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TE T IREA R G A MR O, KRB EZHE S H AR T RRGBRENFEE . RAER
T RBAENM RO ERERAE, EERE T EARFERA L HENS . ATHABEEASS
BRI ELAER, RART T Hrart IR EDBHEEMEGANSXEESIE SR ZB®E F
HWOEHNAZE . AT REEP TR AN IR E AR TR BRI, EL
VHEROLIENLIEDN DA T F 2 e RO AED S KT BN 2288 T 5 A%
WA AR AN EAD TR A BT AR EH R . R SRR T IR EDB LG A
BB EED AR FREaRAREBE L TR EFOYm, ZLREFERIRS T HED SH
Mg E A S . N R EAE A AU A SR, £ Rl i WA AR e F R
NEEDREZ OGN BRNBH TR EDG LS ERANF AL R T X R,
T AR RN ESRZAADRAA TR RLEL. AR R T O EE
RIETIRBRED O ESHEBAT, A BERZAOHE AL OBTLEADESRZAT
TR .
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R B 3L 35— B ARG B T — AN B A i R b, R R O B M BV R A T TR A AR
£ 25 0] . W PR 3 AR W AL, R TE ARG 3 AT S 10 42 kY K — BT O R b Bk 2R A
(5. 142 km?) ', My d T HA S F BN AR AR Last ) 20 tH228 SO AR 1 AR 1 PRt 4 . Bl e
O PR R 0 & T , i 3 B B R B S A 1 5 LA A W A B g — D e R AE R e —4
BAPURS. 3 — Bl 1 A S AL PR bk F & 09504 Y V% (phyllosphere microbial communities,
PMC) , 4G AN TR 220 BCTR I B DL R R AR 2R ) BT R T AR RO AR L B T PR R
5 T RAIAER , T I 58 2 0 58 AR AR T | TR BRCHE T 5 8 S SR B = AR PR, LA VR LA TR R T2
W H A E] 10° ~ 1074 em?M,

PR AR A T S N A S U Y R e RS P A BAE G R L T X M, o 2P R )
W ARG AL, 5 A 25 ST AR AT SRR . AR, i BRAH S 5T S B 1 R 4
TRFE R K — G A AR L G . A E R AR, RS AR B ) T AW R R R R L EAR
R ABE A2 B 9 2 S AR B2t 1, (R VR 35 A7 AR A S5 X J31) « AR PR F8 32 AR 28 20 W6 W) L 422 52 il 0 B 4 4 398 IX 3l
AR PR 0 0 BE T 53 B v 5 0 P B A A A U A B T AR ) T 3K — AR L B A R ) A

YrFs HH 2024 - 02 - 23.

ESWE : HR ARRAF4(32360226) ; [ 5 A SARA 34 Dimensions P IEAVEDFFEI0H (32061123003 5 25 B 4 HE Rl F
FAE T H (202001AV070016) ; 5 FE I ATTHRIFFHRIAATH (YNWR — QNBJ - 2018 - 309).

BRI AR (1996 - ), 5 Wi+ . A IR A2 oE

WISIEE AR (1982 - ), 5B 4, BIAFSE 5t . 3228 DA S5 TR AR - 408 B 081 1Y) Joy BRI 20 B Aof A Sy T LBk s bLil P A
A AR VEAEREDL] P Rh B 23 A A6 SRy A 2S00 A A AR B A SR AL AR 2 S 5T
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1 BRSNS At 58

1.1 MBRAEMER R SRS

WA 5 38 ) 0 B AR O ROk AR ) - PR AR B 6 i A= M0 0 7 A B R T4 i 52 . A
SRy A A ) A S P B R B s ) RUBE [ S AR IR A9 AR AR AIE . Vacher 58 2 MUK B LA
A=W Y AR, TR A1 4 5L RIS bE , — 3t et Xk B2 B 0 o 1, s ) RUBEAH 24 129 5000 km?
() ki LA S R GE . Morris! HE— 25901 8 T I BRIAEE B 2 S, Ay LR A 6 i e S 1 AN L2, R o
BRI AAEAEWTEA APy B 5L, SFLAHE K 25 55 KSR T A I A e PR N AR E RS 4R AL T ik A . 2
T NG A, AR o B B 00 2 5, B G2k 0 T 00 Sl P A BRRIBET A T . 3R 23 AN A B e 1 it B il
AW AR S ZRE IR @ W, WIS 7S T e TP A K R & i A b ] BE R HE B A [ A= 25 RE
L1 1 MBRIE

