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Abstract: In order to exploit the resources of endophyte from plants, bio-bacteria were separated and
screened from the roots, stems, leaves and fruits in wild jujube with tissue separation method. The activ-
ity of the acquired strains on the eight pathogens was determined with the flat plate confrontation meth-
od and fermentation method. The obtained strain was identified with biological and molecular methods.
The results showed that 76 endophytic bacterial strains were isolated from roots, stems, leaves and fruits
in wild jujube. The inhibition of all strains was tested on pathogens through the primary and secondary
screening. Finally, there were eight of strong antagonism endophytic bacteria were obtained. Among
them, strains of antagonist SZG-23, SZG-1, SZY-13 and SZS-3 were stronger on Alternaria kikuchiana
and Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cucumerinum, and inhibiting rate exceeded 82.5% and 71.1%, respec-
tively. Strain SZG-23 had the strongest inhibiting rate on two pathogens, up to 90.3% and 72.4%. Its fer-
mentation broth could inhibit eight kinds of pathogens, and inhibiting rate on A. kikuchiana and Bortytis
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cinerea were the best, up to 92.2% and 90.5%. The mutant strain of strains SZG-23 resisting Rif could

colonize and move in jujube seedling. According to morphology, physiological and biochemical charac-

ters as well as 16S rDNA sequences, strain SZG-23 was identified as Bacillus amyloliquefaciens (Gen-

Bank accession number was KF483660).
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P AEHUREE ARIFAE I N T AR sE R A T
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IR, 2010) o SR AL FREAE I PE 44 EE 2L
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H A 2R N AR TR ) 2 e TR ) 1A
W, AT DA S AP RE 0, M R SR ST
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(van Loon et al., 1998; X1 £ /%% | 2014; Li et al.,
2015) , i 22 & R AR 0 A 35 22 0 v 1) B A AR
535 [RVESF PR A 20 B 2 R R AR 5 R 2044, Rt
I A HURIT ] AR AR S R S A R R T B
fR)385 42 AT 1 (Kloepper et al., 2004) o 4 FTAEHI P
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HAEY) (Chen et al.,2012; 52 KUK 45,2013 748V 4455
2013) AKZE kB HAE Y (Shcherbakov et al., 2013 ; 5
HAF,2016) S WAL . FRTFRER Y IR RIS
B HA ) AR N A TR R AE b 2 R 2
FEME . HEDCTE AR N A RSB A A 5T A
il o AT AR 24 P R ik i PR A oy 1 A
BURE T, LAV A Al R O F o8 BR R A, X R A Y
PAE AR AT i T AL e, DU B A= M Y
AR AT AR B LI T 5T SRR A [
A SR R Y A B A IR PR AR s 1 e
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1 #EETE

1.1 ##
P ) AR B AR B AR A T LU TE 4 KA

YA BHE £ AR BRI SCHL, 1 U R TS
PIAR 25 R S AT RAS A IS =, R
B SE T LU P 45 3 3l i 28 S WL 1 &b VR AL
BRSO 40~70 cm. A LI SIEAHE 2 TRCHCIR S
FEIA 20 g BURLFE BEAE (R o A SR AL MR &
JEARRARD) BT EHAA N30 em BIAEE T, B iR E
BB T 240 H R TS PR R e AR

SR RS 7N T < ZL BB 1 Alternaria kikuchiana
VU TR 2299 B4 Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. niveum Jf
MU 2595 78 . oxysporum f. sp. vasinfectum . 7 i 5
YR TR A. solani ¥ N Z5 95 1A . oxysporum f. sp.
cucumerinum N A€ 3T 96 T Rhizoctonia solani | /)N
HREIR A F gramine-arum IR Botrytis
cinerea , Y& B 11 PG 4 Ml K 27 A 24 52 ey = g it 9T
PDA R} 4°CLR-AE

i 38 5 . 5 32 B8 (nutrient agar medium, NA)
BB A RIRE 3.0 g HEIMRS.0 g FATHE 2.5 g\
Biflg 18 g 281 /K 1 L, pH 7.0; 3 1 A 7 (lysogeny
broth, LB) # F% 4k - BREE F1 1R 10 g BERESZHUY 5 g
NaCl 10 g B fl§ 18 g . Z%4# /K 1 L,pH 7.0, H T N 4E
PR F7 LB AR IR 08 LB B 3R S kil s &

