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Research progress of the effect of biochar on distribution and phosphorus
transformation of soil phosphorus-solubilizing microorganism
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Fuzhou 350007, China)

Abstract; Phosphorus (P) deficiency exists widely in agricultural soils of China. However, the utilization rate of P fertil-
izer was low due to the P fertilizer was easily fixed by soil particles, so there retained a lot of fixed P. Activating soil phosphorus-
solubilizing microorganism (PSM) was the key way to resolve the contradiction between available P deficiency and excess accu-
mulation of fixed P in agricultural soils. In recent years, a series of research progresses about the influences of biochar application
on the community structure of soil PSM have been made. This article comprehensively summarized the effects of biochar applica-
tion on the population, community composition, diversity and community interaction, as well as soil phosphatase activity of soil
PSM. Finally, the limitations of the current research on the correlation between biochar application and PSM were analyzed, and
the future research was discussed. The study can provide theoretical basis and application basis for scientific application of bio-
char and activation of soil phosphorus pool.
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[ R 17% N1 SRS PR v e

BEREMYE RO TR RETTEZ — XY
MR BRI AN K kB B HEAEH b S
B FE (SRR A Y 5B A R
ik, HATAER 70% R HF A 208 & = 0 EAED
IEFAREE, RHE P ERE X —BIA
Hg, B S RART 10 mg/kg Y 358 B g Bl
4, WiAE T EI R YTVE )Y R S R 4T
X, BIHEA RS 2 BN 5 mg/keg A AR
FALFF-BIKF 2R b= 7™ 5 Aol Ak e 5
Wi VR4 7= i R I3, B AR ST, ARl kst 23 A
I HUE F 58 850 & 5/ F 10 mg/kg AR H
IR SR, 58 800 & 1 10 mg/kghy 135 30
mg/ kgl HHEM EE , K E = B> T 29 20% , I8 15 &
IR R A R T 4 259% 0

ANTE A RO R B AR O 2R
T, BN A FHEARAR, 25 2= F AU 10%~ 25% ,
ART5%~ 90% B + e rh B 55 Bk RS B T )
B SRR ERRREEA, TEA 20
g 70 AR, IR BE R R AT WE
1992 4F | 4 3w BAR A k6% 107 101 B %o 4 98 [
E AT e B AU RO N R B IS BT R
WA RO g A%, T A L w2 | 2 - deml o R
FRAYHE A,

2 WA - BT AL B R

A 0 T e 2 AE SRR AZ PR 1 A 5 v A A g o
(BIanVED) 25 m: KM & & 25 ) i) 3R A5 1Y —F
F5 AR S e 0 R EN = AR RO A B
AU R, S AA S R e, B350~
550 °C AR E T 85 10 T KRS AF RN RS AF A4 9
R A W o e R 8.37 g/kg Ml 2.47 g/kg! !,
400 °C il # R 7 A2 10 J5T 7 FH B KA AT AR ) o e A
ROWE S R b 287.12 mg/kg'™! Al 15.80
mg/keg' " I, AR W R it A 18 T AR T
HMIGA 5 . AR Z A58 O R BAE ) S it v] i
TR A R AR, R
Yyt S, SR N A O R T A
VI ITIRAS B 5 A A S A i, Bl Zhai 26008
B RS 15, 80 mg/ ket TR AHFTAE W 5 7% LA
8% 7 (Bl 80 g/kg) Jifi A R 4 21 38 w4 8 1

b, A R SRR & 4 B A 3,00 mg/kg AT 13. 00
me/ kg it 35 14 /i1 2 46. 00 mg/kg 1 137.00 mg/kg.,
Liu 25" S0 %08 75 5 oM 287. 12 me/ kel fa 72/ LY
JR LA 40 t/hm’ (BRI 17. 8 g/kg) W& i A LT3
i rh, RIS N 2. 47 mg/kgfl 3,77
mg/kg B AN E 16. 18 mg/kg Al 21. 58 mg/kg,
WA= 1 I8 1 %oF - A KB AR B ISR B AR o
7 B Wl 1) BB RS, A B HE T A S
AN

