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AERE 3¢ J5 IRAE L I g A F B
SR B S R R

# B

L HEMRHAEE MR EEER, J630, 100037, 2. WAL K% AR E2E, F5 071002

BHE HYALEFRGEAETH - B2 TEISH T RAEHEIL K, REYRABENETER
R, i TEMAHDEKIBTHEESEATE T AN X E. B, 3k 3% 3k (culture-independent) 7 3 st
HAALEPRGAERTHRCRAEDRABEFRABR TN A EERREALY. TR T $
BRTENRPHK, éﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁ%fﬂ%@fﬁ*%igﬁfﬁ, BRI BN EEEE G A,

Rid EEFFE HWNEEE HYREAH

H Y 4 0B (endophytic bacteria) FIHE ¥ 4R br 40
B (plant rhizobacteria) BHEMHASREFHEEAR
o, KhirSHEeREmy AR, SREEY
{24 40 5§ (plant growth-promoting bacteria, PGPB)I'.
YR EETES BAERAY . SREYEKE
HHED . A REBREN BB RR A RED SN
REHHEYER, ERLEFPRER XN HE
1, BMEZHETEERNXRE. EXHEYHEN
BERAHELTENHRLIBRS, —ERHAERHY
EYRRRNIEER, MFEHECLIES, E
BRHOGBTEEENBEY R HREREY B
B0.1%—10%", mABEW B EDES SR
IR E. YA FR B 405 R A SRR B R
Y—HEFEUEDEEAKERPYEMLKZETIRE
AEERBHAIEFR. W, FHEBEFHIERARE
AT R EEY N MR EFERE AL,
i B TER B A R B - R T SR AE Y RETE ok
BIgEH, XREEBESET EHEEY N EFMRE
WEMFBESEN., ZHEERSEEZANMEEER
ZRETHRRHEBE. EFERET RNAZHGFHTH
KW TEDFTEFRNATHYREHE

2005-07-15 W B, 2005-08-26 W 5B
» ERERMFES RN E Git#gS . 30170035, 30370032)
*x BIAMEE, E-mail; songwei@mail. cnu. edu. cn

HIBFFE, #it DNA KFE FHBFS, HERKTHEY
NEMBRAENMBENRRLSHFEN LR, &
—ERE LRRTHREEFFERNHK.

HENA FTHYNAMBEAER KOS
HHEEAFHERT PCREFEFE, BHR T
B A DNAWRR, REEHEEANBERNT
Yt T PCR R BL, 7 A b H 17 & /9.
IR Y 1 BBk DNA FR % 88 2 #7 ( ARDAR)'Y,
BEHLY 1 £ 5 ¢ DNACRAPD)™Y, &I BK
Z5H (RFLPY®, RWMEERABKELSH
(T-RFLP)T, 25 vk B % B el 3k (DGGE)!'Y, 18
EHERRBX(TGGE)'Y & 16 S IDNA X EWE
& XN EBAENFS XRFHE R, &
XABH K. ERRIMUEEEFFRERYHE
0 4R B 40 88 B 95 o B R A m AR

1 AR 3E J5 E e Yy 0 A G el BT 52 R B B

k1% 3% (culture-independent) 5 ¥ N TH Y
PR A B BT O 2 B R M A A R B — A T
MERASHM., B EEUDIHE, EX. ME.
FAE R SRS D BULRRIEY bR, BLRES S
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J5 g % BP9 A SR M LA T LA T B EAT T BT

1.1 BESHERSTR

HYNEAEREEYMAESRETHEER
B, BAMMEERENTHEAS2E. BT
MAEYAESEHRDEANIERFTEFBYAT
YN SRR, JF M DNA K Bk
SRR AR E BB, Reiter B
F 16S rDNA-T-RFLP A&, 547 T B4 ah
B A SR A S KB BR S IR B (Erwinia carotovora)
B AR B SR, SRRUIBARRM
PR R RS R H X BB A BT . Ueda
U Y1 ni fH BB T KBRPERHAH
BErEtE, ZREEKBRPEFE S MHH nifH
HE). ABFRAFIHE 16S rDNA SUE K I7 2%t
7k 7S (Oryza sativa L., cv. 90-3) 1R W4 0B Fh ¥
ZREHT TR, LRERRATBHHE LS
e, HUE A S AR GCHERBMEZRMHEMEAE.
CFB 2% 8 ( CytophagaFlexibacter-Bacteroides ) .
H# (Archaea) %, HHKBRARIEFERLEEE
BB R (R MR R 22D

