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Abstract: Plant root system architecture ( RSA) is one of the most important characteristics of plant morphology. RSA
exhibits a plasticity that is not only controlled by genetic factors but is also regulated by diverse environmental factors.
Recently, a large number studies have indicated that rhizosphere microorganisms can regulate the plant RSA, and further
influence an array of plant physiological and ecological processes. This paper mainly reviews the regulation patterns and
corresponding mechanisms of plant RSA mediated by the important rhizosphere microorganisms, such as arbuscular
mycorrhizal fungi, rhizobia, and plant growth—promoting rhizobacteria. Future research is proposed to provide reference for

related research and practical applications.
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2.1 AMF

AMF & 58y 34 1Y T30, oA 3G 23z, il S i | 809% LA B AY4EAE KA WP AL AR O
RO gy AR RIS AMF 0] LR R AR FR 06 A 3K 43 B R 43 R, R A PSR T i R A
PO, I AR ) R = TR R B R T U RE T, LA AMF 3B R DLl BE A ALY B 515 g SR Ak 1 1
SRR BARRE AMF MR E 28R H VR Z R HAR SR SEAE W I A DR P — A OGS EI MR 19 4 5

AMF {2 YLAYIA R T M EE R , DA AME i 47 A B AR 26505 P A0 52 0 5 M3 2 4 80 ) 28 AL 3
A5 E AN 56 AMF SEIRAE YRR RAGRLAAE SR C 28 20 ZAEM 15, A3 AME XA PR 22480 0 0 8 42 2
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JIE, T LA WS 3 AR BEA B R a3 2 Fh AMF B, A G (AR BEARAE A i R ORI R B
R (AR AR 450) IR 2 I A 1 R 24 B o, T 7E AR AR 2R K B0 I 1y TR s, R 3R 1) 1 189 B AR BT BAAIR
TH X Yuan 25 A7 TSR SIMRSF35 AR B0 B9 285 AT, 7 ELIA & B T AME b 288 XA A A K 3300
ASTR] A 2 B ) LR MR A e R LB A R R SRR Glomus mosseae 82 Acaulospora
delicata FRIGIN T AN A AL R AR R BRI R IR USCRE 7, 488 T AR R A IR & | A R T HE ) K0 45
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PGPR JEA G TP ARl vh ) — 26 T340 T | i 17 2 5 ORPE BERE R ARG I AR MR (LR R AN
ARERE) AT I HCPUE SR 5 Y RECE R R A RS i AT R IR it O A A i
617 & A AT TR R 55, SR TEOL T, PGPR AR A W NERE AE (2 2 A0 A= W) B 6% D7 T A e 301 Aol A 7
EHEEEMEMS, (HESET PCPR TR R MBI (B 53 A RARZE (0 76 B R IE M 58 L 3
HAEUE R Z A 7 T e M 2R 2

KB4 1) PGPR #R38 A Mk AR T 2% 13 RIAR K B AR A 9 i, 412 a0 AR B AT AR R 350 107 R I i
Serratia proteamaculans 2 B ( Cicer arietinum ) # K M H 2 &2 I B DL M AR 4B 9 = , B A
Azospirillum lipoferum 2334I FOK G AR R A AMRA Y MR FIAR %R, e AR R A, (H AT el A8 -
P EARS W Z B RREST kR, 2 Rh Azospirillum brasilense 7538 JIN=E AR K AR i 55 44 [7] BF 2 08/ AR A, N
HAESE S A K ARG B B, 4R TE AR F T o B K {2 Nosheen 55 A & BU45FH PCPR (R A.
brasilense Fl Pseudomonas stutzeri) [R] 5} &k & 388 2L A6 ( Carthamus tinctorius ) AR AR TH LA B 42, Guti E
Rrez—Luna %5 A ZEFHAEARBR 138 h sl Ty 20 5 s = iR ik F2 AR A FNIUAR 22 B (0 BRI AR , 6 6 7 40 301 A S A 2
MIAT B ( Bacillus cereus ) , i B ZEH0FT 5 ( Bacillus simplex ) F1ZE AT 5 ( Bacillus sp) , )& T PGPR, EA & i
R RNEA DAL G Pk 2R R TR, ANEA AMF 50 HI AL AE I, #5250 PGPR B ZSCR 2 B
BE

