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Screening and Application of Suitable Symbiotic Combination Between Rhizobia
and Soybean Cultivar Xudou 24
LI Yan-lian', WANG Chuan-lei’, XU Bao-min’, ZHANG Xiu-guo’, WEI Xiang-sheng’, YANG Sheng-hui*”’

(1. Department of Life Science and Engineering, Jining University, Qufu 273155, China; 2. Jining Rencheng Bureau of Science and Technology, Jining
272000, China; 3. Jining Bureau of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Jining 272000, China; 4. College of Plant Protection, Shandong Agricultural
University, Tai’an 271000, China; 5. Shandong Aifudi Biotech. Co. , LTD. , Jining 272000, China)

Abstract ; In order to study the symbiotic matching between the local soybean cultivar and rhizobial species, the main soybean
variety Xudou 24 cultured in Huanghuaihai area was used in this experiment to trap rhizobia in the fields. We screened high
efficient rhizobium strains matched with Xudou 24 symbiosis and studied the effects of fertilization and inoculation with
efficient rhizobia on yield and quality of Xudou 24 by inoculated experiment in field. A total of 32 rhizobial strains were
isolated from the trapping plants. These strains were identified as three populations belonging to the species Sinorhibizobium
fredii, Bradyrhizobium elkanii and Bradyrhizobium japonicum by rpoB gene sequence comparison, in which S. fredii was the
dominant with 75% of nodule occupation. Through the symbiotic matching screening, strain S. fredii 3 was verified as a high-
efficiency symbiont of Xudou 24. The field inoculation experiments further proved that the inoculation of S. fredii 3 could
improve the growth and yield of Xudou 24 and the number of nodules, fresh weight of nodules, yield and protein content of the
plant in M2 treatment ( base fertilizer, inoculation with S. fredii 3, non-topdressing) were the highest. Further analysis found
that the number of nodules and fresh weight of nodules were positively correlated with the yield and protein content. Among
them, the fresh weight of nodules and yield reached a significant positive correlation. The content of soil available boron( AB)
was the most related to the community distribution of S. fredii, and the content of available iron ( AFe) and available
molybdenum ( AMo ) were the most important physicochemical factors affecting the community structure distribution of
B. elkanii. 1t is showed that S. fredii 3 could be a suitable candidate for inoculant of Xudou 24 in the Huanghuaihai area.

Keywords: Xudou 24 ; Huanghuaihai; Rhizobia; Symbiotic matching; Yield; Quality
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TR G R 5% ~100% . P, 2K -
AR T 2 [ U % 9 T ¢ ) FE O ARl T 5 82
Ji& K s AT 5 1 S B 5 5 e A A B S
RGBT b i i 2 GRHEY .
| -3 b 8 5 R U A A [ B R YRR T
B8 AR # 8 ( Bradyrhizobium ) 1Y B. elkanii .

B. japonicum  B. yuanmingense . B. liaoningense  B. dagingense .

B. huanghuaihaiense B. diazoefficiens F1 7 1B AR 985 i /&
( Sinorhizobium ) /) S. fredii . S. xinjiangense ( 2.5 S. fredii
B A AU A e i 2 2 R —
(126 5, ARJEHb DX @ JL IR AT, SR AT, B KR =
W, TR RS R SRS, K FEE
B. japonicum I B. liaoningense 34 [ & ; #edb #h X
T F O, R, IR, Sino-
hiozbium J& R T AR IR TR R 12 b IX (8 O S4B T 5 42
HHT AL B Hb X 1 3 3 2R R 1, B. japonicum Nl
B. elkanii 2y R SAREE DA B D0 SRR 35 55 b Jag e HE
AR =, e T, e R ik, R &
Y5 S. fredii A1 B. liaoningense ghypils) ] W, Sino-
rhizobium WA R 32 43 A7 76 Gk R AE v
Bradyrhizobium WAtk F 25040 TR VE L3RR EE
B -3 rhdRE AR A7, BATTHRA AN A 19 A 25 3 2
IIATRRIE . RGN AR A —E B FEE, K&
w5 AN [R] J& 00 TR AR %) 45 R e A AU RE O 2% Stk
B K., Bradyrhizobium F1 Sinorhizobium W J& K 2 1R
JeA A5 R 1 R o A T R R, i S
KT AR U BEAT RDC e 30 T O AR R T
SRS ARl Z (A AE IR A LA e e e

