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Effects of Salt Stress on Rhizospheric Soil Bacterial Community Structure
and Cucumber Yield

WU Feng-zhi’, BAO Jing, and LIU Shu-qin
(College of Horticulture, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, China)

Abstract: In order to study effects of salt stress on changes of soil microbial quantities and the
diversity of soil microbial community by the technology of PCR-DGGE, two kinds of cucumbers with
different saline tolerance were selected, Jinchun 5 (salt-tolerant) and Jinyou 1 (salt-sensitive), and four
concentrations of NaCl were designed (0, 100, 200 and 300 mmol - L™). The results showed that salt stress
could reduce the richness of soil bacterial community significantly (P<0.05) . The richness of salt-sensitive
cultivar was high under low salt treatment, while the richness of salt-tolerant cultivar was high under
high salt treatment. High salt stress had more effects on the rhizosphere bacterial community structure
of salt-tolerant cultivar. Sequences of different bands of four stages belonged to four bacterial
groups, Firmicutes, Proteobacteria, Gemmatimonadetes and Bacteroidetes. Most of them belonged to
Alphaproteobacteria and Gammaproteobacteria. With the increasing of salt concentration, the plant heights
of cucumber and yield per plant reduced.
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B A5 PR A SR R 3, Vit N R PR R AS H B 2 SRR IR IR 2, Jorp 4k 3L
Bidb TIERED) ZAEPERRAR CREZ D R A= P 5 R I AR 35D FIEAE S I B 8 4E A5
SRR (CRRE 2, 2000; WSROI SESE, 2000; Yao & Wu, 2006). Wi+ ik E Eh ik AN
SMEY AR, S EHEE W LA E, T8 I 5O L 40 B A K ) b 5 g - 3
WAEMAESTE (FEHEE S5, 2002). YA T R DR, X5k 2R Y, PRl
T ARG PAE D IET K S T IR E R 3T (Vanessa et al., 2006) o IX 2 AATHH
T ER 230 i F e RIS I 2 T R B TR S R A

A PRV s R A R S I AR A — e R R T R R e AR A PE (Visser &
Parkinson, 1992), [mJI 85 v IR A B i3 A HLAh T R AG A 1 I SCBE I /. (e 2 4%, 2008).
WL, SR e AL T A= K ol 25 B A1, T SR80 I B A= P R BB (AR 4%, 20060
WAERAT KA JEm e . AR 7 2 B3 PO Y IR 2 A T T aRkiE R 2 (W
JUAR &, 2007; EOgfE 4%, 2008; EWIE 4%, 2008; REKZ 4, 2008; Wangetal, 2009), {H
A IR ER oy B AR B - 3P0 A 5 ) () IE U A R

VEE CAER B0 4 A S TS AR A S (0 R s - 38 40 B8 D W 5000 42, SRl PCR-DGGE £ AR5 21
JUMIE O AR B L 3B AH TR R 45 A 2 REPE RS, B A D R Bt R SR AR B AS P A e 5
SRR o0 FR B8 AR SRR

1 MRS A

1.1 MR RELE

PRI T 2008 4F 3 H &2 2009 4F 3 FJAE AR ALARMY R 27 el 2563l H O Rl = A el 2025 Bt i ok AR
PEAESIFE 4T, /N (Cucumis sativus L.) M Eh5aFr WG 557 FERBUSS A L1 57
M REEBR SIS IR o 106+ 00 BB 1, 4%+ B (2005) JikdlsE: L 5% 0.53 mS - cm™,
pH 7.16, HHLT 49.7 g - kg™, Blifi# 4 306.83 mg - kg™, A 2 281.12 mg - kg™, AL 393.79 mg - kg

