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EIR AU SDBIENEYERMRER

JE tE, E W

2R ARl A AN T o1 et R SR A, B RO - AU A 5 B SRS R TR, B RHRR

EVIR, ] ARIRYI518055

HE: DR R PTLRMA N AR RAAY LR AL LA YRS,
M ERIRR . HAWARIRM T YT AR EDARGUER. EH. 2 Fh k.

oA B I R A K
2R, B AR AR A

R = Y 9Tt KA D e BB Z AN AR, . R IARIRK A RS Mo AT AR AR PR A M A AR LS 7 692
fie, ALY 5 A YA EAR R G FAT 570 KA. AR T ARIAL S AR 2 A M ) B4 AR A
127 @ 0 RATAR LA, 3T o R A 5 LS B AR R ARl M, VAR AR A A Y

B, Wt d BLEALM A KA MR 69 K R AT BAT T R AT

KRR AR 7 M5 R AARBT My, AW AR AR - A EAE

TR BRI 5 A7 TR, 497 A I il
K THLERFT VB8 -, IS S5
IR AEM R Z 7 BAEBIEHEY) . A NENY)
(AnERH . 2 )] A R R A AR AR R AR
R AL AR P a5 R 2 2R I AR 1 AR
XN A AT, T A AR S BRH 43 W ) AR A
2 4t ZORR 5 FE AR -5 At AR Pk 3 A5 - )
LAY, FE RS AR AR BoAE VA 8
Rt 557 HEYsE e R E R A2
20%H T & AR H A HL4E & PI(Nguyen 2003), £
FEA) A AU =) (primary metabolite) Fl A=A 7~
YJ(secondary metabolite)§ K35, HIAER B~
(npE. ZER. BIRAGHIERS) AERAL
PRI 5 95 AR A K BB 2 A O 00 75 1 Bl . LUK,
MR P2 eI 1 RS 5 01, R R R
AR A AR G5 AL R AR B IR AR ) 5 T RE,
DA 4 SR AR ) 5 358 0 G Ath 28 P S A I A X AR
Ao RAARH =2 FE ) 3E B I 5728 A AN W a4k
& A ED, EARREY) SRS R A
AE T A S 1) 6 A 2H AR o DR, DR I R B FR
Fr A P (specialized metabolite). BIAV AR
W= A HLA) ZE R LGB A e — e R B RS AR R
AR SEH, (AAEY S LR A Y BT L
Stk B AT F kAR 2 N 2 (Huang 55
2019).
SN FEYR RS 1T Y AR
URAEAR 1) E A F5:

() B HE 2K (flavonoid) &4 . SRR
0 43 WA 1) 15 Bl 28 Ak A ) Rl 15 T AR R TR A R R
(nod factor) A=) & UM R IE R I 3R Ak . & BRI 43
WA 23598 TR 1~ 5 Bh RS I8 BT B )RR T AR IR
A ZR, DT AR P AR 3 SR A5 0 0 A B
AR [E & 8 /7(HassanfllMathesius 2012; Liufll
Murray 2016).

(2)k 5 (terpenoid) b & ¥ (Huang f1Osbourn
2019). ZREARY N2 AA R AR U <6 PN IR (stri-
golactone), H 7] 55 M AL #4E 3L 7 (arbuscular my-
corrhizal fungus, AMF)#E 2204, e ##FAMF 5
TR R L AR OC &, AT 5 B A ) WS 5%
(ClaassensflIHills 2018); #E57 (4vena sativa)fR KT
MG ) = A W3 F 2 (avenacin A1) H $iL
HEEVE, JTGHXT 5 /N2 (Triticum aestivum)/7He
4l (“Take-All) F) /N2 4 Ui T Gaeumanno-
myces graminis var. tritici’F K75 1R 5% i) H0 8
(Begley%%1986; Carter£$1999).

