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Abstract: Biotic stress is one of the main factors restricting the normal growth and development of plants.
In order to reveal the functioning mechanism of silicon in plants against biotic stress, this paper reviews
the research progress of silicon in plants against biotic stress from three aspects the absorption and
transport of silicon in plants, silicon regulates plant resistance to insect and silicon regulates plant disease
resistance. This article finds that there are some problems during current research such as the researh
means are relatively simple, the lack of longitudinal biological experiments, etc., and carries on the fore-
cast to the future prospect from the discussion on the interaction between silicon signal pathway and
plant hormones, the integrated utilization of multi-omics cross analysis technology, research and develop-
ment of silicon-based nanometer materials, etc. This paper aims to provide some reference for the future
research and application of silicon in the field of agricultural ecological security.
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AW ey 38 s tHE R N BRI A KA EY)
FEEEERER . PR R U E R R EUEY)
P AR P2 IR R A EE AV E R .
I CRUEFE I AE 77 264 T AR KRR 2 — BE 2
WAV RF A SN DL I I — KBk A 57
X RFHE ) A R AR KA s ) B vk B
HIEEH, M2 A CEIESE T MEEFRRALE
VgAY aa J5 T I /E FH (Bradacova®$2016) .

feE(Si)2 L rp S B T AR S —F 5T
=, HATO# R IAFAET3702 Fa A T I 4
Ho R R A R A KRR R iR (Ma
HlYamaji 2006a), {H A Xt 3K BIRABTIT, IBAALE
ST REAEEYAEREE R EEN, U &R
4 iR REL A A 0 il 3 RN A A W Pk 3 1D T A2
A RAEIIHEL TR TCER . A, i —
B B Ik R OO FE A AR G B )8 7R ) (Rateliffe 55
2017). fpcilr, EBREYE FERE 50 BT (IPNI) B A i T
ZONFEYIRE 9% 70 & (http://www.ipni.net/nutrifacts-
northamerican), 3 [E{EY)E 77 1) 23 (AAPFCO) I
N EAEE —FEY A 345 (http://www.aapfco.
org/) (Zargar$2019). AR 1 H @AY+
I S FLHR A A= Y e (e i ot e, DA
AR RIEALE AR M AR 75 22 4 A3 R 9 B 7 FH it
Z%,

1 BT RER IR 56

TEPMEHCRRSEEE, (HRZ2HAR
W E W, BB pH T, R ARE H DL
TS I 2 Si(OH), B B RE FR HL S10, 11 7 A i ik
(Mitani%52005). e i /& — P i A7 75 1R AN 7 FL g
(1) B A4 43 -, LL0.1~0.6 mmol-L ™" [ ¥k B ££ 46 T
pH<9 ) 13 %5 i F (Tubana fllHeckman 2015).
T AR R AR 2565 ek A IR IR e I A7 AE 22 5, T3
T [ 47 P A0 5 R AR () ik B 22 AR R (Ma il Ya-
maji 2008), LA H i, AN [F RIAE )/ P Flok b
2 RAE0.1%~10%, P)Ff P8 IRE & ARk N
Tl Z 18] AR = SR 7K A RS G &R, AR XS
Tk (R WSORN e 3 o F8 ] 43 Bl w3 Wl
ANHE IS (Cornelis 552011) . FITxs B R REARN 2248
VIRBE o A =F (KD WA R RE s T

L53%HIE AR A R A, R R ETE0.5%~1.5%
Z (B ) B, R EAR T 0.5% M A A FR N AR
A1 R A (Marafonf1Endres 2013).

