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Abstract: Fusarium wilt of ginger is an important soil-borne disease. In order to explore the pro-
tection technology for control of Fusarium wilt in successive cropping ginger, oil cake or ammo-
nium bicarbonate was applied to the soil of successive cropping ginger field. The physical and
chemical properties and microbial communities of soil samples were tested. The disease severity
and yield were investigated in next year. The treatment increased the soil organic matter from
11.9 g/kg to 12.8 g/kg. Olsen-P from 85.9 g/kg to 90.6 g/kg, pH value from 4.3 to 4.6. Mean-
while, it also increased the abundance of microbiota. Bacterial community composition was posi-
tively correlated with organic matter and pH value, while the composition of fungal community
was positively correlated with pH of oil cake treated soil. The Fusarium wilt disease index de-
creased to 14.8 and the yield of ginger increased to 35, 100 kg/hm?®. This study suggested that
application of organic matter to improve soil could alleviate the Fusarium wilt in successive
cropping ginger.
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SV G 48 BURE AR OGP E R AE LA S fe 3, S8, H RS m, L
TE VR AR PR T R 2 AR AR ) R R 22— 170 BRI Ji Ak P R R 4 A L
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667 m’ffi FH 15 kg iR A % (Ammonium Bicarbonate, NT); i [X 3 R4 667 m*{#i [ 50 kg
MPF(Organic Matter, OT), i X 1. {50 X 2 A X 3 m AR 333.5 m?. /B EILE X 2
F S X 3 Mt i 7.5 ke fiR SRR 25 kg A, i FHACEEDLIG B iR &4k 5 i Dk 28 51 1 A -5,
7 A T Y A 38 b 28 K DR IE - SR X B 2900 70 %0, - 4 R X R A HE R R 3 R 3 A
(PHT-102A KFO M RE » 55 78 AL FLAT (Y 1 58 b 83 55 6 2R S SORH AR (0.02 mm) BT 55, JFJH £
P W R S | % AL AR EREHR S 2021 4E 8 H 20 HE 2021 4F 11 A 9 H, —3k 50 d. #£ 2021 4F8 H
20 HRH 5 RO A A B R AT AL S Y R B GBS Y R ERE LIS AE CK1 45 2021 4F 11
9 HRHIS sdEXS NT 4, OT kA7 Raere i iR 82 . R AL B HRE i bR id o CK2 4. f R A
F R AT pH (L B AL A ROE . AR L A AL S I R B TR AT

1.3 TEBEHERONE

¥ CK1 40, CK2 41, NT 4. OT 4 RAERI M RS 4 A 20 2 0. — 0 iCFE B Ak 4R X
T RJE 2 mm FCATT B A, S0 — AR A AE — 80 CBARIR VKA . TR A
BEVE e M. EHEIEAT pH (A . AL . B . A7 R0 . URCE I S S B L R R AT ) 1Y
AT
1.4 WRIETEREVHEEST

i J CTAB 2 82 -4 DNA, ) 3B WE B 152 H UK AR DINA ) &6 B2 Rk B2 . 4 312 JBCI 11 ik
HH ITSIF(5'-TCCG TAGG TGAA CCTG CGG-3) Ml ITSAR(5'-TCCT CCGC TTAT TGAT
ATGC-3")%} ITS (Internally Transcribed Spacer) #£47 PCR #7#% ; Fj 338F(5'-ACTC CTAC GGGA
GGCA GCAG-3") M1 806R(5'-GGAC TACH VGGG TWTC TAAT) X 16s RNA #4F RPC 4" #4.
CK1 41, CKZ 41, NT 41, OT ¥ 4y PCR 7= 2 % i Bt g 58 Jie i Tk AL 2Bk . 5 4l 1 g o
PE RS AR AR A EIT, AR E R A4 T R B TS & NCBI S E
k5 PRINAS32697.,

