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Isolation and Diversity of Endophytic Fungi from Juglans regia in
Spring under Different Habitats

YIMAER -+ A-yi-jia-ma-li, LIU Ze-xing, MAO Guang-rui,ZHAI Mei-zhi~

(Walnut Research Centre ,College of Forestry,Northwest A&F university ,Yangling . Shaanzi 712100, China)

Abstract: Fungal endophytes of Juglans regia from different habitats and parts were isolated by tissue ex-
panding method. The composition,diversity and preference of fungal endophytes were analyzed by the colo-
nization frequency (CF) ,isolation rate (IR) ,isolation frequency (IF),and Shannon-Wiener biodiversity in-
dex (H"). Totally,392 fungal endophytes (61 strains in roots,120 strains in l-year-old twig,124 strains in
2-year-old twig and 87 strains in scapus) were isolated and classified into 24 genera. Among them,Alterna-
ria (19.90%) ,Anthina (9. 69%) ,Ectostroma (8.93%) were the dominant genera. Alternaria mainly exis-
ted in 2-year-old twig and scapus. Anthina and Ectostroma existed in 2-year-old twig. Among different parts
of the seedlings,the diversity of fungal endophytes was maximum in 1-yesr-old twig with Shannon-Wiener
index 1. 07,among different habitats, seedlings growing in Shanyang exhibited the highest number of fungal
endohpytes in spring with Shannon-Wiener index of 1. 30, The results suggested that endophytic fungi from
J.regia in spring were rich resources for use.
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FEVEZE LA RAE TR I AR i & . Y
PN A B A B B B R AR R AR I RE T
BT LA A 5 A A A [ SR ) B A
DAL AR B 9 A R — A BRI B IR S 2 R
IR I R

A B B A SRR AR b L B AR e )
SGUMES . Eh A B R 2R R YR
M E H T P AR A B P A T Y BT 5T
FHARAS 2/ AT BV AN [ A 358 B Rk N
A R BEAT o) B HESE (BRI B AR R VA
ZREPESEETE . & 8 R O 08 1 Pk AR T 2E— P IT R
AR TR T 5 LY ih 2 SR LB T A

1 MR 57

1.1 R

2014 4 3 . NBEVE R [A) A 5% 1 BH OB
(109. 521 230°E,33. 521 230°N; ¥4k 761 m; 4E &K
i 709. 0 mm, J& b HHT ) B8 IR T o U Y 3R UM
R MR ) L B BB (109, 357 4810 E,
34.197 120°N; ¥4k 678 m; MK & 720. 4 mm, &
M TR AT 2 00 2= XU B L (109, 034 730°E,
35.181 742°N; W4k 1 442 m;4ERE /K & 709. 3 mm.,
i R i 1 TR 3 I N 2 3T AR 1 A% Ak B 4 i) e
A AR AR BRI | K B2 ST 1 4% 12 AR 0L 1 A% Bk A 20
FIRBECRBES AL AR L1 A2 2 AE A ZE AT
E, RFESBERE E%. RER, 4 5 5Y
(UDHL 30~50 em L2 ML 1 ecm Y 4HAR 10
cm; 1 AR AR ) IR 2 MU AR AR B 2545 10 em 22475 LU
T ZE5 em X5 em, 43503 A B B4 5 .l 8] 5L
W= G RAET 4 CAAF .12 h PIXTRE S EA T Ab 3
1.2 ZHRNEEENSE 4URERE

65 ¥4 B 1) 2 AR A T 3 437 4% 4 41 20 I K o vk
e, PR 3 Y0 WK B LI VE 3 min, O K Pk 3
~5 W LR IEAC W T R K 5. KR 1 AEAZE A
24FEHEZEYIAL 0.5 em /NEE L T2 0.5 em X 0. 5
em /NHE . 25 R T EE AR S 0 A B R AT B
FREET R SR LR 3 P A 3 R, fE 28°CHH
35 75 3~5 d WSS SV 161 9 1 95 T 2 LB 1Y
2650 DA SR 22 T AR5 o R FH TR 22 AR i 43 S 1L 4y
RIS [7] 17 95 3140 2% 0 2255 12 T PDA 85 35 367 M
AT AR IR MBI SR W VR B RS . ik )E R
FH B R 5 7 20 BT A°C RO e AR A
1.3 ZENEERNETE
1.3.1 AseBAFHEEE RHAAWSME
SETEENY NG AL RS SR 20 d B TR b PRI 22 9 3%
[7] 43 A 70 ) ke R T O 2 W RUBE T W AR A

