BENEREEEKITRBEER

st 152 bl AR el P2 RS Tl
Je HE]FE ]

SREUAE '~ Moks - TR
TBTEER E G e SR R e
PR RHOR R E A E AR

I

R

KRIN (Carica papaya L.) 4ye P& B PR REAL AR B AE (EAR 2 LB TP AR - IR
BRUREL AR REEE WL - Bk s F SRR R T 2 50 - AifsE
JFEFH 3 TR PR - B F m iR bR - SRS AN E R 6 R R
FHAERR LA REN - W EAN SRS REUR » RIS HEE Archaeospora
trappei ~ Diversispora spurcum J Funneliformis mosseae iz ¥ 7 R &~ M8 & - £ 8
HZEE Rt E R B B m N IR A HE B E AN S EAR bl as R -
PR E R 2 RN e B & R S B IR AE - R Bt R 3 D) B e
Claroideoglomus etunicatum J% F. mosseae JE¥E > 4 ESAEF G REE SR EIE4H - 4771
By 70 % ~ 55 % k2 23.33 % » HURNANJNBEE EAR IR EREE A 7 R Z 2 M > FAME
B e 2B R IR 5 | R DAETE Acaulospora kentinensis ~ Rhizophagus intraradices i ¥R EZE
SR o BEAMRNEEE A EAR E R A EH - AT R E 13 KB » WK
WAL E PR & -

[orgER - SR ERE - AUN  BERER

Hii 5
PRIZIE & B A 51 2050 SEHEFRAE N TR F] 94 (8 > Bl Rl e etk sd & R IR
BEARHE T SRR E MR AR REETT (Fitter, 2012; United Nations,
2019) - Hpit#EE S EHECAR SRR AR - FH LAY oy al A
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M ~ B TR AR YR AR IR & SR VP AR » B BL AT 7 M Bt 2 SRl
( Verbruggen et al., 2012) - 4y Frabftgefa > =M EIEE (Arbuscular mycorrhizal
fungi, AMF ) Ryith®K b i 5 H B> S A ) e A= S A (R IV LB > 08 80 % FEMIAE
YIRRELZ R FE4:  (Oehl ef al., 2011; Smith and Read, 2008 ) - #&HFfEERE @ nJHHEE
BEERRE A G EE I FIK S RUEE ST ~ BDIRES R B M RaSREE - e lFY
AR ZINZ VR IETHEVIE R - FEEYIE E B E ERA%%EET] (Abdalla and
Abdel-Fattah, 2000; Jakobsen et al., 2002; Kaya et al., 2003; Druege et al, 2006; Gange and
West, 1994 ) o
AINFEELEARIK (Carica papaya L.) > R EEBEHRMGZ — » BITFERAIEL
A ERZRERRNZE > EREHAIHER HBEE - HEEREEEA HEE
RS ERIEY o T H SRR T DURE I ~ SEPR Kz i Ry IR BB o AR AR SR
s B A R HBEIRN > SR A ARE SN T - AN E(FY 4l e B & Rl it E
B o HVERIRE L E MEE RGN H A EE R -

AT 2 H AR R e ~ AR [F 8 AR B ik e R B EAE
X ReHE SRR R EAEA WA RIS - DIIHRH 5w B L SR E RIS 2 255K
I o

PR

Aallp F 2y = o PRET R i EIRE AT EY 2 S A Bl (% RCRERE (R e AR R4
TR

F—Er D mIRE R E - B’/ MR IR > DURERHEDE
( Gerdeman and Trappe, 1974 ) FfE&HEE (% (Daniels and Skipper, 1982) 43 #EfT- » St
B NS TIPS - W(HE Schenck Perez (1990) Fidigk 2 0 BRMEITHI
SETE > Sy EMELL AR ES BT - TR REATE 1x10° DL RIEFFEHH -

58 oy LB s B s AR E AN 2 A R AGS » DU R E B E RSN
FIMbAERZEZE - FREANERE - UK (B ZHR) HBEREE NSRS R
Htg (121°C > 1.2 kglem®) 215+ > W& 3 om B DULHEE S HIBEE 6 FRE IR B

