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W OE R TR A T & O UK A T JDNA G+ C mol% F1 DNA H ¥k
22 L J 165 rDNA PCR RFLP 4 52 A BF A REF TR KK 16 P A8
TR R T T RS A IR, UE AL AT, 7E 67% BY A BT K P B, 2 EEOER
2] A 4 bt AR R 1 R4 0 TR A B B R KRR, E 80% RO el K B XAl A T
M. ZCMLREERE b, X4 T REEY R R TR B 1T T DNA HEEPEA R E, LR S E B
ST N4 25 He £, F13Ed 16S fDNA PCR-RFLP 4 HiXd & L HM RE L E R AHT T W15
[/

HEpiE WH TR, ZHESA, BESH, DNA MR, 168 rDNA FCR-RFLP
S#E Q939.11 TRAFIRE A XEAS 0001 - 6209 (1999) 04 - 0287-95

AN T 18 ( Lespedeza Y A A CEEANREAREY, 29 100 #, - TAER WL T R
R, FEH TR, TESETLESM., BHFEADIRERTE, VB
7K AR AR A B B V4R 4, BRI R /R R B R AR E, SO R AN ES FI A, AR L
Ab ey AR O E Ry E E A REN Y RME" . B, S IR
AR E IR AR L, WA WA 6 EYOoR AT R B R MGE., ALHER 7 7 &
B b B AL PSR LT B H A R R RS K G 16 FATE TR BT 3t 58 R, iE
Bl B A AR I — B AT T 125 TR MR A E 2 2 SR T EEE A Rk,
DNA H 24K 165 rDNA PCR-RFLP %&£ #4250 R .

1 #MEAT =

1.1 #H&

SER S AR REST EAEN MR FREE S8 R TS L 15 Hilt
FTT540. BEBRES ER. FEFHRSNE L
1.2 Rz

3+ 70 HEAR IR B AT T RRIE R A — U A A A XS B R A el
BT R R IR G K pH MR A SRR A R Y 3t 125 TR A
AREME. METERANESECH3 ]
1.3 H{EHE

P A AU B R AR T OB TR E S S IR (4], AR VCA R ¥R

» B HREEESE S BT E (Ne. 39130010)
1 MEFHERAERFEE RS LELE 100081)
SERSH BA.1997-12-13, 4% & H 3 . 1998-07-24
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(Ssm) H B2 8 4k (7] A AB fob#4: . B T3 3 83 (UPGMA) EF7 R 25, A MINTS BE £ &

e BUREIRIE 4,

1.4 24ETTIEMEDE X

K SDS- R BB AR LRk £ 4. kS HIED,

F1 #@iksRAE
Table 1  Strains used in this test

waE/EY &\ Eh I SRR

Species/ Strain Host Origin
Rhizobium leguminosarum USDA2370 Fisum sativum United States
R. tropici type B CIAT899 Phaseolus vulgaris Columbia
R . rropici type A CFN299 Phaseolus vulgaris Brazil
R . etti CFN42 Phaseolus vulgaris Mexico
Sinorhizobium melilor: USDALD02 Medicago sativa United States
5. fredii USDA205 Glyeine soja Henan, China
3. saheli USDA4102 Sesbania cannabing Senegal
8. reranga USDA4101 Acacia laeta Senegal

Mesorhizobium foti NZP2213
M . huakuii CCBAUZ609
M . civer: USDAJ383

M . tianshanense A-1BS
R . galegae HAMBIS40
Bradyrhizobium japonicum USDAG
B.elkanii USDAT6
USDA3202, USDA3203
USDA3204, USDA3205
USDAIZ08

USDA3211, USDA3212
USDA3215, USDA3198, USDA3199
USDA3219

USDA3220

UsSDA3222

USDA3197

USDA3399

USDA3651, USDA3652
UsDA3654, USDA3638
YHO12-YH163

AZ01, D241, D31
B30-B073

JL8,JL132

JL72, JL74

JL143

JL145

JL146

SHO55

SH3082

NM104

G041

$X208,8X216

SX220, 5X248

Lotus corniculatus
Astragalus sinicus
Cicer arietinum L .
Glycyrrhiza pallidifiora
Galega orientalis
Glycine max

Glycine max
Lespedexa capitata
L. stipulacea

L.sp.

