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ST EDY-3iE S B E 4 e AU &L 1

LA, R, ZWE, Rt kT4

F AR A A SRS 2 e LR AR R BOR H G SE80 E, 17R T 5266109

W2 KA T FI0AT A DY-33F 3 it TIBE 40w A K An Ak 32 A4 (L4 69 Bvh

LREN: ARTRERSWEL B

Wk AR HFERTE, RERZBETAFHRELE. AR EE. MARSEFH AN L E, BERKT A

¥R RS E.
EHR): FFATEHDY-3; H kb, A 4

LB T T Y AME A b
(R 00 B, 6 AR I B - T RS E I aE XA
AR B 3G B KR, 2 2 5 B080™ (Sha-
balafliCuin 2008). FKEEHE. b, vhdb. 3
e B i RN B M X A R ) R, X
B ST A ) AT R B R (R R AR
2013). fE—Fh LM BEIER, it BA E KKK
JEWE ), RS L B H a3k ok, AL B
PR oRBR E L PR, AT R AIG R 0 AR 1) B T
BHE e AR 51 [ Y AR VE 2 BN R8T
J7 ), R EREUA X A ) o R A% A 1)
(EFE11%1997),

16 B M #h A2 — VI SE AT AT 1 il ok i 42,
B HATR I T IEAZ . M s A B EY)
FRITIES 3 BE 7 A — Fh A 2 HEs (- 9552009) .
MLAER, N AR P 32 VR P 35V AT 75 i
# 5 (Dodd FlPérezalfocea 2012).  ZEfAT B (Bacillus
spp.)s& H B ESR m /B #h PEATE 78 b B 2 1Y
R (K IEF2012). AT TURM] L2
AR BEPE R B (Bochow52001) . & jfi(Woitke
£52004). HN(EHEEAF2010) AL GRATHE 545
2010). Ei%E(Karlidag52013). 5465 78 (G R PR
SE2014) /N (FRINAE2015) 55 M) TR #h 7 0,
M HE DA & Eh B O P IR AR

ARURAFTI B T — M AT EDY-3 (Ba-
cillus aquimaris strain DY-3), B — & Wi £h 14
(B 5% b PRV R 838 S AR AR K B R T
FRIER WARE . MR REREEWETAEY, H
X ER R il ARURRAAEENBTA T i
Z AT N AT B DY-3% R B AR K AR B AR A
FEBR BT RE IR, 912 b PR B2 v M i 5 42 B L o
FUUA K R I5T L 1 va BRAR AL PR A4

mppfiiE . Na'A=Clra&. XL AARDY-37T 4 S a3 4h oy a2 bk

MRE7EE

1 LM

FHIFFEDY-3 (Bacillus aquimaris strain
DY-3) H A< R 8 2H A 35 V0] — A 0 R i b 1 338 3
R RVE B A 5 B 97 & (beef extract peptone) T4
Wy AR IR . 2 Rl & g
R B A K ovacs FGHE 2 TR &0 T 75 5
A ARATBR A ], 41 B 2 R 4L DN AP i 2
WA B T TAY TR AR A,
2xTaq PCR MasterMixy H 4t 58 (8 A V) H R H
BRAHE], G196 ATPCR )My A5 =iz &
AR IR T 2\ 58 %, A AR B R e 1k
WEKRERHARAA . HE RN ATERE
JG (Nicotiana rustica Linn), 1 [E R VRl 2E R
LRGN iy
2 FWHE
2.1 BN E. HFEREE

TFES g 145 mLIGH# /K, 30 min5 KI5 W
Rk 2 10°1%, R AR B P ARE e B AR B R H
JiR _EXT AR AT 70 B R 5% 10%. 15%.
16%. 17%F118% NaCl{#y i A 2= A F B iR RS 97
SRR H AR, R RGO, SRR
M| P S 5 42 HE KR & 0 B IE AT ER AR SR 16S
tDNA J7 31 73 e cHi 35 B iR AT 70 1 % 5E o

ks 2016-01-18  f&E  2016-06-02
B H BRI REEZRAAGI#E (1113346). HF K
Ml K 2 N7 RN T B 97 4 £ 44 A g B TR S I A O
H(XJG2013147). & &R K% KA QH 5 H
(2014-179) AL R 48 T HAED 7K 43 w5 25OR] F B3 AT BA 35 H
(62112N5).
* W AEF (E-mail: hqliaau@163.com).
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22 HiEEKIRE

