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Abstract Bacterial biofilm ( BF) refers to the biological community formed through bacterial attachment and subse-
quent secretion accumulation on various surfaces, such as soil, rock, and plant rhizosphere. In natural habitats, mi-
croorganisms commonly adopt a biofilm lifestyle as an adaptive strategy to navigate through dynamic and intricate envi-
ronmental conditions. This paper mainly introduced the composition and formation process of bacterial biofilm, sorted
out the ecological function of bacterial biofilm, reviewed the interaction mechanism of multi-species biofilm, and pros-
pected the future research directions in this field. This article is expected to provide theoretical guidance for the appli-
cation of bacterial biofilm in agricultural production and environmental protection.
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REXF TR A S eDNA 7E 7K AE 240 B A 9 5 1L
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Fig.1  Diagram showing the formation process of bacterial biofilm



98 M £ W

2 x K 46 &

1.2 AEEMRHESIIRE

12,1 ERFREARGEAATE MELEY
JAE Sy B 227 RERSOR P AN B o 32 M B Ak 2 Ak
VI AN e AN R PR Y AR AR T —
PO AL A0 T AR B A P Ok 1 s s i T
W2 oK IR SRS R R 3 (Y HE T
RE), IRy 14 iR G A ) B A 22 R M LA ARG
Pt R VERT B C G ( Erwinia amylovora)) £ %)
WL P AFAE 20, AT 0 45 G LLOR 3P A )
HH R G 32 1 f L A R K
B AL TR S B A0, 3K 6 4 i T A s b R T
FUARRURAE S AT LR i A ) B 254, A
T 7 A R B8 52 W 470 A 2R 4 i A 0 I PN 1) 4
B, FET RS i i =2k EPS (1 B Sp ff pRf
( Pseudomonas protegens ) 5 7% T& B 1) A7 1 5 55 Y
PRV B ARAR T T 5 AR AR I A AR
AL ST BT B2 4 1) DR AP ik 2x 0 ] 2 F AR A7 3R
Wik 0B 3R A 1 B AL R A T A D A
503 AR A TR TR 0388 AR (8 38 5o A A S iz 3
WREBEAIE S 8, B S R AR T
TR PSS A B Y A0 R A T RS
AR M4 | LUGE W PR EE 224k

122 @mAADESARBREE WENEDIR
R B A A B S s b S8
PG G T 5 | S B IR 0 e IR S
TENRGE R LA AR ARG A DG
LR KA S B BN T U E IR A
SR AR, i3 AR AR R A I
BLY 65% 19 Bt N IR T 80% 11 240 T S e , Xob ol IR
SERFFSE TG T E R L R SO A T
B 7 2 T AR 9 2 11 I B i — 2 SRR TR Y
AR, R TR A AN D SRR A A W
by A R T P BTG S PR 0 3k — 2 iR s
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e RFSFEHAA WML DI RE R B A AR
BT M E SRS T T EE Y Pseudo-
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( Pseudomonas fluorescens) FAP2 FllHb A ZF {0 FT 5
( Bacillus licheniformis ) B642 L4 A= ¥y i 1) E X &
P, 7T DI 3k /I8 22 1l A A K DL RO B R
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I, R At Y — T 75 0 5 e, A SR - P A R
B I X TAR R i R A B T A
L3 SRR P S B A e B o A R
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PRAF ARSI RPN RE S . 7T R HHa R, 40
TR o I B HAC I R AR TE AN M Ah 7 AR R EPS,
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Y, IRARIE LI, it R, AW P WL
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JHRERE ) 5 AR YRR ROR B IEAH K

B2 SRR R & B ThEE R 72
Fig.2 Effect of biofilm formation on biological control function
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A Bacteria attach to the plant rhizosphere in the form of biofilms, competing for ecological niches with pathogens; B Interactions

among various beneficial bacterial genera leading to the formation of multi-species biofilms and inhibiting directly or indirectly the

growth of pathogenic bacteria
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Fig.3 Types of the interspecies interactions emerging in mixed species biofilms
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FISE R M EAE . Maes %5078 P & 56 0E T —
ARG HY G G R B B Y AR
( Pseudomonas putida ) V5T R ( Salmonella ja-
va) ZIAJAHEAE T, KB P. putida BESE I 1K
KRG S, java Y ERIE B, V2 AHY)
FPAI VI B3I 2R 58 (T6SS) 3 41k i Al B H:
MR bt WS RBL, 5 B Fh A W IRAH L, SRR
PA TR ( Pseudomonas aeruginosa) B T6SS Fl Psl
ISP Z2 MBI IE W e BE 5 5, AR IR B R A=
PR B L HC Al b T iR 9 A= R N P AT
£

