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Abstract

:

Fine roots are essential for terrestrial biogeochemical cycles. Mycorrhizal fungi’s functions in regulating the uptake of carbon (C), nitrogen (N), and phosphorus (P) in plants are increasingly being recognized. However, the influence of mycorrhizae on Chinese plants’ fine-root stoichiometry has not been considered. Herein, 772 plants with identified mycorrhizal types were divided into arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) and ectomycorrhizal (ECM) types to investigate the differences in their fine-root stoichiometry and their driving factors. The results showed that the AM and ECM fine-root stoichiometries were significantly different (p < 0.001; p < 0.05). The AM plants’ fine-root stoichiometry was mainly affected by the soil environment (8.76–90.12%), while ECM plants were more sensitive to climatic factors (23.51–52.41%). Further analysis showed that the mean annual temperature (MAT) was significantly correlated with AM plants’ fine-root C and P and ECM plants’ fine-root N and P. Mean annual precipitation (MAP) was significantly correlated with all AM plants’ fine-root elements (p < 0.01) but was only negatively correlated with ECM fine-root P. It was concluded that the mycorrhizal type affects the response of the fine-root stoichiometry to climate and soil variations. Therefore, the mycorrhizal effect deserves attention when studying the relationship between plant nutrient uptake and environmental changes.
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1. Introduction


Ecological stoichiometry refers to the balance between various chemical elements in ecological interactions and organisms and is a method used to study the carbon (C), nitrogen (N), and phosphorus (P) concentrations of plants. The study of ecological stoichiometry is helpful for us to have a better understanding of ecosystem functions and the nutrient cycle. C, N, and P are the three most basic elements of plant life activities. C is a key structural factor in plants, and N and P are vital components of proteins and nucleic acids, which are also effective indicators of plant growth restriction in soil [1]. Thus, N and P are widely used to predict plant nutrient restriction [2,3] and the response to environmental stress [4]. C:N:P stoichiometry can reflect nutrient restriction in plants, which is a crucial index of nutrient decomposition [5]. Many studies have focused on the response of the leaf C:N:P stoichiometry to environmental changes at regional scales [6,7]; however, little is known about the fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry.



Fine roots are an important means for forest ecosystems to obtain nutrients, and their state changes are closely related to the C and N cycles in these ecosystems [8,9]. The fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry is a crucial factor affecting plant growth and soil nutrient concentrations, and it can reflect the utilization of plant nutrients and the adaptability of plants to environmental changes [10]. The mean annual temperature (MAT) and mean annual precipitation (MAP) affect the elemental concentrations in plants by changing their distribution and structure, which are two vital climatic factors that affect species’ stoichiometric patterns [11,12,13]. Because fine roots are very sensitive to environmental changes, it is crucial to understand the biogeochemical cycles to study fine roots’ C:N:P stoichiometric characteristics and their responses to the MAT, MAP, and soil environment. Many previous studies have explored the relationships between fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry and the climate, soil nutrients, and plant functional groups [14,15], but whether different mycorrhizae influence the fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry has rarely been considered.



Mycorrhizae, the most extensive symbiosis between plant roots and soil mycorrhizal fungi [16,17], play a crucial role in maintaining biogeochemical cycles and ecosystem functions [18]. Most plants can coexist with mycorrhizal fungi to improve water and nutrient acquisition [19], especially in arbuscular mycorrhizae (AM) and ectomycorrhizae (ECM) [16]. In recent years, more and more studies have found that the functions of AM and ECM are different in ecosystems. Zhang et al. (2018) showed that ECM plants, which usually grow in poor soil, use nutrients more conservatively at a local or global scale [20]. Phillips et al. (2013) found that AM and ECM plants differ in their changing soil carbon and nutrient cycles [21]. Liu et al. (2020) found that AM and ECM caused differences in typical forest and swamp plant leaves’ C, N, and P stoichiometric characteristics in the Greater Khingan Mountains [22]. However, it remains to be explored whether the mycorrhizal types affect the responses of the fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry to environmental changes at the Chinese national level.



