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1. & U & (2

77 7R akl, ¥Rl EOEMERE, BE5O
EDORICIZ 7 — N2 F 27 —FIRE (AM ) 234 L
TWwa, MR TR, 2206 LBIMOL AM
WORAZM > TESZWINT 2, ) v L, LiEd
DBEEENNS A RZLPTVES 22121, BE AM
WEHbe TER) 2> TRINL 25 B%hRIZE L,
Y% < Der, BRZES ZETZORELERZY
#BT B EMTES (Smith and Read, 2008).

HIfFIC AM WO FE E R 22T 2 2 LT, I
TOEY BRI L7 & FICHRT, BIEQIER (Arihara
and Karasawa, 2000; Karasawa, 2004) U v BBIEE D
JE I (Oka et al., 2010 ; /\K 5, 2014 ; KK 5, 2015)
BHIRETE 5, Zh3EEMY L 0B K ) RO
AM H O BEGRSHIM L, FROERBRE I N2z L
EZzZohs, LEFOAMEE BTk, Rofic
LEBFED AM EERE L TW2DOBEETH %28 (van
Tuinen et al., 1998), £D AM W23 Z DEYIZE L T
D0, HHVIFHEL THWRVORZHE I EIZ5DET
% Wt Td % (Plenchette et al., 2005; Verbruggen and
Kiers, 2010), 24U, AMEODH L, Z OEEEM: DT
fASIEFICHE L v 2 & IR $ % (Sanders, 2004; John-
son et al., 2012). AR, FEHIXFGEE LIcB VT, @i
B35 AM EDOBEREIC O W TER L 2 (N\E, 2017). %
ZTIE, FICHERERZ NS, wbiE ‘e L2
2407 2o WnT, ZNETOHMREFZ LDZDTH 5D,
M5O AM O3, 2% 0, EREL TS AM HORE
HEEET 2RI OWTE, 1ZEA SN ZRrot, E
X, TNETOAMEDOIETIE, ZDIFEES DNA [E#t
DRE BRI CHEL L TOMI| & F THIR
Rchbh, 20l oMo bIzEEETH % (Kriger et al.,
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2012; Lindahl et al., 2013; van der Heijden et al., 2015;
Sanders and Rodriguez, 2016). IZb22hH 57, AM
DOEEEEYE X Z DFEN, X 5 IS IERFRIC BT 2 22 B hsh
DTREWI EDRFEICHS D & 2> T3 (Munkvold
et al., 2004; Angelard et al., 2010; Boon et al., 2015;
Mensah et al., 2015). Z D X ) 2REEN AR 2L L 53
KELT, IBFEL- EBFEHINTVLED2Y, AMBEDT
J DISFFOBEBIRVE Y (genetic heterogeneity) Td %
(Sanders and Rodriguez, 2016).

KiEE, AMBEODEICOWLTHLE 2D TIER L, H
RoOREREMEZIEL CHfEd 2 9 2 CEER, AM W OEHE
T, KT ) AEGEREBA A A LIZOWT, InE
TORRZ@EHT 2 L2HNET 2. AFRONEZ, Hil
M5 12137 U A0 “H” OFGEED L E > TL
90, WIREIE, I FTOARL, ‘MY L W 08
GiETH D, HRZIRT 27 011F, 23D Flo Mg
RE T\,

2. AMEDOTREERKE

AM DT /7 LR CHEIZ A A = X LI5S 51
12, ZOEREDOIFEINREIZ OV T L TE b
Wik 5, ks, L oMYA EEABL AT
2X912, —ODOMEER DD ) L, HBIF DD
S —2 D%z > & v ) Hikd, AMBEZIZU 0, K
I RO EE DL XS TUEE S 015 TH
5. 2L 7T, ZOWENRHED, 207/ LLBEIBA N =
A EEBERBERICH L EEZ LD,

AM W DR T2, Al L ez 1) 2 R
(FaEE) 237\, 2 D7e®, Z Ok, i L 7 e
P T, b OB EEND LK (/A b,
coenocyte) TH % (Pawlowska, 2005; Sanders and Croll,
2010). 216 D%, EHAHZH0.1um/min &9,
DA NI %7 (RI5um/sec) & DIiFWw-< HLAAE—
Fc, #AMEEZED T, 2 L CIRHICE RN Z BT (o
M) ICBE L TE D (Uetake et al., 2002; Saito et al.,
2004; Jany and Pawlowska, 2010), % Z Tl D H X
DL, BZ 5 Z2OREMILIAEBIBEINTVLS
(Jany and Pawlowska, 2010; Sanders and Croll, 2010).
DX I ICHEAERDIREEL G L s WA OIEEIR, B
HORWDERKEORTH, AMESL 7 A EHLE, &<
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FRE L SRR ZTEN T 2 2 ICE W THEFE CTH % (Lan-
franco and Young, 2012; Spatafora et al., 2016; Yama-
moto et al., 2017).