PB4 MNaCIR AL FE: 0 CRHED. 100, 200 F1300 mmol - L. &M 3 REHE . 1EiE)K
SE R HT 73 B A IR FE (Y 78 L NaClER A LA A1 8 AR AR Al (4.08 m x 0.48 m) N, FFRIE
HAKEIE LM AB M . EBOFFRIM . K/ NS I SRR R P e 2 SRR TR B i b g i
(2008 43 H 17 HD.o 5 FIFET S (3 H 28 H) M4 8 cm x 8 ecn’& 784K, #h i DUH— i (4
27 B EMARIEREN, HRE R 0l TE AT EME 30 d GRJTD. 50 d G, 70
d (RrAi)), RHFHMREYE (Riley etal., 1969; van Elsas et al., 1986) FfiHLIK AR 4b £ 3 TR B -
e, ik 80 Hif (RRAZHMEHWI, 2009), ET-80 CukFE, H T HIEMAMR 4585017
1.2 IRERLIFEMES A E
12,1 ARFREIESMAY DNA 69388 KRB ER TRA WA A A= R E R 5AFI & Soil
DNA out $2HU T34 %) DNA, 1% IR f vk A .

122 MHREFELEMEA 16S DNASY 3 KLU DNAJGE FHddH, OFRE 30 i, KX K2 404n

B 168 tDNA V3 X 38 ] 1951414} F338-GC(5'-CGCCCGCCGCGCGCGGCGGGCGGGGCGGGGGC
ACGGGGGGACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3") F1 R518 (5'-ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG-3") (Muyzer
et al.,, 1993) BE{TPCR. 50 uL PCR/X W AKZ: DNAKiKK 1 uL. Buffer + Mg* 5 uL. dNTP 1 uL. 7|
Y& 1 pL. pfull | uL. TH 25 77K 40 uL. PCRNVFEF: 94 CHIASYE 5 min; 94 ‘CAZTE 45 s,
69 CiE-K 45s, 72 ‘CHEH 1 min, 3L 35 NMFIR; 72 CLEM 5 min; 4 CLRAT. §7H1 F BEKJE 4 230 bp,
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1%I IR BEBE IR VKA I o K IRy 38 = 4k SEF0R 40 15, M Taql FRiX3 14, 50 uL PCRJZ W44
% :DNAMHR 8 uL. Buffer 5 uL. Mg®"4 uL. dNTP 4 uL. 5/#% 1.5 uL. Taql§ 0.4 uL. TGH 25
F7K 25.6 uLo PCRIRJVFEST: 94 CHASE 7 min; 94 ‘CAEME 455, 52 ‘Ci-k 45s, 72 CLEfH 455,
J£ 35 MFER; 72 CEEM 10 min; 4 CIEAE. PCRMIK: 230 bpZids, 1% HE BRI B vk k) .
123 EHAHEREKRER (DGGE) 247 1 DGGE £ /% Il 455 &, 2 Bassam %5 (1991) ff)
ik, AEEIR AR RS N
124 @@ 16S iIDNAK B uEFemlr V) N ZER400, HR NGB B DNA RO T
B, BLARE GCIE 1514 F338  (5-CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3") FIR518 K34 TPCRY”
., 50 uL PCR/X NV AKZ : DNAKIHT 2 pL. Buffer 5 uL. Mg” 3 pL. dNTP 1 uL. 514)% 1 pL. Taq
M 1 pL. TG 25 7 /K 36 pLo PCRIN LR : 94 CHIAEYE 5 min; 94 ‘CAZME 30s, 60 ‘CiEk 45 s,
72 CHE 1 min, 3£ 30 AMEFF; 72 CLEM 10 min: 4 CLRAF. § 010 1%3 a Bk i ch Ay,
FH I 7RV 2% A DA BT R A ) AT 5 3 R
13 HIELH
JRUAEE HE R ] Excel 2003 581k Fdiab B A ] SAS 9.0 #4F, J5 2 H K H GLM i 2.
DGGE K% H Quantity One V4.6.2 (Bio-Rad) AT/ #T, 9IS FIMS&MAE . U1 gs
RS EEAE B, DGGE 4% i n] AR T34l B v 10 8 B CalBRE 2%, 2007) .
WAy 41>k FH NCBI [ Blast #£/7  (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) 34T 751 [RIYEE T, R

H Sequence match 27 (http://rdp.cme.msu.edu/ Ribosomal Database Project Il -Release 9 website) 1f
TR IR M. P8 AR A% 4 NCBI ) GenBank £l /% .

