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Abstract

Studies of ectomycorrhizal (ECM) fungal communities and diversity
on forest trees are mainly restricted to fruitbody surveys in Europe and
North America. Fruitbody surveys, however, are limited by fruiting
phenology and may not reveal true ECM fungal diversity. | used
denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (DGGE) and analysis of internal
transcribed spacer sequences of ribosomal DNA to investigate ECM
fungal diversity from ectomycorrhizae of Abies kawakamii and Tsuga
chinensis var. formosana. | examined ECM community composition on
trees with different diameters breast height (DBH) and ECM fungi of
different ectmoycorrhizal morphotypes. In a mixed forest of Abies
kawakamii and Tsuga chinensis var. formosana in the subalpine
ecosystem at Mt. He-Huan, | chose a 100 m? plot for each tree species.
In each plot, | selected four conspecific trees with varying DBHs. From
each tree, | collected ectomycorrhizae samples and analyzed their DNA.
The DGGE patterns showed similar ECM genetic diversity among trees
with different DBH, but ECM community composition had the highest
similarity on trees with similar DBH. Cloning and sequencing of 24
major DGGE bands identified 25 ECM fungal species in six families.
Abies kawakamii and Tsuga chinensis var. formosana had 24 and 23 ECM
fungi respectively. Twenty-two ECM fungi were in symbiosis with both
tree species. Analysis of similarity (ANOSIM) shows there was no
significant difference in ECM community composition between tree
species. On the other hand, six ectomycorrhizal morphotypes were
observed in sixteen ectomycorrhizae samples, eight samples each from

the largest Abies and Tsuga trees.  Restriction fragment length



polymorphism analysis, cloning, and sequencing of 36 root tips revealed
13 ECM species, including six species detected in the DGGE analysis. |
detected 1-2 ECM fungal species from each of four morphotypes. The
remaining two morphotypes had 4 and 6 ECM species. Laccaria sp. 1
formed 2 morphotypes with Abies kawakamii. Russula peckii formed
more than 2 morphotypes with both tree species. By combining these
two methods, | identified 32 ECM species, 29 of which have no fruitbody
record. Amanita liquii, Russula vinosa and Russula peckii were
identified in a fruitbody survey conducted in the same area (Kao, 2012).
Lactarius piperatus, Strobilomyces strobilaceus and Hygrophorus sp.
have fruitbody records, but were not detected in this study. In summary,
1) dominant ECM fungi were in symbiosis with both tree species in this
mixed conifer forest as there is no significant difference in ECM
community composition between the two tree species; 2) ECM genetic
diversity among trees with different DBH were similar, but ECM
community composition varied with tree DBH and age; 3) for most
ectomycorrhiza morphotypes, each type was formed by 1-2 ECM fungi,
but a few morphotypes had 4-6 ECM fungi; 4) Laccaria sp. 1 and
Russula peckii formed different ectomycorrhiza morphotypes on the same
host. Use of both fruitbody survey and ectomycorrhizae analysis may
give a better view of ECM fungal diversity. Combining fruitbody
survey with ectomycorrhizae analysis demonstrated that this subalpine

ecosystem in Taiwan had high ECM fungal diversity.

Keywords: Multi-host, diameter at breast height (DBH), tree age,
ectomycorrhizal morphotype, denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis
(DGGE), Mt. He-Huan, high elevation



A E 7 (mycorrhizal fungi) % E4= 1338k 4 & v FELE A

SRS SESRK S 5 g R BRI L IS ek A

-qlt‘

TrRBR RIBERE S AE ERF AN BEYRET &S

.:n}

eomt % K (Smith and Read, 1997; Futai et al., 2008) » 7 fI*#+*
AEZHRD HARE AL T AREARERAE AP £ 7 R i
(DeBellis et al., 2006) -

F19 (mycorrhiza) - @& 5 d LB 5 ¢ Frank (1885) #& 1 > 45
A SIS L L LA B (3 0 1990) o 45
WA 2 R348 2 & 4 5 28 0 *H 2 FR (ectomycorrhiza) ~ p
2 #1¢ (endomycorrhiza) f-¢b o 2 F12 (ectendomycorrhiza) (Harley
and Smith, 1983) - E FF 5 a4~ 1330l & fme (cortex cell) 4
Aj v S g (Hartig net) » 122 Fj19 4 6 25 = Fge (mantle) & > 45
‘b2 F12F (ectomycorrhizal fungi, ECM fungi); & FF s » 4 & o

e o i A5 F 48 (arbuscule) fof e (vesicle) > @ 7 A& 4 v

o>

.aﬁrﬁgfzdz 2 2 F1 ) (endomycorrhizal fungi) ;5 g skae & »

R fmre oo X gyt e IR s e E F RIAES PP A AR



7 (ectendomycorrhizal fungi) (5 F* 4c % > 1997) - # ¢ » & & 5 2
AT ER R 2 FIEZE 2 FITE (Smith and Read, 1997; Allen
et al., 2003) o gt *b » R HEH B F HIREI|FHDFAN 0 Ao E
(arbutoid) ~ -k & % (Monotropoid) ~ # §§ (Ericoid) ~ f = (Orchid) *
(Smith and Read, 2008) -

¢ fre' Jt F 3 5,000-6,000 & ¢t # F12E fF (Futai et al., 2008) >
T 5 i 45 F 4 (Basidiomycete) E OF o H 4R 5 5 £ B
(Ascomycota) (Molina et al., 1992) fri& > #edk & ) (Zygomycota)
(Smith and Read, 2008; Futai et al., 2008)- > 3% X3 6,000 &tz 4~ & *
ARARAEL R FESF oA FES EF 5600 fr 285 &
(Brundrett, 2009) - H ¢ » 444 (Pinaceae) ~ tp#+ (Cupressaceae)
i (Fagaceae) ~ =+ #+ (Betulaceae) ~ 1§ #r4* (Salicaceae) ~ ¢ #a %
#+ (Dipterocarpaceae) frtt £ 4 (Myrtaceae) * {84~ (338 » 5

® 5y 4 B R (Futaietal ., 2008) » £ H & 44 (Pines) » i 5

d

Eﬁ B ;;F])Ikﬂ Z 3 % (Allen, 1991) - izt {5 H R F T8 F > 5

-‘ﬂ%

fe e thenig g g (Allen, 1991; Read, 1991)> § &+ # 1 & %

\mk

Friken

& ‘g A& KR (Brundrett, 2009; Tedersoo et al., 2010) -



S A EREARARIB AL R

BB A £ R A FREFALATIY 2R LA
AN enF R bldo 4T AR B  RAR > o B SR 2 s
WA o YHEMS LS AL (Smith and Read, 2008; Talbot and
Treseder, 2010) - g4 # & (Laccaria bicolor) ¢z ¥l = 5 &g »
AFEREFRAALFBF frRBF DR B BAw
% (Lucic et al., 2008; Martin et al., 2008) - 2+ 3% ¢ ik » K,ért =
FWF RS A RO T Er A ARE R
AE R SL A T (apatite) > i2- i %84E % A (Wallander et
al., 1997) - % TF cEER Rt A ARE e o RGEE A Hem e
= (Mahmood et al., 2003) - AL ? > *F 2 AR FDOF SIS F
3R EE 10~20% fE 4~ chk & (v* A 4 (Hobbie, 2006) » & &t
ki 20~30% 4 EpA 42 F & (biomass) (Futai et al.,
2008) o ¥ b b A FARE AN AT FH o R AR ELH S TR
Pl Al St spd 2 58y & KR (Maser and Trappe, 1984;
Johnson, 1996) -
Btk TRIRE RS o A ARE R SRR A R E Y o

A

gk E o 3t AR EAEERRAF (hydraulic lift) ~ £ F 5

'

ey (mycelial translocation) > §724 % 1 £ @R K 2 3¢ ek TR

3



(Lilleskov et al., 2009)- & 4% (3§ =% ¢ » &7 ° # #+ (Populus tremula
X tremuloides) £ & i& & (Amanita muscaria) = 2 {& > H Rl i 30
(water channel proteins, aquaporins) 1 IR & & 2 fF P f #H4F
(Marjanovic et al., 2005) o ¢t ¢F » § $rk A8 i R b A F A

SRR L IEBERF R FPFRERREELOFES bl

P+ 24> (Pinus thunbergii) & % +>#% s (pine wilt disease) P -

\E‘»

AR lE RO Flo b2 ARE FEAL RGO FRE 0@
femm@mS s P2 FNI FES 0 7o kes R framed o
@k %A% A= (Akema and Futai, 2005) -

A AR A RESRF TR E o g L Ll
CHUE S Hp o et (Salix reinii) %y et £ E § ReRro F ek 4
FIE Ay il 2 A E T F 0 4ph (Nara and Hogetsu,
2004) » Hgom b A AR B OB WOREDER uE 2 oo kR R 2 R

R E Ffak o R 2 (Betulaermanii) f-p % £ (Larix kaempferi)
oo B A FE (Nara, 2006) > ¥ 1 4.4 5 Likj® (Cézaresetal.,
2005) fv;% AL & (Ashkannejhad and Horton, 2006) s tkif 5~ 7
AP I 453 o

A BRI FEE YA (richness) fri = (composition): & 4

3]

TRk a4 £ e 4 Bofc (Baxter and Dighton, 2001; Jonsson et al.,



2001) o ik (TA|F &Y > NP PR EGE KRARE 2 R R £
t#E (Betulapendula) % % fie 4 iend 4 L P> 3 ~ a0 4 B
RFRDOHe Y F 5 - AF sty 2 & 545 % 4 (Pinus sylvestris)
2y a4 Fond s A2yt R d ERE A Ak

g 4p B8 (Jonsson etal., 2001) - @ # ¥ (Betula populifolia) %> ¥ =43 &

= 2

W

C‘\'
1f“¥\

s T b4 b E e Yo 25 0 A
“F R E AR EAERE PRe PR EE L A

*E

(Baxter and Dighton, 2001) » &7+ &7 FIRE Y >t 2 FAINE F 7 {2
kA &4 o

PAFARERAERES IR A RERE ERAHL L o
FRER S HFHRTT AL E 2 HRBERS DA R o Flpt o

TH2EAREAFEE G 20 BRI BEF LA L a0 T

BB h A FREEAS L B R DT FS O B
F§ 4 (Suzetal,2008) - @ ¢t 4 FIE FEEGFT 0 AR SEH

+ (above-ground) == F 4831 & fo+ T (below-ground) 2 3 ¥
Sifeoh 2 AR A 4T o

2 P >, , N2 s, = 2 k=
B AL L AW RE PRI s G AR



A FRREFF S FMS SR P R blde AE T FHRY
¥ g 3] e Cenococcum geophilum » &2 2XAF % i3 » Zr2 & 4 3 F
o % MG 2 Tahhd B Feh s Rt o b L T F M
NG izipE > PREXIIER - FRIRE RS (Gardes and Bruns,
1996; O'Dell et al., 1999; Durall et al., 2006) » I iFzed4%% K14 4 51 ¢ 24
A E AT % % %2 (Gardes and Bruns, 1996; DeBellis et al., 2006) -
P 3 EFTERIMAARIFAE (AR A EF T2 > BiE F
Fer7 g A (Billetal., 1986; Villeneuve et al., 1989) » 7 & if Bz ™ .4
z ﬁ‘]f’ﬁw,' 4 o

FILT 0 p R O PR B ACA T LB D] 0 B k0 B
do i Fd SR A TR s FRe R G B B
Z g d 2o E N, & HAIF R A 4o Ao 48 (clamp
connections) 77} fk ~ F it ~ F Sk e chlp At (septal pores)

TR RS S B BRRE RS hE o274 % (Agerer,

r

1995; Trappe, 1967; Dominik, 1969) - X » F1¥7 & EF L B L {r

R R a3 £ 8 (Agerer, 1991) > £ H =35 (Russula)

F 34545 (Lactarius) e 329 (Cortinarius) ¢t 2 /12 (Suzetal.,



2008) - b b FEcHM A FPERZ TR IR A R TR E T
DNA ~ 47 Fs R ViR A @ AREAF T T *TR A
(Horton and Bruns, 2001) - iT7# % » 7 AR E FEEF > 25 E
Plend 78~ 2 Y AN FAREE DNA> i§&d PCR #tgt 2 5
FE FPoE RNA A% ('DNA) (5> 2w A FliE 5 (cloning) #f
T_F (sequencing) ~ % M ¥ R 5% 7 & (denaturing gradient gel
electrophoresis, DGGE) ~ % f # & 5% =/ (temperature gradient gel
electrophoresis, TGGE) & % =3 ¥ k& 2. U4 ¥ K& B % 3| &
(terminal restriction length polymorphism, T-RFLP) 4 47 & = ;% 7 f# ¢}

gl o

pat
).
il

A FRE

ERTARE G EX &4 2 A (Horton and Bruns, 2001) - #%
AoRAY FF IR ARLAG A TR ERIAL Lo FAY
d A FE7 > BN 2 H - B A clone 62/ QA BEEFH-
PREEZIERG FOREVH  #F22 AR AR THEH 2 ARE
FoEged o 2SR L AFEAEN T F 2B P L aR R
#& % (Linder and Banik, 2009) -

BUFREAPT AR RSP E P 1990 £ A E AR
Bpcd % a5 (Muyzer etal., 1993) o 8144 B B R A 1 R

(urea) fr= ° A 7 fgie (formamide) %3 it & A - &[5 % AR%



(acrylamide) " vk R d MI| B BB HR > fI* L DNA

AR AT R NAEF|EHERT IS B g A H
BRPFE M CC LR DREFMARIRFERRE > Fltiw
FREAERIPR SRS BRI HRSE R R (Myers et al,
1985) > wc sy ot~ BANR SR A o T T R AMEF o R A
Frpfdo LT AFRPRTAMZEFT AL FEL (gel-gel variation)
(ValaSkova and Baldrian, 2009) -

BRVREARPCTABREHFRADR T AP R RPREB R
FREYR A FHG 2B LR RPRRYT ARG
R ECX 143 400 bp sk A & 45 (Valaskova and Baldrian, 2009) o

*E Y EE T UH] P EE R A ML 7 (terminal restriction
length polymorphism, T-RFLP) &_d 24| % B & & % 3|1+ (restriction
length polyporphism, RFLP) &% m % & * > 2 45 B kA a7 5
2 ¥k e (Liu et al., 1997; Marsh, 1999; Lukow et al., 2000;
Kitts, 2001) - ¥ $ ~i& 7 PCR i tgps > &8 ¢ — B33 ehkzg (5)

do b RRZe o RGN 2 EE2 2] PCR A4 18 BT T AL AT o )

PP RERESLIE A AL A RFEYR S EEAREROT R G
TR &FRiS WRNARF FEEEEPPE A REREDTEARE

AR TR R BT S AR T E 0 R



(reproducible) » e E_§ p 7 pEil § (F* N BLE TG HIT 0 T oA €
w4 %R (Valaskova and Baldrian, 2009) -

PG E G BB FA PR 2 RSP ARE
FlEOEE e RE P = L a3 (Bougoure and Cairney, 2005,

Allmer et al., 2006; Dickie and FitzJohn, 2007) -

Y S Y 39

41 43 FREFat fass
Boane dvthd FAREFROAT A ZZ A8 - A2 KA gy
#o& 7 14T B (Amanita) ~ 5B (Cortinarius) ~ 55 ¥ 4

e

(Inocybe) ~ v & 4 (Tricholoma) - £ 3+ /& (Boletus) ~ & 5

)
o

(Pisolithus) ~ # £ % 3+ /& (Scleroderma) ~ #t7¢ /4 (Cantharellus)
4 » % (Clavling) ~ ¥ & 7/ ¥ (Ramaria) ~ % "L 7 &
(Gautieria) ~ 4§ & ¢ /& (Hysterangium) ~ # 47 % (Entoloma) ~ 4k
(Hebeloma) ~ Alnicola & ~ # = # /& (Coltricia) ~ ¥ # 2
(Sebacina) % (Tedersooetal., 2010) - # ¢ » *=ig & (Russula) ~ 54 3¢

B (Lactarius) ~ # % 5% (Tomentella) ~ £ 5/ (Thelephora) % #<&
B

AN

FeF B § cnfe 4 (Species-rich) > # ¥ 224 fk k¢ f o3 & g e

¥¥ £ 2 (Buycketal., 2008) -



SOV AEFNEFLE AT AX LR BN > bldel BB
(Geopora) ~ "z#. F (Hydnotrya) ~ 5 #f 4 4 (Catathelasma) % - v
"5 AR GADERE BB 2 FHE (Suillus) o L E
% (Rhizopogon) > ¥ frix4 (Pinaceae) {£4 & 2 » Flm & T4 L 1
B ot AR 20 A F AL L REF frs Lz BRE
(Cenococcum) ~ i &= (Laccaria) ~ Pseudotomentella /& - Piloderma
BE o gt A I A fot ik B (Clavariadelphus)

% (Tedersoo et al., 2010) -

At

FZRRAT MR AT BN fea 2 A ARE B e bl
do D F oA e Lok LAk ¢ o 2 9% Austropaxillus 4 (Horak,
1983) » 2 B A F hg Laffelr WA A F (Descolea)
(Tedersoo et al., 2010) -

BAERG EF AP SR A FREAn s g
B 7 R~ 3 (Fagaceae) ~ 17 Wt (Salicaceae) ~ #c A
(Dipterocarpaceae) ~ g A I #* (Caesalpinioideae) ~ + fr % #*

L _y—l——

(Casuarinaceae) - % (Coccoloba) ~ ¥ & #+3; # (Arbutoideae)

@ 7 b §* (Nothofagaceae) ~ sn 4% I §* (Leptospermoideae) (Tedersoo et

10



AR B ® T4 B A (Sanmartin and Ronquist, 2004) » ¥ & 7] 5 2
EARBH PRI FRANEL 2 42 HREFa 5K
Bjis B g aE 2 £ 4 B (Janos, 1980) - S E AE IR £ 3
2008 # 7 Web of Science T E #7107 2,495 Ry~ B4 ¢
B fedt 240 5 62% ARl a2 ARE R 22%

&l p (Fagales) t£4~ (Dickie & Moyersoen, 2008) » %% F {& 4 e

il

A EIE R SR L.

