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B OE: BB T &R 3 i e A5 0 & R LIS B ( Fusarium solani ) FLAG 53016 T B9 240 4
RIE AT AR G RFEAT Y, i AR W By v 38 A0 A0 TR A SR A KA . (3R ] a4 B v B R AR R AR B 1
WRER, SRAAXIGERE IR, LA F. solani AEAR T T LA BT, MM PR MR TR R 20 . o FA Y R%
SE, W A AT o [ IS SR P R4/ N A ) ST AR s B 40 e A 7 i Bl il B A T IE R AR e . [ER]T M
7 A3 AN I) b RE S T B A 8 MR AL FEPU/E TR 4H 1A, NN-Q03-10. SL-Q02-05. SL-Q02-06 X 7 Jit 147 411 1l %
HE T, HIFE S 0R 57.81%. 57.34%. 57.34%. VA Ak 53 2500 8 A B 2E AT DS Bacillus subtilis (4 8k ). D32
MLFF 8 Bacillus velezensis (4 %k ). 8 MUK E A =AM . FAERFEE . B-1,3-H RAEE . ARRIEEGAIRE )y, H A
R & H bacA. FenB. yanJ HiA 2 H P, SL-Q02-05, NN-Q03-01., NN-Q03-09. NN-QO03-10 B £k [7] i} & 4 MycB.
fud Yo LR . R F AT AR RAE, S5R B8 6 M E bk (SL-Q02-04, SL-Q02-05, SL-Q02-06.,
SL-Q03-01. NN-Q03-01. NN-Q03-10) A {2 #FIEMR 4= &, JH i SL-Q02-04 fig #4E J e o W |, IEARAK B 7.32 em.
(£ K5 S EARPImMEMHER, BB AR, T4 E/. B-13-8 B . ARIRE, 360 kL N8
ME T 55 KKK myeB., itud., fenB. bacA Ml yndJ IEH, HA R4,
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Institute, Guangxi University, Nanning, Guangxi 530004, China)
Abstract: [ Objective]l Microorganisms antagonistic to Fusarium solani were isolated from the rhizosphere soil of healthy
passion fruit plants and studied for potential application as a biocontrol agent. [ Method]l Rhizosphere oil at the field of
healthy passion fruit plants was sampled to isolate microbes antagonistic to F. solani using the confrontational culture method.
Morphological observation and molecular identification were performed to determine the species and biological characteristics
of the isolates. Potential as a biocontrol agent of the identified strains was evaluated on the extracellular enzyme detection
plates, while possible growth promoting effect examined on tomato seeds. [Result] Eight microbial strains antagonistic to F.
solani were isolated from 7 soil specimens. Among them, NN-Q03-10, SL-Q02-05, and SL-Q02-06 exhibited the greatest
inhibition rates of 57.81%, 57.34%, and 57.34%, respectively. Four of them belonged to Bacillus subtilis, and 4 to B.
velezensis. All could produce proteases, cellulases, B-1,3-glucanases, and xylanases with genomes consisting of antibiotic
bacA, FenB, and yanJ. In addition to those genes, SL-Q02-05, NN-Q03-01, NN-Q03-09, and NN-Q03-10 also contained MycB
and ifud.Validation of growth promoting effects using tomato seeds, and the results showed that six strains (SL-Q02-04. SL-
Q02-05. SL-Q02-06. SL-Q03-01. NN-QO03-01. NN-QO03-10) could promote embryonic root growth, among them, SL-Q02-
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04 had the most significant promoting effect with a embryonic root length of 7.32 cm. [ Conclusion] The 8 Bacillus strains

antagonistic to F. solani were identified. Their ability in producing protease, cellulase, B-1,3-glucanase, and xylanase and some

of them having genomes containing mycB, ifud, FenB, bacA, and yndJ related to antibiotic property strongly suggested a

