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Abstract Plant growth-promoting bacteria ( PGPB) have received intensive interests due to its important roles in im-
proving plant growth, disease resistance and stress tolerance, crop yield and quality. The distinct benefits of PGPB-
based technologies include diverse spectrum of action, future effectiveness, and environmental safety, which are com-
pared to traditional fertilization because in most cases chemical fertilizers cause extensive environmental harm. The
colonization of host plants by the PGPB must be effective in order to provide stable growth-promoting effects. Hence,
the enhancements in colonization and PGPB functional expression have become a major research topic. In this review,
an overview of the principle functions of PGPB, their mode of colonization ( pathways and detectability mechanisms) ,
and factors that affect colonization including bacterial characteristics, root exudate composition, microbial interactions,
and abiotic environmental factors are discussed. Among the strategies to improve the efficiency of PGPB colonization,
this review covers genetic engineering of the bacterial strains, nature exogenous use of plant root exudates, microbial
immobilisation methods, and artificial microbial consortia. It creates a theoretical base and work roadmap to compre-
hend the overall principles of PGPB colonization and maximize their performance and provides real-life resolutions to
ensure sustainable agriculture.
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FREDRAON K, Aol A 7 3k F R & T &
JEA)R . Ao ML R B AR BE PR b T AR ) BT
R W FIAEEFROOR IR E TR SR IR R
R A2 AR TE R SE R R R, R Bk
AR E IR TR SR B 23 L ERUR A E
W EE IR AW R RN B L B A i A
XS R AN A S AT A ) A A A
(plant growth-promoting bacteria, PGPB) ] [ % , #§
Wi AR A RO I AR YRR
R R AR AR AT, RS2 30 iz R
ol A = BE A PGPB, oA Tz AR
Fe A B PEH . HRED A A2 il (T, AT
IR BN RRARLE = A ARTHEY) ot 0 B Ok
PSR H R, e NS AR &R Al 3]
& o PGPB EA EAAY) A ROE R L A5
A 5 B D) RE Y SC SR T 2, U 2 HIR AR L A% 55 5
W EZHLH 2 —' . PGPB BRI AR Z A B FF
P IR ZR I3 W) R S SO AR W) 22 T
FROAHEL AT | e/ it B B 05 45 22 i N 3, I
AT e TN R 1 3 254 F S B S Bn B R AE
AR, E S 2 YEFELR 5 0 PGPB JE 52 IR
R S0 PER I RIS 5 w5 PGPB 52 FEACR

fiAt PGPB 11 HI 0] 8L, X PGPB 7EfE 4= sk Al
AW IR S N B B L, AR LR
T PGPB ) EZIIRE S & A2 AR 5 %, 4347
TR R, T T4 PGPB X FEH AR 1)
D5 (G R TR s TR AR SRS AR AR 2 43
Yy AR E A BURARESE ) |, LAk PGPB i
PALENSIRIE FIE R S5 ol 5 SR 9 T
RGN DAY 5 K B Aol v gk & e 4k
PEORBE

1 YR AEE N E AL

PGPB J&:—2 RE A% 1 4o 1 b AL Wk B0 25 57 70
Y5 A O ) 8 R 1 O N B R R R A K
Gl PR YR E RSP (TR &
i HERMA YT Y ) Sy LR AL AR
WA A 2 S A= ), = Rl i A 2 U Y
PR (E 1) . FEEARE BT 8 ( Pseudo-
monas) AR H & ( Bacillus) . [F 2 & & ( Azoto-
bacter) MG HJE ( Rhizobium) V& K& ( Serra-
tia) =W & (Alcaligenes) 15 ¥T 1 J& (Arthrobact-
er) TR RTERE I8 ( Burkholderia ) F1 58 & A1 [G B
J& ( Klebsiella ) %7

1 EYREEN IS

Fig. 1 The functional mechanism of plant growth-promoting bacteria

1.1 PGPB RS EWITEFITE IR IL

PGPB fef44 T3 X R i B 77 o0 i Ak
SR AT B TS AN B AR L Hod ) [
R A sh o R B B A
&Y, bRl 2 A 57 KA, 353 LLICHLEK i 5

ANLEIL R B PAEE op B R,
KEZEFIFTF I ( Bacillus megaterium) N3 7 {8 B 2 4k
YEIHES A HLEL A8 Ry TEHLAL, B0 2 55 g 42
FIZ AR B E 3 — H 2% ( Orychophragmus viola-
ceus) b FFAYR T &, BB ( phosphate-sol-
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ubilizing bacteria , PSB ) i 2 K - 18 rhoufl DLV fi 19
Wi Ak A AT AR A W e T =X A 2808 v A ok
BRI FHRE J1, PSB J8 a4 43 W5 22 R A HLIR (745
MR RIMR BRFAIRSE ) (WSS (WEMR A | LR 7S BEIR
Wi ) LA T 50 (BRUA) SR B, e ml 4
Jn e R WSO T R BT R i A AR KR
BEEF TR BRAEAR 0T K R AR B 4 v i i
152 B 2% E1B B2 B4 ( Pseudomonas chlororaphis )
1. 49 B A A W e ), Wl i T 3K 109 me/ L,
fift A 1 ( potassium-solubilizing bacteria, KSB) i i
WAL A AR - 5 00 pH (L, 285 5 ) 1 40
T IF B T AR E R A TR LK
2R TN G A AL BT AR BT T R AL A,
TR A T A0 400 1) X P 0 2 2 Sy T Ak A 4 1
WA R Zhao SE X6 A SR I B AR 2F 40
T8 ( Bacillus cereus) K2 J5 T340 & &1 T
28.4 mg/kg,
1.2 PGPB AREMHMER#AEY EK

