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P, R R, E M REA, WFEA
bR Bl 2E e, fRE 071002

E . T 2015 48 7 A7EN SN S 1 0 2 D REHE RS V47 (Ammopiptanthus mongolicus ) S FAE A FEHI AFFEXT 42, 4331
KA 0—20 cm F1 20—40 em +JZ AR HAE R 3@ 00T 5 86 20 A TR TRIAE A AM ELTE RE V& 4500 FARh 22 BEvE R B )
i, Jkh SRR SE 36 AM BLI 73 R IR RS AR . Xt B e 3 495 H 6 B 9 J& 89 4 AM ELE OTU, J& {345 Glomus,
Funneliformis , Dwerstspom Claroideoglomus , Rhizophagus , Septoglomus , Scutellospora , Ambispora F1 Paraglomus, 5JE 2055 45 R AH
Lo, il Y SR AR A I R~ R REARRE, S v AT AM B S R R R B T AR R R — 2
KEJ*E%,AM LA 2 RE PR SRS 1 8 T 20 R — R R W) R, AM ECE. ACE #840RT Chaol 454k 20—40 cm +
JZFT 0—20 em )2, Simpson $5%A1 Shannon 5% 0—20 em + 27 T 20—40.cm £J2, RDA 23400, AM E B ACE $5 %R
Chaol 8% 30 N 3 IEAHDC, SRR VEBERR G 35 U 5C ; Simpson $5ACF Shannon F5 405 B MERERR G 1% IEAHOC, 5 pH
BFEOMC, G5RRW ZDAH AM B YF SRS T E Y iR, 27 A 5 e SL R 4R P AM LT
TR 4T R

SERR S VAT AR s AM LT 5 i3 B R TET L A

Species diversity of arbuscular myecorrhizal fungi in the rhizospheres of

Ammopiptanthus mongolicus-associated plants

HU Congcong, CHENG Bin, WANG Kuny.ZHAO Lili, HE Xueli "
College of Life Sciences, Heber University, Baoding 071002, China

Abstract: Ammopiptanthus mongolicus is an endangered broadleaf leguminous plant found in the desert ecosystem of
northwest China, and\it is ‘also an excellent sand fixation plant. Zygophyllum xanthoxylum, Tetraena mongolica, Nitraria
Tangutorum and Artemisia desterorum are plants that associated with A. mongolicus. These plants undergo competition
inhibition and cooperative, evolution, and are ideal for improving desert areas and preventing desertification. Arbuscular
mycorrhizal ( AM) fungi can form symbioses with most terrestrial plant roots, and play an important role in improving plant
growth and maintaining ecosystem stability. In order to discover new species and complement and improve the classification
system of AM fungi; we used high-throughput sequencing to study species composition and the ecological distribution of AM
fungi in the rhizosphere of Ammopiptanthus mongolicus and associated plants. Eighty-nine operational taxonomic units of AM
fungi belonging to 5 classes, 3 orders, 6 families, and 9 genera including Glomus, Funneliformis, Diversispora,
Claroideoglomus, Rhizophagus, Septoglomus, Scutellospora, Ambispora, and Paraglomus were identified. With regard to
quantification at the genus level, high throughput sequencing was more sensitive than morphological evaluation.

Ammopiptanthus mongolicus had a greater richness and diversity index than other associated plants. The ACE and Chaol
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indices of AM fungi were higher in the 20—40 cm soil layer than in the 0—20 c¢m layer. However, the Simpson and
Shannon indices were higher in the 0—20 c¢m layer. AM fungal abundance and diversity index were higher in Dengkou site
than in Wuhai site. Redundancy analysis showed that the ACE and Chaol indices of AM fungi were significantly positively
correlated with soil-available N, but negatively correlated with acid phosphatase. Simpson and Shannon indices were
significantly positively correlated with alkaline phosphatase, and significantly negatively correlated with pH. Together, these
data show that the species diversity of AM fungi was higher in Ammopiptanthus mongolicus than in its associated plants.
Furthermore , they reveal that interactions of host plant and soil depth had a significant effect on the community composition

of AM fungi.

