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Abstract; Investigation of the variations in the bacterial community on sweet potato leaves over multiple time and space
scales could provide important information to describe the identity and the ecology of leaf inhabitants. In this study,
bacterial flora in the phyllosphere of sweet potato under field conditions was identified using polymerase chain reaction-
denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (PCR-DGGE) and phospholipid fatty acid (PLFA) analysis methods on June 15",
in Shunyi, Tongzhou, Changping and Yanqing, Beijing, China. Furthermore, the bacterial flora in the sweet potato
phyllosphere in Tongzhou was investigated during the period of May-August. PLFA assay indicated that bactieral
poplulaition of the gram-positive bacteria were found to be more than the gram-negative bacteria in all samples. DGGE
bands sequencing showed that Pseudomonas sp. was a persistent bacterium in all samples from different places; Bacillus
sp. , Acinetobacter sp. , Weissella sp. , Pantoea sp. , Bradyrhizobium sp. and Enterococcus sp. were also detected as the

dominant strains within sweet potato phyllosphere under different conditions.
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H W BETE G 2 B L IR BE A B B AR B AU S R — A — BB E MR ST R AR K
s i) 5% ) — B [ 7 — R SR B P A7 ) o DR, BRG] S5 A A [ A K3, B A A e v 454 Y
FHAE , X T R R A M5 | RE AR 3 B I A I Bia R — 2 B o

AT BRI RS B S S I PR AR B, A LA B A Al R (EEREE R AT B SRR R
BRI 2 0. 1% —10% ") | KRBT 37 M A M o v PR Sl 57 1O 05 SR 9005, B2 R T 6 i e o
ERHERITRA T o BRBEY 7 FED AR T A5 35080, BB 77K F LB 2 b8 /R S5
W ZREE . PCR-DGGE J5 ¥ AR g —Fh BIH (940 T A A5 2 05 ¥ BE I T & MhER AL S I B 9T 5 B
U RE NIRRT S5 A0 KRB R BR 77 , (RIS AT A% (8 1 P OR BR B PR A A D BE VR S5 M AR Ak (BN
REGE XA M B A i B AT S ) o WA I R 5 AT A 0 0 A R 240, PR 22 S B X BRBE R
R, FHE PLFA %508 KON RIS A BR 7] H (BRI 2 Bt Ak 4 BE B S5 A0 FAE X R 38 e AR PLFA. F 2 A I 2
FAEAL, , T 48 7R - PR B B v G A AR S AR AR AL T B R 5 BR A 5 vk B 2T 2 AR IR B B ST 4R
S o A0S R PCR-DGGE 5 PLFA Wik , WE AT AR 40t 5l Ak - P40 B8 O A 34 Fh B, SR
% i PR A B 1 AR B AR AR T I

HEEREEENREED, AWM A PCR-DGGE J7ik (PLFA J5ik, 43 H7 tb#g T AL RS GEM L B
- HIE B b DX H 2 R4 B 2 R A TR R U S R A ) 2 BB T TR s AR AR AB L, S H B R R AR AE 7R A K
I L PR TRt — S LR A AR B 2 BB AR YR
1 #R5H=*
1.1 HEMHRRE

B HZEMN R F2007 5 HISH6 A 15H.7 AH15 Hf8 A 15 HRAJLEM K@M KH ,HF6 A
15 HREUG X B GERH X H ZM f o HEMHE/NXE B BRI T, REN FEILE s B, L F
BRENHEMN A LA TEMEME P, 4CHRTF. FREHEN FB¥TRELRE, BRYG EARHAL
2o
1.2 MERAEE 52

BB e & FRE 10 g TR A T A 100 ml P (0. 1 mol/L BEERHFZZ vpik ,pH 7.0) ,15C
200 r/min #z% 30 min, #8755 K 1E YE{Y (Shanghai Kudos Instrument Co. , Ltd. ) FBFEALHE 5 min, YKEELELK ,
4°C 10000 r/min B5.0» 20 min, RETTIE, FIVE PLFA M7 ffsi 4= 9 DNA 328> .
1.3 BEHRHE Wy ERIR B R I &

