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Isolation and identification of dominant rhizobia associated

with Astragalus sinicus
L1 Ke!, ZHAO Zeyang', YANG Liu*, YANG Guoping?®, ZHANG Junjie', WANG
Fengqin®
(1.School of Food and Bioengineering, Zhengzhou University of Light Industry, Zhengzhou
450000, China;2.NingXia Wufeng Agrigultural Science and Technology Co. LTD, Yinchuan
750021, China;3.College of Life Sciences, Henan Agricultural University, Zhengzhou 450046,

China)

Abstract: [Objective] This study screened dominant strains from rhizobium resources isolated
from Astragalus sinicus in different provinces, laying the foundation for subsequent inoculant
development and application. [Method] Firstly, 37 representative rhizobial strains isolated from
five provinces in China (Henan, Sichuan, Guangxi, Hubei, and Hunan ) were evaluated for
symbiotic efficiency using a "double-pot" method in a controlled climate chamber. Key indicators
included plant height, root nodule number, leaf chlorophyll content, and dry biomass. Secondly,
strains with high nitrogen-fixing efficiency were selected for stress tolerance tests under varying
pH, salinity (NaCl), and drought (polyethylene glycol, PEG) conditions. Finally, phylogenetic
analysis based on 16S rRNA, housekeeping genes (atpD and glnll), and the nodulation gene nodC
was conducted to clarify their taxonomic status. [Result] Symbiotic efficiency and stress
tolerance tests identified the following superior strains: (1) Henan Province: Strains WYCCWR
10750 and WYCCWR 10704 exhibited optimal symbiosis, tolerating pH 4-11, 2% NaCl (w/w),
and 7% PEG (w/w). (2) Sichuan Province: Strains WYCCWR 12312 and WYCCWR 12365
showed the highest efficiency, tolerating pH 4-11, 2% NaCl, and 5% PEG. (3) Guangxi Province:
Strains WYCCWR 12508 and WYCCWR 12418 demonstrated optimal symbiosis, tolerating pH
5-10, 2% NaCl, and 7% PEG. (4) Hubei Province: Strains WYCCWR 12656 and WYCCWR
12542 performed best, tolerating pH 5-10, 2% NaCl, and 7% PEG. And Hunan Province: Strains
WYCCWR 12123 and WYCCWR 12091 were optimal, tolerating pH 5-10, 2% NaCl, and 7%
PEG. All 10 strains tolerated 2% NaCl, exhibited broad pH adaptability, and showed moderate
PEG tolerance. Phylogenetic analysis classified them into Mesorhizobium huakuii, Mesorhizobium
gingshengii, and Mesorhizobium jarvisii, with conserved nodC genotypes. [Conclusion] Ten
superior rhizobial strains suitable for Chinese milk vetch cultivation in five provinces were
identified. These strains exhibited salt tolerance (2% NaCl), broad pH adaptability, and PEG
tolerance, belonging to rhizobial species of Mesorhizobium huakuii, Mesorhizobium gingshengii
and Mesorhizobium jarvisii with genetically conserved nodulation genes.

Keywords: Astragalus sinicus; Rhizobium; high efficient nitrogen fixation; stress resistance;

phylogenetic analysis
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R FIFR RS AF BT, MR REI GG IEARGR I, B & ST KRS 7= 1) Jk 25 1
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Table 1 The source of rhizobia species of Astragalus sinicus

S Strain origins

FtkgmS Strain number

ENEEESY WYCCWR10838. WYCCWR10750. WYCCWR10682.
Henan Province WYCCWR10753. WYCCWR10779. WYCCWR10765
WYCCWR10758. WYCCWR10835. WYCCWR10668.
WYCCWR10727. WYCCWR10900. WYCCWR10884
WYCCWR10704. WYCCWR10785. WYCCWR10783
WPNES) WYCCWR12267. WYCCWR12365. WYCCWR12312
Sichuan Province
IR R X WYCCWR12385. WYCCWR12418. WYCCWR12489.
Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region WYCCWR12375. WYCCWR12461. WYCCWR12508
iR | ey WYCCWR12523. WYCCWR12618. WYCCWR12563.
Hubei Province WYCCWR12571. WYCCWR12610. WYCCWR12656
WYCCWR12542. WYCCWR12637
K WYCCWR12136. WYCCWR12123. WYCCWR12077.
Hu’nan Province WYCCWR12091

1.2 EFEAS

YMA 85373k HEshE 109, Fhkky 39, IR &8 0.259g, BEFRE % 0.259, oK
RREE 0.1g, MV 0.1g, ek 209, ZEF/KEAZE 1L, pHAH 6.8~7.2, 121 °CKH
20 min. TY KiFRkE: K& 053 g, REAMS g, WAk 39, B TKESRELL,

pH {8 6.8~7.2, 121 °C7K % 20 min 1,



1.3 BHAEHREMAERES

BB MRSATIE YMA B3R5 1, 7F 28 CIEMRR R4 (bRt ML B R
AH], DH-600) {8 B 3231 2~3 do FRK I, PREUREIERF S 5 mL TY Wik
WA, 76 28 CCIHIRIRG 5 (IR T AU i A BRA 7], ZWY-100H) #1180 r +min™
kP55 2~3 d, K itk 7 0 B A AEBEAT 58 5 S A AT, PR R A7 (X B UFK) ODagoo