potential in serving as a biocontrol agent for F. solani infection on plants.
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(528 XY AFR (Passiflora edulis Sims ) J&
Vi % Rl (Passifloraceae ) V4 734 J& ( Passiflora ) i
Y, BITVERRRAKRZ — EREEHEA AR E
BHWWHEZ—, HWw R m & RS A
( Fusarium solani ), 95 K ETE M MR ZE B, S5
A 20~30 cm FYFEES, A0, BUBK X 23 0o 1 1=
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PR R, SEPUR A B I T ) B R A
% XPFREE AT, AR D G A W T 24 1 AR A
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oA, HAE b YRS e ME A TE A ) b Y AR RE
J1 ) A 15 0k — A B R D, A B AR T b 1Y

nu\A

FAIG G BARE T, Bl R T R AE TR S Al Hh A 7 ol
i Ao R BT 58 3k 8 1 Wang %517 A 4 3

g B A5 B DL3E 0 ZF ML AT I (Bacillus velezensis )
HNAH 17806, Jf M H & B 24l —Fh oy 7 Br 2y
9 1.5kDa M9 5L E B Ik (BVAP), I & 22 #0 il f
ICso 24 5.58 pg-mL ', FCAF AL 38 i 22 1) 30 156
P PR LR . Chen &5 X 437l A 4 FI 2%
AR B - 48 43 25 45 21 A9 Al B 2F B AT B YBC M
151B1 #AT0F5Y, 45 R R PRAE SYB B5 52509 0
W R BRI W T F. solani 41 0 5 %) 58 B M . 446l 43
AT R R 22 A K SRS R, AP
FERTIG A A AR 22 R BT )iz 0 R RS,
ShAE ST A PR S R EAENLR R T I S5
5 B0 TR 8 o 7 A P A T K AR TR 4 B RE D) R IR
W2z, MR 22 A, H DL 4 RE R A 2 T2
TR . R, LT Bl . p-1,3-% ARG

AP BRT BRI, RSP R B
YIS AAE R . Bilan, DL 3EMT 28 AT T W-1 X AEAR
R B 975 1) I 1R %R i A 89%, ol AR M A WEIR
AR VAR LRy WA ) U R s | Wk -3- 201 (TAA) . 4
Misr% 3 (CTK) FREZE (GA), AR Y
AR 2R AT B L 2 R VR S A R
BT ISR AN, A R BRI XY-1,
XY-13. XY-53 AU JE Bz 8 I o 8Ok 3%, if
Ae AR AR . BAEIRR, DR EIRY N
WA i, HE— 2B UESE T 45 B R AR T B IR MR A
PR A T U A o A AR PN A 1 ZE I FF B AF9
N AH6 W B & L HA 15 SR Y =4 R g hitE (ISR)
e eI S PSR, K S T BN AL fiE
A SRR AR G 1 & B, I B E I 1 SR A A 1Y)
Prm AR SRR, RIS A . [
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LY A A B I B 92 3 (potato dextrose agar,
PDA) " HiEME 20, BK20g . LEM6g, %
BT KEZZE 1000mL.

