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A study of the core bacterial community and its functions in the rhizosphere soil of
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Abstract: To decipher the rhizosphere microbial resources and their ecological functions in desert plants, this study
focused on five typical desert plant species in the sandy grassland of the Ordos Plateau: Allium bidentatum,
Hedysarum mongolicum, Lycium chinense, Oxytropis aciphylla, and Fructus hippophae. Third-generation high-
throughput sequencing of full-length 16S rRNA genes was performed on rhizosphere soil bacteria, combined with
bioinformatics analysis to reveal community characteristics and functional divergence. It was found that
Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria, and Bacteroidetes were the dominant phyla shared across all plant species. Within
Actinobacteria, genera Paenarthrobacter, Arthrobacter, and Pseudarthrobacter exhibited high connectivity in the co-
occurrence network, forming the core microbial community. The L. chinense rhizosphere displayed a unique
community structure, with significantly higher relative abundance of Chloroflexi compared to other plant species ( P<<

0.05) , and enrichment of specific biomarkers such as Longimicrobium. Functional prediction indicated that the
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rhizosphere microbiota of F. hippophae had the highest abundance of carbon fixation pathways (e. g. , one-carbon
pool by folate) , while L. chinense uniquely enriched the fatty acid elongation pathways. Soil physicochemical
analysis identified organic matter and available phosphorus as key drivers of bacterial community divergence in the L.
chinense rhizosphere, whereas pH primarily shaped the communities of F. hippophae, O. aciphylla, and A.
bidentatum. In summary, the findings reveal that desert plants recruit stress-resistant functional microbes to their
rhizosphere through selective enrichment of core genera like Pseudarthrobacter, thus providing insight and theoretical
support for microbial-mediated restoration of desert ecosystems.
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Fie B A 2 4 BR A O T A AR S PR R R 2 — o P E 2 SR A e T L NS R IR AR T E R X Z
— o i AL T Ok Hb | K AR S TR b B SR A R D E e e A e L B IR T B R Bl A A IR
B ALmRANSE N HRAES 2 E . NS T X AR B OK AL AR R R R H AL TR R T RRE
B DL S A 22 4F A RO W AR BE K Dy 32 A O AR B 5P (Stipa breviflora) e # R S 58 AE (A llium
polyrhizum) F1JG 1% fa + # (Cleistogenes songorica) , 3 2 A% 4 F A 40 i 20 (Allium tuberosum) V3 % (Artemisia
frigida) .~} EE(Carex duriuscula) VR IKTFEAE (Convolvulus ammannii) KMk (Kochia prostrata) B /R 28 ) i 4k
(Heteropappus altaicus) . B W # % JL (Caragana stenophylla) . ' [8] 8 3% JL (Caragana intermedia) F 21 &
(Reaumuria soongorica) 5 , ¥ W) #F ¥4 45 ¥ ] B, w0 )2 00 50 IR, BF 95 B0 35 0B 50 (I, HAF A e R IK s 2 7
XL (AR A AR T R AR A B B — e T O ELRE A B B XU VD AR R X SRS A AR G I

AP AR B B0 2 ) 0 B T AR 2R 3 T S S 30T - 3 JORE v )RR IR B AR W R R R 2R e T ARAR B
D3 Gl 8 5 10~100 4% ), A8 47 MR B sl 25 00 1 % 300 5 R 006 380 2ok o 5 L 900 % 380 2040 9 4 ) W SO T L 43 WA AL ) B3R
IR AR 55 J5E AT 4 AR DA B i g AR B - M SR Ak B T ) 45 22 A AL R R A1 R R A A TR R R AR B AR
RIS LA O T B T IR (Pseud omonas ) FVEL B L ER J& (Xanthomonas) 55 55 2% [ PR TR 35X S 20 31 5 16
Yy IV 1 20 265 2L 0 2% < A ) 30 5 0 DA R R R A AL TR B I Vi A Y Ay A A ) i A i 5 R R T A ) U 47 T )
f AT HLAY) BT BT T 3R A AR A A AU Y 5T (A s W 2R ), I S A 0 D A R AR L SR AR G
RALIRSAE Y K R L 30 355 W PR 5838 B8 7, 3 I AE 0 38 Ao MR B G AE W A e 1 3 A R R A e 7 AL
] 38 iR G T R B AT 9 T A T A2 M 90 A, R e R B R ) AR B N TR B A W B S 3 o TP B 25 S Ak A TR AR
SR R A 93 1 5, Lucas 55 ) AR B fal 28 90 48 2 04 & BOTFE V4 BE 98 48 350 28 Mt 35 i ( Solanum Lycopersicum) 5%
By ER s E o BT R AR A A A AR R S WA ) B R AR PR AR R VR D S5 A S D RE X Rh P A TR e
) N7 X5 AR /AR AR 0 38 A G R 3, R e e TR IR 3 43 MAT TR ) BT R A P B L T
YU L AR W A T AE S SR R W S A VA L A AR 0 A W LR AR SR R i an, £
AR LR AR PR AR AS & 4 KR T I 1] (Actinobacteria) F1ZE JE [ '] ( Proteobacteria) 9 i A4 41 5 42 5 AR
B S8R il A0 DK 8 ) 3 ML B OR TAEIAR R IR R IR R GE o AN [ W el e i DR R G AR B B A= 4 9 4 A A
325 5, ) SRR AR 3 S AR R A A R G S IR S RO T A A AR G P AL AR PR A
FEEA RPN, B R BT (T 5 R IR AN B0 ) S 1 PR Y A WA VR R 451 G i e A ik e T ) (R T R
Streptomyces) FEAT P A ARG F G0 00280 BT 130A= 90 o be S 3 T st X S B A A Ao 43 00 B A 22 G ik -
PR SR AR AR P, Bl ik 5 B2 2 R 19 0 5 (A il R ) P ) A A4 45 A 0 3 1A , SR 7 VA 2 A 1 DG B AR )
B0 i BT S S A W BT 0 A S T R S AN AT 38 R R ) — S W i IR AR ML L 38 RO R A AR S R SR
G S HORTIT R BRI ARAE o PRt , DUSP R 22 i v i s J i 20 73 90 i e B 30 90> e kg AR 5 X, DA X I
B9 v Ak (Allium bidentatum) | A %¢ (Hedysarum mongolicum) . #) #2 (Lycium chinense) | Jii 35 H (Ozxytropis
aciphylla) AR R B (Hippophae rhamnoides) 5 i AN [6] 1 572 BEAE 4 4 A 58 X 42, W B HOAR bR + S 4T 16S rRNA
B A I R TS LG W R v A A EAT 2B L B AR R AT SR R 22 T U e 5 AN () S U5 AR ) AR B A T