Key Words: Ammopiptanthus mongolicus; associated plants; arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi; high-throughput sequencing;

community composition

51 U275 (Ammopiptanthus mongolicus ) 3 J& B RHD AT & | & PG b i e AR b M & S i R Td 1
B PSR 7E AR R K R RIBEIA SEBAL  mAE T L 5 5 U A T ARG I R W T ( Zygophyllum
xanthoxylum) VUG A ( Tetraena mongolica) . A ( Nitraria tangutorum) V5 (Artemisia desterorum) %, [F] 5 1l
VAT WEAEAESE S Im ], XU RIEAL , ¥ 0 R VDA

T A A Y 5 AR W A o A S A B AR ARG UCE AR 8 A B I, AM
(arbuscular mycorrhiza ) BLR f&— 2 7E H AR AL 2 0 A 09 HIEE N, Be 5 4 R 2 HE S MY R IE i 5 A 364
P, 38 5 AR A1 B 22 T 4 X 285 1 it A AR 2 ke 3 0 o VR ) IROORT e Al 2B 7= 1 ) IR9E R B, AM
HARES A S e T2 E AR5 Y i S0 FRperEs . B R0 AM BT VAR 4L UR A ) £
FEPE DL K 5 Sie R AE 4 AR LB, Xop i A 0 3 oy R iy~ 5 PRSE , FR R S T AR S R G 208 3L

1245 Mk S rp A R B 9 J& 107 T AM ELTE, FFAS WA 5T A i T 0 A 28 40 288 A5 10 ERT A
PO H T, EEARKIEA TR S RHEIE T AM B /2% DT S SRAEAE AR M R B AR —BehE
HY T S PR ER B R AR 2528 5, AN E AMPEL TR AP SR 20004, B S 30T AP IR FI A N IR 28 2 280 5 ER
R AR T PR AR Sl DL X 43 | BRI — [R]85, 6F AM ECB 70 FHRAE 0B SRR S5 5 T ) TR &0k
FIEEAEM, Luke %" FI A T-RFLR. B AR /347 22 83, PR O + 38 AM 8 2 RE M B B 2, Opik
SR DNA ST HARRT 96 Fhi AR PR AM BB AT 458 7653 F/K T B &L ELT 204 F, B
T2 MEE R 156 Fiv AM LR TRk, B — Xy 8 2 0 F A PR HA e a3 ey, AN SR T i 380 40 ol i
AM ELRFF 8, T HAT 5T 45 R 0 B T G ) LS BRI AL, 5T I T AML BRI I 2 AL AT R A R
SRR

AR I TERT I FE TIE A F AR RS 52 i VD & 75 SR AAB ) AM BB 20 2 408 (W 3R 1) R FH e i o
DU PP AR - 20 3 A A I 18 AMD T ol Ja 45 R R A 28500 A, R AR T R DR A B A FE 5835 AM EL TR RF %
AR 22 REAE , S B BH 523t V0 A3 38 AR S e S PR SR LB, M) P AL IR R 9% D40 2 S A ) A R
PRIZPREEUCHR .

1, MRS %

L1 FEMBME DL Bt it Ak 2

2015 4£ 7 H TS S 56 D25 L St b 235 RN 19 3 S AE b, B L BE AL R SR
B 52 Tl VO AT R FR A A R 45 4 Bk, b SRR M AR Y b B F ( Zygophyllum xanthoxylum) VUG A
( Tetraena mongolica) ,F& LML VY E (Artemisia desterorum) . FAR ( Nitraria tangutorum) , 2= 1358 3 i Ak A%
VeI FEAAR T 0—30 em Y AZECE R, 20 51K 5 0—20 em H120—40 cm 12 HréE £ 345 500
g, e Rl — A 4 BRAEYIHZ T RIR G120 3 I REUE y B4 3t 36 A SRR S, 3 BilbRid y SWL (V& H

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



7974 A E = 378

51 0—20 em) ,SWD (VP47 %1 20—40 em) ,BWL (#iE£ 5 0—20 cm) ,BWD ( #iE %1 20—40 cm) ,
HWL (PU& AR i 0—20 cm) ,HWD ( PUA A i 20—40 cm) ,SDL (VP45 11 0—20 cm) ,SDD (VA 15
1 20—40 c¢m) ,BDL ( FIHfE 1 0—20 em) ,BDD ( [ HI# F 20—40 cm) ,HDL (Y& % F 0—20 cm) ,HDD
(WETEE 20—40 em) B LG5 2 A H 3482 S50 = 5, T 1585 DNA $2 0 T AE7E-20°C A7,
ARAIFEALRKNTE 2 mm i, AT LSRG, FE AN L 1,