BOBCER f A ) B 2 TR TR AR T 30ml 477\ BE IR RR 22 v TR B W (IRFR 73 401:2:0. 8) v ik
PR HEHC4 h,7000 r/min B0 15 min, I, A SR, FEIIA 10 ml BEERZE vy A1 10 ml G477, %
IR EOEZE (2 h) o fEEAHSREUR A B B AH  IEE T2 A, AR T E 1 ml, FRERAE(100—200 H
RERZ 10 g, ARG 100°CTE4L 1 h) 4351 15 ml G475 .30 ml PYERFI 15 ml B EEERIGEA , WA F B R R, FHR R
SRT o LEBUSHAERIA 1 ml B FZR(RFR4r401:1) fl 1 ml 5.6 ¢/L KOH [ Jo/K B, B T
37°CF B 40 min, RMEARHZEZEIR, MAERE LR, BIAG PLE R E05FIE S ke (R4 50:4) 2
ml 12 ml BAKE#HESZ, B EER(ECHHE) ARRT, -20C T, LRRREWIEHTEH 3.3 ny/
ml ¥ 1E 19 SeARHER F B (Sigma Aldrich Co. , USA) PARYIE NS 1IE e (AR 3450:4) B 5 .

S-SR AR F15 2 HP6890 <HH €411 -HP5973 BRIk FIAX , Al b 8 F M FHEFR P 40T«
FEJSAE 50°C 43 1 min, Z )5 LA 12°C/min F#EZ 2] 180°C 4445 2 min J5, A 6°C/min HJ#ZF _FF-F| 220°C ,
288 2 min J5 A 15°C/min [ T3] 240°C ,4£4% 1 min J5 L 15°C/min 5383 3k B £ KB BF 260°C , 76
IARFF 15 min, S35 Bk Z B35 R B 280°C , R 2R (1 ml/min) FEERSR, IR {CR I FHE
(ED) 7=, i T-BEE N 70 eV,
1.4 AR WTER ST HT ik

B R AE B AT AT LR PLFAs [ 58 B4 .15:0.a15:0., i15:0.i16:0.16:107t.16:109t.17:0.i17:0,
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al7:0.cy17:0,18:1w5.18:1w7 Flcyl19:0, FJLIF 16:0 (Me) 17:0 (Me) .18:0 (Me) ,15:0,a15:0.i15:0.,i16:0
i17:0 1 al7:0 f) BB R B E L KHERE RS E,16:107t.16:109t.cy17:0.18:1w5 .18: 107 Fl cyl9:0 HE &
S 22 FCBAPE T AR P B, Wi 2 AT AR 3 22 FR PP T A0 22 R PR B A A B L

AL S ) PLFA (4% , 8 SPSS (version 11.5) #8417 204, 25712 hierarchical cluster analysis,
R ward JE®
1.5 MPRUEEEE 4 DNA 12 E

S P ok Ak 2 2R v R BUE Y PREL I 41 DNA, FE 0T B 0.2 g FiRIEE BAEY M PR B
ABIFT 800 pL ZURWH , A S wL 50 mg/ml ¥ HEE ,37 CIRIA 30 min; A S wL 20 mg/ml FEHE K,
37°C R4 30 min; FEHIA 20% () SDS WA H LR EE R 2% RS ,60°CIRIA 1 h, IR HEIBUE R 4—5 1K
IMASE TR &7, 185, 1000 r/min B0 8 min; EYEWANA 0. 6 EATRI F PR, % 5 F# B %, 12000 v/
min B0 20 min; 3 _B3F, THREEST 30 pL TE Z@ .
1.6 MBr4AEE R PCR-DGGE

