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SUMMARY 

 The bacterial communities performing endophytic lifestyle have been proven to possess a number 

of characteristics useful to host plants and thus are considered as “plant probiotics”. Many probiotic 

bacteria were reported for antagonism against different plant pathogens, including bacteria, fungi, and 

nematodes. The use of endophytic bacteria as biocontrol agents would have great potentials, allowing 

reducing the use of agrochemicals and thus support a sustainable agriculture.   

 In this study, endophytic bacteria isolated from rice plants of IR4625 cultivar from Long An 

province, Vietnam were used for screening strains that have antagonistic activity against Dickeya 

zeae (Dz), the bacterium causing foot rot disease. The rice plants had foot rot disease symptoms, i.e. 

dark-brown foot with odor smell typical for bacterial infection. Strain VY81 was isolated from a 

surface sterilized rice stem sample adjacent to the foot rot area. The crude extract of strain VY81 

showed significant antagonistic activity against Dz, with the inhibition zone of 14,25 mm  1,06 in 

diameter. Strain VY81 produced the compound antagonizing Dz at maximal level after 48 h cultivated 

in TSB medium. The activity was found mainly in the culture broth, just a small part was found 

intracellularly. The bioactive compound antagonizing D. zeae produced by strain VY81 was purified 

by HPLC and analyzed by mass spectrometry and NMR spectroscopy. The compound was identified 

as a quinoline alkaloid, the chemical formula is C17H21ON with chemical name 2-(2-heptenyl)-3-

methyl-4(1H)-quinolone. Comparative analyses of the 16S rDNA gene sequence revealed that strain 

VY81 belonged to the genus Burkholderia, most closely related to Burkholderia cepacia (99,77% 

sequence homology). The 16S rDNA sequence of strain VY81 was deposited at GenBank under 

accession number MW056196. Strain VY81 and its quinolone compound would have application 

potential for development of biocontrol product against the foot rot disease caused by Dickeya zeae. 

Keywords: Biocontrol, Burkholderia cepacia, Dickeya zeae, endophytic bacteria, quinoline, rice foot 

rot disease  
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INTRODUCTION 

 The genus Dickeya includes pectin-utilizing 

species, belonging to the family 

Enterobacteriaceae. Dickeya spp. causes disease 

in monocot and dicot plants (Samson et al., 2005; 

Ma et al., 2007). Dickeya zeae (Dz, former 

Erwinia chrysanthemi pv. zeae) has been 

identified as the cause of rice foot rot, corn stalk 

rot, banana and ornamental plant soft rot in 

various regions of the world (Pu et al., 2012; 

Bertani et al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2014; Kumar 

et al., 2017; Hu et al., 2018). Corn stalk rot has 

been reported in the US, Brazil, France, Italy, 

Senegal, Cuba, Egypt, Mexico, India, Korea, 

Iran, Japan, China and Thailand (Li et al., 2020). 

Rice foot rot disease has mainly occurred in 

southern China resulting in  10 to 30%, even 

60% losses ofrice yield. The disease threatens 

other rice growing regions in Southeast Asian 

and European countries (Bertani et al., 2013; Hu 

et al., 2018). Banana soft rot disease caused by 

Dz has been found in Ivory Coast, Jamaica, 

Panama and Martiniue (Samson et al., 2005; Hu 

et al., 2018). In China, soft rot disease has 

become serious in over 6000 ha of banana 

plantation from 2009 to 2012 (Lin et al., 2010; 

Zhang et al., 2014). The natural host range of Dz 

has been extended to hyacinth and lily (Jafra et 

al., 2009; Hu et al., 2018). The main virulence 

factors of Dickeya spp. are cell wall degrading 

enzymes that lead to soft rot. This phytopathogen 

can be spread out through water, stays on weeds 

and plant residues, leading to difficulty in 

controlling the disease (Samson et al., 2005). In 

Vietnam, Dz mainly attacks rice and dragon fruit 

trees with symptoms such as stem rot, green wilt 

(Nguyen Van Hoa et al., 2015; Tran Hung Minh 

et al., 2016). Rice foot rot was first reported in 

Tieu Can, Tra Vinh in 2000, and then it spread 

rapidly throughout the Mekong Delta provinces. 