B 00 G i B e R 9E T A W R 2 BB A IR "R = - &5 (https: //login. majorbio.
com/login) #FAT + A Y ZHEVESC B A BT, JHERAE Qiime X5 G KCHE 47T DFE ALBT 4. ] Uparse
BEEARUE R T 97% OTU JFA#ATRIE, HEA OTU /& 207 3 DNFEA i )7 98U K 755
T5 A, H OTU JPSVBUEFE R T 205 I HEAR I BAHEA 47 628 ¥ 51347 b5 kAL B AL &
SFAEX N TP 9 e D B FEAS . A 47 1) OTU J¥ 81 RDP classifire #EAT YRR, X T 20 6 1 7%
(5 2 SIL VA $di e . FLEAREVR 19 40 25l ] UNITE %4 . H Mthur Rl R F00F X 432800 B
U E) YA BEAT Alpha ZFEVEFN Bata Z £ 73087, FH Tax4fun Al Funguild X§ 4 5 F1 E 5 2 17 2 Ak
o
1.5 4$ZHEFAEEFENE

2021 4F 2 16 H, ZHRC BN AT 22 T0 0 F R A i i M DCAR HEAE 3 /M58 X i A A=
%£.20214E 4 A 12 HEEAEREHEREZET7 H 20 HRWATE. 2524 H24 H.5 A 24 Hf16 A
24 H 3 YRS X 1, 350 X 3k 2 Rl (X 3 3 182 A 284 289 10 A0 SR R I 4R 5, A X
TR A AR L L R KT R A
I A DX A 22 0 2 R R B
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LRI 026 ~25%;

2 FAREM 25 % ~50% ;

3 YA 50 % ~T75%

4 s 75 % ~100%.

F 2021 47 A 20 HIE Hp= o, o0 5 76 455 50 4 A B A DX SR B AL B 5 SRR AT, A 2 m?
DX 3 A A R 5 ™t B A B 667 m”
1.6 HELAEBSSEITZENHT

FIH WPS Office #4750 8 31, fii ] SPSS 17.0 B fF i3 45 41 B0Hs 00 F 2 (8 FAR v i 2%, JF
6 5 21 1] 22 S W 35

2 H#RE54H5MH

2,1 TEAERENEEHERFEESFENEMN

WAL R IR, 2021 4F 4 H 24 HiE& CK 4. OT 4 A1 NT 419 A4 224k 90 & 3 2500 0
10.40%,9.60 % 1 5.52% , #EHE K514 14.55, 10.30 F12.31. 2021 45 H 24 HiH4& CK 41, OT
LR NT 20 B9 A4 2R 2006 K05 40 0l 28.98 %, 12.46 % 1 9.23% , i 1% 45 B4 51 4 25.33, 18.70
1 6.48. 2021 4F 6 H 24 HiH#A CK 4. OT 4101 NT 4 #0525 20 2505 K R 40 ol 34.21%, 22.40% il
15.30% » M TR E S50 52.77, 41.9 A1 14.80. HIRIGZE R AT A, CK 415 NT 4K 5% A 58 B 4 4=
LR E W ET R, OT 2 A 2245500 00 5 5 0 17 48 BO7E 8 i 93 7 s A BT I (81 D). 2021 4F 7 A
20 H™=, CK 41, NT 40F1 OT 7237 55052 24 480 kg/hm®, 28 695 kg/hm’, 35 100 kg/hm’.

b
&
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g
E
701 = CK4
60 F a = NT4
50F
9z 40f
s a
iy b
c

5H24H 6H24H
i 17

Ay A e RS IR ¢ B TR 2 A T 25 AR 5 C A L A I 11 3 S AR
D, E g A i) - MU T % 2 36 A5 0 7 5 T HE s P /N B AR ) AL IR B 28 53 LT SE 2 3 X Cp<0.05).
A1l RREEEAEGT HTSFEEZRERLBERL
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22 TEAEEEITIEEAEROZMW

