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Interactions between invasive plants and arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi: A review. BAI Yan-
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Abstract: The invasion of invasive plants changes the biological community structure in their inva-
ded lands, leading to the biodiversity loss. As an important component of soil microorganisms in ter-
restrial ecosystem, arbuscular mycorrhizal ( AM) fungi can affect the growth performance of invasive
plants. This kind of specific relations between AM fungi and invasive plants also implies that AM
fungi can affect plant invasion. On the other hand, the invasion of invasive plants can affect the
community structure and function of AM fungi. This paper summarized the species and harms of in-
vasive plants in China, and discussed the relationships between AM fungi and invasive plants inva-
sion, including the roles of AM fungi in the processes of invasive plants invasion, the effects of the

invasion on AM fungi, and the interactive mechanisms between the invasion and AM fungi.

Key words: invasive plant; arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi; diversity; interaction; conservation
biology.
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1 NEEWIRE AMF BT

ANRAE YA 73 A5 () AMF J& A . 3R E )R
( Glomus) , JoHE %¢ 75 J& ( Acaulospora) | Fi {1 %E 55 J&
( Gigaspora) \Ji EL 1 9% 55 J& ( Scutellospora ) | N 3+ &
% )& ( Entrophospora ) 1 )il 4% % J& ( Archaeospora )
G RZUBREHEEMERIE (£ 1). k1
AT LA, B RE SR BT L K # A ( Catharanthus roseus)
f¥) AMF 5% B b 50 4~ + (100 g) ™", B SLBi g
T 755 ( Mimosa pudica) ) AMF #1F% J& k 52 4~ -
(100 )", [A]— B ZK W P FP AR AE P9 AR 9 AMF
1735 R 25 AR K, (H AMF B 9% 25 0 77 7 B i 22
SEUUNAR T S R M A K — A e A

(Solidago canadensis )} FEl L Fh hy 4 Bk 20 2 FNEE Py
BRAERES) AT T P B e Wk 44 hin B K — A
TEAR RIS Fh A Bk e 25 Fngh A ERkge 7 ; e Al R
HYLE 24 ( Filifolium sibiricum ) F3 Fl 4375 B4 AMF Fj
SimE R —R i AE 22 AR K™ L A P R A\ R 2
AR E AL B 18 (Medicago sativa ) #R 4331 43
B3] AMF 3 )8 3R O R E M E AR
J& YV ERE R JE LA AU T 2 AR AR
WIHR Bl AL (330 5.9 F4.2 ¢ - kg™ ) Al
A AR (B 31.7 A 13.4 mg - kg™ ) AN,
RYLF (439 93.3% F1 83. 3% ) Al T % B [ 4
W29 F140 A4 -+ (100 g7') JFEFERE RS . H
AT UL AMRAE D) rh [V R s[RI F A AR [l AMF il

R1 NEEYRE AMF #E
Table 1 Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in invasive plant rhizosphere
A A N2V AMF )& AMF Fif e Fh
Species of Invasion Genus of Species of AM fungi Dominant
invasive plants sites AM fungi AM fungi
A ffy B AW, B BREEEJE Glomus T ERSETE BEVERRER 6. claroideum ,G. mosse- -
Eleusine indica =, #o & ae
Wendeng Muzhu
River, K unyu EH#EE Gigaspo- BIREMEE Gi. margarita
Mountain, Mount
Tai, Rushan re
’ JEEBEERE Scute-  FWEEHEEE S. calospora
llospora
NFERER Wi INFE#ERE E. infrequences
Entrophospora
HF = N5 BB Inner  FBREFEIR Glomus HiFRAETE G. constrictum -
Elsholtzia ciliate Mongolia Grassland
K& BN JE SR BT b North  BR¥EFEE Glomus PIBIEREERE . dimorphicum
Catharanthus roseus ~ Goa of India
TAEHE R R Acaulos-  HERETATHER Aca. laevis -
pora
Er ENEE S Pl B South  PR¥EEJE Glomus RNERPER ERERE WNEREE G aggrega -
Mimosa pudica Goa of India um, G. geosporum,G. intraradices
JR B Archaeos-  THEEJRBERE Arc. leptoticha
pora
Zent2y M52l KR Tnner  BREFJE Glomus A [CERBE RS IS 2 Bk ag O W1 ER e TG 4 R 3 -
Filifolium sibiricum ~ Mongolia Grassland B YERRE RAEREE MR EE TICER
W KRR EE MR EE G brohulii, G.
caledonium, G. fasciculatum, G. claroideum, G.
constrictum , G. etunicatum, G. geosporum, G. hot,
G. macrocarpum, G. versiforme
TR B Acaulos-  JCRETCAIFER ANV LA FEHE Aca. laevis, Aca.
pora excavate
JEE MRS Scute- MG E TR S. calospora
llospora
&R — K WA TSR BREER Glomus EPRERE EEVG R FWIEREE G constric-  HRIRER FEVIRRE

