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(1. Bl Rt w240, Bl AE SRS HE T E SR, 22 730070;
2. Wil R B 2B B 32T, 220 730070)

FE . AR AF 3R EAEDARTR 5 B A= i L AL 4 AR TR PE 4 ) (plant growth promoting rhizobacteria,
PGPR) S+ 50 H AR A 4 M, R B S AT A ALBE 3 I R 0 AR TR AT A B AR, x J AR A A AT
T F T, BTG SHFAEZ 16S IDNA 75 5 A7 558 RAR A B ARAT S 2 . R AW A
4 7% SRARTR b AT 5T AR PGPR Bk, 30 P Bl R 24 4%, 5 A 334k T i 89 19 42 X PG-
PR 4 #k %9 B KB M2 0.14~3 664.97 nmol C,H,-h™-mL™" 2 |8 , »A NCRS1 H # B £.8 75 H % 5 ;
Vi R AL B Ak 04 VB B R 36.99~362.60 pg/mL X 18] , 3% JR & pH A 4.57~5.75, vA NCRP2 # #7555
B K IR R WU T MR 09 VR B R 9.24~55.21 pg/mL X ), 3Rk pH A 6.24~7.75, vA PPRS3 H# #&
A E R K AR L IAA 340 F 3.36 pg/mL; NCRP2 & k3t~ & K 55 360.9% 1 Helminthosporium
tritici-vulgaris . % #6192 & A Alternaria solani 35 )NAE 297 8 Fusarium oxysporum . %% % 546 2 4%
J& ® Rhizoctonia solani . % 3% T % JA 1A Sclerotinias clerotiorum F= % K /]38 J% ) Bipolaria maydis ¥
AApEAER . 21944k B PGPR B k#4741 5 %552, 28 TR LWL H & Pseudomonas . 7~ 3 48 H /%
Acinetobacter . Advenella .*t #F 1 & Phyllobacterium . 48 #F & & Microbacterium . 3 J&AF & /% Bacillus .
ARG 7 %k s 694K B PGPR B 4k, T A 45 £ R fedf )™ B A SRAE B A 7R .
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Abstract: In order to isolate and screen the plant growth promoting rhizobacteria (PGPR) from the root
of four vegetables and study their growth promoting properties, the PGPR were screened by nitrogen fixa-
tion medium, inorganic and organic phosphorus media, the growth-promoting characteristics (nitrogen
fixation, phosphorus solubilization, A A production and the biocontrol effect) were carried out with quali-
tative and quantitative analysis, meanwhile, the excellent strains were identified by using the morphologi-
cal characteristics and the 16S rDNA sequence. The results showed that 57 strains of PGPR were ob-
tained from four vegetables’ rhizosphere, of which 24 were nitrogen fixing bacteria and 33 were phos-
phate solubilizing bacteria. The nitrogen fixation activity of 19 nitrogen fixation strains was within the
range between 0.14-3 664.97 nmol C,H,-h™ -mL™", and the NCRS1 strain had the highest nitrogen fixa-

tion activity. The dissolution of inorganic or organic phosphorus strains were within the range between
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36.99-362.60 pg/mL or 9.24-55.21 pg/mL, and the pH of each strain medium was within the range be-
tween 4.57-5.75 or 6.24-7.75, and the NCRP?2 strain or PPRS3 strain had the highest capacity of dissolv-
ing inorganic or organic phosphorus, respectively. All strains secreted IAA less than 3.36 pg/mL. NCRP2

strain had inhibitory effects on Helminthosporium tritici-vulgaris, Alternaria solani, Fusarium oxyspo-

rum, Rhizoctonia solani, Sclerotinias clerotiorum, and Bipolaria maydis. Preliminary identification of 19

strains of excellent PGPR strains, belong to Pseudomonas, Acinetobacter, Advenella, Phyllobacterium,

Microbacterium and Bacillus, respectively. The excellent PGPR strains selected in this study could pro-

vide bacterial strain resources for the promotion and application of bio-fertilizers in the future.

Key words: plant growth promoting rhizobacteria (PGPR); nitrogen-fixing bacteria; phosphate-solubi-