O X R P E A R KRG MK, ZIX
R EZLEIR B R IR TR AT b AR AR R T s R A AR R T
JEEATRFR S BRI, 3 2 A8 AR IR R T PR X
bR 7 A A e A DE E e, A FH T [R] 22 b A AR
AR MR RG] TAESE A, X5
BTV b DXV S 5 — OR R AR IX i B A 1Y AR R
VRPN TV ) AN AR IS B 1. TR 24 AE
TRMARL 27 BIFFE BT 2 7 10385 T 8 7 v b DX 1) 15
HHCHER & & 43.68% ) R A, HATE A
55 ZARVETC ) (= SSOAR T TR R iR o PRI, AR S 1R 4%
B X BRI TR L 24 T ad AR B SR e
i g i 2 4 55 =2 e A DG E A v O R TR Pk,
it FH [ [T 42230, AT 578 Tt NS R 422 b AR g i 0 R 7
Rt BTS20, 5 R4 v SR A ) TR T R
R AU BTt FH £, Ay e THE g, DX AR R T 4 ) 10 H 42
HEPgTE 3 XA R bR

1 MREFE

1.1 ###l

1R 24 AN BL2E R 5T B fit, % ilen
B R A 1 AR B AR o A W B A A BR 2 |
KrH,

YMA $i55 5 (1 L) : 10 g H @R, 3 g BELEH,
0.25 g KH, PO, ,0.25 g K,HPO,,0.2 g MgSO, -7H,0,
0.1 g NaCl,1 000 mL /87K, pH7. 0, [ {435 53 Fn
15 ¢ Bg#y, 121 C KB 30 min,

IKBNE TP F & 285 37 3K . 0. 7% 7K Biifig, 121 C
KA 30 min Ji5 il 45 B4l
1.2 RIeigit
1.2.1 BEAamapiXig  HEREEKNE .
AR50 R L IEFR R 10° ~ 107 £, i BLAS [R] e
FER IR R . BB AE K BN B R 3 K R
— B R SRR B Ak B BUZ Bk A PR K G R
2 mL- SRR . A IR BB A 4 RO,
3YCOEATIRES . AEK 30 d J5H# Bk SR G
O, A5 R A 3 MR T R (IR R ERE)
VER A ECEE T Je 22 45 5 0 Hr

HRIRE R RIFPRE A 2007 e i 1
TCRIEA (121, V/V)IRA BUE 55T, 72 X2 5k
FRARFPAE 10 BEFR T 24 P . R A RAK 30 d
JE SRR T RIMIRE, FH YMA 15 35 35 R b ofi
AR A3 B BARARIR TR o G T 40 B S AR R TR
1 rpoB FE K FE I ¥, X 5 51 i#E 17 Blast ( hitps://
www. blast. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov) 434, X 434 [A] B4 AR
Je TARI T % 5 A s AR

TEA O AR G R A R E B LR P R
R T I T A AR R TR TR R 43 0l Rl AR 24
R A A 1 AR U AR e SR R i
Hby b T R L A IR T g A T R Y TR

LA DT PCPE O 5% < JC R e A A 1 - JO R iR
AR T WL, 2 045 AR b o R
SE 4 IR N AR S eI B T 24, iE AT 2 A D Pl P
i o AR R A AR A AR R e L AR R Y
K by gt — 2 ik SR T 24 oA SRR
DG TC P %) 1 R PR PR o X T i 32 1 HL A v A A A D
P 1) PR AR A T 55 95 S R I, 004 T FH R P s
1.2.2 w Al AbaX e FE I 0k 1 Y A DT id
P3P B AE L 2R 2 A i 2 0 IR0 A PR w1 6
AT R HAAR, 8% 7 AMbHE, BELHES 3 IR,
ANK A 20 m® RSB St 2 A AE (225 kg +hm 2,
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N:P,0,:K,0 =15:15:15) , {138 IEE i JR 2 (150
kg-hm ™) , BARIRIG T U 1 fios . R HRR i
Ve RE A SRR 1074 - mL ™ B HRIRE BRR FH XU R
OB, AN R 2 mL; @QFFF R 5,
PLIERFRRE 10 4%, 457000 1 ~2 mlL, BEHIME -k Fh -
JRIFI I . KGR E N 2.00 x 10° Ff -hm 2,
AE4THE (50 em) 253K, 2019 4F 6 F 25 HEF,10 A
12 H Yl 7=, [ Bsf A 00 A7 1 28 10 5 R 43 7
o FEACIARA A P BEALIORE 10 £, 3 WE A,
8 MRS FIORIAR g i T[] B 0 45 4ch B 4 1 9 AL
PR,
1 HERBAR

