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Abstract: With the rapid development of molecular biology, the molecular biological technolo-
gies have been applied widely in the field of mycorrhizal research. In this paper, the research
progress in the mycorrhizal molecular biology was reviewed, including DNA barcode and genomic
sequencing of mycorrhizal fungi, gene expression during the formation of mycorrhia, relevant pro-
tein expression changes in the process of mycorrhizal symbiosis’ nutrient uptake, the response of
mycorrhizal aquaporins and SOD to stress conditions, as well as the limiting factors for develop-
ment of mycorrhizal molecular biology. We proposed that more attention should be paid on
screening appropriate model plant and mutant for mycorrhizal research, optimizing in-vitro culture
technology for AM fungi and increasing the application of high-throughput sequencing technology
in the future research.

Key words: arbuscular mycorrhiza; ectomycorrhizae; DNA barcode ; genomic sequencing; func-
tional protein; molecular biology.

PR AR T il i A2 25 R e b 5 PR AR R AR A
A AE A AR B A LY, AR B i e &
FH B FE K43 A ( Parniske ,2008 ) . AL R AR
(arbuscular mycorrhiza , AM ) F14} 4 B AR ( ectomycor-
rhizae , ECM ) 7E B AR M A (A b dg S DL Fof 2R 8 1Y
AR S8, BARRIR R R AR 19 15 EAE ) R R T
F5E R (Smith & Read,2008) . Bifi 5 WF 5% 09 A ir
TR, AR A A ) — S 0 52 7 2E B AR A K- 2 W
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W (B 53 F ARSI R o X BRI R Z
B AR B ) 4 B8 R 41 7 81 I AN 35 4 (Sharmah et
al. ,2010) . BEAh, AR Gk A A RR 1 (Gam-
per et al. ,2010) , RV EE AR B B4 56 Bl L A= 3 s 75 R A
FAE LA T EL B AT 1A oA TS
Wi B AR AL $U RS IF (Arabidopsis thaliana ) I7AE 5
HRAEY) (Kemppainen & Pardo,2013) ., ¥T4FK, b
O3 F A AEEOR 2D U el I BOR 1Y
L RAR S TR AR B T R S, AR SGE I
RGN A A OGBS, INTE AR EL TR DNA 5B
Tty HEPRZH N P | T AR A AR Dy RR AR 1 DA S R i T AR
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Or T AR SR DR R S DU T 2 AR
Gr oK ot R, LA A 3 3 T AR o 1R
aﬁ%o

1 HEREH DNA &1

DNA £JEAS ( DNA barcode ) 5248 4 ¥ 1K N g S
REZHF R ARUER A RS E T/ 595 HAH
XY DNA R Bt DNA ZJB 45 2 ok A= 25 2 i
FEME ST H W TYRSEE, EOR D T
HOFRMNY O AT ARG I AT G IR E S
(Frézal & Leblois,2008) , XF 24 FIFLHI Y DNA 7%
TE R, i M i 2 R SRR h 4 63 C 44k
Mt BE DA BT P A 0 3R C AL P B AR 4k
BR(0.64 ~12.3 kb) , FFAFFE DNA I HA
LK ( Seifert et al. ,2007) , WA ELFH A DNA 4%
TEN B A 1] BE JEAZ BEARSEL R N 3% 51X (internal tran-
scribed spacer, ITS) J¥ %1 ( Nilsson et al. ,2008) , ITS
JFH AR DNA (xDNA) [ — A3 4 5 X 358,
5L F 18S rDNA Fl1 5. 8S rDNA Z[H]ffY ITS1 X
(/MW % (small subunit, SSU) ), LA X i F 5.8S
rDNAFI 28S vDNA Z [H] (i) ITS2 X ( K 3 ( large
subunit, LSU) ) . W T X 352 4 FEAABE R 2 1 5%
M 50N , AL T BEAR PR, P AR 3 45 I S RN
AR S A5 (Porter et al. ,2011)

