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CREB: B2 %, 17 KJE 030012)

H OERRB ALK LI A AR A 5 ik, 454 16S rRNA 2 B A5 5047, H—# %N
RERERARKCU £ AXTRANE, FATELRTT R EN X, SREN KC24 R 2
HA AR RE AT RR G EN, A R e B @k F L B R R BT T AL, ARG 8
K BRI FsF K 13.5X10° cfu s mL ' IBRALETR B T 107. 7%, &R FHIEFR AT A =
*8 20 g, 24 5 g, KNO; 2.0 g, KH,PO, 2.59 g,NaCl 1.0 g, (NH,),S0, 2.04 g, FeSO,

0.009 1 g,MgSO, « 7TH;,0 1 g,H;O 1 L,pH 7.0,

SRR« BTG 29078 5 S 2 FRUFT I 5 W O 1A 5 29

hESHES .S 436.421. 173

EVINLE & IS R e i - S )
T AR R RO E  Ho R 3T AL B A

I (Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. cucumerinum)™?

BV R R E A W H 2, KRR BN
1506~25% , ATk 6026 ~T702%0 4 £t 2= 4 A
FHET R EIR T HRREAES . R B B
HEE R A WEE I, B R fEE H ™ E.
LEST- VNS A5V -3

FIH & T R A Y i A W AR 25 A T AR W B
R HRAL G RS, SRR B SRR
SN 172 A E T TR O e ) — Bk A 2R
A B AR P B 4 DL B b, S D A R 2 AT
IEAS - b RN At DN e L )
FFAFE Cyd, K H 5 BB AR PLILH A4
YA AL, P AL S8 BT 1A 338 7500, WEHUIMAEY
REH T RN AR

KIEGEM R LR E 23 2 ERXE, 5
i 3 — R BTG 22 T B A 0 2 R Ak 0 i
OB KC24, JFXT HAT 48 KB AN . 7D e
PR Toll Al A 77 A o, e B A RS T R
VA SRR E B AR . R AT E

{EE N AL (19809, B b B KRA L L, 3100 A 5 &
H A WP, E-mail : welapple001(@126. com.,
WrHE B H:2016—09—26
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PIAE I — s 3 PR BR AR, ZEFEAS B IR A 3, X v L
T FE T ER A4S R R T O 5, T (BB i S 64
7 5 H A IE i TRl 4G o i 22 e ™ £ 5 10 fm 2 3
It AT AR AR RS B KC24, i B 5T
X H R B SR BT T R4, B RN KC24 &
BE T2 Mo eI S I

1 #RE5FE

L1 Rkt

111 HRER KC24 i KB L5
FOBAE. BRSO TR Z A R TAS 2
TR TR 20 P 2R A5 K 2 T -5 R I T E
FE A A RS T R o A AR L
112 HFRES5EMNE NABEFE PDA RFH
Wi W22 CEk[12], 7= il R BERT GR35 32 2k . K8
20 g, 5435 g, KNO; 2.0 g, KH,PO, 2.0 g,NaCl 1.0 g,
(NH,),S0, 1.5 g, FeSO, 0.005 g, MgSO, * 7H,0O
1g,H,01L,pH 7.0, 45 HH DNA £k 5]
B E LR TAY TRERAR.

L2 REIk

L2.1 Ttk KC4 MEE EE N Xk KC24
AT WL, A ALK S B CE13]# 17,
Btk KC24 #) 16S rRNA ZEH FFIE 540¥r:
2 DNA 2 B ) & 48 B bk KC24 B 5 R 4
DNA, F| 38 A5 4 24f 5’ -AGAGTTTGATCCTG-
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GCTCAG -3’ 5 1492r 5’ - TACGGYTACCTTGT-
TACGACTT -3'§ 2L H 41 DNA K 16S rDNA F:[H
FrBU, PCR RBR A 25 L (K &R - 10 X G o
W 2.5 pL;2 pL (25 mmol « L7')MgCly 54 uL
(1. 25 mmol »« L™')dNTP;2 pL(100 pmol « L™') 5]
#50.4 uL(5U « pL71) Tag ii; DNA B AR 1 pL
(0.05~1.00 pg » pL" )3 28T K 13. 1 pl, PCR
P25 .94 CTIASME 3 min; 94 CASME: 1 min;50 C
Bk 1 ming72 “CHEAH 4 min, 3t 35 AMEIR ;72 CHE
i 5 minl™® | 16S rDNA ZEH FF i 4 T AW
TRERARARBATF . BEH 2R 16S rDNA
1755 NCBI 848 22 A 2 P 5 64T LL X 4387
1.2.2 Mk KC24 MIERINE BT ER
[N E S NP e 3 o e Sy -SSR
BB AE SR T AR N 48 7 9 S Tl » IR S A X R 355 5%
PR KC24 YRR M ae 1. Bk J7
2 PR FE e S PR AT IE AL IR i 4 21) PDA 3%

