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BRI E R SR A R R B AOFT R

R R, BB F, ETEW, EHF. W F

PURE R A WHOR B/ R AR S R A o [ X 9L %, E R 400715

WE: ARTEMAADE AW, KRARRENES, FAARAERAEAR TR, @idFRREME 16S rDNA
Je, A MB Yy BIIRENRS F(EMNBA) N A BB OAFRERT TR, ERFREZHALERITHMELE
HUIATMRERET 24 A2>(2T, A5 BT 31105, £, # A8 LWE E (Sphingomonas) . Massilia =
VA B (Methylobacterium) AR HE B HARFEARKBIZREMRNS FEFPRF2AAEBA 2 B4,
AT 16SDNA B A AKX T oML BT I5ASRERL., X5 BT 31112 5, £ FWMAFH & (Enterobacter) . ¥ 5
AT B (Bacillus) #= 2 8 & (Pantoea) AR A E &, R EFNG AL @m AL R T EZFEK, WRERE B
(Pseudomonas) F= ¥ 2 .B% & §L ¥4 J& (Sphingomonas) A R M, B3R EFAAG AL DB SHRFH I ERK
(H' 2.54,D0.91, J 0.7 & FHEEIRE(H 2.21, D 0.84, ] 0.48). R AHA B, 4 10 )M B R A H
BTH, ERETSL IBHREMAEMAS B SN BRAAITHERN. G LEREN, AL @H LA F
FHSHME, FLOARTEARBERG A, ARG HEMH A, REETHEARY ELAE@EY 712%.

X 8 W AMAAE; R BAE; SN RAK

FESHES: S888.7 XEktRERG: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2017)01 — 0036 — 10

F (Morus alba L. )@ NS, JLT4ERAE N K AME— AR, 724 48 IX) 2 Fii. i T 20
FLAT TR FE M 20T 1L, RTARREK £, B A sE i, X SR R B R B Ak S R R T A2 D S
P, P JE AR A R A FEEA R, RORADOERE SR SRR, W E R S @SR, AR LA
B AETT R EPUEATEEY Y . B SR R Ty | IR R FISE R SRS IR . RN, AR R
o FITBRT A S5 2% 2R T ™ T BB SR I Ak 2 AR 24 B A O R T S BOm BT B2 i R H 85
B, 2 AR AN S i R R S R Ak L R PR B SRR T B IR T ik O3 TE JE BE.

) N A T (Endophytes) f& A= 16 - {d FE A 4 2% 2H 2% B 1) 400 i 1) B 8 o 200 L N 8, O 15 1 2 4B 0 A S
JEAb B — 2B AR A A S R G i B A 4. N R R SR T A R A R R
REfS 3 1 A PR TE M B L Se g R L R A A K G e AR Dy U SR T A L
JRRE . T JUAE . Xk S0 P9 AR TR 20 R 1 BRI ] SR A7 R W s 3 A W By 3k O T A BIFSE . (H R TR R
. B R A NP DR TR SR i R A ] 4 20 b Sk A3 B 45 30 N AR A0 T 229 A4y B bk, R b i A 3 67
AN G5 B R X SRR R I A SRR A 1 D LA R PR 5 1R NS P A B AR AR N A A T 26 A Bk
JEM IR BE 2 MR B TR M R N AR TR A, AR B SR /N A A 5 4 2R 3R BH SR D AR S B TR R TR
(Pantoea agglomerans) N FP0 2F AT B (Bacillus tequilensis)F3 ) %o 25 40 B 50 006 6 IR 8 . SR kb4 /v

O WeHEHIY: 2016 -06 - 22
BEWH. FEARBEEEIH(31601678) 5 # P E AR 2 5 Hi i BT BE + L I (NO. este2015jeyjys80001) 5 #UH & f = [l 1
A GURHIS B 55430 H (NO. # bR 2015 - 311).
YEF A ALEF990 ), 2o, LI G A, BlEHF50 R, 5 BT P9 AR T R A A= ) i B 5
WTEHE . B W, BIEEE, BRSO
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TR AZ 0 L T A R T 2 3 B A A T SRR IR IR AR — S SR R TG TR A IR UL R AR ) N A R Y
FBELE M. L, A SCOR M E M AR 40T 16S rDNA SCIE AR 3% 3236 R 320k . % S0 0y 2 i 19 22
FEVESEAT RGEWFFT . T A 5 05 SRAT A P9 A= 40 T 08 308 9 g L 17 (T 7 AR P T SR B0 22 RO 45 10 B
JEFE 7R B RO REOVE AT DUIYT B T PN A 1 SR I A e e B S BE RN AR AT L D R TN A T AT SR E
4 A 9y Bl 3 1 A4 B