lizing bacteria; promoting mechanism

TEARON A 77 v ) AR A BT A5 1 2% T B 3R 0T
Lok AT ORA UK AN Z A, B A
AR AR AED 3G 7= 50% UM T 4L IE (Erisman
etal.,2008) . R, TLL4FN T I8 5K ™ M sl »
FRE AR A 7 5 b A7 AR AL P R A . ARAE RS
NG P, 3 IR AL R e S, R
P BT R [ A S PR (Mal et al.,2015).
PRIt , ARl AT 47282 e Jie S AR A A PN 45y T 25
B, AP S f s AR RO At 4 o 3T i
WG AR Z R (F 2 TSR RAEY)) R P i i o
B R AR . AW AR PR 2 A2 B (plant growth pro-
moting rhizobacteria, PGPR ) J& fig % 75 i1 ¥ #i2 P &
B, I RES AT R A (B 2R A BRE R A SE)MEN],
it AA DU TCHLEE , 7 WMEY R APt 2, 74
BRAA , TR A A PO B B i — 26 Bk
Wy R, 2013 5 X0 PHH45,2016) o TR [ 4
YIRR PR3 B 0 e £ K PGPR B2 JE AT LBl B HL AT
PR B RE 1 A M s L , S5 0 AR IE R 2G40
e A M RS AT AR 1S 7R E AR R AR RE TR
THAED X A= A IREE S AR ™ il 4 (A T = S5
A5 (g H,2004) o A= R AT 5 R FH 2R 0 A i
BT 3, Bl 332 0 (DR B0, A 4 8 57 e
2 HSRGUTE , IR B S G B e
6 ) B HE M 7 89 H B9 (El-Sayed et al.,2015), Al
DAGE il 3R [ R R e R T5 G A W) AR IR A
[0 5 (Embrandiri et al.,2013) . KL, YR FRAE A
PR IR T O ANTOGTE AR

PGPR WA A= VE 2R AR BB A AR B
FRIRET, 43 I A 5 D) R4 v A X EEAE P aa
14 241 1145 (Aslantas et al., 2007 ; X 44145, 2013),
WAEHIEL T  HIEE I CEFRIERR A
857 R AR EEAE R (10T L4 ,2015) . HAT. B
HWFFE 24 X £ K Zea mays . /K F Oryza sativa /)y

% Triticum aestivum 75 7iii Lycopersicon esculentum .
PERE Prunus avium 5EFF €T PGPR %t 5 (1) T e i 52
(Chithrashree et al., 2011 ; Turan et al., 2011 ; %% B i
55,2015) . AWESEAE(2014) FFFE £ A, Bs-15 T bk
]G e S e 2R R R R T RO, RE S T BRI
AT A SR 5 — it R AR A A0 B AT LA i v i
WSR3, B SR A Y BT ALRE ) AR B T IR
(Bharti et al.,2014) ; PGPR AE /WA 2 M I, 7 A=
BRAUA (U WTE R B i 772035 S5 A ] i
Wl AR TR A G AR B R 2 (ANEOT R
S5 ) W SORI P, BERAR o 46 T T AE AR A ) R ARG
I (Guo & Chi, 2014) ; PGPR i 1] L fifi KL Jp8 B 11 14
R A S A ] i 454 AR a2 R T 400 ey ) 55
A H T BN TR 1 5 (KP4, 2016)

AHHF5E DI S BRABURN K 28056 4 FhE ) AR s
2307 128 i PGPR TRk , 38 4o 7 — 25 07 B AR A5 e Ay
R TR R ERDTE L B PGPR T
PR IFFI IR A 0 TR 20 Hat T o 2R %€
VU R 2 5 A W R T e o AR B R B
1 ¥R 5FE
1.1 &

PR BRI 5 A AR PR AE SR B HOR A
2P b B B B R AR K
JIES AR ML it FH 2 22 ) X35, SR FH S BURE VA AR 1%
DX PN 9 R BEAE AR SE Brassica oleracea JHI5€ Bras-
sica campestris M Capsicum annuum FIKZ Allium
Sfistulosum 3 A FPFEY) AR B R0 ST BR AR, 47| 2%
ATCw A B AR 4 PR SR AR H A CE T
D P TR AU (] S5 % EAT TR AR 23 B L 345 PGPR
Ik o B I AT /N2 G L9 18 Helminthospo-
rium tritici-vulgaris \ Z M-S0 4 Alternaria solani
¥ K295 18 Fusarium oxysporum S48 BT M 22 4%
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W% B Rhizoctonia solani . M1 3¢ W ¥ Ji i Sclerotinias
clerotiorum . K /NREWR B Bipolaria maydis , ¥ H
AN I AAE YR B B AL

