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1. & U & (2

% DHEPIFRICE VLT =N A% 2 7 —FMRE (AM
W) EHELTED, ZOEAREZNLTHE»SRIFE LS
B RWINL TWa, AM B2 EZNICRDIEHINTE
7Dk, ZOHEEMY~O) YBIEEEEIICE W TTH
2. VYBIEIEICRE LT ZORZVBEMERD
L 72 D 97\ (Bieleski, 1973; Vance, 2001). #®D7:
&, HEICASHOZREARTY YIBZ WL L TRt
T2 AM W 1E, TEYORBELGRLNA F v AT D% h
2 2 LD E L (Hatting et al., 1973), 22§23
AEHLDSEERE L XL DR THE RSN T E % (Smith
and Smith, 2011). (E2>C b, HERLMEEE (B, i
&, 7 &) ORI EE (Cavagnaro, 2008; Pellegrino
and Bedini, 2014; Lehmann and Rillig, 2015), # & %
F (e APFIvLRE) OMEENH (Zhang et ol.,
2005; Smith et al., 2010; Tamayo et al., 2014), HZEMiT:
(Augé et al., 2015; Chitarra et al., 2016) =I5 H E LT
% (Borowicz, 2001; Garcia-Garrido and Ocampo, 2002;
Pozo and Azcén-Aguilar, 2007; Koricheva et al., 2009)
DGR E, AM MBS EZ RO 2 ERB I N
TEH, Inooter BEICENT I LT, R
7 & OEEIE T U, IFEY O SVE L AlifE O 1) i
L33 2 EDHIEEE NS (Berruti et al., 2016), ZD—J5
T, EBHELVTRBRING 2o DFHRKREDS, &
BROBSGTORBEINT LD, ZNEHBHENRED
DTIRENTV S, ERZEETHMNICIENT 2
EDQEBVECH N AT 2 2 LML v, MBI
WIROEEZ “A 2 210” L, Z0HMAM: L MfEssHEH
EAEHETHAEING Z LT, WIRETEA L 7B
BOREEIZOLER>TH EHIFTE S, KwXTIE, W
ROBERE %2 BRIV ISR 2 HIEIC DWW T, T E TORR
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ETREMEZ S5 DR Y, SEFEDOWHD SIFL T Do
TERMEGICE T 2EROEH L &, HREEYIC
5252 EDTELF-RAfifEICOWTHIL, 2O
EREFIEDP LT DD EEE RS,

2. BZICH T BER

WIS ICE T 2 M & E, BREZ ITERET 28I
i AMEOEGEHRTH 5. BICEGET 2 AME D
AN 22 TP BE 1% (Sanders and Sheikh, 1983; Bonfante-
Fasolo, 1984) % D 7 4 74 X — 7 (Kobae and
Hata, 2010) 7% £ 5, EMROEEEIX, "HRICERET 3
AM ORI D 2\ 13 Z2 D—BIRHD YA F I XL D
HLICRHT2E 0O THMELDEINR LD, LA 52
EDRTES. DD lem DROPITIZEFEHD AM HH
L T\ 2 2 E3H D (van Tuinen et al., 1998), Z#
5D DDBLEDEREIITH 2 DIEbTHEH (HiE
K 2 B ERADIZE 2 HIZ E) TL A 7%\ (Smith
and Read, 2008; Gutjahr and Parniske, 2013). 18 £Ik
FEPRL TR TH, FTRE (R 7)) Z21F> TR
DHIZEEEF 2TV IHLL, ZNHHE ) ) HKRE
RO Dh b 957> T/ (Smith and Read, 2008). %
Nz, Zokx ORERORIZEEN2 AM KD DNA 23
TA VB2 TN B ERIIIENTH 2. BIGHIHA 28 U
T, REVMONECMiEICEEL L 2 2 HROMER &I,
%R T—iIN % AM H OO THAENR ThHbHLEVR
5, 29 LERGZELT, lYLELKE AM HOILA
B, Bhwd HHEEEESA T AR, 2 L CEREER
OHFTED X HICHEFFS 1, BEBICHEIn w30
D, TNFEFTIREAETREINT I BT, BokTsy
A F 2y ZICBLT 2R L oBGEES, Z OBkl &
R HEBINETIL Ao/ 2 L%, MBICET5H
BoECHAE?S X CEETE TR KORE &£ v
Z5,

