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M EREEE AR EXEMNE T AR E SR E RS
AL
W 7 RERR, BT, EWE B BALE

NSO AE B A AR S B, WL 224312000
PR SCH A B OB 2B, WL 4324312000

W KA 2 HRE, Fw REREO. 200, 400 mg-kg ' V4R(Cu), AR EF A ERAH (AMF)ERHREE
(Glomus mosseae)st & R(Atractylodes macrocephala)4h g £ K. KA4FM. BAS L BAAZ B BALAACEEE MY
#om, REY: HAfRAAL, Culhiaft & Koy A Kfoet A Re 2 4% 2 2474, RIS LEMK-FHA 3,
REABEE WA, AT ERRE TS LI L BESTIIZ L O KR A, B EFRREEN O RYHERR R
JECulha T, BRI A T hetEFa. vtk Ebf et &R E&23n, ot B3GR E(P). AILFE(G). &
iR F(T)RE I &, I CORE(C) R T M, AR i M (MRP) A I i £t - 4 A —BE(MDA) &£ 2
AR, 2B RSB ALEE(SOD). it B k4B (POD). it B4k B (CAT)E M AT B B 238 hn, MR A K AR
ACuR R ZEATRBIAA P Tl A L RUNIEAE B R EF TR GCuUMAT A R Gt A Lok A fdn
FALEE A, RIS i BAL KT, iRV & AKAR & 3 Cutd Ok, Z B Cuhiast @ RN G E, RGO RZEF
.

KR ARAARAE, BEREE,; 9K AMa; Lo4F ik, AEE

H AR (Atractylodes macrocephala) &%t AR
J& 2 AR AR, B IAR, DIRZEANY, 2
HEXWE G, WL 2R S . ZRE=EMN A
FARFE =X (BE%52008) . FARZG H A AW s
KAEARZHE BRI, e, sz, F
PR P8 PO S 2 J7 H 25 20(Li%E2007; Lee
£2007). H(Cu) R Y IEH KK B AT 7 115
BILRLZ—, HCuR AR RN, dENCuHEY A
BEEH. FERTPAMPETF B HEF, KRR
NTHREE, KEMHSSHESENREA. K
REFNE AR, LA R AE TS5 K HER, 580k 1 458
Cujs e HEM™E, TIECuUTENTAMERKAKE
S RAARES 7= Wy B AR B 77 A 5 i, 1T 5 1) 24 4
i, T HXS S AR A A s, Rk
V1) 22 2l oy 280 AN A2 25 R G e AN E (Roy
££2009). H Hi 250 EL 4 8 bR I JE O 4 )
T2, Hbr s st E SR, Hf
Z—&Cu. B, FFREAREFPIGESEG
Byt FE BRI AR A B BB X

A B M L (arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus,
AMF) 53 Az, e 12 4490% LA b (1) il A= i A i
Z IV B # R (Bedini®2007), AMF g4 4t
B PUmtE, SR EY X EL AN G 8 T 1)

M, &SR A 358, G 0= B AN GE T S (R
£52014; PINE PREE2012), (RIS X T G2 A B < a1
M R R BT B AT 2R H (Postmads
2007). HAl, AR Z E4EME N EMAMEX
TG o AR B WS MRS 7 A DA i AL
Bl i It R MR R iOE, E AR 45(2014) K ILEEFTAME
A = Culipit N 7 35 (Elsholtzia splendens)
FtEERSE. PratbEe ), BRI E b
K, AT Culifie i R RS B 1 55, 38 9
PN F X Culiie a1, $R m vk A . 7k
F B (2014) I 78 A IAG I 2 1) i 4 A ) T 14
SRER(CA)MHE T BARLE HTEALBE /T, TSI AM K
AMFXfCulpiel T F AR AR ANBFFT. AL
1T T AMFJEE 75 BK 28 25 (Glomus mosseae) % AN[H]
WEECulpa ) B ARS AR SLERHE. B
AR FE R Pt sE A B v M B 52, S LR (R}
A R R A AR R T AR 1R AT ) S SRR 4l

ks 2017-10-09  f&E  2018-01-30
BE EEERBEEEE(31700476) EXHRHE R H
(2015B70023). 224 BB R 44 1 H (2016LG1006)
UL AR K 2 AR R O 35 2 vF- R G v A A 5 T H
(2017R428015).
* o JLEEREE . B (26 wixy@163.com). AL
(ywmo@163.com).
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1.1 K3y

