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Abstract : Soil salinization is a significant limiting factor affecting soil environment and
agricultural production, adversely impacting plant growth and metabolic activities. Through
long-term evolutionary adaptation, plants have developed complex mechanisms to counteract
saline-alkali stress via intrinsic metabolic regulation. For instance, they alter the morphological
structure of roots and leaves increases plant water uptake and transpiration, activate antioxidant
defense systems (enzymes and compounds) to scavenge stress-induced reactive oxygen species
(ROS), accumulate various osmotic substances (proline, soluble sugars, soluble proteins, and
polyols) to regulate osmotic balance, maintain cellular ion homeostasis, modulate endogenous
plant hormone levels (abscisic acid, gibberellin acid, auxin, and cytokinin) to coordinate growth
and stress responses, and stabilize intracellular pH (HCO3/COs> stress) to ensure normal
biochemical reactions. Moreover, plants respond to saline-alkali stress by regulating the
transcription of stress-responsive genes and transcription factors, coupled with triggering signal
transduction pathways. Meanwhile, plant root exudates function as chemical signals to selectively
recruit specific beneficial microorganisms in the rhizosphere. This recruitment process reshapes
the diversity, composition, structure, and functional characteristics of the rhizosphere environment,
constructing a rhizosphere microhabitat adaptive to saline-alkali stress. Plant growth-promoting
microorganisms (PGPM), recognized as the "second genome" of plants owing to their close
symbiotic relationship with plants, enhance plant saline-alkali tolerance through various
synergistic mechanisms. Key functions include producing plant hormones (such as ABA and IAA)
to regulate growth and development, secreting protective osmolytes to promote osmotic regulation,
activating antioxidant enzyme activity or secreting antioxidant substances to enhance antioxidant
defense systems, regulating root ion transporters to maintain cellular ion homeostasis, and
optimizing nutrient acquisition (e.g., dissolving insoluble nutrients and fixing nitrogen). In
addition, PGPM modulate key metabolic pathways in plants to optimize physiological processes
and boost saline-alkali tolerance. Furthermore, they also influence the assembly of rhizosphere
microbial communities, enriching beneficial microorganisms to fully leverage the ecological
functions of these communities. This maintains their ability to promote plant growth and mitigate
stress effects. This review systematically summarizes the morphological, physiological, molecular,
and rhizosphere microbiological mechanisms by which plants respond to saline-alkali stress. It
highlights the pivotal role of PGPM in sustaining plant life under saline-alkali conditions, aiming
to provide a robust scientific foundation for sustainable agricultural development and ecological
restoration in saline-alkali regions.
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S AR A R SIS AN A () E E R EK 2 —(Singh, 2021). $EAdiTF, A E



A 173 [ROBE R TR 52 31 6 38 (1 5210 (Shi & Gu, 2020). H TS5 AL AR & 21 L HURH
TiTh 2] 2050 55, AERKLT 50% 1A 58K 4 Eh 584k (Wang et al., 2023). R4 =ik H
g, RERBI AR CAE ] 112 hm?, iSRG LI TR 1 18% (e, 2021;
Wang et al., 2024), ERAEHHE T, B2 TNaOHAEE T(COHEREYBEWE, FEE TR
i, AkimigE RAE Y B, B RENES E R, E 2T (Yang & Guo, 2018). [,
RIS B0 s R E AR S P AR SR P B BRI R . BT, 2R TR
HEK L A7 2 RRIANGE & i SR AR A S5 — R L3 S A B R SN, YR A A )
(PGPM)fifi FH & — T B4 it , T JRERAE I 3655 3, JFelE 3% (@ FE (Ilangumaran et al., 2017;
Sarkar etal., 2018). CHWIFARM, FrE WA BEEN FE FRE. PAEEDHR. ;2
BEBIEBAR R S PU A AGTE VEAN G SR TR 7 IR SOR A i A A 26 14 (Li et al., 2021). 40,
FESRBMNE TS, AN CEHE RGN, o B OESMEEY K, T PGPM /74
1-Z A FE-1-RIRERL(ACO MG, A L )& A& B TR 5L (ACC) F Ak 2 A a- i
TERER, M B#K 24 & 2 (Riyazuddi et al., 2020). tt4h, T3 RHED A KL EAEY
(Plant growth-promoting microorganisms, PGPM) #f¥% 2 FEVESZ YR R /- %, )
FEER BB T AT 73 WA € AR LA AR P2 AR ), O s A S A A, sz
ERORIA B XHAE Y 1451473 (Sasse et al., 2018; Qu et al., 2024). [K i, i AEYFIA w5 )
FHEAE FH o Shm A 5, Ja P &5 SR it B A 5 B ) A s SORN) Rl () B FH i 5% o B RIS
O KEBF TR - A Y BAE R G02 GE S A S i s 70, MR SO 2Rk
T A7) ve0 87 5B PR 1) 431 AR AL DA & PGPM i dE A A 4K He R 0B aE (1) 3= EEH LA, DA
WG P R s 5 3L T S SR AR AR

| =K 7/ B AN 7 BN NG sk s el

ERB L3 A K R 2 P = EEEH NaCly NaxSOs. NapCOs Fll NaHCO; 415k, SHEYIN a3
Sy Sy A el S R P AN B B (B R AR, 2024). BB B IIEMG): MAEYEE
— KB FRAE SRR R, 20 AR K Na AR RIS BUE Y N K A BRI, X RS %
AHTR, SREKBREK, 51KBEPHE(Munns et al., 2008). 5 BB (K BE): B8
FERYIRT Na I RFSEIR IS, Nail ik AR F 32 It 5 /M2, S8 Na /ey it
B R, IERE Na™5 KSR 185 &A1 80, SRR EEL, TGS T8 % (Liu et al,
2015; Siddiqui et al., 2017). $t4b, NaxCOs; fl NaHCOs @it iBiE i, 75k bid i L a1 3k
— bt pH M, BREY4IM pH O EtE, & RANIBERE, PR 6 A 1E FHFIAR &R
i J1(Kaiwen et al., 2020). 7EKHIMERBIIE T, Y OB ZFHLE] DL 58S
BEiE Mg J1(Gong et al., 2016)(F& 1). fHA 3= BRI LA ARBHA T AR R %52 50
N AE B Bl (B 1)

