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Fungal Growth Inhibition by Volatiles

Produced by Bacterial Isolates from Soil and Environments
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Summary

Recently, microorganisms that produce antifungal volatiles have received
much attention. To obtain biocontrol agents for suppression of food-
deteriorating fungi during storage of agricultural products, bacteria producing
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) with strong antifungal activity were
screened and isolated from various environmental samples. Among 136 bacterial
isolates, strain TM-R showed the strongest and broadest antifungal activity.
Based on physiological and genetical characterization, the bacterium was
identified as Bacillus pumilus. The effects of VOCs produced by the bacterium,
which was grown on four types of agar media (nutrient, Trypto-Soya, Luria—
Bertani, and TM Enterprise), were examined against six species of fungi
(Alternaria  alternata NBRC31188, Aspergillus niger NBRC33023,
Cladosporium cladosporioides NBRC4459, Curvularia lunata NBRC100182,
Fusarium oxysporum NBRC30701, and Penicillium italicum NBRC32032) in
both small- and large-scale tests (plate and 12-L tests, respectively). In the
plate test, the bacterium markedly suppressed the mycelial growth of five fungi
(A. alternata NBRC31188, C. cladosporioides NBRC4459, C. lunata
NBRC100182, F. oxysporum NBRC30701, and P. italicusm NBRC32032) but
promoted the growth of A. niger NBRC33023. In the 12-L test, the degree of
growth inhibition decreased; however, the bacterium grown on TMEA still
exhibited the strongest inhibition, especially against P. italicum NBRC32032
(growth inhibition rate of 93%). Surprisingly, the growth of A. niger
NBRC33023 was promoted even more strongly (-36%) by the bacterium on
TMEA than in the plate test (-=9%). Twenty-two of 32 VOCs detected by GC-
MS were identified using three databases (NIST 2011, AromaOffice, and
AroChemBase). The species and concentration of detected VOCs differed
greatly among growth media. To identify causative antifungal VOCs, the
correlation between growth inhibition of P. stalicum NBRC32032 by the
bacterium grown on each of the four media vs. the relative abundance of
individual VOCs was estimated. As a result, four VOCs (methyl isobutyl ketone,

ethanol, 5-methyl-2-heptanone, and S-(-)-2-methylbutylamine) were



determined to be the predominant antifungal VOCs. To the best of my
knowledge, this study is the first to specify causative antifungal VOCs using
such an approach.

For application to biocontrol, the effect of VOCs produced by the B. pumilus
TM-R was examined in bathrooms and on citrus fruit. In the bathroom test, the
number of fungi developed on the walls in the treated bathrooms in which the
biocontrol agent containing B. pumilus TM-R was placed was markedly lower
than that in the control bathrooms without the biocontrol agent and its effect
was not affected by the difference in households and seasons. In the citrus fruit
test, the growth of the fungi, C. cladosporioides SK-1 isolated from citrus and
inoculated on the surface of mandarin orange was also strongly inhibited
compared to the control.

To investigate the distribution of bacteria that have ability to produce
antifungal volatiles in the environments, many bacteria were isolated from soil
and compost. Among 208 bacterial isolates, 184 (88%) isolates produced
volatiles that inhibit the growth of one or more of test fungi (A. niger RR, C.
cladosporioides SK-1, and/or P. italicum D2) in the dual plate test. As for A.
niger RR, its growth was even promoted by volatiles produced by 116 (56%)
isolates. In the 12-L test, degree of growth inhibition decreased comparing with
those in the dual plate test probably due to larger test volume. However, only
one strain (SNB2) absolutely inhibited the growth of C. c/adosporioides SK-1.
Based on 16S rRNA gene sequence, ten strains were identified as either of
Arthrobacter spp., Bacillus spp., Microbacterium sp., Lysobacter sp.,
Flavobacterium spp., and Pseudomonas sp.

These results showed that B. pumilus TM-R has ability to suppress the
growth of various fungi by producing volatiles and useful for the control of crop
deterioration and mold development in bathroom. The present study has
revealed that bacteria that have ability to produce antifungal volatiles widely
distributed in soil and compost. Microbial volatiles may be one of the important

factors of the soil fungistasis and interactions among soil microorganisms



MXEE

BREVOIBEICE T 22 REIC X 2R E2WNH T 240k A %252 -0,
ORI EYE A ET 2 ME 242 oA R 20 HEEEK L, Z OoPiHE X
R PILARTEELAPEYEEZMRHL, "V XA I AV OFHEREB AL ~0)IEH
RS L 7.

1. 8, #IE, X020V 27y 720087 136 hofMlE® 9 b,
ROMOIIEEE L A A7 bAr iR L7 TM-REZ AN B X 0
BT FWF A & Bacillus pumilus & FE L 7=, 4 FEOFEXEH# (nutrient
agar, Trypto-Soya, Luria-Bertani, ¥ X " TMEA }iltt) o z2 hF I B\ T
R A ERET D HEFEEYE 2 6 T8 O R IRE (Alrernaria alternaraNBRC31188,
Aspergillus niger NBRC33023, Cladosporium cladosporioides NBRC4459,
Curvularia lunata NBRC100182, Fusarium oxysporum NBRC30701, ¥ X f
Penicillium italicum NBRC32032) €5 2 2 &%, v v — L) &b AR
FLO® 2L A@ABCEY TR LAZ., vy—LHibAEbERHBTIZ, B
pumilus TM-R 1% 5 i # (A. alternata NBRC31188, C. cladosporioides
NBRC4459, C. lunata NBRC100182, F. oxysporum NBRC30701, ¥ X O% P.
italicum NBRC32032) D&% KR % B #FH I HIH| L 72 3. A. niger NBRC33023
DEBEEMICMAEL . 12 L ABABRCH T, BREMHDE KD L 228,
TMEA $5#i C8:% L 72 B. pumilus TM-R 2 il#H s B 2 &5, Hic P
italicum NBRC32032 % 93%#Hl L 72, B _& 2 210, 12 L A% A (-36%)
IcF 35 TMEA ¥ i CHi 3% L 72 B. pumilus TM-R I X % A. niger NBRC33023
DHEREMPET Y »y— LV EDERE (9%) L b bMiEsnxz.

2. GC-MS Tl sh 2R EME 32 WED L, 229E%* 3 HEOT
— &< — 2 (NIST 2011, AromaOffice, ¥ X O* AroChemBase) i & v [ L
2. M EhZHlREYEOHBES L VCBREREFT I HIC X > TAhEL
BAhoTwk, NEGEEOERRYEZ2RET 2201, 4 EOKM T B

pumilus TM-R % ¥ L /=W P. jralicum NBRC32032 o #lIfill % & & fEF W



BoMMEEOMBAMGRERE L 2. 2 0%, 4 ¥E (methyl isobutyl ketone,
ethanol, 5-methyl-2-heptanone, ¥ X Uf S-(-)-2-methylbutylamine) 7% F % 7
ViR E L fEE SN, COXIBFECHEAGEORRNYEZFRE L 2D
KLY D CTTH 5.

3. KW oAMPikRA e LCcofMMcmi) <, BEN#BOREEIERRE X
Uy 23iAvbesd s REORBEMBIDREEZMAT L. AREZERT D
MAEVMEMZHZBELAZBECIRFBEOBE LB L, RIRBEBIE » A BIE
WEICR 72, ZOMBRRESLCEMMICEBR LAV EXERIN-. T 72,
JEM L7225 v o438l L 72 R IRE C. cladosporioides SK-1 @~ 2 3 77 v B
KECORBEXHBEICMGI T 2 & 2MRAL . Sk, FEM & BTG %17
7oL, (LFEAEMBEACED 2 FA by =X P E LTt
HffEns.

4. B. pumilus TM-R X 0 5B WHIREEM & A WHIH X <27 b v 2R 3l &
192720, tHEBIVHELrOME*EEACLE L. BRLE IS
VLo HEL 72 3HEOWERARIRE (A niger RR, C. cladosporioides SK-1,
B XU P oitalicum D2) Txtd 3y —Liih AbeREBICHE T, 208 tho
ME D> H 184 ¥ (88%) 2 1 WU Lo FKH 2HHl L 2. A niger RR I3 H#
FWEWHE KRB TH Y, Hic 116 ¥k (56%) I XV RE REI N4, 121
RumaBocl, EFUNH PRI RMDP L2, SNB2 iz C
cladosporioides SK-1 % SE & Il L 72 23, $LH A~ 2 + Vid B. pumilus TM-
R X Y kA o 7. 16S rRNA {5 T B A ic & v, 10 ¥ % Arthrobacter &, Bacillus
J&, Microbacterium &, Lysobacter |&, Flavobacterium J&, ¥ 72\ Pseudomonas
BowFnroREMEE FEL7Z.

INODOFREDPS, FllhiiL ZMEK KD D B pumilus TM-R #R KR
BLTwb AL, FKIC, VIEREEREDE % £E T 2 ME» -
B XOHIBICASHFEL, BMAEEYE M EYBMEEERRKT - LEHEF
AR T & LC@wva w3 A e 28R & h 7z,



B—E F

YR RERRE I EEY oL ES X UOFEBRICEwCHEEZI &R T
FEALAERNO -2 TH 2. ZoPiEorzvic, LEARINEFAAREH I TE
7. L22L, b OECERE~OEEE (Usall 5,2016)F X Ol & o H B
(Droby &, 2016)~D B &7 &5 6, L& KPR A ICHE S 7w BB T o B
KRRkDOLNTW B,

REFEDO—2 L LT, HHMEMCLI2EYBRBEHI LTS
(Fridlender &, 1993; Hassan &, 2017; Larkin & Fravel, 1998), 7z 2> C b $f %
WIMEYE 2 EET IMEY ~oBLPE T > Twd, HREYE X, K0T
Boo, HRFEETR/ALS T, HELLT e 0 FHMERE>, 2
TIZ Botrytis cinerea (Fiddaman & Rossall, 1994; Liu &, 2008; Rojas-Solis &,
2018; Zhang &, 2013), Fusarium spp. (El-Hasan &, 2018; Elkahoui &, 2014;
Fiddaman & Rossall, 1994; Liu &, 2008; Tyc &, 2015), Penicillium spp.
(Arrebola &, 2010; Li &, 2010), Rhizoctonia solani (Elkahoui &, 2014;
Fiddaman & Rossall, 1994; Liu &, 2008; Tyc &, 2015), ¥ X 8 Sclerotinia
sclerotiorum (Fernando &, 2005; Fiddaman & Rossall, 1994; Liu &, 2008) 7 &
D2 OREYIRIEERRE IS LT, MAEEYEICX 2HEEE (MLk, =R
PIEIEE LR 2) 2 dMESCARREAHRE SN TS, £, LY FEM
WaFAcH TR LT, W7LoRBICE T 3B TIL, HkomEH
DA B T N (Gotor-Vila &, 2017), EHE O =EIC BT 2 kT,
L E Y O DY (Mercier & Smilanick, 2005) 82 ¥ LT\ 3.