B 3% 3 . [# A B 7 i (nitrogen free medium,
NFM) (324 ,2008) : CaCl,-2H;0 0.02 g MgSO. -
7H,0 0.2 g. K;HPO, 0.5 g.NaMoO; - 2H,0 0.002 g.
NaCl 0.1 g SRR 5.0 g A 10 pg 0.5% 1R B
i 5 mL BEE 20 g (R HARE 7R 48 ) 58 2 g (A [ {4 B
FEHR) , BAKFL 1 000 mL, pH 7.0; JCHL#E (national
botanical research institute’s phosphate, NBRIP) 1% 7
% (Nautiyal, 1999) : # %4 10 g.Ca;(PO.), 5 g Mg-
Cl, - 6H,0 5 g. MgSO, - TH.0 0.25 g. KCl 0.2 ¢.
(NH,),S0, 0.1 g . Z&1#7K 1 000 mL, pH 6.8~7.0; 5 4>
WA DB IR (MRS ,2009) : MnS O, - 4H,0 0.03 g,
FeSO, - 7TH,O 0.03 g.CaCOs 5.0 g. 7 % ¥ 10.0 g.
(NH,),S0;4 0.5 g Bi#iE 0.2 g .NaCl1 0.3 g KC10.3 g,
7 REF 0.4 ¢ BfE 20 g, BAFL 1000 mL, pH 7.0~
7.5;King FOIRAR: #7525 % 20 g K.HPO, 1.15 g,
MgSO, - 7TH,O 1.5 g N = 15 mL  L- A 2 £ 0.1 g
(ECAN I 2R ) 5 b 4% 5 FT B Bl (potato dex-
trose agar, PDA)F5 774 : EHEY 55 200 g %4 20 g
Bifg 18 g, A #& pH, /K % 1 000 mL; LB (Luria-
Bertani) [&ARFFR5E : JRAE IR 10 g JHEREREUD) S .
NaCl 10 g . Bifig 15~20 g, 251 7K 1 000 mL, pH 7.0;
LB AR SR AL LB JE 37 SR A I Behs

TR A < 40 B 3L PR 41 DNA $2 B F] & 2%
Tag PCR MasterMix, K AR A= L BHE (F630) A R A
5 3-M5| e 1R (3-IAA) , U RSEERHEABRA A
GC 7890F S AH L34, 1L 7R 42 3 A A a8 A PR
A) s KV-T1 AN WG G RET, me s JUiL TR A
MR\ ] SPX-GB ARG IS SR , 1 IFBRI BT 4k
HIRAF
12 FHiE
1.2.1 B RAFEBH 6 5 B iF ik

J T i PGPR TEAB YR B 1 430 A7, — R AR B
3N 33041, BIAR 2% + (soil adhering to roots,RS) |
H 2 3¢ M (rhizoplan or surface of roots, RP) FlAR 4
(histoplan or interior of roots, HP)3 /> [X 3, Fi B¢
B PEVERE 3k 3 PR AERE 23 RO 5 R 2y
107,107 107 107 IR REIRLAS T o 3 1l 26 e 1) 25
JE 5 BT 40 1 12 7 1 NFM  NBRIP | 5¢ 1645 HLB
B dkrh BT 28°CREFRAR TP R 3R 5~7 d, B HUNFM
R R A K R IR AN R B v
TTEE R 38 alidl, B R B AR bR . FHEERR R

PRI NBRIP 152 4 5 HLBE 15 57 56 b i 7% ] 6]
U7 B P (VS R ) AN ) /N BRL TR % |, F R AR
RIS, B Rl Btk K
LRI B R T 4°CURARARAE %5 H o
1.2.2  BA#kAE A4

MA1.2.1 743 B8 B 19 PGPR A A TP i % 1 19 Ak
i B PGPR RS AR A R il a2 , FLh A48 6 1
[P R RN 13 BRI R

] SRR P U« TR 1) [T 20 Bl 1R FH 2 i
J5 3 #E AT 5E (Piromyou et al.,2011) o M3
JKF 19 ¥k PGPR B ARAZFN T 5 mL 2 A NFM 15 5+
b (Il VSR, B0A% 15 mL) , MR IE 3 IRE S, A
FLTR R 95 3 i B, AR AR 2E 54 11, 28°CH5 5% 48 h
J& AR AL ZE R R I ZE , FIJC RS 25 h 1 mL
SR BRIG AT mL CHSUAR, BT 28°CHs 346 P
K532 48 h, Z 5 FH 100 pL fafci A 28 DA I35 66 v 43
SR A AR 50 pL P AR S s Uk
HERERE P, 10 SR I S CoHL H WA ][] % 0 i AL, )
TE CoHL I CHL 1 &t

VTR I 00 2 < 2 MU K 19 Bk PGPR R A%
o3 R AR NBRIP FI5E & WA HLBE R 258 I B
PRI WRE R, B SR ML P 2R 4 A X3k, 5 F 28°C
R FRFE R RT3 7 d, ULEE I N 2 A Ak 1 O Wl BT 1)
NGB ATV B KN T R R , B DId<1.5 1
MR, b DR R, AR EE 58, &
SN < SR AR Eb (0 0 6] PR T Wl R 1 o (K
55 ,2004a) . IS D/d>1.5 BB BE, 7ETCH
AT s D 2 8 50 mL NBRIP fl15% 4
WA SR AR R AN NS ) 19 150 mL
SR, BRI 3 IR, DN R SR AL X
M8, 28°C 160 r/min Z57F F iR HE 9% 12 dJm ,
R F5 W pH At