5535 B 4 W Ol 2E 3] 2026 4F 69

V& 2 RE S RO B A W 2R TR 1A DGR SR I 25 1, O ELYR N T M O 25 90 e BB A ) AR B s A 0 B IR, R
AHCWT ST B4 1 28 LA

1 #MR5FE

1.1 FRXEMAL

BIF 58 XS T 3 A 55 U 3 2R 2 50 Ok 22 i v 3t R 56 7 i b (1100127217 E, 43°43749" N) |, - 3 ¥ K
1100 m, 4FE 13 6 “C, AR —22. 3 °C, fie i ik 38. 3 °CL AR Y BE K & 310 mm, 4F 28 & it 2600 mm ., % b X4 i
AR Bl M A L AR R K R /ME ZE R B R SRS B RO 25 KL AR R IR EC R 25~35 d, J& ML AL i 2 T B A 25
B . M IX DA T 5 R R R B Y Oy E, E RV AR A S AT SR R YD 2R AR A
(Medicago sativa) .55 (Leymus chinensis) V% # VA J 5 52 5 (Stipa capillata) 55 .

1.2 #mRELHAE

TR 12 Hb X TE VAR ) A R R B () B [B] B (7 1) XU A A S8 M AT Ak Sk R DR SR U R AT AR B A A R
8 I 5 l444 0 STLYC .GQ MT R FH. AR 587 30 H I OB, ARG 56 3 54 K/ 10 m X 10 m i
FEJT IEAERE DT N BEALIE I 3~5 BRI AT i v Al A7 58 RS Sk DR RR VDB TS BR R R M 75 2 12
TEAL AR R 3 SRR ARAE Y o A A M B S R R O A B L R B T AR AR TR 0 AR AR AR TR B R A
SRR G I BRI R TSR R RS 2 mm A LR MRER . BESRES BRI T HEHR
T REAL BE o SRAE TAE S5 W 4 B A AR B 1 e 5) TR B 0 3 A TC R A4S TV I A 4 "C A= BUK AR 12 1% 0] 52 55
%, T —80 Chiftfr 7 v il BT .

1.3 ZHaFn A

WO p b AR A e HIAD Sk RN R VD B AR PR SRR S R AR 3 A A IR IS SRR R AE i
BB R R A8 Pacbio My ~F- £ #E 47 /& 38 5 U 15, 48 OB BR - 58 DNA L FI T 176 B i b 5 Jie v, vk A
il 52 19 B K240 DNAL $% 48 & W ¥ X B, & A A barcode 19 FF 5 51 ¥ . >R ] TransGen 28 w] Y
TransStart®FastPfu DNA 24 8 (AP221-02) , ABI GeneAmp®9700 # PCRAY#EAT PCR ¥ 1 .

A AR A e RO SO0 S MR HEAT B D REAS 3 H A KR — AR Y PCR PR & J5 247 2% AR BE e v
VKK, 1 ] AxyPrepDNA #E i 713 7 £ (AXYGEN 23 ) U1 [0 PCR 797, Tris HCLEBE . 5 B AL vk
e 45 K PCR Y QuantiFluor™-ST 3 8. 2¢ € i R 4t (Promega 24 m)) #EAT Ry I 28 1t , 2 )5 4% B4 HF
AR I Y e K FEAT A R L IR A . 2 JE $EAT PacBio SCEE R, H#E 5E S HE 4T PacBio )y, EEAAIE LT
DG SRR K 2) 5 AR IE i ANTP 5 B +DNA BRIE R &9, 8 456 5 3) 26 ANTP g ot i
S, 9 WERPONAR 5 s 4) B S b B, — O T BE AE A [R] B ANTP | 9 26 Y 3 P B 7% 5 5) A S 47 42
HEAT I ) I R AT o DU 58 U R TS A AU A4S R AR B B ST RO AL B S o Hr
1.4 X3 sALIEARN T

FIAR KT B AR BR 5 1 mm 0 J5 , 2 B8 5 RS AT M A v 7 2 000 2 LA 48 b o SR FH 80 7™ 032 0 s i 2
A, RI2.00 g KT 48 TP BN % o B -3 1. 0 g 8 B2 82K k3 7R 20, JK A8 (Oryza sativa) £ 76
UM WEMA 2 mL FIRA 872 7 (R By gk — W20 BB RR IS W . b= 3 S U i1k IS W %% &, 1 A 10 mL
NaOH # W 2" o 40 “CIEELAT P AL 24 h, FE R4 0 B 2~3 Yo fie dE 57 . IO R AR VE HS O 1 2 i 2%
T B 2 1, A5 AT 28 AR .

