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Increased arbuscular mycorrhizal fungal colonization reduces yield
loss of rice (Oryza sativa L.) under drought
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Abstract
Drought reduces the availability of soil water and the mobility of nutrients, thereby limiting the growth and productivity of rice.
Under drought, arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) increase P uptake and sustain rice growth. However, we lack knowledge of
how the AMF symbiosis contributes to drought tolerance of rice. In the greenhouse, we investigated mechanisms of AMF
symbiosis that confer drought tolerance, such as enhanced nutrient uptake, stomatal conductance, chlorophyll fluorescence,
and hormonal balance (abscisic acid (ABA) and indole acetic acid (IAA)). Two greenhouse pot experiments comprised three
factors in a full factorial design with two AMF treatments (low- and high-AMF colonization), two water treatments (well-watered
and drought), and three rice varieties. Soil water potential was maintained at 0 kPa in the well-watered treatment. In the drought
treatment, we reduced soil water potential to − 40 kPa in experiment 1 (Expt 1) and to − 80 kPa in experiment 2 (Expt 2). Drought
reduced shoot and root dry biomass and grain yield of rice in both experiments. The reduction of grain yield was less with higher
AMF colonization. Plants with higher AMF colonization showed higher leaf P concentrations than plants with lower colonization
in Expt 1, but not in Expt 2. Plants with higher AMF colonization exhibited higher stomatal conductance and chlorophyll
fluorescence than plants with lower colonization, especially under drought. Drought increased the levels of ABA and IAA,
and AMF colonization also resulted in higher levels of IAA. The results suggest both nutrient-driven and plant hormone-driven
pathways through which AMF confer drought tolerance to rice.
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Introduction

Rice (Oryza sativa L.) is a staple food feeding more than half
of the world’s population. Demand for it is increasing due to
an increase in the global population (FAO 2002). More than
75% of global rice production is from lowland rice cultivated

under submerged conditions, and the remainder is from up-
land rice grown under non-submerged conditions (Maclean
et al. 2013). Submerging rice paddy fields increases the avail-
ability of nutrients in the soil and limits the growth of weeds.
However, this practice requires very large amounts of water
(Haefele et al. 2008). Whereas, water can be sufficiently sup-
plied in irrigated farming systems, water availability is a prob-
lem under rain-fed rice farming. Under those conditions, rain-
fall is the only water source; therefore, the productivity is
highly dependent on the amount of rainfall. Less rainfall leads
to water deficit in the soil, inducing drought, which can be a
major constraint for producing rice.

Due to global climate change, drought likely will occur
more frequently and more severely than in the past, causing
problems for crop production in several regions of the world.
Compared to other cereals, rice is particularly sensitive to
drought. Drought affects growth and grain yield of rice by
limiting water and nutrient availability, especially phosphorus
(P) (Suriyagoda et al. 2014). In addition, drought reduces sto-
matal conductance as a mechanism to reduce water loss.
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However, lower stomatal conductance decreases gas ex-
change and photosynthesis efficiency and reduces yields
(Lauteri et al. 2014).

The effects of drought on rice depend on timing and sever-
ity (Prasertsak and Fukai 1997). For instance, drought during
vegetative stages has a smaller negative impact on yield than
when it occurs during the panicle development stage
(Boonjung and Fukai 1996). Drought reduces leaf expansion
and delays maturation during the vegetative stage (Lilley and
Fukai 1994). Drought can reduce rice yield by more than 60%
when it occurs during the panicle development stage
(Boonjung and Fukai 1996; Venuprasad et al. 2007). Growth
and yield reduction can be mitigated by irrigation. However,
such management is not practical for rain-fed farming. Hence,
rain-fed farming needs other means to cope with drought.
Some drought-tolerant rice varieties have been successfully
developed through breeding, for instance, Sahbhagi Dhan in
India, Sahod Ulan in the Philippines, Sookha Dhan in Nepal,
and IR64 in India (Dar et al. 2014). These varieties yield 0.8–
1.2 t ha−1 more than drought-susceptible varieties under
drought (Dar et al. 2014).

Plant phenotypic plasticity is important to cope with
drought, ideally enabling plants to withstand drought without
a yield penalty. Highly adaptable plants can respond to
drought by producing more roots, reducing water loss via
stomatal closure and early maturation (Jearakongman et al.
1995; Fukai and Cooper 1995). The changes of stomatal con-
ductance under drought also can be related to plant growth
hormones, for instance, abscisic acid (ABA) and indole-3-
acetic acid (IAA). ABA is the hormone that inhibits shoot
growth, especially under drought. Under drought, ABA will
be produced in the shoot (Borghi et al. 2015) or transported
from the root to the shoot (Ko and Helariutta 2017), inducing
stomatal closure. Haider et al. (2018) found a significant in-
crease in leaf ABA content of rice plants under drought. IAA
is important for root and shoot development, and it has been
reported that IAA can induce the establishment of arbuscular
mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) (Lüdwig-Müller and Güther 2007;
Fitze et al. 2005). The contribution of AMF to plant levels of
IAA has not been well explored.

Apart from these mechanisms, some plants deal with
drought through interaction with and assistance by soil mi-
cro-organisms. One major group of soil micro-organisms that
play an important role in enhancing drought tolerance com-
prises AMF (Rodriguez and Redman 2008; Ruiz-Lozano and
Aroca 2010; Ruiz-Sánchez et al. 2010; Ruiz-Lozano et al.
2016). The symbiosis of AMF and roots increases plant nutri-
ent uptake under drought, especially phosphorus (P) uptake
(Augé 2001). In addition, AMF can alter photosynthetic effi-
ciency of plants under drought by maintaining stomatal con-
ductance (Augé 2001; Querejeta et al. 2007; Augé et al. 2015;
Ruiz-Lozano et al. 2016) and the efficiency of photosystem II
(PS II) (Mirshad and Puthur 2016). Augé et al. (2015) reported

that the stomatal conductance of mycorrhizal plants is 24%
higher than that of non-mycorrhizal plants. The changes in
stomatal conductance also may be related to the effects of
AMF regulating plant hormones. According to Estrada-Luna
and Davies (2003), the flux of ABA in the shoots of AMF
plants is lower than in non-AMF plants, which also results in
higher transpiration and leaf water potential.

There are only few studies on AMF symbiosis and rice.
This may be because rice is mostly grown in waterlogged
conditions, which usually inhibit AMF colonization.
Nevertheless, the symbiosis of AMF and rice plants has been
reported (Maiti et al. 1995; Wangiyana et al. 2006; Lumini
et al. 2011; Watanarojanaporn et al. 2013; Vallino et al.
2014). For instance, the system of rice intensification pro-
motes root colonization and diversity of AMF species in rice
roots compared to conventional rain-fed rice cultivation sys-
tems (Watanarojanaporn et al. 2013). AMF are more abundant
in low-input farming and under aerobic conditions than under
partly anaerobic and submerged conditions (Lumini et al.
2011; Vallino et al. 2014). Hence, field management that pro-
motes the functioning of AMF symbioses and possibly addi-
tional AMF inoculation could increase AMF colonization in
rice. Increased AMF colonization may subsequently make
rice more tolerant of drought, but the magnitude of this effect
is still unknown and therefore needs to be investigated.

