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Fungi Diversity of Eling Lake in the Source Region of the Yellow
River and Screening of Antimicrobial Activity Strains

QI He-xing" , XIN Cheng-wei, YANG Run-yan, ZHENG Kai-fu
( College of Agriculture and Animal Husbandry, Qinghai University, Xining 810016)

Abstract In this study, fungal diversity was analyzed and antimicrobial activity isolates were screened from Eling
Lake to enrich the fungi diversity in the extreme environment and to provide basic materials for subsequent develop-
ment of biocontrol agents. Ten sediment samples were collected from shoreside of Eling Lake, and fungi were isolated
by dilution separation method using seven selective mediums. The isolated fungi were identified by morphological char-
acteristics and rDNA-ITS sequence phylogenetic analysis, and antimicrobial activity isolates were screened by confront
culture method. One hundred and forty-four fungi isolates were obtained, belonging to totally 22 genera of Ascomycota,
Mucoromycota and Zygomycota. Seven high antimicrobial activity isolates were screened from one hundred and forty-
four fungi isolates, they had a broad spectrum of antimicrobial activity on eight fungi pathogens from maize, highland
barley and wheat. Moreover, they were Phaeosphaeria and Emericellopsis, respectively. These results showed that sedi-
ment fungi resource in Eling Lake was abundant and have certain biocontrol and utilization value.

Keywords the Source Region of the Yellow River; Eling Lake; wetland fungi; morphology; fungi diversity; antimi-
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ZRRET BRI R BT IR X — R IR I AL 7K
W, AT E R RS F iGN S 2 B
BE S RSk AR AL A 2 1, 5 FLB IR
“URERW O A HE LT AN 56.42 JT hm?,
FHAER TR E A R 2l B R R, S8R
e A FEAY YDA ER PR RS H
B, ST R X AR SR E, DL AE
BRI ERA T, Y5z kI HREHT
T = FEHBIX AL ER B X PR 5% AU Ho sy 30 A )
A2 AR A A A 245, A= W A 25 W 1 AN L g
AP AR SRS REME L RSB . AR IR IA L
LT E S I 5 S RS A Sk,
FHEGLEAER, R KR GO, AaTlk
A7 i G AR IAN , TR B A AR R, B T
R AE 7™ FEAE Y s 35 B e S 2 AT T R A
AR EEAES RS MUEY R IE RS
Vsl B SR P 0 LA, 76 AR ) Bk Ak 2 0
Frp R SCHEVE R, JF e b R A BE 1 T
PRI I T2 P o B TR 000 R S e i A4 285 R 48 g e
ARSI IR AR M B E R B 5T 3RS BLE
NP PR R | 2 e A v
BT NG 72 213 LTS U4 1 o LT3

FIRE A F B AS (6] TP ) L 2 R R kA T 0
IO RBE RS EE . MRGIT ZMA I A
SRR S PRI T A R MR v B e 475 T R RRAR A T R
KBUT A B R, it — 2 I A A WAk 2
PRALELRI R AT AR 2 L H AT, A ER X AR Y 2
REVEROAIT T 32 24 v e XA 4 70 8 W 1 T 5 5
(TR (ERCNN: B2 e S SRl L N e
I ASBIESE LASR B G JE L B FFE X 42, 43 A ]
FRIRH 2R, I A A 0 18 X0 77 v 4 T AR AR
W FE A /N2 R BRI i T R A I 3 A
W, LIYI N Jim 5 A 7 T A e S M XA T )
R HIRIR IS

1 Mk577%

1.1 #
1.1.1 AHEER 2022 4F 8 F MBETA[ I X 2P s

WIFE RN 1 m AL RAENRVeHEA 10 (K 1), fiff
FH/NRIERAR R 4 1~ 10 em TR B 8RR B T 500
mL JC TR SRHIE | A ZE KA B By ] 52 56
AT EB T, fH ] GPS X0 5% SR 48 Hh v 4k
AR IO SR S R 50 m S B N ALY
i,