EINGAT L, B R % ¥ 23T 19 PDA 3557 5 F R
1,30 CHPERFF 24 h Wbk KC24 METEIEE iR
FH 20 mm &b, 4 REE . 30 CEEEIESR 48 h, WL
FEPIRCR GBI RDT . MR ) = GHRIKR
P B — X IR I A i S PR AR /% R TR TR B
1% X100,

1.2.3 PURESEFRENMR KEESMR pH 7.0,
BRE 3%0,30 CH 5 48 h, | Plackett-Burman
BB I BEIEAREEN 11 80 B M TG THAE:
B2, 15 ARRIHEFLWFR " ENEZRN T, 8
MESTEGER 2 AACEGR D RS A 'V B
P X i U 43 ZF FL AT o KC24 #6717 R BEIE SR E 0
AT RIS A S, ZHE R E N R E e R
5, H T S SR A e e A T G o B Gk B R LG
RGN E RBER P IR E, P REAHE
FERNKRETLE, @i Box-Behnken #1115, Fl
FH SAS 4R A HERE I3 HE 3 KFI15

FETR b, KA (ER 5 mm)7EREEE M5 p e Bz 24 (R 2),
x1 Plackett-Burman X i& i EF5KE
Table 1 Factors and levels design of Plackett-Burman experiment g+ L7!
HE B 7K Level
Code Factor —1 1
A E S 20 25
B 52 ] 5.00 6.25
[ 2 - -
D KNOs 2.0 2.5
E KHz PO, 2.0 2.5
F 2T _ _
G (NHy) 280, 1.5 L9
H NaCl 1.00 1.25
1 2T _ _
J FeSO; 0. 005 0. 007
K MgSO, » 7TH2 O 1. 00 1.25

&2 mMEESTHERREKE

Table 2 Factors and levels of response surface analysis

g-L!
Eiics HE /K Level
Code Factor —1 0 1
X1 (NHy 2804 19 2.0 2.1
X2 FeSOy4 0. 008 0. 009 0.010
X3 KHz POy 2.45 2.55 2.65

L2.4 Bk FERLEBAM THST 3 KE
RRBHRE W 7B K MR P 2 IR AR Sk T S
RO R BB & T 80 ‘CK ¥ 15 min, #X
JEH 1 mL R B RR B R TR B v R TS R
BPZFREE,

2 HBRE5SW
2.1 Btk KC24 RN 7S KA B AL Ak e
PR KC24 522 [R YL 8 5 FEME , TR AR AE S
ToRFRR.EWE, BAE sk e AR, TSN
A ZEA,7E NA 5385 E B ARG LT 6 R B H o 7, 5T
R IDGAN . X Bk KC24 #4740 AL 384 4k
FEFREIAE I (35 3) .
2.2 Btk KC24 16S rRNA F5] B 5447
ZWMFEAHT . Hikk KC24 By 165 rRNA fE31 K
BE R 1 480 bp. # P54 3E GenBank $4E FE . K75
B KU230011, 2830 5023 P 51 LU, B A%
KC24 52ZE AT B B LIS 21 99 % , BRI 54
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-5 A BA LRV & P4 R B IR KC24 2 2k
ZF AT -
2.3 Btk KC24 IMEEIZE

Bk KC24 XY R B sI BE ) an ik 1.5% 4 B
7 JEFHUFF B KC24 X 8 TR 280 1 T 22 A
PUTVHERRE B KRR SRR X A
HIVE  ULRSEF AU KC24 BAT i himitEaE.

2.4 Plackett-Burman 5 45 5854

W5 3 FRFEA R HE LB L T R BE S 10 2F A g i
(3R 5, FIH SAS B4 43t 3K 1545 B R 7K F Bk it
T (R 6) . SiRBM & H R KB T 2F g
o, HE A RT3 LAY AR K R (NHL), SO, >
FeSO,>KH, PO, , It #i Eix 3 MR AEEN R,
BT T — D BEICH BRI

