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DNA-DNA Hybridization Analysis of Three New Rhizobia Groups

YanA min ChenW enxin
(College of Biology, CAU)

Abstract Three groups iolated from M edicago sativa, M elilotus p. ,Caragana p. were
ascertained by the numerical taxonomy. The contentsof G+ Cmol% of all examined strains
w ere measured, and DNA DNA homologies anong the strainsw ithin three groups asw ell as
DNA DNA homologies betw een centrostrain of three groups and reference strains of some
know n geciesw ere analyzed T he results show ed that DNA DNA homologies anong strains
w ithin three groupswere above 70% (71 7% 97 6%, 8Q 8% 98 7% and 82 7%
86 9% regectively); ATw of three groupswere below 5 (32 ,28 and 2 6
repectively). TheDNA DNA isogenesis idex anong centrostrains of three groups and type
strains of know n rhizobium speciesw eremuch below 70% (0 41 7%, 0 39 3%and 4 0%
44 7% regectively). A ll these results indicate that three groups are the nev DNA
homologous groups and different from known rhizobium species The contents of G+ C
mol% of three groups are 60 3% 62 9%, 59 7% 62 4% and 60 2% 62 6%
regpectively, which show s that they are characteristic of the fast-grow ing root nodule
bacteria
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Rhizobium. legum inos U DA 2370 Pisum sativum
R. . mongolense U DA 18447 M edicago ruthenica
R. giardinii U DA 2914 (H152) P haseolus vulgaris
R. gallicum U DA 2910" (R602) Ph vulgaris
R. etli CFN 427 Ph vulgaris
R. galegae HAM B 1540" Galega orientalis
R. tropici CIA T899 Ph vulgaris
R. hainanense CCBAU 57015' (166) Oesnodium snuatu
Sinorhizobium. f redii U DA 205 Glycine soja
S. medicae U DA 1037" (A 321) M edicago p. (annual)
S. teranga U DA 41017 A cacia laeta
S. Saheli U DA 41027 Sesbania cannabine
S. meliloti U DA 10027 M edicago sativa
M esorhizobium. huakuii ~ CCBAU 2609" A stragalus sinicus
M. loti N zP2213" L otus corniculatus
M. tianshanense CCBAU 3306" (A BS) Glycyrrhiza pallidif lora
M. ciceri 3383" Ciceri arietinum L.
1 XJ96060, XJ96070, XJ96073, XJ96068, XJ96061, XJ96065, XJ96062, M edicago sativa

XJ96071, XJ96069, XJ96086, XJ96097, XJ96100, XJ96067, XJ96090,
XJ96103, XJ96095, X J96483, XJ96077, XJ96310, XJ96489, XJ96542,

XJ96552

XJ96322, XJ96342, XJ96394, X J96420, X J96382, XJ96700, X J96328

2 XJ96075, XJ96092, X J96099

XJ96318, XJ96321, XJ96336, XJ96370, X J96402, X J96408
3 NM 019,NM 063,NM 062,NM 178, XJ96113", XJ96112" , XJ96124"

XJ96827" ,XJ96134" ,XJ96811" ,NM 020,NM 183,NM 218

M elilotus 9.
M edicago sativa

M elilotus 9.
Caragane .
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1.3 DNA
,5000 rrmin %, 15min, 4 1x TES
, 3 DNA [10 12] DNA
Az A2 A220=10 Q515 Q 450, Aw> 20
14 Tw,G+ Cmol %
DNA Q 1x SSC ( Ax=02 Q5),
, Q 1x SSC 260 nm,
, 3 5 , 3 5min, ,
Q5 10 *min* o (A 260) ,
E scherichia coli K-12 Tm ,
Excel 5 0 A 20T ( ) Tm G+ C%
G+ C%= 51 2+ 2 08X [Tm (X)- Tm(K)]™
, T () Tm ,Tm(K) E coli K-12 Tm
1.5 DNA (141
DNA 2 5x 10°D Q 1x SSC
Ax=15 20 DNA A,B) 2mL
2 A,B 1mL M A,B.M 3
15min, 10x SSC Q 475 mL
) 2% SSC, , 5min, ,
, 260 nm : 2x SSC :
(Tor) Tor (4. To= 47 0+ Q 51x (G+ C%) To
2% SSC : 2% SSC : DNA
Tor , , 3min, A 260
0 45min ,0 30min
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Cmol% 60 3% 62 9% , (59% 64%) , AG
+ Cmol% 2 6%, AG+ Cmol%< 3% 51 DNA DNA