®1 SBEHREFLSHMEER

Table 1  Geographic information of sampling point in Eling Lake
FEARZFR HER/m EAYa iy FEYIFpE
El 4 283.3 34°52'01.53"N, PEAA A 35 ( Polygonum sibiricum) RE (Artemisia hedinii) 3P 5 Phyllophyllum offi-
97°30'21.67" E cinalis) A B ( Lancea tibetica) %% Bg 3% ( Potentilla sp.) . %56 ( Radix asteris) . 20 " V. 3§
(Ajania tenuifolia) JEEAL ( Heteropappus hispidus) S B-HL ( Lagotis sp.) I3 (Stipa sp.) . &
ﬁ( Carex lasiocarpa) kg ( Leontopodium sp.) RBOR (Poa sp.) . L1 (Iris lactea) | iR
R EE ( Ephedra przewalskii) JWRAEZETC( Gentiana straminea) | 155 115 55 ( Kobresia pygmaea)
E2 4.294.2 34°52'02.85"N, :%%@%%(Poten[illa bifurca) JEERE PEE - AE ( Thermopsis lanceolata ) | KB B
97°30'23.39" E LT (P. muliifida) TR A YL ( Taraxacum mongolicum) 1k M B 2§ ( Taraxa-
cum mongolicum) FRE-E FURHFLE ( Microula tibetica)
E3 4285.5  34°57'48.54"N, PR 575 2% ( Dracocephalum heterophyllum) W W24 | 7% $% & 3k (Aconitum gym-
97°36'11.63"E nandrum) AR ST RESE B (P. anserine) 157 (Artemisia frigida )
E4 42833 35°01'00.82"N,  §F3F KGN ZEWe3 BB B4R 0 TR R B4 RBOR ST | B S ( Pedicularis
97°37'34.22" E  sp.) JlEfE
ES 4279.8  35°02'15.54"N, BT ( Oxytropis sp.) EFSF EKZFEL ( Polygonum viviparum) 7% ( Kobresia sp.) K%
97°39'57.47"E
E6 42804 35°04'19.70°N,  ThiEd S PIMHRMAG H R GER G558 EheK
97°42'53.52"E
E7 4280.5  35°04’45.72'N, PR HI ML SH I VR KGN A1 A
97°44'01.32"E
4279.0  35°05'06.20"N,  FEREBLHNE ( Elymus nuians) R ST 22 PHARIESE 004 B
E8 , P
97°45'41.24"E
E9 4280.0 35°06'13.00'N,  FUR EHH HF TREER ZRERE PURMHCLE AR K SRR E
97°46'40.12"E  JEAE
E10 42825 35°06'27.70'N, i EhMIRGEA R RS TP kAL R (Leymus sp.) YR CKEIRE BHTL

97°48'21.67"E

EILIRIZ]
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1.1.2 25k (g) O S0 %0 I hg 1 77 2
(PDA) : ShE8 5 200, 44 20, BEIR 18, 281K 1
000 mL; @%2 [CH5 5 JE . BEFE 20, K,HPO, 1, Mg-
S0, 0.5,FeS0, 0.01,NaNO, 3,KC1 0.5, Fifli 18, 7%
187K 1000 mL"> ;@ 2ET 53R . 22 2H 8 50,
AN 5, B 18, 281%7K 1 000 mL™" ;@5 T [
B ##% . KH,PO, 1, #%H# 10,MgSO, - 7H,0 0.5,
FEHM 5,1/3 000 FHLLE 100 mL, Bfg 18, 7%
187K 1000 mL"™>* s VP FCKE 353 A4 40 , Bl
18, F5 ¥R 10, ZE48 7K 1 000 mL"* ; @7k PDA
B AR R SE WK PRI K 4 PDA B5 33k h
PIZEIRK s D+ R B i 77 5 . B 500 g KT i
ARBIZHEH 1 000 mL 3= H A K H, 121 C KH
15 min, B HI 5, JE 40 I8, 15 R P, K+
B R WS PDA 53R B i ZE1RK  Be i) 1- 4%
RIBW LA, LR ALY 121 CEHEKE
20 min J5IRAERTH

