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ARV R E IR T S s ST A L AT TLA T s =

AN R F B S B A B E TR R At

100094

T IRV E AR AR 22 5, BRI (AM) B R A A0 RD) REAB BT ZREERR L.

AR TR AM HHAE RGN, P2 FEPER D) RE 2 RV BT SOSCR, 208 T 25T B4 AE

W E

iF] AR B) 7]
KA ARRERE; RN RGNS R ik
hESEE Q945 X171; S154

AITSD, AR Carbuscular mycorrhiza,
AMD) E WAL HAR A A0z, BS54 R ZH &
GRS R, RIES I S R
) M,

SR EA S b s Ji A7, R
FERVAELE A ZE S, AM BB B A 32 5 A 5t
PRl REMFFEW], AR EHREE S8 E
T SERIPEAS P ELR I8 4 10 X R T 1R 2%
PEIEAR KD, T AM BRI RN, R
Tk NI ISE AL, MW AM B4y
RAG RV Z R AT .

1 MAEER (A EEMREZS> S

AM HF AV Z PRI T B
FACPRVERFK o BT L, AM
FLRRHE R AT LA E Mk, Aot AT AL [RIAH
SEM A Ja AT gk, WS4 AT A o3 Ak Ps it N\ oy
RRFR HAT, 7R 7 2O 40 i 45 7
SERRIEAE ORI AM B RIS S B e

AM BRSO I 3 2K PR 2 AR FE A R R
MBS SFAFAE, 1M T BAT 1 — R AR A 1R A4 2R
AR AE R PR DR e A 23 SEHE B TR P 1 30 B 5
8, 20 tHed 90 FAXGE, AR TEW A
ARLEFRF PR 2N, AR5 7R
R RRGHAT THIIRE . T R AL B AR BT R
JEL Ly (INVAMD (http:/invam.caf.wvu.edu/ Myc-Info/)

OWALAATI H INCO-DEV (n’ICA4-CT-2000-30014) % 1) .
*HWAEE (lixl@cau.edu.cn)

TR TR TAE, I HARZ mige) iz 852 (1)
Morton F1 Benny /3 I RGHAT TIEX Bk T S35
%} (Archaeosporaceae) FIZSERPERLF] (Paraglomaceae),
BN & R BER 8 (Archaeospora) FIREREE TR
(Paraglomus), F15} R 53R ARG T (M) FLeRp i 4T T
P, BEE R THISRRST,
1.1 BEFKE

AM BUIRAP IR g H AT 3 2L DL B Gl
TSR RS o (R Bh 732 R B K,
TEAR KRR EAHOBE T2 BRI S8 . anfl ik 22
UAE N RS R KA, A Walker™ H2 i 3H-6h
& 8 PhiBEEIRHIE G, O R 2z,
BE BRFAE S 2 AR AR 2 52 B i1 I R B B
TN S 1Y R DR I TR] S5 R0 iy, DT 38 48 5
PIMERE . FEA Walker A N A, spinosa [FJEFR
BEGRN B —BE . BRIk — 2 5035 70 AR R 4328
PARry o | S

1 TAE S 7> MRS B % 18 2 AM BB (1) 45
M5 HAY S RE IR RIMEER, %"
FEREEK . JEAER, Morton 251 % VIRHE SR 1) 43 Stk
OAET LY, R BTSSR
(spore wall). 7 ZFBE (flexible germinal wall) FI
ZEHT 45 (pregermination structure ). I BELE
7R B WA ML AR, AR R O A S
[ EC YR ) LA L 53 o AR B RRAE FBE (1) 25 44 52
br bt A Z R RIS R R BE Z I, BRI
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ABCIR BORDIR . S CRIBZIKEED . S i CRp
Sy EE) SIS R TOANIR RIS . FIPE 2R R ek 2R Bk
JRAA (germination orb) ” . “& % J& = (germination
shield) ” WIIERA G, LGN “BOAREE?, <
ot BE > <G € B BE”, AU AE Acaulospora
Entrophospora~ Scutellospora J& KIS . ZFAT
GERIESFE TE s AR ORI 28 37 f - BE IR 25 F JE Al
ANTRIRHA) 25 H 458 T A B 22 AR IS, B
FEEHRIIANE (Gigaspora F Scutellospora) 1]
WA Z A,
1.2 SFkiE