16S rRNA B [X V3 X33 K 4lifbf5 DNA 15 3G B4k ) (PCR) IR, SR X K Z 840 T 1) 16S
rRNA EH V3 X EFRFHER5 9%t F338GC (5'-CGC CCG CCG CGC GCG GCG GGC GGG GCG GGG GCA
CGG GGG GACTCCTACGGAGGCAGCAG -3’) #11 R518 (5’-ATT ACC GCG GCT GCT GG-3') , PCR W IKZ .
50 L {9 PCR R R A RN :50 ng BIKELAR 15 pmol 454,100 wmol/L dNTPs( 4#H 10 mmol/L) .5 uL
# 10 x PCR buffer (without MgCl,) .1.5 mmol/L fJ MgCl, .2 U ) DNA & & & KR KEMNE 50 pL, T
AE 24 95°C 5 min, 30 MEFF N 95°C 1 min, 55°C 1 min F172°C 2 min, HJ57F 72°C F#EfH 10 min, PCR
SR 1. 2% SIS HEEEE B ik il . >R Bio-Rad 2 & Deode FJE Rl R 246 I R Ge X% PCR [ 7 7 4)
PEATHIK IS o il & A MR (JRE A BERE IR S W) ) 1 10% 14 5% TR 5 ot f 5 JC , G v 280 1 5] g ik BE A
30% F] 60% (100% H)ZEHEFA 7 mol/L ) FRER 1 30% [ 585 F HBERZ ) , ZEB AR SL A PCR =¥ ¥k 454
ah 30 wLo 7£ 100 V (L E T ,60°CHLIK 8 h, HLIKTEEE) , K BEIAE EB L6 15 min, SRSF ALK, it
EFEIK 50 r/min i 10 min, K6 )5 HMEEECE T YLN-2000 SERSAR /34T RGE T WL IF4 I, 153 DGGE
3 , % DGGE Ha ik 3% o 52 BE K B 25 DI, IR ARAFAE - 20°C UKAE N o
1.7 PCR-DGGE %Rt

RO B SR TO R Sl KRB IR 5 BT PCR F DGGE 438§, H 2 7€ DGGE i B — %7, AR5
FHHTUIE AN DNA, R GC &R K F338 A1 R518 3 th H i Bt I PCR ¥y [E i3] & (OMEGA ) [#]
W L E ) PCR =4, B§IK A Promega /A R ) pGEM-T #ifk, 1 HBEMILE)G X3 HigA TAEYBAFRA RN
¥ o ¥ iRy 5% A NCBI Wb, ] Blast 727 5FEH © A MAHEE 16S tDNA 75 #E47 LLX), T2 FEITR &=
HIFFFFIWE S , R Bioedit 7.0.0 & Mega 4.0 Dk N-J 33T R4 £ F 40T CREEE 1000 1%) , 14
BERGEREM .

DGGE & J 3% F Quantity One (version 1.12, Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA) #F47 K04, Mt e =55
JE 5, FRiELLE 3R A UPGMA J5 BEdEAT BRI

DGGE B F 3% Quantity One ( version 1.12, Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA) #4747 46 M, SR A T 31/A
HHREHEMPREE SR

S =- 2 Pi - InPi
A A, S 2y Shannon-Weaver ZHEAEHL, Pi Jy Ak B T AR o oA AR BT A 20 B0 WA B T BT LB m Ay
4 DGGE Frill ] i 4 H7 B4
2 HR5HH

2.1 HEW R K255
FERME] 11 FhBEREREITER , Frh i14:0,i15:0,i16:0,i17:0 PUFPEE % [ PHYE BEBEAS IS ER , 16: 1w9c, cy17:0
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PIRREE 22 R B P B RRAR A BT IR , 76 BT A AL AR i P, 116:0 AR EL X e Ko S5 RE M 3R A ALRTFA R
S PR 8 N A [ e 18] B 28 e P 4 B A i P 8 22 G FH 4 BT B0 ( Gram-positive bacteria ) X8 (B 2 T B 1%
i ( Gram-negtive bacteria ) , SCH 58 H ARASI B LB FHEBE NG AR I AR , 5X W] RER A P HHBE B KT
PR o
2.2 HEMPR4IE 16S 1DNA B K DGGE 435

WNE TR KBS 16S tDNA J-Btilisd DGGE 2347, AT LA 240 8 s 4571 , 2R B [ — b IX [7]— B 8] f)
PR BRI i BT H B B 2 AR, A [T s ] st DX PR i 22 AR K

W 1a B, AR X R M PR FE dh H, DGGE [ 454 B Ao A B — & 9 2 57k, DGGE &%
I A VIR R A B A R 2250 o P7,P8, PO it Iy B ik Ay ] — 4 BT, LS [ 3t s ) o 240 T

1 23 4 56 7 8 910 1112 13 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9101112 13

E1 HEMERHAE DGGE Hy ik
Fig. 1 Composite 16S rRNA gene directed PCR-DGGE: banding profiles of sweet potato bacteria
al&l:1,13: marker;2,3,4: R QI 3 SFATHE;S,6: R HAEM M 2 SPATHET,8,9: RE BT 3 NFATHE;10,11,12: R AJER 3
AFATAE ;b [ :1: marker;2,3,4: 5 15 HREEN3 NTATRE,S,6,7: 6 15 HIRMEN3 ANTATHE,8,9,10: 7 A 15 HRMEM 3 MTATAE,
11,12,13: 8 A 15 HREEM 3 MFATHE