3 BRI BT AR RIS

b A R R, R AR T AL
B A VLB R E R T =3 Ol e e o 9
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FIBFFEIG T 1903 4F B AT 120 4E2, KT
FEAE R, 3 v figp 1R 4 B2 M4 R A% 6 1P E
BRI BN Fraser %512 & B phoD fif 1
T W 4 B 5 AL L A DB T ) B P R T
WP E A, SHM R W R I, $hiEt 4 b g
TR TR RS A O i AR OG (R AT
& ( Pseudomonas) 2 fAFT T J& ( Bacillus ) F1 B
JAT & ( Flavobacterium ) J& BTG AL 1 EH IR S &
F AT X A b 4 ST R B, A R
155 phoD fEBEHEYIF Betaproteobacteria WIAHXT
JER W EIEARIC BR T TR PR AE IR B e e v %o
TG AL EEAE AL, AR 205008 1 S IR
T g 3 A, AP T R X M 2 AR ) R A
FHEEL Rafique 22 (281 2% W 132 P % W5 T Bacil-
lus subtilis strain 18MZR I Lysinibacillus fusiformis
strain 31MZR T 388 rh i 17 AR A0, & 9 1 1 rp
A7 B BTN 1590~ 25% . Wu 551 S 042 Pl
W8 Bacillus aryabhattai 1 Pseudomonas auricularis
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AR IR BT T W I Ay B R SR
WRIR =A% TWi s S i TOHLBE A e 7 0k A DL S
FH  Piskovskaya DR B 97 3L 45 X 4 AH B 16 S
rRNA FEAT DU 77, 3 A G o il 80 figp e o7 (49 40 M-
crobacteriaceae . Rhizobiaceae ) Bl Kb 2 gtre.18.291 , LA
BRI E 51 W04 86 5 78 ZERE AR W T2, 19 A0 X Bre-
vundimonas FATY WG & HE B, ITAE
ke, B 731 A= W) R & TR A 98 T A B e P
OB S R Y B Tk HET, BN AN AL
i Bt TR firp e R DR () A S A T A R 15 I il e )
FEPR 0345 phoA . phoD F phoX 3 FhIS RIS - Ho
phoD B T4 iz TE PR, ZHEPE S, BF A IR
Ao TCHLBEARBE T 1 B9 228 Th A 5 AR
PRI IR A A I HISE A git 3 A ged |
paqC ghA 55, BRILZ AN, S W ORI A DG i H
L, BN C-P H#EWT R EEIE N (phng ) 32 2] 136
IFFEE R DS = = AR IT S S
A= Wy I3 it FH AT DA 22 A4 D T S5 Wi fige 98 AT 1) 934, A
T e e R L
4.2 £ EBERBENZ0

A= ) S5 5 it AT S 2 v - I v i W T 1Y 4
i AR TR S A A ACE A B E AT OR
FHICHILBA 2 P 1t 57 B 0 30 ¥ A T30, R 3 ALt
NEBC A 30 v/ hm?® A= 99y 50 e AH A T BT IS , fidf 98 T
BORARTE T 291, 74% , FSE IR R A B RR =4
T FRHEXT 10 vhm® 20 t/hm® (40 t/hm® £ 4
PRI 25 AT 2% el 21 598 1) T AL Wl At i TR 6 AT 1 3
B, SRR B RN el R A
XF T AN A= W o e, i W TR ARG 8 0RO
150. 0%~337. 3%, H R 8 22 WY HIF 52 B X fifk i 11 2y
RESEDIT & , AN phoD pqqC “53E47 5 i PCR, A
P S B A ) T e T L SR R DL
B4, Yang 551 K A 9 000 it FH) W 35 2 18 1 TR
PELT I phoD WYFERE, Pu 619 %K B0 A M) I 4 it
HAEERS TR pegC WERE, HBGHRE
R, AW BT i R A B T AR Y 5 R 8K
NSO R s S B B R AR, A, Gao
AFUOVRN Pu SR 3 SR B A ) R A it P A
+ 35 phoC phoD . ged W5 VAL, LR F & )i 55
S5 R F BRI AR ) B it 5 T S s v G