{64 1.0,
1.4 ERRIRBE RGN

PRIL R SR, BATIRE KF IR, PR TR BRI NUEHEE, 1E
BN 1 mL YRR, BAhS% ZHANG P ik, (HREE 37 tk, kR gE 3
WEE, DR TY WA FRERE . S EK 40d 5, BHTA KI8FRIIE,
AiEbkE. AR HERSE. AT |« SR TRESY. Hh, REER
4R AL (SPAD-502 Plus) PO g 6 25 it 1 i -4 e A i, R WRER I 1166 ) 2%
s KB AL EE TEIR 70 °C N EEE MRS, TR 43 IBM SPSS Statistics 21
BRI RE R (PR AR SRS TRE) T EEEGZNT, IR S S
LA TR AT, SRA SR AE 25%. S5REURE 25% A Mk (1T AL E 50%[1) T
S ITIERY, T AN YRR AR B MREAT A L, FIA Origin 2024 #4353 AN Al
B 5 SRR B AR B ARV AR, BT BUAUR I AN TR O AR AR B I s bk, T
J& SR o
15 ERESHEYRRFERTL RN
1.5.1 AERAMAR  FH pH BB (4~11) 1) YMA AR 9538, DL pH {E 7 xR, K
VA TE 25 pH AEPAR BB i1 15 H A AN [F)48 4 458 2 DE i S AR ORI B, 15 3 IREE L, 28 °C
I E IR 2~3 do IEFAKMEFEICOVEKBYE (0, MIEKADNTEHEE (v , &
BB KRB (- B2,

15.2 &AM ORI AR MR AVR A 2 ) H R T A AN E) NaCl e840 (1%. 2%,
3%-. 4%. 5%) K YMA V4, UL NaCl J5i& 704 0.01% X, 3 KE S, 28°CHirF 2~3d
JEMEE, IEHAKBEERCONVEKEYE (&, BETEKEDNIERE (we , RNREEKK
W () B3,

153 & FF4&M KH PEG 6000 fiLh TR, £ YMA FFREd B E 3%, 5%. 7%F
10%) PEG J5ii 5 73 B0 B LA 0%yt I, K R0 H 56 2 0% e 3 A SR MU 1 e T4 T4
28 °CHi 77 2~3 d e ME KR . IEFHAKICAMME (+) , MEEKAFHEE (wH , A&



HEREMAAYE (5, LAV bR AT 558 770
MRYERCMEE R, 2RI AR E T, BTl VER L 1R, 1ER = 9B

W, HT RS,
16 RZRMBRBEENRELE ST

1.6.1 16S rRNA A E# PCR ¥ R A% XF LS4 HIERSIY P 514 P6 #:47 16S
rRNA [f] PCR 718500 537 18 74 PR i B8 4350 1903 AR B sz FLvkoAS: L, 3K 28009 1001V,
30 min. ARG PCR AR A A A TR (R BARA RN, XS,
XTI P45 5 MEGA 7.0 1T R4t K & 704, bootstrap B4 500, [EII, K 7 F4F A
GenBank i 2, T .
162 HEARM PCR ¥ ERRGKXEN»H i HIERSIY) atpD 225F/ /7514 atpD
782R FIIE[A 514 gInll 12F/J2 5514 gInll 689R 347 atpD FE[H (wALfEEE 1 ATP & il p
TEHE) A ginll FERR (R SRR A1 1) Fr Beft) PCR 473800, 47859 7493 Fil 5 B8 4 %%
1%F AEHE B FEL kA, FLIKSE0N 100 V. 30 min. KRS #() PCR K ShIEA TAEW)
TR CEi) B ERATNE, ErNRE. SR MEGA 7.0 #H7 2% K E 5T,
bootstrap {E 4 500.
1.6.3 £ A R nodC # PCR ¥ AR A A o4 FIHILAEFED nodC (N-Z 1 Z i %
VERLRSEE) (E AR B A R FArid. FIERBI4Y) nodC for540/J% 71514 nodC
rev1160 HEAT nodC (LHRIZEIR) F By PCR ™18 o X471 740 F i 2 43 400 190358 s Wt e v
VKA, FLPKZH0Y 100 V. 30 min. R IIER ) PCR AR SIEAE T AY TR (R B
ABRA TR, IEFIT 6745 90 MEGA 7.0 #EHT R4 % & /T bootstrap 184 500,
17 BIESH

FIF MEGA 7 AT RERE M. £ B HEBCR AN E T 24 (ANOVA) , %
Z1F 0.05 K°F Egiitm .

