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IFFARIR AT 5 2 il 2 SRR, W R m e A MO & MR R K E IR0 Wl P AL B P B B IR 1Y R 5%
FEbR o SRR AME S ATERIR AU AT CK 4k BB A= M 2 B 1 (P <0..05) o 7EA [ R4 R
WHEN BRJE MR =9 CK 4 A9 HE H AR A 35 7 49 2. 38 32 71, 4 mmol/L e B 20 i MU LR T 1 51. 9%
2 mmol/L ¥ BEAL MAR AR TG J1 4 TH 17 1. 34 45 s UM A7 AR ] 3 N 58 e S A A K i B e i —
AT A S TR BT IR W O 4 mmol/L AR AR, Wl A AT S R L CK 4L g 92. 2% |
48. 2% ; AMF A FP IR T ik 35 (e 58 S U B AU RS A - ZEAT BRI W 0 2 mmol/ L 25 1 19 S A W B A Al A
efd, ik 378.38 U/gs FEFHRIRIK FE O 4 mmol/L 28 AR Ay sk S f 0y Tl i 4 A S0 0 1 e 2, 20 I35 31 1 617,50
1 834.89 U/ (g min) s 7EAH FIATERIRUC BE T R G AL BRZH 5 R AT BRI AL AT L, 7E— 25 W S 0 I 5% 25 S v it
R A H R E RN RS S b, AM ERIBCA R R T LU Al BEAR AR SR A, T AR R
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YW 5E T3 T ATRRRR A O 2 4 B PR R AR 20 7 5 A L
W2 , 76 3B P VRS AR H 5 I 0 W s A  FE 5R
TCRARNE . TR AR A W) RE 6 W Wi E TR AR A 4 TG
PR R BT XA T $2 5 1 A W 0 etk
PR L SIEARR AR AN R IR B 08
T B PR Vs A AT P 2 2 A P R i - 3 v )
A 500 (3254 H,PO; (HPO;™ I PO, ™) o R4 R
SEINA T ELYR E AR IR REAXE 0 I A0 v B A 7
Ao, el 7 iR K A0 4P R T AR Y SR8, S T
YRR SBRERME " o XS FrEE
FRAE TR AT A £ IR Y (T AM BT A
R TR ) AR A Joy FE e W] U B R E S,
SR AE AR B L 3 PR BT 5 W] RN A P T, £
RSB E R o i Sy, AU 0 e
1R m] LA/ AR NE A58 P &, DT R 471 2F 25 3R 85, ik ]
DR Y i e A2 5 Ras Y o B AR SR
SN AT BB ST AE )0 58 SR i S AR e i AR
FARBEBREER L, LB (Astragalus sinics) ) FRLL
FE5 G, R U R KR AR AN Y. £
YT 7 X R B SR A KT L )2
P AR ARG , 3 U
KA T A DL IG5 AL, B 5 38 v DA
HE SRR R A TR AR, B AR R R
[ &E R, AT D el st - Ak MR A AE 0, Ak £
BAESHEE, MR AEY 0 BT 5 2 0 8 6 KR $
THI T SRR TR SRR, AT LR R
SRR IR Y , T T W e A A N g O fg 24
AT R T LR T A P 0L — 1A
MIZRG ™ . NI, RG0S E Y 5 = W AR S
e FHA —E RN E , 5 = SAER BRIL AR T
AW SO AT HLIR 1Y 156 G Ak BT A= 3L L7 4 ey 2
SEMAAEY) — ARG b P 5 2 0 3E ik H AR B
L RERE St B [ R 7 A S AR A ) 5 A R
G BRSO Iy T BA —E i L, I, A
WF5E R A il 2 ARG, BB AMF FIAT IR R 3 2
ASER5 AL B K, Bl b O BE O L
( Funneliformis mosseae) , 18 2% \NA AR . 3 BK S F7
BB S E W) 55 = 9 R K R A BRAR AR 1Y 52
TR A SR, @l ] 22k e i
HEAR AR

1 #MR5EFZE

1.1 XEx%st

Az ARy fd EAaY) . RN A AR X

T 4 b E R 121 °C 0.1 MPa K 2 h,
HSERKE 3 W KGN L5 WY RORIA L
KEWAEZES AR 1 1 RS S EEN
PELBE T s T T R0« bR b Ol B Y A
( Funneliformis mosseae) , 1 b 5 R Bl 24 e A0 ) &
T RIEABE TR AL

