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I FERL R N A N 262AG6 FE DL RN Je %5 e

HoE.HREKER.EALFAW.E A
CHEARAR L K% B AR5 5 1A 4 A 5 0 2 BB TS0 % 2 M 730070)

HOE W TR MR R R R N (Kobresia humilis) N AR AN 262 AG6 1 AR 97 ¥ F7 . 2R JH S %o i vk
T E HAM B DI RE 25 BTS2 R AE M 16S rDNA JF 8 43 01 6 H b7 %552 . A5 R R 262AG6 X 544 B ik
JEL T8 (Colletotrichum coccodes) BN R 15 5 81. 33 % , XoF o Ath 2 5 J5T 20 1 th EL A5 B2 9910 3k B 7 EL 40
P RE A 7E & 100 mg « LT @RI MR & (2 MR 14 King B35 W 43 W TAA (543514 8. 04 mg » L™!
798 mg « L71 HLAG VA fif JCHL B AN 000 BB 75 262AG6 H 22 [T (5 5 P AR AR TR RN O (1. 63~
3.65) pmX (0.38~0.95) pum,Li & AR (168 tDNA FI gyrB DNA J# 51 /347K i Bk 262 AG6 % & H fff 3

¥ AT & (Bacillus amylolique faciens) ,

RBBRDNAREE s AERD 2 AT R R RE D s 2
NEHKS

hESEE S43 XHERERS A

) 95 5 A Wy B 16 2 A A= 4 52k A
Wy 2 0 A 0 A O % s T HGX R 5 A A R A
B A T HE S R WL A A A2 B T ORAE DR AR
M Bk . HRT, T A T S U A AR
VB i6 7 I ES A B 2w AT O IR U] . A
By 20 i R R S B £ i K H ) T 8% 57 AR
FH 77 2 22 W S5 R i R 0 AT SR A W0 5 A W B IR
WEFE 5 I AR L) PN A A TR 4 RE 65 7 (et e
P AR b8 B8 5 A S AR B R B — > G W
2. AR RRY BT R A N AR A0 S e A
Yre ~r B A 0 AR S R G L o [ A L
WA Y D RE e A A KRR R BT RE . Y
i AV N A A0 TE B 2 8 Rl B By A
(10 T B B, e 7 A R EE L A N R A T
Em7(Bacillus subtilis) X i =% B A% 90 19 B 16 %5024
K 502 ~ 70% . 5 1k 2 A 2 1 e BE (Tebucon-
azole) M1 2 #H R (Carbendazim) #H 24 ; th 5 W 5% T
R MRS (1) HOER it L A CRIESER
AR RSP AR R ek 2 O AR A R
31 AJAT R N AR T N A T2 A B 4 A A e
(2R < AEL ) N A A R X — TR ) B 2R R AR
F B h U B H A,

UFSEHA 2016-12-18  {SE@EHE:2017-03-15
BEEMB: HR A KB4 (31660148)

1004-1389(2017)10-1529-08

AT FE LA AR AR 3 1L iy 9 5 i ok 2B 0 5 rp g
BN A A 262AG6 S I B A4 RE L Xk FE I AL
45 D) e HE AT I 5E L OF 28 5 HOE B R PR 16S
rDNA 51 73 Br 47 42 5E - LU 5 A8 W0 3 B
I BEUR L D T R O P AR AR B U A S
T K 2 AR 3

1 w57 &*

L1 ##

LT B3ROk Th 4% S840 40 08 BeUiR B 7 5k
(PDA) FH T Jit 4 T 1) 3% 75 RS IR 3 46 5 7Y 9 T
B3R (NAO T N AR 4 19 16 46 L R A7 455 & I
(King) ¥ 35 % H T 7= TAA i 56 ; Pikovaskaia 3%
e FEFN] A W0 % 33 36 23 3 ) 1A AL AN JC WLl v
fift ik 5 s Ashby 35 3% kT 5 Bk [ BE 0 I
szl

L1.2 phkEsk (RIS HUAnG A0 1w 5
el A S B N AR A TR 262 AG6 5 R i LT
T A SR JH R B (Phoma foveata ) . Ty 4% 2 Ak 25
W (Fusarium avenaceum ) . B %5 2 IR JH 55 7
(Colletotrichum coccodes) | Ty i B 37 Ak 22 %% 9 T
(Rhizoctonia solani) . 35 i 5258 B (Alternaria
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solani) NFEWJE JH H# ( Bipolaris sorokiniana) .
AR RIS SR B (Fusarium solani) |35 JIRG 259K B
(Fusarium oxysporum), VL FFEEE B H 4
b KA AR AP 27 B 4R A