PGPB 7] L& iR PIAER , A K 3R (in-
dole-3-acetic acid, IAA) | 40 il 5324 & ( cytokinin,
CTK) 7% 3 (gibberellin, GA) . HH# = id 1L
P 20 A B AR N o A A ) K2 R
MR TFAEFNES A5 Pt R | P AAE ) A [R) B B i)
KR, G2 ik 2055 38 0 A6 W) 28 KR R 52
My 12 o NE R BN ( Pseudomonas putida) FA-
56 it A A LAY TAA A 3 3 ati A ik 40 R A 4
RIOE 2 20 53 2L AR e H U005 3
i T AT R 0 Bk R | AN a9
FEAR B B ( Pseudomonas fluorescens) G20-18 i
REPEA CTK 875 R4 0 26 BT s i ik
253 S0 M T L VR TR o3 A A A s A A
MRAEAC S MR I B A 7 I 7 5 R D o 27
P ( Bacillus amyloliquefaciens) RWL-1 38 1< 3 3%
YR ZEH B N IR GA 43 W, A 3 7K R A=
K
1.3 PGPB BFiAEMRE

PGPB figfig & il 2 R bt & A, i ik 3
(RETETER PREE R 55 R) MR, X
) 5T RE AR UG I T %) At LG, S B4 B N A5
YO, 32 70 40 o A% ST B 5 PGP 3 RT b 24

S e e e, AN LT T L B-1, 3780 SR M I 4 A
9o VLT 0 R IR HL 2 R ) A R
PGPBIE i EAH PR B R & T - T 26 5 o 1 i 5
B, A8 o IR 1) 7 A R] DT i D e )
GO, PR A B R GEHUIE 1 95 A X 5 D R Y
BiiEIAE 7117 . PGPB Xt 4k JJ B AR 2595 ( Fusarium
wilt) | 22 ¥ AR JB 95 ( Rhizoctonia oot rot) 17 A
i ( Bacterial wilt) 55 22 A% VEA Y105 T 2 6E
BRI BRI
1.4 PGPB IZEEMHFE M

PGPB J=H: 1) 1 - FEIR N KE-1-FR R (1-amino-
cyclopropane-1-carboxylate, ACC ) it % i, TAA |
CTK.,GA } ffi 48 38 & ¥ (extracellular polymeric
substances , EPS ) % A] BAsRAE My 9050 pE 0 2 g
Yy G+ S8 B, PGPB A3 i 409 ACC i 4
it o> AR AR N ACC & 1, 18 /0 20 (ethyl-
ene, ET) AR, A7 B T8 W B e 3tb 3 %) T 520
BRI AE R RS T PGPB S5 A 135
TRAPR) (EPS AR K A LA & 1 25 J7 U s A
YIfifEhAE 1" . PGPB i i 2% i T 4 J Wb aa B
fil AT AL TS YLy 1] 42 52 AR A AR AR T, Anon = 4
LEHUFT B ( Bacillus thuringiensis ) 18 i & HL W 5| Al
2% TV S5 VR FH A AW RS R 22 5 AP 1 )
( Pseudomonas sp. ) WBC-3 il i< B e 52 OKs A HL
V5 YL ) H B X B W5 ( parathion-methyl , MP) 44 £k [
fif Ry — SRR AR SNy TR E AW,

2 AR AT Y R TR

SEBHJEHE PGPB 7615 EAH Y B F5 2 0 (AR
PR MR AR A R B A5 ) 0 AR A7 0T K o B,
SHHPIE B I RS (B 2) ,
J& PGPB & H48 AEVE H ) L filt, A Ty o B
PGPB A fig SHEM B VI EAEXL R, MPGPB
V18 2 B2 S (1) A 25 [ 3 A5 AR Al i 3 B R e 3
Ko+ AR RE B AN B BE PGPB 5 FE AR, SR W i
PGPB ()53 F it A8 1k, B4 Hb B PGPB 54
Yz (B B AL, AR AR . B s H
ARSI 5 2 A 46 S i 5 e vk R ARIC I
8 ) e v RN A A 3 Ak AR Ty v
REAEFL At R A HER IR 25 5 B A B TR AN TR
HHEAME R PGPB AYERILE (£ 1),
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Fig.2  Colonization process of plant growth-promoting bacteria
x1 EWRERTEEGNFE
Table 1  Detection methods for the colonization of plant growth-promoting bacteria
Tk ik KHEEAR/ TH 275 3k

LAY B PCR B TRV b B 1 G A I AR B bR SYBR Hektik  TaqMan 8175 [36-37]
FERbRICEE FTR A R bR i bR, B WL e FR T DL GFP pRic A [3941]

