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E=WXAFAEERERSEERE
Xf 25 T2 B 1 R S A SO i 32
K, BAE. 5 %, BETF. K B, 2 3

CBMIITE RS AR50, 5t 550001 )
o OE: W SMNE B 2 ER A SRR X IR AR (3 (Imperata cylindrica) ¥ FR B AR (Arbuscu-
lar Mycorrhizal , AM) B T8 Z 4% , D03 X0 58 18 B A8 (BRSO EATRIF Y . S5 R38R 9T AM H BN F PR R W
MR G Ry 91.3% . P ARBR H 83508 AM B 2 J& 35 fl, i BRFE R IR (Glomus) 18 F, TEHE $E 55 & (Acau-
lospora) 17 Fh, BBBR 3¢ 55 (Glomus melanosporum) . B HERFE T (G. fascicularum) | 216 To A 5¢ 55 (Acaulospora
capeicula) HILH AM B, UL =B BEORRRE R, B M L0 75 (Medicago sativa) ¥R FR T THERKER
B ALY B AL (Superoxide dismutase, SOD) i1 %8 AL P11 (Peroxidase, POD) i At & iff ( Catalase , CAT ) {14 .
KR R HIX; H3F; AM HE; 2R, SRR
RESES: Q938.1  NEARIREE: A XEHS: 1000-3142(2013)03-0324-07

Species diversity of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in

the rhizosphere of Imperata cylindrica in Maolan

karst forest and inoculation effects of the dominant
AMF species on Medicago sativa

ZHANG Chuan-Bo, TAN Jin-Yu, LUO Chong,
SUN Yun-Zi, ZHANG Chao, YI Yin~

( College of Life Sciences s Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang 550001, China )

Abstract: An investigation was carried out to determine the species diversity of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in the
rhizosphere of Imperata cylindrica in Maolan Karst Forest Natural Reserve of Libo County,Guizhou Province,and
inoculation effects of the dominant AMF species on Medicago sativa. The results indicated that the infection rating of
Imperata cylindrica by AMF was 91.3%. Thirty-five species were isolated from I. c¢ylindrica rhizosphere soil sam-
ples belonging to two genera.including 18 species of Glomus and 17 species of Acaulospora. Glomus melanosporum ,
G. fasciculatum s Acaulospora capcicula were the dominant species. In addition, the growth and superoxide dismutase
(SOD) , peroxidase(POD) , catalase (CAT ) activities of the Medicago sativa inoculated with dominant species were
improved compared to the control without inoculation.

Key words: Maolan karst forest; Imperata cylindrica; AM fungi; diversity; inoculation effect
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M\HE TR AR B (Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi,
AMPB) fig 5 902 19 4 4 R ¥ B B B 3R AR K
(Akhtar et al.,2008) .7 ¥Z 43 4 T 4% Fh Bl i A4 28 &
Girh (5 R4, 2009) . AM H T 8 i MR Ah I 22 42
PEFE AR Z X B B0 R R 2 NP I IR
iz, Y2 S A Y PR I K P i (Tanaka et al.,2005;
Lapointe ez al.,2006) ; i 2 ol 3% - G AL MR, £
E T ETRL G5 K8 6 A ) 1 22 R VR R I A S A
S B A B WAL 3 /E A (Caravaca et al., 20053
Scheublin ez al.,2007) , V4w W W74 b X AR 25 0 5
it 5555 LA Ak Sy i AU AR 3R Y A 2R A ) E
T [ 7Y pig 6 7 4, DX ] R 2 ke e TR 29 PR R, i i
R b DA e R O i ke A T A ) S L e B R
T S 45 o P AR JB i D 36 P R T AR T A R 1 OC B
(R, AM EL Y Az 3 A 285 P e TR AR R Bl oy g
Hrp s KB AE B R GEBEE W — Bk ie .

