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1 IR FILER AL, Ferh—E 0 IR AT e T RS

e A S AR WL, A R T
A BN AK . IR TR A R AR AR R,
Hidh . Shodth . AR, BB, RS, FE. MRS
TIEAET O 2T . AN L 38 f A R Y
FERAA R, Ak A i . b A
EkiE . JUF P 3 i EE4E (Lietal., 2019;
Cano-Diaz etal., 2020; Oliverioetal., 2020; Yeet
al., 2020). ZREEIERRMA S RE T B A YAM SR
R, HoAh AR B AR SRR X S
MEERFEAESRAMMANAE, EURERS)
K RRIEER, S EAEN, AmEAY)
FAEA P 853 2 18] 61 3 755 BT 1R A= P 435 ) R 4) Jo A
I (Maltsevaetal., 2021). ZR#AERRM 3 F S 3

B B S R s A — Ak, BRSO G AE
FH o T 38 98 AR e 82 A v A sl P L (X 32 Fe b Ao
(Trzcinska et al., 2008).
1.1 FoEE

Tl (desertalgae) J& T3 [ —ANEEAR,
EATEARAE A7) BORMBUEYE . [ EAE R
REERES), REMBLETIRR A A I s i g )
PRAG I . VORI B R, b EE .+
BETTRE . SRAME TR, HEEUK. Mm% K
I, BTSRRI DRI, R 2T
TEX BB T A (RS, 2017).
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AW IS5 B (biological soil crusts, BSCs). fEV)
R, ME SRR, W R A A% R
W —EEI, REEAHED FRIIEK—Z%
g i BT I — I A BRI, BT E 48/
TCHUE P 5 RORE W] DAOR B AE TR 4G e i . PRk, 5
IR LS RiEs G, REmiy -+, [HIF
W EABIEER . Hrd, 22K H T HARS DKL
K- EREMEL TG T), BARE T kg

ks VDR IR F S B TR B Ry, R
IAEFES, CAHED XK SOOI RE R R 354 B A
M (ZFEREE, 20200, X B 20 BN
( Microcoleus vaginatus ) Fa3k {2 ( Navicula
cryptocephala) JNHEAAEL#E (Scytonema javanicum)
FIRSEHEE 223 (Lyngbya cryptovaginatus) 5. 5t
()RR DA SR A A 32, AT R B
BRR EEA L3 (Scytonema javanicum) B
ETMORE B (Microcoleus vaginatus ) [z 84 4 22 5
(Lyngbya cryptovaginatus) %5 (Zhengetal., 2021),
F 1 BGET R E VDR LR D RE 77 5 R I S
(Dodds et al., 1995; Huetal., 2002; PR=%F%%,
2003; {HEESE, 2021).

FEMEXN S HIR AT Fo b, K2 BN
X W R AR ORI AT, T AR T g b SEBRAFAE )
KEREBE. DA A8 AE RS RV B A 2%,
A NAEZHIX ) 3% 5 5 H R 2 A% (Minaoui
etal., 2021), flimde E#E (Luticola) /NRLFERR
# (Gomphonema parvulum) ¥ i 22 3% (Nitzschia
Sfrustulum)~ FESLRHE#E (Navicula cryptocephala)-
WM (Cymbella naviculiformis) T4JE ¥ XUE
# (Halamphora veneta)~ 4% ¥ (Nitzschia
palea) WARZZME (Hantzschia amphioxys) FIZE
3% (Nitzschia linearis) 5. FEBE—MAIEER
KT, ABAET S X AR A AE, o] WL 1)
G

S AEAN[R] (1) 3 35 b X W] DL R 30K ) 35
K, AR DB SAE Y AP 3 45 i T7 TH
RIFEERRBEEEH. R 25H T JIATEEH X

®2 TRMEXFTERRRES

Table 2 Algae representative of deserts in different regions

oA A ESEES Ead
o [ AT S VR JHE A R Wu etal.,
Rz Scytonema javanicum 2018
o ] A PPk Vb SRR BE Phormidium tenue  Xu et al., 2012
opE R B H B Zhang et al.,
AR Microcoleus vaginatus 2013
N & i R FR ) ERYLFTER Kaushal et al.,
FER UL Nodularia sphaerocarpa 2017
LB N s R BIEAEREE)E Chroococcopsis Baqué et al., 2013
[ i bR JE#EJE Calothrix. Abed et al.,
L v ARy AR Scytonema 2018
MRS R DY JEEREE Chroococcopsis Vitek et al., 2014
EKERP R 2 R Donner et al.,
VWi R Klebsormidium 2017
ESEEbOM S Xerochlorella olmiae Mikhailyuk et al.
2020
R VDB o

e VL ) ) ] 9 g A % b i AMIK 43 T A
REVMYIR, WRER. k. EAR. 20, 4
HAREWEY . BRI S %520 B i Ek
AFIRE T, PrER. KL MEEY
Wi, 302 LRGP R [l R R A0 Hopd 28 g B, AT
TR EESE | (Pentecost etal., 2000). Xt FeE ALK
TREL, KZHUE ISR E b, e
V)4 (BSCs) WIME AR 240, ik, 2k
LA (2005) 3 T “Yoi A TR, Rl
SRR KRR E LILEEMER, ity
REAYPIAR, Ay )12 YA IR
YA K B AE A R 24, X 0T DU DLAE P 4G
FRNFE S EASERMNAED ZFEEEEEAN
RAEIEI

Har, EWANT BSCs 5K NBIHIK AR
FEA 3 MM 1) BSCs 7] AR I3 /K 90 N5
2) BSCs <> 137K 5 Ni&;s 3) BSCs A 13387K
IINBERA BRI, Kk, ek, EaRAE
T IOKAEIR G B ] — BLAE RS, X — ) A
BRI (R ELE, 2019). ZEMLE (2022) 1
X} 55 T RN B Ry X R R R B, BT
HBEWSE R WES, PRSI KERER, mHEEA

R hEIEBXLAE EAL

Table 1 Several types of sand-fixing algae in desert areas in China

[EES R fEH
LT N T, e I N [
) . BB L ARAGE, ASmANMH BIEIRAR 55 ARG BT BRI AN L 3Bk 45 7, FEAR B 3T T B B sR RER Jg
Microcoleus vaginatus
D R BRSO B A 22 4, G B SR BRI AR —, WS T R B B 4
Scytonema javanicum S A UNTEY EHIER
R BABORMGTEE, RTINS SRR Pem R 5 b o 56

HA RIS BRR A

Nostoc commune Vauch.