%3 Bk KC24 438 AL 41
Table 3 Physiological and biochemical characteristics of strain KC24
i Characteristic #E R Result i Characteristic #ER Result
B2 YL, Gram staining -+ T F gk B Swelling spore
BT 36 Methyl red test — A58 E J i Milk solidification +
FEEK Aerobic growth + 435 Ak W Milk peptonization +
R4 4K Anaerobic growth VEM KB F R Starch hydrolysis +
W EREEF B Nitrate reduction + HEALE BE SR Catalase +
FriEa R R Utilization of citrate + 8 & B R B Ornithine decarboxyase —
VP i3 Voges-proskauer test + VI EA & 8 Dihydroxyacetone +
D888 = D-glucose -+ 15[ [z /i Indole production
D-ABE R D-xylose + HH R Egg yolk test —
D-H 828 & % D-mannitol + WAL E XK HzS production —
L4 R EEBE L-arabinose + pH 5~9
LB Lactose -+ A RKEEFE Growth temperature range/ ‘C 15~55
BEWEF=S R Gas from glucose + FIERE Optimum temperature/°C 31
HALEE W Oxidase -+ NaCl it 3% Tolerance to NaCl/ % <10

T RBRBAEREMYE, - RRENERERAE,

Note: + show positive response, — show negative response.

| BB KCABRENMHERE
Fig. 1 Strain KC24 against Fusarium

oxysporum L. sp. cucumerinum

x4 EHR KC24 BMEEH LR
Table 4  Results of antimicrobial spectrum of

the strain KC24

briE ] e
Pathogen Inhibition rate/ %
B IAAEZIR T Fusartum oxysporum {. sp. cucumerinum 63.47+0. 21
EHRAEZIRE Fusarium oxysporum 1. sp, muskmelon 48.2540.19
PEIRAEZ R B Fusarium oxysporum {f. sp. niveum 54. 3610. 34
BA KR Botrytis cinerea 40. 88+0. 32
BHIEIGH Colletotrechum capsici 47.5440. 36

2.5 BB EER

PRI R 7K B3R A B » (NH, ), SO, L FeSO,
1 KH, PO, 428 1ERR AT~ , % BE BT R 7B M1 K
RE 3 R R A RIS U Y L AT I B
BIRKER D, SRRV EE 3 FAIRERE,
ba Al GHEE b6 a8 vy =0 =l N G Y £
oo HEBHRIEERBRARAE 12. 9X10° cfu « mL™*
i, 3 AN R AR 0 : (NHL), SO, 2.0 g » LY,
FeSO, 0.009 g+ L' JKH,PO, 2.55 g + L, ph I3

& 5 DPlackett-Burman iR I8+ 54 R

Table 5  Plackett-Burman experimental design
- FHgE

K A B C D EF G H I J K Spore number
Site /(X108 cfu s mL—1)
1 -11 1 -11 —-1—-1—-—11 1 1 7.3

2 1 -11 1 —11 —-1-1—11 1 7.0

3 -1-11 1 1 —1 1 1 —1 1 —1 9.1

4 1 11 —-11 1 —11 —1-—-1-1 5.4

5 1 1-11 —-1-—-1-—11 1 1 —1 5.6

6 -11 1 1 —-11 1 —1 1 —1—1 7.7

7 -1-1-1-1-1-1-—-1-—-1-—-1-—-1-—-1 6.5

8 -1-1-11 1 1 —1 1 1 —1 1 7.9

9 1 -11 -1-—-1-—-11 1 1 1 —1 8.2

v -11 —-1-1-—-11 1 1 1 —11 8.8

11 1 1 -11 1 -—-11 1 —1-—-1-1 8.2

12 1 -1-1-11 1 1 —-11 1 —1 8.7
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x6 Plackett-Burman & E &
7K F B M
Table 6 Effect analysis for factors and levels of

Plackett-Burman experiment

82.574 8X3—4 632 185X% —44.686 5X% —60.853 7X2 —
535. 688X1X2 — 3 807.86X1X3 + 7.558 829X2X3,
R?=0.988 6, [RIH#LH P A 0. 000 {AAEIR 5 2%,
AU P AER 0. 868, Ui R BN B 8, BRI A AR I3

