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Abstract; Nitrogen, as the most demands of nutrient element for plants, can be uptake by the symbiosis of arbuscular
mycorrhizal fungus ( AMF) and host plant with different forms, such as inorganic nitrogen, simple amino acid, even some
complicated organic nitrogen and so on. Since the NH," expresses low mobility in soil and AMF belongs to the obligate
fungi, it can be accounted that AMF possess the major contribution for host plant about NH,” uptake. Some recent
researches showed the existing of ornithine cycle related to nitrogen transport in AMF, and the arginine may take the mostly
nitrogen transfer role in the AMF hypha. In this article, we attempt to outline the mechanism of nitrogen metabolism such as
uptake, transport, assimilation and exchange in AMF, and focus on the characteristic of AMF nitrogen utilization.

Forthmore, we hope to elucidate why AMF take an important role in nitrogen cycle of the ecosystem.
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B #R ( mycorrhiza) 2 HAR E B SHE YR R B 3L A= 14, A 8 E 5 (arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi,
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R R . BN AR X R BRI A A AR AE AMF #4277 50 % AMF 7E BUEFF R 4R A Xk A
TSR B BAE— ARG BIR

1 MABREREFSHENEEESR

1.1 MEEARX TSR BF A

FHBHREEYNEERIE, PSS AN S A RMEY G B AR EEREIAEE .
Haines 1 Best T 1976 4F-{5 Y52 21| $: B PG BR B2 2 ( Glomus mosseae) WIS B2 INE W ( Liquidambar styraciflua) B
BRI TR IR 7, TR /AD T 8 b bk e ) (B LA 45 H BAR B X To LR B 3 A A
WEA T H AR A A MBS TR EAR AT, 3 e SR MRS RN & il
FEABKRIZE S, BT X4 B A R TR R e T R L E

LA 9% F AL R BT IE AHT 2 B 28 AR e 8 R S B A R BE 1 LB FF I, Cuencal”) i F AR
( Erythrina variegata) 375 FAEY) , LR NO; Sy 25— SRR A, & B AR AMF B HIAR A M B & T A ML
Y2 £, A A B WA FHER , W EAR AT REFI A T NO, ,{H Cuenca FH/ERFSTILA % & AMF AI RE ¥ JeitE T
8 ERERORIUHE T R T A& BB, Azcon %5150 8 1 1) 75 122 F0 A 90 s ol FES I R R 81 AR PO
B, H A NO, M3k R IR SN 22 WV , & BLEERP AMF (RN F B B35 5 T ik 0 A 1
FAbEE, A ER AR E A RIS MBS A, AN ER RS AN RS P HSASBIHED R
REFKFARX,

AMF AALEEFIF NO, , iR REFIFISMA B NH, IR ZBF5E% AMF F NO, #1 NH, HIBE 8T i, B3
AMF %f NH," fyi e B k™" . Hawkins' ™ FIf] Ri T - DNA #8803 R B9 BT 52 & B8 (o7 76 B 10 JBE VG sk
FE 5 (Glomus mosseae) H WX °NH, BEH T NO, , HEUER ik 15 1%, HH B0 B B A B 22 ik NH,
33 AT NO; , Hawkins' ) 5B5@ 1 4 I FR /> 2 R AR L BN NH, F°NO, 3B T AMF #RAME 2268
BRI NH, F1 NO; FE#ERBAMY, H NH, BB ICHE R T NO; . Yoko 21 i i M & 70 % R A HIBF 5T
WK, BEERHH ( Glomus aggregatum) FIMRANE L2 NH, F£4515 48 T K (Zea mays L. ) KRN0,
) 10 £%,

AMF It NO; 1 NH,” XHEY M SIS BATE LIEP M sh A 6 N0, ZEH#h B ahie s, fbdid
BUpoR B AR R A ToH AR AT R B SCR P s NH, 54 - SR e 1A e W e, 76 - 398+ B R 30
P2, HIER R R— T X" AMF (R0 B 22 BB 181 22 5 B K A ik NH, |, X RERE Y™K T 4R R I
T, KB B NH, |, FILE 225 NH, BRI fEA B RME L. ERVAESRSES, T ANHEZKE
£, LEHHNH, F2EMK, —BRELTASEAEYIRE N WRERERE, AEETREAGT, LEPH
NO,; #ahth T e, BT NH, sl &4 — 2 e, Brid AMF 76K B AE 7= it TR R SR
BN, X PR ST AMF 7R 8 K B A =

