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Growth and Photosynthetic Physiology Response of Betula alnoides
Seedlings to Inoculation of Arbuscular Mycorrhizal Fungi
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Abstract: In order to understand the effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) on growth and photosynthetic
physiology of Betula alnoides, four clone seedlings were inoculated with six arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF)
and grown in greenhouse, and then seedling growth, photosynthetic parameters, chlorophyll contents and
fluorescence parameters were investigated. The result showed that all six AMFs could form symbiote with
seedlings of B. alnoides clones. After inoculated with Glomus intraradices (AMF5) and G. mosseae HUNO3B
strain (AMF3), the seedling growth, net photosynthetic rate, water use efficiency, chlorophyll contents and
fluorescence parameters were significantly enhanced (P<0.05), indicating that affinity of AMF5 and AMF3 with
clones was obviously better than that of other AMFs. There were no significant differences in inoculation rate
among four clones, but the promotion effect of AMF inoculation on growth and photosynthetic physiology of FB4
and BY1 were obviously better than those of FB4+ and A5. Therefore, the optimal AMF strains were AMF5 and
AMPF3 for B. alnoides, which would provide theoretical foundation to its mycorrhizal seedling cultivation.
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DA% T 22 S5 25 R R KL 2 T 18 AR &R /K 40 A
FEO ISR, AR RS A, kO V2
FRES A, THERK AMF B IEdtnE 4K,
508 327K o RS I 1) S5t i3 i 34 5 L e A 1 AN
MR E FRHE ML, Rk, i AMF BRI
A K R GRS, A BTIRTE AMF X T
TR A A B A B

AR B T 2 P TH T AR R B A s iz —,
£ %) B B K 2 (Santalum album)™,  Zy#hA (Lirio-
dendron chinese)P [ S (Bretschneidera sinensis)!®
SEL BRI RH DL R S S T R T AMF fii%
AP GNIE FT, 30508 [R] — B A [5] o iz (o 5
Tt R )G B AMF SRR HET TR T, A
N R T 22 N R R TR AR S AR R 1 7
3SR MRl B FE R AR A B AR AL
AREH e 7.

75 R A (Betula alnoides) & FE #r . 5F EHAGH
X 1A 2 LB B, AMMRIER . F&T
2, JUHRVHRMER B, RHRERZ T HE B,
BRI NZ, FTRITIRE . RE . RIBFHiE
TR 5 20 40k, PURGHEN TAR K R IGE,
CL N % X 3 AR AR B K1) & L Rl —
78 i A e L M B AR AT A A AR ) g TR R AR
FEAUB RN, BAT BRI B AR T e )
(A A 2R W, AMF 12 G2 B % 0ok 2 74 R A 9 R R
SRR, YN IR AMF A B T3 b i .
AT 9T FH MG MR L 5 4 B 3 AN Fh 6
ANERR, BV a R e 4 N EYE R IR 4L
Bt ARG, $RIT AMF FER 5 T0 1 22000 74 e e
ARG AN, BAEMERE AMF
FUTARE, 7t A AR AL 7 T S (R 4
BRI,

1 PRI ¥

1.1 WA

ZiR ) FB4. BY1. FB4+AI A5 3t 4 AN puEghe
(Betula alnoides) Jc 1 & i 2H 55 1 B b [E MO B} 24 17F
Fobe e ol it s aR it A IE R B AP
— B AR RNV, PS4 4 om.

