AW R 2018, 27(3) ; 224-232
JOURNAL OF BIOSAFETY http ; / www.jbsen.org

DOI: 10.3969/j.1ssn.2095-1787.2018.03.011

w55 3 PR MR P 78 S R VBRI AL
PSR Z FEPE ) 55 0

LS, B i, wEH ., % B, STAH, SKAUAT
ALK F A A FFR T RE 071002

B [ BB SR S U X A SRR 2 B i TG H , T BTG 5 3 A [F] A AR 0 b A 1 X A A
l%]?ﬂ%(AM)E@%%?**@%&E@&EXE’J%HH "Iu}}\ii%iﬁii%ﬁlf“ BE— R TG A AL, [ D575 | 3dad ) e bl
/NP AL B TG AR B A S, LB TG D 3 Rl A M R o B2 B ROR MR M BTSS0S 42 R T AM L IR 25
SEUSTE DR WS T4 5 3 A AR Y AN R R AR 7 sC%E AM BB R 25 F AN AR R S [ 2521 (1) B IO AR B + 4
REM AM E%ﬁ%‘é%ﬁf*iﬁi&*ﬁ%ﬁ%‘éﬁ?é:E]ﬁ%ﬁz’ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁiﬂqﬂ%%ﬁ#jﬂﬂﬂtf*i@?ﬂ*ﬁﬂﬂﬁ%%,ﬁﬁi&i]ﬁ
%300 5 A FORKRIR AP AL HE R LS5 AR BRAE RS MR A ER PR AR ER LTS 5 (2) BT 70015 ) 8w M o e AR AR TR
FAb R AM ECRR P S RE R T/ i B b b B iy T BI04 SRl Ak R 50 ) I B T4 ) AR AT M AR 2R R RO
AM ELR B R AU 5 (3) 55 3 FfA ALy S L, 35 T4 2% Tl ALk LRI T4 S o A B 3 TOUA AR B - AR Py e
3 (R EAE RN, R T T ARA R TN R EERER AR T, (48] MU AR SE THER - AM B 1R
TR Z N, AM LT A O BE S A A A AT O, L S AR BEEEAT G
KA WA, MBCRMREE; 59 2

Effects of Flaveria bidentis grown with three native plants on
species and diversity of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi

KONG Lingjie, LIU Xu, HAN Yuelong, YANG Kang, JIA Yueyue, ZHANG Fengjuan "
College of Life and Science, Hebei University, Baoding, Hebei 071002, China

Abstract: [ Aim] The alien plant Flaveria bidentis can do serious damage to the environment and agricultural production. Under-
standing the effects of planting growth between F. bidentis and three native plants on the community structure and diversity of arbus-
cular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) can further help understand of its impact on soil microorganisms. [ Method] An experiment of growth
of F. bidentis with one of three native plants, Setaria viridis, Chenopodium album and Melilotus officinalis, was performed in a com-
mon garden. Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi were collected from the rhizosphere soil of F. bidentis or native plants and identified using
morphological characteristics. It's used to comparatively study the effects of F. bidentis and three kinds of native plants on the com-
munity structure and diversity of AMF when they grew in different pattern. [ Result] The AMF species accumulated in the rhizo-
sphere of F. bidentis were related to their concomitant native plant species. The dominant species when F. bidentis was grown with S.
viridis were Glomus reticulatum and Rhizophagus intraradices, while when grown with C. album or with M. officinalis, Glomus reticu-
latum, R. intraradices and Septoglomus constrictum dominated. The AMF species in the mixed treatments of F. bidentis and S. viri-
dis, F. bidentis and M. officinalis were higher than that in the native single treatment and single treatment of F. bidentis, suggesting
that the types of AMF changed with the invasion of F. bidentis and the diversity of above-ground plant species. Compared with the
three species of native plants, the Important Value of R. intraradices in the rhizosphere of F. bidentis increased in both the single and
mixed treatments of F. bidentis, indicating that the presence of F. bidentis is beneficial to the growth and development of R. inirara-
dices. [ Conclusion] The presence of F. bidentis can influence the AMF community structure and diversity in its rhizosphere soil. N-

