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Abstract; In this study, vertical changes in bacterial a-diversity and community composition were investigated at four soil depths(0-
10, 10-20, 20-40 and 40-60 cm) in Betula albosinensis Burkill forest of Qinling Mountains by sequencing of the 16S rDNA regions
using Illumina MiSeq high-throughput technology. The results showed that the decreases of OTUs, Chaol and Shannon were numerical
but not significant, and the highest values of 1 688, 2314 and 8. 66 were obtained in 0-10 cm, respectively. At the phylum level,
Acidobacteria and Proteobacteria were the most dominant bacteria in four soil layers. At the genus level, Gp4, Gp6 and Gpl6 were the
most dominant bacteria. The relative abundance of Acidobacteria in 40-60 c¢m soil depth(62. 88% ) was higher than those in other soil
depths. Proteobacteria in 0-10 ¢cm(23. 62% ) was more abundant than that in 40-60 cm. The relative abundance of Acidobacteria was
significantly correlated with the total N, soil organic carbon, C/N, and soil dissolved organic carbon. Soil water content, soil organic
matter and soil dissolved organic carbon were the key factors affecting soil Proteobacteria. RDA sequencing results showed that soil
dissolved organic carbon was the key factor contributing to the bacteria community abundance. The results demonstrated that there are
plenty of bacterial distribution in all four soil layers, which provides a fundamental basis for vertical soil bacterial community diversity,
and possesses very important research value in biogeochemical cycling.

Key words : Betula albosinensis Burkill forest; Illumina MiSeq high-throughput sequencing; soil bacteria; soil depth; soil factors
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RAE TR AR G IE AR R, B KR
AT A RFE KU AR S BRAR A SR S 7 RS
Bo) e o ke S Wl Se g % 5 12 fy LA
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BATH I ST DI T — 80°C B VKA N, FH Sk HR B +- 8
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Table 1  Basic status of sampling plots
FEds  MOYZEEL MROMERIE ARva ZHE(E) HiEE(N) H/m 7] + 1R BRSO
LIHEAIRR RIRIRA R 25 106°33'26.0"  34°14'51.0" 2226 [ 5 Ay e
2 srEAbR  FIR AR 25 106°33'23.0"  34°14'49.0" 2225 g iy 7 3E Hﬁ%ﬁf }éﬁﬁ
3 LIHELAR  RARURAE AR 25 106°3322.0”  34°14748.0" 2240 Fa B AR o

1.3 FRa AR AR E

- 49 2 T AL $8 bR 5 I S X 2R TR R R 3
ARED AR S BEATRR AR AE |, B AR 3 UCFAT
Hop ) 3 pH RAHAE (K £ =2.5:1)
B KA R R (105 +2) CHUAEHET
2 ALK i?ﬁfﬁﬁ%@ﬂ%ﬁ* AL A I Rk
B A A R R R LRI E Y 5 +
SERT VR B B mKﬁm&ﬁ&m%
1.4 DNA 421, PCR ¥ 11 16S rDNA Yl ¥

ARWFFEXS 3 A 3530 $2 L DNA #E45 4"
B AT EE ST, RIEANT DNA U 1Y 2
PowerSoil® DNA Isolation Kit( 2 [E MoBio 2] ) 12,

# £, FIFH Thermo NanoDrop 2000 45 4456t

BEVERT 19 BrlEAH SR AL K 2EAT R DNA TR G 552

Ffz 11 5|9 806 (5'- GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-
3'). FEIE TIPS A 37 v N 3E A MiSeq
PE300 il ¥ A% Barcode 751, 7!3)525% P51 i
. BAFEN BT R ) Barcode B4 W32 2. PCR 2

BEAEINR A P 959C 3 min;98°C 10 s,72°C 20
s, 94%C 20 s, 65°C 10 5,72°C 10 s,12 MEH;94°C
20 5,58°C 30 s,72%C 30 s,72°C 150 s, 11 MEHF.
PCR FWARZR 40 wL. & IE R AN A5 445 1 pl, 10
ng [ DNA £545 ,20 pL & PCR R4 EFILIRY) (Roche
Applied Sciences, Indianapolis, IN, USA) ,BT\-%{‘}’E?E:
KA N PR 40 wL. R 208l
JEE L PRSI PCRZ 4, %1 AxyPrep DNA EEIKCTA iz
1R & (AXYGEN 22 5 Ui [l i PCR. Fﬂ% Tl
J& R Thermo NanoDrop 2000 % %ﬁ%ﬁj‘ﬁj‘ﬁﬁ‘fﬁ

