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RN EREAME T FIRAEEF S SR ESHEARNXR
L R NN
(1. SRR MR ERE, M 5EBH 5500255 2. SEMI KM S SRS 0, SN $1FH 550025)

B FhrbRcE e AT R R Hh s B A €, IR TEIRSN AR R AR PR B BRAMA AR
DL 5% A P A REACRE S b1 7E A iR AR T AL BR IR 25 A RS KT HT, XR B ST IR E M oTika %2 N T
TRICTERAT T8 R I FBR IR R, DA T R T B SEIAEAEHEA T 8 A R B B BT [ 5178 4K . AR5
B, FATCL= AN (O)04 GL. W5FE QL. A SQ)FEHEIARER = 1 L3RR Jofh T A I, Al T =Fh L3 s AER AR+
HABIRBU(HT R AT AR B BB BE . AR 2SI B, MR M B T B BRI F PramBi e A . R A
AEPE B SR TR 2 RV S LS R i RUR SR Z I OC R THRE TN AAS [FIRY B A M AR IR . 5 SRR =
Pl 18] FIAERE AR5 8 A A ROD B A T TR B AR R, MRS MER . Bl R 2E R [FI 32 1)+ e A0 R0 R bR
AN ZREE RS2, Herb T RS P A (Novosphingobium). - H 845 HR98 B (Mesorhizobium). 11178 B /K 14 B (Burkhol deria-
Caballeronia-Paraburkholderia) &5 J& 5 & 2F R & .3 IEAH3<. Minicystis. Alkanindiges. Telmatospirillum X755 & B Bt 19
TRk IR THRETIN A3 T3R80, TEREAT D7 Pral B 7E AP i R I RE H, BTR AT AR ThRe . S50 ThRe. 2 M mahne
Kre st ng, WA S IR e ThRe fom . w2 AT GE SRR, TEARATR 115 Fh B R AR B (1 TE A OGN 2 fge i, 1%
BrBed, ARTER ] AP T BRATRR T E BEREm, IMTBEREA T TS F R AK. ATAIER T P FIRgi % TERAT 7 R 5 26
FURZE BTk, Db Bram B A 3 Ah 7B R ALHIPE L i B

REEIRE: b KEFR; BEIBG WRZAEE

FhFREY — MR A T, EREGE Ay ) SR 28 55 (Shade A, et al. 2017). i AR I
FEREMAEY), XAV FRI#7(Qi Z H, etal. 2022a; b). F i & (Goggin D E, etal. 2015). %/
H4EK(Gao C, et al. 2020; Walsh C M, et al. 2021) LA S )M (Hu J, et al. 2020a) 55 77 L4 17 B 2 HAE
F o P 3R AORUAED) X 3588 57 N 8 SN “FP-FBR(Spermosphere)”, ‘& A& B & FF2 1H 1-10mm N 52 Fh - if
R A A A s PR HR R PR DX 8o P R 2 A 7 o i 1 52 o B R i (1) IX Sl A2 AE A LA FH BB AR )
(Nelson E B. 2004), 1% X3k A4 (A AR F & A KFUR & i R EZ (152 (Schiltz S, etal. 2015) . Ff
TBRE DR F ORI T 3%, SR P BRI AR R Pl B, AN L 8 AR 2 e o B
AR 2 FEPE 5 2 (Truyens S, etal. 2015) . P8 K IT UG, 7 FI4) H #2200 WA R AL 5400 o
TR S5 L e A A 28R, kT s e M B AR PR AR W B V& 4574 (Houlden A, et al. 2008; Pascale
Aet al. 2019). AWIFLRY], AFRE G M BHF T 0l YR WAFEBRZ R (Kim H, et al. 2020), 1
FEHEN T35 5 22 i P20 W 1 7% 0 BRI M1 B AE YD ) 2 40 S 4L Rl (Torres-Cortes et al. 2018). (AUt
W SE b8 AT R B B A A R AR N B I A B 4 A DL R R AR K O