BER B PN 6 > AMF B ik, H o AMFL fl
AMPF2 A% EERFER (Glomus etunicatum) ] XZ03B
A1 XJ04B Btk : AMF3 Al AMF4 Jy JBE 75 Bk 52 55 (G.

mosseae) ] HUNO3B Al XJ04B F#k, iX 4 PNE#kH
J6 3 T AR B B ) E 3R 5 BT IR T 7T AT AR A
AMF5 F1 AMF6 73l AR I 3k 3245 (G. intraradices)
MBI, 503 AR, B il
PR AT ST TR L . R /N2 (Triticum aestivum)
XL Bl 3 AT A=Y %, 3ANH eI 2/
2, BR AR SR FRERGER =111,
VIV)Z MRS, # AMF B, BT a2 G 3
8, T 4CUKFERIRAE & o

1.2 REEITH

I RAMX B, FXEE 7 AR
Bl 6 AN B R R AL EEAD 1 AN AR IR, BIX 3 E
ANTMER, BANEDAXHNZHE L AR, &
ANEINX P ZHE LA TR 6 B8, 3 IRE R (X 4),
&t 504 Fk.

1.3 BMAEE

2016 4 9 A T E ol A 2285 55 B 2y Mol ik
FATIR S N T ALY . AR eR. B,
BERRAEWE ) 3022, VIV)E iR & K
(121°C, 1 h)Ja2E AFUA% 9 13 cm <12.3 cm <11 cm [1)
WL, B LRSI FERRAT SN 2/3
AR, SRIE5140 L 5 g AMF 7, BAE
WG, RS A, AR
J 7 L R AR R S GBI BEA 5 g KGR BE 7o
N ARG, YR T AE R, 4L
BT KGEHE. FMRFREDK, REFEFIEEN
60%~70%; *F J& Jiti il 20%f) Hoagland & & i
50 mL"® AERE 2 RS KB, BURNABREK
J97 o 56 A ) A RO T SRR = Y R R R P

1.4 FiE

A 100 d J5, FIHBERNMNEFEYmeE, iF
P REHAR . BEAN T2 /N X P Bl HLIE B AN TE 1
RIMRYIH, MWENGSEH. MERIOCSHL W
M. HaRsE.

KESHEME - THUEs KA ES 9:00-
11:00 (E i 24°C), MHRYHIEIZELL R 5 A
fe B 52 B F, {8 L1-6400 1 45 38 % A (LI -
COR A #], EME)ME # G HEREPn). A EE
(Tr). RALFE(Gs)FIfIE] COL W JE(Ci). BEiE LR
A 1200 gmol m s (it T 4 1R B At 5 O MU ),
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326 26°C, CO, ¥k 400 umol m s, 7K 43F
FHRCR (WUE) = Pn/Tr.

HSZRTOESHWE  H PAM-2500 545
S HIH SRR TG (Walz A7), ) E 4R
WIS EL TR T 3 i {d B 52 e F (T 2 LA
N 485 M), BEEN 30 min J&5, ERADEET
Mg PSILHEAETE T FviFo A1 PSIL & KE & 4%
# OFv/Fm; TEXER FIE PSISEBRt A #i%
oPSIl.

HERMHZREBNE A LI-3050C
485 3 T AA (LI-COR A w1, 55 )30 5 %) v - 1
AR | PraE Fa g R i Pl R AL AL o
TE, JFIrERRT SRS E.

PR G & VRS T BT IR A IR &R
BT REME L, WAKZE M TEEREE T
25°C= N, BIEL 50 BX 1 om KIMREL, I FESRR-
SOk Gtk g Gt B IRAR YR . AR
12 Y 3 (Yo) = (A AR 52 G P R B 250 /A6 W AR B e 40)

R 1 A AMF PHRMETCYE R A E KA & B BRbR T 20

100%

1.5 HAEAHT

R B YEIZ ] SPSS 13.0 #cft: b — M A A
HEATBIX B 75 2 M1 il LSD £ & EL i dT o LR
B R SCR T B 4 ANV R FIME, R
B FEAS U 7 AN A BREP30ME . BARAR YeZe A
T Z W Z B B Excel #E47 ) IE 5454,

2 R

T ESMTERFHER 1), AMF EkZ 57X
PO R ME T B ARAR Y. 2B K DL & AR B 5 i A
23 (P<0.01); 4 AN JEME R W) Bk B ARAZ Yo A
SIS EZERAREFEP>0.05)2 4k, HE &R
YIfFAE .35 (P<0.05) 8k 2 3% % s AMF bk 5
To M & 18] 122 EAE FIAN S8 35 52w 4h 7 s AR Rk
HHEE,

