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(IR , e BLAE P A R U T A T 22 MR P e e, 3R
W45 T4 T AR SRR EIIE () . Rajapaksha
SERFFFE A O TR B BG40 X T 4 TR 2
SR, 5T 70 39 L B 5 MU i 45 1) ) S 0
HBRAA R , i 8 Z AR

AL MK E LA DI EY Z —.
RICHFM G R BN E SR " ARE
FeE MR AR, X < Jm AR AR 8 T Al AR
B S RGNS T R
T, 74X - S0 7RI L T A v 4 ) 1) R i) B 22 4
TEKFE RIS ™ IR, 6 F hged JEDH £
FE MRS T 22 () SR AE DA B 0 ) (R e 3 13
SFARPREITE P OT SR . R, AR R R
BRI, I FH ¢ %2 & PCR Ml Miseq 5 3 5 )7, AFF
FEARMA T ERE (F3K) 13 hged BRI 40T
FIECERRC v 2 S L BR BT K gl R 3R 4 78 1
SRR WS R i 1 0 L AL, A Gl A 0 A1 56 D
SR I IE AR ZSVEAl B A P SR AR 2 il

1 #MREFZE

1.1 5% 3%

TEHEMASRETRIMMAM T HITLX
(109°13'12"E,27°47'30"N ) L7035 1y 358 1 . 3%
JZ 0 ~20 em WHEHTfE + 38 XL BRAE Y FR IR RR AT 45 X
Thaid 2 mm G VR AR RS 39 BEA H Ak 1
J5:pH {Hh 6. 56 , A HLEK & 724 17. 05 g/kg, AT
R 1,63 g/kg, WU 5 0 46. 59 mg/ kg, MUK
TR 16.92 mg/kg M4K &M 0.331 mg/kg,
1.2 XERt

DL HeCl, SR, T 4 D oRWEEZ (0.1.10,
50 mg/kg) , 4 AR X B (CK) ARFR (T1) (5K
(T3) R AR (T3) W BET5 L 138, B EE 3
U 12 0B ¥ R IR S 5 G A
21 em, B EAE 21 em ¥R, A AL 5 ke,
ARSI R T ¥ S 88 e Hopk 4 58 43 W
F- 4 2 A IR Ry 90 d, [m] I £ 4 8 EOK B TR
60% . ZACGE G, FeFiEs T 2021 4 4 H 7Ed{-
FHERANHEA T, /N F S S A I B R ETT R R
KA RAE o BEAARD 10 kL, FSR M S, 5
FEEAET 4 MR HSEA RN E B BKOE — 2, A
KR, $ R T Z8 1R K D e, Tl IO 47 35 1
[ 60% o TEEZRAHK 60 d iy, FEATHE RN
TR CRAE . SR A B R AR A R

(R D) . 2HERE)E, ZERMEYR AL 2 mm
fiti)e o3 2 G, Uy T R S R S RS
I, A R 48 T 2ok 8 R EAR R AR 2
sl 6y —20 CORFEDRAFH T LB 0o

K1 ERABRFE KB

CK 2.97 £0.5a 18.71 £1.08a 8.58 £0.04a
Tl 3.08 £0.19a 19.04 £0.58a 8.98 +£0.23a
T 2.71 £0.15a 18.42 £0.46a 8.13 £0.45a
T3 1.62 £0.05b 14.33 £0.55b 6.69 +0.62bh
F{E 5.814 9. 636 6.229
P{E 0.021 0.005 0.013

T RPN £ bRUEZE (n =3) s FBNVEHE TR A RN S
THRFIRZEFRE (P <0.05), T,

1.3 RER B EITiE

1.3.1 +HIERSEMMARERNE HELR
(THg) &1tk EAKIBE WAL, 966 B 1)
P 2 BRI Br) X - R
FERRVEATIN A L SR FH L I R pH i R
B IR AN A A I E A HLIK (SOC) 5 it 5 ok I EL IR E
RIEME 2R (TN) 15 R e By i Eb 075 D 5%
SECNHS = N) 555 2R AT R R b 6 6 00 2 i
SE(NO; =N) i R IR S iR 32 - Bt
Bl 8,0 5 S (AP) &5 i 5 2R F SR FR I - ok
G 0 S AU (AK) 54

1.3.2 43 DNA 42 ¢ >R DNA $2 Bl &
(Omega,GA ,USA) , ¥ Fi 0 G20 TR EA T H2 B,
%18 %€ 72 /% ( NanoDrop ND - 2000 ) X} DNA ¥ & #1
i fE AT A