AM E B IETE#E 1z 0 H BB A 5032 AR 2 R
G e d . AR RTERAT A L e B
hHEARG A BSOR., B AM B IE 5 6B 68 52
R TS R AR R AE KRR E . R AM B
PR 5P R BR A TE 7 i b A T BB AR B L OB L
FE AR RS T i3s3 T 2 B H 1Y (Noyd
et al.»1996) . A5 B AR BN T+ 5 X V0BG B
e 11 3 i A 2 bR A A AR O T T AR, K
4 N SE 0 F2 L6 AML B TR W 31 8 37 4 b [X
(1) A1 AR BRI S Al AT Y,

AM EL T #7304 B BT A0 s vk . H AT OC T
[ i i b X AML KL B D BT B U R 22 A 1 1 B
SENIRITF G A . s 30 4 b DX Y A S PR B[] 1
B X S ] S P G AR R 1 e O S R AR A
SIE U A AM BB 2 FE 0, H 2 R X ) i
LK — 4 XA AR T B AR 1 PR B
15 =2 DR AP DX PN 1 W 30 R R PR 2 7 W B0 R L AR L K
- SRR AR B E R 0 S A A, 2 1 TR
245 i b, DXASCAT 1 — e Jirt A P i ) W ST R AR K A
YRR B 2 R AR (XTI, 1999) . B
(Imperata cylindrica) J& RAF A F @ 02 W W7 HF
AR S iR IR A A2 2 R GE T A B B A AR ) L vt
B T 5 e R 5 B 5 A AR DRI P A R L X
W B R B A5 ELARR R 1) 3 7 BB ) U i W BT R L X A
BAGIG B AR e B A 2 —

ABIEFE LA B 5% 2= B 8 9 A SR DR AP X 307 4 AR
AR BORE 3 5, 1 5 6 307 ol XA S5 B A A ) 1 %

THEFIMR RN AM R 1Y F 28 2R & 2 R O 3R
RS AM HB Al DU S AM G 1R 0] 35 M 5
FEEHE LS AM ELTE A 5848 A A B AP S AL
WG Pk P52 . XTI TS e R AR AR R AM B 2
FEVE S AR YIRS 9 AR OC 2 IR B A3 AML TR 1
ol O TR AR AR R T A Ak i X R AL AR A R SR
Ll R S R A R A AR

1 #M#5F&*

1.1 # R R E MR

B E R H RS XA T 5 M A 7 B EL e
7T 107°37'~108°18" E.25°7' ~25°39" N Z[d], f%
EER 1 078.6 m, f IR IR 430 m, F ¥ 4K
758.8 m, J& O HA R KU O A AR 3 SR
18.6 C., 4 #H B /K & 1 752 m. 4 H W A %4
1272.8 m, 7% % Hh X2 SR () wE ke b 3, 38 D)
A K AR B A B TR 4l R Y A K A
Hz g, 32 B A 2 R 2, 1 350 ) KA R
s, 1R H N S R A B R R
25, RIS P B ERE A B L1987 . HEF M T
2010 4F 10 HRE TR 22 E K A SRR X N 1 H7 K
P = I SRR S AR 800 m A AT,
pH="7.5, A NI M4 & R m 5, 8 B AR AR
Yok B R KB R T BRI R SR AR,

1.2 HRRERLE

K RCRFEE R E AR L, LRERE
5cm JERZY .55 10~20 cm WA -5 m, I
HRBR A8 e A S RE A vh 35 B 2 0 e 4 O &
FAA B E 2, LR ASRIAT .4 CUKF AR A .

