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Identification of Bacillus velezensis DSSR-2 and its role in promoting growth

and root rot resistance of Salvia miltiorrhiza under forest

WU Hao BAIGege ZHANG Lei HAN Lirong”
( Northwest A & F University, Yangling 712100, China )

Abstract: To resolve the frequent occurrence of root rot in Salvia miltiorrhiza Bunge under forest plantations in Shangluo,
Shaanxi Province, China, this study isolated pathogenic fungi from infected roots using tissue isolation. The pathogenic fungi were
identified by morphological and molecular biological methods, and the effect of biocontrol strain DSSR-2 Bacillus velezensis Ruiz-
Garcia. on disease resistance and growth promotion was evaluated. Fusarium oxysporum Schltdl. was identified as the primary
pathogen causing root rot in Salvia miltiorrhiza Bunge. under forest plantations in Shangluo Shaanxi province. The biocontrol
strain DSSR-2 was identified as Bacillus velezensis Ruiz-Garcia.. Plate confrontation assays demonstrated that DSSR-2 exhibits
significant antagonistic activity against eight plant pathogenic fungi, including F. oxysporum, with inhibition rates ranging from
80.56% to 97.56%. Additionally, this strain possesses plant growth-promoting traits, evidenced by its ability to produce indole-3-
acetic acid (IAA), siderophores, and phosphate-solubilizing enzymes. DSSR-2 fermentation broth achieved a 65.56% control
efficacy against S. miltiorrhiza root rot and significantly increased leaf length, leaf width, and fresh weights of both above-
ground and underground parts. Physiological and biochemical analyses revealed that DSSR-2 enhances the activities of superoxide
dismutase (SOD) and peroxidase (POD) in the roots of S. miltiorrhiza, reduces malondialdehyde (MDA ) content, and thereby
alleviates oxidative damage. This study confirms that B. velezensis DSSR-2 possesses dual beneficial effects of disease suppression
and growth promotion. It provides both a theoretical basis and technical support for the green control of S. miltiorrhiza root rot and
the sustainable development of integrated forest-medicinal plant systems.
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FME AR DRI 2 ST B DSSR-2 % E K H AT 42 i 42 25 5 SRR o 1 O 52 St

PR IR YT (O 2 ORI K, 202D . BEE FHS
e R EE N W A DL R AR R Y H g2, AT
e B AR BT E S M F ORI B
PR ESTS K MAGE R X 2 —, FFS4E =
2N E T 30%. o, B SRS A RO
I3 P2 W R e T 44 T Ah, AR
% M R AR AR 7 (Rl IBUER RN SC R, 2023) o BEE
2 18 M XA 29 A0 R oRE FLBE (g B K, A A () A
H i 8, AUT8E TS RGN A 18, 51k
HEAERRBE A TS E . R EA AT R
GE P IH K T .

FF 2R % 3 5 B A8 Fusarium B8 2
J1H F. proliferatum (Matsush.) Nirenberg ex Gerlach & Nir
(Yangetal., 2021) . Ji& Bz 4 J1 B F. solani (Mart.) Appel &
Wollenw., 2% 7 #it J] & F. oxysporum Schitdl. (15 ¥ 45 ,
2021) FA W B J] B F. equiseti (Corda) Sacc.( 25 F2 48 55,
2022) Bph a5 A 4R G T B, o Rt T LA B R RE
FEHLT S o PR  E R, AT D,
MR AR I 2, ™ S I b RS BB, AR S o0 A R R
P2 M 9 3 BT S i b 2 R AR, A O IR R
Bl ™ R B 0 AR R A T4 R 2
T U b DXOBRR rf 2 AR o R DK, 200 FE 1
Bj iy 3 A Ak 2 24 0], G0 D BRI | R Tk PP A R S
ORI S 24 5] e DR A A b A R e, BRI
ANEBAE 2 S BUR B Y U o . LAY R
FEZAEVERRAR | A 24 5% P AR A5, T 52 i NS4 B |
WA NS . PR BA IR K
& EIEBRE A A, B Y A SR, ©
A H 2 b AT R AR R 9T I R

M AE R, FI A= B T R T TR Y T 25 864 2R W B T6 BE
FOEAT ZE . B, A5 ZF A8 Bacillus subtilis
(Ehrenberg) Cohn( Sa et al., 2022) . A H S L Glomus
versiforme (Karsten) Berch, W 9% K% Trichoderma harzia-
num Rifai 55 7] H P76 P 2 W8 (F 5 5%, 2014);
18 [C 45 B2 W F3 Streptomyces werraensis & B R Xt N5
Panax ginseng C. A. Mey f J& J5% . 5 /& 5% B 2
FIRCR, I R e i A SR ¥ & . Bt R 14 pH
RGP T8 2549 (Qi et al., 2021) o #8434 Bl 1A 1 %
A28 ZE AT B Paenibacillus polymyxa (Prazmowski) (Ash
et al) P 4 155 PF 2 %0 T B 0 09 i 32 77, 34 g 65 42
P2 b A A 0 R S R 2 A A3 R R
(Jiaetal., 2025) . H AT, 76 F# AR T PF 245 5E A 25
Rgih, AR RE . UK SRATI RN L FE
B R B IR AT W IR AT IR . A BE R 2 E TR —

bEg 3 & S (XA R (9 I DO 7 ST PU I I = a o
$t 5 6 A W AN AR A W ik 38 T AZ 0 0V AL o Gl =

AW 5T N B VG 48 RIS AR T A S A E X P S
R 95 93 I AT 43 5 M, IR AR MRl B DL S =
T3 40 B 3R A5 (4 26 B T DSSR-2 W HFFE X %, 454 F
AT R A 3% R 245 205 3k 00 L R A e
Xt T2 MR 95 %) 837 5550 B e Ak B 0 Tl 2R 9 1% 1 Y A
Ry FF R X I T AR S M s 1) 6 2 7 TR R
A1 R T R R L AR B

1 MBSk

1.1 #8

P2 AR 3 9 bR R F B VE 48 7 I T LD BH L AT B
HOMCR PFS R AE X (33°18'N, 110°7'E, 3% 980 m) .

