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(1. BEMK2E M2EBE, BEBH 5500255 2. SRHTTAEE X D8 £ Mokl . 5 FH 550025)

WE.XH 3 A EHREE (Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi, AMF)——4% £ 3k & & (Glomus etunicatum , GE) | & 7 5 %
& (Glomus mosseae , GNM) 1 B WK 3 # B (Glomus lamellosum , GL) 4~ #| 3t & # (Cinnamomum cam phora) Ff F ¥ — 3 i |
BEBHUBRTENCTEOAE M I0d kY HHATAREZENTERE . EFHEANW, LESKENHEFAEY
80%0~90%0) HE T B (MW, L3 4K B B A FHAKEM 60%~702%) 4 & T 2 8 (MS, £3% 4k B 0§ B B # &
B 56%0~60%) EE TR WE(SS, £EAKENHEFHFKEN 35%~40%);150 d 5 F £ KRk T 2., &
REV.EARATERBET . RGM A EMN AMFRE T ERY B HKL LD EMTE R, WA SSKH THM AMF £ %
R THENEK(P<O05) ;AT E i THMAMF BA P HEKN EKERXPHED W ED B LB ET Z 8
T HMZRALY T AR UYER AEDIPEATH ALY ENEEDEREMELETER AT WAL S
HE RN HENELPREGEKALEE N EE T BRA R LA TN AELRUBTENEMRRE NN P WK
B.MERLSMHEMEA LRG> AH RETEHRNERE KD HHANERER . AT RCEDED EN ST,
GREYPETEERETHAK,

KEW E W R TEBE;AME; £ 4 & F &

HESES:Q948.127 2.3 ERAR S A X EHS:1672-6693(2015)06-0109-07

AT A SE—F AN IR 5 32 T T R R T T AR A S AR ER AR L W R A AL M
X A 3K A S O B L K 2 B R 2% b XA A K B R B T A BB R i X A R
FIVAE 36 25 R4 v A B A PR 2800 A3 0 AR 2R A = 198w W K 3 0 3 43 (3 40 R A L R T T AR A g Rk
TR B P e TR R A ZREED S X s R A KT RE S IR R R S e A R £ A
X, KT A A W VR R AR EU (Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi, AME) fig 55 1 80 %6 i fili Hb AT
TE A AR T AR B TR 45 T R A A e TR 2 R S A A 1 B K AR B R T B 3R 4 S B R 3R AR O ] 3
AN IE TR 22 77 B B 3 AR BOK 43 M R4 T T SR IX AMF B bR e T e ERM YT
B R AAERE SN, il Chen %5 AN R BLEW (Morus alba L) 3R AMF J5 6% W 2 18 358 4 2 % K BE
J1 3% $2 5 FLAE W8 17 5 b DX A BTG 6 Zhang 8 NN 2R Ry 88O K T X (Cyelobalano psis glauca) 43T B2 Fp
AMF J5, &8 AMF g 5S4 w3 R AW R RRE SR IS TRKEXGE Wt R . #459
s BN AMF S0 £ AP0 R HLE CEFRFH AP BBy b T TR R TR
TF 4y 56 1 3% 26 [n] 51, 5 D1 0 455 = 48 v JF R Sl P A 5T T4 . U0 Weit'®! | Bavaresco %8 A7 | Likar 28 AN 0P 58 48
HH 0T R b DR ) AR 2R A BEIAA AR B 2 19 AME R8T B0S 19 AME B 240 i SR E TR (Glomus) J2
WA B b LR s AR 48 v A AR B P i AME X EEAL B AL AE B RSk B N S L,
AMF 32 QL A8 Y 5 K A6 6 W F b 8 5% 43 19 28 40 0 SR A A5 A8 9 A2 0 i B4 IE  (HLOC T 1 B Rk 19 25 14 F 8
TR AT AR A W ] 52 B TR Y A A B A I ST AR AR T 5 . 0T R AR 0 P R A I T b R n e ) A 4
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T LK 19 A 8 O E 2 R 0 R
1 LWHMBSXRWTE

