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Abstract

Plant roots and its microsymbiote are intimate allies. Many plant species are associated with
various microorganisms, and usually form mutually beneficial relationships. A common feature
of these mutualistic symbiosis relationships is the ability of microorganisms to take nutrients
from the environment that limit plant growth and to exchange these nutrients with plants to ob-
tain carbon sources produced by plant photosynthesis. At present, the most studied symbiotic re-
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lationships are between legumes and nitrogen-fixing rhizobium, and between plants and arbus-
cular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF). Through forward genetics and reverse genetics, many genes re-
lated to the symbiosis between plant roots and microorganisms have been discovered, and these
findings contribute to our further understanding of the related mechanisms of symbiosis. Tak-
ing rhizobia symbiosis as an example, this paper briefly reviewed some research results of this
symbiosis relationship, in order to have a deeper understanding of the symbiotic relationship
between plants and microorganisms, and provide certain ideas for improving symbiotic nitrogen
fixation in the breeding process.
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1. 5|8

TRHEY)(Fabaceae)] 2 73 A TR &4, B2 A PR BUE TR BN B Z S h S RHMEY)
BeAEI, JRIRIAE T L3R fE 7R AR IR B (Rhizobium) . A B AR B (Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi, AMF)ixX 44
AIEFE TR AEY), ESHEYILELRE S, R ISR YR DA 57 7 RS
AL AR = A (R ARLRE P 2 b R UL e B N, A AT IS 5 AMF SR A 72 AR I AR 45 i (R 2k B
S IR K AR . B, SRMEYEE 2 B AES RGN AT RGO R it
AL FRE T 12 ) S ARME A A [ UV 30 ) ORI, T A A AR RE RN AT B, TR
AR R TR B, TR S T AR A 1] AR, ARG RAR R, 7E AR E RN AT
R TR = SRABIE N KR EE R E RIS BrEL, A AT LR A R T AR AT KRR
KRB BRIIEAE . AT AP E B EAL = 7T, $6n 15 iR B LA B RO R 2 2, DL
RIS FRAEA R 2R P A . A B AERTAR I B EAE AR N T g ST AR oG &R, DS AT A Bl B 22
& SRR IR () 70 1 LR AT FE 2647 [l BT, DAY B8 0k i v e A7 3 A4 i 60 1 3 A% B At e it — e 35 B AN
JA7RN o

