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530006; 4. 4fifa) A= P AW G ORI AR BT, Wit 05152)

O ik MR EA R AR R SR SRR A A, TS E A M T R, AR R AT L 2% 16S tRNA 2878 H R
X TRARHEAT 43 25 4 5 ) B ol T 92 B ke 2 T YR 0T 38 5 A0 D 1 RN 1 0 S EA T IR RO AR AR B, JE A TR o4 AR o 5 2R3
W« 228 M AR O A R A 1, I R VRN R AR T i R A AR R B 3 R VR T 5 R BB 5 1x10° efu - mL B
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Identification and evaluation of Enterobacter tabaci strain S4

WANG Wei'?, THINZAR Toe™, ZHANG Ya’, ZHANG Ke—cheng', JIANG Ming-guo’, ZHANG Wei', SHI Li-ming', GE Bei—bei'
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ricultural University, Changsha 410128, China; 3.Guangxi University for Nationalities, Nanning 530006, China; 4.Biotechnology Research
Center, Department of Research and Innovation, Kyaukse 05152, Myanmar)

Abstract: To screen for a bacterial strain with plant growth promotion functions and to explore its potential biological functions, strains
were isolated and identified via the plate coating method and 16S rRNA identification technology in the present study. Tomato seeds and
seedlings were treated using fermentation broth and biological agronomic indexes were determined. The strain was identified as Enterobac-
ter tabaci, and the fermentation broth significantly promoted the germination and seedling growth of tomato seeds. Fermentation broth at a
concentration of 1X10* cfu-mL™ had the best growth promoting effect. The root length, plant height, dry weight and fresh weight were higher
by 63.42%, 46.17%, 150.00% and 144.83%, respectively, than in the control group. These results can provide technical support for the de-
velopment of this strain as a microbial fertilizer or microbial plant growth promotion resource.
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BRI A1 , 45 BRI AR 28 SR o
T HEHAC SR AR A AR R BUE S — KRR . 1
YRR AT R R s Y (RE R
M ARG R ) B HL o AR P o AR ) A B SR A
RERRTR . ARPr BA R A AT 2 K7,
DT HE T A AT A 90 2R K 550 B ML B B 36
S B AT g AR a7 AR R R A
L7 0 WA 35 S A MR 8 1T P 5 e A R 7 5
DA Bz 4100 44 iR A R Y 1] 32 4 O 2 A 0 A
ROl g AR RN AR PR i A WO IE S e ) o Sk
() — o TRl AR B g (A e il LA FH T
Yia & ARG o B A SRR BRI AR 2
SR M7 e — RE IR, AR B S M Bl
TR R AR R IR 22— 2R AR — A R Y
AR T T AR MR 7 A 18] 7 PR AR A AR v,
AR B BRI IV AR D AR 2 AR W R B T R B AR
FEEREEE, — SERp IR I B A ) HA i IR TS e K
U A EAE ) A SR T RE , ELCACHE™ M HAT 25
(B R, A LR RAR s - 380 1 B A e A
Py A= AR B TR, X T A7 8L e 25 R Al 2
UER7/E NS R B S S

1 MREFE

1.1 RBE A}

JEAN 5 <7 = R e s 3 R IS EA R
HEBR - SEGUAR Y , - HETRE N 2~40 em. RERAEM L
BEHCE JCR AR AR TS RAE M s RN R] BT KA
4 CIRAF

0 i FH e i i R 2 KB A 802, T R HE T
TR

AR E T R T A 1 R R (R2A) - T BE R 0.5 ¢,
WA 2 g, AE AN 0.5 g, BRI Z LR 0.5 g, AT
PEVERY 0.5 g, K:HPO, 0.3 g, MgSO, - 7H,0 0.05 g, P
2414 0.3 g, % T 1000 mL 7K, pH EHIH £ 7.2, 121 CXK
i 20 min.

