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AHTUBMOTUYECKASA AKTUBHOCTb NPEACTABUTENEW CEM. BACILLACEAE
B OTHOLWEHWUW RHIZOPUS STOLONIFER

Lenb uccnedogaHusi — nposepka aHmubuomuyeckol akmusHocmu npedcmasumenell cemelicmea
Bacillaceae 6 omHoweHuu muyenuansHozo epuba Rhizopus stolonifer Vuillemin (1902). bbinu ucnosns3o-
gaHbl Wmammbi Bacillus altitudinis, Bacillus atrophaeus, Bacillus cereus, Bacillus megaterium, Bacillus
simplex, Bacillus subtilis, Peribacillus simplex u Bacillus sp., 8bi0eneHHble asmopamu U3 CebCKOX035l-
CMeeHHbIX noye KpacHosipCcKo2o Kpas U 8 npedbidyujux ucciedosaHusix NPosisUSLIUE aHMa2oHU3M 8 Om-
HoWweHuu ¢humonamozeHHbIX epubos Fusarium spp., Alternaria spp., Sclerotinia sclerotiorum, Geotrichum
candidum, a makxe 8 omHoweHuu 8036ydumeneli nnecHeseHus cemsiH p.p. Aspergillus, Penicillium u
Mucor. OueHky aHmubuomuy4eckol akmugHOCMU U3yyaeMbIX wmammos 8 omHoweHuu R. stolonifer npo-
godunu 8 Yawkax empu Memodom 6cmpeyHbIX Kynbmyp. B kaysecmee nokasamens aHmubuomuyeckou
akmusHocmu ucnonb3osanu niowads KonoHuu R. stolonifer @ npucymemeuu wmamma-aHmazoHucma
npoyeHmax om KOHmMposbHo20 eapuaHma (6e3 aHmazoHucma) nocne 10 cym uHKybupogaHus npu mem-
nepamype (25 £ 1) °C. U3 21 npomecmuposaHHO20 WmaMma 4 He nposisUU aHMa2oHU3Ma 8 OmHoW e-
Huu R. stolonifer; 16 wmammog noka3anu crnabyro 1ubo yMepeHHY aHmubUuOMUYEeCKy akmueHOCMb
(cHuxeHue nrowadu KonoHul epuba Ha 29,1 -79,1 % omHocumesnsHO KOHMpOss), 1 wmamm nposeun
8bICOKYH aHMUBUOMUYECKYH aKmueHOCMb (CHUXeHUe ninowadu KonoHuu R. stolonifer Ha 92 % omHo-
cumenbHO KoHmMpons). He ebiaeneHo cesisu Mex0y aHmubuomuyeckoli aKkmueHOCMbIO U3y4aeMbiX
wmammog 8 omHoweHuu R. stolonifer u makcoHomuyecku 6u3ko20 3ueomuyema Mucor sp. (koaghghu-
yueHm paHzosol koppenayuu CnupmeHa Rs = 0,272, cmamucmuyecku He3Ha4qum). [1o pe3ynbmamam
uccnedosaHuti wmamm B. atrophaeus RSA9 MoxHO npednoxumb 6 Kayecmee azeHma 055 buonoauyec-
k020 memoda 6opkbbi ¢ R. stolonifer.

Knroyeeble cnoea: Rhizopus stolonifer, 6uonoeuyeckuli memod, b6akmepuu-aHmMazoHUCMbI,
cem. Bacillaceae, Bacillus atrophaeus
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ANTIBIOTIC ACTIVITY OF BACILLACEAE FAMILY REPRESENTATIVES
AGAINST RHIZOPUS STOLONIFER

The aim of the study is to test the antibiotic activity of representatives of the Bacillaceae family against
the mycelial fungus Rhizopus stolonifer Vuillemin (1902). The strains of Bacillus altitudinis, Bacillus
atrophaeus, Bacillus cereus, Bacillus megaterium, Bacillus simplex, Bacillus subtilis, Peribacillus simplex
and Bacillus sp. were used, isolated by the authors from agricultural soils of the Krasnoyarsk Region and
in previous studies showing antagonism against phytopathogenic fungi Fusarium spp., Alternaria spp.,
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum, Geotrichum candidum, as well as against seed mold pathogens of the genus
Aspergillus, Penicillium and Mucor. The antibiotic activity of the studied strains against R. stolonifer was
assessed in Petri dishes using the counter culture method. The area of the R. stolonifer colony in the
presence of the antagonist strain as a percentage of the control variant (without the antagonist) after
10 days of incubation at a temperature of (25 + 1) °C was used as an indicator of antibiotic activity. Of the
21 tested strains, 4 did not exhibit antagonism towards R. stolonifer; 16 strains showed weak or moderate
antibiotic activity (reduction in the area of fungal colonies by 29.1-79.1 % relative to the control); 1 strain
showed high antibiotic activity (reduction in the area of R. stolonifer colonies by 92 % relative to the con-
trol). No relationship was found between the antibiotic activity of the studied strains towards R. stolonifer
and the taxonomically close zygomycete Mucor sp. (Spearman's rank correlation coefficient Rs = 0.272,
statistically insignificant). Based on the results of the studies, the B. atrophaeus RSA9 strain can be pro-
posed as an agent for the biological method of controlling R. stolonifer.

