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Influence of land use patterns on arbuscular mycorrhiza fungi
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Abstract: [Background] Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus (AMF) can form mycorrhizal symbiosis with
most of the plants, to play an important role in vegetation succession and ecological restoration process.
[Objective] To reveal the influence of land use patterns on AMF communities in the karst graben basin of
Yunnan province, China. [Methods] Soils collected from woodland, shrubland and grassland in the karst
graben basin of Yunnan province were used to study the influence of land use patterns on AMF
communities based on next-generation sequencing. [Results] Total phosphorus, available potassium,
exchangeable magnesium, and electrical conductivity in the grassland were significantly higher than those
in the woodland and shrubland, yet total nitrogen and soil organic carbon in the woodland were higher than
those in the shrubland and grassland. Soil organic carbon, total nitrogen, and available potassium were the
most important factors affecting AMF communities. Chaol, ACE, Shannon and observed species indices
in the grassland were significantly higher than those in the woodland and shrubland. Simpson index has no
significant difference among land use patterns, but it was higher than those in the woodland and shrubland.
Among the nine soil samples, AMF belonged to 953 OTUs, 3 classes, 4 orders, 9 families and 13 genera.
Glomeromycetes and Paraglomeromycetes were the dominant class. Glomus and Paraglomus were the
dominant genus, followed by Claroideoglomus, Acaulospora and Diversispora. Among the nine soil
samples, Glomus and Diversispora were mainly distributed in grassland and shrubland, the relative
abundance of Glomus and Diversispora population decreased with vegetation succession process, and the
relative abundance of Paraglomus increased. [Conclusion] The AMF communities was significant
different among land use patterns. The fungi communities were mostly affected by soil physicochemical
properties in the karst graben basin of Yunnan province.

Keywords: Karst graben basin, Land use pattern, Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus, Next-generation
sequencing
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Kz, AMF fHAEF REBHPINGTES, 5
29 20 JIMEPIE LA SRR, R IR E IR
BB AMF 38 1 T I8 44 (0 TR 22 I 45 T
S H5HYK R ORs i, SRR )
FEOPII, SRR B AT i
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) T 2 A e A R S PR AR

B A T 05 0% AMF B S G 23 72 B 13
Wi, Moora % 5 T -+ Hu Al FH 72U B Vb e W+
e AMF RS RGUR T HBIEW, RN
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ISR, & PRECHIRIAR BT AMF BEE S5H177E
E25, BPHORDEREICT AMF £ & E MRS
WK ERFRE, AW, . R. pH 5
AMF BEJES5F S0 EAE, FRA i s+ Heri ik
PR 7 AT RE S s il P A RS T AMF BEE 25
2E RN s Xu SR R . B
AR AMF BEIS 254 B0, A+ 30 F) 7 28
AMF BERZ5 225 0%, T H 5 AMF 2404
WETIRMAEE, AMF 2R 7 A e
R R B REENEM . Bk, THEAR L
FIF 72U AMF BEE 25 deR5 A2 38 RG4S /AN
hREMR e A R X

Ve RIS 2 b S o [ VG gV e DX LR (g A
SIEHIX, BTEEROE . IR R 4
it 1] 240 26 850 98 A o TR K - 5 A 23 ) 3 Sk
J, MWEEIRBEEIER G A, HAEAMEE . AL
F R RN A S IR I 55 SR AT, R A VA X A A K
SOME AW E R X, R A B A R EKR
AKXz —411 - AMF A S 25 35 o v i Xl
WA AN A, i AU, T
Wi L b AMF BEVS 20 B0 B 6K AMF 32
AEAIGH, RECHFETHEHIX ) AMF
1T TS, KRB R AMF ZHE0E 5
BN, mH S#m oAt sk, Rk
HHT, AV ITEE 7 -+ R O 506 AMF Bk 45

x1 HRER

Table 1 Information of each sample

PR i AR K o BRI, AR SCLL 25 T 25 1 BT
TR . E R+ RS X S, T
A X AMF BEE 25052, LU =5
VS W R A AL TR PR AL SRR
1 RS
1.1 #H&EEE

VP BT 25 4 AR P RS I £ I JE R SR IR
F 34 M b #6(24°15'-24°46'N,  103°30'—104°03'E) ,
A PERER, CEIMER 2 026.5 m. XA
P ERAME, HEZW, £FTE, F7FHR
R 163 °C, FFHRFEKER 950.0 mm, 1 HRE
IKRZAERTE 5-10 1, 3-4 A hRZ, MRS
WiE A, R TER A BA HA T E X 2 —

R A SREERT R R 2018 4E 1 Ay TR %
IR ZEZIA]), 7EfEt R A5 205 31~ 20%20 m
MIREDT o BEJT 22 (B B e/ NEE A 400 m,  LAEEGRA
i, HHER S om BIEHERS, fERAETLI“S7IE
TEHL S Ao, IRATB— Tk, 91k,
S35k AMAHLLD)., #A(GC)FIFHL(CD), X 3 Ff
TR A ARGELAE LT 15 4F, g HIEREL
o B RHWE J5 7 BMIG IR 2 [l 5230 %, 7 iy
SRS, —EBIEAEAE—80 °C VKAEFHT DNA
ST, 3 —iRAr BT G #E T 8k B . SR
FITEANE B AR 1.