AM K3 Z DV KXY —=<)L RNA BT (rDNA) BL5I D
TRFE LMD 6, 71 5 AWM (Glomeromycota) & \»
I ML L 72PN B E 41T & 72 (SchiiBler et al., 2001).
L LS, eIt ary FU 707 ) LA —)1LTO
RS, AMBEZ 270l ZEMTIERL, YA EM
(Mucoromycota) &9 L D KE R VN — 7 DHALLE
% 3% %2 T % (Lanfranco and Young, 2012;
Spatafora et al., 2016; Corradi and Brachmann, 2016).
ZRITMAZT, THFEFTHIVERZ S, HENTER
> AM i (fine endophytes) & L THIS 11T\ 7= Glomus
tenue (Gianinazzi-Pearson et al., 1981; Abbott, 1982)
B, BOLC 7 0 7 A EllifY (Mucoromycotina) 1243 C
= % LM I N7 (Orchard et al., 2016a). Z 3L E T,
AMEIZ 7B L AWICET 2R EEZE L SN TE DS,
FII L RHHETH 2 WHEEDNE .

ZDG. tenue lF\hwWw B 7 A AR EMLU L, BER
Iz & BRI 2 MR N 2 fE % (Thippayarugs et al.,
1999). Z DRI < (<1.5um), MFHIEFITHI v
(EfE<20um) (Brundrett and Ashwath, 2013), HBE%E
WZ I, ZOWIFERELEDA L AITK L CGETED
AM RICHER T MDY H D, EEHIG TORE D BB
BTS20 E 2iH> T3 HHEMEDH 25 (Orchard
et al., 2016b), TN ET, FRARAFDANAMEKE L
THRbNTED, R (B2 VIIEETE R W) D
78 L AEPADORMIC X DERD, ZOBRELE & DI
Rl 3T E M2 H % (Ohsowski et al., 2014;
Opik et al., 2014). 5%, AM H &WEIN 2 EEO @M,
ISIADY 2R 2 Z BN FHINS (Truong et al.,
2017).

2T, FAhCHOBEPLAIOREIZOWTHREIL T
BOABIWESLH, EL, TIIKiKToidd F
T, EBEPEEITONTE LT A EH (Mucorales) D
—HOMEICBIIZHATHD, 7YX A EH (Endogo-
nales), 7%V’ A EH (Mortierellales) 7% % UNMZ Umbe-
lopsis Hx &, 7 A €D % { DRFICD W TIEARIERE
PATHICET 2 ANEBERIN TRV AICTERTARE
ThH5. THEBHORARBRIILE TH S0, ZII2E&FEN
LW TNHEE (FEAH Y A V) TH D (Schwartze
et al., 2014), HTREEP FEEE, ZLTAMEAZLET
1%, REREARM L ORI (anastomosis) 2 L T, %%
DEL DG TEDHSENTL B (ZDRUFHTHL S
BRZ), 7rAEHETE, BENICEEOREADVEAT S
DA AR ICIR 5 T\ 5 (Gregory, 1984), H:4:
BEClE, HBOER BB S LT % (zametan-
gium) A L, BAMTEE (sporangiospore) O I
H 8T (zygospore) W—oOH I 3, BEHEKT ORI
EETEOMKEDOHA (haploid) 3& EN TV 503, #

HlTFORIFRFE TIZ, BZ 6 KD OEE (kary-
ogamy) L CT#H (diploid) #ic 2> T\ %, ZDHT,
7o o Te— D DM BT ZUNHEATT 5. BRWIRIRIAR
(2~6 B A) 2#T, BAT»HEFET 2 L, WTENE
MIEL, ZoJumicfd 72 (sporangium) 2T 5. ik
B DAL 4 DORMHKRIEAERTHZHDIKL,
fEFFEI21E 3, 4 MDD % Z 2 iU & LT o
+ (Ja7ZEHa ¥, sporangiospore) 23N X 115 (Alvarez
and Eslava, 1983). 7721, BTEETICEHEETNHEEK
D%, B—BOEARNTRICHKT 2FEA VAV TH D
(Bergman et al., 1969).

TAM B 2 E & T 2 A2 PRIV, TEIECREZ
MIENIZfES 2 &) T&H % (Smith and Read, 2008). J&
BICBHT 2 EWME D 2 WEBER)» S, ZOIEMZ)E
PERHEREVE 2 HEE T 5 & & 138 L v (Opik and Johson,
2016; Hibbett et al., 2016; Truong et al., 2017). RDH
IIFEE DO AM BEDIEGE L TWw 3 728, BRIk E &t
kgD, & 2 WIF—FARICHRL, BIEIREZTZER L T
LRI L, Z 2 ICE N5 BEERE BT
5L, TAMBE ) DIEMZERDDICHE L 257
59, 5RO AM BWIZHER D Fet 7k Cldi L ic
W I EDBASNT 5 (Stirmer, 2012). FYHIO 4
DT —Ah—%2FAT %L, NOWBGENHIELE &
5.