MAEMIELsORBBHKERLZ CLICKY, TLra—A, TLFEF, Ti
v, TATv, HHEELEY, EFRLAEY, BLXURELLEY RSOk L K
AW Y % 4T 3 (Schmidt 5, 2015). 2OF T RAFAIZIALT 4 F, ¥
AFNANPFPYARALTZ 4 F, BLXUOT ML VR EDWL D DOYHE D EWRILE G
MoRKYE cHh 2 &#Hidx T 3 (Arrebola &, 2010; Li &, 2010; Tyc b,

2015)72%, HEYEOREICHI LIzMEFROATHE, 2, 3EAED



WY KO EREYE O B E 2K < (Elkahoui 5, 2014), MK 22 #EM# <, *
DRECHBLIEL S DBER, FhbbREEHE, WMESE, BXUMEYOAE
HIRREICHE 22 3 (Tyc b, 2015)720TdH 5.
cnE T, AYBRCERABOREHEEZ R oMEMo v e 2 0 EE I«
Fard oz, FHEORZ Y —=v 7 i3kLce nBRERE ZH W /T
bhTsy, LBRZO0FEANHEHROVOLE>THS. L L, HEPCHERE
UMEYEZ2EET sMEOMBECHEFERICOVWTOREFISCRoN TS,
THEALEEAICHHLEZMEOR 2 ) —= v 7R L LT, Mackie &
Wheatley (1999) 312132 CTO#2, Zou b (2007) 3£ 3 & o #k 234 F W)
Bl X O BAREOATZ2MH L2 HMEL TS, 20 X5 nERIERE
Hom&G A FI) R edhEO LEZHHHE L LbD T, HAD LETOHSE
BIEEFEPHM B R 17,
HEREMEDEEERZEDYRAE L<HAT 220, AHETCERUATD
6 DR HMW & L7, (1) BREEHUR 2 & 58 v 3 B BT I M B8 2 R o Ml 8 % 40 B -
FET 5, (2) e oRRECHT 2 ZRITHGEEZ BT T2, (3) Bi s
MWicks W oMk SEET 2HEAENEYEERAEST S, (4) BERYVEEZRET 2
oo, BEEVPIEGEEOME z N Zh o Y E o B E o B G2 Rt
32, (5) MWEBHEEERRZ FoOMBEKOBMEMEMIL (REVifs LT
AT AL VIHRKR) ~o AR T 5, (6) HEEYTEIE M & R oM E o

BEdcoEEEICOWTHRIT 5.



B8 Bacillus BHMBERBHROEREVEC I A REEFTWFHHR
2-1. #35

YRR E R EEMOEES LR BRICEWTEREZI SR T E
BARERDO—~>2ThH 3. ZoMBEozwIc, INHERKZOEEYICH L TL¥s
MEh7-HEFHASEHINAWTEZ, L2Ll, crOBBELYRE~0EZE
(Usall 5, 2016) % X UM P H © Bl (Droby &, 2016)~D B &% &b, 0
FMAZFEAHEBINLTE T S,

REFEDO 2L LT, fAMEMCI2EYHBRCEAIET > T3
(Fridlender &, 1993; Hassan &, 2017; Larkin & Fravel, 1998). X Y ¥4 < I,
HERUEMEYE L EET 2MEY~OBLAEE o T3, HAEEYE L, K
DYROL®, HREETRALLL T, HRLYT e LI FEERDL, %
COWMEYPEREMBEME 2 EET S LMo T w3, §l 213, Bacillus
spp. (Arrebola &, 2010; Chaurasia &, 2005; Liu &, 2008), Strepromyces spp.
(Li 5,2010; Wang 5, 2013), % o fitEH O #lE (Garbeva 5, 2014), & X U4
KRB Muscodor albus (Strobel &, 2001)T&» 3. % 7=, HEFVEYE WG 4 &
FEEVORETICE T 2EYERF L L oMM RIAER T 3 (Mercier
& Smilanick, 2005).

VAFNAVIANLT A, VAXAFALPIAALT 4N, BXETE2 I, VR ED
WL O OYE R EBIIEIGEEDERYE CH 5 L iE T Tw % (Arrebola
5,2010; Li &, 2010; Tyc &, 2015)2%, HRERYE OFFE KN L 728 EIZR S
NTW5. I, 12eA oW EYHREREYE O RE 2K < (Elkahoui &,
2014), M PEMET, ZORBESLCHMIILE C 0B, ¥hbbiERLY, i
ZfF, BLUMEYMOEHREBICEELZZT 5 (Tye b, 2015)720ThH 5.

HERENEDEEFER 2 EVN RO -0 0MEMEM L LCHHT 2729,
RETEUTO 4202 HE Lz, (1) BREGR 2 & i e b PR S M RE % £
DM & - FES 5, (2) R 25 E v O 4 0% RE I 3 2 5k

PLEEE 2R T2, (3) Exszbics e ColiksEET 2 ElREYE %



FEST 2, (4 BRYEXRET 27201, BRAEGEEOMI L ZNLEZND
HAEEYE O R E O MBI 2 a3 5.

2-2. MEtB X O E
(ESER 7S
KEOHFECIx, £l (2007) 23270 2+ 5 v 75 b9k L7 Bacillus TM-
R¥AZMEAFERE L CHW 2. 3 £ Tld-80°C TR L, nutrient agar (NA,

KWL ¥) BT 30°C, 24 I EL 20 0 % RERICH W72,

Bacillus TM-R ¥ @ [F] &

Bacillus TM-R # % 16S rRNA #E{x T ECHIIC X 0 [IE L 7. EIEME <3
2= =% V77 4~<— (10F 5 X 1541R) ZH < PCR #ME L,
NucleoSpin® Gel and PCR Clean-up (MACHEREY-NAGEL) ic X » {8 L 7z,
BigDye™ Terminator v3.1 Cycle Sequencing Kit (Applied Biosystems) % i
WL L, Genetic Analyzer 3130 DNA sequencer (Applied Biosystems,
USA) i X v B A % k& L /2. MR ¥ MH < i DDB] BLAST

(http://blast.ddbj.nig.ac.jp/blastn) % i\ 7z.

1 BR  IR TR RR

WEAIINE & LT 6 o RIKNE, Alternaria alternata NBRC31188,
Aspergillus niger NBRC33023, Cladosporium cladosporioides NBRC4459,
Curvularia lunata NBRC100182, Fusarium oxysporum NBRC30701, ¥ X O
Penicillium italicum NBRC32032 % w72, T #b ® R IKKE I potato
dextrose agar (PDA, ®Wf{L:) i< 30°C, 1~3 HofifHED K, kL

Ve



Bacillus TM-R ¥R i< X % 3% b Pi B 6 1

NA Bl CH# L 72 Bacillus TM-R #k% H&H TR EZHE Y, 0.85% WK &
HAHKICEE L., BB 200 pL %2 1.8 mL O A K #, nutrient broth
(NB), trypto-soya broth (TSB), Luria—Bertani broth (LB) 5 X W TM =
VR =774 XEEH (TMEB) M L, 30°CT 18 IRMATHEL 2. 20
B3I 100 pL # 2 W Z 0 RIAEEHICE R % 15 g/L @i L 7= 85t (BA#,
ZZ N NA, TSA, LBA, B XU TMEA & 3% ) ICEEKEFEML 7.

WEHARBIEE L Z2ar 27K -7 — (BERE 7 mm) ZH BT L %%
BLEEAZSVIRE, WA 7 721ERL, #Lw PDA Bilborh.Lic s
BL 7.

vy — LY bR TIR, BacillusTM-RHZHEELZZzNZ o
e B ARBORAR Y 7 72 L 72 PDA BihoZ 240 L, mMhrvED
LT =V ANVT = FCTHEHEL . #BARFORF2ET LRV L D,
Bacillus TM-R %k % 8/ L 728528 Bfilic7z 2 X 5ic L, 30°CT 5 HAEE
L 72. Bacillus TM-R %z B LT nwZhZF oz HX e LTH
W7z,

BER, fREoERZHEL, WAEFBHHE (%) 2UToXz M0
THHL 7.

o B8 XA £ (mm) — ZLEE X £ (mm)

T X 15 & (mm) — 7 » 100

H AL B MK (%) =

12LAHRAB I, BEHTER 77 2F v 7 A % (216 mm X309 mm X 300
mm, EHFEE12L) 2. BHNOKEDZD, 9% %X/ —n1 100 mL
FANTHEEL, BRIty cffE#EsE, T2/ -1 2RELEZE, 2
—VRVFHNOENTHBE T LRIz, CoORGONMMEEIC, #%2H
L 72 B % IR % $5FE L 72 PDA B5Hh 3 ¥ X O Bacillus TM-R ¥k % 0 L

AMBEOEMO S bowTF i IR EWMEKE T — 7 CRELZ. Az



ZE LT 30°CT 5 HIEIEEEBEL 2%, #HBEARFORAERZHIE L 2.
Bacillus TM-R Mz BB L TuwAhAnwZhFhoEttz B X &Ly, Lk
DX EHCCHEAETMHIELFEHL 72,

Bacillus TM-R ¥k 28 £ PE 5 2 HE MW E o i

Bacillus TM-R RS EE T 2 R EME oML ICIZL )V A E 7 ) ZHEH
MonoTrap” (RGC18 TD, Y—xz A ¥ 4 v R) ZHW/., Aido 4 HED
Fidbic Bacillus TM-R¥RZHEL, ZEov vy —L impr0nibEriTL, ¥ —
VHNT =T CHEHELR. Tk Bacillus TM-R i L& 73 X511l T
30°CT 18 W[5 L 7. —ESd - A7 —=7%4 L, #Heric 2 fHo
MonoTrap "% 2D v ¥ — L IC AN, HEEHAL %, X 51T 30°CT 24 K
L2, WEMHHNI TR 2a~tr 27710 —EHEoH (GC-MS) K EF
Br b5 2 8% K722 MonoTrap" I E 3T 562 L2729 24 Kl & L,
FHEM B X OB o W) & B CHE AT R o 72, %% MonoTrap”
L2 ICMERER A 7 28 (B 7TmmXET 90 mm, ¥y—z ¥4
YAR) KB L., GC-MS i oHiic NEEHEYE L LT 10ng D b L= v -

d8 (Bt 74 v 2 fI#i3) % MonoTrap ICHSMIL 7z.