1.3.3  :-SE4HTE  FUTH Jhged BE 98 it PCR
FIFH 2 0 52 5% 5 £ PCR (qPCR) £ A X 41 7 (16S
rRNA) (E TR (ITS) [ hgeA FEP = B2 #4753 4, 40 6
16S rRNA JELH [ V3 - V4 X P 14514 K 338F (5" -
ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAC-3") 5 519R (5" - GG
ACTACNNGGGTATCTAAT-3")"") ) B ITS 44
21424 ITSIF(5' - CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTA
A-3")FIITS2R(5" = GCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGC -
3") ) hgeAF (5" — GCCAACTACAAGMTGASCTWC —
3") 5 hgeAR(5' = CCSGCNGCRCACCAGACRTT -
3) 2, 44> PCR Y44 REAEE R 3 Uk, a8 i Minipre
Kit FRA5 4 i UKL, AR H A% & oo i A il 2, 0 51
AR5 DLEL
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1.3.4 @l siy SR 2% Bifetil e e v Tk i
il PCR F=4), A A Ilumina MiSeq -4 % 40 16S
rRNA BB ITS 47007 ( F IR 2R v A YRR
FRAT]) o X I b Bt AT o f #2572 97 %
LR KR 247 OTU il 43 #H I B A RDP —
classifier 435I 7E 16S TRNA FIE B ITS 48 FE Xt
97% FALKF-#Y OTU RS AT 0 2R TE R
JFH Mothur Zcf4-73-551) %o 41 7 F1 L B RE VR Y o Z2RE1E
FERAEAT 0T o
1.4 HIFEHHT

K SPSS 21. 0 ZEiHR Ay L 3 4ok & i Fl
ST hgeA LD B AN A L E RO R o 2
FEPESE B AR AL X 2 BE R A7 07 22 0 A ML 3
PERI (P <0.05) ; fdfi ] SPSS 21. 0 1 R #fF 47
FASAE AT o ] R AR HEAT - 358 40 T 01 L 1A A

VR AR T EARAR T FTCAR 0 #T
2 ERESW

2.1 EEARESEFFEMR

BEIRME LI, T R M S A & Bk R
Py, o CK AP 2R & w555 Tl
T2 f1 T3 25 8%, CK A M SR & 2005
T2 F1T3 2255 0 2. RWEESE N, 53+ pH {EHi&
TPk H T3 AP 2 T AL B, 5T MLk
TETE T A T2 Ah34 /T CK {H T3 fh 3 i 25 4
Jne AHASE S HE Bl R R RE 2% i B, B CK
S5 T2 FT3 Z i) 22 S5 . - R Ak
PRGN C/N ¥ CK AR . HIERRE
HAR/NIRFE R T3 > T2 > T1 > CK, H T2 F1 T3 435
HTIMCK ZAERBE(EK2),

—

R2 TRRLELESRSEMBUMER

fb 3 pH fi APSE 2SR ESAESE WMAASE EXMEESE e R /N RE I
(g/kg) (g/'kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

CK 6.28 +0.02be¢  16.29£0.40b  1.81 £0.03b 17.88 £0.21c  3.24+0.11a 20.51 £0.70a 37.25+0.72a 9.01 £0.06a  0.32 £0.04c

T1 6.19+0.04c  16.03+0.27b  1.93 £0.06a 18.02 £0.85¢ 3.15+0.07a 14.36 +0.44c 33.95+1.79ab 8.27+0.18b  1.13 £0.11c

T2 6.35+0.08b 16.16+0.38b  1.97 £0.09a 31.13+£1.04b 2.60+0.23b 17.27+0.67b 36.97 £0.94a 8.19+0.26b  8.98 £0. 16b

T3 6.74+0.04a 17.03£0.15a 2.01 £0.02a 47.22+0.92a 1.02+0.07¢c 19.57+0.49a 31.33£0.49b 8.48 +0.14b 42.30 +£2.41a

2.2 E3EmE AW A hged KA FE

Hi &1 A) %, 407 16S rRNA JE A 2 EAEA [F] b
M2 S 2, ARIRWEE T 45 16S rRNA [
PEDLEC R 1.35 x10° ~2.54 x10°/g T4, HAHHE =
()25 5 3% . T1 AL JHR & 38 1 4w 4, [ CK
PEE T 37.48% . T2 A1 T3 4b PR E(LF CK, 5351
I CK AR T 12.61% F119.79% . B ITS JE[H %
D%k 0.83 x10° ~1.99 x 10°/g T+, RIS MG
T B R, CK PR b B ITS BEpH 4+ DUBGE T
HAthab 3, 5 T1 ZhFE 2% 5 AN 835, 43 5l J& T2 F1 T3
REFREY 2. 39 A5 1. 48 5, 25 A0 FE 3 v 4G
hgeA JEH, JEHE H 6.9 x 10° ~8.24 x 10°/g T 4,
hgeA JEPR¥5 DUEK it 7 e J32 14 i A3 e AN [a], A2 T1
W, 5 CK 2R AEE, 5 T2 fil T3 #5%
W,