SEA IR ICHLBERE F2 0, « Cas(POL), 1%, %W 1%,
MgSO.+7H,0 0.03% ,KC1 0.03% , MnS0.+4H,0 0.003%,
FeSO, - TH,0 0.003%, (NH.),S0, 0.05%, NaCl 0.03%.
[ R 55 % L AE WA B 37 B i St n 2% B3 Rg L B
il 1 55 FEHERT | Cas (PO, 5 85 37 3 HoAth 5 4 43 T 41
42,121 “CK B 20 min,

LB (Luria Bertain) [& /A& 1% 5 3 . 8 A 5 10 g, [
EEBY S5 ¢,NaCl 10 g, B5iflg 15 g, 248 7K 1000 mL,pH 7.0,

— 408 —

LB R K 323 (LB W% ) : e Ry 5 o, BREE 1R
10 g,NaCl 10 g, %1% 7K 1000 mL,pH 7.0,

Salksowski H @& BC /5 : 50 mL 35% HC1O04+1 mL
0.5 mol-L" FeCls,

50 mg - mL™" 4 2 iR %5 WK - 50 mg 8 & R % T 100
mL ZZ K B T AR BE T UL gy
NaOH B .
1.2 R FHE
1.2.1 WA E AR Ik K stk

(1) R & 5 FRELS g HREII AR A 20 mL G
K/ NN K/ INEICA 30 °C.200 1+ min™ $%
PR RE R 37 45 9% 30 min, fif 45 TCH K FE TR 2T
o e R s i B R 4 2 LS mL BT IR
30 mL LB AR 3237, 78 30 °C.200 v+ min™ $7 K kE
RG24 he

(2) T FI A 3 85« N LB ARG 72 B B L mL 4
PR A LR 2 1}107 cfu-mL™, #% 10 5 R B2 AK
RIAS L 1}107 . 1x107° 1x107°, 1x107 cfu-mL ™ 2%
W, R B A AR 7E ACC i v B 35 55 0 B 4m
JHL B A TR R R AT (BT AR
T 34 CHEEIE FRA R 57 48~72 h, FF Pt B A
REZ R E R G PRBUE SR 1Y 55

(3) TR Pk i 00 7 < K T 25 7S [) ) 2P 1 7 ka2 2 2
mL % (2R 1 R2A ARG 95 55 (100 mL R2A Y 455
FEHE + 100 wL 50 mg- L6 2 FRIE ) B DA, 4
SVELE X AN AR IC o K AT BRFN 1Y 2 mL B0 4
BT 30 °C 200 remin~ BEAGEEEHR % 55 77 24 he

4 B4 V5 W B8 7 104 05 16 « DX I A 7] B A 1) 2
mL B0 RS 1 WL B B T 5 4 T AL
Mg 5 e, 41 G AN [R) BR RD Y 5¢ 4 B8 G HL A [
AR 5 SR BT 34 CCHE TR B IR 40 vhoke B 1 3% 24
b, 7 3 A7 VS Wl A5 ) TR T, 5 B TR i S R L
Rl D B A TR LA T IO, T R I S TR TR AR
FU AR A R AR 2 [R]85 25 1 T 12 TR R 1) S Tl R R i

QAT ™™ TAA (| 218 ) 58 1 1A T 8 5 X g AS
[ B AN 2 mL B4 1E 12 000 r-min (9 55 30550 4L
HES L 10 min, B0 J5 40100 wL B35, 5 100
wL A% Salksowski F 43 (0.1 mL 0.5 mol - L™ FeCl; + 5
mL 35% HC10.)7E 96 Ltk | 1: VIRA 47 2 A S,
FF 1 100 pL 5 mg- LAY TAA 5 100 pL Salksowski b
IR 1 VIRAVE R P B K 96 FLARE T 38 Co&%
PR G LR I 40 min, 25 B AR L1, W30 B B ik AT
7= TAA I RE 7, 26 b R B [R) 55 2% 1R IR AR
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IAA 2 W B R A B BEEUR XA 7 1AA fE
PR TR R 7 26 1 58 , SR T L2 P AR R 2 123 43 ) 4 3k 26 TR
PR 4lAk R TR IR A B Al P AR R A
2~3 K W LlAR I B Y 5 F% 28 20 mL Y LB R A 85
FeHerf A 30 °C 200 r- min™ 47 PR HEGHE % 15 5% 24
ho FH500 pl. 40% 4 H 05 500 pl LB i AAE; 72351
PR 1 1TRA 2 2 pL W EOE T IR G AR N bR
ICI 2 L LBV R AE—20 CUKA
1.2.2 BBk 16S rRNA %58

{67 200 1 4 35 D) ] 4 BB 791 6 B B4 7 DN,
K 16S rRNA S 72 $ A X 40 B 2E 17 R & 5, i
51 RN A R SE R B A PR w1 586 B (GE W 5
1.5 ~AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3" ; L In1 5| 4 «
5'-GGTTACTTGTTACGCACTT-3" )., PCR¥" 4 5z Jij
KZ (25 ul) :2XTaq PCR Master mix 12.5 pL . 1E[7] 5]
Y1 pL A 5191 WL, B8 DNA 2 pl, F ddH.0
MR R 25 pLo PCR W FEJF : 94 CTiAZ 1% 5 min,
94 CAZVE 30 s,55~62 CiR K 30 5,72 CIEAH1 90 5,32
A, B2 72 CHEAH 10 min.
1.2.3 PRR & BRI ] £ ST

