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Abstract  Soil salinization seriously inhibits crop growth and damages soil structure, which is the main abiotic stress

" second genome" of plants,

affecting global agricultural sustainable development and soil ecological health. As the
the rhizosphere and endophytic microorganisms form a mutually beneficial symbiotic relationship with plants, which
can promote plant growth and enhance their stress resistance, and has important development potential. Halophytes
have long adapted to high salt environments, and their rhizosphere and endophytic microbiota have formed strong salt
tolerance characteristics, making them a natural treasure trove for exploring salt tolerant and plant growth-promoting
microbes. The mechanism by which these microorganisms enhance plant salt tolerance is analyzed from two aspects:
their functional characteristics (e. g. , production of plant growth hormones, ACC deaminase, and extracellular poly-
saccharides) and plant responses (e. g. , osmotic regulation, antioxidant defense, and ion homeostasis). This article
also explores the potential and preliminary effects of synthetic microbial communities in improving plant salt tolerance,
and analyzes their advantages compared with single strains. Finally, focusing on current research issues and future di-
rections, this review aims to provide theoretical references and practical ideas for the exploration and utilization of salt-

tolerant plant growth-promoting microbes, the improvement of salt-tolerant crops, and the management of saline-alkali

46 &

lands.
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monium) 55, BN THA MBS AR K
SV 2% T e 2050 ) A B 45 35 1 ML 9 G AR &
W R RS DX R AL L N ER 4, DR
BB SRR G R AR A



4 H5

3

W] LB R w1 A AL | R A Y
MBI U S EARTE RN,
L On N R 4 R S SN e Do A i
PRI 4, 3o STt g tho W ey Sk 2 A A 11 < 565
TR FhA Y RE NS i S W O
FA5EA s E YRR BT e, Hoh 9 PGPR
AR FT REAE SR AR A T 1 rp 470 TR AT B
“HEF Al BTN EE 52 iR R BT iR
R 1 22 F B2 s A1 AL S B 1 32 A A A
et R R A AR s — e AR B s g
it SR AR A BT YR, 2 T A AR el IR PR F S Rt
WA R B R, RN, EL
RFT LR YIRRBR PGPR 845 M 40 £ i 3 T 52
B AR (HJR B & 1] R A AR A A=
S A T B R S LA A 0 T R A A R A
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1.1 HEEH

M2 ih B Y R PGPR BFSE i 2
FRA RN, KE LI 5 TR 5
B A H T ( Proteobacteria) | JEEBE B | ( Firmi-
cutes) ., i & B '] ( Actinobacteria ) F1 48 #T B[]
( Bacteroidetes ) 55 21 W S iz AE B AL 52/ N
JEIKVR T 5 & (Halomonas) |8 Hh 2 16
T3 )& ( Halobacillus ) ¥ VE ZE T # & ( Ocean-
obacillus) [N & ( Pseudomonas) . 2F AT
J& (Bacillus ) 1] % BR % J& ( Staphylococcus) 12 T

J& ( Pantoea) I & ( Vibrio) V055 R & ( Serra-
tia) | 5% B B4 J& ( Streptomyces ) . 17 T & J& ( Ar-
throbacter ) F1/NEH 1 J& ( Micromonospora ) 55 M A1
PN E O B IT R R, SRk B R R £k A A
YIAR BRI A B DG R 3R 7 38 -0 %
KA 10 ASEZM 11 PR A m P AR bR i A= Y
S TE L I NE S i 7/ K E I NEY i K7L Ny 7 N
FRAT R B 22 ), 1 ¥ Jié TR & ( Thalassospira ) | 7R
FFE & ( Erythrobacter ) F1EEAT 1 J& ( Marinobacter )
SRR AR B E E AN OREE T e 3
ERHREEN 4 FhER A MY AR PR - G AR ) 21
TTHERERRIN Y | & U e R AR A AR A
i AL, AR TR AR SR A
EFHAT Y XK [ AR OR IR N 21
LSRR 8 A A AR PR - S A W 21 10 o0 A 3R
W, A 2 Bk I s A T TP T R
W AR S, Bz B RG A aEk
SR YA SZ B LL R AN [ R85 25 PR 52
022 DT 8 T M VA% FH 95 ( Sesbania) | H.AEK
¥ (Spartina alterniflora) |, = ( Phragmites austra-
lis) JEMI( Tamarix chinensis) 5 4 FhEh A=A 77 5
AT 45 BRINZE AN 208 T 2P AP i e
AT E V8 ZE T 8 ( Oceanobacillus ) %5 8
AR, H.26. 1% B4R B A [ %BE T ,60. 9%
F 2 TR RE 18 7 A2 M5 Wk G R (TAA) ,39. 1% (1) 4l 1A
A 1-ZEEIRNBE-1-R IR (ACC) B 2= Bl 15 1k, B
AR AR A K8 F1 L ER 1 B ( Salicornia
europaea ) MR R 125 14 fl SO BT s v Ak , L 95 [ L
it B TAA RE) £ — 2 A8 B2 b g o 35 fe b 2k
JRIE R AR AR B AT BT XL I U v N O A
0 AR FE ) A 05 T TR U ) R A e R ER AR A )
ML TEE N 0.04% ~28.66% , MitRPr1
ST L R R T 2 o AR A T 2 2. 8% ~
43.0% , VLA [R) A 40 7 19 o0 A B W e 32
R, aliiE Ao R4S 23 N8 N AR T TR Al
20 E AR PR I, DL JOR 5 0 T8 8T o 25
JG I RFE 1 AR AT 20 4, iZHIX Al
FEFR R AL B O B B A B 2 TR ( Sacchar-
opolyspora) fBi# 1~ KB J& ( Pseudonocardia ) it
RICH & (Nocardia) 55, %5 F 5T K PUHE B 18
KLBMP S0051 FlI/NELfFE KLBMP S0019 7] L)t
FAEHEERE T /N Fh 7] & RNl A B
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1.2 HEXH