R A = izE5d R
Sample Land use pattern Vegetation Altitude (m)
LD1, LD2, LD3 Mt Woodland Z MM Pinus yunnanensis 2335.7
INREFR Rosa cymosa Tratt.
KW Pyracantha fortuneana
GCl, GC2, GC3 {#E M\ Shrubland K Pyracantha fortuneana 23316
T ZFAR Cynodon dactylon (L.) Pers.
£13F Stipa capillata Linn.
W2 Pteridophyta
CD1, CD2, CD3 Hith Grassland Bk Pteridophyta 2266.6

¥%E Duchesnea indica (Andr.) Focke

FH Imperata cylindrica (L.) Beauv.
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1.2 EZRAFIFLE

Power Soil DNA Isolation Kit, MOBIO A #];
AMF 5|4, Invitrogen /A H]; Premix Tag, THWY)
TRRKIEABRAF . AT LR T
W T, b A il TS A IR TR
Al JLEMNMIL, Elementar A F]; T =FW
M 4L WET, Delta-T 27 ; —80 °C i ik ik vk
%i, NanoDrop One, Thermo 7 r|; PCR {¥,
Bio-Rad 7y #]; Illumina HiSeq 2500 T/
Illumina A\ ]
1.3 TIEBUMHERANE

433655 7K % (moisture) 7 VL T4 T 2 1)
+48 pH {EIE R A AL (EOK=1:5, B
H)2O 3247 WL (soil organic carbon, SOC)RH

G - B AL W E P 4 B (total
phosphorus , PR FHIRR Y -HH BEHL H (3 0 7

AU (available potassium, AK)RH ZEREZHEHL -
JEL TS A3 s el 2 ;- 4% (total nitrogen,
TN) >R H o0 % 48 B A0 sz B9 4 s R
T) il + 3 B &5 % (electrical
conductivity, EC):RH =S WET
ME 5 A2 Hek45 (exchangeable calcium, E-Ca)f13g
#1485 (exchangeable magnesium, E-Mg)>®H 4R
AT - T R I
1.4 +if5 DNARELS AMF EENF

X Power Soil DNA Isolation Kit $2EUFE 5 A
DNA, X/l NanoDrop One illl5E DNA ¥ Fl4f
Ji, DNA FESHET-80 °C MvkF P IAFE . R
H AMF 5195 175150 PCR 9744, 2H—5eP 45|
Y1ok. AML1 (5-ATCAACTTTCGATGGTAGGATA
GA-3")H1 AML2 (5-GAACCCAAACACTTTGGTTT
CC-3"), PH B2 800 bp®; 45 4o 5191k
AMV4.5NF  (5-AAGCTCGTAGTTGAATTTCG-3")
F1 AMDGR (5'-CCCAACTATCCCTATTAATCAT-3"),

P18 B2 300 bp7,
Hi—4 PCR P H4{A R . 2xPremix Tag 25 uL,
214 AML1/AML2 (10 mmol/L)4% 1 uL, DNA itz

(temperature ,

(20 ng/uL) 3 pL, ddH,O #+% 50 pL. PCR JZ 5%
f: 94 °C 5 min; 94 °C 30's, 52 °C 30 s, 72 °C
30's, 30 MEHR; 72 °C 10 min, %5 %% PCR ¥
RZ: 5 10 PCR =W B 50 550 3 uL fEH
% 2 & DNA f&f, 2xPremix Tag 25 pL, 5|¥)
AMV4.5NF/AMDGR (10 mmolVL)4% 1 pL, Ff7E5]
H] AMV4.5NF/AMDGR _E#5/Il455€ i) Barcode J¥-471
FFXorHEs, ddH,0 #hE 50 pL. PCR Jhi sk
. 94 °C 5 min; 94 °C 30's, 52 °C 30's, 72 °C
30 s, 30 MEH; 72 °C 10 min, 30 FELEHT
—{% Illumina HiSeq 2500 TAEF-& 7. iRz
TR ) AR SRR I R A BRA B R 78 A
1.5 SBEHELE

F4 Barcode 74K HRAS BN - B 5 40 AN
[ RE S B, JE# 2 Barcode J¥51, Fl FLASH
V1201 Bk 5 A B A E A7 9F 3 Y5 )
Cutadapt V1.9.1 FAF-LBRB 191751 F1/NF 200 bp 1
J¥51%), F] USEARCH V8.1.1861 #fth [t &4
J%EWLIEFE’JJ‘%‘ SIHEAT RIS HT, KA R T
97% A A —A~ AT EEAE /32 Bt (operational  taxonomic
units , OTU) (http://www.drive5.com/usearch/) ;
UCLUST V1.2.22 # ¥ OTU MR EFH 5
MaarjAM FffiEDEA TR0, 1581 OTU 4322
EEIEHAT 00T BT OTU W ras i, W
QIIME V1.9.1 #/4:%F OTU 81T a ZFEME(Chaol |
ACE. Simpson. Shannon Fl Observed species)Fl B
SRV, RGN R

