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5 ZE: [84] jfikAmpk[Cerasus pseudocerasus (Lindl.) G. Don]Z& # fet ¥ & A 494k &
AHFR. [7F] BIRGERT Tl gk, 20X 0N @A S BN =AW HE
BIRE 7, MABRBAR TR L3R T h ik A RAF R A A mE 5 B4, AR &K%, BiEd
PRAZR, ARARREF @A S B, EABEFIR. AEAALNZ. 16S rRNA
KRRV B ZEE AR AF L 5K, [4R] fpikd A MEAH RIFEAH A8
Y B, R R AR AIS. AI21. PH17. PI7, L &2 PlI17, B F R HEHAR
FRM LI AME, AAERERAPZGRAER . s RLTLERET: AI5. Al2L 4
> 3F J04F & (Bacillus pumilus), PH17 4R % i & /& (Pseudomonas sp.), P17 A MAT & &
(Enterobacter sp.). [4+£]1 AI5. Al21. PH17. PI7, L E & P17, 3F424kA KA B R 64
PCHAE R, EEIektag £ = LA 7 B 6 5 R A%,

KR A, RIMAAME, Thik, £
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Abstract: [Objective] The aim of the present study was to provide the excellent strain re-
sources for the production of Cerasus pseudocerasus bio-fertilizer. [Methods] Bacterial iso-
lates were isolated and screened from the rhizosphere soil of Cerasus pseudocerasus using the
methods of remaining green and radish cotyledon bioassay. And then, plant hormones pro-
duced by the bacterial isolates were quantitatively detected. Additionally, a pot experiment was
conducted to determine whether the use of the bacterial isolates benefits the growth of Cerasus
pseudocerasus. At last, the bacterial isolates that exert beneficial effects were identified based
on the results of morphologic characteristics, physiological biochemical properties and phy-
logenetic analysis of 16S rRNA genes. [Results] Four plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria
(PGPR) with potential beneficial effects on Cerasus pseudocerasus growth were screened.
According to the pot experiment results, Al5, Al21, P1117, and P17, especially P1117 can sig-
nificantly improve the root and aerial part biomass of Cerasus pseudocerasus, showing the
beneficial effects on Cerasus pseudocerasus growth. Al5 and Al21 were identified as Bacillus
pumilus. PI117 and P17 were identified as Pseudomonas sp. and Enterobacter sp., respectively.
[Conclusion] Al5, Al21, PI117, and PI7, especially P1117 that exert beneficial effects on
Cerasus pseudocerasus growth exhibited broad application prospects in the bio-fertilizer pro-
duction.

Keywords: Cerasus pseudocerasus, Growth-promoting rhizobacteria, Screening, Identifi-
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P20 R R S R e = (TN T e SO U
RAFZHZIT . BRTE, skt BA
B BAETME, CEMR—Fh R I R
PEFRO PR BB RO i 5 B LA AR A
E, KA A E X IR B i ™ AR P, A
FEEPCR S 2R IR I, B,
IR AU AR S E AR R 9 1 AR E A
HE, YRR IS KE A, H
HRBRAH P 1 5 T e o AR BRARTR AT LA 43R 2
— O A KA T AER], RO F AR PR
(Deleterious rhizobacteria, DRB); —ZSXH %) 4k
KEAG R, SRR A YR bR g 2 40
(Plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria, PGPR). #/f
5 W, PGPR REEFH THMAR bR HAE TR E, #F
gl 2. pRlk BA BRI T, A
PGPR AE=WHE, AT LAAT SR AL 2 A o)

Rk, B PGPR AW M AE ARk it A v i oz FH A
15T

KT PGPR ik MW fR £, (HE
X PEAJ AR P - S i e O A 5T AR /D . A SRk ARG,
AT P A 2 2 A0 B e, DA A A s W 22 1Y)
PGPR ELA# At FHRCRY . R, &1 %k
FFRE PGPR MYt TAE A B, T4k,
ERHETBREEE, XA Y P AR A
W K TS ER AL, R & A B
YK AT IR EE HEMMEH, 1 H R
PUAM I Wy e AR HE 4% ol g 9850 S I o H: 32 ok 1)
i N, ARAFSEE S ek A N T
qk, MWHEMRAR bR I rh ik i 4 BREAA D
J18) PGPR, JfXFHBE T T4, i 24 S 0w
IR T HAR AR, LU PEER A D IR
TS FIFF A AR R B TR AR BT
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1 RS

