B A A Al 201146 A 22 ol

Chinese Journal of Applied Ecology, Jun. 2011,22(6) : 1639-1645

RAFARERIT AM EE&BREHNZmARAER"

BEE E B AH#
(H B AR IA TRV ERDIFRT, 7R & 266109)

i E RVAAZRATAMEFHSHAEFE , AUBSNBESMAELDE. TE28D
FFFEREFX AM AHBAESEHEAEEL W, L, REBREENRLESRZE T AM
AHBELEMNY M ERXE AXRARE T HE ER BRI EE LEHE FEH
FlERVBEAFHI AM EHFHEEWO B HARER, 2 T R LB AR HE AM ZH
BELEMNT RN KA TRERALAEASZAT AMEE S FHEN TR 2A REBLK
HEPEFREBRERA D S HEERATER AMAFTETRGRLESRA T
AM E T % P b 048 B Y w748 09 [e] B An 4 J5 B9 3 52 0 1.

XER AMEH BELSH KUKk FIEEEHNE RKVAEAREA

XEHS 1001-9332(2011)06-1639-07 HEHFES S03 CEHIRIEFE A

Effects of agricultural practices on community structure of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in
agricultural ecosystem: A review. SHENG Ping-ping, LI Min, LIU Run-jin (Institute of Mycor-
rhizal Biotechnology, Qingdao Agriculiural University, Qingdao 266109, Shandong, China).
-Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. ,2011,22(6) : 1639-1645.

Abstract: Arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) fungi are rich in diversity in agricultural ecosystem, pla-
ying a vital role based on their unique community structure. Host plants and environmental factors
have important effects on AM fungal community structure, so do the agricultural practices which de-
serve to pay attention to. This paper summarized the research advances in the effects of agricultural
practices such as irrigation, fertilization, crop rotation, intercropping, tillage, and pesticide appli-
cation on AM fungal community structure, analyzed the related possible mechanisms, discussed the
possible ways in improving AM fungal community structure in agricultural ecosystem, and put for-
ward a set of countermeasures, i. e. , improving fertilization system and related integrated tech-
niques, increasing plant diversity in agricultural ecosystem, and inoculating AM fungi, to enhance
the AM fungal diversity in agricultural ecosystem. The existing problems in current agricultural

practices and further research directions were also proposed.

Key words: arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi; community structure ; agricultural practice; soil manage-
ment system; agricultural ecosystem.
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1 RAFEARFEE AM EEFHZ LM

L1 X AM ECRE VA 450 5200

olv A= R AR N P K S50 T B 25
M AM H 8 ¥ Fh 2 #E ¥, Jumpponen % SR A
PCR $ AR Xt NH,NO, (10 g N - m™) 1A it 1) 755 it
A AT AT, AR N OIE Y A AM HR
LT R WA & A AR . 7 G 25 4R
FENLRE AL RS f IR N Rl N RS X 712 i
PR EACT X, & N GEIE X = B AR T, HL
REBRDRBUARE T AM EREEEA . 75 E I
TR A NH,NO, (100 ~170 kg N - hm™ - a™' ) i
4 PR A AM L 19 B SRR AR, U E A
FF P} Gigasporaceae ) FIFEAN R A I i, fH7E Konza
R BB R SR ZEUE T, PRk
ik AM H I 20 i P LS 138 P i, AM
FLTA T8 T % B R B ) & 2 R IKTYY. Kahiluoto
SRS RL Py s R A Hh Y A R it P
JIE 25T R A A6 4% B (B AT BF S 3R B, K A P
FEXT AM BB HE & WA SR L Al 0N IR AT PR
P AM ELIE A R 2 22 0y Y, H AR A %
AR AR, K (27 4F) it H NP AR (B R 2% +
T WEIRES ) AT KR AM FLEA 612500, SR Py Fh 2 4
PEFISE AT 2 B8 N A PR 5 3 A4 1
S PP AN Shannon F8 81 =1 N i K B HL %
AT 2% &£ 1 Shannon $8 %0, = N FCiE P K ACXT
AM EH Z R 5 E N BCiE PO Y52 e —

PRHLTA R it — LA 5E.

