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Understanding the influence of environmental

factors on plant-pathogen interactions
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YUAN Min-Hang, HU Shan, XIN Xiu-Fang*

(Center for Excellence in Molecular Plant Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shanghai 200032, China)

Abstract: Plants are in constant threat of attacks by pathogenic microorganisms during their life cycle, which could
lead to severe plant diseases and dampening of crop yield. The occurrence of plant diseases is determined by the
interactions among host plants, pathogens and environmental factors. Over the past decades, the molecular interplay

between plants and pathogens were extensively studied. In contrast, despite the profound influence of environmental
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factors on plant diseases, its mechanisms are just beginning to be elucidated. In particular, at the era of global

climate change, altered climate factors such as higher air temperature and atmospheric carbon dioxide

concentrations, precipitation patterns and elevated soil salinity not only directly affect plant growth but also severely

affect the interactions between plants and pathogens through complex mechanisms. Emerging research in this field

has shown that both abiotic and biotic environmental factors profoundly influence plant immune systems and

pathogen virulence strategies. This review summarizes the effects of different environmental factors on plant

diseases and their underlying mechanisms, providing scientific insights and guidance to future enhancement of plant

resilience under adverse environmental conditions.

Key words: environment condition; plant immunity; pathogen virulence; phytohormones
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MR, Mg ELGTrE. HR, BB NLR, SZHEREGE SR ARERL T, T3SS, NS WAL; CA, 77 XK;
IC, F433Clg: ICS1, 43 3CRG 1.
B2 SfEF A HEY R R RE SRR

amylovora) [F1 50 BEAG M s 4005 1 BR AR L [
(nitrate reductase) X 5 ALK nial/2 LI H T F L
JH AT 5 75 5 (9 NO (nitric oxide) & & %1% H HR %
FRAR AL U AN, A S EAR AR N
1% S CEPs (C-terminally encoded peptides) ) 7=4
iz et B LEE N = E S, FiES
FE 3 NRT L A M7 "™ Rzemieniewski 25 M %
Pl, CEPs 5134k CEPRI1/2 K RLK7 JL[A & 5
W TR T R R e s EAR N & AE R, fig22
V5 F RN EIT PTIL 0e LMY 58, 10X — MY 5@ A FH AR st
T CEPs L H. %24k, R CEPs nJRE2HBC R N 5
MASE RS — A EEA W, A, FiRkiEER,
FA SHEYIEAR N 254 R AR, RYLH) E. amylovora
Ip3 S B P IL 43 W R4 hrp FE TR R 5 BOEUR P
i gi [120, 121]D
42 WH5EYRE

W (P) th RAE KA E b T8 TR U R
Z—, TEY)F R R AL RR £ (i) AT
HEMAKEKE. RETEPN P SERS, HE

AR A R P PiAE 3 e A I R S R LI 1,
9 T IERL PRk Z AT, FEAEEA T & N ) Pi
YLk S N (phosphate starvation responses, PSRs), £,
FEOAR B PR IE K 5 PLYLIRAE S i 18 B A J i =%
TR R T s 5 U AR AR M AR PR ) it
FAE NESR CRAUEVEYD B ™=, AR 3 it FH g I 22 it
BRGS0 . 5 NSl BB Pi
(17K 1t 5 i A 4 5 95 D R 1) B4 1P il
3 & Pi Ak HE 2 B AR K A 1 e 92 B 480 e v HL A sk
KFE S R P s TARIR B Pi 2 PR AR PR T 5t
Pst DC3000 5 /K% # Botrytis cinerea W& 711, 1H
SR THRAE T JA R B IEAR TR AL XS Verticillium
dahliae W& 17 12512,