L. . juncea var. sericea
I.. striata

L. juncea var. serpens
L. procumbens

L. . hicolor

L. hirta

L . juricea var. sericea
L. daurica

L. . juncea

I . inschantca

L. daurica

I. . cuneata

I._ bicolor

. davurica

. hedysaroides

. tomentosa

. cyrtobotrya

- davurica

. bicolor

. bicolor

. formnsa

. flortbunda

- daurica

el aR sl sR sl Rl ol

New Zealand
Nanjing, China
Spain
Hinpang, China
Finland
Unired States
United States
United States
United States
United States
United States
United States
United States
United States
United States
United States
United States
United States
United States
Beijing, China
Beijing, China
Beijing, China
Jiling, China
Jiling, China
Jiling, China
Jiling, China
Jiling, China
Shanxi, China
Shanxi, China
Neimeng, China
Gansu, China
Shanxi, China
Shanxi, China

1.5 DNA G+ C mol% &% DNA 8 AFE
DNA G+ C mol% il 5 £ HHAEMES ML E. coli K-12 fE 35 B4, ¥ Johnson!!
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A ST H B . DNA F36ME W R F B s 20, 4% De ley' B 2T E
1.6 16S rDNA PCR-RFLP 447

¥ Laguerre 15 /R 9 771351V 40 {10 B Bk AT 16S (DNA #47 PCR 3%, 4 3 AW fr R
4 ) (Hae I, Hinf T, Msp I, Rsa 1)X4 887484781k, 37C2 b, #X @™
F7 R AT R TR R AR M BRI B R e A RCIR 1T A0, R A TR R R E0L
(Ssm) i+ 8 & BT k(5 A AR DL, T 453 (UPGMA) A B R A E 14

2 HARAITR

2.1 HEFEER

X ERIRE RS 125 WA R AR BB AT R BT R FRRIE(E D,

LT TE 67 % AR K B F A, BT AREMPRERE 81
Rhizobium . Sinorhizobium ® Mesorhizobium 872 B 8 Bk A1 A U 6 88 bR F 4RI A .
B0 HEeLHEE, WiE Bradyrhizobium japonicum B2 v R AN 1B A AU A A TR
B, AR EEREERE M. ciceri (USDA3383) Ml M. huakuii (CCBAU2609) 7E 83 % 19
ARIE KT LA TR A4, B4R T HETE 80% A A LIHEAK T AT BA4HTF, X5 Sneath
WHILL 80% RIARIMEAK T HH BRI A WBMN KB EE ST,

BIE 82 % HYHE RIEAK T B i g LR 1, 615 16 Wl . 15 Sinorhizobi-
wm saheli BB R BB USDA4102 BE &, METHRAENE 28, AN, B
45 80% B ARIPE K F LA A = TaE, 4R W T ERF T AN, EFFT 857
VR, SRR FAoat, F £ v B0k (L. cuneate ), BEA ARG R 83%, PO A
BO71; 8 I &5 6 #kB, X3k B TR E RALZE, BT Bradyrhizobium japonicum I
A E ¥k USDAG 1E 80 % 48 LI #EK T L s sr iy — 8% WRF VAL HE 8 bR, 23k H
FEE R, B R 80%, F.08y USDA3204, HEM S HREBEMB S L
% W RLA A UPE B, 1 A B R SRR BEAE DK T

Bhh WESRWERMIEHAB FrRBENTESFEZMLATRE LK. A
TiH— RS EURN I REEMENZ MMAELXR, X KA T SDS-PAGE Z451
E kAT TR S IR ARIETT T 40T, B3I T SRIES KB —HBE R
2.2 BISENEE

BB AT ST BEGO B Bk TR L B 3R 2295 % BYRIE 2 45 M RRAE, BIIZRE 95% LA L AFAL
RYIEM R EL N AR, iIC R+ 7, RZieh" -7, e TEEZERMICA £ 7(FE2).

