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Isolation, identification of strain GA1-2 and its antifungal activity against Fusarium
oxysporum f. sp. cubense

Qi Dengfeng Zou Liangping Zhou Dengbo Feng Renjun Gao Zhufeng Zhang Xiyan’
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Abstract: In order to screen antagonistic actinomyce strains with inhibitory activity against Fusarium
oxysporum f. sp. cubense race 4 (FOC4) from the wheat rhizosphere soil in dry hot valley of Huili Coun-
ty in Sichuan Province, actinomycetes were isolated with pour plate method and confrontation culture
and spore germination method. The results showed that a strain named GA1-2 was isolated by antago-
nistic experiments against FOC4. The strain GA1-2 had an inhibition rate of 36.34% and 94.81%, re-
spectively, to the mycelial growth and spore germination of FOC4. 16S rDNA sequence analysis exhibit-
ed that the strain GA1-2 had the highest sequence similarity with Streptoverticillium lavenduligriseum
(99.85%). Reconstruction of a phylogenetic tree revealed that the train GA1-2 had the closest genetic re-
lationship with Stv. lavenduligriseum. Based on the similarity between the strain GA1-2 and Stv. laven-
duligriseum in terms of morphological, cultural, physiological and biochemical characteristics and 16S
rDNA sequence, the strain GA1-2 was identified as Stv. lavenduligriseum.
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Pl R LT AT B A B RN 2R, A5 ™ (Hwang &
Ko, 2004) . F& [ A M 1967 4F B R AL & W & B
FOC4 /N LASK i 17 i 3 ik (22 W 855, 2009)
FRTLTET AR 70 2 B I e AR A X e R
FOC4 MY AEAE , 1S 14 75 A A 280 & 28— R T
10%~40% 2 [] , ™ H I} 7 20 FH B 5 L4 (BRK 1%
FITH1,2006) , TTTIE HCE KT %, 2 U
[ 4 7 M AT RS R R L

O Y E ST L R W (o X T I e VR
WA B (R, 2006) o BT A Bl A28 7 R BT
T nyEfE B, EMELASEIBT AR BT Tk
A Z MR (Hwang & Ko,2004) . T4 551 16 1
FHREXT A AEAE ZE AL B — & BT 1RO H N E 55
AR AR 2 S s S v DA i o 5 el 30 i e 4
EHE R (BRESRAE,2005) o TAEYIBIA ik A
HEAT R RURAE AR 2 DIREZ SR IE 20 S
BB SZ B A TR AL (2 15 45, 20135 2224 T
FEZIE,2015) . HAT, FEMZWRI LY PG R
AR TERS PR 1Y 28 DL K % N 281 B A5 E A
S5 )51, Thangavelu et al. (2004 ) 7575 A2 AR 2 & Bl vh
3 B — A R AR AR A iR ) T B P E T R R
B, P XK E Trichodema harzianum Th-10 F R
X A ARSI T T Y T 22 A 1 B 3 R A
H ; Saravanan et al. (2003) 2 & 7¢ Y B 20 79 4T &
Pseudomonas fluorescens ¥ 7 #E i 22 5 A #UT-11)
BI85 P IEAF S5 (2008 ) A AE AR PR 138 v i 18 3] —
BRXS FOCA A7 53 4 1 11 T B BT A A 5 2 LT 18] Ba-
cillus subtilis , FAXF I 335 76% 5 TKH245E(2007)
T B A D ARAR QU U SR 4R 118 L AF TP R A5 10 Bk
X B FEARAHIR T A IR T R TR, e T
Tk HLst AR 1 TR K Da03047 £ %56 by JK 1A (e
5 1 Streptomyces griseocarneus ; B 55 (2009) M+
S b o B B — R A AR AL 3R T T A B A i
B MRS 7= €6, 45% %5 14 Streptomyces olivochromogenes ,
B X BB 1R H B R0A A Tt — P gk