F1 ARHTEHE SRR

Table 1 Sampling sites in Inner Mongolia desert zone

FEHy G2y ik FEd 2]y ik
Sample site Longitude/Latitude Elevation/m Sample site Longitude/Latitude Elevation/m
Lyifg Sitel 39°83" N106°83'E 1129.45 m fiE 111 Sitel 40°39’ N106°74'E 1002:99 m
Site2 39°73'N 106°87'E 1109.85 m Site2 40°47'N 106°43'E 1006.47 m
Site3 39°73" N106°81'E 1141.35 m Site3 40°48'N 106°38'E 1002.18 m

1.2 MR E

Y DL D3k T s 4 pH R R PO AR BRIk s R N SR FH B A 4
H sh k2753 B Smartchem?200 {5 ; B2 14 B B2 il ( ACP ) FIBal 14 i PR s ( ALP ) FH 2t ¥ AY Brimner A1 Tabatabai
JrEE . BRI R > B FE R % T K (Easy-extrated glomalin, EEG) I M Bk % £ (Total extractable
glomalin, TEG) , 73 514% Wright F1 Vpadhyaya' "7’ & Janos 5" {05 gl , FREL 1.0 g KT+ T4, In AFy
BRI BT it o R R PRI IS B0 TS s e s bR 2k SR R R S,
FEBAE T Excel 2003 43, R CANOCO 4.5 5347 RDASIHT
1.3 45 DNA $250 PCR 73 K™y [al i

K BB MY Bead-Beating 35" $E B A3 5 DNA I TE 28 i i 42 B DNA B T -20°C VKA 5 .

T HiSeq 74T 3 A BEA BRI (300 bpelh N ) LA KL B UL AM EL T4 25 A A2 3 AR M
FOR B P L R DNA R BT 544 GeoA2 (5'-CCA GTA GTC ATA TGC TTG TCT C-3') fl
AMIL2 (5'-GAA CCC AAA CAC TTT GGT TTC C-3") , ¥ 54 A Bt 1000 bp 245, LA —48 4 38 7= 4 Jppp , fi
FH#s Barcode FUHRSET1HI NS31 (5/“TTG GAG GGC AAG TCT GGT GCC-3') il AMDGR (5'-CCC AAC TAT CCC
TAT TAA TCA T-3") #1755 48 PCR, ¥ 14 H- BN 280—300 bp, #R4l PCR FEdyifk BE b1 55 IR AR R H 2%
TR MR E R L ViR I PCRa= 47, VIR B 1) 457, i FHE I Iml e ) & el B bR =4 .
1.4 FE SRS

fF TruSeq® DNA PCR-Free Sample Preparation Kit 22 FE G0 St 7 SO &, @ i1 SO 4 Qubit
I Q-PCR & &, CPEAH4 5 , fiH] HiSeq2500 PE250 4T [ AILINJT , B4R G 20 3 T5 4455112
1.5 HdEabi s Z A 5o

HR#% Barcode J7- 51 Fl PCR 43 51 W17 5145 73 th 4 FE Al B0 , # 2: Barcode F15 1 91)% 41 )5 fif FH FLASH X 4
/l\ﬁﬁ:l':ﬂ@ reads iﬁﬁ?ﬁ??ﬁﬁ%@“ﬁ?ﬂﬁ Tags ﬁfE( Raw Tags) , ﬁéﬁﬁ(ﬁﬂ‘fﬂﬁ%%ﬂ%ﬁﬁi Tags %EFE( Clean TagS) o
Z: M Qiime 1Y Tags BTt ¥ 6l AR , B Raw Tags M S 0T (B ( BRIA T 5t BB R = 19) Bl 3L 5508 B % KA
CBRINK (BN 3) B — AR BRI 55 KT 15 3] Tags BUARSE , 7E— A 1 P P HE b 34 48 5 o H ol ik < 88
INTF Tags K& 75% 1 Tags .,