The infected rice plants had rotten roots and 

stalks that turned dark brown with foul odor, 

leading to the loss of a clump or the whole field 

(Tran Hung Minh et al., 2016). 

 Application of biological control agents in 

the fight against microbial phytopathogens 

(bacteria and fungi) has become attractive in 

terms of reducing the use of agrochemicals 

(O'Brien 2017). Jafra et al. (2009) reported that 

Rahnella aquatilis and Erwinia persicinus had 

high antagonistic activity against Dz infected 

hyacinth. Recently, Li et al. (2020) demonstrated 

that B. subtilis A2 isolated from root of the 

guzmania rondo tree had a suppressing effect on 

stinging rot of host plant. Other bacterial strains, 

i.e. Pseudomonas fluorescens SC3, P. parafulva 

SC11 and Bacillus velezensis 3–10 isolated from 

healthy root and stem of cabbage, ginger, 

banana, rice, as well as rhizosphere soil were also 

shown to be new potential biological control 

agents against Dz (Li et al., 2020). 

 In Vietnam, only a few researches on 

biological antagonistic activity of microbial 

strains against Dz causing rice foot rot have 

been published. Tran Vu Phuong and Phung 

Thi Thanh Thao (2015) reported three strains 

Bacillus sp. B57, B54 and B128.2 that were 

able to inhibit Erwinia chrysanthemi with the 

inhibitory zone of 8.14 mm, 7.57 mm and 7.52 

mm in radius, respectively. In another study, 

Tran Hung Minh et al. (2016) investigated the 

effects of bacteriophages on 14 strains of E. 

chrysanthemi isolated from rice rot roots. The 

study has identified 35 bacteriophages 

parasitizing 14 strains of E. chrysanthemi, 

among those 8 bacteriophages showed multi-

host infection. Of special interest was the 

bacteriophage ΦEchKG8b that showed the 

most efficiency in controlling the disease 

under net house conditions (Tran Hung Minh 

et al., 2016). 

 In this study, we isolated rice endophytic 

bacteria and selected strains that have 

antagonistic activity against Dz for application in 

controlling the foot rot disease. The endophytic 

strain VY81 isolated from stem of a rice plant 

with foot rot disease was studied in details since 

it had prominent antagonistic activity against Dz. 

The taxonomic position of the strain was 

identified based on 16S rDNA sequence 

comparative analyses and the Dz inhibiting 

bioactive compound produced by the strain was 

purified and its chemical structure was 

determined. 
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MATERIAL AND METHODS 

Materials 

 Rice plants (cultivar IR4625) were harvested 

in Spring-Summer season 2018 in Long An 

province for the isolation of endophytic bacteria. 

The strain Dickeya zeae DZ2Q was kindly 

provided by Professor Vittorio Venturi 

(International Center for Genetic Engineering 

and Biotechnology, Trieste, Italy). 

Isolation of rice endophytic bacteria  

 Rice plants were washed carefully under tap 

water and the upper stems were cut into segments 

of 500 - 1000 mg. The stem samples were surface 

sterilized by submerging successively in 75% 

ethanol for 2 min, then in 50% hypochlorite (7% 

of active Cl) for 2 min and again in ethanol 75% 

for 1 min. Between each of these surface 

sterilization steps and at the end of the treatment 

procedure, the samples were rinsed carefully 

with sterile water (5 times). Efficiency of the 

surface sterilization procedure was controlled by 

plating 0.1 mL of the final wash as well as a piece 

of the sterilized roots on Tryptic Soy Agar (TSA) 

plates and checked for bacterial growth in the 

next 72 h. These plates were used as epiphytic 

controls for selectively picking endophytic 

colonies from the root samples (Bertani et al., 

2016). 

To release the endophytic bacteria, the surface 

sterilized stems were macerated in 10 mL of PBS 

1 solution by using sterile mortar and pestle, 

then the suspension was diluted with PBS 1. 