F1 AR EEMERAE PLFAs 28 /(ng/g ')
Table 1 Contents of PLFAs /(ng/g leaves) from sweet potato phyllosphere microbes in Beijing

H2 R/ s 2 R/ s

WA E2RMHMERE FXROAME SRS Total iR FEXRAME RPN 2 RANE Total
Place GP Bacteria GN Bacteria GP Bacteria/ K Place GP Bacteria GN Bacteria GP Bacteria/ R
GN Bacteria Bacteria GN Bacteria Bacteria

S1 50.76 0.57 89.19 51.33 S2 54.27 0.68 80.25 54.95
S3 60.30 0.70 82.47 61.10 T1 50.56 1.06 47.62 51.62
T2 54.52 1.20 45.39 55.72 T3 52.25 1.27 41.20 53.51
Cl1 58.78 1.02 57.84 59.80 Cc2 38.58 3.86 10.00 42.43
C3 66. 46 0.84 78.83 67.30 Y1 65.15 0.98 66.43 66. 13
Y2 58.87 0.83 71.29 59.70 Y3 61.59 1.12 54.84 62.72
M1 58.25 1.67 34.82 59.93 M2 32.89 1.20 27.38 34.09
M3 53.38 0.79 67.32 54.17 Ul 88.94 2.42 36.71 91.37
u2 131.98 1.94 68.01 133.92 U3 112.8 2.19 51.43 114.99
Al 65.53 0.98 66.90 66.51 A2 102.02 1.43 71.45 103.45
A3 98.77 1.40 70.43 100. 17

#:S1, S2, S3:6 H 15 HRE XA 3 N FATHETL, T2, T3: 6 A 15 HR ABM K3 A~ F17HE;C1, C2, C3: 6 A 15 HRAEBFHI3 ~F
17RE; YL, Y2, Y3: 6 H 15 HR AR 3 MF47H,M1, M2, M3: 5 A 15 HR HEMK 3 478 U1, U2, U3: 7 A 15 HRA@EMEK 3 4
FATRE AL, A2, A3 8 15 HR @M 3 NRATHE
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TR, & — R SFREE . P3,PS,P6 TEAR IE— i
R, REBARSFIFRE . WA ZEMLT P16 F1 P17
RAEAE TR X - BR 4l B AE & b AR R . A
1b fi7s , H A R A 3% B 5 B 40 A b, 2%
# T2.T3.T7.T10.T9.T12 . T15.T17..T19.T20 R FEWH
RS TR

2.3 DGGE 43 16S rDNA JBe il ¢

VPR rp 3 7 7R SRR A A [R] - B 20 o 2R
HAT R UIE], PCR Y )5 &4d DGGE 718, EHHf
SEAN B BRI I T , ¥  FF J7 51 i A NCBI %
8 PE A AT LLXT, BEXHE B gk 3 Fis .

4R iR PRI DGGE [ B P31, 76 NCBI |
TEHBARE W E T RERE T, AR
TEATE 16S rDNA BEALA RIS Q& 2 fis . @tk
Y o4, AT LA T i DGGE U ) Y 35 Bk -5 2 4
AW SR G R BRI , T AE R T B 20 7 4 7T 85 SR F
U HE S IR R e B SR B P E SR R AR S
1, TS HE AR
2.3 HEMPRMERES

LA Quantity One 4% [F] b 5 A [ Bt i) H- 28 v
PrEM B DGGE Fir 2B it A My P e 45 4 1T R 2K o
Br, G5SR4 3 Fi . AR S H BRI DGGE &
I ZANTERE X IR marker Dy —ANHEHE, @M T SC
HE M PRU B — M RRE, IR B H M PR A
—AGERE IR E) H 2 PR 4 B DGGE &4k —
AR, X R marker Sy —NREE,6 AR T A AIHE
BB S — AN REE .8 A9 A rh A H B M B A
—ANERE . B R EITT LAE Y, 7S [R] A 3l B0 A
7 [ s ) T BB o 2 TR R AR SR AE T S [R) B R A
B Ul B s B A E ORI (] S 2R BRI 5 H 2 A B
W22 5, X H B A AR A5 A A T BRI .

