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Xf 2t RE R R AT DR 5 5 BRI A LA B
(X o A HUR B AR IR T A7 AR IRV 22 LR A
B H A& MERE NS K E R T REAH G, IXLEE
PR A U R ECTR R IR A B 4y, AT
RN RHY TAME RN TEE.
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TG BV MU NI B fEdth, AL e JRUIE L, PR i
#4000 m B b, mgEEAE, ARES, ARSEA
R = R R BT A N S
AR P BR R B IR ML UK ( denaturing  gradient  gel
electrophoresis, DGGE) AN Kl 4 di i Bifid
ot BRI A AT, IR TR A T
BN TEFRARE K .
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1.1 HIEHSR

FHERE S CGR DICA R, AR BR 99°06'~
99°07'E, 34°14'~34°15'N, KALEWEJ 2010 4 8
H3H, 84 SRR 300 g T3, 8 KR 3
FER OIm5Rh, RR IR H .
1.2 RFIFLEE

KAy . =5 H 4%, Tris-HCI. EDTA. SDS.
Hot Taq DNA AR 5N AR m AR YR

HEWH: PEBZESRGEIE (KSCX2-YW-G-074-04, KSCX2-YW-G-076)
EZEN: 2 4 (1983—), U, TREWMAEMIIFFTBIEIG B, FENFEREMAEYEII, KRB S,
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F1 TEXREER
Table 1 Information on collected soil

G5 H /m pH 1 WIS /em
1 4 200£10 7.5~7.6 0~10
2 4 200£10 7.5~7.6 10~20
3 4 000£10 6.8~7.2 0~10
4 4 000£10 6.8~7.2 10~20
5 3 80010 4.2~5.0 0~10
6 3 80010 4.2~5.0 10~20

AR AT . 145 DNA $#HUA71 G H Mo Bio E4)
A, DNA [FICGA &R PCR =W 2lifth il 71 &
J | Promega /A ). PCR 5[4 ITS1. ITS4. ITS5.
ITS3GC W _bifgE T4 TR AMS AR AT &
. PCR ¥ #4143 k3% [F ABI Gene Amp PCR9700.
A Ao B U S FEL YK O 35 [F] Bio-Rad The Dcode TM
Universal Mutation System.
2 HE
2.1 +1E DNA EE
W L IEA R AT AR, $RIUCES I Power
Soil DNA Isolation Kit (Mo Bio) 1# H 3 8,
22 EX PCR
551X PCR: PTHI5 404 F14 ITS rtDNA 38 H 5|
P ITS4 FIITSS (K 2). JRNAKZRN 25 pL S AF,
ddH,0 12.8 uL, 10 {528 (Mg™) 8 uL, dNTP (2.5
mmol/L) 2 pL, ITS4 (10 pmol/L) 0.5 pL, ITS5 (10
umol/L) 0.5 uL, Hot Taq (5 w/pL) 0.2 uL, F&4 DNA
1 puLo N4 94 °C . 5 min TARYE, 94 °C. 1 min,
54 °C 1 min, 72 C. 2 min, 30 Mg, 72 ‘C 8 min.
552 X PCR: %5 1 X PCR =4 1 = 100 Fik o fEpi
BOEAT, FTRS 900 ITS1 FIITSA (R 2), NIRRT
Fo RNVEYFHA 94 Cy 2 min FAEYE, 94 C. 45 s,
58 C. 1min, 72 C. 455, 30 MiiFk, 72 C. 8 min,
%5 3 K PCR: %5 2 X PCR 7“4 1 : 100 F Rt Ja 1
B AT, BT 5140 1TS3-GC F ITS4 (3 2),
#z2 HENAPCR3IM
Table 2 Nest PCR primers
51 9 Al
ITSS GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG
ITS4 TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC
ITS1 TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG
ITS3- CGCCCGGGGCGLCGLLCCEEECaEGEEeaaaa
GC -GCACGGGGGGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGC

SVARZRIF] Fo JONAEFF A 94 °Cy 2 min FAEYE,
94 C. 45s, 55 ‘C. I min, 72 ‘C. 45s, 30 M
K, 72 C. 8 min.
2.3 DGGE Bk #r
231 ABHERRIEIE AR SR, %
AEMEFR E M 35%~65% (100%7Z 174 7 mol/L
PREFT 40% 25 851 HIE LR AV 11 8%F N
WSt i, L AR PR R B M 1) B 7 1) R A
eriniin
2.3.2 PCRAEMIMINFE Aot o, F etk
JRNEEA VKRR A B, fEREAN IR SL A
A 10%IFESZ P 1) PCR Ff i 20~25 pL.
233 KOG AE 120V IMHLE R, 60 CHLik
5he HUKSEER S, KB AE EB H 4% 20~30 min.
FERH S S0 e 10 5 (R B IS AE SR A A A 5%
2.3.4 PCR Wik 4&wm ot XH
Quantity One 7 #T 4 £f (Bio-Rad) i i 43 H7 FF i
HLJK 4541 I 2 Dok LU &S TR I B e 2
FEVEM — S8 BE AR TR hr o KT 55 A% i 45 7 IR B2 %
IR PSE B BB AT 22 B3 BT o AR & AF i E DGGE
Pl o 1 38 6 JE AR UPE LD UPGMA v AT 258
i
2.4 HETEFFIISH

M DGGE 44 /1 [r|it DNA, X Promega 73
A AT S VI A PCR 729 )5, BX 1 L [RICH)
PCR /%) 1 uL PMD18-Tvector. 5 pL LigationMix,
78 3 uL dH,0, 16 CHEFE A BUEH ™) 10 pL
AL E] 100 puL E. coli top10 27541, HL 400 pL
AL AT T4 LB (AMP/X-GAL/IPTG) “T-4R
REFERER IR A, 37 CIEm A B 30 min
JE R B R FE 12~16 he FRELEA R, 1ERV% PCR
Y. K IIEA B PHE ke, 6 B TR T
J o J¥AE NCBI M 35 Chttp: //www.ncebi.nlm.nih.gov)
3HEAT BLAST b, #4575,
3 ZBR55H
3.1 +iRE DNA BYH2ERF ITS2 HES PCR #7715

L 355 DNA 48 PCR §#4 )5, 7~
VI 1.0%ZE IEHE B AT LUK  AE R 7228 1 X PCR
PR RI B H AR, s 2 K
PCR [ 13 Z2|W] 2 HAR=4) (£7 600 bp)o. FFih2E 3
X PCR K711 514 1TS3 A1 ITS4 T4 15 5.8 S
rDNA F1 28 S rDNA Z [A] [ 5% 5 A1 K X 1TS2 Fr Bt
K/Nh 400 bp, WREER S (B 1D, TARFE kY
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750 bp
500 bp

% 1 X PCR

% 2 X PCR

750 bp

500 bp

# 3 X PCR

Bl 1 6 MM ITS KR 3 REX PCR i HELER
Fig. 1 Amplification results of 3-plex nest PCR of ITS segments of six soil samples

W%, Wi DGGE ZEsk. w0, 7EHBIAR
AP SLR, A PCR MBSO H AE IR AS 48
U HAR= )
3.2 TIE#MSITS2 FEH) DGGE 54 &k

P 7 6 4 - 3ERE 5 1) 1TS2 rDNA Bt PCR
PR LRI oy B Ja, IR S e 22
Al ST EUN 16~27 ANGE, RIS FE M I TR
AR A 2R &40 R AT R AR,
Ui B BRI RE T B AR AR REAN R (BT 2D

PLAEIEARE Y 1 A ek, S5HEoR, Prase
i TR IR AT AE 19.4%~50.1%, 6B AS [ 3
i SCPE RS AN ZE o LR, 1 R 2,
FEah 3 14, FEM S F 6 73l SR —il (18] 3D,
WoRENZ M EAMLMR RS FEf 1R 2 2
() (R BT A AR AP E R =, R 50.1%,  TAE L 1 AT
6 MIAHMIMERL AN, AR 19.4%.

a~g-H:1 ITS2 J7 B DGGE ) 7 44
a—g-the seven main bands in DGGE fingerprint based on ITS2
B2 64 ti#EMFmA DGGE Ei%

Fig. 2 DGGE fingerprint of six soil samples
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B3 6 tiEFMEREMEFN DGGE REN R
Fig. 3 Cluster analysis of fungal communities

in six soil samples using DGGE

3.3 LIEfEMR ITS2 HERRYSEREFNFFSIAT BLAST
SR

53 I PkE DGGE HLyk I 7 AN 4541 a~
g, VIS EAT vekE . R BLAST 434 (&
2). ZREIR, 4 as by e 5 GenBank
A 1 T S ECIR I ITS JP A AR s, 4ty
e\ g H5% 54 JE Inocybe (Fr.) Fr. B ALYE R &,
d SR 2R B B Entorrhiza C.A. Weber I AHLL,
f 5 ECKIBEE Tricholoma giganteum Massee FHALLE
B (3R 3D, JPHIFEASAE NCBI Wil Chitp: //www.
ncbi.nlm.nih.gov), %54 JF523347~JF523354.
4 g

