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Abstract: Biostimulants play a pivotal role in the process of plant response to stresses, participating in
plant adaptation and resistance to stresses through mechanisms such as regulating plant metabolism,
protein synthesis, and altering soil environments. This paper delves into the research on several common
types of biostimulants, including humic acids, chitin and chitosan derivatives, amino acid polypeptides,
seaweed extracts, and microbial inoculants, in relation to plant stress responses. It summarizes the rele-
vant research progress of biostimulants in response to plant stresses, further revealing their potential in
plant stress responses. Additionally, this paper provides novel insights and methodologies for addressing
issues such as environmental changes and food safety.
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A R R X A B TE 19764 B B IRAR
TE J SR AT T R I A A 27 it A0 — Rl 14 e
=, AFETAEGRICE. 08— R RR ™ i,
LT e R 108 TR 0 b S AR AR, S
YOI E IR B To 5%, HrfE— H 2 o H ) s
PIRR PR — A B AMRFAE, Blan: (DIEREY TR 7>
A FH A (2) 3 S 0T BB AT 5245 (3) 4 v Jo
EVEAR; (4) 38 v R B Ay IR 97 20 10 W] AT
[, FE G AR 8 57 05 T B A AR AR L AT
SEAEIXTRT 77 50 BRSO, B v HERER T 2,
WA TR, SR A KRB, SRS Y 4
VAN AE E 0 (1) . AR AT R o) a8
AN RIRE IR, IR HER IR

THLER(BFEEBERRIR). Ao Fm R, TR
T, PUABR. BERZIK. H P RTEKRE
Vst TR IR R R PR R . E AR R AN 2 ik B Ak
AW FE A E RN 2 HBCREST .

1 JB3EER

B B PR A TR LR K B Ry 22—, N LR
DTHEY), BAERIML AN . AR
BT RS oy W SR TR I, R TR SR B I
KT EIFRFLE Y. #IESE(Du Jardin 2015),
B BELR PT LA e 0 8 SR I RICRE 0 s A
PrBrR IR . BRI (AR
G SRR DTN R PR B B AR T TSR AE K

B &YX B BN

Fig. 1 Plant response to stresses
A RAMRSE; B AR E . AF Garcia-Garcia%(2020) %4 41 o
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FAE 7 o Bt 502 B FE3 03 40 o3 v 8¢ i /N 22 (Triticum
aestivum)~ 75 Hifi(Solanum lycopersicum) & % Z=(Zea
mays). T (Oryza sativa). L5+ (Arabidopsis thali-
ana)SEVEPIR 28 22, B AR YD B 77 5 R i ot
(ElenaZ$2009).

AT 5] S AL H i P i B R T I K R AR
Pt A AL I Tl BE RN 38 0 14 48 B B 5 (reactive oxy-
gen species, ROS)i& & (Garciad5:2012), X SLfifga]
TH BRI T RS T A A R E A
TR S S A TG R A A K IR FE SR,
B A TH PR B8 70 (8 I~ 55£2022); BR A2 R 5%
(2023) 5 305 58 2 2% fit 3k ol 18 %6} 555 SN (Momordica
charantia) ¥ itk HHIAAL 22, R, #h B
TOAE T B Hb T Ao B PR AR L e A
JIRIEG I R A S 1, $R e R 2 E A
ZRR A (2023) 7 #h B T #MJE it F 100~700 mg-kg !
TR 1 B B R ¥ e A i M 4% (Haloxylon ammoden-
dron) MW KA Zh e AR ARG, BN E R B &,
SRR P B R AR R A 1, 700 mg-kg 3L
St HAKERAE(2023) 3K B J FE R Re 22 A 2 b
NXF3E R (Malus pumila) 3215 M R TE & 2 BOFTHR
FUE 1AM E L, 3mSR a r i IR
Z5(2016) A2 B Xt V4 & 7 (Cucurbita pepo) it N Ji& 5d
8 T el /> 5 T T T AR R S VR e e o) A
FH, B8 58 U5 & 7 R -1 1 E514; &R (Cucumis melo)
FEARGHR P18 AR it J55 5 TR T 42 v 40 AR R 7,
3 3 AR 0 J5R 3% 4 A TR 8% (malondialdehyde,
MDA) & &, #2182 40P B4k i (superoxide dis-
mutase, SOD). it % {b P i (peroxidase, POD){i P,
S it I E DGR P (M B BEEE2023); 7215
WG T, X B ZZ B (Lolium perenne)]iti F Ji 5
PR+ AN 5 A 2 VA ML IE AT IO R S e R
SODHIPOD, i [k 8 22 5y rhd 2 136 1k B H
B, WRHNA (Y R R EF2014); B OCHRS(2023) K
W, BHAEY R Rh i 2 T IB N A B SRR
()8 &, JUH R AR R M IR BT N A A g R
B REIR A A LA G R 1) AR A, IX 32 B RN J B
FR A R T ok Vs i R T R AL e AR E )
AN GRS, N 7R RETHHEITER