H A6 Pi i 428 48 ) e 95 1 BIL o) AT 90 38 /D
Khan 2 U R B, #FGIF. A5 005 S 7E AR P
FAFTFRREZ 1 JA ;1M Jaskolowski % ' L 7,
IS Pi 251 N A KA A0L B I B AR PSR ARAAK phol 3
I K B RO M i, X — i AR RO ABA K
FTh LA SOR B W AT R BT IR e s L,
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Pi ] DI ik 5 W R A0 3R 1 G s L 4 BRG] 4 R il A
M BURE . BRIk A, BEFLEANTE K I, PSRs
PR WSS Y RS RN . 5 E
i, 7€ 48 F§ JF F, PSRs I % 1 PHRI (phosphate
starvation response 1) }2 H: [7]J& PHL1 (PHR1 like 1)
B R 7 T . S TT ) phrl phhll ST
I EE B AR B R 58 B 6 Hyaloperonospora arabidopsidis
isolate Noco2 A1 Pst DC3000 frjrift ' PN, Wit
B, 7F PiLik1F~, PHRI H$# 5 RALF (rapid
alkalinization factor) J& Al f) 5 3 1 &5 & I Rl H &
ik, RALF Z JiKifid 1 52 {& FERONIA +4f; PRR %
WE AR %, ] PTL 4y U2 ge4t,
He % "R B IF PHRI & A fit 5 JA @20
sk MYC2/3/4 HARTE A &, 524 IA
Wi 3 D] 1) S 3l 74 a s AT B RIS P SR AR TR Y
JA G, X EeZE LA R 7 PHR ZE B i 41 Pi
K-S R iE s P EEAEH . Al Z, £
Pi 78255, R BIRBRANEE ) MAMPs, 411 fig22,
AU RS ST PRR 5244 FLS2/BAKI 5 & 90L&
T R M 5 2 52 A4 BIK A PBL1 (PBS-like 1),
BIK1/PBL1 5 i& 1k 3% B 7€ 17 ) 6 1R #h #% 12t A
PHT1.4 H Rz Pi iEE, AT Pi IR,
HANETT phtl. 4 FAEAR K I HAC Pi &A1 N EHUR
[l 22 A Y, FE K RE v, PAMP &b 3 DL K RS 5 1 <
A B AR G 2 PR AISOK RS = oR M PR is B A
OsPT8 (phosphate transporter 8) [J#4 % /KF-, H. OsPT8
B R KRE ) PT R L R R  FI A pit: Y,

IeAh, ARFFIRGE, & P Ak T DU I
JRB ARSI, s ARG ae . B, Fm
TR AR T, HUSLR 7 BASY A1 PWL2 (1R
BRET R, BT A AR R s A 1,
43 %
4.3.1  BRESARAEY) G 1 50

B (Fe) fE N — M TEHE IR G R, X THY
9 IR B I AEAF AN BUR M B OCE L YR R
o WE Y R N RIS R
TELAD ) — ik B 52 SR, i Ik 53 400 s S8 A R G A
Y5 K ROS B K. BIWfE/ N - RESH
K399 (Blumeria graminis) ] HAELFE A, Fe¥r &7E
YN BE 5 AU R IR 5] ROS 1 & Y. TEKHE
S5 m  EEM R H, Fe* 5 ROS & 7EfE R
95 T PR AR G o A AR 81, A8 AKORE v v I AN IR ik
Aab P A W I8 9 20 B A S HE R R 2 5 ik 2
T a2 AMEAE = AR W) & A SC R R i 22

Sk $ s K R R R P P ROk, R
BRI 1Y 98 ROS 77 A= S5 1) R A8 B o JE ) 3%
I (Colletotrichum graminicola) ({1424 7, t4h,
AW FARE R R ek <2 5 i ETI 5/ 1) HR
AR, X534 AR IE R E TS (— g
AT & E, WO T2 A1 ROS T 350 A it Ak
WAE 4 o B R R B AR B ) AR B
FORIN, AKAEH E AR 5] R ) HR A2 2 2 fE bl
i ROS RLE MBS T 2% & &, JF Hilid
fit BRI 28 5 71 £ 8k i (deferoxamine, DFO) B /K
P Pr A AL 7 Fer-1 (ferrostatin-1) 7] DL i 35y /b 8k Al
ROS FFL 2, A48 i otk S84k 7= A= 1 T — 8% (MDA),
BETG ] ETI R FE A ) HR Jopg 7

F—J7H, WA FRIE S = R IR T A
PO A0k B 25 7 25 Bk i e 40l B T A A
A PTI Je %2, 40 ROS R PHIKRFAN R, *
BH R ) e 38 T i e ok ek 2D K B R MR S T R
ge U9 FEARESE T, Platre % MY R BURS KM
A flg22 fh 25 5 — e R L R e s Ak, IF
H fg22 kb P 2= FHUHE U FE I AR F kK- T,
X — i B T — AMEA 32 AR B SRF3 (strubbelig-
receptor family 3). HITHFFREW, HEEEMLT,
W7 fg22 il kA& 49 K 5~ BTSL1 A1 BTSL2
it — ANk = 15 5 7% 3 /N Ik ——IMAT (iron
man 1) (72 FZACFI R, M0 AR 0T 2k = (1)
M) o7 R 2 gk A s U, SR IR 4 SR R PR A T
R B2 B R, (R ES t ARE A 7E G 2 W) 97 A 55
Iy a1 P AL o