LB £ %3 (luria-bertani medium ) ™. 58 (9 15
10g, MERHEEY 5 g, NaCl 10 g (LB [& {455 55 3
1E LB i 32 3 SEah omA 18 g 38 ) -
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KRB AL 28 LR A, PRI g
MRBRHHERES, MA 9mL THK, HMEZE 10° 1%
W, SMRIMEHC107, 107, 107 f5 W4 100 uL |,
BAWEEE 3K, BT 28 CHFMATESE, B
BN B, i S R A SRRk
PRI A8 25 5 W 35 W SR TR VR AR ek alifh, etk
FHTH LB BRR R B8 3%, 4 C IRAFA .
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SR FH AT B % Ry 72 X 4 5 i A 1 1A R 28 17 400 T
B0, LLF. solani WALAR , MWK HAEE KR
6~7 cm Ji, MTEZZI0% T HUH Y470 2 PDA 5557
Ferp e JRAERE AR R BT 2.2 cm AY DU R 5 FD 4 FP ST
PPN B R, X RO RAERR IR, 3 IRER, &
T 28 C HEFRAa o gR, X0 IR 22 KT, I
B TR BN, TR T 2 %=
[(REE AR ER) - (R E ER-
WUFE R ) Y O BB % BHA-# U 52 ) X100,
0 o E A B A0 AR R T Rk AT 0, R
I3 JEL TR 2.2 em Y 00 B2 R R ORI BE , AL BR S
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PR BRI 235 97 T LB R SE 5 5L5 & T 28 C
KEFRAE T R 3R 5 d Ja WSRO R] BBk 2R B T TR 3
FRAFE . SR E V& PCRIW ik, DLl 519 27F/
1492R"™ #E4F PCR ¥ #4, PCR JZ Wik % (50.0 uL):
2X Taq MasterMix 25.0 uL, . FiF51 445 2.0 uL,
DNA # i kg > B B K, ddH,0 19.0 uL; 2 0 2 )7 -
FAEPE 95 €. S min; ZFME 95 C. 30s, Bk 56 C.
30s, FEH 72 °C. 1 min, 33 DMEH; KIEMH 72 C.
10 min, P 3= alifb lmlic, I v pE 2 44K pUC-19T
I (B AR B 5 I8 Takara TA WX FI & WA P ),
HE LA T AEY A RA R BEATIY, R E
2t W ¥ National Center for Biotechnology Information
( https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/BLAST/ ) %% 415 & v ¥
FRHEXE, FIH MAGAT1.0 K4 11k 408 12 9+  1 Ak
HHAMGEZEMHYREREW.
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SR SO W B AT R R RN YA
Ao VATE DU BRI 5 DNA A#H, LL3E 1 FiR314
PEAT PCRYHE , XF mycB (PLEAE H W K ). ifud
(PSR R ). yndj. fenB (EJFZEK ) Fl bacd (¥
FERE ) 5 Fibul 277 AR A S SR HE T AR, 3 7=
Y2 1.0% IR W EE I f Dk AG I

F1 RME RS EEXEENSIFT

Table 1 Primers for detecting genes related to antibiotic production

R 4R ElE/EZ S S51¥F% (5'-3") B K
Genes Primer Primer sequences Annealing temperature/ C
5 MycB-F ATGTCGGTGTTTAAAAATCAAGTAACG 55
me MycB-R TTAGGACGCCAGCAGTTCTTCTATTGA
Jen FenB-F CTATAGTTTGTTGACGGCTC 55
e FenB-R CAGCACTGGTTCTTGTCGCA
" IfuA-F ATGTATACCAGTCAATTCC 55
ifu IfuA-R GATCCGAAGCTGACAATAG
b BacA-F CAGCTCATGGGAATGCTTTT s
ac BacA-R CTCGGTCCTGAAGGGACAAG
y 147-F CAGAGCGACAGCAATCACAT 55
me 147-R TGAATTTCGGTCCGCTTATC

1.2.5 &4 H Aaoh B A )
SRR W77, BRSPS R 10 mL
LB 15558 T 28 °C. 200 rmin | MI3EIREEFE 120 )5
W HL 500 pl Z3H1 Y 20 mL LB H5 355 h P K1 95 21
FEJE Dgpo=0.6, WLHUEE W 1 uL ¥4 i S AR IE R
Mt . LFAEREE . JLT BIlg . B1-3-H RAEAE . ARKE
it G 00 S A s 2.2 em A, CK W S %55 B9 LB K
FRM, HAE3IW, BT 28 CHiFRMP R 3d, M
SREVE R B A B R, A E e,

BRI R LA 35 A BB AR 1 /I o T T 4 2R G O 1 A
W 7E B 3 AH R BSIA) S A 10 mL 9 1 mg-mL ™ MR 4T
HE 30 min J5, BIEOZEW, AR 1 mol L
NaCl # & 30 min J5 84, WL HH 7% J& B 45 7= A
Wk, AE IR, I DA R PG R BRI RN
1.2.6 HAuml Aot & sa A F 6942 £ A4F A AT T
S S wor IR sl SE TRk
B R R R Dy Hoas Fo ) 12h, A
1% U BRI WO 0T 7 10 min, P JC B K 5 Uk
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3WEE TIREHEFRIL DR BHPURE IR 2000
JE Dgoo=0.8, WZHL S mL BRI 12 h, XfHEh 45 &
M) LB ¥R 3k, SRR I i Fh - IS K i e R
A, T RE K, R E T AR
P, R 20, & 3WEL ., 48 hidkFl T
MRZER, 7dEMRFFRIRREK . IR EEY
i, TR R AR, AR R 2 B B A
PR
127 BRAMBEWEAR