2 BRE55H

2.1 EERIRERELEBRMRER
2L RBEN R ZFEARFOY 0 WK 1 Por, SRRFE S0 RRIE R S5k i A
FIRERZIIFETHE R o hrbr, TG O AR MRAR BN R AP IR AL BT B 25 03T, b ik

WYCCWR 10750 M i B AR Wbl E b, BT HAk WYCCWR 12610 4F,
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Note: A,B,C,D and E representthe analysis represent the analysis results from Henan Province, Hubei Province,
Hunan Province, Sichuan Province and Guangxi Province,respectively. Different lowercase letters indicate
significant differences (p< 0.05). The same as below.
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Fig.1 Comparison of the shoot height of Astragalus sinicus inoculated with rhizobia from different
provinces
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Fig.2 Comparison of nodule numbers of Astragalus sinicus inoculated with rhizobia from different

provinces
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Fig.3 Comparison of leaf phenotype of Astragalus sinicus inoculated with rhizobia from different

provinces
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Fig.4 Comparison of chlorophyll content of Astragalus sinicus inoculated with rhizobia from different
provinces
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Hrh ek WYCCWR 10765 JE ek T s (B 5A) 5 Befhiidbas i i ek,
B 7 B PR WYCCWR12523 b, HLAx T bR 2 8 3% + A 3 Ah o AR 3], 3 A Ak
WYCCWR12656 A RCR R (K] 5B) 5 %R0 FE 44 ¥ B Ak WY CCWR 12123 A1 WYCCWR
12091 fEAK T T 5 0 25 1 T AN et B AL BT (1 5C) 5 B PY 1145 1) B bk WY CCWR 12312
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Fig.5 Comparison of the dry weight of Astragalus sinicus inoculated with rhizobia from different

provinces

W 6 Fn, KA JEHUR LA SR AR R A AT AL, SR SRR 25%. S5IREUL
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Fig.6 Comparison of the symbiotic efficiency score content of Astragalus sinicus inoculated with rhizobia

from different provinces
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221 RFAEFBLERRABRABRAESH LR 2 WA, 10 ARG K ZHmIEAEL
MR RIS pH IERNEZE . RS (pHE 4§, 6 thE 2IMELEK,
HoR 4 MARA K 7ESSMRIEESIIETEE (pH 1 5~9) W, FrAWRIIREIER K 1
BORBIESAE (pH 10) &, 6 DNERAEIEH AR, 4 DRIOVEA K e IEA S (pH
1D 1, AT AREREIERAEK, 4 REMEA, IR 5 IR AR, R BRI
£ pH {8 5~9 I REM 32, (HRFENIRARIRIAEE T OUHZimiE 2% R B& A K

]

% 2 A [ pH B TEZ RS HEYRRERE KRS
Table 2 The growth status of high symbiotic efficiency rhizobia of Astragalus sinicus under different pH
values

S pH 14 pH value

Strain number

WYCCWR10750 w+ + + + + + + wWH




WYCCWR10704 wH+ + + + + + + +

WYCCWR12312  w+ + + + + + W+ ]
WYCCWR12365  w+ + + + + + W+ ]
WYCCWR12508 - + + + + + + W+
WYCCWR12418  w+ + + + + + W }
WYCCWR12656 - + + + + + 4 W
WYCCWR12542 - + + + + + W+ ]
WYCCWR12123  w+ + + + + + + W
WYCCWR12091 - + + + + + + ]

W owt, BRI +, SN (pH=7) £KRSHE: -, FEK.

Note: w+, weak growth; +, growth similar to the positive control (pH=7); -, no growth.

222 REERLERFRBRF LR R 3R, 10 RAFEGE =R R ER
AR EAE NaCl i &40 404 0.01% (CKD + 19%F1 29% [ T4 L3 A8 IEH A, {HEE# NaCl
J X RGN, AR B R PR, 7E NaCl i & 70808 3% A BL AR B AREAE Ko

#* 3 [ NaCl REN Y TEZRSHEYRRBEE KRS
Table 3 The growth status  of high symbiotic efficiency rhizobia of Astragalus sinicus under different NaCl
mass fractions

k= NaCl /i # 45 $1/% NaCl mass fraction

Strain number 0.01 1 2 3 4 5
WYCCWR10750 + + + - - -
WYCCWR10704 + + + - - -
WYCCWR12312 + + + - - -
WYCCWR12365 + + + - - -
WYCCWR12508 + + + - - -
WYCCWR12418 + + + - - -
WYCCWR12656 + + + - - -
WYCCWR12542 + + + - - -
WYCCWR12123 + + + - - -
WYCCWR12091 + + + - - -

e ow, KBTS+, HETEXIE (NaCl Ji& 4% 0.01%) AELKAREMA: - AEK.

Note: w+, weak growth; +, growth similar to the positive control (NaCl mass fraction 0.01%); -, no growth.

223 RFEXRIAEMERBRATIRMNSA R 4WH, NEBHE ST RIVERER



HRJRT B 7E 5 2 8 6000 i 40N 0% (CKD 5 3%mFHREIEH A K; B & 0 BUrig
. ML F 6000 RS HCN 5%, A7 BRI IEE AR, HAR 3 MRS ES
K MEZEE 6000 FRESHON 7%, A 7 FREREIEF ALK, LA 3 HEAREK;
M 6000 B HON 10%I0, B AR E B A REAE K.

