Arbuscular Mycorrhizal Fungi improve the growth,
water status, and nutrient uptake of Cinnamomum
migao and the soil nutrient stoichiometry under

drought stress and recovery
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Figure S1. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) on the RWC of C. migao seedlings
measured at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, c, d) indicate a significant
difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p < 0.01; ns, not significant) between all treatments. PS:
prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-
watered. CK, non-AMEF control; C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae,
plants inoculated with F.mosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with F.mosseae &

C.etunicatum. Values are expressed as the mean = SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).



5 [wwcek B DS-CK

DI ww-C. etunicatum 1 DS-C. etunicatum
I:l WW-F. mosseae | | DS-F. mosseae
[ ] WW-Co-inoculation % DS-Co-inoculation

N
T

AMF ** AMF *
—~ AMF ** DS ** DS ns
%, AMFxDS ** AMF*DS *
a
—_ a
o
E3F = 4
E‘:N ab be ab -
(@) b ab a
. I
Eof b
5 % s
et E5
= _ ::0

._.
T
TIXIZTs
0%

e
R

o

RN

}_'_‘
=,
AR RERRRRII

e
[T @

:

}_|,

XXX,
QL

XX

PS SS REC

Experiment stages

Figure S2. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) on the WUE of C. migao seedlings
measured at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, c, d) indicate a significant
difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p < 0.01; * p< 0.05; ns, not significant) between all
treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress;
WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF control; C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum;
Fmosseae, plants inoculated with Fmosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with Fmosseae &

C.etunicatum. . Values are expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).



Table S1. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) on the Leaf dry mass, Stem dry mass, and Root dry mass of C. migao seedlings measured at different

experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, ¢, d) indicate a significant difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p <0.01; * p< 0.05; ns, not significant) between all

treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF control; C.etunicatum, plants

inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae, plants inoculated with F.mosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with F.mosseae & C.etunicatum. Values are

expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).

Leaf dry mass (g)

Stem dry mass (g )

Root dry mass

water
regimes AME status PS SS REC PS SS REC PS SS REC
CK 7.65+0.52d 10.58+0.97d 11.65+0.96d 5.49+0.65b  9.30+2.02c 11.76+2.04d 4.96+0.66¢ 7.15+0.85¢ 8.06+0.74¢
C. etunicatum  22.64+1.57a 23.39+2.08ab 25.94+2.07ab  15.12+1.11a  19.90+1.28a 21.72+1.80ab  9.52+0.77a 11.23+0.89ab 12.13+£1.27bcd
P F mosseae 16.75£1.03bc  18.37+1.19bc 20.67+1.23bc  11.89+0.52a  16.48+0.57ab  19.03+0.95bc  8.74+1.0lab  11.00+1.16abc  12.19+1.10bc
Co- 13.85+1.39¢ 14.28+1.71cd 15.24+1.84cd 12.40+1.0la 16.66+0.99ab  18.07+0.64bc  6.87+0.95bc  8.27+0.73bc 9.16+0.49cde
CK 6.67+0.82d 12.1841.07cd 15.42+1.80cd  5.07+0.75b 12.19£0.79bc  13.96+1.07cd  4.49+0.66¢ 7.51+0.81bc 8.10+0.86de
WW C. etunicatum  23.05+1.64a 26.89+2.31a 29.67+2.58a 15.57+1.34a  22.08+1.59a 25.98+0.58a 10.06+£0.91a  13.10+£0.96a 16.60+0.24a
F mosseae 17.81+£1.05b 22.94+0.62ab 26.15+£0.83ab  12.11+0.51a  20.82+0.80a 22.90+1.29ab  9.17+0.65ab  12.54+0.95a 13.38+1.28ab
Co- 1429+1.45bc  17.31£1.19bcd  19.44+0.72bc  13.17+£1.09a  19.64+1.10a 22.99+1.18ab  7.97+0.73ab  11.05+0.58abc  12.83+0.43abc
Significance
AMF *E *k ok *x % *% *% % *%
DS ns ok Hok ns ok ok ns * *ok
AMFxDS ns ns ns ns ns

ns

ns

ns

ns




Table S2. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) on the total concentration of carbon in leaves (leaf SOM), stems (stem SOM) and roots (root SOM) of C.