Aliquotes of 50 µL from different dilution levels 

were plated on 1/5 TSA plates and incubated at 

room temperature for 5 days. Single colonies 

showing distinct morphology in comparison to 

the epiphytic controls were selected and purified 

again by streaking on 1/5 TSA plates, then stored 

at −80°C in 18% glycerol/PBS for further 

experiments. 

DNA extraction, PCR amplification, 

sequencing and phylogenetic analysis 

 The bacterial genome DNA was extracted 

using the mini column Bacterial DNA Kit 

(Omega, USA). Amplification of 16S rRNA 

gene was performed with primer pairs 27F and 

1492R (Weisburg et al., 1991). Prior to 

sequencing, the PCR products were purified with 

QIAquick PCR purification Kit (Qiagen, 

Germany). The sequencing was performed on an 

ABI 3110 Avant Applied Biosystems sequencer 

(ABI, USA). The 16S rDNA sequences were 

compared with related sequences available on 

the GenBank by using the BLAST Search tool. 

The alignment of sequences was performed by 

using CLUSTAL_X program, version 1.8 and a 

phylogenetic tree was reconstructed using the 

neighbor-joining method (Saitou, Nei, 1987). 

Topography of the reconstructed tree was 

evaluated by bootstrap analysis with 1000 

replicates (Felsenstein, 1985). 

Determining antagonistic activity against 

Dickeya zeae 

 Dickeya zeae strain DZ2Q was cultured in 

Tryptic Soy Broth (TSB) (Himedia, India), 

shaken 160 rpm/min at 30°C for 24 h and used as 

testing pathogen. TSA was sterilized, let to cool 

down to below 50°C, then pre-grown culture of 

Dz was added (1%, vol/vol), gently shaken and 

poured into Petri dishes. To screen for the Dz 

antagonizing activity, the endophytic bacterial 

(EB) strains were cultured on TSA 1/2 plates. 

Agar discs with EB colonies (diameter 5 mm) 

were placed on the Petri dishes containing the 

Dz, the distances between the agar disks were  

3 cm (Jiménez-Esquilín et al., 2005). 

Crude extracts or extracted fractions obtained 

from HPLC were examined on Dz inhibitory 

activity by agar-well diffusion method (Magaldi 

et al., 2004). Aliquotes of 50 µL of sample were 

dripped into 5 mm diameter wells created on agar 

plates containing Dz. The plates were incubated 

for 24 h at 30oC and Dz antagonism was 

determined by the size of the clearance zone 

(ΔD) formed around the agar wells according to 

the following equation:   

ΔD = D − d 

where: D is the diameter of the antibacterial 

zone (mm); d is diameter of the agar well (mm). 
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Extraction of the Dz-inhibiting bioactive 

compound from strain VY81 

 Culture of strain VY81 was centrifuged at 

4000 rpm for 20 min to remove cell biomass. 

Four different solvents, i.e. ethyl acetate, 

butanol, ethanol and n-hexane were tested for the 

extraction of the bioactive compounds. The 

solvent (each of the four) was added to the 

culture broth in a 1: 1 ratio and mixed (3 

replicates). Afterward, the solvent and water 

phases were separated and the crude extracts 

were recovered from the solvent by evaporation 

in vacuum evaporator at 30°C. In addition, 

ethanol was used to extract bioactive compounds 

from the cell biomass. The ethanol and cell 

biomass mixture was centrifuged and the 

supernatant was subjected to vacuum 

evaporation. The crude extracts were then re-

dissolved in 15% acetonitrile (CH3CN) and 

tested for anti-Dz activity. The experiment was 

carried out with culture broth of strain VY81 at 

different growth time (1-7 day) (Roitman et al., 

1990). 

