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L8 T8 NIRRT (Myxococcus stipitatus)o 1% WK ] LAZRFEIHIE Al R AF R, BT A Ak 2 2 AT 78
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Abstract Potato late bright is the most serious disease of Solanum tuberosum, and its pathogen is
Phytophthora infestans. In order to screen culturable myxobacteria resistant to the pathogen of potato late
blight from soil samples, myxobacteria were isolated from the soil sample by Escherichia colt inducing method
in this study. The strains resistant to the pathogen of potato late blight were screened by plate confrontation
assay and identified by morphological observation, physiological and biochemical characteristics, and the 765
rRNA sequence analysis. Then, the antimicrobial activities of the strain were determined by plate
confrontation method. Then, the growth curve of the target strain was determined by the weighing method and
the distribution of antibiotic substances was measured by filter paper disc method. The fermentation
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parameters were studied by the combination of univariate analysis and orthogonal optimization. Five strains
were isolated in this experiment and 3 of them presented antagonistic activity against Phytophthora infestans.
The activity of strain X6-11-1 was the strongest among them and the shortest distance from the edge of mycelia
of Phytophthora infestans to the edge of colony of strain X6-11-1 was 5 mm. The identification results showed
that this strain belonged to Myxococcus stipitatus. The strain could kill and dissolve E. coli and inhibit the
growth of Bacillus subtilis. The antibiotic substances against Phytophthora infestans were mainly present in the
extracellular matrix. The optimal fermentation conditions of strain X6-11-1 were as follows: Inoculum size
10%, shaking speed 180 r/min, incubation temperature 30 °C, incubation time 7 d. The strain X6-I1-1 can
produce antibiotic substances against the pathogen of potato late blight, which has the potential value for
developing biological pesticides resistant to potato late blight. These findings may lay a foundation for
isolation and identification of the antibiotic substances and the development of new pesticides resistant to

potato late blight.
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optimization

¥ 2 (Solanum tuberosum) & tH 5+ ALK F7K
T (Oryza sativa)« /N 2% (Triticum aestivum)~ 5 K (Zea
mays) {55 DU RO & VR, o /2 8 1 28 DY 32 4R
RS PRY M SE R A B e SV N I SR/ N = [N
RACES AT B X A i . SR ZE RN ™
1195 5E A& 7% 9% (potato late bright) , 2197 JEL 6
U9 9% 55 (Phytophthora infestans)(Fry, 2008). P. in-
Sestans T EERAZ TR AT 25 DLCE BN T 2L
A Ty 4% 22X SE T AN B ZE 554 (Haas et al., 2009).
H T 52 3505 9 5 9 Ji BT 1R B0 LB L AR 5
PERLRE LKA 5% 3 120 o 25 3 AR ) 2 i A 7K
SRR PR, B TSR R B AT U R R R
PR H R 7V, e HAR TSR E R A
B AR i R e (1 % 5%, 2016). H AT, 80
W28 9 419 AL 22 Bl v O 8, 8 R 257506 AR R
BEHRE A RO BRI AR R R A R R
AR 7 0855, T H. 5 BU80w 2 & 1 ft 25 1%
WAEZ WG 9 o SR AE (2012) A FH A BRI
Rl 7 ANAETT T8 5 2 P - by B A 2
380 L 4 S W 8 s T T 114 222 Mo R R 1) UK
P, R B 2 5 K RS (concentration for 50%
of maximal effect, ECs,) {E 43 i 7£ 0.028 4~815.361
8 pg/mL 2 [8], #4118 79 106.29 pg/mL, X+ B 7 R 7
AP B AR T IS 2] 73.5% . R, B R = 0E
IR 5 ML R 28 E T e . TSl A
Rk 5 2 e AV B G B AT 2 OB 7T s,
T EAIE WA TTVE 2 A A AMIE ) ST
2 RO R A 7 AR B DSR2l B Rl e

Myxobacteria, Isolation and identification, Potato late blight, Myxococcus stipitatus, Orthogonal

Yok S B AR PUE R . EYPUR TS 32—
AEH A AT & B FE AT, V2 A0 S ) BUR — S8 )
HRH -, PLEAE YA Y $E I 7] DL & 1
A S AR YU M, s 4k 7 55 (2010) B 4R TR
(Actinomycetes) KL 75 3 Ab BE 55 B2 B HZE ) A
T 0T LA R SR 15 A AL 1) 5 81 e ) 4 25 G 2 0 (1)
DR NG A Y A B B A T R IR AR
) R T e B S 4 S MRS 0 ) TR A R
2GRN H AT U R — o — SR 1) K
LA B v R R AR PR L 0 8000 2 5 1 A R B Y
T E W AHIEF , W Fakhouri 55 (2001) M Pseudo-
monas fluorescens G308 K I 1 73 43 2] | — Fh
B T4 2 N-mercapto-4-formylcarbostyril , 2 7]
LEARAI X Phytophthora infestans I8 85 & M T8 22
AR EBHHIE