H: BJj # DSSR-2 Bacillus velezensis Ruiz-Garcia., 1
ARSI 5B A LR PSR X A RS S AR B 4,
TR AR DR 7T e ] G A ) T i O A T 2 B 2 5 T
H: ¥+ ( China General Microbiological Culture Collection
Center, CGMCC), #7551 CGMCC 31207,

12 EFEBRT

T, i S 25 B B 5% 3 (potato dextrose agar, PDA) :
T F4 B 200 g/L, i % B 20 /L, BUIR 15~20 g/L, AN M
5 pH; WA IR BN TR N B g o

A B A 7 B 3% £ (luria-bertani, LB): B & A Ik
10 g/L, BEEE R B 5 /L, NaCl 10 g/L, Bflig 15~20 g/L,
pH=7.0; W 1A 15 55 A G I Bt o
13 ASHRBFFREEIBS5EE
131 mRAS>S. b5 BARLE R

i JEL DA I A3 5 5 Ak 2 5 S AR (2023) Tk, T
RS, HFH2RYIT, AR+, 75% %
TH#E 30's, 2% R S 2 B4 4 75 10 min, JC 1 7K 5 % 3~
5K, TCEIEARI T K o e B AR B T TAE A
FHTE B TR JT DA 55 £kt 22 B AL DI /NA 5 mmx
5mm L LB, 2250 % PDA B3R5 |, F 28°C fHE A&
P RG SR A B0 8 5%, PRI 222920 2 WAL IR A7

A P+ 2 M 95 95 IR B B2 FP & PDA A L BT
28°C fH IR K5 R A0 P B B 4% 3% 5~7 d, MR i 2 B K
R L B VR B €0 R BT b o DR B 22 KB T O B i
BRTFMEHEHMES. PR BFERSE. &
2 (R P D LR 27 ) (5K v SC, 1988), AR LR A 4
IE 265 5 3 LA o
132 J& /R H R 2

HF 75 I B Mk B2 Bl Z PDA - M b I AR 8 3% 5~7 d,
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AR

o 2k

fifi FH G B 47 FL %% (=8 mm) T il B8 f . & B 2 a A= fi
P SRR, EUREE CGERE 130, B E TS
TG B R AR B9 B B b, FHTE TR 70 7 AR Be 3R
Aok ey o) 45 11, O A T TR TR D, LA BN JC T PDA
Pk s (A IR, AL EE EE AT 3 Uk B FE A AR A R
WA B 28°C N LA N . 3~5dJa WS R
AL, IE I EUA 5 2 4L B & PDA SN 4k
SL 0y B R VR B o B AR AT 00 9 D B 5 B P R A
A7 HOXT, 52 ARl o DG I 3600
133 RRA>TEMFER

KM CTAB % (cetyltrimethylammonium bromide)
& HU i 1 B DNA, fiff ] EL 7 (DNA-ITS J3 51 38 H 5
) 1TS4: 5° -TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3" FI ITS5:
5" -GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG-3" D) K %E fif
AT EF-1a 519 EF1-728F: 5" -CATCGAGAAGTTCGAG
AAGG-3" #1 EF1-986R: 5" -TACTTGAAGGAACCTTA
CC-3" 43 5 X%t H A5 B & 1Y ITS A1 EF-1a J7 51 17
P4, S B ER AR R AR AR (L) &
Ao PCR RWAKZR (25 ul): L FU#F5144% 1.0 uL, DNA
FiHz 1.0 uL. PCR Mix 12.5 pL, ddH,0 9.5 pL, JZ i 5514
94°C TRAZPE 5 min; 94°C Z51E 30 s, 56°C 1R K 30's, 72°C
FEAH 1 min, 32 NEER; 72°C FEIEAH 5 min, § 44 759
HEAT 1% 1 3o R W 56 g P A U0 O 3% 28 S B 2R ) )
B ety A BR A B (A5 477 . i)y ol sc &
NCBI % ¥ /% ( National Center for Biotechnology Informa-
tion, 38 [ [B K A4 Wy H AR AF Borbly ) IR 1T 7E 4 BLAST
Fo X5 43 B, T 2AR B RE B 1 2 LR R T 81 o R
PhyloSuiteV1.2.2 ¥ H 19 77 51 (i Bk, 45 & MrBayes # 17
Bt A 5] 5 4G 565 i B MEGAG6.0 514 3 53 38 A% 1
49 FH Neighbor-Joinning % 14 5 R 48 & B W, i T bk
Sy R HAT . PSR JE A I 7 DSGFB 1) ITS. EF-la
J7 51 $2& 2¢ 2 NCBI Jf 3k Bt GeneBank % 5% %5 .
1.4 4B HE DSSR-2 £ E
1.4.1 A5 DSSR-2 1 A& & & 28 & L4 4 52

i gk A 2 PG e 0 W 5E AR B T DSSR-2 JE 25 AR
(Frobése et al., 2020) . Pk DSSR-2 5¢ &= 4lifk J5 1Y A
PV, TR AGE B 4K TR R, B A i 2
W b, 2 KA A E IS 2 IR A &
25 G1060, b 5t R K F R A RA R vl 47
e AR, Y o 58 i T BE 00 SR B IR B 0 BB A,
£ 50 AN TR AR B /N 08 . 1R AR Btk Z0TR R
Pz fil g0 o | AT R MR ER A A . W E A . A K pH
Tl J NaCl i 52 3165 il 45 A B A A0 RRAE A0 0 52 2 B8
UL 20 B 2R G 55 8 T ) iEAT (AR 75 BR AN #5 b 5, 2001) o