B, LSRG BRME 0




TS AR IR R 5 R PR S T REWT T 1875

MR D R 38K o SR N B R e RS, H
RN P AT B A - Lietal. (2022a, b)
B W T & 645 B2 5 R AR R 3K 53 1
SO, R B Eh R R B IEAG T RN K AR 2 A
B, WMEMEIRE T HE 20Ky, EK 7R
SRR, 8N T 20K 3 Bt R K 7 451 2K 1) W] RE
Yo Jak, AATSGEHFTRRYD . WEEL . B e
GERZ . T EEIR G A Bon RIEK AR RS R R
SO, RIAEGE B T I s ) A R R, T
Reo KORIEIR 2 LIRHK i s . SR, S
FHEE,  FLAOR I 3 7K 7 AR 1) - 438 I 2 ] R
RIS AR e, R R PR R LI
IR A RN IS (2022) BT T
BRI HBRYD 5 A5 oo BEK g, 25 3R
B, BEGH B HAAAE T BUR N IS VR PR 38K
SRR T H, WA S RN, AR
BRI, TS B R AR TRAIK LRk
I, AT R IR EK T B Z I, RS R
& (2022) KR R AT ] Bk B AL PR LR RS
BASEKMBKIVER, XFER] PLERIEAEA K TH A
IR S5 R G OL T, A RGN A=Y &5 52 77
IS K E

1.2 Fhis

IR E SV ER, WRRIEEET. gk
]y e TABREE 155, RIFZ R ENI AR
R JUHGEREH LR, CRF 2 H I
B, WA EEREE (Nostoc spongiaeforme) HiH)
2 MDA R A6 58 00— F Fg b 23 5 ORI
FHAFEEIEY) (Spencer etal., 2014)., AgH IR
DABE SN AZ IO ., EREOL AR A S
M HUT S fibgs LR, 1A — L8 5 [ Z0E T
B AT AR R ROk LI DL RE R L
TR EHEEMBRLEOCE A —, HWERBH L
BHEARNBRZCRE. B, BHASRSETEEA
WY A SRR (Nostoe) . IR &
(Anabaena)~ HE & (Tolypothrix) &5 )R
(Aulosira)~ TETHHENE (Cylindrosperum) . i #E)E
(Scytonema) FIHUH [ (Westiellopsis) %5 (Singh
etal., 2018).

EAFEREHAES RS & F FHALR R
FIEANIE o BIFF45 SRR WY~ 52 i v i = Ak 00 HH R
PAZRIE N, FE 5 N/KIMEE (Hydrodictyon)
KRR (Zygnema) F/K4RJE (Spirogyra), hi
AW ER 95%LL . (Aschonitisetal., 2013). Ji&
DRI AT R A2 7R R A 2= 1540 A IE B o R 8
1 COL 3BT o T HLAFE HH A 380 Sy i SR i AR K e 1t
T ERARAAT, AT RO ] E Herh R E R .

TE B FE ZR b 8 e 5% 4tk 3 1 0 I o X /K A
LV AEZS RGBSR BESR B A 1 2 PR
DIET 3 AR M. R AiESE (Borahetal.,
2022). WEHECFES A2 (Lyngbya aerugine-
ocoerulea) TAHUEIBEE (Microcolus paludosu) Al
FEHIKE (Westiella lanosa) 25 ; S AFEM " &
7K B A
(Closterium tumidum) FI/NEX#E (Stigeoclonium
tenue) 55 ; TEFEELFRZIKMY 2535 (Cymbella pusilla)
T 7M. (Go-mphonema gracile) F155 Fal JJ- 75
(Navicula latissima) 5. BT ZMXSEEM, W
AT, 1S AT AR I .

b, P RAED AR S T2k
YER, EZLE R EATRE G BUR 70 W 2 Fh A 43 14
Y, WAEKER. RER. MRS RERSE, TR
MRS AR, DR RS A ED)
FEE. R 3RS T BRGNS R A AR K
PIVER . B 1 D s Bt 8RR SR ) e AR A — s (AR
WAEH (Kollmen etal., 2022).

1.3 ZhwEithiE

RIS — R AR AR S R g, EEARIL
TESLE S pH MH S TG AL )2, AEE 2
TEVIFh T8 K~ B AERKFAF2 1 ZEK (Zheng et
al., 2018; Maetal., 2022a). [Kltk, 7] LASGHF 7T
RIS ER A PE R IR L I RS, SR G AR TS 21
Hl#] (Guadieetal., 2017; Quetal., 2021), /)5
N S R AL B R AL AR YE . H AT, A
RS e R p e s EEUER, eMURE T -
BhE. IREEFRYRSE, AT S L%
A ERENEF (Nishaetal.,, 2017). RHEKE
KRR A TT, W EN SR R R LA AT
SRCLTIUA T D BIEERRET: 2) Na/H A
Na"/H*-K' R M #EAE RS 3) 456 N FAE7E IR
htE; 4) pH WY (Yang etal., 2020).

A T 7T B 3 EE 43 I 3 i 2 4 | e R AR
PR, T AR A AER, PRI
(4 % (Luo etal., 2017; Liuetal, 2022), —
MRS, T Sk 5 S AT DU e 7 A A RN 3R 2% i
R NNEER B2 S E I =32 e =g piy) IR AT M
FERATHIAE R (B 2) (Maetal., 2022). Nishaet
al. (2017) FIH B EAE N EMALRLRE B Hhhih,
RO E O 3 R BE VR A R S
Z3, RN Edg s T RIEMR R R 5 (2018)
1) P WER i s A SR R AR 0 R R AR, A IR e 8 T LA
BN &3 hn, EEREE WA ) T V1 22 hE
REfE I P IR I Na©, [ n] A8t gl & & a8
PR FERT pH B&AK. Maetal. (2022) 77K BLLE A5

# ( Cosmarium impressulum ) <
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Table 3 Role of microalgae fertilizers on the growth of different crops
BAED BER 1EH 2%
/NEREE Chlorella vulgaris e IR AR P Bumandalai et al., 2019
& S 7 ina- NERY , N
Eih HERLIGHEE Dunaliella salina« #6IR/NEREE Chlorella S SR T L A T 5 R AR Mutale-joan et al.