i 41 & (Myxobacteria) /& — Fh 5= 2 [ 9 14 41
(Gram negative bacteria) , J B A+ 2T N E
% MM AT N DA KO 35 K A (5K 3, 2005), A JEH
3 AL 23 RRAE , 91 0 e A% 1E 20 i TR B IS S
BEAT AR T VRS, P R4 I AT 8 B AU B
Mt (1) - SIS, DAL LG RE 20 B 0 B 5 A o 1 A
(19 S A% A2 W (kb 4%, 2000) 0 R 20 B A2 1R 47 11 K
SREGY L IR, C & N — KRR G MR R H
T KT 1 AE W) 25 HE (Diez et al., 2012). 1M
HORGAR I 9 2E M) BB 71K, 50%~100% A4S 4
B S50 AT A A A W 1 R O AR T ) (Wen-
zel et al.,, 2009). 7EJE% Y+, O & KB
HAT A0 1 P o 1) B R 4 B AN A HEE T
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2% T (Actinomyces) F1 25 M AT B8 (Bacillus) 2 & (.45
355, 2010) , 17 H A7 0GR I 4 1 PH 1 TR ) Bl 2
TR o TR A B AR R IR AR
SRR MR 2R 7 AR EE R v AR KA
JE X2 AE AN 2 055 2 Bl oRs i, BRL A S Rt 4
B 5t T AE H i 52 2] & A (Weissman et al.,
2009).
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SRS A AR 5 i BR D5 R 2 U B B SR
7 126 HH — RO T % M 0 T R AT I 2 AR R
AR 2 AT A R (S 56 25 4 5 A X6-11-1) , R i H%
ASRHE A AR A K 16S rRNA £ [ 7 471 73
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P L B P 0 43 W DA Bl o T A S e A A R T
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1 #REFEZE
11wt
111 SRR IR EE S b B

IR R E A Sl B IR XA AR ) B O
R B FE m R IR 2 X B, 7 T A6 4
44,029 23°\ AR 4 112.070 31°, J& iR A% 45 -, R 1o
RUORBEEN R 2 1~10 om kb H 31T R EE . 5%
LR ERRA, 1 60 H i 5 T il N TR AT .
112 FEEFIAAES

WERECT 78 R A A A B A /) s FeClsw Na-
NO;. K;HPO, CaCl, MgSO. % (K i MM 2 3 5
BHE A BR A ) ; Beckman DU8O00 7! 45 #1435t ot Ji
11 (3% E Beckman 2 &) ; PYX-DHS & H #41H i 55
FEAE (i —TE R A PR A 7l) s YX280A L 5 k7%
TR 2 (B =W ERIT AR A BR A ) BF pH
(KR HANNA L3R
1.1.3 3t

PR AR IR 20 B AL Pl 75 55 72 50 VY 12 [ 4R 85 7
B (NI 7 % B R Y B i B 77 2, Veal in-
fusion broth and yeast extract agar medium). LB ¥
A 8% 7% 5 (Luria-Bertani liquid medium) . WCX [ {4
1% 9% (/K B G 8] 4 1% 77 %, water agar solid medi-
um) . CAS Y A4 55 77 5 (% R Vi 1A 1 77 2, casein pep-
tone liquid medium) (#0E4E, 2014), 18 kAR B AE 1L
For il By 75 IR 97 2L 22 O LA B R 048 8 )

(RF5 B, 52009, 2001), B R 0470 1 3 P A 00 )
B IR A 4B B A RIRA B R R E R E
PR [i5] 4 35 77 ik Y PD YR A 855 5% B (9% BRI ok iR
%] BE K5 9% 2L | yeast extract peptone dextrose liquid
medium). G RE IR | B E AR IR LA
114 PUEEE P Bk

& W OtOR A OER (Staphylococcus aureus
CMCC26003) . K 17 #F B (Escherichia coli) DH5a. 4
L LE MM B (Bacillus subtilis 3-1) 2585 22 W %8 995 T
(Phytophthora infestans HQK8-3) ER 1 i &} B (Sac-
charomyces cerevisiae C2-2) , 35 AR 556 = HE 4t
1.2 EHMMES 4URRE
121 HWHHHES