5 AMF 2880, PGPR 7 A s L = AR 2 A4 K A900, Bl an , 428 Pseudomonas trivialis 23552 H XL
ME#E 4 ( Bromus diandrus ) MR EY) i AR TR ARAFURARISECE 18D | T PR UERE BT /N2 ( Triticum durum)
BYIEF A2 PRI BRI £ B 1R A M 40 B ( Pseudomonas putida ) RV FT#i ( Enterobacter cloacae ) % # AR
FRAKAYS AW X 0] BE S ARG 0GB T AE YRR PRy A= R e 2 ek
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Fr'T AMF HUE TR F PGPR Ab, Hoe AR PR AR My n o b A TRAR L 3 S5 AR AR R AL R A — i B 52

AET AMFE S AR S A K HAEAE T 5% LT Bl A A A2 b (BB 2 A4 KT IR ARPR AR AL
BB LA S B TV HRGHE 1L DX ARk 4 IR RL RN e i 7 AR LA AR AR R £ B IR R YT AR R XK 4 3R
I3 WS TET AR, 3 s 22 R A T, B AR F 0 AL RN S SR R, AR AR R AR KR RS AR
K, 3 E Y P e, DA 1 Ak - dg o A3 N R 2 (2 2501 TR ( Rhizopogen luteous) {0 5. th %)
( Pisolithus tinctorius ) FIIEWEEFF 1 ( Boletus edulis) 3 FhAME AR EF G , BBAN ( Pinus thunbergii) 21 F 2 &
SR R B AN TR R BE R34, AR 5 = AR Z 18] e f AR B/ MR R, luteous (B. | P. tinctorius X Ff, R
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Tuteous A 3K T HE R W ) 23 ) 3 el 1 o HHI, P. tinctorius 1 Burkholderia glathei SPVECAT Y AT Y
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sylvatica ) FERRA: Pk F 2040 T AR QB A ANARIE B, F7 902 0.2—0.8 mm SR

R 7 AME R ECE AL, 31 22 SO IR 2 — 28 A8 5 2 MR IR ARA ST i A ) A T AR R T, B 3
TEFERRPNFEA (Alnus glutinosa) 2 AR ZR 73 AL, B4 5 E WA RBERD, WHA BRI, Kawaguchi 55
N FNERA6 AKBE TR ( Trichoderma viride ) 43 B K 1A A SRR it b 108 250 AR 2R i 390 2 AL 40 o 28 R0 40 ff A K
ZF ] AEJEAR R AEE RORAR B TE O A SZ AT A 52 , 17 ELE B BRI R SR Il AR R P 8 2 J R ok 2, 13
WIAR BRIRA: W 53 WA 1) A= P il P 68 X0 AR 3R A B AR o — i I TR AR
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Fig.1 The mechanisms of three rhizospheric microorganisms’ regulation on plant Root system architecture

AMF . MY R EE Arbuscular Mycorrhizal Fungi;PGPR . Y PREA 7 Plant Growth Promoting Rhinoacteria
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JEY EAR 7 5 SR R AR T A AR 2R 2 AR AR B0 AEAR SEAR A E AR R ATR R 53 4b,
AARFEY) S FA Y AR R WA

BRE Wi Z 0] A9 22 S0 DUVRR S 5 i AL AR 28 R TR e 8 A PN TR 1, AR 30 0 7 - S B3 2% D7 T
B O A VE I, DR, $45 DR - A o S M AR 1 42 A SR S AR R A 7 L1108 e SRR AR 1Y
TE G ZALFE DA BRI B - (1) v £ A A A 2 SRR A 5 (2) e B 40 A 4 A S o o 43 2
FEAE MR JFURE 5 (3) MR JSUE A0 B 2 K S E AR IR AL )2 5 (4) MR XA A LAY TG AL S AR . e e
90 44X, Taylor Fl Scheuring" " i & I AR 5 19 RSI- 1 HE PRI 7E MIAR S 56 % A 1) B sl bl it 2, — R 200
HREMIRIZE 4R AT RSI-1 0] DI AR A A= s A B 70 FAmiC s 73 AMERL R IT AR R L & B LRP1 & A 7E
TR FIAS 2 AR P D 2 2 1 SRS 3l T 8 AR 58 Hh F2 AR 22 i G BT, B T S AR R A 1 43 Fhic ™ . R
B TR 1 ad B @ W R iC R A a] U TSR & A i SR B