L1 RREE ITS f7

TEAM ELIE Y ITS %8 v BEAA BT 5. 8S SSU
I3 (Ryszka et al. ,2010) , A5 3T 28S LSU 434t
( Stockinger et al. ,2009 ; Ryszka et al. ,2010) ,{Hiz
i Z i) 18S SSU (Stockinger et al. ,2009 ; Ryszka
et al. ,2010;Rath et al. ,2013) . Lee % (2008 ) i i3
YR E AR 28 FfF AM EL 18S SSU 581151t
TEFXT AM ELTE ITS WP A 4RSS 1, JF B
TR AM E B ITS W F AR R RS (3R
1) X5 | Y7 SILEVF Z 58 T AT 32 T ( Martinez-
Garcia et al. ,2011)

ECM ELR /Y 70 45 7 B 32 2 AR I 1TS /751,
Timiling 5 (2012) #5007 6320 5 A~ X
WM ( Salix arctica) F12=ZE Al Ze A ( Dryas integrifo-
lia) A HHY ITS Jy 51, 3EAI 2] 204 4~ ECM KA
J5 B AV (operational taxonomic units, OTUs) , it #
T IETE =S | A AT T3E K B, AR A TR
SUBEIX Y 2 FhAE AR 0 A 43 R 1 T i T D
D AHRRT ECM HE IR R, FFEAH]

®1 ERTAMEH ITS UFHI5I
Table 1 Primers usually used in the AM fungi ITS sequen-
cing

514 FH(5°—3)

T,(C)

AM B AML1  ATC AAC TTT CGA TGG TAG GAT AGA  50.0
FrRME51% AML2  GAA CCC AAA CAC TIT GGT TTC C 48.2
2SS T3 AAT TAA CCC TCA CTA AAG GG 46.9
519 HI  GAT TAA CCC TCA CTA AAG GG 47.0
H2  ATT TAA CCC TCA CTA AAG GG 46.9
H3  GTIT TAA CCC TCA CTA AAG GG 47.2
H7  AAA TAA CCC TCA CTA AAG GG 46.9
H8  AAT AAA CCC TCA CTA AAG GG 46.9
HI1  AAT AAA CCC TCA CTA AAC GG 47.2
HI2  AAT AAA GCC TCA CTA AAG GG 46.9
HI3  AAT AAA CCC TCA GTA AAG GG 46.9

ITS 6, Smith 55 (2011 ) 75 #iy FIARAY 3 Ff 57}
( Leguminosae ) 7+ A H1 KM £ 118 Ff OTUs, Richard
S5 (2011 ) 7 Hh ¥ 78 B 0 1 4 T R ((Quercus ilex )
AR E] 129 Ff OTUs,

e A2 R F) AR L T 9 1S I o, RS
2 W& = B MR (orchidaceous mycorrhizae, OM)
ELFH,OM H K ZIE—2 ECM HiH, H OM HHJL
A NTE EAEYAR AT A B, EAT0 18 AR AR
AR FFERIRY) ( Yagame et al. ,2012) , FJH ITS
WFP 47 R T — 28 22 BL R Wy 1 AR 5L T b 28 48 ( Bo-

ugoure et al. ,2009 ; Jacquemyn et al. ,2012) , 4551

PR REEHAR  FHEFEE X OM ALY 53R A HE
FRAEHALIRTS T IAHI (Kennedy et al. ,2011) ,

FER T BE ( ETl [ DNA SRS 55085 e
(BOLD, http : //www. barcodinglife. org) H B2 £8 i 5%
M T2 H K EAMR L 1TS 751 (Porter et al.
2011),
1.2 HHREE DNA IR b sk