2 HiR50Hr

21 EMBMERIRLIEE SR

M 1 RTCUE AR JE R RAE 4 NIRRT EC (EAHIT HAR AN K o 58 AR AT X 1358
AT ERARBE,  BEAE SRACFA R (3G n 18 EC {3, PR ARG A R . e kS
XS TG P SAT U, DO AN TR AT R AR B, B T E5e K BT 3 22 FOA AR 06 5 I
WA, L3 BC W R RE . Hrhol IO 2% A B ) 22 S R g 2, TN Y2 W28 i 1 oL YO0, Y1
AC3s frpd C2. Y2 WFE ST YO0 ISR AR NaCl il EEAHRIARBE CT1. Y1, C2. Y2
C3. Y3 W EC{HIBHZER, MERALE.

F1 HBHEMERLEESE (EC) MEM

Table 1 Effects of salt stress on the soil electrical conductivity

R NaCl/ mi SEREHT HTH A EvEr: ]

Code (mmol - L") Cultivar Preplanting Early fruit stage Fruit stage Uprooting stage
Co 0 4% 5 %5 Jinchun 5 0.69 +0.03 a 0.83+027a 0.72+0.07b 0.79 + 0.14 abc
YO AR 145 Jinyou 1 0.71+0.09 a 0.66+0.17 a 0.73+0.38b 0.40 +0.04 d
Cl1 100 45 5 % Jinchun 5 1.84+0.40 2 1.05+£043a 1.13 £0.09 ab 0.42+0.15 cd
Y1 #AL 1 5 Jinyou 1 1.12+£0.37a 0.65+0.11a 0.78 £0.03 b 0.43 £ 0.30 bed
2 200 W4+ 5 5 Jinchun 5 2.72+2.14a 1.38£0.96a 1.23+0.41 ab 0.89+0.13a
Y2 #4115 Jinyou 1 24441422 0.85+0.39a 2.14+1.152 0.75+0.11 abc
C3 300 4% 5 %5 Jinchun 5 280+1.55a 1.56+1.39a 0.63+0.07b 1.04+£027a

Y3 AL 145 Jinyou 1 342+335a 1.67+124a 1.06 + 0.83 ab 0.80+0.12 ab
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22 EpMBXEIRIF L IEMARE RS LRI
221 ARFRIEMEADGGEE #4544 ANUFER I T340 14 16S tDNA V3 X )1 BtPCR™“ )1
DGGERIE (B 1 kI, Vi difisd, A —RzRg&ar, WIEEmMarm gEd, &
fray cIUAEM Eh MRl 4% 5457 300 mmol - L' #hALEE (C3) ML, ibfE ih MUK Al i 1
57200 F1 300 mmol - L' #RACEE (Y2 FIY3) I FEARRIIAR S b, frd i IAE b 2R Y 1
Y2, WEAMRERAEFITC A0 e AT EEARBEC3 FIYO. Y2, Y3 I, &g HAEx YO
. RO ZE AT B 2, APEC3 R AATh, (RERARPEY T TR IRIn,  EREUE RIS
WEYO0 BT 464rhy jo m, MRBRACBEY 1 #5E 4. ko b A A 4L

X E Sk AR I AT HEAT I, RS SRR S IR, R 45 4L NCBI GenBank H LA
RLIRFE VAT LU A HEHEDRRRE o tH3R 2 PTLAE Y, BrilF 815 A8 T 557 1 338 40 B v B ] 5
B, AE 90%LA bo M PAT H 1P BEA LU HEN D 4 K40 R 25H8F: Firmicutes (REEER[]).
Proteobacteria (ZZJETH 7). Gemmatimonadetes (ZEEAFITE[]) A1 Bacteroidetes (EEATEE 1) 457 i
A& T MRS A B

