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Effect of aluminum on growth, oxalate exudation, and uptake of aluminum,

phosphorus and potassium by ectomycorrhizal fungi in vitro

GU Xirong, HUANG Jianguo "
College of Natural Resource and Environment, Southwest University, Chongging 400716, China

Abstract: Six ectomycorrhizal fungi (ECMF) were grown in liquid Pachlewski culture medium added with and without Al
to study their growth, oxalate exudation, and uptake of aluminum, phosphorus and potassium. Al stress showed no growth
inhibition for Al-resistant fungi, Pisolithus tinctorius 715, Cenococcum geophilum SIV and Hebeloma repandum Sp, in
contrast to Al-sensitive ones, Laccaria bicolor S238A, L. bicolor S238N and L. bicolor 270, which behaved otherwise in
same case. ECMF used in the present experiment were positively responsible to Al stress via changes in proton efflux and
increase in oxalate exudation and concentrations of phosphorus, potassium and aluminum in hyphae, whereby could improve
the ability of Al resistance. Protons ionized from oxalate accounted for only small amount of protons released by fungi into
liquid culture medium, suggesting the proton efflux due to cation absorption by hyphae for charge balance and the ionization

of some other organic acids produced by ECMF.

Key Words: ectomycorrhizal fungus( ECMF) ; aluminum; phosphorus; potassium; oxalate

B 1979 4T 1 F ek TR e Y00 ) 3% BT, TR0 i Oy 45 R R T+ 0, 48 Ml AR 7R R T LR R, X
2006 4EF [ 75 R Hu X 4R S A A hak 630 J7 m® , B4 PRk 32 {206, MR L R Rk Al . KBTS
U BRI HLX B ZRAE T SRR 3 RIS VAR A B N B YIRS o A, S AR SRR HE P A B R A A
BHONESRIE G B ERAS%F) e — B AR B AR T R Er AKX i IR AGE ) o AR 17
FeARMRMRRAE K, B B AN TR R 22 R R

e s E AR B (ECMF) SHAR R RERZ )G, B ERE T YT () EFneeh™ . EEE
EEBRENERYE 1Y, R ECMF Pisolithus tinctorius W] VA& 5 Eucalyptus tereticornis 411 WIFETE R, HJR

EETH : BE +— 1" BRI % B H (2006BA003A13-3-2) s H KT RHE B AABHF 541 %8 B3 H (CSTC,2008BB1100)
7% H H#A:2008-10-28 ; 1&1T H #§:2009-03-12
* W iNAE#H Corresponding author. E-mail ; huang99@ swu. edu. cn

http ://www. ecologica. cn



358 £ F ¥ W 30 %

PRSI TR PR 3P X e IR 2L, TR I R S 148, W T 48 M R 1ie™™ . Morton'® 1A
Acaulospora ] 3 MEZR A. dilatata A. lacunosa A. rogosa 1K}, HFh 3 FHEY) , KB EATAT LA KB 3 g
FEERIE LY T, 54578 L ALIL & W sk 22 R B pH #1 Eh, BEARSETEVE, 4R 1E . AR, Y
WRMBEHRETNEEETENEE AR, ERAEY TR TR 52 H 7 HLER 2 I B
o SR, A BRI R B, BB SR ECMF A LR W5 HHT () R A RE D B o Esh, ECMF ki
AEMPWZIE AT ABGE B AR E FRREL, B 50 85 BE S U R I, 0 48 5 Il AT $2 R Ho bt
(i) SBRIBE S o ZESBINE ST , BF9T ECMF f A4 B A: bR BEA 25 T 37 15 AR A B () 48 i pLae
it I AR AR SR P I BN R M BRYRBE  BF Y T ECMF AR RO ECER 305 , LA S 40 VBRI RICIR L
BETERR AP ) 480 A 2 A A (L EL Al KA RHI3E,
1 #RITTE
1.1 BEEH

PRI E NS ER B ZUIF A, 5T () $807 T BA R ECMF %6 5 58 Pisolithus tinctorius
strain 715( Pt 715,1996 £ M\ U )1 PG B B ARLT R/ B 3R18 ) , A MEBE Laccaria bicolor strain 270 ( Lb 270,
M [ It 3 76 AR AR AR L 3 2> BS 348 ) , DA % Laccaria bicolor strain S238N #1 S238A (Lb S238A Fil Lb
S238N, Mk E KR Y K JERAFRAR 13 B 3K 1% ) , LA ZS BT Cenococcum geophilum strain SIV ( Cg SIV, A\ PY
BEIF RN K AEAABRAR T3 7 B ARAT ) TR 2t Hebeloma repandum ( Hr Sp , T VG = Fa 5 WA AR AR L 38
B IRAG) SEHE R R

