&
ENVIRONME
| 1SSN0250-3301 CODEN HCKHDV

b HUANJING KEXUE

2020

Vol.41 No.9

BA1% 2o |




W % A3 Ha1 % HoM

( HUANJING KEXUE) ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE 2020 4£ 9 A 15 H

H &
2m0¢%$$ﬁwi@ AR 17 DR M, BT, KFH, B, Ak, Tk, B0, ER, RE, T0X(3879)
F P HER MARGA SPGB PML, s KT PR B TG RFAE -oooeeereeemeeeeenes FEM, WEE, BIK, 2k, &R, 15(3889)
mﬁum5$mwﬁ%mg¥m§%%ﬁﬁxﬁﬁm ...................................................................................................
------------------------------------ Gus, Ak, B, TH, BA, MM, REE, BEE, B4, BIK, EXH, HE%(389)
SHILER TR T OC 5 EC IOMRBERFIE BORLAR I oveeveeemsemseemseseenns FEM, RRE, FE, MR, TF, HH, FET(3908)
B LTI T R D B 2 A R AE e ST vvvveerremmmmm MK, BT, AF, BELE, DU, ﬂﬁ% #(3918)
B4 P 11 WSOC KIS HERIAIARAT -+ ovvvvvevrssssssvee B, KEMH, AR, BEE, 2T, TH, E-H(3924)
K U D TR G T ST T FUEII e eveeeemeemee ettt s
......................................................... HER, WE, %5k, H-H, NBwE, 70w, R5%, A%, B+E, 7FFF(3932)
ST S AT UL A DAL SR BRI ovvvveeessvovvssssssovenes Ba¥, THME, FH0E, FIX, FAF, FRE(304)
mﬂﬁﬁLﬁmvmxéwm BEAE BRI} -+ IR, RER, BT, RER, T, FEA, A5, K% (3951)
e T B h e o 1o = PP E 3 95(3961)
IS F o R ACUHRBC B AARE - By, T, 0, Buesk, €0, £5, RO, T, W4, Kokl FrHE(3969)
WL N K T BT T M ATARAE v ververeerersensensens et e ettt sttt BEK, FLE, FEHa, hw(3976)
B BB P B B R BTG ST +weerreereererememsesem e MER, 2B, R, PR, FTHW(3985)
2N TP SRR K S RRRE R RO B HRTORI ovvevmveeeeeeenes %@ﬁ,%%?,EXK HEE, Gk, HE, FRN(3993)
SR TR IR A KA AR E BRI PRI ZE cvvveeeeeeer e gﬁ/ﬁ THHE, %%ngp X]U\ {T%(‘LO(B)
TTEME X T AL SR E BB IHLE] ververrerrereereereeeeeseae s B, A5, v, DT, ZEE, HET(4011)
T T T A A S A B T TRTE MBI v vevvereerermmemenmenm ettt HH Fd, BE, FAW(4021)
LSRN EUHERSUS AN T dip et Ui & S (&8 2101 SRR R, A, B8, KSR, %ﬁ RPHE, WA (4030)
2016 ~2017 4K g MBI R GCE TR S AR AT - 258, FEE, =70, 5%, BGF, DRT, KRR, KEH(4042)
TR WK BT SR WD RER GG R IR oeovvvemeemse e FEWAR, Vi, AV, RS, ASE, B KE(4053)
LK R PR DX A T R T M L 5 SR BRI P AT o evereerereemeremmmreene s st s EES E& kB HEE(4062)
SR Tl B R T U 4 (20) AL YIIIAMERIE oo A, B, EEIE(4069)
Mﬁﬂﬁﬂ*hi?hﬁﬁlmgm .............................................................................. B R TEF, HE®R, H4E(4076)
HEAEIK AR P AR BTG YA B S B e BA, B, H&Z, 284, WHE, W¥E, ELE, x|2H(4081)
AVURE P08 A 1 Tl P T A 0 S ) A 0 B I AS I B B BR R I 2 5 - veevoeveeemeeeneenens e, RA, B, R, FREE(4088)
Q}];J((“[ﬂkﬂﬁjﬁf%ﬁgm&ﬂ7J(7J(ﬁ%|][’]f‘1ciu ............................................................... ?ﬂﬁﬁ 7&?& Ha—;F Em, thk#é (4095)
T R TR VA AT AL A TG SEI ++ v v eveeeeree e ettt s KW, BH, KEE(4105)
TR AR T L BT K DX A 75 %m%% ------------------------------------------ B, HNE, 285, 2R, BA, RitE, FHF(413)
i%ﬁﬁwwmiﬁ%ﬂ(*Sb . Iﬁmfﬁu ..................................................................... Efll} ﬁﬁiﬂj ?%KHT'_ %/Wél(4124)
ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ@%m ....................................................................................... BT, F4, ABE, KEE4133)
IR RS GK R A M B AT BOR S REGS ARG REN ooveeeeeomeeemmemeeenes X %R, ﬂ%ﬁ B, FHH, FEE, HK(4141)
ABR-MBR H4 T 2 3 3 BT RLBRBERERE  +vveveresersmeesessems s B, EE, FUK, XX, LB (4150)
IRIET 4 (1 2 EUTCR TS VRIS R LFRALEE «veovereereereeesesesenre e TR, TRE, &K, KEY ﬁﬁ,%FMMU
WX TR MR BB oo PEE, BIE, A, BEA, BAH, L8, HH(4169)
HT TSR K PAHs JIB 1 AR KU E T DLAC T3 TP TS UG ] v vevveeeerermereermeneeeee et
................................................................................................ m, KWW, EXA, e, L0, THA(4180)
T SR NP R RSN R X T A B A S RUETTA wervereereereereeeseee et et
......................................................... REE, B, THE, DFE, ACE, REF, BEE, KTF, 28, ARF(4197)
ZoR 2 PSR K AR ) T 4 B B B T JEIIE ] woveevveememmmmemmenmenee et %k, %Z&7Kﬁ,%%’ﬁ%mﬂﬂm
KIS TR Ph WL BBUHE B oo WA, B BAE, B, DRE, R4, A, B (18)
PSRN IS SUETS LE S T, HE%, HE, SEE, AR, KFR, Tk, ERt, FE4(426)
TR 26 5 AU A TR AL A BV TR ++evvereereeeemes ettt
............................................................... BAEE, RHE, BT, BAGE, RER, MRE, kPl AAR, BEAM4)
FERTELHEE F AR AL T8 F 2T R T J5 0 R AT HMERE AU BN AR BAIR +-vevvvervrreeeeesee e ¥, P E(4246)
S R 2 R T T R KB 25 AL ooeveeee e EH, AL, HOUF, A4, B4, £408, LR (4253)
FENCAVE HUATHE IR T SR MR ZREPERIM ooevereeeemsnenmmss s AR, LEE, VRS %%ﬁ HILR(4262)
FATETT F U VA M+ M PV P XTSI BETRERE SRR OB e KiE, B, RER, BE, HRE(473)
B TR A AN R TR LA KT TR AR AR R IRI I «eeeeeeemeeeeeemmmmmnmmnenniiii i ?;’gﬂg fi% %ggd_, /g,]é %15(4284)
FHUR TN 2 SR R BRI oo BRI, BHRIL, TR, Badt, X, HER(4294)
S OB TR BOL S A URBA TAERIRIITR oovvvvrsmsssssmenennnns AT, S, R, TR, B, RE(05)
GRS e NG IR R SR U P o (RO IE, £k, B AR ERN, FEE, HE(1)
£ﬂ<$ﬁﬂ§z%ﬁ1&ﬂﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ$%w ................................................ jj]ifé\, %/}:ﬁﬁk [g g;ﬁ_pg %*%, */EEE %#E]/i(4322)
TN B Z AL B AR R TEE ++ereereeerreremeneenie sttt Bh TR, KA, KE, ABE(4333)

