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Abstract: There are abundant microorganisms in the phyllosphere of horticultural plants. Environmental
changes and different growth and development stages of plants would cause changes in the phyllosphere
environment, which affect the composition of microorganisms. These microorganisms, in turn, affect
plants and the environment through their vital activities. In order to better understand the characteristics
of phyllosphere microorganisms and their relationship with horticultural plants, the sources, influencing
factors and biological functions of phyllosphere microorganisms in horticultural plants are reviewed in this
paper. The characteristics of the phyllosphere microorganisms of different horticultural plants such as
vegetables, fruit trees, tea trees, medicinal plants and flowers were introduced to study plant physiology
and promote horticultural production.
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(Camellia sinensis). 75 &Y. ZjHEY A& H
PO & 2013)0 el A8 4 (1) 3% 11 AN PN 38 AR A7
RKEMAEV(BFEME .. BE. #EES), ef15E
VAR PR A R EAHOC e BE TR A (R
My ZEL B BHER &N RAE G RR
1 4= W) (phyllosphere microorganisms; Lindow #/1Bra-
ndl 2003). A9 Pl E e S S AT R,
A 25 A Y A B 7= A 52 1) (Laforest-Lapointe
2017). PRIk, 1A Dl AR A B A A A AR
KSR EAE F, R AR ) A PR A R R
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s, AL ARk B d A A 1 B4R ) (Vorholt
2012). Zarraonaindia% (2015) % 30 - 33 1 4= Wy ]
T I A A A 2H 2108 RN R AT O R B
(Vitis vinifera)WBro 1AM BRACAE 2038 0T BE SR U
TR A E— A iR (Kim5$2020) . 1
JER T R AE YRR S R R 2R

TP I Kb A 25 A5 72 S ) P Bl 26 ) 1) B L
B, Horb, AR R EEST . AR %
RN J50) A0 A BT 3R (A B R JiR Ak T8t ) 4
SRR AEAC S AR B 028, R T 520 AH DG T AR
W4 F(LiuZ52020; Vorholt 2012). Ak, [F]—3
TG WD AFAE AT IR AN, Meyer5 (2022) 4 7 jifi
(Solanum lycopersicum)F1 2 FHEY) (Fabaceae) i & Fh
HE, BB 2 REIE R B — R I B
B o M BRI BAAEA BAEH, A e
286 I G P 5] fi 24 (R BV 245 1) (Carlstrom 252019)
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Fig. T The source and influencing factors of phyllosphere microorganisms
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A 25k DR 28 0 2 2 i et B i A 4 1 B S TR 3R
(Whipps 25 2008; Liu%%2020). Wallace %5 (2008) %
T K (Zea mays)FE K AL g0 - BRo A P0A UL -
Balint-Kurti £ (2010) & I 7 22 B8 it 72 Bl AH oK 5%
AL R RN R 5 A 2 S AN RS2 e I R 4 B 2 R,
B AR MR EGTE TR = 0 FOKR M 2 A .
G, IR B B TSR ARt g2
I B A 42 2H RS (R 7 552006; Hunter%$2010; Xu
52021),

2 MBREYITIRE

B AR A eT DU I (2 AR A 7 3 B L
A REPIEER . P R P R A P e (g G
FoOBANE. TR RATRE S KA RKAL
44K (Vorholt 2012), i 7] DB % 9% 8¢ 45 8] 5%
o PRI AR, CLRC T U R A
J& W (quorum sensing, QS), fEFEHYIF=E RG5 T U
4 (induced systemic resistance, ISR) ¢ 4 4 5 ¥ {
¥ (Santoyo52016; BergfllKoskella 2018). Chen%s
(2020) 2 I B A2 P U B PS5 A R I, AR
V) Z FEVE 2 FEAIC, 2T B 7] (Proteobacteria) 1 5E Jf:
] 5 BE T | ] (Firmicutes) A= K, FEL4) H B 2H 21 3
A EIRFE SRR o