TP PRSP THIR T RE B R R 15
& A28 SR AL, T LA A SE R 5008 , 7
FETPAR X 22 T AT FII AT b DX i o B 1Y)
FOCA H5470 B MRKs A 00 4 (19 38 107 K FH A g g, AL
A RSN R 2 A P T T A i 1|
A WL F AN 23 EL S TR e R, DA i
T H H AR R TR A PO T AT % L LA
TR A A T A E S —E R Ee
S/

1 #R57E

1.1

A [ T : FOC4 fh At 4l B2 B #haty 4E
PIE AR EEAE . DU 48 23 BT 3 5 AN ]
MR INAZ R R B - 48 OB vk s s ] 286 3, A
H o BT A -

BrR L BRI A LB (Luria-Bertani ) 5557 2 :
JRE R 10 g BERERY S g NaCl 10 g Bifig 17~20 g
(W A& LB WA ) L Z2 48 7K 1 000 mL, FH 1 mol/L
NaOH ¥ pH % 7.5 ; #j % il - K 4 Z 3E (glucose as-
paragine agar, GA) 35 IR 5 B AT 10 g K[ 1AWk
0.5 g K.:HPO,0.5 g B5ii§ 20 g Z&1#H 7K 1 000 mL, pH
7.2~7.4; BB TR A5 8 B (yeast extract peptone dex-
trose medium, YPD)B5 3755 i RER 10 g 1520 .
A B 20 g ZE1B7K 1 000 mL, pH 7.0; % 5B & %
(soybean meal fermentation medium ) 55 3% : K Gk}
10 g NaCl 2.5 g.CaCO, 2 g FE I3 g &M 10 g,
pH 7.2~7.4; MBIRARKEFRHL  FERR | g AR 0.8 g
A 2 g HAM 10 g #8188 7K 1000 mL; Bh % 24 4
Wi B IE (potato dextrose agar, PDA) 15 J5 5t . Th 44 2
200 g %M 20 g JHEHS 17~20 g Z%18%7K 1 000 mL;
BEHEE 42 258 (yeast extract-malt extract agar, ISP, 5§,
YE) iR dE  ERET 10 g 2R A 10 g %k 4 g,
pH 7.3; 7857 £ }§ (oatmeal agar, ISP;) 55 3¢ 3 . &
20 g I ER W 1 mL; TCHLER UE B B A (ammoni-
um salt starch agar, ISP,) 55 ## %& . 7€ #3 10 g . KLHPO,
1 g.MgSO,-7H,0 1 g NaCl 1 g; Hili- K& Z 55
(glycerol aspartic agar, ISPs)B5575E : K[ JAMEE 10 g
Hh 10 g K,HPO, 1 g i #h 1 mL, pH 7.0~7.2; 8K
1 I 8% 1432 B 318 (peptone-yeast extract iron agar,
ISPo) 5 TR0 IR 1S g IRER IR S g St IR Bk B
0.5 g . K,HPO, 1 g .Na,S,0; 0.08 g . Z£1#7K 1 000 mL .
TEEEE 1 g 305 20 g, pH 7.0~7.4; B 2 R B (tyro-
sine agar, ISP;) 35 F2 5k Hl 15 g A& 212 0.5 g K]
W44 1 g K.HPO, 0.5 . MgSO,* 7TH,0 0.5 g . NaCl
0.5 g .FeSO,*7H0 0.01 g fliE b 1 mL,pH 7.2~
74505 N S SR Ak . ATV PETERY 20 g NaCl1 0.5 g,
KNO, 1 g . K:HPO,*3H:0 0.5 g . MgSO,- 7H.0 0.5 g.
FeSO,+ 7TH,0 0.01 g Bl 15~20 g . Z&{f7K 1 000 mL,,

0 DNA 42 GRG0 &, bt A B YR
A R 4N 5190 27F/1492R, bt S A ek
LR B B 78 FR A 7] 5 Tag DNA Polymerase , 52[F
Thermo A7];99.8% Hi%IRH (potassium dichromate) ,



