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A, BXHERIEXEE
1) RYBESPIGHEBENR, FEZMNEEDA
(2) XEHXBEEWARFRCH—, LUEFERLLZE phosphorus-solubilizing

bacterium, A& phosphorus solubilizing bacterium, HFEMX%H—
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(3) BFZEARRRIRMK~, W 3.54-4.67

(4) BIAERRIEE, 21 mol-L' fiZ5Rk mol/L

(5) TEERUK

(6) HFEE: 14 LIRAAILARBIRNAES, (1a0: 1557 3 /M, Three species were
recorded, i 14 GIZRMN—iaE, : iS5 7 15, Total 15 species were recorded
(7) FrEERIINE. REMERYINENAZSGER, =1, Table 1, E1, Fig. 1.

(8) BIRFANIREFHAE, HRNE., XBRALANE, oSEFT

(9) EXERNEERIFIEREEL: Hli0: WHESAER (bimonthly continuous growth)
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=7 GmGSTH R4l
Table 7 Prediction of secondary structure and subcellular

localization of GmGST

EAMEAR ol HE TEHLW %
Protein name  Alpha helix (%) Extended strand (%) Random coil (%)
GmGSTU12 5422 11.56 34.22
GmGSTUL3Y  54.67 11.56 33.78
GmGSTUl6  59.49 10.93 2958

GmGSTU47 5450 10.36 35.14
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Table 2 Effects of strain YT2-1C on the growth of pepper

and tomato

B e mE 66D
fietn 4 L |
_ Plant Chlorophyll  Stem Fresh
Crop Treatment )
height (em)  (SPAD) size (mm)  weight (g)
P CK 6.20a 33.28a 2.02a 0.86a
YT2-1C 10.2b 37.28b 2.64h 1.33b
#ifli CK 8.32a 2.84a 2.02a 1.78a
YT2-1C 19.12b 5.21b 2.64h 7.49h

i AP F 8RR E0.05 K F By EZES, TR, EKPEE TR
fi7 40 d 5 g

Note: Different letters in the same eolumn indicate significant differences at the
0.05 level, the same below. The data in the Table were measured at 40 d afier

sowing
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Fig. 5 Variations in antioxidant indexes in plants under different sodium chloride concentrations
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Different letters indicate significant differences at the 0.05 level (P<0.05)
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Fig. 7 RT-qPCR analysis of eight differentially expressed genes
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