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5 E: (0] REEMALETRAERBALBTS K EY B ARG 0, ARTABEYD S
FRELREREAL . [Fk] v ha 20 AHEEHA, RESRA. b fe ik it
AR 3AAE, EALAMEENTRAZRERL AR EMATEFALBY RIS G AEKY
#Fom., [ER) ELMAENT, BFANAEAR 20, KREYHWHIZHRE21dH, EH ODw=0.75
B AR Q: )&, 4L IKRE A 200 mmol/L B, id A AL A B (catalase, CAT) E M &R &, #
2.010 0 U/g FW, tb2hphiba & 54.02%; 12 ODg=0.33 498 &R (1:2)& Pt , EHZIKRAES
300 mmol/L BF, MEEABA BT R& &, 4 0.028 6 mg/g, &% K/E A 100 mmol/L B, R4 %
ot MhiA e 5k 64.38%. BAPANAE 146 B, KEHWIAZE 21d 8, 18 ODk=0.50 )& &R
(I:1)4EFr, f£ 2K E A4 50 mmol/L B, CAT &M & &, 4 13500 U/g FW; /R % 28d, 12 A
ODgyo=0.75 89 H & & (2:1)3A, £ 2R IKRE A 100 mmol/L B, CAT Mk 3h i 4a & b 272.73%;
KA 150 mmol/L i, MR A ZR G, A 0147 0mg/g, b phias 3 860.78%. w1k
T, EHMAEMT, BRAALE 24 46 YEA—T IR, Ehms, BHALR
146 &, K24ty CAT EE AR EZHEES TEMEE, HPALEH 146 6915 ZAEA £
HEAR., AT 16SRNA LR F AR GEF oM 4ER, Ak 72 546 F F 3047 B (Bacillus subtilis)
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Endophytic bacterial strains 72 and 146 affect catalase activity
and proline content in soybean seedlings under salt stress

ZHAO Longfei'", XU Yajun', YANG Jingya’, HUANG Xuezhen', SONG Weiyi', DU Liping'

1 Key Laboratory on Agricultural Microorganism Resources Development of Shangqiu, College of Biology and Food,
Shanggqiu Normal University, Shangqiu, Henan, China
2 College of Life Science, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin, Heilongjiang, China

Abstract: [Objective] To explore the effects of endophytic bacteria in soybean nodules on the
growth of soybean seedlings under salt stress and provide reference for the high-quality
development of crops in the Yellow River Basin.[Methods] A pot experiment was conducted with
the soybean cultivar ‘Xudou 20’ under artificial climate conditions. Three groups were designed:
control, salt stress, and salt stress inoculated with endophytic bacteria. The growth of soybean
seedlings in each group was measured. [Results] Regarding strain 72, in the case of inoculation
with the suspension at ODgpp=0.75 (2:1) and the salt concentration of 200 mmol/L, the activity of
catalase (CAT) in the seedlings of 21 days was the highest (2.010 0 U/g FW), which was 54.02%
higher than that in the salt stress group; in the case of inoculation with the suspension at
ODg0=0.33 (1:2) and the salt concentration of 300 mmol/L, the proline content was the highest
(0.028 6 mg/g); in the case of inoculation with the suspension at ODgy=0.75 (2:1) and the salt
concentration of 100 mmol/L, the proline content was 64.38% higher than that in the salt stress
group. Regarding strain 146, the seedlings of 21 days in the case of inoculation with the suspension
at ODgp=0.50 (1: 1) and the salt concentration of 50 mmol/L had the highest CAT activity
(1.350 0 U/g FW); the seedlings of 28 days in the case of inoculation with the suspension at
ODg00=0.75 (2:1) and the salt concentration of 100 mmol/L had the CAT activity 272.73% higher
than that in the salt stress group; the seedlings in the case of inoculation with the suspension at
ODg0=0.75 (2: 1) and the salt concentration of 150 mmol/L had the highest proline content of
0.147 0 mg/g, which was 860.78% higher than that in the salt stress group. The results indicated
that inoculation with the endophytic bacterial strain 72 or 146 had a repairing effect. The increases
in the CAT activity and proline content in the soybean seedlings inoculated with strain 146 over
those in the salt stress group were generally higher than those in the case of inoculation with strain
72, indicating that the repairing effect of strain 146 was more obvious. The phylogenetic tree built
based on 16S rRNA gene sequences showed that strains 72 and 146 had the highest similarity with
Bacillus subtilis (99.45%) and B. protolyticus (100%), respectively. [Conclusion] Inoculating
endophytic bacteria was of great significance for alleviating the effect of saline-alkali stress in the
Yellow River Basin on the growth of soybean seedlings and developing biological repairing agents.
Keywords: endophytic bacteria; soybean seedlings; salt stress; catalase; proline; repairing effect
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KRG TR, 23k EERIRE AR
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LR A5 2 U0 B i, AT BE 55 B4 Ok A AR E A
FPY, WFoE R, PN A TR R R I A (Popudus
alba L)Y A7 5 LS 200 & 4, I
2 E 5 W 30 R Az b G A2 KUY #  [Lagenaria
siceraria (Molina) Standl.]N 4= FL R BEAE B ih 81 )
(Cucumis sativus L.) 5 FM; Iy 4= 28 /1 4T
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AR R JEE A ER e, ERITIERN N A= T 72
146 X ER A TR D4 AR s, LU S2
fiff R it A R R A R 2R LA BB
PR RS AR IE R e 2%