Tl — LB [ 455 35 57 M b 42 FhoAS 5] 8 AR A 5%
HAHZME, B RSP R R 2 LB BRR; 73
JEPIPIAISE, BT 28 C AP IEIR 5d, i E
B3, WA S AATEI A s e, -
RWIF IS TE R AR AR, 2 MR A
1.3 BEGILS5 9

fdi FH % £ IBM SPSS Statistics 25 #F 47 48 12 43
#r, K H Duncan & 2575 7 2 UL

2 ZRE55H

21 HERESBSHiE

SR FH MR IR 75 ) 43 B8 Al Ak B R E AT O E L 3
Sy AR E] 52 BRTA PR, o 8 BRELAHEBUEA, XI%
JEUTE B AR AT 42.18%~57.81% (1€ 1), Hi
NN-QO1-10, SL-Q02-05. SL-Q02-06 X i Ji B 111 il 5
Tt , MEHIRI BN 57.81%., 57.34%. 57.34%.
22 HEhREEE
221 HEFALK

UM EIE S F LR (E 2) /R SL-Q02-
04, SL-Q02-06. SL-Q03-01, NN-QO04-01 j# 7% it &
B, X, Sk, Ak, Fma ek
Ak, WEKAM, S, NEMH. SL-Q02-05.
NN-QO03-01 W 7% [RJE , R T4, ZHki, A~

SL-Q02-04 SL-Q02-06 SL-Q03-01

NN-Q04-01

SL-Q02-05

SL-Q02-04

SL-Q02-06

NN-Q03-09
1 FEEBRXT F. solani SRR NHI R

Fig. 1 Antagonistic effect on F. solani plate inhibition shown by

SL-Q03-01 NN-Q03-01

NN-QO03-10

NN-Q04-01

isolated strains

A, REAFRAE 4%, TR BOHIES, YE KA,
NGANH, NBEW . NN-Q03-09 1H % B, i
T, R, SR, AR, mEA6, %A
W, ABB . NN-QO3-10 B % R, FKim T4k,
MR, Aok, ARGk, WkHa, At
W, NiEY,
222 HFER

43 LA 8 A~ 45 BL 1A K (1) DNA i 5 Al 9 34 16S
DNA, 15%] 1514 bp K/ R B, NP4 R E
NCBI k5% 555 (PP917510~PP917517 ), £ NCBI
W EAT Blast L X, JF3E T 16S rDNA 3 PR #4 2t i 1k
W, LIS REZE AT I (B. cereus) NAMEE (F 3),
H i, SL-Q02-04 5 Bacillus subtilis subsp. subtilis
str. 168 B h—3, SL-Q02-06. SL-Q03-01 5 Bacillus
subtilis strain QB61 3 — 37, NN-Q04-01 5 Bacillus

¥ em el

NN-Q03-01 NN-QO03-10

SL-Q02-05 NN-Q03-09

A: FEFUHEAE LB B AR R P IR LA SE; B fEHURAE LB B RE-FR EMHEEESHE .

A: The overall morphology of antagonistic bacteria on LB solid medium plates B: Colony morphology of antagonistic bacteria on LB solid medium agar

plates.

