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Interactions between fungi and tropical trees help shape some of the most biodiverse
communities on earth. These interactions occur in the presence of additional microbes
that can modify fungal phenotypes, such as endohyphal bacteria (EHB). Here we examine
the occurrence, diversity, and taxonomic composition of EHB in fungi that colonize seeds
and leaves of plants in tropical forests. We use PCR and fluorescence microscopy to
detect EHB in fungi, and a phylogenetic approach to explore evolutionary relationships
among seed- and leaf-inhabiting fungi and their bacterial partners. Analyses focusing
on two prevalent orders of fungi (Hypocreales and Xylariales) revealed that seed- and
leaf-inhabiting fungi have a shared evolutionary history, yet differ in the prevalence,
richness, and composition of their endohyphal symbionts. Phylogenetic analyses
detected that the endohyphal habit is widespread, here encompassing members
of seven phyla of bacteria (including three classes of Proteobacteria). Occurring in
seed- vs. leaf-associated fungi has not resulted in detectable structure in the evolution
of EHB, and no congruence was observed in the phylogenetic relationships of these
apparently facultative, horizontally transmitted symbionts, and their fungal hosts. Our
results are consistent with multiple origins of fungus-bacterium associations and argue
for evaluating focal pairs to determine how particular EHB affect the establishment or
maintenance of fungal symbioses in seeds and leaves.

Keywords: Ascomycota, Barro Colorado Island, Cecropia, endobacteria, phylogenetic diversity, pioneers,
symbiosis

INTRODUCTION

Interactions between fungi and tropical trees contribute directly to shaping some of the most
biodiverse communities on earth (Arnold and Lutzoni, 2007; Zimmerman and Vitousek, 2012;
Peay et al.,, 2013; Bagchi et al., 2014). Fungi that recruit to seeds in soil can alter seed fate by
influencing secondary dispersal, dormancy, germination, and survival (Knoch et al., 1993; Gallery
et al., 2007a,b; Dalling et al., 2011; Sarmiento et al., 2015). Fungi in sapwood and roots can change
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nutrient acquisition or transport, water transport, and tissue
integrity (Blanchette, 1991; Agrios, 1997; Bonfante and Genre,
2010; Oliva et al., 2014). In leaves, fungi can alter photosynthetic
rates, gas exchange, interactions with natural enemies, and
growth (Pinto et al., 2000; Gilbert, 2002; Rodriguez et al., 2009;
Grimmer et al., 2012). Together these interactions underlie a
major component of forest dynamics and the maintenance of
biological diversity in tropical plant communities (Gilbert, 2002).

Interactions of plants and fungi are influenced both by
environmental factors and by the intricate processes of host-
symbiont recognition (see Agrios, 1997; Schafer and Kotanen,
2003; Jones and Dangl, 2006; Kluger et al., 2008; Gallery et al.,
2010). They also can be shaped by additional microbes that
modify fungal phenotypes (Frey-Klett et al., 2007; Marquez
etal., 2007). Plant-fungus interactions in complex, heterogeneous
environments such as tropical forests may be especially subject to
influence from other microbes (Frey-Klett et al., 2007; Bonfante
and Anca, 2009). Such “symbio-modulatory” microbes may
occur in the same microenvironments as the primary interactors,
on their surfaces, or within their tissues, influencing the outcome
of interactions through substrate modification, regulation of
gene expression, or metabolite production (Partida-Martinez and
Hertweck, 2005; Bonfante and Anca, 2009; Salvioli et al., 2010,
2016; Hoffman et al., 2013).

Recent work has shown that many plant-associated fungi
harbor endosymbiotic bacteria that can alter plant-fungus
interactions (Partida-Martinez and Hertweck, 2005; Partida-
Martinez et al., 2007a; Salvioli et al., 2010, 2016; Hoffman
et al, 2013). For example, the rice blast fungus Rhizopus
microsporus (Mucoromycotina) can harbor Burkholderia
rhizoxinica  (Burkholderiaceae, Betaproteobacteria), which
produces the virulence factor responsible for plant disease
(Partida-Martinez and Hertweck, 2005; Partida-Martinez
et al., 2007b). When cured of the bacterium, the fungus loses
pathogenicity as well as the ability to produce asexual spores
(Partida-Martinez and Hertweck, 2005; Partida-Martinez
et al, 2007a). Similarly, the arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM)
fungus Gigaspora margarita (Glomeromycota) can harbor the
vertically transmitted bacterium Candidatus Glomeribacter
gigasporarum (Burkholderiaceae) (Bianciotto et al., 1996, 2003,
2004). This bacterium enhances responsiveness to root-exuded
strigolactones that influence hyphal elongation and branching in
mycorrhizal establishment (Lumini et al., 2007; Anca et al., 2009).
Genomic studies have shown that some bacterial endosymbionts
can acquire carbon, nitrogen, and phosphorus from their fungal
hosts, implying that they may compete for these often limiting
resources (Salvioli et al., 2010; Ghignone et al, 2012). Such
dynamics may be particularly important in environments such
as nutrient-poor soils or the apoplast of living leaves (Vitousek
and Sanford, 1986; Vorholt, 2012).

The ability to harbor endosymbiotic bacteria (hereafter
endohyphal bacteria, EHB) appears to be phylogenetically and
ecologically widespread in fungi. EHB have been observed
in root-associated and soilborne fungi representing the
Mucoromycotina (Rhizopus microsporus, Endogone spp.),
Mortierellomycotina (Mortierella elongata), Glomeromycota
(Gigaspora spp., Scutellospora spp.), Basidiomycota (Laccaria

bicolor and Sebacina spp.), and Ascomycota (Tuber borchii)
(Barbieri et al., 2000; Bianciotto et al., 2003; Bertaux et al.,
2005; Partida-Martinez et al., 2007b; Sharma et al., 2008; Sato
et al,, 2010; Desiro et al., 2015). Growing evidence suggests
that EHB also occur frequently in diverse foliar Ascomycota,
including leaf-endophytic Eurotiomycetes, Dothideomycetes,
Sordariomycetes, and Pezizomycetes (Hoffman and Arnold,
2010). One foliar endophyte that has been studied in some
detail, Pestalotiopsis sp. 9143 (Xylariales, Sordariomycetes,
Ascomycota), harbors an endohyphal Luteibacter sp.
(Xanthomonadaceae, Gammaproteobacteria) that influences
its ability to produce auxin and certain hydrolytic enzymes
(Hoffman et al., 2013; Arendt, 2015).

Together these studies indicate that EHB can shape the
phenotypes of plant-associated fungi with downstream effects on
the fungus-plant interactions that contribute in turn to forest
ecology. As a first step toward elucidating such interactions,
we examined the occurrence, diversity, distribution, taxonomic
placement, and evolutionary history of EHB in fungi associated
with plants from lowland tropical forests. We focused specifically
on seed-associated and foliar endophytic fungi, which are highly
diverse functional groups that each encompass a gradient of
beneficial to antagonistic interactions with seeds or leaves,
respectively (Arnold et al., 2003; Arnold and Engelbrecht, 2007;
Gallery et al., 2007a; Kluger et al., 2008). Here, we first determine
the phylogenetic placement of these fungi and evaluate whether
their use of distinctive host tissues (seeds vs. leaves) reflects
divergent evolutionary histories. Upon establishing that they do
not appear to be evolutionarily distinct, we next determine the
frequency and diversity of EHB in representative fungal lineages.
We infer the phylogenetic relationships of EHB to place these
symbionts taxonomically, and then use measures of phylogenetic
diversity and signal to inform their evolutionary history. Finally,
we compare relationships among EHB with the phylogenetic
relationships and ecological modes of their hosts.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Fungi Examined

We selected fungi isolated during previous studies from a
living culture collection at the Robert L. Gilbertson Mycological
Herbarium, University of Arizona, Tucson, USA (ARIZ) (Gallery
et al,, 2007a,b; Del Olmo-Ruiz and Arnold, 2014; Zalamea et al.,
2015). We focused on two functional groups dominated by
the species-rich Ascomycota: seed-associated fungi and foliar
endophytic fungi. Both groups are highly diverse in lowland
tropical forests, but are generally understudied with regard to
their phylogenetic affinity, taxonomy, and ecological modes.

All fungi used in this study were isolated originally at Barro
Colorado Island, Panama (BCI: 9° 10’N, 79° 51’W; 86 m.a.s.l.) or
La Selva Biological Station, Heredia, Costa Rica (LS: 10° 26'N, 83°
59'W; 35 m.a.s.l.). Barro Colorado Island is located in a seasonally
moist tropical forest (Holdridge, 1947) with an average rainfall
of 2600 mm/y and a pronounced dry season from January to
April (Leigh, 1999). The flora and vegetation of BCI have been
described previously (Croat, 1978; Foster and Brokaw, 1982). La
Selva is located in a wet tropical forest (Holdridge, 1947) with an
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average rainfall of 3962 mm/y (Sanford et al., 1994). The flora and
vegetation of LS are described by La Flora Digital de La Selva'.

Seed-associated fungi were isolated originally from surface-
sterilized seeds of trees following burial and incubation in soil
in the forest understory at BCI (Supplementary Table 1). Seeds
were retrieved from the soil at intervals (1-6 months following
burial) and surface sterilized by sequential immersion in 95%
ethanol (10 s), 0.7% sodium hypochlorite (NaClO; 2 min), and
70% ethanol (2 min). Each seed was allowed to surface-dry and
cut in half under sterile conditions, and then plated on 2% malt
extract agar (MEA), prepared without antibiotics, to isolate fungi
from the seed interior (Gallery et al., 2007a; Sarmiento et al., 2015;
Zalamea et al., 2015).

Foliar endophytic fungi were isolated originally from surface-
sterilized, healthy leaves of diverse vascular plants at BCI and LS
(Supplementary Table 1). Leaf pieces were washed with deionized
water, patted dry, cut into small fragments (ca. 2-mm?), surface
sterilized as above but using 0.525% NaClO, allowed to dry under
sterile conditions, and plated on 2% MEA prepared without
antibiotics (U’Ren et al., 2009; Del Olmo-Ruiz and Arnold, 2014;
Del Olmo-Ruiz and Arnold, in revision; Arnold, unpublished
data).

Emergent hyphae were isolated into pure culture and
deposited as living vouchers at ARIZ. These vouchers were
used in the present study. A diversity of fungi was obtained
in culture (Gallery et al., 2007a,b; URen et al, 2009; Del
Olmo-Ruiz and Arnold, 2014; Del Olmo-Ruiz and Arnold, in
revision; Sarmiento et al., 2015; Zalamea et al., 2015), but two
genera were particularly common among isolates from seeds
and leaves (putative Fusarium, Hypocreales; putative Xylaria,
Xylariales). We therefore focused our work on these taxa, first
using phylogenetic methods (below) to confirm the taxonomic
placement and ecological diversity of isolates in each group.

Preliminary Taxonomic Placement of

Fungal Strains
DNA Extraction and PCR
Total genomic DNA was extracted from axenic fungal cultures
following Arnold and Lutzoni (2007) or with the Extract-N-
Amp Plant Mini Kit (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA)
following the manufacturers instructions. The former is a
phenol:chloroform based extraction and the latter a more rapid
two-step kit that was adopted for convenience. Both methods
provide comparable results (Sandberg et al., 2014). We used the
forward primers ITS1F or ITS5 and reverse primers LR3 or ITS4
(10 M) to amplify the nuclear ribosomal internal transcribed
spacers and the 5.8S gene (ITS ribosomal DNA [rDNA]), and
when possible, the first 600 base pairs (bp) of the large subunit
(partial LSU rDNA). Fragment sizes ranged from ca. 600 (ITS
rDNA) to 1200 bp (ITS rDNA-partial LSU rDNA). PCR methods
followed Arnold and Lutzoni (2007) unless genomic DNA was
obtained using the Extract-N-Amp kit, in which case methods
followed the manufacturer’s instructions.

Reactions were run on PTC-200 thermal cyclers (Bio-Rad,
Hercules, CA, USA) with the following cycling parameters:

Uhttp://sura.ots.ac.cr/florulad/

94°C for 3min; 35 cycles of 94°C for 30s, 55°C for 30s,
and 72°C for 2 min; and 72°C for 10 min. PCR products were
evaluated by visualizing with SYBR Green I (Molecular Probes,
Invitrogen, Carlsbad CA, USA) after electrophoresis on 1%
agarose gels. Positive PCR products producing single bands
were sequenced directly (see below). Negative controls included
water instead of template and were always blank, indicating
no contamination during the DNA extraction or amplification
process.