142 AW HDSSR2 4 FAMFER

fil il CTAB 3% $ HiU /12 B i DSSR-2 4 [N 41 DNA,
W51 Wb 1 42 HERE B 3k 3k F gyrB F1 16s rRNA,
314535 gyrB-F: 5° -CAGTCAGGAAATGCGTACGT
CCTT-3’ , gyrB-R: 57 -CAAGGTAATGCTCCAGGCAT
TGCT-3" ;27F:5" -AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3’ ,
1492R: 5’ -GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3" ., PCR¥"
W R RGRE MR 1.3.3 Frik, LU E A4
B 7 DSSR-2 11 43 iz .

15 A E DSSR-2 X A Sk le £ RITM
1.5.1 A DSSR-2 & 4k 47 i 7 0l &

K FH P ARO6E 0 325 (7 SCAE A, 2023) P 5E AR B T
DSSR-2 B 16 M, B b5 A Bk th S5 56 = w5 A P 20
RN R =R G ES RO TRAER DAN-INIEE PRGN
JE5 B2 B DT | MK B2 B B Phytophthora nicotianae Breda
de Haan, £ £ ¥ # % Corynespora cassiicola (Berk &
Curt.) Wei, 7T 4% 7l 1 Alternaria alternata (Fr.) Keissl.,
e 4 B 4% 0 Alternaria tenuissima (Nees & T.Nees:Fr.)
Wiltshire, K ] %5 761 I Botrytis cinerea Pers.:Fr. 5§ 8 fif
iR o FLARAE AR s IO AR A R, AT
KB FT AL &8 T B4R 0.5 cm WY B BF, IF45 H 3 Fh
T PDA 15 5% 5o V- M Hh0 67 85 B0 I A 3 om Ak R £k
FE 7 DSSR-2, I8 3 N1 A2 5 K HE AN S 9 B 3R L& T
28°C fH i B FR 4 h 5 3%, 3~5 d Je W4 L M4, 4% 4 5K
(1) 5 2, w120 2F- i DSSR-2 A 4547016 14

AR (%) = IR RS YR EAS - A PR v
JRIEAS) / A HRAL R 74 I BLAE 100 (1)

1.5.2 4 % 1 DSSR-2 x4 4y A K 69 42 3 & = je 9 Bl
A A 2

¥ 4= 7 B DSSR-2 TG fL 85 3% 16 h J&, 43 Bl 4 Fh 2
BT Z51 DL [G ( Ashby ) [ 04 I 8% 57 26 | 4% K 7 (CAS) Bk
ARG I B 5% (A4, 2024) | ik R S A 43 KG: T 1%
IR B (MR 45, 2024) o 43 548 ] Pikovskaya F1 B % 5
I B F- M A I LV if TS LB RN A MILBE fiE ) (Castaldi
etal., 2021; #R K45, 2016) o fdf FH 45 2 0l il 46 5 85 5%
B AgERE S S R SR A LT U A B R
7™ Fe 1l BE 7 (95 4 BHAE, 2024) o B Ab, i A Salko-
wski Fb €0 V8RS T 43 W0 TAA fiE 3 (K 3 I 45, 2025)
B A 3, M T R A& R I AR RS 2 28°C A
PR 855 5 50 N 15 5% 4~7 d, WLER B 75 40 LA TG 15 1 el
175 B 0,5 BBl MR B, JF W% Salkowski Hb (0 1 (5, 2 T
o
1.5.3 A5 # DSSR-2 sf JF A A Ak 42 & 2 R 3F

TE MRS B T 0 4d B 2 4, SR PH AR s
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B . HEARFTH 10 mL C R KR 3, PSR
PrBEHE 10 mL % o 10° CFU/mL () DSSR-2 % B,
TR S MEMR 1K, LM 3k, DL LB R MR 1 5%
B 10 f5 5 BEAL BN 25 (xR, AL AR 6 bR, R
3o TH —REEAR LB 28 d I 22 4% b P41 L 2
FEAR Bk S L i B b R M R R )
3 N Drely s (I PV =N 32 B e T ]
1o B s R B, S8 4 R T R AR — RoB i i R KR
§30 00 (PR 1O N 1 13 5 71 A 971 )
LBRRPR 1 R PRE .

154 ZHEH T A HE DSSR-2 3 7 A48 9% 69 By
8 AR T

PEHUK S — 300 1 a B @RFLS U, BRE R
ARAEBRLCERL 8B HBHAE=3:1:1),
/5 24 cm, & 17 cm Y SURHAEZE T, BAL L bR Bk 7d
J& #EFP DSSR-2 & Wik (1x10" CFU/mL), 3 d J % H i
R E vk B2 A P S AR e e T TR TR B PR R (1x
10" CFU/mL), X B 41 LA 45 8 JC B K AR, 43 41 Ak 3
124, HE 3K,

e R - P RAR AN i N s N o o o
U528 M rb 4k 22 15 3% 28~35 d, LB 1T R w1 I, i
BTG AR B ST ROR o B P S AR e R
K Ho R 5 A9 (i 1145, 2024): 0 B KRR R f
AR BI; | RRRIERAUR B PR Fm, HAR R
JE RS BN T 25%, MR IE R 2 R R AR
Oy BN, BRI R A 25%~50%; 3 2%
Fonmt R A, T R 2 NER, SR 2R,
HHS & 8 R 1 BLIE 50%~75%, MR R %55 4 Ros
R 964 TG, A HORR 58 A s AR R 8 0 1 AR
75% LA o il da BEOR B0 S0P S AR I R & R
R TR ORI B A SR