1 MRE5rZE

1.1 #

HRT 200 (EH T 2014012), REA B
TE YL O T AR R, SR R BT IE PR X
EMF2E

PZEANER 72 F1 146 fh i Ee A Gk P e
PR S S 2 R TR h e s alife,
WP TR R SR 3

4N E AR R L) FRNE
3.0, &AW 10.0, NaCl5.0, Bilg 18.0, z&MK
1.0L, 121 °CKF# 20 min,

LB AR 32 5P (g/L): NaCl 15, FEEHEFE
30, MR 30, 788K 2L, #% NaCl, HHWk.
Wb B Y, R EB E K, AT
250 mL #EEHH, 121 °CK i 20 min,
1.2 EHERECH
1.2.1 EHRER

e TAESG L, HITCTR R 28 DR 15
FeEE ERREOE AR, WL T RIS R L, Rl
JEE T 28 CREFAA TSR 2d, HE LRI
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HEAT 2 PRIEAL, RRRIE SR 2 d
1.2.2 EHRIIREETE

£ LB WA SR B p 2R 28 2 Yd Ak i TR
f&, 30°C., 130 r/min 557 3 d, ZXTECE KB
(ODgoo 294 0.8).
1.2.3 EE&LCH

G TAEG T, KR Z 50 mL
BT, 10 000 r/min 2.0 10 min 45 B U0IE -
FH 10 mL JCRE /K s e LHE 2 ¥, F0A 10 mL
TowiK, BT DR e A il
A OEREEHAE K 600 nm A2, K WS
TG K 2 F B EC I B ODgoo 29°4 1.00 FI2 AL
BT 4 CCUKFR T IRAE 8 o Hi 2k m 5 JE K
FIANE LB, 43 BCH S 1:1 (ODe0o=0.50). 1:2
(ODg00=0.33)F1 2:1 (ODg00=0.75) FA T 2K
1.3 HKEHERE

PriE NaCl, FICHZK S AIECHI AL 50, 100,
150, 200, 250, 300 mmol/L AYERIAK .
1.4 KEHHE

P CORAR . (PR . TJCRE AR . PP
SERFTCRERAY #5207 4 000 ki, & 400 ik
1AL, BROKFEDR G285 .
1.5 KEERIER

KIS AR R SR, B e A8 5 7
e HE KA 121 °CK B 20 min, HHA81E 4 PR
WL KH 2 K. EH AR 020 eom, R E
15 em MEFAE ARG 25 4% . HIRAVE R 7E
JEK T8 121 °CK B 20 min, BT WA
TEFEI 5], BN A WAL AL 2/3, RS
# . FRidoN CKO, CK (NaCl), 1:1. 1:2, 2:1,
CKO 4t 9 4, HAM A KK E 6 DA R LR
WeEERAEE , Hirp 50, 100, 150 mmol/L f4) £k ik
B3 ANEE, 200, 250, 300 mmol/L 1)k
WEAW4ANEL, EHGETESGT, HEKH
KRR 2 3, Pk 45 RiARE R . M AR

o, BRI, A 30 mL K, fEE;
FRAATEESE 2 hy BB ISR L A TCRK, XER
ZHMA 30 mL JCEK, AS[R] A7) B B Ak 34
NN 30 mL AHR LU A TR A VR, AR S AERE 7
FHEEE 1 he BAEARF IR BW (11, 1:2,
2RI R SR T AR AR, TCRIK IR
(K TR T CKO A1 CK (NaCh e &, 4
FEANAE 30 AL, B SEEESS, FHMREAE KT,
AT KGERENE A, BT N T AR R s
FRo W2 K, JH 30 mL AN [ B Y T R b
WEAT 5 5 3 K, R IR ZH ANk ik 4 FH G B UK
DAL, LA b A 43 S Pl AH 7 B A8 1 TR
W W, B3dR 1A, BRIKKIEIRIC
BEK L ERE L ERPNE R AT D F A
1.6 HUR

PR 9 byl 3 4, BARE 3AE
2o RHEEARAAWARW Tk, W4 E
S HURE 8 BRA Y o LAY R bran 28 A ER i 42
WA G B+ FE 125 FHE+2:1),
O3 R ER M FE RS FE 50, 100, 150, 200, 250,
300 mmol/L & '& 6 A~/ , VAR 7 AE R4
R TR v B BE 1Y) 3/4 AR HRILER 8 BRI G4
Wi, PEATTEAIC SRS B T UKAE PR
1.7 & § X S &8 (catalase, CAT) j& T4
M E

SR R AW RO 58 CAT 16 4 . ic
pH 7.8 1Y W MR 2% vb W (A W 8.5 mL, B i
91.5 mL)# pH 7.0 H B 2% v i (A ¥ 39.0 mL,
B ¥ 61.0 mL), FHIIA 30% H,0, i il CAT K
W FRECO0.1g MR, fLA 1.5 mL pH 7.8 BYBERR
GEM, TEVK EARE S, ET 1.5 mL B,
12 000 r/min &§.L> 20 min, BF 287836065 -k
KX B A 240 nm, XTHRZHK 3 mL pH 7.8 2% i
W, SZ¥A N 3 mL pH 7.0 28 i A1 0.1 mL &
Y S I SR s i1 R D= 4 I 2 S S
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R FE R AL (NaCl+1:1, NaCl+1:2, NaCl+2:1)
HORTRI R R FE R EEAE 0 s I 40 s BFAY CAT 151,
FEAS AL FRL AR [ ER MR B 3 20, TSR Eks .
1.8 HRERSENE