ative plants present in the community and level of invasions can also influence AMF community.
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MK B AR (arbuscular mycorrhizal , AM ) FL B BE
5 80% LA - A [ifi 2B A6 0 R AR 3G AR A R
( Wardle et al. ,2004; Xiao et al. ,2014) , & T 3FE K
YK R iR R0 Z — (TR, 2010) .
AM HE SHEYRRIE IR AM B E 518
Yy 2z 6] 4738 37 24 59 5 BT (Inderjit & Putten,
2010) , AM FLR A i it HR A0 22 5 KA WA 28 W
W L, $2 e 2 35 A 6 7K 3 RN SR A3 B W UL ( Fu-
manal et al.,2006) , DMEEAEY K, REHIME
N2 B ARAR Y (2296, 2013) , AM=ZAE ) AT LA
BRI O AR M AM B S5 5 1)
it ( Hawkes et al.,2006) , 40 %8 25 3% % Eupatorium
adenophora Spreng. A2 J5 , -3 AM EE IR &
E T 4R EE Septoglomus constrictum 12 FhAS|] B
TR Bk B 1P (B 5, 2011) 5 In&E K — A
1€ Solidago candensis L. AR5, 13+ AM H
VIEEVERR & E F unneliformis mosseae M4 EFR R E
Glomus etunicatum T HEFNEL U HERBEFE G. geo-
sperum FILIEER B 25 ML Fp (FF # %55, 2009) 5
KB Ambrosia artemisiifolia L ARG, 11 AM EH
BN T H 3R 6. iranicum (5K E = 2015) , AF
DL BRI R AR T 1 48 AM BCIR 25 14 Fl 24
PERSZ A B T 7 HOA JOhL]

W24 Flaveria bidentis (L.) Kuntze./&—Ff A
RACE M SR A T ALY (BRA T, 20125 5K K Hi,
2011) X AW ZAEIE (B AR A T A 1
FE(Wan et al.,2017) , BFFXEW, ETAEHES AM
FLRE N R AL 5C 2R H AM T8 78 2 THUA 1Y
ARKEFMARS BT EERZENEMN(FEE
4 2013,2015; Wagg et al. ,2011) , HTHi3 AfRik
8T AM ELRRREVS AUAS ORI 2 AR, RDAR b 1 3
AM HEARHF AW TERA B G. iranicum Fl
G. perpusillum [WFERY E3 N T AR N ERBEEE Rhizoph-
agus intraradices (2577 ,2014) , HBiHE N2 HY
N, G. perpusillum B ¥ % BE QP Z 34 K ( Zhang
et al.,2017) . BEAM, BTHAGIRPR 1 AM EE 1R
PeRMER R EH 5 A2 H 322 Ak 5 %5 DA ¢
(far AN ~7 4L, 2010) , W22 R YR 5 - A PR
£ RFIEMK, 5 pH 2 W3F G (T2 R4,
2015) , L WE5E R, BTG AR PR R AE 1) AM

LA AR AR K O B T4 7 A T R R R, A B
TH T2 M AR (ikE 24, 2015), Bt %
(2011) A& BE T0 3 5 K [F) A% M 4 5 4 A R isp
TGN B4 ASTRIAS AR ) 2 5 AT o ek
A THAGHR R 8 AM TR B V& 205 40 > 5% i) 5 T
BTSN, TR, AS F 5 2R FH B A ) R el 3,
¥ BFE S i3G5 3 MR A Y 35 A K AM B
RUTR T 8 W R 22 P 140 S D, 600 28 T 45 AR o - 8
AM LI AR Ak J2: 75 52 A8 HUAE ) R 2 A 52, LAY
A AM ELER 1 Ff 4 7R T4 AR SR
SR TRV Ry H A Wy oy s P i — 7 A R AR A
1 MB5FEE
1.1 RIE SR

50 Hh A TR B B T T BE X LN g
FE £V Bk 2 BE AR 40 14 I F 55 BT (39°30742"N, 116°
36'07"E 4K 28 m) |, J& R Il KRRk A%, iz
HHEC R ORD R L 1 pH R 5 B
1.2 RIEgit

