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W E. /N EERE (Acanthus ebracteatus) JE—FAERKREAMASRENE R LAWY, BB &2 H
Wil o HBFFE /NG B PN A TR B ] 55 75 20 O 22 | 425 0 LW A i 1 i B LA Rk A W 2 T Pk A TR
PR IZ ORI 7 B[R] 5 35 2 | 38 2 12 e B U A ¥ %t /N 2 B0 45 A8 ) 41 21 AR B 1 438 AT 5% 3 At 71 i 47
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MNIEE R BRI 25 i 8 SR PR e 3R 3 144 RRATRE RN, X LR R T 18 H 26 B} 37 )&
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Abstract ; Acanthus ebracteatus is a special kind of rare mangrove plant, possessing great medicinal value. In this paper,
in order to study the diversity of endophytic and rhizosphere culturable bacteria in the A. ebracieaius, we explored new
potential bacterial species and strains with special biological activities. The culturable bacteria were isolated from
A. ebracteatus by dilution separation method. The bacterial diversity was investigated based on the 16S rRNA gene
sequence analysis. In addition, the confrontation experiment and lawn predation assay were utilized to screen bacteria
with anti-microorganism activities. The results were as follows: (1) A total of 144 culturable bacteria were isolated from
A. ebracteatus root, stems, leaves, flowers and rhizosphere soil. These bacteria were affiliated into 66 species based on
the analysis of the 16S rRNA gene sequence. The bacterial genera Bacillus and Streptomyces were dominant in plant
tissue and rhizosphere soil with that of the value 15.1% and 13.6%, respectively. (2) The bioactivity assays revealed
that there were 29 strains with anti-fungal activity and 10 strain possessing a broad spectrum of anti-fungal activity.
Among them, the Streptomyces strains had the strongest antagonistic effect, and the active strain Y129 was a potential
new species. (3) A total of five strains showed predation activity on Staphylococcus aureus, multi-drug resistance
Staphylococcus aureus and Escherichia coli. Pseudomonas had the strongest predatory activity, and the active strain Y90
was a potential new species. In conclusion, A. ebracteatus and their rhizosphere soil contain rich bacterial germplasm
resources and have a variety of functional strains, which can be used as one of the sources of biocontrol bacteria and
medicinal bacteria. This study provides the theoretical reference for improving the efficacy and cultivation of A.

ebracteatus.
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2P A MY /NMEE R R T 8RR YR (B2 45,2018

Z24E4E 2021) Bl

(Acanthaceae ) % R & (Acanthus) , F 25341 T3
FEDEERE ) AR RD )T PG S5 b A 2T B AR 1 Ay (b A

#2,2004) , S HEA BRI A Dk, i
PR EA R 2 ER AR T S RFR B
IBIT (AR EL 1999 BRECA 45 ,2019) . i+ JL
AR LR AR 2o BE T R S BLL A B 22 ik
AT /3 LERAE A Ak T S R A TP S )N
W EE , HmHA (2020) ROBFSE A T % Fh
TE) VU 43 A S BB AR AE , e IASCHE B 36k s i 7
L2 55 VG e 0 RN B AT VL DR R AE A 2 2 000
MR NIE 2 B . AR (2009) BIF5E 2 B, M0 9 A=
TR kA dB A TR AL, S A K &
B AEEE N PE BTk AR 2 O S A G
HE 0 WA 400 24T 5 1 A0 A [RS8 oL %
PETIRE , AR N AR RS A R Bk
PRI Z —, EILER, P 2R e R T
Eak | TEAR R N2 82 -2 WS RE U RA S 7/ K SR Lk S (1 E 71l )
B (ZHESE,2020) (P& (B AF,2020) Fh 60

Jel ( FE R 0R 45, 2006 ) (T 52 T 43 J& (De La Rosa-
Acosta et al., 2015) FIFEfif 2 35 35 42 (Guo et al.,
2005) %5, £LRHAEY) N Az AR bR A 58 AT 85 57 40 R
AT, I8 02— B 245 5 1 A A B
TR B 5
UTAER I IR | 2 H T 24 T Jak e ™ o B A

?@@Jﬁ,/dﬁﬁﬁi@@r E N /"Fﬂqﬁét%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ

TIRERMERE PRI BT A 24 5Ok i ke ix —
LKy B ( %ﬁﬁl#,zolo;iﬂ,ﬂgﬂ,#,zozo) .
B AN ( predatory bacteria) GEAS TE 5 7 it = ol
T A PREE T A A A 0 TR R S CRE A
B W) B ( Kadouri et al., 2013; Negus et al.,
2017) . Arend % (2020) BF 58 % BL, $8ff  O F AE
4 J& ( Herpetosiphon ) A A A% CA052B REXT KW #F
( Escherichia coli) . fifi % & T 1A B ( Klebsiella
Pneumoniae) &} 52 ST ( Pfiodeus mirabidis) F