Table 1 Field experiment design

b3 RN JBNE IR A
Treatment Base fertilizer ~ Top application Rhizobia

M1 1 0 0

M2 1 0 1

M3 1 1 0

M4 1 1 1

M5 0 1 1

M6 0 0 1

M7 0 0 0

O AR BAE SRR AR T 5 12 i M A2 P OB R

0 : Unfertilized or uninoculated rhizobia; 1 Fertilized or inoculated

rhizobia.
1.3 FHix
1.3.1 2ERBHALTMNE  FHEKRRE

(MPN) 37 35 B {3 o 4 398 v T 0 35 MR 980 T
B, WS ¢ HHERIFAE 30 mL JCHE AR HER K,
FAMEA 3 h, 2 mL R, AR 10 A58 B 1Y)
WREMmBEE 107, BOKGMTF,95% LR
30 s, EIREN - KW (1:5,V/V)IHEE S min J7,
TCRKPES T IR, TR F R 55758 1 25 C R
B FETABON | L ASAA O e G o,
WA IR S TR SR . IS A R R 1) -
BRI 2 mL, 4y 5 E 0 2R 8 [, LUK fd £ 4
BRI 2 A IR, MR 3 A EA,
KHSUZER L FE, FRAS R AG =N W A5
FARCATIRELHAFFAEK 30 d, 5 KEH 16 h, )
HRBRFE fy 460 Lx, i 25 °C,MAR% 8 h, JRLEF 22 °C.,
30 d JE R I iC SR ARG I O, S5 IC N + 7,
ARGEREE R =7 MRYEAE RS IR, A A T
3 AR R PR B

1.3.2 #HBEH S B A% K Vincent' ' 177
2 K R BRI 4390 & F 5 mL [ Eppendorf 1,
JIA 3 mL 0. 8% A= BEE7K 4 “CIRHUARIE 2 ~3 h il
HOJR A, Ve I (8 R A A B R K . FE IO TR # AR
ZMF R, H 3 mL 95% L EEARFE 30 s, B F R, IR
FRENE R 3 mL JHEE S min, 1 25 30 8] FHAG Sk W 4T %k
WA IS B 5 AR IR e A #3850, 3 2R, R
PRIZK PR 6 ~7 Wk, A AR IR 2 1 A 5% B4 0 28 0, #%
THTE S ARIR 5544 5] 200 WL Eppendorf 8 Hr, [n] 2
LEHIIAZY 30 pL JoEE K, H 200 wL A3k 35 AR
JeE L 10 pL PR YMA SPAirh R4k, 28 C
iR, R RE R 3% B TR 75 Pk 28T 0 YMA Az
Rk alife 1 ~2 W, ¥ alifb b 9 s VR B T
YMA ¥ H,28 °C,180 remin PRI, F K E
PR KA 1 mL BEAK, B AR AT R A N DR AF T
4 C iy YMA RHi

1.3.3 #J2# DNA 4250 S8 Terefework 2% ()
SFRIN(GUTC) ¥4 (W& AT 23N ) /N 4 BT AR
HRIRE TR A BRI AAR DNA ., RGN K IS 8 21 1 MR I8 1A
IR 0. 8% HyA 3R K B VR 2 R L bR 1,
T 800 WL $REHRIR , 7235 10 TR AR , 1 4 i 2 1k e
S, FIRFHEL S min, FATA 60 wL A9 Ak i 15
TP, R IRA), R 2 2 h, i = R 8
12 000 r+min " B0 2 min, /N0 ZEFR BT, #O0A
800 L. GUTC PEIA&ZE R, Rz 27 sifAk, 12 000 romin ™'
B0 2 min, 3325 1, AR 2 ~3 G 700 L 75%
PRV 1 7R, 12 000 remin "' .0 2 min; 3555 1
J& K UTTE Y E T B T iR A 50 C Lis
ATHSTE] 50 min, JNFAHT [A] 40 min, B £ 6EE A H;
PEeE ¥ - DNA PIJE A 100 wL TE 2% vh i & &,
60 °C #7920 min DI{E#F DNA %% ,13 000 r+min '
B0 5 ming /NOIRE BB EHNE OB, A
1 wL RNA ¥ % (10 mg-mL™") ,37 C KB
30 minl) 2 RNA; {#i F Nanodrop {¥ #% ( NanoPho-
tometer " Pearl S/N:3430) # DNA &l B 19 B, 8
47K JH %, DNA BUBRA I . Aygp/ Ay, A 1.8 ~ 2.0,
FH] DNA 2l fE Ak < 1.8, B R 7E & 1105 4
>2.0,Ui8] RNA 754%, DNA ¥ =100 ng-pl ',
FER B AR T 1 ong- w70, I AT LA T 5 A 26 0
J¥ ,DNA T - 20 CLRAFE&

