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HE., ABEH ORGSR EFINHABRABIHE LD Pr 715(Pisolithus tinctorius 715) F= 4> §L3 [ Lactari-
us deliciosus (1. Fr. )Gray [ A% & Ld 2.Ld 33EREBREEER T, MEZ LA KRB R >FIKKIL, ABFEEA
EBAMATHEROEBRFAE, AREERTRERROASELREZBRE. £REAW. O3 HHKRHY LK
ek, R4S KRR A Ld 2.1Ld 3.Pt 715; @ BR4BMiA BT, 3 4R A IR s 47 a9 BOK A B T Mok, st ok, 4
B BRK B HE, ARG EER, LERZEN, Pt 715.Ld 2 #= Ld 3 %9445 5 5 K45 0 69 4. 83 4%,
13.53 4642 8.89 4 @ Ld 2 A %, *TAE, 4, 40 F0K, AR M40 E EEA LH®RT Pr 715 % Ld 3, THZ
ik 2% M4 48 AR BB A A

x # W SEERALW: BE: T RBR

FESES: S718.52 XHRARER: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2015)08 - 0013 - 07

M Pk b, 3 MR AR T A BSOS R AR MO T R R B L R PG R A X A R R O
JE JR W BE — R AE 0. 04~0. 15 mmol/L Z[H]™, +IEMAHM R ENS Torm. HEioe T HIEm s kg
P50 o o3 B, Ak TR e AR ) AR T T A RS, PR E . IR PR AR X A )T B AR R R
I AN AE G PR R B B R MR 1A 3 0. 15 mmol/L A ERFBEIAZ #) 3 3, 1.0 mmol/L UL A 1G4 ™ &
o HAERKD . BiEE S '?ifi%qjﬂﬁ@eﬁaﬁ%ﬁ?%%éﬁiﬁ?ﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬁ, W (0 A A0 S AR B G
5 OBE L BRSE R A AU ERRAL, Az 25w, Rl AR R T M AR B R A B0 i P i R
S WMSCR S B 5 ﬁﬁi*ﬁ%fﬂﬂﬂﬂ’aﬂzﬁi‘m%’ 240 0O A B, B O BRI R ISOR G S8 A2 B, 2 A 22 5%
SRS BN RIA AT, A FPEMRAA KBS EI0T. Wk, WREETEE, S5k LRy E
FRIRBL , RHE @a%ﬁﬁfﬂ‘iiﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁzkﬁ?ﬁﬁ/l HAForsEEmE L.

PR EL TR 2 [ 2R LR 2 8O W it D) 2R A ) B SR AR 2 BER 41, BEERCEAAMRORE FR, 2 RAL MY N E &R
A B EAE 0 — R RO A W A AR AR R B, R B AR B AR AR R 1 b b 43 R0
T RIE S . AW RN R LUN PSR B 2 AR AR B B A T R AR AR . TA D DA TR AR i 22
R (AD T, RRAESRSE S, HRAMEFER ER (ECMP) 5SHEYR RN ERZ 5. e 5% 8E 4%