Purification and structural determination of 

the Dz-inhibiting bioactive compound from 

strain VY81 

 The crude extract was transferred to gel 

chromatography using C18 column (Agilent, 

USA). CH3CN/H2O was used as mobile phase in 

gradient elution of 15%, 30%, 45%, 60%, 80% 

and 100% (2 repetitions). The fractions were 

then tested for anti-Dz activity. The fraction with 

the best activity was then analyzed by HPLC 

using Eclipse Plus C18 column (150 × 4.6 mm; 

3 µm) (Agilent, USA), with CH3CN 

concentration increased from 15 - 85% in 35 min 

at a rate of 1.2 mL/min. Each fraction (1 

min/fraction) was collected and tested for anti-

Dz activity. The peak corresponded to the 

fraction with the best inhibitory activity was 

collected, dried by lyophilization. Chemical 

structure of the compound was analyzed by mass 

spectrometry (Agilent, USA) and nuclear 

magnetic resonance spectroscopy (NMR) 

(Bruker, USA). 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Isolation of rice endophytic bacteria and 

screening for Dz-inhibiting activity 

 Total 70 EB strains were isolated from 

different plant parts (root/stem/leaf) of the rice 

cultivar IR4625 planted in Long An in Spring-

Summer season 2018. Strain VY81 was isolated 

from surface sterilized stem, adjacent to the rot 

area. The strain possessed prominent activity 

against Dz (Figure 1A) as shown in the screening 

experiment. Strain VY81 had round (diameter of 

2 − 3 mm), slightly convex, uniform, glossy, 

light yellow colonies when grown in TSA after 

48 h at 30 C. Cells were of 1,4 – 2,2 × 0,5 – 0,6 

µm in size, non-motile as observed under phase-

contrast and scanning electron microscope 

(Figure 1B), Gram-negative bacillus. 

Comparative analyses of 16S rRNA gene 

sequence indicated that strain VY81 belonged to 

the genus Burkholderia, most closely related to 

Burkholderia cepacia (99.78% sequence 

homology) (Figure 1C). The nearly full length of 

16S rRNA gene sequence of strain VY81 was 

deposited at GenBank under accession number 

MW056196. 

 Burkholderia spp. have been reported to be 

plant EB, providing various benefits to the host 

plants such as modulating growth and stress, 

related phytohormones and nitrogen fixation 

(Doty et al., 2016). In addition, Burkholderia 

spp. that grow in the rhizosphere are also capable 

of decomposing toxic pollutants and/or 

inhibiting phytopathogens via production of 

variety of secondary metabolites such as 

antibiotics, enzymes (Suárez-Moreno, 2012). 

Potential applications of Burkholderia spp. in 

agriculture to promote plant growth and control 

pathogens have been reported recently 

(Paungfoo-Lonhienne et al., 2014; Bernabeu et 

al., 2015). 
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Figure 1. Antibacterial activity against Dz, cell morphology and taxonomic position of the rice endophytic 
bacterium VY81. (A) Dz inhibition zone (agar plug diffusion method); (B) Cell morphology under scanning 
electron microscope (SEM), magnification of 10,000×; (C) Taxonomic position based on 16S rDNA sequence 
comparison of strain VY81 with related species. 

 

Extraction and purification of Dz-inhibiting 

bioactive compound 

 All crude extracts from culture broth of strain 

VY81 using three solvents n-hexane, ethyl 

acetate and butanol showed antagonistic activity 

against Dz (Figure 2A). It is shown that ethyl 

acetate and butanol had similar extraction 

efficiency, whereas n-hexane produced a crude 

extract with  40% lower antagonistic activity. 

The crude extract from cell biomass of strain 

VY81 with ethanol had low Dz-inhibitory effect, 

at the same level of the culture broth extracted by 

n-hexan, indicating that the target compound 

accumulated at higher concentration 

extracellular in the culture broth. Ethyl acetate 

was selected to perform extraction of the Dz-

inhibiting compound since it has higher volatility 

than butanol, i.e. is more convenient of being 

removed by evaporation. Tests of crude extracts 

from culture broths of different ages also 

indicated that 48 hours was the best time for 

harvesting the target compound from culture of 

strain VY81 (Figure 2B). 

Figure 2. Extraction of bioactive compound from VY81 strain. (A) The extraction efficiency of the different 
solvents. (B) Anti-Dz activity at different culture times. 

 

 Strain VY81 was grown in TSB for 48 h and 

culture broth was treated with ethyl acetate, the 

crude extract was then recovered after 

evaporating the solvent and re-dissolved in 15% 

ACN. The first purification step was performed 

using C18 gel chromatography column, eluted 



Nguyen Duy Toi et al. 

