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Abstract: Cucumber Fusarium wilt is an important biological stress factor that restricts the growth and yield of cucumber
plants. In recent years, the imbalance of soil microflora caused by long-term intensive land, high multiple cropping index-
es, and unreasonable fertilization and irrigation in cucumber production has led to the increasingly serious harm of cucum-
ber Fusarium wilt. Plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria (PGPR) can not only improve the microbial flora structure of
cucumber rhizosphere and promote the growth and development of cucumber, but also effectively control cucumber
Fusarium wilt by itself or inducing systemic resistance of cucumber. We summarize the mechanism of PGPR in promot-

ing plant growth, controling of plant disease , and the research progress of using PGPR to control cucumber Fusarium

wilt. This review will provide a reference for the application of PGPR in cucumber production.
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YR BR A2 2E B (Plant growth promoting rhizo-
bacteria, PGPR) & 4542 1E 715 EAEY R brelie 78 T
AR, XY A K BA (LR A 28 B S
PREY. PGPR AN AT LA #E A 1 i A2 A I 3 v ™
B0, I8 BE A S S AR A AN S A A P SR
A R A A2 F Y. T PGPR B AT AR RE ) AN
BRI IE N BE JT 5 BERSHRA A AR S5 A, A2 )
B a R E EEAEH . & X PGPR et iE
WA B P (1 A EATL A R 9 B TR, 2597
HIw et AT T 4RIk

1 IR e 2B T R LA

PGPR 1] Ji ik A= 4[] 260 5 Tk R i 8 S5 A FH 92
i BT E A R G B B SE T T R I A R
A, Bl T8 A T A R KR B AR
RS, DLEGE IS P A PUAE R g R R 5 R
5 S FAE Y R R AP (Inducedsistiemi-
cresistance , ISR) & HI R B VA HE A0 T A1 S AE )
IE7BULN
11 {REFEEVIRPRE SR

TEAEI A KA, S B 8 IR 0 25 R PR AR
BRI RN FEER R, LIEREEEREN
B IRIUER  H LA R H ZAC, A 5 B ) AR iR
Fl . T PGPR B A v] 38 ik ] %60 V3 W e 2 55 7 5K
P e R IR T R B R R 2R (ke A
B 77 0 3 BRSCR] S AT A 2 A A 1 A T
Han 558 R I, 42 Fh ROM R B 8 (Bukamurella
sp.) P9 MIH v 2 /R 18 K B J& (Burkholderia sp.) P10
S o AR B 8 v ] 26 B NV R A R 2
fif W SO R B R R A R T R
K. Esitken ZEHIE 5T & BN, B R0 M0 B (Pseudo-
monas sp.) BA-8. Zf il # & (Bacillus sp.) OSU- 142
A2 H A B (Bacillus sp.)M-3 & B 2 42 = 55 7~
H, HEMEEET P BEEER IR ER
FEHWN . Kang FF"HEI K, PR M A
(Rhodobacter sphaeroides) B& W . 2 $& w5 ¥ NI
WA B VBERIERR 2R O B, (R R T R B AR K
12 FHEEYHE

MR EE R K EAEZEZER,
LR 2l PGPR F A 73 i A K R (TAA) VA 2
HZE (CTK) 7R 57 2 (GAD FHE YL R I RE 111,
Cassan 5572 BH , [ BE H (Azospirillum sp.) BE
% 733 TAAGAs. CTKs. ABA %5 % 75 £ 4 1
ARKKEE. FEZEFEHR K, BRI AR

. D .

(Bacillus mycoides)Gnytl 88743 IAA.GA, & K
REZMMER, REREFRMAEK. A, 5
I R U PR B (Pseudomonas sp.) WEFE 28 fAF B
(Bacillus cereus) i 5 2F f 1 1 (Bacillus subtilis)
Sl 7 A CTK AT H R S ALRI T, 4
LK 7/BUR R N e € S (1551 5 L) e ERE BN 1 7 1
FHEMBEZ, Ji4h, —5% PGPR H & A /74
MYIBER  Hae g A4 -/ B bE-1-R 1R
(ACC) Il 28 14 , 520 75 FEAEY) LI (A K5 A
T3 5 27 EAE Y P ES . B, 2RSS AT
(Paenibacillus polymyxa) ANR-ACC3™ ., & 5L{E .
i i (Pseudomonas putida) UW4™ % 5 25 B (Strep-
tomyces sp.) PGPA39™IZE BE % 7 4= ACC It 2 iy 12t
T B AR 27 = AB A T 1 205 6 KT AT 3G Ik 4
IS T N 5268 0, it A K .

