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MR E IR RE
fTeeE!, kEH, RERY Trig', hEE? a7

AL Tl KSR AR B, P9 710012; 2 B b ok 34k 22 Fx, dk50 100193

TE AT b E SR TR, 52078 R0 T A i 1 1 ek e A g X I A S ) o AN R E A
SN, N7 B9 R R S ) Al e 2R AR AT (e B AR R 08 1 3 B 16 2 5 AR BR AT BRI IR M2, 2
WA R JE SR B A MIARE YA R RAE R TR A KR B R RARK, (EH TR ARSI A R RS
2316V S AR RN, F oy BRmt 7 E LR PR AN BRI R 2% o Sl L 2R D 20 22 M0 22 220006 70 W S5 D7 00 b 1 B R
PR A AT IR AR TE, AT R EY S RS ARG A MA SR . 235 17 B E R i 1 E )
SRR R BRI A 5 AR PR A B E M 9% A DL AR R T 5, IR E T AR RIIBT LT [«

X @i

TR, Wk, Eva, RAEME, ZHEERS D

ERRE, Sk, BAHR, TRIE RER, &Il (2023). 7 ERMEIB T RE. Y 58, 499-509.

T 5 AR v i v A2 25 2R 0 Hp ) K 2
M RER Sy, 3 Z 1A B AR ELAE R AE B 2R 5t b i A7
fE. AN E BT R AN FEHDX R,
RI#R B (rhizosphere) . 1 Br (phyllosphere) £ 4 -+ fr
(spermosphere) (Lemanceau et al., 2017). H 1, &
br o 8% 42 . 100 2 4F i, 48 E R} 4% &K Hiltner
(1904) & R AR BRIME S, A A AR B & 32 B
MRS e 1Y) 258 X3, ZE AR B m L 33 48 B R AT - 3] 7 7T
FFHEIR, e AR [ 2 IR R R a5, JF
i AR E IR WSO R F AR KRR B2 1 52 BIAR Br
TR LI R2 e o T EAE — RO, BEISEAR R gk
7 I X AR BR(Walker et al., 2003), R EridEY
MR FE— RV MR R € B IR B AEY . Hi%
MESHAR IS, 1002 LK, A RRBFIVIE —E
B WIMEY RS LIRS AR R
2 X AR (EFMAE %, 2019; Lin
et al., 2021).

T ) My b B 43 1) B A 2 T 1955 4F Hi Last
(1955) 1 R, A A HE P i) i AE AR 2R L TR
BB A DRI B2 1 B BOME RS - 19564, Ruiner
(1956) K 1 Fr e SN “ NTAE MR A A KA B R A4

Wi ke H #91: 2022-01-01; #3252 H i: 2022-08-25

M-EANETE” o BEJE, MRS AT T R,
FAR PR B TR FCE RV, A2 5 0 i A
YIRIAE . S AT RESEREAT T IR AT T (Remus-Em-
sermann and Schlechter, 2018; Shakir et al., 2021).

FXS TARBR AT BR i 424, Fb 5 BRI 2E 2 BB 72
WA 2R . Slykhuis (1947) & I & E 1R fg
% 51 S DX AR DR AE B A, I R H A1 i
— . EE20tH ZA504EAR60FEAH), FlE E A - R
Verona (1963)4 15 ¥t B & Al A~ BB i
5 VL R SR ) = 3 2 1AV E WA ELAE T BEAT T 020
RIT, 58 L “FhFBR e R A7 8 B A
A7 ST i BEVR BRI XA, b7 BRI ) B R R Y
FEk S MM TR, TR R 5 M BRIAE ) B VA 22 A%
A EEFM . 20044, Nelson (2004)¥ & SN “ %
Tt~ AR W b ] B AE A LA P B X3
19664F, Watson (1966)FK fh 1 1 th A N Fh 1 BRI
M. HAET, —BA AR T bR 32 Rk B
W) 1) - 438 X2k, SR AR AN AR IR EA T 2 O
AR ELAE FH 1) 2 B B2 i T (Schiltz et al., 2015). 1 B
FIIAFEHLA R IR RAFSNRTL) A & A F
I Y BE 7% (Shade et al., 2017). F-F LAY
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SRV AEYIIX RIWIAEHEFIR, X P75 28
VIR R E A R A A R B F R 00 (Singh
etal., 2011). [Ft, W FCFhF 201 BIED) ) 2
FEME RN T A8 B A B o BRSNS Rl 7 B A IF 70 F ]
B, ARAE YRR BRAD B 0 =F B T R SR Bl
BrREoBE AR T KREA RS T,

ASCH SRV TR BRGCE W0 R R O
WE s K sgm, SRR IR A SRR it
BROSAEMDEAT LU, 3 i ot st R g i IR A, 9
it th 2 H 220G A S T Fh 7 BRI A At FE i el 47
Yoo BeJa, AHZSUEASKME T )7 AT T R .

