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Abstract; Arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) fungi are important soil microorganisms, which can form symbioses with more than
80% of vascular plants in terrestrial ecosystems. It has been demonstrated that AM fungi could improve the growth of host
plants through regulation of their physiological and biochemical characteristics. In light of this, AM fungi could regulate
plant intra-and inter-specific competition in natural habitats. Recently, using AM fungi to protect plant biodiversity and
maintain plant community stability in grassland ecosystems has generated much interest. Here, the functions of AM fungi are
discussed at the autecology, population, community and ecosystem levels in order to discover the relationship between AM
fungi and host plants. There are three different responses of individual host plants to AM fungi symbiosis, including
positive,, negative and neutral effects. At the population and community levels, AM fungi could regulate intra- and inter-
specific competition by influencing the transportation of nutrients and water among individuals, such as to regulate
herbaceous and poisonous plant populations. AM fungi also could maintain plant community structures and plant diversity in

grasslands by regulating the plant competition. At the ecosystem level, AM fungi could promote the process of community
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succession, and thus could be used in bioremediation of damaged ecosystems. This review aims to provide theories and

methods for the protection of grassland ecosystems by integrating the uses of AM fungi.

Key Words: arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi; grassland ecosystem; network of mycelium, intra-specific competition; inter-

specific competition; community structure

BRI R AT ) R AR R R B 2 — | 2l R TR 20% , i Bl A 2 R G2 Y HE A T
A3 T, TS K AR 2 B A e, LB SRS A B T S A ol 60 SR 4 A ) 22 R
F AR S R GRS E P2 3™ E U A IRV A A R AR e . o R T A SR A RE ) R EE BT RE
73, o5 LR WA, TR 35 A F AT & LGS I, 76 R DKW B LAA 25 A F A AR il
B EA—Fh ARy, B R AL ARG ™ | BRI KO AR AR, A S IR R E AN
PRI R, TF RS2 40 B i AR 2R R G IR S NG AP B S AR A (R BE At i

MK B AR (Arbuscular mycorrhizae , AM ) BB 2 1 35 rhE AR Y R AR A0 fE
5kl e A R G 80% LA 1 Wy R A M d s A R R I R B AR A BRI AR A AR A MR R R R
BRGAEY) , 70 N T i W HAE 15 AR 43 BC . AM L B8 0 35 A EAE P 0 BT 2 i R
WORAER , W AR A EAES R A K FE DR IERE [, FERh AM JT B RENS H2 5 1 A W A2 a0 A B Y g
T3, 0T 5 R ER AT AN, AM BLTR A VA (P 2 s S B R R S e R R
P ZREEF A S RGERY A7 ) W AR AE S R G REE € R 28 X, HE Tt ASBIF 90 400 FRl 8 T AR 2 AR it
BTG UR WA R VR FIAE S R RZ R IR AM ERTER A S R D ag, U
R R L JELAR AP ORI AR K R B A AR A

1 AM ERAEMEESZERRThAEE

WFSE R B, AM LG AT AT BEASAE ) A PR 0 A 7™ AR B 35 50 0, G115 7 = AL X8 5% 43 FK 43 (8 WS A
FAGFFI SO TEZS  dk M ma 1 ERM AR L T LSR5 Y A9 AM B 7E AR E EXEAR
[F) 1 EAEY I DIRE A IR, AM L TR X R AS A ) I 349 Sy 2 R 4007, 7 A7 AR A A L 490 o AR e M A8, = 4
(£1),

