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5 FHIRIE & ( Streptomyces rochei) 31 3% H & 75 44 &
19 JEz B9 i) oz

IE, EkZ, REMN, TR, A, ki
(L VLI AR R # B M B 5 5 RBERFSE T, V100 R AT 2100145 2. R RUME AR @Rl 4B V95 Bi5T 210023)

FEE: T DIBRRS AT 0T i FH RS AT AR B (4 107, i e A AT DR T R0 H TR P ARCR A2 ) I 5 1
( Streptomyces rochei) A TIE T , LA 4 FHERFRIR & W) 0 ALY BT, 28 N ARALRIF ST T It FH 22 0 0 Mgk o 8 v S T 2 T 1%
B, — BT R F R BE B R X Streptomyces rochei M4 N AP YEZLBGTIR M A 5E00 . S5 SRR W] AU RS 04 TR fige 7
d I XFHRZH O 2 2 WD QB 2 T AL B ) FNAL B AH (2 26 10 T BE 25 T A0 3L ) 1 2 AR 3R 3K 3 e KA, 43 0l 9.3
pg/ml 7.0 we/ml, A0 FRZH Y B R AR 248 i B I T X R L ( P<0. 05) |, I8 T 8508 Al % 248 5 ( Germination in-
dex, Gl) Ai/IME ; BEFRIRE N 100 mg/L 5}, Streptomyces rochei FY A= K FHITE 78 ELAR IS Bl B KAR, (R IR BE B AR it
AR HEPRE TR AR A BB 5 BT RV R T 200 me/L B, BV 32 a7, B 8 %o DA FE T 0 ot 4 P A 1D 5 R, R T &1
Y 2R W T 2 B R 2, A AT IR —E AR R J5 SV RS B0, s A7 5 0 G A ) R 1) 52 il (I 8 412
HEA AR R BEI R ARG ) AT 5 240 DB 2 TR 0 3 R AT — 7 ROARBTRE ), FCRAE A B 0 oo 1K 52 1y R vk B 5 1 PR o 25
W] o PR T X 3 PR e 4 [, 252 3 AL SRR S5 5 ), DRI 0k, 7 05 8 15 {6l JFH RS R DR B s, 17 5 43 2% 1 I
FHARSFF ] e A Y AR

K R PUET ; SRS
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Responding of a bacterium ( Streptomyces rochei) quickly decomposing
straw to allelochemicals in wheat straw returned to field

WANG Jia-jia"*, XI Yong-lan', CHANG Zhi-zhou', YU Jian-guang', XU Yue-ding', ZHANG Jian-ying'
(1.Institute of Agricultural Resource and Environment, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanjing 210014, China; 2. College of Life Science,
Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: An indoor simulation experiment was carried out using Sirepiomyces rochet as a variety of quickly-decom-
psing bacterium for wheat straw returned to field and the mixture of four kinds of phenolic acids as allelochemicals to deter-
mine the response of the bacterium to allelochemicals during straw decomposition. Wheat straw without S. rochei application

was taken as control. The changes of total phenolic acids contents were investigated and the influences of phenolic acids

concentrations on the growth and cellulose activity of S. rochet

%5 H #1.2016-01-14 were evaluated. After seven days of decomposition, the total
BEE&TH IAER A FOHESTHE[CX(12)1102] ;7L phenolic acid content in both S. rochei-treated wheat straw and
TR S AR5 H (BE2013420) control straw peaked, with the higher content ( P<0.05) in con-
TEER AN TAEAE(1988-) , &, g IR A, -1, F 3 A4 trol straw(9. 3 pwg/ml) and lower in S. rochei-treated straw(7.0
v FE P BEIEAL A BESY . (E-mail ) wangjiajia2007 pg/ml) , and the bacterial count and germination index of wheat
@126.com straw bottomed. The mass growth and colony diameter of S.