B WO R R PR (INAROR | Rl ) 7Y
FEA YA SR, T4 Ok B A e 3 A ) RN A
FREORBY R, B W) A7 TR A
BRI FE T H ] ( Euryarchae-
ota) BYREE T , inEL 8 EK 7 ( Halalkalicoccus)
FFH ( Halobacterium) . £ 3R B ( Halococcus ) %5
J&U N, B K BT B DR AR R
( Thaumarchaeota ) & E[J B FME /R A< 7 21 bRk A=
TR 4 8 il RS . W R Y PGPR
KRR IE B A PR, 12852 B F 5N L)
Kt AT RI, Mg LY T Halolamina pe-
lagica CDK2 HY/NAZAEARTE T W08 T AERK B4
2 R S K B AR S B bk
Haloferax sp. NRS_31 B2 FEAL T B KM AR
SJEAL 0, B TR g b R R Y 2R
KB UTH, Ventura 557 R A= HE M 1 BE (Awri-
plex nummularia) HFr 53 #5453 Haladaptatus Vg
OB X RAETE 6% ~30% NaCl ¥
130 ~50 CIBELEINAE R JF Bk B 3
FOK S B . S AR ) TE = R R BT rh A7 RS
A, HETER AR AR B0 TR AR PGPR
FHIBIFE AT 4, 2 A e i i 0 66 158 2 4 9 R
FEPAIEAETT 18]
1.3 HEXH

LT[R REJE Eh AE AE ) G ) 2H A AT B ) 2
ARGy o JUH S AL TR AR LT, A AR A AR e
( Rhizophagus irregularis ) F1EE VG & 4K 8¢ 55 ( Funnel-
iformis mosseae) , 4% 1Z IE I g 53R AW E B
AR S TR L RT3 ok g R 1) TR 2 ) 4%
BIAEIWSOK o3 FOET JBUE 3R, 0T 518 7 E &
Gebi v, DT U A R 30 45 0500 . il A FE 100
mmol/L NaCl 38 s JEE VY A A A B ol 3 m] DA i
FEIE R A A, JF AR R N T
AN, 2 K B R ( Trichoderma ) P/ FL
W, WARETE SR B AR N e 51, 18 5 22 b LA R 1
SRAE M ERPE DR TR R SR TE B S A
M5 55 5 FhER A= A ) 0 B8 A4S AR LT 128 Bk,
O3 T 31 AN E, LR S ik 7D & ( Fusarium) |

AR IL AR ( Paraconiothyrium ) FIVEEAS 761 16 J& ( Al-
ternaria) , FeFP AR Li-1-3-3 REWE P2 R & R, IF
HLH e I i 3R 30 000 S 1) A A K AR AR
FHE N 2 ( Kosteletzkya virginica ) H 57 5
(9 59 BRNE B 50 & T 7 58 (Penicillium ) | i
)@ (Aspergillus ) 9t 7] o J& F1 K 5 1 @ 55 12 4>
J& e PR AR R R 1 N A2 BB ACC I 22 il T
PEdR T, TEER I 38 T 4R R 1Y /N 22 R S Y A
HRAEK PRI A s R S R TR
Fof g ot HER AR 0 DA Tk 6 B 2 AR AR A —
TR R 65 B N 2R B —— 4 B AR PR R AR 2
( Laburnicola rhizohalophila) , g 2. 35 fE 1 AAR £
S BRI ER T BRAh b A H 0 AR B L B A S
S Eh A2 28 T 1 ok, TR SR (Aeluropus
littoralis ) PR HIEPARTRFHY 6 BRETE AT 74 TAA,
AERS W R THIH R gh B AE K 5% 0, JFER T 6
A KRS AR AR B ORI S R R A=
Y& UEE R 2R3k | BAT A= W1 I GR) I & 1Y R 4
WY PR IY R, SNV R e = R
FEYIORGE =5 R M) R ¥ ( Setaria viridis ) AR R EL B
PAIFBER ] ( Ascomycota) A, I & B E ]
( Gymnomycota ) AR & ( Talaromyces ) Fff - 4F
BB ( Zopfiella) “FWEAEMRBRAR A 2 L 5T
LA Eh A A B A 00 TRk LR — 280 I = R
W5 ] SAEY AR O W R T e T R S AR
KB Y BT IR, = R P A
RAFARIR

2 SRR AT A b AR AR AR KR
A &K

AR SR AR AL B A PGPR LA 1Y
—SURRAE LA R AW ST AN 4R T A 7R
S MSCRIA 25 sk A8 A DA T 2 5 ks -, {1
RN, L2 6 3t T A A Y sk s 1k, DA%
PR ER KT, 40 A S 8D R
TG T A R Tk B A ]
AP A= R HILR , TR 8 4t A= T =2 BT DL BE A% 3 B A )
FRAERIME , EEAE THA & B a— RS LA
PCITIRE . T £ 41 A TR a7 AR A S A
it , LA Rl VR ] AR sAR P3RS, D9 )
PR R ORI AR 0 (& 1) .
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Fig.1 Mechanism diagram of plant growth and salt tolerance mediated by salt tolerant PGPR