RAWIRh T AERNFFr XN RO 1, TN RAEY A KR & & 3R 5 (Nelson E B. 2018). [d]
B, RIFMFF RIS B AR SR FPrp & S M AE Y. % 2 PR Pral B e 2 R 1EY)
Fhrug R RIS mENVEN, WA I8 (Bacillus velezensis) 7t & K (Zea mays) 7 bt 2 241 E 3 A
3D 115 & B4 (Pal G, et al., 2021); A sh#T T J& (Acinetobacter sp.) Al % 7 5. it 1 J& (Sphingomonas
melonis) 7£ 7K 7% (Oryza sativa) #f - N A Fh - Br 32 111 B 35 Sk i a3k 87 & F0HE 480 47093 14 (Shalini D, et al., 2017;
Matsumoto H, et al., 2021); FJEAT 1% J& (Methylobacterium oryzae)7E % fifi(Solanum lycopersicum)f7-Fx 145y
A PR R AP R A4 K I /E F (Chanratana M, et al., 2018). BRItk #b, 845 B 5% i 1% J& (Pseudomonas
sp)(Chahtane H, etal., 2018). & #£ 1 J& (Massilia sp.)(Xu, Y, etal., 2020). 15 #T & J& (Pseudarthrobacter sp) .

*F/NINIERAEE o« E-mail: xlwei@gzu.edu.cn (Xiaoli Wei).
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I B4 J& (Bacteroidetes sp)(Dai Y, etal., 2020) . I V% [ U5 B (Azospirillum brasilense)(Omar M N, et al., 2017)
G IAESARYIFIFBr trOR ILFE R P78 ORG-SR . RIL, Bl Brgu B £ — e A2 B EIKBIE Y Fl ¥
(IH . B B ATC T K80 B AR 26T T AR A b 8 R B B A M A 28 R A R AL e 42 o

TEREA (Ormosia henryi) & H1 [E 2 5t A BFD, J8 T G RHLG @ MR, PRI S AT E . W N E
AP EIRSZXA . AHAER AR T 80% A SEFH T, 1 R Rl A2 AEARA [ 28 50 3T 1) 1 R A PR 3=
FEH SR, SRS B IEA AR R T 3E4T 90°C LA_EIKIR R B IR BR BRI Th AL B, A e R 1 B 1R
WS TP M AR o FRATAERIE B SRR rh AEME AT 72 W fe] FEA R AE AR K i K 2 P Bl e 72 5 5
SHFHR? AT, BATRE T RE 3 MNMERAFE Y LEEOCS . IEFE . AFF), BAE L%
PRI B R S5, FEIREL 5 ANEAR B B iR bR IR A MR, Gl Id 16SrRNA L PR 3 10
PRVT 3 ANTERE A Hhy 2 b5 L IR AR M 0 A8 S S HAE 5 AN R BT BCT BIFh 7 BR A i VA 045 DR T00II A
T A B A TN 4 5 R T A RS TRD (9 A8 A8, TR0 11 48 1358 (R SR AR A P 1 R IR OGS A B o 28 . ARHE
R H B (L) PR WS G AR AR 1 1) 32 SEAM TR S, 7 308 0 R AR AR A 1 1 B B 1) ot ik e K FR Ao 7 B
BN (2)Fh Br A B AE AR BEAER AR P15 K b 4misaaE A DR ? AT 45 F0 2 N BRis A4 P v 4E
REA b~ 5 P 0K 50 i 3 R 4R

2 RS
2.1 FhFFtiE

TERAATI 7T 2019 4R 57 M 5 A7 O 1 e B A M 3K H:(105°39'3.69" W,  25°58724.88"N) [ [H]—
PRACHEA BB L ) B P F, FhFTRIE 345.0142.20g. FIFii R AFi4r A2 2021 4 1 A 1 HR A HREM K
W H(GL) W FE 2 (QL) A BT (SQ) HIFEAH A B N KA R 4 BB 4115 1) 0-20cm 438, F3BRAR Al Bk,
T IRt SUNTT) =Rt
2.2 LW IT