I o P58 A7 7R 5 B A9 ik 23 48 Ry U8 2, S B0 B B A 240 B 19 2L B 7E /N B8 PR R ) RS L AR K
BT PR R E 2R AN R AR S e PR U E A N R L T R S
b A A 2R P AL 2 PR A AE B 25 5 i R M R R SR R AR AR AR K 2
B 5 e 3 P B AR I, BT 16S rRNA (I BRA A58 K 30 T 11 B2 AR AL 4 B 2>, PRt 1
BB R AR PN A At AT DB AE 1Y, AT AR Jir T o = i e o .

WL R AR 2R A A JE 1 1] (Pseudomonadota: alpha (o) — , beta (8) —, and gamma (y) - ) ,
Pseudomonadota) . ¥UFFI# ] (Bacteroidota) . 2 FEFF I ] (Bacillota) F1 LR 7] (Actinomycetota). Redford &5
W R R T L By — I I A A 2E | AR 3 5 9 B — AR I o AU T a7 A . DL iy
R Jm A 5 1R B 16 R (Pseudomonas) . SC IR W J& (Erwinia) | 2F 84T B J& (Bacillus) 54T 16 J&
(Curtobacterium) . ¥ M908 18 J& (Xanthomonas) 21K 18 J& (Rhodococcus) . 713 ¥T 18 J& (Arthrobacter) . 25 ¥ 7 J&
(Flavobacteria ) \£T 2T )& (Rhodospirillum ) FITHER 7 J& (Microccocus ) 52", IRZ WM PRAl @ 288, AR L 1]
S AR A RN T ZEM PRIFEE th i B VF 2 R A A Y. 40, Mansfield 55 &2 30T i
PA NI (Pseudomonas syringae , Pst) ,AE b —F 40 B g LA, BE A% Bt A= A= K I3l 1k L i 1 A B Y B2
20 3k 200 B PRI B ) 5 . RS0 K IR ] — A (R R A AR Vs S R ARARL , A R RS A ) 1) Pt B s A A D A7
126 5, LW B — A W b 2 00 i s ] B8 LA e 19 G2 E D RE VR . P vl &2 1S -0 7 J7 ¥ , Lambais
SEIRIE T 9 A BRAN TR 19 ZFEE R IR PR IE AL S N 95 ~ 671 AU B RN XA A ST Y
WP, 97 % HY AR AR 2 BTN , X RWIABATTIT BEJE i PRA=BE PR AT 19 . LB B (Lactuca sativa L. ) 1Y BREA
RV NS R 42, Zwielehner 55 B 58 & BUAE BT R4S O B R P 1 1. 8% A AR IE 1ok i 4l AT, 28 B T i
B 4 BR R 7% 19 22 RE P . PNEA AR ds T e D B R 6 A [ AR 5% v 46 (Osmanthus fragrans (Thunb. )
Lour. ) F1JEAT Bk (Nerium oleander L. )W FR 2 [ (TR V& S5 AS HEATHR 5T, G5 R W, ok A 3 b AR 35 X PR FPAEL ) 1Y
MBRAN I ZAEVEZ 18] JC BB V22 5 . M RN IS (A 0 S 8 2 (B AR B A 40068 I o 200 B A 7 4 4 7 A
O H A S5 S A
112 MERER

MhrE— D FE SRR R, B TR, AR 22 R A 2 H 2] 55 7E KR
1 HBRETE R FZET T ] (Ascomycota) FIHFTH ], Horh 240 Y A 18118 3220 7EJ@KF
b, 5 UL B e A B E (Cladosporium) HEAS FJE (Alternaria) 75 5 )& (Penicillium ) . B 55 J& (Mucor) Al
B2 I8 (Aspergillus )7 1 B2 210 VG XLRRAN 39 I BEHLR A 19 TC 35 A R A AL i vh ik & B 1 BR AT 52 )8
(Phyllactinia) . % [ J& (Uwebraunia) | Filobasidium . Acaromyces | Vishniacozyma 1 Golubevia J& . X1 F| ¥ 24"

(e T A MEHEAR T PR A B T /N2 I B T8 ( Zymoseptoria) (25 15,85 & (Phoma) 1A K3 7 & (Erysiphe) . JG A8 &
(Aureobasidium ) 75 % ' Brds gl 8.