EHEE KRR E Y —— A E R E A A AR, R R TR R A R K2R, I BA TS
PEEA SN TOHL R R R A S AB 90 2R K A B S R 7 SRR 0 4 BB 35 S 0 AMIF B 22 W iC R 4632 R R 10
B AMF B2 THLR BRI R0 A YA R £ TS, b BB 7EE— A BAE (f A
RENTRERE) K8 sh 20 BRI 2 A FF90OESE . AMF 1] G2 AE MY — & F &R
FELEH)  TE T B MMEIRAE , I Yoko! ™ (B8 ARSI 2 BLARRIL T NO; L (EH A REREER LA T Y, —F 0N
BB LZIAN, BT AN B 7S SRR AN £ E B EH TH LI, 40 T6E Y5 AMF RE 4R
FRHMBIR BRI, A S EY ARG SRITE, X WRIFEA T AMF 28 5745 SR B 1
1.2 MBERXTA SR RF A

TP RS N AL, TE N EERSA B SAMEREREARER ™ . MERE R R
W FI ARG H R R A ER B RE—RE LA YA, AMF R E 2 A VLA RE 17— S p R
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FAR—R, (H L RS Uo 25 5 2 B AR X AR ARk 15 BB IR NH, P20

TIEP A NERK LB E I 0 FESFER , RZ A GHEY E 53R, fnaek e # 4A AL
RAENRR, FER B AR EFRNIEALRAT ZHE . Hodge'™ i3 M /% REHIBIFT R Clomus
hoi FIRRANER 22 REFI IR 2 A DS A ——RE R C 1PN BARC BB 5 ) 32 B (Lolium perenne L. )
Joanne Fl Hodge '™ 38 7E 5 SMUAF ST 1 & BUAR N ERBEEE ( Glomus intraradices ) W75 #8R A HLEAF FHRE ST, X
SHH KBRS LTSI —E X R Nayyar™ 53 5 7] I B BRBE B ( Glomus clarum) (T BBk
FEfil ( Glomus claroideum ) FI#R [N BK #& 55 ( Glomus intraradices ) YE Jy B Fh {= YL 48, B BF 4= B8 3 ( Psathyrostachys
Jjuncea) , KIL 3 FHEER AFEXIIE T 2 Z WAVLARNT L, X A EF IR R T 228%

Hodge /NAFIERFFEH-BA LB C BN —REBAE YRR, YL AMF 1] f8 24 K4 THA L
RO MEAFI . AMF AR AN G 22 BRI 13 B0RE b 320 W8 — LE 7K At B 0 S AB ) 2 2R ) o it , AN EF 4E R G
R AHRBEE . AMF B T A A LR 16 B BB PR AT, 3 38 o i 28 S5 A 1 0 485 4 1)
T HLERIH L , Schimel Al Weintraub '™ f#7I [z )i AMF (AR 415 22 R 44 FL ol PR AR WA R C, R i, 1
EYNS S5EIR . AMF SR PR S8 o 2 1E R R SE B  , 7853 S o vh SE B AR 3 R
AL, R AMF BEFIHEZ BB SHANA, XEREMEEY AT REZ T, REEVEBRESR
ST RIRRIZES T
1.3 SRR AR B R