2 EEERY

T RS2 UV R g T T A B N R o, A
Ry E B 45 P I (algin) . 45 7% £ Iy (phlorotan-
nin). H #& ¥ (mannitol). & Hd(betaine). ANHIF]
Ji I & (unsaturated fatty acid, UFA), F1E A K
AR R R AR 2. Rk, SR
MR A h DL S B A o, T B4R U TR i R
VIR O R S EESR M) SRR 0T L B SR
B ENEYH EAREEERI DG, 2
O UE S B RS E AR K S SR vk
oS0 ) FRAL P B R R . VR SR B AT DA
FEARAE YD T, B8 s PusE N 52 e/, i 8y
BRACE A A= BT e, (R EEPIR RAK, 34
W R T i e AR AR IR R BT . W R )
AT R ARG, B i b e 0E P A 5 ] SR AR
FasE 1, BRI E TR0 R, 2w
Wi 5 (Du Jardin 2015).

185 FH ¥ S 2 UV i Y 25 G T S E R H R
(Saccharum officinarum) ] 4 KRB, 38 H A
2, PR o s s 3 55X A L,
R B3 &R (proline, Pro) &, i 7K 4
5 BRAK, A SODMIPODYE . AEKRELE . AHXT
TKEEFEN, bR R R (R S5
2021); £ PFPFEE(2021) it FH ¥ 3 32 B vT 42 v
Wil R 320 (Brassica campestris)[F M 48 35 &,
PEACH B B2k B, S hn s i, W3 4R
FSEOPURME, o TR R /N T3 kDalfifg s L)
8 B B TERRBCR R A T EIL R =T R,
XoF 3P Tl A it FH e 8 2 B ) T A e F O Al
LA SOD. POD. %k 4% i (catalase, CAT) &
PR IR 1 S AL W (ascorbate peroxidase, APX)fY]
TG, SRR 5B T S R AR B AN R 2, [R]
RESEREEFAEK, HREEFE. HHSOD
FCATHEVE, BN ml %1% 85 1 fPro Sy &, 4 i ik
FRor R, T R E (A 5E2019); T
S (2022) 75 =iy R X PEBR S S (Raphanus sati-
vus) SR it FH T 1R B L B e R B N i
AN, B2 0T iR AT ;- Chanthini%5(2023)
KON @ B InSOD . /AL RMVCE
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A B R, 46 &m0 S ria i tk; D’ Ama-
tof1Del Buono (2021)3 B ifg 2 ) B E 5 &
BZNT R E P, SR A X B R R/RIEK .
BEEE, MRS EMIEHE MRS EIINH,
/DRNa FI I, FEA% H,O0,AIMDA % H; Bradacova
L Q016) % A Fr ARG R I BRI N H T
KER, MR EEHRIEHNROSTER RS, a7 &
BRMPIFE. MFEM.

T Z R RIAE F C )2 %0, 2 b
AU AE Y A KA TR W B (R, HAE
PEmEPUETT I RIS BRI T, W 2 ME AL P AR
& 153 2% hn HH PAL PRI 14, DT 384 5 A8 40 1 75 3K g
77; I3 A A Y BREE , RCERAE R P E
U EE I (RachidiZE2021).  &h A F ECI5 1 7 2 Ja
Hh % BE e e 3k 2B iE T # i CAT. PODAISODH]
FUZ (ArroussiZF2016) . X 7 7t it FH 22 b 2 & 42 v
Z i B r POD AT APX 3% 4, 48 53 2% 70t 1) Pt 52
P (FaridZ$2019).