1.3 RESEInEYE

13.1 LmREME4 PGPR WL TE41EH &
T A= W 5 95 IR B 4 <5 78 I RN A A7 23 (A 0 o
Jir TR AR K T B 5 K AEEEE . Chen S5POHF 5T
G R EE AT R AR BT B Re D SR THNE MR
(1) 7= AL e 0 =2 B a7 60 T AR I B ZEHLH] . Shi
SFEPRE TR Y, 2R 2R L AU B (Paenibacillus poly-
myxa)NSY50 e 8 i AR B A P i v 45 1 Al
R, WOE A 7 A ek D A 2209 0 R B A AL R )
PRI PR =F 8 B, 2R T A 8 o 2 TR 22 R Ao Utk
A, Z T FL R B, DR M B (Pseudomonas flu-
orescens) 7} WAVE R 2% , 595 Ji T 5 4 338 b m] R A
(kT 2R, 0] o B 9 R B O, a2k T B AL A
RIRZREZ, AW TR B O ik ) 1w AR
FOW 5 BUR AT E RS RS B TS, e
1K BB I B7 Va0 2 AR

132 pukiEfidh /R — L PGPR WS B U 7
B S M AU, S0 L A 1) 1R A K R
KR BEFER Y, PGPR # WG KA 1
5 PR BT RN 22 R 28 2F A R SE, T LA AR WA LT R
Wity 2 24 2% I i SR I FT B ) I8 A5 K i Il B Ak
B, B IR 2 0 Bk T1 B (Fusarium oxysporum)™ B
J% B 1 (Phytophthora capsici) ®' & JI\ & H J5
(Didymellabryoniae) " 55 Jp5 J5 17 (1) 240 ff BE , AT 42
EE PR Y X B G VR YR E R H . i
SRR TR BN, K G AR B B (Pseudomonas fluore-
scens) SN15-2 B~ A 2,4- — Z 9k 3 8] 2K =1y (2,
4-DAPG) - fiFf 'H % 14 25 (Pyrrolnitrin) « i 5 2k ik 6 &
(Pyoluteorin) 55 471 A4F 21 I 41 i) 2 75 75 Ak 9 1 ) 2



513

Mo A5, 55 RAIAR R 2 AL T VA B8 TORS 257 1 i 7 it e

FRALRAR

AL, —%8 PGPR 412 K28 27 flAF B WR-2V7, 75
RKF AT 18 (Paenibacillus elgii) HOA73"iE BE 7= 4
TN 2,3- RO R WIS 8 R | oS b e AR
FERMEA AL G, T 970 8 ) B A3 4 FO B L B
PR 5 A1 550 it o 50 PR s R AR A

133 #F A %4 —L% PGPR GRS FHE
Y e B R 4t B (induced systemic resistance
ISR) - Cecchini % " AJf 78 & B , 5 )t i 1 g
(Pseudomonas fluorescens) WCS417r e 155 TN F
TN T B R M B8 (Pseudomonas syringae pv. toma-
to) % £ 55 % # (Hyaloperonospora parasitica) X 7K
#5993 i (Botrytis cinerea) %5 2 Pl i 18 7= £ RGPt
PE, B G P . Ferraz 5" ALk I, 55 & B
(Streptomyces setonii) UFV618. Wi £ 7 iy 7 B9 (Ba-
cillus cereus) UFV592 F1 % Jii 0 & X # (Serratia
marcescens) UFV252 ) fe 3 0 35 i i EAL Y L &2

My S AT T SR PRI LTSl L R TR 2 R A A
JE 7 I 22T v A 35 3 AR AR IR B AR 0
T AN A IR AR 5 7 (Pseudomonas sp.)
CH267 XL BE (Laccaria bicolor) - 2 REW 175 3
TR B B U R G U

2 PGPR BjiiA & AAG 2= AL S R R

PGPR H 7 % 4 i 0 X R TE ¥5 e et A,
RN WIN IE 3 R S O A AN N TR N i
PGPR 54 [FIMEY 44 1 AR, LA PGPR
5y 5% B IR 55 R 2R 5 1A 3 s 995 280 ek 559 4 i L 1 249 T
A Bl B AR RN = S AE R A 7= AR AT S R
I, J iR S5 AN [H] PGPR By v o5 JTURS 2295 FR9 915 975 24
A FIALE], X HE— 0 R T 3 TR A2 7 1)
PGPR 7= A E TR o LUN I B DLk
BT, B 45 A 40 HxH S PGPR AR FIBLAET (R 1),