W OC R Z R TN RZ ], X A RO A |
pH BARAILLIE | A= 40 5T Ao it FH T fife s T 114 5 i) B Ry
SREL, Y A B HAT R A R i, Bl Bl
W TR GIN T 324 5, B A T HE W i i
YUK, JC e 15 X B R I 1) 43 W, R) LA 7 i iy 2 R
(= BE AN et R AR Ak, 2 2 5l o ok i e
2P R B M DL S M JE R ) N R,
X Al - 498, A= 0 o o il FH X A 5 TR B 1 R AR
SO 2 (AR R A, AR A E X
o B DR b5 A T AR TN B DB T B
gy, BN TE Pu R B SE P, BE R A B R 33
kg/hm® , 4% FE LUAE B 4538 ) nl Ak 8 TR A,
{FL IS A= 0 J5 e I VAT i v i ol O 3 B K R PR
RUE B AR AR, (HR B 20T A VR s
PR TER T Gao 25 K& B AR M) i e A 1 25 ek
A A TR T B — T T PR R AR B A A
155 (29 350 mg/kg) , 75—, AT RE R 5 L SRR A
e (pH=6.45) G, T340, dihh A HLIR K
TR B LR AR 22 | BT T 6 85 1) JE IR T BB TR
Rl LS M B R B Y B T B R
IR e A A AR T e i )
Joi s A RE B 22 M AR A T A R e O, R AR
DNA /K| R R B B 8 A8k, A 9 o ¢ 5 T fie
WL, I e 2 ) 498 A5 O i (R - 58 AL
Wl 5 2 %) 8 T R A A O R R W R, AR R
ST R RO BRI R A
APR AR A O A B £ B IR TR
W AR, AR E S g,
T T B 184 A 150. 0%~ 337. 3% I, 47 300 & 10
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(] JE A} S P A 0 B e 5 el R RV (7 AN [ i
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VR SR SRR S i DU R
A T p Ak B, 8 R AE6. 86%~ 24. 24% , A IIE,
A= ) T o R e i T s () e FH A A R DA S 3 B Y
FRBRAICR
4.3 AW B X ARRE T 4E A B R0

iR TR TE L R O RR 2R R TR LT I
LA, HiTC S8 A 30 £
AN, G A0 T B 2 ST R (Bacillus ) i 5
WE R ( Pseudomonas ) . AT R ( Thiobacillus) . W
¥ & ( Flavobaccterium ) . 4 ¥F & J& ( Microbacteri-
um) B JE ( Brevundimonas) 55, J& T H 1 1)
T 58 (Penicillium) | EJE (Aspergillus ) %1618
(Alternaria) W58 ( Mortierella) %5, UL I J@& T X
2 T 145 55 B ( Streptomyces ) [850) RS DAY B BIF ST
WOh s BB RO R e R A Y (E
8L AT P B0 I AN B Sifp B A T, A ) I
B3 TR AL R T ) B 5 AR R TR AN A (3R 1)
A WFFE I I T A R TR AT 0 b R i
TIPSO RFS 2 5 AT S Wt P 2 40 Jo e %o - M £k
FRIZH AL R, A Liu 26048 5% A 4 o ¢ it
FHT 3 RO [RIZE AL 1 e B A= 58 6F 4 98 S0 20 o A T
oAl R, kB ELA R W T BE Y Thiobacillus |
Pseudomonas F1 Flavobacterium W) AT = FE | Bl R il
TP LA BRI, - S92t & AN [R) AR B g fn .
AWFIEE RS W R 5 1 W, o0 B e 28 3
fige e B X 2 0 ST R AR B Fox AT OR FHAR
ST WX A 15 LR SR W5 PR Brevundimonas #4171
Yah &I 1% 2% 49 Ji it FH 5544 Brevundi-
monas ~F-BEAREE T AN A= W) oL e b B0 43 Sl B e 1
5. 32 AFA1 189 475, BUAE MK 22 1) BF 5 EL 453
FREE IR AL IR (91 U0 phoD  phoC 25 ) 4TI ¥ LA 43
Pty 2, AN ) L3 v A i TR R PP 22 S B,
Xf A= 1y Jow o Wi 7 ) 2 RE L A S AR TR, ) B0 Tian
A5 O I T il TR AR ST T - HE phoD fERE T
LR, e I FH A= 0y o Y 25 10 1 PR 21
=8 Micromonosporaceae AR 5 ﬂi%sﬁﬂ%(m [7]
PERE T e 3 f AR R Bt A ) SR B4 in T R k41
Wik Bradyrhizobium ROFHXT £ FEAK T Mesorhi-
zobium FAIRT - BE (AT T B By, Mk i T 20 0T
Jih A 400 i ) B P AN R S A B 5 (H
B WAL OC R B Sy & Y B Lu
AU O B it R A 0 SR e s RS T R M 21 48 vh