FIFH Excel #1 SPSS V19.0 # {4 HEA T8RS 140
Mr, 2585 RHBREEK G250 (One-way
ANOVA), ZHE B R LSD HAAHICHERH
Pearson HH5¢ R0 RUB KT #AT 407 FIH
Origin V8.5 BF4:1Hi| AMF 432K WFh o Aii B 5
BB KT A OTU $t 0.5%09 OTU FE A
OTU, FIfH R Studio V3.6.1 F{F2HIRE AR Rl 2
K. 4. B OTU #4&l. Circos . FALS>
PCoA) (T
Bray-curtis 1 Weighted UniFrac i 254.7%) . AIPE

1 #r& (principal co-ordinates analysis,
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7M1l (analysis of similarities, ANOSIM), JEFiif
BI04 4 B I (distance-based  redundancy
analysis , db-RDA) I & ¥4 & BT R R
Studio V3.6.1 #4H1 Gephi V0.9.2 {2 H
OTU Fl - 3EHAb N 1 B AR S o 245 P BT

2 GRE54Hh
2.1 TIEBUMER

FHE% 2 FIAT, bR . VAR Il Y - SRR A
A —EMZSE. #i TP, AK, E-Mg, EC
T & 5 AR A(P<0.05); TN A1 SOC )&
22 FRTHFAAR HEBEERAZME

RN ARH>TE S B
22 EMEESH

3 A R O =00 L 2L 493 308 2%
JPH, 4% 9OT%AHIE AKX FFI T OTU 2K,
9 AHIERESEE 1199 4~ OTU, Hih, 953 4
AMF-OTUs, LD1. LD2., LD3. GCl. GC2.
GC3., CD1. CD2 F1 CD3 i OTU %451k 338,
326, 289, 364, 385, 291, 595, 501 # 602, It
YE H AMF 3404 4 4~ H 9 AMFH 13 A8 3).
BRI T (E 1A), FENF45 R aEIR 4
HACF AL AMF BEVSSE R A 2R

Table 2 The soil physicochemical properties under different land use patterns

- BERAL A s LD WM GC Fifh CD
Physicochemical properties

S TP (g/kg) 0.828+0.020ab 0.734+0.025b 0.941+0.059a
BA TN (g/kg) 5.09+0.24a 4.11£0.16b 2.97+0.14c

A HLi SOC (g/kg) 61.00+1.96a 47.00+2.5b 33.00+1.47¢
A AK (g/kg) 128.47+5.78b 124.03£14.05b 262.17+44.37a
pH 6.21+0.11b 6.72+0.09a 6.68+0.08a
477k 2 Moisture (%) 37.47+5.04a 42.85+2.56a 40.00+1.42a
+ HERLE Temperture (°C) 8.60+0.21¢ 11.60+1.12b 16.53+0.74a
H1 5% EC (ms/cm) 68.33+4.10b 64.33+2.03b 84.67+2.03a
A4S E-Ca (cmol/kg) 5.14+1.15a 6.91+0.09a 6.87+0.08a
T HeEEE E-Mg (cmol/kg) 26.82+0.65¢ 36.18+3.48b 51.56+2.32a

e BUERTEBEAE R 2 (Means+SE);  [FFIEUF G A R/INE 7R 2% 5 .25 (P<0.05).

Note: Data are meanststandard error (Means£SE); Different lowercase letters represent significant difference from the different sample

points at same soil layer (P<0.05).

#z3 AMF DEKFEMPMERR

Table 3 Information of AMF at each classification levels

ZK Class

H Order

#} Family

J& Genus

ERBEFED Glomeromycetes

JRAEFEL Archaeosporomycetes JiHEFE H Archaeosporales

Fk#EFE H Glomerales

FRBEFER} Glomeraceae

ITABRFERERL Claroideoglomeracea
Z %% B Diversisporales ZFE%ER R} Diversisporaceae

TAEFERRL Acaulosporaceae

E 055} Gigasporaceae

BREER)E Glomus

Bk 2EAE 8 Septoglomus
ITIABRFER R Claroideoglomus
ZREAIBERE)E Diversispora
B HERE)E Redeckera
Tor#E % )8 Acaulospora

W FERE Kuklospora

E %% )8 Gigaspora

J& E R Scutellospora

PERERRL Ambisporaceae XWIVEEEE Ambispora

JEAEFEFR} Archaeosporaceae JRAETEE Archaeospora

HEHEREEL Geosiphonaceae HEFERE Geosiphon
KPRPERE Paraglomus

KERFER A Paraglomeromycetes KBRS B Paraglomerales JSERFETFF} Paraglomeraceae
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239
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Figure 1 Rarefaction curves of each soil sample at observed species (A) and Venn diagram of AMF-OTUs from different

land use types (B)