A T AR 5, B A FL R B 2 R AR (B AR DI RE AL B R I e VF 2 N A LA
— AN B A T R T B B AR AL B A R B X R E S g A R
Glushakova 55 22 T 25 FlAE ) 788 A~ Az A I Fr FIAE S L A0 B AR I R R 8RR, 45 R R B 3R L TR 400wt i
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EFEN AW AR AL, HAE B M E A PN . Ahmed %705 T MU (Canarium album (Lour. )
Rauesch) (/I AEFISRSE 3 F e B 00 L8 ZAE0E 25 R R WM 1 i) S 2R MK fem . X WigRs 1o 4
PEREN 7 iX — A% Bk R WL UAE W) 5 18 A B YOG 28 . A R BRI P8 T, IR A P A B P S A
Wity , VF 22 B AR BB AR I R 5 2 0 AR B BN T B 2 B E A 214 ) AN A 6L S (Alternaria) AL
(Cladosporium) F1 B EK I & (Epicoccum) ™. WA, it BREREE -t 47 76 25 S0 FEE B0 220K FLR |, 224K FUR 7E
M b DRIRAE TR A

R 1 X AE AR M BRI A IRV RO WE ST A0 A 2R3 i X 1 SR M PR BRI 64T 1 WFSE . Kachalkin
AU 1o T LG YR e B (Sphagnum palustre L. ) FIVAEEAE Y B BiE AR BB DR AE 20 284500 T 22 e R 3, U
BEEFNAERE R T e I8 A B AR B R 2H A A 35 22 S T BRI b 22 5 4 D PR 3 2 oy A [ A
Y AR PR BT 3 Y
1.2 MEREMRER

W BRIAE DY REVE RAE Y O RE BRI AV E S RGEA B — RINHEN . MK B, — S B kAT
SEIATE A0 T A R AR R L T LAXS R R AR A R R . 8 I Y A S KA A L ) G e AR ok
% A0 T 14 5 -HEBR B PKAZ AR TR, T LA A 280 AT R 35 B s i > 2t 1 P AR B0 T 2 AU M b B 55 A8 AT
S B FRTAT , T LA S MUl A S R AR 7 7 JERI KT, — 23k AR TR 04 A7 78 7T DGR A 0 0 A ARG AR
AR A P E B RE T, WA BT AT (Theobroma cacao) F ARG (1 TCREMR A7 32 288 4085 Hh 04 N A B # b
TC A TR I B, L6 AT AT 4y A2 B — o AR CREEE ) 19 s B Wl 38 ARt SRBE A R AE T30 7 — A
KA e A SE e B T N AR BRI HE (Poa alsodes ) AR R A= ) 1 1 25 8 TR G B A LR A /N i
FEAMAKSY s Waller 5552 & 81 N A= B 1 BB BLIE A (Piriformospora indica) B 4 #2 4 3 T K32 (Hordeum vulgare
L. ) BT k38 008 F s 7 . AR RE I KV A0 I TR T i Janzen — Connell RN, {2 #E 1 48 W) 9 2 K
PES A 2 AR AR B 1 BRI Wi 6 AR S RS RERTFE A . Ruinen ™ 42t , 1 FE AR T [T
14 & (Beijerinckia ) F [ 20 i J& (Azotobacter ) W B 20 BT [ 52 1 AU TT DA 3E 33 B B2 4 - W2 i sl e T 7K ol
Jill -5 25 AR, DTS AT AR ) 1) A A AR S BT B BTRR . JLAR IS, Jones ™ X — i il iy A Ao 2445 288 0L %) B
5T, IR T R 5L

VTAER , B SE i 1) 70— A2 W2 R TCHE PR 2 BOR 8 TR, X6 W R A= R 95 I TS B R 48R T
HEF W ZHEE B 240 B AEM 48 DL SO P A R R B i DGR ) . AR A W e e 242 1 B
SURAEY) . Bodenhausen 55 I BIFTE & 3L, A0 It PRS0 ELA s D B A0 VE T L AR 0 B ARk — T 9K 1) B
AL . X — A BUSRIE T i BRIAE Y ERE ) S R GE D B EE 2 L Sui SV ARSI R T N A B S AR Y
AAELAE R 52 R0 A0 1 A B 7, 50 455 X B Mol 5 o A A S D7 T X A TS A A AR A ks A A B
PR TSR SRR . M BRI W) SR IR S I AR B VI DG AR . Qin S IFSE TRt BE L PR EL B AR
A5 AE A P RV P A 2 R (3T s RO A 75 23 Wi . 3 kg B I PR WU e A IR o IR B TR OV 4R
T E AR XTI R R T PR MR AR ) AR S R G B AR T W R B R AR R
a0 2 AR I 4548 . DR AT B i A W ) M HIBLTRIAE A B TR AR A= 7 O A ) et Rk
L, IR AR P A 2 2 U A B A T )
1.3 RS BRASAE 4 B B STARE O