1 ME5AF®
1.1 & #
11,1 BaX & A

T S 2 T 2013 4F 7 H HCH VIR R 2= A W BOR 5 B S S el “ R 2 8.
1.1.2 #HRAFLiFEHk

T B A R SR BUR AR R (Pseudomonas syringae pv. mori) . 785 (Sclerotinia sclerotiorum) . 2tk
JEFE (Pythium ultimum) . IR (Colletrichum lagenarium) . I8 4k J1 B (Fusarium solani) . P55 &
(Phytophthora nicotianae) . S 244% B (Rhizoctonia solani) . SEM R (Alternaria sp. ). ¥ H (Verti-
cillium dahliae) . SN (Thanate phorus cucumeris) , YA TE/INH W R AF.
1.1.3 4%

e A A BUIR T JR 25 (PDA) . 4835 200. 0 g #45HE 20. 0 g, BiE 15. 0 g 781K 1 000. 0 mL,
pH HAR; DB AR 77 5 (PDB) . 8% 200.0 g, #iABE 20. 0 g, Z&EME/K 1000.0 mL, pH H
Ry EIR TS EFREE(GA) : aIETEREHR 20.0 g, KNO; 1.0 g, NaCl 0.5 g, K,HPO, 0.5 g, MgSO, 0.5 g,
FeSO, 0.01 g, Fif8 15.0 g, ZEME/K 1000. 0 mL, pH=7.2~7.4; /KEISE 353 (WA) . Bii§ 15.0 g, 819
7K1 000.0 mL, pH A4, UL EEFREEIAE 121 "CHREET K 20 min £ 1.
1.1.4 ZZXAFE

FL N 20 2 0 5§ & PrepMan Ultra Sample Preparation Reagent I B 3¢ [F ABI /4 &) ; DNA marker,
Taq W . ANTP, 10X PCR Buffer, Mg?" . PMDI19-T Vector # &I A 59 T8 KB A BRA 7 5 B [
WO &I H AxyGEN A7) s PCR 51900 H 5t 4 Wi 5 2E W RHECA BRA R LA ¥ S B 77 40 A 2. ik
A0 KB A b s —AXE8 T, PCR AU H 35 E ABI 24 .
1.2/ &
1.2.1 HReRERA R

ML R R AR £ F 25, H ARKIUE T, BT G55 T 4 CLRAE, JF K40 8 AR T

FWZERMHEE . HRME AR KES 5.0 cm MZEE, BT 75. 0% M b og 228, BUlE
TR AT EOIAZERTH OB, ff SRS, LIR30 RS LU R 5 RS, REEARmY
R RE IR AL, T 22 CCHREE T B gRAE yas (v IR, S0 0IE 3R THIH B 02 S IR,
1.2.2 AERFESFEMANLEDE ZHEINT

KT R ZE B SRR, He BESCBR(19— 20 5 YA ARG S8 i BRI 4 DNA, DLICAE oAb, i F 40
B 16S rDNA § 3838 514 799F: 5~ AACAGGATTAGATACCCTG -3l 1492R: 5-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT -3’
#EAF PCR §7 3121 PCR WA & (25 pl): Premix Taq 12.5 pl, 5144 1 uL, DNA 1 pL (20 ng),
ddH,0 9.5 pl.. PCR R 444 : 95 °C FiAEE 5 min; 94 “CAE P 30 s, 50 “C 3Bk 45 s, 72 “C #Ef§ 1 min,
30 AMEF; 72 °C FEAH 10 min.

16S rDNA HE [ SCE M # #0. PCR =W 1 % 3 e W SE el vk » ¥ 730 bp ZE A WM& U1 T . ik
frmgaifh, %5 PMD19-T Vector # ik % #%, 5% L% E. coli DH 5o JEZ S M M. E XA T HH
(50 pg/mL) 1y LBV Hg b0 28 FH 16 7. % PCR B J7r k. L PMDI9-T 84K F iy M13-47
5'-CGCCAGGGTTTTCCCAGTCACGAC-3"F1 M13-48 5'-AGCGGATAACAATTTCACACAGGA-3"H

]
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19, e B k. PCR WK &R (25 pl) 2 Premix Taq 12.5 pl, 51¥4 1 pl, B 1.5 pl, ddH,O
9 pul. PCR W 0. 95 ‘CHUZEPE 10 min; 94 ‘C28HE 1 min, 53 ‘CiB K 1 min, 72 ‘CZEH 2 min, 30 4>
53 72 ‘CHEAH 10 min.

