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Abstract: In order to analyze the diversity of the endophytic bacteria in Xinjiang Brassica rapa L. and explore
the potential microbial resources and functions, high-throughput sequencing was used to analyze the structural
composition of the endophytic bacteria in Xinjiang Brassica rapa L.. The endophytic bacteria isolated and
screened by traditional culture method were processed with molecular identification of 16S rRNA gene se-
quences, and the probiotic properties of strains were studied. The high-throughput sequencing results showed
that the endophytic bacteria in Xinjiang Brassica rapa L. included 181 valid operational taxonomic units, in-
volving five phyla and 33 genera in the bacterial domain. 15 strains were obtained after isolation and screening,
respectively belonging to nine genera of Actinobacteria , Proteobacteria ,and Firmicutes phyla. At the same time,

seven genera that were not detected in the high-throughput sequencing were obtained.
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518 EAE R AR EAE T, QAR PR A7 LR A P AR B
AT B WEFER Y, A Y T A RN
AT H B RTUITE T H b —/ N o3 d R A TR
HUIRZSS, PR, R ) I e A 1) N A T AH ST 58 AN AL
Xof R 2L PR ST A ) (R R 7 TR R A T ) B DY
FEHEA B, WX TE R IR 2 PRI i Tl 45 7 T
LA BRIV 7 B AR ) T R 7 A e S

1531 (Brassica rapa L) X4 367% , T-F46RE. 4k
B RER EEL T, SR R L I R
by PG A R0 5 B 5 R B 21 A VPR R X, SRR R
FI oty Dkt i £ 1T i) F2 8 S 2 108, Rl A R
MATER NS B LPIEY) . DR 1R
2 i B AT A L PR R R AR 5 A AR RS B 1 1 5
T 2HE 2R AU BT IR DR S A A
Frits BB VEG B (HEAR RSB IRy, B BT
P 55 PR BT RO B IR IR T I % 55 T
v, — ok, AR S 18 F bR gE L, B 51
FRMUR I RE S IEED B, H A e Bl A
AR SE 2 B TP 7 AR FCRO, SRR HE I 15 G L
A 5 37 5 VR FE T S H vy N A A R AT 0 S B
e, JFUEAT T WAL BS54 RN A=A, 20 h
7/~ i) g AE 43 25 B JC (operational taxonomic units,
OTUs) o AXAREEL e 5 B0t A A6 A0 TR 2R A T 22 e SR
o A SR RFAE 3 BT, JF N AT BN

AT oo 2o i D P FR EE B AR e R R U7k
X 35 SBT3 7t P A A TR v 4G A 2 AT o0 BT, X
LI SR O RERETG BT S D AR R T
WE5E . 5 L4020 e WS SE 0 0 7 v N AR R R AR K R 2
FEME, [RIF , DG 0 f B e A 1 25ty 55 9 A 2 T ) Y
EIR R LGB, Ot — D4z e B s ba 30 0 b
FROCTR PR P | 4 A= B E ST ) AR DG B¢ IR S50 50
S AL ISR

1 MR5FE
1.1 AR

15397 (Brassica rapa L)T 20204 5 AR Eae
AR RS A AR B TE 8 TEAL IR HL 3R R
TG RN R R A SR IE R A 0, 12 h Al [l 5
B E, T 4 CIge, JFAE 48 h NS PRI Jre 3% 1 JH =g A0
PN A 20 TR 53 B T A A

Ml B 25 0 FF B (Bacillus subtilis) | F £ 2% Bk B
(Canidia albicans) \éﬁ@%%f*%(smphﬂococcus au-
reus) . ]JIFFE (Escherichia coli) .75 %% B ( Penicillium )
BER L B PR ORI B b s TSA B R0k NA 5557
B NB i FR AL R2A JEAH BRI HT FR A LB WA SR
PDA BRfig R IR 3k (5 W B R ) (PDA AR 775 G
IR 7 B R Tl bl i A B AR A BR 2w

NP FEN 2] DNA EBGAF] & - RARA LR AT IR
)51, 1- R AR 2- =R R D (1, 1-diphenyl-2-picryl-
hydrazyl, DPPH) 5| 4¥) \ Taq B (2x) : A= TAEY) TRE( L
W) G R ] vl TE R  Tween 80 KT ALK 40
b2 5 TE & A RS | IR W38 - 6 BD A vl s R
FELFYEZ AN RE K BAF AL T A BRA A 5 ToK LB
S G AR I A BR A R 5 B R WAk L2 R AR AL K
MR « KT RS R AL 238500 A BR 2 Al o B A7) 34
5y Hrati
1.2 HEFR AR

TE MO VR 3 7R 2 - R2A JLRN BN B 5 b A
1% FIEEPEGERY , 4 pH (A2 7.0, Il G KB .

