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B HERFRENAEDS-1 EEEREE
BRI 53
% W, TERE, REE, # R, THKE

CihE RN KR ERSE S TR, AR E SRS, WREZ 271018; Al FR AL KA drklags
Bi, LHZARZE4% 271018)

B O CRCPBORIRRE, A D =% 1 B TR B 398 v R GE OGS 3 TORG 289093 JL IR (Fusarium
oxysporum f. sp. cucumerinum) B A A E FEHUAE F AN R TR R DS-1, 385 TR S M8 A A AL & T 16S rDNA
FE A o3 BT BEARIEAT 14858, IFRIFFE TR TR 17 25 (14 56 WD RIOGS B SRS 280 (R AR B 80 . 45 SRR W
Witk DS-1 5 CUiiE 1) Brevibacillus brevis 16S rDNA FLAT 100%[m¥5ME, 454 AR IERIAE B A4 (s bk,
12 DS-1 4 %750 AR DR R AR 1) )7 41 8 5% 5 0 EF108303 . DS-1 % 3 IR Tl & A R 4
TERL, TR AR RO B35, BioA 84.92%.

KRR N SRV F5Pi4neE; %58; Brevibacillus brevis
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Identification and Biocontrol Effects of Antagonistic Bacterium DS-1 Strain
Against Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cucumerinum
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Abstract: The taxonomic status, growth promoting and biocontrol effects against Fusarium
oxysporum f. sp. cucumerinum of antagonistic bacterium DS-1 strain, screened by co-culture on PDA
plates from rhizospheric soil of continuously cropped cucumber in solar greenhouse, morphology,
physiological and biochemical characteristics, and 16S rDNA sequencing of the strain were determined,
the effects on cucumber seed germination and seedling fusarium wilt biocontrol were studied. The results
showed that: The 16S rDNA sequence of DS-1 strain shared 100% homology with Brevibacillus brevis
from GenBank. Based on the results of 16S rDNA sequencing, morphological and cultural observation as
well as physiological and biochemical determination, DS-1 strain was identified as Brevibacillus brevis,
with GenBank accession number EF108303. DS-1 strain promoted germination of cucumber seeds, with
significant biocontrol effects against fusarium wilt of cucumber seedlings by §4.92%.
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identification; Brevibacillus brevis

Weis BA: 2009 - 11 -24; f&EBHA: 2010-03- 15
EEWE: EFREEHRIRIE S H (2008BADA6B02): AR M H RN % F RN STH (2004BS06012)
* Jl{F1E# Author for correspondence (E-mail: minwei@sdau.edu.cn; Tel: 0538-8246296)



576 W 2 % 37 %

Rl 2 B A P P ) B AR R T, IR . IR R I s, AR 2 SRk
HPUw A dge. A2EBG . LI RE AR VRS SR I, IR SRR IS T e RO . LS,
R AR B G 0 ke BT, AT 3k H 2 R 2500k, P s befeE
W (PGPR) A A FLAT B0 98 7 S P AR — 2 A 7 11 52 21 [ 9 025 3 63 (Kloepper, 19945 #
T 4, 2004), FEFHT AL ERIBE (Kloepper, 1991; Weller & Thomashow, 1993).

DS-1 & AU A M T G 5 3 A v JTCRR o - 38 rh e 1 (00 064 28903 908 s 1 AT R B 5 i /E A
AR R AR . SZBEPREAT 7558, IFRIFIT O B TR 7~ 1 IR 530 M B o S0 20 1) A2 7 RO,
DA Ry gk — 2B 7 LA FHMLER R T 8 FH B9 5 S A o

QY Vi SRS DARFA

1.1 R

PRI T 2005 4F 8 J1 42 2006 4F 12 A Ll AR AR MY R 27 AR MP A A= ) 2 56 R el 2058 it H G IR = Y
SERG. FEPUREE DS-1 20 2505 3% T 1L A A5 T PV B0 531 H G S VR B TAR Br L35 G 2590
J5UB§ (Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cucumerinum) AR MG AEY) SEEG P4 BONE A SHRRE R,