L1 AM E e A0

T B S8 T s Ry B JE ) AE 5 R, W R AR v A2 ol o D3 32 St o ) TR 78 77 AL B A A ) il
AL AR RE AR S R G MR WA AL R L T R AE S RGBT T R AM LT %
TED BRI 7E AR BE AT, AM L RRAS 42 Y 48 SR A A , 6 R AR B ] R 15 244 1) T 22 A T
2 AR R R . A van der Heijden X R 55 57 75 J5t O BIF S 4 B, AML LT 9 A7 7E ] LUAE 2 24 3 759% 1)
T E A AR B e SRR B RO AM B B S BR E AE EAE A R PN SRR A BRI
R ARBIF ST NF E N A 2 A B AN R AR IR 19 Fh R A M ST 45 b AT T i (R 1),
RIA 13 BIRFREERRY] AM FR 202 718 FRY A R IERY, 5 S50 68.4% . 34T Al HE
SRR X SRS PR ) IR AE S R G L W E SRR Z A, AM B 0] LS 1 EAEY AR R P R 2 R4 3
KAw FEAEY) ST WK 3 R BT 3743 B TR, T4 5 1 1 A0 R rh PN S 5RO A
HHEIR AR
1.2 AM FLTE A0 00,

WFFE & B, AM ELBRDG 7 SR VR T S e b i g6 1 Al 4 3 BIRFFEIESE AM EL B
MG EREY A, AR RO, TR R EE A 15.8% , WNZFFEEL ( Schizachyrium scoparium) | K50
25 (Andropogon gerardii) 22 AR 5Y BEFH (Agrostis capillaris ) 55, M R R AT BE R . 78 A SR A8 v, AR A
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RIIRE S AM I A SR AR IR R R AT O AR 2R ATREEY RN RE S AM HEE
J TR AR Z5H4 AN B8 M AR A R rh 3R 0 25 0y, B TR FAERAR B SR B A 29 5 i i 2k = S )
3%, M s iS5 AM B AR K AE— T, T AM BB A S OUREHE ERY O AR DS =YL
AERR TG S5 A BRI AM AR IR R AR 7E SO sk Semg ) i A K R &, NI AE T ARAE T . O —Fh ] g
14 J5 R AR A SEAE AP T LA S AM LT Ay AR (R (R AR I st A (R R b ) AM LT 3 o b T TR 22 44 1Y)
2% 1) fid EAEY RIS 9T BUE SR I /N TR EAEY R I IR0 B DTS BRI RO Y 7 A=, 0 Mariotte
et al RIAEAE EAEW R —ARIGSAF T MR N IR B ( Glomus intraradices ) PT LAV 75 A 40 24 13 23 3
( Taraxacum officinale) 3 (Achillea millefolium) WA K", 55 = W HEREN R AM FUH 515 EHY 2 B p 3k
RN 32 B BT S5 A A BRI, D RE A 15 BIE 6 A AR | TG 78 Ry 2 A2 RO 2

R1 AM HEX FEEYERKEZ M0
Table 1 Effects of arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) fungi on the growth of different plants

185 FAHY) EE 20 YU W FE bR SR 27 SCHk
Host plant Effects of AM colonization Determining data Experiment conditions References
NI <
e e 6 i i )
ELART-H Bothriochloa bladhii + BM 1 ] (13
Z4F%# Schizachyrium scoparium BM 1 6] [13]
KT H. Andropogon gerardii BM HH [i] [13]
’/'G%%EfFJLﬁ + Sh J/gﬁ .
Eroduim oxyrrhynchum 0/+ R AR
JHE£T 8] Ageratum conyzoides + BM stk [14]
W H-# Paspalum conjugatum + BM Ak [14]
FAITSH Cyperus difformis 0 BM ik [14]
FEZ Polygonum barbatum 0 BM Fi%o [14]
) EI TN L Ononis repens + BM ] [15]
WP R Gnaphalium norvegicum 0/+ BM 1 i) [16]
£ =57 Plantago lanceolata /+ BM FH 5] [15.17]
£ Leymus chinensis /+ BM Sk (18]
2% Artemisia frigida /+ BM Atk r18]
E7 42 Bromus erectus 0 R sk r10]
Z2IRGY LR Agrostis capillaris BM I fi] [15]
PPARIERSE Brachypodium pinnatum 0 BM sk [10]
BT /R 24125 Stipa krylovii + BM ik (18]
LA Prunella vulgaris + BM e [19]

