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Phosphorus absorption with ten fungi inoculants in

Eucalyptus urophylla x Eucalyptus grandis
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Abstract: Eleven treatments, a control and ten Eucalyptus’s endophytic liquid fungi, were inoculated into
seedlings of Eucalyptus urophylla x Eucalyptus grandis. After 30 d, an experiment on low phosphorus versus
normal stress was conducted. Acid phosphatase activity was measured after 15, 30, and 45 d with biomass,
and phosphorus content was measured after 3 months. Results showed that for the normal P treatment, acid
phosphatase activity increased in treatment G-69.24% , treatment E-53.87% , and treatment J-53.87%. In P
stress treatment one, acid phosphatase activity increased for treatments E-50.00%, G-50.00%, and J-27.78%.
In P stress treatment two, acid phosphatase activity increased for treatments J-50.00% , G-37.50% , and E-
25.00%. Total phosphatase increased for treatments J-43.92% , E-35.14%, and G-33.78%. Biomass increased
in treatments G-35.14% , J-21.65% , and E-20.62%. Thus, acid phosphatase activity increased significantly
with fungi E, G, and J with phosphatase content increasing.[ Ch,1 fig. 7 tab. 24 ref. ]
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BECESM . B . BN S, TR R, R XE LAOSOR o [R] B 39 A A A A 2
I CZ AT WL TR A e, R LR USCOR] FH o % 85 630 4E 47 (hoshate-soluble microorganisms,
PSMs) 245 3 i i — 285 4, Hor 0 & R B A0 o L R TR R B R B . X S L e
Vo MWL AL O T AR P W R B R D RE . R E ) L EA TS Y, BRI Ay, A
BURRE ST, BUAAR, T 700 A e B PR IR A Ot o o AN RE B R R X B 0T R M WSCRIT R, iR REAE —
FE R T AR AR RAR BRI P AR B, AR R A A 3 ST 3 A RSCR AR v R R TR R AR A A
B, AR SR A Bl O R R R A R B E BRI R R . NS TR R . B RTEE IR AR R R 0~
25%, XTEWRTE T5%~90% (1 5 5 AL A e IR i iR kb, HEC 2B T — 1B RI#EIE. Wik, 8
RO R S A e+ e e = () — AR . bR T REIR R ek S i, H AT R ORGSR L
R I

1 K5

50 AR AR K P A 0 R AR 25 R S T 5 2 2 R A Y T A
T 25°15'~26°39'N, 118°08'~120°31'E,, J T U4 MRVE P . 4FF 97T 19.6 °C. JE R 326 d,
PR KR 1 342.5 mm, AP EHIRRRIE T7%, SCRIA, A

2 R &

2.1 EEEEMEIR IR T

I BT AR A i A MOl B 27 F 55 Be 42 Bt 1 2 B A% Eucalyptus urophylla x E. grandis 213511 3229,
BEPLIE R AR KRS RAr, KDY, 5/ 2 XEMH BN,

HRAEH SR, BT 3 AL K. 18 mg- L' CGE# LB 4L B ) , 6 mg- L' (BEMr A AL 2E 1),
0 mg- L' (Wb b2l 2), 3 DEHE K, 10 sREFEM 12 [, St 99 Al A, kiR
Y T G b (R PR BT B B ) . &l H pH 415, REEA N 0.315 g-kg”, 2AH
0.151 mg-kg™, 4®H 0.088 g-kg™, 8% 1.998 g-kg™', A %HEH 0.360 mg-kg', 75T #A%H 34 cmx
40 cm, FREC 16 kg #.0 £36 45, 2009 4F 3 H @A, frdlA 1A e 4T 3 A58 90 w5 i 4k
}E:S_lo]o

PR R F B R — &80 (KH.PO,) , & Wi &0 #RE A oo R, HEWK., #iria T 2009 4 4
A 15 SR G#EAT, Eitie 1k, (AR ARAR PREe R i o A= A
2.2 EMIXK