BURFEI LR AR, PP T Pachlewski [ (&85 575 F3%5% 21d & . BREHNN (/L) A REK
0.5, R S48 1.0, BREREE 0. 5, FiZHE 20, 4E4E 3K B, 0.1 x 10 7, B 20 & Iml/L B GRIBA W (AR
AW 8. 45mg TIER 5 mg R4S 6 mg iR .0. 625 mg FRERHH 2. 27mg EALEEF 0. 27 mg 4HEREL) -
pH{E N 5.5,
1.2 At

¥ 646 AL, (S0, ) 18H, 0 flI A Pachlewski i 5 J6 3 (pH3. 8) ,J i AF* % J 48 9% 0.0.0. 2.,
1. Ommol/L FyX} R fRASFIE 4R 3 FhAbHE, AR5, 4035 F 100ml =AM (25ml/) ,121°CHIRR ERIRKE
20min Y&, 73 IR EAZ D 3mm ) FRBAREM 2 e, (25 £ 1) CREEE SR 21d, WA%AE 3 W, BEHER 6
W, B EE,
1.3 WESH S5

B SRG5RUE , A pH-3C EDE IR EETHIUE #5570 pH [H. IR S RG22, 28 Tk Uk, 78
(80 £2) CHMLAEH UL ZIE T, FRE . SR)5, ] HNO,-HCIO, 3L TH AL R 22, 70 5 R AR BE U0 bL (3% KDL BT
¥ BRI B 5 T T AR A R R

Ft & S S A R R R R RR , B O B RS R B KRR RS UIVE 3 I, AR
J& Fl 3mol/L H, SO, %V iR B BRAG UTIE , T Al KMnO, i 8 W il h s iRt > o

1.4 BdEarg
RIRHEHE A SPSS 11.5 Geitak 417 224047, F LSD AE L E I, BE /KR EN P = 0.05,
2 ER545H

2.1 48X ECMF A K2

FEFRE AR F T, ECMF A RORGUR T L (i) WA (BR) B3 2 — , HT () B (BR) A K
BERAMAK, 2 AR, B 1A, 8% ECMF A K B i B B A (bR ) ARIT S IRIEE MRS
&, AR e P

(DHL(i) B8 EXENMERTEEMHER, R EZ & Z e AR, A1 Hr Sp.Cg SIV
Pt 715, Hor BRI EEHI4R, Cg SIV HAEYI B U RIS T 16% ; SRk B4, P 715 YR LE
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XTHRERES T 12% ;45%F Hr Sp WA K TR ER M, B .
(2) A AR LMH ECMF AR 6 £ o 15
FER SRR 3 N HbR . For, BIVRIERO4R(E b 2384 & 20T o W
I RS 39% L Lb S238N A1 Lb 270 HIFEAE 20% o 5 (50|
2.2 48Xt ECMF 4323 H ' 54 g
a5t ECMF 433 H* (5%t R B # (BR) A R T @ 1001 5 S at_):c
S(E2) . KR H RN, TRENAN3 % § IE% g : I—hi b H_Z
45 ECMF (19 H* 4B 30 sk /b e A4S . 7648 i Hrsp CgSIV Pi715 Lb S238A Lb S238N Lb270 ECMF
8T, Hr Sp 5 Cg SIV B H' /p I8 8 BESE I, MM E 1 483t ECMF &K%
T H " 585 5 FU XS JE3E A0 T 18% (Hr Sp) 1 45% Fig. 1 Effect of Al on the growth of ECMF
(Cg SIV) . B2, 58 BE MM Pr 715 .Lb S238A H1 Lb B R R TR R 2% R B (P <0.05) , T

