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WE RS ERFRRG BIEE A AT S0 PR EREE 54, R R TR AR BAR FL I (arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi, AMF)
XL BT ( Medicago sativa L. ) A<+ K FaME IR IR 520, RIS SME T, Glomus intraradices 31 EH T8 MR R MY IR Je R 1 g 2
=T Acaulospora scrobiculata 1 Diversispora spurcum $EFHALER . 1EH K0T K AM B Y88 0 35 52 SRk A e R i ik
B, TRME B TR ARA R AR R T, BUA b AR A AR R A SR B R He R D, spurcum 2B T
FEARAMEAR AL Wi R AU 6. intraradices B 2532/ TAERRBEVR R . AM E I EZRWE]> 2 mm AR F RAEEG, UL G.
intraradices fEFIRCR I 3 . TERLLZE W |G, intraradices WEHR R T BIRER R FH, OTFERW] AM EE X LW R
T B BURAE T 107 T MR 800 PR - 38K 43 SR A RS [R) B R 5, T 5038 R A G intraradices X - EZ5 A8 FIAR ) 4 K R
R AE A AR A AR R AR TR FILR Ak - SR T Bk T i e A R i R TR R, X TR TR AM. LT BT 25 R 0 AR
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Influences of AM fungi on plant growth and water-stable soil aggregates under

drought stresses
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Abstract; In the present study the influences of different arbuscular mycorrhizal ( AM) fungal species on the formation of
water-stable soil aggregates and growth of Medicago sativa 1. were examined under simulated drought stresses in a
compartmented cultivation system. In addition to observations on mycorrhizal colonization, plant growth responses and soil
aggregates, we also monitored soil chemo-physical properties and plant physiological responses for uncovering the
mechanisms underlying mycorrhizal functions. The experimental results indicated that, root colonization by Glomus
intraradices was significantly higher than those by the other two fungal species, Acaulospora scrobiculata and Diversispora

spurcum irrespective to soil water conditions. Under well watered conditions, all three AM fungal species significantly
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increased plant biomass and P concentrations; while drought stresses significantly inhibited plant growth and mycorrhizal
colonization. There were no observable mycorrhizal effects on plant growth under drought stresses, meanwhile, inoculation
with D. spurcum even reduced plant biomes, and only G. intraradices increased plant P concentrations. As for mycorrhizal
effects on soil structure, AM fungi mainly affected water stable soil aggregates with particle size > 2 mm, and G.
intraradices exhibited most prominent effects. Consistently, G. iniraradices significantly increased the contents of glomalin-
related soil proteins in the hyphal compartment of the cultivation system. The study clearly demonstrated the positive
influences of AM fungi on formation of large soil aggregates and plant drought tolerance, while there was large variation
among different AM fungal species. To make sure of successful ecological restoration of degraded ecosystem with assistance
of mycorrhizal fungi, selection of tolerant AM fungal strains should be fully considered. At present, further study is still

necessary to reveal the biological and molecular basis for the differences in stress tolerance of different AM fungal species.

Key Words: arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi; drought stress; soil structure; water stable aggregate

DR T 32 TR AR e f ™ Y [ 5K — T AR PR K i 2 S i G SR Y 4 4
BT FER Ak A DR IR Ah 5 Hb 7K U2 7™ 5 i X L e YD VA b XK T kA e R AR A
TR IRTERE T - A5 R P2 R T SRR PR IE RE A2 A TAE A ) GBI I 2 —

FIEEMIIE U RS R G R AR R YA R RS ERIINEE R el 2 E R T, Ak
Yy IR 73 LSS M TR E RS EEEAE ], Diaz-Zorita 55 A48 Hh HIERMIRAK (5250 pm) T2 i HIEMR R
B A PR ZZ I S5V FITE B, A TSR AR (<250 pom) IR AR E , BBt 20 PHE R A2 e, B
25t 50a $01E, HABCRANA BN o FE5M 200 H ) R EL B 1 A ) 1 PR TS R 0 A sk b AiE 0 + 98 K I 2R
AL B, IR SE 1354

