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1. BEMIR2E MR2EBE, BEBH 5500255 2. SRR K2 SN 48 1 b3R5 S 5080 %, $FH 550001

WE: aRLFTRAXAGFETELEIEIRETES (WD, £EAREXAMOF RN EBELZ L LR L AWAELL
ARG LEM-HBHEEAMALTE, RELBRBLERFTZEETMNS, 2B 54, fEdHFTA
EFERESWHMBEEDAN o« SHBA LRI ST ABAHEG 0. ERAV. AEBORE LR FERBAXK
A5 505 444 &, BT 90123084 B 169 #4296 B AH (3435 OTU, A F LLAALH 977119 R 53 B 90 #
127 /& (495 OTU), WD A 8 1121 9 78 B 150 A 246 /& (1 076 OTU), MG A 6 11 17 #R 55 B 99 # 129 &
(522 OTU). B # o $H M54 2+, Chaol , ACE,Shannon # #3 £ 34 WD X F MG &= LL. BAHE & H
ZAMH SR, LEASNELMER, LEANR, pHEA R R A H, AR, 2R TR XBABRH
TEAB LER S T 0.

X § . DEM-HBEYE; RE; LEAFSHES; HEESNG

FESES: Q938 XEFRERD: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2019)07 — 0021 - 09

B #n (Pinus massoniana Lamb. ) &3 [F Fg 7 H X 3 ARG R Fl, HAT G B vEoi . & AR
SRR, BN Th RS VR R Ay A AN YA MCHb AR PSR, HRAOR I AL A 25 Rt kLAY (Rhododendron
simsii Planch. )8 48 T I BT, X4 R5 D B A e M bk A p= h A B2 X S
A BT 2 1) AR R W T DA A A A R R B SRR L TR T R R Y R AR VE
SR, WA R ER AR B A 7, AR S R E YR Z R REFAE ST A R . AR
PEh R R =3 B A & B E 0 0 X, R G R . S0 AR W =2 1) 1) 4 K 43
. RER S0 B AR BB AR A AR B A v B A B A B 4, IR R Y A 0 R R R
ghby, I R AR, R R AR A MR R X T B SR A WSORN A B L SRR B e

H A2 A KA A RS T A D R AR S R B AR (Ectomycorrhiza, ECMD ! F AL 55 J& # 9 B R
(Ericoid Mycorrhiza, ERM) £ ¥£ 1 (1 BF 58 i 35'""', Heinonsalo %57 % [6] — £ 85 F 19 4L BY & 6 AR
P A R W R AR AT LE BSR4 Hh AL BY R AR TR TE A P AR A R TR A A AR ) TR R 2 TR) A7 TR
KRR, B X Ey R AA SR, FESVE AR A IS I T AR AR A Z AR (HA S B A
AOHETE DIRE W 2 MR e IRl B DUAE RS AR B R IR AE D E e X . R0 S R AL A Y A
T AL RS AR R R A A 7R R M X 3 S A LR B 2R R B H R A AR RS TR S AR M, DAY
34 ¥ (internal transcribed spacer, ITS) X AE R I FF 0F 58 X, 3 oo 06 A 25 2% D B 4 M M 90 2 R 1 K+

O WHHEM. 2018-10-23
HAeWH. BEARBER S H (31460136, 31560223, 31660156) 5 HHH& BRI H (B A& L[ 201612522 %5, BAE4 LH ¥
[2017]7354 5.
fEZRif . B8 JFA991 5. Lo, BEAFFTAE . 38N F R Y 5 W5 R 2 A5
WG Bk &, B, B A .
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HESR Oy X ELUTE BEVE B N Jn 2 T AR A AR RS L T RE A A HE A A AR AR 4P K AR AR AL L A R A
2 FE A 1 R B B2 R )

1 #R57EZE
1.1 WFsEstsR

TR B0 Tl RS B X ) B H T 2 S X H 2 (WD) | fEIR X 6 (MG) Fi 5 M 48 35 g e 5L B e 48 1L 2R AR
B (LL) 3 A XA . WF5E XAEIRE N BB AR TR ARE L HEARZ L AR, b D AR AL AY i
Ho s WA YRR . DR 15~20 m, 98 25~35 cm; FRASES 1. 75~2. 40 m, HiF 2. 5~3. 2 cm. BLAM, #E
AR W) IR H AR (Quercus fabri Hance) . FEE (Castanea seguinii Dode) ZE LR AR, B rh il X & W 4y 2=
DR R S, LI e e 32, RERE, LA E. AFIRY 15,3 °C, MM E S T 870 mm, T3
FARS 28 SR 79. 900, HIERTHE 704 25. 700, JoRal 200 d L L.
1.2 REFE