9 4k 2 4%l 74 J& T Proteobacteria (EIEHIT]) [ a—BIEBHA (44 by ¢v g« hy m. n)
Ay - BIEHEN (5 e ke Ds 4500 a JBETHERER T IR R 4507 d 8 T 2F s 1] 2 i
WEs A5l £ IR TR B T AT R R
222  #HApATFH AR L3 i DGGE £ #49% 7% DGGE 45717 8l LU - 38 40 B i vk
145 [ (Hu et al,, 2004). W15 3 Jrox, PaAP R0 CO AT YO 784N I =5 5 BEAR A AN K HL
ZRAEZE (P > 0.05). EMAT LI G E £ 5 & m, MG 2R AR . b
A K, R ACEE R AN B W T N M. 6 SRR [ 2R KB, T R R o B co =
BT Y0 ATCHIFRS IO, AbFE C1 A F & BT YL HZERAR S, A8 C2 4EF
HESFEICT Y2, AP C3MEE T Y3, B C1 Mg w+ 5 B 2 ET Y1, 4 C2
BEET Y2, WH C3 mT Y3 HERARE . RMLrr L, 0 6E S B RAR b g R
& B ARERACEL T, AR BB PR B 4l B ) = 5 BE R s R R, R S RIORR R 4 R
F=m B

COCIC2C3 YOY1Y2Y3 COCIC2C3YOY1Y2Y3 COCIC2C3 YOY1Y2Y3 CO CI1C2C3Y0Y1Y2Y3
A — d —
€ —
b —
C —
SE R HLRI 38 u) FR b
Preplanting Early fruit stage Fruit stage Uprooting period

1 16SrDNAV3 HEE PCR =#¥I#Y DGGE [l
Fig.1 DGGE electrophoretograms of amplified 16S rDNA fragments from soil samples
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F2 HMOEZFH 16S DNA BERRNFLER
Table 2 Sequencing results of 16S rDNA fragments of selected bands
wr TR e [UEMELA  BLAST match -
2k o Accession AEBFREE
o Fragment ARALT 51 ARABAE/ % Gag Putative population
Band number o . .
length Similar sequences Identity Accession
a 173 GQ169288  Uncultured bacterium clone Toolik 90(157/173)  DQ509814 W LER R F} Peptococcaceae
Jun2005_shrubmin_131
b 169 GQ169289  Uncultured bacterium clone F12-GO1 100(169/169)  F1615977 B TR
Sphingomonas
c 169 GQ169290  Uncultured bacterium clone D48 48 95(161/169)  EU580512 AT 1H JE Porphyrobacter
d 171 GQ169291  Uncultured bacterium clone 2G1-58 94(165/174)  EU160218 “F 414 J& Gemmatimonas
e 194 GQ169292  Uncultured bacterium clone CCSD _ 100(194/194)  AY820698 i K B H Thiotrichales
DF1080_B17
f 189 GQ169293  Uncultured soil bacterium clone F6-68 97(186/190) EF688374 R H Flavobacteriaceae
g 169 GQ169294  Uncultured Kaistobacter sp. clone 99(168/169)  EU276569 YA
Plot03-B03 Sphingomonas
h 169 GQ169295  Uncultured Kaistobacter sp. 96(163/169)  EU440706 B RN
clone Plot17-2D04 Sphingomonas
i 173 GQ169296  Uncultured bacterium clone GASP- 93(163/174) EF074958 Uncultured candidate division
WC2S1_Fl12 OD1 bacterium
j 173 GQ169297  Uncultured soil bacterium clone S03 93(163/174) AF507684 Uncultured candidate division
OD1 bacterium
k 194 GQ169298  Uncultured Coxiellaceae bacterium 96(188/194)  EU276556 Tl 7 A%l Coxiellaceae
clone Plot03-B05
1 194 GQ169299  Uncultured gamma proteo bacterium 97(190/194)  EU447449 JeAF# %} Enterobacteriaceae
clone 153 NPW1
m 169 GQ169300  Agrobacterium sp. IMER-B4-18 98(167/169)  FJ796437 IR JE Rhizobium
n 169 GQ169301  Uncultured bacterium clone F12-G12 97(165/169) FJ615987 A A 1 )
Sphingomonas
F3 EAMBNEMURER TS DGGE £ A
Table 3 Effects of salt stress on the DGGE band number of soil bacterial
R NaCl/ il i SE A HT R 2] EvasS ]
Code (mmol - L) Cultivar Preplanting Early fruit stage Fruit stage Uprooting stage
Co 0 H4 5 % Jinchun 5 22.5+0.7d 20.0 £ 0.8 be 20.0 £ 0.8 be 17.5+0.7 bed
YO AL 15 Jinyou 1 250+ 1.4cd 19.3+0.5 be 19.3+0.5 be 17.5+0.7 bed
Cl 100 #4755 Jinchun 5 29.0+2.8 ab 20.0+ 0.8 be 20.0 £ 0.8 be 145+2.1d
Y1 AL 145 Jinyou 1 31.5+2.1a 21.8+0.9 ab 21.8+ 1.0 ab 210+ 14b
C2 200 HAF 5 %5 Jinchun 5 30.0£0.0a 20.0 £ 0.8 be 20.0 £ 0.8 be 260+28a
Y2 AL 145 Jinyou 1 28.5+0.7 ab 233+19a 233+19a 16.5+0.7 cd
C3 300 4 5 *5 Jinchun 5 29.0 £ 0.0 ab 238+3.0a 238+3.0a 19.5+0.7 be
Y3 HAL 145 Jinyou 1 26.0 £ 0.0 be 175€19¢ 175+19¢ 170+ 1.4 cd