T (0 A BRI ( Staphylococcus aureus) 25 10 Fh H.
A R AR OC MR e R T AT B s B
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Livingstone 55 (2018 ) ) IF 57 48 i, 3% {4 &L BR
( Myxococcus wanthus ) W B HLH 62 LAz (19 40 18
R T TN 6] Y 22 PR3 AL Ok A% 58 F0 R i A
[l o AT 5 3 WA 4 1P 00 A s o & P Y
NG, X o3 W L S W A R O
(Gupta et al., 2016 ; Monnappa et al., 2016) , U0 7E
AINEC AT KR A 2SR T AE AR N i
HHHEHEA ARt VLR et gl w2 AT < 1%
b 27 A4E H B9 % 71 ( Westergaard et al., 1977;
Atterbury et al., 2011 ; Shatzkes et al., 2017.), 7
HMELOD || AR 25 SR T T L 1 SR B T
WA F R S BON AT X ROl A 7 K 5
R L T B W, T AR ) 9 T TR 1Y B 45
e 3 A R R B A I 35 U S R RO B
B AR IR P B VA R A W B iR A T, Hrp
DI B i6 0 B A R 25 1 )iz Ad ] ol &l
A2 75 R G T B IR (S R AR AR 2005 ;5 V8 238 4
2007) LA F AR IR BT 1E, Pt 2 4%
FH R BIIA T-Be (BIEARAE 2021)  HET, Eil A
SAREE 5 B /N B AR W B S B A TR D i BT IR
it (KR, 2010 T4 2017)

AHFGELLRAE i R 1 2L R AT 4 /N 4k 2 B
SRR SR A% 8 s 8 U A 125 % G A ) 2H 21
FAR R - S8 347 W] 35 SR A 18 3 15, 38 3 DL 2 Fib
FE9 5t v N 2 B0 1k 48 7 D 3K 4T T
PE T EUR [l . (1) /N E 2 B N A2 FAR Br
ST B IR AN R A RE TS S5 S 2 REE  (2) Al SR
A0 A [R] AR TG 5 (3 ) o P R ok 1) 9100 TR
R LTy 6E Wi R #EAT ) P K E LR BRI TR
I AME R TR . ADESE R T e/ INE 22 B Y £
P18 i SO B A ) % 2 0 T A TR B R

1 #R5 7%

1.1 &84

L1 #RRE NMEERBHEARETEON
RIEHS LR MRAR B 0 (11°34'47" E L 19°57'1”
N), Gl g /INAE 2 BT B A L 25 i 4 R
PR 10 cm 4b 38 85 £ 485038 4 °C PR BT ] 52 56
AT AL B

1.1.2 87 H  FEMBIRRAYE I E (Fusarium
oxysporum f. sp. Cubense)1 5 (Trl) Fl 4 5 (Trd) {2
e /NFh T B JE R IR ( Colletotrichum musae)

o R JH A IR ( C. gloeosporioides ) | B ¥ 76 TR
(Alternaria alternata ) 1% %] J% £ W ( Botryosphaeria
dothidea)) H1 ) PG A B2 B 2= R 2 D2 1L

SO A BRI ATCC6538 | i FY 420 74 bk 4 o
R BRI ATCC43300 R URET ATCC B FP AR
s> ( American Type Culture Collection) KGR K
CMCC ( B) 44102 2k J& F CMCC £ 5 7 0
( National Center for Medical Culture Collections)
1.1.3 244

(D) ABEEFEE, AGG, MTEMEEN 10 g,
ML g, Him s mL, & & 10 mL, B 15 g,
EB T /K1 000 mL, ISP7. H W 15 mL, L-1i& & 2
0.5 g, L-RA®ENE 1 g, 52 & B 10 mL, Bifig 15
g, BB TIK 1000 mL,pH 7.2~7.4, ISP3. n] %t
HEX B 20 g, A 10 mL, BE 15 ¢, XEF
7K 1000 mL, M7.BEEEH2HUKY 5 ¢, L- R A BERE 1
g, Hih 10 mL, B & EEE 10 mL, 3R 15 ¢, X5
F7K 1000 mL,pH 7.2~7.4, M550 5 o, IH4
MR 1 g, B EEE 10 mL, B8 15 g, 4i4 KR 1
mL, 2B F7K 1 000 mL,pH 7.2~7.4, JEFE R
R JE R 1 g, CaCO, 0.02 g, Na, HPO, 0.5 g,
MgSO, - 7H,0 0.05 g, KCl 1.7 g, FeSO, - 7H20
0.01 g, 3hE 15 g, KB F/K 1 000 mL, pH 7.2 ~
7.4, M10. €8 10 g, K& 2R 0.5 ¢, B A Eh bF M
10 mL, 308 15 ¢, K& 17K 1 000 mL, & & ih+):
i :KNO, 1 g, NaCl 0.5 g, MgSO, - 7H,0 0.5 g,
K,HPO, 0.5 g, NH, NO, 0.1 g, FeSO, 0.01 g,
MnCl, - H,0 0.001 g,ZnSO, - 7H,0 0.001 g, &
TF7K 10 mL( 7 : K, HPO, I W20 B ph Bl ', v i K
WG A& LA FR 5L ) o 4] 550 . 23 031 i &5
iR B R TS 2 DR TRV L, T 0.22 wm T AT I U8 AR
PEAT L UE A5 S I 28 Wk BE 43 50 Ol 25 mg - LN
50 mg - L', MUK ISP2 85353k BE AR EOR 2 o, &
R K 2 o, TR HHE 2 ¢, 28 F7K 1 000 mL,

