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Abstract:Phytopathogenic nematodes are pathogenic microorganisms that infest a wide range of crops, causing huge
economic losses to the production of many crops, and have become an important constraint to global food and vegetable
security. The control of pathogenic nematodes has long relied on chemical pesticides, which has produced serious environ-
mental pollution and food safety problems, and there is an urgent need for safe, green and efficient alternative strategies
to chemical control. Biocontrol microorganisms are relatively friendly to the environment and are an effective alternative
to chemical control. The article described the main species and feeding mechanisms of plant pathogenic nematodes, the
main action mechanisms of different species of microorganisms on plant pathogenic nematodes and the latest research
progress at home and abroad, and summarized the main mechanisms of action of biocontrol microorganisms on patho-
genic nematodes, such as trapping, parasitism, production of antagonistic substances, competition for resources and
space, and induction of plant self-defense response of pathogenic nematodes on the basis of the previous researches. Fu-
ture research priorities were proposed. Antagonistic nematode biocontrol strains screened in the laboratory were inevitably
affected by biotic or abiotic factors in field environments, which might reduce the effectiveness of control. Therefore, the
stability and efficiency of biocontrol strains and related products applied under field conditions would be one of the major
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challenges ahead. Only a few commercial biocontrol products using microorganisms have been developed, and even

fewer have been registered. The development of efficient, stable, and mature biocontrol fungicide-related products and

their application in the market was also a problem that needed to be solved in the future. The action mechanism of microor-
ganisms on nematodes is complex and varied, and the interactions between these factors are even more intricate and com-
plex, which would also be the focus and difficulty of future research on the use of microbial resources for nematode con-

trol.
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T Rk B — 2 A E N 2 0 JF A
SR M FE R A, LT 5 — M EZERAE
WA WS EMREAEY) AT EY) 8 SR 45
2000 ZFPHEY) , BB BRI FIEE 32 26 4 A 7= 1)
— A FEEHI 25 Z (Mitchum and Liu, 2022) . $E4k
T, HE A IR 4 HR AR B 48 2 I TE 150042360t
DL (Hewezi, 2020) . % F AW 37 9 I £k HU4R e
J5 i EE B A SR B T R R A
SRR o FR T i R A e R R
SR, BB AR = 8 IR s A
FAATRIA , 5 5 20w I e ) fi S R Bl ™ A .
FE P I e e B T R4 3 EAE A1, 16 ] [l 4
Sy Fo A R E P e A EA R R AR B
A5 A IR R A 4 ] ) AR s D 4 R 1Y)
BERRIZYLT T (Lamelas et al.,2020) ., T4
K, B S 2o tb gl ek & J |, etk B gk 5 L 12y
ALY 2N 2 (/N R Y B N T/ N 2 e B a4
KRR — AR, 5 | I R A e
R R e A MR, FEUEY R AR
[%(Mao et al.,2021) , KGRI, AR R H
JE L2 B TR il 55 22 Tl 22 55 VE 03 VR R RS9 B
FEH T (Strom et al.,2020; Ali et al.,2022) .

LA Do 2 e A H At g o 1) B 3 M B TR
A EATTATEAE b ARHUAR N AR R IR R %
B, KA LIARHAE YR Lk R B P AR AR R b
W T A 27 e 25 o ARk 22 R A A R it
SECR AR 25 5% BE L KRB TS YL AR ) H 25 ™
H, FEE AT AR 25 5 B A SO B BG4 4>
KTEFE IR VT2 A B b2 A 25 Bl 25 5l ™ A%
RRL o8 FH L 38 D175 22 TR 0T - 3 A A IR B A 7=
TRy 2 A 1) R AR 2 B TE 0 e D £k oA B R e
(Jones et al.,2017) . A=WIBH IR ALY L6 R G ER
SRARXT 2 A A2 BIRHIT TAEF R 2 oG .
FH s A W B 36 R DR 2R R L R 22 A 9 A A

A BN N A B R R RIS A R 5 58, R n] 52
K A v i B 1 i 2k HURE BRI (L et al,
2015) o ARWFFERS RN L SR A T BRI L HE
U AL MR A 0 Xt A e D 2 ) T2 A FHBIL
PEATHEIE , LA O 4 Je B 0 Dt ke H ) A B ol A=
TS B AR BE 22, DA s i 2k SR A T Hp A
HR M PR AL

