) on Nafion. Anal Chim Acta 865:60–70

Cheeseman JM (2006) Hydrogen peroxide concentrations in leaves under natural conditions. 
J Exp Bot 57:2435–2444

N. Arif et al.



119

Chen Z, Gallie DR (2006) Dehydroascorbate reductase affects leaf growth, development, and 
function. Plant Physiol 142:775–787

Chugh V, Kaur N, Gupta AK (2011) Evaluation of oxidative stress tolerance in maize (Zea mays 
L.) seedlings in response to drought. Indian J Biochem Biophys 48:47–53

Collin VC, Eymery F, Genty B, Rey P, Havaux M (2008) Vitamin E is essential for the tolerance of 
Arabidopsis thaliana to metal induced oxidative stress. Plant Cell Environ 31:244–257

Dai HP, Shan CJ, Zhao H, Li JC, Jia GL, Jiang H, Wang Q (2015) The difference in antioxidant 
capacity of four alfalfa cultivars in response to Zn. Ecotoxicol Environ Safe 114:312–317

Das K, Roychoudhury A (2014) Reactive oxygen species (ROS) and response of antioxidants as 
ROS-scavengers during environmental stress in plants. Front Environ Sci 2:53

Ding S, Lei M, Lu Q, Zhang A, Yin Y, Wen X, Lu C (2012) Enhanced sensitivity and characteriza-
tion of photosystem II in transgenic tobacco plants with decreased chloroplast glutathione 
reductase under chilling stress. BBA Bioenerg 1817:1979–1991

Dixit G, Singh AP, Kumar A, Mishra S, Dwivedi S, Kumar S, Tripathi RD (2016) Reduced arsenic 
accumulation in rice (Oryza sativa L.) shoot involves sulfur mediated improved thiol metabo-
lism, antioxidant system and altered arsenic transporters. Plant Physiol Biochem 99:86–96

Drążkiewicz M, Skórzyńska-Polit E, Krupa Z (2004) Copper-induced oxidative stress and antioxi-
dant defence in Arabidopsis thaliana. Biometals 17:379–387

Duman F, Ozturk F (2010) Nickel accumulation and its effect on biomass, protein content and 
antioxidative enzymes in roots and leaves of watercress (Nasturtium officinale R. Br.). J Environ 
Sci 22:526–532

Eltayeb AE, Kawano N, Badawi GH, Kaminaka H, Sanekata T, Shibahara T, Tanaka K (2007) 
Overexpression of monodehydroascorbate reductase in transgenic tobacco confers enhanced 
tolerance to ozone, salt and polyethylene glycol stresses. Planta 225:1255–1264

Emamverdian A, Ding Y, Mokhberdoran F, Xie Y (2015) Heavy metal stress and some mecha-
nisms of plant defense response. Sci World J 2015 Article ID 756120: 18

Eshagberi GO (2012) Toxic effects of heavy metal on crop plants. Multidiscip J  Emp Res 
10:1–10

Fariduddin Q, Yusuf M, Hayat S, Ahmad A (2009) Effect of 28-homobrassinolide on antioxidant 
capacity and photosynthesis in Brassica juncea plants exposed to different levels of copper. 
Environ Exp Bot 66:418–424

Fatima RA, Ahmad M (2005) Certain antioxidant enzymes of Allium cepa as biomarkers for the 
detection of toxic heavy metals in wastewater. Sci Total Environ 346:256–273

FAO (2009) Press release, 19 June 2009. http://www.fao.org/news/story/en/item/20568/icode/
Fernández LG, Fernández-Pascual M, Mañero FJG, García JAL (2015) Phytoremediation of con-

taminated waters to improve water quality. In: Phytoremediation. Springer International 
Publishing, pp 11–26

Ferrat L, Pergent-Martini C, Roméo M (2003) Assessment of the use of biomarkers in aquatic 
plants for the evaluation of environmental quality: application to seagrasses. Aquat Toxicol 
65:187–204

Filippenko V, Frenette M, Scaiano JC (2009) Solvent-independent antioxidant activity from ther-
mally generated carbon-centered radical antioxidants. Org Lett 11:3634–3637

Fini A, Brunetti C, Di Ferdinando M, Ferrini F, Tattini M (2011) Stress-induced flavonoid biosyn-
thesis and the antioxidant machinery of plants. Plant Signal Behav 6:709–711

