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Abstract: In order to understand the soil fungal diversity in mid-subtropical forest, the soil fungal community
structure of Castanopsis carlesii nature forests in Wuyi Mountain and Jian’ou Wanmulin Nature Reserves at
northern Fujian, eastern China was studied by PCR-DGGE molecular fingerprint techniques. The results showed
that the diversity index, richness index and evenness index of soil fungal in the two subtropical forests were
3.37-3.80, 26—29 and 0.977-0.984, respectively, indicating that the natural forest soil fungal communities were
abundant. Thirty-nine fungi species were obtained by sequencing and homologous alignment, among which
Basidiomycota were the most, accounting for 35.9%; followed by Ascomycota for 15.4%, then Zygomycota for
10.3% and Deuteromycota for 7.7%. Principal component analysis showed both soil depth and sample location
were the major factors influencing fungal community composition, and the effect of location was bigger than

soil depth. Correlation analysis showed that soil fungal diversity index had significant positive correlation with
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ammonium nitrogen content and negative with carbon nitrogen ratio, nevertheless, the community richness index

and evenness index showed no significant relation with the soil factors. So, the carbon and nitrogen contents in

soil were important factors affecting the soil fungal community structure.

Key words: Soil fungi; Castanopsis carlesii nature forest; PCR-DGGE; Fungal diversity
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BV, TR HA R AR S R PR TE
TEHE S T3V Jon e 46 | RE 1t U B A AR W e AL T 26
R EERNER , RAESREMENIERYY,
Hawksworth™$5 11, { 4% 7 vh B8 K 206 150 J7
il {H BEAS Bl 43 2 ARG R 09 2 B 0.17%, 31X
0T R AR 58 07 VA AR B B A 2 g, OF
N MR b Sz BRI M DXL R Y AR AR . AR
K, BEAE — BRI TAREUT T T E R & e, U HE
PCR-DGGE AR Y1z 1, S W58 A W R v 45 4
Pl T — A IS TR LR ICEOR , s liRfE Ge s
FROTEEAR B 2R Al BRI T AT LA SE - 4 7
T I ARARTIL B e T4 4 D R VR 4
M L. A WTSERT, SR b P A L,
FLTA 0B A I T, DR, e b XA 1
Hh [ g DX BB A S AR
A M AP Y B M DX, el A | R s, R
e BE XA, O HL52 I AR SR A IR 1 , = & I AE )
B JE WS AR S R G T BT A A AR
Yyt AR, 4 BRI SR K& HE UL S R T
AVRBR TR 2, e R8T & AR T AR KA, XF
T DX AR AR A 5 R G U R, D1 1
PR RETE 450 K AR AR AR Treseder S5 HiRGE , KA
th CO, Y B2 T i %k 3 AN [] T AR 1 52 i AN [], 4
M CO, ¥ =, Acaulospora J& 1 Scutellospora
JRAEEAR D ZR P 7 e RO, H FiRS o I Ay
b DX -3 ELTE O A S HGE , PRI I i ok
AR BRI I 22 R AR AT 1T N

% J& (Penicillium) . K % J&(Trichoderma)fl i 5 J&
(Aspergillus) =45 IR L IE R 43T 3 B R Y
EE AR A TR A 1) b S Ak 4 4
ARV R RTSE R B, 52 O TR R IR 1k
F¥ M (Degraded forest, DF)+ 3 L & #i H K %2
PRAH A #AGHT ZEAR(Conserved forest, CF)Z£, - H.
o7 R SR R R R, RGN
JH BIOLOG P Al H A X 3 3 LU I 5 3 AR PR IX.
ARV B S A+ U E R EVR S5 A A D RE 2
FEVEIEAT T WF9T , R WAS [ e 45 A e - SBEGi2E )
M2 ER BE . BEANMRKRZE
DI e 35 5 i 1) 7 2 S L AT o R
JE , TR FH 431 A 2 R 1 e FL o 2 R
FEMGE D o AR SCLA T AT b DX A i ] i R
SRMONF 5T 4, F| H PCR-DGGE 43 ¥ 48 2 K 3%
R K PCR 73k, % AR E 5K SRR DX A
BT ABR 8 SR PR A DX KA R SR AR 1) 1 38 L 1
FFWTSE AR X - S TR v 1 45 A4 2 ol S HG
SR, S I FL R R R S R G ST
IR R A S PR B S S5 BB AR AR

