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(LR B VEY~A B, 111 570228; 2. ¥ A K2 MRefe, 3 11 570228)

. NI ARE (Manihot esculenta) WA AN ZREM:, $2 90 AR 28 9 A4 B4 9 UK, SR A 16S tDNA P AR
XF<SC8 FNSCY2 NAE G HAR . ZEFINFSE AR LT T Alpha 1 Beta ZHEME DT, 4B 4R #EVR 25
F 4 15 HE Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes(KEGG ) £ it 4 47 PN A= 20 B 181 i (R T RE T 000
ZEIR IR, M SC8 AR AL i 3575 3] 19,087 4l 1E OTUs(operational taxonomic units) 3 J& T 48 1~ .
126 4~ 44 . 438 LA 805 4~ ; *SCO> RS H] 20,148 4B OTUs & T 46 411, 130 444, 390 FFFI
863 M. PIsFRA LA NAERE 1714, IR 78.44%, ‘SCOFHA BAE 118 4>, ‘SC8°24 100 1,
LB NA W SR RN R 2 SR AP R A AT A ) BRI T] . R AT T AR
T JRREVR T TFIRFF AT ] RENAAETIRE b K 2Rz TS s 0L M R4k A: 2 55 R AT i A=
WA . WFFEESIRFH, REARYIARRE SR B 50 £ 5 N A AERZS, BT 2 retkim; K

A Z AR PERLST, S LE T ) ST AR S R D RE TR P PR B

SHEIR): AR AL AR 2R
FESES. S533; Q945 NHAFRARAD: A

TERES: 1674 — 7054(2024)02 — 0141 — 09

TS, SRS, MRBETT, A AR E R R LSV LR 0T 2 RETE Y LE AL BT (0], BRI A W27 4, 2024, 15(2):

141-149. doi: 10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.20230077

K2 (Manihot esculenta) J& T KB K ZE &,
B ZAR R TE R RIRAEY, B S K
Gy RGN 7 AR R PR R SO AT 1
X1 = KRREEY Z —, R 02 25
RETRAED),

FEP) A TR FE T TAE 22 &8 B B
PIEY), T A R b pE EAR YN R B Y
iR, I L o 2R V) IS T 5 5 e M 4 4 21
o3 R, BEE T LAY 1S B 5UE Y)4% DNA TESEH
FETEMUE P REARS 3 R N A R H AT E A
W SR T A — A, BAREZ | B R
B S S i Lo I R U N ANt L /L N i
BRI B Z AN A A, TR ES T,
HAT A N A AR ) 2R, RS AR A T
AT TE T, H HIRABGT T IWA R S

kS HER: 2023 -05-25
EL£WmE:

AR R) A AR ELAE S 2, R BEZE AR 5 et AR i o T
AT, PN A A R A5 R AR ) v T

FEAERY, Lin S50 ) FH o 3 2 00 1 265 2 A [ 2
SUUE W IE VR, TIESE AR AN [R] 20 21 9 A 4 TR A
ANIE] o 7E VU VD B (Hippophae tibetama) ', 5K %
MESEND BB 5 FOR R ZL 8V A i HAT £ 5 £
REPE, (H5% 20 20N A B R VR 25 A AR AR e
FEARTR], HAS R 418U RE S 2 5 oA Z Fh D) RE Y
PIAEZHTR o Liu 58090 % 22N Sl Rk AT g A 4
W ZFEHEIFSY, G555 3R B, RIR Rl AR 412146
T EAETE 2 5, WA BRI B0 FaS it A AR R
255, FERT S50 LU 4 g A RE X A [R] 3
DL A SR T o B 0T AT, A5 R RN, St
A RREHLUP N E R EGE R —e 20, 3
A, SR N A W R, il — AR

&2 HER: 2023 — 05 — 30
FE R IRAE =L ARk R 551 H (CARS-11-HNCYH)

E—1EH: W (1996-), &, HERFEPAEEYIF % 2020 AR +H0F5742 . E-mail: 20095131210015@hainanu.edu.cn
BEEE: %I(1990-), 5, P, BFFT519): A U EY S EAE.  E-mail: luok@hainanu.edu.cn
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AR ZHER it o 9 A TR AR S AN 2 R 22 5, SR A
16S rDNA " 5 7~ e e £ ) 5 B R 7B 1 AR 2 Bk
AR ZERII A5 3 b ZH 2N A AR R R 7 0 A R AE K
GE2ESE, B AR NS f N A R BT TR R e
BEEN