688 

with different concentrations of CH3CN (15%, 

30%, 45%, 60 %, 80% and 100%). The highest 

Dz-inhibiting activity was observed at the 60% 

CH3CN fraction. 

 This fraction was then selected for the next 

purification step using C18 HPLC. The highest 

Dz-inhibiting activity was observed at fraction 

17, therefore, the single HPLC peak at 16.2 − 

16.8 min was collected. This experiment was 

repeated 100 times to obtain 20 mg pure 

compound for further analyses. 

Determination of chemical structure of the 

Dz-inhibiting compound from strain VY81  

 Compared with previously published 

researches, Dz-inhibiting compound produced 

by strain VY81 has a characteristic UV 

absorption spectrum (Figure 3A), similar to that 

of compound 2-(2-heptenyl)-3-methyl-4-

quinolinol (chemical formula C17H21ON) 

(Hashimoto, Hattori, 1967) (Figure 3B). The 

double branching in the 320 - 340 nm region is 

characteristic for the 4-quinolinol derivatives 

(Hashimoto, Hattori, 1967). In 1990, Roitman et 

al. reported on compounds 2-(2-heptenyl)-3-

methyl-4(1H)-quinolone with UV spectrum 

similar to that of Hashimoto and Hattori 

(Roitmanet al., 1990). 

 The purified target compound was 

lyophilized to remove the solvent and was then 

analyzed for chemical structure by electrospray 

ionisation mass spectrometry (ESI-MS) and 1H-

NMR and 13C-NMR. Mass spectrometry analysis 

showed that the Dz-inhibiting compound 

produced by strain VY81 had m/z of 255.8 [M + 

H]+. Meanwhile, the nuclear magnetic resonance 

spectrum analysis showed that the compound 

had chemical formula C17H21ON and chemical 

name 2- (2-heptenyl) -3-methyl-4 (1H) -

quinolone (HMQ), similar to the compound 

(Figure 4B) reported by Roitman et al. (1990).  

 

Figure 3. UV absorption spectra of anti-Dz bioactive compound from VY81 strain (A) and 2- (2-heptenyl) -3-
methyl-4-quinolinol (B) (Hashimoto & Hattori, 1967). 

 

 The compound 2-(2-heptenyl)-3-methyl-4-

quinolinol was extracted for the first time with 

acetone from Pseudomonas pyrrocinia in 1967. 

Mass spectrometry, UV spectroscopy and NMR 

spectroscopy showed that this compound has a 

molecular weight of 255, chemical formula 

C17H21ON, chemical structure as shown in 

Figure 4A (Hashimoto, Hattori, 1967). The 
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results of extraction from the culture of 

Pseudomonas cepacia strain RB425 (later 

Burkholderia cepacia RB25) isolated from 

lettuce roots by chloroform/ethyl 

acetate/benzene also showed similar results 

(Homma et al., 1989). This alkaloid compound 

exhibits antagonistic activity against many 

fungal and bacterial plant pathogens, including 

Pyricufaria oryzae, Rhizoctonia solani, 

Pythium ultimum, Furasium oxysporum, 

Verticillium dahliae, Gaeumannomyces 

graminis, Cochliobolus miyabeanus (Homma et 

al., 1989). This compound is a derivative of 

compound 2-(2-heptenyl)-3-methyl-4(1H)-

quinolone extracted from P. cepacia LT4.12-W 

(now is B. cepacia LT4.12W) isolated from 

apple leaves using acetone and methanol 

solvents (Roitman et al., 1990). The crude

extract was analyzed by antiphase HPLC C18 

column with the mobile phase CH3CN/H2O 

(3:2, v/v). The obtained bioactive compound 

was purified by HPLC cyanosilica column with 

the mobile phase CHCl/hexane (1:1). The 

resulting compound is colorless crystal, 13C-

NMR, 10.6 (C3-Me), 13.9(C7’), 22.2 (C6’), 

31.3 (C5’), 32.2 (C4’), 35.6 (Cl’), 115.6 (C3), 

117.3 (C8), 123.0 (C6), 123.3 (C3’), 123.6 

(ClO), 125.8 (C5), 131.1 (C7), 135.5 (C2’), 

139.2 (C9), 147.9 (C2), 178.0 (C4). The UV 

spectrum was similar to that of Hashimoto and 

Hattori, 1967 (Figure 3B) (Roitman et al., 

1990). The physical constants of the bioactive 

compound produced by VY81 strain were 

similar to that of this compound, so the active 

ingredient extracted in this study was 2-(2-

heptenyl) -3-methyl-4(1H)-quinolone. 