FIH Uparse #KA{FXF2#E Effective Tags 7RIS, RINLL 97 % 1Y — 55 ( Identity ) B 75 R 2R OTUs, [A]
A S LA TR | e OTUs #h i BB B i v B9 R B0 E A OTUs AR 551, 1 RDP Classifier J5 45 il
GenBank 54 122X P 1 i4E 47 4 B 2 B o0 M (18852 R R 0.6—1) , F7E I8 /K - Se i 45 B b BE VR A nl ., 1
MUSCLE #4172 581 et A3 80 i fy OTUs (BTN RGE R EXR R, BJa *H&FE AR 17 4—
ACALBR | DURE i B B i D ) R AR ME AT Y — AR AL B Qiime 34115 Chaol , ACE F8 %%, Shannon il
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Simpson , F SPSS 19.0 #E47 M MES 8T, FH R 211 (vegan package ) 22 il i BN 2R, #£47T Alpha Z24EME+8 404 A]

8T 5 PERMANOVA 5341, H R 8 (vegan package) 251l NMDS [, #17 Beta 22 FEPE 45504 18] 25 7 47
Mr. Chaol $5%¢'*'"/(S) ,ACE #5%((EH) , Shannon #5451 ( H) 1 Simpson 5% (D) A5,

Sy = S, +N,(N,=1)/2(N,+1)
Hdr s AT OTU %2, A W 2 #9 OTU %4, N, A singletons J¥ 511 B9 OTU 44, N, A doubletons J¥ 51
OTU %L,
EH=H/H__ =H/InS
H=InP,

S
D=1-YP
i=1

K, P,=N/N BIFRIRE @ F AM BE LR E
2 #R

2.1 HAEEAb

A1 A SR 2 YDA TF AR T pH A HLT EEG Al ACP & 8AE 0—20 em 2505, 3%
P . TEG ALP FIA&f# N 75 20—40 cm )2 & 25005 ; $i T4 - FBRA BT SMBE 0—20 em 2 H ek
18 ; PUA AL I T pH FIA HLBAMERTE 0—20 em + 24 KMl W= 1 )2, 525 1 &% pH A HLFE A
BB N A0 TR ALY, TS P LACP A ALP & 2K TR A4,

B R D, S DA AR Bl 458 pH \EEG 1 TEG S KAEAE 020 em )2, A ML L P ACP (ALP Fl
WA N 7€ 20—40 em + 2 & 885 s (4 5 HE TR pH #1 TEG 48, ¥7E 0—20 em + )24 S KAE ; W HE R
pH A I FI7E 0—20 em LR G REE, Fl— 12, R\ HE AR HAL P EEG F1 ALP & &3 & T
AR T pH  ACP B N AR TR Y, Rl AR, 55 V4 A LT EEG ,ACP FIBgf# N
TE L& TR 1, pH (AL P TEG F1 ALP 7R85 RS T 553 tEAE A WIER pH A TEG A8 1358 X7 34978 16 &5
R,

2.2 JFANGIT R
FIE A FE S S PCRET I A A% G, A B S I 1 22 1) 1, AR 356 3 4R 45 1885864 5% R iR I 41l , &

R2 FELEER T FIHHE

Table 2 Sequence characteristics of different soil samples

A1 51
B SR S LR ﬁtﬂ:&‘ﬂ%ﬂc HAr/ % B g S5 RS BE LR ﬁ!‘:fh&ﬂi’gﬁ( B/ %
Sample No. Average Bases( bp) Trimed  The peljcentage Sample No. Average Bases( bp) Trimed The ‘pclfccntage
length(bp) sequences of trimed length (bp) sequences of trimed
sequences sequences
SWL 292 13916364 47599 95.11 SDL 292 13514479 46233 94.85
SWD 292 17864379 61107 95.06 SDD 292 16306370 55781 95.07
BWL 292 13491625 46157 95.07 BDL 292 11902378 40708 94.74
BWD 292 16386567 56063 95.14 BDD 292 15453572 52857 94.73
HWL 292 13702314 46890 94.91 HDL 292 10926711 37377 94.58
HWD 292 15026701 51409 95.19 HDD 292 16000055 54724 94.88

