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Abstract

Contaminant bacteria were isolated from the tissue culture medium of Magnolia sieboldii using
streak plate method. Strains were identified using 16S rDNA sequencing analysis. Then cluster
analysis was performed by NJ tree method in MEGA?7.0 software. Results: 95 strains were isolated
from the tissue culture medium of Magnolia sieboldi. Shannon index (H.) of flora is 1.91. Most
strains were gram-negative bacteria. Those strains were close in evolution relationship. Conclu-
sion: The diversity of contamination bacteria of Magnolia sieboldii was lower, most belongs to
gram-negative bacteria. So the control strategy of gram-negative bacteria could be used in conta-
minant of Magnolia sieboldii tissue culture.
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KRG BIEMR IR ZSME IR E T 7 B HB#R, H16S rDNARFSIN 5 Rtk T IR 0 K
£, BAMEGA7.0% M PNJIERT R AR ZH BB RBHTREI . SR NRLAZHREIEFE
B HOSERISHEE, RLARZERE Shannonti $ (H)EN1.91, FEBEMBER, ARSHONE
ZRPAME. BRERSHEERL EBOAERIE. 48 RARZHEBRES BRI, UEZRH®
WAE, FEEREEN ETERSHSEZ KAERME T %,
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1. 5|8

EREAL R R, HRG AT BRI RSz —. HRRd &, S58E~K
AIEI, IRZENTT W IIFNE Ty BRI AT s G e, S G R PR B T DA 2 Va2 s ) AR
72 AR ASE AR R ) 1

HRT, XTSI IR 15 it 70 32 AR R 755 Yo i TR R R [ 45 it 77 T o SR — s LA bk
FIRAVEOT AME PR IEAT AL B AT DL 208D — SR L RS e, (B SR S pi A AR T
KA1 [2] [3] [4]. J. Fisse LB &R 11 MIEE R IEREY SMEAR T N AR BRI . fERFRE N
N FE 5 S 71 T 2R Sk 0 1 2 mT DAY RS SR A 45 9 rp 22 IR A (5] XRS5 R F IE A8 B i s dg Ll
BT A RAEDD AR B S DA R IR A PR 25515 Y B 16 0F 78 6] o AE IR0 B 77 LA I 2 (KA R
XS T T NEREA, F AR A FIRBDUN EIRBUE 2 WAL KERAE TRE, RO EL
st e A 7= s YRl B A E F (7] 2Rt ® IR 25, R BUAER . MPIEAER. S
< 577 75 B ABL D A K HE ) 45 e 39 b 0 %o AL A 4 S et R T R DL B S AT T AR AN T
JILCE T, FEAERE T T 0B R 28 v AR K A R 2 i 8 ]

KT LB 32 AR rp 1 R 205 e P 2R S e i T b o AR M 4 DU B S 0 8 v e A 2 B
NMEL, BEATTS GBI B AL, AR R IR AT H S R R S P R R R B R AT L
Wkt e, HhEE. HERRERE. BEBAMRERE. JHE9e0m B R K E 20 A s 68 K5 &
. VUIRERGR[9]. 75 TSR WA UM R 30k (R A2 20 885 A2 7 ZE 1) (035 e idh AT o S Al fb G 7%, 19 H
F B R RN AT R AR R R R, AR, B, SRR E SRR 150
B, HES RS wTE R s R AR, B RS G R H[10].

KLU (Magnolia sieboldii K. Koch) £ FAE. R T —AMEmRBEED[11]. 2HREHS
i, HAREI SR EERSY, BE A HMME12] [13] [14]. HRT, fFASEgmn 5 R SR 55
M, RAARZMFHCE H b @A SR TR H R DR B AR, BTG R Bl
BT AR AR [ 15] [16], $2H175 R ARA, R, A SCLAR AR 24 4115w BT Je i it 705 4
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KT

K RI& 2 B AR, SRR RS9 16S tDNA J741, 55 040 22 v O 0140 7 LGS 1 R
LR TSR BRI, AR TR 2 A PR I B A 495 0 DAY R R 2 AR AR IR Y5 5, (RIS
WO E R B G SR 2%

2. RIS
2.1, KM S4E

RIGF R A HF AR B R . T 5 B, 6 A RIIFIE, R ZLE R R 4IEE AT
WRLARZER . REMIBRAIE: KM 1 h, P ERIRIE 20 min, 0.1% HgCl, JH% 7 min, JC
B K 6 1K

2.2. REWFHE

2.2.1. EFESHFT

1) Bs 5577 5 BRI TG 1

T8 Bs BE R MIEC 7, 43 B Bs KEIJCEBRR(10 £i%), Bs flE 70 R BER(200 %), Bs k5 BHR (200
)5 Bs AN ERE(100 £5). &M alR 7 0 ik, AN A SEIRAERES, &EB SRR,
WEUFFRES, JAE 4 CUKFE P ORAF R

2) AR P o BRI T

JeHZb & 1 mol/L NaOH ¥ fiR B K 3 IBA, F IR 28 18/K 5 ARG 0.5 mg/mL IBA RHE; /D&
1 mol/L HCL WA R4 73 3 5 6-BA, T AR A ZE1B/KE 2 FLEL 0.5 mg/mL 6-BA RE % H .