HEBR AR D RE P AR AR WSS, BRIR AL
G, Fema AU I 2 K14 (L 2018). Muc-
ciarelli%&(2007) A& I P A& B A R T 12 = i far (Mentha
canadensis)M Jr Fik RGP H) & & . Gargallo-
Garriga®%(2016) A& I A8 FH H0 A2 Z 47| i Bk 4=
2 BRAR T AR (Sambucus nigra) 7} B £ B
AU P IR SR YIRE. FENAERRSE
FHEYKIAILA LR L, §er=4: 5 18 3 A7 R B
AL PR AE A8 72 4, i Stierle%:(1993) 4T 542
(Taxus wallichiana var. chinensis)"P 7325 B N 2E B
8 RS B (Taxomyces andreanae)Rer=F 521 «

3 EZHEMIM PR PR S
3.1 RSB BRISESD
S PR A M LA 1 O T, A R 2 I PR A

WD THELRIIER . 71K L, HErdE
AJEBE B 1 TR 18 109 2 (Zhang 552010), J& 7K1

1B i 8 (Pseudomonas) . KT 1 J& (Entero-
bacter) F1 ¥ 2 W M 1 J& (Sphingobacterium) %51 N
W (MillerZ5:2019; RastogiZ$2012; Dong%$2019;
Lopez-Velasco%$2013; DelmotteZ£2009). 174125
TR BRI LA A .

AN TR) ity Ao i S PR OO0 35 b B A A2 ) A7 A 22
AN A IR 25 MR 32 R . =TT, s T K
fRI5I . Balint-KurtiZ(2010) % 51/t [ 820 K i
BRp A P AR ) 2 8] A AH AR FH - Rastogi&s(2012)
K, FEE 2=, 43¢ (Lactuca sativa var. ramosa) fx
PLI% #F B8 &l (Enterobacteriaceae) A 3, Fl 4 2= i AT
TR = 2 AT 2 R AT B B (Oxalobacteraceae) 4 /il .
R T A e PR AR 2L R, AR SIS = AR K
f1) A S 1 B- A2 T T 4X (B-proteobacteria) AH X £ %
T A K AR K ) A2 52 Hry-A2 JE B 49X (y-proteobacte-
ria) B E, HEMGEMAENZHEEEESTEN
b () 42 3 (Williams flTMarco 2014).

ARV RE - AN [RIEBAL ) 85 S - B il 2R )t A7
1EZ 5, W3 32 (Spinacia oleracea) 3. 4 Hn:
B2 B 3= B AN 2 R B 2 v T 2E RS2 I (Lopez-
Velasco%52013). Hunter%%(2010) 4 3 AE 22 - Fr 41
WK ZE R 5 R IESYZ 8. ARG E
Vs IK o> B s A BRI 2 % UIAH 5C . Dong %%
(2019) 2 I 75 4 22 R0 1R P Rl A2 0 2 BSORE AL, DA
NS JE (Acinetobacter). AT # J&(Enterobacter)
HUE R 1 J (Pseudomonas) N T 7 i AR S v
BEAIAT AR & SR B v, SRR DA AT 1
(Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron) Ny ¥, R i vh i) %' 7
18 [X I (Rosenbergiella nectarea) 5+ & , 1X L84
R (2 a3k 35 i R S B A Rt A2 i KA SR
F4Ai#(Zhao’%2016; Dong2%2019). AEHMIAS FFEALAL
W) B B O AT I 2 R DL SO BRIE W18 5 D
T AN [F] AT e S BN R A AR ) 2 e e R 4R
HIR R 2 —

3.2 R PR E S

Liang %5 (2019)#ff 5T 2 (Pyrus serotina). % %j
T (Prunus armeniaca) M7= (P. avium) B W B 41 #
KIENIEH MBI LTEETT. JERERET ],
FUZL T | ] (Actinobacteria) . A [ ] (Bacteroidetes).
4 7 '] (Cyanobacteria). %X BE B |] (Tenericutes) Fll
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Table 1 Dominant genera in phyllosphere microorganisms of vegetables

AN

fii R

S 23R

R 1 B @ (Pseudomonas)

WAt B J& (Enterobacter)

3% (Brassica rapa var. glabra).
/_IE%(Lactuca sativa var. ramosa)-
W S (Spinacia oleracea) K.
(Glycine max) Zhh

F2E. AR, o

MillerZ:2019; Rastogi
£%2012; Lopez-Velasco
2£2013; Delmotte%
2009; Dong%52019
MillerZ:2019; Rastogi

T FF )@ (Anthrobacter) (3%
FUATF I (Lactobacillus) SE4
X2 B (Pantoea agglomerans) M3
B b (Moraxella) 3
S B B (Mycobacterium) He3g
IR FaEE BE(Sporobolomyces roseus) HE3g
¥ 705 )& (Cladosporium) 3
LEHUFT B (Bacillus) .

