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&R BMRAT-EAE B R LEBAE T F AN EF F. R T R B RALAS R AR B LA
HEARALBAAMPFHEZEMBA L LB R F, 20T BB EH T aRARE g
AMF # % &M Yh, EREAV . FEBRAAM AN ARG RE—TRE A LSRN
HEHERITGERKGAEL, ERFREHANRE LIE T L5 B E 12 B 33 # AMF, &
P Funneli formis mosseae #2 Rhizophagus intraradices J& TR B Fr, T fife b ikis
AMF $978-F Z 2 2 55 T L34z (P<<0.05), TikAsfbe9 & & F Shannon Weiner 35 4¢3
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WX ERERE A AMFE J5 425 TR 218 1,
1R VIR R Y BE R RICRR R 4R/ 5 Tt
A NLP.K & &, g B 57 2 B i 45] A
AR B Z [A] A AR R T LOE s e R A
SRMAEYED  MRES | FIRRAET WP G4
&I AMF W] LUE i 3SR A8 4 14 S0 B 15
FIBG ARG AR P I 7 B2 5 128 R X T 5 J0h ;45
FEHE PR AR AR A s e
KA K R M A & B, AMF X 5 4 )8 A A
WERHER AT H EE B R W8 FHEY
FHPitE. AECRAR BB AT DU i s s 4
Yol 38 it 52 R AR A Wi s ), BEE
EWZERRE RN AR S, L& RNA
HR CDNA) FF A 434 R #0 FIBR F B E B
N FHE] AMF BYRFSE RN,
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BBV PR EE S O R AR . BRI
IS KT LT 5 BHSBEAP J pb AR ] - S AR R AR
B WIFEXS G R T A R 3 (L B1858 22 AF XA
i HoAR [ 15 AMF RARR IR SRV 0T,
HOW T LR TS5 AMF 2 [6] B4 64, 9 LA
JE B BRI R A S R AR S R R RIR
PEAR B O AT 5 B T At R

1 #H57FE

1.1 K HHEER

WEH KH LB E R R H R R
X, BRI BSEYAD | LLHLERAR HEAR R
PRI, TIPSR L B2 AT IR
WL ARPEK Y 217 km, PR3P IXUE HLAY B KBt 2
TREFERNEE, X ERKMER WS ; AR,
WEEN ;FEXNEWD, IRER, ETH;#FE
S T R, TR AR B8, AR 37 IXC Ay L > 38 37 913 B
X, &4 3 FHERE R —10. 9~24 C, 47 HiR
R 6.8 Ch,
1.2 Ke##

BRI B M5 KE L ER K B AR
X KR NI K 5 A SR8 5 3 AR, .
P = SY< Sl e e VAN b S AN R A A A = ]|
291 515,1 410.1 305 m, MAIEBEALREHL KL
SHAEK B REL, RERRE (0~20 co) +
B RS E SRR
1.3 RKEHE

F 2014 4E 5 H , A 3 ARl AR R 1
R TR S 10 SRR R] | SR A b A
AMEE . RENTFE 2 mm FLIF AT, EFRR
FZEBKIETEE FAA B W B €. R PHIL-
LIPS 1 HAYMAN f#4 4 (8,355 8 W AR R JL 3,
SR PRS0 (60— FRE R o Y T R A 2% B, R
TP TEAFEE . EZEH MY FEE,
Shannon-Weiner #§ % Simpson’s diversity &%}
G, IO RN B A MBS SRR A&
%5 — RN HITE S HRE K Melzer 0570 740 B3 (4 9
Ak, ZRXNEHEER B AMF %58 2 F 317
KRETK,
1.4 WMENZE

fFHE(SD): 48 50 g MBI TP A

AMF W 7%, XL E (RA) . 21 AMF
MM ESYME S, BEEJV . K
AMF Yy 88 I5 vh Y AR X B 22, Bl (=
R 28 8 30D 3R e it AMF ) Fh7e 8
TP BB E AR . MR FEE (SR) .50 g
RE PSR B AMF #3H

Shannon-Weiner 8 %%. H = — 2 (PilnPi),
Pi=Ni+« N, # Ni i AMF ¥ i 8GN
2o AMF 8 & 9 Fh A $0Z F1, Simpson’ s
diversity 18 ¥t. D=1— 2 (P)?, WY EFE. ] =
H «+In S,:( SOBFREER AMF ¥t S8

R A HERA A RS IR E R,
NaOH ¥4 @t-40 86 91 Lb (8.3 . NaOH 4 -k 446
FEYE AR Y B . 0. 05 mol « L NaHCO; #.
NH, OAc 2421656 B 35 43 770 0 i 498 38 A0 P i
pH. AWUE . 2R . 20 20 R A S
BUSPEEFRT