T WG e 3 95 2 R2A EERl IR R 5 1%
J R W3 53 43 FF KA, KB 5 18 60 “CHEKS: 1% AR W3 k3
LI 15% BRI R2A 353558 TR A1 B4R .

TR T O e 1 77 3 R 5 o, MBI 0.5 ¢, S Mk
B 05g, RSN 1 g, oK BERR — A B 0.5 g, 5L 1 ¥
0.1 g(FEEF AT K, 60 CHIEFILR S S EINR) ,
O AR VAT (B RR K 2 o, BRRH 1 ¢, BRIREE 1 g, BLFR
1 g, 76187K 100 mL,pH7.0) 1 mL, BiJI§ 16 g, 781K
1000 mL,pH7.0 247 .

LT U R e R R2A BRI G R R in A
1% 2 W IEELT 4 2 A0 O i Js I A B E 5258 ) o

T AR il 07 106 05 32 05 - R2A BLRI BRI 3% 35 L b A
1%Tween 80 (53537 370 FF K1 , 60 C5 15 7R IR 5
JE B o

DL b BRI KB 451398 121 °C 15 min,

1.3 U5 E

L TAES (SW-CJ-2F) : R Z R S ARA R
N E R FE A (SPX-250BF) ¢ b T 4 30 SE i 45 A
BN 5 Y A (SC-316) Mg /R B2 FT A W] 5 H i R 7%
KAH S (HVE-50) : H A HIRAYAMA 235 ; 2066
11 (UVZ2550) : H A B B2 W) 5 TS 15 iR 38 % a4 (TS-
2102C) : 78 = HE S 43 A7 A28 A 2 | 5 4 A sh B V53T
BAL(ZX-300)  FENT A PR A B 1) 5 A et 20
I (polymerase chain reaction, PCR){X (ABI2720) : £ [H
FERR R BHE A FRA 5 2= BB (Ci-L) : HAJE
N W) 5 e PR R B O L (PLCD) - 78 [ Sigma S256 %
ELO LB A BR 2 W) 5 o PV T 3% 724 (DHP-9082)
iR R AR FRA ]

1.4 ik
14.1 FES RN EE

A I FORK sk 2 G 75% RS R
30~60 s, #X J5 FH TG B K 0k 3~4 ¥k, T 2.5% kSR
BRI 3 min, SR FHJCE K Pk 3~5 W, e C g
LR b K TS .

DL T 27 25 SR A L B 0.1 mL f e 1 iR st
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WAL S A TC KIS AT T NA B33k b, & TR 51
TR IRE 3AER . AT AR K, LA R
THEEIRS, 0 B A BD A 9 AR T
1.4.2 =38 S A BcHE Ak 1

WU 5 28 0 R T T B 1A 30 AR R TIRAES
R IV 22 R0IR 42 B S e e = P RE AL B Cetytri-
methylammonium - ammoniumbromide , CTAB) % [A 2
DNA $2 Bt 71 6 vd B 43 52 AL 1% 3 50 45 4 20 R v L3
KIZH DNA $EATHREL R 8 3 AT, 08I d vk
G KU RE Y DNA /5 PCR 9™ Bl (i . AR 8
518 799 F (AACMGGATTAGATACCCKG) il 1 193
R(ACGTCATCCCCACCTTCC) , ¥4 16S rRNA % [H ¥
B V5~VT Al 28 X, PCR 2514 : 94 °C .5 min, 94 C .
305,60 °C.30s,72°C.30s, 30 ™ 1F 5 72 °C 4E fif
10 min, §3% PCR 7= 4 22 o ik KG I U11 Jig [m1 i, I A6z 0
W RE PR 2= —2UR Rk B R R BRI B
LA B2 w247 il Y