China has a large-scale climate gradient, which essentially includes all plant types in the world [23,24]. Therefore, China provides an ideal place to study the effects of climate, soil, plant types, and mycorrhizal types on fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry. However, are the responses of plants’ fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry to environmental change related to the mycorrhizal types in China? In this study, the differences in AM and ECM plants’ fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry were analyzed in China, and the responses of AM and ECM plants’ nutrient uptake to environmental changes were investigated. Based on this, the following hypotheses were proposed: (1) plants’ fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry varies with the mycorrhizal type; (2) the effect of the mycorrhizal type on plants’ fine-root stoichiometry is related to the climate or soil environment.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Data Compilation


In this study, the fine-root C, N, and P concentrations in plants and the environmental data of each plant, such as the mean annual temperature (MAT), mean annual precipitation (MAP), soil pH, and soil nutrients (C, N, and P concentrations), were obtained from the database built by Wang et al. (2019) [25]. We referred to Wang et al.’s (2006) [26], Hempel et al.’s (2013) [27], and Shi et al.’s (2020) [28] published literature to identify the mycorrhizal types of each species in the database and established a new database named the AM and ECM Plants Fine-Root C:N:P Stoichiometry Database in China, which contains the mycorrhizal types. First, it was ensured that all species in the database were not fertilized plants or potted or greenhouse plants. Second, we used a fine root diameter of <2 mm. Finally, considering the effect of the soil depth on fine-root nutrients, we selected the C, N, and P concentrations of the fine roots in the upper layer of 0–20 cm in the literature.



In the database, we classified 772 plants into AM and ECM types. AM and ECM plants were divided into herbaceous plants and woody plants according to their growth types to reveal whether the differences in AM and ECM plants’ fine-root stoichiometry were related to the growth types. According to the growth characteristics and leaf shapes, plant types were further divided into trees, shrubs, graminoids, forbs, and conifers. Climatic factors included the mean annual temperature (MAT) and mean annual precipitation (MAP), and soil factors included the soil pH and C, N, and P concentrations. We explored the differences in AM and ECM plants’ fine-root stoichiometry and the effects of the plant types, climatic factors, and soil factors on them. According to the statistics, there were 564 AM plants in the database, including 118 trees, 79 shrubs, 358 herbs, and 9 lianas. There were 202 ECM plants, which included 191 trees, 11 shrubs, and 6 herbaceous plants. Because lianas are neither herbaceous nor woody and were few in number, they could not be classified as a subgroup. Please refer to Supplementary Data S1 for specific data.




2.2. Statistical Analysis


The differences in fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry between AM and ECM plants were analyzed by the Mann–Whitney U test. The differences in herbaceous and woody plants were analyzed in the same way. Under different mycorrhizal types, variation partitioning analysis (VPA) was conducted using the R software package “vegan”. VPA analysis separates the total variances explained by different factors (climate, soil environment, plant types) into the independent effect of each factor and interactive effect of all factors. To better demonstrate the results, we performed a logarithmic transformation to test the relationship between environmental factors and fine-root stoichiometry in AM and ECM plants. Then, stepwise multiple regression analysis (SMR) was used to establish the relationship between environmental factors (MAT, MAP, soil pH, C, N, P concentration) and fine-root stoichiometry. We compared the R2 of the best multiple regression model to evaluate the most influential environmental factors. All statistical analyses were conducted using the SPSS software (2012, ver. 22.0; SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA) and R version 2.15.2 (The R Project for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria).





3. Results


3.1. Differences in AM and ECM Plants’ Fine-Root C:N:P Stoichiometry


The C concentration of AM plants’ fine roots was 443.43 mg g−1 (Figure 1a), which was obviously lower than that of ECM plants (475.54 mg g−1). The N and P concentrations of AM plants were 12.05 mg g−1 and 1.01 mg g−1 (Figure 1b,c), which were higher than those of ECM plants (9.89 mg g−1 and 0.95 mg g−1, respectively). AM and ECM plants’ fine-root C:N and C:P also changed with fine-root C, N, P (Figure 1d,e). The C:N (69.16 mg g−1) and C:P (757.97 mg g−1) of ECM plants were higher than those of AM plants (43.04 mg g−1, 565.54 mg g−1). In our observations, the fine-root N:P of AM and ECM plants did not show a significant difference (Figure 1f).