1.2 7%

L2.1 #iaeyml @ RAPF I %
SETNTR DIBE . I 1b e J5 E B AR 0.6 em
B DF T PDA P IIL R e, 72 B 78 F 25 mm 4b
P A2 0k R 4 IR0 IREH S H TR K L B
AbPE 3 A L 25 C I 5 AR (B 4% B IR
PR A R T 20 CHERBE 37 ) . A 0k B 2H 4 6 1 9%
L ) 2 4k 390 2 7R 9 A X R T 7 AR L O A
PR (0, M R=[ IR B AR —RG A
B AR /O IR FUO AR — R DF 5AR) ] X

100% .,
1.2.2 @ HENE B 262AG6 7 NA F

ML EFF2 4 10 IR CRERR 2 d 745 1 30 R 5 LA
L 44 B R JELI TR 4 s TR O FE T LK 0 2 T g G
IR BE T .

1.2.3 sSSmBRERALAKRGTHRAER  FPIFE
L RS 25 A2 388 i Dt L T T 22 RS B e TE 5 TR 22
Folse OB T W %% LB T 22 TF SRR AE L 3 R T
HEAH .

1.2.4 Rtz FHEIDAENE K
262 AG6 IR 7 B V7 W 4y TR AP T Ashby TAE
LA A 77 5L, 3 REE &, DL JC B K Sl % IR AR
KR 28 C 7045 3.5.7 d WL H ARk, 4k 0 15
F2 3 UG b AA B P& O H 3% 5% 0 28 R b 5 B AT
N EAE AR,

WA I ot (L o M E, K
262AG6 HIEALE Pikovaskaia 5535 /117 4 8 5%
Fed BB 5 A 4,28 CREFE 8 d s LI 1 1k 78
B BT L B B s wh ) O 4 BRIV ik 1 AR/
Wk B2 (D/d W E R WEe 1 D/d 55 HE
BERE I IE L. (2) 2 e bR 262AG6 2
T Pikovaskaia 5% 3% » UL AS 32 B8 Ak B0 R X FE
28 C,160 r » min~"$#ERKEF# 10 d,4 C .10 000
re min B0 15 min J5 R TE R R BUH BT HE
035 I 5 A B8ORS

77 TAA B J1 I - R Salkowski b a3k
M 5E 262AG6 (177 TAA fg
1.2.5 %% BEUWE KIGIHEM 262AG6 4
FlF NA IR 7% 35, 0028 54 7% 45 10, 371 18 4
W L B I S B R AT R L IR A,

ZERARIE S MG, BEALIN & 50 AT 1A 1y K
ve » T W RURAR

DNA $& 3. 4% BER AR A AR (L 5O AR A
AR AR A3 0] & R B DNA I3 i BE i H K A
5o, FE Rk DNA A R 77 T —20 CukAf. & H .
DNA 4 st 57 &y 4 7 52 P 2H DNA $2 305
& B HRD  JRAS DP121221,

16S rDNA ¥ #. R FHEI % 1 (5 -GAAGT-
CATCATGACCGTTCTGCATGCCGGTGGA-
AAGTTCGA-3") #1 5] ¥ 2 (5-AGCAGGG-
TACGGATGTGCGAGCCATCTACGTCAGC-
GTCAGTCAT-3D# 15 PCR ¥ 84, ¥ 14 5% F.
94 CHIZEM: 5 min, 94 CA8PE 10 s,54 CiB k
20 5,72 CHEff 40 5,35 NFIR; I 5 #E 72 CHE
i 8 min, 2 [k Vi, 50 pL KW AR ZR - 10 X buff-
er(# MgClL,)5 pL,dNTP(5 mmol « L™ ')1 uL,
primer 1 (10 pmol « L") 1 uL, primer 2 (10
pmol « L ")1 uL, Tag poly-merse(2 U «» uL ")
0.4 pl,Target DNA(10 mg « L") 1 pL,ddH, O
40. 6 pLH™ g B e % 2 a4 T B2 R
OB 45 5 5 GenBank € 438 19 )% 51 #E 17 [
PEAE L XT Chttp: //www. ncbi. nlm. nihgov/blast.
cgi) . 3R HI Clustal (1. 8) #1417 £ 5 I 41 L
Bk MEGAGS. O MABIEE M B RE KB W,
W B % T BRI R G K B 8L

gyrB DNA ¥ 8. 5% F 51 % UP-1S(5'-GAA-
GTCATCATGACCGTTCTGCATGCCGGTGG-
AAAGTTCGA-3") F1 514 UP-2Sr (5'-AGCA-
GGGTACGGATGTGCGAGCCATCTACGTC-
AGCGTCAGTCAT-3") ik 17 4™ 8, &~ 8% 5% 14
95 C 5 min,94 C 1 min,55 C 1 min, 72 C
2 min, 30 MEH ;72 C 10 minz4 CHEEE 1 Y,
25 pL R WK % :2 X Power Tag PCR Master Mix
12.5 pL, primer UP-1S(10 pmol - L7') 1 L,
primer UP-2Sr (10 pmol « L") 1 pL, Target
DNA(10 mg+ L™ 1 pL,ddH,0 9.5 L,