(FEREVEITHF(4061) (IR TERR R (4132) = (4233, 4293, 4304)



)
(= SR In B R £ 5413 559 20204791

Eco-Environmental
: : Vol41,No.9 Sep.,2020
Knowledge Web Environmental Science ol No-2 sep-,

%%JT?miﬁﬂiﬂﬂﬁQQNiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁg
FE T4 7Y 32 i

s, R MEAR?, BED, BIGE
(1. PHARIFIE R AR 5 THERS, FITE 637002; 2. BRI A K BBERE, B/RIE  150038)
TEE . AW B e W0 A B 0 AR A X+ A0 DR 3 152 ), AR AR VLR Ab I8 M e BB 2 B B 7 IR IS5 R 4. T 2018
A8 Tumina MiSeq PE300 55 AR 8538 i 71 5 SHARAETT R UG S Fp b A RS ANR M (KRR M FF b oKk R
Wl s SR W) FIEANET 16S tDNA JEATINF | 43 M AS [7) 1 R 280 + e AN B B 78 Z R PE T RE A 22 5. 25 R . 1%
VLI H T B A oK H 3 A+ 40 TR ) Ace ,Chaol I Shannon 8 EURE R (P <0.05) , RAbik b i) 7 W b A8 52 4 + S 20 R Y
Ace, Chaol I Shannon 8% EHEE (P <0.05). RARIEH A5 M, T K AR i) BN TR 45 2 R 3 (P <
0.05) , KA iy S50 52 W 1 1) - SN TR TR P& 25 AR (L. VR I b - S B R 43k 40 171, 105 44, 258 H | 421 B}, 802 JE 11 673
B ASTE T R BA T RAT R ] SRR B RR ] PERA ] SRR I AR O A A MR 1) (AR
>1% ). AHECZTT TG )6 P E BRI AT AT T T RIZE SR T Tt A T 0K P SBRE BCEBRTT ) i Re  H HIEA J5.
Y E AN T BT R AR PRI A B g A5 S AL AR A BRI DL R SEIX 6 28— RIALE R 46.5’% RAR
WHE AN 19 =2 U IHE S (FXT T > 1% ) -3 pH /K E Bl 2 AR A 2V T Lie b - e 4n @ﬁ/ﬁ%ﬁ&%a@

M- I nT I, oA /u/Imﬂﬁj:ﬂﬁFHJiWEETiiﬁé SRGAEN, i“j][lTazﬂﬁ ﬂ:E’J{*é‘?"éE* XU i
ééﬁilﬂ-{n DA R b LK 1 D2 = W) if%%%lil ﬁa‘?%%ﬁfﬁz g | ¥ \ 4 4 yy.
FESEE. X172 i?ﬁk’hﬂﬂiq A iz?ﬁt,— 0250- 3301(2020)09 4273-11 DOL: 10. 13227/4. “hjkx. 202003088 N~

,l' I

Effects of Land Use Changes Pn Sml Bacterlal Commqnlty Dlversny in the

Riparian Wetland Along the Downstream of Songhl}a Rlver :

ZHANG Tuo//, XUFei'*" , HUAI Bao-dong’, YANG Xue'?, SUI Weriszhi’
(1 Collegt; of EnVIrqm‘nentdl Suence and Englneerlng, China West Normdl University, “Nanchong 637002 China; 2. Heilongjiang
Academy of Land “Reclamation Sciences, Harbln 150038, Ch-lna) ~