42 2 RT NS AR HOS i

B Fhthe §3 5 42 R AR RS2 5 Bon
B K E FAMAKE (Bahrametal,, 2011) - = 3 % ¢ 7 &
8 HARSEA] > 4t KRS 2 45 (Picea abies) 4-F ¥4k & 864 T
o REPMEEFARD Y PS4 X B R 34 AL R
7 (Korkama-Rajala et al., 2008) ; ¢ & K # iz #A (Quercus rubra)
BESH x3 02 2 FEFA LI IMAEAFR 10 02 F
HE F > MAROPEE S g 25 f2 FITE F (Gebhardt et
al., 2007) ; 4 £ < & %4812 (Tsuga heterophylla) 4= 2 +> (Pinus
contorta) 4+ E R L4k & 3.6 SEHHERPN 0 FH = E I F R

HAEER 128 fAch 2 FIE B (Kranabetter et al., 2005); 2 & 3¢

11



PASEREREHDEY B3 BAEDFEIEST DNA 2147 6
4 2 Fqc 5.8 T hgktrAs W IR 137 e 121 At 2 AR
E 7 (Ishida et al., 2007) - £ 7 7 chf i ~ A~ & f ~ HFHE S S
A4 EAR R o B g 4345 Bruns (1995) hE & 0 & 01 2
Eenm fAR B AT 13~35 far bt 2 FRE R T AR f R
HW o

F2 OIS HIRGFAAATLARE A R
(Bahram et al., 2011) - Cline (2004) %" 3 &7 » — #% = 3 Tt~ &
F et A FRE A 25 AT o blde A 47 EE R (Pseudotsuga
menziesii) 10 B FH & > X EF 10~24 B4 2 ARE 7
®o A > (Pinus sylvestris) 0 22 B F1ts A ¢ o F IR 16 fEH 2
A1 E F (Saari et al, 2005) ; % & 2 4 B e+ (Vateriopsis
seychellarum) s 10 > F#¥ > T #F R 5 A 2 AN E R
(Tedersoo etal.,2007) ; — & 3 2011 #eh- A7 A G- 7 #
w4 L3 (Populus tremula) b 2 R E 7 5 it 0 A& 784 T
atp R BAFE 130 A A5 495 BRPA L R EF
122 f°t 2 F1YE 7 (Bahrametal,, 2011) - @ &4 08 5 i A&

d

FEALRE

2

B EBGE T BT HRERARARALE I BRI S

(TR

12



d3tiTE Ko 3 4 e3¢ B > 0 #8737 (Lindner and
Banik, 2009; Morris et al., 2008) ¥ 4~#F 3¢ 8 - F142« (root tips)
A AR AR e A FE A (cloning) e €A (Sequencing) A
17 40 B9 Z 47 (Piceaglauca) shFI4e« » HIRE & 4% 1.0~2.0
mm 8 - TR H e I~3 L AREF a &R 13 50~6.0
mm 8 - 3% 5 1~4 f 2 F1 R (Lindner and Banik, 2009) -
Ao B EAY AP F k] F 0 88+ (Quercus sp.) tk 104 B H - 9

Xo0F 26% L 3 2 At A AREF RIS 4 A

~mbe

B

(Morrisetal., 2008) - &2 77 . p RIEHE P » (0 5 AHEDFHRT X 2 d

N ;‘J%#ﬁi\g%tg\)—"’ﬁ? KRS I Wl L E: i b0 %
(DeBellis et al., 2006) = ¢ 4 FJ1IE Fj& a4 s 4 B (5 > Bojdat 4 g
B 2% fEf gimEd s gh oA HEOKR - £

R oenjicd For2 2 B F 2 B endk s (Deacon and Fleming, 1992) 0 & ¢



ARANRERIEFEE S RER BT AP P TS
(Dahlberg et al., 1997; Visser, 1995) £ 2t 4 $= %15 (Erland and Taylor,
2002; Gehring et al., 1998) g2 %8 -

PR FARE AR e 2 gt B RS e 51 2R
#4] (Moser et al., 2005; Walker et al., 2005) ~ * 3% % 4 (Nantel and
Neumann, 1992; Avis et al., 2003) ~ # i (O’Dell et al., 1999) % - Moser
% 4 (2005) B #p Mgt (Quercus garryana) AikiE Bz B
T FBHEFFG AL HEAF v F 2 (serpentine soil) fr2t
b6 % 7 2 3 (nonserpentine soil) > 2 (S FFARB AL T A ARE
Fl 2RI = B R R B 2R ARG R v d FE R YR
BoRgoen 74 A0t 2 FIREFY -1 46 IR AT 4R
FoHY G R AN HREF AR IR AL B
ARG E S A BER TS ook 3 g 2

BB R RE RGBS RS L FREFEE o8 3 pep

i wm Ay wgz i (Dickie et al., 2002; Tedersoo et al., 2003) -
AFERT A BT 5§ (Olympic Peninsula) sd $848 42

(Tsuga heterophylla) f=i=#&+> (Pseudotsuga menziesii) ;& & k¥ > &

14



FOABRAED MPIBAORF TP RAIHPIENFIFTHAL o
5?;;,,\1&&&;7 ReRd2E2 ARE A AL RIE{-E 2 (abundance)
EmApk (O’Dell et al, 1999); @ &% & 7 » a3V Ef (Pinus
taeda) #+kf-¥R & & (Eucalyptus dunnii) #+k:E 7 - & & ch3 §F 18
AARFR M ANE A A S ¥ £ (abundance) SEF & @
ez (Giachini et al., 2004) » . p A 944, (Abies) t+k+ 3 10 e 7
(Matsuda and Hijii, 1998) > & B % &g Bfeca £ 2 F > 4+ & Ffd

G IEARR R FREHS AR AEF eSS

f FHBRBR T b AP TS E A AR E AP Sl
il { ~ (Twieg etal., 2009) > 70 FAfasieE s (Twieg
et al., 2007) ~ &k (Villeneuve et al., 1989; Nantel and Neumann,
1992; Ishida et al., 2007) ~ *t 2 FFE FEF 2 3 iv* (Nara et al.,
2003; Koide et al., 2005) % -

d b2 AREFAT F RARRDE L E - 1 (host specificity)

“‘k

2 F 4 (host preference) » &t 4~ fE45E 2 P 2 A R
% &1 (Massicotte et al., 1994; Massicotte et al., 1999) - Nantel -
Neumann (1992) 1dx & B ER &4k?P - FHA L > £ n/% 33
FHOFRG S FREAGET LS oS G AT RS 2T B A4

B o A A RN g ST E 0§ R B8 T Blde



A fe (amino acids) ~ +% F & (nucleotides) ~ A= %5 (phenols) ~ fE4F

(aldehydes) * (Koske and Gemma, 1992) o iz 4= B ac 49 B2 530 4 ¢h

4 AR AAgue 3 pEfoF st 2 & (Fries, 1983) - i@ B 50 2 FT
B F - £ (Conn and Dighton, 2004; Kernaghan, 2005)

“ff"l AR e A hERL £ - BEROPEFF o &
‘v £ % end %484, (Tsuga heterophylla) =/ ¥t4> (Pinus contorta)
FERERY > FPuw BTioELAY L 120 £ 59 & 109 £ e
205 £ AR EZBHRF® > EFIHZEDT WAL o R FLITH
7o tdethEdsAE 150 &5 0 o3 FIESE R (richness) £
AT IR AR o F HihE#ARE 200 £ (5 2 ARE AR
3 b g% (Kranabetter et al., 2005) - %R E k- F 40 TS o
R ez HA (Quercus rubra) A+k? o A B A 5 & 21 & ~33 &
43 &k BT FHARA L > BEYET 0 AR ES S RIE
LAk EE TR APM o Ra AFFMALY  FIIFEE 0 &
21 #4c 33 E A £ F 3 AL ARLFH 43 EHRAEF 1L 405
# kA L F IS 7 48 (Gebhardt et al., 2007) » e izt A R %
RPN F G A A F F e T 2 FRE F SR e gt b Y
ik iha R Ry R A A AR AR REEF IR

(spatial heterogeneity) frgFfd % &+ % & (inoculum availability) i# =

16



44 B 2 feoAF

PPt TR SRAF B L RA LT oA L RS
B A F AR S L% AL 174,000 2 < ﬁﬂ:ﬁ%&i’i’éffﬂ
KERFINFEF FERDIRCEr (BRAF2011) 25 7 25
2 F R L F 5 &4 1, (Abies kawakamii) fr 5 #4842 (Tsuga

chinensis var. formosana) %43 f&% % o w 8> ApEIT ey > i

cHO AT FHFT RS 5P A FE L F o E (Sawada,
1959) w A g uiEf s A 5 2 o @ IR L ESS AT o
¢ 3 ¢ 2% FF (Boletaceae) (Yeh and Chen, 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983,
1985 ; 7 &[4 > 2001 ; Chen and Yeh, 2000; Chen et al., 1997 a, 1997
b,1997 ¢, 1998 a, 1998 b) ~ =% & (Russula) (Chou and Wang, 2005; f#
R 3 > 2004) ~ 4% & (Amanita) (Yang and Chen, 2003; Chen et al.,
2002) ~ & & FF* (Xylariaceae) (Ju and Tzean, 1985 a, 1985 b) ~ © 4
(Tricholomataceae) (Chou and Wang, 2004)~ % 3* g P (Polyporales) (5&
L 4 > 2009) ~ A #% 4L (Corticiaceae) (Wu, 2000) - & #7 7 B

(Aphyllophorales) (Chou, 2000; Wu, 1995) - # ¢ (Discomycetes) (Wang,

17



1993; Wu et al., 2007) % -

oL ERS DECAEFATA LT L 0 KB L (EF
E52000) ~ P HIREY A4 (PRS0 2003) ~ 4 RRIEP SRk (8
& 0 2010 5 He 4t 0 2010) ~ A5 Lt 4 ) (3R L 4% > 2000) ~ B (2
S Fqrk 2 a0 2004) s ZHRRESF (24 Z ook 2 a0 2009) ~ 2
Lok (8 0 2012) ~ T Lk (F BTE2E 0 2006) ~ & Bl (3
M oas > 2012) ~ 33 H0E (5% L4 > 2004) ~ B 7 ;% (Tschen et al., 2004) ~
&S (B2 02000) ~% B3 (37 &> 2008 334 E > 2010 ;
¥ % 70 2010 5 pkif 0 2010) ~ 4 G HRaE (Linetal, 2011) ~ %5 (%
v FE-2010) 2 LR EFG K E (£ BEE1996) 4+ L (TR
§P¥15>2006) = iz (2 » ¥ >1999) 4 (Wu and Chen, 2002; Wang,
2002) > 2|87 W R B (§ A Rf-ERE > 1986) 17 k4 - A ¢ i
F P iF (2012) e g (2012) #7 3 4 AHE 02 FIE

W o SHNRAN A ARSI A AT - K 0 ¢ (1981)
ek B WLid HAEE - #4842 (Tsuga chinensis var. formosana) ~ & #
4 1% (Abies kawakamii) ~ 5 = ¥+~ (Pinus taiwanensis) ~ # .0 >

(Pinus armandii) - = 4*Z 12 (Picea morrisonicola) 135 /& 7 1

18



a2k (Pinus luchuensis) (g % » 1997) ~ 7 1% (Eucalyptus
camaldulensis) (+k= 4= > 2002) ~ + k|## (Cyclobalanopsis glauca) (7"
73 o F 4135 0 2004 5 Fts% 0 2004 5 FlEcAE 0 2010) & 4Rk o BB
HEARDE  PREFARA) S b ig i (3252 & > 2007) > 7 f2 5
AR e e 7 A D (BUF S fogiizie 0 2004) - P oar SR A

4 EE R 2L

TE O FESFRFALHEAED SO L AR FAFEETSHE 7
FBIHREE L FE GO A MG F VR B SREA R
R o SE TR BT 0 7 A3 3,000 o ko~ iR A &
WAL R LA - AFTAECHFLT B LE G k2 2841, (Abies

kawakamii) ¥ = %484 (Tsuga chinensis var. formosana) & & +k » 14

HABRELZFATHEHE PRSI AHARRY L AL R

3

>

2,
4

Mr

PRI b BRI LSRR 2 A FE FE A LA ET

LARE AR -
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"o & 3 i
_.\p;i"y.g‘t,
FrrBRen s ARETENIANEELE 2o HE 4R R
FOF o F R R R s T RBRAFFNT S F IR A Tl E

EEFY S RS -TiLE AR

.
=
\3;

S

‘% S IESVERI IR RN &
ARBARIAEARRE G ITEDFT > FY AL R LD
SRR T (% B E 0 1996) - "f Tt fel g A 3 L Fl4p (Juniperus
squamata) feit FEF E IR > M R AR Ak AEd 5 5B L S
(Abies kawakamii) ~ 5 #*4#4Z (Tsuga chinensis var. formosana) ~ - #
= £+ (Pinus taiwanensis) ~ & # fl4p (Juniperus formosana) 42 .l
1 §§ (Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum) > i & sh¥ A5 45 B 5 3. L
%+ 7 (Yushania niitakayamensis) °
B sLw? 366 K Ao #F 4325 %7 ¢ o (Taiwan
Endemic Species Research Institute) & /& fi:85 k(s > EH 53 - o8
& AN A R EeiR S HBEER (B2 oig BAE - 2000) 25 ()
= A) e &R E ¥ 0 83.24% dhh Aade o S BA Y LB
151k 1682% - 4T F 3 3 A 2 m 2}t o3 L 7 (Yushania
niitakayamensis) (1k%8 % ¥ B4% - 2000) » #4438 B 5 5 3,006 m -

WP BT b v F fopl=b TR 0 2009 # chtRp ¥ 3R 43 0.6~

20



11.1°C » #3598 5 64°C > sp¥ iR 5 832% > fr¢tehE & £ 3

3,153.6 mm (43 2 + ¢ B & ES&% - hitp://hm.tesri.gov.tw/) °

=~ RE&EI

- OF LA LEMBYLR EHRP 0 A BEBG 10 2%
X10 2= en- BoFLPHRFf- BoBFEIU R REPF H
- AR LHEARE S PRTEPN G A BB E S (diameter
at breast height, DBH) &k 4 o 395 % B sk frw < fF (2000) #
BRITE F AL AR T R 0 S84 4Pl fe DBH B IR
Hehf o 2y M DBH AL B Bl ERFEPN 0 2 HER 4 B
% I DBH el fatk st (- » Bl- B) #H,értf-'v W AT E i

Send B o PR FT 0 ar B E SRS S EL 158 LR et

FANEAHEFES  FREFHEFORRS J AP BRI £
f e A FI 2 FRE R e

‘n\"

21 ® RALBnE L A 2 BB 2 FREEE S

AF % R P R %M T & (Denaturing gradient gel
electrophoresis, DGGE) 4 7w B 3 & /S o B4 428 5 8484 =
8 Peateht 2 FIE FEE e > X5 & A FEE (cloning) fr R
(sequencing) » 7 f#i & DGGE ipaifF chsh 2 A E FfasE o

21
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2009 # 8 * “ieAitE-tEG & (crownarea) ¥R A 2 o iR G
P gn ks s @ e 3 ehd g ghi (crown radius) B~ 8 i %
BECTER P BE > & PG 32 B EIRR A SR B A T 0E
BoE BHREAER 15 BHRRA kAR 25 8 BHEA W 4
Birts 4 BAWMRESS B+ (R=- A= BREKATF 60 B
AR s > 24T 8 BIREKEA Y ~BRMTF £ 64 BREK
A o
2.2 AR R P E

=B EFEEY 4 £ (sampling effort)» 2 DGGE 4 47— % #:#f%
PR BLeDh 2 R E FFEEE B > T Stk Primer 5 (Clarke
and Warwick, 2001) =4p 12 & 4~ 7 (Analysis of similarity, ANOSIM)
Wk RBEe L B 02009 £ 6 7 AN MREL A4 A ERATE Yo M E
Bend 2o ARG P o nFL v ~F ~ A e B e T
Mo AP L BEFEOEEL X 20 BHA (Bl B) & B AN

%\&B" 15 f[}%ﬁ’}g’}i{ld{ ’3@?—?%1‘7(?;‘1/’7\_%% o

23 &35 1 iR e 3 IR F

v

PREAEA S S REU R E ER A BT B
B> 2011 & 8 N REL AL LA LE bl T4 ah D A4

B tE e M RE 2 o UBHEL P s ek B N F s w2 e
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L g P 2 B R Ed iR (Bl- C) - = $4if5 8 Bi4 - X

16 B4 o fpen 8 B AL R & R B AE B EFITY

fi1s 0 2% Agerer (1995) s #7 N Brer i (1981) e Ak A
HowsS& At a LI lad R L5 FSEEd fre BiaR

oo A Pk AFenE A B 6 BT o A u ko R A F
(eppendorf tube) 3 P~ DNA» 11 & & fsdasy & 3 te 4+ 7 rDNA 1

ITS 5 & > £ 24 p 27 fx 5 £ % A4 (restriction fragment length

polymorphism, RFLP) A 47 #-2& 4 4= % & % » #-2 AR E 3 I
RFLP Alatipk PCR A4 £ 3217 DNA Es ¥ T 5 > T HIRG T

Rep e s $ 0 s R -

ZFARERD AR

FEFANPE  NEFHERBEREEAR > AR REZPFER 150m
e~ fp 10 X 10 em & 2 oo in]%ébﬁ]}g}_{ B BERE R HE
33 AR HEF v F % E 0 pPTET 4°C (Goodman et al.,

1996) - f: f2 & * 25 mm G g 2 BT p Kokt o

¥

KA FRL AT mpoR s AT R E A MBS

23



e+ 12 DNA chE s

\\\?{r

< Doyle 4-Doyle (1990) 7CTAB (Cetyl trimethyl ammonium
bromide) % B~;% - = FH 4 47, (Seasand C, Nacalai tesque, Japan)
o G AR A E e ¥ 0 WA B (polypropylene conical
tissue grinder, Scienceware, USA) #7 & » glfsim¥e o 4 » 65°C Ff #%
e17 500 ul CTAB buffer (20 mM CTAB > 1.4 M NaCl > 100 mM Tris-HCI
[pH 8.0] - 20 mM EDTA > 10 g PVP-40 solid) » F# 1+ fm® p % 22 DNA
F & > & 4c~ 3l 2-Mercaptoethanol (Sigma » USA) #& iF #icf) » i€ -
v OE s o & 65°C ki 30 min £ 0 4e ~ 500 upl dichloromethane/
isoamyl alcohol (24:1) » = ics R & 15 > & * £+ A4z B & v 18
(260D brushless microcentrifuge, Denville, USA) » 14,000 rpm # &
oo 3minc Ak Fiod & > B3 G et KR I AT
s e b g Y 4o 300 pl B AR (Isopropanol, Mallinckrodt
Baker, USA) g fick 8 & » & DNA itk » £ =x /2 14,000 rpm 3.
2 min> §) 4 ;—g'*;‘f;z o HE L *F:v B3R DNA Tk 4e » 500 pl Wash buffer
(76% ethanol, 10 mM ammonium acetate) > # % 2 min ¢ » 12 14,000
IPM s 2min e A G L R AR EE TSN B R A
H - F1¥19% DNA 4 x> 20 ul & 77k iR & F1 DNA B4 » 30 pl

