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Abstract
While it is generally acknowledged that orchid species rely on mycorrhizal fungi for comple-

tion of their life cycle, little is yet known about how mycorrhizal fungal diversity and commu-

nity composition vary within and between closely related orchid taxa. In this study, we used

454 amplicon pyrosequencing to investigate variation in mycorrhizal communities between

pure (allopatric) and mixed (sympatric) populations of two closely related Platanthera spe-

cies (Platanthera bifolia and P. chlorantha) and putative hybrids. Consistent with previous

research, the two species primarily associated primarily with members of the Ceratobasi-

diaceae and, to a lesser extent, with members of the Sebacinales and Tulasnellaceae. In

addition, a large number of ectomycorrhizal fungi belonging to various families were

observed. Although a considerable number of mycorrhizal fungi were common to both spe-

cies, the fungal communities were significantly different between the two species. Individu-

als with intermediate morphology showed communities similar to P. bifolia, confirming

previous results based on the genetic architecture and fragrance composition that putative

hybrids essentially belonged to one of the parental species (P. bifolia). Differences in

mycorrhizal communities between species were smaller in mixed populations than between

pure populations, suggesting that variation in mycorrhizal communities was largely con-

trolled by local environmental conditions. The small differences in mycorrhizal communities

in mixed populations suggests that mycorrhizal fungi are most likely not directly involved in

maintaining species boundaries between the two Platanthera species. However, seed ger-

mination experiments are needed to unambiguously assess the contribution of mycorrhizal

divergence to reproductive isolation.

Introduction

For completion of their life cycle, most orchid species rely on at least two biotic interactions
that occur both below and above the ground [1]. First, the majority of orchid species rely on
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pollinators for successful fruit and seed set. Although fruit set in orchids is generally low [2,3],
this is usually compensated by the vast number of seeds produced within a single fruit. How-
ever, due to their tiny size and the absence of endosperm (i.e. necessary nutritional resources
within plant seeds) [4], orchid seeds have become completely dependent on mycorrhizal fungi
for seed germination and successful establishment of seedlings [5,6]. As a result, it can be
expected that the spatial distribution and abundance of orchids is to a large extent dependent
on the contingencies of the spatial distribution of their mycorrhizal partners [7,8].
While it is clear that mycorrhizal fungi are an indispensable part of the life-history of

orchids, little is known about how mycorrhizal communities differ between populations within
species or between species within a genus. Recent research has shown that mycorrhizal com-
munities can be highly variable between species or even between populations within species
[9,10]. For example, populations of the terrestrial orchid Neottia ovata inhabiting forest and
meadows showed significant differences in mycorrhizal communities between these habitats
[11]. Recently diverged Epipactis species that occupy different habitats were also characterized
by significantly different mycorrhizal communities [12]. Furthermore, in co-occurringorchid
species, mycorrhizal interactions also tend to be species-specificwith little sharing of mycor-
rhizal taxa between orchid species [8,10,13,14]. These findings suggest that there is a possibility
that habitat-specific adaptations in general and mycorrhizal divergence in particularmaintain
species boundaries and mediate coexistence of multiple orchid species.
Although it is widely accepted that orchid species are often prone to shifts in pollinators,

leading to ecotype formation [15], less is known about how mycorrhizae influence taxon for-
mation. Nonetheless, it can be assumed that differences in mycorrhizal communities contrib-
ute to reproductive isolation acting between recently diverged sister species in at least two
different ways. First, seed germination experiments have shown that in places where multiple
orchids grow, which associate with different sets of mycorrhizal fungi, the seeds of one species
did not germinate at sites where the other species grows and vice versa [16,17]. These results
suggest that in orchid species that associate with strongly different mycorrhizal communities,
seedsmay fail to germinate in heterospecific habitat and that very few or no seedlingswill
establish (i.e. immigrant inviability) [18,19]. As a result, populations of the two species will
occur in disparate geographical regions so that gene flow by pollen or seeds between habitats is
restricted (i.e. ecogeographic isolation). Ultimately, this will directly reduce gene flow and the
possibility of heterospecificmating and therefore contribute to reproductive isolation. Second,
there is some evidence that hybrid seeds only germinate in the immediate vicinity of the mater-
nal plant, but not of the paternal plant [20]. In this case, hybrid seeds are no longer compatible
with the mycorrhizal fungi of one or both species and therefore suffer reduced germination
and/or survival compared to parental seeds (F1 inviability).
In this study, we investigated natural variation in mycorrhizal communities associating with