+, BEIERN 0, G, B AU ;BM ( Biomass) , 4= & ;Sh ( Shoot biomass) , i F#R4 ¥ ;R (Root biomass) , # T &5 ¥) =

1.3 AM EEXHE R A KA AP0,

FEAM BB B 0 A R 0N T WA RO A B AM LR G A R A A B A B B R AR
FERh AM B X BAL I 2 [ 22 R AR FE (LR 1), I AM B 55 SR ( Cyperus difformis) | B2E
( Polygonum barbatum) | ELSL.4E 7 ( Bromus erectus ) PR IEAR L ( Brachypodium pinnatum ) 55 B9 A= %007, B %2
A 5 ERRON A A RN X AT RESE T AE K IS A A A AR B 25 A T, 18 A IAREE F B AR
T BHRERRRICR S, e N 15 b UL % AR KRR /K 0 FIT BT R, MIJCRT AM EL 3 A 224K 1
Bl AR X TRAR 225 4 (M 55, R0 AML L 5 7 R 2 A AR R0 A 3 S b — T R A J5
KR AE HARARAET , —Fh AM B T LLS 280 E ERY LA | i —kae EAEY W nT AR 5 2 F0 AM EE 3t
Az Hrp 28 AM B 518 EHYOC R TSR D) 48 AM B 515 FAEPOCR NN A A LR,
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FHE I , S EHE EAEY A K B R W 2
2 AM EEXEYFERAE

FEFEZKP b AM LT 3 3 M T B8 22 4% ) 266 T[] e sl S o AL 400 A [] AR TRD 9 K 53 0 JB 7 5 55 T T i
AT RETC , AT AE ) b AR [B] 5 4 7 AR R VR (T AR SR A ) R I A ] T AR T AR SR A I b R
FS YA
2.1 XPHRCRERRRE ) e

WORAE R A S R G R E B A My, R A S R G D R N R ARG . AR AN
R A TR B AR 25 R GERRE MY AT R LA

AM HEAER HIEA S RGN — S A UE Y, RO R R i f e PE R 2 RE v G R R s 2 1EH
FE BRI g R O R Y v B | RN R R B iR O R o R R R ) SR R AR 7
T TR AT RE AR R RAE S R G, th AR AE R R | TRl — A FR AR AR A R TR R, T BE
SRR A R RO S IR 0 BUE SR AL T D) A —SE R R AR K B A BT BB 5238 =, W AE K AEAN [
PG v AR AR 2Z 18] AT LA FH AR A1 TR 22 4 I 468 4 55 53 RO A 77 W) N — PR 1 EAE ) 56 7 iz B 31 ) — ik 1s 324
P2 DR IR AR AR KRBT, 2 F RS AR A AR R 1 — R AL, 3R N S R
Y F2 B R Z — . S B (Leymus chinensis) TE42F AM ELIH 2 J5 R 25 5 o xR rh P ON Wi, {2k F B 1Y
ERKRE AR SR MR Zhen er al. X 25 FI P /R ZREE P (Stipa krylovii) FIWF 5Tt 22 B, $5 F
AM ELTH RERS (2 i 5 FORIBT R Z8 51250 401 v 1) A, 41 /2 3 B 4 1 DA TR 22 4K I 4 MR ST B 985 9 IR E 0, Xof -
LRI TR 200 [ A SORRAE 0 N 3 B B8 22 (06 6 7= ) R D ARV, il 4l vk AR A B 2
s AR & &, I AR A T 0 Ah , ISCATE R AR 2R A St AR R (AR A B 22 R I 45 b, T LS
3 LA Py A SR I A A 1) AR AR R O BB, An4R M K Zn Cu SRR, (AE LR SRR
BT WP R B35 AM BRI AT AR 2 il 2 R it AR A BRAHOO 37 43 Wi, 3% AT BB 1l T 3 R AR 5
H B B ZR RIA] W30 58 R O 5338 IR UK I3 B G0, TR 2R AF T AM ELTR FLSE R 22 R 119 ¢ 7 i B A4
TR 7R AR A DR I TR MR X 2 A 1 A R A 7 A S AR T