JUT A 1 I Py B0 28 25 BR U AT F ERUT A I W
BOF B Tags T3S, LARIEME KT 97% B R — 4
OTUs, &R —AMEE 1 4y 28 500 . BRI R M7 91
i 11 RDP classifier #4179 R 2025, 1 5%E OTUs 2
[i] B4 o3 S b A
1.43 RIS E 2tk

FE SR TE T JOW A& T & B AR 200 ¢
PEAT 210K o o 21 208 e vk P35 b 35 A R VA G R &
1075, 20 BIEL 0.1 mL ¥Rk A 7E 45 25 373 b B iR
B3IANEE, T 30 CHAMTFHATH R, B 24 h WAL
— KSR MR L

R R K MRS, R 6 K/ B AR
V1) P TR T A R B B 2B 1) AR R 3 38 Bk R 4l Ak 2~
3RS T I U b L, & ORF 3 3 555 3~
7d, T 4 COKFRRE
1.4.4  BHEE T FUE

KB TE va b )y, R AN 16S rRNA JH K 5 1]
1% 27 F 1 1 492 R 1£ PCR ¥ 34 (Y F #: 47 PCR #”
W 4N 94°C .5 min, 94 °C .30s,72 °C . 1.5 min,
72 °C .10 min, 35 MEF ;72 “CHEMH 10 min, PCR =4y
NG Atk U | 2% 2 b 5t 5 AR P8R A BR S
AT

FIr A5 14 77 51 5 EzTaxon Z3E 1F (http /lwww.ez-
biocloud.net/eztaxon/identify ) #E 47 Fb XT , I & HUAH (0L 1
e AR SRR R A L 4 MEGA 7.0 3847 ClustalX £
X, {# ] Neighbor-Joining iE M HE R S A F W, B
Z&{H (Bootstrap ) A 1 000, #1125 1 B AR B A= 927 032
A
1.4.5  BERAYA K AREN 2

A KRR G BRER 2 B 4l b 5 i B AR T NA B

FEHE ERIZR, 709 E T 10.20.30.37 ‘CHI 45 “CHHE R
K R R 3% 48 h, LA TR AR 1 2R KAB O, IR0 5%
ghAR

i £ 3 56 - PR B Al Ak 5 B B AR B TS A
2% .5% .7% F1 10% NaCl ) NA £ 55 5 F Rk, F
30 “CH R 55 F2 40 T B 5F 48 h, WELEE T Bk Y 2k K AF
o RaE R,
1.4.6  F=T)RE M AR A0 I

VE oy I+ TR PR 42 o B T R I O e 3 R AL 1,30 °C
Hidt 48 h J5,0.1% BB Y4 5 min, A 7% A B 85
U B A 7= Ry T P P BT 5 S =2 A PR

T b it T2 1 A < PR AR 43 i) B o 38 R 1 R 7 £
g i e 1 F2 9 1,30 ‘CHEFE 48 h e, VK A BB B
o VBRIV Ay = B 1 B 1A 5 B 2 B

O Y 25 - T A i 3 £ 4 25 0% e 4 R 0 |
30 ‘CH5iF% 48 h J7,0.1% MINISR 2L KW 44 30 min,
AT 75 ] L H 0375 P B oA 7 £F 2 R P B s e 2
BRI

IR Tt + AT 2 P 2] SR e ik O E 8% % 2 1,30 °C
REg% 48 h o, VA JE 1 BIR 5 48 00 ul g 4 (015 T
B Sy 7 SR it BH A 5 S =2 R B
1.4.7  PIAETR & BRI 0 i 2%

A3 5 P U R BA T VR T S mL LB AR 3R 3L
30 °C. 120 r/min $E3% 5555 24 h, 3 HIFZ B 0.5 mL &K
F 50 mL LB #4535 31,30 °C 120 v/min 4 3% 5 57
3d J&,5 000 r/min #.0> 10 min, % W H T A LT
PEIE o
1.4.8 PR TR & R B4 16 P 0

DPPH F &5 FBRAE I E < 1) 1 mL P94 R A&
WRE S oA 0.2 mmol/L B9 DPPH TG 7K 2, T %5 Wi
1 mL, 7845, EEEDE N 30 min, WE 517 nm Ak
WG RE (A)) o PAJC/K CEEARE DPPH %5 Wk Xof B -
SEWSGRE (A,), Lh 0.2 mmol/L 1 DPPH JC/K 2 BE VA WK
R 2SI E OB EE (Ag) , A 1 mg/mL (9 Vo 3859k FH
XTI LATE K AR I o B XT IR TS K 2 B
P, DPPH H HEIEBRR(Z, %) AL AT