IKFE HLA B R WA e 7, FLAR AT DA i
3B 90% 1IRE, A2 B FURE R ST i B £ )82
BIVEY) . 38 7K R AR A% ot e ) e 422 R R 4 2R
S RE B IEAR W SRR L, e T =AM
IKFEE R IE 5 RN IR, BRI Lsil . Lsi2F1Lsi6 (Ma
£2007) Lsil F1Lsi6 )& T 7K 8 18 & H 2% 12k
SEIR R -26 1 BN 7E B (L (NIPLL P 521 R 6, 1
TSI L, Lsi2 24 ¥ 1k 8 v) 403 i 1/ F (Ma
£52006b). LsiI FLsi2 5y A T 52 B3 G4 fhk |,
FBEAEMRERIE; Leiohr TEROY Ok b, F BT
BEFIN  RIA, FEMR RIS B . TEKFER R,
Lsi IR Lsi2 1 57 12 Sk f il ik 4 4 52 2 40 o 1 9L
T (B12)o Lsi I AL T P A1 B 2R 20 e Jat o (1) i i
b, FERRAE A B JE R A Izt i Lsi 1 B VR FH R 2 A AR
FeJZ A, 85I A B 2 AR A 3 v PR Lsi 233 N
R 340 38 A 2H 2 (Yamaji F1Ma 2011). Lsil % 2 ()
WS — N 4 Bl R A2, T e o Lsi2 (132 i 2 i
THAEATPIYH 22 £ 3 K3 (11 (Ma%52011). i 4kiHE,
Lsi] B RE AR 42 X380 1 2838 7K SR T R 8 X,
DRI b, ol AR L AR 4 T 45 5 W Wi e (Yamaji FlTMa
2007). HERREE AR HE S L5 w0l i AMA AT
P PR 2R A Bz i 1) Lsi M < 2H 21 H £ L
TERR, (5 N J2 230 S i Lsi2 (4 F R 28 3 2 oh A
W, 2 JE R ORI i 18 AR AR T AR B E R IS T
FIAJRER . 7EA R EE AP RECE 2R S N BEE K5
IS I (MitaniZ2005). FjikHh FEBE,
N T B B REDTRRAE A BT, Ak 06 20 A J5 3515342 4
H R R BIA R P H LT, 1 RE A 5T 56 )
B A 7 00 7 B 2H 2200 P 11 e R e B Lsi6 412
BEM) . Lsi6fEKRRIIRRAS . @SR i 08, I
SE AN T P B AR I e A Joi 0 e 2 P 3 e — )
(Yamaji%F2008). fikdt N4, Sk E—FH
RB AR, KK IEHERERRFE AL N R — AL
T (Si0, nH,0).

H A, ZKFELsi 1A Lsi2 f [ J5 5% K E4IE B 7E
oK KE. BRAUNE 2 55 (Chiba
££2009; MitaniZ£2009a, 2011; MontpetitZ$2012).
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AR3EBauer (2011)5&,

RUEVE 2 AH ) P R ik 18 B TR 5 K R R R Lsi L F
Lsi2[A)J8, {H i FARM B 2 (A7 TR 2 5, K245
T AR 5 7K 8 AR LU RE A 41 B 2 L IR AT, 3
AL, TR KR X Ak A R SO ATL - G Atk A
VAR EEA BT AS [F](Mitani%$2009b) .
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P B B 52 4%, FH 1RG22 a5, gz
I U I AR
2.1 BEETEYI R AL

T DA 1A I R ook i B R R ) 96 T TR R
T Z PG pL, — AT 5 A B B 4R R
PERT R MDEEPERT AR A IR A AR E R R
% FELAS A & 1 BB A FH B 1 TS
P B 1 2 45 A HE A 52 21 938 I 4 S0 () 7 ZE L )
(Jonas%5:2013).
2.1.7 YRR M RGEHLH

ek LB RE TR (H,SIO,) 7 1 T8 AR IS, IF
MAE PR R 4 2 b 358, LAoKAG TG € T8 — 4tk
fi(Si0, nH,0) 1 2 Bk R 1 B TR AE M W 3R 2
Y H I S A M BRI & o R A A 2R A TR R e T
o R RIS B EE, ) S5 R A M L R 1 2, BRI
T AT A, 20T 3 SR AR ) P BT 1, DR A A
5% E T (Reynolds®52009), Jumas(2015) I 5t
B, BEE ROK AR AT RAR, 2R 8 2 3
I, T2 R AG F oK 2RI B (Busseola fusca)4))
TR B BE S, PUrENE 9. Kvedaras fllKeeping
(2007) I T2 BH, BEAE T RE (015 [R] RIAR Y 2558 52
MR R, v &) B ZE AR 27, B H T
Kot RN 225 (Eldana charcharina) 414 (Keeping %5
2009). Pk, fikilid GE 22 B RN A EA KBS,
MTTREKC B B0 R AT %A AL 351 1
B INFIA], AT [A) 2 A 2 G DA A 2R A o