Flora SJ (2009) Structural, chemical and biological aspects of antioxidants for strategies against 
metal and metalloid exposure. Oxid Med Cell Longev 2:191–206

Foyer CH, Noctor G (2005) Redox homeostasis and antioxidant signaling: a metabolic interface 
between stress perception and physiological responses. Plant Cell 17:1866–1875

Fritioff Å, Greger M (2003) Aquatic and terrestrial plant species with potential to remove heavy 
metals from stormwater. Int J Phytorem 5:211–224

Fryer MJ, Ball L, Oxborough K, Karpinski S, Mullineaux PM, Baker NR (2003) Control of ascor-
bate peroxidase 2 expression by hydrogen peroxide and leaf water status during excess light 
stress reveals a functional organisation of Arabidopsis leaves. Plant J 33:691–705

5  Assessment of Antioxidant Potential of Plants in Response to Heavy Metals

http://www.fao.org/news/story/en/item/20568/icode/


120

Gill SS, Tuteja N (2010) Reactive oxygen species and antioxidant machinery in abiotic stress toler-
ance in crop plants. Plant Physiol Biochem 48:909–930

Gill SS, Khan NA, Anjum NA, Tuteja N (2011) Amelioration of cadmium stress in crop plants by 
nutrients management: morphological, physiological and biochemical aspects. Plant Stress 
5:1–23

Gliszczyńska-Świgło A (2006) Antioxidant activity of water soluble vitamins in the TEAC (trolox 
equivalent antioxidant capacity) and the FRAP (ferric reducing antioxidant power) assays. 
Food Chem 96:131–136

Gout E, Boisson AM, Aubert S, Douce R, Bligny R (2001) Origin of the cytoplasmic pH changes 
during anaerobic stress in higher plant cells. Carbon-13 and phosphorous-31 nuclear magnetic 
resonance studies. Plant Physiol 125:912–925

Grassmann J, Hippeli S, Elstner EF (2002) Plant’s defence and its benefits for animals and medi-
cine: role of phenolics and terpenoids in avoiding oxygen stress. Plant Physiol Biochem 
40:471–478

Gutteridge J, Halliwell B (2000) Free radicals and antioxidants in the year 2000: a historical look 
to the future. Ann N Y Acad Sci 899:136–147

Hajar EWI, Sulaiman AZB, Sakinah AM (2014) Assessment of heavy metals tolerance in leaves, 
stems and flowers of Stevia rebaudiana plant. Proc Environ Sci 20:386–393

Halliwell B (2006) Oxidative stress and neurodegeneration: where are we now? J  Neurochem 
97:1634–1658

Han D, Xiong S, Tu S, Liu J, Chen C (2015) Interactive effects of selenium and arsenic on growth, 
antioxidant system, arsenic and selenium species of Nicotiana tabacum L. Environ Exp Bot 
117:12–19

Hartmann A, Nieβ AM, Grünert-Fuchs M, Poch B, Speit G (1995) Vitamin E prevents exercise-
induced DNA damage. Mut Res Lett 346:195–202

Haytowitz DB, Bhagwat S (2010) USDA database for the oxygen radical absorbance capacity 
(ORAC) of selected foods, Release 2. US Department of Agriculture

He ZL, Yang XE, Stoffella PJ (2005) Trace elements in agroecosystems and impacts on the envi-
ronment. J Trace Elem Med Biol 19:125–140

Hernández I, Alegre L, Van Breusegem F, Munné-Bosch S (2009) How relevant are flavonoids as 
antioxidants in plants? Trends Plant Sci 14:125–132

Iannone MF, Groppa MD, Benavides MP (2015) Cadmium induces different biochemical 
responses in wild type and catalase-deficient tobacco plants. Environ Exp Bot 109:201–211

Igamberdiev AU, Mikkelsen TN, Ambus P, Bauwe H, Lea PJ, Gardeström P (2004) Photorespiration 
contributes to stomatal regulation and carbon isotope fractionation: a study with barley, potato 
and Arabidopsis plants deficient in glycine decarboxylase. Photosynth Res 81:139–152

Imlay JA (2008) Cellular defenses against superoxide and hydrogen peroxide. Annu Rev Biochem 
755

Islam F, Yasmeen T, Riaz M, Arif MS, Ali S, Raza SH (2014) Proteus mirabilis alleviates zinc 
toxicity by preventing oxidative stress in maize (Zea mays) plants. Ecotoxical Environ Safe 
110:143–152

