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Summary

Mycorrhizal fungi play a crucial role in promoting the growth and yield of agricultural plants, including sugarcane.
To evaluate optimal conditions for these fungi and enhance sugarcane yields in Khuzestan Province (Iran), the species and spore
density of mycorrhizal fungi were investigated in a research project across eight sugarcane cultivation and industry companies.
Combined soil samples were collected from 25 sub-samples of each 64 selected farms and analyzed in the laboratory.
The spores were isolated using wet sieving and decanting method followed by sucrose centrifugation used for determination of
fungal species and spore density. Meanwhile, factors such as physicochemical properties of the soil, crop rotation and ratoon
age were measured and recorded, and their impact on spore density and sugarcane yield was calculated statistically. A direct
and intimate correlation was also discovered between the density of spores in the soil and the yield of sugarcane, with the best
outcomes found in well-drained fields (adequate sand), a neutral to slightly alkaline pH, sufficient moisture, and controlled
levels of nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium. On the other hand, crop rotation with plants like alfalfa or wheat which are
mycorrhizal dependent as well as allowing fields to go fallow, and using fresh ratoon also led to an increase in the density of
mycorrhizal fungi spores and sugarcane yield.
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Fig. 1. Microscopic slide prepared for the detection of mycorrhizal fungal species. The right coverslip containing PVLG

+ Melzer’s reagent and the left one containing PVLG.
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Table 1. Soil analysis data for soil samples

Moisture

. ~ Organic  Organic B Soluble . .
Voo N P et camon mea MU PO e S QRS S
(MW%) (OC%) (OM%) K (mg/li)
1 DC Dehkhoda  1.552  7.51 18.45 0.32 0.56 0.013 0.2205 0.09 275 353 372 Clay
18-19 loam
2 DC Dehkhoda 4.18 7.38 19.14 0.3 0.5 0.028 0.171 0.29 315 313 372 Clay
16-21 loam
3 DC Dehkhoda 211 7.24 195 0.5 0.87 0.037 0.162 0.64 355 193 452 Loam
5-24
4 DC Dehkhoda 3.7 7.35 21.23 0.32 0.55 0.030 0.18 0.60 295 293 412 Clay
16-15 loam
5 DC Dehkhoda  1.179  7.67 18.49 0.16 0.3 0.018 0.1395 0.38 395 213 392 Loam
26-10
6 DC Dehkhoda 2.3 7.31 19.16 0.39 0.68 0.079 0.1395 0.19 335 235 43 Loam
12-8
7 DC Dehkhoda 2.04 7.42 19.07 0.52 0.89 0.050 0.1305 0.54 355 215 43 Loam
12-17
8 DC Dehkhoda  1.931  7.52 16.46 0.5 0.87 0.035 0.207 0.22 355 193 452 Loam
5-22
9 SC Imam 1868 7.26 20.11 0.34 0.58 0.047 0.1845 0.10 285 357 358 Clay
27-16 Khomeini loam
10 SC Imam 1165 7.36 19.38 0.22 0.38 0.030 0.252 0.09 265 358 377 Clay
25-6 Khomeini loam
11 SC Imam 1213 7.24 18.37 0.19 0.32 0.033 0.1665 0.07 265 297 438 Clay
1-48 Khomeini loam
12 SC Imam 1.082 7.39 19.37 0.21 0.37 0.025 0.225 0.14 285 318 397 Clay
17-4 Khomeini loam
13 P Imam 1294 732 14.58 0.4 0.7 0.050 0.18 0.14 52.5 56 419  Sandy
2-30 Khomeini loam
14 P Imam 1591 7.27 16.76 0.083 0.14 0.009 0.144 0.35 58.7 158 255  Sandy
2-46 Khomeini loam
15 SC Imam 1459 713 19.69 0.25 0.44 0.054 0.234 0.37 245 356 393 Clay
1-146 Khomeini loam
16 SC Imam 1683 7.14 10.67 0.32 0.55 0.027 0.18 0.10 727 118 155  Sandy
1-LR Khomeini loam
17 R Da’bal 2.85 7.13 137 0.26 0.45 0.048 0.18 0.14 164 419 417 Silty
8-4 Khazai clay
18 R Da’bal 2.61 7.2 13.46 0.21 0.37 0.032 0.243 0.23 144 419 437 Silty
6-21 Khazai clay
19 R Da’bal 1683  6.97 16.29 0.16 0.28 0.042 0.153 0.46 345 218 437 Loam
5-12 Khazai
20 L Da’bal 1432 721 16.91 0.19 0.32 0.052 0.2115 0.34 145 358 497 Silty
10-3 Khazai clay
loam
21 R Da’bal 1.492 7.2 15.67 0.26 0.45 0.047 0.1305 0.18 284 298 418 Clay
10-5 Khazai loam
22 R Da’bal 1559  7.15 17.82 0.27 0.47 0.055 0.0945 0.22 143 359 857 Silty
10-3 Khazai clay
loam
23 R Da’bal 1659 7.23 17.86 0.39 0.68 0.045 0.099 0.04 12.3 40 47.7 Silty
11-4 Khazai clay
loam
24 L Da’bal 1408 7.27 18.72 0.23 0.4 0.063 0.171 0.18 18.3 36 45.7 Silty
9-1 Khazai clay