A U F BT RAERE SN,
BTAURMBIE R T EESRMNEE, ETLR
WP TN AEE. A TERTE, EHEF
FEAIMNBESHAUELEENS, MERTES
EEFFEALERTELEBHAEY NENE
BEEREN, AEMN T -EFHREYHERH R
FL. Garbeva %R H DGGE HAR 5 FRFEFHLE
BN DRENEHBE LY, DGGE Hi%R3
WFEF, Hbh—Ho5oBEEA—%, -8
S54BMEAR, EK T dE 53R 07 % T LU I AT 5%
FMEAMEFAAGREROANEAH. Aragjo
U R F DGGE J5 8 #1348 53 B J5 35 BF ST il A
PREFAENEREN AR TRXLMNER.
Chelius% 1| F§ 16SrDNA-PCR-ARDRA i R il 55
HHEERBUTERRALABENTENSHENE, &
HAEEF FER AN MEYRBLERITEFEKN
MAEZFE, HFHALMHEERAEHEYRALEA
.

KR FEMBRFTEITAEAE S,
FREIMEEEAELN, MEEINKHRBMH A

. Kaiser U Ri8  FI 5% 325 Ik MAE R FROT R
MR TSN, TRERIEWRFTE
1 16S rDNA 3CFE BF i H i 48 T AR 3 b BE R BT &2
B, BAEFESENAARL LN T HE M
Y HEXEFEIERRE BBHAEM CFB
HKpE WHFRGRFRWEF T EMIEEFITRMAS
& ] B R 4 T b BT S AR T A B VR SRR

WA SERRTEALSMH, EXEITES
HaoZHERFETFEMEEAER, BEFBY
7 B O B REHE R DI BE.  Sessitsch PR
A T-RFLP & DGGE Wif 7 #:5t 3 A i D% &
MZ., MEREHHABEMBEET THR, RAE
B T4 B RO N R B SR YE BT B R T 2 A H AR
ﬁ:g%ﬁﬂgéﬂi%ﬁﬂU%ﬁﬁfﬁ%W%ﬂ Briones
2:02) 2 B DGGE FPEE R 2 32 (FISH) B 6 J7 3
AR TABEHEEALPENFREN, SREY
ERPEEEAMEBERNZSHEETTE TREFMN
BAEMHEEDHTE.

FEERTH RPN EHE L RET DNA B
BF9E, T Reiter ZIH KM RNA g 2 i i 4F 3%
KAEMTTHYHNERE, XANTTRAIERH
ZRH, FUEEFHARYDEANNEERS. b
fi13% FH 16S rDNA-PCR-DGGE #1 16S rRNA-RT-
PCR-DGGE £ AR 447 7 T4 5 P9 48 MR 30 M B0 R ¥
BRREEESHEYE, ERERTHAFARRHME
EReM, HpRufi RNASBERE, XX
FRABABEE.

1.2 BENEELOTFR
WEVERUERRRIRMEDESERR P
W—AHE, HRE—BHBAESARERRE
REEHEYBHETHBETEEMEDESER
KRB —FEH. EFHFEFTEFANUIFARTEDAE
WEMERE, TUABETREAYNEREH
EWMeEgAEk HEHREE HEAR L E
RAUMRAALEMOEAMNED N EDNERFED
SHE M. Conn ZI g 16S rRNA-T-RFLP #
ARHFRTRASHAR L RK/DERMNAE KL H
B (Actinobacteria) ZREYE. RHAR LR E
KMPMERHNEREESHEEFTZN, AILYE
BEEMIRESSBUINERNERKEERERR,
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FREEHY BN EHKF. Seghers HFVRAHE
R PCR-DGGE B 7 #&: 4t T 7E K 1% 20 4 B4 B[]
HREAMBEAMERBRALEMBENRE R, £
BLAE 47 14 PI 10 40 o R L R R O AR LD, TP AR A
KEMRA BB EL, RERLAEZAN
LW+ BMHUEYBETLEEW, MALSXMNBRA
HEREBETER .

L3 IHEYNERERBEEEZINHER
HEAHEYNEREHRBEETEERAHBRIE, —
B ULIA M Y P A B R IR T4, AT
HYBRE. SILEAEAFERILORGOH#EAREY
Ky B—MBENANEYNENERETHEY
M. HAEEF TR Y N A E T BT,
BT AR BLE. Normander 9 F§ DGGE AR
A4 T K FE MY B (phytosphere) U B B R, &
DREAENE SR PERENHEALER TSN
HEEBEEAARLY:, AR EAEER T L%, W
WENEER B THRMN; M Sessitsch FHIR
Fj T-RFLP % DGGE Biff H 3t R ERZE. RE
BEMNEBEMBHRT TR, ARHELE—BoN
R TE EEYREE.