IR R TS G T B L IEAA TR 16S rRNA | LA
ITS Fl hgeA FEH$E DUE 2 S 2 m K &, 7 5 5 -
SERRAY PR 5T AT AH OGRS (B 2) o A 168
rRNA FE[R48 DU 5 158 pH (B S A S |2
WS 25 TUAH D6 DG 25 5 A BILA | B A5t AR R 5 ot

REREAMHLLER; SHSA &’ 2R D& EHX
KR, HIH ITS FLHE D HCS 2405 & 2 5 E 7
KKF HIRA LR W IEAH G hged JER 5 DLEL
53 pH (H 2 B ENAHL KR
2.3 EgmEAe AH M FLEREL o SHMEIEHK
H1¢ 3 W, 3R TR N L A 7 56 X E 0. 98
DAL 045 SR R DA B S e 5 Ak B - S A AR
VERHIE . T34 A A R CK L T1 T2 Fil T3 3k4%
JEds o e A B4 i R 88 856 (116 967 ) . 83 655
(110 772) .84 090 (112 434 ) Fi1 88 335 (113 698) ,
T IEANTEH OTUs Bifi o) ¥ 5 38 i ize o /0> . CK 4b ¥
T HEAH B AN BB OTUs #1822, 4354 3 781,622
A AN CK 0BS5S T3 2R BE; LR
B CK AbFEAF 515 T1 T2 fil T3 Z (M) 22 53 B 3. Ut
HH SR VR P8 16 I ek AR T 5 5% - 38 40 R BB OTUS /K
-1 R 2 R, . - 4 B AR A T A
TIEM T o ZREPESREOY R TR FRK
JEREIN, HHEANTR Chaol $54UMI ACE $5 43R B
SetnfE B 3, F WG R VR B A A - 40 1
TEVE 23 BER . T3 AbHf Chaol $5%UF1 ACE 5%
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¥ 100 ¥ ®
< »n L < 2F
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2 0 0 0
< CcK  TI T T3 CK T1 T2 T3 CK T1 T2 T3
Jist] b8 AR
1 EARF/NG 2 BER N A 3R] 25 57 2 3 (P<0.05)
Bl AEFRLEBLIEAEH. AW hgcA EREE
21 O
< f=| =] =]
z - £ & § ¢
= < 2 m | & 9o m g a
0.92
i @ 0‘.“
0.73
soc @ 0000
0.54
~o@ o0 @R
.
i@ 000000 @ o
@0 00000 o
@ 000 o0 [
AK 0000 [
o @ of”
~0.78
e @) - 00
~0.97
* 1wk 0 FRIRAE 0.05 1 0.01 KF ERE. K3 [H
E2 TEAEMEREE «SHEMEH. BEEEE. hgcA ERFEES T EBAERMERME
£33 AEZRLETEAFNERNEREE o ZHEIEY
A AbE FHIEL OTU(4) Chaol 5% ACE 8% Shannon F§% Simpson $8%% T
JIE  CK 88856 3781 +112a  4028.05+124.98a 3703.40£96.75a 9.88+0.05a  0.995 1 £0.02a  0.981 6 +0.002 3a
TI 83655 3673+130a 4207.89 +15.55a 3770.10 +110.34a 9.80+0.23a  0.994 1 £0.01a  0.984 7 +0.003 2a
T2 84090 3598 +46a 3 968.56 +58.43a 3 596.73 +47.42a 9.78+0.03a  0.994 0+0.02a  0.983 5 +0.001 Oa
T3 88335 3116+124h 3 469.01 +126.99h 3 126.43 +119.99b 8.79 +0.17h  0.968 3 £0.06b  0.985 7 +0.001 3a
HE CK 116967 622 +6a 536.26 +27.78a  533.33+16.10a  4.61 £0.36h  0.8000+0.08b  0.999 8 +0.000 la
TI 110772 494 +23b 446.47 £13.42b  477.20£11.96b  4.52+0.05b  0.870 0 +0.02ab 0.999 8 +0.000 Ia
T2 112434 547 +26b 549.25 +8. 14a 546.90 +8.22a  5.58+0.22a  0.930 0+0.0la  0.999 8 +0.000 2a
T3 113698 509 +25h 511.16 +8.78a 509.17 +14. 11ab 4.99 £0.10ab  0.900 0 +0.06ab 0.999 9 +0.000 1a