3.2. Fine-Root C:N:P Stoichiometry in AM and ECM Plants Was Different under Different Life Forms


AM and ECM plants were further divided into woody and herbaceous plants (Figure 2). The result indicated that the fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry, under different mycorrhizal types, was closely linked to the plant life type. For fine-root C, C:N, and N:P in AM and ECM plants, there were prominent differences in both herbaceous and woody plants (Figure 2a,d,f), and the fine-root C and C:N in ECM plants (465.20 mg g−1, 476.50 mg g−1) was higher than that in AM plants (Figure 2a,d,f). However, the differences in the N concentration between AM and ECM plants were caused by woody plants, and the N concentration of AM woody plants was higher (1.61 mg g−1). It could be seen that the differences in fine-root C:P between AM and ECM plants were caused by herbaceous plants (Figure 2e). However, the P concentrations of AM and ECM plants had no connection with the plant life forms (Figure 2c). It was concluded that the plant life forms were the main factors leading to the N and C:P differences between AM and ECM plants.




3.3. Relative Effects of Climate, Soil, and Plant Types on the AM and ECM Fine-Root C:N:P Stoichiometry


We further analyzed the relative effects of the climate, soil environment, and plant types on AM and ECM plants’ fine-root stoichiometry to identify the factors that had the greatest relative influence on plant nutrient uptake. The climatic factors, soil environment, and plant types explained 17.64–90.26% and 2.43–61.10% of the AM and ECM plants’ fine-root elemental traits, respectively (Figure 3). The independent effects of the soil environment on the AM fine-root C, N, P, and C:N were greater than those of climatic factors (2.73–11.28%) and plant types (−0.02–3.89%) (Figure 3a–d). Only fine-root C:P and N:P in AM plants were most sensitive to climate (23.86–37.81%), and the independent effect of climate (15.46–16.20%) was similarly greater than those of soil factors (3.77–9.11%) and plant types (−0.91–1.66%). The independent effect of climate explained 27.52%, 37.81%, 23.51%, 52.41%, and 50.88% of ECM plants’ fine-root N, P, C:N, C:P, and N:P, respectively (Figure 3b–f), which was greater than the independent effect of the soil environment (2.73–11.28%) and plant type (−0.91–1.17%). However, only the fine-root C in ECM plants was mainly affected by the soil environment (5.45%) (Figure 3a).




3.4. Climate and Soil Environment’s Influences on AM and ECM Plants’ Fine-Root C:N:P Stoichiometry


The C, N, P concentrations and their ratios in the fine roots showed the same or opposite patterns with the changes in climate (MAT, MAP) and soil (pH, C, N, P concentrations) (Figure 4a–i). The MAT, MAP, and soil pH explained 3.6%, 6.7%, and 13% of the fine-root C variation in AM plants, respectively (Table S1), while ECM plants’ fine-root C had no linear relationship with MAT, MAP, and soil pH (Figure 4a,d,g). There were also significant differences between AM and ECM plants’ fine-root N. Fine-root N in AM plants decreased significantly with the increasing MAP, while it had no obvious relationship with MAT and soil pH (Figure 4b,e,h). Fine-root N in ECM plants was negatively correlated with MAT (Figure 4b). AM and ECM plants’ fine-root P significantly decreased with the increasing MAT and MAP (Figure 4c,f). MAT explained more changes in ECM plants’ P, while MAP explained more changes in AM plants (Table S1). In addition, the P concentration of AM plants was positively correlated with the soil pH (Figure 4i). Only the AM fine-root C:N was negatively correlated with the soil pH (Figure S1g). Both AM and ECM fine-root C:P increased with the increasing MAT and MAP (Figure S1b,e, and the interpretation rate of fine-root C:P in ECM plants was higher than that in AM plants (Table S1). Fine-root N:P also showed the same pattern (Figure S1c,f), but MAT explained more changes in AM plants’ fine-root N:P, and MAP explained more changes in ECM plants (Table S1). The P, C:N, C:P, and N:P of AM plants increased with the increasing soil P, C:N, C:P, and N:P, respectively (Figure 5a,d–f), and P, C:P, and N:P in ECM plants also demonstrated the same pattern with soil nutrients (Figure 5a,e,f). Although the variation trends were consistent, there were differences in the interpretation rate between AM and ECM plants (Table S2).