%1 PGPR B ENEEFRIERLE

o MMM PGPR  E LA

M BT

A %0 70 WAE R R BRI RN E T T R E IR o SR AR S s SR D RS 15 [45,49-51]

REGHTE
ZERUFT VA% B TR PR P RETE , Yol W R 5 L (RO B0 3 N B8 SO s 2 AR L LA iR [57-61]
FARBIE T RapiE
FZF A R e A A AT a7 A 2 PR AR s PR DA OS  ARME F S R G [63-66]
B OREH PR PUALERE M, 4% AsA-GSH A1 OPP #8458, FRARTE MRS TR ME R RO B, B TUBIE Y [70-73]
O R P AR 5
DA B AR L1 WO LRI, B2 LT G B-1, 3-H RN 5 PAL 2% [ AR [80-81]
[iEadr] 5595 J B A B 7 A R R A R i A [84]
HER TR 7 FRIRAL s 3 e AU T [86]
TR 7oA BT B AR FH A 0 (87]
RS0 PR iR 7] 595 5B T A AR AT s F i B R AR [88-89]
T BT FEAEGUEL T, 400 B TR 25 07 D 1 T 22 A AR K R L RS o 8 5 R G hitk [94-98]

21 MA@

2.1.1 BERAEE BT B (Pseudomonas
sp.) BE 7 AR IR I IE  ZUHURR « iF bk s 1R 2% AT I+
EZ PP, N B A B R A B 2R S
BAEPERS, w7, 8 5 a1 e
SEFE T, UL AR bR A R RIS A e o AR R R R
WA B (Pseudomonas) ¥ 2 ¥ 14 22 A F T 4848 35 /I
R0 Islam S50 B PDAR s 73 85 HH 1 A 284
P} B8 (Pseudomonas aeruginosa YBAS A] DL i
T [0 77 AR A HLBR AN AR W IS i) O R A2
ARG, I 7 A MR K R VRIS M BT, Rt
FOC T8 22 ] %1% 58.33% , AE A7 LWy v B A 22
J# o El-Sharkawy %544 5% AR 5 AT 14 (Pseudo-
monas fluorescens) ¥ Ff T INME K , & 1% 14 REHS
$2 w5 1 S I (POD) AL oy AL (PPOD 25 B 4

B T, X FOC 1 2231 5 5A 87.04% , FEIK 1 33
FEPRAG 22908 R % o Alizadeh Z&PWF 50 R I, %6
BCER LT B RE 5 A A 7 A RGP, BT TR
. AL R AL 2R E T AR M R
AT B (Pseudomonas putida) 18/1K 4 J& J5 , ¥ N~
B T 41.8%Y, B3 FRAK 1A Z A R AR K

212 FIRAFHE  FIEFE (Bacillus sp.) ] LA™
A T R U S v TR S T AN R ) N AR
TE L RE % RO b e T, H B A B0 5 7 AR
o B, Gk B mds foid Y ZF AT B & 2 A
T EM . HAT, © 25 5 H AR VE R 2 AT 5% (Ba-
cillus amyloliquefaciens) ™™ B K ZF T B (Bacil-
lus megaterium) ™\ &t ¥ 2 {9 KT B (Bacillus subtil-
is) PO 22 M BE AT RSCHS PU S JIURE 220 I B k. Cao
S O 5T R B, B R ZF F M B (Bacillus subtilis)

< 3 .
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SQRY HE = A= 4k Hi 14 & (Subtilin) + 2 T 1% £ & (Sur-
factin) &5 2 Fh 40 2L B AL & 70, W] #0061 3 TORE 220 .
Jia S5V 70 R BN, A 5 ZE S A B (Bacillus subtilis)
B006 381 77 A g IR AR M) 5 A5 3 R G HivE R
16 B JTURL 28 90, 0 58 JIC A =22 98 4100 1l 220k 42.9% .
Han 2“0 58 B » fif € B 5F #OAF 181 (Bacillus amy-
loliquefaciens)B1408 18 i 14 11 A &t B A 4 &K L
A LSRG VIRETR 080 R AE B AR B & T £
&, AR T TURS 229 (1) kA 2, AT A2 32 3 I AR
Koo AR, T B0 2 AL 20 1 2F fUAF R 2
T IR BR o 1 B A S I
HH T VR YR S A 2F HUAT B (Bacillus cereus)Y3F, BE 41
WA 5 B AR K T P o, B2 v B TR R AR 4
B, 3 35 PR AR TR B - 338 5 TR A0 2 9 Bk ) 1 2R
o, IR s 3B o A R R A