Bacillus TM-R tk 23 R PE 3 2 B EY E © [l E
MonoTrap” @ 73 #11C &, M B & % i& (TD: TurboMatrix650: Perkin Elmer)
g L 72 GM-MS (6890N/5973inert : Agilent Technology) Z 7. 4
fricikx 79 —%7 24, DB-5MS(60m X 0.32 mmID X 0.5 um; Agilent
J&W) #Hwv, ZF ¥ vE—F (m/z30-350) THHL77~. GC-MS o Hik
ZAFix, 50°C (2min) — 5°C/min—100°C (0 min) —10°C/min—250°C (30
min) & L 7. #HE D FEICIZ Chemistation (Agilent), AromaOffice (P4)I]

H#l), ¥ X 8 AroChemBase (Alpha M.O.S.) % 7z,

10



T B DU O TR R E o HEE

ERTEEEERYE OHED - 01C, BHAEGH KL NEEEYE I
2B EYE ORE OMBIREE MR L 2. R AEH IR
YIE i b 2D E d o 72 P.oitalicum NBRC32032 @ b @ % v, fHFE
MEOREL L THHEEYEcH 2 Pry-d8 LT 2 HMEEREZH
HL 7z,

3L MRBLUOEE
Bacillus TM-R ¥ @ [F] &
Bacillus TM-R @ 16S rRNA & T W1 1&, Bacillus pumilus X U
Bacillus altitudinis \Z % L T 100% (1,513/1,513), B. altitudinis™ JCM13350
Wxt LT 99.9% (1,482/1,484), B. pumilus® NBRC12092 i xf L T 99.6%

(1,468/1,474) oMFE 2R L 7. Lo L, & (K 2-1) 8583 X5 I,

O

B. pumilus (3G fE & 16S rRNA R TR Ao CHE L TH Y, ZofiE
W72 0 cid X al 238 L v (Liu 6,2013). K= o H$(2014) & APIS0CHB
A<, TM-R% % B. pumilus & FE L 7= (FEMEZE 98%) (HH, 2014).

Shivaji & (2006) ZHEH#EE K TH 3 B. pumilus" NBRC12092 # X ¥ B.
altitudinis™ JCM13350 @ &AL ¥ % — v 2@ L T\ % . Bacillus TM-R
i3 B. altitudinis® JCM13350 X v & B. pumilus® NBRC12092 & @ £l 525 %
Wwzw (£ 2-1), TM-R#IZ B. pumilus L RIE T 200 Z R L E2 LN 5.
B. pumilus D\ { D2 DHRIZKEWYE & X CHEREEYE < X 2 FLEEFEH
A X T 3 (LIU 5, 2008; Munimbazi & Bullerman, 1998)i3 2>, &
BORKEE L THMEINLTVWEH DD D2 (From b, 2007). Bacillus TM-
R ¥ 1d, Bacillus | B O IEKA 7 CTH 3 K1 #HF (hemolysin) & & 8 DNA

DEEEEIAEL TRV EAERINT WY 3 (HF, 2014).

B. pumilus TM-R ¥R IC X % 3% B $1 I 36 1

11



4 B 0K < B. pumilus TM-R ¥R A PE 3 2 HEFEMEY B 28 6 R © 1]
BAREICGEZ 282y y—LMiVAGEDEB XV 12 L A&HRICH W TR
L7z, HREDECL2EE Ol LTy —LBEV EDbERBICE T 24
BxRM 2-21CKT. A alternataNBRC31188 (ot L C i EHMHI 2 5 2R ¥
—J, A. niger NBRC33023 ic%t L CRRAEGFREDN R %2R L 72,

vy —Liiy b (M 2-3A) BT, B pumilus TM-R ¥k P.
italicum NBRC32032 1cxf L T d B WIIFEIFEH 2R L7z (95~100%), C.
cladosporioides NBRC4459 ¥ X U8 A. alternara NBRC31188 i xf L T % 5 \»
MEER %R L (82~100% % X X 81~97% ), C.lunataNBRC100182 ¥ X
O F. oxysporum NBRC30701 i< xf L CiZ FRRE D HIH 72 5 72 (46~86% ¥ &
W 36~71%). —7, A. nigerNBRC33023 o H x#lH I3 & 2 2 i
IN(—72~—-9%). KHuilic 3 &, A niger NBRC33023 % [ %, TMEA
B #2s B. pumilus TM-R I X 2@z R 2w b5l & H L7 (71~100%). A.
niger NBRC33023 12 X 3~ 2 4L H & & R 1 NA, TSA, ¥ X U LBA K <8
FBLAEKICHS (—60~—72%), TMEA KM CREB L 22 594 o 72 (—
9% ).

RLABCHEIZ2EBMHE DR (K2-3B) 3vr—LHVAbERK LY
LT L7722, TMEA B TR E L ZRICRD MOIIHI R 2R L 72 (A
niger NBRC33023 %[ <). TMEA L ® B. pumilus TM-R & P. italicum
NBRC32032 % & U8 A. alternataNBRC31188 Z i < ¥ L (93% 3 X V' 77%),
C. cladosporioides NBRC4459, C. lunataNBRC100182, ¥ X X F. oxysporum
NBRC30701 icxf L CHEEOMH R 2R L7z (17~39%). B D KIic
v, HEREEYEORESXKE T LAEZLEFE 2 o055, A niger NBRC33023 1
W s AEBERENE (—36%) vy —LEiVEbEeRBOME (-9%) X
DLMMULZ, 12LAHICE T 2GR OREXEMMICL > TRL -
TH Y, NA B XU TMEA I3 # 100% 2> 5 80% ~D 2 2> ik b 72 - 7=

23, TSA I X OF LBA 553 (% 40% 2 A £ T EF ICH D L 72,

12



TM-R ¥ & Rl U B. pumilus O ic ZHBEEME OAEEIC L > TE DA
(Ascochyta citrullina, Alternaria brassicae, Alternaria solani, B. cinerea,
Cercospora kikuchii, Fusarium graminerum , F. oxysporum , Phoma
arachidicola, R. solani, S. sclerotiorum, ¥ X OF Verticillium dahliae) D%
BazWfl+2k2d 25 e ETNL TS (Liu b, 2008). L2L, A
alternata, C. cladosporioides, C.lunata, ¥ X % P. italicum \Z X} 3 % 3% [@ Pt
EEEREEIMBRY v, 72, BB KkOBEEYEICX 2 KKRE D
£ B R R & U T, Burkholderia cepacia ¥ X U8 Staphylococcus
epidermidis 75 R. solani O A B # R+ 2 2 ¢ HE I LT w3
(Vespermann &, 2007)7%, B. pumilus \Z X 5 A. niger D EERERHE 1D

WThHEFRETRIN TR WL,

Bacillus TM-R tk 23 R PE 9 2 B EY E © [l E

" AMBEONM LT B pumilus TM-R 43 2¥EH % GC-MS TH#&
HLU, FIBXICFEEL Wy — 27 %7 — &%~ — X (NIST library, AromaOffice,
B X O AroChemBase) ZHWTRHELZ. BMHELEZ32WED S5 b, 22WE
ZRIELZ (R2-2), BT LOoRBLAYMEALAELZYEIUT OMY
TH2 s NAKHTE 24 WETR 17WHE, TSAKM R 17TYHET 15 Y H,
LBANSMbcix 129 E P 12HE, £ L T TMEASi i< I8 EH 17T WH.
BTN Z=2YERIHEBICKX > TRECR R THY, 4 HEORMmcHME L
THREINZDIX I DDYET T o 7% (methyl isobutyl ketone, ethyl 2-
methylpropanoate, 3-methyl-butanoic acid, methyl pentanoate, ethyl 2-
methylbutanoate, 5-methyl-2-hexanone, 2-heptanone, 6-methyl-2-heptanone,
H X U8 5-methyl-2-heptanone). 7%, 3 2 D% H (3-methylbutanol,
unidentified peak 4, ¥ X ' octadecane) 2%, b WIIHIZHE Z R L %

TMEA 554125 o A X 7=,
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Tt b B B O R R R ) o HE E

EEVIE SRR E 2 HEE T 2201, 12LEBRBICH T 2 P italicum
NBRC32032 o WAL FMEI K Z2hZ o WE o NEEEYE 1C K3 2 M
SEEOMBE 2R Lz (£ 2-3). P. italicum NBRC32032 %:#A 72 D 3,
ROEREDE RN T 2EZEDLE L >0 TH 5. 8 ¥E (methyl
isobutyl ketone, ethanol, 5-methyl-2-heptanone, S-(-)-2-methylbutylamine,
ethyl 2-methylpropanoate, 6-methyl-2-heptanone, ethyl phenylacetate, ¥
X U0 3-methyl-1-butanamine) D EEITAEBFIGIE L & OHBEEGZRZ R L &
(R?>0.7). Z® 5 5, methyl isobutyl ketone, ethanol, 5-methyl-2-heptanone,
F L O S-(-)-2-methylbutylamine i % » & » HWHE (R?=0.97~0.99) %
wL 72 (X 2-4).