1 PSR

1.1 RIHRL PRI R R AR SC8 F1°SCY’
A AP RO | . ZECRIEZER) . 25 OR TR ) Fidk
AR 448, 435l 45 0 NL, OL., OS-BZ. OS-
WL Fl RT, ‘SC8 NUEM A WA, <SCO HH] £
FAARZE S, HRTRA ™ b Rk

1.2 Rttt m USRS T R A 15 M A
A AR A EBAE MR B R BT BRI (20°06 N,
110°33'E), J& Ty MR 11 25 KU, 45734 K PHUEL
FESTE 110 ~ 130 kJ-om 2, P3R4 /K & 1 815 mm,
TR, AR 23.5 C.

1.3 HMEERLIE AREMEAIERHA
] 5341 227 s, 7, BURERPRE S AR R /D2 HE A
FEpk Loy BB L ZE (R L 25 ORI
) FBARA R 4140, B S AR T 1 ~ 3 i,
MR A, 2R T Bl E e AR A
A3 NP RS AR TS, 3 MR RR A LU ATIR A
IANEE, LD 3 MY SR HAREAA
SURFE G TS RIZK 2 3 pP 6 2 min, S8)5 ) 75% &
FEIZ 30 1 min, B FHICRE KPR 3 WK, T 5 G
HSAEE, T80 C {17

1.4 HEY) DNARBSEMNF KEEEAIEST
4% DNA #2218 HiPure Stool DNA £ B0 7
#& (Magen, Guangzhou, China)$§ /g # 17 . £ £
16S rDNA £ [H V4 X %1154, P1: 5'-GTGYC-
AGCMGCCGCGGTAA-3', P2: 5'-GGACTACNV-
GGGTWTCTAAT-3'#47 PCR ¥ 14, 55— [ i
& & : 5xQ5@ Reaction Buffer 10.0 pL, 5xQ5@
High GC Enhance 10.0 pL, 2.5 mmol-L™" dNTPs
1.5 uL, IE M54 1.5 uL, K519 1.5 pL, Q5@
High-Fidelity DNA Polymer 0.2 pL, Template DNA
50 ng, ddH,0 EZ % 50 pL, PCR #4514 95 °C
5 min; {5 ¥ % x(95 °C 1 min, 60 °C 1 min, 72 °C
1 min); 72 °C 7 min, 30 MEIF, 10 C B2 45
H, i Qubit3.0 #E17E EHE . 55 R R N ik
% : 5%xQ5@ Reaction Buffer 5 pL, 2.5 mmol/L

dNTPs 1.5 uL, 5xQ5@ High GC Enhancer 1.5 pL,
Index Primer (10 umol-L™") 1 uL, Universal PCR
Primer (10 pmol-L™") 1 pL, Q5@ High-Fidelity
DNA Polymerase 1 pL, Template 50 ng, H,O *E %
2 50 uLo Hf— R A E A 12 05, 15
AMPure XP Beads(Merck KGaA, Germany ) Zlift 5
HEAT DNA e 3 I i F R TR o A 35 4% 2H 21
R 2N Bl B W R AT FRA R AT 16S
rDNA ¥

1.5 BURAEBMGIT oM WIFERE, 56
Fe 9 AT B 2 0, I B & R S SR AL
A, AT RG34 73 28 50T OTU, #4541
IPE = 97% (A 3807 51 2K MO8 A IR Y9 OTU
4l OTU J¥41 5258 7E (https://www.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/) AT LU X, W) B i R L B 43252 03 i o
Alpha Z2 P FH R LB B i 18] A AR ) A A A
IZHEE, BT Beta ZAEMX AN [RIRE S R ) Fh 2
FEPEEATIUER . DR f2iE i PICRUSE2 (Phylog-
enetic Investigation of Communities by Reconstruc-
tion of Unobserved States)#K 4 i#F 47 1 i , i H
KEGG(Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes )
B B (https://www . kegg.jp/) 5 M 7 75 2 # 168
rDNA FEPRIN - B #4700 1, HeAse A= Al %
RN FI D RERE DR A0 R B 25 5, AR BRI
AR R N AR RIS D RE IS R . e
LA P <0.05 A E, R SPSS 26 A ik
o, P<0.05 WERBE,

