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Abstract: Improved NA medium was used to study the diversity of endophytic spore-forming bacteria
of Cinnamomum camphora (Linn.) Presl. After spore staining and removing of the redundant isolates,
40 non-redundant spore-forming bacterial isolates were ascertained, which accounted for 29.9% of all
the endophytic bacterial isolates, and 25 strains of the 40 were from roots, 5 strains from stems, 10
strains from leaves. Phylogenetic analysis based on 16S rRNA sequences showed that the 40 strains at-
tributed to 12 species of the genera Bacillus, Lysinibacillus, Paenibacillus and Brevibacillus; 7 strains
with under 97% sequence similarities respectively to their closely related member were presumed to be
potential novel species. Furthermore, microflora of endophytic spore-forming bacteria in roots, stems
and leaves of C. camphora showed that some bacteria distributed in different organs, others were or-
gan-specific.
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PR g IR, HBM 5%, REEEMS, AR
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PR AN T R A AR YRR, M
2 G W) N A 28 R4 TR B TR AR N8, FEAE
Vs 3 = Wy 97 36 R0 A SR A ) AE T T o E Y N
R E, 38 A AR IR B R R, A UAT B T HEA)
TP R B LR, A B T A A N OB R %
FI5 Y M FR B R P9 A TR P AR 22 B e
FEW I AT 2L, QBT T ARAE ) N A TR ) R 24K
X1 S AE R B TG O B B, (R 22 0 T (AT oY 3R
B 7 2 1040 P 018 2 AR AR PR A WA 3
Az 3o i v A 2 S TR P R S e MR Y, 2R A S
T B AR R AR B R R BE R ), AR
SR R R AR, T HL T 2 A A T B v A
ZRRE S AE R AR AN N TR 3%, HLAA B 1 v F Ay
{H o 3 X A 25 0 N AR A B B E AR, AR L
3 B AR 2 96 N AR 0 TR AT R A% TR A Y SE Bl
e, PR RF AR S FRWIKR, BN
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1.1 #8

111 HERE: FRERAMIETEEEXYS, X
BERFIE] A 2007 4F 5 A F Al 76 50 m*JE P, BEH
TG B AR P 3 i LR R (AR 20 em=30 cm)fEiT
(A RRAR 20 BRAMBISRAEMR | 25 0o SREEJS T LIl
LR E AT

112 HBEEFE: MR NEEA KRR
(NA), 1000 mL NA 53 H {5 20 mL JCH F R
R KRR 5 0 B il B R 2R . F AR 25K iR
WA 7y B FRAE AR AR (A2 2 | mm-—
Smm), E(1 & 2FENESK, HREY 5 mm-
10 mm) ., I (BEHLIEE IO/ 5 F TR )5 55 T iR A, BRI
80 g fIA 200 mL 7K, 115°C K& 20 min J5 TCHE£b i
1.1.3  FERXFIFIEE: PCR LK Bio-Rad A~
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fh; PR DNA HEHU, 16S rDNA Fr Bey 38 i i i %%
FhE . Marker. dNTPs. Buffer Z5i5 4 FifEA4 T
2 4 A AR 55 47 BR 2> 7] 7= i (Sangon); HiAxi{ 535 4
S L
1.2 HAEFBEHFEND B RIRRE

Fr R A AN 08 BEPLBRER I 20 A,
Ve T, 75% BRI 60 s, JCHEK YL 6 ¥k, G
FUEAC T, 0.1%FF5RIZHL 40 s, TCHRK YL 6 1K,
INTCHE A e mb s, BRI RE S 107, M —MBM
FEVRAT 10 DB . Z5(5 g) FIAR (S g LB AITT
SR PR ] 4351 9 2 min 1 3 min, 50 s Fl 1 min,
HAP RS A g T ) 43 B AR ] o B R R
IS — R TC TR K PRV R AR R Al b, ARSI 2% 1
THEE RS BIIR . WIS BT A, PR TR V4 il
oAb T8 A NA RHE L

MR TE B . K/ SERAFE . GRRIE
FRDEW 5 75 0375 B FE 45 P HR AT 9 8 495 1 X M JA)
— AR T N B B B R R PR T4 o IR AR Bk
SOV Ty R IR AT 2 A Y 6 K (K M I R VS
SR OISR 7 d, E 2R LR B 2R TR AR N BT 2R
FLAGT I ) o AT DA O R, RBRIUAR A AR AR
134 BRNAANEE, = 2R AR 40T 40 BRGE R
W), BEFEH 7= 2R ARG TR o0 B G 1 B H I A A
F-50°C JikE #HE 7T 4°C & H .
1.3 15554 DNA $2E{F0 16S rDNA PCR ¥ 1%

