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FEEE: 49 Ah WM 5 JeAT B Bacillus velezensis T %k ZF 145 WP = 77 24 ) S5 N A 5258 7 R o Bl
1B 3 BT 778 39R E AF Pseudomonas amygdali pv. lachrymans W9 £ %4 i, R A & F ik BRLx K
Bk RO e iU R IA MR ZF145 X BER P 090 A M R, B E R BRI I AR A SN
A BEIR0 Br 8 AR, SR A TR EUR B 7 ik 9 R BECR | IF 8 it 3 20k A48 & 3 — U % (high performance
liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry, HPLC-MS ) B Al B K S e MBS P9 RA MR, R k&
W, Rk R AE N T S O FOAT A T bk ZF 145 & B LR F A7 E M0 R 69 SRB il R R k4RI
AL 35 Jo WAB B R T A 7R Bom AR 69 4 1) 1) ALA2 1A 3] 19.50 mm, *N A BEIR 69 B A AR
4 42.85%, BLALFE ) b 69 £ B A MR A C,~C, 89 surfactin B 24, R E Ao B3 A&, 0 A
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Abstract: In order to identify the substances with the main antibacterial effect in Bacillus velezensis
strain ZF 145, the effects of different extraction methods were comprehensively evaluated, and the bacte-
riostatic substances in the fermentation broth of B. velezensis strain ZF145 were extracted with lyophili-
zation, acid precipitation, flocculation, extraction and ammonium precipitation, which verified the effi-
cacy of crude extract on cucumber angular leaf spot, and identified the bacteriostatic substances in
crude extract with high performance liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry (HPLC-MS). The re-
sults showed that the flocculation method was the most suitable for the extraction of bacteriostatic sub-
stances in the supernatant of B. velezensis strain ZF145 fermentation broth, the inhibition diameter of
Pseudomonas amygdali pv. lachrymans by the crude extract prepared by the flocculation method
reached 19.50 mm, the pot control effect on cucumber angular leaf spot was 42.85%, and the main bac-

teriostatic substance in the crude extract of flocculation was C,,—C,, surfactin, and the concentration and-
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purity were the highest, reached 2.77 g/L and 69.28%. The flocculation method optimized in this study

could be used for the extraction of bacteriostatic substances from bacillus fermentation broth.

Key words: Bacillus velezensis; cucumber angular leaf spot; flocculation method; biocontrol effect;

bacteriostatic substance

BTN AA BE 99 2 PR s Bk 1 ER U TH S0 A8
Pseudomonas amygdali pv. lachrymans 1= & 5| & 1)
— PR DA TEIRE 3 2 FE B R R I T R T
W F 2T, ORI 2 e F R R L s
0, A T A T A T 2R R S R M BT
P (B AE,2022) . HAT, 2N A SRR BTG 3
BURFETAE R R BRGNS
AR 245 AU FH B — b2 24500 25 ) 1 O TR L
GVERER . ZEMUAT RS AE AR 2 @ o e A I
Yy Al B ) A KR B AR o A TR Aif
IOIGE e ARAT 1R B TR B A A B IR RICR A DL
ST 2 NUAT T8 ZF 145, E— 25 WA H ™ A A4 R )
FEFhs , PPl HOE A B T R A AE 250 T -

D1 3T 28 MUAF I Bacillus velezensis £ 258 13 3E
FZHEVAR IR G B RN SRR & 1l A — RN A T
WA =4, Wl surfactin ,bacillomycin-D . fengycin
PA X bacillibactin %% . Chen et al. (2009 ) 18 i % f# €
3 AT B B. amyloliquefaciens W #k FZB42 )3 [
HIAT 00T, 15 H 294 10% LA L 1T R KA
RENAPUE o> T FAEYEE D TS . Wu et al.
(2015) WF5E h SAEE TE Moy 20 MUY T T ok FZB42 3 i
difficidin Fl bacillysin A& ¥4 ¥y B 16 1 14 , BEAR 4 Hh
2l b A8 85 B B Xanthomonas oryzae 1) 2 1 EUR
AR P KR AR R X oryzae pv. oryzae Fl 5% BT
B X. oryzae pv. oryzicola 5| 2 F Ak FI1 2 BB