BEIARL I L K/ — B R AL B 4 (Medicago sa-
tiva) TP 30 Ki,60 Cil/KEF 4 h, HRRH
TEM& D AR 30 d, Bk A4 KA, RAh—8
e Bk E IR R 4 Bk TR AL B
13 BLE BFZEENER AM EFEE

PR AR A5 2 3R 0 U A A - e 0 % £ 75 Ak
PRSP AR AR L I AR o 30 B TR AR AR e 3R (X1
HEZE 2007)

P ARAZ YL R (V) = 20 (0 X AR B+ 10 %6 X AR B
420 %0 X ARBEEL 430 %0 X MR BEEL A+ wee o +100 %
XA BEHOD /ILEE AR B E

AM LB %8 - W0 0 - TR B0 R LB
A 0 R TR THEA TR B, RHE Schenck
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33 &

M Perez % # (VA AR # 2 E F 1) AEFR VA
B A AR K P 0y INVAM Chttp://invam. caf. wvu.
edu/Myc-Info/) 19 & MR B 1Y 7 € 4 & A1 1& A
(Schenck et al.,1988) , it 4 2k & 3= 98T AP LB i 5%
Folr 25 HEAT B ARG 2 LB E AR

1.4 AM EEZHMHEHNERITHE

Y1 Fh 3 & & (species richness,SR)$§ 10 g 1+ 3
PEAR AM HE A BT SR =AM K & Fik
B/ EREEL

{7 %% J&¥ (spore number, SN)§ 10 g 14
AM H B A5 B SN=JE L p AM H
JIT A A T8 LA

I BB (frequency, F) 38 AM B [# 3 & 5 Fp
TEREA S Tt B A RE B F = (AM L 5 s
il i) s BE UKL/ AR RO X100 %6

HXF Z FE (relative abundance, RA) 38 1% R FE 45
AM LT 5 B R Y A 5 Fih S B R B
RA= GZRFE S AM H T8 5w 20 Fh i 96 7 80/ 1% %
s AM B AE T 50 X100 %

FEH 1= (F+RA) /2, R 43 B 5 B A X 22
JE 1M .

W AM EL T 0B 2 43 B RE (F) R 73l 5
ANEEHF>80 % AP HE (Fh) 6020 <F<<80% A
I UL )R (Rl L 40 00 <<F<<60 %0 Jy 8 WL )& (Fh) . 20 %6
<F<<40% R/ WJE (Bl s F<<20 %0 {8 UL Jm (B
1.5 By

DIBEE « =1 1 0 R 5 o i
T, 2 K AL BRS L e )5 T RS WG K N E1 2 0
BRI IE 4 AM HL T B B O =
FARARR B E R T RS E N R,
SEMIBE 1/10 58 B T & /K Bie il 1 Hoagland & F2 K .
EZNS I ki RS R SN R A N e 1
Y18 F VB AR PR 1,

1.6 MK EE

Pk A AR — B 2246 A8 B B ) 25 4 1Y)
o AM E B A 50 K R IR BB LL 1 s 1 iy o]
RE BREFRE D KRG G T IR,
T4 bR, B TIRE PRI RN 12 hOBH,
12 h JRIE R 25 °C L AR 90 o, S0 1E) B 1 JE R 1
UK 1/10 58 JCRUK BE il 1) Hoagland 5 JR ¥
17 B AMEENEREENEREREKERN
N E

FEEEERE 10 cn ALK LR E T,

FEVE /KR gk ¥ Bk HG Ml bR TR R 0 A
BEF I FERR T I 3R AR A BE bk A
M E AM BT XS AL A8 B R G R D SR B
1.8 % AM EE X £ L H 7 SOD.POD.CAT & 1%
5 I B9 i 72

WS AR AE — s AL 25 Bk bk 0 i o A
TAB A AL Y 7 Ak B (Superoxide dismutase, SOD)
T E ALY (Peroxidase, POD) | iF & Ak & [ (Cata-
lase, CAT) ¥ Y 42 B OB 85 #4, 2006), LA SOD,
POD.CAT 27 & (R ol JSRH A BR 2 \)D 34 17 il
T PR 0 A5
1.9 HHE 5 EE

K DPS GEH 4k 647 J5 22 50 #r .