SWL. V4% 2ifF 0—20cm, Ammopiptanthus mongolicus in the Wuhai 0—20 cm soil layer; SWD: V047 & 20—40cm, Ammopiptanthus
mongolicus in the Wuhai 20—40 cm soil layer; BWL; #j L 2 0—20cm, Zygophyllum xanthoxylum in the Wuhai 0—20 cm soil layer; BWD; #i L 23
20—40cm, Zygophyllum xanthoxylum in the Wuhai 20—40 cm soil layer; HWL: PU4 K 26 0—20c¢m, Tetraena mongolica in the Wuhai 0—20 cm soil
layer; HWD . PUA A i 20—40cm, Tetraena mongolica in the Wuhai 20—40 cm soil layer; SDL; VA F i1 0—20cm, Ammopiptanthus mongolicus
in the Dengkou 0—20 cm soil layer; SDD; ¥P4F 1 20—40cm, Ammopiptanthus mongolicus in the Dengkou 20—40 cm soil layer; BDL; FH#ill# 1
0—20cm, Nitraria tangutorum in the Dengkou 0—20 cm soil layer; BDD: [ 3#fi# 1 20—40cm , Nitraria tangutorum in the Dengkou 20—40 cm soil layer;
HDL. 70510 0—20cm, Artemisia desterorum in the Dengkou 0—20 cm soil layer; HDD . VL ERE T 20—40cm, Artemisia desterorum in the Dengkou
20—40 cm soil layer
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7976 JAE = 37 45

B/ om B 0—20 [ 20—40

pH
LR
Organic matter/(mg/g)

W

EREBERRRG ACP
Acid phosphatase/(ug ¢! h™")
B BERREE ALP
Alkaline phosphatase/(ug g™ h™')

0
4.0
235 ~
2E€30 \E"
2 8> 2<
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B3 = g
IR > 1.0 ﬁ 5
05 ’g
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5 6 E
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g5 B>
:&Z 4 b b ¢ $2
L3E 23
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Z 2 z
FEWAE HE MAA|FINLE B wE Fh4E HE

5 W B i:4n|

E1 FEhHbEEMEEEMTIERFEESS
Fig.1 Spatial distribution of soil factor in A.mongolicus and associated plants
AR EF B FR SRR — 1 )2 3 FEY 25 7 B3 (P < 0.05) s ANR/NE FREFIREE A — )2 3 MY 22 7 B3 (P < 0.05) ;
ALP; Bl WElaAG , alkaline phosphatase; ACP; BRYEEIZRE, acid phosphatase; EEG; By RIER SR 2 Fasily extrated glomalin; TEG ; S H2HEK

FEFF X, Total extrated glomalin.

YIRS Reads JR 35 1790731 25 iP5, 7 B AR RE A N1 49742 Z8 004K 51, B RE AL IO ALY
HIE 43 L BITE 94% LA b I B OSP340 292 bp, ARFEIFESIEILIT I EE R B, F— 12, Z 54
T RE R LTI 2 T AR ; [ — %), 20—40 em + 2RSS TSI Z T 0—20 em )2,
2.3tk

i o a2 BE ARG S0 D0 e bl A A B O S R A R R R L KPR Y TR B T )
PR T BT b I Z AP R R R B TR AR A SR, DCIRT 2 RT DL BEURE R RO R R i et TR
G, UL I - TG, A i) S e b AML ECRR VS LSS L, AR KT 1) R B, T B 1 P
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FEEERE/IN UL AM ECR B9 42 BE R (BRI 35 2] BE A

70

60

50

40

OTU%#(H
Observed species number

30

20

10

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000

W 7% B Sequences Number

2 AM EERRMEHL
Fig.2 Rarefaction curves of AM fungi in soil samples
SWL: V4T & 0—20cm, Ammopiptanthus mongolicus in the Wuhai 0—20 cm soil layer; SWD. 7047 2 20—40cm, Ammopiptanthus
mongolicus in the Wuhai 20—40 cm soil layer; BWL: i L. 2 0—20cm, Zygophyllum xanthoxylum in the Wuhai 0—20 cm soil layer; BWD: i T
53F 20—40cm, Zygophyllum xanthoxylum in the Wuhai 20—40 cm soil layer; HWL; IU5 AR & 0—20cm, Tetraena mongolica in the Wuhai 0—
20 cm soil layer; HWD: U4 K 2§ 20—40cm, Tetraena mongolica in the Wuhai»20—40 c¢m soil layer; SDL; b4 7 % 0 0—20cm,
Ammopiptanthus mongolicus in the Dengkou 0—20 cm soil layer; SDD: P47 1 20—40cm, Ammopiptanthus mongolicus in the Dengkou 20—40
cm soil layer; BDL; HH#% 0 0—20cm, Nitraria tangutorum in the Dengkoti0~—20 em soil layer; BDD: [ H|fi& I 20—40cm, Nitraria tangutorum
in the Dengkou 20—40 cm soil layer; HDL: ¥>iE 5 1 0—20cm, Artemisia’desterorum in the Dengkou 0—20 cm soil layer; HDD . VD5 1 20—