[t ellliaeS OXHT TR B R WA B bR AR E SR 16S rRNA JE Iy | 2 JE R [4344]
AR hrid O PE UM AR, 8 e O T AR G I 2 A LA R [4647]

2.1 PGPB EHEEE

PGPB 52 315 F Y B R 5, &
1632 1 25 11 ( methyl-accepting chemotaxis protein ,
MCP) Xof AL s s A 2% 23 00 A L5317 A A
VERT, EHEIR SRy e BR300 5 R U Mk AL iy
WAL AT H R A S H T8
[l R ) AR B A AR U0 50, 70 AR AR J] T 0 P B
Joi T8 HEE | TR B A T AR S T A5 R SR AR
R 45 5 8 AL BB, BT R AR 3R
PGPBAE 5 I 184 5l I Ui 2L T 7%, [) I 70 04 Jf 4k
ZWESE ) o 5 S R AR B F M RSOCR . TR XA B
B, PGPB 3@ i i g/ W) 5 56 R T e 5, &
TR 1 BB, S8 A 1 52 % ELASE Y = 4B JBDIR 25
RPN A W IR I iR B PGPB 113
FAE PR PR AR 2 S BUAS E RE B, O 18 20 S LA
T AE) AN B B B ( Pseudomonas sp. )
XG11 fE/NZMRER ARF I E I, /N2 K 2
bk i Sk S A I I ORI B2, AR )
EGEMER KT, W TR bR EUR %
i) PGPB i i A 22 A1) F AR 55 AR E iE A
WA, Bl o WA ET AE R T R K R

S5 O R 0 A T RE L 32 Bl DAAR B RN AR AR A
PGPBAR U % MU M) 04 B = N B2 S v AR A
AKFTER S, Il M B SR R ik 2 A4
PGB, e 2635 i i AR A B 2 b 1 RS
EFE 0 R ZE LT T ( Bacillus cereus ) 0-9
H /N AR R AR AR, I 178 2 A | i ik X 3k
SEREY

PGPB = % 3 i Bt % S5 0t bR g G .
PGPBif &t R 4514 (¥ E |/ B ) 55 M 5 5
JEEEE I 43I 2 1 15 PE FE (Surfactin) 559 i [
mt 7 3R K T AR SRR W BORTR B, 8 2
B = A A B 5 R R E B O & HE AR AR AR YT
Z IR CZ ] FE AR i F | AR 2 4 L
FEARA K, 0] 40 546 95 B (tobacco mosaic vi-
rus, TMV ) BA 50 F 43 i 2 B A2 (19 PGPB 3 it
AL KALE B AR BT AMA I N B R AT
I EFE , B o MM 4T 4 ROK I, 2 Bh R AT
Fr 04 bt 1) 25 T RARFS R |

Wk B AR, PGPB REMS B H K &
TR A FRAL, ALY 53 W) Sl PGPB 4244t 1A=
FERTT W 5% 1F, PGPB A & 1 3l th & # {2 A= 1k
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P AP W 4 TR 4RV A R A K
Tt 5 AN ERERBE 1 $ i , 38404 0 B E P A R
HPEAC S PRI A (3%t A e
(RGP T ) AL 45 T 4 = B A e PR ML B A 2%
PGPE BIMER, #fi 1 PGPE K W1E W f 1+, =
SRR 4 I S ST S e ) A R R

35
L

2.2 PGPB EHEKM %

S ¢ G RE 5 PCR 7% ((quantitative real-time
PCR,qRT-PCR) 455 71 57 ¥ 71 5 DNA 4%
DUECDRG B 000 7 , W] 7 B0 A T S B DNA 8
ORI . IR IR B X B RS B R 9 R
SERF IR R B W IF e AT i, PR R
2SS I OG5, SO0 FE 38 3 T ik 1
(BT, RGEIC SR PR EOT T3 B A5 By DL,
WL bR R, T iE— 2 545 2] PGPB Y a2
45, qRT-PCR HAR B A & RBUE R R, T
2R AT AR E Y . qRT-PCR HR 3
FALHG DNA JUBHA R IREN L . DNA Jukh:
FIFHZEEY R (40 SYBR) A4 S 45 & 4 1 7
Yy, 38 3 R B R B B R i ORI
R FHBRIC 2 't e 1A 1) 55 4% 1 BR 4R &1 ( 1 TagMan
PREL) o S A 0 4™ 3 7 4, WA 7 i 4] T
SE A BT BE B BCEDT, Lin DY 8
qPCR-PCR i W ¢ 5 Al B ML B B 2 2 B A AR
HPRIEE N 1.92 x 10° CFU/g, 1R N 5 A
3.48 x10° CFU/g,

FEHPR IO R A A i A ik A H
b5 pGPB i, fpdi i JE R R 3Rk I, il bR e A
PR AR E RAL (NSO AR ) HAEHRE
PRIEAT X A3 077 o 5 AR S DR s A (5
Y& H (green fluorescent protein, GFP) A= 1k i 4
FEH (U0 lacZ . gus) VA S AW &G REEFE R 45 H
v, GFP J5 PR PR G g SRR RS e M, oy s AR
AIRRICIE T R AR A K GFP JEH
A PGPB, 75 8 I PR 45 fiff I 20 A AT Bl Dl
TR BRAA (R R RS 5O A BIbRic A vk B
fR 00 AR T A TS R B8O A, X H AR
YAV AR A TR R, L W S 1 S5 TR B Y
BEAF 50, S TR B ULTE O A W Yang 260 A
FH GFP A5 ic 2 ¢ i 5 % Ak 5 28 S FF 1 ( Bacillus
Subtilis)262XY2 #EATARIC, A 260 REE A M