TEH SR AT 85% HIAE Y Fh IS FLF T A W AAE W RE WS K I AL B AR (arbuscular mycorrhiza, AM ) (51
AM FEAGE S ZFEAR S A 8T TS SRR A K R B R R0 A RE 8 7AW R I A TR AR R R
MO 22K = AR 1%+ HE A 7= AR TR Z S 00T AL L R B JH 22 2l 400 T o )l ) o i [
T R T A U A AR SR e A AR AR R 2R, T AR B R U AR BB R
RESZMRIAR T H A 203 FGEZEVE I . TR 22 IR0, AM B TR E 5 A W Ak 2 AR A A FR R A 9 )
PVE TR Z b 52 45 454 . T 220K AR BRI F R (Glomalin) BA YRR AUTERE, HLHAD 135k
IKACA P I L EURL A RE 78 3—10 A5 DRI 7R 390K 6 B R R A R B v h R I B EEAE A
Ay A A B AR A P 24 Rl b W B S5 VR, B 228 5 /R R D i s + S IR A Y (it
TIEARARATE L, IR EE R, AM B 38R P R AR T 1 5 A B R Y AR AR AT R
PTG T RIS AR AR KRR I 32 B R B R R R i s o0 ) vl L, AM B 1E A R 24
TR 72 A+ 25 DI R AR, RS AEAN IR Z2 IR 38 RS IRI VR A, fi a2 - S 1A SRAR TR B, el 1254
HE TR B RN R IEAE g, b R R R R R AR S R GRS T

G AM ELTA 0 IS5 RN ST A 5N RERARIFSE 7 Bl (e 4B A R T AN
FiJE AM EL R0+ HeLE MM RS S22 50 SR, B AT B X FORTEIK 43 2606 AM B RO+ K E
P A SRAACTES BRI 235 R R 1 ) S e 8 R LA o AR T SRR, 7K G SR 1 R AT SR AR R - S 25 R T i ) T B 52
M R 28, 1 38R -1 PR 285 R T LA SRR 1 Tt o A 550 O 308 3 eV Sy e - SR 254 R K 4
ARG BB ARG S — 7, £ K A e i B AR A A R R B RIMLRE . TRNA TR,
PRAR (2 e S0 273 R 250 STt AR ST i B TR AR A S R ) 58 46 B 7 (Medicago sativa L. ) FAH
PirtRE, i = AR IR I I TRl N ASIRAE AM B B X 4806 78 AR A B A AR T B 5 i ()
I Z55 oA - S PR R ) A PR B LA 7 T ARV HIBLAR , 5 1 R 07 18 B AT 1 5 A 233 7 P 1) Tk HH T
IR AR 2SR SRR AR

http ; //www. ecologica. cn



B
i

1082 2 SO Eire 334

1 #R57EE
1.1 e

ARG R =0 B R R S8 R o 3 A AR Z (PC) s — M 7328 DLALAR 1 mm RUE JE M SR 4 K
o, SCVAFR R RARSNE 2238 5, VF W RAR % (MC) 5 75 — 73 % AALAR 37 pm B8 Je W 5 A 9 A 4 % 00
B A feiF i 22adad RN (HC) . EEFRRGEK (3+3+3) em, 58 10 em, 5 12 em, S X% 5% R
] O3 BT AR 28 R TR 22 X060 7K R M - S AT SR AR B2 e, DT 8 78 AML L TR 52 W] - 398 45 Ay 1) I 422 R[] 422
YERTS
1.2 sk

P R A b E R 2E BRI 5T I 2 e W 2 AR S 2 I R TR A ST 3 (42°02'N, 116°17'E) , R HESEA
PRAEME I pH B (/K £ 1 1:2.5)7. 02, 3 44#E (0. 5 mol/L NaHCO, H2H, $H86 T HL () 6. 73 mg/kg, R (LK
SHTYL, Vario ELII, Elementar company, Germany)O0. 17% , 7 AL ( B 4% TRER A AL1%)30. 45 o/kg, e K H A £F
KA (R J)35)24.22% , FIER IR IE 2 mm i, 506 2 P AR B RE PR IR LR T 25 kGy oy SF2R
AR K, B EHELIA A 1,08 kg 432201 A B4, INAFEREFESY .30 mg/kg P, 120 mg/kg N Al 120
mg/kg Ko 55, A 10 mL HIERUZEY I8, 5 RIHER AT IR 2 AfE . RIERCE Yy ad uE i LUK K
TG IR KRR 1:40 145,100 v/min 2] AR 30 min, POWUZALAE 2—4 pm IE4GEIEIRTT

HEAEY) AL B HE (Medicago sativa L. ) , f AP “ Bl /RIX 47 B EAOE B2 BE, FEPIF T L)L 10%
H,0, £I{HEEE 10 min, #E2E5#ER

ik AM BB B P 40 Y1 JE A 4% B ( Acaulospora scrobiculata Trappe BGC HKO2A) | 7% JB £ 1 4% %5
( Diversispora spurcum syn. Glomus spurcum Pfeiffer, Walker & Bloss BGC SD03 ) Fl 4R P BR 22 % ( Glomus
intraradices Schenck and Smith BGC AHO1) , 3 FhE& 73 B AU 5t T A RBk27 B b =] S TR AR 5L B8 o 5 ¢ T 2
(BGC) #2442 1 30 g/kg LT i, SR MR I 00T -9 7~ 25O B8 70 1, LA 7 B MO 2Um AR AR
K= I SRS TR S o AREEFS BRI A SRR IR ( B W i X218 5 7t %
ARG ) , MRIIE T3 PR E Y IX R — 3L
1.3 Bt