Solidago canadensis

ELIAE

Medicago sativa

Chongming Island ,
Shanghai

BL N P B B
Western Hangzhou
slope

PO R DL (R R T
2 ) Tibet Grassland
('samples 1,2)

TeAT 4 7 )& Acaulos-

pora

BREEEEE Glomus

FREERE IR Glomus

TeHiZEHEE Acaulospora

E s Gigaspora

tum, G. mosseae, G. claroideum

MY TCARRE R B AT RERE Aca. excavate, Aca.
mellea

IR BRI PR AR
7 MREREE G geosporum, G. etunicatum, G.
mosseae, G. diaphanum, G. versiforme

G fasciculatum,
G. constrictum

HBRYER 2 EEER A
% G. geosporum, G.
Etunicatum

BREEFEE Glomus
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HA— 2 YA EEHRE R AR, AMF /1)
TS ST AR R 57

2 ANEEYME AMF HHEEER

2.1 AMF X AAZAEYI R0

AMF 25 EJLF 1z, fE 5Bk E 90% 4R A
Y T E A R AR R, AR A B R
%2 ( Centaurea maculosa ) F3 R FR AN 22 18 5 T AR
WA 5 4 E ALY L, B A (Sapium sebife-
rum) ARG F B AMF . AR A Y5 = 1
MRAZ YR U] AMF 72 AR AR A —A 8T 1 5
Hu I IV R AR A SRR o A v 450 A
M.

NRMEYIRES 5 W B WP AR o 52
PRSI AAZ A 5. Pringle 2512 $2H 3 A% 1)
AGAEY) 5 AR H R A SR e IR 5 2) AR
FEY) 5 AR L B AR i O TR AR R R
AR (AT S A HE - E R AR L AR ) 53) ARIEW)
SERERLA, MHEERERZ L N (A
AR L BE 5 e B L 3R ) XM HER ] T
MY 5 AR L LA O R ARIE A
RN 240 1) JLP AR R 58 4 AN 61 BT AR L
AR RENS I AR BT EREE ;2 ) RN AAR
TR0 5 TR AR L P ) B S e A | L 0 TR AR
FLE R RGN, B ARBTG5 AR H
% AMF JE 0 B AR R AT SE B A, (H
AR HARELE AMF 801 E LT, il RESSBHAS &
A RETMANRE R E AE 53 ) i AN A (= AE 4 520 213
WO T & — I TR AR EL B, AR AT BB 23 i TR X A R
HRELTR A R i P 52 BH s 2.

— LRI R, AR SEI AR 2 S T R A
fERIAE, I3 2ok AR AR AMIF BREVE 458 St T A
TRAEYIA B . S AR A )5 350 B T 235 4 1 ek
AR T AR 5 A HAE Y B 58 . PR AN [R] Y
AMF XA 75 M4 1 A K R AN [A] 20 Y A=
Y5 —Fh U I 2 1 2 R E 1) AMF (R REfR
YUAHIAR YY) AMF ) JE Ssm ZU 0 S 2R O &R ml L4
R AR A7 2RI i BT, h I AR S
A T G20 MR, 2 AR AR D SO B R
JER AMF {254 M A\ 12 T30 AMF B9 FPRE % T
BT D T e S AR AR A A R AR T AR
AR BRI ZE BB T, B 0 AR A 7 A —
TR AR 1) B A5t

AMF HAEY) 7 RV 52 W 4 27 A 00 55 5 0

F.ESG,AM A A H/N EAR AN R 1w A, R
T Y TR AT DUSCRCAR 22 a9 W/ T, DN T s/ A %
GRS EC S BRI Rk A BT AR
T H B TE S RETT . HR A R ABEEAITE A=A
WA R AR B B R FE AR FHAS[R]. 28 2 %) 7 5
LI AR ) K AL 4 35 % ( Coreopsis grandiflora) B
FERI, RN ABIE S 2 P-B ( Paris-type ) , T
SERTRIBFE S R R, P-BY AL A £ S BLAE 2 4F
A REAR JORAREY) b, AE AR AR DL
Cavagnaro %Bﬂ NN, A RE 5 T 22 FEE A7 5 Y i
B NS (8] A5 G, T8 B P-7Y 1 AR JIT 5 A Bsf (8] L A-2
(Arum-type) &, i — AR MY A B WA, 530 P-
R0 WA BRI, AR R AR BRAR M (1) B AR
FE ) AR A 2R R0 ) P-4 34, ELEF A A 1)
IS P-HIZE G L AP 254 B A 3 3k L R AR
P AR ) AR 2510 2 8 7] e 5 H D R 2% DI AH
5, Imhof S5 A FE W38 IR E 758 55 4, P-4
S AN S B S5 R 2 Y | DR Ay TR 24 Bl T R 2 Bk
PSS, Ahulu 2570 W58 £ 0, A-RUH P-
RIS S A (R 4 A 6. I Sedded A4
TR B 5 RO A, AT DR AR () Eb A VR B
G, T P~ AASE TR R DR U T 5. 3k 7 v 288 2 g DA
e AR AE AR R B B 1) I BE 1 AN A 1B U I A
B AITER AN [ A AR B BE LA KA [R] BR 8 2647 il
RAERIVE AN