¥k (Archaeospora trappei ~ Acaulospora kentinensis ~ Diversispora spurcum ~ Rhizophagus
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intraradices ~ Funneliformis mosseae J_ Claroideoglomus etunicatum) (& 1) > 37 DA
PR E AR I84H - S4HPE T 6 B4R 55 3 MO A B BRI (Koske
and Gemma, 1989) - %z 6 H{& BHIPRE « EH - 2R EGEERE GIEAH
[ (ZEMH / brs + 3t N ERHZEE / i EEREZE ) x REZVE (g) D HEEHFEEFER
{EAR e a8 - SRR S e N B A & - BE (F £ AT UG & S R85 (100
kg/0.1 ha) f&EH - WOEK 15 KAETT T KT - /FREIEEEAE - 50 H & &
(B85 B N EEH R PEAH - 4 H1% EEEIRIEZ A. trappei ~ A. kentinensis ~ D. spurcum ~ R.
intraradices ~ F. mosseae ¢ C. etunicatum R J\E R AFEFEANE (6 HERt ) > G4HE
H 10 18 - EHEE 8 BEFEHEMIL TR - ke pitEE - sUBEdE 2L PASW 19.0
HETERATERZE I (One-way ANOVA) - &M ERK Scheffe 7AfwE -

BN EREEZfF 8 REa Archaeospom trappei ; b. Acaulospora kentinensis ;
c. Diversispora spurcum ; d. Rhizophagus intraradices ; e. Funneliformis mosseae ;

f. Claroideoglomus etunicatum °
F=HAr o RE STHEEMNEMRE (A kentinensis ~ D. spurcum ~ R. intraradices ~ F.

mosseae I C. etunicatum &1 AMF ) A& B 5RNE A4 B BT P ER B T HefE > I
FridtE 6 FEHFEEEAT - EERETIRR BR G MR A BCRERR - HiLEE
AR A I EH P ERE - sUREE A TUEERTRURE TS ETIE - ELUREER
BT FUETTEME - A RaE 0 HEIRAE (AR AMF ) RRERE AL R
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2 flpn > P 4 B > DUERSE 2 &SRS (Random completed blocked design,
RCBD) - &/IE 20 Pk » S5 4ai e tabe ez » (EFsBFLIZZRE ¢ (EE 20 cm > € 40
cm) 1% - it ASEERAAWERE (1 kg/pt) - B &R ERL B SR A -
FINARIE 3 (8 A REC s R NERRHE (WBIEEE ~ FBRREEE) > HREH
LT T M AERE PR AT o TSR B L PASW 19.0 #:1T BN T8 BE 47 (One-way
ANOVA) - SH{&MRIEPR Scheffe At E = 5Pk Pearson fHEHME T #E1T HIRAL T 8L
TEAGE e ZARRETEELRE -

1\

>

Fi A B
B EIRE YA HE > FERREEFEREAT - SEREZ M ERE
MR TR A4 R B R EIEYR 1% (Douds and Nagahashi, 2000) - 4%
MREFR B EIRE - IRNESR AR ES B A0SV ARERT AT - R ARRERE N Rt e
BIFEYHE T8 o SR R G RR R - RSN SR RN SR AEES ~ BARBH N » R A L8
B PR R S8 82 Koy g BT - KiRteFA AR oKy 2 FIFHZ (Aggarwal et
al., 2011; Moebius-Clune et al., 2013) - KWL fEA K EEEERE 2 H 1 - B4l
PR 704
1. =B aRHEA
EEEHAEET AT - B HIEE R EE BRG] BIEED
HIVVE (BF&L - 188 PEiE ) ORIEES > 492 13 JURMA R > M lgE Lt (F
B Ky 1x10° spores/ g soil ) FANFEfE FET1% ([@2.) - FERZSRIF LA B P
TSR AR A T IR R - T EEAEMES » BERS - GidE
T RERIES > SEE AR RERERE -
2. R
AR REE A R O B sy o BEIT A DI A B e s 0 1Bk
JEHBLEFTES 1 (BE s 1x10 spores/ g soil ) ([&3.) - FHRIANETIER A » 17 2-4
BRE LT85 B EEYIRE LA - T AEERRMAR - #IEES) -
RER S - FHE 2 RN R A R AR -

b=1

e
mr =
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4 /,,f.-';
2. ZHEERERTE H 1 - 3. AL BRI M A 0 -