3) Bs [l 4 35 7 5 Fr i 1

LENERY 6 g« TEFE 30 g, NN/KZ) 800 ml, MMAVEAR. IEMKEITEHERER. EGERRR. PER R
BN oT BRI A K8 4 0T B B 43 3 BN 100 mLy 5 mL 5 mL. 10 mL, FAIA 6-BA
W 2mL, IBA B 0.6 mL, 2% 1000 ml, i 1 mol/L NaOH Wi pH =5.8. mERE KE)G&H .

222, FEMEEE
BERBT AN 1 om 240 AT 2F 2R B E Bs + 1.0 mg/L6-BA + 0.3 mg/L IBA 5775, JAAERI5 % N %
7 15d. BN BEFRIEEQ3 £2)C, JEEIRE 1500 Ix, YGRS (E] 10~12 h/d.

2.23. [SRE S BAL

AR LS R R, SRR T S . AR IO S VAL, TN N B Y A
LB AR 723E R0 5, 76 28 CRIBRF: 1~2 d. BURETEH YMA EkE 725 k2k 4tk 3 7k, 53
ALY R -

224. FRENSBSERE

1) 45 DNA $#£H

HUS PR ELBE7A T S mL LB VA REFR 3 R 5 37 0, BRI 200 pL, 12,000 r &0 2 min, 7 E3F, UL
YENN 100 pL 0.2% SDS, #AHEE~], 100°CAHE 10 min, 12,000 r &0 5 min, _E3E A& E R ZH DNA.

2) PCR § 3 5k

DUSRE A 4HE HE 4] DNA ik, JH 16S tDNA @ 519347 PCR ¥4, 514194 BSF8
(5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3"), Rii#514) 1: BSR1541 (5-AAGCAGGTCATCCAGCCGCA-3*) [17],
TSI 2: MIb 16 (5°-GGCTGCTGGCACGTAGTTAG-3") [18]. M AKR: 30 uL (H,0: 12.5 uL, 2 x Taq
Bg: 15 uL, 5149 1.5 uL, BEM: 1 pl). PCR NFESF: 95C 5Smin; 95°C 20s, 59°C 20s, 72°C 1.5 min,
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KN %

30 RAEFR; 72°C 2min. F 1%A935 T BEEE I H kARG PCR 3184 724

3) 16S rDNA 5 BfIFe 511l &

W BB R AT (1 PCR P24t il 6 5 AR 2 7] 33E4T DNA R4 E, W7 514902 PCR 44
514,

4) DNA 7583 K 53 #r

WP 45 2% MEGAT.0 A LB TCH P A G, 16282k NCBI A FR AR 5 73 H, % & BRI T IR 7
FEEUEE . YRS EE PR DR AR 16S tDNA J7 51 [F YRV & AR A E . F Excel (BiodixcelforEx-
cel2007.xlIsx [19]) /i & FEEE . 52 Shannon FEEEZ FEES 4. H MEGAT7.0 #4i3H1T DNA ¥
FIEERE, 3% NI A28 F Bootstrap #:30(1000 70)% K oA 24 4 1515 YL B 34T RS04 o
3. ZERE5VHE
3.1. &R
3.1.1. REARZERSRENSBESLE

KA B, 30 R ZOR 2 BTG A 73 55 aifb i 105 #k1, KHAHE 16S tDNA J7
TR BN E T 95 MR, 5|4 BSF8-BSR1541 %5 1t 34 #kIH, 514 BSF8-MIbl6 %5
61 PRI . MISHEMME A, RUARZGERDIREBRSEIEQI M) THBAMEQRL #). FERES
BN, HAPERAREIL Y 60%, 45k ZHONE L RAMERGE ).