53 WA TAA FEPEINE < 5 PRI SE < B 19 Bk PGPR
BERRAY S13AD T 50 mL King [CWAS: g2 5L
PRE3WRE R A EEFRFE XTI, 28°C L 160 r/min
ARG 12 do WIS IV 100 pL T FE AR
b AR Spot BRI, e REIN 100 pL 3-15]
Wk 2R, FEAL B 3 R E S VB AUICE T = TR
B 45 7F T, 20 min POUERFFiCSRE AR fb . Qs hy
LA RIRE /MM TAA B (LRI 0 I TAA BT 55, 1%
A B AR AL BRI AN RE 4 WA TAA . A2 1 I 5 - R
Salkowaki L 3% 73 2§ AR 15 19 ¥k PGPR T Bk 43
W TAA FEPEIEAT I 2 (WeH 45, 2004b) o WEHRLL I
BB FEW 10 mL, T4°C .10 000 r/min 54 T &
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> 15 min, W 35 5 mL, H IR FR R S2 [ 6,
W, AF BAIE 258 BCE 30 min, P 5E % 1 530 nm Ab
A BE IR A W FE AL, 38 A A B A v gty 20 4500
SEREM I TAA MR
1.2.3 AMEaEARE

ISR IR (2 RAHESE: 201 1) WAL 198k
P E PGPR TR A X /N A2 KT A6 T 7 it 2 TR
HNAL 2205 T | 58 B A 22 A2 T L TH R TR AR
CEOK/NBE TR RS BOVE I o B PRAF Y 6 o i
B0 G 17 PDA SF-Al I, 25°CH5 3% 5~7 do [RA
H L Y PGPR AR FE AP 2] LB ARG R, T
28°C 160 r/min 55/ MR 555 24 ho RAITF2
S PDA SR O B 2 Bl 6 ol T T 1
BEAE 7 WS O 7 23 mm AR )RR AR
PAME, BRAC B 3 RS, DL s B TR 1 35 92 5
XTHR . 28°CHEFR 5~T d, R Xt BEEH i 8& A AR I, SR
FHA 2728 ORIt T v LA, TR 3 i
= (X BB 75 ELAR - A B VK AR )6 BRI VK B AR <
100%., 38 W) 57 45 FIE PRI ] 52>40% 1Y 7 A%
R E T R 3 IRE R . WA B b
TR 3T P 90 T 0 % P 2 A ROTR B, DL R 0 S
TGRTR 22 R IR A S A T XIS T T 224 K
R, LUK E PGPR B A XT 6 Ffio [ B 19 A B fiE
1.2.4 B PGPR AL T

B RSy B e B AY 19 BRAL B PGPR & #R7E
LB VAR b i A, 220 T LB W RS e ik rh , T
28°C 160 r/min Z51F TR 1 7% 24 h, % B AN A ]
21 DNA $a B ) 6 vt B 45 42 BUAH 7 5L DNA, R
i 514 27F F11492R #£47 16S tDNA [543,
B 1E 1] 51 9 27F (57 - AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTC -
AG-3") M 19154 1492R (5’ -GGTTACCTTGTTA-
CGACTT-3"). 50 uL JZ W A& % : 2% Tag PCR Master-
Mix 25 puL . DNA 4 2 uL ., 1E 2 17 514 4% 2 uL.
ddH,0 19 pL, PCRY HESHRE : 95 °CHIAR: S min;
95°CAE 30 s,57°Cil & 60 s, 72°CHEMH 30 s, B IZ I
3095 72°C ESEAH 10 min ;K PCR =) i#EAT 1% BE
JE B W L VS, I T —20°CAR- 75 o 168 1D-
NA JFFIIE A T A TR () e A BR S )
SEIM . IS5 SR AE NCBI 1Y GenBank 5045 /2 v ]
FH BLAST 277 #5147 [R1EF 51 L #643r , R FH Mega
5.0 A AR A B BT AR I R LR B, H R
{541 000X,
1.3 RS

K FH SPSS 19.0 A4 X i 56 B4 £ 17 One-Way

ANOVA 73 ¥ 3:AE I, v Duncan [3F7 & W 25 537
1% B EVERR .

