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Abstract

In order to explore the community structure and environmental factor characteristics of culturable
phosphate-solubilizing bacteria (PSB) in the rhizosphere sediments of four native submerged plants
in Dianchi Lake, Yunnan province. [Method] By using the method of functional screening medium
and basing on the 16S rDNA sequence phylogenetic analysis of PSB, the PSB strains were isolated
and identified from the rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere sediments and using the software BIODAP
and Canoco analysis the diversity of PSB and the relationship between the environmental factors.
The results showed that 86 strains of PSB were cultured and isolated, belonging to 27 species and 8
genera. Among them, the Pseudomonas was the dominant bacterium, accounting for 22% and dis-
tributed in 11 species of this genus. The Bacillus accounted for 18% of the total isolated species, and
3 species were isolated. The community structure of PSB was significantly different in the rhizos-
phere and non-rhizosphere sediments of the submerged plants in Dianchi Lake. RDA analysis found
that the REDOX potential (Eh) and the soluble active phosphorus (SRP) were the main environmen-
tal factors for the distribution of PSB.
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1. 3]

B E SN E SRR R AT S KIS B TR RK ARG S, SBUKIEAS D)
RERT™ EIRAL[1]. VUK KA RGN EEYIREF R, 25 E FRUWARSH
WIS (2] [3]. UUKREPIAT DL s KB, WRIOK R R BEATA HLA A5 R e s AR
REAZ I AR BACUNE B, WG A EM . IR SRR I B A, ORISR, RV pH (E
ARAGIE SR AL AE (4] FERAHIA TP TR IR E A M TS mwhin £ S R AR EM 2 AR E VR [5].

Wi KA B IR R IR E R 72—, BT AE R K B EZEITR6]. KAEIETH
BERA HUBEAS REBOK A B RIAT, ORI RES R i R0 T2 ZRIE T Ui O E i, T
TR UIRR YA ROBRE TR SR B A E W — SR R TR [ 7). AR T RE O ) A e v M It e A Dy T Kk A=
T BT PERES] (9] TUAKHEA AT LK AR PR IR M RO HLSOR SR 0 5 8, $ v S M R A 2k
TTCAR b A= 40 A SR CAE BERE A6 AR R O WRSL, A R T UAR Y R R 0D T LKA
—— R T A LSRR [10] [11] [12]. BRI IEN 2 SUTRMBE KA L SR, MAESR
G S S DR E T EENE, RENS e Bt KA RTR i R e I R 4E[13] [14]. HAT, 1R
S W FUE R & E SR UUR UK 5 R U V) D RESSTE 1] AAE AR T, PR TU IR rh e i v A 7

][l
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H I, (RIS

VAR AN 73 AR AE X B 8 SR ) A ST B B R A A N A AN B R B T AN E

AR TR RN AT AR ) AR B A 0 B 0 T 0 B, TR - 22 KA AR B AN AR AR B T 85 77 A
T ROV S5 A R XA R AEREAT W 9T, AR EE— 2 0 FE b UK 5 BRE AA R A A2, A=
DI REAN A A AR At AEAl

2. MRS
2.1. s

SR FH [ 42 355 575 5 5% 0 B U UAR ) v B AR B TR [ 15 o AARIREE B 20 B 5 9 2 - BT &0 10 g5 (NHL4),804 0.5 g,
KC10.3 g, MgSO,7H,0 0.3 g, Ca3(PO4)2 10 g, FeSO,-7H,0 0.03 g, MnSO,4H,0 0.03 g, 7K 1000 mL,
¥iflg 20 g, pH H 7.0~7.5,

SKH LB i FRHE0 43 5945 2 (W Al o T 2E AT 20 AL AN DR . LB BrRdk: JREE IR 10 g, BB 5 g, NaCl
10g, %fi§20g, 7K 1000 mL, ] 5 mol/L NaOH i pH % 7.0,