Fr2: DNA S5IEAGEAR AG— e o5, 567 1S il
FPIY AR B DNA RIEASIE A & AR, AM
B R IE S 2 5 AU B & B AT, R T
BUERAEFERNAERS, BN T 24
TS PSR = 0L BF () AS ) T 7= A 22 i 52, 4k
B F S IR R AM ECB A I - 1T 53 80— e B
BT (E4H45,2012) ; ECM ELH (08 &2
PN B LS IR R = A T S AA ) ECM
T, HATXTENTH S R F 2 2l P W E
A FCI A RRAE (X 25 PR A R AR R 40 i 25 5+
el 25 7 S5 ™ A R W I 22 ( F1IRS,2011) . ]
FHEAR B DNA KIEE ] LLRTFAE G SR
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PR 1R [R]85S A AR AR 2R 0 b B
FEHL DNA, A FH ITS W77 e R 519, 45 A 3 =-
PCR 4" 34 AR A B8 e L VK B2 AR, AT APk i
TR MG A A A i b TR AR L R R AT 5 5 (Martinez-
Garcia et al. ,2011) ,

DNA ZETE AR 1 B 10 R 4F ) BIAR B 1
DNA Z5TE A7 b FH B 47 76 2 — 26 [0) 8. (1) DNA
SRR T 17 TR AR L P P 2R B T S A
FE ., FIH DNA ZRIEMHE AR, Opik 55 (2013 ) Xf 4Bk
25 N RAE AT 96 FRAE Y REAR AR PR AM B B HE 1T %
FE L FESr K LR RBLT 204 AR T T
HIE AU E M 156 i, Timiling 45 (2012) X463
UM HBIX F Richard 25 (2011 ) X #1 v ¥ 5 35 ECM
FLEEHEAT ITS WP B A 5 RI 258, X ECM 1§
vt X PP 22 5 HAE EBE AN 1332, B HRTE A
HAFAEAG A B 1) A 5 5 1) TC VR TE B SR 1Y)
ECM EL# (Smith & Read,2008) . {HX} AM ELH €
Wi, F T ISR o, AT CE DIAEXT AM B TH
DNA ZIEM A, X F AR OB S 24w
AR AR N ERBEEE ( Glomus intraradices ) 1 4 >/
WR, TE 53 F % LHE A 3 4> (Stockinger et
al. ,2009) ;@ 454 & 38 5P A9 45 8 WoR, AM L
PR AR e 2 DR 4 05T ELG I AR AR T 52
(Lekberg et al. ,2012) ;DAM E. 1 1 78 8 & 19
TR AR RE D R 4H R A REVR B4R E AP AM
B, BT MET A RS & R %A AM H
W2 % (B (Sanders & Croll ,2010) , M _E T
3 AWFSE AT, S ITS JF51 1) AM E. 3§ DNA 5508
T S B Rl AT RE A SR AR B L Bl AM E
B AT DNA RIS 00 200 ST AE AL BT A5 2 S o
PR o (2) RN 25 545 5 th I 45 B, RVl
22U AR ME - K DU ( Richard et al. ,2011)
X AM ECRE R, 36 7T DL AM BT = 2 DN J 2 40
FOR AR, (X ECM BB ok 16, 38 WA i 38 2 B
ECM E A 5w B3 0K, X 45 ECM B 1
) DNA SRS N FHHE R T — 2 BRIXE

2 EREEERANF

B 25 000 B AR 1 2 o R — A R adE A T 3 R 4
M BRAELSRE , AREE OGN, 5 AM &
WANRIRY A, ECM B & A] LLTE AR b AT i 55 5%, 15
25 Uk, U B ( Laccaria bicolor) ( Martin et al. |
2008a) . B f B 1 ( Tuber melanosporum) ( Martin et

al. ,2010) A& 6 5 5 %) ( Pisolithus tinctorius ) 1 &
PRLEH N e T A 28 58 1 (R 68 L Sh g IR AR DG T 1 T
YEE H % E INRA Tree-Microbe Interactions Research
Group 7E 2012 4 3 H 58 1, {H 5 A 4 B R T80 o
TR AM LIRS [R) R L 2202 W] — e R A
[Fi) 1§~ 22 ) B PR AR A FE A AR K 22 57, B0 AM HL
TR L DR ZH 0 PP T A 3k PR 450 18! ( Antunes et al. ,2010)
TEAWIAYEE T3 (Martin et al. ,2008b) , AR P ERHEH
R P L 2 58, IF T 2013 427 A 17 H
B 1 3 A B P8 (http://www. 1000. fungalge-
nomes. org) .