AMF 3520 25 R 8 T2l 5 AT HT, BE LA
AFPJE AR 4 7 FEY At i, A
BN E FEG WS AT E B R AMF X AR A4 1Y
YEFS. AMF s ad 3270 RSO ma A 1) 5 0 G R E A BF
FEIRIE . Carey 257 MV Zbric k2t T—4
FLHEUESE : AMF B A AT 49 22 407 35 5 -5 ( Festuca
idahoensis ) #R B B9 B IR 55 7% 245 NAR PP BRE 15 R 4224
Zabinski ZEPT TAK  AMF REH 8 BE 5 K 4248 5 AR
Hb R ) 5 A 8 7 1% 3 D R 0l ) R ST AN S Tl P
#:%%. McHugh %58 BRI, #E6k P 4644, AMF
n] L) 2 A i 5 AR K B (Spartina alterniflora ) W) 3%
AW, EARAE D FEFSE AMF 5 K5 (Ambrosia ar-
temisiifolia ) B HE A C R BT R BE, AMF 1] DL K 5
X A A B S J AR, B TR R AR
BFRFA e m KR A K R R, T2 /9 AMF
) 26 AT A AR AE ) A AS 1l 08 305 A 40 v 25 BRI T 15
RO BESFIC R, SR A E R TR ik
i AEY) Z E] ) 25 S PE A e AR i ARAE ) R
L, TP o i BT AR BE Y S TR B, O S A
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TIAb, BIAR ELTR REAS B2 = AF AW RO BUR I | skt
G A SR (A2 0 LT B P A R I Y B
H 25 (Anthemis cotula) B #% 68 FiK L FE G FE AR
SEARIRHLIX IS AMF 2 e 4 382 2 5] 849 LI 1,
TSPt T A BT A R S RS A ) (R

AMF s 7] DLRE IR 75 3 5 5 A A8 4 1 5% 4 B
11 P 3 BAR R AR 3R SR A TR Rk
BB AT TR AR LA AT LA AR A Y 2R K
AR L TR DO A ) AE Y B R 5t T I TR AT AMF
P2 2Z 8] R 35 1 AN X BR 40 B0, AMF 2 35 % A2
T BAT 7 SR T3 5 20K B 1 16 26
2.2 ARHPIXS AMF 15200

AN TR R ) e SRR L %) TR AR A Y AN [6] , AMF B %
iSRRI/ EZ 2 T AI R it L7/ K S
JE5 AMF {6155 2RI Y 0 B 1 A 0 35 TEAH
KRR Y 2B F 5, AMF ) F 22 4 P i
O RERE LSS AMF YRR IR S R TR] B —
T Y ] AMF i OB IS BEWE 2 AMF 1)
e, NIMTEZR T AMF B96%% B2 RN 22644 9
KBGSEEY) TP s — R R BHE , AMF £
FEPEBRAR ) S M 7ERE ) 22 R = & 1) B A el AR
1, AMF 2R

N AR AE )30 H A A O i AR AR B fE
DLH AR B P04 5 4l A= 2L | sE i A oA A K
17T 4 b A ) 5 i B 26 ) kDt 23 52 0 AMF B %
SR FTIRE.

H G, ISR A Y RERS % AMF B 75 24544,
EIAER I 168 rDNA W5E T A [ RSP A % AR B
TIEM A 2R, SRR, 5 E R E
( Phragmites australis ) V% F1 i = %% B ¥ ( Scirpus
mariqueter ) FE V& AR LG , AR B ALK FORE 75 1Y AL PR
TLE ) Z A6 PE A 5] B2 ZRAR 2. Mummey 1 Ril-
lig" ™" A3 FH ARAIE B T 52 K40 BT £ 2K 2248 114
MR T AR M AMF B 2H N, 548 AR AR
HiAR L, AMF BEVE ZHEMEREAR. R REZE45 T oy 3
B IR — R AL I A I AR 1 4% AMF
T HARA MR XY IR B ( Kummerowia striata ) H2
Fil 3 AMF BEVE LA, H DAEE PR R4S pk
B IR Sy LA M 35Kk 50 25 0 %)) 285 R e R Ay A0 3
Fofr s DT 5 B50AR i AT 49 34 HIR B0 1 2 22 5 ( Schindl pe-
renne ) AR YL RFEAR, A YIREE Py A 2 ek Z .