SR PR A A 1 L £ 2000 e 2 7 2
HE# 82 SO IS, AIRIAbFRZE AR ] 6 ik B
bR 3 SR . TR T S A
2 mL 3% fifi 3K 2 . 2 mL VKRG R A1 4 mL
2.5% PRYEET = HE W . FREL 0.2 g 25, A
10 mL 3% i FoK Rt , BIA 2 4> 5 mL &
BT, KO A 80 °CK I K
10 min, & #1J5 LA 3 000 r/min &> 10 min.
AEOE P 3 mL FIEW, A FEARS
1y 3 >R, REMEE DA 2 mL EISH
FARE I SR =R S N AT B, U O RS
BT 100 °C, B R KB K 15 h,
e SRl A R RN e B . R EE A
4mL HOR, $25%F OER IHZ R 77 )2 4 .
IAERAE P 3 mL A ZIRBOR, KAl
[f] 3 34 A ) 9 mL $EBOR A IF 2 i /Nge
P B OB BB 520 nm, XA
Ho 4 mL PRI, SR el oK R R
B, D S T s
1.9 F#k 16S rRNA EENF R ARG L
Bt

K CTAB SEUSHEE N A= B4 72 1 146 Y3
K41 DNA, FIHIEm 514 P1 (5'-CGGGATCCA
GAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAGAACGAACGCT-3")
L 5% P2 (5'-CGGG ATCCTACGGCTACC
TTGTTACGACTTCACCCC-3")##E4T PCR 41
PCR Jz I f& %& (25 pL): 2xPhanta Max Mix
(p515) 12.5 uL, 1E . &I 519 (10 pmol/L) %%
1 uL, DNA ##y 0.5 uL, ddH,0 10 pL. PCR J%
WA 95 °CTN 5 min; 94 °CZE % 1 min,
55 °CiR K 1 min, 72 °CHEA# 2 min, 3t 36 ME

>4 actamicro@im.ac.cn, 7 010-64807516

oy 72 CCHHEM 2 min, 4 °C {4, §#7Y)
A AR RS AE R AT BRA I, AR
M FP45 R AE GenBank HHifE4T BLAST Huxt, f#iH]
DNAMAN 6.0 {453 AP, F DNAStar 4k
{F X6 15 DU TR B A U AT R AN A,
MEGA 5.05 #3240 & B, B 10 DU 17 A 11
RGRE A
1.10 #HIEIE

FIF] SPSS 26.0 4%t % 5 14 47 Duncan’s
BEMWZE R ZE SRR T . R RN T 257
BT (one-way ANOVA) Fll fir /) i 25 25 K 7% (least
significant difference, LSD) 7311, 2 1K1
JE N P<0.05. odE b B 5E S, i Excel
2010 LI PT R E SRIE, BT AS R R B R
A FHERNN AT 72 T 146 %R T4 CAT itk
lliERN R i) A

2 HERE5AM

21 HNEERREKRRSGAXBEST

XTTE AR 72 Fl 146 54T 16S rRNA F R
FAFE 9 1500 bp 9 DNA F B, M FE TS
5| B $2 %8 & GenBank, k15 5 5 2> 5 KN
OR487866 Fll OR485250. 1| Fi#4% =X i ik 1 511 A4
HRGLEMIE D). RELBER IRV, H
Pk 72 F1 146 5 S WA MROIE or 32 1, %k
R AR & (Calditerrivibrio) ., i3 DNAMAN
AR AT IR IR A, AR BRI bR 72 SAh A
2F 0 ¥T B (Bacillus subtilis) subsp. HUB-1-047"
(GQ892930) Hy AH A PE 5 i, AHABLZE N 99.45%;
Wtk 146 5 i & 1 ZF M0 FF B (Bacillus
proteolyticus) MCCC 1A00365" (KJ812418) F) #H
IMEH 100%. BRI, HbE 72 #1146 )8 T 2F
FOAT B, H SR AR TR AR 23 301 A A B 2 AT
(B. subtilis) F f & 1 Z2F 1 AT & (Bacillus
proteolyticus).
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Bacillus proteolyticus MCCC 1A003657 (KJ812418)

0.02 57

65| 146 (OR485250)

90

Bacillus wiedmannii FSL W8-0169T (KU198626)

Bacillus pacificus MCCC 1A06182T (KJ812450)

Bacillus cereus ATCC 14579" (MH806388)
Bacillus anthracis ATCC 14578" (AB190217)
611 Bacillus albus MCCC 1A021467 (KJ812440)
Bacillus luti MCCC 1A00359" (KJ812415)
Bacillus capparidis EG1 6500252" (KY003162)
95 i[ Bacillus subtilis subsp. HUB-1-047" (GQ892930)
67 72 (OR487866)

98 [ Bacillus aerophilus 28K" (AJ831844)

L Bacillus pumilus NBRC-12092" (AB271753)
Calditerrivibrio nitroreducens Yu37-1T7 (AB364234)

Branch 1
Bacillus

E1l HWEET72F1146ET16S rRNAEFEFHIHMEN RS L. B/

Figure 1

Phylogenetic tree based on the sequences of the 16S rRNA gene sequence of endophytic bacteria 72

and 146. Numbers in parentheses represent sequence numbers in GenBank.