A IR 45 SR AT, CK2 28 O IR b ) pH B . 8l A AR 2 T CK1 25 16 R4 7228 £k A W]
B, WA KR ZEF G2 X AN, AR, S PRV, 5 CKL 25 FIx R4l
B, EREAGHEE . M R)E, OT 448 T HEALR I E £ 12.8 g/ke, 55 H
SR 2ZR A FE ; pHEF R E 4.60, S AN BALKR2ZER LRI 28 L
e SR RN TR B B R R, PR A TR R 65.00 g/kg, HUALER T FEE 282.50 g/kg, 1M
AR S ETEE 90.60 g/kg, SEAXMBA LK EREARITFE L. OT 45 NT W,
OT 20 L . A SO AEALHIS T NT 4, WA HLES pHER T NT 4, mdlhExR A f
GiteE i CGER DL DL RS RER, DS . nT R0 oA HLT S R - pH (E L, 4R
o A R Y

F1 AETELBEFEN T EBHLERPE M

UUBLpIRPN At/ g« ke pH BARR /g« kgt AHR/g kg B /g ke
CK1 41 11.90 + 0.06bc ~ 4.30 + 0.04b  71.50 4 0.92b  85.90 £ 0.90c ~ 310.00 + 2.89ab
CK2 41 11.04 + 0.06c  4.40 & 0.07b  70.004 0.78b  69.50 4 0.76d  297.50 + 7.64b
NT 41 11.80 + 0.07bc  3.90 £ 0.02c  83.10 + 2.17a  96.80 £ 2.77a  306.70 + 2.87b
OT 4 12.80 4 0.09a  4.60 4 0.02b  65.00 4 0.77c ~ 90.60 4 0.53b  282.50 + 7.64c

TE /NG 5 BEAS [R] 27 20 6] B8 e 5 22 S5 TE e i 5 L (p<<0.05).

23 FTEAEEBHNECEELIEAREEENSENEIE

IR A R AT W, OT 415 CK1 &5 A I s FE vk 2 HEME b, 2R g it s OT
HE CK2ZAEHX A, NT AMERFEZHEEILE, 2R BEA%I¥E X NT 45 CKL %
FIXT TR A A AE T Z AR L, 2R HA G s NT 415 CK2 %5 U0 41240 0 #E 75 2 0
PEILE, 255 RG22 R 2A) . DL 25 BER WY, 358 v 240 G R 7 100 22 M T IRt 2 I AT T
ERRAR, el S AL B ONT 4 )5 240 0 #E V5 10 2 FE 0 35 AR, 25 R AR 8 Ak (B R R
TN HLTTHEAT SR SR AR B COT 41D, BV 75 4 18 BF Vi 22 0 1 32 Tt B 5 ey 8 IR bl 8 35 14 19
T S A AL ST AT I 3G o - 2 R R VR 1 2 R 1 (BT 2A).

Xof A X = BE T 10 57 A9 40 B8 J 7K SF- 23 BT 2% B 5 0 D Ak B T A A A % A A A A A0 B R
S o, 5RO AR B - A A B il E AR S TR AUE (norank _JG30-KF-AS9) (H 26.77 %
T & 35.35%) . R 1 B (Acidothermus) (H 3.35% FF i & 7.47%) . A KT W8
(Conexibacter) (H 2.61 % T 2 4.46 % DB F B, FRAR T 4556013 P AT & (Terrisporobacter)
(H13.08 %% 1.53% ). IR H & (Actinospica) (1 2.53% & & 1.33%) . I BRIEH H S
(Turicibacter) (FH 2.56 %o % 1.02%) . B W& (Clostridium sensu stricto) (H 2.45 Y0 f§ &
0.49 %) B+ J& (& 2B).