22. /&

2.2.1. fFRXE

2017 4 6 H, S5EHTSR T L F DK /- A AT S5 R, RCREE A VUK 410 X
(24°52'10"N, 102°39'41"E)FI I R A% IE [X (24°52'20"N, 102°39'24"E) U ARM) o JEL I PG 3 2 UK A 4 70
8 FWNEX, SRFE AL TG R PE AT, KA A K XIBOKIRZ) 2.1 m, pH N 7.65, &R
N 38 cm, FESAMHEHRNR L. DRIBT3. BIERREEMEH BERARARE, VUKMEYEELE
20%~30%, ZXILITHEYRATIEE] 1.63 kem®e T FTAE I 5 TUKEY S AHFIER T, 0k
BB 2 PUKE R 4 PR AR N i R, $omt B (Hydrilla verticillata) . B IR+ 3¢
(Potamogeton pectinatus)~ KHRT-2%(Potamogeton malaianus)FFLIRINE i (Myriophyllum spicatum), H
TEYIRFEZE 4 FhUUKEDERSGER, JTUKHEMRIRRE 2 mm MU ERES T, RATCHEPRE
85, EFEYIREE 3 MEMRIIEES, SR 12 MM . TR IXKIEL 3 m, pH A 7.5, LY
XUURRIIAE St R B R AR B 28 K2, SKRAE 3 A FATHEM, RATW HRAELE T . B DU AL S s =]
IR % 5 T AR I 2> B IR AR, RN REAT B BT E o

2.2.2. HRBUMRNE

SRAELFHORE A (8] S8 =2, UARA ] B8 0L 5000 rpm 250 10 min FRAGITARAB] B K o 18] B /K FHARCH
N 72 T AR AR B A0 AR o T AR 20 o 1) 9 i 4L (D O) ML B 38 S FEL 2 (B o TR K HR VA AR 1k S B (DTP)
R A 3 Tl (SRP) R HE /KRR R 7K ) M 77 v (B DU BR) ) Sl S8 [ 160 IR sl (TP)R I AH iR B
G ICICEEVEEATIE[16],  SVE(TN) I E J792 WSCHR[17], A HLER(TOC) I E 771 WSTR[ 18]

2.2.3. RBAREN ST BHAL

B R FUTUK D AR BRI AER BRI % 10 g 2T 100 mL TR K HE RS, BT8R
FERRRE, BRI 1 x 107 1x 10780 1 x 10 RO, ¥R A0 BRSNS 7 B35 92 56 FAR b, B8 2 h 5
BRI i, T 28°CHiF% 24 ho 1 TABEAN E VA MBS FR R e A O AL, A B W BBl B V5 o
BRSO VR, K DU RE R RS, ARYE BTSSR SR A B R R, MR VE RS LB
PR BB SR, dkaRREIRaifh 2~3 Kk, IRAFAEE R, SR E LB Rl T 4 CHRAE .

224, BERENSTENFEE
DNA $#2HUHT PCR #734: H Lysis Buffer for Microorganism to Direct PCR (TaKaRa)XJ ) &5 BT 15 il i b

DOI: 10.12677/amb.2021.102014 117 A HTI


https://doi.org/10.12677/amb.2021.102014

1,

twAZ

BT MRRLR, ARSI EE N PCR &8 AR . X HREU4H B 16S tDNA #E47 PCR ¥4, £ H
514 27F (5’-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3")#1 1541R (5’~-AAGGAGGTGATCCAGCCGCA-3"). PCR
PHEFERN: 94C 5 min, 94°C 60s, 59°C 60s, 72°C 60s, 30 NMEH, 72°C 10 min, ¥ =4idktT
1%E AR IE A PR AE I, PCR P24 A T AEW) TR (LR IR0 A PR 2 =) HEAT I 57 .