2 HER5HH

21 AEZELAEMRSHEST SIAEN
[FIZHZU &0t ZE A EER) - 25 OR BT Ak
HR PN A A0 T 7 A Y R T 91 4 I 3RS V4 XA
BT H, <SC8” b B 43 il 345 28 573, 31 299,
51 274 46 502 F1 275 590 4%, <SCO’ fh A 4351 Ky
28 017, 147 902, 92 973, 50 319 #l 275 229 4%
(& 1o £ 97% WP IR I AKF I, <SC8 A RL
J¥ 51 7= H 1) OTUs 43 51l /& 2 894, 3 183, 3 525,
5559 F1 3 926; ‘SC9° 435l 2 573, 3 658, 4 169,
5753 F13 995, A[Ala AP HAUNAE M2
FEME AT A5 SR 3, 45 2N A 40 TR 2 REPE AR 2
FETEZE R . Chaol FRBUR LN AE ARG £ & 12,
‘SC8F1‘SCO & it 43 o~ 4381.175 ~ 7219.625.,


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
https://www.kegg.jp/

552 1

DY =5 AREAN RV 2 N 0 T 2 R 1 AR A 143

3538.192 ~ 7544.341, Hrh, ‘SC8” Y25 R BT #B) (1)
A 20 DA R T AR T AR R I 2 25
H =6 B fe s <SCO 45 R i [ 74 P A= 4 1 22 A4
PR W 2 S, HARSR I R 25 OR B )>=%
(B B30 > > B AR > 5 e i B0 e N A= 41
RS £ B A, Ho, SC8 22 ORIk ) #
i PR DY A A R 22 A T R L A 2 SR B B R
o ‘SCO - S [a] A N A= 240 0 -F & B R 25
() iz 3B ) >28 OR 5B > > >R (R 1),
AL UL, AREAE Y ARRE S B A EE N A
PR, HARZE (I EER) i e b de s, DI AR
WAEMEB RSN S RELESMNEAELERY
#z1 AREFRALNEAREEE SRR

B RS BT FA  Chaol HHi
i " B BE B %
NL 28573 2894  7.475 4381.175 95.64

OTUs%%

OL 31299 3183  7.851 4562.337 95.76

‘SC8 OS-BZ 51274 3525 8.543 4535.233 97.66

OS-WL 46502 5559 10.273 7219.625 95.98

RT 275590 3926  4.493 4675.875 99.62

NL 28017 2573  7.032 3538.192 96.30

OL 147902 3658  6.666 4916.133 99.11
‘SCY’ OS-BZ 92973 4169  7.678 5619.683 98.40
OS-WL 50319 5753  9.995 7544.341 95.99

RT 275229 3995  4.362 4818306 99.60

22 AREZELARNEMEMEEFLESHT AZ
‘SC8” i P AN [] 2H 2 e 4G I 2] 48 4~17, 126 1>
4,281 1~ H, 438 I FL, 805 4~ ;5 <SCO’ & Fl 17
TE 46 171, 130 44, 290 4~ H, 390 4~ FL, 863 4~
J& o BRI, AR S R N A T 2 R AE
KK BRI — 2 2 5, ML T SC8”,
‘SCOTESFANY- EFEEET &, EITKFEE,
‘SC8 It . &t AIZE (BB h A A A B 75
FEI T SCO, R B = ) Z e, MifE & KT
T, ‘SCO# LN A AR HEVR ZFEEY 5 T SC8°
(#2),