2 HERERSENR
Fig.2 Morphology of antagonistic bacteria
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A SL-Q02-06
SeL A S1-Q03-01

491" KhELEMIAT I Bacillus subtilis strain QB61

N

S

A NN-Q04-01

Tl B 2 BUAT B VD B Bacillus inaquosorum strain BIM B-2002

RIS 2EFUFF 18 Bacillus tequilensis strain EA-CB0015

34
{l{A SL-Q02-04

53 WY ZE AT B Bacillus subtilis subsp. subtilis str. 168

100

LI S MUAF B Bacillus mojavensis isolate eela 2293

ERIE ZE AT B Bacillus stercoris strain MHWAL3

— A NN-Q03-09

9 _ A SL-Q02-05

A NN-Q03-10

DUSERT 2E AT B Bacillus velezensis strain XHA16
A NN-Q03-01

UUENR 2EHuAT % Bacillus velezensis strain B268

Yl e . ) . . :
o[ VPR S BUAT B Bacillus safensis strain WM-249
L Ka/NZEMUATE Bacillus pumilus strain YT1

0.01

W FEZEBUAT B Bacillus cereus ATCC 14579

3 ET 16S rDNA £ FE FIMZHFIM AR BRI GMN R G L )

Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree of antagonistic bacteria and related species based on 16S rDNA gene sequences

inaquosorum strain BIM B-2002 % & — 37, SL-QO02-
05. NN-Q03-01, NN-Q03-09. NN-QO03-10 5 Bacillus
velezensis strain XHA16 B h—, RIHDEFH K FE
JEARFZERUAT B (B, subtilis ) . VUSEHT ZEHUAT B (B
velezensi ) . i ¥ ZEMUFT B VOIS AP (B, subtilis subsp.
inaquosorum ) .
2.3 HMEmEREXERL
HPiAE R A G R PCR P2 LK EE 4 (141 4)
W LLE 8 AN BRI B bacA. FenB. yanJ P/t %
DR, I L PR 20 B AT R AR AR BT A R W)
FRYFER, AR, SL-Q02-05. NN-Q03-01, NN-QO3-
09, NN-QO03-10 4" 14 154 2| MycB (Hi 85 A FE W % ) .

M1234567 8

M12345678

2000 bp 2 000 bp—}
1000 bp

750 bp
500 bp
250 bp

100 bp

bacA FenB

M1234567 8

ifud (DHREFCE R ) ARLA) B — 2% . RAEHTAE R A
R PR ) 9% SR A 00 435470 TR AT RETE I B R AR 0
AR AR, Wit R AR
MR, KebiA AR, gl % R E
24 HEMAERINEEEE

W AN ZFAE R B-1,3-H M A KA R
R R 114 A 00 1 AR RE 8 9 L R R A I A I T
RN, P ARSI 4 FAAE , NN-QO3-
09 =8 FIBFRE Jy Freoik ,  [A) I S5 P TR ARTE B-1,3-7 SR Wl
Tl G 00 - L 7 A 1) 35 D BB 0 SN W O, TR AR
B-1,3-71 RAH B A BE S A5, AR A ME AL w]
AR A TR (1515 ) .

M12345678 M1234567 8

2000 bp—|

1000 bp—|
750 bp—|
500 bp
250 bp—|

100 bp

ifuA MycB yan]J

M: Marker DL2000; 1: SL-Q02-04; 2: SL-Q02-05; 3: SL-Q02-06; 4: SL-Q03-01; 5: NN-Q03-01; 6: NN-Q03-09; 7: NN-Q03-10; 8: NN-Q04-01.
4 MEREMEREPCR =Y
Fig. 4 Electrophoresis of PCR products of antibiotics synthesis genes
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194 8 Rk 4R
SL-Q02-04 SL-Q_OZ--OS SL-Q02-06 SL-Q03-01 NN-Q03-01 NN--QO3-O9 NN-Q63-10 NN-Q04-01
M EETKICHEAR. AR p-1,3-H R KRR
From top to bottom: protease, cellulase, -1,3-glucanase, and xylanase.
5 FEmEMINEENE
Fig. 5 Assay on antimicrobial extracellular enzymes

25 HIAEEERSENMTREERAR Q02-04 fiz WAtk , 32 T R TR YR Ak LS el 40 B R
WA KN 7.32 emy T AT T OO 7 50 K 2F A AR 28 A

T Fp PRSP R A B, 450 BoR T
iR E K B, A 6 AW Bk (SL-Q02-04, SL-
Q02-05. SL-Q02-06. SL-Q03-01. NN-Q03-01, NN-
Q03-10) XJARARAE K HA M B E/EH, Hrp SL-

KREPEA RN (K6, %£2).

