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( Plant growth promoting rhizobacterium ; PGPR) ¥ - 3 A4 3E43%
Mt P ¥ FHd 3 v G E 4 £ 2 Fupdd o 1%
A FFED Laadrdlp R E e B FE Y AP UEF
H o BB bR endg i 4 (Russo et al. 2008) 2% B 4 77 11 A 4 F
FEMHE A WEROMAIEY BB ER B L Y R
Pt enf oo g o AT A RS TR 0 Flt it RS IR R F
PR e A £ A2 4 25 (Khanetal 2009) - 43% 2 4 /7 0§
Bhafii gy £ £ >(Maetal. 2011) o 34 (ER A R R
% it (Ahemad and Khan 2012a) » & 4 f2# 3+ % ## B % (Ahemad
and Khan 2012b) - p # 2 e %8 4 FFEEE ~ PE7F A 5 00T B

HE LA (Azosplrlllum) F% #) % (Azotobacter) - & & F/f
(Arthrobacter ) » 5 32 1% A/ (Bacillus) > i@ 5. = # (Burkholderia ) -
¥ wF /g (Caulobacter ) - ¢ % 4+ #/& (Chromobacterium) - =
A% (Erwinia) - & pﬂ% (Flavobacterium ) - #&3k #/
(Micrococcous ) - ¥ #z ) (Pseudomonas) 12 %2 75§ < /%
(Serratia) (Bhattacharyya and Jha 2012)- H ¢ 7 32 %& ARz BH e Hb
B MBEAT RS EFLAY RERL R RERBEY W FHi0
5 &% ~ 154 F (Almaghrabi et al. 2013; Dey et al. 2004; Kim and Jeun
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AR F A I F 15 (Bacillus substilis YT No.1) (15
AP T )RR EEEE FREHER 2 & e gtk o
FERG 4 (- PRA AR RRAK  (5) ARLEL
WEPEA - (Z) AHEGEES 2 £ 447 o

ZFELREHE
(- )'“ffﬁ‘& I AT FERL A

PR R FLETRR A ]f,{?] Kook T S
AP ETRE3AAHY - B F B mE P 2 165 IDNA
513 4ti¢ * PCR = /% 8 78 w7 4 17 9 16S rDNA 5k £ > PCR
# 75 % gt sephadex G-50 F i it (S (e A 714 41 (DNA
sequencing) = “7JE ¥ s e B 71 12 BLASTN #8832 (7 B 71t 44 o

(=) Btk £ 2 Mg fe

1 kel o s R

o PRAKRE A LBIREB S K 24 > B~ 1x10° cpu/mL ik 3
£ RREEEB T )P ook @ 0.D.600 A wm A E o BlEER
% F]3 ¢ 45 pH & (pH4.0-9.0)~ @A (0.1-0.5mM NaCl) ~ i% i &
(10-40% polyethylene glycol ) % % ;g @t |- (45 % 55°C) o

2. ¥k indole aceticacid (1AA) 2 =
RIREFR IAA 2 & 8 E 1345 ¢ & 4 F % > ;2 (Patten and Glick 2002) -
-4 3L E R &5 3 0.2mM tryptophan (L-Trp) i i3 % 4 ¢
T 3% 48 PF o i 2 10,000 rpm e 15 A48 0 B 2mbL o
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F 1A crSalkowski’s reagent (36% H,SO,> FeCl;.6H,0 0.5 M) 2 & »
TR TRER30 440 PE 0.D.520 w gk iE o IAAERd © kR
IAA B T eff 28 o 35 17 5o

3. B EHLRGE

(i) 47 @3k A 7 4945 Nautiyal (1999) = 3 % < )I?;Je
(Nautiyal 1999) - 4 3 7232 % ** modified Pikovskaya (PVK) % ik 35 %
A5 0 Battd FE Y BA 2 S P F) Bl 2% - Modified Pikovskaya
(PVK) = i» % 1% glucose - 0.05 % (NH,),SO, » 3% NaCl » 0.03% KCI >
0.003% FeSO47H,0 » 0.003% MnSO4-4H,0 - 0.03% MgSO,7H,0 - 0.5
Caz(P0O,4),% lecithin » 0.5% CaCO; > 0.04% yeast extract » pH 7.0-7.5
(i) 7B aE5 F 8RR # 19 o a3 Fia> 10mL £ 3+ k> B
Fopie v SRR 0 AR S8 10X 1 100000X o B~ i iR 50
uL #4327 A4 8% 47 X 5355 clearzone hFE #ic o