LB B2 T 0 55 AiAb ARG 9%; PDA B3R5 10 R i B R MBS BL A ik ;. PD 8597
FEH T R R

TagDNA G ANTP. buffer Al PCR =#alifb il &l A E 49 (K% THRAMR A, B
NEWEE B A TAY TR AR MRS A RA R, el gk D sl = Hrat,

5 W#3CHk (Weisburg et al., 1991; Watanabe et al., 2001) fRIE 4 BG40 54 16S rDNA 38 JT]
U, %S T LA AR E R L T4 58 16S tDNA JF31, i B AW AR A A =4
Primer 1: 5 -AGAGTTTGATCATGGCTCAG-3'; Primer2: 5'-TAGGGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3',

12 FiRIEERNE

KBRS O ik, 1998, K BUTRG 2900 99 Jl i 2 PDA 15 IR 2RI Eis Ak, DIGH S
RN B E TP g, 28 °C REIFR 2 do RESSDURIAR SR T U o 7 R L, R MR 3 ~ 5
A, WA AR ORERD, 28 ClEI FREFE 24 ~ 48 h Jq 5200 J5 B B A, THE R 2.

13 HMTRZFRE

PRI A A BB, TR, JCRUKBERY, 25 CTNHEZE 24 haJH o B RS PUAN T H N RUALB
BigRdk, 28°C FH59% 48 h, HIREEW (10° cfu - mL™). 53 IR 175 B 1290 30 min, & Fh
FERFRILAP FKE JEAR b, 25 CHiFR 48 h, THEACZFER, MR, IR, BUCRIKIZIEIH
JRFRF- o0k . BEALEE 30 KL, 3 IKEA .

14 HNEHBAFRIAE

W9 JE R APDI IR, 7E 28°Cy 170 r- min £4F R R 8 d, LR AUZ LA 3, AL
KRR, il 107 cfu - mL (9 T RIFH. P ANBALBE M FI & PR 4 d, L
BRI 10° cfu - mL AR BTR I KRR 255 3 JTOR TR R /E A TE 8 AR e,
TG M St S AR (1) BRI R R A R 25 mLAIE K 25 mL CRFED s (2) $h
95 L R - BRI 25 mLAIDS-1 B3 7 25 mL. RN DIGERME ik, 1998), fRAabZE 10
R, 3WRER . BeRh 1 R IFA MRl T AR I o
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15 EMBENENLTE

HERYO ., RATES. WISIRMES AL T (1994) (77 BEMAE PR I N 2 8 4R
FHERMELWPTE (2001) 715

1.6 HEMEH#RHNDFLEE

WK BARLBIG IR IE 28 'C PR 7R X BUE KW, 10 000 - min B0y, W E k. 4185
NZIDNA$EH 2 [ Ausubel %5 (1995) HI ik

16S tDNA[{/PCRY 4 2 I A B ERATZL LD 9 (2001) (K5 EERS & . PCRI VAR Z 4 100 pL:
10 x buffer 6 uL, MgCl, (25 mmol - L™) 4 pL, dNTP (10 mmol - L") 5 pL, primer 1 (5 pmol) 10 pL,
primer 2 (5 pmol) 10 pL, #HDNA 1 puL, Taq DNAZEZEF 1 uL, ddH,0 63 uL. PCR Jx WV 4/F:
95°C FHASYE 5 min; 4RJ5 94 °CAZPE 1 min, 56°C iB°K 30s, 72°C &A1 1.5 min, 30 MEH: &5 72
‘C ZEAH 10 min. PCR™HYDNAPE[FIBCR A G 2lifh, 2ibPCR =348 Eilg I AV HEARE
B 28 w0

Y131 16S rDNA 7514 N\ GenBank, [ ] Blast #4837 FVETEIE R, I DNAMAN #4F
AT R LR, M RR R EW .