2.1 FHEEWMEREER

ERAEFEYIR PGPR Wl I G AR Y A KR
R R A A R RO 38 B B, TAA
Jed EEAMAE KR , REZEE A Y I PGPR
HA TAA G IRE 1. BATE o R U S
FRMBURA S W TAA  JH b BRI NS , fE JE20
J R 50 BN SRELET T RIREW
W AR 3 55 7K -5 3R 41 AR ICRE T, [R] IR S A R 1
AL FR B A g B Haladaptatus
sp. CMAA 1911 A 59 5 1AA A BUH G 1 3
i R G BGREE A TAA HEFh 5 RE 3%
Rk FORAEa T i A KRB AR B b A
WIRR PR 25 ISR SR T YZX4 FEERMRE R 10
o/L i TAA & ATk 36. 42 mg/L, S0 i
PRI S 5 01 0 1 S T T AT = A
ARG+ o B R Y 5 bR ZFE LA B B A R
TAA VR TCHLIEFN i 0 45 22 PP g AR A 1, $E R0 S
REAEHE NaCl #e & 4 100 mmol/L Y£R8 T HI
AR R XS A RIE O
B RE ZOK IR AR FEIRER 157 4 b 43 B 0 25 il 2T
( Bacillus flexus) PAS1, ¥E 200 mmol/L NaCl 38
TIATTRE R TAA 3 MARK BT o R B R 2R
4 K R R PR R THROR W — R
YIAR B A TR $r Vb BLTR 2 5 25 7 ( Streptomy-
ces lasalocidi) JCM 3373, BEME i i< 43 W 5| We-3 - FH
TS OFC 8] 47 A W AL 2R g R T 4 R R LI T R
PSS AN ST & B — LTt b PGPR 7T 4 AR

F 7 (GA) HAE 34K (CTK) , GA W] e JEAE )
RAEM G F 585 &, (2 FEAE & ER R85 X 7K A
FROFYM, CTK A SE 22 M ) 328 @ Th it R
SRR, U 1AA $2 5k, e gt
WA, AN, M R R 10T 4 00 B ) T B i 22
P BT RR FQ BRT ( Priestia aryabhattai ) F1 3 B 1 L
o307 B8 AR M T ( Pseudomonas frederiksbergensis )
B RS e-3- R | BR AR AA | A1 22 0 LA KW i
BERRER A B BA 7 R R R R BT, (46 GAL |
GA3 .GA4 I GAT , H&flm al 25 fie BEER a4
SRV L AR R
2.2 FH ACC BiSEs

LA (ET) Je— MY 58 R | #h e
THEYENSKES K ET, & ET RS
AR F A I i R s, TN 5 i a B
FY RN ET iR 1-20 5 30 9 be-1-0R 1R
(ACC) Z&3d ACC &)l (ACS) 55 ACC H AL
(ACO) AL T 5 1, W5 & B, it £ PGPR AJ
Sr ACC 28 i , K A ) 5t ACC 0N - T
MilR 52, FEARME W) N ET AR & i, 22 /% ET
FRZR 3 B 3 453407 , ] s 20 T A S 0 U
FAY BRI

CA MR, NER AW A s rh o B i 22
£ PGPR (AN{BLER M T | 27 AT 18 19 AT I8 1D 7R IR
A ) A 7 E I ACC 2B 1 RE T
MNTL 555 0 18 W 04 R 4R 19 v A & 1ML 52 ( Limonium
sinense ) WP AR BR 4845 18 #% 7 ACC it 2 i 5
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TR, 20 TR RE T ] AR T T A R T A =
REGEK T M, AAE AT RS TR e R
BB | E W & (Kocuria) T & ( Mi-
crobacterium) F1 JiL /N B 961 5 @ ( Promicromonospo-
ra) % 7 AR o i Bacillus flexus KLBMP
4941 | Streptomyces KLBMP 5084 A BRFEEE TR
38R (250 mmol/L NaCl) & 34 #F 1 3= Fh F i
RN A A IR HE T 8 T T SR R
Sarkar 25V BIF9Y & PR, Tk £ 09 W AT B ( Enterobact-
er sp. ) P23 AL ACC WA B , I REABE 77k TAA
R TESR A T e dK R gl i A K, i i
B (acdS ) 578 kP PR B 1 H 3R 138
T AR AR O S R AR Y S B e 2 UTAH
Ko MR ERAE 1) 5 28 TR AR A 1 N A LR R T
7= ACC it & 3 0 1% , & AR B ( Trichoderma as-
perelum) 1) ACC it 2 il 1% M 5 &5 (4 557. 92
nmol/L a-KB mg™"/h) ,ZEEL W08 T, 3Fh T, as-
perellum )7 INAZ R G 4 AR T 0 R B0 PR 0
A AP B AL i (SOD ) i M AT 2 3R &
P TR A i X B bR, H ET & W 3% T
P Siddikee £ MW T WAE W, A ACC
JI5t 2 s A 1 it R b A 2 S0 17 ( Baceillus licheni-
Sformis) RS6569 B FT 1] ( Brevibacterium iodinum )
RS16 FlF XN EEE ( Zhihenglivela alba) RS111
SR RENS DK ET /KRG 509% e 2 i 3R
PRI ER 0 (AR R 2, A B9 R
A1 7= A2 TAA F ACC i 0l A Bl A 9 vl A AR
TR ) ET 7KSF-, 3510076 AS T3] 04 1 38 5
HP AR g AR e Y B, ROk T LR
PR ) A B 7 0 (] N 177 TAA T ACC B 28 i )
[GEDY S I 1M e SN S R SR
2.3 SyibRashZHE(EPS)