We investigated the contribution of AMF to the growth of
six different rice varieties with different drought tolerances,
under well-watered and drought conditions. Furthermore, we
attempted to understand underlying mechanisms of
mycorrhiza-enhanced drought tolerance, such as higher nutri-
ent uptake, enhanced stomatal conductance, and elevated ef-
ficiency of PS II. We also studied the effects of AMF on the
regulation of plant hormones in rice without and with drought.
In this study, we included the measurement of ABA and IAA
hormones. In order to add a level of realism with respect to
field conditions, we compared plants with higher and lower
colonization byAMF (through inoculum addition), rather than
comparing plants with and without mycorrhizas. We hypoth-
esized that

(i) Rice with higher levels of AMF colonization have higher
uptake of N and P, and more biomass (shoot, root, grain
yield) than plants with lower levels of colonization, and
these AMF benefits are larger under drought than under
well-watered conditions.

(ii) Rice with higher levels of AMF colonization have higher
stomatal conductance and higher quantum yield of PS II
(Fv/Fm) than plants with lower levels of colonization, and
these mycorrhizal effects are larger under drought than
under well-watered conditions.

(iii) Rice with higher levels of AMF colonization have lower
leaf ABA and higher leaf IAA concentrations than
plants with lower levels of AMF colonization.
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Material and methods

Experimental setup

Two greenhouse pot experiments were conducted at Khon
Kaen University, Thailand. Experiment 1 (Expt 1) was done
in the rainy season (August 2016–January 2017) and experi-
ment 2 (Expt 2) in the dry season (December 2017–May
2018). We did not control light and temperature in the green-
house. Both experiments were set up as a randomized com-
plete block design with three factors, comprising three rice
varieties, two water treatments (well-watered and drought),
and two AMF treatments (low- and high-AMF colonization,
the latter treatment with inoculum addition) with eight repli-
cates of each treatment.

Soil

The soils used in this experiment were collected from a rice
farm in Khon Kaen (16° 29′ 10.9′′ N and 102° 34′ 40.5′′ E),
from the top layer of 0–15 cm. The soil properties were ana-
lyzed at the laboratory of the Agriculture Faculty, Khon Kaen
University. Soil properties are shown in Supplementary
Table 1. We used unsterilized soil in both experiments. The
soil was sieved (2-mm sieve) and mixed homogeneously, and
then used to fill the pots. Pot size was 0.0066 m−3 (top surface
diameter = 0.24 m, bottom surface diameter = 0.17 m and
height = 0.19 m). We filled the pots to 0.14 m depth, so each
pot contained approximately 5.6 kg soil dry weight. The soil
was saturated before planting rice seedlings. Pot weight of the
saturated soil at 0 kPa was recorded for calculating the amount
of water needed for rewetting the soil after imposing the
drought treatment.

Rice varieties

For Expt 1, we used three rice varieties, viz. Khao DowkMali
105 (KDML 105), RD6, and Surin 1 (SR1) (Supplementary
Table 2). These three rice varieties are the most consumed and
economically valuable varieties, especially KDML 105 which
is also known as jasmine rice or pandan rice. These varieties
are grown during the rainy season. KDML 105 is a lowland
rice variety, sensitive to photoperiod, and drought-tolerant.
RD6 is long-grain glutinous rice which was developed from
KDML 105. It is also a lowland rice variety, photoperiod
sensitive, and moderately drought-tolerant. SR1 was bred
from IR61078 and IR46329-SRN-18-2-2-2, it is a long-grain
lowland rice variety, not sensitive to photoperiod. SR1 is a
highly drought-tolerant variety. Rice seeds were obtained
from the Rice Seed Centre of Khon Kaen.

For Expt 2, we used three other lowland rice varieties
that are not sensitive to photoperiod. The three rice vari-
eties used were Chainart 1 (CNT1), RD22, and RD33

(Supplementary Table 2). We chose these varieties be-
cause the experiment was done during the dry season.
These varieties are commonly grown during the dry sea-
son in irrigated regions. CNT1 is the most commonly
grown rice variety. RD22 is a long-grain sticky rice that
is more drought-sensitive than CNT1. RD33 is a variety
obtained from breeding KDML 105 and IR70177-76-3-1.
It is suggested to be grown in the rain-fed regions in the
north and northeast of Thailand. For Expt 2, rice seeds
were obtained from the Rice Research Centre of
Sakonnakorn, Thailand.

Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi

The abundance of AMF in the soil was quantified through
spore counting after wet-sieving. The wet-sieving was
done by extracting 100 g of soil with water, and sieving
through a stack of 45- and 35-μm sieves. Then, spores
were counted under the microscope. The soil contained
approximately 5 AMF spores per 100 g soil. For Expt 2,
the soil was collected from the same rice field as for Expt
1; however, spore abundance then had doubled to around
10 AMF spores per 100 g soil. Overall, spore density was
low, likely because the rice field is flooded during the
rice-growing season. We used unsterilized soil in both
experiments; therefore, indigenous AMF could colonize
the rice roots. As AMF spore density in the soil was
low, we inoculated the soil with AMF spores for the
high-AMF colonization treatment. We used 3 g of com-
mercial granule AMF inoculum (RootGrow Professional,
Kent, UK) which contained Funneliformis mosseae,
F. geosporus, Claroideoglomus claroideum, Glomus
microaggregatum , and Rhizophagus irregular is
(Robinson Boyer et al. 2016) in the pots in the planting
hole at 5 cm depth during transplanting. The spore density
of the AMF inoculum was about 10 spores per g of
inoculum.

Planting, water, and nutrient treatments

Rice seedlings were grown for 14 days in plug trays before
being transplanted to the pots. One seedling was transplanted
to the center of each pot. Rice plants were well-watered during
the first 42 days by watering the pots every 2 days. The soil
water potential was above − 10 kPa in order to ensure AMF
symbiosis establishment and healthy rice plants. The drought
treatment was applied at 42 days after planting (DAP), the day
we stopped watering the pots in the drought treatment. In Expt
1, the withholding of water in the drought treatment was con-
tinued until the soil water potential reached − 40 kPa. This
treatment involved no watering for 4 days. After that, the soil
in the pots was rewetted to 0 kPa, and then water was withheld
again for 4 days. In Expt 2, the withholding of water in the
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drought treatment was continued until the soil water potential
reached − 80 kPa. This treatment involved no watering for
6 days. After that, the soil in the pots was rewetted to 0 kPa,
and then water was withheld again for 6 days. The drying and
rewetting cycle was done repeatedly until 90 DAP in both
experiments. After 90 DAP, the pots remained well-watered,
allowing the plants to recover in order to assess final yield and
mycorrhizal root colonization. In the well-watered treatment,
the soil water potential wasmaintained at around 0 to − 10 kPa
throughout both experiments. Our experiment can thus be
classified as type II (drying–rewetting cycle type) in the sub-
division of He and Dijkstra (2014). We applied nitrogen (N)
fertilizer at the rate of 20 kg N ha−1 to all pots 30 DAP. Later,
we applied fertilizer which contained N-P2O5-K2O at the rate
of 20–20-10 kg ha−1 when the rice plants were 60 DAP. The
fertilizer was dissolved and added with irrigation water.
Harvesting was done after the grain was fully ripened. The
harvesting date depended on the physiological age and was
somewhat different for each variety (Supplementary table 2).
In all experiments, the harvesting date of the rice plants in the
drought treatment was about 2 weeks later than in well-
watered treatment. The timeline of the experiment is depicted
in supplementary Fig.1.