Table 1 ANOVA of seedling growth and photosynthetic indexes of Betula alnoides clones inoculated with AMF

MCR H RCD LA Pn Gs Ci Tr  WUE Chla Chlb Chlatb Fv/Fo Fv/Fm ®PSII
AMF (A)  184.497 28347 28187 4436~ 9375 385 5217 685 7.86° 23137 39417 26517 127.717 128.28" 186.14"
EREER 116 11.867 34317 26107 83297 242 3217 11137 10857 1257 16517 13507 108.55 102.88" 100.97"
Clone (C)

AXC 036 156 278 129 28 08 054 071 137 08 104 058 2.37 0.50 1.38

AMF: AR FCE, MCR: AR ALES, H: Wi, RCD: #i4%; LA MHIIAEY; Pn: 063, Gs: AL, Cit L] COL IR IZ; Tr: ZRJBE S, WUE:
KA FIFARE; Chl: M4, * P<0.05; **: P<0.01, F&F.
AMF: Arbuscular mycorrhiza fungi; MCR: Mycorrhizal colonization rate; H: Height; RCD: Diameter at base stem; LA: Leaf area; Pn: Net photosynthesis rate;

Gs: Stomatal conductance; Ci: Intercellular CO, concentration; Tr: Transpiration rate; WUE: Water use efficiency; Chl: Chlorophyll. *: P<0.05; **: P<0.01.

The same is following Tables.

2.1 HRBREE

A AMF 100 d J5, PERMETEI: RANTIR 545
ZRIAFIREE R Y, HERARZ 3N 15%~39% (&
1). B2Fh AMF3 FIl AMF5 T8 Pk 140 1 B AR 1R 4e R 5
T HAE R (P<0.05). AR R4 HEA A
— R R R QR % R AR (P>0.05).

2.2 YAk

R 2 0 WL, AMFS A2 1) 3 s T AR
AMF3. AMF4 REBE ) 72 53 A 8.2 (P>0.05), =# 1
B E T HARALFE(P<0.05); AMF5 AT () H1 4%
FE T AMF3 AL B, P 3 e T Al b B

AMF1 &b 3 1) 2% T A K38 bR 5 0 R 22 e AN B 3
AMPF2 &b BRI = T AR 5 AMFL 2 = A B35
{HiZ B E T AMFL. AMF5 BRI . HAg
AT THIAR 23591 B T 7 20.95% 33.94%F1 59.60% .
MR KE, FBA F&TAE KGRI RR, HIk
N BYL, WEME . AEZEREE, M mHRE
SR AT S IR K IR AR B3 S T FBA+
F1 A5,

23 ESH
U R MEL BT 1 A R (Pn) L AMFS A0 FE At
=, HIKCN AMF3, #8302 & T HAh AR AL R
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mIB4
a0 a 2 4333 BBY1
Iiri % OFB4+
30 % g EAS
= é
g el c & Te e % é
TTc = %2
I = %
10 g g
= 2
7 | % =l é | dddd
AMF1 AMF2 AMF3 ANF4 AMFS AMF6 T B Control
BT Strain

P 1 PYRHETCIE R AT AMF J5 I EARIR LR (MCR). AL BRI FRERoR 225 25 (P < 0.05),

Fig. 1 Mycorrhizal colonization rate (MCR) of Betula alnoides clone seedlings inoculated with AMF strains. Different letter upon column indicate significant

difference at 0.05 level.