PRIFERE B it 4l AR S BRI M 2 M » e P B T IR B e - 45580
R E 2 Hm ~ S~ etkiZE SR SRR - i E P RILL 4. trappei ~ F. mosseae
Je D. spurcum FR¥EH ffEZHETE R WA ENEIE (R 1) - BURIE4wEIEES -
AR HERE IR 8 - B AV ERALAE R A B 4h e IR 2 i =2 M

( Turnau and Haselwandter, 2002 ) -

JR 7N S 1 3T 2 AR LA N sl B 45 SRR » N i 1 Bt g PR R R Bt i T
BEFE R. intraradices i A. kentinensis 5 805 = N IE4H » B85 F mosseae B A R(E
BftE - BRI EIRA (R 2) » BUREREFEEREIR S AN EYIEE & I
AETT BT IR = A R S BRI R BAAE - 495 (2018) FHEWFEHEZERIMHEEIRS
FYME T T FEE LSRR 2 AN NHEREBAERER - FrA RN HEEE 6 B
SRR 100% - ) RAFHYHREI G B - AE R0k e IR E R A KR S A
AR Bbka HE A (1987) B T E MR E B ESHERS 5 1A REM R
HIBL C. etunicatum F; F. mosseae {75 581 S AT R 2 HIG4H » 72515 70 % ~ 55 %
F023.33 95 (R3) - N EREENN S HEIEERSAE 2o - WIREHRSN
4R AT B TIREYIE 7~ Koy 2RI MEAEARES ~ T IR R 4R R AR 70
Y CEFIM ~ KiGEE ~ BPBEEY)) - R ER AR EE AR Z#E (Turnau
and Haselwandter, 2002; Khaosaad et al., 2007 ) - FHDL EERERGSER oA » RN EE F
mosseae F1E » FeiE S EFYIALHIE B R BHEEER » TEAREZ IS » BeER
WA R BIFETE -
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= 1 Pl ERE A NS E RN 22

[t PR (cm) HIE T (mm) ERIZE () AL BT
CK 7.33¢ 2.47b 0.21b 0.16b
Ce 12.27b 3.73a 0.45a 0.28ab
Ri 13.07b 3.76a 0.44a 0.29ab
Fm 14.13ab 4.20a 0.52a 0.34a
Ds 13.63b 3.82a 0.50a 0.35a
At 17.17a 4.26a 0.63a 0.34a
Ak 14.80ab 3.72a 0.52a 0.31ab

it ¢ mean(n=10) o A [F]JL 3 REF R A [F] F f i B EEEL (p = 0.05) © CK @ HfHIREH ~ Ce -
Claroideoglomus etunicatum ~ Ri - Rhizophagus intraradices ~ Fm : Funneliformis mosseae
Ds © Diversispora spurcum ~ At © Archaeospora trappei ~ AK - Acaulospora kentinensis

F 2. RN [F R ESE R Pl B FH R EAE 8 RIS RAGH L= &

e R P SRR Hh T
Ipasil — — —
PR (cm) TATER (cm) PR (cm) HIEE (cm)
CK 157.25b 94.25a 128.08b 98.44a
At 159.75b 87.25ab 149.44a 98.00a
Fm 167.25ab 80.00b 139.73ab 82.00b
Ce 162.25b 85.50ab 142.70ab 88.60ab
Ri 177.00a 81.25b 146.79a 98.14a
Ds 159.50b 88.50ab 124.33b 92.15ab
Ak 177.50a 80.50b 157.14a 98.00a

it ¢ mean(n=10) - “N[EJL L FREFL R A [E BRI LEEL (p = 0.05) - CK : $HfHR4H ~ Ce :
Claroideoglomus etunicatum ~ Ri : Rhizophagus intraradices ~ Fm . Funneliformis mosseae ~
Ds : Diversispora spurcum ~ At - Archaeospora trappei ~ AK : Acaulospora kentinensis