1 EYmRERE T

T i e R SR AN AR 252 R (Meloido-
gyne) JAPRL & (Heterodera) FIFIAL & (Prat-
ylenchus) , Hoi , M3 45 28 HJm 3= B4 B iR 4 46
(M. incognita) JNHERRZEL U (M. javanica) ALT7#R
g ek i (M. hapla) FIAE AR G546 U (M. arenaria) ;481
PR g A KRG ML L (H. glycines) R4
W2 (H. avenae) TS ABHELE L (H. schachtii)
FARAEPEL B (H. zeae) 55 5 Fa AL & 3224 2 |
JEIRZE HL(P. penetrans) MIMERRZEHL(P. coffeae) Fl
PR AR L B (P dioscoreae) (Arora et al., 2020;
Mendoza-de,2022) .

HE A A s [ e e i BRI, mT R 3 ik
BN ER N T A FE BN SN
Az 4R HTEAR P 0T B o A A A R I, N2 AR R
AR A G AR A SN I TS . AR
PR H A I S REA R 3 AN B B 1 B B oA B
55 2 B B A 4 U 2 I e AR L AF AR A
B 3 56 3 [ B A A LT (Pulavarty et al., 2021 ; Abd-
Elgawad,2022) . 2 &%) H (1 50 AP IBEAL Y | LSBT [R1 26
WARHHE A R AR S Z AR B3 A -
2 8 4y e AE A= S v o PUNAB YIAR ROB Y 43 18 )
AT B s B FF E AR IS S B S TR R
Y& ZF F (Siddique and Grundler,2018) . Siddique %
(2022) I WAEYIHR Z2 700 ) 2 2 e 4 s 1) B H
MYHL A 28 R . AR R I i R AL S AT
TEARXT B I 2 51 S 2 W 4y L p 1k 2= 07 m) Filis
8y, LA 3 FAEPRIRAL & KRR 5 T RES |
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TR AT EAE AR RS Y A
1.1 REZHR

HRE5EE AR I B A TP R TE ) — R B P N F AR
Yo SRR L, R A AR Ok S LA i SR A A
Az SRS AL G DI L 4 He S0 (48 300) R e g, 5
J— A i JE AT 20~40 do A R J 42
32 ¢ A IR EE R A S B 45 R 2K 5% R (Tbrahim
etal.,2019). HRAGZL e HURE B T RIPIAR S AR
45 b R IRE AR LA A HLB, 2 9% 4 DB
At 38 BRI 2 AR AR A I 1 AR R AL B, il
FHEVEF 3 AARER , SR J5 70 40 B (8] 178 AR (1) 4- 454
H (Rutter et al.,2022) . 2 &%) HUFI 18 it 7 Ak
5525 EAEY) 6~8 A B R 4R M F 4 A oM IE K H 2
K B 20, 1 a7 K AR R B B
5240 ) 1 7 2 A ) 4 R ok o3 R Bl B 20
IR S, . AREEE KRB UL E EYE N
O e o ICE A B B S AR, A TEARRIY 5%
T A2 R B i H DL HOIR 25 25 AR A £
1% (Przybylska and Obrepalska-Steplowska,2020) .
1.2 AELEH

61 FE LR A S Y — S T A R A
FEfEFERKE AR BB (OREE
85,2018 RGNS, 2021) o FIEL: ARG s =24
FEONI A RO U 3 B B, SR 1 T BCA AR T
fRSET IR I . 56 2 BB 2 U, 4 UA 4 i
W, 14 M AETE T rh bR R AT 2 218 4%)
Hu 2 W84y HUE L TF AR AR IS S A R Ak 2
T R S MRS A A EARYAR TR, B DA EA
HRFHR , SR 53 Dh— 320 240 e O fg il 0408 o 55 ke TR
Ui RE | 2537 A7 EAHY AR AN M AT AL BAR TR AR AT R
B AAE AR A 43U Z2 BRSOV B8 11175 S50 A S AH
LB AT B — B R B A A, IUJE % e
EIRNATE I LT £ 3R 42 R
i DR A0 1 B . 32 2 5 M B R e A R
2, PR B R A2 R S5 7 B8 T F SR TR AR T, K
S ME P R B AR RE AL A RE TR W A DR AP S A
FIFE AT 7E -3 P RAR 248 AR A FIASE T SR i
T — A% A= 4 B B (Dandurand et al., 2019; Bent,
2022),
1.3 @iksgkH