B A AT 2B E O M IR IC X o THR A % T & (Garbeva b,
2014)%, ZERVEEEOMR S SO IC X > TELT % Z & (Arrebola
5, 2010; Fiddaman & Rossall, 1994; Gotor-Vila &, 2017) iz BLiC#&5 X T
W3, LAL, TOZO0HEWEMEEST THRFAL TV IMERZEEIMS
RO 72w, KW <Tlt, B. pumilus TM-R ¥k 2328 2 3 2 S MR W) E o MK 23
Bic XocZbL, #iRe L CHEBRIEEEDM S LT 5 2 & & FEiE
Lz, £/, BRUEVEOHMNBE LERNEEEOME 25, 4 MEOHE
HRUEMESTERERYE L2 L HELL. EFHELIAMBIRY, 20 kH5%
FECRRYE 2 HE L 2WE 1377w,

KFFRClE—MR Ay ry—L MY bR BALA T AL, I2LAHTH A
BEfTRor., ZOME, o X 24FME R0 EZr»HEL 7Y, Lid
DRV EHEE ICED o T
B. pumilus TM-R 23 EPE L 72 R EWEHEIZIZI L A L OB AREOLEF %
M U 72 23, A. niger NBRC33023 i &f U T3 Il R AR S hind o 72,
Vespermann & (2007) 13 A. niger SEFEWME cxf L CEW TH 2 2 &

EWHRELTEY, AR e —HEHT 5. £72, KWK TIE A niger
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NBRC33023 3#ifilc a2, AFMEEI N, CHIZEREY
HobictREoLEFTAMEI T 20 RETIIORETNTVE L %
RLTw3, yy—LEiv &b Rics T, TMEA B THiEL - B
pumilus TM-R ¥k 13, A. niger NBRC33023 1 &f L T IE# (< 55 24 & {2 it %h 5
(EBMHZE L L T-9%) 2L 7z—HT, RLEGBRABCEZ OMER
BALZ (FA-40%). RBiCHWZ 12 LAREZ Yy — LV EbeilEo
A (M 90mL) © 130 FRETH Y, HAEUEYED ZALKIGLE THERI
2¢E20b05. B pumilus TM-R BAEET 2HAEYH I A RBOLET
zHH T 20 RET 20D ELHEENTEY, JHOBEMITH -
T, MHISEEFoOMELZOMELX TH>7Z2d 00, REMREEFOVE
BEEZ LRl CTwZozs 5. EFREMRPABREE OB AL & b I
MINDZ LW R TMEAR I COABE I N, 2 0iE B pumilus TM-
ROBZEET Z2HEBENEWEOME B CREZo T DS

KifFZE T B. pumilus TM-R 3B FEL 72 32 o ED 5B, Zh T TIKIH
HMEDRHER XN T % Dl 3-methylbutanol ¥ X ¥ dimethyl disulfide @ 2
27 1FTH 5 (Li b, 2010; Toffano &, 2017). ZH b OWHE I, KFFFE<TIE
AEWHE L OB ER I T, ERVIEEEOERYE L I3 bk
ot Rbvic, 4 >o0HREMNEYE (methyl isobutyl ketone, ethanol, 5-
methyl-2-heptanone, ¥ X U8 S-(-)-2-methylbutylamine) 7%= [T i& ¥ o
FEARBRYE L LCHEINEZ, oD b, &7 — AN
PEME L L TCoMBE IRy, 2ho R EYE IC X 5 EE WHH R %
T bzoic, MREREZHCEZEIORIRBELEL S D

PN E XN 24 ME © 5 b, methyl pentanoate, ethyl
phenylacetate, ¥ X 8 5H-1-pyrindine 3 2 h ¥ CHIE ko EREY Y &

LCOHED 70,
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Bacillus altitudinis T (AJ831842)
Bacillus stratosphericus (JF970582)
Bacillus pumilus (GU084168)
Bacillus pumilus TM-R (MK530150)
Bacillus aerophilus (AJ831844)

Bacillus altitudinis (FM955870)

— Bacillus pumilus T (X60637)

Bacillus subtilis T (NR113265)

Bacillus megaterium T (NR112636)

Bacillus cereus T (NR112630)

Escherichia coli T (NR114042)

0.050

2-1. Bacillus TM-R & X (N3E#FfE D 16S rRNA &1+ i o5 4+
R (k)

N

3 2-1. Bacillus TM-R, Bacillus pumilus™ ¥ X 8 Bacillus altitudinis™ ® &
L o Mk

Bacillus TM-RY B. pumilus® B. altitudinis®

Substrate NBRC120922) JCM 133502

Glycerol - - +
D-Arabinose - -
L-Sorbose - -
Inositol -
D-Sorbitol
N-Acetylglucosamine
D-Cellobiose

Inulin -
D-Raffinose

|+ +
|
I+ + 4+ + + + +

|
+

DHEY (2014) X v 51/
2) Shivaji & (2006) X v 5]
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2-2. Bacillus pumilus TM-R HR W E 2> v+ — LY &b 2R
CBWTHBAREICS 2 2 528, W R IRE Alternaria alternata X O
Aspergillus niger % B. pumilus TM-R 8/ [X (2 £ Al 5 X U Bl)
BFIXUOEEKX (Zh X A2 3 XU B2) TKi#. B. pumilus TM-R 1%
nutrient agar 55 CTHF & .
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o
o

Mycelial growth inhibition(%)

Mycelial growth inhibition(%)

o & AN
S & © o

N A OO ®
o O
—

S S
—

aaaa bcba a aba

o

ab

b abb

L

b bc bbec

abc b a

Penicillium Alternaria Cladosporium  Curvularia Fusarium
italicum

alternata  cladosporioides lunata

oNA STSA oLBA mTMEA

Aspergillus
oxysporum niger

3. Bacillus pumilus TM-R HRIEFEEYE 23> v — LA O &b & 3R

F1I2 LAGHE (B) K THBAREREAREICS

WO, B3 T7A7 7y IR OFYHE
& %3 (P <0.05 Tukey's HSD test).
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F2-2. B pEHCRE L Bacillus pumilus TM-R 28 £ FE 3 2 R W E © [ E

Retention

Detection in Medium

Peak Index Compound Identification® NA TSA LBA TMEA
1 458 Ethanol annotated + +
2 671 2-Pentanone identified + + +
3 681 3-12/[6)3thy1-1-butanamine annotated + + +

S-(-)-2-
4 701 methylbutylamine annotated + +
5 709 unidentified peak 1 unidentified +
6 709 unidentified peak 2 unidentified +
7 718 unidentified peak 3 unidentified +
8 724 3-Methylbutanol annotated +
9 729 unidentified peak 4 unidentified +
10 734 Methyl isobutyl ketone identified + + + +
1 750  Ethyl 2- identified  + o+ n
methylpropanoate

12 755 Dimethyl disulfide identified +
13 803 unidentified peak 5 unidentified +
14 814 3-Methyl-butanoic acid annotated + + + +
15 825 Methyl pentanoate identified + + + +
16 835 unidentified peak 6 unidentified +
17 849 Ethyl 2-methylbutanoate identified + + + +
18 851 Ethyl 3-methylbutanoate annotated + + +
19 852 unidentified peak 7 unidentified +
20 860 5-Methyl-2-hexanone annotated + + + +
21 892 2-Heptanone identified + + + +
29 925 2,5-Dimethylpyrazine identified +

925 2,6-Dimethylpyrazine identified +
23 958 6-Methyl-2-heptanone annotated + + + +
24 969 5-Methyl-2-heptanone annotated + + + +
25 981 1-Octen-3-ol identified +
26 1160 2-Decanone identified + +
27 1167 unidentified peak 8 unidentified + +
28 1262 Ethyl phenylacetate identified + + +
29 1345 Indole annotated +

1345 5H-1-Pyrindine annotated +
30 1367 unidentified peak 9 unidentified +
31 1373 unidentified peak 10 unidentified +
32 1799 Octadecane identified +

* identified ; AromaOffice & X 8/ F 7z 1% Arochem Search B W CTIRFFREN —Z L,

NIST library i W TH FEHwe v FE (7T0%U L) BELNZYE.
Ih, Wi —DIKEYL-YE.
.

2N .
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®2-3. HREYE OMENIEE & Penicillium italicum \Z X 3 3 £ FWHI XK oD

A B8 B £%

Peak No. Compound R?  Slope y-intercept
10 Methyl isobutyl ketone 0.99 190 15
1 Ethanol 0.98 11 43
24 5-Methyl-2-heptanone 0.97 160 11
4 S-(=)-2-methylbutylamine 0.97 230 42
11 Ethyl 2-methylpropanoate 0.88 79 19
23 6-Methyl-2-heptanone 0.86 64 6.3
28 Ethyl phenylacetate 0.85 110 34
3 3-Methyl-1-butanamine 0.72 100 36
17 Ethyl 2-methylbutanoate 0.59 200 30
7 unidentified peak 3 0.54 180 54
9 unidentified peak 4 0.54 240 54
32 Octadecane 0.54 22 54
21 2-Heptanone 0.49 34 49
20 5-Methyl-2-hexanone 0.46 200 27
12 Dimethyl disulfide 0.34 -190 71
5 unidentified peak 1 0.30 -280 71
25 1-Octen-3-ol 0.30 -120 71
2 2-Pentanone 0.25 53 52
14 3-Methyl-butanoic acid 0.21 -83 85
6 unidentified peak 2 0.16 120 59
8 3-Methylbutanol 0.16 120 59
13 unidentified peak 5 0.16 140 59
16 unidentified peak 6 0.16 100 59
19 unidentified peak 7 0.16 190 59

2,5-Dimethylpyrazine
22 2,6-Dimethylpyrazine 0.16- 6.9 >9
Indole
29 5H-1-Pyrindine 0.16. 91 >
30 unidentified peak 9 0.16 110 59
31 unidentified peak 10 0.16 140 59
18 Ethyl 3-methylbutanoate 0.08 79 55
15 Methyl pentanoate 0.00 -28 68
27 unidentified peak 8 0.00 14 62
26 2-Decanone 0.00 13 63
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1 B Ethanol

a8

y=11x+43
R2=0.98

0 01 02 03
5-Methyl-2-heptanone
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100

y =160x + 11
R2=0.97

0 0.2

T T 1 O
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0
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sNA aTSA «|LBA *TMEA

FTELEREYE OMXNIEE & Penicillium italicum 33 24 F
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B=F BacillusBHEKEEBREVEMIC LI BENBO RS EIERAR

3-1. # 5
BoEOo@MY, VAT T o oI NME B pumilus TM-R 12
FRUEPEVME L EET 2L ic kY, RHFAOBBEOLRRE ICH L THREN
HEMzZRLAE. 220, () TMI Y 2 =754 X(EIFEHR)IHE 2 % 35)
LofkFEHFRO D L, KEEMEHEWOL 74 PicERIETCLRERT ¢
2Lk, WETALYORFLZWH T 2MEMEM L LClmftIh T
W3 (X4 FrsREBoreEnn]). AECRETZEER D E IR
Cladosporium J&H T & Y (Moriyama &, 1992), B. pumilus TM-R 28 L %
MMH T s e AEMbtoRBFERECHEZ. LarLl, EBRoBRECHT 2
A OFEMH ORE LB O FIERBRITIT b Tz,
ZZTARETIE, T2 —FEOMREICAHMLLHREL, MWEEMm LXK

RE B 2 R Il E S 2 2 & T, ARG oBYGEMME%ZRIEL 7.

