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Preliminary Analysis of Genetic Aspects of Edible Fungi Tricholoma
matsutake |solated from Yajiang, Sichuan, by AFLP Technique
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Abstract: A total of 10 Tricholoma matsutake strains isolated from Yajiang, Sichuan, were analyzed by using AFLP
technique. The results showed that the genetic characteristics of Tricholoma matsutake strains can be properly revealed by

AFLP, Among the 10 T'. matsutake strains, the genetic aspects were very similar. At the level of 90% similarity, all
trains collected together, and at the similarity of 92% , three AFLP groups formed . Simultaneously, the effects of quanti-
ty of the primer pairs used in the AFLP PCR were determined. The optimized quantity of Eco + 1/Mse + I, Eco + 2/Mse

+ 2 and Eco + 3/Mse + 3 primer pairs used in the AFLP was 1 pmol/5 pmol, 0.6 pmol/10 pmol and 0.1 pmol/8 pmel,

respectively .
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¥ 3 [ Tricholoma matustake (S. Ito et Imai)Sing]
B—MaRNA ARAE., £4% L BETET]
( Basidiomycota) . #H F B 44 { Agricales) . = 8 B (Agri-
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A yglS Mgyttt (BE 4R NA AFLP fFFA R
HHiRE, EEERIRG 705 A M TN
BEILEM 10 BMEF S EMNBEZ DNA H AFLP 4
WHIEE &,

1 #HERZX

1.1 BEHNSE

1.1.1 #BHRE 199588, WENEHBMN
FETHER3I200 n HEFEF LA TRERE T
EEHHLBESE.

1.1.2 HEHEMTE WIRFRATHREBAR

RFFEBHRN - EEFH 20 . BSEF 10 g, 1mol-
L-' HCI 1.6 ml, B0 20 g,pH 6.0, HBLHIEFAIEHR
FAET 100 ml =R, I 20 ml, 115C K 30
min, $HEH, REERPHREFEE HLHE
EHRERLAZEKFRFEHERET.75% M
HEREESE BAESG THLEL HXEENT
MRS TR A HEY REFZARANSRE
20085, ATEHAXRTHRERFRBETN,
ELAEEANSEEMATAHT P, W B EK
EHEHSLE 1,

1 Sl
Teble 1  Strains used in the study
- acd HEE S L W FE b bt: 23]
Code Strain Genus and species Haost plant Seil type
1 2 Tricholoma matsiuke EEHWE  Querews paunos HEW  Yellow-brown soil
2 F4 Tricholoma matstuke BB Quercus pounos HIRM  Yellow-brown soil
3 F? Tricholoma matstuke WHR WA Quercus paunos HIEIM Yellow-brown soil
4 Fi1 Tricholome matstuke BHETIUIE  Ouercus peunos HIEH  Yellow-brown soil
5 £3 Tricholoma mastuke FEHMWILBE  Quercus paunos HiR Yellow-brown soil
& E4 Tricholoma matsiuke EHEIE  Quercus paunos HIFM Yellow-brown soil
7 E5 Tricholoma matstike EWR W Quercus paunos R Yellow-brown soil
8 E6 Tricholoma matstuke EHFILEE  Quercus pauncs HHFM  Yellow-brown soil
9 E7 Tricholoma massiuke HHRIE  Quercus paunos HEH  Yellow-brown soil
10 El5 Tricholoma matstuke WHHIWA  Quercus paunos B ERE Yellow-brown soil

1.2 MEWZ DNA fIRI

MWIERGHREEEPREZ 1 ¢, BTEHAR
KERMFED MABRR. FERBR. EHENS
ml #) Eppendorf & ', Fi CTAB ¥ £ BB #1 B 49
DNAU'ST, LB ¥k B B9 (DNA 43 o, & BURF
DNA BESh 1 pl, 0. 8% A9 3 6 48 fa 3k ¥ XE BE 5% DNA
R R, 2% DNABERIET -20C,
1.3 AFLP &%

& A} EcoRT il Msel 2 b bR il ¥4 P 1 88 %1 B¢ 1 it
FT BT JEeo 1 Mse E B L ERBU A ER,. HAAR
H1T 2 H3 RBERENSI YT BYER
FEUTEEAT PCR U1, M MEEAHET WH
B+ "R MR RN, S Y F R
BARHEEERE) Y.