RGUKEMIRE: KL E Bk PCR 9714 v BOlll /7 45 4 DNAStar #4445 /5 (197 5I7E Gen-Bank
I8 7 51 5045 (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/blast) {1 i3E 47 75 28 7 51 LUt 3128 5 AR 1A S5t e 14D A 2 178 6 ke
1) 16S tDNA 7%, H CLUSTAL W #4472 EFFILLXI[19], 1 MEGA X #AHIL0HE
(Neighbor-joining) 347 5 25 T AR 2 R R BEAL B [20], EEEEUAE 1000 Ki3E4T H B 1E (Bootstrapvalue) 74T,
T 38 TR I AR 5 5 AL [ 21

22.5. BHESHE SRR FRXES T

N.H BIODAP 5 2 FE P F8 305 BT KA YR B A1 AERR bRyt AR o el v 10 2 FE I o B It A R
KA AR B TR A0 P B 558 R R e 3 B 9 70 A SRR IR 2E AT 204 46 B, SR FH Canoco 5.1 #1247 RDA 7347,
Spss B HEAT B R I6 20 8T « A Z 47 7% (Monte Carlo permutation) £ 36 2> #T RDA HE 7 flikF AEAE 7 2
E, KRR BAEDT, B B 499 k(22].

3. ERESH
3.1. KRR BRAFEMR BRITERD IR (LT R

FIOK PR BRFIAERRBR DU+ Eh A SRP S EAFE R ZR . W& 1 Pl LA, JUKHEY
ARBRUTRI) Eh LLTCH A /A &, RIVOKE I & 7 IRBR TR ) Ehe JERRBRUTAR AR BR
7K SRP 2 JUK PR BRI PN 2.4~3.2 £5, [EFE/K DTP &5 SRP A0 —5; (AR TUKEPIAR br X 3T
T SRP X DTP H 5T R LE 52.9%~72.4%, AEMRFRUTIRY) SRP X DTP 5Tk A 42.5%. A EFEY
HRBR TN #1 TOC fAAE—E Z 5, Hm TAERER, MAERPRITERIR) TP & TR R . A [FEHE A 1E] |
YR BRFIHERR BRIE ) DO & &2 F /1.

Table 1. Physical and chemical characteristics of the rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere sediments in Dianchi Lake

F 1. EMITUKAEYIR PR EAR PRI B0 B

Fes M%(gke)  BHW(gke) — ABf(gke) DIP(mg/L) SRP(mg/l)  FMIEFEHEAM(mMV)  HFEA(umol/L)
HV 3.23 28.28 1.63 0.045 0.028 223.56 215.73

PP 237 24.13 2.13 0.038 0.026 289.43 265.57

PM 2.82 25.44 1.61 0.051 0.027 256.67 236.32

MS 2.47 27.92 1.84 0.029 0.021 325.54 315.47
Non 1.81 16.81 2.49 0.160 0.068 164.27 22381

E: HV, RH-EEE; PP, AR TIE; PM, HSRIRT2E, MS, HURIUESE:; Non, ARMRPRIIAI; DTP, [MIBUKHHE#IELRE; SRP,
TR L

3.2. FKEMIRBRAIERPRTTR Y B E R 91

SR T KA AR B AN AEAR B IO AR ) v i i 0E AT 70 B Tk 1 7%, J6 70 A9 B 1 3L 86 Wk T A
E PRI 16S tDNA F8I{E GenBank ¥dfs i #EAT LEXS i, ARMUNE > 97%MI= 08— b, 3k 8 V& 27 4
Fp(H 2)0 L 27 DA FEIMAREBE MR 16S rDNA JPAIME KRG BRI, TUKEYIRBRFIIER Brig
W LB BN Pseudomonas Bacillus+ Burkholderia 1 Microbacterium g—‘%(@] 1o R EE A
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TR SRR E PRI B EE, HEE22%, $519 ¥k 11 AR FFEE S S8R 21%, 18 #RILFE 34
Tt Burkholderia M Microbacterium W 2 B HRBE I B ERE, 7090108 15%H0 12%. Horr, Fem MR35,
B R TS FNAER N R 35 B i e 1 LA Pseudomonas~ Bacillus A1 Burkholderia =M@ N, H1ZEYIIRE IR
TR B S B TN 52.9% 64.7%F1 63.6%; Z5KER T 32 L Pseudomonas- Bacillus A1 Ensifer =& A E,
HIZAE YR B AR B L BT 52.4% s ARAR PRyt AR il e Ve A B R AR 38 R 8 o AN RIDT/AKAE MIAR B A 3%
FR B DR SRR ARAE — B 57 o

