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S (Artemisia ordosica) B3PV E BLER, NG 2
U8 BB LRI A ) IZ YA AR YRR A3
Tl ANSUS Y 2 3 K AR R0 » 30 B B8 A e 2B [ 1D T
REDY . HATA ABFR T HE AR R CO ¥ E™ ARFIK
YA N RN » 38 R BV YD Fr 48 K BARIE R R
3ok T B A R A R BRI R S A i ek 7 A
KRR H P REXT T HiA L e B R L,

KB R B & (Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi) g 5
KEHHEY T K, RFEYER, RBHEYIE
LSRRI (£ N1 B 0 e 15 e b D B Sl N 7 O
THOR KA T R840 T AM E X HE
MR WARIE . BELLEE PG BR B B (Glomus mosseae ) Fl
¥7 %% (Caragana intermedia) R br £ 9 B 0§ 1E 18 51, F1]
FAERE LA IEH KT R 40T REHE T
AM ERE M A K ML R, DR lE S5
AM HHAETT A5 3 A AP 5 38 b T R IR 55
PR, Fyitt— 2 W] 5 e T R A A S R ) AM
R ALK IE
1 #Me5H*®
L1 sk
1.1.1 EMER  EVERIERE (Glomus mosseae) 12 L) B
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FH NG FHEYY KREE 120 d FEART HLANER
PR B R FR £ (368 I F/100g 1) 3 AM HHH
BT B LRV A Y7 5k (Caragana intermedia) i}
Frt , Z2BERY RER 120 d FEEHRT H LR
HRBE AR B 1+ (45 8 HAL A AM 1 B F g B2 7 1R 4
% (G. mosseae) \RIRFEE (G. aggregatum) . IR B FH
(G. geosporum),1 020 i+ /100g 1),
1.1.2 MY WS (Artemisia ordosica) # +F F
2005 4% 10 AR H B SRV EF A E , F 100 H. O, %
¥ 5 min J5 FAIXHKRE s $ox & H.
LL3 3 RAWMILRFEMNE L BERILL : =
1: 184, 2t 2 mm ff, HEEREARTRHRIE 1.

*1 I AT REREL R

Table 1 Basic physiochemical properties of soils used in experiment

AR A A AHUR  LEERKRKE
pH  Available N Available P Available K Organic matter  Field moisture

/mge+kg™! /mgekg™! /mg-kg! /% capacity/ %

8.13 38.5 6. 62 4. 89 1. 873 21.3

L14 #ZBAR 21.5 cmxX16.0 cmX20. 5 cm FI¥ER}
%57 KMnO AW =ML 1 h 5B T&H .
L2 REHek:

RIGTER b K2 A B 2 2% Be H OB IR = 17
WEHE K (HESKERFELERRFKEN
75%~85% I, WW) Al 2 il (& K BRI E L
R AR B 35%~45% N, DS)2 ANk ArAb PR, 5 —
TR BE XEEER G, mosseae(Gm) JEFP +35 AM B
(DAAREF (CKI3 AMAbFE,3 RER, I3t 18 £, Bl
XAHF, FE%Et 4 ke, P EMATEE 5 i
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HHMER 15 g, A EFAHEBANFERKE L, T
2006 4E 5 A 1 H#EF G R0, 54 kR KR
KEIFRFEEKE—BCAEW R 5 om i F 21 B K H
— 0 3 M. AERKATHIHTHAAEH,7 A 21 H ARG
KA IR, R T 17:00 B R E LG R LIS KE
FEAHR AL PRGN . AR KW ERR 7 d ARG 50 mL
Hoagland . 2006 4F 10 A 1 H 45 5K 5 Wk
B HEATAE AR FR I 2 .
L3 IWHWE

R KRR T AN S K B E A K B AR IR
A O R 0 R AR 2SR R R L AR
et T EAM T IREETE, MAHSF NP SES
PP E RERMAPHE L vk, oF A Al v Ay
VAR B A 4 ) B L B S R i G250
Yeark (LA IS & H BRI Z) . TH B MR R
ErRHSCER( 1R 25 . 3% T oo vt § o7 3 =2
MR R AR, BOCRIB I I FARR Y3,

TEMRIBCR AT B AL R A ROt R, F
—4CHRAFER. WUFRE 0.5 g N A 5 mL pH
7.8 MIBERR 2% vh R T VKB TP S, S KA A B O, T
—4°C 8 000 r/min B.» 10 min, $2E_ 375 % FH TR i