AMF colonization

After harvest, fresh roots were collected, washed, weighed,
and a subsample of approximately 10% taken for quantifying
AMF colonization. Roots were stained by clearing in boiling
2.5% KOH solution at 90 °C for 10 min, then left in 1% HCl
solution overnight (Koske and Gemma 1989). Finally, they
were stained with 0.05% Trypan blue solution (dissolved in
glycerin). AMF colonization was quantified by counting ves-
icles, arbuscules, and intraradical hyphae at × 400 magnifica-
tion according to Giovannetti and Mosse (1980). The results
were expressed as percentage of root length colonized (RLC).

Rice dry biomass (shoot, root, grain)

Rice was harvested when the grains were fully ripened. We
harvested shoots, roots, and grain separately. We first harvest-
ed the grain by using scissors to cut and separate the panicles
from the shoots. We separated filled and unfilled grain from
the panicles and assessed the dry weight of filled grain. The
shoots were harvested at about 5 cm above the ground. We
recorded shoot fresh weight, and then dried the shoots at 80 °C
for 48 h to assess dry weight. Roots were collected bywashing
the roots and subsequent careful removal of soil material and
fragments of organic matter in fresh water. The fresh weight of
the roots was recorded. Approximately 10% of the roots were
taken for AMF colonization measurement, and the rest were
dried at 80 °C for 48 h to assess dry weight.

Stomatal conductance and chlorophyll fluorescence

We measured stomatal conductance (gs) and chlorophyll fluo-
rescence (PS II efficiency) of the rice plants. The measure-
ments were done 54 DAP, hence 12 days after the initiation
of the drought treatment. For both measurements, we chose
the three youngest fully emerged leaves from each plant and
measured at the middle part of the leaf for all selected leaves.
Stomatal conductance was measured from 9.30 to 12.00 am
by steady AP4 porometer (Delta-T devices, UK). Chlorophyll
fluorescence was measured by chlorophyll fluorometer
(MINI-PAM, WALZ, Germany). The results of minimum
(F0) and maximum (Fm) fluorescence that the plant leaf can
absorb were recorded to quantify the maximum quantum ef-
ficiency of photosystem II (PSII) photochemistry (Fv/Fm),
with Fv = Fm-F0 (Murchie and Lawson 2013).

Nitrogen and phosphorus concentration

For the analysis of nutrient concentrations, the third leaf
from the apex was chosen. The leaf samples were col-
lected during the panicle development stage. We collect-
ed the leaves after the rice was flowering (90 DAP), but
in Expt 2, we collected the leaves before the rice was
flowering (80 DAP). Five leaves were collected from
each pot and dried at 80 °C for 72 h before grinding.
The ground plant materials were submitted to the labo-
ratory at Khon Kaen University for N and P analysis. N
concentration was quantified by the Kjeldahl method
(Bremner 1965), and P concentration was analyzed by
wet digestion (nitric-perchloric digestion) and spectro-
photometry (Land Development Department (Thailand)
2011). The N:P ratio (based on concentrations) was cal-
culated to assess to what extent plants were limited by
N and/or P (Güsewell 2004).

Plant hormone analysis

We analyzed ABA and indole-3-acetic acid (IAA) in Expt 2.
The leaves of the rice plants were collected at 48 DAP, hence
6 days after applying drought. From each pot, we collected the
second leaf from the apex, three leaves per pot. The leaves
were cut, wrapped in aluminum foil, and put directly into
liquid nitrogen. The leaf samples were ground in liquid nitro-
gen and stored in Eppendorf tubes at − 80 °C. The frozen
samples were shipped with dry ice from Thailand to the
Netherlands for analyses. ABA and IAA were analyzed at
the Plant Physiology Laboratory, Wageningen University,
the Netherlands. The extraction and analyses of ABA and
IAA were done as described in Kolachevskaya et al. (2017)
except that the weight of the samples was 4 mg DW.
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Statistical analyses

Data are presented as means ± standard error. The results were
analyzed in SPSS version 20. Data were first checked for
normality (Shapiro-Wilk) and homogeneity of variance
(Levene’s test). Non-homogeneously distributed data such as
N and P concentrations were log-transformed before analysis.
Expt 1 and 2 were analyzed separately. Three-way ANOVA
was used to determine significant sources of variation at
P < 0.05. We used Tukey’s honestly significant difference test
to determine significant differences among treatments.

Results

AMF colonization

In Expt 1, AMF inoculation and water availability were sig-
nificant sources of variation, whereas rice variety and all two-
way and three-way interactions were not. AMF inoculation
resulted in significantly higher AMF colonization compared
to the low-AMF colonization treatment (Fig. 1a). Average root
length colonization (RLC) was 7 + 1.6% in the low-AMF
colonization (i.e., non-inoculated) treatments, and 16 + 3.3%
in the high-AMF colonization (i.e., inoculated) treatments
(Fig. 1a). Root colonization was higher in plants growing in
the soil that was subjected to drought than in plants growing
under well-watered conditions (Fig. 1a). There was no signif-
icant difference in AMF colonization between KDML 105,
RD6, and SR1 varieties.

In Expt 2, AMF inoculation was the only significant source
of variation. Colonization was significantly higher in the high-
AMF colonization treatment (22 ± 5.1%) than in the low-
AMF colonization treatment (11 ± 5.3%; Fig. 1b).

Shoot and root dry biomass

In Expt 1, water availability and the interaction between
water availability and rice variety were significant
sources of variation for shoot dry biomass, whereas
the other factors and interactions were not. Shoot dry
biomass was significantly greater in well-watered condi-
tions compared to drought (Fig. 2a). Average shoot dry
biomass decreased from 13.02 + 0.31 g in well-watered
conditions to 11.36 + 0.28 g in the drought treatment
(Fig. 2a). The negative effect of drought tended to be
stronger in the drought-tolerant variety KDML 105 than
in the drought-sensitive variety RD6. For root dry bio-
mass, only rice variety was a significant source of var-
iation, whereas the other main factors and all interac-
tions were not. The drought-tolerant variety SR1 had
highest root dry biomass, whereas the equally drought-
tolerant KDML 105 had the lowest. Drought had no
effect on root dry biomass (Fig. 2c).

For grain yield in Expt 1, AMF and water availabil-
ity were significant sources of variation. The rice vari-
ety × water availability interaction also was significant,
whereas rice variety and the other interactions were not
(Fig. 2e). Grain yield was reduced under drought, espe-
cially for the drought-tolerant SR1, but hardly so for the
equally drought-tolerant KDML 105. Mycorrhiza had a
positive effect on grain yield (Fig. 2e).