40cm, Artemisia desterorum in the Dengkou 20—40 cm soil layer
2.4 OTU REBMFTERIIT
MFAEE 36 4~ A L3R4 89 4 AMEL I OTUs, 2741 LX), 89 AN ELH OTUs 924 3 495 H 6 Fl
9% (%£3) ., H 361 OTUs J& T-Glomus , 1 6 4~ J& T Funneliformis , 1 6 1~ J& T Diversispora , ix f& B9~

£3 AM EHEMAM ST
Table 3 Statistics of AM fungi

OTU %k
4 a8s y ami g
2 Class HOrder Al Family J& Genus The mumber of OTUs
BRI By H b2 2 4| BRI 36
Glomeromycetes Glomerales Glomeraceae Glomus
RELE 1 16
Funneliformis
RN 8 3
Rhizophagus
EelCE 2y |
Septoglomus
SRR R
. . 3
Claroideoglomeracea Claroideoglomus
Z s H EZ(2E Lig EZiuE 2 I 16
Diversisporales Diversisporaceae Diversispora
e AR A 1
Gigasporales Scutellosporaceae Scutellospora
JRZE M Fepk#er H . .
Ambisporaceae Ambispora 1
Archaeosporomycetes Archaeosporales
KR KR H KR R KRB )
Paraglomeromycetes Paraglomerales Paraglomeraceae Paraglomus
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Septoglomus , Scutellospora Fl Ambispora , %45 1 1~ OTU, K 3 J&7R T LS HP AT EREHEAZ 1T 10 A9 AM BB X}
N OTUs B RS &R AR, Ui AM H 1§ F 2 5 7 7€ Glomus, Funneliformis , Diversispora , Rhizophagus
Septoglomus , Scutellospora Fl Paraglomus 7 1™ J& , ¥ T HXS ¥ 8148 & 43 K- AT G 11534 (1 4) w0, Akt
FES T AM R A& A AR AL, (E SRR P A B A R 2 e B Diversispora ARXT T B e, 2 A RE
an AR JE , R & Glomus F Funneliformis, 3 J& Z FAE BT A3 8 v 35 7 8] AM 3 B i 90% L 1,
Claroideoglomus , Rhizophagus , Septoglomus F1 Paraglomus 554> L I4 5340 , Ambispora N AE S VD 445 |
VOB ARFVE TR 2E KB, M Scutellospora A TEVH
AR P LA A 2
2.5 a—ZHMES T
a—ZAEPERT T AM BCRERETS £ 5 B b, 24
PERAR GG 2 2] B8 8 ACE | FJE 454K Chaol | ZHE1E
54 Simpson 1 Shannon, M3 4 W[40, [6l— 1 )2, k5
AR 20—40 em 1JE HRESEE DA H AM HiF F
FERAN, T4 AM E I ACE F840H1 Chaol $5%K
P RFE T Y BRSO H AM HR
Simpson 54 Shannon $& FCAK T 1F A AEH D, 75 1A
M5 VAT AM BB Simpson $5 501 Shannon F84(3%)
WERTHAMY, F—HY, %12 ACE 185

Ly o o " SKhe I RERR EZiE e
Chaol #% £ 2 5, Simpson 544 1 Shannon $5 %% 1 : EAEER o KRG
R TR S22 B M ] S A 2 B 11> 15385 il o1 i winind
2.6 gﬁétﬁl[ﬁ[ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ o XiBLi¥Eds e Scutellospora aurigloba
PERMANOVA Z3#7 Al 75, AM LB B¥ 7% 208 ( Bray- 3 OTUs MEAGA B %R REMMER

Curtis FFE) TERE R A S T I [E/E N Fig.3 Phylogenetic relationship and species annotation of OTUs
ZRBERS), T OTU KV TR & 2 45 e
(NMDS, Non-Metric Multi-Dimensional Scaling) Zi1T 7445 5K (Kl 5) , UG A& L2 Wb U 12 FIRE FAE b 52
VD AT T SRR A L PRI 2 57 0 3 s At R AR DU B vy, DO B 22 5%