£ Fk e 37°C wints > BTt -80°C -

24



I~REPRYGF BEfrA @B T A

R EFFEH F B (Polymerase Chain Reaction, PCR) p# > 12
¥+ AR ekl 3 1 ITSIF (5-CTT GGT CAT TTA GAG GAA GTA
A-3) £ ITS4B (5°-CGC CCG CCG CGC CCC GCG CCC GGC ccG
CCG CCC CCG CCC CAG GAG ACT TGT ACA CGG TCC AG-3Y)
(Gardes and Bruns, 1993) (P* ax 2 = f2 3 2 @ » 5 8) H bt 2 F1HE
+ ) rRNA & F]0 ITS (internal transcribed spacer) %3 - % ¢ 50 pl
$ PCR F 5@ > ¢ 5 10mM 313 £ 0.5 pul> #4 DNA 5 ul> 25 mM
MgCl,;3 pl > 5 ul 10X Taq buffer > 2 U Tag DNA Polymerase 2 10 mM
dNTPs 0.5 ul (MBI Fermentas, USA) » * i it 40T 1 95°C T %+ 3
min > 1 i 753 ;5 95°C 30 sec » 55°C 30 min » 72°C 1 min » £ 35 & i
% ; 72°C10min > 1 Bk e FRzais»=* B AP 5uPCR &
$= i1 > 7z 3 EtBr (Ethidium bromide, Sigma, USA) 7 1.2% 3 *5 %%
8 (Agarose I™, Amresco, USA) }+ » & 1 100 bp 4~ + & &
(marker) (GeneRuler™ 100 bp Plus DNA Ladder, Fermentas, USA) &
¥R o & * 05X TAE buffer (20 mM Tris-acetate, 0.5 mM EDTA) &
100 V T34 30 min, & {5 @ * 4Pk 3 (BioDoc-It Imaging

System, UVP, USA) 44 & 5 4 °

25



AR RS RS

PCRA 4= & fp *» A= Haelll 4= Hinfl (New England Biolabs,
UK) & 7 T4 p *» pe # £ % 3] 14 (Restriction fragment length
polymorphism, RFLP) 4 47 » i&7 PCR A @it » & B~k
€ 5 ¢ lpl eap 2 px ~ 1 pl 0 NE buffer fo 8 ul <9 PCR A% o &
37°C T F i 16hr #5» #-A P 7R T A+ 11 UV BB k5
(BioDoc-It Imaging System, UVP, USA) & #% v $ Bl > & F199 &

¢h3 b RFLP 4| PCR A& 4355 % A A4 o

= ~ S F RS T A (denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis,

DGGE)

A4 AR A PCR 24 £ 1 ITSIF-GC (5°-CGC CCG CCG
CGC GCG GCG GGC GGG GCG GGG GCA CGG GGG GCT TGG
TCA TTT AGA GGA AGT AA-3’) (Gardes and Bruns, 1993) 4= ITS2
(5°-GCT GCG TTC TTC ATC GAT GC-3’) (White et al., 1990) it {7
semi-nest PCR > PCR i wif » p ek é{ﬁ-f@%‘ﬁié BT Ak
+ GC-clamp o 113§ 75 F A FEuA 7 {6 > - semi-nest PCR A F & {7
BEH RPN AT o

A% 5 8% poARi= (Acrylamide, Bio-Rad Laboratories,

26



USA) » %424 5 Jk % (Urea, Bio-Rad Laboratories, USA) fr® fiie
(formamide, Bio-Rad Laboratories, USA) » $x {45 & ] 29 sk #ri¢ *
BUEHR L 20~40% > AT B ES AL 8 SRS PERE
APE S REHRAA L 25~50% & B AP 45 ul PCR A 4 A 1)
Arm A 1 60°C 70V 7oA 16 hro P82 EtBr 4 ¢ 15 min
fg » 3 rd 33 -kP 424 30 min> 2 UV BE4p ¢ %t (BioDoc-It
Imaging System, UVP, USA) z45- B 40 3 1% {5 0 14 f23] 7 2 B~ DGGE
Bl @ L& PpeiEd > AnE e g ot r 20 EFK3TCw
% 30min g o £ sl % ITSIF o ITS2 X tgw 3 <9 DNA» 11§
s * > #* Quantity One %% %8 7 ¥ #ic %8 (Bio-Rad Laboratories,

USA) 4+ DGGE ¥ o

ASPCR A 81

% RFLP 4|¢h¥ - 34 4% ¢ PCR A 4 f- DGGE +fi& i #
1 PCR A 5T A 30min 8 » i % ¥ ¢hkpejp ks> MfR2] 7 +»
P g uiEF % B4 F - PCR A4 2% & Gel / PCR DNA

Fragments Extraction Kits (Geneaid, USA) & it DNA

\\\Xr

4w =

P G FREEY g F N 4o x 500 pl o DF buffer 3= i R

30573 60°C> &g 3min - g F o FREBRIBME A

27



FRTAr o BB RS 2 ~ 25 collection tube poio
DF column > 2 14,000 rpm #&:& &< 30sec {s - i§4 collection tube
B o 2 F 0 ¥ 400 ul WI buffer 4 » DF column » .« 30 sec
fs > ®#- collection tube p Bx% > £ 4c » 600 ul Wash buffer > *x ¥ 1
min s > &< 30sec: & K,ért Fe o £ =g 3mine % DF column sz
% o B fs 0 # DF column 2z » ATengs B p o 4o x> 20 il & ki

£ 2min w3 DNA - £ 3w 2min = = DNA % it o

1~ AFERE

PCRA it {4 »i2 7 A F:E 78 (Cloning) - * TA Cloning Vector
Kit (RBC Bioscience, USA) # DNA # £ F J& (Ligation) » %% i *
P g g N A Se~ 1 ol buffer A~ 1 pl buffer B~ 2 pl
vector~5 ul DNA 4= 1 pul T4 DNA ligase> iR Fdr (8> & 4°C ™
#EF & 16hreit 7+ %4 Fiwre @3] (Transformation) s 4c » 20 pl
2 iz oz (Fast-Trans Competent E. coli DH5a, Protech Inc, Taiwan)» ;2
£ish 4°C TaE 1 hro FF 42°C T4 ks F & (Heat
shock) 50 sec > & DNA i » iz > #-gp.o ¥ 2xw 4°C 2 min > 4c >
500 ul LB broth (Luria-Bertani broth, Difco™, USA) » 2 37°C 100 rpm

FF AR E Lhro £ 02 8000 rpm 4t 50 sec o 4% 400 pl
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FF o flEARA Y 2 &5 %% IPTG fo X-gal ~ ¥ 7§

Ampicillin &7 LB &2 &+ > ud BB B % H I 50 & 37°C T 1
% 16 B/ PFis - {7 Fv &:F (Blue-white screening) - & i % & ¢
B 10 BRES A P RS FR ERAEE (loop) B i IR
LB 3% 2 + » 2 13 TA Cloning Vector Kit (RBC Bioscience, USA)
“rigenil 3 ¥ M13F (5-GTT TTC CCA GTC ACG ACG TTG TA-3)
= M13R (5-CAG GAAACAGCTATG ACC-3') > i& {7 PCR - 3 tg 1%
Bdoe it o F Rt - X o KA T AFRAY < [ 8 B
Hrcfk A PCR AF &7 U0 7 s P K5 3470 F ik 2o

i r P fEele b o

L RARRARANH

wer AFERFEAC o PEF G 2 B RFLP A|ehHE P &
A pEad (5#) T/ /76 * ChromasPro (Technelysium Pty
Ltd, Australia) #cdgt vt R 7] - 2_ {4 * NCBI (National Center
for Biotechnology Information) ‘=t (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) =
BLAST # i » 87 57" 40 35 D% 44 > 11 MultAlin 4 =b

(http://multalin.toulouse.inra.fr/) W 2 k&~ B 5[ L B o
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Lo B EA T RGN A

FHHRBHUTARFS RS SEy o 13 BT
(presence/absence data) f2 3% » i * 2t dick8 Primer 5 (Clarke and
Wariwick, 2001) 4 47 - 3+ & Bray-Curtis #p ™2 B - 2 MDS
(Multidimensional scaling) & R4k & B ¢k 2 49 [+ J5 o= 4p I
B oo Mgp iz B & 7 (Analysis of similarity, ANOSIM) % 47 &2 F i
£ > Global R 4= P value %7 e £ B < ] 2 EEARRE > £ 14
Pairwise test “ #5 e B X B FREAE AR B * HH R (version
2.15.0) % WAFH & s (Rarefaction curve) > &t % ff DGGE i 7% #&
fofk A dcenBl 2 5 ¥ b > 4 DGGE %k i F eh 5 7]4e NCBI + 3.
T B 7% & FASTA #3;% » @& % Cluster X 1.83 (Thompson et al.,
1997) &7 5 iE B 7| ¥ o B F # + Phylip (Phylogeny Inference
Package, version 3.69) (Felsenstein, 1995) % i¢ ¥ & SEQBOOT it =
1,000=x bootstrapping > ©» DNADIST (Jukes and Cantor, 1969) :* & :#
B e o £ 2 NEIGHBOR A% 3% 2 4 48 & ;2 (Neighbor-joining
method, NJ) (Saitou and Nei, 1987) =Lk 4F> # 15 # MEGA (Molecular
evolutionary genetics analysis, version 4.0) (Tamura et al, 2007) #< % %
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k1
=

- ~ R
2 R % 7 & (denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis,
DGGE) 4 45 = #/4 1, A4 (DBH=78.0) ¢ 19 & 24 # DNA» £
EE 23 B2 FRE RS o fFE Y & (rarefaction curve) &
T Rt ABGE 14 B pE RARIEY Bod SUBHAET ¥ (RlZ) o
- BB E 14 B AR AGEG S ARE AR

.]V_J-_o

S E REESEA LR DB L AL Fd ® 5 1

B RE @ 7« (denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis, DGGE)
37w B39 8 245 (Diameter at breast height, DBH) =5 34 422 &
A0 64 BRAKALED 337 B2 ARLARRESY (B
w)e 24w A (DBH 4 %] % 13.0,29.2,49.5,78.0) i » &
H 23:23:24>24 BIEF 5 5844w s (DBH 4w 5 195,527,
86.0, 117.0) trfE k&3 22-24-25:26 BisH (A=) & BAHE
Fendt 2 FRERDED I HRELEZ 5 o & 37 B DGGE ix#
P oo 1215313240 34 BLiESH A PR j\“};&’ﬁ BP0 w2
11~37 BUis=d 2 S84 A W RIF] > % 33 5LiEd 8 o A4
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oA (Ble o £2)o
B 37 BiEEA P oo P 24 P R patani £ 654 (major bands)
w4z DNA > A F]:E 7 (cloning) &7 ¥ - & 7| > &2 GenBank F i
Bt 4t AP AR 98% M hREFARL A 2P 0 g
(Russulaceae) ~ + "*# (Boletaceae) ~ 4§ ¥ #* (Amanitaceae) ¥ £ &
Eolbiens AR 7] (F P 0K 0 2012) v 40 A AIAp R % 2T 98%
FIrdP o AT ERE 6 25 FEHFEARIE (R2) A&
7 %R 4 (Cortinariaceae) 10 f& » =% 9 &> 2 & Hf
(Auriscalpiaceae) 1 #& - 4 3 /4" (Clavulinaceae) 2 & - & F#*
(Thelephoraceae) 7 2 f > 43T £ 1 & 1% » F I DT &
i (Russula compacta) ~ £ = =i (R. peckii) v =4 (R.

vinosa) ~ # 7 (Hydnum ellipsosporum) {-% 248 % (Amanita liquii)

DS EAVEIRBUL AN AR BV R

1% ~ 3 HF#k A~ 2. 37 % DGGE (denaturing gradient gel
electrophoresis) o€ # 9% /& 34 (presence/absence data) i {74p i A&
4 47 (analysis of similarity, ANOSIM) > &1 5 34 4. {5 #4847 et

FIRE AEEe+27 ¥ L3 (Global R=0.073, p>0.05) A

Z\*l

T R &+ (multidimensional scaling, MDS) fr4p i1 & & 7 k¢ % &
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oA ARG 2 AR AET e P RS E ()

REPRABRTALREDEE D 25 B2 IS

3
S
3
&
2
L)
1&

¢ 523 fé mm}f}@m— F A f]%;ﬁ@j‘fﬁi’—:l B3 (Fe) 29 10 7@_

IAMEES o AN B A WRIE o A B D 28T -

&
)
41

AR Az aF s I %235 s Russula sp. 2 ~ R. sp. 3 ~ Cortinarius sp.

Ty A 4
k=g

I

6 ~ Cortinarius sp. 7 ~ Cortinarius sp. 8 4= Clavulinaceae sp. 1> & & %
ik % Ffd o & R.sp. 1 {- Cortinariaceae sp. 2 ¥ &5+ ¥ & 5 84 42
i ;e $] » Thelephoresis sp. 1 ¥t & eriE ¥ 7 A 2 84542 B 5] > BT &
GER RS SN IR N SRRl oy R AR

- 1 (host specificity) -

E s EERCALSN L AR RS RBEEELEERS
R R AR AR o B s S B ALY A2
A3~Ad> 2|} 23232424 B A FREFAPEREY (BN
HARAL G SR ERAET L -8 AR HRDI R > 2 &
€ 25 fa vt A FIE FAMEY ok 0B R AT 4 B8 kT
F022~17~21-19 BEF (Fw) a2 ARI HOA L R
AL ALEA A G - LRARS o S MREF AR TS

=

e 8 B o 1335 LA 2 FIE R e g U
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ABEET R - BAL S LAY ALVA2 A0 5 25% AR R G %
SBAL S L ASSAL R A 0 F 27% R (RL)o B s
1AL oA EREF 6 BHRAT AL 33% - KR A
oAl BABLa A2 A 25% Api AR 2 2 B A3 B AT
33% M bredpinE 1 BiAr 1B AL A AEE 57T%-
ok ] RARITEN S AL 0 B RS FIR AR m AR iR A o
EF IR OEEY (Re) 228T RBEHoLeH oLk

4 ~Russulasp. 1~R. sp. 2~R. sp. 3~ Cortinarius sp. 6~C. sp. 7~ C. sp.8 ~
Tomentella sp. 1 f= Clavulinaceae sp. 1 ¥ -+ = &+ 2 AR E A kT
A fw PSP ARATER G CRIT o BT v PR ALL BS  iRE

e

I PRSI ANE FIREAET

BB R AT AREET o BSOS B TL T2
T3-Td» A% 22-24-25-26 B2 FREFHRES (F) >
LR ERAE S S HREL R X o Ka o e dreh 25 a0
AFRREESEEY e B oBLPURANFES L BRI 16021
1919 BEF (Fe) 2 FIE Fod A 5 A S B8 E

B ed B oAU B LB LA FHREAET e 54
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PRGEBIAET 0 TL § 4 B AL uE T2 440 2R ARE 40%
T2+ 3 BH+2 T3 ch3 BHA4pmARE 36% TIH*+ 3 B
A2 T4 Acnb B ApinAEE 31% T4 oA~ 52 T2 T3 +
FAR UL o R D F 0 B R BRI o Bt A CHRR ARG

B P papiTenc 810 45 15 AR AET LS ik o

AiEd AR EY (Rr) FEET  RFPeHoLH 0
i3 ~Russula sp. 1~ R. sp. 2~R. sp. 3~R. sp. 5~ Lactarius sp. 1~
Cortinariaceae sp. 1 ~ Cortinarius sp. 5~ C. sp. 6 ~ C. sp. 7 ~ Clavulinaceae
sp. 1 ~ Thelephoraceae sp. 1 % - 7 fa ¢ 2 AR E FOPERIEF r &

MiAs 3G RIT] BT PSR R e

he

Ao~ g @ e o BB PRI G
VIR R ACE R A Bd A4 LAY E T4 LB B8

BRI A Rk BVEEIN AR EE I FIIA 2 ER
v & EFR A § EIT A 4 ERR AL E ¢ 1A ER (R
1) B o Fd 13 ~2dA v d 1A ~0d I Ae BFHTGE
A EAHERG 8 F FIR AP SBAY o RF NElER o F

) o
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= A BHT et B i
AR IA N RAEFE R £ o TF (smooth): & H 42 (simple,
unramified) # ¥ $h— 33k (monopodial pinnate) 4 =i 5 4 )19

(B4 A)> 3= £ & (tip length) 500~4,500 um > 2 = & 4% (tip width)

300~500 pm -

* 4 FTT I AG Aokl R Y (R4 B) 3 &
i & R & i 3,500~5,600 um 0 7% E /& 500~700 um °

TFOFANA AF S RGBS BT F EATI S A R B R
(irregularly pinnate) ~ += (B4 C) > A= (mantle) # & 7 2 J bt
5% (emanating hyphae) =tz > 25 £ & 1,000~3,600 um » 2 =
® /& 400~500 pum °

vd FIR AR E RS E ph— ks il ¢ i FIT A G
- kv d FURE E MKPRRIABEAS (BL D) PRXER
2,500~3,200 um > ¥ % E £ 500~600 um °

v FR I AR A G ek 3 2 &0 ¢ stk (B4 E)
AT s E4a 2 P ka4 B & R 600~3,500 um > 124 B /S
300~500 um -

vd AR INA G £ T ¢ A (B4 F)> 3 239 4 7
S e s 24 @R, 24 K A 600~2,500 um 0 124 B /2 500~
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800 pm > FY & ILH 138 H fhid k4 4 o

7 fﬁﬁ*gﬂjﬁ = l[@;ﬁ%ﬁl&itﬁ;}yb "’fx 6 ,E;*r\; , _E. d ,;&

Qe
3Hf
5

Q\
H

A rHEFI 4B - £ 58 BRX A5 DNAC EF FHA >
{231+ PCR # 5t 2 F1¥ 2 7 IDNA 7 ITS # B> =7 F 5 69% o
R g S F e A o P 22 fe R B S Al (restriction fragment
length polymorphism, RFLP) 4 +7 ~ & & 72 (cloning) frZ_ & » + J&
19 B2 FRE FA A

> W22 NCBI 2k ~ b - ik oG f 3+ FMEAE 7D
LFEETHF BB ENIARIFALIGE (F2) 285 AR
(Russula peckii) ~ & =3 (R.vinosa) ~ =% (R.sp. 1)~ 5% (Lactarius
sp. 2) ~ L.sp. 3~ k¥ f (Cortinarius sp. 9) ~ C. sp. 10 ~ # g (Hydnum
ellipsosporum) ~ 4% & (Clavulina sp. 1) ~ ¥ &= (Laccaria sp. 1) ~ &