BEE EVEARTB, Rl 2 s 1A=
RS AN M AL G 73 R B, V2 BT HoR
WEEMI S, g ) 2E R AL 22 S5 AR TE SRR R
OB HARMAE AM B R A 2N

AM FLE 7 RS DNA X HIBEE 41
TR HIVE N DI i B s 22 2 VE(RFLP), A [R] T |
PR G RIRNIR S . e A ERH 5L AR
RGKE RRMIBALRHE, WHA 5 EM{E. Simon
SEUUTERE T AM BLE 2> 1% 1056, AT it b
B AM ELR h AR SS R PR T 18S rRNA Hp iy B RS X
BRI, Bk T — RYNX KRR e
gl9, H TR, $EMNE &S T AM HIE.
Vandenkoornhuyse FI Leyval'243 5l 3L K41 DNA
R T RN FE (SSU) tDNA J75 M 774,
FEA T Rl e DA TRTAR B B £k 0 (INVAMD . FHRK
PR 0 (BEG) WAL Glomus mosseae [
8 MAFIAEA . g5 R EIR, 8 AR M HAAH
LRI AR AR S [A] TR H T LLERAN A AM. B P
LAEAR, RS AETh A RO ) A b LG v AR A 2
AESEPY, ZEREAT AM ZURIRE P9 LRI, 2R 1 sobi e
A S e v BT — 2 S D, (M eI
UESEE e e LR AM R AR, IR 43
e AM H B 2 AT ST e R332 N, (H
Morton™ 75 Py BE 55 RL BT 47 J@ i 7 # R IL T 16:0
1 20:4 &R TR 5> ¥, T 20:0 {XAE Gigaspora J&
TR

I3 TARIEAE X 73 FE L L AR AR AT () AM EL TR
P b BT R AL . Dodd 25 T %
BEFEAII AM BB Glomus mosseae. Glomus
coronatum BN FIFN A 5. TEARFEEL R
N, PR AM BRI R/ L RS R RTE AT
FRAESARRL, A B AN . g0 R

T3 150 X I R I ) 5 R AR A T W) o AT, PR T
ST REE P85y ;. SDS-PAGE 5 il B0 #r
FIgE R R, ANFAHCYRE Glomus mosseae T P ] )
KGR ZR T ; DNA AT 45 Rab— P iEsE TR A
FFhH) 21 % ¢ R I I
1.3 $52KE

B ) A2 25 22 2 AR PR 3G 5 0 e 2 e i R R
THF 285 K6 £ B (1) A 35 SRR, TR B R N A iy
SR RS X825 T T ARE
AP R G ERE, FI el FIEAE Ik
BRI R Z MO ENEH Z AT, R D
RIMFLE M 7 FBFAE . AR HE, 23 R A KF
R U AR S RERE R T
— B I 1) P I 8 P R A 28 FR AR S R B AR K
398 1), Clapp 251538 i 3 R SV 5 | % e i
RN AM BRI, 55— ST AW 075
WY HE AM ZIE 2. G5k, §i:0PCR,
PCR-SSCP %50 #) 2 T AM U 1A AR AEI

z<[16
51161

2 MREIR A EEFH S T

AM HEFEZEFE, FRENIER, AR
R ARG, BROK & A T A AR L35 41,
PR I WTEERR . SRhAR . TR LA
—EE Ty R X PR IX g R g R A
Bl AM HE AN Y AM BUE O T
+43) 2, AT R 80 % AL FIREME It AR Sk
P

E B b —HIAER A AM BB 1 B 2 T
o BIHAT R I, HAYEEN CHGERTM 174 4,
Hrh TG 25 8 (Acaulospora) 34 A, JREER &
(Archaeospora) 3 >, WIHERE & (Entrophospora)
5, BW¥EEREE (Gigaspora) 9 >, EKRE)R
(Glomus) 93 A, KERFERE (Paraglomus) 2 /™,
JEEEER R (Scutellospora) 28 A~. X—4HLL
1988 4> Schenck Hl Péréz (G H45 RN T 50 4>

