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Abstract

Symbiotic system composed of legumes and rhizobia is one of the typical symbiosis representa-
tives. Based on existing literature, we analyze and integrate them by Meta-analysis and establish
Meta regression models. We select the optimal model according to AICc model selection criterion
and analyze the importance of various factors and their interaction based on the result of the
weight. The results show that measured effect, fertilization and the interaction between them is
the important factor influencing symbiotic cooperative system composed of legumes and rhizo-
bia.
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Figure 1. The flowchart of document screening
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Table 1. Weight of the main effects
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75 2% (Host Classification) 0.0053

Table 2. Weight of interaction
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Fertilization*Measured effect 0.746
Host Classification*Design class 0.6603
Host Classification*Fertilization 0.061
Fertilization*Design class 0.0572
Measured effect*Design class 0.0465
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