G R AEAE T - 80°C 254 T A B AdH]. ?)Li"-? A . 2% f?ﬂ%ﬁ*ﬁﬂi%/ﬁ TIPS, 16S tDNA P
16 fRNA %lﬂ’) V3~ V4 DX f P e @fﬁ’fE ]y 3 ) R /&%ﬁ@lﬁz%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁé\\ -
GEE fVJ 341 F ( 5 ACTCCTACGGG,AGGQA AG 3 8] Tlumina MlSeq PE300 AT EALINE. —
- .'”. N j:E 2 Barcode BRFE 5 & =
; v ‘“Ta}.)_le 2 //Information table of Barcode
f, Ef—iﬂ | =+ Z/cm Baru)_sje 1 Barcode 2
" - & 0~10 5’ CACCTILACCTTAGAGTG(, 3 5'-GTTACGTGGTTGGATA-3'
ﬁﬂﬂ 1 10 ~20 5'-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3' 5'-TACCGCCTCGGAGATA-3’
! 20 ~40 5'-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3" 5'-CGTAAGATGCCTGATA-3’
40 ~ 60 5'-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3’ 5'-TACCGGCTTGCAACTCA-3’
0~10 5'-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3’ 5'-ATCTAGTGGCAAACTCA-3’
Bt 2 10 ~20 5'-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3" 5'-CCAGGGACTTCTACTCA-3"
20 ~40 5'-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3’ 5'-CACCTTACCTTATTCTCT-3’
40 ~ 60 5'-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3’ 5'-ATAGTTAGGGCTTTCTCT-3"
0~10 5'-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3’ 5'-GCACTTCATTTCTTCTCT-3'
B 3 10 ~20 5'-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3' 5"-TTAACTGGAAGCCACTTCT-3’
20 ~40 5-CACCTTACCTTAGAGTGG-3' 5'-CGCGGTTACTAACACTTCT-3’
40 ~ 60 5'-ATAGTTAGGGCTGAGTGG-3' 5’-CCTAAACTACGG-3'

1.5 HEYMERSAS T

1# 1 Mumina 4 #4947 Paired-End /7, Paired
End Reads i1 Reads Z ][] Overlap ¢ R PFEA
Reads , 31 %] $F#% )5 19 Reads #£47 Jii#% , 75 3] Clean
Reads. fH Usearch #£47T OTU B 25435 1/]5, Usearch
R, Jot singletons 1 JE B Reads % 18 3 i
KB NHESF , 383 97 % AEABLEE A br 1 2R 25, X 2R
Km0 Fp 5 2 47 ik A Rl v s, 75 F) OTU

(operational taxonomic units) , 51> OTU # A A AT A,
Fe—ADWIFN . XSRS Y Reads FEATBEHLANT
SEFR PRI Y OTU J¥ 41, SRS ff H Qiime 4K
180 Alpha Z2FEIESE BAO M RE 2, AR 0 7 e th 2
VepEa B 280, A Qiime BRAF X 15 21 A
FJE ) OTU #4720 4, B e OTU H 951 S R —
% Read fE N FHII, i F RDP )i 45 1%
REFPH 168 BlR A LLxt, iiiixl 44> OTU 347
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PiFhor2s. HKJE  RIEEA OTU hIF 519 554K,
MIMIFRE] OTU £ 3%, fe 5 AR5 1% OTU =+ J 3K
TG S5
1.6 sk
1.6.1 EAKEG LR

¥ F Microsoft Excel 2013 Fl1 SPSS 20. 0 #17%%
P b3, 10 BRI 3R U7 2253 BT (One-Way ANOVA)
GIHTAS [V b )44 T8 bR 9 22 5 3 1k, 45 MR PR Z
B8] 2R FH Pearson #H G 22 Hl0k #EATAH OGR4 . 3%
PR 5 240 7 b A 43 A1 R AIE 22 ) 4 OC &R AT Canoco
5.0 PEATTUAYSHT (RDA) BIF5E 39 1 o X6} 440 B 43 A
FEAE A 520
1.6.2 ZFEMEAREU Y