W WA T 95% (IR FR AR %K) 19 2 i
5 min, # PL 5% (AT 7r %) NaClO 3% i iH &
10 min, TEEKVEVR 4 ~5 W, Z 5 F R kb 2%
A IR AL, T RS ~ 6 kL, P 2 ~
3 em P TIEETUA R AR AME A0 B 2H 55 2K
AR 500 g3 R0 AMF ZFRAL AR e
J5T 480 g, 7 14520 g, FFRE2 d PEK 1 IR, BERR T d
Jiti ] Hoagland 52435380 . 561X 0.2 .4 .6 mmol/L
SRR K- (LA CAO \CA2 [CA4 (CA6 £7R) , 4%
Jiti CA ZKF R IRANEERD 53R AL B2 51, (CK [ CA2 |
CA4 . CA6 1 CAO + AM, CA2 + AM, CA4 + AM,
CA6 + AM) 3£ 8 A Ab 7, FFpAab B 10 IRE A

T2 e T 2022 4F 6 J 1 HAEZRUNE K7
A iR 2 B AR ) TR AU AT, RRRE R AR K
20 d J5,6 H 21 HIT 4676 in b U5 F7 B iR 1 0 - 72
CA2 [ CA4 . CA6 4% a5 A 2 0 2H 18 W) AR B it o
100 mIL FH V& BE A BE /Y FT AR FR VW, CK AT CAO +
AM 4L in<5F FE A28 1K o BAE] 450 2 d 5 1 IRkY
BRI, 151 10 d i A AL B, 75 A AR AR 3
72 d WK, B R Y 58 el v 22 BOK IS R T
e SR T AR VR AL FRAR J5 B T - 80 °C UK AR A+
JC, LME T A KR & -5 A BAE AR R O A o
1.2 mZ;mA 5k
1.2.1 MALEWE HIE KRR S bt re
ETERAAN ,105 CFAH 30 min, 70 C N2
5, PR i MR 2R R0 M b 3R T 5, AR L
HRZR T ) R AL = 2R L D0 50 (TTC) 230 7 AR
Er R
1.2.2 W R 3R #E S w0 E R A
W R PR TR R PR SR E R
FHPR R I SRR F v g M-St 2
1.2.3 JiEMLRGEMBE W YN E B
5% 35 P8 1 W) SO € Uy 2 2 R W) AR B A S
Byt SR AR D e 3 0 A R AR Ak W A
(SOD) i 4, i B A Wy 48 A vk I € i 481k W) i
(POD) #H Pk, SAMR Wk 5E 1o S8 AL Ul (CAT) 1%
P, R FHAR M V6 D mT s Ve & i, R 5 S i
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WE I E P PEEE i
1.2.4 WA RNE RAMMALLZmRE"
I 7E PN T (MDA ) 1Y &
1.3 HKIEHT S

A TRAR I E I E 3 K, R LS BME + bR
WERZ TR . R Microsoft Excel 2016 % 5tdE uE47
LS R 5 145, SPSS 20. 0 Bk 47 2 & M0
B BRI R Ty 22 43 B BN 22 B K 5 5 R ] Graphpad K
AT ARG 2 i 1

2 HERES5H9Hm

2.1 AMF BEA-RRREATEBR 48 A K A A AR
12 F%vh

WA EZZH 0T, KB AMF 575 IR &
ALFRIATHENS 1 25 52 ) 28 = A RR = L R (P <

[EIS

0.05) . fEHGEATEIRIIEOLT , £ W5 CK 4141
EE, BRPRFT IR CA2 2 3th bl i e 25 7 A i 3%
(P>0.05) 5k, HA 2 B AR AR 0 A= P s Y B B
HRIEH (P <0.05), TEHFE SHKGLHMT, 5
CK 4HAHLL,CAO + AM .CA2 + AM ,CA4 + AM ,CA6 +
AM [y by b S 6 5T o A i B8 21 7% . 39. 5% |
67.8% 27. 6% , Hi b3 T 5t & 43 5l 2 &5 20. 0% |
61.0% 76.5% .59. 1% , CA4 + AM 4 [/ Hb T B fef
Jo AR FR T B R SO Bt 5 CK A T
SrldRmE 1.09.1.76 5 (£ 1),