B E HEDY-34FI7E 57 0.5% NaClff) 4 AE &
FUMRBARRE 735 R, 30°CHE R P 180 r'min”' 157724 h
J&i, 4 000 r-min” B0 2 B, H1450.5% NaClff g
TR 7E 22 B RV 1 PR IR FE M 10° efurmL ' 4 F o
THER B B AR N AR N, @ v+ H
BARN2.0 mm P 22 5ROV R S s fE 5 1
TRAI(2:1), fmi KW G BT — IR R . FAF
BH100 gb HIREW), FKBEREEIH10.0%. 4
AAK30 AR S AR SR R, FEAR IR, 5 d
JE AT SR B AL 3R, DS AE3 dab B — ik, L34
AbFE: IR H AL (CE 2 IKRE FRAE XTI, £70.5%
NaCIffJE 24 IKE R, 70.5% NaClfE 2 [KRE 77
WADY-3 (RPr¥EFh, WM E A1 mL), FEAERE3
WESE, BEESHKE. 30 A Bt BoRE,
THELG bR IR, PREFE AT 8,
2.3 $EHRASN

AR R A A (R R AL B R R e, 7R 2
ey AR = ERAL A ) S U R 2 A (H A SR
fit 1A SPAD-502) i £ (SPADH), “FIME A Jy -4
FOAHRT 2 B (1R BRI A 25 A5 2006); 78 3 M 5L 1)
AH [F)EB A7 3% BOCHH v, AR AR R ) AR B 2 SR I 4R
T (R R 2006) 1 28 1 77 320 5 &)y i v AE X
ToKEL N BSR40 AR X
B, e (R ) (Bf1 H2000) /251
JPEEMINa FICI 4 & FRE20 mghHiH, 2 mL 95%
H SRS, HX0.5 mLA2HGHE, A 1.0 mL 10% Fo-
lin-Ciocalteuif 7], 3 min/5 £ I A\ 10% Na,CO, ¥ W,
Fim N hfE725 nm FIROGAE, DAL E &
Iy ek 0 25 2R YR (1) o B (mg) R s Ay 1) 2 &
(Elizabeth Al Kelly 2007); FREUHE bR B0 1 g, B
F25H 100 mLIJG B AR 2 3R K i = A, 30°CHE
PR A 180 r-min %30 min, BUEFW 1 mL, %
BT BUZEAE S 17% NaClif) 4= & & (A E 4k
BRI 58 TR RDY-37E AR B - 55 R0 52 407 AR 5%
1) 5E AR 1O o
2.4 BRGSO

K HISPSS 17.040 1 3 Ak b AT B8 36 07 22 4y
7, DuncanyZfa 56 % 2 20A [F] 4b B 8] (1) 22 7 2 25
PE(P=0.05).

oA L
Mg

1 EFRDY-30TFiE R £ E

PR TEASFFAE, MBI = F Y0 BB 1 58 75
AL 1 2R R, HorhDY-3 5 8522 [, A 24,
WYk 2R B, e, REA, &K%
NaClKJZ 9 17%; W5 W skie 2400 A WAZTE
HA — 2 0 B aer=Amivk . PAHL R A
DNA KB PCRY $#, 5|#1527F (5'-AGAGTTT-
GATCCTGGCTCAG-3")#11492R (5'-GGT-
TACCTTGTTACGACTT-3"), PCR¥# £F: 95°C 2
min; 94°C 30 s, 55°C 30 s, 72°C 1 min, 30MEI;
72°C 10 min, =¥l 7 K791 449 bp, FENCBI
FBLASTLE X 5 Bacillus aquimaris (KF933617)]H]
TEYEN99%, W4 L BRI ik %5 7€ N Bacillus aquimaris
strain DY-3, GenBank & 3¢ 5 NKU167484.
2 EPEDY-33JEhiME T EE S £ KRS0

BT, MBS RN EK. RES 08
8.40f15.71 cm; EEHEAEET, K. REKSHIA
7.20F14.62 cm, 23 [FK 7 14.29%H119.09%
(P<0.05); 5Ehpia kb BAH L, ZHEKDY-3403 )5,
TR FIAR K2 51 97.93F15.36 cm, 2 HEF10.14%
F116.02%, 1EAT) B FAK T IE & AL PE(P< 0.05).  [FIF,
1B ARER, ML L. T E80.6968F
0.0454 gk, HppaAbFE T, ffE. T-H N0.5161
F10.0338 gk, &3 MK 125.93%H125.55%; Sk
B AL FRAR B, 2 ARDY-340BE 5, &) fef 8 R+
FIE0.6621510.0439 g bk, BEEHEE T 28.29%F
29.88%, {HATIBSAR T IE % AL BEGGR 1)
3 BEHKDY-33FEh B N E LR E IR LR
FRADSZ
3.1 M54 2(SPADE)FII A EMTEKE