2. HEFEFH S FIRIEHEXARER
2.1. XEXRPHENESERE

FERERR AR, AR 2R PN BT DR v 1) S A S AR P B AR AN 7 B IAR 38 2 8] AL 205 5 58
RSB . NSRRI YIAR R P ST SC RO R B 2 5, A St AR SR 5,
FELPDAR 22 PETBCR SR <2 A iR A SR SR A 590 70 A RE 5 ¢ AMF AR 1 IR0 (2] (3], B AMF AR AR
7 (Myc 1) [4], MRIE R L4 T (Nod B7) [5], XA &9 A VIR A0 B E A R 32 A4
A WA IR AAE S (6], AR ZIEEAES et AMF NRERURE . AMF SEARIER 1
B I A 5 WAL AE SR R (7], ARG B E T B, ERME Y TR Mye BT RIS 50
HAL AR SR R T, A RROR B SRS SISt AMF IRAE Sl BRI AR MOk (8] Rk, thitEl T
AFERHEY S MDA R RER G K G RE P AR VIR
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IR B 5 S RME Y R 5 S AR R L AR 6 RS T B L D R . F AR A, 7E Nod
75 T3, —SBRE R g A 5 A7 = A A IR 45 M) 3R (Lys M) B8 S2 A4 S B2 22 /E 1232 R B
A LysM 1. LysM 1T FiFE . LysM 1 2 B A B0E 1 rB0, 645 | KR (Lotus japonicas)H i) Nod
R F24k 1 (NFR1), MR ETE (Medicago truncatula)F ] LysM ZAREEE 3 (LYK3); LysM II /& T
Pt V5 P D UG , EFE T BKAR P ) NFRS FI9E 22 8 15 1 (1) Nod Bl F 52 f(NFP). 5 28 I3 BE 6 75 4H Jf Jo JiE
R Ye b2 JilE b 28 5T RS2 R 2 A0, HETT 454 Nod [K7+[9] [10] [11]. e, 5B A NFRS fit 540
M b E & R R R T A (1S 2 AR BB (LRR-RLK) B S M 1, B AR 2R 2 R Lj SYMRK [12],
EFERE DA NS LRR B35 DMI2 (B0 NORK). Lj SYMRK/MtDMI2 & & — /M7
B R B HR IR 1 A AMF #1006 75 i L AE JE TR [13] [14]0 IR S8 24K R 05 Sl B EAR R B 342 5 AMF
FA A S AR P AR A e . X WIS Sl AT 2 AE[15] [16]. W1, L3R
S S U EHE Nod K715 S0 E3 72 RiEHEF MtPUBI (PLANT U-BOX PROTEIN1), iZEFREGSHY Lj
SYMRK (] [A] Y54 MtDMI2 DL & A 4 52 78 MELYK3 i ER1E[17] [18]. MtPUB1-1 FEAR{ARE jin 1 45 83 $5 &
UG FE, R MPUB1 S2 MR TE B £ R 228 (5 7 [ 18] 0 SRIL AR SZ AR B 2 — Bl B A S 42 ¢ R U
DT IS A, TE 5 R A A2 1 J (Frankia) . 7 [ U AR 56 R AT 7 10 384 40 08 8 A2 A 5T
(1), X R ARSI SC RIE 51 SHLHIAEEILNE[10] [19]. FIHASFEHL A G RAESE AT FE
SEPERMIEE 2, 38 5 i R s A 45 8 SR A o S 3 AR T BUE R B T RS, He Z5[20]/1 MENFP FI
MtLYK3 ) i #b 45 ) 38 8 e K F2 b [R5 ) OsMYR1 A1 OsCERK1 i #h 45 ¥ 35, T R itk & 52 1K
Mt/OsCE-RK1 I Mt/OsMYR1, {§if§ 1% 5 KKFE IR Nod B+ J5 B A BB B 459 A5 5 I
Riibsam %5 [21]& I K7 o5 NFR1 # NFR5 [F 5% 1) RLK4 F1 RLK10 52487 B KA nfirl 1 nfir5 UK
AR AR IR, AT AR T O RR el R, R T R IEM R A AT AR A g Re, i
MR AR =

22, HEGEFENES

TEPIAI G Nod [RI-F 1A I AT 5] FEC 4 i BES- 25 AR A0 AN 5 1 IR0 IE A (1 5, G o 3 SR gt A 3 1 4 i
A B A0 A 85 B IR BE R Bl o 4% B8 IR P U 3 e A% IR S AR IR T R DA B Bl A A2 e A O 35 DA ) e
SEERIK[22]0 B BT IEE A AN Y B B KT, SR AR K RTE 45 1 2R (1 (Calmodulin, CaM)
LG EARB, CaM MR SAE B TG mEcE, M scEHxs HAb S A sy, Lk
HWILAEME T . SYMPK MG IEIE & 1 POLLUX A2 {2 T 4 A% = A 85 5 i sh e T R, Jsad w7 2
AW AN Nod KA KI5 — Lz IR RE RS (245 &8 T s 5174, B EE L
CASTOR F1 Lj POLLUX/MtDMI1 [23] [24]; #%FL & [ W% LjNUCLEOPORINSS (LjNUP85)F1 LjNUP133 [25]
S, YR BAZ YA BT RS B O S A AT R A 1 (CaM) R I 2R 1 IR (CCaMIK), A5 T R i L (R %
ik, M FARBERIE R (EE/D IR RS SN, 3RS CCaMK ThRE I AL 1A A% 7= AL ARE
FHRE S L 1 A AR 2 T AR G 5 M TR R 26, X RIS CCaMK & H At 2 DL S A BRI R A . 1
BOE K CCaMK H FEAF LA (E Sl ek B & I DIRETUAR[27], R EME RIS CCaMK £ E 51
P AL S N F 0 — H 1 85 AE s AR AN A 77 W80 CCaMK: — &85 B4 & 3 24T CCaMK &
R AL 3 A EF Z5i38 by RN S0 B A i B CaM 4558, 5951 E A (CaM) B-& W IS
SEE 28] WUE G CCaMK 22 BEBR A — Fhon HLJ8 B AN R AR i B %8 ¢ B 221 8 1 CYCLOPS/INTERACTING
PROTEIN OFDMI3 (MtIPD3) (7£ L. japonicus 1 CYCLOPS %wtt, £ M. truncatula "' IPD3 4ifid), #5%
5§~ Lj CYCLOPS/MUIPD3 #f— i i SR ik, 7 SR [29] [30].