loam
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25 ARC Da’bal 1.588 7.2 16.32 0.32 0.56 0.042 0.144 0.32 283 281 436 Clay
1-10 Khazai loam
26 ARC Amir 3.7 6.89 13.28 0.63 1.09 0.081 0.081 1.03 16.3 38 45.7 Silty
14-27 Kabir clay
loam
27 ARC Amir 4.33 7.06 17.76 0.42 0.73 0.064 0.1935 0.23 526 202 275 Sandy
13-32 Kabir clay
loam
28 ARC Amir 1554  7.06 7.88 0.25 0.44 0.045 0.135 0.36 483 181 336  Loam
1-8 Kabir
29 L Amir 6.29 7.03 18.92 0.25 0.44 0.010 0.2025 0.40 16.5 42 41.5 Silty
6-18 Kabir clay
30 L Mirza 4.08 7.12 13.61 0.27 0.46 0.012 0.2475 0.42 146 439 415 Silty
6-16 Kouchak clay
Khan
31 L Mirza 2.31 7.17 12.39 0.33 0.57 0.015 0.054 0.10 285 239 476  Loam
202 Kouchak
Khan
32 L Mirza 3.93 6.99 15.79 0.57 0.98 0.074 0.1575 0.51 16.6 30 53.4 Silty
707 Kouchak clay
Khan loam
33 R Mirza 2.74 7.01 10.19 0.38 0.66 0.062 0.045 0.15 387 298 315 Clay
722 Kouchak loam
Khan
34 R Mirza 2.52 7.07 11.64 0.34 0.6 0.048 0.0675 0.15 307 298 395 Clay
710 Kouchak loam
Khan
35 ARC Mirza 4.42 6.91 8.74 0.9 1.54 0.087 0.7155 0.32 475 214 311  Loam
9-2 Kouchak
Khan
36 ARC Amir 4.96 6.61 9.23 0.51 0.89 0.001 0.1575 0.26 16.5 40 435 Silty
14-30 Kabir clay
loam
37 ARC Amir 5.25 6.77 18.9 0.48 0.82 0.028 0.117 0.33 40.6 26 334  Loam
204 Kabir
38 ARC Amir 2.57 6.94 8.63 0.4 0.69 0.005 0.1665 0.68 44.5 24 315  Loam
4-17 Kabir
39 ARC Amir 3.22 6.7 8.37 0.41 0.72 0.003 0.126 0.99 555 173 272  Sandy
4-19 Kabir loam
40 ARC Amir 2.84 6.83 6.64 0.41 0.7 0.007 0.4905 0.89 44.5 24 315  Loam
12-7 Kabir
41 R Amir 6.41 6.8 15.94 0.41 0.72 0.009 0.189 0.56 134 374 492 Silty
3-15 Kabir clay
loam
42 L Salman 1.75 7.03 9.44 0.27 0.46 0.023 0.1575 0.13 273 335 392 Clay
7-24 Farsi loam
43 L Salman 4.44 6.65 9.19 0.34 0.6 0.017 0.189 0.22 214 314 472 Clay
11-23 Farsi loam
44 R Salman 48 6.89 16.82 0.25 0.44 0.015 0.1395 0.56 173 375 452 Silty
10-11 Farsi clay
loam
45 R Salman 3.72 7.05 11.73 0.4 0.69 0.001 0.162 0.15 173 415 412 Silty
6-17 Farsi clay
46 L Salman 9.32 6.93 11.48 0.35 0.61 0.019 0.18 0.67 153 375 472 Silty
11-14 Farsi clay
loam
47 R Salman 5.48 6.87 20.13 0.21 0.37 0.014 0.243 0.39 273 376 351 Clay
11-16 Farsi loam
48 L Salman 5.53 6.82 12.46 0.1 0.18 0.001 0.1215 0.20 133 355 512 Silty
1-12 Farsi clay
loam
49 318/3 Salman 2.74 7.65 - 0.39 0.67 0.06 10.6 0.22 24 239 521 Silty
Farsi loam
50 446/4 Karoun 2.19 7.62 - 0.4 0.69 0.05 9.8 0.39 165 319 516 Silty
clay
loam
51 462/3 Karoun 2.29 7.68 - 0.38 0.66 0.06 7.4 0.30 285 199 516 Silty
loam
52 446/2 Karoun 2.64 7.61 - 0.41 0.71 0.06 7.0 0.24 205 279 516 Clay

loam
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53 461/3 Karoun 1.241 7.6 - 0.3 0.53 0.05 5.2 0.43 265 258 477 Loam