DGGE HiA T iz N T AE ) 2 FEERE ST,
B LA R A 2 R b, i B
TAEFRZAEY 16 S tDNA V3 [XIE[H, K/~ 250
bp!®, THELH T A BEE B4E R 7E 18 S rtDNA it
V1~V3 X", Anderson 2P\ N 7E FIEEHZ
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R3 LTIEERITS2 rDNA FEFHILE 4R
Table 3 Comparison on sequences of ITS2 rDNA segments of soil fungi

3 ) BRI SR ITS2 rDNA EX 5L 55 FHLE /%
a JF523354 KA R THER (HQ433028) 99
b JF523347 KA 52 1) LB (FI213503) 98
c JF523353 Vo 22 354 (FN550888) 88
d JF523351 SERN AR P R LA (DQ645527) 86
e JF523349 A E I EL B e % (FI237094) 99
f JF523348 EOKHEE (EU051917) 99
g JF523352 Ftee 4> (HQ604621) 98

FEPERIWEST T, T 18 S tDNA 5T 8 i) A B
HAR SR, JEABRN A 1) ST 3474 24
(R4 38, pr UE FH ITS 51924 T 18 S tDNA 514,
Guedegbe ISR T ITSI/ITS4-GC Ji B 57 L
W ZRENE, IEWI ITS H B s s A S 2 Ak
SRR, —# DGGE-PCR =¥ K tr
500 bp LA F, 750 DGGE (#1434 R, AHf
FURH ITS4/1TS3-GC 51499 38 1TS2 Jr B, K/
400 bp, DGGE-PCR 7} B2 et , W T LR
PRI 22 REIE D= 1) 52 oM

SRR LIRS LTS, R T AR
PEEH IR AR 2D 2258 Inocybe (Fr.)
Fr.. HBEJE Tricholoma (Fr.) Staude. AR 22K 1
Entorrhiza C. A. Weber IR, el 5 i
JB. R LR E, T Ra oAt ws
Z IR RERE BB RHRE, Wigkilr a & FhoRifie
TR, TR — LIRS

o R A HUE {1 5 b - 3 T 22 R
SR, FIH ITS rDNA 40 1 A BO% & BUR
% GenBank AR 1K 5655 , BRI REAf 2 ¥ L B4 Y.
M IAR 7Y% F B, W RAPD. ISSR 465> 1
PRCE AR S AT, DLAIAA A dU A8
PRI TRTIX R AFAIE
S 3k
[1] HEAREPRERZLS. FEERET M] Jb:
PR E RN A5 H R, 1998.
F G, XU &R R R BTSR[]
2, 2009, 40(7): 1157-1160.
PRUEL, MEHR, BTAR. AU AR AT R

(2]

(3]

(4]

(3]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

[12]

A 31 PEIACHZ, 2010, 12(11): 3-8.

SO, JRTToP, FRYERT, S GRS SR
N [J]. HbERRLEERERE, 2004, 23(2): 88-96.

JEWIFs . R M A& dUL BB I A K IERIT (] i
B AR, 2004, 34(3): 37-38.

Nannipieri P, Ascher J, Ceccherini M T, et al. Microbial
diversity and soil functions [J]. Eur J Soil Sci, 2003, 54:
655-670.

Vainio E J, Hantula J. Direct analysis of wood-inhabiting
fungi using denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis of
amplified ribosomal DNA [J]. Mycol Res, 2000, 104(8):
927-936.

Miruna O S, Newton C M, Gabriele N. A new semi-
nested PCR protocol to amplify large 18S rRNA gene
fragments for PCR-DGGE analysis of soil fungal
communities [J]. J Microbiol Methods, 2006, 65(1):
63-75.

Anderson [ C, Campbell C D, Prosser J I. Potential bias of
18S
polymerase chain reaction primers for estimating fungal
biodiversity in soil [J]. Environ Microbiol, 2003, 5(1):
36-47.

Guedegbe H J, Miambi E, Pando A. Occurrence of fungi

termites

fungal rDNA and internal transcribed spacer

combs (Isoptera:
Termitidae, Macrotermitinae) [J]. Mycol Res, 2009, 113:
1039-1045.

Hugenholtz P, Goebel B M, Pace N R. Impact of culture
independent studies on the emerging phylogenetic view
of bacterial diversity [J]. Bacteriology, 1998, 180(18):
4765-4774.

IIBR AR P ERAELELE [M]. KN TRl AR A HR
£k, 2000

in of fungus-growing