B R LB R P S B B 2% E AT B ESIE S SR T AMF A HOREE, W2 AMF 5
MY LA RO BRI — Y ARl . DR R A, BETE E R E WA G RAMNA AR AR, AMF 12 54
R HLBEENFEESABRANZER, AP URAERRHWEEKCEFRRERES . Z280F0 T IRKE
RISNR N SR B R B R R R ARIME T, R 4E A — A NH, o RUUR B DL AR B 1 O (R e R EL 2
—If) NO; &™) X S v B R NH,” %t AMF FIMRAIM A FEAAE —EMXR. A, H TFESAR
WS TS BIZERR H [R] AL, e FRAE 3% K 8 B BRoK AL & 9, T s /D T BB AR 45 4 BT R 6 6 7= W i 45, AMF
AR Z —EREN, [ERERRRE AMF FRGRME 2% E 58 FEYAEKNAR WREIF A, H
FIAHET , RGN 2255 B (i 28 A] e R A RS A K, AR K AR Lk THEA Y N/P HG) T
RE BN R FRFDE 2% B 5 HGB1E D AMF SRR A AN — 1S FHE, ALK E
AMF &R BRI BB T o

EIVEXN TAR SMEEREENX AN R REBERARSFELENR L EEEESRE S5HY
TESYIRETF R T — S0 1 TAE : Kate"™ {5 FIBE T BR 7RG /347 77 s (FAME ) 8198 & 3124 + 3 rh s BUR B AL
BB, ZERDH N AMEBUE T T3 WA AL, i 80 T R AMF (19 F 52, $EL T AMF S5 Y34 3¢
F s Kaori ™" 5% BUAR YK BE (19 51 57 58 B4 111 786 3 ( Sorghum. vulgare) 43I strigolactones (—FiAR R4 , AR
PEMKE AR BB B 220 X R R YA L5505 R, SREE R UURACR , 3F F I8 —K) NO; A
B 2R R 5 UBHY strigolactones & L NH, &, 1RE 4 | £, XLEFFRLERH L EIR T HNFAXT AMF (1)
MR, WS HT T R Z58 A — 2, B FESN R B IR, AMF A K Z M, RN R FEME L HEER T
K&, 7550 NH, & EXF AMF fsZE K,

2 MEERAENEENEEFHIE

AMF SRR I 51z 45 M) O 38 [ 3R s BR BOR BIESE , HBE R LS S A S A, ALE
ESERRE T o SRT, BESE I A PF AR IR, AMF Wi () 9803 XA 40 B SR ot B R 19 22 5%, R e T
AMF Xt &R 19F] FHRE 1A B 25 B IEXT IR IOE SR 2 MR b, bR A B AR R A A3 5 T
VEAER B T 822 WX T TET R 5, et o LA YA 494 5 o
2.1 B ERE S A ES

THLRAEAE YR A I R fL 7 =X £ 2@ 1k GS-GOGAT #&48, REWZ U i NO, 5@ i A% BR 38 J5% i ( nitrate
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reductase, NR) 71 7. %4 FR 38 J& B % 1k o NH,' , NH," T8 33 GS-GOGAT & 72 Wi /i~ Bi——4 & Bh ik & G
( glutamine synthetase, GS) MR RR & B HIE R ABE IR, S RREEAINE TN S FERLR,
— B REARE S AAEY . GS-GOCAT B2 P iMRiE R B A A B & R EE R RERES

AMF 5 Y)Y S EAE — e B E L m THEM R RS, AMF @ % S5 Y #h -3 NR 1
GS BYIEHERSSY . Azeon I BFST R B Glomus fasciculatum AR E T WA (Allium cepa L. ) #b_F# ) NR
1 GS 1E 1, B4R T HAR R M NR 1 GS 351, 3 HR R IR THEEE K, XAl 3% CREFR) e, &
NH, & BB MR TR AMF 248 T K (Zea mays L. ) BRI GS 3HHE, TXF i Heh GS 1
SEMBIN, M E GS THREH MR T2 5 R KR, GS 5 — MEF RS 5 6% H Bk NH, 175
1k, R A i s EHLRRML LA, i TR S TS B R BEA B T MRk, T b _b 3R 16 R 7 10
BE A BB, BT ARICE NH, AR R ER AR 7E MR ik R4k, T DL S R B B TR 8 At B3R5, g AR &
GS WE M Ak S LAY RAL R BE ST o