MR SR AR R R S — BN R, 7F Kawaguchi AU FIM T viride 5355 4 (1 AR R M ity
ALk BHRAR AR AR RIS R e B AR A i 2R 20 M o 52 0 o T AR AR e e D 0 S IR O S
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(cyclin—dependent kinases, CDK) 1435 K 335 57 BH- 5 50 73 A= U 1 RAIR . ZEBUBUrP 280 = Fh AMF FE 77
( Glomus etunicatum ,G. mosseae 1 G. versiforme) #0.ZEHINN T H Z2 36 J1 DL SAR R BT ARG M, — ZLMIAREL
HR BT AL ARARBURIAR B AR L X HR 5 422, P G, mosseae FORR5ef 1) AR A KA BE TR 22 4 7R 14 52
i [RIAE AN T 220, Uga S8 N7 ZE KRS 1 &L DROT J24% I RAR FE A — A F2 B AU PR A a5 17 HL T 4 A
T DROV 3B RARA A A, WA R AR R GERTE L, B2 = KA 7 £
32 WEREE

YR R L B AR B R IR IA K A8 R e AR 2 45 4 i IR 4% = ZE R A LA
T (1) Z 5 FRER; (2) S 5MRAIE RS K BRSNS 5N R 20 A AR A BERR T
GEM S (3) TR ERI A A PR AR I L B b A, I AR R 2R K R Bk iR B . Horp | Bl 80 A ) A
KZ MR & AEME T WEZFES BMAMNEAE K R AE R OUAR 80 E 40 2 4 3R 0032 S s 2l
FRAEE O i A S AR K 3 A SRR (1 % A A6 8 DA SR 28 HE R B B AMIF 2342 il
WARA KRN, I HAE K Z 552 R R AR IE T 67 1 B R AMF 350725 5 K AR 5 44
ARESE T HAN T IBA FrSEY BAE TR Pt R B T RIS — 48 PGPR P LABEAR TAA BAE
PR A R 2 B I AR SRR T I — A A L BE AT B IR R R e . IR 7E Jiang 55 A (5% o
R, VAR Ry A 2 dU S S e ik - 33 b ™ AR TAA B2 B A ARG I - 38 v UE SRR TAA S T (S 400 e I
TR A RAR R RS, T HAR R KL, 5 —J7 1, P. trivialis 233838 77 A2 S B TAA RN Z2 REAR 2
A T ELIE RS S R SE A1 o A F KO b AR 2B B B — i A K R AR 112 SLR1/TAAL4,
slrl ZEAFURSSBIAL TAAL4 T ASBETE AR . KRP1 I KRP2 J2: 2 % 41 Jfd J%) 391 2 1 9% % ( CDK) A9 3£ A
Himanen %8 A\ RFE K B, KRP1 F KRP2 (#3351 LA A0 i JE N G1 381 S 3% 15 s KRP2 (1) 2% 15 W
WU MR AECH 5 K NAA TUHDE] KRP1 R KRP2 (3835, BT DL | A 4 205 Je 42 2 e 43 284 Jo ok 52
WA & LAX (like AUX1) 2t 54 K 3R ML AP ] L N 6% i) A B 1, T34 R 81K 1ax3 AR % H
Wb SRR KR R N AN B B e E AR R

AN A R ) — BRI MR K B AR . BT R 2 A B R h U AE K R A
FH A 5y 24 R REAE MGV Z A MR & 7717 HGE R 200 53 24 32 B BRI 400 R I 28 48 1R 1 AR
ORI ISR A A 43 24 3 R AR B A AR K R R R A SR R
BRI SR NEET IERR N SRR e DA Bk R R SR O T B A 4 i A
1115 I 20 3 284 22 AR 38 T I 1 RT3 AR 4= | i A 4K 38 R 36 28 P R X AR 2% A S 5 e AR 7). AMIF 42
PR RIE R MR I A (R B P RE S S & I AE S W BT, KR GRATIR S B0 | — (b B R
AALRAED N —E R FEER RN LT P04 ACC B B 1A PR A0 i 2538 1 Jd 2> 20 B & AR R AR
FAKRPAEAR R AT g Ah, PGPR b v 3 i 7= A A 4K 32 ul 40 i 3 24 2200 T 5 AR R b BRI 3k 25
AEN S
3.3 W