3-2. MEtB XUk
RBEEE LCR—o~v>avHo 6 MifcihzikEL, 2z 3
WTF O/ N =T ABLII I V=T BO 2T . &0 — 7 0REKE
BIE# 1.8~2.7m?> T, F—=T7HICERPETVIIFEL 2. FHEFoBRE
ODRIFLETHERBCERLEZDOL, A0 —7 ADRERACITHSE 1{H
rREL (K3-1), ZAr—7BldEExEL L. 12H~FFE9I9HD 9 » H
M, @HEBEVBEZFEHAL T LY, 20k, SHHEOBREOR; L R %
HEBERLEKZ, AT AORELLRGEZIMVEE, 20— 7 Bic#Hr
B 1IEE2ZEL, OH~EFE6H0 9 » HRIRABL 2. chicky,
&=
BB EHSS & LC, KRHMIC30cm UG DORZHE L. 0.01% Sodium

MBIl X2 RORY ZHET 2 X580 7.

=

dodecyl sulfate (SDS, & £ 7 4 v A FEHEE) HmMEE A B KEZ V&R

L72BEMER (4cmX4cm) ZWHE Y v 2y b To %4, ABRKHm%E 2,
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3HEBEYVE LR ER -7 (¥ 3-2). ZoMiflE# % 0.01%SDS ¥ 0 ¥ B 2L B £
K 10 mL @ A o 7208 (15 mL &) i< A, A BEEE ~ sk L 7.

DITFICELOEZ 1 oA rTy 72 RICKVIRES L, 2D EiE% PDA K
ML C30CTH5HMBEL, av - B2 o BEoBMHEY 2 Y o
RREBRERE L 2.

3-3. fRBLUEE

AERGAMR R, W2 v — T o R REBIERE RS (0.01 cfu/cm?) U TF~0.7
cfu/cm? TdH o7 (K 3-3, 3-4). 97 A, 7 r—7 B (EREX) 0K
D AIRE £ T 300 cfu/cm?~460 cfu/cm?7Z o7k L, 7r—7 A (G
BX) CTEMBHEBARULT~60 cfu/cm? Th bh, E\HEX L EXTHEL (K2
> 7z.

HEREZEOAREHIHREBERRELL T ~0.02 cfu/cm? T, FHRIC XY RRE
BraokEIntYvonsz, RBEXEEREXZ ANE LT 9 » AR,
I —7 A (BEHREX) ORKREEIE 130 cfu/cm?~1200 cfu/cm? 72 > 7= D
et L, Z7v—7 B (KEX) ORIREEITRHRALLT ~130 cfu/cm? TH
h, MEREX EHXTHL 2 ICKD 5 7.

Iz ehs, WHOREFBERHAMOARER 2 K& AR X &
52ROt of. REXEEMHFEX ZANE Z TH FAEKDMEEIE
bh7zZtid, TP EREOKEFMRILOENICIZbDTRANI L
ZRLTWwWS., 7, WMo AL LEAMTH 3 fEtEr Rk I .

o XS iIcHGHAEBRICXY, ERIEEEZAMRAL ZBES e #EA o
IRBPRAE I N7z, o X5 REaE, MARICHMmIcEHZ Kxwv.
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3-2. ABRIXH 2> 5 D £
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BUE BERUVNEYWELERE Bacillus BMEKRZFAALZ AV X I h vy HHRE
W
4-1. # 5

WM IAYEP O TEHARORECTRDBERDS VWRETH oD, H
BEDOEHOLEAZ EIC XV HERMD L, ~AH72 ) ol ABEIT 2013 4
IRz N FF, VY TR WTHEIME R > T b (EMKER, 2019a). *
NTdH, 2018 F ¢ EANFKE AL 39,600 ha, IUHER X 773,700 t, Hfmj4E
1349 1,400 &9 < (e-Stat, 2019; EMIAKEE, 2019b) , KA E © 4 &
N2FEREREELLCoMMEZ HO T3,

B TOU AT ZAIAVIEIHEEREL, BRI vyrIHiHGcizwy 4 A2 5 9
HiclHfmaEhs 7z, BRIy e LTEEH2P L CEMTRMBAL T 35,
Z OB ERE (2018 4EFE) 1F 4 FE T 403 ha, INHEE (X 20,100 t T (e-Stat,
2019), HIM4H1EH 200 5 CH 3. 205 b M3 D 1 2EEENLED T
BYH, RCTEHA, K5, B L (e-Stat, 2019).

N RIAVBEMBTERII SN0, BEhREENE P KD S
N3, L2L, BEOoOEVA"YRIHyTld, NEEOHRBS X OFE - I
FEWFIC, F T Cladosporium JE%IRH 1T X 2 RE 0 HEE (FF8K) O FAED
8 & 72 o T\ % (Tashiro ,2013). FFiIcHBIrEHINE AV R I AV T
X, REICX YV RERDL O BRI NZEZT it o KiF 2K TICo %5
3. Mz <, Aspergillus J&+IRHE B X O Penicillium J& % KHE 1< X 3 £ b
N—NZ MFEEDBBEIC R 5> T 3 (Tashiro &, 2012; HAR, 1996; Ht S,
2003).

W, WMYHREOHRICEECAZEREEALEHINTWE. ~Y
ZIAVIEBWTH, TIHHKCEMAER P~ —_ X MFE TR L CHREHE
DEA LKL T (HM/RS, 2016; HX & HF, 2007). L2 L, MR
DL, FEMEHFORBBERBIC X 2HERE, PIUVRE~0EEED

MR, LEARBKEAICEHDS 2 WIBREMOER KD LN T 3.

26



REFEHO—>2L LT, MECLAREZH2EVBROMELED b1
T\ % (Sharma &, 2009). HFICUL4E T3, EER 7 Bl o 2 523 72 v il F 1k
WEOMMAPEH I, T vy X VHESPEZHO A KB IC X 2HER
Bi <7z o M R Bt & LT & T v % (Elkahoui &, 2014; Mercier &
Smilanick, 2005).

HoEOMY, B pumilus TM-R (& 8 O KK E icxf U< 8458 #1020 53 %
FOMBUHEMELEET . v r— LMV ADLEES IV I2L BB O KRR
mEM R XY, KB, Penicillium sp., Alternalia sp., % X U
Cladosporium sp.7s & O RARE T L THWIEEMGI R AR L, £ o3
REFRMEPEYE & L T, methyl isobutyl ketone, ethanol, 5-methyl-2-
heptanone, ¥ X 8 S-(-)-2-methylbutylamine % [Al & L 7z (Morita &, 2019).

ZZTRMAECTE, " RAI A VO EERGEK CTH 5 Cladosporium & %
RE I L CHMREREVEYE % B. pumilus TM-R B EFET 32 LT
HL, RE&EMEIC Cladosporium BAKREOR T 2B MLz~ 7 R

/11

v B
HEAEORK B2 EHBRB/NICANTA v Fa—FL, FHFEHIMKEE L
ZH0MEEL 2. A €, REIC X 2B HEINFI R DO A 7 = X LRI O 72 1T,

layoFF - HRICHTI2AEOEZEZBEL 2.

2. BB X O E
it 5 B MR
B. pumilus TM-R %k # it E k& L CHWw ., #i Tl3-80°CTREFL,

NA B2 HL© 30°C, 24 FifSiEs 8 L 72 @ % R Evic v 7-.

8 R VNSRS
WERARRE M & L, C cladosporioides SK-1 # w7z, Z i E R L
BERxv 22—l T, BRLEAMBEEHE» DI NZKTH B, gL

IR #R 12 PDA i< 30°C, 5 HE o RifEE 0K, MBICHAL 2.
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1AV BB SR RE AT Wz R

B. pumilus TM-R % NB ¥i#bic gzfli L, 30°CT 18 il E & L 2. %
D 100 pL % NA K5#hic kR L /2.

R E L - WA RE o B Hc 0.01%SDS HwMMEAEH B k%2 207
NF10mL#¢, 2av I —VEBETlRFZEEIY, Fr7y 7 20 L Ty
THEBERZE-. ch% 3E#K PDA BHIcHML, WERAKRER T %S
W (0.5%F K&H : £ 800spores/mL) ZEKL &, ZhzRFE LELMEIC
AV 1LY 10 FHATKCERK 3mm & 74235 X510 uL 22Ky b
L 7.

B. pumilus TM-R % ¥ L 7= NAKsH 1 fx &, BERE2M%2 19LAED
T AFy s HEARBICANTEHRL, 30°CT 7 HEFEL 2 (K 4-1).
MHIX & LT B pumilus TM-R Z M L Twiaw NA B HL 1 &z A, [k
DEFEITo -, HFHREEZEBELAZEMI L0 GFEEAREE) »6 3 (F
HEKR) FToBBOLAKE ST (K 4-2), H&Y7k D 20 EHpF oG EEE

RO, oo FEEEREHE Lz, BRI 3 ETEML .