Products producing multiple bands or displaying weak
amplification were cloned with StrataClone cloning Kkits
(Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, CA, USA) following the
manufacturer’s instructions, except that we used one-half the
recommended reagent volumes for each reaction. Following
blue/white screening, successful transformants were transferred
to fresh plates and allowed to grow an additional 24 h to increase
colony size. Eight positive clones per isolate were amplified using
primers M13F(—20) and M13R(—27; numbers indicate specific
primer variants) (10 M) (Hoftman and Arnold, 2010). The
cycling parameters were 94°C for 10 min; 35 cycles of 94°C for 1
min, 54°C for 1 min, and 72°C for 2 min; and 72°C for 10 min.
Up to eight positive PCR products per isolate were selected for
sequencing.

Positive PCR products showing one band of the appropriate
length were cleaned with ExoSAP-IT (Affymetrix, Santa Clara,
CA, USA) following the manufacturers instructions. Cleaned
products were diluted 1:2 with sterile water prior to sequencing.

Sequencing and Assembly

Positive products were sequenced bidirectionally with the
original PCR primers (5uM) at the University of Arizona
Genetics Core (Applied Biosystems BigDye Terminator v3.1
cycle sequencing kits; Applied Biosystems AB3730XL DNA
Analyzer; Foster City, CA, USA). An assembly pipeline consisting
of phred and phrap (Ewing and Green, 1998; Ewing et al,
1998) driven by Chromaseq (Maddison and Maddison, 2005) in
Mesquite v.2.75 (Maddison and Maddison, 2009) was used to call
bases and assemble reads into contigs. Base calls were verified
by manual inspection of chromatograms in Sequencher v.5.1
(Gene Codes Corp., Ann Arbor, MI, USA). ITS rDNA-partial
LSU rDNA sequences were submitted to GenBank (accessions
KU977534-KU978121, KU978403-KU978448, and KX530755-
KX530763).

We used BLASTn comparisons with GenBank (nucleotide
collection [nr/nt]) (Altschul et al., 1990) and the Ribosomal
Database Project (RDP) Fungal ITS Classifier (Deshpande et al.,
2015) to select 223 strains for further study. These were isolates
that were tentatively identified as Fusarium, Xylaria, or close
relatives of those genera. Together these fungi represented
isolates from 29 species of vascular plants from BCI and LS (three
species of ferns, foliage only; 26 woody angiosperms, foliage
and/or seeds) (Supplementary Table 1).

Top matches in database searches are not always closest
phylogenetic neighbors and consequently may be inappropriate
for identification (see U'Ren et al., 2009; Koski and Golding, 2012;
Porter and Golding, 2012; U'Ren et al., 2016). Therefore, we used
phylogenetic analyses to clarify the taxonomic placement of these
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strains and the resulting phylogenies to inform the distribution of
seed-associated vs. foliar endophytic habits in each focal group.

Phylogenetic Analyses of Fungal Strains
Phylogenetic Reconstructions Using ITS rDNA and
ITS rDNA-Partial LSU rDNA

BLASTn- and RDP classification with parallel examination
of preliminary sequence alignments led us to assemble 19
data sets that encompassed Fusarium and close relatives
in the Hypocreales, and Xylaria and close relatives in the
Xylariales (Supplementary Table 1). Care was taken to match
the phylogenetic information provided by ITS rDNA or ITS
rDNA-partial LSU rDNA with the appropriate breadth of taxon
sampling in each focal data set. We delimited our taxon sampling
in part by reviewing existing phylogenetic hypotheses for each
group, and by evaluating the limitations imposed by ambiguous
alignments of ITS rDNA at broad taxonomic levels (see Schroers,
2001; Zhang et al., 2006; O’Donnell et al., 2008; Hsieh et al., 2010;
Lombard et al., 2010; Chaverri et al., 2011; Short et al., 2013;
U’Ren et al., 2016).

For each dataset, we first used Muscle v3.7 (Edgar, 2004) to
align sequences with well-curated references from GenBank (i.e.,
those from type specimens and/or published species descriptions,
and with information on host, substrate, and geographic origin,
if available; Supplementary Table 2). We then edited each
alignment by eye in Mesquite v2.75 (Maddison and Maddison,
2009). Ambiguously aligned characters were excluded. Matrix
details are listed in Supplementary Table 3 and alignments
submitted were to TreeBASE?.

Maximum likelihood analyses were conducted in RAXML
v.8.2.4 (Stamatakis, 2014) with bootstrap support determined
on the basis of 1000 pseudoreplicates. Bayesian analyses were
conducted in MrBayes v.3.2.6 (Huelsenbeck and Ronquist, 2001;
Ronquist and Huelsenbeck, 2003) with six million generations,
initiated with random trees, four chains, sampling every 1000th
tree, and a burn-in of all trees with a standard deviation of split
frequencies > 0.01. Bayesian analyses did not converge after six
million generations for the Fusarium solani species complex,
so the run was extended to 30 million generations. For both
ML and Bayesian analyses, we used jModelTest2 (Posada, 2008;
Darriba et al., 2012) to select the appropriate model of sequence
evolution. Models for each alignment are listed in Supplementary
Table 3. Muscle, RAXML, Mr. Bayes, and jModelTest2 were
implemented using the CIPRES Science Gateway (Miller et al.,
2010).

Multilocus Analyses

Relationships remained unresolved in the analyses outlined
above for two taxonomic groups: the Fusarium solani species
complex (FSSC) and Gliocladiopsis. We therefore used multi-
locus data to improve our inferences. For FSSC we used ITS
rDNA-partial LSU rDNA, the RNA polymerase II second largest
subunit gene (RPB2; 1500-1800 bp in length), and the translation
elongation factor 1-alpha gene (TEF; 600-900 bp in length)
following Short et al. (2014). For Gliocladiopsis we used ITS
rDNA, the RNA polymerase II largest subunit gene (RPBI; 400

Zhttp://purl.org/phylo/treebase/phylows/study/TB2:519714

to 600 bp in length), and TEF following Castlebury et al. (2004)
and Hirooka et al. (2013). PCR primers and cycling conditions
are detailed in the Supplementary Materials and Methods. These
sequences were submitted to GenBank (accessions KU978449-
KU978453 [RPBI], KU978454-KU978547 [RPB2], KU978548-
KU978605 [TEF]).

For each taxon, we aligned sequences with references,
separately assembled and manually edited alignments, and
conducted preliminary ML analyses for each gene as above.
We explored topological congruence among the best ML gene
trees for each taxon with the Wilcoxon signed-rank Templeton
test (WT), implemented in PAUP*v.4.0a150 (Swofford, 2002).
Following the exclusion of 13 isolates due to missing data (see
Supplementary Table 1), we detected conflict among single-locus
datasets for the FSSC (WT, p < 0.05 for 2/3 comparisons).
However, because the multilocus framework adopted here has
been used to classify phylogenetically diverse and clinically
relevant fusaria and members of the FSSC in recent studies, our
dataset includes many of these previously described isolates, and
ITS data did not yield well-resolved or well-supported topologies
in this group, we proceeded with using all of the data in a
combined analysis (see Chang et al., 2006; Zhang et al., 2006;
O’Donnell et al., 2008; Short et al., 2013). For Gliocladiopsis, we
included all isolates and detected no conflict among the three
single-locus datasets (WT, p > 0.1 for all comparisons). Single-
locus alignments and trees for the FSSC and Gliocladiopsis were
submitted to TreeBASE?.

Following assessment of congruence of individual gene trees,
we concatenated single-locus alignments for each taxon into a
supermatrix, and carried out phylogenetic reconstructions as
above while allowing for independent evolution of individual loci
by specifying partitions in each analysis. Bayesian analyses did
not converge after six million generations for the FSSC, so the run
was extended to 30 million generations. Matrix details are listed
in Supplementary Table 3, and final concatenated alignments
were submitted to TreeBASE.

Together these analyses clarified the phylogenetic placement
of seed-associated fungi and foliar endophytic fungi,
and showed that these functional groups have a shared
evolutionary history (see below). Using this information we
then structured our screening of EHB to evaluate whether
bacterial endosymbionts differed in prevalence, diversity,
or composition in seed-associated vs. foliar endophytic
strains.

Detection of EHB

The presence or absence of bacteria in living hyphae was
investigated initially using light microscopy for all fungi for
which viable cultures were available. Once visual examination
ruled out extrahyphal bacteria (i.e., contaminants in the medium
or microbes on hyphal surfaces), we screened total genomic DNA
from the fungal cultures for the bacterial 16S ribosomal RNA
gene (165 rRNA).

PCR Screen for EHB

DNA extracted directly from apparently axenic fungal cultures
(above) was screened for bacterial 16S rRNA through PCR using
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the primers 27F and 1492R following Hoffman and Arnold
(2010). PCR products were visualized using gel electrophoresis
as above. Positive PCR products producing single bands were
prepared and sequenced directly as above. Positive products
producing multiple bands or displaying weak or no amplification
were cloned, and positive transformants were amplified and
sequenced as above. All reads were processed as above. 16S
rRNA gene sequences were submitted to GenBank (accessions
KU978122-KU978402).

Live/Dead Visual Screen

Fungal cultures that were positive for bacterial 16S rRNA were
examined by microscopy with the LIVE/DEAD BacLight™
Bacterial Viability Kit (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA) following
Hoffman and Arnold (2010). We examined exemplar fungi
representing at least three unique bacterial 16S sequences for
each of the major taxonomic groups of EHB recovered here
(Supplementary Table 1).

We prepared fungal samples for visualization by removing
a small piece of mycelium (<2-mm?) from the growing edge
of single colonies growing on 2% MEA. Fragments were
aseptically transferred to glass slides containing 20 pL of 1:1:18
LIVE/DEAD stain (component A: component B: diH,0), teased
apart using sterile insect mounting needles (size 00; BioQuip,
Rancho Dominguez, CA, USA), covered with a coverslip, and
incubated in darkness for 15 min. After incubation, we washed
the mycelium by pulling sterile distilled water through the slide
mounts with bibulous paper, and sealed the slides with two coats
of nail polish. We used a Leica DM400B compound microscope
with a 100-W mercury arc lamp for fluorescent imaging. Samples
were viewed at room temperature with a Chroma Technology
35,002 filter set (480-nm excitation/520-nm emission) and 100
x APO oil objective.

Visible fluorescence of nucleic acids distinct from fungal
mitochondrial or nuclear DNA, combined with the absence of
extrahyphal bacteria and successful amplification of the bacterial
16S rRNA gene from fungal genomic DNA, provided evidence
for the presence of viable EHB (Hoffman and Arnold, 2010;
Arendt et al., 2016). We next evaluated the richness, phylogenetic
placement, and composition of these EHB.

Analyses of EHB

OTU Clustering and Diversity

We used Sequencher v.5.1 (Gene Codes Corp., Ann Arbor,
MI) to cluster EHB sequences at >97% sequence similarity in
order to estimate EHB operational taxonomic units (OTUs) and
calculate richness (Stackebrandt and Gobel, 1994; Kembel et al.,
2014). We treated each fungal isolate as a distinct sample unit
(i.e., containing an EHB community), and used the R package
vegan to calculate diversity of EHB OTUs as Fisher’s alpha (R
Core Team, 2015; Oksanen et al., 2016). OTUs were classified
tentatively by taking into account BLASTn comparisons with
GenBank (16S rRNA collection; Altschul et al., 1990), the RDP
Bacterial 16S Classifier (Wang et al,, 2007), and the SILVA
Incremental Aligner (“Search and Classify”; Pruesse et al., 2012;
Quast et al,, 2013). We looked for agreement among the three
methods and carefully considered cases of disagreement. Results

were used to frame taxon sampling for subsequent phylogenetic
analyses.