AR AME [ Fh oA JBE PE BRFE 25 [ Glomus mosseae
(T. H. Nicolson & Gerd.) Gerd. & Trappe], FH{RAE1E
AR T R ARAR BRI B 22 1
B, R T A6 SR AR BT R, R
BGC GZ01A. i AARAtractylodes macrocepha-
la Koidz )Rl 71Ty H & BEfp 17w, #174E
PRER AR I 5E 125 T 35 R o 4l Sl & e PRI e X
A5 ALI-64001F 4% X6 G- 2 R 405 T (Li-COR,
USA).
1.2 X3 t

FEPp AR B BRI I R P TIRIE12 hE,
F10% (VIV)XUEKIZIELS min, JEHE K HF8ET1%,
UE A e K B S A BV I A B, — R 1
TN R P BRBE 25 1R 7 (AN AL gPEPE 3R B 57 B
), R EA N, FFLESRA T, e T
AP Hoagland’s 7R 7K, FEF A2 140 dJE, 1R
AR A iR K D T R,
A(NAR23 em. EE17 em)342.0 kg, pHAS.9,
HIER R Cud & 423.38 mg-kg!, FAEFAEIMA
ARFNE, B F47

Cufp il 4b ¥ : {3 F CuSO, ¥ 1134 Culiy it £
FE, WPE 43 990, 200, 400 mg-kg' (DW), X fi 4b
AU INCu M EE P EREE R (Gm), HWGm (A
BnCu). Cul (200 mg-kg"' Cufpifl). Gm+Cul.
Cu2 (400 mg-kg' Cuifif). Gm+Cu2% JL4L LB .
AR LA FE AL, W ANFERL M Bk BB 2 2
W, B Cufii ke, 55 dFE— 0K, 4FE60 d)jE e
FHRAEAR -
1.3 SNEIBRR A
1.3.1 BERIZEENE

FHFAALE 2 (38% %5 mL. JKBSFRS mL.
70% 7 F590 mL)[F & A AR 524 hLL b, FIER &
FHZE 1B KB JE TN /INEM 1, T-10% KOHIE R
t190°C N 7 B A BH40~60 min, 75 2% k& 75 ik
Ve5 min, F4sERER FE NN IR 14 S 4T FLIR H i Y B
W(FLIR875 mL. H 63 mL. Z&1#H/K63 mL. &
PEARL00.1 @)REAT Yeth, HUE 90°CIK 44 P 30~60
min, BIAFLERH K11, VvV IR AR G 347
i € AR B30 min, 555K AR R BT AL em e A3 /N,

AP 104, BEFATHS . B304
MREL, T HAR AR (Megoniglef51990), HMRIZ JeA
(%)=12 Bt B /M SR B K FE < 100%
132 SRS

HLi-64001F #5 %514 T10:00~12:007E 78
JEFHOG TN AL E BRI HE S TR (P,)
SALFE(G) HEIRICO MR EE (C)MZEEIE (T,
1.3.3 & IBIEHR

126 AR e R T 1 s A e, P TR Lt £ 9
MEma xR, BFEt g Ratt s &b, AL Z
P22 52 P 1% (malonaldehyde, MDA) & & A%}
5 R0 5 I 325 PE (permeability of plasma mem-
brane, MRP); %&b ¥ AL B (superoxide dismutase,
SOD) ¥ 14 FH 48 A fird 225 DU Z0Mk i vk o 5 3k S AL &
fif#(catalase, CAT)yE M H &AM SEN & ;5 T4k
Yyl (peroxidase, POD)yE P4 F A G A By 48 AL 12500 g
(¥ 2 53 AN R 1E2015)
1.3.4 £YEREKRCuUZ BNE