M Rainey 25" 7k, JFE MiB ek, HREUE
FW I ZH DNA J5, PCR 714 16S rDNA, 4745
Yy 27f: 5'-AGAGTTTGATCTGGCTCAG-3'Hl 1541 r:
5'-AAGGAGGTGATC CAGCCGCA-3""?1 PCR fz i}
AR Z2 RIS I 25 2 IR R 75 BR 5 1) I T A T o
1.4 16S rRNA 5 F 592

P31 B PCR = 93% B A9 TREH AR R 55 A R
/> 7 (Sangon Biotech Co., Ltd.)4lifL I, &7
FIHBE 1000-1100 bp. 72 )75 EzTaxon server
2.0 E 2R g AT A A3 BT o ] ClustalX $2 HR d5z K [
TEPER R AT HER, SR AT Kimura-2U BB R
%S4, JFH BioEdit 5.0.9 HATK K, &5 H
Neighbor-joining ¥ ""'#4 # & 4o dF LA, 1 4K
(Bootstrap)A 1000,
1.5 ZHMETE

B 5% M B bR 16S rRNA HB43 1F 51 Af {1
P> 97% 11 4 B B R R AR, < 97%MIAL R Hifl, R
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Table 1 The number of spore-forming isolates

PN RN AR

N é P am=N e
ﬁ}%%ﬁ’fﬁ V\]EE B%ﬂi éﬂilﬁﬁi F)]:IEH:A’WH
Dilarits (esie N}lmber of Number Qf Proportion.of
isolates spore-forming spore-forming
isolates isolates (%)
R Roots 84 25 29.8
Z£ Stems 16 5 31.3
I Leaves 34 10 29.4
&7l Total 134 40 29.9

22 RB{EBESHN
X4 B4R B 1Y 40 BRZFHIAN TR Y 16S TRNA
Ty, 193] 40 554 %75 (43 #E GenBank {# i,

A5 WK 1), 28 16S tRNA JF5 AR 487 F1 2
GERBIHTER 2, B 1), KB40 bR ZEA N A 4T
I FE M2

R B A B Y 25 #R = ZEM N AR i T v, A 10
B T Bacillus J&, F: 16S rRNA #5355 91 5%
J& 6 Al ) LR BR AR X N B B ol B (3R 2), B
J7 51 5 1 R Ao B S AR R T 97%, TR
S5t E R R A 8 ¥RIE T Lysinibacillus &, H
F 5043 5 iz v 2 4 i TR B e ) e 370 AR B
By, HARRPETE 97%Lh [, Friit 8 #RE Al Ak
53 J&T Lysinibacillus JEH ) 2 D A 2 HRIEE T
Paenibacillus J&, HF551ZE T 2 0y ML 5
FRAIAANE A 98.7%F01 99.4%, #i itk 2 Bk AT REJE T%
JEH 2 AF . BTLL, FREAR AR Y 25 R
A =T REE T 3 SR A 10 Fp

B AR RN 5 bR E RN A A T, 3 AR
J¥51 5 Bacillus J&Y 2 4> i S 7 TR % 7 371 e
RGO KT 97.8%), 2 MIFHIS Lysinibacillus
a2 Aol A B A X I A AL 330 99.3%
0 99.7%, JIF LhZE b 43 g A5 21 1Y 77 25 46 9 A= 4 T AT
438 T Bacillus J&F Lysinibacillus J&) 4 1~Ff .

£2 FFMAEMBER 165 rRNA F B 1

Table 2 Analysis of partial 16S rRNA sequences of spore-forming endophytic bacteria

=7 Iinib) R 1 R PR R R AR 2 AR i AR
Nearest related genus Closest related type strain Roots  Similarity (%) Stems Similarity (%) Leaves Similarity (%)
Bacillus Bacillus anthracis ATCC 14578" 3 98.6, 99.6 3 98.0-99.6

Bacillus altitudinis 41KF2b" 1 99.7 1 99.7
Bacillus drentensis LMG 218317 1 98.0 1 97.8
Bacillus aryabhattai BSW22" 2 98.8,99.3 1 98.5
Bacillus tequilensis NRRLB-41771" 1 99.9
Bacillus methylotrophicus CBMB205" 4 99.3-99.9