23 AREZBANEMEHZERRERSOH
231 KREFEEL N A mEBIRTKP RS
BHA AETKE B, X THEERET 1% WERE
HATGETE, AL 1 AT, R A 2 U A N A 4R TR

®2 AETFHEANEHEREZHRRF D EMELDE
A fif EET (T H B

NL 44 105 188 274 308

OL 38 99 178 234 328

‘SC8’ OS-BZ 41 101 185 247 408
OS-WL 38 100 194 273 455

RT 40 106 200 280 482
NL 33 94 172 238 372
OL 37 105 181 254 414

‘SCY’ OS-BZ 38 95 184 263 449
OS-WL 40 108 193 290 511
RT 37 98 192 267 488

TETE ELAT AHAL AL B4, R4S TR 1D T o 3 B R
H—EZ5 . 10 MR TP R HEEE T (T
J5, HED 1AL OTU FE = 10%) 5
A 64, Hor¥ b a5 AR T 41.12%.
AR ) 12.96%. T A 1] 9.33%., SAFF i 1]
8.06%. J& BE B ] 5.95% F1 BR AT 1 ] 5.36%.
‘SC8 WM T A PLF T 1 A 2B T TR 1) RN 4 AT 1],
355 FE 35.64% Fl 24.45%; &M A SR T T 6L
FEASE T T MR 1T, 4390 5 b 56.76%
10.36%; 25 (3] Kz 34 AR TE T ] L SUFF BT TR ZR
BT, 439015 L 40.64%. 16.16% Fil 14.76%; 25 (K
S ) AT TR 1T AU B T TR RE BT, 430 o
It 35.43%. 11.48% F1 10.53%; HeA vt Ry 5 404 ]
FZASTE T, 235 & H 45.29% F11 43.07%. SC9’
B AF R AR BT . AN )RR R TR ] 3 4
PeBE T, 4390 & 35.68%. 25.92% Fl 17.12%;
LA ARIE T BT 2 AP TT, AXT
FREHH 68.41% Fl 10.93%; 25 (W12 #8) K75
BT R T8 1], AR X = B 51 A 48.66% Al
26.75%0 25 ORI NASTE T, BB T
FFBETT, A X 3= B 4 51 o 34.58%. 17.11% F
12.80%; HUAR H A DL 3 TE 1] i 40 T 1T AR TR T
I, 23500 5 FE 48.68% Fl1 40.07%. A~ [RIRE G Fh Al 3
YHpE 122 AR, Horh, AR B T THE T A RE i Hh
B, EEN 25.70% ~ 68.41%.

2.3.2 REFLEL N A il BRB KT R H
BOM N TP RS N A AR R 254
LRI, A BT TS [T S 08 45 P9 A A1 TR FE
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100 ¢ I I
90 + I I = Other
801 = Cyanobacteria
= Thaumarchaeota
70 + . .
< = Verrucomicrobia
@ 60 + - Planctomy;etes
ao50f = Chloroflexi
oy i = Firmicutes
z = Acidobacteria
30+ Bacteroidetes
20 = Unclassified
= Actinobacteria
10+ :
= Proteobacteria
0

$ S o‘b
ST ST S %Qoo %Qo, Q% Qo’

4R
1

JEIKE LA =R (K] 2), DA HEAS R 325 (5 T
Hif 30 44 HARXT B2 > 1% W m AR N ISR,
‘SC8” Wi M A A rp AL 51 T A 4 TP B AT T R
(Methylobacterium)11.77% 5 3 N J& . &M
AR A3 B AT R R 22.16% i 42 e AL 1 (Sp-
hingomonas)9.05%. & ¥ i 1§ J& (Pseudomonas)
7.24%% T BE o 25 (B B REA p AL 4
FFE 10.67%. 52 B R 8.76% 2 10 4~ ER
J& o ZEORBTHROFEA AL 455 H S FT TR &8 6.88%.
T BB 5.68% 55 7 AR . 7ESC’H, Il
RS A 35 F LT TR 10.26% . i 2 1 ER i
6.50% %5 A MR B . B AEA Th AL dE AT R
25.03%. FHE MM R 12.07%. Pelagibacterium

100 ¢ ‘ |

90 -

8
7
6
5
4
3
2
1

OOOO

AR/ %
O

0r

O

O
O

RS

Y IS S %ci’" %@

ARETFRHARE@ETKFHBENFEE

7.55% %5 8 N JE o 25 (Bl B3 ) HEA v A 45 R
FFEE & 15.38%. i £k 4 )& (Actinomycetospora)
6.85%. FH RPN B 6.48% %5 12 MRIJE . 2%
R JBT &B )REAS b 4 45 T B AT T IR 8.72% 4% 10
S o R TR R A5 R P R IR AR
SEHERE N 13.86%. SC8’H1°SCO” 14 1y 25 (1) fz
) BN A B 2 HE O T8, R, R
AL P 171 M AR, A g
H RPN 78.44%, Horh, SCO R AT HBF 118 1,
‘SC8Ky 100 4~(1& 3).