TR RS G, K 3o Ayt 3585 Fdh R 5855,
I3 N ZEAY, 105°C 47520 min, 80°CHET £ 1H
Ho e B A R A, R AEY)
T AR et b (Hb R 58 - B/ T ) . AR e S
Bt R, 60 B 57, A FR AR R o AR
AT FEER 0.2 g, IIANS mLERRGRINIR4 mL. &
R mL)YH AR, A BB 8 TR R
1% (Prodigy XP ICP, 5% [ELeemany &) )il 5 73 £
HCud &
1.3.5 it i

UG B Ak AN 22 (81 R Fl Excel M1ISPSS 20.0
SER, AR AL B SAME ) 2 B LN TE 5 % I BLAE K
P b 34T /N S 35 ZE G 56 (minimum  significant dif-
ference test, LSD), [ 7> # ) % 7 W F ot &t
S AE5Z 4, s N Cul 42 o BE 7 Bk 3 25 1 A8 B4R
FIXE AR S S50 2% 5 52 MR FH SPSS 20,0544
HEAT — 2R PEAR Y (general linear model, GLM)H
FIRLR & 5 753 i (two-way ANOVA),

2 SLWEER

2.1 CufExERRESRIEBARRZNE M
w1, E3NCuikE (0. 200, 400
mg kg )VBRFE N, A B R EE 7 BR 3 N A 2 (K
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Fig.1 Mycorrhizal colonization of 4. macrocephala roots under different G. mosseae treatments
Az X B: Cul; C: Cu2; D: Gm, BOAF AR ETIRRIERIE T B: Gm+Cul, BOF LR EVIRBE TR, F: Gm+Cu2, RO KA
RN LI L2 & LRI B 980 pm.

1-A~C) ) AR WL 52 2 W] 2 (1) 11 22 I B 25 0, 1R %%
0. HER T VG BRFE 1 A B AT LWL 5 E
. TR, MR B 22 A Y B 22 (K 1-D~F, B
ik Fr7R) . CulkFEENORS, #Fh 1 BEFUER FE R (1)
FIAR B AR 2 S 63.1%; Cuifk [ 5200 mg kg i,
FErh 7 BEVURREE R 1) H R T IR Y3 943.6%; Cu
WRE 9400 mg kg I, HeRh TR P ERIEEE (¥ (AR B
MRARGe#N35.3%. AL, Bl CulbiE i FE 3N,
JEE VHER BE BN R R AR Ge 28 8 N I, Ui B
CulpiE AR T BE G R IR B IR K F
2.2 ERKESMNCuUlETARHREMHZESE
Sl

HH R 1R] 5, fETCCulpia iy, $E5h BE 7 sk 3 755
K3 9 AR &y R AR R 1) )y e I By I 3K a A - £
ROE B E %5, Mi1E200H1400 mgkg' Cu
e R, B Culh it ik B8 N, A AR Lk F - 4f
RafM SR b S B0 2 T, R, HeihEE vy ki

F ARG SR oIt GRS ES & T
RBEFN AL, 46200 mg-kg' Cullpil T, 570 1 B
G BRPEF 1) 5 0 AR LE i SR R a RS Kby 1) 3
B0 7 10.4%H125.2%; #£400 mgkg" Culfpié ~, $:5h
T EE VG BRBE T 1) 5 0 BEAH L SR F a I SR D oy
G T 25%F110.5%, B Culipie "~ £ BE Ph 3k
REVREH SRS E.