S Rz 9 A AR BE TS 16S rDNA SCEEY 3 M (DNA BR il P B U1 A Bt B CARDRA) « BUPH 1 8 B 1)
W% PCR ™4 4 pL 20 5 Hae Wl A1 Hha 1| N YIEGHEAT B )43 AL, BEU) R VAR R (5 pl) . Hae lll 3%
Hha 1 (10 U/pl)0. 2 pul, PCR =) 4 ul, 10X Buffer 0. 5 puL, ddH,0 0.3 pL. 37 ‘CHHIEKE 4 h, i
V1= 1 2.5 %6 14 Bt JIR A 6 Mo 11 A P ARG 00 . 32 B V9 A IR o Rt 1 Tt D7D LS [R) ) T Rk 3R 4 0T e R ) B
A7 BR A B HEAT I
1.2.3 BAEsTEM N AmE %R

W2 R RM S TR EFRIN, HEWFARTI 4 3 ZHIIF, IS8R 25 & T PDA
BB . GA R R WA Bk, 22 CHER 4 i, B H WS, RFEYGHG KIS . R AR
H AT A Ak 3R

I R A AR U S 3RS vk DNAL DAL A, AN 514 27F . 5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-
3"F1 1492R: 5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3"#" ¥4 N AL 4l 17 16S rDNA J¥ 41, PCR B & & (25 pL) .
10 X PCR Buffer 2.5 pl., Mg®" (1.5 mmol/L)1. 5 pL, dNTP(10 mmol/L) 2.0 pL, 514 1.0 pL, DNA
1.0 pL, Taq /0.1 pL, ddH,O 15. 9 pL. PCR )L %54 . 95 C lAE ¥ 4 min; 94 ‘CAEHE 30 s, 50 CiR
K 45 s, 72 CHEM 1 min, 30 MEFR; 72 °C AR 10 min. ¥ 87926 4 TAEY) TR C R B A R A
GIRUUNS
1.2.4  #EHH

i NCBI ) VECTER SCREEN 2 BrAE B 55 2:00)F BT 319 16S rDNA JEH i 2 fk 7 BeY, f pr 45 21
B 16S rDNA JF 1L #kF7 & 7 91 % %2 (http: //comp-bio. anu. edu. au/bellerophon/bellerophon. pl) %
B a R #3015 A L IR 51 ] Blast #2% (http: //blast. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/Blast. cgd) 5S8R E+H E
ALY FE B 7 50 R4 T R H A BT . R AT BRERR A AR LR 5 B

K FH 43 B 0% (Relative frequency) . F 4 2 #E 148 50 (Shannon-Wiener Biodiversity index, H'), ¥
PR Z MM FEE(Simpson’s Biodiversity index, D), F B (Richness) & Bz i % 3 5] B 48 50 (Pielou’s evenness
index, J)5 MHEFR KA B M 42 (Rarefaction Curve) ™ i 9 b 77 12 45 2 49 20 79 28 B 2 REPEE AT 940 20
Mr HL A
1.2.5 EWMBERHEAEWANLE 2

W3 B AR AF B0 N AR 4N AR T PDB 153 5E, 28 °C. 180 r/min #R % 15 9% 96 h; W3k KBS 12000 r/min
B0 30 min, BB A DT, DA R T T A& I I A 3R 80K 8 A (Pseudomonas syringae pv.
mori) K HAl 9 Fhd VAR Y J5 ELTE AR . KB PDB R 35 A AT BR P 400 T P A I SR R D 2R T R
T VRO A D TR I S BT O 3 SRR P A B bR

B A H5 P 16S rDNA P HI7E GenBank BT HXT (http: //www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/BLAST), T
3 GenBank H [ VEPEE & 751 . A CLUSTALX 4 EFT R 264087 . BRI MEGA4. 0 844, i/ N-J
HEAT 1 000 KB KITE, MERGE KT R,