1 MFEREYSFHTFEYFHRME

b B i A P A v S e B AR ) R VR 2 T7 T (R 1),
BFEMTRE RIR. Bk L% AziZz et al.,
2021). Y5 AR NI REYAFAEILE C R (de
Vries et al., 2020), fAEY M)A K AR R A
R XA R SRR B,
HEA LS EWTE 38— A4 E Y14 (Hassani et
al., 2018). XFEH M HAE R RN THMFE K. Y
M AE K DL R Bt Ak &2 B ) 2 0k # 22 (Esther Puente
et al., 2009).

1.1 FFERMEDHMHFELZSHELZERRE
Fh 70 AR AE Y A B RO AR = I B IR . i
FEREAL UG T 7K 70 WS (B ), - &5 TR T JUR Al ) e £
JE R Z 5 JE Bl 45 #4 (Thevenot and Thomas, 1983),
XIS ARN AT TR o TR IR SOK 43 i A
I3 RBAH B EB B BOYPUE K (RIRUIK) 31, 252
BB 63, 3 BOM IR oK . IR R RN
AR S EORAR R AL, X — B Bt bs 56 0 R I 45
#(Weitbrecht et al., 2011). {H7E 5 4: A KIS FE F,
5530 BUFK 73 WAl 2 R 4t

oL, MBR B P A K AR 3 4 B (plant
growth-promoting rhizobacteria, PGPR)%s + 1% -
VIR BEAE ) A A1 & ML ) 4 R A 72 (Korir et al.,
2017; dos Santos et al., 2020; Khan et al., 2020).
SRTARZ H AT, AR W 5T I WA o Al A P 52 i A
VIR EARHLE] o P bR T AR LE IO 28 S 2R mT A ik
MoK, e RPN RATHRKE, LLAIIHET

% 71(Lopez-Velasco et al., 2013; Chanratana et al.,
2018; Nelson, 2018). iX & M T -1 brrh 4G 25 A4
VAR 77 AL R D3R o0 il B M1 R L, 3 R P T
=R YIRS & NG| R AR R AR A N | B B R e A
(Dodd et al., 2010).

Tt~ R BRI A2 28 1 AR B R o e, AR
BB RORAS 1) 5 A8 R AE ) A i B AR B OGN R
BB (Shu et al., 2016). Bl IR BR AN K 32 P8
55 A A BB G E, BA P [R B S
(Finkelstein et al., 2008). .+, MY ELER FIR
R\ Bk KB BHEMAELREY R R HE
T E B (Oracz and Karpinski, 2016). 1844 5
WE AT 5 3 b1 5B 5 1) 90 e B AT o2 1) 6
M AFIRR AR B IR AVE FRARE . Hrh, /R
FORI I 75 TR 2 b 7 IR IR R 9 A 1) B B R 28 (R 7, 31X 2
PR AL 2 FE S s AR B P, (FEDIE N
KR, TS AT ARIR BT & . M VA B (e 1 A
TARHR, IR, AR, JREE R AT R KR, (2
BEFPF I & (Shu et al., 2015). 4R AEKEK
M5 FE 0 A & R F S E W) 3% 4 H (Vega et al.,
2019). fEi#3%(Spinacia oleracea)ft] 1M Fl13—4 i
B, Mf bR AR AR OR B R R (TP AT R
(Methylobacterium)) B #k . FE14 A ) 3L 8 240 1
AL A K E DR (AR R AR K R), AT
1R Y 4 K (Lopez-Velasco et al., 2013). ¥Z /& .
2R R R AN AR T AT B S R R RS b 1A R L Al
R DA B AR AR W e g e R AR AR AR S 0 (Dai - et al.,
2020). BRI v LART 1B AE bR A,
fRHERZE, T3 & %15 3G 71 (Nelson, 2018). /M3
(Triticum  aestivum) - BriAE P 1) 5 LE 240 B e
TEF 1 AN &)y T S A KO R R T 4 R A A
B JE I (Gerna et al., 2020).