FROE (R 22 A PR MM+ 7 & A REFIE S
FRAED o AR 8 B B 25 T ) S50 %0 P 40 B ik AR
A LR Y 4 2R A
1.3.2 B#esTAHFEZT f PDA Bk
e 0 0 P 2B B B R AR I
B 0.1 g W22k, 8T 1.5 mL KL,
it B Biospin HIE HE K 41 DNA 4 B 7 & 2 L
K20 DNA, I DL S 8548, 38 2ok 3@ 514 1TTS1 Fa
ITS4 %t B #k rDNA-TTS K747 3. PCR M
K% (30 uL R %) : PCR mix 7.5 ul., ITS1 F1 ITS4
% 1.2 pL A DNA 1.6 pL, BUZE7K 402 30 pl,
PCR 434 55 : 94°C WA ¥k 4 min; 94°C A2 40 s,
37°CiE K 1 min,72 °C ZEfH 1 min, 3£ 40 NG ; 5%
J& 72°C #EA# 10 min, P80 1. 2 % Bl BE R
(DuRed #% 2 4% FH) o kR U oK 57 3 )5 79 DNA 52
AR TAE W HORA BR S W AT I . I AR AR Y
ITS J¥ %38 & BLAST Hoxf . 42 4 [5] U5 44 AH 1) B 22
5.k H MEGA 5 4% (Neighbor-Joining , NJ) #4
ARG B 3 B T bR S R A R S Y T R
WAk RGO E W RIIT 4
1.4 HiEHW

% P4y B8 # (isolation rate) | % 7 % (coloniza-
tion rate) 43 B Ji K (relative frequency) . Z #1445
H (biodiversity index, H’) L K A0 L & % (simi-
larity coefficient) 47 1 Bk 14 2 3T 1 9 % BE P 5 5
Akt

2 HEREHRMN

2.1 ZBEMEETE R E % DNA K5 £ EMNHE
BRBESISE

2.1.1 kR@mE#y>TFEZ KWHNEEREERR
B EAERKEE B AR R 4 BRI 2 A TE
A1, iEi3 Neighbor-Joining (N-J) ¥ X% &2 Bk N 4=
HEHITH FREF 0. BENAGEEETN. ¥
Ay LT12.LT15 R /N3 J& (Dothiorella,
DLLTI3,LT14 KL g% )& (Phoma 8 2.8 3),
2.1.2 SHBEBEBEHFE K4 K5 5E 6 555
MAAE 2B A B L B (Alternaria) . 6% B
(Anthina) MIZ M % H g (Ectostroma) o

2.2 ZMNEEENSHERBEAK

2.2.1 AAXAABEBMARARTH LA N
576 PeASIA] 2 2 P v 2 43 B AR A5 392 MR N AE FL A
(£ D, Hd 2 FAEZXp L 124 B, 5 B
31.63% . 1 4F A4 2 bk Z (120 #%), i B&
30.61% ., T=5r 87 Bk, i M4 22, 1900, M b
61 BB L E 15.56% . MARTRIAESER ok H 1l
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FHARZ AR \1 4R A 25 2 AR AR ZER 25 rp bk r i 45
B 167 Bk 30 49.16.58.44 tk . i HAEZBEA
AL B AT E 85 Bk M 1 AR R ROl 35
BR o BRAT. 180052 AR A2 Z L O 25 B B
29. 410 s URIT 25 b 23 5 ol 8 RN 17 Bk L 20 o
$9. 4106.20.00% . BH AZBEAS R #8413 4 5 15
B 140 k. b LARA 2R 200 69 BRL 5 BB
49.29% 32 A ZRR Z . 41 B, o5 EE29. 290
25 26 . A7 BB 18,57 20 AR P i A AT 4 Bk
B 2.86%,