Phylogenetic Reconstructions of 16S rRNA

We optimized (1) taxon sampling and (2) the taxonomic breadth
appropriate for obtaining maximum resolution by assessing
preliminary reconstructions at the level of bacterial phylum (or
at the class level for Proteobacteria) (data not shown), and by
considering published phylogenetic hypotheses for focal groups
(Ludwig and Klenk, 2001; Vaneechoutte et al., 2004; Kimpfer
et al., 2006; Tomitani et al., 2006; Nhung et al., 2007; Williams
et al., 2007, 2010; Berrendero et al., 2011; Brady et al., 2013;
Shih et al,, 2013; Verma et al., 2013; Spring et al., 2015; Tank
and Bryant, 2015). Overall, we generated 22 alignments that
together contained 284 sequences representing EHB from our
surveys. Our data sets also included 61 EHB sequences identified
previously from endophytic Ascomycota (Hoffman and Arnold,
2010), 28 EHB sequences from root-associated Mucoromycotina,
Mortierellomycotina, and Glomeromycota (Bianciotto et al,
2003; Partida-Martinez and Hertweck, 2005; Partida-Martinez
et al,, 2007a; Naumann et al., 2010; Sato et al., 2010; Lackner
etal., 2011; Desiro et al., 2014, 2015), and 470 non-EHB reference
sequences from GenBank representing the type or otherwise
named strains with greatest homology to our unclassified EHB
(Supplementary Table 4).

For each of the 22 datasets, we aligned 16S rRNA sequences
with selected references from GenBank and inferred phylogenetic
relationships as described above. Bayesian analyses did not
converge after six million generations for Enterobacteriaceae,
Pseudomonadales, and Pasteurellaceae (Gammaproteobacteria)
such that these runs were extended to 20, 10, and 10
million generations, respectively. Matrix details are listed in
Supplementary Table 3, and alignments were submitted to
TreeBASE?.

Community Composition and Indicator Species
Treating each fungal isolate screened as a distinct sample, we
evaluated whether communities of EHB differed as a function
of the habit of the fungal strains from which they were isolated
(i.e., seed-associated vs. foliar endophytic). We used Bray-Curtis
dissimilarity, which was calculated using the relative abundances
of all non-singleton EHB OTUs, and visualized results using
non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMS, 999 runs). After
finding a stable solution, we determined the proportion of
variance explained by fungal functional group (seed-associated
vs. foliar endophytic) with a post-hoc goodness-of-fit test and an
independent analysis of similarity (ANOSIM, 999 permutations).
Distance matrices, NMS, and ANOSIM were implemented using
the R package vegan (R Core Team, 2015; Oksanen et al., 2016).
We used indicator species analysis (ISA) to explore whether
certain taxa of EHB were strongly associated with the seed-
or leaf-associated habit of host fungi. We first coded all non-
singleton EHB OTUs by bacterial taxonomy (order or below
except for the Bacteroidetes [phylum]) and the fungi in which
they occur by habit (seed-associated or foliar endophytic), and
then estimated the indicator value for each EHB taxon-host
fungal habit combination. We assessed the significance of each
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indicator value by comparing with mean values obtained from
a randomization test (999 permutations). Estimation of ISA
parameters and indicator value significance were conducted
using the R package indicspecies (De Caceres and Legendre, 2009;
R Core Team, 2015).

Analyses Based on Phylogenetic

Inferences

Host Fungal Taxonomy, Host Plant Taxonomy,
Geography, and the Identity of EHB

We annotated tips on bacterial phylogenies with data from
original collections, GenBank, and/or published work to visualize
patterns regarding fungal habit (i.e., seed-associated vs. foliar
endophytic), fungal taxonomy (genus level or below), host plant
species, and geography (Supplementary Tables 1, 2, 4, 5). We
separately implemented multinomial logistic regression in JMP
v.12.2 (SAS Institute, Cary, NC), combining those variables as
predictors in an additive model to predict bacterial taxonomy at
the level of phylum.

We measured congruence among the phylogenies of EHB,
their fungal hosts, and the host plants from which the EHB-
fungal associations were isolated. To obtain the host plant
phylogeny, we used the Phylomatic tool implemented in
Phylocom v.4.2 (Webb et al,, 2008) to trim the Angiosperm
Phylogeny Group megatree (APG III., 2009) to include only those
plant lineages examined here. Cophylogeny between host plants
and fungi or bacteria was assessed manually for all pairs of trees.

Ecological Modes of Fungal Hosts and EHB
We used metadata for EHB in each bacterial phylogeny to
compare phylogenetic diversity (PD) based on the habits
(occurring in seeds vs. leaves) and geographic origins (temperate
vs. tropical) of host fungi. We further compared EHB
detected in this study to those known from root-associated
Mucoromycotina, Mortierellomycotina, and Glomeromycota
(MMG), as the latter represent ecologically and evolutionarily
distinct groups in which EHB have been well-documented
(Bianciotto et al., 2004; Partida-Martinez et al., 2007a; Naumann
et al., 2010; Sato et al., 2010; Desiro et al., 2015). We calculated
PD for each analysis as the sum of branch lengths spanning
the minimum path connecting all taxa belonging to defined
groups (Vane-Wright et al., 1991; Faith, 1992; Humphries et al.,
1995; Faith and Baker, 2006; Arnold et al., 2007). Because PD
typically increases with sampling effort and comparisons can be
misinterpreted if sample sizes of groups are not standardized,
we reduced the number of sequences in each focal group to
that of the group with the smallest sample size prior to PD
calculations (i.e., rarefied PD; Nipperess and Matsen, 2013). We
randomly selected sequences for removal during rarefaction, and
performed this process three times for each comparison to obtain
mean PD and standard deviation for each group. We used the
R package picante for trimming trees and inferring PD (Kembel
et al, 2010; R Core Team, 2015). Rarefied PD was compared
between groups using Welch two-sample ¢-tests.

To quantify the degree to which EHB among fungi of
a particular habit form phylogenetically distinct groups, we
grouped EHB in each bacterial phylogeny as for PD above and

calculated phylogenetic signal (Blomberg et al., 2003). Although
phylogenetic signal in continuous traits can be quantified in
many ways (see Gilbert and Webb, 2007; Hardy and Pavoine,
2012; Miinkemiiller et al., 2012), few methods are available for
estimating phylogenetic signal in binary traits. We quantified
phylogenetic signal using the sum of sister-clade differences
(character dispersion, D, where D > 1 indicates weak signal or
convergent evolution and D < 0 indicates strong signal; Fritz
and Purvis, 2010). Strong signal implies relative phylogenetic
clumping, or monophyly, and would indicate phylogenetically
distinct groups. For each bacterial phylogeny, we estimated
D for each group, and tested values for significant departure
from a model in which traits have a phylogenetically random
distribution (D = 1; 1000 permutations), and a model in which
traits are clumped as if evolved by Brownian motion (D = 0; 1000
simulated walks). Analyses were conducted using the R package
caper (Orm et al., 2013; R Core Team, 2015).

RESULTS

Relationships among Fungi

We classified 223 fungal isolates representing two orders of
Ascomycota (Hypocreales and Xylariales) from seeds and
leaves of tropical plants into 19 currently recognized groups
(Supplementary Table 1). Thirteen groups represented the
majority of fungal strains (Figurel and Supplementary
Figure 1): Allantonectria, Bionectria, Calonectria, Fusarium
concolor, F. lateritium, F. “liseola,” the F. solani species complex
(FSSC), and Gliocladiopsis (Hypocreales), and Hypoxylon,
Entonaema, Nemania, Xylaria “PO, and Xylaria “HY”
(Xylariales). Phylogenetic analyses revealed that >10% of
strains identified tentatively as Fusarium and Xylaria based on
BLASTn analyses were identified incorrectly at the genus level or
above (Supplementary Table 1).

These 13 topologies revealed that seed-associated and foliar
endophytic fungi occurred together in many well-supported
lineages (Figure 1 and Supplementary Figure 1). We initially
treated these functional groups as distinct from one another
based on their tissue of origin (seed vs. leaf; see below), but
topologies in only 3 of 13 datasets suggested that they could
be phylogenetically distinct (Allantonectria, Calonectria, and
F. concolor, considering data for strains evaluated here and
reference strains). In the remaining 10 topologies, there was no
strong evidence for a distinctive evolutionary history of seed- vs.
leaf-associated strains (Figure 1 and Supplementary Figure 1).

Occurrence and Diversity of EHB

EHB were detected in 167 of 223 fungal isolates (75%)
(Figures 2, 3). Overall, EHB were detected in 17 of 19 fungal
groups. Together these represented isolates from 27 host plant
species from Panama and Costa Rica. We did not detect EHB
in 46 strains (29.7%) of Hypocrealean fungi and 10 strains
(14.7%) of Xylarialean fungi. Together these represented 49
strains (28.7%) of fungi isolated from seeds and seven strains
(13.5%) of fungi isolated from leaves. In general, EHB were
observed more frequently in fungi isolated from leaves vs. fungi
isolated from seeds (Figure 3).

Frontiers in Ecology and Evolution | www.frontiersin.org

October 2016 | Volume 4 | Article 116


http://www.frontiersin.org/Ecology_and_Evolution
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Ecology_and_Evolution/archive

Shaffer et al. Endohyphal Bacteria of Plant-Associated Fungi

165 _ Common OTU _ Total
43919261023
97/100 Fusarium solaniNRRL.22178 * FSSC 32-a * Eudicot tree Venezuela
Fusarium solaniNRRL.22153 * FSSC 10-a MPI * Cucurbit USA
Fusarium solani NRRL.22570 * FSSC 31-a * Piper nigrum Brazil
Fusarium solaniNRRL.34174 * FSSC 8-d * Human Texas
Fusarium solaniNRRL.28030 * FSSC 16-a * Human Thailand
-192 Fusarium solani NRRL.22579 * FSSC 30-a * Bark Indonesia
_{ﬂ: Fusarium solani NRRL.20438 * FSSC 19-a * Camellia sinensis India
Fusarium solani NRRL.22354 * FSSC 33-a * Bark French Guiana
i: Fusarium solaniNRRL.46703 * FSSC 34-a * Nematode Spain
- Fusarium solani NRRL.28679 * FSSC 5-h * Human Cuba
| 981100 Fusarium solani NRRL.22400 * FSSC 23-a * MPII * [pomoea batatas North Carolina
Fusarium solaniNRRL.22163 * FSSC 22-a * MPIV * Xanthoxylum piperitum Japan

e Fusarium solani NRRL.32755 * FSSC 9-a * Turtle Florida
/94 Fusarium cf. solani CBS.2012 strain CBS.118931 * France * JX435204.1
- —— Fusarium solani NRRL.22101 * FSSC 21-a * Cotton cloth Panama

— Fusarium solani NRRL.32751 * FSSC 36-a * Human eye Florida
7007 oy [I‘m #PS0973 * Annona spraguei Panama, Drayton-SW-T1 * KF918581.1 +:€0000000 1
— Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.22661 * FSSC 2-d * Human eye Japan
Fusarium sp. NRRL.46437 * Human ltaly

~‘F£s Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.25391 * FSSC 2-p * Shrimp California

El

+

:000000C@0 1
00000000 5

@PS0411 * C. insignis Panama, Drayton-NE-T3 * KF918581.1

ePS0434 * C. insignis Panama, Pearson-SE-T3 * KF918581.1

— Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.32862 * FSSC 2-r * Human Texas

921100 ePS1084 * Annona spraguei Panama, Zetek-NE-T1 * KF918581.1

=1 oPS1165 * Annona spraguei Panama, 25-Ha.-NW-T3 * KF918581.1
09100 . ©PS0949 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-SW-T1 * KF918581.1

oPS1011 * Annona spraguei Panama, 25-Ha.-SW-T1 * KF918581.1

E TS Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.46697 * FSSC 2-x * Human eye Qatar

+

‘00000000
‘00000000
‘00000000
‘#0000000

wniesn

b+

WwnNoNSejaojeray

Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.52704 * FSSC 2-gg * Tetranychus urticae Virginia
Fusarium keratoplasticum FRC.S-2369 * FSSC 2-ii * Sink drain Florida

Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.31165 * FSSC 2-k * Human Texas

> Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.43649 * FSSC 2-j * Human eye Nevada