3.5. Stepwise Regression Analysis of Fine-Root C, N, P and Climate and Soil Environment in AM and ECM Plants


Figure 3 proves that the climate and soil environment were the main factors affecting AM and ECM plants’ fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry. The R2 of fine-root C in AM plants was 12.9%, which indicated that there were 12.9% changes in the response variable because of changes in the combination of MAP and soil pH. Soil pH, in these two control variables, was the most profound (50.27%, p < 0.001), while MAP was a secondary factor (49.74%, p < 0.01). The variation in AM plant N was 8.6%, mainly due to MAT (30.27%, p < 0.01), MAP (52.90%, p < 0.01), and soil pH (16.73%, p < 0.01). For ECM plants, the R2 of fine-root N was 18.7%, which was higher than in AM plants. The variation in ECM plants’ fine-root N was mainly attributed to MAT (25.11%, p < 0.05), MAP (47.76%, p < 0.05), soil pH (22.58%, p < 0.05), and soil C (4.55%, p < 0.05). The stepwise regression equation of fine-root P in AM plants screened three significant influencing factors, namely MAP (37.22%, p < 0.01), soil N (27.26%, p < 0.01), and soil P (25.51%, p < 0.01). Among the three significant influencing factors, MAP and soil P are particularly crucial, and this is also consistent with the results of Figure 4c and Figure 5c. The fine-root P in ECM plants was explained by a set of factors including MAT (43.41%, p < 0.01), MAP (19.82, p < 0.01), soil pH (32.77%, p < 0.01), and soil P (3.40%, p < 0.01). MAP played an important role in predicting fine-root N, P, C:N, and C:P in AM plants (52.90%, 37.22%, 62.82%, 42.72%), while MAT was the greatest factor in predicting fine-root P (43.41%), C:P (67.91%), and N:P (59.82%) in ECM plants.





4. Discussion


The responses in terms of plant growth and development to environmental changes varied with the mycorrhizal types [29]. Shi et al. (2012) pointed out that mycorrhizae can not only affect the response of the forest ecosystem to climatic changes, but also participate in the C and P cycles in the ecosystem [30]. Vargas et al. (2010) showed that the response of the CO2 flux to temperature and precipitation changes in ecosystems was closely linked to the mycorrhizal types and plant types. AM plants were sensitive to precipitation and ECM plants were mainly affected by the temperature [31]. These studies highlight the vital role of mycorrhizae in plant growth. Therefore, in our research, we evaluated the differences in fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry and the effects of the climate, soil environment, and plant types on them under different mycorrhizal types.



Liu et al. (2020) found that fine-root C was not only related to life types but also to mycorrhizal types in the Greater Khingan Mountains [22]. The fine-root C in ECM plants was higher than in AM plants, which also led to the lower C:N and C:P of AM plants. The results were consistent with our research (Figure 1a,d,e). The fine-root N, P, and N:P of AM plants were higher than those of ECM plants (Figure 1b,c,f). Previous studies also exhibited that ectomycorrhiza, in terms of plant nutrient uptake, was more conservative than arbuscular mycorrhizae, so ECM plants had lower N and P concentrations [25,32]. The differences in the AM and ECM fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry were also related to the life types. Ning et al. (2017) found that woody plants’ fine-root C was much higher than that of herbaceous plants when they explored plant leaves and fine-root C:N:P stoichiometries in the Horqin Sand Land [32]. Wright et al. (2004) found that the leaf N concentration per unit mass in herbaceous plants was greater than that in trees and shrubs [33]. Han et al. (2005) [24] and Tian et al. (2021) [34] found that the concentrations of N and P were obviously different among various groups. The N and P concentrations of herbaceous plants were significantly higher than those in woody plants, because fast-growing plants needed more N and P than slow-growing plants [35]. In this study, the AM plants were mostly herbaceous plants, while the ECM plants were mostly woody plants (Figure 2). The C and C:N of AM fine roots were significantly lower than those of ECM plants, especially woody plants (Figure 2a,d). The N, P, and N:P of AM herbaceous plants were higher than those of ECM herbaceous plants (Figure 2b,c,f), which supported the conclusions of the above studies.