1.1.3 £ ZXA5ME%%  PCR Mix( TSE00S,
s R s TS BE ( BYRO100, 75 BE 4 Biowest) .
AN TS24 (RDN-450E-4, T I IL R {88 ) 5 v =
R ZE VR K B 2% (LDZF-75L, b 22 ) i v
ZREDHL (5415R, 75 [# Eppendorf) 5 B 3k % 43
Br& % (WD-9413B, dt 5075 — ) 3 B & PCR X
(A600, Be M BT 3% ) 5 B B 7K ~F- HiL UK A ( DYCP-
31DN,JbmtN—) s @B TAE & (SI-CJ-2FD, 75 M
IR 5 WA (Ni90, H AR Nikon)

1.2 A&

1.2.1 SRR RARA G B ALEER K
PEREARTE R BT, T K B I ok R B0k RS U
WFEEJE L 100 H 520 48, ERFRE 1 ¢ T4
AT 100 mL TSR K B9 =i, 25 °C, 150
v/min 277 30 min , il & BR Ve B W, 758 5 TAE
B PHBUR IR 400 wL W% T 50.1% %8
HREEMN 1.1.2 iy 7 Mk B R ik -, &
PGSR 3 AN RS AR E TR w5
F6 25 CHHIER:FR S d )5, MK EEME Pk
0.2 mm I 7% 2 PDA A b e gk 8285 5%
IR W 2R maife gk aifh, HE K H A%,
alifl J5 ) B Rk SR 8 48 R IR A7 35 T -20 °C 1R
ik >

1.2.2 SR HRR LA R LT A FHIEILRE
Al A B AR T 1542 0.5 em FTALASHUS 13 0F %%

HHAD BRI — 301 PDA P4z, 25 C 8
I 7 d, MEEHTEILE, MEk 3 NESE,
A I W 22 BIROE S A5 4 121 °C KR 20
min J& ISR HE T L 45°RHE A PDA K5 FRJk b 18
P R 55 IR LA B GOICE R D, 25 C R
TR 7 & U B A, WA T SR TR 22 1T
SR, GBI A 7 5 IO A 2
P

123 ATITS KABEFI G RARLT >4 K
CATB 7% # U3t [H 240 DNA'™) DNA ] 25 L
TE/RNase I fRITIE, 20 CIA1E4 . 4385|149
A ITS1(5’-TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG-3") Fl 1TS4
( 5-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3") /. PCR Jx
IR R AR T 2 IRAR S 24 5 1 vk, PCR 9
Bk 2 AR AR Y EOR 2 R AT XA
MF . (A MAFFT V7.487 X 1F I [# /¥ 471 i
FiPf  PHE 7 51 MEGA V.6.0.6 3R #1745
E. il PAUP® v.4.0 alpha {4 v (0 4P 42 1=
( Neighbor-joining) 14 # 2 4t & & W, I L i 92
2% ( Phytophthora infestans SKM") 1E N4, 42
B5 1000 K,

124 SREEHRR AT ARG HE  RAMA
XPURERE TR TR 0T 8 Fh i 4 = B AE YR A
R B ARG PER R 8 T I i (HEAR TR
A3 R 3 R K B R B 58 I 855 96 ( Exserohilum
turcicum) ACHEME A (Alternaria alternata) ZEARJE
S A.( Bipolaris sorokiniana ) 5 KA i i 40
( Bipolaris zeicola ) , 7 5 H T BRI 7K P9 i i% 12
( Drechslera graminea) , 735 H /INAZ W) 22 AR JE S IF
IR96L( B. sorokiniana) A& L ( Alternaria sp.) FIZR
L4 T1 1 ( Fusarium graminearum) o 38 8 i
JETE T 2020 4F 2 2022 4F il iR AAE Y R4 52
W E oy B S E AR AR S 4y B A5
SNV HL A A 8 L IREAR W AE PDA 3557 3
LRFE 6 d, HEEHN 0.5 em FTFLERBUE HE U8
FEAR A A JE I8 3 DF 230 RO 22 9 em BRI
PIINEEIONY 1 em Kb, BREEE 3 DEE , REFM
T 25 CH5F2 7 d 5 e M Sa B