% 4 TRIBZ 2 6000 RENY T L ESHEMRRBEE KRS

Table 4 The growth status of high symbiotic efficiency rhizobia of Astragalus sinicus under different
PEG6000 mass fractions

T2 % 6000 Ji &0 Hu%
T R PEG 6000 mass fraction
Strain number

3 5 7 10
WYCCWR10750 + + + + -
WYCCWR10704 + + + + -
WYCCWR12312 + + W+ - -
WYCCWR12365 + + W+ - -
WYCCWR12508 + + + + -
WYCCWR12418 + + W+ - -
WYCCWR12656 + + + + -
WYCCWR12542 + + + + -
WYCCWR12123 + + + + -
WYCCWR12091 + + + + -

Heow, KBTS+, SHEVEXRENAEINE 2 1 6000 A KRSMHE; - AAK.
Note: w+, weak growth; +, growth equivalent to the positive control (without PEG 6000); -, no growth.

gi LATR, WA R WYCCWR 10750 1 WYCCWR 10704 PO )1145 ) WYCCWR 12312
FTWYCCWR 12365, | PEH:ji% HiG X 1 WYCCWR 12508 1 WYCCWR 12418, 14L& 1)
WYCCWR 12656, WYCCWR 12542 J%ilfif54 WYCCWR 12123 il WYCCWR 12091, ¥
LB IO BUUREE, 3K 10 M B AR SR 22 IR 8 9 A8 1 15 2 DA AR 1
23 REEMBREEN S RLEE
231 R=RMHMRBE 16S rRNA XR R LK FoH  SHUEEKIAT 16S rRNA ] PCR
P14, I PCR PR A AR TAEY) ) et A BRA R, 432010 745 & MEGAT.0
SrAT, FTHIRALN K2+G+l, MERGREM (WE 7 FR) « HRGREW AT, RHR

TN 2 AN KA, Groupl H AR TE & WYCCWR12091 54 B ik Mesorhizobium



gingshengii CCBAU 334607 % 76—, MMtk )y 100%;: Group2 i) 9 #RALKEHES

Mesorhizobium huakuii CCBAU 2609 B7E—#2, AH{EUESy 99.9%~100%, 10 KRALH MR

1 % %€ J& T Mesorhizobium.

PRES 3 8 A MR8 1 Mesorhizobium waitakense ICMP 19523 T (KC237413)
MR I A MR R Mesorhizobium sophorae ICMP 19535 T (KC237424)

WEHE p g A MR 5 Mesorhizobium calcicola ICMP 19560 T (KC237406)
20 B P % 4 MR8 14 Mesorhizobium sangaii SCAU7 T (EU514525)
PG 22 2 AL AR 1 Mesorhizobium newzealandense ICMP 19545 T (KC237410)

A A 18 £ MR8 B Mesorhizobium kowhaii ICMP 19512 T (KC237394)
i 1 55 b 48 25 MR8 B Mesorhizobium ciceri UPM-Ca7 T (DQ444456)
PR A T 8 42 R % 1 Mesorhizobium cantuariense ICMP 19515 T (KC237397)
T KA 8 4 HJ% T Mesorhizobium loti NZP2213 T (KM192337)
WYCCWR12091(MT126294.1) }
1 B % A MR T Mesorhizobium gingshengii CCBAU 33460 T (JQ339788)
Fr b B4y 2 2B AR T Mesorhizobium shangrilense CCBAU 65327 T(EU074203)
WY 18 4 KL% B Mesorhizobium australicum WSM2073 T (AY601516)
3% ¢ i -8 AL AR 1A Mesorhizobium camelthorni CCNWXJ40-4 T (EU169581)
99" il /R i 75 #1184 B B Mesorhizobium alhagi CCNWXJ12-2 T (EU169578)
A X8 A MR Mesorhizobium albiziae CCBAU 61158 T (DQ100066)
BRI K P18 4 M98 B Mesorhizobium olivaresii CPS13T (FM203302)

AR 12 £ MR I Mesorhizobium chacoense PRST ( AJ278249)

3407k g 2E KRR Mesorhizobium tamadayense Ala-3 T (AM491621)
BIR 24 18 4 KL% B Mesorhizobium helmanticense CSLC115NT (KT899885)

KEEP2 A MR T Mesorhizobium gobiense CCBAU 83330 T (EF035064)
35 A P8 2E AR 1A Mesorhizobium tarimense CCBAU 83306 T (EF035058)