TE 5 Kb HEORD A P e A BRSO 4 T ) 4k
F A & (SPAD) 43 7 A 19.6 F115.1, W35 M L,
F I SERTEAC S (@ RN NEN R S RO =8
PR h23.13%; 5 Ehhia AL EEAH L, £ RDY-34b
P, Mg AR A B (SPAD)IE 22 19.5, B
129.20%, {HATSBEAR T IE 3 b2 H 22 B A B3 (R
2). [FIFE, IEH ACEEAN SR M IE AL 3T, 005 4
Fr AT K43 51 89.09% F172.40%, P H LL,
N SERTEA S A R NN i1 WA PRI =
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1 DY-3%F EhBE T HE AR ARG, MR BEEERI T E A
Table 1 Effects of DY-3 on shoot and root lengths, fresh and dry weights of tobacco seedlings under salt stress

b T K/em R K/em fiep e /g ! T /g !
IEH# 8.40+0.26" 5.71+0.23" 0.6968+0.0200° 0.0454+0.0034°
0.5% NaCl 7.20+0.26° 4.624+0.34° 0.5161+0.0271° 0.0338+0.0037°
0.5% NaCl+DY-3 7.93+0.33° 5.36+0.22" 0.6621+0.0413" 0.0439+0.0032°

R APIRBIAR TR ER ] 10 22 71k, 257K 8 (P<0.05) . R

2 DY-3%F s lhaa T MR )y v i S AR XS A A
X KRR R
Table 2 Effects of DY-3 on relative chlorophyll content (SPAD)

and relative water content of tobacco leaves under salt stress

3 DY-30F diraa T MLl R A0 AR X B A
TR R

Table 3 Effects of DY-3 on cell membrane permeability and

malondialdehyde content of tobacco leaves under salt stress

A IR ARG 5 (SPADE) I M /K /%
1IEH 19.6+0.3" 89.09+0.33"
0.5% NaCl 15.1+0.4° 72.40+0.26°
0.5% NaCl+DY-3 19.5+0.4" 77.47+0.19"

Rl A 18.74%; 5 Eh I a AL FEAH L, W RDY-34b
MG, RS KR ET77.47%, BERE T
7.00%, {HAS B 2K T 1E 3 AL B (3R 2)
32 MApEEMMA—KEE

TE 5 4 FEORD 5 P e A BN, R R 4 T A 1)
T i A X 3 43 5 M 17.55%F124.39%, 19 & Al
b, #hbria 255w 1O R 2l i A 4 R A
XFIEVE, WANE N38.93%; S5 A kA b, 45
PRDY-3 405, I R (10 40 B R AH 633 E BE
19.50%, 22 F&1K 17 20.02%, {H475 5.3 & T 15 4b
H(FK3). AR, IE%H ACFRAN R e AbHE T, A 54
T BT S B N0.80F11.23 umol-g” (FW),
PR AR EL, ShphE g iR 7B AR A BN
AR, WIENS52.70%; 5E AL EEAIEL, &
WEDY-3 4088 f5, v 0 S E =B CN0.92
umol-g" (FW), %% F&1K T25.00%, {H4} &% & T
1E A HR (R 3)
33 MERSENBREYREE

T A FEA R ol e AL R, A )
PR & ) 79 A3 1.82H1152.08 pg-g' (FW), P&
FHEG, ShWhE B2 5 & 7 A i R
T, R N63.68%; 5 ki A BEAH L, £ R Pk
DY-34b 5, I AR & R4 550,93 pg-g!
(FW), B35 K T2.21%, B0 E & T EH 4B
(Fd). [FIFE, IEH A AER B AR, HEL) T

[t i 5=5 =)

Lb g T A X3 1/ %

pmol-g" (FW)
IEH 17.55+0.40° 0.80+0.02°
0.5% NaCl 24.39+0.13" 1.23+0.10°
0.5% NaCl+DY-3 19.50+0.25° 0.92+0.05"

M Py () 4l & 503 ) 9 1.33A11.82 mg-g”' (FW),
HAALE, Eh i B R TR A R A
B, WIE936.50%; 5 E A FAH L, 2Rk
DY-34b3 5, 2y & & o~2.45 mg-g' (FW), EER
BT 34.62% (4).