LXK 25 23 M (1), Cukb B HRR M A
Mg Ra. WERERD. MM ERER S =R FH K
B A BTN ERBEE N M S RKa, AR A
a2 S AL R I T R RS LA R
Maf b BN TG B3 R, oSt F a fLE
SGERTERBIAE BELW.
2.3 ERKEEXNCufE FEARM A SEXZHRS
g ORA

FH 2 0] %, B Culfria ik B T, (IR
(1P, GRITIIBE FEAK, TCHIR. 76200 mgkg'
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Table 1 Effect of G. mosseae on chlorophyll content of A. macrocephala under copper stress

Culk J#/mg-kg" Qb FR M4k FKad F/mgg! M4t Eb S F/mg-g! e M S /mg- g

0 i HEL 3.70+0.25° 2.23+0.25° 5.50+0.44"
Gm 3.37£0.21" 2.1740.12° 5.53+0.21°
200 Cul 2.60+0.20° 1.70+0.10° 430+0.17°
Gm+Cul 2.87+0.32™ 2.13+0.15° 5.000.40°
400 Cu2 2.00+0.17° 1.33+0.15° 3.33+0.32°
Gm+Cu2 2.5040.26° 1.47+0.15™ 3.97+0.35

Ff Cu 29.34" 37.817 48.33"

Gm 6.44" 479 8.62"

GmxCu 1.04" 3.64 1.87°

[l — & bRl AN RN S 7 R R IR RIS 22 573 1235 (P<0.05); *3RoR 2257 15 35 (P<0.05); ** 378 2 5 R 5 (P<0.05); FEZZ PN J7 K LE
1B AR EHAEM . T

OXx® MGm OxiE MGm
- a 0.9~ .
o a 0.8F b
- b - 07}
2 10k b 2 o6k be
g g £ oost T
° c )
g sk £ 04 d
= < 03}
a7 Ar © o2k
2F 0.1}
0 0
0 200 400 0 200 400
350 " . 6
300 be pe 5 ¢ sLoa a
" 250 T b b
o i 4F
g 2001 g ¢
= s 3F
£ 150 g
£ E Lt
& 100 N
501 1r
0 0
0 200 400 0 200 400
Cuik ¥ /mg kg Cuik#/mg kg

K2 FEEPEERFER XM T BRI A & ARSI S B R

Fig.2 Effect of G. mosseae on photosynthetic gas exchange parameters in leaves of 4. macrocephala under copper stress

Cultpiel T, #fp T BEVE BRIE R (1) RGP,
GANT R0 R B 1N, 70 B8 0 7 26.5%-
57%- 21.8%; CH R EFRK, D> 78.7%. 1E
400 mg-kg' Cufffpiti &, $EF0 T BEVEERBE R (1 A AR
WITHHIP,~ G T 50t B 41 B 3 10, 43 5148
T46.4%. 70.3%. 23.4%; CH 0 M 5 E AL, IR
T 8.4%. 3 B A EE P BRIE RS TG AR 2 AR Culbh
0T AR B A FH B .
LA R T7 223 Hr(3R2), Cukb XK A

P, GAIT.VER IR R, SHERI B CAE R &
F A EEVURBERE R P, G T SEMARR 2.2, X C;
1B 3% T A EAER X P, GAIC TG 3%
FARISSyR-ATITE N
2.4 ERIKEEXCufiE TAAMFIELEE
ARERAEXTIE M4 RIS

b & Culf 18 94 5 134, SOD. PODMICAT
TR PR, 76200 mg-kg! Culfpl F, BT
JEE 174 BR HE (1) kb B 2H 5 %6 B A Lk SOD . POD Al
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2 PEVERRFEE AT IME T ARG AL IS L. B
2R GERIMRP S [ XA 2K 7 22 70
Table 2 Two-way ANOVA of the effect of G. mosseae on
gas exchange parameters, antioxidant system and MRP of 4.