A mE RE WAE  REERR g R AR T I T
Code Factor t Pr>|¢] Arrange of importance N
- ey TR - 2 AJ T, Wi o7t T VA7 R R AR, X T 5 7 oK A 3 7T
B 4 —1.310 0.351 3 6 43 EERRNEMNME: (NH,),S0, 2.04 g+ L1,
D KO 050 0.0 s FeSO, 0.009 1 g + L' ,KH,PO, 2.59 g « L™, Bl
E KH;PO; 2.375 0.053 5 3 e g . R N
G (NHDSO: 6 os0 0.0080 . BB R HHCH 18, 4 X10° cfu» mL™', DIGRAREC I
H NaCl L6ss 01983 5 BRE#HT T SREZRR, FTHFREEN
J FeSO4 4. 487 0.032 4 2 (13.5=+0. 15)><108 cfu s mL! ’—lﬁﬂii)ﬂ\ﬂﬁﬁﬁyﬁfiw
K MgS0y » 7TH2 O 2. 056 0.116 8 4 ™
e p— TR AE,
® REREREaR %8  BoxBehnken @it RER
Table 7 Results the steepest uphill path Tible 8 Desgin and result of Box-Behnken
%5 (NH1)2S04 FeSOy KHz POy 2EHBR Spore RE FTWE Spore
Code /(g+L1) /(g+L"1) /(g+L~1) number/(X10% cfu+ mL~1) Code X1 Xz X3 nmber/ (<108 ofu » mL—1
1 L7 0. 006 2.25 9.2 1 —1 —1 0 8.6
2 18 0. 007 2.35 9.9 2 -1 0 -1 7.4
3 —1 0 1 1.7
3 1.9 0. 008 2.45 113
4 —1 1 0 10. 4
4 2.0 0. 009 2.55 12.9 s 0 ) . 71
5 2.1 0. 010 2.65 1.8 6 0 —1 1 9.9
N - N — 7 0 1 -1 9.1
%%ﬁuﬁ@ﬁﬁ@7#uﬁ 3 /I\%EE{E?IQEP'L‘)‘J{T\IE 8 0 1 1 9.5
AT 2 T 9 1 —1 0 7.0
10 1 0 —1 6.2
R4 Box-Behnken Y 15 41 IRI6 K (K 8) 5 u| 12 1 1 0 7.9
e N . 13 0 0 0 13.3
HAMARCE DU E A A e L 0 0 13
FREH Y1=—160.606+52 313. 4X1+46.513 3X2+ 15 0 0 0 135
*9 Box-Behnken &t B Y344
Table 9 Regression analysis of Box-Behnken desgin
P33 H i 2 317 Fl VAR ST B 2 -7 Al VAR ST B9 R 275 F 5% A5
Source df Seq. SS Adi. SS Adi. MS F P
[6] 9 & Regression model 9 169. 685 169. 685 18.579 3 50. 30 0. 000
24k Linear 3 21.174 21.174 6.951 7 19.04 0. 004
X1 1 5.235 5. 235 5.230 4 13.98 0.012
X2 1 0.928 0.928 0.925 1 2.45 0.183
X3 1 15. 462 15. 462 15.462 8 40,02 0. 002
SEJ Square 3 144. 235 144. 235 48.004 6 128.14 0. 000
X1XX1 1 63. 366 78. 692 78.692 0 210. 38 0. 000
X2X X2 1 22.943 21. 058 21.056 4 78.17 0. 000
X3XX3 1 58.169 58. 169 58.168 5 152. 66 0. 000
A HAE A Interaction 3 4. 488 4,488 1.588 2 4. 27 0. 061
X1XX2 1 0. 067 0. 087 0.067 5 0.22 0.479
X1XX3 1 3. 460 3. 480 3.460 1 9.73 0. 025
X2X X3 1 0. 926 0. 926 0.926 8 2.25 0. 158
2R Residual error 5 0.156 3 0.156 3 0.312 6
2k Lose 3 0.416 0.416 0.135 5 0.18 0. 868
4R 2 Pure error 2 1. 359 1. 359 0.709 7
4+ Combine 14 173. 846
R2=0.988 6
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09
Fixed levels: X3=0

Fixed level-s:XZZO

e SR

| g

0.9
Fixed levels: X1=0

¥E X1, (NH)2 S0, 5X2. FeS0, X3, KH PO, Y1, B (X108 cfu s mL™1),
Note: X1. (NH, )3 SO, X2, FeSO, 5 X3. KHz PO,. Y1. Spore number( X 10% cfu » mL™1).
B2 3#MEEZEEENMEES T

Fig. 2 Response surface analysis of three important factors

ARG 15 BIE Mk KC24 (1971 R B 5 5%
HEF I EXRE 20 g, S 5 g, KNO, 2.0 g,
KH, PO, 2.59 g,NaCl 1.0 g,(NH,),S0, 2.04 g,FeSO,
0.009 1 g,MgSO, « 7TH,O 1 g,H, O 1 L,pH 7.0,