2 HREGAHH

21 SPEHIREEESHME
DEEAT R DX SR B 5 e 1 R AR IR e AR AR 10 1y,
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MBS SR 144 B, 144 BREEBR GenBank %5
SE5 N PP347868 ~ PP348011, o, vb (G 1% o7 5
TR E 47 tR, BT IR FR A B 3 42 Bk, )
K PDA 53360y 54535 21 #k, PDA $535 35y 2975
3| 20 B, BRI FRHANZE 2T R R R A5 31 9
BRA S bk, R TR AR B B AR

SR EFREAN D T A A S E LR 144
HREE D HHRIET 3 AT 22 ME (R 2), Hh
20 NMERJE T FZEE ] ( Ascomycota) , %5 H 1 J&
I8 T BT (Mucoromycota ) %A [ ( Zygo-
mycota) , WILFE IR ( Emericellopsis ) WK E I £ ,
R 25 Bk, HR A AR B 8 ( Talaromyces ) 23 B |, 4%
*ﬁi‘@ }% (Alternaria ) 21 )HQ, ﬁi Ei ’:@ }E ( Acremoni-
um) | 7w B J& ( Scopulariopsis ) F1 IR 0 i 55 J&
( Cadophora) 43 5 A 15 .13 F1 12 #k; 4 J] H &
( Fusarium)9 t§ , 5 % )& ( Penicillium ) 4 ¥ , 125 15,
)8 (Juxtiphoma ) ARFEER & ( Pseudeurotium ) Fl
BREE T E ( Pseudogymnoascus ) ¥4 3 B ; 25 5.5
J& ( Phoma ) FIYGETE)E ( Preussia) ¥k 2 ¥ ; S5 4%
£ J& ( Thelebolus ) K #1755 J& ( Cladosporium ) />
BRI % )& ( Leptosphaeria ) . W5 3R 2 1 J& ( Phae-
osphaeria) %5 J& (Aspergillus) . 5% 1% 7 J& ( Den-
dryphion) . VU K% # J& ( Tetracladium ) . ¥k JE 2 J&
( Linnemannia ) F1 B¢ J& (Actinomucor ) £ 1 £,

22 A& 1Y) LT B VR R I SO S AR AE 22 S A
RO 1) o WRABUM 2 & | T i 1 6 76 I T
R R IRIE T BRI | BT (8 0 A A6 A T
JR AR TR T RAFLL O, SRR TR R
W, 7 A R Y B GNBR B8 A AT e
R R 7 5 B A £, P A SR I B ) AL 2
NG % 2 o R B AN R A i 2 X e
HERMEGREEESOEREE, 7B 4
519 s e o (U R SV A7 7 T SR R 9 % (O e

TRE RS &R E K R R E OlFmaa, - E
BOIEm S Or o AT B R v R
OEBE, ARSI BT, 1~3 1
BRI AT, EREREESOREE O, ™
Aot kiR B sUE TR AT R
FOIE VR AORECE | 7 A P ZBROE JCRR IR 23 A=
T, i R R AR, TP R TR o) A A
Tk P ERIE A AR AT BRI R R R
\e, AN KRIE KRIEZ AR
By, HARARAWERIRTIEE,
*2 BEARRSRHESBEEAENSRIER
Table 2 Distribution of fungi isolated from Eling

