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Abstract: The use of plant rhizosphere microorganisms to control soil-borne diseases has become an important means for plant protection

to improve effectively the disease resistance and prevent from being infected by pathogens. The application and action mechanism of

Rhizosphere bio-control microorganism in soil borne disease of recent years were reviewed, and on this basis, combined with the current

research status, the direction and development were expected in order to get efficient, green and safe application of plant rhizosphere

microorganisms to control soil-borne diseases to put forward the reference for green and sustainable development of farmland.
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TESR ORI H SIS, BB
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B i E R i A BRI UM TERSCBL. HAT, AR
SRR R B, AR AR R AR B T R TR T
TR E, HACREZE. Wik, ARSCHESETFRMR
P A= B B A W B A 3 A L B AR S ML A 2
FYErid, FEXARRARPRA: B Gl A My BT 527 11 2647
JEEL, DI IR AR AR PRl A My Bl A% 3 B
BB IS

1 REREN

PR (Rhizosphere) JEAAYIMR £ 5 T3 FHY
P SHAERR, HPR A — B FE AR
FA L KTE Bl N B DI, 0P85 7228 A 1 S AR
k. TR RN EE W, A
YIRS, R TRERNESRGEZ
— AR IR A M S
FEM S AR Y (Rhizosphere microbe )
B ORAE T I S AR ) A AR ELAE TR 1) S5 AR B AH DG
AT . TS AR bR A K SR A
S FER, Heilrh A 281 0L RE Y240
gt AnEIE 30 000 A EAZM RN PR LY BE
AR, MHEARMMAL, T ERiE s R
KA SRR FAAR S R ThREARE T, s Bh 25 3=
FR L 5 e U L i A R
AR E AR AR I 4. Donn 2517 %
B, ANAZ AR b T TR RO BB T 1Y = B LU AR A L
HERG 10 455 Lee 2512 30 1 XN RIHUIE S R 26 AR P
WA E AR S, Sk T HUR AR MRAR bR A7 7E RE %
T BRI UR R A s Y, BN S THE
Vi) AL T B A, XA 45 T A 1 BRIV B ik
At ERE, A R AR A M B IR T
FER AL A B AR BRI Ay, R I B A 2
FASHIFENR , DT AT S804 1l Dt o O 5O, G
otk , RFHDH AR E AR RRCR

2 REEHRENELEREHERINA

2.1 Amwi

TE AL E A E VIR IG T, A B A0 1
P s 1 B BTER. AR B AN SR R
SHART I AR, ARk, [ A R
ME 8 ( Pseudomonas) Fl % F )& ( Bacillus)

GOEHET THARAMBTL. ERREY R,
ORI ( Pseudomonas fluorescens) W] L) 11 il
TR E B (Penicillium digitatum) {29258 WM 1%
RIGERFEG; Tslam 250 WAIHPRSY 831531 1 BR4
R AT B ( Pseudomonas aeruginosa) BAS, H
RERSAT A I R TR 22 A 1, R IRAB 8 T TR B R
L Ak B [ Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cucumerinum
(FOC) T i JE s i D ) 3 5 81 58.33% 5 AT ™
R T — R EA By ia R AR T D RE 0 2 A I
EARN, HALS VORI A @ (Bacillus velezen-
sis) FURRTER ZEAUFT T ( Bacillus amyloliquefaciens ) ,
X T B AL B B R A RROR; B RN
S TR -4 RS B AR AT O RSP
PERERANTE , 31 by DRI 27 AT T2 FlE 2 25 A
(Bacillus siamensis ) , 25 UEAH FH 33X PO bR 45 BT A
AbFR, AR AR K, B AR AU
ZEMAE e BUBRE SE AT I (Bacillus cereus) B3 i
B g og s T TR AR BEE 1] (Nitrospirae ) |
At R SO (Variovorax) F1E IR/ R
(Rhodanobacter) [ F)JE, AR ZFMIFF ( Bacillus
mycoides) S2 RELEINA i 16 & LR A IR (Rho-
dopseudomonas) . 18 M E B ( Mesorhizobium )
AIFERE, XPHIMRARZE L dU T A —E R PR RO
RIREERERE, A B AN R TR LA A T AR
e i LA 3 R B4
2.2 ABGAW