Table 2. Distribution of PSB isolated from the rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere sediments of submerged plants in Dianchi Lake

= 2. ARIUKEYRIFRIERFOARYBSMEEEN D6

Genus Species HV PP PM MS Non Total

Acinetobacter dispersus 1 1 1 0 0

Acinetobacter Acinetobacter guillouiae 0 0 1 1 0 6
Acinetobacter lactucae 1 0 0 0 0
Bacillus mycoides 1 1 1 1 1

Bacillus Bacillus toyonensis 1 2 0 3 1 18
Bacillus thuringiensis 1 2 2 1 0
Burkholderia cepacia 1 2 2 1 1

Burkholderia 13
Burkholderia contaminans 2 1 0 2 1

Ensifer Ensifer adhaerens 1 1 4 2 1 9
Enterobacter asburiae 2 1 1 0 1

Enterobacter 7
Enterobacter ludwigii 0 0 1 1 0
Pseudomonas alcaligenes 1 0 1 1
Pseudomonas brenneri 0 1 0 1 0
Pseudomonas lurida 1 0 0 0 0
Pseudomonas moraviensis 0 1 1 0 0
Pseudomonas mosselii 1 0 0 1 0

Pseudomonas Pseudomonas oryzihabitans 0 0 0 1 0 19
Pseudomonas palleroniana 0 0 2 0 0
Pseudomonas poae 0 1 0 0 0
Pseudomonas protegens 0 0 0 1 0
Pseudomonas putida 0 0 1 0 1
Pseudomonas tolaasii 0 0 0 2 0
Microbacterium proteolyticum 1 1 2 1 1

Microbacterium 10
Microbacterium foliorum 1 1 0 2 0
Serratia fonticola 0 1 1 0 0

Serratia 4
Serratia liquefaciens 1 0 0 1 0

Total 17 17 21 22 9 86

Shannon-Weiner index 2.67 2.59 2.52 2.69 2.20

VE: HV, $eMHEE(Hydrilla verticillata); PP, B NHRFE(Potamogeton pectinatus); PM, I KHR-FE(Potamogeton malaianus), MS, FEIR
IR FEE(Myriophyllum spicatum); Non, JEFRFRITAY).
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Figure 1. Neighbour-joining tree constructed of PSB strains based on the 16S rDNA gene sequences
& 1. &F 16S rDNA EREMEFIFFHEE Neighbour-joining & B it
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EWE, B2

3.3. IREE T EBE SRR

RDA M &5 RN, 52 i 18 20 A7 1 BRI R R A ae W A2 (Eh) A SRP, o Eh XF 4%
FRISEIR LA 2 35 P, Eh X RETE A8 3 (AR 2 Ol 49.8% (F = 3.0, P = 0.06), SRP X EEVE 2045 I TR N 43.4%(F
=2.3,P=0.018). \[& 2 A LLFE i, Microbacterium W= & FE 5% Eh £ 1EAHSG, Hik FIZEKF(P = 0.026);
Bacillus 5 DO £ IEMIE(P = 0.070), Microbacterium 1 Bacillus 5 SRP £ AR (P = 0.058 Fl P = 0.155),
Pseudomonas 5 TP 2 [H] 2 AP = 0.258), -5 H AL AEmE B FIAH SPEA B . TOC 1 /2 52 M fie i 1 2%
FEAEDTKAEAR BRATAERR PR UTARY Hh 23 A0 R SRR B R 22—

<o
o Ensifer Enterobacter
Acinetobacter pTP
SRP
TN
Pseudomonas
Serratia
g TP
E
o
S
=
2
2
=
Bacillus
o Burkholderia
-

1.0 1.0

Figure 2. RDA biplot of PSB distribution and environmental
factors in Dianchi Lake