migao seedlings measured at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, ¢, d) indicate a significant difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p < 0.01; * p<0.05;

ns, not significant) between all treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF

control; C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae, plants inoculated with F.mosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with F.mosseae &

C.etunicatum. Values are expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).

water

regimes

AMF

status

Leaf SOM ( g/kg )

PS

SS

REC

Stem SOM ( g/kg )

PS

SS

REC

Root SOM( g/kg )

PS

SS

REC

DS

wWw

Significanc
AMF
DS

AMFxDS

CK
C.

F. mosseae

Co-

CK
C.

F. mosseae

Co-

267.74+6.21c

302.58+2.54ab

282.69+4.92abc

274.75+15.27ab

266.38+5.78¢

304.85+1.69a

285.94+4.00bc

285.90+11.51bc

3k

ns

ns

242.43+4.89d
275.64+6.89bc
256.94+5.24cd
255.74+9.73cd
275.23+6.53bc
307.95+0.88a

288.11+1.62ab
295.09+10.26a

sk

ek

ns

235.83+2.46d
283.98+5.47bc
264.86+4.72¢
266.00+9.80c
283.67+6.92bc
309.17+1.52a

285.79+£3.07ab

298.05+1.65ab

sk

ek

ns

234.58+4.14

80.03+1.46¢

81.734£7.30c
163.71£5.28

221.53+£3.51

80.66+0.81c

81.29+6.48¢
165.33+£6.48

3k

ns

ns

225.4742.70a
103.89+3.39¢

104.37+6.40c

114.7443.84c

237.2842.73a

89.84+3.91d

91.63+3.06d

159.914£5.21b

3k

*%

231.92+6.60a
168.00+34.33

193.13£20.05

175.42+£16.90

252.61£10.32

102.14+7.19¢

116.24+7.74c

168.01+£6.71b

3k

sk

3k

168.90+6.31a
189.19+4.46a
170.45+£12.25

173.44+5.96a

167.61£10.88

190.94+2.90a

172.44+9.75a

167.32+3.16a

ns

ns

125.85+8.64d

132.23+12.86cd

139.37£10.82bc

129.98+7.70cd

176.89+10.46ab

185.52+3.66a

169.02+8.04abc

166.48+2.95abc

ns

kk

ns

153.21+15.32a

156.48+9.95ab

152.32+7.18b

165.53+12.88a

187.17+£9.56a

182.23£3.17ab

178.53+6.12ab
165.53+12.88a

ns

ns




Table S3. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) on the total concentration of nitrogen in leaves (leaf TN), stems (stem TN) and roots (root TN) of C. migao

seedlings measured at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, ¢, d) indicate a significant difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p < 0.01; * p< 0.05; ns, not

significant) between all treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF control;

C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae, plants inoculated with Fimosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with Fmosseae & C.etunicatum.

Values are expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).