1.2 #FIRMEDNHTFEULRNEE

ot A6 A S A N 38 B o A b A T3 g HL AN R
LSRR, JE R TG F N B R A R
K. MR TEZUBRBEEZUM T —HERMTESY
ARAR b A 7 T s PR AL DR 5 1 R 1 ) i
BRI SHBERAA R, EUAMRAIR B R X A
& T EURM R R L2 5 ] (Kalia et al., 2020). F5-
5 3 RV AT 77t 52 A A7 R 1 2 T B A A 4 22



PERLE AW 2 520 (da Costa et al., 2013).
TR, 33 ) B2 P ] 00 1R (Azospirillum
brasilense) & fit % K & 73 W 75 B R AR I B Fh 2
—o MIfE(2018) K ., [ 7h [E FR R ] LMEE & 5
(Festuca arundinacea). 13 (Dactylis glomerata)f/l
3 % % (Psathyrostachys juncea) £ 4L fh 1,
AT TR R, (R IRARARZE . A,
A VDA [R5 2 R 5 B R DR A7, AN PR VR 4H
RN R SRS A, T L TR ARV LS R AN B\ (Chee-
Sanford et al., 2006).

1.3  FFERRAE X E S /AR E B8 N LAY
S

YIS 5 E AR E IR R A 2 1 2 TE
o T T AR SRR Y A D B VR B0 A R AR FEE )
(Lemanceau et al., 2017). Fh-7 A 1) HAE AT A
PR 3G 28 1A A 9 30 ) A 5 A2 P (Lopez-Velasco
etal., 2013). EY-EYIILALE 58 70 AEVIAEEY)

®/1 EEMTIREEMRDIRE S E L]

RS Fh TP EMT LR E 501

Jiir 384 [ T 52 1 (Mastouri et al., 2010).

XFT ARG, A AR iE s RT LU B
PO SR A0 )97 S A4 4 K (Ab Rahman et al., 2018),
B 30 I O T A ) P AE S S S AR R )
G 3295 R AR B X i (Noman et al., 2021). b4k, 4
W3 8 Ik 5 0 JE A T A S AR B 2 R S G R A o
ZhE (Stringlis et al., 2019). FhT- #5745 O E W REE
AT DAYk D Bl AL FE 5, 8 s K B P (Santha-
nam et al., 2015; Ritpitakphong et al., 2016). £k
(Zea mays)Ff ¥ Br ik £ 90 %5 K K9 5 B (Fusarium
oxysporum 1 Macrophomina phaseolina) 3 ¥l H #5
HifEH (Ravichandran et al., 2021). 7B i 4%
AT DA E P85 & SOR] DA il R 008 5 AL 4, DRl
TEFRF-Br R B 25 R E D BEVA JEH A 25, XD
A RKAED = BB, AR AT fe B AL A BT
e