macrocephala under copper stress

FiH Cu Gm GmxCu
P, 42327 17.137 2.76
G, 17.36" 25.95" 3.93
C, 6.35 8.52° 1.97
T, 31.00” 14.517 428"
SODi& 1 100.44” 37.93" 434
PODEE 151.22" 50.38" 251
CATYH 1 295.38" 38.09” 0.65
MRP 32.05" 9.14° 1.24
MDA % & 82.25" 25.67 5.58"

CATIEMEAr DI T 35.2%. 22.3%H110.2%; £
400 mg-kg" Cullpil , Befl T JBE FhERFE 5 (1) b 22
/H 5% A ELSOD . PODMICATIE M43 i3 hn 1
53.2%- 38.3%#1113.8%, 3R HH Culbiit T $2F4 BE Pk

FHA R ER S FPrEae J1(E3). 2X0H R
T2 HT(£2), Culb#H X &M FrSOD. PODA
CAT B M2 25 5 $hp BE PE Bk FE 52 XF SOD
PODFICATSZ A . 3 171 P & [958 HAE I X POD
HMICAT G . 35 521, {H X SODFZ A . %
Cufpig 4b 221 = AR ) # I MRPAHIMDA
P Cu s B 1Y ITE 0, 308 Cu by i A o i
G K, i ANSIE I T RN, p EE P Rk
T 1 B ARSI v o R 1 AN T A
LS55 B R B, 75400 mg-kg' Cuffhiti R, #2207
JEE H BR B 55 1) (1 R 4 B (IMRPFIMDA & &[4 i
I3 912.6%H114.6% (&14), Ui W1 HFH BE VI R P2
e 1 AN PTG RE ), ATTIRER T Cu
Fitp 60 %o 40 R 15 2 . XN R T 2 0 B (3R2), Cu
Ab 0 FE BRI MRPATMD A 5 & (194 FH 2 0% &
F PR EE VU ER P B NI MRPAIMD A &5 B 521
% P& 52 EAE X MRPRIMDA & &G i 3%

AR

Ox# WGm 40~ OXE BGm
~ a
S 35f b
P~
= 30F c
% d
.—'S 23r e
g 20 f
o)
3 15)
1ok
z 10
(SR
o
200 400 0 200 400
Culk B /mg kg Cuif ¥ /mg-kg!

K3 EEPUERIE R X T FRPURM R G R

—~ 100 = 1400
2 = 1200
= 80 e
t < 1000
2 60 E
. g 800
=40 & 600
o [
o) H 400
2 20 o
S 200
0= 200 400 S
CuikfE/mg-kg!
Fig.3
s+ HR
50 O MWGm
45| a
40 b b
35+ c
L3k T
5 25t
S 20
15F
10k
5 L
0
0 200 400
CuikfE/mg kg

MDA & &/mmol-g"

Effect of G. mosseae on antioxidant system of A. Macrocephala under copper stress
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Fig.4 Effect of G. mosseae on MRP and MDA content in leaves of 4. macrocephala under copper stress




Hp L 58 IS T AR 0 T B PG R o 4 Jp 38 T R &I 016 5 R e B e A B R 5 623

2.5 CufpBEHTHEMERKESTBEARGEE
YEMCuS 2R

M E3 T E W, fE¥A Culfiant, 5 7 EED
BRI E RS v S50 HEAH B, th B or T
R TE, A TEHEEMIN, 25inT
17.7%. 12.2%7F114.6%; #£200 mg-kg" Culpifi F,
PR T BEVEER IR 1 50 IAR LG, M B A
H, MR TE. STEYEEN, /55
I 716.2%. 20.5%H117.5%; ££400 mg-kg" Cuffpia
N, R T BEVEERFE R () 5 0 EAH L, b AT
H, M TE. SFERYEEEM, 5 h5E
BN 720.8%. 28.6%F122.9%, % BHCulipie T #:5h BE
VOBRFEE ] B E RS AR AEY .