W 4 T DA R B A A LB AR SR IR E T
28 CHYfE IR IR HDOEHE IR 1 do FETCH S T %
Pl 1 em® K/NI TR DF 22 LB AR RS 95 58, I ks il B
928 C 2 220 remin” (IR IR TR 1 55 24 h,
FH 50 mL B0 JHUAE 27 °C 6000 r-min” £514F N 06
min Ji7 B35 B 31 & BV

B9 SCTCTR B0, P A TR & R R B & 1x10°7
cfu-mL™ B B0, B ELO 8 H IR 100 pL T
LB [E A5 2 M35 WA, i 3 447115, 28 “ClE
T A 5 50 P RE 9% 24 h X B VR BUTE 10~100 2 1] 1 5
IR MAEATIHEL, SROF- IR, TR DO bR [ D8 & T 7
H1x10° cfu-mL™ 5 o HEIZ TR R Y & A B R T AL
0 0.22 pL A L g AR L 08 IE 55 H .
1.2.4 BERR K BEROW 28 N 2 A Rh 7 22 (520

TER G TAES Bk dIt R m — 4R Ak fh 1 4
h, BR B SRR T K IS L HE M 0.2% IR
PR ANV B2 0. 5 min, T8 FH 70% RS 1290 5 min, )5
FHTCHR K 0 3~5 ¥k, Wi T o FJC B T PRI/
3 A — R B b 50 K 36 Rl 7R A TG R IR 4R Y
FEFRM (P90 mm) H, FE43HIMEIA 5 mL R BE 43310 1%
10°,1x10°,2x10*,1x10*,5x10° cfu - mL™" [ % B 1 €
W, w5 B VEGFARIC , X BE L8 AR TRl A [
W RE 1) LB WA FR 5L, PR — 4 JC TR K ) B, Ak
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PI3REE . BT 25 C AHXIRRE R 90% 1)t He by
FEFATP R SR, B HOBRREF R 12 he A H 2 BT IFRS
SR, W55 201 TG B /K LARR G- Fh TR0, R4 AR K
Z 5 E R L5 55 B 4T L A5 .

Pl 2 28 UEARSRE BRI 1 mm S EHE . & 253
SEAE RS BT TS E () H AP, & 2R 5 Bt
Tl 500 A 53 L 5 & 28 R A8 A I IR 25 i) 1 8 Fh - &
RN DR BB A A Y AR S LR 2R
BIFR HiEtE0 d, 8 dIF it &2, 10 dJRITHA K
TR B AC PR R S MR AR SRR, 4
HRAC Bk AR EE T, R T 0 R 2R A
GIRCAE

REFH=10 d & ZE MR EU AR S5 40<100%

(1)

REFR=R]8 d K MR EHEAFh+ B £0x100%

2)
BIFHAL G = S 5 3)
e 6% RN H G DO 5 H A
3N AL
W SRE V=62 Gy (4)

P G N AT 1 A B A H DL G O AR T
it
1.2.5 TRIAR K FEO0S T il 4 e A2 2B 8RBl

RIS SRR e A B ERE LB R
A O FE AR 10123, BEIR BRI 5 0 Y 5
BT H A IR KM 2 RIS, R
BB FL AP B 3~5 R0 Al Bl 7, FFRAEFR B TR
— )2 AT, e R R SR B R A AR
J5 BB B SR TR N 25 C MR N 60% 1Y
MERRSR . AR 2~3 B BT, 8 25 R
FEIRNET RN R B S i ot 4 i
Flaskidsg .