LA SPSS #R A% AN [ b 5 A [] B 8] H 28 - B 4 7
Fedh PLEA B8 64T RIS, 45 R A 4 Fios R B
AN [R) ek ] ¥ H PR T PLFA 2845 5 DGGE R
RO EER—B A R R AR P, 2R B GBI
B H =0 BRANES PLFA 4 sUARML, R B IE R H 2
PRI PLFA 41505 Bid 3 M XS ZRE K,

Pseudomonas sp. EU681019
Pseudomonas sp. AF511512
Uncultured Pseudomonas sp. F1746696
T20 GQ140018
P15 GQ139996
P17 GQ139998
Pseudomonas sp. EU681025
Pseudomonas sp. AF511512
Pseudomonas sp. AF511512
Pseudomonas sp. FN293306
P3 GQ139984
| Pseudomonas sp. FN313516
T1 GQ139999
Uncultured bacterium EU538896
P9 GQ139990
P7 GQ139988
P8 GQ139989
—P13 GQ139994
T19 GQ140017
Uncultured bacterium EU536995
P16 GQ139997
Uncultured bacterium FJ162731
\{Pseudomonas sp. FJ267585

P1 GQ139982

96| Uncultured bacterium EU539579
TS5 GQ140003
\Pseudomonas putida AM410616
P14 GQ139995
T12 GQ140010
T18 GQ140016
85 88 — T15 GQ140013
Acinetobacter calcoaceticus F1816081
P12 GQ139993
97 |\ Acinetobacter sp. F1867362
T14 GQ140012
Acinetobacter sp. EU693541
T17 GQ140015
g Acinetobacter sp. F1851148
T4 GQ140002

67 Pantoea sp. EUT41033

Pantoea cedenensis FI1811867
T10 GQ140008

98|r T11 GQ140009

Uncultured bacterium DQ342363
T6 GQ140004

Uncultured bacterium FJ845216

T3 GQ140001
100 | weissella cibaria F1429988
T8 GQ140006
T13 GQ140011
Enterococcus sp. FJ871040

96

100 95 ,P4 GQ139985

P5 GQ139986

P11 GQ139992
991T16 GQ140014

Bacillus lentus AB271746

0 P6 GQ139987

T9 GQ140007

Bacillus safensis F1888394

P2 GQ139983

Bacillus sp. D84560

T2 GQ140000

Bacillus sp. D84614

0.02

2
REgHAMS T

767100 P10 GQ139991
Uncultured bacterium AM911360
60 T7 GQ140005
100! Bradyrhizobium sp. D84644 |

y-Proteobacter

Firmicutes

KA NJ 5z BB R E 37 A5 EER) 16S rDNA #1T

Fig. 2 Neighbor-joining analysis showing the phylogenic

relationship of 37 clone 16S rDNA sequences to other related

organisms

MBS ATLE S, 78 6 A G AR RAE S, HE PR gl SRR EFE 1. 93—2. 55, R Al X 28 b5
/1,56 H 4y i@ i X H 2 PR Shannon Z2FEMEAE BUBONRRRETE 1.94—2.55,7 A fi Shannon ZFEHEFEEL
AZ/NZ 0.67—1.58,8 Ay Shannon ZHEMEIERUTHRE] 2.38—2. 76, RUIMHEHE N LU S HENERS
THRKHIKR
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0.52  0.60 0.70 0.80 1.00 0.14 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00
T T T T 1 I T T T 1
5 3
2 1
- : 5
| — Ll
3 4
D e T
9
7 8
9
1
1

t;

B3 HEFRRMA(a), REE(D) BEWEE DGGE FHERE ST
Fig. 3 Cluster analysis of DGGE bands from different samples
al&:1,2,3: 6 15 HR ALK 3 MPATHE;4,5: 6 15 HRB@EMNIK2 DNFATHE6,7,8: 6 H 15 HR A BV 3 PA74;9,10,11: 6
H 15 HRAZKRK 3 NPATHE:b 8:1,2,3: 5 7 15 HEBMRER 3 A FATHE,4,5,6: 6 7 15 HEMRER 3 A F1TH,7,8,9: 7T H 15 H
MR 3 A FATHE,10,11,12: 8 7 15 HE@MRER 3 M FATHE

j

WAL HThRE P WAL HThRE P
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
a T T T T 1 b T T T T 1