2 EHRMOMH

2.1 RHMANEHREWHELST
2. 1.1 B3Rk xd At Nk AR A AT

FE S DNA 2 5OFT 16S rDNA JEK A9 PCR 47315 . $2HURY R S DNA B s e, A B
KF 15 kb, L4 E 16S rDNA RS E PCR §7#%, £ 8]K/NN 750 bp 224709 B 1 F Bt R I 38 3 4%
1200 bp A7 A BE . D AT BE 2 SRR LRI 18S rDNA (3840 5 91 (T8 1), 2 Fe 114 35 1 R AR 3
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WREES R, T 22 CIRE SR 72 h, TWEEE M 1
Koo U8B S5 P A B A 25 RO W N AE AL

16S rDNA K& A o B SC e M 5% b+ 19 i %% 5 il 1)
3T I EE 16S rDNA K B Sz g v B AL PEE 120 4 1000 bp
PARYE . FORL b 514 M13-47 F1 M13-48 #E47 B 750 bp
#% PCR 1S, Bk PHME e b, e &S0 v KA 111 4> FH
PErERE, FHPE S RE K /NZ A 900 bp.

FHYESERE PCR 971 ™ W e S HN DI Hae 1 #E4T
B DT, B Es R R AT 6 Fpai B (18 2), dEEEA AU AR R
M SOk, LT Y& PCR =9 H kDI B Hha 1 i 100 bp
TTREY], Bk & R0 IR — s e (1 3). iRl 2 R Rl
3 T LB Y 7 175 5] Bk /NEE 100~700 bp 2 i, H 4 M: 2000 bp marker; 1: W N4 16s rDNA £ F 5 Bt i

2000 bp
1 200 bp

750 bp

500 bp

250 bp

PCR 3845 1.
RIAHEE T AW LAY PCR =914 K. B 1 R DNA I
ZH IR U e 6] 40 A U 1R B R 69 5 65 PDNA 3£ 1 5 8 PR 5 14

B L K AN T) G o o 0 A7 0 . R A T D L R e U

gER L HEBR ARG . 111 A FE RS 22 42T (OTUs). P 5% 16S rDNA ¥ 41 #2252 2 NCBI 4L
P JE GeneBank K53 % 5% 5 KT766085 —KT766118. 4 Blast JF 41 X, 111 A4 BH M 7 B )5 51 40 8 T 40 1
W 3 NEBE:. I R (Proteobacteria) . AT 1 ] (Bacteroidetes) £ # ] ( Actinobacteria) » fL4E 10
MEGER D.

2000 bp

1 000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

B2 RMNEEEPEMESEIE Hae I EBYIEE(E5)

2000 bp B
1000 bp BSs
750 bp
500 bp B — -
- - - .. - - =
250 bp
LB B .-

- — PR JP— -
ey WMEeEn e - YaEaeEemesEeEw .
- - -~

B3 REANEBEMAMEEE Hha | B0 EE(54)
2.1.2 3SRkt AN A A B S R 9AT
R PDA K923k . GA Ki 3R FE M WA K7 357 36 26 ™ i R T H B AR £ 35 25 h 3040 B2k 18 N B 40
25 Dotk SR 519 27F/1492R 43 51345 N A= 4 R 1Y 16S rDNA, 4 H ¥ 51 £ 5 2 NCBI £
P GeneBank /13 & 5t 5 KT766060 — KT766084. £ Blast & 8 lLXF. A A0 25 >0 B4 8
T YA 3 288 . I W ] (Proteobacteria) . #LFT i '] (Bacteroidetes) Fl B BE B | ] (Firmicutes) » {35
12 M E R D.
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x1 RUAEAEFTHEST