Abstraet: The aim of! this study was to pr0v1de a theoretical basm for the restoration of degraded wetlands in the Songhua River by
determining the effect ‘of habitat quality changes on the soil bacterial community. The 16S rDNA of soil bacteria in five land use types
( natural wetland, paddy field, corn field, sand mining slash, restoration wetland) of the riparian wetland along the downstream of the
Songhua River was sequenced using the Illumina MiSeq PE300 high-throughput sequencing platform. The differences in the community
diversity and functions of soil bacteria for different land use types were analyzed. ACE, Chaol, and Shannon indices of soil bacterial
diversity were significantly reduced by reclaiming the wetland into the corn field (P <0.05), and they were significantly improved by
wetland restoration in the sand mining slash (P <0.05). The differences in the soil bacterial community structure were significant
among natural wetlands, paddy fields, corn fields, and sand mines (P <0.05). Similar bacterial community structures were found in
sand mining slash and restoration wetlands. Soil bacteria in the riparian wetland can be divided into 40 phyla, 105 classes, 258 orders,
421 families, 802 genera, and 1673 species. Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria, Acidobacteria, Chloroflexi, Bacteroidetes,
Verrucomicrobia, Firmicutes, and Gemmatimonadetes were the dominant phyla (relative abundance > 1% ). In contrast, Bacteroidetes
preferred the soil under the paddy environment, Proteobacteria and Gemmatimonadales preferred the soil environment of corn, and
Actinobacteria preferred the soil environment of sand mining slash. Wetland soil bacteria have six primary metabolic pathways
( metabolism, environmental information processing, genetic information processing, cellular processes, human disease, and
organismal systems) and 46 secondary metabolic pathways including 19 types of main secondary metabolic pathways ( relative
abundance > 1% ). Diversity of the soil fungal community was significantly influenced by soil pH, moisture content, available
nitrogen, and the C/N ratio. Hence, potential ecological risks increased and ecosystem stability decreased because of the resource
development activities in natural wetlands. Diversity of the soil fungal community plays a critical role in protecting the ecological
security and supplying considerable amounts of undeveloped resources.

Key words : riparian wetland; land use type; soil bacteria; community diversity; function prediction
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AR BAE 7 1 08 TR 21 2° A B 1
BUAE 1A, 19, 4%, VR 10 H k)
EYAE 5 H V] KB 150 d B VR)Z R 80 ~
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L2 Mot SRR

2017 4R 6 A fE B/ (5°) Al — S H
£ 5 22 - R IS R AV VIR v S R R AR
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PF) . EX M (corn field, CF) %V ik H# ( sand
mining slash, SMS) fl A T ¥k & {& #i ( restoration
wetland, RW) X 5 Ff £ Ml i) FH 2 FF e S 564 57
JEUCE 15 Bt grE . Forp R BT 2011 AR IR TR
BIFh A SR HT 2017 4F 5 H 455 11 RAb, K 38
#2017 4F 6 Hifid PR ESER DR, AT
R/ Nt B A B RO . AR BAASS B 1.
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Table 1 Location of the sampling sites

ORI A MRS L FTAE K R R E/m
NW NW-1 NW-2 1 NW-3 AT H (Carex lehmanii) FI/NWFE ( Deyeuxia angustifolia) J/aa 68
PF PF-1 PF-2 Al PF-3 IKHE (Oryza sativa) % 70
CF CF-1 .CF-2 #1 CF-3 ok (Zea mays) % 71
SMS SMS-1.SMS-2 fl SMS-3 & — 70
RW RW-1, RW2 fil RW-3  /NWFE ( Deyeuxia angustifolia) FELBEF H ( Carex lehmanii) a8 69

T 2018 4F 7 A AT LR SOR AR RS
M BENLAT I 1A~ 2 m x2 m /NEE DT o FH 4l e
W5 RURFRATERETT WIRIZ 2 0 ~ 10 em TREZRY

A ERE S B A b ERORE IS 2 B Tk AL R AT
TRIEVEUE. B BORE S P 2 0y L3RRS, 1 (A&
0.5 kg, ZEA BEASFIHEF 4CHFEERF. 5
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1 29T 0. 05 kg, KRk A Rl —#EJ7 19 5 43 A 5853
RA, AR S Asa8R AW A B4t ET
= 80°C By T UK ORI AR H , T 42 M - et o BE PR 2
DNA. FEARE 15 A~ R T 00 %E £ 5340 i A 75 )
R T IE +gfaA r R
1.3 TIERASE PR R E

48 pH AR A 2 K =102, 5 1848 68 pH
S E (HQ30d, HACH, U.S); +HEKsr&
MC) R E ST Sk
(Total carbon, TC) FlE % ( Total nitrogen, TN) fiff
H % & H 31 4 Br 1 ( ElementarVarioMaxCN,
Elementar, f8[E) % ; 2R HME-EHBPL0
FeEH:; BAPLEK (total organic carbon, TOC) K
S HLER 4> BT AL ( TOC-CPH, SHIMADZU, H 7))
") Bl A (Available nitrogen, AN) 5%
ol il ZE PR 5 B AL LE O HIE AR S A AW
FoH. "
1.4

i ( Moisture content,

IR DNA $2H05 PCR 4744
i il E. Z. N. A. ® Soil DNA 4% HUik # &
(Omega Bio-tek , Norcross,
DNA, *Fﬁlﬁ_@ﬁ%l% (338F/806R )/ X]‘ i}ms
rDNA 1Y V4- Vﬁ [Ahji HE1T PCR 9738 "9 PCR 7&,3%7*
H TransGen APZZI— 02 . TransStart ,F astpfu DNA
Polymerase 20 P SR Z .4 pls FafstPfu ,ﬁ(ﬁl:'mlﬁﬁ
S 2. § mmol - L] “dNTPs 2 pl, § ;Lmol LT 341
L0, 8 LLL 5 wmol - L~ (R34 0. 8 uL
FastPfu; %Aﬁﬁ 0. 4 nL, BSA 0.2 pL, Template DNA
10 ng, FIRZE K ZE 20 pL. PCR 1. ABI GeneAmp®
9700 %4 4B Y PCR S 240 D 95°CHF4E 3 min;
@27 WAEES (AR Ly 95°C FF2E 30 55 B K
J¥ R 55°CHSE 30 s; T2°CHFEE 45 5); B 72°C Hhse
10 min, SR J5 $5HI7E 10°C TR HLAR A5 110, ke
A ARG BROE RS SR AT TR 3 AN A,
B [l —HEAR R PCR P ITRG J5 T 2% BRARBEBEIRE fL
VKA I, i A AxyPrep DNA %t B [\ i 3 7 &
(Axygen AH]) YUK MI PCR 7= 4. 5 BHR & 4l
Y=y, 4fi A lumina MiSeq - 5 #4# MiSeq SCJF
.