TEARRBE B30 40 B0 () B oK 10 B P A= LB BR BR (38 1) H2 A SE IR BUI IR A S 37 0, 480 24 h s 3%,
T 3R - ERb O3 TR AR B, TR TR R ] T K T VR R 5.0 10° A~ - L, 342k 3 d 7EA e A 1L 48 2 it
B R BUAR [F) v BE 1 100 mL TRV o 5 B it 7K V85 VR A A AR AR S 28 R B

x1 10%kEH

Table 1 Ten fungi inoculants

A Pk i 5 A il W o i 5 1 A
ik A 7 J&@ Penicillium sp. Fkk F H 5B Penicillium sp.
Wik B % & Penicillium sp. itk G 58 Penicillium sp.
Wk C Hh 5% B Aspergillus sp. Wk H 5 4 8 Phyllosticta sp.
WEED Hh 5% 8 Aspergillus sp. AR T k5L R Leptostroma sp.
Wk E 5% J& Penicillium sp. Wk ] H 4 J®/ Penicillium sp.
VLI . 10 Bk P9 2B TR AR AR BRI, JF FLT bR G 2 R RE R R LR, DR A7 A v 305 30 AR ) O R R A B P, S
4055,

23 MEFE
TEME 15, 30, 45 d J5 HOREIE MR VE BERR A (APA) TR, 3 > H S OH AR bR A 38R dh 2547 22 )
MSE |« AERR S Wi A A S R

il
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2.3.1 AR R BRMEEE B E (APA) R R MR AR R IR W R M (APA) 15 PRI 5 2 25 CBUAUAR ) A B2 S0 3 48

FE)UH B B SR Al 5 0 RE A5 BRI R O IR DR I B

232 MARAEHERE BRI FEFRALS AR T C R R AR G (R W), SRR A
i, 105 CHEF 0.5 h(BlifLRE), SRJR7E 70 CRHEA, & 10 h )5, BUBMEIA TR H RN RS

ﬁ,%%EﬁﬁAﬁﬁ*,EEW%E%E%%EO%‘%ﬁﬂﬁmmaﬁaﬁWhMHﬂ?Ei—

W-Wi,

233 HHEBERESHMNE  SHERMREIIOIED,

3 HRpA

3.1 MAEEEXRAHMEBE TR R EHREEE TR

L) R P W R I 2 870 A T R R AR O, B AR R 0 WA TE LR RIR AR O — 280K
e W TR TR B T KR T, S AR VF 2 AR BUAE AL REAR O, LR AR M B A . AR POSTRE 1 4 A

—FHEARBEIR O T 28 1075 1, G PEZ AR BRR DL AR R o B R ARTE AR B A5 1 B Rk fee 17
g Ji BB S I, 22—

XA [5 B 200 Ak B AR PR M AR R Al 05 M A7 05 22 0 A (3R 2), RWITE A R Wit AR R, AN [) g o
[F1] K A [ Ak PR R80T 114 22 5 249 0K AR 5 o X R WIAE R (9 25 PR R, AN () B b XA e A B 2
T —E MR, I BEE WG A TR A B IR H T R R AR AR o XA (] R Ao Ao R AL B ) S (BT O
ZEOPHT, AN [ o Ak B ] 2 S5 ik B AR R E K, AN Rl Ak BR8] £ 22 S L IR B0 8 3% K F o 28 BNA, A
[Fi) T ol Ak BT AN [R] l A B T AR R R P WA R 5 MR A7 A 5 25 57, O EL BG4 P iy 22 A i A 7
e, fAEREER.