KIH (%) = REFRLH R IRIREL / AbFRA B bkEx
100 (2)

RHEE(%) = ) CRPURHRE MBI 44 ) /
(A BRI BRI 4L ) X 100 (3)

BIARUR (%) = O BRA T 50— b BRZ R 1 4
) /W IR TR A X 100 (4)
1.5.5 A B # DSSR-2 4 2 5 J+ A4k % By fop Bl B AR
AR A g 2

PRI |- 3R 560 DSSR-2 & 1 0 Ak BEUS (9 7S HE K,
PR 28 Wk o 1, T VR R VR IS 8 T —80°C KA
PRAERFDN o 43 500 5 A b 1) 7 4 Ak ) 1% Ak 1 (SOD)
1 i A ALY (POD) I g . i A1k & (CAT) i

J1. T (MDA) & 1, DL LB R R 57 3 10 £5H B
WAL FF 2 N2 AT, KB R 3 K.

SOD it 7% M & « >R H] &K U e (NBT) ¥ 2 (30
SCREAE, 1996), fE XN H AL DY e Y SRk A TR R
JO7 00 1 3K 50% AT X R A Bl A 1 SOD I g i
7 (U), BRI U/(g FW-h) E 7R

POD i 3 W 5 + >R FH A A R B 32 0 72 (Wu et al.,
2024), 7 AR R v A e i 24 2450 B A, (H 1R 0.10
i 14> POD ¥ Jj B0 (U) , 1% 1 H U/(g FW-h) %55

CAT i 7% I 5« R FH 48 M 0325 90 52 (W et all,
2024) , 7E SV R Hp B v e 20 214 40 b ALy, TH %A 0.10
H—A~ CAT 1% J1 547 (U), 1% 71 U/(g' FW-h) R

MDA & & 22« >R H A AR 2 b % (TBA) & {8 3%
I 72 (Suzuki et al., 2015), > 25 Bk 21 21 v b 28 9y 3 X
MDA-TBA Jz I i T4, & HI T X35 MDA 75 J )i
TR & vk B, E— 2B AT A o ST SR R
fitf 25 21 MDA 5 5 (pmol/g) -

C(nwmol- g™') = 645X (Asy — Ag) ~0.56As5p  (5)

ft:l:':' Ci‘] MDA é\%, A532\ A(,()o *n A450 ﬁ%u?‘%m&m
1R ZAF 532, 600 F1 450 nm 42k WG

2 RS0

21 ASREFRERRBFESS

HE A AR, S REHR L 5HMERE G K
Az, FE SRR M O I, HLRA % % R AR R Y A
1, o 3 R R R s B I, AR
ROKBUIRE I, B & 0 & R 5, AR 4
JEREAR R SR i fb, MR EE LT (K 1A), REU &
55 T R R

KA RE A SUT Sl b 53 B4R 3 4> bk (DSGFA.
DSGFB. DSGFC) . Zi 7 5 45 2R % W], XJ A 4 AR
FHTI AP IE B (] 1B), {14 bk DSGFB 4b 3 1] 5] 2
B R AR G RE IR (& 1D, FE A% 2 AN TR bR AS B0 (1] 1C.,
E). $5h DSGFB APk 28 d )5, JRHR 255 | Z0AR G 14
B A T B4 Ak, AF G AT DGk ), B R I R PR 2 AR
I 1105 J5 T
22 ASREHR%FEE DSGFB £7E

Btk DSGFB T 28°C. PDA - rh 1535 5d 5, W
KRS EW LR RO BN, ERKBUBER, FHNH
27 JRE A B LA (E 2A, B) o /NELAY A 4 T B
BZ, 2O EIE S EIE, KK (10.53~11.95) um x
(3.14~3.77) pm; KE3E A3 JTIE, B 3 B (&1 2C);
JEAE I F Bk, M ak R R H AR 7.08~10.53 um. R
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WOk E 2%

E1

FSRE Rk B B LR AR K BmE B BUm e

Fig. 1 Field symptoms of Salvia miltiorrhiza root rot and pathogenicity testing of the causal agent
TE: A PSRRI S IR I MR B. WERF SIS C. D, E. 22314 Fh DSGFA. DSGFB. DSGFC HIFFS AU LIS,

Notes: A. Field symptoms on the root and crown region of Salvia miltiorrhiza plants infected with root rot; B. Longitudinal section of a healthy S. miltiorrhiza root;

C, D, E. Longitudinal section of a S. miltiorrhiza root inoculated with strain DSGFA, DSGFB and DSGFC.

50 um
40X

Fusarium redolens YP04 (MW331695.1, MW344286.1)

98

100K Fusarium redolens Be-2 (MT516324.1, MT533629.1)

98 Fusarium redolens CXL1 (MK312593.1, MK353340.1)

Fusarium proliferatum F2 (MT394055.1, MT439867.1)

88| [ Fusarium proliferatum ZJRF23-25 (PQ269859.1, PQ299532.1)

0 Fusarium proliferatum ZJRF23-27 (PQ269861.1, PQ299533.1)

@ DSGFB (PV653688, PV669078)
94

Fusarium oxysporum FN11 (KU361532.1, KU361427.1)

Fusarium oxysporum ZJRF23-8 (PP710685.1, PQ850041.1)

Fusarium oxysporum KUMP6121 (PV291871.1, PQ807155.1)

Verticillium dahliae VICVd69 (KC592064.1, KC592122.1)

e —
0.05

2 ASIRERFEE DSGFB EEFHENE (400x ) RERGZREE
Fig. 2 Morphological characteristics of Salvia miltiorrhiza root rot pathogens DSFGB ( 400x )
T AL TS IERIEA: B, W& HDER; C W2 BB F RAOEA, H 1 1, 2 R T, 3 KBS EHIF; D. Witk DSGFB T ITS-EF-

lo BHRFIIERGEL T

Notes: A. Frontal view of bacterial colonies; B. Backside of the morphology of colony; C. Microscopic morphology of hyphae and conidia: 1 Conidia,
2 Chlamydospores, and 3 Sickle-shaped conidia; D. Phylogenetic tree based on concatenated sequences of ITS and EF-/a sequences of strain DSGFB.
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P58 25 00 25 4 H % 7 98 VA /B Tuberculariaceae
Bt J1 6 B Fusarium B ( EHEE 55, 2025) .