R TS RGN, TR B S AM B8 13 Az RO A [a] | PRI S SRR 0 B0 A4 ik A
4k, Wilson & Hartnett X3 [ 8 50 50 5 BFGE & IR, W2 R AU R A BB P AM e Ax P fg R it 1 i 7792 2 AR
RABHEY ' S IEERORABHEY IR, AM BB B 22 R RIS TR A BIAE P AR 2 A RE 2134 14 - e | i
WCIZAL 7K 53 BRS B PR 2 W BB 5%, Pt AM TR 1) TR 24 14K D00 208 124 4 273 1 2= B R AR R T, AT
Pe el Z=RUARARHEYI I E K 2,0 TR ZEBRARHE YT =, X AM B8 R HBEE S, AM AN
Dy iR G HAR IR 2 N RERE 13T A BT R L 38 16 BV R RUR AR YA N | DT 2 2 R R AR )
5 FRURAFIEY) Z 18] (4 58 45 7 25 W 25200 DRI , DR AR 1k e 1) I 2R R AR AR BMAE ) W] ASRATH K
AT e A B 5 55 BB N, 2 S5 3B B R R S R 2 1 ZERUR AR Y 3R BUK 43 FE
FERVBE TS, A K Z IR, PR R s /L, N R R A 28 R G B A ) 2 RE LR R A s

WeAh e F AR R G, R sh ) CRBUHZLSI ) (R 847 CGEFEMR ) AR 5 0% 3l , 4l an, ZE A
PRAUFEME FTER BRI A5 15 B AR 52 o M ) A A 1 2 RO RN 50 5 TITAFL ) R R ) T8 SCREREZ Ml AML L TR R 7 119
AR
2.2 XA REAHY PP

MR, B A S R G PR B RO R RE B PO M R ZE 4R T 2 W e A & gk, Horhof SR AR ) aE i
SR gt AR AS ) DGR ISR A SR WA SRR OB A N BB A — i BT AR R, R AR
TF AM E R R FEAA S A S DI RE A B X, Jin et ol BFFEIESE AM K IE RS 30 5L )5 BEAE )
Wm 55 (Ligularia virgaurea ) PR IR AR HEMCRLAEEAE . J3 07 05 PR AT BB Dy 28 52 5 55 A #EAE ) FT LA 43
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WU AARE 4y, o8 HAB AR 7™ A AR T L ) P X e A B AMD LT 7 A R AR, , S 3 3 =2 ] A 56
ZR U5, AML ELER D HOGHE A2 2000, (H AML ECBR] 71 A5 SR 7 TR A6 3 3 505 U e 5 7=, AT = A
A LERLL, B SEE AR AR W R AR, TRASRHE I AM B A 0 R, TR 22 1A 0 445 WAL Y - R
SRR 2 A B ARARHBOR BRI AN . Grime er al 2T AM B 2240 S 10575301538
SR IR AR A% 328 2 /N R R 0 B0 S 2, T8 ST TG 0 P TR 22 7 IO 05 5 2 1 A 8 AL R R 1y 2 )
JEO BT UL R IR T RGBS, G5 AR, AR AN AR/ N AR B ( Prunella vulgaris ) A
Hse A AR BEAR A8 B A TR R A B AR T AML BT BRI N SR FORRE N AN AR
RGP X Grime 2T AR BIRAESL . S BT IR AT RE S AM LB 7E 19 15 AL SR (K 43 R B
I, i 240 A o HAR SO G 7, MARBOR AR bR th T HOGABES 5%, AT A] LA AML ECRR 2 (3t T 22 119
BT, R Wt — AR RTINS TS AM B Z B B3 A SRR SRR AM LR T 22 8 ) 2% I WA A o
BT Z L R AR AR ] 56 22 R A 2