two closely related Platanthera species (Platanthera bifolia (L.) L.C. Rich. and P. chlorantha
(Cust.) Rchb). Previous research has shown that in pure (allopatric) populations the two spe-
cies exhibit significantmorphological, phenological and ecological differences that should pre-
vent interspecific gene flow and hybridization [21]. However, when the two species co-occur
(sympatric populations), individuals showing intermediate morphological characters have
often been found [22–26], suggesting that the species hybridize occasionally under natural con-
ditions and that the observedmorphological and phenological differences are not sufficient to
maintain species boundaries. On the other hand, detailed analyses of the genetic architecture
and floral scent in two mixed populations in Belgium,where these typical intermediate individ-
uals co-occurredwith the two parental Platanthera species, showed that plants with intermedi-
ate morphological characters essentially belonged to P. bifolia and that true hybrids were
extremely rare. Moreover, these individuals with intermediate characteristics were spatially
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distributed in close vicinity of P. bifolia plants [27]. These results suggest that hybridization
between both species is restricted and that the mycorrhizal communities associating with the
two speciesmay be significantly different and that intermediate individuals have mycorrhizal
communities similar to those associating with P. bifolia.
To test these hypotheses, we investigated variation in mycorrhizal communities associating

with P. bifolia, P. chlorantha and intermediate individuals. Since local environmental condi-
tions have been shown to strongly impact on the variability of mycorrhizal communities
[9,10], sampling was conducted in a diverse set of populations, including both pure (allopatric)
and mixed (sympatric) populations. We further hypothesized that if mycorrhizal fungi are
involved in maintaining species boundaries between the two Platanthera species, mycorrhizal
divergence in mixed populations should be as large as or larger than in pure populations. In
contrast, when differences in local environmental conditions are more important in determin-
ing mycorrhizal communities, mixed populations should display higher similarities in mycor-
rhizal communities than pure populations.

Materials and Methods

Study Populations

Platanthera bifolia and P. chlorantha are two terrestrial orchids that have a wide Eurasian dis-
tribution [28]. The two species belong to the orchid genus Platanthera, which can be consid-
ered as the most represented terrestrial orchid genus in the OldWorld with about 85 species
[29–33]. Species within the genus Platanthera are mainly pollinated by Lepidoptera, most
often moths, which are attracted to the flower by the white colour and the strong, heavy scent
that is emitted early in the evening or during the night [34,35]. In Europe, P. bifolia and P.
chlorantha flower betweenMay and July, and there is some overlap in flowering period in
areas of sympatry [36].
Both species display 10–25 white hermaphroditic flowers, which open sequentially, basically

to apically, and which have a slender, long nectariferous spur as a backward extension of the lip
petal. The morphology of the column, and more in particular the distance between the viscidia,
differs strongly between the two species [21,37]. In P. bifolia, the viscidia are close to each other
and the anther pockets stand almost parallel. The species is predominantly pollinated by moths
of the Sphingidae, which attach the pollinia on the proboscis [21]. In contrast, P. chlorantha is
mainly pollinated by moths belonging to the family of Noctuidae. It has a wider stigma, the dis-
tance between the viscidia is larger and the anther pockets stand strongly divergent. The pollin-
ium has a relatively long caudicle and the large distance between the viscidia probably
represents an adaptation to the distance between the pollinator’s eyes to which the viscidia are
mounted [21]. Generally, hybrids and backcross individuals exhibit various intermediate fea-
tures between the two parental species [21]. However, the resulting morphology generally
results in limited pollination, since the pollinia are attached to the hairy zone between the eyes
and the proboscis, where they cannot adhere properly and soon after uptake fall of the pollina-
tor’s head [21]. This aspect has been shown to constitute an effective pre-zygotic barrier to
cross-pollination [21].

Sampling Sites

We investigated pure and mixed populations of P. bifolia and P. chlorantha in six distinct
zones located in south of Belgium (Wallonia). Pure populations of both Platanthera species
occurred in habitats that were characterized by pronounced differences in local growth condi-
tions. Pure populations of P. bifolia were sampled in the natural regions of Famenne (Navau-
gle) and Ardennes (Saint-Hubert), both on semi-wetmeadows blended with acidic soil, while
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pure P. chlorantha populations were examined in the Ardennes (Transinne) and Calestienne
regions (Tiennes des Vignes), respectively on a semi-wet and calcareous meadow. Two mixed
populations with both Platanthera species and intermediate plants were investigated on a cal-
careous grassland situated in Calestienne (Botton). Most populations were located in either
Walloon public nature reserves, or private nature reserves with agreement from theWalloon
Region of Belgium. Permissions to operate in those areas were obtained from theWalloon
Department of Nature and Forests. Two of the populations were located on privately owned
land, for which permissionwas granted from the owners.
All field data were collected during the flowering season (June 2014). A total of 47 individu-

als were haphazardly selected for each species and small parts of the roots were cut for mycor-
rhizal analysis (Table 1). Two main discriminating factors were used to identify P. bifolia, P.
chlorantha and intermediate individuals: the length of the caudicles (mm) and the distance
between the viscidia (mm) [21,22,24,38,39], which were measured according to criteria
describedby Nilsson [21,22]. Additionally, in each population three 1 × 1m plots were estab-
lished in close proximity to the plants from which roots were sampled. In each plot, 10 topsoil
samples were randomly taken with a 2.5-cm-diameter soil auger to a depth of 5 cm below the
litter layer. Samples from each plot were bulked and stored in a watertight bag in a refrigerator
at 5°C until processing (two weeks later). At the same time, percentage soil moisture was deter-
mined using a hand-held Hydrosense SoilWater Content Measure System in exactly the same
plots where the soil samples were taken.