1 ARERI T 12

L1 KIS R A it i B

TR b A i 7 TR A R L R A AR R
FIX(27°33' N, 117°27" E)HIERRL T AR MK [ 98454
[X(27°03' N, 118°09' E). 3 1 E R % A R4
1 IX Sy LAY eh T B 2 R P 24 TR AR 1000~
1100 m, 4E¥< L 19.4°C, AEHRE/K i 1731.4 mm,

F 1 FEHL AR
Table 1 Basic characteristics of sampling plots
i AR ¥ Density il FRAE (em) PR Average K (m) Wi Wz

Position Forest type (ind. hm ) Age (a)  Average DBH tree height (m) Elevation Aspect Slope
vl AHERIRM 5600 50 10.0 7.4 610 Lkl 20°
Wuyi Mont.  Castanopsis carlesii Northwest
fEaiin KAFR I 2800 200 15.1 9.5 510 ] 20°
Jian’ ou Castanopsis carlesii West
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AR ZE K 1466 mm, AHXHREE 81%, 44F T FE 1
ik 277 d, BHERAE KA KB R E I AT, a
RE T AR A SRR X H b i 3 LU RN R w1 1) 22 (], i
SV AHS T I 2 XU AR 340 19.3°C, AR
K4 1600~1800 mm, H FAIF%L 1612 h, TCFE] 286 d,
FEX R T 80% , 338 M Ah i i & B 1 Ll 4T
e, ERGRILER BRI IXH R B3 R
e 4y 95 B 3 A4S 10 mx 10 m FE b ; 78 2 RE 7 A Ak
AR AP XV S5 R 9 1 10 m> 10 m A b,
TR e e AR AL 251> 2 mx 2 m /MRy .
IRIOFEH LA W 1, FEH PRI RR B S 24y
T T2 5 BE AR M 78 K F 2 om RS ATH53 5 41
W5 A FA R

R 2 A A AL

Table 2 Physical and chemical properties of soil

1.2 HIEHRRESLIE

2013 4F 4 F AE R e B S R ML B
BRAE 25 %6 0~10 em A1 10~20 cm +)Z2 4% 1R 5]
Jei ISR 2 SR RS e Uty [l S50 2, N T kB
W IEY AR AN A28, it 2 mm Je e i S
— R4 A A TR S D XUk B, T A
BLBR S B AT s — 3053 T IBEAE i R AEAE 4°CT H
T3 AR /& pH (B A A LR
AR AR E N E ; ] T IR A 25
BrARE SR AR, BRF L 9 B b RE IS 457 7
F2NRATE R 6 AFE S, R 9 B H i i3
FHEE 3 By —adl, o 3l = BIR AT 6 AFES, IF
P (3 2 FIE 4), A 20 CARIRVKARAE ., 3

g% +J2 Soil B Total A HLEK Organic

S Total
phosphorus (mg kg™) phosphorus (mg kg™) Sand (%) Powder (%) Clay (%)

F %W Available kL ki iy A

Code depth (cm) nitrogen (g kg™') carbon (g kg™) CN
WU 0~10 4.85 1.96 33.92 17.30
WL 10~20  4.79 1.14 17.62 15.47
JU 0~10 4.55 2.14 36.55 16.96
JL 10~20 4.54 1.28 21.32 16.37

27.67 6.62 46.3 422 11.4
23.29 5.71 54.1 334 12.5
56.23 7.36 22.5 65.1 12.4
48.87 6.13 21.8 64.0 14.2

TR R AR SR s pH B A pH 1
e, KB 2,501 (V/V); H 5 BLBR AL AR H
CN JCZE /7 #1{¢ (Elementar Vario EL III, Elementar,
7 [T 00 5 i A R A AR % U BN A3 T X
(Skalar san++, fif 2 ) £ 1 A= S FEA IR AL
R 2.