GA, U/S) Tﬁﬂﬁeﬁlﬁéﬂ_d

L5 ‘YRR S50
TEEFH A Al B 1-Sanger ‘W) = F & L

QIME (vesion 1. 17, http://qiime. org) 44X ¥
iﬂ(ﬁ‘#ﬁéﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ FEARAUZK SR 97 % 4544 4l 43

iz /2B (operational taxonomic units, OTU) ,
i F Usearch 344 (vssion 7. 1) B &1, % H
RDP (ribosomal database project) classifier Ul 3755
IEXT OTU ARRIF AN AT 73 28 oo b, AR B A
0.7, leXHEEE (Silva 132/16s bacteria) . 44 B fc /)N
RGP SN AT A H R o ZRETEREEL (Ace,
Chaol ., Shannon FI Simpson ), & F Mothur %X {4
(version v. 1.30. 1) FiB&ME4r#7, #IH R i F T H
e B RS G, SR H A FR 5017 (PCoA) T
5 beta ZARMEMREFE M, IS BN T &k
IR -UR RS0 e IR, 0 A T 0, 5 2% 5+ 1 PR B4 AR 3
iiz%fﬂsllzliﬁ BT LT Silva BOHE P A6 40 2

AR R 5t ﬂ%lﬁﬁléﬁﬁﬂé% (Kyoto
encyclopedia of ‘genes and genomes, KEGG) %}EEEP
JERZE ) 215 28, X 16S rRNA %lf??&uﬁ
VIRETE R 7 (] SRSSUAF (IBM SPSS Statistics
22 for Wlndows) 1_47% [ﬂ‘%ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁ Duncan 5
H tkﬁﬁﬁ%h Eﬁ\%ﬁ%ﬁ?

HRI AW

2.1 xﬁ]r%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁtﬁ%@tﬁﬁ%%%

2 A DL W VT M AN [ - b 1) 2 A 1) £
HEPARPE R 2 R B (P <0.05). BAEIF R 7>
it i pH A & FH i (P <0.05) , HRAbik
A 55 pH W TR L KSR M Y K i
T TR (P <0.05) , I R I 13
IKE B E R TR (P <0.05) , RAMlk i nY + 355
KA IK BE T B AR, K ARIE b A0 B A LR A
RHLRBESE TR 48 b & i e, R b 1 5%
ﬁé‘%l’%ﬁ,Z?Eﬂiiﬁ?%ﬁ?é‘%ﬁ?@i&%%@ﬂ
bz T A P A 8 0% B A R R, A il NW
CF, SMS, RW (% 1.80, 1. 09 , 49.96 . 7. 03 1. FW»
0 b RN 1 1 -S98R L B v, T A AR 52 0 M
FRXT AR

2

F2 ELEMAE LA AR T EEAERIERY
Table 2 Comparison of soil physicochemical properties in different land use types of riparian wetlands

F o Fk ik (MC) ,%\ﬁfj"z(Tfi) ﬁ*ﬂﬁ%(T?C) E&LE((T}\P M%EL(AI:I) ,'Ekﬁ?‘e?(TIj? AL

/% /g kg /g-kg /g kg /mg-kg /mg-kg (C/N)
NW 5.52+£0.06e 38.72 £2.65b 53.17 £8.50a 44.24 £5.17a 4.18 £0.30a 46.05 £4.55¢ 29.76 +2.80a 12.68 +1.46b
PF 5.77 £0.07d 45.15 +2.31a 21.00 £2.02b 19.83 +1.74b 2.51 £0.23b 82.97 £2.97a 15.66 +2.23b 8.42 +1.00c
CF 6.21 £0.09¢ 20.67 £5.20d 19.89 £2.97b 15.88 +1.07¢ 2.12 +0.21lc 76.35 +3.34b 12.04 +1.11c 9.44 +1.62¢
SMS 6.80 +£0.07a 10.01 £3.28e 1.56 +0.80d 1.22+0.60e 0.10+0.02¢ 1.73+0.93e 4.09+£1.92d 15.78 +6.71a
RW 6.70 +0.08b 28.56 £1.66¢ 8.29 +1.77¢ 5.79 +1.45d 0.97 £0.21d 11.81 £3.89d 12.38 +1. 10c  8.57 +0. 98¢

1) RRVNG FRER R AN R L ) 2B ) 22 57 B8 3% (P <0. 05) ek

B BPBARIC A a, 3R BRI + FRERE (n=15)
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2.2 AFEHb AN DNA U350

t %3 Al L3 3T MiSeq ey i 520 7 3 98 A1 o
TS, 5 Fh MR SRR 15 A~ R S 2R
15654 849 215 B 51 | KB KL 5k 4286 515 241 bp,
I N 437. 53 bp.