FIARL B PR R 2 2 — T ek 2Bk
PR 2 A S L, XA I i SR R S 2R SRR
B 3R A6 F I & i K45 2k (Rahaman et al.,
2021), J AL HUAR IS S0 AL B A L 4 U (4 4

1) FN HU 3 AR B, 58 i — A A i S D 45~
65d. BRI 1WA, PR 1 R BB KR T K
22l i SR A A BRST NIRRT o AR U 2 9%
AL 3l L 4 1) R R A T AR YL A
IR . AR GE L RN A B2k 55 PN 25 AR 1R I 2k
HOARTR], AR L AN 23175 AR P AR SR 240 LR 1l 02 2%
MR A A5 o KE AR HUSZ A W AR 43 b Wi
SRS R4 AR FR AR AL R R 4
WAL EIAE FHE AR IR . A, AL dunT 4
W 22 i AN T] 1) 240 R 4 i g A R T oA e AN TR 1Y
A FAEY) . AL B 5 SR S B AR
2 FAEYAR N s 48 1 8 SR e HE AR — AR
1 J&1 ] (Fosu-Nyarko and Jones, 2016; Orlando et al.,
2020) .

2 EMREY
ARG, LI RBR Hh 2

B EZME MR RS oA S Py st
o i 2 A o JE) B0 ) R kA B B LA AR AR
RICFIEACAE Do IR 4k sk 2 5 U B A Py i h e I
LRIRE ST, XIS A PR A Bl AR P A 45 T
H: ¥ (Xiang et al., 2018 ; Migunova et al.,2021)., &
i 8 B AT R Z OIS PR R AR B 9 R S AR
(Fungi) . 2l & (Bacteria) | it £ & (Actinomycetes) .
R B (Virus ) FIS7 58 K FGAK (Rickettsia ) 4 (Schouten,
2016) . FIHAEB A BP0 S E2 A LT LA T
T — M H A SRR AT, AR B i3
KIET HARR A S EEIE TR A A FEY L, —
SE R X AR AR A P TC I S A AR e 5 —
T REZHAEMAEYIER T Z AR 2, A
KAl e BRI A B T G2 A I e Ak
SEALTHUIE R K s VU B R RS A= By il )
REREE WAL, 7T A IRETE AL HREA
WA AR SR , AT REAR BTG 7 TR A GEIR AR 75 02
I =CR G 2, Al 5 Z R IERHL K KR o3 4 25
1A (Yi et al., 2021 ; Collinge et al.,2022) .

3 AEBMEYXEYRERELZBEAER
P

R BT P R R0 2 B4 FAIL AR
T A E ARV PR ST REREE . H
B, NATTX AR o e dL A 7 (A ) P ER S5 R 3R
Z A EAR N T A R B T IR R
(g EAAHLHATIAS B8, A R Gl A i A R D7 O F A
HAR AR FTREEAT ZHE1 . B A B s A ) 55 0
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2 L2 TR AE LA R A BIL I X 0 & v 85 A B RT3
SRR b AT B A= ) B v e LA T A )0
Jr 2k H A e
3.1 FHi%kH