W1 4 1) = b 3203 1) B T 55 97 HE (80>35>20em) 1, A b I E 3 NE A, 202141 H 1 H,
ANEE WS FEFLA MR . KA —201) 100 Rifd fEfh+, B LEHKEERREEGERL, BETEIER
ZAF R RAT A RRG, E WAE EK A CR IR LRI . TER R T AR R B (1) Bl KB BE(1) . IRARZE
HETB) AR B (V) FRARKH BLV) AN B AT R . fE A EE PR AANRE T
FhFBr LIEFEAR 5g, WA I RAbRIL. &N BIFEA WA J5 37 R OR A7 7E-80 B ARIR VKAR T, frdi—
W 58 4 Ja AT RN o
2.3 TIEBUCMH RO

XA )1 AR AR (1 L 8 3R R gk AT DU 52 oA, 046 115875 # (SBD) 13 pH(pH). A %(TN). 2%
(TP). &HH(TK). HRLE(ARN). BALBE(AP). HEAEH(AK) . A HLEI(SOM). A 3EFLAL T I 5E 5 73 HT 1)
2 8 3RO Ak 22 53 i (Bao, S.D. 2000) 147
2.4 DNA {2HL, PCR / #&F00F

¥ EIRTEWEE KRB 3 DMAE L A BT AR 7 b LI i 18 Bai 45 A (Bai J, etal. 2020)
)2 sk ] FastDNA® Spin Kit for Soil(MP Biomedicals, 3% )75 & filife DNA. &5 15404 338F:
(ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG)F1 806R: (GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT)Y 1 16SIDNA ] V3-V4 [X
#(Liu C, et al. 2016). ¥#4 2 J5f PCR F=#)H AxyPrep DNA Gel Extraction Kit i#E1T4ifk, 4XJ5KH
NEXTFLEX® Rapid DNA-Seq Kit #4578, FIF HNlumina 2 &) Miseq PE300 7 & 31Tl /. i fastq
BEXT IR AR I P P B 34T A%, A FLASH 8 E T Hf4%, 8T UPARSE ¥, #RHE 97 %l AHALEE X 7
HIBEAT OTU B3, fERISTBEP LB EIR, 53 OTUACKRES, FBRHTA AL R B SRR Fn £ ks
WA, BT ST
2.5 £MEEESH

N T BN — AW Fh - BRIS A 2E 5 A R AP B AR i FR AR O IR B, DA A= b 54, 3K
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AT FH BB AT AR [ VA A 2R F 8 ) A o A8 A B B 00 P o 4 1 ALK = B85 5 P W AT ) 6 AT 18113 43
MT o SR WEE SCBAIE 7 305 PPAik 40 B B T S 20, DAY 78 2 2 (0 40 B8 -5 AR AR A 7 K BN TR K 5 1 A 0
1. BT AERE OTU 4k T P2 5, {8 A R3.6.1 ## RandomForest(Breima L, et al.2003)%
BEATREALAR AR AT, W08 T 50 A B 0 A R 2001 80 ggplot2 H (1 B 7 [ ok 0x &5 SEEAT R AL
A Wb B FL DTIR N R BI/INBEAT 7328, A8 FH - A8 A8 B iR e HE i E (Zhang J, et al. 2018).