TR T PR EHRER T R AR R A EAE, R ' BRE S BRI L KRBT R
R ERIE LS S. saheli FES, HEHEFFES S. saheti FIH ; TEE I A9 B R bx
T %t K B % (300pg/mL) NaCl(1% ) .pH10. 0 #9732 #E LA K Tl AR M JR I B S 4 IE B 5
B.japonicum NE 4, KT EFNFEES B. japonicum NI

SN ATE YMA B E/ R R AR A AR E A
FEASEDY, — UL, AR EEE YMA R, BAERREES M. ERE8
(B 1T PER B BR B30 BASMA N PRE, L HE X — RE R A B R IR

© PERFRMENHRATIHKSHEE http://journals. im ac. cn



290 i S i) ¥ i 39 &

1 YH102
21146

2 YHO32

3 YHO42

—
| —
[——— Viioss
1 s5vHOM subgroupt
|
——
—

8 YHI3
13 YHI63 ©
10 YH143
11 YHIS2
212
12 YHIS55
32 USDA4102(S.sahelf)
23 L4 X
26 ILi45 —
21 L8
24 JL132
— I 9 YHI134
69 USDASLON(S reranga)

7 YH1IZ
I | 62 USDA20L(S, fred#) groupl
20 NM 104

61 USDA237T0(R feguminosarum)
60 USDA1002(S. medilorF)

30 SX220
| i 68 USDAI3E3(M ciceri)

64 CCBAU2609(M. hruakuir)
31 §X248
66 CIATEONR tropici)
I 16 D301
| { L7 SHOSS
25 1143
I 47 USDA3215
: 51 USDA3197

! 14 A201
| 15 D241
19 GO41

| 18 $H3082

I 63 HAMBIS40(R galeaga)

f 28 5208

|_l 65 NZP2213(M Iot7)

| 67 AIB{M. tianshense)

29 8X216 -
] \ 32 B30 — —
34 B311
33 B3]

316 B38
[ | ¥7B40 subgroupll

LI 8 BOTE

19 BOT3 —
| 54 USDA3399 —
| 1 55 USDA36S51
l 57 USDA3654
] 56 UUSDA3652 subgrouplll
f 58 USDA3638
59 USDAG(B japonicum) —
[ 40 USDA3202 groupll
48 USDA3ZI9
[ | 41UsDAR0Y —
B | 42 USDAI204
49 USDAI220
I 43 USDA3205 subgrouplV
43 USDA3ZI11
S0USDAIZZ2
53 USDA3199
60 USDA32I2
44 USDA3208 .
B3
L 52USDAJ198 —

GOIITESIIITONINITSHIIBOLIBSINIQQIIIGSENIY1I 00
H {514 Strailazity [ %

Bl 1 SRR R B B BRI

Fig.1 The numerical classification dendrogram of the tested strains
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Table 2 The identity characteristics of the rested strains
=

¥o® E T E .

Differential - - ?.: % = o= £ . £ 28 X
characteristics Sub- Sub- Sub- Sub- g % i E‘ :E ‘s E k| E £ d '.Si
group group group group X = . s . 3 X

