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Screening and Identification of Biocontrol Dominant Bacterium against to Soy-

bean Root Rot

GAO Tong-guo', LI Shu-na', ZHANG Dong-dong' , WANG Ling-min®, GUO Xiao-jun', ZHU Bao-cheng'

(1. College of Life Science, Agricultural University of Hebei, Baoding 071001, China; 2. Mumeihuading Biological Fertilizer Co. Ltd. , Tangshan

063000, China)

Abstract: Root rot is one of the most serious diseases which caused reduction of soybean yield, and Fusarium. sp is consid-

ered as the main pathogen fungi caused this disease in China. In this study, Fusarium oxysporum was taken as indicative fun-

gus, we screened one strain 8-32 against to Fusarium oxysporum from 237 strains saved in our laboratory using the method of

dual culture on agar plate. According to colony morphology, 16S rRNA gene sequence, physiological and biochemical charac-

ters, we identified this strain as Bacillus subtilis. Results showed that the strain 8-32 reduced the incidence of soybean root rot

disease index under controlled glasshouse conditions, which up to 32. 08% . This strain, 8-32, has the potential to form pro-

duction to control the soybean root rot.
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1.1 ##

FR/RTA Q0L T A, oh i LR 2 B AR I b 3
A A ST B O

YT : AL o B AT Y 237 RRAATA .

KRG 12, 3L AT,

PDA #5537 5E . 115200 g, 7 45 BHEUREHE 20 ¢, 7K
1 000 mL,pH7.0 ~7.2 35§ 15 ~18 g,

NB #5555 RN S g, K 10 g,NaCl 5 g,
k1 L,pH7.0 ~7.2; 4 1 L NB B33 in A B g
15 ~18 g Jy NA B335 5L,
1.2 Fik
1.2.1 A EH  RAGE LR H PDA
et HFTFLAS B AR 6 mm (145 /5 T (470 5 )
IA) T, BT PDA KR ok 28°C 3] B 4555 3 ~
4 d,FH . 4IRS AR T NA 353808 6 4°C IR A7
MU HE B 7E NA 35 35 5L rh gk 47 3% 4k, 37°C 85 3%
24 hjg1EH.
1.2.2 s HUS5 mL JGER KB ES F% 6 R0 IR
SR A A R S EOR 22 AT, AR W
BB BS G K E PDA B3 5L IRA) . IR
P AR A ) A8 R SUZ B 3238 B AR R 9 em 1)
PARNEHRF- A 29 10 mL PDA #5532 0E, L2 EIA Y
5 mLEAWEE R PDA 3G 1706 I i 1 v
e, BREGE ALy (%) 40 TR BRI 7 7E 2 6085k T T s i
PR AR BT 28°C KR FRAR TR R R
3~5 d, U A TR B I TR ASOR o T e B A B
PURE T BRI R A T A2 0
1.2.3  H 0% B NA Rbi 55 %3 L% A6 4 10 4i i
B: A NB Witk dE:384,37°C 200 romin "' &% 72 h
J5,4°C .10 000 r+min " B0 10 min, Y& W, IF
SR UE A (FLAR 0.22 pm) o Uk, BDAS B K
PR o

TE L IARBUZ R IR o A - B 6 mm (4T
FLERBEBE G I RIEEFTFL . B 70 pL () LR T A&
T AL o ~EARICE AR 28 CHE A, 15 5%
3~5d 5, WS E BRI IC SRR g R
1.2.4 RAUBABEAARALRFELE 5
TRCH LA R G %2 T A Y2 5050 )
W TR LS TR VR TR A LRIV il 2 T MY
i 355 UA P AR AS R AIE 22 45 R e (0 )5 1Y) e B
B RARERE

e B R UL 240 TR 9 S 0 73k ) R AT 4 T T A 3
AEARSE R BLHE AN TR Y B B DR SRR S, 22 fih g
S, TN IR R A, R R R R T A e
RS, LT S0, V-P e, JER K A, 7= 5K
B, 9Lt M WS, A R R A I, B Ak, B
iR SE g