Kl #1824 HR 8 5 Mesorhizobium tianshanense A-1BS T (NR 024880)
B39 )L % A MR T Mesorhizobium caraganae CCBAU 11299 T (EF149003)
i 12 AE AR B Mesorhizobium temperatum SDW 018 T (AF508208)
b 3 P8 AR MR 1 Mesorhizobium mediterraneum LMG 17148 T (AM181745)
K 228 2E AR Mesorhizobium muleiense CCBAU 83963 T ( HQ316710)
il 4 7 18 25 4 9% B Mesorhizobium robiniae CCNWYC 115T (EU849582)
W@y 2r + rh g 2B MRJRT H Mesorhizobium prunaredense STM4891T (KP242313)
7 R B [ 48 4 AR R B Mesorhizobium delmotii STMA4623T (KP242314)
At h 18 4 4R 98 7 Mesorhizobium septentrionale SDW 014 T (AF508207)
LML P12 2E MR T Mesorhizobium amorphae ACCC19665 T (AF041442)
15 ZE A% EL I A 18 A= B R T Mesorhizobium abyssinicae AC98¢ T (GQ847896)
s FLTE 48 4 B T Mesorhizobium hawassense AC99b T (GQ847899)
PG A A 18 4 LRI B Mesorhizobium silamurunense CCBAU 01550 T (EU399698)
2R ] b 18 A2 AR 7 Mesorhizobium shonense AC39a T (GQ847890)
Z A% 18 4 HR 98 5 Mesorhizobium plurifarium LMG 11892 T (Y14158)
S A Wb g L MR T Mesorhizobium acaciae RITF741 T (JQ697665)
R 18 A4 AR IR Mesorhizobium waimense ICMP 19557 T (KC237387)
TR 44 1 R 2 A2 AR SR B Mesorhizobium jarvisii ATCC 33669 T (KM192335)
§ Pl 2 ARUET B Mesorhizobium opportunistum WSM2075T(AY601515)
| 4% K A 12 A= 9% 5 Mesorhizobium erdmanii USDA 3471 T (KM192334)
WYCCWR12418(MT126307.1) 7
WYCCWR12365(MT126289.1)
WYCCWR12312(MT126290.1)
WYCCWR12123(MT126292.1)
WYCCWR10704(MG549855.1) L
WYCCWR12656(MT126296.1)
WYCCWR12542(MT126302.1)
WYCCWR12508(MT126304.1)
WYCCWR10750(MG549861.1)
4E:2¢ 18 LE HLJR B Mesorhizobium huakuii CCBAU 2609 T (NR 116706.1) -
+- 3 P8 A HRB 1 Mesorhizobium soli NHI-8 T (KC484966)
B AT % P8 25 MR TE Mesorhizobium thiogangeticum SJT T (AJ864462)
T PR AE AR IR Mesorhizobium oceanicum B7T (KT157593)
1EBA 8 24 MR J% i Bradyrhizobium zhengyangense WYCCWR 13023T (ON307082)
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0.0100
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Fig. 7 Phylogenetic analysis of 16S rRNA of dominant rhizobia
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232 R XA RBRABEERNZRKT N FEKER atpD RGUKE 7B
N T92+G+l, SR WK 8 fin, FrEMAMIEE B 2~ 3 4 group, HA1, Groupl #1117 4
PRt B R 5 O &8 #k Mesorhizobium huakuii USDA 47797 7 —i#2, MLk N
99.4%~99.7%; Group2 ] 5 FRAAE ¥k 5 Mesorhizobium jarvisii ATCC 33669 B 7E—iiz,
FELAPE N 99.1%; Eikk WYCCWR12091 5 Mesorhizobium gingshengii CCBAU 33460" % 1E
—itd, HER 97.8%. TMRFZIER ginll [ RGER B S HTATBALN TO2+G+1, 45 F MK
9 for, AR SRR BB 2~ 3 2, 5 Mesorhizobium huakuii USDA 4779". Mesorhizobium
jarvisii ATCC 33669" FI Mesorhizobium gingshengii CCBAU 334607 [1) AH AL 12 43 %1
98.9%~100%. 100%7#1 100%, 5 atpD I RGK B /5 #r 4 R —5.

GG 2 MR ERRG KB IR, 7T LUK H A% Bk WY CCWR12091 %5 7 ki
# Mesorhizobium gingshengii; # & #k WYCCWR12656. WYCCWR12508. WYCCWR10750
Al WYCCWR12542 % 5 J& T Fi#f Mesorhizobium huakuii; T & # WYCCWR12312.
WYCCWR124189. WYCCWR12365. WYCCWR12123 Fll WYCCWR10704 NI 5 24 %5 52 N

Fh#E Mesorhizobium jarvisii.



