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Abstract

The rhizosphere soils of rice, maize and soybeans from the cold regions in northern China were
used as experimental materials. To provide excellent strains suitable for the development of bio-
phosphate fertilizer in cold region, the inorganic phosphate-solubilizing bacterium was screened
by NBRIP medium containing Ca3(P04)z, and then was identified based on morphology, physiology
and biochemistry, and molecular biological methods. Its phosphate-solubilizing activity was deter-
mined by molybdenum blue colorimetry method, as well as the effects of bacterium inoculation on
rice growth-promoting and rhizosphere soil improvement were investigated by the pot experi-
ments. The results showed that the strain SP1 was identified as a member of Pantoea sp., rod-shaped
Gram-negative bacterium. The soluble phosphorus content of strain SP1 in the NBRIP broth reached
900.31 mg/L. The growth and yield of rice were significantly promoted by inoculation of strain SP1
in pot experiments. Meanwhile, the pH value of rice rhizosphere soil was reduced. Research results
indicate that the Pantoea SP1 strain is a growth-promoting and efficient phosphorus-solubilizing
bacterium, which could be applied for the development of biological phosphorus fertilizer and soil
improvement.
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1. 5|8

BERMEMAEKTDFNELERETLRZ —, S5EEH. WIRIEH. MiinR. 70k, &%
[ A5 5 3 S ARSI RE 1] 2R1M0, T35 95% LA TeHLE AR BRES . BBk S MV M I S A7 7E
TN E BRI (2]

e RO il VA VE O LB b A 7 5 AR S PR BT BB . — U AT R 3 SR T e A
&, SREBEEDE, (RHEREFERKRSAEAEK, WRERIURTE: 55— 5 > A AR
HHBN, PRI R IE B KR E S SR, LIt RAUT QS5 @, Sfe R 8 IE I% 5 B R i Js5
PRI EARE L, RAREGEAE 5 LR A Frsaif s 1) S BR 23] [4].

R B 338 b B AR B U E D (AR A B L TR A LR ) 2 LA S R G BHIEIA I F LIRS A 1, ALK
RIA F A NPT R B RS, SR THAR bR 38 2w & &, S RIsCRI 5], Horr, fiii4n b6 (PSB) 1
AW EE 3 b (R AR AR B ) B S U R IR Sh VA R RE J1[6]. PSB JE I AR ] ) M IR #h 55 2 Bl A L
TR, BEAWE [ 3% pH B, IXB)BERR shadvs, (R AR PRml 2V il [ I Re ™ ALl 212, FIER 24K,
HE IR B 5 AR HCR 7).

Pefiid, TIPS RENMBEME, €% Bacillus. Erwinia sp.« Pseudomonas Burkholderia-
Flavobacterium sp.. Micrococcus sp.~ Corynebacterium K1 Xanthomonas sp.55[8][9]. 72 # J& Bk H TR H
PR 2 FEPENLE N, DA AR & B PR AR RE D, AR SR & [ A ok, EN AN G T2
JE AR TR BRI ST 1 RRR R 2 FARIE10]. AR JE 7 R SRS B (Phoenix dactylifera LR 115
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53 B343 3| Pantoea agglomerans %} Cas(POu), I HMEH 1% I =175 980 mg/L, ARt m ¥+ 2 L
BRI [ 11]. MERE % FH K SRR LI h 5> B 1) Pantoea agglomerans R-42 %} Cas(POs), 114
HMEEIETE L 1312 mg/L, FF HEAGHERFPUERILEE JI[12]0 MBI = A i1 35 b A bR 1 3% 73 B9 1)
Pantoea vagans RPB03, TE% M. fRBERI S ER S ABRIE 6 4 T B EIA 2] 300 mg/L LA |, +HIEfH
Rt A 0.029 mg/kg $2TH 2 0.043 mg/kg [13]0 MIRIIBAE IT 22 i AR AR R 20 B AOVZ B D2 55 7R R0k
FEIEEN 392.13 mg/L [14],