Fco 7 # 3k: 5'-CTCCGTAGACTGCGTACC-3'/3'-
CATCTGACGCATGGTTAA-S ;

Mse B #3k :5'-GACGATGAGTCCTGAG-3' /3" -TA-
CTCAGGAGCTCAT-5';

Feo + 1 514 :5'-GACTGCGTACCAATTC-G-3';

Mse + 1 314 :5'-GATGAGTCCTGAGTAACT-G-3';

Eco + 2 5149 :5'-GACTGCGTACCAATTC-GC-3';
Mse + 2 540/ :5'-GATGAGTCCTGAGTAACT -CG-3';
Eco + 3 5|4 :5'-GACTGCGTACCAATTC-GAG-3';
Mse + 3 5|47 : 5’ -GATGAGTCCTGAGTAACT-CTG-
3,
1.3.1 BEEE MUSERNMEY: T4 DNA B
HERMEMW(10x) 2.0 pl,EcoRI(2 U-pl™') 2.0 4,
Msel(4U-pl') 1.0 g, EcoRT #E#E L (5 pmol-L7")
0.5 pl, Msel #4Z3k (10 pmol- L") 1.0 ¢l, T4 DNA
HERE U-pl ') 1.0 ul  #AHE 22 DNA 300 ng, F#
KT ST 20.0 W 3TCRBNE, P 0.8%
BRSO SR B EERE
-20CHE,
132 Wy# WMy TESRHEEHS3]
¥, 5 N 41 B : Dynazyme (10 x )@ W 2.0 pl,
ANTP(2 mmol»L="32.0 pl, Eco + 1/Mse + 1 Bl 4341
JA& % 1.0 pmol/5 pmol, Dynazyme DNA B-5 B8 (2 U
ot 1.0, 1.0 p BEIEBRRESBENEE,F
FAk 2 S 20.0 o, B PTC-200 PCR X
i, PREFRN.EISTHENE 3 min,95CH
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PE30 5,59, 5CiH & 30 5, 72CHEK 1 min, #F 3 30
WG T2CHEM 3 min, PRI 0. 8% INAENE
BRI, HAR T - 20°C, R I R
B DNA,
133 Ry ARG EEEEGGRTE L
B o AR, A A BAT 2 MR ER
B HI%} Eco + 2/Mse + 2 F1 3 ik H w2 A0 3 W X4
Eco+3/Mse+ 3 T I, EHERR P, E
EHEW | v BE TS Tk 5w AR A B b %
PCR TS| o i B H T T BT

{1)Eco + 2/Mse + 2 B 1T RE R BRI E .
PCR & I % 26 A : Dynazyme (10 x YB3 2.0 ul,

%2 AE4E Eco+2/Mse+ 2397t AR

ANTP(2 pamol* 1,7') 2.0 pl, FAH 3 P45 1.0 pl, Dy-
nazyme DNA B & 5(2 U) 1.0 1d,Eco + 2/Mse +2 3l
WA R 2 SR EMNENA, AR K
FEE SR 200 wl, ¥ PTC -~ 200 B) PCR {0 1"
OB vol'h 5 T 0.8% B RS B
R pk R . B S R PCR 45 R HE Eco + 2/Mse
+ 25| R BRERE, ‘

(2)Fco+ 3/Mse + 3 Bl ¥4t B (& FH B B0 o2 . 84
i Eco+ 3/Mse + 3 3| IR M L B, 5 & 3 B3
ALFPEFT . PCR B AR 20 R L 0 R4 B i R A3
HERaHAR, FREHE N Eco+3/Mse +3 7
Xt RIERR.