Tl BRis A= P AR AR P 3w [ R PR - A
BIENE . EREE B AR ROER EEE TR, AR RS IR

Table 1 Functions and mechanisms of spermosphere microorganisms involved in seed biology
EERiLY) RN G it 54 FH L] S R
Tl R AR
BT 12 1 & (Pantoea) Ml 2F AT 14 )& (Ba-  #h il Ml (R A K& & I E W L kg w75 Dai et al., 2020
cillus)% 375 P AL 52 14 R o
mESE . MY VG [E %% B (Azospirillum brasi- 8 B 8BS EAR S IUE SR E T HE, 2018
BT lense) 2B, ST R A
i K AT 1 (Methylobacterium ory- SlIE (e BEAEA IR & . ZUE € . BEER Sh 1 A A1k Chanratana et al., 2018
zae (CBMB20)) A= A SRR AR R T A R AR AR AR K
WETT i A 5 B (Pseudomonas aeru- i B JECA] it & B & #0  AE ALE I AMB (L-2- Chahtane et al., 2018
ginosa) amino-4-methoxy-trans-3-butenoic acid) I ] # -
B, S e N 52
INFERIRA 7% 5 8 (Acremonium). AL B I8 54k 7] B (Fusarium culmorum)$sfitE s 4 Fh1 Slykhuis, 1947
BHIEL J& (Gliocladium) 1 Jffi % 18 J& (Phia- By 2E 25 7 30 4 70 B 2B 1, BRAG 4R U0 B8 i 28998 R0
lophora) =
N 1 £ )i 1 J& (Pseudomonas) FERD T B R A4 R AR KB B it AL AL, 1 Gernaetal., 2020
R 0 AN AL I SR IR B
il MG UK 2 K (Trichoderma harzia- /> 32 Wi #E4) mHiE PE AU AR B, IR IPAE Y %52 %0 Mastouri et al., 2010
num) et s, R A S /)
RGNk ZE AT 1 & (Bacillus) % T RSP ER A R AUEE R iRl Jackson et al., 2006
FH WY R AP R KAEY R E
K DUSEH 2 /UMY 7 (B. velezensis) YIRS A SR I (F. verticillioides), e & Pal etal., 2022
KT Ay A K
i I )& (Bacillus) P BhE Y P AL DR IR B, KA ML RS AL N LB, Xu etal., 2020
P A AR Bl R I 2R e
WG M2 EAF R (Bacillus) SFUTLE RN A, i B AR BT H & f T (Bo- Walker etal., 1998
52 trytis cinerea) flJ& % J& (Pythium) & i 12 44




502 fEYE 58(3) 2023

B (T. harzianum) £k T22 kb 38 5 (1) -1 b X 8 Fe -1
i & L. B 5] (Mastouri et al., 2010). Fif1J&
{1 Bl A 4 mT DAE I 15 5 A A2 5 SR A A ) A R R B
KALHE A FAEB B MG « SR8 5k 5OE IR T K
Ko IEERIFFFREE, 164 (Arachis hypogaea)fi 1
B ¥ 25 16 4T B4 (Bacillus) 75 5 &b 3 J5 b 7 400 & 39 i,
o= s - 438 o 1 B8 R G O PR 2 0, 5 B Bacillus 1) 2§
££, Bacillus 1] L= A= 45 8 (M BERR I, H A ML 1k 5%
TR, BT ERME (Xu et al., 2020). EAG W7
FW, VrZ SFEAOAT R AT DAY SRAE 0 B AR S A
F1i 52 € 71 (Malfanova et al., 2011; Martinez-Rodri-
guez et al., 2019).

2 FFRRSRFRAAREE I BIRX FR

T ) BE V& A7 AE T HL Y R B 4% B B (Andrews
and Harris, 2000). & 48R Ak 3 M & FE] () 4 A 49 P o
HEMAEY, WRER. bR, FEPR(TER SN ST
Tolt - B (0 2 ot - (140 A/ 350 2 558 ) 1 SR B (R 52 1) /1 0 2R
57) (Hardoim et al., 2015). I Z10EMHFRHE R T
L5 AN [ R ) FNVRE 38 R 35 B AR O 1) 52 A AR ) LR
(Vorholt, 2012; Reinhold-Hurek et al., 2015). Xtk
WA I B R TR A AL SRR, )
G WAV IR E T A A R TR 0 1) A K S (Hayat
et al., 2010).

T B & BLHE 2 B Bh -1 SR 1 43 WA 5 W) 1) L
X, IXAL RN bR 5 A 2 T8 R AR AR
VER B LRI P o P17 B Wi M1 ) ] 133 o
—ANLE B AR X AT R, 2R
B T 46 TR I e 1) L 48 OB TR K AL T T
B (Nelson, 2004). X L6517 WA UK 2l Fb -1 Bri
Aprb AR RS, bR 2 RS AR A AR KR
B UL A R AR R AR o AR R AR 52 3]
HRBR 3 W (20, R 2R 43l 38 1 398 v ) A0 2 i
WWIRNIR R W, R RS Y0 LR
YR T& 22 REVE AN R 35 A 5175 71 (14 FH (Dakora
and Phillips, 2002) . b &4 175 H 0% T L3105
FPIEEE T, AT U 15 S5 ARAR SR I () L et A i
44 (Dakora and Phillips, 2002). Fh-1 B fIHLH#] 5HE
BRI, T2 WA — M BARIR BE 1 BK AL &7 &
BER . i F . AR S e A A A Y4 B (Schiltz

etal., 2015). 3l W {ER M TCTE 5% A T 0 Fe M 570 i
W, dexi R AT R R, KT MG SRR S
WHEAT 443 Hr (Short and Lacy, 1976; Kageyama
and Nelson, 2003; Schiltz et al., 2015),