Keywords: Rhizopus stolonifer, biological method, antagonist bacteria, Bacillaceae family, Bacillus
atrophaeus
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BeegeHue. MuuenuanbHbin rpub  Rhizopus  R. stolonifer nonyyun pacnpocTpaHeHue B KayecT-
stolonifer Vuillemin (1902), oTHocALWMIACS K CemMeii-  Be BO30YAMTENS TEKYYEN THUMK 3EMISHUKA Cafo-
ctBy Mucoraceae (nopsigok Mucorales, otgen Bow Fragaria x ananassa (Duchesne ex Weston)
Zygomycota), saBnseTcsa ogHum u3 Hambonee Bpe- Duchesne ex Rozier (1785), nopaxatowmit nnogel
[OHOCHBbIX W pacnpocTpaHeHHbIX Bo30yauTenen  HEMOCPEeACTBEHHO HA pacTEHWSX elje [0 WX Co-
THUNei NNOLOOBOLHOM npoaykumn. Ero Bpemo-  3peBaHus. bonesHb akTyanbHa Ans BCEX MpoM3BO-
HOCHOCTb 00YCrOBNEHA LUMPOKOMA PaCcnpoCTpaHeH-  AALWMX 3EMISHWKY PErvioHOB, Mpu 3TOM MOTEPH
HOCTbIO JaHHOrO rpuba npakTyeckn BO BCeX Ha-  ypoxast MoryT gocturatb 50-90 % [8, 9]. B kavecT-
3EMHbIX 3KOCUCTEMAX, a TaKke CrnoCOBHOCTb) — Be OAHOrO M3 Hambomnee MepCrnekTMBHBIX METOAOB
(hopmMmpoBaTh CTOMOHBI, obecneunBartowme oveHb  Bopbbbl ¢ R. stolonifer B HacTosiee Bpemsi pac-
ObicTpyto konmoHusaumo cyberpatos [1-3]. pub  cmatpuBaeTcs Guonormyeckuin MeTod, OCHOBaH-
TaKkke W3BECTEH Kak BO30yaWTENb MIECHEBEHWS HbIM  HA  WUCMOMb30BAHWW  MMKPOOPraH13moB-
CEMSH, CYLUECTBEHHO YXyALatLWMX MX NOCEBHbIE  aHTAroHUCTOB R. stolonifer nnbo mx metabonutoB
kayecTtBa [4-7]. B nepsble pecatunetus XXI seka  [3, 10-13].
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Lenb uccnepoBanua — nposepka aHTMOMOTU-
YecKOW aKTMBHOCTM MpeacTaBWUTENENn CeMeicTea
Bacillaceae B OTHOLIEHUM MULENWanbHOro rpuba
Rhizopus stolonifer Vuillemin (1902).

O6bekTbl U MeToabl. ObbekTamm uccneaosa-
Hua Obinn wrtammbl Bacillus altitudinis, B. Atro-
phaeus, B. cereus, B. megaterium, B. simplex,
B. subtilis, Peribacillus simplex w Bacillus sp.
(B obLen cnoxHocT 21 wTamm), BblOeMNeHHble
aBTOpPaMW M3 CENbCKOXO3AMCTBEHHbIX noys Kpac-

HOSAPCKOTO Kpas M pu3octepbl CenbCKOXO3ANCT-
BEHHbIX pacTeHun (Tabn. 1). B npeablaywmx wnc-
CNefoBaHNAX JaHHbIE WTaMMbl NMPOAEMOHCTPUPO-
Bann BbICOKYK) aHTMOMOTUYECKYIO aKTUBHOCTb B
OTHOLUEHMM  LUMPOKOTO CnekTpa BO3byauTenei
rpubHbIX 60nesHen CenbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHBIX pac-
TEHUI, a Takke B OTHOLLEHWUM BO3byauTenen nnec-
HeBeHus cemsH p.p. Aspergillus, Penicillium w
Mucor.