phoD %) 3 R 3 B (B3 A AL phoD B V% 41 A
Tian 55 ) S B0, A4 490 05 e i s , B P I 90
PERYIG NS phoD FBE TGO, T 52 HAH B2 . {H
I HOR il TR A S R A SR A 22, B IR HE L A fir
BB,
4.4 EYRRIEBEE SRR

PRI R E S EAR>200 nm (19 RFL B, R4S 1
BN R R SR O R W R A T S
Mo ARG BT B O A 5 it A A T R
SERR R 1) 22 RE DO it SO A5 Y R
T-BR P Bl B2 22850 (RFLP ) BRI 1 ik i
& phoC H1 phoD J& A ) Z % | & BLALAE FCHE A= 9
J R AR T 2 it AR IR, phoC I phoD H&IH 4= 5 J& |
oy M e E B, et w sl T
LR ZEE S HAb R i Bl o % 22 4 ke
LAY, B0, Fox 21 R I RFLP 454 454
W PP XF phn B2 HEAT T WE5E, S IR it FH A ) ot
A ARG T 27 AN, Hh 17 AR R T
Bradyrhizobium , 10 MNE&EW R T Acidophilium mul-
tivorum , Jiti FH 1% 2429 S50 o 19 - AR5 19 14 5%
WIS T Fik 2 MEZ AN B A 2 A5 B T Rhi-
zobiales , TNt 2% 44 [ i 1) + 33645 31 19 4~ 5%
L BR 4 A SRR O BN E AR AN A 10 A
5t F 5 A5 3 WINE T Bradyrhizobium Fl Aci-
dophilium multivorum , BV A 3¢ F X5 B8 | fift W 7R 4% b
JE S A ) B WY e A ) 5T A
Jit X A 8 T 22 R M S A /NP B R B
PEREAR Bl n ok 7 A AE Yk Bkt B AT R
Jo e R R M 21 85 3 phoD I HE T BY Chaol +8 %4 .
Simpson fi§ % Fl1 Shannon 4§ %% 4 % A 1 2% 5% W,
Zheng 25121 3L T 16S rRNA = £ )5, 2 R LA
SCHR R T 0 SR A TR 2 2R AE R 8 30 R
(f245 Rhizobium leguminosarum , Paenibacillus pana-
cisoli .Rhodococcus opacus 55 ) Pk it W T8 A 7% Jin LA
30T, R BLR it FH AR W o ke 1 M R W R VR
Shannon & %A [A] A2 BE M =5 T it 6 A A [6] )5k
S A= e ) AR B X R] B S A Dl O
bR T A= W B e Ab iR 3R T 7 B OAS [ %) A1 R
AR TR (ELFEAE T e 1Y 30 M@ ) |, ik S8 i i 1A
P A KON I ZERE, IR T 2 RE 6 2L
ST, B TR AW 50 ¢ i JH A5 00 T i e Tl &2
FEPERIAT TSR B Z A i T 3E— 2D BT
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Table 1 Effect of biochar application on the community composition of soil phosphorus-solubilizing microorganisms
N WERE MR e M e A%E, Py
okt g SRR pmeen BN mmersons B AL R O S T
LTI / 0vhm? 15 v/hm® 30 FRVERDIE MEAZRE 168 fDNA cDNA T-FR  A:¥0/5 ¢t 4R = 1 S50 S5 B8 Microbacteriaceae [ 28]
t/hm? + HERBEKEZEPE DNA Jntrasporangiaceae 1 Bacillaceae cDNA FHXF-FE
(RFLP)#54 454 )%
) 600 0.1% 2% FRPEtE BRI BRI BT 16S  AMIBURIGIERE T phat ZREE, 1% E W BORIERT [36]