AR Alpha ZHEMEFREOO A I5 21T 2
FEPESHT. DChaol : J& H Chaol BIEANTIEETE &
OTUs %% H B4 %1, Chaol 7EAEZRZ: i HIRAN T
Fi 4. @Shannon ; FHRAG AL S ThRUZE P 1) 24
PFeEZ—. B5 Simpson ZAEVEFE RS M I
S Alpha ZAE4:F5 %L, Shannon (B B
T ZREPERR . BSimpson : FEAR AL & T iAE D)

I ZHEPEARECZ o AR 353 P PR G b i

— AR E M 2. Simpson F8EUE K, 1]
eV Z RV,

2 HREH

2.1 8w L T

t2e3 Al B AL S A SR AL
B/ 4. TR LR 5 349 B J2 1 o i Ok
AN BEML L 3 P 4 pH (AR 2 IR ST R
A, 7E 20 ~40 cm AbiA B e RMH, Bih 2 3 pH
Bifi 2 A, R 1 b RS KRR R
BN e R AR TH 3,0 ~ 10 em 5 10 ~20 em, 20
~40 cm [ 40 ~60 em 2257 B (P <0.05) ,3 M
Mo E KB IITE 0 ~ 10 em AL R M. 3 MREHE
LR EAEER, T pH A T 6. 11 ~
6. 4222 8], 7£0 ~40 cm bl + JZ TR BE B4 38 n i e 2
Fi (P <0.05) ,Mi7E20 ~40 em 540 ~60 em2E 7 IF
REH(P>0.05). FHEF 28Kk A F30,07%
~35.90% 2 ] oJifi -1 J52 VA% BE (1 43 117 5. 3 e TG (
<0.05). 0~ 10 em| 432 9 4 *Rﬁ&égﬁ-%j@"éi. 44
gkg ™ B 10 220 em. 20 ~ 40 em & 40 £ 60 e 4
SR 15/889% ¢'53.47%,5107. 38% £ @E 5+

# F & y -
' 4 S Frmamenres) ) D
- =1 Table 3 v"T’hysié-(;-chénnicai characleristics of the analyzed"‘.soil‘. depth ‘samples
7 4 f i S F - I r T
L7 - +JZ/cm ; '3 1p'i #;ﬂl ifi 1 A
N ‘ 3

2 .'““. 0~10 | 6. 27 £0:03d 6.14 £0. 03" 5.92+0.03c 6.11 0. 18¢
| 'pH v 10 ~20 / 6.44:20. 02¢ -l__,, - 6.29 +0. 02ab 6.01 £0. 02b 6.25 +£0.22b
= 20 ~40 6. 78 +0:07a" 6.26 +0. 09a 6.21 £0. 02a 6.42 £0. 32a
) 40 ~60 6.61 £0.01b 6.35 +£0.02a 6.23 £0.03a 6.40 £0. 19a
0~10 35.39 +0.72a 35.52 +0.70a 36.79 +0.33b 35.90 +0.77a
Skt % 10 ~20 30.11 +0.56b 32.40 +0.34be 41.95 +0.85a 34.82 +6.28a
20 ~40 29.41 +1.14b 33.87 +1.59ab 36.86 +0.90b 33.38 +3.75a
40 ~ 60 29.74 +0.44b 30.93 +0.85¢ 30.15 +0.93¢c 30.28 +0.60a
0~10 68.55 £0.28a 63.63 £0.20a 70. 14 £0.29a 67.44 £3.39a
FHU kg 10 ~20 62.90 £0. 12b 41.74 £0.27b 69.95 £0.22a 58.20 + 14. 68b
20 ~40 49.02 +0. 38¢ 25.73 £0. 24¢ 57.35 £0.42b 44.03 +£16. 39¢
40 ~ 60 30. 18 +0. 53d 32.87 +0.51a 33.85 +0. 08¢ 32.52 +6.13d
0~10 5.51 £0.07a 4.76 £0.03c 5.38 £0. 18a 5.22 £0. 40a
S gokg ! 10 ~20 4.14 £0. 10b 5.58 £0. 12a 5.57 £0. 36a 5.10 £0. 18a
20 ~40 2.73 £0.02¢ 5.20 £0.21b 4.58 0. 15b 4.17 £1.29b
40 ~ 60 2.54 0. 10c 3.36 £0.08d 3.61 £0. 03¢ 3.17 £0. 56¢
0~10 14.41 £0. 14a 11.83 +0.37ab 12.98 £0. 1a 13.07 £1.29a
AL 10 ~20 11.28 £0. 26b 12. 58 +0. 85a 11.31 £0. 31b 11.72 £0. 74b
20 ~40 11.05 +0. 42b 10.70 0. 31be 10. 40 +0. 23¢ 10.72 0. 33¢
40 ~60 10.47 £0. 28¢ 10.21 £0. 05¢ 10.24 £0.05¢ 10.31 0. 14¢
0~10 350.23 £2. 14a 344.87 £3.97a 366. 65 £5. 46a 355.66 £9.52a