FHIREASIRE P 5805 B AT AR RS OTU %k
H B2 IR [ 1(a) ], 15 11
FE i B REPE 2 38 738, 3 22 0 I )3 H 0 X
RIBUHTH OTU % H T mk /)N, 2 B e £ & 2.
SRR LAY AN TR OTU 434 H Hh7 4290 4~[ &l 1
(b) ], Hrp &AL A 1Y OTU 31 8 H
987 4™, 2415 23. 0% . YRS IR Mk A 1) - S 4H 7 OTU
SAAELE 273 A, 29 b RN 6. 4% . K ARWE - A
AN OTU 3 A B H B 2, 43 5 A 5 4

2. 1% . KRG H K H AR V37 + e A 19 + 54
P OTU 43 B s v, 735l 5 423819 3. 0%, 2. 6%
F2.2% . AR - HEAN TR OTU 3 M2 H i 2
F/DKU K RW . NW . SMS, PFFICF [El 1(c)].
2.3 ON[E 3R] 2R R - AN B o Z2FE0E

Fb A AN TR) A 3t ) 2 700 - HERE S A0 B VR
ZAEMEMZE IR R (R 4), AR K E W H 1
FAKRH=FZEA) Ace F5EUF1 Chaol F551 2% i 3
(P<0.05), KFE H CRAD I 1y 5K &2 08 Hb 2 8] 1
Ace 84U Chao 18802255 0.3 (P <0.05) K&K 1R
o5 FoK W SREME L) Shannon I8 E R BF (P
<0.05), B K M5 [ RIEH R E IR KR HE
Shannon (2 7 W3 (P <0.05), FAKH 5 HA
M KRS H Y Simpson F6 502 R BE (P <0.05).

®3 NEHHEst

Table 3 Sequencing data statistics u‘ Sl & !

FEHLS S RO % I Hbp TR E/bp P K FE/bp K41 [ b
NW-1 44 851 19 584.966 436.67 | 300 ..._,.4‘I96.. =
NW-2 45652 19999 757 438.09 | 2m 496 )
NW-3 32518 14 210 814 437.01 | Pl B Ko _~ 4
PF-1 49 515 21638350, 437.01 | o 303, 469!

~PF2 47622 /1208604235 438.04 | Jf L o 268 547 4 J )
PF3 S T N 42207 < 18 )46'6 177, 437.51 267" 490
Er1 == [ 20719 o~ 117780795 435.76 ) ! 340 487 4
| fr2 | 40795 /17695 249" s.767 M 38 5%, A
GF3 47933 /I 015631 .44 3 ' I 26 st AT
5 SMSL 39 191 | 1771821756 438.44 4 ) 298 491
| sMsz2 | 7 45032 19,805 762~ 439.77 280 491
| svss 40 504 17 750 0095 438.23 342 539
RW-1 : 48334 21136 065 437.29 312 487
RW-2 44 285 19 443 834 439. 06 278 485
RW-3 45631 19 957 695 437.37 298 535
SFHE 43 657 19 101 016 437.53 294 505
F4 AELTHFARBEHNTIBEAE o SEEEEHD
Table 4  Soil bacterial a-diversity indexes in different land use types
- Hb ) 2 Ace 85 Chaol $8%X Shannon #§ %X Simpson 7§ 4{
NW 2394. 60 £222. 92 2411.25 £217.27b 6.45 +0. 22ab 0. 005 6 0. 004 4b
PF 2 147. 68 +201. 78be 2 186. 52 +236. 16bc 6.37 £0. 06ab 0.005 5 0. 000 2b
CF 1582. 56 +325. 67¢c 1599. 35 +334. 46¢ 5.69 +0. 19¢ 0.0122 0. 003 6a
SMS 1984, 38 +555. 40hc 1992. 53 +574. 02be 5.99 +0. 50bc 0.007 1 £0. 003 3ab
RW 3197.72 +73.75a 3227.05 +48.98a 6.62 0. 10a 0.007 2 £0. 003 4ab

1) AJa/NE FBERR AN A S B R 22 53 0.3 (P <0. 05) , S KRG FIIEARIE N a, RPN I + 451EZE (n=3)

2.4 OR[RIZEAURE b A A VR S5 Al SR R b
F5t

XFOTU (AR A0 A A0 B 1400 43 K P 1 i 47
Oy HT. SERFIA 1S A SRR S TR
TN TR 43 40 17, 105 49, 258 H | 421 Ft,
802 JE A1 1673 F. i 2(a) W LLIE , BB ]
( Proteobacteria) iTZE R[] ( Actinobacteria) 2 FT &
[T (Acidobacteria) ZrZ5 ] ( Chloroflexi) fUAT B

"] (Bacteroidetes) JEF ] ( Verrucomicrobia) | J&
BE B ] ( Firmicutes ) M ZF B Mg & [
( Gemmatimonadetes ) £ FEHLIEA A9 FE ] (A0
XEE >1% ), % E 1] (Cyanobacteria) JE/¢ M 13
R EZ B ], Patescibacteria & A% H | 5K H AR
ST ML A b FE R T, A Ak AR e T
( Nitrospirae ) J& KRR H | FF H AR AP 300 o A 48 v
B EZ ], RN ] ( Rokubacteria) J& KR
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(a) —NW —PF —CF —SMS —RW
2500 |-
1o
2000 /
jug
§ 1500 |
S
1000
RW SMS
500 |- (©  #HLMRIRIRMOTU RS
3 408
3408 | 2967 4 450 Vooe 2548
1704
0 1 1 | | | 1 1 0 |
5000 10 000 15 000 20 000 25 000 30000 35000 NW PF CF SMS RW
FEA 515
, \ worl ™
(a) BBEPEIZE; (b) OTU 575 (o) 4 LRI OTU KUiE . -;..f",- §

B 1 Tﬂ:l:i‘ﬂl*'lﬁﬁiﬂ#ﬁﬁ?ﬁ#ﬁ§U§i*ﬂﬁﬁ1‘ti§ii§fﬁi§mmUs HELE
Fig. 1 Comparison of sampling seqqﬁ'ﬁce number and number of OTU'S 1‘;1 dlfferent laqd use types

LB RS TR S N
F<1%Eﬁal]@*ﬁﬁ?§ﬂ *Him&m 3
E’Jfﬂwéﬂ‘ﬁf éi&TH?’FUFﬁ RIS

LRSS SR e 2 (b) 7A€, KRR f‘
K 0SS B 6 F PCt %éﬁﬁiﬂnﬁﬂa Fibin
HE R AR V@ﬁm&aﬁiﬁgﬁpﬁ%ﬁﬁ% pC1

i e e bﬁﬁkm&ﬂﬁiﬁéﬂiaﬁ%

T pCa gl TE i, Romsis i KT Ak
Eﬁih#fﬂ[ﬁﬁi%ﬁ? PC1 il 7 2Fh. ANOSIM 21
] 22 A g R W [ 18] 2 (e) ], PRS2 1 Ml 5 SR b3
1 AN VR S A AR BL, B AT S e A i A
R TV 45 22 5 3% (P <0.05).