P AT A B, S RN R 2 Bl THAMAR R, HIRRE o ZAEIEIREUY R T2 A

LIRS el

) 5200 5, Shannon 5 % #1 Simpson 0, Borf Chaol 5%k . ACE #5% 1 Shannon 35 % &

FRBCLACEIAN R, BEAR B I e A Hoh, T AbBiR/N, B T2 5 CK O T3 22 Ja) 22 5 A AR

CK.T1 #n

T2 JeERZ (B ZAE AN s, T3 AR 25 A% T2 5 T1 2252 % Simpson 45 Bkl ok W 3 i &
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MG ESE, B T2 5 CK 2583, 7]
R VAR 3 X 1 M A0 R Vi 1) 22 R N A
P HEVE T, X 3B TR R Vs 1) 22 R I 0 A
il

KNI BT 2 2R (18] 2) KB, L340 R Chaol
FE4 ACE 45%{  Shannon $5 %1 Simpson 45 %4735l
54458 pH {H B S AU ROR & i BB R 3 A G
KER, GHSA T ®EWREF EMIKCR, 5L
PIE R B E IEA R R Chaol 55 ACE 457
BHAEDIR S R D E ALK R, Chaol 585
RO & 5 P A OC C &R . Shannon 35 50
Simpson F55053 51| 5 A HLAK & 5 SR B 3 A DG OC
Fo TIHEEE Chaol $5%0S HAHE & it 2 W25 1EHH
KK Fo Simpson 5 H 5 B A 2 B AUAH K
Ko
2.4 X3 A B R LLK

XS OR W38 T B3R AR AL OTUs #4715
XK, HIEAEATF] 18 N1T7.50 AL 114 A~ H (172
AR 262 Mg, TIEEEGE 9 AN].20 Y
47 A~H 91 DRI 139 & . FEAHE T KF | K
SRR RE < 1% ZERFIAZE 0 HoAth , 7531 6 2T
(K3 ~a), 70 3 TE 17] (Actinobacteria) | 22 JE
il ] ( Proteobacteria ) | 425 i ) ( Chloroflexi ) . Jig #F
[T ( Acidobacteria ). % B Jif§ ]
( Gemmatimonadetes ) Fl1JEB# 1% [ ] ( Firmicutes ) , H
R IR 1] 2R TR ] R AT 1 1] /0 2 B Y
W TEA R I Z [ A 2 25 55 (P <0.01) o ik
LEH171(59.56% ~68.99% ) LI 1(16.67% ~
19.43% ) M HET1(3.95% ~7.22% ) HLHH
I0, o 4 R ZE B AR X = B Y 84.96% ~89. 62% .
TR TR [ AR =F BEAE T3 Ab B A e, 43 ) J& CK
TL AN T2 49113 45 1. 16 {51 1. 15 %5, B ET]
AEXS 2 5 B o v 5 = B S 1 n s b, A T2
QbR B 5 (19.43% ), T3 Ab B A% (16. 67% ) o 4
TR [ IR R T TR 1 1A X = B 249 2 3 I o ik 32 3
Tz ish D , 75 T3 Ab P AR (3. 95% #13.01% ) , /3
A CK BRI T 45.219% F1 50. 2% . ZF LT T7E
T1 Ab PR (4.43% ) , T3 AR (2. 92% ) , J&
BEG VAR 32 B2 A AN [a] 4k B v 22 53 R W 3%, CK i
R(1.91% ) , T2 ¥ f5 5 (2. 51% ) . TEJ@ KK L,
FFEIAXN FEELE 1% DL ERY 10 B3 —¢) , 4
B g BE 22 W R ( Streptomyces ) | /N H I R JE
( Micromonospora ) | 2595 =~ [& & J& ( Nocardioides )

Subgroup_6 . % ¥l 7 J& ( Gemmatimonas) .67 — 14 |
KD4 - 96 . Gaiella ., % H K & J& ( Hamadaea ) F
Marmoricola, JLrv f 22 R )& /NPALTE & FIAS 18R
PRI & o D0 3 T Js , AH X 32 5 2 il Oy 2. 42% ~
27.42% 5.72% ~8.17% 1 4% ~6.6% , [k
JEESE TN, 5% 22 TR Ja AR 5 RE 2 B, T1 T2 A T3
A3 CK 19 1.31 £%5.3. 85 4540 11. 44 4%, /NHLHT
R B AR FEEAE T3 Ab 3 i 25 T A AL B, L CK
BT 20.86% . FRESINFEAR 1 25385 [T & A XS
FJE, o T3 AL BRRRAR R B 5k, B 5 HAt b B 2
[i] 2 S A R 3

