Pharmacy Information Zi#J% iR, 2022, 11(2), 77-83 Hans X
Published Online March 2022 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/pi
https://doi.org/10.12677/pi.2022.112010

EHIAEEREYRRERMSER

y‘K ﬁ’ }a'l‘;g’ %ﬁiv }%%%*
WL R 245 R R S R 2B, WL B

ks H . 202242 A3H; FHBEM: 2022472 H24H; KA HM: 20224F3A3H

B

HRFCEVNEEMRES, FEMHERR T REEFRTRB . EYERIO™4, SFAE T,
ViERFIREYMARIIE . FIREY) A A B Be B XHR R A= LR TR A B E BN ET RR AEYIBi 6 7
FERMAEF IR R F TR B EE M ASCRRHIEREY A AR 170 B KA iaE B LN
PAgRR, XTEYMAAERRIKRESEIHRE.

XA
EYIWAER, RAEK, JFEDHHE, £YBE

Advances in Biocontrol of
Plant Endophytes

Mei Zhang, Xiaofei Zhou, Guiwen Xu, Fangmei Zhou"

College of Medical Technology, Zhejiang Chinese Medical University, Hangzhou Zhejiang

Received: Feb. 3", 2022; accepted: Feb. 24", 2022; published: Mar. 3", 2022

Abstract

There are many kinds of plant endophytes in nature. They promote the absorption of nutrient
elements and the production of plant hormones in the growth and development of plants, and
have the effect of resisting salt, metal and other abiotic stresses. At the same time, plant endo-
phytes can antagonize pathogens, which are expected to become a new biological control agent
and play an important role in the fields of agricultural production and environmental protection.
In this paper, the isolation and biological control of plant endophytes in recent years will be re-
viewed, and the development trend of plant endophytes will be prospected.
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Table 1. Antagonism of some endophytic bacteria against pathogens in recent years
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