Israr M, Sahi S, Datta R, Sarkar D (2006) Bioaccumulation and physiological effects of mercury 
in Sesbania drummondii. Chemosphere 65:591–598

Jaleel CA, Jayakumar K, Chang-Xing Z, Azooz MM (2009) Antioxidant potentials protect Vigna 
radiata (L.) Wilczek plants from soil cobalt stress and improve growth and pigment composi-
tion. Plant Omics 2:120

Jayakumar K, Vijayarengan P, Changxing Z, Gomathinayagam M, Jaleel CA (2008) Soil applied 
cobalt alters the nodulation, leg-haemoglobin content and antioxidant status of glycine max 
(L.). Merr Collid Surf B 67:272–275

Johnston JW, Dussert S, Gale S, Nadarajan J, Harding K, Benson EE (2006) Optimisation of the 
azinobis-3-ethyl-benzothiazoline-6-sulphonic acid radical scavenging assay for physiological 
studies of total antioxidant activity in woody plant germplasm. Plant Physiol Biochem 
44:193–201

N. Arif et al.



121

Kabata A, Pendias H (2001) Trace elements in soils and plants. CRC, Washington
Kabata-Pendias A (2004) Soil–plant transfer of trace elements—an environmental issue. Geoderma 

122:143–149
Kafel A, Nadgórska-Socha A, Gospodarek J, Babczyńska A, Skowronek M, Kandziora M, 

Rozpędek K (2010) The effects of Aphis fabae infestation on the antioxidant response and 
heavy metal content in field grown Philadelphus coronarius plants. Sci Total Environ 
408:1111–1119

Kähkönen MP, Heinonen M (2003) Antioxidant activity of anthocyanins and their aglycons. 
J Agric Food Chem 51:628–633

Karadag A, Ozcelik B, Saner S (2009) Review of methods to determine antioxidant capacities. 
Food Anal Method 2:41–60

Karuppanapandian T, Manoharan K (2008) Uptake and translocation of tri- and hexa-valent chro-
mium and their effects on black gram (Vigna mungo L. Hepper cv. Co4) roots. J Plant Biol 
51:192–201

Karuppanapandian T, Sinha PB, Haniya AMK, Mamoharan K (2006) Differential antioxidative 
responses of ascorbate-glutathione cycle enzymes and metabolites to chromium stress in green 
gram (Vigna radiata L. Wilczek) leaves. J Plant Biol 49:440–447

Karuppanapandian T, Moon JC, Kim C, Manoharan K, Kim W (2011) Reactive oxygen species in 
plants: their generation, signal transduction, and scavenging mechanisms. Aust J Crop Sci 709

Kasote DM, Katyare SS, Hegde MV, Bae H (2015) Significance of antioxidant potential of plants 
and its relevance to therapeutic applications. Int J Biol Sci 982

Kazemi N, Khavari-Nejad RA, Fahimi H, Saadatmand S, Nejad-Sattari T (2010) Effects of exog-
enous salicylic acid and nitric oxide on lipid peroxidation and antioxidant enzyme activities in 
leaves of Brassica napus L. under nickel stress. Sci Hortic –Amsterdam 126:402–407

Keilig K, Ludwig-Müller J (2009) Effect of flavonoids on heavy metal tolerance in Arabidopsis 
thaliana seedlings. Bot Stud 50:311–318

Khatun S, Ali MB, Hahn EJ, Paek KY (2008) Copper toxicity in Withania somnifera: growth and 
antioxidant enzymes responses of in vitro grown plants. Environ Exp Bot 64:279–285

Kiffin R, Bandyopadhyay U, Cuervo AM (2006) Oxidative stress and autophagy. Antioxid Redox 
Signal 8:152–162

Kliebenstein DJ, Osbourn A (2012) Making new molecules–evolution of pathways for novel 
metabolites in plants. Curr Opin Plant Biol 15:415–423

Koji Y, Shiro M, Michio K, Mitsutaka T, Hiroshi M (2009) Antioxidant capacity and damages 
caused by salinity stress in apical and basal regions of rice leaf. Plant Prod Sci 12:319–326

Korkina LG (2007) Phenylpropanoids as naturally occurring antioxidants: from plant defense to 
human health. Cell Mol Biol 53:15–25