(3) Pyt (alkaloid). 4E{& % (camalexin) Fl i
AH %) B8 (glucosinolate) &+ AERHE M) & U
T 18 2= (phytoalexin), X 2= R 1 5 Plasmodio-
phora brassicae55 5 )5 A B I PTH 16 14 (Lemarié

Wfs  2020-04-16  fEE  2020-10-07
BE )RR @ m A T TR E AR =
(2019KSYS006) 1 [ X [ SRRl 32 5 4 R AL 2 5 4 T H
(31801268).
*JEINE# (huangac@sustech.edu.cn).
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££2015; van Dam%52009; StotzZ£2011), £ K(Zea
mays) MR Z & 5 28 FEREIE 2 i 2 (benzoxazinoid)
A&V e BIAE Y HRAR S5 H 4R e R B T 1 AR G
(Niemeyer 2009; NiculaesZ52018).

AR R 9T 32 OGRS A
VIR EE 5 T A B LA AR BAE G R
(Massalha%52017), i b sp@ &0 . A91E 5
ORGSO AR PR kR, R
Z I FC T 0 4R TR AE R AU = = B AR
Z 5K 2 18] /) HAE L (KoprivovaZs2019;
Stringlis?$2018; Voges%5$2019; Huang%52019; Chen
45£2019; Hu%52018). X LEAfF 77 5E 3L 90 F0 4 T b
W T YR R KA =N S H Y S )
AW EAE 7T I Th e, ORI G A T T
AR AL S VBRI - A BAR, g Aol
AR SRR AL T BB AR .

1 B E =R

AR IR R RO MR 2 Y
&, TEFEPIAR FR(root rhizosphere) MR P4 (root endo-

ﬂ.=,‘ /

sphere) (1 A4E P 80 & 73 5 9 1x10°~1x 10 AT T x
10°~1x10*/>-g" (BulgarelliZ5$2013). HE¥IfE 7518 5
AKAR RFRE FH G T A8 4 5 AR B AR P B A 4
B R TA) ) B A~ 1T o R D AR S Tl A P B R T 4
R ERGRR A () B3R IA A= #E, Bp
PR (inoculum); (2)FE A7) 1L PR Y, 25 PR Y e s
TEPIAR R G R A AR, (3) HoAREA
BiN &, G, R L IEPHAS . I8 Bl
VR REA A o B OO BUW B, AR R
HRBR AR P A B AR R B ik 7
(LundbergZ:2012; Bulgarelli%$2012). 7EfA= 44
e B IR IR BT, BTN ORI - I
HEAE IR bR R R 2 B B E A, IR
VIE R PR BR 2B 19 5, i AR5 2
XF R B & AR Ik AR ) AT i — P 1k #E (Wang 5%
2020), WIERICEE M FTLE ) 458 vh 98 33 B R 56
AR A KD TR R, MK ]
Re 252 BIARIFZ £ AT

I A v B A A A K AR T AR
FELL T4 J7 THI (B D) o

BRAEMFRAEDRBU S & A EHEM R RS
T AR B AR 0 o 2 T 0 0 £ £ P

Fig.1 Modulation of microbiota via plant root metabolites
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1.1 FEEMRINEKFIENER TR

I A T Ll AR A RN N IS
Yo RS TR AR I AR A E TR R, B4
R BE PR BRL BIANERSE, AiAUT NEE:

(WAEDE R L fAE R EREEE, G
g 2 S (1 R SR s A T BRI F )
AR HTHEY B SEA BRG], HAENMR
A EA IR IR 73>k B T34 11 %A F FH (Santi %
2013). SRHEY) AT 3 AR AR B ] (Mus %
2016), Ho Atk ml i i A A A e AR I T U (A
Klebsiella pneumoniae 3421 Azoarcus sp. BH72)i3t
AW % (Urquiaga®$2012; Hurek%£2002; Ini-
guezZ52004) s HAih A AH < 1Y T oK 3R A5 U
(Zhang#52019). By 7 4G AP &, 38 i
LB R T I T 22 IR R BRIk
1 (Behie$2012).