X ZF M T A B AN (R T ) 5, HAR By
BAAIR, BAT, MY AR IO 3 A R
ERBTIL (585, 2022) A LI R A 0L (CE A6
45,2016) LA R BRULTE I (TP IR S5, 2021) %, =5
A (2022) HUBR T BRER L ER AT (FRUTTE L  H B
e | VAN ) R R i N E LY iR E P S
0 S B R B ER M Vo SR 3 FH T 49 UE 3 2 LA TR AT PR
A3 SE . E RS AE(2016) AL 1747
ML A Bk R UTIE IR MR PR DTTE T , 45 B
A Fre il B 0 UE B 2 MFT TR A bR HAB-6 A
Y AYHEH . Zhang et al. (2014) W57 245 2R 0H , R
FUIEIR = AN A A ARy 225850 1 2R k1 T LA
W4 K2 B ) T surfactin B BE7EIUIE . ARHFSY
I AN (] D7 AR IR DL ST 25 IO PRI TR ik ZF 145 1%

VR P AR B, AR R AR R KL )
TEAN TR BE T X6 s B Al S0 37 TH S50 72 o ) 410 o)
RO 383 R K 0 TE AL £ 0 ) BT A R 1) A=
Bi 5 , R = 3500 AH €235 - B 3% (high performance
liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry, HPLC-MS)
G FH A A B 5 TR PR 2H O b i) R R Y L,
39948 75 VUSRI 25 MORT 1 B ik ZF 145 B2 B HILPELSR
PERL AR

1 #R57E

1.1 w8

M TR PR FAE D) - DLSIE T 28 B AT 181 TR Bk ZF 145
(BH T4, 2022) F it Bk A B 3 T 3008 22 R i
NMO002 (Chai et al.,2020) , ¥4 i 5 [ 40l Bl 24 B %
SEACTTIF S T S0 35 55 B TR DR A2 i | S
FORAT . EINMF A 6%, Fh 71 B Higg ol
B (b)) A BRAF L 7 HGIRE HARAM N AEK
F2M IR

M3 55 7 3L . LB (Luria-Bertani) 4355 35 L i
S3 R IR 10 g BRI 5 g NaCl 10 g 7518
JK 1 L,pH K 7.240.1; LB WA F2 3 h 3 A0 15 g 3¢
JIE AT il £ 15 2] LB [ 445% 37 35 5 5% A % (nutrient
broth, NB) 35 F2 £ il o3 A A R 10 g A4 A # 3 g
NaCl 5 g . Z&1%7K 1 L,pH A 7.2+£0.1; NB K5 FR L i%
1120 g BUAE T #5445 275 77 30 (nutrient agar, NA)
R 953 R MS (minimal salt) 35 97 35 53y 4 49
W20 g JBEHE % 5 g Na,HPO, 2.8 mg . KH,PO, 1 g.
(NH,),SO, 0.5 g.MgCl, 53 mg,EDTA-2Na 0.5 mg.
FeSO,-7H,0 0.2 mg. ZnSO,-7H,0 0.01 mg, MnCl,-
4H,0 0.003 mg.H,BO, 0.03 mg.CoCl,-6H,0 0.02 mg.
NiCl,-6H,0 0.002 mg,Na,Mo00,-2H,0 0.003 mg ., Cu-
Cl,-2H,0 0.001 mg, Z&M#/K 1 L,pH A 7.240.1,

2557 AR AL AR « 3% H A2 T &K (zhongsheng-
mycin) FYRPER R, VLPG IEIRVEYI R Y e A A BR 2>
Al surfactin fFR7fE S, BT T A AL By A
PR B 5 ARG 8 o0 = e A ai f a4l . FE28-
Standard pH i1, 47 #—FCH) 2 (FP[E ) A ] 5 1200LC
T R (A8 . Agilent 6470 = PR ATV B T
240, 5 FH L HR A A ; Sigma 1-16 5 28 5 2 5.0
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B, 75 Sigma /A Fl .
1.2 Ak
121 NERFRATHE ZF 145432 09385 %