YRR T A R R 1B), 3 BRI AT
RILH K OTU K 36114, i OTU S5 37.88%,
VLR 3 A 5 209 AMF BES 45 B —&
251
2.3 AMF B#ZEZHMED R

R 4 AR, HHIRIH ) =8 AMF 1Y o 24
AR 25, BR T Simpson fil Shannon 5 %(4),
TR o 2R AR E0Y 2 T A FR
(P<0.05), MMHAFEND o ZFEMREHERA
e

% F Bray-curtis il Weighted UniFrac #2515
YEAT PCoA 2 (&l 2A il 2B), 225 5ilk{E2 54
54.43%F1 78.49%, Uil PCoA il LIAR 4T Hb 2

F4 FRLHFAF XX AMF o SRR

MAEHFIH T AMF BEES5 225, L3R
i —E IR, 3R A B AME #E9%
SERME AT 225, M PRI B SAL I 2k R T 2
S, LS T ANOSIM 43047, #34lE R (ANOSIM
statistic R){EFl P (significance)ft 1] LA 3| W 2H 6] 5
HANMZESFREE, R>0 4l 25 8% (R 4lE 2
SRTFHNZESR), R<0 HHNESBEEIHNZE
SRTFHMBEST), WH R LK 2R
M E, P NN ES R, fHE 2C 1]
W1, 3 F0 LA TR AMF BEIS 450 LA 8 2%
5 (R=0.646, P=0.01), Hrr, FrHbFIHEEN AMF
MRS 2Z BN, 55 AMF BEESS 257
BR(A 3).

Table 4 Alpha diversity and richness of AMF from different land use types

AT = = EFE%L Richness index

Observed species

Z SRS Diversity index

Land use pattern Chaol index ACE index

Simpson index Shannon index

LD 453.2449.11b 469.30+8.14b
GC 448.45+41.43b 456.63+62.07b
CD 760.57+46.43a 749.67+37.93a

0.92+0.03a 5.04+0.39b 338.33+15.59b
0.95+0.01a 5.64+0.30ab 361.00+36.51b
0.97+0.00a 6.35+0.17a 659.33+39.39a

T B PR EIR 22 (Means£SE) s [ASIECT IR AF/ING TR 2257 8. (P<0.05).

Note: Data are meanststandard error (Means+SE); Different lowercase letters represent significant difference from the different sample

points at same soil layer (P<0.05).

Tel: 010-64807511; E-mail: tongbao@im.ac.cn; http://journals.im.ac.cn/wswxtbcn



SSTTAAE: 2 v T o At 1 e ) FH KO0 A DR BT D 7 45 0 15 2777
A LD3 B LDI
0.4 F
02 F LD2
CDl1
GCl1 |
s ¢ CD3 <o
X 0.0 A S V2
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5t ===
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& 2
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Figure 2 PCoA plot of AMF community structures based on the Bray-Curtis results (A) and weighted UniFrac results (B),

and ANOSIM plot of AMF community structures (C)

2.4 AMF BEE55H 4R

TERIK-_L (K 4A), Archaeosporomycetes TE .
11 (3.87%) {1 e S 2 R T PR Ml (0.34%) T THE DA
(0.77%), Glomeromycetes Fl Paraglomeromycetes Ff
YRR, Glomeromycetes TERHIL(62.77%)FIE
M (65.10%) # 5 Eb o T AR Hb (29.62%)
Paraglomeromycetes TEMHML(51.75%)F 5 Ho s T8
H1(29.66%) FITEE P (28.59%)

& HIK (8 4B), Archaeosporales 1E &L
(3.87%) 1) it B 2 = T AR Hb (0.34%) FE A
(0.77%) ;5 Glomerales T HE M\ (55.21%) Fl % 3

(60.76%) 10 7 L= Tk 3(27.37%) ;3 Diversisporales
TEHE A (9.89%) 11 1 L 85 T MK Hb (2.25%) il # Hb
(2.01%); Paraglomerales TEFKHL(51.75%)AY 5 i
FHEIN(28.59%) FH H1(29.66%)

TEFRK F(FE 4C), Ambisporaceae 1E ¥,
(3.57%) 1y 5 t B 3 T bR Hb (0.33%) FE M
(0.70%); Acaulosporaceae TEHEIN(6.63%))  E i
25 T M (1.18%) F1 B 1B, (0.08%) 5 Glomeraceae
TE B3 (55.57%) FIHE DA (53.02%) 119 (5 H i - bR b
(24.10%); Paraglomeraceae TEFRIL(51.75%)0Y 5 kb
15 THEMN(28.59%) Fll i #1,(29.66%) .
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A R=0.704, P=0.1
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[\ =~ (o)} =5
T

