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(L WA BURAS B, WL BT 3113005 2. ) Bl Ak Joy, Wi i J 311500)
ZE: o4 Arachis hypogaea. 4 3% Brassica napus. X 2 Glycine max 5 At 1Eh A P AR AT L A wise E& LR,
AR AW AN G FRAAEER, ARG Qb = S he R, B5R, A KA WARIRE ) 09 BT SRR A
B ARG R, AR RN A BB L ARA LY R £, MR RLAEF A IAER, HET
B R E AR R A Y A X AT R, BRAI: OFw iAW R AR 2 W E A bAEd 6
SeAr. AFH. LEIRFEAIES KF; QA SRR A DA ZAE R 69 R 2% 4 FR BAR R 3 b A4
MRER, FEARSRGRIT T @ @B AARLAEF ¥, FE@ AR A, A E LS A BGR T H
Hr oy XoRAR B A E R K BT SRR A DA ZAE R AR, AL BRI A E B AR A 2 18] 8
HMEER LR, ARIBREBAEVANESHESD P ARBEHFAE, B1E1ATS
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Recent research progress in rhizospheric microbes of oil crops

WANG Dongl , YANG XinyuanI , ZHAO Yanhao®’, YE ChenyangI , HUANG Zhenxingl , GAN Yi'

( 1. College of Advanced Agricultural Sciences, Zhejiang A&F University, Hangzhou 311300, Zhejiang, China;
2. Tonglu County Agriculture and Rural Bureau, Tonglu 311500, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: Peanut (4rachis hypogaea), rape (Brassica napus) and soybean (Glycine max) are important sources
for edible and industrial oil in China. The yield and quality of oil could be affected by the activities of the
rhizospheric microbes and the interactions between them. In recent years, the rhizospheric microbes of oil crops
are receiving more and more attentions around the world. The research progress in microbes community
composition and influencing factors, interaction mechanisms and the agricultural applications of the root
microbes in oil crops were summarized. Results show: (1) The main factors affecting the composition of
rhizosphere microorganisms in oil crops include: cultivar, growth period, soil environment, and cultivation
methods of oil crops; (2) The research on the interaction between oil crops and rhizosphere microorganisms
mainly focuses on utilizing beneficial rhizosphere microorganisms to improve the stress resistance, yield, and
quality of oil crops; (3) At present, in agricultural production, the growth of oil crops is mainly promoted by
regulating rhizosphere microorganisms, regulating host oil crops, and regulating cultivation methods. By
studying the interaction between oil crops and rhizosphere microorganisms, scientific references are provided
for exploring the interaction relationship between oil crops and rhizosphere microorganisms in the future, as
well as expanding the application of microbial agents in oil crops. [Ch, 1 fig. 1 tab. 75 ref.]

Key words: oil crop; rhizospheric microbe; interaction; stress resistance; cellular signal
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HARF i ZRUEY T DL 518 EEYZ WP U 2 3L 50 &, (R FMY AR mERY. K’
Z, i FAEYAR A X SR W i B A A K AR R B I . AHLE L ZE TSR LA, MR AR R
SRR 13 (HAPEUH B ST Y S8 BAE SO B R0, Rk SR G h R E 4N
Wiz —0, FET R JL AR, AHY-HR PR P 0] (4 A BAE FHASY 3 BEAEAE ) 5 G AR AR o F
BUE . ARBRGBUEDIIRE . O R A P oI & i S ™ S F R S5 T RIE ), 3K Brassica napus. {6/E Arachis
hypogaea . K5 Glycine max - iHEHMEY) 2 N & HAEY R AN S & ARG 20Ok, do 2R il
B R iz, —Jr i, BEEITARAE TG, E X AT AR B 7 R 2RI . 4K
M, A AR RS . SRR EBR5 Y h o S 2 mIR R, [ Ao 55 s DT E AN
PR, XAMTER HEEEF, ABFEANR 40%%, 55—, WEHEYFE S, FEEEREEHEZ,
AU AR SR, #—DFECT HIER RIS, . RBRA S . AR E RS R,
TR B2 TR ED Pl iy T RE e 2 e RAER, AR AL, 3. KRG BHEY) kR
FE I B 5 AR AR A W 8 AR A % DDA SO S BB Sy I AR R A R R 4 T R 4 1 A
Koo ARFERHMEY) i A R R R AL TR R SR . A DB E P 4 AR R A 2 28 8 S e R
. EZRMHABEAERCR, DRI A= R 3 A2, 288 T I AE R E N AR DGR 53 i
&, DR A 5 RGEMAEMED AR br LI SO R, LA At R AE P e 5 i Tt e A=
RS