2.3
23.1

B BMENERLZ B

Hphiaxt NG %00 NOEMEEE 2 D, RIS o R TR Ak = 2 T,
FK4PRn. G2 ~3 8, AP C2. Y2. C3 M Y3 Xtz B (P<0.05), FEE R A KN
WM e, & AR = (1K 22 e B AG, MEAEG 5 7 A TT AR & A BRI AR R JC B35 25 o AN TR) SR AR
[ A B ) 22 S AN S8 5 o A B TTR Sl PR AR PRI R oy 8 A 552 BB 3 3 P 358 o ot B Rt 3
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4 HMEE R

Table 4 Effects of salt stress on plant heights of cucumber / Cem)

= TEAE )5 JH1 21 Weeks after field planting

Code 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

COo 20.79+433a 40.10+10.12 a 7409+ 12.72 a 105.91 £ 13.98 a 151.57+1798 a 180.72+21.81 a 211.86 +£37.32 a
YO 16.41 £2.35b 31.93 £4.70 ab 61.07 £10.16 ab 87.62 + 14.00 ab 139.44 + 16.94 ab 175.33+17.71 a 206.22 +49.65 a
Cl 14.08 £ 6.03 be 23.51+11.47 be 53.86 +23.60 bc 78.80 +32.84 be 133.43 +40.85 abc 171.15+59.59 a 204.56+30.90 a
Y1 12.87 £4.88 bc 21.99+10.08 ¢ 50.80 +21.58 be 74.08 +29.97 be 122.11 + 39.04 abed 160.40 £42.92 a 203.17+45.24 a
C2 10.79+£5.03 ¢ 19.73 £12.09 ¢ 4431 +10.36 be 70.66 + 13.40 be 125.90 + 19.74 abed 156.43 £ 1093 a 189.88 + 60.44 a
Y2 10.62 +3.87 ¢ 19.71+731¢ 43.25+£23.07 be 63.59 £26.91 be 110.83 +47.46 bed 14537 £48.82 a 189.50 £ 65.08 a
C3 10.62+3.29 ¢ 18.28+£6.52 ¢ 3898+£15.75¢ 63.63 +31.84 be 96.40 + 45.60 cd 139.35+£52.85a 187.78 £ 63.01 a
Y3 9.98+220¢ 16.29 £8.76 ¢ 34.02+21.62c¢ 53.14+32.70 ¢ 92.70 £38.03 d 13591 +£52.11a 182.33+£82.37a

232 HMATEINF 26 Era WK 2 s, BEE ShARRE IR I S b AR BRI, I
BN FIRLE (AR o R SRl HERR 5 5 Ik o 178 kg - #K ', 1004 200, 300 mmol - L™
NaC14b HH ) 3 B MR = AR V™ 2.66%. 18.72%. 39.10%, H. 300 mmol - L NaCly& £h &b B i 3%
T (P<0.05) o SRABU LB AR 1 5 SR B Rk~ B0 1.54 kg - #K ', 100200300 mmol - L™
NaCIAb 2 (1) 3 IR AR IR 14.54% 25.77%~ 32.97%