R 5% 10 41, 43 i it FH ok B2 ol 2% 10%, 1% 10
cfu - mL™ 9 DU PR TR A A T2 RN AH )V B 1 LB A4 B
FRIE Xk AL i FH S5 K, BRI AE BRZE 20 RR4D T,
HREIANEL . HFMmL A R T
HRADFE , 30 7 d AR — K o FERERR SR B9 E
I ZR AR K ph AR U IR B DR A A 2 T Y
PREARHR, AR Ak 0T R 55 R4 BT
TR MREON I B A KT AR AR AR
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1.3 #EE

RS KGR FMEGA 5.0 8 i i K SR v
Mg, [ R I 34 R 1000 1K ; il R 248 4512
SPSS 22.0 F A4 75 AL 3

2 HRE5HMH

2.1 FHRHIEE

i L 4 AN R DNA L BETE 5180 DL K b A
16S rRNA J Bt , 15 2] 7K 4 1300 bp B9 3 )5 41)
(1), 2830 770 3545 7 51 $2 28 2 GenBank , % 5%
J¥41 %5 i MN857720, % 3:f NCBI ki & Fil Lk 4t , 15 2] [7]
PR AR bR I R G R EF R (B 2) 45 R/ K
W20 B 5 OB R IHT & A0 1 B8 P [C P b v
VB 2 VD TRBR AT AR R AT TR A R I EG TR (]
T —A4r 44, 5 E B FF 18 8k Enterobacter tabaci
strain YIM Hb-3 [A]J& F—~20 32, L I R bR B 46
E MR B TR
22 BRABENENEMMHFHLZNZMN

I FH TR ke T %) 3 06 b 1 R A T R ZE A R EE
R FREBORNE T Pe BRI e 25 (R 1R WS
FKIZ L (CK) A H ] LK 3 71.33% 19 K 2F %, 5% 10°
cfu-mL™ & IS5 IR 3 AN T AR R R IR AL B, K 2 %
Y3 80% , 435110 80.67% F11 88.67% , 13i. WA B Kk & 18
WAL ORI, W FEAE 1X10° cfu - mL ™ B4R AR B5OR
B KA, K ZFHN 92.00% , K 2FHH 84.67% , K% 215
Bk 36.01, 36 185K 241.21, 2 J5 WG B B T

1500 bp
1000 bp

M:DL 5000 DNA Bl 5 1~5: B4 38 )1 Be s HbR4kali
1300 bp £ 47
M:DL 5000 DNA ladder; 1~5: Amplification fragment of bacterial strain,
the target band is about 1300 bp

B 1 eS| it

Figure 1 Universal primer screening for bacterial strain

PRI 2 TREIRONS T AR -1 e 2R3 M — o M a1
23 ERABENENEMSEERKNTME

FET Rk R MR S 2% 10, 1x10° cfu-mL ™' GEfE
PR EFP 715 & I Z5 5L, LB R Wk & 2x 10 1x10°
cfu - mL™ % i 2 4 AR R 25 (3R 2)
T HARK bk BET R TR R EES
PRIR R VR B 1} 10° efu - mL B 2 i A 412 A A
FABE A 2, b e R BV A 3 -5 6 BERH B, 5
i mE 5T X R G, 43 0 B T 150.00%
144.83% ; AR 0k i 300 Bt 35 S () 2 B8 1 18 o
Ay BN T 63.42% .75.83%.

NR 111998.1 Pantoea agglomerans strain JCM1236 168 ribosomal RNA partial sequence
NR 024642.1 Lelliottia amnigena strain JCM1237 168 ribosomal RNA partial sequence

100
T
17 NR 117679.1 Enterobacter cloacae strain DSM 30054 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence

5 —— NR 041968.1 Buttiauxella agrestis ATCC 33320 strain DSM4586 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence
NR 114503.1 Raoultella terrigena strain ATCC 33257 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence
19 —%E NR 114080.1 Pseude scherichia vulneris strain NBRC 102420 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence
100 NR 114108.1 Kluyvera cryocrescens strain NBRC 102467 168 ribosomal RNA partial sequence
NR 024641.1 Pluralibacter gergoviae ATCC 33028 NBRC 105706 strain JCM 1234 168 ribosomal RNA partial sequence
35 NR 104933.1 Leclercia adecarboxylata strain CIP 82.92 168 ribosomal RNA partial sequence
100 NR 102493.2 Klebsiella aerogenes KCTC 2190 16S ribosomal RNA complete sequence
87 NR 104934.1 Yokenella regensburgei strain CIP 105435 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence
27— 4 TSS20190413-010-4495 .seq.Contigl
L—— NR 146667.2 Enterobacter tabaci strain YIM Hb=3 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence
NR 118292.1 Pectobacterium betavasculorum strain CFBP 2122 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence

. NR 074910.1 Salmonella enterica subsp.enterica strain L'T2 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence
00 i: NR 126317.1 Cedecea lapagei strain DSM 4587 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence
88 NR 044385.1 Serratia nematodiphila DZ0503SBS1 168 ribosomal RNA partial sequence
60_|: NR 028688.1 Citrobacter murliniae strain CDC 2970-59 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence
42 NR 104937.1 Tatumella punctata strain SHS 2003 16S ribosomal RNA partial sequence
2 BETEHREEXMAE 16S RNAFIIMRELBW
Figure 2 The phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA sequences of bacterial strains and related bacteria strains
— 410 — http://www.aed.org.cn
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1 EHREBREIERHFHLZZME

Table 1 Effects of fermentation broth of bacteria on germination of tomato seeds

b e R R R ILPAE R
Treatments Concentration/cfu-mL™ Germination rate/% Germination potential/% Germination index Vigor index
WIBR R I 16 1x10° 68.00 59.33 19.69 105.54
1x10° 84.67 61.33 25.52 176.09
2x10* 86.00 75.33 29.95 167.72
1x10* 92.00 84.67 36.01 241.21
5x10° 88.67 79.33 32.69 181.11
RIS R 1x10° 57.33 52.67 17.72 65.21
1x10° 70.67 60.67 26.54 126.86
2x10* 71.33 31.33 28.21 163.05
1x10° 79.33 64.67 32.14 131.77
5x10° 80.67 68.00 32.59 164.25
KB (CK) 0 71.33 60.00 35.46 184.39

R2 HHREERXEHERKNOZIG

Table 2 The effect of fermentation broth of bacteria on tomato growth

Kb P Treatments

¢ B Concentration/cfu - mL™

H2K Root length/cm

KR Plant height/em 5T Fresh weight/g T8 5 Dry weight/g

T PR R TR 1L 2x10° 8.06+1.60b
1x10* 8.89+1.66a

R R 2x10* 6.73+1.40c
1x10* 7.21+1.72¢

TH7KIZ . (CK) 0 5.44+0.92d

6.60+0.91b 0.39+0.08b 0.03+0.01b
8.95+1.03a 0.71+0.12a 0.05+0.01a
5.76+0.86¢ 0.38+0.10b 0.03+0.01b
6.64+1.12b 0.42+0.09b 0.03+0.01b
5.09+0.79d 0.29+0.06¢ 0.02+0.01¢

1 A9 A ) 7= B % b #2257 i 25 (P<0.05)

Notes : The different letters in a column indicate significant differences among treatments (P<0.05).

3 itig

AR FE AR PR A 1R (Plant growth—promoting
rhizobacteria, PGPR) K H. A [l i . fid A= 484 7 B &R
BORRHE TAE B #4050, T HBOR B2 1) PGPR
AR AR MY A= 77 vh R H4E FE SR M. PGPRIE T Bk
SR AR AUERS SR E R RE T A A
Lea 7)o el e K7/ N SRS i PU WA =X /I Na - 1)} | IV RS
i TS )9 L TR P A A S XA A 1 f
IR = 2R B 02 A= B A S A 0 B R S AF )
AT BB RS R A Sk Ao, R,
CLARE AR AR BRI A 7K 22 8 T 2 AT 11 & R
MiwE & A, G ST E E A E S VD KRR
Kyt A REE S . AT LI R IAR AR B v 20 5
AT — R AT B R AT R T 2015 4515 I Bk
8 T B , AT s AR T, frfa
YIM Hb-3T. AHCHIETS HHH LK ZH DNA G+C &l
SE M 54.8% mol , KT 16S rRNA KK 4 R 58k B #

http://www.aed.org.cn

A S F 5143 H1, YIM Hb=3T 5 5% B 7 4 1 LMG
25706T [ R Gi kB R FZ JN V)RR A R 2= 0
HREGOR RGER B T DNA-DNA JEZ R IR
YIM Hb-3T(=KACC 17832T=KCTC 42694T)J& T i
JEI—SERI, JEEOC TR BB D AT
58 IR B AT O B B R A 8OR o [RIEE, AR
FEA I UEIZ B MR T EL R 3 B BERIOCR , & IHx
s I L T B B I RIACR . 28 BRTIR  AESR
AR E AR LE R AN SE R i — D R A )
DEAEA AT S M R NS T B

4 it

A 3 MRV A 125 L B 168 rRNA AR i e 15 51—
PRELAT (2 A=A P B A AT , 448 56 7 T TR PR A 0 e A A
(Enterobacter tabaci) . XS Tl Fh 0 7 & F14)
B AR A 35 A T WS R AR T K Ry
4 R R A PR BT A A ) A A S R
A 7oe
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