Molecular Analysis

Amplicon libraries were created using the broad-spectrum internal transcribed spacer (ITS)
primers ITS3 (50-GCATCGATGAAGAACGCAG-3’) and ITS4OF (50- TTACTAGGGGAAT
CCTTGTT-30) [40,41]. This primer pair has been shown to be able to produce a large number
of sequences and to detect a variety of orchid-associatingmycorrhizal families [42]. All samples
were assigned uniqueMID (Multiplex Identifier) barcode sequences according to the

Table 1. Number of plants sampled in the different populations, with characteristics of the soil at each site.

Type* Population Species Individuals

sampled

Soil moisture

content (%)

OM (%) pH P (mg/kg

soil)

NO3
- (mg/kg

soil)

NH4
+ (mg/kg

soil)

Pure Transinne P.

chlorantha

5 0.36 ± 0.04 0.13 ± 0.01 5.80 ± 0.27 10.38 ± 1.36 2.78 ± 1.71 8.25 ± 1.82

Pure Tienne des

Vignes

P.

chlorantha

5 0.27 ± 0.01 0.16 ± 0.01 6.82 ± 0.32 7.82 ± 1.04 2.15 ± 0.18 3.40 ± 1.51

Mixed Botton centre P. bifolia 5 0.24 ± 0.02 0.17 ± 0.01 8.20 ± 0.02 5.89 ± 0.54 6.82 ± 1.91 2.80 ± 2.04

Intermediate 5 0.30 ± 0.03 0.17 ± 0.02 8.21 ± 0.05 4.73 ± 0.89 3.07 ± 0.56 0.65 ± 0.33

P.

chlorantha

5 0.24 ± 0.05 0.18 ± 0.05 8.32 ± 0.13 5.93 ± 2.04 2.07 ± 0.72 1.79 ± 0.35

Mixed Botton east P. bifolia 5 0.28 ± 0.04 0.15 ± 0.01 8.22 ± 0.09 5.52 ± 1.13 2.53 ± 0.43 0.12 ± 0.10

Intermediate 5 0.24 ± 0.02 0.16 ± 0.02 8.26 ± 0.16 4.71 ± 0.89 1.84 ± 0.89 0.19 ± 0.13

P.

chlorantha

4 0.31 ± 0.03 0.15 ± 0.01 8.21 ± 0.13 5.28 ± 1.16 1.83 ± 1.11 0.16 ± 0.14

Pure Navaugle P. bifolia 3 0.29 ± 0.09 0.16 ± 0.04 5.56 ± 0.06 10.13 ± 3.64 0.47 ± 0.72 4.21 ± 1.55

Pure Saint Hubert P. bifolia 5 0.33 ± 0.05 0.09 ± 0.03 5.61 ± 0.18 7.44 ± 1.43 0.96 ± 0.26 2.74 ± 1.77

Total 47

* Pure (allopatric) populations denotes sites where only one taxon is present, whereas in mixed (sympatric) sites both species and intermediate individuals

are present.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0164108.t001
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guidelines for 454 GS-FLX Lib-L amplicon sequencing (Roche Applied Science,Mannheim,
Germany). Polymerase chain reaction (PCR) amplification was performed in duplicate in a
25 μl reaction volume containing 0.15 mM of each dNTP, 0.5 μM of each primer, 1 U Titanium
Taq DNA polymerase, 1X Titanium Taq PCR buffer (Clontech Laboratories, Palo Alto, CA,
USA), and 1 μl of a 10-times diluted DNA extract. PCR conditions were as follows: initial dena-
turation of 2 min at 94°C followed by 30 cycles of 45 s at 94°C, 45 s at 59°C, and 45 s at 72°C.
After resolving the amplicons by agarose gel electrophoresis, amplicons within the appropriate
size range (~250–500 bp) were cut from the gel and purified using the Qiaquick gel extraction
kit (Qiagen, Hamburg, Germany). Purified dsDNA amplicons were quantified using the Qubit
fluorometer (Invitrogen) and pooled in equimolar quantities of 1.00E+10 molecules per sam-
ple, resulting in two amplicon libraries, each representing one of the two PCR replicates. The
quality of the amplicon libraries was assessed using an Agilent Bioanalyzer 2100 and high sen-
sitivity DNA chip (Agilent Technologies, Waldbronn, Germany). Each amplicon library was
loaded onto 1/8th of a 454 Pico Titer Plate (PTP). Pyrosequencingwas performed using the
Roche GS FLX instrument and Titanium chemistry according to the manufacturer’s instruc-
tions (Roche Applied Science,Mannheim, Germany).