Jite A HLAE 8 & ] DLk st: AM B B 22 90 L
ARFIMR G T A T4 S L2 e (BT ALY
AFEHEXSFEE AL 58 AM BE Z PR
S AR LA A, del Mar Alguacil 281 5% ] (SSU )
rRNA-PCR 8570 F- Bl 55 17 19 4F it FH 3k i 52 3
(UR, H & & 3 & 0, 6.5, 13.0, 19.5 FHI
26.0 kg - m?) X E AR T RB A LES AM
FLEZ M , S50 9 FhERBEE R ( Glomus )
FLpEEAY Horh 3 Fh oA T A i ] UR A3/
X6 FiACREE H BLAE R 4> UR AR BB /IN X AN [A)
UR Jifii o AM 5 77 B 9% 240 0 00 i 2 A4k it
UR 52 &80 F A (13.0 kg - m™) BEHM T
AM ELIE A M. A HLIE 5 H A AR R BC A it T
S AM ELIE Z AR R 254 . i n, Joie 2 AR A
BUE SR N A HUE 5@ N, d 2 & A HUE 5148

N A HLUIE S E N ARSI B BT AM HIE Y
PR 07 % R 2 PR 80T A it R R
e AM R i 22 1< B JCHLIE it 1 3 22
TN 5 100t TR A - 8 v T 22 < B N9 4% Tl
B TCHLAE I 38 22 L B XF AM BB A
KEH et I RERY 200 5 NERHFRSE i A4
i SAEH A 5 2 AR RS AN TE AM E R X AN
[ IR SR | A A MR S R 00
USRS K.
1.2 FEBERT AM H S S50 520