‘— Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.32780 * FSSC 2-u * Sea turtle Texas

oPS0362A * C. insignis Panama, Armour-NE-T1 * GU170643.1 +:00000000 1
0B0469 * C. insignis Panama [8-8] * KP132216.1 +:00000000 2
oPS0972 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-NE-T1 * KF918581.1 +:00000000 1
Fusarium keratoplasticum FRC.S-2477 * FSSC 2ss * Sink drain Virginia * exTYPE
Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.22641 * FSSC 2-c * Human eye Nigeria
Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.43373 * FSSC 2-b * Contact lens Malaysia
Fusarium keratoplasticum NRRL.43433 * FSSC 2-a * Human eye Ohio
oPS1115 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-NE-T3 * GU170643.1 +:00000000 1
Fusarium solaniNRRL.32316 * FSSC 20-¢ * Human eye Florida
#B0043 * C. insignis Panama [5-8] * GU170651.1 +:00000000 5
oPS0447 * C. insignis Panama, Armour-NW-T6 * KC808241.1 +:00000000 4
Fusarium solani NRRL.32721 * FSSC 3+4-qq * Human eye Florida
oPS0990 * Annona spraguei Panama, Drayton-NW-T1 * KC808241.1 +:00000000 1
®PS0962 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-SE-T1 * KC808241.1 +:00000000 1
Fusarium sp. NRRL.52832 * Human Italy
Fusarium solani NRRL.43489 * FSSC 6-a * Human eye Maryland
Fusarium solaniNRRL.22157 * FSSC 17-a * Morus alba Japan
Fusarium solaniNRRL.22611 * FSSC 14-a * Human eye Michigan
Fusarium solani NRRL.22586 * FSSC 13-b * Robinea pseudoacacia Japan
Fusarium solani NRRL.28009 * FSSC 15-a * Human eye Texas
Nectria haematococca MPVI * RPB2:JX171655.1+ITS, TEF:MAFF.840047
Fusarium solani NRRL.45880 * FSSC 11-c MPVI * Pisum sativum USA
| 74097 ®PS1167 * Annona spraguei Panama, 25-Ha.-NW-T3 * JX435197.1
100/100
721- -»[

86/100

0000000
000@0000
00000000
®0000000
000@0000
00000000
00000000

®PS1005 * Annona spraguei Panama, Drayton-NE-T1 * AB513852.1
oPS0959 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-NW-T1 * AB513852.1
oPS1004 * iguei Panama, Drayton-NE-T1 * AB513852.1
001100 i74NS ©PS0968 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-NE-T1 * AB513852.1

©PS1022 * Annona spraguei Panama, 25-Ha.-SE-T1 * AB513852.1
P oPS0958 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-NW-T1 * AB513852.1
4y Fusarium solani CBS.102824 * France * JX435197.1

Fusarium solani NRRL.31169 * FSSC 25-a * Human Texas

oPS1085 * Annona spraguei Panama, Zetek-NE-T1 * JX435197.1

®PS0745 * Trema micrantha “black” Panama, Zetek-NW-T3 * AB513852.1
97/100[100/100 ®PS0996 * Annona spraguei Panama, Drayton-SE-T1 * JX435197.1
— ®PS1166 * Annona spraguei Panama, 25-Ha.-NW-T3 * JX435197.1
———ePS0537 * Trema micrantha “black” Panama, Drayton-SE-T1 * AB513852.1

®PS1067 * Annona spraguei Panama, Zetek-NW-T1 * AB513852.1

®PS0581 * Trema micrantha “black” Panama, Pearson-sw T1* AB513852.1
[77/97] ®PS0657 * Trema mit “black” yton-SW-T3 * AB513852.1
L [7or9g] ®PS0615 * Trema micrantha “black” Panama Zetek SE-T1 * AB513852.1
62/- - oPS1034 * i Panama, F NW-T1 * AB513852.1
{ oPS1065 * Annana spraguei Panama, Zetek-NW-T1 * AB513852.1

R

00000000
90000000
00000000
0000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
®0000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
000@0000
00000000

G¢ edAj0ldey 0SS

oPS0988 * Annona spraguei Panama, Drayton-NW-T1 * AB513852.1
®PS0965 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-SE-T1 * AB513852.1
L ®PS1062 * Annona spraguei Panama, Zetek-NW-T1 * JX435197.1
100" 88/;{ ®PS0967 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-SE-T1 * AB513852.1
®PS0952 * Annona spraguei Panama, Armour-SW-T1 * JX435197.1
®PS0961 * Annona i Panama, A NW-T1 * AB513852.1
Fusarium solaniNRRL.25137 * FSSC 37 -a * Diseased cocoa pod Papua New Guinea
Fusarium solaniNRRL.31158 * FSSC 18-a * Human Texas
Fusarium solani NRRL.22389 * FSSC 24-a * Liriodendron tulipifera Maryland
Fusarium solani var. petroliphilum NRRL.22268 * exTYPE
Fusarium petroliphilum FRC.S-2462 * FSSC 1-j * Sink drain Florida
Fusarium petroliphilum NRRL.46440 * FSSC 1-g * Finger Milan
Fusarium petroliphilum NRRL.28546 * FSSC 1-a * Human eye Massachusetts
Fusarium petroliphilum NRRL.54988
Fusarium petroliphilum NRRL.22268 * FSSC 1-b * TYPE
Fusarium petroliphilum NRRL.32856 * FSSC 1-e * Ceiling plaster Ohio
Fusarium petroliphilum NRRL.43812 * FSSC 1-c * Contact lens solution New York
Fusarium petroliphilum NRRL.32304 * FSSC 1-d * Human Colorado
Fusarium solani NRRL.52781 * FSSC 38-a * Hypothenemus hampei Benin
9876 * C. insignis Panama [9-18] * DQ778913.1 +:00000000 1
®L0078 * C. insignis Costa Rica [16-4] * JN637954.1 +:00000000 2
Fusarium solaniNRRL.28008 * FSSC 29-a * Human Alabama
Fusarium solaniNRRL.28541 * FSSC 26-a * Human Conneticut
Fusarium solaniNRRL.37625 * FSSC 27-a * Human Netherlands
®PS1058 * Annona spraguei Panama, Zetek-SW-T1 * KF918590.1 +:00000000 4
Fusarium solani NRRL.32437 * FSSC 28-a * Human Switzerland
Fusarium solani NRRL.22642 * FSSC 12-a * Prawn Japan

961100 Fusarium solani FRC.2432 * FSSC 39-a
90198 ©10587 * C. insignis Costa Rica [8-1] * KJ125742.1 +:00000000 1
®PS0022 * Apeiba Panama, Ari SW-T1 * AB513852.1 +:00000000 2

100/100” Fusarium solani NRRL.43502 * FSSC 7-a * Human eye Tennessee
‘°°‘”¢°° Fusarium sp. NRRL.22412 * Bark French Guiana * Clade 2
Fusarium iludens NRRL.22090 * Beilschmiedia tawa New Zealand * Clade 1

R R R R E R E
AV 2 ArahE MGUANE WNIKis @ w

93/
100}

>
60/100

FIGURE 1 | continued

Frontiers in Ecology and Evolution | www.frontiersin.org 7 October 2016 | Volume 4 | Article 116


http://www.frontiersin.org/Ecology_and_Evolution
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Ecology_and_Evolution/archive

Shaffer et al.

Endohyphal Bacteria of Plant-Associated Fungi

100/99,

9B/98

7
100/
99

100/100

100/100

87/
100/100 “

75/-

81/

60/-
66/90

74/-

67/-

Endolichenic FL1274 * Cladonia leporina Florida * JQ760889.1

Endophyte TK0654 * Rinorea sylvatica Panama * KF436006.1
oEndophyte P0578 * Diospyros artanthifolia Panama * JQ760889.1
oEndophyte P0502 * Strychnos panamensis Panama * JQ760889.1
oEndophyte P0481 * Eugen/a oerstediana Panama * JQ760889.1

Seed-associated B514 * C. insignis Panama [12-9] * KC771484.1

Endophzle TKO0112 * Coccoloba manzinellensis Panama * KF435403.1
9731 * C. insignis Panama [1-12] * KC771484.1

Seed-associated L399 * C. insignis Costa Rica [11-NA] * KC771484.1

Endophtye Xylaria laevis * Mimosoideae Ecuador * KC771484.1

Xylaria cubensis * bark Martinique * GU373810.1

Endolichenic FL1330 * Cladonia evansii Florida * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0289B * Piper reticulatum Panama * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0732 * Adelia triloba Panama * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0048 * Psychotria horizontalis Panama * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0842 * C. peltata Panama * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0540 * Trema micrantha Panama * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0362 * Strychnos panamensis Panama * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0199 * Chrysophyllum cainito Panama * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0180 * Erythroxylum panamense Panama * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0249 * Chrysophyllum cainito Panama * JQ760948.1
oEndophyte P0160 * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * JQ760777.1
oEndophyte P0660 * Cordia bicolor Panama * JQ760777.1
oEndophyte P0050 * Psychotria limonensis Panama * JQ760777.1

Endolichenic FL1159 * Parmotrema rampoddense Florida * JQ760777.1

Endophyte P0666 * Trema micrantha Panama * JQ760777.1
oEndophyte P0392 * Piper reticulatum Panama * JQ760777.1
oEndophyte P0227 * Chrysophyllum cainito Panama * JQ760777.1
oEndophyte P0192 * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * JQ760669.1

Endolichenic FL0567 * Cladonia evansii Florida * JQ760290.1

Endophyte TK0281 * Pjper sp. Panama * KF435881.1

Endophyte TK0387 * Piper sp. Panama * KF435891.1

Endophyte TK0714 * woody plant Panama * KF436317.1

Endophyte TK0582 * Alibertia edulis Panama * KF435200.1

Endolichenic FL1046 * Cladonia evansii Florida * JQ760669.1

Endophyte P0O458A * Trema micrantha Panama * JQ760290.1
oEndophyte P0103 * Garcinia madruno Panama * JQ760669.1
EndthF\]/te F0072 * Cyclopeltis semicordata Costa Rica * JQ761695.1
Endolichenic NC1011 * Lecanora oreinoides North Carolina * JQ761659.1
Endolichenic NC1048 * Cladonia subtenuis North Carolina * JQ761695.1
oEndophyte F0046 * Elaphoglossum doanense Costa Rica * JQ760340.1
oEndophyte P0079 * Psychotria limonensis Panama * JQ760340.1
oEndophyte P0434 * H%banthus' prunifolius Panama * JQ760340.1

Endophyte PO067A * Psychotria limonensis Panama * JQ761018.1
oEndophyte P0285 * Xylopia macrantha Panama * JQ761018.1
10303 Xylaria * C. insignis Costa Rica [11-4] * JQ760331.1
oEndophyte P0423 * Cordia alliodora Panama * JQ761018.1
oEndophyte P0105 * Garcinia intermedia Panama * JQ761018.1
oEndophyte PO080 * Psychotria limonensis Panama * JQ761018.1
oEndophyte P0145 * Garcinia intermedia Panama * JQ761018.1
oEndophyte P0485 * Cordia bicolor Panama * JQ761018.1

Endophyte TK0685 * Dorstenia contrajerva Panama * KF435475.1
oEndophyte P0857 * Parmeliaceae sp. Panama * JQ761018.1

Endophyte TK0703 * woody plant Panama * KF436306.1

Endophyte TK0736 * woody dplant Panama * KF436335.1

Endolichenic FL1044 * Cladonia evansii Florida * JQ760667.1

Endophyte TK0568 * Poulsenia armata Panama * KF435921.1

Endophyte TK0315 * Mora oleifera Panama * KF435750.1

Endophyte TK1644 * Psychotria sp. Panama * KF435948.1

Endolichenic FL0621 * Parmotrema tinctorum Florida * JQ760331.1
oEndophyte P0242 * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * JQ761018.1

Endophyte TK0118 * Casearia guianensis Panama * KF435345.1
oEndoghyte P0848 * Parmeliaceae Sp. Panama * JQ760667.1
10400 *°C. insignis Panama [5-7] * JQ761018.1

Endophyte TK0656 * Acrostichum aureum Panama * KF435155.1

Seed-associated 10282 * C. insignis Panama [5-18] * JQ761018.1

Endophyte TK1641 Miconia chrysophylla* Panama * KF435709.1

Endophyte TK1326 * Ficus pertusa Panama * KF435525.1
oEndophyte FO160 * Elaphoglossum doanense Costa Rica * JQ760667.1

Endolichenic FL1401 * Parmotrema tinctorum Florida * JQ761018.1

Endophyte TK0976 * woody plant Panama * KF436217.1

i(e/lan.a feejeensis * Tectona grandis Thailand * GU322453.1

)e/lana feejeensis * bark Taiwan * GU322454.1

ylaria feejeensis * wood Martinique * GU322452.1

168

+

+

+++++ e+

+

+ +

+ + |

++ 1+ 4+ + 4+

+ +

Common OTU
439192 61023

00000000

:00000000

:0000@000

:000000C@O0
HoX X NojoNoNeoX J
00000000
00000000
:0000000e
00000000
:00000000
00000000
00000000
:0000000O0
:00000000