Many previous studies have considered the effects of climate and latitude on plant nutrient uptake [36], but they have rarely considered the role of mycorrhizal types. In our research, we were the first to analyze the effects of the climate, soil environment, and plant type on the fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry in AM and ECM plants. Ågren (2008) suggested that C, as a structural element of plants, has strong stability [37]. Chen et al. (2018) also showed that the C concentration of fine roots was not affected by the soil environment. However, the results of our research showed that both AM and ECM plants’ fine-root C was affected by the soil environment (Figure 3a) [15], especially in AM plants. We attribute this inconsistency to the fact that the previous studies focused on local areas rather than the full spectrum of ecosystems in China. The fine-root N, P, and C:N in AM plants were mainly affected by the soil environment (soil pH, C, N, P) (Figure 3b–d), while ECM fine-root N, P, C:N, C:P, and N:P were more sensitive to climatic factors (MAT, MAP) (Figure 3b–f). This may be related to the characteristics of the host plants and the soil where they were distributed. For example, AM mycorrhizal types were mainly distributed in the tropics, while ECM plants were mainly growing in the temperate zone [38]. Due to a lack of relevant research, the specific reasons need to be further explored.



Our results showed that climate and soil factors had the greatest influence on AM and ECM plants (Figure 3). Therefore, under different mycorrhizal types, we further studied the relationships between the fine-root elements and MAT and MAP. In our study, fine-root C, C:P, and N:P in AM plants were positively correlated with MAT and MAP (Figure 4a and Figure S1B,C), but negatively correlated with N and P (Figure 4b,c). However, only fine-root P, C:P, and N:P in ECM plants changed significantly with MAT and MAP (Figure 4c,f and Figure S1B,C). Our stepwise multiple regression analysis showed that MAP had a stronger effect on the C, N, P, C:N, and C:P of AM plants than ECM plants (Table 1), and the fine-root C, P, C:P, and N:P in ECM plants had stronger sensitivity to MAT changes (Table 1). This supported previous studies showing that AM plants were more sensitive to MAP changes, while MAT had the greatest influence on ECM plants [30,39]. In addition, Shi et al. (2012, 2021) obtained similar findings when studying the relationship between mycorrhizal types and leaf stoichiometry [39,40]. The fine root, as one of the plant organs, also showed the same patterns.



Both the soil pH and soil nutrients are vital factors that can affect plants’ nutrient absorption [26,35,41,42]. Our results showed that the fine-root C, P, C:N, C:P, and N:P of AM plants were correlated with the soil pH, while those of ECM plants were not. This was contrary to a previous study that indicated that ectomycorrhizal plants were more sensitive to changes in soil pH [43]. This may have been caused by differences in species composition [44], and the specific reasons remain to be studied. Previous studies found that the C concentration in fine roots was not correlated with soil C, while P, C:N, and C:P in the fine roots were correlated with corresponding soil nutrients [15]. Our results were consistent with this study, as only fine-root P, C:P, and N:P in AM and ECM plants were positively correlated with the corresponding soil nutrients. This was related to the fact that AM and ECM plants have different N and P acquisition strategies [45]. In addition, this may also be related to the distribution of mycorrhizal fungi. AM plants tend to live in areas where N is abundant but P is deficient, while ECM plants tend to be distributed in areas where N is deficient [46,47].



Our study not only clarified the role of mycorrhizae in fine-root C, N, and P absorption, but also explored the responses of different mycorrhizal fine-root C, N, and P to MAT, MAP, soil pH, and C, N, and P concentrations. Many previous studies have also explored the relationship between the fine roots and soil layers, latitude, elevation, and soil communities [48,49]. The data that we had access to only included MAT, MAP, soil pH, and C, N, and P concentrations, so the influence of other soil factors, such as soil texture and soil type, on the fine-root stoichiometry remains to be explored. At the same time, in addition to the most widely studied C, N, and P, K, as the second most abundant element in plant photosynthesis, also deserves our attention [50].