BIRAEE : #EM , (E-mail) czhizhou@ hotmail.com rochet reached the highest value at low application concentration
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(100 mg/L) of phenolic acid. The inhibition of S. rochei by phenolic acid showed a concentration-dependent manner when

phenolic acid concentration was more than 200 mg/L. The cellulase activity of S. rochei was improved by phenolic acid at

early stage of treatment. The decomposing capacity of S. rochei was phenolic acid concentration- and variety-dependent. In

conclusion, S. rochei was sensitive to the allelochemicals during straw decomposing, so the alleopathy should be taken into

consideration in selecting and applying wheat straw decomposing bacterium.

Key words:

AT ik FH 2R AT S AR I e AT R i 2
U TR B EARAEX, B VR P AR
ol 7 A e OR B vy, DR A 3 A 1 B okt J
HEVEY) AR FE WA 3 S R FE D B AR
FERFDRIE I AR T A= ) Ak 222 3 2% K 1o 42 ol
Rl P DR B TR 2B O T 0] LA P ade FRARS T8 A | DA TG 2%
iR ARG A FH T BE T B ) A TET S M

EAS A PRE T R0 S Bt 0oz o [RI ORI
AR M LR R AT R A s — T T O  AY) BR AR K
[T HE R BE AR, TR TS 4 755, 76 - SRR rhode
VAGESH , 73— 5 T 52 He R J 2 4 F it 1) L K H [i]
QRN EE IE IS W APV 2 AR K (I E N
YR BRI ST bk B, 30 FH 22 b 2 B Hh 1 1R 254k
R, o SO R i S K R R S R R B R
TRSE | 2208 165 2™ A 1 A ) G, 2 75 5% T
FHd F B AR W AR I BE S AE T, R DL AR IE

AR ot A ) B A A o) PR T R I
AW, B2 A Y SO A W BB R HA A L
AR KT . HYA AR T R A AR AR 1Y
A PR GR RN [F], 225 H Y i ARy
WRVE RN A AR B 7 6 B A 0 e A 10 T A 55 4 ol ie
7 HETE A AR T T A KR L
ELHERE U7 R A £ 45 T BN AR AR I HE AR
TR A Z e 2 R R B AT A=y | s Bk Fn 22
JOR P BT MRS R A 14 28 BB BFSE BN
WIR A R R s TR B
W IR S ) ot o e AV W) A B AR AT 5 vh 32 B E A
H A SRR U R 22 B0 1R 25 W) o 3 A A6 IR
MR TEARZR WY FRE MK IR WD B & R | 7 e
[ PO pE = S ES PN (B AT ENER S
/%[]8] s AR 35 ( Parthenium hysterophorus ) TRAK R A
AR B R G i A K= A e, ok
T ( Oryza saliva L.) FEFHZ PRI T IF 28 4K
JEAK R MER R E BRI AR R R PR
SO - SR W RV 254 AR BRI

straw returning; quickly-decomposing bacterium; allelopathic effect

HETIE 2 SRR — 2R 5T, C N A
(#5271

AR LA 2 1) TR 25 T ( Streptomyces rochet ) A
FEFF ORI T, Ve A5 A0 I8 I F 5 4 0 P A L
ORI FEREA R BTG | T & R KA R 4 i iy R
L 1011 VRA AR AL R I, 50 22 7 )8
PR SRR TE KAG LS Streptomyces rochei XA
v P P e JEE A e R, A At T 3 T 39090 R B B
FORE BRI

I BPR i

1.1 # #

L1 RBad# 228 AL RO BB/
A2 b, 35 BRSNS R RO
i, &, ERSHAER . SEIEY) 87.77% , A
MLk 52. 45% , 2R 8. 32% , 4T 4E & 46. 12% , Y- 2T 4
£ 29.78% , KK 9. 77%., +3E WA TLHA LRI
b BEia g 5L i K R SR AR TS, 25 B ) 5k 1A 2%
Mo HIEEEARITRATE bR . AW 33. 71 mg/kg, AL
B 138. 00 mg/kg, AR 11. 99 mg/ke, A A 8. 62
mg/ kgo _'l%l_ﬁ“ : é ] EE'%J\%% _'[a%_l‘ ( Streptomyces rochei) ,
FH A % (VL8 AR B B ARl 5% 5 5 BRI 40
FEITAROM P S B IR A I 5T & ) MR L 85 R
2Rk A aifb 5 1S 20 1 MRE BB AT 4E R 1Y
EEE ) B oA IC RS IUE AT
XA I BT Fh 29 FCBE RS 1 ( S. rocher) | S 558
S. rochei E % 55 22 VEHE R 1 T S5 SR BUA , RAT T 52
100 mg/L ¥ JE 5555 K 1 S. rocher kK B HAE A
ISP R . UE4R: tH Whatman 23 R] #2448