7E GS-GOGAT %42 ,NH; HRMLFEE KB IBK LS B RSY  F R K AMF 5 EmyiR it
BOKAL A R e R A K SRR R N T Bk AL & I 7EAR R B0 TE LB, BT A NR A0 GS {& PE7EAR RS AT 1 10
FI. NR A GS L5 M ERTH BB S 5 AMF (RYL 1 Joiies i B 5 3R UL, Azeon™ 52 ]
FHEFRP AMF BPEZEIBEAE t ik 3] T 4275 NR 1 GS & PEf B 59, B 32755 I8 BER i AMF f4b 32, NR 0
GS 1H LIRS T BB R4 Fh AMF (B 451, W T RE R GERE R B SRR B/E . BRT, 6T AMF S5
PRI BE LD, E— 2 TR # Z A X R B EE NRA REHIBII .

2.2 RAAMEREREN %R

FARAEY) AT AR R EER R EL AMF 2RI NRAR R, AR R LRI A EY R R
AT A PEUE AR 30% 245 1) Ml i LR B R BEAEZ M. R, R BT H A 5 AR
22N R iz L IR KRR B L RR S TS AR AR AR B 13 b i AR (LR E R AR Y —— AR B B Z [
JRAT I o
2.2.1 MEHEBREREMAL GS-GOGAT 153

HRANE 22 BeXt L3 rp ) LRI T RO 8, UEFH I 21N P Re e —E AR R % . REIMIR K
Bl AMF #7240 B4 NR 3EHE), Smith ) 78 AMF B 224k py R 2] GS T6 1, HHe il 3 22 W77 7E
GS-GOGAT jx—& 42, BE%E /T LEWFI PCR R MR AT, D58 7 AT ZHE4k , Lopez ™) R 4R sk B
(Glomus intraradices) 4G NAFTERT NH, 5 BESE ML RO FEIE 1K, 37 HH B 22 B FE7E S5 NO; i NH, IR I
b 5 i — R 5§ s Manjula" ) 2638 53 K0 W AR 41 B 22 F GS-GOGAT 384275 XK B9 mRNA %A KPAE T
GS-GOGAT &2 HIFF7E ; Breuninger™*® [ITFSTE R I GS 7E AMF 9454~ 25 Ay B BE#R Wl 4L i 3%, H X4 4R it o
— SRR, GS TEMETE o X LT ST ERUE I B 22 Y A FE AL 2R U GS-GOGAT 242, 3f H R B 44 7]
RN RN EERR . W ERFRE Azcon ™ FIXSELATMEDFIE H 3 Fh AMF X MMM R NR F1 GS 15 PR 5
B LR , B E AR R NR 1 GS & HEAIE TN E NR Al GS 151, i b3 BA .

B 22 NO; 0 2858 1 SR JEL g 0 S RO SRR 5 4k g NH, A BB #E A GS-GOGAT fE 3R, It ik
JFId AR BN FE ATP, B — MRERE AR, WUk I Rk NO; H NH, ZH— B0, MR TEZRRE . MEHIR
HE R KT MIE I, ORI EA I, RAEME BB AL &) , Be BN AR RE B A R e R4
X TRREER IO A TR A EERNE X, 7EX & b, AMF 7] B85 (i 47 Tl NH, o

F5h,7E NH, 1 [F] 4kt iR AR 7E A & BR i 2 B8 ( glutamate dehydrogenase, GDH) i& 42, 7E IEH HE A KM T,
GDH %42 Rk i) NH 8 /0" . Robinson"' IANTE C YR B Z 44T ,GDH Wl fE7E#54eFfL NH, LA EE
Yo Jean"* [)BIF 55 & BRI AR N BRIEE ( Glomus intraradices) ) Ri T-DNA 5% MR A) GDH 15 ¥4 R AH:
PR 2 3%, HHEMIZE NH, BRI L, GS T REFE B 22 A Pk A K IS TE MR , R4 B4, 17 GDH JUJ 76 7
2ERNRREA R —EER.
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2.2.2 RIEMCHERE R RN K277