ellipsoidea~ FRRWEHEE Aphanothece. FRKTTIESE

Arthrospira maxima

BETHIIEEE Spirulina platensis. 0 /NERTE
VEZ Chlorella vulgaris

W HWMHEE Scenedesmus subspicatus

b EEE Anabaena circinalis. VUM

Scenedesmus quadricauda

PR, SRrr A R SR
e dE L IR R A, SR s B oA SR (B
VIS ETE FaE T\ RN DA N A & e - |

K, RHRECEE T AERKNEMN 2021

Dineshkumar et al.,
2018b
Gemin et al., 2019
LUetal,
2020

R EEE S N, CMEAHE SR K SRR P i 2 K

38 WM Scenedesmus quadricauda
fafE#E Anabaena
W ScenedesmusMeyen

W/ NEREE Chlorella vulgaris BETTMR T
K& Spirulina platensis

KORIAEE Kappaphycus alvarezii. & FHITE

Gracilaria Ijig=:

BBk Nostoc commune Vauch. [H% 25

Anabaena azotica

/NEREE Chlorella V55EE Tetradesmus FHTH T4

LI =] s

KFER AR HEE, L A ERE AR E R
gERF T LU b N PR K A R, AT
FEr T KR R A T 2019

Puglisi et al., 2020

Priya et al., 2022
Nayak et al.,

T DABR o A AR RN AR T, AT KR PR R P = AR Dineshkumar

RGN e etal., 2018a

P T /KRR R ZERBRE 7, TR R A 7 B R Layek et al.,

2017

NP . . . =Y

{RMFE SRR A R B BN R I ARAF 25 B AR 2022

AT MRRE AR AR 5 R bk . BF L PRI E Refaay et al.,

AR B 2021

## Arthrospira platensis
/NERE Chlorella vulgaris

b
il

AR T H MG AR, ST AR

Lietal., 2021

EWIRE I TE A

Fi A5
%iE

1 E-EYEE RS E R ER R
(&34 8 Kol Imen et al., 2022)

Figure 1  Algae-plant symbiosis and effects

on the surrounding environment

FUT, EAZANEREEXHEYIR R R AEY) KR
HIEHER . Zhouetal. (2023) i 713 B e i
BT LAREAC 3% pH E, e LIRA A S E. U
T G T DA SR R A N, A TR
R AR . TR AR % Na®
TR, Wom-TEEAE ). [F R S WA I M A 2 b
(exopolysaccharides, EPS), H&H 2t 15 1
Na®, M FEAIR 1 £ 358 b ] e A 0 SR A 1 Na®
“ (Hachiyaetal., 2017), A FTHEZKAEK (Bl

Arroussi et al., 2018). KUk, fulisg i K 2 £h s
o R R REEY A KR RIFIES, FRE
NI [ ik B SRAE TR, T
DA FH 3 S SR 22 fige - 38 (1) B AL, 1) R

1.4 FRRELIEE

UR IR R AR PRRAE TR, 2 Ry MY () R R —
H & LABER AN A (5 = AL . AHA W] A2,
IR A 8 K.

AR X PR AR R ARG R (&2
A [ R S 10 B2 2= A RREEROEIED L S K
iy N E T e (T s S R 011 i o
20 IR v BB R (Klebsormidium) L HL A K
FHEAE IR E TR B EhRE AN (i T 5
P, FrLVERET ZAFE T TR REAS . &
iIT, Borchhardtetal. (2020) 7EILFRANEG AR 19 LN 5
WS A=Wk B I T e & (Klebsormidium)
0% D035 AT AR E Hle b 1 L 45

B AR AU AR DR 4 vy A58 A0 b B B e VD I
P, MR RIS, (BAEAL T A 2R 1) 3T B
REFSEE L, MAEREEE KSR
(Pushkareva et al., 2019). HH, WEHEEVUIRBRER
( Synechococcus ) ~ Arthronema africanum Fl
Microcoleus rushforthii 5587, ki DIBOIRIIAC B
( Chloromonas rosae ) ~ W& Bk # ( Coccomyxa
subellipsoidea) MZL223E)& (Stichococcus) N,
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Figure 2 Mechanisms of microalgae effects on non-saline and saline soil crops

B i AR [Q SR EK8E (Heterococcus chodatii) 4255
22 J ( Tribonema ulotrichoides ) F! Botrydiopsis
constricta NFE

Dorokhova (2019 7£ 0744k % iy 17 BE 45 8y o M
BRI OKRR - J5 R PR 22 RSkl , T Ak B A 1
i, [FIFE, Novakovskayaetal. (2022) 7EAf
B v SRR L K E AR ORI T 15 Fl
W HIREBE (Calothrix braunii) Hi5EEJE B
( Calothrix parietina )~ T Al K K (Fischerella
muscicola) TATEHEE (Microcoleus lacustris)~
B Ek#E (Nostoc commune) R EEk#E: (Nostoc
punctiforme)~ Potamolinea aerugineocaerulea~ 5% [X
th ¥ B  ( Scytonema hofimanni ) « F. = H L
(Stigonema mamillosum)~ /N EAE (Stigonema
minutum )« B fE KB (Stigonema ocellatum)
Symplocastrum fiiesii 1 /N ¥ B 3 ( Tolypothrix
tenuis ) F 3 Fh &f ¥ .
Pleurastrum terricola~ Sporotetras polydermatica. [
FERMHZR IR 3%, (HERM EA A ER, H
T LER S0 NI EISEN ] 20
1.5 thith g

AR 3R ARME A 77 R () E B A . PR
TRARBE LW BT A, AR AR R KR 4y
oo AL B IR KR ST MR b - S R

Leptosira polychloris .