BT AM BL B A1 SR AR S IR BT 4%
P& N PEAN TR, BGRE A I R R ) D s AL,
BCHARAEER T AM BB JE R R34 1 A i P
RO DR AM BL I AR AR 2R S EA B R A 2 6
FREESE . 2R AR . Bever 25—
BIGESRGT AM R MBI, 23 B
AM H 5 25 M4 1 il — 42 5% . Helgason %5
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Bl T MBS E R R AM ELE DNA ¥
H, FEACH T3 100 ASFEARIR L 1351 154 A4
BEA 235 R B 6 BT 11 Bl AM B, HJR &M%
FEPEFRBUE S 1.44, TmTHr# 1 0.40, KM
EERTH AM HEMEZ TIMEAS R, X3
H B AR S R R A P 1t a1 . AR R B
(0 FH 6 AM. BCBE T BRI 2 A5 0 B PR BRI T AML 32
W2 . Jansa 25PWESY TR EBHERIE S AM
LU Z AR R e, R B3R X K g
AM LA IR LA R IR T
Rt fnt, JHEHMHESM NAE Glomus JEI
P AT Yk D (i 3

KEWFFREY, ARESZRT AM HFEKZHE
PHEZZMEERT CEFAEE T TR 16
TR R RHEEY) . EHORI R D7 s0E 1
Sl 27, X s AT ST R, W pH X AM
FLEEA AR, (R AE S 2 4 F T R
AN o X FIREER R W50 AM B3 (1) )8 sl
EARESRGE A8, HAT T IRIEIR D,
FLR A A TR AM BT 551 A4 2 T8 (35 AR
BT, HREEHREE AL NI AM S 51E
R [R5 B PR B A4k, DRI A L 1 5 A [ A
Wz M AFAE SRR PE ) 22 5, T AR AE SR BT
AM IUETETRE b (B U PRI 1 38 B 14 R AR
WA R BE (K500 ) 1D WAEAE W 2 5

3 MIER (AM) EERIThRESR 14

St IR M PR SRR AE ORISR I, AM ST
B TR AEAR AR ) il A e SR A R AL s AESSEAN
ARSI, PRI LA XL
W1, RS AM RS AE SC R 0 T AR X
MEENE N AT AR 1) B RS RS
. AM BRI A RER R AR A B A
¥

AR, X AM H R IIRe 2 FEVE DI 1 24R
A 3 AT, — 2 AM ELTE R RGO AR
LRI ST LR B A T AM B A
RINThREZ FEVERTTE; 1R IR 2 FEIERI RS
L UIPINCARE R E 2
3.1 AMEEZHMSEMREEEN

20 {28 90 FFARLART, KT M 2 AR
PERRGH WA AR IR IER D, TR A
IR R i T A RIS AR AR T %

WAEAE, VLRCE S8 BRI AL — L (—Fh
AM FLI B 2 R YIE BALAAR), 305 2 A8 AT
WAHTAT AM HEEAEES RS H A FAERD)
figs JUANH TS BRI O/ ZE S, AT
I AM BLEFHEE SAEY AR LAk T35 3A0%, 3
UOE AR BRI, T %58 AM JR T-8%
TR FCE BN A, AFAFRFE AR AM ZL1R
RN B ERONIRAE, AR AL AE AT AM
B A PRI R 2H BT T AT AR A 2

WAER, NMITEZINRE] AM E R 2R
P2 FENE R IR AES R AR .
KEMFESE, HR AM JHR 5Tt —
P, (H AM JUTE 5 R 2 RV B S50 R R R A L R
PR ] i A 2 5229, Newman 2551 L 55 4 A=
ARG, AR T EFEES E sy
(Plantago lanceolata) W+ EFEERH VIR R
O’Connor ST T AM BLTR X Fa AR 14 b
ARG, SRR, AR B AR R AR A A
HIRARTE G, B0 T AP RE I S I 2 R . 1
T BRI M 5 V) Medicago minima W4 & . 3%
FRAG, oW MRAKIYE T Salvia verbenaca i . 3%
W, MAEWMRMY) Carricthera annua $0 & TAF
fto Bever %Nl Z M, HAKLRT AM
FLB R 2 R S A 2 FEPE I OC R I 45 0 1F S iR
W s, fEE RGOSR, AM HE 5 HIE EEY)
FHEARREAEAS, s BRI A KR B3 S TR
R AR, AT M A T %R I 2 R 1 .
HMNKIESRGE, X IE Rt Al X I
s maitia TiasE, M RESRETHEYZ
PERI DR . MR st R, R AR KA
fEUEAE R AM BE A 5 #5016 3 ik Bk
A, P AM ECRE R 200 T B EAE T BE I ) 4
KT, AM BRI PX SR a R T
A DX ST 0T 22 REVE B ORFE