A L] 24 M BUIR (potato dextrose agar, PDA) 15 3¢
I T 200 g A 20 g BiR 18 g 2RI
7K1 L,pH 7.0, HFERER:FE 5k, 1998)

TR 550 < 20 B 5 [ 2 DNA $2 5050 &, b
oUE A YRR IR 54T W) DNA Marker, b
S ERH K SR AT BN R 5 27F/1495R 514, AL 3T
INE TR R BRI B B A7 FRA 7] 5 F AR (Rif) , b
SRR AE W ARAT IR A F . DYY-6D 2 L Jk
AL, st AA—IXAE) 5 YYS-80E AU Wt i, b igi%
[RG2EA A BN 7] 3 BYQ6072 I PCRAX , i 1
H B A BRZA 7] 5 SUS010 B4 B g, K35 (P )
PR R AT
1.2 Fik
120 FFABRRNAWME NS B AT E

I3 IR RAAR 25 I FUR S 2 T IO R K
PRI, BT, VI GE G /N, AR T 75%
T2 min 3% WEIREN 30 s.75% LTE30 s, BRIRIZ
WS FHICRK MBE 3K . JCRIEARI T A TS bt
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BRrb A 10 mL JCIRK , A6 OB R B s
VRAT NA AR, BB 3 IRE R, 30°C PR 57 3~7
do TR TG AR RVE I RN 5
R FFE A PRIBOY 25 22 530 W I A T 7%, FHF-Al )
LR R RE T 2% NA A, 68 K H 00 1 7% PR 2R A
FEIT B8 2~3 IR, AR LUIE S et NA RHAAAT -

YT R IR B D S RO AR 2 Fl oA BE
R AR, PRt 3 1R AR D I B ik, BB R
PR P RN B TG 220 T o SR ISR (7 TPk,
1998 ) 1 5 475 2] ) PN A= 41 17 %) 2 B B 1 A 85 I
W E R A K B RIVE T o 430 7E PDA -z e
TN EAR 6 mm A IR B 2 Fioi i L B e B, 7
PAHE A 25 mm Ab 542 R 07 0% 40 0 T B, X R LA
PDA Pz A A B B R R 25 O IR LA 39K
28°CHE| B K5 7% , 5 R B AN B S R i AR KA L, 5
5 KM AP TRA B BE TSI 2 . i R=(1-4b
PHPA TS B0 BREATE HAR ) <100%
1.2.2  FIRA LB IR HHR T

SR A R S 3 3000 15 s 240 T 2 PR R ) A R A
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BERE 75 10 000 r/min 25,0 10 min, FIFZ20.22 ym
DB UE RIS IO A TR o & EVRFT PDA $5 597 5
FRARRALL 1:9 BB TSR , 2 A FLAE 6 mm A fif
f) 8 Tl J5E EL T A B . 28°CHE TR % 5 d J il 1
T EAR RS WA KM ER=1-k B
AR EAR 6 BRLH TRV 42) < 100%
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5 g/mLRif () LB ¥R &S F 51, 180 r/min #5557
3~5 d, fF AR A K5 BB IR 3] 5 10,2050,
100 g/mL Rif /) LB WIS 5= 5, 3R R T LATE
100 g/mL ¥R BE T FoE AR, T s IR 28 SRt Jist T
PIFEHTVE AR, BIARAS S8 AR TR A