i I 0 F 2 & % 4 ¢ o v = % F I

HHE Dextrin - - - - £ - - - + + + - 4+ + - -
ik Fructose + - + + B A e R S TR B
W E B Glucose + - - + o+ o+ o+ 4+ o+ - + - -
AEY Inositol + - + + 0+ + + - 4+ 4+ o+ + -+ - 4+
S Inulin - - - - - - - + - - - 4+ - - -
FLAE Lactose + - ot o+ - - + o+ o+ 4+ =+ =+
HEERE Trehalose +OF 4+ 4+ o+ o+ o+ -+ 4+ o+ o+
A Kylose + o+ + o+ o+ o+ + o+ - o+ F -+ - 4
L(+ y-%ZKEEE Aspartic acid + - + + 4+ o+ F 4+ o+ -+ -+
HE#E Glycine + -+ + o+ o+ o+ 4+ o+ - - -+ 4+ o+
BT (100ug/mL) Erythromycin  + - — + + + + + + + 4+ + + o+ -
£ ¥ R (300pg/mL) Polymyxin - + + + 0+ + o+ -+ =+ o+ -+ 4 =
12 B % ¥ Bromothymel blue + - + 0+ + + + + 4+ o+ o+ o+ o+ =
4% Methyl green T + -+ - -
BE FLAHAEEHY Sodium deoxycholate + - - + + 4+ o+ + o+ + 4+ 4+ o+ o+ o+ -
NaCl{1% } + - - + o+ o+ o+ + + + + + + + +
pH=5.0 + - - T S T T U T S
pH=10.0 + - - £+ - + + + + + + + o+ - 4+
BTB 788 Acid production + - -+ o+ o+ o+ o+ 4+ o+ o+ o+ o+ =
it B 15 I Nitrate reduction -+ o+ - - -+ -+ o+ - - -

2.3 R EEA T,.(C ) .DNA G+ C mo1% 5 B#0 DNA 8%t
2.3.1 {HiXEAkY T, AT DNA G+ Cmol% &8 NETEBE&KMN T,(CHHEL DNA G

+ Cmol % {5 (3 3)% &, FLBENM G+ Cmol% A LTI 3%, B TFRHES", &F

B4 TR MERTEEA

F3 HIXEEE ¢ (T ){E.DNA G +C mol% & DNA X ERELR

Table 3 The T,(T ).DNA G+ C contents and DNA relatedness of the tested strains

T8 ki

DNA # %1%
Homology with strains/ %

Subgroup Strain T./T G+ C mol%
YH091® . USDAG* USDA76" USDA3204"
W] YHO032 76.1 60.4 20.0
Subgroup [ YHO43 77.5 61.0 91.0
YHO63 77.0 59.9 100
YHO71 77.4 60.8 100
YH091" 77.0 59.9 100
YHI13 77.6 61.2 100
YH143 77.0 59.9 72.2
YH152 77.0 59.5 100
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#HR3
DNA M3
Suﬁﬁup S%_Zﬁif; T./C G+ C mol% Homelogy with strains/ %
YH091*  USDA6" USDA76* USDA3204"
YH163 77.0 60,2 76.5
JL72 76.4 59.7 100
JIL74 77.5 60.9 92.5
JL145 77.0 50.0 100
IL146 76.6 59.1 89.6
USDA4102" 76.8 59.5 9.0
Il USDA3399 78.0 62.0 88.6 20.0
Subgroup I USDA3638 79.0 63.9 87.0
USDA3651 78.8 63.7 72.0
USDA3652 78.0 62.2 71.4
USDA3654% 77.9 61.8 79.8 0
USDAG" 78.6 63.3 100
RV UsSDA3203 78.8 63.8 ] 94.5
Subgroup ¥ USDA3204° 79.0 63.9 0 100
USDA3205 79.2 64.5 78.0
USDA321t 78.9 63.9 79.6
UsSDA3212 78.4 62.8 100
USDA3220 78.4 62.9 86.6
USDA3222 79.0 63.9 72.0
USDA3199 78.0 62.1 80.3
USDAT76" 78.9 63.9 100 91.1