AR 7R . AR BR AN BR 34 3 I HE P IX
ALK, EAIFEMSLAEAE, T2 AH B & (Abdel-
fattah et al., 2021). HE A= YIRE V& B AR 72 BE AT LK
AL RN E B AL P 3R1T), tA] DA EAL R (B
SEAM M FIRA) (Gundel et al., 2011). —f&ikA,
W R AE R A 1 E 2R, MM r1EhEE
& R A VD A1) 46 2 Tl S T AE AR FH i ok 32 31 A2
% [{ FE A1 (Abdelfattah et al., 2021; Johnston-Monje
etal., 2021). FhFIEYIIEE R 22 MM, LI
A (xR K 52 mi(Adam et al., 2018), JhH HiE
AEYI I 3 Bk P (Gopal and Gupta, 2016; Yeoh et
al., 2017). M IABEFCR B, K Fh 1 bRl Y w
B3 2R BR . HBRAUR B T %)) i (Abdelfattah et al.,
2021), X ATAED) T B4 E ) 2 EAL JR R AL T
WIRA U, JF R T EAL R E A I A YRR A
AR EEEH . AR IX REREH A
HBMR, FFF ARV 2 551 5 AR B 458
AR PR 48 Y RGA LU S WL A
2 (Bulgarelli et al., 2013; Dai et al., 2020), 1fiFhFbr
AP R AE I BUAR _E A7 € (Bai et al., 2015).

3 #FBREXHARGE

Fofr—~ B ) DA o wi R - 2 T A A L P A A A 2L Rk
kAL (Buyer et al., 1999; Ofek et al., 2011). 4R,
b T A P R B 1) 2 B P DA O SE TR S R T R
B2 M AR EAE R, RAR I A M 4 i A T g 1
FAEM E 24 (Sahadevan et al., 2019). Nz -7
REFEI A5 (<72/00F) . JEEZN<10 mm), &4 K
1B ARAG 1T 77 R 0 R0 1B v R AR R T

BB 20t W) el = BOR 1 H B, A AR
KIEMN S SRS TR R 2 TR, K
LY VE 2 8T 5 R AR G IR A o 20 TR R L T 1) T g
(Busby et al., 2017). HA 1) 53k s AT R TR
b BIF FE A TR TR 22 R, T X B A A 4
(B A R AE A M (AR AL o AR SO S T I AR R T bR
AR VE 4500 2 BRI T 7 VR R R B AN AR S5 2k (R 2)



3.1 SFHEIFER*®

et 2 LHES, MAEMESF SIS T E R
., R Z T o> T HOR R IR LA AE Y ) &R 5t
REMIREZ RN . AW £ A5 BRI A5
T, WEEER. BERAVE AR, ArE b A R R
HUIK DNA/RNA Gy 1K VF A o A 400 B V& 1) 485 ) 0 1)
RE. Bi4n, T LLIE I 5E DNAT I I 14+ i 13 1 (G +C)
BB 1 22 SR VEAL - RN B R 11 22 FF 4 (Nusslein
and Tiedje, 1999). M5 g i & 43 #T (phospholipid
fatty acid analysis, PLFA)R] F T RAEMAE YR ¢
P SRR

IR R AR AR AR 57 JE K (W116S  rRNA)FIPCRY™ 1
EMAEYERFRAE T 2R, FEERORE:
(1) XELHLN AR T BT A A, (2) A
SERMIAITRROR ST, (3) /L7 AT AR X A fap FE AR 57 (1 X
. 16S rRNAKE 75153 H 2 i A W AR & 0 9T 1)
W 7. d1H16S rRNAKEREH 59 “mAs
X7, RFAFEH P 0A 5 75 2 R,
A F4Fh % € (van de Peer et al., 1996). 4RI,

®/2 TN EREIREE SR B T i

fEmEE S Fh TP E TSR E 503

16S rRNAZEAIE Ny — s BEORSF 1 73 1, ZEPFRA
B R KT A RS A2 55 1) 73 72 (Konstantinidis et
al., 2006).