Kotapati KV, Palaka BK, Kandukuri A, Reddy R (2014) Response of antioxidative enzymes and 
lipoxygenase to drought stress in finger millet leaves (Eleusine Coracana (L.) Gaertn)

Krishnaiah D, Sarbatly R, Nithyanandam R (2011) A review of the antioxidant potential of medici-
nal plant species. Food Bioprod Process 89:217–233

Kuiper C, Vissers MC (2013) Ascorbate as a co-factor for Fe-and 2-oxoglutarate dependent dioxy-
genases: physiological activity in tumor growth and progression. Front Oncol 4:359–359

Kumar JN, Soni H, Kumar RN, Bhatt I (2008) Assessing heavy metal hyper-accumulation and 
mobility in selected vegetable crops: a case study of organic farm, Gujarat, India. Nat Environ 
Pollut Technol 7(2):203–210

Kumar RR, Goswami S, SinghK GK, Rai GK, Rai RD (2013) Modulation of redox signal trans-
duction in plant system through induction of free radical/ROS scavenging redox-sensitive 
enzymes and metabolites. Aust J Crop Sci 1744

Kusvuran S (2012) Influence of drought stress on growth, ion accumulation and antioxidative 
enzymes in okra genotypes. Int J Agric Biol 14:401–406

Kuźniak E, Głowacki R, Chwatko G, Kopczewski T, Wielanek M, Gajewska E, Skłodowska M 
(2014) Involvement of ascorbate, glutathione, protein S-thiolation and salicylic acid in 

5  Assessment of Antioxidant Potential of Plants in Response to Heavy Metals



122

benzothiadiazole-inducible defence response of cucumber against Pseudomonas syringae pv 
lachrymans. Physiol Mol Plant 86:89–97

Lasat MM (2000) Phytoextraction of metals from contaminated soil: a review of plant/soil/metal 
interaction and assessment of pertinent agronomic issues. J Hazard Sub Res 2:1–25

Lenntech Water Treatment and Air Purification (2004) Water treatment. Lenntech, Rotterdamseweg, 
Netherlands (http://www.excelwater.com/thp/filters/Water-Purification.htm)

Leterrier M, Corpas FJ, Barroso JB, Sandalio LM, Luis A (2005) Peroxisomal monodehydroascor-
bate reductase. Genomic clone characterization and functional analysis under environmental 
stress conditions. Plant Physiol 138:2111–2123

Li Z, Keasling JD, Niyogi KK (2012) Overlapping photoprotective function of vitamin E and 
carotenoids in Chlamydomonas. Plant Physiol 158:313–323

Li X, Yang Y, Jia L, Chen H, Wei X (2013) Zinc-induced oxidative damage, antioxidant enzyme 
response and proline metabolism in roots and leaves of wheat plants. Ecotoxicol Environ Saf 
89:150–157

Lomonte C, Sgherri C, Baker AJ, Kolev SD, Navari-Izzo F (2010) Antioxidative response of 
Atriplex codonocarpa to mercury. Environ Exp Bot 69:9–16

Lopez‐Huertas E, Charlton WL, Johnson B, Graham IA, Baker A (2000) Stress induces peroxi-
some biogenesis genes. EMBO J 19:6770–6777

Løvdal T, Olsen KM, Slimestad R, Verheul M, Lillo C (2010) Synergetic effects of nitrogen deple-
tion, temperature, and light on the content of phenolic compounds and gene expression in 
leaves of tomato. Phytochemistry 71:605–613

Malar S, Vikram SS, Favas PJ, Perumal V (2014) Lead heavy metal toxicity induced changes on 
growth and antioxidative enzymes level in water hyacinths [Eichhornia crassipes (Mart.)]. Bot 
Stud 54

Malik JA, Goel S, Kaur N, Sharma S, Singh I, Nayyar H (2012) Selenium antagonises the toxic 
effects of arsenic on mungbean (Phaseolus aureus Roxb.) plants by restricting its uptake and 
enhancing the antioxidative and detoxification mechanisms. Environ Exp Bot 77:242–248

Mangabeira PA, Gavrilov KL, De Almeida AAF, Oliveira AH, Severo MI, Rosa TS, Mielke MS 
(2006) Chromium localization in plant tissues of Lycopersicum esculentum Mill using ICP-MS 
and ion microscopy (SIMS). Appl Surf Sci 252:3488–3501