PRI 2. He BRSOk 1218 JF Bk, 48 4 1k 9 15 1L g
(SOD) R FH &L i g m (NBT) 3 (LA il NBT F&f# 10%
YERN 1 ANBETE B0 (it AL B (POD) SR F AL B A B
(LA 1 min Y EEME EFF 0. 14 1 ANBEIE 340D T R
A (CAT )R Fl 58/ ik (e Y6 BE 45 T B 0. 01 4B
1 AEEE LD M AE .
L4 BAESHT

B4E K A Spss 10. 0 4 it 3k {4 One-Way ANOVA
BTG4, FI B (Duncan) 3 58 # 22 v 1
TR EWRL .
2 BREHSW
2.1 FERhE X AR R YR R

R 2 /A, T2 Mhe B H T 1% AM EREM
1RYe IMFIFREE IS 52. 78% . HEF G. mosseae BRRIR YR
TRET 3L 74% , REFHBZE T AM BEERIRY, %
F R T 30.16%, A ARKE A B
E—EHENLE AMEH, B2 T 2 a2 mh
FHMRER . RV G. mosseae FE 2L H L+ 3
AM HE 7 FRYMEME, X 5 KA EH R R 2
- GO

s 3 .
*2 AM HEEFXiME £ KK
Table 2 The effects of AM fungi infection on the growth of A. ordosica
. R BhEs =41 . #¢ T Fresh weight/g F & Dry weight/g
Infection rate Height of plant Stem diameter I e R 4 R R E 4y
Treatments Branch number
/% /cm /em Shoots Roots Shoots Roots
ww Gm 70. 00bc 47. 32ab 0. 5540¢ 19. 11b 22. 20b 7.67b 8.12¢
1 80. 00c 53. 96b 0. 4798bc 18. 67ab 21. 09b 7.59b 7.41bc
CK 70. 00bc 48. 63ab 0.5353¢ 17. 00ab 20. 31b 5. 49ab 6. 50b
DS Gm 47.78ab 42. 45a 0. 3614a 17. 03ab 13. 92a 3.08a 4.75a
1 37.78a 43. 36a 0. 4071ab 16. 44ab 15. 30a 3.94a 4.97a
CK 48. 89ab 45. 77ab 0.5176¢ 13.78a 13.91a 3. 21a 4. 66a

B R P E T RN FRRRIE T 5% BEKY; WW IEH K5, DS TRl ,Gm R G, mosseae, | HeF 135 AM H o, CK i/, TR,

Note: The different little letters show difference at 5% level in the vertical row; WW Well water, DS Drought stress, Gm G. mosseae inoculation, I Indigenous AM fungi inocula-

tion, CK Non-inoculation. The same below.

2.2 IEW/KOMTEPHET AM HHAR Y x0HmE 4 K
ip=A|

BA AM B TIMEEAN AR, g2
AR IEHE K arid 2T 2 E T AM B R YR
TN T RERK A 3 B b b S 4 B R 3 L b R S 4 EE RN
T8, kR R RCR A R, HAd, IEH Kb 3
A $Fh G. mosseae IR & T AP L2 AM BB, T
B nt 42 AM B W B 47 e E Ak A . i
T2 T 5 R EF R L, B R 13 AM BEHE
e FIEERN T E B T HMEEMTESANES T
9.99%.6. 65%.22. 74%.12. 82% , Wi B FF G. mosseae 1
BRI , HARSIE FROMME bR 04 . T R a8 it
TR B 1R W K Rk, T 200 (B 2 R T b bk

2

2.3 IEFEKSMT2MET AM H X E K R0
A B B

FH R 3 AT, o s 3l Aok n v e A X K B R e EE
FK B IR AT R I T 2, W F AM BE
X F B AK IR ORI BN AN B3 . R 13 AM
HEMB RIEK A= FeE S KB LR
FEFN G. mosseae, FEFPHRMABEMKNZRARE .