WYCCWR12508(MT127814.10

Hesé oG AL AR Mesorhizobium huakuii USDA 4779 T (AJ294394)
WYCCWR12542(MT127812.1)

WYCCWR126569MT127806.1

WYCCWR10750(MG549877.1)

KR 18 A ARIBTTR Mesorhizobium australicum LMG24608 T (JN202306)
LA AP SE YRR Mesorhizobium amorphae ICMP 15022 T (AY493453)
BRS04 0% 2E AR 147 Mesorhizobium olivaresii CPS13T (FM203309)

EXF AR Mesorhizobium albiziae CCBAU 61158 T (DQ311090)
W& P AR Mesorhizobium opportunistum WSM2075 T (HM047119)
JE/R{E S S AE MR 1E  Mesorhizobium erdmanii USDA 3471 T (AJ294393)
B8 E AR TE Mesorhizobium jarvisii ATCC 33669 T (KM192338)
WYCCWR12365(MT127799.1)
6] WYCCWR12418(MT127817.1)
WYCCWR 12312(MT127800.1)
WYCCWR12123(MT127802.1)
WYCCWR10704(MG549871.1)
WYCCWR12091(MT127804.1)
%lﬁ IG 845 MR B Mesorhizobium gingshengii CCBAU 33460 T (JQ339818)
T B4y 12 A 48 B Mesorhizobium shangrilense CCBAU 65327 T (EU672471)
[ T kAR A8 £ AR Mesorhizobium loti NZP2213 T (KM192339)

fosl
[e<}

535 I8 A MY B Mesorhizobium sangaii SCAU7 T (IN129437)
JEWE T g AR 1 Mesorhizobium ciceri USDA 3383 T (AJ294395)
T #S) LR B A MR Mesorhizobium caraganae CCBAU 11299 T (EU249379)
M A2 84 R8E Mesorhizobium helmanticense CSLC115N T(KU058831)
il 18 A AR % B Mesorhizobium robiniae CCNWYC 115 T (GQ856506)
M R A AR - Mesorhizobium mediterraneum LMG 17148 T (AM418768)
K 2218 A ARR 1 Mesorhizobium muleiense CCBAU 83963 T (HQ316724)
AT S 2B HR SR B Mesorhizobium temperatum SDWO018 T (DQ345071)
TSRS AE AR Mesorhizobium delmotii STM4623T (KP242303)
e BE g AE AR Y% 1 Mesorhizobium gobiense CCBAU 83330 T (EF549409)
Kl 1244 i Mesorhizobium tianshanense CCBAU 3306 T (KP251034)
35 B2 A M Mesorhizobium tarimense CCBAU 83306 T (EF549410)
T W e SRR STM4891T (KP242302)
JeJrHh 18 4 AR% 1 Mesorhizobium septentrionale SDWO014 T (DQ345070)
PHRLAAG P24 MR Mesorhizobium silamurunense CCBAU 01550 T (EU513336)
RIEMR LT P8 A MR Mesorhizobium abyssinicae HAMBI 3306 T (JQ972737)
J1E AP A ARIR H Mesorhizobium plurifarium ORS 1032 T (AY785350)
SEWHEARYER Mesorhizobium acaciae RITF741 T (KM358143)
WA ST B R MR B Mesorhizobium hawassense HAMBI 3301 T (JQ972740)
A48 4 ARR 1 Mesorhizobium shonense HAMBI 3295 T (JQ972731)
U IE T g4 M T4 Mesorhizobium camelthorni CCNWXJ40-4 T (JN202304)
38 4 MR Mesorhizobium soli NHI-8 T (KM083516)

AR IREAR B Mesorhizobium chacoense STM 2154 T (AY785351)

iy

106 E B8 4E AR T Bradyrhizobium zhengyangense WYCCWR13023T (MW168293.1)
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Fig. 8 Phylogenetic analysis of the housekeeping gene atpD in dominant rhizobia
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il L AR B Mesorhizobium tianshanense CCBAU 3306 T (KP251409)
A A HiIR 1] Mesorhizobium tarimense CCBAU 83306 T (EF549452)
BB AR # Mesorhizobium helmanticense CSLC115N T(KX943562)
G Jm g EAURITE . Mesorhizobium metallidurans STM 2683 T (HM047123)
8 E AR I Mesorhizobium calcicola ICMP 19560 T (KC237633

WAL B 1 ARET B Mesorhizobium australicum LMG24608 T (JN202307)
152 AR B Mesorhizobium ciceri USDA3383 T (AF169580)

R 15 Mesorhizobium newzealandense ICMP 19545 T (KC237637)
SRR Mesorhizobium loti NZP2213 T(KM192342)
AERRIBI R Mesorhizobium cantuariense ICMP 195157 (KC237624)
Mesorhizobium kowhaii ICMP 19512 T(KC237621)
R12091(MT127825.1) }
A AR Mesorhizobium qingshenzii CCBAU 33460 T (JQ339851)

1

AL,

=
pte)

Zosw

esorhizobium waimense ICMP 19557 T (KC237613
B Mesorhizobium sophorae ICMP 19535 T (KC237651)
RJF i Mesorhizobium waitakense ICMP 19523 T (KCZ237640)
%1% Mesorhizobium sangaii SCAU7 T (EU514538)
JE A Mesorhizobium abyssinicae HAMBI 3306 T (JQ972723)
fKJRT B4 Mesorhizobium septentrionale SDW014 T (EU249387)

98 B Mesorhizobium caraganae CCBAU 11299 T (EU249384)
orhizobium shonense HAMBI 3295 T (JQ972717)
Mesorhizobium acaciae RITF741 T (KM358151

'Mesorhizobium silamurunense CCBAU 01550 T (EU513310)