B A (mg-kg ' )=(V — V)X C X 14.0 X 1000

m
APV O VOREES S 2 HAERR AT (mL) ; C o HLSO M JE (mol- L") sm N B EEFRH (g) o
SR FH L % i 0 75 vk — SRR e A AL & i RS ARER 0. 1~0. 5 g o i - BF T8 il &, iIn A 5.0 mL
0.8 mol-L ' K,Cr,O, % M F 5 mL ¥ H,SO,, ¥ 5 J5 e 25 W B4 o 180 CYD IR M A& 5 min( H Wk I & 1S ) ¥ 2
JEHER R =M. BB ZE 60 mL, 4R 4E bk dE 7R 7 33 , 1 0. 1 mol- L' FeSOWM /& ERFLL AL M



70 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA (2026) Vol. 35,No. 4

HHR(%)=(V,— V)X CX0.003 X 1.724 X 1.1 X 100/m

K Vo VA SRR FEFeSO AR (mL) ; C 2 FeSO M E (mol- L) ;1. 1 W EAKIERE .

KM 0.5 mol-L™" NaHCO, 2 #& — S 86 9T Lo €4 1 I e sl il & 5 o FRBR 2. 50 g XU+, i 50 mL 0. 5 mol-
L' NaHCO 2 $23 (5 0. 1 g LG P % ) o 25 “CHR3% 30 min(180 r-min "), 37 BV JC i g 4K (A 72 28 W) - 38 2 4
Hr s 77 dh 45 : FT-3-209-385) o U o W HX 10 mL 38 , I 35 mL 7K A1 5 mL £ 86 5T 2 €57 , 1R &) J5 = iR W & 30
min. F 436 (Spectro 1000, DATACOLOR 28 ] )l 2 700 nm W 3% B, LB A5 E 26 (0~0. 5 mg-L 1) it

HALHE (mg-kg )= (TS BEH BE X R4 R AL ) / A I it

Fie t:K=1:10(m/v)FREL5. 00 g - #E, A 50 mL 25 CO.Z818 7K . 150 r-min '#i%3% 30 min, it & 30 min Ji5 §t
FiEW . A HE)S pH i (S500-Basic, METTLER TOLEDO 72 1) (hy i 28 g A% i) 1 A 38 W, S B0k % pH,
SEAT I A R 22 <20. 1,

&+ Kk =1:5(m/v)FH 10.00 g £ H#E, JIA 50 mL 2848 7K o 150 r-min~ '#& % 30 min, # & 30 min J5 B
W A S FE AL (S500-Basic, METTLER TOLEDO 2 &)l % 3§ /& f 5 3 (electrical conductivity, EC, ps*
em ), 2R E 25 “CF 28 IR AL IE .
1.5 #HELRIT 5>

fii F Usearch(V10. 0. 240) % {4 % ¥ A %05 5103 F 98. 65 % M LEE 45 OTU (#: 4 4325 B JC operational
taxonomic unit) W 4E i, I Usearch-sintax(v10. 0. 240) % £ 5 OTU S W Fh i Bt . 3 T W Fhids B S AR X =
BE L RIE T (v3. 6. 3) 58 BUAH B 9 Fh 2 AR IR BT . AR B8 30T J5 59 OT U, 2k H mothur(vl. 35. 1) 58 B 40 & Alpha
Z MR B0 A4S Shannon 8 801 Chaol #8 8055 , JF- F H SPSS 26. 0 4 X 5 il 5t 185 41 4 4R B 48 8 Alpha %
FEPESE B AT A £ W E M40 . 1 RIE 3 (v3.6.3) PCoA 43 #1 LA & 28 1% ) %1 4> #7 (linear discriminant
analysis effect size, LEfSe) X} 5 F 5 A Y AR b - S i& BEV& 22 S 470 0o 1 qiime (1. 9. 0) B #£ 17 Core
microbiome 4347 LA B Al AR A= B 2 °F G T O A M4 bt . R BAY 2 F 5K TR EDE
BYiTA.

2 ER5HMW

2.1 SHFEHMRT@EE LS

T 7 2t SR 2 A 5 000 Y 1 0 0 o B B iy 28 - 3L 10 B I 5 5000 B S LA i A B ) L SR T AT
JREE03 T o XF 5 Aol e T AE W) AR o A e T R PR R B S L kT 98, 6500 AR AT OTU R, 4t it
AR BTRE G FF B OTU BRI ZRE LSR5

M5 P FE AR Y 1Y 15 AR B R S SRR A5 BUF 31 228725 4, K EEAE 1300~1500 bp, $£3T 16S rRNA 3[4
1500 bp 2 47 (¥ 31 3L 4 220798 4%, i BUFF S0 B0 96.53% . Horb SR AR Y, v HE (ST) gL (YC) HMIid
(GQ) A3k fl (MT) AR SR V0 i (FH) 43 51115 %] 5989 ,10016 ,7076 . 10150 A1 4712 )7 41 . i i Chaol 1 Shannon
F8 Bt 5 b TRAE B B MR PR - A0 B Alpha 2 REVE BEAT VAT o 5 R4 AR B 40 B B9 Chaol 38 %5 il i 2R AK Uk A
FH>YC>MT>SI>GQ, Hif FH A YC & 2 % F ST A GQ(P<C0. 05) , F B FH A YC MR Br + HE 41 5 1) F &
3% m T HALAEY) (18] 1a) o Shannon 45 2 (15 1b) f i BRAK K N YC>ST>GQ>FH>MT, Hoh YC AR by - 3
0 74 Shannon £ 50 3 &5 T H AR SR BEAE ) , MT W 5 i (P<<0. 05) o