2. SEHAEIMR BRI T SEREE TA RDA 47
4. &Eip
4.1. ARETKEDRENBEEE 21

AN RGO AR BRUTAR Y o i i O LS R AE i 2 . R TR BIA TR TS AR
FEHEN RS E L Pseudomonas, Bacillus A1 Burkholderia =A@ N, o iZEYIR G E 2505558
52.9%- 64.7%AM 63.6%, HRHLHIAFAEZES . BRIRT L Pseudomonas~ Bacillus 1 Ensifer =>J&N
T, HIZHEYIRPREREE SE 52.4%, ST 3 MY BEREA R JoR YA XU
R o e ol TR V50T S PR DR 35 B U o AH DRI T 3R B, DT/ A ) SR B0 Tl A WD R U 5 A6 A 3 3 5 [ 23
UK I8 SR FR 05 3 SO AR BRI B8 =P pH KB BRI, o508 T AR BRI A MR I I 45 )
AN FUTARAE Y IR PR s o A7 A 22 57 . S E WS 45 RARML, Pseudomonas 1 Bacillus ZFEYIHR Fr +
B F R R R E, SR TR T SS%MRRERAE Y B R [24]. AR LEUTR IR R X R
W, Bacillus 734 fe) ™ IZRAE[25]. FERIL R ZTORY b A MR B B2 BL Bacillus 9L JE(7] -
T AR T AROE B R R R AR B T 0 B, TR B B O A B A Z P AE Pseudomonas
Bacillus 55, A7 RUTA 1 ifg o Bt 0 22 B v AR M i) i AR A

4.2. JUKIEDIR PR SE SRR FHExM
UK AR 3% P 0 R0 v 48 A JER L ASE (B ) T R 420 ) 8 7K ) A e 33 e Tl (SRP) o AR Tl 11 T 6 4
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H I, (RIS

P 5 25 52 o UKAE ) AT MG ORI S8 IR BERE I, e AR R B AR SR LA, 3BT R 1 R B
TR EE A D AR AR SE[26]. 785 1THSRABL AN TR e AR AR B fie #E JUAR Y b 484G 2 B 1
SEALIE P EAIE AL BTG SR T R 150% [27]. FHRBT ST AL, SUKAEHARSHE Zh & 5 M iR PRt
P rp AN S LA, T R B A ) (VA S5 (28] DT/KREE I 4 s DU A R AR A SR LT, AR
JE R 5 A B D RER A D B 23 A SR AR S o FETURKAE A 1) DX, TR LB (TOC) M i 45(DO)
Y38 T A 2 (3t A A BT (A QU B, AL AST KA AR B R0 B A 1 =R 2 5 v 1 ARAR B [29] [30] [A]
I, FEUURK R SR 2R RS LR AR 2 BT RO A, 3 T 5 B o RIFRORCR 311 i A
Z 5P A R RR G AR TUKEYARPRTURY) T TP & T ARRPR TR . R YR i e 2 X
s, RO R ORI AT KR 5 R YR W R R U DGR 2R [32]0 WA R MR I, UK M RE S IR SR BT AR
Yorb SRP [33]; BEMISEWAAFBERE R L5 A0 70 A 5 SRP B AUARSC . PIKIEIMRA HA 208 Bk B T 0T
Yy, TUUARY b R A e (23t 7 ORI SRP FIRET34] . WU/KAE IR B TORR 400 v At Bk B 1) A A o
Ko ATRHIE SRR TS UIAR G  TUKMPIRRBRURYIAT B3 B TOC Al DO S5 A %A, il mifg
AN R RV (0 2 FEVE, R BRAN B 00 A A7 SR 15 AR E ASOR I, 0 AR W A1 B 1 58 1 AL DX AR B
R R, PRRE T UK A K IR E -

E&WE

8 H T AR B B GRS ) R REAIT S A & BT 42 100 H (2017FHO01-111, 202001BA070001-163) B B
SRR R NA G #EITH (YIL19004)
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