Between CD LD

B R=0.926, P=0.1

14 F
12 +
10 F

I‘

Between CD GC

C R=0.222, P=0.2

14 +

12

10

gk

6 F

4 b

2T i

1 L 1

Between GC LD

E 3 MFnEA). EATERB). HRHEFAEA(C) ANOSIM F
Figure 3 ANOSIM plots of AMF community structures between woodland and grassland (A), shrubland and grassland (B),
and woodland and shrubland (C)

8 OTU TEHE NI i3 2 (K 5A), & i OTU; Clomus-OTUs (26, 11, 29 #il 35)
F1 Clomus-OTUs (414, 36, 881, 47, 10, 21, (Clomus)® Paraglomus-OTUs (1, 3. 30, 7. 8.
197. 51, 54 1 56) (Clomus)# Paraglomus-OTUs 18 F1 57) (Paraglomus) ek FE L OTU;
(9. 15, 16, 13 fl 42) (Paraglomus) & FEEN)  Clomus-OTUs (39, 23, 713, 2. 22, 12, 14,
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B4 2NA). B®B). BHCO)KFYMIHE

Figure 4 Class (A), Order (B) and Family (C) horizontal species distribution plot

e AFAFEHMRUELEFBEP<0.05), ZFARELRIRH.

Note: Different letters represent significant differences (P<0.05) and unmarked without significant difference.

5,49, 32, 31, 25, 53, 24 FI 20) (Clomus)Hl
Paraglomus-OTUs (4 Fl 28) (Paraglomus) &N F
B OTU, Glomus Fll Paraglomus F%=F
R, Hrb, Glomus TER I FHEN T ATALZ , T
Paraglomus TEMRHL /3 A8 2 (] 5B).
2.5 AMF 8B4 5 L IEB U R X D
i &6 WA, fE# oK CF B
Archaeosporomycetes 5 TN, SOC & & FAIX,

5 AK, EC BB FHIEMRK; Glomeromycetes 5 T,
E-Mg £ B % EMX. 7 H K¥ k1,
Archaeosporales 55 TN, SOC B EMIHX, 5
AK. EC 2 BEIEME; Glomerales 5 SOC & 3
A, 5 T. E-Mg 2R EFIEMK, ERPKE
I, Ambisporaceae . Archaeosporaceae 5 TN .
SOC RBEMAMKE, 5 AK, EC £ WEHIEHK;
Geosiphonaceae 5 TN £ EHM, 5 EC £
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ZIEAHK; Claroideoglomeraceae 5 AK., TP £ HE 7A A7H, db-RDA 25—4hAnss —4hifs
WEIEMX; Glomeraceae 5 T. E-Mg RRBEIE  BHESHIN 9.89%F1 6.16%, T. AK. EC. TN Fl
FHE SOC /& AMF FEy& 4L T2 1

A

OTUID Taxonomy Rank
OTU414 Glomus _sp._VIX00140 D5
OTU36 Glomus _sp._VITX00393 D5
OTUS881 Glomus_Glo81_VTX00072 D5
OTW9 Paraglomus _Alguacil12a Para 1_VIX00348 D5
OTU47 Glomus _sp._VIX00256 D5
OTU10 Glomus _sp. VIX00202 D5
OTUI5 Paraglomus _Glom 1B.13_VTX00308 D5
OTU21 Glomus NES31_VTX00151 D5
OTU197 Glomus _Liu2012b Phylo-3_VTX00393 D5
OTUl6 Paraglomus _Alguacill2a Para 1_VIX00348 D5
B OTUI3 Paraglomus _Alguacill2a Para 1_VIX00348 D5
OTUS1 Glomus _sp._VIX00069 D5
OTUS4 Glomus NES31_VIX00151 D5
OTU42 Paraglomus _Alguacill2a Para 1_VIX00348 D5
OTU46 Claroideoglomus _sp. VIX00193 D5
OTUsS6 Glomus _NES04 VIX00063 D5
OTU89 Diversispora_sp. WA568 VIX00061 D5
OTU37 Glomus_sp. 8451.1 VIX00113 D5
OTu19 Paraglomus _Alguacil12a Para 1_VI'X00348 D3
OTU26 Glomus _sp. VIX00122 D5
OTU11 Glomus _sp._VIX00082 D5
OTU1 Paraglomus _Alguacil12a Para 1_VIX00348 D5
OTU3 Paraglomus _Para2_VTX00308 D5
OTU30 Paraglomus _Alguacill2a Para 1_VIX00348 D5
OTU7 Paraglomus _Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348 D5
OTU29 Glomus _sp._VIX00343 D5
OTU35 Glomus _sp._VIX00070 D5
OTU8 Paraglomus _Alguacil2a Para 1_VTX00348 D5
OTUI8 Paraglomus _Alguacil12a Para 1_VIX00348 D5
OTU57 Paraglomus _Glom 1B.13_VIX00308 D5
OTU4 Paraglomus _Alguacil12a Para 1_VIX00348 D5
OTU33 Claroideoglomus _Glo-B1_VIX00193 D5
OTU39 Glomus _Liu2012b Phylo-5 VIX00373 D5
OTU28 Paraglomus _Alguacil12a Para 1 _VIX00348 D5
O0TU23 Glomus _sp. VIX00129 D5
OTU713 Glomus NF12_VIX00166 D5
OTu2 Glomus_Liu2012b Phylo-17_VIX00371 D5
OTU22 Glomus _Wirsel OTU3_VIX00072 D5
OTUI2 Glomus _Liu2012b Phylo-2_VTX00166 D5
OTU6 Acaulospora_sp. VIX00231 D5
OTU14 Glomus _sp._VIX00080 D5
OTU5 Glomus_Glo G5_VIX00234 D5
OTU49 Glomus_Glo G5_VTX00234 D5
OTU32 Glomus _sp._VIX00129 D5
OTU1044 Acaulospora_sp. VIX00231 D5
OTU31 Glomus _PF21_VTX00117 D5
OTU25 Glomus_PF22_VIX00117 D5
OTUS3 Glomus _sp. VIX00417 D5
OTU24 Glomus _sp. VIX00256 D5
OTU20 Glomus_sp. VIX00199 D5
CD LD GC
@ Glomus O Paraglomus @ Acaulospora 1.0 0.5 0 0.5 ~1.0
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40000