1.1 REHRRRRMEEMAFNSE. 4k
ZEZTTER R R AEARBR EIRES, 1 A4S, Ut
VR EARHOR VS R AR B - R i 3 A4, A
JERRRE, MAEBAR PR A B A0, il =
DA 2k x4 B B AR TR AT 24k, Ak S 4
Wik 4, T LB #H LIRS . Ao e
AR B B AR E ARG SR B (NA), 40586 15 57
LB iRk, MR & B AR RE B O AR 3G 5%
F(NA) S T AR H T TaKaRa A /), i
FIBCH] kS EOCHk[12]
1.2 REETFIL
121 NEMTFHEMSET: PeBokiimg .
KAN—B/NE T, F0.1% M TH R =
15 min {E§#E, SRJ5 FHTCHE Kbk 5 ¥k, FEAMOK
PR TRMKIT . BREFRILEE, NE 2 KK
UEAR, AE/INZZ Pl 55 7 ML J) [ 55 b R Ao 21 5%
FEIML A, o s (o o~ JPR — 3 0 1] 5 % ML A oL,
BN 25 i, INJCHEZK 6 mL, s, Kk
A 23 °C WG 4R Bt 5% . 24-36 h Je g F
TR, 352K &R ZEANE ST 1R,
B R R FHESTIR T, dhaibige, M2 ZFTE L
S, L, BN, 4kgRigE, BiaRid A
e BT\ Y At
1.2.2 HEEAEGRSIE: £ NA BRIl
¥, B4 5 mL, 1x10° Pa i EZE7 K 20 min,
[ AR s 7 L 3T, 37 °C. 180 r/min FE K
3 24h,
123 HESRFFEBROME: HPhEHK
£ 10 em =i, BUNEZS— R BRI TR K,
i E RS A AR TOINA 5 mL K,
B, RANRA], i D3I — S R R I s
FREARE, A 5 mL JCRK, Fikk, REEhRA,
YERXF R, R B2 U DI 1 om ZE45 197N
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B, RN AR A P A R TR i S Xy
MR, B4 5B, 25 CREE 4d s, H
D - PRS0 o F DRERBCR I i TR Rk 11k
B FARPTR, R T IRE
1.3 ¥ MFHIEELTFIZ
131 ¥ NhTFREMSES: ik LR NE
TR 515
1.32 ¥EMSIEFR: QKRR H & ki L,
BEEEFR U B AN B A B AR 04E, 3 000 r/min
B0 20 min, HULHEW 30 mL, A KR =M
R, FFE=MAIT A 30 mL JCRKFERE, $E
SRS, FEH . AR 30 mL ik
B =3, N 30 mL EHE/KFEE, #Rahi
2], YERRTIR
1.3.3 WIS HZFEBHERMNE: SHICH[13].
1.4 SREBEIEMHPLCO)NEE R T MHES
1.41 FRAEGRSIE: B EKE (Trans-Zeatin,
ZT) S sh & (Kinetin, KT)HH B AR5, Aok
FE54 50 mo/L WUFRHER A&, 5578 B8R i
1, BT 4 °C uKEE
142 EREBRHERFIE W NA BRI,
37 °C. 180 r/min ¥ K355 2 d. WG FRAFAAHTE
KRBERCEE A KBS, 4 000 r/min 2.0 10 min, 2=
P AR UTIE PRARER 70 o B WP 0.22 pm 11
TERREN 1% I HPLC 20 A BORE S .
143 ®BiEEMH: @ikt SupelcosiLC-18-DB
(4.6 mmx250 mm, 5 pm); FEahAH: H B 1%0KHES
R =42:58 (VIV); # BE i i : 0.01-12.00 min,
1 mL/min; 12.01-25.00 min, 1.2 mL/min; 25.01 min,
1 mL/min, %K : 254 nm, #:1&: 40 °C,
1.5 HiRBIRZER(IAA)ESENE