2 5 RFHAT

21 AM EEMEFHNELEER

0 2 B (0 A G AR AL ) BB WS 5 AM FLTA
TR R AF A AE R L e 4l AR Rz J2 2 4 4 i ) K% 2
Ji P L EE B R R ) AM EC B B 22 LT i R
LRI 22 (D, AP RAR AM B R G
N 91.3% MR PR LSS AM LAl T 10 g
b 105,34 A4, 6 BT PARE TR AR LA X 3P AR PR
(A7 K A AR g 1) 385 17 R 7
22 BFREFETIE AM EENSHH

M SEAR B -, 20085 AM ELTH 2 J& 35 Fil
(F 1D, HPHREERE (Glomus)18 i, THEREFE
(Acaulospora)17 Fh AR R R AKREE a6
TAE BTG ARPRIEHAM EHH ., BERREFENHE T
FERE 10 g HHEJE 17.00 4. A BB 93.33. X £
JE16.14, T EAE 5L 54.74, BAERBTEHR T %
FERE 10 g 30 26.50 4. A B 93.33. X £
JE 25.16, A S0 59.25, 2068 ToHE #EE 1T
W10 g HHEN 517 A B 86.67 . MHXT £
JE4.9, HEAHAEEL 45.79,
23MB AM ER
2.3.1 23R & & (Glomus melanosporum) T &
A AN B BRI, KN R (166 ~277) pm X
(129~244) pm, LA G, ML BE Ry 5) W RE , 5 w5 %,
AR A Melzer Y5 TCH B AL (E 2),
2.3.2 B AR EE(G. fasciculatum) T NERIE 1%
HEFENR A 6. KN A (50~149) pm X (55~49)
pm, SN i 5 RE TR R S BRI 7~12 pm, ]
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Table 1 Spore density,isolation frequency,relative abundance and important value of Imperata cylindrica

. il SN 43 B84 LR EE HEAE
AM HE AM fungus
(4~/10g) F (% RA (%) I (Y%
KU TCAE 4 BF Acaulospora bireticulata 5.17 0.33 0.06 0.20
LA RE A, capeicula 5.17 * 86.67 = 4.90 * 45.79 %
[ A B A, caulospora 0.65 26.67 0.63 13.65
253 A RE A cavernata 2.17 20.00 2.06 11.03
WMo CH T A, delicata 1.67 20.00 1.58 10.79
Ik A5 A, dilatata 2.17 20.00 2.53 11.27
W AR A, elegans 0.65 53.33 0.63 26.98
M3 AR A, excavata 1.50 66.67 1.42 34.05
LB M #EEE A, foveata 1.50 46.67 1.42 24.05
W TR A. lacunosa 1.17 33.33 1.11 17.22
EOTRE A, mellea 1.00 0.20 0.01 0.11
Je IR A HETE A. micolsonii 0.17 33.33 0.63 16.98
Hi AR HERE A rehmii 3.83 33.33 3.64 18.49
4 BETCREERE AL rugosa 0.34 33.33 0.32 16.82
W TR A, spinosa 8.00 0.87 0.10 0.48
RIS A, sporocarpia 1.17 73.33 1.11 37.22
PR A EFE A, undulata 15.50 46.67 14.71 30.69
MR PEE Glomus albidum 0.65 13.33 0.63 6.98
WINIRER G. australe 1.50 46.67 1.42 24.05
WEREE G. badium 7.50 60.00 7.12 33.56
P ER ¥R G. claroideum 2.84 66.67 2.89 34.68
WHER RS G. clarum 2.50 53.33 2.37 27.85
NG BRI G. citricolum 1.65 26.67 1.11 13.89
GIRBERF G. constrictum 0.65 27.00 1.00 14.00
U IREREERE G. deserticola 0.84 46.67 0.79 23.73
RARER G. fasciculatum 26.50 * 93.33 * 25.16 * 59.25 *
WK G. geosporum 1.84 33.33 1.74 17.54
RN G. intraradices 2.16 40.00 2.06 21.03
WEBRER G. liquidambaris 2.00 33.33 1.90 17.62
W EEREE G. luteum 0.16 33.33 0.16 16.75
TN EREE G. magnicaule 11.50 80.00 15.00 47.00
MERE R G. melanosporum 17.00 * 93.33 * 16.14 * 54.74 %
PR BR 2R G. reticulatum 1.50 40.00 1.42 20.71
B TR G. rubiforme 1.16 40.00 1.11 20.55
TR G. sinuosum 0.05 7.00 1.00 4.00

