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Abstract

Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) can form mutualism with most terrestrial plant roots, and
play a variety of promoting effects on plant growth and development. A large number of studies
have shown that Arbuscular mycorrhiza can promote plant nitrogen and phosphorus uptake and
improve plant stress resistance, such as drought resistance, saline-alkali resistance and heavy
metal resistance. The infection of Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi can improve the plant rhizosphere
microecology, thus increasing the biomass. Arbuscular mycorrhiza has important value in the field
of plant diversity conservation because of its unique physiological function. In this paper, the phy-
siological function of Arbuscular mycorrhiza and its application in stress resistance and plant di-
versity were reviewed; the relationship between Arbuscular mycorrhiza and plant diversity con-
servation was discussed; and the mycorrhizal research in the field of plant diversity conservation
was prospected.
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1. 53|

T ABR A RS R AT, SR T A Z AR H Rk, BARRESRAK
T HEZEA, WFRSIEH KM R RGAT 1TSS MY 2 PR AW 2 FEIE 0 B 2220 4
[FIRAEY) R AN ES RAM R E, N THRFASVPEGEEEZ . HirA KEWRER T4AEY
ZHMSAERRADRII KR, KWHEYZrEE S, BEAEs. 2SR E[1]. XRTHY
MR E — B AP, TR Y. EARS R R R RS 7 E SRR, AR
52 I [E N 02 AR 2] [3]

AFE AR (Arbuscular mycorrhiza), fENWAERIRT 246 1z, A8l 58 80%[HAE & & AR R IE A&
B AR LA A 2 (Mycorrhizal symbiosis) [4], &R ig & T HEDEDTR . IS TEE ), XY g
FAKKEAEEER L. FHMIEREERAA: B} 5 (Funneliformis mosseae). 4T
BRFEFE (Claroideoglomus etunicatu). #R P9 AR 71 %% 2 (Rhizophagus intraradices). 5 MR 71 %% %% (Rhizophagus
aggregatus) % . [FIH MR B AR B Bt FAEY) SHh R B3R R M E G, KA SRS AR Rz e
R A A A R AR BT A BRI IR B ASIEI, BRI AR RS RGA T ) S5 A R
Wi FERRARILA: Rk, HEPE AR 2 v AR B AR E 1R (Arbuscular mycorrhiza fungi, AMF) 4= K52 (it & fir
THVE TR I FEIRT, AMF FRAME 2235 BRI 1 HIB R I i 72 45, JUH 2RI AR R EHE DL
WS FR 53 [5] [6]. 1E/& T AMF [ HE 2 [ AIE SRR RR I, DL FE R A o 45 SR 300 5 J 3w 1)
FAMRAE ) M A8 ThAe, 2B H a2 iR .

2. IEEE T ASERXHEYIRER
AR AR T DA T LA SR R BATIB AR R DR A e W LA 3 2 AR 7 % Bl R R AT T4
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R G

AR BN e R R RO B TR B B R R A ) 5 R B R R e T A U RE T
FEREPDRE WS S0 R B S ae, DA St M OR /A%

21 WEEENKSNE, REEYFEE

T AR AM BT B 2200 AR 0 R RE 77, SR IR AT JBUE TR B TR R AR YU
AT, M 1A BRI R, WTTEYITT R R8s [7] [8] [9]. REMAE[101 I, Hift AMF
WEREHE T EREAR, EREDCE R RE S, BEE SR R 0R . B ] T R
AMF JE47 K THYIRZRE R CE B, 3855 TRVIIROKRE ST, A BRI BEAR, R PR h Bl S 5T A AR
FEWMN, 15 7 EIEYNPTREELL]. XNEE L2 PSS R BN, TREMS T ELKE A
AR Ge R M5, AMF IS4 i fid FAEYIVR N SEICT RIBD A IR (K 5 B, XM IR R SENA7 A2
X R XA PR BAT 7 EERE L

2.2. REEWIKEMmENY

iR A IR E KR B I EZEABIN R, R IE R KRR P GIR pra FEA TER e
R L EARRBOKEE ST, BUBSEIEVEI K A BB A5 — R HIRIA[14] [15], 11T AMF 3R RS0 —
ot 2O A P38 A R BREG . AMF S R A (R B B ST AL T RE A JR iR AR KR, 1o
WROKAE s 388 TR A A B 2R 1) 5 R R T8 s W PRI RS AE, I PR AR L AR
PR AT s RSV A SR 2 s R EEC AR RIS, DL AMF ST A A 2R
HAEAAR AR G707 AL T, LA B ST e 1 H .