A= B FLBTE B VA H A0 D o 5 | B2 O A 0
TRBHTZ, e RS Y. fuERZn
HBEESE AR R (Trichoderma spp. ), & WX
WY)W EREDENM ARG EEARRAE
( Trichoderma harzianum) . $E{ K% ( Trichoderma
asperellum) . K ¥ KRB ( Trichoderma longibrachia-
tum) . HREEERAE" N A AR VT9-3r X 4%
IR E LR 224% W ( Rhizoctonia solani) | {4k
JIH (Fusarium oxysporum) . HnfEA& i (Alternaria
solani) HATBTIG, FHH FL B4 & B IR K 2558
TS AL AN A AR BLR KA e U, XS SR 22 A%
7| R Y T 4% 2 TR E R B A AOR B BRaR
SRS AE R, A A X I R A e
( Fusarium graminearum ) PR B3, #E
RS A TR ;TR N Th A% B 1
FEMRAR PR + 3 b 3 B 3145 | MR BOR R TS-1, X
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PR TR (Fusarium solani) . B ARBRAL (Fusarium
sambucinum) I JK %5 %6 ftl ( Botrytis cinerea) ¥ 11l
BERBTE 70% LA L, BAG B 1Y L B i 1V 7).
MM (Arbuscular mycorrhiza, AM) E [ RE#%
T BHHRHT A% s S p A5 G, 1 9 AE W) 1 BT RE
SRR A5 F 7 45 SRR S T R R AM EUH REA AL
Biiit A A5 R A6 i 0 el 2 R A B [ Fusarium
oxysporum {. sp. cubense ( FOC) ] 4 5 A= 3 /] Ff
(FOC4) 51K MMGZm , FEAR T RE AR I A0 38 F
8 Lk, AM HE 5 AR®H ™ | B
B R Y B A R B SE R, BRI
MR f# 2 ¥ ( Phenylalnine ammonialyase, PAL) .
A AL ¥ B ( Peroxidase, POD) . Z M %A 1k i
(Polyphenoloxidase, PPO) ¢G4T . AM H
AW TERE Y Z AR e M 4, Pt (5
b ISR . AT, B BB AR B A TR
T A E RO TR L, XL AR
i B A A AR .
2.3 ABGHREHR

WELHMRE L, s, BAAERIITAR
W) MRPR R A PR 5 s (Strep-
tomyces) , TEBTIA H A% I B 5 | 762 A9 45 0 5 7
N A 2. 2R A e Bt T AR B 3 B 4K
15 1 ARX T WA B & S DUE R R0 B 5
( Streptomyces rochei) , X} ¥ At B 2 A5 B 58 B9 5
POROR ;s 2RSS A R T AR bR P 43 s
B 1 PR IR A 0 Bk B ( Streptomyces acidiscabies ) ,
X T PR i 9 D T A A T 480k 48, 31% 3 45
WEESI S R T 1 bR SR AR B ( Strepto-
myces cinnamocastaneus ) , X8 IR 220 1 A1 32
ALk 50% L by i 4R %0 DA RE SR P 1 39
B R 1 BRIKE REER I ( Streptomyces griseoru-
biginosus ) , X7 FE Al 22 05 T (0 1 56 H 81,7 %.
UTAER, AR B O AR SC TR it © O B A%
I T I BRI AR P BORE, HAE AR E B 4A Ty T
AT H T A i

3 WMEREHMEMELEHREHEFHIERNE

3.1 EHF=EMAERDR

AR Wi aed o AR B A 35 AT BR P AR 2506
THFEA FRAE SR R MR PRI A, ik, w2
FER AP AT RE LB N D BOR B R AR A0,

PR L AR IR AR ™. Borrero 26 i it
WFFEAR BRI E PR DE I A5 7 0 75 Al A 38
FROCHR, RIUBITHFER N, AR BT,
DERRBR AR Py 54, AT JL B 1) 2 K
HR BRI Pt R 0 5 4 7T DA B 2l HOXF 4% s it 1A 1Y)
i, BRI R, (B R g R
DIz —, R MR, o5 T3P e B A
W AR BREOT R, TR I R AR . A,
ARG B AR A A SR IR R R
R FAE AT LAAT R s I i 9500, RIS HUE 1.
[FIARBAR A 0 58 S8 SR I, 8 2 fil R A5 509
JEHRE, NITE— A R A
3.2 FARRMK