EAEDREE R L FE T AM B R ATURZI M5
WA A R AP AR, T H SN AM K
WECRRA], BRI 1 (0 AR B P AR A ) P 2
B3] RS I SR o, AH BRI B AR
WA RGN S AR 2 D 9G4 . 4
1 Sylvia 001 5 [ 2 HUA i 42 oK T R B ¥
G AM LR S TR G AT IR
WE LS, IR TR R ARG ORI AR
(X 53 B v iz Mol T AR A AR,
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3.2 AMEBEMARIThEES it

SV O R i S B MR TR AR e AR A
WEEMAEEEEX, (HX AM BRI SRl T
AR o LA, ANATTIFAR QTR P B MR
SRR, EAONHAEPUR. L5 Pk, PiE
& BT D BEHEAT TR, IR I e &
I K 2 A AR, Gonzalez-Chavez 25171
FERRIL, B EIE— As 1 Cu v5 4 L3 3 A
AT Cu (W BE ) BH 2 AN [H], Glomus caledonium
BEG133 Xf Cu Wit )y 2 EMKT Glomus mosseae
BEG132 I Glomus claroideum BEG134, X 7= 5] 5
JLRAM G 22 () B & A e i AR AT DG . dE— 2P
AN 22 AR B Cu BT AR, IR Cu F22E
PRI T P 22 BE IRRG T T 40 B A TR 22 A0 D T A
{HANAE Glomus mosseae BEG 132 [PJHR 7N 22 41 ffu Jiit
HARSTIE] T Cu, R 3 AR Cu BIPTEENLE ]
REANA

164 1k, SRR A R AR ST ) D BT TR
Elisabeth 2%Vl 57 A (7] 3 8] B4 A4 S AN 7] e [R] 34
AM  ELTRDO] AR BN IR 520 I A0, i AR A AR DR
TN B AR RGN AT F O, LR 3 AR ) B R
AN T A 22 St 5 T e DR 2R ) Ty AR A7 [ 5 i 5/
3.3 AMEREHEHRINGESD M

B UEE R, AR AM B R EEHbE 5
RN A] S TE &R I W 25 5, AM LA qE
(RS ST LA S o S AN (R 7K B AT ReAN[R], kT
MR AN DR, HE g 5 oiRe s UIAHoC
FAE MM Carbuscule), RN B % (intracellular
hypha), #R7M#E %2 (extracellular hypha) %5 . AN JE
AM E R AR EANE, Dhaeth A 2 5.
3.3.1 ME: N SRR 5 R R L B TR R AT
VIR e A E 2 P, AN E RS K
ARRRE, BTV AT S B AR S A A b D i A 1)
Ho B FE A A S REVE ) i dR R AFJE AM
FLP MBS 220, RS T AR AM LR 7E
W7 4 FITE FERCR I 25 5]« Gianinazzi-Pearson
USRI g R L, R A R R MR T g Py AR
Tl 5 LA PR o AL L 45 M, AR A g 1A
A 0 3= L I B () TR 22 A% 8 o XS] 7 ) s
BR8] 53 15 AT it At TRl AR AN ] L A 20 1 5 4 Al
TEDREMNER 223G VR, LR ] i i i 7] 1 22 )\
MY KA ) -

3.3.2 MWW  WRHNEZEHY-FERIEIL

AARBAT Y AT SR RE FEAS HL ) ST - Boddingdon
1 Dodd™ L8 T 3 ANE (Acaulospora, Glomus Fl
Gigaspora) AM FLEE5 2 N5 SRR s 3 A= 4k
R ERREES), SRR WARE AM HE K
ALP {EAR A T 22 FIAR A1 181 22 1R e 7 A los HoA
W1 22 5

