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Isolation and Identification of Endophytic Truncatella angustata
in Roots of Two Cypripedium Species
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Abstract: One new record of endophytic fungus, Truncatella angustata , in roots of Cypripedium tibetic-
um and C. bardolphianum, was reported in this paper. 148 strains of Truncatella angustata were isolated
from the roots of C. tibeticum and C. bardolphianum as endopytes at different altitudinal areas in Huan-
glong Valley, Sichuan Province, China. Morphological descriptions of T. angustata revealed that the colo-
ny on PDA pale yellow, reverse of the culture yellowish brown; pycnidia black, pustule-like; conidia fusi-
form, 4-celled, 3-septate; apical appendages 1 —5. Three genotypes (HLIO15_15a_22, HLIO15_20a_42
and HLIO15_17a_46) were identified by ITS rDNA analysis. The isolation rate of T. angustata was high-
est in the highest altitude population, containing all three genotype strains. The phylogenetic tree of the
ITS sequence of the genus Truncatella was constructed. It was found that the strains with different eco-
logical functions of the genus Truncatella did not form obvious clades.
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B A2 B0 (Truncatella) J& T 5 /1w B
(Xylariales) , i % N Ny E 2 ML B M EE
(pestalotioid fungD™ . B £ EH(Truncatella
angustata) Fx ¥ i Persoon F 1801 4 DL Stilbos po-
ra angustata™ 2 FRE . BT AL, BT E
B B PR % 2 B2 MY R R AR ]
AE G N2 R R g et A /A A AR T R Y
AR, B HTY IR R R B
VES = FHE Y N A B R 4B .

K122 )& (Cypripedium L.) & 2 FHE Y b L
SRR 2R P EEN 2B A b, A 30 £
ANFREO XA 22 JE A N A L TE 0 F O R
S TETRAR BB L R R BF 9 & B, Ho At o 2
ELTR N 22 BHE W) 1 AR K ORI IR B A N A
TERE T,

T ROM BE A 5 T B2 L K 23 OGR4 22 3R 5 1A
TR RN . E R X AR 4 AR TR AR BT Car-
buscular mycorrhizal fungi, AMF) i #f 58 & ¥H ,
A R i H 2 R R ) B R X b R i wl
B A AR A AT ST, PRI AR B B 300 m B
KN 25 B (Pinus sylvestris) Az R AR BE ¥ A7 W] 1 A8
b, 55 AR A B FUOCHY . H AT, i ez
D FAAE Y P A T T T BB B 4 A R B 5L (B
AN TRV ARAS TR R W Fh N AR LT R OF S B . N 2R
FUTA ) F B AR SR AR AL L e it

Ui B e AR PR A D A O )1 A8 FA T BN
HFER DLW ey . 8 e Ve DU 3k 2 A0 B K
FIEGAE 550 2 B A 3E A 2 AR AR R P
) 2R TC A AN =2 A Ay B e Y T AR B A A A T
Z LA B AR R F S = RHE N A B L
HIR AN A= LB AR A [R] 9 4k A B b B o3 A R R
it TR,

ASBIF 5T DA VO 1| 85 T 78 AS ) v SR 2 %) 4t 5 75 7
F7 22 FTC AL 22 AR i 43 88 o8 AR FUT Ll B R S
BN T A E I M 148 BRI A TR Ok B A
Z B, AR AR BT LR R 1 YR A B A
ZBAAERN 2 FHEY N R B .

O i S XD RES

1.1 #HmRE

#IpvE (101°25"E, 21°41'N) {7 F v = py )|
AL HIEIR 3 100~3 569 m 5 43 hy H €045 48 1 55
Ti LR 150 m™ L FEMEIR 3 170~3 400 m 43 A &
PR A 22 M TCA A 4. F 2015 4F 6 HIFAE TR

£ 2 FIOF) 22 i i 40 i B A R AR L TV HROB B R o
AN JERE AR RARYEAE Y 0 o S i B 3~6
ABETF (10 mX 10 m; 3 1),

FEAFETT R FIF 25 45 5 bR A R OR 42
3R . PR R AR Y AR O A o A PR A SRR
1/3, it AR S5 FLAE G . 3 iR 4 35 A R B
B o [l 2003 b F ] b ok 00 6 AR v R 5 A L
B PR LB S AR B B e T 4 CUkAR
TRAF 10 d AT [l 52 50 38 AT EL TR 43 55
1.2/ &