B. pumilus TM-R 1T X % 5% R & 5 A= 1 76 5 4000 il 54 B

B. pumilus TM-R % NB £#iic B2ffi L, 30°CT 18 Rl @& L =, %
D 100 uL % NA KiHbic kR L, 30°CT IS B L. OB A
FBmmBIPER2Z2mm DAV IR —F7 —TZRZNY VKT T
AR RG], ZULREZERHEZ LCLTCYyy—LDoEOHLICENF N
BLZb D%, v —LOMHMIE 2% X 6%E L CTHEBRICHWZ,

C. cladosporioides SK-1 % PDA #5#hic < 25°C< 7 AR # L, Z 0
BRMEICR—N=F7 4 27 (B 6mm, EX08mm) # LY THET*%
fIE&E8m., COR=—N=—F U4 R7O0ETHNELEZHEZ LT L TED Y

Y —LWNIC3KEE, Lid B pumilus TM-RHEDOEM T 4+ A 7 2 FHE L 7= v
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Y —LOEFEFMPOEDLREICLTNNT 7 4V LTEEL . B pumilus TM-
R¥kZEML 7228 Le7e s X5 IICEiEL, 25°CT 24 R[] % 13 7 48 I¢[H A
V¥axX—vavl, BRUEVEDEEBZEI L (K4-3). 20K, -
N=FT A A7 ZH L\ PDABERmICHLANT, 7EFEMNEIER. 20
PDA ¥l 2 25°CC 24 W[ B5 &=, JFEHEME 2z <ol D RF o fH R

ZEIELZ (1B X B2~ 1,000 ).

3. R B X UERE
N R I AV REI C ocladosporioides SK-1 % 2K v MM L, 30°CTA
vFaR—va vl NRXTEAREDO ZFy FRETICEHR &R D%
BHABEE T, TIHMOBREAMICHKI L 724, B. pumilus TM-R $EHEIX
TR7THRBRCECTCOHEUIA AL, RAEBNGEIZN R BHEICZD b
(M 4-4), A vFax—vav 4dHBRTEINBXOHHEERIT 1.6 &2,
TM-R #HEXc¥EoU TFTofchAREICEKL (p<0.01), 51 7 HEICIX
MIRXCIE 25 &40, TM-REEMX TIZZoMEDDHETH > 72(F 4-1).
DEo#ER»S, B pumilusTM-R2 v 2 I h v OFHEBEZEBT 2%0%
DANEREBE I D 28 MaECc &, BEYOFKE ik L CHBEIE
WIE % EAT 2MEMERM T 3R & 13, Bacillus amyloliquefaciens % Fil \»
72 TL OB T4 7 b 7 (Gotor-Vila &, 2017)icBA L T, % 72% m3 B
O W JE T R IRE Muscodor albus % Hl\» T L £ v (Mercier & Smilanick,
2005)ICBIL CTHMBT S hCTw 3, —FHEGHEORENREL LT, 2D >
A ZHE Oidiumsp. D ZZREHEIC X 2 FFOMFN 2~ AN THERE 1wl
B % k1T v 3 (Koitabashi, 2005; Koitabashi & Tsushima, 2007). % 7z,
Cladosporium B A RE O RE 2 WH T 2 AU EAVE 2 EL T 2HMEY
B L Tlk, Chaurasia b (2005) O#HEH»H 228, BEYFE~0ILH~ X
EEBR V. KMEHELS, IHVREOMRE - HEHICE T 3 RKHEIC

LB HHREBOATREES PO TR I .
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B. pumilus TM-R (T X % 54K B 5 4 1 56 2F 10 il

C. cladosporioides SK-1 @ 4y 4 ¥ 12 B. pumilus TM-R % X} Il 55 8 L, $#H %
PEGLR Y B IC 24 WEfE £ 72 13 48 IMHIIREE S ¢ e, AET ORI - R %
B L. ok, B pumilusTM-R QM OGN Z 2% & 6% D 2
DIzl T, 2OoMBRE BT LA, ZoME, 24 MoRFEc3mEBEL D
EHEWICEOLL T A TORFNHMB IR ONAd o7, 48 Ko 2
BCRNETORTF - MENAFLCECWH S (K 4-5), L 2%TH
BT FHIEFRIT 2%, F 6% T 1% TH -7 (M 4-6). Fric, WBEED 2% /N
L THDAETOFRKENK 98% D Hl X /o bid, HIHIZhE Ao T v
CEZRTHDTH 5B,

Lt ofE R IZ, C. cladosporioides SK-1 @ 4y 47 O FE G 1 13, WRER 24
BRI TR E> 2L AT+ THERA8HM TR+ THB I LERLTN S,
I, B pumilus TM-RIC X 2 fERMEPIEYE O 4 EEHE R 041 ~DfF
AR —~ERELETCH LD EEZLNDS. 7, B pumilus TM-R ®
HREEANE LS TOMBERE DL - 722 &3, KBS EBRIRE I LT
MHEEZBE L TWwE 2 2L T3,

ME RO EARENEYE CH I N 2R RETCREAS X4 T ICE
WHEMNRE 2 2 & B LHE XT3 (Arrebola &, 2010; Chaurasia &,
2005; El-Hasan &, 2018; Elkahoui &, 2014; Garbeva &, 2014; Li &, 2010;
Liu b, 2008). B. pumilus TM-R o &b b oG e FAkTcH Y, ok
TOFFE - HROMEIC K- T, BREMFMRELEHE I I LEZLN
%,

KEFE AT (1971) XM I A v oI EERE & IR BT 5 B R
HKOBBREMRITL, 2°C~20CoHFACTEHEKETH 212 ERBELRKEL
CVERELTWS., 72, JAAE, S (2016) + X O JA # [ 4% 7 H# A

BWEES (2016) F I vy ol 2 KR (5°CB XU 8C) TiThoTWw3 &
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MALTWwE, 20720, 2L REEFEKT 2854, EEROFRREZ
AR (30°C) kY dRIFIEWDd o LRI, BETHENIEI NV E
CE T2 AREOEMEDET L, MHIZRS XY BEFICHN 2 RRENRDH 5.
L2 LIAERIC, MW AEE T 2HEEYE OB PHK D 23 5 nl Rtk 2

H570, LoFEMzABRIrLETD B,
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X 4-1. f vFax—T 3 VOKT

0 1 2. 3

1R

4-2. I A vHEREBEICX Z2HEBEEE O

K3k

.

*

1]

1

4-3. B. pumilus TM-R I X % C. cladosporioides ®

1 2B 1 g 25 0 ] BB ik

* B. pumilus TM-R % §5% L 7= 55 #b
**C. cladosporioides W T 2t B X ¥/ — X =F 4 27
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4-4. Cladosporium cladosporioides \Z & %5 I 71 v {51 ® Bacillus
pumilus TM-R i X % B IE 3 5
30°C, 7 Hfk. b : AKX, T @ QX
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£ 4-1. B. pumilus TM-RIZ X % I A v iHIE O KR H*

4 0t 7 H#
xR X 1.57a£0.08 2.482+0.09
TM-R X 0.58b+0.12 1.37b+0.09

*EE TS ) o HEEE (3 RERB O E £ EERE)
Fl—REBHCTERRZTA 77Xy b2 TWw 3 EEHEITHEEICH
%52 &%RT (p<0.01, Tukey ® HSD #5E)

4-5. C. cladosporioides ® 43 £ 1 O R H M K
I ¥ 3 B. pumilus TM-R O %) 3

B. pumilus TM-R ¥k @ i 5 £ HU R ¥ H 1< #84%
IR B 7 %2 g & 721, PDARHIICK L C
25°C T 24 WIS B L 7=, & AT, £
48 Iy ] M 75 el 1
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024 ] gk 2 © 48 ] %

100 r

80 r

60 -

AT FE IR (%)

20

0 FEEE 1 s =
2% 6%

B. pumilus TM-RO$EFEES i i £ bt

4-6. C. cladosporioides 57 4 1 O FEHF I X F
B. pumz’]usTM-R @]%*E%%J:U%@H ft] D 5 2
(EHER ESERE L v 2 — HRGSIE LR

\\(\
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BHEHE 1BEIVCHECEET 2EXUENEYELEEROE, FE, X
O 91 B8 7
5-1. 5
WRAE, MR EoRICEECEELSEHINAL TS, LarLl, MEED
HE L, FERFE~ORBBEHE, PIUVRBE~0EREOBRI AL L,
RIS BRI OISR KD 5N T3
REFEMO -2t LT, HECLARREZHC2EMPROMELED N
T % (Sharma &, 2009). FRICIE L, EENREMOLER & XK
PEOMMBICEH P EET>TH Y, WRTOMBECRZHOAKEIC X 2
HHE xRS 2 EMaEMie LCffEnCcwb, 2 vE TIC Botrytis
cinerea (Fiddaman & Rossall, 1994; Liu &, 2008; Rojas-Solis &, 2018;
Zhang &, 2013), Fusarium spp.(El-Hasan &, 2018; Elkahoui &, 2014;
Fiddaman & Rossall, 1994; Liu &, 2008; Tyc &, 2015), Penicillium
spp.(Arrebola &, 2010; Li &, 2010), Rhizoctonia solani (Elkahoui &,
2014; Fiddaman & Rossall, 1994; Liu &, 2008; Tyc &, 2015), & & O
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum (Fernando &, 2005; Fiddaman & Rossall, 1994; Liu
5,2008) 7 & D ff 4 o REY)HE R RE SN L <, PUETE M 2R 37
PEEEET 2ME A REIHRE S LT B, X0 ERAM MM
T, MTLOAEEICE T 5 kDKL DD (Gotor-Vila &, 2017) % Iy &
FieklF s v MA (Mercier & Smilanick, 2005) 28R X LT »
. LAarLonblid, FHiEZ 100% MG+ b0 cixk, RBEMHMD 18
MEETHZ -0, Ro—-EBombErskdobnTwi
X, EMYIRICAM ZBWHIHEE Z R OBEM Ot 2 o WE
CEARYTOhTERZ, FAEORZ ) —= v 734 A BERZHV
TiTbh Tk, tEEIZOFEELSMFEOVOLEO>THS. LarL, LER
THAUVNEVEZEET 2MBHOBECEERICOVTORERFIIKRS
NTws, LtHELPLEEACHBMLEZMEOR 2 ) —= v 7R E LT,
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Mackie & Wheatley (1999) 1313182 T DA, Zou & (2007) 34 3 & o
HRAEREYEIC LV EHEAREOAFTEZMEI L 2 e HMEL T 3. @R
EiEEoMEGE R AF Y R e hEOLEZ KL LzbD T, HAO LET
DIFEFNITEZE BB Y 1E 7\,