TEA R B TR AR LR B R 20 Y T A A 2 A
AR ECR A5 5T - AM L[4 B VY 5K %8 %5 ( Funneli-
formis mosseae) I ECM EL1# 1 25 1 B ( Cenococcum
geophilum ) . PR kg FBE VU BR 4 B (10 i AR W30 R AR
Iz, HLAE— S8 i35 vh R W) 8 1 A A i )
PEE PO SR T ( Daei et al. ,2009) 5 1425 A
AT I BLAE ER A AV 204 L
SR I E 2010 ), FRLL, WFIX 2 Fb
AR L TR 14 R A 0 3 7R JE B O HLE R

3 ERLEAKIERES

1RG5 B T-BO A I b 22 18] 1) 5 A Y
ZE 5t IR SEHORAE AR AH S ST TR i 1 B A A 4
(o H A 2009 ), BEE DT TEARWIR A, 25070 74
P BR 28 iz FG AR 2R 1A rp B 2 A5 ) g
F AL R HEA T 5Y ( Gamper et al. ,2010) . B HR 3L
AR DIREEE A2, AR SCAUON BT Jliad 72 v iy
B TR AR SR AE RSB SRR (P ON L C) AR K
fLiEE A M AR EE SOD i T HAK A
3.1 AR G R R R Y KA

BIVLAF (2007 ) 538 T AM A 1R (5 514 5 %
PERFFEHERE  Martin 45 (2001 ) 43 T ECM JE Jiid
P E S AL AR frh — B R SRR AR AL, I L
A QU A FE AT S 2 . 1) AM H
R (AR R FTR T P vk B A AR AR R S A 1 AR
PIR BT AROCHE R (LT JBile | B-1, 34 M Al LA Sz
T EALE L) (Song et al. ,2011) 34 IIAE PR
R ug R NEE CZRY B AM B IE flfE &
T AR BRI ) 57 ) G BUAF SC L PR 1 2235 ( Balzer-
gue et al. ,2011);2) FEFE R AR BUESE, A K KW
S AM FUHH I i1 72 ( Hanlon & Coenen,2011) ;
3) Vieira 55 (2012) 73 Bt T % €8 5 5 2 55 Mo 5
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( Castanea sativa) JE ) ECM 4= (K b B AR IE A bR
EHE PLSRP

3.2 EMRIMARARE IR CE

3.2.1 BRIz ER R REREY P A
TE 2 2% P WRGERAR . — 2 AR 8 B2 2 200 i B
W P, RIS TR AR B AR ) L RE AR EE I i AR R Py —
SRR RS TR AR R IR AR A T
o PRy EZEAR (LIEHIAE, 2012) o fE R RE AR
TR EC TR BB 0 o R R AR A e 4R
IR AR,

1) B 710, VF 2 AR R Y 4 1K RS
FREb i 2 B 1) cDNA &btk (£ 2) , 3
ATLARE B EAEYIRSET P IX LAS 3 ) P Ri-
ley F1 Corradi(2013) 7347 T AM H & 5 4 4 e 25 25
( Phycomyces blakesleeanus ) FH & 55 K 20 B8 5 A A
AM FLTH B IR £ e iz 4 AL T 38 e B L s, B AT
FIRETREE AM FLIR Y PE”  iX o AM B A
PRV T —SEiiE 4
®2 ENCBIHHZEINEREGHBREFEZEAER

Table 2 Mycorrhizal fungal phosphate transporter genes
retrieved in national center of biotechnology information

AR KT itk

GU585518. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011
GU585521.1 Sokolski et al. ,2011
GU585499. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011

AM Glomus aggregatum
B Glomus clarum

Glomus coronatum

Glomus custos GU585522. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011
Glomus diaphanum GU585519. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011
Glomus intraradices GU585520. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011
AF359112.1 Maldonado-Mendoza
et al. ,2001
AY037894. 1
Glomus irregulare GUS85503. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011
GUS585504. 1
GUS585508. 1
GUS585511. 1
GU585512. 1
GUS585513. 1
Glomus mosseae DQ074452. 1 Benedetto et al. ,2005
GU585500. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011