AT AR B 3l A= By W0F 52, I B Gl 28 P 00F 58 1) Bk 3 b T 2 2P B B . 38 i A Institute for Scientific
Information Web of Science {4 J% 1 A “phyllosphere” “rhizosphere” Fl “microb” 4 S8 ] , K &KL 30 4E B & &
SCERR, R IR PR AP C R SRR 22 BRI Y C R R BRI 1045 . Ruinen™ A Y - BR 53 15
T3 BNFFE AR v LR R Y BRI T RHIE L GO I BRIAE D R 56T . S BHIE A G B Bl 2 53 125 75 31
ZEMRETH LR TEAN T 28 DA S i 2 ORI U Sl A Ak PR 2 HE A 1 T R AR A Y DR R A T L
DB e T A N PR R RE . ARG iR HRe T BN EE AT R SRR, BRI T PR A i 2R
B FEPE A S 2E T RE AT IA AL . Kembel /8 —Fh LT DNA F B i Bl A1 2 56 DR 28000 ) 4 7 %, 3 i i B
THAE D)2 DNA i BL 736 T DAHEWT BRI A M Z M R G R B R &R . JUd 5 ik iy R it 7 kBt
AEWIRIBESE . M BRRCE A Dy — M SRR S R bR, S 0 B E R S R G RE R UIAHOC , (AR PR



552 1] HERZIE WIERAE 3 e, A5 PR IR RO BT S 157

TAEPI LR 4 B AR Z — . i R LAE D TR 7R M BRI A 02 0 LA D7 T S 1 B Rk G 2
FEPE RN YRR A B 12 AT RE A BRI . iAW R 282 25 B 3 IR T 4 Al o SCH T 1) )
T B PR AR, RGE K B AR — Bk B i FIRH OC Y AUV 2 PRI 0 T-B . X e 2 50K g AR 25 L
il 55 GAE PR PO AR B R G0 Rk B IR SRR R (Y B HE SR BE T SERH . S T IR0 A AR 9 4 RN
Iy RE B I 1) 28 A P17 0, SR S 2 A ey o5 28 s R A A A o 22 TR AR SE R0 A o B . A A
M R Y 32 G e R A TE A A 2807 iR, SR Debray & B, JE RAIFN e 1T HASAL,
AT A= B AR U YRR T B AR LR R 1)

) “phyllosphere” F1“microb” A S8 1l K 2 & B, 3% [ 7E i B s A= 9 0 1T A 983 5 3R 58 19 3%. [
IR Z IR AU TR 22T e 1 26 T BRUZE W ZReME DhRe F S A fd BRAR OGBS . el B AE AR AR 38
RS IR YIRS R B 5 T, QKRR IR o SRRSOV g A A T S 2 BRI F
WA T 3 R . Li S5 TR B AR it PR B0t i S e A ST A R B AT TR AR SR ) 2 R R
P 0 R 7 1 20 500 G L TR ARV 1 = AR BB L Y IR T BRI MRS, BEA PR AT HL
18 A SO B G A DA S BRI R R ST I D S AT 2R IR R T AR RS 5 1) R I 5