WA, it 2 5 e A A v FL AR E SR 5 A 2
P, e e B R v B A AR SR R K
1B W R H8 N R BT A 28 R0 3 1, AT 4 2%
BHAEKKE. FEIKEE /) (Massey Al Hartley
2009). Han%§(2015) & I /K AZ 7y AR FE R 39 0,
A LR mKAE e A I C/NLE, FRICEY) R &
FFEI\AG S (Cnaphalocrocis medinalis) € ¥W)7H
e, KRR E, AR B A E R 2,
E e B K R it M R B

B U b b B A B 0 A RT T A e A AL R
B IRV 5T TR A AR A, TR O B A
1197 T (Forkpah%£2014) . F 7] LARESR o i E Rz
(B b 1), 3 B i I s B He ) b R 2 i LK
JEMEE bW, R IR o WOSOR AR KO E, 3 m] LA

1E B O % R AE 5124 1% . Santos55(2015) A
FUAE W, AE Ak b PR ) 7 A R B R 3R 1 R 55 7
(T absoluta) %)) HURIE 11735 5 DL S A4 2 448
A HT T B, 1R S AW 1) %) Hh iz 4 N R
JEE g, (RIS AR A A Bz, 3 B0 4 N
HMEMTTAET o

Tt B U AR B AR AT Nt e A i
Wi, W] R o o0 3 KR B B A AL AT N .
HeZ5(2015) A TR M, 1w ik FEREIE AL 315 (17K
& b4 K E\(Nilaparvata lugens)1E M. 5% B HE
EHE 5 B R E Y K.

2 KT 72 2R W R P AR N e ) DORR A ORI HE S
J7 3, CAERCEATER A 2 s SR B, X A
B R R E O FH BSOS B A S
SO B, TR AL FN A A R DR
FE, AT RO IESE B OHE RN, PR
AP B R AU . Barker (1989)HF 77 3% HH 4
R PN PR O 4505 S TS D P O T Ak S AR P (L 45
PRAA) R 35 B2 2 AR O, PR 2 B 3 e — AR A i
VIRV s AT 5 9350, BHAE T RTRIE 2 R
(Listronotus bonariensis){EM§5_1 7= Gl .

2.1.2 FSMEREHE

FEAE R R REA B OIS SR
IR A 3 K R (SA) RFTTR(JA)FI 24 7E 1
AR A7 7 40 SN AR R A E T . TART T A0
BB AN ZANE g B A 7 48 (Kindt55:2003), SA
ANTALE 5 0] 6 ) 52 AT 9 £ 1) B JL k4T Bl (Moran
A Thompson 2001). il 753 B, FEAITAXT B HUA 1R
S8 PR AR ELAE P (Liu&e2017), HRE S P01 AT LA
I 5] R A EAEY AR E ) Y ok ik (Hartley
F1DeGabriel 2016).

TEMY- T B - RE = RE IR R, T
PAE B R T, R R RO A 4 R
WEPHIPVs) L AT AEYNE N REME T, KR
G RO FEAE ) BT AT 5 Ar, 2 11 1 s il
¥, %45 (OudenhoveZ2017). LiuZE(2017) & Bifd:nl
DA S0 AR A R T TPV (1) 4 F RH AR B2, E 4 FE AL
S (C. medinalis) 12 Y& 1 B A= 7Y 7K e Al vk it
L, SO - B o S5 SRR W], 5-SikH L,
+SUEPPRE T THIPV o= T4 L B- 1 2 L& 40
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2- LKL RN A I 1Y) & B BUIC, 2022 S5 HIPYV
2 WG 5RO R BB HE B 2% Ui W% (Trathala flavo-
orbitalis) F 1 21 AN V4 &5 4 (Microplitis mediator) i
FEME R E] AT

Ak, A A RE TS S AL, R TR
AL, RRPRRULIIE, LT Bl
AR ) 77 A, DT 2 SR )0 A 1 B L)
i 52 1, o B U ARIIAT 4. Rangerés(2009) W
GBI Jtfk v] LASR e H AR b S-nn T 22 R
XA S T RRA T AL, Bk (Myzus
persicae) V] 5 B AR B 77 A G K % . Han%s
(2016) /< B fit: fie % 1 s A ) Po S A AR U AN LB
WML, it e PR 7K R A R B A A 3 I R A L I
CAT. PAL. POX. PPOFISODZKI H #5151,
MDA & ®EAK. fEhF. Fhn 3N E SR
flAE ) b, A 5¢ T 1k 1Y 9 A 00 e B P R
521 i3 (LaingZ2006) .

