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WE: 32055 DNA £ 844 7 46 DNA £ £ % 3% K (DNA-Metabarcoding) , #% B ik %€ A A F
A, MR AR MNBELEDF EHEBFRFZTEAT AT R ARBERAZX —F Ao THEERS RRAMHFR
ERARSHN, ARAN. I0F L LR FTEARSVARNE, SHUAFETERS; ERKFLANARER
B BRER. BEES SRS BEARSNEF, AHFROTAS LB ATHEARAT — 2P0 REH
M 1055 15 FALELEHA S HRANERS.
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DNA 7 £ (DNA metabarcoding) $ AR 2 —F L DNA I A S T — R0 FH A MG o] 1
FOrHTIR G REM DNA DURAGREZ W Fh 2 R b 1 7 357 DNA ZE % 5 AR 2R — BER M9 DNA 0E
1 7 51 ke X W B kA7 5 58 50326, N R % K Hebert fig 48 B . 51 sanger 7 AL fE X} 8 —
FESHEAT DNA T, 1 e 3 a0 7 £ R o] 3R A DNA #E47 R Ay, af k4 RE A Y HGEEMW
DNA H Bt A9t ZAEMERF I 404, Bl DNA SIEAS 50 e 7 AR A9 A W7 0k 2 DA B 2508 5 5085
PR A 5835 . DNA 2B E AR T B A Wi se e, Tz R TA W 2R .

DNA Z 508 A0 LIk, B g T ik £ 9. Farruggia 25 5] B ARG 00 5 4 & 35 3h ) 35408,
O3 A FLIRE B A4S R T ) ZREPED s RPGEEFIH COT LA T K 1 e Z RS 5 Taberlet %5 5
0 LI s ) - R ST TR 2 R, O O F R AR W) 2 RE R R A 0 4 i BRI AR AL T nT REEN L KA,
DNA 72 £ A5 H AR B T Bt o L A A e g o A A PEAL T AR 4

2 3¢ (Brasenia schreberi) JEMEERIK AE B ALY, B S EAR. BEISAEM Y R, BA BN
W . BB IBE . PO AP S 2 R R B P AT A S A R R, R SR R
FVEY 0 IE % AR KT AR SCE B ITS(Internal Transcribed Spacer) 3 [H ¥ 51 4E A 43 F#ric . W DNA
T Z T8 B R R 2 3 B A ) R AE AF R A - 5 B 2 AR SR AT AT OE . O 2 S B IR A DR 9 R 2 R
e B S

O WHHEM. 2018-06-27
HEeWH. EERT SIS R A BB A3 £ W H (cstc2017shms-kj{p80009); Pims KA QI FrE 4T H/ K B S 1EWH
($2201802).
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1 #MBEF*®
1.1 HEmRESESE

2017 4F 5 H bA), REFEKT A B R KE /B FREAERR D58 14, 5 8, 10 4, 15 4, 20 19
SRR 38, HAAESEEI S mX5 m B 3 MR, RSB IRERE T W BEAL R 3 4y 1 4F, BUREIR
BEO0~25 ecm. 2R EES TERAIMHEE, BEETkE. REFINE 1 PR,

x1 #HER
A A FR EoRe2 KA W4/ m
14E ly 30. 148 898°N, 108. 532 048°E 1153
30. 148 675°N, 108. 534 808°E 1125
30.147 865°N, 108. 537 806°E 1135
5 4F Sy 30. 148 623°N, 108. 531 898°E 1148
30. 147 956°N, 108. 532 045°E 1162
30. 148 507°N, 108. 533 205°E 1154
10 4F 10y 30. 146 095°N, 108. 532 602°E 1135
30. 146 568°N, 108. 533 052°E 1 145
30. 146 523°N, 108.532 257 2°E 1158
15 4F 15y 30. 148 114°N, 108. 53 3097°E 1158
30. 148 265°N, 108. 532 056°E 1147
30. 149 002°N, 108. 534 026°E 1143
20 4F 20y 30. 144 992°N, 108. 533 312°E 1167
30. 144 356°N, 108. 533 405°E 1152
30. 142 506°N, 108.532 356°E 1125

1.2 #8572 DNA 2B

fifi FH MoBio 5 77 + 3545 ¥ DNA $2BURF & (b 52 s% 2 BHE A BRA 7D #E47 45 FF 5 195 DNA 2
I, 53] 15 6y 8 DNAL K AR A 8509 3 6y DNA BET 45 IR & . 15815 %8 PCR #Y 5 14 & DNA.