2 BERE5HM

2.1 PGPRERHIFS ik

i F NFM  NBRIP . 52 4 #A AL 8 15 97 3 03 2
i HLA AR R RE 71 1 PGPR BAK 574K, For
U IR 24 R, TRBE R 33 6k MAERBSEAR B 438
i ¥ H 4 Bk A % # £k NBRP1, NBHP1, NBRS2,
NBRP2 H1 6 £ ¥ W5 i bk MBHP1 . PBRP1 ., PBRP2.,
PBHP1 .PBRS1 .PBRS2; M IHZEAR B o3 B e 74k
[H A R NYHP1 NYRP1.NYRP2 NYRP3 NYRSI
NYRS2 NYRS3 Fl 5 P % # ¥k MYRS1 . MYRS2,
MYHPI .PYRS1 . PYRS2; M\ K2 AR bR 43 55 0 1 H
7 #k % % # £ NCRP1, NCRP2, NCRP3, NCRSI
NCRS2 .NCHP1 ,NCHP2 Fl 13 % 8 #£ MCRS1
MCRS2 MCRS3 MCRS4 MCHP1 MCHP2 MCRP1
MCRP2 . MCRP3, PCHP1 . PCRP1,PCRS1.PCRS2;
A BHRUAR B 3 5 O 26 6 R [ & B R NPHPI
NPHP2 NPRP1 .NPRP2 NPRS1 NPRS2 F19 #kiA#
i # MPRSI. MPRS2. MPHP1, MPHP2, PPRSI1 .
PPRS2 .PPRS3 .PPHP1 .PPHP2,

2.2 AR PGPRERAEEFE

B 19RO K PGPR BER Y [ A BTG METE 0.14~
3 664.97 nmol C,H,-h™ -mL™" 22 i), Hih bk NCRS1
1) 1 R G P fe e 4 35 3 664.97 nmol CoHy-h™ -mL™,
HKSZEPYRST itk 14 1 557.63 nmol C,H,-h™-mL™,
NYRS2 FIPCHP1 Bk 1 [ ZUBEHE 4 5371 4 160.03
108.90 nmol CoH,-h™" - mL™", 4 B ik [ 20l 1% 14 44
/NT33.11 nmol C:H,-h™'-mL™" (1),

I AE 19 BEAL B2 PGPR T4 B 1 75 1 P /)N
K,V TOHLBE B AR D/d (E7F 1.53~2.73 Z [8], i B
HETE 36.99~362.60 ug/mL Z [], 45 Bk 55 7 pH 7E
4.57~5.75 2 [d] , Hirh LI NCRP2 B bk v = ok
MCRS! Wk D/d K, i52.73. HEA DL R
D/d{HTE1.50~2.28 Z [] , i 7E 9.24~55.21 pg/mL
Z (8], 5 B BRES 37 W pH 7E 6.24~7.75 Z [8] , Hirp LA
PPRS3 T b Y ¥ ol it o K 5 B[R] o ¥ i JC MLl A
MLWE A0 ¥R f0. 55 NYRS3 .NCRS1 .NPRS1 . MBHPI,
MPHP1 MCRP1 MYRS2 MCRP2 MCRS1 MCRS4
PCHP1, PYRS2, PYRSI, PCRPI, PCRS2, PBRPI ,
PCRS1.PPHP1. Z&if %5 % BB e M o Al R 3, AN [
PGPR T# PR [ ¥ 05 RE 1 A7 16 22 57, TR BRI il TC DLl
MIBE ) & T AL RE T . S8 Al 19 BRI
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L PGPR BRI TAA HE /N T°3.36 pg/mL (1),
#1 £ B PGPREHKIR £ N E LR

Table | Determination result of the growth-promoting characteristics of excellent PGPR strains