3 REMEZAK

HAIEMZ KR EATKEY, SHFEEMNA
FMRABR G YR, & B A A BE M  AE
YIRS R, EXHEY A 2 BARER, st
SRR E. A R AR PRAVE PLECOR VR
ARG R AR R ST A RO AR R E
PErEh R SR A DU (Kawade%2023); H AR
Hif i (glycine betaine, GB) A1 Jifj 2 & 7] LA fin 48
VIR BT (T 52 1, Wik EhE. TRAE
AR 3 (Du Jardin 2015).

SR XA A 2 W 38 H A AR AR AE L, B HE
BT, 5GEE LR b AT LI
Francesca s (2021) X} = 5 il 38 (1) 2% 7 A Ak 2 FH B
15 ZK S T LA v 7 08 1) 7 B I RO AR T
FIK AR B, Ttk B30 25 1 43 A4 o e %
TR S P Bk DR TS 1, 2 v 7 b TE B
J& 734 1 T Fe’ 1R BB 77 (CollaZ:2015); & B
(Lactuca sativa) M THNR K 5 1 K W) e A7 2400 T
LI, MRERAE FH & TR YA Bh e i g
AR E, WEMEYVREE S, it 115

ARG SR E 777K 1-(Colla%$2017); Jiménez-
Arias S (2022)10F W /£ T F Wil T, 255 8L (5 i
i JH2 ) il 25 v e i 1y () /- L, Ah B ) 2 5
1R P it 7% 2 (abscisic acid, ABA) & & % FTF, ABA
AR S YA T S B RE 77, GB W] BA AR T
B hE X A FEEDRA R52m, W/h22 . £k, K
Z (Glycine max) %5 (Garcia-Garcia %5 2020); £ T 5
P38 R % %) 2R A GB AR 45 20 % (pyroglutamic
acid, PG) i M AEYI RN R JE XG0 1 K & FR 4D 1)
T AR A TR Z K R R, gtk
11 R 43 98/ 65% A1 85%; f - T T 1) F K4y
it F K BR(SA) #F(Zn) NGB, K BLGBiH i [#
IR AR A ROSK -, 38 0T A A BT 1 AN 92 =2
FHIEEER R, EIrALE g & R &R
LB R (ShemifF2021); RS (2024) % £ H
18 N HHE (Davidia involucrate) %)) it A /KGR, K
BUK IR 5308 /0 1 BUH - R Na ™ & & B
TKYEE, 80T B eE R, R T BRI
AR Z 5 0, B0 7 B 4 v A SR 1 7E e b
18RO F K % it FH 4 2 B2 (glutamate, Glu), 3%
P T ST A TS F H.Gludk 91 mmol-L ' i 2%
R ECETBEEE2023); T 5 542 (Lactuca sati-
va)liti HPGE. 3 $2 =1 1 A 32 16 55 A1 7= (Jiménez-
Arias%£2019); Alfosea-Simon %% (2020) H F i & /R
(methionine, Met) &b 3 #; [P iel T Bl 2 1%
FN S ERT B e

A UK YRR RV R 7 IR, R
Mz, $EE A EYIRT A a i sz Pk . 328 S
WK =l A A P A T 52 1 1 3 i R e T AR )
HIAR 2 AR K RE 77, AR 7et bE B K, BUial K pE o 3G 5%,
TE PRI WSS TR B8 I3 0

4 EIET

bt A2 W R A E A BT R A T A R,
B AR E RIS . A R W T T R 8 B
THEY I e FR e, s R KR H, B
&, R AT PASSCHEA AR i RO A B .
A G T IR AR SR T S D A R A A R 7
JBCER B T A T R R B A P T 7R
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4.1 MEHMEIET