1.2.1 EFEKMSBE4N B REMN 2R
FH A AR ik %, B 70X RS IR 1 min, 20%
NaClO(0. 5% 4 % &) =i 4 min, TR K op P 4~5
W FETC B 5 A% L on /b 6 T8 B K . G TR B
H— /N B o e i B MR A B SR b i A KL
fiff ¥ DR AR B, P R VRS TR AR A S L FH I T K
Ve 3 WG R & WPT (50 mg/ L B R BE R A
50 mg/L 8 FE#) ) 1/4PDAY 5 5 3% b, &4
BE R MLAZAP 6 ~10 AN M A9 88 )8, T B 0 B8 3 4 355 57
LA & PR RS 25 CHEERER 2 A,
FEABE TR 60 MARBIIETE (R D L HF 2 d W%
REAW LK. A BRI 75 3 55 5 i 12
3| PDA B fR BE3E 37 e 3 3~4 IR B R 22 i 4l 55
W) P R R K TR B IR AR R B 9 3 LR SR L
TJE%: DNA $#21,

1.2.2 EFEZH DNARZRE.PCR FIFE  Maifbir
(TR AR TR TR G Sk B HR W BRCTE 22 A R BRI 4R
DNA, ffi {5 ¥ 1TS5 1 1TS4 # 47 PCR #1402,
PCR Jx W % F KR #] & (Taq PCR Mastermix,
Tiangen,China) #17, 25 ulL PCR KWK %K .1 L
A DNA, ITS5 fl ITS4 5 %) (10 pmol/L) 45 1
pl,2 X Tag PCR MasterMix12. 5 pL,ddH,0O 9.5
pL, PCRJZJVFEF H3594 C 3 min; 95 C 40 5,56
C 40 5,72 C 1 min, 35 15 ¥; 72 C 10 min,
PCR =¥k A T C L) A9 TR A BR 2> &1 0 % .
JFHE GenBank [HFRAZ R 7 9 80 Chttp: // www.
ncbi. nlm. nih. gov) # 47 [A] 5 /% 51|38 2 (Blast) , $% H
58000 v e A A 22 T 7 A ALY A e B AR AE Ry
AR5 ) A6 2 B AR

1.2.3 BEZUWE KAREREK. Z/ T PDA
gk b L25 CHERIESR 7 d G WAREE L. K
X BB T oA Faeg, Nikon 2% i il B
FE A BUAR 22 G BE AL B 30 ~50 4~ 43 4 il F ik 47
ek . SPOT Bl & 43 A4 7 148 L 73 4R
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1.2.4 RELEBERBE LMEZL LA (Pestalo-
tiopsis malayana , NR_147550. 1) 1E Jy b 25 BE 4 #7
B 2 B i M H AL 2 B8 £ 1TS J7 41
R kB X E . H Clustal X1. 817 g 47 Hexf . Mr-
Bayes 3. 1. 2Pyt RS A B M. Modeltest 3. 7 #
TR AR ARG B R R GTRAT+HGL i E &
B RBEWZSE RN Nst=6,Rates=invgamma, B FE
% (sample freq) & 1000, T /K 7] ¢ 4% 1z 17 4% B0
(nchains) & 4, 4 7 (burnin) #2773 £ H (AT 2000
1), M Tracer version 1. 4 ] JF MrBayes iz
IR iy P SCH RPN & S8R & A B, M 25
REMIRFEE,

2 RS0

HREFESEMOFTENFLETE
VO A =2 78 20 A7 v ¥R A A, 3k 4 b
1 2004 MR 4 8 5 JC A A 24 78 1~ 18 ASHEJ5 A 43
A R 1080 MRIEIE (R 1. 43 B 4RA5 19 B ik v
H 148 ¥R kA9 ITS ¥ % 7 GenBank Chttp://
www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov) ¥ 347 [&] Y5 ) 1) e X, AH
RS FINY R EEE L EBM T. angustata
(MHS860182. 1), /& 2 F#h =2 AR rf oy 25 T 1y fL 358
WAL X, & B 148 MRILEE B AR 1TS JF90AL45 3 Fil
FEDRAY LR RR By B R 1423 F03 Rk, PR IEN
W2 BAEAE — DR SE I R TR, S 2 B T.
angustata (MH860182. 1) #H el ¥ 43 % & 100% .
100261 99. 6 % . 4 3 Fh 5 K 76 43 51l 3 B — ok BT A
(HLIO15_15a_22, HLIO15_20a_42 #l HLIO15_
17a_46) R AEIF I, b A& NCBI 84l R J5 3045 7
HIE-43 3 MF071202 . MH760807 1 MH760808,
B bE HLIO15_15a_22 {3 47 75 H [ 13 A= ) 7 ol £
IO % E A L RS D CGMCC3.

