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Fig. S1 PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) diagram showing the process used for study selection for the meta-analysis.
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Fig. S2 Relationships between the response ratios (lnRR) of biomass, N concentration, P concentration, N uptake, and P uptake of plant aboveground with (A) AMF colonization rate, (B) experiment duration, (C) N addition, (D)P addition, and (E) water condition. Dark lines represent the regression results as P < 0.05, and pink shaded areas represent the 95% CIs. The n indicates the sample size and r values are the corresponding correlation coefficients.
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Fig. S3 Relationships between the response ratios (lnRR) of biomass, N concentration, P concentration, N uptake, and P uptake of plant belowground with (A) AMF colonization rate, (B) experimental duration, (C) N addition, (D)P addition, and (E) water condition. Dark lines represent the regression results as P < 0.05, and blue shaded areas represent the 95% CIs. The n indicates the sample size and r values are the corresponding correlation coefficients.
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Fig. S4 Variations in N/P values of plant aboveground in control treatment and AMF treatment and variations in N/P differences (N/P value of AMF treatment minus those of control treatment) with N addition (a-c) and P addition (d-f). The n indicates the sample size and r values are the corresponding correlation coefficients.
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Fig. S5 Differences in AMF colonization rate of control and AMF inoculation treatments in laboratory- and field-based experiments. The red values represent the difference values between control and AMF inoculation treatments. 
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