1.1.2 BB A A& MGl sZ2 555 R S.rochei 75
1o G — S AR R 3 L3557 3 d, LA 100 g 24 A5 4
R [EMA RS 57 3 4y, T 22 R KRR 60% , 2 A
10 ml BYZEFERTE R L FE 3 d AWK EE TR, $1E5),
BT 30 CHEFEM IR T d, REHE G TR X
T2 d, B RENLR R it 1 mm G, 5T, BGH 2 HEA
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Jo WA 4 1220 (BT & < ARFR) 1Y LU, InZE 18
IKTEFEIR F L 200 r/min #53% 1 h, =248, H 4 )2
PR IR KGR Y

1.1.3 BrERERH & AR o,
PRIy J5 e DL AR LR X R 2 R R BT B,
THFR KIRIGEFRR 1:1:1:1 1BA, el 1%
V5 i, AR R AR UL B R B 43 1A 0 mg/LL, 20
mg/L. 50 mg/L, 100 mg/L,200 mg/L, 500 mg/L,
1 000 mg/ LIYEBRY) BOR AW,

1.1.4 R B N2 REF ik

1.1.4.1 B &&E  RHBEHR-BEE R
LER7 SR
1.1.4.2 G mEE  RBERB T EGE,

PG TR A& WM B 1x 107", o 451
LB ml FJEBINA 9 ml TCREKH I35 5],
B R R 1< 1072 BT, RISt B 1x107° (1
107 1 107> ANF B B2 O BRI, I LA 3 ANH B 13 1)
R T RS SR I, 1155 S. rocher TRREL,
1.1.4.3  RZFRECY WHC R 10 ml, 0304
FUEARAI AL A 9 em FUEEFRIILAT  FEANREFE LA i
B 20 KR ) HER 12 K AERD T, 3 IRE A, 28
CHiFE 3 d Jaill & 2R AAREK, FHZE KR B X
W, IHRRZFEE( G |, 6T = (REBE & 25 A x b AR
K) /(A AR ZEFRXES FREK) x100%

1.1.4.4 LFHERBEEIE  3,5- 2R FEKHBR (DNS)
AP E AT A R B E Y B3 SRR 1
YERZS FI R AR 2 SUAE R PATRE L . HE A
O 1.0 ml FEAEB, AR5 3 S Al A
4.0 ml I 60 °C ) CMC 2% #hifk , 1 60 °C 17K
W R 20 min B B ST EIAIA 3.0 ml DNS
AW, 850 I AR B ORI 1.0 ml R il
W ¥ 3 S A KB T, A5 min J5 37 B
B WK, A G EETHF 490 nm ZRIH: 0D
i, 1 LJFFERRE 1 min P24 1 mg B0 E LR 1
AEERGPE AL (U) , SR BEIGE = (m, —m,) %
D720, M m, Ry SR b o i e LG IO R A o A 2
T, m A RS E IR 2 B R A AR R S, D
R R R EL