YR mg kg ! 10 ~20 307.53 £13.67b 220.17 £2.72b 330.35 £5.93b 286. 02 +58. 16ab

20 ~40 262.45 +3. 54¢ 205.93 +1. 69¢ 257.47 +3.53¢ 242.28 +30. 72bc
40 ~60 187.65 +1.30d 164.55 +£3.23d 189.95 +12.71d 179. 38 +16. 54¢

1) /INEFHFORAR L ZE 0. 05 KFEFEREE



3014 2 35 Bl 2 38 %
BE(P<0.05). HELSASENZARESHEI 3500 F

B—%,0 ~10 em T )2 & 28 40 ~60 cm 5 2. 05 3 000 | %%é&_%=
g-kg™', 0~10 em 510 ~20 em ZF AR E (P > x : %% ==

0.05). FHEBIER C/N 7E 10.26 ~ 12.92 Z[i], + 5 %?

RIS R (P <0.05). FIEATEMEANL © 20 %

Bk Oy B 2 0 R T FEAE 0 ~ 10 em 1520 ~ 40 500 é

em, 40 ~60 cm ZRH B EFH (P <0.05),10 ~20 cm 5 . . . . .

40 ~60 cm ZE 5 (P <0.05).
2.2 EREEDF AR Alpha ZFEMESHT

3% 4 AT LD HERR 4 A 122351558 524
4% clear reads F11 493 OTUs. OTUs £ 78 FE N
1668 ~1354, +ZHZFARFE(P>0.05). 1
Y B P 22 R 2R AR T bR B B R BN U T
B BEE FEAS R IR I ARG T 2% , 1 B
DA n T e N = N o = I D o W TR
(K 1).

H 3R 4 AL AE 97% 53 KR AN Rl Ak 2 -
3% Chao1 $8 %% , Shannon$8 #0H T AN [F] 15%75#537

B
B1 TEAEMHHRRE

Fig. 1 Species accumulation curves of soil bacteria

B, 3 ke, Chaol F8X7E 0 ~ 10 cm Abik 3|
I RAH L 7E 40 ~60 cm AbikF iz /IME. Shannon $5 %X
i KAEIITE 0 ~ 10 em  FEHEL 1 AYIR/IMETE 40 ~ 60
em, MFEHL 2 FEHL 3 (4 e /IMELTE 20 ~ 40 cm 4b.

Chao FEHCF-IEKE % 1 J2 TR B R3S i), 7€ 20
~40 c¢m ﬁ?']ﬂij(ﬁ Shannon & x&llziﬁﬁ'ﬂﬁj(/l\
HIH 0 ~10.em >10 20 cm >20 <40 (,m.540 60
cm. 4/\i)z' Simpson TE&LAYEI(EAH [F]. 8