E— R Z WG RG K E 5701, f#ITS-
EF-1o 83 1504 42 (833 bp) . BLAST L i 43 #7 45 2R
BN, 5 R8I 5 F. oxysporum F % Y 1E 99%
PLE . MR RSk B WK 2D BiR, 1% bk DSGFB
592405k 1 R — 3L, 43 X Bootstrap £ 35 {8 4y 100,
Hih LR A KR, KPS R R
DSGFB %5 7€ hy 2Rt 8 I 14
23 HAFEDSSR2ETELR
2.3.1 A5 DSSR-2 3% A Mk B A AL 45 4E

2= Wi DSSR-2 7E LB 85 55 3 FIE A 8 2 iR

ERR VK o HE IR I TR I R O 5 0 R T A R A
NG R RGARYH PR A R (F 3A) . 2R
e 5 H R, 20 M S AR, BAR K 1.70~2.01 pm, $E2Y
1.09 um( & 3B) . it — 2 i AR B AE AR B 45 R & 1
fr 7R, A2 B B DSSR-2 BE 47 fif F JH D-4 % 4% . D-111 24
Bt OB TR R S AR, il S N R BHAE, AR
PTG SN 5 I o A R kR A 45 R B PR, VR
EFI S R 2. A, A B B DSSR-2 A DL AE
NaCl ¥ J& 4 0.05%~7.00% 35 75 3 FIE# AR K, K
M2 £ (pH) 4 3.0~10.0( & 4) . #i2 4 DSSR-2 1) 14 Pk 15
FRMEAR . B ROY A KA B A AR RRAE, 00256 LR e
ZEAMUFT BB Bacillus 2 & (Du et al., 2019) .

B3 AFE DSSR2 EXFBHMBTHEREZRREBER (100x)
Fig. 3 Morphology and Gram staining of strain DSSR-2 under optical microscopy ( 100x )

IE: A. DSSR-2 7£ LB }i 72k EANIEZS; B. DSSR-2 £845 2% [ YL (0 1R OGS AR R

Notes: A. Bacterial colony morphology of strain DSSR-2 cultured on LB media; B. Observations under an optical microscope after Gram-staining.

#=1 4PE DSSR-2 ABALIRBER

Tab.1 Physiological and biochemical test results of strain DSSR-2
[ , it — iz I A F Utilization of sole carbon sources
WRLTH  BRRE R — B s i e
. . D- ] %3 # RITES REBE 55 %% 2 p Fr e iR R N REh
Test item Catalase Oxidase X . X .
D-Glucose D-Sorbitol Sucrose Mannitol Maltose Citrate Propionate
YRR S
- + + + + + + -
Result
TE: P 47 RORBHME, -7 FRORBIME.

Notes: In this table, "+" denotes a positive result and "—" denotes a negative result based on standard microbiological testing protocol.

A

NaCl/% 0.05 0.25

-~

9.0 10.0

4 4EBFE DSSR-2 AKAFHENELE R
Fig. 4 Growth response of strain DSSR-2 to environmental
stress
E: A. B DSSR-2 7877 NaCl(0.05%~7.00% ) # LB 35 773 b 4 KA
L; B. 2B B DSSR-2 7EA[A] pH(3.0~10.0) 1 LB 15355 FAYAE KA,
Notes: A. Growth in LB medium supplemented with NaCl (0.05%~7.00%,
w/v); B. Growth in LB medium at adjusted pH (3.0~10.0).

232 A4 DSSR-2 & F 4 4 F 44

25 PCR Y 1S FNIN ¥ J5 , 3K4% 4= B 7/ DSSR-2 1Y 16S
rRNA J¥51 1408 bp, gyrB [751) 886 bp, £ NCBIGeneBank
K4 2 Blast LG 43HT, IR 16S IRNA 741 5 D3y
SEFEFT R & 40 B Bacillus velezensis SF148 (OM758197.1)
HH AL 5% 55 (99.79%) , gyrB 55 U1 3 i 248 76 4T 1 J@ 40
B Bacillus velezensis YMQY7 (MWO051618.1) #H {2l ¥4
15 (100.00%) , 1 /& Jm N4 E oK . X 16S rRNA il gyrB
79N #EAT B AT AL T R R E W, W F 5
g 1Y 2R 48 & B R4 R b 2B B T DSSR-2 1 5 DL 3k
i 2 #0 FF 18 58— 32, Bootstrap K 5 #4351 & 100 Fl
99( &1 5) o 454G bR B Bk TR 75 I8 25 A AR 31 A AL RRAE,
A %5 AR B T DSSR-2 DL 330 25 AT 7R .
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4 | Bacillus velezensis SF148(OM758197.1)
Bacillus velezensis xp2 1 (0Q927057.1)
100 {89! Bacillus velezensis SHI(ONO54039.1)
Bacillus subtilis BB1 (MK288147.1)

82[ Bacillus subtilis NOK35 (ON287129.1)