W 712 BEOCHR[14]
1.6 HAESEMEENRZFIAE

T BETE LR A MOlL B A Y e il e i
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Ml Ao, A A A
BRI S 4y )l 27.96., 26.52 1179 mglkg, A
ML & 4 6.83 glkg. BBk AR K — 30 —4F
AR A B . BG4 20 cm, E4% 30 em,
RIRILE 5 AMEHE, 435 B 1, REEFME
IR (CK); 4bH 2, $Fp AIS (AIS); 4bHE 3,
B AI21 (A121); AbFR 4, FEFD PHLT (PIILT7); 4b
BE 5, $ERH PI7 (P17), 2011 4F 4 H 13 H 2 HH#k
Ry, BT 9 kg, HAMEL 3R, FEK
Hil &7 AIS, AI2L, PUL17. PI7 4354 F
NA J A F: 5L, 37 °C. 180 r/min #EEREFE 2d.
WWEMTR: AEWKEEEREE
2x10° CFU/mL, MMk S EAE, #6554 mLFf i
TRDEUE TRk B MR R Bl (1.2x 10° CFU/g t). 1E
WA, AHMERK G (20114510 A 16 H), RS
BEAR 2 R0 M [ FAE &, MR R 0-1 mm,
1 mm-5 mm F1>5 mm #E4745r9%, T 105 °C 456
% 15 min, % 80 °C Mtas -t EiEE, W
AE AR R A - EB T, B R SPSS 17.0 K
4 Duncan %4577 255587 o

1.7 HHREE

1.7.1 EAHEREREMIFENE: S B0k
[15-17]07%k, X HEEIEE, HARIEIE S M

Sy HE B AR MR A T A

1.7.2 16S rRNA ERFFFIRIRMELE: HHH
DNA M2 U7 A S BOCHR[18]. PCR WA FR H
(25 pL): Taq fi#(5 U/uL) 0.5 pL, 10xBuffer (Mg?)
2.5 pL, dNTPs (2.5 mmol/L each) 2 uL, 5%
(20 umol/L)#$ 0.5 pL, #itk 1 pL, DEPC H,0
18 uL . R AEHSIY 27F/1492R (IE 17 514
5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3; JZ [ 5| #:
5-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3"), PCR JJii %
fF>4: 95 °C 5 min; 94 °C 1 min, 56 °C 1 min,
72 °C 1.5 min, 3£ 30 M§¥F; 72 °C 10 min, PCR
P 1% B BE B IS rR UK I, RAK £ BE e
5, 78 UVP SESMEEIC G R G0 T ULE A - Il
Fe DA AR T AR TAR (I ) A BRA RIS, I
P4t AT GenBank, JiE4T BLAST 234,

2 HZRAH5SM

2.1 AERRARPR R A A E B TR I

MR LHEAR R AR B 73 MRERG 2
W), WUTIEARFPR AR B i 373 PRANTE 7015
Yo i fraRik . ¥ N FIMIEL(R 1), Gk
4 BREAT RAFI I R di i o &y, arlic oy
Al5. Al21, PlI17. PI7,

F1 REGENE NFITEEZXFERSER
Table 1 The results of the methods of remaining green and radish cotyledon weight increase
) 155 N TR & NI B 7
e BB ﬁis_&% ;f _H’— JrEE # M7 Jr_fJ@ LG ER
Soil samples Bacterial isolates Remaining Or_lglnal weight of Cl_Jrrent weight of The pe_rcentage of
green result radish cotyledon (g) radish cotyledon (g)  weight increase (%)
R xR ++ 0.118 0.193 63.5
Taian soil sample Al5 T 0.129 0.226 75.2
Al21 ++++ 0.135 0.233 72.6
Ui A Xof R ++ 0.094 0.137 45.7
Ve el SEmple PIIL7 T 0.091 0.192 1111
P17 ++++ 0.093 0.156 67.7

s+ TREE +++0 TR ++ WK+

Note: ++++: Dark green; +++: Light green; ++: Light yellow; +: Yellow.
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KRR, PR BRAE A 40 R = — i e
JERANAT 2L AT IAA, TR A K A B S5
PEREFE RS, R, BT AR T 4 ke
FE Y= 242 M IAA URE S, S5k
2 s, ATLAEH, AIS PHLT PR E KRR (ZT).
WA (KT IAA; Al21, PI7 7= ZT Fl KT, {HAS
7 1AA,