T W Bl A1 22 B ( Exopolysaccharide , EPS) J&
H A e AR I 52 v 20 A 38 240 L A1 9 123 20l
IKREY), BA 2 AL 2= S5 T 2 R 1Y A )
TRE, 72Tl A FFREE (4 S5 U B A Z2 0 H]
&, AN 2 B R PR E S Th I s 2
O 5 EPS B AR AE Sk RS
FREWA AT DA O A A B - P i S Y Na®
& Jm T — 8 B ¥ B Js )R R
Na ™ ML, HK, EPS RESEHS Tl A= Wy 40 il 5 -
SR SO )RR R A B M R S AR — R, SR HEAE Y

T 1, A K 73 G5 i 3t A AR P it
R AARZE R T4 R ROK AR T . AP A
) EPS HAHUA AL i BRI 4 (ROS) HYRE

A LA R 200 M S A 450 7, DR 47 A 40 R A= 0 A
B2 EAL A . A, EPS BT DL R W Ak K K
7, WA B R S AR AR ST )
Zih i, EA R, TR SRR AR Y M ia 1 RE
jj[61-63] .

HAERIYI A PGPR R EPS TR UTEME i
R ER 8 T AR 1 - 08 P SR ARG 1 D T
HA B FEER, B0, 8581458 ( Pseudomonas
simiae) MHR6 4341 EPS B LA %R B Na* |, 48
hnEPS i3t T ERMNE T FOKEY Na* /K FRAs, #F
TR AR A 1 2B R R B 43 B 1 B0 K 2
fHFF I ( Bacillus inaquosorum’) GBW HF-9 H A &
77 EPS BYRE 7, A AR 3E 3 B 4 rh 3 i A A=
1, I8 2 A0 R 5 L RO [ RLAR ] SR A Y
o), A AR AR 35 pH (R4 Eh & 11 g
TRFE 8 B Tt £ N A2 2 T ( Pantoea alhagi) NX-11
S35 EPS e R A T B M BE 2 35 0 K F %))
A Bk EPS (6 52 2R IL TS 7 il
S alhH L alhK (9841 BF5E K LR A Al
Yy Ak LB N AR LR R Glutamicibacter halophy-
tocota KLBMP 5180 £ ) EPS £ /3 EPS-1 Al
EPS-2 HA B8 (1 B A L RE 11, 1 0 F1 200
mmol/L NaCl 1 £ F ,2.0 ¢/L Y EPS AbFi 43
ol ol B T A 2R R R T 23, 5% A 11.0%
EPS =0 T i v R B bR R SR BETA
A& R, S HEE S AR T, A 3 8 P10, JF i
SRR JBEIR KGR (SA) SR EY &
ORI O 3% A% 35 R] 110 3% 36 ok R 4 B A0 T 0
RIS R I R A= Yy ) EPS BAT A £h s
HIAR A e A W ORI R R Y R4 v
71 ABHA SR Y 20 B 38 it A2 DL R R A
Wit £R 0 o F I T IRARR T .

2.4 BRELZMHBENHLEH(VOCS)

PGPR i AT LA it 7 A i 95 R A DL & )
(volatile organic compounds, VOCs) /- SAEY K
Spaaimtsz . Y VoCs j&—28 DR F it Al
R R RHE A IS Y, 32 B A I
A bk S B m AT 45, VOCs R
Gy 23S IR LS TR/, AR BT Wy B i ) 1
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PR KM B R FE I B A A AR MR AOPE R T
ARk TR W A R A SR A - i RS
MR RS S a2 B B o Bln 8 R
CARIA 2,3-T B 3-H 3-1-TRE KO BE T
W E R BLRE I 5 A K a8 B R 5 R N, 15
SRR BOH R YAR R EFT™ DR
5520, PGPR B VOCs 1T DL S R IF
(Arabidopsis thaliana) IR R K E , TEA H AL il
THOL N ZRGol: A AT SR . BRI A
YR /R FC T ( Burkholderia pyrrocinia ) CNUCY B
HCHYE & HITE 100 mmol/L NaCl 38 A2 #E T4
FIFRIMR R R B M m AL IR T T & 2R
FEE R M RAREE STO2 B VOCs 1 32 38 35 1
FAT AL T BT 12 R 200 R T R 1 i A
R, T AR R e MR & E Y R R,
R A HE W AN Il F N A2 R TR G halophytocota
KLBMP 5180 B VOCs 13 it 448 T nl
EALIETF AT AR BRI B TR )
B 2 D) it s RS m i, vOCs Ab 3 I
P T S5OREAE A B A D IR 22 245
LA I ( MAPK) {5 558 B YR 57
S BB -9 S A A A DG B 1 SR R ek, O
P TNTRAE R R GRFTRR (JA) DL ACC &
it 2 R W B o BT 4 R 2RO
PGS ), A4 3- W JE-1- T i R OB 2-44
FEPN RN 2- kB AE T EAY, i ik
W% KA SRR IR SR LT AR 52 i b Tk 45
BB (5 B A BR (B RF5E 28 el Ak Bk