FEWERERS T AM B 2 FE 1%, Simpson 20
23| M8 (Sorghum bicolor) F1E K ( Zea mays) #
HOK P ANFE RN BRBERE IR ( Glomus ) FIJCHE ¢ %5
(Acaulospora ) Bl BEAR T K 78 /& £ €. Orte-
ga-Larrocea £ 017] 2 B B Mezquital 0] 4% 3t [X
SRAEZTTKHEW 5 4 35 4F .65 4F 95 ik +
(vertisol ) F7# )2 £ (leptosol ) B )2 T IFEFHATI %2
R IEEAL A AM LR A5 B HE AR 2L I (]
(R SE A T/ 5 T 9 )= - R 5 4R J5 1 AR 3
b BEBE 35 AFJE WIHE N, WS XIF IR T . PR R
R R, P EE VU ERBE S (6. mosseae ) TEIX
AP - 33 b BT A AR S I ] N 9B 7 B B 22 5
PRAR AR G F8 AN 32 5 2 WE AR FR A 52 . Hy T A [+
AM LT PE IR B 39K 23R B0 B B I B B BE
FEAE2E T, IR GRS IR 23 52 i L I 257 . 191
n, EEBRERE (6. leptotichum ) BE A i+ 5 -4
WA (i S0 SRS, DG RE TCAE 5 (Acaulospora
laevis) W EFKRHER (6. etunicatum) F15F B0 )& B #Y
BE%5 ( Scutellospora heterogama) F MU EFE 510 +
e FERTCM2ERE (A, trappel) FIBABREERE (6. cla-
rum ) TR PR A 2 AT JCTE T
A SCE RERE R RABIFOR % 5 I T,
1.3 FRRIHBEXT AM BB R TA 2544 i 52 )
L3.1[EfE RO A B AR R R
B REA R A7 A AR AR ER I A ) 2 R PE. ]
YRR ZR T AM BB WA 2 AR R 2 HE P = T R —
BHER R, G2 5 HE ( Semen coffeae ) [A]VE I
BT AM ECIE AT P Muok 45 AR T A AR
W ( Sclerocarya birrea) PR K Ho 5 /N K (Setaria
italica ) B F K BWEXT AM B AR, 25 328, 1]
VAT 3 0 161 %50 RN 22 %% FE. DNA JF 51 43 5 Fil
PCR-RFLP “5 3R B, [AI/E 1R R T 1R G K E (Gly-
cine max) F1 A% ( Populus tomentosa) H3 & ) AM H
PA Shannon 5443 514 0. 82£0. 08 F10.70+0. 11,
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T SR F1 A AL 0. 53+0. 08, X #E 43 F 7K F- 1 TiE
T EVERT ARG AN AM LI PR 2R
1L.3.2 50F 1EWRAEXT AM B WA BRI,
FEAL SV S X i A7 18 /N2 ( Triticum: aestivum ) -
WBE N2 - KN K N RN KRB N -
FK-ARHE /NFE -] H 2% ( Helianthus annuus ) -JR#FS5
—FRIVAER IR R T T AM B
FHEE . Vestberg 252 78 3 AEFP I 45 ( Fragaria
ananassa ) B3 (Secale cereale) F¥Z.(Allium cepa) |
25T (Radix cari) (374 ( Fagopyrum esculentum) .
‘H % ( Brassica oleracea) %5 8 FMEMI I #EAEIR LS b &
W, ERE RIS T RESE R AM ERTE {2 E AM H
FRTIE R, RIREERS I AM B S a4, A B
T AM B R BFR R — D RAF I DI REK
VL AAERENUE AM EE MR SAE LD AM K
P78 7 Bl 28 80 HE 2R 1 1 2707 Mathimaran
SR A T RIE S S i S TR R
PR ( Crotalaria pallida) $e1E . E KR FAELL i P AE
XPERER T AM EIE Z R, 45 R R feAE
5t P AESAN R I AM BB 6% R R R R 2
FEVEFRR, (B AR B 2 % 1 Rl AR 2 B8 | BV
AN K- DR SR VR - 1 b 4 U T AR 3 (A
scrobiculata) FVPERE JE B fA % % (S. verrucosa) #F
Z I RE R T RPN LI WL R RVEY SR
B MH AR, AM E T 24 P Y 52 e 3R )
AN
1.4 TIEHHERIEEXT AM B R S5 1Y 520
WFFTF I, BEAE ) Xk AML L I 4001 9% 26 i
FZREPER TE | Kittiworawat 2512 %} 22 [
JEFHAE T FORBEAE T A A R I, R BHE -
AM EL YR = B RN 9% B v TRRE iy, =
HORBIE b 2 B 18 AP, 1% B g 4 e+ 21
A MHHE L HUR B 16 A, 1875 B AU B v +
13 1. Alguacil %[29] WY AR &R 18S rDNA,
2 RFLP J3#r WP 78 B R + P i o 2 Nl
PREL AR 4 FIBFEIR R0 EREEDR R AM &
2RI SZ A, 55 B E R R AT L2 I AM LTS
AIREVR A B BEVEXT R A= b AM FL 3 B B 7R 435
A EESE I S A L, RN T AM
WAL R Al JOF HAME S T IRk & w1
P AT A R3Sl T 18 o R K AR R ] L
25 )R ( Scutellospora ) BT 50, L Ge#HFE I
DBk e b UL T 23 301l Oy Bk 2 B ( Glomus ) M1
I8 ( Gigaspora) HIFHZE ™ {H Schalamuk %

L 2 AEXME G E R e b - AT AM BIA TR
WFFT, R IR FTAT AL PRAY AM FLIE R Rs A ).
1.5 fL2E25500% AM BT R 2540 1 52 0

2% AM ELEH AR KSR A K ARaE
{EE5IEFEASAIE , 31X T AR A b it FH 9 A 25 25 A
FE LA S AM LB R A 245 1) SRR 1 22 S T 3. B
AR 25t FHAEBR 3 n, -46h AM B R R EE BT
N2 REPE AR SR S B R #4347 0 Connor
IR R, R FIFEOR R (Benlate ) A it FF AT LA
I ARTE R, B2 AM B BEIE 25 A R 2. R
FCH A AT LA AR AM B 18 1 800 A T AR AR
Yol R AFIS AM H SR A — &
A8 H 50 ] I P ] R A AR AR U kD 7 R
7 H 68 %l ¥ % 5 ( Pisum sativum ) ¥R [ 1 T E
AP Vallino 265 X 45 1 AR R £ 47 18S tDNA §~
14, PCR-RLFP 437 T 94k 2% 2 5 4 - 1
AM ECTR PO AE ARG, S50 14 B AM BB 2R
Bk R M AM B E R, AN, S
JEALRE XS AM EL I 2 K M 77 AR RN RS2 W, Yang
G IE R, AM B 2 RS B P Cu
W BE S AAURR G,