BESY R 3 2 W1 Mg, 3 s W2 2683k, & W] s W3 i
oM., A Melzer Jeta )5, TG B AR L (& 3) .
2.3.3 &L & A % F (Acaulospora capcicula) 1l
TRERIE B ERFEE K/ (220~310) pm X (290
~440) pm, R D G #BE 5 TR A1 BE AT
UL 7~20 pm, BIEOKIK. 58 3)Z: W1 [
JRARBE s W2 Sy B (5 B — BE ; W3 S48 (0 BRI BE L
AR Al B WA RIS . A Melzer 44 68
R L R A QN
24 B AMERNEREENELERERKEN
il E

SERAET R BRI L1 O R AR A S B BFRNE AMEREZ. T (X200
TR R A ) 2T (o T T . 3 b AM Fig.1 AM fungal hyp}'me a'nd spores inside
B S B 0 2 0,05 K T2 B (s 2 root cells of I. cylindrica (X200)




2 BEREHIIZERIE A 588 T (40005 B, AT (X400): C. Melzes e (5 B 5 1 (X 400)
Fig. 2 Morphological characters of G. melanosporum  A. Complete spores( X400) ; B. Broken spores( X 400) ;

C. Stain reaction of spores in Melze’s reagent( X 400).

e
- ‘ .
b 2011.11%23 18:4 Q! o
" R A ‘*‘&fs . B
B3 RAEFRERNEERME  A-B BRAT (X400); C. Melzer J 5 51 LB (X 400),
Fig. 3 Morphological characters of G. fasciculatum  A-B. Broken spores (X400); C. Stain reaction of spores in Melze”s reagent (X 400).

A . ¥
K4 ETHMEGNEERIE  A-B. B2 T RHEE (X100); C. Melzer Yo {6 J5 516 R (X400) .
Fig. 4 Morphological characters of A. capcicula  A-B. Broken spores and spore wall layers ( X 400) ;
C. Stain reaction of spores in Melze’s reagent (X400).
F2 MBAMERNEREBTHNREE SAE TG A Rk e R BRI AT

Table 2 Infection rates of the dominant species isolated WIS, SR IR AN L, 3 FhEEFh My 8 5 240 i T 4
from I ta cylindrica on Medicago sati I . .
rom Tberats rmdre s AEET A8 102 AR 7E 0.05 KF B2 5 ¥,

AMULE XIS P ) LR MR 60 0 T X AR R M R

AM fungus Infection rate on M. sativa N N . i -

Fpryrpe BT BEE M T, FARA R B e

Glomus melanosporum 0.750£0.017a j(9—lﬁ X‘—J- /Hngx zﬂ *ﬁ Hﬁ ’ ﬁ%’] % % T 2.57 {3 1.02 {3

f&?ﬁ%%i 0520 0.006] 1.20 g.0.44 g.11.47 cm.26.00 F 3 X Bk 55 5 0 Fe K
. fasciculatum .

S {2 5 A BRAETE 5 6 BT EL L 425 T 21,00 em,
ARXERE 0.9174+0.012¢ N N "
Acaulospora capcicula ’ - 3 ﬁj’%ﬁ%lﬁj *H tt ’ Xd‘ iﬂiﬁﬁ N ﬂﬁ_l: :FE E(J ?J ﬂrﬁJ ’
e AR/NG FHFRTE 5K E2R R, TE0.05 /K | 22 55 W 2, 47 (6 oA 4% 25 5 B A= BR 4

Note: Different small letters mean significantly differences at P =
0.05 level.