YRR R RE T A NO; 2E AW i =X st B 3s i, AMF 257778 R 4 IR R 1 12 4 77
2.7 Johansen % FLEIHEN ZUR LA NO; Jhy EMIERAEH 22 RS, 1 NH, 58 B IR AR, T vk BE ) NH, %o
G B E AR, LA NH, £ 095653 7 2T RS/ o Kaldorf ™! 72 A FR RTINS T A BRI S B o , 11
R R BERLL NO; JE ez i, (L IEHEMI AT SR = B A RURIESR

DEERBI R 2 WA FE K R I B R R R 1), T RER W 2 W AR MR,
Bago' ™! 4 LAt Sk 9 i W00 8 22 P9 716 7 3 40 SRR A IR £ 1% SRR A 7 (urea cycle) , 7E T 2 A2 LATEHL
BB, TR LA IS MRS , K2R (arginine, Arg) M 2 EZIEZ . Manjula™! SR AN F1" C
PRCHI R, PARIAE 2 7 B 1 AR SR 5 7 R R 78 B 22 AR R 22 18] B 30 3l 1% O , ok il 1 S i 8 )t € & PCR
(Real-time PCR) )75k, Kl T GS-GOGAT i@ # & & EBRIEI 19 < S M) mRNA 7K Ui B T RER IAALTT
3, %4 Bago HUEMIIRBL T BHESCHF o 7341, Cristina 1 Jin 55 AFE Bago I X ZE A} tRE 1% B8 i LASIE SE A0
#h7E. BURHLATIBT AN B R R AE AMF %12 7 XA S 1,

NO;~ NH,*
Soil Hexose
1
7
/
NR VO ’ AMT
NOs~ - Nl‘[4+ ' 1
E , NH,* —> NH,*
UreaseT
Urea
Arginase
Host
root

Bl RAEER R R AR R Z (8] 5B LB N R

Fig. 1 The model of N transport and metabolism in the symbiotic system between arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi and root
NO; 3 NH, BRAME 225 258 NR F1 GS-GOGAT &35 [ 4k , i 1 5 MR AB IR I & BUE 2 56468 Arg; ERM o NH," I FEIM ] T
arginase il urease FRJ{E 1, ARIE Arg A, FALJG I Arg TTREZ 15 PolyP #48fKJ5 XM ERM #3) 2 IRM, T ERM R {R¥RBE i) NH," 5%
T arginase I urease FRE L, Arg SRABHF A NH, Ifilad AMT Fe R ZARAN L ; Orn S 7™ 25 I EAEFR 7T BE7E IRM o /3 34475 2 ERM
NO; or NH,' is taken up by the fungal ERM and assimilated via NR and the GS-GOGAT cycle, then to Arg by the anabolic arm of the urea cycle; The
presence of NH;" in the ERM inhibits the activity of arginase and urease; Arg may binds to PolyP and move to the IRM; The IRM is deficient in
nitrogen, which favors the activity of arginase and urease leading to production of NH;" , which is transferred to the root via AMT; Amino acids from
Omn breakdown may be catabolized within the IRM or translocated to the ERM
ERM: H4}HE % extraradical mycelium,IRM: 3Py # intraradical mycelium,NR ; fi§FRA JFfif§ nitrate reductase, GS: AR BN S B glutamine
synthetase , PolyP : ZZ R R £ polyphosphate, Arg: ¥4 & FRHf Arginase, Urea: JJX it} Urease, Om: 1 44 & Omithine, AMT: ammonium transporters
NH; BEEEE , CBF Hexose

AMF B2 i AEE i £ 58550 3 N5

(1) REFERINE 22 A KR

Manjula'**! i1 Cristina"** 5@ 2 il B 22 2 BB NH,” 35 3% )5 & BUR SM B 22 i R34 Arg #5° N FriRic,
PN ARIT Arg AT (5 EE N RTINS IR 90% , T KB H i B B AR (L HZ Arg.Om Lys il His)
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AT EZRRE P XU 2RI N K60 Arg (577 T H o Manjula ki 2R 41
W22 K& GS f3R35 mRNA, Ui GS-GOGAT 12 @RS 2 [FAL TTHL AW FZig e . AMF ARAME 22 1R I
) NO, F1 NH,” 7£ NR FI GS SRk T [Flfb A& 8R (Gln) , Gln @ 13 2 R RIEIF B & Bag R 55 1 Arg
B RZR BIEFETR (N pool) (B 1) o