1 WA AR RE Y mE R

TEMPEHEY AR R R b, W™ 2R BB P Y 1) SR 3R 53 W) 25 W5 | 45 b 3R M SR AR AE HAR &R
JAE, EERRE g, ik SEA, BEE R AR R . Ol TAFEYA & AR R
FILSFAG A, HARPS TIEHAEY AR R R 2R FIEAHEEHEY AR R R, XA [E
WhidE N e 1225, HRRARREARE, B ERPRSAE Y H SO AAE 2R Xt 4 AR SR EA:
PR PR A AV F R o R TEIER ST, 4 DA SR 0y L e Wi v = i R )
Actinobacteria, ZFJE [ ] Proteobacteria. %75 [# ] Chloroflexi. FRFT ] Acidobacteria 1% % ] Cyano-
bacteria MR AL AL, MAEFRIMA ST, AL 2 N AERTER SR, 2 ANt ER S FP e AR TR T TR AR TR T T
YU ) B 2B, MIRRAT B 140 T = FE AN sl b . TR 4 AR s i 24 4 e ) Bk 2 1) o 32
YR BRI, RO, BIARRPREAEY) £ S 2R s T . e
TR # @ Actinomycetes MBI, A EE Proteus MR FT # )& Acidobacterium 2 g B 5 £ AH W Ik
AU AR, AR TR A0 TR A 1 I AR O T B I v T AR RN AR R Y, TR R L A R
[T, JERETR ] Firmicutes 4 P& Y= B, 7E AL IEE 100 28 /a0 T 05 RN A SR it o M EME AR PR A= 9
H WA Z B TR R 052 . Qe sh S, 52l SEAR PR A: MR ve 0 EE H R A TR A
(NH}). AIVRPESE . SR Bk . SAE . REVEREFIAHLET, MRS A (NOY) Bk, i
pH X SAR bR IR /N @H TAFEBHE S T, R R A KR E U LRSS
P#AFHT, P i B E AR B s AR 9 0 2H A 32 B B E K se . IFEEAESR T, e . K
O 2K Sesamum indicum SEIHBHEY) AR PR BB IR BESE N, AR PR TV A R 4 TR AN PR 20 A S A
o S W B A A ) 32 BRI U TR AE SRR, RIS Pseudomonas spp. . HMLEE R Geotrichum
candidum 5 AR BRGCAE Y0 Lo 0 0 T AR, [R) e R s A ) AR B Talaromyces spp.. 7% 2
Aspergillus niger . #3217 W Clonostachys rosea FIVY 7 KB Serratia spp. 55 I AR T #EAE SN,