Bl 5 i OTU #AE(A)FAEKTE Circos El(B)
Figure 5 Heatmap illustrating the relative frequency of the 50 most abundant OTUs (A) and genus horizontal species
distribution Circos plot (B)

Glass TP
Archaeosporomycetes |
Glomeromycetes
Paraglomeromycetes

TN SOC AK H T Moisture EC E-Ca E-M.

Order TP TN SOC AK pH T Moisture  EC E-Ca E-Mg
Archaeosporales 1.00
Diversisporales

Glomerales 0.50
Paraglomerales

0.00

Family TP TN SOC AK pH T Moisture EC E-Ca E-Mg
Ambisporaceae
Archaeosporaceae
Geosiphonaceae
Acaulosporaceae
Diversisporaceae
Gigasporaceae

Claroideoglomeraceae e
Glomeraceae
Paraglomeraceae L]
Bl 6 TIRBUMRSZNEKTYMBEXESH

Figure 6 The relationship between each classification levels and soil physicochemical parameters
TE: % BFEMNK(P<0.05); **: HEFMI(P<0.01); AREBEMRIEMAIRH.

Not: *: Significant correlation at 0.05 level; **: Highly significant correlation at 0.01 level; Unmarked without significant difference.
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Hi &l 7B AR, AHDCHEMIZE & 60 415 U Z A
252 DR EAIICR (P<0.05), FHykie KE
(average path length, APL)N 2.604 i1, HIE N
6 i1, FEFE%(clustering coefficient, CC)N 0.77,
F B 4k #8 %4 (modularity index , MD)>N 0.768 ,
MD>0.44 KB HA BRI . Glomus
Paraglomus ¥ &7 Ui K, HEEE 73900 50%F1 25% ,
Clomus-OTUs (54, 39, 51, 56, 713, 53, 12,
14 . 22 . 32 . 20 F 31) (Glomus) ,
Paraglomus-OTUs (13, 16 1 9) (Paraglomus)#F
Acaulospora-OTUs (6 F1 1 044) (Acaulospora) £/
W2 R SCHEVER, TN, SOC. AK il EC /& AMF
FETR St fe FEESEMA R o Clomus-OTUs (713
53,12, 14, 22, 32, 20 F1 31) (Glomus)#l
Acaulospora-OTUs (6 #1 1 044) (Acaulospora) 55
TN, SOC. AK. EC # A2 & &M K; i
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Genus | OTU ID Taxonomy Rank
[ | | | ] ] ] @ | otux? Glomus _sp. 8451.1_VTX00113 D5
| | | | ] OTU47 Glomus _sp._ VTX00256 D5
[ | [ | | [ | ] | © [ oTu®y Diversispora_sp. W4568_VTX00061 D5
[ | @ |orTussl Glomus _Glo81_VTX00072 D5
[ | ] | ] O | oTUl5 Paraglomus _Glom 1B.13_VTX00308 D5
| ] | ] O | 0TU42 | Paraglomus _Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348| D5
] 1 P ] OTU36 Glomus _sp._VTX00393 D5
] 1 P ] ] OTU414 Glomus _sp._VTX00140 D5
|| | ] O | OTU9 | Paraglomus Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348| D5
] OTU54 Glomus NES31_VTX00151 D5
| ] OTU21 Glomus _NES31_VTX00151 D5
] OTUI3 | Paraglomus_Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348| D5
| ] OTUS51 Glomus _sp._VTX00069 D5
] ] OTUI16 | Paraglomus_Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348| D5
| ] OTU46 Claroideoglomus _sp._VTX00193 D5
] ] OTU36 Glomus NES04_VTX00063 D5
|| OTU10 Glomus _sp. VTX00202 D5
] ] 0TU197 Glomus Liu2012b Phylo-3 VTX00393 | D5
[ | OTU39 Glomus _Liu2012b Phylo-5_VTX00373 | DS
[ | QO | 0TU28 [ Paraglomus_Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348| D5
7l:|-=ﬁ OTU4 | Paraglomus_Alguacill2a Para | VTX00348| D5
[ ] | @ | oTu33 Claroideogiomus _Glo-B1_VTX00193 D5
| | @ OTU22 Glomus _Wirsel OTU3_VTX00072 D5
1 [0) 0TU6 Acaulospora_sp._ VTX00231 D5
| @ [ oTul4 Glomus_sp._VTX00080 D5
@ OTU2 Glomus _Lu2012b Phylo-17_VTX00371 | D5
e o 0TU24 Glomus _sp._VTX00256 D5
) 0TU23 Glomus _sp. VTX00129 D5
@ | otunz Glomus_Lu2012b Phylo-2_VTX00166 | D5
| @ | OoTU713 Glomus _NF12_VTX00166 D5
K 0TU53 Glomus _sp._VTX00417 D5
| @ 0TU20 Glomus _sp._VTX00199 D5
| @ | oTU25 Glomus PF22_VTX00117 D5
K OTU31 Glomus _PF21_VTX00117 D5
| @ |OTUl044 A caulospora_sp._ VTX00231 D5
| @ | oTUR Glomus _sp._VTX00129 D5
O | 0TUI19 [ Paraglomus_Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348 | D5
| @ OTUS Glomus _Glo G5_VTX00234 D5
@ | otuw Glomus_Glo G5_VTX00234 D5
| OTU!1 | Paraglomus _Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348| D5
| 0TU29 Glomus _sp. VTX00343 D5
[ | @) OTU3 Paraglomus_Para2_VTX00308 D5
e OTU7 | Paraglomus_Alguacill2a Para 1|_VTX00348] D5
P O [ oTUI8 [ Paraglomus_Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348 | D5
-= O | otus? Paraglomus _Glom 1B.13_VTX00308 D5
[ ] [@) OTUS | Paraglomus Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348| D5
[ ] | 0TU35 Glomus _sp. VTX00070 D5
e [ OTU26 Glomus _sp._VTX00122 D5
. OTUl1 Glomus_sp._VTX00082 D5
I OTU30 | Paraglomus_Alguacill2a Para 1_VTX00348] D5
[+
SEER
m & 1.00 0.50 0.00 —-0.50 —1.00
@ Glomus O Paraglomus @ Acaulospora @ Diversispora @ Claroideoglomus