Tabnuya 1

Cnucok n3yyaembIx WTaMMOB
List of studied strains

lramm L%';C:a?n“g:fgg?: MeToz naeHTudmKaLmm
RSA2 Bacillus altitudinis MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
CX6 Bacillus atrophaeus MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
RSA1 Bacillus atrophaeus Mo HykneoTMaHoOM nocneaoBaTenbHocTh reHa 16SpPHK
RSA16(1) | Bacillus atrophaeus Mo HykneoTuaHoOM nocnepoBaTensHocTh reHa 16SpPHK
RSA16(2) | Bacillus atrophaeus MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
RSA18 Bacillus atrophaeus Mo HykneoTUaHoOM nocnepoBaTenbHocTh reHa 16SpPHK
RSA19 Bacillus atrophaeus MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
RSA8 Bacillus atrophaeus Mo HykNeoTuaHoM nocneaoBaTenbHocTh reHa 16SpPHK
RSA9 Bacillus atrophaeus MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
AI3 Bacillus cereus MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
RSA17 | pacilis cereus group/ MALDI-TOF Macc-CrieKTpoMeTpisi
RSA4 Bacillus megaterium MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
RSA15 Bacillus simplex MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
Pa1 Bacillus sp. MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
Pa2 Bacillus sp. KynbTypanbHo-Mopdonorniyeckum
Pa3 Bacillus sp. MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
An4 Bacillus sp. KynbTypanbHo-Mopgonormyeckum
RSA20(1) | Bacillus subtilis MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
RSA20(2) | Bacillus subtilis MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
Bacill ili
RSA11 B:gillzz :?ftf))i? Ifa/eus MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus
RSA12 Peribacillus simplex MALDI-TOF macc-cnektpomeTpus

OueHKy aHTUBMOTNYECKON aKTMBHOCTM W3y4vae-
MbIX LTaMMOB B OTHoweHun R. stolonifer npoBo-
OUNW B Yallkax [MeTpu MeTogom BCTPEYHbIX KyIlb-
Typ [14]. B kayecTBe nokasaTens aHTMOUOTNYECKON
aKTMBHOCTM  UCMOMNb30BaNM  NAoWadb  KOMOHWN
R. stolonifer B npucyTCTBAN LUTAMMa-aHTaroHUcTa
B % OT KOHTPOMNbHOMO BapuaHTa (6e3 aHTaroHucTa)
nocne 10 cyT uHKyOGMpoBaHuUs mpu TemnepaType
(25 + 1) °C. WN3mepeHns nnowaay npoBoaunn no
coTorpacuam vawek [leTpy ¢ nomoLibo npo-
rpammbl Imaged; NOBTOPHOCTb TPEXKpaTHas.
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CTaTUCTUYECKYID 3HAYMMOCTb Pa3niMin Mexay
LUTaMMami M0 aHTMOMOTNYECKON aKTUBHOCTM B OT-
HowweHnn R. stolonifer npoBepsnu AUCNEPCUOHHBIM
aHanu3oMm. CBS3b  @HTUOMOTMYECKOM aKTMBHOCTM
“3y4aemblX LITAMMOB C MX aKTMBHOCTbO B OTHOLLE-
HWM popcTeeHHoro R. stolonifer rpuba Mucor sp.,
TaKke oTHocsaLerocs k ceM. Mucoraceae, nposeps-
N paHroBbIM koadhcpuumeHToM koppensium Cnup-
MeHa. B kayecTBe nporpaMmHOro obecrneyeHuns uc-
nonb3osanu naket StatSoft STATISTICA 8.0.
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Pesynbtatel M ux obcyxaeHue. BrusHue
“3y4aembix WTAMMOB Ha pocT R. stolonifer Bapbu-
poBaro OT MOMHOro OTCYTCTBUS @HTaroHuama [0
noyT MOMHOroO nofasneHus pocta rpuba. B psge
CryyaeB nocre nepBOHaYanbHOTO NodaBneHus
pocta R. stolonifer BnocneacTsu BO30OHOBNAM

CBOW POCT B NpUCYTCTBUN GaKTepuanbHOro LUTam-
ma (puc. 1).

Hanbonblumin  aHTaroHMCTU4ecknin  achekT B
oTHoweHun R. stolonifer nposisun wramm RSA9
(puc. 2).