HL—80 °C H- i1 £ R 1Y D 3 307 28 B AT B 1R Ak
ZF145 B F 37 CAKIEA T, R 2 2 AR S aT H
2 ot PRl B TR R W T LB RSPl | Rl 2k s 55
37 CHiFE12~16 ho FRHUER LV 470 %2 50 mL LB
WA IR IR T 37 °C 200 r/min 24 F IR 158533
12 h, BIARAS G IR0 o F AR FR LG 19 H2F0 2 100 mL
P B MS 335, T 37 °C . 180 r/min 5544 TR %
}5i 9% 36 h, RIZRAS A WA, 15T 4 °C .8 000 r/min 5%
R 5.0 10 min, Z2BRBEARTTNE , WE HIEWH T
B PR ZF 145 o 540 R 9 )%

T HL200 mL & B VSR, TUZR)S B T
U T IEAL R FOOR WG T8 5 B, in A 200 mL
H AR R e Eas B 6 h(ZET5 A%, 2020) , FEF
4 °C .8 000 r/min 5 N 5.0 10 min, A PRUTIE R
W B 37 Clel 75 R ACK H B 25 K
i 20 mL Y EEE 3, 0 0.22 pm JEREBERR , A
ST FRE SIS mL PRI i T A W o, oA
WAL 3 0.22 um TCRUENE, T-40 CAEFAEH .

BT - U200 mL A VSR, 8 112.2 g BifiR
BRI o R e T R B R 80% (=% R
4,2022) 1625 °CF SO 5/ 2 10 CHRTE
P PR R, 3 0.22 pum TG E B BEA T HhUE K 4t
HLA 50 mL B0, OO A B R R, B
FEHEERTCO, A BB 200 mL, @it
37 CHef 28 R ACH F BRI 25 K, I 2 A0 B )
k.

PR UTIE I : B 200 mL A& i 1SS Thetrh,
FHHRER WK pH A 2 2.0 (X1 %655, 2019) , T 4 “ClitE
7. LA8 000 r/min 5.0 10 min, Z2% FIF W, 17T
TEFIA B B TR, B R T, A SN
200 mLo 3@t 37 CHielt 78 & 0K H s i 7%
R Ja e P R R R T

AP 8 200 mL & B I WCE T 0 W <
L CTROTR S K EIS AT M 301 pEAT A5
HU(CE SRS, 2016) , 2 RH0CE S0, 81 1 A HLAE I
T 37 Cheit 78 AU 28 KAWL, 5 2l D 5R
[R5

ZUEEYE OB 200 mL & E LV CE TReAR L
ANa,HPO, 5 g fii 2 5¢ &7, FHINA CaCl, 3 g ik
PE % 52 2 VAR (Zhang et al., 2014) , 1575 pH £ 6.4,
IR CE 3%, Lh 8 000 r/min 5.0 10 min, Y22 1T

UE /D B SN RIS DUVE U L (B 250 mL BEdf
H, A 100 mL S, 7ERE 1 i dEas T 37 °C..
300 r/min 258 FHEHE 2 h, B LL 8 000 r/min & 0>
10 min, RFRUTIE W WG 37 Clefs 78 &AL
KEANIRAN, JFEa 5 BTk
1.2.2  NEHFAATE ZF 1454032 4930 i 2Ok 9 2

PR B350 1.2, 1 S[R3 ) 300 B R 2
I FE RS EEFR 22 4 0002 000, 1 000 1500 mg/L,
FEAR R 1 AR BEAHAR Y . B RAF 0 R Bk A B
T TH S0 728 BT & NM002 78 NA S | X2k 5%
F28 CHEEEFE 24 hm , FHEEFD PR REGE 2 R A F
|50 mL NB 55725, T 28 °C 180 r/min 2514 T ¥k
DRGSR 24 h, MR B . B 12 mL R RN A
200 mL 50 CHNARFFRIEH 20T, 5] A 90 mm
RGN, AR AR . FHAR BRI o 45
FHEE P 6T R PR NMO02 F A RICR | 1A 2R FEAR L
FER A AR b FE AR FEAR A 100 pL K42 ) A
i, m B LTS AL A 4 CUKAE TR E 3 h, BUH 5 T
28 CHERGEFR 24 h, AN B 48 (R A4, 2022)
TR A HAR AN A RCR . R A & 3 IR
1.2.3  WRHTF AeATH ZF 145 3 A 0 g S 2