S AR TE N A A5 AL B O ) D AR PR
1.63 x10° CFU/g 8% 1.31 x 10° CFU/g,

e T I P o 3 A T A T ) 2H AT
P 856 e S B TR IR AR TE RS E R
FLFE RS FBE AT B . A R P
AT W F bR T A 1 B B, R R T
B E KT R FEAHE 16S tRNA JE
R AR 7 e P AL 00 T b 7 12, i P T 4R R
bR BRI e 9145 2, 5 m] 3R IS 32 4 41
(0 5E BB LA, KD P 2R 5 B bR T R A i
PR S HEAT O, AT DL 43 B A A ) 2 21
(1 5 BEL I ORI A A RS A AR AR SR e i
2 DU P HOR G AE W) 2 2 A W e T R AT e A, 4
WL L% H SR ( Herbaspirllum rubrisubalbi-
cans ) R-13 7 o 58 MG M Dy 2 5, 15 25 11 %t AR 41
(CK) #HEE AR FR 5L WA TR )& ( Herbaspirillum ) B AR X
FIERFHT T 202% .

YA R bR IO AR A B PN T
AR e E PP R Y PGPB SRASF bR, LLiE AT
SE BRI 1) 0 B AR AL R AR T
FIRHER A NTHER HRR EEHA UHREF
TRFR A SRR R A T 0 1 BT
R BERR E DR AF DU e, HL bR S A
T S S b & K N B N 7 o)
L BRGNS R TP AR AR Y
Fric o AR A 0E B 28 f AT B8 ( Bacillus amyloliquefa-
ciens ) FS6 7€ FHINIR A5 R LW, bric bR 7E A
SRR TR E FE , 7€ FH 53 0 AR 2. 4 x
10° CFU/g MR 1.4 x 10° CFU/g M-Fx 1.0 x 10°
CFU/g,

3 HEMRAERAREYEEER

PGPB W€ TR 2 Z RN R, F 24
& B SRE T8 SR R B S R A A
FHSEA 9 R 2 D) R A 358 AR PR o - PR B 85 45
EEW R R, PGPB H B Rk & AR08 1l T
A Y FEA 1 AR A 3 S AR 5 S B R R
() XEE AL X PGPB () 5 FH 7 A= 52 M, S A= 4y ]
W TR SE A P A E B RS PU/E A Y PGPB
() B BN A s AR A W I 5% D AN i & pH | + 4
I e R B8 £ 14 % PGPB /SRR B
FEWMEEH(E3)



118 M £ W

46 &

3 EYREREENEZMER

Fig.3 Influencing factors of the colonization efficiency of plant growth-promoting bacteria

3.1 PGPB B&##it

PGPB [ & MIHETE i {f PGPB Mt & (K
T 150 nm) B3 BT AEYARER, 1075 Ik 51
A SBW25 fi B¥EE 32 3y, LUK 3l | B Ui A i 5 4
) B EAR B L s . PGPB (W HEE | A
Bt g KRS 2, PGPB IS M EHEH
VR AR AR 58 BUAE A 5 AH ) AR = T 1Y
fff. Huang VRIS S PR DLSE ST 2 AUAT B ( Ba-
cillus velezensis ) SQRO 1 1< #f & & 11 J& A fliM 5B
B0, UBEDY M R SRR N AR A AR R Y
SEFRE I A% T FE . PGPB 4i i 3 i Ay a1k A7 14
H I MCP AE % 2R I 18 22 A B AL 9 % g iz
XL AR S 1 HU O 45 5 R S O AR, 38 125
(e SH A RN Vg <H A Rl S AN R
&3 8 CheA 4 % FR W4 i ( cheA histidine ki-
nase, CheA ) & £ B R 1k, 5 i & P [F) 4F H 5K 3)
PGPB [ii] 1 ) #R P e Ak W 3l O 55 B 58
Allsrd-Massicotte 2552 BF 97 & B, Al B 2F #60 4F 14
NCIB3610 [y 2R H F MepB Hl MepC REAZ IR
SRS IF (Arabidopsis thaliana ) R 28 53 19 v 1)
155501, e HAEAR PR 1Y = A€ F . 1M CheA
GEAR A TR T REAZ 4L, L B A AR 5 B A Y
BERR,

PGPB 34y ( 3 Th1 115 1 28 0 240 i B V5 it il
S ) Mo HOE il . RITETER T2 520 PGPB
I e 2 A b B AT A AR AR BT kR, K
TEPER BEREAR R 3 i R 5K ), 1 5 PGPB

XF I B RERM AL 5 I R AR L, 2 S
BRI AL A B 2F FUFF R XF-1-AspfA %R 30
I A ZHFTRICR T R 240 80% ., 4 M Bk 4 fife iy ( £F
YR LT R Wy SRR | 22 3R FUBE AR
J % A ) R0 PGPB (R P A RE B, 4
N A 8 E 8 (Azoarcus sp. ) BHT2 A7-1F 9 i 41 4
Bt R 22 TR~ LM il 25 200 B [ i g BRI 7R HE
PN A S R R T R O I S il ik PR SR K R 3
R, A R BRI