Soil Analysis

Detailed soil chemical analyses were conducted using similar methods outlined in [10]. First,
samples were thoroughly homogenized prior to analysis. Soil organic content was determined
by percentage weight lost after combustion in a muffle oven, and soil pH was determined using
a glass electrode. Soil extractable N was determined using a 1 M KCl-extraction of NH4+ and
NO3- and subsequent colorimetrical analysis using a segmented autoflow analyser [43] (Skalar,
Breda, The Netherlands). Finally, soil extractable P was determined using Olson-P extraction
and the extracts were colorimetrically analysed using the molybdenum blue method [44].

Data Analysis

Fungal diversity. Sequences obtained from the 454 pyrosequencing run were assigned to
the appropriate sample based on both barcode and primer sequences, allowing zero discrepan-
cies, and were subsequently trimmed from the barcodes and primers using CUTADAPT 1.0
[45]. Sequenceswere trimmed based on a minimum Phred score of 30 (base call accuracy of
99.9%) averaged over a 50 bp moving window and sequences with ambiguous base calls or
homopolymers longer than eight nucleotides were rejected, as were chimeric sequences detected
by the UCHIME chimera detection program (de novo algorithm) [46]. Sequenceswhich passed
all quality control procedures were used as the basis for all further analyses. For further analysis,
sequence data obtained for both PCR replicates were combined for each sample.
Operational Taxonomic Units (OTUs) were determined using UPARSE [47], wherein

sequences exceeding 97% sequence homology were clustered into the same OTU. OTUs repre-
senting only one sequence in the whole dataset (global singletons) were removed from further
analysis as it has been shown that this improves the accuracy of diversity estimates [42,48]. The
remaining OTUs were assigned taxonomic identities to the highest taxonomic rank possible/
family level based on BLAST [49] results of representative sequences (as indicated by UPARSE)
using GenBank [50], including uncultured/environmental entries. Finally, OTUs were manu-
ally screened for possible orchid-associatingmycorrhizal families based on the data provided
in Table 12.1 in [51] and information of previously isolated mycorrhizal fungi from the roots,
germinating seeds and protocorms of various European terrestrial orchid species that occur in
similar habitats [52–55]. Only OTUs corresponding to known orchid-associatingmycorrhizal
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families were retained for further analysis. For each taxon, total mycorrhizal fungal diversity
was assessed and compared between allopatric and sympatric populations.

Community composition. Based on presence—absence data of the observedorchid
mycorrhizal fungi in each of the sampled individuals, the fungal community composition asso-
ciating with the different orchid taxa was visualized by non-metricmultidimensional scaling
(NMDS) using the R software package vegan [56]. Permutational analysis of variance (perma-
nova) [57] was performed using the adonis function in the vegan package [56] to test the
hypothesis that the mycorrhizal communities differed betweenP. bifolia, P. chlorantha and
intermediate individuals. In the case of significant differences, a species-label reallocation
scheme using the multiple response permutation procedures (MRPP) [58] test was imple-
mented and pairwise comparisons were performed to see whether fungal composition differed
between taxa. Finally, we used Species Indicator Analysis to investigate whether we could iden-
tify mycorrhizal fungi that were significantly associated with one of the investigated species.
The multipatt function in the R package indicspecieswas used to define indicator species of
both individual species and combinations of species.

Results

The quality-filtered pyrosequencing data set comprised 768 OTUs (78640 sequences), of which
93 (47615 sequences– 60.6%) were assigned to putatively orchid mycorrhizal OTUs according
to Dearnaley et al. [51] and information from previous studies that isolated mycorrhizal fungi
from the roots of Platanthera and related orchid species (S1 Appendix). Representative
sequences for each mycorrhizal OTU found in this study were submitted in GenBank under
the Accession Numbers KX776481 through KX777248.
The mycorrhizal communities associating with the investigated Platanthera populations

were clearly dominated by fungi belonging to the Ceratobasidiaceae (18 OTUs -31388
sequences) and to a lesser extent by members of the Sebacinaceae (16 OTUs– 2262 sequences)
and Tulasnellaceae (5 OTUs– 517 sequences) (Fig 1a and 1b). Ectomycorrhizal fungi belonging
to the Thelephoraceae were also frequently observed (22 OTUs– 3223 sequences). Besides, a
large number of other ectomycorrhizal taxa known to associate with Platanthera and related
species (Cephalanthera) were detected, including Exophiala (6 OTUs– 2165 sequences),Corti-
narius (4 OTUs– 413 sequences), Inocybe (3 OTUs– 30 sequences), Leptodontidium (2 OTUs—
4194), Suillus (2 OTUs– 519 sequences),Helvella (2 OTUs– 10 sequences),Tuber (1 OTU– 22
sequences),Peziza (1 OTUs), andHebeloma (1 OTU– 24 sequences). Finally, severalmembers
of the Helotiales were also frequently observed (10 OTUs– 2803 sequences) (Fig 1a and 1b).
In total, 69 putative orchid mycorrhizal OTUs were found in the roots of P. bifolia, 52