®2 AEANEEFRLENAREBEMELERAREBBEEENTESFR

Table 2 Variance analysis of root HosHatase content in different P treatments and ten fungi inoculants treatments

b 38 AR S ok YR S5 R A joyin F i afH
R IR B o A 3 ] 0.382 4 10 0.038 2 12,1355+ 0.01
R [ Ak 3 K5 0.023 6 2 00118 3.750% 0.05
A f4f T
I (L e 0.063 0 20 0.003 2
) 0.469 1 3
I [ B o Ak 3 ] 0.389 1 10 0.038 9 8,392 0.01
% [ b 80 5 5 ] 0.200 6 2 0.100 3 21.634%+ 0.01
(CLUEERLES D 0.092 7 20 0.004 6
B 0.682 4 3
R ) Ak 3 ] 0.840 6 10 0.084 1 4.824%% 0.01
R [ b 7 K 5 1] 03315 2 0.165 8 9.513%* 0.01
(L JREE LS 0.348 5 20 0017 4
AR 1.520 6 32
R ) Ak 3 ] 0425 5 10 0.042 5 7.312%% 0.01
 RREwmE 0.383 6 2 0.191 8 32.969%+ 0.01
[ 4 2 ) .
e 0.116 4 20 0.005 8
AR 0.925 5 32

L. AR MR L 2 S 3, ¢ AR S XS R A LE 22 SR

Xof AN T) 5 Fh 26 Ak AR 2R R P ol TR G O R R AT /N B 3 22 1 (LSD) 2 LA /0 M (3% 3) o FEIE W Hb
SN, SXPEAALL, Wk C, WD, WHRE, WHF, BEERG, FkH, HKkI, l*ﬁlﬂﬂﬁﬂ*&ﬁ%
Ko A, S G 15 d AR BRATEE, A 30 d ZbEEGA F KO, Ba 45 d AR PR A E
FKV-o TEBEMREAEE 1 AT, SXTRAL, Wk E, FHEEF, FK G, Wtk H, WL Rk AR
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BERRF Ko BmRS e, SEE 15 d AR BEAHEE, Bria 30 d AR ERANPRIE 45 d A Bk E R K
TEWEMHOALBE 2 Z0F S, SXTHAEE, Btk G kBB F K, Wik ] XBIR B E K. Hmxtte, S5
815 d ALBEARLE, Wrig 30 d ALK EN S FOKF, B 45 d A PRIA B K o TEAS ) B AL B {E L
BRAET, SXTRANLL, Witk FAmE bR A2 5K, Witk E, Bk G, Wtk J 2 88K a8t
Wi (I, SR AL B LG, R 1 FMRBR AL B 2 SR B0 WK L BRTIA, TEIE
BRASPER L ARURR A PN AR AR PR e R 6 A7 A 35 72 A o BEE I IR, AR ROV — 20 stk , A
RS PR AR I P A R T 5 A AR A

®3 TRANLEERLEMARBHMERZABREBRBRETENS/NEZERL(LSD)ZERRSN

Table 3 Multiple comparison analysis of root HosHatase in different P treatments and ten fungi inoculants treatments

T W T R 0
e TEH Lk [ SER IS A M 20 Ak 2 AN [ W Ak 2 R)
ByE/ 5% 1% BE/ 5% 1% B/ 5% 1% ¥/ 5% 1%
(mmol-g™h") W3 MEE (mmol-gh?) W WEH (mmol-g'h?) B3 WEFE (mmol-g-h') B3 WEH
Xif HR 0.433 cd DE 0.600 e D 0.800 be BCD 0.600 ef CD
kA 0.500 be CD 0.633 de CD 0.833 be BCD 0.633 def CD
H Tk B 0.367 d E 0.600 e D 0.733 c CD 0.567 f D
Wk C 0.567 b BC 0.600 e D 0.667 c D 0.633 def CD
Ak D 0.567 b BC 0.667 cde  BCD 0.767 c CD 0.700 cde BCD
ik E 0.667 a AB 0.900 a A 1.000 ab ABC 0.867 ab AB
iR F 0.667 a AB 0.733 bed  BCD 0.800 be BCD 0.733 cd  ABCD
HkE G 0.733 a A 0.900 a A 1.100 a AB 0.900 a A
WAk H 0.567 b BC 0.667 cde  BCD 0.767 c CD 0.700 cde BCD
Ak T 0.667 a AB 0.800 ab AB 0.767 c CD 0.767 be ABC
Ak J 0.667 a AB 0.767 be ABC 1.200 a A 0.900 a A
M 15 d 0.546 b A 0.618 c C 0.736 c B 0.600 c C
firia 30 d 0.609 a A 0.718 b B 0.855 b AB 0.718 b B
firia 45 d 0.591 ab A 0.809 a A 0.982 a A 0.864 a A
YL s [A]— 5 AN ) N5 SRR SR S ) Ak B A 8 35 22 7 (P<<0.05), [i] — 3] v AN [ K5 B AR A [ Ak 34 ) 5 A% 385 2% 5