RABAERM OTU K5, 7EEF = F & X f 7 br 4l 18 3 47 PICRUSt 3y g ¥ U 4 H7
(https://cloud.majorbio.com), J#3k7% KEEG  [f module %. f#iH STAMP 1] G K4 f1 Fisher &5 75
i%(Parks-Donovan H, et al. 2014)RMA [FIFE 5 2 (B D Ee S B F R, I L Asore ah rEd % 1
R (KL, A A M LB R 48 23 4T (CoNet, Co-occurence network inference) # 78 Ff -1 b - 3 i3 4=
Wz R EAER R,

3 ERE50M0
3.1 HIEBUMRMFFLFER

bR T 3ER HE SBD A1 IEA HLT SOM i # 22 R (3R 1. 2). K H GL 135 pH. &% TN,
2B TP A4 TK. TR ADN. SRR AP FIECET AK ¥R & T SQ F1 QL, 1M SQ =4 & f #55
Ko It 38R RN A TEFR T AT 401 (3 3), GL M. Hb ik A T 34>+ E 1 e T HoAh
WFRAMAZE FARE, GL AFMFFRFR ST HAL MBI 2 R B2 . SFHFE DS ERDHTK
KJE GL>QL>SQ. &H K I HFMETE SR A/ NHEF KK GL>SQ>QL(HAZFEFRBR M) . X R I 1158
Froriier, PRE R EEER AR M A E A KR E .

xR 1 ZMIRAIBI IR 1
Table 1 Analysis of physical and chemical indexes of three soils
Soil SBD oH TN TP TK SOM AhN AP AK
(g kgt (9 %gh) (9 %gh (9 %gh (mg kg) (mg kg') (mg kg)

(@em?)
GL 0.9240.05a  4.6820.05a 1.8010.18a 1.1240.06a  11.2430.12a  41.5535.45a 124.9442.85a 6.2520.48a  202.57425.28a
SQ 0.9540.09a  4.33#0.03b  1.3240.08b 0.2540.03c 2.70#0.19c  31.36+10.20a 89.2636.67b 2.6140.40b 40.79+1.68b
QL 0.93#0.03a  4.440.11b  1.53#0.20ab  0.43#0.01b  9.1740.37b 33.81+1.94a  106.29#13.44ab  6.2020.62a  78.43%+10.38b

* 2 =ML E AT F L FMERSER
Table 2 Seed germination and seedling morphological indexes of Ormosia henryi on three soils
Initiation of

Soil germination Germination Seedling Ground Shootdry Root dry weight(q)
o . . .
(no. of days) rate(%) height(cm) diameter(cm) weight(g)
GL 56.020.8b 30.33+1.25a 9.1340.76a 1.9140.11ab 0.2640.01a 0.060.00a
SQ 56.3+.2b 2143.27b 8.5340.05a 2.4640.34a 0.2140.07a 0.0640.02a
QL 67.320.5a 20.3340.47b 8.07#0.81a 1.5540.20b 0.18+0.02a 0.0440.00a

3.2 TRITIEANEA LM EL T B9FhF PRAE 2 #1447

N TR FEA BT R T PR A Z L, Alpha ZREED T AT DU AE DI 104 B A 2,
Fi— RIVG T W R bR R AL T IR BT PR =E BRI Z B . Chao FR4URE R ILEF ¥ 45 &, shannon %k
RES MRV ZREE . I 1 T, 2 s SRR A B BE chao $880R A3 1 3% 22 5% (p=0.00019), £ [7]— i
KBrECE, chao FREUSMKIKHRF N SQ>GL>QL, (il #1 &R K /MKIRHFF A GL>SQ>QL(% 2), *
R R4 AR5 1 PRl T 2 AR A AE € NI ARSS, (ALl M 2 A M R BE S 4RI R % 2F - shannon
TREAN chao 54kt 3 A A I BURI AR A0 25 RIS FEAR G S i@ ds 5 1L R Bl 1 B 4 i R FE AN 2 A k2
LR T HABDIANE B, AR A B BU A — Ab B2 2 (W) 35 22 5o X B A B B 2 TR BEAT B R b AR 5%
VESE 73T (B 2), S5 RFRW], = A>3 IEREAR B A0 B A W IR BT S M A e, Z RV, MR
B, KZAE0.9 BLE,
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Fig.1 adiversity of bacteria in different soil at different germination stages
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Fig.2 Correlation heat map of bacterial diversity in the same soil at different germination stages