S

" i EhE Wk
Actinobacteria Curtobacterium flaccumfaciens 3.85 —
Frigoribacterium faeni 1.92 -
Firmicutes Bacillus cereus — 4. 00
Bacillus thuringiensis — 4. 00
Bacillus amyloliquefaciens — 4. 00
Staphylococcus epidermidis — 4. 00
Proteobacteria Desul fonatronovibrio magnus 0. 96 —
Duganella sacchari — 4. 00
Enterobacter asburiae — 4. 00
Enterobacter cancerogenus — 20. 00
Enterobacter ludwigii — 4. 00
Erwinia aphidicola — 4. 00
H ymenobacter flocculans 1.92 —
Leclercia adecarboxylata — 8. 00
Massilia albidiflava 3.85 —
Massilia kyonggiensis 0. 96 —
Massilia namucuonensis 16. 35 —
Massilia plicata 0. 96 —
Massilia timonae 0.96 —
Methylobacterium aquaticum 0. 96 —
Methylobacterium fujisawaense 14. 42 —
Methylobacterium goesingense 6.73 —
Methylobacterium komagatae 0.96 —
Methylobacterium persicinum 3.85 —
Methylobacterium phyllosphaerae 1.92 —
Methylobacterium tardum 0. 96 —
Mucilaginibacter soli 0. 96 -
Nowosphingobium barchaimii — 4. 00
Pantoea agglomerans — 12. 00
Peredibacter starrii 0. 96 —
Pseudomonas oryzihabitans 1.92 —
Pseudomonas psychrotolerans — 8. 00
Sphingobacterium caeni — 4. 00
Sphingomonas melonis 18. 27 —
Sphingomonas pruni 13. 46 —
Sphingomonas roseiflava 2. 88 —
Sphingomonas sanguinis — 8. 00
Xanthomonas cam pestris - 4. 00

2.1.3 A AAERRELRF LS EN R AW E B A IR

SR AE A T RN RE 2 RE VA A A5 R R WD AR 55 R 0L R IR AR A B Bl ORE O A RRAE 25 S 3L &
W '] (Actinobacteria) Jy 35 15 7% B 55 A7 88, 17 J5 BE 18 1] (Firmicutes) f7E 85 37 26 h 45 3 5 (AR B3 1
J& (Pseudomonas) F i 2 5 20 B JE (Sphingomonas) W B MW A ik kA WL R & & s i 76 Fh 1Y
KA FZERAA BB E A (R D, JEE IR B RS R BoR . 2B IE HF W 1] (Proteobacteria) f& 1% e B
SCER AR, W& T 96 Dy, SCE RS E B 2 B 8 (Sphingomonas) . Massilia
1 L HT 1 T8/ (Methylobacterium) , 43 3 5 5 B SCE ) 18. 27% ,16. 35% 1 14. 42% (F1). ¥ FHik
R s KL, BIEH ] (Proteobacteria) AN AL H R, &5 T 20 MW AEA R/ & k. Hh i E
J& (Enterobacter) . £ #FF B J& (Bacillus) Mz & J& (Pantoea) N HH B, 20 3 &5 N 4R 40 5F S 80)
24.00%,12.00% M1 12. 002 (£ D).
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2.2 ERAERENSHEEST

KHERZHEERRE . F SRR F 8 B U 450 B $8 $0 S i ih 22 %0 6 Fh 7 1645 21 A0 5
B AR B 22 REE AT PR 0 LL . SR N AR 4R 16S rDNA LR SCFEML S 111 NS, A 22 4r2E
BTG, TR EZREMESR RN 2. 21, FE AR REEIE S 0. 84, YA R 0.48 (R 2), Mmith&#a T ¢ (K 4
(a)), U HHZ OB SO O AR R N 2R AN B BEVE 0 UAE ) 2 REME. 0 B 3R A5 19 25 A P9 A 40 vd o3 25 1k
15 DK BEIG, HEREZFEEIEECH 2. 54, FEREHEMERECH 0.91, WAER 0. 793k 2>, i th 44
£ ETHERE 4, UEBH A BT N AE A B . B3R vk B i 2 A

MGETF AT o] LUE H . R AT 16S rDNA Sa R SO A9 122 28 3678 1 0] s il SRS P A= 41 e 3 7% 10 b B
R, SRR FR LR AR F B AR = TR s, (B R 5 B R Je s 3Rk, HARR: %
TR B 2R SRR T TR R BRI RS IR AT 20 0 o9 AR A0 B R R A vk TAERR R

X2 EWMAERESHEST

15 E4 B S RiFe ik 18 21 B[S K gk
FREZHMERSH) 2.21 2.54 S 22 15
E R R E(D) 0. 84 0.91 Fe AR H 5 R E (T 0. 48 0.79

25r 161
14+ ot
201 Wl
12F e
15F 101 L ’
10f Ry o
5r .‘. 4r . ‘
0.. 2" .
0 210 4;0 éo 810 160 1'20 0 5 1'0 1I5 2Io 2'5 3'0
REH SEME
(a) EHEFRE (b) #EFE