AR PRSI AL VK TR IR 14 R T 3 AR, 2% L W T st
(DGGE) 4 M7, phnJ 1t PR 19 M6t 15 B T 2 A8, Bk 4 4
RFLP 434 A L EIRNEE R 27 MR T 2 8
s 400 Ovhm? 10vhm® 20 R V£ 2T JCHEY 165 (DNA miliatily  iEAAYIodem TSR+ - B ik Tige (18]
v/hm? 40 v/hm? 50 1) Thiobacillus WFEEE 45 T LIERERG - Peud-
FE I, 3R omonas FUERE 25 74039 Flavobacterium WIF-FE
it
Fe7e KRERERT 700 0.1% 2% 4% TRMEARLL RS 168 tDNA @ity AWBusiti st 1 A A RERE 11 Gemma-  [55]
i timonas Flavisolibacter 1 Bacillus WIRAXT=EBE | 1 IR KE
AT it TR R T i
Fee S0 Ovhe’ 20vhe® B FE LT TR 165 DNA RERHY TSI T LIk FATRERE ) Thioba-  [56]
B cillus Pseudomonas . Flavobacterium 1A XT3 3 i bl
kR HE, TERBH A Thiobacillus 1 Pseudomonas FIFHXTF R,
it HEIN TR Thiobacillus FIRIXT=ERE
iE 500 20 t/hm? FRME5EE A7 phoC .phoD T-RFLP 43 BCHiA#IARBUE T -3 phoC Fl phoD fFWERMILE [47]
Wt B 1"
M FEsE. R /0 3% BEPELA e 16S (RNA =@ OREUSORRE AR TR S TS (7 Ry [29]
SRR AR R + AR ) TR , AN R ] B A 0 B it
ARG TN N JHJG , FEBE AR, Arthrobacteria TEFTA 4k
7 M R
KFEFREFF A 600 4% BAMELTE K& phoD SERAIEGEEN  AEWIFHHIRT phoD ¥5 VUM ZHEERIRENAEY D, [46]
i i TS T IERER A 30 kel 1 30
kg/hm? ) H' Micromonosporales H , Micromonosporaceae
BHOFEXTERE I BROINT 28152 22 AR i)
B
B /5 t/hm? FRPELLEE  TCHIH)  phoD Wil HEFRAALTIEIN T Bradyrhizobium WIAHXSFEE [ [52]
joid AT Mesorhizobium {FIFENTFERE
P /o 0.1%.2% 4% 6%, TRIEZIE  TUY)  phoD EitRIFGEEN  AEMIBURMIIES T phoD MIFE DUBCRIZ AR, MR [57]
8% ig SR IE, AYIFERIAS T phoD RIBRELLAL,
Tolypothrix 7EASFREFRIVAIR FHETE LI A, (LRI
JEETCH A
IKFEREFT 500 5% SRIRIELT TCHEY  phoD FRiEELINT IR IS BN T phoD HOFEHIFRE (HIE  [53]
15 B phoD) HIRES LA
TKAERSAT 600 8 t/hm’ KRS KRS phoD ERLBINT HEIBATEIEINT phoD W=EREFIZAENE X phoD [ 44]
+ HIRER LR N A et RS Y Verru-
comicrobia PN ERE
IKFEREFF /30 Vhm? / JHEE 165 tRNA SECRWNE: T HDKREREFTAE D) ok i 2550 ) A EC B A A B2 58]
SRR 1(ITS1) & B P BB DIREN Mortierella (AN =154 i 2
TEE e

/7 FRSCRRR AR T B

4.5

M BRI AR BEX REIRIE
UNRTSCITIA , SMIE AR B A R T R SE A
FRECEIG, 3 n] BB 2 ol T 8 i B R O HE R A
VATE ORI TE K B , R Al e B 42 b T K e ey, AT
T B R BEOR 4 T e Tl K 3

