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Abstract Rhizosphere is the densely populated area of the soil where plant roots must compete with invading root systems
of neighboring plants and soil"borne microorganisms including bacteria,fungi and insects that feed on organic materials for
space, water,and mineral nutrients. Interactions within the rhizosphere are based on complex exchanges involving sur-
rounding plant roots and are highly influenced by edaphic factors. However, below-ground biological interactions that are
driven by root exudates are more complex than above-ground interactions. Increasing evidence suggests that root exudates
act as information transmitter in the interaction process between plants and their environment and thus play an important
active role in root root and root”microbe communication. In this paper, previous studies are vividly reviewed and the direc-
tion of future research disscused.
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Fig.1 Mechanism model of interaction between root b

secretions and rhizosphere organisms
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HABAE YR R AML . AV ZR 50 W) & AV 2 BA A W06 P 1946 ) 5T (Allelochemicals ) , 33 2649 51 % 52
A A S8 M 22 2 T X e T 4l A K R s R L 1 BT R . Tang % BRIE T
Bigalta limpograss H 7 70 W W ()AL B AE FH L F8 H AL PR A 0 AR 2R 40 0b 40 v o) 32 R A 0 1 4 2 I A 4 1 2 22
EMEAEY) IER GCMS Jr BRI I A PR K O IR AR SE 16 MRS B . i Bais 5 X &
%4 ( Centaurea maculosa) WHFFE R . ARIE C. maculosa R 3453 W) JL 25 & (+) Catechin F1( —) Cate-
chin Xt H S AR 2 g vk 19 A2 A 522 AR L AR W) N E 2R W, () Catechin BA7 8850 D) BE, 10 (—)
Catechin U Xf HABAE Yy F1 A0 R 2 B AT AR 5 O AL EAE T . (&) Catechin X L 3EAR Y 8™ A= 410 £ FH 00 B AR ¥k
FEA N 100ug/mLo (%) Catechin ¥ ¥ F+ F Centaurea diffusa BAEFHEEM, ¥ 100ug/mL(— ) Cate-
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Pelk. CABIZ SR ALY S 4 A0 R R PR AR G 6 T S AS A48 9% 43 T 69 3 T 36 A b TR 4
G TEHERR Sh ¥ | SR Wy MR BE I 5 B 52 0 Jis , — AR RE I b ] Bl A 08 D SR e A 2 A8 Y0 R 1a] 1 1k
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B LB ALY F . idahoensis P34 BEB EA B ATE S 68 J1 .2 C. maculosa BE AR TS 4> Wb AL 8 5t , I F) H
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L. CAMFEN N, S EEEERS IR E AT 3 Al ae . —J& S e A SRR R IEAR ) R R, R T A
Pyt A 5 v 5 5 T 2 I WOSCEL AR TR I R L [)— R A 4 U 3 A L B e I R R ST R S Bk
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M 23 I A B A KR R B8 v R Ak A0 T R et i = Trifolium repens) 3 Fr 13 (1L
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OANTA LA LR TR ] 8 2 B EE B 2 SN L AR o T W R B 58400765600, TR (5 32.206 ~
39.4% E D, b 2.2 ~2.800 , ANFEIKFE AP AR BR300 S04 9 A W s RN AR R < “Iguape
Cateto” (441.0mg/kg) >“IACA7”(389.7mg/kg) > “PI312777” (333.2mg/kg) =>*“Lemont” (283.8mg/kg) >
CK(129.3mg/kg) , AH 1 4 JF€ Y I W2 A FH 36 B8 o AIRAR IR O - “ PI3127777[1.404 g (C)/ g+ h ]>>*1Iguape Cateto”
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PR ARXS B A KN IR 5 i — 20 0 i R W] AL BOK R “PIS1277 77 X 2 A A B L 3 =M 181 80T
UF SOVE 2 24 22 70 A T L1 200 TR IV S TR 40 T T A o A A B A (R RV T T X B Ak 40 T L B i A A R R
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PRI AN S R R IR R TR A /N 22 A e TR C Gaeumannomyces grainis) ) 1# 22 ke gk
( Fagopyrum esculentum ) B 2 53 W WXt /N2 4 i TR A B S B9 4 il VE R L (B2 28 LR A C Gossypium ar-
borcum) M ¥ ¢ Solanum melongena) AERAR R4y I R B ZE 9 ( Verticillium ) B9 30 6] W) 2 @ 3 % 3] Ta-
laromycee flowus MR IHEAFE L AP B A6 SR SR B AR R ZE A9 AL 4L 0002 PR W A R 7™ T, 9
JREEXTPFS TR PSR W IR Y B T R IERUEY BT L R R B A . A SR E AT
by B 3 R R A Y R IR ) X R B A5 SRR W AR A 45 M PR A T AN 2 Ak A TR LA PR AU A Sk
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VE25 IR Wy bR i) 3 U W XA b A 2 U 0T BB S R B A 5C&R L BO08 o SR W S 4 P AR
FH S DT ORI 245 FH AR ) 1) 4 B A K 5 T 70 S 22 4 AR 1) oA b AR L 338 v it 3% 0 5 Ak R i) R AR AR 0T
Py 4004t A 0 1 A A S ORI R ek 2D, e G 5 AR T Ak AR O R AT i A W B D R T
S b A B B ) XA L AEAS 25 AT e BRI 2, S e S R,