B RAKRE . FRAKRG =R 7= X, MO TEAR R, R 39 ool 25l 1) 75 SR B AUK
HH T 1% 48 Sl ) s 5 S SR A, IR 2 BRI B R 7 il s AR B AR B T, EARIRIA B N AR R B
MRS IETERRR . 5L EUAEN TSRS . BT, GG TE R AT AR A B AR
AT BB MR, PRI N = R AR A B rh 830G HH 24 e 005 B A K A ol 1 R AT SR
A TN TERKFE . TR SRR R 1398 o 077 12 oy SO B A BT, R 12 S 20 1 0o R ol e A B R AR
fRAEREJTMRENE, LU R 5 Hh ARl A 2 P RE R R B R 2 (b3 FH T 988 M IX PR R R B R 5505

2. MMEFHE
2.1. WEHH

2.1.1. EHMAKFERF

HRER A B RITAMEAERKRES RIFHEK. KGRUKREREE 5. REER, e BERRE
EA8E, FHLET RE 5~15 cm RIVIRER 138, B SUREE 3 00 LR, NA SRS A B 5
LIS . KAERN T =0 6 ST BRI E Lk,

2.1.2. iR EEk
43 (078 &) BR 1 (Staphylococcus aureus) GIM1.160 WF T ZRACAE Y0 B Fh Ok A
2.1.3. ExE

NBRIP ¥;7%3£[15], FRE R AR, SIK15HIRE, DT REFEE, FEEREFRETIMAN 2%
BIBLAERY, 7 x 10* Pa KB 30 min.

2.1.4. EERF

(1) 4H7# DNA P27, SpanPrep K2\ PCR P4tk k54 . Taq DNA EAHEHS U/uL).
dNTP (each 10 mmol/L) & 51 #9355k B 4E A TR LB M ERAR . WER. AR . AR
BRERANGIIN L BR S5 3 R9 or Hirali.

(2) FHIE LA 4% 3 mol/L FRFERVA: 25 B T 7K 5% LR M FRVA T 2. 5% AH FREH A WL = 1:2:1:1 (vIv)IR
5], BUONBHEEEL 3, BB .

(3) WP A B 163 mL IKIRERCEE 1.84 g/mL), 222 IIAZE] 400 mL 718K, AW HE,
A SRR 10 g FHERTUA T-29 60°C 1Y 300 mL Z81H/KH, AH1 . SRR IR BT BV T 22 92 (B N FH IR B i
Wik, EIRHREEE, AN 0.5%3 A BRERATAT 100 mL, AE)E, ZAMKREES] 1000mL, 5], T
KRR, RIS A RSB DU AR 1.5% (m/v) PR IR, Y251, RPAREAPTE (7 El
FHBLAC -

(4) Salkowski ‘2 {43 : FREL 13.5 g FeClI3 ¥ T 100 mL /K7, 3% 0.5 mol/L FeCl3 ¥& ¥, WZHL 0.5 mol/L
FeClI3 ¥ 1 mL T 50 mL Z& 18K, FIAKREELE 30 mL, A5 EAE 100 mL.

(5) CAS W (O : B 6 mL ¥ 10 mM ) HDTMA BN 100 mL &85, 2 KEAT
GRS 5% 1.5 mL RN | mmol/L 1] FeCI3 ¥ 7.5 mL ¥ FEA 2 mmol/L ) CAS ISR G
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o, WRBEEEEE I R A BT . B, FREL 4.307 g oK (KRR BT 30 mL 2548 7K
o, WSMBEZZE NN 6.25 mL WKEE N 12 mmol/L IR ELER, KB SERERE ERERMN, &5
ZEMKEZR A 100 mL, HIFF3] CAS K -

2.1.5. {L5&

AW BBE(SB-20077, bR TAXEEA R A F]), PCR 1X(Tgradient, Biometra A ]), HLKIX(DYY-
6C, LIS —] ), WK IRG 45 (ZHWY-2102, g0 7 Hr A s i A IR 2 7)), sl &0 HL(HC-2517,
LR RHRERFACERE R A ), A W66 1 (22PC05299, FEEEE ARG R AF), W
(PHS-2C, BRI AR, RS RE(DDSIA, FFHEHAT).