FEE A 41 B (plant growth promoting bacteria,
PGPB)C B 5 1) J0 4t B 375 9 T 01 st sk A 4 95 Dt
A (1) L AL 1, DR A 52 B ) - 450 T e (Pel-
legrin®$2020). Hff 7 45 J 2 7= (X AN 9 562019), i
FH ARG 82 R B (Bacillus subtilis) H A (R3804 20
7l Be g 4 Tt 48 b A 2F B A, SRR IR
B 1 ) 7L

XN E5(2023) % 16 JR(Citrullus lanatus)Jit 1 3
BN A B SR BR A B A B R TR T R
PH ARG 20 TR H%Q023)RPE S MAEME
BR DSR2 f AT B FZB42 (B. velezensis FZBA42)]
551) 55, 22 0 1) K 5 RL R B (Ralstonia solanacea-
rum) % VE D R B R ) R AR S R AR
(2022) 75 % Jiii B P 2 T P S Ik 2008 e SR A B 1A
(Clonostachys rosea) Rk ¥ ZE F AT & 7T DA I 25 0 1)
AR TR AL 227K TR A5 (2022) K B B 27 7
e B FE 2 HOFT 1 (Paenibacillus mucilagino-
sus)~ MK ZF HUFF 1 (B. licheniformis) 5] G o35
5 (Nicotiana tabacum)¥EAF b+ 3 g AP IG M, 2
ERAE A EE IR BE 77, G0 L3RR Ay, (R
K, GARIEERRG
4.2 EREMEDET

F e HE 25 (2023) 2% B K 55 I (trichoderma) .
¥ 1% (alginic acid). A & R (polyglutamic acid,
PGlu) L7 BE AR AR 55 W+ 3 1R . KR % B +PGlu
P [F) EAR AL FE 15 B8 30 25 BRI 588 (Fragaria % anan-
assa) IRIELIpT G AL T 22, Forh R85 B 1 IR 1)
B v 2 R ot R, TTIA78.26%:; HH J7 %5 (2022) 7 T %
3L R X5 I AE (Sophora davidii) i F e B FE 1)
WA E (G RARTER), BF5Em TR RTEH
ANEF Y22 & 5 AR (2020) F 8 % K %5 18 (Tricho-
derma harzianum)FH PRACFETG TG RIN, B8R R E H
A PRSP R TR e 78 AR &, By 1k 78 TR, 2899
(PR AR 5 45 655 (2024) FH 22 Fh it A 40 e 771 Adh 20 75
AR 2, b s OR B B W IR T T R AR
o B EA R, AR T RS g
4.3 [REEYMEDET

e BTG — A BRI B ) A, R H
Tl A= i B B 4 R A M T E T  AR . BEERAE N

— M R 4R W e T B AR, g3 A
A 22 il R SN B 42 W B, IR 22 W 2 i DA
REAT RO B S, ORHEAE T L5 A MR R AN B R
FEMAEHETEB, BT 7 52 W R TR,
fE1S 2 HERe 5 B & 551 7= A i B N i HAH L
1EFH, SCELA 2 . De Philippis(2007, 2011)
I8 1 % B W B2 (Cyanospira capsulata) 25 Bk 15
(Nostoc PCCT7936) e H 1) 22 i Xof 5 4 Ja& 1) TR B A
Fi, R B3 19 o i 35 22 B 380 L 45 TR B Cu™ . Zn® 11
Ni* [ fig 77, For, 35 0T Cu® W B 14 B 2 AR T
WEREE . X — RIS N T AN [F 4
15 G A% 100 £ A 1) WA M SR AR A T AR
Ozturk 55 (2014) BRI 1 4 M (Synechocystis sp.) il
A1 22 BT (Cd) RN (Cr) IR B 12 R, R LR i 38
% W R [F) IR PR B 3 799 P 2 45 J B -, HLWF Cd )i
Bt g 77 50 T Cr; £EACBE 5 AN [F) 2 42 8 88 - 1V e
KA, AT DA $56 A A P 2 3 22 W 2R A7 TR A
TR FE W, IX PR B I AR T AR 1, T2
MRS SIEH, X — DI E &
JEWR B BOR SR A T HIR SCRF .