53 AR RET . GAL-2 TR 73 8 S0 B HOU i AR AIIE T 11 B TR 28R 811

T MEEARGRT 54 400 U/mg HIE£ T 2 (nystatin) ,_E 75
SRR R A FRA ] 5 — F LT AR (dimethyl sulf-
oxide) , "'[# BioSharp 23 A

X% : Tpersonal %! PCR /X, 7 ] BIOMETRA 7
F]; DYY-BL BYHL 3K AY , AL st i 7S —AES ) EC3 A
BEIE AR A3 M 245, 5 1E UVP 23 ] ; ZEISS TIGMA
7 k5 FL A2 FI Axio Scope AT B¢ i s
[ Zeiss 23 7] ; 2 BE A N A R ELOHL, K H
Thermo /A -

1.2 Ak
121 REBAWHBHS ik

SR HAEMRRR LR A 0 A AR B A 743
B SRR AR 10 g ASRKT WFES E 40 H i .
FRECT g ¥ T 10 mL 2.0 T, A 9 mL TR VK , i
HEHR7 1 min, BI 4 0.1 g/mL ¥ FE RO H 4L B H & T
55°C 7K 1 B v 7K i 20 min, FH G 1 KK R B 3
0.01.0.001 g/mL ¥& & , &4~V BE L 100 pL ¥k 70 T
GA VAR Lo A THHI A A, GA B R 5L
HOA 50 mg/L 4% R (50 mg H AR R H1 H 1 mL
ddHO IEf# N A 1 L GA 353730 #1150 mg /L 5
B & (50 mg H B & 1 mL — H LT AE A
1 L GARGFRET) . WASE)E , BT 26~28°CHi 46
Rig% 5~7 d, PRBOE S AR BT , 28 YE AR 24l
b G, 430 5 G — 5 AT 4°C LR A7 R 20% 1 H
TH-80°CI:4F o

FEBU A BRI - R ARG IRE 5 (EI-Tarabily et
al.,2009) , LA FOC4/EMF8 /T, X 43 25 B 1 il 4k 1A
AT PG R . Seds FOC4 #2F £] PDA P
L, T 30°CH AR T 4, BTN 0.5 em Y T T AL
FAT R BE B, IF 4P 7E PDA SR H e, R0 B
FERPTERESEAR L 2.6 cm AR 4 SRR S BEE 54
HE, DAAE AL, DR FOC4 T DFH PDA -
MR R X, 28°CHE R 77 , 0t RSP AR A Tl TR 22 J
SR FH 738 SR 5 ok EORI AL B I T BV ELAR
FETT BRI TR A4 R 2%, 400 TR 2= Rl R L 181 1 7
LA A HE SR T VR AR ) O RS D A R 7 B X
100%.

FEPU IR ) 520« SR A &k (55 LA,
1994 ) X 4] i TR MR R4 T 52 0 o 4 FOC4 R I 147 53
BIFEFRE] YPD AR S5 3 A8 G K g 7R 3k
28°C 250 r/min #3755 5% 3 d, 43 545 295 Jot B A1
T AR, FHC IR AR BEA 1x10°CFU/mL
£ 0 5 43 0 B 30 WL i A 110 9 It T 6 A 7 TR
30 L FE I B T PR I YRCTH Jn 2) O T 1 M1 3

b B ARTR S, LA AE g Ab3#8, XF B 30 ul Jt
PR BRI G RR AR o B I3 7 B T P
PEARHY R IR ML, 28°CHE KT 77 8 h, WAl T
SREE A K AR 10, %o HECRIAL BE 43S W 3 A AL
BRI BEHLIE R 100 BT, DI T 2R E KR
TIF R E I kT E FOCA B4 F il & R
R R A5 R AT FOC4 7818 & A R i & R =
W & 7 F50/100x 100% , 1 8 % 90 i1 2R = (O} BE
K FR-RE B & ) /% B & % 100% o
1.2.2 HZHRAKRTY SR