Xof 240 B B VR A M EA T IR B IR OC IR e T R B, AL . pH (E L A RO . SRR L B kT
N T RETE B LR K. AR A AL B A NT 4 40 T8 7 V% 2H A5 e Ak . A R AR A A
BCIEA DG, 5AHLE A pH B AL A &, AT DR A9 58 B AR B OT 4140 1 BF 7% 41 % 5 A bl
JTFN pH (B IEAR G, 55000 . A R0 R 0 ER B A DG, oA Ak B A A B AE N TR SR B B ] A
R AL B 1 19 (CK1 A CK2 4 41 RF V& 4L sz A ALBT . pH B Bl 0. A3 0008 R A% 8 2
M 458/ (B 2C) . B A AT 10 R4l s AR D REHEAT 40 7 . OT 4 H3E4n A R e 5 CK1 41,
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CK2 ZA NT A Fe DI REZE L K, B Y IR R K fifp MK PR 6 340 J5E 2 S 5 D55 o 21 248 3% O fifp 2 fE 3
58 (] 2D). Z5 AR WL, 9k I Ak B OAOLE 1 - AR T IR A W R Vs AR AR R T A A AR 0 T R Y
FRE L AR T A YR o il

CK1

B 2R

oT

NT

CK2

TLARAHT2 (20, 13%)
U (=] —_— [}
'5 [~ (=]

[
=]

-30

40

oT NT CK2
TR N
B rorank f JG30-KF-AS9 W rorank_f _norank_o__Acidobacteriales
B Chujaibacter W Humibacter
- -.- B Acidothermus unclassified f Ktedonobacteraceae
W norank_f Ktedonobacteraceae B norank_f_norank_o__norank_c__AD3
B Conexibacter W norank_f_norank_o__Elsterales
Terrisporobacter B Geodermatophilus
I- I- B Turicibacter W Arthrobacter
B Alicyclobacillus B Bradyrhizobium
B Actinospica = Rhodanobacter
B Clostridium_sensu_stricto_1 W norank_f _norank_o__Subgroup 2
- -I- B FCPS473 W rorank_f _norank_o__norank c¢__TK10
Bacillus W Acidipila
B Bryobacter Wl norank_f _Acetobacteraceae

B unclassified f_Solirubrobacteraceae W unclassified_o__Frankiales

B norank f norank o IMCC26256 W unclassified f_Pseudonocardi
B Jatrophihabitans [ Rhodococcus

, W norank_f norank_o__Gaiellales W others

BT EZ TS

BIKFRAT
CK2_2 ® cK1
cK2_1 ot
™
CK2_4 ck2 D

. . 2e+3
- nitrogen_fixation 6642

idati 2et2
manganese_oxidation 41
nitrate_reduction l letl
3e+0

ureolysis
human_pathogens_all
animal_parasites_or_symbionts
cellulolysis

fermentation

aerobic_chemoheterotrophy

chemoheterotrophy

-50

24

-40

-30

CKl1 oT NT CK2

-20 -10 0 10 20 30 40 50
TLERAHTL (38.31%)

A g AT b RS A MR R A A 5 B O OR TR AR B e 8 ERE DR A BRI 9 AL R S 5

C AT A e 4k PR 20 0 2 W RE VR 250 5 D O AN () e S Ak 0T 240 T ol 24 0 9 565 ) O S

p=<0.05 FRigH“ * 7, p=<<0.01 bRid R * x 7, p<C0.001 fRiEH“ * * %7,

B2 #AEIBERMARYRRLERAERGMARENRLEEMF DT

TEAEEENEEEE T RERREE NS N Em

OT 41 -3 BB BEVE 1) Shannon 8404 5 T CK1 25 (A BB 4L R CK2 25 4 X I ik +
BERFE, ZREAGI¥E X W OT 4 86 B BV % Shannon #8405 NT A, 25
Tgit2E X CKL & [AXT Y5 CK2 25 [0 IR SR AE 58 b BCP #F V% 19 Shannon #5 8 HL %,
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TG B 3A) . R RY], U R IR SR Z IR R BN .
B e S T 4 A0 - v LR R VR Y 2 R