1 Al [F] IR AME 7S In S J5A7 12 2
SEFRR 1 58 = e AR ROR DU AR 2 T CK AR 3, H
MPEHAE T CK 4. BHAER —FEREET,
A AL HLA L AT R R A KR T
HIRCR AL

®1 AMFRERRREMEBRMEZRYERD SARBREYE

okl

- ks SRS i1 3B L HB
(em) () {8 it (g) FIF () i it (g) Tk (g)
CAO 11.13 £0.21a 17.33 +1.52a 5.16 £0. 12a 0.67 £0.03a 4.22 0. 16a 0.34 £0.02a
CAO + AMF 12.83 £0.25b 24.67 £2.08bc 6.28 +0. 17bc 0.80 £0.06bc 5.06 +0.07b 0.43 £0.03b
CA2 13.87 £0.29¢ 21.33 £2.00ab 5.83 £0.18ab 0.79 £0.07bc 5.05+0.07b 0.44 £0.03b
CA2 + AMF 14.67 +0.35d 30.67 £2.08d 7.20 £0.22de 1.07 £0.02d 7.29 £0.03d 0.76 £0.04e
CA4 14.10 £0.3cd 25.33 £1.52¢ 7.56 £0.5%e 0.92 £0.03c 7.60 £0.28d 0.67 £0.04d
CA4 + AMF 14.60 +0.44d 34.67 £1.52e 8.65 £0.45f 1.18 £0.05d 8.84 +£0.08e 0.93 £0.05f
CA6 12.83 +0.31b 24.33 £2.64bc 5.65 +£0.40b 0.77 £0.08b 6.37 £0.18¢ 0.47 £0.02¢
CA6 + AMF 13.53 +0.65¢ 26.00 £1.00c 6.58 +0.22c¢d 1.06 £0.07d 6.59 +0.32¢ 0.69 +0.04d

T RSB 5 A /NG 5 B3R TE 0. 05 R B2 3.

E1  SMEATIRESALIE TAREERN AMF 555 AMF B2 = ZEHE#RRT BE

AM EARIE A RJE AMF 5 1 AR Z (8] 2= A1
THIRAL , AR AMF )28 = e gl i iR AR bl LU

), T 22 0 AR Bz J2 A0 i I 7 240 M PAY s 4 i ] 2
AN A K7 5 A6 A0 PP B Bl% 22 70 B 9 AR 4
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Ay, A (o TR - L T ) R S A DD RE 5 A 4 L
s A IR B BE S AL Y e AMF [R5 SRAE 1T 2

Arbuscules

Root cortical cell—#R 7 /Z41i; Hyphae—Hi#%; Vesicle—ifi%E; Arbuscules—MA¥

BB 2) o M e IR R R =
WAHRAR , SHEYA RIFIEFRIERR,

B2 ZERIYHYEHREEAATH AM BREMEERA

2.2 AMF BRE R R E SN RATALBR AT 40 G AR 2 &
EEAC)

TR Z SRR W) B2 E R R L R &
BRI 1 KX B AR K R B R AR A
HESI AR R AE KIS E AR M L
ARG, HIE3 AL 5 CK 4UH H, bRl 3
B4 5B RR 1) CA2 Fl CA6 ZHAR & Lk 25 %A
WA (P>0.05) , HApL IR ARG L AR 296 J)
Y EA W HAEN (P <0.05) . 7EAH [RIFr B IR vk
JER A AL A AR R R B AR AR YL T Bt AT A
TR . BEAALBEZL Y CK 4AH EL, CA2 + AM [CA4 +
AM (CA6 + AM AR5 L 43 513 fin 36. 5% 51. 9%
25.0% ;A AL PR T 4 v AR R G ) A B E R
HHER], 5 CK ZHAH I, CA2 + AM AR R 15 /735 5
0.411 mg/(g » h), 2 mmol/L 1 4 mmol/L ¥ & [
FHERRIR A R AMF ZbBE 0] LI B HER R AT,
TR E (6 mmol/ L) ¥ 62 W A1 i 4 F U855 , . [i]
AW T AMF X4 R R kK E AR HER (E3) .