75 R BR A B (0] XF M I &F 5 M b T B A B2 I AE
0.017KF b 22 5 M 8 35 . 7E 0.05 K LR B,
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2.5 A% AM EE XL ETE SOD.POD CAT &M HIAHLL,7E 0.01 K 122 Al W 3, 7F 0.05 K I
B % M ERBE. 3 AM HEFEZ[E X SOD.POD,CAT

FIE o0 8 1 L5 AM B 43 5 B2 Fp 3 S5 A0 TG PR YRR L 7E 0,01 ZKSF | 22 30 i 3, #F 0.05
5, BERE T SOD.POD,CAT 1% P, 1% 1 KV 2R RE,

x3 BFFABAMEENEZREBEERKENZN

Table 3 Effects of the dominant species isolated from Imperata cylindrica on the growth of Medicago sativa

X o EEEETE Hh N THE MRS MR TE . . "

AM H# N '”, s o EREK 3 e
Fresh weight Dry weight Fresh weight Dry weight . .
AM fungus Main-root length Plant height Number of leaves
of shoot of shoot of root of root

BIRE 2.9640.08cB  1.00£0.01cB  1.2840.29aA  0.44£0.09aA 21.33+1.93bB 26.00£1.53bA 54.67+1.45aA
Glomus melanosporum
WAk 3.2440.08bB  1.13+0.05bB  1.35£0.11aA  0.534+0.03aA  22.90+1.77bB 30.0041.53aA 50.67412.20aA
G. fasciculatum
ARGV WE £ 3.6540.05aA  1.29£0.02aA  1.5340.05aA  0.53%0.03aA  26.1740.66aA 25.67£0.88bA 55.3342.33aA
Acaulospora capcicula
CK 1.9840.09dC  0.57£0.03dC  0.794+0.06bB  0.2940.02bB  19.70£0.55¢cC 18.76+0.58cB 39.33+2.60bB

E: R RE FRFRARE LYK 2R N RE., TH,

Note: Different capital letters mean significant differences at P=0.01 level. The same below.

x4 B AM EEXZELETE SOD.POD.CAT & &
Table 4 SOD,POD,CAT activities of Medicago sativa inoculated with the dominant

species isolated from Imperata cylindrical

CAT %M (U« g FW)
CAT activity

SOD #&#: (U« g FW)
SOD activity

POD itk (U« g FW)

AM H® AM fungus .
POD activity

MEREEE Glomus melanosporum 88.7400.607cC
RABRER G. fasciculatum 97.80140.138bB
A0 TR B Acaulospora capcicula 107.910.253aA

CK 75.70340.343dD

100.17540.067aA
84.861£0.116bB

80.916£0.177¢C

65.26740.679dD

85.93+0.39bB
89.14+0.15aA
77.6140.64cC
40.56+0.39dD

Y LR

AM HEERAEB RGN EZA 7, L EZH%E
FARAR R W) Tl 26 00 A1 A R B RE VR 4t S
) HH 5 (Santos et al.,2006; Pivato et al.,2007),
R IR A AR 2 RGeS ok B b i S A A T
RIAE 3k /E F (Van der Heijden ez al.,2003; Guadarra-
mal et al.,2004) , Wb X 35 A A8 Y F9 B (Brous-
sonetia papyrifera) R AM H B 5 . G098 3 {2
FAs 4l v g A=A T B e B S WM R T —E
PeFEME (AT BR 4245, 2007) . AR YN AM EL 1 8
AN [ T AR AR 1 B i Y A A N AML BT R
PRATHIR 25 8RR . BIF5E 45 R R WY, 11 5 2 T AR A
PESRAEY) . AM HIERERS 5 H 502 0 R 4 i 36 4R
KEZEfE TAEY 2 MR b A R AM H 3w
22 JRF U0 RE L (H R R B T 22 B 25