2.1

19680, LI HLIO15_20a_42 F1 HLIO15_17a_46 H
FRF TP 9 1 kTR 2 D] O s e # b, 43 i TTSS
FITTSA 1Ay 7 % 1a) 1, 45 2 AH [5])F7 571 . i 9
2 P IR Y BRI Ol PCR RN 1 8% 22 3
i

2 Y AR PP A 2 B A0 T R O A A T
At B R PA (R D, PE P 22 R G A A4 22
WA Z B Ir B R4 KF) 32. 50081 6. 6700, 8
2 R 2 i R e (B HLPE RO 25 TR 2
2.2 RAHIR

He TR EUR 22 19 B R R T Ak HLIO15_15a
22 AT AR R . A PDA LI A6 F
BOHEET SO (8 L), HE LS hMERG
Jite AR T84 T ARG I 1) 2 A L T 4% . AR 24 607 ~
1212 pm (] 1. b~d) o 7R AR @S], )
12.4~27.0X2. 1~4.6 ym (x=20.5X3.1 pm)
(B 1ievg) . rAfLFAR AL L 4 AgH . 3 A~ B i
K/N15.8~19.1X5,4~6.3 pm (x=17.5 X5.8
pm) CEEF R s = 3 1, ) 2 A4
UL B AR JREBE B W AR A, K 10, 8~12. 8 pm (x
= 11.4 pm) (] 1,f.h~o0); WL IF 45 . 565 2 4> 40
Bk 5.3~7.6 pm (x= 6.1 pm) .45 3 MK
3.9~6.0 pm (x= 5.3 pm) . TAAIAHEIE, K, BE
W K 2.0~3.6 pm(xr= 2.4 um) 4 1 ~5(£ K
2~4) HRIBH g 22, To o W B AT 43 B B E 224 9. 6
~28.2 pm (x= 17.2 pm), R A EIFHEE . B
WL EEN K 3. 1~5.9 pm (2=4.3 pm),
2.3 RERESW

K AR ik 8 2 B 3 Fh LAY ITS J¥ 4,
HUAKRRMEEL TAEHAMAEK ITS 714
HRGREME 2), K 3 ML HAE RS C
ZARE AR 2 B ITS 5 51 . AE — A B i 43
X b 5 HADEE 2 B s i ALY R A R A —

1 BEESEARKEAABRHEINSBE
Table 1 The isolation rate of T. angustata strains in different populations
VG REA) 22 Cypripedium tibeticum TR 2% Cypripediu bardol phianum
BEE Feor i 42 — — P — e o
Community Quadrat Altitude/m AR Ak o R A ﬁ'%ﬁ_ AR A F bR 2L %'%}:
No. of root No. of Isolation No. of root No. of Isolation
fragments strains rate/ % fragments strains rate/ %
P1 1~3 3170~3 200 180 4 2.22 180 0 0.00
P2 4~8 3 200~3 260 300 0 0. 00 300 3 1. 00
P3 9~14 3 260~3 330 360 16 4. 44 360 2 0.6
P4 15~20 3 330~3 400 360 117 32.50 240 16 6.67

T ALY 220 A5 T RAEAE TS 1~18

Note: C. bardolphianum distributed in sampling quadrat 1—18
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a. PDA By 3 h 85 3% 7 d R PIB 2 (Z2 BT 40 - SUAD s b~d. SR 8% 5 e g 40 A 7 4 53 A 4 i
f. h~o. 47 1~5 MR 2210 20 A 1
1Bz BH
a. Seven-day-old colony on PDA (left: above; right: reverse); b—d. Pycnidium, e, g. Conidiomata and conidiogenous cells;
f, h—o. Conidia with 1—5 appendages

Fig. 1 Truncatella angustata

LIRS 3 PR R AR AR R 2 B, 22 19 ITS JP AR AE— >0 32 HQL15726. 1 S
CHREMKEREZBTREAFETMOETIT M HLIOIS 20a_42 RAE— 70 3 O HHE 1Y 6 Bk