2.3 AMF B R FUR B SN RATHE BS99 & Ao
R R A

FE I i I R & B R R AR A R
O GEAE R 55 10 248 b, 78 BU AT TR 1Y
TEOLT , 5 CK ZHAH L, 25 W B8 2H 3] )l 35 o AR -
ROoEMAARERIMEM (P <0.05), KW EA
S A B 20. 4% 69. 1% 57. 6% ;45
FAAR 13.1% 28. 1% 15.3% . 15 [ ki
BRVRETT R b 3L 5 PR e A6 R 2L AR L it — 20
VI T A B A R S &, H 4 mmol/L
WS AT IE R I 5 35 Fh AMF b BRZH %% CK 41 )42
PEAE S B e, L 7 3K 30. 11 mg/g, P4 R
ik 23.21 mg/g(K4),
2.4 AMF B&A&- TR Rl R SN R AT AR BR 2 4 ¥ 40 AL
FZAASTR T YRR

SOD ,POD 1 CAT 1E R4t E ALl 3L [F] Or AR )
SR e R, AR FETE PR A R A X A, 5 CK 4
AHLE , bR 50422 A 41 1) SOD ¥ 1 5 CA6 41 1Y) POD i
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307" oNon-AMF 0.9r d 0457 ONon-AMF  f
- e | ONon-AMF c — | m AMF
55| WAMF 4 d g-g_ mAMF ¢ b = 040
. a
b : 2 06 aa d dd
2 0.5t b
B 04r
0.3f
0.2f
0.1f :
0
07CA0 CA2 CA4  CA6 07CA0 CA2 CA4  CA6 CAD - CAz  CA4 CA6
BRI FERRIRIE PRI
a. K b. HRiEEL c. RARWES
E3 AMF BEAREREFFBNEZRYERK, RELLIIRRF NN
357 O Non-AMF £ T 0 Non-AMF
30r WAMF e d 25+ W AMF d e
c d £ %‘3 c b
@2 ) £ 20 b b
=0 4 1
Eﬂ 15f f@
& 10r & 10
sF 5
0" ¢cao CA2 CA4 CA6 07ca0  ca2  cas  cas
a P& b HERRER

E4 AMFBETRRRETERMEZRYHE P SEMHERSENHMN

PR RN (P >0.05), Hf& 5]/ SOD,  FEPEIEFI & ik 64.52 mg/g(1&15) .
POD (CAT {ifi ¥ 3 B A i ZH A2 #EH (P <0.05) JBENG 1 AL K P T DL H Y (MDA 55 5 114
TEAHIRIAF B RR U BE N IR 5 A0 L 5 B AT IR R AR A RF0R, 1 MDA 2R Ak Wz —. 1E
e, Bk 6 mmol/L 411 SOD itk CAT {fth 22 R A  HuEtr & RRMIE AL T, 5 CK 200 H, & vk B 20 531
23,2 mmol/L Al 4 mmol/L 411 3 FiHi A (LG MDA & HH R ERAN(P <0.05), 7EMFEFFERR
PEFT 6 mmol/L 41y POD YE M A R FEIRTL. WG WREET  BOA AR A Y 1 & 1 24 g 25K T 20t
AbFRAL S CK ZUAH L, 3 MR EEALN Y SOD 1EME4y  APERRAL, o & AL FRAL Y MDA 5 55 B 45 it i
PR 45.8% A41.0% 11.1% ;BG0FRF) POD AP R AR LIS — B AR, Forh CA4 + AM Al
TR CAT 31 5 CK 410 e th A e /ER CAG + AM 4 25 5 R K, =% MDA & &# 4> 5K
(P<0.05),3 MyREEAH Y POD & M43 #E i/ 0.37.0.34 wmol/g(S) .
86.6% .117. 1% .80.5. % ;3 MK IEALGIHG CAT B it
WEES R 125.3% 198.7% 42.1% (1 5) ,