LT12

Dothiorella gregaria(KT192425.1)

100 | Dothiorella gregaria(AB470899.1)

LT15

Dothiorella sp. (KM454904.1)

Dothiorella sp. (KM386063.1)
Rhizopus stolonifer(AY 625075.1)

0.1 Penicillium simplicissimum(AB041211.1)
E1 EFITSHEIERMEANE®KE LTI2,
LTIS REEB AW
Fig.1 Phylogenetic analysis of LT12 and LT15 strain
based on ITS sequence
Phoma sp.(FJ438943.1)
Phoma sp.(KJ914896.1)
100 | Phoma sp.(KT264588.1)
Phoma sp.(F1950743.1)

LT13
Phomasp.(HE608801.1)

Dothiorellasp. (KM386063.1)
981 Dothiorella sp.(KM386063.1)
e
0.1 Rhizopus stolonifer(AY625075.1)

2 EFITSHFIEMENE®R LTBHNRERESH
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic analysis of LT13 strain based

on ITS sequence

LT14
Phoma sp.(KJ914896.1)

100 | Phomamedicaginis(KF293742.1)

Phoma medicaginis(KF293741.1)
Phomasp.(FJ438943.1)

Phoma sp.(KT264588.1)

(=] Dothiorella sp.(KM386063.1)

Dothiorella sp.(KM454904.1)

3 ETITSHEIEMEMNEKR LTUNRERESH

Fig. 3 Phylogenetic analysis of L'T14 strain based on ITS sequence

4 THBAERNESERE

Fig.4 Morphological characteristics of Alternaria

5 REEBHESFHIE

Fig. 5 Morphological characteristics of Anthina

E6 EMEEEMNBESRHE
Fig. 6 Morphological characteristics of Ectostroma
AN TR BB AL A A= LT 8 43 15 238 DA s IR IR Oy 2
AEA 25 (86, 11%6) > 1 4F 4 25 (83. 33%) > T 2%
(60.42%) >H(42.36%) . EFHFMLL 1 4E4ZEH
A B I R A (79. 17 %) S AR IR R 2 A
Z2(72.92%) > T 2£(67. 36 %) >R (45. 14%) ., &
V& AN R B PR A TR 1Y) 4 A 348 2 DAL 43 5 26 R
FETH KT AR UL I A 2 A Bk Y AR LT A A DL 4 2R
SEAVEY BV IE S ADE Y E S SN T ih N
ESELIR
£1 EEUMNEEFENSBELER
Table 1 The separation result of endophytic fungi from

J.regia in spring

_E : A
K it EAZE MARAEZE T2 &t

/¥ /#k /¥ /¥ /¥

1L FH 49 16 58 44 167

W 8 35 25 17 85

HE 4 69 41 26 140

it 61 120 124 87 392
EA/ % 45.14  79.17 72.92 67.36 66.15
SYBER/ Y 42,36 83. 33 86. 11 60. 42 68.06

2.2.2 EBHMANAELRGRABER XARFALIR
1910 392 BRI A= L 2t — 4 B 98 O FNYE RE L4
BF 245 H6F 24 J8 (5 2). PHE N (Deu-
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teromycetes) A flt ¥ I HE (361 #E) . B R BR 2L
92.09% s A 4 H (Moniliales) Sy ff % 2 B (152
B 5 7 BB R ER 38, 7804, YR T 4 T A (Myce-
lia Sterilia) 1 22 2% 78 H (Melanconiales) , 43 5l (5 A&
RS 23. 47 % F1 15. 31 % s fE @ K F B, 35 4k
& (Alternaria) ALK A & (Anthina) F12E 4%