(P<<0.01),

TEE WA T, SR T LA, HHk G, HHE, WEEF, BWEkL, Wik, WhkC, Hik
D, Wk H FE R A AR ZR R M0 B B 15 MRS I T 69.24% , 53.87% , 53.87% , 53.87%, 53.87%,
30.79%, 30.79%, 30.79%% 15.39%, T#tk B (% H 5 8% 0L Bl 05 PE9 D 1 15.37% , TEBE M8 A3 1 24
T, SXFREAATA R, WHRE, WG, BT, WHkT, Bk F, BED, Wk HMEE A SRR
R B HE RS N T 50.00%, 50.00%, 33.33%, 27.78%, 22.22%, 11.12%, 11.12%F1 5.55%, Witk B 5
PR C AR R B ER IS ME S5 X0 BUAC FEAH [R) . 7EBE M0 A0 3 2 Z5 1T, SXTRRACFRAR LR, Wbk T, wtk
G, Bk E MBEM A 09R ZBERR GG PER N T 50.00%, 37.50%, 25.00%F1 4.16%, Bkk F % I8 b
A, AR C, BREB, WHETL, Bk H IR D A R 05 R 1S M0 > T 16.66%, 8.34%, 4.16%,
4.16% 4.16% ., 3% 3% WA [F] G Ah 380 000 A R AR 28 06 IR Bl 05 PR B A LU W Y 25 5, TR R AV R AR % 0
T I 1) 43 0 7 A T S S o AE TR SRR RO T AR R BRIR B A 2 b, WA WA R IR, AR
T2 T %) 3 D6 28 T /L o 3K P R H T RECE B AN, MR R B T BB, A A
PR A A P2 TR T SR, R R T R I ) 0 0 0 3 W 2 o
32 MEEEXMEMEBPETEKREBRESBHNZMN

TEGRBE A5 T A A B A H R 4w, EEH TEEE S AR YR 2R IR M Wl R il S PR ) S
PEm, AT HE TR RRBE A T RE R AR AN N R PE R R S 5 T AR B 15T el R
SEAEBRBESCIE T, WRER G AR AR R N AU B BRI, DA T4 w5 i R T 80R

it o A8 U 30 R IR, AR 4l T o 0 B T U/ (L 1) o R A [] 2 Ak 3 o 4 98 o o 3
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2RI (R 4), ARBHAARB LI S5E 10 F
BB EAT . S, TR E, BB G, EH kR O st : .
WK SEE R e, i sEe S el g WA AN
BKV, RBRALIE 2 R EIB KT AR B
B bR 42 98 I EAMBCIEAT LSD 2B R (2 =, I L e M L A
S), SXPRARSRAICE, wk D, dobk R, ek G, ek 5 A A A AL O
D. BBk H, BBk, BB B R R 0B B RS HEABCDEFGHI J

BT 43.92% , 35.14%, 33.78%, 1622%, 11.49%, EMM% L S
10.14%, SA1%H 473%, ik C M A fmbRs R m%i/giéﬁétﬂﬂéﬁﬁ#%é\%/ﬁ%ﬁ\
Iy BT 6.76%F1 19.59% , 2 WA ] B b Ak BE 4 #E Bk E B )