ot

4 TH&HEE:I:H%*IHETZ# E?a?ﬁl” / \ ,;-’
Table“zl» Soil hactﬁnal dlversny indexes in dlffereut treatmqﬂfé i N o ._‘_,»!""
_ “ REHb v g }
Ei=gan +J2/em o - FHET
— 4 ; 1 . 2 = 3 & { & .-
s 0~10 F 7 473a-’ 59251 55 463 57062+ 1.962a <
b - ” 10~20 = é"’ _ §7 945,/ , 60364 ) ! 55890 58066 +2239a £
/ ' 20 ~40 J 61369 4 59043/ I, 614573 60 662 #1 406a
= 40 ~60 i1 56530 56894 61493 58306 +2 7664
F = 0-~10 | ¥ 1853 ‘ 1786 1366 1668 +264a
‘A d - ¥ .
| 60 | g =10 ~20 : 1 ;165 |~ 1634 1549 1649 +109a
o o 20 ~40 F 1661 1558 683 1301 +537a
; 40 ~ 60 1485 1392 1185 1354 +154a
; 0-~10 2426 2363 2236 2341 +97a
Chao Ji5 10 ~20 2047 2288 2215 2183 +124a
20 ~40 2114 2080 1704 1966 +228ab
40 ~ 60 1 896 852 1 444 1397 +524ab
0-~10 8.69 8. 64 8. 14 8.49 =0.30a
) 10 ~2 ) .04 ) .43 +0.34
Shannon 155 0~20 8.66 8.0 8.58 8.43 0. 34a
20 ~40 8.38 8.03 7.74 8.05=0.32a
40 ~60 8.05 8. 08 7.78 7.97 £0. 17a
0-~10 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 a
Simpson J5% 10 ~20 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99a
20 ~40 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 a
40 ~ 60 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 a
1) W—FIARR/NG F-RELE 0. 05 KT 257 3%
2.3 Alpha ZFE 145 55 1 98 PR A BT A9 AH OGP 0.692. Simpson 5405 TP B 45 W48 bR AR
il BB EMELR(P>0.05).
H1#¢5 A%, Chaol 513 C/N(R =0.695;P < 2.4 R[E 42 A MR S A R RE
0.05) , HHERTHHEAHLER (R =0.598;P <0.05) & FEL 2 (a) AT, 76 1T 932K b AR 8 B

WEEMX. 5HEL2H, Ak, &K, 15§
pH K UL ZEPEAH S (P >0.05) . Shannon F5%8 5 +
BCO/NEBEMILELR(P<0.05), MK RE N

K3 AT i E i) ﬂh‘i@] 70% VA I, 5352 R
FFET] ( Acidobacteria) . ZEFE T 1] ( Proteobacterla)
A 28 W 1] ( Actinobacteria ). W& T B



7 ¥

FEBRAE : ZR UG 21 MK - AR R Vi 51 1T 23 A

AR S H e R R 3015

(a) 100

S TR TR %

BAL.1
BA1.2
BA2.2
BA2.3
BA3.1
BA3.2
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=

100

80 [~

60 -

40

- I KR %

20

™~
(o ]
=
5 &
. BA2. BA3 il BA4 ﬁh”fr,J '

| @2/

BAL3
A2.1
BA23

T BA3.1
BA3.2

:‘2%5 Alpha 5# IS pH . %7k3£ 7E$JL xi‘ ‘

i g

Table 5 ;orrdallon (‘OPffl(’ant between Alpha dﬁ/er%lty and pH e

soil watq‘r content ( SWC) soil organic carbon( SOC) content total
mtrogen( TN), C/N, dissolved organic carbon(DOC)

in different soil layers

Chao 5% Shannon $8%% Simpson 8%
pH -0.168 -0.092 0.079
SWC 0.397 0. 196 0. 282
SOC 0.507 0.244 0.253
TN 0.551 0.362 0. 225
C/N 0.695" 0.692" 0.296
DOC 0. 664 * 0. 443 0.372

1) = FRTE 0. 05 K | BFEM K

( Acidobacteria) BIAEXT EFELE 40 ~ 60 cm K F|H K
{H 62.88% ,% 0 ~10 cm. 10 ~20 cm A1 20 ~40 c¢m
+ 253 RN 32. 49% ,21.39% Fl 37.26% . i 2%

JE 1] ( Proteobacteria ) B AR XS =F B W e 5 + 2 R &
B ANTITED ,0 ~ 10 em %40 ~60 cm i 79. 08% .
JCLE B 1] ( Actinobacteria ) 28 4k Y5 il 7. 86% ~
12.58% . HUGEFT I ] ( Bacteroidetes ) | 4825 [

