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Community Structure of Ectomycorrhizal Fungi Associated with Castanea mollissima

in Zhen’an County
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Abstract: Taking the forests of Castanea mollissima , located in the Teaching and Experimental Base of
Northwest A&.F University, Zhen’an County, Shaanxi Province as research objects, the community struc-
ture of ectomycorrhizal (ECM) fungi associated with C. mollissima in Qinling Mountains was investigated.
Based on the results of morphological identification,technology of ITS sequence analysis was adopted. The
results indicated that there existed 27 different ECM fungi,belonging to 8 families and 9 generas,in which
24 types belonged to Basidiomycetes,and 3 to Ascomycete. No dominant species was found. The common
species were Russula sp. 1, Tomentella sp. 3, Inocybe sp. and R. livescens,and the other 23 species were rare
species. Among these ectomycorrhizal fungi,Russula and Tomentella were the dominant group. The results
would provide a theoretical basis for the selection of ECM fungi and cultivation of chestnut in Qinling
Mountains.
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Fig. 1 Morphological feature of different ECM types
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F1 WEMEERRSE ITS KE DNA F35| BLAST Lb3t 4R
Table 1 DNA sequence BLAST results of the ITS region of DNA extracted from ECM root tips of chestnut
ECM ITS JE 9143 745 X2
KA Bl Fh In GenBank In UNITE datebase
1 Corti . Corti s sp. 1 C. cf. saniosus EKB890808 (DQ102685. Cortinarius umbrinolens (UDB016131)
ortinariaceae ‘ortinarius sp. 1) 515/559(92%) 512/556 (92%)
2 Cortinariaceae Cortinarius sp. 2 C. torvus(AJ889977. 1) 566/590(96%)  C. torvus(UDB018320)559/581 (96 %)
3 H . H . Hymenogaster sp. EMF23 (JF273526. Hebeloma populinum ( UDB000697 )
menogasteracea gaster sp.
ymenogasteraceac ymenogaster sp 1)614/651(94%) 360/397 (90%)
L . Inocybe sp. 2488CG-2012 (HE814153. Inocybe napipes (UDB015574)193/197
4 Cortinariaceae Inocybe napipes 1)480/509(94 %) 97%)
5 Cortinari I . I. oblectabilis ( AM882831. 2) 585/686  I. dunensis ( UDB017674 ) 310/334
“ortinariacea : sp.
ortinariaceae nocybe sp (85%) (92%)
6 Trichol ¢ L . L. murina ( AB211271. 1) 569/607 L. laccata ( UDB017611 ) 568/607
richolomataceae accaria sp.
P (94%) (93%)
7 R | R . R. cerolens ( JX434674. 1) 590/595 R. amoenolens ( UDB000343) 552/568
ssulacea .ce s
ussulaceae cerolens (99%) 97%)
g R | Rl R. livescens ( JN129398. 1) 676/680 R. livescens ( UDB000894 ) 667/672
ussulaceae . livescens
e (99%) (99%)