1.1.4.5 BRa R SRS O @ aE ™ e
1.2 RIwigit

1.2.1 HAE@EERGKE WA, B2 g EZES
3 ml AKIRA] AL BEAH K 2 ¢ G5 3 ml AP B

TRA) RN 1 g F5FF 1x107 CFU £ 45, [, %f
W8 55 b B4 FH PR 2K WO C/N Ry 25 - 1, 8K )5
X 5 A T i RS S e TR i s 1 /N A
LA S HIREH 200 g X AR R S, B4
WHEES 3R, KB EINCITHCE 24 h, 5k
Je ] ARk s AR R S N ZE AR K, A AR T = T T Y
1 em, FEPEVRAR OB MEEE SR REFIR B 25 °C 1R
¥ 90% , % 3 d FeFR BT RDEAN SRR A IR R 1Y
HKEE 1 em, BERITEINEE 0 d.3 4.5 d.7 d.10
d.15d 30 d.,
1.2.2 R KA F A *T BBk 09 e 5K 3
1.2.2.1  BfRX LA REE R WA K s m 4 &
I — SR AR SR 3 TR IR & B R , (V4 B - 501 R O
mg/L.20 mg/L.50 mg/L, 100 mg/L, 500 mg/L i
1 000 mg/L,#EA 5 B4 0.7 em YA K AE 5 GF
M b BT R 22 B 30 °C 180 r/mindE K EG 37, 55 5%
3d, i UEHE 2Bk, T 50 CHE T ZE A FRIE A,
Ve 3 AN il a5 AR ) T e 1) e G —
SR A TS WA K IR G Y 2 ) TG R R
1 0001, B 100 pl BRI AR T FFAl, 30 °C 3557
3~5 d JE e YR AR/, A 3 IR,
1.2.2.2 PRt 2 1) A% 85 B T 248 B0 4 1) 5% )
H 100 ml 5y FQIRMAR S 5248 (R b 41 4 3R slug 404K
i) A 250 ml =AY, ISR R | fff vk
3310 0 mg/L.20 mg/L.50 mg/L. 100 mg/L. 200
mg/L 500 mg/L.1 000 mg/L, A 5 R E4 0.7 cm
(oA 7 QP AR B B B TR 22 B, 30 °C L 180
v/ minfEIREE IR ELL R FR 7 d, R IOFEDNE pH
(B 2T 2k R TG AN AR B R 11 7 2
1.2.3 ##BE® 55+ KRBHIEHRH
Microsoft Excel 1 SPSS 18. 0 #4734 e it
WP Ay A, AR ESRHBPEE T Z40
(‘Analysis of variance, ANOVA) ,
2 GRS
2.1 ERBRIELBBEKER

A 1 BB R B sh ST LU Y H
VI gt Ao 30, Xof B L A A B 20 ) A Y R 5 A T G
i, BAEBMEE S d Ja 2Um3gm, 256 7 d 68 T i
KAE, 535N 9. 3 wg/ml 7.0 pg/ml, B8 IHUEE S5 /Y
T F S AR e (L PR (R T 7 a0 T
RESEAF ST AT RS L HER R TS, BEJS B R
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SR i 2R T e B S T AR (P<
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(mg/L)

10 20 30
s ) (d)
0 <1 ff +7K —eo— AbF f*,ﬁl‘}% m%f*ﬂ]), —a—S. rochei

51 EREHRSEREE . pH B AFENRHEZEHETH

0.05) BT A2 th T AL FHALHE R T % )G 6 75 1
IR I T 902 A, 0 i i
i T WP R B B DR AU 0 T 4
R

8.2
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pHIE

7.8,

NN w
S U S
1 T

[a—
o)}
T

TR BB (x 106 CUF/g)
>

W
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fif ] (d)

(=]

Fig.1 The changes of total phenolic acid, pH, germination index(GI) and actinomyces quantity in the process of wheat straw decompo-

sing

pH {ELE A RS I i A o B — N B H 4545,
W RS 5t n] Lk A 58 pH (H, 2 HAERE A A
Pyeb A FOEEOTRE S, Ay 1 AT LU X B2 A
AbBRA pH {E AL AL R S FE AR, .55 5 1 1R ok 1
ASAYIE FIC A B 0 ) B B0 IR v B B g, pHL (K
%, R ZIRE%
Zucconi FEINY , K ZFHERGE SRR S0 A HILITTE 2
JE I — Rl W HHERA R IR AR 1 T
PAFE H 2 A i P rp A 2R 5 (6T 2 AL . B
TR LA 7, A 2R BT o 5 B I P ok 2 ALK
AR o X TR I A v ™ A 4 B R X o
FRFBA —EMEE 3% 5 WOCE ™ 45040 —
B, Kole S5 A Ay My i 10 ] T 7 42 o 85 149 S
RS, BEMTAM S T AT S AR BeAh, B
JtIA 2 LA A AR ) B A 5 A ol A 0 ) Tl
P, BETTZ A LSO T 3R B AL, e 22 it
PRI B SRR ORI Y A 1 AT IR
JEB A T AU, T TR R A ) [ T Ak T PRI 1 38