XFERACE 15 3 e A, scrobiculata \D. spurcum % G. intraradices , [FIFf ARG R 1EH K AL £
SEE RS KN 15% (FH T 70% S K B E K ), T FAE BN 7% , A e A= K MR S JT 3R 3EA T AN [/ 7K Ak
R R e REHLIXA Be 3 8 AP b A 4 Yk, B 48 4
1.4 X% A

I A FERR B AR S PRI E PO B e TR S h AT IR I Ry NI EE O 25°C 25 R 60%
BERICIRNA] 16 b JC A I DL BAM AT+ e R i/ Bk 6 33t Sk 940 3l 70 i 7 TR AR 48 5 1 22
2 AN A PR AR T i LI SR, R H AR K
1.5 KBRS T

WA 6 DA, AP EARFIAR R AR AR A A K SRR E P>, Y ER=E
R LR O PRI AR R KIS UE T AR S T 22 5 T RS BT F RSSO T
AN IR AR AR R PR TV T AR B —20°C PKAS TR AT, TR 25 A 22 5 L ERE X
T
1.5.1 WRIER

PR R VeSS BT 1 em 2245 /INBE, SR FH IR 5 e (- AR B ORI PRI AR 42 e e 24

e 225 R RS 52 SO 2, Bk 4 g T 2, BT 200 mL SRHR R, A 100 mL 7K 5 12 mL
37 o/L NImBERR AN , I ZUHE 3h 5 B e, e B B I O SUZ 380 | LA 250 mL /K bk R )20 R _E 5 B 2280 0
ZHEPEA TP ORE WS mL B IS VR R AR R AT T AT AR A T R R 2
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1.5.2 fEYA A LT bR

i 2R 1 e R R M B = A T 7SR AT BUHT SEAE 0 R 0. 1 g, FH 3% Bt 3 7K A R 1F 5 4
I, A1 A BSOS WK IR 2 10 min, ¥ H1E 3000 r/min B5.0 10 min, B EIHW 2 mL, AIA 2 mL 3% fiff
HIKIR 2 mL VKRN 4 mL 2. 5% FRPEET = HiiA i &3 K 22 60 min , REIG A 4 mL H2RAEILT @Y
i, FEE  BOPAAME 520 nm PR WOEE,

FIAAEYIRE 5L B 105 CHFE PR A E 70°CH T EH 8, R, 5 FHEREE SO0, FRE 0.5 ¢ /&2
AR T A T, A 10 mL ¥ HNO, ST T Mg FH R 2 50 mL 2 BT B 4li7K 2 45,
FEUE AR . SR ] ICP-AES( Optima-2000DV ) M 5E Bk 7!

1.5.3 HiEHbIElR

ISR S R B g 0 R AR T (B AR YRR O I, A HILIT ) A
PR PP S fb 1, pH RO 080 N RSB 1800, A 8ol 7 SR FH AR B e L (3% e R F Tl /K o B0 U0 %
M, 84 N M4 ¢ fItEHHY( Vario ELII, Elementar Company, Germany) Jll%E"*"

BRPERE 2 A0 C 13855 1 ( glomalin-related soil protein, GRSP) K DA P E AR HOR R R
772 GRSP 1] 43 4 BBk 48 55 % AH 56 1+ R (1 (T-GRSP ) Hl 5y $2 Witk 2 55 Z4H 56 1355 1 (EE-GRSP) , T-
GRSP #8051 . FRHL 0.5 g AT+, LA 4 mL 50 mmol/L pH 8.0 FFEERRANIZ IR, 76 100 kPa 121°C &4 F
AR 3 K, FHR 60 min; EE-GRSP #2775 . FREL0. 5 ¢ W+ 1, A 8 mL pH 7.0 20 mmol/L Y7 RN
=R, FE 100 kPa 121°C A4 FHEH 30 min, FFHEBUETE 10000 v/min T 2L 5 min, L BIHR ., WL
0.5 mL, IMA 5 mL % S5 W G-250 YL a7, 78 595 nm P KT Ho @, A= M35 85 AR R -2 D ik vk
L HbREIN LR TR AR BOR R R I E A S i,

1.5.4  +HOKEEERTIR K

A 3K R S P A BRI R PR A 0 BRHL 40 ¢ T - T ERE N B TER TR, Bk 2.1,
0.5.0.25 mm §i B i 3T BRI K R EK 10 min J5, BB IER,2 min 4 50
W, LT BEIIREE 3 em, SRIGH BB YEE TR AEZ 00 M 1) ek i 78 105°CHETRRE , 118 RIS R gk R e
PR RAKRT &5 o], S8 B A2 (mean weight diameter, MWD) #2 B U A 03154 .