3. AM EDECHREMICEATIRVER !
ANFOHYALDEREHY I H

LYo EIC L S HW S35 rDNA BEYIIE, N7 T
V76 HEREYICRES T, 7/ L LOREREIZ,
BB EAEBTOLFIVE—=FELTHELT
BY, VE-FHNOBEEFRINEISREFEINTHS Z
& DR EEDORIPE & 2o T B (Campbell et al., 1997;
Gandolfi et al., 2001; Eickbush and Eickbush, 2007).
L L, BEro I NT AMEDO 125, FL
¥ 72 o 72 YDNA T 38 Bomi ) & 472 (Sanders et al.,
1995; Lloyd-McGilp et al., 1996; Clapp et al., 1999; Prin-
gle et al., 2000). % 7z, AM K Scutellospora pellucida
DH—FZHYICER LT 2 L, Z2JICIBIBLKR
EILERL LA T2 S 117z (Bever and Mor-
ton, 1999). TNHDT EH 6, AMEIE, ZOHRP—
oz 2%z Ko SR TH D, rDNA
DERFZENZFNH A DR LZMICHEKRT S EEZ 6N
7o, SNDAMBEICEITS “~T7uAh )T vil” Th b,
Lo L EARBICHBHENEZOELDTH S, BIBT S &
I, ~NTRAVF VIR LT, Z2OF o7 #HDFrE
AVFVFSELTEL, T4bb, MBI Nn—lET
NDOLREIZ, F-—QtaffhcREE L 2Rk - 7 EMICH
LT (7)) Mok y 2 0T, dTH
OBALIZAETH 2 L) EZTHS, JI204HI1FE,
DO DARFUTHED S LG IIIICHED &, [
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DERLIZEWRYITR % 72 £ 5T &7 (Ropars and Cor-
radi, 2015).

NAFOBYF 5

—EFICEEFN S rDNARYIDE L WSR2 > 2
EICMAT, ¥ 7hz®mML TwE, PCRDKIEH
W=D DA DR TZ NS D rDNARLY % X %
t,%nzﬁyfw%?%Lm%ﬂﬁ@méntﬁmﬁ
et al., 1999; Hosny et al., 1999). T b ba i
BEMICR R 2MPEET 2 2 ENRBINT (Sand
ers, 1999, 2002). L2 L, ZO—lEF» 5 I3HFEED
rDNA B £ TH B I TE D (Hijri et al., 1999;
Hosny et al., 1999), BRI INWETFICHE L Tk
aAVEITHDHIEDBFEET S (Redecker et al., 1999;
SchiiBler, 1999). Z 9 L ZzHl—»H—T 7%\ h D ikim
T, av ¥ IBERICMWYEELPN T 20EDH 5 7
&, —Ni D rDNARIT D% 13 2 D%, HEEM CHIfE
I N7z AM B O B Jl3 %4t (single-spore culture) %
WEBANE 7 FLTw L, Z L TrDNABANICR S
F, F/Abicy vy nar—EEZ SN S EE TS
oW ThH, H—JTRHENITRIE D L HDOLT R
E 7z (Kuhn et al., 2001; Pawlowska and Taylor, 2004;
Hijri and Sanders, 2005; Boon et al., 2010, 2015). %
ncThH, TNoPH-BEAOLGERDOEEES, BET
DEMEICHKRT 2TREDLH S, UL, BREEL R
N 5 172 Rhizophagus irregularis £ £ X G. etunicatum
D7) MIEHOKICHK T 2 b0 THD, 2OV A X
1315~38Mbp & EfZEVDOHFTHL O E Eb/AI WL
€ & 1172 (Hijri and Sanders, 2004, 2005). M Z <, G.
etunicatum D—NFH 25 1%, 13 ¥4 7D - 725
@ POL1-like sequence (PLSI) #iZ T23HIN%I1CdH
b 59 (Pawlowska and Taylor, 2004), & PCR
25— DOGPOBETF I —HEbTH2 L AL 6
N7 &5, G. etunicatum D7 ) LWIFFEFEAL D ELETF
HELLTEST, ~TrAVA Y THS I EWERR
X472 (Hijri and Sanders, 2005). & & IZ[E M 7 3L
LLTE, HEMSEREL T ZHWT, rDNA ITS2
BIEFICxd %587 %2 DNA 7’ v — 7 % H w7 FISH
(fluorescence in situ hybridization) T %175 &, %7
2 ITS2 W 2 RO A —ETIc & EN 5 2 LR3I
7= (Kuhn et al., 2001).