2 MEREMEERE

2.1 BB

RETE AR WS RE TS TR b 1 22 BE N2 I A R O T i B . FEREVR AR 28 = 7 — ]
DA 32 R DG HR AR S WL 50 RS E 1) % BTHESE . JURF PR HE L W] A 6 75 17 A8 e A BE . Vellend 42 1
THER AN 4 RFAR R, 73R 5 AL B REAS . Y HUR S AR e A ) B RS B AL R AR TP L
BRI, R R e T RN Z A IS G T 2% e IR AR 22 B RN AR AL . X S RS TR
PARI 1) 22 U A8 S ) R Ab b AR . RV 2 Ty T sk S ot R 5 R A I A o — R, LA AR & T AN ) i 3
FEYIRR IFR b B 3 W BAT JLF- 58 563845 T 1Y 43 2R A CHI MO U A BRAD ). k4] DIARSE — 1)
ol FR R X 3 B T AR 1] 7 — S, W i 5 S SR R 7 v 20 58 R 08 BT AR I P 3838 G B T
VEHESLRI Vellend B V0SS EEAC I AR, A FETE A 4R 4L 17— BT A0 BIR Ll . X — 23 G HE S8 1) T S 4 b 2
R MR EVE R R 2 B A U s S A
2.2 MEREYESERENTE

BT R AYN S A P RIS LSRR 7. Vellend HEAL AT DL BE T EAH Y X PR A= YR
PN B PEHE TR, (E ke = g e it PR AR A i ok LA T B PR PR R IO i 7 AR R IR O AL . R A
ARG E RSN AR 5) , EATTE 518 FIE LT AR DGR X1 £ 0 R A TR BT AT 587 A= TR 1 520 . 1
o4 BSR4 BRI A i — AR PR LAY AR X — B, 15 FE R DG Y
T Wy B R 2R A DA — IR 38 3 A A 7 X PR A8 Ak . FEBRBE DR AL i I, Z2 R I A W i
AL DL Bh A AR A= W A= A7 AVESH |, IR A 32 5 R A B A 4 BROnh 2 A IR ], Nemergut 5570 S BUKE Vellend AE
SR Rl — TR AL AT BB R [ N R SRR A A kR SR B AR F ANER Y
DNA filt A5 B ARE TR B AR Sy 1 B PR G AE M R v e HAE ) fia 5200, Vacher
S R WA S AR D RE IR AR L R SRR W T AL 1 A A s AR B RR T, s E |
E B PER A RO . Gl XS Vellend $2 i ARESRHE T4 FRAY IR EE | Vacher % 93 PRI WO HEVE 1 41
TGS P B AL RS (I 1), T HE =S R sh A WA, Z AL QI B, e R W i 2
[ 2 M P 35 N 2 5, AR R T BE R BE LR AL ™. B 2 R I3 T I BRIUAE I D BE 2 AR
A A= Wy PR 2 0 o) T30S e i 07 4 b A A ) A T e A AT A S A A A T R R T R )
RETE 24 . IEAE D TR 45 Y REAILAZ Ak . R , T W R I B 454 32 BIAE ) RSOV A B (1 520
X HEZLSR A TRV 2 T LA K I LR — A, A& TN [ A A Wl W B O el o B L
58 AL ST IR AEMPRAUE MRS X 4 RS R T RIS A R B A e A A i
T R .
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DIRERR Al o RS

HHSEER R T E A TR T RECR , Bk R BRI W R AR T T RO B RE
1 HEMBRRE B RIS EMNIESRREE (B Vacher et al, 2016)

2.2.1 pEFFdAE

(1) WA A B A= ik 5 1

XA L BRI AN IR S A o BT A T DL i S AL AR N RS . — B BE
B AR Z AR AR EAE . A Y A B TR 5 1 2 WA ) 2 N 25 A BRI A A 6 e 4 5
A R CEA AT XS AR TR A R T IS T 2RI MR e T R AR S A A T
AW A IR A ) 210 A 3B X A SE AR 7 AR TR B 52 ) . 3 foRE AR AT DA R 2 19
AR, G I PR A HRT T | T X e MR A AR ) 1) T T 2 AT g . A AR AR R
O A 420 L A D A 2 5 . Remus — Emsermann 55 W5 3], P& 76 101 0 20 581 240 B 1) 508 U ) 2 Bl o L 4647
TE 1) 200 L 18 ) 750 25 3 1 M T B ARG, 3 B DA kg S 4 R ) B 5 Y Al . Chen S50 6 RS2 400 1) 3t 12 P00 4 23 52 1)
M AR TR PR 2R R, 7 A A W 7 S S e SR AR G R I AN (g R I B BV A 2 ) 2
PEWCA 35 25 5 (2 i N IR W A 0 = B N 2 R 34 10 25 19 284k . Carrell 1 Frank AYBF5E & 91, ELAY
%21*21??(Sequoia sempervirens ) FIE ﬂ?l*ﬁ(Sequoiadendron giganteum)ﬁtﬂ‘f N A= T A WV RS = A A )
AT R (B AHAR A W T BT . A, AT R A IR AL, H A A S A T AR 0 &
U5, T B R AB ) 18 SR K AR R U E IR AR N S 18 P AR DGR H i — e Y Th g
W31 T e sZ AR M B AR AT . @k O e R0 , AR AR G 0 i BRI W0 T i) 4B 20 T AR GE =
S PR 2 FE AR W 0 2 BE L B, Maignien 555 76 J& T[] —JE K B AR K AE [R]— S 2= A9 U RA IF (Arabidopsis
thaliana (L. ) Heynh. )84 WLE 2 3K — &0 .