EHE AT 18 (Sphingomonas)

AENFFH & (Acinetobacter)
Z AT B (Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron)
B IRAFAG $i B (Rosenbergiella nectarea)

FA(H) K

HACRA i
FACRA T
HACRED)

2£7012; DongZ42019
Miller%52019
Miller4$2019
RastogiZ£2012
RastogiZ£2012
Rastogi%$2012
Rastogi%5$2012
RastogiZ2012

F it Rastogi%2012;

Dong%£2019
Dong%52019;
Delmotte%$2009
DongZ£2019
DongZ5:2019
Dong#52019

555 BRI - #4 5 ] (Deinococcus-Thermus) . #2771
Z& 7 R BRI LA A o

R T FAR BRI A P R 9 22 SR R AE 51K
I REm IR B L, a0 T A {8 M 18 (Pseudomonas
syringae) MK 3 K B (Erwinia) & 5 W 095 5 40
(Lindow 1 Brandl 2003; Cui%$2021). R+ 5 I
19975 Ji B B 0 % 78 56 (Colletotrichum), 1] 5| EAH
Wi(Citrus reticulata) JR I I B B AL Ry 78 2 bl
PRI AL 3% (Marques%5:2013).  FR95 JR B 4b, 76 SR
BT — L B B, Caicedo®:(2016) AT I
Jr R o B 3RR IS i AR B A, $ARE T H0E B
TR IR AT 5 T k20 3 o Cui55(2021) %5 M
R (Malus pumila)'Fr4 B 172 H & (Pantoea) FE
BB R A S RS RSk B, AT RO R,
BEAC K K 2. I — et bR A4 5 J sk
P T B VR A %, WAL 218k ] W (Fusarium lat-
eritium) AR A5 #% 70 5 (A lternaria) ¥ BEWS A A 175
H RN MK TR )G W& ' T s, i b A

I 5 B 2H R A I 22 e It A T e S A
7% R R A K (HE F152020).

SR ALE AN [ B 2B B B A D A7 A 22
DASE SN ) 9 AECR b, S SRR 4 1) PR
ARV E Y B A SRS R G . ERUAE A
b, SERAE W L A T, B S S R,
HEIREIE L . AR KR, RSnRH 22K
TP A B (T R A P L ) A k2>, T 2 R A
TR [ 3 22 TR R (Micrococcus) 1120 T 14 Jm (5K PR 55
1996; Martins“52012). A B 24 58] 2 5 Sz 3 1 8%
RERHCERUD, F 2R AR RE(TR R A8 552016),
W6 7 26 P, SR SR K HNE 2 S B IR N, A
fa Vi ¥ B J& (Hanseniaspora). M%7 % £} J& (Met-
schnikowia) %5 55 K T B TE RG22, % 5 R AefE
2 R AR, (AT 5] D RS R ) JR SR A A A
N S5 8 B AT 14 & (A cetobacter) i 2 14 N, B 4% 1
25 W) I 52 0 ) 25 1) o B (Martins 5:2012; Chavan%g
2009). X EHTE E AR B BB T PR
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Table 2 Dominant genera in phyllosphere microorganisms of fruit trees

PLABE T 2R S SCHik
R #9108 (Pseudomonas) SR (Malus pumila). H7%] 5K JRZE1996; MartinsZ£2012
WAt 5 J&é (Enterobacter) SR 5K RE51996
1 % J& (Cladosporium) S 7K REE1996
HEAS & (Alternaria) SER . W (Citrus reticulata) 5K R251996; F' 7k 22242005
5 % J@ (Penicillium) SER. MG K KE1996; 7K 24452005
Bl 22 14 J& (Streptomyces) SR 5K IRZE1996
M 5 8 (Aureobasidium) R R Bokulich%52014; 3K K4:1996
VRS I B (Erwinia) SEHRL A Cui%$2021; Lindowf/1Brandl 2003
RN f1 55 (Davidiella tassiana) k) BokulichZ:2014
WERTE J& (Micrococcus) ik Martins2£2012
AT 8 (Bacillus) k] Martins%2012
FAF I (Lactobacillus) k] Martins%42012
#4111 )& (Colletotrichum) FHA %7K 22552005
ik ) JE (Fusarium) A %K 22452005