%5 T Unweighted Unifrac fil Weighted Unifrac £ 55 , i ik PCoA 437 5 it 5ic AR ) AR B - S5 1 % 25 4 1Y
22 5% . Weighted Unifrac 73 HT 45 R R W] 55 1B 20 B V& A9 SR G MR R 66. 18065 5 2 Al A M R 11.16%0, 2
A FEERA R T 77, 34% BN BEVE G500 25 5 (B 1o) o WP Sie SAE 0 W R 1 396 40 T 40 7 [ 2L R AR 4 X 1 8
60T, T AN )L 400 T R X B 88 A, 3 WS TR AL 400 D AR B - 20 A B VA AP e 22 57 O MT 55 YC I FH B9 REAR A5



5535 B 4 W Fll2F 3 2026 4F 71

AR T P 5 50 A 2 W G AR o 9 A0 o A v 2 S AR R /N S T G Q AT STRR AR G A 5 T H Al AR 0y B 5 3R 1] ST AT
GQ b 0 MR P S 240 B 10 %% AH L T 0 At 3 b A A 22 S 0K

6000  a 03 *SJ
5000

a b a
| I 269
L be 0.2 + . °MT
c ® @ e FH
=3000 +
2000 - 0.1 F ‘
1000 F )
0 ; ; . : 0+ °
YC GQ MT FH

SJ YC GQ MT FH 04 02 0 02 04 06 08 1.0
YIFh Species PC1 (66.18%)

1 SMETEEYRRTEAEHRESHFEREER PCoA S

Fig.1 Five desert plants rhizosphere soil bacterial community diversity indices and PCoA analysis
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Fig. 3 Relative abundances of rhizospheres bacterial communities at the species level for five desert plant species
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Fig. 4 The distribution of significant species LDA values of rhizosphere bacteria for five desert plant species
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Table 1 Physicochemical indicators of rhizosphere soil for five desert plant species

R i A HLB W A pH L
Sample Organic matter Available phosphorus Available nitrogen Electrical conductivity
(g-kg ") (mg-kg ") (mg-kg 1) (pseem )
WAE A, bidentatum 51.83£2. 12bc 96.92+9. 62¢ 4.68+1.17¢c 7.93£0.15b 295.45£7.01b
¥4 H. mongolicum 53.31+1.49b 106.6248. 17bc 5.62+1.12b 7.97£0.12b 307.62=+11. 38ab
MifC L. chinense 56.82£1.81ab 111.1547.33b 5.89=£0.98ab 7.84£0.15b 328.70£9.55a
WM O. aciphylla 50.38£2. 35¢ 98.01+9. 22¢ 6.11+1.23a 8.17+£0. 06a 297.32+10.41b
KIUPBEH. rhamnoides 57.92%1. 24a 121.31£5. 21a 5.12+1.29b 7.8240.15b 329.88+9. 28a
VAR [ NG 5 25 25 5 5 (P<<0.05) ,n=3.
Note: Different lowercase letters in the same colum indicate significant differences (P<Z0. 05) based on post-hoc tests; n=3.
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Fig. 5 DCA ordination of rhizosphere bacteria for five desert

plant species
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Fig. 6 RDA analysis of influencing factors of rhizosphere
bacterial community structure for five desert plant species
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Fig. 7 Core microbial network analysis of rhizosphere bacteria for five desert plant species
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o N R R et BB 6o B, KGN R 3 . In the graph, the size of a node represents the relative abundance of the corresponding
OTU; the darker the node color, the higher the degree value of that node. The degree indicates the number of connections a node has with other nodes in
the network. A higher degree value suggests the node plays a more important role in the co-occurrence network and is more likely to be part of the core
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nodes. The color of the line indicates whether the correlation is statistically significant: red denotes a significant correlation, while grey indicates a non-

significant one.
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Fig. 8 Analysis of functional differences in rhizosphere soil bacteria of five desert plants and heatmap of functional genes,
enzymes, and metabolic pathways