1.1 AR B2 L AR A8 T2 2= L A1

PRERAE g i S SN BRI B )28 B, AR R AR E e BRI AR R AL, YoE T EhBsE
It B35 (1 fE HE AR (An et al., 2021). R RESRAP G T EBERIONPFESZ . SR
FURGE )RR, EESEUREICTI(EH¥EE, 2022). AR, shEMWRAR (Haloxylon
ammodendron) ] 18 3 34 0 IAR RN AR BE 3G IR T AR, e i 38 DR 2R 7% 77 38 e 4 W
K LAE R R BB (Y et al., 2007). BbAh, AEPIARFLE 32 3 EL0b 6 J5 #4155 iR AL a4y



Hy B ER Ay, T BEE OGSl KA ER, HAE RS K B L& S R 5P 18 (Munns et
al., 2008). B4, Liu Z5(2021)KIKFE(Oryza sativa)TEELTMHE T 2 FEARM A ZEBSER
TS T ER BT AR ES F s, JERRARE A N B K 2 Bk, AT RN i 3 PE (Liu et al.,
2021). X} ERAERED LA IR (Mangrove Forest) Fr JEAS IR S50 i AT B I, #hB8 18 T
EAEY R AR, SALEE M B, REEM, AREE, DI
0 5 3 3 AR A 3 R P A FE A T 5 (Waisel et al., 2012). 22 E AR, AW AT AR
RN b S PR 5 A R TR 2 DAIE B R Bl
1.2 A ooe) 182 R 3 2 e A 2 AR AL
1.2.1 WoEPTEL RSt

NaCl A5 FHEY) ABI4 F:RIH)RIE, MG 5 RbohD )3RIL, FH4lit] VTC2 3Rk,
TG RbohD 2= it i35 1 4 (Reactive Oxygen Species, ROS) A2 H. VTC2 41 U 2= 521
ROS 1iE kR Kk, ABI4-RbohD/VTC2 iX — #E B AL HEAEY) H ROS HIFH 2 (Luo et
al., 2021). FAZH ROS 2 ¥ DNA #ifli. fiafiid 4. SEEpvEi . Bgis A2 K bE
fift, SEGEYIAGE LW 4K (Islam et al., 2016; Liu et al., 2019a). A4 N HEAE L5 br 18 2 5
HIPAMBI I RS, EEAREMERPIE N R S M RI A R AW . ATE B AR A
A AL B (Superoxide Dismutase, SOD)- i S AL #) il (Peroxidase, POD)- it % AL E /i (Catalase,
CAT)% (Madhu et al., 2022). SOD 255 —iEF4k, HABERBAE T, HHENLK H0,, Ik
Jii POD Al CAT 11 57K Ho0, ¥4k A TE % 1) O, A1 HoO(Santos et al., 2018; Lu et al., 2020). Afzal
S5(2024) %5 AN R £h 14 5 52 PP adEAT 2R P A 5200 R B, i Eh Ve SRR e SOD 7E m #h Wi
Ti‘fﬁﬁ%%rﬁﬂzﬁ@, 1M CAT X} #h e I P U S vy, HAEPERREENG . EhAERE)
1 5 Ui (Sesuvium portulacastrum) 7E ShUE W18 N 0T 4 58 CAT. SOD. $Hidh ML it A L ) g
(Ascorbate peroxidase, APX) 51 A EE S PE LLE BRI 7o &1 ROS, 7235 s 2 rh
R A% ZAE FH (Muchate et al., 2016). 53 F 24525t H K (Glutathione, GSH)  HLIR L&
(Ascorbic acid, ASA). FEEHE M HEPUAMA(Yin et al,, 2019; Kamal et al., 2024). XLl 5
YAEAE T A FEAL, SPA I EER, &R &M ROS, 22 Shibhia 5] A2
FACARAT (VP D5 97, 2023) o X AU PE A A 1R 0K S AR (Y 417, i 2 14 SR 35 o ) A
(XY335, FRBUBAREE AN RIOT Y], b rTg N ASA 1 GSH W& &, fE4EfFEA
Jo R PR AR W 2 G 25 ) e BV DL R 7 B R R I S DT T R HE R A IR H, did s
SOD. APX. GPX il GR [J&1E, ASA Al GSH M T —MEHR RS, Gef R0ER E Hh3,
YRR 4 B 9 3 P AR P45 (Fu et al., 2017). Hamdani 25(2017) % 30 3525 AR 2E (Atriplex
halimus) [ R [FRE TSN AsA & &A1 CAT i5 1 LATERR ROS, H LM T $hihiais ik
IE LA
1.2.2 WHEIERS

HIIE T, EYAKSNRENE TR R SEEE AT R, TR, AR,
BCAGHEYIE AT 5, EKEREE. MYE &R R SMBEY RN AL
WEY), QIR SR, vAYE R AR Z R, e A RBOKEGRKEE ST, A
T 4 R A M 203 TR R T AR BRARNE 20 (BRI, 2021) . BFFUR I, ERAEAEY) 5 U5 o) 14 m
M R . H SRR A SRS AT VA VIR BE R N, HERF I i T DA S 6 BB E



(Muchate et al., 2016). 1, R EEY HHERBER], HEE & O HETAHEY
e 12 5B 8 (1 AR B AR & . Ahanger Z5(2019)1UBIF 7RI, it FH AR S5 /K 4 B A — AL R
AN B AE AR (Vigna angularis) P IHZRE & &, FFIG0RME & g ie,  LLE R Eh s bhia i)
AFIFE . AL, Khedr £5(2003)%) h A2 M4 KAl (Pancratium maritime) T ShARATL ] HE4T
WA RIL, R T A BERFERS, 0] BN & A AR, Wy
DT ERGRE o TV I B R 2 R TS RIS T I ) 0T, 491 G R AR R A AR AR AR S v 2
REREAH S PR BB K T s, A R Ti5E R T (Panda et al., 2020). FlZUER A AT ¥4 MEAE S
Yy TOE L FER, DL AT B IE . i, T ShE E 2R (Sorghum bicolor) Fl /N3
(Triticum Aestivum) 7] JE I 8 IR - ATVA TR L 2405 &, DL SCGE T Eh i ia T~
142 K:(Guo et al, 2015;Sun et al., 2019).
1.2.3 A BT T4