VA A 0 R B T T S 2 2 AR (P L A )
[,2015) 317 K AR AR BRI ROk B T 2 29
10° CFU/mL, 7F R 2 &) W AR ZE FEAb W42 H 38 45 £ |
HU100 mL A VR GEE AR BT 1, AR TJo K
o R BREE IR Ky 25~35°C . 4FH 15,30 dJ5 43 )
FERS 25 IR TR AR TR R Ay i, TSR
1.2.1, {92 350 09 5 100 g/mL Rif A NA SEA), 4R
e B AR 3 AR TR TE R, R 3K
124 FIRHERAKRGEE

TE S FRIE ULEE AN AL BRA: LRI 5 - 2 BRI

N S E T (R 5 BRI, 2001 ) X 4 i A 15
IR LI EIE B B PSRRI TR R
MR B E N AE AR R AL . SRR TR
FIH IR | 25 2 2 S e 0 K i i 0 L 32 o g S o
HLS 77 A V-P il 1A MR X5 BH IR AL sl
W= e it EhMERS 3% (5% . 7% NaCl) iR 5 KAk &
YA R0 S A AR B A AR PR 2

16S tDNA J7 51 5317 e R 40 & B P A « 4 P
FI4H DNA X7 &2 BUDNA, #5147 27F : 5-AGA-
GTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3'H1 1495R ; 5'-GGTTA-
CCTTGTTACGACTT-3" X5 47T i Ak L [ 4 168 rD-
NAJFHI#EFT PCRY 1S . 50 pL VAR : 10xBuffer
5 uL.2.5 mmol/L dNTP 4 uL .10 umol/L 5|4 27F/
1495R 4% 2 pL.5 U/L Taq i 0.25 pL #i#z 3 uL.
ddH,O 33.75 pL. B F2 ¥ : 94°C T 48 ¥ 5 min;
94°C7E 14 1 min, 48°CiH k1 min, 72°C #E {# 2 min,
30 MEFR ; 72°CHEAH 10 min, PCR ™4 i th 3528 H0
AEYFAR (QER) A RA W T . By a7
BLAST FEXT43HT, B FH Mega 5.0 B4 LAAR H vk Fy
RY KRB, 1T 1000 K Bootstraps 155
1.3 RO

FIIFH SPSS 17.0 A S HA I B 1 7 5811047
I FH Duncan PG &2 W 22 61 725 55 W B ARG G
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RYEBETEILZS B TR B SRR T, MR A= iR
Arh oy B 76 BRASPUAN T, P AR (G) 31 #k, 25
TR 21 Bk, AR CY ) 17 8K, 4l5R (S)#8 7 8k, AR 43
BRI PUN R R Z , 4 40.8%, BEFS AR Y
FVEA 27 ¥R, B 96K T 15 mm (94 8 ¥k, i 5
I3 91K SZG-1.,SZG-13 ,SZG-23 . SZG-25,SZI-20,
SZY-12.SZY-13 1 SZS-3. iX 8 ¥k I #k AY & B %
AR B TR T 22005 A1 1 00 T T PR Al )
HA # ¥k SZG-23 .SZG-1.SZY-13 F1 SZS-3 (3 ki
BT EE T 82.5% F171.1% , Bkk SZG-23 /3 i Tl
TR AR , e V) A B X P A B TA 2595
B A A R B, 1831 90.3% A1 72.4% (£ 1) .
KL, Je 2 g B Rk SZG-23 17 .
2.2 EHRSZG-23WNEIL