213 RFFAFE KU E (Paenibacillus sp.)
ATRLPAE Z PP o, ARSI E I 2 RS A
AIEPUE R R A RN R B4, 0 55 200
WG NG 2 SR 2 PR A AR R B IR Ak
RO, — P E B YRR A . Du ST
R, B2 Bl 2 8 25 2 f AT B8 (Paenibacillus poly-
myxa)NSY50 He 18T 2502 5 VAR 2 Hh B A AH 56 25
(AR, 22 fige ik 2200 5| RS M AR AR 497 o Zhai S8
FOR I, 2 K5 ZF AT B (Paenibacillus polymyxa)
HX-140 Ge7=4: 8 F B 47 48 10 B-1, 3-8 K bE i
ML E RIS YD, A R AR A B R 2=
i R i1k 50.9%. Li Al Chen™ &I T 1 A BE At
77 A 6 B 3R (fusaricidin) SCRE [ U 2R 25 25
¥ i (Paenibacillus polymyxa) WLY 78, 2 7= A& [1] i
5§ 2 (fusaricidin) Al #E K IR AE 5 175 5 1 IO
203 1) R G ke, oF B TR 2 1 A 650 2 P 40 1
YER o IOk, TRIR IS TR I, 4 2 RG2K8 2F fuAT
(Paenibacillus polymyxa)NSY4 £ N4 b5 b6 2 i
AT IR Ak, g . 25 (e adk s IR G, 3R s AR B
it e 1 5 I S 2 N 1 AR B R S5 A TR T T
BD TR AR TR R X B TORE 295 1)
B 6 BRI # 25.00%~62.50% -

22 EHE

22.1 AKEBH K% Trichoderma) f: # Iy L 1
SRR o AT RO S R B R P B A AR
AR, B 22 FRA A REER L e EE R AR
(AR 7 LT e R T B IR 22 9 ) 400 ) A R
=, DAYz B T BT 2 M pva e i
TR, B N R E T B IR TR 2R BE AR

- 4 -

B HAE - ALS B W 248 . R A
(Trichoderma asperellum) 525 W % K % (T. harzia-
num) 610 FHLEE K A % (T pseudokoningii) 886 [
A B TURS 2295 I 7 R B, 3 PR 85 1R JE e i
BN A B A A 3 SR A A A A T T B AEC B
bRk S s WNTITE /ot =S 9|\ e = Y ki
PR Wu SEUVEEE T — M ORT BB K B (Tricho-
derma asperellum) GDFS1009, ‘& 77 ¥ JL T )i ¥ - 7
R0 I M 2 1 I S 22 Bl B O AR A A B BT R B
JRAL 2295 . Chen &5 HIF 9T K I, We SRR %5 (Tricho-
derma harzianum) TH58 JH ik 34 5 5T AL RE T, BRI
B TURE 2208 B AR G4 e AR RIE M EAE A R R,
4% AsA-GSH M1 OPP & 42 By it s KL 2005 , it —
W oERE T ORE N T NS AL R ) B B AL . Ka-
reem 5 PSR I, B2 PP K B KR B (Trichoderma
longibrachiatum)NGJI167 A GE FFAK B IR 20 K
T e, 30 RE I S 4 v R L & IR BN A
WA B KA AREE ) DNA, XX AR R R0
g EEE . AR BARE RS
A NUIESS & S, B4 a3 JTORE 2295 b7 8 RCR
(R RS e PEFNR R X Ay — PR R %5 B B
AT TAE Z R SR A 1 37 K .