¥ 16S rDNA § 841 gyrB DNA §7 47 4 3%
2R a I 5w A w0 o e 25 21 5 GenBank
BRI Y 50 R AT R PR B X Chetp: //www. ne-
bi. nlm. nihgov/blast. cgi), 3 % f Clustal (1. 8)
Bkt tr Z2 75 L R MEGA (5. 0) (948
M ERG R B WX R R R R T ¥
SE AL o
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TR FACHR AR o TR 0 T A 25 9 T 1) 4000 18] 23 53l Ry
2 BRE A 81.33%.68. 72% .67. 50% . 64. 67% .56. 79% .
2.1 262AG6 £ By T 71.78% .66. 24 % F1 58. 19 % . UL B . I £k 262AG6

R 1AM L Al 0, BBk 262AG6 X S8 % XS ZREY) Y Z Fho IR 1 2 A M AR
BN A R EAE R W DR IR S L BEE T T —E 2.
B ST A 2 R T T T T N 2 AR

R 1 262AG6 3% JF B H MK R

Table 1 Inhibitory effect of 262AG6 against phytopathogenic fungi

g DL TR X IR 7% B AR/ em S PR Y5 EH AR/ em MR/ %
Pathogenic fungi Diameter of CK colony Diameter of treatment colony Inhibitory rate
LA ST R W B Rhizoctonia solani 8.6540.062 3.4340.033 64.67
WIS ZEIR# Fusarium oxysporum 7.4240.238 3.45+0.067 58.19
DA BIRIHE T Phoma foveata 8.58+0.087 3.20+0.090 67.50
LA B AL IENE T Fusarium avenaceum 8.3040.115 3.0140.042 68.72
FMEPEN W Alternaria solani 7.6240.125 3.6340.125 56.79
ARG Colletotrichum coccodes 8.1040. 106 2.0040.058 81.33
BRMIEBIHE  Fusarium solani 8.0540.084 3.2274+0.060 66. 24
INEMRIEIRE  Bipolaris sorokiniana 7.45+0.099 2.537+0.056 71.78

TE B B AR ER . R

Note:Data in the table indicate “Mean= Standard error”. The same below.

AR AL PR Treatment of P. foveata;B. YRJE I i ¥ B8 Non-treatment control of P. foveata;C. B JH R H AL B Treatment
of C. coccodes; D. #IHI% X B Non-treatment control of C. coccodes; E. #i ZZfR AL Treatment of F. avenaceum ; F. #2895 # X B8

Non-treatment control of F. avenaceum

1 262AG6 HDHEIMREEFNMEHR
Fig. 1 Inhibitory effect of 262AG6 on 3 species of pathogenic fungi in potato

B 262AG6 gRMCHE IR 10 R 5 SR ERE WIS PIRARIM R RE D iE (R 2. KSR E
TR PG IR R S PO 262AG6 BOMTE  RER R DR AR DR E IR R S
BORAEHAIE R Z )5 22 R R B3 (P<C0.05),  262AG6 FF 47 % I8f 55 37 . & B0 5L 14 1 7% AE K &2
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B F R O EE e B 22 1E H A K % B
B9 W B S L 3% B W L AR A i T 22

FEA A R Lt (T 2)

F2 BRIEBEFM 262AG6 3 54 E R EFE (C. coccodes) H il R
Table 2 Inhibitory rate of subculture 262AG6 against C. coccodes

SRR X HAL B 9% 4/ em b PR Y& B AR/ em ME /%

Antagonistic bacteria Diameter of CK colony Diameter of treatment colony Inhibition rate

262AG6 8.10%0. 106 2.00£0.058 81.33 a
T . .

ARALIE TR (10 10 262AG6 8.03+0.105 1.90+0. 052 81.41 a

Subculture(10 times)262AG6

TEBUH S /NG FRA R KRR TE 0. 05 K227 A B,

Note: Data followed by the same lowercase letters indicate no significant difference at 0. 05 level.