HR AIE AN AR A RE MU TSGR Y D Re.
Hawkes 25 5t 9% B i FUE Atb JH 20 £ F 5% 36

Y, A2 1 S A B S 278 1 A el o A T
R ECTR I 7% 2H R, C AR T 0 A W 1 9% e AR L TR
Glomus spp. ZENAEHM B, FEA MM TESH T H
R, NI SEEL S DI AAR. Zhang AT B R N
KR—BLHAL I AR AR AMF T 7% 4514 % tE A2
16, T B B A KA R S 2 K00 e, i) A
ol X0 RS (7 JEE PG R A R 5 Wl /L. 2= SR AE AT
MNARFE Y 5255 24 K8 ¥ T 44 ( Flaveria biden-
tis ) P A AT LR W] T AE Y AR W] LARE AR AMEF
ZHFEME, U AMF BE% A B T A REY 5 74
Y 5E 4, M AEAAEY) A KA. Roberts Fil An-
derson ™' YR B tWAE B, 2T (Alliaria petiolata ) i)
AKARBAERL I AMF {678 &, i AMF 5 % i P
I LA A Stinson &Y XFAUEARMA S R GRSk
TP ZTT ST UESE , AR i T AR H b
Wk (Acer saccharum) ZLAEHE (Acer rubrum ) 13 [E H
WERS ( Fraxinus americana) 5 AMF Fy3EA= | 58 5101 55
THAHT AMF B g R R G A 1. AR R 1
EHY S HEMAEYIE X R SEEY  FAR A
R o T RN D RE 7 15t

3 ANE#EYWE AMF HE/ERILE

SR W ire T 2H S D BE S5 A A T 2H AN
HRER VIR, Lin 450 M HE T RRAR BB 24
PEF ) Z2AF I 22 18] AR AR AR B A2 30 AR 4 A
B AU A 3 AR B U (enhanced mutualisms hy-
pothesis) ffRE T X PSR . 5= M Al He , AMRAEY)
MR BNRRE 1) AMF Fifh, Jf BRI k5w 20 ny 2t
AR DT

T —FE SR AR AL T A Hu A
Y5 AMF Z a5 B3 A 0 R AT E L iR R
IS L5 % NE SV ER 7L TN L 2 L7 g v < B
HRFR B B AT P AR 0 10 ) 5T 8- ik s mk
(8-hydroxyquinoline ) , 7] LATE 3 FORMT TR, 515
HHEE MR Y AE Y Callaway 5 BT 3R
Y, 20T N AE SR S5 72 A2 00 20 W 4 ) 1 A A )
SRR I IF H TR IR kR 4
YEFIEE R, SRAB Y N 1 4 O Z2 1 BROG 7 43 K
Gy FNES 8], AT 1) PR 58 R A A 5, R i 4R 3
TV FIGAE Y 0 e AR B 5. — 2Bk AR
TEYIRENS ™ — LAl 2 Wy 5T, 52 W AR ) F - 3 Al A
Y2 AR EAE T, BI“Novel Weapons” {15!

NEZAEY)REGE I M A T A B K SEF 1Y AMF
M2, B (A A ) BT RS Y AMF b2 R At 585
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JBEW/D ISR AS H A MU AR [l AMF B8 L 35 Fh
PURLASHAEY) 5 AMF AL SE R | B E0R it ) 18
TR AR O 25 WIS R RE T B TR AR 5 A
Wk 5 R A A RIPIEULE T AMF FE7 3 A
AP LE B B A A, e E AR AR 1) 1 2
AR

4 MRBE

FLW AABIETE C R 4 R OG T 1 A A I, HG
A S AME BYRH AR TS TR AR 2 ST Y
TR Z —. KT RARIE L (RSN R 22
BRI e T 2217 25 ) 5 AR DI RE (75 IR LR M I
HHAL) Z a1 56 5, DA b X SUE 5 RRAE AR H AR 2R
SR G A IS B TR B4R T [ AR DG T
FERD  JEH R I AN AR O SCEAZ L. 55
Hb, T JEXF B AN 25 T AR AMF $9%
SER I E LSS IFES B U T AW A BOR Ot
FEARAEYIR ] AMF (V& S50 2 REPE MR E 1k,
WAl A AR AR L AMF (0350 | 5 1 i R AS 3
A SR B9 R AR B, DU AR #81E — > PR
IR e LR ) 22 R 08 A 2 R PR (B B S Al
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