222 AMEMREHR MM ER Urbusular mycor-
rhiza, AMD 3R] DAATAL 3 50 JIUAE A £ 80% ) 487
WD B R TY B AR L AT 3 B ) R AR S A A
MG A P T2 3k R AR K LR A BT AL
H7, AZ IR, YRR R AR B AR = AR
A H T 52 & Y A F B B v R T
PR, AR E ST R I, FE R Glomus versi-
forme 5 Glomus intraradices Wi AM H & 7] Jf %%
HAE A 20, 5 Kt il R H IR R LT R
B B-1,3-7 R WENE 5 PAL B 55 Iy (I 3G HE A %
Hu SR T8 I, M TR AR 35 B AN e B A1 3 TR
ZR R E IR Re e I B A AR BrAie A= 41
R ERR B R S AR T 5 MR B AR L B S A
RE A 2F DA BT R L R E AR 2R 1) B, 4 v 0 3 TR
ZR MBI R ZSS . AN H AR AL AR
87362 B IR 209 BT 70 350 /0>, B A B AR B 7T 3
BIAE = TR T 53 B HA B v S R

223 HEAAE  HAET, CHRERIBTE E TR 2
9 A B 3 TR O A T R TR AR B0 Bk ) B T
B 5 . Luo 55 7E MEVH W VA 43 B9 — PR IR B
(Talaromyces )DYM25 , % 5 JIA, 22993 (19 897 76 S 1
52.9% , 1X Wl e 5 H AR B HAA HUEE AR I A s
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AR TRARATES P4 R B 73 B H 1 BRI
Fili 2208 T A BORIE PUE OB REE 1-101, Ho A4
1) FE S H ) o 0T 0 i AT R T R 6 Rk 52% . R AT
JESRIEFT I, T R NSY 15 g i {2k 5 4
T WL, B2 vy Fe Pt e A B v M B VA B ARG 20
B 8 4k 52.39%. Huang ZE™F 58 & B, 158 Al
AL AT B B 16 B TURE 2290 52 X O & A AR 800 1t
RAHRIIE . B AT, 38 TG I R AR 2L
R R T S5 B B a T 71 AESUE T
A Ak T R 4> B . Wang SR H A1 ) ) 519
FIGS11/NPIGS-R , 73 2 %5 5 1 2R A9k I T i AR 20
DL R B ¥6 2 A 2% . Abro %64 B 5 5%
(Penicillium sp.) « P J& B (Hypocrea sp.) ~ ik i 18
(Neurospora sp.) % % Mk PN A2 HL B , %) 9 JTURE 22955 B
TR V& AT R AR R B AR IR 2 Se e e R £
RN A LB, B ST 30 A 220
23 MEE

TR TR e 5 R A AR 2R S o Wb I L VE R
Wi LT o B s 2 oK G, £ BT AR T A
HLEMAER. HAT, © 5 5 H AR5 % W (Strep-
tomyces rimosus)"™” WA SE (4 5 57 18 (Streptomyces
cinnamocastaneus) V5 2 PR R B FH T B 16 35 A
Zh . RARECIHEFTR I, E R 5 W (Streptomy-
ces albospinus) CT205 REF il 3 JIAL 2 53 3 )5 1 B
L2 (AR, X TR 2 B IR RN 51.85%
SEUIHIEFU R I L 15 5 B 55 W (Streptomyces luridus)
S-101 BE 590 JR U P AL 35 HUAE T, PR S-101 %
WIS B TR 2290 (R BT 8 R IE 57.11%. Lu 55
T TR I, TR T M527 R B R 0 5 B ) o i 5
A% B 2 e S 2 R A T Bk U0 TR A Ok, A R IR
TONAEZE 0 o AN, TR A8 e T 4% = Rl
Bl AT IR B & SRS U P, T 5
Y= RGPt kBT iE A 2R BT, AR
T8 MHEE UK S m P e vh 70 8 R i . I
S M 4y B T B B YHOL, R B A 20
o3 5 R U0 BRSO B S o T R SR B R TR i
— R 1R 0 TURE 22953 7 76 2R T i HGI-5
e T[] A O T AP R R FRURTRORE 1) 2 7 2 £ A
B3 7510, 2 A RO 5 (R BT R 50% LA F, B3 = T
50%% T R AT A )0

3 MEERE

H I PGPR s if 80 IS 2590 B A 2 o AR
R A S Lok C 2 O AR RF S5 e

FI R Z —. H2E H AR T PGPR B 6 5 A

ZRIWT TR Z A T bR B 5 %8 KGR

B 0] G Wt 78 B B, B AE 0N K AR 7™ 1) PGPR

EHA XD, I BB FLAE D9 A 1 v 77 b s
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A B 9 AL AT A IR AR Bl i R e s
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