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Tab. 1 The isolation and cultivation results of endophytes in Juglans regia and Toddalia asiatica samples disinfected by five dis-

infectants with different concentrations and time

THBEM 8]/

— ff;j 30 \ 40 ‘ 50 ‘ 60 ‘ 90 ‘ 120 \
Ak ;;fl Ak e Ak ;ﬁ %) ;ﬁ R ;jﬁ Ak ;;;i
1.0 A A A A + + " + + + + +
H,0, 2.0 A A + - + - + - N
3.0 + + + - + N N
0.1 A A A - + N N
0.2 A A A - + ¥ +
KMnO, 0.3 A A A - + + N
0.4 A A + - + A . A .
0.5 A A A + + + + + + N + N
i 75 + A + A + A + + + + + +
2 A A A A A A A A + + N .
B 4 + + + + + + " + N ‘ N .
6 + + + + + + + + N N + N

HgCl, 0.1 - S - S - .

0.2 - .

0.3 - _

0.4 - _

0.5 B .

WA B - K TR AR TS S A K R R T T



LERE & [P - IR PN AR 0 B 1) B2 ) DR R TS 613

R2 TREFVHZRMANCETNEYNERHLXSHE

Tabl. 2 The strain number of endophytes isolated from Juglans regia and Toddalia asiatica in different seasons

7S
B A e dim
SRAEMT[A]
R AR N5 ek N R P 4 T 5 R
2~4 A 40 6 34 5
5~7H 55 11 47 8
8~10 H 44 7 35 6
11~1H4 7 1 8 0
®3 TEMRERRBEMZRNERSEERER BT T BT i " Sl s iR R S

Tab. 3 The isolation and cultivation results of endophytes E*ﬁ% Ij;] H TE*]‘ 6.}% :[:Tyj: ?% %:2 i} (‘ﬁ azlg:: B JJ?‘ ':P , B3k }5H
from the stem and root samples in Juglans regia 3.0% E/‘J H202 {‘lg@{ﬁ% 30 ~1205.0.5% E/‘J KMnO4

from different regions 73 {ﬁ{{iz{‘ﬁ'% 30 ~120's,75% E@Z@?{ﬁ.{ﬁi{ﬁﬁ 60 ~ 120
= AL AN 7= = - A N =
e P S AT 5 o A% BRI 30 = 120 s KRBT
e TIH B A, SRARFE S I, FAE R B A1 A6
i 3 T L X 46 9 BRI A B B I R AR R R R, AR T
iy 35 7 2 S L 48 9 Z A AP R

HI N T4 B ORISR e | (RT3 3145
B MO AR RIS P R . 1]
B P BT A B B e T, 16 I R M A
3 3t # SRy AR R A B PR A Dy PDA. B 335
HFEE A\ 4H s ¥ > =
R B ey DI APV BI BT LR
S g5 e ot D E e e e e sy o MM AE DN AR T AL N AR AR N AR TR
PEREH T RS =4 E BRI R 2R DL S S B P B A T B 1
LA R R TR [ b xR [ (6 T 3 e FIRUERA A UL AT

il 22 2L 45 7
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Tab. 4 The distribution of endophytic fungi from Juglans regia e
& i 7 Hcht

£ R Penicillium 3

MR Moniliaceae Hh 558 Aspergillus 4

K% Trichoderma 2

MAEHL H Moniliales SR FEFUR} Tuberculariaceae YR Fusarium 2
WEHEFA} Dematiaceae ML J& Nigrospora 3

22405 H Hyphomycetales 22§ #} Hyphomycetaceae WHEEIE Paecilomyces 1
FE4 H Mucorales EF P Mucoraceae HREJE Rhizopus 1
£75JE Mucor 5

JeH1 H Agonomycetales TCTHITE#E Mycelia sterilia 6

N#%E H Endomycetales PN EFF Endomycetceae i} JE Saccharomyces 4




614 TR KRR (A ARREERR)

%33 %

I 76 7R 68 T T R 110 35 3 R v I A 2 e ) e
AR R BB % 5 i T 3 04 5 A P9 2
B e, (2N 5 8 R (ampicillin, 100 pg/
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dine ) YA TS 3 55 4 by 400 o) L T O VR FH. R 0
FREEP ARG L LR BOR , — 75 A A T N AE T
AR, DTS AT BE 22 Ml 73 9 3 H b 1y N AR TR 5 59
— 75 T R3S B A0 TR Ak, £ A 2H 2R OB AT
A UL IBGR AR R B FR B rp s 3, A R HRity mT LA
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