7 (Thelephoresis sp. 1) ~ T. sp. 2 f=# "+ (Boletaceae sp.1) » # - 4

A ERIT 8 A cBBURN TR R 3 AR A
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=]

Eeddiiaond 1A -3 N Ae2 ¢ FRA MR - A M F
Laccariasp. 1> & o #4420 ¢ 11 3]4ed ¢ 1A JA1FRRIE] -

- AR EDT PRI FRIE IR L FARE F o4
T4 LA AR LB A BRI T ehdL X =45 -~ Russula sp. 1 -
Lactarius sp. 1> 12 % 8848424 & 0 p| 3] e/ < =% ~ Clavulina sp.
1 ~ Boletaceae sp. 1 §= Thelephoraceae sp. 1 - 2. ¢ F12 3|7 B #F & 4
BNy d 4 | AT RE& F Hydnum ellipsosporum f-
Thelephoraceae sp.2 » Cortinarius sp. 9 ~ Cortinarius sp. 10 ~ Laccaria sp.
1~ Lactariussp. 3 & j&5 ¢ 1 & AR o

Yoo pE-R TRy s @At ARE R e 4|
A AR5 Sk A0 R P L X g {r Lactariussp. 106 ¢ | 4]e78~
9~10~11~12 5.4k » > @3 H. ellipsosporum §= T. sp. 2 o @ 2 &

B N o 1T A | | ;;ﬂ%f’ 1) B d\*&f B ¥ Laccaria sp. 1o

1~ P SWEP RS

AFEFZD REHFRAERTADEF BRI L TICE - 2 R 7
Ao REE B AREFAE P 0 254 (Russulaceae) fr ik
WA 4 (Cortinariaceae) 1% & 5% o i il Fifdz & F T i
FE o MR EE A 7]~ GenBank P B TR AR 7] (o) £
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FERGHE (R SR> ) TR~ R p T A
7 (% P iE > 2012) -

LA AE G Bl Bk A o v ans AR &R S 157 bp (W
7). %% Lebel fo Tonkin (2007) % i AL M > 1L 25 P
(Russulales) 7 Albatrellus ovinus % 7 #t % - H ¢ » 4 & 2 ig
(Russula compacta) =4 % » 3 F 2 PR iEF T 5 EE 5 74P
w2 fe 22 GenBank % iR 11bp 97 oS ik kg GenBank
SRR g B PR L FE 6 bp o Russula sp. 1 & #&iT <14~ f& 5 Russula
crassotunicata- % |t ¥+ £ B¢ 12 bp - Lactarius sp. 1 £2 Lactarius sp. 2
RGeS e L7 o L2y (Russula peckii) s L d o %
P PRETIARE-RAAHOBITAHANRES 5 %
B BEFIRHEFTNEANPRELEFLIE 1 bp Azt fk A2
GenBank shg X =g B P A FE 3 bpo &t g B P c mEmA K
ReEF WM EZF I AAE-PRILAI BAFEAL 1L bpr &
GenBank =5 7P| £ 7 4 bp - Russula sp. 3 ¥ Russula puellaris 5 7]
s AT 264bp ehR AP 5 8bp A B o gtk > & i Russulasp.
2:hB A E R 2TThp® » F 2bpehi B o d BIADLHT v &
Aligas iy o

SOEFAF MG TR 7 56 B A o HehAE AL A S 306bp -
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% Peintner % 4 (2002) % WS A L g8 S A K
Hebeloma cistophilum % % *t 3 (@) # ¢ - Cortinarius sp. 3 ~
Cortinarius sp. 6 ~ Cortinarius sp. 7 ~ Cortinarius sp. 8 ~ Cortinarius sp.
9 ~ Cortinarius sp. 10 ~ Cortinariaceae sp. 1 = Cortinariaceae sp. 2 3% £
GenBank *® 4p Bf 5 7| X fE{x+ o @ Cortinarius sp. 1 £ Cortinarius
cf. multiformis e & 7)difp v > £ 2 10 bp - ¥2 Cortinarius sp. 4 % 7|
& 4%17 ¢ Cortinarius costaricensis » F| Z ¥ 13 bp = 7 #eh i/t
F 7| &% &% 3 4 > 11 Cortinarius sp. 5 ¥ GenBank < Cortinarius

acutus 5 74p i R B > W 5bphEL R o
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J

i

o

g

— N S PE SPBR SR 2 ERE

A b ED 002 DSBS BLE SEFBRER R
Tl 32 A AREF ERREHDTL AR AT KB TER
GELFLZF G AP - d FEREES NG B HRFERR Y AN
P AT R G 2 FREFFE Lz B+ 1 - ~ 285 2Eih
$- R L4k d 95 B I % L4 45 (Abies lasiocarpa) & 200 124
A AP EVEFNEE 74 A0 2 FIE F (Kranabetter et al.,
2009) ; = ~0.0625 =7 «hi-E{> (Pseudotsuga menziesii) fo3c b
(Pinus muricata) & & k¢ 25 B 2 41> A 47 £ A DFN > £ &
16 &t 2 F1¥E 7 (Horton and Bruns, 1998) ; = ~ &= B & f# 0.01

;% g~ (Pinus contorta) =& = 2 42 (Picea engelmannii) /&
E4ken 27 B2 R A > R 247 726 BIL > EEF 28 ft A A
E 7 (Cullings et al., 2000) iz 7 & & E kA5 B 7 H il

2ANE AL S

E’(

S FRHALEFANRERATRES R
PESFFHAL ARPRA LA FRIE 2 AREEF

#7% (Horton and Bruns, 2001) » & &7 % 3% 4 ¢ 32 87t 2 A1 E 7
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P 3 fht 3P Mk (3P F2012)0 A w5 2448 F (Amanita

liquii) ~ & ‘=4 (Russulavinosa) =i = *=iF (Russula peckii) v i &

A AT MR T R R R A B DR fE e E 4 29
oG RN Aes ATF LML ARLATR G ARARNY

e B ir2 A2 PR3 98 (Gardes and Bruns 1996; Gehring et al.,
1998; Jonsson et al., 1999) » ¥ iv o *tigd FfE P2 E | 0 & F L
AAFTIM AT I IRPR REFL L T A E G R R
# % P F 3k (Lactarius piperatus) ~ > 8 2
(Strobilomyces strobilaceus) f-# 4 (Hygrophorus sp.) =+ § %8 3z4%¢
(B i¥ > 2012) > A P AT AR > & FABTRRTF TPV R
AR FERIN  FAIRRE L A FR A B PR 7

22 PCR 313 ek e (homology) $ix € o Tt » 7 fp &3 B > 2

Bk S el FR AT E @ 2 FHRE FPRAS 2R T
MR DR RE M R ET IR (A2 &) o A

HALAREIRAT EF L R F G R -

>

ERR S Sl Eﬁ*{!g”ﬁ_ﬁ'ﬁﬁygk#—frﬁﬁﬁ&iﬁﬁ
LY

EHAFLLZ A IR RER AN LR

42



& fEfra Lk e # 48 (Tedersoo et al., 2010) » & # % 33 & T e?h 2
AREF? G2 AR T RS FHE > ¢ 7 ¢ 2%/ (Russula) 8
fa~5 55 (Lactarius) 3 &4 F & (Amanita) 1 &+ /4 (Hydnum)
1 4 ~ Si%F 4 (Cortinariaceae) 13 44 - 43 /4 (Clavulinaceae) 2
f > & FAF* (Thelephoraceae) 3 #& » # "+ (Boletaceae) 1 & > v i
OB B2 Y R RS EE (o ) 23 3 B3
e fd 5 R {e® £ (Buyck et al.,, 2008) - Bt R p iy 4 o
AREPNG 1AM ES (Laccaria) EF % /Hi & A it LR

F B H BN S d fieos £4a 2 (Tedersoo et al., 2010) » Az B

A FREFRRE SR AF IR A 55 Y (early
stage) 4~ fafratdy (late stage) 4 &5 ~ # it ¥ (Mason et al., 1982;
1983) o *tk ®e B b BpH e GH ~ FPHH ’niﬁfi‘*‘@%’%‘

A0FEF AL E AL A gy 4 (Deacon & Fleming,

1992) » v irﬂ;‘ggl o BREr  BEFIEEANRER S AYH
Bk~ ¥ e 8% (Bruns, 1995) 0 i ¥ B AR BB~ G A
4 (Grime, 1979; Cooke and Rayner, 1984) - & ¥ =/ B Fj A& F 7 v&

- B AP s P fE (Masonetal., 1982) » & # 4 fda fgfI* 32 5 £

i@ P AdtR? 2 E3ps (Deacon et al., 1983; Fox, 1983) » &% 4778 &
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i 55 R E#HAP, A (R-selected species) (Deacon &
Fleming, 1992) - & & grlija 3% 3,000 = % =+ ehdetkr 584455
L BRAHE SR R RRE L 0 LB Erip B

(3 ># >2010)> @ 2F 3 R &4k > #25 83.24% s 844
15.82% ;#4150 = F40F 0100 24 0 A TRk o de b A
FIaaiat ARLFAS 7B R0k S Fie kg o

g
PR B R BB ek -

B PBSEEFEL A PR ER S HEREREHY 3
o4 FIEELE 7% L 4 (host preference) (Kennedy et al., 2003;
Lang etal., 2011) > A A F 2 AREI AEEDEL A H FF o &
Mo BS BAY Y o AR A T 0 - (Pseudotsuga
menziesii) -2zt (Pinus muricata) = & 4RR[EF 16 fH 2 FIE

F'7 L2 fivissfagisd Ay 5 L% ¥E (abundance)
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BB~ bEFWM2 S E (biomass) 80% HFfE (Horton and Bruns,
1998); &% F-+> (Pinus contorta) =& = Z 47 (Picea engelmannii) =
EHREREEF O 18 AL FRIFY 0§ 14 AES ARk s 2
(Cullings etal., 2000) ; 14 2 *FF 7 & 5 840 1240 5 348450 & HRBIF
25 BREF 2 ARE A o s BB A By 24 o 23 A0t
ARANEFACEYy 2 {HTFEBEFLEL (Re)od Pz BFY
o RRREHPT L FREFTEGL S Ll BEFEL S
A3 FA B S SR B FA MOk LT BP0k
4 % # (Molinaetal, 1992) » Ap#*t 5 i & - MR fE - BER o
FARR FI L AR DRA A RERSR FIGLAF 4P
B B G mA BES 2 FRE HE LA R R
oA A Y & LS (Baxter and Dighton, 2001; Hobbie et al.,
2005) » ¥ i ER G BDE A AEG HA R o

.‘-——ﬁ,

i3 # (Russulaceae) fr& A4t (Thelephoraceae) E s % A 4
A B AR E > vt B3 AR B (generalist) b2
7112 7 (Gardes and Bruns, 1996; Horton and Bruns, 1998; Horton et al.,
1999; Stendell et al., 1999; Taylor and Bruns, 1999) - 3 7 i & — {2k
A ARE F o Ao 2% FH % (Suillus) w5 * A% (Rhizopogon) =

Ao % #cr & f (Gardes and Bruns, 1996; Molina and Trappe, 1982)
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L2 o A TRIES 25 B2 AFRE FY 0 Russulasp. 14r
Cortinariaceae sp. 2 © %A - &4 42 W ;g3 » Thelephoraceae sp. 1 & %A
RS ERIv TR L FAE- Mo T AF R AL
AP 4T ABRIF o 0 PRl R TR L It aF e
FIABRELERDL EAARZ 2 25 7 TR Fifrs
gL RoiBd Ay 1% A &2 (pure culture synthese) = 3¢
(Melin, 1921; Hacskaylo, 1953; Marx and Zak, 1965; Molina, 1979) » g

ZEARGARGE - p 2R FR I RIFRABFIAL N OFHSM

51 #2 ANRE AL DS

AP L AL e BS R S R A 0 IR Ak rs <
(2000) 2. /& g2 sz fa 8 o e A w27, 109, 148, 264 & - i
e BB ANRE AREFRAAB T AL B 5 &
BApiz (BN) L 2T ARAFEZESF L8 (B-) #&

TS v A B et 4 FIE BRI e SR 400 ()
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b2 FREFOE TS R P e B LB P 2 R
REEBIHRELET < (BIN) 2 o BP0 2 FIRE B

T SR OL R (B ) RS s Uk T 4o
T2 crff Afdp 10 > B S St T4 22 T2 T3 ehi 5t A 4p 12

(R4 - ) B o et 4 BiR 0 8 e 3 R % | 5 %

A RS IR R 0 2 A E FEE e o BT foahis F o
AARE FORE > v 2fs P (crown closure) A2A F B o A
FEFREPE T GARE T 52 > AN ELEDEL FEA
B oo by B FRMA AT IE (Opening) BF o EE BIFIIL RS
(root colonization) » & JF & %43 5 % A B ~ FEM F fFiRT > A
it 5373 7% (Kranabetter and Friesen, 2002) » ¥ & F]* R L &% ~ &

A AR AR e L8 .

5.2 BHFA2Z ML ARE AY
cEAYE BB DR 2 AR E HE R (richness)

EEARARRET < (Fe)> 23 FMAL R (FPF

2012) oty R o LIS S BB AR AY RS R HFLE

47



AR AFET O SFL SR Y 413 30~100 24 0 FF R
RARET o SBAPHEY TRANAE RSN L5 30~100 A
Z AR REFAR ICB 100 a4 R RBER o v kb
~ hd #4847 (Tsuga heterophylla) {-i= ¥g> (Pinus contorta) /&

HFA T B3 7 kel % o Kranabetter & 4 (2005) =+ 7 #8344

oo BT B AE 120 Ew o A FE B RS HEE
Tl ARBE LR A SR RS R A R R Ty B

B A FREE G A EdEaR A o HiREHES A Fla FfERcC e
iiﬂ?ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ”%ﬁﬁ##%?ﬁi% mlF - B HRRER LG SRR
B~ 2 B3 F 2 (spatial heterogeneity) f-F &+ % £ (inoculum
availability) Z & » F]a i Bl #bk At 2 AR S
Moo sz 256 A ANREAY 07 20 AV EZ BiLE
SEAY 3 1T BT B BEERN Y DL S BB A

EE R S S AR LR E- R I

Aov - el 3 ERE F S i
Cline (2004) ch AR P » 172 L BT > - $% P
(Pseudotsuga menziesii) 3 10~24 & ¢t 2 F2 E f]>Saari & + (2005)

ST 5 BEOT 0 — R % A4 f(Pinus sylvestris) 7 16 f& ¢ 2 F1E 7 -
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AR HAR SRS e R S BB A SR 17 ~22 fi e 16~

21 fE R 2 FRE o 5

-\\]-

£

BEE 0 - e EA 2048

i

4];]*}1 x—,tayhﬂtolz,m#j‘bta?ﬁ;ﬂlpﬂ%ﬁ E\;"B‘:]",Itz.:[,?
BORGRT ek & TR fesf b % A R 4 A A ok B

i 73 B (fitness) (Harley and Smith, 1983) -

A‘Aa-l— ',

S~ EMEANLRLFA

Pt (1981) 4R 4 S B LR en S L e S BB R
o aug 7 i O BEARYGE B 0 EELE RHIRFL P
MY B F 6 BB o v P Ak SRS § FR S B

B~ 4 TER 9 ¢ NAFRA TS F8R 277 R

3

le ¢ HIA > FrARRIE I A Ao B8 afks 277 %
REEFRDF S NAFT  fragdmahd 17 o

AFTRERET T 2 BEARVE LY - A2 FRE FE 2
= 1 F (Laccariasp.l) fro #4545 4 a0 § THFa LR
‘mehe ¢ 3] E1 - A % 245 (Russula peckii) & [ #48452) 2 43 %

REE S NAFR (B2) P fkas REF LAOFRAE -

SREARAE A 2 A A ARE A L & i (Russula

Y

vinosa) £ 54172 L A G F R4 e iieh2 4 It L i
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TS A A A 3% AR o % F (Hydnum ellipsosporum) £

<
D
—
\
N
AN
J},
s
(24
T
et
Qe
il
.
Qo

AT o B L L S

AFRRIEABRYAS 2P s AN EGaaErind o BHLE D
s 25t ag (Lactarius sp. 2) £ R A2 E 0 AR E 4 | AE

1

12 o @ iz iF (Russulasp.l1) ~ 544 (Lactariussp.2) 4 W& 58445

v

» 4% ) (Clavulina sp. 1) ~ £ 5% (Boletaceae sp. 1) fri fF
(Thelephoraceae sp. 1) 4 =|& L& 4 > » i 25 4 | A7

PO ORER A A IR TR A 0 T T AR R

\rmL
E‘K

¥ BLow d |l mjﬁ—]ffl Bk A ﬂ!ﬁ‘uﬁﬁr:ﬁ'@ v d 4 ﬁ_*ﬁé,\ B A% A 1 %k
%5 (Cortinarius sp. 9) ~ Cortinarius sp. 10 {f-u j&= (Laccaria sp. 1) &

oAt e 4 1A > 33 (Lactarius sp. 3) £ L 4814235 = %)

o

mr

ERRAEY AR LY S EFARGEA WY 1~2487
2 FIE FUrAEe fik Ads (Pinus pinaster) ¢ 15 fEEIA M

7 10 /875 fs WR1H 1~2 8 2 F1T 2 / (Nieto and Carbone, 2009)

AR o AR ERTRS FA 0 # 42 AL A
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—
AN
S+
[

4V A A S B EHEA G

A~ H - B a2 FIE S R

Linder 4= Banik (2009) %= 3 &7 1% £ & & 1.0~2.0mm =»
P2 AT RIE I~3/A 2 FREFH o &R 5.0~6.0mm L
RIE 1~4 fiF - AF L AFRXER A3 05 mm~5.6 mm 5
19 & B35 B uliRF 1~2 fBF - hitl - BIL > Wi f -
etk FRE R A e

Morris % 4 (2008) A 47{&#3:r 104 B H - 24 > 26%42 4 &
BEA AL ARLIF AL 17%1% (6 %) BIE 24

A EREE cBA AR 1 AF 1 B4 LS e en

#

(Lactarius sp. 2) 2= » 5 #4400 ¢ | AlF 4 BRIJ &

*
3

(Hydnum ellipsosporum) - g (Thelephoraceae sp. 2) )= » i&& 7

BLp RERY EFVIFAN BRI FALAE RS FT
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1~ REHFRFPT AL T2 HFH