M AT AL AE AT S AP AR iE sl . 12 NE AT
PR ML - 358 i SR R 21 2H RN 45 A R A L URE 1
Hr i (Maltsevaetal., 2017; Maltsevetal., 2018).
TEFAMR 3T A, Myers et al. (2003) KILLAAK
¥ )8 (Chlamydomonas) /WEKEEJE (Chlorella) %%
Bk J& (Chlorococcum)- i B8 J& (Klebsormidium)
ez ig)gd (Ulothrix) &4k N T, A /D ERIEE
A EE, FENGEE (Oscillatoria) % )E
(Phormidium) FIEEEK#E)E (Synechococcus) %5, 2.
Fr b 2R /b AT a2 A H IR pH {E LRI
Novakovskaya etal. (2022) TEARZ B P85S 1) 2 47
IR RRObR g5 R R I T UM R A RS S IR
B FREKEEJE ( Aphanocapsa ) - F B i &
( Synechococcus ) ; #5# : Botrydiopsis eriensis
Characiopsis minutissima ; W ¥ : W &
(Navicula)~ Ab77F80sE (Pinnularia borealis Eer);
ghyE: EIE/NEKEE (Chlorella vulgaris) ACTE &
(Chloromonas); %¥E: Wi B (Klebsormidium
flaccidum)
SRERDCEEH 2 BRAEM TR R Z . Bk
I ER Rz — o EEE LA AR AR g,
Glaser et al. (2018) KILZRHEE G FHfr, Hemx
LT R L2 (Stichococcus bacillaris) . T W
HAH — R, B E 8RS E ( Microcoleus
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vaginatus), FJRFLET LR pH EARAC. 4hF5%
At 2250 AN X B B ARG S . N, ARk
T W U1 7K Vs DU BRI %) AR AR 338 5 T8 52 0k KK )
ke, Dvornik etal. (2021) Ji Rt AT %
JE, KRINGREERRRZ, HUCGEHEE, 1WA
BRI R R D . R ERRE 2 KK G, s
TV BA] R MIRIR iz i 2 L B, oo | 3%
) pH B TRV AR 7355 R 3., AT 2 5 e A3
ANFEEER A K.

1.6 WULUFEETIEER

I BEREEY . &Y. E2EY . By
4. RN ZIED k=2 —,
BIA A S EWRIG. (AER LR A KK
B, X EEER S T I FAL M (Williams
etal., 2019). Songetal. (2014) {E4R A" IFE 5
RINGEBERI TR IR %, HUCGEREEEMSEEE. Hd,
GEERZNRMMBER, FEFHUNLE
(Plectonema rugosum)~ T "ELEEREE (Chlorococcum
humicola)~ K (Fritschiellla tuberosa) 42
% J& ( Gloeotilopsis ) T [& UF %€ 3% ( Oocystis
elliptica) 5. WeAh, AT — L5 1E 1 [E %0 5 an
NE#E R (Anabaena). &¥KEEJR (Nostoc). HHLLIE
J& (Lyngbya). ThtE)E (Scytonema) MEKE)E
(Stigonema) .

Cabalaetal. (2010) 7EJE == a2 75 75 LLimf 4%
YRR IR I I R I DLk N, EA1R
HPHM., 2R REIRS, FEAHR2E
(Stichococcus bacillaris )~ Stichococcus chlorelloides
et 223 (Stichococcus fragilis )~ Ulotrix sp.Fll
Oocystys sp.55 . W&t I, L2 ARER¥E 5 1 FHUAL,
Hk, WEFERZINESREEREE (Nostoc)
i JE (Oscillatoria) FH#EJE (Phormidium) . Tt
R HI T HSGE (Pinnularia borealis Ber) o %K~
X Z A2 LAGR#E 9, HR R AT e i — 1
bRy, MBRAEKATE G- BRI, =
F 18 pH (HPE%. Sommeretal. (2020) 7£4% [H
T AR NG SRR I A R HE TR Hh I T A
BEFEVDEENE, K. NHREN BE,
WHEDLZOR N, SEECLRYE N, HER P RE
SR HE X 1 g8 A T A 1 ERBRAL ISR R .
Maltsev etal. (2022) FEZRN L3 R ILIEEE . S
LB A ZAZ, BT AT DAHEN) H 1% b+ %8
pH 2RSSR YE. Rtk, pH AEXTH™ (Lt g i
KA — PR .

B0 B ARG B TR K BE S, Wik
B WA Y. BEl, MRV BEE
PR TSR B IEMAEYNA LS, (HiXL

TEHFRAAE— LB G o 1T A BT 5 5 54T 558
AL, BRI RT LKA 8 45 B ¥ B S ) 7 A 42 2
B . JEMSE (2019) EAMARE. SBRIE
AN EL A O 0 AN [R] AT 88 B B AL A B A 52
SRR PR S b SR A K28, R 25t
AR B UHEAT G o AH 3 bt LR IR )
I RBE AR, (et 7 IR R . AR SE
(2020) ST 57 o RORBIE TN B 45 5 (1 AR5
Wi, UL 73 I A O T L 9 R AV VR A R A
TN RS BOE B RIRRAE T, XX g R
A IR 7 R ik

2 IR N ATAEAE M E T TR0

HHAWAEYRA L, MR R R, K
PR S T AESERIRE Sy, X R 8 PR B & N AR
S ULAk, EAIREBELLA IR, RIFBURAE FRIIE
KAEK, REEMNRANFESRAN R &
o KBNS 55 RN S0 e 8 2 5% K TR 1)
ANEBFHAER PR SFAF TR E A K (Novakovskaya
etal., 2022), WEE = AERIMOAN 2 M, TERRAR SRS A1
REEK TR EEEEN, AT LR
A Bk, WEEAEIR SR AR e
(P& N T TH R EEEAEH, XA EET2EMEEN
Jol s f B FH o AR AR R B 2 (Gretal., 2021)
DL AZE T 4 FhEEA W) IR 7 ol 1 ) - 338 3 g BEAL
TEPEARL, HAARBERE AR 4 iR,
2.1 FB

BFHENN (2011) @I IX e P
AT THEFC, S5 BRI K 50 Wil 2338 i B e 25 40
JHLFEE 325 M PRI 38 0, MDA Jo i R ZR IR P 1 T, R
BERETE R A, 4L (2015) BT R T2
N [A] 6 LS O s 1 e, 5 R I R a5 i
FAEBAATEE, SEOCEIER. WPIRIER TR,
PS5 REAT. mH, WEsTEEE ¢
AEPLIER, AN AT DUR I & S b 225 R
PEZIERETRMARRNAE B, 4% MDA
&R, AR T FAT) 2 0 A I A T
4% o
2.2 ZRIMES