22. /&

2.2.1. TIREBLIRIRNE

3% pH EMEFHRECKIME . BOAFHLFE, &0 mm). #&toK =1:2.5wh)iEE, HpH it
WsE 3 pH B . $&toK =15 (wiv)iRsE, FBESRME LR SR,

LA S KR E . SR RN e IRt Sk E. RIS KE = (REE - TR E)y
M TE % 100%.

TR AN E . K 5 g 3L 57(0.85 mm) KT HAEAT— A EBRE PR B T 250 mL =M, A
100 mL 0.5 mol/L TRERZH, 25°CHEIRZEY 30 min, iUE, W& 5 mL JEHTE T, FAHBAHUEL Gk
AR BB .

TR AR I E o S IREL AT IR . Rk R B AR B [16]

2.2.2. RFRIFIE

F NBRIP £ 75 360 AT 2 B4t . BU10 g B HaE, B T4 90 mL JE B /K A B R 1) =
R, ROIRG, IR IER R . K 100 pL IR R IR AT /E NBRIP #5753 I, 30°CIEIRREFE 7d.
PREUE BH B Al P R BRT v, RIZRIE R4 A NBRIP 8597 5: BT IR B 4lift, Al g T4 NE &
P R R E, 4 CIRIERES .

2.2.3. FEBSEMEBEE HIE

JE I AR P RN e VA BE R IR RE T . K AiAb B R BERN T 50 mL 4R B R AR AR RS Rt
TP KEEFRH, 37°C. 140 v/min $EPREEFR 12h 5, BB IKRE S ODgo = 0.5 (108 CFU/mL), H{ 20 pL
BB N A NBRIP 3756 o, 30°CHEFR 7d, HfAs R R 2 B 7% BAR(C) MR B B2 (H), THE Y
AR HU(ST) = frt i BBl EL AR (H)/1H 78 BLAR(C).

AR E NBRIP ARG FREL( S @/L Cas(POu))H il I PEB & Bk s VTN B MR AR RE 77
100 £ AR B R FR0H: P 1) 100 mL NBRIP ¥: 78, 30°C. 140 t/min #EIR¥5 7% 8 d, HEFE 24 h &)
HUFE, 12,000 r/min 250> 5 min £33 F3ER, FHE L AR rTE & &, RN R L5
() pH (. VAAEEE K NBRIP WA 95 3 82 (AR

2.2.4. fRHE IAA D ENUE

WGP 1% R B B R S LR IR LB ik 736, T 30°C. 140 t/min %1F TR
%R 72h. B 100 uL AW S 100 uL Salkowski & (IR AT, BEYE N 30 min J&, 4320 66 HE
530 nm K FHf. LA 100 pL £ B 17K 5 100 pL Salkowski & O R &7 NS LA E, llE Il
SRAFIR TR, AN TAA FRifE 42 A S0 B bR 1 TAA 70 .
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2.2.5. RSB S B A EMERONE

BB ERDFIEZ 1% MR 7 ) B2 2 KMB WA KT FR 35 S 2 KMB WiiAR; 735, T 28°C. 140
r/min %4 PR IE 72h. B 5 mL B &K LL 4000 r/min B0 15 min, {#8 _EiBEWG AR v (5755
EIEW):V (CAS KM = 1:1 BfENES), KM 10 min J5, LB KON, M H 268 HHE 630 nm
WA NI E R S RO E . BB RIAETFHE AL Su=(Ar — A)Y/Ar x 100%. A, Su-BhEifkRIA
#; Ar-5E B KMB #5775 iGN OD fi: A-KMB WA 775 EIEWH Y OD fi.