éﬁ C/Ng T L

L

“ fﬂﬁﬁéﬁ7}<$TE’]*EEl§¥,§$ﬁﬁ$F J ==
: “3‘. Fig. 2 Relatlve abunda.nce of bacjé"nal communities at phy’lum )gvel and gemi;s level

m Acidobacteria

® Proteobacteria

» Actinobacteria

n Chloroflexi

» Bacteroidetes

s Latescibacteria

m Nitrospirae

® Candidatus Saccharibacteria

® Firmicutes

® Gemmatimonadetes

® Verrucomicrobia

= Planctomycetes

» Cyanobacteria/Chloroplast
Fusobacteria

B Chlamydiae

B Spirachaetes

® Deinococcus-Thermus

= BRC1
Elusmicrobia

® Parcubacteria

m other

BA4.1
BA4.2
BA4.3

n Gp4

s Gpb

v Gplé

» Latescibacteria_genera_incertae_sedis

» Gpl

n Gp3

s Gp7

® Nitrospira

8 Gaiella

® Gpl7

aGp2

" Sphingomonas

» Bradrhizobium
Saccharibacteria_genera_incertae_sedis

U Arthrobacter

¥ Gemmatimonas

" Gp3

" Gp22
Pedomicrobium

1 Flavobacterium

u other

b £
T <
< -
o m

BA4.3

.- it ._:;_-__,-

&
7 ( ChloroﬂeXI e Latesmbacterla i b 12 B 1

#( Nitrospirae ) ,EIHW:«&IEI%%UJ 2.01% ~5.08% .

2.62% ~6.95% ., 2.91% ~6.07% . 1.89 ~2.64% .

I 2(b) /TR FE 8 70 2K b A 4 )2
 Gpd . Gp6 . Gpl6 ¥R F FANE & , MR =F B BN
IKF] 40% LA L. Gp4 I BIZALIEFIY 21. 26%
~25.44% £ 10 ~20 cm i5F|H K (H ,40 ~60 cm 4b
KB ME. Gpo Y AEALIE I 14.13% (20 ~ 40
em) ~15.81% (10 ~20 em). Gpl6 FAXF 3 B R /N
R4 240 ~60 ¢cm >0 ~10 c¢m > 10 ~20 em >20 ~
40 cm. FAXFFE RN A0 JE A Latescibacteria _
Gp3 . Gp7, EARIE [l 43 0
4.30% ~7.45% . 1.53% ~4.34,2.20% ~3.73% ,
PLK Nitrospira ( fi§ fL BRBEJE ) . Gpl7. Gp2. Gp7.,
Gpl %%,
2.5 SRRl M O A RV Y5 )

R TR R DR 5 AR RV YOG &R X TR

A FE RIS R AT AHOC M (R 6) . AR

B BRAT B 1] ( Acidobacteria ) Y AHXT - 5 2 A 2
WERAIC(P<0.05), 5 LAV, C/N, A%

genera_incertae _sedis |



3016 AN 5%

B 38 %

PEA BB 52 B o 35 A G (P < 0.01). ZZTERIT]
(Proteobacteria) 5 + HEF /K B 2 B FEMH K (P <
0.05) , 5 HHEAPI , AT TEA LR 24 28 Ao
(P<0.01). JXZHE T ( Actinobacteria) 5 + 3£ A L
fo . ATVEPEA MLAR 2R 03 IEAH G (P <0.01). )
FFH ] ( Bacteroidetes ) 5 1338 & /K & 5 i & E A6
(P<0.05). &2 (] ( Chloroflexi) 5 + 3 ALK |
AT PEA LA B IEAROC (P <0.05). fifbiRie
B[ ( Nitrospirae ) 5 11 pH 2 &2 1IEAH X (P <
0.05) H&R R RETHIL(P <0.05) , 5 HHEHIK
i, RIEEAHURK . AT A PR SR ARG (P
<0.01).