28 AN SR 9 2% 1) 2 R e ML )L A R v
JIZ40 . IETEE R . DNA #0005 S 3R A
&5, WHERR (2006) FIFH B A4 BEAE LR,
ST T 4% (Ultraviolet, UV &5 6 5 535 1 4=
FERHE AL R . 45 BRI UV-A Fil UV-
B M REEMEA EG BEER, UV-A £ EFRE
BE RSN A K SR E, M UV-B 3 ]
THEMEMAEK SR E. /£ UV-BESN, SN
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F4 IFEVETFIEAELEET L

Table 4 Changes in physicochemical activities of abiotic factors on algae

VAT PG IE VAR S SRR

JGEVER . WRRAE R TR, BN A SIS b RS R R X % (Malondialdehyde, MDA) 3 i A JlEA% WL, 2015

T8 UFE IR ER A AR R A AR R I e TR R R RS R B VR, MDA B BRI IR AT
Gy =k 2011

ROMES UV-A RFEHEERAEKARE, UV-B MRS KRR E

WHERA, 2006

FRAREERD S R, DRSS

AR 201 1a

IR S BOE A i P Y 2 BRI, R AR N RTIE TR ER A S R, (RN R A AR, H R
WA B AR X, (R T A B 0 S iR e T SRR AR R A R, SR b EA DR

B B AR IR SRR AR
AR T DA S FE R AR RE

EE,
2010

Rippin et al., 2019

LR T ORI AN . s R BERRAIC T ¥R . RS A SR R TE, RN T | A

He

Bazzani et al.,

AR CLR AR DRI S . 7R SRR R R G MR R B B ) 40 2021

JIE 7 RORL AN E ¥ 22 B RO AL G N . $4 R UV-B
SEGEMAOL A R EIRE OGRS =D,
HiEFLIMAIPERIE K. HEESE (2011 @
It BLYD N TR X 45 R N TR 5, AT
FEHH S A S 1 3 v 0 0 BRI T B 4 R e B
BEREE, D TR AETER, NI s
X a4t J AR P2 D= A s o (RIS, R R R
EZREAES bR A S R 0T DI UV-B, 3K
P, DT BRI RGN DNA 194545 . Ak,
S0 B R SR A A S 2R AT DA SR O R
BOR, (ESEEEA ATP A AR, andi S AR
BHBRAMEAR, MEEERMM 28 E.
2.3 BRETK

EHBEE (20100 WFFL 7 ARG SR AFE IR
JNHE DY B AR PR (R ), 5 SRR BH I 3R Rl
JHER &8 KA B AR R E A Enn e, (H2
HEME b RO RS B REA SRR
FAF AR B sRAE (2011a) A FRIERXS T
MED R AT i, 25 SRR BRI 18 T B O A
AVERDCEIETER R E RS, T H R T4
A PSR AW S E, (XN &
AR, HI SRR 7 AR AR E M. ek, K
TSR3 T O B A Z HE RS R, Bk, \f
DLHE TR H 5 ¥ 5 28 AT Re il o AR Rk /KA & ) 8oy
WA B A 5 B W R B vy L ) SE R W 38 1 i 2 A
Rippin et al. (2019) KUK 5 AF & SIG 5 1 5
e ¥ Klebsormidium dissectum 1 Klebsormidium
Saccidum X5 g i) 3d B g
2.4 HE

TR B RENE T 52 = 26 FE 0024k, TEAR Im 1
4% R R EF i 42 K - Hinojosa-Vidal et al. (2018)
BF FCAC IS 18] b T 15 ER IR BE R XS Trebouxia sp. 5%
mi, ZE9RW Trebouxia sp. b Mo £k 73 25 A4HH
ML =2 B — @R, (HRHEET

SMNaCl 72 h J&, ERMSERGEIRARMEE
TEVEAIIRAEAE o 1T ShBHOA BT, AL IREL ¥ (Dunaliella
salina) FIAAMIPT DA RS  AE KA ZR UG B
JE /7. Lietal. (2019) BRI D. salina > 15
TERIREE, (H R R 2 Il R TR P SR B 1)
i, MM SR [F, D. salina {RA7
TRERHM, CAYj ik & E R /53 . Bazzani etal.
(2021) TR IS ARTEAE = sh B e T, Heedg 1
GRS, FBIKTAEMENA, HREREENL
AR S, (ERFEESIN T B 2SR A
DLEEIEFEIAS RS, SEE—THEE L
SO R A P V5 . I FR R &
Aitb. BIBEEEMAIIA T, &2 S Egn iR
W, KREQMHN BRI, SRS
M AR AR T = Sh B A NI AR,
X R 5BE R ME A O, B P ia S 80 440
Mgk, SHAMEEMILAKIESE ., KEES
R B ETENE, PR B R Z . XK &E
(2022) JE kXSRS A ORI S5 R A5 1 O0 45
P4 2 3 3 i AR N 56k 3B RN e RS R AR
e HAEAN R R, Fit, 78X A\ T
g B2 ] DA/ 1V 22 Sh s o AE 3R AR B, S
G RO E SR B AR FH 33, TR HE AR ) AT R
5,

3 TIEEAETSINGE

RN ARG, 358 582 A A I
TR RN EEASESE, BRI
BN IER RS R, HEEBKRS . BREL
M AR IR ISCE F2 Y (Perera et al., 2018),
SR J5 T 2 I R A P A 42 Sk 3 o - 48 L R
(Kumar etal., 2018). fELONIAEH, fGESRE S -
By, BT HEMAEKFLRY, b XS AE
AR 25 R R At T 57— Fhik# (Prasanna et al.,
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2015a) (% 5). Castroetal. (2020) Hff 78 3& BIKi 1k
AR AR R AT DA A S R ) DL S 3R
SVEVIAE " 700 BRI, T R T 3% 5% 7 I R,
WA 774> (Prasanna et al., 2015b), FEAFEY)
W% (Gheda et al., 2014) SEAEYNEEYIF, LK
HRM (Bharti etal., 2019) BULRI ) G 32 M9 SR
PRANE B4R E (Robertietal., 2015), fEdHEYE
£ (Alvarez et al., 2021). f7%REnT LB Y6 &1F
R E COy KAiliZkfk, &rT LLEN ™4 O # N+
B E AR, R AT, A RO
pH {H, SR FIEAR S IERT . — 30 Rk I B AN
AT DA IS i A B (10 ] 260 B I e 1 FH ] 5 — 8 HL Al
R C R AL, R RIEMI ALK, kR
FEA R FIAN 2 B (EPS) SR 14 45 #4 (Wang
etal., 2015; Chamizo etal., 2018; Renuka etal.,