2 BB 5 BRHRR BR B R B 5T

EEFITEMA T L RBEY W ARER A
A, HEMBRIEERHEERAERTREME
¥, HERKBHXMER. FEFFEMEYRE
MANHRFERFEUT LT ®E:

2.1 “HIBRECR MR E e E
“BERBAL” BEHTHYREAEEEHH
YR, EAEX—HEANEBMNMEDELR
B. MERMENE LBARTERR L ENOBEY.
AR B A% R B9 /N B FIAR B AR S L P B M R
B (R/S il k&R, R/S WEHBK, REF
WA ARE B, EmFEENATREMEYHBR
WL THRERMN, HERABEYHENIR
. BEREE A 2 HBEEL. Kandeler HU A
DGGE S AR T FXAR Br i 4 Yy 8% 9% 0 4L R A0 2
g, EHMABEFER 2. 2mm L EEALAERE
BEOHBHME, MEAMHERYH T RNRS
KA 4L s Marilley %21 R A& 16 S rDNA

REXENTERRTREEMA=ARE L.
Wt R PHRENEHEE. FGREH, v B
WA E RS EYRTBE2HE M, W2WE/
B8 (Holophaga/Acidobacterium) 25 Bt N B £
B FF%; Duineveld %4552 f§ DGGE B3t % 1B
MAERKMREEAEYBRENEEE, RABLHAE
BE LR B S5 E N 255 Smalla FIR
I DGGE HABR TEH. WK, MEHRERKL
WMESZAANBAEBEOBMEDBELSH, GRE
ARG AEBEAE AR THIAERE. EER
EHHEAEY ORI FRBEY A E THEN
A3, FERBAEERE SR 5 1k 0 R P BB BE L AK M R B AR
B M BE TR M), X R BT 45 R4 20 il
PR M CREREN” WS EmEE.

2.2 YR RN B B R AR

R, EYE KRR R R RE
WX MY B E = AR W, WA R
HEMREVE BB W B O B B. Marschner %09
DGGE # AR X BB T . i 3 0 75 73 25 i) #8401 ¥
7% 16 S IDNA 4 #rit, XBHEYMHE. HE. M
+ AR ER S X H = 4 . Miethling %0 R
T CLPP ( community level physiological profiles),
FAME({fatty acid methyl ester analysis), TGGE %
IFHEHE TEYMAE. ORI K B4 s Xt
RYREME M RE SN, 3 F 7 EIEE
YA BEE MM EYRELMNBREERR,
+ B PR Z ; Wieland %9 {1 f§ 16 S'IRNA-PCR-
TGGE $ARAH T M, LWARANENEK
sa+., BELTEMBRANMEDHERLOE
W, SREEEYRENSEYREHERTEE
TR, TR AR K Y B AR B A B e AR X B D
Marschner U9 DGGE HEARM AT HEFBER
R BRENN S SRR, RAFLAER
WRFAERERABARATAERN R HEH
%, TAERBRAEEEKENERFRIEY
AR A LTS ;s Tkenaga %07 B WA A 16 SrD-
NA-PCR-RFLP H RBFHE T 5K REA € # A K #H
B S R, SRR R EY B
R B 4 B R R T R R A AR A

B 20 42 70 £ E 90 FH, BTHERMY
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SR, CAREEY R R AR E
B M BEA —E MR EP R ESD, Y
AR R FEOEA, BEDTRAEREY SR
B S B8 080 A2 9 A LA R B L.

2.3 +HEEIFIRIL bR G EE B 9K 0 R

THRRE YRR E RSN —&E
ERE, EEANKTHEYAEAE. Yang 1 Crowley™
/5 DGGE B AR Tk Z Mk TR M RMBHT RKE
RIBHARE TR, SRRV EEBRZAETERST
KERFEHHAARERBRAAR, HHREHETH
FE YR E TR AR AL 5| A2 B R 20 490 28 B8 0 28 1 T B
75 ; Piceno %M R Al DGGE B AR 4+ #7 1 11 1 b
BMEFRYEXNBEEEREYNE R, RAEHA
THRERYFER R AR BB E
HEMEmE, HEMEIEFRNKBEEALEREY
M 2H Rt R ¥ 7E M35 L5 Rangarajan %1% R A
16 S rDNA-PCR-RFLP iAW T L+ F XK
BrBRAREMBELSEEEE, S LN
SSPEBEAREMN SRR, MEAIWRER
Bt ES, TERAKBE LEESEBE, KERE
MU P .