54  647A/1 Karoun 1136 7.53 - 0.51 0.87 0.08 4.2 0.14 165 299 53.6 Silty

clay

loam

55  661B/2 Karoun 1354  7.59 - 0.39 0.68 0.07 3.8 0.24 225 219 556 Silty

loam

56 655/1 Karoun 0.983  7.59 - 0.35 0.6 0.07 10.6 0.16 165 379 456 Silty

clay

loam

57 1218 Karoun 1823 7.62 9.64 0.11 0.2 0.05 6.4 0.41 305 199 496  Loam

58 132D Haft 3.35 7.58 8.11 0.39 0.68 0.08 11.6 0.91 245 22 535 Silty

Tappeh loam

59 131B Haft 5.22 7.6 11.09 0.45 0.78 0.06 4.8 0.25 325 20 475  Loam
Tappeh

60 705C Haft 2.59 7.4 9.87 0.25 0.43 0.05 10.2 0.28 405 199 396  Loam
Tappeh

61 551A Haft 1478  7.56 11.03 0.42 0.72 0.08 12.6 0.21 18.4 38 43.6 Silty

Tappeh clay

loam

62  401B1 Haft 2.094 7.6 7.86 0.4 0.69 0.07 10.6 0.26 305 24 455  Loam
Tappeh

63 105A Haft 5.95 7.58 9.27 0.26 0.45 0.06 4.8 0.28 20.5 34 455 Clay

Tappeh loam

64  413D2 Haft 1499 755 13.83 0.42 0.72 0.09 32.6 0.40 345 239 416  Loam
Tappeh
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Acaulospora gedanensis Btaszk.
A. herrerae E. Furrazola, B.T. Goto, G.A. Silva, Sieverd. & Oehl
A. scrobiculata Trappe
Archaeospora schenckii (Sieverd. & S. Toro) C. Walker & A. SchiBler
Ar. trappei (R.N. Ames & Linderman) J.B. Morton & D. Redecker
Claroideoglomus claroideum (N.C. Schenck & G.S. Sm.) C. Walker & A. Schufler
C. etunicatum (W.N. Becker & Gerd.) C. Walker & A. Schiiller
Dentiscutata erythropus (Koske & C. Walker) C. Walker & D. Redecker
Diversispora gibbosa (Btaszk.) Btaszk. & Kovécs
. Dominikia aurea (Oehl & Sieverd.) Blaszk., Chwat, G.A. Silva & Oehl
. Entrophospora infrequens (I.R. Hall) R.N. Ames & R.W. Schneid.
. E. kentinensis C.G. Wu & Y.S. Liu, in Wu, Liu, Hwuang, Wang & Chao
. Funneliformis constrictus (Trappe) C. Walker & A. SchuBler
. F. coronatus (Giovann.) C. Walker & A. SchuRler
. F. geosporus (T.H. Nicolson & Gerd.) C. Walker & A. Schii3ler
. F. mosseae (T.H. Nicolson & Gerd.) C. Walker & A. SchuBler
. Gigaspora rosea T.H. Nicolson & N.C. Schenck
. Glomus corymbiforme Btaszk.
. G. macrocarpum Tul. & C. Tul.
. G. nanolumen Koske & Gemma
. Oehlia diaphana (J.B. Morton & C. Walker) Btaszk., Koztowska, Niezgoda, B.T. Goto & Dalpé
. Paraglomus albidum (C. Walker & L.H. Rhodes) Oehl, G.A. Silva & Sieverd.
. Rhizoglomus microaggregatum (Koske, Gemma & P.D. Olexia) Sieverd., G.A. Silva & Oehl
. Rhizophagus aggregatus (N.C. Schenck & G.S. Sm.) C. Walker
. R. custos (C. Cano & Dalpé) C. Walker & A. SchiiBler
. R. fasciculatus (Thaxt.) C. Walker & A. SchiRler
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27. R.intraradices (N.C. Schenck & G.S. Sm.) C. Walker & A. Schii3ler