OTUs in the roots of P. chlorantha and 48 OTUs in the roots of individuals with intermediate
characteristics. The three taxa shared 27 different mycorrhizal OTUs. Forty OTUs were shared
betweenP. bifolia and P. chlorantha. Individuals with intermediate characteristics shared 34
and 29 OTUs with P. bifolia and P. chlorantha, respectively. Five Ceratobasidium strains were
exclusively found in P. chlorantha, whereas P. bifolia associated with two unique strains. No
Ceratobasidium OTU was found that uniquely occurred in individuals with intermediate mor-
phology. Despite the substantial overlap in mycorrhizal partners, the NMDS ordination pro-
vided evidence for distinctivemycorrhizal communities associating with P. bifolia and P.
chlorantha (Fig 2), especially between pure populations, but less between the mixed popula-
tions. The ordination represented the data structure well (stress = 0.13). Individuals with inter-
mediate characteristics clustered together with P. bifolia individuals. Analysis by permanova
confirmed that community composition of mycorrhizal fungi was significantly different
between the three sets of plants (P. bifolia, P. chlorantha and intermediates). Pairwise
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comparisons using the MRPP procedure showed that community composition was signifi-
cantly different betweenP. bifolia and P. chlorantha, but not between P. bifolia and individuals
with intermediate characteristics. Finally, Species Indicator Analysis did not reveal any fungal
OTUs that were significantly associated with one of the investigated species
Soil pH varied considerably between populations, ranging from 5.56 to 8.32 (average ± SD:

7.32 ± 1.32) (Table 1). Soil extractable nutrients also varied substantially between populations,
constituting a gradient in soil N (NH4+ + NO3-) ranging from 1.83 mg N/kg soil to 11.03 mg
N/kg soil (average 4.86 mg N/kg soil, SD 3.10), whereas soil P varied between 4.71 mg P/kg soil
and 10.38 mg P/kg soil (average 6.78 mg P/kg soil, SD 2.09). Percentage soil moisture varied
between 24.2% and 36.5%, whereas percentage organic content varied between 9.2% and
18.2%. Despite the observeddifferences in soil nutrient content between sites, there was no cor-
relation between soil nutrients and pH and mycorrhizal community composition, but partial

Fig 1. Frequency distribution displaying a) the number of mycorrhizal OTUs and b) the number of

sequences across the different fungal genera that were detected on the roots of Platanthera bifolia,

P. chlorantha and individuals displaying intermediate characteristics.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0164108.g001
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CCA analysis showed that mycorrhizal communities were significantly (pseudo-F= 1.31,
P = 0.02) related to soil moisture content.

Discussion

Fungal Diversity and Specificity

In this study, we applied 454 amplicon pyrosequencing to assess the mycorrhizal communities
associating with the closely related terrestrial orchids Platanthera bifolia and P. chlorantha and
some individuals with intermediate morphology. Our results clearly illustrated that the domi-
nant fungi associating with both Platanthera species were members of the Ceratobasidiaceae,
although several representatives of the Tulasnellaceae and Sebacinales were detected as well,
albeit at minor frequencies. These results largely confirm previous studies that have shown that
species of the genus Platanthera mainly associate with fungi of the Ceratobasidiaceae [59–64].
These results are also in line with in vitro seed germination experiments.Using several different
Ceratobasidium and Tulasnella strains, Rasmussen [65] showed that seed germination percent-
ages were generally highest (up to 80%) when strains from Ceratobasidium were used. In con-
trast, strains of Tulasnella resulted in seed germination percentages< 40%. On the other hand,
strains of Tulasnella generally led to better seedling growth than Ceratobasidium strains [65].
These observations suggest that strains of different fungal families may be involved in the seed
germination process of Platanthera. Our results are in line with these findings, as representa-
tive strains of both fungal families were found associating with the studied Platanthera species
and are consistent with observationsmade in other orchid species that use different mycor-
rhizal fungi for different phases of the plant life cycle [65].
Besides fungal strains from the Ceratobasidiaceae and Tulasnellaceae, members of the The-

lephoraceae were observed as well. These fungi have been frequently shown to associate with
several species of other European orchid genera, including Cephalanthera, [52],Neottia [10] or
Epipactis [55]. These orchid species often grow in closed forest habitats with limited light

Fig 2. A nonmetric multidimensional scaling (nMDS) plot of mycorrhizal communities detected

between pure (closed symbols) and mixed populations of Platanthera chlorantha (blue) and P.

bifolia (red). Individuals with intermediate characteristics (open triangles) clustered within the group of P.

bifolia populations. See Table 1 for identity of the populations.