(iii) 49§ ,ﬁ& TE A F5 ¢ #-108-109 cpu/mL F & 32 & 5 LCM % &
BEAY OWZETRIKA 12 X Fig 4 Whatman g A B imte o
e LA R {fé_ A 17 24399 % = ;2 Vanadomolybdophosphoric
acid colorimetric method (Sawsan et al. 2009) -
(iv) 4p &% 74 T & 4~ 17: Molybdenum Blue

(Z) ARG 2 & A 45

(i) W@ £ PR@T BT 5% MS A
T4 Ptk |y T e 7] i
PF B o 13307 2 0 v 2L B
AAEPREEMER -

(i) [FPdmiztd FERggan F?iil’@%’%é:* MSH G &
A T4 :'Ja%% 54 k@ (50 752 125 mM
NaCl)» # fe %% Rt 5 (100 » 200 and 300 mM mannitol )
BARA BARFAT BENHTINT S X632 D
BRI o BRI 4% A MY B I ATIMSAL S % A
5 B A ML 0 B A REHROTSTCT £ 1 £ 24
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(i)  FixgF- o F I 5dirn PRk g9 FaF
Ao 8 T2 2y R b v 500 B i Y
AL 6 A A2 LR f iR 0 v FIREE -
B %05 5004 fE B ks v R R AR FLEUTOR R R f AT A
[ -
(iv) «l%mﬁ*%hé%% FLERAFHAMSHER A AT
¢4’? FAXSHIATBRER  BRAARFAR > £ B E 037
Cim1§1124f1‘ﬂ??’ FL23CTAE3x AL ¥ AR Pk

T~ B%

1. ARAEIIFET

ABT EXERLISE - A IR wAPERK & PCR 221
16S rDNA 313 i * 3§ 78 ‘o 7] 16S IDNA Fipk & £ & ¥ 2 PCR %’%
fa it BT B 74 17 (DNAsequencing ) » #7J& 18 en{% pa &
BLASTN #c88:E {7 A 7] v > v 45345 A 1502 7 #cBacillus sp.
B3 BAEZAEZAENAE - 0 B L BT i mi- Ao i
AR

) B. amvloliouefaciens 1

B. subtils 1
J B. subtilis 2

B. halotolerans

B. subtilis 3
Bacilus so 1
Streptomwees sp
Bacillus so 2
0] Bacilus so 3
Bacillus subtils 4
B.amvloliouefaciense 2
B. teaulensis
B. amvioiouefaciense 3

B. methviotronicus
B. subtiis YT-1

Bl BoiEFalidtis Rk ik

2. Htkd £ 2 mplzE
BAEBT REEFHLEARFHAKRT LB £ A 47 k& 9NaCl
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o fa 545 157 v 4 100MM NaCl 35 % AL 24 & % 2§25 74
_E:

]
200 mM 2+ 2. NaCl & jbre 53 ¥ F e 2 & e (Fig. 2A) - @ £%

FopH B 44 0 Be ¥ F 157 ehpH &4 F 5 pH5-8
(Fig. 2B) -
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Vanadomolybdo phosphoric acid colorimetric method (48§ ) = & 4 f%
SRk R BEET B R F 1T A 2 Cag(POs), (W 3B) » ¥ 12
Molybdenum Blue Method (4p §) i ~ {74 #57c% (B 3C)-B~ 1 5.5
AR FRORA 4T R A2 F R 0 B 3D BT A G
2.9x10° CFU/g » %t 70% hEEF AAEE - RE4B 1 BRI EEL
54 LA PR 7 tryptophan 33 & A 0 12 Salkowski’s reagent 387 # P
IAA th2 £ 5 B 3E BT B o R 1 5 1504 LT A e IAA #
$25 % E._k ? o
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