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A< I A= R 45 HoAth A= 3%, U Chroococus | Gleocapsa
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B HRECE D RUE RS 5 BSCIE L, 2 5 BSCIE
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SR T B X BSC B AR SR W5 K R M-
crocoleus J& WP H WLAN M. vaginatus Fl M. steen-
strupii X} i BE BT AN [R] iR 38 N 1, R B i BB vh
M. vaginatus ¥ %F = FEE &, 1T M. steenstrupii 75
ez O PR oh R AR A R H A ARk
BN 2 50 A, &3k i H th 1Y Scytonema 1 Nostoc
JE MG H ) Phormidium sp. ) 1Z R T /K 5332
il 24 B AR R XY AR P RO AR b Y A
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sp. i UL I BSC v, dni b BSC, BH 2 11 2 iy Jit
F1A) FEBE A Z b VD550 AN [ i 358 5% 7K 3 114 i iy
A5 B B ASIE] , 4l Fernandes 45 W98 & #1L, Scyto-
nema sp. X [ K B HBUR, 1 M. vaginatus XF T 52001
I 8 77 HE B, DA A A S AE AN [R5 X B 45 AT
WrEe BSC iy FE AR BLILE 1.

2 AE
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FLYD I BA] & 5 VD35 R Y R 5 1052 (Karoo
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nobacteria) . # 4l i '] (Cyanobacteria) . 4% & 1 ']
(Proteobacteria) . J& B [# | ] (Firmicutes) | 2§ 25 [ ]
(Chloroflexi) . A ¥ % '] (Bacteroidetes) | fig #T B ]
(Acidobacteria) Pt & ] ( Verrucomicrobia) | 2f .
M2 7 1] (Gemmatimonadetes ) | 77 %% [# [ ] (Planctomy-
cetes) . 2% H 1 ] (Armatimonadetes ) F1-57 & BR [& -4
U ] (Deinococcus-Thermus ) # iiE 5% & BSC 4l &
eI Th A DLER 1T

TE W 45 R A AR DL 3 o PR e X 38, 288
FETR T B T 1) R0 R T B 1 2 o DL g 4 i
DAt A Ry 3 0% BSC 4 T v b, 28 JE AT IR 1] ik
BT VAT T T R E 2R PL 3Rl e BE 25 35 9
Hrvb ey B 2 Nagy 257 Gundlapally 2543 51| 7E
RGPV FF S $r 2 i J5 1 B 58 v & 3L, Alpha
I AT 1 (Alpha-Proteobacteria ) Flil £& T4 & U5 34 &
I"], Alpha Z8 JE AT & H i) Sphingomonadales H #1 Rhi-
zobiales H & i EE L HE . MAEEEE L HE D
45 B RIS AR T BRAT I T TRV AT I
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Table 1 The distribution of dominant cyanobacteria in biocrusts of different

bioclimatic regions ("—" in the table represents no report at present)