7 =

oA A 0o
AO

FRIE A R LS BR AR I 43 H 1 mL R
1 mL BREZ 4% (9 mmol/L) .1 mL AL A (10 mmol/L) ,
RA 45,37 CHEEKE 10 min, 1A 1 mL K4
(9 mmol/L) , 4] ,37 “CH{ & 30 min, & 510 nm ZbH
JCIE (A, LhZE I KA 2o 480 Ak S0 R X BRI
510 nm ZhWE G (A,) , LAZE IR AKAR B TR P E 25 %
B 7 510 nm ARG JE (A,) , PA 1 mg/mL B Ve 7B
FEBH M T I, 28 Rk 2 . FE A s B R
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(M, %)IHEAXIT .

M:(l _A _Az)x 100

AO
1.4.9  BRRR A BRI T 00 2

PREUHT fif 155 75 A bR E T 70 B bR K I 18 4 T il
ZEAUAT B 4 0 (0 4 R BR T L (0 R B A — PR
T LB Wik #5530 °C L 120 v/min B35 3597 16 h,
SR BL 100 WL & BB, WA T NA A IR 3L
17 TRV WSO 4 TR AR o i) e 1 R e X d v
30 “CHHE 5 F2 46 v 15 95 48 h, WSS K 7= 1 1 PR A
L5 75 B b FH G 1 A B ER K ) A A 7 BRI A A
SRR I B IR , 5555 48 h 5 WLEE TR 7 400 i P 1 1 O
japnat LN
1.5 HdlEab e

iz Jl DPS v9.50 . Excel 2010 255 4F vE4T 402447
I, MEGA 7.0 #4 & B bk R 45 & &, Origin 2021 #E1T
BEIZTTR

2 BER5H51
2.1 3B R PR A BT N A A RV 2 A RAE

300 3 XA 3 R g A A A R, DA P A A
P OTUs 491 A, L3R5 I 4R )7 51 5 5k 161 943 4%, f1
ST g AR AR S T A, R TUARAN RS , BP0 ECh
142 509 %% >R H 97% FEIACFAE bR St OTUs,
FIF RDP classifie X i OTUs fCR P FIKK 4T
THUE 53 245 B AT, E— 242 A O I B 7 2 R
SEILFI IS N AR AP REVE VS K5 AN TR 33 A4
J&, AR 2R . T B AHA B 9 A 40 e
HETE LA 1,
AT U]

5870 \ / 19.0%

LRI

0%
1 KFE LRGBS N EREBEEM

Fig.1 Community composition of endophytic bacteria in Brassica

rapa L. at phylum level
EES I W5 51 2 e oo s B 3 D 4 E D
JZ 1] (Actinobacteria) .22 H i |1 ( Proteobacteria ) Fl
L FT W 1] (Bacteroidetes) , 23 1) 5 B 1K By 42.1%.
28.7%.19.0% , 23 5 B AK (¥ 89.8%; JL S JE BE T ]
(Firmicutes) . ¥ 404 7] (Cyanobacteria) , O AR
7.6% .2.2% J& Kb A B A AR A RV 2

WL 1.
£1 BAFLEIEMRBEHNEREEAR

Table 1 Community composition of major endophytic bacteria in

Brassica rapa L. at genus level

E2) A AR5 5%
J5L /N SR TR 10 809 20.85
[CE 00850 7266 14.01
RS 4796 9.25
T s 4065 7.84
E e 2124 4.10
FUTFTE R 1 405 2.71
Z R 1402 2.70
KA AN TR ) 1150 2.22
AR 1043 2.01
HAT TR 998 1.92
S /NFT R 922 1.78
BT T 896 1.73
BT 862 1.66
ARG 689 1.33
Kt RIKE 578 1.11
MUBCHT 148 577 1.11
HEBK T ) 551 1.06