HE FHUAL B T ) A o TR AE JC TR 1Y) 150 mm
Figr i AT b o 1 )5 B T HLAR 3 58 CTR Mtk
30 min, DUE R 25 AN #A 25 T . UK 2 30 g HEE
Jo ) S RE S B T G B ) 90 mm B SR
o K 10 mg/mlL R B R A O I TR K M R 22
LR DY 100 pg/ml, 3 I HKE B 5R LA B B T
0 TR 12 h, DUFERR 255870 AN 24 1) 55 3 DA &
BB o FHRES S E. coli DH5a B 20 pl #% A\
$EA 200 mL 58 KB 1) LB A5 57 B 1 = A i
P, 37 °C.180 r/min TR _ERREE B K H ¥k
T FAE KW E. coli DHSa B3 T+ 5 000 r/min 5
£ 10 min, T & TAE & N 78 LB BT Rk
DUVE , ¥ HAE WOX [ 485 72 0% FRIH = %3951 H
JEHSPAT S, FFTo F TG 1 (bt Sk P B
KN 280 J0 2 A TR 92 9 I 1) 3R i B T = 5%
AT R 1) — i, B R T, BT 30 CREFR A HE
TG TR
1.2.2  wHkRI2iL

IS AR R P A B
PR AT R0 5 P P94 030 58T S
SKER TR 1) VY 12 [ A R IRk B DU RR 25380 705
K B A B A 18 3l Rq P 1 2% B (Guo, Tao, 2007), T
30 CHEHIREIEFRME . ZiEFEA ol — IR ERAEE
FAE H I, FE RS AERNIRWSELIH

b % o
12.3  HEHRAIIRAL K RAF
FH TG B 1) 2 A1 B B B 28 3 WL 5 A A 2% 1
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5 G ) B AR 1) 7 SEAR, R FL R TR I CAS
WAL, 30 °C. 180 r/min FE M E % 1597 36 h,
WM EE CAS AR BE TR 5 2 PG . UMK B 2 A
TEE R IR N A KR8 1R s, T At
% TR ) AT A P PR AR K onT DLIE I W %2 CAS
A B IR FETE Bl ORE 77 Ji5 A2 15 V6V SR ) 2 T Ak 2
T AL, 5 R IR EAROR VBT , WA B AR
ali . K S alifh i B R 20% E R G H T E T -
80 CokFa K IHIRAE -

1.3 EREmEERKRIGE

SR P PRSIy 95 (2 TN .4, 2011) , A 0 78 e
X EUR BT B ORI T ISR E R
PO T BN BB IR LN BT FR 3 d, FERE B IR
8 d J FAY 40 T B R PR B I SR P G T 2F 5 4% T B S0
P w T PFZ) 2 om Ak, FERRE TR K VY12 8] R 97 3
il J T DR T R — A BR A [ AR IR 2 A
FUORT B 5 B 0, K HL B T 18 “CER B 7R A
PRI EE 57,8 d 2 Ja LI BT R o

1.4 BEHHEE

141 JEAME

¥ LAl 1) TR R G 2 T B 11 VY2 [ A B 7
BB R SR AR KRS I S IR A A
e F MY E )R (1) 43 25 bR #E (Boone, Castenholz
et al., 2004), A1 Sony %5 #H LA Nikon SMZ745 14
PR AR X L B 7R T3S DA BT SR 11 45 R g AT W0
I,
1.4.2 AEHALERER

2 J8 (I N 41 7 45 52 W) (Boone, Castenholz
et al., 2004) H X il 20 B — L6 i A (1) A2 2 A AR AR
HIFE IR F O TR R IR AT LB WA 1 77 IR 4T
SIS KW AT B R B RS TAE  Tween 80 F1 A\ £F
Y2 KR IR EE AR R KRR R Eh IR IR L 2 1)
R 6 ] 5 FR A AR B0 A 2R R P A ) 5 52 565
143 Hr%wE

AWFFR T A TR K v I [R] i RE v e
HEH A 1 G 4k DNA HEAT HE B /NS &5, 2004),
A B 16S rRNAJE R I8 H 5] #3317 PCR 44
(Jiang et al., 2008):
27F:5'-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3';
1495R :5'-CTACGGCTACCTTGTTACGA-3'.

PCR [1 Jz W44 £ (20 pL): 10xPCR buffer 2 ulL,
dNTPs (2.5 mmol/L) 1.6 pL, . F 751 47(10 umol/
L)% 0.2 uL, Taqg DNA -5 (5 U/uL) 0.1 ul, DNA
FEHR (80 ng/uL) 1 pb, JoHi 7K 14.9 ub. PCRA™ 3 #4
TEIRFLFF : 94 CAZME 30 5,55 CIE k45 5,72 CHEAH
90's, W B 30 MEH ,  J5 T 72 CHh 78 LEAH 5 min.
K414 R 1 PCR =43k 47 RIS 44k f5 ik A3 b 3t
7N HE R R DRI R I A A IR 2 W] I 7, 1) NCBI
A ) BLAST X 52 58 8 bR 1) 16S rRNA JE ] 7
515 GenBank 4 A 1 (1) C 80 B R 14 7 510 312E 47 [+
S e