Iy FRIEAR AT ARAE R & R, e A = B2
A Fp 2 eV . 0] DU FH DNASREF BOE B brd (bt
A2 E UM JE DR AN B 0 bR i) 7E B AR IR B R LR
Y. ML IREIDNABIRNA, 8 /5HPCRERT-
PCRY™ 14 H 53X (Hirsch et al., 2010). #1413 ]
i 2 AR SR B T AT 0 B, E AR MR
JE 5 5 5k 12 L Yk (denaturant gradient gel electro-
phoresis/temperature gradient gel electrophoresis,
DGGE/TGGE) 8 A i IR il 1 v B K B 2 & 1 (ter-
minal restriction fragment length polymorphism,
T-RFLP). #iltr, Green%(2006)#|HPCR-DGGEY"
BEF173 B16S rRNAZEA, HFFE 1 HENL 2 R A KB
B IN(Cucumis sativus)Fh T Br 41 B B 74 41 A
RARMHER IS . U RS B B8
T w1 KF B4 28 %€ (Janssen, 2006).
Fa5g [ & (stable isotope probing, SIP)fdi T fg

Table 2 Methods for studying the structure of spermosphere microbial communities

PIRES i B S R 525 3Lk
TN EOR
G+CEENIE AR BT I S (G)+ IR RE(C)  JROLAIN, BAHER iR/ fEsl  Griffiths et al.,
EREAFE, BT FDNARGHCE BN %E P, RZM MR Yk -EREAER, MY 1997
S, AT APPSR E RV ) 2 e PRELRIRN, A R R B 2K
. RBHRAME  RYEEE AR
R i T TR 23 M WA TR A A M R R AR, R S 3R ABEFEHAF AR, Haack etal.,
(PLFA) 5E (14 1 W R 2 7 1R 58 ) A= R A AR AE R e 1994

A L FE A FEE I FEL ) FH DAY 746 EL 5 DNAZE PEH J 8

VK(DGGE/TGGE) B Bf It SR TN s Tk R B i I RS e 1) 22
55> FIDNA

AR PR e B B FH BR 1 9 DI V) 1 A AR ie 51 4

Z M (T-RFLP)
TERH R 751 2 5,
it R 1) B

FosE [FIAL R AR (SIP) 18 Rk & ) B A e A 32 S e
[FAL AR R R G R B 15 BRI
¥)(PLFA. DNA. RNAFIE A4 &

WIS (FISH) 3 2URi0 I SEAZ B IR IR ET 555 57 /Y
HAMZBR R 52578, RIS 6 BBt B 1%
WS FE T AE WD) 7 A7 5 B

Fe T BOR

ZHLBRE T R B A RAE.

PR 2 A0 BAT SR AL A B R AE R A A 42

AR ANEXIE R

AR, ERMEL. RO BRI IR A
o H AL

R, AT T
{IPCRY 74, B+ ARFEMAEMWFE BARFEAZIX 3w, 2R1E dietal, 2007
STERFKER AR R MMAEREE SR IR

FRIIN 22 AR 1
KoiRe SeEmRE AR, oA,

TERBRER, il &,

Macnaughton et
al., 1996; Muhling
et al., 2008

Marsh, 1999; Ru-

1% —2% AR AL 3
TP A W R e
HRER B — e =

4 P D) B 25 1 5 )
Uhlik et al., 2013

Sif Rk, AT RiEE

T ED S WD

AR ELAE

SRR TSI, BUB AEERE S H R E%; 5 Ahmad et al.,

A= B R Rk 2011; Marschner
etal.,, 2011

R FEMERIA T W AR PR % Abram, 2015

WA AR AN E %
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B S HEYIRER SR R OR, JFRTTUEY) SR
Yo AR BAE A (Unlik et al., 2013). G (iR e Ji A
%% (fluorescence in situ hybridization, FISH)%E 4 7%
TG R G R B RS, AT DL R RS A g A
FEA R AE 2 g8k & H R4 (Ahmad et al.,
2011; Marschner et al., 2011).

