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Table 1 Phylogenetic system of protists and the main groups

I FER EERREARAEY
Phylum Main Classification Representative protists
Amoebozoa Tubulinea Arcellinida, Euamoebida . Echinamoebida
Discosea Pellitida. Vannellidae, Himatismenida. Dermamoebida
Archamoebae, Protosteliida, Fractovitelliida, Eumycetozoa, Myxogastria.,
Evosea Dictyostelia
Opisthokonta Filasterea, Ichthyosporea, Choanoflagellata
Nuclearia, Fonticuaceae
Stramenopiles Bigyra Blastocystidae, Blastocystis hominis, Bicosoecida
Labyrinthulomycota Slime Nets
Chrysophyceae
Phaeophyceae Laminariales, Pelvetia
Opalinata Opalina
Hyphochytriomycetes Hyphochytrium
Oomycota Albuginales
Actinophryidae Centrohelids
Eustigmatophyceae Eustigmatales
Raphidophyta Chloromonas
Xanthophyta Tribonema. Botrydium
Diatoms Bacillariophyceae

Dictyochophyceae

Pedinellales

Alveolata Colpodellida Chromeraceae
Dinoflagellates Syndiniales
Apicomplexa Haemospororida. Coccidia. Plasmodium. Piroplasmida. Gregarinasina
. Karyorelictea, Heterotrichea, Spirotrichea, Protocruzia, Armophorea.
Ciliophora Litostomatea, hyllopharyngea, Colpodea. Prostomatea
Plasmodiophoridae, Haplosporida, Cercomonadidae., Glissomonadida,
Rhizaria Cercozoa Thecofilosea, Thaumatomonadida. Euglyphida, Chlorarachniophyta.
Vampyrellida, Phytomyxea
Retaria Foraminifera, Acantharea, Polycystinea
Archaeplastida Glaucophyta Cyanophoraceae
Rhodophyceae Bangiales., Florideophycidae. Cyanidiales
Chlorophyta Trebouxiophyceae, Mamiellophyceae
Excavate Metamonada Retortamonadida ., Parabasalia, Oxymonadida, Malawimonas
Discoba Heterolobosea. Euglenida
Euglenozoa Euglenids, Kinetoplastea, Trypanosoma. Leishmania
Heterolobosea Stephanopogon ., Cellular slime molds/Acrasida, Naegleria
Parabasalia Trichomonads
Fornicata Diplomonads. Giardia. Retortamonads
Preaxostyla Oxymonadida
Discoba Jakobida
Malawimonadidae Malawimonas
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Unclassified: Flabellinia, Thecamoebidae. Cryptomycota, Stygamoeba, Archamoebae. Angulamoeba, Phalansterium, Trichosphaerium., Lobosea.

Symbiotic Dinoflagellates, Kraken. Glaucocystophyceae sp., et al.

2 REEVINARZLAETE

TS 7 VA AR F-Be g BRI, A [R] B J i
VIR R GER B 02 A B AR, Biitschli 25 (1880-
1890 ) MM KT RZETEIHRE, M EAY
SAREEE (Sarcodina ) | filFAH (Sporozoa) .
#i & H W H ( Mastigophora) Hl £ £ H W H
( Infusoria ) PU20, Levnine 2% ( 1980) RIEH T
W AR, WIE A RN L AR ( Vesicular

Nucleus ) #fm . AEFH . #ACRE (425 40
AR bECE SRR B8 BE AT B A O
s ) SR TR R R, F20 . MR
s Wl

( Labyrinthomorpha) . Ti &[] ( Apicomplexa) .
Al FHU (Microspora ) . #4fFH ( Ascetospora ) .
Kid (Myxozoa) . £FEH ( Ciliphora) , {HiZ/33E
T R Kol H DL — e AR R &8 . B B4

"] ( Sarcomastigophora) .
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Stramenopiles—Xanthophyta Stramenopiles—Bacillariophyceae

Alveolata—Coccidia

Alveolata—Ciliophora

Rhizaria—Foraminifera Rhizaria—Heliodiscus sp.