MMk B A B A BN T 2 E mpES, T
WA BTENBERR. B LE AM AEN, &
EFEAKTHEES ERHOA B &SN MT
8.46%0.30.53%, b ' B 43 W 43 5 Wk 4> T 10.43%,
20.34%, TEMHE T LMW S ER EH N T
78.47% T I A R BE A B BN T 45.45%.
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20.79%, ¥ G. mosseae HHEMETEMETASE
W= AR PAR , LT AR AR AR TR e fh bk . DRI EERD
3 AM H X TAE R OB R B A BT A IR 3L
SR TEREARAZ BT 2 o 38 B 3G 0 AR 2R % B A I s

RERLF.
®&3 AMEEMNMEMRKSRAE
B ERERNR
Table 3 Effects of AM fungi on the water status

and P and N contents of A. ordosica

WHE e Na
R ASME EAKR  Conent of N/ %
Ab¥ K& M5 Water
Treatments RWC ~ WSD  content JEL T Mt T
/% /% of fresh war i o o

wt. /% Shoots Roots  Shoots Roots

2 PER
Content of P/ %

WW Gm 78.15a 21.85a 69.96a 2.47a  0.874a 0.287ab 0.193a
1 81.06a 18.94a 74.52b  2.82a  0.867a 0.419b  0.188a

CK 7885a 21.15a 74.47b  2.60a  0.968a 0.32lab 0.236ab

DS Gm 86.14a 19.85a 77.2lbc 2.4la 1.78b  0.118a 0. 258ab
1 8l.11a 18.89a 78.07c  2.22a 2.56c  0.257ab  0.366b

CK 81.87a 18.13a 77.93bc  2.28a 1.76b  0.144a 0.303ab

2.4 IEEKGMTEPHET AM EEX TSR ERE
5

MR 4 FTH, SREF KA, T 28 T &M
G.mosseaefJH i iH SRR SR INT 12%, B+
AM HHTE 2 Pk AL BT it it R S BT
i G. mosseae B MR B Fh bk, W E R AR IZF
G. mosseae Xt FHE MM J iR 5 8 B SHEMOE B RO
RIVER R FHEMLE AMEHE,

F4 AMEEXHAHEESEMSERTYRIRIN

Table 4

Effects of AM fungi on the content of Chl and

osmoregulation matter in leaves of A. ordosica

rem R AR AT i iR o i
Treatments Content of Chl  Content of soluble suger Content of protein
/mg+ g7 1FW /% /pg e+ g IFW

WwWw Gm 0. 764a 0. 552b 6. 45a
1 0. 683a 0. 430ab 5.17a
CK 0. 769a 0. 404ab 23.72b
DS Gm 0. 756a 0. 343a 36. 99b
1 0. 671a 0. 342a 6.19a
CK 0. 675a 0. 423ab 6. 32a

2.5 E®KSMTREPET AM EE X050l E 4
N HE AN IR G S R AL

R 4 ATHL R0 G. mosseae 318 T IEH K4 T
M AT AR AR 36.63% ., TRMHAT 2 NERXTAT
RS BRI RR AR R MR, EW KD T
i AM Hl B &K TIHER S &, 7 T 28 T &
G. mosseae FIIHER & B B E R T AREMK. 3 AM
B K E BRI A R AT A AT B B AT
FEARIE AR & & (B4 T 538 B B RUR AN

R 5 A AL Rl G. mosseae 75T T8 T A2 it

A EESERET 9.30%, ZEIEE KT 2
B FEMZE AM EEERNTEEEA S &9 70012
BT 4.41%.30.15% ., UiBA R AM B AT LA A 3
TG BRI MR R A T S X A 4 5 5
x5 B AMEENHHERPRSEH
AEESENNT

Table 5  Effects of AM fungi on protective system and

content of MDA in leaves of A. ordosica

MEEEAEE WoEER

SOD POD CAT Content of Content of
Trefftints /Usg 1l /Uemin~! /Ue¢min~! soluble protein MDA
FW «g IFW .« g 1FW /mge+ g1 /mmol + g—1
FwW FwW
WW  Gm 587.93b 4. 49a 223. 20b 2.57a 0.0139d
1 619. 11b 5.04a 179. 62b 2. 84ab 0. 0126cd
CK 558. 24b 8.97ab 214. 99b 2.72ab 0.0111bc
DS Gm  495.52ab 5. 3% 3.70a 4. 35ab 0. 0092a
1 317. 87a 13.92b 1. 63a 5.18b 0.0091a
CK 361. 88a 10. 27ab 1. 34a 3. 98ab 0. 0104ab