HA 5 5 4 OUL %% R H4f ik (Williams & Da-
vies, 1967) , 454 B 50 mg/L F 4R PRAN AR 15
IR BE T 95% 1) L BEH I Uk , 70 TG T 2848
ARIEVE T, R AWML T K23 A uealh =
TR o BRI T 5 R — 5 R L
WG TR B A 458 HE AR I, T 28°CH53%7 d,
B 26 3% F, BCAE FL2S THRas vh T 1 h HUE mE 4
FERHE LB TSRS R 22K 55 1A G
FIEAR AT TR

FEAN A5 55 3 1 0 15 32 R AR LR : 2 IR Shirl-
ing & Gottlieb (1966 ) #E 7 14 & 73 1 77 1 Ay i
AT o B 75 I B o) £ 42 F 2] PDA ISP, ISP; . ISP,
ISPs. 5 [X—*5 6 i FR A Al |, T°28°CHEFR 7~14 d
SRR ARTE A 3 FIAERAIE I HTEIES R
A B 22 B | PR TR TRDULEE 21 10 35 Y B 22 01 (1 LA
KA TR B, RRIE AR IE AR
FREFAE ()W 28 4% B2 I8 Shirling & Gottlieb(1972) Fll
I=130490 (1992) Jy LA T %7€ o
1.2.3 Arkey A AR IELEE

TRLFE B 100 L 77 D0 B R B 35 5 W 34 ST U A
TE YE 5753 1, 439 T 16.20.24 .28 .32 .37 .41,
45.55.60°CH5 5% 7 dJo WSS, W R AR AE A 1Y e s iR
JEE RN AR 5 T 60°C AN (SO IR T 16°C , W F-i% 5
F 60°CHN (KT 16°C HTRLEEE BE Ak 221560, ML
i 7 TR AR A K A B IR, P A PR RN 5 =2 AR
LR IR B (R K ) B 3 22 (1T AH 25 1°C 1 1R 3 o
HEAT IR, foe 2 8 TR R A K I W B 3R % e

ERRE LU YE /R R SRt B 9838 4 3% 1% 2% .
3% 4% 5% 6% 1% .8% 9% [ ¢ & A NaCl, ¥
100 wL 780 TR BB ek 5 5= M 3 SIUR A A & A DL b
U Y YE AR |, 28°CHE % 7 d J5 WS TR AR I AE
KAF O, 505 BRI 52 (1) NaCLIR BE

pH: DA MB 1R SE Al 55 7 55, H10.2 mol/L B iR
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44%

% PIRCRE MB TR (AR K5 535 pH 43 31 1551 4.0 .5.0
6.0.7.0.8.0.9.0.10.0, ¥ 100 wL 77 I T 4 7 fif 45 73
Yoy BIIMALL L RE 3 28°CHE 9% 7 d 5 MBS BRI Bk
AR L, 0 PR 2B A R PR R il pHL B

% IR Shirling & Gottlieb (1966) 1t 77 ¥ , F 1
ISPl ISP, 35 R B M E WA 7 BRI R . W
PRAERIR S ZR A (Bl 2= et I A e R K
fiff S L R B AR AR S FRAR TN AR 45 (2007 ) 1 J7 15
AT o PRURR I A 38 A 72 25 2 2 IR Shirling &
Gottlieb(1972) FEEMI] (1992) J5 AT 482 o
124 Ao TAEMFER