2.3, FTIRRBLZETE, REEWHELES

0 1 T HE A7) 2H S P 5 e A HE PR AR AT I N Bk, IR ISP, R AR K. fEE
JEEPHEMEE T A E AMF FIAETE, AT DLEEEH AMF 763 pa sR5g v AR B @& N . BF L s
AMF BRI = T S SR s i A W0 [16] [17] [18], WEHET, M [10)1WF 74k TR, Hefh
AMF — @2 b a] DU s b il R L4 e e KOs A R O . A LREFR AMF J5, 28T
FEPIAE $5 B PR 8 R, 3 T s e 70 A Py 5 DR 3 T DR/ B R R S R e b B350 90 G, A
AR EE T A A BB TP [20] [21]. AMF RESEDI G, SRRV P9 BE RIS 5 IR & 4L R ™= AE 5,
WA T IR R AL BE P, DB IR S SRR [22] SRR IRIL[23] TR S
[24] [25] [26]%5F Bt R 3 s it V) E 25 e -3 v 2R K B

3. MRE R EYIE H IR

TE EARAEZS R G0 bl AR MR AR B3 515 2 Z AR S AN oo — i, 3@ i AR TR AR AR 1) T
2 KB KM R SR ER R, AR RG T oRg ok RABOT YA E AMF FH4E AR
ok, I 22 RETIE EAEYIR R BYIRE S RASH, B BRI 4% (Mycorrhizal network) 45 #4[27]
[28]. Bergelson 5[ 2916 7[Rt 1 W 1 K B AR IR 285 S5 A AR T RS IR 1 AN [ A [ A 3L =2 B 700, IR
A A S G- P A R VR PR S AR LA, R R T AR EE L, W R R
SR ERRANAERS . IR FI T AR KR ESE, WM T AS RS rEY) 2R,

3.1 P EWMMERR, ENEYSEYE

AMF ] 7 P AREM AR, FRARDE S MO SR A 5 A L], (A DI N PR )
BEBN, E—ERE FYERHEYI BRI E[30], AR TR E R A R 1 fR 4 [31] [32] [33]
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[34]. JF H AMF AT DASR i B AR AR I B oA ) VR 5540 J1, Bl Fitter [35]4538 5 AMF R 4 Ab i 2 52
% (Lolium perenne) F148 & & (Holcus lanatus) 5 AR AZ G R0t LI 45 R BIR, BEBEEFRIuRMBRILAEE /1. 1R
gtk bb S FOARK S5 52 2040, 17 50— D7 T SR R SE 4 e B I, DA B AR e i X AR ) e G s B S O
FORR I 5 0 () 1 XA A ARV T AR, BT RE R T B AR AT R SE AR R

FHRG 24 AMF [RTE RS2 BT, 30 1 D6k 55 B AR AR B R A 0] 75 3% 70 R ANK 23 IR SRHCRE 77, AT P
KT ENTERIE PRI se g 77, e e 7 AR AR M LR (56 4 0, BSU88 T BES R A A 4544 [36] [37] -
ZHIEILT, KRB AMF REPHEY LTS 1T 5 AMF ILAERHEYI[38]. HFEAE I M3, AR
HR B R A 1 E R X AR RS 2280 N B, X PR R T A RGN 2 FEE IR RR[39]

32 HMBELH, REHEESN

REVE S5 B ) 2 REME RO AR T AL . AMF M B 22 0 28 SR T LD ER A5 O B0, B2 A 0 ] £
SEAEN, PR R RS RE, AT AT B AR E IS5, AR T RS RGN T RS
MR AR AEAE T LB — 2B nts ER A EFR TR G & S it & 77 it 450 +
BB AT O N4 & T BE & A2 /1[40]. Van Der Heijden %5 A [34] K IIA R4 4 (1) AMF FlI=EFEAR 4L
XHIREE A NE & BN, MRS AMF MR INE] 8~14 Fif, Rt 2 REVERIA: ™ )8 s
HESRG T AW E AMF LR, RGP SRR TR, R0 FT R 7R[36], M
] AMF JE 1 FRORE R A3 28 DLV it b AR B W] B BRAR . DRI AT BAUE B, AABCRR AR i A 25 &
GERE AR EPEA YA 2 REPE RO B AR, S Z R SAR O TRl i A O BT A R AR F
B, AT RS A S R G R AR

4. MEERSEVSHEREHXE

45 BRTIR, AMF REfE R & FPils HIhREZFE, BT @R EMThBE Z M. 2RI E 2 LA
AR, ROFT RN RAEYZ IR i 53R DU AEY 2 R AR A AL 5
H, HAR St A 2 FEE R OR B AT HRESE R 7 [41]0 10 A AR XA 2 BEVEOR & e 2 B M 7E T
e AR, R SR TS, R R S R AR R e, S T AR 2 R
HEBRALHEE.