9 Russulaces R. pelarconi Russula sp. B181 (FN669244. 1) 636/ R. pelargonia ( UDB011322) 642/656
ussulaceae . pelargonia 651(98%) 97%)
o R | R ; 1 R. livescens ( GU371295. 1) 593/617 R. livescens ( UDB000894 ) 588/618
ussulaceae ussula sp.
P (96%) (95%)
1 R | R . 5 R. livescens ( JN129398. 1) 552/634 R. livescens ( UDB000894 ) 437/497
ssulacea sp.
ussulaceae ussula sp (87%) (87%)
12 Russul Russula sp. 3 Russula sp. 2 ZWG-2011(JN129400. 1)  R. amoenolens ( UDB000343 ) 443/512
ussulaceae ussula sp. 543/603(90%) (86%)
13 R | R ; 1 R. livescens ( JN129398. 1) 568/643 R. livescens ( UDB000894 ) 564/643
g ussulaceae ussula sp.
. (88%) (87%)
14 Sebaci Sebaci 1 S. epigaea ( JQ665516. 1) 537/561 S. helvelloides (UDB016423) 474/513
4 ebacinaceae ebacina sp.
cmasp (96%) 92%)
15 Sebaci Sebaci 9 S. epigaea voucher TUB 019706  Environmental sequence (UDB013622)
R Sebacinacea Sebacina sp.
v Debacmaceac coacina sp (JQ665516. 1)551/580(95 %) 537/565 (95%)
16 Sel | . Selerod Scleroderma sp. EMF38 (JF273540. 1) S. werrucosum ( UDB011607 ) 638/706
clerodermataces
clerodermataceae cleroderma sp 704/709(99%) (90%)
A ) aff. Epig MW 2
17 Sebacinaceae Sebacina aff. epigaea ?:?;;;9;1)584;)6%;(&917%> Y28 ehacina(UDBO16431)562/594 (94%)
Tomentella sp. N44 (AJ534916. 1) 557 T. s N UDB000244 550/583
18  Thelephoraceae Tomentella sp. 1 5;3”(]:;‘[% )a sp (AJS 1557/ (94%[?1)”%1 ¢ ) 550/
Thelephoraceae sp. P309 (FN669266. T. stuposa ( UDB011637 ) 584/605
1 Thelephoracea Tomente sp. 2
9 elephoraceae omentella sp 1)586,/611(96 %) (96%)
Tomentella sp. src834 (EU726329. 1) Tomentella ( UDB003278 ) 587/634
2 Thelephoraceae T
0 elephoraceae omentella sp. 3 598/640(93 %) (92%)
Tom sp. J64 (AJ534914. 1) 62 T. lilacinogris DBO1 12
91 Thelephoraceae Tomentella sp. 4 66097)(1;711;;1;1 sp. J54 (AJ534914. 1)624/ (9/1122a)<mog,rnea(U 6404)612/649
: Thelephoraceae sp. *~ Taylor # 2 T. bryophila ( UDB018507 ) 620/649
22 Thelephoraceae Tomentella sp. 5 (U83467. 1)619/658(94 % ) (95%)
93 Thelenho T rella sp. 6 Thelephoraceae sp. ~ Taylor # 2 °  Tomentella ( UDB003278 ) 599/639
E elephoraceae omentella sp.
P nietta st (U83467. 1)616/656(94%) 93%)
Tomentella sp. J54 (AJ534914. 1) 600/  T. cystidiata ( UDB018457 ) 594/645
2 Thelephoraceae T sp. 7
4 elephoraceae omentella sp 653(92%) (92%)
95 Tub Tuber huid T. huidongense(GU979035. 1)570/580 T. rufum ( UDB015182 ) 407/450
9 uberaceae uover hut mgense
ona (98%) (90%)
T. rufum f. Nitidum ( FM205677. 1) .
2 Tuberacea Tuber sp. 1 ‘ T. DB015182)423/475 9
6 uberaceae uber sp 490/545(90%) rufum(U 5182)423/475(89 %)
T sp. S-11-1-34 1 KF742769. 1 E. se : DB017387 50 12
97 Tuberaceae Tuber sp. 2 uber sp. S 34 18S( 69. 1) sequence (U 387 ) 503/5