FIFHAEZH P 1 5 & 3R R -TR AR 280 B AR ARG
G HTAS ] A iR 270 - SR 1R 45 7 2K T i
Z2SHEAE (LDA BIE 4. 0) , P A d R Ak A 1A
(1 3) P2 g5 LW e 103 FOKOF b, /KA H v
FRBTT oK B R A8 I8 T 1) 0 25 B 7 ) LA SR
T P2 T AR BB B - e 2 R B B 5 AR
£ {2 =3 O O £ G LN = W
( Anaerolineae ) . £ K H 19 & ¥ W N ( o
Proteobacteria) . 2 ¥l B4 24X ( Gemmatimonadetes ) | 2f
FIAF B 4 (Bacilli ) H1 R 20 38 Hb v 19 750 4k T 2N
( Actinobacteria) H4%+ Hu 2SR B F LW, 75 H
FKIE b KFEH PR EZ8 W H ( Anaerolineales ) |
B-Proteobacteriales . U #T # H ( Bacteroidales ) | & K
) #5 @ B g B H ( Xanthomonadales ) | 5 20 it 5
¢ B W H
( Gemmatimonadales) ZEMIATH H ( Bacillales) Fl%

H  ( Sphingomonadales ) .

A7

b 35 b ‘43,. EI’J P};,rfﬁomonadales Sohrubro aqlefa}é{
Gaiellales 1'Rl,akubacter1hlesr Tk ﬁ”ﬁ;J o 1%?3"
H. rﬂﬁ%y@g 538 o E’Wzﬂ%ﬁgﬂ‘ﬁ
(Mlcrococqac e). EEg7K EE] hopy % ﬂ‘aﬁﬂ: A
( Rhodanob@cﬂerq,ceae ) | ﬁﬁ fig o lil-“’ 5}4
L ( Sphlngomonadaceae DR S | lii‘ Bt
( Gemmatimonadaceae ) | 7J( fef H o IR SR 4R B
Mok W o b
Pyrinomonadaceae , Gaiellaceae A 4% 1 i 27U 1) i 3
(U S ¢ S - e S N O o /- B T | £
Pseudarthrobacter . & K H ¥] Rhodanobacter . % % l§
PRI R ( Sphingomonas ) F1RAP I LY Gaiella Hy
25 T AR ) 2 R
2.5 ORI[A] MR 2SR M - SR A Y D e E R

R HFETH OTUs 78 KEGG — D) REAR it
PRI RS B S IR FEF B R 5, a0
TEVR AL 6 28— AR B, FEAS h & D RE R K 1Y
HHEFE M SRl - STRAC A (metabolism) |
BZ A S
processing ) | % 1% {7 B 4b B ( genetic information
processing) AN AL F2 (cellular processes) , NS ¥
55 (human diseases ) Fll 5 Hl & 4t ( organismal
systems ) . Hi 1, 7K HH 38 4% 15 5 AL BRI BE 1 25
FHEREH (P <0.05) , RAD A9 FRIEf5 2 Ab 3
AR E R THEMM (P <0.05) , RAbILH Y5
145 BAC PN NS B D e o 5 T H e A (P
<0.05). K H 5 R bk #h 2 [8] 194 L R 8 2 hg
ZFWE (P<0.05) ,KIMN . CF > SMS.

(' Anaerolineaceae )

( environmental information
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A [] Proteobacteria
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P[] Acidobacteria
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B FFI% 7] Bacteroidetes
SEA%M ] Verrucomicrobia

%] Gemmatimonadetes

CHHTHT] Rokubacteria

R4S 4] Nitrospirae

Patescibacteria

51417 Cyanobacteria

B #L#F 147 Latescibacteria
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B Gk FA0P unclassified norank Bacteria
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0 fliET ] Nitrospinae

I wrs-2

0 #iERT] Spirochaetes
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B kR Elusimicrobia
Entotheonellaeota

B 5 ERI-HELR 9] Deinococcus-Thermus
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B GALI3
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by a9 | T a9 LY i) o g T o " V a |
:2EEEE 658 ¢ ¢ %22 E
o
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r L3
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2 PF |
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s o |
% E CF
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Fig. 2 Structure histogram and principal coordinate analysis of bacterial communities in different land use types
x5 ITHEAFBHEN—RYERSEREREFBFHENEZERY
Table 5 Relative abundance information of first-level functional metabolic pathways of soil bacterial community in different land use types
T A B B BB E DAL B78 IS HBL] ok 7R HILRGE NP
NW 0.6310+0.0125a 0.1122+0.0028b 0.1840+0.0051b 0.0431+0.0048a 0.0108 £0.0003ab 0.017 5 +£0. 001 Oa
PF 0.6166 £0.0009a 0.1212 +0.0019a 0.1846 +0.0032b 0.0482 +0.0003a 0.0108 +£0.0005ab 0.017 4 £0. 000 3a
CF 0.6288 +0.0068a 0.1159 +0.0022b 0.1807 £0.0079b 0.0439 +0.0021a 0.0113 +0.0008a  0.017 7 £0. 000 6a
SMS 0.6189 £0.0053a 0.1055+0.0035¢ 0.2041+0.0064a 0.0442 +0.0018a 0.0101 +£0.0006b 0.015 8 +0. 000 6b
RW 0.6212 +0.0084a 0.1151+0.0026b 0.1881+0.0052b 0.0460 +0.003 1a 0.0108 £0.0004ab 0.017 4 £0. 000 6a