5 HAtEYIRIFER

70 SR 2 HTN- LI A 78 B IR LA B-1, 4 vl B
7 G A TR — M ELRE R e 0 1 LR A R
IRACE W, IR A7 1 7 2 3 b 5 AT 48 K AR
B Ve — U H R AR A SR B ) o i
LR AR A AR T B E ) S 5. 5258
B FC IR MINT AW, SESERE RUKIETELT 2Rk
HERH T T

70 SR X S e A U B 3
ROR, EATRES $E TR PR X 1 - 30 F A% 4k 5 3%
BRRGLRE ST, oK BB A R FE SRR nT 1 5
FELA X R B A A 26 AR T S Y T 52 70, %
FHEVIMREE, R0 T RE R 7R FED
7 A A BNE, 38 S A ) U 1 (Xing %52015); 1R
NBEIEZHE, TORBE AT AN BA I
PERIIN G TR, K EA T iR 5w SRR, WP
JRTE EE MR, B 1EK 7R, PREF PR R, I
AEFRIR . M, ORI T AT RO A
HINAR, Bl IR R ARSI o
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PU 2 ) REAS 5/ - AL IT 5K, HI )
MBIy B . 201 55 (2019) 78 il Jir 8 T
X IR S R ) (Vitis vinifera) st P28 5 71 AT 0 2
2 1 7 260 1 o S R B T BE D5 R SCEE AR (201 5) X
52 3| 5 W 38 18 78 (Bougainvillea spectabilis)
it 25 W 7R S R 2 3 & AR O B K&
[~ %, 427 SOD, POD. CAT. APXif 14 K Pro
TR, et TP R, m s BEAEQ2019) K Y
NI JE R A AUIE AT 2 i B ML (Robinia pseudoaca-
cia) %) PR 5 ol B 1 R AR BT B, 4R R AR A
it Bk, P H 4t A s 26, 1Y 5R ER e
WENRPUIE. MRE RN A HLR U
it v S &5 A A= 49 oy 18 R0 AR 4 e A S B A A
Hiag 5 i, vIEBR AN S . dAHEEFEHH
B, RIEPURAAE R 1 8k E5E(2024) 0] IR B 2R Hi %5
it FH 08 B 2R i I 3 I A SR S 2l B (Aspergil-
lus subgenus Circumdati, section Nigri)Ji i) &I %,
TR 2(2023) BT 78 K B, FT10 umol- L il 2 25 4k 74
N (Manihot esculenta) i V£ R4 & A 4121, Hot
A R EE R R BRI, Hpt A Al S I
08, PrEALRE TR
6 RE

AR e SRR D E R FEAS B T
KyE, 18IS IR T AE VI R R N R
RGBS 8 TN T AL, AT DASE A 1 e
W) SLOE IR, AR A7 PR R B A A 3 T8 2 x
TR 3 AH AR T B A2 I s, 3t — 2D i 7 AR )
FIFCE R YA N M AR DL AR o
WA . RS BRSSO R, R E R
FIF C 4 a2 AT [ 8 (1) PR AR, AR L 138 1 Rt 45
s AR B R T, 8 A E YD I IEAERERG, P 5
M PRI RO R R o BRI, SSTEME ) S A
(LA O &R, PRI E AT Z 18] B AH ELAE FH AR S5 AL
i), PR F AR P ok 32 v i) B ot 1 A e R
I T, AT AT TR AR -AE - TR B R
77 TR AR B R P A A v 3R 2. (H H Al
PR PR A LB SERT FEAT AR AN 2, R A
VIRHATESEG LRSS S ELIEN RS
SEARI TR B . IRANIR TR R AR5

AT TR AR A YRR LAR, R T A ) A
Yoy 7 JB 38 R R A, BE— B TR AR R
il 2 A AR 2, T ST R O A A 5 T R U,
A AT R SR A FR SRR R R T 5

ARk, AT BE— 5 FZ IR ) AR )RR B,
AT IR AR R A RCR AU, o R IE/E .
SR AR ST, AT RO [ 2 7 U8 R A BT Bk
HER AL BT
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