WKL, BEE L3R ER AR N, KB Nat I\ 40 57 2> 5 S0 L A7 [ 25 5% 2 FL A DA
&, G KR HIEE, JRA KY/Na t RS P4 (Li et al., 2010; Falhof et al., 2016).
K" 5RIRSCIEIR . WEIEAR . SN AR5 2 SR AR A G I B VS R B DDA oG, ShAE T,
Na' 7E4HHl N KA R, 5 K1 5e GBS P47 s, P8 520 1 20 B i) 1E & AR 1S 3/1(Zhao et
al., 2020). EY) ¥ L@ T NatHEH B A8 FE A7 R A DUOE B SR8 (B R WF, 2021). 1H
Yidifo b, Natf)#6i2 35 i H-ATP B§M H'-VPPase /A R 7 IRzh . b, #
BB a8 W] 2 5 i HY-ATP B A H'-VPP BEVETE, 38598 1 Na® A 5T A A\ 41 ot 4 ATk
TR J1(Ye et al,, 2019). BbAh, EhBdMMNE BE N Ca® i, dEimifilik SOS 55 i@, sL
PUAHENHERS, b Nat7E 40 57 (AR B (Yang et al., 2019). 45K PE SOS2/SOS3 i 2 &
Wik ] LR ORI 1K) NHXT B SOFFIa /R, 1% Na*B& & 0 A (Bahmani et al., 2015).
1.2.4 PR AN

TR AR SR B i AR R R AR, H b iV B2 (Abscisic acid, ABA) & i
TR A 7 1 R G B B33 2 —(Sahay et al., 2019). Chen Z£(2022) 8 58 K B0,
ABA B EREK T H P KRB A Nat &, $emKRBPTE LB g, 4ERr IR
O, SR HEYI R . 775 &K (Gibberellic acid, GA)tH & B EYIPTIE MR . B
FER I, i SRR S B 1 N VR VE GA B 552 R B 3e X H 4 P 2 A U 5 P (L et
al., 2019). [k, Y055 R I 2 ALH 5 GA & &5 UM, IbAbh, 4K Z(Auxin, IAA)
A 53 L 2R (Cytokinin, CK)FER IR EA B LA = pH M52 (Xu et al., 2012). Liu 55(2019b)
RIL, IR T, 3R (Malus domestica) i ARHR F 1 TAA A KEEE R ARF5.GH3.6.SAUR36
I SAUR32 UL Jx CK FHREEA IPTS Rk B2 Fif, &7 IAA I CK &=, Mimi$eEm T
SERA AR P BR . 2 ) (Ethylene, ET)YE N TAA A=W-6 RRAH G 24 (R I 55 B 15 IR, 38400
ET &&A{Ed T IAA TEARESI KRR, M T FRm bl e xof A 30 - i 0 B (LA et al,
2015). B, SPEDEE PTSLFEVE F U B A A HEAE RS . Guo S5(2020)0F 7L KL, Eh
Bl (Suaeda salsa)fE LRI FH % ABA. GA. TAA W& A YIRS 516 S A%
AR B, AT ALK,
1.2.5 HCO3/CO3* N

Eh55 138 1 ¥ NaHCO3 1 NaxCOs J& 412 iy 138 pH A 1) 32 B3 o 7 A HLER (BUbA i |



FPRRIR . TR SR A5 ) A R 4 I 1) pHL R~ P 67 A A7 ) 1 3k i e ) 3 T SR 2 —
(Fang et al., 2021). #R1fi, KREUEHERH, HEPX HCOs/COs> il 1) R N 5% 5 pH W ia H:
At BEEA, SR T —8H%iEhS 5 7 HCOs/CO> il filln, TEMFEIT
(Arabidopsis thaliana) LK IE GsBOR2 F1 GsSLAH3 7] 3455 H XF NaHCOs 1 KHCOs FIHi 4,
1M it 1% GsBOR2 B GsSLAH3 JE K 4 JL R L B 71 % =7 pH Wi A Hitk. thsbh, @R
— SR T (W1 GSERF6. GsERF71. GsbZIP67 Fl HD-Zip Gshdz4) Rl 12 =i Y07 £hil i
X HCOs HMi 32 1% (Cao et al., 2022). #illn, {ERAEETE Pl RIL GsbZIP67 Pl mtE %y
HCOs TN 32 14 2 1 17 1 775 A0 0T R KT 52 1 (W et al., 2018). Ca?' {5 Sl 25 [ 18
Yokt HCOz B M N, (B 5 i FgiE e ook, #lin, ERGH, GsCML27 Jwtth—
PSR ARER AR, HRIEAT HCOy . hpHafisiEihia s S, mEalpE T+ Rhk
ik GsCML27 W H& i 0%t HCOs [Tt 524, {H A FEAR 1 5%t b F1V2 1% W 3 ¥ i 52 4 (Chen et al.,
2015). &Sz, PR HCOs/COs> HriE i B 5 iy pH BB IEA e A0 . 5 pH EM L,
ﬁ%“?%ﬁ?%ﬁx%ﬂ%%@ﬁHamawmko%ﬁ,Hwﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ% N
pH P8 AR T REFH EC, TSR AT REX HCOs/CO> il I 78 20 502 £ /b o Rt
IR pH B £ BREUR RV B R, SRR AN R0 SR G Foh @ e S AL, e
G T REYE SRR EE .

® 1 SRAAEYIRNSE K AL

Table 1 Halophytes with their salt tolerance mechanisms

FPs SR AR MRS AL
No.  Halophyte name Salt tolerance mechanism

R PR N, SELEBCE R BRI, REERN, f
Ji JZ 14 )5 (Waisel et al., 2012)
ARG The leaves increased in fleshy tissue, with a reduction in
Mangrove both the number and diameter of stomata, an increase in the
epidermal layer, and thickening of the cuticle (Waisel et al.,

2012)

HIARACE . MR AR A PSR 235 /15 (Y et al., 2007)
AP h e 2l B L OB AN e SR AR B KT T, AR
F51% 75 (Panda et al., 2020)
I AR A W ) R AR PR R RV N 2 25,
1B IR EIA(Ding et al., 2024)
The length of the root crown, total root length, and root

2 AR vitality increased (Yi et al., 2007)

Haloxylon ammodendron Levels of sugars and sugar alcohols such as glucose,

sucrose, and glycerol in the roots rose, facilitating osmotic
regulation (Panda et al., 2020)

Root exudates regulate the network structure of rhizosphere
microbial communities and promote soil nutrient
cycling(Ding et al., 2024)
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Sesuvium portulacastrum

S
s

Atriplex halimus

KA

Pancratium maritime

R

Puccinellia tenuiflora

T T

Suaeda salsa

PHERL
Pyrus communis

RIS
Karelinia caspia

P
Phragmites australis

et CAT. SOD. APX SEHi A LRI IE TR ok, T FR
& ROS

PSR H SR A SR T A M A J5E 388 T DA 4 e et
F 113535 T 17 (Muchate et al., 2016)

The activity of antioxidant enzymes such as CAT, SOD, and
APX in the leaves increases, scavenging excess ROS.