3. HiIROEEEZS

HROEEEZ K A 1213V DD DITIENSH 203, HoHh
DEKk7: AM B % &ED L )LD RN, 2% RN RR I %
O THRTWL DI X 2T, ZDOBRED LD 725 I13%4l
95,
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1) EBRELANILOERERR

T oL P2 EFEMY TR L, Bzl
72 AMEH OS2 B, &3V IEHEHOI vy 72 L
TREDOHEMY T 2. ZORE, BEMYICHEEL
TR (EEHECY VIRE ER 2 L) ZEHEiT 5 5
EBIECHVWSNTEL, INFTRITbNLIFEAED
FEBEMENT X C D HIRIC X 5. ER B o, BefEsh
RIFED Y A 7720 TR, fiWE, TIEERE, SREEE0
Rl BARERZZITTCRELSZMT 2 L0800 >C
£ D (Ijdo et al., 2011; Verbruggen et al., 2013; Berruti
et al., 2016), ZDIETHIE I NN, FEO
MG CHY A 7OEPERL TV 3MIch, I X9
FEL TWw3 I FEEIZ 7> (Plenchette et al., 1983).

2) BSICAMBEEEET 354K

TIEICER:, H 2 VIR LT R IR ED AM #
BEMZMZ, ZOEMANE (FICE) 254 % 51k
b5, LrLIOAETE, brolEGicws 2ok
BIHE)E U 72 1F AM B OREREDS W IR X (JEREREIX) T
T LT LE) 2Lz, L AME
DFEHEZ M D 2 135 D4 H L v (Rodriguez and
Sanders, 2015), L22L, O AEEZHE TS5 I &5,
FERD X 5 ICINEIZ I S 721 T K INHEY) O VE A
HEANDZAL R EICHEHT S 2 LT, WEGICHEMEL 72 AM
HOBEEND LI OTRSIIRINDODH 3,

FXFOBEETIHEREZITI LHVLLDPELEL B\
O, BHRBRICEHET 20— RNTH S, ZOE M
ICAM B 2B/ % 2 LT, EiliE2REA2RICEEE
ICEH ST I EMNTE, BAX CTIIERMAIE UER &
L THP T\ (Tawaraya et al., 2012). ¥ v v ¥ 313
10~30cm DF % 1ICHi L TR < & Z D fHPHICAER &
Bz ¢ 5. BIRIBE#E L 72 AM W (Rhizophagus
irregularis) DBFRICF v v P XD #R L, BhENic
SRR 2 EEIAA TSRS & (12,500 propagules/
), BMIRoWNEZMINE 2 2 &2TE % (Ceballos
et al., 2013). Ml L & WIEEWIBFE DG, HEMEEM OfE
FMRDPEEREEM D 2 A+ 2 WA AN R Bk e L
THEZ 615 (Vosatka et al., 2013), ¥ A4 X Lt ofE
LR L 72 AME (R. clarus) I2E— TR LBEK
LZ2Eoe - HE TR LUIERET 2 2 & T, R
INEZEDH D ZEBTED (Cely et al., 2016), IETI
o ESFICHER LM ELT, b2 AME
(6 FDEA) &L bIc3EMER L, WS T2E, R
KDV T VBEROBINICMA, fEihe L TOEPLE
T2 (EHEOLDHS) L oHEEdd % (Bona et al.,
2016a). AM B OEEFEIC X D A F T OUEB L 2 X DB
DSV DS E T B Z L E, ENT AM BB M B
WoEZ AT ) AT, HotBER SO AETH b
NnTw3 Dr ¥ avy ) —2X : http//www.greenjapan.
co.jp/soil_drking.htm)., L2 L %235, BEfIC X > TH
B o EA I N7 AM W OBV BHELL T 2Dl %<

DEG, LPEAMERELO THh BB ATY
% (Tawaraya, 2003; Plenchette et al., 2005).