Zx BRIk, FE s i FhOL ) A2 3 SR A P 0t
PR e N ] 4 7 A o AR AR O TG A B
B U7 B A5 - AR A 7400 S BE PR A A T AT LA
HE W 2 Bl 150 10 AS A2 B — Hb R FH 9 b ok B 1 AL
AIAKEE DB L Ab 2 R A AR I WL R vk 2 5 R
() e o 94, 4% B 52 20 5T 248 M 1 A B R
W (R s, 32 BK ARG A B I S B B2
M (K 1)o
2.2 BT EYIE AL

fik AT DL MG i A 0 6 5 Ak AR Y R A A
Bilhn: HASFEIF R RGN B 2k HURI OGP B LA
JREE B R FEE G AT TR E R
R B 93 55 (R 2) o
2.2.1 YRR

VIR BE AR UL IR M AEAE M UZ N 4
BE IR R 20 i N (R O RN 2R 6 R LA 15 iR L B
PRSI, REYIRE . AR K AE-FE T 1 (P
oryzae) W F ELAE Fvb, v DLBE 4 B 1A o7 0 (5 i i
6 B (%) B A T 1 P A2 L 5T ) B ik, AN TR ik
I A8 ) B ZE 3R (A K 1 1 B0 AR AR B BLIR /N 9 A )
(Abed-Ashtiani%$2012). SeeboldZ5(2001) k& I iEA
R Bee mK ABm v Y 2157 B, 7E AN TR0 K
SPRIKFG A b, R A R B 2 i . oAt

it FC R B, TE40 BT I - 2 R 9 B8 (Erysiphe cichorac-
earum)~ B J\ - 3% JH 9 & (Colletotrichum lagenari-
um)+ % JK-F8) B (Podosphaera xanthii). 7KF§-H
SUKGI B (Monographella albescens). 7KF&-3IA 22
¥ B (Rhizoctonia solani) /N3¢ -/IN32 4R J& 973 1 (Bi-
polaris sorokiniana) F /N 2% - F& J5 995 W 1) 40 BAE H
H, R MR E IR T B B 2EE . e A
1 (Araujo %5 2016; Domiciano %5 2013; Rodrigues %5
2015; Sousa%52013),

222 HFESNMERYR

BélangerZ%(2003) Ff1R émus-Borel £ (2005) ) fiff

REEREY], SEEN/DNEW OIRR IS, BN
Py ) o 2 AR M DTS A TR AW 8 A I A Ak
KM areE b, Byt A EHERE TikE R
Z 0. FortunatoZ I B 7T 2 BH (2014) k£ BE 11 3F
JRYLRA R T (Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cubense)
(1) B AR ) JE B 2 A M IR AR AR i S AT e
S T 2 TR TR A S5 2R Ay 2 o () DA
Whan%5(2016) 2 3Lt fe Hig 46 4 58 P s J2 200 e R 24
B R A AR AE AL 2295 B (F oxysporum f. sp. vasin-
Sectum) K] B 22 11 T ML= H AR I PR R o I TR
MR . Cruzfe (2015 L &I, fE/NE5FE
i v B R AR ELAE F oh, AR A R A AR G R
P A S R R M PR R B R .

2.2.3 ENSHIBEEXEE

IS WORE Ok g 5 95 TR TR R T 52 1 3 DDA G, fi

LR R 5% 381 AT DI IS J0RE D% I PR M (Gl zar 552
2021), Vr Z it el WO B A AH Sl BI LT Bg
HAMNYIEE. 2 e 0B B-1,3-% Kbl KN
AMRAN . BEAYEAR. Pk migd E i
VIl ARCH SRR TEAER . REE AR
) 5B g ()3 R PG FEEBUR T BIAEH . Chen
S5(2015) & Bl 4 &+  (Ralstonia solanacearum){z
U 1) feE B AR J A 267 B T R AR R (16
Ban, 1049800, Horp KR 7 5 1 AR A B AL
B Ko SZA R JE AR e, SRk R
LA TSI (APX. CAT. GRFISODE 4 &),
1 5% ROS [ 775 5 (Debona®%:2017). Liu%(2014) ()
T TR B, SRR /K R M MR A R 0 A 44 5, APX S
DHARFISODH )& =100
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=1 ENSHEYX AR E RTINS
Table 1 Si-mediated plant resistance mechanisms to different pests