Y A U 3 Bt TR A 5 992 SRR o K TR T Figure 1 Diagrams of P content in ten fungi inculants
AT AP — E R Ak AR R RO I BE T

x4 FARANEEFRLEMTRBSBELEEKEBRRESBNTESTR

Table 4 Variance analysis of P content in different P treatments and ten fungi inculants treatments

treatments

78 S U - J5 A ¥ Jr FAi o fH
A [ A o Ak 22 ] 26.576 4 10 2.657 6 7.231%* 0.01
A1) i 4k Pt ] 134.969 1 2 67.484 5 183.609%* 0.01
2% 7.350 9 20 0.367 5
oA 168.896 4 32
BT AU X A L 22 e R
x5 AENEREELEMAEBEMELEBEREBRESBH LSD ZELLR ST
Table 5 Multiple comparison analysis of P content in different P treatments and ten fungi inculants treatments
15 Bl (mgg)  SBREKT  1GWBEAT] A B/ (mgeg)  SBREKT 1905 EAT
X g 4.93 cde DE Hik G 6.60 ab ABC
Wk A 3.97 e E Wik H 5.50 cd BCD
Wk B 5.20 cd CDE EEE7 ! 5.17 cd DE
Wk C 4.60 de DE H bk T 7.10 a A
I #E D 5.73 be ABCD IR e 7.27 a A
Bk 6.67 ab AB G4 2 1 6.64 b A
Btk F 543 cd BCD R b 7 2 2.70 c B
LT e [ — B A [l /N5 7 B AN [ b B R AT 35 22 57 (P<<0.05), ] — 31 H AN [id) R 7 B AR AN (] Ak T ) A 4l 05 2 55
(P<<0.01),

3.3 MEEEXNEREBME THEKEVENE I

Xof A [v) e 1l 30 Ak SR e A=y 1 AT O 22 A0 BT R B (3R 6) , ABLRR 11 G A ) 5 TR AN [ T o ) 179 2 e K 39
e St 35 KT, AN R B Ak 38 ) 2 S R 8 1) S 2 KO o AR R 2B et AN [ T R AN [l A 8L ] 35 A% 36 %) ik
FIK o MR ZE A W R AN [R) B Ak L () 3k 3] S KO, O [l Ak ) 2 S R R B 0B K o R AR A
Wy EEAEA (] B A A A 8 BB 2 K, A Tl gl 4k B I 22 S oK Gk B R KR

Xof AN (1) 4 oy Ak AR 2 ) R A e/ W 3 22 15 (LSD) 2 E W A R BT (GR 7)), A AR bk A= 9
Mw, SAAL, Wk E MBI RB 8 EKE, Bk GiERIN R EKF. Mk AEYEmS,
SXFIRAL, Bk C kBB FEKFE, Bk E, Bk G MEK ] XFREEKE. SEWMEHSMAL,
AEFR 1 GRF) B K, ARBEAL I 2 Rk B8 E AP,

XA AR B, M N A EE R G, Wbk ) ME R E Rk S AW RN T 35.05%,
21.65%% 20.62% , EFNAEEE L C, Wk L, Wk D, Wik F, Wik H, Wk A FEK B 19k S
WIS T 17.52%, 9.28%, 8.25%, 7.22%, 6.19%, 5.15%%13.09% ., bk A=, 5
XTREAHLLAES, #EFPNAE B EAR G, Wk ) ME E iyt mighn 1 48.84%, 32.56%F 27.91%, 4%
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Table 6 Variance analysis of biomass in different P treatments and ten fungi inculants treatments
78 S5 A R F-J7 F o7 FE o fH
A [ T D Ak 21 ) 8.378 8 10 0.837 9 7.005%* 0.01
AN [ Wl 4k L ] 0.407 9 2 0.203 9 1.705
bk R 7 23921 20 0.119 6
SR S 11.178 8 32
AN [ A Ao Ak 22 ] 0.1339 10 0.013 4 0.961
AN [ 5 b 3L ] 0.007 9 2 0.003 9 0.283
L i 0278 8 20 0.013 9
A5 0.420 6 32
A [ A e Ak 2 ] 1.075 8 10 0.107 6 3.063* 0.05
A1) i 4k Pt ] 0.044 2 2 0.022 1 0.630
= % 0.702 4 20 0.035 1
A5 1.822 4 32
AN [7) T A Ak 22 ) 3.075 8 10 0.307 6 10.628** 0.01
i AN [ 4 Ak 4L ] 0.147 9 2 0.073 9 2.555
w2 0.578 8 20 0.028 9
B S 3.802 4 32
Y] ¥ AU AR L 28 S 3 AU S X AT L 28 S A 35

