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Figure 1. Succession of VAMF in the treatments of control and chemical
fertilizer.
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Figure 2. Spore population change of VA mycorrhizal fungi in the
rhizosphere of A. houstonianum after 1 year.herbicide

treatment.
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Table 1. Spore germination of Gigaspora albida in different treatments
of herbicides.

Fe— ~ e BIE B Gigaspora albida¥ +F T F 2 B

Unit * %
A Days after treatment
3 7 10 14 18
¥ee 40.8° 41.2° 44 0" 46.4° 47.2°
WTREE 30.4° 40.8° 44.0° 44 .8 44 . 5°
| 4.8 5.2° 6.0° 6.8 7.2°
£ E 5 0° 0’ 0’ 0’ 0’

“Means in each column with the same letter are not significantly

different by T-test at S%level.

Table 2. The length difference in germinating hyphae of Gigaspora albida
at different herbicide treatments.

%2~ 2 R REAY Gigaspora albidaie + % 7 Fii & B2 B4

Unit * mm
A Days after treatment
3 7 10 14 18
¥R e 10.3° 35.3° 53.2° 70.2° 72.0°
WAEY 5.8’ 21.6° 26.7 34.6" 37.7
=2 1.0° 4.9° 6.2° 6.9° 7.8
&5 0° 0° 0° 0" 0°

“Means in each column with the same letter are not significantly

different by T- test at S%level.
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Table 3. Survival rate of VA inoculated tomato plants after the infection
of bacterial wilt.

£~ Han(R A0 BEN 2 FRES  HERRORRE GEFT

Treatments
Control SM-3 SM-3 + SM-4
Total weight 2470 25500 47420
(g)

Plant no. 73 62 71
Survival no. 2 14 32
Survival % 2.7 22.6 45.1

Soil pH 4.65 4.96 4.72

VA 1noculation date: August 24, 1994. Transplanting date:
October 29, 1994.

SM-4: Glomus geosporum;, SM-3: Glomus etunicatum
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