MWD = Z XiWi
JUAEH) B AE (geometric mean diameter, GMD) #Z B840 F A5
GMD = exp|[ ( i WilnXi) /( i Wi) ]
oA Xi R4 R S i R A AR 34 B A% Wi R0 o R (2R i R R A SRR R B
1.6 FdlE ot

K] Excel 1 SPSS(SPSS 13.0 for Windows,SPSS Inc, Chicago, USA ) X 53 #4788 0 A FE & . 3UA
B2 MR Rl AM E TR MUK A0 HR =38 2 RIS BAE R, Y3 Fh b B 5 7K 43 Ab BRAE FAE B 3 ), 2R
FH Duncan #5222 04 @G — T 2 LS, 4P A 31 57K 43 Ab BEAS AR FRN B 35 B 76 R — 7K
SPAEEER R EEF AL BEE AR Duncan BT & W 22750017 2 8 OB 6] — 4 M BT, SR A TR 50 LA T S K
AL FEZ [A] A 25 S B 2 . W Pearson AHIG R EUEATEIEAH 04
2 RIEER
2.1 FHRZYRD

IEH KT, 3 F AM BB B8 E 1B 8 RIFZ Y, G, intraradices 12 %5230 72% , Hk
A. scrobiculata , {R YR 52% ,D. spurcum 1RYFHAR AL 20% 47, T RABEERAL T A 3 NEF
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FRR R ,{E A. scrobiculata F1 D. spurcum 1YL KRR E 2% o4 , T G. intraradices 1R YL R ALEAE 20% A
ERTHEEM(ELD)

TEA T AR Al A PR s Ay ORI 39 1 KR LA 354 | DR T A A AR ) T AR AR e 53 400 g 15 S i A v o AN
FET5 G

FRIK P ZZAE T, W22 B PR 2B E B E & TRERA B, IEWKDALBT, G
intraradices T 22 % "R 223 FE 2w T B ML RE
2.2 fHBRADE

TR AL PR EFRAR AR AR AR AR SRR TEIE R K AR 3 R A B Y b B AR R
LR A Yy ) W R TR WAL B, TR 3 R AL P SR A AL PRAR 1L, 3 B3R MR AR K B R
WL EES ,fﬂfiﬁ” G. intraradices Fll D. spurcum BTHREEY S E AR A, scrobiculata A RFACAE
Y rE R, ANEwEA R G, intraradices AbPRRIFERR B A VIR B E R T AL scrobiculata R ALHE

®1 TEWETARE AM EENELEEESLRERERENE

Table 1 Colonization of different AM fungal species on M. sativa and the mycorrhizal effects on plant growth under drought stresses

faY T W22 % (HC) [ELSETEES
IKATAEFE R b Dry weight /(g&/ %) Hyphal length Myecorthizal
Watertreatment Inoculation treatment Hb -3 WA (PC+MC) JERaEL YR density in HC colonization
Shoot Root (PC+MC)  Total biomass /(m/g) rate/ %
IEF oK NM 1.22¢ 5.75b" 6.97b* 1.53¢ 0.17d
Well-watered A. scrobiculata 2.30a 7.11ab" 9.40ab " 2.66b 51.79b
D. spurcum 1.83b 6.92ab " 8.75ab " 2.53b 20.62¢
G. intraradices 1.88b 8.77a" 10.65a " 3.90a 71.88a
T5 Drought NM 0.25d 1.41a 1. 66ab 1.55¢ 0.52d
A. scrobiculata 0.19d 1.06a 1.25b 3.01b 2.46d
D. spurcum 0.23d 1.92a 2.15ab 2.49b 2.09d
G. intraradices 0.55d 1.77a 2.31a 2.67b 19.70¢
BE P(W) 0. 000 0. 000 0.000 0.124 0.000
Significance P(I) 0.001 0.079 0.032 0.000 0.000
P(WxI) 0.000 0.191 0.111 0.046 0.000