3) TEEMEY DERIE

R R oI AM OB EFEEZMZ 2 2 £ T, AM
WO Z HERICHEPCT 2 L TE, ZORR%HE
W2 EDTES, ZIUFEEFERN O RPN %2 F 5
LREBMETIIHZD, ELOTHEBWNARY 7u—F
Th 5, THIfEIC X 2 1E AM HOHTHORLE (1B 1ED K
QRIS X DI ) & TRIEDINESLESTRIN, & DBIfF
6, AMBEORBEZHNT 2. HEd & ok,
fEEH & DORIGIT R TINEIE 25580 5 1 (Arihara and
Karasawa, 2000; Karasawa, 2004), Ml Z TV v T
bHHE & & % (Oka et al., 20105 /AR &, 20145 KK
5, 2015). L2 L, ZIICIXfEHIZEL 72 AM HD %k
THMLRREIEENTE D, £RFEBRUNDORIED & F
NTwztEZ6NS, 0RO, ERROTCHE S
NDWERDO BN LE ZD 2 ) v MiE, Mohkz
flio THAES N2 8D H 5.

4) HEH D ZRKH

MY DOUCERLEPEME 2 E HIC R AR T Wil ic AM H
DHEBEZ KD B D TIE R, YO XD Z Tk
O 2HELH 2 (Araim et al., 2009). ¥ < %X I1Z AM
REMETLLE, BEEL TRV E ZICHRTESY 2V Bl
(F73V) 7TV EDFEICLERMIND K I I
7% % (Rozpadek et al., 2016), LEY N—LA, vV a7
LY RON—T7IC AM B2 /T 2 &, FEICHRE
M E2¥>7 = /7 —VWEHD%  E1 S 5 (Engel
et al., 2016). —XN#M DGR, HEEX, WHHWOAETH
AT =Y DWERZTL0, I RNHYOERE
2, AM IHOEMIC X 2B REEDFRELC 2 LkDb
ED W, EEVBSBHETH L, LarLl, AL VEoN
CNDOEERICAM W2 EMET 5 L, ROBEL NN F
v AR ED) 2 ERSHIRYE (v X~V VBE) H3
% EEENS 2 LD 6 (Srivastava et al., 2016), D7z
CEH ot <ld, AMBEEET 5 LT X
WY DA L FERDREDOHMICTEEINSE LEZL LN
%, —HT, B35 00WHE, bbby LY
¥ (Medicago truncatula : < A8, A7 7+ rearzvyy
(Veronica chamaedrys : 3= ) NJH R, ARXX /) B %
Y7 (Poa annua : 4 *F}), A 274432 (Plantago
major), ~7 %4432 (Plantago lanceolata) 2[R U AM
(R. irregularis) Z ML, i LD X % R v — LT
ZiTH &, ZNEFNOMY ORI RN LY — v
NG T EW4rDro 7z (Schweiger et al., 2014). & A 2
TAFNTENTFF NI L) IEZBOMEMFETH > T
b, MUAMBEOBERICH L TREZBEEZRT I
5, WY& AM EHOHEERAD &4 U 2 YO 2 E)
I3 HEL % F P T B (Schweiger et al., 2014) 7>, & %
Wi, F—DAME & 3w 2 2 DN - RFENELENS
HEMEIXE < (Munkvold et al., 2004; Sanders and Rodri-
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guez, 2016), TN LR % 5] kI ATREMEDS
H5b.

INETOWIRIE, INEHE VI HICRZ 2 BRI
WRT2HED, AM WEREIC X > TR LTV 2 fli 4
HHrR BT LT E RS H S, DO AM Wz
o 2 BB B VLT, RIS X > TSR
Wb t%E2 %L, BEMNIHEL AMBEPEET S
M5 ClE, S OICHERTRAIDBERED I L T 2 IHEME
DIE,