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0164108.g002
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availability and associate with fungi that usually form ectomycorrhizae on surrounding trees
[52]. In the forest orchids Cephalanthera damasonium and C. longifolia, several members of
the Thelephoraceae, including Tomentella and Pseudotomentella, were also found in germinat-
ing seeds [66], suggesting that these fungi may promote seed germination. However, whether
the observedectomycorrhizal fungi actually stimulate germination or contribute to the nutrient
budget of Platanthera warrants further investigation. Previous research using stable isotopes
has shown that plants of P. chlorantha were not significantly enriched in nitrogen or carbon
[52], suggesting that ectomycorrhizal fungi may not be not truly orchid mycorrhizal in Pla-
tanthera. Interestingly, we also observed the frequent occurrence of Leptodontidium orchidi-
cola. Although it is not entirely clear whether this heliotelean ascomycete is genuinely
mycorrhizal [67], it has been observed in P. chlorantha before [52] as well as in other Pla-
tanthera species (e.g. P. pollostantha, P. orbiculata, P. hyperborea) [59,64,68].
In common with other European terrestrial orchids, individual plants were associated with

several fungi simultaneously [53,54,69]. The function of sharing multiple fungal partners in
orchids is poorly understood. Previous research has shown that orchids often use different
mycorrhizal fungi for different phases of the plant life cycle [65], and it is likely that some of
the early mycorrhizal fungi remain present in the orchid’s roots, without fulfilling a proper role
anymore. Jacquemyn et al. [54] hypothesized that under nutrient-poor conditions, sharing a
diverse range of mycorrhizal fungal symbionts could optimize the access of the plant to its
growth-limiting resources. Furthermore, during a stress condition, as diverse fungi are likely to
play a different role in the acquisition of nutrient resources [13,70], the ability of the plant to
switch from different fungal partners may increase nutrient uptake and the probability of the
plant to survive. However, to gain a better knowledge of these physiological mechanisms, more
detailed investigations are needed.

Mycorrhizal Divergence

Despite the substantial overlap in mycorrhizal partners, the NMDS analysis provided evidence
for distinctivemycorrhizal communities associating with P. bifolia and P. chlorantha, particu-
larly in pure populations. In mixed populations, i.e. at sites where the two species co-occurred,
the differences were less pronounced, but still there was a clear difference betweenP. bifolia
and P. chlorantha. Individuals with intermediate morphology clustered within P. bifolia, indi-
cating that their mycorrhizal profiles were similar. The pronounced differences between pure
populations are most likely related to differences in local soil conditions. Pure populations of P.
bifolia were sampled on wet, somewhat acidic soils, whereas P. chlorantha was sampled on
more calcareous-rich soils. Previous research has shown that local environmental conditions
can have a significant impact on orchid mycorrhizal communities. For example, Oja et al. [11]
sampled populations of the terrestrial orchid Neottia ovata from forest and meadows and
showed significant differences in mycorrhizal communities between these habitats. Similarly,
Pandey et al. [9] and Jacquemyn et al. [10] showed that mycorrhizal communities varied
between populations of Piperia yadonii and Neottia ovata, respectively, and that differences in
community composition were related to local environmental conditions. In N. ovata, for exam-
ple, differences in community composition were mainly due to differences in soil moisture
content and pH [10]. In Platanthera, mycorrhizal communities were affected by soil moisture
content as well, but not by pH. However, this was mainly due to the fact that the two species
responded differently to varying pH conditions, suggesting that the relationship between envi-
ronmental conditions and mycorrhizal communities depends on orchid species. Clearly, more
populations need to be sampled to firmly establish the relationship betweenmycorrhizal com-
munities and edaphic conditions in orchids.
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In the two studied mixed populations, where differences in edaphic conditions were less
pronounced, communities associating with P. chlorantha were still significantly different
from those associating with P. bifolia. These results are in line with previous observations,
which have shown that co-occurringorchids may often be associated with different communi-
ties of mycorrhizal fungal symbionts [13,17,20,71] and therefore may constitute an important
mechanism contributing to coexistence of orchids. For example, Waud et al. [8] recently
showed that three co-occurringmeadow species (Orchis mascula, Anacamptis morio and
Gymnadenia conopsea) showed significantly different mycorrhizal communities. These differ-
ences, in turn, affected spatial patterns of seed germination and above-ground distribution of
adult plants [17]. Similarly, in a hybrid zone of threeOrchis species, fungal community com-
position differed significantly between the three pure species, which also occupied different
locations in the population [20]. Interestingly, hybrids betweenO. purpurea and O.militaris
showed a mycorrhizal community composition that was similar to that of O. purpurea. In the
case of Platanthera, individuals with intermediate morphology showed mycorrhizal commu-
nities similar to those of P. bifolia. Although the exact processes leading to the observed varia-
tion in floral morphology are still unclear, molecular analyses and analyses of floral scent
profiles have shown that these individuals with intermediate morphologywere most likely not
hybrids between P. bifolia and P. chlorantha, but pure P. bifolia [27]. Our results are in line
with these observations.