(2)$E/R TSR AL LB JE IR I AR K 10
g, IERFREUNS 5 g, NaCl 10 g, 217K 1 000 mL,
pH 7.2~7.4, PDA #5353, ThA B 200 o, 7 25 4
20 ¢, Bifl§ 15 ¢, 2B+ 7K 1 000 mL,

(3) BN AT IR, TPM 5535 3E .1 mL
1 mol - L' Tris-HCl & #W,1 mL 0.8 mol - L}
MgSO, - 7TH,0 ¥, f# FH 1 mol - L KH,PO, %
] pH 2176,

(4) Bt S B g 5L TG Tl O 0B 35 R 56 . 43l
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Pkl 20 kiR 60 Kok i 80 S (AR i N
1%) JEEA 1 g, X8 F7/K 1 000 mL, HE 15
go WRWGH P F2 5L L) 30% IR BN e (4
iR 2%) , EEF PR 1 g, NaCl 5 ¢, #jZ& b 1 g,
KH,PO, 2 ¢, BH4T 0.012 ¢, Bifl§ 15 ¢ , £&E FK
1 000 mL,pH 6.8~6.9, HAZ% k1147 4 %
M (R 5 82 4%, 2018 ), JL T Ji B ( Roberts &
Selitrennikoff , 1988) . VE MY B S 45 [ B (B8 A 25 5%
2018 ) fifi 18 £ 7 He A e il
1.2 Ak
1.2.1 # &R YA L. HICHE K st
RS AR T Rmle +, Wb # )y vk (29E
85 ,2017) XPRE 2 T8 AT IH B, MR 5% IR
FRANVA TR I 3 min,0.2% M6 20 IR 3 min,
T5%WREIRL 3 min FLIZ I AFFRH 5905 2 66 1
PR PP VERE 3 WK, TH B 56 MU B BT, i H JC
AR I BB APH BT em x1 em K/,
FEMIHEE IS A 1 mL TG K BRI

HRPR 439 . WOE AR b 1 BERE 5 39 20 P 5
P i 2 A L 90 °C I 30 min JEFRHL 1 g RN,
T 9 mL JC B ZK il B RE R
1.22 Wiy BAkzi MHEEKESHEY
AR PR IR AR REZ 107 F1 107, 433 W L
0.2 mL Fi BB UK AR T 7 B[R] (4 4 5 15 37 3
W28 CIE R FE 7~28 d, it IR WL D SEA
) R PR R TR 28 S H % AT 25, I BREUAS [A]
PR P4 R 2 2 ol B ISP2 1R AR 3 I AN 2lifb B 2 15 2]
SHPE R, KR RAT Al IR S I TR MR B A R 1SP2
R IR T 4 °C O, RIS 48 30% (V/V)
FHM R, P IR ik P 5 ) s A7 45 P 98T - 80
C kAR,
1.2.3 16StRNA 2 A X F 5T A B EZ KM
Chelex-100 72 ( JEIXU#E % ,2010) $2 BB £ DNA , X
0.1 mL & K B Y 209% 4 BE /K ¥ W, TG0 1 4 26 4k
BoE a2l 5 R R R vk 5 H R A
100 °C 4 J& ¥ 10 min, 38 &8 20 78 53 UL JE Chelex-
10 J0kE , BB W5 /E 8 PCR §7 B4 0L, 2% Walsh
G(1991) Wy ok, ¥ 5l W Sk 27F (5'-
AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3") #l 1522R ( 5'-
AAGGAGGTGATCCAGCCGCA-3") , PCR J2 b 551
4:95 °C WA M 8 min, 94 °C 725 1 min, 58 CiBk
45 5,72 CHEMR 90 s, HiEAT 32 MBI, Ky 147~
PITEAT 1 %35 R H Yk A 560 A% )5, X BRI