3.1 E&IER
R RED RGP EEMYIR L, Bl
TEARA M FHARIE R I 4ESE (Borah et al.,
2022). W, WHMEBEE (Anabaena). SIRBEIE
(Nostoc) MK B JE (Scytonema) %, "EAIHEA
FrR e, FRONFZHE (heterocyst), BEIH & RS H
BT 65%IM %, BTN AR AEYIERE, et 2
T IEROW AN A 75 2 (Babuetal., 2015),
Sosa-Quintero et al. (2022) #ff 77 & L5 & anfh A v
J& (Scytonema) FJEHEJE (Calothrix) Hef%iL)Fi 4
B, AN EE SR BEE (Microcoleus) F1JH 5
J& (Phormidium) AEeMBIX— i, XRPFEA R
TE PR ) 22 0K 5 8 2 M — RE A 18] 2 N I3RS . L 28
fe 71 A28 (1) Frzn (Esteves-Ferreiraetal., 2018):
No+16ATP+8H 8¢ —2NH;3+Hy+16 ADP+16P;

2018) (& 3), (1
x5 WEAERLRGER
Table 5 The role of microalgae in agricultural systems
A H LiFEES ERBYUN
o AR G R TT DAk AR 5K I A ALK (water soluble organic carbon, WSOC) 8V 4 A BT Song et al.,
BntsgEaymm . P o . ;
" (soil dissolved organic matter, SDOM) 5 &, Mﬁi%?ﬁj:%ﬂ‘]?%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%%?ﬁﬁ 2022
TEAKRG L, AEEATE T L3 KR T AUK AR R . eI AE KA B T 3% Co, B EMANR IR Naveed et al., 2018
SR Asterarcys quadricellulare TENNERIEIN T FA M B HAMM &, N Vit h 482, 8% b Cordeiro et al.,
gk . RAEERAERRIC R B VT, DL B2 b e B AR AN SR 2022
ET R b, 3R] DUE TR it — S8 SR PR LB A s s AR i A A Al-Maliki et al., 2020
T T £ 31 DA A AN/ N ER X KRR AR IR A &L, TR T ER A K Martini et al., 2021
3 ABHEE I R 8 AR AT Y 18 K ) AR SR BN e Ak ARG R B i SR IRSCRR U RS A A= I Mutale-joan et al.,
Gty Uil ,
1 R B G5t 2020
R 3 FREE b A 2 W R U R T30, RIEATR R ARG, W ECRIAR T B AR REEM  Rachidi et al., 2020
) (R R 2 S B B AR A B TR R, FLJRDRL R N RT LU I A 2 0 (EPS), FDEFARUIIYP . Mugnai etal,
JER M RERIRES 2020
R IRAS MRS TR LIERTIY BRI R4, B B i G 4y A i 41 2 B AR IR BURL 2 T T AR 454, Kheirfam et al.,

MTTTEE R 10T HRA R B RE T3 AN D+ A e

SEREE (Nostoc commune Vauch.) 7742 1) EPS AU AT DLk i 44, i8] DU m Lk e v

2020
Roman et al., 2021

R IS EA AR I A WAL (HON) (98E), ORI L R IR At Bt FISCRIZ

By 119 BRI Y BB SR

Sehrawat et al.,
2022

=% IEHEEE A AL BR BEFRHUY h S IR R SRR IR, DRI T DU O LR A T B
ARV MR /SRS T 2 R g S OB 5 5 M S b 1 3 (AR 2 2k

Scaglioni et al., 2019
Hamouda et al., 2017

[l 5E RTHHIC, N

CRERE m
i
%) i
W ] C
;i:_rﬁnizu;ﬁ i A 14 - e LB [ 47
s R M e — L S e——— —— | LR E A
2B L T R o Rk
N\_/P

(C. N. PfE#f)

E 3 SEYTIREE R TIRETSIIRERIFMN

Figure 3  Effects of biological soil crust on soil ecological function
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WA V5 38 3 AR W ] R0 AN R 20 1 M B 4L
H)) 53 BRI S5 S SR A (A UM o ] 2 P 7 FH AR
A, AMESGEE T HIEAEYI R ZRA, T
Higb 7% N8 F  (Btesami et al., 2016;
Prasannaetal., 2016). 1, fRK—&5 i 52 A
NIEEANSHEM R B EZNT R, FHHAR 0115
BEMA KM (Renukaetal., 2016). Maltsevaetal.
(2021) 7EHIEWM B AEE RGH KKK (Nostoc
Slagelliforme) I LA [ 7€ PR35 H (1) 3Rk 4 = - AR
JIFRHEY K. REENESGEMERTSS
AKBER. 2. IR E SR A, 78
Y Eba IR U VRN EAL AR R 1) 38 i
RIFHEEMEM . Pan et al. (2022) K ILH & 1
7% (Anabaena azotica) /N¥.U#: (Tolypothrix
tenuis) FE A% /NEKEE (Chlorella pyrenoidosa) &
GNHEEm T RIEE RN, R R R
FrEPC, MEEALE S BN,

TIEE SRR P EERDCE R .
R Z A e IRk, I 5 H A AT
PLF= A 7 AR ) — e MR R fE ML SR, JF B T8 Ak
BSCs (Borchhardtetal., 2017; Colesieetal., 2018)-
Horfr, WA B S 2 BSCs 1 EEEE ) B 2H T
gy, BENEATE BT LR EVAEIRER, IF
FLAT DA 3 1 s SRR AR, BT AR ko
BEI A Y iE S AN 48 DL S 97 1 B R AR i B A
— WA E XL (Schulzetal.,, 2016; Glaseretal.,
2017),

TR AN i ) PR 2 1 — -
e CATEE RN N ETEE KAz R, R8T, &
WA ATE 88, B eE, JRREATCE A SRR AR RS
ARG AEAFANETE . FE S T R VR I A
By, BAE C A1 N S5 E A 384 7= )
ORI CEAER . T H, AT B I i
TR EDE EA R KR DTk (Puppe etal., 2017;
Wanner et al., 2020, ¥4 80 Ab B K L+
2, wIPARRE NL Py K AL W) S5 HLUR R
FEWIH . Zhang et al. (2020) ff 773K I X L84 H15
FE FEY T AT BeX LI R = A A R e, £
FERERE, JENHAKMZ R RRAE &4