Table 2 Quantity of Eco + 2/Mse + 2 primer pairs used in different treatments

Elkpo

S [Pk 78 5 | 91 % £ P B (pmol)"’ Quentity of Fco + 2/Mse + 2 primer pairs used

Primer pairs Al A2 A3 A4 Bl B2 B3 B4 C1 €2 €3 €4 DI D2 DI M
Eeo+ 2 25 20 1.5 1.0 25 2.0 1.5 1.0 25 20 1.5 1.0 25 20 1.5 L0
Mse + 2 300030 0 30 25 % 25 20 20 20 15 15 15 15 15

Y Al~ A4 Bl~B4,01~C4.D1 ~Dd H R, T

Al - A4,BI - B4,C1 — C4 and D1 -~ D4 were different treatments. The same as below

#3 TE4LE Eco+3/Mse+3 5/t ARk

Table 3 Quantity of Eco + 3/Mse + 3 primer pairs used in different treatments

A [ b FBE | My %ok 4 B (pol}"? Quantity of Eeo + 3/Mse + 3 primer pairs used

Bk

Primer pairs El E2 E3 E4 F1 F2 F3 F4 Gl G2 G3 G4 H1 H2 H3 H4
Eco+ 3 025 0.20 0.15 0.10 05.25 0.20 0.15 Q.10 0.25 0.20 0.15 0.10 0.25 0.20 0.15 0.10
Mse + 3 20 20 20 20 15 15 15 10 10 10 10 5 5 5 5

YR~ EgoF) ~ By Gy~ G Hy ~Hy A AR EL. TR

E, - E,.F, - F4,G, - G, and H, - H; were different treatments. The same a5 below

13.4 HoWTH RELRLRHEE.HH
Eco + 2/Mse + 2 # Eco + 3/Mse + 3 3| WSt R £ A
BE, AHRASSIMMHEERR #TRE
DNAPMISB Ry B U EAMHR L, YA
0.8% IS IS e Sk R W, 3H1RFF F - 20Tk .

1.3.5 BHRABBRERERAXRER 250
PH&W.0 | SEEMEEREEMRES &
95 CAFME 3 min 37 BN AWK LR, F R 2.5 1 EHEH
FLRSe ERHRERBBBEEREX EEHED
W, fFeE ik 2.5 he BT AR 10% HAC Mook
B FE, 3T 60T T AR,

1.3.6 HIKEREE B AFLP BIE R HP HHH
34, LA TIFF 3 1% AR YE, BB Gelcompard. 1 4317
B, BRI (UPCMA) B 24047, 3 Ak
BE.

2 FREW®R

2.1 REERIARLNSE

WEHMREXA ARETFREREETHMEL
MRERLHFEEANERSEAERS BHILE
EXFTHRESEE, 28EAN BEELAK
RIB.OJEHBEERA2~3 cm, HEHERE
REDH2ZAE NE B2EEREEK, AR
BT EES BT 0 BRETRIESERIE
W R A KR SR B E T M
B HEH AN BEEDRANKER 2,

MERTHRAN AHRBNHFEE—H,T
B3 EEXTECEFET T AR TIE,
BREERE BRI EEEFELTEREBREMRF
BALMNBER, BRCEO IR, EF VAR RE
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ARERE, R TFEREE O HHR, ARF R
W T i e LR £ R B AY HE BR {40 1] 38 G BT 4 RS
MEEHENEREE MERTR.