Lake in the Source Region of the Yellow River

Bl R e
FHER ] ( Ascomycota) FHHIFEIE ( Emericellopsis) 25
WA R ( Talaromyces) 23
HEMS AR (Alternaria) 21
AT )% ( Acremonium) 15
TR ( Scopulariopsis) 13
RAIEE I8 ( Cadophora) 12
W1 B (Fusarium) 9
FH% )& (Penicillium) 4
T ZE B IR (Juxtiphoma) 3
TR FZE T & ( Pseudeurotium ) 3
AR FEFE B ( Pseudogymnoascus) 3
ZE 828 (Phoma) 2
YERFEIR ( Preussia) 2
FRE LR ( Thelebolus) 1
i F%5 )& ( Cladosporium) 1
JINER IV 85 )& ( Leptosphaeria) 1
5 Bk 15 11 )& ( Phaeosphaeria) 1
17558 (Aspergillus) 1
47761 )& ( Dendryphion ) 1
VUK )& ( Tetracladium) 1
FE5 1] ( Mucoromycota) #KJE 2 J& ( Linnemannia) 1
AT (Zygomycota)  E5 & (Actinomucor) 1
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B 1 SRR B R A AR R S E
Fig.1  Colony and micromorphology of fungi isolated from Eling Lake
A C.HTEILA B.D: UL SRHE
A, C. Colony morphology; B, D: Micromorphology characteristics

22 SRHERRZRESN

2 BLAST LXK B, 5 Wbk 1TS ZE [N ¥ 51 4
IV =99% . ARHAE TR 1% e H T A8 = AR
FITS FEPR P8 e 2% & T L M [m) A B A
IF4% 1TS B P SRR T 97% Y B R IH T (7]
— AR RN R 30 MRAR R AR, LT 7E
NCBIA G 14 35 BRI BRI 1TS FEET51 42 00, H)
HRGELKER(E 2), 30 BRACRE A 35 2
HRTR R LR T 68% HY SCHF 347y 5 DRI 3L,
23 /NS, Witk EM1-4 il ES10-2 5 Cadopho-
ra malorum R 1 A3 37, 35 K F k5 TR
ES1-11 il EM4-9 5 58 4% 40 J& (Aliernaria ) BT B
BN A3 3, RGO R FOE; WAk EH9-19 5
Juxtiphoma eupyrena . & ¥k EM2-1 5 Leptosphaeria
sclerotioides | Bk EH2-12 5 RG9k J1 1 ( Fusarium
avenaceum) |F I ES9-13 58 #1% J& ( Cladospori-
um) B TR BRI N 1 A0 3, R G OC R i,
PR Bk EMA-7 55 7) 8 ( Fusarium) B R BRE N 1
IP3, PG R R IR WAk EM9-6 F1 EY10-11
SR T )E (Acremonium) B ER, B AR ES3-1 #1
EY1-14 5 #I5E & ( Emericellopsis ) Y AR R N 1
ANy, Wk EP6-9 EM9-7 FIHEIR )& ( Talaro-
myces) W MR N 1 A K932, WA EMS-1 F
EC3-8 5 % 4k v B ( Scopulariopsis brevicaulis ) |
B EM1-5 5 Thelebolus microsporus Fitk EM8-4 5
TR A & ( Pseudeurotium ) R R4S R0 1 AN
IRk ES5-23 Fil EM2-2 4351 5 . [%. 35 25 ( Peni-
cillium olsonii ) Fl = ¥ 5 B ( Penicillium chrysoge-
num) R 1N %, W EP1-13 52X 558
(Phoma) R Pk \EH7-32 5 RIAR 55 45 48 ( Dendry-