DOI: 10.12677/ije.2024.132018 136 A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ije.2024.132018

WA

23. REERRRERREEK

R G EAREAM b, SEURESHIE SR R0, R AT, B35 IR w2
AT UM VE . FESFGRMED T, MR ARG 2 figft, BErrm i iR R4 B
FRANAE, thrlim kR AR B I ERZ RLENRAME, 55 2R LAIEANTTR[31]. XHHIRE
R EE N 77 A5 Nod BRIFH 9% bak, HRIRT TR 38 BT s ik 441 ffa [ B DLAS (S Nod PR 5 sk N
SRHEM IR R[32]. RPERIETRIA, IR W 4R TR B 1D 20 He % R 200 55 Py e i P A K TR ik
F T AL 240 B B A A R A 408 00 RS 000 P B L R T 1 4 DAV 1R e R N AR A P AR 2 S 40 i
FEFHZ AR IR 732, AT % R0 B2 G R 20 LT AR RE 25 B (33 ]

YL A K TT AR AR I R 2, IR PR AR A AR IE T AR R B IR 10 42 e, 5o -T AR R B ARk
M2 Gty BB A2 YRR MR I A 0 52 2R 0 1 AT 43 2R 30 55 22 P R 10 IF my sl B ) 4 . R 1)
YA ZLFRAS BB AR R Y LR AR KT ), TEGH M /3 2 3R 15 5 T8 R o S 78 Ak o 42 G 2 1) A K U AN
SE A1 [34]. W FU R BH , AR K FO0HRRT B R e e (e it 7, 28 K35 B (X1~ MtARF16a (AUXIN RESPONSE
FACTOR)ZE YL E K AT T, £ MtARF16a RASK Al W 2R Y BL R (>, RFAEK RS HR
AR YRR AR [35]. T R8BSR YL AR A — @ A s E R, X2 T Nod BT SH
BT, WEREY LSRR DELLA £H, WS RS S@RABE fIEEER24].

WHALRM, TR PRI TEAEE— MR “RYME” AN RESE Gk, X TR LR 5 2
IR MEAR Kt B AT L EAE F[36]. X Rl “URYe/IMA” Il B ISR I R B A E Mt VPY (Mt
VAPYRIN) }2 5 H HAE R Ri%E%/ Mt LIN (LUMPY INFECTION), Flf4hE &4k 5 MEXO70 H4
(EXOCYST subunit H4) [36] [37] [38], =& &G 5@ B R, W REMEIS1R Gk B 75 A i . &1
JBE 23 R Wi i R YR AE K s B, TR = AN T A AR AT — AN AR H 2> 5 BUIR YL T 22 FiE {1 5
FA[39]. Mtvpy Fl Mtlin W15 B AR I AR =D, RBRME a6, BBV ARG
T MtEXO70 H4 (15 AR B0 T8 i 15 (1 B R FE DI RE AR, XA Re /2 i A& TU AR I —Fh R IL[36] [38].
MR B R Qe A OB Z RV, IR FE 3 LU IRAS RIS S ) 1) 22 S8 B 1 JRAT T 58 oy 3 S AR Bl e R
M ZR G B, 35T 5 A iR 2 SOEAE )5 AR DT i) e A [ U R