eSO By 1 oA AR A0 TR R VR R KPR 17 i
SENAE AN R IE T AT . R 1 AT, R
JE /NS B (Promicromonospora) B ERLIEL TR (Pseu-
domonas) HETE H & (Streptomyces ) AT & (Bacte-
roides) 4 A%, 53 5 i SR 1 20.85% .14.01% .9.25% Fil
7.84% , 24 i BAK Y9 51.95%, W58 R W, /)N B 1R )
(Micromonospora) JIT P (%) Z2 Fp At 7= W LA BU s B
T8 HUSCBERGRGTE 77 IR 7 TR O VRI RER A 2T A4 2R T 14375 12
LG 2 A IS PR R M FLAT R & (Lactobacillus ) 7
W& (Pantoea) A5 2K W 41 H @ (unidentiﬁed Cyano-
bacteria) FFF B J& (Microbacterium ) , 53 5l 5 B A& 1)
2.71%.2.70% .2.22% F1 2.01%. VL4, W58 % B A7 1E
4.1% 1 8 5 T R R B F 8 6 A U N T
98.5% , HHH AR LR 85.2% , WA IN e MU AE BT -
PRI A B oty PP A R BV TE R MR I R e R A
Frit—BAZ 48T & .

2.2 WEHEGE AU RS

SANF Sy B SRR 3R 3~T d A R R RS
WL, PRI S bk 29 PRl LRl FD 2= NA B
FFE MWL EMBHOE S LEG , RS
PR15 Bk BERRARIEGETHE L LR 2.

2.3 WA ST

15 ¥R B R (9 16S TRNA JE [ 75128 PCR 4"
R F I, 32 A EzTaxon 04 (http . /lwww.ezbio-
cloud.netidentify ) PEAT AL buAs , 45 5 WA 2.
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#2 EZHEE OTUs A& bL 6 H L 2 AL LR KA i A 1] (Actinobacte-
Table2 Ratio of OTUS in major genera ria ) N T AR I T AR AR T, 2005 SR AL
Hi ARk VPR LS L% 53.33% ; H-U N B FEAT 1 1T (Proteobacteria) , 2 AL
SN, ! o B0 40% T LR BT ] (Fimicutes (X 17 S 4K 6.67%.
LB B ) . PRI R AT 260 K 5 AT, e
NA B3t 2 20.00 PR G ] B SR AN A W R T, AN R R
2
2

R2A B0t 13.33 42.08% , H Uk M8 W B 1T FHELAT 18 1] (Bacteroidetes ) |

alaiie s 1333 Gy B2 (5 R RER 28.72% . 19.04% ; T JELBE B 7] i 40
] (Cyanobacteria) 735 5 7.55% .2.22%

%Z?ﬂ%ﬂﬂ 3 0 BB TR AR A AL A e e A5 PR AR P 91 s R

o FEREEAT ] GiR B, AR 3,

IR L 3 AT T TR R A RS A BT

& A ] 15 R SR T 319w Horb il A 1]
FrE Mg s LW 5 AR, a5 BT R R

[T B ' (Myecolicibacterium ) \£LERTH J& ( Rhodococcus ) . 6 [GTH

NN W N W =

1.0p

0.8}

0.6
0.4F

AR 1%

0.2}

3 KT E RN IO A R A J& (Gordonia) V& ¥ J& (Frigoribacterium ) FATAT 1 /&
Fig.2 Community composition of endophytic bacteria in Brassica (Microbacterium ) , - & (1 N A= T 2% 1 B DR BE A 1 AR 35

rapa L. at phylum level #TXT%%E/‘J llﬁllﬁiﬁﬂéﬁij’# |é| %if”ﬁi?&?@ﬁ@?ﬂéé%{’ﬁ

NAL

100| Mycolicibacterium mucogenicum ATCC 49650T(AY457074)
NAC
Mycolicibacterium phocaicum CIP 108542T(AY859682)

CA
100 4|
100 Rhodococcus fascians CF17T(NR037021)

TSA J
1001 Gordonia caeni MI32T(JF806526)

100~ LBG
Frigoribacterium faeni DSM 10309T(NR115033)
100r TSA C
Microbacterium murale 1-Gi-001"(HE585693)
PDA B

100

100

1001 Microbacterium hydrocarbonoxydans BNP48T(NR042263)
| TSA T
100l Staphylococcus cohnii subsp. cohnii ATCC 29974T(D83361)
100 NA CC