2.6 IEEKSMTRENET AM EEX R BRI R
GLRITN B B

5 A H L, 3R G. mosseae 1T T 2 FhK 4340 B
T SOD #1 CAT ¥, IE# K4 T a3l T 5.32%.
3.82%, TR E T 4 5428 T 36.93%.,176.12%4, 1
POD WEMHEMEFAR BRI MR, Bf L2 AMEERS T
IE# K4 T SOD {fH: M 238 T # POD.CAT %
P, B3R E T 10.909%6.35. 54%6.,21. 64% ., FEIEH K5
AbFRET CAT 15 M 58 1E BR, T 7E T 5 B 38 B J0) 3% 1 A
i, UL EEE IR R SOD.POD {EHEKIHERE A
M3t SR PL R ME, W R G. mosseae BEE H SOD.CAT
TEE, B 12 AM T AR IR S AR MR HLE T 2 bhE i
71, VABIEERD AM H R B8R AR AR bR 32 2 1) T 2 i
AR T R A AR B RN T MDA A L. BN
T EET M G. mosseae Fl 135 AM HEFFKT
MDA W) & &, S REM B ILE 4IPS T
11.54%.12. 5%,
3 Wit E4it

Sag A gy R, 12 %0 A 1 S K B E A
WEMHT AM AR X B MR ML E% AM R
H,G. mosseaet TRAFE R ZMH. %A% HL
WA T REGHE, L EPARGEEN L E AMER
BT HAE N T XY M AR, A2 T R A R AR D,
AR RS2 2 AW X pHL B BT 55 4355 1) 5% i 7]
BB E— M RKEIMTE S8 N 2, N L B Ak AR 2
Ptk Z BIMR PR ZR AL E,

B s U Ol TR IR KB A T B R K R
TR AR B 1l B H R AR AR W B YA A
WARHER ., ZIRAEERERN, EM L E AM EEK
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FE AR b b BT I M R SR A EE T B A N A AR
FERIHR T G, mosseae FIEEFMRURA I £ AM B, {2
FI AL HEAE MR R RAT RN . B AR 2L K Atk
AT DR BB R T R (BT R KA A1 T B Fh bk AR
BRI R AE B 2R, XAiER B EP R
A3 AM T IS8 B AT T i 1 7K 43 ISR
2T REA R

MYIEFRA KA B TR B F 5 Al [F st
BRMFRIATEEVER . Aarle ST RSN N, EARE
B HETE FAEAE K B R R R s T Y B E 57
R, BAL S R R, A KB A& T E RS
B3P ERE VA BT MR NE MG R &, R
ERELIEB AR, RSO EN HE T R R
FREEREH T ERNA BRI, AR %R
B, SoREFRAR LL, T 28 T 8 F G. mosseae BT 7
MGRGEMINT 12%, 8B 1% AM EEES T -
WA BEE, AHERE T TEWE TRATHA.
BEEE . PEICHEN 33 N sR AR 2R XHE 57 T R A R
TRFEAR R A K, DL KA W 5 K 43 Be 35 40 B4 W Wi T A
AT $2 AR T 52 T BB R Yo 7 X T T R i 4 B A
ML Z— , T B AR F X R A SR .

e S R A P S PR T A AT A R B i
[FI BR3P Bl R RN A W B SR BT R AE . ZEARSE
A BN G, mosseae BEHR TR AR R A R AT VA MR Y
BB B HERSE. HABRSRERH, L5
KEFM TR AM B E X 3 A A B
YER, AT RBE B T P FORFTER AM H XS E
Tl A 5 S M PUVE AL BRI T 41k AM H 42 4
YEH. BRIEF SR FZM4TEYENHEREE S
JEARY R I A AR M e e 1T, R R 56 P T 5
JihiE T 8 G. mosseae FRRIIHEIR & & B &R = R H
B R —HT .

T 5 i 38 B AR A 40 &7 A REE A O
H,O,. « OH.O; %), B4l M AR o &AL~ — &
HIFR R, 3E B M B A9 4553, AR ) A B F7 2 B % (SOD,
POD.CAT %) 54Ef M (W HEH KT PRS2
I EA R G R ERT BB EE™ . WE A
ARE BT FEPEEY ERREFRE, R KE &
R ER AM HERS T /R 37# SOD.POD,CAT i
P, FRAR T 40 B A 3 A Ak, 82> T MDA & B AT
HOR TP R e, RIS RO ERW, B G
mosseae BEFR T SOD,CAT &M, #Ef+ 3 AM EH(E
PR RAE Z 2T 2 Bhia i 9 POD,CAT 54,3 H7E
TE2WHE T 3R G. mosseae Fl + 35 AM HE KT
MDA & &, #M AM EE B T IE8 R Y k-
AIRHEAN SR, R RAE SR AM BHE G
RBAS BB R 3 42 5 v OR B Bl T M A AR B LR P