FPRE AL 4 A FEEAE; PC MC FIHC 435I R K% ARSI 2% ; NM AR HERh X BRALBE ; X0 b 22 25 M A
3, WL A1 WI 43003878 K o3 Ak B SR b BE e —H A B AR oK SR BRI AL BRAS B AR I, 7] — 3 A4 {H 58— R ) Duncan $i42
WL BAT 2 W, LR RGP AR TR I (2 R B P22 57 (P < 0..05) /K S0 AR FRRIGERN AL B A B AR AN 25 1), SR Duncan 7 &2 0 2%
TR AR — K AL BT AN TR e R Ak B 2 i ) 2 S S 5 P | A [N S REAR T A B 2 1] 9 2 25 1 22 5 T ARG 3 LU (] — e Ak B R A4S 7K
GrAb B (] A 28 S A A s " AR TE K S Ak B i ) 2 2

2.3 FEBRBER R A
H 22 AL, T2 a0 RN T R AR BB B, X R R D, spurcum $EFpALRE, T P30 1 i 3%
FREARR T A AR b PR T . O R 88 AR AR W i R R S kA, P4 R T SR A B AR A
IERIKATFAET , SRR L, 3 AN A B R R b Pk B2 G (i 355 ), {HL 387 S 4R v T R AR AR
AR FAN ML, HEFP 3 B AM ECTR W L R T AR M b AR RIAR R O AR R S, 7E 3 SRR
P26, G. intraradices AL BIAEAR I BE S B B E S T HEREM, TEWET, 2L RA 6 intraradices
T Ak 3 R A1 T A A X B ) A AT, LR ol v R R ol 3 o 2 R T L A AL B TN AL scrobiculata F1 D.
spurcum %A BEAE PR T 58 R Bl o R FE b b BREE AR TE 57
2.4 HEAWE
TR E LR 22, TR T A o & 53l 0 35 = TIE R K b3 (% 2) .
EFKGEAET AR RIZF AL B H2F0 3l AM FUTR 4 i 25 R T DA =8 TR 22 3 b 3B ol 5 o
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M LIERP G. intraradices AbFRIA . T AT AAH G. intraradices AP 2 AR T HIEA S0 & &

®2 TEWETAREMMENERE BRBER T IEFRENZM
Table 2 Effects of different AM fungal species on the content of concentration of P and total P in host plants and soil available P under drought

stress
TR Ly W W AR
koAb B R b3 P concentration(mg/g) P uptake (mg/Fk) Soil available P( mg/kg)
Water treatment  Inoculation treatment H B i E Hi 3B i EA M it Wiz
Shoot Root Shoot Root Total MC HC
EH# K NM 2.66a* 1.59%¢ 2.37c 8.90c 11.27¢ 17.87a 20.59ab
Well-watered A. scrobiculata 2.74a 2.51ab 4.89%a 17.96b 22.85b 13.49b 9.83d
D. spurcum 2.66a”" 2.29b 3.39b 15.96b 19.90b 9.46¢ 12.13d
G. intraradices 3.40a 2.95a 4.26ab 26. 16a 30.42a 6.28d 3.11e
[ Drought NM 1.71ab 1.07d 0.44e 1.50d 1.94d 23.67a" 21.89a
A. scrobiculata 1.95ab 1.09d 0.44e 1.14d 1.58d 21.43ab " 20.24ab
D. spurcum 1.07b 1.09d 0.27e 1.95d 2.22d 22.06ab " 18.64b
G. intraradices 2.70a 1.71¢ 1.38d 2.96d 4.35d 15.59b " 15.14¢
B P(W) 0.000 0. 000 0.000 0.001 0.000 0. 000 0. 000
Significance P(1) 0.020 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
P(WxI) 0.621 0.036 0.003 0.003 0.004 0.363 0. 000
2.5 ftEYH R IR 025 -
TR R TR RS D § ] B b
DR IE KA BT AR, AR L, R 3 B o2 | mG s
AM EEEM IR & = N, ER K AT, gg '
G. intraradices HEFWALIINT I AR & LW EIETABE 25 T
AL PR T RACEER (AL scrobiculata F1 D.  spurcum %
R B 5 R R AL B 712 5 35 )

- o ks
2.6 j:i,%% GRSP /El'\i K43 hE B Water treatment

A1 3 n] DL, JCI8 K o id 4 P Ak LR AR =
GRSP &g ¥ LW & R, fEW Z =W, K AR e
GRSP ﬁ%ﬂl/ﬁﬁ@% ?3 ﬂ[ﬁ , Wﬁ%ﬁ'ﬂ‘ﬁﬁ T-GRSP /Eu’\ Fig.1 Effects of different AM fungal species on the leaf proline

ERMEEEEW.G. intraradices EFPALFE T-GRSP 7 contents of M. sativa under drought stress
wEE T H B A, scrobiculata F1 D. spurcum RN # AR 4 25 FILAOFIE, NMARRATR R JUL 3