 

 

Figure 4. Chemical structure of (A) 2-(2-heptenyl)-3-methyl-4-quinolinol (Hashimoto & Hattori, 1967) and (B) 2-
(2-heptenyl)-3-methyl-4(1H)-quinolone (Roitman et al., 1990). 

 

 HMQ belongs to the quinoline alkaloids 

group of heterocyclic aromatic compounds with 

many important biological activities. Many 

alkaloid quinoline compounds have been 

discovered from natural sources, including 

several families of the plant kingdom, as well as 

from animals and microorganisms (Kshirsagar et 

al., 2015). Quinine was the first quinoline 

alkaloid compound isolated from the quinquina 

phloem (Cinchona spp.) in 1820 and used as a 

substitute for crude phloem in malaria treatment 

(Shang et al., 2018). Quinoline alkaloids 

containing pyrrole extracted from Streptomyces 

spp. were inhibitory to tumors and cancer cell 

lines. Quinoline alkaloids and their derivatives 

were widely used in medicine and agriculture, 

notably anti-malarial drugs (Quinine, Quinidine, 

Chloroquine, Mefloquine, etc.), antiviral 

(Saquinavir, etc.), anti-cancer (Camptothecin, 

Irinotecan, Topotecan, Gefitinib, etc.), 

antipsychotic drugs (Aripiprazole, 

Brexpiprazole, etc.), antiglaucoma (Cartiolol) 

and cardiotonic (Vesnarin) (Selvan et al., 2011; 

Afzal et al., 2015; Tiwaryet al., 2015; Patel et al., 

2017).  

 The endophytic bacterium B. cepacia VY81 

isolated in this study is evidently capable of 

biosynthesizing quinolone, which effectively 

inhibits Dickeyazeae. The EB strain and its 

quinolone-derivative compound are supposed to 
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have potential applications in biological control 

of the rice foot rot disease caused by Dz. Using 

natural compounds that antagonize 

phytopathogens has become an indispensable 

trend in sustainable agricultural development. 

The results of this study also showed that plant 

endophytes are potential sources to search for 

bioactive compounds supporting organic 

agriculture. 

CONCLUSION 

 Endophytic bacterial strain VY81 isolated 

from rice stem exhibited high antagonistic 

activity against Dickeya zeae, the phytopathogen 

causing foot rot disease. Comparative analyses of 

16S rRNA gene sequences allowed classifying 

strain VY81 into the genus Burkholderia, the 

most closely related species was B. cepacia 

(99.77% sequence homology). The nearly full 

length 16S rRNA gene sequence from strain 

VY81 was deposited at GenBank under 

accession number MW056196. The Dz-

inhibiting compound produced by strain VY81 

was purified and chemically determined as 

C17H21ON with chemical name of 2-(2-

heptenyl)-3-methyl-4(1H)-quinolones. The 

endophytic bacterial strain VY81 and its 

quinolone derivative product would have 

potential applications in producing microbial 

products for controlling the foot rot disease 

caused by Dz. 

Acknowledgments: The study was supported by 

the research grant NDT.34.ITA/17 from the 

MOST Vietnam.  

REFERENCES 

Afzal O, Kumar S, Haider MR, Ali MR, Kumar R, 

Jaggi M, Bawa S (2015) A review on anticancer 

potential of bioactive heterocycle quinoline. Europ J 

Med Chem 97: 871–910.  

Bernabeu PR, Pistorio M, Torres-tejerizo G, Santos 

PEL, Galar ML, Boiardi JL (2015) Colonization and 

plant growth-promotion of tomato by Burkholderia 

tropica. Sci Hortic (Amsterdam) 191: 113–120. 