28. R.invermaius (I.R. Hall) C. Walker

29. Scutellospora calospora (T.H. Nicolson & Gerd.) C. Walker & F.E. Sanders
30. Tricispora nevadensis (Palenz., N. Ferrol, Azcon-Aguilar & Oehl) Oehl, Palenz., G.A. Silva & Sieverd.
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4 38 et sbg)l
Rhizophagus aggregatus Claroideoglomus etunicatum

o

F. geosporus 4 Funneliformis mosseae <R. intraradices
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Table 2. Identified species and spore density of mycorrhizal fungi in sugarcane fields in various sugarcane cultivation

and industry companies

No. Agro-Industry

Main code

Mycorrhizal fungus

Spore
density/gr
soil

1 Dehkhoda

2 Dehkhoda

3 Dehkhoda

4 Dehkhoda

5 Dehkhoda

6 Dehkhoda

7 Dehkhoda

8 Dehkhoda

9 Imam Khomeini

D5-24

DC12-17

DC12-8

DC5-22

DC26-10

DC16-21

DC18-19

DC16-15

SC25-6

Claroideoglomus claroideum,
C. etunicatum,
Funneliformis geosporus,
F. mosseae

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Glomus nanolumen,
Rhizophagus intraradices

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Oehlia diaphana,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Rhizophagus intraradices

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Entrophospora infrequens,
Funneliformis geosporus,

F. mosseae,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis geosporus,

F. mosseae,
Rhizophagus fasciculatus,
Rh. intraradices,
Rhizoglomus microaggregatum

Acaulospora gedanensis,
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis coronatus,
Oehlia diaphana,
Rhizophagus fasciculatus

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,

Entrophospora infrequens,

Funneliformis geosporus,
Oehlia diaphana,

Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices,

Rhizoglomus microaggregatum,
Tricispora nevadensis

Funneliformis geosporus,
Oehlia diaphana,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rhizoglomus microaggregatum

491

4.27

10.3

1.27

2.48

3.73

1.56

8.69

34
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Table 2 (contd)

(aolo) ¥ Jguo

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

Imam Khomeini

Imam Khomeini

Imam Khomeini

Imam Khomeini

Imam Khomeini

Imam Khomeini

Imam Khomeini

Da’bal Khazai

Da’bal Khazai

Da’bal Khazai

Da’bal Khazai

Da’bal Khazai

Da’bal Khazai

Da’bal Khazai

Da’bal Khazai

SC27-16

SC17-4

SC1-48

P2-30

P2-46

SC1-146

SC1LR-13-4

R8-4

R6-21

R5-12

L10-3

R10-5

R10-3

R11-4

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Diversispora gibbosa,
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Funneliformis geosporus,
Rhizophagus fasciculatus,
Rh. intraradices

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Glomus corymbiforme,

Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae

Acaulospora scrobiculata,
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Glomus macrocarpum,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Rhizophagus aggregatus

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Rhizophagus intraradices

Acaulospora herrerae,
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Dentiscutata erythropus,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Septoglomus constrictum

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Rhizophagus intraradices,
Rh. aggregatus

Dominikia aurea,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Rhizophagus intraradices

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Rhizophagus aggregatus

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Oehlia diaphana,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. fasciculatus

Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Oehlia diaphana,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. fasciculatus

Claroideoglomus claroideum,
Funneliformis geosporus,
Rhizophagus aggregatus

Acaulospora gedanensis,
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis geosporus,
Rhizophagus intraradices

Acaulospora gedanensis,
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis geosporus,
F. mosseae,
Rhizophagus aggregatus

41

10.5

177

153

1.62

26.16

2.48

3.72

1.6

0.3

5.2

3.08

4.74

4.84

343
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Table 2 (contd) (aolo) ¥ Jguo

25 Da’bal Khazai Arcl-10 Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 7.66
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices

26 Amir Kabir Arcl4-27 Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 244
Funneliformis mosseae,

Rhizophagus intraradices

27 Amir Kabir Arcl13-32 Acaulospora scrobiculata, 4.2
Archaeospora schenckii,
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices,
Rhizoglomus microaggregatum

28 Amir Kabir Arcl-8 Archaeospora trappei, 26
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis coronatus,
Gigaspora rosea,
Rhizophagus aggregatus

29 Amir Kabir L6-18 Acaulospora scrobiculata, 0.18
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Gigaspora rosea,
Rhizophagus custos,
Tricispora nevadensis

30 Mirza Kouchak Khan L6-16 Acaulospora scrobiculata, 1.4
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis geosporus

31 Mirza Kouchak Khan L202 Acaulospora scrobiculata, 2.78
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Dominikia aurea,
Funneliformis geosporus,
Rhizophagus fasciculatus,
Rh. invermaius