Archaeplastida—Rhodophyta

Archaeplastida—Chlorophyta

Excavate—Euglenida Excavate—Trichomonads

E 1 BoEREEVEBFOES(ERKREMNE)
Fig.1 Morphology of some protists

AFTTER I, Levnine 58 A B 43 St W gl &
o AdlFF (2005) RYEIT RGUAL T A MEEHFEAE
W AR AR Y EETR o SRR, A JEHEE AR
( Opisthpkonta ) . {Z PR ( Archaeplastide )
W HRE (Excavata) . BEVUBEHE ( Chromalveolata ) |
FfLHEHAE (Rhizaria) FIASIE 2 ( Amoebozoa )
J5 #E & 4 ¥ B ( Opithokonta) , 0
Mesomycetozoa, Choanomonada, Metazoa %5, %k
VORI AR AE R A MR . AW KR
( Archaeplastida ) , MFRNIEIHEOEELY, &
TIFZ AR ESSE, WKEHET] (Glaucophyta ) |
Z13# ( Rhodophyceae ) . £k ( Chloroplastida) 4%,
i P20 5 8 P 0 e HE A 2 22 AR 2 A
(Lax), KAMWE, ~Nagigsh. & 2Hf
(Excavata) , 4 7172 A A A IR AR A
Yy UA B — SoEE B ONARFF A R, AR T
( Euglenozoa ) . HE#£% L H ( Jakobida) . i JE H
( Parabasalia ) . Fornicata 55, RIPHISALRIIK, 5
PR TCLRR, %A YRR 2 25 A s A 7 s i

Mo B ( Chromalveolata) , HIARNSEHE R[]
( Stramenopiles ) . E#E#E[ ] ( Haptophyta ) . 2&ifl
H (Alveolata ) FIfa%:[] ( Cryptophyta) 5%, Efil)&
HIEY), SAMEMERE, B F T
B, HAFLHEBE (Rhizaria) , W2z H (Cercozoa)
gt (Rodiolaria ) . Foraminifera 4%, R S221K,
Alsz, A, AR ( Amoebozoa ) f& HHIHT
LM — KR, f24E Tubulinea, Flabellinea,
Stereomyxida 4, ST HUBESE [ A 2R Wy b (R R A
AR ES R, T DME R AR, REALE 4 B A5 Ak
WA LR, DMETEsfRE. BT U
B RKWRAEY LIS, IR Z A A YR
RA TS, A e AR A YT I 7 S B 4 4
) T R AR R RAE A YR TIE S
SRR 3 AR R b AR R o S LRI .
2012 4% Adl SE N KB T 3K — R4 [ 878 A 1Y 53
FARRILA L, KM RS LB F AR A Y i
Bkt T, BE¥MEEAY) ( Opisthokonta )
JRUs 6 E R £ Y ( Archaeplastida) | iy HU BE
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( Excavata) . #r SAR# # . & ¥ & B
( Amoebozoa ) F2s. AR LA DU A I A= A= 1)

codina
Sporozoa Labyriumomh
Apic.exa
Microspora
tigophora Asc' [l
MyX0zoa Q
Infusoria

. egor)
Biitschli (1880-1889) Levine ND{? (1980)

ELMFHER TR T Y, WAL T A
ARG EBIRERZER LR (K2) .

Opisthokonta (new

Opisthokonta

SAR
Arc stida Archaeplastida ('
avata Excavata (n.

Adle SM™ (2005) Adle SMPI (2012)

B2 BEEEYTERGLESLERZEHXER
Fig.2 Relationship between different phylogenetic classification of protists

3 TRFEEEYREFRAE

3.1 TEFEEEYHNEEING

TIEPARZRFEREA LY, i WL
PERT LA A4 . SRR Ze e, Zefr
JRAE A AT SR A R R — S LR AR, AnEZE (i
4¢3 (Chlorophyceae ) ) . Ep (UNEEEE (Yeast) )
AU S A28 (an¥iEEHL ( Flagellates ) ) [,
GRS AEAY (BAIER, S, Z2am)
RESEAR YRS P A1 A B 4544, nam o ) W A oy 2R 8
BUNE D) 7 WA HE R MRS Y BEIRAE Py At M 2544
FRHE H SRS E S, RIAEM R RIS E
RIS E TR L A B AR