TR EER EE DA AR AR, HAEKK
AR R AR S A I . TRBEE R K LS
W, TERC T — BRI SR S AL, BEREAETR
B T5. s SRERRI RO IR AL T Y
SRR T A BT (BEASSREE, 2011bb). HHAE
it I B RRIREIE R, E A aiE s
BV ERAIEFRFMMAESH T, THEXHER
T—EENEARGE, BEENERENAR., &

A FRTE BAEK . B, Bt P Ss
B, PR VR BRI A I AR A A A G
HIVER o« SR AE e v 338 Fh ] DL As 38 4 i
W, s E AR S B, RET YR,
NI InSdE L g () i #2 (Elbert etal., 2012).
3.2 HE{ER

s BN, (HEA BRI A a NS, JFH
AL USRI 2, NI ERE SR AU A 7
BpE s I, RSB ERIMAN 2 . IS
TR A () M A 22 0 LA R R B B A i AN A v
P, SR E M W) 2 — (Uhliarikova et al.,
2020). — 751, Hu4h 2 b LI RORORG & 7E— I
EKI AT R eig, MmaedeE & LM e
Yo FTEE A IR — M2 i A s IR
AF= I AR T Gao et al. (2019) @i
T 50 A 0 R AR VB EAE . XN R R —
MEAREERE & Z MM, B+ 5Fiia
KU EE e, mHEE AR pH %
PERE, XA A R RS2 BT EPS IIER,
X ] AR A i S 2 B, B pH fE 4—6 Aifq,
X AR S bk ) R K ER FE i ] . Kheirfam et al.
(2020) JE B FE A I EEBR 1 AE 3R T R R
PIZA, ARG IR IE W M A 2 BERNAE R
P2 TR T R 145 A, e E 74X
JIWEE I RYL L AR . Roméanetal. (2021) i@
AT EME (SEM) KGIEHR T &Rk
(Nostoc commune Vauch.) F=2EH] EPS ¥ 350k
giGfE—ie, RRENAITYE, nite g
HR SRR RS AN LB R . Rk, R
A1 EPS AMY T A 38 254, 38 AT LAFRE i 458
FaE e,

=5, S IE] EPS & —FkRR s £
BE, RUEHE R, B RIFMKNESERE
77, FEHE RN E A JE B I 52 1 TR IS 2K
BEEIER (Potnis et al., 2021). A AW HAES LI
— UL R BRI e e e AN 2, (RS R
BEAM TR REEHER/EN, X4 EPS &5
B IEFNK S )R 1 2 A4k (Huertas etal.,
2014; Zhang et al., 2015). iXJ& M T 4 ke
A E T BRI E A AL (-COOH). ##4: (-OHD.
R AL (PO, 3L (-NHy) FIFi%E (-SH) % H A
02 B R X8 g B RE SR AL 7 FaLAng, AR X 4
JBINSEERES T, T H., RIS RE 7 WARG RS, 7T LA
RO R AR AR A, AT IR D X e I R
fER (Naveedetal., 2018). [& T 2 ¥4 & Bk Bt
YEFI4L, Ammar et al. (2022) KRIERKESES
JBEATEANEEREEY), HNBEIEIR T4
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R EEEIRE . EERICVEDE AR
FEAE B, T 4 At i A2 Fh 2 PRl i 1) 22 K T 2%
GBI R A 1A T 2R E 8 i
FAGETEES, H 1 REEMEAEESTALT
fE. Cd*. Ag'. Zn*'. Hg?'. Au*". Pb*'fll Bi*" %58
G JE T DURIB T 2R & @ e & k. T 284 @ i ik
MR FAEBERP EREE, FONENNAERBT
AR E SR AT
3.3 [EmR{EA

T BT BB A if A2 R FH SR COL Btk 9 e
JRIEOR . TR 2 RotE B FRWAEY), 7T HER]
HORFHRE (B 4) (BRLE, 20200, HHEMEE CO,
[k R HABAE I 10—50 £, JCHE AN A
S BRI IR B & B BE ) ok ClRFESF4, 2022). &
A1 2207 K A X (2) Br7s (Veaudor et al., 2020):

3CO,+5H,0+6NADPH+9ATP—3PGA+6NADP+
9ADP+8P; (2

Sandoval Pérez etal. (2016) it 77 & 20+ 3%
BRI T A YE IR Ak, B DR E
B IR T4 B AR A T AR AR R IR A
AL, IR SRS SRR R, XL
JETE R e I L pRs R AR S A, TR K
A FF 38 [ 7 4L &%) (Montafio et al., 2016),
Naveed etal. (2018) 7E7KFE 1338 Faf 7 i IR I A7
TET IR R I AUKFERPR . 1045 2 i T 75
H I AL T 7KRES . Fr LR A e it
ML REAE SR, MmnA BT i Cco, i E .
TEPT RSB X, 5 V5 5 89 o 5 v+ 38 ) o
5, 0 IEIRHE, T AR S AR S RS
TR . Xuetal. (2022) F W] BSCs A LAH55 +

R RIEENEYE, 1 H BSCs [f] 52 KR CO, AiEfF C
HIRE T REZ B 138 N P IEIA AR,  IX 6 7¢
St FEAS RGN C EFEAHEER . £+
B COp i 7 T 7 R I G ¥ e TIEMI L, &/
TR ) I AT LU CO, i s 1 — %, L5 A
& I K A3 R T e AR A2 (Sosa-
Quintero et al., 2022),
3.4 1RWHER

WA EMAEK KBTI YcERE 2 — (Fu
etal., 2020), 7fERMHIANNI TR, BEBHE. (55
5. WIRVER . St LR S RMEY) [ A0S 2
hIREEEEEN, BAEENEFRMAERED)
A, REWZ 52N (Billahetal., 2019).