1.3 T1# S DNAREX

+ 4 5 DNA Z:8 PowerSoil DNA Isolation Kit
1 7] & (MO BIO, 26 ENFZ . 2 U DNA R H]
0.8% FHEWHEE L i J A o £t

1.4 EE18S rRNA F EEHIPCRY 1%

K HETA 18S rRNA #45 F Be il 5 |9 NS,
(5'-GTAGTCATATGCTTGTCTC-3")Fl GC-Fungi
(5'-GC-clamp-ATTCCCCGTTACCCGTTG-3"), Hrfr,
GC-Fungi [ 5" ¥ 4 — Bt 24 40 bp i GC & F+(5'-
CGCCCGCCGCGCCCCGCGCCCGGCCCGCCGC-

CCCCGCCCC-3"), LI DGGE M/ B4R . PCR
SR Z K 25 uL, 435 1 uL itz DNA ., 2.5 uL 10%
Ex Tag 2% W (% 20 mmol L' Mg”’, TaKaRa),
2 puL 2.5 mmol L™ dNTP mixture., 1 puL 1EJZ [ 5|4
(10 pmol L™), 0.25 uL 5 U mL ™" Ex Tag DNA R4
FifFN 17.25 pL KENZEK . PCR WFET 4 : 94°C
TASPE 5 min; SRJG 94°C 305, 60°C 30s, 72°C 15's,
3L 30 NGRS ; fJ5 72°CHEH 10 min''®, PCR =4
FH 1.2% T REMEEE IS B VKA TN, FH OMEGA /A Hl Y
DNA Gel Extraction Kit Zfifk[]lit, PCR {3} Biometra
N A PR T-gradient, BEE AZ /A Bio-Rad /23 A
() Gel-Doc2000 &8 S5 R 5 -

1.5 PCR= #1935 1446 B A F 7k (DG GE)

HX 10 puL PCR /=%, Fil D-Code £ [K 28 725 46 ]
% 4i(Bio-Rad Laboratories Inc, USA)ift 17 DGGE
AT, AR MRS BE R 20%~40% | 3 TR M D g 26 e vk
6%, 1E 1xTAE ZZifif 1 150V 60°CF HLk 8 he
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1.6 TEEEI18S rDNAK BRI R E SN F

K BT AR TIY) T RERIL R DGGE 4571 , K
H OMEGA /A w1 Poly-Gel DNA Extraction Kit [7]
WH AT, LA 2 pL =9 AR, NS,/GC-
Fungi 1 5|# 47 PCR 914, PCR Wik ZR DL K&
PIEFRF IR L R R 1 DNA 7 BeUIg i
afifb T, 42 S) Pmd18-T #4K [, 4L = KInHT
W (Echerichia coli) DHS50. J8%3Z 2540 fitd v, i 128 FH P
S, 2% b T ACHT B AR B AR AT BR 28 w1 43
Bro

1.7 R B 551t

B4 R 1 Excel 2007 1 SPSS 17.0 #4748 31
3B FAE L, AN [R] S Y 1 398 45 A% 1 2 8] 19 I 5
Ko 95 % B XL F 5 22 53 HT(ANOVA)FIl e /N (i 25
7 5 3(LSD), — Ju £k M | 5 40 A + 38 L B 2 4
PEFR B S & A GO R, BB MEK R E
a=0.05, F1| H Quantity One #X{4: version 4.6 (Bio-Rad
Laboratories Inc, USA)i 17 DGGE K i %% 7 1k
ALEEFN 5341, F2 5373 BT R H Conoco for windows
4.5 B 98 47, F) FH NCBI (1) BLAST-N 347 )5 51
IS L. 1 B8 LR ) 2 £ 47K F- H Shannon-
Wiener 2 F£ P +8 20(H) . Margalef =F & i 5 £4(S)
F1 Pielou ¥4J2) FEFE RN FEIR o

WU WL JU IL M

A

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp

500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

1 13850 DNA (9B BiBERL LK 1817 . M: 2000 bp DNA Marker;
WU, WL, JU FIJL W3 2,

Fig. 1 Agarosegel electrophoresis of total DNA of soil samples. M:
2000 bp DNA Marker; WU, WL, JU and JL see Table 2.