Lysinibacillus Lysinibacillus fusiformis NBRC 15717" 5 97.5-99.6 1 99.3
Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus XDB9" 3 99.3-99.9 1 99.7 1 99.5

Paenibacillus Paenibacillus barcinonensis BP23" 1 98.3
Paenibacillus cineris LMG 18439" 1 98.7
Paenibacillus chitinolyticus TFO 15660" 1 99.4

Brevibacillus Brevibacillus brevis NBRC 15304" 1 98.3

BB/ T 97% itk Paenibacillus amylolyticus
Under 97% sequence  \RRL NRS-290" 1 93.5
similarity

Paenibacillus chitinolyticus TFO15660" 2 93.1, 96.0
Paenibacillus terrigena A35" 1 94.9
Bacillus aryabhattai BSW22" 1 94.2
Bacillus anthracis ATCC 14578" 1 93.2 1 92.3
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99|| XY1 (FJ174616) Bacillus anthracis

59,_| XY1 (FJ174616) Bacillus anthrac

58 1'XY17 (FJ174614) Bacillus anthracis
XY13 (FJ174620) AT RE A

8L xG16 (F1174592) Bacillus anthracis

XG37 (FJ174601) F] BE N Hifh

XG46 (FI174596) Bacillus anthracis

XG51 (FI174595) Bacillus anthracis
Bacillus anthrac ATCC14578T (AB190217)

_{— XJ10 (FJ174610) Bacillus drentenszs
Bacillus drentensis LMG21831T (AJ542506)

XG13 (FJ174597) Bacillus drentensis

XJ7 (FJ174609) Bacillus aryabhattai

Xvy7 IE‘H"IAAI’I) Banillas

bhatta
Daciuus ul)/uuuuuut

100| Bacillus aryabhattai BSW22T (EF114313)

XG76 (FI174605) T RE R Hrfh

1 XJ2 (FJ174607) Bacillus aryabhattai

XG3 (FJ237498) Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus

Featlh nilleio hnsenzaidnd aeeeeac 10,
u_y.)uuuubulu.) OOFOTiiiCIEFaGiis 1V

XG19 (FJ174594) Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus
XJ6 (FJ174608) Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus

13

100

100

93

93

Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus XDB9" (FJ477040)
Bacillus dectszfrondts ESHC 32T (DQ465405)

W10 (MT17AZ1QN
AL1U(rJ1/4010) L,y_)mwuuuua )Lytunuytu,uo

XG17 (FI174589) Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus
| Bacillus fusiformis NBRC15717" (AB271743)
XJ15 (FJ174606) Lysinibacillus fusiformis
XG29 (FJ174591) Lysinibacillus fusiformis

NOALE (RYVAALQAN T ol A L ol e
AUTG0 \LJ1/74007) LYSINIDACLILIUS JUSLJOFmLS

100| XG14 (FI174599) Lysinibacillus fusiformis
XG39 (FJ174583) Lysinibacillus fusiformis

XG81 (FJ174598) Lysinibacillus fusiformis
Lysinibacillus sphaericus NCDO1767" (X60639)

i XY06 (Fi174613) Bacilius safensis
4100{ XG44 (FJ174582) Bacillus safensis
Bacillus altitudinis 41KF2bT (AJ831842)

87|—|
99 .
’8l XG9 (FJ174584) Bacillus methylotrophicus

XG10 (FJ174586)
Bacillus tequilensis 10bT (AY197613)

Baciiius sp. CBMB205 (EU194897)
XG71 (FJ174590) Bacillus methylotrophicus

Bacillus amyloliquefaciens ATCC23350" (X60605)
XG63 (FJ174588) Bacillus methylotrophicus
0 (FJ174593) Baciiius methyiotrophicus

9
18 XG9

—— XY18 (FJ174611) Brevibacillus brevis
1001 Brevibacillus brevis NBRC15304T (AB271756)

XG60 (FI174585) Paenibacillus chitinolyticus
XG36 (FJ174604) FTREJy Bl

N m AT

Baciiius chitinoiyticus IFO15660" (AB021183)
XG33 (FI174602) I REMHHh
| XG30 (FJ174600) Paenibacillus cineris

100|

100" puenibacillus cineris LMG18439T (AJ575658)
| XG61 (F1174603) W] e

LW Paenibacillus terrigena A35T (AB248087)
[~ Brevibacillus brevis JICM2503" (D78457)

