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to agricultural systems may have hampered beneficial interactions rate demonstrates a negative linear association, showing a decrease
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> In this experiment, we compared microbial diversity between US- ool Farm
baseo! and Non-US based _hop cultivars and their effects on growth ciure 3: Unward trend of relative arowth rate against Figure 4: Downward trend of relative growth rate against
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» Plant DNA quantitative and qualitative referencing machinery: |
Thermo Scientific NanoDrop 2000c¢ Spectrophotometer B
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i " and bacterial  Phosphorus’ S0l Molsture and bacterial Graphs generated in this column included all cultivar ~ Graphs generated in this column excluded the most
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