SR, v MR B 1 52 2 1k R 22 R L AR XE T e EL X R 2B K R ZS B S L ORI R A b 2K [
TEWAEA R %2 8 B B, HAR R -7 4oy Fidt b ¥4 — 5 22 5%, HOASTE) 4 23 %0 AR B S A= 90 0 28 2580 A
i), K ( Zea mays) M Z 70 W) AE A [a) AR 5 401 28 11 o -5 JGOBl & A7 ] Wl 22 e L 3 S0y Joit 1) A 2 R K 2 e ko
TIEFEY R R A A B, XUHR 3% ( Eichhornia crassipes ) 2 73 W) 4 43 B9 2L R Met ., Gly,
Ala, Asp.Ser, Val Fll Leu X #2Br AT 56 J& F2( Enterobacter sp. F2) 4 5 Z (1) 1IE & ALAE A, T Lys, Cus, Arg,
Thr,Pro, Asn,Gln, Ile ,Phe Fl Trp X iZ 40 18 7 AE GO AL AE T, 20 W0 v B9 S IR R A 9 AR PR S R G h Y
&5 B M B Z AR IR,

) AR 22 A 25 1] AR PR Tl — R 90 3 1 AR B i 2 ) i AR %, BRAR ) R I 0 Gk S 2 12 ok HAR I 3R
B2 (8 B SR U — P R 1 BRAE AR NI A L R A 10 O R 11 (G P) AR A 43 U G B
i (SEAP) | P51 55 BRAS SRl il e A% SE DR B Nicotiana tabacum) , R LT ALK GFP SEAP HIA R K
Pil S 2 3 o MR R 43 WA S R 1, A PN O T B A 5 I A 2 R 1O S B8 3 A A BE R AR A, S5 SRR WYL AR 43
U 3 2 T PR 0 43 S e B AL, A R T SE YN R B C Phytolacca americana) AR £ [ 4R B 4
WRAER TG E A (RIP) \PAP-H ', RIP JIZAFET @AY b Il ik H N BT 4 3 2 1 4 A
VEFEPE MM BR 28S rRNA PR5F DX I B BE RS Tl 5L AR AR 23 WA 1) RIP 36 HA HUECTE R L i i e fof ARG 2 1 &
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B ( Rhizoctonia solani 1 Trichoderma reesei)[ﬁ'zgj . AT AWM EN GRS S — s LR EH 1 1, 3"
BT RMERG LT BB R B, XS8R A OGO O i A R LT RO AR I RE L i PAP-H BTN S A
AN RE B PAP-H AR A T A A0 5 L R S R A e R BC A sE T B R
Y HTB AN K PAPH RS AEAR S 5 A0 1 A0 M B L AR AR — gy T e R R LA AR Ay
WA ZR Gt B FL o MR AR D TG PR 2 1 A A ) TR A AR AR A 8 R B A AT G JF s SRR WA