1) AR NG R R R AN L MR 2SR H] 22 57 35 (P <<0. 05) , e KIYPBEHRICH a, RPEHE AT IME + brE2E (n=3)

AN [V b - S 20 TR A 7 E 45 46 25 — 9 ihE
B, For = G ACE B ()R R A A X
FHE>1%) AdE 192 (Fo6). FHS EAHZME
(K AL A B RE AR A AR A D Ak 22 5+

B3 (P<0.05), &M K. PF > CF. FFH M EKHK

B shae i & = THEHM (P <0.05). f§H
i Re G A AR 5ET TR W T e A
Mo (P <0.05). FH AR DA Eh e i & IR TH B A
Hi (P <0.05). SRADID Y 5 FME . Sl AN 4 2E
ZRMIIRE R F R TH e (P <0.05). FRHEA
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b:c_ Anaerolineae

c:o_RBG_13 54 9

d:f norank o RBG 13 54 9

e:g  norank_f_ norank o RBG_13 54 9
f:o__Anaerolineales

g:f__Anaerolineaceae

h:g_ norank_f__Anaecrolineaceae

ire_ KD4 96

jio__norank_ ¢ KD4 96

k:f_norank_o_ norank_c_ KD4 96

l:g_ norank_f norank_o_ norank ¢ KD4 96
m:s_ unclassified g norank f norank_ o norank ¢ KD4 96
n:c_ AD3

o:o_norank ¢ AD3

p:f_ norank o norank ¢ AD3

q:g_norank f norank o norank ¢ AD3

r:p__ Proteobacteria

s:0__fi-Proteobacteriales

t:0_ Xanthomonadales

u: f Rhodanobacteraceae

v:g_Rhodanobacter

w:c_ a-Proteobacteria

%:5_unclassified g norank [ Xanthobacteraceae
y:0__ Sphingomonadales

z:1 _Sphingomonadaceae

al:g  Sphingomonas

bl:s_ uncultured Sphingomonadaceae bacterium_g_ Sphingomonas

cl:p_ Bacteroidetes

dl:o__ Bacteroidales

el:f Bacteroidetes_vadinHA17

fl:g_ norank_f Bacteroidetes vadinHA17
gl:c_ Blastocatellia_Subgroup 4

hl:0_ Pyrinomonadales

il:f_ Pyrinomonadaceae

jl:g_ RB41

kl:c__ Holophagae

11:0_ Subgroup_7

ml:f_ norank_o_ Subgroup 7

nl:g_ norank_f norank_o_ Subgroup 7
ol:f__Acidobacteriaceae_Subgroup_|
pl:p__Actinobacteria

ql:c__Actinobacteria

rl:o_ Solirubrobacterales

sl:o_ Gaiellales

tl:f_norank_o_ Gaiellales

ul:g_ norank_f _norank_o__ Gaiellales

vl:f_ Gaiellaceae

wl:g  Gaiella

x1:s5_ unclassified g Gaiella

yl:o_ Micrococcales
z1:f__Micrococcaceae

a2:g_ Pseudarthrobacter

b2:s_ unclassified g Pseudarthrobacter
¢2:0_ norank_c__ Actinobacteria

d2:f _norank_o_ norank_c__Actinobacteria
e2:g_ norank_f_norank_o__norank_c__Actinobacteria
f2: p__Gemmatimonadetes

g2:c_ Gemmatimonadetes

h2:0_ Gemmatimonadales

i2:f Gemmatimonadaceae

j2:c_ Bacilli

k2:0__ Bacillales

12:p__Rokubacteria

m2:¢_ NC10

n2:0_ Rokubacteriales
02:f_norank_o__Rokubacteriales

p2:g_ norank_ norank_o__ Rokubacteriales
q2:s__uncultured_bacterium_g_ norank_f _norank_o__Rokubacteriales

E 3 AR[E i F AR TR 25 (LAD H1E4.0)
Fig. 3 Cladogram of soil bacterial community for different land use types ( LAD score =4.0)

A



4280 ®

L 41 %

L
&

KAV Y S BRI ) BE i 3 5 T R AR
PRI VDI, | ELIR SR FII S 001 1) AE T = B e iR
R IIRE B = TR (P <0.05) . KR H i
FANE AL S Y AT RE B35 = T HEREH (P <
0. 05) . et rh it I A 5 e -5 QB H At 1R
FIHDIREARXS 3258 BT RARIEH | F oK T AIRAD
Wil (P <0.05). e g SME A W & i S A g

*6

WERTRREH | F oK B ARESEHL (P <0.05).
FEHI AL & SRR AR D) Re 1o 2 TR 4R
T VRN FOK H, HAZ DI RELE SR PR
PR AN K HH b 35 TR IR (P <0.05). SRAiD
Tl AR R P RE W T AL (P <0.05).
e FE S5 10 i 8 A0 TR A o W 35 TR DI

Hi (P <0.05).

TEAEEEN _RYEEARBEPHENFEERERY

Table 6 Relative abundance information of Secondary functional metabolic pathways of soil bacterial community in different land use types

KIRITH

)i (NW)

e E N RMP L PRI
(PF) (CP) (SMS) (RW)

kA A s (carbohydrate metabolism)

He bttt ( lipid metabolism)

R R AR (metabolism of cofactors and vitamins)
AR (energy metabolism)

BAFBE (nucleotide metabolism)

WA I (biosynthesis of other secondary metaholites )
TR (amino acid metabolism)

WRREEIL AU (metabolism of terpenoids and polyketides)
HNBA RS 10 (xenobiotics biodegradation and metabolism)
HAEIERR R (metabolism of other amino acids)
BEVED A SR (glycan biosynthesis and metabolism)

#4k (translation) )