By AT U IS, >R T pGM-18T 4844 J g 52
DKW AT Trans 10 X H 347 5a B, R FH 519
MI13F(5'-GTTTTCCCAGTCACGA-3") #1 M13R (5'-
CAGGAAACAGCTATGA-3") X 5 B 1A 74 E1T PCR,
PR FEAT KRS B 5 RS S A B e R T R
e BEAE TAEY TR () B A RS w347
% . f#i [ BioEdit A DN Astar B4 %5 I 5 45 5 k47
W IR AR AE E EZbiocloud P4 X6 5%
AFAE % B 2 (https : //www. ezbiocloud. net/ ) B\ &
RIFHIIEAT RS X, 3 H] MEGA10.0 % >R
431 7 ( Neighbor-Joining ) 325 |, fix KA 9% ( Maximum-
likelihood ) 2 #4 1 £ 4E B, 2 T 1 000 ¥k 11 Ji& {H
(Boostrap fH) W & M E K RE K E X R
(Tamura et al., 2011)
1.2.4 B H ALY 3 R @ EHA K R AEHO
UREI2: T 6 Al 4 718 AR 4 05 5L T R AT TR AR 5 B 3K
B 4 BRATIG IR AR — 4, R AR R AR UCORs 2
bS5 AT 35 SR TR MR Rl T PDA SF-Ai U ] BE 2 30 2%
2 em A, [F] IS T JC T 1 L fi B 25 A8 00 D L T
Tl EAR 5 mm W YF, HM T PDA A bl BE
SRR JE R (1) PDA SERAE R 28 (% R
A EE 3 K, E T 28 C 7l ERFEOK, Mg
05 BERR AR R SRl 5 00, THBR AR R

TR R = (W) B ZE A s it L T R 75 AR - Ak
T ZH AE W I LR T TR A ) /0 R R W s i
W% F1EXx100%
1.2.5 4h g bl o R 4 B (R 4 BRI Y 4
VOB 8 0 2 33K T RN K M 3 A IR T 4 ol 4 i &
LB RS F2 3, BT 37 °C, 180 r - min E % K5 5%
24 h JE L KERERIE IR TPM AR SR I Hs
BRI 3 e FE K HARBEE] 10° CFU « mL™!,
I 0.3 mL RGBS ST IRAT T TPM Big~F- L il
TS A R A0 T A P BT o R T R T Rk L
SRR T S A S AN 1 TPM AR L [ A
AT B SRR T T S W 2 A0 B TPM P AR
PR XA R ST AT 3 UK, BT 28 “C AR iR %
FAAH ISR 7 A, MBI i BRI TR R BAR
1.2.6 B & %2 WA I T 45 P00 1 D
AT P I 0 32 1 %) B A TR e 2 A AN [ il T
YO o IR T AL A R S T B AR 5 mm
TR, IF45 o 2 AS (] Pl 5% 0 228 i R Bk v, 28 C )&
Figw 2~7 d, 05 WG A H B 375 I FB o X 0 P AT
PR VAT 0] 20 S
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21 MNEERGNERREATIEFAEN S HFE

X R AR R I 1T AR 8 U ZL B AR LR 4 O
B /I8 A 28 B FE G 2E AT N AR A SR B - 3 20
[LIE2E S 0 - TR U N K v =P N R W IR N
Fio020 R BEH 144 BR 40 £ AT 16S rRNA 5
DRI e o3 A, 45 58 R 3R AT 66 Bl , SR E T 18
H26F 37 8 (3R 1), b WAL 345 46 Fi,
RIET 17 H 19 # 28 J& , AR BR L 4R 37 b,
SR T 14 H 19 #F 21 J&, 5T 16S rRNA S A
PO RGERB IR (LR 2) N4
[ s e = e R S S (U S
( Bacillus) FB PR M5 & ( Pseudomonas) , ML AL, 4%
%5 7 J& ( Streptomyces ) WAy FH 9 AR 5 AR Fr £
BRI AERZ—

AN [F) 40 2H 2R AR B 4 8 0 15 T U 1 D0 ok
F(E 3) ARER 5 B A5 20 40 A s Bt e 2
I3 21 J& 37 B, R O ARER i AE B D, o3 A
T 8@ 9 R, Hor MLBR - GERIAE Y) 4 21 53 515 5]
12 A HH TR B0 s (181 4) 23 0l ok B ST s
(Acinetobacter) | Acuticoccus | 5F fLFT & J& . & K
J& ( Gordonia) 5. B H ES & J& ( Klebsiella ) fUFT T &
( Microbacterium) /N FE A J& ( Micromonospora ) .43
B FF & J&  ( Mycolicibacterium ) . 1 %8 I8 W )@
( Novosphingobium ) i < [C# J& ( Pseudonocardia )
LA R