W, HTHAHADCR T A E N, [ RE
Fr LA #1388 HAEEE . BT, Yandigeri et
al. (2011) JFAGF F v e Hoge b O [ e B, P
fli TR B FE L R (Wstiellopsis proifica)
MZ AR (Anabaena variabilis) XTHER Ky Flfilk
TR =45 GV RE 0. IR IR B, PRI S Re
BEREEAE S R, Seema etal. (2013) WA
KINE P OFE A EEE (dnabaena) . ) IKJE#H
(Calothrix braunii)~ &¥k7EJE (Nostoc) Ty g
(Scytonema) #EAfEWERE 1. B, WEEAfRRE
Y —FE, BAhREEBIREBNGE], B
N — P [ BUE B 1 AE AR EL (Alvarez et al.,
2021), PEiE, W XS 438 v ] g () TE ML ER 2R
(POs™) BAHWMIEM, JLI2 TS REtms
W Cas(POs)2~ FePOs. AIPO, il ¥E i K 1
(Cas(PO4)3(OH) ) ( Vaishampayan et al., 2001 ;
Yandigeri etal., 2011 1 ¥ ¥ FH FAZ G # v] il
T g A (R LR R TR 40 B, AT 1 I8

ok

B4 RUERAERNE (BMBEERF, 2020)

Figure 4 Mechanism of photosynthetic carbon fixation in microalgae
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T RIEE LR BIHATNE, RERI T
A5 FH B0 A P 0K D P 7 B ) 2 T W T S S A%
HE, A R EAZMEER R S IEE I, D2 k%
RAEY 4K (Schreiber et al., 2018; Puglisi et al.,
2020; Rachidietal., 2020).

PERIE, MR NS A P B T
TR 1 ) 5 AL LA A WL I A . BE SRR &
B BB TR AR R R R S A, BRI 2
M7k (Yandigerietal., 2011; Tianetal., 2021).
Horp, KT WA BRIV, Mandal etal. (1999)
SHH T RERE, WEE YT DUE IS & R Cat B A I
pH, BUBBURKIRAIA IR, SEMHE, R
G PO, HRFMARA (3). (4):

Caz*ﬁéﬁ‘ﬂ:

Caig(OH)2(PO4)s> 10Ca*+20H +6POs>~ (3)

TRIRFI A AR :

Ca3(PO4)2+2H2CO352CaHPO4+Ca(HCO3),

4

W 0 0 A IR 1 IR R 2R, IR
Fe’*-P b J5UNE VA Fe?'-P. X SEUERASE
BEWRSMAENEY), Hol5 Al f Fe TER
BEYD, TR . KIS T RERL R 2 5% i
T3, FRE SUAEmma - HIEN, Ead
A AAE L, 10 FePO4s. AIPO4. Caz(PO4)2-
Cas (PO4)3(OH)%, (HAZMEMILIE A, W55 S A
EF e RECEAE R BT . T
IR E 0%, Rl NE AR R, I HLBERR R
B R W R Eh K R U6 /7 (Mukherjee et al.,
2016). X LEfn] fE 2l R RS . A%
BUAE ) oy i I AR B I A VR o DRI, W
AR NS & W A T A D R I R
(Solovchenko et al., 2016).

4 RE

BT DLl e A 1F O IR A iR
IR, TR, FEAN A 3 A 85
FI, NI EAIUT, R EA T LUE B
e TORI LB R M, P AR A LR,
RO KR R R PUE TR R . B 4
BRON TR, R [ th R 32 2 503, T+
BRI U B AN, RIS s, 1
AP A S R, FIRIEREDT LTI, I
IR . BEEE [ SR B AT DA E A
BR, (e AL T R AR, X
ANV R FR iR A T #5 8. HARVF Z A JT 8 0+ 05
BB IT CAE 2 05 i AT 1R 24 U (8 1w ST Rk

R ARIERAFAEVFZ AR LR 1D T REERS
AL BRI, SRR AT DL ERATT At A T
TSRS ARG RRAR AT B SR R B

2) ARRKIBEFN B T it — PR R L IRBAE S
T A= B b K 2 AR PE AN D RE o 38R Y e a0 A
DT AERFEOR, TCLE S 1A - S A )
R BER AR AT, DARILAE RIS AR
G DI REAIAE AL . 3) IR AT LR A R
BT G AL 0T R R AR T
PR 5i 5K A S S5 AR A P A8 S A TR B A A SR G
AP RESTREATIRAWT I, 7] AR R HAE G ML
HIATRIE 2% . 4) R LIPS HAL A
COnZm iR A EC R D Z (R AEAH AR LA AN A2 25 T
AE AT 2 T AR IR E MRS I 5 H AN T RE
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Abstract: Soil algae are microscopic organisms widely found in soil. In recent years, research on soil algae has made remarkable
progress. This review focuses on the study of soil algae in different habitats (i.e., deserts, croplands, saline soils, mines, forests and
tundra). These habitats vary in composition and abundance, reflecting the adaptive capacity of soil algae to specific environmental
factors. However, there is a lack of comparison and synthesis across multiple habitats, leading to a poor understanding of the diversity,
function, and comparative adaptive strategies of soil algae. Additionally, the response of soil algae to abiotic factors, such as high
temperature, high salt, drought and strong ultraviolet radiation has become a hot topic of research. Some studies have revealed that soil
algae can secrete nutrients to cope with these stress conditions, improving the soil environment and protecting the growth of other
crops. Finally, the physiological and ecological functions of soil algae are summarized, including the following: nitrogen fixation,
which can absorb atmospheric nitrogen and increase the nitrogen content of soil algae; carbon fixation, which can absorb atmospheric
carbon dioxide through photosynthesis to increase the carbon content of the soil; sugar secretion, which can secrete extracellular
polysaccharides to increase soil aggregation and adsorption of harmful heavy metals; and phosphorus solubilization, which can dissolve
the insoluble phosphorus of the soil algae and convert it into phosphorus that can be directly absorbed by plants. Phosphorus
solubilization can dissolve the insoluble phosphorus of soil algae and convert it into phosphorus that can be directly absorbed by plants.
Looking forward, future research should focus on screening dominant algal species in different soil habitats and inoculating the soil
through enrichment culture to explore their interrelationships with other soil biomes and reveal the differences in their diversity,
community structure and adaptive mechanisms. With the intensification of global climate change, the study of soil algae can provide
new clues for us to assess and predict the response and adaptive capacity of soil ecosystems under future climate change. Therefore,
summarizing the above discussion, the review can provide some references for people to study and utilize soil algae to improve the
soil environment, enhance crop growth, and cope with the challenges of various harsh environments.
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