Q)R P . - 3384 1 AN B B 0] AP R N
YRGB A E SR oo R (i) . HIERE
KB Re 8 & A 73 WA HLER, H5 B fif 1] 44
TR YT, Wt Hm K 4 [Cas(PO,),(OH)], J&
HATE YT Ny Y 5 & 7, B TS YR R
A (Rodriguez4%2006); 1 34 A= 5 14 4 AMF
RETH B #4128 1X H8°5 F7 1 4 (Rausch%52001; Javot&s
2007).

Q)& s HAR . M NGIEDEIR] & A
BLER, V5 A - 338 Fp ANV P () +3 0 Bk R B ik 25 7,
HAR T LAtk — 25 & BRI o3 WA R AR I8 AR B B S
T, B HBEEAMB . V2 YR g0
AR BE R R Bk AR, 34 R TR ) o TR
YRk, DT AT R 8 B T 23 S 1 2k A8 A 1T 3R
155 £ 1%k 06 2 (Ahemad Al Kibret 2014).

1.2 EREYHE

TIRFAY T LA R 2 MR, AR
£ & (auxin) (SpaepenZ52007; Hermosa%$2012). 4|
e 5r 24 25 (cytokinin) (NietoflFrankenberger 1989;
de SalamoneZ52001). 75%F % (gibberellin) (Tien%s
1979; Joo%52005) 1 il 7% iR (abscisic acid) (Williams
AiDe Mallorca 1982)%, JHfl % Al A B .2 15
Vi A . BRI BRI AR KR 4
MUERBONIE2E, (B LI A YR

Z S5 A KRR BRI AT 2 .
1.3 HIFIBRE RIS K

At B AT IE S G 4 K R UL AR 5
B TR [R), TR A 158 5 BRT (L S B B B AR K
(Elad#1Chet 1987), 8i# il & A2 4l BE
et i T A 75 1 SURUBR S5 40 o L B4 s iR 7 A
K (Weller 2007; FiirnkranzZ52012; Berg 2009; Bene-
duzi%2012; Olanrewaju®$2017).

1.4 ESZ%H1 (induced systemic resistance, ISR)

b SR AR W B G 4 L 3 ) R LT G A TR )
I FAE IR 2 RS TR NG 5 4 3 AR
SEAAAH B, TR0 REL A7 FRY 1975 0D () SR R TR ) AN 4R 92 (T
IKHIR)(E 5 18 %, A A7) 7E Hh Z2 A0t R 35 H T
Wik, BIATIE ) R S Pt (Zamioudis Al Pieterse
2012; De VleesschauwerFl1Hofte 2009).

R L RTIR, MR A K AR KRR B Lk
FTHEYIGE S 780 M s 120 2% 3 i F S5 A
HREN RS . LI EUR RIS 2 B YR e
2H A% 70 R A A8 B AR B R ) B R AR,
T A SR 3 WA Ak & W 2 RE A ) e AR S B RR T A
VTR A ) E 2T 2

2 EYRALEY

TR A R IR AE AR = P G RN 23 b 5
Bt Ak () A K A 55 5% U AH 9% (Canarini$$2019) . HY)
MR G BOF 23 WA AL G W) — B A T Re 2 1 4
R0 A ek A 0 R R T B T, H B R L
WEMZ 5, UL I 883 i i A 1 o A ) B AR
A S AR B . I BRI 0 3R B R AR EB 1k
G DA RGNS AR AR W B A 7 T S R AR B
{£ Fl(Zhalnina%:2018; Lebeis%$2015; Sassess
2018)0 Forp, URAEARHH =P B35 2K A bi 2K (pheny -
propanoid) (Stringlis%$2018; Voges%:2019). M5
(Huang?4$2019; ChenZ2019) ML 2510 &4
(Koprivova®§:2019), X 1 AR A 4 20 1) 45 1) /1
DiRes B AR R . BEE BRI 2 1)
FR IR AE A P2 W A B, AR S AL & W iR 4%
MR TR P o B AR B D 20 TEAE R B 1 T