TIEPE AR R R A YRR R R
BEA A (Excavata) FRIHRH] (Euglenozoa) ;
AL H ( Amoebozoa ) H AT £ ( Tubulinea ) I
M H ( Dictyostelia ) ; #EiflH ( Alveolata ) FF/LT
EH (Ciliophora ) 1, HFpJFAEWAE LIPS
FEYIEA R R B RS, AR T AR (40
MRV ) FZhR (an g == B M 40 e A 8 =% TGP
e ) WA 3k, A dEfead fe v A T ik ke
ARG R ARG, BV AR . BT IERL .
kit R A FE A B A AR, DL R

Az A 6 TR AR T Ak 2 B AR AR G i BB
[F]s-el 2yl il A S e AR AR M R . I
A AR W AT L Ak L SR A TR I R AR ) KT A 4
AAERE, IS8 B N AT, Bl s A4
¥ Amoebae REE (T FH B 25 5 32 1438 120 240 i 55 40 A i)
FERR X A, BEGHEATER T, TR AR
AT LA 7 U A5, JRe e A A0 T 2 7 A
SFEREAIIE (a2 ) |, X
RAEY) AR GRS Z2 LA b B T R IR YT,
5 AR AR VR VA LA 3 38 A0 B B TR A
I AR RS, I A AR YA R d SO
T AR S B meo,

KIALOK, AT—E A 5 s AR A i 3=
SR AR, RO R RIE R M )
ZAETER, RN, B2 AR 2, s 2k 2Rt
HEMWWHEWBEZED, BHEMIEAEY
Grossglockneriidae, 275 A —PPREERE, BN
o B R A B RS — P T i AR I B 22 L
Fryfl T, AR REERR AR, Hae KRR
RME— B EYRIEC, AR RV, ALY
Acanthamoeba castellanii 7] V) $% & JC 8 24 0 %

Saccharomyces cerevisiae Fll Coprinopsis cinerea, {1
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AEEREE A W W E T Neurospora crassa®, HEM N.
crassa P BESZ BN 22 WML RS, TR A A=) SOl
TR WIS R AL R A 22, DA A AR W ml A4S
BHABRIHAWI N. crassa BEFRYI, MIMTAEE
A BARK TG, A N crassa REGEPRREBR
&m0 Ji A Y Orciraptor agilis F1 Viridiraptor
invadens WAL EH, XM NYIFEAMIE, 7T FE
TIEREE A iz 8. O. agilis F1 V. invadens 1E-57%
2 ML ) 2 ok DB BRI . & LR 4RR LB

(F-actin ) FYZ5HE, IZ45H4 AT 2532 BS 4 M BE DT
BPRR,

RERFAEAY—RANE, M TAFERNEY
HIBGEATHEA N, REEEEYR, HhR
SeRIE A MIRE , PRI R BTN, Al
Jr A A 5 A TR R A AR B R R — B,
EHZHEE ., AfLHEZE (Rhizaria) FHFZEAEL
Vg TaEREA A, W, Euglypha (FFLHZE)
AETELL K IAT I (Escherichia coli) NME—RRIR I B 7
Ferp A K2 Vampyrellida (A fLHZS ) BEME 1E i
FANM b, HERTE A R BR T RERS KM A H AL,
WREZEE IS (UNHEEE H Oedogoniales ) Y2 JfIEE
IFRIS AN B E Y s, HRSESA VRN 7
Ab, Vampyrellida i858 5 #2230 o HEUE 28 B 7 W EL T
% A R
3.2 TIEFEESEVNIEREIIRE

TIER A YR AR ZAEER DGR, WDk
TR AR AR (R2) o 1
HAEEVF 20 E SR AR AE A (10 Bacillariophyta |

Wt 58 & W,
Mesomycetozoa, Gregarinasina #1 Phytomyxea 5 4=
YR IENA R, S5 T ERGE ALY, 7EE
o U ok Mt HE b, Archerella flavum F
Amphitrema wrightianum 7] 556 | WA IY B &
B CO,, Xtk AA & TTik>, 78 HLBsmie Y
FN, TEFRRERERT (8 AV EE & A
) IR E RIS 08 A AL D AR AR ) R R T