FIZF AM BEZHMAER £ 5 MR R - g, 3t
B AM EF 2 )8 35 B BRRE R (Glomus ) 18 ff,
TeHEREREJE (Acaulospora)17 Fiv, 2 Fh AM BB 1) 5 2

(EAR L Ry . AR BR A8 a5 MO 98 55 s 19 AML I
WERR TR PR S B P B L R i R AR G &R L
AM BB 5P 1 s A QR AR AT B WA 2 1Y AR A
JITB5R AR KRB VIAROC . BRI R IR 16V 3077 X
JE AR g A X O 3 s AR R AR ]
PN 5Tty B D b O A Ay b Rk 9 L TR (] AR g Y O b X
N EEVGER 22 5 (Glomus mosseae) s P4 A6 T 5~ s X AR 3
oI BHBRFE R (G, claroideum) (i35 A ,1999 3 B2
AL, 2007), RBKER R/ BREER OO
B BRE F>80 00, WARBRIEH AM HH , RIK
BRBALA PR S, L FE 2R, Wik %
25 FAEY) S AR AR PRI SR . e (Artemisia
ordosica) W [ , P K 98 25 K B A B AE AR LAE 855, b
8 ST 2R G LR LD S O 3Rl (B2 AL 5 . 2012)
TR P 3 AM E AR 25 0 Al A2 4% S2 AR ) D
KoHE pH AN & & 2k EEENRE
M

IR RAENRESG A0 LHEGYRS %
EHTETE R G4 G R 8 AM ELIE Y 5 1E
B B TE MRS B, AR e R L
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s 33 #&

KT s E T ES AR ST REM,
AR R AM B X EAE E S R e A K
Fa bR B IR R] R AD AM B TA X 5846 1 4 AN TRl Y
A KA BRI 52 R — B, FE o R B AM B
[RORTES AR -2 WS e IR i

SOD.POD.,CAT 8% 1A N 3 22 (1 4 1k il &
S AU 0 T8 UK 8T B B A B R SR Bl
AM ELH I EAEY P S AM EE A UEAE Y
PLA AL R G A — 2 A M (E AR, 20015 20 4H
2009), HEFIEF AM HEE G, B RS TR H
R Z o SOD.POD,CAT 767, £ W AM FL 3 n] L
PEEAR 2R BP0 R RIS P . e 200 4 i 9 7= A
A T5 P4 4 (Reactive oxygen species, ROS) A% 4 34 Hh
A ST AL R G, L, B9 F 5T 200 TR b
L RE N ZR KP4 & T R AM B X SOD,
POD,CAT 75 ¥ 1 52 I (Wu et al..2008; Alejo-Ttur-
vide et al.,2008) , ARSLIGEEISFI 6 F 40 78 1 414
T ER AM U L fENE R G B R T AL S
PE AR 38 25 00 R B TR AM B 1 X AS [
Tl 2 S A TG 1 1) 5 M) AR TR

e ¥

ZELEAR I [E. 2001, AR AR AR AR 252 (M. Jb Bt AR S0 R
#t:1—358

X HE BRI . 2007, BARZELM]. Jb 50 BR4= i

JRIE Bt 1987, 15 22 WS ke ARAMRL 24 B 2 AE T M. 5B - SR M N IR
AL 1—23

Alejo-Tturvide F, Mdrquez-Lucio MA, Morales-Ramirez 1, et al.
2008. Mycorrhizal protection of chili plants challenged byPhyto-
phthora capsicilJ]. Eur J Plant Pathol ,120(1):13—20

Akhtar MS, Siddiqui Z. 2008. Abscular Mycorrhizal Fungi As Po-
tential Bioprotectants Against Plant Pathogens[ M ]. Mycorrhi-
zae: Sustainable Agriculture and Forestry:61—69
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