2 RAFEAREBES I AM EREEEHNERN
il

2.1 5 AM HE R ZAEER R HIPL]

PN AER R G, TR AR BN W] HE 5
M P IR A SR AR I AM R R G P
JRAN A, FETT RS RV 2540, B m 22 RE . 7] 3%
95 Bl I - 358 bt A HLIE sl AR IS RE A F AM
HEARKRER, AR TS AM FE 2 Tr-
eseder 25 7E 5L R M X (IR 58 26 W, Xt 43 il il =
NP JER TSt N P IE AT G AM B TR R 4L 3.
& A EAS A E AM B TR A Y, R O 38 Y i R
KT REARRBEE VLS, AM B A K i 1Y 2
BLR B VRS W S NS s 1S 0, M £ i
AM BB 221K 8w R Rt A L
RECSE TS M BN L3 ROK RS UM ks +
SRR BT, 15 HG Al - S A 0 M OBl — £
PR 50, AR E AM LB 1= G R BR AR T 1.
filan , 515 ( Vigna unguiculata) % 45 d J5 76 H 4
FEREFEAL BRI FIARAR YR 50 73% M T7% it
FH ER E WK ( Crotalaria juncea) F17K ¥ fZ ( Pongamia
pinnata) SENEHY AR AZ YL 200 5 77% 1 79% | 1M
it BE G X B8 R 69% ). A HILAE 5% o B i 0
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K H R AR LT T 2 R U 1R
il BEA R TE AM JLTR ™ A, HERh i BBk 4 %5 ( Glo-
mus claroideum) It FHEF 4E 2% LT o 45 9% 4 Ab Bt
HYAESE ( Folium allii) AR Bl 750 b A it FH AL B4
SN 35. 19% F113. 8% 7.

(R, % FR R 2 T 5 A S e v T LAGE ik
03 AR A ) 2 PRI N TR AR AR e R T
B PR (B VEFIRE VR BEAE SR AR RE F A2 E AM TR
YRR . BN, S RAVEKRE AM BT 2 4 508
WAE] 20% , 45 4% 5 (Vigna radiata) A4 (Ara-
chis hypogaea) B [ = I L ( Trrifolium repens ) [8] /£
B, (YRR K 30% ~80%
2.2 [ AM B 2R B

— SR B FE T AM B 2 e 2 A
il AM EEAE K AR YA T RR Y B S 72 85 0
B HE V& Bt AR 2, S AR 2 . Tt N
FIEL— e B AT TR AR R e R (H A i R T, il N
RE$E N JCTE R ( Echinochloa crusgali var. mitis ) T AR
(RYeR MGG (Oryza sativa) WARAR Y2 R EEH 2 5
RN P OK B A it T R R e R
SRGX 3 FhoT R P A 1R AT AR 2y ks e Ak v
AR, BSR4 52 B AF EAY A AM B A KA
H, FHAM HE YRR AR BRI R
ASEEAESY XA RE S — A S AM H B
Ve A AN I E.

TR AN 04 3 ol R R K - g i A 34 R A R
AM EEA KR BT ESR e E Y E fE
FEVEURGI P, WR BB IE AM FUTRE A A AR A [A)
YESREAEIEYD, il 231 el AM B X2 FAEY
(12 4. Karasawa % IESE Y FOKk 5k 27 ERY I+
K (Brassica juncea) ¥AEI , E R TEAR R G AL T H
53 EHYIn B SRR R YR,

UL IR A0 L, A R 25 AM B A
A R B R P O BB R it FH A B 7
BEMS T AM BEEESEKER, PR
A A0SR 3 K T A AR A T
AM E YIRS B g R 0 A 52 AR s G g
HPY R 4B SR T S AM L T A 9T R 22 9 B N TR
HRAZ YL /K55, T RE I AM B 2 REPEDS) . B %
A5 AR 255t FHAE BIR By 38 im0 38 v e 24 5% B 5 170 AR
ST RN AM LB A 4 R F F L A AR
2y 5] RE T3 A DR 2 PRI AM EL R A
WO DT AR LA A IR R