3.2 THEARFFIRAES & FMIIEF IR KD

P EEHT 150 @& A B 5 M1 R ZF FE R IR A R AR AT A O It AT AR AN, 3 R RLE
(unclassified_f _Gemmatimonadaceae) . %5 T & £ J& (unclassified_f _Xanthobacteraceae). Massilia. Ramlibacter .
unclassified_f _Micromonosporaceae . unclassified_f _Methyloligellaceae . Pedomicrobium. i £k 12 jig 41
(Nitrospira). 184 #J8 B (Mesorhizobium). norank_f__norank_o__Elsterales. % B% #. it 1% (Sphingomonas) «
BT 2 5% i 18 (Novosphingobium) . A o7 [CEE /R {8 1 (Burkholderia-Caballeronia-Paraburkholderia) 55 5 & %
R BN IEAHK . HIX LT 5 3% 9R 7 #17 RDA(Redundancy Analysis JTAR 73 4r) 70 #r (B 3-2) W]
L, MgAEMREES TN AK BARERIEMCKR, FNHEERRE. HABRME. FRRES
AhN. TK. TP SRZEIEAHS, 08T 2 I 50 B MM o ERE /R P R U 5 AP LR 35 1EAH ¢
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Spearman Correlation Heatmap

3 SOM

RDA 2 (6.736%)
[ ReN )
O m»

o

4 2
RDA 1 (84.68%)

3 MFIRAEEE 5HIRF O A TFRIBRAVHEEM heatmap [E (& 3-1);
MFIRMERE & HE 51185 7789 RDA 24 (E 3-2).
Fig.3 correlation between bacterial abundance and soil nutrients and germination rate heatmap (Fig.3-1) ;
rDA analysis of seed germination promoting bacteria and soil nutrients (Fig.3-2)

3.3 THEARFFRRAE 7 X E DRSS MF A A M B BHE K1

N T IR S PR B B SR (R, AT BEHLARARAL &8 2 2] BRI T =ANAS [F] L3R e R
T Bt 8 75 1K P E AR = B STl B BAI DG &R, DU — AN B AR i L i 5 AR AT
AR A A R AR Y (Breiman, et al. 2003). ZAEAYREE T 79.88% 5 AL A Fh 15 & M B AH
KB T BRI AL o 9 1 487 B S A0 1 2R 5 PE A & IR TR)AH OC i) A= W0 5, R F -+ 028 SCBRIE
i AT AL, M 33 AN EE BT, X XIS UF R ZE D, HAS IE R ZE i AR E (W 4a), AERCT
REERREAL. RIL, FRATHIX 33 AN Fole SONBERL R I A YIbR 10 260, IRIE 1 33 A~ S AR I [A]AH 5K
200 o AR PEARFAETTHRACK BN /N, A8 FH BENLARAR 7R B FEAS R 33 NI B TR A S B 8, DASRARRRAE BT
BRE 5 KB 4b). SOk A K40 B 8 A Minicystis(FCPU426) . Alkanindiges(Z5 /i 11)« Telmatospirillum(%z
TEWT). [RIBRIX 33 AN 5 A R 8 R W BURAERE AR 7 Br A R 24T 1A 5GP heatmap B 404 (& 4c),
BT %0, K 28085 5 IV VB2 IEAHICOC R, BEEHIX 33 /MBI JE AT K S5 IVAIER V B B DR AR .
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FREYIEELER M EZ MR SERES; o REERTH 3 MR AR BEAL M ERAEXFEE.

Fig.4 Random forest analysis. A. Ten times cross validation error ; through ten-fold cross-validation and random forest regression
analysis, the top 33 biomarkers were determined, and the importance of biomarkers to the accuracy of the model was ranked from
high to low ; the heat map shows the relative abundance of the first 33 biomarker bacterial genera at the germination stage.