- 22 A R R AL P S RT ACE A E EAE LR R AL . OT 405 CK1 25 [ 4 B 414
Feds, WE RS T 8RR (Mortierella) (FH 7.31% FF = 24.33%) . B5CH & (Chaetomium)
(HH 2.17% EFE 19.15%) . K& (Trichoderma) (H 3.95% LI+ 2 5.58 V) M B, AT
TR AR (Trichocladium) W FFE (FH 67.08 Yo B# 2 23.10%). OT 415 NT 4 A kb, 45 1%
& (Trichocladium) FIE5EH & (Chaetomium) FBEBE » 4354 23.10 %6 F1 19.15 %% T #%78
)& (Mortierella) . 75 %)@ (Penicillium) . JER W& (Talaromyces) M 55 )& (Aspergillus) 1E
NT i 4 5w . CK1 45 CK2 M . MG S (Trichocladium) 32 B B 3F FEAK .
67.08% K 2 8.34 00 , 1Ml B & (Chaetomium) FPE R FETF & B 2.17 % THE 2 46.39 % (1K 3B).

X BT RV 4 AT PR I - ORI e T R W, pHU(E L AT R L ERER L R 0 R R VR
{140 2 15 M 5 o A LB R L B R 9 1 2 B T /S B R S AR PR S 0 NT H B W B A S
TR fitp 2R« AT R RN SO R AR DG, S p HE R DG, A B 1Y 5 0E SRR BRE 9 OT H AR
Ab B A A SEE N W] R BRI R CK1 25 [ X B4l . CK2 25 (1 X B 2 B T 3 7% 41 % 32 A PIL R .
pH A . B fif . A 0w FE R 52 /s (& 30).

A B
4 .
% B Trichocladium
35 _— & . o . B Mortierella
B Chaetomium
5 [ Penicillium
g 3 $ B Trichoderma
& oo OT Talaromyces
W 2.5 _—— o B Aspergillus
1= i#* Fusarium
B B unclassified
% 2 NT B Saitozyma
2 B unclassified
S sk Pseudeurotium
) B unclassified
CK2 - B Pseudogymnoascus
1 Tausonia
= Rhodotorula
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 unclassified
0.5 W Thiclavia
CK1 oT NT CK2 B unclassified
BT TR LA R 4 B Candida
others
C -
BT b7 ah
200 :
150 0.8
100
- 06
Sso t H;é
go = 04
~
=50 |
R 0.2
4 -100 |
= -150 0
CKl1 oT NT CK2
-200
[ ] .
250 | _*ixmm
VA2 TR~ U A0 6 P - e A T A e S A 1
-300 L o PR, ae o s " B
.l;’ﬂ’%’!wlﬂllﬁ-ﬂMﬁ%!.’&“lim-V‘l’lilﬁ-l‘ﬂ’lim-hl%l{ié/lim-/kfﬂfﬁ’l{m

250 200 -150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150 200 250 Jedt
TLARSHT1(45.12%)

A g R[] Ah 3 A 058 TR A B TR B 2 REME e AT s BN A [R) Ak B A 9 v IR BT DR R U A R R
C R 7R [] = 18 4 3o 3 T ol 2 ) R 25 W P S i 5 D SRy S [) o 8 Ak U 30 T k24 40 T ) B A R
E S}y /R[] A 48 Ab B X 350 B fl A 0 BT R DR T A TN 5 p<C0.05 ARIEN S % 7, p<C0.01 ARIE A« % = 7, p<C0.001 FRiCHN“ % » =7,
B3 Ak MR e R R4 A B TR AL TG AT SL T A M B R 2k A e o B 0 v
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HEME R FEE D NGRS 3% 8 (Pathotroph) . 34 & 33 8 (Symbiotroph) #1 i
H B FR I (Saprotroph) 3 . 32 H FUNGuild ) RE 7 I X 4 X 50 08 B v i 47 D g 0 A il = 4% 4k
PRLH FEERT 3 BN BESERE R & XY AE B (Undefined Saprotroph) . P A= 18— 18 7% W 8 7E 1 -
3 A - R E B JE A2 B (Endophyte-Litter Saprotroph-Soil Saprotroph-Undefined Sapro-
troph) F1 3l 4 95 B R 25 J8 A B - P 2 R A B 40 0 AR B - K M) AR B ( Animal Pathogen-
Dung Saprotroph-Endophyte-Epiphyte-Plant Saprotroph-Wood Saprotroph), 45 % 2 B [ & &
JEE R A 8 rh Dy BE Ry J A B Y R ARG L (R D I D RS R 3 AR E IR Oy U B
FETE B F AR P-4 (& 3D).