3 AM EENEREYEER IR IEE

3.1 MRS YIRE TS Z R R

AM LR 7 AR S JE R REVA (0 25 40 g Fh 2 RE R 55 i B L B T ae ), R R, Ak Z
B RS RGNSt AM BERE SRR 5 R A7, B Rh 2 W AR E SR . VBN TR E SR A
Yy, AM LB SR A ELEXS 18 FARTE AR FEACE F SRR & 29 12 N mT  RIAR M 22 7T LAAE ik
i FAEY)BE R T3 P S TR S WSO o SR TTATI AN AE 0 R A E— R e IR I 7% B A3 o
S UL RE AT 22 1A I 2 BRI R ALt b o FRI S8k A 0], H F A7 L AR AR Rl WL, He— FEA G
Je e m R EUR AT L I, AM BB AR ST DL S Y Y R SE S n B R | TR  SOH AT AR S A (SR )
Filv) 55 4 T3 A BRAIS , NI 34 €, 7R 0 BE A% DA B AR 2 A rh AR BB R AR I i 2 2 48 s FLAR X 5 4
FW] AM ELRE W] DL i AR SO SAE ) A i A A R B B S R I AR R . RO A — 2 LA
—AELE R O R B SRRV Th ARG TS A R, TS T AR AR s A 00 AR 0 A A (07 A% R 5
AL ER T AM ECE SR A N AR S BO AR AE 5 R IR S AR e A ) B A ) 205 31
S, 2 BOZM Y REVE (0 AR PR I, W RCETUE RS AM BT I AA7E A R TR SFp i B K B - FERR
D6 o B T 2 D) 2 S 58 A AR S B 25 SR T AMD B R o 1 A A A B AR X S A g Tl B
PP AT T 5 7 A RRAR , SR TS O 0 Ao (A0 S22 A ) ) DR AR S A A v SRIBUR G B 22 1978 SR o, TG
AP PR AR A Y B A B R, B AR T WL M e R AR RGP o
PP e AR A ISy AR LB M R R ABIESR

AM L RENS T3 - HE P B AR M S e i ), AR+ A A AR = Y IR R R A Al
R AT R I R Rl R T B R R R M 2 RE T R AM LS DS R AR
S 2 A ASTR] A 3 00 DT B A A 7 R A S R A LR R, AL RS R 1E R
[F1) 300 3o T 22 AR P 208 () AR AR T el P A P sl AT W b RE S AE RV TP 2R A TR

ARG AM ECEE AT DUE B A 303 A R SRRV AR 2R, AML LR N B SR AE VR Fb i SRR A 5 0 T AE
FELELN R HLBR . LA P R R A A b 6T AML L TR AR 1 54 555 1) A ) T R A 2 A i 1) A 40 ) e A
AN ThsE g ) SR, UL ) DL S R AR A DR AM BT AR XS R D 1 RS A YR T
BRI BRI S SER ISR AR A AR RIS AM BB AR B, T 34 A 0 T 4, DA i i
AR EVE RO YRR Z RN . AR, QSR OCF A Y ol ) TR AR AR P A TP A A 400 0 e ) R R A A
58, DU HY T AML BT e 1 A (7] A A A8 DI 3 S ORE e T AN ) | PRt 3 A P I v 8 ) e 22 R AP D
/Do Yao et al. B AM H B %A A2 PE R AR S R G AL B W) Bl Bk 21 6 ( Ageratum conyzoides ) | W B HE
(Ageratum conyzoides) WA ¥ AR IELEA: PP RIS EL ( Cyperus difformis) . B2E ( Polygonum barbatum) [/
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4 , [AIFE Mariotte et al. HE 52 AM EL B BE % 2 =1 FF A2 A5 4 W) Fh 52 4 55 ( Prunella vulgaris ) 15 ( Achillea
millefolium ) BIARRS 524 T3 AEHE AT AR T B AR 54 Fh 25 i A 3% ( Taraxacum officinale ) F1224R 5§
JBERI (Agrostis capillaris) RIFRXSSE 4 g MBI AT LT o DL EATSEUESEA [RIAB P 400 b 14 TR AR A M 1 25 5
RSB ESRGEYFZRERE R FEENZ —, SRR AM L A LA R Py
I AV T AR ST B T A T (0 B S AR A R 2 RE RS N, S  Z WIREAR . Z5 B TIR AM
FLPE A R AR S R G AR U 0 W Rl A SR B T RE
3.2 X HFREYIRE TSRS E T