AT 53 B FR AL S PR R, MR B+ 3R 15
40 W 2k B % T B J8 ( Brevibacterium ) ,
Diaphorobacter (5 ZF 10T J& ( Fictibacillus) | Jiella .
Metabacillus , 75 ~ B # J& ( Nocardia) 251 K KA
J& ( Nocardioides ) . Rosenbergiella % 1V 5 [ & &
( Serratia) , AR ) 4 L4509 AR R BR >R H S A
bi il £ J& ( Actinomadura ) . ¥ E H )&
(Agromyces) \TE HAHI T J& ( Comamonas) 8 /R4
Y & (Delftia) W IEZSIR A & ( Demequina ) MR 3C
K& ( Erwinia) . Ferrovibrio . Martelella . 5 ¥R 5 &
( Micrococcus ) . % $i [G J& ( Moraxella ) .
Neobacillus .5t ¥ 98 B J& ( Neorhizobium) . 1Z W &
( Pantoea) 5% W5 W )& ( Providencia) | 337 5.
M & J&® ( Stenotrophomonas ) M # M i H )&

( Xanthomonas) .

x1

NEZRFRERIRR L HIERAE SHEDHIER

Table 1 Diversity distribution of culturable bacteria in
endophytic and rhizosphere soil of Acanthus ebracteatus
H 3 & Number of
Order Family Genus bacteria
Species
ZEAUAT IR H 2T R AT 10
Bacillales Bacillaceae Bacillus
[CERGREI 1
Fictibacillus
Metabacillus 1
Neobactllus 1
Brevibacteriales JEFFIERE JEAT T ) 1
Brevibacteriaceae Brevibacterium
[EEESETE| B HALRHFE I At R 1
Burkholderiales Comamonadaceae Comamonas
Diaphorobacter 1
R AR IR 1
Delfiia
Demequinales PR B A R ZR TR 1) 1
Demequinaceae Demequina
Enterobacterales kTR SN G 8 1
Enterobacteriaceae Klebsiella
RS WRSC PR 2
Erwiniaceae Erwinia
ZHIE 2
Pantoea
Rosenbergiella 1
FERL AL 5 B TR R 1
Morganellaceae Providencia
Yersiniaceae R IR R 1
Serratia
R H TRHERE SEFR AT IR 1
Lysobacterales lysobacteraceae Stenotrophomonas
AL R 1
Xanthomonas
[CGRE| GRS AR 1
Microbacteriales Microbacteriaceae Agromyces
[EGRE 4
Microbacterium
R H BUR R TR I 1
Micrococcales Micrococcaceae Micrococcus
/N H AN TR /NS TR 2
Micromonosporales Micromonosporaceae Micromonospora
IMSFTH H X IR H R BNl 1
Mycobacteriales Gordoniaceae Gordonia
GGG SR iR 2
Mycobacteriaceae Mycolicibacterium
R RERE R RE R 1
Nocardiaceae Nocardia
Propionibacteriales Kt RIRHFR Feik RICIH 1
Nocardioidaceae Nocardioides
[EEQ S SR ICH R ANHFT 2
Pseudomonadales Moraxellaceae Acinetobacter
L2 A ) 1
Moraxella
A B [EEEN 4
Pseudomonadaceae Pseudomonas
IR H Acuticoccaceae Acuticoccus 1
Rhizobiales Aurantimonadaceae Jiella 1
AR TR R IC T s 1
Rhizobiaceae Martelella
B 1
Neorhizobium
Sneathiellales Ferrovibrio_f Ferrovibrio 1
HNE M H B AR BN R 2
Sphingomonadales Sphingomonadaceae Novosphingobium
HEAET H HEAE AL A R 9
Streptomycetales Streptomycetaceae Streptomyces
HEfLAE R H el S R R R R 1
Streptosporangiales Thermomonosporaceae  Actinomadura
fRiFRICH B R R s 1
Pseudonocardiales Pseudonocardiaceae Pseudonocardia
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100| Y113
100 Mpycolicibacterium porcinum CIP 105392 (AF547958)
100 Y507
95 M. chubuense DSM 44219 ( AF547912)

Y190
[ ordoma sediminis AMA 120 (MHO013353)

ﬁ’ %ﬂkﬁﬁﬂ? Wi KK Pseudonocardia carboxydivorans Y8 (EF114314)
100[
ﬁﬂﬂﬁ kPR Actinomadura maheshkhaliensis 13-12-50 (AB331731)
805Y35
46 100 [* Micromonospora maritima D10-9-5 (HQ704071)
Y297
O NI M. aurantiaca ATCC 27029 (X92604)
[Y576
Streptomyces ginkgonis KM-1-2 (KU758899)