i DNA $2 BURA ) & 09 13 91 5 47 & DNA $2
B, 3% FH 40 74 16S rDNA 38 5|9 27F: 5- AGAG
TTTGATCCTGGCTCAG- 3' fll 1492R: 5'- GGTTAC
CTTGTTACGACTT-3"%} 1 #k GA1-2 # 47 PCR ¥~
4. 50 uL PCR LWAK R : 10 pmol/L B FTS [ S
519145 1 uL . 2xTag Master-Mix 25 uL . DNA i
2 uL, #M 7 ddH,0 7K & 50 pL, PCR [ W FEFF : 94°C
3 min; 94°C 1 min, 56°C 1 min, 72°C 2 min, 31 &
;72°C 10 min; 4°CARAF o § 3G/ Wk SR IR A
AL Ry A ) e A T B , 38 i 7R S
J# EzTaxon (http://www.ezbiocloud.net) #£ 17 #H Ll 14

4 E, IFFAE L3R 3 5 B AR 1Y 16S tDNA JF 51 H
BioEdit A F#E17 551 LX), F MEGA 5.0 8 LA4R
PAEA R G R BN, TR T AW F 558 o
1.3 #HE\EHH

iz FH SPSS 18.0 A {4 Xl 35 Fi s E A 7 B P 22
22538, >R H Duncan [ & AR 227k 725 5 W & M

2 BERE5HM

2.1 WEENHBESiHE

M V5 7E GA A L TE S kit LB R,
LA B 3 51 A, 73 I H g5 GAL-1~
GA1-51, 3~ B 6T IRF 325 XF3% 51 B i 26w iR A7
FOC4 HutEhiik (1), LA 8 BEXF FOC4 HATH541
TEME, o GAL-2 BRI E SR el . 7E GAL-2
BRI HIVE R ,FOCA 74 B2 K 3.84+0.24 cm,
/N T X IR 8 6.06+£0.10 cm, 31 %K 36.34% .,
i — 0 A GAL-2 KR FOC4 611557 12 h
LG E T Zeiss 26 R N WSS, KL GAL1-2 T#
PEBE M6 FOC4 T & (& 1), HA 1 &
R (4.67+2.08) %, MM Xt HE A (90.00£2.00) % , HoAi
A% R 5 94.81%.

/ %

Bl 1 E#k GA1-23 FOC4 H £ £ KA FIRBIMHIZR
Fig. 1 The inhibition of hyphal growth and spore sprouting of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cubense race 4 by the strain GA1-2

A.C: XIH&; B.D: &3, A, C: Control; B, D: treatment.

2.2 GA1-2EMRHITSHFIE R

BRI PR GAL-2 B 224 1A, Jots b , JCIT 38 5 s
SATEZZ AR A 100D S RE R DL 48
T, XA FR IR A A AR (BEE sz iR al
R RAR a2 ) A6 5B (1 22) (I12) o T BR

GA1-2 WL B RHIE 5 A B R 56 22 16 Streptover-
ticillium lavenduligriseum By AL, 0] 20 5 HK 8
R IREERE 22T

Fr AR DU R GA1-2 76 6 Fh 5 I3 1 1Y
AR BT, BV TR I T B0 5k



540 R RAE : GAT-2 TR BRIN 73 B 4 B HOO A AR AT TT T B R R 813

FEEIE . Hrh, 78 ISP, ISP 15 3 5t I8 2 DG
1, 1M 7E ISP, ISP, PDA J 5 [K— 5 15 97 3 LA 7%
F I KA 4E (K 3) o S TR 22 7E ISP, ISPs
ISP, ISPs . PDA Fil {5 [K— 5 K5 F2 5k L 28 & AP
[F) BRI B €0, - A7 6 48 (5, (ISP, ) L K (5, (ISPy ) 12 K B4
0 28 TR I A R €5, (ISPy) K 168 (ISPs) (FLAR A H
H A B R (PDA) AR K —5 ). FENE
2453 ) 548 {5 (ISP, A1 ISP) | 42 JK 35 (%, (ISP, ) TR 48
 (ISP,) &4 (L (PDA) R (FIC—5) . WiHE
0 2 43 0 A #E £5 (ISPy) | ¥ 41 (8 (ISPs) ¥k i
(ISP,) H& 5 (4 RIVRLT (4 (ISP ) AL {5 (PDA) R A7
(FR—%5)., WPk GAI-27E bk FRIE [ 8555