J# ¥l Mesorhizobium plurifarium LMG 11892 T (EU249386)
AT Mesorhizobium opportunistum WSM2075 T (HM047122)
R MR R Mesorhizobium erdmanii USDA 3471 T (KM192341
AR IR Mesorhizobium shangrilense CCBAU 65327 T (EU672486
SR 12 E M8 T Mesorhizobium amorphae ICMP 15022 T (AY494807)
WYCCWR12656 (MT127827.1)
'YCCWR12508(MT127835.1) }
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WY CCWR10750(MG549893.1)

WYCCWR12542(MT127833.1) | -

Hez B A MR B Mesorhizobium huakuii USDA 4779 T (AF169588)
WYCCWRI12312(MT127821.1)

WYCCWR124189(MT127838.1)

WYCCWR12365§MT127820.13

<=}

YCCWR12123(MT127823.1

WYCCWR10704(MG549887.1)

W B8R M T Mesorhizobium jarvisii ATCC 33669 T (KM192340)
JME AR R Mesorhizobium robiniae CCNWYC115 T (JN202309)

P K 15 Mesorhizobium prunaredense STM4891T (KP300784

= i Mesorhizobium muleiense CCBAU 83963 T (HQ316739

{2J% 1% Mesorhizobium temperatum SDW 018 % 345073

W
HE

-
ek

KE

- HURI B Mesorhizobium delmotii STM4623T (KP300785

AALRI T Mesorhizobium mediterraneum LMG 171487 (AF169578)
JEIE Mesorhizobium gobiense CCBAU 83330 T (EF549451)
sorhizobium hawassense HAMBI 3301 T (JQ972726

rF 2 A ARRT B Mesorhizobium camelthorni CCNWXJ40-4 T (JN202308)

I E AR B Mesorhizobium soli NHI-8 T (KM188060)
I rﬁftk LEITE Mesorhizobium albiziae CCBAU 61158 T (DQ311091)
BRI B R B ebeig 2E AR R I Mesorhizobium olivaresii CPS13T (LN681554

IEBA1E AR A Bradyrhizobium zhengyangense WYCCWR13023T (MW168313.1)
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Fig.9 Phylogenetic analysis of the housekeeping gene ginll in dominant rhizobia
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233 REERFBBHALBER nodC FAKF LM WK 10 Fior, ARG E = MR
MBI 1) nodC HEPRI B RI4r Ay 1 ANFEE, 5 Mesorhizobium gingshengii CCBAU 33460 )
FHABLEE A 99.7%~100%, HJFUATE F NE 08, KL R R AMRIE W BEA ™ HE £ —
P