F 2017 4E5 A 15 H .17 H . 20 HA07E 3 AE gk RS R Ak S A2 1 R B BS 1 S5 L FE 9%
#3720 mX 20 m MBRERE Y R BR AL AS I 5 B DL R AORSECE 2 A, Hh 3 I i 00 AR A & AR
XA, FZH 5~20 cm AOAE B AR B 200 A0 )2 . BT IBORDIE & AR 1 1T 6 Bl el JBCR 25 B 0~1 mm AR FE 0.5 ¢
AL A AR R BT ZRE MY R M X R 3 N RE DT R AR 3 N RE ML, AR S =2 18] ] B A o
5m, W —3L 9 AFES, FIBSRIBURERZE (5~20 em) AIAE BSR40 . 5000 T 5 76 R AR Z BT 38 28 5 7™ 4%
KA, FEARAE G St 20 R AL B, 4 5 DR AFFE — 20 °C kA b 45 H.
1.3 HiEYAEMLEFSIOUE

TEYH R A A i R T A AN 28 540, P RE MU AT o ZFEPE S0 HT . SR Shannon-Wiener Z 1%
FEE(D)H Pielou B2 B H(J) 73 #r 3 AR HUAE W) 2 A HEARAE.

D:—Z pi In pi
i=1

s

J=—>) pilnpi/InS

{h S AWFEH . N j@#iﬂﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ%%ﬁZ%ﬂi Pi N MR BT R LB, Pi=Ni/N, Ni i il
Yoo ARG B0 E LR ER A T )N E T3 pH EAA LT, A%, B, RO AL A (R D).
x1 HBEEERERTF

AL B Y BETEYT o« ZFE1E
FEH oH A LB/ 2R/ WA/ MR/ B/ b J
(gekg ™ % % % %
LL 3.8240.19b 37.32+0.19b 25.9144.31c 1.8240.13b 2.57£0.22a 32.48%3.77b 2.4640.04b 0.4340.01ab
MG 3.72£0.08b 61.9746.87a 55.42+6.52a 3.43+1.07a 2.77%0.54a 42.19%+2.83a 2.27%0.3b 0.37£0.05b
WD 4.4640.22a 52.73+4.35a 41.3549.34b 2.5940.45ab 1.25+0.19b 34.75%5.71lab 2.9340.12a 0.46+0.02a

V. D T 4562 Shannon-Wiener ZBEHEAE SR Piclou #9457 BE A8 B0 [RIBI/ING 50 R [l 365 2 B G5 12 8 X (p<<0. 05).
1.4 HEREEE DNARIEZEESF

& H Tllumina MiSeq ARG /¥ °F- & %I #£ 78 DNA R B 347 0o I 7 CHy b 0 IR A% o A= 9 0 s 28 =) 5
WO . F IR & omega EZNA soil extration kit 42 BT B 20 3 AR ] + 3 b (9 EL B DNA A, FIH 0. 8%
(18 36 G HHL Uk RN 58 A 43 606 BE A TN DNA (1 5 i AV 8. A I & 4% U . R 4 ) tDNA-TTS R 5F X
i sl W, WS, 5 -GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG-3'; T H5l #: 5 -GCTGCGTTCT-
TCATCGATGC -3" . A7 4E S ¥E Y 1 PCR RN FEF K« 98 C WIAAEYE 2 min; 25 NEIF, 4G
98 °C ., $AME 15 s, 55 ‘CIB A 30 s, 72 ‘CHEH 30 s5 )i 72 °C FE{H 5 min, 10 CRAE. K58 P24 ik
T, 28t i, SCEMI & A A% e AL . 0 45 2 /9 3% 7 81 48 58 & GenBank 045 FE https: //
www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/sra/SRP133922, & 55 SRP133922. K15 AAKCIE 5 . X 5 & AT 3045 A



%74 b, . BPRRE DA HBHEABKE LY SR 3

g, I QUME #4 % OTU (Operational Taxonomic Units) IH 3 F14> 25 CHEALBE BB K 97 %), R
Ji UNITE %48 22 47 OTU R4y 9F 0 4 e (kA7 %5 . 3643 OTU FEMEZ IR, iH5H 8R4
&1 Alpha ZREHE,