AFTR LR R SR A (DGGE) A 477 4 BT E F rDNA
ITS A7z @@ 54k i&a g & AFEs (cloning) T/ @ FTig
448 - DGGE & A enfidit & & > f1P0 - 4o sy wje iz & 7 &

&

EX

7|4 47 (Valaskova and Baldrian, 2009) - DGGE 7 3+ % %2>
BRrE>Z > awhlkEsrrr 2R & DNAKR A @ 7 >
P2 ARE LA IRE T UARAT T A ES o d
7~i54 16~ 4 20 feif+ 30 7 DNA R 7] 4 +fr3"3<‘iﬁ i3 (Russula
vinosa) (4 =)° #Am > DGGE 4rk H s 2 3 4 % >3 » % % & PCR
AT A4 chip Lo f Wa R RES Y pE RS DEMAE (Muyeretal,
1993) o pt ¢k » AFT T PB4 BARGEF Y o F 14 BIEF AT 2
Ut AR (A2) VR AGERERE S s F E AP IRIT s P
PO GlehE G R  E PERE RS el RE T IR A
g MRV HERAFIERL FEA AP T FREE LR

PR 5 AL 4 5 R

LS RATFIHE VT FIE
5 kA 71484 (Metagenomics) w4 & % ¢  Handelsman % +

(1998) # 1> 7 2 4d HE P BFH A T DNA S i 8 &
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FaEiPEfE TRk optaEPi (reads) ¥ M E A7 7 F B
o BB (contigs) £ B FOREEFAE o P SF R AR

(Kurokawa et al., 2007) % ;% iXpc4 # (Venteretal.,, 2004) £ 3 - &

Bt bt 4 EIE B L > $ 53 B F LA F1e DNA &7 A

%
4

7 > Metagenomics 0% i &} £ £ 3F L it % b2 AR o
PR A e G T BBREAL - FRE R RTREEY A
ZE TR ERIEAEII TNV HINTGAS - CERMRER
P& R fhoreads e g AR ERS o BAER M 0 = 14 contigs vt
HovEFRI TR 2 5707 X8 F - LT 5 URY
AP RA0 P2 AT DR Al AR o Ft s Pk E

B B FREFAAFRORH LS FF T

\\\?{y

—:I,;,,z,'"ﬁgé

A A

F]19 ] Metagenomics 4 47 i LB 3 &1 i *
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\

Jui

J=q

i

e

[ERRSE o

LAtk k200 T2 % AR Ak F 36

‘550\4

A AL E BT R AR AT B SRR 2 o

sl BHHFRAMTAET BRI LTRSS 25 7}@ ﬁfﬂ_’é *]3’:]'

- %2 £ 998 B4 13.0~78.0 cm S L4 WG 17
~21fE A FAINE 0 %9iE 19.5~117.0cm & 5 B4 A B
16~22 2 AR E F Br L iRkt 2 ARE AV A
HTARLLE o
AR ARG 32 A AREL FY > £3:44F (Amanita
liquii) ~ & i 4 (Russulavinosa) fr & = iz (Russula peckii) 7
+ F s T RS A EE st (Lactarius piperatus) ~ 4
¥ 2 3% 7 (Strobilomyces strobilaceus) {-uf 4 (Hygrophorus sp.)
FAEFIER A RIT BT A AR KR (A EIRF Eehh 2
BT R B 5 A o
MATFE RS A AT B EERE 36 BE- RaE AR
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Table 1. Diameter at breast height (DBH), crown radius, and estimated

age (Chang and Gu, 2000) of Abies kawakamii and Tsuga

chinensis var. formosana sampled trees.

DBH  Crown radius Estimated age
Plot Tree no.
(cm) (m) (yr)
Abies kawakamii Al 13.0 1.0 27
A2 39.2 2.0 109
A3 49.5 2.5 148
A4 78.0 5.0 264
Tsuga chinensis var. T1 19.5 2.0 -
formosana T2 527 35 _
T3 86.0 5.0 —
T4 117.0 7.0 -
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Table 2. Ectomycorrrhizal denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis
bands from ectomycorrhizae samples of Abies kawakamii (A)

and Tsuga chinensis var. formosana (T). Numbers 1-4

represents DBH category of each tree from small to large.

Band Abies kawakamii Tsuga chinensis var. formosana

number Al A2 A3 A4 T1 T2 T3 T4
1 + +
2 +
3 +
4 + + +
5 + + + +
6 + + + +
7 + + + +
8 + + + + + +
9 + +
10 + + + + + +
11 + +
12 + + + + + + +
13 + + + + +
14 + + + + +
15 + + + + +
16 + + + + +
17 + + + +
18 + + +
19 + + + +
20 + + + + + +
21 + +
22 + + + +
23 + + + +
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Table 2. Continued.

Band Abies kawakamii Tsuga chinensis var. formosana

number Al A2 A3 A4 T1 T2 T3 T4

24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34 + +
35

36

37 +

+

+ + + +
+ + + +
+ + + +
+ + + + + + +
+ + + + + + + + +
+ + + + +
+ + + 4+ + + + + + + o+
+ + + + + + + + + + +

+ + + +
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Table 3. Best match results of ectomycorrhizal fungal internal transcribed spacer sequences recovered from main DGGE

bands to sequences in GenBank; sequences of Russula also compared with fruitbody sequences from the same site.

Band

Best match in GenBank

Best match with Kao (2012)

no. Taxon Closest species Similarity (%) Accession no. Closest species Similarity (%)
4 Clavulinaceae sp. 1 Clavulinaceae sp. 250/260 (96) AJ534708
Cortinarius sp. 1 Cortinarius cf. multiformis 304/314 (97) EU525959
6 Russula sp. 4 Russula subnigricans 118/121 (98) AB154712
7 Russula vinosa Russula sp. 192/205 (94) DQ777988  Russula vinosa 166/166  (100)
Cortinarius sp. 2 Cortinarius sp. 241/249 (97) JF960739
8 Cortinariaceae sp. 1 Cortinarius scaurus 307/335 (92) AY174808
9 Clavulina sp. 1 Clavulina castaneipes 244/255 (96) EU669210
Cortinarius sp. 3 Cortinarius badiovinaceus 333/347 (96) HQ845169
10  Cortinariaceae sp. 1 Cortinarius scaurus 307/335 (92) AY174808
11  Russulasp.1 Russula crassotunicata 268/280 (96) EU597082
Cortinariaceae sp. 2 Dermocybe sp. 299/328 (91) EU668227

78



Table 3. Continued.

Band Best match in GenBank Best match with Kao (2012)
no. Taxon Closest species Similarity (%) Accession no. Closest species  Similarity (%)
13 Cortinarius sp. 4 Cortinarius costaricensis 314/327 (96) EF420147
Cortinarius sp. 5 Cortinarius acutovelatus 312/317 (98) AY669655
14  Tomentella sp. 1 Tomentella sp. 289/297 (97) EU668250
15  Cortinarius sp. 6 Cortinarius sp. 253/270 (94) EU668911
16  Russulavinosa Russula vinosa 277/291 (95) AJ534938 Russulavinosa  193/193 (100)
Cortinariaceae sp. 1 Dermocybe cramesina  316/343 (92) GU233320
Russula compacta Russula sp. 272/272 (100) FJ196294 Russula compacta 264/264 (100)
18  Clavulinaceae sp. 1 Clavulinaceae sp. 224/233 (96) AJ534708
19  Amanita liquii Amanita liquii 212/212 (100) AY436462
Russula peckii Russula sp. 254/264 (96) EU819429 Russula peckii 217/218 (100)
Clavulinaceae sp. 1 Clavulinaceae sp. 224/233 (96) AJ534708
20  Russula compacta Russula sp. 267/268 (99) FJ196294 Russula compacta 263/264 (100)
Russula vinosa Russula vinosa 274/288 (95) AJ534938 Russulavinosa  191/191 (100)
Russula sp.5 Russula bicolor 105/107 (98) FJ845435
22  Cortinarius sp. 7 Cortinarius junghuhnii ~ 299/316 (95) HQ604666
23 Hydnum ellipsosporum Hydnum ellipsosporum  257/263 (98) AY817138
Russula compacta Russula sp. 266/267 (99) FJ196294 Russula compacta 262/264 (99)
26  Cortinarius sp. 8 Cortinarius sp. 254/263 (97) FJ554382
27  Russulasp. 2 Russula aeruginea 247/256 (96) EU819421
Lactarius sp. 1 Lactarius rufus 295/316 (93) GQ267478
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Table 3. Continued.

Band Taxon Best match in GenBank Best match with Kao (2012)
no. Closest species Similarity (%) Accession no. Closest species Similarity (%)
30  Russulavinosa Russula vinosa 245/259 (95) AJ534938 Russula vinosa 162/162 (100)
31  Russulasp. 3 Russula sp. 257/264 (97) DQ777981

Russula peckii *
32  Cortinarius sp. 8
Russula peckii 1
33  Thelephoraceae sp. 1  Thelephoraceae sp. 255/259 (98) AF184748

Russula peckii Russula sp. 276/286 (97) EU819429 Russula peckii 263/264 (100)
34  Russulasp. 2 Russula aeruginea 253/262 (97) EUB819421
37  Russula peckii Russula sp. 253/264 (96) EU819429 Russula peckii 263/264 (100)
Russula sp. 1 Russula crassotunicata 274/285 (96) EU597082

1: Sample has same RFLP (restriction fragment length polymorphism) pattern as band 19 Russula peckii.

2: Sample has same RFLP pattern as band 26 Cortinarius sp. 8.
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Table 4. Presence (shaded area) of bands corresponded to 25

ectomycorrhizal species detected in denaturing gradient gel

electrophoresis of samples from Abies kawakamii (A) and

Tsuga chinensis var. formosana (T). Numbers 1-4 represent

DBH class of each tree from small to large.

Ectomycorrhizal
taxon

Sample trees

Tsuga chinensis var.

Abies kawakamii
formosana

Al A2 A3 A4 T1 T2 T3 T4

Amanita liquii
Russula compacta
Russula peckii
Russula vinosa
Russula sp.2
Russula sp.3
Russula sp.5
Russula sp.4
Lactarius sp.1
Hydnum ellipsosporum
Cortinarius sp.6
Cortinarius sp.7
Cortinarius sp.8
Cortinarius sp.4
Cortinarius sp.5
Cortinarius sp.2
Cortinarius sp.3
Cortinariaceae sp.1
Cortinarius sp.1
Tomentella sp.1
Clavulinaceae sp.1
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Table 4. Continued.

Sample trees

Ectomycorrhizal . .. Tsuga chinensis var.
taxon Abies kawakamii
formosana

Al A2 A3 A4 T1 T2 T3 T4

Clavulina sp.1
Russula sp.1
Cortinariaceae sp.2

I I
= N
Thelephoraceae sp.1 --
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Table 5. Morphological characteristics and host of six ectomycorrhizal morphotypes.

Morphotype Tip color

Surface habit

Host species

Yellow |

Yellow Il

Black

White |

White 11

White 111

yellow-orange smooth, lacks hyphae

yellow-orange coarse, lacks hyphae

black

orange

orange

white

black surface, not
smooth, black
emanating hyphae

abundant,light
grayish-brown hyphae

coarse, white emanating
hyphae

smooth, infrequent,
white hyphae on
restricted point

um
um

um
um

um
um

um
um

um
um

um

Branching Length, width
unramified to 500-4,500
monopodial pinnate 300-500
unramified 3,500-5,600
500-700
unramified to 1,000-3,600
irregularly pinnate 400-500
unramified to 2,500-3,200
monopodial pinnate 500-600
unramified to 600-3,500
irregularly pinnate 300-500
unramified to 600-2,500
monopodial pinnate 500-800

um

both

Tsuga chinensis

var. formosana

both

both

both

Abies kawakamii
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Table 6. Best match result of ectomycorrhizal fungal internal transcribed spacer sequences from six ectomycorrhizal

morphotypes from an Abies kawakamii tree and a Tsuga chinensis var. formosana tree to sequences in

GenBank; sequences of Russula also compared to fruitbody sequences from the same site.

Type Tip Taxon Best match in GenBank Best match with Kao (2012) Host
Closest species Similarity (%) Accession no. Closest species Similarity (%) Tree
Yellow!l 2 Russulasp.1 R. crassotunicata 781/800 (98) EU597082 Abies
3 Lactarius sp. 2 Lactarius rufus 715/752 (95) HQ604828 Abies
4 Lactarius sp. 2* Abies
5 Russula peckii R. peckii 652/662 (98) EU598174 R. peckii 585/586 (100) Abies
Lactarius sp. 2 Lactarius rufus 718/752 (95) HQ604828
6 Russula peckii R. peckii 651/662 (98) EU598174 R. peckii 585/586 (100) Abies
7 Clavulinasp. 1 Clavulina castaneipes 731/750 (97) EU669209 Tsuga
8 Boletaceae sp. 1 Xerocomus pruinatus 578/650 (89) AF402140 Tsuga
9 Russula peckii 2 Tsuga
10 Thelephoraceae sp.1 Thelephoraceae sp. 7721782 (99) FJ236853 Tsuga
Black 3 Russula vinosa R. vinosa 836/890 (94) R. vinosa 596/598 (100) Abies
5 Russula peckii R. peckii 652/662 (98) R. peckii 586/586 (100) Abies
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Table 6. Continued.

Type Tip Taxon Best match in GenBank Best match with Kao (2012) Host
no. Closest species Similarity (%) Accession no. Closest species Similarity (%) Tree
Black 8 Russula peckii ® Tsuga
11 Russula peckii ® Tsuga
12 Russula peckii ® Tsuga
White | 1 Hydnum ellipsosporum  H. ellipsosporum  813/824 (99) AY817138 Abies
4  Hydnum ellipsosporum * Abies
5  Hydnum ellipsosporum * Abies
7 Hydnum ellipsosporum * Tsuga
8 Hydnum ellipsosporum  H. ellipsosporum  767/778 (99) AY817138 Tsuga
Thelephoraceae sp. 2 Thelephoraceae sp. 758/787 (96) FJ196898
9  Hydnum ellipsosporum ° Tsuga
Thelephoraceae sp. 2 °
10 Hydnum ellipsosporum ° Tsuga
Thelephoraceae sp. 2 °
11  Hydnum ellipsosporum ° Tsuga
Thelephoraceae sp. 2°
12 Hydnum ellipsosporum ° Tsuga
Thelephoraceae sp. 2 °
Whitell 1 Cortinarius sp. 9 C. cf. barlowensis 785/807 (97) FJ157134 Abies
3 Laccariasp. 1 Laccaria bicolor 608/622 (98) DQ367906 Abies
4  Cortinarius sp. 9 ° Abies
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Table 6. Continued.

Type Tip Taxon Best match in GenBank Best match with Kao (2012) Host
no. Closest species Similarity (%) Accession no. Closest species Similarity (%) Tree
White Il 6  Cortinarius sp. 10 C. cicindela 725/769 (94) EU266664 Abies
11 Lactariussp.3  Lactarius leonardii  621/641 (97) GU258288 Tsuga
White Il 1 Laccariasp. 1’ Abies
2 Laccariasp. 1’ Abies
3 Laccariasp. 1 Laccaria bicolor 804/857 (94) AY817138 Abies
4  Laccariasp. 1’ Abies
5 Laccariasp. 1’ Abies
6 Laccariasp. 1’ Abies
Yellow Il 1  Russula peckii R. peckii 652/662 (98) EU598174 R. peckii 586/586 (100) Tsuga
4 Russula peckii ® Tsuga
1: Sample has same RFLP (restriction fragment length polymorphism) pattern as tip 3of morphotype Yellow I.
2: Sample has same RFLP pattern as tip 6 of morphotype Yellow I.
3: Sample has same RFLP pattern as tip 5 of morphotype Black.
4. Sample has same RFLP pattern as tip 1 of morphotype White I.
5: Sample has same RFLP pattern as tip 8 of morphotype White I.
6: Sample has same RFLP pattern as tip 1 of morphotype White II.
7: Sample has same RFLP pattern as tip 3 of morphotype White I11.
8: Sample has same RFLP pattern as tip 1 of morphotype Yellow II.
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Fig. 1. Location of study site (A). Two 10 X 10 m’ plots within a 1 ha
mixed Abies kawakamii—Tsuga chinensis var. formosana forest

(B). White circles show position of sampling trees. Numbers

1-4 represent the DBH classes from small to large.
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Fig. 2. Sampling array: A) ectomycorrhizae samples taken from each of
eight trees for test of effect of tree species and diameter at breast

height on ectomycorrhizal (ECM) community composition, B)

sampling effort test, and C) ECM fungi of each ECM morphotype.
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Fig. 4. Denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis fingerprint of

ectomycorrhizal fungi from A) four Abies kawakamii and B) four
Tsuga chinensis var. formosana. Numbers 1-4 represent DBH

class from small to large. M represents DNA marker for each gel.
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Fig. 5. Neighbor-joining tree for Russulaceae species based on
internal transcribed spacer (ITS) sequence data. Numbers
represent bootstrap values for a particular node. Only values >
50% are shown. Branch lengths are proportional to distance.
Samples with accession numbers are sequences from GenBank.
Samples in parentheses are sequences from this study. Band
numbers inside parentheses represent samples described in Table 3.
Morphotype letters in parentheses represent samples described in

Table 6.