Bertani I, Abbruscato P, Piffanelli P, Subramoni S, 

Venturi V (2016) Rice bacterial endophytes: isolation 

of a collection, identification of beneficial strains and 

microbiome analysis. Environ Microbiol Rep 8(3): 

388–398.   

Bertani I, da Silva DP, Abbruscato P, Piffanelli P, 

Venturi V (2013) Draft genome sequence of the plant 

pathogen Dickeyazeae DZ2Q, isolated from rice in 

Italy. Genome Announcements 1(6) e00905-

13; DOI: 10.1128/genomeA.00905–13. 

Doty SL, Sher AW, Fleck ND, Khorasani M, 

Bumgarner RE, Khan Z (2016) Variable nitrogen 

fixation in wild populus. PLoS ONE 11:e0155979. 

doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0155979. 

Felsenstein J (1985) Confidence limits on 

phylogenies: an approach using the bootstrap. 

Evolution 39: 783–791. 

Hashimoto M, Hattori K (1976) 2-(2-Heptenyl)-3-

methyl-4- quinolinol from a Pseudomonas. Chem 

Pharm Bull 15: 718.  

Hu M, Li J, Chen R, Li W, Feng L, Shi L, Xue Y, 

Feng X, Zhang L, Zhou J (2018) Dickeya zeae strains 

isolated from rice, banana and clivia rot plants show 

great virulence differentials. BMC Microbiol 18: 136. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12866-018-1300-y. 

Jafra S, Przysowa J, Gwizdek-Wisniewska A, van der 

Wolf JM (2009) Potential of bulb-associated bacteria 

for biocontrol of hyacinth soft rot caused by Dickeya 

zeae. J Appl Microbiol 106: 268–277.  

Kshirsagar UA (2015) Recent developments in the 

chemistry of quinazolinone alkaloids. Org Biomol 

Chem 13(36): 9336–9352. 

Kumar A, Hunjan M, Kaur H, Dhillon H, Singh P 

(2017) Biochemical responses associated with 

resistance to bacterial stalk rot caused by Dickeya 

zeae in maize. J Phytopathol 165(11-12): 822–832. 

Li J, Hu M, Xue Y, Chen X, Lu G, Zhang L, Zhou J 

(2020) Screening, identification and efficacy 

evaluation of antagonistic bacteria for biocontrol of 

soft rot disease caused by Dickeya 

zeae. Microorganisms 8: 697. 

Lin BR, Shen HF, Pu XM, Tian XS, Zhao WJ, Zhu 

SF, Dong MM (2010) First report of a soft rot of 

banana in mainland China caused by a Dickeya sp. 

(Pectobacterium chrysanthemi). Plant Dis 94: 640.  

Ma B, Hibbing ME, Kim HS, Reedy RM, Yedidia I, 

Breuer J, Breuer J, Glasner JD, Perna NT, Kelman A, 

Charkowski AO (2007) Host range and molecular 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12866-018-1300-y


Vietnam Journal of Biotechnology 20(4): 683-691, 2022 

691 

phylogenies of the soft rot enterobacterial 

genera Pectobacterium 

and Dickeya. Phytopathology 97: 1150–1163. 

Magaldi S, Mata-Essayag S, De Capriles CH, Perez 

C, Colella MT, Olaizola C, Ontiveros Y (2004) Well 

diffusion for antifungal susceptibility testing. Int J 

Infect Dis 8(1): 39–4. 

Nguyễn Văn Hoà, Nguyễn Thành Hiếu, Trần Ước, 

Trần Thị Hoàng Linh (2015) Quy trình quản lý tổng 

hợp bệnh thối trái thanh long. URL 

http://thanhlong.binhthuan.gov.vn/index.php?mod 

=newdetail&id_theloai=33&id_theloaitin=95&id_tin

tuc=151. 

O’Brien PA (2017) Biological control of plant 

diseases. Aust Plant Pathol 44:1–12. 