The effect of drought on plant biomass in Expt 2 was much
stronger than in Expt 1, because the soil was dried for 6 rather
than 4 days, and soil water potential decreased to − 80 kPa,
rather than − 40 kPa. For shoot dry biomass in Expt 2, water
was a significant source of variation. The interaction between
AMF and rice variety also was a significant source of variation,
whereas both factors alone and the other interactions were not.
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Drought significantly reduced shoot dry biomass in all treat-
ments. The shoot dry biomass decreased from 12.62 + 0.92 g
in the well-watered treatments to 7.78 + 0.63 g in the drought
treatments (Fig. 2b). For root dry biomass, both water availabil-
ity and rice variety were significant sources of variation, where-
as the mycorrhiza × variety interaction was marginally signifi-
cant (P = 0.051; Supplementary table 4). Mycorrhiza and the

other interactions were not significant sources of variation.
Drought reduced root dry biomass, and the effect was strongest
for the drought-tolerant CNT1 (Fig. 2d).

In Expt 2, water was again a significant source of variation
for grain yield, whereas the effect of AMF was marginally
significant (P = 0.054; Supplementary Table 4). Drought very
substantially (more than 40%) reduced grain yield (Fig. 2f).
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Stomatal conductance and chlorophyll fluorescence

In Expt 1, water availability and AMF as well as their inter-
action exerted a significant effect on stomatal conductance
(Fig. 3a). Drought consistently and very strongly decreased
stomatal conductance by more than 75% compared to well-
watered treatments, showing stomatal closure during drought.
Plants with higher AMF colonization levels exhibited higher
stomatal conductance than plants with lower AMF coloniza-
tion levels, and this effect was much stronger under drought
than under well-watered conditions (Fig. 3a). Rice variety had
only a marginal effect on stomatal conductance (P = 0.063;
Supplementary Table 3). Stomatal conductance tended to be
lower in the drought-tolerant KDML 105 than in the two other
rice varieties. For maximum quantum efficiency of PS II in
Expt 1, only AMF inoculation was a significant source of
variation, whereas the other main factors and all interactions
were not (Fig. 3c). Plants with higher AMF colonization ex-
hibited higher values of Fv/Fm, even though the difference was
relatively small.

In Expt 2, water availability was again the main source of
variation for stomatal conductance (Fig. 3b). Mycorrhiza now

became a marginally significant source of variation, whereas
rice variety was a significant source. Drought again severely
reduced stomatal conductance by 80%. Stomatal conductance
was significantly lower in leaves of the rice variety RD22 than
in leaves of CNT1 and RD33. In this experiment, AMF was
again a significant source of variation for Fv/Fm. When soil
water potential was reduced to − 80 kPa (rather than − 40 kPa
as in Expt 1), water also was a significant source of variation.
Drought significantly reduced Fv/Fm, whereas plants with
higher AMF colonization levels still exhibited higher Fv/Fm
than plants with lower AMF colonization levels (Fig. 3d).

Nitrogen and phosphorus concentrations

In Expt 1, variety was a significant source for variation for
both N and P. For P mycorrhiza was also a significant source
of variation. The other factors and their interactions were not
significant sources of variation (Supplementary table 3). N
and P concentrations were highest in KDML 105 and lowest
in SR1. Mycorrhiza enhanced P concentration in the leaves of
the three varieties. N:P ratios were lowest in KDML 105 and
highest in SR1, with higher AMF colonization plants having a
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lower N:P ratio. N:P ratios were almost always below 10
(except for one treatment where N:P ratio was 11), suggesting
that plants were N-limited, whereas the slightly lower N:P
ratio in high-colonization treatments indicated either luxury
P uptake or more severe N limitation (Fig. 4a, c, e). The low
N concentrations (lower than 10 mg / g) also provided evi-
dence of N-limitation under almost all growing conditions.

In Expt 2, variety again was a significant source of varia-
tion for both N and P. Water availability was a significant
source of variation for N, whereas it was marginally signifi-
cant for P (P = 0.056; Supplementary table 4; Fig. 4b, d, f).
Mycorrhiza was not a significant source of variation for N or
P, nor was any interactions. N concentrations were much
higher in Expt. 2 than in Expt. 1, whereas P concentrations
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were much lower. This resulted in much higher N:P ratios of
above 20, indicative of P limitation. CNT1 had significantly
lower N and P concentrations than the other two varieties.
However, the differences in N concentrations between varie-
ties were smaller than differences in P concentrations, and
CNT1 had the highest N:P ratio. Drought increased N concen-
trations and tended to increase P concentrations.

Plant hormones (ABA and IAA)

The concentrations of ABA in leaves were significantly
different among rice varieties (Fig. 5a). Rice variety
CNT1 had higher ABA level in leaves than RD22 and
RD33 varieties. In all varieties, ABA was significantly
higher in plants grown under drought than under well-
watered conditions (Fig. 5a). Drought increased ABA ap-
proximately by 70% compared to the well-watered treat-
ments. The different levels of AMF colonization did not
show significant differences in ABA concentration, al-
though higher AMF colonization tended to decrease
ABA in the rice varieties RD22 and RD33 under drought.

Drought significantly increased IAA in all three rice varie-
ties (Fig. 5b). The increase of IAAwas more than 35% higher
under drought than in well-watered conditions (Fig. 5b).
Plants with higher AMF colonization showed a significantly
higher content of IAA in leaves than plants with lower AMF
colonization (Fig. 5b).

Discussion

Addition of commercial inoculum increased AMF coloniza-
tion, possibly through both changes in inoculum potential and
changes in AMF species composition. We did not assess spe-
cies composition of the low- and high-AMF treatments, so

cannot evaluate the relative importance of possible qualitative
changes in the AMF community. Our study showed that in-
oculum addition resulted in higher grain yields (Expt 1; mar-
ginally so in Expt 2), whereas there were no effects on shoot
and root dry biomass. There also were no significant mycor-
rhiza × water availability interactions, except for root dry bio-
mass in Expt. 2, partly supporting our first hypothesis. The
second hypothesis also was partly supported by a significant
effect of mycorrhizas and the mycorrhiza × water availability
interaction for stomatal conductance (Expt 1; marginally so
for Expt 2); quantum efficiency was significantly influenced
by mycorrhizas in both experiments, but the mycorrhiza ×
water availability interaction was not significant. There was
no effect of mycorrhizas on ABA, whereas the mycorrhizal
effect on IAAwas significant. The results therefore confirmed
our hypotheses on the positive effects of increased AMF col-
onization on rice under drought, but an interaction between
AMF and drought was seldom evident.

AMF colonization

Our experiments showed similar fractional colonization as
previous studies. Zhang et al. (2014) reported 2–3% RLC in
non-inoculated rice plants and 12–19% RLC in rice roots in-
oculated with AMF. Wangiyana et al. (2006) found 3–5%
RLC in rice roots growing in paddies without AMF inocula-
tion. AMF inoculation increased RLC, suggesting inoculum
limitation in the field. The higher root colonization in Expt 2
than in Expt 1 is likely due to the build-up of AMF in the soil
between years, as inoculum potential doubled from five to ten
AMF spores per 100 g soil between samplings. However,
evidence for inoculum limitation, as shown by higher grain
yields of plants and higher stomatal conductance and chloro-
phyll fluorescence with higher levels of colonization,
persisted in the second year. Drought increased mycorrhizal
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colonization significantly in Expt 1 (but not in Expt 2), in
agreement with studies by Lumini et al. (2011) and Vallino
et al. (2014), who observed that mycorrhizal colonization was
higher in rice roots growing in dry conditions compared to
submerged conditions. These studies reflected a change from
anaerobic to aerobic conditions and considering the strictly
aerobic characteristics of AMF such an increase is not surpris-
ing. It is not clear whether our well-watered treatment (0 kPa)
created anaerobic conditions. As the effect of drought on my-
corrhizal colonization is much smaller than that of the inocu-
lation treatment, our results suggest that a shift from irrigated
rice to rain-fed rice will only gradually result in increases in
mycorrhizal inoculum potential, and that inoculum addition or
management, possibly with the help of cover crops when
fields are fallow, could contribute to the build-up and mainte-
nance of sufficient mycorrhizal inoculum, which then has
beneficial consequences for yield.