IHI, INFETATUAY T VHEES i%b“(%ﬂ‘:

D%, AM BICHED 2 &, ?&b%ﬁﬁ%%#w
NV EWVLIHETH -7, AM HICIZEORLE, ﬁ*ﬁlﬁj\
HWig EORMEMD LR R '%E’J&uﬂib YAV NoNE
VgV, JEREIIC AM W O ETHER T & AkE 2Tk
W, BEOBEDEEN TR DR, 206 kN
T oI nboTirnl, ZIICERLTVS
AP BSR4 LHIVAAER L 2 b DTH % (Jany and
Pawlowska, 2010). & L, AMEMEZFi7zmw 7o —
VHIEZ AT, SRS 6 DB TFIRAD R WET S E, H

RICTEE T 2 HFBIETERDT ) DA ALERICE R
THrZ kD, AEAETHCHEAINIHERNT VY ILIC
X AWEREABEETE R, 2 vo AR, Z
Nz 2 EYRMOfFHIC L > THMN E % 513F
Td % (Pawlowska, 2005). %, 2 9 o 72 LR
W% AT RO DELIZ Z 9 E < %\ (Taylor
et al, 1999). bbb 63, AME L&) EYRFED
JESIZ4EED R, BERBEOHRTHEV > TRMTH
% (Delaux, 2017), % 2T, Phic X 285 FEA (i
A) DREZWET 5 ~Tah ) 4 vaiid, EEY¥N
B, S Y, WEEERZ R TR ANSNT E 7 (Paw-
lowska and Taylor, 2004; Croll et al., 2009; Sanders and
Croll, 2010; Corradi and Brachmann, 2016).
2) REHU A 8
WRELT, F8EmE L THHIREOA~ATB A Y T
ONEHZIN ST, ZO@E LR L 2VEHLL A
S5PHIN TV, I—u v & D S RE L 72 Glomus
J& 10 R D HN T2 T, EHD> v /) ar —iEis
TENRIZY = ) 9LV TRITH L, 26 DERTH
BIETFATIERE—-TH D, BEOLEIFED SN
7= (Stukenbrock and Rosendahl, 2005). 7z & @&
FH—RmHETIREHEICEZ 200, BEND W
BRI ICE RO R TIR Z 0MEIRE LK NT 3
(Giovannetti et al., 2003; Pawlowska, 2005; de la Provi-
dencia et al., 2013). —laF D rDNAFFNIC I, 1%
DELWESRIRED 5N T\ 7208 (Corradi et al., 2007;
Rosendahl, 2008), FLE#{d rDNA Y E— FESIND %
HMREIZRIEEBLVLHDTH W I EBREICH S0
7% T & 72 (Simon and Weiss, 2008; Lin et al., 2014).
L7235 TC, AMBEY / blig~Tuah )4 rEng kb
EBIECKRNEEFEEZNAT2HF3EA VA v EE
Z 637z (Pawlowska and Taylor, 2004), L7 L K€D
Uk g, il R, irregularis DAOM197198 @
77 LA A (15 Mbp) WWEMAEY & L CTIEFIT/NZ W»
Z &%, G. etunicatum (38 Mbp) D—% @ PLSI &1z
-2 ¥ —% (Hijri and Sanders, 2005) 2347 \nwZ & LoF
95, 2LT, MENTHIULE E0LHICLTHE
HEEFRROEHOHEZME L TV 200 L) 5
Mbsks., Ll Zok, HEDOWEIV—7I12k) R
irregularis DAOM197198 D%/ L A4 X OFMIE D TH
n, WTFNDY /) LH 150 Mbp fFiETH S Z ERI I
7= (Sedzielewska et al., 2011; Tisserant et al., 2013; Lin
et al., 2014), & 52, PLSI# s 71X, R. irregularis
DAOM197198 D + 7 ¥ A7 ) 7 b — LAENTRH—1%D 7
J WM S, 7 LRIy Y IV aE—TH B I LR
X7 (Lin et al., 2014; Riley et al., 2014). HHHE T,
rDNA YV E— b DB ETICED 5 LT WL 4RIz OWn
Tb, 7/ LNOBEBTFEETHIATEL 2 L2, Z2ho
777 LENTD S S5 L 72 ) (Ropars and Corradi, 2015;
Corradi and Brachmann, 2016), Z ZIZE T, ~7T 127
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VAVHIRESCES S LICRS, ZhETiL, ¥/ 4
DB S L7z R. irregularis S8t D SNPs 12 0.1~1/kb T
bH, MBI A~T s ) A OERH, HAIE
AR 2 10 AT $ O Bt % R > MY R B Rhizoctonia
solani ® SNPs # (>10 SNPs/kb) (Hane et al., 2014) &
ERZ LIE 2 I2/NE v, F72 R, irregularis D77 ) L%
FIURIV TS =T —=FIZHD) % SNPs 1%, T
boMT ) LRI IS IEoTEY (R 5%
Ro%ko, ZOKI LIZSNPs DIREPBEEB I N3
<& %) (Tisserant et al., 2013; Lin et al., 2014), 7%
CEBT ) ADBFAXRS N7 R, irregularis 2B L TiE, W»
FNb~NT A YA v TlEAd 57 (Corradi and Brach-
mann, 2016).,