8 1

9 3 j:l

7 2

2 5

1 6

3 i -

4 12 37
10 10

c—1 |- T
12 9
11 8

B4 TRMA(a) FRFE (D) HEHREE PLFA SHERE ST
Fig. 4 Cluster analysis of PLFA Data from different samples
al&: 1,2,3: R AWK 3 ANPATH 4,5,6: R H B3 ANPATHT,8,9: R BEMK 3 NPATH;10,11,12: R ALK 3 MFATHb
F:1,2,3:5 715 HRER 3 ANFATHE, 4,5,6: 6 7 15 HRER 3 ANFATHE, 7,8,9: 7 H 15 HRER 3 FA74£,10,11,12:8 [ 15 HR
B 3 TR

3 g
3.1 HEMBRAEMFE

PCR-DGGE fE Ry —FA K T35 SR M8 W o F A8 22 07k, B T BREn e BF o2 5 T , BB S e B 4 T
LR R AR B . B AT, H 2B M PR i VR A B e DL AR TE , A [R] st 5 H 2 PR Al B R
DGGE Z P E 5 P 255K W] P7,P8, P9 [FHIAH[R] , 7 7E T 4 b IX A B, A IRSFAI, REK
BRI R T E LT Pseudomonas sp. o AN[F] & B B A 1) - b 48 T 58 #F H , T2 .\ T4 . T7 . T8 \T10, T12 . T15 ,
T16 . T17 . T19.T20 435 4% 5F B &, H DGGE 45747 1) # J5 I JF 5 W f% 3 Bacillus sp. , Pseudomonas sp. ,
Acinetobacter sp. ,Weissella sp. , Pantoea sp. , Bradyrhizobium sp. , Enterococcus sp. £ @ W H . B F XukiikiE
Bacillus sp. , Pantoea sp. , Enterococcus sp. ¥ -3 B H R AE/ER, XS5 THWIBE EMRIR"" 2,
Acinetobacter sp. , Weissella sp. B3R L 270 FE S M BRgl B BEVE 454 rp i 2 > Y (B BR R A 5 Th
B A B PR M ELAEE O R I SRR B o AR T7 2870 I Fr 45 2R 518 A= AR B ( Bradyrhizobium sp. )
DCRCHE 100% ,iZ B85 % W A M B [ R0 2 5 B R SR I 76 M B 40 68 BE 9% P % BU Bradyrhizobium, sp. ) 3CHR
i
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35+ 35
a b
. 30 . 30
3 . M 3 _ M -
£ 251 _ M~ M oA £ 2597 [] = _
f=1 f=1
(=] (=]
£ 20 £ 20 H
2 2
15 «© 15H
& &
£10 £ 10 H
& &
K05 K 0.5 1 H
0 0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
i 4% 5 Number of samples 445 Number of samples

B5 HEMERZHE shannon £ HMEIEH
Fig.5 Shannon diversity index of sweet potato phyllosphere bacteria
al®:1,2,3: 6 A 15 HR AU 3 M PATHE4,5: 6 A 1S HR AMMI2 SFATHE;:6,7,8: 6 H 15 HR B BPH3 NFATH;9,10,11: 6
A 15 HREERIK 3 NPATHE;b 81:1,2,3: 5 A 15 HEMREM 3 SPAT4E,4,5,6: 6 A 15 HEMREMR 3 MFA74,7,8,9: TH IS H
WINREER 3 SPATHE,10,11,12: 8 A 15 HIEIMNRER 3 SFATHE

3.2 HEMPRAHEESHZNERHER HEERKRFNTHEN

DGGE 471 PLFA R/ Hr 45 R 8 — 30, 38N IS 2 PR B BE T BN AL, K, B HE
PR B AT A AR Bl o ZEAS RIBSORE B [B] AR I o, H PR e AT R 6 A R 7 A ) H B PR B —
ANEEE,8 A9 A A H B PRI — R RHEM R EHEENZINERNERE HEAKSE
TN, TEIRIEH , Pseudomonas sp. (band 7) REAE FEA [F] 1 X f) H 2 B g B , 36 B HL 32 3] 25 8] R & 2 i)
HIMERBY/N, B — PRI H B A . Pseudomonas sp. CLEETEAMA /INZE S5 RIS 2 , A SCHRHR
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