:DNA DNA 71 7% 97 6% , 70%,

2 Tm ,G+ Cmol% DNA DNA H) %

Tm( ) G+Cmol% H,% Tm( ) G+Cmol% H,%
1 XJ96060 79 0 61 6 100 2  XJ96408 78 3 61 6 100

XJ96483 78 4 62 7 97 6 XJ96370 78 4 62 4 98 7

XJ96552 77 2 61 9 97 4 XJ96099 78 2 59 9 95 8

XJ96065 79 0 6Q 4 96 4 XJ96318 78 0 61 6 92 8

XJ96086 76 8 61 2 94 1 XJ96075 78 8 62 4 92 3

XJ96322 77 6 61 7 92 5 XJ96321 78 1 62 4 89 9

XJ96489 79 1 61 8 91 0 XJ96420 775 6Q 5 87 3

XJ96062 79 2 6Q 5 90 4 XJ96336 76 0 6Q 4 81 5

XJ96382 79 1 61 8 89 7 XJ96092 78 0 59 7 8Q 8

XJ96328 78 1 6Q 7 89 6

XJ96342 78 0 6Q 5 89 1 3

XJ96077 78 1 6Q 7 88 4 NM 019 76 9 6Q 2 100

XJ96061 77 5 6Q 7 88 1 NM 020 77 0 62 2 72 9

XJ96420 77 2 60 9 86 4 NM 062 79 1 61 8 82 7

XJ96068 76 2 61 8 86 4 NM 063 79 5 62 6 86 9

XJ96700 77 5 61 7 85 4 NM 178 77 4 62 1 74 1

XJ96070 79 0 61 6 83 2 NM 183 77 9 64 1 60 0

XJ96097 76 2 6Q 3 81 4 NM 218 76 3 62 0 62 9

XJ96067 79 0 61 6 8l 3 XJ96112 77 6 63 5 56 6

XJ96542 76 1 6Q 6 8l 2 XJ96113 75 0 6Q 3 54 9

XJ96100 79 0 61 5 8Q 2 XJ96124 77 0 6Q 2 62 2

XJ96090 76 5 61 4 80 1 XJ96134 750 61 3 56 2

XJ96310 76 0 61 4 77 8 XJ96811 750 59 3 64 0

XJ96103 78 0 6Q 5 77 4 XJ96827 77 2 62 7 66 5

XJ96394 77 4 62 9 75 6

XJ96069 79 0 61 6 75 1

XJ96073 79 0 61 6 73 6

XJ96071 79 1 61 8 73 5

XJ96095 775 6Q 5 717

2 Tm 760 788 ATm 28 5 G+ Cmol%

50 7% 62 4% , (59% 64%),AG+ Cmol% 2 7%,
AG+ Cmol%< 3% DNA DNA :DNA DNA
80 8% 98 7% , 70%,

NM 019, NM 062, NM 063 85% ( 3, 3
T 769 ,791 ,795 ,ATm 26 5 G+ Cmol% 60 2%,
61 8%, 62 6%, (59% 64%), AG+ Cmol% 2 4%, AG
+ Cmol%< 3% DNA DNA 82 7%, 86 9%, 70%