K HITHPLC-MS B FHH AR 1.2.1 AN [A] 7 742 H
4 DL SE ST 2E IR 8 ZF 145 LR b B3N & 4 kA 7
YE o HPLC Rl B A i _EAILHR BE Y428 4 000 mg/L,
{81 1 000.2 0003 000 F14 000 mg/L {1 surfactin F5
WSS ARE N . TR SIAHIERE S 0.19% H R 7K
(JishAH A) AT BECRZIHH B ) , 0~2 min, 90% i 2l AH
A+10% B B 5 2~20 min, JEEIAH A # B i3 0d +
Ui S A B BR BE 336 4 ; 20~28 min, 100% i 5 4 B;
28.5~35.0 min, 90% it 31 AH A+10% i s AH B,
AL B 15 min 5 & . M C i A (K
250 mmx EL 1% 4.6 mm, LAY AR S um) , HEE K
25 °C, SAMEMZE VWD AT K 4 210 nm, Jig i
1 mL/min, B SRR 10 uLo ZERE S HERERT,
HPLC Y LA it ab Bk (1) 3 0 AHIZ 1T 35 min, *F-ff C
A I N L My . TP AR 7E 10 mAU B
FHEHERE S M (Biniarz & Lukaszewicz,2017) . fii
= DA B FH 2R 48X HPLC S I Wk A 7 5
M, SR FH LIS 55 1 U A B8 ARG, B v A
3500 V, EEAEIRE K 300 °C, 74 K 1 mL/min, i
ARG} 40~2 500 m/z. F PRI S S0 25 R
AT Y ) LRI Fr 2, A v Al A AR
R o 3BT LR SCERES I B F AR 50 3 it 4
/iy e
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1.2.4  DNENFAATH ZF 1454048 0 5 8 20R 09 M 2

H1.2.1 [R5 v B2 BUAY DL 3 B 25 B #F &
ZF 145 MUY IR REE 4 000 mg/L 5 H  Kr B A
P TH B0 S b Bk NMO002 22 Fl 2 NB 15 77 3
H1, T 28 °C 180 r/min 5 T HEHE 24 h, RIS B &
T, KRR B =W N 1x10° CFU/mL, 5 H . R
W% 55 10k A et 127 5 b g T 25 1) DR R VR IS T T 2 1 10
W8 NG i 7 2R T, BRI 10 mL, TR EE
28 C HHXIR B 75% 4514 T PRI 45 5% 24 h, R H
55 55 B A1 ST LK 4 000 mg/L KL HE 47 FR T W5 i £ 2
JRATE M FE T, BRI 10 mL, DM 45 2 2808
TR Ry S TR R R, DS it 45 1 3% v AR TR R AT TR
F3 70 1 000 F5 98k 24570 % B, RS b B A 39K, A
NG NSRBI . (R FE 7~14 d )5, 9
JE BT R 58 4 R0 i, VA R I I TR e e 2, O
THERIE T8 BB IR RCR . B0 B e 9 o3 2
FRUE: 090, AN KW 5 1 9%, 0%<Is B TA1 AR o5 i - TR AR
(I HEAI<5% 5 3 G, S%<Ipg BETET AR (5 - - T AR L il <
25%;5 9, 25%<J BE AR o5 i R TR LA <509%
79, 50%<FRHE AR (5 i R T AR Y L <75% ;9 9%
75%<3p5 BE 181 FH 7 it 5 TE B9 LE 51 <100% (Chai et
al.,2020) . J1HHE A= (£ G0 M EOo 908 /(R
R Ex9) x 100 5 BFTARUR= (25 FOR BRI 1 46 40—
AR PGS HR B0 /23 AR IR 5 50 100% .
1.3 #ESHh

K Excel 2016 544 X6 56 #5040 647 4b 2, A1)

FH SPSS 21.0 A X i 56 B Hs AT S v A,
Duncan FCHT &A% 227500 7 22 53 0 B PERG G .