T AM ERA T4 0916 % — 1k, I AM H R G PR 2 7T DL d iR AR R 22 i — 20 AR L 4R
VTR AR FEAKE Y . AM LT I8 3 7 58 TR U 22 Wb AN 6] i A b S B R R e — 2, T C NP S50
5 %3 5 A 22 B AN TRV A ) e (R 04 TG R 0 43 T T B AML L 1 0] 4 0 JA 4 R ik ) o S [
210 BT AM BB AR AEAE , SEIFA Y REVE TR TRRE 0 4 i 1] S 2 1 BT 22 T R 45 3 6 6 7=
BT, FEO A P Fh Z 00 7] DI BN 7 AR AR, 5 4 56 R0k a5, an e db 38 i m v R F 5%
o AM LT I AETE AT DARRAIR C, FEACAE Y (MR ZR AV RL ) (AR X 52 4 07, A i E AR ASRHE P 1) A A RTEE A, B AIK
C AL | (A [ 2 Y 1% e A AH ) B 8% 7 [ — 2 [a) 30 Bl PN 2 ) A 338 3 T 080 35 5 DS A v i B
PEPY . Yang et al %NS RS AGIESE R I, AM ECE 5 R P AT R R A AR A R R D) R A b
P T B0 0 2 25 R —

4 AMEEMERESRERSGNFEER

4.1 WEJFAS R EH]

5 2 ) L SR W R A X R ISR AR I R 7 AR VR o AML ELER N SR S R BT IR AR
VRS LA R Z ARV A B RS F AR L Janos & SR 1 TR ARUAR HE 1 5 L 1) % o BEAR
ST RIS R A YRR L Y B A 1) TR AR ARSI L TR B U 4 ) R AR AR R /N AR LR A IR
(O P & B, R Bl AML B BRT 23 R IR R R S R e R LR ) BV b A i R T AM B
X e S A S AR G R LB A ) BT — i BT AR, 5 G i DR ) e R I 40 1 A ) A BT 5 (Apera
spica-venti) , LU s MR 3] AR 900 4N 22 IR 55 B30 ( Agrostis capillaris) 458 ¢35 ( Festuca rubra) W) TE HRAH /)N
I DT 22 4R ) 45 e 3 BRI 385 3R 0 R X e /) A R S e BT R R 0 B P K
( Plantago lanceolata ) TR A5 44 28 LU T2 W S AFL ) 1 Ve HEL A9 B I 22 BT TR AR 1R 481K, AML L T o B B P 1Y
N A A A A S BOIRLEIE & TR W A R A P R AR P B B, AT T AR S R
GEUAE RS AR AN RS A2 A5 R G vh & B, TR R I A 0 W R (A0 Apera spica-venti ) Xt
AM B A E TEM s, s 2 b B A Y W FF (40 Bromus hordeaceus . Hypochaeris radicata ) W) 2 3 Ay vk
BN VA B, BRI R b (AN Nardus stricta Arnica montana ) W= T B R s, IF Hix
R 1) RS AE TR JS W AR REVE T e AR & i SRR FTRE N LA R AN . — R REEAE S R
SRR RS AR Y Y A A R HRE TR B AR AR AR A B SR DA R AR B T S RN A A SR AR R R
Hr AEYRIE D RIS A0S (B R AE R N IR ) SE 458 MR AL 2 L) — AR ROARRIY ) £, 5 AM HE 3
A RERES o B W AR ) AR B AR PR R AN 2R 2 AR ) [) R N 5 4P 2 A1 T AR ) B 22 A 4
T AM BRI R DR S AR 52 5 0 M KB LA Z AR A MR O £ 03— 7T TEBP A A AR AT 1
AM LA B0 764 25 2R GE T L B LA T 7 TR G O B e v ) TR LD A AML EL TR 1Y
AN, Bl = BN T 36 IS PO AL D X AML BT 19 20 A 2 AR 1Y S 15, T2 2 e T AE ) AR B ]
AM BB RRUREDY | HE I AR A RE RS 7 A KR AR B 3 SR B LU TR YT B BORE ) 1 AR R T K
X AL RESE— RIS | 22 AM ELR LA A SEmE 0 B P AMD B 42 U AR S 7 A S R TR )R
M B B 22
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4.2 RHBALF R R