a RTHHPEAWHE Type strain
b AZ WA L Center strain of the subgroup

2.3.2 AHHRY DNAMEMME. A T E# ] BT TN FEESE0E, 57
PLRRIX = TREP 0 o Cod SR 1F O FT A9 BE U B AR 3FTT T DNA fI Ml E, THRARE
B ER A Bl E D HR AT T DNAMCHERMIE (£ 3). TH I M7 e ARE
HOETEE, BR3ET T B E BRI M DNA eIl 4N, BB ENIFE 48y 2 thi2 LR EH
#47 7 DNA/DNA 232 (F 4). TFF [ PE R KT A0 DNA MXE=72.2%, .l
B YHO91 5 S. saheli B E #E USDA4102 & DNA FIEH: 5 90 %, 3K F T N & Bk
B BA AR, TR ] MEMRB T S. saheli (USDA4102); EE M A & EkS B.
Japonicum B HLF H HE USDA6 1) DNA Fl M =71.4%, #9.0 Bk USDA3654 5 B.
elbanii TR A B Bk USDA76 B MH XMW, WHLBHI Y HEKREB T B. japonicum
(USDAG6)Y; LRIV 25 i Bk 5 .0k USDA3204 7 DNA 154 =72%, P # g
B. elkanii WIHLINE K USDA76 #) DNA fHXHEHR 91.1%, TS B. japonicum HIBL R H
Pk USDAG R M, W BN BB T B. elkanii (USDAT76),

WE P HIE RSN (B31 5 B40 29 DNA Bl IE#: % 68.9%, B30 5 B073 1 DNA
FEMERN 69.2%), KRS EKZ WA DNA HXEH KT 70%, #E —1 DNA B[FEE,
T15 B. japonicum EISUE # USDAG6 & DNA [EEEH B 35%, o0k BO71 5
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B. elkanii B USDA76 1 DNA AHEMABEME, HAE8.6%, B LE I ~ETE
18 A RUE, R — D ML R H PR EE

4 DRl pEEBHEN DNA KM/ %

Table 4 The DNA relatedness between subgroup [ strains

B30 B31 B311 B38 B40 B71 BO73 ushae  USDAT6

B30 100 10.0

B3l 74.8 100 28.6

B311 72.0 92.6 OO 0

B38 75.2 80.3 83.6 100 3.7

B40 83.3 68.9 70.6 92.5 100 10.5

BO71 72.6 75.4 72.8 81.0 90.2 100 0 8.6
BO73 69,2 72.2 76.4 86.6 100 90. 6 100 35.0

BEEREZAMNELERLRBEHSSWHE, DNA FIEATE 70% L1 LA E
braEt] ) AR MR E, AT AR R T WEEN . E# V25 E T S. saheli, B.
japonicum M B. elkanii AR, TEERE TR o — 7 0 R B, R B R (e vl U |
LB EMERESWEHNRUSBREREEYE,

2.4 FIHEHD 16S rDNA PCR-RFLP £37

2% P1.P6 AT & WEE 4 B #EM 168 rDNA PCR ¥ 8 J5, 31 = 3 5 Bl A W FER

Bk TR AT 1L, BRI & BT EE, B UPGMA 45 REE L ARERIE (] 2).

—— 1} YHo
4 USDA4L02S sahel; ]] subgroupl

L

j| subgroupl]

EEpET

guuqomc_\‘
wh
)

o
o]
F
V]
L
U
E-N

coooooos
LA
oo
>
[=-1
g
3
2

SDA3Z05

!’.55!!360!!!65‘.‘.!70!!!75!’,!80!!!85!!.’90!!!95!!!100
XBeltE Similarity/ %

el 2 D94 S BRI BERY 16S tDNA RFLP 53 #r i 4R i
Fig.2 Dendrogram obtained from the analysis of 165 rDNA RFLP

75 80 % BIARMPEAR L B, I BE T CEBE I WREIV SR AESCHF AR 2K, S B 5 T A
B EWEA R, X SHIESHE . DNA-DNA RIS RE 81, MEH I E
70% R IR K ERTE—iR, EHREMAEH 1A 16S DNABRERAZRETES
R TEE WRENOREER, MRELL16S DNA £FFIRHELRARTH
fi.
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4k