W J& (Ectostroma) 2 3 RARFHIERE, 43 50 o5 L T& Bk
$19.90%.9. 70 % F 8. 93% . 32415 & 19 4 B
RNy BN R B, 4y A 130 54%0,19. 90 % (R
2), Ut B 3SR B AE B N A R R S E R
2 A7 YA I e o LR R A A% T B RS A TR

R2 EFRMANEEEMNEREAR

Table 2 The composition of endophytic fungi from J. regia in spring

l A [ R B
LHHE N (Deuteromycetes)  MBEHLH (Moniliales) MFEHIRL (Moniliaceae) I 55 B (Paepalopsis) 0.35 0.51
WM HE TR (Paceilomyces) 0.70 1.02
WA AL (Dematiaceae) B R (Alternaria) 13.54 19. 90

Yo LR (Tuberculariacea)
ke IR (Sphaeropsidaceae)

k5t fl H (Sphaeropsidales)

B H (Melanconiales)

TAHERE (Mycelia Sterilia)

TN (Ascomycetes) 4 H (Endomycetales)

AL (Melanconiaceae)

LR (Saccharomycetaceae)

W B IE (Prophytroma) 2.95 4.34
SRR E (Hormiscium) 0.70 1.02
%1% 8 (Echinobotryum) 2.78 4.08
TRBARTIR (Gonytrichum) 0.17 0.26
WeIHE (Fusarium) 5.21 7.65

0

HIH55 8 (Chaetomella) .52 0.77
Fe/NBIHLJE (Coniothyrium) 4,86 7.14
INRFEE (Dothiorella) 3.30 4,85
M S B (Phyllosticta) 0.52 0.77
25 S H 8 (Chaetophoma) 0.35 0.51
A HER (Phoma) 0.35 0.51
BIHIE (Melanconium) 5.73 8.42
KRB (Myzosporium) 0.52 0.77
#ilA )& (Sphaecloma) 1. 04 1.53
A JE (Colletotrichum) 3.13 4.59
2 ¥ g (Rhizoctonia) 0.35 0.51
INHEHJE (Sclerotium) 0.70 1.02
HHTHIE (Anthina) 6. 60 9.69
H2HE (Ozonium) 2.26 3.32
ZMHIE (Ectostroma) 6.08 8.93
et B (Saccharomyces) 5.38 7.91

2.3 EFUMNEERNSHYE

2.3.1 RRAEAZMALALAGSHE 2418
14 PN A TR FEAZ B AN TR S5 050 B4 4 A L 43 B R M 2 b
PESE R BT AR (R 3) . 45A 3 1 Al . ek 2k
HH EEAAAET 2 2R 1 AR A 25 AR A X
B KBRS R FBAL PN AR T IS A 2 R 43 s
FETE2E 5, 2 AR 25 R O 2B ELTR A B MR R e i N
31.63% ;1 2R Z . 30. 61 % ; How ik ik -+
25(22.19%) >M(15.56 %) . AL N4 B
KB FEERKRESR. RN WERZ .
o7 R R 7,40 %051 AR AR ZE 2R R R LU SS
R R L 40 00 5 AR S 6. 1296.7. 14 %52
EEZTEREERZ . SRR 8. 42% ., A
e T i B AR A B TORARAS AR B — 5 A A R R
il 52 T A FE A BE AR o B Ok A5 S R
J& /N AZ T8 R ZE AR R AR 1 AR AR 2R
O3 B O s 22 A TR R VR B AR TR AR Ak 2 AR

AR ZE TR A3 R 5 i el S L TR R LR A 7R R A
AR T 55 R AR T 25 h B ok . ANFEER £
PR B 2R 1 FAEEN SRR &
107, ik Ry 2 425 (0. 96) >F25(0. 79) >
0. 44)