3) ZA4H)A

RV, ~N7T R A YA VDR, irregularis SO o 7z
(Ropars et al., 2016), 7 ¥4 % 7 K**® Nicolas Cor-
radi DWFIE 7 IV — 7%, & 57212 R. irregularis D 5 &
D7) LR — 7 2 =TT L 7. Z DfER
Z 15 D SNPs #13 3 R#i43<0.2/kb, D 2 Rtz
0% ®D0.45/kb £ 0.8/kb TH > 7z, T 1D SNPs
B MR ~Tah VA5 ) 5D SNPs IR 3 &
M Ain, 2L THRE2 RHTIE, BH I 7% SNPs
BT 27V LOHBHERZINL05THD (DFD
77 LCT YA THEET %), THRERFENE
PEAETERE D% 7 R (T H) (2Pt — RIS T %
B (50K, diploid) OREEZ PRI E 2, L2258
Bwilbic, zhzhn’s ) L4 X3 135Mb TH
D, L2bEEOEEEEZ 70 =94 b X =% =TI/ &
2%, WINLHAH (haploid) TH-o7z. Lo 7T, Hi
DI3RRIEHFEAV A THY, $BD2FBMIFLENIC
oM ERCEA TR >~Tr A Y 4 (K1), 2%
THE SRR (4 H ) A v, dikaryon) ICEEBIL 727 A
MGz R->Tw=0Th % (Ropars et al., 2016).

THEAK LI TFEB D, HTPEE, FERELLED
TKHEEE (54 A ) 7, dikarya) ICA LN BRMTH B,
ZDOIIREDHFEA A=A bnlFZnEF T ARG NT
W5, HTREETE, BEENICE R 2 DDA R4
JamE s U 2288, Z3ucs] Ehev Tl 2 2 ARl 2L
WFE, TR I ISR, B3 Koy b
23D DM B E I S 11 % (Kiies, 2000) (>4 %
TiREHING B B). o BIREEE, BIERO KT
BLTHRINTWS, FEEICE VT, G4
IR 2 R OMEFFDER O S 5. BIET RO R A
BTFEPEGR, “ROMEHGT2ETOLIESD
i, BB EITObI, B% (&35, ascogenous
hypha) WIZFE¥ D 3kt S 2 WI23H % (Roper
et al., 2011), AM WD RARETIE, ANAL7 XL, #H
FHED X ) ZRREEDTEK % £ ) Ml 2430 6 v
e, FLTEEEO XIS, BUHAMEE 2R L 50w
2, B LRS- TWiwn, AM B &g r h e

e :0=50:50
(SNPsD7') JLEEEE 0.5)
1 Rhizophagus irregularis D~7 0 # V) 4 ¥ RZElx

O FH TR
Ropars & (2016) Of5H%Z b LIZfEX,

S, THRESRETIEEVLI D, BIOBRAZEYTH B,
4. AM BEDEGEHRELDA HZX L

22 ET, W0 AM B OB 5, AM W23
~NTaA) A THAARENRBIN, 20Kk, KiE
R E Mo BT 1%, 1FEAEZ I Vol BIEBNR
BHEZBEO N2 o BEZIRD IR > 7. Ropars
et al. (2016) DEEBETHV o2 DOD~TRh Y F v
(A A F V)%, EEENTIOFD LR - iR S
NTELRFTH 2 (hkIEEZ 5 < Koch et al., 2004),
WE, ~Tah) Ao, HEPEED X9 ICEEN L%
R D X A = X LMD > TWZRWVIRD, H 20
NTRAVZTVTHD ZEPENE R 5BIREDDD» S
ZVHHIRERICEB WL TE, KBNS N EAICH
% (Crawford et al., 1986). [Zb b 63, Z0D2 %k
BREORKZZRETL AE, fKND SNPs D 7Y LA
JED30.5 IR T w5, T4abL, AMEDFEED 72w
HARIETHEZER2EZLD L, 26 D5MITHEG L 7«
ME o cHRAEZ R e wB E 2 T 20T, WD
OO E, BN ICHERETE 2 (Dl Ll
BEMCIE) 2ERBEHRLTWS (M), L2LEXADIA
TA A=Y 7T, AM B D ERN DM S ke
IC—EDHAMEIZFRD 513 (Uetake et al., 2002; Saito
et al., 2004; Bago et al., 2002), %D X7 H3[FEF M 72 H)
ErT5EH) R EBBHEINTVARY (Jany and Paw-
lowska, 2010). H#EHNIZHEE 22\ >%3, Ropars et al. (2016)
W7 MEFTCTRI U %2 R, irregularis D O D ~T 1A
VAR, BEERTCLLAI L TR ENTEL
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AM WASRDBIENEEEDOLZ R L T3 Db Ltk
Woob L, ZOTERIRED R 2 EATIER S, EE
EELD R Z A DIHEDOTVRBE ELES, 2o
T TNUEEREHolo~Tuh ) A vk (NTuh) A
VA) BEL BZEBLBA DA LB, BHICBITS
AM W DA ARCHERE DB 2 BT 2 ) A CHHUET
bH5b.