Zi LT, WEMED RS F . AT AR R AR S e R E AR BRI A P i 4
M, H EREEAMAESZ, LFEEH, B 7 mEHEY PR YR s 25 L

2 HRHE A 5 AR BT A A A 18] e AR B A

2.1 EBHMEMIITIR R E M BRI
FRFH, M) S HAARPRUA Y Z A S AR A IOC R, SER4ERy T —Fh i B AR 25 (B 1),
—JT, FYRIUREY) . AN R . IRAR B, RTRAE IR S 1 Y s . A
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FHGE . WEHEWIR R W A S AR . W B . g% ERET . WMEMAIRE,
X LE I AR R E DRI T 5 AR IR,  [RIB aT 1 M A 520 TR i A W O Rl K/ NIV
At DARRAHP M SE 1 G02E Wit 6 AE W) AR 28 AT I PR B2 1Y) 434 A= BEAB 0, K AR PRt A= W i 43
A1 55 MR 14 T VM B Tk A EL A DG, U B A A e )RR R AR R I R, A AR Y
T Aok KRR WA Y BT 5 | RO TR 78, [RIHZ AR R A 45 2 K 3R , TR AR
ST IR A, A, e KA. 2K, ) H 3% Helianthus annuus S5 MBHEY) R 2216 0] L4367
LTINS, 755 I A BB BRI 1] Glomeromycota f2 AR 22504, B ALAE &, (R BERIYIN A L
BRI ARG P B I, SRR R WS THFEIR . SRR . BRI . ER . o M.
R A A FR A HLER , DL N BT RifARs . EgLbE . 2
MG FLME . IDBUEE. ILAUAE . RERE. HEEmEE. A
PERURBEGERE, LRI BR ol —
R . AR R LASN, - RAR 2R 53 M T X AR
R KZEAT W B Rk, H3E R AL AL
AR, —Jrm, —SeRFsE R . ik
YEPIAR 22 43 W6 40 T 2 4 — S0 JEL i 2 W 4 it 5
gy, FEA & EHEMEY AR Sz RmE, 51k
L E . MAEEELET, KIWRES WY
OB ZEIR . AHLIR) JE MR I & 2k iy EE 25 R Y ' -
AL, 2, 4- BT HAEE I SRS AR R, tidon b bty e

XA BRAd A M) B W) S i AR T, BAR SR I R A1 A EMRFRAENEEFTESH
%2 E{Eﬁ@%ﬁz% EEJL/( N _‘l%_‘(/'ﬁ El}lu Tﬂ] ’FEIJ %ﬁé‘z% ﬁz{{[zs] o Figure 1  Schematic diagram of microbial interaction in the rhizosphere
22 BB W R R R of il crops

221 Ritm EHMHTIKRERTE A RIRHAEYRIE — 28 W S AR R R . AR T
TR B, A BME AP E =Y BRI . S SRR R . 48 AT BE T S5 A 4 B R
WP FEMEHEY T, A s AR PR M aT DU i B AR A AT A PR SRR R A (R 1) AR A
AREREENITRZ—, TRHIEMEY (EAETKT) 7 LUA AR B Rhizobium ILA: 5, BIARYE H A
0 [ U 23 S I B AL SR P ARSOR T BNHG, AR BEAE AR RT . B R A A KA T Bl
EFRICER . TIER R MBE T R AR LIXES 1 AL SAEFE . AREsAa IR, M 2T
AR oo P i W58 240 T T LB TCAI LA Ak S A Pl AR () AT MY . BT, AR PR B v i 98 2 1 il 24
W E A FEFT )& Bacillus . BN E FUR A [RIRE Escherichia 557, FEimZery, 4200 i w240 14 7]
DL E SR T EARSr a, [RIB R AL AR A O AR W R N FORAE Y M A
LT IR, HIIRRMRITR Z U =Mk WAE e, (YA SRR E 7 (Fe') 7R3 5L b & & AR
5. MR K. H A HE Azotobacter. WIZHE & Rhizobium PG FE J& Enterobacter B)—SLid A= ¥yl L)
ORI (IR F RGN RE G Feo', WHIMEYW LT R, FEmsed, i a] o3 ak4k
DGR, AURSE TS, Widm 7 imsex s i He e,