5. Conclusions


There were differences in AM and ECM plants’ fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry in China. Fine-root N, P, and N:P were significantly increased by AM plants, while the C concentration was decreased. The effects of plant types, climatic factors, and the soil environment on fine-root C, N, and P varied with the mycorrhizal type. Although the variation trends of fine-root N, C:P, and N:P in AM and ECM plants were consistent with those of MAT, MAP, and soil pH, they also showed great differences depending on the mycorrhizal types. AM plants were more sensitive to MAP changes. In summary, our results confirm that the responses of fine-root C:N:P stoichiometries to environmental changes differ between AM and ECM plants in China.
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Figure 1. Differences in concentrations of C (a), N (b), P (c), C:N (d), C:P (e), and N:P (f) between arbuscular and ectomycorrhizal plants’ fine roots. The red line denotes the median, the two white lines denote the 95% confidence interval, and the mean value is marked below. “ns” indicates that the difference is not significant. * p < 0.05; *** p < 0.001. 
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Figure 2. Differences in fine-root C (a), N (b), P (c), C:N (d), C:P (e), and N:P (f) in woody and herbaceous plants associated with arbuscular and ectomycorrhiza. The red line denotes the median and the two white lines denote the 95% confidence interval. The number of samples is at the top, and the average is at the bottom. “*”, “**”, “***”, respectively, indicate a significant difference when p < 0.05, p < 0.01, p < 0.001, while “ns” indicates no significance. 
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Figure 3. Results of variation partitioning analysis for the effects (R2, %) of climate, soil, and plant type on AM and ECM plants’ fine-root C (a), N (b), P (c), C:N (d), C:P (e), N:P (f), where red font represents AM plants and black font represents ECM plants. The red, green, and blue circles represent the independent effects of climate, soil, and plant types, respectively, and their interactions. 
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Figure 4. Trends in arbuscular mycorrhizal and ectomycorrhizal plants’ fine-root C:N:P stoichiometry along MAT (a–c), MAP (d–f), and soil pH (g–i) gradients in China. The orange triangles represent AM plants and the black hollow circles represent ECM plants. The orange lines represent AM plants and the black lines represent ECM plants. The p-values are indicated at the top of each chart. 
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Figure 5. Correlations between the arbuscular mycorrhizal and ectomycorrhizal plants’ fine-root C (a), N (b), P(c), C:N (d), C:P (e), N:P (f) and the corresponding soil C:N:P stoichiometry. The orange triangles represent AM plants and the black hollow circles represent ECM plants. The orange lines represent AM plants and the black lines represent ECM plants. The p-values are indicated at the top of each chart. 
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Table 1. Results of the multiple regression analysis to predict the fine-root C, N, P and their ratios in AM and ECM plants with the combination of climate and soil variables (MAT, MAP, soil nutrients, and pH).
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Contribution of Predictor (%)




	
Fine-Root Elements

	
Mycorrhizae

	
MAT

	
MAP

	
Soil pH

	
Soil C

	
Soil N

	
Soil P

	
Significance

	
R2






	
C

	
AM

	
-

	
49.74

	
50.26

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
***

	
0.129




	
ECM

	
25.95

	
33.87

	
35.27

	
-

	
-

	
1.30

	
ns

	
0.105




	
N

	
AM

	
30.27

	
52.90

	
16.73

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
***

	
0.086




	
ECM

	
25.11

	
47.76

	
22.58

	
4.55

	
-

	
-

	
*

	
0.187




	
P

	
AM

	
-

	
37.22

	
-

	
-

	
27.26

	
35.51

	
***

	
0.186




	
ECM

	
43.41

	
19.82

	
32.77

	
-

	
-

	
3.40

	
***

	
0.464




	
C:N

	
AM

	
37.18

	
62.82

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
***

	
0.099




	
ECM

	
31.20

	
48.71

	
18.45

	
-

	
-

	
1.44

	
***

	
0.316




	
C:P

	
AM

	
-

	
42.72

	
-

	
-

	
24.65

	
32.62

	
***

	
0.178




	
ECM

	
67.91

	
3.40

	
12.48

	
-

	
-

	
16.21

	
***

	
0.455




	
N:P

	
AM

	
31.40

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
32.88

	
35.73

	
***

	
0.135




	
ECM

	
59.82

	
23.02

	
9.82

	
-

	
-

	
7.34

	
*

	
0.207








AM: arbuscular mycorrhizae, ECM: ectomycorrhiza, MAP: mean annual precipitation, MAT: mean annual temperature. Significance levels: ns, non-significance; * p < 0.05; *** p < 0.001.
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