1.3.4 ARJBHE mpoB KB ¥ Ry H o B
LTI T 1 rpoB . mpoB BN YT )
rpoB-F ( 5'-TCGCAGTTCATGGACCAGG-3") ; rpoB-R
(5'-GTAGCCGTTCCAGGGCATG-3") . PCR JZ Jii {k &
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(50 L) :10 x PCR Buffer,5.0 wL;dNTP(10 mmol -L™"),
1.0 pL;rpoB(10 pmol <L) ,1.0 wL;poB(10 pmol 17",
1.0 pL;Taq B4 HE(S U-wl.™", GenStar 2 x Taq PCR
StarMix) ,0. 5 pL; &4z DNA (20 ~ 50 ng),1.0 pL;
ddH,0 %M 2 % 50 pL, PCR S #&#)F:95 °C i As 4
2 min;94 CA5PE 1 min,52 °CiE & 1 min,65 °C ZEfi
8 min,30 MEEF ;65 CAAE(H 18 min, PCR =¥ 4
1. 1% Byt Big B 068 J¢ R DK ARG T, 326 48 K66 PR 5 360 =5 )
J¥o 132019751k H Blast 4347, 5 GenBank %4z /%
HH R AF N SRR B A, DX 4 H A [] 1) AR TR o O 4
AR, BT R A 97. 7% AL HEAE
RFP R SRR, B SRR U =97. 7% (4 Bk R [R]—
AR

1.3.5 MRBHARBEENT KROUMRBEH =
(ax10) + (bx5) +(ex1) +(dx0)/ B KRG
o Ho e R AR AR R MR AR
b R GAERRI A AR AR B 880 5 o KSR AR B
PRI AR 5 d - A VRS I R DA R I B8 e
1.3.6 & . FaRfemaseme  FEREEIN I
6 m’ = AR AT AR Sehr R = (100 -
MC)/ (100 - 13.5) x i =4, Hi,MC ERKE

b AR B (0 5 7K R 1305 2 K B R ARk it
HIBRUE 57K %

K FOSS i 21 40 43 W it 5 43 H1 A (Infratec
TMI1241,FO0SS) Jll 52 K & F ki i & H 5T A1 43
i,

1.3.7 L3k a2 20 Houba 2515
PIE - AL P T, A4S 2 A AL A RUAL
FRACHE HUSCR | HL A BT L pH A Rk A RO A AR
B KSR 1

1.4 HIESH

RSB K ] Excel 2010 ,SPSS 19. 0, Orgin 75
F1 CANOCO 5. 0 #fFie A5t 0 hr o

2 HBRESH

2.1 BELGTAT SREE L4 TR FE
2.1.1 RExw A3 P L EARBY SR WME2
R 24 AR A P b AR R AR R
1.0 x10° ~ 1.7 x10° A4~ - g™, SF- ¥ MLIR 1 19 B0
(1.23 £0.40) x10° A4~-g™", Al UL, 5050 A0 + 1
FP A AR TR Y B AR, A O BT 1% 5
B - AR TR A TR S

R2 KREUMETEPTZREENNE

Table 2 Numbers of indigenous rhizobia in soil of Xudou 24

- i Bt Dilution gradient ZEIEEL B HRR TR A E
X
Nodule Average number of
Repeat
1072 103 104 103 10-° 1077 number thizobium/ ( x 10> 4~-g 1)