water Leaf TN ( g/kg) Stem TN ( g/kg) Root TN ( g/kg )
AMF status
regimes PS ss REC PS ss REC PS ss REC
CK 194.84 *15677+6.75d  15026+7.20d  397* 3346+ 29.06+ 92.47+538¢d  101.21+3.01d  113.96%
C. etunicaum 19838 £ 186.0044.97c  191.56+3.54bc 29-55% 27.18% 23.67+122¢  12935+7.20a  14524+732a  150.59+5.14a
DS
F mosseae 1881144 13c  1514840.73q 16028+ 28.73+ 25.89+ 29 335050c 10843+ 123.79+ 126.57+
Co- 2354903660 18543 + 19471+ 2943+ 29.02+ 22385033 12620+ 13338+ 1384724234
CK 191.81 2007942756 206.64+15.000 49-78% 50.69+ 4897+4.66a 85.19+3.59d  96.47+8.95d  103.60+8.58¢
C. etunicatum ~ 206.88+2.78b  210.75+2.47b  217.39+15.006 S1-17% 31.93+ 3230+041b  130.46+0.53a 152:80% 13343+
WW
F mosseae 193.54 * 1514849.73b  210.28+15.00b 28:73% 31.44+ 31.26+0.62b  109:69% 110.73+ 109.59+1.34de
Co- 2404942782  230.55+2.17a  25233+15.00a >>-11% 31.96+ 33.80+0.50b 127.85+2.16a  12470% 128.98+
Significance
AMF P o sk % ek ns sk sk ok
DS ns *k dk ns sk s ns s s
AMFxDS ns * * ns ns * ns ns ns




Table S4. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) on the total concentration of phosphorus in leaves (leaf TP), stems (stem TP) and roots (root TP) of C.

migao seedlings measured at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, ¢, d) indicate a significant difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p < 0.01; * p<0.05;

ns, not significant) between all treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF

control; C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae, plants inoculated with F.mosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with F.mosseae &

C.etunicatum. Values are expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).

water Leaf TP ( g/kg) Stem TP ( g/kg ) Root TP ( g/kg )
regimes AME status PS SS REC PS SS REC PS SS REC
CK 0.93+0.02b 0.79+0.03¢ 0.63+0.03c 0.45+0.03¢c 0.24+0.02f 0.21£0.01f 0.46+0.01d 0.66+0.03e 0.70+0.03e
C. etunicatum  1,81+0.09a 1.35+0.11bc 1.18+0.16b 1.45+0.05a 1.24+0.03b 1.2840.02bc  2.27+0.05a 2.51+0.05a 2.65+0.05a
w F mosseae 1.57+0.03a 1.09+0.06cd 1.19+0.09b 1.41£0.12a 1.02+0.02¢ 1.16+0.05¢cd 1.84+0.16b 1.86+0.11c 1.94+0.13¢c
Co- 1.48+0.16a 1.244£0.07cd ~ 0.73+0.10c 0.97+0.02b 0.76+0.02d 1.31+£0.04b 1.98+0.08ab  2.06+0.10bc  2.14+0.09bc
CK 0.90+0.02b 1.00+£0.07de 1.19+0.09b 0.45+0.02¢c 0.51+0.06¢ 0.57+0.02¢ 0.43+0.02d 0.46+0.02¢ 0.46+0.02¢
DS C. etunicatum  1.87+0.08a 1.71+£0.07a 1.74+0.02a 1.58+0.06a 1.54+0.04a 1.52+0.03a 2.30+0.04a 2.33+0.04ab  2.30+0.02b
F. mosseae 1.61+£0.02a 1.59+0.02ab 1.53+0.03ab 1.56+£0.03a 1.35+0.03b 1.194£0.01bcd  1.33+0.04c 1.32+0.02d 1.36+0.03d
Co- 1.51£0.16a 1.35+0.06bc 1.40+0.06ab 1.02+0.02b 1.04+0.02¢ 1.09+0.01d 1.94+0.03b 1.96+0.03c 1.97+0.03c
Significance
AMF *% *% *% sk sk *ok sk sk sk
DS ns *E ** * ok K * *% *%
AMFxDS ns * ns ok ok ok *%

ns

ns




Table S5. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) on carbon: nitrogen in leaves (leaf C:N), stems (stem C:N) and roots (root C:N) of C. migao seedlings
measured at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, ¢, d) indicate a significant difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p <0.01; * p< 0.05; ns, not
significant) between all treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF control;
C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae, plants inoculated with Fmosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with Fmosseae & C.etunicatum.