22 AEE 72 M KELE CAT EHR
AL

meE 2 pis, ¥ REGERFREZE 21 d i,
TEER A 4R, CAT I Pk Bifi 5k v B T v B Ak
PR @, fEFRWE N 50 mmol/L
Bf, CAT i&Mfem, M 1.470 0 U/g FW, HXF
MR 15 68.97%; i #E RV B 24 300 mmol/L B,
06 e A, 4 0.832 5 U/g FW. R A= 1
72 J5, FH NaCl+1:1 B2 W 4b 3K G 4h 1,
CAT ISR 2 “BIRE” B, HETE
PEXR T AR A 40 7E RV O 300 mmol/L
i, CAT i&HmAk, & 04725 U/g FW; FEih
W BE B 50 mmol/L I}, BEEVEER &, N
1.0650 U/g FW, FLXFHRZH & 22.41%, {HAKTR
B 2e 27.55%, BEAERAEE . H NaCl+1:2
PR AL H AT, EETEME AR PRI ARk
HH G FEERHEE N 50 mmol/L B, FFRE M Ik,

9 0.5850 U/g FW; TEERHRIESH 100 mmol/L i,
WG P B, M 1.132 5 Ulg FW, L Xt BB 4H 5
30.17%, EARTFERM a2 16.57%; TEEhikE N
250 mmol/L B, [ 1 P bt £k r 38 2H & 9.65%.
F NaCl+2:1 BRI AL BERT, s e SRR )
RE” Afp#ash; FEERWE R 100 mmol/L Hq‘,
Ml 3% PE A, A 0.600 0 U/g FW I ; Ehuk FE Ny
200 mmol/L F1 300 mmol/L i}, FE&EPE Tk
it g, EAEERME A 200 mmol/L B, G
® &, M 2010 0 Ulg FW, b X 18 40 &
131.03%, LCERMMALSE 54.02%. 25 LTk, 7F
I AET . NaCl+1:2 B & W 75 Eh vk BiE Hy
250 mmol/L B} & B th — & W& E1E H
NaCl+2: 1 & & W 75 £ ¥ & 5 200 mmol/L FiI
300 mmol/L BRI BELE/EN, HiifEe
EAEMER M R 200 mmol/L.

WK 3 fias, MREAEE R 2 28 d i),
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Figure 2 CAT activity of soybean seedlings inoculated with endophytic bacteria 72 and cultured for 21 days.

&2

Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences at the P<0.05 level. The same below.

BEE SR R T, CAT WIS “IRiRLk” 7%
fhia$, EEL Wl 100 mmol/L i, il iif M
WM&, M 1102 5 Ulg FW; i 76 $h Wk & R
300 mmol/L W} , W W& Mk & om o, M
1.657 5 U/g FW, X HEZH 5 7.46%., RN e
W 72 J5, FH NaCl+1:1 B2 Ak B K S 401,
MGV SRR TR B TR
550 . 100 #1250 mmol/L B, [5G Pk ¥ 5 T
b e A4, {HAE W B2 300 mmol/L Y,
il 1% PR %, 0.960 0 U/g FW; 7E £h ik JiF
9 250 mmol/L B , B M ME & om o, N
1.657 5 U/g FW, HLXFREZL R 7.46%, Lhihria
ZHE 36.42%, JH NaCl+1:2 AR PR G4

F, BRI CUIRER” ARfbEa R FEERUE
& 50 mmolL Hf , [§ 3§ M & L, K
0.735 0 U/g FW; FE W & 300 mmol/L i,
B IGYEf ., N 1.252 5 U/g FW, KT B4
18.80% , fIk FEhWrif 41 24.43%; FEERIRIE K
100 mmol/L W} , [ 3% ¥ /5 T ¥ B 18 4
0.68% . I NaCl+2:1 B 2 i 4b #LAT, [l 1% P
PR ARk FEEhHEE S 250 mmol/L
iNF, EEEPERAR, M 0.622 5 U/lg FW; 78 3h ¥ i
100 mmol/L Hf , [ i& ¥ & & , N
1252 5 U/g FW, i a5 13.61%, BE
EM e w3 . LT L, 3 AR R A K
SRR —E B EAEN; NaCl+1:1 FHE

£ 20~ OCK KINaCl BNaCl+1:1 [@NaCl+1:2 ENaCl2:1
= a g
5 1.5 bp
HS %5___ d : b
Y % SE# PR
c< 10 KEUE | B
<z % W= =
O = ] :’35/ E
2 05 ] &E/ E
- K E | B
< 0 () ”‘ | ”El | ”: 1
U .

E3 AE4EIEMREET2EF 28 dIFCATEM

200
£V FE Salt consentration (mmol/L)

N
W
(=]

Figure 3 CAT activity of soybean seedlings inoculated with endophytic bacteria 72 and cultured for 28 days.
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WEAEER A BE N 50, 100 A1 250 mmol/L ) Bi
B AVER, BAE 250 mmol/L WM& VE K
W3 ; NaCl+1:2 BRI A NaCl+2:1 BB 7ELR
HeEE>h 100 mmol/L I B VER
23 WNHEE 146 X KE 41E CAT &t
A

wmE 4 Fin, ¥REYHEFREE 21 d 1,
CAT {GPEREER MR BT 2 “ PR B4k, 7F

hia
P, N 2482 5 U
76.69%;