4

Jo B, LR A 20 I B i o SR AL S #, e/ MDA B
BB BRI T 4 M BE R GE  se BeE E R T 4 IAE
HAE RS 3, X B R S L R R B R, R,
FEAR KB LRl AM BB 02 35 78 19 2R R T g 5 H
HLEMR TR B R LR AR & AM EH R
R B R DL R — P .
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T s Sl T
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W OE RS alr” TR e B R RRTVOEA,48-1027,48-1297 K ARk
SR A XM LB e Z T FMABFRMEZ 4,2,0,—2,—4,— 5,6 CATAKRB I LI 58
ZHRIGHK G R MDA SF TERBES T B EN TN, EREN 9 AR F R E
BARRA B S U S EL ST RRISCFHE IS BATSUELT>48-1297 >“8-
1027 KABMR B BB AR — KB4 T, AR ANIRR A B> HARSHERSHR, FHHRE
MK T B B 7E ) KB AKIR A8 6 e B o i ik A

RIR  RAE AE TS 77 5 AR R AR s DU M

hE43ES:S662.5 XEIRIEAE:A XEHS:1001—0009(2012)02—0005—04

FABBE = FRRM, S ARRBERIFE A —B 24F,
& H AT I 20 25 B R 1 SRR 2 — (B R Bk T
T 5 2 IR E 8 O™, 31383 A W, A
M4 RERMATIRA . HIRIREE S B
KA = A& R EERHIHRZ 1, KKK
HiALZR 28 104°35' ~106°44" \Jb 45 34°05' ~35°10" 2 Ja] , 4F
PSR 11 5°C AR K & 574 mm, R, 2010 4F 4
F R 1 R K KPR 4 T 4 i, LR BE B R G

PUFEVEIR A dh A, AR AF R AR D — EE AT ST IR
B, B RTA SR IIE A B T UR A SR R 2 R LA
B YUFEE R AT RBT R BUS T AR K R (B SE R
BRI IT 2 56 FP 78 ah B AR W) 1 I ST IR IR R 5F
JrE W AT R AR . SRR T 9 Fh
RABHE L AL AR O TUIRE X RARBRHTIE B RO &
LA K il R A BB B U it B B A BRI B SE R

1 #REFE

7 0007 A k. dnfalikE e AR R IRIR S E , S e L1 RBkie

HE AF B 43 51 R B R K TSR W BT 5T BT R A Bk
(Prunus avium L) & F B2 F K 7K IHTE 22 B A 4 B, &
%“%%”“‘ﬁi}‘”‘ “?l&?”‘ “1%2:[”‘ “Eé:[:”‘ “Ek%”‘

FE—IEE™ N %2973, Rk, R X AKA, AL, 307,80 %
BNEMY F T @R LA,
W Fs B B3 :2011—10—08

Effects of AM Fungi on Drought Tolerance of Artemisia ordosica in Unsterilized Soil

ZHANG Huan-shi? , QIN Pei’* ,PAN Shao-ming' , HE Xue-1i*
(1. High-tech Research Institute, Nanjing University, Lianyungang,Jiangsu 222000;2. Halophyte Research Lab of Nanjing University, Nanjing,
Jiangsu 210093;3. College of Life Science and Technology , Hebei University,Baoding, Hebei 071002)

Abstract: The effects of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) (Glomus mosseae and the indigenous AM fungi) on growth
and drought tolerance of Artemisia ordosica in unsterilized soil was studied in potted culture under well water and
drought stress conditions. The results indicated that AMF colonization on A. ordosica was significantly decreased by
drought stress. Branch number, plant fresh and dry weight of A. ordosica were increased by inoculation with AMF under
well-watered and drought stress conditions, but height of shoots and stem diameter and plants water status were not
significantly improved. Inoculation of the indigenous AMF notably improved the contents of N and P in roots when
compared with non-mycorrhizal plant under drought stress, AM fungi inoculation could enhance the contents of the
soluble protein, Chl of leaves, and promote the activity of superoxide dismutase (SOD), catalase (CAT ), peroxidase
(POD) ,decrease the leaf content of MDA. Thus, the ability of drought resistance of A. ordosica was promoted by
inoculating the AMF.

Key words: AM fungi;drought stress;Artemisia ordosica ;unsterilized soil
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