A NIESR B AL PR Inhibit hyphoae of P. foveata; B. YNJH R B ¥ Normal hyphoae of P. foveata;C. JRIHFGH AL FE  Inhibit hy-
phoae of C. coccodes; D. IR X B8 Normal hyphoae of C. coccodes; E. #iZE 5 # 4L ¥ Inhibit hyphoae of F. avenaceum;F. k4255

WX} HE  Normal hyphoae of F. avenaceum

2 262AG6 MR EREE£4E KK THIER
Fig. 2 Effect of 262AG6 on growth of pathogenic fungus mycelium

2.2 262AG6 £WZTHREN E

HEwERe ) e 45 R WoR . 262AG6 7E Piko-
vaskaia L 85 3% 8 d J5 7= A= B 12 19 15w 1
D/d{E A 1. 19, 7] 4 8 5 3% 56 b R IE i o
B 5 w2 R, B bk 262AG6 7 Pikovaskaia
FFRW A 8w m e 1,01 mg « L1, $i ],
N LB R A M RE ) A REIH A
BLWE

FE VI E 7 TAA BB R ILFE AN 262AG6 1Y
Ak FHZE RN 6T HE2H 0 King 5% 37 A0 200 48 48 21
o, BB 262AG6 BEWE ™ TAA, PC k. y =
0.042x— 0. 051 (R* = 0. 914); S2 fh &k .y =
0.0092+0.719 (R*=0.989);x {03 TAA ¥,
v f3R ODsy, . & EWFFE R 8 8 PC fhiZF S2
M ME 7 2 WARTE 2 P R s 12 d
J& o7 King 5 WA & A AR IE LT 262AG6

A TAA &R 7.98 mg « L' 7E King #5572
100 mg « L@ ARG T =4 TAA (&
H8.04 mg « L', AR XT 262AG6 477 TAA
0 S N 58 L B L 262 AG6 N AR i A1 U €4
iz BT 5 0 TAA

[ 20 A 7 W A5 L W oR . 262AG6 W DL 7E
Ashby 85355 FA K, L5 3% 3 0)5,262AG6
UNCER T B o S S £ IS BT P S R AR SR I
WEW] 262AG6 HA A BET) .
2.3 262AG6 H4E
2.3.1 BAEHME 262AG6 #52% [L YL (A Ry [0 M
(3D AR FF IR S T8 4R g (1. 63~ 3. 65) pm X
(0.38~0.95) pm, £ 28 CNA i3 L H
3dJE.WERBBIE, HAHN 6~8 mm, IIE A
FAE )l RIB R A PR B 2L
w4,
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B3 262AG6 EZ K e
Fig.3 262AG6 gram staining

Bl 4 262AG6 7 NA B35 & F IR B IS E
Fig. 4 Colony morphology of 262AG6 on NA medium

0.0005

82

Fig. 5

—

2.3.2 DNA B3l 547 $2H262AG6 ) DNA,
% 16S rDNA 1 gyrB PCR ¥ 1 J5 ;= ¥) 4 8t Jit H,
VKR . 23 4E 1 500 bp Al 1 000 bp Ab 47 1 Mi
PCR i 5 P 55 OB 7 i 5 I 4932 Bk 1 16S
rDNA JFF i N 1 460 bp. gyrB 5 51l £E K
%1075 bp.

2t Blast AH oL 73 B 32 B, W Bk 262AG6
(Genbank #& [if; 5 . KF836523) 5 Genbank %% 4
N 2 B Bacillus methylotrophicus (KC79
0303) \Bacillus amylolique faciens sub sp. Plan-
tarum ( JN700159 )., Bacillus tequilensis
(HQ857764) . Bacillus subtilis (JQ900635) . Ba-
cillus tequilensis isolate N1O-Zn4 (KJ847721. 1)
(W AHALEE #BAE 9926 LA 138 JH MEGA 5.0 1948
BB ERGEREM (R 5.8 6), KM H Y5 Ba-
cillus  methylotrophicus  ( KC790303 ), Bacillus
amylolique faciens sub sp. Plantarum (JN700159)
Bacillus tequilensis (HQ857764) . Bacillus subti-
Lis (JQU00635) A 1]tk 1Y 2t % 1 5 19/ T 0. 000
5,8\ 262AG6 (KF836523) Ay 2 i AT B4 J . {5 JC
tE ISR R B R A

2t Blast AUMEF TR BT, 262AG6 5 C i IH
B) Bacillus amylolique faciens (JX014631. 1),
Bacillus methylotrophicus (CP003838. 1) . Bacil
lus velezensis (CP017747. 1) | Bacillussubtilis

Bacillus methylotrophicus (KC790303)
Bacillus subtilis (JQ900635)
Bacillus tequilensis (HQ857764)