Table 1. Identification of bacteria in tissue culture of Magnolia sieboldii

F 1. REARZEIFSRENLEE

514 Bk HE HH ID T4 L] FUBE (%) EXRGE
B2B25 4 KU738958.1  Enterobacteriaceae bacterium T 97.95 G-
B2H25 2 KR010982.1 Pantoea agglomerans DAz 98.29 G-
B5X25 20  MHS884040.1 Pseudomonas sp. T B B 100.00 G-
BSF8-BSR1541 B8-45 1 LT962480.1 Pseudomonas syringae pv. TN 98.30 G-
B12-35 1 MF077144.1 Pseudomonas cichorii 255 B O 100.00 G-
Bl1l11 5 MH686062.1 Methylobacterium sp. FA AT 13 99.42 G-
Bl14 1 MH379725.1  Stenotrophomonas maltophilia W&77 % 75 £ ¥l 14 99.88 G-
M10-17 29 MK517637.1 Pseudomonas tremae Ly BRI T 100.00 G-
MI12-17 5 MF943243.1 Pseudomonas cichorii BB 100.00 G-
M2B17 15 CPO11132.1 Citrobacteramalonaticus MR H 99.28 G-
BSF8-MIb16 M2H17 5 MH101508.1 Pantoea agglomerans jpdziba] 100.00 G-
Ml111 1 MH686062.1 Methylobacterium sp. FA AT 13 99.48 G-
Ml114 5 CP031741.1 Stenotrophomonas sp. Fo R A 100.00
M123 1 AP018587.1 Staphylococcus caprae IIES RPN 100.00

3.1.2. REAKRZLAFISRER S
RURZIGHER M ZAEED YA RE Y, T5 RIS B = (Berger-Parker 1540(d)), UiWI5 G
AR R, ASCH S E MR B EOVBR R E . 1R SRS IR A K, Margalef
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T %

e (dpa) 9 1.98, BIHIR AR ZIG YR RIEIFAIZMZ . Simpson FEHA)EEBAL A 0.18, YiWIT5 4w #E
R AR ECR R . 15 Y BB 2 AR VERUIK, Shannon FRE(H,VE A 1.91, BEHIS LT PR IEIEA

&, fEfEH PR BN 5 o BEVE NI SIRETE Pielou FEEU(J,)ME N 0.83, VLIS W BED A AL, 171
FELEAR I BRI R RECR 2)
Table 2. Diversity analysis of bacteria in tissue culture of Magnolia sieboldii
2. REUARZEIBSREANSHEN S

Berger-Parker $8%(d) Margalef 35 (d).) Simpson FE¥(1) Shannon 78 %((H.) Pielou $H$(J.)

3.28 1.98 0.18 1.91 0.83

M.H MEGA7.0 AR R LR ZEH BTG5 R m AT R0, SRILE 1. iR, RER=EM 95
RIS, JEAR By 5| AR > Pk . LUBCRRIR 1) /2 BSF8-BSR1541 A B ik B8-45 (T & i iy
), HFs7Edk L E 5 BSF8-MIbl6 4 %3 (K 1).

M10-17

Mi12-17

29 1MF943243.1_Pscudomonas_cichorii

M2B17
CP011132.1_Citrobacter_amalonaticus

94

M2H17

29 IMH101508.1_Pantoca_agglomerans

s Mil4
22 1CP031741.1_Stenotrophomonas_sp.
1o M1
4”{ MH686062.1_Methylobacterium_sp.(2)
Mi23
251 AP018587.1_Staphylococcus_aprae

| B8-45
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i
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Figure 1. Cluster analysis of bacteria in tissue culture of Magnolia sieboldii

Bl 1. REARZARSRENRLDRE

3.2. iWig
MR LA ZEBAME R ARG IR RE b > B AL T 95 MRTG BBtk . ZREVE T A RRT, Rk
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AT %

s

TSR SRS, BAPENI RIS R, MBI LA, 2 PhRE, R RAORET5%

APRELD, HEZONDBIUER, B, HARG QR DA R, R EZERIE T 3 25
R B R A1)t A A 8 PR AR L5 LR

RUARZHEGRE AR ZHOVE L RYIER, 2R E AR b S 2 IR, R A SME R REA

KPS, I CBFRCE R, AT RESR R R E AR, MR IRA R RE P TS LR . 534t
FERGFRIE AT A BN E 7 IS PR 3 3 SN 22 30 T 3R S0 2 22 IRBIVE i AR B A R, W)

i&#

DRARGE LR
RALAR MBS G Bk B8-45 Ah, K2 BAEHEL EREONHEIE , $om 5 Ger s i) 75 v R ZOH ] o

FESEPR A Al 225 45 2 IRIAVE B A0 ik, WA AR IR LR e LR
E&mE

Jfe R 2 E R A G AL 2RI H (201711923241), RS RHE K 8135 H (20180201006NY)
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