00000000

00000000

‘0000000
00000000

:00000000
00000000

:00e00C0Cee
:0000@000
:@#000000O0
:@#000000O0

‘9000000 @0
00000000

:00000000

00000000

:000000@O0
:0000@000

Total

- - WO = WO = = bW
V 9pe o[0WExa

N T

gopep o[dwexa

SISUBqQND BLEJAX

FIGURE 1 | Phylogenetic relationships among representative seed-associated and foliar endophytic fungi screened for EHB. (A) Fusarium solani species
complex (FSSC, Nectriaceae) based on ITS rDNA-partial LS rDNA, RPB2, and TEF; (B) Xylaria “PO” (Xylarioideae) based on ITS rDNA. Topologies are best trees from
maximum likelihood analyses. Branch support values are maximum likelihood bootstrap (MLBS; n = 1000 replicates) and Bayesian posterior probabilities (BPP; 6
million generations; burn-in of all trees with a standard deviation of split frequencies >0.01). Thickened branches are those with >70 MLBS and >95 BPP values.
Branches lacking support values have values <60 (MLBS) and <80 (BPP). Taxon labels for tropical seed-associated fungi examined here are bolded and preceded by
black circles, and those for tropical foliar endophytic fungi are preceded by white circles. Taxon labels for all fungi examined here include host plant species names,

geographic locations, and GenBank accession numbers for top BLAST matches based on ITS rDNA. Signs indicate if EHB were detected (+) or not (—) during

screening. Filled circles to the right of taxon labels indicate the presence of one of eight most common 16S OTUs, and numbers indicate the total number of unique
16S OTUs detected in each fungal isolate. Names for reference strains include hosts/substrates and geographic origins (when available) as well as GenBank
accession numbers. C = Cecropia. Double- and triple-hash marks indicate branches shortened to one-half and one-quarter of their length, respectively. Named
clades provide examples of the diversity and distribution of EHB OTUs among host fungi varying in ecological mode (e.g., seed-associated Fusarium keratoplasticum,
foliar endophytic Xylaria cubensis), host plant species (e.g., within X. cubensis example clade A: fungi from Chrysophyllum cainito vs. other host plants), geographic

location (e.g., within X. cubensis: fungi from Costa Rica vs. Panama), and close relatives (e.g., within FSSC haplotype 25: only two pairs of fungi share EHB OTUSs). In
general, we detected similar and diverse EHB OTUs among fungi consistent- and varying in each of the above factors.
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FIGURE 2 | LIVE/DEAD staining of EHB in candidate fungi. (A)
Seed-associated FSSC strain PS0362A. Photomicrograph of fluorescently
tagged, viable, bacterial nucleic acids in green and compromised fungal
organelles in red. Fungal mycelium was alive at the outset of the preparation
process but was inactivated (B) same frame viewed with differential
interference contrast (DIC). (C) Photomicrograph of foliar endophytic Fusarium
concolor strain PO305, as above. (D) Same frame viewed with DIC. All images
were taken at 1000 x magnification.

We detected 122 OTUs among a total of 284 EHB sequences
(Figure 3, Supplementary Table 5). Of these, 80 OTUs were
found only once (65.6%). Among the 42 OTUs found more
than once, the majority were found in multiple fungal genera
or species complexes (66.7%), or in fungi from multiple
host plant species (66.7%). Overall, 42.9% occurred in more
than one study site. In contrast, a minority (14 OTUs, 33%)
were found in both seed-associated and foliar endophytic
fungi.

EHB were observed more frequently among Xylariales
than Hypocreales, but the overall diversity of EHB was
greater among Hypocreales in both seed-associated and
foliar endophytic fungi (as inferred using Fisher’s alpha,
which is robust to differences in sample size; Figure 3).
For both orders the diversity of EHB among fungi isolated
from leaves exceeded that for fungi isolated from seeds
(Figure 3).

Relationships among EHB

EHB from seed-associated and foliar endophytic fungi examined
here (N = 284 bacterial sequences) represented 22 alignable
datasets corresponding to the Alphaproteobacteria (Rhizobiales,

Rhodospirillaceae, Sphingomonadaceae), Betaproteobacteria
(Burkholderiaceae, Comamonadaceae, Oxalobacteriaceae),
Gammaproteobacteria ~ (Chromatiales,  Enterobacteriaceae,
Pasteurellaceae, Pseudomonadales, Xanthomonadaceae),
Acidobacteria (Acidobacteriaceae), Bacteroidetes, Cyanobacteria
(Microchaetaceae + Rivulariaceae), Actinobacteria
(Micrococcales  +  Streptomycetales, Micromonosporaceae,

Nocardiaceae), Firmicutes (Bacillales excluding Paenibacillaceae,
Lactobacillales, Negativicutes 4 Clostridiales, Paenibacillaceae),
and Tenericutes (Mollicutes) (Figures 4, 5, and Supplementary
Figure 2, Supplementary Table 5). Overall, Enterobacteriaceae
(OTUs 4, 23), Burkholderiaceae (OTUs 2, 3), Rhizobiales (OTU
9), Clostridiales (OTU 19), and Comamonadaceae (OTU 10)
were most common (Figure1 and Supplementary Figure 1,
Supplementary Table 5). The bacterial lineages observed here
included novel taxa with regard to previously recognized EHB,
as well as taxa that were closely related to but distinct from
those groups (Figure 5 and Supplementary Figure 2). In total,
we recovered EHB representing seven bacterial phyla, 23 orders,
and 37 families (Figures4, 5, Supplementary Figure 2, and
Supplementary Table 5).

We did not observe congruence among the phylogenies
of EHB, their fungal hosts, and their host plants (Figure 5,
Supplementary Figures 1-3). The habit of the fungal host, host
fungal taxonomy, host plant species, and geographic origin
(Panama vs. Costa Rica) were not significant predictors of EHB
taxonomy at the phylum level (x3 = 1.2, p = 1.0; x3,, = 75.2,
p =105 x50 = 217.2, p = 0.2; x5 = 2.4, p = 1.0; respectively;
likelihood ratio test).

EHB from seed-associated and foliar endophytic fungi
often occurred together in well-supported lineages (Figure 5
and Supplementary Figure 2). However, at the OTU level,
community composition of EHB differed significantly as
a function of the habit of their host fungi (i.e., isolated
from seed or leaf; Figure6). Certain EHB OTU were
significantly associated with either seed-associated (e.g.,
members of the Clostridiales) or foliar endophytic fungi (e.g.,
members of the Rhizobiales, Burkholderiaceae, and Bacillales)
(Table 1).

Phylogenetic diversity of EHB was similar in fungi from
tropical seeds vs. leaves for 5 of 11 phylogenies in which both
host fungal habits were represented (rarefied PD; Table 2; see
Supplementary Tables 6, 7 for additional comparisons). However,
rarefiled PD was significantly greater in foliar endophytic
fungi for the Rhizobiales (Welchs t-test, t, = 10.6, p =
0.01), Enterobacteriaceae (Welch’s t-test, 33 = 4.8, p =
0.03), Pseudomonadales (Welch’s t-test, £, = 7.1, p = 0.02),
Xanthomonadaceae (Welch’s t-test, t, = 6.7, p = 0.02), and
Bacteroidetes (Welch's t-test, £, = 1304.7, p < 0.00001). In
contrast, phylogenetic diversity was significantly greater in seed-
associated fungi for the Sphingomonadaceae (Welch’s t-test, t, =
6.1, p = 0.03).
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Phylogenetic signal, defined as the degree to which EHB
represent phylogenetically distinct groups relative to reference
strains with different ecological modes, varied among taxonomic
groups of bacteria and habits of host fungi (—2.22 < D
< 2.99) but in general was weak (D > 0 for 33 of
44 taxon-habit combinations [75%]). In general EHB were
distributed across bacterial topologies in a manner that did
not differ significantly from random (24 of 44 taxon-habit

combinations [55%]) (Figure5 and Supplementary Figure 2,
Supplementary Table 8).

DISCUSSION

We investigated the prevalence, diversity, composition, and
phylogenetic relationships of endohyphal bacteria in two major
clades of fungi, focusing on representative Hypocreales and
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Xylariales that colonized seeds and leaves of diverse hosts in
lowland tropical forests. Our study provides a first perspective
on the EHB associated with functionally distinct but closely
related fungi in two major orders, and explores their diversity
and phylogenetic history with respect to their host fungi
and the plants in which these bacterial-fungal associations
occur.

Seed-Associated and Foliar Endophytic
Fungi Have a Shared Evolutionary History

Phylogenetic analyses revealed that seed-associated and foliar
endophytic fungal habits were intermixed in many clades
of Hypocreales and Xylariales. In general the topologies
presented here are consistent with previous work, providing
confidence in our assessments [e.g., Fusarium solani species

complex (FSSC) agrees with O’Donnell et al. (2008) and
Short et al. (2013), “Nectria” miltina, Xylaria venustula, and
X. cubensis agrees with Del Olmo-Ruiz and Arnold (2014),
Xylaria “HY” and Xylaria “PO” agree with Hsieh et al. (2010),
and our placement of North American endophytes into Xylaria
“HY, Xylaria “PO, Entonaema, and Nemania (Xylarioideae)
agrees with U'Ren et al. (2016)] (Figure 1 and Supplementary
Figure 1).

Our results agree with previous work (U'Ren et al., 2009) in
suggesting an evolutionary and ecological continuity between
fungi that recruit to seeds in soil and those that occur in healthy
leaves. Although certain fungal taxa were represented by isolates
from only one ecological mode (e.g., F. liseola and Hypoxylon,
seed-associated fungi; Calonectria, F. concolor, foliar endophytic
fungi), nearly all phylogenetic analyses included seed-associated

@ B0337.cl04 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Panama [09] * NR_024879.1 * B
Mesorhizobium amorphae * Amorpha fruticosa root China * NR_024879.1

@ PS0434.c108 FSSC * C. insignis Panama Pearson-SE * NR_042474.1 * A
Pseudochrobactrum asaccharolyticm * Human knee Sweden * NR_042474.1

[0 9140A Microdiplodia * Platycladus orientalis North Carolina * NR_026463.1

Rhizobium sullae * Glycine max rhizosphere China * GU645021.1

@ 9872 Hypoxylon sp. * C. insignis Costa Rica [15] * GU645021.1 * AC
Rhizobium alamii* Arabidopsis thaliana rhizosphere France * NR_042687.1
Rhizobium mesosinicum * Albizia julibrissin China * NR_043548.1

@ B0239 Hypoxylon sp. C mstgnls Panama [05] * DQ337578.1 * AC

is Costa Rica [09] * NR_042687.1 * X

0.04

FIGURE 5 | Continued

Pleomorphomonas oryzae * Oryza sativa rhizosphere Japan * NR_041002.1
@ PS1045.c101 FSSC * Annona spraguei Panama Pearson-NE * NR_109585.1 * A
Pleomorphomonas diazotrophica * Jatropha curcas Singapore * NR_109585.1

@ L0412.cl12 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Costa Rica [17] * NR_042180.1 * D
Methylobacterium radiotolerans * old rice Japan * NR_074244.1
L ... Methylobacterium phyllosphaerae * Oryza sativa leaf Korea * NR_044105.1

O F0481.¢cl101 Stachybotrys sp. * Cyclopeltis semicordata Costa Rica * GQ421848.1 * U
© P0392.cl08 Xylaria “PO” * Piper reticulatum Panama * NR_074246.1 * W

0O P0362.c104 Xylaria “PO” * Strychnos panamensis Panama * NR_074246.1 * W

O P0434.cl13 Xylaria “PO” * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * NR_074246.1 * AD

© P0192.¢l03 Xylaria “PO” * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * NR_074246.1 * W

© P0445.cl06 Xylaria sp. * Piper reticulatum Panama * NR_074246.1 * AE

Oligotropha carboxidovorans * waste water Germany * NR_074246.1

@ B0337.cl05 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Panama [09] * NR_036865.1 * B
Bradyrhizobium japonicum * Glycine max rhizosphere * NR_036865.1
Bradyrhizobium canariense * Chamaecytisus proliferus rhizosphere * NR_042177.1
@ 9843 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Costa Rica [15] * NR_041785.1 * H
Bradyrhizobium liaoningense * Glycine max rhizosphere China * NR_041785.1
Bradyrhizobium iriomotense * Entada koshunensis Japan * AB681854.1
© P0192.cl14 Xylaria “PO” * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * FJ025099.1 * W
© P0249.¢108 Xylaria “PO” * Chrysophyllum cainito Panama * FJ025099.1 * W
O P0394.c101 Xylaria “HY” * Xylopia macrantha Panama * FJ025099.1 * AA
- O P0445.cl15 Xylaria sp. * Piper reticulatum Panama * FJ025099.1 * AE
Bradyrhizobiaceae sp. KVD-1921-07 * volcanic deposits Hawaii *
O P0285.¢l02 Xylaria “PO” * Xylopia macrantha Panama * DQ490359.1 * W