FiE St 0% SPSS 13.0 (f34% ANOVA J7 200 H71) 5.

ot

2 HiR 50

2.1 DS-1 EH¥RBIERGR

2.1.1  FRITEER

SERORT IR I 5 45 AL W], Rk DS-1 HATBCmIFEPUE,  fi Wl 2 00 2 JTORS 29 J5 11 1) P
WK, Fo.c WVEAEN 15.6 mm, HXE (248 mm) Z 5B, JERIET 37.0%, Al
WY SR I B P, A TR 00 6.9 mme BERR S 08 JR TRVE AR R BT, Ul WG URp % 7 i R b 5 e v
AEr AR T BRI B e A K A
2,12 AF3E)NAY T LG 6970

1 nfLUEH, DS-1 BT SRR A tumsgm, 1 HHEARAEFER . 24 DS-1 408
AP R 2 IR SR ZE e A B, (R ZF KRS B 35y T . 0 UM L, DS-1 Ab#E I
il MUAR 22 1 ik

%1 DS-1E#MERFHFEIFHRM

Table 1 Effects of DS-1 strain on cucumber seed germination

A3 Treatment ¥R 2£ /% Germination rate W 2F K J&/cm Plumule length JE A J& /cm Radicle length
Xt Control 9l.1a 2.85b 437a
DS-1 strain 933 a 4.13a 439a

i ANEFRERIR P=0.05 KPR 2ER B M.

Note: Small letter indicates the significance of difference at P = 0.05 level.

2,13 3G HAEERGG LR

H B R ARG 5 AR W, LB, 25993 S T 10 A 2R HE PUAN B AL B IR B Rl 1, E 20 ~ 30 CHld =
FREETE 29 d I, AEIERANN 40%; S35 PT4N1R DS-1 AP 4N T A5 2K 90%, Bl 16 25 ik 51 84.92%,
XA T R
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&

22  FHEIYEDS-1 BHBIEE
221 WMAEBHE

DS-1 AR AR, KL 1.1 um x 3.2 um, A 258, MilE, RZEEK (K 1). 7 LB K55F
H T 28 C IR 24 Wi, WAL, FEMIR, LGN, R, @i, A%, KH

1 B8k DS-1 WEKERES

Fig. 1 Cellular morphological character of DS-1 strain

222 AIEAAHM
MRPE CF LR RS S E TN CRFBIRAGELD T, 2001), F5PiEtk DS-1 AR S
KOS AR (Brevibacillus brevis) [RAH RN ERWI & (£ 2),

+*2 H¥kDS-1 WIS EIRE h4FE

Table 2 Some physiological and biochemical characteristics of DS-1 strain

WA H PR AT H PR
Items tested Characteristic Items tested Characteristic
YLD Gram’s stain G+ 2% NaCl 2 Growth at 2% NaCl -
JE RS T 48 Strict aerobic + 5% NaCl 4=+ Growth at 5% NaCl -
F:fi i Catalase + pH 5.5 2K Growth at pH 5.5 -
AALEEF Oxidase + pH 9.0 “EK Growth at pH 9.0 -
YR Hh 34 )R Nitrate reduction + 15°CH4:4 Growth at 15°C -
V-P - 50°C K Growth at 50°C
Frigm i FIH Citrate utilization - P41 Acidogenic: FZjHE Glucose +
/K A% Gelatin hydrolysis + B[ 437 {16 Arabinose -
VER K fi# Starch hydrolysis - ‘H # B Mannitol +
DNA /Kfi# DNA hydrolysis + A Xylose -
e T =7 RIARER BT PE R PE R .
Note: “+”, “=” present positive and negative reactions, respectively.

2.2.3 16S tDNA A 7| 5 #7

DAL DS-1 241 DNA kR, 28 PCR AT kRTINS S ILIE] 2. DS-1 BFEIRTF KN 1.5 kb
e E B, 55 16S rDNA 78T 40 B 4 i B O s HACREfE E (49 1.5kb) HRIE (Jeng et al.,
2001) AW o SRR 2 v4:0043 DS-1 WA 16S rtDNA J74114= K4 1 416 bp, GenBank [
Y1155 53654 EF108303,