1.5 TE#EX6-1I-1 P E T

W IR X6-11-1 FH T 0 1 VY 12 [ A s 7 d
1,30 CHEEREFRT d, R KW FILG &% . )5
1 209% H AR A7 T—80 CUkF I KA i &
TEEE AT BR T R B EE AT R R AR
K HAEN R =0 14 B B AR R R IR S
37 C. 180 rimin B G IE A . 3 R X =Fhw
FIRARREF240 T 5 000 r/min 5.0, 10 min & , 76 8
TAE & W3 RIS AR TIE , B =B 1)
R AATTUIE K L 43 B3 S0 M A 125 B B R [
PREEFREE b, T o ORAT IR R TP 17 1 ] B
Sz NJC B IR YPD VAR IR N I 45 597 18 h, Fif
HysppAite Lo ke R L. AR Ak
SLALER VY2 5577 58 S alifh i B AR ) R B8 5 K L
A3 MBI R T IR A A AR S s s 7 2 b, A
FER/NIVY 12 B 3250 s (0 IR 35 B 11
T 37 CHEEFRAEHEIRIE IR, 2 d Jo ISR 1

1.6 HE#k X6-11-1 £ ph £ 19l E

W o] A 7R 3 b O AR K R 1 R R )
2RS4 100 mL (1 VY12 AR R 37 5 10 = M
H1, 1230 °C.180 r/min #E K EREH 7R3 d i, fH H
TG W 7 7 DA Bl 0 22 0 0 1 K 1 He TR, 48 ) DA
10% FAEFh B 46 32 21 545 100 mL TS B Y VY12 34k
R IR FE R = A, 30 °C. 180 r/min B % .
K& 24 h WS — IRTE 4, BT 8 000 r/min &0 10
min, FE45 FIE R 25 B /K Be I B A4, U8 000
r/min 2.0 10 min J5 % i . B EAARTTIECE R 1E
AR R F 50 CCHE T B RIMEE . I AT E
BEUCEATIN 3 U, FH AR 8 T 4 25 22 1 T A 1 2R K
ith 2k (/D 5%, 2014).
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1.7 Bk X6-1I-1iE MRS

A A B TR B b 1) B R R BB DR R R B S
100 mL A1 VY/2 AR K5 72 56 10 = f i, 130 .
180 r/min #E IR L RE 177 3 d Ja , i L B % 1A
Wl 3 VR FE e B TR, SR 5 DA 10% i
R FIE A 100 mL E R K VY12 AR 77 3 1) =
FAMAF,30 €180 r/min fE 172 7 do K R T
8 000 r/min 5.0 20 min, {3 L & ¥ A0 B A4 T E 43
B ¥ IE R BRI RS P AR R AR D
Tl R S P 5 T RS v PR o TG R KRS B A T
VEVRI 3K, T FH R 75 I8k 4 B R AL Bl 25 4 s L
PR W5 B8 A 1) A R 5 0, B MBS 308, PR B 4K vk
O W AT S 4 2 WG T o A v

1.8 BEHRX6-II-1 mMEFEEABEEGMRL

1.8.1 FEMEREZIN

FE R AR X6-11-1 A1 85774k 1,30 °C.180 1/
min & % 55 7% 3 d, 28 J5 79 1) BA 5%- 8%+ 10%- 12%.
15% 4P B N R I 7745, 30 °C. 180 r/min f5 3%
IR T d, FHUELR VRN e e EIE BT e
1.8.2  REIRFL I 1500

W B AR X6-11-1 4 N Fh 135 72 F v, T30 °C.
180 r/min £ K |72 %4578 3 d, 28 J5 4% 10% (145
R R IR IR A, 2 ilAE 150,160,170, 180,
190 r/min 254 K T 30 CHEIREEFR 7 d, JE4EH 14
L = b AN R S
1.8.3 KR 1520

B R X6-11-1 8 N FhF 35 72 Bk b, T30 C
180 r/min $& /K | 7% %% 55 5% 3 d, IR )5 4% 10% (1) # 5
B B R IR R, 4y Il AE 25, 28304 32,
35 CZ& M F T 180 r/min FE PR 577 7 d, Y8R 154G
DR T 37 T B0 v 0

x1 LIG)EXLIEZFKE
Table 1 Factors and levels of L9(3°) orthogonal experi-

ment
K [X 2 Factors
Levels #FPE/%  KIEIEIE/C IR T/
Inoculum size Incubation temperature Incubation time
1 8 28 7
10 30 8
12 32 9

1.8.4 TR JE AP 5

W B AR X6-11-1 4 N Fh 1 #572 Bk b, T30 C.
180 r/min £ IR I 7% %575 3 d, 2R J5 4% 10% (1) H:
BRI R B IR AT, T30 °CL 180 r/min $E K
5 5 77 5.6.7.8.9 d, JELR VA I A B L
TR BT TS
1.85 KA IEAS S