R, ERWE R 150 mmol/L i, il
/g FW,
Eb ¥k BE A 200 mmol/L BF, i 75 Pk B

b XS M4

%, 504125 U/gFW, RN 146 5, H

NaCl+1:1 #H &
R

4 0.720 0 U/g FW, EbEk ria 41 & 74.55%;
W B k50 mmol/L B,

1.350 0 U/g FW,

Mt 3% PE B
e 6 M 38 20 A% 26.23%. H]

ERAL RS, BERETER CCRRE T
LoV B R 200 mmol/L BsF, [l E B A1,

+h

i N

H

NaCl+1:2 WA WAL FRET, s PSR R2 “JR
ek” Al SR EE N 100 mmol/L B, G T dR
Eh e £ 4 300 mmol/L
iF, B TESRE, 4 0.900 0 U/g FW, HuEhid
AL 43.66%. ] NaCl+2:1 A RALTR, FETEPE

ik, } 0.682 5 U/g FW;

==}
=

“PRIRLR” A
f, BEETERAK, M 0.6150 U/g FW;

Eh e JE ok 50 mmol/L

250 mmol/L B, RS MR, 7 0.7950 U/g FW,
Fb X B8 2411 43.42%,  Fb & Baa 411K 40.11%.
3 FASTR] LU ) ) RB IR BRI W R S Al R A
&5 3R R R 324 200 mmol/L.

mE s s, KOsz 28 d ik, b

EHEWeE T, thia4H CAT IHMEEM “Jelk
Ja T #aF R A 50 mmol/L B, TS T

5, 9 0.3600U/gFW, FLXFIRZLTE 33.33%;
W BE N 100 mmol/L B, AR MK, M
0.1650 U/g FW. #EFNATE 146 J5, H NaCl+
11 B R AL TR, EIE PR e TS R
T #ath, R 200 mmol/L B, S 14 B
i, 5 0.1650 U/g FW; Eh¥kE A 100 mmol/L Fif,
il 1% 1k e =, M 0472 5 Ulg FW, e X R 4H 55
75.00%, bR PhiE 415 186.36%. H NaCl+1:2
PR VR AL BRI, WS RSB e TR R
#F TR SN 50 mmol/L B, NG I B AIG,
7 0.210 0 U/g FW; Ehi 84 200 mmol/L B, i
WME R, M 0.637 5 Ulg FW, L X IR 4 5
136.11%, R A4 165.63%, 1B /EH
2. F NaCl+2:1 AR RAC BT, il 1% P A
SRR THERET G, Bm T e

Eh W FE o 200 mmol/L B, il IE ME R A, A
0.472 5 U/g FW, HXTRRZE 75.00%, tbihria
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Figure 4 CAT activity of soybean seedlings inoculated with endophytic bacteria 146 and cultured for 21 days.
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Figure 5 CAT activity of soybean seedlings inoculated with endophytic bacteria 146 and cultured for 28 days.

ZH i 96.88%; RV K 250 mmol/L i}, G PE
e, N 0.6600U/gFW, FUXTHRZH & 144.44%,
FER a2 5 144.44%. 25 FRAR, RIR BB
AL RE, X ER B AT A —E B AR
NaCl+1: 1 B & W A& FE 18 &2 AF I 3 vk B2 o
100 mmol/L, NaCl+1:2 B&E Al NaCl+2:1 Bl &
W R A AR A R VR B2 53071 R 200 mmol/L il
100 mmol/L,
2 NERE NN KREYEHIESE
SppAl

wmE 6 fin, MRELHEFREE 21 d 1,
2R & B R T e S e ERET B
P, FEERMAFMT, R E A 200 mmol/L
F, R & e, o 0.023 0 mg/g, LX) IR
M 18.56%. HEMWATE 72, H 111 FEAE WAL
HERF, AR S EEH SREETE B i
WeFE 2 100 mmol/L ), Jilf 2z M2 & s ik, M
0.015 9 mg/g, HLEh a4 = 8.90%; Rk N
300 mmol/L R} , &AM & & &m, N
0.023 0 mg/g, HLXTIAAIE 18.56%, LLihMrd
= 29.94%, BEAEMRDE . H NaCl+1:2 TH%
WALEER, AR AR ST ERERTE”
B BRERUEE S 200 mmol/L #b, HiAthEh i
MY, WERS B S TERWaA,; HkE
9 50 mmolVL Hf , i 2 MR & & &, N
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0.018 9 mg/g, LLERMMAAIR 21.15%; EhHkEH
300 mmol/L W} , i @AM & & & &, N
0.028 6 mg/g, HLXTRALL ] 47.42%, HeibME4L s
61.58%, BEMEMEREE . H NaClH2:1 H &
AT, IHER G EE CBORA” B BREk
e 250 mmol/L A1 300 mmol/L #b, HAhER
BT, WARS &Y THMba A, Shik
JE 4 250 mmol/L B, iz R & & &k, M
0.017 1 mg/g; LR R 100 mmol/L A, Hli2FR
SEEE, N 0024 0 mgg, XA E
23.71%, FLER AL E 64.38%, B8 i D
. bR, AR )R AL B A R
MREHN G, WEREESA—EH&m, &
M —ZERBEMEH, H NaCl+1:1, NaCl+1:2,
NaCl+2: 1 T B & 1 B AEVE A ER W B 53301
300, 300, 100 mmol/L,

mE 7 s, KOG ERZ 28 d ik, i
ARG EEI “WIRL” Zias . b
MR, MERHREE S 200 mmol/L B, R &
w i iR, & 0011 4 mg/g; 1 Eh W E N
250 mmol/L A} , JH A MR & & & = ., N
0.016 6 mg/g, XTI E 12.16%, HEMP AT
72 J5, J NaCl+1:1 B AL BRI, 2R & &t
S PIRE” 2Bk ¥y 200 mmol/L
IF, R & s, 0.009 9 mg/g; FhKE
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Figure 6 Proline content of soybean seedlings inoculated with endophytic bacteria 72 and cultured for 21 days.
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Figure 7 Proline content of soybean seedlings inoculated with endophytic bacteria 72 and cultured for 28 days.