RS A R R BE R 22 T LAY, ot — A R L
TE N HACH IR 2214

B2 GA1-2 EHRASHHER B R AR
Fig. 2 Scanning electron micrograph of the strain GA1-2
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Fig. 3 Colony morphology of the strain GA1-2 on six culture media
A: YESEFEHE; B: ISP FR AL C: ISPESRHL; D: ISP 15975 E: PDA BRI F: S [C— 58555, A: YE medium;
B: ISP; medium; C: ISP, medium; D: ISPs medium; E: PDA medium; F: Gause No. 1 agar.

2.3 BERGAI- 2RV AR AEWAFIESE

Az AR A 5 25 R, B PE GAL-2 A Kl
J& R 21~54°C , f5eidi B R 28~50°C 5 pH Yl 5.0~
8.0, H:rf1 pH 6.0 B A= 4 fe iy, B 3R B (B R 55 €1
VR R pH 5.0, K5 IR RS €, F-Ch pH 7, 5557
R, pH 8.0 B A K i 22 BE R M o B . TR PR
GA1-2 7E NaCl ik i M 5d 5% 1 15 55 56 EARREA K,
AT 2 2 2 KT, ASRE K VS B, AS BE IR SR
FRh , BRE (k3 20) B i3 80 S FHAA , A= A:
FRBEE LA EEZRRE , PR AL 55 , BEF
FHD-AKE H EE 05 D-FBE5E 15 FhiRIR . 1% R A= 2
AR S S KBRS 22 TR AT (R 1) 6

BEAR, R GAL-2 REFI R SE TN 22 B R %
SRR SRR K2 PR R H &

TR A R O P AR, N BB RE IR B | TR Y
IKE AR A F IR AL 4 Fh R . RIIZ A RE )
IR A IR N 5
2.4 BEHRGAI- 2D FEWERER

W bk GA1-2 11 16S tDNA #E4T PCR 914 , H
P PR 2N 55 1 364 bp IR B, KR
FEH ¥ %13 1 EzTaxon HEA7AHRIPE FE X, 5 348
IKBERS 22 TR 27 M5B 14 S. eurythermus F1 APk BE
B W S. nogalater AL ZMKIK N 99.85% . 99.62%
$199.32% ., HHL 13 k5 H R MR HE E4m
FRRRAEC T IE B EE RS LB R . Wik GAL-2
AR R 22 T R R — 3, R R EE (B
4)  ZEETEASFHE BE TR A 3 A AR R PR
GA1-2 %578 NEEACKL IR CL218 Stv. lavenduligriseum
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Table 1 Physiological and biochemical characteristics of the strain GA1-2 and Streptoverticillium lavenduligriseum
IR HAR R IKEERE 22 1 PAIE S. lavendu-
T o GAl-2 ‘,"Kﬁ'—jf(/ﬁ._%glil FE o GAl2 S .a\./en u
Characteristic S. lavenduligriseum Characteristic ligrisieum
BTHIES NERRIi 1IN BZNNA BB 2 R R | DA * *
Sporehclllam Straights, flexibilis, Az D-glucose
morphology loops, hooks Straights, loops, hooks, VTR T 4
opposite or verticillate Soluble starch
I DL R mDLH L S B RO | R + *
Spore shape Oval, surface is smooth Oval or long round, surface is Sucrose
smooth
H.S 774 + + Za R + ND
H.S production Maltose
WA w - L-Bal A Tb% + +
Gelatin liquefaction L-arabinose
TR R I - w D-Hi A + -
Nitrate reduction D-raffinose
SR NG - - D-2p LAk + ND
Degradation of cellulose D-galactose
JIR i A - ND o + ND
Urease production Melibiose
i1 20 - ND D-1%k + ND
Tween 20 D-ribose
i1 80 + ND UL + *
Tween 80 Inositol
KBOR + + Kt + ND
Melanoid pigment Salicin
Wk MR R + + ThE N + ND
Tyrosinase production Trehalose
TERI K fift - - o - + ND
Starch hydrolysis Cellobiose
BRI H D-111 34 + ND
Carbohydrate utilization D-sorbitol
D- AWk + ND K EE R + ND
D-Xylose Xylan
D-H g7 AF + + FA=Hk + ND
D-Mannitol Melezitose
D-flk + + L- R 2HE + *
D-fructose L-rhamnos
AT PETER) * i
Soluble starch