Puc. 1. [pumepbi 8030elicmeus usydaembix wmammos Ha R. stolonifer:
1— KoHMponb, 2 — omcymemeue aHma20HuU3Ma co CMOPOHbI U3y4aeMo2o Wwmamma; 3 — nodasneHue
pocma R. stolonifer ¢ nocrnedyrowum 80306Ho8MEHUEM €20 pocma; 4 — npakmuyecKu NosHoe
nodasneHue pocma R. stolonifer 6e3 60306H081€HUS €20 pocma

Examples of the effects of the studied strains on R. stolonifer: 1 — control; 2 — absence of antagonism
from the studied strain; 3 — suppression of the growth of R. stolonifer followed by the resumption of its
growth; 4 — almost complete suppression of the growth of R. stolonifer without the resumption of its growth

RSA12
RSA4
Pal
RSA15
Pa3
RSA2
RSA20(2)
An4
RSA16(2)
RSA8
AN3

CX6

RSA16(1)
RSA19
RSA17
RSA20(1)

Pa2 35,0
RSA18 27,3
RSA11 22,6

RSA1 20,9
RSA9 8,0

100,0
100,0
100,0
100,0
70,9
68,6
64,5
64,4
62,4
62,1
62,0
61,6
60,0
58,0
53,4

43,3

0,0 20,0 40,0

60,0 80,0 100,0

Mnowaab konoHwuii R. stolonifer B % k koHTponto

Puc. 2. [Mnowads konoHuli R. stolonifer @ npucymemeuu usyyaemsix Wmammos, % K KOHMPOTo

The area of colonies of R. stolonifer in the presence of the studied strains, % of the control
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[ICnepcuoHHbIA  aHanu3 noaTBepaun cratu-
CTWUYECKYI0 3HAYMMOCTb PasnUuMn MexaZy uayyae-
MbIMI LUTAMMaMK NO BRWsSHUIO Ha R. stolonifer Ha
ypoBHe p < 0,001 (tabn. 2).

He BbISIBNEHO CBA3M MEXOy aHTUOMOTUYECKUM
[ENCTBMEM M3Yy4YaeMblX LUTAMMOB B OTHOLLEHWM
R. stolonifer v B oTHOwWweHWM Mucor sp. (puc. 3).

KoacpdpuumeHT panroson koppensumm CrmpmeHa
Rs = 0,272, cTaTUCTUYECKN HE3HAYMM.

Hanbonbluyto aHTUOMOTUYECKYKD aKTUBHOCTb B
OTHoweHun R. stolonifer NpoaeMOHCTPUpPOBAn
wramm RSA9, B npucyTCTBAM KOTOPOro Mrowadb
KOnoHum rpuba coctasuna nniwb 8 % OT KOHTpons
(cm. puc. 1, 2).

Tabnuya 2

Pe3ynbTaThl AMCNEPCMOHHOrO aHanNU3a pasnuyuuin Mexay Wrammamu
MO aHTaroHUCTMYECKOW aKTUBHOCTU B OTHOLWEHWU R. stolonifer
Results of a variance analysis of differences between strains in antagonistic

activity against R. stolonifer

/ICTOYHVK BapbMpOBaHMS | lNokasaTtenb cunbl BInAHUA, % | Cratuctiyeckast 3Ha4MmMocCTb adhdekTa, p
Bce wrammsl
Wramm 99,72 0,000000
Owwnbka 0,28
TONbKO WTaMMbl, MPOSIBUBLUME AHTArOHN3M

Wramm 99,35 0,000000
Owwubka 0,65
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Puc. 3. Pe3ynbmamei conocmaegneHusi aHmubuomu4eckol akmugHoCMU u3y4aembix Wimammos
8 omHoweHuu R. stolonifer u 8 omHoweHuu Mucor sp.; Yucna no 0CsIM NOKa3bIi8atom paHe Wmamma
no aHmubuomuyeckol aKmusHOCMU 8 OMHOWEHUU coomeememayouwe2o epuba; MUHUMabHOMY
3HaYeHUK paHaa coomgemcmeyem MakcuMarbHas aHmubuomuyeckas akmugHOCMb

The results of comparing the antibiotic activity of the studied strains against R. stolonifer and against
Mucor sp.; the numbers along the axes show the strain's rank in terms of antibiotic activity against
the corresponding fungus; the minimum value of the rank corresponds to the maximum antibiotic activity