L5 HiESH

FH MYCOCALC AR MR R G, 1
SPSS 16. 0 #F#4T ANOVA Siit o7, ke A
[FI3E A7 AMF #4244 351 B (Fo0) ., 2 4% 38
(M%) AT EEFISR B 45 A R B (m YD) AEL F B
Ca%0) FUMEL (9 55 B FIGE P I 476 R B (ADD) 22
s EM. I SPSS 16. 0 XA R 3 + 4
BB AMF TSP R 351 T ANOVA
Giitordr. R CANOCO 4.5 B4t AMF
ZHMS TR T ZE M ITA 5317 (Redundancy
analysis, RDA),

2 HBRESH

2.1 AEHEHRRERERLENHSH

M 1 AT LLE B RIS A AMF #1244 50
FEEDZIM I EENZES; P A L3
2GR EE (M %0) 5 451 B FI5R B I 45 A It (m 0)
BEETTFHA(P<<0.05) ; MEFE %) ]
b prd =R G B ) & AP N VA 0B [ e 25
3 55 T S ) ) 25 R i 2 (P<C0. 05) . AR A3
SR E RS S R AT R E ST B
WA T (P<C0.05), B — & |k B =
2R,
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Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant differ-
ence(P<C0. 05). The same below.
1 FEMRMAARIRE T8 AMF @3 %
Fig.1 Infection rate of AMF in different altitudes

2.2 WRHIRELE AMF B S HME SR

TEAR R PR B i vttt oy eg iy 12 M ARR
# AMF, T35 8 (Acaulaspora) Z1AREE
(Diversispora) . B {8 % )& (Gigaspora) . JH B
2 mE 8 (Scutellospora) FREE®EE (Glomus) JFR
K g (Paragglomus) . W 32 & i J& (Entro-
phospora) BB B (Funneli formis) . Ambis-
pora. Claroideoglomus. Rhizophagus Fl Septo-

glomus %5,
F AN RIS FRIADS e B E) R R 338 B i 33

FRABCEAR B . X ot AT B AE 04 rp ik
P HEEEA Y BB 7 DR B ST. S
BUnFE 1, £ IR Rhizophagus intrara-
dices (IR AR ) MXT £ B 23.260 . HEMH
61. 63% N B &, H WK N Funneli formis mosseae
(EEVERREET) M £ B EEMHE S50 13.210%,
56. 60% ; 7E T P R Rhizophagus intraradi-
ces (IR RBEE) X L E 22.36%0. EE M
61. 18% N B &, H WK N Funneli formis mosseae
(BEFHRRBEE M ZF 162290, EEME
57.61% ;76 LI Rh Rhizophagus intraradi-
ces (FRINERBEE) XL F 23.19% ., BEEE
61. 59% N &, H WK N Funneli formis mosseae
(BEVIRR B E) WX £ 14110, EEME
57.06%,

TEARE A ) Rhizophagus intraradices (13
NIRRT WEBEYI KT 60% .1 Funneli for-
mis mosseae (FEVHER R E) R EEY KT 50%,
ZEBHETHREF, Acaulaspora gadanensis (¥
B TCRE ) AT 25 BE B Ik (o7 388 o i A1
T Acaulaspora biretilutata (U ICHEERT) WK
¥ . Claroideoglomus etunicatum (4 E Bk &
B) BTN BTN, Funneli formis geosporus
(bR N YA B RS . FEAH
¥ 7 b Rhizophagus aggregatus (J& R M ER B¢
B)YRE THRE WM.

*1 WRRELE AMF A 2B EEEMREEE
Table 1 Relative abundance, importance value and dominance of AMF
F 37 Down-slope F £ Middle-slope b3 Upper-slope
AI\;IA:JFsp ?;es XL HEH R X EE EEM = X EEE W ARE
RA/% V/% Dom RA/% v/% Dom RA/% V/% Dom
HRAKEE R. intraradices 23.26 61. 63 A 22. 36 61.18 A 23.19 61. 59 A
BEVEIRBEEE F. mosseae 13.21 56. 60 A 15.22 57.61 A 14.11 57.06 A
B THETEE A. gadanensis 3.57 35.12 B 1.62 23.03 C 0. 00 0. 00 —
W AR A. biretilutata 1.69 23.07 C 2.82 23.63 C 3.81 29. 68 C
SEREE Cla. etunicatum 7.75 53.88 A 6.99 36. 83 B 7.01 42. 39 B
HEREE F. geosporus 10. 56 55.28 A 7.85 37.26 B 11. 56 50. 22 A
JEIRMIRTESE R. aggregatus 5.61 36. 14 B 6.71 36. 69 B 5.39 30. 47 B

T AR RERE B B WL .C % WA D AR " R,

Note: A is dominant species, B is most common species,C is common species, D is rare species, ¢ —

HH % 2 WAL, T 367 0 AR s 7 A e B AR B -
¥ AMF WHFHEE B ER T L3k (P<0.05),

¢—7 is did not appear.