FLR R b F A i — Horp
43 LA AR I 0 S 2 UM B A7 b A AT LA
WL AR R L T BRI A A A
FEE IR Z L, X S FLTR e AR A [A] i 4 i 245
Fa N EEMEER B PEAL s A SRR A PR e
(Chen et al., 2021; Fischer and Requena, 2022) . i
B2 Y LT 2R ST (Acremonium impli-
catum) (Yao et al., 2015) . ¥l 11 K & (Trichoderma
asperellum ) (Kiriga et al.,2018) IR £ 1) & & (Paeci-
lomyces lilacinus) (Berhanu et al.,2022) | J&H {f% 7]
JE W & (Pochonia chlamydosporia) (Carvalho et al.,
2022) F1EE 55 N1l (4rthrobotrys oligospora) (Peng
et al., 2022) 45 , X L8 B il A Il R SRR
HHES A AR Z . Zhang % (2020) i 1T HL K
12 WA £ e L TR A 2R AR DR 4 DR 93 3 26 L TR
Z I R R 5 R A B L R B 1
PHALEI T & 2 Fh 28 R L, —Fh e oy BA
WA IR IR, ) —Fh P B = 4ER % BT Ao
T EEEE AR W) Fh . Perrine-Walker (2021 ) {ifi F
B~ SR MR S DO RS 2O AR IC T ¢ 3|
2 b BB S AT AR B (4. musiformis ) FSEF6L 7T DA
T TR MR R AR 2 dU i3 F2 . Zhang 55 (2021) A\
IR TR B e 2 A v o B B 1 BRI R
SEOTE P T TR AR 2 R R AR RS (Volutella citrinella) ,
I YCAHOE B A HU TGP A Jo] 00 e 75 T8 TR ok
3.2 HEZLHR

REAE 27 A= 2 U A 38 A RR IR S5 4 AR+
VA 22 A i — SE TS R ™= P DN TR A HUR Y
SERLAFAE IS A . REAE AT A o Ik R A0 T 2
AT &, A e 2 002 L M AR A IR A5 4 Uiy
M AT B (Pasteuria penetrans) , oA FH N A= 96
THETEAR G2 e 2 i 4y s R I, 2R A e b [E
Kt i o 8 iz 3 2 BT o = G )
HRFR . YA B - AR 25 2 e &) Utk AAE AR
RS, T & 2 HE A2k dUR P9 1345 (Sidhu et
al.,2021) . Phani % (2018)FI| | RNA Tt A U1 B
MRS B — AR VI A Mi-muce-1 5 5305
I B PR P B 61 3 25 b, AR R PR PR T
IXANFEHE 7R 20 L2 AT T N AR A7 R R 4 i i
P A OS]

T3 — RETFA IR L A A YRR B,
FEASEN T E BRI AE RN, NAFAEERET
9T 55 22 1) 2 58 4 1 DG AR %5 (Drechmeria conios-
pora) ,HAT PR A AR s s A R e 2R R L B
6151 B 2 R 3R B T T 22 3 A2 U R, i
L8 2k BB T (Lebrigand et al.,2016) . BRI 252E L
P N AE A AC AL B (Verticillium chlamydosporium ) Fl
TR EAUTE 75 5 4 MUY DR fah i i 2ok T 22 2 i 2
YNSETF oI —LE MR 2L O se AR I AL T Bk e Bl
Bl (Thapa et al.,2017) . K% (Trichoderma spp.) %}
2 M A A R PR AR RO Al SE N 2 A L A
U 2 v 73— R 90 24 B R oAt g N U 2B AR )
T AR AL e Azt B b ™ AR LT Joufily AR 2R
T 1 SR IO | 2T 24 2% il R £ 1 55 22 K A g
Zhang %5 (2017) & LK KB (T, longibrachiatum)
T6 T bk i B 4% 27 AE e Ml e 2t (M. avenae) 1) B
2 W4l By, aF A2 BB ) 46 B B T6 TR A 7 A2 K
W22 EFIT G0N, 0N NS 5L ; R
T6 Dbk By 43 A= 461 ] 27 A 7 2 W 4y s R T, 7 A K
R ZFEAZE, 5 BE R,

3.3 FEERYR

VI Va5 ELTA A0 TR R TR S AT AR
UL ALY BT, R B ARE =) Pl R IR
AW . HATC R IE B A] P AR R ) i i B
FEARAAE (Pochonia) A% A% (Purpureo-
cillium) F1 M\ % B AR H B (Arbuscular mycorrhizal
fungi, AMF) %5 (Gough et al., 2020; Asad, 2022)
Bao % (2022) M\ 25 (7 22 10 1 YMF1.00683 [ Fk 4 15
FrHkrh By RO RS A B R R Y
(BRI . Pacheco 55 (2022) J B J5EH 138 7]
JEV. T Pe-10 BK )™ A= BOFE Z PE W B, 1.4- — HT4R
FERAAN B T AR EE LR 2 1 40 B LA o i T 7%
T, 10 HA AR i i SR Al R