IR F 2007 4F FF IR A5 40008 T35 A= i
B ARAEAE AR 55 B B T O[] AR B [R) i el /) X
(LIRS, 2009) ¢ (1) ¥ 10045 L Fp Ab 38 55 B >
909 ML B FEAARIX 5 (2) B2 T 44 5 AR A 400 1) TR
FhALEE  90% = ¥ T 2 75 B > 60% 1R 1 BE AR X
(3)REIX P TCEE TR 3 , AS Hb Ay 20 R Ak B g R A
f2IX, B/NXEK 3 m, P82 m, &/ NXBRE 1 m 1
B 5l LA BT 1 30 8007, /N IX 3 A 46 A b AE )
BFp(RARIX) B T0AS 54 A PR A (R A
FRIX) I Toi 2 B (FE B AR X)) 3 A0 B, DU
AR R x BE H AR A ) 28 AR A b DX DL Y
3 LAY I BB Setaria viridis 22 Chenopodium
album T & HARME Melilotus officinalis L., Ji & &
R AR B R B RO AR A T AR B
Fr RN W T SR, 45 A HR F 5E 4 Bl
MUK BT, AP 4 NER ., [ 2007 84
ANXFEFR 100 K FpF- TR T2 5 A s A 4 1Y)
Pl 10 1, & 2 FEAT N TRRE SR/ N A )
FREARAL s FEAE K R BR A, 56 A 5E H A7 A
RERTAERK, Zad 10 424E K, T 2016 4F 8 A7 XS
AN A TR A R R AR A A R 1,
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Table 1 AMF community parameters including plant density, biomass and coverage
FEHL R/ (BE - m™?) GR7/h i
Sampling site Density Biomass/ (kg + m™2)  Coverage/%
FIRRH S. viridis 74+2.02 0.24+0.05 92
# C. album 280+83.23 0.16+0.02 95
HHETAE M. officinalis 288+83.08 0.87+0.03 96
T2+ E F. bidentis+S. viridis B2 F. bidentis 90+26.08 0.18+0.03 75
KRR S. viridis 136+31.68 0.18+0.01 20
W25 +3E F. bidentis+C. album 29 F. bidentis 74+18.00 0.22+0.13 68
#E C. album 236+32.04 0.10+0.01 28
T2+ & B AME F. bidentis+M. officinalis WA F. bidentis 120+14.00 0.26+0.01 66
HELAME M. officinalis 204+3.28 0.68+0.02 30
4G F. bidentis 158+38.04 0.35+0.02 100
1.3 THRE 61745 A H A B

2016 4F 8 A %43 A~ 10 [ 5t el /1 X A S
HEATRAE B E A Y E AM HL B TP 28 DL S
7R Bl F B AR — N 8 O 2 A AR
BEEAOCHR bR IR T2 5 3 R b ) 52 5 0F
T3 AM B RE TR SR Z AR R, RS D
DX fl 2 BORE I, BEAILIE I 5 R AR R R 4
R AR B L g8 B 4 B R 4R AR B 1
B 003G FAS bR ) TR Ao/ N DXR B B TV AR s 13
B BT A R AR 1 3 20 H G (5 9 FLA2 830 um)
TRAEF-20 C VKA .

1.4 AM EEZHMEAERERTE

SR FEEE 0 4000 73— 16 B 25 .00 15 ( Phillips & Hay-
man, 1970) 73 % 78 7, £ AL I 5 B2 ( OLYMPUS
SZX16) T WL T ARHE , IO AR A7 PR
I IR EGE A, ] Meelzer's 18057 £ 47
Pt MEL, S % 5y KR HE (http: // fungi. invam.
wvu.eduw/) AT FIE S K&, [F B £ 2% Morton &
Benny (1990) \Xﬂﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂjﬁﬂom)ﬁ%%* ,ﬂ“
B AM BRI & 2R

T EL (species number, SN) ; KA BEh AM EL 7
RECRIEE LSS 4@

) (species richness, SR) : F:—Ff AM H
T B S B RO LU A

IY B (frequency, F) « HEFf L A1 7 B K
B R

FHXFZL FE (relative abundanc, RA) : FhE% & M4
H/ B A RA =n(FEB BRIP4 ) 5 N
(FEHL 7> BT S0 B LA, DA% AR SRR

B R—pk 4 18 %0 ( Shannon-Weiner, H) : H =
=Xk, =1PXInP, k4§ AM HEFREH , P, 53

5] EFEH (evenness index) : AR FI2E A AM
B FEREE T IO AR RS . J=H/InS, H /248 & fK—
BN, S 2T AM EL RN %L