MR E R C, WAk L,

9.30%, 9.30%, 6.9

8%,

6.98%,

PR A, BRRH, WERF, B D MEK B A A8 T 23.25%,

6.98% 1 6.98% . Ix # WML MR AL AR A5 1F T AE RS2 2 1 — & 2 JEE i 1)
i, AH TR E M, 75— R T RS IR O T AR AR, et TR AR,
A S0 R R AL B R PR 1 A e R BT L A T ORI 22 S, SR tE TR I M, DT A B 2 A
BRARITH

K7 FRAREEEAEEKRENERN LSD SEILB S

Table 7 Multiple comparison analysis of biomass in different P treatments and ten fungi inculants treatments

kY A 4y
BEFh P bR . . . Y
¥ fii/g 5% 4% 191 . % ¥y fii/g 5% 5% 1948 8%
Xif HR 3.233 b BC 1.433 c B
HE A 3.067 b C 1.300 cd B
H AR B 3.133 b BC 1.333 cd B
itk C 2.667 b 1.100 d B
HAk D 2.967 b 1.333 cd B
D) 3.900 a AB 1.833 b A
Wk F 3.000 b C 1.333 cd B
H ik G 4.367 a A 2.133 a A
Ak H 3.033 b 1.333 cd B
R 1 2.933 b 1.300 cd B
Wtk T 3.933 a AB 1.900 ab A
4 HpFnitib

FEAR T LA PR pH ), BORFR AL w1 RIRR B A

HLi

ABTER B WK E, Btk G AR J AR HOBOR MR e v 1 AR A 1R 0 A - S B R i 1) 95 1
A e i 32— 2 BIF TS TR ARAE AR (1] 189 5 1 114 PAAE

DAASE 2% 1A A 7 S B o ) P PR A 3T N 2B T R R TR £ T

— 4R

e AELRAR T AR e 9 rp ) 1
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R AR

BTG R DTS A B AEARTE M0 25 PF T 20 M0 BT HLIR | JoT 1 R R M ol R I 2 2 i) 9 I 140 A 25K
PE, SRR BR X B A IR TR BB AR T AR R R T AR BRAE BA AL, BB i A e . pH
(LA RREARR, — 7 T 2 e b RT3 Ak, — T T3 w35 A B A A 2

EFRSE DI ETE L BB BCR R B U AR B CR LR . Asea R B 5 W H
AIEWERE ) o Kucey 55k BT 85 1 1O DERE )1 LA T = 10 £5 22 . Souchie S5 >VX 6 Fift - S f) 15 e 149 ik
It i, BAWUERE R E2OR e m i am . AL, Wk E, HEik G Rk ] g
W) LLESR, BN R RRE R, S5 LBRPT A R,

FEARBE A T, MR AS B A ARE B0 3k R AP R G0k R AEMEM .. Hir, AME&08 T 2805
SFIEEN . TESRBEAIET, MMRIR N IR IS T AW, BRI A S R I SN R (RFP) R AL
Mty S5V 22 3 A I 30, 2 Rh IR PG SR Rk el B Rk . AR AE NAE R R T, MARAS B2
AR TR SN SR PR R GE, AT T — P i e
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