T EAEY )V 2 B AR A SR R A 2 52 3 iR B
R, S5 R AR, Erwinia
chrysanthemi &G ANE I v fa, S 5845 @k
() IRTI. FRO2 Fl AINRAMP3 3[R FRIEAEARHE I
R, T N T PR AR kA UYL R,
I [ B PT R AEME AR ThIB0OE — P A HE 38 B AR
155 (PR Z A5 5 ), R 7R A (0 2R i
s on M AN, AtFer] (BRERA ) HIFRIE
& E. chrysanthemi BG40 77 f5 g B, I B
0 MRS T8 iR TR R AR 1) s, I HL B A A (1)
Gu g U AL, e IR I INAL6S 12 Y
K AE 23 T KRG8k A A B OsFER2 1) 3R ik,
OsFER2 (1) 575 44 | {2 755 H B /1 [ HR 1 5 7™ B8 1)
BIRE, W7 OsFER2 25 7 Jo 53 14 AE im0 b J%
Yeid FE A 2R ROS MR IR AE Tl A2 U ik
FUR, X OSSR R A T 1 A kAR



530 BH: WS PR AR

ERVES

A YGSRAE A U e
4.3.2 BN A )

WEFE R I, V2299 S B PR st H B0 1
HEVEH, R E DR 2 R Os R, s
BREAN SRV O A (R AR DL AR AT Y )
FPY IR R 3 (T RIA 348 ) A 5 10 2k it 77 1,
SR, 975 R B AR B T E DASREUEK AL o AN T
o WAL, T AR B B 4 W I RN B
AvrRps4 515 IF 1 FIAE Ak BN 2R (1 BTS (Brutus)
AHEAEH, a8 A7 bBHLH115 F1 ILR3 (IAA-
leucine resistant 3) {85 /K F, MIAEHEERAE - F
JR A 2 ) () AR R A5 Jo i 4 i 17

B3 g TR B SP0E IR S 1 5
T

5 IKEFBREME

51 KEMREXEMRENF M
FEIEPOREIPIRE T TR WA, =
PR NE . R TR, B RRT TR BLAE K
R IE T, AEY) A8 L F SR I WRKY22 R 55
1 B 10 G B LIS, AT il e T A e ) R

PTI
response

Disease
resistance

BT AR I,  BEERT T ) )% B 2 1) 2 HIE
F, WA &N AP f1g22 v S 8 Ul B 5T PTI
e ST N S ) U Ak, R AR B R 2L D
Je ke, AR 25 A T RE A0 B A O AR R AR
(extensin) DL SA & RAH G 1) PAL JE R 500 (1) e 5%
Weami) NN, FE BT e U5 T, $E A AR 51 ETI
()% B Ja, R DL SR R 7 A SR A T 1 ROS
B UL e HR By gmd U2, ERgE R EIR, KK
BUVEAS BR8] 5t 55 5] TR, eI TR e
95 (RS2 M AT A A T SR N IR BIE 9T o
5.2 KEFELEXHIREAF

EKHEISFEF, Y50 R ER = 4 i
X T80 53 IR B R, AR I A AT DAY SR 5 R B
PE R B E P, W R AT B R (Pectobacterium
spp.)« it 50 (R J& (Dickeya spp.) FIEIEE N RC
IRH (Erwinia carotovora) [ 5K 12 34 & B (E Gl 4 2%
PRI R RIE KT 535 P, X L
JRBEEARN A P2, JUH R AE SRR A A AR 2528
TEW Sl T E W T . Pectobacterium J& 1) 5
JR B & SRR E R EEBUR R, ESEI S
T, W EEE R, R TR ERY R, SRR

T IRE K S AR e . ARR S F SR CEPs/ NIk & IR iz d &3t %6, CEPs5H %2 ACEPR1/2 X RLK 7}
FERER A IPTIM BL . HeAh, TEARE AT, HEWSAK PR ET &, (EEEYPEIG R, B KR SR R
(PSRs), HIGEHH R TPHRIALHEIIMYCsE (A EIHTAIE . PHRISEEMEHERALE/NK A, RALFIE HAZ/AFERONIA T
PRPRRZ AR AR MTER, MIHIHIPTISREE . BRI/KF5 F A Bl b 2 ) 1 S s o TR, MYilid IMA LMK
SR, MAg22/0 2> IMA B BEAR . RIS, BRILIRIE PT 8 2 30 HI A BB U R