Implications for Maintenance of Species Integrity

Previous research has shown that several pre-zygotic barriers (phenological isolation, pollina-
tor specialization,mechanical isolation) contribute to reproductive isolation acting between P.
bifolia and P. chlorantha [46]. However, the possibility that mycorrhizal divergence has con-
tributed to reproductive isolation has not been considered. Mycorrhizal divergence may con-
tribute to reproductive isolation in two different ways. First, differences in mycorrhizal
communities may lead to reduced seed, seedling or adult fitness in heterospecific habitat so
that populations of both species occur in disparate geographical regions and chances for gene
flow by pollen or seeds between species are restricted (i.e. ecogeographic isolation). Second,
the mycorrhizal communities differ between the two species to such an extent that hybrid
seeds are less likely to germinate and survive than parental seeds (hybrid inviability).
In this study we have shown that the two studied Platanthera species associated with dis-

tinctive mycorrhizal communities, but that differences in mycorrhizal communities were
not strong enough to create eco-geographic isolation. Moreover, our results showed that
individuals with intermediate morphological characters not only had the same genetic archi-
tecture and the same floral scent as P. bifolia [27], but also displayed a similar mycorrhizal
community composition, suggesting that hybridization in both populations was limited or
absent. It is therefore tempting to suggest that the observed differences in mycorrhizal asso-
ciations between species led to an effective barrier to hybridization due to incompatibilities
between orchid seeds and mycorrhizal fungi and therefore contribute to reproductive isola-
tion. However, differences in mycorrhizal communities between the two species were smaller
in mixed than in pure populations and the two species shared a considerable number of fun-
gal strains, suggesting that mycorrhizal fungi are most likely not directly involved in main-
taining species boundaries between the two Platanthera species. To prove that mycorrhizal
fungi are effectively involved in contributing to reproductive isolation, future research
should perform seed germination experiments using both pure and hybrid seeds and assess
seed germination and protocorm formation at different locations within pure and mixed
populations.

Mycorrhizal Fungal Diversity in Two Closely Related Platanthera Species

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0164108 October 3, 2016 10 / 14



Supporting Information

S1 Appendix. List of operational taxonomic units (OTUs) corresponding to orchid-associ-
ating mycorrhizal families discovered in this study.
(DOCX)

Acknowledgments

This research was supported by the European Research Council (ERC Starting Grant 260601 –
MYCASOR awarded to HJ). The operating budget of UCL (Université catholique de Louvain)
was used for operating expenses of FE and DT. Permissions to collect samples were obtained
from theWalloon Department of Nature and Forests or from private owners. This is paper
BRC 374 from the Biodiversity Research Centre of UCL.

Author Contributions

Conceptualization:FE HJ MWDT.

Data curation:HJMW.

Formal analysis:HJMW.

Funding acquisition:HJ DT.

Investigation: FE HJ MWDT.

Methodology:HJMW.

Project administration:HJ DT.

Resources:HJ.

Supervision:DT.

Validation: HJMW.

Visualization: FE HJ MWDT.

Writing – original draft: FE HJ.

Writing – review& editing: FE HJ MWDT.

References

1. Swarts ND, Sinclair EA, Francis A, Dixon KW. Ecological specialization in mycorrhizal symbiosis leads

to rarity in an endangered orchid. Molecular Ecology 2010; 19: 3226–3242. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-294X.

2010.04736.x PMID: 20618899

2. Neiland MRM, Wilcock CC. Fruit set, nectar reward, and rarity in the Orchidaceae. American Journal

of Botany 1998; 85: 1657–1671. doi: 10.2307/2446499 PMID: 21680327

3. Tremblay RL, Ackerman JD, Zimmerman JK, Calvo RN. Variation in sexual reproduction in orchids

and its evolutionary consequences: a spasmodic journey to diversification. Biological Journal of the

Linnean Society 2005; 84: 1–54. doi: 10.1111/j.1095-8312.2004.00400.x

4. Arditti J, Ghani AKA. Tansley Review No. 110. Numerical and physical properties of orchid seeds and

their biological implications. New Phytologist 2000; 145: 367–421.

5. Smith SE, Read DJ. Mycorrhizal symbiosis. Cambridge, UK: Academic Press; 2008.

6. Rasmussen HN, Rasmussen FN. Orchid mycorrhiza: implications of a mycophagous life cycle. Oikos

2009; 118: 334–345.