(a) : 5 Fh 3 W AH 9 AR B+ B2 40 & TF 7% 2 6 NMDS 43 #f Non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS) analysis of functional characteristics in
rhizosphere soil bacterial communities of five desert plant species. (b) : KEGG % 4l ¢ 1 B 19 — 2% 43 2% )2 9% #4 [&] Hierarchical heatmap of primary
classification levels in KEGG database annotation; map00785: #i % fi# {{ #f Lipoic acid metabolism; map00020: = & 2 fi§ ¥ Citrate cycle; map03060:
# 1 5 4> W Protein export; map00521: — W 3% 14 [ f# Dioxin degradation; map00072: il 1A (1) & B 5 [ f# . Synthesis and degradation of ketone
bodies; map01230: % & ik i /£ ¥ 5 B Biosynthesis of amino acids; map00471: D-4% & Bt ik 5 D- 4 & MR 14 i D-glutamine and D-glutamate
metabolism; map00710: & & 4= # 19 B [# & Carbon fixation in photosynthetic organisms; map01062: i 251k & ¥ 5 & 1k & 9 (0 = ¥ & %
Biosynthesis of terpenoids and steroids; map02040: #f & 41 %% Flagellar assembly; map00061: H§ Wi fik A= 9 /5 & Fatty acid biosynthesis; map00780: =
#) Z AL Biotin metabolism; map02030: 4l i #4 fk ¥ Bacterial chemotaxis; map00970: Apelin {5 5 il # Apelin signaling pathway; map01212: i ii fig
R} Fatty acid metabolism; map00290: 5% & MR 5 5 ¢ 2 W2 i 4= ¥ & B Leucine and isoleucine biosynthesis; map00770: ¥Z 2 5 i B A A9 4= 91 & 1%
Pantothenate and CoA biosynthesis; map03430: 45 it & &2 Mismatch repair; map00473: D-P4 & 2 18 i} D-Alanine metabolism; map04112: 4 Jifd 7§ ¥
Cell cycle. (¢): KEGG H#5 FE 1 5 19 i =F & #4 [8] Heatmap of enzyme abundance annotated by the KEGG database; a: #EHH & Wi Sucrose synthase;
b: M Trypsing c: i A LW Peroxidase; d: H ALY L Superoxide dismutase; e: i & B2 ¥2 {L i Procollagen-proline dioxygenase; f: /\
Lo I Ok -5- 32 12 38 JRL i Pyrroline-5-carboxylate reductase; g: #§ # B 25 (1 i Thermolysin; h: i % fb A W Catalase; i: fiff & /2 i &0 Proline
dehydrogenase; j: % [ i (& B &% P9 VI & 4 /& Proteasome endopeptidase complex; k: 4+ Z Bt N Ik B Glutamyl endopeptidase; 1: -3 #) B Alpha-
amylase; m: AWE 5 # Xylose isomerase. (d): AR Fr 4 & #F & Bk 268 LA K g W5 18 365 2y B8 3T % #4181 Heatmap of carbon, nitrogen, sulfur, and lipid
metabolic pathways in rhizosphere bacterial communities; a: i JJij B2 ik 5% 4E £ Fatty acid elongation; b: JIg I R 19 4= ¥ &5 B¢ Fatty acid biosynthesis; c:
Jg Wi BR AR Fatty acid metabolism; d: N6 F1 R i 2 1) 42 9 & 1l i 42 Biosynthesis of unsaturated fatty acids; e: ME2 45 (1) —Hk ¥ {3 #th One-carbon
pool by folate; f: fiftJ8 1.0 Bk £ Central carbon metabolism in cancer; g: @i #% iz & 4t Sulfur relay system; h: & 7E H A= % 09 Bk [ & Carbon
fixation in photosynthetic organisms; i: % 2 i Nitrogen metabolism; j: Bi Z X Sulfur metabolism; k: JI§ JIii 2 5 fi# Fatty acid degradation; 1: Z ¥
O J& HE W) % fi# Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon degradation; m: I 3 /> 45 Bk 2 % b # % Y& Proximal tubule bicarbonate reclamation; n: k& % € i
Carbon metabolism; o: JEA% A9 i Bk [ 2 #% 72 Carbon fixation pathways in prokaryotes.
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& 134 B8 KEGG il =F B 4 & (8] 8c) , e B 22 S5 3R R, R VD AR B A 98 0 A W B 9 v 9 AROB S A B L oo
VE B I AT 2 R P IR (glutamyl endopeptidase ) &5 [ i A& P9 Ik &2 & 4 (proteasome endopeptidase complex) Fil i
AR N U T A A Y o A A AR PR S G A W B R Y B AR 1 8 (trypsin) RO BEBE 5 B8 (sucrose synthase)
B T HAMAEY) o v AR AR By - HE A W R VR b G W AR T 6 R B I (thermolysin) (A % I -5- 3R iR i 5L Tl
(pyrroline-5-carboxylate reductase ) I i 48 b 4 1B Ak il W 35 v T HAWAR Y . Y C MEBR - G0 AE Wy i v b 9 2o 4 4k
Yy g A 22 R 2 AL b 35 R T LA AR ) o T MUT AR B - SR W R 7 A K i A G il

HE— 5 J T XF 5 S A 4 1) A TR R TR ik R B DA R R A T B E B 0 43 B, O A AR (1 8d) L AR AR
W 5 Tl A8 0 7E A5 D B8 Ty 1 [R)AF A7 7E 22 5, Horb FH b & A2 i AR hE B A 28 i 22, E B 4558 of M2 2 5 19 i
PRI 28 | T A% A W v — S A e e AL A BILBI Ak 5 1 1Y 2 2 AT 38 43 R A 0 AR PR i U B0 5 e A 1 o R A 5 ik
AR O A AR 38 0% 5 I 017 7R I ik S R O 1) QO 3 3% 5 4 e 2R A G 1 A T s R A A% 3o % 498 A i i e 2R A G Y A T
#% s Ao R AN . AAD AU S B B I D R EE A BE AR D7 R 00 o R R e RO LW S T AR o A
SR AN A7 S e 4R B ARGHE B AH AL, 32 AL EE AR 7 R A B AR WA B BUBR U7 R N5 A DT 3R A G A AR E s A 7D
derp T T AR A G IR 7 R A AR AR AU AR RN TR 1Y AR A . £ B TIR SRR SR A W) AR BR L
SN G R T D RE LA S et AR I I A 3 s e OF Bk SRR AR i 25 e T RE S A i AR KR E AU
T 2 LA R P i P 7 AR I 35 5 0
3 itie
3.1 BRI XS B K AAY KRR E S R