FF A S R G IR I 2 R AL ORI A o IR A SR R BU Rk, FEEAE Y
I AR AR IR 1 BT R AR E RN AM BLTRDN 1 S8R AL R B AR Ak 5 B A T T AR
421 >R ARBE/EN]

AM ELTR Y T 22 A8 T IR ry et R b 4 T AR 32 SR R R i AR AP TR 22 (AT 1 Uk
PEAT BRI S8 = A A i SRR AR AR Avio et al BIFFEIESE AM BB AY B 22K B R 22 35 1 5 + 3
VR AAAFAE B DI ARSCPE ™ W] AM BCRR 0] A3 b B0 92 11 285 2 O AR A1 B 22 4R 190 265 447 + 38 /N JAT 338 A 3R
BT B 1 - HE R B A, DT 398 45 4 1 B = 2k BB Y HGE i AML LB B 22 1Y) B
fifp , AE L3R oy DU 13RO TE MG KR 8 1 — PR %55 K (glomalin) , A3 R BH 17K 70 F 4= 384 Bl
B s K 3 B SR K A B 4R R IR S W MR E DT MR ARIESE AM
EL REAS 1 25 5 R R A (52 mm) I %CE: , Hoh AR N3R5 ( Glomus intraradices ) Y50 fi 1y 7%
[ e PR PE R R A R A Y DA AMD BRI A VT A 0 D0 R A R N e Tl A A R Ak
Herp iy NP SRR B IR A AR FEE D NI R AN AR | B ANAR B3, 10— A - e
PERARBTE 1L

R OWFS 2B AM ELTA 5 [ U ( nitrogen-fixing bacteria ) Z [BJWAFZE P REIVEF , B A TAAT LY &
R AR R I R 2E R 2 R L R A 7 O S R 0 [P RO A 3 o 7 = ) ) B I A W S
53, B 1k R IR A AR O S 3 AMILTT LB Y DR 2 R RN K o3 S A5 A S A BT i -
pH (R AEM, 25 LR , AM FLRE AN AT DAZE A %t + HE A BE IR 3 T DA w8y 3826 77 07, AT xR £k
RFHBAESRERA —EMBEER.

4.2.2 XHBRCAEBBEEEN

T AT, F AR AT H g Ak, SASHE )\ 38 b AR OGR4 O RE AN Wi s, S 380Rs J A 8 R
GEAE R IE GR AL WA I LATA B R AR B AT BUR AN W i, BE T, B AR AM B R JT IR fL L
SRR SR BRI A WIS 2, UG T 40T BUR .