AR R, AR A P R B T I AR i
FEAEF, T30 A2 4 (1) 435 3t O I 3 SR 5 A 3 )5 1
i Jo o

3.3 HRPIHBRED

AR P BTl AR A P B R S 2R I SR B A
10 21N N A A A SRR I ' o e 1S AP (S s
KT, Zp8 P9 A2 H e DA% ff 1S 16 H (Pleospora-
les). [A] B& 5% H (Diaporthales). /N A7 H (Glomerel-
lales). PAIFEE H (Hypocreales) 7% £ i H (Xylaria-
les) N F; WA EE LLAER E H (Micrococcales). %
AT 1% H (Bacillales). fH 5 2E /K48 [ B H (Burkhol-
deriales) A 32 (Xie%52020).

AW BR AR P 93 A B L ZVRE v, Windg
(2018) & B 7= B BK )i 1 (Guignardia mangiferae) #
/NN JE (Glomerella) /& 25 2H 2R 4REAG 11 9 AR L,
e R Bz e 25 5 53 B 3 I B (Colle-
totrichum gloeosporioides f. sp. camelliae). FRMEZT
S5(2006) A B AR 25 - rh A0 T BE SR TR
LB AL, BER I R ARG T, N A A R
B>, WA B IRETIE 2 o ZE0N e BRA
AW AT S2 I, Ui DL BH (2008) & LA A I P AR LA
HI4r BRAE3 H . SH M A &m, mAETH B,
Yan%§(2018) 28 45 7 A i B2 ] 73 B9 R AE 44 3

B, B3 s R, G FEE Z= 1 A2k,
2 2D K2 & (Herbaspirillum) N+, FKZ=DLH
F B JE (Methylobacterium) N+, H —J& %A 42
HEYEK R

AW AE AR 72 1) 5 i BRAE 0 AE AR AR HLAE
Mo ZeMEE &1 LA 3R K & T ER N (epigallo-
catechin gallate, EGCG)/J& Z W 7 ¢ AR U, 2
% B I s Ak A ) B VR AH AR 1 LK B D) (Xu SE
2021). ZEAR PN A BT Wi ) )52 5% J& (Diaporthe) B %A
H()- LA = (-)-R LA 2= I CAL: B A3 B A R )
3,4 X R HE B R AT A W) (A gustadF2005) . Sun%E
(2019) A\ Z R I 7 73 5 1) bk 5 AT B (Rhodanobacte-
raceae luteibacter)§er= L X E R, AR & 2 HF
AHEERFENAFEORALER. Xu2022)Kk
PR rh 2 B R 1 B ) 22 St 2 M L B A A P )
MRS PRt — B i BriE Y S W Z
FEAER, 7T LSS = e i iR T i 2%
3.4 HAEIPHHIRHED

2y R O A RS RSy, TR IT
T 17 5 93 5L A R A8 1) B 1A 49 (R 0 B A4 3
2020). it 55K BHALAT (Fucommia ulmoides). 45 A
(Atractylodes lancea)F1 47 fitt(Dendrobium nobile) 3t
B R0 B N B 1 R (Alternaria) R Hk 16 1 &
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(Fusarium), J:A4 FIAE 3 N A1 N 2 1A H & (Ba-
cillus; BXFFZ5E2016; 5 252020; F 20 FH%£2021),
043 24 FHAEA) (00 P9 2B 1R e 7= AR A v 245 AR (i AR
WY, A S h 2B R &R A B A PUEAE
FH B8 A2 % (Stierle 25 1993), =44 (Camptotheca ac-
uminata) % 52 F IR 5L J& (Rhizopycnis) R r= 4= B
AR iR v 1 1 A Bl 2R 55 2009) . I8 2 Fh
N AW BEAMEIURE . (RAEKEER, a0
RKIFTRo
3.5 TEFFH R BRI

T B bR B LR R 22 B & (Candida)
4t 70 W 55 & (Wickerhamomyces) B2 ¥R J& (Cryp-
tococcus), M BRN B B35 (B B 1 @ A S B 8
(Groenewald%$:2011). {EA [\ 45 44 H 1 Gl A= ) 22
U, TEIE A BE Bk = KR, ER SN A
L E i (NgugifllScherm 2006). 1677 i LATH T
W RN, MR T Z N THRE, L FAFEL
RICEH, Tl Va5 i 18 2 1 4H R A BT &, AT
SCMIAE K3 (de VegafiiHerrera 2013).