HE{H (important value, /)= ( F+RA) /2,

ASCH AM FLIE I E 2R A ER (A,
2016) : 24 1>60% FPLHF,60% = I>40% F AR
il ,40% = 1>20% FFEHERR  1<20% J A8 WA,
1.5 HiESH

FIH Microsoft Excel 2003 Xf 548 #F 17 49) 26 %%
B2 H] SPASS 19.0(IBM) S i3 Hr 544 ) A [m] Ak B
HAM LR 8RR E R —IE g R L
FFES] B 48 B0 2 M PE 46 B0 AT 5 1 R ( One-way
ANOVA) J7 24517 .

2 HR5SH
2.1 HMFPHAREZSX AM EEEEEHN
E4=ed:0pA10)

HI ¢ 2 WIHT, 8 T8 A FR R 3 AN [] b 2
AM LR R R A AR AL, A e B B R Ak B O3 S MK
5 JE 14 Bl AM EURR , BT0US A SR Ak AL
SYESYE S R 16 i AM ELER , B 02 SRR b BRI
STEYEN S TR 14 Fh AM ECR, Hop iR AP AL BE A
AM HFEMERZ

3 AR FRAY R PL AR Ry AR BRBEEE 6. reticu-
latum , FERNTARTFD Ry XU ToAERE RS Acaulospora bi-
reticulata FNEETGER$EEE F. mooseae, #1051
AM ECRR 0 35 kg IR BR 7 AR N BR$EH Rhi-
zophagus intraradices FIAFERBERE Septoglomus constric-
tum  EARFHFIAG AU TCAE PR FE VYRR BE R | Rk
% G. malanosporum FUKL R BREEEE S. viscosum,
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R 3 AN Ab P AL [ L SR AR sk e L[] AY
SRR o] O A 24 7 1 BE VY PR B 22 A M) e
BARP AL H I B A B AL A A RS, WAL
iR A7 AL PN Bk 3 | R K R iy I T A A
Acaulospora rehmii ; ¥ 15 25 F1 ) JF& 7 1R A A 2R 0 £
PREA AN IR, WAL TN I A i PRBEH K
JRERFETE IV TCAEERE A, scrobiculata MANEFREE
B G. etunicatum ; 3 U5 5 B0 AL B0 ) H S8R0 5 4
RN BREE R, WAL T ARG o sk 48 2 01
KMREE G. dolichosporum ( 1), 5mERH
i BRAH LE | B TH4G 5 22 TR Ao Ak JHLRTT B T 2 B Ao A
HWA I T 6. iranicum FIKMIREEEE 2 F AM
LT ; HA 5 o o e B o b TAH L R A 4 B AR

E

PUERBERE R U0 BRBE AT | 20 V1 A 4 2 R &) S Bk 4
T O AR A o, T4 Bl Ak B AR D R
R R g Y B AL N, 5 T4 A ) R e TR
P b AR L , B T0U8 B AR AL B b s /b 1 2l S sk e
FIARZEERPEFE Rhizophagus manihotis 2 Bt AM EL[#
AR A SR 20 R I A R0 A ) T (G I, BE A B
T AMRAREE AR N, B TOUAG AR s 138 2R AL T
HRE P ERBE TR R FL R 2

1% 3 RIAN, ff) 2 s B Rh A B T4 R A 2
FORFPAOIE BTGP 3 AP AM B ZFF
PR PR TC I R 22 5, UL B T A f=R X AM
FLH ZHEMEBA

E1 AM EHEFESESFE
Fig.1 Morphological characteristics of AMF
A FLARBRERS B AV BRI O BREREE T D IR B MU O P WU O % 5 G- AN M O
H . ARERZERT ; LR BURERE ;] AR BRI R K FE P R RE

A G. reticulatum; B: G. etunicatum; C: G. malanosporum; D G. dolichosporum; E. A. excavata; ¥ A. bireticulata;

G: A. scrobiculata; H: S. constrictum; 1. S. viscosum; J: R. iniraradices; K: F. mooseae.