7. McCormick MK, Jacquemyn H. What constrains the distribution of orchid populations? New Phytolo-

gist 2014; 202: 392–400. doi: 10.1111/nph.12639

Mycorrhizal Fungal Diversity in Two Closely Related Platanthera Species

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0164108 October 3, 2016 11 / 14

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0164108.s001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2010.04736.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2010.04736.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20618899
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2446499
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21680327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.2004.00400.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/nph.12639


8. Waud M, Busschaert P, Lievens B, Jacquemyn H. Specificity and localised distribution of mycorrhizal

fungi in the soil may contribute to co-existence of orchid species. Fungal Ecology 2016; 20: 155–165.

doi: 10.1016/j.funeco.2015.12.008

9. Pandey M, Sharma J, Taylor DL, Yadon VL. A narrowly endemic photosynthetic orchid is non-specific

in its mycorrhizal associations. Molecular Ecology 2013; 22: 2341–2354. doi: 10.1111/mec.12249

PMID: 23432406

10. Jacquemyn H, Brys R, Waud M, Busschaert P, Lievens B. Mycorrhizal networks and coexistence in

species-rich orchid communities. New Phytologist 2015; 206: 1127–1134. doi: 10.1111/nph.13281

PMID: 25614926

11. Oja J, Kohout P, Tedersoo L, Kull T, Kõljalg U. Temporal patterns of orchid mycorrhizal fungi in mead-

ows and forests as revealed by 454 pyrosequencing. New Phytologist 2015; 205:1608–1618. doi: 10.

1111/nph.13223 PMID: 25546739

12. Jacquemyn H, Waud M, Lievens B, Brys R. Differences in mycorrhizal communities between Epipactis

palustris, E. helleborine and its presumed sister species E. neerlandica. Annals of Botany 2016; 118:

105–114. doi: 10.1093/aob/mcw015 PMID: 26946528

13. Waterman RJ, Bidartondo MI, Stofberg J, Combs JK, Gebauer G, Savolainen V, et al. The effects of

above- and belowground mutualisms on orchid speciation and coexistence. American Naturalist 2011;

177: E54–E68. doi: 10.1086/657955 PMID: 21460551

14. Jacquemyn H, Brys R, Merckx VSFT, Waud M, Lievens B, Wiegand T. Co-existing orchid species

have distinct mycorrhizal communities and display strong spatial segregation. New Phytologist 2014;

202: 616–627. doi: 10.1111/nph.12640 PMID: 24325257

15. Van der Niet T, Johnson SD. Phylogenetic evidence for pollinator-driven diversification of angio-

sperms. Trends in Ecology & Evolution 2012; 27(6), 353–361. doi: 10.1016/j.tree.2012.02.002 PMID:

22445687

16. Batty AL, Dixon KW, Brundrett M, Sivasithamparam K. Constraints to symbiotic germination of terres-

trial orchid seed in a mediterranean bushland. New Phytologist 2001; 152: 511–520. doi: 10.1046/j.

0028-646X.2001.00277.x

17. Jacquemyn H, Brys R, Lievens B, Wiegand T. Spatial variation in belowground seed germination and

divergent mycorrhizal associations correlate with spatial segregation of three co-occurring orchid spe-

cies. Journal of Ecology 2012; 100: 1328–1337.

18. Nosil P, Vines TH, Funk DJ. Perspective: reproductive isolation caused by natural selection against

immigrants from divergent habitats. Evolution 2005; 59, 705–719. doi: 10.1554/04-428 PMID:

15926683

19. Lowry DB, Modliszewski JL, Wright KM, Wu CA, Willis JH. The strength and genetic basis of reproduc-

tive isolating barriers in flowering plants. Philos. T. Roy. Soc. Lond. B. 2008; 363: 3009–3021. doi: 10.

1098/rstb.2008.0064 PMID: 18579478

20. Jacquemyn H, Brys R, Honnay O, Roldán-Ruiz I, Lievens B, Wiegand T. Non-random spatial structur-

ing of orchids in a hybrid zone of three Orchis species. New Phytologist 2012; 193: 454–464. doi: 10.

1111/j.1469-8137.2011.03913.x PMID: 21955096

21. Nilsson LA. Processes of isolation and introgressive interplay between Platanthera bifolia (L.) Rich and

P. chlorantha (Custer) Reichb. (Orchidaceae). Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 1983; 87: 325–350. doi: 10.1111/j.

1095-8339.1983.tb00997.x

22. Nilsson LA. Characteristics and distribution of intermediates between Platanthera bifolia and P. chlor-

antha (Orchidaceae) in the Nordic countries. Nordic Journal of Botany 1985; 5: 407–419. doi: 10.

1111/j.1756-1051.1985.tb01670.x

23. Maad J, Nilsson LA. On the mechanism of floral shifts in speciation: gained pollination efficiency from

tongue- to eye attachment of pollinia in Platanthera (Orchidaceae). Biological Journal of the Linnean

Society 2004; 83: 481–495. doi: 10.1111/j.1095-8312.2004.00406.x

24. Claessens J, Kleynen J. Anmerkungen zur Hybridbildung bei Platanthera bifolia und P. chlorantha.
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