2.2.6. ¥k SP1 HWERE

(1) EREHENSE

B RE SP1 MR A N E B AR IR E, 30°CH 9% 24 h, WISHEVERIIR. Hith. %% s
BIRESE . PRELBRVE LS IR, T2 IRGete,  LORMAT I (Escherichia coli) N2 /8, A F il 5L 00 5241
WITEAS . SRS NI 7 50 B R 2 00 A 3 A AR P EA T I B [ 17

(2) HFk 16S tDNA JEK 541 20 #r

F “207% DNA POl sl &7 SEHEE vk SP1 4L K141 DNA (gDNA). LA gDNA AR, 16S rDNA
(B A5 (27F: 5'-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3'; 1492R: 5-TACGGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3")i
T PCR §'#4. PCR Jx%ifk %&: ddH,O 14.9 uL, 10 x PCR Buffer 2 pL, Mg?* (25 mmol/L) 1.2 pL, dNTP
(each 10 mmol/L) 0.4 uL, 27F (10 umol/L) 0.5 uL, 1492R (10 umol/L) 0.5 uL, gDNA 0.1 pL, Taq DNA %
485 U/uL) 0.4 uL. PCR N 4&1F: 94°CTiAEME: 5 min; 94°CAEME: 30s, 55°CiB-k 30s, 72°C#EMH 1 min,
30 MEH; 72°CAGEH 5 mine PCR P24 SpanPrep #1:30 PCR P#aitb ikl & aifh, 24 TAY TR
() B A BR A B 347 WU 7 - 6 NCBI $idis )72 6451 16S rtDNA 5133847 Blast ELXt 4347, MEGA
6.0 B AT R G B W IR 22 .

2.2.7. Btk SP1 HIA N iRX 36
K E#k SP1 WAL, HhECR R VKA T MG EL P M R fe B 77 2 E 557 48 h, BT WL PR LT H
LS MR W B AR 22 A, DL & B €0 380 2] BR 1 1 D FH 14 X HE R ke

2.2.8. E#k SP1 2FR

BARKEPLIER SRS, & 2mm 7, GAMERE R 400 g 1858, EHAE KRS RiF HKHBAHR
(=YL 6 S/KFEAN T, AR 4 ¥k, RIE 2.0 cm. KFETE 2 FOAF AR EE R AIAE: (1) XFTHEA: W56+
B+ KRB SP1 MEF IR (2) WFEAH: A% tIE + HAh SP1 IR, MEEE 3 IREE, HER
BTHBRMEE L, FEE—NH, WNSEEMENEIFRR, Lt 5 K, AAAEMIEE . F KRGS 7
S E K FERE AR EAR R MR ARG A BEEL. AR R RO TR . [FEE, e KRS AR B I
FIFRALFR PRGN T« ARZR B AV B 3 RIAE R E .

2.2.9. GHE S
BAMRIGHEAT 3 IR, BRI + bruEZERIR. F SPSS 17.0 JAFHHT 77 Z 0 HT(ANOVA), P <
0.05 H4iit>% % L. H GraphPad Prism 8.3.0 #4T1EE.
3. ZBREHH
3.1. R

HH NBRIP 35775 M AR A FE M 9 0K . KREAKFER bR L3 rh 103845 5 AR B 2 7l Pl 1 2
WILZE 1)e 5 BRANR L L BIVELR R, BAPE % AR . FIRT NBRIP JRUARE FREEXS 5 BRYH TR AT %
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BERE T E (LI 1). 5 FREHB BT R 2128 4 K, B9 LGPl s s & &8, 78 700~900 mg/L 2 [F]
&, RN pH EEYIEE pH E(7.008 W& FF(WP < 0.05). b, 1 SERE IR EER DT EEm s
TN 890.88 £16.51 mg/L, = THE RN, #LL 1 SEKEANESHAENK, KHa4N SPL.