KH SPSS 2. 0 ik, i HES B ED, MW HEMEY o ZFM. LRSS, FARERELEAER « £
ek, A A Python 2. 7 3R XF 4H (8] & 35 Mk 22 R B BEAE Linear discriminant analysis effect size (LEfSe) 43 #7.

iz AR SFRE, M RIES ape £, vegan £, gbmplus 3% B 5 40 /K A 3 A8 #5439 B (Princi-
pal Coordinates Analysis, PCoA) , X B RFE5 ) 54BN T (HY « 2R 1SR ZRIPETTR 53T (Re-
dundancy Analysis, RDA).

2 HRE5HMH

2.1 AEAXAMBEAREERZFEM

IR A RF P 505 444 55, count {HIR Z B 265 bp, ik 44 656 45; FE X AL H A 190~
290 bp, length fHFE %K 2 000~20 000. FILKEMF] 3 435 4~ OTU, XEELER BT 917123 4 84 H 169
Bl 389 J@ H B, Hop LL ALASH BRI 2 1 9 1] 19 49 53 H 90 Bk 127 J& (495 4~ OTU), WD HE WA 8
7214478 H 150 B 246 J& (1 076 4~ OTU)» MG WA 6 1117 4455 H 99 B 129 J&§ (522 4~ OTU). Pril 3
i OTU Hoi MK EI/MEK S WD, MG, LL, 34 OTU ¥k 162 4>, WD #5451 OTU %&b 685 4, MG
FLL 435024 192 ASF1 158 A, 3 AFEHUAR B EL I OTU Fh 28 FIEUE: 22 80K,

WRAEERE OTU WEHIFAHT A OTU EZ 38T 9 17(Plylum) B # : Ascomycota(63. 6%0) . Basid-
iomycota(22.0%), Zygomycota(10. 8%), Rozellomycota(0. 2%), Glomeromycota(0.1%), Chytridiomy-
cota(0.0%), Cercozoa(0.0%), Ciliophora(0.0%), Neocallimastigomycota(0.0%) (& 1la). Ascomycota
5 LR . E WD, MG, LL T i B9 43 51 /2 62. 586,52, 63%,75. 71 % ; HIKJ2& Basidiomycota, B i L4
A3 & WD(33.62%) ,MG(18. 97 %), LL(13. 515%).

9N KEST 23 9, KHEFEEEK 10 MK N : Sordariomycetes(18. 9% ), Archaco-
rhizomycetes(18. 3%), Eurotiomycetes (15.1%), Agaricomycetes (10.8%), Tremellomycetes (9.5%),
Leotiomycetes(4. 4% ), Dothideomycetes(2. 4%), Wallemiomycetes (2. 4%) , Incertae sedis (1. 0% ), Pe-
zizomycetes (0.6%). H i # 40 Sordariomycetes 5§ F 43 5 H MG (7.96%), WD (24.88%), LL
(23.96%); HIKFE Archaeorhizomycetes, 7 L2518 MG (14.28%), WD (5.44%), LL(35.08%).

84 HH FEE®E M 10 4~ H: Archaeorhizomycetales (18.3%), Eurotiales (14.1%), Hypocreales
(13.4%), Tremellales(9.1%), Mortierellales(6. 8% ), Sebacinales (4.6%), Mucorales (3.8%), Gemi-
nibasidiales (2.4 %) ; Incertae sedis(2.4%), Chaetosphaeriales(2.0%). Pi# & H Archaeorhizomycetales
H A MG (14.28%), WD (5.44%), LL (35.08%): H K2 Eurotiales, 5 It 4F 5 K MG
(21.40%), WD(13.55%), LL(7.31%).

169 Bl R E ) 10 DRI N . Archaeorhizomycetaceae(18. 3% ), Trichocomaceae (14.1%),
Mortierellaceae(9. 1%), Cordycipitaceae (6.8%), Hypocreaceae(5.9%), Umbelopsidaceae(3.7%), Se-
bacinales. Group. B (2.9%), Geminibasidiaceae (2.4%), Myxotrichaceae (2.2%), Chaetosphaeriaceae
(2.0%). B} Archaeorhizomycetaceae i tb 4351 MG (14. 28%), WD(5. 44 %), LL(35.08%); Hik
J& Trichocomaceae, 5258 MG(21.40%), WD(13.51%), LL(7.31%).