32 Mirza Kouchak Khan L707 Archaeospora schenckii, 0.4
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Glomus corymbiforme,
Rhizophagus intraradices,

33 Mirza Kouchak Khan R722 Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 3.14
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Septoglomus constrictum

34 Mirza Kouchak Khan R710 Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 3.22
Oehlia diaphana,
Rhizophagus custos,
Rh. intraradices

35 Mirza Kouchak Khan Arc9-2 Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 1.24
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Rhizophagus aggregatus

36 Amir Kabir Arc14-30 Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 05
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Oehlia diaphana

37 Amir Kabir Arc204 Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 43
Funneliformis mosseae,
Rhizophagus intraradices

38 Amir Kabir Arc4-17 Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 3.12
Rhizophagus aggregatus

39 Amir Kabir Arc4-19 Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 16.3
Rhizophagus aggregatus

40 Amir Kabir Arcl2-7 Claroideoglomus etunicatum 1.98
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Table 2 (contd)
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41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

Amir Kabir

Salman Farsi

Salman Farsi

Salman Farsi

Salman Farsi

Salman Farsi

Salman Farsi

Salman Farsi

Salman Farsi

Karoun

Karoun

Karoun

Karoun

Karoun

Karoun

Karoun

Karoun

Haft Tappeh

R3-15 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Rhizophagus invermaius

L7-24 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Rhizophagus intraradices,
Rh. invermaius

L11-23 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices

R10-11 Archaeospora schenckii,
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis geosporus

R6-17 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Rhizophagus intraradices

L11-14 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Rhizophagus intraradices

R11-16 Archaeospora schenckii

L1-12 Archaeospora trappei,
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Rhizophagus aggregatus

318/3 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Entrophospora kentinensis

446/4 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Paraglomus albidum,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices,
Scutellospora calospora,

462/3 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices

446/2 Rhizophagus intraradices

461/3 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices,
Scutellospora calospora

647A/1 Rhizophagus intraradices,
Scutellospora calospora

661B/2 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Scutellospora calospora

655/1 Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Entrophospora kentinensis,
Funneliformis mosseae,
Rhizophagus aggregatus,
Rh. intraradices

121S Archaeospora schenckii,
Rhizophagus aggregatus

132D Archaeospora schenckii,
Entrophospora kentinensis,

Funneliformis mosseae,

Rhizophagus intraradices

0.64

7.46

10.62

17.7

1.2

1.78

7.48

0.72

2.8

4.86

7.26

5.26

5.16

2.02

1.72

0.8

0.3

0.58
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Table 2 (contd)

(aolo) ¥ Jguo

59 Haft Tappeh 131B
60 Haft Tappeh 705C
61 Haft Tappeh 551A
62 Haft Tappeh 401B1
63 Haft Tappeh 105A
64 Haft Tappeh 413D2

Archaeospora sp., 05
Claroideoglomus etunicatum,
Funneliformis mosseae,

Archaeospora trappei, 0.1
Claroideoglomus etunicatum

Claroideoglomus etunicatum 11
Claroideoglomus etunicatum 0.04
Claroideoglomus etunicatum, 0.3

Funneliformis mosseae,
Rhizophagus aggregatus

Rhizophagus aggregatus 0.3
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Fig. 2. Bi-plot obtained by reduction analysis (RDA), describing sugarcane yield, mycorrhizal fungi spore abundance and
the measured characteristics related to the soil of the sampling sites (P<0.05). Mycorrhi = spore density of mycorrhizal
fungi (per gram of soil), Yield = sugarcane yield (per unit area), EC = soil salinity, pH = soil acidity, MW = soil moisture
percentage, OC = soil organic carbon, Om = soil organic matter, N = soil nitrogen percentage, P = soil phosphorus content,
K = soil potassium content, sand = soil sand percentage, clay = soil clay percentage and Silt = soil silt percentage.
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Fig. 3. Biplot obtained by reduction analysis (RDA), describing between sugarcane yield, mycorrhizal fungal spore
abundance and crop cultivation history. Mycorrhi = mycorrhizal fungi spore density (per gram of soil), Yield = sugarcane
yield (per unit area), Fallow = fallow, Alfa Alfa = alfalfa, Wheat = wheat, Canola = rapeseed and Sugar cane = sugarcane.
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Fig. 4. Biplot obtained by reduction analysis (RDA), describing between sugarcane yield, mycorrhizal fungi spore
abundance, and ratoon age. PC = primary sugarcane crop, R1-R6 = ratoons from the first to sixth year, respectively.
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