phion nanum) RN 1 K433 ; FH K ES4-11 548
YGEBSE ( Preussia funiculata) \EM5-9 5 {5 #f 4 5¢
J& ( Pseudogymnoascus ) MR ERTE 1 10132, K%
KEmIT, Wk EM9-5 5HE 55 £ 55 (Actino-
mucor elegans) TR 1 17037, Wk ES5-15 55 EK
Jt£ TR J& ( Phaeosphaeria) [ F# | BBk ES7-15 5F
KM BE (Aspergillus hiratsukae) 35 %% K 2 T ; 16
¥k EP7-28 5 Linnemannia elongata ,EH7-38 5 NI
B VUKL ( Tetracladium setigerum) M 1 4332,
RG R,
2.3 SPESMRIRINE A M EMRA I IE
AT E 144 BREPR I IE E Rk A 55
B FEERIEYE R /N EKW 8 Fioii i E A
AR AR, , JL 0 A5 21 71 Rk s LA T TR 7
(3R3) o Horoxh KA I i 76 HAT 1 o8 35 M
WIARIR 2, O 63 Bk, FLUCR S /N A2 A AR ~F- I i
T EA RS PR, A 60 R, X F KA
ST J 0 6 EL A U0 TR P ) TR R AT 48 Bk XK
TRE G 5% 5 60 11 5 A S8 B A 0 FLAT 400 T 1 ) o A
20 34 ko R PRI DR R A IR 6 /N2 g i
TR AR A 8 ] T R/ N 22 AR A0 ELAT 100 T 35 1 ) TR R
B 5y 26 21 F129 Bk, bR BRI B A
GEPEAE 5~15 mm B BRAKUCII D, A 26 R E R
Xof T K A2 AR - I s 6 % 410 BT 9 E =15 mm,
A 16 BRI R X T K A - JBF U5 10 0 /N 22 22 AR
SR A AL B0 TR T G B =15 mm, R R OR S REAS
6L 7R DA T U 6L A /N 22 B A AR AT E = 15
mm BYTERESI B0 6.7 F 1 Bk, R R EE S I I 46
AR ] B BA I TG AR D IR B
PR 92 =15 mm,
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2 ETSERHMEREARKE® ITS EEFIIMENREZAETR
Fig.2 The plylogenetic tree of represent fungi isolated from Eling Lake based on ITS gene sequences
®3 SERMREEERMNEFEST
Table 3 Antimicrobial activity analysis of fungi from Eling Lake
. mEE W R R
BE/ ¥ =5 mm WEHEEC R =10 mm FBRE B =15 mm B REL bR

KHBE SR I 4 ( Exserohilum turcicum) 34 16 4 0

T K AR JE - B i 76 ( Bipolaris sorokiniana ) 48 40 35 26

T KA EEHE AW (Alternaria alternata) 34 25 13 6

F KA U598 ( Bipolaris zeicola) 63 53 32 16

RN BT 96L ( Drechslera graminea) 26 17 14 7
KAk ITEE ( Fusarium graminearum) 21 8 1

INFEBERE T (Alternaria sp.) 29 18 8 1

JINAZ 2 KRB - I I 44 ( Bipolaris sorokiniana) 60 44 22 16
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144 BREAETTA 7 PR HRXT 8 MPEEAR N B A
TREBUREGTE (R 4 AR 3) , Horp ES5-15 G ER
TR, oA 6 AR i Ase )8 LIS . B bR ES3-1
XiF 7 Fofrfo JE BT AT TR AT 96 E X =10 mm , X FORAE
S FF S TR 100 B A S A S mm, 0BRSS B e

XF 4 Ffros I AT A4 BRI A 9 B =10 mm, TR FREY 1-14
XT3 i S TR A4 T B =10 mm, PR EY8-8
SR 8 ) TR A0 TR T 58 B =10 mm, 7 BRT
T R T A AT R S A 6L R R A Bl ) TR 1Y
PRI AT , 45 6 BRI B 98 =10 mm;