3.5 TEAEARFFRRAE 7E A [BHE & M B B9 Th 8 U

M PICRUSt pR £ TUMIZR 1S KEGG H module {17 PCoA 431, & T1%[¥) PC1 Fl PC2 Hli 737l i
T aE R 97.31%. 92.78%. 96.93%, H ARSI ATEE. & 5 alkn, KIEMEE VI B H AL B
RMBERGZ, e QL F1SQ 1) PCoA KEIH 42 5 T M Be 5 F A B i s AR BE Rz, BRI, JRATIHEN, 236
TT B B 10 Th R 5 AR B B AR KA ], I BF 7 bRl B8 (1) S L D RE B A i R P B i o 28 . Tk, 3R
IR STAMP %#ﬁﬁﬁﬁ/éﬂj‘ Kegg R K DR T 22 S EAT P L3, DU IS [ R B B ol
PR IIRE I ZE R . B 6afn, 5 11 BB 1 MrBUfEL, <“HFhiAEm, CO». S-St £ R B
EHZHAESE 1 BRGE, “HRSEREYMER, GER . “WREREDENR, ARAR . « ZREDE
BCOAEDHRELESE 1T BB, 5 11 MBS IS IV BeA EL (B 6 b Al ¢), “BREZER-BR AL, 2T
BEfA . <HRBEA OS2 5 B3 HITESEII. SEIVI B . 28 11 BRI 2R V B B b e (B 6d) i, 2t
A 14 AN DIREKTF R AE, D& R % 2 7 B BAE S BN, «“ZEWZME, <8
AN EfR S ThRe 2 0 2 HAESE VI BO . d B AERE AR~ bR 40 TR T B X BB A 43 T 4 [ i 22 B AT
JIg 15 DA B A 195 5 Dy e e P
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Fig. 5 PCoA analysis of module values in the functional prediction of seed soil bacterial diversity in three soils at different stages.
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M Bucteroidota(d38%)  Negaiive correlation 38.99% = Myxococcota(452%) - Negative correlation - 20.74%
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Fig.7 Analysis of bacterial community network in different germination stages of three soils
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T i SRR A i S T i — AN OGN B, ARAEE S B R AT IRAKOT 4G, Rl (GE 2 IRAR)
M B IR, AR A — RS R A B AR S K A fE . (Bewley I D, etal. 2013). Ay AHSCHMZEY)
ATDME g WS s R B E FE T, AT IEAN R Y K B B SARAE . MM S, B T F
TR, BEEY SR AR R B SR EEAR KRR b B T A 2 A1 o Tl 338 DX A4, BRI
Fh PR EYI(Verona. 1958) . B R FhF3ZEF S, IR RIS A VAR = B, 2R
JEAN [ ) 20 e ) B0 7 B o, AN TTAR 95 A 5] B b -7 2 WA 0K 48 B A IR (b 7 B A= 0 268 (Nee I son,
2004; Schiltz, et al. 2015).

£ 3 FhAS A 358 B BAEHE AP 7 B R0 R 45 R, LIRIFRAEEAR, M1 RFRML)
HESTER AN o =Fh LRI o B R E AN, R & TR R RN GL>QL>SQ, #H
EHAEREAR 41 B TR AS R FR RN (AR BR AN SR HE P 9 GL>SQ>QL, KW -850 & &illlm, 7l Relkf
FIF A K, NERME AT 8 72 (Shen Y, etal. 2022) . Fi-7- 1 & ZRBR A T L3I 2 . eSS IR
KIZA, & SR TH S mE A 5 (Wang J J.et al. 2023). ASHIF 58X FERE AR T-Br i i o 2 REPERT 9845 B %
B, SQ ALHEZIfY chao FEESM PR ZFHYm T QL AR (HI HIEF IR AHR), R HTEHIAF T br
M o ZREVE ST A BAPE — BRI IEM R, FEARMHT R AR Z U RRAE 71X — 4028, tiRfEr
I Z R T AR, (R R e RIE(LIY P, etal. 2022), {H i @A 2 R R EE FIT
TR R 8 R R T ANIE 4 o ASHIEFT R IR A W I 1] (0 HERS , A 5~ Brdil 14 shannon 15 80R1 chao 458056 F# 1K
JRZAg T, Rl AN R BT RB BC A A 5 BRANTE 2 AEVEAH SSRGS, AR RV AR AR E o A BRi
2 REPEARER TR TR I @ R S R AR S P RS e IRES, iX 5 Siphiwe Prudence Dlaminis
Magdalena Frac %5 N[ F045 K — F(Dlamini S P et al, 2023; Frac M et al. 2020).