3 R AR A T R A Ak 1 A 1R
R

AR A= B AE S 72 2 TAA ACC & 15 &
HEA VLA YIS IIREIE Y A E 50T, X
SRR IE T — RN R A= AR B A R
N R B 5 AR 7 A R GE M I B s e
I AARTHE Y T ERRE T, R NI 55 T AR
MR R RE T EeELANZm(E 1),
3.1 BEEERATHYRE

LRI 2 S B R N B3 A, XA
JETE A AN K A E AN, MY TR
ERIREEINGA T BE4E R0 M E AR T RE, &

A MO RBERTY) . WHEL PGPR REME (L
YR EE T Y G SRR, 1 B
HERR NS 5 FEARE Bl D ALK 23 2% R4
FHEYIN ERVERE . O A BFFRUESE i R 4 2E T
AL FE )R PN I 2R SR T i M | AT
B AR PEY) T G B SR R T X 2e )
IS 2 5 e ) A M 998 33 -1, g
PR I 1) T35 P 0 40 S ) R P L B B BV R
RV P9I T P 707 Il R A D v
BBV Y, IR 404 T, T PGPR RE6% 10
b S FE ) A PN I 2R S B A O B R TR (i
P5CS .ProDH) )3%3% A2 LI IRIR R , LAZER; 4l
BB 7S BN, R R R R 8 Hal-
adaptatus spp. BRI , TARME AR B9 I 2008 & &
FHEE, A CMAA 1909 B Rk A HHZH 1 i 2 B AR
SR IERZH AN 138, 12% , A 5% fi T Ehihia
WRMBBIG T AT LI, LA B Al aE
PHPERE IS0 1, W R T R 1 MAER A=
FEPIAR B 40 25 O T £ PGPR B ik ¢ Y6 M1 B0 Y 71
( Pseudomonas fuorescence) 55 /N 25 fFT & ( Bacil-
lus pumilus ) F1 4 88 B0/ NFF 3 ( Exiguobacterium
aurantiacum ) EPVINZE 5 , AU RATR & =38 1
138.12% ~317.20% , A PRI Fr B RIS 7 1 0
P T 10.78% ~270.31% , ‘W & W 9m T A AR AY
BB R AE S . PGPR iR REMEDEAE A 1A
DAY R PR PR R M ) R DT 9 5 24 2
F o FH £ B9 48 & R #T 5 ( Glutamicibacter halo-
phytocola) KLBMP 5180 ¥ EPS 4b ¥ % jifi 5 , 7
200 mmol/L NaCl P8 T, FE IR P P 5 0
TN T 15.9% ~27.3% , 50 T b
TR M RTZ TS 2 B AR X B 1
WA R TRZ R T ALEE R R R AR
AT VOCs (EPS SEEIER (55 MK B B P oA
PRB B 05 5 1% 238 B TR ZRABESR
3.2 BiEmMELERS
EhiE TP AN BRI E (0, ) il
LA (H,0,) S KRER R M AP 2H 20N
TS (ROS) #t%& , ROS i F B 45| & 21 i i
B Ak AR BT AR P K DNA 453403, 1 1 3k B
YR A5 F 1, T B Y 2 B A A3 9
FET ) WEgT & B, AR AR AR T A B AR A
SOD i AL U (CAT) it AL PG (POD ) 5547t
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SRR, LA e H K BoIR i i S5 B
I, HEES SRR N ROS 3 K, 2 i £
{555 IR BE ) A B PR R S,
MNER A FE W) A1 0L 5 53 25 B9 Bacillus flexus KLBMP
4941 FERRIEP 2 h & A — 25 G 6548 R o Ak
FIFE R 52 2 11, POD |, SOD 243 e H ik 5t 48 Ak
ity , LA Je CAT AHOGHEDH B o B2 R0 8 1 FAE )
J& R IEIE T AR W S S A AR Y SOD | CAT M
POD 1%k, [R] I FEAR Y — 1% (MDA ) & &, T4
KU A0 B A %) it R 1) 2E LR T ( Ba-
cillus safensis) NBRI 12M 7E£8 e T B2 K 75 B
ERRAR T AR Y B LR R T T Y
AR AR A AR ) AR B 2E KT B ( Bacillus flex-
us) PAST BERRFZERN 25 0038 T ER e T 22 BRAE A
PR B A A Bl S M 5, AL SOD | POD
FCATY | BP9 & PR, S BIRFF 1 (G. halophyto-
cola) KLBMP 5180 B B 7 £ (1) EPS, KR T 244 1%
RSB E 1A DPPH [ F 25 A9 36 M, 2250 21 3%
A b, HEE R L M AR SOD POD (CAT i 14,
I L IRPTE AL B A R R 3k > MDA
B M AR DL T R,
i A1 A= PR R A% 1 25 B0 O iR A A b S AL B
TR F T2 fEh i B T P 07 , 14 oA ) e (A i
S N RE T
3.3 AEETFEE

RPN IE A B R A Na® Fl CL B
IF-HEAE Y240 ML, B0 B PN B RS B K
Ca’" Mg’ " SFEICR MW 5 Tihe, S 308 724l
PR R AL R R G0 405 B 280k A o B I 1 4
PGPR AJ LA AE ) 25 WUk % is | X Bk, 4E
FF Na* /K-, W30 T 65 B4 3 7 5
AW Hidri ™ &B, 774 EPS TR R Glu-
tamicibacter sp. 1F 300 mmol/L NaCl il T $& F
PSR T A R A BRI T 2 B
i BRI T MDA i R H I T A A LT Cat
K B, IR T 25 Na® FARH CL- 9 &
a, WFEIE & BL, PGPR 43 WA %) EPS 14 g BE 1)
W BRHAE FE AT DAk 2 MR R X Na* (0 EL3E R 0, 1)
W, A% AT KLBMP 5180 1Y EPS Zb3F& i)
£ 200 mmol/L NaCl il £ T, FAiAR N Na*
WRBEFRAIK 32. 3% ,Z5 AN 1 (1) Na ™ ¥ 82 T 4331 F
1% 28. 6% F140. 0% |, [RJ T K * ¢ Bl 25 it i, ok i