Shoot and root dry biomass and grain yield

Drought reduced rice shoot dry biomass. The moderate
drought of Expt 1 had a smaller impact on root dry biomass
than the more severe drought of Expt 2. The decrease of root
and shoot dry biomass under drought could be both due to
the reduced availability of water, which impeded photosyn-
thetic carbon gain, and through drought-induced reduction
of nutrient availability, especially of nutrients with low mo-
bility such as P (Prasertsak and Fukai 1997; Suriyagoda
et al. 2014). The responses of rice roots under drought
contradicted previous reports, which proposed that rice de-
velops increased roots under drought (Yoshida and
Hasegawa 1982). Our results did not show that the most
drought-tolerant varieties produced more roots than the less
drought-tolerant varieties. The marginally significant inter-
action between mycorrhizas and water in Expt 1 (P = 0.064)
suggests that under moderate, but not severe drought, AMF
can somewhat alleviate this interaction effect.

Drought decreased grain yield of rice in both exper-
iments. Moderate drought of 4 days had a smaller neg-
ative effect than strong drought that lasted 6 days. Our
result is in line with the study of Venuprasad et al.
(2007), who found a reduction of rice yield of more
than 60% under drought. Similarly, Ghosh and Singh
(2010) found significantly decreased rice yield when
soil water potential decreased to − 60 kPa. Both water
and nutrients are major limiting factors for rice at the
grain filling stage (Fageria 2003). Even though AMF
did not increase shoot and root dry biomass, AMF
increased rice grain yield in our experiments. In
addition, Zhang et al. (2016) stated that AMF plants
increase the allocation of N and P to rice panicles com-
pared to non-AMF plants during the grain filling stage,
and the grain yield of rice increased about 28%.

Stomatal conductance and chlorophyll fluorescence

Drought substantially decreased stomatal conductance, which
can be explained by the plant physiological mechanisms that
enabled reduced water loss. When water becomes limiting,
stomata are closed to prevent the loss of water via transpira-
tion, which simultaneously reduces the exchange of CO2. As
stated by Hasegawa and Yoshida (1982), the decrease in tran-
spiration rate of upland rice occurs when soil water potential is
reduced below − 20 kPa. Under drought, plants with higher
AMF colonization exhibited higher stomatal conductance
than plants with lower AMF colonization. With more severe
drought in Expt 2, the effect was smaller with only a margin-
ally significant effect. The meta-analysis of Augé et al. (2015)
showed that, averaged over all studies, stomatal conductance
of AMF plants is 24% higher than in non-AMF plants. Higher
stomatal conductance might be due to the extension of hyphae
to the water and nutrient sources that are inaccessible to plant
roots (Smith and Read 2010), but has been hypothesized also
to be due to hormonal changes consequent upon mycorrhizal
colonization (Birhane et al. 2012). The interaction between
AMF and drought in both experiments indicates that AMF
can alleviate the negative consequences of stomatal closure
under drought. This is in agreement with the meta-analysis
of Worchel et al. (2013), who also found greater effects of
AMF on the growth of grasses grown under dry than under
normal conditions. Li et al. (2014) found a positive effect of
AMF (Rhizophagus intraradices) on barley, but no effect of
drought on stomatal conductance.

Quantum efficiency of PS II was unaffected by the moder-
ate drought of Expt 1, but was significantly reduced by the
strong drought of Expt 2. These results are in agreement with
the study of Puteh et al. (2013), who reported that the quantum
efficiency of rice decreased from 0.78 to 0.60 after 8 days of
drought. In our Expt 1, where we did not provide water for
4 days, drought might not have been sufficiently severe to
cause a reduction of quantum efficiency. Apparently, chloro-
phyll fluorescence acts at a different temporal scale than sto-
matal conductance, in that chlorophyll fluorescence is more
resistant to a short drought (Trueba et al. 2019). The values of
chlorophyll fluorescence in well-watered plants are close to
the theoretical optimum of 0.83 (Björkman and Demmig
1987). Despite values of well-watered plants close to that
theoretical maximum, plants with higher AMF colonization
had slightly but significantly higher values of chlorophyll
fluorescence, possibly due to sink stimulation of photosynthe-
sis by the AMF symbiosis (Kaschuk et al. 2009). Beneficial
effects of AMF on chlorophyll fluorescence also have been
reported by de Andrade et al. (2015), who found that mycor-
rhizal rice plants had higher chlorophyll fluorescence under
arsenate and arsenite pollution than non-mycorrhizal plants.
Mathur et al. (2019), studying the response of wheat to very
severe drought, also noted a beneficial effects of AMF on
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chlorophyll fluorescence. However, Porce et al. (2015) ob-
served that mycorrhizal plants exhibited lower chlorophyll
fluorescence than non-mycorrhizal plants, except at high salt
levels where fluorescence values increased in mycorrhizal
plants compared to a treatment with lower salt levels.

Nutrient uptake: N and P concentration, N:P ratio

Drought limits the availability of nutrients for plant uptake
(Suriyagoda et al. 2014). Drought effects were noted for
plant biomass, but less so for nutrient concentrations. Mild
drought of Expt 1 did not affect leaf N and P concentra-
tions, whereas the more severe drought of Expt 2 did pos-
itively affect concentrations of both nutrients. Our results
contrast with previous studies that reported reduction of P
uptake under drought (Suriyagoda et al. 2014; Sardans and
Peñuelas 2004). A meta-analysis by He and Dijkstra
(2014) indicated that drought on average reduced plant N
and P concentrations by 3.7 and 9.2% respectively.
However, their meta-analysis also showed that drought ex-
periments involving a drying–rewetting cycle (their type II,
as in our experiment) did not have a negative effect on
those concentrations, with rather non-significant positive
effect sizes as in our experiment. Higher AMF colonization
did not affect leaf N concentration, suggesting that N im-
mobilization in the mycorrhizal mycelium was not impor-
tant. N is important for grain filling and ripening. More
than 60% of N is finally translocated from shoot to grain
during the reproductive stage (Fageria 2003). AMF rice
plants allocate more N to the panicle than non-AMF rice
plants (Zhang et al. 2016). However, we cannot confirm
the effects of AMF on N allocation, because we did not
analyze the N concentration in the roots and grain in our
experiments. Increasing mycorrhizal colonization in-
creased P concentrations in Expt 1 but did not have an
effect in Expt 2. In Expt 1, rice plants were N- rather than
P-limited (to judge from N:P ratios below 10), so a major
part of the additionally acquired P could not be translated
into biomass increase but rather showed as higher P con-
centrations. In Expt 2, plants were P-limited, as N:P ratios
were above 20, but it is unclear why plants did not show a
biomass response to higher AMF colonization.