233 RFLMB AL MABRRRENH T
bR A R B (E 4), 5087 1(PCoAL) Fil & 43 Bt
2(PCoA2) [ it 22 Sk DT R 8 43 3K 3] 51.82%

Bacteroides

Aurezmonas
m)soma
lagzbactermm

Kineococcus

= Amnibacterium
= Geodermatophilus
= Acinetobacter
= Actinom cetospora
- Brevun imonas
= Hymenobacter
= Solibacillus
= Nocardioides
= Methylobacterium
Pseudomonas
Ralstonia
- Bradyrhlzobmm
Sphingomonas
cidibacter
= Masszlla
& = Haliangium
= Acidothermus

S @o‘b@ 9 Oo“‘«‘o%o%oq
B BN )
%Q A JEONY

QE

& 2

ARERBRANEMEREKTRIRFELERR
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2 W]
*SC8’-NL
‘SC8’-OL ‘SC9’-RT
‘SC8’-0S-BZ ‘SC9’-0S-WL

‘SC8’-0S-WL ‘SC9’-0S-BZ

‘SC8’-RT ‘SC9’-OL

‘SC9’-NL
B3 AZRARAEHEERKFHOMEEENTEE

H112.94%, A1 64.76%, /250 BRI,
AR L ZUN A A0 R Vs 2 R 22 0K, (B
‘SCO° F1‘SC8’ AH R 4 21 2% AN B Bk, e, g 43
MTES—Z MR, B 7e s — R0, 22 ORBTH)
OIATESS = R, PR AR U IR

234 KREZMBNEMBEFIWN N

PRICAN[F) S A A P 2 A T 1 25 S, PR
P17 T LEfSe(line discriminant analysis effect size)
53T, % % LDA(line discriminant analysis) > 4 A
(A, 7ESC8 A, ZE(FIE ) . &0t fi:,
FRAS 2 22 7 W 2 BT 500 R 8. 6. 4. 24; ‘SCY°
AR, ZE R ER) L & W HOAR Y A G TR
S EA 16, 15, 6, 3 D 2EFRFEHIT, 2 Nl
B AR 25 5 2 e B R R B (B 5) . AE
‘SC8” i Ffrrr, ZE (W) K2 ) N AE A TR Y 8 > 22 ¢
JG, 6 DA THATE T, 140 TR E,
LA AT AT B AR 6 25 55
TG, 4 A FARTE T, 2 00 A0 TR T i
M A T Y 4 22 55500, 3 A0 TR RE TN
[T, LA A0 TR AR ARy 2 422
SEHTTHIAARIE R T, <SCO fhFh i, 25 () )
WAEAHTR Y 16 2555 1 3 50T 13 N0 Tk
W, 3N TSR] B INAE AR Y 25 57

02+

® ‘SC8’-0S-BZ

® ‘SC8’-OL

® ‘SC8’-0S-WL

® ‘SC8’-RT
‘SC8’-NL

® ‘SC9’-OL

PCo2 (12.94%)
S

® ‘SC9’-0S-BZ
® ‘SC9’-0S-WL
® ‘SC9’-RT
® ‘SC9’-NL

-0.2 0

0.2

0.4

PCol (51.82%)
4 TRSMAENEMERE PCoA E

Acr[nobactcria

== SC8’-NL
mmSC8’-OL
= ‘SC8’-0S-BZ
== SC8’-RT
== °SCY’-NL
== ‘SCY9’-OL
mm ‘SC9’-0OS-BZ
= ‘SC9’-RT

hlam” ex;

C}'anobacleria Ie

2119}08q0101d

& 5

@@ c9:Devosiaceae
@ d0:Rhizobiaceae
= dis

£33 a2:Chitinophagales

@ a:Nitrosotaleaceae
B 23:Hymenobacter

@ b:Nitrosotaleales
@ c:Nitrososphaeria . a4:H
@ d:Acidobacteriales @ a5:Cytophagales
lib p.3 WM a6:Sphi iales @ d3:Mitoch
W a7:Bacteroidia @m d4:Rickettsiales
@ a8:HSB_OF53_F07 @m ds:Sphingomonas
@ a9:Kiedonot d46:Sphi d