S238N ) H™ 20 Wb, /=5 YK BE 4R AT 5 H ™ 3 8 22 9 2D
18%—36% , WAh, 5%t Lb 270 ) H* MW TR0 o

EEMRE AT, Pr () BEREE W H A A, USR>S AR 28
2.3 BXF ECMF FLRR 43U B30

BB E e ECMF 7 b B RR , 5V BB Ry , B R 0 I BB K, I8 0 7 [R) A the PRI R b (R ) T S (BT 3) o
TEREFR P A B YR BE 45, LR /b 2 HU Xo) FR S 3 im , L3 & Lb S238A (131% ) ( Cg SIV (127% ) > Lb
270 (102%) > Hr Sp (90%) > Lb S238N (17%) ( Pt 715 (13%) .
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Fig. 2 Effect of Al on H" exudation by ECMF Fig. 3 Effect of Al on oxalate exudation by ECMF

ECMF 4} BB BR AT B B AR, C, 0% A HY X B ma B3l pH ' o 53545 st AR 55 37 pH 18
A A WO B H Y SR IR TR SR A BRI S B W B (K, =5.9 x10 %K, =6.4 x107°) , A]
DtEHERBESAEMH (K1), 45RRY, BERBPERBE AN H S H BB 6.47%—
21.28% ,"F-379.64% , 158 ECMF 43 R A B ES W HY B EZRIE . IS5 IR+ i HoAth H™ 7] 8
VG T B8 22 PH S F B RIS R i A R ) H , ARSI L B R 2B VLR

BEAR, B R AR TR BB R , BRI G I, T e B PR AR HY 5 B H B it sy, AR AL A L
ToAa¥E N T 22% —131% ,
2.4 4% ECMF B 80 B & BRI

SRR AR B e ECMF B 22885 90 VRS & B A (b)) MR B A5 (R 2) .

B ARMRERAEXT ECMF SR T E ER W, (B2, 7E SRR P I A SR E K5, Bk Lb 270 o B4R
25, 22 N & B LU BB E S N, b, Hr Sp 4 £ (64% ) ,Lb S238A IR Z.(55% ) , BlJG IR =2
Lb S238N(45% ) .Cg SIV(25% ) Fl Pt 715(12% ) .
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F1 EREREFBRPEREBREESEH MH BRE *2 %A% ECMF B£&MRE. 0. REE/ (mg/s) " BRI

Table 1 Concentrations of oxalate, H* from oxalate and H*/ Table 2 Effect of Al on concentrations of P, K, and Al in mycelia
(mmol/L) * in culture solutions at fungal harvest of ECMF
L ME % it (] 5iH I i e
Fungi A CK Low Al High Al Fungi Items CK Low Al High Al

Hr Sp  HfR 0. 14c¢ 0.21b 0.25a Hr Sp P 7.80b 8.87b 12.76a

HWREMAYHY 0.09¢ 0.11b 0.12a K 0.07¢ 0.15b 0.37a

BH* 1.44b 1.51ab 1.56a Al 0.00c¢ 2.26b 8.57a

Cg SIV  ERR 0. 16¢ 0.25b 0.33a Cg SIV P 2.76b 2.76b 3.46a

HIREME HT 0.10c 0.12b 0.14a K 1.19¢ 2.09a 2.50a

MH* 1.43b 1.60ab 1.63a Al 0.00c¢ 0.39b 1.62a

Pt715 FHR 0.25b 0.27b 0.32a Pt 715 P 12.80b 13.02b 14.30a

HREMYHT 0.12¢ 0.13b 0.14a K 3.56b 3.85ab 4.34a

HHY 1.76a 1.51b 1.26¢ Al 0.00c¢ 1.06b 3.96a

Lb S238A FifR 0. 16¢ 0.19b 0.23a Lb S238A P 15.35b 18.95b 23.79a

HEREM HY 0.10c 0.11b 0.12a K 2.72b 3.09a 3.12a

HBH* 1.08a 0.89b 0.55¢ Al 0.00c¢ 3.49b 18.36a

Lb S238N  FifR 0.15b 0.16b 0.18a Lb S238N P 14.92b 16.47b 21.61a

HEREM HY 0.10b 0.10b 0.11a K 0.97b 1.04b 2.85a

BH* 1.03a 0.86b 0.56¢ Al 0.00c¢ 3.95b 18.95a

Lb270 FifR 0.28b 0.33b 0.45a Lb 270 P 9.86a 10.03a 10.09a

HWREMAYHY 0.13b 0.14b 0.17a K 7.74a 7.56a 7.75a

B H* 2.54a 2.37a 2.07a Al 0.00c¢ 1.27b 2.48a

ECMF H&#& Lb S238A > Lb S238N > Pt 715 > Lb 270 > Hr Sp > Cg SIV, B K Z [AJAH 2 7 £5% .