2% Blast [FJYE 7 HI R EIL, 1555 RAMEIHT 100 ANPHIH, 45 88 /4NN J 2 AT B & B bk,
DS-1 H5EA1#HA 97% LA LR Y, 5 Brevibacillus brevis (AYS591911) ) [YR M e, ik
100%. LA 16S rDNA [FJEPEA HeAl, 1L 10 N SLAYEGHR Y 16S tDNA Fl DNAMAN AT R 40
WAL, 453 3. DS-1 5 Brevibacillus brevis (AY591911) BRI — M43, w8
IIESZ S F 3531
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Marker DS-1 DS-1(EF108303)
‘: B.brevist AYS91911)
B.formosus(AB112712)
B.agrilAY319301)
| B.borstelensis{ AF3T3230)
B.thermoruber( AY 196006

‘ ’7 B.gisengisoli{ AB245376)
B.laterosporus(DQ371289)
E.centrosporus(AB112719)
B.invocatus(AF379232)

Blimnophilus{t AB112717)

2000 bp

1 000 bp

500 bp

B2 40% DS-1 K PCR =R kE B3 HE#¥%DS-1HWAGREERMKE
Fig. 2 Electrophoresis of PCR amplification Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree based on the 16S rDNA sequence of
of strain DS-1 strain DS-1
A} \/\
3 g

3.1 FEHMEDS-1 BEkE > FEH{r

ARIGH, AR s R g I A e, WK BRE DS-1 AT/ 2R Aadu i, 1 AR B
TERS . BRTERRAE DL S B il Jso 1 25 A6 BEAALRF K DS-1 %858 M R 2R AT e s, i kg oAy
() FR AR 5 P AR A LA RO AN A 288 (1) R AR O, JEASHE T IR A DS-1 24 %6 J6 27 AT 181 ( Brevibacillus
brevis).7E 16S rDNA R4t kK G W, E kK DS-1 5 Brevibacillus brevis [/ 4b—~43 32, #AAMER 100%,
UL A MR 4 R R i, X5 AR AR R 8 S5 TBSRHE. A BRI
16S rDNA [FHI M 45 58, o LA DS-1 A %6 28 fAT B

H AT 2 I RE AR B e A2 o B 2 R i i )& (Pseudomonas). ZEfFT i )@ (Bacillus) Al
FHZEFRAT R 8 (Brevibacillus). % 2E AT R (Brevibacillus) &8 A DL R Rl wI4E A B HH 2L
RO R HEAR . M AR SETIE I AR, A R AR A B RS PUOR R . T
R0 995 55 A= D 97 46 %) R 2 FRRT A1 32 B J A 2F AR AT B (Brevibacillus brevis), i B % i 44 181 147
(Botrytis). {4k JI 5 INE AL A (Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cucumerinum) K H: 51 )95 3 B A
P A E R (Bdwards & Seddon, 2001; ##ER, 2005).

3.2 DS-1 (XM R S/ERHIE

ARISH, FEPURER DS-1 fe R FH IR IR 2 I AR, mih R R, (R4,
PRSP, WD R EFIRTE TR, B RGO . XA — e U B
VEREBT AT RENE . HE, 51 NREIAR 5 10 A= 57 B dee 24 RE A5 A7 R s 32 & 2E, (R bR
A, ARCRERE B TR AE AN WA J (R R RS BBl ) e SRR ), e BE RE D) R 99 1 45 28 B 1R R )
5O GIRIRR 45, 2000) .

KT EGTRMERNLEE, BFCRY, AERE R g PrikE. A RIS SCOR T SR I A
Wi, RSB RE R SR RGP RXPE 25, 20065 XIBEE %, 2007). 5KBT (2005)
WS T R 2 AT R ZDY-1 7628 TR R e A, RIE RN A E T R . ARt e i, Jf
B 5 A SRR 0] LR BB e . R (2005) FEWTST 4K 4 fAT B CHI B R GE% S Pk &
L, CHY I Jet B e 3 TR AR A P 193 28840 A 1) e M SR R 1 R SRR 85, AT 53 8 TR A4
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TP DU, DRI BRSPS CHI 55 R S8 JTOW AR HT I 2 1) AT BEAFAE — S8 AR o A6 0
WA PUE bR DS-1 FE3TURE (e AR O, UL B AL 2 LB i 5 2t — Db, A5 RN
O SE s I FH 4 S EEAE A3
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