b L Cul R FEIE I, AR M F B 4 AN
U 43 (K Cu sy #0823 1, #6200 mgkg”' Cu
BT, Rl 7 REPUER IR 1) S X A B, B R HE
A AN R A I Cudy B B N IR, 2 il B
I 7 36.5%H138.0%; #£400 mg-kg" Culflp it ~, $/h
TEEVEERFEE I S50 AR b, B R E S S A
TEBAHICuE B E TR, 70l FEK 1731.9%
26.9%, K BHSNECulfpia e EE P ak Fe a5 v] B 2
PR A ARIE NI Cufs &

MR KT 220 Br R W (33), CukbBEXf A ARAE
it B TE . RN E T E ., MRS T E L
e b5 53 A TR E8 40 AR R Cu sy B I 2 3 AR
3 PR EE P ER B AR AR M BBy T M
N DL R R R T E R e AR 2, (R
PRI E A S i b NG L i L L N 73 A=
Cufr S/ A 535 $E M JEE G BR 38 25 A1 Cu iy

A HAE X EE T E . MR A
ST E ARG LI B3, SR, R EE P Ek R
FCuilpie 22 HAE F T AR F 358 2 AR 5 57
FHCu s BRI .

3 WTig

3.0 ERKESRSCuUME TEARSEMRAE
{ERHaelRHEREK

MR 3R 2 ST G A E R BN
, MtEERGTEMELAR T FMRES
PeRe e A ER TR . Cutt 4 Al %
fifg (1) 5 AN BT D S AR R, 3 IR Cun] DL =y B s
P, YA R ), Tl &R Cuss i i 4 2
)4 i (BurzynskifllKtobus 2004). A 5T & B KE
FHCullp e BN, AR R SR F
i, JRH AT gt it B Cu%s 5y 5 i g vh 2 1 i 1)
BAEE(-SH)4E &, St SRR R T, RISk
b, it 3R R (32 552004) . (H AT 53 [F)
I IR, AECulfpE B b BE U BR L 5 J5 7] DA 2
BhnEARM F R R S R, X5 R 2015)8t
FURIN— B, B4 b BE U 2R 9E 55 7] 42 = Culfp T
INEFET O ORESE.

Culfpia 2= H0HEA 1R FH M 1) 422 5 mw f 4 A=
K, JeE R PR i R 2% 3 ] 43 S AL PR 1 [
FAAESALBRBIR 2=, CRR/NAT TR & 1E
FH B o R 3R 2 AL R )32 2 A < L R 3R (Farqu-
harflISharkey 1982), 24P, | [&i}, CHIG, RN T [,
U BH 5 A RE 0 2 BERR ) R 2 RFLBR
i, M, P, SRR C BT, S E R T %

R3 PEVIERIEE WG T ARG A B AR B

Table 3 Effect of G. mosseae on biomass of 4. macrocephala and copper content under copper stress

s =X 7] =N
Cullfimgke’ W MFMTEE  MFHTEE HELTEE AR %iiﬁ;i/ fgifgxf
0 Xt R 2.43+0.13" 0.98+0.05" 3.42+0.09" 0.41+0.04 5.20+0.10° 6.15+0.11°
Gm 2.860.30° 1.10+0.03° 3.9240.29° 0.38+0.05 5.09+0.02¢ 5.05+0.06°
200 Cul 1.95+0.05° 0.78+0.03° 2.73+0.08° 0.40+0.01 40.54+0.40° 50.33+0.74°
Gm+Cul 2.27+0.06 0.94+0.04" 3.21+0.03" 0.42+0.03 25.76+0.19° 34.26+0.53"
400 Cu2 1.49+0.07° 0.560.05° 2.05+0.11¢ 0.38+0.02 66.10£0.11° 78.23+0.62°
Gm+Cu2 1.8040.10° 0.72+0.03° 2.5240.10° 0.40+0.03 41.03+0.69° 57.180.84°

FiH Cu 69.50" 172777 144.31" 0.66 30717.717 18 118.26™

Gm 25.90" 62.28" 53.427 0.07 6918.75" 2263.40"