E1l FTEMETEMARAMAEEMNEZLEEHIREBRAE

. PGP S KSR TIAUT SRR & A B 5 B (P
B 5 B 2 2 5 AR KA R A B R
< 0.01) A AL SR U F IR 5 REAT W FM (P < 0.05) {1

2.7 EHOREEPERR 1K — BT ARATR B3 R Duncan T 50205 % 1 HEI — K

FERARE T K AL BOOE A ] 2—1 mm JKARYE gm0 o 2 102 52 58 95 LR I 5 25 B
P AR MUK R AR B T 05 i, IE R KON 2R PF Ao 0 2 55 7 K 30 LB — S AR 0 K 53 4
T 2—1 mm KFEAPEF BRI A AN T 5L b J B0 22 5 Ak DL " R B 18] 1 22 57
(F£4),

WAARFZENE] > 1 mm KRR S &8 58 > 2 mm BUERIKE & MR 2—1 mm FERIES &, EHK
BEMUET,G. intraradices EFTALEL MWD A1 GMD A% 5 T H G LR AL B 0 245 B R LA, scrobiculata $%Fh
AEFE MWD 1 GMD B AR T H MR (% 4)

TEW 2258 B POk Rt T BIR T 705 i S MWD  GMD 45 + e 25 K 46 b 3 ik A2 31 K 430 b PR i 35 5%
i) AR TR K 0L, T 50 BER > 2 mm HUERR S 2 8357H5,2—1 mm BIERIATCH] 8246, i< 1 mm
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PRI i3 TR, KRR SRR B 7040 MWD Al GMD 7+ 548 00 PR T (£5) .

®3 TEPETAE AM EEX L GRSP 2 EHIT
Table 3 Effects of different AM fungal species on the GRSP content in soil under drought stress
+ R W A FEAHCE 1 H i GRSP content in soil/(mg/g)

5
@iﬁfilmem iffj:;ﬁifn Treatment — T-CRSP — — EE-CRSP ——
FARE MC 225 HC FARE MC P 225 HC
WK NM 4.91a 4.59¢ 0.34b 0.41abc
Well-watered A. scrobiculata 5.77a 4.27¢ 0.36b 0.46a
D. spurcum 5.54a 5.16¢ 0.43ab 0.29¢
G. intraradices 5.92a 6.29h 0.47a" 0.35ahc
F5 Drought NM 6.59a 4.56¢ 0.43a 0.38abc
A. scrobiculata 4.82b 4.41¢ 0.36a 0.30c¢
D. spurcum 4.94h 4.50¢ 0.37a 0.33bc
G. intraradices 5.68ab 7.99a 0.37a 0. 44ab
e P(W) 0.933 0.280 0.503 0.579
Significance P(1) 0.543 0.000 0.440 0.114
P(WxI) 0.053 0.029 0.088 0.019

*4 TEPETAEAMERESRELTEHERAN T EKBEHARGKEHS & E . MWD 71 GMD #
Table 4 Effects of M. sativa roots colonized by different AM fungal species on the content, MWD and GMD of water-stable soil aggregates

under drought stress

TE AR 25 KRG S 1 ] B
K534k B AR anﬁiﬁi@ii? n{i/% BHE
Water treatment :::;:ﬂz:ton . - — 05— Total/}o;jrcent MWD GMD
1 mm 0.5 mm 0.25 mm

1EH K NM 41.11cd 2.71a 10.25a* 14.74a 68.80b 0.99¢d 1.20bc

Well-watered A. scrobiculata 57.27abc 1.72ab 8.12a 10.89a 77.98ab*  1.27abc 1.42ab
D. spurcum 60. 48ab 1.28b 6.07a 8. 86a 76.69ab 1.31ab 1.52a
G. intraradices 70.89a 1.69ab 7.43a 8.83a 88. 84a 1.53a 1.56a

F5 Drought NM 52.30bcd 4.37a" 6.70b 10.83b 74.20a 1.20bed 1.41ab
A. scrobiculata 38.26d 3.46ab*  10.03a 14.96a 66.71a 0.95d 1.17¢
D. spurcum 56.83abc 2.08bc 7.92ab 8.98b 75.82a 1.26abc 1.47a
G. intraradices 54.83abc 1.56¢ 6.54b 8.80b 71.73a 1.20bed 1.47a

B P(W) 0.070 0.003 0.935 0.827 0.046 0.079 0.388

Significance P(1) 0.009 0.000 0.185 0.017 0.126 0.020 0.008
P(WxI) 0.029 0.144 0.094 0.167 0.080 0.024 0.036