O WHHEWH. 2014-08-31
HEWH. B ARBERLSTH (31100464) ; e w8 AR 55 9% L 95085 42 (XDJK2012B021) 5 P8 5 K 2 9% U5 3K 58 2 Be A Bl 2B B
HAH LM F T HE (20110204).
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FAEY SRR AR R, 4 ECMF g W 35 328 & % bt (RHO S fErae -0 Y. Wik, 1%
F3E B A ECMFE SEAT i R0 T LLJ7 i . &5 . A RO A TR AL 2086 13 AR M A K. SR, ECMF
TR 5 52 P 30 R BE 110 22 S T R ) B TR bR X R Y B0 1 B AR BRAE A SO A0 1.0 mmol/ LB SR X R B T
L3 (Pisolithus tinctorius) Pt 715, 2% %K 35 4% ( Hebeloma repandum) Hr Sp, + 4 25 B & (Cenococcum
geophilum strain SIV) Cg SIV By TCH I 4EHT, (B A0 B G J AR X6 855 BE (Laccaria bicolor) Lb S238N,
Lb S238A F1 Lo 270 WA, W0 6 A B bR A BE | #0 WS 200 ) 0 i TR AR AR s TR AE L R B
Pr 715 WAERKKRZIEM R EL W BEAL LN — DR P. tinctorius sp(PO A KE I B2
IR A H . R 22K A P, K, Ca, Mg K P20 B AR (67, wr WL, 248 mAE P an vk, bk i ik
PEOU I B IR E AKX R AL R AR T T IR T ok L e AR i DA T R o b O 3 Lk
bR R St R R BTG R R AR AR XY £ RO 6 T T B RS FL s, E ST B AT A AS R I B AR
i 38R 0 A A R R SR A AR B WA AL . T O 8 O R P R AR X BB R (B L IR IR R B AT b
BB EFR AN, DL 55 E ECME 3T (D $8 AL, hds ECMFE N A T 3% B R 58 Ak X i 2R 28
PRI B AR 2 BB AR 4

1 ME5RE
1.1 i E#k

T30 18 FHAE VY R b DX A3 B AR AR . ARG 3 MR 13 ECMF bl bk, /-l BE AT S8 P, tine
torius 715 (Pt 715, R AW PH BAZM AR T, AR PEL0 48, pH (H 5. O MM FLEE (L. deliciosus (L. Fr.)
Gray [l MER Ld 2 fl Ld 3CRTEKE = IND BT, BRMEEEE, pH(E 3. 9~4. 3).

WA BERAR ERFE R, R T Pachlewski AR 353 F K515 3% 14 d & . Pachlewski B4 5 37 &
HW N ATRE 0.5 g/L, BEIR &8P 1.0 g/L, #iMR%EE 0.5 g/L, ## M 20.0 g/L, #EEEK B, 0. 1X
10 ° g/L, IR 20 g/L A1 1 mL/L &t RIS WL TS 8. 45 mg H;BO;, 5 mg MnSO,, 6 mg
FeSO,, 0.625 mg CuSO,, 2.77 mg ZnCl, 1 0. 27 mg(NH,),MoO, |. TTEE N} Pachlewski ¥ 14 15
I, pHIH N 5. 5.

1.2 A&t

W AL (SO » 18H,O i A Pachlewski ¥ & 15 55 £, B il e AP #e B 439 0.0,0.5,1.0,
2.0 mmol/LIGTCH G O | IRER . iR . mida 4 Ak 3, A HCL M NaOH 9817 pH % 3. 8. R)5, %
T 250 mL =AM, B 40 mL, #H0OJ5T 121 °C &R & K ZZ K E 30min, R HG 2 08 F BHE N
6 mm A HEKIIR R R 4 B, fE 25+ D) CRBRE AT HERS 21 d X80 M 3 K, B 5 KER.
BOF A,

1.3 MEMBEF%

B e G, e B 22, FE T KW, (80 1) CHEFEfE ik 5 I & . H HNO, —HCLO, 14
FRTR 220k, o SR ARBE BT L 3k L KA G RETHIE L 48R L e il e T Ak b PLKORT AL VR . T AR D
Mg Fil Fe ¥ B I W 05 43 0'6 5 B 0 0
1.4 HESTELE

I BE H spss19. 0 B #4507 2243 8. Duncan BT 2 B A, F Microsoft Excel 2010 fHilfE [ 3.