88" Bacillus subtilis NP 7 (OP615140.1)

Bacillus sonorensis NBRC 101234 (NR 113993.1)
4100‘: Bacillus sonorensis ISNBEBT50 4C (PP086720.1)
Bacillus sonorensis HBUAS69206(OP420605.1)

Alteribacter populi FIAT-45347 (NR 159290.1)

0.01
93| A BS-2
99 [ Bacillus velezensis YMQY7 (MW041618.1)
Bacillus velezensis YMQY5(MWO048550.1)
% 30 Bacillus velezensis S108 (0Q354759.1)
100 || [~ Bacillus subtilis YBC(MT711974.1)
%Bacillus subtilis BME17 (MT957088.1)
Bacillus subtilis 151B1 (MT711973.1)
[Bacillus licheniformis BLLL-1 (MT949534.1)
100 [ Bacillus licheniformis BCRC 11702(DQ309295.1)
88' Bacillus licheniformis 5510 (KF194291.1)
Bacillus cereus ATCC 14579(AB014101.1)

B 5 4PBAE DSSR-2 RFEEFFIEEHL AR

Fig. 5 Sequence analysis of conserved gene of strain DSSR-2
TE: A SETHIFR 165 IRNA FFAIMERI RS L B W; B ST Wbk gvrB PR RGELEM

Notes: A. Phylogenetic tree built using 16S rRNA sequences; B. Phylogenetic tree built using gyrB sequences.

24 EPE DSSR-2 X F} B A (2 £ R A %2 MIEHEFRATA DSSR2 XK EMAOMEERNE
241 A% H DSSR2 x5 A% RHE &R E &M Tab. 2 Inhibition of Bacillus subtilis DSSR-2 against
TR fungal pathogens
7 T DSSR-2 %4 3% 356 8 i S 5 49 2 BT 1 i i %
Pathogen Inhibition rate
T % ~ H
PR SN 35 7 (P<0.05) , 1] 5y 80.56%~97.56%, H R 93.1942.13 b
rh Xt K % 4 {8 W Botrytis cinerea Pers.:Fr.i) 1l il 25 S Fusarium oxysporum Schitdl.
fc o, %) 22 6% i # Alternaria alternata (Fr.) KeissL 1 J2 i Bl ) T 8L72£158¢
N - F. proliferatum (Matsush.) Nirenberg ex Gerlach & Nir
HROR B 55 (R 2) . »
e . . T B Bk ) 90.14+2.41b
242 4B 1A DSSR-2E A& 4 M & = R sh B E 45 R F. solani (Mart.) Appel & Wollenw
A= B B DSSR-2 AN .25 [ 20 A ik B0 AE 7, BE i AW 528 45 T 9697+ 1252

Phytophthora nicotianae Breda de Haan

AA DL OO, AT 20 380 A BR B A | 27 4 3R T |

JUT Wl 1,3 BB RG LA BHIUE Z B IAR) (3), o ote Btk & Curty We e
F W 4By 7 DSSR-2 H A RAE AW ) o 2 0 141 80.56+3.21 ¢
243 AW jh%]‘ DSSR-2 Xﬁ' F é\#ﬁ ** oy Ak % Alternaria alternata (Fr.) Keissl.

Ej Xd‘ ﬂﬁ )FH bt ’ /:—E Igjj—[%lk DSSR-2 Zi %Wiﬁiﬁ 28d }a ’ i%tfjﬁjjfiuissima (Nees & T.Nees:Fr.) Wiltshire LT
PRSI 0 K IR BRI T e N
T o3 B R M4 AT AN () R R S . 283 A B A DSSR-2 Botrytis cinerea Pers.:Fr.

S W B AL TR, PF S By B T 154.42%, 5 1 T 2 BRSO 2 e o 22, ) S0 BUR R R RN E T

) ) L R AE P<O.057K - 22 53 Wb 2 .
Y 153.10%, M b ke 3 #R A E 7 il S i 1 87.36% S
Notes: Data are expressed as the mean+standard deviation. Different

F171.88%. glj-l: 3 %‘% 2| s *H B)j % DSSR-2 X Zj il 1‘% i} lowercase letters following the values in each column indicate significant
AR LA BB SRR (16 6, % 4). difforences (P=0.09:
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R 3 HEBSE DSSR-2 {RAERFERFHIMNENEL R
Tab.3 Results Physiological characterization of plant growth-promoting traits of strain DSSR-2
paR i
1 it 6 Phosphate solubilization =gk fk LR A4ER M LT A 78139 B B 78 2.
Nitrogen Potassium A WL IR Siderophore Cellulase Chitinase B-1,3-Glucanase  Indole-3-acetic acid (IAA)
fixation solubilization Organic Inorganic production production production production production
phosphate phosphate
S
2t 1 - - + + + + + ++ ++
Results

HE: =7 RARARS; “+7 RrH4&; “++7 RrRgHBREX.

“

Notes: “—" denotes negative;

“+” denotes positive; “++” denotes positive and significant.

Bl 6 LFE DSSR-2 RHASERKEHIAWER
Fig. 6 The effects of strain DSSR-2 on the growth of Salvia miltiorrhiza plant in the pot experiment

TE: ZEMN D A2 B 1A DSSR-2 K REHALBE, 70 A3 k] HEAR (R 22 AP IAS 6 2k o

Notes: The left side shows plants treated with DSSR-2 fermentation broth; the right side shows plants treated with water (control). (Six pots per treatment are

displayed on each side).