1.3 PCR ¥ #EERNF

PCR Wk %K 25 pl, & ANTP Mixture(REFEAY A, 2.5 mmol/L)2 pL, PCR buffer CRI%ES
AEWATE,, 10X)2.5 pl, IERIAGIH(2. 5 pmol/L) 4 1.0 pL., Taq DNA R& i (KEFEY AT pl,
& DNA 25 1 pLL(30~50 ng)» HAHM ddH, O %M % 25 pl.

PCR #3514 ITS1(KZ) 250 bp), 1EM G ¥TFFH GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG, K175
J¥515 GCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGC. PCR WIEARRITH . 94 °C FAEM: 1 min; 94 °C 281 5 min, B K
W 55 °C #5%E 1 min, 72 °C #EM 1 min, 30 MEH; H&J5 72 CHEM 7 min.

By & DNA 9784 33k, SRJEH 3 iy PCR W48 Bk 5. PCR ™99 )5 H] Tllumina MiSeq -
£, R 250PE W5 SR M, H 1 IR AR 1 A2 W R A B W] 58 1.

1.4 HELESSHF
1.4.1 R4S FEEE LEZFKFFE

RIS 6 02X FASTQ /9 Wi 7 91 18 — {5 5 & i A . A FLASH 808 38 47 Be X 3% #2, i i

QIIME #4418 F USEARCH 6 25 I 5l B ASOR B 5 Fl itk 5 14 77 510, DT 3R A% B> AR 1 3507 971,
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1.4.2 OTU X o Fo i £ ¥oAs 552

I QIIME # /4, ¥4 J UCLUST X i i J¥ 41 4% 97 % 09 /¥ 50 A LB 3547 OUT 2, kg4
OTU Hi KJFH R F 45 FIH QIIME H iy BLAST, ¥AUEF 415 UNITE 84 JE Xt 354 OUT
I RAE R

B AT OTU R 40 1 X5 40 2 M A % 58 45 R AT 4831, B Excel il Mothur #{4i H 7K F L 19 B 7%
ZH R BT FIRE i ] VENN &,
1.4.3 Alpha % #1447

i R 84 vegan B2 7 AT &K AEA ) Chaol 8 E 5. ACE F & 5%, Shannon 2 #£ % F5 B A
Shannon-Wiener 2 FE V38 50017115
144 S EFHARSI

i 11 GraPhlAn, X REAS SR AE 55 43 KT 19 20 b S5 G o [] Bk DAAS [R] 25 €5 [X 43 4% 43 28 HA 0T, IR
b R RN S e AT Y A A A

i R B 0 pheatmap 2742, X3 BERT 50 A7 149 J8 4T 5 35 53 B 22 il # 5.

2 # R

2.1 OTUREZFLTE
WE, B 1A OTU SR 1 AHEw YR, WEBxF OTUZETT. W, B, B, & . M0 K FisT T
YeoE. ZEHRW, B FORTAEBR AR, OTU BE Je 3 i js v /b i B, U BA 26 3% 4 1 B0 B0 e 1 e
k. FE 10 AFE AR ZE SR Pk B (R 2).
£2 OTURIAMSHMTLEELERGIT

N ] el H B & F
ly 235 211 204 181 156 238
Sy 680 585 568 517 431 718
10y 1060 893 879 809 707 1138
15y 984 883 868 808 695 1067
20y 789 674 659 619 519 838

WA OTU 1 Venn B, X 54
BEASEAT I OTU 0 36, 1 AFAEREAMA
OTU %k 120, 5 4F LA OTU Kk
437, 10 EEREA A OTU %8 651, 15
EAEREAIA OTU 0k 649, 20 A FEA _
A OTU %k 378, Wl LI M AL A 2 i) fY 1sy £
FRARLE 22 S0 (L D).