2 HRoWHm

2.1 E&$AAMET ECMF B9 4 1€ M Bz

MR T . ECME B9 AR KR B2 G e Bt (i) B B AP (B 19 AR BRFR PR 2 —. I 1 oK, 54 3 X
A, Pt 715,Ld 2 Fl Ld 3 BY/EKTE 0. 5~2. 0 mmol/L #4850 i IR TR, S5 3] — & i 42 ik, vim
MM AEGUEE. i, Ld 2 A RKAESRI a0 83w, AR, o &k B2 58 i aa B 00 A4 P 5 0 BRI 4y
SR T 17.94%,25. 04 % 1 36.31% ; i Pt 715 F1 Ld 3 76 R 58 W36 B2 9 TG B W ole s, T U, 3 B Ak



% 8 4 T E, . BHARR 3 AEFHR AR B4 6) F ol 2 A se 3

AT BT D AR B WM A RE T, JULL Ld 2 B Pt i ik,
B 1AL, 3 #k ECMF R4S IE TR E REREES AR . i, Ld 2 A K&, FHik5
2.19 mg/d, BEET Pr 715(1. 20 mg/d)F Ld 3(1.18 mg/d), /M RGHHE Ay 1. 83 f5F0 1. 86 1.

60
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so - o K5
B H5R
g B 55 b
IS
W{ 40 [ T
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HE
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Ryl 30 a
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20 |
10 L — L
Ld2
ECMF

Pl P NS A R IR 46 2 S AT S5 25 3 XL (p<20. 05).
B 1 BEEMNE T ECMF B4 K I R
2.2 ECMF 33 B 45 fifv 18 B9 5 55 I K2
2.2.1 &

R EESR X Pr 715 Rl Ld 3 W & B2 B G148 S, B @RS R A& D, 4351
BICARIT RN T 61.50% ,46. 30 % A1 18.30% , 24. 32%. MR EEM Ld 2 B E KR, 1K,
R T R AR A ) e X TR R 43, 79 %6 .40, 91 Yo 1 147. 80 Yo R S 2 v R N (% 184 K R R G R 5 Pr 715
M Ld 3, Wi Ld 2 S8R E e Pr 715 49 31.10%. ol W, KR b i A48 nT {2k 3 BRIZ T L 2 Ld 2
Xt B ) I AL

1 8% ECMF BLEBRESHHZIM (mg- g ')
i H Pr 715 Ld 2 Ld 3
T4 18. 2840. 59¢ 14. 1540. 32¢ 33.954+0. 53b
45 21.8540. 80bc 20. 3440. 39b 36.36£0. 56ab
Gk 29.534+0. 77a 19.9340.17b 40.174£0. 12ab
T 4 26.7540. 99ab 35.06+0. 81a 42.2140.15a
e BPFEIVNG FZREARFFRRZ T BRI F2 L (p<<0.05), K LIV {H £ br i 25 20K,
2.2.2 4%

HER 2l SEFRMP ARG, 3 TR BT i B — B TR, SR A etk B 3. 1
W, EE R PR R ORI JE Ld 3, Ik, . 5 3 R IR E SR AL BRI B RAE . A Bl BT 27.4%,
30.0%.53. 2% Pt 715 78 @ R AL PRAS A9 & 40 & L AR I D T 27. 28 %, Ld 2 W &4 o H7E & 40 b B A
HREAL, LRI T 34.74%. AT UL, Ld 3 XFER NI EL Pe 715 T Ld 2 5255 052 R T B

x2 HBYWECMFEZEHRESHOFIE (mg- g")

i H Pr 715 Ld 2 Ld 3
T8 14.5040. 10a 11.4640. 92a 22.504+0. 05a
58 11.6640. 42a 12.0020. 25a 16.33240. 29b
GRS 13.7140. 88a 8.8140.47b 15. 76 +0. 64b
L 10. 5474-0. 98a 7.4840. 83b 10. 5340. 29¢

I R REBING PR R RN 22 5 A4 Gt 5 3 (p<C0. 05) » Bodl DU ¥ + Hp HE 22 320K
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2.2.3 %

B SRR I RN TR 22 A N S AR — SR (H RN R BOR A R (38 3). Hodr, IR AT AR R
FOUE Ld 2 thg it (RS H B BARHE L 2 PRI WIS, XS HRIEIN T 70. 61% ; SR e ik Ld 3 X}
R B L {ELRE 25 BRI R L R RN DA . B AR AR AR I D T 26. 78 %0, AR Pr 715 IR
R IEVE T (AR A .