514/525(98 %)

(98%)

H 2 &k Inocybe. . Cortinarius) , 5@ 4% 2 B
Tuberaceae B 1 J& (Tuber)3 F, Sebacinaceae #}

A 1 )& (Sebacina) 3 F; Trichol-omataceae Bl A 1
J& (Laccaria) 1 Fb, Sclerodermataceae £t A 1 J&
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(Scleroderma) 1 Fj, Cl-adosporiaceae # A 1 J§
(Cladosporium) 1 Fj, Hymenogasteraceae £} A 1
J& (Hymenogaster) 1 Ff, 78 C % & ) 40 A B AR H
. Tuberacea BL(3 Ff) 74 18 HoAl 7 BLAH A=
AR BB (24 FfO B @ FHH 7 .

2.3 WENMEEREEFHEZHN

2.3.1 MRFEHR RYRIFIL A RAR R8BS
AR BB o AR L MR 4R 5 140 4,
HP R YRR 3 740 A, BB Y F N 72. 8%, 5
M SR Y A0 A TR AR EL TR B 95 TP Russula sp. 1 1Y
B RN 9. 53%; Tomentella sp. 2 IRZ s 15
Yoy 8. 40% ;1M T. huidongense 15 Yt R K. Jy
0. 120 s KRN A HAR A F R R FEAN T 0. 160 ~
6. 669021 (18] 2).
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Fig. 2 The infection rate of the chestnut
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Fig. 3 Composition of ectomycorrhizal fungus species of chestnut

2.3.2 ®HBAE HERPEFITHERME-BCIHMVER
MRELRAE 7 P Russula. sp. 1 ) HE 2 AL 2 5 5 Y
N 26. 93%; Tomentella sp. 2 W) T B {H K Z., H
15.81% ., AAMRHF AT &, IF R BB = 16 3
FEAS v X ARG I 3 f B 25 DL AP A Russula sp. 1,
Tomentella sp. 3. Inocybe sp. \R. livescens, H. 1 Rus-
sula sp. 1AE 13 3 BEA T oG U 3], HoAth 3 R 7E 6
O REA TR A I 3] 5 Ho Ay 23 Fh B A Fl L 7E<<6 1)
FEAh PRI R . AR A S AR B T
—ENHER LN, HEEX—)JZ I Russula 1 To-
mentella P J@FNIEH L (4 7 FD HEAFE T (=16)
B8 73 A1 B A8 Ry 3l o i A — S B L

3 Hb 5tk

WF5E 45 R 3R WL« AF 90 IX P 5 B 22 Al S A A 1 b
AT MR LB RIS i 27 b A A AR B R R
153 FpF R .24 M TR T 8 B9 R H
o4 AR TR IR, oAy 23 R JE TR A Rl O
PP AN I BT B et — S R R A T AR K 2R
M. B X —E W L, Russula il Tomentella 2 J&
T AR 85 22 HAE 2800 07 h A 70 A J8 T 5 4
TR A AR, BB E R A IX
MR FES A (A 34 B A Russula ,Blom™ 78 %f
RO v e X i S 0 AR TR AR B BIF 5T Rl & B To-
mentella J& A H AR LG LRI R AT
WEWr , Russula . Tomentella 2 J& 4 B MR E & 7] g
Je MR TR . AN, EETT RS
B ECM B REVE 05T 0 2 B Tomentella J& R H
AN AR ZERE U] Tomentella J& A B AR B 3 W]
AE A 5 7 2 BHAH A 3 A 1 B ZE2RRE, FE 5e 2 RHE YY)
ARERLRED KES ELIEMN. 550, Tuber,
Sebacina 2 Jg A Az AR LR IR AEAS BT T R R i
AR AR TE BT A ST R A HRGE L O 2 )8
AIRER S SE S R Y S AR R TS A A R R R
M7 5 HARAR DX ) ECM LB R & 45 1 AR LE L BF 5 IX
M SR A A T AR 28 A 0 52 0 — o I AR R L o
Hymenogaster.Sporisorium 525 {E £ £ B
WFFE B T RE N BRI R AT . R T i —
FOIEA Fi i — L TR HRIA

AR AR PR T R A A R AR L TR R U 2% S
FEGEDY L I S R B AR 43 5% B e
DX 5 PR PG U AR S A T AR T AT e A X L R
2 M PROR Ah A TR AR R B O R B A 2 L LY
ECM H 15341 5 3 2RAFAHOC . 454 1l X
5B ECM B M AF 55, 2 Hh IX ECM L[
ET 45 0 22 S B0 38 0 UL W] 17 il B % 1 2 S Al 2
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4 ECM H i 22 M — A B R .
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ol HE L1 3 DX R A0 AR BT R I TR A4 BF 5 K B L A (] il
i) ECM H i fpidi A= (O B2 pH R B U S DR
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