KN FEFRAL B YA TR (coumarin) Z Y &
B AR (R AR, A B TR B 1 IR i A8 AR L
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I BATE 9 R A W 2K Be % R UL R T (Arabidopsis
thaliana)fEFBTAEY) B RE I H %, FEBRERSRAT T,
T A R B I AU R T R AR AR AR SR A M 4 S
584 R A B 3% 2 5 (Stringlis?$2018; Voges
%2019), I HARSME LR B REDRTEYD
scopoletin {7 £ 11 411 1) U FL & (H A5 Wi g 1 Al
AR K I 35 AR T 2R K (StringlisZ52018) . i Fh
N LA s 2E W0 B B (synthetic community ) SZ256 A&
W, 5E AR L, A — W2 5 R AT P sideretin
Fv i) (PR P M0 B (Pseudomonas sp )TE R 2 R
(1400 B T A A4 v v B2 4R (Voges%2019), i —
WHIESE T HEY)E B 5w M AT e 15 4%
P A 42 R AR S TRl A P O ZE AN 25 4

i A W) 2 B B K (=80 00071 X AE AR
W =4 (Christianson 2017), ¥ £ i XL & W& M
W5 R HAth A= ¥ B AE B4 5 (Huang #1Osbourn
2019). T 3H R LA T AR 8- Bl 53 WA 1) 45 ) 0
) =1k (triterpene) (HuangZ$2019) A1 — £ 21 (ses-
terterpene) (Chen®:2019)1k &4 2 W& M ER L E D
PRI E B R . XKLL iR S W ARG R
RAFPRMNE Z BT 25 25 I T2 ) B B, 7 TR R A RN
ZREME DTS B A YA B E R RAh
RS 27, W IR B UL T AR = s A S
R 16 PR BE 0 73 A8 T AT 11 [ 140 B (Proteobacte-
ria) 1 0 ) K8 49 i £k B (A ctinobacteria) {42 &
(Huang%$2019). Ff HA #7540 b 5e 8 18 B A QU
TR & B2 WA 1) =i A &4, B i 8 A0 =i
A R IR R = s IR DT IR IR S . X ik —
i A4 B A A H00 T T ARG 20 ik 1) 32 R AR A A,
e H AR ER A e e AR W B 245 5 40 1,
PRI E AR T 2 B0 T AR R 4 T
AR (Huang®52019). A BRI Z, Jnbd& X el
S ks 24 B 40 ) 5 IR 0 4 A 25 DT 2 v Bl e A7 A
I HAER B4 57 RIA, BN X e ib 59 1) & BonT
RESZ 2 TR SR B AN B, (AR XS EY)
I P B R B BAR DI ReAT A R AT

AR & P 2 EE Y BE , 1E
L )RS0 ke A 4 T A ) 283 7 TH AR — 3 52
T KRS B B 2R T R I s i S5 Ak AN Bt
FHIIRE, IE RN SRR E R, HAY

B P % R K R A AR PR AR S A ) 2 AN [R) T B
AR, RARRARH R S AR B 5 1 B4 B (Xan-
thomonadaceae){H H /5 W& H I & £ 41 B (Methylo-
philaceae) (CottonZ52019). X LY A 7 W
I I B 12 P S A G 4 2 A 338 v A7 B A K B ]
T A L S5 i A M 2E S ), T RS e T — AR
W BT 202 1 T A ) R A 5 A R A 1) A K (Hu 5%
2018). ULAN, I T A INADL B I+ AR TR 2= (ca-
malexin) [ 2EY) & O AR U E S A 2 A H
Z/EH (Koprivovads2019). fHRZE BA PLEF IS
P, HAEY) G R AR RS R % 41 2 RE S (R TR
Y. P )RR S ORI A o B L5 55
S R EoR, R DHERRPFMT, A i
HEAE AR DGR A, UG IR 25 7R ik
MR ok A W 4H. DL KA Y 97 A AN A K 55 22 7 T B A
# ZE ] (Koprivova®$2019). DL EWF L& WI7E
T2 A H LA A A A, FFAE R A YR
B, XM S e 7 IX i AP0l e S
MIAS A 2R A K B FAPLIEE ) 22 AN AS [R] B ] FH 22
B ) A A