#3 S ECMFHLESRESBMHHM(mg- ')

W H Pr 715 Ld 2 Ld 3
ptis 0.8640. 04a 0.6540.02b 0.7140.01b
N 1.0340. 04a 0.6120.05b 1.6840.07a
rhgg 1.0520.07a 0.8520. 01ab 1.50=0. 10a
el 1.00+0. 02a 1.1240. 09a 1. 2340. 10ab

. R PR ING FRER [R FR 2 R G L (p<0. 05) » Kiodit LUT- {8 + bR 22 R,
2.2.4 4%

FRTIEHE Pr 715.Ld 2 1 Ld 3 SPEEMMIR (3 4>, Hirp, A%, . & 3 Pk BEER X Ld 2 WA W
FOEHEE R, 3B L TCER I T 78.00%0.,73. 8290 F1 162. 34 % 5 b, mERAH Pr 715 XFEE R Wl B W R
7 54,09 % 1 130. 71 %5 1 Ld 3 AXAE GBI B S Bt Wl BT 1 57, 41%. AT UL, S8 X Ld 2 WSO Bk i £
HEVE R ek, o2 Pr 715, R Ld 3.

®4 M ECMFEZESERESHOFIE (mg - g7")

m H Pt 715 Ld 2 Ld 3

Je 4 13.2140. 80b 9.0240. 78¢c 21. 830. 68¢
4R 16.1940. 84b 16. 0540. 70bc 23.574+0. 96bc
Hh A 20. 364+0. 88b 15. 6740. 05b 27.40+0. 56b
= 30. 0. 73a 3. 0. 31a 36.10==0. 19a
T R 30. 4840. 73 23.65+0. 31 36.10+0. 19

W RARING TR FR % 54 GE 278 L (p<<0. 05) o $dli IS (B -+ bR i 22 R
2.3 B4R AHIE BT ECMF 348 I Ui &Y N Rz

B R A 5 A% TR R A R B T (R 5) . TRAR I, TR 22 M O 2 R A T B AR I A AE s R AIG
BRAN . L A Ak B A TR 22 A AR T R AT A R T AR AR B R R S AR A K E DI L
W Pr 715.Ld 2 1 Ld 3 B9 & 45 43 B2 AR AR i 9 4. 83 4% . 13. 53 A% F 8. 89 . 3 T4 Kk 19 41 ot & 70 B e
Toh . REm MR 2 R B E X, HEEHRNERESE I EE L, PPl Ld 3 # Ld 2 &85 i
B, ik 12,44 mg/g M 13. 67 mg/g. ZrI L Pr 715 B &5 63. 5% F1 48. 8 %. Mt Al WL, 3 B Ak A0
22 AR X AR HR A SR B AR, b U LA TLEE Ld 2 B Ld 3 R, Ld 2 X558 9 5 48 4400 76 =5 45 I 4
VIESHIR

#5 SEEMEX ECMF HZFERESHWE I (mg - g7')

W H Pr 715 Ld 2 Ld 3
Tt 0. 00¢ 0. 00¢ 0. 00c
iR 1.7340. 01be 1. 0140. 02bc 1. 40+0. 0lc
w48 4.4440.03b 3.30240. 04b 5.48=+0.17b
= R 8.3640.07a 13.6740.12a 12.44+0.02a