PGPB B4 & quorum sensing, QS) 54
TR N-BEAE = 22 Z R N BRIE S W) (acylat-
ed homoserine lactones, AHLs ) 2 5 ik (oligopep-
rides, AIPs) 2§, EMZIKBE‘TE‘F%-Z( ruranosyl borate di-
ester, AI-2) 2855  PGPB 278 BAR 1 72 Hh Hp 2
I Jil LRSS RIS 5 0 1, AR M5 5
O3NS R LU L IR I N 5l ot 32 1A 25 5
189 77 IO A o R PR R 3k T 2 5 TR A 119 22 Tl
B AR R T AR SRR R R
PR F S PGPB A fE AR A SR W, 5 800 1R
— AL AR T — MR E R AR S AL,
PGPB JE i = 4 A= W) I B 4 T AR s 1238 ALk
B 8 A 1 i A 7 2B P ) A BE T 1 &2
ZIBET PGPB HYAF I 3, {21 PGPB 1E15 1Y
AROEFY, Alaf SRR R I, 2 k9
BB B ) MW4A T AR B A i 1 26 ) T 1k
AEJT, % g 7 1 L FH A% % $2 T, Xiong
SFLOTRIES s, DU ZEALFF T SQRO FRAE Y QS
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{5701 AL-2 P B bR SQRO A= 1y 5 A8 1 Fil 4
Nz gl i AL2 & O g i B TN JuxS 5, AL-2
09 AE BRI AR BT, HL S B RE ) B R R AR, Ak T
SN PGPB RSN, — SOAR ) © e BT AT = A=
o QS 155 7 TG PERY ) T, an SR PR ik
1) B S Ak 5 W ) e 9 AR R TR AHL BEPR Y R
ikt
3.2 HEYRIRRS MY SEY %R R

PGPB 32 2|15 A Y B B Ve 32, 38 W 1v)
ZREMETEAR R R B 9 T R R PGPB
Y 2 FE B SZAE ) AR 22 53 WA R ) B 92 L i
SRRSO RIAR R AW R R PGPB 7E
AR A E FE AR JR ) h & A 14 E AR 5 ) o
(INEIERR MR TAHLRR WS 255 ) A2
PGPB E5H'' , PGPB j# il 2 MR R 4 W M55
Wy [ 1) KR B i sh B A E AR W I X 28 /N g1
YySial Ao PGPB A= AR BT A6 75 B ik VIR, 1E
T s R S M U E DT . Gao 5510 &
PV AR 22 53 I Hh R 22550 ol A [ R JiE e
#E PGPB 1 & 1k S A= W5 ) TE i, Herh 2R
MR 175 Sk R Fie ok, B B TR A 2 IR ) T Pk 2E
Py RGE T FUI 25 800 o K, 22 {5 - W) o 3 [ 1
FHAE #E PGPB A4 7€ 7 ; Sampedro %57 BF 5% & I AE
LA 5 (Salicornia europaea) R 2243 B #A LA
FT, ZF KR B MWE ( Halomonas anticariensis)
FP35 [ A Y AR 2R Ui 3l T2 B M AR 5 S B A B2
Z (flavonoid naringenin ) 7] i 25 fi¢ ¥ L 7Y & 20 12
B (Azospirillus brasilense) 1E/NEARBRE G, M
YIRS v] B4 T PGPB, PGPBAULRE
e A ) X3 O kR AR R - W) 2 43, G Liu
SO R PRSI 2F LA T SQRO T R G S
BRI AR, JF LUH IR & TAA R HERR
FORE MR BR IR 70 W B AR 22 70 i 1 b /Y
D-EFUMEE S W PRSQRY [l AR 2R i 8 T8 A=)
I, B A HR PR D-2 FURE R R A8, SQRO A &
& SIRTE S DI

YA Y XSRSk PGPB B, Hi 8 2 4 it
15 2 PG 52 K ( pattern  recognition receptors,
PRRs ) R 34 9 40 56 43 F- 12 X ( microbe-associ-
ated molecular patterns, MAMPs) , 40JLT it Ik
WHAE | fik A JE Al 42 2 [ V. ( mamp-triggered immu-
nity , MTL) , 3% By 4815 5, 43,475 1% 74 %6 ( reactive

oxygen species, ROS) 4 ™" | LA KK R ( sal-
icylic acid,SA) K #] 2 (jasmonic acid,JA) Fl ET
SRR 1AL, T2 PGPB 1Y g Bl it FE .
r PGPB U0 T 7 R B il B ( Pseudomonas syrin-
gae) 1 3 T R4 (type 1 secretion sys-
tem, T3SS) 43 WA 4 1, B 4% T A 0 % A=
YA T2 ( MAMPs ) (835 1), W T 410 1 4
PEROR AN, PGPB AT JA/ET {55
T B ] SA SRR R, B A A T E B
A TACERIEE o 9 40, AR TR T 0 A L 3 A 41 o) i
F= SA B A R AR AR HG AR AR AR AR A 2D E
i
3.3 MEYZENEEER