The concentrations of proline, glycine betaine, and total
soluble sugars rise to maintain osmotic balance in the leaves
(Muchate et al., 2016)

N AsA WEEFRT CAT 3 M LA BR ROS(Hamdani et al.,
2017)

Increasing AsA concentration and CAT activity to clear
ROS (Hamdani et al., 2017)

B R R R &, TS IE T A SR TR A
B 4 (Khedr et al., 2003)

Increasing proline content in the leaves maintains osmotic
balance and enhances antioxidant enzyme activity (Khedr et
al., 2003)

$&r HT-ATP Bl H-VPP BEHVETE, 19558 Na* A 52
FRLTR N B AN R AR FIE T (Ardie et al., 2010)

Enhance the activity of H*-ATPase and H*-VPPase to
increase the influx of Na* from leaf cytoplasm into

extracellular compartments and vacuoles (Ardie et al., 2010)

VISR G RS S R, $RE ABAL GA M
IAA Y E 7 8 (Guo et al., 2020)

W IRPR AV RE R DI RE, B sRAE R 77 0 ol B R
MAE(Li et al., 2025)

Upregulates plant hormone synthesis and signaling genes,
increasing the content of plant hormones such as ABA, GA,
and IAA (Guo et al., 2020)

FERR By e g AR 25 508 EL M B, e 3k -3 AE A (L et al,
2021)

Enriching halotolerant or halophilic bacteria in the
rhizosphere to enhance soil N cycling (Li et al., 2021)

fi v MR B - SR 4 B A B B I X 2% R, A AR AR B
T IEFE I (Ding et al., 2024)

Enhancing the network complexity of rhizosphere soil
bacteria and fungi effectively promotes nutrient cycling in
rhizosphere soil (Ding et al., 2024)
ARSI RIS ThRE, A CPEREME . ABC ¥
BHEE. BEREREM . HE N SRR R B et
al., 2025)



https://baike.baidu.com/item/Pyrus%20communis/58346675?fromModule=lemma_inlink

Regulating the functional activity of rhizosphere microbial
communities significantly upregulates metabolic pathways
related to glycolysis, ABC transporters, phosphate
solubilization, and salt adaptation (Li et al., 2025)

1.3 AR B2 L AR A8 1] 53 LA
1.3.1 LA F 1 R E

TR 8L R B b 18 T B 2 FE R R SR A, IR BRI PE N S 53 E AT ST RS A
PR G E L PIES, RS EY) A G Z) DA SR8 . Shebhia i 5 bR S e
FHICFE N 2R IE . B, Du Z5(2019)7E M 5L (Nicotiana tabacum)F it Fi5 MsGSTUS NtP5Cs
NtLEAS M1 NtLEA14 F=R TG IN AT v PERE A 20 i8 & /&, 1 3R1k NeSOD. NtPOD Hl NtCAT
BRI A 358 SOD. POD 1 CAT &4, 435l B IR 5 At a i R 4t b3k [F R dE A A 25 5
£ . Sun Z£(2021) & BTt £ #5346 Gossypium hirsutum) i Fi P 3E K GhSOS1GhNHX1 1 GhAKTI
(AR 08 B R 2 v T AR U T B, X R R DR AT I I S Nat G2 E 1, Rk Na il ohHE
MIX @k, HERFREY Nat /KB Ao At gahid I i #5is & A8 E 857 1) Sk pi s
RIE 4% PutAKTI . PutCAX1. PutNHAI. AtHKTI Al NHX, XSRS TRt
HA #HEAEH (Ardie et al., 2010; Zhang et al., 2016; An et al., 2017).
1.3.2 HRFxITRIE

VENRIIEE 5 RAH L R O, 15 5 DR T ZE R0 R 015 5 5 T8 0 456 A S PR st = 1 4
FEo, A S HERAE G R ) RIE . RS R TR DNA S5 M9 3801 SlvRe 25 6 3047 43 25,
55 R 08E N A K R 74 MYB. NAC. bZIP. WRKY %, iXEe#ESE A7 1EKRE. /NEE .
K AK(Zea mays). EfE (Medicago sativa) FHE4) P 5145 U WA LEAE I ERBRATL 1) b R #5 BE B H .
MYB ¥ 53 K7 5K R R o 3, KER 7 MYB B FIIRISA g, 25
TP IRAA R 51T BT R 80 855 2 F AR B0 #2(Shah er al., 2021). GmMYB68
BRI RIK 58 T K E(Glycine max)WIHL AL /1, B & ATRE A Gl #3550 T
A AR S (He et al., 2020). 6AR, oAt 5 K7 EAE P )37 SR ui b i bt B A SRR . B
TR, 5@ N, 1 HRIE SNAC3 FE R /N AL ER I iE T 2RI H BRI H202 AT MDA
&5 (Zhou et al., 2018a). WEFC K I, GsbZIP67 FERITFRIE, BT BT MDA & &, 5
T E %8 POD iSRS &, JFH, b BIR T MsWRKYI1 BERIERIE, SIS TS
Al R AR ER & &, MG s 1 OE AE 1 AR EE 77 (Wu et al., 2018; Wang et al.,
2018). DAL, i 128 A A A 52 A PR B DRATS A2 AR SRATE 9 (R B A0, 9 4, #hAsUWE T, GmMYB6S
R D] ) sk A W 0K AR ORI EORLE, RS SR P 2y T B A SRS 0 {E (Shah
et al., 2021).
1.3.3 WoH {5 5 Sl

FEY) ER00 0 38 (45 510 % 32 LA 6 R B iURS (Salt overly sensitive, SOS)ifi % 25 ¥4
Fi I8 6 AT ABA JE 6 (Zhu et al., 2016).SOS I8 #AE AAEY) 1916 2% Eh bl & 715 = 7% 38 i,
FLOTAN AR NatohHE. HETE SR E T~k Ca>™ (55, Ca?"(5 5 n[ 3G SOS i i LA 4%
Na'/H' [ [HFEE A, B B B Nat e, M 4ER Py 3058 1R 25 DUIE B 25 Bl
il (Zhu et al.,, 2016; Zhou et al., 2018b) . & F Wi 1= B A K5 22 2 F G L & A ™