1.1 RIer#

PR Fh N 4 BB R (Glomus etunicatum , GE) |\ JE VG BR % B8 (Glomus mosseae , GM) 12 IR ER % B (Glo-
mus lamellosum ,GL) s B0 F b 5 A B 2 B 38 0% By . PR RP 7o R B 5 BH A 132 B 780w 107 el BBz 1 398 v [
— AR, P A E ST AR X R A K L RIETR AR 2B 2R S =B 2,27, 0. 90,
4.99 g« kg B A AR AL & 400 Oh 127, 48,11, 48,287, 30 mg + kg '.pH {HON 7.45, B R
JiEHR 10% 0 H, O, IEFRANF 20 min, LW KIFWE 3 W, TR E I %R 585018 & LB 6 30 5 A K £
Wby 2 s 1 BB IR BT, 0. 14 MPa, 124 ~126 ‘CR¥# K 1 h B . 184 K E 7 % & TR K TE LA
190 mm X150 mm M8 RHEARL 30 min, LT A, A4 1.5 ke,

1.2 iR A%
L2.1 B8 LTS5 AL, A 10 NEE 4 DK B BEARZS 18 200,

D) #F04] . O A H#Fh (Co-inoculation, CD « KT H TR 705 4 21 6l B GMLGL.GE & FxH 30 g 3£ 90 g 1R
B BB B AR K E A R LS B R 10 ANEE . @B —$#F (Single-inoculation,
SD : % W7 90 g 435l A C & BT 25N . HAR 7 kIRl |

2) XRA(CK) ., ORAHEM RAE T2 KK M GM.GL.GE % 30 g 4 90 g K Fi & (0. 14 MPa, 124~
126 CIEAAKTE 1 b, B 5 B 7E KR BT b 6 O R B A B DL A 0% JHG A fl 26 1 — 3850, 3 AT 08 KT8 1) & i e 1
B 1R R B B R R 10 DMES . QR 2 BRI 90 ¢ B 582 KW GM.GL,GE
UK B A AT & BB AN HR AL BTy 22 [m) |, O 5 B — 4 Fhoxk B

AT L A AL FRZH BTSSR E R R R R LG K L T 30 d SR BELAZEIRIK
1.2.2 T Fmib s  ZhfiAK 90 d 5 4 AT R b8, DIFRE R T H RoKEH, N EE T2
38 (Serious stressed,SS) . H1JF T B 418 (Moderate stressed, MS) . 82 B T B 38 (Mild water stressed, MW)
HIEH# 587K (Normal water, NW) , 4 4> 5438 9 423 5 /K 5 4300 2 - NW 42 il Sy FH [] 455 7K 5 19 80 %0 ~90 %% 5
MW 5 il Sy B[] FF 7K 19 60 26 ~70 %6 3 MIS #2 1fill Jhy B 8] 457 7K 2 19 50 %6 ~ 60 %6 3 SS 45 i >y H [A] £5 /K & Y 3506 ~
40% ., T WA 60 d J5WOR SEI0 R, I 22 45 48 bR
1.2.3 dgArm 2 AWy I GE 8 4l i BBk ARG SR B IO L /D BB R Y 4 i, AR 2R O 105 TR
30 minfF 80 °CHEF 2 i & i s , AR . SR E AM100 A #5 2 i USG5 R AR i AR, A AR B A A 4R b
B M ZE O 0 L MR OES L4 R XU AN O iR I
1.2.4 42 iz SPSS11. 5 B A X B0 HE 47 Ge 143 A, A ] - 52 Bk 38 T 42 b 20 . CK 41 4 350R 1 S0 ) 2y
2253 W £ M R AR AR AE A [F] b 1 22 (6] 114 22 5, LSD A6 40 22 5 1 35 Pk s il i Two-ways ANOVA 7387 AM H A [F]
AN AP G T NS T R A X AR AR W s R AE R B s, MK p<0. 05,

2 BREHH

2.1 TEWET AMF X HEHER . ZEHEVERREYENZIT

Bl 1R NW &~ GL.GE.CI A #AH5 CK 4125 5 1 3% (p<<0.05), H GL.GE.CI &b B 41 th FH 5 4))
R R B EERS(p<<0.05), £ MW £/ T, AMF AbBEXTHRAE W %A B0, 5 MS &40 F &)
WARAEY A ARG 27 NW &0 F b iash—sk, 78 SS & T .GE b 8 5 T H Mg iR A Y&
IR B (p=<0. 05) , HiAY A AMF A0 BE41 S CK A2 [0 22 IR B 3 . [Al— 3R AL R . SS A B4 NW  MS i 3
WD T R GL S AR L AR AR W it (p<<0. 05) . AL HARAE W) it A2 17 GMLGE [ C1 &b B 5 78 4 A~ /K 5 ik
HNERBHARE,