1) EEHISEVWREBROERHME

AM EH O — R IEBIICERRIEZ TR D A T v
7E, BENICEZ 2 EAMOBATH S, AME T
AEHERL D, FU RN CERAELS Z S5 IR
Z 9 Z t » Glomus, Rhizophagus, Funneliformis, Cla-
roideoglomus, Acaulospora, Gigaspora D%t TR I LT
% 7z (Giovannetti et al., 2001, 2003; Croll et al., 2009;
de la Providencia et al., 2005; Purin and Morton, 2011;
de Novais et al., 2013; Pepe et al., 2016). L7 L, I
5 DEGRELA X &) R TIRIZEAERI 52w
(Giovannetti et al., 2003). 2% b, AM EH»BEREI
Hodek () 235272 2 567 &£, HWERRV I #E a7 R [ 123
ZEAE (TRTTIEARWY) FAREA L %\ (Glovannetti
et al., 2003; Purin and Morton, 2011). L %> L ¥T4E, [H
CHG 6 REINBEBTROR % %5 Rhizophagus D
FARR L 238E U, M o8 & o R HER© &
% eI G (perfect fusion) #2232 53R 5N T
W% (Croll et al., 2009; Angelard et al., 2010; Angelard
and Sanders, 2011; de la Providencia et al., 2013; Puirn
and Morton, 2011). Z 45 R. irregularis FHEDH AR D
G, BIRMICRRNLEE—A—%2HWT, Z0%
ROWU—JaFRMOBIBTFIEEBIL 72 & 25, BRMK
DOBETRIIRETICEb>TE D, 2N SRETIX
EEIN AR L TR EFNELR EITREL
B2 RESPAAARALRE) 2T 2 L0305
7= (Croll et al., 2009; Angelard et al., 2010; Colard et al.,
2011; Angelard et al., 2014). HICE T, FA%z LB
BELTV20IE, %2 IITHET 5 AM HO#EE 7
FEHE D “MEEN” 22 b TldZz <, MUMSGICHAET 58
BT D AM FICAEL 5, BREMEZEL %2, “a—
AN BEATH S, MGICEBWT, 2 ED D
AM HFEDBEE T HRIPRREE X, BREGIC X D 2L T
W3 EEZTEINESLS,

2) REERAFEMIC &L 261

iz <, KichliEl s aiiigs 274, $hbbi
FANT 2 T8 87 Hig EDEERTH, HELD
DEETHITE “Bi” T2 2 LIk 2EAMAIL, RE
L CHOEW iR 2 M I b 72 53 (Glass et al., 2000).
WARBA % Z DETRA Y A VICHELSHAANTLS  DHERE
B, FHCZRIRL, MEA@E 2R 20T X h =
A b & Z T3 (Glass and Kaneko, 2003). ZD X 9
RBEARDANEMERA D= LE, TAHARVAELRED
FERETHELIFARSNTE Y, AR, %7/ 4

® het (heterokaryon incompatibility) JE{n 77 E#EE D
TUNIC k> THIEIE LD Z L D3bDd > T\ % (Pearson
et al., 2009). REFEROBIAIZIERNIZT v & LIl
209 BN, WiIRT 2 W e bR CAMEHE? VL
ZEo TV AHEEICRD, Hia LRI n, @
RIFHELZHIT 2 2 EPTES, AIGERIRVEEICE,
EORELA I OZE T, BAHzE R s7rs R w) XD
LA 7w 77 AMIIESEIC X BB T % (Glass and
Kaneko, 2003).