R AKX
Hree sE Wi g
ML Microcoleus vaginatus M M. steenstrupii Microcoleus vaginatus , Microcoleus Microcoleus vaginatus, M. steenstrupii, Lep-
(BF 11 22 w3 JEL R FE TR LA ) steenstrupii, Chroococcidiopsis, Nos- tolyngbya spp. il Phormidium spp. (% (045
Synechococcales (Leptolyngbya antarcti-  toc, Scytonema (Y7 /RBEE T FHPENY  [2); M. vaginatus, M. steenstrupii, Nostoc
ca) Microcoleus , Mastigocladopsis, Wilmot-  spp. , Fll Seytonema spp. (R {45 7) (73 FLFLYD
Oscillatoriales, Nostocales, Gloeobacte- tia, Chroococcidiopsis (JEH HLb ! O Chroococcidiopsis sp., Pseudanbaena
rales, Chroococcidiopsidales(Jt#% i Pe-  Microcoleus, Tolypothrix, Wilmottia, spp., Phormidium spp., Leptolyngbya spp.,
tunia 7)) Scytonema (e A R AV Microcoleus paludosus, Fll Nostoc spp. (HHKAR
Microcoleus , Vaginatus, Chroococcidi- — VP¥9)"; Synechococcophycidae, Oscillatori-
opsis, M. steenstrupii, Leptolyngbya, ophycideae, Nostocophycidae (B34 b
Scytonema , Tolypothrix Fl Nostoc (Rt #50); Microcoleus like, Leptolyngbya, Ch-
F I 2 f ) roococcidiopsis , Nostoc, Scytonema,
Trichocoleus (W 36 J 1P 101!
K2t Synechococcales, Oscillatoriales (Phor- Microcoleus vaginatus , Microcoleus Oscillatoriales (Microcoleus , Lyngbya, Phor-
3 midium sp. ), Nostocales, Chroococcidi-  steenstrupii, Chroococcidiopsis, Nos- midium , Oscillatoria)f1 Nostocales (Nostoc,
opsidales, Gloeobacterales, Chroococ- toc, Scytonema (W /RIEE I FFIPEOY  Scytonema, Tolypothrix) (ZFFIH )
cales (AL 1 Petunia 7)™
- Synechococcales (Leptolyngbya sp. Fll Microcoleus vaginatus, Microcoleus Scytonema Fll Microcoleus steenstrupii (R
K&E K Leptolyngbya antarctica), Oscillatoria- steenstrupii, Chroococcidiopsis, Nos- FLYPEOT: Chroococcidiopsis, Pseudoana-
les, Nostocales, Gloeobacterales, Ch- toc, Scytonema (E;Kﬂfﬁﬁfﬁ‘?’/"@:‘:)m baena, Phormidium, Leptolyngbya, Micro-
roococcidiopsidales (ALH% ) Petunia 7)) coleus Tl Nostoc (AE G- 10 80)>)
HbAC - Pseudanabaenaceae (filamentous species Nostocales (Scytonema and Nostoc)Fll —
#EL, without heterocytes)fil Nostoc (heterocy-  Pseudanabaenaceae (PG 3 735 55 447>
tous) (JLH% & A 1) bR
Microcoleus vaginatus, Microcoleus
steenstrupii, Chroococcidiopsis #1 Scyto-
nema (T /R PEE A VD7)
Microcoleus, Mastigocladopsis, Wilmot-
tia, uncultured Nostocales, uncul-
tured_Coleofasciculaceae, Nostoc (4%
T,
Microcoleus , Mastigocladopsis, Tolypo-
thrix, Wilmottia, Phormidium , uncul-
tured_Nostocales (5 F# ZE Hvb 75
wegk )y — Microcoleus, Mastigocladopsis, Wilmot- —

tia, uncultured_Coleofasciculaceae, un-

cultured_Nostocales, Nostoc (4% LD

BT

Microcoleus, Wilmottia, Mastigocladop-
sis, Tolypothrix, uncultured Nosto-

cales, uncultured_Coleofasciculaceae (¢

SO IR
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1R R EAP Y, fungi) AL A () B, BSC AR dh A= i B 44k T

SRINT, BT HbFRA7 B SR S PR 2 4 e s
PESERYSENR , LR A BERE TS b A0 SR 0 7 A REAE S
FERE 2 BEAFAE R R 25 57, E an e A5 I A9 49 K AR VD 5
f4 1 e ¥b [ (Kahani dune) T8 B BF 58 % 30, il S,
Hb35F & (habitat—filtration ) J& 52 W Vb I 40 TR R 7% 240 2%
(P R R TEAE B 7 DR 34 0 70 Fe e (RPT
BB R FNCHS) AR TR AT B AR R E A 42% T+ &
49% , MAEYD Fela] A= B v, e 4 AR B2 51%.
ERISTAT ] JREERT] Loy A8 BT AT B AR XS B2
AV Fr TH S 2 0 e (] 22 B oD R 3, i BR AT B )
F B =72 T AT 1 0] 52 B v A R 5% T A s A T
FE TS [R]85 7 91 () BSC Hp > JEBE T ] 7F JC BSC
1) 3ic V5 ¢ )2 4 18 v A 6 3 B i ), B BSC 114
B, HAAXTE W TR, WA DA T e o
AR 2 B d g, BSC R i f b i i R R BRIz
Hh R TETT SR S ] RRFFEE T 2R
MG 1) AT TR T PR T ] P GCRR D R A R BK
P - PR IRT 1T B 2 BSC R T8 B AT R AR 3= B
W RN AR A, R R R — H X[ —
ARV LE Bz vy, LCANAS [R) Fofr %) b A 235 Bz v 248 T 28 B
AIREt S A R KA,