R 3 AN [FEIEEH S e P R B EE A 8 R SR E

Ja PR Bt R T R o B
CK 100a 23.33b
At 100a 45.00ab
Fm 100a 55.00a
Ce 100a 70.00a
Ri 100a 25.00b
Ds 100a 28.33b
Ak 100a 31.67b

it ¢ mean(n=10) o A [F]HL S F REF R AN [F] G B EEEL (p = 0.05) - CK @ HHR4H ~ Ce -
Claroideoglomus etunicatum ~ Ri * Rhizophagus intraradices ~ Fm : Funneliformis mosseae
Ds : Diversispora spurcum ~ At - Archaeospora trappei ~ AK : Acaulospora kentinensis
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SIME S AR E BB > AJNE R & 2 AMF &R 6 8% -
HEITIRE Al EE - e 4 JE S AT EIREEE AMF 2 $HIR4H > HAR 2000 fE B 4RIk
FAFI - iR AMF 3 2 RN EREA AMF B4R AR % > BUR AMF BRI
FARNL

B 4 HHEAEAARNLER LR RLE (B B S5 KR4 %EAMM {ﬁ*&'%i*ﬁ
AMF EiL) - IUEI -

% 4 AREYET A FE R R B R B AR R IBIREE (n=12)

AR BILEE BERE RE | RE TR
BE pxke () BE () () (emy RE () e

HHE4H  190+4°  66.811.4° 1933152 22.7t1.4 9.7£1.00 802.2+121.9  13.8+0.66
PEFEAH  17743°  65.6f1.6 184.583.9 22.610.7 9.810.58 808.3148.2  13.9+0.85

*MeantSE; [FIFIFSCFREAFERR - ZREE (p = 0.05) - SESIFOCFRHFRRER A
% o

TEARNWIR TSR ITH - FHEGERER (F4) - 85 AMF ZEH - KK
it & KB R AR e R L MBI B EH IR BAEB R ERRNR
b BRI - QYRR ARG 13 K > BUREEREL AMF IR RE A SR EA I EYIEE 5
FERFRUL - EAEREIIIMGIRRIR b > WSS 7 225 -

BEAh - R A e IR AT 2 IR T R E B S TR S B R TR
PeoyAr > R S WA AERIRA T > HIBATE (OM) B8 K ~ Ca~ Mg K3
HZ P~ K~ CaFoyRE2RE LR - AL K 81+ 5 Mg RIER ST KB P 2
IRBAE IEAHRE ¢ T 2 Ca Bl Mg RUBEURIREEE TEARRE © SoOMETEE B REH )
TEES N BLEEES P fe Mg EBEE IEAHRH » miBEdd P AEEEESS Ca K K ZRBE 1EAORH - i
P KBRS Mg 2 BAE S AR -
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2 5. AR B 4H e B A 2L FH 438 1 SRR e B oy AB RS BE R B R A R M o i
pH OM P K Ca Mg N #EP #EK #ECa # Mg

pH 1

OM -0.313 1

P -0.172 0.539 1

K -0.503 0.714** 0.015 1

Ca 0.252 0.775*%* 0.459 0.516 1

Mg -0.041 0.733** 0.015 0.834%* 0.794** |

BEN -0.312 0377 0503 0.075 0.124 0.032 1

P -0.402 0.880** 0.431 0.606* 0.526 0.534 0.654* 1

K -0.204 0.580* -0.254 0.764** 0.414 0.669* -0.078 0.594* 1

# Ca -0.380 0.705* 0270 0.432 0325 0412 0.064 0.577* 0.333 1

B Mg 0.126 -0.134 0.167 -0.382 -0.086 -0.142 0.585* -0.012 -0.590* -0.053 1
*Lﬁj%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@@%% (p = 0.01) - * FoRAHRAMERE (p = 0.05) - EEN BEHNAREEE

2 6. AN HEE S, BAR B 7 2 F HH 38 T B B oy MRS EE | = o R AR R A
pH OM P K Ca Mg N P BEK TCa EMg

pH 1
OM -0.014 1
P 0313 0.659*% 1
-0.070 0.889** (.552 1
Ca 0451 0.691*% 0.651* 0.662%* 1
Mg -0.068 0.491 0.456 0.455 0.649* 1
BEN -0.696* 0.274 0.290 0220 -0.085 0.401 1
P 0.077 0.852** 0.523 0.800** 0.871** 0.671* 0.194 1
K 0005 0618* 0431 0332 0498 0.630* 0.196 0.546 1
B Ca 0477 0209 -0.019 0.031 0449 0.206 -0.636* 0.290 0.601* 1
B Mg 0.639* -0.310 -0.251 -0.337 0.250 -0.054 -0.851** -0.053 -0.025 0.727** 1
. FONHB MRS (p = 0.01) - * RORMHEIMEETE (p = 0.05) - FEN BEHERESE -
DLt -
FEFEME AMF ¥ 5T ($26) » 135 pH BLTEHS N &7y S8 SR - LR
Mg QI EEEE TEARRAM:  HAE (OM) Bt P~ K~ Ca REEHZ P~ K BITRIE
=