AM B EZZ ]S> 2 mm KFEGEPEEIRIE,, EIEF KT 2550 AR AR AL, B 3 Fil
AM HEEHHEE T > 2 mm KERGEPEH SRR E 70 & i OKER B R IA S 53080 MWD, X F GMD,{UF 6.
intraradices YA AL PRAE IE % /K 43 F 2RI W2 (R 5)
2.8 M

TERRZE T EAR R SR 22 PR 2% > 2 mm KRR E PR3 T 2050 % MWD 4 5247 38 TE A G
(P <0.01),5 GMD EIEME(P < 0.05), T-GRSP &#/0 M5 > 2 mm /KFa &R R E 405 MWD K
GMD I IEAHE(P < 0.05)

Wz H % TS T-GRSP S M B FH1IEAX (P <0.05) , T-GRSP &85 > 2 mm KEEHERFRE
U MWD 25 TEARDG (P < 0.05)

SMA I EE- GRSP 5 RARFEAR TG EH A G,

http ; //www. ecologica. cn



4 MRS AF TR AM B AR A A KA KRR E M R AR R R 1087

x5 TEBETARE AM EEX TEKREEFAREESSE . MWD K GMD B0\
Table 5 Effects of different AM fungal species on the content MWD and GMD of water-stable soil aggregates under drought stress
T 22 2 K AR 8 ME MR K

7J< g LE Ak Water stable aggregates in HC/% EYERE
B S
1 mm 0.5 mm 0.25 mm
EH KA NM 4.56b 2.08b 16.39a 24.14a* 47.17b 0.34b 0.60b
Well-watered A. scrobiculata 8. 15ab 3.28ab 16.42a*  25.46a" 53.30ab 0.43ab 0. 66ab
D. spurcum 12.74a 3.53ab 15.26a 28.86a" 60.39a 0.53a 0.69ab
G. intraradices 14.38a 3.33ab 16.29a 23.97a 57.96a 0.55a 0.75a
T-5 Drought NM 20.99h* 4.38a 12.99a 18.76a 57.11b" 0.65b" 0.90a"
A. scrobiculata 38.21a" 3.31ab 10.36b 15.79a 67.66ab " 0.95a" 1.15a"
D. spurcum 38.46a" 3.28ab 13.29a 14.04a 69. 07ab 0.97a" 1.17a*
G. intraradices 46.58a" 3.08ab 13.23a 16.53a 79.43a* 1.14a" 1.19a"
B P(W) 0.000 0.236 0.002 0. 000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Significance P(I) 0. 000 0.930 0.741 0.911 0.001 0.001 0.013
P(WXI) 0.559 0.032 0.532 0.195 0.220 0.289 0.486
F6 SWMMIEIRHEXES T
Table 6 Correlation coefficients between variables
o T %&E%%% HC 20 R MC 225 HC
Compartment Variables | 0 Hyphal length ) MWD GMD >2 mm MWD GMD
WIME RC  HIMREREHR — 0.684 " 0.591 ** 0.592** 0.448" — — —
T-GRSP 0.208 — 0.401 " 0.405 * 0.370 " — — —
EE-GRSP 0.251 — 0.101 0.135 -0.029 — — —
W= HC EALEE — — — — — 0.105 0.112 0.047
T-GRSP — 0.356" — — — 0.399 * 0.434* 0.321
EE-GRSP — -0.137 — — — -0. 062 -0.034 -0.075

* A B EM (a0 = 0.05) 5+ = PR EMI (a = 0.01) ;—RMHERS T

3 itig
AHIFGEAE TE W KA AL T 52 5 R R TR AM B B 6 A8 0 A K R0 33K B 5 1 A SR AR 1) 5% i
IERARDEAET AR R AM B X5 A6 8 T AR AR B B 0 418 A8 8500, T e+ 2 WhaE & T A 6.
intraradices WRIRRENE TG AL B s ST R A LA 0F W (R A AR . 00— 1T, 7 1E 5 7K 43 T 5 e 2544
TR AM FLED T SRR TR A B R E R TR L R B KA AR (> 2 mm) AYARXT E
i, IR RK AR E R AR S E B E AR (MWD)
T WA 0 R AR e A AR 0 & B B EE I RIAVE A, A T A AL T R AR YR X S ETA
WFFEEE R IEA — 5, DAL ST T IEA XS & K 8l 60% 200 T M AM EERENS W Z (e v B K i +
BEART K 20% B (R YR 5 3 N R AR AL B A B AR AR RN P R A A g o, T
B(HESKEN 5% —10% ) THH T MR BRYRIILE 10% LT R0 AM B J5 A ( Cupressus duclouxiana
Hichel ) 41 1 A= 5 R RO IR E B E 25 55 A0 A RV T 52t 3] 1T R ARAR UL, & BN [) 5
X5 3 e O A7 AE S 35 25 5% . A, scrobiculata FN D. spurcum XA E IR RIR Y HRIENE 2% ££4, 0.4
To s FAEYIAE RN B 0 , D, spurcum 2 FP AL BREE 58 TR A= W &, 2 6. intraradices 12 3« R 4)5 5 18
20% , IR I AR AR . AR BEAM T PN [F], W1 58 4 AT e O 8 1 3 B A RN TR m AR P vk
MR IR B3I . 256 AT a5 R, AHER I AM BB X 55 46 5 18 14 AR 3500 - 55 HE e il A il
BIREVIMIG, IEHKDEMET A 3 Fhia AR I i 34 25 52 5 T AR MR e il it 78 T 2 10haa T, HA e Fh
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G. intraradices REMSAE VRPN B ORI, 3 1] RERE R 25 TRAR L AL R R B8 ok g T AR R T fE g
T MR e A A Al 5 SR R R AR L B 1 B T AML LB (05 5 A 02 S 2 BRRAE