4.1. REEMEDE

TP AMF J5 B8 22 T2 BT T READAR RIBOK IS B RIK &, W T AEA N8I P, 8 G2 i iy
KPR [42], FET T30 T AR TSR IR R BT R RIE 2 o TR [43] 55 18 I A 58 AL B AR X /N A
K0 A B, 327 JEE DU BR 9255 (GM, Glomus mosseae) [ 715 » ks DA KL /N2 1 A e 545 DA SR o o
RORER [44SR, AMF (R 3R A = RS TR E, WENEE TR AW S,

42. FHEMETEREN, EEVHERE

TEREA) 22 FE I OR B USRS B AR d e 5 LA 1) 5 A X, 00 = S 4 1 AP R RF VR R E
(7 B 3 e o LA DR 2 A S B U kB R TR A5 R, IR RIS m Y Z AR MER H K. Walder
[45]HF 7 2 B 24 3V JBR (Linum usitatissimum) 117 %2 (Sorghum bicolor) [AJ /I, BEVE HLE 75 /0 BU AR AE & SR 21
AKFRRME: TR RAENARA B, Z13R13 7 BAR W28 SR AL (1 =08 Q4% M RN, XA Kb e it T 2B K
AR AN T RER IR, BRI MEJLPE AW AR, Ik 7 AM B A OB AR Y E 7770
I AR A R ) e g 7 3, dEREREVE BOAROE .
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R G

43, FT MG, MEYEBEFE

AMF FSEREA T T8 O e R RS 58 ) T2 ), -3tk vl J e B 22 )2 3 AMF 73U 45 S TR 1SR 4R
R[46], et H3REFUTRAEAL, S HIRGEM AR TE[47], JF HIERE A5 R 2 S AR 40 LR 1 Y gk
R YRR HIRA St TR R BRI M Y B E . [, AMF
AR T REE Th 8l RO, (ERYIREVE E R AR T, RN 3R 70 O R R v 52 B2 15 PR D bR o
SEVEAER . 3 AMF R 22 2O RIS I IR SON A BT IR AE KSR 0t 1 % I r), AL D e A
TR, R 22 I 25 DT HTK 70 AR R RERR [ 52 DG &7, AT AERIR L 1 RIFIO3AEE.
Zhen [48]5EWTTE BN, IR RUCR & RIS ICAT LA BE i, IR T, AMF 2Rt 7
REYHREE, SR RMAR T AMF B Ja4hmfdK. REVHTRY], EYS KT
TR HIPERIKCP RIS AME X E B RR G, B SRR, KRR R, REFMNH .

4.4. fREAMMIREIDRNRIEMATEE

SRR IR SEE Z A TR EZR R, AMF @ R R BTN, AT
T SE AR SR, NI AR s A R ) N AR IR T« FRAR FE[49] 55 78 R I AMF R LAHRAE 148 S
%i(Bidens pilosa) 4 3 #i 4% (Bidens biternata) AR, 8 it 152 B AN [FIRE 47 % B LU A9 3 b A 38 L, AR
R A6 BT FE0) 4 2 AR A AT B AR A, ELAT R P B 2 B 3G KM G . Bl AMF J5, AU ) 4
RIRBIFRZ BN Y AL RE RIS, LS 4 R AR A% B R N SE 4 g . Bk, M
WARAFTESE T ARA e 4 /7. Barto [50]1%F NJE I BHUEF AMASE, K AMF 5 AR KALFE L AR
I lfa e KRG EASZEINZED AT R . Ikl , # AMF 7] BLS A H A 9 75 53 il 3
AL, AT DU AR AR A SR NARAE A o

4.5. ESEMHRE R

AM  EL Al DUBE A S M EOR B R IR PR 2T, RS R, SRRV SR A TR
RGN fGF[51]. PE[S2)WH TR, AM LB — @R T BT DLy AR OGS PE, (2B IR o ol
&, em THEERBURTE, BA 2 REYIBTR N E . ZIEVE (5315 R B R AR L S, i R AR
U 50 SR ) M LS A O R E T ERRE, R TR ERE, BERS
P THGILA G 968 /7. FHAFSAE[SAVH T 25 R B, Hefh A BRIAR J5 — U7 T LR E R AR K R kb T 2k
BRI, 53— 77 TH B B ARE T 5 2t A N AR A R 85 U R PR T e R R

5. MREREEVSHIEFRERENHRRE

AMF 1EAR AR R G0 B E A R 7, AERXMN A FERAESRGHMAERRIEM, mH
Bl AMF SRR Z B H T IXABE . RN B AES KRG SR, /Y2 REEOR E R 77 1
BRI R DRI ST, N R AMF Rk $EE25 AMF 35 A04% RIF(E ] H N 5 B HLF AMF
SHYIVLECEE o AR M 1858 & M A3 R G . ARSI S E 20 AMF R4 sEm. Kk,
AREE HAtERr, BIfIE IS & A SR A, B R E I . AR LN BT
JUANJTTRET (1) MR x AR M B O MR, OREEAT BLFIHES s (2) Al AMF ANREHEAT B AR S5H,
Pt AR S0t AMF B35 IR BRI FOSNLEE, (8 g e % SE A st IO s (3) R BT AME PR
I, B2 SVE QA BECEREE S A LS B AR . KB R W] AMF BERSAERE VRS2 B b A4 1
DEERER, 8 AMF fEBFAMEZS RGN R AE 7 AT, RSNt B AMF BT ARIA S AR 1 5
MRCR, M AMF BERSFERLY) 22 A1k R B AU, Hh A% SRR
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