2 BEREHM

2.1 AEFFREA VR SR & ZF145 1812

KR T (BRI VR BEE AR DTN
200 mL D13 7 27 MU AT P R bk ZF 145 K B IS h
SR LI I La R FE 53501 R 443 120,25 200
88 460,70 840 F1137 260 mg/L , H: i T B4R B H
PR P e o
2.2 DIZEHTZFRAFFE E Ak ZF145 FRY AN E R

AN FE O T R I RS 5% Je Mk A B 3
TH B0 A T B R NMO002 A5 7 (& 1), Horp R
FHUR T B2 B REL B 0 P 00 TR e A, S0 T P
12K 5] 29.50 mm , FLUR A A B AR B AL EE A, T
PR ELAR R 23.00 mm, FRUTH:  ZLEETE MR ik #2
T 110 KL 52 40 1) 00 1 L A% 49 0l Ol 20.67 . 19.50 FHI
19.67 mm(F 1),

W 5 B BRI DL ST 2 MOAT 1 B bk ZF 145
FLEEY) 23 5IFG BE 22 4 000.,2 000, 1 000 1500 mg/L,
TE B R R 4 000 mg/L A PR, R VLI B HR 1 KL IR
Pyt e Bk AP TH 800 722 o B ik NML002 174411 1)
R B b, TR PB4 54 20.00 mm, HLVR g 5L R
PR R Y, IR AR R 18.17 mm, R Tk (A
B R 03k P RO AL 0 1 410 O P AR 53 0l R
11.67.14.33 F114.00 mm (£ 1),

R 1 DUSEHRZF REAT B R AR ZF145 )R B FRER M3 e AR B Rt (B BUm B M E 4R NM002 (I B 512

Table 1 Diameter of the inhibition circle of Bacillus velezensis ZF145 crude extract with different concentrations

on Pseudomonas amygdali pv. lachrymans NM002

J# B8 B 4% Diameter of the inhibition circle/mm

FHOTE

Extraction method .. s . 4 000 mg/L 2 000 mg/L 1 000 mg/L 500 mg/L
Initial concentration
#:17% Lyophilization 29.50+1.87 a 11.67+0.57 b 8.50+0.54 ¢ 9.00+0.00 ¢ 7.67£0.51 d
figliti%: Acid precipitation 20.67+0.82 be 20.00£0.63a  16.00£0.00a 15.00£0.89a  12.83+0.75b
2187 Flocculation 19.50+0.84 ¢ 18.17+1.83 a 17.1742.56 a  13.33£1.86ab 11.17+0.98 ¢
#HUk Ethyl acetate extraction 23.00+2.37 b 14.33£1.63 b 16.6740.52a  14.00£1.10b  15.67+1.51 a
EF DT Ammonium sulfate precipitate 19.67+1.60 ¢ 14.00+0.00 b 11.17£0.75b  8.17+0.41 ¢ 8.17+0.41d

R EE A B AR 2 o [R PN R /NE FAE 7R 28 Duncan FGHT &2 0 22 75K 3022 55 1235 (P<0.05) . Data are means

SD. Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant difference by Duncan’s new multiple range test (P<0.05).

2.3 DUEETZFRIATE ZFI45 BB EAS L ELER

HPLC-MS 7 45 SR R, F2A5 5 i L AE
22.80.23.02.23.20 F123.54 min, XX 4 M5 5 04
AT B S HT, IMHH] B far e 433124 1.009.1.1 023.4,
1 037.4 F11 051.4, [M+Na] JFfif Fe 43 514 1 031.1

1045.4.1059.4F11 073.3(K 1), 4Rz M (1))
T2 14 Da, 5 CH, 95 F i K/h—2, 3
ME—-DNTVHIE, 5 C,~C, Y surfactin [F] 22 ¥ 1)
[M+H]" . [M+Na]"JFif LW 6, H b Dy D1 Sie B 25 if
FF TR B AR ZF145 (40 TR 1 P20 53 th A 7E C ~C o 1Y
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NN E— T 1
1035 1040 10451050 10551060 1065 1070