N ZER; T HIARIG Na* /K S48, e R 8 R
ZES

HYK, PGPR Ab 3] LU A Y bR B I
AR K 2 | A SE (40 HKTT) F1 Na* /H®
3 ) s 1R (R (40 SOST NHXT ) B33k, i
BT Y Na* DR Ak 22000, 50 4 AR &R
RSN EIE, R KTl (a0 AKT) FEH B &
IKDIMRE K By, #ian, 7 200 mmol/L NaCl
Wrife ™, B PR MY B ( Pseudomonas oryzihabitans )
AXSa06 FERPAbHE I A2 0F T AL A I
FERIA T Na* ¥eiz 5L HKTI DL J& Na*/
H* i) 32 2 U 3R NHXT i NHX2'™ ) b A
WFFE R, FOR AP AAE BAR B 5 o 5 3 T
K™ &It/ T Na® BRI A 4 K/
Na* HEWLHT R, 3X SR80 5 FORAR T ZmAKT2 |
ZmSOS1 1 ZmSKOR & [F F 3k i 8 45 405, A Bh
TR TFRAS I &8, itk
4 Z IR FT I KLBMP 5180 A% & M7 £h e
AL Fom Na™ LR N Na™ /K™ HIH
TR, MR b K Bz 8 g A R (g10792
g28480) LA}z K™ il iE KL (928592 ) i3RIk L
[, it 7 Na* %2 85 AR HKTT FPHES 5/
H* 3 o) s B L R 4 il i 2 T T 1. 93 i
1.44 £ gz Bl L fiER PGPR Al JEa At 45
B n B RIE HERR 1A WD R IR A
Na * 3o B S 77 8 ik b 390 158 405 5 5 i AN ) P Ak
X RE LR I AR X AR ] A 5 1 R
TEES,
3.4 FERRERGEYRAE

Tt AR A A i V8 4 A P 1 R A AR e A £
fEHEY) & R R B A HUEh DI RE (R AR AR,
WA 2 | 255, F 1T 3 S AT Py it
et XS AE AT W G T BRIE A
e JH MR 2 ) PR M5 51 4 0y =X B B
HAER a4 i, Tt £ 4 A i
B ( Pseudomonas atacamensis ) KSS-6 H K& A HLAE
(i PR T Ehhan R KRS A IR | BT
KGR AG P EN S =TT 32% LA
Y B R AT (6. halophytocola ) KLBMP
5180 7£ 250 mmol/L NaCl k36 F AR #F 1 15
FRM M E A e S R B, H R AE A RS
RN BEEACH R AR 0 2w AR R Y
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Tt AT AR S & PR, AT R A K R R A Y
AR B 77S3, B 2 SR 08 A e, b
7 STEN ST e oy NI A o S 3 O 7 LR S 0 s
PR, R N AR (BRI T 77S3 5 KT B ER2E LS
FPUAMY T 5B SRR S R BRI IR
PR A T 3 i SRR R 52 1R NRT1. 5 K0 At
I g R A K AR A2 W R PR, B
B WY228 7oA 4% W) i E R IR R A H
EbaE AN BREOE T B IT AR Z AR A U 6
SREE ST MYB75 SRR R HE T S AL R
U T AR ARG R R T
PR R A AR AR, it SR A TR N Z2 1 A A
LA ) T R B A &R
3.5 ATHEESNE

T AR AT 5 DO 245 2 VR 4 A A T o I 258 P A%
LI, i PGPR B T A B MM E , 4 7] 8
b RAEA R A A DG R e 3k AR 2 P R
EY S SUNINGEAY X EReR A STl N E LTRSS
AR RS M Ra s, ik i 4 R a0 T A
PIRR R IEH AR K, U I 18 4 4 9 o7 o) 396 5%
A PR AT R A A K R S A Ay
ZLEK ET JA SA 5 P&, WFoR R0, I E 25k
RN A B8 Trichoderma asperelum 1 Trichoder-
ma viride MRS F/INE LA A EEE R 41 ACC
AALRE(ACO) BT ACC B (ACS) BFRIKX T, A
T 20 4 8RR 6 T 36T X6 A 4 1) 540
TR 9T & B0, B TR WY 228 (4% & Wl aod i
PRI AE KRG 5 At 2 e AR R AR K I
Wt O SRR AR B AT . BeAh, i IESE
FERYIAT LRI ) L 7% PR (7 515 = AR AL 7
FA R, R A Y R T, R
AR R # KLBMP 5180 1) EPS Ab 3 44k % il ,
R R AR ES TAA 23 %3G 1 33, 53% F
49.56% , ACC 7 it ¥ i 3 B AL, MR b V% iR
(ABA) g3 38. 17% ,JA \MEJA Fl SA 7K
58 2 T R, X 38 B 2 A 2 b N R I R A2 4
VAR I EPS I B AE IR K B, B bR
KLBMP 5180 M4 & Wy 1e 5 38 T 4 1 3 i 1 2
KM EGE S MY 4550 PR R Y R %4
TAA & & o 2 8m, m R AR A 43 5 B T
52.61% M1 63. 52% ., 5 X% AL tb, TE 2K 4 (1)
ABA S HEMSA TR ET A BT ACC 5 &