GmxCu 0.33 2.03 0.05 1.35 2044.73" 500.95"
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{183 R 1] D] -~ A A 0L IR i B P PR 4 ' 53 12 1)
N F%(Hubbard%$2001). AW AKICulfpia ~, A
AR FHIP, R CRIMA S, UHARN S
REJT NP B R H T AR RALIRBIFE R 51 & m, X
515 B Ak 5 L (2008) AT 78 45 S —F, BGA
PEM IR ICE RBOCGEE NN EZEER, H2
11 Akayafli Takenaka (2001)[F)HF 72 &5 A — 3,
A ATTIN AR (AT Jily 3 X6 A8 e A 1 R 1 2 i 3 22
FESALF R FICO, 1 [ 2 I A, 7= A X Fhor & 1 5
DR AT e A ALATT P S B AR RN 5258 26 A AN TR K.
Ak, FRAT A B4 o E 7 R T 5 ] AL R AR Culbh
SERS IS RIS N W A (LR IE N il E & 290)
JoI A 25 A1 T A A A I B e T B ) SR AR RN AR
e L Ath 2 2 WL 52 B (B R H2552017), 1X 5 B AR (2 3t
16 EAEY IR 5 P FPTA AL RE o, DL s &=
TG RER IR 2 2% 5% (Chens52015)

AHIE TR BB b BE G BR B 2 ] AR T AR 1)
AW, [EI AT DA AR 7R N Cufl 2 &, JiE
VO ERIE R A S MR Culbil i R A, 38 0 34
Vit v, (R AR K, XAEIR 2 T N5
8 15 F5IF 52 (Xia022016; ChenAlZhao 2009), H:
Ji IR AT RE R PEVE BR B S AR St AR R S, 7
AT RERHIRANE 2 R G0(EI1-F) . — J7 T BEFE Bk
THE ol N oy R e 2, 7 LI R K
BREEFE Z M 9B 11 (GRSP) (PurinflRillig 2007), 5
TR Cush &, FEBHL L AR E s b, b TR
YRR R XS Culf R, D T Cutd HiE Ak 149 55 (Fer-
rol&$2009); 55— J7 T BE P ER B IE I 1 I ARHRE
15 L RIS B, $R e T X UK A BT T R
e, ITHe s 7k gk s, AR TS AL
SRS, BRI T AR IR a8, (A A
AHARIRAR, TR S TR A& .
32 CufB TEARKESHRESHARYBEREN
FEE MR RIRAE T SILIZE

1F 5 4 @ o ie ) R R, R 5 5 A B B
LEE(SOD. POD. CATZE)fEIE BRiE M A(ROS),
KR HE 9 2 2] B E24E A (GroppafiBenavides
2008). 1EHEK MR, SOD. PODMICATZ:AE
Y [ E AR A AR PN 7 A R B 1 B A S A
MNTTTHERR T 1 Eb 2 0] AR 47 240 it 5 445 ) 985 493 55 1)
] fE 1k (Lombardid#2005), AiX56 &I, BEHE Culh
EIRER N, AR A SOD. PODAICAT

5 PR 2 PEAG, T CulfihE BRI T BRI Hi s
POBEETE . SR, Mehh T EEVEBRRTE R 5, AR
BLE AR 5 (SOD . PODAICAT (1135 1453
BB BT, ULHH T OEE VG BRI A T AR m A R A
PUAAL B I35 PR, S SR Y T 52 B 4 R e 1 RE
71 Latef35 (201 1R 78 & L Culiil T #2F BE G Bk
e ] 0 E R M BRI N UL B TR, A R R
JE G P o A A o (LR P R 2 LR 4 v
it Cufie 7 HIHLER 7 [ B Sk 5 i — DT fe .