PRIPR SZG-23 KA TS B PRI 45 2 s
FLR BT 8 Pl e I L A A K I — e Il E
FH RSB AE A AE 22 57 (B 1) o Hodoxsd Feomn 92
o DA A BB TR R 2R A K s T A 0 38R Bt
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T2 510K 92.2% . 90.5% F1 84.1%, i 35 & T %t
A 5 Tl Ji AT P ) 23 X PR TR, 22500 147 2T
25 TR R /N 22 205 2 TR A R R 43 o
72.1% .70.8% F11 72.1% , b 3 125 T X SAURE 2599 1 1
RAESE AR R AR, 5 3 il Ve g2z,
4391 R 58.1% F1 55.6% , 4K T 60.0% (K 2)
YT P A AN SZG-23 X S EL AT B A AR A
H, A 3 i — 2 e
2.3 FLRIf RTFEMKIFIE R EREPHER
AN [ B R A BE T 1 , ARA5-HT 100 g/mL
Rif 1 SZG-23 AL ME , iE L3557 1005 , OB &
B S B A U 38 5 B A TR AR AR R . 2800
P25 27 TR T LAZE R A e B, 15 dRFFEAR (25
I B B Y TR P A0 3R 82.0.33.3.13.74,30 d
I VB R 42.7.18.7.23.0 4, AR FIZEERAY
TEBUEE 30 d 389 48 35 5 1 15 s e kB 0 e 3R
930 AU PR TE BCR FHRT 15 Ao 3ROSR
FI A B RS HE AL TR AR B S — 2, R A bk
A REERR A e i, i FLIAR REE AR N B 31

F1 NFEBRTRSEHOBEREARN R EHRE
MENHEREIIFER
Table 1 Inhibition of eight strains from wild jujube against
Alternaria kikuchiana and Fusarium oxysporum f. sp.

cucumerinum

% Inhibiting rate (%)
TR R

A1 B s

cucumerinum
SZG-1 89.6+6.2 a 71.2£7.1 ab
S7G-13 85.0+7.8 ab 63.1+5.6 abc
SZG-23 90.3+4.8 a 72.4+3.9 ab
SZG-25 74.2+6.3 b 53.4+9.7 be
S7J-20 43.3+6.7 ¢ 21.743.8d
SZY-12 74.2+59b 62.5+7.0 abc
SZY-13 82.5+9.5 ab 71.1£7.5 ab
SZS-3 86.7+5.7 a 73.4489 a

P RAE PR bR ZE o RISEAE S AN R R
£ Duncan BT I 22 EE K S0 7E P<0.05 /K122 57 i 3% . Data
are mean+SD. Different letters in the same column indicate sig-

nificant difference at P<0.05 level by Duncan’s new multiple

range test.

B 1 B SZG-23 Xt 8 T ¥ s [ 1 ) T AR D 361 4E R
Fig. 1 Inhibition of the strain SZG-23 on eight pathogens

1~8: 3Bl BL R BER TR | 74 TR 220 TR PR, ZE 0 1 6 0T P o T BT 220 T AR ARG 20 T /N R R T T
KA 5 ZEE A B A5 RIS XTI o 1-8: Alternaria kikuchiana, Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. niveum, F. oxysporum f. sp.

vasinfectum, A. solani, F. oxysporum f. sp. cucumerinum, Rhizoctonia solani, F. graminearum, Botrytis cinerea; the left are the

treatments, the right are the control.

2.4 HEHKSZG-23 BT TS4HE

PR SZG-23 7E NA B35 58 I T 30°CH5 721, 4]
W% 2IL A6 B MR, h st ke,
FRG ; Bl K SR R, RVE B A T, B
A, AR IR A, R B R, bR
SZG-23 [WERIARATAR, JRAEHIE , K/ 0.5~1.5 pmx
1.5~2.8 um(&13), Mtk SZG-23 Y& % [ YL (o 5L fH
Pk, AT 204, SRR T 2R BT Bacillus sp..
2.5 EHRSZG-23 WA TE A (L 41T