© P0277.¢106 Fusarium sp. * Garcinia intermedia Panama * FJ025099.1 * V

© P0242.c105 Xylaria “PO” * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * FJ025099.1 * W

© P0538.¢l01 Fusarium concolor* Chrysophyllum argentum Panama * NR_074322.1 * J
© P0199.¢l05 Xylaria “PO” * Chrysophyllum calmto Panama * FJ025099.1 * W

Bradyrhizobium sp. BTAi1 * Aeschynomene indica USA NR_074315.1

O P0048.cl09 Xylaria “PO” * Psychotria horizontalis Panama * NR_074315.1 * W

@ Bradyrhizobium sp. Fusarium solani THIFO1 * deteriorating stone Cambodia * AB474797
Bradyrh:zob:um Jjicamae * Pachyrrhizus erosus root nodule * NR_043036.1

P0242.cl01 Xylaria “PO” * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * EF371496.1 * W
Bradyrhizobium sp. SH 283012 * Amorpha fruticosa China * AF041446.1

A 0100 ——
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100/100
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004

[82/100

Lautropia sp. * Canus familiaris oral cavity * JN713340.1
Lautropia mlrabllls Human oral cavity Denmark * HF558380.1
© P0305.¢107 F * Xylopia Panama * JN713340.1 * J
Pandoraea pnomenusa * Human United Kingdom * NR_042813.1
Pandoraea sp. ATSB28 Crop plant rhizosphere Korea* EF397586.1
Pandoraea sp. G5084 Human sinus Georgia * AF247693.1
@ 10480 Hypoxylon sp. * C. insignis Costa Rica [03] * GU363530.1 * AC
@ 10451.¢c103 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Costa Rica [17] * NR_028751.1 * D
@ 10479 Hypoxylon sp. * C. insignis Costa Rica [01] * GU363530.1 * AC
@ 10303 Xylaria “PO” * C. insignis Costa Rica [04] * NR_028751.1 * W
@ 10568 Hypoxylon sp. * C. insignis Costa Rica [01] * GU363530.1 * AC
@ 10574 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Costa Rica [17] * GU363530.1 * E
Pandoraea sp. BD.33 * soil China * GU363530.1
@ 10400 Xylaria “PO” * C. insignis Panama [07] * GU363530.1 * W
@ 10319 Hypoxylon sp. * C. insignis Panama [12] * GU363530.1 * AC
@ 9731.¢102 Xylaria “PO” * C. insignis Panama [12] * NR_028751.1 * Z
@ 10587 Fusarium solani * C. insignis Costa Rica [01] * NR_028751.1 * A
@ 10585 Hypoxylon sp * C. insignis Costa Rica [01] * GU363530.1 * AC
Pandoraea sputorum Human USA * NR_028751.1
m C: Glor um * S persica Italy * AJ251635.1
@ Candi Glomeril i arum * persica ltaly * AJ251634.1
m Candidatus Glomeribacter gigasporarum * Gigasporaceae * X897272
@ Candidatus Glomeribacter gigasporarum * Glgaspora margarita West Virginia * AJ251633.1
@ Bacterium Mortierella elongata FMR13.2 * soil Japan * AB558494
@ Bacterium Mortierella elongata FMR23.1 * soil Japan AB558491
m Bur inica * Rhizopus microsporus * rice ing Japan * AJ938142.1
@ Burkholderia sp. 30887 * Rhizopus microsporus * human Australia * AJ938143.1
@ Burkholderia sp. 69968 * Rh/zopus mlcrasporus * soil Ukraine * AJ938144.1
@ Burkholderia endofung: i P * ground nuts Mozambique * NR_042584.1
m Burkholderia rhizoxinica * Rhlzopus icrosporus * rice seedling Japan * FR687359:271812-273429
@ Burkholderia sp. 20577 * Rhizopus microsporus * soil Japan * AJ938141.1
B i il * Pl sordida* Quercus acutissima Korea * AF512826
Burkholderia sediminicola * freshwater sediment South Korea * NR_044383.1
Burkholderia ginsengisoli * soil South Korea * NR_041288.1
[ 4466B4 Lophidermium sp. * NR_102845.1
B ia tropica * sugarcane stem Brazil * NR_028965.1

Burkholdena sablae Mlmosa caesalpiniifolia root nodule Brazil * NR_043180.1
B ium lunatum rhizosphere * NR_074668.1
@ B0337.cl07 Fusanum “liseola” * C. insignis Panama [09] * NR_043180.1* B
Burkholderia fungorum * Phanerochaete chrysosporium France * AF215705
Burkholderia lata * forest soil Trinidad * NR_102890.1
Burkholderia ambifaria * pea rhizosphere Wisconsin * NR_074687.1
@ 9921 FSSC * C. insignis Panama [14] * JQ518344.1 * A
Burkholderia cepacia ATCC25416T * sea urchin Japan * AB334766
@ 9890 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Panama [14] * HQ231922.1 * C
Burkholderia gladloll NR 044378 1
@ 10399 F * C. insignis Panama [12] * NR_044378.1 * N
@ 10451.¢106 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Costa Rica [17] * NR_041720.1 * D
Burkholderia glumae * rice panicle Korea * NR_102846.1
Burkholderia pseudomallei ATCC23343 * Human Thailand * CP000573
Burkholderia mallei* Human Burma * NR_041725.1
Cupriavidus taiwanensis * Mimosa pudica root nodule Taiwan * NR_074823.1
Cupriavidus metallidurans * waste water Belgium * NR_074704.1
Cupriavidus pauculus * France * NR_024944.1
Wautersia sp. BFXJ.6 * EU013944.1
Cupriavidus necator * soil Pennsylvania * NR_102851.1
Cupriavidus laharis * volcanic mudflow Philippines * NR_040869.1
Ralstonia eutropha * volcanic mudflow Philippines * NR_074724.1
Wauters:a numazuens:s * soil Japan * NR_040963.1
* lab reactor Swi d * NR_025138.1
Ra/stoma insidiosa * Human USA * NR_025242.1
Ralstonia solanacearum ATCC11696 * Lycopersicon esculentum United Kingdom * EF016361
Ralstonia rnanmlo/rlyr/ca Human London AJ270258
09060 Aur sp. * Platycladus o) Arizona * EU236303
© P0199.¢102 Xylaria “PO” * Chrysophyllum cainito Panama * AY864081.1 * W
© P0394.c103 Xylarla “HY2*> Xylapla macrantha Panama AY864081.1 * AA
O P0451.cl12 F a * NR_102967.1* J
[0 DCO0356 Fusarium sp. * Pinus ponderosa Arizona * NR_043152
19094 Lecythophora sp. * Platycladus orientalis Arizona * EU236303
© P0145.¢l01 Xylaria “PO” * Garcinia intermedia Panama * AY864081.1 * W
Ralstonia sp. M22 * AY864081.1
© P0594 Entonaema sp. * Pterocarpus rohrii Panama * NR_043152.1 * X
@ 9823 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Costa Rlca [15] * AB743841.1 * E
© P0242.c110 Xylaria “PO” * F ama * AY864081.1 * W
© P0048.¢c103 Xylaria "PO" % Psychoma horlzontalls Panama * AY864081.1 * W
[0 9106.clA Preussia sp. * Cupressus arizonica Arizona * EU236303
© P0249.¢101 Xylaria “PO” * Chrysophyllum cainito Panama * AY864081.1 * W
© P0393.¢c105 Nemania sp. * Xylopia macrantha Panama * NR_102967.1 * y
1 DC0528 Penicillium sp. * Pinus ponderosa Arizona * NR_043512
O P0503 Xylaria sp. * Cordia alliodora Panama * NR_043152.1 * AN
0 P0145.¢l06 Xylaria “PO” * Garcinia intermedia Panama * NR_102967.1 * W
© P0481 Xylaria “PO” * Eugenia oerstediana Panama * NR_043152.1 * Z
© P0445 Xylaria sp. Piper reticulatum Panama * NR_043152.1 * AE
[0 9147 Penicillium sp. Plaryz:ladus orientalis North Carolina * EU236303
19128 Cladc ium sp * Pl ori North Carolina * EU236303
@ 9838 Jobellisia sp. * C. insignis Costa Rica [16] * AB743841.1 * R
@ 9822 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Costa Rica [15] * AB743841.1* G
O P0578 Xylaria “PO” * Diospyros artanthifolia Panama * NR_043152.1 * Z
© P0540 Xylaria “PO” * Trema micrantha Panama * NR_043152.1 * W
Ralstonia sp. * AB743841.1
© P0192.¢c101 Xylaria “PO” * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * AY864081.1 * W
09120 M ictys sp. * Cup ica Arizona * EU236303
Ralstonia pickettii * Human NR_043152.1
© P0434.c101 Xylaria “PO” * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * AY864081.1 * AD
Oxalicibacterium flavum * NR_037133.1
Oxalicibacterium horti * AB469786.1
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c Serratia sp. K2.47 * Lake Kuahako Hawaii * AY345415.1
100/100 95/94 @ PS0447.cl05 FSSC * C. insignis BCl Armour-NW * NR_102509.1 * A
777 Serratia marcescens subsp. marcescens Db11 * moribund fly * HG326223:4011743-4013283

Citrobacter sp. “Enterobacter sp. W40” * Agalychnis callidryas skin * KC853199.1

69/ Citrobacter sp. “Enterobacter sp. W76” * Agalychnis callidryas skin * KC853224.1
70/ © P0423 Xylaria “PO” * Cordia alliodora BCI * NR_044978.1 * W

O P0145.¢l02 Xylaria “PO” * Garcinia intermedia BCl * EU331414.1* W

O P0105 Xylaria “PO” * Garcinia intermedia BCl * NR044978.1 * W

_/_7‘ © P0103 Xylaria “PO” * Garcinia madruno BCl * NR_024640.1 * W
83/100 @ PS1134 FSSC * Annona spraguei BCl Drayton-NW * NR_104823.1 * A
76/100— Citrobacter sp. * Bactrocera dorsalis China * JQ918056.1
2 @ PS1163 FSSC * Annona spraguei BCI 25-Ha-SW * NR_074799.1 * A
+ 99/99 Citrobacter sp. TB39.01 * Cr (VI) reducing enrichment culture * JX403589.1