R4 EFHE DSSR-2 REHRAMEN S HEMKEK N
Tab. 4 The effects of strain DSSR-2 fermentation broth on the growth of Salvia miltiorrhiza plant

. . ‘ Hiy - 5 oy i T/ H T 4y i T/
s 74 51 it Jom Woem i f/em o e B0 L Emm Gl WSS

. . Fresh weight of Fresh weight of

Treatment group Plant height Leaf width Leaf length Number of leaves
above-ground part below-ground part

DSSR-2% i 16.77 + 1.05* 3.67 +0.24* 5.47 +0.39* 12.32 £ 0.67* 170.56 +2.12* 112.12 + 6.06*
DSSR-2 fermentation broth
Eg=popi 9.53+1.10 1.45+0.21 2.15+0.18 6.70 £ 1.33 90.73 +4.08 65.23 £4.07

Blank control

e PR N B bR fE 22, *RIRTEP<0.0SK F 22 7 3% .

Notes: Data are expressed as the mean + standard deviation. Different lowercase letters following the values in each column indicate significant differences

(P<0.05) .

244 ZEEMT AL HE DSSR-2 3 KA G 5% 69 By
bR

A= 7 TR DSSR-2 & BRI PHSAR B HAT o 2 i
FERH . AP 28d 5, BiiARUCR AT A E] 65.56%( %K 5) .
5% B AH L, DSSR-2 & B AL 341 FF S b AR K
T, R IBIR ZE 5 | TR S AR I s ML IR (151 7A
B), MR A RS R, U SRR R e R
(K 7C. D),
24.5 £ B H# DSSR-2 x JF A AR & By i B B AE K AK A
Jak kAL

A= i 1 DSSR-2 & BE WAL B I, PF SR BT A AL
fitg 1% 7 th B [A) A% BE A A2 4k . Hirh SOD #1 POD fif
TG 176 24 h TR (& 8AL B), FEALFH S (Y 18 h I 3k
PN AE, 43 B J Xt BEAL A 1.24 15 A0 152 4% i % T

F5 DSSR-2 ZETRAMIEX TSR IE 5 B BN E
Tab.S Control effect of tomato root rot disease under DSSR-2
fermentation broth in the pot experiment

A 2 ) 9o 175 45 £ i 16 SOR 1%
Treatment Group Disease index ~ Disease control efficacy
DSSR-2% i Wi 2838 +1.76 65.56 +2.25
DSSR-2 fermentation broth
Y SPOi 82.41+1.15% -

Blank control

T PR D T S (R e 22, *RIRTE P<O.0SK V- 22 57 3 .
Notes: Data are expressed as the mean + standard deviation. * Indicates
significant difference levels at P<0.05.

W ALFR 30 h 5, FFS AR SOD 1 POD i iif /14 /b &
R AR AL R 38 B KO . AN, ARSI
FErf, CAT BTG A WL 5% 31 3 A8 4k, 3 A] BB 5 PR Bk
e A (K 8C) .
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B 7 B DSSR-2 BiAASRERARGTIRBLER

Fig. 7 Control effect of Salvia miltiorrhiza root rot disease

under DSSR-2 fermentation broth in the pot experiment

: A AEBT A DSSR-2 K ERAL BLIS FHS bRIMIL; B. X BRAL BEFT S5 bk
HMIL; C. £ DSSR-2 & WAL BEIS FHSARESIADI SN D. Xof HR Ak L)
ZARARHLI I

Notes: A. Appearance of Salvia miltiorrhiza root treated with DSSR-2
fermentation broth; B. Appearance of S. miltiorrhiza root rot treated with water;
C. Longitudinal section of S. miltiorrhiza root treated with DSSR-2
fermentation broth; D. Longitudinal section of S. miltiorrhiza root treated

with water.
W5 DSSR-2 & BE W & , J+ 5 MR &8 MDA & &= 7+
0~24 h N T, IEAF 18 h i ik B AR, Jhy %ok BE b 33 1%
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1.98 £ (& 8D), 2 W AR 3 41 i 37 3] — 2 1 4 Ak B 3%
Wi, X —45 585 0~24 h W< E] SOD Fl POD [iff 7% i
FTHE ML . DSSR-2 % VR AL S 36, 42 i1 48 h,
FF2 A E 40 MDA & &= FREEREAR, 5 0h A EL, 4
BIFEAR T 48.6%. 62.5% F1 73.6%. | iR%ERFW, 1k
Bj B DSSR-2 A8 i 3 34 45 71 2 0 bk P AL R 6
ok 1 5 B v M

3 1 Tie

B VG 45 TR ¥ TIT b Ak [ P AR T 2R 0 T M, 2 4
PR AMMEAERZ —, RWEK(Z)EE RGN —
e GE AR VR AR S, 6 5% i AR bR FH 1L 5 4 0F O L BT %
5 A OR DL K S AR 25 5 2 i B [R) & R 45y T L
A EEAEH (Jaetal,, 2022) o T4k, 7% Ak T
FEFE S0 ORI K, Bk T RAF & 08 as, (R AR
il B — O AR BTPEAR | I R B O 5 R A B
M ASHIE ORI TR PSR X SR P S AR
JE 99 1) 9 D TR M R AR AL B U T, 5 L RGE 1 &
SC (e A I8 45, 2024) . 1 7R 58 B (2 R 4 55, 2022)
H L ZR 36 965 I 73 00 45, 2022) 46 M X P2 48 18 % &2
THUNE — B WA, TR . Rk T | 2
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8 HER4RIE DSSR-2 REEHNASIRABIENERT S K MDA SERIFIN
Fig.8 Malondialdehyde ( MDA ) content and antioxidant enzyme activities of Salvia miltiorrhiza treated with
DSSR-2 fermentation broth