B 1 SE P E R B AN, — SRR BRI
AW RS 7 AR AL B, R BRI J5L A 1 AR
KANEE S AR bR W R P DA (2
RISCHEAE R A Hi R R MR (Rhizobium )
VeI BEAE Y I AR e e 1R, T8 S 2 A
R LA K. Pk F T i 3R s 2% H bR i
B A A ARG 0. ph M1 P T 0 2 AT T
FER IR KA 2 & PR 7 2 0 TR BG, H
TSR, HE ., @, BUESIY) . RIS
SEAF R 3 4 Ve B R A 2
MISEBEsE Xt HIh REEAT T 300E, K 28
MR AERPUAER, MEHE R, R FRE
B, R 22 PR PP A 2 [ B A 3 A S 2 B0
HEAR. HmRTNZET (Gaeumannomyces graminis)
SR/ TARRE, TEREHUIETO LI ™ A
LIRS 2, 4-Z O BEIERIR = (2, 4-
diacetylphloroglucinol, 2, 4-DAPG) {EA T, {#i15
P EW R Cha Y BB, HERE A
AL DR R 5 2% T 0 ) SRR 2 1Y) T3 rp R4 T
YER, FEERE R 2 —Fh S S i 7T i i 1,
M TP A R AR ) R AR s RAm
SRR A R, P AR & VA L 1 %
ASEARAE N MG X KRB ( Trichoderma afroharzianum )
MUIS3, XA 5 77 17 400 1 %< 5 3k 53. 86% . 45
ERR, AER R A E A T, S LA
W, BT ISR TREE T, R AR S
IR GEHrE .
3.3 FFAAY AR

BE ARG (Induced systemic resistance,



78 ENEESTES T

2022 46 H

ISR) f8HEY) R IR ge, B2y, e )
FEPR R R0 BT i & B R B A e T TR Y IR
Pi. YRGB PRAE B s P I
PR RSP E A  ME  SE AT R A AM
FLR A5 2 ] Tl I 5 AR ) R GRS s A 0 2%
PR IR AP0 0 g R, SRR
BANI T WCS417 YEL T I%  ( Arabidopsis thaliana )
Al LR ISR, REMEME 3 T — DM fE 9%
B, MR R R P A e ;s Van Peer 2510 77
JE s SRR AR v e IR R TR RE 98 R ) R e,
VLA Bty Joe, anly2edy e, 2 B i s HAb AR )

PURF R R E s AERRR bR R R
WAEIRER (Dahlia vibrio) , HFL T 15 By TRAR A 5 A
14 LBUMB00 H LA 6 9 5 e R i 654, 24
TR, YR B — RGO, R
RPRBME VI IX R IR PR Besh, AR
B, e 2 IR AR G e, B AR A G R
MERYAELL, ATRE L MAR AR I3 W) I LA, AT 52
MR PR TR A ZELSC, SR RR TR 5 O BE
Pl B, REHTERII (R 1) RPr A Bl
PIREAEE AR Y RGP UR T, (Rl I A ) 2 il
B AL S R AR S R 1

F 1 RERERREDBELERENIERIE

B HI & o S FERIBL] Sk
3 3 :MEFE L 2
A SR AR PR T W NG 2295 Fusarium oxysporum {. sp. cucumerinum giﬁﬁii%ﬂg&;;;tg}g& B A [5]
AR YIS Fusarium equiseti P AUV I A 8 [62]
o ‘ o  ABRIRIRATE MR 1
ZEAUFT T LI E S Fusarium oxysporum {. sp. cucumerinum FOPEREMIRAS s 5 RS [6]
e [ ; .y P
LR AL 295 Fusarium oxysporum {. sp. cucumerinum ZE@&'%’ T A A 5 5 [63]
FEAERS G ORI G SR AR . R
PGNP B TR e ] Ralstonia solanacearum WA RACE . WERE, YA [64]
L)
R WiE, ZHELilE. SNEAR
AR R 2 AR A Rhizoctonia solani kUhu. , G, B-VEM B & W AOF; FeHE (7]
R SR AT T AR Penicillium spp. , Fusarium spp. HRGe bk, Rk B-1, 3 WERBEAILT
JBR i
PR AR B3 25 hyto, ora capsici R o1 i 5 fifg
sy RS 2 A Phytophthora caps g, PRI, LT RS E [65]
AR 2 ST T
AhE AT FRAE B 220 Verticillium dahliae MR TR SHELER [66]
Vb R R
g T Y 2R 1 B S I
BRRRREERE R Phytophihora inesans e RN, AR )
i Eii N TN Fusarium oxysporum {. sp. cucumerinum ;ii;ﬁz% m%ﬁ}gffg;%ﬁiﬁ [68]
SERA) L aR N
W2 2R TR M ER A Fusarium verticillioides 0 L E T M R 22 K [69]
AR T
3.4 b fRBE JUT il . 2T AE R WA I, 0 FLTRDi I R ) T