22 ZHR¥YHMARSIHNBRERRNHE

2.2.1 Eco+2/Mse+23I¥XBAR B1HERE
A A Eeo+ 2/Mse + 2 5[ H 3 HHEXM I HERE
HEMEW. 4 TARMSET, BESI I HEH
W BB R A, P A4 B4.C4. D4 NG
ROMRRE— BTN, D ERE 4T AE
A TR ep B AY , R85 D4 438 Eco + 2/Mse + 2 3| ¥ 5
MARCHIIEEE, ERER L, & — i
5,788 Eco+ 2/Mse + 23| IR EHE N 0.6
pol/10 pmol, & 2 2 Eco + 2/Mse + 2 3| 1% 4 &
R ERBRHTHE RT ¥y . PCR AF 22
P, i THEN PCR P4t BT 0. 8% B NGB BERE , &
B 0z e ik i R g 48, T B 2 ) PCR &K
SE2S BT B PCR P R BB 28 FE 100 ~

B1 Eco+2/Mse+2 3 ¥t ARXE % PCRAIKEM
(A B AL B Foo+2/Mse +2 SRR LK 2)

Fig.1 Effects of quantity of Eco + 2/Mse + 2 primer pairs to the
2nd PCR {the quantity of Eco + 2/Mse + 2 primer pairs

used in different treatment showed in Table 2)

- = == s == = =
= = - G - =

M2 FEco+2/Mse+23HMBERRTR PCRIER
(Feo+ 2/ Mee+ 2 BFEFIB Y 0.6 pmol/10 pmol)
Fig.2 Patterns of the 2nd PCR using optimized quantity of Eco +
2/Mse + 2 primer pairs {the optimized quantity of Eco + 2/
Mse + 2 primer pairs used was 0.6 pmol/10 pmol)

2 000 bp Z {8, % & AFLP § 1 H BL AN,

2.2.2 Eco+3/Mse+ 35| HXNEEHE B3 E
FATE Eco+3/Mse + 3 3800 BB I 1 &y
SR, SRR, R4 PEEAEEE TR
B & i — S A E R E S Eco + 3/Mse + 3 5
B AN RERRN 0.1 pmol/8 pmol, FZT 4
FEEHRENES 10 M E B #7511k PCR
8 4), 10 MR B R T MR,

B3 Eco+3/Mse+3 3% xiag Az — % PCRKIKRI(F
A3 Eco+3/Mse + 3 3|7t gy AR N 3% 3)

Fig.3 Effects of quantity of Eco + 3/Mse + 3 primer pairs to the
2nd PCR (the quantity of Ece + 3/Mse + 3 primer pairs

used in different treatment showed in Table 3)

1 F a 4 § L] 7 4 4 a M

M4 FEco+3I/Mse+3 3| X #IT R MM E R (Eeo

+3/ Mse+3 SRR E 0.1 pmol/8 pmol)
Fig.4 Resuits of the 2nd PCR using optimized quantity of Eco + 3/

Mse + 3 primer pairs (the optimized quantity of Eco + 3/
Mse + 3 primer pairs used was 0.1 pmol/8 pmol)

MTFEEESAEFRARKR, B THREBHEWA
AFLPHE BE XA R M5, ISR DS
Wy e BRAEF 2 MR 3 M EBERENS Y
HEY ., BUEER NP, EcoRl 7 A S FRH
N YIAE, BT JE B A B K TS0 b5 T Msel 2
ARG AE, BRSNS BEINEES,
E W PCR & R A1 % B Eco 3| H1 Mse S[HA B
SHRER, FREH . HAANPHFRAEEEAR
PR, Eco #1 Mse FI XTI R B 4 515 . Y 1
B4, Eco+ 1/Mse + 1 9 1 pmol/5 pmeol, 8 =W 30y,
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Eco+2/Mse + 2 27 0.8 pmol/10 pmol, ] Eco + 3/Mse
+3 FBH 0.1 pmol/8 pmol. Wk, F AFLP SRS E
BamEEANBESER, HRERRTSEY
AES | MRERR UEBRESER.
2.3 REAFLP BBk EREST

B 5210 B E B AFLP 354 F i, 5A.5B.5C

Sp 504 KA Eeo + 1/Mse + 1, Eco + 2/Mse + 2. Eco + 3/
Mse+3 S H st i W H9 25, BWHAT R, BA3Rf
KR E T E A A, P L Beo + 1/Mse + 1 Al Eco
+3/Mse + 3T YR R B R KL, HEE R
HHER B, Eco+ 2/Mse + 2 2 Eco + 3/ Mse + 3
AT R G, =Y RO EERR L,