(2) REAWLNNERS

Cristina"** 1118 N( L Arg 24 FHFE ) BELL 3nmol mg ™' fresh weight h ™" fry 3 BE ARSI G 22 [l 4 1N T 227
%, HLAE B 22 8] P 60 S B B0 T, T AT 3 YA S T 3] T 42 (B AE 76 = A0 Arg S5 38 1, A0 T 1)
Arg GNARTETE 22 [ AW 25 52 S AR THFE R B I RB & J% C, HEM Arg W] BB RN 2 RBEER %L (PolyP) W IRl iz 4, AP
P N fERE 22 N 2B E K . 7350, AMF B8 R0k i TO R 2 4 A% 2549 , FL 6 v] BB 7E 18 22 R A T IR,
S R AR AR TR TR BRI K v, 3XAE Arg (58 REFE USRIV HP IR B2 A6 BE ARSI B 22 [ml AR 9 B 2275
U (E 1),

(3) REAMNEL MBI EBARR

N DL Arg B RS 2R N E 25, iR B R U Arg SR ERISMIE RGBS E ERMHE, 4 C &
WIRBE N % PR b, HEZNEEC HBAREN —BEBARRT I N RUTHIS B REH
AR RZ LB EERTFFR KR I, TEAR N 22 T FE 7 B 30 1 1 RS S BR B ( arginase ) 1 IR B
(urease) ,arginase Jf P93 Arg 55 B NH," ] MR A B 22 p NH," W AREAE™ . Manjula"' % 3115 4
UGS , SR ERR AR RN BB R R N 2 P A Rk B W LR AN 225t 10 4%, T 5 NH,” %%
A XK NH,” $%iz 2 H (ammonium transporters, AMT) F)EE R 7EAR N B 22 i ik m Aot Rk . UEIAER NS
22, Arg T JGHE arginase Fil urease MEAL T , 8 i S A BRIG I ) 7 g i AR B NH, 1 5% 2R ( Ormithine,
Orn) ,NH, it AMT A8 AR A, 4ERe R B 220 NH, MRKF, 2 5%E0 C ERNE
DR —TENR FIRSNE 4, k52 SR (E 1) o

GS-GOGAT i# 2 S ZRRIGA IR GEFRBE T AR ER LR R Z MR B . T8 Arg fEAH
ZNRREENEBNFZEESE —E WA E X HEMBRERER NH, X EFE™ENFEE. Ag 25
QRGP R EZ (B =4, RE PR ZEAR SD B 22 FIAR N B 22 [ 5528 LB TE A, INFEAR P9 B8 22 vl 23 i 1Y
HEAFE AN PR BET 0 REC A NHY o 5380, IRHLA(NH, ) MBS m1E ER4E N fe#EH C B,
Xt F B B A BEH A YA AMF A REZERN L, MHEFE GS-GOGAT X —id 2 2 ik LA K 4L NH,
HIRERCEEA TR o

Manjula 55 A\ 32t MALEIXS R R 7E AMF B8 22 N 1 28 Ak RO ia T — A LR SE B I g0, itk — B B
AMF 3t 52 R F R SR AL TRE , (B I % 2 B0 8 Tovk i R 7, A0 Arg 7E B8 22 8] B 1% 38 7 =X, IR Y
PR ZZRER) Om f 21, AR I 45 1 R 5 5 5% . BREREIF I SEE
3 MABERAERERBERFHESER

AR AMF A ZEFI R TR AR A W R, A FIE A M AESER B0 R . B
T KPR SARME Y HR A B0 B B AR MR, AMF f 77 78 b S0 5 38 8 SR A M B g g™
AMF 55498 B8 & #5 Op [ 65007 ) 5 22 i R B3 T AR i 3R 78 3R 0L, AR 38 B R 21 0 PR 45 H S AR 0 e
FTIERZWEM LR HEEE/ER, BT AMF ZE43R N, EE LY T — /MM,