L7/ RS IVAT GR7/E e WNIER L IES E N
WA Py )i G UM TE 4 AT AE AR LA R
TEERIRET  UE YIRS I3 4 (25 8] 3R47)
BB A ) Z 18] AH B A e S 30 Bl S0
Ak, A0TSR, 7E 5 HA T AR PR
SE AR T PO T MelRC2-Rif X 7 fii
LR I 72 B AR T 35 R BT SR W xd B Y
I FEAFAE B AME, i T 8 — P b o s 58 43 1 H]
JIT A TGS, S PV v AN W] ) F BB 4%
TME, & BRI B IR A LA
R R SO R B R, AR A — b A
e, AR RE ) S, AR 4R S5 S 2 U E R
T MG 58 PGPB WA 4 42 A s 70 Ak 4
DU SEAR BRI A T 2 B 3 i | o g AR 04 1) 2%
i — 25T e [ KRR B b 2 A P A
5 Pedraza %5177 332 b i) 8 22 B I8 (Azospirillum
sp. ) i B AME RS B 2 AR E =Y, LA £
KR ™ TR W B BUVE T 32 2R BT
PGPB 555 J5% I 77 T8, A0ty e 2 F6L AT 1 mT f 2540
HH R R B (Ralstonia solanacearum) WA K
5 RATH A R RARAT ) T R 1 R T
3.4 FEMMERR

IR T (IR | pH A ESE T 5 4
) W E L AEYIR R PGPB WA Aris 8l , 1T 52
i) PGPB Y EFEAR . Loper 257 1 77 & BAAR IR
AEEhe— e R AL I PGPB 11 FH , M5 SR B
B 4 AR PR 1Y Bl R B 12 ~ 18 °C | T AR
KB BaE R A 28 ~30 C, RIMGIE T~ S EHR
PRt 2 5 W 5 R T Y 3 R s, A T
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PR TRT A B R SR A AR IS XA A AR R AR
YA T e e AL 2, RS pH 3l A 5
PGPB ILE KA A A7 ) i 2l 3R 30 e A W e
TR I, 3 T 52 T 2 B 80, F92 R W] pH 6 ~ 8
XTRAE AR S A Ao TE T, AR - B
AP RIRT s P S A PR R A
i ZF AT TR2 T sh RE 80 , Al B U G o
AR T ik e 5, ANFZEARNY 58 A
BUBT & i % B A M I 25 5 i 3 kb, R IR
1 SR B A ML B R 2R AR B £ X PGPB
FIETHE AR, Afzal 265058 1 76 R[] 4828
RI(YP BT S AR ) TR E B KRR 2 5 (Lo-
lium perenne) , JF7FHARFRFNZE R0 B P 7 s
ITRIS3 , W58 AT 36 ik DR = B AN A S 1R
FIRFE MR B A B, 45 A P R B A e, VP
Herp g B B 5 AIC, HIEFLBUCA PGPB 2 £ 11
PR 5 0] BE 2 PGPB 28 FH AR B & I L IH 2
)

AT AR PR PR3, i b PR 558 X6 1 A6 0 1) A A
AR, R EK PR BRG] TOK Ak,
WD TR ANE  SBUE FRY A B =
WAL, BRI A ) B AR TR, 5 IR B
BNV G V&L R I E AN ES A IS €S
BIXt PGPB B A7 W E R Pk, PR 4 2
ARG R g, 5 B0 — i R, x4 )
W e PRBE A IR TR, BE K3 ( Zostera japoni-
ca) MR T 35 57 20 R 5o 1) 5 3 S 1S I S B AR 1)
e MR RK IR T UVA il UVB L4MNE SR
BE, s 1 R RR FER ) SS9 A
Yris o, 0 AR B AR D), S EUE FE R
FF%. Herrmann %™ B 53 A& B, 10 18 Bk ) bR
o AN (AR A I o 40 TR 1% 22 P RN 3 B T T
REE YR BT RS 52 rhil AL,
T TR R T RN R I R EE
Ak, BERT 23 b AR A 3R 1 SR B R TR RS 5
o3, T 80— 4 A W K el S R T
PGPBYEN: B i) 5 F8 ™, A9 0F 52 & BL R T
TS24 I PR 22 Kl 28 2 /AT 18 ( Paenibacillus poly-
myxa ) ENE BRI TR,

4 TR LT R KE T %
PGPB 7 SR B4 0 L S AR R £ A A

WAERE ST W4 PGPB & FHALE , T MK I 5 i)
HCE L G B DR 2R ) A LA SR, o
BEPA TARRF AR B M Sy € 1) 203 Ak B 2R T T
AE, 38 ik 4 5L K A R T DD R BRI 45 A
CRISPR-Cas9 2 T H 3 5 3 ik S S I (Gl AL A
KL EYEIE RSN A5 ) | 3542 T PGPB
(R EFHRE ST 5 55— ANIRS IR WU AR 2R 53 W) (i
B A DU Y) B0 ) AU, A AR TR, a4
fit PGPB iR 153 H bz 3 RO AR P e
B AR PGPB Y e B 5 =, B 4%
AT 5 AR AR (LI R B ) 38 TEHL A AL
LB (LW B HERERER ) TR PGPB 52
Wi, 2T PGPB 1R 28 A B th A TR R 5
e M 5 B e, B T W A I 4 A 5 T
R, 18 5 D e B AN DR R FHACAL RV 54, T3
EAPH R A2 6], $E 5 PGPB EFHRCE
4.1 EETIREIGEEK