338 I 7/ B T
surfactin [F] &4 .
1.6x10°9 5 1.6x10°7 1 10454
1.4x10° 1 TOSLL 1 4x100 1
1.2x10° 1 ’ 1.2x10°
1.0x10° - 1.0x10° 1
8.0x10° - 8.0x10°
6.0<10° 1 6.0x10°
& 4.0%10° 1009.1 soxi0s] 10234
é’ 2.0x10° mlw 2,010
g 004ke Ml — 0.0 TR ; —
i 1005 1010 1015 1020 1025 1030 1035 1025 1030 1035 1040 1045 1050 1055
B o1.6x10°7 ¢ 1.6x10°7 4
% 1.4x1054 1.4x10° 7
1.210° 1059.4 1.2x10° 7
1.0x10° 1.0x10° -
8.0x10°4 10374 8.0x10°
6.0x10° 6.0x10° 4
4.0%10° 4.0%10° 4 1073.3
5 0x10°. 5 .0%105 10514 i
0.0 Ldlbhy i || T o.omwwh iyl mm .

1045 105010551060 1065 1070 1075 1080

JRA7 b Mass to charge ratio (m/z)

a: C, surfactin; b: C, surfactin; c: C, surfactin; d: C,; surfactin.

Bl 1 DUEHTSFRT B E K ZF145 R EE A9 N —RRiEE

Fig. 1 Primary mass spectrometry of the bacteriostatic active components of Bacillus velezensis ZF145

2.4 BHKZF145 HHIRY P surfactin B 24E

surfactin b £ A 3 AP IR R4, 20 51 R C,
surfactin,C,, surfactin 1 C,; surfactin, [K It 75 £ B i}
8] 22~24 min X [A]3A 3 U (14 2) , 8 i HPLC
FRAY 45 5, 87 surfactin 9 45 4 11 28 4 1=63.89x—
8.34(R=0.996) . ZIT5, B B4R LAY LAY
surfactin [ ¥ B S 40 B 34 ey, 4300l R 2.77 g/L F
69.28% ; HU HTRITTIE VR HUAHEEY) , surfactin ¥k
}2.56 g/L, 4l 63.91% ; FEBE SR B A LR Py
surfactin 3% Bk 1.87 /L, 4l A 46.76% ; 7R T 1%
PR ALY surfactin VR A 1.56 g/L, 4l N
39.01%; T BTS2 UL ) v surfactin (4 ¥ 5
h1.24 g/L, 248 30.96% (K 2) .
2.5 DUSRHTZFRAFTE Bk ZF145 FA— Y & B3R

i 3k 5 R 7 vk R Y DU SR 0T 25 IR TR B AR
ZF 145 FLEE D) X 8 T A BEIR Y9 — 22 B IR RUR
Hor s FRTTEAR I 4 000 mg/L M%) 5K A
BEI 0 B 1A SR B, o 47.86% 5 FLUR N 2Lk R
HUH 4 000 mg/LAHAEY , BTG RUR K 42.85%53% H
AT ZE TR 1 000 f5 380 % # I AR B9 B9 b7 1R
RO R 35.93% ; 13l 35k VR T3 AR R R ik 42