U JEHL#E Inorganic P A HL#% Organic P
‘ . Nitrogenase I E ) WS
AR LS activity Phosphate Phosphate IAA
Source Strain D/d pH solubilization D/d pH solubilization ~ (png/mL)
(nmol C,Hy- . .
b mL) capacity capacity
(pug/mL) (pg/mL)
R NYRS2 160.03=+ - - - - - - 3.36+
Brassica 10.68 a 0.04 a
campestris  NYRS3 12.10+ 1.96+ 5.75+ 36.99+ 1.51+ 6.86+ 9.24+ 1.59+
1.53b 0.09b 0.01a 043¢ 0.07¢ 0.07d 0.14b 0.05 fgh
MYRS2 1.50+ 1.54+ 4.69+ 329.68+ 1.50+ 6.24+ 32.23+ 1.76+
0.02¢c 0.12 e 0.00d 0.62b 0.02c¢c 0.04d 1.15b 0.11a
PYRSI1 1 557.63+ 1.66+ 4.65+ 273.03+ - - - 0.89+
85.96 a 0.12 cd 0.01b 0.89¢ 0.03d
PYRS2 2538+ 1.77+ 4.63+ 338.96+ 1.56+ 7.02+ 33.95+ 1.82+
271¢ 0.09 ¢ 0.00b 0.5¢ 0.08c 0.01d 2.07b 0.02a
Pz B PBRS2 - 1.61+ 4.67+ 356.61+ - - - 0.82+
Brassica 0.11d 0.0l a 1.99a 0.06d
oleracea NBRP2 7.05+ - - - - - - 2.24+
0.30b 0.18 ¢
MBHP1 33.11+ 1.53+ 4.74+ 351.60+ - - - -
0.37¢ 0.03 e 0.01b 0.38a
KA MCRSI 2.08+ 273+ 473+ 323.11% 1.88+  7.05% 21.31% 1.75+
Allium 021c 0.1a 0.01bc 0.22c¢ 0.07b  0.009 ¢ 1.71 ¢ 0.16a
fistulosum ~ MCRP1 3.56+ 1.54+ 4.83+ 276.48+ .50+ 727+ 45.44+ 1.28+
0.56 ¢ 0.12¢ 0.01a 385f 0.02c¢c 0.02a 1.99a 0.09b
NCRP2 28.86+ 1.75+ 4.65+ 362.60+ - - - 1.71%
2.29b 0.1c 0.02f 20la 0.02 efg
NCRS1 3 664.97+ 2.01+ 4.84+ 350.78+ 1.56+ 7.75+ 17.61+ 1.66+
140.08 a 0.09b 0.02d 095b 0.04c 0.01Db 0.14a 0.07 efg
NCRS2 1.57+ 1.62+ 4.92+ 342.98+ - - - 1.04+
0.08b 0.24d 0.0lc 543b 0.07 Im
MCRS4 1.63+ 231+ 4.69+ 263.18+ 2.01+ 7.14+ 27.63+ 1.72+
0.13 ¢ 0.14b 0.01d 0.28 h 0.22a 0.00b 2.51 be 0.06 a
PCHP1 108.90+ 1.68+ 4.58+ 345.77+ 1.75¢ 7.27+ 29.35+ 0.61+
11.77b 0.11 cd 0.01c 1.44b 0.16bc  0.01Db 1.52b 0.04 ¢
PCRP1 227+ 1.55+ 4.57+ 35891+ - - - 1.25+
025¢ 0.06 e 0.01c 229a 0.04 ¢
PCRS2 1.68+ 1.82+ 4.64+ 300.53+ 1.78+ 7.23+ 12.11= 1.5+
023 ¢ 0.13¢ 0.00 b 0.70d 0.06bc  0.00c 1.52¢ 0.06 b
B PPRS3 0.14+ - - - 228+ 724+ 5521+ -
Capsicum 0.03¢ 0.30a 0.0lc 3.04a
annuum MPHPI1 1.22+ 1.53+ 4.82+ 291.17+ 1.55¢ 7.19+ 27.63+ 1.61+
032¢ 0.03¢ 0.01a 0.36¢ 0.08c 0.01b 2.87 be 0.01a

D: R EAE; d: WIS EAA . R AR T E bR . [FFERE 5 A R 7173278 22 Duncan [GHT 5 R 22 WA R 30 7
P<0.05 /K F-2253 .3 . D: Diameter of phosphate solubilizing circle; d: diameter of colony., Data are mean+SE. Different letters

in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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2.3 BEHRBIERTRE

7

231 HRRAGRAKGL

i 35 14 19 AR AR AR RRR X AN [] 955 D 17 B
TARCRAN ], FLr X &8 439 St 0 1 2R KT 50% 1Y
A NCRP2 NYRS2 MPHP1 MBHPI , HA itk
XoF 9 T T AR R 28 N T 50% , EE 5 SR A

B VAR o e, NCRP2 T I Xof /N2 K055 FEL00 B4
ZA - PEN T | BTG ZE 0 1 | A% A 22

B 1 NCRP2 Btk 5885 4% R B TR IR 38
Fig. 1 Panel confrontation of strain NCRP2 for part pathogen fungi
A IHEER R B: B ZEIRE; C: F/AMFBENGHE . A: Sclerotinia sclerotiorum; B: Fusarium oxysporum; C: Alter-

naria solani.

&2 PGPRERXS 6 ML E Ym R E R

Table 2 Inhibition Effect of PGPR for six pathogen fungus

TR TSR TR 9 T R T oK/ IN IR T 178 410 T S8R B
CE 1), 30 R 43 5 & 61.23% . 53.41% . 51.52%
53.16%.77.44% F159.87%(32) . Ja£lillE NCRP2
PR i o B 22 A R s

%

ANERIGAUREE BN BT ZOR R DR E A2 SRR R/ NI T

ESUE . . , : o . A
Source Strain Helminthosporium  Alternaria Fusarium Rhizoctonia Sclerotinia Bipolaria
tritici-vulgaris solani oxysporum solani sclerotiorum maydis
TR NYRS2 51.44+1.25a - - - - -
Brassica  NYRS3 - 39.89+1.27 a - 47.87+1.43 a - -
campestris MYRS2 - - - - - 46.04+0.74 b
PYRSI1 - - - - - -
PYRS2 - - - - - -
piiiSa PBRS2 44.04+1.72 a - - - - -
Brassica NBRP2 37.90+2.01 ¢ - 20.72+1.21 a - - -
oleracea  MBHP1 - - - 52.54+0.56 a - -
KA MCRSI1 29.55+2.33 b - - - - 39.29+1.55a
Allium MCRP1 - - - - - 35.36+£0.74 b
fistulosum  NCRP2 61.23+1.54a 53.41£0.67b  51.52+1.67 a 53.16£1.61 b 77.44+£0.89a 59.87+0.83 b
NCRSI - - - - - -
NCRS2 - 37.99+1.33 a - 49.16+0.68 a -
MCRS4 - - - - - 38.94+1.76 a
PCHP1 - - - - - -
PCRPI - - - - - -
PCRS2 41.2242.12 a - - - - 27.4440.69 a
AR PPRS3  48.44+0.74b - - - - 32.41£1.47b
Capsicum  MPHP1 56.78+0.86 b - - - - 30.50+0.33 ¢
annuum