2.2 Alpha &# S

FHAER LI R T, Chaol F & JE
TR EONNEI R 1 4R4: 5 4R A= 20
AEAE 15 4R 10 4R ACE E & MR
BOKR/INKF I Chal #5405 Simpson £ Ff ;
PE3E BRI Shannon 22 FE FEFE BN/ 1k 4 7k o
¥Ih 1ARAE L 20 4R 5 AEA L 15 AR 10 4F

1 #%& OTUH Venn E
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AL RIS ERA I, 23 TR IRV R AR RO BRI (R 3).
K3 HEMEMSHEEEY

=FN Chaol 8%k ACE 5% Simpson 8 %1 Shannon-Wiener $§ %1
ly 261.43 266. 74 0. 869 223 4.17

Sy 873. 00 873.00 0. 986 820 7.92

10y 1 363.90 1 376. 50 0.991 564 8. 43

15y 1274.11 1 275.98 0.987 933 8. 14

20y 965. 10 973. 81 0.984 933 7.52

e REANRE A 1 I R
2.3 AEAEREXTEEFHENAK

Wk OTU R Fop2e 8, 1 AFEAEZSE Wl m 7171, 1840, 45 H, 70 F}, 83 J& . 138 g AL; 5
AR E AR 7T 21 . 54 H. 95 B, 136 JB | 244 P AL 10 A ZESE A BETE R 70T, 22 40
61 H. 110 BF, 173 J& . 295 R A s 15 AFAE 268 PR AEYR e 7 1)L 19 49, 57 H. 87 Bk, 119 J& . 210 Fify
B 20 AR A ZESE LA RV R 7 1)L 22 40, 52 B, 94 B, 136 J@ . 217 MR (R 4. ARAEFRZESE - R R
FERL. JE& . FOKF BRI AN A BETE LA, (HIFE 10 AR AR A3 R P B e .

a4 BEHRKFHOMEMRBHGIT

FEA ] e H B i Fi
ly 7 18 45 70 83 138
5y 7 21 54 95 136 244
10y 7 22 61 110 173 295
15y 7 19 57 87 119 210
20y 7 22 52 94 136 217

55T GraPhlAn BREAS SR 53 I 55 R 151 BB TR & AR S0 Wy 2 . e )8 KOF k2855 ) . 408
B . Archaeorhizomyces J& . WebREE N OCHJE. ok 28 55 8 7R AEAS v 09 A X =5 B2 Bl A6 A= K A7 B 0% 5 i 1%
N s SRR o AT BE A A AR BRI I & B g e, BAE 15 AFAREAR P & BAR T 10 4F A FEA. Archaeo-
rhizomyces JBE W ELETIE 1 FAAZTE L, AHXTERRR] 67. 200, 1EHABFEA & 8% WLk
T 1 ARLEARAS R S BEEAIR, 15 AR AR ARAC R S B 70 HAD 3 MAEAS R 5 AR —E (18] 2).

A:p_Zygomycota
B:o_Basidiobolale
C:f_Basidiobolaceae
D:g_Basidioboulus
E:g_Schizangiella
F:p_Ascomycota
G:c_Sordariomycetes
H:c_Dothideomycetes
I:c_Archaeorhizomycetes
J:0_Archaeorhizomycetales
K:f_Archaeorhizomycetaceae
L:g_Archaeorhizomyces
M:p_Basidiomycota
N:c_Tremellomycetes
0:0_Tremellales
P:g_Bullera
Q:c_Agaricomycetes
R:o_Boletales
S:p_Rozellomycota
T:p_Ciliophora

B 2 ET GraPhlAn R B E D EZE R
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I B, T DL A Z T RS ALAR L. B 3 b, L URAEXT B A P R R R AR, St
ERRFEBMRAE. mE 3 aIH, 10 4FEZE S 15 RASR R R R, RIF1T 20 FA 43 + %
RE, RIF5 5 FEARLIERE, B)n 5 1 FEHR LR