PRIPR SZG-23 1A 3 A AL 0 I e 45 2R s, A7

TR I FH B 57 B S ek (O €81 ) 5 T A 7K i S g
SRR, R A R T 5 £ 4 R KRR R AR A
AH OC 7K fife T 5 ) 2 W8 77 12 ok BHPE 5 422 il i VP (pH
7.0) W3 Ry B 5 S A PR A8 i i o7 Ay [ 5 HH k21
SR B 5 s g 7= A Sk BRME 5 V=P s vz o BH
P 5 BH S T A A BE A 5 MR a6 Sy B il R R A8 e
R B 5 2k AR W e N R FHE 5 7R IR B A -10°C 5
50°CHFANREAE K, 40°CHT LIAE K, 30°C B A KR
JE 5 22 25 IO R B 5 SR AR B s Ay B e 5 L e
I8 A B 5 pH 5.7 ANBEAE K, pH 8.0 A LI K | Fedi
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pH 4 7.0; £ 5% NaCl 54 T Al LIAE K, 7E 7% NaCl
FAF TR . BB IE SRR S A AR AR
BRI AR SZG-23 0125 M52 O it BE 5 24 AT 11 B. amylo-
liquefaciens

100

80
60
40

20

HHIZR Inhibition rate (%)

3 4 5 6 7 8
Bk Strain

1 2

B2 EHRSZG-23 %1 8 TR IR EE M EE 14
Fig. 2 Inhibition of the strain SZG-23 on eight pathogens

1~8: 73l AL BBERT T | YIRS Z2 0 T RG22 74T
LR T | BT S T AR AEASZR T /N R TR
AR EIATE o FEBE h A Beebrife 22 . AR 7 RERoR
£ Duncan [GHT I E LK INTE P<0.05 K P22 5+ % . 1-8:
Alternaria kikuchiana, Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. niveum, F.
oxysporum f. sp. vasinfectum, A. solani, F. oxysporum f. sp.
cucumerinum, Rhizoctonia solani, F. graminearum, Botrytis
cinerea, respectively. Data are mean+SD. Different letters indi-
cate significant difference at P<0.05 level by Duncan’ s new

multiple range test.

B3 Btk SZG-23 MAMBER A
Fig. 3 Photo of strain SZG-23 by scanning electron

microscope (SEM)

2.6 BEHkSZG-23H116S rDNA F 344

HPLHU A Bk SZG-23 B DNA, 48 PCR 9 14 Ji5 15 3]
KNSR 1 451 bp 4 16S rDNA FBe . B e 5 fr
FREF | % % GenBank,  f5 %5 55 B4 KF483660,
BLAST FEXT 45 R R, TRIVE SZG-23 5 Ve # 2 i
FF 1 (GU125620) F14k & 28 Ml ¥ & Bacillus subtilis
(GQ199598) Y AHALLEE #4134 %1 100.0% .

ARG R BRGNPk SZG-23 STk 2
JEAFER (GU 125620 ) F HE2E AT 3 (GQ199598) 3R
H—RK ERERT PG RARIE (K4, 44
TEASHFRAF ISR Ko A A AR 1 5 AR SZG-23 4
e TE A 2 MR A

Bacillus subtilis (GQ199598)

100

0.005
[

SZG-23 (KF483660)
98 Bacillus amyloliquefaciens (GU125620)

96 Bacillus atrophaeus (NC014639)

100

Bacillus licheniformis (NC006322)

Bacillus pumilus (NC009848)

100

Bacillus halodurans (NC002570)
Bacillus pseudofirmus (NC003791)
Bacillus megaterium (NC014103)

9 |

100

100

sl

Bacillus cytotoxicus (NC009674)

Bacillus weihenstephanensis (NC010184)
Bacillus cereus (NC004722)
Bacillus thuringiensis (NC005957)

4 ETF16S rDNA FFIMZEKSZG-23 R EEHXEHRNRZLBER
Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree of SZG-23 strain and other related strains based on 16S rDNA sequences