( Dictyostelia ) , XEEYJRhHE M WANLA MG AL A Hil %
A W SRR ZEEAEC, 5 —Fh B A A
JFEAAY SRR ( Chytridiomycota ) , HA{ 51 F 2
LA IR SRR AR . LT B, MR R
AR e, AFERFEAEY RS, SRR

( Phytophthora ) , Fetl i R A AT EMFH ; K
7 HEW (Saprolegniales ) , 7E+iEHHREFAAET R}
TEIMR &, SLEMREW, faFMWEER, 7eKiEkh
REAFAETE BRI, B A K B0 R

( Acanthamoeba ) , W] LAAFATENZEAMEN, Sl
FA R A FT A ZF i P BT oK 2 ik 4 ( Granulomatous
amoebic encephalitis ) , ff I % J& H Acanthamoeba
A I R IR AR LH 2 [ 1, T R 24 P b B o 12 i
RIE Acanthamoeba 5 TP 2 4 JUTE SR G 1 1R 2
Ji5 [EE B4,

4 TRFEEEVNESINRE

TEEEEYEEYNEKELE
D A A W AR P R AR AR B ) )
BB FIRE S8l AP AR AR i) 45 0

Chrysophyceae, Xanthophyceae)

4.1

Fz2 TEFEEEYNERALR
Table 2 The trophic groups of protists

EIRARA JRA YRR Uite
Trophic Group Representative Protists Function
Heterotrophs Bacterivorous Euglenozoa, Tubulinea, Dictyostelia%f PRI E IR MR A K RBEVE AR R A
YIRRBRE R AL 1 R SO AR TR KT, IR
WA A 5 38 I RO AR R A R T 2 ] AR
HEREYIFR 3 I
Fungivorous  Cryptodifflugia operculata, Cercomona, Ciliophora PRI I I A KBS s C. steiniiEL
( Grossglockneriidae . Colpoda steinii, Tetrahymena A LS IR EL B K AN AL SR A (Verticillium dahlia) & 221
Pyriformis, Metopus palaeformis% ) Uik, Mk EIABva RVE R sl A Pyl fb kA T
5% (T pyriformis ) ; V5l TIEYEL2ME B LAGTE
(M. palaeformise) ; L BB R RE YIRS A
AR AR TR 5 (A. castellanii )
Omnivorous  Rhizaria Fem IR b B AE L ( Vampyrellida ) 5 451 -1
AP R A& 2L ( Euglyphida )
Autotrophs Bacillariophyta, Chrysophyceae. Trebouxiophyceae ahn + e MR A
Saprotrophs Opisthokonta, Dictyostelia, Chytridiomycota S5 - H NIRRT EIEI TR 5 Akt
B R AR
Parasites Apicomplexa, Phytophthora. Saprolegniales RS, Sdshy B, 4 SRR A R

TR 5 R L I
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PR YR BEE SR Y B, AR PR R YR R
PRV RORAR T, [ A A= W e ak A (] ) 5 2 D
G E TP R RRBRAN TR, 5 ER PR Y
P U AR A, BCE T T HRIRE A AR PR
Yy BT WM A0 JB T 2R A T S e A ) A A o PRI
WA RS AR Z IR T —
KU SRR, A TR b H Y
ERKEE.

Ji A A R LA 3 5 0 R A AR R SR ) B ) i
WO R KPR e Y B A . AR R, Y
HRBR s IR (anA Pl ) se e, 55X RAb BEAH
o, JEAAE W AEAE T LMEAR ) ) R R W 3
BTN 18 %0, 34T L ASEAR ) ) 00 AR AR K B B
3.9 52 4%, WAL 4.6 150, [A]I4 BEE L
B OC Z0K 40 AT DAAR 22 23 I v 11 7 1 8 IR R
SRR F3oh, RIEIEUAE A B RE
e AR U ERR R BT (A KR, TAA)
(EZ AT DASE A3 95 2 R L 20 A A R TR B AT AR
WyBa, RIVLCANTE AR OR L TR BEAE AR AR Y
28I