Shannon-Wiener ZFEMEFEEL: H'=-Yp,Inp,
Pielou Y5 FE 4548 : J=H'/InS
Hrr, p, REAES A § AN SR R EE e
A AR R R R, W LU peN/N TR, N K
DGGE {5 —JkiE I 2 BB, N, N5 i
FAIARE, S R A A B E B

2 ZER B

2.1 TE S DNAREUR PCRY 14

P4 B 0 18 5 DNA FH 0.8% Bit g Wit fie
HEATHLIK , ARTF IR BT, /N2 2k 23 kb 1) DNA
FBE(E 1), DAREUY DNA RHEAR , K B 18S
rRNA #543 F Bt 38 15149 NS,/GC-Fungi #4171 PCR
P14, 45 RAE 250~500 bp b H B — ST K Y
370 bp ) DNA a7 (& 2), 7% 5545 18 i, A H
51— IR ARTF AR R S 250, T Wk H A9 2%
W18 EF 228 DGGE 43#7 -

2.2 TIEEFEEEMMNDGGEIS S B 45 17

I 8V Ao B O M P UK (DGGE) 5 AR Xif - 8
HL [ 18S rRNA #B4> H Bt PCR F= ¥y it 1770 55, iR
P DGGE & 43 25 1< B2 A [A] M 7 41 AN [7] DNA %) i
BB — SRS — SR B 2 T
(OTUs)HIXS '™, DGGE &l i 7 [ {37 - 1) 4545
FRFAE 1 B IEHE , R R DkGH [R]— 137 & 400 1 K

WUE WIS TS T

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp

Pl 2 FCT 18S rRNA #43 Fr BEiy PCR 374
Fig. 2 PCR amplification of fragment in fungi 18S rRNA
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A),ATDE Y, S B R A F B 1
SRR LT LAY B Y 25~32 455, Horh WL - 3gEkE
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1 2 12 8 3 6 9 11 4 7 10 5
100.0% 633% 62.2% 60.9% 604% 58.5% 58.0% 553% 54.5% 54.1%525% 47.9%

B

Pl 3 18S rRNA i3 i Bt DGGE 43 [ T (A) ATk LRI (B). 1 /0 BR A UK 5585 1 ZR VKB I RHBIE o
Fig. 3 DGGE profile of 18S rRNA fragment (A) and electrophoretic comparison chart (B). Percentage showed similarity of each lane compared to the

first lane.

23T EERBERERS S

KT B2 T N [ TR VR AL
125 5, i 4l DGGE [E13i% A 45 2571 (1) 06 %% 5 A1 RE
{H(Relative front), XA [A]FE 1 4 398 L A T
BT T (B 4)e SRR, 5 — 8 — F oo
AR T EARER LAY 24.9% 1 14.6%, 5
SEMAERET 13.4%, B ER S ERE T 10.6%,
HI 4 F o Bl T H B I R A Y
63.6%. M4 a7, BRI F AR O IX IR

FEAESE —FEEPUSR B, HERE T A ARG X 4
R SRR e =B, TN AR I, 2R
L1 SRS X 0~10 em - HERE 5 R T AR AR
WP B2y B 5, R ST 10~20 em A HEAE A A
JIFAT 1 S REL T AR SRR X A S 7 T 4
PR ZE R Oy RILESE — o, LR
5 2H B I 22 5 Hh AS [R] i a5RT A J2 0 B S [ 5
FERE ] A Al [, 2R H AR R X - SR i AR L
T ARl b R R A I T R T AR A SR IR X
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B AR T A b T 2 A M, IR
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+ WU,
<
&
<t
Q,
5| 9L O, AWL,
g Y
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2
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0.6 WL,
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4 +HEH R DGGE P E 153 40
Fig. 4 Principal component analysis of soil fungi DGGE patterns

24 TIRERERHSENE
H1 2 3 FAL, AN R R Ml 4 098 LT Y 2 FE AR
B A AR RO S B AR RO A 22 5 I

* 3 LIREHE A R R RIS R

Table 3 Diversity index, richness index and evenness index of soil fungi

WK 3.3736~3.7991 . 26~29 Fi1 0.977~0.984, X3
ITE R ASRMES R, 0~10 em +)JERIEHZRE
PEFEEL T R BRI &) R FR AR T 10~20 em
A2 T EERE T AR F SRR XL, 0~10 em £
JZ W) L Z R E R U T 10~20 em, F 5 RS
FA S BEAR B T 10~20 em 1)