Mazid M, Khan TA, Mohammad F (2011) Role of secondary metabolites in defense mechanisms 
of plants. Biol Med 3:232–249

Metwally A, Safronova VI, Belimov AA, Dietz KJ (2005) Genotypic variation of the response to 
cadmium toxicity in Pisum sativum L. J Exp Bot 56:167–178

Minkov IN, Jahoubjan GT, Denev ID, Toneva VT (1999) Photooxidative stress in higher plants. 
Handb Plant Crop Stress 2:499–525

Mithöfer A, Schulze B, Boland W (2004) Biotic and heavy metal stress response in plants: evi-
dence for common signals. Febs Lett 566:1–5

Mittler R (2002) Oxidative stress, antioxidants and stress tolerance. Trends Plant Sci 7:405–410
Mobin M, Khan NA (2007) Photosynthetic activity, pigment composition and antioxidative 

response of two mustard (Brassica juncea) cultivars differing in photosynthetic capacity sub-
jected to cadmium stress. J Plant Physiol 164:601–610

Myburgh KH (2014) Polyphenol supplementation: benefits for exercise performance or oxidative 
stress? Sports Med 44:57–70

Nagajyoti PC, Lee KD, Sreekanth TVM (2010) Heavy metals, occurrence and toxicity for plants: 
a review. Environ Chem Lett 8:199–216

Nahar K, Hasanuzzaman M, Alam MM, Rahman A, Suzuki T, Fujita M (2016) Polyamine and 
nitric oxide crosstalk: antagonistic effects on cadmium toxicity in mung bean plants through 
upregulating the metal detoxification, antioxidant defense and methylglyoxal detoxification 
systems. Ecotoxicol Environ Safe 126:245–255

Namdjoyan S, Kermanian H (2013) Exogenous nitric oxide (as sodium nitroprusside) ameliorates 
arsenic-induced oxidative stress in watercress (Nasturtium officinale R. Br.) plants. Sci Hortic-
Amsterdam 350–356

N. Arif et al.

http://www.excelwater.com/thp/filters/Water-Purification.htm


123

Noctor G, Foyer CH (1998) Simultaneous measurement of foliar glutathione, γ-glutamylcysteine, 
and amino acids by high-performance liquid chromatography: comparison with two other 
assay methods for glutathione. Anal Biochem 264:98–110

Nowicka B, Pluciński B, Kuczyńska P, Kruk J  (2016) Prenyllipid antioxidants participate in 
response to acute stress induced by heavy metals in green microalga Chlamydomonas rein-
hardtii. Environ Exp Bot 123:98–107

Ordoudi SA, Tsimidou MZ (2006) Crocin bleaching assay step by step: observations and sugges-
tions for an alternative validated protocol. J Agric Food Chem 54:1663–1671

Ou B, Huang D, Hampsch-Woodill M, Flanagan JA, Deemer EK (2002) Analysis of antioxidant 
activities of common vegetables employing oxygen radical absorbance capacity (ORAC) and 
ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) assays: a comparative study. J Agric Food Chem 
50:3122–3128

Ozgen M, Reese RN, Tulio AZ, Scheerens JC, Miller AR (2006) Modified 2, 2-azino-bis-3-
ethylbenzothiazoline-6-sulfonic acid (ABTS) method to measure antioxidant capacity of 
selected small fruits and comparison to ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) and 2, 
2′-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) methods. J Agric Food Chem 54:1151–1157

Padh H (1990) Cellular functions of ascorbic acid. Biochem Cell Biol 68:1166–1173
Palozza P, Krinsky NI (1992) β-Carotene and α-tocopherol are synergistic antioxidants. Arch 

Biochem Biophys 297:184–187
Parlak KU (2016) Effect of nickel on growth and biochemical characteristics of wheat (Triticum 

aestivum L.) seedlings. NJAS-Wagen J Life Sci 76:1–5
Parvaiz A, Satyawati S (2008) Salt stress and phyto-biochemical responses of plants-a review. 

