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Table 1 Rhizosphere soil microbial quantity of different treatments

o Eallzq] HE TR [EX7PSE Ve
Bacteria Fungi Total number
Treatments
/X107 cfu e mL—1 / X10%cfu e mL~1 /X105cfu » mL—1 /X105cfu » mL—1
YA 1.10cC 10. 96bB 12. 39aA 123. 48¢C

Actinomycetes

YD 1.52¢C 12. 10aA 18. 3aA 171.18cC

LH 16. 50aA 6. 83cC 15. 33aA 1 666. 00aA

CK 11. 00bB 5. 75dD 15. 69aA 1 146. 26bB
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Fig. 1 Effect of different treatments on rhizosphere

soil microbial diversity
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Effects of Different Mycorrhizal Fungi on Soil Microbial Number in
the Blueberry Rhizosphere

GONG Na, XIAO Jun, YANG Zhen, WANG Na,CHEN Xun, YANG Tao ,ZHAO Ying, WANG Hong
(Research Center of Microbial Engineering,Liaoning Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Shenyang,Liaoning 110161)

Abstract; Taking two different mycorrhizal fungi YA, YD as materials, using microbial dilution plate counting cultivation
method, the effects of different mycorrhizal fungi on soil microbial number in the blueberry rhizosphere were studied with
pot experiment,in order to provide the basis for development and application of mycorrhizal fungi. The results indicated
that the number of microbial physiological groups in rhizosphere soil of different varieties under different treatments had
significantly differences,and bacteria decreased,fungi increased with actinomycetes no significant change. Rhizosphere soil
microbial diversity index of different treatments improved highly. Its change trend was not in accordance with microbial
quantity.

Key words: mycorrhizal fungi;rhizosphere soil jmicrobial quantity;blueberry
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