[ RS 0~10 em 2, AL E K A KA P
DX A b 22 1 8 H5OR =F 5 4 IR R T AR
I ARLRIP DX 1, 343750 B 500 v T R AR AR
SRAFAP X FEHD 5 T 7E 10~20 cm +)2 [, i FINEFR
SR PR DX b 22 A P 8 B0 R R AR AR [ 9K
PRy XRE R, =F 5 B8 B34 &) B8 B0 T ek T
KA AR XA, X IR R PR S +
EFRALPE B TR OG0T B R (R 4), HHER
R AR PR R 0 B A A B B 3 IE A G (r = 0,609,
P<0.05), 5k A b 2 B 2E UM OC(r=-0.674, P<
0.05), 5 Hofth + JEREAL R B BOA eMEAR B3 £ F
JEE GB35 50 BE 6 A 45 R R AL PE SR A B
EY P

2.5 TEERDGGEFGERE H BHIllF

X DGGE 3% 1 39 2 & & bnic i 22 5 454
AT M (R 5), 45 R R W], BRI LT
P& 25(Basidiomycota) [ 5 & fr 22, 36 14 4>, 7 B8
1 35.9%; HoUR A 1 8% 18 25 (Ascomycota) , 3£ 6 1>,

R 15.4% ;35 525 (Zygomycota) i 4 1>,

B B Richness index (S) 2] FEHE4L Evenness index (J)

Feb Sample  +JZURF Soil depth (cm) — ZHEMEFE %L Diversity index (H')
WU 0~10 3.37
WL 10~20 3.78
JU 0~10 3.74
JL 10~20 3.80

26 0.983
29 0.984
28 0.982
27 0.977

& 4 LIREA RIS LSRR T

Table 4 Pearson correlation analysis for soil fungal community indices against physicochemical parameters

pH  #JK&E Water content &% Total nitrogen F#Li% Organic carbon  C/N A% Nitrate nitrogen £ %( Ammonium nitrogen
H -0.365 -0.177 -0.350 -0.432 -0.674" - 0.609"
S -0.056 -0.213 -0.339 -0.351 -0.310 — —-0.037
J 0.419 0.300 0.202 0.182 0.010 — —0.453

*: P<0.05; n=12
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Table 5 Sequence alignment of DGGE

¥ i BT AT (GenBank &5 5) S i AR
Band Base pairs Closest species or genera (GenBank accession No.) Taxonomy Kingdom Identity (%)

1 351 Arthromyces matolae (EU708331) Basidiomycota Fungi 99
2 351 Multiclavula mucida (AF026613 Basidiomycota Fungi 99
3 345 Lasiosphaeris hispida (JN938597) Ascomycota Fungi 94
4 351 Tricholoma viridiolivaceum (JE706318) Basidiomycota Fungi 99
5 352 Gliophorus laetus (DQ440640) Basidiomycota Fungi 97
6 350 Mortierella indohii (EU736291) Zygomycota Fungi 98
7 350 Uncultured fungus clone (JN559245) Environmental samples Eukaryota 98
8 352 Umbelopsis isabellina (AF545632) Zygomycota Fungi 99
9 346 Trichoderma harzianum (JF499072) Deuteromycetes Fungi 99
10 350 Mortierella verticillata (AB016017) Zygomycota Fungi 98
11 347 Cryptococcus humicolus (AB035583) Basidiomycota Fungi 92
12 350 Uncultured Sarcosomataceae (EF023647) Ascomycota Fungi 98
13 345 Alatospora acuminata (AY204583) Deuteromycota Fungi 99
14 351 Mycena amabilissima (DQ457647) Basidiomycota Fungi 99
15 351 Lactarius lignyotus (DQ457626) Basidiomycota Fungi 99
16 347 Aspergillus terreus (GU573850) Deuteromycota Fungi 97
17 347 Pseudofusicoccum stromaticum (EU673146) Ascomycota Fungi 99
18 351 Uncultured Auriculariaceae (EF023716) Basidiomycota Fungi 99
19 342 Uncultured eukaryote (HQ999394) Eukaryote Fungi 96
20 345 Coniochaeta ligniaria (AY 198389) Ascomycota Fungi 98
21 350 Pleurocybella porrigens (GU187660) Basidiomycota Fungi 97
22 353 Geastrum saccatum (AF026620) Basidiomycota Fungi 97
23 348 Penicilliopsis clavariiformis (AB003946) Ascomycota Fungi 98
24 346 Aspergillus terreus (GU573850) Ascomycota Fungi 99
25 358 Uncultured fungus (JX126759) Environmental samples Eukaryota 99
26 354 Mycena aurantiidisca (DQ457694) Basidiomycota Fungi 96
27 358 Uncultured Banisveld eukaryote (EU091841) Environmental samples Eukaryota 95
28 351 Pluteus petasatus (HM562273) Basidiomycota Fungi 99
29 357 Megaselia scalaris (KC177299) Arthropoda Metazoa 99
30 367 Arthropoda environmental sample (AY496484) Arthropoda Metazoa 92
31 365 Gehypochthonius urticinus (EU433994) Arthropoda Metazoa 99
32 363 Craterellus fallax (AY771604) Basidiomycota Fungi 97
33 351 Sinella curviseta (DQ016565) Arthropoda Metazoa 99
35 379 Camponotus laevigatus (AY218314S1) Arthropoda Metazoa 99
36 370 Phyllopertha horticola (EF487722) Arthropoda Metazoa 99
37 361 Theristus agilis (AY284693) Nematoda Metazoa 99
38 350 Achaeta unibulba (GU901858) Annelida Fungi 98
39 352 Mortierella minutissima (EU736292) Zygomycota Metazoa 99
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BB 10.3% ;2 F1 T 25 (Deuteromycota) i 3 )™,
S 7.7% 5 08 R E £ AR 4 4, 5 S
10.3%. BLobh, A 8 4554 5 5 A= 3 P (Metazoa) 1)
[FIVRPERS S, H AT 5 A Sh 6 Rk 35 i 1)
friE# >