Values are expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).

water Leaf C:N Stem C:N Root C:N
AMF status
regimes PS ss REC PS ss REC PS ss REC
CK 138 £ 155 £ 1.58+0.07abc 458+051a  6.87+0.52a  8.26+0.78a 1.86% 1.25+ 1.35+0.13bc
C.etunicatum  153+0.0da 4 % 148+0.04bcd 2.74+0.15b  3.86+0.20c  7.19+0.82ab 1.48+0.10c  0.90+0.05b  1.04+0.05¢
o F mosseae  151+0.04a 172 £ 1.68+0.11ab 2.90+0.36b  4.20+0.62c  8.66+0.42a 157+ 113+ 1.20+0.06bc
Co- 117£008¢  "* F 140+0.14cd 5.63+037a  6.02+0.33b  7.83+0.24ab 1382007 007* 1.19+0.07bc
CK 139+ 137 £ 13840.05¢d 47140500 0% 9.56+1.41a 1.9940.17a  1.90+0.22a  1.86+0.20a
ww C. etunicatum  148+0.02a 14 £ 1.42+0.02bcd 259+0.07b  2.81+0.12d  3.17+0.12¢ 1.46+0.02c  140% 1.37+0.03be
F.mosseae  1.48+0.04a 143+0.12a  1.36+0.12a 2.88+034b  2.92+0.09d  3.73+0.17¢ 1572 1.53+ 1.63+0.05ab
Co- L19 & 119+0.05c  1.18+0.03d 5.0140.19a >-00% 4.98+0.14bc 131£0.04c  133% 1.28+0.10bc
Significance
AMF ** ok ** ook *% *% %k *k sk
DS ns ns ns ns sk sk ns TS Kok

AMFxDS ns ns ns ns sk ok ns s ns




Table S6. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) on carbon: phosphorus in leaves (leaf C:P), stems (stem C:P) and roots (root C:P) of C. migao seedlings

measured at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, c, d) indicate a significant difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p <0.01; * p< 0.05; ns, not

significant) between all treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF control;

C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae, plants inoculated with Fmosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with Fmosseae & C.etunicatum.

Values are expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).

water AMF Leaf C:P Stem C:P Root C:P
regimes  status PS ss REC PS ss REC PS ss REC
CK 587 164583  308534128a | ST827EIONTa  S3T.014578  TOLITEZITA  g173.60 77, 367812357  23843£21.11  240.55:13.84
o C 169.28+8.64p ~ 21047+20.28c  262.55839.07b 553541 66 g4.03+3.42d  1VBTEIZAGC g3 561307c  52.6245.03¢  58.9243 3¢
F. mosseae  180.38+1.650  23887F13.76D 537 37119.07c  59.8657.06c  102.42+6.1cd  166.8+6.47c  94.03:6.65c  74.97¢43bc  79.15£3.27bc
Co- 191031642 208.36x14.14¢ 1) 96166532 168.71+8.13b  150.96-7.4c  134.69+8.69cd  88.2+5.04c  64.12+6.08c  78.59+8 24bc
CK 297.16514.04 28174429420 545 01ups spe 00.26220.05  A3TA4E2TSA g 5oy gy I9S.64516.35 2735842544 333.07+43.29
ww C. 162.56£7.02b  180.74+6.60d  177.46:1.68c  5132+1.72c  58.19+124d  67.29+2.34d  83.25:2.11c  79.75+2.62bc  79.4+1.42bc
F mosseae  177.60+4.72b  181.4142.55d  187.04+4.49c  5222+421c  67.65¢1.47d  97.57+2.83cd  129.26:6.62b  128.18£6.51b  131.2+3.56b
Co- 194.62+15.29  220.35+10.71c 513 93,8 7c 162.04£521b  154.78+7.13¢c  154.0242.9¢  86.14+1.14c  85.15+224bc  84.24+6.43bc
Significanc
AMF ** ook sk ** *% % *x *k *ok
DS ns % sk ns *kk ki ns kk sk
AMFxDS ns * ns ns *k *k ns ** ns




Table S7. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) fungus on nitrogen: phosphorus in leaves (leaf N:P), stems (stem N:P) and roots (root N:P) of C. migao seedlings
measured at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, c, d) indicate a significant difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p <0.01; * p<0.05; ns, not
significant) between all treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF control;
C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae, plants inoculated with Fimosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with Fmosseae & C.etunicatum.

