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Summary of the Excavation and Application of Weed Rhizosphere Growth Promoting Bacteria

KONG Lingdong, ZHANG Yu, ZHANG Hongbo, ZHANG Yuyu, XIA Yun”
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Abstract: Weeds, a kind of plant with high adaptability will further affect the local ecosystem. The plant growth promoting rhizobacteria

(PGPR) of its own plant has the ability to change the soil environment. After screening weeds PGPR and improving their activity by

domestication the growth-promoting effect on cash crops can be achieved. However, the development and utilization of weed PGPR is

still in its infancy. Weed PGPR will cause changes in soil physical and chemical properties, microbial community composition and

function during the process of adapting to the environment. By summarizing the growth-promoting mechanism caused by weed PGPR,

and analyzing the current achievements of weed PGPR in agricultural production, it is proved to be significant in the role of weed PGPR

in sustainable agricultural development.
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