92



Cortinarius badiovinaceus HQ845169
Cortinarius veregregius HQ845174
Cortinarius obtusus AJ433981
Cortinarius sp. G1997904
Cortinarius sp. 3 (band 9)
—— Cortinarius ceraceus HQ60456
60 Cortinarius acutovelatus AY083175
100 Cortinarius acutus HQ604680
Cortinarius acutovelatus AY669655
55 Cominarius acutus ¥1717495
Cortinarius sp. 5 (band 13)
—— Dermocybe cardinalis GU233368
100 ———— Cortinarius sp. 7 (band 22)
Cortinarius sp. 2 (band 7)
Fungal sp. IN032562
52 Fungal sp. JF300821
54 _ICorzgzqnus nnghunn HQ604666
. 97! Basidiomycota sp. AY641464
Cortinarius chiysma GU233339
Cortinarius alienatus HQ533027
Dermocybe cramesing GU233320
Cortinarius rouundisporus HM060317
Cortinarius viscoviridis 1Q282167
Dermocvbe isolate EU668227
Cortinarius sp. GU23335
Cortinarius viscostriatus GU233335
Cortinarius scawus AY174808

87 Cortinaius vanduzerensis EU597081
82 L Cortinarius mucifluus AF182795
100 Cortinarius costaricensis EF420147
Cortinarius sp. 4 (band 13)

— Cortinarius mucosus AY669591
I_ Cortinarius sp GU998751
55Cortinarius cf multiformis EU525959
Cortinarius collinitus AY669538
Cortinarius sp. 1 (band 4)
s Cortinarius alpnus GU234096
Cortinarius alpmus GU234070
76L Cortinarius sp JF304381
100 | Cortinariaceae sp. 1 (band 10)
| Cortinariaceae sp. 1 (band 8)
Cortinanaceae sp. 1 (band 16)
Cortinanaceae sp. 2 (band 11)
Cortinarius sp. 9 (morphotype white IT)
Cortinarius sp. 6 (band 15)
Cortinarius so. 8 (band 26)
60, Cortinarius sp. F1554382
Cortinarius sp. F1554373
Cortinarius sp. 1Q393045
Fungal sp. FJ554373
Cortinarius sp. EU668911
81_| Cortinarius sp JQ393035
= Cortinarius sp GU998184

52

61

53

10

89

Cortinarius sp. 10 (morphotype white IT)
Cortinarius flexipes var. flabellus GU550111
ebeloma cistophiian EUS70177

0.05

Bl= <1245 IDNAITS & 71> 12 84352 5§ 1 s B £ 5 At 25 1,000
=t bootstrap » £ # & >50% K thom T E B o £ A L i
R A E R AT o 3 Accession number s A % B

GenBank ; #h 4 {2 § 425 &k p A5 L > R SR A S

93



Fig. 6. Neighbor-joining tree generated for the Cortinariaceae species
internal transcribed spacer (ITS) sequence data. Numbers
represent bootstrap values for a particular node. Only values >
50% are shown. Branch lengths are proportional to distance.
Samples with accession numbers are sequences from GenBank.
Samples in parentheses are sequences from this study. Band
numbers inside parentheses represent samples described in Table 3.
Morphotype letters in parentheses represent samples described in

Table 6.
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Fig. 7. Multidimensional scaling of ectomycorrhizal fungal community
composition on four Abies kawakamii trees and four Tsuga
chinensis var. formosana trees based on denaturing gradient gel

electrophoresis fingerprinting.
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Fig. 8. Ectomycorrhizal genetic diversity on eight trees based on
denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis banding. Tree species
are Abies kawakamii (black) and Tsuga chinensis var. formosana
(grey) in four diameter at breast height classes from small (1) to

large (4).
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Fig. 9. Six ectomycorrhizae morphotypes- Types A) Yellow I, C) Black,

D) White I, E) White Il were observed on both Abies kawakamii
and Tsuga chinensis var. formosana, F) type White 111 was
observed on A. kawakamii only, and B) type Yellow Il was

observed on T. chinensis var. formosana only.
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Fig. 10. Similarity tree of samples from four Abies kawakamii trees with different diameters at breast height (DBHSs) based

on denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis profile. Numbers in parentheses represent DBH class from small (1) to large (4).

98



4
_| 4

f 4

— : 4
f 2

% L 1

5

S — :

4

r 2

—— | 1

2

2

1

[ 4

1 1

3

— 3

3

i

1 1

: 3

’ 1

f 2

i

. 3

: } 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 2
0 10 20 30 40 S50 60 70 80 90 100

Similarity (%)
Bl -~ PEBCBBURAT AL FRI FEF e ARBRE - &F 1~4 27 jfed ] 3] o

Fig. 11. Similarity tree of samples from four Tsuga chinensis var. formosana trees with different diameters at breast height

(DBHSs) based on denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis profile. Numbers in parentheses represent DBH class

from small (1) to large (4).

99



GE-aREE ¥ S0
Appendix 1. Medium preparation

LB (Luria-Bertani)
LB broth powder (Difco™, USA) 25¢g

Agar (Difco™, USA) 159
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Appendix 2. DNA sequences in this study

Amanita liquii (band 19)
GCCCTGGACCGTGTACGAGTCTCCTGAGCTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAA
CAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGAAAGAAACTTCTGGCTGGATG
CTTGTTGTGCTGGCCCTTTGCGGCAGCGTGCACACCTCCGGTCGTTTGTTTCCTCTGTTCCA
CCTGTGCACTGCCTGTAGACACCCAGTGTCTATGATATGGTCACACACACATGATGTTTTGC
ATATTGGTTGGCATATTACACATGTATTATAATACAACTTTCAACAATGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC
Russula compacta (band 16)
CTGGACCGTGGACAAGTCTCCTGAGGTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAA
GGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCATACAACTGAGGTGCGAGGGCTGTC
GCTGACTTTTTTAAAAGTCGTGCACGCCCAAGTGCTCTCACATATATCCATCTCACCCATTTG
TGCATCATCGCGTGGGTCCTGCTCTTTGGCTTGTTCCAAGGAGGGGGGCTTGCGTTTTCATA
CAAACACCCTTTTAATGGAATGTAGAATGTTCTTGCAATGACTTGCAATATAAATACAACTTT
CAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCAT

Russula compacta (band 20)
TAATACTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGCTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAGCTGGACC
GTGTACAAGTCTCCTGGCTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGT
AGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCATACAACTGAGGTGCGAGGGCTGTCGCTGACTTT
TTTAAAAGTCGTGCACGCCCAAGTGCTCTCACGTATATCCATCTCACCCATTTGTGCATCATC
GCGTGGGTCCTGCTCTTTGGCTTGTTCCAAGGAGGGGGGCTTGCGTTTTCATACAAACACC
CTTTTAATGGAATGTAGAATGTTCTTGCAATGACTTGCAATATAAATACAACTTTCAACAACG
GATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Russula compacta (band 23)
AAGTCGTGACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCATACAACTGAGGT
GCGAGGGCTGTCGCTGACTTTTTTTAAAAGTCGTGCACGCCCAAGTGCTCTCACATATATCC
ATCTCACCCATTTGTGCATCATCGCGTGGGTCCTGCTCTTTGGCTTGTTCCAAGGAGGGGGG
CTTGCGTTTTCATACAAACACCCTTTTAATGGAATGTAGAATGTTCTTGCAATGACTTGCAAT
ATAAATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCCC

Russula peckii (band 19)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTACAACGGAGGT
GCAAGGGCTGTCGCTGACCTTCAAAGGTTGTGCACGCCCAAGCGCTCTCTCACATCCTTCT
CACCCCTTTGTGCATCACCGCGTGGGCCCCTCTTTGCGGAGAAGGCCTGCGTTTTCACATAA
AACTTGATACAGTGTAGAATGTCTTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAAC
GAATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Russula peckii (band 33)
GCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGCTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACA
AGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTACAACGGAGGTGCAAGGGCTGT
CGCTGACCTTCAAAGGTTGTGCACGCCCAAGCGCTCTCTCACATCCTTCTCACCCCTTTGTG
CATCACCGCGTGGGCCCCTCTTTGCGGAGAAGGCCTGCGTTTTCACGTAAAACTTGATACA
GTGTAGAATGTCTTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGG
CTCTC

Russula peckii (band 37)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTACAACGGAAGT
GCAAGGGCTGTCGCTGACCTTCAAAGGTTGTGCACGCCCAAGTGCTCTCTCACATCCTTCT
CACCCCTTTGTGCATCACCGCGTGGGCCCCTCTTTGCGGAGAAGGCCTGCGTTTTCACATAA
AACTTGATACAGTGTAGAATGTCTTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAAC
GGATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Russula vinosa (band 7)
GATCATTATTGTGCAACCGAGGTGCAAGGGCTGTCGCTGAGCTTCAAGGCTTGTGCACGCT
CAAGCACTCTCATACATCCATCTCACCCCTTTGTGCATCACCGCGTGGGCCCTCCTTTGCGG
GAGGGCTTGCGTTTTCACATAAAACTTGATACAGTGTAGAATGTTTTCTTTTGCGGTCACAC
GCAATCAATACAACT

Russula vinosa (band 16)
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CTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAG
GTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGTGCAACCGAGGTGCAAGGGCTGTCG
CTGAGCTTCAAGGCTTGTGCACGCTCAAGCACTCTCATACATCCATCTCACCCCTTTGTGCA
TCACCGCGTGGGCCCTCCTTTGCGGGAGGGCTTGCGTTTTCACATAAAACTTGATACAGTGT
AGAATGTTTTCTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCT
CTCGC

Russula vinosa (band 20)
TGTACTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGCCCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTA
ACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGTGCAACCGAGGTGCAAGGGC
TGTCGCTGAGCTTCAAGGCTTGTGCACGCTCAAGCACTCTCATACATCCATCTCACCCCTTT
GTGCATCACCGCGTGGGCCCTCCTTTGCGGGAGGGCTTGCGTTTTCACATAAAACTTGATAC
AGTGTAGAATGTTTTCTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCT
TGGCTCTC

Russula vinosa (band 30)
TATACTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGCTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAGAACTGGA
CCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGCCCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTT
CCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGTGCAACCGAGGTGCAAGGGCTGTCGCTGA
GCTTCAAGGCTTGTGCACGCTCAAGCACTCTCATACATCCATCTCACCCCTTTGTGCATCAC
CGCGTGGGCCCTCCTTTGCGGGAGGGCTTGCGTTTTCACATAAAACTTGATACAGTGTAGAA
TGTTTTCTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATAC

Russula sp. 1 (band 11)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTGCAACAGAGGC
GCGAGGGCTGTCGCTGACTCGAAAAGGTCGTGCACGCCCGAGCGCTCTCACGCATCCATTT
CACCCCTTTGTGCACCACCGCGTGGGTCGTCCTCCCTCCGAGGGCGGGCGGCTTGCGTTTT
TACACAAACCCCCTCGTAACGCAGCGTTAGAATGATTTACCCTTTGCGGTGACACGCAATCA
ATACAACTTTCAACAACGGACCTCTTGGCTCTC

Russula sp. 1 (band 37)
GCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGCTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACA
AGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTGCAACAGAGGCGCGAGGGCTGT
CGCTGACTCGAAAAGGTCGTGCACGCCCGAGCGCTCTCACGCATCCATTTCACCCCTTTGT
GCACCACCGCGTGGGTCGTCCTCCCTCCGAGGGCGGGCGGCTTGCGTTTTTACACAAACCC
CCTCGTAACGCAGCGTTAGAATGATTTACCCTTTGCGGTGACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTC
AACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Russula sp. 2 (band 27)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTACAACTGAGGT
GCAAAGGCTGTCGCTGACCCTCAAGGGTCGTGCACGCCCGAGCGCTCTCACACAATCCATC
TCACCTTTGTGCATCACCGCGTGGGTCTCCCTTTGCGGGGGGGCTCACGTTTACACATAAAA
CTCGATACGGTGTAGAATGTTTCTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAACG
GATCTCTTG

Russula sp. 2 (band 34)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTACAACTGAGGT
GCAAAGGCTGTCGCTGACCCTCAAGGGTCGTGCACGTCCGAGCGCTCTCACACAATCCATC
TCACCTTTGTGCATCACCGCGTGGGTCTCCCTTTGCGGGGGGGCTCACGTTTTCACATAAAA
CTCGATACGGTGTAGAATGTTTCTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAACG
GATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Russula sp. 3 (band 31)
GAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGTTGAAAGTTGTATTGATTGCGTGTGACCGCAAAAATAAACA
TTCCAGACTGTATCGAGTTTTATGTAAAAACGCGAGCCCTCCCGCAAAGGGGGACCCACGC
AGTGATGCACAAAGGGGTGAGATGGATTGTGTGAGAGCGCTCGGGCGTGCACGACCCTTG
AAGGTCAGCGACAGCCCTCGCACCTCGGTTGTACGATAATGATCCTTCCGCAGGTTCACCTA
CGGAAACCTTGTTACGACTT

Russula sp. 4 (band 6)
ACTCTAGAGGGGATCCAGATCTCAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGCGCGGAAGACGCTTCT
CTAAATTACAACTCGGGCAACCAAAGGCCACCAGATTTTAAATTTGAGCTTTTCCCGCTTCA
CTCGCAGTTACTAGGGGAAT

Russula sp. 5 (band 20)
GACTTTTAAAAAAGTCAGCGACAGCCCTCGCACCTCAGTTGTATGATAATGATCCTTCCGCA
GGTTCACCTACGGAAACCTTGTTACGACTTTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGGGCTCAGGA
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GACTTGTACACGGTCCAGTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGAGCCCAGGAGACTTGTACACG
GTCCAGTCGTATTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGAGTCAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGTTA
CTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGAGTCAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGTATTATTACTTCCTCTA
AATGACCAAGGGCTCAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGTATTATTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCA
AGAGTCAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGGTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGAGGTCAGGAG
ACTTGTACACGGTCAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGC

Lactarius sp. 1 (band 27)
CTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGGCCCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAGCTGGACCGTGTA
CAAGTCTCCTGACTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAACTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGGA
CCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTC
CGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTACAAAATGTGAGAGGCATGCCAGGGCTGT
CGCTGACTTCAAAGTCGTGCACGCCCGGGTGTGTCCCCTCACATAACAATCCGTCTCACCC
TTTGTGCATCACCGCGTGGGCACCCTTTGGGATCATCTCGGAGGGGGCTCGCGTTTTCACAC
AAACCCCCCCTTTTAAAAGTGTAGAATGACCTCATATATGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAA
CGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Cortinarius sp. 1 (band 4)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGA
TGAGTTGTTGCTGGTTCTCTAGAGAGCATTGTGCACGCTTGTCATCTTTATGTCTCCACCTGT
GCATATTTTGTAGACCTGGATTACTCTCTCTGAAATGCTAACCAGCATTTTAGGTTGGAGGA
GTTTGACTTTGCCGTCTTTCCTTGCATTTCTAGGTCTATGTTCTTTTTCATATAATCTTATTGTG
ATATAATGGGCCCTATATAATATAAACTTATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Cortinarius sp. 2 (band 7)
GATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGATAGGTTGTTGCTGGTTTCCTCGGGAGCATGTGCACACTT
GTCATCTTTATATCTCCACCTGTGCACCTTTTGTAAATCTGAATATCTTTCTGAATGCATGCCA
TTCAGGTTTTGAGGATTGATCTTTTTCTTTCCTTACATTTTCAGGTTTATGTTTTTCATATACC
CCAAGTATGTTATAGAATGTTATAAACGGGCCTTTGTGCCTATAAATTTATACAACTT

Cortinarius sp. 3 (band 9)
CTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGGGCCCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAA
GGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGATGGGTTGTTGCTG
GTTCTCTAGGGAGCATGTGCACACTTTGTCATCTTTATATCTCCACCTGTGCACCTTTTGTAG
ATTTGAATAGCTTTCCGAATGCCTAGCATTTGGGTTTGAAGATTGACTTTTCTGTCTTTCTTT
ACTTTCAGGTCTATGTTTTCTCCATATACCCCAATGTATGTCATAGAATGTAATAAATATGGGC
CTTTGGTGCCTATAAATTTATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGTTCTCGCATCGATGAA
GAACGCAG

Cortinarius sp. 4 (band 13)
TCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGGGGGCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACA
AGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGATGAGTTGCTGCT
GGCCCTCATTGAGAGCATGTGCACACTTGTCGTCTTTATATCTCCACCTGTGCACCTATTGTA
GACCTGGATAACTCTCTGAATGCACTAGCATTTAGGTATGAGGATTGACTTTCTGCCTTTCCT
TACATTTTCAGGCCTATGTTTCTTTCATATAACCTCAATGTATGTTATGGAATGTAAAATTATG
GGCTTCTGTGCCTATAAATCTTATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Cortinarius sp. 5 (band 13)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGA
TGAGTTGCTGCTGGTTCTCTAGGGAGCATGTGCACACTTGTCATCTTTATATCTCCACCTGTG
AACCTTTTGTAGACCTGGATATCTCTCTGAATTTGCCTGGCAGATTCGGGTTTAAGGATTGAT
CTGTTCTTTCCTTGTGTCTTCAGGTCTATGTTTTTCATATACCCCAATGTATGTTTATAGAATGT
AATAAACAGGCCTTTGTGCCTATAATAAGCTTATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTC
TC

Cortinarius sp. 6 (band 15)
GCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGCTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACA
AGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGATGGGTTGTCGCT
GGTTCTCTAGGGAGCATGTGCACGCCTTGTCATCTTTATATATCTCCACCTGTGCACTTTTTT
GTAGACCCTTCAAGGTCTATGTTGCTTCATCTACCCCCAAATAATAATAGAATGTTGTGCCTT
TTTGAAATATATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGC

Cortinarius sp. 7 (band 22)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGAT
AGGTTGTTGCTGGTTCTCTCGGGAGCATGTGCACGCTTGTCATCTTTATATCTCCACCTGTGC
ACCTTTTGTAAGCCTGAATATCTTTCTGAATGCTTCTCGCATTTCAGGTCTGAGGAT TGATAT
TCTTCTTTCCTCACATTTTCAGGTTTATGTTTTTCATATACCCCAAGTATGTTATAGAATGTCAT
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AAACAGGCCTTTGTGCCTATAAATTTAAATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC
Cortinarius sp. 8 (band 26)
CTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGACTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAG
GTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGATGGGTTGCTGCTGG
TTCTCTCGGGAGCATGTGCACACTTGTCATCTTTATATCTCCACCTGTGCACCTTTTGTAGAC
CTTTTCAGGTCTATGTTGCTTCATTTACCCCAATGTATGTCGATAGAATGTTGTGCCTATAATA
TTTATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Cortinariaceae sp. 1 (band 8)
GCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAA
GGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGATGAGTTGCTGCTG
GCTCTCTAGGGAGCATGTGCACACTTGTCATTTTTATATTTCCACCTGTGCACCTTTTGTAGA
CTTTGGATATCTTTCTGACACATGTCAGGTTTGAGGATTGACTTTCTTGGTCTGTCCTTACAT
TTCCAAGTCTATGTTTTTTCACTATACCCCCAATGTATGTTATAGAATGTAATAAGCGGGCCTT
TGTGCCTATAAATCTTATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Cortinariaceae sp. 1 (band 10)
TAAAAGAACAGCTGGACCCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGACTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAA
AGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGAT
GAGTTGCTGCTGGCTCTCTAGGGAGCATGTGCACACTTGTCATTTTTATATTTCCACCTGTGC
ACCTTTTGTAGACTTTGGATATCTTTCTGACACATGTCAGGTTTGAGGATTGACTTTCTTGGT
CTGTCCTTACATTTCCAAGTCTATGTTTTTTCACTATACCCCCAATGTATGTTATAGAATGTAAT
AAGCGGGCCTTTGTGCCTATAAATCTTATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC
Cortinariaceae sp. 1 (band 16)
CTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGCCTTGGTCATTTAGA
GGAAGTAACTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGGCTCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAACTGGA
CCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGGCCCTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTC
CGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAAATAAACCTGATGAGTTGCTGCTGGCTCTC
TAGGGAGCATGTGCACACTTGTCATTTTTATATTTCCACCTGTGCACCTTTTGTAGACTTTGG
ATATCTTTCTGACACATGTCAGGTTTGAGGATTGACTTTCTTGGTCTGTCCTTACATTTCCAA
GTCTATGTTTTTTCACTATACCCCCAATGTATGTTATAGAATGTAATAAGCGGGCCTTTGTGCC
TATAAATCTTATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTC

Cortinariaceae sp. 2 (band 11)
CTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTGAGTCTTGGTCATTTAGAG
GAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGAATAA
ACCTGATGGGTTGCTGCTGGTTCTCTAGGGGGCATGTGCACACTTGTCATTTTTATATCTCTC
CACCTGTGCACCTTTTGTAGACCTGGATATCTTTTTCTGAATGCCATACTAGCATTCAGGTTT
GGGGACTGACTTCTTCTGTCTTTCCTTATATTTCCAGGTCTATGTTTCTCCATATACACCCTAA
TGTATGTTATAGAATGTAATGAATGGGCTTTTGTGCCTATAAACTTATACAACTTTCAGCAAC
GGATCT

Hydnum ellipsosporum (band 23)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTAATGGATTTACAGAGG
GTTGATGCTGGTAGTTTATCTACATGTGCTCACTCTTCTGATTTATTTACACCTGTGCACTTAA
TTTTTTTTTCAAGGGTCAGGGTAGAACCTGCCTTTGGGACTTATAAGCCCCTAACCCCTATTT
TGGAACAATGGATGTTTATTTGCCGCAAGGCCAAATTTTTGATACAACTTTTAACAACGGAT
CTCTTGGCTCTC

Thelephoraceae sp. 1 (band 33)
GAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGCTGAAAGTTGTATTGTATTGCGTTAAACGCGGTGCACACTC
CATAAGACTTCGCTACGGTGTATGTGTAAAGACATAGAACTACAGGAGGAAGACAAGGTGT
CCCCCAGACCATAGAACTACGGAGGGTGCACAGGTGTGAGTGGATTGCATGAACAGAGCG
TGCACATGCCCCCATGTTTGAGGACCAGCAACAGCTCATGTCAACAAATCAGTAATGATCCT
TCCGCAGGTTCACCTACGGAAACCTTGTTACGACTT

Tomentella sp. 1 (band 14)
GAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGCTGCTGAAAGTTGTATTGTATTGCGTTGAACGCGGCATGCATTC
CATTAGACTTTATCACAGCGTGAGTGTAAAGATGCAGAACCACAGCAGGAGGACGAGTCCC
CTGGGCCACAGAACTACAGAAGGTGCACAGGTGTGAGTGGATGCACAAACAGAGTGTGCA
CATGCCCCCGTTTGGAGACCAGCAACAACTCATGTCAGCAGTTCAGTAATGATCCTTCCGC
AGGTTCACCTACGGAAACCTTGTTACGACTTTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGAGCTCAGG
GAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGCTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGACTCAGGAGACTTGTACA
CGGTCCA
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Clavulinaceae sp. 1 (band 4)
GAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGTTAAAAGTTGTATTAATATTAAGGCCTCACGGCACAATCACG
TTCAATATTAAAATAAAGTGTATAATGAGAGGAAGGGACTCCAAGGAGAACTCGGAGACCC
TCTCTAAATGTGCACAGGTGTTTGGATGAAGATTGTTAGGAGTGAGCACATGCAGCCAAGC
TGCCAGCATCAACTCCGATTACAATTCATTAATGATCCTTCCGCAGGTTCACCTACGGAAAC
CTTGTTACGACTT

Clavulinaceae sp. 1 (band 18)
GAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGTTAAAAGTTGTATTAATATTAAGGCCTCACGGCACAATCACG
TTCAATATTAAAATAAAGTGTATAATGAGAGGAAGGGACTCCAAGGAGAACTCGGAGACCC
TCTCTAAATGTGTACAGGTGTTTGGATGAAGATTGTTAGGAGTGAGCACATGCAGCCAAGC
TGCCAGCATCAACTCCGATTACAATTCATTAATGATCCTTCCGCAGGTTCACCTACGGAAAC
CTTGTTACGACTTTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGACTCAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAG
Clavulinaceae sp. 1 (band 19)
GAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGTTAAAAGTTGTATTAATATTAAGGCCTCACGACACAATCACG
TTCAATATTAAAATAAAGTGTATAATGAGAGGAAGGGACTCCAAGGAGAACTCGGAGACCC
TCTCTAAATGTGCACAGGTGTTTGGATGAAGATTGTTAGGAGTGAGCACATGCAGCCAAGC
TGCCAGCATCAACTCCGATTACAATTCATTAATGATCCTTCCGCAGGTTCACCTACGGAAAC
CTTGTTACGACTTTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGACTCAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAG
Clavulina sp. 1 (band 9)
GAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGTCAAAAGTTGTATTATGTTAAGCCTTGACGGCACAATGCATT
CAACATTACAAACAGCGTTTATGAATCATGAGACGAGATAAAAGAGACAAGCCCTTTCTCT
CCCATTCTCACAAGGTAGGTGCACAGGTGTTTGGAAAAGGACTGCTGGGGCGAGCACATG
CAGCCAAAGGATGACAAGCCAGCATCAAGCCCCATTCAATTCAATAATGATCCTTCCGCAG
GTTCACCTACGGAAACCTTGTTACGACTGTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGAGCTCAGGAG
ACTTGTACACGGTCCAGTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGAGCCCAGGAGACTTGTACACGG
TCCAG

Russula peckii (Morphotype yellow I no. 5)
CGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTACAACGGAGGTGCAAGGGCTGTCGCTGAC
CTTCAAAGGTTGTGCACGCCCAAGCGCTCTCTCACATCCTTCTCACCCCTTTGTGCATCACC
GCGTGGGCCCCTCTTTGCGGAGAAGGCCTGCGTTTTCACATAAAACTTGATACAGTGTAGA
ATGTCTTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGC
ATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAAATGCGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATC
GAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGCGCCCCTTGGCATTCCGAGGGGCACACCCGTTTGAGTGTCG
TGAAATTATCAAAACCTTTTCTTTGAGAAAAGGATTTTGGACTTGGAGGTTTTTATGCTCGC
TTTCGTGTCTCGAAAGTGAGCTCCTCTCAAATGAATTAGTGGGGTCTGCTTTGCTGGTCCTT
GACGTGATAAGATGTTTTGACGTTTTGGACTTGGCACTGTCTCTTGGATGCCTGCTTCTAAC
TGTCCATCTCATGGACAATGATGGTGCTCTGGTCTCTTCCATCCACATTGGTGGGAGGCTGG
ACCCACAAAAAACCTTGACCTCAAATCGGGTGAGACTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGCATATCAA
TAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACTGCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAAA
GCTCAAATTTAAAATCTGGTGGTCTTTGGCCATCCGAGTTGTAATTTAGAGAAGCGTCTTCC
GCG

Russula peckii (Morphotype yellow I no. 6)
CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGG
ATCATTATCGTACAACGGAGGTGCAAGGGCTGTCGCTGACCTTCAAAGGTTGTGCACGCCC
AAGTGCTCTCTCACATCCTTCTCACCCCTTTGTGCATCACCGCGTGGGCCCCTCTTTGCGGA
GAAGGCCTGCGTTTTCACATAAAACTTGATACAGTGTAGAATGTCTTTTTGCGGTCACACGC
AATCAATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAA
ATGCGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGC
GCCCCTTGGCATTCCGAGGGGCACACCCGTTTGAGTGTCGTGAAATTATCAAAACCTTTTCT
TTGAGAAAAGGATTTTGGACTTGGAGGTTTTTATGCTTGCTTTCGTGTCTCGAAAGTGAGCT
CCTCTCAAATGAATTAGTGGGGTCTGCTTTGCTGGTCCTTGACGTGATAAGATGTTTTGACG
TTTTGGACTTGGCACTGTCTCTTGGATGCCTGCTTCTAACTGTCCATCTCATGGACAATGATG
GTGCTCTGGTCTCTTCCATCCACATTGGCGGGAGGCTGGACCCACAAAAAACCTTGACCTC
AAATCGGGTGAGACTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAA
CAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACTGCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAAAGCTCAAATTTAAAATCTGGTGGT
CTTTGGCCATCCGAGTTGTAATTTAGAGAAGCGTCTTCCGCGCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTC
CTG

Russula peckii (Morphotype black no. 5)
GTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCA
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TTATCGTACAACGGAGGTGCAAGGGCTGTCGCTGACCTTCAAAGGTTGTGCACGCCCAAGC
GCTCTCTCACATCCTTCTCACCCCTTTGTGCATCACCGCGTGGGCCCCTCTTTGCGGAGAAG
GCCTGCGTTTTCACATAAAACTTGATACAGTGTAGAATGTCTTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATC
AATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAAATGC
GATACGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGCGCCC
CTTGGCATTCCGAGGGGCACACCCGTTTGAGTGTCGTGAAATTATCAAAACCTTTTCTTTGA
GAAAAGGATTTTGGACTTGGAGGTTTTTATGCTTGCTTTCGTGTCTCGAAAGTGAGCTCCTC
TCAAATGAATTAGTGGGGTCTGCTTTGCTGGTCCTTGACGTGATAAGATGTTTTGACGTTTT
GGACTTGGCACTGTCTCTTGGATGCCTGCTTCTAACTGTCCATCTCATGGACAATGATGGTG
CTCTGGTCTCTTCCATCCACATTGGCGGGAGGCTGGACCCACAAAAAACCTTGACCTCAAA
TCGGGTGAGACTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAA
GGATTCCCCTAGTAACTGCGAGTGGAGCGGGAAAAGCTCAAATTTAAAATCTGGTGGTCTT
TGGCCATCCGAGTTGTAATTTAGAGAAGCGTCTTCCGCG

Russula peckii (Morphotype yellow I1 no. 1)
CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGG
ATCATTATCGTACAACGGAGGTGCAAGGGCTGTCGCTGACCTTCAAAGGTTGTGCACGCCC
AAGCGCTCTCTCACATCCTTCTCACCCCTTTGTGCATCACCGCGTGGGCCCCTCTTTGCGGA
GAAGGCCTGCGTTTTCACATAAAACTTGATACAGTGTAGAATGTCTTTTTGCGGTCACACGC
AATCAATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAA
ATGCGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGC
GCCCCTTGGCATTCCGAGGGGCACACCCGTTTGAGTGTCGTGAAATTATCAAAACCTTTTCT
TTGAGAAAAGGATTTTGGACTTGGAGGTTTTTATGCTTGCTTTCGTGTCTCGAAAGTGAGCT
CCTCTCAAATGAATTAGTGGGGTCTGCTTTGCTGGTCCTTGACGTGATAAGATGTTTTGACG
TTTTGGACTTGGCACTGTCTCTTGGATGCCTGCTTCTAACTGTCCATCTCATGGACAATGATG
GTGCTCTGGTCTCTTCCATCCACATTGGCGGGAGGCTGGACCCACAAAAAACCTTGACCTC
AAATCGGGTGAGACTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAA
CAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACTGCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAAAGCTCAAATTTAAA

Russula vinosa (Morphotype black no. 3)
CCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATTGTGCAACCGAGGTGCAAGGGCTGTCGCTGA
GCTTCAAGGCTTGTGCACGCTCAAGCACTCTCATACATCCATCTCACCCCTTTGTGCATCAC
CGCGTGGGCCCTCCTTTGCGGGAGGGCTTGCGTTTTCACATAAAACTTGATACAGTGTAGAA
TGTTTTCTTTTGCGGTCACACGCAATCAATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCG
CATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAAATGCGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAACCA
TCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGCGCCCCTTGGCATTCCGAGGGGCACACCCGTTTGAGTGT
CGTGAAATCATCAAAAACCTTTTCTCTTTAAACCTTTTTTCGGTCAGGGAAAGGGATTTTTG
GACTTGGAGGTTCCATGCTCGCTTTTGCCTTTGAAAGTGAGCTCCTCTCAAATGAATTAGTG
GGGTCCGCTTTGCTGATCCTTGACGTGATAAGATGTTTCTACGTTTTGGATTTGGCACTGTCC
CTTGGATGCCTGCTCCTAATTGTCTCTTGGGACATTGATGGTGCTTCGGTCACCGCCATCTAC
ATTGGTGGAAGGCCGAGCCCACATAAAAAACCCTTGACCTCAAATCGGGTGAGACTACCCG
CTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACT
GCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAAAGCTCAAATTTAAAATCTGGTGGTCTTTGGCCATCCGAGTTGTA
ATTTAGAGAAGCGTCTTCCGCG

Russula sp. 1 (Morphotype yellow I no. 2)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTGCAACAGAGGC
GCGAGGGCTGTCGCTGACTCGAAAAGGTCGTGCACGCCCGAGCGCTCTCACGCATCCATTT
CACCCCTTTGTGCACCACCGCGTGGGTCGTCCTCCCTCCGAGGGCGGGCGGCTTGCGTTTT
TACACAAACCCCCTCGTAACGCAGCGTTAGAATGATTTACCCTTTGCGGTGACACGCAATCA
ATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAAATGCG
ATACGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGCGCCTC
TTGGTATTCCGAGGGGCACACCCGTTTGAGTGTCGTGACATCCTCAACCTTCTCGATCTTTG
CGATCGGGGAAGGTTTGGACTTTGGGGGTTTATGCTGGCCTCCTTCGAAGCCAGCTCCCCTT
AAATGGATTAGTGGGGTTCGCTTTGCCGATCCTCGACGTTGATAAGATGTTTCTACGTCTTG
GGTTGGGCACTGTCTTTCGGGAACCTGCTTCTAACCGTCTCGCGAGAGACGACGCGTTTGA
ACCTTGACCTCAAATCGGGTGAGACTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGA
AAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACTGCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAAAGCTCAAATTTA
AAATCTGGTGGTCTCTGGCCGTCCGAGTTGTAATTTAGAGAAGCGTCTTCCGCG

Lactarius sp. 2 (Morphotype yellow I no. 3)
CAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGCGCGGAAGACGCTTCTCTAAATTACAACTCGGGCAACC
AAAGGCCACCAGATTTTAAATTTGAGCTTTTCCCGCTTCACTCGCAGTTACTAGGGGAATCC
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TTGTTAGTTTCTTTTCCTCCGCTTATTGATGTGCTTAAGTTCAGCGGGTAGTCTCACCCGATT
TGAGGTCAAGGGTTCGTGGGGGTCAAGGGAGCTTCCCGAGAAGGGAGACATGCTCGAACA
TTGTCTCGACGCGAGGTCCAGACGGTTAGAAGCGGGTCCCAAAAGTGACAGAGCCAGAAA
CCAAGACATGGAAGCATCTTATCACACGTCAAGGATCAGCAAAGGGGCCCCTGCTAATCTG
TTTAAGAGGAGCTGGCAGAGGTGCCAGCAAAGGCCTCCAAAGTCCAAGCCTGCTTTGGTC
TCCAGAAGAAACCAAGGAGGTTGAGGTTTTCACGACACTCAAACGGGTGTGCCCCCCGGA
ATACCAAGGGGCGCAAGGTGCGTTCAAAGATTCGATGATTCACTGAATTCTGCAATTCACAT
TACGTATCGCATTTCGCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGCGAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGTTGAAAG
TTGTATTGATTGCGTGTTAGCGCATATATGAGGTCATTCTACACTTTTAAAAGGGGGGGTTTG
TGTGGAAAACATGAGCCCCCCCCGAGGTGATCCCAAAGGGTGCCCACGCGATGATGCACA
AAGGGTGAGATGGACTGTTATGTGAGGGGACACGCTCAGGCGTGCACGACTTTGAGGTCA
GCAACAGCCCTCGCATGTCCCTCACATTTGGTACGATAATGATCCTTCCGCAGGTTCACCTA
CGGAAACCTTGTTACGACTT

Lactarius sp. 2 (Morphotype yellow I no. 5)
CGCGGAAGACGCTTCTCTAAATTACAACTCGGGCAACCAAAGGCCACCAGATTTTAAATTT
GAGCTTTTCCCGCTTCACTCGCAGTTACTAGGGGAATCCTTGTTAGTTTCTTTTCCTCCGCTT
ATTGATATGCTTAAGTTCAGCGGGTAGTCTCACCCGATTTGAGGTCAAGGGTTCGTGGGGGT
CAAGGGAGCTTCCCGAGAAGGGAGACATGCTCGAACATTGTCTCGACGCGAGGTCCAGAC
GGTTAGAAGCGGGTCCCAAAAGTGACAGAGCCAGAAACCAAGACATGGAAGCATCTTATC
ACACGTCAAGGATCAGCAAAGGGGACCCTGCTAATCTGTTTAAGAGGAGCTGGCAGAGGT
GCCAGCAAAGGCCTCCAAAGTCCAAGCCTGCTTTGGTCTCCAGAAGAAACCAAGGAGGTT
GAGGTTTTCACGACACTCAAACGGGTGTGCCCCCCGGAATACCAAGGGGCGCAAGGTGCG
TTCAAAGATTCGATGATTCACTGAATTCTGCAATTCACATTACGTATCGCATTTCGCTGCGTT
CTTCATCGATGCGAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGTTGAAAGTTGTATTGATTGCGTGTTAGCGC
ATATATGAGGTCATTCTACACTTTTAAAAGGGGGGGTTTGTGTGGAAAACATGAGCCCCCTC
CGAGGTGATCCCAAAGGGTGCCCACGCGATGATGCACAAAGGGTGAGATGGACT

Lactarius sp. 3 (Morphotype white Il no. 11)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTATCGTATGACAAGAGG
CACCCAGGGGCTGTCGCTGACCCCTCAGGTCGTGCACGCCTCGAGTGTTCTCTTTCCCGTC
CATCTCACCCTTTGTGCACCACCGCGTCGGCCTTTCCTCTTTAAAGAGGGGGGCTTACGTTT
TTTTACACAGACACGTCCTTACGTAGAATGGGTTACCTTTGCGATCACACGCAATTAAAACA
ACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAAATGCGATACG
TAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGCGCCCCTTGGC
ACTCCGAGGGGCACACCCGTTTGAGTGTCGTGAAATTCTCAACCTCCCTAATTTTTGGGGA
AGGCTTGGAGTTTGGAGGCTTTTGCTGGCTTTTCCTGGAAGCCAGCTCCTCTTAAATGGATT
AGTAGGGTCCTCTTTGCCGATCCCTTGACGTGATAAGAATTTTCTTACGTCCGAGGTTTGCG
AAGACCTGCTTCTAATCGTCATGATTGAACTCTTTTGGCCTCAAATCGGGTGAGACTACCCG
CTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACT
GCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAAAGCTCAAATTTAAAATCTGGTAGCCTTTGGCCATCCGAGTTGTA
ATTTAGAGAAGCGTTTTCCGCG