I Methylorubrum populi BJOO1T(NR029082)
100f R2ZA A

L Pseudomonas kilonensis BMNS02"(OR140863)

95, TSA A

100 DA

Alcaligenes faecalis subsp. phenolicus AMR1BT(OM977116)

LBE
]7 Alcaligenes faecalis subsp. faecalis NBRC 13111T(NR113606)

" TSA B
0.020 Alcaligenes aquatilis LMG 22996"(1X986974)

100

B3 ETFHEMEMN 16S rRNA EEFFIHMEN RSk
Fig.3 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA gene sequence of endophytic bacteria

FHEN, 8 E RSN RS LAy g R 4 Bk FET AT R Be A B S R AL N ST OB R T A
HABSAAER MR BT A Wbk . IR MR s & 5 R A 55 09 S0 3 45 F1 48 JE S
S0 K AR R B J& (Pseudomonas) S 7= AT A JE (AL NP4, JEEREGE [T 95 M F s e/ A4 5 7 7% 3K R s
caligenes ) Fll AT B (Methylorubrum)3 ANa, Ho (Staphylococcus )
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AN, 5 v I 5 AR L, i 2o AT R Rk e
Y28 7= BT B 8 (Alcaligenes) . H FEFTF B4 J& (Methyloru-
brum) 5 A H S (Mycolicibacterium) B HE
(Frigoribacterium ) . %% [ J& (Gordonia) | % % BR T
J& (Staphylococcus ) LT EK i J& (Rhodococcus ) TEAS YK 5
T P R P AR AG
2.4 BEPRAYA IR BE K ER A

RTEAN IR AR S5 T R RSO 3.

£3 FEHREARREMFELRE THEKER
Table 3 Growth of strains at different temperatures and salt

concentrations
L/ C
10 20 30 37 45

— W%
TSA C
R2A A
R2A B
TSA B
PDA B
NA CC
NA C
LB G
TSAJ
TSA A
LBE
TSA I
CA
DA
NA L

T+ FORERIE T A K - FOR R B 2R K

2% 3 AL, BEARTE 30 CAME T HREIE R R K
[Fi] B 22 B30 PR BE A2 i A2 AU, 76 10 "CA A T mT LhA:
K MR N 45 CHE A RN A A K . A
RIBIBETI 32 2% 1) NaCl; i NaCl ¥R 0 T+, B
PRAGAER AZ 2B A . 9 NaCl ¥ BE R 7% B 54
ERCHERRAE AL TE % 25 K5 10 NaCl #RFE A 10% B AVA

100 =

o+ o+ o+ + o+
o+ o+ o+ o+ o+
+ o+ o+ o+ o+
I
FoF o+ o+ o+ ||
I
I

I
+ o+ o+ o+ + o+
I

+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+
I

+ —

+ o+ + + + o+ + o+ o+
+ o+ o+ + o+ o+ o+ + o+ o+
I
+ o+ o+ + o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+
I
I
I

+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+
+ o+ o+ o+ o+ A+ o+

+ —

80

60

BRI 1%

40 |

20 +

i

SRS I SRS

<
NadeN o BN o
FIITT T

PIRR PR BRI A 1
2.5 IS A A AT R AT
A AR P S RETE B A RE J1 L3R 4.
#4 BRI

Table 4 Functional enzyme activity of strains

kS J& 4 EEAM IR AR O R
TSAC  FTEE ++ - ++ + -
R2A A REANIEE + + ++ + +
R2AB  f#ffHE + - ++ ++ -
TSAB &7 lE - - + - -
PDAB  fHATHR + - + -
NA CC  HIILFF R R + - + + -
NAC  JrBfrEs - + + + -

LB G BT R + - + ++ -
TSA] RBREE - - - - -
TSA A FEWAHE - - + - -

LBE Z&™-MfTrEE - - + - -
TSAT H#ERHR - ++ + ++ -

CA 21 ERTA S - - - -
DA FEPETEE - - - -
NAL  pEATEE - - - - -
VE <+ 2% 1 W P TS/ A>3 s+ m% o ) B B R 9 LA >
15— A T L
3R 4 AT, HA 7 25 4 22 Bl 5 1 1 R R AR o
Ui 2R, LR 7 vE R Bl AR T R U S TR 1T
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Fig.4 DPPH and hydroxyl free radical scavenging activity of metabolites from strains
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