B 4 000 mg/L HLEE 6 88 A B0 1Y B TR SURAR
1%, 4351120 24.62% 33.09% Fil 11.86%(F3) .,

3 Tt

LA BRTE 7 A P AT e i A
JEHAER EE A HLBLZ —  ZE AT i e 7= A 2 Fh
Y, IR IS MR RM R R 25, FXF
AR I B 4 5T SRR TR 4R B 7. BRUTIRAE
Sk R 2R IR DR TR 0 e R AR IO R —
N385 A A58 R A T Ao AT T A 1 B
JIR RS0 o 1 A P R AR AR R TRV LT A b 28
IR0 . AH T 22 R R SR 3 B 7 i A7 A
SR TN, AR SR FIBEIR SR, B R TR
pHIHHT £ 2.0, WEIMA K BRI, A= A m, B
YRR A L PR (7 SRR 45, 2021) o BRVTEE IR &
P v LA A I B S, R T R A
SR BEITTE (2445 ,2022) , AEBUEZ R AL
Y FIRE R W (PRFR LG 2: 153 1) 3 B ) B 2R 4 T
WL, PR R4 e H e 28 R R b i 2 A AL
FHEFESR AR AR IR , fL S 2 MUAH T LS &2 A8
(ERERESF,2016) o 22 EEDL 3 2R FH AR IK 2 4 T ik
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VIR UT BRI R DL Sl R 55 14 M P () AR 1 4 B
WA P AR Y BT . IR S NN AL B ROvi 25 I
ICBEIRES , TEFRAE S AR P eI ABRIR A = 5e 4
Vs B S I SRARES  ZE AL I AR i R 2
Vi A IR S L 2 A I R v 2 R B i R
Y i (Zhang et al.,2014) . FESEFRAE = f, 2Rk
2 E A TR UL Ak rh B Wy - 1R TR . A
AP BR T L SR BEEE R BE /D 1 A FARRR AT
A A B A 0 [ AR b 3L, B R AR B 10 T BT
ZOERER R I BT A REIR . ABFIEAE R

FEH, 5 4R Oy v 34 AT DA DL S 0 2 B AT TR ZF 145
R T P B B ) o, G SR VA AR OIS  RL
PR surfactin P20 3 ey , BRUTIEIR Z , BT
1% s S3 AR 5 2R EEE PR BURAF RS2 ) 1Y A6 Bl
RORTC W 2525 5 o MR BE N RRUTTE SR E A HLEE )
AR it XoF BTG A R 1 BH TR 28R R 47.86% , 2R Bk 14
HCAR 75 1) R 42 0 0T v XA B30 1) B 96 R0OCR 35 3
42.85% , T B LI B RS A RH 4 400 X 28 TS £ B
I B I6 SCRAL N 11.86% . T LA 5 i T Be itk R U0
P SR DA SRR BT PR L

1000 a 10007 p
800 800
600 — 600
400 + 400
200 200
0 0
T T T T 1 T T 1 T 1
20 21 22 23 24 25 20 21 22 23 24 25
10007 ¢ 10007 4
]
< 800 800
£
=
g 600+ 600 -
Q
% 400
"g’ 400
2
200 200
R
. 0
T T T T 1 T T T T 1
20 21 22 23 24 25 20 21 22 23 24 25
1000 ¢ 1000 ¢
800 800
600 600
400 400 -
200 + 200 -
0 0
T T T T 1 T T T T 1
20 21 22 23 24 25 20 21 22 23 24 25
AR5} ] Retention time/min
a: 2 500 mg/L surfactin bRy il ; b~F: 3B TR 5 FRUTHE 2UBEL ZEBUA A TTE AR 4 000 mg/L A4

¥, a:2 500 mg/Lsurfactin standard; b—f: 4 000 mg/L crude extracts obtained by using lyophilized, acid precipita-

tion, flocculation, extraction and ammonium, respectively.

B2 AE77 AR DU 2 R B B Ak ZF145 HRIR MM S 2 1E B 1

Fig. 2 HPLC characterization of Bacillus velezensis ZF145 crude extract at different methods
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Table 2 Comparison of surfactin content and purity of Bacillus velezensis ZF145 crude extracts prepared

by different extraction methods

U Extraction method ¢ )& Concentration/(g/L) 4liJi Purity/%
7 17% Lyophilization 1.56+0.32 be 39.01£8.02 be
B2 19072 Acid precipitation 2.56+0.28 a 63.91+7.09 a
2L Flocculation 2.77+0.18 a 69.28+4.43 a
# 03 Ethyl acetate extraction 1.87£0.30 b 46.76£7.50 b
EZ7% Ammonium sulfate precipitate 1.24+0.16 ¢ 30.96+3.88 ¢

LB - BeAR 22 . RIAA [ /NG TRk 7R 48 Duncan [ 8 W 22 646 560 22 57 i 2% (P<0.05) . Data are mean=

SD. Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant difference by Duncan’s new multiple range test (P<0.05).