AR RN FEB B TR Z —, T2 T Y G R 2 Il 2 ok 5% [ 5515 1
FTRE ST, TR OBl | B30 VR B (R D SR A E Y . AR R, 2 T 50 AR AM &
PR AR AR S I R R 2R o i S R, R PRI Y AR R R, T RACE A T A A
iR b W T TR AM ECRUS , IR & i TR, R I AR LA IR R AR 22 M T 52 o Xo A 4 s B A A
HE

RECAWITUER AM B2 8 12 A 9 %5 7K 4 B WSO B8 s A o6 T S A vk (H 2% e 31 1 52
ZME T RO AR R KRR, ek R e Ve A R AR AE iy i - eSS P A T ZL 4R b, B 5 0 i iR &
XoF - 357K o3 FSR A3 TR R 7= A ik 25 ) 0T R R L T A ) K RS A SR AR R o3 A IR A S T TR
M) S 4 0o - SR o BRI P B U A 8 - S AL N 3K AR AR T DA A 2 TR AR S SR A A B S A —
TN, 5 LRI RGE P M — 2, AM B SR B KRR (> 2 mm) BB L, HAE SR R T
IKEBEVEARIRE > &, 5—J7 1 , MWD 55 GWD 1 FAE 4 38 P R R 2 43 A IR LA F8 4 , K e B 2 E
AR - 3 PR SR (AOK R e P g | RS MR B A g0 ARG TP IE R KA 4 F R 3 B AM ELI ERE
PRE R E WL EMN MWD E, E T 23 b FREMRE A, scrobiculata ZEFRH LFEAR, & B AL #E Y
B ETHEHE(FE£S5,%6),1M 6. intraradices HEFPALIE MWD 5 GMD {H7E KR ZEUE N T8 TH BB, Xt
TR 2% SR — 7 T 4 I A AR DL T 7 3 A SR A I AR 1 T, 3 — D i DU SR 1 S TR B b 2 TR A T e 22 57
FRIEBLT 6. intraradices ¥EEFE + A5 KI5 1 B 5 2 Bt 55 HLBG 3 1 A BT VR O R A — 2

DAAEA SE AR LA 5 - EE M A B 8 v, 1R 1 2 % JE 3 BR 98 B E M 56 L8 11 (GRSP) Y4B, GRSP
VE R —JRae MW 2R 1A 7 8 LRI bl 5 BR800 95 I R T-GRSP J& AM BB K I B 2
(e B (1, EE-GRSP MIJ&: AM BRI =AY . AR p AR E MEZZE S T-GRSP Yy > 2
mm JKFaE PR AR AR & MWD 8 3 IEA G X 5 AT AFIT 45 AR —5(00 ) SR, EAS IR O A & B
EE-GRSP 5 F#$545 &2 MWD  GMD JoAH G, AM B 22% 55 MWD Fil GMD BTG B A OC . X A vl fig
5 TR 224 e 0 JE e BRI A A o6 (0 BR R A T ik — 25058

g5 LT A ST R T R A N AM BB A MGE R B S IR TR IR N B B R R S L
ML s AE Y 5T T I OE AR A= 4 [R] sl 3 2 5 ) = 338 AT SRR A T BRI K B P A1 SR AR RS P R Yy 338 45
8, AN AM HE SHYIIE B3 R 3 AR R A 3538 B, 6. intraradices 7E GE LYW 58 37 5 42
PEAE A A K T T BB S, A R s KRR A R P i 5 I e A T S T I B R DR AT LA
TR, G. intraradices HA 5% A TG NP, 7 REAE A 15 Hb XA AWK 2 A9 45 28 TR
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