W1 21 4 3 a1 8 i

54.5B.5C 4+ 14 Foo+ 1/Mse + 1,Eco + 2/Mse + 3,Eco+ 3/Mse + 3 3| M35 " MM 45 851 ~ 10 i) B % 5 2+ 90 % : F2.F4 .F7 .F11 .E3.E4 .E5,E6.E7

1 ElS, M: pGEM 2 FEFRID

SA, 5B and 5C: the AFLP patterns amplified by Eco + 1/Mse + 1, Eco + 2/Mse + 3, Eco + 3/Mse + 3 primers, respectively; | — 10: the strain is F2, F4, F7,

Fll1, E3, E4, E5, E6, E7 and E15; M: pGEM Marker

H5 MIENE DNA N AFLP HEQ Ml
Fig.5 AFLP fingerprinting of genomic DNA isolated from Tricholoma matsutake

ME ST EW,3 Molmats s, Eco+ 3/
Mse+3 HEER B HREM DB ELER, HiL,
ZEIE SC R Gelcompard. 1 HAEHTTE
B (E6). FHEREW, 10 MEBRE 90% M BK
TR R E Q%ML R 3 B, W3
AHMERRAYE:BIA A BN 2R
kA B 11,

A E M DNA 87 AFLP iR EE R R A E
R IX 10 1A B R B 00 15 AE A, 3t
BB M —mh i E AR RN E B vk, BIZE DI EIT
BN, FLESHLUERENREFZERT
R—PHERRAE. A THRAHBRETRM
BREVTE R L 4 BLE M E TR R TR FEA

20 92 94 96 98 100

L | 1 | A i
E4

—( E5

El5
F7 T
F4
E3
F2 = 1
Eé
£7 HI

6 FFEco+3/Mse+3 513 MBS H BEW 2 AFLP B
“He
Fig.6 Dendrogram of T. matsutake obtained from AFLP patterns
amplified by Eco + 3/Mase + 3 primer pairs
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Ay A B A RE sh Ay R my , fB) — Ao B B AR B Al LA
E—EREMNT R SEXBENHEF A0
Ha mBBRIAEERR, BEX SR
BHMRELSEMERRN, ZEEAREN £
EIAE RO R R LR E R LR LR
PATE BLTETFR 3K 666.6 J7 m*(6 ke )RO#EAE, TH B & )
R E AL 100 7 nf (£ 1 km?) , B A ZTEEA
F—fREERE R MREERT A —BE
BILFHE R,

GHRF VSR RAPD RS T RAZH .
PR B EEFT I 20 AR T S5 (A 8 1 R
t, HRET,ZEREAARAMBEMALE, 14
TIRERI P ERRENIE—BRHRE, B
EAS AN L, AR AREFERBEAN
A DRRERRTRENES A EREKE
BHTRSESL N: T. matsutake (Tto et T mai) var.
oinggang tonﬁmg;m@[m%mﬁﬁ N
Hilr MR ENOEBELT. matutake (To et 1 mai
sing) ) IEMEIT. robustum (Alb. Exschw.: ).
B E (T, matsutake Hongo) . H KB (T. guarcila
Zang) &%, JIBRE.ZHAAHMBARELS
T, AR SR R R R S S, R
BB ERER 6 KR BEZR K,
EENRET 1M HRERRE, BRESBH
CHREERESE B PEOREERERT
R iR EBE—F TR,

B EHEIAH,AFLP BB R Bl A
B XN T il — SR FEARFREE
HHOLERRE, IRLEFE SR EER  LIEHF
RWERRES RERYMABREIERREREN
FX.

Bl AFLHAASRSAEF LS R FERER
A2 R M4 % & Keistina Lindstrom & # £ 8 £ %
A ARIAFHNARXF RS E AR A0 R,
BWEH BRI BANRIETETFHLAE, LK
#h
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