22 HESBIMRERR

3T LIE N, [ CKAFAHLL, Al5 AI21,
P17, PI7 AbFER 0-1 mm. 1 mm-—5 mm R ZEA44)
. RA ST E A FERA Y I B, H2E
Sk R EKE AL [ >5 mm AR R A Y a2
SR, 5AMEFEF, PHL7 ACFRAR £ A
Mo AR R, H2EREE, Hf, 0-1mm,
1 mm-=5 mm AR ZE T HAH A YR, [F CK

LEHAR A3 AN T 39.55% . 32.93% . 22.72%
fl 26.49%., HBLAl WL, AI5. AI21., P17, PI7
AL AR SRR R, JUH<S mm MR A K
KRB KVFH EAR AP R, SRR A KA ] 2
FIEHEVE; Fide iy 4 #k PGPR h, BE>5 mm
MR TESN, PULT [F A FERAR 25 7 2, 2
A RO i
2.3 HEHURFMEEHEERFHEAR R AES
Al5 7E LB “FH 1555 24 h J5 2 EDEA S,
o0 8 A . TR 48 K/ T (0.5-0.9) pmx
(1.2-2.0) um., F=254f, G*, AiEAFPIR. Al21 7E LB
AR B3RS 24 h G RBIEAGE], RADEH . #ik
AR/ INA(0.5-0.8) pmx(1.2—2.0) um, =244, G,
MIEAPIR, PILT7 £E LB A 1537 24 h S5
AN, FTHOGH . WAL/ NR(0.5-1.0) pmx

R2 SBEMAEFENEMHZMMENSE

Table 2 The varieties and contents of plant hormones by isolates fermentation

sy TR ik ndlecetc
Bacterial isolates Trans-Zeatin (ug/L) Kinetin (ug/L) [1g/(ML-ODgyo)]
Al5 709 223 49.2
Al21 6 126 247 -
PI117 5702 368 72.5
PI7 274 896 -
= A7 1AA
Note: —: No IAA.

R3 FRAEXEBE Y ERIF I

Table 3 Effects of different treatments on Cerasus pseudocerasus biomass

" AT 1o ERE L
Treatments Root dry weight (g) : Aerial part dry
0-1 mm 1 mm-5 mm >5 mm BTE weight (g)

CcK 6.17 (0.19) ¢ 5.01(0.22) d 7.04 (0.25) a 18.22 (0.59) 39.41 (0.45) ¢
Al5 7.41(0.21) b 6.01(0.19) b 6.91 (0.27) a 20.33 (0.13) b 43.99 (2.13) b
Al21 7.46 (0.33) b 5.99 (0.26) b 6.92 (0.22) a 20.37 (0.33) b 43.07 (1.14) b
PIIL7 8.61(0.31) a 6.66 (0.29) a 7.09 (0.32) a 22.36 (0.21) a 49.85 (3.09) a
PI7 7.17 (0.43) b 5.56 (0.26) ¢ 7.08 (0.41) a 19.81 (0.26) b 44.75 (2.25) b

E: /NG 7R Duncan ZH AR, RSN R#OR 2R AR, AR TREORER B35 (P<0.05), 5 FEUE bRIERE.

Note: Different small letters in the same row are significantly different at the 0.05 level according to Duncan’s test. The figures in

parentheses are standard deviations.

http://journals.im.ac.cn/wswxtbcn
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(1.5-2.5) um, A=ZEfL, G, A BB AT

Ko PI7TFE LB P 1555 24 h 5 2 BIE A S

B, FMOCH . WAL R /N (0.6-1.0) umx

(1.2-1.8) pm, A7EEHL, G, 4HAEFFIR

2.4 HEHRIRPRRAE S S B9 4 IR A (L4
Al5. AI21, P17 F1 P17 By 3-8 A B A A4

HEVLE 4, P17 5 Pseudomonas aeruginosa 15

A B A AL AR A L LA RN RRAE . PI7 5
Enterobacter cloacea AR AE #A b5 bR L H
FHARFEBHAE, AIS. AI21 5 Bacillus pumilus f4
B AP A BEA fb g b L BAT AR R PR ARFAE, (H5X G
MR AL EIA I e 25, R AT R AN
PR RR IR SCAF 7R 22 57, AT RERAE K IRBE M T
B A A FEAE