3 gt

HAE G R IEME Y ZHEEREAL. AR R G R M. e N A ) B, T 5] A A R
T ) AR A 2 R A 082, T RSy, SR ob o pH (L 12 R EERUEYI M 2R
M, MBS A 25 TS g o 8 it A Bk A 0 A T R R R, i R A W R R
g5, SEMRGEFERRAR . H AT AR 22 0 AR BRI ST 5D AR O R, R R S
TR ALk 3 4 0 A Ak - S A BLAR P TR R M RV AR AL, SEIR R, SRR SR AL BES T G
IR E LR A S, ZEoh 38 pH (H . X5 LAFT A IE 45 B — 20 s [ B i G R i - g ep
B . ER R DR 2R, XS - R SRS T3 R i B R VR — 3 R R A
LY PR B . 405 &R BEVE R AR (norank _JG30-KF-AS9) . R H & (Acidothermus) . FEZs W
[CAT B8 Ji (Conexibacter) B = BE RGN, 10 FA TR 81 I 41 141 LA 658 1o £ 4t 3 40 f Rk J7 . T 384 o+ 645 AL
S S0, B IR L R TR R A A 2 A e R A AR S 1 B0 ek B R AR
X — 57 BRI AR, 0 A BB BT A .

AR IR (Mortierella) Je N E I A B 2R B Z —, HFRZIEE R KR WA =& Hm
EFW B (Chaetomium ) WA A: F +HEh 9 F B BB, H R ZAEH /WA Rmns R K&
(Trichoderma)fE Tl BE2 Ay i V2, JUHAE g A= W A BB RN 732 02 52 1 s A
i B 8 R A 5 ) 2 ALl 0 TR A A L s o O P B R A 2R R R U i R
(Saitozyma) REIE N+ HE i SR AW & 1 HOLBE A (IURB R AR RAE K R FDY, B R 1 1%
W2 R ZE FE XA ) S R I RE 7, I R v RE Y. BRgR R, MR S B S R R B S .
1 25 2 B Chaetomiwm (1 =F B W25 THE s A 398 b i ol 666 XS 25368 + HE b A7 /4 i W I o A o 5 4
BT R4 T Chaetomium WFEREDY . AREFFEEE R R, 1509 6 F 0 DF d s AL B S, W
FIRE TR ARH B ERRS THMER (Mortierella) . BFEH & (Chaetomium) . K )& (Trichoder-
ma) . M8 (Aspergillus) . Saitozyma (V0 Wi @) FH B 09 F B, DL 125 2 B AR 3E 7 2847 A4 251
PR

AR, X 40 T BV B D RE TN R B, o A DF R RS . PR 2R K R R A i ) BE S
X5 22 A O 5 A D A 3 B R R BEAR DG . AT RE S IO A S A K i BBk IR, AR
Yy e B e T — AR, B A S AR, AT R R SR O R A BT A Y
PRAA RS O, T RE BT, B U R AR R AR R ) SRR A L R S e R A A
ERARKEEN 23.71~69.95 g/kg™.

AR 5 HE BT AT 22 R MU VR A LT Il ) SR 12 404 b 380 %8 R 8 % o s A L K 5 0%
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T SR MUBS R E YRS B 2R, B T O pH M, R T A IE IR, AR,
Az 2 T B) A 7 BB S A, A i B T SRR A ML R SRR i A AR e i 2
T R E PR T AR 22 AR A 7 SR I T HOR SHE

S E 3k
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