TR bR . [RIFVEEE 5 AN IR F-BE 3R 28 Duncan [CRT % 25 K30 7E P<0.05 7K F- 22 573 8 % . Data are

mean+SE. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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2.3.2 NCRP2 H#kAT9% R A A LA KA
TEG2 WA T ST KA B TRk NCRP2 Xif
i PR 224 K2 s ol (E 2) o 535 IR (4%

o JEUBE ) A LE , NCRP2 B ik BE (/) A2 1055 76055 T 1)
R ZZ IR ST 5 B Ao 1l =5 T A T PO 2R BE R 2R
W R HAIE

E2 E#NCRP2XTE D E YRR E E £ £ K0
Fig. 2 Effect of strain NCRP2 on mycelial growth of part pathogen fungi
Az N RIGHRTEF (CK) 5 B: WERNCRP2H5HL/N IR AR s C: RN (CK) ; D: B #k NCRP2 F5 IR
WAZIR SR . A Helminthosporium tritici-vulgaris (CK) ; B effect of strain NCRP2 for mycelial growth of H. tritici-vulgaris;

C: Sclerotinias clerotiorum (CK) ; D: effect of strain NCRP2 for mycelial growth of S. clerotiorum.

24 fRRPGPRERIEE

AT 19 B B PGPR I RREFT 5 24 YL,
& ¥ NYRS2 . NBRP2,NYRS3,PCHP1, MYRS2 Fi
MBHP1 F R 2% [CBHME R (G, HAR TR A 4 =2
ICBAIMETR (G) o B BRI T 25 28 5 R P 5 47
LEXT AT, A R G R B (B0 ) 105
NCRSI1., PBRS2 W #k N Pseudomonas migulae,
MPHP1 1k 4 Pseudomonas thivervalensis ,MCRSI |
PCRS2.PYRS2 .MCRP1 F1 PPRS3 [# #k h L TR E5 A
SN B Acinetobacter calcoaceticus , MCRS4 I £~
Advenella kashmirensis ,NCRP2 NCRS2 & ¥k A H-FT
Phyllobacterium ifrigiyense, NYRS3 Bk & Micro-
bacterium binotii, NBRP2 W ¥k "N Microbacterium
profundi, MBHP1 ,MYRS2  NYRS2 & PCHP1 B #£
A5 N ZE B FT B Bacillus pumilus , PYRS1 T A% K
Pseudomonas syringae, PCRP1 1 ¥k 4 Pseudomonas

brassicacearum(F3) .
3 iTig

H A, 76 PGPR AR i e A rp , A E e 5 2
AR AR, 38 I 0 5 LA 0 A3 D B ) R AR , 3o %
Az S BT VR (R ) A% ,2016) o BRIE
FAF(2013) NRE B AR MR H M AE T A 2 B 3K
P VU S Bl R 5 s [ ol 480 EL Atk 25 P
FHRFE ST , RBAL oE bk = ANt 2 5 907 1IE 45 (2014)
IR PGPR T R THI R A 2 T iR AEL B ST A
22 W B R RS ROR o L Re s I v A

s XM A (2012) W58 & B, Al B ZE AT B4 B. sub-
tilis TR A% PT'S-394 5%t 2 Jiti ity 2 5 75 il 114 B 80 A
U, 43 5135 77.4% F180.0% , #ikk H-70 , L-1 1 SJ-280
B = T 60.0% ; E##SF (2015 BFE 45 S L BE,
J /N2 BT AT ARO3 TR PR fnb 25400 1] 08 50 5 s 7R
Colletotrichum destructivum T 22/%: K 785 %&
i KA, 1x10° CFU/ML BB IO BRAELI 1 784% B
AR A 83.03% ., AT\ 4 Fhigh AR Pt o323 i
TEH 57 £k PGPR W A% , 2o [5] U Pk 24 bk, i B T
PR 330k, 38 i PRI R A N T e 19 Bk
P K PGPR T Bk 1 [ ZURF R S BEREIE L2 I TAA
AR ST, REUANFIZE AL PGPR B bk [ 2 fE
FEEZESE , KRR B AR 55, il et A8
[FIRE R | I3 MBI SR A S5 A7 A 22 S, () s IR (R
Tr4F,2008) JEHR (245, 2005 )X [5 AU 6 PR A
W, AR, 1273 X 5 8 1 PGPR F MR IA
W AE J1 i, IR Wi B A 9.24~362.60 pg/mL 22 [A] , T#
T pH 7F 4.57~7.75 Z [i] , /S [A] PGPR [ Bk [8] %5 5 fig
TZERBR