41 TR FF V% 7E BSC fil ZUG Phad B2 b & ¥ B AR
FH, B0, Zhao 55 7€ 1 4% HL VD IR AR B9 2% BSC i
F 5% 2 AN B TFE 75 1) B O 24 1) A 32k PR 2 BSC
IUIRESL ) AR (7 B 84.78% ) , 16 HH
2 5 HRAG R 1R 56 Tl e 3 P 3 R VR T 40 TR T
i L, 40 A G AT RE LA 5 BSC &G R Ty RE L [H]
SRR 95.12%, £ B BSC S 4= M) 2 3 32 224N
WREIEAE R IR TIRE ™ o 76 B A% B VD5 7 ma 2% 1) F
FEI K IR WE AN 1T BSC FP B4 3 [ AU A
M 78 36 [E B2 i £ 5 )5 FE18E BSC Hh AR T2 T 1 [
RAEM B RFTRETT , 2 A 20 R Ry 2 E AV E R &
BLPFR T AR T T B U B 2 P [ BRGBE E 4 R R
A< gk B A AU PE TG B2 R kA, BSC
I TR B VR B AR 25 ¥ 5 SRR R R N 3R 4y e
EAHRR R, 5 pH 2 AUAHC R, UL 41 A
BV T RESE I 25 BSC R R E . PR Fhan
B TE A BRAS [A) S A [X & BSC H &A1 R B Be ) &=

3 EHE
BSC 1 FL B 43 R A A4 (9 BT (free-living

WEE A S, BTS2 T 7E T R HbIX
XL FLTH 7E A5 BSC FIAH ) 2 8] (1) 552 43 28 4 v 2
HOREAE ] X RR Ry BB MBS ik iy
TR Q00 A L B 4 A T 7 M A N B AR - ) A
P R HATC R IKZ 1 800 Fhb A EL I . K
22 B0 A L DA OO 2 (R A b ECRR A ) HAT &
JE AR R S L AT R R T 22 B, B 28 U
PEZEAE . AR AR B RS A T R
(Ascomycota) ™ . T 4& I '] 19 A1 R A& (Endocar-
pon) 11K )E (Verrucaria) F1F 1+ 4< J& (Rinodina)
A BRI A EL TR A8 | AR BT AR 4 R Y
Gy AR R BE AR S, TR | pH (R B 7 55
BRI 2R R EE R R A ENA
IR, b5 19 U8 7% W) 7T RE i 3k 2% v R 5 T )
(5 I ) X b AR B P A A T EAR ) A
o E G5 - R E PR AIE ) 5 T A AR T, DA X
b A B 118 43 A R0 R S B AR

1241k, BSC W iy LI E 250 A T 1]
(Ascomycota) . 1 ['] (Basidiomycota) . ¥ 5 &
I'1(Zygomycota) . E%%[ ] (Mucoromycota) Fl4F [ [ ]
(Chytridiomycota) 5 /> L3 [ 77, Horh 4 6 ]
J& BSC Y FEEPLHAELR], B % M b 7e
BSC AR B R R AR, 722 ] R AR A 8 B
4. Ascomycota []H1H UL4X J& H {14E Dothideomy-
cetes 44 (Botryosphaeriales ,Capnodiales . Dothideales .
Pleosporales H ) , Eurotiomycetes 24X ( Chaetothyriales .
Eurotiales , Onygenales , Verrucariales H ) , Lecanoro-
mycetes 24X (Lecanorales H ) , Leotiomycetes 24 (Helo-
tiales . Rhytismatales , Thelebolales H ) , Pezizomyce-
tes 24X (Pezizales H ) , Saccharomycetes 4% ( Saccharo-
mycetales H ) Fll Sordariomycetes 44 (Coniochaetales .
Hypocreales . Microascales , Sordariales , Trichosphaer-
iales H) , F#EE ] Ay Dothideomycetes,, Eurotio-
mycetes F Lecanoromycetes 7F 4= ¥k BSC H #5211 3
S

ELIA ZAEVERE BSC RYAFE I8 FI S AL A2 Ak , 723
B, BE 2 R TR A e T
1% HLSE B BSC h A BLE WV L 275 )&, or )&
3T TR T TRAE T, H
BSC HL I T 74 2H 1235 g I by 38467 e R 2 ) i A
B A . BSCHE & feh , B BVETE 1K F B
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Table 2 The distribution of dominant bacteria in biocrusts of different bioclimatic

regions ("—" in the table represents no report at present)