Oulghazi S, Pedron J, Cigna J, Lau YY, Moumni M, 

Van Gijsegem F, Faure D (2019) Dickeya 

undicola sp. nov., a novel species for pectinolytic 

isolates from surface waters in Europe and Asia. In J 

Syst Evol Microbiol 69(8): 2440–2444. 

Patel DB, Vekariyz RH, Patel KD, Projapati NP, 

Vasava MS, Patel HD (2017) Recent advances in 

synthesis of quinoline-4-carboxylic acid and their 

biological evaluation: a review. J Chem Pharm Res 9: 

216–230 

Paungfoo-Lonhienne C, Lonhienne TGA, Yeoh YK, 

Webb RI, Lakshmanan P, Chan CX, et al. (2014) A 

new species of Burkholderia isolated from sugarcane 

roots promotes plant growth. Microb Biotechnol 7: 

142–154. 

Pu X, Zhou J, Lin B, Shen H (2012) First report of 

bacterial foot rot of rice caused by a Dickeya zeae in 

China. Plant Dis 96(12): 1818.  

Roitman JN, Mahoney NE, Janisiewicz WJ, Benson 

M (1990) A new chlorinated phenylpyrrole antibiotic 

produced by the anti-fungal bacterium Pseudomonas 

cepacia. J Agric Food Chem 38:538–541.  

Saitou N, Nei M (1987) The neighbor-joining 

method: A new method for reconstructing 

phylogenetic trees. Mol Biol Evol 4: 406–425. 

Samson R, Legendre JB, Christen R, Fischer-Le SM,

Achouak W, Gardan L (2005) Transfer of 

Pectobacterium chrysanthemi (Burkholder et al., 

1953) Brenner I 1973 and Brenneria paradisiaca to 

the genus Dickeya gen. nov. as Dickeya chrysanthemi 

comb. nov. and Dickeya paradisiaca comb. nov. and 

delineation of four novel species, Dickeya dadantii sp. 

nov., Dickeya dianthicola sp. nov., Dickeya 

dieffenbachiae sp. nov. and Dickeya zeae sp. nov. Int 

J Syst Evol Microbiol 55: 1415–1427.  

Selvan TP, Kumar PV (2011) Quinazoline marketed 

drugs – a review. Pharm Res 1:1–21.  

Shang XF, Natschke SL, Liu YQ, Guo X, Xu XS, 

Goto M, Li JC, Yang GZ, Lee KH (2018) Biologically 

active quinoline and quinazoline alkaloids part I. Med 

Res Rev 38: 775– 828.  

Suárez-Moreno ZR, Caballero-Mellado J, Coutinho 

BG, Mendonça-Previato L, James EK, Venturi V 

(2012) Common features of environmental and 

potentially beneficial plant-associated Burkholderia. 

Microb Ecol 63: 249–266. 

Tiwary BK, Pradhan KP, Nanda AK, Chakraborty R 

(2015) Implication of quinazoline-4(3H)-ones in 

medicinal chemistry: a brief review. J Chem Biol 

Ther1: 104.  

Toth I, van der Wolf J, Saddler G, Lojkowska E, 

Hélias V, Pirhonen M, Tsror-Lahkim L, Elphinstone 

J (2011) Dickeya species: an emerging problem for 

potato production in Europe. Plant Pathol 60: 385–

399. 

Trần Hưng Minh, Ngô Văn Chí, Phạm Minh Phú, 

Nguyễn Thị Thu Nga (2016) Phân lập và bước đầu 

đánh giá hiệu quả của thực khuẩn thể trong phòng trừ 

bệnh thối gốc lúa do vi khuẩn Erwinia chrysanthemi. 

Tạp chí Khoa học Trường Đại học Cần Thơ. Số 

chuyên đề: Nông nghiệp. Tập 3: 185–192. 

Weisburg WG, Barns SM, Pelletier DA, Lane DJ 

(1991) 16S ribosomal DNA amplification for 

phylogenetic study. J Bacteriol 173(2): 697–703. 

Zhang JX, Shen HF, Pu XM, Lin BR (2014) 

Identification of Dickeya zeae as a causal agent of 

bacterial soft rot in banana in China. Plant Dis 98: 

436–442.  

 