Table 1. The source of strains and solubilization index

= 1. ERESRIERIERIER

hdm's FEPIAR b WA & EHERZ W B AR B
1 IKFG E 130°4929.99 102 +0.1 16.1+£0.2 1.58 +£0.02¢

N 46°55'18.15"

- E 130°16'23.36"
2 IKFG N 46°51'36.87" 102+0.3 123+0.2 1.21+£0.02d

3 *g E 130°49'51.79"

N 46°55'19.24" 9.6 +0.4 154+0.3 1.60 £0.12¢
4 K& 1;:\1132 5439,521 '90;, 8.4+0.2 149 +£0.5 1.77 £ 0.05b
5 EXK %132;59.1371'20;, 82+0.2 15.6+0.4 1.95+0.01a
950
a
< 900 E a a
=
é) 850 5.06 4.17
%&ﬁ %’ b 4.75
> § 800
a5 = 4.84
E'% 750
o)
({J C
Ay 700 E
4.88
650 1 1 1 1 1
1 2 3 4 5

Etk4RS Strain number

Figure 1. P-solubilization contentin in broth of five bacte-
rial strains cultured for four days

1.5 PREAEIESF 4 d T RP AN S E

3.2. Btk SP1 X E

3.2.1. BHEESREEENVERE
Rk SP1 fE4E AIVE 2R (I IR B 7R 3 E Ve SN R, RO, Wik, 22 KGeE AT E
FIR(OLE 2), BEIEEh. AFALI E 45 5 W% 2,

3.2.2. Btk SP1 I TFEMFLEE

PCR ¥ B4 B 7 SP1 1) 16S rDNA FEII T , K4S ¥ = K7 514252 %8 Genbank, 2K /741 5 2 ON564597.1,
7F NCBI 4 FE b 4T BLAST LU, AR ¥5 7 51 AR EAT R G0 & & W A @ (LK 3). B ik SP1 55 Pantoea
eucalypti FBS135 (MK910226.2)1] 16s tDNA J& /7 51| [ AHAUPE =08 99.79%, 1t B 38 B AT & B 1 [R) R
P S5 SRR AR, VD% e Wik SP1 AZ HIBAIH .
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Table 2. Physiological and biochemical identification of strain SP1
7 2. Etk SP1 IVEBAEREE

A6 T H e 4 R H R 4
B =R +— B JRe TR AL R 5 +
HEE =R =S +— TER KRR -
F R A +/— T 23 i -

FEVEP= /=R +— R BUK AR RS ¢ -
FLBEFA IR R —/- 15 BRI R B 50 -
maj[ ek 6 + R R +
G AR + Fe b R 50 +
PR E6 ) F e + =R -
2T PR 5L AR - iz FRIR
TR Eh 18 J R 5 + A N -
Bk k5 - Bt +

e+ ARBECEREURR); — RERBIECAERKEA SR,

Figure 2. Halo zone of strain SP1 on NBRIP medium (A) and the colony
morphology of strain SP1 on beef extract-peptone medium (B)

B 2. E#k SP1 £ NBRIP 5578 (A) LA B ME N ER B
1EFRE E(B)MERIAS

Pantoea eucalypti FBS135 (MK910226.2)

72{'
87 Panioea hericii JZB 2120024 (KU189725.1)

itk SP1 (ON564597.1)

Pantoea ananatis KUDC1795 (KC355302.1)

Pantoea vagans A17 (KT375340.1)

96
Pantoea brenneri ICE228 (KX588583.1)

I
0.001

Figure 3. Phylogenetic tree of rice rhizosphere strain SP1

3. KTBIRFRERK SP1 ARG A B
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3.3. Bk SP1 BB M iie

FE RS BUY M 35015 15 77 b FROVA MR U 870, o R R < 0 1 2 o 1 T 95 ) LT 3G 25 O ) 7
M, Wtk SP1 R HEBUE ML, YRk SP1 ARAEIMLAE S, etBr(LE 4).

St A BRI Hi¥k SP1

Figure 4. The hemolytic phenomenon of the strain SP1 on Co-
lumbia blood agar medium

4. EHk SPI ZEBHEEL T MIRASHE S5 FAOTR AN

3.4. HI#k SP1 fRREEE HEYMIE

£ NBRIP &35 7256 ) B Mk SP1 JEAT 8 d 359%, BRI SP1 3577 LIG W b ml VA VR Bt 15 7 1]
BRTHERIEALE 5). §7E2~3 K, RGP aliE s s &R E NP <0.05); KREAE4 R, b
TER AT I B &, 1K 900.31425.97 mg/Ls R EEIE TR, HIGWR T AT PERE & B 3 R (P <0.05),
{HAEPERE & & 625.16 £26.84 mg/L VL E. 5414f pH {H 7.0 LG, 5577 pH B 256 N5 LS.
B3 2 K, pHIEMRIEIK, J94.12+0.04 (P<0.05), R 2.88; HFENHE 5K, pHIEEL T
dREEIR, pH ELT 3hE P,