B 2 B, NW &4~ AMF 4045 CK A B M4t 2 E a2 7 8% (p<<0.05), HE NW Z4 T #
Flt AMF ffiiZ 48 b5 B E 1255 (p<<0. 05) ;76 MW 5 MS &4 F, AMF 43405 CK 42 8 iZ 6 hr 22 7 A W 2,
TE SS %M T .GM.GE &4 #i4l5 CK 41 Fiagh 254 Wi 22 5 A 8 3% . GL.GE &b P45 CK 41 (A% 48 b5 22
SR (p<<0.05), KITE SS KM T M GL.GE X F a4 i 25 B YR A B W (p<0. 05) ; [7] — 42 Fh b B
T4 AT R AL B X AME Ab B 8 4 1 25 R Y e A B,



%6 AEE.E.TERENEN AMF W E RS G EDELBREEKG TN 111

0.10 1, Adt CIGL E6M BICE B0 Sk CIGL EIGM EHGE B01 KCK )
a . a )
0.08 &2 ¥ ot BE 0.12} a
5 % r ab I Aa i[
i@ 0.06 e Bbh AL mﬁ’ Aa Aa
Az A:
H0.04 ¥ £ 0080 Aa 7" £ Aa Ab
27 Z i Ad A
0.02 Z AL Ab TS
‘ Z 0.04} ]
0.00 L. -
NW MS S -
TR A 5 oo =
/NG TR N [E]— K4 AL 3R R R [F] AMF 2240 31 A] 22 5 8 3% (p<<0. 05) , ' NW MS SS
KEFREH [l — AMF 4h 38R A K 53k B 22 5 3% (p=<0. 05) . F [l L
1 RFTRMHE TR AME 0T EHEREHE B2 RETFRHETER AMFOEEDHE LN E

M 3 ATAENL7E NW 204 T, AMF &b B 5 CK 2 [ 22 R A 8% fF MW 200 T .3/ GL.GE & #&4#
W T AR A (p<<0. 05) 5 7E MS 5 FF R GL i Fisgh it Ay a A W 5 (p<<0. 05) ;76 SS
SMETF AP CL W R & T AR AR (p<<0. 05) 5 Al — LR AL B R L 4 B 5 o 2 BEXT AMF 4 2 1Y
TR YR B E 2w, WK 4 W BR,7E NW &4 F ,AMF 4B 5 CK A4 B MR 2 25
AW MW 5T 80 GM BRI T B R4 i B AW (p<<0. 05) ;78 MS M4 F . #F GL J5 &4
SEY A R R (p<<0.05):7E SS &M T . #EM GL.GE.CI W85 74 S AEY & (p<<0.05), 7 GL Ak
HN,SSAE MSAAB T &R AV EA R EER
(p<<0.05), H MS AbF FiZf5brte SS b A B (p< ¥ BRAVMARREFRYEERSENERER 1
0.05), ILAb.4 B+ 2 WrE X #2:Ff GM.GE.CI & CK 4b¥ipy  hia GL GM GE CI
PSR TR ER W, M AME 5.4 BAEY R NW 15. 617 4774 28.398  32.375
KA T AR E 4 F+F 5208 M GL.GE.CL &S Mmw 18.381 —15.146  24.185 9. 202
TAERRY S AL NWOMS 0 R R GM 2@ 741 g 45.078 0.355  17.162  19.928
WY, W AE MW SS &/ T 88 GM 2 i S A &5

SS 30.698 —13.245  32.518 24. 604
FIE A>T 15, 146 % f1 13. 245 %6 (% 1),
0.25 . e e
CJ6L E0M BGE 5501 0K 0. [JGL E5GM E3GE =501 NCK
Aa )
0.20
" 0.30r ABa Aa
=£0.15 s A
i A U\g e
] 7 Ab = 020}
Ho.10 T4 ha A k)
= = AHZAb )
= 0.10F
0.05} | EEAINY
=
0.00L L EEN 0.00
’ NW MS MW
T 5 iy 38 4b # RV S ERSL
B3 AETEMETEMAMFNEESEMTEME B4 FAETEMETEM AMFNEEYEEEYE