I RAPFEBUNG FREAREFRR 2 34 G577 L (p<C0. 05) » Brdl LU B + 4p HE 22 30K

3 gt
Wrar SRS R B, 2> ECMF RESE i 2 TAE W 0P R B e, X5 AR B U AR P A G, PR 2
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ECMF [ £E K % R 48 W 38 A SRk, 8056 & L. ik Pr 715, Ld 2 1 Ld 3 B94EKAE 0. 5~2. 0 mmol/L MR
R E MR TR, R AZ S R ENRE S, W e RS X5 Cumming™ | A KEF
T E XS Pisolithus tinctorius W WR AR 30 356 b i 25 JRAH W], (R 2242 %5 VRT Reddy 45 20 & 30,
P. tinctorius WA KRR AR 30 A F B B SR 3 T BB 5 T R TR R I R AR OR R L R AR a0 AR E A G, I
A 3 Bk EL R Rk BV Ak X R M £ A + 3% ECMF, Hidh Pr 715 ()54 48 pH E o8 5.9, i
Ld 2F Ld 3 ()5 58 pH {28 3. 9~4. 3, X258 09 K 38 0 A B AT R 45 A3 8 = b itk , B
7E U I AT AR Cumming 4512 B A R AR 0 vk BE R L B AT B R H AR R
ENETRERSMWERTE SIS EMATN Ld 2, HAKBTEEA2. 0 mmol/LER & MHa T B4
B i 36, 315, RE XM mbide. A a1, R E: AL K B TR i ECMF, 4%
A B PR b 7 o R ME R AR R R AR KUY T HEDN . Ld 2 AT REJE 3 bR LB P AB R
TR iR 40 B A ELVE D R AR

JEEF G R, MR B A5 R 0 A AR AR, T ECMF WA 25 4F F 2 — & B4 hn 1 3= 4l
Wy e A S 35 AW, Xt mT RE R R A P () AL —. ERBI PRI R B RO R
JOT i A BORE G v, v AR TR AR LR Y SRR Y R B U MRS R AR IR Lactarius hepat-
icus X P, Lactarius rufus ¥} Mg, Cantharellus cibarius # Pisolithus sp. %} Ca,Mg,K 1 P LA & P. tinc-
torius X Ca,Mg, Al B, 2 Cumming %™ AR5 H . Laccaria bicolor il Pisolithus tinctorius
K, Ca, Mg Fl Fe I 5 4355 0 Bifi 40 1 360 72 B8 T i i eI, 453X &k B, Ld 2. Pt 715 Fl Ld 3 1€ R0 Wy 36 B
X P.Fe fil Mg Mz lietahn. foH & Ld 2, % P,Fe,Mg YW ILTE 2. 0 mmol/L Y755 45 40 BRI e X B8 43 591 w5
th 147.8020,70. 61 % F1 162. 34 Y0, S B 4 0T 5 R R 1 39 19 o B35 1 M. R BRI Lo 3 Xk A R i
ELBE 2 AR W2 A B I K (R R Ak R U e, v AR B L LA AR s T Sk 2D T 26. 78 %0, i R e R e X 4k
WS £ R A S5 . R RE R IR Fe® ™ R ALY #0002 i o B, FE o R v A S 4 iR AL Brunner
VAR, R AL R ARG A S R S R [ ME s . R B SE 4 Catt o Mgt L Fe' T SR BH B - E A0
IG5 B0, B TR0 Wl e 5. Bk + 3 E W Ld 2, Pr 715 Fl Ld 3 7ERREE M T 4 P, Fe #l Mg Y
WSO RE 7 M o 330 6F 48 AR A 0 40 M TG B EL A W R T Y L

THESENY R, A AN Suillus luteus (SL 08 F1 SI 14), Boletus sp. (Bo 15) W %k + 35" ¥ h
AR A HE A 4 6 40 T R R WU R R L RS R B, A R Ld 2, P 715 R0 Ld 3 XFER WUk, A B
W Laccaria bicolor , Lactarius rufus M Lactarius hepaticus ¥iF#7E pH 3. 0~5. 0 FIAER I, &k B
L2 TR A BB H RN R R R — RO S, HOM AP SRR S, &5 KT S S iR
R PHE s o . SR KT AR AL 00 B A R & B, ECME X8 A W i 7 47 3 At
RS AU, K pH BEANE AP SR HE AT KT AWk, 5 4E RN — 3. Bk, X KT
{18y W A I BT R o 2 R 5 75 2R (I AS TR) T 5. K8 v A 3 R L T X A 1 W e 27 B AR A R, N R K HT O
AT 554 KT BB 785 A0 am 8 g0 25 R4 R AT, FERBEE™HEMRKX, 4 Ld 2,Pt 715 5
Ld 3 ML, NivE B kBT B, KBRS R E IR