% 2 AMF SERPRITE M 20060 10 B M4l 2 K R RE R

Table 2 Effects of AMF inoculation and clone on growth performance of Betula alnoides seedlings

n H RCD LA
AMF AMF1 36 20.2940.76de 2.27+0.18d 153.16 +18.38¢
AMF2 36 20.9240.99d 2.42+0.11c 155.83+16.91¢c
AMF3 36 23.65+1.37ab 2.64+0.27b 226.05+30.78a
AMF4 36 23.094+0.98ab 2.47+0.21c 227.88428.99a
AMF5 36 24.31+2.04a 2.92+0.42a 233.33+40.39
AMF6 36 21.75+1.39¢ 2.46+0.19¢c 196.84 +27.66b
*f # Control 36 20.1040.79¢ 2.18+0.07d 146.20+13.07c
Tt Z Clone FB4 63 22.98+2.36a 2.69+0.37a 212.57+47.07a
BY1 63 20.7940.64b 2.55+0.36b 205.49447.98a
FB4+ 63 19.3740.39¢ 241+0.17c 191.33+£33.85b
A5 63 19.88+0.30c 2.27+0.15d 180.57 +32.94c

(P<0.05)(% 3); L AMF1 Fx IR A%, &2 KT H
fhy R AL B . AMFS AT AMF3 40 28 7] ()< FL5 5 (Gs)
Z A EE(P>0.05), RS T HAL KA,
AMF3.AMF4.AMF5 F1 AMF6 4b P 8] 2 53 2 (Tr)
R ARE, (HEERET AMFL. AMF2 FIX] i,
7K 43 FI 285025 (WUE) T LA AM6 A 2 A6 R A1
BT I R AR . T IR COL < (Ciy I LA
X R e =, HoOA AMFL Ab3, 93 23 5 T AMFS
A3 . AMFS 4 FE i Pn AT WUE 43 51 B % 8
19.50%7#11 6.78%. Pn fEJCERIAZ 7 W2, LAt
% FB4 f¢i, HUKCON BY1. Tr fl WUE BLEMER

FB4 A BY1 fix 5, &3 & T otk &R FB4+AI AS; T
Ci MW {F4H [ . FB4 [f] Pn il WUE Lt A5 4351 55
13.29%F/ 3.76%.

24 HERSESTOLSH
PERAESN T A ISR 2 as b A4 K a+b
FEHLL AMFS 23 s, AMFL. AMF2 FiXT
TR (R 4). PSIELERME(FV/FO). B E
B (Fvl Fm) Al SEBR G A 303 (@PS 1) 78 BL AMF5
A PR, Fv/Fo L AMFL R R A%, Fv/Fm Al
OPS II LAXF IR A% . AMF5 AL 4l A 42
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a. b AIMZRER a+b SELA OPS I 437 Hoxt i s
46.63%. 70.63%. 52.34%A1 16.17%.

Ttk & FB4 Al BYL (B 5482 a. b FIit
GERatb T EERAEZE, WEEST FB4+A

& 3 AMF HERATICTE A5 PRI HEL T 1ol & S8R

A5. FB4 ) Fv/Fo. Fv/Fm 1 ®PSII &=, &
FEmTHATE R, 4 NEMERR Fv/Fm BLE
/N, FB4 ] Fv/Fo F1®PSII EL A5 7355 8.95%71
6.35%.

Table 3 Effects of AMF inoculation and clone on photosynthetic parameters of Betula alnoides seedling leaves