1.2.5 DNA I 55T 40 % DNA A4 BOR A

CTAB . HU1 mL R EEFRIT 1.5 mL KEE I ES
L& ,10 000 remin ™' B0 10 min, 7 3. 70 600
pwL TE(1 mL 1mol+ L' Tris-C1,0.2 mL 0.5 mol - L'
EDTA-Na,, pH8.0, 98.8 mL ¥ 7% /K ) & ¥% i JE,
37°C/Ki 1 h, HE55F% 5 min £ 1 ¥, 110 wL Y
proteinase K(20 mg-mL™") A H# (10 mg-mL™")
130 wl10% SDS,37°C /K% 20 min, Jil 80 wL Y
CTAB #2HU# (65°C i, 20 mL 0. Smol-L ™" EDTA-
Na,,10 mL 1 mol-L ™" @R %% i, 10 mL 1 mol-L ™'
Tris-Cl,8. 755 g NaCl,1 g CTAB,2 g CaCl,,60 mL XX
K, KRG, MA 0.1 mg BSA) 1 100 wL #2161l
NaCl,65°C 7K ¥ 20 min, fill 400 wl 445 5 & B
(24: 1) FELEH, RFZIRS), 13000 r-min~' &
0,10 ming W HC VW, A 200 pl 9 53 79 B 5T
TE, REIR 5. 12 000 r-min_I%:I},lO min, 13 |
#,0.5 mLZEEGTEE, 12 000 remin ™' B0 10 min, H
22 G ULTEWIH 50 wL 19 TE %, R

1.2.6 16S TRNA AW ¥ 3% S9N H5 ¥, 1E
8] 4k 27F. 5'-GAGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-
3, a1 B4k 1495R. 5'-CTACGGCTACCTTGT-
TACGA-3', 43347 F 16S tRNA KL [H (1) 27 ~ 46 F
1 476 ~ 1 495 (i (B8 FE F Bt ( DL Escherichia coli [¥)
16S rRNA F R B EEA B oA HE) o

PCR Wi 1A % : DNA #ifi 1 wlL,dNTP Mixture
(25 mmol-L™") 1.6 wL,27F(10 pmol-L™") 1 ulL,
1495R (10 pmol-L™") 1 uL,10 x ExTaq Buffer (&
Mg>*) 2 plL, ExTaq DNA B4 0.2 pl, £+ ddH, 0
%20 ul,

PCR JZ J% 25 14::95°C (5 min) = [95°C (1 min)
-56°C (1 min) —=72°C (1 min 30 s) ] (29 PMEH) -
72°C (10 min) , HLPKKEM PCR j=4): H 1 x TAE %%
ML 1. 0% B RE WS BE S W (AN & EB) At
U PCR 774y 3 wL 43 5 53 & B iR A, -
4 DNA Marker fEH 08 1F 1 x TAE 2% 3h i
o180 VfH LIk, HLIKZE RS, 3T EB Y,
SHNEERS AL A B AR, I k45 R . PCR =)
R & alifb s, R A BRA w1 F
1.2.7 MAERFZRE AR KNSR 163
rRNA JE[H 7% B BLAST #4415 GenBank %542 )2 3
TTAH AL 20 #7, I 5 GenBank (1) AH i J¥ 51 £¢
Clustal X(1.8) F2 )3 ¥ 17 £ 5 )7 51 VT Bic HE 51
(Multiple alignments ) 73 #7, £ J5 T B — 1> £ & )75
VCRCHES B, HE e sl i ke 1 B AT S — 7 S50k, )
JH MEGA 5 #4444 Neighbour-joining %4t &% B M .
1.2.8 @#EBaE® RERH L, KT JE 10
H i, B HAR 13 em x 5 12 em) 28 A 41 000 g,
Geils KW 2 d J5 , BEAA 5 B AR 6 mm AYARA
BRI, BRI B R GG T A,
FARE 3 BR, BB 60 . [RIET A RRRL R
FIA T mL¥EEEN 1 x10° CFU-mL™" (ZhERL) Ak
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FZEMFF B (Bacillus subtilis) 8-32 W, FF R T4
KBS 7 K5 14 TFNE 21 KX K AR Wi 1%
FRBGH T A, AT

RSB FRE 20 75, X 60 kX H & 06 1R R R AT
S3HT R AR AR B I o3 bR HE X R 4l B AR R AT
5K

HRJE 99 73 b if «

0 24 : FARAUR(EE S, ToWBE, iR 2 ;