ZZTAMRE T, EHENOLHES I OCHIE» OME 2 %KoL, 2
% v %G T B Aspergillus niger, Cladosporium cladosporioides, % X O°
Penicillium italicum \Z % 3 2 @RI EEHEOFMIC O WTHIEL, Z DAETE

HNERICOWTERL /-,

5-2. Mkt E X Ok

B o 5y e
FEHEN» ORI L2 L8 a R L 45, M8 3 i, FElL1
) BIXUASLAHIE 4 Hoft 12 8kl e LCcHwA. Bk 10 g I E
ABAEAKISmLEZMA, STV FAF - (Z—2FEYF A4 ¥ —, HAK
HWELERT) % M\ T 15,000 rpm T 15 M HLE L 2. o % 1.8
mL OWME EHEHEKEH W CGEEARL, £ 0 100 L % NA 5 i\
ML7Z. 300CCT7HMBEBBLEZER, BELLan=—20/BIrERSZbOD
WL, #AL .

R % IR TR R

W RIRE R & LT, A. niger RR, C. cladosporioides SK-1, ¥ X U8 P.
italicumD2 ZH v/, T b 3EERESERt Yy X2 -tk wT, KL %
WHEE»: S I 7tk Td 5. W RIKFEHKIZ PDA 55l < 30°C, 3~5H
MoRiEEO %, AL .

3 A B R 1T X 2 o bR BT B IS 1

SrEEAI R 2 NB BedthicgEfE L, 30°CT 18 i EEE L -, 2o 100
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pL % NA B ic ke f L 72,

RIRG 2 L 2 BRI 3 W o 55 Hic 0.01% SDS o ik i A4 B & 3k %
ZnZ N 10mL#ke, avI—VETlFEZBEENY, F1riy s 20
LTRTEBERE2EZ. ~~F b A —%2(b=—~8, 2¥HF) 2HTlT
PR A HEE L, # 10% spores/mL & 7 3 X 51 0.01% SDS @ M8 B A B A 1
KCIHE L 7-.

v — L) bR TIiE, 3EoOMBRARKBON BB TS 20 uL %
1 ¥ PDARGHbICHiBEZ B WC XKy PEM L. o PDARH L, 2
e BEEME L7 NABEZ, 4L cmrvEdbgicl, y—Yirs
— 7 CHEELZ. NAKMA EE A2 Xy ciEL,30CT 7 HEREL 72,
SrEERR A BERE L TuvZe v NA KR GF X)) &L, MGl RoF®EELH
HCHE L 7.

RLAEGRBRCE, FH5LRALLHEHARXO T 725 vy 7B G EZHw, R
KN ZZRE L., CoRBONToMImEIC, SHEMEKEZ 100 pL BHEE
L7 NAKHL LR, B R IR o le 7 K 100 pL % BB FE L 72 PDA
B 3 &, wIndHEERIL ALK, WEMET -7 CEELZ (K 5-1).
Aoz ®mBL, 300CT5 HREMEL 2. DB ZEREL T v 2w i 2 0 i
Xel, UToXzHeCcilifiziRzHEL~E cnbolize T2 KE
THEMEL 7.

WHE XD awm = -4

37:’:"3%5?‘*1[]%']%(%): 1- WHEXDa o= —%

X100

i

ey

ok o [A] iE
S EE D 5 b 11 #Ric 2w T, 16SrRNA EE FEAIIC X W EERE L
7. BEEMECHNT22="—-%1 77 4 <— (10F B X * 1541R) % H

T PCR #1& L, NucleoSpin® Gel and PCR Clean-up (MACHEREY-NAGEL)

o

X O K# L /2. BigDye™ Terminator v3.1 Cycle Sequencing Kit (Applied

38



Biosystems) % Fl \» THEG%k L, Genetic Analyzer 3130 DNA sequencer(Applied
Biosystems, USA) I X » ¥ % k& L 7=, MHE AN IC i3 DDB] BLAST

(http://blast.ddbj.nig.ac.jp/blastn) % i\ 7z.

3. R B X UEE
A B Bk o o Bt

TH S B IUESAHE 48, 12 ioRBoAREEREZ TN N
NASSHICHER LEEE L 2R, 8T 4.1x10°~1.8x108 cfu/g iz t, 4 5
AHERE T 1.0X108~1.5x10° cfu/g Y OME K 2 S 7. b oEmRXHER

DEEIOGHE L, & 208 koM E K %1572,

53 B A B AR I X 2 am B BT B O 1 AR BR

vy -V b X oM E RO ERITEEED —H 2 X 5-2
RS, WIRIX & T, AREOW AR KR 225G DM, A niger
RROAFZREL 25A D RS0 MBS HERK 208 %k 5 H, 184 #k(88%)
B ARE O wF 2w L CERIEEEZRL 2 (K 5-1). Thid
Mackie ¥ Wheatley (1999) o ##& ICVEis 2 B4 T, Zou & (2007) o
R IV DEVETH o7, %72, C. cladosporioides SK-1 I X O P. italicum
D2 it L C [ e 30 I 1 &2 R 8k 28 KB4 % i 0 72 (150/184 #k, 82% ).
o xoic, maLEE, MEE EENEL BXU0FLSAHMEOTNLS
DERBVIFEEE 2GS oMEsGE TR I & id, HECHE P Ic4E
BT 24 oMEP DL GBEBRBNZILSCALTVSEZLEZRTDDEF R
54 %. Chuankun & (2004) &, #ERIREIC LIEHROHAELEDE 2 2
"L, WesHo+tEIPEBKOLAKRF I L CHHBEERLEZZ 2L, &
FUEVE I LEHEFEAO —BRL LB HRELTWE., bl &
E, HERMEYEIC X ZHPIEMEM S, LR SR CHIEYR O M A /EH
BIXOEREHREFICREAEAG LT 2AEEEZRL TS, 2721, Bk
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TEHHEABBEARON T2 2D, IV ECoRABZH CRKDORRLEDS
NEZPHERL T LENRD 5,

A. nigerRR Z M1l 3 2 @R 1X 208 tkh 16 kTH oz —FH T, #ickEFH
T 2 Bk 116 ¥k (56%) fER X7z (£ 5-1). Vespermann &
(2007) & A. niger PHIBE B RO MR E 0 L T T, DLAEFH
PRREINIGAEDR DL EEREL TS, LAL, HEEYEL LD X
IBANZALTHARFAOEFT2RET 2L IC 20T OWEIL, EHELMD
R HdH7-o ke,

B bR CMHMERE 2> 20tk 6 fhicf LT 12 L HEETo
MEEERBRE2To 72, 2R, SNB2 X C. cladosporioides SK-1 i &}
LT100% D aw=—ERiM#lE%2/RL7~E (£5-2). C cladosporioides %,
TIMEEAMBEEHCD 2o FT 2228 E N TH Y (Tashiro b, 2013),
SNB2 tk iz 2 o EVBiBRA & L ComM B WIfFE 2. —75, P italicumD2
35 an = — BRI H R T o HER2Y 10% K< b, I R 2
Ko7, Thid, 2LABROLAHZ, My abeRBOK 130 fF AL
molT, HRUVHOBRELXK T LAZOTHIEEZLNS., 7L,
2w = —JBRMHEE AR R IR SRR S e o7z b DD, SNB2
E—HokTix, WHRAREEAOREMGI 2EIR Iz (K5-3). MHA
MO EYE I N A RECTHEEAB L O ETICBRBEER
&2z e MHE XN T3 (Arrebola &, 2010; Chaurasia &, 2005; El-
Hasan &, 2018; Elkahoui &, 2014; Garbeva &, 2014; Li &, 2010; Liu &),
2008). KRB TOFBEOHRKLEL I o TV B AL D 2 720, 5% O WE

HRETDH 5.

5 el B R O A A
SrHERR 11 Mo REMBE L 2o OERYIEEEDEIREZ &K 5-3 KR T.

EIEVMEEEZ2E3T 5% 10k b 6 k32 7 LR (Arthrobacter &,
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Bacillus J&, % X 8 Microbacterium J&) T&® Y, 4 #2827 7 etk E

(Flavobacterium J&, Lysobacter J&, ¥ X % Pseudomonas &) T& - 7.
Arthrobacter humicola 3 X U Flavobacterium compostarboris l3 )& L _X )L T
REBVEEEZ AT 2P A T v 3% 2 (Garbeva &, 2014), fL ~
NCEMRPIREEE 2 WG L 72 D I RIFR AP CTTH 5. Arrebola 5 (2010)
ix, Bacillus J& ® #l # 7% 3-hydroxy 2-butanone % EFE L, % ® #FHE & 23 9T
HittEx oo e 2 RH L Tw3. %7, Elkahoui 5(2014) % Pseudomonas
J& Ml A3 dimethyl disulfide ¥ X OF dimethyl trisulfide % 2427 L, % o ffi pef2
I X AMEEEEMRELCVS., LaAL, 2hboWfclid, ME»SEE
THOMAUEYMEOEE L, HHEIRLONEBEEORKERITODA TR W
W, FEEEKBLTOWAVAREESH 2. 7, MEHKO EEEDE 12#E
FE A3 < (Elkahoui &, 2014), k¥ #H4&MFiIc X - T £ 3 2 (Garbeva &,
2014; Li 5,2010; Tyc &,2015)72®, ZIBIEEEORKYE % FE T & 7=
W 5E 12 70

MEm ko EREYE X, ARECRLToArRLS, MEOEE % IH
TR RET 2 EHFIPHRE I N T L (Tye 5,2015). o ic, RREHKD
HAEEEIC O T b RKOEME 2 H % (Strobel 5,2001). %k MEYE
DA D DR EME 2 EET S e onTIiE, ThETIicdRER
» % 78 (Garbeva b, 2014), LEMkOHEFEEYHE O MR L IRE & LIEFHE
e oBmEEZ R o lE Ea v, Sk, IBICHEET I2MEMIEEL T
WRIEREYE OB T, WEHOREXED 2745 51, HEOM
A o2 K3 HAFMCHLVWHMEZ 63 ¢E26N 5.