222 #HAMARE A G WCEYIE R BT LAY E K (R D). e WA Y
B bl , F2 o o ii i G . R L B A RGBT LA S S AR B i R T AR A A
BRSO XS A MRV E R, ARG D ERY . QA ZE S FT TR Bacillus subtilis . {H 588 /R
18 & Burkholderia cepacia. %% %5 Streptomyces spp.. 1B AN E Pseudomonas spp. F1» T K& Serratia
marcescens SEARBRANTE , AT LI RCM IR Y00 AR e AR &, & BRIFAYBR R, fERT., 2
R .1 HBE SR ED R R TR A BN, HBUR R O SE U SR
Macrophomina phaseoli, NS EFREL, Hfn 15w, 2R BERIARXEICRE , 5 2R M B AN 28 7 AT 1 7= A4
AT L B QI 7 W R T 2R R e B R TR 3R S ) 0, A0 AT LU RO SR S5 BRI AR 4, AT Bl iR
SR, AEMSET Y, BB Sclerotinia sclerotiorum J&15) & TRZIR I 2R FA . AF5E R : RN
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A DR B ZEFELFT TR AT DATE R 25 A HH 250 S 5 S bio 3k BN SRE AZR I B IR AR, ikah, wif
FEIR R . BRBBARA R BAE 52 A R AR EHEER RN, ORI A A 5
TR AR AL T B LA

223 ¥ AR AT A E G A iR MR P8 RT DARE R 6 R A a0 5 s 4T
PEGR D). RERARRATRMT5 . i, Shm. (RS AEA Y iss, Xk EY) i 7 2 F 5 55 i
EORMI, FEEr=siiert, BRT AR, FIHARBRGUE Yk e BHEY (AR i yitt, 245 H
EATFB . SRR FEARAE AR T, ARBRGCE Y AT DGR = ANy B s R B S A
Y& LT ALY T . R O 3 R 3R SR A ) T R, ARPREERD AK-1 BRI R AT SI-5 ZEAFT
PR, IR K G rmEhae )y, HIERR & A CE B GmP5CS ik B, T2 & il i b
FH ARG, FERR IR B P B IR M RS R I ots A, TR PN BV B IR T, R RN R S
Ja, KEMmRGEIEE T RERS, TR T a0 BER T 38%%, Mie kM. HAHEE 7k
FEHMEYI P A LR RS (0 A LY IE AL R . S ARG . AL A AR W, SRR A P
PEUOT, A, — SR R 2 TR o R B R AR A T SR R (AT R ok S A B . SRR AR
AR A LA ) R TAE D I R SR AT R I . SXTREAR LG, SRR R 2
REEHUFF I Paenibacillus polymyxa, 1 EALY) T 5200 0 3K Erd15 693235 7KF0H B 42 28, e i s i ia
T, M2 U R FE R NI A o — SO FR A W T DA I AR R R R T T SR AR B P
B, WA R 80% WM BRANGEER T LAy~ AR mIWe £ 1R (IAA), K151 A K. 7EER e
T, SRR R E Wit £ BAVA AT B Enterobacter cloacae HSNJ4 73 WA 1Y) TAA i W R 380, 1 &0 &
R, BT T IS ER PR,

224 fRatiAEm s R WIERR RV IR EY A Kk B I B A e A 2 OTE (R D), AL
THABACIEHE AR FHLH],  PEA T3 R O 23 AR R R E D i IS R R 0 R F B Y BRI 7 vk 4
THRHEYMAE IR R BA W AR, (A R 5 AR ARV E Y AT BE 20 A AP 42 4 DA B AR BT AE 1Y
B F AR BRI 9 5 OB H e A 32 v vl BE AR BB S — i 1) G (0,22 4 T Bk B 37 B A

x1 BERERAEY T HEMES R0

Table 1 Effects of beneficial rhizosphere microorganisms on oil crops

X TR HEMEY e TGRY MM E =BT
k. K3 HIRE B4 )& Rhizobium e A [27]
_— AT IR S Bacillus, 520 & P 20-30]

FEHERWEY) & 529 5 A Pseudomonas, 3575 [C1# J& Escherichia

[& & & Azotobacter spp., AR i Rhizobium

) . — _
bR NI AN 1| B3 spp.. I P8 Enterobacter spp. Ba=MEk [31-32]
—_— IR 2L Pseudomonas spp., A HE S FUFT e (33, 39]