2.6 EMEHEEMN
X8 AFEPU R ARSEAT A A PRI A, 45 R WOR T

frvuuhibds

P

SL-Q02-04 SL-Q02-05

SL-Q02-06 SL-Q03-01 NN-Q03-01

NN-Q04-01

NN-Q03-10

6 FREEMELBTENRMSNE (7D

Fig. 6 Tomato seedlings under antagonistic treatments for 7 d

NN-Q03-09
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Table 2 Statistics on tomato seed biomass under antagonistic

treatments

s RH% IER TS

Treatment Germination percentage/% Embryo root Embryo length/cm
length/cm

CK 0.8710.03a 4.76+0.24d 5.31%0.11a
SL-Q02-04 0.75%0.00abc 7.32£0.06a 5.39%0.61a
SL-Q02-05 0.83+0.07ab 6.030.04bc 5.77£0.17a
SL-Q02-06 0.72£0.02bc 6.651+0.12ab 5.16+0.33a
SL-Q03-01 0.870.08abc 6.171+0.24b 5.8310.10a
NN-Q03-01 0.77£0.07¢ 6.671+0.14ab 4.50+0.13a
NN-Q03-09 0.8510.03ab 5.07+£0.51d 4.70+1.02a
NN-Q03-10 0.87+0.05a 6.63 £0.16ab 5.831£0.25a
NN-Q04-01 0.7720.02abc 5.294+0.21cd 5.33%+0.11a

R HAR T B AR R . RIS 5475 22 Duncan [GHT )
ZEFRBZEREE (P<0.05) .

Data are average * standard error; those with different lowercase letters on
same column indicate significant difference by Duncan's new complex range

test (P<<0.05).

PREEF R SR S d)a (1 7), NN-Q04-01 55 7 4% T #k
¥) AR M %, SL-Q02-05. SL-Q02-06, SL-Q03-01,
NN-Q03-09 [A] A%, SL-Q02-06 5 NN-Q03-01 A AH
7, SL-Q03-01 5 NN-Q03-01 AAHZS, #BorAHE M4
LB AR T TR 2L E A H

1: SL-Q02-04; 2: SL-Q02-05; 3: SL-Q02-06; 4: SL-Q03-01; 5: NN-Q03-01;
6: NN-Q03-09; 7: NN-Q03-10; 8: NN-Q04-01.
7 FEREAARN
Fig. 7 Compatibility between antagonistic bacteria

S

EER7/00 R Py A W SN S v § D) TR
Wk, EARRBEFE B Nz . R, ST AR
ZEELIE I A B IR RS X B A B LR B
DS A - g S B o RN R N B

e, ARLR FIYE BT SR AT PR o TR Ak 7 328 A0 68 S 4
PO T 2 0 07 A SR, ACHIF 0 DA At B 4 77 7 5
B A 48 43 B9 0 16 th 8 Ak AT 40 i A A A5 P A
PR, FEEALERG R ZEMAT R . DI SRET SR IAT IR . G
FZE AT B VD B R o 3 3 B felt 5 R AR B
ARG R IR Z —

Wang 2517 D\ U1 SEHT 2E M AF 4 B. velezensis HNAH
17806 % Fr ik 43 #5159 2P B B K BVAP, JF455E
FIRE, HE g ma@pEErs, A5 EL
Mk, SERZRRAILT BAER KA 5% R, A
5% i DL ST 2E AT & B. velezensis B A NN-Q03-01,
NN-Q03-09. NN-Q03-10 A] 4 | £ FenB $T 4= & %
B, x5 Wang &7 gBFse 45 - —80, WInseit—4
BIFiZ BT A 2L R B T B SR AL T LRI . Chen 25"
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