GU585501. 1

GU585523. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011

Glomus proliferum

Glomus spl GU5S85514. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011
Glomus sp2 GUS585515. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011
Glomus sp3 GUS585516. 1 Sokolski et al. ,2011
Glomus versiforme U38650. 1 Harriison &  Van

Buuren, 1995
ECM Hebeloma cylindrosporum AJ970310. 1 Tatry et al. ,2008
T AJ970311.1
XM_001880935. 1
XM_001890440. 1
AB060641. 1

XM_002837842. 1

Martin et al. ,2008a

Laccaria bicolor

Tasaki et al. ,2002
Martin et al. ,2010

Pholiota nameko

Tuber melanosporum

2) 16 EAEYTT I, Xie 5£(2013) 3@ it RNA +
PHARUETE TR A B 1 R B s i A
Z AN S, Chen % (2011) 2B 1 T 45
PRAR BTG R A6 A ds 2 1 19 2 MK AR Tk Y-
CS 1 PIBS , EATAE T M) th 8 A7 7E . T As
P LEARY) H AR SE W IR AR % 1 2 1 s i, AR 1Y
FAAEQLEENR A As I, Chen %5 (2013 ) Ji§ RT-PCR
F AR Fh AR N BR 2 5 5 1) K 6 ( Oryza sativa) 1E
As BT HEAT TR BEIR $h i i B A KRR Y
WHFE, 5 R R U], AM i 2 FEIUK R OsPT2 1Y 3R
i5, RGN OsPTI AR 3k, AR As R
B> TERC R PR EETT , TR K AR Hh 3 A &
By BT
3.2.2 NWOHRER  wARILAE R N By 5
ARSI - 1) AR A T B AR o AR A TR 22 v 1 5 5
T N ia B IO 2) TR IR N 5, 8
HRAC RS 2R ;3 ) M AR L R BIAR N 22 vh | T
R L TR 2 R TR A R 0 iy 5 RN R 3 54)
TR L T R e R s - 30 ) L ) e S A v, B
BAR B 1 WA W B AR B 02 2 H1 W) 4K ( Miransari
2011) o 7EX — i A v, MR P Bk g v g 2R A 1Y)
B B i 8 1 GintAMTI ( Lopez-Pedrosa et al. ,
2006) FUkE Z i TC105031 ( Gomez et al. ,2009) £
ZERRAE R 76 1 WKAR ( Lotus japonicus) AL T
ARG ECE Y N WISORH 5GP 7 25 7 TR AR 45 1) O AR
RS2 UM R Rk, SR R s R A B
ML iz R —FE BRI R IK 2 AR AE Y
155 (Guether et al. ,2009) ,

X AM ELEDRBE, A S A N #9202
FRF/INIKEE  BIFFE 260, AM EC T MAD L3R B v i 42
M W H 2 R FTORS 2R, JEE VE PR R P 44
Gmos AAP1 & K] 4 iy ¥ i mT DL B 2 I AGX 2 e 2k
fi? ( Cappellazzo et al. ,2008) ,{H HHj X AM E 3 B
TS R R 0 A S EE RIS AR AN 1M 1 ( Leigh et
al. ,2009) ,

3.2.3 CEMMASCHER  fEFHYRitnm R A
TR BILA) 2 TR T 2R A Y il T AR AL 0T
HVERTF=I 20% FEAEL PR EL TR (Smith & Read,
2008) o BT Ay AR B 1 1 5 SOt % a2 7R A
T R Bl R 22 Pl LT | G A g A (HR A DG RE
B[R B BT 2 AE Geosiphon pyriforme ( R TR
WER, 5 AM HEEZ XRRIE) kA
(SchiiBler et al. ,2006) , % AR I A= (A U | B0 BE
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AR
/:_Enlk%%%/b\