B i R AR T AR AR R WA 5L HLIOI5_17a_461TS J¥ 51 58 4 — 5

WARE M (] 2). Br T HQLIS726. 1. A E i WP, HA M A2 D) 68 00 Wbk Ae 1TS )3 51
RS AT IO B R L bk HLIO15 152 #R RS A B L EA TR 8432 (8 2).,
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NR _147550.1 Pestalotiopsis malayana
85 DQ278915.1 Truncatella restionacearum
AW DQ278919.1 Truncatella spadicea
DQ278918.1 Truncatella megaspora
51 DQ278913.1 Truncatella hartigii
99 DQ278920.1 Truncatella betulae
/L NR_154504.1 Truncatella spartii
94 —EUS552163.1 Truncatella helichrysi
_LH LIO15_15a_22 Orchid endophytes
EU342216.1 Truncatella angustata Vaccinium spp. Pathogens
{ DQO093715.1 Truncatella angustata Not clear
GUS66260.1 Truncatella angustata Not clear
_[HM036617.1 Truncatella angustata Pinus sylvestris ECM
J1X390614.1 Truncatella angustata Olea europaea pathogens
{KC3545 18.1 Truncatella angustata Vitis vinifera pathogens
AF405306.1 Truncatella angustata Not clear
-_LGU934568. 1 Truncatella angustata Not clear
KF646105.1 Truncatella angustata Not clear
_[ KC354519.1 Truncatella angustata Vitis vinifera pathogens
AY929326.1 Truncatella angustata Endophytes in plant stems
_[ FJ794472.1 Truncatella angustata Vitis vinifera pathogens
KC241879.1 Truncatella angustata Potential human pathogens
69 { FJ1794471.1 Truncatella angustata Vitis vinifera pathogens
AF377300.1 Truncatella angustata Endophytes
'I._ HLIO15_20a_42 Orchid endophytes
HQI115726.1 Truncatella angustata Not clear
HLIO15_17a_46 Orchid endophytes

SHER Pestalotiopsis malayana (NR_147550. 1), B4~ 3295 & B E T AR >50 Y0 19 5 56 A 505 5 Ho i RO % 0. 065
ARSI KA 8 2 B A 3 I PR DU R . O G I 09 B A 2 B A 00 AR IS T BB AR TEAE )Y A & BRUS
2 3F rDNA-ITS J7 51 (1 0 -3 22 45 & 5
Pestalotiopsis malayana (NR_147550.1) was used as outgroup; Posterior probability values™50% were shown above nodes;
The scale bar indicates 0. 06 substitutions per site; The three genotypes of T. angustata in this study were in bold.
The ecological function of reported T. angustata is marked after the sequence name

Fig. 2 Bayesian 50 % majority-rule consensus phylogenetic tree based on rDNA-ITS sequences

3 i i

2= BHE ) N AR LT R 22 B 00 3 A1 F PRI Y
N BT E AR B 2 B AR O B
T 2 R 2= B 00 BN A TR L T e e AR A 22
Iy B R o AR R AR A 2 AR v R B SR
o A S AR BN AE TS TR 2 B 22 A O R D
B i OFAH T 2 MR 22 B A AF . DR e T 4R R
A 2 B ALY R 0 B R ] AR 5 A 220 4 PR Y 1
BLPEA 5K

BT TE R AR Y 0 R LR L P R 22 TR
o AR R R O R BT 5 A 2 Al B PR R R R A 3
P o SEAE ) PN AR TR I AN [ 35 DR B R R EL A A [
MR AT RE. B, N AR T Neotyphodium co-
enophialum {7 [) B K Y T bk 22 52 W0 g R 50 R 22
¥ Lolium arundinaceum ¥4 I HE V& 240 B, Hh S 5t
DR 7R BT 5 i R PR A LA R RE RS A R ) HE Ak
L) W) o 60 AR 0 47 1 i HG At i PR R0 9 A 1% 2D
AEV . BTARAE 2SR G U ] 2 Bl Neotyphodium
lolit LRI ARW Fl AR6 2tk (1) B A B (Lo-
Lium perenne) J5 o A] LA ZUPBH 1E 5 & o rp 25 A 6 1Y
HBE . PR, B R DA R B oA AR T AR S A ) 3

AR T Y — SRR T B . PR 25 7
B AH X 2 45 11 S o Vg AT B v B0 7 A R R A
PR AL S 2 B BRI R T AR LA — 2 A B T fE.
PLHLIO15_15a_22 B Ak AR 3R M 40 35 56 A R 5 K
ZHOAHGER R BT Z ERERRE — 20X,
Wt I 2 3 DR R 5 o 5 UL, 53 A 1 R 3 R R A T R
S T U B PR R 23 e R R B A Ak R 1 R 2
B, BRI A AFEAESEREEL B
ITS JP AT R G K B 0T K ik &k L AL 5 /E
BYIREZ MM R . (H3X AT B8 N R H A2 & 4itiE
P 2 B A PR M D, Bl A B B IR
A S TE R KRR R AR ) ) e A A 22 B 400 T ik 1 ik
fill 1R 2 R0 RIE R AT 5007 . AT REX Bk & 2 B
I DR R 5 A R T R Y 56 A IR AR,
ARHFIEAREIE S 2 F0 ITS 550 5098 . % 2 4 5
H VG 2 A C A A 2 A N E B L B
I, 3R PR B B 2 B EAE S PG SRR 22 R AR 22
A BRI R RGE . [ R BB A 2 B AR I
PR B R AR oy S e v HLAE VR 22 B
A 3 FIORA LR AR . KRS O 2 R R R
BET R, HOC T AR BB OR R] R R 7 A R
H 5 22 RN W 6 B BT R M ) 56 R ik — AR
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