J A A W AR B SR A iR AR 22 I
B — 2GR AR ( Pseudomonas fluorescens ) ,
T A5 AR R, T DL B AR 2R R
T A SZ I (RO P E IR AR ), T LA R Ge
FEIBTE LR A A R [P BT 1 A R AR hE
PIfERE, 02,4 -—CBIERAE =% (PAPG) | W
B (PCA) | BRELRIKIEER (PLT) 4509, (HA S
R, BRPCKE ( Acanthamoeba castellanii ) € P.
Sluorescens™, fifF 3@ ORI TR, MY EY) &
REAI
42 FEEEYIRTIERENERE

JUAE AR e - SRR RN i B RN .
S JEUE A IR R BE RIS 22 R R
FROPIRA L A I NSER R 52 . e T 5
BYARFMT, FAEAYRIE AR, L)
MDA A BRI AR AR U, I ORI S A AR I TE A
Ui S N AR, TR EATIREE . UK. pH DL EY)
BRI, IR A AR AT O DT S f A, R
1S3 BROR A o A A A A L A e 55 1 4
JREer A 1 AR S AN W E B LA R A R 1) B A5 AR
PR BRI, AR AR O AR A W) N TR PR
AR A R B R BRSO A A L A T

B AR YRR E O, AR X A A IS 1Y)
WA, KT IEA R YR LR Y46 /s 3# 00 TAR R
W,

SRR AR SR (N, JKSrE iDL pH.
0,. CO, %) MK, TIEPIFEA ALY ZHAEZ T
AROK S E WSRO, PRI AT DIAR R A %K
ARG S, R A A S A A ) SRR PR
ZHF A AT ATEA S TE Y pH {H (3.5 ~9.5)
WHEINASE, TEZBEN, HEEA YR+ —
M 135 pH B, nHiEhERR 2R
( Vampyrellida ) #£ pH{E & 7.0 B 48 X 3= & &%
K, g A pxE R O,. CO, WY& Bt LA
B, B ( Metopus palaeformis ) 2 Fc L7 FY IR 48
TR B, EIRERET, HA KRN &
T, FEECRRR, BRCE TP AE SRS M,
T B BEAR, DR HU S A R IR R
SLATFE /R AEE, MR CO, VR EERG IS, 1
B i & B ( Flagellates ) AY%8 i 52 B0 18 0 9 #4 35,
AT ( Amoebozoa ) 4% B 2 B R (IR A R 340s)

T AR T HAMAR R 5 TR B
B FE PR . AT AN 527 M Sl BRI X BB i R 3 W
5 H A A% 7EAR B A I RS e 7, 2 T 4 R R A 2h
1YL W BRARR X AR e ST i Yy AT LA
SR IETE A YR 2RV | RIS A SE A A
ARl THIE2RSE (2002 ) EBL, FEEVEEWORWTIR
Vit sgrh, AR LEMIREIS R Z R NE 0 TR,
TEXE B 66 FhFAAEY T, YR -4 65
MGG - rh HoA 480, TGRSR TEYVRE R TE
Vs dy, SRR AE A YIS O AT ARG
PeryPAE T, HE N B YRS e ny R H
R AR TR A= i S ( Bodoputrinus ) RIS FC R 5.
M ( Phacodinium metchnicoffi ) $INN ZBTEEIT5 Y
TIEAYFE R YT, Forge 55 (1993 ) WFFEis Y L%
(% Ni, Cusl Zn SFHESE)E ) WA, 15§ iEd
JEAAEMA B ( Colpoda steinii ) WL E 57 3] /™
PP HXEAS [F) 2 4 Vs e A BB B AN TR] Al i B
N AR YR A Ni > Cu > ZnB4, 3 JFAEAYIRR TRl {E
IR G B IS YRR R AN, ik AT DA
R AY, s A Y R I E R
( Tetrahymena pyriformis ) , Z4FRRTRIAG B850 FA) i
27, RefTCHLER P AL, HARSR R R T Rk
PRIREE Hf iR T A e A i T R A AR AR 5501
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43 RFREEEVEEVINEFHINA