R4 AM HEAS ST

Table 4 Diversity analysis of AM fungi
A= BE N ZAEPEFE B Species richness and diversity index

R
Samples ACE #8%% Chao 1 #5%L Simpson F8%% Shannon $8%%
ACE Index Chao 1 Index Simpson Index Shannon Index
SWL 65.192A 65.125A 0.690A 2.657TA
BWL 59.211B 58.167C 0.692A 2.671A
HWL 61.459B 61.417B 0.708A 2.793A
SWD 68.554A 67.369B 0.685A 2.608A
BWD 63.555B 70.222A 0.686A 2.627A
HWD 63.565B 62.876C 0.693A 2.685A
SDL 69.716a 75.444a 0.699a 2.734a
BDL 60.946h 60.417¢ 0.675a 2.555a
HDL 62.566h 64.233b 0.688a 2.644a
SDD 66.922a 67.667a 0.68%a 2.651a
BDD 62.786b 61.548b 0.668b 2.498b
HDD 63.230b 62.500b 0.685a 2.608a

AN KE FREFR SIFERLIE] — )2 3 MY 25 53 3 (P < 0.05) s AEVNE FREFIR TS O FERLIR] — 12)2 3 Mg 25 5 3 (P < 0.05)

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



23 4 TN 45 St U O AR AM L IRl Z e

7979

O Diversispora B Funneliformis B Glomus K Claroideoglomus Rhizophagus

B Septoglomus B Scutellospora B Ambispora B Paraglomus BHE
70000 .
60000 j E '
50000 §
40000 j
30000 §
20000 §
10000 § ; :

0 Al B, Al Al Al aifl  ml B, Al call gl B
SWL SWD BWL BWD HWL HWD SDL SDD BDL BDD HDL HDD

4 AMEHEEHEMEE

Fig.4 Relative abundance of AM fungi at genera levels

Diversispora L , Funneliformis 45 14 % % & | Claroideoglomus it Bk % 25 )8 + Rhizophagus WHNEEE , Septoglomus fAleEsE,

Scutellospora J& B {358 , Paraglomus JSEREEHLJE | others HE

# 5 ETF Bray-Curtis B85 ) AM EEE % PERMANOVA 247
Table 5 PERMANOVA analysis of AM fungal community based on Bray-Curtis distance
Eir F R? P Eil F R? P
%) Plant 1.4086 0.0635 0.202 FIHyx 1B E PlantxDepth 3.6607 0.1651 0.003 **
FEHL Site 3.2067 0.0723 0.033* " || Hdthx - IEVREE SitexDepth 1.8226 0.0411 0.117
IR Depth 1.709 0.0385 0.172 ﬁf}iiﬁizﬁfz’}rg 0.8021  0.0364 0.555
TP xFE D PlantxSite 0.9307 0.042 0.455
#  FIR P<0.05; # * ;3R P<0.01
2.7 AM HEE5 HER AR NMDS Plot
Pearson I AT 0T 0 (5% 6) , AM EL1# ACE 5 = .%\’%73: OélDzE
KA Chaol T5 405 HHERE N WEIEME, 5 ACP & 10f ZBWL o BDL
UMK ; Simpson 75 Z0FT Shannon #8405 H 330 P | ® ;E%IL) ﬁ }BIDDIL)
ALP BE BRI 55 pH BB G, & FITLpH e os| , SR
AR TARREATBLAR N XF AM SUB SRR RER, & | = . ) .
CANOCO 4.5 *=Wy5e it 84T RDA 434 (18 6) nl 0 R B
UM R R G BL Ik 94.7% , W] JZ WORBE £, L1 A ¢+ 2 s
T AM EHZFEMEME R, AM BB R AR o5 % °
ZREERREOR S — A2 ARG I, WAL L 5 1D o = n . .
A R REPE S B0 B T (L A, P T 1 5 " " o ’ ’

HWATE 0—20 em 2 AM HE SR EE

5 AM EHE % NMDS 57 &
Fig.5 NMDS plot of AM fungal community composition
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. Bl Glomus perpusillum, Funneliformis mosseae, F.