PGPR TR A% ) 9% B 18 /N n BE 5 A KB A
XK, W5 FHAF I RS RERIGH BE LA AR )
R TE S IS U Y S IR T W S 78 AR R
U5 RUIR B it T2 AR 2SI T LA S ) AR 1) B
(SO AE,2014) o B IAR B 43 5 7 1 HH A9 1
PRAT LTI R 2R o, fiefe A ) A X R g
SERE A B EEEA O, T2 50% DL R4
HfE/T L TAA (Rasul et al., 1998) , A =% F
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MO IR AT 5T PGPR TR R X 6 Fh AR 4995 I fr 4100 o1
B, & IR 43 PGPR T AR XA 4995 Jt T A 0 il 4
FH 410 il %K F 50% 1 1 Bk 5 NCRP2,NYRS2,
MPHP1 .MBHP1, H:Hf NCRP2 Btk /N2 K £
P T R T TR 2R TR SR T A 22 4%
9 TRT T3 TR A A R T K/ INBRE A YA R A
PURCR . BE4h, X PGPR B R AE 35 (14 2 FERE )

M FE A& PGPR 7E A4 7 b FH HT#h F L A7, —
R 2 PR ie i pric It R sk, 2t Wi
T UL TR AR AE 3R e B RE ) SahAs . X T
ARG Fp % B A9 H B PGPR B AR 358 p 1Y e 5
RE A FE Tt — 2R ABSE, LA PGPR R 4
AYHE) I AR A AT A7k

#3 R PGPREFRAT16S rDNA FF ST L ELER

Table 3 Sequence analysis and identification of 16S rDNA sequences of choiceness PGPR strains

R T FAEY IR [R5 HARLE (%)
Strain Host plant Separation site Homologous sequence Similarity
PCHP1 KA Allium fistulosum P HP /N EE A 99
MBHP1 HWHRSK Brassica oleracea PN HP Bacillus pumilus 100
MYRS2 =% Brassica campestris RFELRS 99
NYRS2 iM3% Brassica campestris RE RS 99
NCRP2 KA Allium fistulosum HIZRT RP AT 99
NCRS2 KA Allium fistulosum WE L RS Phyllobacterium ifrigiyense 99
PCRS2 KA Allium fistulosum R 1 RS RS AN BT 1R 99
MCRS1 KA Allium fistulosum W#EFRS Acinetobacter calcoaceticus 100
PPRS3 B Capsicum annuum &+ RS 99
MCRPI KA Allium fistulosum M1 RP 99
PYRS2 3% Brassica campestris £+ RS 99
MCRS4 KA Allium fistulosum HRFE+ERS Advenella kashmirensis 100
NBRP2 THBSE Brassica oleracea M FE1H RP Microbacterium profundi 99
NYRS3 3% Brassica campestris W&+ RS Microbacterium binotii 99
PYRS1 =% Brassica campestris RFEARS Pseudomonas syringae 99
NCRS1 KA Allium fistulosum RFELRS Pseudomonas migulae 99
PBRS2 AEHBSE Brassica oleracea H#E A+ RS 99
PCRP1 K25 Allium fistulosum TR RP Pseudomonas brassicacearum 99
MPHP1 B Capsicum annuum RN HP Pseudomonas thivervalensis 99

RS: Soil adhering to roots; RP: rhizoplan or surface of roots; HP: histoplan or interior of roots.

TR AR i A 2R T, A5 [ AU I
WK AP R R HOIREA A
HATE] . T, FE N AMITSE A 51 2 X PGPR A HIAL
Wl #EAT TVFZESE , 80 EEAE A a4 1
(Yang et al.,2009) . H i, B #4FH & 45 PGPR &
PRHS N P S5 T0 R e AL R T W R Y3 SR ot
£, R, BEA A IAA IR R AR RS
AR A K TR 248 PGPR I HRE
ARG B B R AR YO S e A ) AR
TP AR A B, (R ER D A A 4, DTS oy
o 48 b AR YR BRI A R A AR DL A 2

R, RV [F] — b e A= s AE AN Rl A Bl 2= A
AFRIBIFEFIRCR o PRI, 5 25T X AN R 9 25 2 A3
S d i A (e 2 bR Bl st (e A PR A R
B RCHR , AT S ABO I8 R R ZOR O RA R
G BB A AT S
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