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Effect of Two Species of Arbuscular-Mycorrhizal Fungi on Vegetative Growth and
Phosphorous Uptake of Mexican Lime Rootstock (Citrus aurantifolia) Under
Drought Stress Conditions
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e e s AT ey as Dn D, Y JTeS Sosd sl
Cu Mn Zn Fe K P )
. & = Sand Clay Silt 0O.C. EC pH Texture
(MRS .5 A 20,5 e %) @) %) (%) (dsm)
sed
19 68 12 45 205 97 673 19.3 13.4 0.61 0.66 80  Sandy
loam

Jide e g5 7Sl oSs Ly 5 ol
0y , G Ll (UV-2100

7 -/

J))‘JLJJL_)@_M&_J‘)JNL_M‘J_J
1997)
A3 5 (5 o5l

O st ST A 53 el S

(Subramanian and Charest,

ca\ii_i\.aj"’ ,b.?u BE (U:J_J_A L;\d.__u) o
:l"é Ui'j) )\ oala ol \.__4

G 9 s
& 522155, (Philips and Hayman, 1970)
Lot gy 5 e 508 8 Sy s (Slady
ol s .v\.i.sjf oslazul (Tenant, 1975) Cbbu
Sy g o (65 108 5 (Sladis 5 o)
3las O s 5 e (6 pale $SG Slabas
O+ Blas) L esls 4,8 2 (6 m 095
o slal 4 (i kel dmis & s (an3
I s 6 2 05 54 () esle
03 53T (glady ioled g odalie S 23 5
Sty s 8 oslizal )Y S jlas T 8
B 5§ 508 L5kt LS 03 )T 2 el
(535 03,5 sloul ) mbli o bab amis

s LS Byl G e gl plUST a

v

A e OT ltie LOIUE @155, 5255 b
S BUAD U 4 by Oy B 1) Hles
SiolesT .5 5 6l 5 awlows (F.C) ol
o=l dsb s 9 Cdl alsl 59, W Dl 4o
g Lis ) Wle gy b Shyoa
ole 8 OLL 5«8 1 sluws g as b b
e (iala3T OLL s s L;Lfa)"ub'\
L oS 1 5,5 55 sla sy (5,8 05100
¢Sist 5 5 059 «CL-01 Juo SPAD oKeus
Laaiyy 5 (4l 5 &5 Jold) olsm slaplt
S =S o310 s 6 -5 o3Il aSlus sk
a3 53 031 53 03l 1,8 L eeSKas 0
039 4s Oy U 3l Kl amm 53 90 &)l >
EECNE PRV (I Y O o
51 (Mycorrhizal dependency) ;s
dals Jlg eSist o3l 055 G & G b
g eSis sl 0y 5l (ekis o155 88%)
Jal Ul oSt 03l 035 4 0k 15 S
a2 SN e
Y T) SR G N Py N P
L;J_:fojt.a_& (Dry ashing) gl s e



WY Jle oF o)led YA-Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

Glas £ LUlS 53 Sslis sdasplic 45
oLS L O Ty o Ol 53 )6 ki
OHLSan 5 oy 56 Al e Ol e
4S wzsls Hlebl 5 (Jacobsen et al., 1992)
S 03 5 2B Cdins slaas £ LUl 5
oS (5lwes s T )3 ams (sla 25 Lol 3
el S glie O 5as

Slag ol Sl g (gla e s | =Y
Sl 5 s O gl 5207 O jm 05305 550
s 4 48T A8 a Lag )6 oyl o 5 olS
s AL Dl sas adox I il Jolse
CmheS 5 e (i ) o Sl L
il SLad S O jas glai ) Slod
SU v S olie (YU Cbile 56 kb
5l (Al-Karaki et al., 1998) 5,8 s ;I 3
35n S 55 b wa S LT
15055 Gl SIS 0 ol lesT
S5t I 6 43 g il L
DS 5 7 o (¥ Jpda) sls Olas
aS dals HLebl 55 (Georg et al., 1995)
s JBSl 55 (650555 Loz )6 oUls
A e U e Saan oL (sl
Sl S 3 3 g e

D5 5058 Gl ST 4 e g 05y
055 (P<0.01) Ll ae L2alS o S
LS plis,l cats) 5 olsm ol 8 S
s 8y 3 IS 5 8 slan iyl i
Lol s s (S 55 les o

el 8 1 eSas 035 o (RS Ok

A

byl ol S 03 T (gl 5 § gores
03T b (i) fgarms 4 (B 5 (63 508
Slaiay (B 5 63500 bglas 3l ake] oy
S i) O sl 5U0S Ao ps Vv H 0
LT 5l 58le 5 S eslial b Sl 53 ks 8
talie 5 plasil ST las ;25 MSTATC
35 s (glacels dim O ga 3T L La 0L