V4 BRI PR X6-11-1 432 N Fh 715 77 k1, 30 °C. 180
r/min 78 % 15 77 3 d, AR 5 B IR 35 S50 45 S v ) £
I3 P55 BEAB PUIE M 5 M ORI R 38 Bk S L 4
Filt B ¥ A 8% 10%- 12%, & % il i 15 N 28 30,
32 °C, R NT.8.9d, K H L3 IEA ¥ it
F 14T 3R &K 3/K-F IE AR AL S5, 180 r/min #2
PRFE G, DEAR A e I 37 Y ) 0 R v 12k o

2 EHR5HM

21 HREEAREREGE

GBI 7Y SRER7 A A W R N R e e
IR L A5 B Al AL 1S 31 5 BRORG 4H B,
T 3R TR T T B T G R s TR TR B0 9% B R IR
SRS HUE T, B RR X6-11-1 FRHE 00 I A e i
R B0 9% 7 B 22 AR K 2 298 5 mm, AT EUR
SRS LR
22 EHRX6-I-1ERE

TEAYE

X CAE K 8 d Bk X6-1-1 AT IR A% %58,
SERME 2 Fos o B MRAE VY2 Fi 725 Bl BUE
FSCI 2 AN FI U] () S FEDIR TR 7% 5 tml DU FEI . s
BN AR A, B B, BREOEBERE , AW
R, A6, S AR . wiaryhr
PO, M HAE TR A B 3% AR A
222 AEFAACFHERI

T8 I 0 BR PR X6-11-1 3E AT AR B AR AL REAE ) R
W, R IAZ T RRASBEAE LB AR 5 75 R N AR K HORS
REPFMR LT 4E 2R, AH AT DUR) 35 B9 K A B DA St st
80, JF A B ARV AL , K AU Hr » R B ISR 41, AR 3 A
TRFE S (A AN 40 B %6 € F ) 25/ ik (Boone, Ca-
stenholz et al., 2004) 7 it i i 11RL BR 1 J& 1145 i AH
¥, G U FHE P WP VOB R R T A5 KA
J& o BARP A BRA LR AR 2 BT

221
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B 1 EHX6-1-1 X BmR ENERE NS

Figure 1 Antagonistic activity of strain X6-II-1 to Phy-
tophthora infestans

AIB: T Hk X6-11-1; C/D - 7% FUM i E - Ty 8% G A BUW 1
A/B: The strain X6-11-1; C/D: Blank control; E: P. infestans

223 nT%E

28 PCR ¥ 14 F1JF #11l 5E , 345 X6-11-1 B Pk
16S rRNA & [A Jr Bt , K B2 1 356 bp. 42 BLAST
TELE T IS 1 FH MEGA 5.0 #:2F LA Neighbor-Join-
ing Tree 5.9: 5L Bk M E KRG KB, 1T R
GRE N (E3). RGKE MR, X6-11-1 Bt
RS ER B & Myxococeus » 5 WAL BR B Myxococcus
stipitatus DSM 14675(% 35y DQ768118.1) I AH LA
Y5 N 100%, HERTEF— A R24uii b 3 L,
5 BLAST ##li 45 - — 3. 454 B Ak X6-11-1 1)
ARFIE S A AR AGRRAE , 5 2400 52 12 A R 9 T A R
K& (M. stipitatus)

K2 BEFKX6-II-1 B9 EIR 4 4T

B2 HE#RX6-I-1 FIFAIFE

Figure 2 Morphological characteristics of strain X6-11-1
A HEIES. B. FRAES

A. Colony. B. Fruiting bodies

2.3 B X6-II-1 st iE s

B AR X6-11-1 T4 T -5 B0 T PR AR 0 &5
MR 3P Wbk X6-11-1 e R0 IV i K i
B 5 EL AT LA Al B 2 AT 1 0 A, (R X 4 5
A0 8] 2 TR R AR IR TS B 5 T O AR R B F L

2.4 Bk X6-II-1 By sk

H TR TR ARV A 7R 2 P b e LR
FIRF IR 5 DR AN B 3 3o MR 00 5 9 A A T R 24
R, T AR R M T AR E L. i 4 B
71N » DR X6-11-1AEF A e 205 Rt 18] (3R 22 14 4
o i R 4 2 AR O e bR 3 PEE 10, £ 7 o I s 1
HR IR B RO, HEN TR BT RS U (1 B [ AR X
B 7 9 d N TR MRAE VR IT A6 BEATET I

Table 2 Physiological and biochemical characteristics of strain X6-11-1

A B A AR EES A B AR ALRE 4
Physiological and biochemical characteristics Results Physiological and biochemical characteristics Results
W E A Catalase + MR #1A )5 Nitrates reduction -
WAk Gelatin liquefaction + £TYE R &M Hydrolysis of cellulose -
VENIKME Amylohydrolysis + I35 80 Al Hydrolysis of Tween 80 +