Bacillus subtilis
AL ZEFUAT B Bacillus subtilis, {1 588 /R %
W Burkholderia cepacia, $5%5 15
b AN | NI+ Streptomyces spp., B 5L 1 P AR [41]

e E ER B fig Pseudomonas spp., BRI E
Serratia marcescens
B il 55 2EHAT BRI Bacillus subtilis G [40]
wek, K, g P BHTE Prewdomonas, R B 7]
VbR [ & Serratia marcescens
- TR ML Pseudomonas, HHUAF IR NS
(NN Bacillus, ORI 8 Rhizobium PR TB B YR [44-45]
PERHRM EHEHT . K= HRI% B & Rhizobium WA A [46)
AEE YA s LRI ZEHUFT 1 Paenibacillus polymyxa VGBI R SIS ST [47,51]
BAYE T B Enterobacter cloacae, M .
e e
R Enterobacter spp. v %A% Klebsiella spp. PR [50]
R R . K= DGR PN Pseudomonas fluorescens [10]
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JIMENEZ Z5U0 F1] FHAR BRAT 45 10 AE 90 98 S PR B T8 Pseudomonas fluorescens LBUMG677 Rl i = Al K .,
IR XS B, RS 5 & Tl 5 RO B FVEce:, [RIA 33 m 7 R Bl i,
I H X3 g 2 23 o0 T & B B ¢ O (R BN T LBUMG77 (14 3l 3 A1 K 5 BF 72 A 1 A i R (C16:0).,
MR (C18:1), WiMER (C18:2). o~V kAR (C18:3) FIEEARAR (C18:0) Z EZARMIR & ¥ W R n . &
SRAR BRI 0 F T 5 e Rk 4 5 55 vt 025 R 7 R 4 5 et VR R LR B A i S i A, (s o F
FEPTHAN . AT RESE T T AR A RS A 1-E IR N BE- 1R TR (ACC) IRl . MIVR LR . 4k
I H HA VR ER I Re 15, 20U EABMER , AHE R, IS TimEHEY AR L R .
2.3 TEREFEYHEMEY R

b s . RESEMEMEY A 2 %2 8 2 R R E R gy, BE B, ARt L
(95 B A I A I S5 s B, R LA ) AR BBl 25 B T & AR 1 5, PR LARMEAR v SUPRAE P I -
R R AR RIR EZ R B . MR, RS SEEY HIS . M2 SoH .
PR RS . BROE . AR R AR A5 RE B in B 4k U B Haematococca spp.. SRk J) H Fusarium
oxysporum FZL K% & Rhizoctonia solani 5 Z M B IR GRS, B K EMREH M R IK, S58KE
W™ 5%~10%, BBk 60%07, ZZARIE Plasmodiophora brassicae 5| % BIMR IR BEFR K “IHE
FEIE” o PRORZEZEAR M A A Jomiam , BRSBTS AR AR R s, MERREE /N, iE AR L A
5, JUHEIEEHRAE, WO 60% LLE, HRAIEEY ) PRI EIE Fusarium spp. 4155 B AL A RN
AEAE T W E o AR TS B RGN, BN R R, AR, b BERERN, RERE A
JAEVE . FEE L AN, JRZWIR AR YRR A I e AR, AREIE O 1M R K SRR
CIGEE, Rk DI Ea . FREMAAECT, £5 1, A3 0 R R RN A0 BRI E D 1 e E
EORAY, B, BGOSR PR S 2R Ay R AR EOR IR S, B R
THUEMEY) AR F 08 S i A= i 0, ke SR AR A 35 A X TRV E 4 7 e i A R 5
24 AERBRREMZ BMNEEER