250 mmol/L B}, &R & & H&E&m, N
0.016 3 mg/g, LLXTHEZH S 10.14%, {HLLER MM A
H AL 1.81%. 7r & W & & 50, 100 F
300 mmol/L B, fifi ZUlR & &t 43 ) bk Joihae 20 5
3.03%. 6.98% F15.74%. i NaCl+1:2 B2 Ab
RS, MR &R el TR
RN 150 mmol/L B, JHZR & ik, H
0012 7 mg/g, S Wi MH%S,; HWEER
250 mmol/L W} , A MR & & &m ., N
0.016 0 mg/g, LLXTAEZAL ) 8.11%, {H LLERHhiE
ML 3.61%. FEHIRWE T, e md e T
WAL, ) NaCl+2:1 B E WAL, i
THEEW CWIRL” Bl BRERWE R
100 mmol/L Fl 250 mmol/L 4k, HAEL U T I

ARSI E THBEA, HEER
100 mmolV/L K} , fff 2 M & & & ik, A
0.012 1 mg/g; RSN 300 mmol/L I, JHZMR
SEEE, N 0016 4 mgg, XM E
10.81%, HERALHE 34.43%, BEEHRN
W, LE LAk, 11, 12 f12:1 B EER
XTERIME T R T4 i Y BA — s e B AN,
e A8 2 E FH 0 3 Wk B2 43 51 o 100, 200,
300 mmol/L,
25 AR 46 TAEYHBIKRSE
A

WK 8 fis, KEghfiRzE 21 dnf, i
QIR W TR R B TR .
TEER A S, FhW B2 150 mmol/L B, fiffi
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Figure 8 Proline content of soybean seedlings inoculated with endophytic bacteria 146 and cultured for 21 days.

RS, 00153 mg/g; HhREN
300 mmol/L I , i & MR & & fewm ., N
0.062 9 mg/g, LLXTIEZ R 285.89%. AP NA:
B 146 J5, FH NaCl+1:1 B2 i Ab H# K S 400,
2R o i B IR ARk BRERMRE
A 200 mmol/L A1 300 mmol/L #b, H4yEh i
T, ARG EYE TEHRMAHE,; BWEER
100 mmol/L Hf , fifi & MR & & & ik, N
0.030 4 mg/g, LLXTHRZL ) 86.50%, LLERMMa4
T 31.03%; RV EE Ny 250 mmol/L i, iR &
s, N 0062 3 mglg, bR I
282.21%, LLERMME 4 E 209.95%. H NaCl+1:2
WA AL TR, AR TR PR 4B
b, B¥wE TEbE 4 ERVEEE N 100 mmol/L
BF, AR & ek, 4 0.037 7 mg/g, HLXT AR
7 131.29%, LLERME 2 62.50%; Ehk
9 150 mmol/L Bf , iz MR & e, N
0.135 8 mg/g, LLXTARZH ) 733.13%, LLERIHHE
e 787.58%, BEAEMEC N, FH NaCl+2:1
AR AL, AR AR s e e R
FEAR” #FY BR 300 mmol/L Ehkia#h, HAthih
WRET, M &y T, ke
300 mmol/L I}, Jfi 2 MR & & & ik, N
0.034 1 mg/g, LLXTARZL S 109.20%; FhkEH
150 mmol/L W} , i @AM & # & m, N
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0.147 0 mg/g, LLXT AR5 801.84%, LLERIHHE
2 860.78%, FI i ENBEEM. £k
Jirik, FEEREE AT, KRTYHHER 3 Frkt
] 1) TR B VS R B — B R AR
NaCl+1:1, NaCl+1:2, NaCl+2:1 B & & 15 i
fEAF M 0y #h vk B2 4r 5 A 2500 150 AN
150 mmol/L,

mE 9 s, B REGERFEZE 28 d i,
MR & e ST ERET Bk, fEEh
WEMT, W AE N 50 mmol/L B, JHE MR &
oK, N 0014 1 mglg; EhoWk E N
300 mmol/L Hf , fH &M & & &m, N
0.110 2 mg/g, LLXTHEAL S 540.70%. R4
W 146 J5, FH NaCl+1:1 SR ALY, 2R
TEE R BER HRWEN
150 mmolV/L W} , Jff 2 M & & & ik, A
0.013 5 mg/g; Eh¥RE A 250 mmol/L i, FfiZiR
R E, N 0024 5 mg/lg, X} IRAHE
42.44%, Lk Eh 38 AR 3.92%; FhWk B R
50 mmol/L B}, &AM & =& T Mo d
57.45%. H NaCl+1:2 2R BT, Fl2mR &
HE CPORA” 2k BRERUE Y 250 mmol/L
Ab, HABFRWREE T, IR & AT e
415 AR 50 mmol/L A, 2R & = ik,
9 0.012 1 mg/g; RV R 250 mmol/L B, fified
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Figure 9 Proline content of soybean seedlings inoculated with endophytic bacteria 146 and cultured for 28 days.