B4 AMAERIARNNEAERERE L
2.3 RMEAMENERENVRRERELZESN
P00 TR R R AN 55 SRk 0 B ARAT 1 25 WK SR PN AR A TR A RS R L RIS R R 220K 18 KRN AR AR R O
PR X RO D R Y — R 2R R BN A BT AT, S AR Y 7200 P AR TPY L AR LN
WA 5 BRAE R B B AREHUEN . BA BB TG (R 3. Hn] W, AR5 BT X 2 5 18 EAE Y U
BA—2E .
R3I RENLEEHRONERESER

B o7 B A T 3 S
TGJ1 TGJ2 TGY1 TGY2 TPJ1 TPJ2 TPJ3 TPYl TPY2 TPY3 TPY5 TPY6 TPYS TPY11TPY12 TPY14 TPY16 TPY17
Pseudomonas syringae pv. moi — — + — — + — + + + - - - 4+ 4+ -  + =
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum — - — + - — — - — — + — — — — _ _ _
Pythium ultimum — + - — — — — — — - — _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Colletrichum lagenarium — — — + — — + — — — + — _ _ _ _ _ _
Fusarium solani P
Phytophthora nicotianae - - - — + + — — — — — + — — — _ — T
Rhizoctonia solani + - - - - - - 4+ + - - - 4+ - - 4+ - +
Alternaria sp. B
Verticillium dahliae — - + — - — — — — - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Thanatephorus cucumerts + - - - - 4+ 4+ 4+ 4+ - -+ 4+ - = = -+

W W — L
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Rt — TSR AN — 5 EN R Z R, X 18 RN AR BN AT T RE kK B .
18 BRIEHL N A B 1Y 16S rDNA JF 3]t 47 BLAST W XF . 204, % MEGA4. 0 %k N-J W& R4

KEWE 5.

76

TPY6 isolate (KT766063)

78 TPY3 isolate (KT766062)

Enterobacter cancerogenus (NR044977)

31 |—TPY8 isolate (KT766080)
I—Entembacter asburiae (NR 024640)

TPY1 isolate (KT766078)

81

TPY2 isolate (KT766079)

Leclercia adecarboxylata (NR114154)

Leclercia adecarboxylata (NR 117405)

{TPY] 6 isolate (KT766068)

94 Enterobacter ludwigii (EF 175735)
TGJ2 isolate (KT766084)

Pantoea agglomerans (KT075170)

o4 TPJ1 isolate (KT766082)

Pantoea agglomerans (KT075209)
Pantoea agglomerans (KT075179)

Erwinia persicina (NR119364)

58 Erwinia persicina (NR114078)

TPJ2 isolate (KT766070)

o5 [ Duganella sacchari(NR 108216)

L TpYi4isolate KT766077)
99 [ IPYS5 isolate (KT766060)

99

Sphingobacterium caeni (NR109661)

—EM—Bacillus cereus (NR 074540)
L Tpv11isolate (KT766066)

56

TPJ3 isolate (KT766076)
{Bacillus amyloliquefaciens (KC692179)

Sphingomonas sanguinis (NR113637)
{TGYZ isolate (KT766072)

Novosphingobium barchaimii(KM019861)

Bl TG isolate (KT766074)

Pseudomonas psychrotolerans (JQ660249)

86 L Tpy17isolate (KT766069)

{Xanﬂmmmas campestris (CP011256)
TGY1 isolate (KT766071)

99

TPY12 isolate (KT766061)

| X L
88 Bacillus thuringiensis (CP010005)

Es5 ZRNERRAEET I6SDNA FIMN-J EZRZAZEBTHW

M S AT UL, 18 BRIEHE W R TE L A& L8 11 J&. 43 Bk TPY3, TPY6, TPY16 N 7 T # &
(Enterobacter), 1 TPY3 Fl TPY6 43 Bk M RV I8 99 %05 4r g5 kk TPY 1, TPY2 47 99 % [FlE 1, 54
v BB B (Leclercia) B —255 4y B #k TGJ2 il TPJ1 J& TiZ W )& (Pantoea) 5 438k TPJ2 Ry R SC K 1H &
(Erwinia); W TPY5 NS & BEAT B8 (Sphingobacterium) s 4y B8k TPY11 il TPY12 Jy 2 # 4T #i &



8 THRFFHOGARBF R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 39 %

(Bacillus); 4y B # TGY2 J& T # % B 5 il 18 )& (Sphingomonas); 43 B ¥k TGJ1 4 B 2 B AT B
(Nowosphingobium); 7r Bk TPY17 J& T ¥ M B /& ( Pseudomonas); 47 Bk TGY1 b 7 8 W EH 8
(Xanthomonas). 45 F 3 W] S N AE TS BT A0 R AE 5t AL M2 HE L3R BLI BN & 09 ZHEPEFRAE.