3 25 AIE

- 358 ECTR AR S BROPR A R AR A W ) R A
wR 43, HAh B AR V% 45 AL TR AR R 5
Yy [ 08 P4 FRE e e i B SR SRR . A
W 58 F| | PCR-DGGE 77 ¥ 8 SCEIEF AR 047 1
PP AT B DX P S SR OR3P DX PN KA i
KRR A1) B R R I 450 2R, a5 Rk W,
ZHLIX - B R S5 o T, S A b 1
W Z R 5 F & R SO I 5 B AR BT 1
o 4 Bk 3.37~3.80. 26~29 1 0.977~0.984,
D5 Ko [R) U5 Ll X 285 SR 3 B, L1 A % mh DL
+ I 2 (Basidiomycota) 4§ & fx £, IRy + FE H
F(Ascomycota) . 4% G B (Zygomycota)Fl 2 Al B
(Deuteromycota), 43 #) 5 &L £ ) 35.9% . 15.4%.
10.3% 1 7.7%. X 2 HF S0 ¥ R HAunty j bk 0
() FL BRI A TRIEY , TA R 12 DX RR AR g v 14
T e R B (7 SERE SO 64.7%), 1T BRI Z (4
15.5%) 0 EARBZEPXSHR /NS 1L H ATE AL (Larix
kaempferi) N T AR BIF 5% ¢ B, 12 11X 146 T 20 11
R BN IR RN EE . HEREY
XF/INDLZE WS LT KN (Pinus koraiensis)WK 1Y ELE 24
PRI R I, B B TR N 890055 & (Mortierella) .
T RETA 1) T R R DL S 22 700 A0 1) AR 55 T e A £
J& (Verticilium) 221 X + 5 B L HFPRE, 51
FH A KK /N 1L F R ¥ (Pinus bungeana) B i)
TR AT AR Rl L R 1 2
FEVESE 8022 S R, LA 2B AN ith 25 J& S DL 3 T
T, B S AIE IR 45 RO ], 7T R A 58 BT 7 iy v
P AT i XA TR RN L, AR AR R, A AL
MV YR Z AU S, S B AT
BRI Rt B, TN 4H F B R 28 4 215 e A, LR
SRR RS S E ], TRy e BA
— R MR R P, X — 2R L B R R T
ANFEWEI Y R BRF RS A 227, A
FFEE A5 1 P2 BB 18S rRNA #43 F Bl 5 |
Y1 NS,/GC-Fungi , 5 | W)X FHF 14 (1 55 S M AR G A5

e, XA AT BE R AT B - RS R 2 1 B A
Z—o WRBENEL A% X B A IR AL 15T
HAFXERI519), [R5 T-RFLP, FISH %71
AW R KA B T AT TR X LT
HETR AL