Cryptococcus

Pyrenochaetopsis 155
Candida

Phanerochaete 1.0
Olpidiaster .
Cortinarius

Podospora 0.5
Padospora

Phoma 0
Tomentella

Leptosphaeria

Zymosephaeria -0.5
Sistotrema

Myrothecium -1.0
Pseudeurotium

Clavulina

Paratritirachium -1.5
Sarcosphaera

Acaulospora

Basidiobolus

Schizangiella

Bullera

Nannizziopsis

Redeckera

Zopfiella

Sporopachydermian

Entoloma

Mortierella

Lulwoana

Retroconis

Archaeorhizomyces

Clavaria

Fuscoporia

Neobulgaria

Thermoascus

Aspergillus

Phaeoaremoniu

Talaromyces

Thermomyces

Westerdykella

Monographella

Humicola

Acremonium

Chaetomium

Scleroderma

Penicillium
Dimorphospora
Tuber
Gloiodon
Cladorrhinum

10y 15y 20y ly Sy

B3 HERESWHEKFREEAK

3 g5t
WEFE R B, B Bl AR AR FRAGSE N, 2638 T B ) chaol #5%K. ACE #8%L. simpson #5 %L, Shannon-
Wiener #5034 522 BUAEIE IR A B R34, #RAESE 10 ARaR BIIE(E. 94/ JLAF K BT B MIAC L R4 ) 2+
Ve FIRAR IR 2 DI OC R WL I R UM I - 408 L PR RO AR R AL 0 L B A4 B A 94 i 2t
R R ST ST R 2 11 - S R R VA ST D A B 10 4 A 2 B AR R T R0 L 2 4R A 2
200 UL R R 4 78 A2 T A K AR R 14 5 O 1T 2 S AL S XYL L H L RE B AR
I s S AN [ A R R A A2 A B B — E A L. A TR AR R A% Bl O A i R AR AR f . A TR
AT PR A B DA R A RS IR, RO S i R B i RN FURBR A28 fb, a7 £ I 7 2k
AW ARSI, RO A A PR R 2SO R B R AT 2R ST AN
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DNA 7 IR LA G0 50— Wy R S %E AT () I IR & AR AS 47 DU 20 7, BT A I 48 1 Y
T BB B MR 2 RE S BT BRI ER2 WE9E IA DNA R TB W H AR T 81 i 2 /0 5k 2R 1)
MAEEERNZ D, WEZEZBS 2. BEA RIS . ik DNA Z KIS HOARMOE P50 Hr (19 45
R ATAEGY  ARE S TR T U — AP SO UE B A W )RR 1 AN W K SR RS O k1 3k — 4B 5
o DNA AT B AN i BUAC A 25 2 Wy b 22 BEVEBIE 5 14 A3 A0 3 i A0 i SRR 3
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A DNA-Metabarcoding-Based Study of the

Diversity of Soil Fungi in the Brasenia schreberi Field

TENG Zuo's SONG Chun-hong®, YU Jie'

1. Shool of Horticulture and Landscape Architecture, Southwest University , Chongqing 400716, China ;
2. China National Tobacco Corp (Pengshui Division) , Pengshui Chongging 409699 , China

Abstract: DNA-Metabarcoding, which is a combination of high-throughput sequencing and DNA barcod-
ing, enables the rapid identification of species in mixed samples and has become a common method for de-
tecting species diversity and abundance. In an experiment reported herein, this method was used to analyze
the diversity of soil fungi in Brasenia schreberi J. F. Gmel fields with different cultivation years. The re-
sults indicated the soil on which B. schreberi had been planted for 10 years contained the most fungal spe-
cies with the highest diversity and abundance. At the genus level, Trichoderma, Phyllospora and Sac-
charomyces were predominant. Group composition analysis showed that the change of the cultivation year
had a certain influence on the composition of soil fungal communities. In the cluster analysis, the similari-
ty of soil species diversity between the 10th and 15th years was higher, and they were clustered together.
The results of this study may lay a theoretical foundation for the scientific cultivation of B. schreberi.

Key words: cultivation year; Brasenia schreberi; DNA barcoding; high-throughput sequencing; identification
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