NI 2T FI ] Stained with Congo red + Fi% 55 (7K i Casein hydrolysis

LB kK% LB - KIGHFFEFIH Using of Escherichia colia +

%EE Urease -
+IRFE 2 Kanamycin -
RK#FEHR Gentamicin -
JUIR & Tetracycline -
B85 Roxithromycin -
S 72 Chloramphenicol -

H.S =4 H.S _
IRV 2 Ciprofloxacin -
T8 # Penicillin _
B R Streptomycin -
Z % % B Polymyxin B +
417 % Erythromycin -

+ o B SR 5 — 2 B S

+: Positive; —: Negative
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2.5 HEEEX6-II-1iEEM RN S

e wRR R BB IR Ja  IEAR iR A I L A
Yo K JANYIRT S B B R B W B E . S5 SR IEl 5
JIT7s » T PR X6-11-1 9 Jf8 A0 0T 5 44 2 15 15 90 T )
AR — 2 WA R R (EF A 21 i
(00 GR35 2 FT A U W R PR X6-11-1 I T S 84
O 2 T ¥ PR o A AE Tl R A

2.6 TEHEX6-II-1 EE ML B LML

£ 3 EHRX6I-1 K EE
Table 3 The antibiotic spectrum of the strain X6-I1-1

2.6.1 HEFPEMIRI

W 5577 3 d (1 Fh -V DAA [ He o o e 4 301 i o
Fr Rk b, 0 I PR B R W 2 R KIS TR AR
S5 AT PR R SR S A [ (9 4 P o R IR E I TR
VTR I 1 PR s, 5 SR L] 6A. Bl A B b R Y 1
TIN5 DR T 7 0 R S IR A ) B 1 O
FTHE T REREaS, Ry 109% i, AR TS
PdR e T 22 AR KON AR B AR N 3 mm. Rtk
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Figure 3 The phylogenetic tree of the strain X6-II-1 based on 16S rRNA gene sequence
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Figure 6 Effect of inoculum size (A), shaking speed (B), incubation temperature (C) and incubation time (D) on the anti-

biotic activity of fermentation supernatant
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x4 BHRXCI-1 EXZERIFITEERE

Table 4 Orthogonal experiment design and results of the strain X6-11-1

SIS FSEN TEAT T B S0 9% 55 1 230 5 B 2 (B44E)/mm

Test number Factors The shortest distance between the edge of the filter paper
HBIEIC I &) /d B 1% disk and the mycelia of Phytophthora infestans (Average)
Temperature  Incubation time  Incubation amount

1 28 7 8 3.0

2 30 7 10 4.7

3 32 7 12 3.8

4 28 8 10 35

5 30 8 12 3.8

6 32 8 8 35

7 28 9 12 2.7

8 30 9 8 3.0

9 32 9 10 3.7

K1 31 3.8 3.2

K2 3.8 36 4.0 K=3.5

K3 3.7 3.1 3.4

R 0.7 0.7 0.8

K1,K2,K3: ¥R 5 (K 35918 s K: KT K2 K3 ISF A s R W 22

K1, K2, K3: The average values of the corresponding list; K: The average values of K7, K2 and K3; R: Range

R5 BERX6-II-1 EXMULERMFTES

Table 5 Variance analysis of orthogonal optimization result of the strain X6-11-1

Source of variance

Bz T
The square sum of
the mean squared

iR Temperature 0.976
18] Incubation time 0.762
& Incubation amount 0.996
%7 Deviation 0.062

B E %75 F P

Degrees of Mean square

freedom
0.488 15.679 0.060
0.381 12.250 0.075
0.498 16.000 0.059
0.031

265 KEEFAFIEAAL

TE DA b B[R 38 S 50 46 TR R At b, SR OGS B ik
X6-11-1 & T - 37 V40 e v e S ) b e R ) 3 AN A
FLo M E R L R R B ], 3R AT IR A 5
5o Xt 3ANH 4 B 3 AN KT REAT S5 Wit 7
RREER T4, HARREERE X6-11-1 245 [F I 8] |
5L FE A P ol i R P = A )3 TN e S 2
T o DR TR B0 9% RS PUE R AN [ o iR iR
A= ) B0 9% B AR K ) B A E M I IR AR
PN B A R B2 A M < L E 30 L INFIA) 7 d, B
B 10%. MR ZE /NG HT AT N, 501 B AR K T
T VRS PUEOR P BN M RN O R R > R =
R [A] o