2.3.2 FRAVHEMAELANG SHME KR
T M N A FLTE 1Y 43 B OB AETE 26 7 (R ) 4y B3
VR M1l BH (42, 60%) > H H (35. 71%) > i M
(20.66%0) . ANIR)AE 85 5540 T A0k 0 A BT 1 S
SR FTANTE . L PR N AR B DA AC R L R
FNEELEJE R P32 o0 ) o Bk B 22, 75 00 0
16. 77 % s 15 FHAZ Ak P9 2E B A rh 52 B A0 85w Ol pR 382
T o MR BN 18,52 %0 5 BB Ak Y AR ELRE I DL 5T
/0N T 460 Je R A A R S DRSS 34 T R S
19.29% o ABFEAS[R]AE 355 v b 3 3 310 AH 7] B4 ok » 0 e
TIWJE R GE R A HE LR R O TE R R A% T
J& A E ST . AN F AR RN AR L 0 2R
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B ANHETR . DALLBH A RE 23 B9 45 5E B 167 #k N 2R FLT
SET 14 AN s 0 AR B A E 1Y 85 bR N A= EL A
SR T 13 @ s B MR > B S E 1 140 BRI AR
PSR R T 15 8. 1l A 2 R MR o s (1. 30) ]
HWZ (L 15) . i A FA 0. 84)
F3 AEMUGRNEERLBHAN ..
SREEREBMYERE
Table 3 Composition, distribution, diversity and isolation frequency

of endophytic fungi in different parts from J. regia seedlings

0.250 0~0. 500 0 Z[] s A [A] A= 558 L 2 45 A HH
W (£ 6.
R4 AAERETRUNEEFTRHAK.
S EIREMN B REMIEE
Table 4 Composition,isolation frequency and diversity of

endophytic fungi in different habitats from J. regia in spring

Gy B/ %
P AE ELTE " o 14 o4
gz gz

Ik BT B (Paepalopsis) — 1.15 — 0.81
WA %8 (Paceilomyces) - 4. 60 — —
THEME R (Alternaria) — 32,18 20.00 20.97
Iz {5 B 5 )8 (Prophytroma) — — 14.17 —
ZESC R R | (Hormiscium) — — 3.33 —
K A 8 (Echinobotryum) - 18. 39 — —
i AR (Gonytrichum) — — — 0. 81
W W IR (Fusarium) 47,54  — 1.64 —
HH 528 (Chaetomella) 4.92 — — —
FE/NF LR (Coniothyrium) —  10.34 12.50 3.23
INRFEJE (Dothiorella) —  10.34  5.00 3.23
S E 8 (Phyllosticta) — 3.45 — —
W22 S BB (Chaetophoma) — — 1.67 —
LA H R (Phoma) — — 0.83 0.81
MR (Melanconium) — — 16.67 10.48
W IAIE (Myxosporium) — 3.45 — —
i 1R {8 )8 (Sphaecloma) — 6. 90 — —
RIHTH B (Colletotrichum) 1.64 5.75  0.83 8.87
2% )8 (Rhizoctonia) — — — 1.61
INH B (Sclerotium) — — 3.33 —
W (Anthina) — 1.15  3.33 26.61
22 g (Ozonium) — 2.30 9.17 —
ZM KR (Ectostroma) — — 5.83 22.58
kL J® (Saccharomyces) 45.90 — 2.50 -
ZREVERR I H 0.44 0.79  1.07 0.96
2.4 EFBRNEEFNBMUES T
2.4.1 FRELZMA L LEHGAME KR

(A Ak P 2L LB AR R AR AR B R (6 5) 1 AR AR 2R
2 AFEA ZE N A EL AR AL P &R B (0. 444 4)
HEAN T 25 09 2B T AR B R B0 IR (0. 066 7).,
R 5 At AV 114 AL 2R 00 ol AT L S A AN A AL
REL — 2 2122 k. BRIRLISN 1 4R S
T2 2 AR TN N A AFEHELE RN
rh SRR EENARARL . D0 2 AT N A A —
SE 25 51