3 #
YN AR Z A T B RN R M E SRR E LA MEENEREAFERES

it A W2 L A58 25 AR 15 Rk FILBR IR 00 S (i & 75) N AR IR E L RGHEA T 1 R Ge . T AT,
i — AT R N AR T S E SR AR R A A A R D A A A i SR TR . R T RN
WA, AR Z RO T 1.5~3.5 Z W, SR A A 8 75 0 5 4k 85 95 1 10 38 8040 i oA
2.54 f2. 21, RHZHMEE T, SETAKHFFEA Y . K H SIS 25 3 A4 B R 2 BEE 1 8o
B 2. 63 FI 1. 8370, FRAAMMEFHIZE A AR FUR A 2 AR PE SR B0 R 2. 48 R 2. 2307,

AEET IR IE ARG IR T I 0 M 2 75 P4 2R A0 R 2 22 S BRSO N IR R . HoA AN [ D 3 Rl R
0 ok A At S A B AR T T R R T O A RO IR L SR 2 R R AR B s B IR A AT B B N A R 2 R
B TAR SR ik SRR WAL G0 B RGRAS B 0 R R B D L (R U O SRk . 5 G i il 2]
SR R P 8 5 3R VR T S A AR AR TR 2 R B BT S BT S R Y . Tmpullicd 8NP X R LN A FLR 24
PEWFSE 2 Mariana 55 A5 X ACR i AR AR ZAEPERTSE . WG B3 Sk SRR B0R THE R IR 5. R
R AR R R AR A BRI P 3 0, BRI AAR IR R B R A 2L, i s DNA hope | $h55 7%
AT 5 22 PCR & 8838 T4 5 HU, SRR E AT e S e 9 B I A7 78 PCR g - pE 205 28 =, Bt
SETE R AE AR ) N OV BE /N o AR BE SRR TCRRAG I S0 AR BT R A A s B SO R T 16S rD-
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Research on Biodiversity of Endophytic Bacteria

and the Antagonistic Endophytes in Mulberry

REN Hui-shuang, XU Wei-fang, WANG Ai-yin,
ZUQO Wei-dong, XIE Jie

School of Biotechnology , Southwest University / State Key Laboratory of Silkworm Genome Biology , Chongging 400715 , China

Abstract: In order to lay a good foundation for the exploration and utilization of mulberry endophyte re-
sources, the biodiversity of endophytes in mulberry was investigated and antibiotic endophytes were ob-
tained in this study. A 16S rDNA clone library was constructed by the culture-independent approach, and
the community characteristics of mulberry endophytes in Tongxiangqging (a variety of mulberry) were in-
vestigated in combination with the tissue isolation culture method. Using common plant pathogens as the
target, antagonistic endophytes were screened out. The results obtained with the culture-independent
method showed that the 111 positive clones in the library constructed belonged to 22 operational taxonomic
units, involving 10 genera of 3 phyla. Among them, Sphingomonas, Massilia and Methylobacterium were
the dominant populations. Twenty-five isolates were obtained from mulberry stems with the culture-de-
pendent method on different media. They were classified into 15 operational taxonomic units, involving 12
genera of 3 phyla, with Enterobacter, Bacillus and Pantoea being the dominant genera. The populations
of endophytic bacteria obtained through the culture-dependent method were quite different from those
gained through the culture-independent method. Only Pseudomonas and Sphingomonas were common gen-
era between them. Furthermore, both the biodiversity index and the evenness index of endophytic bacteria
obtained through the culture-dependent method (H’ 2. 54, D 0. 91, J 0.79) were higher than those by the
culture-independent method (H’ 2.21, D 0. 84, J 0.48). Based on the results of an antagonism assay of
10 pathogens, as much as 18 endophytic bacteria in mulberry showed inhibitory activity on one or more
pathogens. It is concluded from what is stated above that endophytic bacteria in mulberry have great biodi-
versity and contain a large number of strains with antimicrobial activity (72% of the total).

Key words: mulberry endophytes; culture-independent method; culture-dependent method; biodiversity;

antagonistic endophytes
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