389 B EB PP RHBEA . Archaeorhizomyces (18.3%), Penicillium (13.7%), Oidiodendron
(2.1%) s Cordyceps(5.5%), Trichoderma (3.9%), Chloridium (1.8%) , Cryptococcus(8.8%) , Gemini-
basidium (2. 4%), Tremellodendron(1.5%), Russula (1.4%), Mortierella (6.8%), Umbelopsis (3. 7%)
520 VB (F 1b). HiA LL M X AT 3 MMEEJE A Archaeorhizomyces (35.08%), Cordyceps (16.58%),
Penicillium (7.20%); WD Hi X B Mortierella (15.09%), Penicillium (12.85%), Trichoderma
(6.10%) 3 MG N Penicillium (20. 95%), Cryptococcus(19.89%), Archaeorhizomyces (14.28%). M4k,
TEREHMNBIWEEE T, MG ¥8 BEWAE Letrouitia s Inocybe, Brachyphoris, Placopsis, Suillus %5, I
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B4 36.3%; WD B EWAH Harzia, Chalara, Verticillium » Odontia , Bandoniozyma %, 5 6.9%;
LL %8 HE A Wilcoxina s Hydnocystiss Sympodiella s, Chaenothecopsis, Boletinellus %, &5 5.6%.

100 - 1001
W Archaeorhizomyces
80 80 W Penicillium
I Cryptococcus
] W Mortierella
Asc'mlnycota W Cordyceps
[ Basidiomycota B Trichoderma
|- W Zygomycota L B Umbelopsis
§ 2 [ Rozellomycota § 60 B Geminibasidium
1w M Glomeromycota 1 = g;l”li")‘;‘l];l"‘"z""
-|-|-|— B Chytridiomycota .|.|.|. W Tremellodendron
7 M Cercozoa 4 B Russula
w40 M Ciliophora [ 40+ W Jlyonectria
+“= M Neocallimastigomycota gz W Staphylotrichum
M Others B Humicola
W Arachnopeziza
W Acremonium
M Cylindrocarpon
20 20 B Lactarius
B Massarina
W Others
0 0
— o o — (e} o — (e} o
O 0 0 a 4o QA j j j
= =2 2 2 g2 B
(b)

E1 HEREEERBN(QNEBEDLEEEE
BREZREE T N3 2 BT, 3 N HBIX BB Simpson 155024 % AR .35 Chaol $5%0F ACE 5 %45 A1
£, WD 23K+ MG F1 LL, 1 LL Al MG Z [ %A & % 2 5 ; Shannon 552 WD & 3 KT MG
LL, MG 5 LL Z[H 27 AR K.
*2 DEM-MREEEHLRETEEESHEER

b Simpson 8 %X Chaol 8%k ACE 5%k Shannon 8 #(
MG 0. 88a 255.33b 255.33b 4.19b
WD 0.96a 635. 00a 650. 00a 6. 15a
LL 0. 83a 255.67b 255.89b 3.77b

I W3NG F RN R ROR 25 58 Geih 5 58 L (p<<0. 05).
2.2 IREEERKEHESEY

WCHRE 169 BHAR X BE 5 KA AT 100 B, 32 ] LEfSe ShHrdiie) 3 vE 22 R RE, b AMERT 3.0/
ELEMEA 34 A, GER LI 24, 2H1E) 22 52 4r S FROT AN AT 2b 7R, LL 22 539878 W Archaeorhizomycetales
1 Archacorhizomycetaceae; MG & Orbiliales A1 Orbiliaceae; WD Hi[X 2 748 /R B A : Geoglossales Geo-
glossaceae, Incertae sedis, Peltigerales Collemataceae; Orbiliales Orbiliaceae, Leptosphaeriaceae; Hypoc-
reales Bionectriaceae, Incertae sedis, Nectriaceae; Incertae sedis, Melanosporales, Ceratostomataceae;
Xylariales Xylariaceae, unidentified; Boletales; Diplocystidiaceae, Boletaceae; Clavulinaceae; Clavulinace-
ae; Ganodermataceae, Polyporales; Sebacinaceae. RJAFRH, Y MXEHEZ R R EHERZ, &5 9 1H
18 AR, 1 LL.MG 205 A 1 AH A1 AHL
2.3 AEREEFNEREENZN