Plant Soil Environ 54(3):89–99
Peijnenburg WJGM, Jager T (2003) Monitoring approaches to assess bioaccessibility and bioavail-

ability of metals: matrix issues. Ecotoxicol Environ Safe 56:63–77
Phang C, Leung DW, Taylor HH, Burritt DJ (2011) The protective effect of sodium nitroprusside 

(SNP) treatment on Arabidopsis thaliana seedlings exposed to toxic level of Pb is not linked to 
avoidance of Pb uptake. Ecotoxicol Environ Safe 74:1310–1315

Pinto E, Sigaud-kutner T, Leitao MA, Okamoto OK, Morse D, Colepicolo P (2003) Heavy metal–
induced oxidative stress in algae1. J Phycol 39:1008–1018

Posmyk MM, Kontek R, Janas KM (2009) Antioxidant enzymes activity and phenolic compounds 
content in red cabbage seedlings exposed to copper stress. Ecotoxicol Environ Safe 
72:596–602

Prakash D, Sharma G (eds) (2014) Phytochemicals of nutraceutical importance. CABI
Prior RL, Wu X, Schaich K (2005) Standardized methods for the determination of antioxidant 

capacity and phenolics in foods and dietary supplements. J Agric Food Chem 53:4290–4302
Rabi T, Bishayee A (2009) Terpenoids and breast cancer chemoprevention. Breast Cancer Res 

Treat 115:223–239
Ragavendran P, Sophia D, Arul Raj C, Starlin T, Gopalakrishnan VK (2012) Phytochemical screen-

ing, antioxidant activity of Aerva lanata (L)–an in  vitro study. Asian J  Pharm Clin Res 
5:77–81

Rahman K (2007) Studies on free radicals, antioxidants, and co-factors. Clin Interv Aging 219
Rao KM, Sresty TVS (2000) Antioxidative parameters in the seedlings of pigeonpea (Cajanus 

cajan (L.) Millspaugh) in response to Zn and Ni stresses. Plant Sci 157:113–128
Regelsberger G, Atzenhofer W, Rüker F, Peschek GA, Jakopitsch C, Paumann M, Obinger C 

(2002) Biochemical characterization of a membrane-bound manganese-containing superoxide 
dismutase from the cyanobacterium Anabaena PCC 7120. J Biol Chem 277:43615–43622

Romero-Puertas MC, Corpas FJ, Sandalio LM, Leterrier M, Rodríguez-Serrano M, Del Río LA, 
Palma JM (2006) Glutathione reductase from pea leaves: response to abiotic stress and charac-
terization of the peroxisomal isozyme. New Phytol 170:43–52

Salido AL, Hasty KL, Lim JM, Butcher DJ (2003) Phytoremediation of arsenic and lead in con-
taminated soil using Chinese brake ferns (Pteris vittata) and Indian mustard (Brassica juncea). 
Int J Phytorem 5:89–103

5  Assessment of Antioxidant Potential of Plants in Response to Heavy Metals



124

Sánchez-Pardo B, Fernández-Pascual M, Zornoza P (2012) Copper microlocalisation, ultrastruc-
tural alterations and antioxidant responses in the nodules of white lupin and soybean plants 
grown under conditions of copper excess. Environ Exp Bot 84:52–60

Sbartai H, Djebar MR, Sbartai I, Berrabbah H (2012) Bioaccumulation of cadmium and zinc in 
tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum L.). C R Biol 335:585–593

Schardl CL, Panaccione DG, Tudzynski P (2006) Ergot alkaloids–biology and molecular biology. 
Alkaloids Chem Boil 63:45–86

Schrader M, Fahimi HD (2006) Peroxisomes and oxidative stress. Biochim Biophys Acta Mol Cell 
Res 1763:1755–1766

Schützendübel A, Polle A (2002) Plant responses to abiotic stresses: heavy metal-induced oxida-
tive stress and protection by mycorrhization. J Exp Bot 53:1351–1365

Shahid M, Pinelli E, Pourrut B, Dumat C (2014) Effect of organic ligands on lead-induced oxida-
tive damage and enhanced antioxidant defense in the leaves of Vicia faba plants. J Geochem 
Explor 144:282–289

Shalaby E, Shanab S (2013) Antioxidant compounds, assays of determination and mode of action. 
Afr J Pharm Pharmacol 7:528–539

Shamsi IH, Wei K, Zhang GP, Jilani GH, Hassan MJ (2008) Interactive effects of cadmium and 
aluminum on growth and antioxidative enzymes in soybean. Biol Plant 52:165–169