R R 15 A W A 7 T LAAE g R A A B AR D BE R 3K 2l 3, B A 4 v Al 8 AR 808 S BB T (3 iR AR A X R
Wy J5 4 WA e ) (IR i R R SR B 0 AR T RE T R 23 A U 2R A AL T Ol R AR R B
A= )R 3 UK 8 A A AR SR SRS B B A AR 6 I A W DR A T A P AR R A A A A T 4 ) 2H RN 2
g L2 5,

T W) MR B 2 A AR 2R 3R T 5 9 Al 1) DB, R AR B A 7R DR i I 2, i DL A 0 9 Al B R R 2 AT
W )& (Bacillus) 9 i J& (Enterobacter) FUM v 82 /R 45 [ B J& (Burkholderia) s BE A, i WL 48 9 42 Br 40 18 (plant
growth-promoting rhizobacteria, PGPR) it & 4 #F & J& (Agrobacterium) 3% 3L IS W J& (Eriwinia) | 7t 0 FF B J&
(Achromobacter) - & 5 HTEE [CH & (Pasteuria) V& [CH B (Serratia) 550

AW 5E ) PacBio & 8 & 55 AR K 48 75 SR 2K 22 W1 90 1 55 5t S AR ) AR PR AR ) RE I A R 0 R RURRAE L
A2 X PN 5 AR DL i DX B A 5 DA R A% S AR R AR W W A R B, R T O R BT R ] R
FEBE T 3 Chen 5558 2o = 38 50 37 & 300 VU - 5 B b DX A9 4 26 8 v 00 000 34 58 11 [ A 3 4DUFF P T RS TR BT D
TEABIESE h g 5 SR VBB i Sk ) VD AR AL AR PR AR A TR A DR ST T o A IE BT ) R T AT T S
EARPAITESE R B X PR T RE G I I PR b R e AT K S5 R 58 N R AR R B A R A G, AR IR T
B )3z 3 N R R TR T AR A T S R D) (it AR R R AR W BT ) DA SRR BT B A L R i
R M [ R T S VA ) AR B AR P T RE A R

TEJR 73 28K b, SR S AR ) AR PR b b 20 SRR N AT R TUR YA & | b8 A AU R AR
PO T JE L R IR AR S TR M (0 7 5% (Caragana korshinskii ) K1Y MIAR PR A 38 bk BB FT 8 8 B 8
HAFEAEA WE b b ] e, P OF TS S5 R AL . AE A RS AR AS 1 D0 34 T Jm 5 HG Al 4 o A 0 AR B 1 S A0 3
PR 22 S A, S LA 5 0T 1A U R T TR S L T RE SR F B R ) B AEVE A G, WREEIR AR R
P B RN Y 55 WA (Ammopiptanthus mongolicus) FAE Sk BIAR bR b L3458 W FF B 8 LD O
J& (Rubrobacter) MBI AT BB BLAHX E LS. HAME LRI EA KD A&H S0 EE 4
( Brachanthemum mongolicum) .1 ¥ (Haloxylon ammodendron) . % M 2 (Allium polyrrhizum) | 1§ (Nitraria
tangutorum ) FNZLAY B AR PR A B HE 5 AF7E 25 55 o A LS 58 35 J B0 R R 258 1 A 400 R o 240 87 v 7 40l A =
JE T AR AFAE 22 5 o AERN 432KV b, 5 Tl 575 AR ) R s 58 v %) 10 34 A 1 ) ol Sy ORI J T RR ) T TR AT AT T
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Jr TR AR N A MR TR B AR L R D PR M TR S A AR TR R o P v R ORCR VDR A7 S Sk LAY
SR TR ol ST, I AR KT 3 B A AE 0 3 25 5 0 DRUBRET R B0 D9 5 vty U~ T S V0 D e DX 1 6 A A 2P VR K
BEAE AR TC P Ba - R 8 (Allium mongolicum) WIAR PR T HEAH TR 5 AA7E 22 5% AR BR85S S AL, )@
IR 1 . 35 22 S (AR ARG PP A B T 0 Al v i) rh R A AR T R S R ) F s 1R R B W Y T Bl i e B
Tl o 3K — &5 R SCHE A A PR AN B, W] AR S A AR R 40 0 A 2R B AR OG o 9 N AR AT 43 0 1 T R 25 )
J5T AT BE A0 ) A 22 0 BH PR T (AN 2k ) Y A G, AR R 4 25 T 1D A 2 B L X 15 LEfSe 70 A v Mg AC AR B 25 25 B 1) 19 ik
FEAEMY G UL BT 43R W5 Rl A AR PR A S 2 TR R VR R AS [R] 43 28 KT BB A AR R R B Y 25 Sk I
HIRAE B AT R A 1 22 5 30K .

Y S b TS AS TR S TRAE AR R AR W R T 2 ) 22 S L AR I SR 5 b S AR )RR B S AR S 6% A T
P — AT T LESe /08T, 45 R B WA R Y AE LDAZ=4. 0 /K EbRE YR 25 . HisE " 3w
5l VG SR IR 22 301 Mo X %) 8 1 (Zygophyllum xanthoxylum ) M + o A7 72 58w =F B 10 2002 B B o Bk B b BE b 19
PR H . ERM KPR LA R EETWILT RE A BARBEEA NS EFESEYREY . d@F
SEHE SR Z2 W b X 4 2 H A48 (Helianthemum songaricum) (%3 £ VU4 K ( Tetraena mongolica) V047 W43 8 H
TR FEE R AR T H TR R € I BERE ) AT A R SR . FEM RS AR PR LA A R AR T %
DR EAT R E KRB R A -2 A A bR S . TR R D O PR R o R AR TR T ROk
W H TR S A bR S . 8 BRI N (RS B AR PR - B AR W AR TS N I8 R 2 AR D T O R S
THCEE Wy 8 R X = 88 5 T Y4 A AE 22 5
3.2 REMMRIFLEMAHREAREFEH