K e o iR 1z, L8HEs X O mBEYIE G EREYE 4 E < X
LAY O EEME) %H T 2 ME 2L FEEL, Y E 28 A Y A
HERKTELCHELTw2AEEE2RTbOTH S, £z, HEBIEY
ibRicHEERMEVOHIEE LTHEETHL2 L 2RO THL2ITL .
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[
A

ZIN

(
ot

-2.

r — LN Y &b 2 BAUBRIC I v Tl B o0 BERR H ke A S R Y B 2 R

5
KRB Aspergillus niger RR (A), Cladosporium cladosporioides SK-1

),

B X X Penicillium italicum D2 (P) OAFTILH5E 2 3E, znFhn

X (1), DIZ29 (2), ¥ & U HKA7 (3).
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K51, vr— LV ADLDEREBRICE T3 LES I VCHIEL» S o HiRBEREREEDE C X 2B AREEFTHH O X & o

Number of isolates showing

Number

Source iso?aftes inhibition against promotion of

A*+CP+Pc C+P Aonly Conly Ponly None A only None
Forest soil 1 (depth 0-3 cm) 15 0 15 0 0 0 0 7 8
Forest soil 2 (depth 3-15 cm) 15 1 14 0 0 0 0 3 12
Forest soil 3 (depth 15-50 cm) 15 0 15 0 0 0 0 9 6
Forest soil 4 (depth 1-15 cm) 18 1 6 0 0 3 8 10 8
Upland soil 1 (depth 1-15 ¢m) 14 0 13 0 0 0 1 6 8
Upland soil 2 (depth 1-15 ¢m) 38 0 30 0 1 2 5 26 12
Upland soil 3 (depth 1-15 ¢m) 19 0 11 0 0 6 2 9 10
Garden soil (depth 1-15 c¢m) 15 0 9 0 2 1 3 12 3
Cattle manure compost 1 23 14 7 0 2 0 0 0 23
Cattle manure compost 2 19 0 19 0 0 0 0 19 0
Cattle manure compost 3 9 0 8 0 0 1 0 9 0
Cattle manure compost 4 8 0 3 0 0 0 5 6 2

16 150 0 5 13
Total 208 184 (88%) (1224%) (5161(2)) (431%%))

@ Aspergillus niger RR, » Cladosporium cladosporioides SK-1, < Penicillium italicum D2
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# 5-2. 12 LAGABRICE T LES X OHEE 2 5 0 U 72 M B b ok 8 58 Y 5 23 95
AREOEFTICEH 2 208
Source Isolates Fungal growth inhibition rate (%) against®
No. AP Ce pd
Cattle manure compost 1 UBE3 <10 29 <10
Cattle manure compost 1 UBES 14 <10 <10
Cattle manure compost 1 UBE®6 <10 <10 <10
Cattle manure compost 1 UBE12 39 22 <10
Cattle manure compost 1 UBE20 22 <10 <10
Forest soil 2 (depth 3-15 cm) SNB2 <10 100 <10

* Fungal growth inhibition rate (%) = 100 X (1- LB X aw = — /XD arm = —¥)
> Aspergillus niger RR, ¢ Cladosporium cladosporioides SK-1, ¢ Penicillium italicum D2

5-

12 L R %8 BRIC B W Cor ik SNB2 ph R 78 1E 9 B 28 1 B % IR 1T i

3.
558 Aspergillus niger RR, Cladosporium cladosporioides SK-1, ¥
Penzczllzum italicum D2) OBk EREEX (2 Al, Cl, X
)

BIXUEREX (FhFn A2, C2, B XUV P2).

S dr &

Z
(0}
‘" P1
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# 5-3. 16S rRNA E A& T A A2 F o < 4 B #k @ [F %

Fungal growth

Source Iscl)\%'gt‘es Species identified (Sig?;lda{)i;z“) inhibition promotion

A*  Cb Ppe Al
Upland soil 3 DIZ4 Arthrobacter humicola 99% (537/538) - + + +
Upland soil 3 DIZ29 Arthrobacter sp. 100% (514/514) - + + +
Forest soil 4 HKA24 Bacillus acidiceler 100% (578/578) - + + +
Garden soil TIH3 Bacillus pumilus 99% (571/574) - + + +
Garden soil TIH7 Bacillus thuringiensis 100% (438/438) - + + +
Garden soil TIHS tr]'%;ctrlzoebcaeiztsgltlfgum 100% (451/451) -  +  + "
Garden soil TIH14 Lysobacter soli 100% (520/520) - + + +
Garden soil TIH2 Flavobacterium compostarboris  99% (420/421) - + - +
Garden soil TIH4 Flavobacterium sp. 999% (483/484) - + +
Garden soil TIH1 Pseudomonas pseudoalcaligenes 100% (252/252) - - + +
Forest soil 4 HKA7 Agromyces sp. 100% (486/486) - - - +

@ Aspergillus niger RR, » Cladosporium cladosporioides SK-1, < Penicillium italicum D2
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BRE RAZE

KRB CTHEEL 72 TM-R¥ 13 B. pumilus & R € & W=, B. pumilus ®
WO DREFKEEDES X CHEEEYE C X 2HERFEAIHRE ST v
% (Liu &, 2008; Munimbazi & Bullerman, 1998). Bacillus J&#l B 1 it A Al i ©
HHHEMEKT 2 2B I CMbNT w5, FERIZEE, 2\, EIREE,
BXUABABE~OBERIIELHRE S L TH Y (Y. Huang 5, 1992; Romero &,
2007), WAEMEMOGEFRHE LCHAT 2B ciEERom EARAEA 2.

B. pumilus TM-R 13, A. alternataNBRC31188, C. cladosporioides NBRC4459,
C. lunata NBRC100182, F. oxysporum NBRC30701, ¥ X U8 P. jralicum
NBRC32032 i L C—EQMEFERA 2T L7z, 2hooRRE L~ DY
et L CRIRE 2R $ 2 & B A X LT v B (Akinbode, 2010; Caccioni &,
1998; Dean &, 2012; Mamgain &, 2014; Tashiro &, 2013). AE %M\ 3 2 &
THMWEOIRIRICHFLS T2 e fFINnG, £/, FE=EETRLELHED,
REEFAL 2MEMEMOGMERBRERBE M AMER I TEH Y,
BREVREOHRICIRS ¥, EREAKO L LAEARBICX 2GR LPT 20
BETEDS & 3.

A W ke o f S TR BT I3 R A3 < (Elkahoui &, 2014), A& & o
Bt X - Tb &S % (Garbeva 5, 2014; Li 5,2010; Tyc &, 2015). %
o, MAEVHBHREREVEO ST ICHK SN 2FEEARLS, ~y FARX=20
A, WEROAE, MEASLIOGCH I roBHEL LA EMICHAED X
S ThY, HEMEMOBRE ik FT 2B T&E AW, 7, Effmert

(2012) i, ME I N T 2 MY BHREREYE 2 800 WERE <, 77 HE -
FlE SN WA ofE (10°H8) 25 x5 Lkl —fMTclirirviifxT
w3, BT mVOC ¥ — & <~ — Z (http://bioinformatics.charite.de/mvoc/)

22,000 EELSBEHRINTVI, T THWEY R REREYE B+
R i == el o AN G = /A A

ME RO HAEEDE L, ARFCHLToarnod, MEORT 2 IH £
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IEEET 2 HHIBME I LT W B (Tye b, 2015). %M /ER b WM& X
NTw3(Gu 5, 2007). x5, YREHRKROEREYE ICO VT D REKEIC,
M B X ORIRE O FHWE £ 72 1308 O E A H 5 (Strobel 5, 2001). % 7%,
BHECELES LI CEBNEIEE 2 H 3 2 M E 285 K fFES 5 Al agtk
%Rk L 7z. Chuankun & (2004) X, #ERREIC LEHROHEREYE %+ &
TL, ¥WeEH o +EREBMOKIREICKH L CHBIMBEEZRLEZS L2 b, HR
EEFEEHEFERN —ERe LT eHmELTCVE. chbol &,
HWREYEICXZ2MAEFERD, LEACOBRER CHMAYR O LT Fic K&
CBEGL, MEVARREROBERER L o T 2A[EEEZRL T 5.
—HC, ME R RO EREYME SO LT 2 RET 2EHARE TR T WS,
] 21X, Pseudomonas JEMIE I & % % X3 (Nicotiana tabacum cv. Xanthi-nc)
D4 F )i (Park &, 2015), Pseudomonas JEME 3 X O Stenotrophomonas J&
MEOHEMIC X 2t~ (Lycopersicon esculentum cv. Saladette) O 4 & & i,
B & 8 Pseudomonas J& Ml B ¥ X 8 Burkholderia J& #l B o [ B £ i 1< X
% Populus deltoide DM N4 F <~ ZWhlE X B HEHKEHN O LKE(Timm 5,
20160) B ME I RT3, Ebic, 2 "aps Xt yvEruarofHFEKiEt
FFHEET LKoo THREZME S 2 & v ) A (Huang 5, 2012) H 3.
IRLDZ L IMEYHKEREYME YR E KIS X YA F L ED
Md2 O RBEYOLEERBMICHFLS CTE 2 REEZRBL T3,
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WYEEET 24 EAMES LR X OHECASFEELTWE T EE2HL
PIC L7z, Thix, RERFICERT 2MECTERINEEELZE T2 b 024
ST 5T & 2R L, LEEEME (soil fungistasis) & X OMAEMER R B
ZWMAEVMHEFRICE W TRELFS LT 3AEEETR T EE LN,
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