(Mitogen-Activated Protein Kinase, MAPK) 1 Ca?*{{ #fi 14 &5 (1 ¥ i (Calcium-dependent protein
kinase, CDPK) (Shah et al., 2021). hB 8 Al EUE Y MAPK, #51L)5 ) MAPK 7] DL IR
A2 S R T AARAS 5 TR 7, AT 4H B AR B a s B2 S B 4, oS Y B R 45
(Lee et al., 2015). 5 MAPK fEH34Ml, CDPK 7 LAEL K EilF Ca2(5 5 #6140 N T il 1L
59, REFFESHES, WA LU R 2LV E (Kudla et al., 2018). ABA i# % 3
BRI T LA #h I R ) 20k 2 5 BT ER IR S (Yu et al., 2020). 44 52 3 #h 55
B, ABA 7E4HMN SRR R, 24k RCAR 5 ABA 454 LB SnRK2, SnRK2 A%
FWERR 1L N3 87 AREB/ABF F£J5 5l ABA [ B, LAV AR YICE Sha3A 55 R 2B KAk
A (Fujita et al., 2013).
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Fig. 1 Physiological and biochemical mechanisms of plant response to saline and alkaline stresses
2 TR v I 2 P AL AR o sk A S AL

2.1 TR B AE M RE T A3 FROAEL A i) 52 3k Bl X T 1
2.1.1 MRERUAE YIRS 22 FF 1t K 20 1A 5 AR i I 56 i P 3 (L 1

FELPAE R B8 18 T 38 I 43 WA A ) LA S5 R 58 OB AE P B8 A i R A AR 15 5
ST, AW T A RETE 2 AR (L et al., 2021; Xiong et al., 2021). 40, EHhA4E
YIva B (Pyrus communis) P]EAR PR LI P AR SR TE 2 Eh g 7, S B #h B0 £h 4 B TEAR i
BEEE o, VI HIEArthrobacter) ) 8.2 & A N YITR AL E 2 AR, (RIEHEMTE
EREE N R K (L et al,, 2021). T FEHQ024) KB, T EEIOKREK A 9 57 Emia T 14
I 7 AR T B 1] o (R AR 5 v 0 2 B B (Halomonas)~ AU B 119 (1) B #F B (Enterobacter) Al
11 78 B JR 7 B (Burkholderia) FAXT -, X S LI B AT 7= A5 i 4122 1 DL W B A A 41400 2R B 3



AL, B ER B AR it AR o 20 A 9 28 717 s i P B 6 5 K T UK R, H Y 8 A 0 1 B
e A B TE] IR Rt B 0 SR, 7 1 B R b AN A R 5 AR B0 AR KA 8 A DG (1 2 1A
]S AP 2 (R AH BLOR &R, AR R A AE P U B AH ELAE F LS B ) B SR o e,
[F] B 75 £ A2 FE W) 16 A6 48 (Karelinia caspia) IR R AR B 1328 H 1 77 76 2R AL 4 (Ding et al.,
2024).

2.1.2 HRERCAE YRR T REA T (AL A 52 R B (L 1)

IR AR SR B8 P AR b B AN B I AE B Vs, (HEATERE 48 7 Natig i[85 %0R
TR SRV MRS L IR, DRI A A= 4 1 A 285 Ty e G A A i 12 8 iy i EL A B 224 B (Qiu et al.,
2022). filhn, xJEh A YINE (Suaeda salsa) 7 35 (Phragmites australis) IR s T 38347 7%
FERH MR, WREs LI S HERM . ABC s i WA MR HIENIEEA KN
R EE T, R a X Y1 6% (Li et al., 2025). Zheng 55(2021) KK HLAE fii
YRR Nat/H 30 ) 5 12 8 R DR 0 =R SR RIS, K e g b R B Nate i
T SR I TR, R R Nat A igm ALK, B, MRERGAEY AT LA
I XA RS FAE 3 S sSZ SR B IR o B S UAE Y Th IR NI 9T, TERR AP
VAT FT ) LA e OC B R P B B AR, IR JLREAT AH N ) D REAIT 7T, ik — 2 ] B il
AP R P B AR . BT, Y SC5R(2024) AT ER S AL ETAE AR B A P H
18 FhOCB T BRI AN B, RIVEANTEA 0 1AA. JRANZHERREERINIER, &6 13 FhE
AIEARA LS, 14 FREvIVERETNLEE, 16 Med BAMATEE 71 Wu 55(2022)7E 1T SRl & 48
b R AR B v R L 2 B 5 M 1 T 2 5 COs B, (RSt CE/EH, RN B2 . &
P B AN SR B RE A 0 TAA AT ACC IR, TR B AT 70 22 b A ) 3 [ (e A T 226
Bt . 25 b, SUEYIREE R PRI A ) O R 2, B A BT SR SRR A ST Y Y
LA T R AR SRR J 8 (Li et al., 2021), AT LAFZ 4l 55 i £5 B80REL 420 PO Gl 26 A i v B ok
BEGUER, JRERER LA ORI Th ReAT) 2 BAE AT 78 34 R

3 PGPM 3 553 K5 A i 580 3 11 41 )

PGPM I8 LE R A 52 Eh e AR gk A= 77 T EE 2 OCHAE WO SR 2 — Tin]
Fr 4R 3R (Choudhary et al., 2022). PGPM #] LUl IS (1)1 T £ 1 ACC Bt B2
HIREYIBI R S8 ) EPUEN A I R ™ A B Y A S AT G)REEE TR
JoR R AR FH 2 T AR A AR G s (4) TR R A AR R AR (R AR H A R B . itk 4h, PGPM
W RE 8 BB R AE DRV L AN AR S T e, SRR SRR AE I (AR REH, 2021)( 2).
3.1 ATTEMBE AT

TR 38 . R B 3 14 B8 70 5 B A e 15 72 AR A A0 ¥ 3R % D) AH K (Bhise & Dandge, 2019;
Kumawat et al., 2022). Ith4h, PGPM ik ] #&5 ACC Bz B g 14, W7 SR, kg
1L ) 0 Er B R AR A AT I E A
3.1.1 ABA

VAT ABA 7P 00 R8P R0t #6618 A ARARAE L, B9 R IR B 2F A 1R (Bacillus
subtilis) V] 73 W ABA, SEINGE H-ATP B0 3EE AR BRER AL, AR 4% 5 pH (. JF HA
BZFRMBIE AT 52 NO &%, NO /3 IS Sl B ik — 2 7 A B EAGBEE Y . Fe B1
R, BRI Na LR, AR TP HUE SR 584 8 (Zhou et al., 2017; Zou et al., 2024). I4h,