0.01

1 HE&F

Fig. 1

99l 1 XY34 (FJ174615) Paenibacillus barcinonensis
80 XYA40 (FI174621) W] fig Jogrf

FREMAER 16S rRNA BRR % B )/

Dendrogram for spore-forming endophytic bacteria isolated from Cinnamomum longepaniculatum based on partial

16S rRNA gene sequences
Note: Data in parentheses are the GenBank accession numbers of the isolates represented by the number out of the parentheses. The number
on the node represents the similarity level of the following strain. Bootstrap value showed on the branch means the support for a specific

branch.

o B ARG 10 ¥R 28 AN AR 0B A S bk
J&T Bacillus J&, FJ¥5) 500 51%)@H 3 DR AL E
PRI ARML, ELARMITESSTE 98%LA B, 1 5 BRTA
AR TxE % 3 Fh . 1 BRIRJE T Paenibacillus
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J&, H'5 Paenibacillus barcinonensis BP-23" f{)J¥%)
FHALPE y 98.3%, FIAEJE TiZfh; 1 thi)E T
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¥k Brevibacillus brevis JCM 2503 % 51 AH AU H
98.3%F1) Brevibacillus JEANTE, M Hh rE5 Y 10 Bk
WZEPET 448 6 T,

HANE A 7 ¥R (GenBank M5 4 B K
FI174601-FJ174605 . F1174620., FJ174621)5E 518
Tl BT AR X 1 41 B e s AR PRI T 97% (3K 2),
R AT REA TR BB 0 2R A0

LR RGURE NI G 2 M 1 AT LA L,
e RN A E B R T 4N E R 124>
Fifr, HoA iR 7 BREE AR LS5 R R W AT BEA TR
BT RAHE S N 3 ERAL ST B 3 Y 7 25 46 P AR 4
W ZHEERE, i, 22 M@ ™= 2R am
A 20T Shannon 544 (H) /35 H-3.0147 . —1.4575
H-2.6464 (FHEXERRARBIEMR T 97% ) B R A% 8T
IrIEERETTI), R AR R B B Y 7 2 A N A A R
ZRPEROR, Mk, M2/,

MAR L 25 P 2R AR AR 16S rRNA JF51
585405 P v a5 A U ot B S AR LM SR R, AUA
5 Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus WRZCH R T il
TR 7 2R N A B AE 3 SR 4G o0 A, S
PR 3. 221, 1), HEEY 12.5% (LSRN E
JITAR 7= 2R P A AT 12% 2500 20% 1 10%).
5 Bacillus J& W) 2 A~Fl  Paenibacillus J& 1) 2 A FhA
TR RS I 91 i Ay e 0T 1 7 24 6L PN A 4 T S AR
WNATEE] 7 Bk, AR PO B R 2 N A A R
28%; 5 Paenibacillus barcinonensis ., Brevibacillus
brevis FEZ TR R P 1 5 Ry H2 30 0 77 2 6 P4 A6 20 T8 4%
TEMER 33 1 Ak, RWIIX 2 BRAATE N2 A
A AHTA

3 AERALSN B B RN AR R, R T
Bacillus (R PRI 2 (FR 10 %, R4 g b i
SEALNZE AT Y 40.0%; 25 3 8K, M7 60.0%; I 5 #k,
i 50.0%). Bacillus J& 4T FIAE A B 857 L2 gl
Wi dE T, STEMAE . BN AHER . SREMEL
PR AR N AR o B 3, T E R 2 8 T
JEUTIE, AR B B 1 AT 16S rRNA 43
JP391 5 Bacillus J&Z DR RO, N2
M Bacillus JEANTF 2 HIEH L EIR, MRIEA
PR PN B AR D N A T E BT Ok o SR L R TR
Bacillus anthracis B3NP AR 3 Bk
2N A A B B R T N AR TR Y S — ORI
L YR TR R R AR PN RIS T L R U R 5 T BUN g