Values are expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).

water AMF Leaf N:P Stem N:P Root N:P
regimes status PS SS REC PS SS REC PS SS REC
CK 208.8543.9a  199.79+12.57a  241.02816.92a  127.39£24.43 14056113 540 1389941675 901 0246220 153.3549.95b  162.80+10.7b
o c 110.86+591c  141.22+12.1bc 1 77:62#26.74b 543501066 21.9+1.02¢ 18514091c  56.89+2.55b  57.86+2.78d  56.73+1.44c
Fmosseae  120.14+322¢ 413612890 4304 1505hc 21142456 2548+2.08c  19.3340.55¢  60.66£5.02b  67.39+3.66cd  66.36+3.98c
Co- 163081439 149 08+6.62bc  292.19+49.72a  30.24+1.58b  38.09+2.1c 17.14£0.63c  64.213323b  65.57:4.43d  65.47+4.44c
CK 135846010 20399415834 17792E1444b 1 oniia e 1043941738 goii gy 1981131874 200.72+11.66  225.22+16.55
ww C. 110.6344.03c  123.73£5.04c  124.93:2.02c  19.8140.59b  20.75:0.46c  21.2940.53bc  56.85+0.75b  57.02£0.8d  58.14+0.5c
F mosseae  1202142.45¢c  126.86£6.28c  137.444636c  18.5£1.12b  23.24%0.71c  26.26£0.75bc  82.53+331b  83.98+1.76c  80.62+1.39c
Co- 164.7413.58  183374728ab  180.2448.28bc  32.4440.8b  30.92+12lc  31.030.98bc  65.88+1.58b  63.771.14d  65.71+1.41c
Significanc
AMF sk ook ook %k %k % *ok *ook Kok
DS ns ns *k ns * Hk ns *ok *%

AMFxDS

ns

ns

ns

ns

ke

ns

*k

ok




Table S8. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) fungus on the soil total concentration of carbon (soil SOM), nitrogen (soil TN) and phosphorus (soil TP) measured

at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, ¢, d) indicate a significant difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p <0.01; * p< 0.05; ns, not significant)

between all treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF control;

C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae, plants inoculated with Fimosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with Fmosseae & C.etunicatum.

Values are expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).

water Soil SOM ( g/kg) Soil TN ( g/kg) Soil TP ( g/kg)
regimes AME status PS SS REC PS SS REC PS SS REC
CK 24.44+2.25ab  19.05+0.53e 40.63+2.2a 1.07+0.05ab  1.61+0.09c  1.38+0.09ab 0.51+0.03a 0.49+0.03b 0.46+0.03b
DS C. etunicatum 28 6+1.11a 25.89+1.08abc  31.25+1.73b 1.240.16ab  1.95+0.17bc  1.62+0.09ab 0.52+0.01a 0.55+0.01a 0.54+0.01ab
F. mosseae 24.94+0.8ab  21.99+0.72de  22.31£0.87ef 1.1+0.18ab  2.27+0.08ab  1.6+0.12ab 0.52+0.02a 0.53+0.02a 0.54+0.03ab
Co- 22.73+1.45ab  18.71+0.52¢ 20.23+0.79f 1.55¢0.13a  2.52+0.15a  1.88+0.15a 0.46+0.02b 0.43+0.02b 0.43+0.02b
CK 24.39+1.84ab  23.23+1.1cd 24.67+1.3cde 1.04+0.07ab  0.94+0.09d  1.22+0.23b 0.52+0.01a 0.5240.01a 0.55+0.02a
Ww C. etunicatum 28 07+0.48a  28.14+0.5a 29.78+0.8bc 1.28+0.16ab  1.58+0.09c  1.71+0.03ab 0.52+0.01a 0.57+0.01a 0.59+0.01ab
F. mosseae 27.56+0.22a  27.43+0.22ab  27.4+0.22bcd 1.28+0.14ab  1.52+0.11c 1.69+0.03ab 0.53+0.01a 0.56+0.01a 0.56+0.01ab
Co- 23.12+0.79ab  24.47+0.92bcd  20.93+0.5f 1.46+0.08ab  1.48+0.06c  1.59+0.08ab 0.44+0.01b 0.46+0.01b 0.47+0.03b
Significance
AMF ok ok sk ok sk ok Hok ok ok
DS ns Hok k% ns ok ok ns sk fk
AMFxDS ns k3K k3k ns 3k 3k ns 3k Kk