MR & R, N 0.056 6 mg/g, xR4T
229.07%, L3R E 2H 5 54.95%. HH NaCl+2:1
PERALEERT, AR & A bR “SERE T
fadh; Uk 200 mmol/L B, AR & i
fik, 4 0.012 5 mg/g; #HHSE R 300 mmol/L Hif,
2R S e, M 0.062 2 mg/g, HLX) IR ZH
261.63%, L0 WA 4K 43.56%; EhkEHh
50 mmol/L £ 250 mmol/L A, i & & & 43 5l
w TR 4 54.61% F1100.78%. 45 [ Frik,
NaCl+1:1 F &K AE 50 mmol/L hifk fE T & %14
ZAER, NaCl+1:2 AR AE 250 mmol/L £h ik i
T kB EFE ., NaClH2: 1 H & W 78
250 mmol/L #hifk T~ R =B EAEH

3 WREER

3.1 EMAEEXKILE CAT &4
R Ml

i AL EUBE(CAT) oy — R B A h 2
MG, REAE IR A AR AL O, 2R A0 P 4
MBS, R A BT A LEE S, CAT
X A A AT S 18 LA R Y RS
ZEREH], TEERIMO RIS, BEE SRR R TT
. KL CAT A ZI “JIRE” A8
e, aeHEP s KB, Ehha 25k
¥ B (Eucalyptus spp.) 1 P %A (reactive oxygen

species, ROS)Rif Jc i, FEL H,0, PR AR A
A AFREEMHEAEE R, 6 4> CAT A%
I AR e s 22 5, e AL AN ), i
WHIEEE A ) LR T AR S5 . R &2 450
K, FIF (Nepeta cataria L)% ¥ EA R EL Whia
MR ANE] s BRI, iR CAT i
PETHE, TEBRTE R SA I RE G0 , HERFAEAR Y
TR ARG T AR e R R NG ), W 2
R, BB E, RUEE TR, RIT AR
RKAZBME], X SRR EEHT . RETT
SERR W, MY Sz A e, i A
T B2 N HAT T A A I PR AT S A BB ) R B
PR AR AL, (H 2 R aE i R R e i — BR
), CAT [ PE2 TR, HisEALhtE ) Z B,
X R SCRE T AN . Ah, A
TR, HF A 72 F 146 )5, TE—EER
W, KELHM CAT Gt EAm, & T
XM AR a A, HAE KR, RH
REBERRIG, U] 2 Fh N A TR RE B Y stk
iR T R E AT A CAT 36 7%, (iR pkA K,
SN IR N NPk S o/ € T A /T2
B, HAR A B B3014 J5, AT 8GR 27 AR
(Cynodon dactylon L)WJEE R WHE ), Sffdh
fae s e e AR, AR R AR AR K AR rh AR
Frla R, X HARMRLEIL B HKEF
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A4 g B Fp SHZ-24. SMT-24. SHT-15.
BHZ-29 k)G, 7T 48 S ML (Gossypium
spp.) Wi il ilf CAT . SOD ZF 4 A LBt , &
fiff 0 JUIh 2 G R 1 AR, B SR PO M
OB SV ST R B, PR B RE 6 1 K R
(Oryza sativa LY TESRAER B — N G E T
AT A BTG R, $id AN R AR 1 4K e
71, VA EWFGR e R 5 ARV R 4510 AR — 2
A, BEREIR RN, HHk CBT X i (Solanum
Iycopersicum LYEA WEMBEEN, BAFE
Sk A RE R LA vy R AE S A HE A AR K Y
AP, X A S AR T S
ZE LTI, AR 72 AN 146 GENS I 2 R
TR KRG CAT i1, (EARBFRAURT T
PR A= T 2 ol 0 2 2 A o R 0 0y i E S )k ik
JEF CAT G S2I , AN [R5 b 2E A [R) 4k
WX PN AR B e AT 1 — 25

W AR, AR — R T R
W R AR N A 72 F1 146 XK G 40T CAT %
PEfsZm . G5 R, ERMNAR 72 5, MK
TR FEE 21 d B, H NaCl+2: 1 T2 Ak
BH, EhUeEE S 200 mmol/L B}, CAT hPEfH &,
4 2.010 0 U/g FW, HeER B8 241 55 54.02%; %
5% 28 d I, JH NaCl+1:1 [F2 AR, Ehik )
g 250 mmol/L Bf , CAT 3% ¥ & &, N
1.657 5 U/g FW, m TERIHAZH 36.42%, &M
AT 146 J5, AR E 21d, F NaCl+1:1 FER
AEBR G, EhHe s 50 mmol/L, CAT &k
e 1.350 0 U/g FW, {HEREE A 200 mmol/L
F, CAT 3% M Lb 3R A 4 % 74.55%; R =

28 d I, T 201 TR ARV AL B, Eh kR
250 mmol/L i, CAT 7ifEfc i, M 0660 0 Ulg

FW, Th¥kBEFH 100 mmol/L I}, CAT &M bk
Whia e e 272.73%, BEAEHTE B E. 25 LT
R, AT 72 1 146 HRE W F S A T K
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YY) CAT 1R, ARG MR 0 X 4 v 1Y
&, AV A R B T K AR P AR A T R
e LA
32 BEMALYEMAEYEHIARSE
IS