O WA - pH{E
1000+ ! pH { -6.0
a
1
% 2 55
2 800 . . ; :
ﬁ‘g ed L IC d =
Q — Ehc
S 3 r Fso0 5=
S = 600 /i’ % ¢ £
=3 ‘\
= /
o
[al)
4004 y/
4.0

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
AiFiE] Time/(d)

Figure 5. P-solubilization contentin and pH value in broth of strain SP1

5. Btk SP1EFIRTP AR ER pH &

3.5. Bk SP1 1AA i EFNEREFE MR E

Pk SP1 TAA 4)ilh & 12.80 + 1.38 mg/L; kA TE MK Su {H1E 50.61 + 1.54%.
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3.6. E#k SP1 XK IBAE KRR

MOKFEARBR 7 B B #R SP1, BRI, X =11 6 S/KREK Mm% 3). BFEHK SP1 1
AEERAH B IR KRB bR EAR R M ARG REARR KR I 43 BEECRN AR AR A AR R ER 23 1 63.00 +2.19
em. 13.57+0.82 cm. 4.60 +0.89 F156.00 + 1.63 ki, &3 m T RERE SP1 KIXHIRZ4L(P < 0.05). At
FRZA M F AR LU IR ZH.(69.97 £ 2.71 em)3 i T 1%, HURARK EEXT R ZH.(9.20 + 1.59 em)3K T 47.5%,
FERR KRB I 3 BERTEL G BB Z.(3.20 + 0.84) M40 T 43.8%, AR AR R B b X IR 2 (42.67 + 12582 T
31.2%. AL BRA R AR R UEIRFFRL 1) TR S RO IR A G 4t v, (R 22 S NI 35 . DL B2 SR B, it FH B Pk SP1
Al LMK R R AR K, SRR R & .

Table 3. Effects of strain SP1 on rice growth
7= 3. ¥k SP1 XKFEE KRR

Rb Hi b Ak =/em H R K/em IEERUANER) MR B (AN Fhid/g
AP SP1 63.00 +2.19b 9.20 + 1.59 3.20 +0.84b 42.67+1.25b 23.63 +1.59a
2Rk SP1 69.97 +2.71a 13.57 +0.82a 4.60 +0.89a 56.00 = 1.63a 2423 +1.85a

3.7. E#k SP1 X HIRRYIBI M R E VR ERIRI

IR K FEAR B S A B TEAR AN 3 KEVI SRR MBI, TR BIRR SP1 X KA AR B -3 ) 52
(LA 4y SORFEFNBRE SP1 X IRZALAHLE, MG bk SP1 AL PEZH 3R pH E AL G B3 T (P <
0.05), AbFRZA RS B R ETHE(P<0.05), ACERAMIRALR) &K B R E 7R, FEF R SP1 HIAL
HEZH -39 P A T B S I (P < 0.05), KR H R R TR E 25, BUE B/F LUELRZ NP <
0.05). LLESRUH], M0k SP1 F LS S KRG AR b - 3 A 2l 5 i, BRI 0) pH M RIS,
PR PR SP1 BELE I - 3R B8 Hh KB T .