Table S9. Effect of arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) fungus on the soil carbon: nitrogen (soil C:N), carbon: phosphorus (soil C:P) and phosphorus: nitrogen (soil N:P)

measured at different experiment stages. Different letters (a, b, ¢, d) indicate a significant difference of Tukey’s post hoc test (** p < 0.01; * p< 0.05; ns, not

significant) between all treatments. PS: prior stress, SS: subjected to drought stress; REC: rewatered; DS: drought stress; WW: well-watered. CK, non-AMF control;

C.etunicatum, plants inoculated with C.etunicatum; F.mosseae, plants inoculated with Fmosseae; Co-inoculation, plants inoculated with Fmosseae & C.etunicatum.

Values are expressed as the mean + SE (n = 6, which are treatment replicates).

water Soil C:N Soil C:P Soil N:P
regimes AME stats PS SS REC PS SS REC PS SS REC
CK 22.99+2.11ab 11.9740.82bc  30.22+3.25a 47.92+3.67b 38.88+0.67b  88.33+2.74a 2.10+0.08bc 3.29+0.11c¢ 3.00+0.14b
DS C. etunicatum 25 75+3 84a 13.83+1.74bc  19.48+1.59bc 55.00+2.22a 47.07+1.58ab  57.87+2.38b  2.31+0.2b 3.55+0.2¢ 3.00+0.11b
F mosseae 25.86+5.3a 9.75+0.6¢ 14.22+41.07bcd ~ 47.96+1.39b  41.49+1.07b  41.31£1.77c 2.1240.25bc 4.28+0.1b 2.96+0.16b
CO_ 14.66+1.5bc 7.51£0.4¢ 10.96+0.72d 49.41+2.73b  43.51+£1.57b  47.05+1.91bc  3.37+0.27a 5.86+0.32a 4.37+0.26a
CK 26.13£1.9a 25.62+3.04a  22.42+3.44ab 46.90+2.42b  44.67+1.28b  44.85+1.16¢ 2.00+0.09bc 1.81£0.11d 2.2240.26¢
WW C. etunicatum 23 (09+2.53ab 18.05£0.89b  17.39+0.49bcd  53.98+0.87a 49.37+0.76ab  50.47+0.83bc  2.46+0.21b 2.77+0.12d 2.90+0.06b
F mosseae 22.47+2.2ab 18.37+1.18b  16.28+0.34bcd  52.00+0.84a 48.98+0.83ab  48.93+0.51bc  2.42+0.17b 2.71£0.13d 3.02+0.05b
Co- 15.88+0.41b 16.67+£1.14b  13.22+0.38de 52.45+1.65a 53.19+1.0l1a  44.53+0.84c 3.3240.16a 3.2240.12¢ 3.38+0.13b
Significance
AMF *k ok ns ok ok ok ok *k *
DS ns *k ns ns *ok ok ns *ok *
AMFxDS ns ok ns ns *k ko ns *ok ns