TERA A EAE Rl b 52 4P A B O 3R
SOET R SRR, 24 A A W e A A A
AR B I 3K 58 4 ST AT DA K A AR A
FHY eI AL R i W VR SR RE RS AT AU
P AN AR AR T A i BER, + 3& E iE
VRN S Z 2 DR AR Y Parijs 45
S3HT T DM TR AR B 0 A W BREAEAS ) 45 2R WoR
FORTEGHEA AR FHTER ] 5 32 A7 B2
R Z YR A R I 250, Ak, U BTl Y
SRR IR 73 i — 2 F Y IR R
Y 3R A5 ik 2e W) o T LA B 4% S SO R AR SE T
S AR AT — 2 B A0 3 5 4 D T e
W2, 3- T ZFE™ 2, 4-T LRI IR R =
(2,4-DAPG) " 4 B HUA W L &9, LAIS
S A B H Y
23 HMHEEEAR

H AT AR Z B s iA 1 A W REN #5 R
] B Ep ) DA e e S VA AR ] (B 2 Rl e 2
[ AFAE— P B AT AR S ——h S A EAE
FAU AR T UM SE A MEAR AR, s
MEAERP KB, S, typhimurium 538 21
Y¢ W ( Listeria monocytogenes) |3 N 88 e i FTF
B ( Pectobacterium carotovorum ) 5 g 7K /< 5. Jifg
(Aeromonas hydrophila) FEIR /K ¥R 22 W) A ) i
TR A rh s R AR B AR ERUEY)
REF T, AT RE 2[RI N AR D A | 3 4 b S7 Ml B
YERT . RT3k SEAH EAE T, Sk W 7% T LD F
AT, FERUR KB R ST, B A
(Acidovorax ) FIZEAIFT 1 ( Bacillus) , Bacillus F1AS
¥ B (Acinetobacter ) , Bacillus FNILFT B ( Mi-
crobacterium ) YJFE I S I AE PRI LRE T, X

AIRE S S AR AR A O
24 BEERESH

Agustin 25158 53 WF 58 K B, 24 HGHE (I 22 %
( Candida tropicalis ) 1 5 2 2 ¥k W ( Candida
krusei ) fEAERT B ve 228K B ( Listeria innocua)
A 2P e 85 2 0 5 1T 24 £ 8% £ ( Rhodotorula mu-
cilaginosa) ML M 22 1 £ ( Candida kefyr ) A 7E
RITE LT, L. innocua WIARIOEGE B &/, 45
C. tropicalis 15 FEIY | L. monocytogenes B 41 %K
A WD X eSS IR R TR Z 8]
[ R . 2 WFh 2 (8] m] RE W] AEAE 5 1F
MFEPAEN, TEIRS WM ARV, L i
FEPELEAR KRR L b 520 45 I ) 1 45 5 4 P AH HAE
FH TR A I R T 25 T R 5Y
T WRAE IR A W AR BRI AT e S AR PR SR s
S IR AR TR A W Fh A R A
A EAE AR # 28 A B T HARR G Y Fh A9
JEE e (A EAE T DA Gk SEAH B AR HI XS LA 5
SER S L) A

3 R P A A A B A BT R AL

TE AR T IR G YR A Y I R 2540 5 T RE
i SRR A BRI E R, X SEAE A
VE IR W TE /Y 23 T Bk (AR e gy | 52 B 4t
A5 R R ESIE, I, 7 BN O ETR &
Aol A= g e 4 Ao ] ELAEAIL A
3.1 RBZRE

A= REAI A U Y L il AL SR A e o Al i
SAE T I IR B Ak R BIL 2, 0 48 T ) ol T ) S
ARFFEE IR AR A R AR R
(] G ARBER , T2 s 2 W R ZE B, Lin %50 BF 5%
KX IR Wi G ( Ralstonia insidiosa ) 14 “ ¥r 3%
TR — A, SRR Y SRR H A Y FOE
WA M % 40 G0 o 7 A 5RO i AR R, HE
BT RE 4 S BURE IS AR W A Y S IR ATK
FGE 7S A T 2 TR S R AR I TR
P Ak 4 E T 18 ( Chryseobacterium gleum. ) 1 22 I
A MY ( Sphingomonas paucimobilis ) M #E H 5 55
Ja A E DI REE RS Y AR TR
B RUEAE SPMX A9 AR MR i RE ) 15 9 1 24l
PR R L E AR E Y P R e 2 2R
FF# ( Paenibacillus amylolyticus ) iy F 5P Fi | ¥
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P. amylolyticus W HE T IR G, FEH) B K AL R E
FIFERERE Iy H2 R BB R FIE 28 1 38 e 2
22 A g R DA R A R AR
AR A v (8] 77 4 B B ) B B
N T VR R TR B ] (4 22 AR A A
A= W REE AN [) W A 22 T A A B A FH A — 1> S A
¥ A E T FE L R v 2 B A AN BT i Sels
AR RS TR L | W8 J 7 A TR 2k A8 Ak 4 T o
E— AR IFIT R TR A R A ) B A a0
A SR 22D B R =2 ) 1 B TR VR T AR
it Rl A A 5 a2 T 02 A 7 A D 1) B
AR IR
32 BHARN