R T A DR G A i 18 SR SRR ) B
O, TE S8 7K P L% 4 TR R 7 3 1T TU A 43 (RDA)
(FE3). IWEHAT LA 4 4> -2 AR o3

FEEZES 0 ~10 em F1 10 ~20 em 12 F8A T4
— . %M, 20 ~40 cm 1 40 ~60 cm 1 )2 E A
F =, WA, £33 pH 50 ~10 cm 110 ~20 em +
JEANFEREE S U (120 ~40 cm, 40 ~60 cm +
RN TR VR IE ARG, T RSO E AL, &
A C/N, "EHEAHEES 0 ~10 em A110 ~20 em +
JZEEAESE {HFT 20 ~40 em ., 40 ~60 cm T 3E)Z A H
BE A OC. LIV MR S (F =44, P =
0. 003) &5 Wi 40 B P v 2 B 1) B 22 [ R iR R
30.5% ,HKE C/N(F =4.2, P=0.012) , +3 pH
(F=3.0, P=0.023) ,f#RBR53510 22.2% | 13.0%
(FR7). 1HEPH, SKE, AHKE R, 24, /N
Lo AT HLBR AL R RS T 76% (1) 20 B R 4 A
Ak, HHER R AT R . Al R > C/N > pH
> HIEARE > AblhK > TIESK .

F®6 TEEXMERSTEBEENEEHHEXED

Table 6  Correlation between soil properties and the relative abundance of soil bacteria at the phylum level/~ =7
i) pH SWC_ sSoC ™ C/N # phc
Acidobacteria 0.313 -0.395,5" -0.749 ** -0.621" ~0.862 ** J0. 7a0a
Proteobacteria 0.517 0. 704..* 0. 893 ** -0.517 I| ~0.536 0',‘.'7'-25 |
Actinobacteria ~0.186 0.518 0. 740 ** | 0506 0.232 0. 8217 &
Bacteroidetes ‘ -0.529 0.605." .~ 0.392 0. 23,3“.‘ '3 0..142 ~0. 48Q_ ¢
Chloroflexi VN 0.073 ry W27 # 0.586" | 0,182, " 00206 0.672% |
Lategtibacteria . ] -0.291 L om0 -0.015 © /0. 405 J 50.344 ~0.049,
Nitro$pirad -4 i 0.598* -~ & id{zé W - -0.718" /-0,6257 1 40.341 ©-0.863."
Candidhtus Sacchribacteria 0.427 F o002 4 0. 185 © 00310 # -D.115 0:303
Firmicates 5 -0.039 /o107 0.229 “0.518 0.777 " 0. 2827
Gemmatimpnadetes -0.078 | [ oAel  /-0,067 ~0.167 0. 484 0. 068

1) %R T 0. 05 P ERGEFHDE, »« « FOR7E 0.01 /KWL BeAtes

%7 AR5 HEEREORELR)

Table 7 Interactions between soil properties and soil bacteria

TiH R/ % F P
AL 30.5 4.4 0. 003 **
C/N 22.2 4.2 0.012*
pH 13.0 3.0 0.023
2R 5.1 1.2 0.343
ALK 3.6 0.8 0.575
KR 1.7 0.3 0. 853

1)« F/RAE 0. 05 /KK LB FEMIE, « = FR7E0.01 K LB 3F
A

3 it

3.1 U R TE O

R R R R A T AR B,
3ot % 5 L AT B A3 R 5 B - HE
OGR4 A5 7 £ BT AR B P )
( Acidobacteria) RE 5 WE AR A2 4 1 A JR %) 15 49 1
OO L Y. FERRAE S R S BT

EI o i IR A B ST RS R T
BT TR L AR R S T A
PEBAF SRR iy 2E5]. AT 0 ~ 10 cm
TEEAYRE R A S E ., TEER S D
R T IHAL 3 A 12 A B AR T A 3
N1)2 X5 Vorigkova LU Y aE S —3 —JF
I, FHERIZFRRIE) 2 XOE SO AR S M
Y RS S5 Oy — Tl R 2 RIS T i
o A AR L T I R YRR TR

A GE Y ZIAREAR - 355 T 40 TR 22 R P TCAT B
2B D X Agnelli 25 5
RN, X — 25 R0 R R AT e DA A
— 7T, LLHEMAR R R IR TR 2 - AR bR A P 1
BT RIS R R IR R MY R
TR A AR TRRIE Y NI T IRE AN
FEVE S B — T I, 20 e RR 1 9 T EL A A v A T
AP SR, &3 nIH1,40 ~ 60 cm HJEAE
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BAlL.1®

Candidatus Saccharibactenja

Chloroflexi g

BA3.