T4 EIRAEL4EE

Table 4 Characteristic of physiology and biochemistry

HHE Bacillus

. - Al5 Al21
Characteristics pumilus

PII17 Enterobacter P17
cloacea

Pseudomonas
aeruginosa

WAL

Glutin hydrolysis

TERIK SR

Starch hydrolysis

5| IRy

Indol test

CEE CARF i

Methyl red test

V-P test

Nitrate reduction test

FrAa R ER A e

Citrate utilization * * *
test

b =i

H,S test

R

Fructose

HERH

Sucrose

HEEms

Mannitol

2 il s
Peroxidase test

SR RE e
Lecithinase test
Urease test

B R AR B
Ornithine decarboxylase ND - -
test
2R I R
Lysine decarboxylase
test

+ + +

ND + —

ND + +

ND + +

ND + +

ND - -

+ + (+) +

ND - ND +

ND - ND -

ND - - -

L+ R - BN () ARZEFHME(3-7 d); ND: R,

Note: +: Positive; —: Negative; (+): Slow positive (3—7 d); ND: Not detected.

http://journals.im.ac.cn/wswxtbcn
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2.5 16S rRNA ERHFEFIH
¥ AIS. AlI21. PII17. PI7 1 16S rRNA

K7 51 $2 22 GenBank, FIF 45 Wit % 5 4 9l Ky
HQ143570 . HQ143571 HQ143572 il
HQ143573, ARG ULIE 1. AT LA i,
Al5. Al21 5 Bacillus pumilus [F4b T—4 /N
()53, AR B . AIS 19 16S rRNA JE[A
J¥%115 Bacillus pumilus (AY876289) 1 AH LI ik
99%, AI21 5 Bacillus pumilus (AY876289)1 #H
UL 100%. K5 AlS, AI21 %58 M/ NZEFTF

N

B (Bacillus pumilus) . PII17 5 Pseudomonas
putida [F]4b T — /M3 |, H 16S rRNA 2
K745 Pseudomonas putida (D84020)44H 1Ll
PEIS 97.16%, Zi4 HiH AR A fLTE bR K,
HoAg 2 S5 52 {8 5 7 J& (Pseudomonas sp.) .
P17 5 Enterobacter ludwigii 4t T— /N
32 1, o 16S rRNA EE[H ¥4 Enterobacter
ludwigii (AJ853891) A LI 15 98.34%, ZiA Tl
T AR AR AR bR 25 1, R ) 20 M5 D A
J& (Enterobacter sp.),

Enterobacter asburiae (AB004744)
Enterobacter cancerogenus (Z96078)
Enterobacter Iudwigii (AJ853891)
P17 (HQ143573)

80
66

81

0
100

Enterobacter hormaechei (AJ508302)
Enterobacter kobei (AJ508301)

L

Pseudomonas chloritidismutans (AY017341)

—— Pseudomonas moraviensis (AY970952)

1006T Pseudomonas abietaniphila (AJ011504)
33 Pseudomonas putida (D84020)
99— PII17 (HQ143572)
77 Bacillus acidiceler (DQ374637)
Bacillus thuringiensis (D16281)
1 OOL Bacillus humi (AJ627210)
- Bacillus subtilis (AJ276351)

0.02

% Baeillus pumilus (AY876289)
100 AlI21 (HQ143571)
g' Al5 (HQ143570)

9

1 ETF 16SrRNA EAFIIN AL LER
Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA genes

T 1855 PR SR F S GenBank HoE 5 2SRRI KAE, FrRACR S )73 5%
Note: Numbers in parentheses represent the sequences’ accession number in GenBank. Numbers at the nodes indicate the bootstrap
values on Neighbor-Joining analysis of 1 000 resampled data sets. Bar 0.02 represents sequence divergence.
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3 ghiEIi