25 8 Oy 0 0 Yo o

o g mbs
(d) (S 25 Jalgs 51 (ol 1
T e 2 55 5 dM) LB L il
DL 552 13 e ah ) (5205550 (G o
i o 3ilS gladin ) Aoy .l ol 3l
LS (St B RIBIL Gl e ) sl
Lo s 99 sliee y o (Y dyia) 3L
e 4S8 aasb ,s (Wu and Xia, 2006a)
TS 2SN Ol (Sis
|, (Glomus versiforme) ¢ , sicw ) pslS
N
SaLS (6,15 s 5 sk (Citrus tangerine)
o 5 e Lases &S s ged slgii LgTosls
OLijon oS 53 1555800 B ann 5 oS

lli, ED)

) w}J"“ |

g poldas (a0 i 2 g LU
S L 2l s jon W (o
(Auge, 2001) Wb o ol 53 Sis
LS R T O sl s
S M 85 L g ln) S S5l S

(¥ Jsde) Sl M 45)?4‘.&".«“*56)"‘5:*‘



ey VST 5580 258 658 53 il

mY 0SS S el hd ke 5 oS s IS s (ola et L cada s (5l ST Y Jgdr

gﬁ.‘):’.)?g—"‘.. C—LL“ b 5 (dy cu\g‘-\_.iui.;ﬁjédl cﬁ)&nui.;ﬁ‘:do C S Q).\.ﬁ) ,_<_w>-"' S UJMJJ:SUC.,:J
(G. mosseae, M, G. intraradices, M;, Non-mycorrhiza, NM)
Table 2. Root colonization, plant growth parameters, leaf chlorophyll and P
concentration in Citrus aurantifolia rootstock as affected by drought stress (Control, do;
Mild, d;; Severe, d; ) and mycorrhizal inoculation (G. mosseae, My,. G. intraradices, M;,
Non-mycorrhiza, NM)

132555 JECEEY
Mycorrhiza (M) Drought stress (d)

Traits Slews NM Mum M; do d, d,
Colonization (%) () gutzls 7.100c 31.140a 27.690b 29.750a 22.450b 13.730c
Leaf dry weight (g plant™) LS s rﬁ) K eSKes 05 0.715b 1.743a 1.343b 1.480a 1.270b 1.051¢
Shoot dry weight (g plant™) (LS s Cjﬁ sl el [CCEIH 1.053¢ 2.59%4a 2.144a 2.193a 1.829b 1.770b
Root dry weight (g plant™) (F 53 0,9 aty, oSas 05 0.414c 1.000a 0.822b 0.886a 0.722b 0.628¢c
Chlorophyll (SPAD) (SPAD) Jss 5 26.100b 29.900ab 33.800a 36.200a 28.900b 24.700c
Plant height (cm) Gale) ol glsl 24.930c 34.770a 30.400b 36.300a 29.930b 23.870c
Stem diameter (mm) Gragho) 8L a3 3.427b 5.270a 4.988a 5211a 4.597b 3.877¢c
Leaf number per plant oS a8, slas 22.580b 41.420a 39.920a 42.080a 34.500b 27.330c
Leaf P concentration (mg g™') 1.408b 1.629a 1.634a 1.692a 1.538b 1.442b
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Means, in each row and for each factor, followed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 5%
probability level-using Duncan's Multiple Range Test.
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Table 3. Root colonization, growth parameters, leaf chlorophyll and P concentration of Citrus aurantifolia rootstock as affected by drought

stress X mycorrihza interaction

Drought stress  Sas i

dald e RN
Traits sk NM C(l)\r/III'IrIOI Mi NM llt/[/[lgld Mi NM hien;/ere Mi
Colonization (%) Dol goor 42.630a 36.830b 7.310g 30.600¢ 29.450¢ 4.200h 20.200d 16.800¢
Leaf dry weight (g plant”) G2 e oS00 eshe 1.960a 1.630be 0.720e 1.850ab 1.240d 0.570e 1.420cd 1.160d
Shoot dry weight (g plant™) 0209 ol e iy 50 2.940a 2.380bed 1.020¢ 2.440b 2.030cd 0.890¢ 2.400bc 2.020d
Root dry weight (g plant”) G e S0 0d 1.170¢ 0.970a 0.390e 0.907¢ 0.800b 0.330e 0.860c 0.700¢
Chlorophyll (SPAD) (SPAD) 55 17 900be 39.600a 40.900a 25.300¢ 27.200bc 34.200ab 24.900¢ 22.900¢ 26.400¢
Plant height (cm) e 46.600a 35.600b 25.900¢ 32.000b 31.900b 22.200¢ 25.700¢ 23.700¢
Stem diameter (mm) () b 28 3.830de 6.050a 5.750ab 3.310ef 5.250b 5.230b 3.140f 4.510¢ 3.980cd
Leaf number plant” A e 53.300a 46.800b 21.300fg 38.500c 43.800bc 20.300g 32.500d 29.300de
Leaf P concentration (mg g") (5 At S E A e 1.712ab 1.778a 1.362cd 1.685ab 1490bed  1275d 1.490bed 1.560abc

Means, in each row and for each factor, followed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 5% probability leve-using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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NM: Non- mycorrihza, M,,: G. mosseae; M;: G. intraradices
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Fig. 1. Effect of mycorrihzal inoculation and drought stress on mycorrhizal dependency.

Mn: Glomus mosseae; Mi: Glomus intraradices
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