A PR 22 v 55 S 36 45 SRR TEVE R R 22 HEAT
SE BTN, DRI T AS RE B 52 25 [R5 K1 22 8] 1) 22 57
e TSI IR 22 T BN 3B R SRR AN KT 2 8]
B SEAFAE SR o O T RERS I — 2 S %
AT A K 2 T8 (22 5 5 LA I ARG K
X6-11-1 77 A i S50 2 2 2B AR R P o ) de £
P AAT WG TT 2200 M Xt 128 S it 45 Rt ATk
— BT, G R AR S . b, R LI TR &
FerE =PRI PAE /T 0.0, BV = PR 300 Sk
W 2 A — e S, I8 7 22 0 A LA F AR
RN 5 DT B — 242 i 5 45 R B 06T T R X6-11-1 % I
7R IR AR 10 B A R S Mgt vy TR S —
Epolikow e
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T8 ) A 2 A A AT 38 B 1 29 AR
YIRS, 2 BRI T oA W A &
1Bz —, W H T A R A 1) 506 1) 2Lt
FLA Ik 2 — (CF 4k & %%, 2011). H Malajezuk &5
(1983) T4 /i A 0 B 24 S WG o2 5 s TR TR B0 9
)AL S B A 0 T R DR, Sk B
AN 7 [ K11 22 091 9 2 o (3 46 22 R F 5 P
A=W UL B G % 7 A R R AR 7 4 SR A i B0
PENAERKSEHEEHERFETISREDNELA
B SURE M PME. Yan 25(2002) il 4k & 4%
(2013)i8 3t % F B 7T AR 5 B B (Pseudomonas
aeruginosa) AN AT LA ) B0 % 85 B 22 (1) A Kk
AT DL ) 967 [ 1 7% s Abbas 45 (2009) MK 27 1
(Trichoderma) ™ 73 &5 th 2 Bl fie 6 W S5 4100 1) 4L 0 9
JE AR B VR AR W 72 4« Daayf 25 (2003) BF 7t A& B A
L ZE WM T (Beiciuus subtilis) 1 7] DL #5095 9% 2% 7
Apitt, BRI BRI T R A XA AT
T, A 77 A ) B AR 03 M B O AR
PRI R B 1R B S N o () AR Ak 25 B A R
ORI 77

H AT 48 A [F] 8 e FR o 4 T A1 bk R e = A
IR e AU =) Fh B T 600 22 Fh B AR E P
P, HEAME DUEE PR DU LR
VAR SR VE o I G T ) o (%) 45 R R A, 4R K
VR IR %, AE LI . 4 40 Chivosazol (Irs-
chik et al., 1995) fi¢ 6 il U T 1 40 g B¥ 1) 58 B 1t 5
& %2 1 ; Soraphen (Vahlensieck et al., 1994) u] DL 41
i B R 2 A S I LB R A R AL EE AT
S E BH 1E 40 o B S s 7 /E A s Myxochelin (Sila-
kowski et al., 2000) 3= 2 Pt 41 17 A1 — 28 31 57 %] 4=
J& B - ¥112 # ; Disorazol (Mohamed et al., 2006) f
AR R T 008 e, AT A1) 8 R 2R TR
Myxovalargin(Irschik et al., 1983) 7] L) T #it B #% 5%
JR % AL W) B R G A R Myxopyronin (Audrey et
al., 2009) = S 3a L 1) 41 747 1) RNA 22 52 Bl v 11 AL
T A HIRZ R & B

AHEFEMNCREE BN 5 B XA TR 75
JEHF A HERR 2 S FE TR R 2 X b I S A o
7 108 H — AR 0T % T W o e D T O % B
3 25 AR A D O T Rk X6-11-1, I3 3 3% T Bk 1
ARHIE AR B A ALRAAE BL 2 16S rRNA H: 541 43

Mt AT 40 2R 55 58 R BLZ R AR 8 T R kG BR
(Myxococcus stipitatus). W RS 3R B A A =
YAk 52 30 NATT B R , JU I AE A0 ) e 4
77 T , Sasse %5 (1993) M\ M. stipitatus DSM 6807 1 73
5543 31 (4135 P 4 )i Rhizopodin i i T $t & A )i
T2 A 2% 06 T A 200 L A A2 T A% L ik 38490 ) fek e 4
I AF s 3 R XK 2% (2016) & B TR ¥k M. stipitatus
STXZT7 W) KB 7= W %6k 7N B (Mus musculus) 3L R &
4 L AT N5 30 41 il HeLa A (Homo sapiens)
T AT SMMC-7721 BL K N 25 iy 928 201 L SW480 45
20 M Ji e 4 2 IR B A R EEVEAE T . BB AL
Trowitzsch-Kienast %5 (1992) M\ M. stipitatus Mx s40
t oy B4 2] T HIV-1 #0155 Phenalamides ; 2= 41
(2015) AN % 2 1 7 342 HH F) 1A R R R 8-1-2. 5% i
1 % B} 18 (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) F A — %€ I 1L
P ERBUER H AT IR, A 58 T RE Bk BL A
R P B BA AR S VE R IR AR 7= P 0 A
Y3 5 5 ) S B 2 R ) TS 5 B 0 A
D WARE . AT BOAH SRR TE W) 22 Oy FLAb A , 11
- B e 3% 5 (201.2) 7 5 45 1) A0S B B 2R 20 1
HA — 0 AE F PR H-1 938 ERG BR T (Myxo-
coccus xanthus) ; X7 A 55 (2014) 43 &5 2 1) B A 800
BP0 B 2 R 2 05 AV I ) Xt-2 D9 R BR R
(Myxococcus fulvus) s AT % 9 55 (2016) 73 15 H 1 51 5
B 22 9% 00 BRIV TR AR YR - 35 I Sy A 4 Rk BK B
(Myxococcus virescens)o AW FL 1 IR KB 70 85 2 11
A7 i 3K B T R X6-11-1 FL AT BRS040 S5 0
LT TR AV, 3E— D 40 08 1 ORG 20 B A 2 40N
(IR Y o A, TR R X6-11-1 AT DL B8 I i
R AT BT HL AT DA o) Ay B 2 BT B A A, 1 B
T2 R PR R IX L8 7 T Bt B — S BV ), 5
B Ja Rt IRAWT T