T HE b T A B AR PR B A A R L X 10 AN 1 B B KA AR AR (PCoA) A A (] 3a). 1R
LL b X 3= 2 )P0 #5 4X 2 Sordariomycetes, Archaeorhizomycetes A1 2 A8 € W40 s WD Hb X 3 2 948
PH N A Sordariomycetes, Leotiomycetes, Dothideomycetes Fll Incertae sedis; MG Hit X [ {1 & # 40 h
remellomycetes fll Eurotiomycetes. RDA 43 A7 485 ¥ B ¥ 9 b 22 K PE X5 51 10 4> 08 20 29 5 A 19 52 ) (]
3b), B 1M 2 BRI BRI ZETTERE N 65.26%; HpE 1 EHM R AWK TFAR T EALE R
38.20%, % 2 Ik 27. 06 % ; Shannon ZFEMEFEE (D) . Pielou ¥4 540 (J ) 5 Archaeorhizomyce-
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tes BIEMCK R, HEHAM 9 DN EE 2 AR R, FHMWITR T, DY Z R A ERE, -
SR O3 N RS L LT D B Ry e R g3 T R B SR O X ELTE RE TR A5 A A RZ R (18] 30> B 1 RIS 2
F 4l Ry 2 TTER A 66. 7800, Hir AR 1 F Bl R L TR AN K P A Ry 258 SR 38,2600, 2 - Eh U
28,5200, IR 3 A X R I EH B A K- 19 5 AR BRI AN, TN, AP, C, pH fi, AK, 1M
H AN, TN 5 AP BAH B W FEH; AP, AN, TN 5 Eurotiomycetes, Sordariomycetes, Tremellomyce-
tes F unidentified B #E 43 75 A 1F AH 26 P, XF H 52 m B K M C 5 Agaricomycetes, Dothideomyecetes,
Leotiomycetes, unidentified. 1 54851 ; pH {H  AK 55 Archaeorhizomycetes, Incertae sedis 5 11 45 5 1.
H UL AT B DA VR 450 5 A B 4 ANLTNLAPLAK,pH A, Y Z M. 5 B Z % U HEE. BE,
S5 B RSB o0 (R 1), 459 S RE AL AL B B V5 AL A AR F M B R IR 45 A £ 232 11 pH
{8, TN, AN, AP,C K H %) Shannon Z M 19 25 G 52 .
mm ] s=mMG =mWD

f_Necriaceae § -

g unidetified <

c¢_Lecanoromycetes 0@ ®an & -1l
o_Pseudocyphellaria R \ 7 &

f_Lobariaccac .t‘& :. 1 ‘0 QO ‘.// Po, . MG

et " Q \ jo'

g_Pseudacy()hellnrm @ ..o B & l... 03 s WD
_Myrothecium . o) O /o

¢_unidentified o o B o: f Mycosphacrellaceae
g_unidentified Q B b: { unidentified
f_unidentificd :\ B c: c_Eurotiomycetes
= 8 A . 7
¢_Eurotiomycetes ;‘ P ] d: £ Loabariocas
0_Mucorales - e: o_Peltigerales
¢_Tremellomycetes o—0 ¢_Lecanoromycetes
= ¥

o_unidentified

[}

. £

B g f unidentified
B 1 _unidentified
%

f_unidentificd o= _unide
¢_unidentified "./“. - 3 Neclriaoese

e X j: £ unidentified
¢_unidentified A, B k f SebacinalesGroupB
f_M}(cosp!laerellaccae ’.//,'. - I: ¢_Tremellomycetes
g_unidentified o4 B o § unidentified
f_unidentified B n: o_unidentified
g_unidentified % B o: c_unidentified
g_unidentified B p: o_Mucorales

f_SebacinalesGroupB
o_unidentified
f_unidentified
g_unidentified

3 4 HEALAR

LDA SCORE (log 10)