A X — D RETE 4 A v e A iy ARG R A
R IRAT A A 0] PR L T d ) 4 ) G A
Fl o PR T R AT 2 W 3 e 5 o il o
AL IR RN BR A 2 vh S B B RO FE I Gini GS
B 2R R (Bago et al. ,2003) , X 7= AR B
TR R, 5 8 R 0 R R 1 e BT 2 0B A BRI 26
I ELPIFEAE ( Martin et al. ,2008a,2010) . 7EAR 4 &
22 OB IR A A H I =R, DABR /M T A Ry
C A7, B e 12 IR AN 22 T A Dy S RERR A FR 1A
REE A G ) . WARE A CRERIEH 2 %E
FHOR A 2 A PR AR PN SR 2 1) S A AR 5 e A
SESRLR A LB LR ( Lammers et al. ,2011)

TR A& AM I8 J2 ECM, 15 AP 7E AR HIH =
Y5 OO s B R TR AL T 3o i Rk i
Y800 ( Gamper et al. ,2010) ; M A6, BB B 1% YL 18
T AE AR ZR A A B A G BE PR 1 2R3 (Mar-
tin et al. ,2001 ;Nehls et al. ,2007) , MNFRMH &, 7]
REJE 1 AR 75 58 2 T AR L T 4 AR R S5 AT ALY
(R 5 I 10 175 PR S R DA MAR 1 REWE P St
HR I (Parrent et al. ,2009) 15 FAE Y46 AR
AR C B R T RE A 8 FAEY L AM
I ECM REERE 3 i A5 ) Bk % AL B (Parrent et al.
2009) | R AL REATRERE S U (Wu et al. ,2013)
V5 TR AR A A TR AR B T AR FH 1 4 2655 0 A SR
RN AR AR A TR T AR LR v BT B =2 1 B AR
ity LA A5 AR B IR AR K
3.3 KfLiEEEN

K AL TE A R — AR R IR K S 4 Bl is B
)R 1, A0 R T A TRT A 240 LR L 3 A K L
HHAFATE, Li 55 (2013 ) 15 v b AR N SR g 1Y
2 AKFLIE A 3 L GitAQPF1 F GintAQPEF2 | 3f:
H s Bl R 2 A2 B e T T RE  AEA) R T 1)
411 Jfa RS 7K L 3E 18 B 11 JE PR ( PIPs ) ZEAR AN 22 FIAR 2
] R B Rk, 3 Z A il — v 14 7K o34 i 3
18 ( Groppa et al. ,2012) . WAk, 7K fL 8 8 H AL ff
H, 0, IR, X8 rh AR K o3 WOOR #5562
VER (ZE FIBR IR A ,2012)

FEIER KGR 554 T, A& AM 62 ECM i
Yy, AR FLTA B A= G RIS I 1 AR AR R vh oK L E
HHAZIA (Smith et al. ,2010) . {HFEK S0 2%
T, AM FEHF1 ECM FE )M A bR FL s 2 R
ISHLE IR AN AH A, A Northern 4% 28 4% K | Porcel

5(2006) K BL T 150 BE U BRSE MR P ER
PR YRR T K (Glycine max) ' GmPIP1 3
R 58 Ef ( Lactuca sativa) H LsPIP1 Fl LsPTP2 FE[A
5 5 Aroca A (2007 ) 2 BILIEE P4 Bk 4 5 PR AIG 17 3¢
. (Phaseolus vulgaris) 761 5 FE¥& DL LB a8 T
PuPIP1 il PoPIP2 FE[H 3635 ; T ECM B B {2 YL i
YE, Wb A AR R b PIPs K3k 2 i — 20 3
i, Marjanovic3§ (2005 ) 238 , B 3E 42 F 1L 4% ( Popu-
lus tremula x tremuloides ) T2 P 7 W8 <P ( Amanita mus-
caria) JG ,7J(%Lﬁi§£ HLE T 5200 T e E s K
NRIKHEIN 57%