Bacillus amyloliquefaciens (IN700159)
262AG6

Bacillus tequilensis isolate NIO-Zn4(KJ847721.1)

5 262AG6 By 16S rDNA ZZ X B

262AG6

16S rDNA phylogenetic tree of 262AG6

Bacillus amyloliquefaciens (7X014631.1)

Bacillus methylotrophicus (CP003838.1)

Bacillus velezensis (CP017747.1)

0.001

Bacillus subtilis (CP009749.1)

6 262AG6 1y gyrB R R H R
Fig. 6 gyrB phylogenetic tree of 262AG6
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(CP009749. 1) F iy [R] Y5 AH A PEARAE 99 00 LA L, 45
GBI FRIER 16S rDNA 43 B fi 206 H 4 5 R i
VEY H MAF B (B. amylolique faciens) .
3 ik

RN A 4 T 2 K AR X0 A DR T AR 3 Y 5t
0, 0 A A v R R A A DG Y B B £ L R
ik U AEHT M A W R % b AR A R B2 AT
(Bacillus subtilis) X} A% B 5= Kz 99 19 Bl7 425 B 2R 16
85. 46 F 69. 60 5 88 o AR A K AR A P 4
BBy 17 AR N AR N R IR TR B A I R I
RN R B ZHATO XF Th 4% 5 0 B 1Y 7 104
IR T 238 72. 6200 5 A WFSE R L 262AG6 Xf B
B S SR TR G B TR R 1k 81. 33 %6, I HL I TR Ak
WG SE X R B NE B AMET FMEYW 8
75 J5L R B P 1 R 38 F 5020 . 10 AR A H 4k AR
EME R BA I LN EY AR I

A TR A TAA [ 2680 Wl 2 8 AT RE X A
WA e AEAE W U S B S R B, BR 2R BN AR
W ZA1 BA BA MW AEK R TAA YiGe, X 5
B ELA AR A R P B ROR 5 262AG6 7E King 1
FEWMA T EARWE T ™ 4E TAA &N 7. 98
mg « L', 755 100 mg « L' 2R 1Y King ;5%
Ferpy s TAA fg R 8. 04 mg « L1, H HA [#
RAFNE g THLBERBE ) A WD REZ L A B
KA TE R R A W Ik B4 0 7 o AL 9 687 7 422 L
il A K TR] B S B B 5 02 A R85 TR A Y
MG, PRESSECC BRSNSk R PN A A B X R
A B e AR A B T RE L X 5 AR B AR 45 R — 2 BT,
262AG6 H A& IF40 iR B ih S 4% 5 KWW 4R
AR 25 R ) T T A R E

4 %5

e TR PR DX R R A R R N A Al T
262AG6 X T £ 55 22 i It 5L T A B I A0 400 1 2
SR T LI T AR A 400 B 1 5 1T L TAA L I i
TCHLBE . A E A S G R KN 1. 63~
3.65 pmX<0.38~0.95 pm, LA TEAFE16S
rDNA 73 #r #l gyrB DNA J7 51 73 Br 5 H 4 E
RVER ZEMAT B (B. amylolique faciens)

S HE Reference:
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Identification and Determination of Antagonistic Function of Endophytic
Bacteria 262AG6 from Kobresia humilis in Alpine Grassland

GUO Hai, YANG Chengde, YAO Yuling, CUI Yuezhen,
NIU Xiaoli and XUE Li

(College of Plant Protection, Gansu Agricultural University, Biocontrol Engineering Laboratory

of Crop Diseases and Pests of Gansu Province, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract In order to evaluate the biological control potential of endophytic bacteria 262AG6 isolated
from Kobresia humilis at alpine grassland, the inhibitory effects were studied by dual culture against
Colletotrichum coccodes, and the 262AG6 was identified by morphological characteristics and 16S
rDNA sequence analysis. The results showed that the inhibition ratio of 262AG6 strain against Colle-
totrichum coccodes was as high as 81.33%, and also presented a higher stability and inhibitory effects
on other species of pathogens. The secreted contents of IAA were 8. 04 mg « L' with 100 mg « L'
tryptophan on the King media and 7. 98 mg « L™"' without ryptophan, and the strain also had ability to
dissolve inorganic phosphorus and to fix nitrogen. The thalli was rod-shaped, gram-positive and
(1.63—3.65) pmX(0.38—0.95) pm in size. The 262AG6 was identified as Bacillus amylolique fa-
ciens based on 16S rDNA and gyrB DNA sequence analysis and the morphological characteristics.
Key words Endophytic bacteria; Bacillus amylolique faciens; Inhibitory effects; Identification
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