22 BMHMFEE=SEIT AM ERBESENNSHE
TR

FHER 2 AT B T3 N 3 AN R b B rh AM
B MR IOR B A AL, ZE AR Ab 38 B T 44 A2
TRFRALHE | ¥ T0 2 SRR b B P 4 00 B S ) AM E
5 )@ 14 Ff,

3 AN Ab B A S [ I A kg IR BR P B A 4 Bk

B , IR AL S Rh by XU JoAE e 5 Al B 35k 44 75 A
FEVGERBERT . R 3 4k 2% 3 [m] A 4 A 3 m] 14
AR TRz A B B b B A 35T 8 A AR P BR
PR A AR P 5 1 TOUAG R 22 TR A Ak 311 ) A A e
A AR N R BT AR LA IR E R G. fascic-
ulatum ; B 1044 FRFR AL PR DL AP A A AR N ER 5,
WARHFEAT KRR, SR RMAL AT L, B
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o2 5 Z R b A B P AR ) o 48 R R A K 4 o )
BEHE N, SRR A AR, 5 T R
TR AL B LE , B T A% 5ol Ak PR i T AR P R
B0 T AV E BRI AR R T B L oA
o B E(EL I 00, % oA P 4 (M1 JC A 0 Y
(ERRAR, SZE SRR AL BRAR LL , B T50 44 507 b 2 v 4%
T BNEREEFE Rhizophagus aggregatum ,J§/V T %))
ERRPERT M N BRBE TR 1) EE G 0, SRR R
ol i R4 (M1 JIG A 48 g ) T PRI, B B T

AR RN, SR PR+ 2R TR
NERHEE

I8 4 AT, 22 SR Qb 3, oAt 2% B W 3
e T 5 B THUAG TR ol Ak JHLRI 26 T2 PR AL 38 2 T2
FRR AL BRI A A — BN B e T A R AL
H IS AR R 2 T S AR A AL BRI AE R e
A, B2, HEBRAMLL, MG AR AM K
TR 0964 B 0 35 A, TT AML B TR ) 7 R —
FRBOAI S AR

x3 ENFMAREZSEX AM EESHEH R

Table 3 Effect of F.bidentis and S. viridis community on AMF diversity index

Hedh BrEE/ (A -

g LIRS

AR — IR A5 AR AR

Sampling site Spore density Species richness ~ Shannon-Weiner index ~ Evenness index
1+ Exposed soil 190.00b 9.67 1.54 0.68
T RE S. viridis 343.33a 9.67 1.47 0.66
WA+ F. bidentis+S. viridis 334.67a 12.00 1.67 0.68
W TH4G F. bidentis 335.00a 10.00 1.60 0.73

[R5 A RN TR R OR 225+ B35 (P<0.05) .

The data in the same column with the different letters indicate signficant differences (P<0.05).

x4 BEMHMEZTHN AM EE S H TR

Table 4 Effect of F.bidentis and C. album community on AMF diversity index

ESi) BFHEE/ (A - ¢ il Ry == B AR — AN TEEL BRI
Sampling site Spore density Species richness ~ Shannon-Weiner index ~ Evenness index
R+ Exposed soil 190.00¢ 9.67 1.54ab 0.68b
#i C. album 401.33a 11.00 1.42b 0.59¢
W 2+3E F. bidentis+C. album 298.00b 10.33 1.46ab 0.62¢
2 F. bidentis 335.00b 10.00 1.60a 0.73a

[ F IR IS AN )/ NG T RE % KR 28 53 B3 (P<0.05)

The data in the same column with the different letters indicate signficant differences (P<0.05).

23 EMFENEFEAEZSEI AM EFREELS
LAEEZ =2 cd:sbA |

FH 3 2 FIHD, ¥ T4 N8 AR 3 SRR Ak
B AM FUIR NS R A AR A B B R B B b B
YESUETE S B 8 Bl AM ELTA BT 4G Al A OR
MR AL B2 B S Y 5 Jm® 15 Bl AM ELTR , i TR 24
HRAbERI S B e S R 14 B AM ELE, HOPIR
FRAbEER AM E PSR Z

3 AN A B P AR AR [R], R [R] A 4R A bR
PRIEEE PR T AR N BREEE | 2L 1R] i 3 f B Fh
FI UM TG B R, B 3 Ak B A 3R] £ A AR A
IF] (1) S I B4 22 B, 5 T4 R A 2 A AR TS o Ak 3
(AL S5 AARG TR e A7 | JBE VY 35Kk 3% 23 i B [ G
PR, T4 BAFh A B 14 S0 £ 34 Fh 38 A K I Bk 4
B EVURRBER AR AR (K1), SEHEFEREA
AR A A L, 95 10044 5 =2 T Al Ak 38 70 T 4