Plant hormones (ABA and IAA)

ABA has been considered the abiotic stress hormone by
Bahadur et al. (2019), and the increase of ABA under
drought agrees with their review. Dobra et al. (2010)
found that ABA increased about 50–80 times in tobacco
leaves grown under drought. Ludwig-Müller (2010) and
Bahadur et al. (2019) also included data on changes in
ABA levels due to mycorrhizal colonization, and both
decreases in root ABA (in tomato and the legume

(Glycyrrhiza) and increases in ABA (in maize) have been
noted. Reduction of ABA in AMF plants has also been
reported by Estrada-Luna and Davies (2003) in mycorrhi-
zal Capsicum annuum compared to non-inoculated plants.
Higher levels of ABA would result in stomatal closure
and a lowering of stomatal conductance, so we cannot
explain a mycorrhiza effect on stomatal conductance with-
out an effect on ABA levels in our study. According to
Borghi et al. (2015), plants may produce or transport more
ABA to the leaves to regulate stomatal closure when sub-
jected to drought. However, earlier studies referred to
ABA levels in roots, and therefore may not be comparable
to our study where we assessed ABA levels in shoots as
data on root–shoot signaling through hormones remain
scarce (Ludwig-Müller 2010).

Both drought and AMF resulted in increased IAA
levels. The increase of IAA in response to drought is not
consistent with observations by Dobra et al. (2010) on
tobacco, who observed decreases in IAA levels in young
leaves (we collected the second leaf for hormone analysis),
but increases in IAA levels in middle and lower leaves and
also in roots. Literature data indicate both cases where IAA
levels were upregulated by AMF and cases where hormone
levels were unchanged, but most of the available data refer
to changes in hormone levels in roots (Ludwig-Müller
2010). Some plant species produce IAA also to stimulate
the symbiosis with soil micro-organisms under stress con-
ditions. That could be the reason that IAA content in plants
with higher AMF colonization was higher than in plants
with lower AMF colonization. AMF inoculation also may
increase the level of IAA in plant leaves. Fitze et al. (2005)
found an increase of IAA in maize after 20 and 30 days
after AMF inoculation. However, there are other studies
that reported that IAA does not change with AMF inocu-
lation (Torelli et al. 2000; Shaul-Keinan et al. 2002).

Conclusion

AMF colonization in rice fields is usually low, but it may
be possible to enhance colonization by adding AMF in-
oculum. Increased RLC improves rice plant performance
through uptake of nutrients such as N and P, resulting in
higher grain yields (hence a higher harvest index), without
much effect on total plant biomass. Moreover, AMF in-
crease photosynthesis, especially under drought, via a
smaller reduction in stomatal closure and by maintaining
higher levels of chlorophyll fluorescence. These effects
are likely mediated both through nutrients and through
regulation of plant hormones, especially IAA. AMF there-
fore contribute to a better recovery after drought resulting
in higher rice grain yields. The outcomes of our study
may be relevant under climate change where drought is
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becoming a major factor restricting rice production.
Increasing AMF colonization may be important for water
savings.

Acknowledgments We thank colleagues at Khon Kaen University for
assisting in the experiment, and colleagues at Wageningen University &
Research for their support. We would like to extend our gratitude to Dr.
Sophon Boonlue and the Mycorrhizal Research Unit at Khon Kaen
University for the facilities and support in this study. We thank the editor
and two anonymous referees for constructive criticism of the manuscript.

Funding information This project was funded by the Agricultural
Research Development Agency (Public Organization), Thailand.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as
long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if
changes weremade. The images or other third party material in this article
are included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in the
article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a
copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

Augé RM (2001) Water relations, drought, and vesicular-arbuscular my-
corrhizal symbiosis. Mycorrhiza 11:3–42. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s005720100097

Augé RM, Toler HD, Saxton AM (2015) Arbuscular mycorrhizal sym-
biosis alters stomatal conductance of host plants more under drought
than under amply watered conditions: a meta-analysis. Mycorrhiza
25(1):13–24. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00572-014-0585-4

Bahadur A, Batool A, Nasir F, Jiang S, Mingsen Q, Zhang Q, Pan J, Liu
Y, Feng H (2019) Mechanistic insights into arbuscular mycorrhizal
fungi-mediated drought stress tolerance in plants. Int J Mol
Sci 20(17):4199. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20174199

Birhane E, Sterck FJ, Fetene M, Bongers F, Kuyper TW (2012)
Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi enhance photosynthesis, water use
efficiency, and growth of frankincense seedlings under pulsed water
availability conditions. Oecologia 169(4):895–904. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s00442-012-2258-3

Björkman O, Demmig B (1987) Photon yield of O2 evolution and chlo-
rophyll fluorescence characteristics at 77K among vascular plants of
diverse origins. Planta 170:489–504. https://doi.org/10.1007/
BF00402983

Boonjung H, Fukai S (1996) Effects of soil water deficit at different
growth stages on rice growth and yield under upland conditions. 2.
Phenology, biomass production and yield. Field Crop Res 48(1):47–
55. https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4290(96)00039-1

Borghi L, Kang J, Ko D, Lee Y, Martinoia E (2015) The role of ABCG-
type ABC transporters in phytohormone transport. Biochem Soc
Trans 43(5):924–930. https://doi.org/10.1042/BST20150106

Bremner JM (1965) Total nitrogen, methods of soil analysis. (methods of
soil anb): 1149-1178

Dar MH, Singh S, Singh US, Zaidi NW, Ismail AM (2014) Stress tolerant
rice varieties-making headway in India. SATSA Mukhaptra Annual
Technical Issue 18:1–14

de Andrade SAL, Domingues AP, Mazzafera P (2015) Photosynthesis is
induced in rice plants that associate with arbuscular mycorrhizal
fungi and are grown under arsenate and arsenite stress.
Chemosphere 134:141–149. https:/ /doi.org/10.1016/j .
chemosphere.2015.04.023

Dobra J, Motyka V, Dobrev P, Malbeck J, Prasil IT, Haisel D, Gaudinova
A, HavlovaM, Gubis J, Vankova R (2010) Comparison of hormonal
responses to heat, drought and combined stress in tobacco plants
with elevated proline content. J Plant Physiol 167(16):1360–1370.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2010.05.013

Estrada-Luna AA, Davies FT Jr (2003) Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi
influence water relations, gas exchange, abscisic acid and growth
of micropropagated chile ancho pepper (Capsicum annuum) plant-
lets during acclimatization and post-acclimatization. J Plant Physiol
160(9):1073–1083. https://doi.org/10.1078/0176-1617-00989

Fageria NK (2003) Plant tissue test for determination of optimum con-
centration and uptake of nitrogen at different growth stages in low-
land rice. Commun Soil Sci Plant Anal 34(1–2):259–270. https://
doi.org/10.1081/CSS-120017430

FAO (2002) World Agriculture: towards 2015/2030 Summary Report.
FAO, Rome

Fitze D, Wiepning A, Kaldorf M, Ludwig-Müller J (2005) Auxins in the
development of an arbuscular mycorrhizal symbiosis in maize. J
Plant Physiol 162(11):1210–1219. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.
2005.01.014