30 il E5% Jinchun 5 Wil Jinvou

2.0 ab a
ab b b b
]

0.0
0 100 200 300
NaCl /(mmol-L7")

HAR R kg B
Yield per plant

B2 mpMEXEREERERTN

Fig. 2 Effects of salt stress on the cucumber yield per plant

WRPr LI AE R R EEY), XY 2 SR SPEYME . IR MR PRI
Ve KR B2 % (Bowen & Rovira, 1999; Garbevaetal., 2004; R4 %5, 2008).

DGGE ¥ DNA AT A BIANE, 7w LL5 B8 B A AH A B AH2 IS0 P AN [l DNA. A
DGGE Eiv] LLE 2, 7528 VA FIAS RN AR VR 2 3G 4%ty 3R I HAT IX B0 45 iy L AT ) -+ 18 4
BT TR . SREEHAA SR A B s, LI e A oe, X SRR (2008) 77 45 1 —
o ERERT I RTCFRS T AR s b 25 5 4P IR b, PR b 38 22 e 4 22, Ui r
BIRFA A E AR, X S5R R WA AL A E SRR M SO S DA G . ZE 4k
T E R BRSPS A I A R, T R R LR AN R B ) v Eh AR R C3 I 2 R AR
Ut ] 20 JBIp A ] 3 A8 ot AR oo 40 1 RV 4 48 22 R PR IR S M K

WP 275 7 BEKZ JE T Proteobacteria (CRTEBE 1) o BRI AERRARAR B 398 40 T V4 11
FE R AR, EhBUR S AR BRI TR 1 S B s iR AR, TR SR MR i 4 R )
Fm R o IR B P RO 3 22 R 41 1 )8 T Proteobacteria (BRI 1) o - TR, v
- WICWN; 2571 a B THERERR | IV ALER B BL: 457 d J8 T2 AU [ 1 2R il 8, X RA e 2 4F



5 34 SRR ERPREORT BT s - SR TR v S5 A4 A KR T RS2 747

AEAEREE R ZE 4T, ULHA SR e v A - A B4k & B TR T AT R, & 1R
TR ST e G PR TS (Rt 25, 2007), SRR S i LS ST A0 5 2 £ B
AT 2 s 45 m SRR R B AR iy, RN 4 K2 BT s i, HATFE A IBE. 471 bs
g hy nJE TS, 2 TEh Al s (AR, 2007).

X TN R RER S5 AR 2 T —AMB %, B DGGE I3 P (R4 — AN 4R — AN Bl
WA T DNA P4EIUR PCR 7EH 8 FELe R AP /7 i BRI (Farrelly et al., 1995, Polz &
Cavanaugh, 1998), LLKANFE]F41 DNA fA/E3LE B Il gedt, A3 IX MR AE e — 1R BRPE, JF
ANSEAEM. BN, (EERMGAFEL R, X4 DGGE 3 1 IR Ay WL AER A 2008 4 ) — 2 /)
For AT T F B, T ARG (1 73 B 7 VAN e 5 A 1R s IR B 1) S5 B AR S REIE . {H DGGE
S IR RN 22 /D AE — e FETE b (V0 8 S W4t v TR BV 45 M) 2 K 1, DGGE it fit 77— /N E 4y
TR A VR WA 2 REPEAS AR I J7325 (Stamper et al., 2003), Kt DGGE ] LLh 7544 5540
HEPIEEFEINEA L, R T R U A DA S RAE A A EEE L.

UEAh, AREVRBEALEE N 5 SRl = B P A T 22 5, I R AR 07 i T AR U R, (B
KRR, XA R ER AT T A, 2R IER R, B A AR KR EE A B 1
T, EREERREE R, Bl S GRTHLLS) AR R EE AL BC 22 RA W, I s 5t
PR ER, KT I T
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