PR FE RN T G. iranicum SEBRPEFE CEBRE
B ANINITCHE 9% 85 | B [C O 98 55 Fl SR AER 5 6
Pl AM L5, [RIE, KBk 48 55 | V15T JC AT 2 5 A
excavata A JTTERPERG | JEE VG BRAE 7 AR P BR 5 1Y
TEEENEIN, 5 ¥ T8 AN B A SR TR R Ak A
Ll , B THU44 L b B s b T A S R A K H K
R VAR PN BRAE RS 11 T LA 0, DR 4 2 R o -
Tt R () L AR, Pl o5 003 AR 2 B2 1Y
B0, BI04 AR Py 4 R LR AR T AR N BRE R K
JRERHERS A Ak A RN EE VG PR R

IR 5 ATHT, B T 2 ERL A A 3 AT HC A 4%
35 5 T A RO TR e A B R A RO R
oAk 38 v P 9 28 B LR ) 3 B N A A — ik gl 4
B e TR R R SR Kb B A R B
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Table 5 Effect of F.bidentis and M. officinalis community on AMF diversity index
Kb BFEE/ (A g™h) Folre) 3 BN R ¥ oI BEHR R
Sampling site Spore density Species richness Shannon-Weiner index Evenness index

#t Exposed soil 190.00b 9.67a 1.54a 0.68ab
WEFARME M. officinalis 172.67b 5.33b 1.27b 0.78a
A+ EORHR F. bidentis+M. officinalis 225.33b 10.67a 1.52a 0.64b
HI03 F. bidentis 335.00a 10.00a 1.60a 0.73ab

[R5 AN [l NG TR KO8 2253 35 (P<0.05) .

The data in the same column with the different letters indicate signficant differences (P<0.05).

3 itie

MANRAEI AMZ BT A KIS, AR
T T OIS R R s 2 RSCRT - S BEAL E JBT RE A J%
W A R 1R AR A R W VS (Mack et al.,
2000) , FF B AM FLR 5 27 32 59 f i 4, Sr
X H B A R AE 5 R (Vogelsang & Bever,2009) |
TR E G 5K IE SOCHRIRE | 52 A ) 2 AP R A
EIEE . W KHLEL Chromolaene odorata L. F1%5EZ57%
AR AM E B Y R B R R O R (£
08,2013 ) ; 2R I AR IR T B 2R Bk 4
Paraglomus occultum S8 MNERBE R FIVD FE PR EHE 6.
deserticola WIfT-%5 FE (L 38N T Funneliformis
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TEANAZREAR T AR R RG O HC , ADHG N 1 B v 3k 4
R (Jin er al. ,2004) o A P2 1002 53531 A
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T4 K (Zhang et al. ,2017) | P, AT HH 00 4 P Bk
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AN ) AR TR B FNAS MR M) RS2 50 AM &L
RS R AN ZREPE R T 2L (De Vries et al.
2012; Ylva et al. ,2013) ., B, AMEREE AR, AM
HEMZEEEWAIE . Marler et al. (1999) BWF5E

FW | K42 Centaurea maculosa NZBH A K
Bi b 5 A LR TR AP, AM ECR RPN, 28 424
PRI I B A ARG AM B PR Fp 2505 2D ; Chen
et al. (2015)fFFE KB, BEA R A0, AM K
W 2 A PR AR S R B I Mummey & Rillig
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LA P RETE 45 F A A s, 2 B R AR, ANt
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AM ER RS M Z R E . Hk, © A
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], BRI RS A ) AM L TR AT AR AR i 114 32 22
2 (W5 55,2017 ; #0355, 2015 ; Bardgett et
al. ,2015; Cantarel et al. ,2015; Lépez et al. ,2017)
TR AR HEARARANEE 73 il s T RA R R
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HR AR 25 5 B0 7 F R AR ik | 22 0 BOIR A 2
NE ;2 FMR AR MR KA, AM B EXS 3 FiviE
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66.0% ( 1 )& Z45,2013) , H AM H i G5 HIE W
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