IR, RIS AMF , 78 2 MR8 B 5 PGPR 415 1T LA 250 35 A8 4 5% 3% 4 R Wi 07 ) DA T B30 25 A 0 AR 3R 4
B BIAN B. glathei S RAR AR 2R 2036 32 B 0 IR ) KA K B R bR B FR R B S B 7 5 36, 5 0 R
Ab FRORH B ECRA P 2 A A SRR AR 1) PN A= TR L TR TR S TR AR L AL T N P ) WSO I8 5 1 o g i 1
IR RA Y=

AMF 5 R4 88 0 & ML FEAR F00 13880 BB FR TR R P milie, ££ 2 7 -+ 38R BRI AE ) A=
KA P RCSZ I G, AMF A RESS A iy P it Y (HR AR - e p 8 PR B, AR B AR XA A
14 BTRR 23 R AT, T LA AR M 2 30 AME B0 AR R0 700 300 B 2 (IR A 1 2 R I AVl A1 AR 174 T
B, EHIERIBAR AR AR E— 5 KB, R AMF TR P B IR R 5 8 (AR ZEAma . Pht1 ;6 (DA
BRI T ) RIBACE AR Y 26—135 £ $iim 722 rh B i E M e sk AR 2R K TERG b /D B RN Y
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25l E R INZIE R 238 (BRI ZEAma ;. Phil 3 (BEDLERA S ) R

FELRR 25 A M AR B B AT A+, PGPR B A Phyllobacterium sp 23 PR35 5 A1 IEAE PR AR 25 7 X #0L pE I
MARAE R AR E R R R s A S TR AR A TE B AE K FEMRE FR A& T, AMF {23E T i A
HRZ XS TEHLA P, BT R BAT Sk B AR ™ . Boukeim 2517 R I AMF 78 ZUA H 5% = (14 HH 7] 445
Jal s A2 T2 L R AR R AR |, /D B A AR 9B T A 28R FH 3R A 25 S 35 s/ AR S, R hn =
PR, TPEET RHEFDCERT SMEER BRI YR F. sylvatica BRF X R BRI, M A
FAERKY ) ANA BB FEE IR 8 IR bR R AR AR S [ T i A AR FR R R OE £ 3%
AU AR AME FEIZIREE 25 1F T AR 22 0 Y (1 5 i T B dzs /N7 R IR ORI
34 BRERWE

R FR AR B WA Y TE G S KA G, KA G T B A ARSI s A A 1 Wy o i
M AHAR Y524 R R B R AR ARG H Y 850 5 R AR R BB K Ak A ) 7 A7 7R 3 5 4 K
R, MFESAERUE VIR AEAE S, Hh b 35050 0 B 28K I 8 s o [ R ) 0 TG Ll 3R 8 v 4610 o = TR AR Bl 22 ) A7
FE 2 (R AR ) BEAR AL AN R 6 A% 10010 DRIk AR PR i 2 4 T 3 e R R e 2R 7 TR 11 3 R MUAR AR R
R AME 23 W 2538 AR ST AN 1 I 7 4 2 MR R B it (FL s/ AR A A R R R e =t
B HEREIN TR R R T B R R R AN [ R R e 2 A AR A A A AR R 14 A R 2R [ e
B R PRGN T AEARAR R SR RIS, O — L R E R 2 Y
R4 2 HOG AR TS BR, 33 45 K 5 9 Bk K Ak ) 11z i 22 b 38, 4 0 20 AR i T 1 DL 4E 7 AMF 19 4=
FEUR L RO R AMF B, — S 2030 2R A I RoBE S 0, FLRR K Ak & 9 3 124 I B AR Ak, NI AR R AR K A5
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