OUI

o Chao 1

coronatum , Rhizophagus intraradices , Diversispora spurca, TEG ACE

2% Axis 2 (13.2%)
C

Scutellospora aurigloba , Ambispora leptoticha , ¥4 Glomus
sp. Hl Diversispora sp. A W &, H W Rhizophagus, o
Ambispora F Paraglomus 3 /)& F| 7B SR AE AT
I ISUERIEEAT KB A, Diversispora 3645 16 4 1o
OTU , E IR b R, o PR MO SEAT (L 40 10 4 A 1 150 13
Diversispora spurca R AEFF, Glomus FEKE I H 36 4>
OTU , B ARAHN F B A EAX L ERT Diversispora., 6 AM EFE &S EFTH RDA H47

N = N " . P Fig.6 Results of redundancy analysis of AM fungal diversity
—ﬁﬁmﬂﬂ? AM E@%%%é LE/‘JZ:HEJTE%E,'@E’TH‘ I‘JB]} index and soil factors
AM E MR R T AR S — 5t T Ed1,2,3,4.5,6,7.08,9, 10, 11, 12 503140 SWL, SWD,
o B e 2 ) MBS N L ' Pegd B A BWL, BWD, HWL, HWD, SDL, SDD, BDL, BDD, HDL, HDD #£
Au%j‘zﬂfu& —4§ﬁﬂ ??&ﬁﬁ@%ﬁa ’aﬁﬂ/n%ﬁ 3 C: AP, organic matter; N B%f# %, Available N; P. S5
ﬁ¥ﬂ$%ﬁ§'@$ﬂ%5§‘@,Kﬁgﬁifiﬂ%fﬁtqﬂ AM E% Available P; ALP: BB EREE, alkaline phosphatase; ACP: AR
ﬁ%éﬁ*@%ngﬁlfinﬂ 5 W%#%ﬁ%?ﬂ“ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁg*& BRI, acid phosphatase; EEG : %?%Mfﬁ%%i?, Easily extrated
N v A glomaling TEG ; EEHEREEREF , Total extrated glomalin.
I 67450 R DNA 55/ AR 28 B S oK R P 4L
FIAFEAELIAIHSE I AM SCEFIR, £ 5 T AM SRR IR AL, D150 T2 M0 AM SCR 25250
FAEETEHTEX,

®6 AM EEMF ZHMES T E T8I pearson 8K DT

Table 6 Pearson analysis between AM fungal diversity and soil factors

IR T WL REMEFEEC 0 Chaol ZAEMEFEEL FE R R FAR- A8 EL OTU % it
Soil factor ACE Index Chaol Index Simpson Index Shannon Index The number of OTUs
pH -0.433 -0.414 -0.559 " -0.553" -0.083
LR Organic carbon 0.330 0.212 0.460 0.453 0.269
AL Available P 0.251 0.386 0.398 0.432 -0.086
B % Available N 0.755** 0.499 * 0.165 0.142 0.497
H, ¥ e
%hm RIEER . 0.088 -0.009 0.686 0.677 -0.203
Easily extractable glomalin
RERRER
R ) -0.084 -0.168 0.306 0.292 0.018
Total extractable glomalin
PR PER4TR B Acid, phosphatase -0.728"" -0.644 " 0.343 0.343 -0.543
P EE R G Alkaline phosphatase -0.039 -0.110 0.725** 0.737** -0.31

32 FEMYYE AM HEYF 2R E R

TREHL R | 3552 1 VAT AM ELT Simpson 75 %0R1 Shannon $5 5080 A R PO AR , 7S 1158 1 Vb & 75
AM ELE Simpson F§ 401 Shannon $8%0H 5 TAEA MY, BEWISE 0 VDA T5 AM LR 2 R i T A A
Y1, REHAM BRSO B DI A G 5, WISTIESS, AM BB 027 LR b & — Pk (H AM 2L
B R 25 A 9 SE R AEE 22 R | Kiers 202V SGH T AM ELPE 527 SR A “ M1 T3 Lok
BRI A BB IR 25 R SRR A BIAR EL I, Tawaraya 25725 BFSE & B, R 28 EA Y A Fp AM
FUE RO 2 ST, BT AM B EA TR SR, 76 K (G A oy 25 AR 7T o436 e A1 s k4 o
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