71, MIAE R AR IR B Tk

ML 25 mEr AR 8 Bk 2 BRFD 1 AR
WA R & T Lysinibacillus J& . B HTZJ8E # ik £ E
M A R SE PR b o B AR 3, A R AL
ik PR T AT O P A A TR R SCHR, 3R & B AR 0 v
EZE AR HGE . (BN WA 3 A3t
STESH T 11 BRATREJE TIZJB IR BR, S TIX 11 B
W N ERERA NAEMESUE RN Lysinibacillus
JE IR, AR — 2 i, b S
Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus {12 B R T 51 A6 2L
PEX I 99%1Y 5 MR RN AE A AR . 25, 0t
TS S A, AR 2 A O 7 A A R R P B R
WL RE 71, H. Lysinibacillus xylanilyticus J& 5= 2 {4
SR A A Ry, B AR A A B R, RIS
Bacillus methylotrophicus % N J¥ 51 FHALL 4 fe = 19 3
Pk Bacillus J&ZF AT 2 HBCE 2 A8, XA 54
U X S P 2 A R A kA R N B, 5
T A A PR A AR T BEAEAE SRR R, W fF i —
AT

M. MR 2 ¥R Paenibacillus J& 7= 2
L P A 20 1 A R A S A VR g N S PO A
2, 5RPEEIN 2 Bk Paenibacillus J& 16S rRNA
43 7 5 B B2 R B MR BT AE /S 4 ARl v,
P. chitinolyticus V7= JLT B, 4 B AW P E R
ke E R 1 Pt we = 30 A U (O L o R
B9 1 ¥k Paenibacillus J& 2 1E 16S rRNA #45 F 5
5 R R P barcinonensis X b )3 51 AH AU 55 5
P. barcinonensis B 7= AR RWE/E, W] REAT BT 4H 18 7F
AR R - bl S B

TEA AR h 72 BB Brevibacillus J& 7= 2N
A 41 B R T 22 FRE ) TR A A oA A A R )
A ARSI 25 A2 R AR A B e, ATFE LA AR 4R 2R
ME— B IR 1P AR A RGP, FERREAR . 250
ZIE AT, HEMNZ A AR R IR T -, R AR
A I ) S R A N AR TR .

3
3.1 BEFFHRAEME KRR
FURITAT L) N AR AN ORI 2 Fh B —

RN R N A R R R IR T AR B 3R T O3 — AN
PIAE TR R TARPR, JF R AR P 21 2Ly Y,
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T A% SR AR SRR A K, B B R BB R 3R
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AV B R e e HoAth 2 Rl 9 v ¥ e BRI, 33
BH ZE R AN TR P I0 Es, E B (AR R AR i A KE
PN ER I T N AR . 2R B S R AE
FH 3 MROMAR . 2RI, 2 BRomZE L g, picE
PUAE = ZE AL B T RECR IR T AR . b, minE A Y 2
R 7= 2540 P9 A 40 U AT R ph s SRR 7K 2 <AL
L HUAE A TR AR P38 . SCRA & B, 7E
DAET 4 R M ME— R R ARG 3R 3 1, 24807 280
PR A B AR R AR A<, 100 BH X 6 41 1 BB A2 B A A FH 2F
Y, X W ARAT BT LR s 5 T A N
32 BEFFHMEEMIEAR

BRI T A R P AR B R X A A BTk
R B i 45 2 AR AR R AR K UG, H AR S5 Y
I R AR R, SRR UE M 5 2R A R Tt T
A —EB R, ZHESEYIE kKA 25
B SR R ) AR B R, R T A I A K
YEFH, T UL 4 R S B AR AR 9 IR B A7 7 B R 1
VEFEFE F7, BUas VR 14 7= 2F £ 40 R 7E H e A K
AT A X A R i i S B TS Y e A B R e, A
AR 25 rp A 0 2R D A AN B T RERE TR BR,
BIEFE N, C. P, K S E IR A A bk
PN 55 45 1T R REA RV A, 3K S I o 1 20—
HFIEIESE . FRATIE S PE AR IR 25 90 PN A AN B 7
YN TINRE ) A 00 B T 1) R R A L ARMEAE K,
B =l 2F 96 P9 A 40 B A P R AR e s, T
REXTHE 405 Wit B K, (R 5 N T RG 3%, 3l % &
FHIEWFE, 40 Wang P88 FH nid SR KR
B AIE B P A B ) 1 RPE o R o3 B 3 ) A A
LA P AR A0 T AR OAR AN R R B I A R B
29.9%, AFERWE AL, ¥WREAKR
uf, BAT B A

A SCE WO AR PR RN A Al Y
16S rRNA M RGE KB E T . WERE3AERNL
A3 BRI 7 2E 96 PN A 40 P A AR I 4G 2R
7T L34S 057 3 185 S 118 7= 2 960 P9 2 400 B 52 00 1 AR
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{E09Z Ty T A7 7 i P ST RN 22 45 9\ 7 55 ) JlE, A5 8k
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