4 DY-3%F #hbihie 0 g Al e SR S AR )
Jo &5 e IR
Table 4 Effects of DY-3 on proline and total phenols contents
of tobacco leaves under salt stress

i A e A 2 =N

sty HFE%@I& &5/ %::ﬁ 5/
pg'g” (FW) mgg" (FW)
EW 31.82+0.34° 1.33+0.08°
0.5% NaCl 52.08+0.73" 1.82+0.17°
0.5% NaCl+DY-3 50.93+0.27° 2.45+0.12°

34 Na'fICI' &2

IEH A EE R, BB I Na FICT & &5
90.91H11.07 mg-g" (FW), Hhfbpits Kb HE 408 % 4))
F I BN I CL 3 B 2 48w 5 1.8 7 fI2. 11
mg-g" (FW), & IE# 4B [12.04(5 F11.961%; &k
iy bR AR LE, 2R ARDY-340HE 5, I ffNa Al
CIr &R EHRICE1.46/11.76 mg-g' (FW), [4IF
G N21.61%F116.61%, {H A7 5 3 T 15 # kb FR
(#£5).
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#5 DY-3%F #h i T L I A Na FCT & &
Table 5 Effects of DY-3 on Na' and CI~ contents of tobacco

leaves under salt stress

b Na % &/mg-g' (FW) Cl&E/mgg' (FW)
IEH 0.91+0.02° 1.07+0.14°
0.5% NaCl 1.87+40.16" 2.11£0.09°
0.5% NaCl+DY-3 1.46+0.05° 1.76+0.11°

3.5 DY-3ERFHIERIRRNEHEE

FEFR30 dJiS, EhE AL FE T I 540 1 AR B
AR E EDY-3 0 &2 B N1.15x10°F1
0.85%10° cfu-mL™; T 7E A $ i) 1F 5 b BN 26 1
i A E RS HHDY-3 (6).

6 DY-37EAR bR L AR R A 1 e =
Table 6 Colonization number of DY-3 in the root and in the

rhizospheric soil

SERE/*10° cfurmL”!

5

HRER -4 %

i - -

0.5% NaCl - -

0.5% NaCl+DY-3 11.5 0.85
Tt i

Ehin 2 BRI K, 4 E eSS
SRS B A AR (G 52010, i i 8
MK ITIA2012) . AR W& R R P 2614 1) B4R bR
o, REAEY T EL B N ) £ A K I (Parida f
Das 2004). & b0 % % 3 B ) £ W) B R R B,
[/ E B e o 3 O a e (LN A
SRR IAT G EEOR, EHE1E
FHI G REMR IS A% 3 RN A R A ] Bk (14
VRS EEEEWAEY RO E G B, gk
RV AERKE TEEEEEMN. Jeairor
FARWY, i TR R R RS ERIKE
4% 25 AL PR iR A 5% (Greenway fllMunns 1980;
Tuna%$2008). T4 i 78 K I 2 AT 11 e i e R0
B NEY SRR S, TG SR ) 0 Sh
PEE I A B . R PR AE(2014) HikE il B 2F
FIAT R GBO3 R DL 35 42 iy $h e T SR8 B 4 (1 i
SRE R, TR SRAEE A I R HhIEE(2015)

& R AT B (Bacillus cereus). FLK 4 AT
W (Bacillus megaterium)~ F5 /)N 2 fFF H (Bacillus
pumilus) A ZF HIF B (Baclicus lincheniformis)
RE 0k 35 2 = 2R B T /N 22 A I T4 o E R A
ROE, ZMAER TR, BRI B
Pk KarlidagZ5:(2013) I\ A bk 5 2 04T 1 (Bacillus
subtilis EY2). Z=4g tF fFF B (Bacillus atrophaeus
EY6). ERIE ZE AT B8 (Bacillus spharicus GC sub-
group B EY30) 1] {2 2 42 5y #h i T BEE 4 1 (1) T
HAM SR o5, IR AN SR . B IT
M EDY-3 25 m 1 S a4 A
PIntaR R &8, Wi T YRS E, XA RS w
FRAR TR WNa" RICT & &, WE T e
FAEH, Amfedt T HEYAK. Bin T TR
AR Fyhb, R Wk BRG] 2R 5T AR AT e A (i ik
TR BI04 o 2 () 2 SR A