X T R T 5 R R e SR A SR A R A 2 R R . AT R . SRR R
WA TRANR R SRR AR R (0 e RE R R RS W R 5 A R
I EAR G, XSS AN LE AT A (V5 2 0 90 i R B R 1R & v LR A A6 AR 00 B 38 FF R gk Foh -1 < (Xu,
Y, etal., 2020), Ih3E1HE @ AL LRI 2 MAE RIS L, FTREMRAZS, BRI (Wang HZ, etal. 2016). H
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W (Zheng BX, et al. 2017), 77 H 5% & i (Faramarzi MA, et al. 2009). 2[4 KE§Sohft; WEE A E)E
FEZRKAEFN 5~ P AR~ B 2 101 i A6 R A2 2 B & AR HT0% 1 (Shalini et al., 2017; Matsumoto et al., 2021). A&
18 A LRI T R DU K Pl 2 . ORI il BLJI K & (Cassén et al. 2009) . {1 oo PR /R A5 T A8 K IRLAE
K ZZ 0 T KT 5 AT A b B e A8 9 A #E42 3E4F F (Normander B et al. 2000; Liu, Y. et al. 2012), %
BAWEE . PE . e BESERetE, X 2P I o a2 & B R G AE B RE 71, I EA B AR A 255 B AN
A WME 1) % FhE 1% (Sandani H B P, et al. 2019).

K BENLAR R B J7 R3S T AR A Foh 4 B ok A0 s 10 5 W B T) (R AH DGR RY, #fE 1 33 M5
B R M B S B 8« AT SRR ST R 4 1 /2 Minicystis(Myxococcota) . Alkanindiges(Proteobacteria)
Telmatospirillum(Proteobacteria) . 2 71 Minicystis J& TR & '], — S8 B 110 A2 5K B 1A 21 4E 2 1P A
HA % P A ACHHE T (Gladkov GV, et al. 2022). Alkanindiges 11 Telmatospirillum( P51 7 i & B2 ) ) &
FASH ], Alkanindiges J&—Fibike BEARE, T LG BREAL S WIRHT G R R AE SR, FREZ Rk
S N BETE R R (Erlacher A, et al. 2014). Telmatospirillum 7] LLiEAT 13 67 & £5 38 J5 (Hausmann B, et
al. 2016), JREF A4k A WS FRAE E R BE 71 (Sizova MV, et al. 2007) I SRS A A A 5, 76 B il
WS TR /K AL B4 77 T B TR BRI (Verastegui Y, etal. 2014) . 5T 3 B B IEAHC i JLA i » Alkanindiges.
Comamonadaceae. Hymenobacter 253 BA [ @414, Hymenobacter J&—Fh ZFEFEMELHNTE , X TR 48 %
RGeS 22 B 2EW IR HAT TR 58 (1 BR A% i 71 (Ghimire N, et al. 2020). X ek 3o b1 it b PR RIS - SRl i o L
AR

