Changes of spatio-temporal virus concentration in arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi inoculated grapevine
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® Repeated measures ANOVA revealed grapevine roots with Mix
inoculum had significantly greater concentration in first sampling point —
May 22. and similar trend continued in June '22 (bottom D).

® Virus titer in young leaves showed increase along temporal scale, with
lowest GRSPaV relative concentration detected in first sampling for both
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Ri and Mix AMF inoculated plants. This differences were lost one year
after mycorrhizal inoculation.
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® Petioles and mature leaves had more stable GRSPaV relative
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treated plants, with MIX inoculum having more

pronounced effect in the roots.

CONCLUSION CO3 Increase in GRSPaV quantity in root could possibly
be due to induced root formation and nutrient supply
supported by newly established symbiosis.

AMEF influenced transient changes of GRSPaV concentration depending on tissue type, with
greatest increase in roots during early symbiosis period.
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