HA AR 2 R 55 7 d By RS T A AR B A )
FeRAE, LR O B R 2 180 FG B 5 T 1) iR 4 e 2
e/ IMA, 2B By B BRI AR W AR K A — e
HIVER . BiJe , o] RE T i i oL T B
SRR By B 2 o, Rl it T2 b &
F A BB 7 et A0 | I 7™ A 3 3 AR, b 2 1A
B HE T 46 34 00, IFAESR 10 d 388 T & KAH,
Ve, T E IR BIEFESR L, il Sk v B0 ST U6 8
b I TR

2.2 MK HE B E X EHER 49 M KL

22,1 BBRANEMREFAENEZNY 0 HR
AT I A A G 32 B AR T, AR ST TR o
i %o 24 FQAE B TR 5 0, T LLRAE S, rochei B RRXT
ERACEY TN Z e T, B 2 8 3 AT LR,
FERARRE IR | SRR R 100 me/ L i 18 22 15
HIRK(0.3355 g) , MR B 1 000 mg/L I B 22
TR /D (L R0.266 1 g) ; 1 FFds 35 |, 5
R4 d, B IEE AR W E (0 mg/L, 20 mg/L. 50
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mg/L, 100 mg/L.500 mg/L 11 000 mg/L) By fREE 7%
e EAS MM 1,98 mm 1. 93 mm 2. 25 mm
2.53 mm.1.78 mm.1.90 mm F1 1.73 mm, MR X}
TR A A 52 i 34 5 R AR 5 % 45 R A — 2, R
Wy R M A 100 me/L B, PAIVE AR e K 5 T i vk
1 000 mg/L B}, A& ELAR /N, AT DL 26 40) P B 45
PRNT B R AT — T 32 1, 35 > Vi B ) T i o 226 490 [
BRI A KA — R R, Y B vk 2 100
mg/ L B AR SEVE 85 B i 3T g 2 PR R ARk
(B PR AE — i R B b B8 T 200 i S )l a7 e, 0 44
LS 2 MFREG rh 8 BUE 5% A R T HAE K, R
VAR JEE o 24 L P A 52 P 8 It 2 5 | RS 400 A R
BEIR AR T HoA K Bl

AR FEERR 22 57155 0.05 W E K,
2 AEBMBRENEVRESEEYENZN
Fig.2 Effects of different concentrations of phenolic acids on S.

rochei biomass

E3 AEBBKENEMRESHESZEZRNZMN
Fig.3 Effects of different concentrations of phenolic acids on

colony diameter of S. rochei

222 BBRMYEMREFRASLEHBERAOY W
2T ZR S P TS T PR R GRS 1 [ A e
J1o MR B FR VK BE T 2V [ A% B Tl 2T 4 25 G

PEARAL (T 4) KB, 5550000 (5 2 d) |, BRXT RS,
ST b B2 2T 4 2 il 5 T R, P RE R R T
R 5 B X T IR 2 R, T i %o 2 1) R e 2 T 2 K
BIVHINE , B RE NG, 2F 4 R B Pk 0
ETE X T RE SRR IEAS AR Z AT C/N A e,
B 398 v A i | 2RI B 0 21 4 2K T 1 2 T
o VP A 3 d B N3 B K AE (0. 535 8 U/ml) L3
d JGEFYE R IS AR N R BT HRAN AN W] 1 2
Ve B A LT Ak R G MR AR S I AR AR

0.55

LY R RGP (U/m)

i ()
—o— 20 mg/L; —&— 50 mg/L; —— 100 mg/L;
—&— 200 mg/L; —<— 500 mg/L; —»— 1 000 mg/L

—a— O mg/L;

E4 AEBMBRETENRESHAKTEIHBININDNS
T
Fig.4 The dynamic changes of cellulase activity of S. rochei un-

der different phenolacid concentrations

223 EMRAEFEASBHBRO KR ERBER
W HRES S R VR e S R (EI 1) . R
T T8 A PO 2 RO A8 e R T I 1) T A2 B B L
X IR 1Y) B i B 0, BCRL B R VR B 43 S A 100
mg/L.200 mg/L 2 ~AbHE | A BEAE MG vk B R 260 IR
R ] AR T A I R 1 AR AL TR
HPEfR(# 5) .