IS 1) i A A0 R B 0 TR ARV AE T N KT B A R A 28R L (H RO R A A AR B A I 1 25 5 S 8
HAR SR AR R, e 1A FAE Y AR PR 3 U E W R DI REAAAE 22 7% o TEARWESE h SR BEAE W)
MR R LA (4 O 5B 1T R AT B D RO R B 1T, Fierer 25 BIF 9% J BRR AT B 11 RIVIBC S 081 1 R An B 4 398 v 5 ML 1
G AR A2 4B P S A (2B K o ORI AT TR 5L A ) 25 M e A BB T 2 T D A A Sk TR AR R ) R R AR T
SiR AR o 40 T A R 0T Bl DR AR R o TRTERE 2 Sk AR B b SRR S T R B0 D TR TR J TR R LD B SR A T AR R AR PR A BT
FEA B AR ES B A — 2 BB BERE 7, B 06 B2 5 A W) AR X 8 0T = A WOOR T o M A AR B R e PR R TR (R
PRI T 2 B 56 DA v s 4 DL N /H R 1) 5558 PR 36 T (nha) FT S AR 36 DI R 02 11 ) T B 5 Bl A L
# ST TR £ 5 L R LR AL DI RE (R AR R PUAEALRE ), AR E S T A . W AE AR PR L R AR T g
A MR TR R RN A AR TR T TR e A TR — B ELAT [E ECRE ), R RN AR B b s P AR B0 e v AR
FESR AR TE B IR EE P B o Taman 55 R 3L, R 50 04 I 5 ARk () T 1 26 8 AR B T foff D 7 4 05 32,4507,
I B 2w TR A B W18 A LR AR O R X R IR RERR A B A R A BE I A ik R R SRt VI RE
T AR BE ), 3O 18 ™ I AR A PR B b A S AR ) BT R S A AR A TR R AN A R R VD AR B A s P Y
DB TR T [a] I 3 AT B S A 5% 5 Fh S5 T AR ) M B v %) 200 200 B S, 0 9IRS M8 AT T Ja8 TR AR T 1 - g
F14) IR T R 2 P Tl T Tt 9% A 080 A A A R VR | 10 T AT A0 AR S i T A K R A R R RN 8 DT R A R R S
75 AR BERE ) AT M SRR PR D R AR 0 S TR L A AR AE dadC R narG IR, AT R A% 58 2o XA
Wi 3 LA B G PR R R A HEAE ) AR KL ZE B TIR S TR A L B R S D R R - A R VA A
1 22 5, S BON bR 40 TR FE & 7E DD R A7 7E 22 5 (H L R S A 28 D RE X REAE — i A BE 1 4 i A ) A0 B i vk, B T
O S ) B G R A G
3.3 RIEFEACME R AT T AL M AR B A BF K 20 R AR T Ak 69 3R S AF R

A BIF 5 30 ok W0 5 5 b S AR A AR PR T A A L BT G SO R AL pH M H 5 R D) G ) Picrust2 T 4R 75
SHEAKEGG i #1942 B 8l , i — 048 1 AL VR B S5 U E W vs S5 i A DD RE Y SR B &R o 4 R AR B,
AN TR ) AR B 338 04 37 3 K P R BE 38 PR A AR 3 2% S L 3X T B 2 BBl AR PR M VR 2 S OCHEIR R
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ey A 8 v RS 43 R A [ ) AR B A TR A A B I KR VD B (FHD) A AR B - 98 38 B ) e
A HLT A (57,92 g-kg ) FIEE & & 1 (121, 31 mg-kg '), X ] fit il o XU ML 52 0 A 0 BEVR L A HL
JBT S S 35 B AOE y CAn i R T 1)) 3R A E & IS 4, A i Gl o B- A A W T B (EC 3. 2. 1. 2D S R 2 5 A ML~
R I BRI VD R R S A0 TR R IE P R A R 0 — B B b DA% A ) 04 ik [ A AR RNk R AR
T HAAE Y (P<<0.05) , DAL MR i 42 35 o mE AE K DA bt ash i = B ARk 42, ELAR i % 35 5 R A9 34
Sl SR i [ AR OG 3R BT DR AL U A 5 TS B A 0 ok [ E BE D R . X R R T FHOAR BB B A9 AR X T Rl
28.26%~58.13% , W & T HAWAR Y (P<<0. 05) . BB Y & 4 5 155 A 1w i & R B (27. 6 20) B AH G 1%
Ja& VAR T 2 AR ME B R W (EC 3. 1. 3. 2) I A HLBE Al 9 ol I RDE S RIS 5 230 45 b O TU L8 (5 FF 14 /&
TR ) 118 T AH DG4 2 B HL W R 3 o A T R 4 8 A i PR 1) 3R LA b, 7R T Al AR B b R R T )
3¢ e ~F B2 1 v 18 A AR R AT R R AR A AR A TR PR L 3 T R 2 B A 4 TR SIS R SE A B 5E 17  RCRE T n a
T U AEAR R A R G R B HO A R SOR] L S B A AR B 0 AR R T A A ) (P<<0.05) . L B3]
e RN TE A B K W R I 2 B B0 F T A B EAF A Y 2 .