(@ (b)
B2 AHNAEFEEZERNSEBAT () METALEELEM(DWARERSLHT

3 iS4

3.1 HERELTEERSHEESH

b i X AN AL B R VE AL RS AR A TR W EE 2R, LA ERF RN TR E ] (Ascomyco-
ta) FIH T8 '] (Basidiomycota) BT/, % & 14 1 42 W 49 ( Archaeorhizomycetes) . #{ % I# 49 ( Eurotiomy-
cetes) . FE7 B 49 (Leotiomycetes) 55 ; 1 F B 1A B 4 (Tremellomycetes) . 17 $H B 49 ( Wallemiomyce-
tes) . 2B 4 (Agaricomycetes) 4. EH IR, HIEEE A ZAEME S M 13 0 48 05 A0 2 FE PR A S 3R
BEMI T AR 2R 2 B AT A AR DL LA I A A, ECRE A 2SR e R B R B A L
FE AN AR S A AR (ECMD B T AR y AL B Jm #8091 AR CERMD |, BIF 5 & BP0 2 S [R) 2B 3% #0 15 J2 3t 4
FEENRMRART. FEEEBERAREREA ECM @ H 9N H 8 (Agaricomycetes) F1 21 4% J& (Russula)
WA ERM #7558 4040 B3 40 )& (Oidiodendron) . MR FI A5 1 15 15 40 515 B 32 UL 9 B 2 AK 201 . ) Bl 28
K1 T A TR AR R A AR AR T 0 T R VAL IR Ah, PR R B RS B B A K3 . Rosling 4510 B
58 42 T (Archaeorhizomyces) & B H 3 3 A7 76 T H5 8 AL RS J& A1 HC At [ it A% 9 AR FAR PR -3 rpr, R H
AR A R GERNAF R R S . O A TR AR TR 6L 3 B0 M A A HOAS TR R 22 R AR S5 A, OF RS
. WiME R (Mortierella) . KB J& (Trichoderma) M B J& (Penicillium) HAG J&§ A G J1 . BEWE 4 fit
RN E IR YD . XE R R TR PIER BARBER T HEIE . )8 . W5 TR (Sebacina) |
BRI 8B (Cryptosporiopsis) 55 AE A 6] AR T 48 46 (Rhododendron ovatum) AR WA & Y. af LIFH S, 2
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T T B2 Ty R A ek B R % Ak S AR TR 9 5 O ECEE L W D RE PR AR . R A AR R B T BT

TE R AN E A A 05T 0 X

0.8F

04}

2

047

3.2

-06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08
T T T T T T T
- 0.8
03
- 0.6
02 unidentified.1
WD3 ordariomycetes - 04
Dothideomycetes LL1
011 WD2 02
Agaricomycetes 1%
~ 0 Incertae.sedis LL3 0
E=zd i -
= Leotiomycetes \unidentiﬁed
MG2 LL2 4 0.2
-0.1 N MG Archaeorhizomycetes
Eurotiomycete:
-4 04
0.2 Tremellomycetes
MG1
I ! 1 I L 706
-0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3
B 1
(@
1 MGl
MG1 LL3 :
_ 0.50
© MG3
: Tremellomycetes .
Eurotiomycetes AP 025t Eurotiomycetes Tremellomycetes
L Pielou(J) MG Sordariomycetes WDZE
| -
Archaeorhizomycetes . unidentified
L. Shannon (DY T LT Leotiomycetes . ] ~ A LL2
identified I is | 000 om0 O brrererreiiiia e T f sttt
unidentifie ncertae sedis ﬁ 0 [\ saricomycetes
Dothideomycetes .
pH unidentified WDI WwD2 D othldef)mycetes H Archaeorhizomycetes
A Leotiomycetes
LL3 (Sordariomycetes —0.25 F unidentified.l * MG3A
Al - 37 + Incertae.sedis
MG2:
wD3 I WD3
M ™
¥V AN
: C Agaricomycetes LL1
- - : -0.50 |, :
-0.8 -0.4 0 0.4 -0.5 0 0.5
B 1 1
(b ©

K 3C I, CRHAMR, TN HA%R . AN N#AE, AP i, AK bz,
3 EHAENKFEHNTLESH(a) EFRKETEEEYSHEED)MLERIHBIT R ()