3 it

MEREEE N E EHEAER, LE—PIRE R R SR, MEREH
RERIRHE R, A0 T o3 2557 28 I\ AT S A5 AE A0 AR 38 AR AL 3 18 O R SR 15 4 40 3 16 3
TUBHREMARET AR AREAARREN L. AT, AEULOIWEREFS
REMTAER A, B EARAT ER TH AL T XBREAREFU.6H
PR, (BRI R B A A R B R R R 8 AR 4938, HSE R M SR 3k
e B, A TEME N AE RS ERNTRMEDRE, EERIKER T 2HTET
A AR YR GEE R R ARER T FST W AT H TS50 B E TR 5
AR, A\TTAR SRR A S S E NEFU R EBEREFTMER., SHITLRIAWE
—FRER G BIAER, LA — > B A A5 A AR AN W] RE 5T SR M R B M RS AR TR 2 B
FRIFFIE A IR A & o0 8 R TR AL T IF B R BFEIE, L2 B A4 280y 20, 38 5 2 AE
HEET T TR ZEBREXR, BAZH R EEFBR, IRELERT T ERA > M
fil.

R LRk, AT IR, 2 EFR T IFEE R EERAIER SR LE
MIOT i 3% 8 BT (A B A A 5, fEARRI B, LB 23 285847 40 B . DNA-DNA ¢
ZHEEM 16DNA FH TS HERLAFHUMREZHE S BTN ET, SARESE
K Z AL MR IKA RFLP SRS 2 HhiAM M EEM 22X HRE £, XLHETER
PR B A EM P 3 R TR W & R E AT T SO LR, MET LR
LT S.sahel: TEENEF B.jeponicum JLHENE T B. elbanii. WEEN A Bk R
— A EFR, B RGER G X EEIZIL PR AERIRRE.

g £ X &
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STUDY ON POLYPHASIC TAXONOMY OF RHIZOBIA
ISOLATED FROM LESPEDEZA SPECIES”

Yao Zhuyun Chen Wenxin
( Department of Microbiology, China Agricultural University, Beijing100094)

Abstract The diversity of rhizobia isolated {rom Lespedeza spp. was determined on the ba-
sis of numerical analysis of phenotypic characteristics, sodium dodecyl sulate-polyacry-
larmide gel electrophoresis ( SDS-PAGE) of proteins, DNA-DNA homology and restriction
fragment length polymorphism (RFLP) analysis of 165-ribosomal DNA genes. According to
numerical analysis of 125 phenotypic characteristics, strains were divided into two groups at
a similarity level of 67% . Group [ included all the fast-growing strains, group I included
all the slow-growing strains. Above the similarity level of 80 %, four subgroups could be fur-
ther devided. Subgroup I was fast-growing rhizobia containing representative strain of
Sinorhizobium saheli . Subgroup II, Ill, IV were slow-growing rhizobia. Subgroup Il com-
posed of strains isolated from Lespedeza cuneata in Beijing area and these isolates produced
acid in medium containing mannitol. Subgroup Ml included type strain of Bradyrhizobium
japonicum . The DNA G + C contents and DNA-DNA homology of the members of above
four subgroups were determined. The subgroup I shared the same DNA homologous group
with S. saheli, subgroup [l belonged to B. japonicum, subgroup IV belonged to
B.elkanii, subgroup I was an unique DNA homologous group which showed low level of
DNA relatedness with other slow-growing rhizobia species. RFLP analysis of 16S rDNA
genes verified that the subgroup [I was a distinctive genealine and showed genetic variation
within the strains in it.

Key words  Lespedeza rhizobia, Polyphasic taxonomy, Numerical classification, DNA re-
latedness, 16S rDNA PCR-RFLFP
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