E7 % OTU SRR FZEMETEBMTRSH(db-RDA) (A). HEXIER 4% E (B)FIFE X EHRE(C)

Figure 7 Distance-based redundancy analysis (db-RDA) plots revealing the relationship between the most abundant OTUs
with abundances>0.5% and soil physicochemical parameters (A), the networks revealing the co-occurring between the most
abundant OTUs and soil properties (B), and Heatmap representing the relationship between the soil physicochemical
parameters (C)
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x5 EH OTU 5HIER U ERMBRMED
Table 5 Correlation analysis of some OTUs and soil
physicochemical properties

OTUID  BATN Ak SOC B AK HLFH EC
OTU54 —0.809%*  —0.746*  0.679* 0.856%*
OTU56 —0.713%  —0.807**  0.874** 0.715%
OTU39 —0.681* —0.788*
OTU51 —0.730% 0.685* 0.827*
OTU16 —0.667*  —0.717*  0.868** 0.826%*
OTU13 —0.752%  —0.693* 0.8317%*
OTU9 -0.770%*  —0.677* 0.767*

T % BEMI(P<0.05); **: MR EMI(P<0.01); AEE
EAIR A BUEAR .

Note: *: Significant correlation at 0.05 level; **: Highly significant
correlation at 0.01 level; Unmarked without significant difference.

MEFRWIER, WA RA IR 7%
Wiz H oW Mg Fa Uz, 15 TN SOC 7 i 4
21 Glomerales 1 Paraglomerales JiEH#H, I
1035 Glomus . Paraglomus. Claroideoglomus .

Acaulospora F1 Diversispora %5 5 MME#JE, Hip
Glomus 1 Paraglomus WK, &5 R ZFET
Xiao ZFN Liang 25T R Glomus WA
BB . Glomus A KT B HEAE
ik, BiTIEEIo0, A AERIET . Wei ZPHA
} Glomus 1) AMF S 81 BRI 0 5 7 b DX A ik A=
5i. Paraglomus TEARZAEBRGE G504, (H
AFAES RGN FIE 2R, Liang 2542
FE VS 1L X (PRVLEL) RARAE B I 3 RRA ) RV 1
T EEE LN AMF BEIE 952, SR A I 3]
Paraglomus, it W 25 1 W B 20 b A () 36 42 B B
AMF BERS5 5 HAD S AR A 225, AR
KB, EHAFEND Glomus B35 T Ak ML, [HFE
FHEEMIHT, AMF B MMERER Glomus %
A5k Paraglomus, FICAT UL, 3R 0T 2
E R AMF BEE S5 . Glomus TE TR AR5y
AR RS, XREEAAT Glomus
AT AER RS, AMF 2N SHY S
ISR AR E EEUE YR, DA MR
W -EHEA P . N PRI K 253 R AT 8%