99-Y141
S. hygroscopicus subsp.Hygroscopicus NBRC 13472 (AJ391820)
Y230

S. griseoruber NRRLB-1818 (AB122763)

96| 99— Y358

S. zinciresistens K42 (GU225938)

97r Y778

KABEEBEW S. misionensis DSM 40306 (AB184285)
Y669

100LS. leeuwenhoekii C34 (EU551711)

1007 YO1
[Eﬁfﬁ!ﬂ;ﬂﬂ?i Micrococcus luteus NCTC 2665 (AF542073)
100—Y687
96 L Demequina salsinemoris NBRC 105323 (AB471559)

100

T2 % 1] Actinobacteria

100, Y119
- 84 —[—Agmmyces italicus DSM 16388 (AY618215)

oo
%0 5%@@1“&“14 Microbacterium testaceum NBRC 12675 (MT760091)

100 “U%MM‘&HEI M. paraoxydans NBRC 103076 (AJ491806) ,
46 ﬁ%hﬂ@ﬂi Bact/lmteqmlenm KCTC 13622 (HQ223107)

417
=T A B. altitudinis 41KF2b (AJ831842)
100,v13

100

EKZENUFFI B. megaterium NBRC 15308 (AF311995)

Y223

VE R 2 MU IS B. mesophilum IITR-54 (Jn210567)
Y337

99 Neobacillus drentensis LMG 21831 (AB681783)

UEREZE AT Bacillus cereus ATCC 14579 (AJ841873)

KFEF M B. pacificus EB422 (F1785476)
Y187

JEBEV ] Firmicutes

100 Y88 RIEZEMIAT R B. toyonensis BCT-7112 (AJ310100) 3
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Fig. 1 Neighbour joining phylogenetic tree of endophytic bacteria in Acanthus ebracteatus based on 16S TRNA gene sequence



4 34

EEEA . /NAERE U T B R AN T 2 AR B AR e i

641

Y140
Ly

[%JH@,%?E*’EI Streptomyces cellostaticus DSM 40189 (AB184192)
728 griseoruber NRRL B-1818 (AB122763)
70| 99 Y128

S. zinciresistens K42 (GU225938)

78 Y149

38155 leeuwenhoekii C34  (LN831790)

g.lg,ggalmerJCM 4799 (MT760616)

Y131
83 LKAEHEFEA S. misionensis DSM 40306 (AB184285)
99 Y129

|:S rapamycinicus NRRL B-5491 (EF408733)

100
Y374

S. ginkgonis KM-1-2 (KU758899)
77F|:Y373

98

100

100

I/ NMFT Microbacterium pumilum KV-488 (AB234027)
Y624
E&E’cM@?{]M schleiferi TFO 15075 (Y17237)

—
100 “-Brevibacterium profundi O1 (MT874851)
—Y191
100 “Nocardioides aquiterrae GW-9 (AF529063)

96 Y297
\Micromonospora aurantiaca ATCC 27029 (X92604)
100 [ Y55

96 | M. maritima D10-9-5 (HQ704071)

100 [Y491
'Pseudonocardia carboxydivorans Y8 (EF114314)

L—Y193

Gordonia sediminis AMA 120 (MH013353)

93 100,Y313

'Mycolicibacterium porcinum CIP 105392 (AF547958)
64 100 Y133
Nocardia africana DSM 44491 (JN041605)
100 Y531
L PR B SEMIFT B Fictibacillus enclensis NIO-1003 (JF893461)

100 ;Y263
Bacillus stercoris JCM 30051 (MN536904 )

44
24

47

100

100

100 | Y121
97 Acuticoccus sediminis PTG4-2 (EU603455)
100 ;Y155

Y186
100 'Metabacillus indicus LMG 22858 (AJ583158)

100 | Y206
EKZENAT# Bacillus megaterium NBRC 15308 (AF311995)

B. aryabhattai BSW22 (EF114313) '

99 Y146
L et 5 HUFERE B. vietnamensis 15-1 (AB681418)
Y188
100 | Y398
UEFEZEHUAT B B. cereus ATCC 14579 (AJ841873)
B. pacificus EB422 (F1785476)

39

I Jiella endophytica CBS5Q-3 (MK693022)
100 (Y638

l—Novmphingobium profundi F72 (KT900240)

—

100 1
{ m*&ﬂ&ﬂj—ﬁﬁ # Pseudomonas hibiscicola ATCC 19867 (AB021405)
100 ,Y522

99

73

11

|Diaphombacter ruginosibacter BN30 (KR051030)
100 ;Y562
100 Acinetobacter baumannii ATCC 19606 (AJ247197)
Y137

100 4. pittii CIP 70.29 (MN307289)
100rY90
Lt BB B J B VRl Pseudomonas oleovorans subsp.oleovorans DSM 1045 (AF094735)

100 [
100 Rosenbergiella epipactidis 2.1A (KF876184)