lLiramm RSA9 npencrasneH nogswxHbIMM na-
NOYKOBUAHBIMK KneTkamu, crnocobHbIMM K 0Bpa3so-
BaHuto cnop (dHgocnop). B Monogon kynbType pas-
mep knetok 102,4-253,3 x 13,9-17,0 MKM, CKMOHHbI
k 0bpa3oBaHMio Lienoyek. B 3penoit kynbType Knet-
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kn 25,0-83,6 x 11,4-17,0 MKM, OQMHOYHbIE U B Na-
pax. JHgocnopbl oBanbHble, 16,8-264 x 96—
12,9 Mkm, 06pasytotcs cybTepMuHansHo; npn obpa-
30BaHWUK 9HOOCNOPbI (hopMa KNETKN HE MEHSIETCS.
[popacTaHue aHaocnopk! natepansHoe (puc. 4).
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Puc. 4. limamm RSA9: 1 — npopacmaHue cnopsl (C — cnopa, B — sezemamugHasi kinemka,
npopacmarowjasi cnopa nokasaHa cmpeskol); 2 — knemku 8 Moio00U Kynbmype;
3 - KnemKu e 3peroll Kynbmype; 4 — cnopynupyrowue Knemku (nokadaHb! cCmpeskoll)

Strain RSA9: 1 - spore germination (C — spore, B — vegetative cell, spore germination is shown
by arrow); 2 — cells in young culture; 3 - cells in mature culture; 4 — sporulating cells (shown by arrow)

Metogom MALDI-TOF  macc-cnekTpoMeTpum
WTamMM WMOEHTUMUUMPOBAH Kak NpeACTaBUTENb
Buaa Bacillus atrophaeus (cm. Tabn. 1). Cnegyet
OTMETUTb, YTO ApYrie LWTaMMbl TOTO e Buga npo-
SBUNK CyLLecTBEHHO Bonee cnabblii aHTaroHM3m B
OTHOLeHun R. stolonifer. Mnowaab KonoHun rpuba
B MPUCYTCTBWAW 3TWX LUTaMMOB BapbMpoBana OT
20,9 % (wtamm RSA1) go 62,4 % (RSA16(2) ) ot
KOHTPONMbHOrO BapuaHTa (CM. puc. 2), cTatuctuye-
CKas 3HAYMMOCTb PasfNuMiA MeXZy LUTammamm
B. atrophaeus no aHTMOMOTMYECKON AKTUBHOCTU B
OTHoLeHuu R. stolonifer coctasuna p < 0,001.

3akntoyeHue. U3 21 wramma cem. Bacillaceae,
NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBABLLMX B Mpeablaywux umccne-
[OBaHNSX a@HTAaroHM3M B OTHOLUEHMM hUTOMaTo-
reHHbIX rpuboB Fusarium spp., Alternaria spp.,
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum, Geotrichum candidum, a
Takke B OTHOLIEHMM BO3DyauTenen nnecHeBeHus
cemsH p.p. Aspergillus, Penicillium n Mucor, nuwb
1 wramm (RSA9, WAEHTUPUUMPOBAHHBIN  Kak
npeacrtasuTenb Buga B. atrophaeus) nokasan Bbl-
COKYHK @HTUOMOTUYECKYI0 aKTUBHOCTb B OTHOLLEHUM
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rpuba R. stolonifer. 3T0 NPOSBMNOCE B CHDKEHWN
nnowaan konoHuu R. stolonifer B npucyTcTBUAM
AaHHOro WwTtamma Ha 92 % OTHOCMTENbHO KOH-
TPONbHOMO BapuaHTa. Elle 16 wraMmMoB nokasanu
cnabyto nnbo ymepeHHy aHTUOMOTUYECKYKD aK-
TUBHOCTb (CHWXEHWe nnowaan KonoHui rpuba Ha
29,1-79,1 %), 4 wramma He nokasanu aHTUONOTK-
YECKOW aKTMBHOCTM B OTHOWeHun R. stolonifer.
He BbISIBNEHO KOPPENsAUMM Mexagy aHTubuoTtuyec-
KOW aKTMBHOCTbH) M3Y4YaEMbIX LUITAMMOB B OTHOLLE-
Hu R. stolonifer n TakcOHOMMYECKM OMU3KOrO
npeacrasutens p. Mucor. MNonyyeHHble pesynbTa-
Tbl TOBOPSAT O TOM, YTO ANs noucka OakTepui-
aHTaroHMCTOB, aKTVBHbIX B OTHOLWEHWN R. sfolo-
nifer, He06x0AMMO OONOMHUTENBHOE TECTUPOBaHNE
ITAMMOB JaXe B TOM Cryyae, eCnn OHU NPOSIBUW
aHTUOMOTWNYECKYHD aKTUBHOCTb B OTHOLLEHUM 6nn3-
KOPOACTBEHHbIX 3MroMULETOB. B kayecTBe npakTut-
Yeckon pekomeHpauuv wrtamm B. atrophaeus
RSA9 MOXHO NpeanoXuTb B Ka4ecTBE areHTa ans
Buonornyeckoro Metoga 6opwbbl ¢ R. stolonifer.
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