PEAE A S A A A v ) B A, H
HTEEAR A At FH 32 22 AU R R 3, ANMEXER
St BT RSN, T BT RER SRS S B
2R FEP L DR, R AR R S R s
RS PRI VS Y KB 1 k. PRI, ik
TP R . R B R . I O e =R
WMEMN PGPR RAZtay KMk, Bk
FREL it m Ry - s MG E Y i s s, BA
I W T R

PGPR S 43 J57 ks by P L feff FHASCR 1Y
PeE RO LA PGPR TEAEYIAR R B 5 4
P BRI TARER, A ek HEHAR A AP,
I, BARAVERIY PGPR HA—E A % BIFH
FROR . HAR A, BHEEE FAEDAR PR
AR THREE Y, A& BRI AL
R, S E A I ANE T BT R R
I, /i PGPR K B U R A Bk A=
b AR B BRI R R 22—, XAk T a5k A%
BeH & IR PGPR, JEARRb it A o i) S B ER T
it ZILHAEMR], N AN E G - A YR 1
PGPR fe#HiY A K WHGEIR 2, G AME
J& (Pseudomonas) . [ (4% & J& (Azospirillum) |
I & (Azotobacter) . 575 {1 G T & (Klebsiella) |
J% T J& (Enterobacter) . 7=Hi i J& (Alcaligens) .
T I J& (Arthobacter) | Aii v & IR 18 KA &
(Burkholderia) . ZF#1#T i /& (Bacillus) LA S VP E I
B & (Serratia) %%, {H 2 1 KA FHI T A 0k
PERRAE R AH HRGE o A SONE AR 2 E M
A, MWEEBRARBREE 7 25155 446 B0 54,
STIBUR IS SE N B Nl B I RGN i B R g en - 1R 0l
STEYIT YR NS R, AR 4 BREA
BN RV ST 4 AIS . AI21. PHLT I PIT,
HoAr, AIS R PHLT 72 ZT. KT K IAA, Al21 F1

PI7 7= ZT FI KT, A77 IAA. Hussain 2551 FH &AL
TR - RS - R IR T U i e T 12 B
FEANML SRR AT, e A R R AR A TR
Bk Am3, B4l o245 B 416.73 pg/LM,
ARTC 4 BRTA M AT 2R AR T B AL,
FEANI R MR 6 373 polL; BESHYN PIT,
PRI MR 1170 pg/L, AT UL, ASSCA
VETRIAR = AL 73 24 22 e 18T Anwar Hussain it
R AR . XUHRSE T 2R 2 S B A=
4N 256 Bk, b 57 MREA W IAA RETM,
A IAA 7= 4T 0.5-114.8 pg/(mL-ODgqo)
Z ], P E T 50 pg/(mL-ODeoo) I P AE 41 9
FE(15.8%), P74 T 20-50 pg/(mL-ODggo) 1Y A
YT R 14 1E(24.6%), Ay 34 #£:(59.7%) 7 AL T
20 pg/(mL-ODgoo)o ASSCPFETE IR AIS [ 1AA 7=
4 49.2 pg/(mL-ODego), P17 Y 1AA 75N
72.5 pg/(mL-ODsgo), -5 XA i 15 B R AH L, 7=
LAA BE 1 — Mt o 38 32 T BT 7 PRI AAREA TR A 2 L85
HFRAALINAE, 16S rRNA LT3 M RS K B %
SR, WA SEE AIS . AI2L DR /N ZERLFF B
Bacillus PH17 A & % M & )&
(Pseudomonas sp.), P17 &7 #T i & (Enterobacter
Sp. )o BRFPIR RS E 45 RS AT AHRAE 1Y PGPR fifi
AR EA M Z 4L

PEBE PGPR MY LE, JEAERE B EDNT
BRI . AR &M, En<g . i
P T a8 A 2 R W T AR R Sk A A
T CRZ I, ) A S 56 E R B0 I AR — s 7 H [R] i
DEBERLTHON S A B AR B S, A
FETHE Y 4 Bk PGPR, XHEBEIR R4 K, JuH:
JE<5 mm AR KA BT YRR A
B VER . TR, AHFE APEpk A= P AE A
FIFERML T RAF AR, AFRATHESE 4 Bk
PGPR, JuHZ PN17, JFREME—5 AR A YA
BHIFGE TAEBEE T 560

pumilus,

http://journals.im.ac.cn/wswxtbcn
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