& 2

EHTF 16S rRNA EE F

100 Y452
ﬁ ﬂfl K1 Klebsiella michiganensis W14 (JQ070300)
66

100 fLﬁ /b3 [CH Serratia marcescens ATCC 13880 (AB594756)

JMENNEZRGRETBEARBELRELEH

JHL W] Actinobacteria

JEBEW ] Firmicutes

Alphaproteobacteria

Gammaproteobacteria

Fig. 2 Neighbour joining phylogenetic tree of rhizosphere soil
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Fig. 5 Inhibition zone of some predacious active strains of Acanthus ebracteatus on indicator bacteria
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Fig. 6 Inhibition zone of some active strains of Acanthus ebracteatus against some plant pathogenic bacteria
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1. Alternaria alternata; 2. Botryosphaeria dothidea; 3. Trl; 4. Trd; 5. Colletotrichum gloeosporioides; 6. C. musae; 7. Escherichia coli; 8.
Staphylococcus aureus; 9. Multi-drug resistance Staphylococcus aureus. — indicates no activity detected.
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Fig. 7 Antimicrobial activity analysis of 15 strains in Acanthus ebracteatus
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Table 2 Indentification and source distribution of active strains of Acanthus ebracteatus
[Eli¥ikE Z: M EItR ()R AL i KR
Strain code Reference strain Homologous similarity (%) Activity Source

Y90 THAHCASE 1 B B 7 S 98.35 & HBR 43
Pseudomonas oleovorans subsp. oleovorans Predator activity Rhizosphere soil

Y522 Diaphorobacter ruginosibacter 100 HeE MR PR 38
Predator activity Rhizosphere soil

Y523 A AR B 5 99.72 ELiNEY HRBR - 3
Pseudomonas hibiscicola Predator activity Rhizosphere soil

Y330 5] [ SR AR 100 EliHy FIPIHR R

Delftia tsuruhatensis Predator activity Plant root

Y145 Stenotrophomonas indicatrix 99.14 e li-L7ES5

Predator activity Plant stem

Y553 FEHERE 2 B AT B 99.89 TP I R ER/ESHE

Bacillus tequilensts Antagonistic plant pathogen Plant stem

Y108 HE B 2 AT 1A 99.86 U HPIAR R

B. siamensis Antagonistic plant pathogen Plant root

Y131 KGR 99.42 TEHUA Y R MR L 35
Streptomyces misionensts Antagonistic plant pathogen Rhizosphere soil

Y130 il B 99.29 YUY I R BR3¢
S. cellostaticus Antagonistic plant pathogen Rhizosphere soil

Y319 ARV IR 99.79 FEOUAA Y S B HEBR L35
Serratia marcescens Antagonistic plant pathogen Rhizosphere soil

Y263 Bacillus stercoris 100 EEERIERZ/br)E) MR + 4
Antagonistic plant pathogen Rhizosphere soil

Y134 E YR A €75 99.17 FEHUA Y S T ARR

Actinomadura maheshkhaliensis Antagonistic plant pathogen Plant root

Y129 Streptomyces rapamycinicus 98.24 YUY R PR+ 1
Antagonistic plant pathogen Rhizosphere soil

Y454 Pseudomonas atacamensis 99.88 H P Y R LELYLisSH

Antagonistic plant pathogen Plant root

Y133 Nocardia africana 99.42 EEERIERZ/bS)E) M PR + 4

Antagonistic plant pathogen

Rhizosphere soil

EI NI IRANA 66 A, 504 T 18 H 26 B 37 J& .
AABETHE W 20 20, AR B - S A BT 1) 22 Pk e o
L YO AR, A8 oA A 20 T R VR 2 AR P IR
RN (2020) AIZEAESE (2021) BYEER AL, X
FIRER M T AL bR L e A A AL, ZLA A
7o It S AR 2R 2 W R A 1 S B W AR A
At T W Y AE Ok TR (HE B A AR,
1993) ., MLAh, HE P4 LU Az 20 T AR B 38 40 1R
TR TR A AL, A 3 o T8 35 g ZF JRAT 181 A iR
JL T, #0557 Ok H B TE 1] (Actinobacteria ) | J&
JBE I"] ( Firmicutes ) . Gammaproteobacteria il
Alphaproteobacteria 4 17, 2K 17, 4 P& HF 7% 45 14
N oR R R WA 8L R AR 11 DA R
J& , WA YIAR B 5 2y B AR 5] 9 R A R, X
AIRES AN [ RAE W R Bl T A A U e B A