n Pn Gs Ci Tr WUE
AMF AMF1 36 9.31+0.46e 0.229490.044b 324.12+14.01b 2.7240.30b 3.4240.39%
AMF2 36 9.53+0.56d 0.231+0.046b 321.17+12.61bc 2.71+0.51b 3.524+0.59
AMF3 36 10.67+0.48b 0.278+0.060a 318.38+23.07bc 2.96+0.20a 3.60+0.22a
AMF4 36 10.4140.63c 0.244 +0.045h 317.82+14.85bc 3.06+0.47a 3.41+051a
AMF5 36 11.03+0.60a 0.279+0.091a 312.51+12.32¢ 3.05+0.20a 3.6240.27a
AMF6 36 10.3240.57¢c 0.239+0.046b 317.11+12.64bc 3.05+0.42a 3.38+0.43b
X} Control 36 9.2340.67e 0.22340.027b 334.37+18.78a 2.72+0.38b 3.394+0.53b
FREEA FB4 63 10.74+0.61a 0.248+0.064a 315.85+16.20b 2.99+0.44a 3.59+0.20a
Clone BY1 63 10.23+0.82b 0.246+0.058a 318.88+18.87b 2.9240.24a 3.50+0.30a
FB4+ 63 9.84+0.70c 0.245+0.047a 323.97+14.26a 2.83+0.19b 3.47+0.51b
A5 63 9.48+0.81d 0.245+0.054a 324.44+16.82a 2.74+0.53c 3.46+0.64b
4 AMF SERPAITEME J 00 P R MEQ By i 3K & B 5 7O SR
Table 4 Effects of AMF inoculation and clone on leaf chlorophyll contents and fluorescence parameters of Betula alnoides seedlings
n Chla Chlb Chla+b Fv/Fo Fv/Fm @PSII
AMF AMF1 36 5.35+0.70c 1.4340.15¢ 6.824+0.43c 3.140.08f 0.755+0.005f  0.584+0.016e
AMF2 36 5.394+0.32c 1.56+0.21c 6.924+0.91c 3.24+0.09 0.758+0.004e  0.599+0.018d
AMF3 36 6.60+0.84b 2.0440.28b 8.63+1.12b 3.44+0.15b 0.774+0.007b  0.640+0.021b
AMF4 36 6.90+0.59b 2.05+0.20b 8.95+0.79b 3.33+0.14c 0.769+0.008c  0.639+0.018b
AMF5 36 7.63+1.19a 2.44+0.41a 10.07 +1.61a 3.53+0.25a 0.779+0.012a  0.661+0.022a
AMF6 36 6.4440.91b 1.90+0.26b 8.34+1.16b 3.25+0.23d 0.763+0.005d  0.611=0.014c
X Control 36 5.1940.49¢ 1.43+0.11c 6.61+0.64c 3.08+0.09f 0.749+0.005g  0.569+0.012f
Tt F FB4 63 6.72+1.20a 2.02+0.48a 8.74+1.67a 3.41+40.28a 0.77240.014a  0.636+0.037a
Clone BY1 63 6.51+0.99a 1.9340.39% 8.44+1.38a 3.25+0.21b 0.7640.012b  0.616+0.036b
FB4+ 63 6.09+1.22b 1.78+0.44b 7.88+1.66b 3.19+0.17c 0.761+0.010b  0.608 +0.030c
A5 63 5.53+0.75b 1.60+0.28b 7.13+1.03b 3.13+0.13c 0.758+0.008b  0.598=+0.027d

3 Wi MEiiR

LW R, RE AMF x5 EHYINE—
PEANGR, (H = F AR BA R A TR Xt
TR =W, 2 B AR AR Gtk 7R R AR AS
51 5. R (Chukrasia tabularis)f 5 M4
FeFh 3 4 AMF BRibR, BRI Je 2 DRR I FH 1R ik 2
SRR, 2159 12.0%~96.3%. Chen 519557
T 2 MM (Citrus sp.) b oG HR A BREE B A 2L
N, GRRHRREEREE., RFALEREN,
ZARM) 6 > AMF B R 35R8 12 Y 78 ma AL 400 1 AT
ALK R, WRIZYRE AMF BE A [F A7 7R