AR SRR MDA EER 3.1 AMF BRERFLR AR EZ XS WA K
BB, 20 SR ARG R A AR Bk e
JIERES R IEA O, TESEAT IR IGO0 T, 5 CK AM R 5 3R R B R ZH Y A R 43t
AR, AU B B T S T P A AR KRB R K B X SR HLBRAR X
PIRAT BERRIER (P <0.05) . fEMIFFF IR BIUR'™ T ASIABOGE b —HAIESE TR AR BFFE 45
JET A A B A AT A PR R T A R B AR SRR A KR SRS, S
BERTHMATERA, BREOHAYS CKAAMH IR TR A Y m MR A &, H %
Pl , 5 MR B2 20 590 1) T v M 0 R R 98. 0% . APIEIR VR BE X EE & e AR R B AR A R X
172. 3% . 129. 3%, H.th CA4 + AM 20 & & ik (RS0 i e B et B e 8] 04 (2 A F S5 AR X85 55
12.03 mg/g; SWRBEAL B AR O & o mlde BERANEMER S Y A KR T, IS
75 189.2% ,190. 0% ,50. 1% ,HiHh CA4 + AM 41n]  FLUC A9 B (L 35X 5 T 909 7 25 X 25 1 A F 9% 4%
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e E 1600F -Eﬁ/rfF d
£ 1400 d d
< be S 5 1200 c
#1000 b
£ 800 ¢ b be
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= 400
g 200
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14 o Non-AMF o 700 maenAME ¢ 08 mAME
~ 12 WAMF c) ~ 0.7r b
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b b Eﬂ[ d 2 05
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MR FE BRI 1‘?%;@2’4‘2/)\%2
d. AT A = e EHEASE fRREE

H5 AVF BARERESBET LS LD SEHa BRSNS SR TNROMN

B BRI RE RSB T4 R 5, AMF 5
FEETRER A AL TR T, 5 T i 35 0 AR R AR &8 & B A
FRoTWS, AT RE 2 AM EL T I8 45 1 38K 23 6 BE R AR
BRI 58 A AR 55 2 B F AR 4 TR R A0 i B <, i
HA KR E BT AR BEAF B IR O A A [ Ao 2
WA IR LS MR A K EF 590
WEE AT DA AMEF 5ARER A B 7 5EFRK
RER T, R, He Rl AMF 538 Bk BE AT AE IR A
B TR R A7 AR R A5, 5 = AR R G 0, (R AR
RSB TC 2R A BE R, A2 E AR W AT O A AR
FH N I 4 2 5 i
3.2 AMF B4&- R BREAT AL B 3 % = 32 40 ¥ A
W Bl % M Ao i 5 R R YR

R A A 3 i Hp AN AT sl £ b 37 1) 45 3 5
I8 AEYIR AR AL B 2R S8 RS 3 R T SO AR
THERTE P B AR R e 0 ke S BA EEAE
FHEO o ARG Bt AN R AT AR B T AR 5 4 5 35 4
BT B I 1 I 4 0 R s R R AT A B Y
it (HEWREE R E TRAE JE 1R S A XUk 55 , vT B
EHTFEEEErFERSS HEP NSRS T
A 3o P B VE AR B A A A 5 ) —
MR T, AR T AMF 5P RRIK &
ARFR, A (P R T i 5 4R e AR SRR R

GG R IR 3G B B T P B, Klinsukon 253Ky,
AMF F)RE B AT 48 o e A 40 1 e Tt £ g 25 2
Wi TE AR TR AT, KB 2 M AMF
( Funneliformis mosseae F1 Glomus etunicatum ) Y3 0] L)
TR B L 8 i B AR A0y 1 05 38 R T i AL RE
VAR P R P 5 Cesaro S5 %2 B AML
MRS A (R 23 8 3 2 AR 2 A 4 4 WA ) FHB 3 30
WIS IN ARG 4 SR b RIS R i
1 7 HAIE, 7T WA AMF 558 B A AR v 5 AT
— & MRIVER A B THE B e A R GE I 58 35 FE
FRMER T

4 @

25 b, AMF I 508 B RE AT AR IR ] e — R P S
AR W AR Y R B IR AR KR AR e AR B
A AR, I, AMF 5iZ 4% (0 A7 HLIRIK 5 AT LA
SEAE R — BB X AR IR OR BRI T 5 A K
A3 ) A TP 75 JH 3 i 1 25 W A A 0 A K A
PR O I AR A AR i B i i AL A
SIS R TR P K RIS
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