JE A I E A BT A FEEA R (&3
TEZ LA I TR, Al i AR S
SRAE Y R RS IR s AT 0, AT AR R
AIERNACS Y, Ll AR, sk Bl

¥ .2

Z 5TV < AR Ay

] @

| BRI = AFRBEAEY

B O '
b - RGO g

_\ £
(AR RIS S {————— ECER

BALPI AR AR A My RERS I AR A O A
YAy i) SemimrE MRy, RkeE
A4 00 Al T S SR A A R AL ST
AT IR 2 A= B SR o

ﬁ L4y

B
e V] LHEAF S
J' P
Hg ﬁg ‘
oy | RS - Bk

o ‘\
L
SPHTHEYITR l

TR ERR
- | S-SR I BRI
BB R E TR R B PRAPAR R fi e
R
o ol & et %’rd:_w'rétiw i SEGLELY

- ERAAER  RRRR ﬁggmmm}, o 0 e
! R WEMBEEN 2 mmrs P
BFEAYRAER .~ hamn . o

B3 RESYEFLBRHEESIE
Fig.3 The protists trophic groups and their ecological functions

Y AR A A T, I A 4 O AN B
ANHESZ I B A IE A K,
7 358 HPOR A7 A B A A W 0 % B2 v ) B 4% S AR PR
ENAERGI ] N R A ZE 00, s P o s s AR 2R )
B EAE I TR (B. aorideae ) 17U %5 i
PR, MRS TR AR . 2FE A ( Ciliophora )
ALYl RF 32 B 22 4% T8 ( Rhizoctonia solani) 1R
yeons +3Ed i E 1 IE L ( Colpoda steinii ) G
BB ( Cucullus ) AIREIRINAERCHA ( Verticillium
dahliae ) Y3 J5 IR PR 22 S A B IR . BRI & 2509
T+ rp e AR KA LF B L ( Grossglockneriidae ) 1
fiff 12 Fiig J LR P BT 122,

5 TIRFEEEYIRMIES

i A A o ol e B 85 v A R i 194 B A
Y0, SR, ARZ A AEYE B WA IS, R

( Bacillus aerius )

T A A W ) A () e 3 A 45 K BIF SR R
N, T EYSABOR B R RS T R A A

Pyt A AL NSRS AL AT o, FLIBIAY A Y
AR R, IR AR AR TCANANTE RN, SR JLARAE
KE5s [ s FEREE | 18S rRNA JE A A7 s 1
Wy R EsE R, S5 A AL W Rl () A A 2 52 B BR B
SAERREY, GnBK Y Nebela vas | IZ 4446 THIE |
R ) ol AT S R v, U s X A AT IR P o4
— Mk, Y, JEA YRR 2
B, ASFE A A SR T BE 2 3R AN (W]
AR, O T BK B X S OB i FLERE T ZERA
WHoE. AR, 35 A AR W) ) A Py b PRASE =X
S M A s AR X — 3o, RIREYE AR DU S
BN, 3K 43 T M 00 O ) i 2R R
I A A R v 22 S i 2 ) B A PR -, WNAERR
TR S, BN ( Antarctica ) FIBLIGH
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Soil Protists: the Classification and Functions

LEI Li', WANG Jia-long', ZHANG Xue', LI Xiang-zhen*, YAO Min-jie'"
(1. Engineering Research Center of Soil Remediation of Fujian Province University, College of Resources and Environment, Fujian
Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Environmental and Applied Microbiology, Sichuan Key
Laboratory of Environmental Microbiology, Chengdu Institute of Biology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Chengdu 610041, China)

Abstract: Soil protists are the most primitive and simple eukaryotes living in litter and soil. The evolution of protists
is fast and the species are diverse. So far, there is no unified phylogenetic classification system. A wide variety of soil
protists have diverse ecological functions. Protists play important roles in controlling the growth and reproduction of
bacteria and its community composition, changing soil nutrients cycling, regulating plant growth and controlling
pollutant transformation. This review summarized the evolutionary process, phylogenetic classification and functions,
the geographical distribution and research methods of protists, the relationships among protists, soil microorganisms
and plants, and the potential impact of protists on the environment. It aims to deeply understand the generation and
maintenance mechanism of soil protist biodiversity, and the interactions among protists, microorganisms and plants,
and develop new biological control measures for soil and vegetation diseases.

Key words: Protists; Phylogenetic Classification; Ecological Function; Microorganism; Plant; Interactions
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