Vv

-

PIPR ES5-15 . EM7-2 Fl ES4-10 XF 6 Pl IR i 4 0 T KA - fi 3% 46 10 400 1) S8 0 A 25, 100 01 9 B
PR TEREY) =10 mm W REECREST . WAKEP10-5  7£2~6 mm,
F4 THRMENEEEERNESUE
Table 4 Determination of the broad-spectrum antibiotic activity of 7 fungal strain
HH 8 DR TR 0 TR 4 96/ mm
_— —_ REEZME  FRZE 357|€x FOREF RN K’ﬁ% ‘/in TN 2RI
U7t - Ik 7t e A0 JB i WA BRIIE AERRAL OFBG
K5 BRI 141 )& ( Phaeosphaeria) ES5-15 7 13 16 6 12 4 12 12
TR ( Emericellopsis) ~ EM7-2 2 13 11 4 6 25 22 16
EY1-14 5 7 14 3 6 14 4 16
EP10-5 2 8 25 2 6 23 15 8
ES4-10 20 11 15 2 6 26 17 15
ES3-1 17 14 16 5 10 26 26 13
EY8-8 2 6 3 2 5 24 6 8

B3 SEHREERNEIRUE

Fig.3 Antibacterial effect determination of fungal strains isolated from Eling Lake
A IEERIE B BR ES5-15 X 8 Fij 5B A4 41 1] ; B B AL5E i bk EM7-2 %0F 8 Ffig J5T 7 ) 10 i 41 1
A Antimicrobial activity of Phaeosphaeria isolate ES5-15 on eight pathogens; B:Emericellopsis isolate EM7-2 on eight pathogens

3 it

b RS VR A 0 18 b AR S R Gt T ) 4 R
5% TEY ARG A T K 5 25 SV E T, LR MG U
A W 2 REE KRR &0 TRk, AR 9T LA
B Y DX T YU TS U0 L TR R A ST X, X L
ZREE B AN ORI T T

HhER I ATRE IR B SR W ARG, B 2B T
KA Y A A R AT R, BRI A AR
TR A K B B A W B LT R v T e Xt
IR E IR T ZRE R 9T, R 3R L ) R 02
b VPRI SR 8 Fh kR B R 3 I BT
HZLRARTTER Y b o 2515 31 274 bR A, K

PDA SR [RKEFR ANV [CHE I 20 B R AT
LERET ] 6 Pt PRt R 2R 25 ]
WY T2 EREE R BV E R, B PDA 1557
SO BRCRELYS . ABEFER A 7 B IER 7
SEREAT IR W D FLIR A 23 B, R BLATD IR 57
SRS T R SR A By AR R AR I 2, At
BER PRI IR LR B BRIk . AHTIEAR S
SCHRATGE BEAT AL Z A, A7 R 25 5, AT RES 5
AREA Y BoR SR AT 5%, 455 SCRRAR I S AR fF
Ereat WSS o Pt R RNEAE 2 (B BT /=N
BRI 73 2 ) Bl 1 7R 3

RIG AR AR R P LA MR b LT 2
FEVEEATORGE , BT 3 AN EHTC KM, Ogaki



145

31

AL IR AR 2 2 AS () 0 3 v 4y B A 5
f9 195 BRILTE 70 0l s T 72w 1) A5 7 T T F L
R, Hoh A 60 AR IR AR SE bR AR Py BAT ) S
1 BB 955 8 ( Cladosporium sp.) B R FD 1 B
Z K% ( Trichoderma polysporum ) HA5 PT ELTH 1k
P X R PR LR AR R A
FEMNERBZ I Je 43 B AR B 1Y 144 BRECTE , 53901
BT 3 AT 22 A& RS ) L R R

X SEHHA T TE SR — 2, SRR e b
Jﬁ?ﬁ_a S 144 BRERR DA 71 BRERREAE —E
R P, Herh 7 BR BN 3 Bl Eiﬁﬁiﬁlﬂ 4 Fh
T K I L TR AT 1 A RR D T R AT R K
R 3K T RS RE IR AR ) SR T T G R R
FBAISCIR BRI T i L 1 5 R 2 A s
FAUWNEFARENG S K (Leymus chinensis) M
PR A A R 9T 2 G R R L T
A Z R RIRIE PR T, INER TS | i A g A
WA & )55, X e fb G W) BAT Tz W9 AR Wi
P SR TR T2 A A T R A K R R
Sgirh AR A — RGN R A S AR X
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