LA, R IR 20 T 2 (R AA A A A
NG (quorum sensing, QS) ., HEMAEN LB
PRSI, 2 F8 A H B A 255 (A
I HIRN AR R A5 5 W B2 A2 Ak, 38 e i oy Xk
FrideA: Wb el SR A5 B A0, A Y Re S 7E
“REAOKE EAHE M 2 T A ) B HE T )
RELEA TR A —FPr sk R4 R G0 | 4 40 2%
FIRN AL eV e A AR AR A5 5 o PR EE T 2 —
SE SE, (E 2R TR I SRR 236 L AT g s
I ER R ENRINEIN R REE AR N SV W o)
FEA ) B AR T B DA R B R T AR W R O Y AT
R AN AR R R BR F E S T
FA5 N-ME AL & 22 Z R N TR (AHLs) . H 5 5 ik
(AIPs) \HATY 2 (AI-2) 45,

AW REE R 7 HE RS2 B QS B IR AR QS il
THF 503 F 4 EPS (1077 A DT SR A JB Ay
PEVOT BIRSE AR, ALPs (i 2R H e A H
SLE R ) W LA HE R 22 PE R TR AN 4 RO AT IR
( Bifidobacterium longum ) 3% i BR % ( Enterococcus
faecalis) FN R FLFT 1 ( Lactobacillus gasseri ) 2 [f]
BB TRAC I, R & B, B. longum WIAEFERT LI
EAEHR G YR AV A2 PRI, B B.
longum E. faecalis . 59 JE ¥ ¥T B ( Bacteroides ova-
tus) F1 L. gasseri ZH LR A PP A PRI B B
R AL2 PR AR AE R TE B, Laganen-
ka 5OV R T AL-2 7E E. faecalis T E. coli J& 1,
REAEVELBRPESWEZEN, K25 712
PEZ YR E YR B, B R B TR ( Pseudo-
monas aureofaciens ) TF AHLs fA7ER &1 kA4

MRS . AR MUK R AHLs
REIF AN T SR 4, T v < 19 AHLs R 102
BEIT AN BB A R A
3.3 RXIRF

T 240 T 1] SR A S B0 RLAY 4 i ) a U
AR EAE R 75 — A EE R SRR,
20 TR I8 5 S W R B A R D S o A
Pyt A B A R S AR A A R
BB IR o 1 3 B BEPR O 58 R TR (cross-feed-
ing) 1" PRI AE SURFRAR FLAE 0 43 2814
B BE (AR A2 g2 B 1) ik 2 X)) FIZ 5 5
VEAK PR A CREEAE TR AR B AR A rh ok
(G O AS ) N A LR AR B, DS
PSSR A P AR ) B A
X)) 28 SR« A (B 22 (8] B AH 32 4 A6 )
QR A AR, B 32
g, Sk ok A SOk B R 2 i REHE ;@
I GAERE XRSE A Sy B AR A AR R
FARNAS ; @X ] A A28 SUMESR . — X U5 #A F)
A AR B A

TRV Y K R AR AT B D3 22 [) Y 5 A AH LA
A48 X. retroflexus X} P. amylolyticus £ ) 3
B B2 6 R RO B e A B R R HE R TR
( Streptomyces sp.) FXJ1.4098 5 18 A= 4R 98
( Mesorhizobium sp.) BAC0120 2 [&] E. 4 Hr 7 i)
G ARG WK R, Streptomy-
ces sp. FXJ1.4098 237 A4 —Fh &) T4 HIIY Bk 2
PR —— Bk, G SR P Y PO BE B AL R FR 1
Mesorhizobium sp. BACO120 F| FH , M 11 # ] 5 &
K A B Streptomyces sp. FXJ1.4098 B H 9™
B RE 22 RO R I k2R AL 5 W, P B AR AT A Meso-
rhizobium sp. BAC0120 F| ], WK & J5 3 1 2E
£ Bacillus sp. BP-3 Fl Delfiia sp. DT-2 Z [i] £f
FEASXORSRAH EAE A, Bk DT-2 AL BP-3 Bl
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