TG, AM B R AE R I B RARE ) A IR 32, BE S SR AR R IVIE S NS5 | $2 i B ACAE P 6 AR R
Jop3E A S AT P A o JE S AM TR R 22 VAR e R AR )N K o R B SR B WSCRE T, DT Y R
AFEPII KA B BT R RE ™ R e bl Ak F B AM BB AR A% 2 e AR RE A AR 2R | 3l 3 AR A1
TR 22 0 SE A R AR 2R R SR T AR, DRAIE A AR AR SR 7 77 20 A B A% B0 T RE A8 18 i 77 22 14 i A 4, T
e - SR A A SR IR O AT B i R X 3R A R ROR | TR A ) A B A B P
KB AM LB B 22 R I 45 BRSSO RE W I 2R AR BRI Na® R L X B ASAR 4 19 B 55 1 T, MATTT B2
i E FAEPI T AR . FE AT N 58l R RER R RIS PR A, AR 5 AM HL R i AR A K
AR AR RER AM B R YL, Iy SR ~F ¥ 22 ( Carex duriuscula) FEFHPAEL f 5 ( Saliconia europaea) |
DAL ER TR ( Kalidium foliatum ) 55 , N HE R T 3K SR 76 AL 28 R G AT 3000 FEAMIOT S 11 46 fidi f 2
JErh | EEVUBRPE RS ( Glomus mosseae ) FIMLERBEFE ( G. geosporum ) 1T UL H 5 Hh 22 A7 9% 1) it R FE ) A
AM EERETE— &R B B4R THFAAE Y 0950 HUARE 7, 32 BEHL LR 8 2ok 5 90 i 7 58 AP A ) AR R I AR e of
S TR A0 S R0 1 AR AR o S35, AM L T 3 ok 08 4 938 190 3L P Joi Al A [ 2 b el IR TR AR 9 5%
T RE S RIS 5 (1) IR AE PR I 8 B A= R I s 1B SR 5T, DT R 1R A e JEE pr 48 5 72 A BRI 200

5 RE

FUR, 7E R AR S R G A G AM BRI AR 25 R SR DI RE £ B PR IR ST AM B X — b sl Lf
i AR AR A A ol P SO ) 53 4 25077 T, T AR 7R % AML LT R N RO WIS AN b, BE T, O
TEAFRORI AM ECR O P R A S R ARE N, T IRATT A SCHEST .
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D) TP R AR S R G AM HIE ZREVER A B 7AW e R RS RGP R AM |
BRAPAS , X SR B RO ST AT R 200 o ) e S R PR IO SE . R AM LR A AR A5 T 9 A2 3
AR, B AL A A R SRR AN A BRI AR BERL 2 it . R AR R RUE S R G AM KR 2
FEVE AR B8 52 K AR ISR AL, P 35 e JSURBL W AR 0 AR RS E PR A 7™ 7, S R 9K e i 14 T e 82 2 JE A
A

2) i i ZE N AEPSMASCIR BRI R A S RGP AR AM B AN S B R AL, 20 B it RO A
Y5 ATE AM FLBE RS AHLE], s AM ECR -5 5 SR Y RE R 2R P AR E EAERFDLE] Z AR DG HE |

3) it Z T AT EBGR R, R R AR S RGP AN R AW 1 (st B R | R DA R A 5 ) ko
AM FLTE A FAE S DI RE B WFEAE T B SE AM B0 5 HoAth 2B W 22 6] 1% A B AR FALE,

4) HET AN THHERY AM BCR RN REL L EAT SN THERNAY AM ECRHR 15 RERZIE N R AR RIS A 457 Ahok
FIA AM H g5 13 AM H G Z W2 SR 5T bR DG R 7 W LR ABEIT, PR 2800 R AR o S Y
AM HE RIS AM B R, 700 SR S RGP ARG AM LR B8 IR0 i fo i DR A RS AL
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