PR A RS PR W A A T A AT R
(Bacillus ) FR M0 H & (Pseudomonas) 55 . 7 =4
ZEJAT I (B. thuringiensis) 7= i3 KU IR 1 950
AR JUT Bl 4 e i A s 2 Sk R A o
PIEA REMTEYE . Liang 55 (2022) MR &L,
4 SEAFF 1 GBAC46 A NMTDS81 X K A5 T2 2k it
(Aphelenchoides besseyi) F) 7 28 B 1% M 4 51 =5 ik
88.80% 1 82.65% ; GBACA6 T 1k = £ i — i A i
TREE 1 Cry31Aa R X4 H 7 18 40 A5 e 5 495 5: 3K
HIET . B SRS (P putida) MCCC 1A00316
] R 1) 3% 1% 10 VRN T 7 AR 4 e 1 2 1 &)y R B AT f
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AAEME I BRI Y R R % 25 4 F Cyclo (L-
Pro-L-Leu) X 2 #& 4l HUELA B om R 2 & Pk, BT O Y
et B B R HI/E T (Zhai et al.,2019) . Sun
£5(2021) P 4 Pel - B v 2B 1 BRI R
MIEE (P simiae) MB751 , H: & T re AR 445 28 1
2 I3 4 B B R AT 3k 80% 75 47 5 220 B Al AL M E
HEE B R — IR R, X 2 W 4l R 2k 3
FEHEJE (LCy,) M 65.3 wg/mL.

R TR A P U o ) — R Z )
TEUR, EZLE A BT R R R
B R MR R FEH T . Kaur %(2016) 58 &
PR, 777K A B 1H DH16 B R 5 57 0 A U nT k2
il By R 45 2 OB B AL, FLXE 2 I 4 R B AR
SRAFEYE . Feng %5 (2019 ) MBI 455 5 B TM24 B #E
R 43 5t 2 i B i 2 LA i R R TR
(IAEE Y. Hu % (2022) FH 18 BC4E 5 o FN 28 AE 5
B PR FR IR R A PR R T AR ZE 2 LU 12 h R Bt
4331 H 82.13% F186.96% , Hd A& &4 K
AL G YRR B .

3.4 BHEHEFMZTE

TR 72 59 B 2 e LA f e Py S [RGB T
— AR T AEERG . T REH IR
AR, —LE U E WA 55 J 4 L 5 G Al ) B U
MAAF A P2 54 B o S E &l
G237 A E AW uJE B+ e g eI, He— 2t
Bl A 0 DR R A DR T B 2 o i 2 AR G 4
IFEART AT E IR SO 72447 . Bell
£5(2021) T E R YI—H I8 PR AL R AR B o —
ok o —AE A R GRS IR B T A A
Wy I 86 5 IS TR B TR 2 ) A A rp A i
VS 43 A LB [ 4 i 5 DA TR AR 7 o 4 R A
7 (R FE A G DR AR o 3 3 R 57 387 B S oy et
(145 3% TR vk R W I M A A 2 1) 8 3 ) s 1 i
Bl AN Bl 80 5 3 I 2 AR G o A A — AR B
HREL TR SR A 52 0], 3 A3 Bl T i AN [R) o 215 iy AAAS:
AT AS L TR X L A B A5OSR 1 P R S P ) 22
5o ATE RN PR EEIE I RE 75 HLAE R P, BETE
5995 TR A B AE R ARV | 0 SR AR A7 S [R], DA
T 006 £k sy A4 K . Martinuz %5 (2013) BF98 &
B, N A BRI T H (Fusarium oxysporum ) 3%
AR (Rhizobium phaseoli) Y] 555 AR 4528 1
L HESE AP AR AR A L P (A o FLEA S =)
BT, SRR R R R FIRE, B B ET
B Hu%F(2017) W58 &I, T it A A 41 b e A 2960

FFER (B. cereus) M2 Btk L PE AT AL T3 AAR &K , a1
FEL 38 GBS I o I LA i AR 45 2k it AR 45 5
T K SRR A R0 5 AR R A A A e T AR A
W AT HEAF RS a4
3.5 FSEWBSERM