) FETETILD 5 DFE

EROH O BN ZFEEEIE S T &, MYV EEZ N
L CRIBRN 220 RINE T\, —EDINEIE 5155
fF, 20X Eolifiz A&z FHITER
X, ERZIEH T2 E08TES, BETEETLEY
BT BRBIB A 27 A S, 2ol L)
A[H8IC 7 20 L7\ (Plenchette et al., 2005). Bk
ZIGR L T HYIE, ZDOKEHTD Y vk E RO ET
6 (EEREE) Tlxx <, AMEZN LT (BRI &
IN$ % X 9127 % (Pearson and Jakobsen, 1993; Smith
et al., 2003, 2004). Z DY) VBRI R EICE D 5 T
WAHHEYDY VL 7 AR =Y —BIET R EDHKBL
ROV, EREBELSHEL TR ELE2RT DD —
A —& 7% % (Smith and Smith, 2011; Garcia et al., 2016;
Sawers et al., 2017). F< bD R v FEETIZ, AM
T 52 LT, REOEXNBEEELET OB
07 7 A NVICEBO 6N, TNVE IV ETANRTF Y
EEPINT 5 2 &3S S 7z (Salvioli et al., 2012).
H BB C IR I R 0 2 IRE R (A XY ev
) DEHEAL S 1, KB IR NDIRPLIEL TS L %
(Sanchez-Bel et al., 2016). b7 Ew 2> DGR T
&, BRI ) THROBEERE T 7 7 A VICEEL 5
ZEVRTUT A= LENTIZE DRENT W% (Bona et al.,
2016b). L22L7%h36, 9 LZLIREROKEZ X
ML Tw3EEZLNEDDD, ZIUIRSN/EMHICE
WTThY, 5DEIAMGITET 5 EIRIEAEDE®EN 72
v=A—L3BohVwEAL), ZH) L —h—%zF5
121, AM B OBEREZ R % L& 2 65 N~ DZAk
S, B AM EP 305 AMEOBREEE HbET, &
BRUESCAREDORL 2480y CRINMAE I L 4
Wb b, FITEHERBINLEEOTHET—F 2B LI,
MatgT 2479 2 & T, BERZAERFIHTE 2 G H%%
ETADLTFHMTE 0D Lk,

4. BISOAMBEDEAFI v 7 65HEE "RA51L” §5

W35 DR ITITEISIVICE A AMESIEREL TE D,
N0 OBEREOEMVBBHTHSL I LEHEZ S L
(Kobae and Fujiwara, 2014; Kobae et al., 2016), M50
WRTIEAMEPAILRD D LR D, RIIIET T
2B EREL COEIRGBTES (K1), £7,
AM HO—ET, & 20 —HADE RS EZ N L

T\ % (van der Heijden et al., 2015). AM & D i % %
itz K729, BENICER2280ME b (BELE
R ~5wahY)4) (Sanders and Croll, 2010; Ropars
et al., 2016), ZN5IXERNZHEIC (H D VIFRHD
Bz B Ebb. ZNZTNOMITREL BT
BIZFEL (Young, 2015), &G L 7 [H-— DY E W T
SR LR EZRT T EWEBNIRIN TS (An-
gelard et al., 2010). % 9 \>>7: AM B DEIGMN, HEAEM
R Z, TP L > CH 2 ER TS5, AMEDO—F
Me R 2 EYMHEICERET 2 L, ZNFNOEETEL
LZERBMAZRTZ T TR, AMBEOEEFHIZT 2
2 EDr o T\ % (Angelard et al., 2014), HRIZJEG L
TWw3 AM WO ML, WY oRESRLE, EHAT—Y
X > TH 21T % (Ehinger et al., 2009). & 5 ITIFAR
(HIE, e, &Ko), 88 (b, &) 2ot
BREETRIA o R A O #RBSE I (e, B, BREE) 1c k-
THEEN, H2WIdHEY%HE L CHENICELEZT 5
(Smith and Read, 2008; Verbruggen and Kiers, 2010)
(B1). PEALIE AR 1 X WIHE 22 1 258 R 232 (Smith
and Read, 2008) & S§bNTlE\ 275, HWFEIGE 2L
ROBEMHH 2L (Pivato et al., 2007), % I THET %
AMBEORA 2 I ENTPRING, 20710, Wiz iR
ETBMETIE, HIfERZ T TR HEBERLZEL T, AM
WOBIEM, BRI Z L EZ R T Twa EFEZ o
5.