AMEDOEAD, FTHAEEOERELOEA&ICE W
T, (1) YRR 2 Bl Se 7 B IR R e & B EEDTERL S
% pre-fusion incompatibility (Sbrana et al., 2011; Purin
and Morton, 2013) %, (2)@i&RICHEHE D KIEHE L
% post-fusion incompatibility (Pepe et al., 2016) %3#i%
SNTEYH, InsofilgtE L, hoHEHD 7o
7 LAINEAE & JEREMIZ BB L T\ % (Pepe et al., 2016).
BRI\ Z 8IS, AMEHOBE 2156 ORER A DAA
HHGEENIC R 2 2ERAE L2 i3k <, FUESR
FEHNOEFEABMAICE T 2 ARAIGEICORNATL 5,
Funneliformis & Rhizophagus O B R IEWNICE T % H %
AlE DERPIFHEIE, ZNZN4.5~64% 8 X 182.4~66.6%
&, FMMTRELRENDH S (Giovannetti et al., 1999;
Avio et al., 2006; Purin and Morton, 2011, 2013; Pepe
et al., 2016). X 5 ICHLBEZE Z L IZ, Rhizophagus 7%
& Glomeraceae \ZJ&T %5 AM E O, HARUIEED
&% (wound healing) °, &7z o 7 E %ML D fl& H5A]

ETdH 505, Ambispora, Gigaspora, Scutellospora O
Hix, U OBHEIZTE TS, o ZZE R OH
HlXIFEAER I 57\ (de 1la Providencia et al., 2005;
Voets et al., 2006). EREED het M5 1%, BHEMH, Hi
MR T IUTEWIZE, ZO0L2RIIRNE L, BHRARBS
DHEEL S &2 2 LTINS (Chagnon, 2014; Pepe
et al., 2016). AM HOJEH %\ IFFEHT, ZhZzho
— AN T 2B EEIC ENZEDEVDD 5D
2, B 5 VIFEREN T CRIBE#) IRESH 5 D h
WIZOWTOHEIZ R, AM D het BB T 7% EAHIEE
WL R FIEFAETETE ST, SHBITEREL LT
DAMEMEBEETORE ALY T, HED AMEDOA
MEMEEETRENZESHELE D), 2L TZNo0 AM
W OBEPHEREE OB E D & 9 5 E % RIET O
DT, HIEEIC SR LI IC BT, BEllATE RS 2
EDEETH 5,

3) ZXEEREFIC & 2 HiH

~NTRAYF T RE, RERERROGE &ML %
MAT REGEE FIc KR SN H A D 7 a2 212
koTovilflang, REEERBETHEIEZS  DGE, iR
BHfEK T, 7z0®y, 70T VRENELBTRE%:
a—FLTED, Ik Lo THARREICHTL
DEARHMEANEH, WETHA~OBIT, Z L THFHD
BaTchiug, ZEEREOIESEHZ T % (Cop-
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pin et al., 1997; Casselton and Olesnicky, 1998). & ®D
Ropars et al. (2016) 1%, R. irregularis D ~7 0 A V) %
VRRD M, ZNEF NI 5 MAT 851 % >
R EZ RS L7z, 20 E T, AMK O MAT E{E 1 JE
BHEIZEINTEST, F42ZODNARINIIEE &I
RELHL 2720, FERY =26 DEIZRETDH -
7= (Riley and Corradi, 2013; Riley et al., 2014). Ropars
et al. (2016) %, R.irregularis MR D7 7 Loz,
BIEFERBERE L 727 VL (MAT B G FRENICIZZE R
WCEARA T4 AN 7 EMIEN 2 IR S %) %
WRL, 7/ LHiAHEE (depth of coverage) 231/2 124K
T B HEE MAT BB FHEDREICZ EDT 72, T DI
12, HFREDO MATBIEFHEICEENLERAF P XLV
F N ERa— R 5T EEMOBEETFEEFNT
Wiz, ZD9H AT, R irregularis DY D 2 Fifk & k%
D1 RS, ZNZFN20H LOR—7T /) LfgtT %
7w, HBRBE— D DOHEE MAT BIE T B 2 75 6,
Z LT oBRHTIE, 7% 2 HEE MAT S FHEZ RO~
MOBDPEHACEREENTOL I LEWHSICLE, &
S H 2 2R E D S E O 72 R, irregularis 27 2K D HE
E MATBIEETEZTR, 2o R FEINIce 2D 7
L—Ficgans 2L, 2L CHERRIZZoho—ff
D&, Z LT MARHIE MHoHfE MAT BI5TEx2 R
LRI L, FMREITIE E 22D, R. irregu-
laris D7) DTIEZF A A ) TICRRNZERILVE VRZE
BB T DRAZNTE D (Halary et al., 2013; Ropars
et al., 2016), WE T ZIFRIVICBD 221D R. ir-
regularis (Tisserant et al., 2013; Halary et al., 2013) O
fib 12, Gigaspora margarita (Salvioli et al., 2016), G.
rosea (Tang et al., 2016) D% /) JMFFEI N T, K
BRI DS Rl Ay, Rl E, WMED A, Boait (HE1)
D EDEFICEDL > T EDD, H2VIEEb> Tk
D%, SHREBNICHTHRTH S RERD 5,