2.4.2 ARAAZEBANELGGAME @it
R AL M R B AR A Jaccard A LM &R B
BRU B AN ) A B A Bk P A R R oL AR R

I EMR ) %
P AE L

L FH W% HAE
Iz £ 7 % J& (Pae palopsis) — 1.18 0.71
A % J& (Paceilomyces) — 4.71 —
24155 R (Alternaria) 22.75 17.65 17. 86
I 73 & 0 %5 )& (Prophytroma) — — 12.14
4592 Hh 0 85 B (Hormiscium) 2. 40 — —
4 %45 70 85 )& (Echinobotryum) 2.40 14.12 —
54 B B # & (Gonytrichum) — — 0.71
W 71 IR (Fusarium) 12.57 5.88 2. 86
HI 452 )& (Chaetomella) — 3.53 -
5 /NRFJE (Coniothyrium) 0. 60 — 19. 29
/NP & (Dothiorella) 1.80 8. 24 6.43
I 5.1 J& ( Phyllosticta) 1. 80 — —
B 25 45 B 8 (Chaeto phoma) — — 1.43
ZX S W8 (Phoma) — 2.35 —
B9 508 (Melanconium) — 7.06 19. 29
i 2@ (Myxosporium) 1. 80 — —
i 5 7 J@ (S phaecloma) 3.59 — —
BT B (Colletotrichum) 9.58 1.18 0.71
22 1% i )@ (Rhizoctonia) — — 1.43
/N A% B R (Sclerotium) — — 2. 86
WA H B (Anthina) 10.78 7.06 10. 00
W22 )& (Ozonium) 0. 60 14.12 —
250 B R (Ectostroma) 12.57 12.94 2. 14
%1 J& (Saccharomyces) 16. 77 — 2.14
PREL/ 167 85 140
&%/ & 14 13 15
LR H 1.30 0. 84 1.15

x5 EFEGRAEHUCAEERNHRUNERE
Table 5 The sorensen coefficients (Cs) among different

parts of J. regia plants in spring

FEA R 1AEAE 2% 242K T

i — 0.176 5 0.071 4 0.066 7
1AEA 2K - — 0.444 4 0.285 7
PR - — — 0.277 8

T2 — — — —

K6 AREREERMNEEHBMUNERE
Table 6 The similarity coefficients of endophytic fungi among

different habitats from J. regia in spring

KA Hb TR % H HA
1 e — 0.421 1 0.3810
W — — 0.400 0
HE - - —
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DB VE 11 BH B L3 H B AT ECE B AR AN [
FRAL A B RS 392 Bk N AE BUTA L A A DA s BIG
MR A 2 AFEAZE (124 B >1 4R 422 (120 #f) > T
ZE(87 MO M (61 Kk M - 20 S A7 3R 45 19 N 2R
B B0 R T 1 A ZUER AL, 1T g SR AR 5 L At A
7 T Ab 1 3R 855 O ) 3 1 . TR, 2 AR 25 R0 1 AR
A ZE 4 B AT B I N A T B AH AT T BE 2 T A
LN B IR AE KR A B AL ., X 5 H
b — AR Ay v P AR BCTA 4 A L BE 2R B R AR AL
TR L o A [ 3 A ) A ARL P K A A5 1k 15 B
T & F AR N AE L AE N R A AL 1) 2
FEPER

T BB AT TR AR
IABE RLEE DA R A LT B AR K IR B SR AN TR
FR 5 358 4 AR LR e ik A K AR AR R T A AR AL
IR E N A BB JC R A o B Ok X S LT
WAk AE L 2R — 2 s . 5K
k25 5 v N e 3 5 PR R AR A N A B
PRI 0B 2245 S, B Ay b 4 T ) T A Bk PN 2 ED TR 2 R
P,

AT 392 BRAE B IA N 24 J& U BBk N
HEWBAEEW N, B8 A5
Bl —EME —t, 5 - E Wi s R —
O Ho Rk 1 AR A 2 R 3R AR A AR R
BEA(T9.1700) R PRHR E (L. 07) ¥y fie i o 16 B
bk 1 AR N B 2R RN FE R . BF
Mk N A ECTA 38 B 68 8 (19. 90 20) 5 —flL
FHE 5 R R IE 1 52 B 1005 8 R R T A A E DL
a8 g —580 .
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