WYCCWR12091(MT127846.1)
WYCCWR10750(MH393881.1)
WYCCWR12123(MT127844.1)
WYCCWR12312(MT127842.1)
YCCWR12365(MT127841.1)
WYCCWR12418(MT127859.1)
WYCCWR12656(MT127851.1)
WYCCWR12542(MT127854.1)
WYCCWR10704(MG549935.1)
T R 18 AR MR T Mesorhizobium gingshengii CCBAU 33460 T (JQ339881)
WYCCWR12508(MT127856.1)
Wem g2y 418 A LR 1 Mesorhizobium prunaredense STM4891T (KU984252)
IR TS FC 18 A LR T Mesorhizobium delmotii STM4623T (KU984251)
MLex 184 KR P Mesorhizobium opportunistum WSM2075 T (CP002279)
S b8 2E AR 14 Mesorhizobium australicum WSM2073 T (NC 019973)
THE2 AR FRIRT B Mesorhizobium wenxiniae WYCCWR 10198T (MF805712)
124 A8 B Mesorhizobium huakuii ICMP11069 T (KC854806)
TS A AR IR & Mesorhizobium ciceri UPM-Ca7 T (DQ450938)
AEARJE B Mesorhizobium muleiense CCBAU 83963 T (HQ316752)
18 £ MR 1 Mesorhizobium mediterraneum UPM-Ca36 T (DQ407293)
T A KR 1 Mesorhizobium jarvisii ATCC 33669 T (KM192343)
rR8 A MR 1 Mesorhizobium loti NZP 2213 T (DQ450939)
P8 A YR Mesorhizobium helmanticense CSLC115N T (KX943563)
24 ARJBI 1 Mesorhizobium tarimense CCBAU 83306 T (EF050786)
o [GH B4 MBI Mesorhizobium olivaresii CPS13T (FM203320)
12 AR A Mesorhizobium cantuariense ICMP 19515 T (KC237569)
] RJ% & Mesorhizobium calcicola ICMP 19560 T (KC237578)
8RR T Mesorhizobium kowhaii ICMP 19512 T (KC237566)
= rP S AR MR JRI 1 Mesorhizobium newzealandense ICMP 19545 T (KC237582)
B4 FRJR T Mesorhizobium sophorae ICMP 19535 T (KC237596)
rpg £ MR IR Mesorhizobium waitakense ICMP 19523 T (KC237585)
2 £E HYJR 4 Mesorhizobium waimense ICMP 19557 T (KC237556)
= 4398 11 Mesorhizobium albiziae CCBAU 61158 T (DQ311092)
124 M98 1 Mesorhizobium camelthorni CCNWXJ40-4 T (EU722491)
184 IR Mesorhizobium tamadayense Ala-3 T (AM491624)
124 ARJR H Mesorhizobium caraganae CCBAU 11299 T (EU130405)
S KR B Mesorhizobium sangaii SCAU7 T (JN129438)
rhig AR IR A Mesorhizobium silamurunense CCBAU 01550 T (EU418404)
84 H2J8 H Mesorhizobium septentrionale SDW014 T (GQ167237)
Kl A KR B Mesorhizobium tianshanense CCBAU 3306 T (GQ167239)
I 12 A YR B Mesorhizobium temperatum HAMBI 2583 T (DQ450942)
S BErR g A HR IR 1A Mesorhizobium gobiense CCBAU 83330 T (EF050784)
A PLIG% 2 A2 AR B Mesorhizobium hawassense AC99b T (GQ848005)
[ FLH 124 YR B Mesorhizobium robiniae CCNWYC 1157 (EU849563)
b LA 2 4 AR B Mesorhizobium amorphae ACCC19665 T (AF217261)
i L TP 12 2E MR8 B Mesorhizobium abyssinicae AC98c T (GQ848002)
9 27 ] hiE A2 FREE T Mesorhizobium shonense AC39a T (GQ847995)
97" LB 184 HRR H Mesorhizobium plurifarium ORS 1032 T (FJ745283)
— BFRMZEARIE B Mesorhizobium chacoense LMG 19008 T (DQ450937)
A WHIBERIE T Mesorhizobium acaciae RITF741T (KR514315)
Fr k% By HP g A AR IR  Mesorhizobium shangrilense CCBAU 65327 T (EU687487)
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Fig.10 Phylogenetic analysis of the nodulation gene nodC in dominant rhizobia
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KBTS B R R WA TR R A A 5 M0 37 #k
R RPN AT SRR, SRR, Pt 10 PROUH RS F R B SR iR
S T AR AL, TR S T YA E I RS R IE S RORCE, m TR
B2 RIS EER WS BOR A, BESCRARRR B e BE, SGE I [ U st A G, et
RGBSR AR I, BRI 5 R E e AR A B B AR
T, T M RIRT FER B2 3K A B R R] DLsE— PR mo A AR, AT AR IR B ] 2%
RIS R RDEE T, Wah BB, R R0 A R R R B SR R A, TR
- AR IE R BRIEA ), GRS TR R — 8. SR B E BRI 3 5 R A A
T B SERTTA E ERE ) SRR AR T AR AR TR B R E e AR - A
HIER . WU G T 2 - B R LA S ] e MR B AL R RCR 1. R 2 8 4 iant
FHSCTRARHEAT BRI 2 4 WY, 48 G B et I T AR AL AR MR A KT, IR AT 9T
ARAE AR AT G2R, JREE G — IR LU S R, Bl SR G 0, AT
e 7 1 AN R 0 SEAE R B 15 = SRR B 10 Bk, 2093 9T R 48 1 WY CCWR 10750
F1WYCCWR 10704. PUJII/8 1) WYCCWR 12312 Fl WYCCWR 12365, /PGt F VA X 1)
WYCCWR 12508 1 WYCCWR 12418, i1t ) WYCCWR 12656 #1 WYCCWR 12542 F1i#
F8 1 WYCCWR 12123 Il WYCCWR 12091, 5t ik H AIAN R 3 46 2 0 i e AR AR AR
B ARIEAT PSRN, A5 R, 1X 10 PRI R 2 R DUV AR 8 T BR AT irf 1 52 56
POSRRE , RGO RS T AR B 0 T I A A S A [ R 2 o )
AR 10 #R1E Y 5 DA ISR S AR A -

XFRHHOE PR HEAT 16S rRNA RS E AR, AR 8 T rp 18 A AR R 1

(Mesorhizobium) , #E—Z TR FILH atpD F ginll B RS K T 2086 10 FROC AN H
% 58 SN Mesorhizobium huakuii. Mesorhizobium gingshengii F1 Mesorhizobium jarvisii iX 3
B, b ML jarvisii T S8, IX 52 BTROREFOAE RORE S, 4k 2013 AETLPEA K
RiE R 5% =t AR 2R AR TR M. gingshengii J&, 5B 78 R & B M. gingshengii 7E 751 74
HL X o3, 3K — RILR WZANEE HAT — 5 (0 X SE M. E4T nodC 45988 3[R 4347 RN
10 MRTE 5 ORI E MU e A RESRAE — kS, R ™A% 1015 18— 1.

AR R S5 A A AR [ R A SR B RO, SRR BE L R IR . IR DL R
JEAE, DRI 00 R T MR B ) B e I R A e EL B T AR
oA A 1) 26 T ), G M RESR e S RHME RS [ RE T, D BB RN . RIEAE
g HIA I EER R, RARE IR R A B G AR, 5
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