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Figure 1 The relative abundance of bacterial composition at phylumlevel in the different sampling sites
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Xof £ A) AR AE 1 H3EREA OTU #E47 LEfSe 40471, BT E LDA X 4{E N 2.0, %
JEH) p fH 9 0.05, §iiik H % 48Ry S O R 7R M AE Y. (biomarker) 3% 500 4~ OTUs.
7E LDA Z-#HEFIRT 25 (9 OTU 4 28E 8, JUh 4 4~ OTU 4 % 7E 21 28 5 i b B
(Gemmatimonadaceae), 3 > OTU # % & 285 IR 5 FL (Sphingobacteriaceae). fEAR 1LI%E
E 10-15 4E -3 9 A4 REHFES H, OTU6247 NANHEIE R E, Hr APk 5 A R
LDA 738, 9 4.95, TERRIIEAE 10-15 SEA0E I KX AR EBE N 1.85%. TEARILIE
E 20 FF LB 3% 7 Hkedd, LDA 22 8eRs1ET 25 B935F 74 OTU, 4 3 4 OTU
¥J2K H Parcubacteria ], LDA 7 £ = 8 73 27K P 2IFHP) 22K 15 ( Chitinophagaceae), LDA
HUN 4.41, FEIELE 20 DL ERVEBARGIBEREE P05 0.51%; 72 9 Ay, LDA 7381 25
M3LE 9 4~ OTU, K 3 AkBEARET, A 3 MKREMFFET] (Bacteroidetes), 2 4~k
HZF MR ] (Gemmatimonadetes), 1 MREZHEHE ] (Chloroflexi), OTU2181 ¥ LDA
SEUR RN 4.46, EERAITETEIE 0.57%, 1 OTU6597 Fil OTU6560 # % 5E 2l & 17K,
I3 N R bacterium WWH24 FES IS B L) Sphingobacterium sp. 21, fEAALLES
RPN R 7 A RENIFES, OTUI870 (Sphingobium chungbukense) NE7~
B, 19 H{r LDA HEFIHET 25 FI3A 54 OTU, 458 OTUS446 (Nitrospira japonica)-
OTU6167 (Haliangium). OTU5652 (uncultured Litorilinea sp.)~ OTU6162 (Sandaracinus)-
OTU5900 (Candidatus Berkelbacteria). TEARLLZE— - F B4 7 A REMFE R+, LDA HE
HIIHT 25 B3 24> OTU, 4351 5 OTU218(Zoogloea resiniphila) A1 OT U335( Flavobacterium) .
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Figure 2 The relative abundance of top 10 significant OTUs in LEfSe analysis of bacterial biomarkers in the

different sampling sites
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[1] Puigvert M, Sol¢ M, Lopez-Garcia B, et al. Type III secretion inhibitors for management of

bacterial plant diseases[J]. Molecular plant pathology, 2018.
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