3
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85% 3 D S-PA GE
3 NM 019 DNA ‘NM 178
83% 3 , DSPAGE 69%
NM 019 , Tm 774 ,G+Cmol% 62 1%, NMO019 DNA -DNA
74 1%, 3DNA DNA NM 020,NM 183 NM 218
75% NM 019 , DSPAGE 69%
NM 019 , 3 Tm 77. 0 ,77 9 76 3 G+
Cmol% 62 2%,64 1% 62 0%, NMO019 DNA DNA 72 9%, 60 0%,
62 9% NM 183 NM 218 3DNA DNA ., NM 020 3
DNA -DNA XJ96811 XJ96113 XJ96112 XJ96124 XJ96827 XJ96134 DS
PA GE 79% NM 019 6 Tm 75 0,
75 0, 776,77 0,77 2,75 0, G+ Cmol% 59 3%, 6Q 3%, 63 5%, 60 2%, 62 7%,
61 3% NM 019 DNA -DNA 64 0%, 54 9%, 56 6%, 62 2%, 66 5%,
56 2%, 70% , 3DNA DNA 7
5 DNA 70% 6 NM 019
DNA , 3 DNA
22 Tm ,G+ Cmol % DNA-DNA (
3)
3 DNA DNA H) %
() G+ C XJ96060 XJ96408 NM 019
" mol% H, % H, % H, %
M esorhizobium ciceri 3383" 78 8 60 3 0 0 24 1
M. huakuii CCBAU 2609" 78 6 60 7 13 2 58 20 1
M. loti N zP2213" 76 7 61 2 0 75 40
M. tianshanense CCBAU3306" (A BS) 79 8 59 1 259 345 a4 2
Rhizbium hainanense ~ CCBAU 57015 (166) 79 0 59 5 38 2 39 3 310
R. galegae HAM B 1540" 79 1 59 5 417 16 0 338
R. tropici CIA T899 78 9 61 2 28 7 26 4 342
R. mongolense U DA 1844" 78 6 62 1 312 14 6 21 8
R. etli CFN 42" 79 0 60 4 36 9 213 39 7
R. gallicum U DA 2910" (R602) 79 4 60 5 237 19 7 330
R. giardinii U DA 2914" (H152) 775 59 7 359 215 22 6
R. legum inosarum U DA 2370 79 5 60 4 26 8 185 a4 7
Sinorhizobium meliloti U SDA 1002" 77 3 62 7 28 7 22 6 14 4
S. saheli U DA 4102 79 8 60 4 391 276 14 8
S. fredii U DA 205" 78 0 62 4 40 8 345 36 8
S medicae U DA 1037" (A 321) 79 8 61 4 34 3 237 19 7
S. teranga U DA 41017 79 0 59 8 20 6 285 29 6
1 XJ96060 79 0 61 6 100 311 328
2 XJ96408 78 3 61 6 311 100 279
3 NM 019 76 9 60 2 12 9 25 6 100

0 0 ; 100 100



1 : DNA DNA 19

3 Tm 767 79 8 ,G+ Cmol% 59 1%
62 7% 1 DNA DNA 0 41 ™% , R.
mongolense, S. meliloti, S. saheli,S. f redii,S. medicae, S. teranga DNA DNA
31 2%, 28 7%,39 1%, 40 8%, 34 3% 20 6%; 2 DNA -
DNA 0 39 3% , R. mongolense, S. meliloti, S. saheli, S. fredii, S.
medicae, S. teranga DNA DNA 14 6%, 22 6%, 27. 6%, 34 5%, 23
7%, 28 5% 3 DNA DNA 40% 44 7%
,ATm< 5 ,DNA DNA > 70%
, 1 2 ATm< 5 ,DNA DNA > 70%,
DNA DNA < 70%, 1 2 2 DNA DNA
, , 3 NM 019,NM 062,NM 063 ATm
26 5 ,AG+ Cmol% 2 4%, AG+ Cmol%< 3% DNA DNA
70%, NM 019 DNA DNA 4 0%

44 7% , 70%, ,

, 1 22 7
2 3 6 S. melilot, S. medicae, R. mongolense
DNA 3 3 DNA
, 1 29 17 4

3 DNA
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