K B 2F HUAF 1R IB22(Bacillus subtilis 1B22)ib vl 8IS 5200 /N2 Hh 5 ABA 73 AR AH OC 1 2k A
(B HWNCED2 B:RAI T HvCYP70741 B:[H), 2 IRABR S MR (P. mandelii IB-Kil4)i@id 5
W) ABA MZF 2R is4m, 380 7 ABA FEMER AR R, WmEUER 24K, (Lt
WXt 7K o3 WU, FARAE SR b 18 X AB ) 1 452473 (Arkhipova et al., 2020; Krishnamoorthy et al.,
2022). Zi b, PGPM RIS MG ABA -G RO AU 38 58 420 6T 26 50 3 PR i 52 14
3.1.2 TAA

IAA ENEYIAERKER, HETC RV Z A0, AR B (Rhizobium) . 18 2 MR B
(Bradyrhizobium). % ¥k# (Nostoc). [# % # (Azotobacter). 1B 5. ffl B A1 715 #F % (Arthrobacter)
SEAE Eh Wi 5 1F R AT 43 TAA(Abd_Allah et al., 2017; Egamberdieva et al., 2018; Kumar et
al., 2020). Hrfr, IS4 B TR R AR SR AR PR IR (LR A ik TAA, GBI R,
WA, FRiEE G s E Y AT E RS . ROS MR, T K E M bEAH G H
[ 2R 18 K i 7 85 (1l A il (Etesami et al., 2018; Duca et al., 2020). 541, Gang %£(2018)
FIFH LC-MS AR %E 7 50 B 1A KT SGM 81(Klebsiella SGM 8 1)1 ] ipdC FE[K, iE Al
ARG A TAA, FEAE H R 26440 T R 2E 38N 17 AT (Dianthus caryophyllus) IR E, 30 1 #E6
RIMA, R TR KU Kang 55(2019) 0T 71 & BLBR ¥ 52 B MO1(Leclercia
adecarboxylata MO = £ 1) IAA S 5&hi/KEY . BVIRMM SRR &R, LR T
Y ipde BRI, 9 [ AT B e i 52 1.
3.1.3 ACC izl

TEERIEE AR AP E H, PGPM P2 AE 1) ACC I Z B 7T LUK ACC Fe Ak N & Mol T B s
KBFARAEYI (1) ACC A LI 7K-, AEFE N IR 0 & B AN Bl B0 R FE(Glick et al. 2014).
Bk, 7% ACC Bt Z B PGPM 7E SR BUME 2% A T IR Z S5 W4 i 57 rh 2% W) ot 1) B
AR E A2 . 5140, Shahid F5(2021)¥RIE it &5 40 g 1 B /N8 KR (Kosakonia sacchari)
WERIN T 2% 5. (Vigna radiata)ACC i BEIETE, JRFRR T 40 L4505 F0 Nat /K & 7 tb . F
FIE R, 755 KE 1G3(Klebsiella 1G3){E 100 mol-L! NaCl fiirift T ] & 42 H 4w fid ACC
it Z B acds A9 IAA 1 ipde DRI IERIE, FHIGIN T 3 32 (Avena sativa) ) 22 K AR K
(Sapre et al., 2018). [Klth, PGPM WHEMIHIVE 22 D7), 3@ 520 & A A A2 3L [F] 52
e P SR .
3.2 =B E P

PGPM fie % id i 22 Fh 77 U35 B AR VR 15 4t i N R)V2 0% AN B85 1 P47 o 9 dn, — S 5 4
EVNRERS G OIT B E R (IR . HEEERE . B RRE RN, XL 5 nl e AE )
WHSORI - AT PR ) A0 B N 2 5y, 189 5 PO B0 38 i 52 74 (Madhu et al., 2022).
HA IR — P IR, RELRZF RV, EREEKF RN T,
FLAEFE 1 B B D 0 S R R S 1) 20%38 I 3] 80%(Kumar et al., 2021). Niu 55(2022)F%
s A B B OsiLf-2(Streptomyces albidoflavus OsiLf-2)7E 7K G R Br B8 $& 5y 7K 7 il 2 R
e, YR T KFE P SR o R R S0 A ) O A A A e B T 85 e v B R
Yili. BN, WEAEZEAIR B G2(Bacillus cereus G2)IE NN 1 HZ R . & S0 2 R I AEV &
BURY), IR 1 XS EY B A S BOE S, ATTIRD TR BT R, S5 AR K
1w, WARY T HE(Glycyrrhiza uralensis) ML 2 4t % 52 £ W8 117 5 (Peng et al., 2023).



BRA R B A, KB TE B A AE D U A LR B E (PIP) AN 5T N 8 2 1 (TIP) S M R B 5
TEYEFFIE Y7533 I Hh bR 45 B 22E H (Grondin et al, 2020). #F52K ¥, PGPM nlidid Fiff7K
TTE B F R R AL, s S e R 32 0% . B, BRI 1R (B. megaterium)R]
K KGEIE B F ] ZmPIP R PIP2-1 HIZRIK, i KRR B S VERI Sk, 208
€ i AZ39(Azospirillum brasilense AZ39) ] & K 7 (Hordeum vulgare) 7K 18 18 5 1 3%
HvPIP2;1 W3Rk, N7 RZLHR BRI, (AR MU, IR 25 briE s
KF 145147 (Gond et al, 2015; Zawoznik et al., 2011).
3.3 WBPLEALHTE RS

ERURPE T A A KR ROS, AT 51 A S AL . PGPM 3 i A AL B 3R 4
HRRIT R ROS, ZRGEHE APX. CAT. SOD %5503, LR AERE IR /> T R PUE AL
W&, BFERNE bR, PUALER. SMCHICRSEEAE MRS, i, Al £52022) KT
FER I, FAVEA AT # PM23(Enterobacter cloacae PM23)3w. % 1 | 5 K g il Ht S A0 B3 K] 1)
RIK, W 7 1Y) SODLAPX Al POD 3G, 42 i 1 K SR B I8 i 32 1 - Waller <5(2005)
WEFE R B, A T R FEAR T B BE SR 98 & (Piriformospora indic) v] 8k 25 e H BK-PUIR MR
PEINFOEDUAALRE ST, 58 7 ORZENT SR B () 52 14« Andres-Barrao 55(2021) 14 7Tt < B
Jtt i SA187(Enterobacter SA187) I & BEAUL g T B AR, AT 4 i 23 Bt H kK ~F LU ROS
PR . Gul F5(2023) KAk B2 HUAT B NA2(Bacillus subtilis NA2)FEFP R/ NE J5, W
RKNE MRAEF RS EAIE, 68 /N0 b g sz, 25 b, WMk
£, PGPM i i i 15 A4 22 At S A I AR 4 e R A0k SR BB BR 3 F) T 52 12
3.4 BRE TP