S B SR AR VR 1 4 Y R 1 o 2 e s
[ E B LK, Culbhid = {E YA N 7 4 K EROS
i R A, MDA B R b =4, HE &
v 1 Pt 24 e 6% T ek 4 A 4 FH 5 555 R o B Al S R
J& (A 75 562005) . A, i i Cuss 54 Mk
H 1 —-SHELHE T 731 2= BB NE S 5T S B, 32 il B
B BEAR A5 R e, B4R IR S5 O, TR &R
G IR, FEIEIGOR, (A0 N — SR A TR B
A%, NI T HEAR 032 14 3 K (Hashem352016) . K
w5 A BICulia T, FRH MDA EHIMRP
B & Cudl JE Tty 3 m, K8 7 Culipia 51 17 A
AR WROSHIIE AN, FTHEROS™ A= 5iEFk R2 4t
SPAET, N 5| RS R A o S A A 5, i e i R P K
TR I ARMDA & 8= AIMRPHE: 2 %) 18 5 25 R %,
T B P JEE 7 R 25 T DLIE 4 2% A Cul 3 i 1% 1)
JERE I E AR . BT AN A Culblie B4R A Bk #E8 H
53 85 B Y 4 i i 2 [ AH DG IR R (GmarM T A 2%
AR A BT 22 3 S A T A R I Gint ABC LA
(Lanfranco®$2002; Gonzalez- Guerrero%:2010), i
B EEVE R BB 0 G S 5 7 H ey H &R ia
BRI RIL . PEVERRBEE AR | Culhia N JARM
Fr R A AL 5 5, XTI R EE TR Bk S S
5T 7 R E G R e B R R IEH KR

gk LRTIR, Culfpafi AR M oA R4
2 BB R A, BRI A A, BAE AR
EYERRG, AT FEUER A K E TR M ER
BRIERE AR S Cullie F AR A SRR S
B Re I K PUAAMERE T, BRACE 3, Wb A
ARAR RN Cult W, 2 Culb e Xf AR IE B 13
F, e AR, TR m BRI S A BT .
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Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus Glomus mosseae on
photosynthesis and antioxidation enzyme activities in Actractylodes
macrocephala seedlings under copper stress

YANG Guo', LU Ke', ZHU Gao-Liang', PAN Ming-Xin', DONG Li-Jia', LUO Jie*", MO Yi-Wei""

!dcademy of Life Science, Shaoxing University, Shaoxing, Zhejiang 312000, China
*Yuanpei College, Shaoxing University, Shaoxing, Zhejiang 312000, China

Abstract: Pot experiments were conducted to investigate effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) Glo-
mus mosseae inoculations and copper ion (Cu) additions (0, 200 and 400 mg-kg") on seedling growth, photo-
synthetic characteristics, lipid peroxidation and antioxidation enzyme activities in Actractylodes macrocephala.
Results show that, compared to the control, Cu stress significantly inhibited growth and photosynthetic system
of A. macrocephala, inhibited membrane lipid peroxidation and decreased activities of antioxidant enzymes.
AMF colonized roots of A. macrocephala very well. For AMF inoculated seedlings, copper stress increased
contents of chlorophyll a, chlorophyll 5 and total chlorophyll, net photosynthetic rate (P,), stomatal conduc-
tance (G,), transpiration rate (7,), and activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD), superoxide dismutase (POD)
and catalase (CAT); decreased intercellular CO, concentration (C;), relative permeability of plasma membrane
(MRP) and malondialdehyde (MDA) content. In addition, plant biomass and Cu accumulation in plant were
significantly decreased compared to the control. It was suggested that inoculation of AMF effectively alleviates
damage of Cu stress on 4. macrocephala by increasing photosynthetic ability and antioxidant capacity of A.
macrocephala seedlings, and reducing membrane lipid peroxidation and Cu absorption by root system, thus
adaptability to Cu stress and improved productivity and quality of A. macrocephala is being achieved.

Key words: arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus; Glomus mosseae; Actractylodes macrocephala; copper stress; pho-
tosynthetic characteristics; antioxidation enzyme
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