B BL_E 21258 () =R R AR AR = P AL,
YIRRERIE A W T R EIIE 4 1 AR K I E 2,
KR FE ) 22 BOE ERE AN [F] A2 A B 9
Z MR R AR, R AR 24 A e R
R EE S W= . JE AT (Lycopersicon
esculentum) " K I IEIEHE 2 (acyl sugar)fb &4
T ER KT (glycosylated azelaic acid) B[ A2 i i
Ja BB B AR P (REAR) BT AL & 4, BN AR 283
AP B T A — 2 EH, (2 B ARThREATI 2R
FHI(Korenblum52020)., Hi A WL, & BLAI AT
AR B G B A A 0 2 e R R R 50 Al A
VZH 2H 2 Ak AL S L D RE R G D B

3 BT AREMFIRAMEMEREE

BT, 3 e A KAl i R
B B, TR A AR AR AU ) AT Lk
FVEM s AN RIEBE AR, DI I
TR EACE 4 A LB & g R A T
TR HSOE A A AR A I S R, A
T ST B R AW 2 T BUR R VAR AR e )
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FER PRS0 0IAR 2R DA o R R AT 78 1) D50 S A
VIARIR & T 2 A 2 i, AT BAD AR AR
A, & n] AR R ECR B 2 5, 2
RERERN R R AT I Z 38 . R A A 245
T W) TR TR )V AR T 1 B8 A DG 25 IR (Sheth %%
2016), AL EBHR WHr A H & BAEY F T 5E
JSORE AR BB AU ™ 4, BT AN s A P DL 4%
AU =MD AE AR B0 AR R B N2 e, FH DA AE )
WA R BRI TEA:

(OFIHH & A AR R ARG ME  45 e
FRIA YD B A S I REAT ANIE N . FEAAR
TR R AU F= W18 A 2 G S  HAE ) &
TR, HME DO 32 By B8 4l A 5 22 6 iR 1S
A ENAE Y T SLBR N o AR YAR BRI PR
A AR P2 S AR A R DR ) R, R R R AR
V& BOX S AU =R it T AT RE o 3 U
Fikta E, WMEEEE. KB B (Escherichia coli)Hl
M B 1) AR A B0, 345 45 R A AR
FEVN AW A BEAT R = AR 28I B AR AL R (Cravens
262019; Liu%2017; Reed452018); 7E1HLILAY F, ¥
S8 B A VAR BRI 1 A ) A ) A i
P L PR 5 NI G TR AL B R AR R v, W] DA
AR PR S AR A D ) B AR IR AR AR S
Ak TR B R T o A B AR R AR RIS 77 2% A,
HE— 0 52 T+ TR TR AR A AR B IR A AR = M i
&2, DA SEIUR] & BUAE ) 22k R AR P I A AR R
AR Y, R RIBAEYI R A B H 8. (R
R AP o L T P L D ] &7 058 it i — o 2 (1) X e A
PR A VDB RS, A T ReAE — e R Bk
b R W T R R, A B A S A KRR
A s AV B RE, (e (g R A K, s
(18- RPER