5 AR ) BIAE SN AR ) e P AR Bl e AR
M7 Xz — W98 3R WA 245 2 S A 40 2 240 7 R L
TR A 3 0 375 AT 1) S 90 0 S 1 SRR D 2 HL 1Y)
hE . PR TR BRI A A EAE YR AT K
MR T FTIR , LA SO A 4 PN TR 45 380 75 0 i
e A HTTE . Vos 45 (2013 ) Tk B A B AR L 1R i
) 3 3t B AR DG 35 PRl ) R 38175 3 2R e B4k B 1)
BTREEL . Le % (2016)WF5E K B, SR ER MR T 1
(F. moniliforme) %5175 5 /KA 22 G 1% 95 460 F 7 117 2
FIRARPURARREEZE (M. graminicola) (AR 4%
M X AR EE (T harzianum) T-78 B Kk °] 06 25 00 7K
T2 A T 1 95 A0 sz 7 BIR ) i AR 248 2 H o AR 1
R G, 1R AT R AT 0% B AE s iy DA 1T R A 4 ol
{14 30 384 7 70 %55 /7 (Martinez-Medina et al., 2017) .
Zhuang 5% (2021) UE B J& 35 461 35 ] J@ S 1# PC170 T
R A I8 7 i ) SR AR A K AR R IE A B P R AR
75 HON pE AR R G . Molinari 5
(2022 ) & BB AR L 75 2 G AR 45 4 s BT
P ELA TR O

TR PRAE A B — 28T IZ AR TE TARI AR PRy
TEED) , AT AR 7 A 25 R P & W 4
BEFR PR RGN A Y R e L, sk
R L T8 (P Aeruginosa) Fl B T A0 e 22 /R 75 T8
(Burkholderia gladioli) J&: 2 Fh A 9 A= K A2 A 40 1
Khanna % (2019) ZHLEA1RES S W R G hutE,
FPAEARFRFER BUER BRI G R A
IR P S B R85 . Zhao %5 (2019) & BT B
(Microbacterium maritypicum) Sneb159 Btk 1] i 3
S 9 TR 27K A R RN A A1 TR A 5 3 5% v 194 7 D K A
PR2 .PR3b FlJAZI W33 1175 5 R i A R Gebi ik
TR S M ek B IR B . Ye55(2022)
W R, & AR PR (P rhodesiae) GC-7 B REAS
AT A7 S35 /K R B A A DG it ) e A e | 2 1
AL R TN 2 R i 2 B TS P, I T 5 KA K
MR R TN A7 A5 5308 [ R OC B 18 6 [N 2 3k 1
() S 2 4 o LA UR AN BHR 45 4k i fe 3%
3.6 HMERAARK

YU P AL 2 HIEAE S R G T AR
AYIZERE , e K IR AH TAE Ak 2 Fh T B
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HRIREREALE] . IRERE = ZERE T
SR A R L R A B A AR S I N AR X
XFFAARER U OCTE 2. Wang 55 (2014) W58 &30,
— S 2 AR Y 40 TR PT A  RIOR ZR R
HUE /DT AR (A. oligospora) TE IR B 41
JHL 235 S 64 A 1 e o, S I A B 4k
A T AR | T B R BE LR U B AL

BEAN , 2 R Yk T 2 MO A S R
LA TR, U Z AR PRI W 20 sl A P
B HES S T A EAEY N R 2 R I i /R H
(Topalovic et al.,2020) . Zhou %5 (2019) WF 5% & #K.,
RAZMREEL AR L) 135 L g f= e i) R I B o
A Z e RS2 AR G T IR W i I 4
FFEAFEAR AT S R AR A L AR Y TRk A=
e 4 R W RE TR G N T AR S AR L, U I
AT PTIDRAR 45 2 A i f G
4 RE

TSR B 22 (1) i A A 0 8 A i e L ) A B TR
P, X IR 4 R RER B I E ] . BF9E A BLid
I N ZEARCR RS IE BT a Se fRA W Xo e
LHRPIPHARCR . KAt 7 — LAy
YEHAILE . BEAE RUE DB i 2 AN [RIVE 7 X4
7N AR W L A B AR B AR RS B BT B
528 HE IR B0k AR Y b7 18 SO S5 O =B IR
P 2R L RV A BT A R T 2k LR VR LB AU
5% O U — 2 R B BTLTIAR AT GB & 2 Fh &=
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