TR e F A Shannon-Weiner 38805 F I
el BB 3 KO- (P<<0.05) ., FEARRMA: B
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Table 2 AMF diversity index of Amygdalus pedunculata Pall. 's rhizosphere soil
AMF A% Tl b LA 3
AMF diversity index Down-slope Middle-slope Upper-slope

T EE Spore density/ (FFHL « (50g) 1)

414. 67128, 96a

357.331+21. 64a 270.22417.67b

FHEYERE Species abundance/ (B » (50g)—1) 11. 8920, 56a 10. 6740, 37ab 10.114-0. 53b

Shannon-Weiner 35%% Shannon-Weiner index 2. 28740, 04a 2. 2040, 09ab 2.1540.13b
Simpson's diversity $5% Simpson's diversity index 0. 8710, 005a 0. 8710, 004a 0. 8610, 005a
5] B Evennes 0. 92710, 006a 0. 93710, 005a 0. 9310, 008a

Simpson's diversity 3 % fil#4) 4] B 2 6] B &

Z5,

2.3 WRRAEN AT EENERE S
HMESHA, LB FILRSEEEST

W37, T T 37 A FLBR % B2 5 e A A0 B 33

MILEEER(P>0.05., THEMNHNEHEES

T3 5 A0 _E 34N 3k B B 3 /KA (P<C0. 05) 5 111
HERIEAR LN A A S BB E ST A
(P<C0.05), T3 A L3 fv i i B B 3%
BT A (P<<0.05), ZEAFRMEA E4A.
pH. 28 BYHF TR EER (P>0.05),

%3 R LR E B R
Table 3 Soil physical and chemical properties of Amygdalus pedunculata Pall.
1 TFHf rhg i et 204
Index Down-slope Middle-slope Upper-slope
AHBLE Organic matter/ (g » kg—1) 34.5541. 53ab 31. 4741, 87b 38. 9312, 32a
4%, Total nitrogen/(g » kg—1) 2.05%£0, 23a 2. 2610, 20a 2.184+0,12a
440 Total potassium/(g « kg™1) 258.96+30, 10a 232.62433.18a 291. 46430, 29a
4% Total phosphorus/(g » kg—1) 1.307+0. 12a 0. 95+0. 16b 0.88=+0. 07b
WifEE Available nitrogen/(mg » kg—1) 145. 72+11. 21b 180. 9148, 09a 177. 2245, 26a
FEBHE Available phosphorus/(g « kg—1) 3.3140.17a 2.5440, 11b 3.61£0. 23a
R Available potassium/(g « kg—1) 1 528. 48474, 51a 1 573. 34%158. 64a 1 873.58+157. 0la
pH 7. 580, 50a 7. 6040, 29a 7.3440. 11a
2.4 AMF BEZZHMS TEEHHEKIE RDA
VK 2| H
# RDA 7372 8, F§ CANOCO 4. 5 #f43 N T12
PR N 5 TH T10
MR R AT (DAY » 43745 55 o HE P i 2 A
RCINT 3408 RDA SRR L § | s
AMF ZHEM SRR T2 R XK. AN AP, : T3 S —
AK.OM.TN.TP.TK f pH 4} 3|37 + A F i o s T n
AN G € 5 G I S5 W o= X - o o T4 b
1 pH; S\H.D.J 43 3 Famf #) 3  Shannon- 17
Weiner #$%. Simpson's diversity 8R4I B, 3_ AK
T1~T6. FI . T7~T12. Fsgf {7 ., T13~T18. s Y

L3 . AR R PR 138 AMF Z#H:
5+EFE T RDA 4r 45 R 0L E 2, RDA 43
W RFR, B —HT S AMF ZHM4FEECH.
S.DAEEMXEM. 5 J ARl 5L ERF
TP.pH.AK A IEMH %M. 5 TN.AN,.OM, AP,