AR AR, B3R ORI AR X R S A W A 1 S R ST TR AR T AR A ST il
A RS B S TR A b M rp A B2 ) AT 24 1000 Re Bl 3 3% L TR, SR X — 1% S8 1 5 YA R 18 42 THT S Wt [
AISEBINAE . BT X — BRG I AT ok [ N AMA 2 2238 R 20 T A A I BOR 5 05 16 058 SR W0 0 A= )
ZREPE R UG PR, P, FATT A8 R i BIR 1 D) R B B 2 S (TAFLP R, Bk WE 58 T
M BOR R AR 2253 W W0 % - SR A= Wy B 52 0, 45 2R R AR AL BOK R AR PR 1369 T-RFs HEARIBROK RS A2 1 4 4
£ N B 645 Closiridium sp.str. AZ3 B.1, Acidosphaera rubrifaciens str. HSTAP3 .clone SJA-118 43
MAUNEE ) 136 & clone env. OPS 2, Eubacterium biforme ATCC 27806( T) . Bacillus stearothermophilus NCDO
1768(T) . Bacillus caldovelox 55 4 Fh4H 1 1,138 % Eubacterium cylindroides ATCC 27803(T) ., Ectothiorho-
dospira marina str.BN9914 Matheron BA 1010 DSM 241(T) | Bacillus GL1 str.GL1, Desulfitobacterium de-
halogenans str. JW/1U-DC1 DSM 9161 (T).str. AshY1, Paenibacillus kobensis str. Yk205 1FO 15729 (T) .
Aenibacillus macerans JCM 2500(T) | Allochromatium vinosum ATCC 17899(T), Rubrobacter radiotolerans
JCM 2153(T) . Bacillus tipchiralis,clone Phenol™4, Thermochromatium tepidum str. MC ATCC 43061(T) ,
Paenibacillus larvaesubsp . pulvifaciens NCDO 1141 4§ 13 T ], 431 & Methyloarcula terricola str.h37
VKM b 2160, str. JTB359, Rhodovulum sulfidophilum str. W-4 (T )% 3 F 4 1§ ], 467 (& Symbiont of
Alvinella pompejana, Campylobacter sp. CCUG 20705 55 2 Fp 401 ) (482[ 7% str. AT, Haliscomenobacter hy-
drossis ATCC 27775(T), Methylophilus methylotrophus str.AS1 ATCC 53528( T)% 3 FhZH B 1,483 (&% Phy-
toplasma sp. . Phytoplasma sp.str. ESFY G2 P RAELBOKRE“TACAT” (“PI3127777 “Iguape Cateto”
AR A BOK R Lemont” 9 AR B - 338 vby 1 30, 7 25 10 0 8 DU A B B, D56 I KRR 118 R 0 A R i 7 3 6T 2R )
AR, B 79(% Thermus aquaticus str. X1 ATCC 27978 | Telluria micta ACM 1762(T), Methanobrevi-
bacter sp.str. MB-9. Desulfotomaculum alkaliphilum str.S1 %5 4 Fha &) 2 3 7E ALK #F “ Lemont” i,
M A ALK R “TACAT” (“PI312777” “Iguape Cateto” {1 H B, 15 B A1 fL JBOK R “ Lemont” 8 AR bR i A 90 )
T2 AR O RE 5 . PR DA AR K R 10 AR A ) A 400 ) G &80 1) 32 AR 0 1) [ i, i o) 1 HEAR B
—HHUEY A,

BEAT AT AR, A2 R AR IC HEAT B2 A5 7S U3 Rt € L Gage S5 LN GFP 9 ARiC BN X Rhizobi-
wm meliloti FE & W FLAE R BRI EE AT TOF5E. M AT53 504 GFP A1 GFP-S65 G 3afE S Salmonella
tryphimurium trp J3 3hF 09 F U7, F 8 A B TR Pibigp TBIG CtrpGFP-S65T), FE45 pTBIG Al pTBIG L ()
trp"GFP Fl trp"GFP-S65T il & ¥ v K& 3| Jii L CtrpGFP) F1 Pmb393 H, 15 3 8 20 &3 43 5 K2 Pth936 (trp-
GFP) R AL Pth93F (trp-GFP-S65T) , 435l 5 fL B ¥k Rhizobium meliloti MB501 J5 #E A7 W58, & B 7E IR B
RUEHEIE )T BOR A LURSE Rk, M AE JOIE #6756 J1°F K 58 Bk MB501/PTBI3F 5 %7 FIR G Hi 9%, 3d Ja 1EAR
TS B — B S S T AR, 19 Sl LN B — ELAERE , n] DU B T AR B e 7R AR R A SR MR B b 22 L I AR B
R To i 14 T8 28 T 9 1 TR T8 AR AE AR R S 20 M AT R AT 273 W43 3¢, IR YL AEKG 97 1 A B A & 3, 58
) A A, AR R Y 7 i SR YA — . Lee S AE BF S M0 R BB X LB B Pseudomonas
putida F 084 3k B W B o) P IEER pyrBCR A R RS T G 6 3P B0 2 T KL Privil, § A
Pseudomonas putida, R IR 8 28 ok 5 D4 [ U5 B AR 5 BN A B e B R b SO Y AR TE I i A AR
Pt T A FBL, Oparka ¥ GFP i3 & T MU B ALRR 31 T2 05 B GFP 7= ) 5 (5O Tl 3
2 Hb LS SRR T 0 R ) B AR e ad RN 5 2 SR A Y B . Leff SR ] GFP ARIC BIFFE /K AR PR3 v ) 56 TR T
FRTRAE X S0 L R A A I 2 R AR e B AR PR s A 28 R e 4 it T BRI A

3 TEIREXTIR 4 ¥ 59 22
b4y S5 A - S v s R A K 1 5 R AR R A R T B g R T BT SR 4
SR AL R T R P A S AR A, R K R RN E VR R L R R R R T AR R
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SR TEA R P A BB S A B (25 5 1K Fh 2% ST R U T A RS IR IR AR R A i 7
PREE (W R0 AL ST AR S i A b TR AR AL B R K B TR TR L B M A T DL R 2 R Y
AR 2R 43 00 v 4 00 T S — 7 s S e R B A B P 1A 0 I, A A R 4% 200 TR BRI 4% PR T T - 4
LR KAy S TR R e A A P45 L L EG b T RE R I A7 R 3 BORA B RIAE R L I OG22 IR g 4
S 3 AR A0 A A PV g 0 A 2 A T SR R T 45 R . AR AL IB KR “ Lemont” BUA L 47 £ 1T 21T
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