EZHPARE R L ES ,NO;, REHNAK FEILE,NH, S8BR, AR REIR R Aimrds T
NO; 5 NH, 7E +#H B sh ik DL K& [Ffk — & il FERE B 22 5, AMF it F NH, TR S K, 7EA& H 3
WP RAR T R R E IR BN IR LB, Y B R T S 2 A BEMRE L. MAEBRESRE P,
TP THLR LU NH, BRI , AMF 15 R Z B Wl E 48 A T EE , HR I RS 375800
TEHAEBREF RENZEEE R B EOAREEEAFRNAIR S T LIRS R MR K], Hodge™ f
YERIBEAR T F A MR MBI ST F B SR A1 42d , (58 REASIU HH B 22 TR 55 88 T 32% B HLAURTR , o8 F i Y
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aEEE T, MR EINRE L BRI 58 BRES RS, BA MR BRI, 23 B HLA
HOFI P AE 0 B b B R, TR AR A SEIG I AE K 1a 58 2a XA W BT ARURT AMF 76 T 36 ek
MR, I B RS HAAE T R R AMF {2368 HLES (LR A4, UL SHE HLES L%
T T ST ) + 3R R TE S (BB o« BB BN A 3R 2658 Z IR THEY
I T R B

T R RS A LR TR IR A B RS WS EA BB, AMF 1B T L
WYL R4y , Eoxt A A B EE N, Klopatek'™ % Bl AMF 977 7EMEAR T 138 b R 1040 1 1) 8
B, Cavagnaro " WF5T 45 i AMF {5k FH + I RS AL A I A BT RRAR, B4R AMF B9/ AR T 38 i s Ak 40
B 7E TR R SHH EWEIET —EEM. B4, Angel ™ WIBFSE L] AMF 5 133 b () 3 )t B A Bk
R, HIER AMF 19F K (Zea mays L. ) #3BR 1385 in A S 48] ( Balanteodrilus pearsei) B 328 T E KM
WG B, AH H AMF B M 48] B0 77 76 B 3E B 5B . 78 MU BT ST P, B A ML B8] B R AR T AMF (3 3 K, T
Reddel ") ZE i 5| HEE b 2 BR T Se e 9 AMF # TR 22, TE B AMF BB 22 A7l T S8 i & 4,
T 45 7E ok s IR A5 M A HEAE R, AMF ZE G2 T HIRA5H .

ZABERNAERE SRS LMY RS 2 F KR, AMF 78478 R4 0 R B E o0 JE S
GEMISEHR A T BB, AMF MARSNE 2 BA K TR . 20 T Em  R—FESY R KBRS
HITEZS , TR BRI B 22 T B 22 22 [T B T A 76 3R i H 3 ST T — MK I SR RS W M 4%
Hp Wi T AR ESR,AMF 513 SR Z Y R MEDRET — MEERNES RS, RES RS
H R i/ B — 3R
4 RE

MR B REH BV IR A R B 5F, XEER S M AR LI s B AR H L R LR P BNEE . R
BESEEG S tE A A, G5 SR AR AR AR 22 B, X LB T B ARTE K H A P B i . AMIF T 22 P4 80 28 A A TR0 fy s
3L, R HESE AMF 3R R BRI B R AR T B IR Kok (N RESS S M B H (5 5 BIF IR AR
52, BULTE AMF SHAZK WFIF L SBUEE L A PHE R BER .

AMF XA N AR A MRRE R E AMF ZER R P S A EEENAE, MG RN S AMF A
KEDRGHEMPF BN S AMF R &R AR MYIEAAEZS S, N Z WA k. IER5E
JR I 54 ( Populus trichocarpa) FI7K RS ( Oryza sativa)) (3% BRI 41 51 % 3L — % M L TG B AR 10+ F A6 R B 401
FiJF (Arabidopsis thaliana) ¥ & A BARE E K AMT( EE S5 NH, B BEH) FEEE . EREY
H5HMERAERKN MNP EEER T -EMHERFNRIE RS, EREYERR IR ] BT
MR, T A5 AT RN T AR A AR IS T E N AESIEA.
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