32 HHEMREE

402 1, Sangerill Fy B AR Y H B2 5 R A 70 1) 56
— Y idn, FIRZER S IR T 2B AL R 40 7 5
(Behjati and Tarpey, 2013). 552K # {15 3L K 41
WFEZG . Pud. SR, AR & W] R sk 2
KR SEE R RS TR, AR
7> ] LA S B v 5 1) 2 TR 40 4H 2% (van Dijk et al.,
2018). WAk, W AT DL B HE R M DNA ) 2 gt 4% &
i, HATEA T EAILM LT AT S BN, Xk
HHEMPHEARFEIR Fdr. KEKNFHE AR T
— AT T AR M ST R A % e 2 R 7 S DR 41 (2
FE DR 20 57 2 W A B0 A (1) B AR Gl A A 5 DR A ) 1) vy
SRR T, S I A LA R A P
HHMMBEZ R T HE 2T, RANELE
(Bodenhausen et al., 2013; Bai et al., 2015),

Z WA o T iE R & T SR Y
oo WAEMIBEEBN AR A, AR R A
= E(DNA. RNA. £ AR Y)#8 AT LATE PR S5 4y
TESE R AT I T . 2 20227 (R BE R 2 2 ok
g, B EFARH A ) ] T W R 7L Th R
5 PRI M AR I (Abram, 2015). M4 s e
HEFEARNHT SHEDMTBR MFRAER. REEA
BRAR ST AR BT, R AR BRI A — AN
Pl 8, A RO EAE A A RER
7. XM ARGV FIIEMMAREHE ., HENESE
BZ RS THIEIMEECA T RE. i, Xk
A T 408 25 22 B A A O I TR P R VR (Witzel et
al., 2015), JFHEFMEY) 5 AEL R R B 2 (7] 52 2R 1)
FHEAEH.

I A PR A 8T a5 77 00 AR R B R ZEL 0 7 vk
VAR A SRR, R eek R e =155 KM .
SR, FEIREE R IR RAE P AN 0.1% 2 AT 55 77 1,
HE AT B 5% (Ramadurai et al., 2021). —Fh#T )
AR TR IR AR —— “ 2R AT 7] LR A

A ER TR AP ARG DU AN 23 BT I R, AR PR AR AR A )
RIS TR 2R T AR B . R R4 i
i TR A A A TR 4 R R A O A1 BRI A 1R A% 2
SIBTHOR, R ITERT LAEIE B RS R A 1
A4 Y)(Ramadurai et al., 2021).

4 BESRE

FFBrE N — R E T F RIS, B EER
WEMZ L . AT TR B A VRN I (8 R 45
m ARER TR TR MR R A EE
S, AR E P AT R
FhFBRXHEIR R TR B IR SRR LUk
B I N AR L, (H S IRERATHBRAR L, X
FFBREIBE AR IR D o TRl P AR &A%
ok FIX SR AT BEAE P I5E B gt g i A= M A
AU, XS I BRI T AREANTE 2 - P0Fh
L PR R - 3 S S AR A SR ZU RS R R R ) T X s fb
PORETRURS NS ] SRS BRI S AL AEAR R B
AEE IR TR A h R, il
T FPBAR R ST B E A 2R 5 ST
REVAS A M 5 3R B SR Al ok T RTPTR
AHIHUE . FhF bRk R0 T 05 74T LR35 T . (1)
T rBREOME &S0 E, AT B WM A AL ATV
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Abstract The spermosphere is a narrow area of soil surrounding the seed surface where microbial activity is enhanced
by seed germination processes. Interaction between seeds and microorganisms promotes or inhibits seed germination
and subsequent seedling establishment, and also participates in plant rhizosphere and phyllosphere microbial community
building through vertical dispersal, and finally influences subsequent plant development and biotic/abiotic stress re-
sponse. Although the spermosphere has a great influence on plant growth and development, it is more complex to study
than rhizosphere and phyllosphere due to the short duration of seed germination, the small spatial extent of the sper-
mosphere, and the small amount of microorganisms involved. To explore the composition of spermosphere microbial
community by genomic analysis and multi-omics joint analysis, will facilitate understanding the interactions and ecological
processes between plants and soil ecosystems. In this paper, we review the influence of spermosphere microorganisms
on the biological processes of seed germination, the comparative meta-genomics of spermosphere with rhizosphere and
phyllosphere, and provide an outlook on future research.

Key words spermosphere microorganism, germination, biotic stress, abiotic stress, combined multi-omics analysis

Ren XT, Zhang RR, Wei SW, Luo XF, Xu JH, Shu K (2023). Research progress of spermosphere microorganisms. Chin
Bull Bot 58, 499-5009.

* Author for correspondence. E-mail: kshu@nwpu.edu.cn

TULGHH: RILAE)