2.4 HAbdYH EN R HEEHZW

HEYEE, P ERAEFEME
RESAERAE LN RERS LS HRA
WA B4 EH. Burke £ PCR-RFLP #
AHFRTHEAEBRENLBERFERAMEY L
HEREWE, SREVEAERATEER, BE
MBS nifHEZEEHELEYEREK. Mar-
schner %" (] DGGE i R WM TEH R E EM Y
ERMBE. BT ERERE L EPAERE
20, RABEMERENEYRGFAERESWY
S5XENEEHNEYRIR AR KL HERMR
K MiethlingSPI R B EMIN KRB E S, EHY
ERRMAEYHEN TGGERBE - ERE £
4 T ; Robleto %MV R BB & (RNA #F %
EHRXFIRBEE ST T EEN THE RN =
AR M EYBENE R, FHXGTEMTE
EHEEMERBE (R el CE3(pT2TFXK) 5
SREXIHEHN = ERHRAN « BHHE
HEHFEBEERD.

3 HRPAERE

3.1 HES DNA BB ik

FEIATF DNA #£BUE % F PCR MIERFHFECS
CHNHTFREMEDESERNR, BT DNAK
REURX s B 5 —25, B T 2] BB 8 30 4R B 2R
BRERTFAEN DNA —HEWRNESRZ—. EH
Fr 7 B e B P9 A AR I 40 B P 5T b R T i o TR R
BRI, ZEAE S U4 A1 DNA 32 B 72 o 06 40 3% 12 4
THEZE: DNA B [F] Bf £ 38 BUR R 1 4 19 78 7
YRR AR PRSPy, X 2 Y 5 AT FR
PCR B, Wilson %" 3% 38 T 3 55 & & 4y v BR i
PCR; 7EAR B 1 358 700 4y 20 47 o 35 ok 41 o o B8 i3 1K
PRSI R A F A B B ER B AR %, B
ATE RSN R B H DNA R B BAE S —MbrdE, R
) B i A 75 3 o SC T B o L BB 4 DNA R BUH 85,
Niemi %17 & {iF 8 + 38 40 8 B¥ 9% I35 1 (8] BR g T B
f# AR DNA BG4t Fr k. 1AM By £ 58 0 4
AT 5 R IE B DNA $REU B #1 3 Rhalifh ik,
R LA 138 DNA #3217 & (Mo Bio Laboratories) #
BEREAE, H DGGE Bt R H R KR KBHE
DNA, GAffH GCHERMA B, FERBEPYAR S
PCR M g 4> Wizard DNA 4ifL ZSE vl & R E# H
Waife=4, B5TH#E BNEUEERFTEHE
KFERAEMER, & PCRDGGE FEH#ET 4
FARIKAS B DNA 8237353t 3 P94 41 8 DNA
BB A B, & H CTAB (cetyltrimethylammonium
bromide )% H b JLFP 5 5 BB 5 A S b 3R BUK RS 4R
M4 41 B DNA.

3.2 PCR5|Hi%itiy &t

AL DGGE $i R R 418 16 S rDNA LY
BRERFITEARKBAEE SRS REEN £
B, PAIRSRSFFE TSR B ST R PO Ak 0 I b B 45 M
XERABEREITEENT Y, UEBEYH &K
DNA MR A DNA T, XFER B FEEH
TEERET PCR A FAHEY¥ Tk, MMyt
£k DNA FI£2 ki 4k DNA &1/ 16 S rDNA FIE 1
16 SDNA BE R, MEII PR A EE, PCR
YT RSBE T FEMRRERTRS, XEBAE
SEor AT TAEHE R A, B0 7 BB o 9 b 43 7 40 B 9
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&ig
BT 28 AR 1 A AR o 0 B XA A

RAEN e EE A RAER B b B %S, BE
EMNCBRAEYHEY %R FEENHR SR,
SR J7 ¥k 0 L FE b R 10 A R B A B R P B
RIFRET —RFARR, ERITEL T TR
WHESRETREDEREREYFER. RAT
WRIEERTEOREE, FAEGYERT®
MRS E, RLEHTHEEYAERREAEX—
IR BT T HEA.
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