— 18 12 . (]
F—Hh Axis 1:20.58%

2 AMF &#i5 + 38 FFiE RDA 537
Fig. 2 RDA ordination plot showed the relationship

between AMF diversity,soil and plant factors
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TK ARG, 5 _HFM5 AMF 281
BOH.SHIEMEME. S D J Akt 5+ 1%
¥ OM.AN.TN.TP HIEAMH&H .5 pH,AK,
AP.TK A fidixtt, AMF SR E H 1S
5 TP AHIEA XM 5 pH A fAEKH; D 5 AK
AT 5 AP A UG,
3 ifig

B FENR B AR R A R bR L 7
AL AMF {2345 BE 2 18] B A 1235 1 28 4L
T AMF (R YL5R BEAR T B3 A b3 4 1)
RYSRE . AECF PSS e, KOs B
Befr, TR T EE AR, DB ST
SR LR R A s . VAR ORI
(LA fi Ak AR AR B R A — S Y FE N B TR A
FRI T R E RS . B ED R
SRR G XTSI B ZE R A AR AR HL R 1Y
SNBSS, TE— 8 YL NI IR BE XRG4 1
R SETH R ERAL PR VRS, SER
G . MFEERER, £ RF IR A B
HEIREVRE GRERTFAE—EWER; h AMF
HIA R R BT K IR SRS
AHRIE] X 28 N R R B AR AL R B AMF /R 3t
RO B A

B e DR AR - h L B 12 )8
33 My AMF, HF R, intraradices fl F. mosseae
TEAR R BB T ; Cla. erunicatum 2
TR LS FE, F. geosporus Dy T B AL Fl b3
R E R, TEARBEA b R, aggregatus )R
FE ULFR, B 0L, R. intraradices # F. mosseae
A REEEE W TERF IL W IREE R0 T A F, Rom
R. intraradices 1 F. mosseae BB MG HE . WM
Cla. etunicatum FE3E N F 3 A FE3RIR

TS b 3 6 49 e BRAR 11 AMF (97
THERE ST B FRE (P<0.05),
WL T S R R AR AR AMFE 87 %% BEAH X
. ZEREC X 5w LR B A 28 R T AR
REEWHR LN, EERNT S, B TEER
B, BPRER S W WA R FEAR
£, TSI #DY IR R AMF #1F %
J3E AL A 125 B A T T 18 3K — 25 SR AR T
BRI [R5 5 B R IR 1 e 5 45 4 iV SR 45

IR R B R R E A RIF G, oW, 18
R & LS E R, 03218 FHE R,
AMF B 34 YR . &0 RBERE A
R T A B AR TR,

Wi kAR B + 3 AMF #1¢ =£ &£ | Shannon-
Weiner 16 804 T B EF & F L3 (P <
0.05) , . B 4 i Bk AR FEl -1 AMF i 5
Shannon-Weiner $8 % K6 & 1 4% B0 = B -850 T
R, ZERESET ISR SR R H X0 BRORN b A
T 2T AR DR L T 20 P R i 95 4 )52 i I
R FFRZ A i #h £ F BETC % 2 5%, M
Shannon-Weiner +§ $E 3 19 F 1= 11 .38 PR A
X HEPFREERAN L MR B PR e | 1
IR IR X AMF 52 U AR HEAE
P, K W Bk AR B+ 1 AMF 4 7
— X V15, 1B PN B TR A o e T T BRI

AN TRV A 1) S B A P B 1Y) A AT R T, bk
PR ALET S & s, ZE T AL S
By LA R EEEZR . THAMANE
AR S REEE RS T FHA(P<0.05), TH
iR A RSB A R B T A (P<
0.05), FEARN L2A . pH TREZR. A
)48 A 4 O ] 4= 39 28 AU O W] <45 1 2 T
AMF ZFeHHa 80 T F Z RIS,

WP R AMF 2405 1 8 A0t 5T e
RDA 5 #rgs R, AMF £ #f 4 5 %0 Shannon-
Weiner index FIF ) F 5 2BA EHXH. 5
pH A ffiAH5& 1 ; Simpson”s diversity 8% 53 4L
PR SAH DG 395 B 5 3R S DGk X
puzk BB H], AME 2+ M35 %0 Shannon-Weiner
TR FEZ LR F B, £ —E 1 E N
W& 2 B 098 i Shannon-Weiner 5 #( & I 7.
AR EEZ pH 0, Rk - B A
BESs/b, Simpson's diversity $5 % 252 W A%
PRSENE ; S) E FEZ AR ., E—E
BRI, - e R A0 BT L BR AR 5 B I R 4 Simp-
son's diversity 850 IS E TR, K3 ARk
Wil AMF ZH % 82 0 H 7 2.
pH. AU BB, FEERECHRER
AR o X T i+ E R pH &R
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AW A A U A AL B RS R B AMF
SR M E R ST A —RE R R Fa )
VO HARPR £ AMF SREEN R B, ARG 2158
LTI AR T VU R AN g g, I
iS5 AMF 9fhFE B EA B KM, ER
i, H3W pH SR A AMF M EEEH
—SERFEIR . RO R, R AR 5% R G + R
Xt AMF ZHMHENE —EZR.