F3 NEFERIA RS SFIAT E B %k ZF145 R4 31 3 I BRI B A R
Table 3 Effect of crude extracts prepared by different methods of Bacillus velezensis strain ZF145

on cucumber angular leaf spot disease

osil

Treatment

IR T2 H4E4 Crude extract prepared by lyophilization
FRUTEEHFHEY) Crude extract prepared by acid precipitation
ZREEEFHEY) Crude extract prepared by flocculation

ZEHUEEHH HEY) Crude extract prepared by ethyl acetate extraction
AR IR Y)

Crude extract prepared by ammonium sulfate precipitate

3% AR R IR 3% zhongshengmycin WP

993 Ji B X B Pathogen control

fdt MR VAR IREEVER
Applied concentration ~ Disease index Control effect/%
4 000 mg/L 43.03£2.04 be 24.62+3.58 ¢
4 000 mg/L 29.76+1.74 d 47.86+3.05 a
4 000 mg/L 32.62+0.57d 42.85+0.99 ab
4 000 mg/L 38.20+3.47 cd 33.09+6.08 be
4 000 mg/L 50.31+2.48 ab 11.86+4.35d
1 000x 36.57+4.58 cd 35.93+8.03 be

- 57.08+7.34 a

F B B AR 22 . RIS [N G AR 7R 48 Duncan [T 8 W 22 1646 560 22 55 L % (P<0.05) . Data are mean+

SD. Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant difference by Duncan’s new multiple range test (P<0.05).

HPLC-MS 74 AR C 2812 T 2E BT i 4
R 5 ) 0 BT 28 5, 3 5 HPLC-MS \MS/MS 4543 #t
FARAT LKA 2R MAT i A Q= b B 2 i EA P
TEPESOE AU RE I AT BTG BT . ARIESE
i ik HPLC-MS 43 1 & B DU 3¢ 307 25 Jfd #F 7 7 ik
ZF145 7L A E ) B %0 C,,~C,, surfactin [7] 5
Y. Sarwar et al. (2018 )i/ 5% %4 S 3¢ B Al 7 2F i AT
B. subtilis T & NH-100 }% surfactin A il 57 %} HH &
R B Nostoc punctiforme 5| 2 (1) 7K R 0 1 95 2 0 11
ERFEYUIEE . Jin et al. (2020) M DL 33T 25 Mg AT
AT A R HIN-2 AR A T X /KRS 1 A B A 45 PR
H W, 2 %5 & C,, surfactin A, surfactin K H:
Z R A W 1 R W Bl I R BAT AN [R) ) i 1Y
FI 44550 #) (Heerklotz & Seelig, 2007) . Hi B
71 (Zanotto et al., 2019) . $t J £ 71| (Kracht et al.,
1999) . b5 J& 7l ( Zanotto et al., 2019) i 37 J5 1A 5]
(Shaligram & Singhal,2010) \ T2 & 25 7] (Zer-
aik & Nitschke,2010) FAHY) B 1817 57 (Jourdan et
al.,2009) . surfactin 5= ZLAE FH T 41 1A 0 40 L BE |

YA RE P EAL , S ECAAE T, Q] LISEEeE
TR FT 4 Propionibacterium acnes MU BEF)B BV,
Bl P e R Tl 2 A2 L SD P15 (Shan et al., 2021) ., U3
— J7 T, surfactin A] LA A ) B 1 4 5 €0 45 BR A
Staphylococcus aureus % [t} 3% 1 A 9 I8 TE B
(Liu et al.,2019).

A5 38 o 1 A A Iy e TR [l 1
FRAT AR 0 B TCAR B 1) 7 1A R, R iR it
PN ZEE VL PR OGRAS A FE i surfactin & FEHK
(7] B XoF 280 JIC A B 1 B TR ROR L 3A, 1569 surfac-
tin (VR E 54 B RCR R IEA G R, X R B ZE AT
B HE 1Y surfactin X Ji B 04400 iV FH 2 BTG 28I
AR EEHHE . —
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