SIREEE EAERE i % P R 328 Ca pIEAHRAM: - TR K AIBL L8 Ca REER P £
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L IEAHBANE © £5% Ca QB 138 Mg MR P & B 2R IEAHRR - 1f1 155 Mg B
F P K EFE AR - f£5E 7 N J5HE > AJBEER Ca~ Mg 2R SR @ MEH K
K EERD Ca EREEIEAHRE > MEEHED Ca S IEES Mg Al 2 4 IEAHNRE -

Hi2e 5~ 3R 6 SR TIAI - HIRNEY) C EAEE TS BN - R ARURTHEYIER
BB P ZRY - E P IRYCEINE - JREERRHEEAREY K ke Ca 2L > {E1ERE
fi AMF iy > 32 N RSB E RS - RENHIAL Ca je Mg ZIRUY > {HAEEIEEH I
BN ZIEHNRZ I Mg JRBEZ 8400 > LBy’ R - AR E 2 8RR yOT = - B
FETREMHR Z TR -

il

N EAR ERE AR - A4 EIREESE B RS e ysE s - EfEEl
&R e YR ~ S5 RO EFER > (B7Ra R R ey HE A B E R
TEERERAE - IWMEAVEERET - SRR EIRE AR E I B R ER RS
PEEEIRAA(R - W ATHEFARE 13 KRRy > HEFREE R ERE R TR A5
MR AERETE R 2RI SER IR - BURA N R E S R A EE T AEfe
HEFEL R S T SRR R > ST AR VA B

225 300k
L M &~ FIN 1987 LEIRIIVIDG /a0 = 2 A RARIE R Z 9T - T EE SR T 36
(4) :p432-444.

2. FHH 2018 GAISLAEIRREH - (S E Y IO R A (E YR Z R S R - K
RSEY = 8VRTETT - BRFEIEEET] - S5 68 (8) @ p82-88.

3. Abdalla, M. E. and G. M. Abdel-Fattah. 2000. Influence of the endomycorrhizal fungus
Glomus mosseae on the development of peanut pod rot disease in Egypt. Mycorrhiza 10: 29-
35.

4. Aggarwal, A., N. Kadian, A. Tanwar, A. Yadav and K.K. Gupta. 2011. Role of arbuscular
mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) in global sustainable development. Journal of Applied and Natural
Science 3: 340-351.
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Abstract

The inoculation of papaya(Carica papaya L.)seedlings with mycorrhizal fungi can
form symbiotic mycorrhizal roots, which can effectively promote the seedlings growth
and minerals absorption, as well as enhance the resistance against environmental factors
in continuous cropping fields. In this study, three mycorrhizal inoculation techniques were
applied to establish a "seedling mycorrhizalization operation". We also inoculated papaya
seedlings with six mycorrhizal fungi and evaluated their growth performance. The seedling
mycorrhizalization operation results showed that the height, width and diameter, whole plant
dry weight and seedling growth index of the seedlings inoculated with Archaeospora trappei,
Diversispora spurcum and Funneliformis mosseae were significantly higher than those of
the control group. The result of field management toward seedling mycorrhizalization shows
that the transplanting survivability of seedlings inoculated with mycorrhizal fungi were all
higher than the control group(23.33 %), especially for Claroideoglomus etunicatum and F.
mosseae treatment in non-soil preparation field (70 % and 55 %, respectively). It demonstrated
that inoculation with mycorrhizal fungi can enhance the tolerant ability of papaya against
environmental restriction factors. In addition, the seedling height performance of Acaulospora
kentinensis and Rhizophagus intraradices treatment was significantly better than the control
group. The papaya fruit can be harvested 13 days earlier. And reduce the flowering and fruit

position height.

Key Words: Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi, Carica papaya L., Inoculation techniques
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