Table 4. Effects of strain SP1 on rhizosphere soil of rice
%% 4. Pantoea sp. R XT7K FEARBR - 18 AO 20

o 8/ BRE /(<107 FEREE/(<100 EE/(x10°
b Sk
WA AR pHIE ) (mgke) | CFUg)  CFUR)  CFU/R) B/
19.50 8.10 42033 58.38 1.08 121 2.76 39.24
RFh SP1

+0.86a +0.11a +8.18a +0.76b +0.03b +0.08a +0.17a +3.53b

BEFl SP1 21.43 7.45 335.00 68.03 2.61 1.08 2.19 106.28
+1.13a +0.03b +18.71b +1.32a +0.15a +0.06a +0.23a +14.76a

4. R ELER

HIITRKFE. FRFRER X, 2025 FARE SIFM I IREAE 1466.67 7 hm? DL b Qi
IR EI TR, BT EEAERE TERTFE R, RE BB TN S EIUESNBS 2RO E
B, AHEATE DA E S AEE . B KRS A KRR H LI T8 FORES, B3 5 ek
R TEE, WA E B REBIRE: RS RAREY A KK B L5, BRZ UESESE
(BT L) Bk AR 45 A AR (BRI L) fE1E ;. RO F ORI BERRED BEIRANLIIRE, IS5 HVE R R3t
AT AR AR, (ERE R PR R B 1. e, MWAEWAE KA T IR i i, TR THE
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VIR L B BN B 20 E A A (18],

AT G M 3 FRPEY) AR B L3 43 BS SRS AR 18 50 Ak TEMRIRIGRE T, ZHE. e
IR A T J AN o T A R A 22 IR I M 4 B SR 0 H A R R AR Ve M . ARSI 9 40 B S 2 IR B B ik SP1 AE
A Cay(PO4), 1) NBRIP 35575 EREBLH 1 W AV BERE, ATV R Cas(PO4): RE /11T 700 mg/L. 214
JESE AT R R P AR T A R I — B 2 IR B, 8 N VR 22 TR PR SR A N R A 858 22 R 1 A
R, FEEA Z R EYE SO AR RE 77, T ALE RO BRSERTIG R A 78 A I S HANE[10]. Pantoea
sp. EA106 & — P R IR IR FEAR bR B 0, I8 s kBT YR KRG ARG, B IE A B e R A ZH 23 P R
2[19]. fEENJE BB JHE Bt E MR PR B 1) P. agglomerans FIAN WAL F K FER T, EEFIRE/KBREKEK
=8 [20]. BNV 228 50 KRN AR Z B 2 FEMERET 7T, 02 e me S 70 3R B2 T A2 7K A R e
A BRI AP 2 —[21]; PN i T & 2 M1 AR B R WA [22] Ok T2 TR AR
WA A KA 7 5 T E AR E N AR R A2 BT T . XIMEESE N, e Ph A A2 sUHTZ B HAUM 42 =1
FARRBRI Y E . HEER KA ST H[23]. A2 B YS19 1RSI E ZE AR AR, i A&
R B AR SR KK RO E Y 2 MR [24]. AR5 B 202 W SPL, BRE&
RO FETCHLBE I RE 141, 38 R 7> IAMSI Wk R (TAA) FF BA PP Bk s i & 1t X TR A6 % vk B A (R A
KA. A5 DG VRS BB - A B AT RS . PR SP1 AbBR G, $2 B A Rk
T BRIC T ORME IR pH {H, 1R T SRR SR . RN, BRI MR SPL KR KSHURE
BT AREEFI B R SPL X HRA . X EesE R, 2 B R SP1 A fe Jia it L g b i T HL R A &
Yy, PRI T LM pH (. SULERS, $2Fh SP1 MUACERZHIE N T /K AGME MR HL b3 R A&, RE
TEVEI AR TR B B2, (B IE Inde kKRG 0 4> BESOM A BRI Rk R 2, FLIal e s in 1
KFERIFE &, UESET Pantoea eucalypti 3 /KFEAEK IR AAMER .

AHIEFE AL T FE R 1) /KRR AR s 338 v 23 B8 ORI PR SPL iz TR R AHTE o R Mo 5 b 77 i 2
MM, HABORMMEEGRE /1, Recscy LIRMMERT, (RMKRBRIAEKEKE. Kitk, HHk SP1 A
BEIFRBOE G S TR AR R A, AT Lk L IE AR 25 B, AR O ) AT

E&WE

HRIT A B = S A BB 25 27 100 H (2020-KYYWF-0234).
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