AETT HH RO 35 it B A= 4 i A 2 77 F P88 1T
A2 4k . Osono (2008) & Fi 1L 45 1¢.(Camellia japonica)
R A B AR RS A i %, 8 H /b, 2
VIMFEREEAAERNFENZR. NEELFEHEMN
5HBNRAE2 B m, K= B A it
ZALTHE N, a0 A H %5 J& (Cladosporium) 152 H 5%
%, HEEM R RIM R E N £ .

TSI AR E B MR RE /1. (RAEKRE I
BRE T, W KA EH P (Paeonia ludlowii)Z: M-t
)5 25 14 (Streptomycetaceae) 1 & (Lilium brownii
var. viridulum)BR 25 F 12 1 4 7] B8 (Fusarium ox-
ysporum) 55 354G $0 B e ) (T 35 5520115 o 3k <5
2012). R (2009)7E % 1t.(Chrysanthemum
morifolium) 257173 55 H B 13 2 46 A K 119 6 26 78
J& (Botrytis) FERE 7% # (Chaetomium globosum).
3.6 /h&5

R EFTIR, A A e ZAE A A 3 e PR AE
TAAEZ S, WA, 20, RIS, M0 EK
BOAMR = ) 22 et onh FL2H R AR S . A
W &, 2 AEY) bR 4w AE 17K E DL S BE
BRI TE T TN E, JBKE LU RS . %

FF TR s A0 I R R i O L P B L TR B
PN RRETNE, J8ART BRI E .
R MR, FER. HEREOVHE L.
MR CEY) 5 I 2R R EE, 2 E A
g, B2 2 MR R s = A sl 5421, 5
FeoN T HE B A . dnie B 3 AN AT 1 7 2
el Z R T 2 L AR, i S SR IR A 78 A2 A
Yot B, — O R 35 (E AR AT RE S 1E A R W
KMo BITE T A (R M B AN R S R 2 T 2
A& L R . B R B R E
AR 2 R, A o AR P 8 R 5 D' R R T i AR
A R B o B R B T DA BERE A A, FEAR
bt N 7 & (Takeuchi&$1995) . I Br £ Al
ZHEDM AR SRR R, — R E I
TR m A A B R

4 DEMRE

el A A B A R TR BT AL AR,
HA RS A 52 T YA E ) EAR )
SO BRI SR [ A, G0 AR
ek FEPUEYIR IR R prid
PESE, B2 N AR B RE AR S A AR R A
Y. "NKIBE T £ EE DGR IR FIHA
i B 7 AR R AR A A A b, TR
B A= P BT A AR 2 HERE A S A= il
IRARKI T 72—, (B H BT SRS A 76 %,
R 22 N 2B T TS 1 A e LSS R, AEARARE
FEA ] B A AR AL S, AT T SO ACH = 2,
25 2 Ja R R SR IR 3, B Tl A A2 P I — 5
PR, PR AT R AR R A AL 2 B IR AR R A
7153 o

I ol A 20 R0 Bl 25 AR 1) LA ML A 5 AR R
W . Bl (5 . MINTS Iz Hi i
PRI CAD I HE X 7T B 5 A8 42 1) W B il 26 ) 22 4
PEAT R, 3& A PRI AT A T A Y 4 FE (Chen
££2020). WAEVIZ A AF A AR, WK AES
PR HH SR PR A PR OB IR 2145 5 AN 2
A, R R T RE P Bl E A R 5 e —
A Y RE A R E S S AR
oy SRHESE AR FH ML, R R AE AT BE M 7T 7KT
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WA 2 FE i, T BE I8 I AR W R AR A
AR AE B RE . TS 2, W] 4 B 22 Bk
VI RE, FER LR B e 2 A e s, P
VR () 7= 5 R T A AT 7 el A A ok B A A P 1
HEJ ],
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