HRER A5 1 FRMEY) Z [RIAHE 2, AR AR BRI A Y 2 [ & = A A AR . AR e A
MR EC AR AT LA S 464 . KA $Mh IVRE TR L TR A0 Ak ) AR 2] I 22 T A4 AR TRTAR L
DA RAE AR, FERIARE B A AR AR AR S A TR AR L TR A= G i 3 o TN R AR A A AR . S RIS, AR
R L TR -5 AR TR A TR A A B e P T DAAS 2 T A A PURRICR . PO R B 2 R oA B RIS R E R 55—
DU, AR BRGUAE WA AR A S OB E Y 7 A TSI, o D 2 TR R L B 1Y) 2 B B 2 S B0 R E D)
P, ENTSFREA S RE g, MBI EY AR REA ORI B IR0, T2 EY i A
KAARF, BRETEMED A r 2%, A i FARPR A Y Z [0 AR AR R AT, A0
BT I 2 AR B B A AR L

3 ARERASE My A e R 0 £ 77 o B9 R

ST IRM Y5 AR PR A 0 2 (A ELAE P A A AT, Bk B 22 FO A5 3R A T g M) Bl A ok )
R R S i, FET, A3 FEEEgg Iz, R IR PR RUE Y . S A
PR T 2

VEARPRA Y, — 7 & 2 A R h i e 5 R R 2 I Rk, 5—Jrm, REEd 7T
B ) s MR BRI E Y, AT R O RAIR I X T RO R TR, LSS PRt AR T AT
ro LB B TR BRI ™ o, LR U AN T 8] 25 O B, 0™ A7 A 2R B R, ™ AR
Y ErERE , BORATRE, HAE 7 B0 BRI, XN BT G GRS T

PR A R T e A R N TR A T BOR U IR, 35 HAR R - IR B R PR B 37
J4y . pH AR IR, DA B H2 550 B 4 3 W AR s - SR 0 A 0 10 2 B 5 i . (B IR B o i
M, R PR B SN IR IR 5 2 X0 SRR W A S R G A AR WA 2T 2 4
i CAMPFTRER TR KER Y e B D S X T HAR PR G Wy IR g 217 (Hl A BF5E 3R
W FEE Y 2 AR PRIE S U E R 8, sl MR A T IR PR D A AR I, {5
M I S DM — 2 Ik ) P9 AR PRl A My sh A e, 00 R 3R B R 48 S04
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PE AR T 2O AR R RERR 5 2R 2 ma v B E DI AR PR W 5 5 0 A o ekl &G i
TR R RS 2R B S TRSEHMERS, BERBAM TN HEARE L2 AR
25, FHEREMAE SRR, MAEEEBHE T RUED AN LB ST, LT EAE . SRS BHE
JraX, R T B W GE TR E AR PR E W TR S R, A s B AR, s RS
B, [AIRS AT A% = 1 A AV A, ¥ SR Leguminosae JHUBMEY 5 R ARl Poaceae 1EW)#E1TH]
1B, WRER B L, NMUES TIREA SMAEY R FE, W83 TED AR A KD, Fit, 7858
BrAzr=rp, TRV HORRIBHERL, SRUATT AR PR 2 i TG AR eSS 4, SRR ER A K .

4 RE

AR, ABRAEYI TR B RS K, EA SRR AT T, P A AR AR E Y
Y Sz a2, B2, BETHEWEDSE = o i R AR 2y, X —E B EHI2 T kEHEY)
PR AT RS R S . BRI, RFIFAI IR BRRUEY) 564 | RS TSRS s FiMRMEY) Z W B A BAE
MU, FEm = Mg, R R, AN, gErI R A EEE L, DUF LA e
—RAMSE . OFENLHZ T, SO ST M ARM X R h A R R S5 0 ELH . CFA L
TR SR PR WS A WL . DL R A i IR X AR B Ak W e I AR R 3 Q7E R AR 2
BASPAET . FMBRAGF AR ILR A SFHAR, TP - 3 R G R E S AL ok
s QN R, T —PLEAT R . SR SRR Y, TPk SR
REVAEYHEAREZ S, SEDEM. SORE. R8dEft. SRR EHES G, Nmsgais
WRMEI R 5. PUmtE . SRS ES o

5 5F Xk
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