ZE LR, KF L e Bk L IR AR R e R
—ETL N R IR G T B I e TR AR
RIBE 4 s AMF 7 F % B, F i) 3 & | Shannon-
Weiner T EHE BRIV TR A B B, KE
LA fadk 8 AMF 2800 257 + L 7
W pH. R R R

S 2308k
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AMF Community Structure in Rhizosphere Soil of Amygdalus pedunculata

Pall. of Different Slopes in Daqingshan Mountains

YUAN Yuan,ZHENG Rong, CHUN Lei
(College of Life Science and Technology, Inner Mongolia Normal University, Hohhot, Inner Mongolia 010022)

Abstract: Rhizosphere soil of Amygdalus pedunculata Pall. of different slopes in Dagingshan Mountains

were taken as test materials, the correlation between soil factors and community diversity were

evaluated, the method of Phillips and Hayman staining, wet sieve extraction-sucrose centrifugation and

soil physical and chemical factors routine determination were adopted. The community structure and

soil physical and chemical factors of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) in rhizosphere soil were

studied. The results showed that colonization rate at different altitudes increased at first and then
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AEEERAKENBEMFFERK K=

B & ER2 & B W, A K FEAE EWH
CRIETLA R L RREBE K IR5BE, BT KPR 163316)

B E.AEF1IF"HFARM, RAEADRAHRE, XE 3ARERTF, 252
667 m? & 20 kg(N1,4&42) .40 kg (N2, # &) .60 kg(N3, & &), 24 K4 £ (NO) 4 % B
(CK),BFR T FRERRAKFNHFHDFHRTHRL . ERIRRF F0H R, AN
ARKERF NG HRBERBEALRIE, R0 N2 N3 REZHF ARG
# % 256,276 cm, ¥ R FFH T N1 &2 B R (P<0.05); Fhr3k £ 8 & 69 X DR H
N3>N2>NI>N0; Z fort 8§ T4 i & & E A0 1413 5 NO>NI>N2>N3, & 69 F 4 it
L EARGILAI R R - W TR E & AR ] 5 N3>N2>NI1>N0; N1, N2,
N3 242 667 m? F¥ =545 %4 615.934.1 235 kg, 5 x B (667 m® F 3 =& 391 kg) 48
Yo, A3 57%.139%.216% . HFRLER AW, RIEwiE A BB Fei 2 K, ik
MO TR HHELETRNIER Bt A B E AN THFAABEECREIR, K-
w3 E R,

LI AL A YRR T s s 7= i

HESES:S632.9067. 2 CEKFRIZES: A XEHHS:1001—0009(2017)22—0108—05

352 (jerusalem artichoke) AFR¥EZE. BT
2 R—MZEE R AN Y , — A K] A
1~3 m, AHUR BT 25, Ji 7= THL3EM, J5 & Bk
WA A, B B R A b X A R . 4
FHATRE S BOR , Tt T 2298 | T S8 b Bl BB 8
AEFTHE BRI A RS MR T AR,

FE—EEEN R A 1988, B, M+, AR EIT R, A%
SZANFLEARSLE L AZFHK L 4. Email
guxin88(@yeah. net.

YR BHI:2017—06—20

BFEMESRS IR RE™ , BB UGE TR
B A HUST WARSFK L B R B
TEM. BFEHEFRM S, 37T LU
PERER kL, HE T B B A E A,
23 JiE O I, AT R MR 1 R S R Y
Ko BT E S RME AT FO IR R
X[ P 1 P B — 7 1A T S0 B i A I
RREARS » 55— T T 3 BB R ML M A B v o T
AR A o B BRI T 0T KRl
. E BRI R X AT AT 65 | 2

N N N N NP NP

decreased with altitude increased in a certain range. 33 AMF species were isolated from all soil
samples, belonging to 12 genera. F. mosseae and R. intraradicesand were the dominant species. Spore
density at downhill and mid-slope were significantly higher than those at the top of slope(P<Z0. 05).
The richness and Shannon-Wiener index at down-slope were significantly higher than those at the top
of slope and mid-slope (P <C0.05). AMF diversity was mainly affected by total phosphorus, pH,
available potassium and available phosphorus.

Keywords: Amygdalus pedunculata Pall. ; arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi; different slopes; diversity;
RDA analysis