GERYIIES B ik P 25 3k
MEERESE  Schistocerca gregaria S 2T A R BRI H LA KindtZ:2003
KT Cnaphalocrocis medinalis BB BRI, B3P <l Han%$2015, 2016
IKFE Cnaphalocrocis medinalis FEFHIPVA=A 135 S 051 Liu&52017
IKFE Chilo suppressalis EN AL EN SN g SN v RE S NN SIS HouA1Han 2010
IKFG Nilaparvata lugens W 5 R RS S B 1 LangZ£2017a,

2017b

IKFE Phyllocnistis ciirella g b B R L, SRR E AL R T R R dos Santos%52015
KA Diatraea saccharalis DA, W T AFPIAE AR B MRS Sidhu®%2013
E5P/S Busseola fusca PR YRR T2 S BELAS ) FRUHe £ (4 B o e JumaZ§2015
K Spodoptera frugiperda BV 5 A 4~ 52 381 s e (e A 1) 55 7)) Alvarenga%§2017
] [ 2% Chlosyne lacinia saundersii — F#AKE 2B AT N Assis?52013
LA Diabrotica speciosa SN P IR A BB AT N AssisZE2012
K& Euschistus heros TN SR - AT A T 241 de Souza%§2016
INEE Sitobion avenae FRARSEIE . WAERGICR, gk, DiasZ:2014

R2 EENSEYRENEYRER
Table 2 Genera of plant pathogens causing seedborne, soilborne, and foliar diseases that had their infection

process impaired by silicona

993 5L 1R J&

I BEMAE Alternaria, XU 2% J& Bipolaris, FAX) 9% B J& Blumeria, % %) i J& Botrytis, 74 5% J& Bremia,
T AL E Cylindrocladium, JE )& Cercospora, % JH W J& Colletotrichum, ¥ J& Corynespora,
8] B 5% J& Diaporthe, V. [t 5% J& Didymella, i 4t J& Drechslera, (¥} J& Erysiphe, %k J1 T
J&Fusarium, R 2 J&Ganoderma, S 155 18 J& Hemileia, /NBR 1S 55 J& Leptosphaeria, #5J8 % Magn-
aporthe, T J& Microdochium, 55 1% 4% # J& Monilinia, "HRR 1 J& Monographella, ER 5 i J& My-
cosphaerella, ¥} 1% J& Oidiopsis, ¥ #J& Oidium, 75 5% 1 J& Penicillium, %% % &1 J& Pestalotia,
JZ45 i Phakopsora, .25 15 %5 J& Phomopsis, X 22 3¢ 75 J& Podosphaera, 113 /0 T J& Pseudocer-
cospora, W% J& Puccinia, 3411 )& Pyricularia, ¥ W51 )& Ramularia, #2¥% 14 )@ Rhizoctonia, 1§
§ii 5% J& Sclerospora, %45 14 J&Sclerotinia, 5t/ 11 J& Septoria, %.22 5 J&Sphaerotheca, .3 {l &
Trichothecium, ¥4 22 5% J& Uncinula, 228y ¥ J& Ustilago

[FJENE] ¥ %5 J& Phytophthora, & % J& Pythium

AME Bl W [ Acidovorax, 15 5. M & Pseudomonas, % /R ¥l 14 J& Ralstonia, 35 # J& Xanthomonas

i 2 HUA% 22 1HAA 99 55 Nepovirus

i HR&h 2k i Jg Meloidogyne

2.2.4 BEMEREFENIEBE

fek 5 K -5 T A EL AR FH AU ATL K,
WIS — R Y AEIA A R S ANME 5 7 5 ok B A
W67 K DR R 3 i A 3 BT (Vivancos552015) . fiE
A ATER] G0 S S A R HEAE L, R 15 5 )5 40 B
5 5B ATy, IX 05 5 0 % 4% 1) B 40 ik 18] 1)