P19/ ¢ 7 S P hEAE S N 1 L7} BL B e
X D T A B R BCIR, H Sh J 14 A  E
R BRA A 10 7 ¥ i D v 114 T2 AL =2 — e ok 240 M
BE 8 i B D14 1 0 T AR B 7 B
PIIRR > UL AN MR RE AR, 0 B-1, 3R SR

2 AT FU A VR . 2R AP ™ 4R B-1, 3-
HRNENG, feo i A IR IR P 4 BE . H AR
FHFFH  (Bacillus licheniformis) . WEAE 04T 56 Al
HARZEMIATH  (Bacillus circulans) # 2 HA LT
ORI VER e AR BT T — e 0 R A A T RE
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IKFREFYER | PR LT BOME A B, i
HFE P R T . HAT, ENSMIEE T, AR
2 e B A R AR T R B 22, LM AT 7T
WIERD, T EARGEBTTIRER, A BER IRl 3E
TR ST X JE 41 1 L
3.5 FAEMER

A AN TR AR PR AR BT A D R 114 2 2
AL, A= B A PR B B B 3R S SR
Jit, AWIIE R ARG B, BHARHAERGEM. Al
I & ( Collimonas sp. ) TR I I 5 A 7E A
JRE R 22, WSS SR B R — BRI, 5
WRE A 2GR, MRHAK™ . Y
MARPr L3RRS P, T AT TR
o SRR 10 B GEARA, HLS R i AR R A )
KEAEY). — BSIRBAERAEY arEle, HAE
K5 ETHZHL, s % 1 &2k SR B A
UNAE B 2 A A TR R RN, R R A S
SERELKESZ B 5

4 RE

HAT, ©AKREIFEY, RERAEYRE S
SR ESTEAVEAYSYSY i PN N INEA VN €S/ B B
Fro BpL. WA BEY ARG
e ®, B iR br RHERIIA ST, (et ALY fa R 2R
K7L AR AR A A, KRB
ARYPSEFR IR, SFEOT I REOTTE MAE, 73T HLH
MR SZ . Hit, 45 Al B RHRERRA )
B A T ARSI LA R AT
4.1 AR AMAT R T &

BBrEe, KBTI AR PRBA Pk A%
GE PRI AT LA T AT, (TS IR
oA ER, B 8 B 14 AR B AR B Gl AR A B A
A BEE FE R EOR . RENAY . AYER
BRI Z R, RORHGIN T 3 7& B FE 0 (B .
EFIHA ESORBEATIRTE, HAEHT 1 R 45

HRITIRE, ABEPAFLEREIRA IR, ML T
BRACE ERBEE™ . R, ST R MR A

SEAKBIIE W A, FET XL B AR B A 9 13 1)
ST, A BT IRIZ R BRI T 48 A .
4.2 AGEBGFF A

oG, MWPRAEYEASEEY AR SR
P R 1E 3 IR 0 A RO TR T, B

B2k T2 AR MEwER, HHEFFZEH
BRI W5 KRB, SRR DR E SRR
FAFTRINIL, B RA —E IRAERCR, (HRAE
SEbrA R, A A A ASBE I PR T B i
BRR, T B 2 A e B R R A
FFRE TP BE T A DRI FH sl D ek e R
FERE BT BOEA TN @] RN TP R FrAAE
BT, TR AR . ek, AR
SEREN], BB ETIIRERI R, TES A
PRRRAL A I 2 R B O B RS P . IR A
L B R PRI AR TR0, Al 25 4 REAE Y
SR S AR A 0 7 el 3 7 LIRS ] 1 A
FAF . I BURIA IR R, B H )
PR Q] e 2o BRSHORS Y )RS DB AR B AR Pl
AR A R IR 2R, IR AE 2 0T i
JO7FH 2 5 B 7 IR H R A 7 S R Y
[FIRR. PR S ad B IC 7 R A4 00 FH 77 it
(GE e

TEid £IUAE, DRI C X R BR R P kA T
TRRAMBITE, BOF TSR Y R 25
FRITIRE, U ] it A ) 2B A R BR AR AR
PR E A, RIS A AR B0, SEor A T AR B
PEEPBTIR. BOHEAARRRAR, AR FIARPS
PREEDI R P A TR A 2B LA, R
B i AR PR E AL P A SR RO BILR, e
Ve 8 K iR I FRERr R A2
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