190 B EAFEWEE, (HARE R, 2UR -G
a5t 5

2 9% FHYREEE L H/NTARIF R 1742504
W& A AR 5

39 ERVRBER TARFEK R 174, {H/NTF
172 KRR 2 (BN R

4 9 EMRIREER T 172, (H/NT 374 R 9 B
B R AR 7% 5

5 9 BRI ER A e 5 G B, MR A A, AR
T,

S AR Ukl RRAN =

JTEFEEL = 100 x X (B < R BARE) / (K9
I R L < RER)
1.3 #HEHH

K H Excel 2010 F1 SPSS 18. 0 % {4 X 6 K
TG AT,

2 HFRESH

2.1 MHER

SR A Sk S ARG 237 Bk A
R R A T G 0 SR A0 3 D) RS B PR Y
B, UNTET TA Pz, B0 45 0 1 11 RS A f 3 ) T
HABSRIEVER R, 7052 B-7-1 3A3-15 X2 Z-
15.25a-3.7-76 ,12-82 1264 [12-34 [ 7-8 Fl1 8-32, [
Ja R FAFT FLE A e e e 2 1 7 AR S P B
IR T A 0

1 EHEBSE . EHER
Fig. 1 Partial results of first and second screening

2.2 ERER

RAFTALIE RS WIAT R A 11 RS PR 00 T bR
PEAT S0 K S A R T A NA SEARE2 5y 4 4
DX, 7 A DX P AT AR 6 mm BY/NL, B AR
GFRIX 1L BRIEARIY IR 70 pL FEASL, B4
A4 AT, B9 3 ~5 AR R E R 1B i
SR EANTR EARMKUGI L, AR B E LR 1R
PE PRI, 8-32 7 11 BRERPR B 1k R, X L b AT
t— P UE

®1 MEBEERXMD

Table 1 Diameter of inhibition zone

WREA TR HiE [ Ty s HiE
Strain name Diameter/ mm Strain name Diameter/mm
B-7-1 20. 30 12-82 17.23

3A3-15 16. 00 12-64 18. 12
X-2 20. 13 12-34 17. 11
Z-15 17.52 Z-8 15. 62

25a-3 17.51 8-32 21.62
7-76 16.33

2.3 ABEENEEREKES

FAATZ P/ 8-32 TR KR, 7E NA P b
WLk, K5 18] T 30°C K A rh B 7% 24 h, &l 2
JIR ,8-32 TV AL A, GBS A 8 A, R T
PR, A R S P (B 2A) o A RAMEE T,
PRIPR 8-32 TR AATAR A 2R, AR =2 R L 2 P
(#2B),
2.4 ¥k 16S rRNA EFEF 5454

K H 1% W B Re WEEE i F Tk PCR = ) 47 4
W, 257 T B, AT F T By (& 3) o AT Ak 8-32
f) DNA Sk , PCR #3415 2% A bE 1 453 kb 14§
St R B, BLG p . % ¥ 81 24 Blast 43 81 5
MEGA 6 #H# R KW, & 4 s, #ivk 8-32 5
Wi FLZEFIAT T ( Bacillus subtilis ) W56 %% % F i, JF
HiZzF5 e 4 NCBI I B P 1 & 55 . KJ955375
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2 000 bp
1 000 bp
1: DL2000 Marker; 2: BAPEXTHR ; 3 ~4: 8-32 16S rRNA JE[A
PIRaER,
1. DI2000 Marker; 2 Negative control; 34 16S rRNA gene
of 8-32.
2 8% WEMEMABLRELEES 3 168 rRNA E[ PCR i 4R

EREETEERE(10 x100 &)
Fig. 2 8-32 colony morphology and thallimor-
phology under optical microscope (10 x 100)

Fig. 3 16S rRNA gene PCR amplified spectrum

of strain 8-32

76— Brevibacterium halotolerans DSM 8802™

—— Bacillus

. s M TT 1M
mojavensis RU-H—-1"

— Bacillus subtilis NRRL B-23049™
Bacill vallismortis DV1-F-3®

8-32

Bacillus

L Bacillus subtilis KCTC 13429®

Bacillus subtilis NCIB 3610™

methylotrophicus CBMB205™

Bacillus amyloliquefaciens DZB42™
Bacillus siamensis KCTC 13612®
Bacillus amyloliquefaciens DSM 7®
-Bacillus atrophaeus JCM 9070™