Cortinarius sp. 9 (Morphotype white Il no. 1)
CAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGCGCAGATAACACTTCTCTAGATTACAACTCGGACAGCC
AAAGACTGACAGATTTTAAATTTGAGCTTTTCCCGCTTCACTCGCAGTTACTAGGGGAATCC
TTGTTAGTTTCTTTTCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGCTTAAGTTCAGCGGGTAGTCCTACCTGATTT
GAGGTCACATTAATAAATAAAATTGTCCAAGTCAATGGACTGTTAGAAGCTGAACTGCTTCA
CGTCAATAGCATAGATAATTATCACACCAATGAACGGTCAGCAAATTGTTCCGCTAATATATT
TTAGGGGAGCTGATCTTTTAAAAGACCAGCAAAAAGACCCCCACATCCAGCACTCAACAA
GCAAAAGCTGAAGAGGTTGATATATTAATGACACTCAAACAGGCATGCTCCTCGGAATACC
AAGGAGCGCAAGGTGCGTTCAAAGATTCGATGATTCACTGAATTCTGCAATTCACATTACTT
ATCGCATTTCGCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGCGGGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGCTGAAAGTTGTA
TAGTGTTATAGGCACAGAGGCCCATTTAATACATTCTATTACATACATTAGGGTATATGAATAA
ACATAGACCCAGAAATATAAGGAAAGACAAAAGTCAATCCCAAAACCTTAATGCTAGCATT
AAGAAACTTGTCTAGGTCTACAAAAGGTGCACAGGTGGAGATACAAAGATGACAGGCGTG
CACATGTCCATTAAAGAACCAGCAGCAACCTATCAAGTTTATTTCAATAATGATCCTTCCGC
AG

Cortinarius sp. 10 (Morphotype white Il no. 6)
CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGG
ATCATTATTGAAAATAAACCTGATGGGGTTGCTGCTGGCTCTCCAGGGAGCATGTGCACGCC
TTGTCATCTTTATATCTCCACCTGTGCACCTTTTGTAGACATCCTTTCCAGGTTGTCTATGTTT
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GATTCTTCATGTGCCCCAAATAAAAATGTATGTCAATAGAATGTTGTGATAAATAAAATCTAT
ACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAAATGCGAT
AAGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGCGCTCCTT
GGTATTCCGAGGAGCATGCCTGTTTGAGTGTCATTAATAT TATATATCAAACCTCTGTGTTTG
GATGTGGGGGTTGCTGGCCTCTTTGAAAGAGGTCAGCTCTCCTGAAATGCATTAGCAGAAC
AACCTGTTTCGTTCATTGGTGTGATAACTATCTACGCTATAGAACCGTGAAGGCAGTTCAGC
TTTCTAACTGTCCTTTGGGACAATTCATTATCTATGTGACCTCAAATCAGGTAGGACTACCCG
CTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACT
GCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAAAGCTCAAATTTAAAATCTGGCGGTCGTTTGGCTGTCCGAGTTGT
AATCTAGAGAAGTGTTATCCGCGCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTG

Hydnum ellipsosporum (Morphotype white | no. 1)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTAATGGATTTACAGAGG
GTTGATGCTGGTAGTTTATCTACATGTGCTCACTCTTCTGATTTATTTACACCTGTGCACTTAA
TTTTTTTTCAAGGGTCAGGGTAGAACCTGCCTTTGGGACTTATAAGCCCCTAACCCCTATTTT
GGAACAATGGATGTTTATCTGCCGCAAGGCCAAATTTTTGATACAACTTTTAACAACGGATC
TCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAAATGCGATAAGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAA
TTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCATCTTGCGCTCTCTGGTATTCCGGGGAGCACACC
TGTTCGAGTGTCATTAAGACTCTCAAATAAAGGTGGCTTTTGCAGCCATCTCTGTTTGGACT
TGGGCTTTGCTGCATTAATGTGGCTAGTCTTAAATCTATTAGCTGATCCTTGTTGGGATTTTG
GTTCTACTCAGTGTGATAATTAATCTAGCATTGAGGACAGTCTCAGAACTGGCCATAGCTCT
CTCTGGATTGCTTCTAAAGTGTCTTGGGGACAATTGCTTAATTTCTGACCTCGAATCAGGTG
GGACTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCC
CTTAGTAACTGCGAGTGAAGTGGGATGAGCTCAAATTTGAAATCTGGTAGTCCTTGGCTGC
CCGAGTTGTAAT

Hydnum ellipsosporum (Morphotype white I no. 8)
CACAGAAAACACTTCTCTAGATTACAACTCGGGCAGCCAAGGACTACCAGATTTCAAATTT
GAGCTCATCCCACTTCACTCGCAGTTACTAAGGGAATCCTTGTTAGTTTCTTTTCCTCCGCTT
ATTGATATGCTTAAGTTCAGCGGGTAGTCCCACCTGATTCGAGGTCAGAAATTAAGCAATTG
TCCCCAAGACACTTTAGAAGCAATCCAGAGAGAGCTATGGCCAGTTCTGAGACTGTCCTCA
ATGCTAGATTAATTATCACACTGAGTAGAACCAAAATCCCAACAAGGATCAGCTAATAGATT
TAAGACTAGCCACATTAATGCAGCAAAGCCCAAGTCCAAACAGAGATGGCTGCAAAAGCC
ACCTTTATTTGAGAGTCTTAATGACACTCGAACAGGTGTGCTCCCCGGAATACCAGAGAGC
GCAAGATGCGTTCAAAGATTCGATGATTCACTGAATTCTGCAATTCACATTACTTATCGCATT
TCGCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGCGAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGTTAAAAGTTGTATCAAAAAT
TTGGCCTTGCGGCAGATAAACATCCATTGTTCCAAAATAGGGGTTAGGGGCTTATAAGTCCC
AAAGGCAGGTTCTACCCTGACCCTTGAAAAAAAATTAAGTGCACAGGTGTAAATAAATCAG
AAGAGTGAGCGCATGTAGATAAACTACCAGCATCAACCCTCTGTAAATCCATTAATGATCCT
TCCGCAGGTTCACCTACGGAAACCTTGTTACGACTT

Thelephoraceae sp. 1 (Morphotype yellow I no. 10)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTACTGATTTGTTGACATG
AGCTGTTGCTGGTCCTCAAACATGGGGGCATGTGCACGCTCTGTTCATGCAATCCACTCACA
CCTGTGCACCCTCCGTAGTTCTATGGTCTGGGGGACACCTTGTCTTCCTCCTGTAGTTCTATG
TCTTTACACATACACCGTAGCGAAGTCTTATGGAATGTGCACCGCGTTTAACGCAATACAAT
ACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAAATGCGAT
AAGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGCGCCCCTT
GGCTATTCCGAGGGGCATGCCTGTTTGAGTATCATGAACACCTCAACTCTCATGGTTTGCCA
TGATGAGCTTGGACTTTGGGGGTTTTGCTGGCCTGCGGTCAGCTCCTCTCAAACGGATCAG
CTTACCAGTATTTGGTGGCGTCACGGGTGTGATAATTATCTACACTTGTGGTTGTCTGCCGAG
CAACCTTTGGTGACAGGGGTTTGCTGGAGCTTATAAATGTCTCTCCCCAGCGAAGACAGCT
TTTTGACCGTTCGATCTCAAATCAGGTAGGACTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGC
GGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACTGCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAGAGCTCA
AATTTAAAATCTGGCATGCCTCTGGCTGTCCGAGTTGTAGTCTGGAGAAGTGTTTTCCGCG
Thelephoraceae sp. 2 (Morphotype white | no. 8)
AAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGGATCATTAATGAAATGTTTGTCG
AGAAGGGTTGTAGCTGGTCTCCAGAGGCATGTGCACACCCTGATCGCATCCACCTCCCACA
CTTGTGCACCGCCTGTAGCTTGGGATGATCACGGAGCCCTATGGGTGACGAATGCCCTTGTC
TATGAATATTTTCACACACGCTCAAAGCATGACAGAATGTACATCATATTGCGTCTGATAAAC
GTGACAAATACAACTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCG
AAATGCGATAAGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTT
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GCGCTCCTTGGTATTCCGAGGAGCATGCCTGTTTGAGTGTCATGAAATTCTCAACTGCCCCC
AGGCTTTTGTGGCTTGCGGGTGAAGTTGGATTTGGAGGCATGCTGGCGCATGAATGGGTTT
TGTGCCCTGCTGTGCTTGTCGGCTCCTCTTAAATGCATGAGCTTTCCGATCCTTGGCAAAGT
ATCGTCGATGTGATAATTATCTGCATCGCCCGAGAAAGCCTAACAGGGGAAATCTTTGATCA
CGCTGGGGTGACCCACGTCTGACAAATTCGACCTCAAATCAGGTAGGACTACCCGCTGAAC
TTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACTGCGAGT
GAAGCGGGAAAAGCTCAAATTTAAAATCTGGTGGCCTTTGGCCGTCCGAGTTGTAGTCTGG
AGAAGCGTTTTCCGTG

Clavulina sp. 1 (Morphotype yellow I no. 7)
CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGG
ATCATTATTGAATTGAATGGGGCTTGATGCTGGCTTGTCATCCTTTGGCTGCATGTGCTCGCC
CCAGCAGTCCTTTTCCAAACACCTGTGCACCTACCTTGTGAGAATGGGAGAGAAAGGGCTT
GTCTCTTTTATCTCGTCTCATGATTCATAAACGCTGTTTGTAATGTTGAATGCATTGTGCCGTC
AAGGCTTAACATAATACAACTTTTGACAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACG
CAGCGAAATGCGATAAGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGC
ACCTTGCGCTCCCTGGTATTCCGGGGAGCACGCCTGTTCGAGTGTCGTGAAACTATCAAGC
CAGGATGCTTTCTTGCTTCCTGGCCTTGGTTTATTGGGCTTTGCCGTGCCCCCTTCATTGGGA
ACGGCTGGCCTTAAAAGCATTAGCTGACTCCATGTGGTTATTGGTATTCTACTTGGCGTGATA
ATGATCTGACCGCTGAGATAGTGTCCTTTCGGGGATGGCCAATTTTCATCTGGGGTTGCTTC
CAATCTCTGGAGCTCATGTTCCATTTTCAACTTTGGCCTCGAATCAGGTGGGACTACCCGCT
GAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACGGC
GAGTGAAGCGGGAAAAGCTCAAATTTAAAATCTGGCAGTCTTCAGCTGTCCGAATTGTAAT
CTAGAGAAGTGTCTTCTGCGCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTG

Boletaceae sp. 1 (Morphotype yellow I no. 8)
CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGCCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGG
ATCATTATAGATAAGAGGGGGGGAAGATCGAGACTGTCGCTGGCTTGATTGCATGTGCACGT
CTTTGTCTTCTTCCTTTGTTCGTTCACACCCACACCTGTGCACCTGTTGTAGGTTGCTCGCA
AGAGCGATCTATGTCTTTCTACATCCCTTTGTCGTATGGCTATAGAATGTGATATAAATATAAT
ACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAATTGCGAT
AAGTAATGTGAATTGCAGATTTTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTTGAACGCACCTTGCGCTCCT
TGGTATTCCGAGGAGCATGCCTGTTTGAGTGTCATTTGAATTCTCAACCATTGTCTCGCTCG
AGTGATGGATTGGATTGTGGAGGTTGCTGGCGGCGACAAGCTGGTCGGCTCTTCTGAAAAG
CATTAGCAAAAGGACCAAGCAAGTCTTGGACGTGCACGGCCTCCGACGTGATAATGATCGT
TGATGGGCTGGAGCGTCTGACATGCATGAATGGATTCCATGCTTCTAATCATTCTGTGTGCTT
AGCTACTAGTTGGTCTACGACGAACGCGGCACCACTTTTGACACCTTGACCTCAAATCAGG
TAGGACTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATT
CCCCTAGTAACTGCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAGAGCTCAAATTTTGAATCTGGCGGTCTTTCGGC
CGTCCGAGTTGTAATCTAGAGAAGCGTTTTCCGCGCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTG
Laccaria sp. 1 (Morphotype white 1l no. 3)
CAGGAGACTTGTACACGGTCCAGCGCGGATAATACTTCTCTAGATTACAACTCGGACAGCC
AAAGACTGCCAGATTTTAAATTTGAGCTTTTCCCGCTTCACTCGCAGTTACTAGGGGAATCC
TTGTTAGTTTCTTTTCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGCTTAAGTTCAGCGGGTAGTCCTACCTGATTT
GAGGTCAAATTGTCAAGAATTGTCCAAGTCAAGGGACGGTTAGAAGCTGAACTTCATAAAG
CTGCTTCACATCCACGGCGTAGATAATTATCACACCAATAGACGGTTCACAAAAGTTCCGCT
AATACATTTAAGGAGAGCCGACCTCGTTAATGAAGCCCGCAACCCCCACATCCAAGCCTAA
CCAAGCTAATAAAAGTTGGAAGGTTGAGAATTTAATGACACTCAAACAGGCATGCTCCTCG
GAATACCAAGGAGCGCAAGGTGCGTTCAAAGATTCGATGATTCACTGAATTCTGCAATTCA
CATTACTTATCGCATTTCGCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGCGAGAGCCAAGAGATCCGTTGCTGA
AAGTTGTATAATTTCATAGAAAACAAGTTCCTATTGATGACATTCTTTAAACATACTTTGGGG
TATATAAAAACATAGTCTTGGAAATGAAAGGAAAGCTGATGCGATCCTAAAATGTCCAAGAC
TACAAAATGTGCACAGGTGGAGATATAAAGATGACGGACGAGCACATGCTCCGAAAAGCC
AGCTAACAGCCACATCAGGTTTATTCAATAATGATCCTTCCGCAGGTTCACCTACGGAAACC
TTGTTACGACTTTTACTTCCTCTAAATGACCAAGCC

Laccaria sp. 1 (Morphotype white 111 no. 3)
CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAGG
ATCATTATTGAATAAACCTGATGTGGCTGTTAGCTGGCTTTTCGGAGCATGTGCTCGTCCGTC
ATCTTTATATCTCCACCTGTGCACATTTTGTAGTCTTGGACATTTTAGGATCGCATCAGCTTTC
CTTTCATTTCCAAGACTATGTTTTTATATACCCCAAAGTATGTTTAAAGAATGTCATCAATAGG
AACTTGTTTTCTATGAAATTATACAACTTTCAGCAACGGATCTCTTGGCTCTCGCATCGATGA
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AGAACGCAGCGAAATGCGATAAGTAATGTGAATTGCAGAATTCAGTGAATCATCGAATCTTT
GAACGCACCTTGCGCTCCTTGGTATTCCGAGGAGCATGCCTGTTTGAGTGTCATTAAATTCT
CAACCTTCCAACTTTTATTAGCTTGGTTAGGCTTGGATGTGGGGGTTGCGGGCTTCATTAAC
GAGGTCGGCTCTCCTTAAATGTATTAGCGGAACTTTTGTGAACCGTCTATTGGTGTGATAATT
ATCTACGCCGTGGATGTGAAGCAGCTTTATGAAGTTCAGCTTCTAACCGTCCCTTGACTTGG
ACAATTCTTGACAATTTGACCTCAAATCAGGTAGGACTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGCATATCAA
TAAGCGGAGGAAAAGAAACTAACAAGGATTCCCCTAGTAACTGCGAGTGAAGCGGGAAAA
GCTCAAATTTAAAATCTGGCAGCCTTTGGCTGTCCGAGTTGTAATCTAGAGAAGTATTATCC
GCGCTGGACCGTGTACAAGTCTCCTG
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Appendix 3. List of samples whose sequences retrieved from GenBank.

Taxon Accession no. Taxon Accession
no.
Russula aeruginea EU819421 Cortinarius chrysma GU233339
Russula bicolor FJ845435 Cortinarius collinitus AY 669588
Russula compacta EU598172 Cortinarius costaricensis  EF420147
Russula compacta GU229820 Cortinarius flexipes var. GU550111
flabellus

Russula crassotunicata EU597082 Cortinarius junghuhnii HQ604666
Russula crassotunicata DQ384580 Cortinarius mucifluus AF182795
Russula pascua AY061705 Cortinarius mucosus AY 669591
Russula peckii EU598174 Cortinarius obtusus AJ438981
Russula pectinatoides EU819500 Cortinarius rotundisporus HMO060317
Russula puellaris HQ604852 Cortinarius scaurus AY174808
Russula rosea AY061715 Cortinarius vanduzerensis EU597081
Russula sp. AJ534905 Cortinarius veregregius HQ845174
Russula sp. DQ778001 Cortinarius viscostriatus ~ GU233335
Russula vinosa AJ534938 Cortinarius viscoviridis JQ282167
Russula xerampelina AY061734 Cortinarius sp. EU668911
Russula xerampelina FJ845433 Cortinarius sp. GU997904
Lactarius rufus GU998456 Cortinarius sp. GU998184
Lactarius rufus GQ267478 Cortinarius sp. GU998751
Lactarius sp. HMO015493 Cortinarius sp. GU23335
Lactarius sp. GU998690 Cortinarius sp. JF304381
Lactarius tabidus HM189831 Cortinarius sp. FJ554382
Fungal sp. AB597705 Cortinarius sp. FJ554373
Albatrellus ovinus FJ845400 Cortinarius sp. JQ393035
Cortinarius acutovelatus AY083175 Cortinarius sp. JQ393045
Cortinarius acutovelatus AY 669655 Fungus sp. JN032562
Cortinarius acutus FJ717495 Fungus sp. JF300821
Cortinarius acutus HQ604680 Fungal sp. GU817073
Cortinarius alienatus HQ533027 Basidiomycota sp. AY 641464
Cortinarius alpinus GU234070 Dermocybe cardinalis GU233368
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Appendix 3. Continued.

Taxon Accession no. Taxon Accession no.
Cortinarius alpinus GU234096 Dermocybe cramesina GU233320
Cortinarius badiovinaceus  HQ845169 Dermocybe sp. EU668227
Cortinarius ceraceus HQ604656 Hebeloma cistophilum EU570177

Cortinarius cf. multiformis EU525959
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