R 38 2 T 4 4 T A 4 o R T, 5 B
375 P DR R B T o Ak, T T o S A PR T
1 S o A DR A () 7 A4 ZR R B R ot A A A
FH(Moran%§1994). P & & & F BB gk Ak R
b, FEBUE MK, 22 Mo i Job 41 e ™™ 2 ([ />
ME1991) . AHRT H 5 2 2 i 5 200 B 02 1 1) B 4R
b, HEEBOR, FoRBERMBIRERZ, 400
B 52 407 SRR P ™ B . AR S, R e B
07 B4 A B S E A Y =
FEMBER T, AN LS B AN A PRI,
Ut B B AR Ak T T 3 2 AR B A o) A e v g
053, AT DR 240 M JB 25 4 1) e 1k . X S5
Jr i Na FICT & B BRI — 8. X T BE R 9 Bk
THAE 3 B RSy, TR 1 Na FICIE AN
AR N B, 3R T B R ) B
B AN E TR . MG SE(2014) 0B AR R AR 3
[T 7S R N iy WA OVt g
YRR IBEIEE P, AT SR SR a s oW (4 5, X 5
AT T R KA

AERE 85 7K B A T B ) 52 BK 43 Jil e 1 — A
HERAR, B4R 7K 5 AR BEARAS G &
552009). hPME AN SIS IE RGO, YR
IR AE, J8& B AE B 5, S A SR AR K 73 55
K. AW, Hbia S E R T R
R AR EK &, AR RAC TS, M4
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Jr BAE T K B R 2 S, Ul B ARG T SR
TE0H 0 B 40y 1 R KO R . IX AT RS R RS
KT HE G R R BB BCGR AR, B53% 7KK
WL, R T PR (Cho&52006); 1] B2 KN
PRPRIEAC 7 R erh R SRUR EE, BRAR T M AR X Na i
CIFIW L, Z2fif 1 R iR R 3, et 1
R Z XK 73 B S 3 77 T AN A8 7 R 2 it
Ft, G0 RS FEAE(2011) 4R MAS B AR 0 B8 42 e 26
IR A AR 7K & NadeemZ5(2007) K
L ER I8 T EERR T B R R M T8 (Pseudomonas syrin-
gae). 7P (Enterobacter aerogenes) 7 YA
Al B (Pseudomonas fluorescens)REHe 5 LK
(RIAF YT 5 7K &5 ThafllSubramanian (2012)iA A $ b
KPE WA B 7 (Pseudomonas pseudoalcaligenes)
F%E /N ZE B AT B (Bacillus pumilus)tH A8 $E & 5 e
TAKAEM AR K A

FliZ M B ABERAT RPN, Bk
H i 545 2 Fh 1) R (Kishor Al Sreenivasulu 2014).
EHEE T, EREED AN RERER, AR T4
FRA 2 He, PR3P 40 I IR 3R &6 4 52 75 T (O B 55
2010). ASEs rh Eh Filae 25 5900 1 0 B P A
AR &, WA E =4 TIENRN, X5
JIFG 2, TR AR 2R 47 iy A ik DR 285 i 12k 7 5 SR A — 2
(Hmida-Sayari%$2005). MBS, MRS &
W& A BRAIS, X AT REE RN R AR IE#E T L3 i
43, BEAR T AR Na FICI W I, S 1 2hihia
X R A E A E, AR B & A & 28
K2R RIS e . A6 545 R S5Ro-
jas-Tapias%(2012)7F £h Wie T B [8 0 5 2 2 B¢
B KM R R & B4 KA. BRE
MEAPUEAAERR B HEER, B8 E T
T P4k R & AR &R BLIR > S A 17 35 (Michalak
2006; Oliveira%$2009). AHF5TH, FhMHiE 2251
Tn T R B R B By SR o R, M B AR S 2R
Wi & st — D HE N, Rojas-Tapias5(2012)HF 78 &
I b 4 BR [ %0 1 (Azotobacter chroococcum)E .
A RORAE R a T M A B R S &, X
AR AR AL HAHCHLIER TR A .
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Bacillus aquimaris strain DY-3 improves salt-tolerance of tobacco seedlings

JIANG Xu-Wen, CHEN Jia-Bin, LI He-Qin’, ZHAO Hong-Hai, ZHANG Yu-Mei
Shandong Provincial Key Laboratory of Dryland Technology/College of Agronomy and Plant Protection, Qingdao Agricultural
University, Qingdao, Shandong 266109, China

Abstract: Effects of Bacillus aquimaris strain DY-3 on the growth and physiobiochemical characteristics of to-
bacco seedling under salt stress were studied by a pot experiment. The results showed that compared with salt
stress, shoot length, root length, fresh and dry weights were significantly promoted, chlorophyll content, leaf
relative water content, proline content and total phenolic compound content were also significantly enhanced by
inoculation with Bacillus aquimaris strain DY-3, while lipid peroxidation levels, cell membrane permeability
and sodium ion and chloride ion contents were significantly decreased. The above results indicate that inocula-
tion with Bacillus aquimaris strain DY-3 can enhance the salt tolerance of tobacco seedlings.
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