P o i, REP R, AU BE PR RS EERARIT . BRI, RPIRARE . AL
B, DNA &R I ATP & SRR Gl (A4, s e i B 5 Dhae et T 32 52t BRI T E 77
BN, Kavamura 55 A (Kavamura VN, et al. 2018)idisk 25 4% SLUGHIE L T /N AR BRa b (1 ThEE 2, W N 5
PRAROC T ReAE R R BB B LRSS WK & W B R SR I S5 A 2R SRR A S ) Bt B AL D g
K FAFH T 5 RN EE R AT, BEETCHEAR 79 KB E R, B BiER, CO”. “4s
REDIREAES T B BRI A7 bR )R [ e & AN /R A 16 3 5 (Botha FC, et al. 1992). B 5 1T B Beh
TR AL, P il yms t, “D-HE R PR <THitns B RK A A K, R, WG RAEY
HHG CRR. < ZRAEVESHECEDIREERY], RGN, AT AR R WA EUR Bl R, %
U A A B, R TR T BRI R IR . I SBIVAIEE VI B, “BRER E-miF . <8
G Ve A LB Sl G Ji 45 IR 110 184 568 2 B o s i) 6] B A v ek 38 s A 5 ok DA BRI 1) 5 B
N R EREFEER ATP REEMINKE TRV AR KA FERY BAR 3 1 M1 R4 i V% DI e
SER AR A .

W26 3 BT AR AR )V SRR 2R 438 A A5 2 v A DA A PRI e . A A ) T s A & 3L
FAANH Sy SR, TR AR P TR S 2R A AR T R — A B 2R N4, IX 4 B35 s AR A R A
15 &R (Layeghifard M, etal. 2017). ASHIF 7T 92543 b 45 5 26 BAAS [R]85 & B B ) 358 o1 B o 1 L 4%
PEMZS A CE T 22 57 . 5HARIA R BARLE, 58 TTBY B IEAH G B e LU BE v, IR AR AT A2 R iZ o B
FR R R R IR, KRR NE IR ANE, R T SR B E B A S . M B AR
B PR TR BRAT 1 1] = B3, A 1IN B T | ] = B ik . TR [ 2 2 22 L s
FEHEEM], HEE S PCGPRAMMIMR FREAE )& Z M T(WRHRE, 2022), fEoist L. MY, HY
ARSI REELEIER . AT o] LA ik e EIRILE FRFIRE R (Ma, Z, etal. 2021). FRHT B
I TH ) — L6 B 01 BR A AR 2 2R AR B B D S FE 47 ), R SE0E . SRIRAN LT Jii 55 (Eichorst S A, et
al. 2011). [ARS RILE A s B4k, Krause 25 A& I (Krause AE, etal. 2003), 5 & AR LA 34522 H. Y
SREMERIIE R, FEReTE DR E R E M B L.

AT FE I IRACHE AT T B4 B 7E PP T8 SO R (B ZE U R AE R R 2 AR R B B s e bk
FEHEBAER . AR PICRUSE b& HOIN 43 A1 7 A 5] 8 A B Be T AR A B Brag i 1) Thae 22 57, H 21X
P B A E, RONASRETS 0 T i Ah 7 Brd B 1 A2 B AL o Fh 7B 40 B Qo ] HEBR b S AR s R R 1
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T HERh T 18 5 UL AR B 170 T LR A A 7 A SRAE K B AR KT 4 [R) — e 38T (IR Bk 38 % At A2
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By AT AEAR S sk h R it A5 2

5 4w

1) AR ATl Brgl 56 2 FE 1% F BEFI D) Be 52 e B &K 2F %6, Novosphingobium . Mesorhizobium
Burkholderia-Caballeronia-Paraburkholderia %557 FrIh 4 1 5 Kk 28 % 2 B3 IEAH .

2)AEAE AR T B 4l o = B AT RESZ M Fh T & ZEF B, Minicystis. Alkanindiges. Telmatospirillum &5
o 240 7 5o A 1 R B B DR K

3) D RETHM 3 #r 45 R, FERRAI T bR B 78 Fh 1B R A v, B R AT H BE A B, CO2”. “H59887
BT PERETR B ARG A O SENEIA  SER R DR LR A A R R AR ThRE DL K Re B R, HRRE A K
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