BE A 4 R 20 0 R 1 5 2, PGPB 1)
DR 2 45 S FE D BEREIR A ST o 40, 388 5 X0 A
HEZFALFFIE MBI 600 3474 5 K 400 7 g e
RINZFh 5 b1z Sk O 58 B (flic F1 mep) S
FEEER G IEN sof 7 % & ZA/BH R S
i ( Gluconacetobacter diazotrophicus ) 4R 4 /Y
T e R R e e B A A S R S A W B A g
A H RIA B A ROS fif B 1k R LA K% Gt T 21 2
B 22 5 2 UM S5 40 PR R R e e S R
— BT PGPB 2 B (14 4 T He iy, hy i 6 H AT
B9 E FH BE ) W B AR R

B AT ZH I P B AR Y BB R IR ) TR AR
TARHER L 2 35, T R G i b B s v ik ) 2k
PR 4 I 45 5 AR B 4%, Tl 2 CRISPR-Cas9 453
PRl g e T ELR) S v P R TR TR, 0F I 4 v e
PIRETH AR, QAR B a6 52 R B 1 mepA
FEIH i e B IR AR (pET28a) |, H5 1k 2 A A
ATE W K75 5 ( Escherchia coli) C43, TEAL
s AT e HBRE 3 S B I RE IS | e
F B AL Z AR T mepA 3 R IKF R SQR9-
OM, S5EFA=RS SQRY HHLL , 58 A8 (X B TAR PR )
FE B B S BN, Xiong AR i Bk Sk
sinR , U855 R JSUNL A1 22 8 AH S BE DR 0 e s A
AT T A W) I 3 I8 T AR R TE B 2 LA T
P29 AsinR , HoAe A A bR LAY E 5 i e 4
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Ge 2"V T 3T BB yweC & (GG YweC &
FIAT ] SieA 28 FH BTG E, M0 SIeA 230 sinR
BELRI B ZRIR ) ARAG A5 W 5 v 77 9 732 T A A e 2 £
FFR AL R B12AyweC , HAE ISR AE PR F 1 € 58
R,
4.2 SMRFMIR RS @Y

TR 22 53 s ) 3 3o 42 358 37 ) o (e L
REERAE) A S0 N P ELE TR 5 S e R
PRI A Y W55 T 2 PGPB RIS A F1 ) 1R
i PO TS B IR 28 50 WA TV Ry i v o
FERCRIT-Bt, REMEVE AR R i) 2 A1 T
AR, Tian 55 76 3 50 AR AR S im S0 5
W 05 v A 2 LA R 1 BEARCR R T i
5 PGPB 47 M1k i 3 1y HAR L5 37, il
ARG I IRME G S AR T 2R 07 A DL R AR
HE AR TE A ; (W] 2 £ PGPB AN i =
YAy, S B E S AR i m . R R M B AR
I T APLRRZEY B (AR b &) 8 i 1
SR A VE A 2 HLFE T SQYUVI162 A L 2F 44T 14
B2 14 B RE 7 £ e 22 B AR A, A )
Hh SR IR AR 7 15 A 0y o] 8 425 A 0 S i e
HEBKAL G P AR AR G BE R i R 35 | A2 iF PGPB
SEFE, Chu ZEPYFETRINEFE (Ulva prolifera) HEHX
A3 715 P ) B F 3 24 (ulva prolifera poly-
saccharide , UPP) J& , /& PR A VE M ZE /AT H Cas02
AR KA Wy 32 e ) A QU AR DG BRI i 3k
F LU, W] UPP mIAE N M A1 20 5 o i) ik
U AEE PGPB AL W) B IE A, I 5 38 o HCE 7
R,
4.3 HEEE PGPB

SN R S — > S T A ] T A4 3
5i, H1T PGPB 7& T3 FN PR 5 52 2% A Wy Fi 3k
AR R R T T B BT R, S B E
FAEY) 0 RE TR REAR, TC k35 2 U0 1 £ A= 24
Fo BEERAE Y HOR AT i Pex — R i A
ROEAE

TR 0 [T A T8 4 TR W 5 A b R 2
B, (5 JH IR ) 7 2R 5 e e T PN, AT A4
IR 5L A W I B AR B A5 IR B B R | 52
HR R 45 B 1 T R Rk 4 AR AT A
AR B , 7T RS2 ELAR b R A0 5 A 1 i 45
VESRTAE, AT [ If [ 5 22 G2 W s A £ Gk

PR 0 T S Bk A IS 2 A TR R AR
B2 AR RO S R 20 U 5 TR
PR b, 9 AR R 3k 7 S5 s I v B S DL
Iz s FH Y [ E Ak 8 23 S e L A AL
EAA A, TEHLEAR (CAnTE P R A ok |
T e HE AL SEM R IKE R B2
FLAFPE R BN 52 W 5 A BIL AR 23 ol R AR =i 43 T
FABECAnE e iR Eh AR WK AT 4E R SRR
G B o F AR (IR O a1 RN 82 L oc
RME R AEBEWLA ) B X B — 2 1 R B
PRI 45 S A HLEAR R TC AL AR AT 1 i iR
B AR T e 4 T, RE T 47 b 4R 5 AR W [ e A
& S