Citrobacter sp. TB39.10 * Cr (VI) reducing enrichment culture * JX403598.1
. Enterobacter sp. MGH 24 * AYJG01000003:199169-200696
@ PS0427 Gliocladiopsis sp. * C. insignis BCI Pearson-NW * NR_074722.1 * K
Enterobacter sp. QW1 * ginger rhizome China * KJ950452.1
91/99 Enterobacter asburiae LF7a * CP003026:3542582-3544109
Enterobacter soli* soil Peru * GU814270.1
o L. @ PS1001.cl07 FSSC * Annona spraguei BCI Drayton-NE * NR_074722.1 * K
— Enterobacter asburiae L1 * lettuce leaf Spain * CP007546:4343205-4344746
s @ L0077 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis LS-BCI [04] * FJ823047.1 * B
Pectobacterium sp. “Pantoea cypripedii’ * sugarcane China * FJ823047.1
Pectobacterium sp. “Pantoea cypripedii’ * Cypripedium sp. lesion California * JQ711145.1
9149b Phyllosticta sp. * Platycladus orientalis North Carolina * AF130967
9145 Microdiplodia sp. * Platycladus orientalis North Carolina * AF130967
Pantoea oleae * AF130967.1
——-[1 9140 Microdiplodia sp. * Platycladus orientalis North Carolina * FJ756346.1
— Pantoea vagans C9.1 * Malus x domestica Michigan * CP002206:259509-261036
Pantoea sp. C9.1 * Malus x domestica Michigan * FJ611817.1
. © P0362.c105 Xylaria “PO” * Strychnos panamensis BCI * HQ242739.1 * W
84/160 gﬁoo . Pantoea agglomerans * Nicotiana leaf China * JX134624.1
L' [19126¢lb Pestalotiopsis * Platycladus orientalis North Carolina * EU598802.1
Pantoea sp. * HM117748.1
+ 1 © P0285.cl01 Xylaria “PO” * Xylopia macrantha BCI * CP002206.1 * W
+ | —] Pantoea sp. * outdoor concrete surface Georgia * EU409856.1
© P0445.¢l105 Xylaria sp. * Piper reticulatum BCI * HQ242739.1 * AE
L Pantoea sp. BD 639 * maize South Africa * DQ512489.1
- © P0048.cl15 Xylaria “PO” * Psychotria horizontalis BCl * HQ242739.1 * W
. Pantoea agglomerans * soil China * HQ242739.1
@ PS0427.cl08 Gliocladiopsis sp. * C. insignis BCI Pearson-NW * NR_122057.1 * K
Rahnella sp. “Serratia grimesii’ * buffer solution Russia * JGVP01000092.1
L @ PS0581.cl02 FSSC * Trema micrantha “black” BCI Pearson-SW * NR_025341.1 * A
94/98.... Serratia proteamaculans 568 * Populus trichocarpa root * CP000826:983450-984984
Serratia sp. * HK241830.1
7 @ PS0547.cl02 FSSC * Trema micrantha “black” BCI 25-Ha-SW * NR_074820.1 * A
7 99/100 Rahnella sp. “Serratia sp.” * seawater Southwest Indian Ridge * JN860406.1
84/100/100/98  80/95 O P0277.c116 Fusarium sp. * Garcinia intermedia BC * JF513187.1 * V
Tatumella sp. * Sibaria englemani Costa Rica * KJ934757.1
Tatumella sp. “Pantoea rwandensis” * waterfall Malaysia * CP009454:279684-281231
Tatumella sp. “Pantoea rwandensis” * waterfall Malaysia * CP009454:242921-244468
99199 Enterobacter sp. “Klebsiella sp. HBB9” * grapevine juice Turkey * EU074057.1
Klebsiella sp. * biological degreasing system France * GQ415905.1
Enterobacter sp. “Klebsiella oxytoca” * Vicia faba root nodule Egypt * AB749218.1
@ PS1114 FSSC * Annona spraguei BCl Armour-NE * NR_112010.1* A
9%/- . . @ PS0615.¢l07 FSSC * Trema micrantha “black” BCI Zetek-SE * NR_116033.1 * A
@ PS1001.cl01 Gliocladiopsis sp. * Annona spraguei BCI Drayton-NE * NR_117704.1 * K
Enterobacter sp. MJ13 * Agave salmiana Mexico * KM232693.1
Enterobacter sp. * biological degreasing system France * GQ416388.1
Enterobacter sp. YD4 * llex paraguaraniensis rhizosphere Argentina * JSFC01000001:318337-319864
@ B0377 Hypoxylon sp. * C. insignis BCI-BCI [13] * GU459203.1 * B
i = Enterobacter sp. MJ15 * Agave salmiana Mexico * KM232695.1
72100—— | -83 @ PS0973.¢102 FSSC * Annona spraguei BCI Drayton-SW * NR_117704.1 * A
@ PS1002.cl01 Bionectria sp. * Annona spraguei BCI Drayton-NE * NR_117704.1 * M
73/100 @ PS0768 Gliocladiopsis sp. * Trema micrantha “black” BCl Armour-SE * JQ001784.1 * K
Enterobacter sp. “Kosakonia sacchari” * tea tree China * KJ567004.1
@ PS0772 Gliocladiopsis sp. * Trema micrantha “black” BCI Armour-SE * CP005991.1 * K

72/100] 100/100

100/100

B,
&
&

88/99

-6 Enterobacter sp. * Wisteria sinensis China * AY864077.1
—1 Enterobacter sp. “Kosakonia sacchari SP.1” * sugarcane root China * CP007215:2965512-2967050
64/87 Enterobacter sp. “Pantoea agglomerans” * [pomoea batatas stem Japan * AJ506794.1
87/100 @ PS0745 FSSC * Trema micrantha “black” BCI Zetek-NW * AJ506159.2 * A

Enterobacter sp. “Yokenella sp.” UR.6.12 * Artemisia princeps root Korea * KM253221.1
.. Enterobacter sp. “Yokenella regensburgei’ * Jiulong River China * KJ806486.1
P M7898 @ PS1011 FSSC * Annona spraguei BCl 25-Ha-SW * NR_115869.1 * A
81 |81/99 Enterobacter sp. * swine manure 37.11 * swine manure * AY167970.1
@ PS0022.c102 FSSC * Apeiba membranacea BCl Armour-SW * NR_074913.1 * A
100/100 Pasteurella oralis * M75052.1
Pasteurella oralis * JQ994273.1

006

FIGURE 5 | Continued

or endophytic reference sequences from previous studies of  Figure 1). The majority of the remaining sequences are from
forests in Panama (such that both seed-associated and foliar  fungi associated with wood or soil from other Central American,
endophytic fungi were included; Figure 1 and Supplementary =~ South American, or Asian tropical forests. Two exceptions are
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81/-

91/-

7
100/100

© P0857.¢cl05 Xylaria “PO” * Parmeliaceae BCI * DQ536522.2 * W
@ L0044.cl15 Fusarium “liseola” * C. lns:gnls LS-BCI [01] * NR_028986.1 * E
@ 9927.¢106 Fusarium “Ilseola” *C. lns:gnls BCI-BCI [14] * NR_028706.1 * D

@ PS0427.¢106 Gliocl. J: * C. insignis BCI Pearson-NW * NR_028706.1 * K
Pseudomonas veronii * mmeral waters France NR_028706.1

© P0451.cl06 Fusarium g diana BCI * NR_028706.1* J

@ 9745.¢106 Entq sp. * C. insigni: BCI-BCI [07] * NR_028706.1 * X
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Alkanindiges illinoisensis * crude oil-contaminated soil lllinois * NR_025254.1
19026 Alternaria sp. * Platycladus orientalis Arizona * FJ596644
Acinetobacter guillouiae * sewage * NR_117626.1

Acinetobacter sp. B2070 * Taihu paddy soil * JX266367.1
Acinetobacter johnsonii * Human * NR_117624.1
Acinetobacter sp. MB22 * river India * FR677019.1

12611 Dothidea sp. * Juniperus scopulorum Arizona * FJ422393
[19106.cIB Presussia sp. * Cupressus arizonica Arizona * FJ267573
Acinetobacter calcoaceticus * NR_042387.1
Acinetobacter oleivorans * rice paddy soil Korea * NR_102814.1
Acinetobacter haemolyticus * Human * NR_026207.1

Pseudomonas migulae * mineral waters France * NR_024927.1

Pseudomonas libanensis * spring waters Lebanon * NR_024901.1

Pseudomonas congelans * grass phyllosphere Germany * NR_028985.1
Pseudomonas syringae * Syringa vulgaris Great Britain * AJ308316
Pseudomonas sp. BIHB.756 * Hippophae rhamnoides rhizosphere * DQ536522.2

Pseudomonas sp. CC5 * Salmo salar DQ356504.1
Pseudomonas sp. 2007 * purple soil China * JX566550.1

PS0434.cl04 FSSC * C. insignis BCI Pearson-SE * NR_121767.1 * A
Pseudomonas taiwanensis * Nymphaea tetragona China * JF683679.1
AK0197.¢l04 Daldinia sp. * Picea glauca Alaska * NR_024662.1
Pseudomonas putida * AY332610.1

Pseudomonas plecoglossicida * Saccharum officinarum rhizosphere * DQ095907.1
AK1159.¢l01 Daldinia sp. * Plerozium schreberi Alaska * NR_024662.1
Pseudomonas stutzeri* sampled air China * JX094167.1

P3139.cl11 Calonectria sp. * Hirtella triandra BCI * JX094167.1 * P
Pseudomonas nitroreducens * oil brine Japan * NR_042435.1

Pseudomonas panipatensis * oil India * NR_044209.1

Pseudomonas denitrificans * enriched soil * NR_102805.1

Pseudomonas alcaligenes * pool water * NR_043419.1

P0249.¢107 Xylaria “PO” * Chrysophyllum cainito BCI * FJ840535.1 * W
Pseudomonas mendocina * wastewater * FJ840535.1

10343.c105 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis LS-BCI [01] * NR_024734.1 * E
Pseudomonas monteilii* oil-contaminated soil Virginia * NR_121767.1
Pseudomonas monteilii * Human * NR_024910.1

Pseudomonas monteilii * Human * GU191931.1

AK1306.¢l03 Daldinia sp. * Peltigera aphthosa Alaska * NR_024662.1
AK1067.cl03 Daldinia sp. * Umbilicaria hyperborea Alaska * NR_024662.1
AK1683.¢l09 Daldinia sp. * Betula nana Alaska * NR_024662.1
Pseudomonas entomophila* Drosophila sp. France * NR_102854.1
Pseudomonas putida * polluted creek soil lllinois * NR_074739.1
Pseudomonas putida * planted field soil Japan * NR_074596.1

P0277.¢c108 Fusarium sp. * Garcinia intermedia BCI * JX566550.1 * V
B0043.cl03 FSSC * C. insignis BCI-BCI [08] * NR_043919.1 * A
Perlucidibaca piscinae * freshwater pond Korea * NR_043919.1

P0538.¢102 Fusarium concolor* Chrysophyllum argentum BCI * NR_029005.1 * J
Enhydrobacter aerosaccus * Wlntergreen lake Mlchlgan NR_029005.1
B0040.cl08 FSSC * C. insignis BCI-BCI [08] * NR_029005.1 * |
PS0434.cl01 FSSC * C. insignis BCI Pearson-SE * NR_025254.1 * A

PS0447.cl03 FSSC * C. insignis BClI Armour-NW * NR_117626.1 * A
L0044.cl01 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis LS-BCI [01] * NR_026207.1 * E
PS0615.c103 FSSC * Trema micrantha “black” BCI Zetek-SE * NR_117624.1 * A

P3139.¢102 Calonectria sp. * Hirtella triandra BCI * DQ356504.1 * P
P0857.cl12 Xylaria “PO” * Parmeliaceae BCI * JX266367.1 * W
P0538.¢103 Fusarium concolor* Chrysophyllum argentum BCI * NR_026207.1 * J

Escherichia coli ATCC11775T * NR_024570
Enterobacter asburiae * NR_024640.1
Pantoea eucalypti * EF688009.1

endolichenic references from boreal lichens common in all
groups in the Xylarioideae, and human-associated strains in the
FSSC. Future work using faster-evolving markers may detect
evolutionary structure not visible in our analyses.

Endohyphal Bacteria Are Common among
Seed-Associated and Foliar Endophytic
Fungi

Overall, ca. 67% of EHB discovered here were observed in fungi
that represented multiple phylogenetic lineages and plant hosts,
and close to half were found in fungi that represented multiple

geographic origins. However, only one-third were found in both
seed-associated and foliar endophytic fungi, even though these
fungi came from the same sites and in some cases, from the same
plant species.

We speculate that differences in EHB could be linked with

functional traits associated with growing in leaves vs. seeds
or soil. Such differences could reflect differential selection by
host fungi or distinctive host-symbiont recognition in focal
pairings, potentially resulting in phylogenetic signal. However,
such differences do not appear to be stable in an evolutionary
sense: the broad habit of occurring in fungi that colonize seeds
vs. leaves (or other plant tissues) has not resulted in detectable
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@ PS1085 FSSC * Annona spraguei Panama Zetek-NE * NR_104899.1 * A
F ium p. ilum * Of kitsuch kidney i * NR_040914.1
Flavobacterium granuli * freshwater Korea * NR_041052.1
Flavobacterium xanthum * pool mud * NR_024865.1
Chryseobacterium vrystaatense * chicken meat South Africa * NR_042370.1

@ B0233.cl11 Nemania sp. * C. insignis Panama [05] * NR_042370.1 * Y
Chryseobacterium indoltheticum * marine mud * NR_042926.1

@ B0212.c113 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Panama [05] * NR_025386.1 * E

O P0180 Xylaria “PO” * Erythroxylum panamense Panama * NR_042926.1 * W
Cf i I maximus gills Scotland * NR_025386.1

© P0160.cl12 Xylaria “PO” * Hybanthus prunifolius Panama * KC178594.1 * W

@ L0044.cl10 Fusarium “liseola” * C. insignis Costa Rica [01] * NR_025386.1 * E

O P0538.c110 Fusarit Chr Panama * NR_025386.1* J
C: Sulcia muelleri * Matsumaratettix hiroglyphyicus Thailand * JQ898318.1
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Bacteroides ovatus * Human * X83952
Bacteroides fragilis * Human * CR626927
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FIGURE 5 | Phylogenetic relationships among EHB based on analysis of 16S rRNA. (A) Rhizobiales (Alphaproteobacteria); (B) Burkholderiales
(Betaproteobacteria); (C) Enterobacteriaceae, (D) Pseudomonadales (Gammaproteobacteria); (E) Bacteroidetes. Topologies represent results from maximum
likelihood analyses. Phylogenetic analyses and annotations of node support were carried out as for fungi. EHB from tropical seed-associated fungi are preceded by a
black circle. EHB from tropical foliar endophytic fungi are preceded by a white circle. Taxon labels for all EHB observed in this study are bolded, show the host fungus,
host plant, geographic origin, GenBank accession numbers for top BLAST matches, and letters indicating host fungal OTUs (95% ITS rDNA similarity). Reference EHB
from temperate, foliar endophytic Ascomycota are preceded by white squares and taxon labels are as above but lack letters indicating host fungal OTUs. Reference
EHB of root-associated Mucoromycotina, Mortierellomycotina, and Glomeromycota (MMG) are preceded by gray squares. Taxon labels for those latter sequences
and for non-EHB references include hosts and geographic origins (when available) and GenBank accession numbers. C = Cecropia. FSSC = Fusarium solani species
complex. Double- and triple-hash marks indicate branches shortened to one-half and one-quarter of their length, respectively.