AT v 7T WO ERERE 2 512, &£
D& REMET, EOLI)BEREIEEINTVLD0
Z, “AMBEZ &7 I “HL XL THRARXTWL 2 EF
W7 7a—FThs, HMAEMIIE, BEBORTHEIL T
W 2 EARBERE ICBE L -0 B 5 ik AM EES T O iR
HPEY) (mRNA) %, —D D AM B D RRGEA Z L1c#lR
52ET, 20707 7 A NREHL L6 AM B Z
ECRZLIEMEMETE S (K1), R2VKE LidEid
WREERZFARDE 2 EHEL Wi, REDHEH/NS 7
FXREDTY)REYMNETIEETVE L THEL A,
FHELDOINFTTOMAT, —HARICHET 2 AMED
&GN (infection unit) OEE T-FIENTNTE 2 X 9
IZ% > T3 CRIER), REGREEC 1R, B E
EDE D4 T TIER 5 T, RGOS TR
ZHFRD LT, INFTHMINTE L > EIRD Y A
Sy VBT AL AR I A Z LT E B, [FRFIC
ZORRER X 2, LT 2%200FIE LOoFRA v FHAL
FTORZTL AL TE S, I SICREDEBEDFTIC
HYER AM HOEBET2RETEUL, ZDEHRITIR
I LEZW AL AT E 2 TREEDH 5.

5. BIROIJOLBENSRAB L

WG EB 2 ERERE 2T 2720, Rlc—>—>D
WoOBEL Z OB ICEH T 28I, INFET, ERD
YER DS T Tl 7 LA BERE DRI A E 2 & Vv 9



INNE @ 7= N R ¥ 27 —ERILAE DM BT 2 EEBE - filifE 261

- lE

 %@§:
B

. \‘ \ %
(BERAERK)

1 M5B 5 EIRERE D FEBIRLE

DoIML SN I EDRGI LA, B OEM 7 AM
WO “HA 2107 T35I121%, 5DEIABPEL T
B—D—DDWHEY =7y FIT 5T LD, WMEE»OEE
I Z DIRREZIRZ B Z LN TEB EEAZDLTH B,
FHE, WRCRE S D BN EREDs, B EEET
HoED, HEVIFTCIFHEHTELZLEETZO0D
Fwv, FIREAD BN 2RO AEQTH 5D 1
ZOAFy T ay bz zUID L, 2k
TP D KR FEC I DM EICH D 5 2 LIFTE R
Vo, RRIRFI 7 FRAT S0 % ik T 13 % (o 7o KBUBE 2 F 23,
X DREE OB OEEBE O FEARICIZLTEE S S .

HARBERE DY B A BB O A ELQTH S L\ W
&, IS B T BHEPEDRINA = XL EH SHT LW
WAL Z 5 I ERRBICIER L cw. REICE T Y
DEWIN L 1%, Z ZITHTR S T 2 541k 1
B X o TafRs i, U R D DY) O e
EERDOARY =V ERAT 2 X912, BRI ORENIC

I N MELREERE 2L 2 b0 L PHTE S (H
FE, 1997). %7 AM B EST 2 IRTIE, HLAEME
STV L5 EWIHI S 5 T2y FICIREL, ML X
NTHEDT 7N ET L =BT RIEATT 6T
% (Etemadi et al., 2014; Couzigou et al., 2017). ZH3
BB TE R FEHERE , D —>TH B0 b Lk, 2
NECT, AMWOHETE (74 754 7)) IZFHEIT 0k
WY DEFWIDTIN Stz 2 &3 et o 7o, IR L
NVTEDTIA7H A 7V E2AFEL, HEDHEEZRA
TWLHT, INFETIEEALBIINTEXL, HEGD
SRR & DB D 7 D3 D 12 X 2 Y D # 5y I
BefE7s, BHOICTESZ DTl R EIfFT 2,

B AT L 2o —E%, JST-ACCEL D
XEICE DT, BERENE L Y Y — D RKEE
+, FAEEL, MRS I AR R TR
7o, TTUCEILUEHH L B3,
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