Bacillus sonorensis NBRC 101234®

100

[Bacillus licheniformis ATCC 14580®™
90 Bacillus aerius 24K®

0.005
4

Bacillus aerophilus 28K™

RERER

Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA gene sequence

2.5 EBEUMREE

R € DL 240 11 65 2 MW ) %o 7 6 30 7 8-32 1A
PRIEAT A A A BRI e (R 2) o 454 ik 168
rRNA FL[K #9145 5 F60] 8-32 & Bacillus subtilis
2.6 ITHEZFHFTFE ( Bacillus subtilis ) 8-32 H) &£

R

I R S AR IR R I TR 2 AT XK
GRS BIAROR , B R W ER 3. A e KRG
MR I 99 2 K s st 3, AR B 5 T N T2 A
JEE I LT UF 9 AL B ZE 18 4F I ( Bacillus subtilis)

8-32 % Fh A Al T TR 5 | kS A MR B A B TR AR . AL
F 3 LA SR EA L, 8-32 A MUK T M s
RIS T R, KRG A YL 18 A I 2,
X HE CK SE50 i Y AR g sy AR RS . 55 14
RFNES 21 R, AE R FEAS ARG A [F) 2 BE 1) G
1B 8-32 FRLI A T M 1 & A, U HORAESS 14
KHEBTIGROR L F] 32.08% , 45 R FLW, A H 2 1L
FF & (Bacillus subtilis ) 8-32 X K AR & 95 4 1R & 1
BIIRRLR o
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R2 FEREKS-32 WAEBENMR
Table 2 Physiological and biochemical properties
of antagonistic strain 8-32

SRR Btk 8-32 SRR Btk 8-32
Experinent type Strain 8-32 Experinent type Strain 8-32
B + N YA +
PRAAME S50 etk PR A kT +
PR - V-P il E +
N A + TERIIK I +
Frige I - PR +
2 fih i + W5 MR S 2 +
2% FAMH + T ARERIE I +
5% WAL + URR IS +
7% E A + WA et +
10% AL 4H -
+ FORMME - FORPIME,
+ :Positive; — :Negative.

®3 AXEREFRBEEHIREK 8-32 £EBHHR
Table 3 Disease index of soybean root rot
and biocontrol effect of 8-32

ENIPN 14 K BN
LN The 7th day The 14th day The 21st day
Index K pisiikeEl A FRZH A FRZH
Treatment Treatment Treatment
0 %% 26 33 3 6 0 4
1 2% 14 10 14 23 7 13
2 % 9 11 13 17 11 12
34 7 4 11 7 18 16
4 %% 4 2 9 5 14 10
5% 0 0 10 2 10 5
it Total 60 60 60 60 60 60
D}i';:_:i?iix 28.75  21.67 53 36 63 50
UIREpIES
Control - 24. 64 - 32.08 - 20. 63
efficiency/ %

3 #Fit5itie

TR AR JE 95 2 52 i v [ K G Y R
Z— R b7 iR AR A 2= 25 5700 %R 7 76 4 90
EW R REE . E R A B A T B E B IR R
ARG DU T — e UR KR Z B T A
FFE & , N ZE AT 3 BHT X fadi 7] @ g R R o
AR 9 1) VI ] By 2803 56. 1% , K387 7. 6% 7 5
RS, R 10°CFU - mL ™' B 3R 06 Fb -1 07
FUA LT, AS818 1 AS929 Tk X i 2 4k J1 T4 5|
B K E AR JE R R B s B 77.0% N
81.4% ", T2 2 10" CFU - mL ™' B 32 Wk
BRE, 40 BRF-1 nffe i K G4 AEK, E K
L HE—AEMIEFE 5 b X R BRI B B A Rk

HA 5K 53.9% 34.4% F115.8% , A &
WAFFE T 6 BRFET AN B X K SR 9 A 5 B s R
MR Ry 10°CFU - g~ F -1, B #k 18BRR2-2
TEHRBHBER B T 45.9% 5 5 LRGSR AR L, A5
kA 1l mL 1.0 x10°CFU-mL ™' 1% 8-32 Hik,

e LR B B0 RO T 10°CFU - g 7' 4 (H 2
YIBIESCRTT LA B 20. 63% ~32. 08% |, 15 BH A 25
AU E ( Bacillus subtilis ) 8-32 AE 5 16 H 2R f 8% ]
R S AR B L EL AT 3 A AR B RO, B —
BRI % 08 T 8-32 FLAT e ) AR 4k 7 o1 45
PLhEST, L/\Wﬂﬁﬁﬁwlﬁﬁ e B — ST o
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