B TEEEFRWP MR Z )G, Hr Sp.Cg SIV \Pr 715 . Lb S238A Fil Lb S238N (¥ & ¥ & B 3 34 b, 3 ik 3
15%—428% . LA Hr Sp W22 & B3 B & & . B2, 5% Lb 270 MEHE T B EZ M.

ECMF R &4F& Lb 270 > Pt 715 > Lb 238A > Lb S238N > Cg SIV > Hr Sp, B R ZEIAEZ L 21 15,

B OB ERS ECMF H&4EE. 7EX BB ZARNAR BRI B8 M7 EREBLHE Y, HL P& 8
/R 2.07Tmg/g; FE R SR B W2 P S SRR 35 8. 99me/g,

ECMF 48 & Lb S238N(Lb S238A > Hr Sp > Pt 715 > Lb 270 > Cg SIV, HKZEAHZT 12 £%,
2.5 ECMF 3 REAI H' SRATR F RNAR ®3 ECMF 4 ERM H 5RLTEIEMNEXSH

RIARH B URGHLENREZMEHE Table 3 Regression analysis for the efflux of oxalate and H* in
FR(r = 0.5027", n = 108) , BB K fZZEH" | jation to the contents of elements in ECMF

P T SN HOICA B AR T R . : )
WP 0 IR,y (RS e P ey T e
MW, B, ERAWR T WL A ER (= el S0l 00 s

FEFR Oxalate /( wmol/g) 0.342* 0.406* 0.435*

% _ A = —_ * -
0.342" , n = 108) . &#sE(r = 0.406" , n = 108) . s TR BEME(P0.05) . » » BB HE(P=0.00)

GHR(r = 0.435" , n = 108) 2 B EFAHRL, I
B SR B0 B2 T ECMF 78R
3 e

HE IR BE AT B A ORI HE R BT PS8 4R 2 —' o Jongbloed 7l Borst-Pauwels''") %
B, Lacatarius rufus F1 L. hepaticus XF55{F HBURK, BMEARRHR B #9458 (0. 03mmol Al /L) 2l ENTHI A,
{8 Laccaria bicolor 148 X445, 7£ 0. Smmol AL/L fSE IR , Ak KR A AN H " o AR R W, vk
%5 (1. Ommol AVL) {2 Pr 715 H4<, Xt Cg SIV Ml Hr Sp B4 KICBE RN, UK 3 Fh BB 5 A —E 1
H() e, 33— T R AR R I B9 o (B, 30 & B Laccaria bicolor 1) 3 Mk R Xt R EURK,
Cenococcum geophilum XT4EWARGUR" . H B LR £ F IR HE 2 — Al fE R 3 3% Laccaria bicolor H4E YR AR
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[, Cumming 25" BF FH f) 48 ¥k BE A R A R 36 B0 — %, REEX B MBI M ER KK E; KRR TR
Cenococcum geophilum [f)Bk 2 SITEAN R , 7S 7] Mk 2 0 AR ) A 75 BRI v SR 4 10 T ok L7 R T 00 A 253 B o
HER Laccaria bicolor 3 Mk 2 VR AR (43 51 WA 15 KR I B WA 2R bk 398 v 0 3 [ L 36 AE AR AR - 398 eh 4
BEAAR) eI 4R 1 A RNt 4% S, IR B SRR i Lb S238N 4k K, 3X 55 Cumming %1 BF 53
Laccaria bicolor Tit48 L5 VAR, B4 Lb S238A Fl Lb 270 HIA4E K, B, B NAK, FEF LML B ) ECMF
i, B i I B bR AR, BRI Y . BT E R R, B AR SRR I B4 R W R S A RS B
25N FE A S A AR R TR AR 37, BOR K HRA8 19 R BT (Tt ) M B Rh (bR ) 38 7 4k 42 9517 18] 332 b
R,

KA TFRAVRE BRAPISRFIERYIR, 15D Y B A B SRR — /Ny F RN A
PURRINBEAR \ Z B PR R RS XA MR A BRI AN FMAESFEX ™ EARS WA
BT | Ly pH AL kI — 1 . (i %M, ECMF S0 i B BN 2 H Y 10 ER YR, ECMF
22 KGR WO B BHES T, o8 TR 5 P45, 2 40 B AR B 0 oAb, 4Bl 4 1
T ,ECMF B EE/MB MK A IR . REFEATFRXEENRIME BBTRE R TH S BR
ECMF (i) 48 FHLER