20.65%

> - Nitrospirae
Latescibacteria

BA4.2

Actinobacteria

[ ]
BA3.3
Firmicutes

K 39.45% 1

& SOC, TN, SWC 1 DOC 43 B LA DLk . H3ELA

A KR RITT A A HLER s BA1 . BA2 . BA3, BA4 2351t % 0

~10, 10 ~20, 20 ~40, 40 ~60 cm +IEZ 4 +HE3 A EL
E3 ETHRARFESHNIEAEEFHOTRIN

Fig. 3 Redundancy analysis(RDA) used to explore thé f

relationships between bacterial communities at the =

phylum level and selected soil propétiies

AT HLIE 25 134790 38 me-ke ™' i 2 - 1
MRAHE R = DI 0 ~ 10 ey £IZ AT
A A AR A L D B TR AL A
55 0 - Sy RAL % B I B A
WE s en. | | )]
3.2 1A RS A AR g ’
D A 1 0 L o L ST
oy 45.80% ~ 62.88% , 5 Ml F bk % Al Peralta
SFIHIIR AR 3L, Lauber 55 (0T K BLAE IR
PE+ 3 A B AT R 1] ( Acidobacteria ) F178 B B[]
( Proteobacteria ) %5 & T H AN E 24 HE. Rousk % {IE
B 98 pH JE 5 0 - S3 AH D R v 4 ) F2 252 )
2. UL B AR ST e 7S 1Y ZR I ZLME R 1 8
FRFFEE 1] ( Acidobacteria) (5 48 XL M5 5 1 1
pH fHEEFRPE (6.1 ~6.42) A K. ABFEH,0 ~ 10
em T2 ] ( Proteobacteria ) AH X} =F & & T 40
~60 cm T2, FRFTF# ( Acidobacteria ) FH % F K T
40 ~60 cm )7 FHGX RS A Y J5E R A [F] + 2
TR RMZER M AT (Proteobacteri ) A
XS A HLAR & R TR HLER 5 OE A
5K, LW AR I i 7] ( Proteobacteri ) H AT W6 & 7 1Y 4§
X 5 McCaig %5 B Fazi 17 BF 98 — 2
Lopez-Mondéjar 25 it i1 94 Ak 1 5640 3 1 A7 5%
R, EAI S EE &SN L E, BIBEIT]

I

( Proteobacteria ) HAG % &y AR XS 3= . AF 9T uEBH
FRFTTE 1T ( Acidobacteria ) A L5 FRAYFE AL 30
IR T IR A A WIS 5l N ot o 40 B A 114
oM, g5 SRR W - ME SR xR A I T
(Acidobacteria ) #H X} = B Jf W A W 3 7k 2 L.
Dion"* JIEBIERFT T 1] ( Acidobacteria ) 7] LAz K 7E +
SR TR A . 4 RDA M HHIER T &b 4
FEAR A 98 ) T b AT 3 P AT AL 2 2 e 20 TR TV
AT ERN R, (e8I 26K B, RZEA A
J& 5 Ho A 2 R 4 R — 3

TIEIRGT | A 2R R IR SRR T SR )
FEE LR B D, Nacke 551" 76 78 [ (1 F
FERM, IR S EAR R TR 22 A
T SZR . PRLHORR 53 2 780, FT (8 2 5% T AR AR 1 f
AR R R 2 —. AT AR L ME Al bk
AT AN e 2, AN [RIWRIEL o 40 B R 454
AR AR 2 AR R R — S TR
PRI R PRI R R 30k e B TR

AT, |4 | ) 'y &

§ 4 F le. ..

j ol \ 4 ey
4 it | o~

(1) Pl o WO g A 45 4l 5 5 0 48 1
52 e SRR AR FRE T A L S S5 (AT R 2 R
E’Jkdxﬂlﬁi)’??ﬁ’eo ~10% >10 ~20 cm > 20~ 40m
>40 ~ 60 em. 4B ZFEAE S A PEAT BLBR 5 W
TEAHK. .

(2)4 A HEZ Ay U0 S ail vl 1] 9 FR AT I 1)
(Acidobacteria) . 282 ] ( Proteobacteria ) | 2k I
I"T( Actinobacteria) , FE P ILHAMEE N Gp4 . Gp6 |
Gpl6. HARXS F-JE7E L2 2 [a) Ay 22531

(3) HHTE VR 52 22 Fh L HEPR G K 1 RS2 0, A
TIPS A AT BILB 2 52 M) 2 e 21 ME AR - 38 701 i 240
LRI E SN
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