BEZER, AMFL R AMF2 b3 i 4 i B R 1R e
X% 15%, W3 ERRPER: XZ03B. XJ04B itk
PH R MERISE A ARS8, 1 AMFS fil AMF3 A FE 4
B AR LRI LE 35% LA |, IR AR Y BREE R AN
JEE P ERFE R HUNO3B B ik 7 R M o Al /g
SR, 55 WA D 3 T i M 4 B B A R BR B 7
(Glamus versiforme) ] 9004 B #A Fl 75 == BRFEFE (G,
caledonium)f¥) 90036. 90068 Hitk, HHIEGHRLY
1E 70%LL I, @m T A AL R, Xalge 5 E
Fiy FIEME HEREZERA K W TRHEAEERM
T PO R AEAN R JE T R B AR 1R Y 2R 0 3 R
Granger 2075438 5 AN 5 (Malus pumila) 7614 %
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K G epigasum R E Z R, HAE
IAF & K. Jiang 2R 3 4> AMF kot ok
71f#(Magnolia macclurei)f] 2 NFHRLI TR, 45
RRIEF R YR E T R, TRNEE 1) 2 5
AR I, FEARIE G0 2 52 R P EFpE |
BRI BB R T 7

AT AE R, BeFAR Py Bk FE2 B 1k (AMF5)
VG FMEL T, Wisn. Mo, MR R m T A
Hitk, PEVERRTEZR HUNO3B HiFk(AMPF3) L%
RINEONI ., T2 ERR¥ER XZ03B. XJ04B
FR(AMFL. AMF2)I%H, KRG
B AR 5 AR R E 7 R ME4h R AMF
AR E T S A AE Y & 22 R R, X TR
HWMIEFEA R, BAHIENA AMF ¥ {2l
ALK, — AMF B RE S RICNEMLEHH 2
M AP, R FBA A BYL ik R
B e MRS AN AR R 25 S T FB4+A AS. Chen
LR 2 MR SRR RS, R
T AR R R, T LA SRR R R B
Jiang ZEMHRE R AMF KRR TE L HUR R
m XTI, HRRARR . AR E R R
Granger 25205} 3 5L 2 N etk & 28 Glomus epigaeum
MIREFRERE, 1 ANEHERME & AR ET
RAZFPT IR, 10 55 L AT RN S0 R 2= R AN E .
DRk, Bt AME X7 22 s 4 R} 8 A 3808 A 22
B, YHTEEMRE AMFE VCECRH T @A B T
HEE,

AMF X T V5 e ME L)) T (1 72 A2 2508, 22 5 ] LA
TG A R B N AT DA RE . KERBFARIA, v
ML B BRI IE B AMF, RERS 42 4 Pn.
WUE. MR S8 5SRO, Mg
P20 Chen 2GR A BRIE B3 AR AT 2 A
an kR, AE IR A AL ER) P, SRR A EA
Fv/Fo. Fv/Fm B35 T REMAE, HMAmeh
MZEFRE. FHALERE AL, HiR Ak
HHER PR HELN T, Pny WUE. M43 & B¢
HeS BT HAL R AT, O BE Rk B
HUNO3B Hitk, 1M4EskIEs XZ03B. XJ04B Btk
FERR 4T 5 DO A A AR bR 5 IR ZE R BUN,
T Rl AR K TR0 2 N kAL 2. T B
KR EAL T & FB4 1 BY1, 7€ Pn. WUE.
MaR RS EMR S LI EE =T FBA+AI A5,
ANF AR T BEXS T AMF B2 R0 (195 A Az 0 WY A7 7E

ZE5t, JhE AMF 575 3 FO5 AL R 460 1t B 2
A -

gE LRTR, PURSHELITT X AN AMF B8 AR 6 D
U, SO BRI )RR IR Qe A R 22 7, DA
PR Y BRIE RS R AR I 4 T PR AR AR e fermr, FEIR
FEPEVEER A HUNO3B Bk, WARIR Y3 7E 35%
DL b, AR5 7 P s s = A, i
ZRVCADCESH, st 7. AR KR
FRE. i, FERERERTENGEE AMF HEik
i B R bR, SR P BRI A BE P PR 5
BRI AR ORI A, BT AR P R ME B AR A & T
LA T AR . 200 4 A TR HETC I R I G
AMF BYF 2R %, RimMHEAEK. BESH.
Mg RS EURT SRS ERRE, YU
FB4 1 BY1 Tt &= AMAR

HW RFRICFIE A R R LR S, RO

SR
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