P (Tit) 48 BRI 7E SE a1 R BRI 2 I DR, B & 45 B 7, R B T IZE AR BR - 308 vp 3 o, 0k
AR R, MUY A BRIEE S TN () SR A X 27, ZEBIRE T, 3t () 485k Pr
715.Cg SIV #1 Hr Sp 3 H) H* B B $EFRMH M H MR, KW ECMF Bk T KB HAR, I
b FERE SR IR, FELETH 45 B R 32 /NS 5 A BB AR 5 1 3R pH (H ™ I8 /0 3 OH ™ 3 fin ) , T Fe
IREEHIEYE o FrLL, ZESB e s, 5T () BE AR 2008 H ¥ 38 A0k A48 7T B 25 T3 B8 () 48 0 Bk
71, R R (bR H1 (i) 48 RO HLEE AT BB BT A A

R E B R ECMF 25 ER, ST AT 4 R . EImMKEAHECh 12.45 58
AR E IFRRGEH , TT A A S48 B TR A& 1, MR B R v, R . I, B AR
SEVBRIE SR — A E B WTHEILH ) ECMF MR B/ INA 35 TR /8 EL P () 484, 20 fe 11
KANEHHER /N EESAR )  ZEBINE KA T, Tis R4 () B2 SURE ECMF, & 1140 15 ) B FR 5k
BN, B R/ IS B R G AR B A AR T RE RS & ECMF Hi (Tt ) 48 M98 55 IO 1845 , X 5 Cumming 251 [ BF 5845
AL . ECMF 433055 R ) A B R ST R _b 700 b 4R Bihat F) — b ) T4 38 S, (LM A o — o s e 9
PR BLAD, BERRFT 5 + 3 rp [E E B I04E R AR A RN, B BRAR , 3255 T B P B B B S A i 0o
BRI o SEXHEY IR E L — R AR IR BRI o BT LA, 7E 48 E T AR ECMF B M i fin
AR 26 TR B 2 DB () MR 1™ o G IR, B I ] O SE -, WLEE B35 300 1 1 T
¥ (AT RE 4R S ETE AR XMEVS PEBEBR LR ) B W 5% , 0 ECMF 4}3B i HLBRAE AL-P UL VA Pl 536 %
FEVER, EI% A R S SE

BN SR AR R E R AR AR S B B RS, —H WX REUATN 0.7657" (n = 108) 4L
B 22 SR AR E AR R . X-RFS R AT R 0, 48 LA R B IR L TE AR B T Pisolithus tinctorius 2 2 WK
YL MIRE P, AR AT TR SRR P o R R P A R VR B 4R, Lb S238A (Lb S238N Al Lb 270 % 3 #k
U8t B T 22 (R I8 B B By, (ELAE W B ) LR R B S BRI, AR R BN TR A 2 2 LA BB TR R
B AT DI AME IS ST I T EE R . MR, 7EHL () PE%E3R 9 ECMF Pt 715 ,Cg SIV
Hr Sp &4, BAABE 5 - Bt BEAN 545 vk B2 3 0 T [R5 3285 , (BB X B AT 9 2 4 TE 4 SR /R T , 3 KR40 48
TEB 22 T RE LA o8 TR S AEE , UG MR S IR G 0 B . IR BSR7EM A 221K A TR 30, B 224k
KR AR RAE TR 25 T B 1L S8 HE AR AR , WA 27 L I E R

VR B AR R A Rl K BT HR, B R AR IR R ECMF [ & 4R R, ULBTEHE T BT
SRR, SN R SRR A A0 ECMF f 4 408 PR [R] , o v BB R B VR TN i 8 Mk BE IR R 8 85 . e AR, 40 2
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70 ZFERHITE AR, AU R BEFRRICR 25 T AR, BT . R, ZESRMA SR IF T, B 2L IR A R R VR B
B T EAREE SRR A TR E X

B2, ECMF 4 (i) S5 A9 BE A7 7E I OBk (BR) [B1 225, SRMRE A& MF T B A RRBL A8 /R BEATHL ()
PEIRSS B ZIEIRZ —o BRI RST () BUA R MBI E A (BR) , 8 &k E—RIVA 48 THU () 68 #9428
AEARIOE , Jnee B IR A B R R R 0 WS B N SE o LA S T B R o B T A O R b8 B — Bk B TR AR B
SR o
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