Ak, 22003 1 e AR Tk 00 1 AR 3 A 44

tAM E R RS L IOR B RIRIE, T IR
AM  FURRAE FH R A 0] 398 2 A 3 v 1 2%
SORHE EAEYD BN A o FLrboRS D TR AR 3 A AR
PEIRI TR0 738, B 1 (R8I A7 280 2 5 W AR 4 P
H AM B RPEROL, TR TR (3 R
N FERESH AR AM B EAEEZL AL £k,
R R GE 2, PCR AR W v ]
T AM BIETE HARES R DI6E, ey
WkzpEA DNA Rk B, RIIAR P B 22 418 &
VIR N IR B A 404, w7 AESER . H
2 AEE XS 3 NE ) AM B 1 (Acaulospora, Glomus
M Scutellospora) JATHIPN DNA >,
3.3.3 MYhHZ  MSMELZE AM EEM R
HHIRORCTR r IAS B, P2 AE R R L R
HaAIRE, HEKRE AM HFE I I6E. WAME
2230 IS P BRI GRS 7 WA AR 22 (Glomalin) A+
BEWIURL Y RS e TR S5 ), 3 IR MRE ),
FEARFE st ey b o A Y,

Dodd Z5PIR K A F4R Y 77 LA i R4
MR, W9 T Glomus, Acaulospora, Gigaspora
F1 Scutellospora J&FL #2210 R B FF s S Ihfg, 45
BRI, BHEER AM BERME TG, R
AME RN B RE R 22, X PP i 5 e AT e IR R
R R FE AR T B VI G T Glomus J& LR {E
RN LA I JERE B 22 0] g 3 ZEAE AR B S IR o 1) 1
FRIIIEE R R AE ] . Wright Z5ERFsT g
K, Y Glomus JEEWAHLL, Gigaspora J&HH fg
TERCE Z AR ER s TR 3R 1) S 3 KRR AR
P R IEA G, XM —PUESE Gigaspora
J LT AL RO R R T HORIAE .

4 [EEERE

H1 T AM BCR AN REREAT 201557, IR H 1T AM
FLR S E ) 32 AR 2 AR T A 7 AR T AR B 257
Rk EBLEDI IR SRR 5 S A BT R 5w A
5, T IESRIEEA R RN B AR
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VA7 I T FUAS [R] v 3R h A s 2200, i
Wi 565 58 5 R AE A A BT, H RN AM LRI 28 7R AR
KIEJE GBI R R Y2 . A LB SRHIE
A PR 8 5 D7 VA AN S0 AR SR MR R B o
Sy RE RN T AM O B I TR SR E
AM HFE RS, & 5465 07 1EA L B R
Ho 752 ik H AT AR 73, DTSR 2R % e
LB EE A F, 8 E AU E AT
B

RZHH ] 3 1) AM B R T2 55
SAFI M, R IR AN B, 28 AR T 2
{HHIE 3 ) AM BOR LR RS, T2
FEHE USRI PR, oy Resehp iy Rk,
ANBEAENf L e AM ZTR M 2R . BT UKEE 4
B K H 38 a0 B R R T I R AN B L S b
B AM BRI 2 A AR R ROR IS I AT
HH R FEAS AT AL A, o] ve IRIX Rl R BRME . H %
FEARTERN A7 AE— 25 )@, a1 DNA (R4
DR UEIIX R RS MR W, R
SEMAART IS5 R o 53 8003 AR IR AR SRS T e JA]
MAETC W G %, Xk 2 7E 9 44 i 15 2075 Qe () IL e
DNA, MM 75 SIS ) 25 500,

BEAE ST AM ZL B DRI IR S it 50 7 v () ok
o, R I AR R AR AR A 7 e sE
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s, MIMAEREAATXT AM B 2 R S AR 3
DN ERAES R RHA AR B T f#, X0 3RAT
A ORI X L 2 AT &

S 30k
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REVIEW OF RESEARCHES ON BIODIVERSITY
OF ARBUSCULAR MYCORRHIZAL FUNGI

GAI Jing-ping FENG Gu LI Xiao-lin

( Key Laboratory of Plant Nutrition, Ministry of Agriculture, Key Laboratory of Plan —Soil Interactions,

Ministry of Education, Department of Plant Nutrition, China Agricultural University, Beijing

Abstract

100094 )

Biodiversity is a feature of Arbuscalar mycorrhizal(AM) fungi demonstrated in their genesis,

distribution and functions as a result of differences in evolutional processes and living conditions. Researches on
taxonomy, species diversity and functional diversity of AM fungi were reviewed in this paper. Problems and prospects
were discussed.
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