RiE, RERNW KA EEL I B

WREH. MBS ERAPREAMEK. H
2 5H A KEA A R EN L&Y,
WAEH = B, KRS CRITAED . 45
T TR By SR A A s i T SR e ) R L AL 2
R BE XA T8 N (Shetty 552011). Dy 1 ) B HEAE
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B B R G R ORI LA, AHOC S F AT T
SEAVEE 4L %5206 . El-Garhy%5(2016) % 31, 4
WETR M T 2R AEBRREIIHEA . B
THAH DG IR g FIPR-1 ) FE R i R0k, F B T &
HPUK 90 (Botrytis cinerea) FIREIR J& 993 (Pythium
aphanidermatum). SongZ%(2016) I, JitkE 117K FE
T MRAE B G R R (X oryzae pv. oryzae)ib), J:
R 050320109600 (4175 FER I & AR, &
HGENAZ D). Pria (PR-1). Reht2 (JL T 5 ).
LOX2 (RER ) FIPAL CKTA 2 il 2 ) 1) 2Rk
IKF 8w, T catd (G A A A ) A Os03g-
0126000 (Jmt424 2 HEFR (1) 45 & = A RIE T
. FauteuxZ%(2006)F! FH 44-K 4k 45 41 &5 Fr WF 58 1
I Tt A R it ek AL B T R G 0K 9 1 (B. graminis f.
sp. tritic) R IR R IA, R IAE NN & Whia s, i
o L A B 1R DG R A 1) 0/ 3R TR 7K T3 .- Chain
£ (2009) % 55 000/ JE 8t 4% F: K E AT T e 5% 54T,
G5 LR B TE VA Wl 0K 98 T SR G B, it ik o) i R
FIE Z SN, (BTG G ERT, aRE 2 B
(93D BH LR R G 5 1R 25 R e S PR AR A
2.2.5 EXEERAIEE

2955 I AR G R A AE T A2 B 540, RPN
R SRS S EE AR g BRI T AR R 98D
H G O RIKE FIBRAR . SRR 4R K
JtHE S FE ) B A B B IR . 22 T FE R,
TEORAE 13043 520 Jt 11 12 G R AL 1) O & 1 R
1537 -3 BRJE I H (Colletotrichum lindemuthia-
num)~ FaAt-BE 78 H I # (R. areola) WEAE-H
16 IRIE B (C. gossypii var. cephalosporioides) 7K F5-
FEIEIR B~ IKFE-KFE = I M. albescens. 12 %-
IRIEIA B (C. sublineolum) Fl /)N 22 - T 993 I AH ELAE
R, WaRERR 1 R 15 7 AR FE AL, 1A B TR
R VR AL S 2 1R (Polanco52014) . it
ik ] 3 i v R AR BOK A 2 T ) K R AR
PRI G TR T 1D /DN 22 R AR 5 I R 31 7 A DR 1
HHE S, W RGN R T2 R(F/F,) Jalk
SRR F BN B T A 38 o 22 4% (Tatagiba %62016) .
Gao%5 (201 1) I&, 7K AE X R i o3 i 1k 1 2 v 5
5 R R A = A O, e N E /R, AR
HMIPSTD A () fie K 17 & . Bockhaven5(2015)

HIRIE FC R B, % F ~F I i i (Bipolaris oryzae)f= 44
() A Wt A KRG P R (D' 6 A T RS IR 6348 5 52
BP0 W AR G A R AR PR R 22 Ol R I bR
T HE DR )Rk I, 8 T R B ek, 3R A R E i AR
KA B 1 T AL SR HOARIRG ~F I 05 fl 42 it
BRI FE . Liu%E(2014) IR 78 K B, 5 oK it i 11
X REAR LE, 1= e B ) ARk /KRS ' S FH A G
FEAM G RabSESEA. WA E
F116.5 kDa. 5% K Bl - 1,7- — 8 198 It A1 A% T
TR R AT ORI ) DA R = R R RN SR T i A
A LA,
3 RE

TRV AE K AR G B e (e T5 0 s
TR, EEAAIERHEYA G R S AR 2+ .
X2 W TSR B, AR AR e R O 4EREAE A AR K
KRE GEEH. MRS BTSSR ET
AR, R R 5 v R B i i
HILRZ—. HETMW RS TREESE R X
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