o PHPE; - BAMES we B5FEYE; ND: AHE s ¥ A

ND: notdetermined; *: disagreement; * :
3 itig

RZIWFFER W], R E W) AT HE )0 D5
RAATHY . AT (2012) R HIFAROGIRF 2 A
3 v 43 85 31— BE X EOK K BEWG B Setosphaeria
turcica A 22K AW & BAT BRI HUE L
2 TR TR PR I 25 38 R H: XA 5 T Streptomyces specta-
bilis ; I IEFF F1T TR 11 (2009 ) SR FH P 0T RF 12 M A
PEMR PR LR Ay B0 2 T — Bk X FOC1 Fl FOC4
A SR AMTIVE P A0 T, AR 325351k 81.25%

suspicious use.

+ . MR 5E, +: Positive; —: negative; w: weakly positive;

H183.75% , 2 W A AR IR 45 R W, IR AR A K
Fhi 229w HAT BRI A%, e 30 d i s a4 %
T X0 B BT 45 (2013) ASERFOF & VR 43 5 1
— Bk X FOC1 H1 FOC4 4 T 2 73 531 i 5] 87.2% F1
80.4% F) H I8 77 0 2F ML 4T 1 Bacillus methylotro-
phicus. Yang et al.(2016) I FAH KEEFE 22 B vh 3
BB — PR AR B TR R LA — 5B i 22 5 KR N B
FKAED 2 Fb GO 0S8R 1R Candida albi-
cans W 22 AT AN HIAE R 5 10 1= g 07 45 (2006) 48
HEARL IR HE 22 OO B A 22 TR A — o IS PR



5 B RS - GAT-2 BIRRIV 70125 M2 B HOO i BEAQ I 7T B 1 B AR 815

Mo BT 3 o3 3 — bR A HOR B 2 22
IR RS 7 BRI A8k 7 T FOCA A AR 58 1440 il
VR, X 22 R A A 8 6 A A A 2 Sl ik

96
50

3T 36.34%H194.81% , HEMZ E Ak AT REF= 1 T 245
KIAWERR A PR AR T w59,
FAFEHL B A £ T — 2R 50

Streptomyces somaliensis(AB184243)
Streptomyces cinerochromogenes (AB184507)
Streptomyces glomeratus (AJ781754)

— 90 Streptomyces eurythermus (D63870)
84 I__ GAl-2

90 Lstreptoverticillium lavenduligriseum (JOBD01000085)
Streptomyces nogalater (AB045886)

100—Streptomyces misionensis(AB184285)
J‘—L&reptomyces phaeoluteic hromatogenes(AJ391814)

68

Streptomyces griseofuscus(AB184206)

Streptomyces griseoaurantiacus (AB184676)
Streptomyces aureoverticillatus (AY999774)

Streptomyces flavofungini (AB184359)

oooﬁ|j|:
. 92

Streptomyces alboflavus (JNXT01000131)

E 4 E-TF16S rDNA FMZNE K GAL-2 R EBEXEMRNREX TR
Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rDNA sequences of the strain GA1-2 and other related strains

TR BE 2 F R B B R IR AL
2013) , X BET L TR RETE (= il PR BE N A A7, T REGEERF
HA B A AL R R A P Re e M (K-
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