Reddy S5 M , Cantharellus cibarius F5 3¢ 58 it 55 P 09 L FE 2 — J2& i T JH: BE 0 g b W8 50 R L 5246
FAREDIRRI, WARAE P 715, Hbr,Cg SIV XT84 & EMEH. K5 Ld 2,.Pr 715 1 Ld 3 fE
2 AR E A A A B SRR, SR A SRR ME B Ld 2 A1 Ld 3 7E 2. 0 mmol/L 48 JBik 38 B % 48 W i &2 B
ok A sSERME IR Pr 715, DB IAE B S R W AR A BE MY Ld 2 Rl Ld 3 W HER Y B 4 AL . Brunner
1 Sperisen ™ & i, & A F = R E AR R B R ASKE Wy x40 0 UM R AR B AE A D . — 2 RS,
SR AR, MR 80 1 me/g UL DB RIS s SEAR A Y. Ld 2, Pr 715 Fl Ld 3 784 55 W0 B i &
FRAEAE 1 mg/g VA b, AR AL B E K 3] 13,67 mg/g. 12. 44 mg/g 1 8. 36 mg/g. Al W, X 3 Kk
ECMF¥ x40 A a0, XU g E 2 eyt E 2 EHNZ —.
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B, KA TR 3 bk L FAMEEMREE Pr 715,Ld 2 fl Ld 3 ¥ HBUHEMAE, BB T e
XFHE L BR L BB ISCRE T35 . 0 BR B R AR s s i E NPT R B SR LB 7E 3 Mk ECMF W, Ld 2
TER B30 T A R dr DR, AR IR o XPBE L BR L BEAYWCRE R . X B SRR AT R R . R
FE DA T 222 M 4 1 1) e BV T TR PR
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Resistance and Nutritional Response to Aluminum Toxicity of

Three Ectomycorrhizal Fungi from Forest Soils in Southwest China

WU Xue-lian., ZHOU Qian, GU Xi-rong, WAN Yu-xuan,
MAO Wen-tao, SONG Ying. ZENG Qing-ping

School of Resources and Environment , Southwest University , Chongqging 400715, China

Abstract: Three strains of indigenous ectomycorrhizal fungi (ECMF) derived from the acid forest soils in
Southwest China, i. e. Pisolithus tinctorius 715 (Pt 715), Lactarius deliciosus 2 (L.d 2) and L. delicio-
sus 3 (Ld 3), were cultured in liquid Pachlewski medium added with or without Al and with the pH adjus-
ted to 3.8, and their growth and uptake of nutrient were investigated so as to study their resistance and
nutritional response to aluminum toxicity. All the three fungi were shown to have the capacity of Al resist-
ance in the sequence of Ld 2>Ld 3=Pt 715. Under Al stress, P, Fe and Mg uptake by the three strains
were enhanced, whereas the uptake of K was decreased significantly. All the strains showed hyperaccumu-
lation of Al. Pr 715, Ld 2 and L.d 3 absorbed 4. 83, 13.53 and 8. 89 times more Al when cultured in the
medium with ¢c(APPT)=2.0 mmol/L than when cultured in the medium with ¢c(AI’")=0.5 mmol/L, re-
spectively, Of the three strains studied, Ld 2 had the greatest biomass increment, the highest relative
growth rate, the greatest uptake of P, Fe and Mg and the highest capacity of hyperaccumulation of Al,
suggesting that it might be the most effective ECMF to rapidly ameliorate Al toxicity.
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