Fukai S, Cooper M (1995) Development of drought-resistant cultivars
using physiomorphological traits in rice. Field Crop Res 40(2):67–
86. https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4290(94)00096-U

Ghosh A, Singh ON (2010) Determination of threshold regime of soil
moisture tension for scheduling irrigation in tropical aerobic rice for
optimum crop and water productivity. Exp Agric 46(4):489–499.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0014479710000359

Giovannetti M, Mosse В (1980) An evaluation of techniques for measur-
ing vesicular arbuscular mycorrhizal infection in roots. New Phytol
489–500. http://www.jstor.org/stable/2432123. Accessed 20 Sep
2018

Güsewell S (2004) N : P ratios in terrestrial plants: variation and func-
tional significance. New Phytol 164(2):243–266. https://doi.org/10.
1111/j.1469-8137.2004.01192.x

Haefele SM, Siopongco JDLC, Boling AA, Bouman BAM, Tuong TP
(2008) Transpiration eficiency of rice (Oryza sativa L.). Field Crop
Res 111(1–2):1–10. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2008.09.008

Haider I, Andreo-Jimenez B, Bruno M, Bimbo A, Floková K, Abuauf H,
Ntui VO, Guo X, Charnikhova T, al-Babili S, Bouwmeester HJ,
Ruyter-Spira C (2018) The interaction of strigolactones with
abscisic acid during the drought response in rice. J Exp Bot 69(9):
2403–2414. https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ery089

Hasegawa S, Yoshida S (1982) Water uptake by dryland rice root system
during soil drying cycle. Soil Sci Plant Nutr 28(2):191–204. https://
doi.org/10.1080/00380768.1982.10432436

HeM, Dijkstra FA (2014) Drought effect on plant nitrogen and phospho-
rus: a meta-analysis. New Phytol 204(4):924–931. https://doi.org/
10.1111/nph.12952

Jearakongman S, Rajatasereekul S, Naklang K, Romyen P, Fukai S,
Skulkhu E, Nathabutr K (1995) Growth and grain yield of contrast-
ing rice cultivars grown under different conditions of water avail-
ability. Field Crop Res 44(2):139–150. https://doi.org/10.1016/
0378-4290(95)00050-X

Kaschuk G, Kuyper TW, Leffelaar PA, Hungria M, Giller KEW (2009).
Are the rates of photosynthesis stimulated by the carbon sink
strength of rhizobial and arbuscular mycorrhizal symbioses? Soil
Biol. Biochem. 41: 1233–1244. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.
2009.03.005

Mycorrhiza (2020) 30:315–328326

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s005720100097
https://doi.org/10.1007/s005720100097
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00572-014-0585-4
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20174199
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2258-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2258-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00402983
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00402983
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4290(96)00039-1
https://doi.org/10.1042/BST20150106
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2010.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1078/0176-1617-00989
https://doi.org/10.1081/CSS-120017430
https://doi.org/10.1081/CSS-120017430
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2005.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2005.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4290(94)00096-U
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0014479710000359
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2004.01192.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2004.01192.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2008.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ery089
https://doi.org/10.1080/00380768.1982.10432436
https://doi.org/10.1080/00380768.1982.10432436
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12952
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12952
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4290(95)00050-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4290(95)00050-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2009.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2009.03.005


Ko D, Helariutta Y (2017) Shoot–root communication in flowering
plants. Curr Biol 27(17):R973–R978. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.
2017.06.054

Kolachevskaya OO, Sergeeva LI, Floková K, Getman IA, Lomin SN,
Alekseeva VV, Rukavtsova EB, Buryanov YI, Romanov GA
(2017) Auxin synthesis gene tms1 driven by tuber-specific promoter
alters hormonal status of transgenic potato plants and their responses
to exogenous phytohormones. Plant Cell Rep 36(3):419–435.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00299-016-2091-y

Koske RE, Gemma JN (1989) A modified procedure for staining roots to
detect VA mycorrhizas. Mycol Res 92(4):486–488. https://doi.org/
10.1016/S0953-7562(89)80195-9

Land Development Department (Thailand) (2011) Soil analysis hand-
book (in Thai)

Lauteri M, Haworth M, Serraj R, Monteverdi MC, Centritto M (2014)
Photosynthetic diffusional constraints affect yield in drought
stressed rice cultivars during flowering. PLoS One 9(10):e109054.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0109054

Li et al (2014) Relative importance of an arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus
(Rhizophagus intraradices) and root hairs in plant drought tolerance.
Mycorrhiza 24:595–602. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00572-014-0578-3

Lilley JM, Fukai S (1994) Effect of timing and severity of water deficit on
four diverse rice cultivars II. Physiological responses to soil water
deficit. Field Crop Res 37(3):215–223. https://doi.org/10.1016/
0378-4290(94)90099-X

Ludwig-Müller J (2010) Hormonal responses in host plants triggered by
arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi. In: Koltai H & Kapulnik Y 9eds),
Arbuscular mycorrhizas: physiology and function: 169-190.
Springer Science. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-90-481-9489-6_8

Lüdwig-Müller J, Güther M (2007) Auxins as signals in arbuscular my-
corrhiza formation. Plant Signal Behav 2(3):194–196. https://doi.
org/10.4161/psb.2.3.4152

Lumini E, Vallino M, Alguacil MM, Romani M, Bianciotto V (2011)
Different farming and water regimes in Italian rice fields affect
arbuscular mycorrhizal fungal soil communities. Ecol Appl 21(5):
1696–1707. https://doi.org/10.1890/10-1542.1

Maclean J, Hardy B, Hettel G (2013) Rice Almanac: source book for one
of the most important economic activities on earth. IRRI

Maiti D, Variar M, Saha J (1995) Colonization of upland rice by native
vesicular arbuscular mycorrhizae under rainfed mono-cropped eco-
system. Recent advances in phytopathological research. MD
Publication, New Delhi, pp 45–51

Mathur S, Tomar RS, Jajoo A (2019) Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi
(AMF) protects photosynthetic apparatus of wheat under drought
stress. Photosynthetic Research 139:227238–227238. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11120-018-0538-4

Mirshad PP, Puthur JT (2016) Arbuscular mycorrhizal association en-
hances drought tolerance potential of promising bioenergy grass
(Saccharum arundinaceum Retz.). Environ Monit Assess 188(7):
425. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-016-5428-7

Murchie EH, Lawson T (2013) Chlorophyll fluorescence analysis: a
guide to good practice and understanding some new applications. J
Exp Bot 64(13):3983–3998. https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ert208

Porce R, Redondo-Gómez S, Mateos-Naranjo E, Aroca R, García R,
Ruiz-Lozano JM (2015) Arbuscular mycorrhizal symbiosis amelio-
rates the optimum quantum yield of photosystem II and reduces
non-photochemical quenching in rice plants subjected to salt stress.
J Plant Physiol 185:75–83. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2015.07.
006

Prasertsak A, Fukai S (1997) Nitrogen availability and water stress inter-
action on rice growth and yield. Field Crop Res 52(3):249–260.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-4290(97)00016-6

Puteh AB, Saragih AA, Ismail MR, Mondal MMA (2013) Chlorophyll
fluorescence parameters of cultivated ( Oryza sativa L. ssp. Indica)
and weedy rice (Oryza sativa L. var. nivara) genotypes under water
stress. Aust J Crop Sci 7(9):1277–1283