H T AN e o - R R Ol R A A e T

=S TVt S s o () P T o 32 70 N R v
RAEH” AETE4r s G 3R AT 5200 &M I e
W ESE . il A= W) S e o T AR ) 135
TR ZE 4 | R I AT 8 B fifk 2R /1 5L o B P
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FIA RS . BN Saxena 25X o T AN A% Fb it
Wb Bacillus 1 Bacillus + = ¥ Jit e 40 BT £ 3 vp
Bacillus B8R, K UG &M TR, Bos e 7
62. 1%, Zheng 55 38 z0Kf 6 FhA ] SRkl Bl i) 2
VB pe S T R I (7 PR [R) s SR B IR )
BCE it A 338 S S N A= ) o e 8 3 B T AR
P TETG 3, R 4 6.86% ~ 24. 24% , —fIN Ky,
BRG0P A TR W o R A AR
TRy WEEHL JE NS, SiAh, FE R ISR
AT EBIAR MY Z WM ER LR, EEMA
BIZAES BRI B B N 2 2
YR Z 1] ) ) B A G FRATS JE vk S B, (HL A 25 R0 4%
OINT R AR SRR T — A T TR
T A AR R L TP SR N AR o A, AT AR — E AR
AR A Z AR UM E RGeS R . H AT AP
BT HAE R R 5T, EE R T T
S Y REE TR, B0 Chen 451 & Bt FH A=
YiUe 7RI A B I SE RO R, DIAA
SO MR S il A A 5 e 23 VR R - AN T -
LIRS Z 18] B I A 2 1) I 246 O 2%, 48 5 200 T4 P 4
DI 20 A 5 L 22 ] A ARV E o PR, AT 4 D
Jiti FH AR 0 B 7 T R 2 2 a2 A 3 v e i A T 1 5 A
VTS RIS R B A= ) B B vy 1 R ML b
phoD J DRt 1 A1 1) I 4 52 2% 1tk A o o S o k0
AEL 1 AR AT SCRRAR T8 A= ) B 5 0T A W T 2 [ 5 il
VERR BRI AT Tk — BT
4.6 ¥ B X REERER E RIS

PR AR b 1 S ke - B A AL A T ) g i
FEPR , M E Y pH 43 by TR A Tl TR Rl R0 2 3
[ SN R 0 & 2 g A SR o e w1 T /S ]
TR P Tl T T P A 0 AR, 2 0 fe ol 1 I [) 43l
I B AR TG R 5 W R T TR BB 7 YOG R T
I, I B A= Wy B e it 1 S BURR . — i, A= e
R T W TR R P B o g /N0 A S Bl
W PERRAIR T 3 F2 B R Ry A o e 22 e it
NJF 2w L3 pH 2 AR B R T A W) B b+
I pH W mAREE . X T RAPEBERR B, b T A W
BN R TR SR AR IR RE IR LA S Wy SR R —
FRON it 2B 00 B A B T4 s - e e P A R e
P00l R BIF ST AR TR R 2
AR T B Y 25 e B IR JE A R e
PRI AR e U T S, M AN R A

G A O T R I A R A R R, Y
AR (L FE AR R A S0 DL K A1 R s A B AL
i) T B e I il FH A= 40 O e o W R I O P 1 5
MAAR /N, F6 2 SR TG P A Bl L 250
HR W E il 41,33 mg/kg YL E W % DL 5% i hE
it A K o B 33.45 me/ kgl T R IR
BTG VEREAR A F9E 3 R BLAE W) B it ) A 2%
S AR ) T A M B TR O T YOG R Al
Bhaduri %' % B 7E A= W 5 ok it BB A
(2.5%) , W Bt 115 1k 338 i, i it FH 22 st (5.0%
H18.0%) , B M S mi A7 TRk, A 58 34 A5
TR EE ST e S A R PR A Y
VI R T 5w A S, R T L= 5
— 7" 1A 4 D DR A 4 Jo e EL A i 1) T B 1 g
S W B A T SRR A At RE DY 2
e PR RO I ) 3 it A A R e mT B
I 2 M R R T | e R A R S

5 WFREE

L5 RTIR T AR RS ISR Y B A A
FEA RO BB L T i TR Z2 015, w1 2P
TR A= ) 57 T %o ik R RSO AL RS AR
TR S, L 225 W e e o ) P EL ARG 2R, HUR
A= ) o K g g TR i) PR A ATV AR A S A B AR 2
) R 15— 2B AT

(1) TAR T H )27 BT A= Wy Jo I - e 9l T G
RSP, 3L AE LR E AR 0 1 53
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