TSR E TR BROKE: Na*, (E4HM N KY/Na Lol 247, 20 22 M e 3 Jon i A 2
FIThaEE, XY N EE 3 (Assaha et al., 2017). Abdel Latef 5£(2020) & 3, R0 A= i [ %002 B
(Azospirillum lipoferum) sk [E % 6 (Azotobacter chroococcum)ig/> | EoK Nat i) & &, Hihn
T KW EE, BTl PGPM A B THECE S Ve N B RS &SR KHgig
T VHKTHEE WA £ R Nat 305 Nat iz B, A B T-4ERR 4 i iy KY/Na' Lb -1
f#i7(Kaundal et al., 2019). Na"/H" [ %32 5 [1(NHXT)FI R T 32 (AVP )W HEIE B 7EA [FIAE A 1) it
Eh 1 b % % B H (Bassil et al., 2011; Lian et al., 2024). BF7 &P, AT, 35 mmE
JBCS129(4lcaligenes faecalis IBCS129) A W45 KA &4 Eif T W7+ HKTI. NHXI
AVPI BRI, FENEE S IE T 4 FFE T & 7 #2745 (Bhattacharyya et al, 2015). A2 IR
BRAF R YDO1(Glutamicibacter YDO1)i#id 75 57K F8 OsHKT1 HEF 1R IE, FHI/KRELH1E
A T YR E TS (i et al |, 2020), ZEMRIE A ACC RAMEA IAA, #E— X% T
YIHEWE TR .
3.5 fRHE FFRAL

TV NatFl CLI7KF 1R T e PR 7 A0 0) AR S IR0 5T (R W, PGPM. mlJ i 184 fin +
e 35 4y B LA SR A W0 SR (Guo et al., 2020). oA, [ 040 B R H —Fb s B AR 5 1)
Pilf—— 9 4 J8 2 1 (FeMo- 25 [ R Fe- £ 1) 2H Js 1 [l 50 X0 rh IR U A6 A ml R FE Y
R B R SRS IR R 1 T A AE A AR F (Patel et al., 2022). ¥4 B B 20 W4 1) i 2 T A HL
PR A e Bl RSO F 1 Tl 2 A R REABAEL W SOR T IR B T 2 B, 3 B8 3 WA R R AT B



TP Bl 338 1 pH AE, I Bl T-4E K5 2505% 5 & (Cherchali et al., 2019). &4 X2 5
ERBRH A S AR TR WSO 5 B AR S G B A A AT R R VA S AR IR R
PE HERE W) X ER B USR] FH (Jaiswal et al., 2016; Vasanthi et al., 2018). PGPM &2 7= A4E 2Rk,
¥ Fe3 ik JiN Fe?t, 7E FeX A R4 T4t 5 & AEY) | H (Sultana et al., 2021; Timofeeva et
al., 2022). 40, Sultana %5(2021)KILFTHRE; 2 K 2F #UAT B (Bacillus aryabhattai MS3) 1] 43
— PR AR (B 2,3- R B R F IR H 2R Y 0 BB LB KRR e R S B, e TN
M ER B . Ak, PGPM 7m b A HLIR . B SV VE BT, B mT ol B ahiy, Fem L3RIk
IKREJIFE S (Xie et al., 2024), A at APl i o R 3R 3L 2 1 B E 1 HEAAE £
BliiE T AR E -
3.6 TR E

b i SRR A AEYE B2 PR R R , TR PR A A kDA i 52 PR R AT T AR T
TERBEE. B, s s A I, RS E MR A FEF AT R, R EURAE 481
ANFER B, 75 AR T, X 2 AR AR N P A B AR AT, M R
WA EAE AR AS 53 25 2 g e, A BT w37 2 38 (Akbar et al.,
2022). Prabhukarthikeyan %5 (2022)i it &5 it 4 %7 0 AT ik 52, 30 B R ZF AT & BS11(B.
megaterium BS11) El [ /KAE SHEMAM . s, Faaik, ([F591% 5. DrEAphe R K
FPH 3R 1% o Zhao £5:(2022)iH 1 £ 1 5 AN 27 20 B K 3N, 28 84T I wp-6(Bacillus wp-6)
RERW T NEY T 88 AN R EAMIRIL, FENHEYI AR ol B AN 5 S R P
R R YImER . CRERR AN TR IR SR . LR RIDTRR AU . e R I
PA S o=V R B ARG I8 S, AT RICHTE 1 /N 2250 R IBh a8 )i B 1% (K ailash et al, 2023).
3.7 IR B A AL R A I T R

PGPM 88 i ] 15 A8 AU 7% 2 1 it o I R P A RO TR 52 M, [0 )t 2 i A 3R R TS % e
G, T E B AR BR A YR VE A N Th e, SR e IEAR PR e Bl 2E 1T AR )
72T RE S A 7 /F H (Roesti et al, 2006; #4755, 2020). %140, fif GE B 2F AT
NBRISN13(Bacillus amyloliquefaciens NBRISN13)i8 1 i 5 /K FGB E W) i 1 73 b, HHEHE 2
AR, For W 2B FE AR, TP AL AT RS £ 97 /E F (Nautiyal et al., 2013).
PGPM ilid & A& HE 570 1 /\)\ﬁ’ﬁlﬂ‘ﬂ H S RGNEsh, SRAAEATH LI, JERpEA
WIS RGNS FEME TR B RS EVHIR AR CRILEE, 2021). Flan,
B ZE M B NCD-2(Bacillus subtilis NCD—Z)i"jJD TEMMRBRIATE . FEATE. R
0 B AN BB AT T R 55 o 11 AN =R, R B s 1 AR B A A xR IR R B U AT ik /K A 5
YIRS A R 22, A8t 7 SR OROGHE , s 1R R EF AT B NCD-2 X 7 i 1) RR 2202 A A F (R
LA, 2021). RIYLEFQ2021)E MR FRIL I 2 70 KB, WEHR 5 77 . 1A DSM14405T
(Stenotrophomonas rhizophila DSM14405T) ] 5 3 AR BRIAAE VI BER , $em T 5B E A H AR
M AEY) (U Cyanobacteria Fl1 Actinobacteria), & EY) S B M EHEEA S E. o, R
I B DSM14405T JCREAST AR BRISAE MR 2 REEIBRAC, JRBIE e, 125
IRy, O iR S B ER B e BT IR E A . R, PGPM AMXGE . B S ARSI
R ADSE B ER B, 6T 5 R HAt AT SRR SR AR OC R, W A A A
YER o WAL, HRBRISAE: Vo HEvE D et 22 il 25 H 850 (A2 AT R AR B0 - Xiao 5(2024) 5T