AN R AT > AM B TR AF E- AR R

Bt R LI ERSE AR - D AM B AR AP A
22 [ 245 B 8 10 A AU TR AR A e o iR T I
LR AM EIE 2RV, PR R, D)W R it L o b
( Desmodium ovalifolium ) B 22 ¥ Wi 1) T 22 IR &5 44
YR B AL B R ( Gigaspora rosea) BIIRYLR
{H3E I AR BREEF (. manihotis ) i ge 8 (1
WA R BHE SR E SO 15 it T LASE I e AR
LRI M B, O6F R HEPHERT AM ELH
BT 451 5 Z FEPE R 2 LA A RRR ABESE.

3 RERUESRSGH AM EH S HF T EIE

4.
=

3.1 it N M R it

AR AL AE BRAA TR AL REA2 3E T AR 45 e A
161, I HLRERS I HAR X 22 B2 e AT A R 2545 A 2%
R AM B 2 AR TRE R A S RS
I BCSCEN SA ARO At , ESy At OB A
BUIEH 5 LA G BT, [R) Bsf T 5 WS VR R 808
TERIHEME Ty =X R AMRRER 25 AR 2525 G BT IR
BRI E E AM ECTE AR K R YRR A,
PER AM ELE 2
3.2 EhEY ZREE

AN ARG U HRR Bt R G, ik
P PR IAME SR VERE X, an RS R AR ) 18]
1 B RIRHY A7 FAY B TR AR, I Y PR B
S3Z% B AT DIBE IR - b 1T R ERL AT B[] ) A
ZREPE NI W 6046 AM HL B 76 9 1Y 5
A O TR IR B AR E M, R O A 7
A H.
3.3 ANTLHEFD AM

YT & U A A Y, W08 IR ( Citrullus
lanatus) . NZ:( Panax ginseng) 5% , i, 1 [l & 14 B9 2%
FAEY , AR B ( Nicotiana tabacum) 35 JI ( Cucumis
sativus) i T ( Solanum melongena ) . 3 fili ( Solanum
lycopersicum ) %5 , 1 0] X} HFP T SCAT AR AL, BV &
MR AL AM BT 3 & o i AR . TR AR
b DX, AT UK 2646 R AM BLREHEEF ), L
Kl AM BB ARV X R O7 B o SO S (R
—JE AR

4 PNBFERE

AM ECRE P SR 2 BRAR S U F 2R 5T
22— JuHAE H TR AM BB VR S5 F FRAE T A
AZHITEOLT TR T T B8 AR A 28
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ERCRSS GPN ) EIR YRR ol ¥ P ST 2 G e K
AEFIAC 2R B A T RS BT i Al TR A
fE R OLEAL B 25 56 FLEAT T Rl B9 1 RIS 2R
117, SRS B 3 1 2 705K, X 07 TR T AR i 2
PR, 2 R — ORI B L T, = AR
GER RIS, 11 ELVF 2 WE5E ARG 2] — B 458,
B LG4 A DL X AM FLTE 2 HEPE Y 32
Wi 26500l B AR B2 T HLJR A B OCHE A
SRR R, S J5 BB X AN R AV AR B R 4L, ik
TR E ARG RIESRG R E SR G
2T ZKCFRE, DHRR S S ROV FAR X
AM FLIEREVR 451 5 D RE AY 52 e b AR R AL O
U, R B AT AR AR AR Rl Ok A= A R Gt
SERIE AR , R T RE S S E Bk A
TLEVARICHARSE  WETEA R 7 Bl 42
R LEATEB ARG AM F AR 2540 5 DIRe
SN 5 = RGURZ TR rR AR AM BT
L S INREMI TR S 17 AT A AR A, B0, 9
R AM LBl 5 B 50 A AOTRR, A 9 18 AN ] 2 1F T
(8 R B RS AR, AT LATRUIL B 12 40U S AR
KEERHI TR AT T M ARDE A, AT DL i DL
AM HFEZAEME N 300 R Y ik Ae it i
FMEREIRDL , PR AR A 25 RGP 1, S m e ™
R A TR A, DT S B AN 2R 5 B AT o £k
R
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