S AMF RE&E S5 R B2 ARBFR R B, TN,
SOC. AK HI EC J& AMF R 45 Ha fiz 1 2 A 20 A
¥, 7 AMF g = EH I Clomus-OTUs
(54. 39, 51 Fl 56) (Glomus)Fll Paraglomus-OTUs
(9. 15, 16, 13 f142) (Paraglomus)5 TN, SOC &
BENMK, 5 AK, EC 2RFIEMK; Clomus-
OTUs (29. 26, 35 #1 11) (Glomus)F Paraglomus-
OTUs (1. 3. 30, 7. 8. 18 il 57) (Paraglomus)55
TN. SOC EWEIEMK, 5 AK, EC 2 REHM
x5 3 P EMA I Glomus #1 Paraglomus WAL
#OTU R BEEVEADILAR), LA
R AMF B ZS 0 EZEIN . Glomus
Paraglomus TEAVEWIFEA I AMF B 3 S4E
H., TH# Glomus 1 Paraglomus AN RZSHEAEEE f
RS RAAE,, AOOE R s /s ER,
H TR B Bk B 51509 AMF BfFE AR
B4 . Acaulospora \NAEMRILFIFE 4345, T
Acaulospora H HIEFEZFAESNK D, E&S5H
AR AR RS YR A R AT e A A e
4G, Acaulospora iG-S TEMHFIFENALE . de
Leon £ W5 R I Claroideoglomus 21825 FLHA N
SEFHF, Lopez-Garcia SE05E g S99 4F A 4% 06
ORI Claroideoglomus TEHH 50 . AAWFIE &
B, Claroideoglomus 1£ 3 Fp + A FH 7 I 4G 041,
T HARXT IR & 255, A3 Claroideoglomus
BN Diversispora {XTER HAHE N7,
Diversispora H Kat/MBELZIK, Bi& SRR
A,
32 THFIAA I AMF %% R9#200
WA Z M AT R G R SR

TR X AMF ZAPEA BRI, Bl o £
FEMEAEEI = FHEFIMHE, FRHFIEIN o Z4EPE
B AE#E . Chaol . ACE F1 Observed species
S ZAEMETR RS TN, SOC RREMME, 5
AK. EC 2R ZIEAMHX; Simpson F5% 5L F
AR B, Shannon #5405 EC & & 1EAHH
X(F 6); VB TN, SOC. AK Hl EC & AMF £
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Table 6 Correlation analysis of alpha diversity index and soil physicochemical properties

Physicochemical properties Chaol index ACE index Simpson index  Shannon index Observed species
TP 0.696* 0.681*
TN —0.780* —0.723* —0.805%*
SOC —0.746* —0.691* —0.792*
AK 0.800** 0.785* 0.836**
pH 0.729*

T 0.727* 0.667* 0.774*
Moisture

EC 0.882%** 0.865%* 0.708* 0.893**
E-Ca

E-Mg 0.726* 0.667* 0.774*

e BEMISE(P<0.05); **: MR EAIE(P<0.01); AR EHCHEUERbRH.

Note: *: Significant correlation at 0.05 level; **: Highly significant correlation at 0.01 level; Unmarked without significant difference.

PEEZEZME T, TN il SOC 7t g in 2RIk
AMF ZFE, XS0 A M B —8, 1
R ATRER . (1) AR R Z R TE Y25
MBI AL AN, BRAR TR AR 2R, T
AL S IRGIRI AMF B9BRAER Y (2)
WA SAMERERILE LA, AMF Al RERCH A I
HRERBURCY, ik, 7EEE R, AMF ol DL
L7/ R C Y P 2 2 S S 3 QL8 0 v i R
Sepp 251l Davison Z5MHF5T Lk BREHLE) AMF
EZE R e

B EZrEbER R, 3 R A = AMF %
SERAT 22 5 E NFMRHE AMF RS 4540 22 S 580D
R 22 SR AR, 15 T RO DA 22 [R] g e B R
MRl R R R R, PRl
)58 4 FUBRAN, bR T e B S
4 4k

FEATR BT A G X, 43R 5 =T DL 2%
W AMF BEVE 4549, Glomus . Paraglomus .
Claroideoglomus . Acaulospora F1 Diversispora J&F
B RIE, Hb Glomus F1 Paraglomus FLAT 45Xk
o L3 A T X A IEHAE A 22 5, TN
SOC. AK il EC J& AMF Hf %45 4y d5c E 2 1 52 8]
To EVEWTRE i DA T AR SR EE A, MR

PR B B BOsb PR FL A AMF REEJ s 2, il
AMF TELE MBS 45 BB P, AT B 4 M
PHEY A RAVES RGEWIL
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