Shanker AK, Djanaguiraman M, Sudhagar R, Chandrashekar CN, Pathmanabhan G (2004) 
Differential antioxidative response of ascorbate glutathione pathway enzymes and metabolites 
to chromium speciation stress in green gram (Vigna radiata (L.) R. Wilczek. cv CO 4) roots. 
Plant Sci 166:1035–1043

Sharma P, Jha AB, Dubey RS, Pessarakli M (2012) Reactive oxygen species, oxidative damage, 
and antioxidative defense mechanism in plants under stressful conditions. J Bot 2012: Article 
ID 217037, 26 pages

Sharma P, Kumar A, Bhardwaj R (2016) Plant steroidal hormone epibrassinolide regulate–Heavy 
metal stress tolerance in Oryza sativa L. by modulating antioxidant defense expression. 
Environ Exp Bot 1–9

Shigeoka S, Ishikawa T, Tamoi M, Miyagawa Y, Takeda T, Yabuta Y, Yoshimura K (2002) 
Regulation and function of ascorbate peroxidase isoenzymes. J Exp Bot 53:1305–1319

Sies H (1997) Oxidative stress: oxidants and antioxidants. Exp Physiol 82:291–295
Sies H (2007) Total antioxidant capacity: appraisal of a concept. J Nutr 137:1493–1495
Sinha RK, Herat S, Tandon PK (2007) Phytoremediation: role of plants in contaminated site man-

agement. In: Environmental Bioremediation Technologies, pp 315–330
Singh S, Srivastava PK, Kumar D, Tripathi DK, Chauhan DK, Prasad SM (2015) Morpho-

anatomical and biochemical adapting strategies of maize (Zea mays L.) seedlings against lead 
and chromium stresses. Biocatal Agric Biotechnol 4(3):286–295

Smirnoff N (2005) Ascorbate, tocopherol and carotenoids: metabolism, pathway engineering and 
functions. Antioxidants and Reactive Oxygen Species in Plants 53–86

Srivastava NK, Srivastava AK (2010) Influence of some heavy metals on growth, alkaloid content 
and composition in Catharanthus roseus L. Indian J Pharm Sci 775

Sun RL, Zhou QX, Sun FH, Jin CX (2007) Antioxidative defense and proline/phytochelatin accu-
mulation in a newly discovered Cd-hyperaccumulator, Solanum nigrum L. Environ Exp Bot 
60:468–476

Takeda T, Yoshimura K, Ishikawa T, Shigeoka S (1998) Purification and characterization of ascor-
bate peroxidase in Chlorella vulgaris. Biochimie 80:295–301

Tangahu BV, Sheikh Abdullah SR, Basri H, Idris M, Anuar N, Mukhlisin M (2011) A review on 
heavy metals (As, Pb, and Hg) uptake by plants through phytoremediation. Int J Chem Eng 
2011: Article ID 939161, 31 pages

Tchounwou PB, Yedjou CG, Patlolla AK, Sutton DJ (2012) Heavy metal toxicity and the environ-
ment. In: Molecular, clinical and environmental toxicology, pp 133–164 EXS. 101:133–164

Traber MG, Stevens JF (2011) Vitamins C and E: beneficial effects from a mechanistic perspective. 
Free Radic Biol Med 51(5):1000–1013

N. Arif et al.



125

Tripathi DK, Singh VP, Prasad SM, Chauhan DK, Dubey NK (2015) Silicon nanoparticles (SiNp) 
alleviate chromium (VI) phytotoxicity in Pisum sativum (L.) seedlings. Plant Physiol Biochem 
96:189–198

Tripathi A, Tripathi DK, Chauhan DK, Kumar N (2016) Chromium (VI)-induced phytotoxicity in 
river catchment agriculture: evidence from physiological, biochemical and anatomical altera-
tions in Cucumis sativus (L.) used as model species. Chem Ecol 32(1):12–33

Tripathy BC, Oelmüller R (2012) Reactive oxygen species generation and signaling in plants. 
Plant Signal Behav 7:1621–1633

Vellosillo T, Vicente J, Kulasekaran S, Hamberg M, Castresana C (2010) Emerging complexity in 
reactive oxygen species production and signaling during the response of plants to pathogens. 
Plant Physiol 154:444–448

Verma S, Dubey RS (2003) Lead toxicity induces lipid peroxidation and alters the activities of 
antioxidant enzymes in growing rice plants. Plant Sci 164:645–655