5 Wb —2BUE ST N AR B G TR VR 4 R B A 4 2 2
AR EA 2R S 1 AR ek

M S5 (2011) BIFFE 2 BH , 245 RIAR A b i35 43
PR A A B RE 0% 7 A 5 i 3 R ) A L % A BT
By RPUUE  BUA YR HE PO T | PO S TR
WKV A 0 VR 52 P, 4T B bR A 5 EL A i R A I
PEABEARAE O T B Nk IR R A L e
SENRE A, ST MR A W S RETE 1 T 2 e 1) A B
B 25 15 P B I 8 AR T R 2 0
(5 RAE,2008 5 BRINAE 2021 ) o A5 16
PRI ZINAE 2 BRE P AE S AR s T 1% % 4 e i
BEFI A ELAA A 06 1k I TR R ik 2 AR RN R 3R
5 10 BRIELAT 410 5] Z2 Rl 40908 I BT % 2 4 BT R , 4331
IR FFMAEE SR | DR R
FHICHE AR SO RICHE 5 BBk A
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Identification result of enzyme activity of active strains in Acanthus ebracteatus

figfiff Esterase

IR 2 Jx g

& H il TR JLT st U R

Strain code Urease

i 20
Tween 20

ki 60
Tween 60

i 80
Tween 80

Protease Amylase Chitinase Cellulase

Y522 + +
Y145 + +
Y330 + +
Y523 - +
Y90 -

Y553 -
Y108 -
Y131 -
Y130 -
Y319 -
Y263 -
Y134 -
Y129 -

+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+

Y454 -

+ 4+ o+ o+ o+ O+ O+ O+ O+ O+ O+ o+ o+ o+ o+

Y133 -

+ + + + + + + + + + + + 1
+ |
| |

| +

1

|

|
+

HE: -FRAE; +F B,

Note: — indicates negative; + indicates positive.

R MR A & | Diaphorobacter {3 5. i 1] J& 12 77
PO A e 1) 2 T B 2 Bl N S R T
TP AR R B AN [R) F2 B 9 A= W e, Db i
TR Ja TR R o) 0 o i AT 28 B o e o ) S B AR
T A P T s A 3 M o i 5 BB A T S B A
P R Y129 Kol 5 0 11 J&8 TR bR YOO 1 R i 7
B[] ) A DG A 5 3 B AR 1 9 A 0 B R R S
A i JELA A AR 1 AR A D 2 2 b RE S ok e AL
A7 T T A R A A 7 ) RN 4% o D) RE K LR 3 AR )
B 52 A T A 4R 3 T REAR BEAE ) A K &
H (Saikkonen et al., 2004 ; Afzal et al., 2014; Fan
et al., 2020) . [A, BAT R4 A W 00 41 0 7
WAAE R I B R T E W AR Y R 25 i kL, 53 41,
SO M TR R R T 43 BT, T M TR AR T2 R VR T AR PR
T IR AR X 5 PRAESE (2006 ) X RS 18 A
ZIRRN 4 Bl 20 A B AR B 12 18 AR A R
3 B 0 38 17 PR DA PR 1 5 R AL O 1 R bR 2 A
THPR 5 MR Z BT 58 3% B A ) AR AR R AR
o 48 200 DT RE A0 38 2k 7 A 3 T U AR A T
BRACAS W R A0 A s DR TR A AR G R AR Y 2Y
VB TR K VB 2 — ( Strobel , 2003 ; X1 1 A1k % | 2006) ,

PR, 38 o il 3 I 3K e 303 M R S ol LA 43 s
Z P DI RERGE Y ¥ ), JU A R I 2 B & AT 4E R
it 3G LMY 8 5 i 7, 3R] BB PR R £ K B 32
V) B ) 7K 92 R 52 Wi, 08 445 DK ek ¥ 1 Sl A ) AR A
SRAEFNTE 0 HE A, g S Wy AR A T R R A
Yy T4 R R 128 AR E IR A BIL BT OBXRE R4
2018) , [AJI, X S 7K fift B T BE 5 40 T 1Y 47 2T 1
AAOC 1l B 1k 4 AN A RE % 8 o 2B - TE L B )
KA S5 T, I RE 06 38 2ok 43 W6 22 b U ik il o 24
i % & PE 40 & ( Lambert et al., 2006, 2008 ;
Keane & Berleman,2015) , KSR & Al B fo A= &
Myxovirescin | 7K fiff i 5 25 1 MepA 5 21 g S I 4
O UM L[] 2L A 8 ) A B, O e Bl A b AR
ZFIANTR] 3 P 1 U AR I ) RN Al AT R
1M 8 B35 AL & 90 B9 2k U ( Keane & Berleman
2015) , Z Fh I RE B i B AR BE B X5 1 I & AR
FH 245 YA W 5 D5 B A B AR 4l A 2 5 vl

25 LRI U 2R 8 HE LD RO AP Pl 25
CLRHAE ) /N A6 22 B N A FT 85 3R Al T 2 RE R R
W IF B BAT Z R YIS 2 IS SO SR BLAE Y
P 24 1 BRAR M R
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