i AR RN 2 47, 78% RYBE AN, AR JA AR
BEINT 2.58% B AR, AL
T, EZEA Y p R AR SA S B AR,
THSEZR PR 7E AR R e (9 7K 52 300 1 AR s A
AR P AR, E T rh A R 4. 79%
S SR A3 My A R AL B R T SR
A A WEH IR AR (5 e T i )
DA G ET I JA A B 5 S0 E ] 1
KLBMP 5180 F)#% & 4y i i Jl3OBE 7 R (T 5 1
TG S5 ol AL B T an i R fE 5 ™) mT L it
AL A T RE A I AR Y N IRBOR B NS 1 SR
S RAE Y EREE T
3.6 MUTERESERSHE

ik ERARE A TR A it FH s T DAl - 8 AT R 454
AT, 3 o R B, T AL R
PEFRIT MEFER R, 207 (42 T 357 )
BEERARE S HEY) N (P K S5FR, JF il 4 1 2
TR PR A, A AR PR - 3 G AR 28 5, T
SRR R A BT A A R R 5T
T AM EH7E 0,100 1400 mmol/L NaCl T Xf#h
A AE ) AR o 0 TR AR Vi 235 4 T 33 PR R Y
R, 25T, = A NaCl AKE 38 7+
Frpet THAEAEY R E K, £ 100 H1 400 mmol/L
NaCl ¥ N HE 1 - Sl 1 i 192 il 4% 7% , 76 100
mmol/L NaCl & .32 FEAR 1 BRAFI& 1100 42 2 (H
BT —RhT DA BRI P AR B R VDI AT
J& ( Ramlibacter) B3 JE | AM E 43 7€ 0 A1 100
mmol/L NaCl 435485 T L3 & ( Massilia)
AT & (Arthrobacte) , X WA JB B H AR E 428
TEBAXT R AT 26 it AR AR R T ( Pseud-
omonas atacamensis) KSS-6 JT & B4 HLAE &b B
i T AR E IR (PLK, Zn, Fe Mg Fl
Mn) #2517 35% LI b, 4b S 19 LIS 8 {04
pH {EAIH G (EC) | &K B Pk A LT,
Na* #l CI BAFE] T 835, Horf EC A 7.43 dS/m
BEBMRE 4.3 dS/m™ it 3 /) AZ H
( Pantoea jilinensis) D25 7£E;Wpia T 18 12 FE AR A 2
BERS T HFMME R ERK R SERS
MO T AR AS B R R R RO E R R
W, b T Na® BORR R [Rl AR PR 5 400
JIRASCE (I U IR 2 A AT CAT) Y3 1
KGR, 16S rRNA ¥4I F R W], IR RUEY £
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2 x K 46 &

FEE FI 25 45 B (U Acidibacter . Limnobacter 1
Romboutsia ) W =F FF g 8 m | wA R K
B, B R L B Bacillus licheniformis O1 F Brevi-
bacterium sp. 05 [HFE7E 200 mmol/L NaCl i T
Pt TR A I IR L g il S DR TR Ry
B BRI MEHE = 1 0. 74 ~ 12,7 £i5, il 34 5
TERRE T YR T KA AR RN T
HRBRAT 2 240 B ) 0 1 BE IR B2 AT Ak
AR T R A R M E R R 1 LA
SRR iR PGPR AT LA i i RARPR A A
I PpElsRAL e SR b A O S AR PR
HEVERAL TR (B A= (A ERRA

4 B R UE A T A AR A A R 2
V77 W ey B A

T A SRR rf R I AR FURIER — B AR W A
AR, MR KIS 2R 2500 2 2R PRI E
YriEis Dp R ALAE . AFFNZE PGPR T MR AE L rp
WRRIN I EEA: TR E AN, BURH EAS DT
FEZFRCR DAL —E R A 135
TEAEXE LARSE A2 Tl , 52 H (B PREE 52 M #K , fle A= %
RUMATEE , TEMF T, 5T RUES 7 B
HEH A A P EYE (Synthetic Microbial Commu-
nities, SynComs ) 5% 32 i 32 2 H AR , 2 A A
WIRE R B0 A Sk e Je iy B ) 0

SynComs & 2 (A 4% 0> JEAEUZ: “ AR K F 3 40
Z A JEE A H B e R AN [ R AL EL
A SO T RR AT A A, I ITTAL 2 D) RE T
SR RS 8 A M R A RS . TEdR
FHREP T ER 4 5 17, SynComs B4 & 88 A T ¥ —
BRRE T S il Yang 451 LT B ARER A=
FEI B 43 BT R A0 B Pantoea stewartia A Fl
Bacillus marrisflavi Y25 , ¥3X PR IR 45 0 H G &
W, EATRERS A FE /K R 1A N2 3B ) o 1Y) 75 et $2 T
IEBCE R LR By bR 25k I BE 2 3 4R R KA
MRPREEAS B ] ( Chloroflexi ) B AERY 1 | A 3858
JKFERT ERRE ST o AL, S BB R AH HE B — T bk
W B2 BRI AR PR g R AR SRR E M, A
HOAN [ P iR 22 ) PTG e A B3R A5 5 st D &
A= R A Oy 2, T8 U E A RS [ ) R 2
RS, DTS 4 b 4% R e T B9 AR AR AR, DA