1 + + 4+ + + + + + + + + + + + - - -+ - = -—--- 15

2 ++ + + ++ + + ++ + + + -+ + -—- - - -—-=-- 15 1.23 +0.4

3 ++ + + ++ + + ++ + + ++ -+ -—- -+ -—-=-- 16

+ B - NG

+:Nodule; - No nodule.
2.1.2 BBREARPEFARBEFLE MR
24 R IR Al F 32 BRIV TR , 28 rpoB Bk
RIYE 41 @ T Sinorhibizobium fredii . Bradyrhizobium
elkanii #1 Bradyrhizobium japonicum Fp B, FH
S. fredii h 24 ¥k, &5 75% , Bk W 95 R S. fredii
1 ~24;B. elkanii J3 5 ¥, /5 15.63% , 7> W 4 5
B. elkanii 1 ~5 ;B. japonicum 73 3 ¥, 5 9.37% , /75
%5 N B. japonicum 1 ~ 3, I, 15 H S fredii 5
B. elkanii #1 B. japonicum 5 & ) A %,

W 32 RAR I TR 23 ) B e Fh A B 24, R BT
S. fredii, B. elkanii F1 B.japonicum J& " 4f 5 N
S. fredii 3 \B. elkanii 2 F1 B. japonicum 2 ] 3 ¥R Fr

T AR Kl AR fif i R S S T
B Y00 T W) Jm B T AR, G, S. fredii 3
B. elkanii 2 1 B. japonicum 2 J& 4% J@& ™1 5 4+ J1 300k
) TR AR o

2.1.3 Ka5RBHEETRMFE TElRE
FRAR I Z M T, ¥ S fredii 3. B. elkanii 2 Fl
B. japonicum 2 PRSI HIFERR T 24 FFEAE R INIA 1
i, 3 — T TR I A YR B i T Ak B ) R R A AR
JRGE T AR R SR N E T R S TR A
BETTACEE 2 RN TEA I 55 HE A AR IR TR AT LA
HR AR —E W E IR Y . A8 JC R IR A FE
R AR I 56 P, B RP S fredii 3. B. elkanii 2 Fl
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B. japonicum 2 (%) R B0 AR IR i o A R B

Mo b B A R TR A AL B TR R
S. fredii 3 \B. elkanii 2 K1 B. japonicum 2 3 4~AbBH
W Bl S fredii 3 MBI R R SR B E ST
B. elkanii 2 F11 B. japonicum 2 bR, {H 3 A~ 4b FH [&] (1Y
RO MR e o T EERARE . T
HUE 4 5 F T, RS, fredii 3, B. elkanii 2
B. japonicum 2 X1 24 G5 E A AEY A K AT
H—EREHAVER, 8 S. fredii 3. B. elkanii 2

B - CEIEmR AR

Soil-sterile vermiculite mixed marix

25 ¢
a

20 |

b b

1,

> b bb
(9

10

5|

0

CK S.fredii 3 B.elkanii 2 B.japonicum 2
Qb Treatment

I

S.fredii 3 B.elkanii 2 B.japonicum 2
AbEE Treatment

BRI
Number of nodules per plant
o

SPAD

CK

B. japonicum 2 YR S51R T 24 AR

TE A3 - Tor g A IR G A B ol e h, B
S. fredii 3 RbJH A AR I K0 AR R B R PR i K
Mo bW A R e T RN B elkanii 2 F
B. japonicum 2 RbFH KR, BARAFE RIS R, L
ELEY AR (0L MR ) A AERT, S. fredii 3 35
B. elkanii 2 %1 B. japonicum 2 77 %5 5% 0% VT Bt 52 4+ M
e zhmiae 1, K, S. fredii 3 & ASWIF 5% 7 1k H 1K)
5j1R 15 24 AR D) =8OR R

(] THiEaRmR

Sterile vermiculite marix

=]
oo
T
=n
=
=

o
=)}
T

(<]

BARRAL R e
o~
~

Fresh weight of nodules
per plant/( x 102g)
(=¥

o
[ )
T

(=]

CK S.fredii 3 B.elkanii 2 B.japonicum 2

AbFE Treatment

per plant/g
S
A
o

o
o
o

b TR R

Above—ground dry matter accumulation

e 2
- N

[=]

CK

S.fredii 3 B.elkanii 2 B.japonicum 2
Kb Treatment

NI} RS [RI AR P 22 53 12 25 (P < 0. 05) o Rl

Different letters indicate there is significant difference between different treatments( P <0.05). The same below.