P * pig faeces * AB542771.1
Cytophaga hutchinsonii * seawater Korea * NR_102866.1
Cytophaga aurantiaca * AB681044.1
[0 AK1067.¢l04 Daldinia sp. * Umbilicaria hyperborea Alaska * NR_041437.1
Hymenobacter strain R.36548 * soil Antarctica * FR682731.1
Hymenobacter glaciei* glacial ice Antarctica * GQ454806.1
Cytophagales strain $23328 * paddy field soil Japan * D84607.1
Hymenobacter soli * soil South Korea * AB251884.1
Sediminibacterium sp. B2.10.2 * Jiaozhou Bay China * JX134447.1
Sediminibacterium salmoneum * reservoir sediment China * NR_044197.1
© P0445.c102 Xylaria sp. * Piper reticulatum Panama * AB682145.1 * AE
© P0048.¢c101 Xylaria “PO” * Psychotria horizontalis Panama * AB682145.1 * W
© P0392.c13 Xylaria “PO” * Piper reticulatum Panama * AB682145.1 * W
© P0451.¢101 Fusarium concolor * Eugenia oerstediana Panama * NR_044197.1 * J
Sediminibacterium sp. HNN.6 * host spring water Japan * AB731137.1
Chitinophaga ginsengisoli* ginseng field soil South Korea * NR_041375.1
Chitinophaga sancti * soil Argentina * AB680762.1
Chitinophaga sancti* soil Argentina * NR_040917.1
@ PS0221.cl01 Gli iopsis sp. * C Panama Zetek-NW * NR_040917.1 * K
@ PS0434.c106 FSSC * C. insignis Panama Pearson-SE * NR_040917.1 * A
@ PS0362A FSSC * C. insignis Panama Armour-NE * NR_040917.1* A
@ PS0657 FSSC * Trema micrantha “black” Panama Drayton-SW * AB680762.1 * A
Chlorobaculum tepidum * NR_044685.1
Prosthecochloris aestuarii* NR_074364.1
Chlorobium limicola * NR_074355.1

structure in the evolution of EHB. An exception is the EHB
of root-associated Mucoromycotina, Mortierellomycotina, and
Glomeromycota, which exhibited strong phylogenetic signal in
all inclusive phylogenies (Figure 5B and Supplementary Figure
2Q, Supplementary Table 8).

All fungi surveyed here were isolated with a standard growth
medium (2% MEA) that was not amended by antibiotics.
Whether EHB influence the cultivability of fungi on certain
media, and whether this could bias the isolation of fungi that
differ in EHB as a function of occurring in different tissue types
or hosts, remains an open question for future work.

Endohyphal Bacteria Are Horizontally

Transmitted

Given that up to one third of EHB discovered here occurred
in both seed-associated and foliar endophytic fungi, the
question arises: where in the fungal life cycle do these
infections arise? Comparisons between the phylogenies of
bacteria and those of their fungal and plant hosts revealed
a lack of concordance, consistent with facultative associations
and horizontal transmission proposed previously for EHB of

endophytic Ascomycota (Hoffman and Arnold, 2010; Arendt
etal., 2016). Many species of Fusarium, Xylaria, and related fungi
have a saprotrophic life phase, permitting colonization by EHB
in soil or leaf litter. A route of infection from these substrates
into fungi that then colonize seeds or leaves is plausible, and
merits further exploration. Alternatively, it is possible that EHB
infect foliar endophytes in the phyllosphere, accounting at
least in part for the differences in EHB communities observed
here.

The potential for horizontal transmission by EHB in
Ascomycota has been verified experimentally in vitro in members
of two classes (Sordariomycetes and Dothideomycetes) (Arendt
et al., 2016). This is in contrast to endohyphal Burkholderiaceae
observed in Rhizopus spp. and certain Glomeromycota,
which can be vertically transmitted (Bianciotto et al., 2004;
Partida-Martinez et al., 2007a). That these Burkholderiaceae
are phylogenetically distinct from EHB observed among
Ascomycota to date (Figure5B) implies a diversity of
ecological- or transmission modes in that bacterial family.
More generally, whether fungi associate with bacteria prior
to infecting plants or do so after co-infection may determine
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the degree to which EHB influence aspects of host specificity,
pathogenicity, and/or ecological modes of the fungi they

inhabit.
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FIGURE 6 | EHB communities differ as a function of the habit of their
host fungi (seed-associated vs. foliar endophytic). Non-metric
multidimensional scaling (NMS) plot shows fungi that screened positive for
EHB separated by differences in their EHB community composition. Relative
abundances of non-singleton EHB OTUs were used to calculate Bray-Curtis
dissimilarity values among all fungi. This best solution among 999 runs has two
dimensions and a stress = 0.11. Independent analyses (goodness of fit test
and analysis of similarity) show that host fungal habit (seed-associated vs.
foliar endophytic) is associated with significant differences in EHB community
composition.

Endohyphal Bacteria Are Phylogenetically

Diverse

Previous studies have documented EHB in the Rhizobiales and
Sphingomonadaceae (Alphaproteobacteria), Burkholderiaceae,
Comamonadaceae, and Oxalobacteriaceae (Betaproteobacteria),
Enterobacteriaceae, Pseudomonadales, Xanthomonadaceae,
and Pasteurellaceae (Gammaproteobacteria), Bacteroidetes,
Micrococcales (Actinobacteria), Bacillales (Firmicutes), and
Mollicutes (Tenericutes) (Barbieri et al., 2000; Bianciotto et al.,
2003; Partida-Martinez et al., 2007b; Hoffman and Arnold, 2010;
Desiro et al, 2015). Endohyphal bacteria of root-associated
Mucoromycotina, Mortierellomycotina, and Glomeromycota
are known only from Burkholderiaceae and Mollicutes. The
bacterial lineages observed here included distinctive taxa with
regard to previously recognized EHB, including Proteobacteria,
Cyanobacteria, Acidobacteria, Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes,
Firmicutes, and Tenericutes (Figures 4, 5, and Supplementary
Figure 2). In addition to this taxonomic and phylogenetic
diversity, EHB among these groups are related to a functionally
diverse assemblage of reference bacteria. For example, four EHB
of seed-associated fungi appear to be closely related to known
Chitinophaga spp., some of which have been shown to have
chitinolytic activity (Kampfer et al., 2006) (Figure 5E).

In addition to contributing to the phylogenetic diversity
of known groups, this work represents the first account of
EHB belonging to the Rhodospirillaceae (Alphaproteobacteria),
Chromatiales (Gammaproteobacteria), Microchaetaceae
(Cyanobacteria), Streptomycetales, Micromonosporaceae, and
Nocardiaceae (Actinobacteria), and Negativicutes, Clostridia,

TABLE 1 | Indicator species analysis identifies the EHB OTUs that are significantly associated with a given fungal habit (seed-associated or foliar

endophytic).

EHB phylotype Fungal habit Specificity Fidelity Indicator value p-value
Rhizobiales foliar endophytic 0.86 0.39 0.33 0.001
Burkholderiaceae foliar endophytic 0.66 0.39 0.26 0.029
Lactobacillales foliar endophytic 1.00 0.22 0.22 0.001
Bacillales foliar endophytic 1.00 0.17 017 0.001
Bacteroidetes foliar endophytic 0.74 0.19 0.14 0.054
Comamonadaceae foliar endophytic 0.74 0.19 0.14 0.058
Enterobacteriaceae foliar endophytic 0.50 0.28 0.14 0.689
Pseudomonadales foliar endophytic 0.62 0.14 0.09 0.494
Actinobacteria foliar endophytic 0.51 0.17 0.09 1.0
Oxalobacteriaceae foliar endophytic 0.68 0.11 0.08 0.273
Xanthomonadaceae foliar endophytic 0.86 0.08 0.07 0.087
Pasteurellaceae foliar endophytic 1.00 0.06 0.06 0.091
Clostridia seed-associated 1.00 0.19 0.19 0.016
Negativicutes seed-associated 1.00 0.05 0.05 0.289
Sphingomonadaceae seed-associated 1.00 0.04 0.04 0.544
Tenericutes seed-associated 1.00 0.04 0.04 0.516
Micrococcales seed-associated 1.00 0.03 0.03 0.556
Nocardiaceae seed-associated 1.00 0.03 0.03 0.555

For clarity, EHB OTUs are represented by their phylogenetic group (EHB phylotype). Columns include specificity scores (proportion of EHB sequences in a given phylotype occurring in
fungi of a given habit) and fidelity scores (proportion of EHB among a given fungal habit that represent a given phylotype). Indicator values are the products of specificities and fidelities,
and are used as test statistics versus the distribution of indicator values produced by permuting the data 999 times. P-values are bolded for associations with indicator values that

significantly differed from the permuted distribution. OTUs correspond directly to phylotypes in phylogenetic analyses of EHB (below).
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TABLE 2 | Phylogenetic diversity (PD) among EHB of tropical seed-associated and foliar endophytic fungi.

EHB phylotype k Seed-associated Foliar endophytic t DF p-value
Rhizobiales 9 0.60 + 0.00 0.26 + 0.06 10.63 2.00 0.01
Sphingomonadaceae 2 0.19 + 0.05 0.38 + 0.00 6.09 2.00 0.03
Comamonadaceae 5 0.24 £0.08 0.29 £ 0.00 2.47 2.01 0.13
Oxalobacteriaceae 4 0.13+£0.00 0.14 £ 0.01 1.12 2.00 0.38
Burkholderiaceae 18 0.42 £0.04 0.34 £ 0.00 3.81 2.00 0.06
Enterobacteriaceae 9 0.30 + 0.06 0.14 £0.02 4.82 2.38 0.03
Pseudomonadales 10 0.61 + 0.01 0.57 £ 0.00 7.07 2.00 0.02
Xanthomonadaceae 3 0.18 + 0.02 0.11 £ 0.00 6.68 2.00 0.02
Bacteroidetes 7 1.16 + 0.00 0.77 £ 0.00 1304.70 2.00 5.88E-07
Micrococcales + Streptomycetales 3 0.25+£0.10 0.25 £ 0.03 0.02 2.47 0.99
Lactobacillales 3 0.43 + 0.00 0.47 £0.13 0.56 2.00 0.63

Values are calculated from 16S phylogenies in which each group is represented by more than one sequence. Values are means and standard deviations from three replicate runs in
which sample sizes were rarefied (k). For each run, tips in each group were randomly selected for inclusion. The results of Welch t-tests comparing PD between seed-associated and
foliar endophytic fungi are shown for each EHB phylotype. For comparisons with a significant difference, the greater of the two values and p-value are bolded.

and Lactobacillales (Firmicutes). This phylogenetic richness
and novelty was discovered among only two orders of
Sordariomycetes. We anticipate that more sensitive detection
methods and sampling of additional Ascomycota will likely
reveal an even greater diversity of EHB. Similarly, examination
of entire genomes of EHB will provide further insight with
regard to relationships with known bacteria, the evolution of
their symbioses with fungi (Baltrus et al,, in revision), and the
potential for these bacterial endosymbionts to influence the
phenotypes of the fungi that, through complex and intriguing
symbioses, contribute to the dynamics of tropical forests.
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