@@ d2:Rhizobiales

= .
@ f:Solibacteraies
@ g:Subgroup_2

;\ @ h:Acidobacteriia
2 W i:Geodermatophilus @ b0:Ktedonot Il [ = G hi dal
% mm j:Geodermatophilaceae @ bl:Ktedonobacteria @ d8:Alphaproteobacteria
?% W k:Frankiales W b2:Chloroplast 3 d9:Myxococcales
5’3 W 1:Kineosporiaceae W b3:Oxyphotob ia £ e0:Del t ia
g‘g M m:Kineosporiales Em b4:Solibacillus £33 el:Burkholderiaceae
3 @ n:Microbacteriaceace &3 b5:Pl = ¢ t iale:
s @ o:Micrococcales E® b6:Bacillales @ c3:Enterobacteriales
2 W p:Nocardioides B3 b7:Bacilli @@ c4:Acinetobacter
§ W q:Nocardioidaceae B b8:Clostridiaceae_1 @@ e5:Moraxellaceae
" o W r:Propionibacteriales . b9 i @ c6:Pseud
;’?‘ W s:Actinomycetospora @ c0:Clostridiales @ c7:Pseudomonadaceae
§ W t:Pscudonocardiaceae B cl:Clostridia @ c8:Pseudomonadales
k3 @ u:Pscudonocardiales =3 c2:Pl & 9.6 ia
gcj W v:Actinobacteria W c3:Brevundimonas 33 0:Candidatus_Udaeobacter
© 3 w:Gaiellales W c4:Caulot £ f1:Chthoni
33 x:Thermoleophilia W c5:Caulobacterales 2 2:Chthoniobacterales
@@ y:Bacteroides @& c6:M um - 3
@@ z:Bacteroidaceae @@ c7:Beijerinckiaceas [ BER:
B a0:Bacteroidales @B c8:Pelagit ium @ f5:Verr

3 al:Chitinophagaceae

EHRMAEER LEfSe 571 [E
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HITAH 154, B TR, 2 45040 T
PIFFR ] et 6 22 R EROTH )8 TIRRER ]
PR N AR 1 3422 R R on e T an e
1o FHULFRBA, ARZAS R A SN A P9 AR A P 1 P
TEAEAE 2 22 5, DAZE ORI FE S, P iy I A 40 T
M FET, HSCY L SCSNAEMFEEE .

235 KREFLZEL AL BBBEEG I TR 5
it KEGG ¥ 5 2R 58 53 Hr 3k 4 i R R D e A
B, R BN Z2 A G E EHR AZ B N AR A T
VRS, LFE A5 FRAR A . i A B AR DL 4

M AR A 6 S % (3 3), 7E°SC8 1, 14
GULEAN[R] B A DG s h A A B 1 38 22 5, BRUAR
2 55 2 P I RE T Sl A B AR 2 B2 e, O RIS
‘SCO* 25 A A [a] R B AR R 19 22 5 itk o Fer, Q88
FHSCH P BT 5 el e s, D62 SRR 2 N
HETE ) R IRE; 0% 2 5 G (R
B L ST A ), 2% R 2 0 LA L% 4% o TR
I B, LN 1 AR 2K DL S IR A Rl T
FOEE B, 25 R K, [
ol EESE AT e

*3 TRGMAZALMEERER KEGG RFIEBEER

rir eS| gt Znt EXC))E)) KORTEHR) e
2t 3 I 57977 93919 140865 112350 310925
It R i 28094 38493 62180 50147 185638
BLPRF B aE g 156128 179853 313539 275477 1159299

‘SC8’ NP I [ 2837 7859 12214 8773 27061
AR % 1053534 1332532 2260713 1924263 7461881
HA ARG 4363 4927 15907 7065 42706
E S 353 384 1034 1190 966
2t 3 64431 492072 279730 125438 315452
W5 B i 29597 208048 127368 56210 191782
B 5 B % 158244 861680 596688 306544 1214512

‘SCy’ NP I [ 5714 44552 29586 11415 25974
FiE % 1074318 6784692 4650585 2241144 7807924
ARG 4302 23102 14476 7717 45118
Rk 571 3726 1001 790 1035