R, BEMRGEZEAOAF R 9 7 H AR PR o R I R R R 2%, i PICRUSE2 FH 21
B IDhae R, SHBEAUSAEEEZaREmKE AU 2R TR A=
RO SRV R A R 2 B BB 0N, o IR KA S A A RN e Al 2 ok B,
e BE 7 R AE R A 858 i) A2 . Hou 48 (2024) I IF 70t R B, 2 i 25 46 2F i A 1R
WZYHO1(Bacillus atrophaeus WZYHO1) XM | T KR BRgt B #E& M BRIG A Dhfe, F 2
FoTe. KBENDGTE, MM et FoROGEE- I ER R LS RS DRE. Fik, PGPM
FE—E R b o LI AE I REVR S5, TR — AN BRI AR R RN, IR
IAEAThEE, YG 7 AEYDIE B SR B 8 B 32
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Fig. 2 Mechanism of PGPM to enhance plant tolerance to salinity stress

4 R 5 REE

e ER AL BUM A AR 2 AR S R G e 4, AR TR B P9 3G 0™ F AR 04 A
FAOVARE, AR SR PA T E N B SR 2 AMRENESITAN RS BERS. BT
ST BE S MAFT HCOs/COs> RLH0) AR B ER e, H BT 4248 2 2 A bt b st 8. Fesx



7 A 55 Sl 2 5 X NS, it SRRV E Y sBCR B R AR AL 1R A .
BB AP 70 T BOR PR R, A0 B AR5 R 398 SR A AL 1Y) 2 BT AV, ELRE & R
705 PGPM HF FUAH & w] SE A A TSRS S il , 2 H AT FE I8 . PGPM ANUR]
DA 548 A QI 3 35 B W i 2 R kP 308 , 35 T 8 5 398 5% 0 AR AR M 28 K (e kAR ) R
TR o X LEAT Bl ] LA SR A 07, (et R AE AR A 0, SF FLAR A A 118
R R A A 257 AL AT RFERAE T . H AT, BRI ST B Fr AR A i N B B 1 f) 2E B AL
HHRIAR B S A= LR A RE— 25 ROMLARIBIE T4 R, AROK 22 R AR A [ 6 Bl 1 ) 22
B IR IR LR N ARG RS JT [ SCE R A I

FEER 7T, R4 TP I U DR AT IR AR AR - W K AR, W 5] PGPM SERH . 55T
L HUEAAATE B I A S K A R RT 4 5 PGPML (e A RN o 5 5 1% S S IR IE ] R 4%
PGPM 5 3 10{5 5 W45, T Eh0E . (BRI 7E 2 4 T — T e R: IR sl Bt — B Ak 14
HAEBUH, REgemmidtr 22 H . ZwA D REHRE 2R K, T DR R0 ks
A= PGPM [ 3E BEAMIE A OS2 T LA I AN 2, JC A AN R R SR B 2k KB B
I Zh BRI . teAh, IR AERIREE . pH (H KAL) N D e Kl 5 PGPM H.
TERISE B 7L/, BRI T PGPM TE 52 bR Eh o 1338 b (0 B FH A /0. R SRAH 5T B3 ) TR
ZUFROR e AL AL, RN AT D AE RN 5 PGPM BLAE 4 /LA, KA
Vo1 26 v EAR IR DR M 2%, BR TR 2 DR G o 3R 1 2R BRARUS B, SCEAR R - AL oy
M FH 5547 2t S A D (2 BEREL D SRR SR b 18, T2 GBI P L TR, R P 22 [ G BRI A
) S LA R R RKSE, D T e e 0 B L8 S o IE FARZR AR R AT T )
RERE 5 PGPM WY EAESNAS, FRIT K £ B Ao i A= Pl 771 o

FEFRIPEIATTTH, PGPM FE sh A8 N w8 I B 40 240 R A SRt e, At 1
Brh BB RIR IR o B4, PGPM b Al o0 il A HLIR AN R ARAR , 08 bl H ek by, 12
THRETIA M. (2, BT RZBERPAERRIEIA b, T NG . Fltn, T
PGPM 7 Eh A8 55 b BRI DI RE (K13 BEATL A 1o AN B, e R A Sl af 1R 1 (s 1k
AR R AR IR T o 55— 50, PGPM SR 2L B BLAF (150 5 HL
RZ RGNEMENT, BAR IR A AR PR R S A R RN R o R, ARRBIEFTR 45
B BRENEIREH . Fes AR, #HT PGPM (LB ZAEFA I 731 W 45 FIFR I i
AL . RN, 75 E A T B MO R R B R R F A, JF I e 2k T SR A R
R o TR AN [F) B - SR 58 1) 22 Th RE A= M 77 BARK 2 e MR E O N L REAA 2R
R BRI AL SR FEBAR SCRF IR R o Ty %8, BT P aL R e

FEN VR RS T, N VR TR R RE 6 22 1845 25O SRR B3 b 1) - 3585 20 28R A
EPLEYE. H AT N TR G R SV A B I B, TR XA g AN T B 1 [R] RN A
CARIIYESRF . 78R 2% SR 1A 5T, AR TR 2 18] o] REAFAE e 4, PR LE DI RE IR R Bl
Rhe TR HK, SR WS EAE RS ASHUEIRE T, H AT 2 RET R —RERIhEE, 1M
DAL RN AR AR R SIS S MBS G R . B, ARORAT U RE I 4 AR
AT GRS A EAE I Bh A o> T L], M D) REAR S I e R R, BT R A B A AL T
PRAFIE, $RTT I S ae ) A AE @ N . BAh, BATE TR R B S EYE Sl FE
VAR, W RE AL . XA 0 TR N SR, D FR It AR b T R 8 e AR (AR S
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