(2) WAERUEY AR Py e A 1

I A 20 R B 1) A A ) PR 3R 2 [ 8 AR B A P R e, T o A TR g B A B R — > 4, 2
3 B A= B A S AR T I e R I A S L AT I TR A O U R R SR AR A AL A T A AL AN
PSR S N M TE , S AR YU 27 A T B 4R 00t 7 EHE IR T . S IR RUZE AR LG, NAETUEY) S
) G 2 s AL R I AR A 5 A B 010 0 e ik, 3k ) B IR o 1A 24 B g 1 B g .

(3) BRFAE AR W 1) LR W e A 1

PR B PR T PR R AE TS E I DI BE RIZE AL . T AR P b R DR A Y 22 S 3o R IR AR Ak
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SFOFAE U TR] S 00T - B 2 T A it AN [R) A8 8 ) . 8 20098 © R UE 5 1 AR 22 R RS A )
Pyt 22 S AR S) T k- BRB AR R IR . SRS T 5 R TIT R, A 5T I A e 3 S T R B A=
ARV BRI A AE A 52 . ol e B, B T M AR i A 4 (67 R B Bl 1 B
AR YR T 1S S X — S5 R SRR TP S B R BE SRS RARRL . X T 24489, Yadav 25 BESE R W],
TEH G TR ACRIEA R, I 5 7K SR 2 1 B A 40 78 3 B ) RO Bl R 2R Il R I T A
R A BT AR 20 TRV A0 7 T B e X B A B 1 S e T A f 2

(4) B A Y R AR A i A 1

W BRAE S — S TF I R GG, 52 BI04 42 3K 2 A TE N B PRSI0 3l (10952 Wi, DT D3> B g 170 3 1 A Ok 98 i
- BREAERUE YRR FEAE A YA SR BRI W IR G 22 R SR BRI ER S AN A 2, AR
SEFHAEM R . VFZ2 M BRis Al 9 7= A4 41 Z2 4 (extracellular polysaccharides , EPSs) , i £ 2 il SR 4 , I AL 2 MU N
B G W R | JIEGSCRT AT A A X Sy B3 WA B T B R TR ANE A A | T 5 AN 4 T A
FU g 0% 42 TH Al B IS N ME S T AR e i 3R R UV R SR R R B e i PR Y — S 20 B (A
Methylobacterium . Pseudomonas Fll Sphingomonas 5 ) BE W18 3 8, 28 VTG S o A AL T (i 48 fb 0l AR 4
AEWIE AR ) R X UV 75 SR A B a7 PRy Hh 2 R RS R (Aureobasidium pullulans ) %, TR FEI i 7
Az EPSs LR 8 ZR 35 N PR B8 B S T AR E SR PR A e R T PREE AT TR A T Pl A
L2 A 3R B A A R 1 . 9, % B R TR 2 A SR W TR T AT T R A o, TR SRAR
AR 10 BRI T AR B B R B SRR T Y. S R R A LG, i P AR DX X T A W A
AR RPREL . AR X BT BA B\ s R, BRI TR W) 10 32 AN R A B I 8l 4245 UV 5
SN FE 265 Maignien 5% MERT T B2k 0 VA A1 ML 1 A 260 5 S5 BIEBLZS Bt S0 L TR —TF B B
ATV 5 25 AR R R IR Vi ARLARL, 1E 328 ¥ i Je B R R 7 2L . 3 U ) P B i A O e 7 0 T R B A8 1k L
A 8 AR P A AL | S0 A 0 P AR AR A O A s ST AR R B Y e O R T
HRAZ M /NS RE ST . NG PR A PRV e R R R A s R &R L LR — A e AN
[7i) B2 Pt ) Ik PR 2 A R 020100 R T A A B B 0110 L R A e A el S 6 P R L U R E
ZEVPAl T /NG PR A: PR T B B8 R T AR AL . SR SEE SRR R T AR AR A X I BRI A MRV 1 25 ]
& SR R ARV 0 2 . Xu S R WA W) 5 e SRR ) 22 REPE A 25 () M AR SRy A7 AE 28 ek L i — 2P0k
AT b IR A R R VR L 3R P 3 BRI A T R T R e A A T A R B DGR R R
Z—.
2.2.2 ¥