3 i i FEPERIFIE 45 AL . RIS I T A 4SCO° Al

WA T IZ A EA ) £ AU 88 B, AL
BB AR A E R R F 7 B A o 4w 5 et
FEfRAR 2558 B, IR Refl By e R 00 i A=)
AHLIERT 5, AR RV, 18 EAYAFHE
AFEAEKB BN AEBEA U 2R, 5HH
SRS AE SR 2, BT IAEY) 16S tDNA KL
BA) 15 208 0 P B R A A b Ak R ORI B, 5%
GERIE Y Ay KR A A, B
S P VA < B R G A RN oy B
AAIE 5% A F Tllumina MiSeq = 18 & 0 75 4 A %A
[Fi] it o A S N 2B A B 2 AR A T 4, S5 R R,
FEARZE QA 2500 N A 4 e 2 AR T 4L
A, X IR R AR X2 M H A N A T 2

‘SC8 2 MG EA M Fh, SCO M EARE, &FH
Kt MR, KHREFTREE, DB M
‘SC8 MW HLAT# =5 M TE M &5 o, S A P TE M 1) 22
AP —, B Y A B AT A AR . it o
HrSH1, *SCO I A= B AHAE T SC8* i Ah LA e i
FIZREE, HEM R 2 R R, S 5 TA
BNERE TR R AR B, DT T, Rt
TARBHKREF TR R,

AT B, A PN A A AP A T R A
TERETT, BT BFFRR 1] SRR ] AN
TR0 R AT TR 1T, 5l A W 0 BF 5 4 SR M
fRle7 =20 Jovh ) AR IR TR 1 AE AT A 4R 3R f A
W AT T TR N2 5040, iz i
FHEYRAEP R DREER . AW B RS
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DY =5 AREAN RV 2 N 0 T 2 R 1 AR A 147

T CO, R T I AR R ] 2 —, W] LARE A
ANEHEAYI, 0T L= R iy F L)
PR, BAEE BN DIMEYS, 51T
TR S LR T 1% WER G, &9 AT E
o U L A R B R S R B S LU
i AL JE . <SC8 FRZE G R ) A P A= i e
SRR A EE, S 10 NEE, ot i, 4
B3 SCO 2R (B2 &8 v IN A= 4 TR T 224
Phtfgm, A 124, Wb, fdE 44, B
B R RS — R T s A
ZARIE T4 A PV R ME— i U5 RN RE TR AE K A
A, B R B Rt K AR, 4
PIE R  SED)RE . R B A AR A U A X
FEWAR S, BRI T TR A Y . A EYR
E Y, IR A YR EAT ) R TR,

) AR TR F MR TP E AR S 3, &
KA Y R HE AR S5 T R0 R e AR AR, DR b
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Diversity of entophytic bacteria in different tissues of cassava

FENG Yating', ZHANG Yijie’, LIN Nanfang', CHEN Yinhua', LUO Kai'

(1. College of Tropical Crops, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228, China;
2. College of Forestry, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228, China)

Abstract: In order to study the diversity of endophytic bacteria in cassava (Manihot esculenta) and explore the
endophytic bacteria resources, 16S rDNA sequencing technology was used to analyze the Alpha and Beta
diversity of tuber, stem and leaf tissues in ‘SC8’ and ‘SC9’ cassava varieties. The structural composition of
bacterial community was analyzed and the gene function of endophytic bacteria community was predicted by
comparing with Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) database. The results showed that 19,087
bacterial OTUs (operational taxonomic unit) were clustered from ‘SC8’ cassava samples, and belonged to 48
phyla, 126 classes, 438 families and 805 genera, and 20,148 bacterial OTUs belonged to 46 phyla, 130 classes,
390 families and 863 genera in ‘SC9°. There were 171 common bacteria genera in all tissues of cassava,
accounting for 78.44% of all endophytic bacteria species. There were 118 unique bacteria in ‘SC9’ and 100 in
‘SC8°, and endophytic bacteria in stem (phloem) had the highest diversity. The dominant bacterial groups of
endophytic bacteria from cassava are Proteobacteria, Cyanobacteria, Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Firmicutes
and Acidobacteria. Biosynthesis of terpenoids, ketones, amino acids, vitamins and other secondary metabolites
is involved in the function of cassava endophytic bacteria. These results showed that there were abundant
endophytic bacteria in all cassava plant samples, and the diversity was highest in stem (phloem). Cassava
contains a variety of active ingredients, and the metabolism-related pathways of these active ingredients are
also reflected in the function prediction.

Keywords: cassava; tissues; endophytic bacteria; diversity
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