Aroca 55 (2009 ) & th , 7K 7r e T AR N BR RS
PIPs (121K G M T 16 A 3 PIPs YR IK
B FIBR IR A (2012) 76T 5 WA T Hefh AM L
B EK (Zea mays) AL EBARWIMLAFAE, ECM
FLTR A A7 05 B 1) PIPs 3 05 2 R & 8 o 45 0 1ok
(Dietz et al. ,2011) ,{H ¥ oA I8 XL B 1) PIPs 1]
PASEN 1 ERIPI Y PIPs 33K,

3.4 WHRHRE SOD Hi

AR AL IE AL (SOD ) A2 fre B 35 A 1 4R
fi R, FYITEIE AR I AR AR IS AT DL 35 4R
PR SR B R e TP 45 A G, JU R SOD I 1
( EIRMEE 2012) . AW A, A% ( Citrus sinen-
sis) R MR IR RIS 1A Y SOD V& PR3 Jin 5 AR &%
FAAR 2 8 22 B 8 IEAH G (W & Zou,2009) , W
BRPERE (Glomus claroidewm ) FIAR Py BR 28 55 v g % Y
SOD &R Y E 8 43 B A (Janouskova et al. ,2009;
Gonzalez-Guerrero et al. ,2010) , AM ¥k SOD i
IHPERTINA AM HE WS 5 HEBHE T AM B
B SOD Wi % 2 1 18 FAEY) A M b B 5k A fg
B .

Xt ECM AR UL, H Al JCHF 78 i iE ECM /Y
B — SR N = TR ARALAE AR Y SOD G M oG H 2
{BAEAR SNl S 0 o 22 2 b K 3B T R S D)
FNE Sk ( Descolea antartica) H B 016 M 25 5 &
GEAH GG A7 AE , i LI B4 ( Nothofagus dombeyi) TE
FX 2 Bl FEIE IS A A5, SOD B i 4 He A4 f
FEAR KR4 5 (Alvarez et al. ,2009) ; 75 XT A2 N BR 4%
FE 11 SOD F& [ #E 4T BLAST K5 3R B %2 2R, W70 U Js
FRAH G TP WA IR L, X R B ECM HL
B F 5 SOD ZE[N W n] fES 5 ECM Ai#k SOD i 1 i
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i (RN AT AR A — 2R
4 & &

UEAE SR B AR 37 A W24 % e i (EATY SR A7 AR
—BERRBH R R R BT AR Y 3R
Rtk B R R AR IR AM BT 1Y 2l R R
B R R AR S

(1) AR A AR REE . AM ORI ECM FL I 3
e BRI A R AR S, T A
(AR A 4 R T2 T A6 ( Cruciferae ) #14, H
R AR Z T REE BRI AR IR, 78 AM LB fR 1Y
W R PR AR ) 42 F il ( Solanum. Lycoper-
sicum) H BKHR (Lotus spp. ) FIEEEE H 18 ( Medicago
truncatula) ,XEEAEY)HELTEE TRZ AM HEF
FHE AR bR (HIVT.25 2007 ; Smith et al. ,2010) ;B X}
F ECM SOk, h FREZH ECM B E A 7E S
15 T4 5+ ( Zhou & Hyde,2001) , H A6 %A —Ff
A AR Y, BSLEAT LLAE 8 A At A PR A T
J5 AT ECM L M (EAR e, k345
B A= A A 22 ) e e i S DX, ANV B TR
ECM A R i 36 A= bk | i FLIA T REFR 322 Stk
BN TGS B 20 0 (e ,2011) ,

(2) Bz RS ZE AR BUA 1 B AR TR AR G
FEPH 22 2 7E — S Bl o 2 i RE A [ R0 L R AT 56 IE
(FHYTAE ,2007 ) , 3 AT ASG GIF AR SE i B 3 AT AM K
PR B LR, DL R B AR il ol A 1 5 43 B R
(TR AR B R AR IR B R o1 5 1% R i 2
LR o XTI S A AR L R A 1 S R RTRR AR H i
W 1) 5 DR T B 50 E T B Jk PR AR A RNA T4t
FAR HIX 2 PR R IFEAEE A B 0 S R R
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