S RGN TR R I 7 A ) B R T R A 5
BAMEL P GRS 2 MRy s, (22t
T HORE VB DR B 73k DL K M A Bl 3 B AR E B
PRy — G5 A% R e A L AE A W VR o Y R A
PR TR AR IR PR o A W T S A 1 AR
A T R T U I TR) R RE B X
2 PR 2R, X G TR 2R 00 AR AN A R — LR T T A
F R B T B S 5 A IR ER & AN KT 2 TR A2 L
VI L [ 2 0 (5K B 7%, 2011). U KUAT 45 (2017)
iz 1E 2 Wik A AL T W FLA B r13(Lactobacillus
plantarum r13) KIS H, i 1 I AE R
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A3 R R 5 1 A A (2016) 38 I 1 A2 1 HKE
H F7 2F o A B PanD37(Bacillus tequilensis PanD37)
R A B IRC O RIS IR 25 A REAT T R G4
A2 L- R & R o- i R i 35 0 T BUR ML B2
Tho AWHFTE S B R 0 K IR R R R
FE 5 % B R 7] %6 B ik X6-11-1 72 AR [ R A R = )
FR) 0 BT ¥ 2 5 W K, 6 AN R 3R g A B = A K
SPREAT IR A S BR AR AL R IIAZ TR R A 3 R T S A
N e FhEE 10% , B PR % 180 r/min, 55 IR IR N
30 C, KEFWS A1 A 7 do fE BRI E IR K4F T,
FH VAR kA 0 HG R T 37 R 4 B 1 S R B
B % 5 i 22 A KA SR IR AR T E 4.7 mm. {H
FE 12 B PR B PR 5T D9 IR R ot A R A T B
e 55 AR FHAILBE K R &8 1) A A T4 J5
BE— M.
N T PR K DA 2 B AN T P
i » BORER 22 AL AR AN AR 25 9 H T Bk A, (H L2
M AR, PR R AR R D AR 24 36 B v 2 A
WAHRE . HRENKT N EARNKRE, £
5 EVORAREAEY) 2 — (H AR AR PR P 2 i 4
T 36 ™ B R D o B % T W 2 5 A FR B0 %
B GRS R R SR T AR ZE R R — A
SBORPERIRE o B, iR S ORI BTG SR
R AR 2538 AR JE I . ARSI WK AEE H
NEIPSREIEE IR S L EDIVEE VY € PN
R 24 X b I g R b oy B A — R B
ST AR PR 0 ) T % T R 92 i g i TR A K B )0 A
FR TR PR X6-11-1, I 18 B R 3R 70 A 5 IR AT SE AR AH
SEE WITVEAL T AZ B R = A T R 5T B0 R I o
P, 9% Ja B BUBUR 55 T VR BTt — 20 2
B 73 B A B 5 T SR AR VA L R0 N 52
DS 20 B TR AR FT LA S B3 96 5 4 2 0 o 2B
KA BA UL PR 4R T = L.

4 ZEig

ARHIE TN AT RE ity AL 53 B A9 3 S ARRG4H TR
Forb Ay 3 MR B0 5 B R I FE HOE 1, B Ak X6-
-1 P35 PUIE PR B i, 48 72 9 ARG BK B (Myxococ-
cus stipitatus). 1% PR AT LA BEIEVE Ml K AT B
AT DA A B 28 AT T ) A G . FE BT BUR B
AT T 0T 2 A AE T A4 i B R 2= o i
TESEARALAH 45 & 1 J7 1R 8 77 3 A 51 1) i K
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FEM30 °C, KR A] 7 do A IR ER B FS 1
A S P 095 TR () BIF 9 R DL RIS, AT A R B
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2B EANE
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