3 it

PR A 0 R ) 5 AL O AT AR AR T
B R AN EAF R OIAR O (BT 52, 2009) o 1
ZR R R B T AR it A K

MBI R B Y PO ESF R, DRl i
AR ARTRRT AR TR . ASBIESE LB AR A 1 2
FLW, HEAT T N AR 19 73 B, DOARER 73 B 31 1 A
2, R 318k, RN 40.8% , LR ZE it AR, 1T
DLPRAS R A A A T — BB 2 M A AEARG . A28
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AFFZE HIA A PN A 20 TR 7R PR AL 2 R 437 th AR
2, 2B, a b (BT 52, 2009) o ARBIFSE
RIS 118 PN A A X B R B A R
B TR 22995 T R A LV O A 8 bk, I rh 4 Bk
H TR, TR SZG-23 19 & TR 8 Tl [ EL TR 34
A B PRSI R T —E AT
W, KEWFIRE, = N E RS 20k pisiR
538 HAT — 3 (5, 2014 50k 5, 2015)
ARG i D R DO I8 FR T 7 S AT TR

-
75%0

AN TP I 2 N A S ST B R 2 AT R
FERE) AR PN 2 B, 3% e A B 40 B 4 LA B VR I
FERIMZ — HAT, AR 18 S )
Z R AP RS ARIC, R AR 5 BE S
R AR A N AL S R SRR S 0L L
B Ak A BAmC Ik A BT i ) TR Tk
JIz A AR NS, 2014) o ASIREG R THiA &R
Frigik , HVERR J7 =X AR 40 TR SZG-23 i#E4 T ez
Ffr, 15 d 7 R EL ARSI 38 45 22 ) PRIV 4, T 25 A
H AR B /L, B T Rk SZG-23 T LU R AR 5
1RAFNZEFE, M HLAT LRGSR B2 2, B i A A
15 2 25 6 1E FH a4 9 1) LB #5737 2 (Bellone et
al., 1997) ;30 d A AL ZEF0 A0 TR V& W1 0 T e, 1 i
TR B _E T, BB SZG-23 7E R rh L B B
(A AR, 3K PT RE 2 PR T P AR 200 R et 28 s A ol
RS 4 T i T S A 4T B 22 T RE R PR AR
o I TR Y T 6 AR 4 A =R 40 1 ) (% ) B
55,2007) o ANTT IS, N A AR FERE AR N 1
Sy A PR IR 45 40 B B IR K LN
AN RIS SNSRI DA S B B A4k
A L 2 T LR R A AN [R] 1T 74 22 5% (Ahlholm et
al.,2002; Kumar & Hyde,2004) ., H1 FAHFFE
(TR A AR SR, (15 vk SZG-23
AR N 1A% S RV Tt — 2B 9T

16S rDNA JTHI 50 BT )12 I FH 20 1 % 2 il
R HMsEh . A5 T 40 1R 16S rDNA ¥4
43 A BLAST Lbxt & B, Rtk SZG-23 5 ek 2
JOAT TR RIS 5 28 BLAT B i AH BL M 35 100.0% . i UE
3 ZE R PR 5 B 2 AT PSR AR o TR S
TEAREFIRAR EXELL X oy (B AR AR BRAE AL SO T i
E RS ZE AT TR T A LB G 2 T T R R A
FHFL B (Welker & Campbell, 1967) . K it , i i3 1
VERIE OB A2 Mg A BAE LT8R L 16S rDNA JF
B M, BIRR SZG-23 1 45 58 A S e M 28 AT 14

R AE RSO RARIT W 73 282 HE 0], B T34 1Al Y
FAMLLEE A5, 16S TDNA/RNA FE K 7 371 4 M 1 11 25
55 KA (Christensen et al., 1998) . & 5L
AR I % e 38 5 %R (G+C )% .DNA-DNA 258 53
B A BOK el o, LRI ZEA yyaR \yvaO tetL
tetB TE 2 Tl 2 B AT v v HEZ Y 1) 25 57 (Welker &
Campbell, 1967) , UL Jz gm i 25 1 B FE R gyrd .gyrB |
ropD TEAH R ZE JUAT B v (1) 4 55 (Yamamoto & Ha-
rayama, 1998 ; Chun & Bae,2000) , 7] X} &£+
TRV LA T I AER b4
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