TEI K B, B REVE A R3] 1% DL E
AIZEREA 3 A, 2390 7 %W 1] (Ascomycota, - 14
FAXTEEE 80.94% ) WA ] ( Mortierellomycota , -
IR X E B 10.33% ) #14H T 1] ( Basidiomycota , -
BIHEXFFRE 3.37% ) (&1 3 —b) o BRI, 1
PETA T TAHS 2 B2 128 1, Bl A0 pai A X = B .+
T TR AL TR 1) 7E A [7) i e Ak 40 v 2 S A0
&L TR AR F BETE T3 Ab P (91.92% ) ,
3R CKLTL T2 3 hn T 28. 7% (17. 22% il
12.09% . BALwR [ TAHXT 32 B A T1 T2 A1 T3 4b 2
L 2RI EE CK i T 30.37% 42.04% F198.51%
FHF T TR O = B i i v 2 38 hin =2 3 O e 14 I s
WS R/ANBUT g TL > CK > T2 > T3, J& K-
By M X FEERT 1% 1y KNGk E R
(Fusarium) | g% 18 55 J& ( Mortierella ) . Jii fL 5 & J@
( Lophiostoma ) W2 Jie B8 155 J@& ( Clonostachys ) . /N
# Bk 72 J& ( Plectosphaerella ) wERB
( Staphylotrichum) , H AR AL A Z R B E (K 3 -
d) o Horr, kT T R A R JE S LRSS RE AR
EE SN 12, 8% ~ 33. 26% F1 0. 27% ~
18.94% . it 7] 1 Ja AH X = B i o vk 15 o g =2 3
W, T T2 F0 T3 73 5 be CK 38 i 17 30. 75% |
46.32% A1 162.25% . A% g A 5= BEAE R BN
GhFR R N T CK (18, 94%), T3 4b 39 5 %
(0.27% ) o FRUS IR 2 HG N T i £L IS A7 TS 0 M2 g
SR 1007 AN B, HG e s LS T R ARG S FEAE T2
Ab PR R (6. 33% ) , W TiE 3R 6 75 R 7E T3 Ab b =
(7.31% ) o SRESIMFEAR T /NAS R 3R 5% 8 [ £ 75
JEARRS =B SR B 8 g 0 i A B
2.5 tHwmBAAALBFEEGEKRE LS PCoA
27

IR ME T T 3 A0 A LR 1) 2 R R T 5] 4
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' gy g g Em e o ey mm = m
% R o s
< _ W R & ol :j;;ﬂzﬂ
= AT 1™ = (N
L X 60
18 60 m GEE sl EETPIE
Z 0l = BT % a0l
B m R 2 3l
204 20
10F
L = = = 0 TI ™ T3
Ab PR Jopi
c WA 100 -
100r B Marmoricola™ u ﬁﬁﬁﬂ;
col : Y2 F [ 80t : ?‘ziiﬁ
— Gaiella = INNEERRTT
EL\':? ol :KD4—96* %( 60| SRR AR
= moit e B o
T sl FREEET = a0l B
=z Subgroup 6** E LR Y2l
2ol A 20}
N E o))
il NN .
CK Tl ) T3 CK Tl T2 T3
Jhg] pOsL]

B3 FREZRGETREAE] (2). B () EEI] (b). B (d) KEHFAEK

0 CK-2 b C CK-2
CK-1 CK-1

CK-3 CK-3

s —

Ti-1 T1-1

T2-3 [ T1-2

T2-2 — T2-2

T2-1 T2-3

T2 —

— T33 T3-2
) — T3-1

T3-1 T3-3

0 01 0.2 03 0 0.1 02 03

B4 ARERAETIEMAE (a) AR (b) BEEHMNERELER

7 o AN ) Ak 3 - S5 A48 TR R B TR Vi 45 A 25 R 1)
o AR AN LB T1 Ah, oAb PE 3 MG R
RIE—, Hrp, CK Fl T1 AP [H] fF g 40, T3
5 CK I T1 A BRZ BIPRS00, PCoA Jppfrift—2F
WSS T 5K Jiipa8 Ak 3 A 398 240 B R L DR R VR A5 25 5
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