MNIELS BT LA HY |, 26100 FQ A% 25 B G AS [R] 3 R 1Y)
ok i T8 %6 2 S AR T, JHL v o 3 35 S T R R i A B
177 XoF 7K A T 1 88 ik BB 0 B 55 o A 6 T T Wk 32 4 )
100 mg/1.,200 mg/L &4 T, X ¥ 3 2K W iR Y
R SR AR AL A AL, 3 d 5 LR R 3455 100% ;
[ = 7N i 7 2 i N T i) 5 T R
EAFEAL T KA R 1 % i SR ZE 100 mg/L ¥
FEN, AW FCBE R T R P — 5 W IR A i 1, (B
SR MR BE Ol 200 me/L & 1F R, K W R K i 52
BH , 7E X535 I B, 7K A% I vk B35 30t 30385 Jin b 34, O
J5 R T R A
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Fig.5 The dynamic changes of four phenolic acid degradation rate with 100 mg/L (left) and 200 mg/L (right) of phenolic acids

3 1

R ) R AR TE - 598 0 figk vh 23 77 HE T TR 55 0 )
JR A Y 22 A i FASE RO 50 ot A [ AR 4
o G AR b G R B I ) A2 4 1117 8 ¥
W, #0557 d SR R A A R KA, S
rochei BURE K & 248 B dac /) 5 BE G T e 1 RE Uk 2
AT, B R B A TR, 2155 10 d, S. rochei 55
SR FIRECR B R KA, X UL R RS AT T AT
GE i S PR AR R WD 1y BR 2 W) o R E ) A= K 1 5
W], JE& ST A7 0% i 2 0 B ik A 00 b~ 117 & 180 40 o
R BRI B S. rocher 1A B30 A7 3 A iR
B, Dl g R R, A B e (5
TR ) Yo 422 b Gl A= ) T Pk 1) 52 i) 5 Rk BB A %8 D) O
%, UBFERWEE A 100 mg/L I FARA K BRI TR
BARIREN T iR RAH, U IR B 1y A e i AR K
FHIRE T, X 5T BT 4R — B b
S TR VA 85 B A S I, S R T UG 4 ] S. rochei A=
K BG5S, rochei BLANET 4E 2 TG PE | X PR
A Pt TG PR Y O R i T AR Bk TR
Yo 0 PR k-5 P 7 L 9] S 14 4 5 8 200 S e e
PR B IR KB, S.rochei X ERR HLA — 2 [
FFRE T, IX TP IEAE AE ) /N2 1y R ik B2 5 i 2 52
M) o 0 Y DAL BT X 3 T P I i 4 (] B, 2552 %)
ALY B0 50, PR A 0 358 5 00 P R A DR 7
B, I 3843 7% PEA FH RS A AT e 7 A i AR AN o In-
derjit * BIFFE & R -+ HE 4 ) BE A — S AR
JoT itk Ry A AR SRR ) o, A At 27 (] I R A B
A L) 53 5 A8 Ry A B 1 ) o, s A 0
s TC T M 9 Ak B 9T 43 i T T B R T

ARG TP E T 25 B TR B, JT AR5 3 R 1) 1k
JEAE I/ K By BRAR 71 . TR, 8 SEBR RS AT 3d
HARAETT R AP T 0T 22 il A SR ) o 1 e fip kA2
Fogm R 2k A it — Do . AR TERSFE
PUFTEAERT , 22 75 0 o 72 b i iR & 5 Hh TN
£, S.rochei Xy FRA — 5E W 32 M, 18 By R Tk i
T S.rochei REF I3 R I 02 2 TR 09 A= 4, F T30
FHASFF A, 2 S.rocher X1 IR A8 HLAAR 5 AL 72
AR R AR A ik — 2205
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