R 6T 5 o 57 Y54 ) R Bk 498 1) B AR A B 4 0 5, 48 pH AL — TS W] 20 1) 5 T 2L ) R A A 1 I B
KT o ASBIEZE 48 Sk (MT) A B+ 48 pH (8. 17) 8 25 5 T I A A 4 (P<<0. 05) , 3 1 A 5 30— 26 HL A Tif 46 0 R F
P 0 A0 B ST 4L A0 - W LT SRR 49 7E MUT AR BR 9 AT 2 B3k 12, 4%, B0 Ak (SD 4 1R 83. 0% . 1% BF 1T
f 38 4 AP AL AR (A T M P pH RS, IR I B 2R R (EC 3. 4. 21, 62) B ML T IR BURIR ™ . BRIL=Z 40, &
pH 1 20 EU Ak 4l B (AOB) 3 #, F 8 MT M B sl 20 & & it (6. 11 mg-kg ') BN fe i, H HE 0 AR g i o =
(KEGG map00910)HIk F FH, X5 LE{Se /34 MT A Fr it = fif fb 82 B & ( Nitrospira) b 590 0 25 1 — 5.

R A X5T 5 375 S AE ) AR PR A B8 (%) BRALFR A5 A DU, AN R A AR B 138 i il SR AR I 25 25 57, X Al e SR W 4R
53 W38 23 05 ) 68 TR A 35 PR R A . ZEASBIESE R R AL (G Q) AT R VP (FH) AL By i, 52 %8 (328, 70~329. 88 s+
em” ) i m T HAMAE Y (P<<0.05) , RAEAE — & Fh W30 JE 7o T AE AT AR B B 28 B 4R MO S S P 1) mT B 2 &
T A S T CAn T R ) A R A 18 35 e, LI 4 P trehalose-6-phosphate synthase(EC 2. 4. 1. 15) 5K 45 D1 %L
ARFR B IR 0 2. 165 GQAR BRI FC B JE (R X £ B 5. 1%0) R HARBRAN T P& MR A s, S '
R IE A O, WK 8 PR P AE A T Na'/H I 1) 5% 328 85 1 (nhaA FE ) HEH o 5 Na©, [R] B 3006 KOl &R 48
(kdp operon) 447 #5 T F- A ° . R4 Picrust2 $& 4L T A A (8 19 2y A T3 I , 15 FE i 6 PR A7 52 BT 2 25 500 e 1) e
PEo AR A A I AL 2F B | DR TIE 33 26 T BE T A% A 42 B S

R A 4 SR AR A 5 R VR T RE A AR R OA B SRR e . B, 3 T B R 5 B b XA 4 AR PR
THCEE W B A A SR I AR DG S 3 /0, A 9 LA 52ty S 2R 22 30 P A 5% 0 b B AT 19 9 b R A i, DA X
AR T AE B S R VDR A S SRR T A4 AR B 3 Sy X 4, X AR W RV A R A RV LA R T
RB AT %5 58 5 40 M7, o I S5 3 A 0 AR s B 26 0 ) B A 9% 5 P 35 TR 3R R DG M F 9 2 (L B0 Rk o (R AR R 5 A0 %
T2 DX 5 i VS AR 4 AR B A T AR IS B LD RE AT A AT L U B R A W Rl S AR R A D 9 HR R A ) — A BLAR
A ALEE UE AT AF 5T 5 B, A7 AE — R Ry BRAYE |, S 82 08 T LAAS BIF 5 o 5 At 0 — 25 TR A2 30 A i) X 3 1) 32 T A 400 AR B 440
TR RE % 25 55 LA SR Br 440 TR 5 e AL B AR B PIL T o

4 &R

1) Jic T4 W AR B 200 1 AR 9 2L B LA AR U (ELAR O SR 8 R e S o S AP R B (U0 R A se oA ik
) RSSO MR PR - e b AR 1T RO B T RBLRT B ) D A A S B T CRE X EBE=>1500) o Hob M AC AR
P 9% 24 S5 DO T AR Ay, FE R 25 B 1D A XS =R BB W 35 T A Bl (P<<0. 05) , HLAR 5 1k 5 4R KRR s 25
YRS

2) U A W R Vs TR T TSGR R AL o LB 2% 23 B S B, AT R BT AT TR R S AT R AR A
P AR W45 rf B R R (degree (BB i ih 43) , B U BRI AR Pr i) 22 0 D REAR B 03X S8 1 Ji ] Al ik 70 304
J b 22 B 2 A o A 2R ) K s S i A ), P I e e 8 5 R o
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3) L LN F IR BEVE o S S U RE ik . B HLE (OM) 5 388 (AP) J2&: A0 AT AR B 40 B B 75 45 74 43 5+ 19
SRR EN 1 (RDA 2387 il B R 56. 6 20) 5 pH I 25 52 Wi R V0 0 0 S SR R0 3B AR B 1 v 4 A (P<<0. 05) 5 KR
V0 AR B B A W Y Bk [ 5 3 % (4 one-carbon pool by folate ) = i f5 5 , 100 #4220 A5 G U TR J0E o 368 [ a5 4, 3% IH A
Yy 38 =8 R AR ) D e DG Ak T 3 4 TR Y A 4 TEC SR S

)T B UE Ry T B A A e S S A B AR S o T B AE W AR AR 0 WA ) TR B VR R S VY AT B S B AR
B T8 A S BT AR BE ) A O R R A R BT D RE RS . R IR R T AR — AR W R I R ML A AR
R TEER AL TS R AL T OCHY A R IE S He
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