(1) EHEY B

TR A Y 2 B R ANAE T AR ATE RN WS e AR Y R S A TR T R
M AEL ) 1 A A AR R A R A S I ) 2 O R T PR A AR O R B T AR A A AR R - g T
PAFE A PRl . A WEIEHE ), — AR A AR R v B G A AR AT R 2 i Y e R YR . AR 2 Rl
PS8 T UE S 1 A W A B R 04 T A% 4 O 2, O ELRD A mT DA Se /e AR Y T AR L X
4% 7 VAR P 1 A 25 R R 7 A DRSS M 71010 BRI, et ) — TR R B ok B A L
ARSI A BRI . TE D) — TR 5E > v e BRARAR ol R A0 Il 2B ) A R SRR RN B | SRR AR ) A I A
VIR A R A I R B AR A A K A SR IR B . R T A = B 2R RN 25 I 20 TR 4 2SR, LA
PR e AR ST B AR A AR P A AR L I TR SR T AR I A W Y 5 A% T RE AR 2 3 M PR GUAE WrE T RE £
EH.

(2) KP4 K

X T BRI 2 SAE R — DA BRI EA R T R A 42 HE 5743 . Maignien 55
3 3k X UL R ST I PR AN TR AR R O E SRR S T A SUERE I A R R EIR IER I RE T . SR S R AR
KL NURE IR SRR REEAE — B W T A SRS . AR S A & A BT X 20 T A0 B SR A A
5, LA SAR PR 2208 7B U B0 . Sl s B0, 2B RO I R A K B £ 2720 4B R
VS I AL 3 3A PR, 43 il VR Sk 163 (S0 i i DA S TTORR . I T2 S0 R A /NSRS P A i
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W R B a0 XU RTRR K R (B AT RE W S F= sh Al 7R . BORLZE R 6 B 7 A, e T H %
A B . OR AT LB TER S N, IR TURRTEAI B RAR ) b, 58 B AT T DATE S 2 50/ (B 25 N R AT . SR A
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Research advances on the phyllosphere microbial community
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Ministry of Education, School of Ethnic Medicine, Yunnan Minzu University, Kunming 650500, China; 2. CAS Key Laboratory of
Tropical Forest Ecology , Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical Garden, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Mengla 666303, China)

Abstract: The phyllosphere, as a unique microbial habitat, harbors highly diverse and abundant microbial
communities. This review systematically examines the development of research on phyllosphere microbiota , with
a particular focus on the compositional characteristics and assembly mechanisms of phyllosphere microbial
communities. Based on the latest theoretical framework of evolutionary community ecology, the paper explores in —
depth four key ecological processes that influence the assembly of phyllosphere microbial communities : selection,
dispersal, diversification and drift. In terms of dispersal, phyllosphere microbes are primarily transmitted through
vertical and horizontal pathways. The vertical pathway involves microbial transfer from soil to plant seeds and
subsequently to the phyllosphere, while horizontal dispersal mainly relies on air as a medium, facilitating microbial
colonization and community formation on plant leaf surfaces. Regarding diversity, the composition of phyllosphere
microbial communities is influenced by multiple factors, including abiotic stressors and horizontal gene transfer,
which collectively drive the generation and maintenance of microbial diversity. Additionally, drift, as a stochastic
ecological process, primarily regulates the overall microbial community structure by affecting the abundance of rare
species. A thorough understanding of the ecological functions, mechanisms of action, and host-microbe
interactions of phyllosphere microbes is of significant theoretical importance for elucidating plant health
maintenance mechanisms and ecosystem functions. Future research directions should focus on deciphering the
ecological functions of phyllosphere microbes and strengthening the development of model systems to
comprehensively reveal the crucial roles of phyllosphere microbiota in plant ecosystems.
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