Q) R FE IR . o TP AR A R A A
P B HRA B0 B B E Y, LR AR R A K
(10 L T [ e 27 K (Begley251986), 1] DL A plix
6 A, & W ) HEL Y0 LE B0 B AR AR I g e i B AR
Ko $EPIRANEEY) G RO B I DR T
TR s H Al AR A, A 5 B 8 11 A 5 W)
VTR IR g M AR AR 7 e B AR B R
IR R @B AN RE AT, T H

RGN TR G0 LR S AR R S R IA 1 R
27, PR E B AL AL 5 B D R 5 B ot
AR I LA S R (R A A VD IO 2R R 41, A
TSR )t REA LE AR P B 3R 2 R 0 Aol A 0 T
ML o T3 124 T B A 4 ik DR R A B30 T
FAAE BUE FR BRI 3 oM, (T ASRAS B
T BT 52 8 FR TR RIESE IR Hok, Wl e
UEARYS =) HE ) G O A R DR, R DAAE 77 AR
PERAACE P ) ol Rk IR R EAEY &
JR I, B # I CRISPR/Casig b 5 RNATJTEL 6t
U2 AR A R A B, SR v 7 AR A A A AN
PRI, TR AR BE 3R IR Y R,
i H G A HAE M. FEEENRE, M
S B e PRI R 255 8 51 N B ok 6 R X AL A B
LR AR AN TS5 5 T RS

4 FBESRE

R I 255 78 RO R 0 R 42 R 2 0 e R P R A
R YME 5 07 LAY & OB 3L, A
W& A 7RG RS S A& Y IF R A A
PIMRER & ARt 1 T REME . H AR R R R T
TR B, e R K, SR THE Y T S5
MR B ST WA 2R e A 00 A 4 T HR
TySMEEIET . 26K 2 HAR R R AACH ™ I i)
SERAW A AR AL S 2R AR, FLAEAR
RAAN ) BAR A L FAB AL B o i 34 5545
T AT AE, M0 HACE YR R A (R R )
D REAN AL th i R AT o AR R AR B 1)
RS T B R A R D e R 42 2 s
RN IR R AR E R AT . N T E
AR 0] REE AT TEUE M H D RE R — A
HE T H(Liug2019). HYRE KA1
OB SHL Sk~ SRR ol A 40 T R ) R 4% R D E )
HITRE 2 8 SE TR FR AR BT Gl = 420 T A 1) S

H TR AR B AR AR 1 BRI, HL
— AL B AR E R T AR, B2
SR R BRI A o e R ABORE AN o 7 7 2 o i
BRI ks o ik U AR AR AR &5 & R A
Poi it B B SO . B v R A N R AR AN AT B
BEAR AL LUK AL S P IS TN PR, 3 ] B A5 A AR
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TS A [7) 24 fif 28 20 s 0 o ) O AR AU 2 ) A B
5Z(Fessenden 2016), 9 A] &5 il sl 18 K11 R
1% (Boughton&5:2016), 7 IR [8] F17% [A] L figgtfr A~ [R]
RAEAR =R Thee. oAk, T REY G R AEY
DA AR 458 oA A K N [m) - R 45
R B IR A A =9 1) 1 FE (WrightfINemhauser
2019; Rai%§2019), {23 TG AN 5 T7 15 5E [H)
FRYAEYDAR S A= ) 2H 2 T S
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Recent progress on modulation of microbiota by plant root metabolites
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Abstract: Microbiota assembled by plant roots is an important system for plants to maintain the homeostasis of
root associated biota, respond to environmental stresses, uptake nutrients and facilitate healthy growth. Root
metabolites modulate the composition, structure, distribution and function of root microbiota. Discovering root
secondary metabolites and elucidating their roles in modulating microbiota is the key to decoding chemical sig-
nals involved in plant-microbe interactions. Here, we review recent progress on the roles of plant root metabo-
lites in microbiota assembly and regulation. In addition, the plausibility of manipulating root microbiota for im-
proved growth and other traits of plants using synthetic biology-based synthesis and regulation of root
secondary metabolites is discussed.
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