HE: A FISAEE SOD 1 I E 5528 B FESAES POD I J1 I E S5 C. FHSHUE CAT Iif 1 IMELER; D. FFSREE MDA S #HELR . *FIRTE P<0.05

S L TE

Notes: A. Superoxide dismutase (SOD) activity; B. Peroxidase (POD) activity; C. Catalase (CAT) activity; D. The malondialdehyde (MDA) production was

measured. * Indicates significant difference levels at P<0.05.
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FME AR DRI 2 ST B DSSR-2 % E K H AT 42 i 42 25 5 SRR o 1 O 52 59

WS T B . KN 48 A Verticillium dahlia Kleb. 55 3% R
AR o B i 0E (B BE 5, 2021) o i HOA R
B B i v, ™ S R P 2 0 A ) 2 MR R 2 A3
T

S/ B = AN oY (SN TR (B E 12y IR R =P
SRR A o W4 75 R 45 (2022) R /N A - TR -
T A S5 A i 3% 2 Radix Codonopsis Pilosulae /R J& 5
M R A 12.4% VLT o AHAZ S I UAS & L 5
X 58, AT ] T IRy, I8 BORE 22 o AR 5L BR
i, AR B 1 AR R R, B RS
RN b 2R A0l 5 e 25 50 Chn i R . S Ak o . HY ik
T R R M T G A ) L (H T R 2R X B i A 2
a3k RL U T I e, e SR R R A S
LA, XFEW % (2022) 4007 R, IE S a, 20 FOK
SR D MR e R, B2 R ETE
AR b b o DAL, A PF 2 85 25 A e B v, gk
A 24 1 BT L A e A B AT

IR B Ay PR A AR R, R U
Py 58 AT )RR S0 5L 245 R 14 A 0 7 i R R Sk R A
M D5 1) o ABEIESS BB S F R AE LSS . A AL R AE %
SEMARGK T T RGYEE T XSRS B AT
. 2 55 PO P Y 2 Bl T Bk DL 3 i 28 J A 1A DSSR-2,
AR, A 2 R A B0 b 24 0 ML i 1 AR By TR O
38, 51 0 5K 2 A S (2021) B X B 5 AR I 9 O 1 3R
5 B89 %5 F B 2E 90 KT B Bacillus tequilensis Gatson et al.,
TR R I TR0 8 S AR 0 B Y RUOCR K 65.68%; £ F]
45 (2024) 53 B5 AR 15 14 K A6 55 55 T4 Streptomyces griseoa-
urantiacus Preobrazhenskaya Fl [ 75 5% 5 8 S. brasiliensis
Falcdo X 8§ 4 A 5 1) 80 4% B 280 20 31 35 21 77.30% Fi
72.20%. W AaE , 2 AT B JE o A By T Y B ST AL
R e S WA BT L TR SR OR 0 7 L T 0 i E D A
JEE B A= 06 L, DA B 4 A R 4L Ak 45 4% ( Leconte et all,
2022) . N, B B ZFE AT 6 B. megaterium de Bary £
28 WUE W1 RE 0 W /N 3 1 B LT IR, AT A B g op
# [t 2% 2 B1(AFB1) A9 & i ( Delgado et al., 2017) .
H W AE (2021) BF 58 & B, VLS 25 46 4T 14 YB-145
Xt 7R 4% 22 %% Wi Rhizoctonia cerealis van der Hoeve 15 %
SR AR T, L2 T B T 43 WA A P R B-1,3 ) SR
fitg o S ABLHE, AAITSE v 0 B A4 DL S M 28 J AT 1 DSSR-2
e 3% 37 B M b0 40 5 A A5k T T AR N Y 8 Fh AR 4
T DL TR 40 A R ) A A P, L3RR PR RE 0 8 2T 4
R, B-1,3 H) RMEME, 3X T BE 2 A= By T DSSR-2 & %
FEPUE R EZE RN Z — WA, #4504 B W AL
A B EAE R, & B R R A B SR AR BT

PR 45 T 3% (Javed et al., 2022) ., 40, 25 3 45 (2024)
X DS 1 ZF JR AT B TC-52 1942 A R 1470 & BE,
AR EA A R A R AR, T R
T I Ak B AT ol KRR R AR A K B R R 19%, AR
WK 25% . ASBEFE Y, A2 B T DSSR-2 & R AT b 3
R SR U o L N AR 7/ B W = R R R = SR
A 71 043 6 7 A A R R TAA RO fiE 1, X T iR
HARAEERMEZEER ., R REm, &
Bii 1Al DSSR-2 7£ £+ 2 4R i 9 B v b B AT R4 09 26 B
w7,

4 g

A5 45 A BRI E | T8 3 2 W R R SR
BT, B TR B VS A RIS AR PSR 1)
o3 JE B R AR fL 4k U0 T, O B AR T v 4k Bl T DSSR-2
o DU M 2 JFF TR o 8 AROGE RS K R 3t 50 3 52,
A= 7 T DSSR-2 B A B T35 0 0 B 1, B2
R 5 A5 5t 1) R A T e, T AR A Ak
AR R AN AF £ 5k R U R AVE AR E P S 0 Ak
AR o HE— 2B X P S B0 A DG A A8 BRI e 25 3
B, A= B 1A DSSR-2 R A 2014 3 1+ 2 AR & 4t A 19 470 4
fLBE Ty, AR LA M A AL A B AS, SRS Uit . 4%
TR, AW R GedE R T DU 3T ZF #1FF  DSSR-2
AU 5 A AE 0 XU DAL, PSR S 1 A )
Bi G P2 T R ms . R — 26 £ X A B B DSSR-2
B A2 A AR I 20 F HIL . 5 Al v Y B I AL
N ] AR AT B ABE SR, DL A B
DSSR-2 14 B 771 F & A1 H [ 2 7 1y FH 4 HE R 2 K 4 -
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