HEAER ( licmbranc transport)_.--".. . 0. .}05 8.3:'(.)., &)6__7_1_)_2
E%@:EF (signal 1ran5(1|.1lpﬁon) | /8 0()78 Q.i‘;?:i-mb 8a
MHBEE (cell motility) | L/ 00020350,603 5
% \éﬁﬂ:ﬂ%fﬂ@ (folging, s;mjp“é and degradation) . i s 000233 +0. O(.)al'U})
/E%‘J/I“H@'E(replicatityn and repair.) / 00,0435 0_0.01 la
ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂj%ﬁﬁﬁ]i‘(cell groyth andydeath) d o 0162 +0.0014b |
ﬂ@f%%ﬁ;( hacterial infectious disease). 0,011 3 £0.000 9ab

0. 1266 £0. 003 3ab
0.0392 £0. 002 8a
0.070 1 £0. 001 0a
0.0749 £0.004 7b
0.0492 £0.000 1b
0.010 6 £0. 000 62b
0.1223 £0.004 2b
0.0423£0.002 Ia
0.0474 0,004 4a
0.0248%0. 001 8a
0.023 6 +0.001 0b
0.043%.+0.000 8h

0.1293 £0. 002 0a
0.0337+0.000 Lb
0.0716+0.0022a

0. 1240 0. 003 0b
0.0384 +0. 000 6a
0.070 8 0. 000 5a

0. 1254 £0. 002 2ab
0.0379 £0. 001 0a
0.0662 0. 001 4b

0.1262 £0. 001 4ab
0.0374 +0.001 7a
0.0705 0. 000 6a

0.0823:0.0029a  0.0702£0.0003h  0.0705£0.001 1h  0.07500.0027b
0.020:0.0002a  0.0514£0.0008a  0.0473£0.0008c  0.0497£0.0010b
0.097:0.0006a  0.0117+0.0010b  0.0107£0.0005ab  0.0104 56000 7ab
0.1146:0.0014c  0.1299+0.003%a, 0.1288:+0.0020a /0. 122320. 0036
0.035020.00b  0.03690.0028h | 0.0362:20.000 1h ~_0J03690.001 3b

0.039 6 0. 000 6b
0.022 8 +0. 006b
0.026 0 0. 000 7a
0.0482 £0.007a

0.0977+0.0039b /

0.086 9 £0.0009
0.0231:£0.0005a
0.0253 £0.0004a
0.0457 £0.001 04
0.0188 20000 5a
0.0117:£0.0003a

0.045,5%0. 001 1a
0/0257 +0.0002a
10,0243 0.0004b
10,0450 %0'_'000517
Y
0:1036£0,0070b
20,077 0:£0. 002 5
0,021 1£0.001 5

o, 332 003b, %

0045 6 £0. 001 5
0,016 520. 000 7h
00113 £0.000 7zb

0.0472 £0.002 2a

1 0:0255 £0. 000 6a
|
0.0233 £0.0009b

0, 041 3 £0.001 2¢
0/1257 £0.008 6a
0078 4 0. 004 5a
01021720001 1a
0.021 5 £0.000 8¢
0.040 8 0. 001 5
0.0159 0. 000 6b
0.010 10,0006

0. 0440 0.002 8ab
0,024 440,001 b

(0,025 0,009y

0.0450 £0 0010
0.1047 +0:0p4 21
0.083 4 0100702

0. 0228500002 4o

0023 5 +0.000 8’
0.0443 £0. 001 4a
0.0166 £0.000 7h
0.011 5 £0.000 6a

1 ] ; . —
1) AR B R £ T 2% 53 8 (P<0. 05) RN TEBRIE Y o, 2B P = RHE2E (n=3)

2.6 IEANFEREE RS LM R E R
TN « ZFEVE S 1 IR A A SE T

MR (£7), 1S /KE S Shannon $8 500 %

IEMSE (P <0.05), H3Em A5 Ace 15 5L

Chaol 8B ZE TAHE (P <0.05). 1% % B + 15
fFE RN - R AN R ) Fh 8k A B B AR, S
TR - RN TR A V% 5 R A S B g B A
YEH.

®7 TEAH o SHEERS TEEBAERABXS T

Table 7 Correlation coefficients between soil bacterial a-diversity indices and soil physicochemical properties

. " Bkt JExT) M W7 R JExs: A
s o o G G v wm m (ow
Ace 0.224 0.251 0. 046 -0.059 -0.074 -0.555* 0.216 -0.345
Chaol 0.216 0. 264 0. 044 -0.057 -0.069 -0.540" 0.216 -0.365
Shannon -0. 140 0.527" 0.228 0.217 0.199 -0.220 0.395 -0.342
Simpson 0. 200 -0.354 -0.236 -0.214 -0. 166 0. 159 -0.218 0. 059

1) * /R P<0.05

T AP RV G5 5 IR A M R TR AT
UL 4, G5 R 5 — R A ik R R AR R
IKE] 61. 34%, PN HlIRE S S e - SEPREE R - XF 1 48
PRV S5 A A 52 B AR I A 45 SR R AR fR]
oA+ pH (2 =0.528, P =0.011) (&K
7 (MC, #=0.474, P =0.026) Bsf#A (AN, r* =
0.453, P =0.038) FBk AL (C/N, r* =0.386, P =

0.042) Ay 3252 0 4 PR FE 75 A8 10 1R A58 TR 1.

3 itie
3.1 ASTR] i A FH 2 B ) 38 - 358 40 R R VR 2R

P

HERARITS: S B! 572 = s R Ev) i vw AL IR R SRV AU
BUUR RS RRE , 72 K BRI A i T 5 4= 1k
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Fig. 4 RDA of soil bacterial community and environmental factors
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F e S TR TR A 7, 2 B0 0G5 300 . ) - He A 74
BEVEREALAD T 5550 [ SR 1058 - S A U v 20 74
V. A 1 M P Oy R A O, T MR B 4 R
PEEA 25 BN 138 J2 MR ] fr il e A
SR 8252 L B TA S , AR I HAH 77 %
VM SRS S T ST ] ik
ST LR T 1P S - 96 5 B T (S
7. 2ok R B A 1] ISR A
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