RIS HEA BRI T YRS L,
SEIRA P HE R AR P 75 1 KR TR AR i
Sy HAE A A A A PR AR, A BT R,
TP AR S R ST R IR Y R Y R
I R RIRE P AL A8 AL e L3 A5 — b e %
IR il A PR A EL R BEA T IS, SRR W — 2 JE
P, TR AR 8 e A X R AR Jor 3R o AR U £ 7
Az, Ul 2R BB 1S i L i A A 1, fE R X AR
R SFE R T W5 XN E2 iR,
ANF & B B BEAZ KR (Cunninghamia lanceolata) N\ 1.
ARAY -3 FL RV Z R A S A
RO RDEMC, TP AR SRR
BRGIA 70 ASBHESEAR G MR B, LIRS 2
VRS P RS A R B B, X RS
b 2 5 YU S A LR D REREAT G, b AT
Rt —2B oY, 3 C/N J&52m 3R W R v
L5 R A AL F 2 N 22— S CO/N R RE
A PR TR PR AR, T LIS BB S W A= B L 16 A i
KB ARG SR, S5 AN A L, R A L
JIEH B9 FH A S g, 7R AR ) IS BCRE I, TR LU 20
i AE WS TE i 22 A AR W i, DRk, A D R P L 57 00
A RHEAR HE IR A C/N B ) 3, B P
AR ENIE RS . ASBESEFEHLAY 1 /Ny 15.47~
17.30, 337 5 TAZARN TAR(11.13~12.39)%4, #%
MR, IERCR RS 2R S ON R E T
KB RHErh Y O/N BARA R T BRI &R
SN AERRAR T FLTE R A 2R

AT B T 5 R ECRE LR FIRE, 730004
Trichoderma harzianum. Cryptococcus humicolus .
Coniochaeta ligniaria. Mycena aurantiidisca F Pluteus
petasatus . JXSEANHAFIREILF-LEFTAT L IERE S TPl
Ao JE T AR A YRR E YR
FRE) 26 5 4417 5T ] EERH Tricholomataceae)
IINGE B (Mycena) 0 [R1VE P BRI +
SV T P B AR BT R O RIR R T BT, A S
fift, " E R A T SRR IR , BRI AR AE T A AR
SR Z )AL b IR RE R LR TR Y B
AR ZE R R K CO,, T RERS J3- 6 BT 1) B
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PR BRI PR 28 A0 B AR AR
S T B AR R AE N A Z R AT T ST A 4
Ree F2E v o R i R IR (R 40 F B E EZKCF 3 DA
H (Agaricales) 5 28 X L3, v b2 K ER 43 5 /g
J& B BIPELE 70% L 1o 9 5 5% 5 ARRE IR IR %
A B (Trizhoderma harzianum)f) [R] PR B 5 , 1% 5%
5L R B T b X A R LRI . AR
J& 21 B I [ 22 48 49(Hyphomycetes) A A £ A}
(Moniliaceae) , j&—2S i A7 7E Y HL A, LT LI
AR W R A AR I AE BT
PER O LF 2R B RE H1P0 I oK B e —Fh
BLNEPNA T, B LLUs s A A PR E
IS ] 55 4 DL SR s A P SR AL R B iR 2
Fp 4% SALH PR EDD SRR MRS R Gk
VA EEEH . AR REY G RRERS
S RALT BTG B-1,3 R, 33 9 Al
TitE X L T A Y R A A AR D, DT s
PR BT A, B S BOR 22 N1 Tt . BT,
Xof Hh I BT L X RR AR - LR 2 R R B ST IE L
B, RZ O X BT R RE A IATUE 20 R, A
WF5¢ | ] PCR-DGGE 71 ¥ 8 SRS HoAR 3RS 1L
FIRESA SR AR TR 2 AP YE RS R A TR LA I
HA AW P56 DI RE A EL A , AR BEAE XS IX e RE L
W — 2D, TR AR W e R T AR AR AR
BRGY)E I 5 I, - 59805 dU BT A 5
FEA o EERNE L
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