BRELXEEENHEENER

LEfSe 73 HT 7R, By 3 A Hb D2 [8) R R 45 40 22 S 80K i 100 DR E TR 22 S48 /R B, 525 (WD) Hh
X B2 S R s s 9 A~ H 18 AR, MEHE(LL) . Xk (MG /3 HA 1AHM 1 AR X Fh 22570l 58
S TR b R0 S R L R B N B 5 . M BE Alpha ZREMER F . Chaol, ACE, Shannon
%08 WD 2% KT MG A1 LL, 1 LL fl MG Z [ A B #2255, WD MiIX 13 pH H B 3% & T MG
LL, i MG fl LL 26 % R % , 4% Priyadharsini %" 38, pH (B 52 i BB A K 00 38 858 0 pe s -+ e vh 4y i
P FETEARAS s I pH E M50 WD Hb X BF ZREM I BB RN Z —, AKX REE OTU Ha MK F] /N
WK WD, MG, LL, %) Shannon ZF:H485(D) N K E/MEK S WD, MG,LL, WD #i X # OTU %k
K, YO REE. MY LESS R EHE A SRS A T SR SRS Y 2R
PEX Az 25 R G0 7= A BURCRE W, G 8s AR AR A= 4 8 R0 - B LT A A AE . 38 A B R AR B O A B i A
Mgt s WA, WED A EAE T LIRS AR RE N TIRE 2 HEM:, WY 2R, A2 7= J 38 & R
A5 i ) B iR AL
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ZHAYFR . HYREE AT T A BAE T, A A S A SRR AR R Ak bt e A
VT, LIERREE R 2R R 25 AR I T B RE B MZE M B Z ALY RDA 0T R . EUI A BEVE 45 4
2SI Z REVE N R e SR A R, i B T LBEVE S M A, b B B VR 45 M 5 4 pHL (i,
AN, TN, AP EAEYI#Y Shannon 850D M VER K. S50 % | Dickie 255 458201, + HE BB
MR RSN T HEE ., LT REATERE D EFEMXXR, WAV E R R 2
HSHEYFEEZ AR, FMREEIEFESWNELT . BRI aimEi=, MY 2L,
) T R T 2 T D H A L AR Y RS A WD Ml X R A A S TR S MR 2 R A
e FEESR B EE R, HNFEEHED S TRERER TRENENRES RS, EWRZHEES AR
I FEE R — 8O A, X 5 Kernaghan'", Priyadharsini %' (f W &M L. HE 4040 I8 & & B0 A WL
I 25 55 W) T ) R R = SR AR AR W R S R, TR R A A 6T 5 T R MK A 3R, R TR B 3R T X
) TR AR TR 5 At 3 B AR B R BB R B T 2 ) S A S A B R O A&

BEAN, 520 D AR 25 4 1 — A B DR R EL P T OB . A A R AR R LA K B S A A T AR
AT AR L A G Al 2 TR TR AR B PR T R R R A RO A 2, R R o R v 3 B AN 1% T S 1 R AL
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Diversity of Soil Fungi in the Rhizosphere of Rhododendron simsii
within Pinus massoniana-R. simsii Communities in Central Guizhou

XIONG Dan's OU Jing', LI Lin-pan'.
YANG Shu-ting's, HE Yue-jun', LI Chao-chan”

1. College of Forestry , Guizhou University , Guiyang 550025, China ;

2. Key Laboratory of Mountainous Environment of Guizhou, Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang 550001, China

Abstract . Taking the Pinus massoniana-Rhododendron simsii communities in three areas of WuDang (WD),
MengGuan (MG) and Longli (LL) in Central Guizhou as the research objects, the rhizosphere soil of R.
simsii was collected for high-throughput sequencing to analyze species diversity. The effects of vegetation a di-
versity and soil nutrient on fungal communities were analyzed with the principle tative ecology. A total of 505
444 effective sequences were obtained from the rhizosphere soil of R. simsii, belonging to 9 phyla, 23 clas-
ses, 84 orders, 169 families and 296 genera (3 435 OTU). Among them, LL fungi 9 phyla, 19 classes, 53
orders, 90 families, and 127 genera (495 OTU); WD fungi 8 phyla, 21 classes, 78 orders, 150 families and
246 genera (1 076 OTU) ; and MG fungi 6 phyla, 17 classes, 55 orders, 99 families and 129 genera (522
OTU). Alpha diversity analysis showed that the Chaol, ACE and Shannon indices were all in the order of
WD>MG and LL. The community structure of the flora was affected by the diversity of habitat plants and
soil nutrients, and fungi diversity was consistent with plant diversity. Soil organic matter (C), pH, available
phosphorus (AP) , available nitrogen (AN), and total nitrogen ( TN) largely explain the response mechanism
of the distribution of fungi species to the changes of soil nutrient.

Key words: Pinus massoniana-Rhododendron simsii community; rhizosphere; soil fungal diversity; high

throughput sequencing
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