3 Wit 54t

AT ETE B AR A BB AR ZETL 41
WPELE, B AR 158, R THEEORE, X HEZIE
Y AR WS A FF R ML A Tolb A= 7=, ZF AT B8 =
A PTETE Y R 2 AR R A /N T £
RRISHUEA Y I, oS M, i 52 28 BB I K A
AP ORI T R AR 25 4584 R B 470 R T R
g, R 2t 2R 43 B Ik B AT
KC24 [+ M F5 DUl » BB 95 10 1 2 Fh A 0 0 IR
B » JUHAT 8 TS 2505 T A B AL FE DL PE (I RS =
63. 47%0) , M T8 R ZE T (Paenibacillus jamilae)
LRI FATE KC24 24 T A AL BRI R 3R
ZEMTE pH 5~9, 1R 15~55 ‘CHIREAE K XT3
RERANTE,, B M TS5, ) MAE N
B,

KSR FREM AL R T RE R AR P SE B Tk 4k
UL R, F A EEIA Y . Plackett-Burman 3 BL-A
] K7 TR A Mk BB A AR 2R I R b i et e
HLFN R 2, It — 25 X ik 8 [ Rk A5 fh 4k, Hik
Bk R, R PO B A 7= & E T RE A
Yy R EEATSN F T2 . 2 B BB AR ) R B T4
b T IRTER ZEATES C101 ks 3, thAL)S R BEH
FRZERBE IR 14.69X10° 4~ « mL7™', ZEFEEK
TR S 8 TR YA R AL TR SR B R R R SR AT T
FORMXMBERERMMEMBE RN 3 NMEERER
43R R B SRR T L e B T 2k PR S A A
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10.46 g« L7 B EH3 14.69 g« L gl 58 g« L' 1Y
BAERET BRERWTEAA 4915 U ml ™,
ELARALRT IR T 15 %6 , SR 55 i o 1 903000 {483
RS ZE RGBT, B A 3 A i 2 — R Rk S B
AL

DB Y Tkt A 7= i BB b, & B Y
AR R EITH R R RN REEER. HE24
B0 B B 23 P A D RE TS AE ) TR R AR A A T B 3 R
RRAGK » 2E T S o o8 PR ARCSR . % J 0 26 2 1 24 T BB £
AR AL R T AR, 2R AR 2R AT B A
) — B PRI , ZEAUA T RAC S, X R iR =
R S AS AR KT T 1, T st S 6 B
BRI B B) S, o8 & 1 7 o 10 O B I 35
BZRE T EARAE SRR T 28 F AT
KC24 BYZHBESE 13. 5X10° cfu » mL ™Y, LARALET
|\ T 107.7% ., RZFFMAFE KC24 1 Tk fk 1 F
BEE T LA

IR — R A R P KC24 #4177
K5 AT T A AR AN A B A AL AR PR, R4S A
16S rRNA FH 5755017, 8 2 W vk KC24 23
FEEA s FERT AT T M, 45 SR = H) KC24 68
Wy Y R AT ISR . A
N TN 7= R B 3 5 B AT T R4k AR AL B 1Y
R T ABE S 13.5X10° cfu » mL 7, o4k
AR T 107. 7%, S-S s m b Tk 9
20 g, ¥ 5 g, KNO, 2.0 g,KH,PO, 2.59 g,NaCl
1.0 g,(NH,),S0, 2.04 g,FeSO, 0.009 1 g,MgS0, -
7H,01 g,H,01L,pH 7.0,

& m
[1] 550 MR o X0 TF 3, 45, TR 265 45 50 1A 0 0 1 2 2
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Identification of Antagonistic Strain Against Cucumber Fusarium
Wilt and Optimization of Its Fermentation Medium

DU Bin
(Department of Horticulture, Taiyuan College, Taiyuan ,Shanxi 030012)

Abstract: Based on the morphological , physiological and 16S sRNA sequence characteristics,a bacterial strain was

identified as Paenibacillus,named KC24. Bacteriostatic spectrum of KC24 was detected. The results showed that

KC24 could confront a variety of plant pathogens,it had a broad-spectrum antimicrobial activity. The fermentation

medium components for spore production of KC24 was optimized by responsesurface methodology. The optimized

number of spores in the fermented liquid was 13. 5X10* cfu » mL ™! ,increased more than 107. 7%. The optimal
fermentation conditions were corn flour 20 g, soybean meal 5 g, KNO, 2.0 g, KH,PO, 2.59 g,NaCl 1.0 g,
(NH,),S0, 2. 04 g,FeSQ, 0.009 1 g,MgSO, *« TH,O 1 g,H,O 1 L,pH 7.0.

Keywords : cucumber Fusarium wilt; Paenibacillus;response surface methodology;spore
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