[l 2 IR (Pro) s — M 2 AFAE (5 12 5 15 )
Ji, fEAAE K KR DL K h T S e B 15 S
R EEEREEMP, kM, ERE
ERJE A S5 T REAS S TP E A A W) B AT DG
Al (Cu/Zn-SOD Fl APX) Fl B 1 Fa 25 A 56 B A
(SOS1. HKTI Fl NHX1)HJFEE28, i1 2 A
PRAAR P B SR AR il 10 05 1 DA SO R 1 £, T LA
REARR BT BRI T AR RS, RS AN IS 4, 4
Frai N E IR B 7 i fa s, A & #4e A=
VERPT, AR5 s RFW, 75 R G5
], Ehia T IR & R T B A 2
WSeTHERE” B, BRI A R
BA—EMHBTRE Ty, (H G Eh vk i B fE
HOR T4l O RPTRE o5, 5y 38 1 g
JIA PR . Gyawali VR, FEERM0 &M,
M (Brass caicampestris L)W il 2 82 & &89,
XG5 SCRE T AR 4518 . Ghaid %PV %
B, BEE K AR BBy, K 2 (Hordeum
vulgare L)FEPRI BRI il 2008 & etz 3 hn . #h
eGP R, EERMEANGT, RS S
(Pocockia ruthenia L.)%J) ¥ il 1 42 /55 i 20 1R 15 =
K ZEfif NaCl Fl NayCOs [ 3 i 3, (H >
Ve B i 400 mmol/L B, LRSS . L b4
REJEARPITEGE 2 MoHh, RUFEEERY],
RN ATE 72 146 5, B T ORI
AR e, &R THRMAAE, A TERA
MG PR, S R G HRPTER A i Re .
SRR TLRAEIE A, R AT . U H
FEMPNATR 72 5, AEREFRE 21 d i, #hIRIE N
100 mmol/L, FH NaCl+2:1 BB M ; LI R
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FRNATA 146 J5, TERGFRZ 21 d i), #hifkE
150 mmol/L, JH NaCl+2:1 H &R, ¥ K5
W B EAE Bl W25 . Bl 35 3% 5 TA) Y 48
Ko, KRG L H X FREE 038 3 i, 2R 7
HE 28 d FHMILT 21 d, RIUEEARETIH T TR
TR P gy K B, TR A S50 R R
AR 252 FH 254 Je, BEAE BRI TR A IE G, /)N
RN R &5 MR, HREEERWE T
L IER SRR TR R
XS5 A I M R T AV R A5, FK
SBNL B, INF (Triticum aestivum L) A i
FIR & B 5 RS IR [A] A NaCl #e B 5 — 5 A o6
Pe, TEARERMM A BT, 5255 2 (Eupatorium
coelestinum L) R H —E B L HET,
B v i B2 3 38 (NaCl oy 300 mmol/L) &l 4 1<
Bt s, BEEEMWE, JORAHE, X
EARWF5E 4518 3 AR —3 . Lastochkina 5E0% Bi
AN B. subtilis X £ (2% NaCl) T B/ A2
AR EA R ER, Ehhia S 354 i iR v il
MR WA BN, MHEAP B. subtilis 10-4 4
Il 2R A e IR B &, X S AR A 245 R AHAT .
IE4h, Yoolong %P0 58 T P A B RE X £R M6 T
IKFE(Oryza sativa L)WIFZNR - [5]B Py A= TR 38 1 2
I 2R % ok AR KRR AR R R R, DA
RN . 25 bk, NAETR 72 #1146 RE
% 2% figt £R W 30 5 R i s i, B —
EMBERE S, HEEE R GER, BE
REJIA T TR, HEARNUEA R — D58
WA N AR 72 F 146 XFER A TR E
B ERCR LI, HANAR 72 J5, a8
FRE 21 d I, JH NaCl+2:1 HR R Aab 3, $huk
100 mmol/L Bf , &R & & fmm, A
0.024 0 mg/g, LLERHRIA 25 64.38%; ik E
28 d B, FH NaCl+2:1 BB AL HE, EhykJE N
300 mmol/L A} , fH & B & &M, N

0.016 4 mg/g, ARG R 34.43%, FEFINAE
B 146 i, TEHZRE 21 d iF, i NaCl+1:2 Al
NaCl+2: 1 B2 AL B, ¥k FE A 150 mmol/L
I, 2R & e, 200 0.135 8 mg/g I
0.147 0 mg/g, 43l Lk 36 40 =5 787.58% Al
860.78%; }E3E & 28 d By, H NaCl+2:1 H &K
AEFR, RV EE N 300 mmol/L B, 4R &
B, 4 0.062 2 mg/g, MR 250 mmol/L A,
IR 7 i AR 3B 215 100.78%. Hi UL AT L,
WATA 72 Fil 146 BeWg W& Pe m i =R & =, fif
KRG ARG AL TEMHa A, 550 &%
XL P8 G E RSB AENT, [AREE TR
IFE) ARG, A S B et 55

1E# STk =

B S B AR IR SEETT
JB LG SCIRY s i . BB Ko
Y P IIEUE AL BEANACR 5 RO — .« 3 SO
FERAERS 5 ALRRF-: SR TR SR SR

1B F 5 ¢ RATE 7 A

VR 7 A AEAT AR 7T RE 25 52 I AS SCPIdf
R R (RSN I N S

S 3k
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