B AKX
[f1d= JER Vst i
FE45¥E  Actinobacteria, B-Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria, Proteobacteria, Firmicutes,  Rhizobiales (phylum Proteobacteria), Ch-
2k Bacteriodetes, Low-GC Gram-posi- Chloroflexi, Acidobacteria, Cyanobacteria, roococcales, Nostocophycideae (Cyanobacte-
tives (Bacilli), a-Proteobacteria, Ac-  Gemmatimonadetes, Bacteroidetes (#5#%H.  ria) (F§{)"*"; Cyanobacteria, Alphaproteobac-
idobacteria il Thermomicrobiales (B ¥0i#)*); Cyanobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Pro-  teria, Bacteroidetes, Chloroflexi, Actinobacte-
B i1 Z2 i SR I FE B A Al )™ teobacteria, unclassified bacteria, Actinobac- ria, Acidobacteria (Fi[*2")"; Cyanobacteria,
teria (7 R FEE A HERPEO ) Leptolyngbya Proteobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Acidobacteria
(Cyanobacteria), Rubrobacter, Solirubrobac- (&M =5 77514
ter, Geodermatophilus (Actinomycetes) (3%
ST
M4 %5 Actinobacteria, Proteobacteria, Acido- Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria, Chloroflexi, Acidobacteriales (phylum Acidobacteria), Rho-
Jz bacteria, Firmicutes, Armatimonade- Cyanobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Planctomyce-  dospirillales (Proteobacteria), Actinomycetales
tes Cyanobacteria, Bacteroidetes Fll tes, Acidobacteria, Armatimonadetes (544  (Actinobacteria) il unclassified Proteobacteria
Planctomycetes ( Fg MM KR4t Z F)V. BB, Cyanobacteria, Proteobacteria,  (Vi#)"“"); Cyanobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Ac-
) Bacteroidetes, unclassified bacteria, Acido-  idobacteria, Alphaproteobacteria, Actinobacte-
bacteria, Actinobacteria, Verrucomicrobia ria, Chloroflexi (i )%
(R BEA o R0 0, Proteobacteria, Ac-
tinobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Acidobacteria,
Cyanobacteria and Verrucomicrobia (P4 3f 7
B b uney
- — Nostocales, Chroococcidiopsaceae, Coleo- Cyanobacteria (Scytonema and Microcoleus
WKLE fasciculaceae (Cyanobacteria) (& T 94V steenstrupii), Proteobacteria (B-Proteobacte-
1551 ria), Actinobacteria, Bacteriodetes, 11 Chloro-
flexi (RHHIVPEDET; Cyanobacteria, Proteo-
bacteria, Bacteroidetes, Chloroflexi, Armati-
monadetes (FEMH V)] Bacteroidetes, Pro-
teobacteria, Actinobacteria, Cyanobacteria, Ac-
idobacteria, Chloroflexi, Verrucomicrobiafl
Planctomycetes (EMIREVPED
Hif<—  Cyanobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Proteo- Actinobacteria, Proteobacteria, Chloroflexi, Cyanobacteria, Proteobacteria, Bacteroidetes,
#E4E 17 bacteria, Actinobacteria, Chloroflexi, Cyanobacteria, Acidobacteria, Firmicutes, Actinobacteria fll Acidobacteria (%7 FU FL VDI
Acidobacteria (3¢ [E 4 E KA FE)"; Bacteroidetes (4% HL YD)+ Actopan il Atexcac i1 [X)I*"
Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Proteo-
bacteria, Cyanobacteria, Firmicutes,
Verrucomicrobia, Acidobacteria,
Chloroflexi (3 [ PG 11 ] FE55)2,;
Cyanobacteria, Actinobacteria, Bacte-
riodetes, Chloroflexi Fl Proteobacteria
(B 7 22 w8 i i) FE 3B
wELE . — Proteobacteria, Bacteroidetes, unclassified Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria, Acidobacteria,

bacteria, Actinobacteria, Cyanobacteria, Ac-
idobacteria, Verrucomicrobia (i /R B i 4%
Vi) Bacteroidetes, Acidobacteria Fl Pro-
teobacteria (758 P H#f 543l WV 111 k)™ ; Acido-
bacteria, Proteobacteria, Chloroflexi, Actino-

bacteria (% + 7 J50)