AR FE YT T o3 A B I T R = T PR Kush-
neria 4 Kk F1 Km , Y HEMT 52 25% 19 NaCl ¥,
H A3 TAA 2R AL AP 205 AN RE % A i
AR AR T A S A HR Y T SR
IR 2 I B WA DRI ROHOR . S B R PE
FAEE, S A M P S bk T 842 & 1 1. 19 4%,
I RE W W AR AR PR 2P A I, HOE U A= B L
BRR b BT O Y 00t FE A AR T b AR A
YR SynComs TEHEFHARAEW iR ER4: 5 T A9 B K
S, Mo, NI Indigofera argentea 3
FHIY 5 BRI AR R RE S TE = R T B A
HEFAAEARAE A, I VR4 38 0 ik 3k L PR 19 3R
& IR R | NN 12 N NN R 7
(Populus euphratica)) KR Fr =y £ - b 43 25 1t 512
PRANTA , e th 9 MR M L& AT HE A HE v i
FHUEERAE 84K M I AR . A U AN Y
(S UBURE Ry =R AR CS LN R i/l e N
SR I SR A B T R BE T, 10 BEAR S AR B A E
AR JE , HE— 0 3 TH A B Rk BR B ARG B
PEUCT S A 2 R A R ER YK (Haloc-
nemum strobilacewm) PIAE 0T IR H 11 Bk CHE
B R, FE SynComs FFAAL , TE/KHE AN 2R S 4
s TR A FANE A KDY DL TR
B, ok 18 A0 o B 58 1) it 58 3 A 0 e s 4R Ry PR A
S R AE IR 7 B £ 5 1 MR R Iy T A
A RUFRIHE .

5 E %

AT, P Ah 2R IR A R A BT i i R
P TR 4 7 AR AL B BUS T ] = ik,
{E M 52 28] S s FH ] 7 FH =22 [, AT A7 7 1 22
RHE R BUR R e, O T4 Rz S i i o2, LA
RNy T B G, DAlRE SR A B R R
PERR S TR AR RAZ 0 . AT R ARG TR
ARk AT B AR, (B RS BT A B B AR Y B
P R P AE Y BRI 1% ~5% , %K
ZHUNHEIRE L Je R AR 2 TR A MK
HORBIE IR DI RE AN I, IR 2 X LA 4l 35 52 F T
RAIH ., P, AR A FT BE 05  7E  78 45 4
RIGHFFE I, FEISRHE IR BT RIRE fh TAL B, A5 401
JEALEREE RO s B R e
Y 48 3 A7 1) 43 8 A R T e A5 i AR IR &2
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LA MU ER A2 A= Th BB B TR Ak, %P B ) RE
PRIPRIR T R PR AL RE IR LAY . QM $h A A T IR 43 AT
Yt ER ML A RRR A LN TR S
AR T . H I, 12 SRUO0T T R 4 Tif 6 £ A=
RV ACC it 2 il 55 W e B 22 (B T3 AR
AR A ) BT BRI 2RI iR
JIRSEAR 50125 W o, 78 52 F W HE W) AR B B 5
t H LS RV VR B R Y iR AR LSRR
5l Sl AR OC A B, FAT TR L A BR
Rl VOCs 2R 5T, BT RA E IR &L s
SR LR b 0 R DG A AT RE S IR A
Yy Z GE R R PR I E SR AR . AR R A 2H
7 e ME R RS 2 BOR RS
IXSEG AR Y SR Z 6] B A iR R
WA /RTER PGPR B AETH R 73 FHLE . @
30 T S BT A L B — T R AR A SR T B
e {H SynComs #4755 T 1A= W 24H B9 M) B
SRR T SynComs Pt A i i R
PO A DS, A5 5 S A BT
N YN AL ASEER 7/ DN &R S RA RS SIS R
U A: 7 15 U RE . A, & R RE R0 Z
6] B R R 5 PR 4 2 R W) Z IR A S
AOAHEAE R s 4 35 AR ELFRAE  ANAADAS e T
AR X SR BAE T, B IR & R R RE I AR
FE R AR R4 A D RE , 1075 ik — L IR AW
[ Fof 4 < 3k A 2 0 A A ) 1 — b T 3 A
AR, TP BT A A WA & Fh A i s A
i B U M R S5 RN AR SR AT 2 2B 0 TR R A ) i T
BB R AR B & M R AR i R i 75 1), al ok
ARTIHDAE ) = O B S AT B SR B . @ AL 3
PeAE AR YR TT &, 5 SR WAL g S8 8%, kAT
BORFNAMNG 198057, 4 AE S B 4 b 7l AL 17
F o YT, A AR AT (AR SE AR 0 WA R o3
TR TR AE ) 5 AL R PGPR AYIBE& I FH SR ms
B2 B RHIT N B3R 563, IX b SR g aE i < e SR
e AR R BBIE A PGPR TEARYIAR PRI &
FEANA AR ME R AP A E IR 4500 TSI R
SERGE R H TR B AR . eAh, TR A2 E B
Wyt R HEAE B s 28T h A A= T 5 AR AR o
ARG G, RO IR SR AL | L n ] e i
By v BORE] AT R A5 DL R iEE BB
WA AAR AR TR A R Sl Eh e 2R TN

S ) ) S A R B e 22 2 e A
S AN e A BT A 590 T A ) B ]
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