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Effects of Ectanycorrhizal Fungi on Heavy M etal Speciation in Rhizophere of Pinus tabulaefomis Seedlings
HUANG Yi, L1 Ting, FEI Ying-heng (Deparment of Envirormental Sciences, Peking U niversity, Beijing 100871, China)
Abstract: Heavy metal geciation in the rhizogpheric il of Pinus tabulagfomis seedlingswas significantly influenced by
inoculation of ectomycorrhizal fungi Camparedwith CK, the inoculated rhizogpherewasmuch lowver in content of exchange-
able copper and cadmium, butmuch higher in content of organically bonded fom's, shawing a renarkable tendency of loose-
ly asociated foms trandoming into tightly asociated foms Ectomycorrhizae evidently decreased bioavailability of heavy
metal in the rhizogphere, and alleviated the damage of heavy metal o its host plant
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