E3 &, BS5HEFREZWENREZNS FHLH
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FUBLI) T B, ™ B F P AR Y siAh,
it 57 EQ T J& %5 FER I (Dickeya solani) {5 58 5% fF
N, HEERPREE S BR, XEERR ]S
ol L S JE R 1 O R T L e b,
U A 8 FE IR A AR AR AT e — 20 PR TS 5
SR, DT R 4 ey P R e 4 T B el
FEFE IR B AR e /K RGN, R A5 3 10 35 IR 3 %
R B R 20 I B A Tk ASRIIE SR R B,
HG A A FE R AR, 9 T AT AE B I R R A A
B 10, SR T 7K I e R AR T S e A T 2
AR IR A IR 09 A0 ik — 28 B

6 FTRES5HME

6.1 FESHpmExTTEMEENTI

FEABRARIE M EOL T, AR KA R A5 T
B ORI, K m) A )T R S8 kg
KA B E T R, IR A T B IR SR AL .
ERZHEAGOLT, T Fu a2 02 Y0 5w
/K8 A A B (Xanthomonas oryzae). 5% %
BEFL I (Streptomyces spp.)~ UFE T T BB S AT 14
E(J,f%% [160-162]0

WWE L T R el Eh a2 5 ABA FIfR
R, DR —Ed . ERZHIEN T, ABA
5 SA AR S, AT S EHEYE T R
i 360 28 W S A A ) O 1O, i o e T R
TEBHR R TR Pst DC3000 f5, T FALHE S5 SA 1)
A A B SR P, R H RO R A O,

IAh, WKL, £ RE A E N IKE
BB, A S g me B AR AR 2 PR AR AR A, FRONT
BIRE S (drought recovery-induced immunity,
DRII). AHKHRIE R N, M IH7E8EGE 1 DRIL 54
R o FOO T A B MR T R Y 5 7R ZHED S
FAR A RE R, BE TR ARG R B
Y5 ML 9% B (Rosellinia necatrix) ) #1190, ix
BERH TR, 5 B SR S T AR A S 2 e . R A
FAABLF- FE AN A2 ] B ) 4], PR 2 T 45 B8 B o
I EAE 5> T Bl .

7 ZEMR(COy)iriE

BE A AR E R, KA CO, IR A
EACLRA W T . ARBEYFSE, SR T
CO, IR LT HIMa A B AR K2 ko PR A,
R L CO, BEfe it SA & UK AF 5 5 3 Il
JA G, AEAGAE )RS R E IR A IR T AR

AT B DAL AL I B TMV RIS B U
RAL, T SRR IR AL TR U A A K TR R T
A S A SR SRR BE IR Ol & 1 P IS5 1) T
%iﬂ [167,168]a

TERLR IR, TEA IR CO, ¥ 1) G 728 Wi
FOLHA R B 3s . 800 ppm [ CO, WK FE 215 S 41
Fa 7T ABA IR RAERE LR, ISR
XF T AR B B RO, X EVF R ABA 5 SA 2
[ 1 5 i B 5 S0 Ui S - WU A BoR, 1E
3000 ppm IR LT, SR TTIR SA BUR T,
T F RS R DL E U &S, B
FEhagn U LIRGREW, AFER CO, W EE R
REXS TR e e 2 A A R AR o

8 & 1%H (microbiome)

8.1 REE. AMEFRIRERSENRE

G RHEY) SRR LA R T, METE
7 B AR IR TR ) K SR AL B S T IB K
Se R [ N LR VAR AR . BRI, T S R e g 1
ST T AR R B (B G DA S SR AR ) N S 4 RE G
i Y, R R R TH A I SRAE (s 2 R
I R b a0 4 2 BE EPS) W e S B AR, IX
W R IR B 22 0 T e B A 38 S0 B A PTI B4
F U7, S RE IR B (Sinorhizobium meliloti) 51 15
JE AR A 3 AR T U ot FE 7S 22 EPS, EPS Al fEILAE R
WY B I it HaO2 R AFECRAE R, AT 45 Bham
IR TE B A U, wE R R, GRMEY
KRR F AT 4 B ) £ N LjiSymRK fE %
5 LiBAK1 MHEAEH, JF4l LiBAK1 /T3 HIHEY)
G PE N o Libakl FAFARZEIN H LB A= Y T =K~
(AR o R g AU I K &, R ] BAK
SR T B 0 55 DS AR 1T,