2.4. IRIBRBEER

BEEREE M, MR iR, CEERE R, A5 N8 B 2 K AR G2k DL B iR i AARZH A,
AR P A 2 P 7 5 00 T N0 B TR AR 2 2, AT ik AR R R B PRI T i, 0 PR T T J
RIEAS[32] [40]. MU AN )JZ R Z . AEE AN B E ARG AR 2B 5 v e X 32 20
RYIX MR RT3 KR BT N B E A BURRIR AR B T A1 52 2 i e BUARR [4 1] 76 B AS e B
R, ARG AR E X EHL) . BEIX . BRI E X RS AR T, o DX A
B RIX AL, FFRA SR RNTERX[33]. MRS PSRN R B2 PR N2 R e 2 %4
{10 3 A R F JE 40 41 45 SR [33]0 6 T IhRE MEAR R SR U, LA B (1 2 — ) A= ZH AN B BB % 23 A R K
EIBC VBN E A ERUNA )i

TENYIR T B A A 52 31 2 Fhe e R B0 % . S — MR R I 34 JE R 2 Nodule Inception (NIN),
NIN Al g L. japonicus FIIEE SR FEH[42] 0 — NG ETHRICHT NIN TS AARTERRIE R 500 7 TH A 6B, &
P ERRES M, SUE AR R/ [42]. NIN BRI —Fh & RWP-RK 45 HI8k i #% 5%
A7, R85 0 iR T O I ) B0 ) s ) 2 AN R RN 2, FERRIRE R & IS A BOR 3R, £
FAR IV R E « W28 B R A AR B 35 H1[43]. NIN #3455 Lj NPL (NODULE PECTATE
LYASE)FIZHE SR F Y WA A-1 (MINF-YAD)ZE R SR IF TR Y2k G ilih[44]. 78 Nod K755 0 Bk 5
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RS & T sh oS AR, B I Lj CCamK/MtDMI3 B R 1L Lj CYCLOPS/MtIPD3, #if NIN ik, %
AR YL 2 AR Y 5 [29]. WFFCRIL, — ADNIIEETUARIZE IPD3 (MtIPD3L)ZE K@ 1E H T MtDMI3 (1)
T, SRR RS E R AE[45]. VENS NSP2 Fll AR —#B4y, NIN (£ IE W23 545 m3tAAE
A%/ NSP1 GRAS (NSP, NODULATION SIGNALING PATHWAY; GRAS, SCARECROW) ! # % [K] 7 1]
75 F3[46].

EAE MY, 2 G2 008 BRI 28 B K AR BRI T 2 44 i B[R ¥ 1 (BERN1), 1% 9w i
APETALA2/ %W N [K F-(AP2/ERF)IX 635 5% [K 7. Mternl FAF AR A R (1) 57 J2 410 i 7 4 2 il A= %
i, PEAT RN RI[47]. 5 NIN 25181, ERNI # CCaMK/CYCLOPS & &% %[48], il 5410
EEFIZCH) ENODI1 Ml ENODI12 HIFRiE, XAHMR Y £ 1K B £ R EE[49]. 24 MERN2 (MtERNI ffj—Fh
F)ENEYN BRI, BARRRE T B REMERYE, (B2 I R R AY[50]. Nod HIFX%f LjERN1 [#)
P FAH TR B 111 Nod Bl 324K LjNFR1. %3¢ [A§ LjNSP2 Al Lj CYCLOPS, i AM&i6i T Lj NIN 5%
LiNF-YAI [51]. fHSERMZ, Mt NIN B R %] MEENOD11 (EARLY NODULIN11)/ERRZE J7 i R4
SRR B R GFEE, REH NIN X ERN1 EFEHIER[52]0 X —Fh NIN SEA7 5 R T4 (1 43 b idk—
R, Lj NIN AR B R GBS PR, (BRI 28 B [53]. 5 NIN AL, B+ Y &4 (—
i CCAAT-box &5 &R =K1k TF £ 51K, M NF-YA. NF-YB Fl NF-YC 4 ) AR 25 B K41
ZAPIR . MINF-YAL XFHUR 7028 2R R A A RF 28 OC B B2 [54]. E4h, LjNF-YAL F1 LjNF-YB1 PAK
T Lj NIN 15 A8 B JZ MM 53 54[55). 7528 2. (Phaseolus vulgaris)®', B pv NF-YAa. PvNF-YB7 fll
PVNF-YC1 41 NF-Y 55 = AR AR G 43 B T BT 0 75 R, 1 IS AE e B3 A R LA
P B BRI R b R EEAE[56]. &4 GRAS Z5MIR AT PvSINI (3 5 TE
Scarecrow-Like13)5 PVNF-YC1 #HEAEH, GRS HIRUR M EE . KNI LB 22 T2 571, HYRE T
FSR B W TALRIBCN R 4, B RS T3Z 05 T PR A Rt — BN