B 1
Fig. 1
2.4 HIERBEEEMER
2.4.1 RBRAGBELEMMR LR 24 FFAE
07 A4 PRI o B A E A 2 216 BRAE A
25 mpoB Kk N ) A AL M E, 43 @ T S. fredii
B. elkanii , Bradyrhizobium huanghuaihaiense Fl1 B. japonicum
e, HA, S fredii 3£ 165 £, B. elkanii 3£ 43 §f,
B. huanghuaihaiense 3 6 £, B. japonicum 3£ 2 .
E— 2R S, fredii J2i 56 H X A0 5P RE
2.4.2 ARG E K IR T ZARM W
1 3 TJ AT, 2% Ak 2R A AR 9 K i AR R e R, L
M2 Ab 3 A, M1 AR BRI 2, M7 A BRI, M1 5
M2 GhBE2E SN, A R T MT Ab

ARESREEI I ETE S

Analysis on symbiotic matching of soybean and rhizobia

FbAess Ab 3R A K 7 f, M2 A B A e, iR E
3 853.29 kg-hm 2, i Al 2 T M4 F1 M7 &b
PR A3 90%E M4 1 M7 AL PRI 7. 18% Fil 44. 42%
M2 Ak B 7 A A i B M3 Ak FERT ML Ab B
341.32 F1591. 81 kg-hm >, FEANTEIEAL K M5 M6
AT M7 Lb B b SRR AR I T AL B (M5 M6) YR B
U & TR (MT)

AR R DL M2 4B A, ML AR BE YR 2,
M7 ZhPREAR ., REHiCHE (M1 M2 M3 F1 M4 ) 4b 2
ZIRIZE5 AN 0 3 (H 34 3 O B TR i I I
(M5 M6 Fi1 M7 ) kb, 53 7 & L M3 4b 2 5 5,
M1 REPREAR, 25 A BRIE o & e 2E A (3R 3) .
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Table 3 Effect of rhizobial inoculation on soybean nodule,yield and quality

R3 EMREBEAMAERE. ERGRIZE

e TR AR ff T Fr EHREE o
Nodules number Fresh weight per nodule Yield Protein content Oil content
Treatment

per plant (x107% g) /(kg-hm~?) /(g-kg™") /(g-kg™")
M1 32.33+1.53 a 0.93 +£0.07a 3261.48 £24.31 ¢ 4.311 £0. 033 ab 2.139 +£0.031 a
M2 33.67+1.15a 0.95+0.07 a 3853.29 +147.58 a 4.331 £0.040 a 2.142 +£0.033 a
M3 25.33+2.08 ¢ 0.82 +0.01b 3511.97 £59.32 b 4.289 +0.024 ab 2.164 +0.021 a
M4 25.67 +2.08 ¢ 0.83+0.03 b 3595.30 +£105.32 b 4.304 +0.079 ab 2.156 £0.023 a
M5 27.00 = 1. 00 be 0.82+0.01 b 2923.81 £123.04 d 4.246 £0.004 b 2.143 +0.037 a
M6 29.00 +2.65 b 0.82+0.01 b 2864. 63 £208.97 de 4.247 £0.017 b 2.158 +0.026 a
M7 24.00 +1.00 ¢ 0.78 +0.04 b 2668. 18 £62.39 e 4.163 £0.039 ¢ 2.156 +0.024 a

2.4.3 K2 ELMRAMESA RERTAEMIOR  IEAISE; KT AR KL (r = 0.463 8) AL fif T

T3 BORAR R S B 5 7o R BRI o o A T Y
I B a5 RN A 2 Bron: RE BB (r =
0.411 9) MV S BEH (r =0.547 1) HR T ™71y
EIEARDC, Hoh UM BE 5 R G kB T R

TR
Nodule

number

(r=0.6602) 5K pY & F i & &2 5B E A
X, Hop MU R S K EMEA S BEIARINEE
TEAH G ; AR BORAR R e J 5 K G T o B 1 2
FAHIC, AHOC R B2 —0.003 171 -0.389 3,

it

Seed yield

EOSE
Seed

protein

Nodule fresh
weight

WaEE W

Seed oil

AN BRAR TR B0 TS AT 2 1) 56 2R A iR L A LU, B RIS 2R 43 ) e 7R A G A

EAE; ¥ :P< 0.05;"*:P<0.01,
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Fig.2 The correlation analysis of nodule number and nodule fresh weight

with soybean yield, protein and oil content
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Fig. 3 PCA analysis of soybean rhizobial community structure

and soil physical and chemical properties
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