Viehweger K (2014) How plants cope with heavy metals. Bot Stud 35
Vitória AP, Lea PJ, Azevedo RA (2001) Antioxidant enzymes responses to cadmium in radish tis-

sues. Phytochemistry 57:701–710
Wang X, Quinn PJ (2000) The location and function of vitamin E in membranes (Review). Mol 

Membr Biol 17:143–156
Weihong XU, Wenyi LI, Jianping HE, Singh B, Xiong Z (2009) Effects of insoluble Zn, Cd, and 

EDTA on the growth, activities of antioxidant enzymes and uptake of Zn and Cd in Vetiveria 
zizanioides. J Environ Sci 21:186–192

Winkel-Shirley B (2002) Biosynthesis of flavonoids and effects of stress. Curr Opin Plant Biol 
5:218–223

Yadav SK (2010) Heavy metals toxicity in plants: an overview on the role of glutathione and phy-
tochelatins in heavy metal stress tolerance of plants. S Afr J Bot 76:167–179

Yoon HS, Lee H, Lee IA, Kim KY, Jo J (2004) Molecular cloning of the monodehydroascorbate 
reductase gene from Brassica campestris and analysis of its mRNA level in response to oxida-
tive stress. BBA Bioenerg 1658:181–186

Young AJ, Lowe GM (2001) Antioxidant and prooxidant properties of carotenoids. Arch Biochem 
Biophys 385:20–27

Yusuf M, Khan TA, Fariduddin Q (2016) Interaction of epibrassinolide and selenium ameliorates 
the excess copper in Brassica juncea through altered proline metabolism and antioxidants. 
Ecotoxical Environ Safe 129:25–34

Zamocky M, Furtmüller PG, Obinger C (2008) Evolution of catalases from bacteria to humans. 
Antioxid Redox Signal 10:1527–1548

Zengin FK, Munzuroglu O (2005) Effects of some heavy metals on content of chlorophyll, proline 
and some antioxidant chemicals in bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) seedlings. Acta Biol Cracov 
Bot 47:157–164

Zhao J, Davis LC, Verpoorte R (2005) Elicitor signal transduction leading to production of plant 
secondary metabolites. Biotechnol Adv 23:283–333

Zhou ZS, Wang SJ, Yang ZM (2008) Biological detection and analysis of mercury toxicity to 
alfalfa (Medicago sativa) plants. Chemosphere 70:1500–1509

Ziegler J, Facchini PJ (2008) Alkaloid biosynthesis: metabolism and trafficking. Annu Rev Plant 
Biol 59:735–769

Zitka O, Skalickova S, Gumulec J, Masarik M, Adam V, Hubalek J, Kizek R (2012) Redox status 
expressed as GSH: GSSG ratio as a marker for oxidative stress in paediatric tumour patients. 
Oncol Lett 4:1247–1253

5  Assessment of Antioxidant Potential of Plants in Response to Heavy Metals


	5: Assessment of Antioxidant Potential of Plants in Response to Heavy Metals
	5.1	 Introduction
	5.2	 Occurrence, Accumulation, and Transport of Heavy Metals (HMs)
	5.3	 Heavy Metal-Induced Oxidative Stress and Antioxidant Potential of Plant System
	5.4	 Delineating the Complete Outline of Free Radical Production in Plants
	5.5	 Why Does All Plant Possess Antioxidant Potential?
	5.6	 Enzymatic Antioxidant
	5.6.1	 Superoxide Dismutase (SOD)
	5.6.2	 Catalase
	5.6.3	 Ascorbate Peroxidase and Guaiacol Peroxidase
	5.6.4	 Monodehydroascorbate Reductase (MDHAR) and Dehydroascorbate Reductase (DHAR)
	5.6.5	 Glutathione Reductase (GR)

	5.7	 Nonenzymatic Antioxidant
	5.7.1	 Ascorbic Acid
	5.7.2	 Tocopherols
	5.7.3	 Glutathione (GSH)

	5.8	 Secondary Metabolites
	5.8.1	 Secondary Metabolites as Antioxidant
	5.8.2	 Phenolics
	5.8.3	 Terpenoids
	5.8.4	 Alkaloids
	5.8.5	 Carotenoids

	5.9	 In Vitro and In Vivo Strategies for ROS and Plant Antioxidant Potential Measurement
	5.10	 Conclusion and Future Outlook
	References