TE M\ ¥ 1 A B 1A (arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi,
AMF) 53 b, /R 2 IR 1 56
KA RIE B A1 H . /£ AMF A4 i B,
JU R4 A iR (SLs) AT 55 AMF H I K & B Myc
R (kLT SERE AR AL IR BL T 588 ),
X L6 [R] - AT 4 A ) 40 H R 1) LysM 3244 ( 7K A%
H1) CERK1 A1 MYRI) &1, MIEGE Nt s
S U N TSR R, AMF 74—
S 25 7 PR R A A i B A s R T e,
& LysM BRI Kl F- (secreted LysM-containing effector,
SLM) Refe F1 CO 455, id OR 47 51 B 40 BE 4 52
JUT Rl By, ATy TR LT o i R ) fe
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SN T N R F SPT AT SR S 20615 S iR
1) e s DR - ERF19 Sk FEARAE 4 e % S B DA gk
Sz WPV 58— A s 60 T 41 B A% B RS A F- NLET,
A JE T PE Y 4 A H2B iz 2= AL SR AR )
B AR S 3L R fry ik 1,

TP A RS ) S % F1 AMF LA (1) 51 2
K-, FEAS[RIFY B i (R A4S B e A 3 IE A
e R e S A Y U B, R R N F SA
KRR, FH CABOE B A DG B B R, ok iy
AR AL PAL A0 PR JER U, fE 364 5 4,
ANFAEP R Mg 3] SA KT+, AT e H T BRI
PRERR gl U, peAh, JA FE AR AR Hh th RR 4R
PREFR S K, ABA. AKZ MR R IR0
Xt AMF DiRgthAa AR ™, g8 B, AMF
T S AR R R B e S AR R H .
82 HbMEMSEEE

GER LN ANRE T e RGN SR L sy 2
YD, MR T Y REH . A
(R P T 2L s R Vi 45 A AR S R e A SRR S Tl AR
VIR R A G - e R R DA BE, R U ) “ 58
THEGRRERE L U  2 E M AL AR 1
— 7 AR AE 8 o F P sl Ak A A 36 4 55 07 B4
W Y, A A = B () MAMPs
BT WGV GEE R RE R R TEH K
W, OB MR R N R TR I H PAMP filt %
T PTI S BRI, S0 LR I B K fef% RAR
TE AR R R R e R AL, X LR R 1) G P2 ] 1
HRREAENE N N T 5 /3 LAl R H] T REAH
Xof R4 G 2 2R G0 IV B B A A U R AR B
B R BV 22 S A ) eT DLIE I 5 5 B AR DG PR 3R
T T AR 5T 55 7 AR AH G I AR AR P P I 43 s A
K. B S EYE RGP,
AR5 T RGP (induced systemic resistance,
ISR). MY E & 73 W R E I B O R REN
AYRE B A s WEY IR e s, R A
A5 A D i g 02020,

9 g5t

YRS LS EN TS RETHY S
IR A Z R EAE, SR TR R R T
TR R Z M IR, X JE RILEAT 7T IE N
A ARG PR ] e A o D R R
GRS T e AN U S i L 2 S5 AN R 1) I FE 5
Wi REL ) ke 8 S I8, 1 T LA 3 3o e TR R A 28801

PRI B E R A LR R KT R T i
RAAEIAE ST, XA HERGERRE TR —Fr
SEIRGLRAT TR E R R . AT A A 7 X A
Y G AN i B B0 AT RS, AN BE N B FN
SRR E R AL EAE R, TN
Akl L. FEETTRE . AR A T B
B E MR PR S R e R oG B B i 2
fitte 0, H0>AT TR RIE T o E M) o 32 A
NLR 5 % e il B RS 8 R AR AV i, RS
XA AT AT B TR A il T U AT ThfE
(R S B P05 3@ I R T A A K B R 4 A
KNGO SR F CBP60g AT e ilid, [l LA
rein T e SR AN P 2 B, AT (R R 2 5 A e
N0 77T - O o A | S N - 3
T HR o B B R 3N HEL ) 92 2R 4 s i
MIPER, (EJRAE AR T, AEYA il 2 M AT
FRE IR . 2 JEA BT IR R I R & 1 AT BEXT A
L) R AR ARG 1 7= A 2 PRI ROR, RER
HH 5 LB ik R AR R R 2 A Sk Al p A3t
IR
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