] A AR T B 4 B R IR AR E Bt T
PRAEGE 5O BN PGPB 5 A [ 35 55 Y B4 1748
AT HETR PGPB X 1 AW 1 8 B AL, TR I
258 gk A W K B B R ( Pseudomonas
sp. ) NK3 [& € 76 & At AR 5 , TPk NK3 2 5 &
b U A 5 A T S e K VE
AT BIW-1 [ € T B A0 b, 5 i B
AH E [ 2 Al TR H [R) A B 85025 B 35 B Tt 5 Saberi-
Rise %517 B 7 21 52 & 40 6 12 40 -2 1) +
SEAE PRGN AL T [ 5 A 52 A A Vil B3
P 7RG R I E SRR
4.4 MEEHEHH

A R B ( synthetic microbial community ) K
AR 5 A A Y B Al A 38 A P R a
ZF A Y H R LB A 7 T 4 R
T LR TR R B TR Y Z A AE DME
G TEPUEAEAEN], AR 2 B A R BE
W RARIERAE ™ B U (1 ) 5 B e AR
AR E RS X B DI RESEA T IR A 3B AR
a4 BEPV DY 73 B A W) EAE 46 4 A DL
I FH 42 35 [ 4 G BRE 5 ( genome-wide association
study , GWAS)) FIE i MR 36 R B2 ( quantitative trait
locus , QTLs ) 55 J5 15 73 B il A= 19 5 A 40 R L 22 [
(R AH DG i 2 N TPk 8 BRI T 1R & Eu ], AR
A Ty e oAb 5E 2 Re g 0 5 Oy A A R
gEls)

5T LG, B U T R I N B A AR Y
AEFEEREE A W 2 1) ) RH ELAE T 5 A 00 B
VA 51 25 TE R ) 5 I) S, o1 FE A8 0 1 o
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RE I TR, Wang 551" X6 B AR &y 1 38 ) 42l Jd
INZESIAT TR ( Bacillus pumilus ) HR10 F1 504 T AR
L, X A O3 R EAE B PGPB S 5 15 5 1 &
SRR, W B R TR B HR10 1958 B RCR 5 T
Ao SE g SR A A ST X IR B i 7 EE R
I, W0 A0 B TR AR T A R AR e B 455K
R i e HAH ARV L BB RORS E 1Y S U R LPA
(DGR A M P SfluorescensLSW-4 + B b 2
¥ & Bacillus sp. P29 + RER 18T 5 Bacil-
lus mycoides Ad44) , 5 HRRE A L, & U RE LPA
FIE 10 25 8 0 A% T R X 0 A R 1 5 T RO R
BN 69 BRAR BRAZ O B Rk P As 2T K AN T
ARBrE(0.1.3.5.7 i) B9& MU (W0 W1
W3 W5 W7) it 16S rRNA Z R & 4T,
PO T & U RS B — AR E S RE T, 4R
R, BB U R R AR Y 5 S AR B & &
TH R,

5 B %

PGPB FI2R % 2 H I RE 2 #F, 76 A1 ) 1 il B
ATy T R FE R T, 2E 2 AL Ge b 2= N RH RN
A2 7 T I R A i N R S © R A
A TR R SIS IR ARRSTE PGPB R
A EEAR2ENAE, 38 R RS Akl & e f it
TR AR TFB O R W5 1 4 e
PRESE 5 PGPB 8 FH AR 77 v6 J5 1, AR T+
MBS, — 5 1, T 25 A W55 A - AR -2
B EAENLE, 8T PGPB 1) & 5 o F M H 52 )
K, WA -0 9k — #A B B W] PGPB 5 i &=
YRR ML ], G TSR AR R 50 I 1
25501 B R WA R LIz 2 i R R ) 25 4
JSL LA B B AN 1A W B B I - Sy, 4 T
MM IR X B R R B sh 25 R DR R RO . )
— 77 1T, AR i DR 25 o b 2 o R T AL
R IRAFINT PGPB 3L K 41 v 5 5 5 A O
ek SE | F A CRISPR-Cas9 25 T H 52 [ Pl 3
BRI R , 388 58 LR B3 1 1k S B RE 7 5 AT A AR
ZAN I Iy K HERE PGPB A6 AT Sy 1 i 42 4
FH 38 33 0 S 2075 5 R T 2 MR I AR i &
BABAME LB BT, $2 5 PGPB 7E
B2 A EE T AR R AR E o S TR - E
HAERGE M I RE B AN A BB R, SR A

v A P AN I [ 5N, A9F 5 45 B A A T 1) 52 2%
HEE PSSR A, VRS HE Y A K K 5
Wi, RARAELE S A7 Y MR 2
PR E | SRIBCE XSRS AR ISR RN SR
B4 % &£ S B PGPB A% 1 it i, #E 37 PGPB
MSZ8: 2 A5 i) T T RO P A4 5% A, 106 52 BRAR L
RS R REAHETE L,
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