2.2 ¥EM AMF Xt &2 # 45 8 R 72 Lk B9 % Mg

B 5 Won . fE NW Z/4 T, AMF 2 #4l 5 CK 425 7 A 8 3% RBIXE 00 F 2R AMFE X} 35 45 2 i AR 7 L A48
L IC W FE W, fE MW &40 F . GM ., CI AL H 4 5 CK 414 AR et e 22 57 i 2 (p<<0. 05) , H3EFh GM . CI B & 41
BT X8 FR (p<<0.05), 7E MS &M F M GL.GM B EF B T HFREL R IE L (p<<0.05), TMi7E SS &4
TR GL.GE B E & T HF R HRIE L (p<<0. 05) . [l —EFAL T NW £ /4T CK 4B 40 B AR & 1L
FERT MS KM CK A (p<<0.05), RUIZ F A NW K00 I 2485 CK A A 40 i M 1 (p<<
0.05); e oh 4 AT AT AMF &b B 2 8] 2% 3R 3,
2.3 M AMF MEEHEHEKNT I

Giit oA W, 3R AMF BRI 40 P 1E 90 d J5 5 CK 40 e B S 201k i 30 7 W I 25 53 L Bk B bk A - ki
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AR EESAN A ZE B AL AR R AR R I R (p<<0. 05) . R AMF A4
FA L 22208 CK M2 1.3 £%5. Wi S 2N R & 10 1. 2 A% T Rk I AU 24 0 J5 5 19 5 4%

I 6 AT, 4 BT R8240 T AME 4B RE R 1 S CK 4 e 28 5 8 3 (p<<0. 05) , R EHIX 4 Rl 4%
T 3R AMF XT2h i i w5 (p<<0. 05), [A — R A HE T, SS AbHi % NW Ab BB n] 32 = 3 /0 GL 19
TG w e, HLIk 3 8 7K (p<<0. 05) 5 1M 4 Bl T Rl 544 % GM L GE,CI A #Z Fl CK 4119 4l B B =i 5%
i) AN d 2

CJGL E6M EZGE B0 S5CK s, CI6L E6M EHGE 501 0K \
a a
b Aa Aad
i Aa ABR ABa AaA N
00 A 60 Ay e [ aAh =z
a p + - — — —
g ¥ e | EEY | BN | e
BN g S - = = = =
o4 Sti= iE =z =Z - =Z
5 Sezmes =401 EY =Z N | EA
= N =7 = =
E = S = = - =
= =2 =2 N | B
02 = S = =2 - =
= 20r | =4 =2 _ =
= = =7 - =2
Sz S = =Z =
0.0 = 0 = = =
' NW MW NW MW MS S5
R PERGEE Ry PERGEL
E5 AEKSLETH AMF WEESHEERBL 6 AEIKSAETHEMS AMFHEEYEES

ENW ST M GL.GE J5 & W4 i b 2547 W3 52 55 (p<<0. 05) ;78 MW HIl MS 414 7, AMF 43 5
CK 2S5 ¥R T 7E SS KM F 25 AMF 1] & 2 82 5 F R4 25 (p<<0. 05) , [l — 4R b T, SS 4 F 4
NW &5 AT i 4R w3 fh CLS B RN HZE (p<<0. 05) .4 FFF A X4/ GL.GM.GE fil CK 44 i 4l 1%
Hi 252 AR B2 (- 7, MWE 8 AT WL, 7 NW MS.,SS &4 T . AMF A HE4] 5 CK 41 A% 7 iz 4 B A0 He -1 AL
BERE (p<<0.05);MM1E MW &4 F ,AMF &b BIZH 5 CK ARZEm L R AR E, R M T  #5H GL
F4 7 A 40 LSS A B Y Al G R S R T MS AR BRI 411 (p<<0. 05) ;45 MF GE AYF R B . SS Ab B Y
Hywi ot AW LT MWL MS A B S B g AMFSTEMONEEHEEYERRREKEN
(p=<0.05) ;1M MW LbFLEE NW  MS . SS 4b# i FH# #5 T I
CK Zb ¥4 M AR (p<<0.05), £ 2 BN, R AMF RESSL AMF FEBE  AMEX T 28
X B R4 T A AT W (p<70. 05) M ARAEM W e 11 240

1.939 0.342
o AR B R R (p<<0. 0D TR AN B EM spya 0. 099 1.767 0.391
S T A (p<<0. 0D, M A AMF 5T 218 wpayr 2396 0. 482 0.610
LEAEFX AR R A B E K A EY pawsE 3264 1. 423 0.151
Mol AN J 25, Dy A, BRI TR A 22 S 0 A R A i v A i L W 22.838" " 1. 248 0. 545
T A B 35 B2 ) (p<<0. 05) . # S 38 M5 ) T AR AR 4 it 2% 5.311° 0.155 0.133
BAEY R (p<0.01) ; T 5l B 5w T R4 1 A WA 37.336° 4.954" " 2. 500