2.5. BEIR TS

W E i FACFIA PR S 2 R B L2 0 TIRE . B AT S R - R E R &1
(GOGATEM A&7 [FI ML N MR . Ms NADH-GOGAT ) RNAi P17 516 B 78 (Medicago sativa)i IR
MEFER S F(FERAER. AN EIR), I HBIR 7R B 2D 58] WAl 1) SRME Y (R4
M. truncatula 1 L. japonicus)FINLIE Be 5 2 BBV, LA R BN R A B G E %, 1T 2R
HEY (B K E Glycine max T2 P. vulgaris) AR N G895 & 25 R 2, TR IR ERFRERR[59].
FERE T, DR GV R ST & R, A B B R A% A ik £ IR It Jlie % 7% g (PRAT) I 2 AL
R Mk A RIS — 25, TR AR T 1) PYPRAT3 38 [K () R IA JTBR R & KK B IR AL B 7= 4=,
FERE LA [ AR T H B PUEH60]. & B G Wi s At 2 LA T B O ) OB R A,
LjNPF8.6, T &5 FHIBIE MM —> NPF ZKIEHA, 1E LiNPF8.6 FAR A rh 2 i H Ak [l kb (617
3. BEE

SAEREY SV R AE R R R BER R, YA H L SYM N LG 5812 5 AR AR
WA HATERYIAR R - PUEM AR SRR 5 1 00 2 LR B R LS TR KRt e, JCHAERDR
PR A T, ARt A A AR 5 MR R A A S 3 A A [ S SRR R A B B R A AE R AR R
THUEL, VF2 BT I 2 B AR [ R B REAS R b B[RRI AR A5 AE AR S RHE 4 T
A R R AR RO T RE, T T2 R SRR O A P AR Th RE R EAL . A AR R 0 3 A ] 2 A 4 e
Rik, NHEWEA ERIE R W ECE R 7w M.
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4. RE

FIAT, SRHE YIS AL A0 0 ZEER SRR ) — B AN S A, (BB R (1 B AT 2
SR AL ) HE R A PP Ja B, TR — IR i IR P S 2 B R AR () AN AR AR 2,
LG R R 2 DR R R A I R R PP A7 IS4 LTl A W ] 7 AR B 2 36 A i R FLRE R L R, 3K
SEHR AT AR AR R (A Lo o 20 A TR P E TR A e 5 R i A ik DA 4 G A 0 7 22 DR Y SEBAT 0t
VR SRR S B, A BT A RO e R . R DR A G B A B TR, B RE TUAR (1 2 R R KR A
RAEALG TR ARG 5 RAE R PR PR SR R fe . BARERAAE —ERE LOg My 1
FAAE T AR (PP 5 2 FEE, (B A M S X 2R Bl R R %, A AR 2 FE i
PARS RAEDEAR: (EH A MO R PR B £, U AR Y sl S AR A i S AR [ 1A R R/ . BILAE
R SE WA R R b T AN [ 3 PR R A S DRV 2L P B R, D iR ) e ke kA I A R A R R A8
SRR G 7 RTREYE, B, i bR IS B B R ALk T R R B RME R SR B RAE R . BRZ A
RIS T2 IR FURE S, (HOC T EORME L AR [ B8 A% 27 A0 71 A 2 DL A B 2 BLA T 41 5
FEAE A it DR . BRI AAWNAN, R RRF O EY B AR, L ERHE 3k
ABERIEE, R AR E E AR SR R, #OR T RE L
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