5. SHRNOERE

ARETIE, AM O HINEEICRETHL L, 2
LTZIICbEEEZONDBIBEA N =X L ZRHL
o, MRz E 03 ERD L)L S, (1) BEAOMEE
Tv—n— (rDNA 7 &) Tld AM & DMl 2\ 43 F
#E(2) IS IE RSO AM WP S BFET 5. (3)i
D (B —2)V7) AM I ESRERG I & D BRIV RE
kL9 3. WAM KO —fE~TrAV A4 ThHs. (5)
BENRELIGEEENICHHTE 2 LHIffFTE S, O
NozZRAET 2L, AHOEEH TR “ED AM FHA3Z
DIEYIE L T 202" 2H157-0121F, % ORIEHYRE
HEOBEZHODICT L EDEETH S L0 % (Lek-
berg and Koide, 2014; Opik and Davison, 2016). AM &
D “J” 3, —ODREE S NI EEBEERTIEENTE R
“HVEDY T RENNT BAATETH D, 2 OREREME L 1X, AM
HOBEERICEHEIN TV EEZSNLD L, AMED

I3, EEEHRZE DD D25 - HEDHEEIC
A2, SHOMADOHTIRIEL WY 7r—F L1»
2559, AMWZBEEIHHAL T AT, Z0HE
BRI EBERENE & 2 DR 1F T 201213, WROP £
WGEE T 20 THEL LR OERE, 7 - HETE S
fRIRIE % 2 72 Z TG S SR & 72 . DA, EH 1
HIREEREDS, T—RR DB R 2 B ALIc B W T
I T BB D A E ) Th 5 L7z (A
H, 2017). I TIEFEL IRV IRE R\l Y]
(infection unit) Z L ICEEFNIHOBEBM (X7 L 4
%4 7) ##~X (Kobae et al., 2017), FEHE & R X ¥ 72
TWTHEHZITI LD, “EOAMAE” OFEEICIEFD - &
B TH A, ZDT—FZMLGL IV TEEL TS
LT, BEEEODTUOOWAEAMBEDOBEEBEA A=A L%
BHOWIZTE D759,

Ropars et al. (2016) O AM & D MAT & 1D H,
X, AMBE DT /) L% NANICRZE (BRE) 3 2 BMiba %
2O BB R D 5. Gk, FHED AM B D MAT
BIETHER, REFRATNAGECED 2 8ETF2HE S
NBHEEEIZE Y, 29 Lie~Tuh )4y A2
22 ERIC LT, RIS 2 2 RiA Lol
Z XD ANERM, FHEIICIT, fE BRI 5o B R
BEMNG LT —7—A—FDOAMBEEMEZIESD Z L2
LS N T 3% (Corradi and Brachmann, 2016; Ropars
et al., 2016). LA L %) VokBEMBELE LD,
REER EH Ay P — AL T LEREICR NS
759, WfEe AL $2METIX, AMBEDT / LG
AL Z R DRI AREE DN E > (Bever et al., 1996; Eom
et al., 2000; Bever, 2002). HifF THIHS 1172 AM D7
J LHEGR GEEEIR) & LRI TksN, 20
77 LR IEDEREORTED X HITELL TL D,
Siel%, AM WO ENN 2 B ISR B E W5 L L THRAN
T BEDRH 57259,

BRBICHEIBL TBE 2 0old, AM W OB EE I
77 ARSI E V) HTH S, AM FH D REREITIE,
2 Fav R 7 (de la Providencia et al., 2013; Daubois
et al., 2016), N 2 #l (Salvioli et al., 2016; Torres-
Cortés et al., 2015; Vannini et al., 2016; Bonfante and
Desiro, 2017), 74 )V A (Ghabrial, 1998; Pearson et al.,
2009; Tkeda et al., 2012) 7% EDBEEFHHROLGEN TV S,
AME D 236 OBEEERIE, FREED 2 WE R % i E)
L, BEREMGICE > TS 2 L PSS, otciz=
)W R IBIBERS R L 2D, YD ERICKE
B R 5 2 2R3 B (Pawlowska, 2005; Brusini
et al., 2011; Chagnon. 2014). HifEDH T AM B % 2 H
AT 2 720 icid, BEEBIHEZEBU T, AMEICE
N LB EEROZ (L2 BEI, ERFAEL, 20K
REEZEHET 2 Xy Pl GbE T, “CORH=LDE
BT DBZDEICE L TR 5002 FHRNTW L Z EHNE
glrEZoh%,
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B AWCTHAL RO %, JST ACCEL
(JPMJAC1403) DXIEIC & D175 7. HEBEAEY LR
DOHTHEARE A, WA O (LA I, K
iz CKEG v, o) TBILHL B3,
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