Y AR T (p<<0.05); R £ F 5T 2 hia g V- AMF [ % B2 5 A 2 R b 38 ;5 536 5 NW . MW, MS.
AR T AR A R A R O B (p SSU o SR 0,05, xRS p0. 01
0.05) (£3), #4 8/, TEMBEX G MHZER T E 0 (p<0. 05), AR A W& W /A W B & m (p<<
0.0 ;MEFHEF KUK EFHEGEHFRE TEMA N HEAERSTSENEY SR EMA KRN T,

2.0p . . . . .
N [JGL EEGM EEGE BC1 NCK A g [JGL EGM EAGE I §CK Aa
B a a A
16| [ Aby, Aarp, AaABa A
| DRSSl RPRe gEee.
z120| EG =N | E& ;
£ = =N = <
= = —’ _‘ =
0 = — — =
o8| B4 EZmN =7 T
= = = = =
L B =7 =
= = =
= =N | B4
B |ER B
= = =
oL EZ =N | 2
: NW MW MS sS MS
T 5 6 4k 2 T 5 4k 2

7 AREKSAETEM AMF W EESEME B8 AEKZHAETHEM AMFHEELSEMHER
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R3 BEMERFSTERENEESHEEMERBERERIN F4 EHASHFIASTERENEESHHENERNRNEKIMN

EA — Pl Jr AW — : p. :
WA R TREBE  BEERXTRERE WA G TR i 38 WA AT R X ia

WA & 10.027" 2.272 2.247" HRLE Py it 2. 661 4,029 " 0. 608
YR 1.433 0. 985 0. 834 Y 0.012 0. 245 0. 490
e 40263 2.810" 2.404" A 1. 280 0. 766 0. 846
SRy 6. 666" " 3.253" 1. 050 S ) 0. 482 0. 859 1.134

e 0. 096 2.938" 0. 291 e 2.613 4. 645" " 0.577

HiZE 1. 899 0. 369 0.167 Hb 2R 0. 949 3. 045 1. 902

- i AR 3.384" 0. 302 2. 826" i T AR 0. 052 1. 605 0.671

WA EFHE R 3 AR EF GL.GM.GE AL, + 58 NW, WAL A 7 B — P SR G R, T R E S NW O MW,

MW . MS.SS 4bH; » K25 R B3 p<<0.05, * * HEFHBE p<<0.01, MS.SSALFR ; » K E R BE p<<0.05, * » HERHKBE p<<0.01,

3 WIS A

AW FE L5 TR AAE AR T S0 & F T 42 R AMF X & R4 AR 25 AR W i 1 0 B B i R [A) - AE G 5
38 T CGE# De k) 280 AMF BB & 3% $2 & & R4l i B W L ik 5 13 55 06 5 N 1 8518 — B0 72 AN R 1+ 52 i
T BREEF GM b AMF AR5 48 @ 7 4h i A i, S an A4 0 il R 4R AME BERS R i 1 Ak
K AEWERZREIS PP A, AP H . MW 5 SS &4 T M GM i 2 i Ak Py 5 AT, X 5 52 00 i 4
N B R R ERBE RS (G, wersiforme) 53R GM 43 B RETE IE % BE/K F M+ 2 Wi T ARG 095 md A (Ponci-
rus trifoliate (1.) Rafl) SZAH 1 KA AREE 1 2518 A TR] L J R AT 68 & AS [A) i 2 A8 0 78 42 7 5] — AME(GMD) J5 XA~
[ B R 30 B R 0 S AN TR, B RS AT B R GM X MW LSS 4% 18 Fb #5 flak s T B AR T H0 k. AR 9 b — 5
PR EACER TIPS BE 1 K/ AR e Ll K AR ) O BE R P K . AT BR A A ONT L 5 A A A NS T
S48 KR AMF G838 K A8 EAEY B9 OE L s (B AT BF 5238 K0 5 B S 0 R AMF XF—4E4: Z4E MY
MR5eE HE G R ), (AR T 45 R L FE MS Z&4FF 3R GL.GM B E K T 4R e b (p<<0. 05) , 1M 2 Fh
GL % CK B E 15 THE R AW R (p<<0. 05, A ] fgf2 MS &4 F M AMF iR & 8 &8 f o2 115
F R LR DL AE R IE H AR K ERPLE A fr it — 05T . 7E 4 BT RGE T, AMF AR BE41 S CK 414 L
M R ERE (p<<0.05), HFE SS &K T, AMF 4 H 44 CK 428 P Ala B 51 m (p<
0.05), RUMFEIZ LT AMF 4b B AR AE 3% 12 JE X4 8 50 A4 K (p<C0. 05) 5 LI, 52 Fl AMF {2 3F T 4 i 78 T 5
WEE AKX 5 IS N T A5 e g R —