Chloroflexi, Bacteroidetes, Cyanobacteria,
Deinococcus-Thermus, Planctomycetes (B
%W)‘?ﬁ)m]; Bacteroidetes, Proteobacteria, Ac-
tinobacteria, Cyanobacteria, Acidobacteria,
Chloroflexi, Verrucomicrobia fll Planctomyce-
tes CIRMH-F< 15380
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(R ) ol A AR A AN 3, Rt v 5 B TR X =
1%, BSC H 7438 TR [ B AF X 32 P8 d5 5, AN [ 3 25 o
Bt 60%. LA 4 H FEAE BSC 8 & i # R
SEREIN, BETE o Z RS0 BT FIAZ M 1R RNA 19 1TS X
JE 1t PCR 45 5 W 7 Ho 4 b 22 B A4 9 o 359 i
BSC JH 5 B B )4 1E T 4522 3 i 5 1078 Bl 2 5 1)
FE VDX, Abed 45 %F BSC E & FE V& W) R AL A 52
T, R B TR T T2 ] AT 1M
AR 1T, ELF-RER TR X 3 BE AR AR b AT BSC G

B2 2 A B T (AR 0 = B e 4 He AE BSC
TR . 384 R Ak bR T AR B P R R
FC VDU S B0/ a5 (1) At T 1) 2R AR A, At il IX X6 T
BSC B B V5 41 4540 i W 98 B R R B W Fh , 5
B 7E BSC HL I HEVE ', a0 i 11 ] BeJF A HAT 28kl
(1432 38 ) A, HCAE ARt v A 4 3 36 BA HiAE BSC
KB R B B B s PR BT LA BRI A2, B
TE A BRON [RS8 X K BSC Hh 4% A5 B B iy 22
I3 LR 3,

®3 FREVSEXBSCHEERRBFMHA B (REH —"KERBEKRLIKE)

Table 3 The distribution of dominant fungi in biocrusts of different bioclimatic

regions ("—" in the table represents no report at present)
B X
BB FEPE gl AR
gk Ascomycota, Sordariomyce- Ascomycota, unclassified_Fungi, Basidiomycota Ascomycota (Dothideomycetes, Euro-
tes, Pezizomycetes Al Basidio-  Chytridiomycota Il Zygomycota (J#4 HL b 50)1*); tiomycetes), Basidiomycota Fl Chytrid-
mycota (B & $i £ = L) F& Dothideomycetes, Eurotiomycetes, Lecanoromyce-  iomycota (i =) %) Ascomycota (5
B Al tes (i JR LI RV 57 L R
HiA LG Ascomycota, Pezizomycetes, Ascomycota, no_rank Fungi, unclassified Fungi, Ascomycota (Dothideomycetes, Euro-
)5 Basidiomycota, Sordariomyce-  Basidiomycota, Chytridiomycota fll Zygomycota tiomycetes), Basidiomycota il Chytrid-
tes, Tremellomycetes £l Leotio- (&4 HL VM) Eurotiomycetes, Lecanoromycetes — iomycota (B )*%*); Ascomycota, Pe-
mycetes (BH H1 2 = I (1 9€ Hlunidentified Ascomycota (5 /RPEE A HFVPH) zizomycetes, Basidiomycota £l Eurotio-
B, Ay mycetes (77 FL FLVP 7)Y, Sordariomy-
cetes, Ascomycota, Lichinomycetes,
Pezizomycetes fil Basidiomycota (& it
ERUATSL
- — = Ascomycota, Sordariomycetes, Pezizo-
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A review on microbial community assembly in biological soil crusts

Bao Jingting'*?, Sun Jingyao’, Wang Jin’
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China)

Abstract: Biological soil crusts (also known as biocrusts) are the link structures between surface biotic compo-
nents and abiotic components in deserts. Biocrusts are not only the "hot spots" of biodiversity in deserts, but also
the "engineers" for the restoration of degraded ecosystems. The colonization of biocrusts not only can stabilize
the surface, affect soil hydrological process and play an important role in pedogenesis, but also can affect soil
carbon and nitrogen cycles in deserts. As microorganisms (cyanobacteria, bacteria, fungi, archaea, etc.) play
an important role in the formation and ecological function of biocrusts, this paper systematically summarized the
composition and community assembly of microorganisms in biocrusts in cold deserts, cool deserts and hot des-
erts, and clarified the main microbial species at different succession stages of biocrusts in different bioclimatic re-
gions at global scale. The existing problems were also discussed. Finally, the authors suggested to focus on mi-
crobial interactions and identify the key hub microbial species by co-occurrence ecological network analysis,
which will help select potential efficient inoculums for cultivating artificial biocrusts and promoting the restora-
tion of degraded ecosystems.

Key words: bioclimatic regions; biological soil crusts; microbial community assembly; global change