Querejeta JI, Allen MF, Alguacil MM, Roldán A (2007) Plant isotopic
composition provides insight into mechanisms underlying growth
stimulation by arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in a semiarid environ-
ment. Funct Plant Biol 34:683–691. https://doi.org/10.1071/
FP07061

Robinson Boyer L, Feng W, Gulbis N, Hajdu K, Harrison RJ, Jeffries P,
Xu X (2016) The use of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi to improve
strawberry production in coir substrate. Front Plant Sci 7:1237.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2016.01237

Rodriguez R, Redman R (2008)More than 400 million years of evolution
and some plants still can’t make it on their own: plant stress toler-
ance via fungal symbiosis. J Exp Bot 59:1109–1114. https://doi.org/
10.1093/jxb/erm342

Ruiz-Lozano JM, Aroca R (2010) Host response to osmotic stresses:
stomatal behaviour and water use efficiency of arbuscular mycorrhi-
zal plants. In: Koltai H, Kapulnik Y (eds) Arbuscular mycorrhizas:
physiology and function: 239–256. Springer, Dordrecht. https://doi.
org/10.1007/978-90-481-9489-6_11

Ruiz-Lozano JM, Aroca R et al (2016) Arbuscular mycorrhizal symbiosis
induces strigolactone biosynthesis under drought and improves
drought tolerance in lettuce and tomato. Plant Cell Environ 39(2):
441–452. https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12631

Ruiz-Sánchez M, Aroca R, Muñoz Y, Polón R, Ruiz-Lozano JM (2010)
The arbuscular mycorrhizal symbiosis enhances the photosynthetic
efficiency and the antioxidative response of rice plants subjected to
drought stress. J Plant Physiol 167(11):862–869. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.jplph.2010.01.018

Sardans J, Peñuelas J (2004) Increasing drought decreases phosphorus
availability in an evergreen Mediterranean forest. Plant Soil 267(1–
2):367–377. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-005-0172-8

Shaul-Keinan O, Gadkar V et al (2002) Hormone concentrations in to-
bacco roots change during arbuscular mycorrhizal colonization with
Glomus intraradices. New Phytol 154(2):501–507. https://doi.org/
10.1046/j.1469-8137.2002.00388.x

Smith SE, Read DJ (2010) Mycorrhizal symbiosis. Academic press
Suriyagoda LD, RyanMH, RentonM, Lambers H (2014) Plant responses

to limited moisture and phosphorus availability: a meta-analysis. In:
advances in agronomy, vol 124. Academic press, pp 143–200.
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-800138-7.00004-8

Torelli A, Trotta A, Acerbi L, Arcidiacono G, Berta G, Branca C (2000)
IAA and ZR content in leek (Allium porrum L.), as influenced by P
nutrition and arbuscular mycorrhizae, in relation to plant develop-
ment. Plant Soil 226(1):29–35. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:
1026430019738

Trueba S, Pan R, Scoffoni C, John GP, Davis SD, Sack L (2019)
Thresholds for leaf damage due to dehydration: declines of hydrau-
lic function, stomatal conductance and cellular integrity precede
those for photochemistry. New Phytol 223(1):134–149. https://doi.
org/10.1111/nph.15779

VallinoM, Fiorilli V, Bonfante P (2014) Rice flooding negatively impacts
root branching and arbuscular mycorrhizal colonization, but not
fungal viability. Plant Cell Environ 37(3):557–572. https://doi.org/
10.1111/pce.12177

Venuprasad R, Lafitte HR, Atlin GN (2007) Response to direct selection
for grain yield under drought stress in rice. Crop Sci 47(1):285–293.
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2006.03.0181

Wangiyana W, Cornish PS, Morris EC (2006) Arbuscular mycorrhizal
fungi dynamics in contrasting cropping systems on vertisol and
regosol soils of Lombok, Indonesia. Exp Agric 42(4):427–439.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0014479706003826

Watanarojanaporn N, Boonkerd N, Tittabutr P, Longtonglang A, Young
JPW, Teaumroong N (2013) Effect of rice cultivation systems on
indigenous arbuscular mycorrhizal fungal community structure.
Microbes Environ 28(3):316–324. https://doi.org/10.1264/jsme2.
ME13011

Mycorrhiza (2020) 30:315–328 327

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.06.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.06.054
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00299-016-2091-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0953-7562(89)80195-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0953-7562(89)80195-9
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0109054
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00572-014-0578-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4290(94)90099-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4290(94)90099-X
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-90-481-9489-6_8
https://doi.org/10.4161/psb.2.3.4152
https://doi.org/10.4161/psb.2.3.4152
https://doi.org/10.1890/10-1542.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11120-018-0538-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11120-018-0538-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-016-5428-7
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ert208
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2015.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2015.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-4290(97)00016-6
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP07061
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP07061
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2016.01237
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erm342
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erm342
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-90-481-9489-6_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-90-481-9489-6_11
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12631
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2010.01.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2010.01.018
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-005-0172-8
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.2002.00388.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1469-8137.2002.00388.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-800138-7.00004-8
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026430019738
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026430019738
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.15779
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.15779
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12177
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12177
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2006.03.0181
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0014479706003826
https://doi.org/10.1264/jsme2.ME13011
https://doi.org/10.1264/jsme2.ME13011


Worchel ER, GiauqueHE, Kivlin SN (2013) Fungal symbionts alter plant
drought response. Microb Ecol 65:671–678. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s00248-012-0151-6

Yoshida S, Hasegawa S (1982) The rice root system: its development and
function. In: Drought Resistance in Crops with Emphasis on Rice.
International Rice Research Institute, Los Baños, pp 97–114

Zhang S, Wang L, Ma F, Bloomfield KJ, Yang J, Atkin OK (2014) Is
resource allocation and grain yield of rice altered by inoculationwith

arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi? J Plant Ecol 8(4):436–448. https://
doi.org/10.1093/jpe/rtu025

Zhang S, Wang L, Ma F, Zhang X, Fu D (2016) Arbuscular mycorrhiza
improved phosphorus efficiency in paddy fields. Ecol Eng 95:64–
72. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2016.06.029

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdic-
tional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Mycorrhiza (2020) 30:315–328328

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00248-012-0151-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00248-012-0151-6
https://doi.org/10.1093/jpe/rtu025
https://doi.org/10.1093/jpe/rtu025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2016.06.029

	Increased arbuscular mycorrhizal fungal colonization reduces yield loss of rice (Oryza sativa L.) under drought
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Experimental setup
	Soil
	Rice varieties
	Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi
	Planting, water, and nutrient treatments
	AMF colonization
	Rice dry biomass (shoot, root, grain)
	Stomatal conductance and chlorophyll fluorescence
	Nitrogen and phosphorus concentration
	Plant hormone analysis
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	AMF colonization
	Shoot and root dry biomass
	Stomatal conductance and chlorophyll fluorescence
	Nitrogen and phosphorus concentrations
	Plant hormones (ABA and IAA)

	Discussion
	AMF colonization
	Shoot and root dry biomass and grain yield
	Stomatal conductance and chlorophyll fluorescence
	Nutrient uptake: N and P concentration, N:P ratio
	Plant hormones (ABA and IAA)

	Conclusion
	References