TEGRK A ST b LA AMF 5 G 7ER 2488 1AR R 22 50 X 5 AN [FAE S L 1 Aot 5 08 B R
[l A5 OC A7 il 4 e — 8 17K o0 R0 T 2B (Amor pha fruticosa LA AMF [ Y55 F IE 5 DK b -
MR GM 75T 5 500 F WA % IE % K42 7 = R A5 (Bidens pilosa L) BP0 FEHE 152 5 3R M 26 b 26 Bk 4 55
REFE IE 7 DK BT XA SE A K A AR e 7 AR5 ORISR TR B Rl AMF 56 X B i gl i 25 B
TR B AR A A I (p<70. 05) AR IR A Y T, WARTE T R4 F AMF
8 3 M A R 0y A A RO R M 4 AR R A e A AT L U A A5 A A ) e B R R R BUR ] L Xl SR
R AMF 505 ER 23500 B R BB Z SR RN Z —, WEfh 25 ST FR 00 KIS AR L i3
B AS () o oot 344 5 B AR A P DU R VR A STIRAS [ . A AR 98 b RV Rl AMIF 205 T B R4l 1 R AR A L B 0R T
TP R BE S A TSR] AME X 58 B A0 0 AN [] 5 22 B b S A7 o 5 307 05 338 2 A 0 04 A 0 i 0 T A A K
AT AR R IR T R0 N AME () 8 — 3% b ol 5 TR A 45 B2 Rl v 2 i A 40 A0 43 B A A KT8 AT i 3 I Y 25
SR 0 FH W S0 S bt DX 22 A TR o M A AN S DA TR P 1 B 0 ok 7 L M A58 T e 3 2 T B R A [R) A K a3 A
FEAS [7) (4 B 52 5507 A 5 M 00 100 A bR 5 1T A 2 A 00 45 8 i %ot A 0 2 43 T AS TR) 9 R B0, i o SUAE TR
T AR 0 A W i B o B L R R A T R AR P AR K
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Effects of Campora Seedlings on Biomass Allocation and
Growth under Drought Stress and Inoculated AMF

WU Chunyu', JIANG Changhong', XIE Peiyun', HE Yuejun', YANG Junsong'*?
(1. College of Forestry, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025 ;

2. Forestry Station of Maling Township, Huaxi District, Guiyang City, Guiyang 550025, China)
Abstract: The experiment about 4 drought stress and AM fungi were conducted by single respectively inoculation with Glomus mos-
seea s Glomus etunicatum and Glomus lamellosum s and mixed inoculation with the three, which the aim was to explore the effects of
campora (Cinnamomum cam phora (L. ) Presl) seedlings on biomass allocation and growth under drought stress and inoculated
AMF. The 4 drought stress were Normal Drought stressed (NW, soil moisture content of 80% ~90% of field capacity), Mild
Drought stressed (MW, soil moisture content of 60% ~70% of field capacity), Moderate Stressed (MS, soil moisture content of
50% ~60% of field capacity) , and Serious Stressed (SS, soil moisture content of 35% ~40% of field capacity) ; Campora seedlings
were drought treated after 3month and measured the physiological indicators after 5 month. The results showed that: Under differ-
ent drought stress, AMF improved camphor seedlings total biomass and drought resistance except GM, and in severe drought stress
of AMF significantly contributed to the growth of seedlings; Under drought stress inoculation AMF by influencing plant growth
traits to influence plant biomass allocation; Under drought stress, AMF species differences influenced the allocation of root and leaf
biomass by influenced seedling leaf area to affect seedling biomass accumulation and growth; Under drought stress, AMF species
combination approach the seedling biomass allocation and growth were not significantly affected; Many AMF species coexist in karst
areas is not a simple superposition effect exerts its influence, but to deal with a variety of species of different water conditions, to ex-
ert different effects of drought on growth traits in plants to optimize plant biomass allocation, maintain plant growth in drought hab-
1tats.
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