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Diversity pattern and driving factors for soil microbes in a peri-urban area

GAO Yan, WANG Rong
(Zhejiang Tiantong Forest Ecosystem National Observation and Research Station,

East China Normal University, Ningbo, Zhejiang 315114, China)

Abstract: We collected soil samples from Maogang Town (Songjiang District, Shanghai) and used high-
throughput sequencing techniques to reveal the diversity and community composition of soil bacteria and
soil fungi in this peri-urban area. We found a total of 632 bacteria OTUs (operational taxonomic units) and
593 fungi OTUs in Maogang, in which the dominant microbial groups were Proteobacteria (bacteria) and
Ascomycota (fungi). The Shannon Wiener index of soil bacteria was found to be in the range of 4.41 to
4.71, and the soil fungi’s Shannon Wiener index was found to be in the range of 1.99 to 2.60. Land-use type
insignificantly affected o diversity of soil bacteria and soil fungi; however, land-use type significantly
affected B diversity of soil bacteria (R = 0.32, p = 0.001) and soil fungi (R = 0.22, p = 0.001). Lastly,
there were significant correlations observed between three soil environmental factors—namely, soil

pH, porosity, and moisture—and community composition and 3 diversity of soil bacteria and soil fungi.
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Y2 R B W MBI, I AR T AR, s 0 R R e, JHorp R e . A5
JLER B LE W) s BR AL S IR 3 v e $E3 S AE T P, JHl ad AS [R) i A U 3 IR B AL MR W) o
Rtk G A ML A 20 55 0L SR AR S B E Y 15 e MR AR T 2, E R MBS S R
Gy — FR IV EEAE RS, LIEMUE Y 2R AR E S R UIRE, SEH A S R GRS A IR
FEREVE A IR X ili A2 A5 R GE B IR A 00 SR IR PO A SR I 55 D BE ™ AR S T s i
PRk, T b S Gl W 2 R At Ry S IR gl PR30 24 A 25 AR G AR AR S 1 B AT i R 7 3L

O TFCLAK , AR AE g Ak SR B B e N DT B, 2 2018 AR IR N
SN EE N 59.6%, R BESRTT DAY A W™ 5, 6 [ 24 R 22 BN FURE Js (R R iy vh 0. 3k & 32
DRI T 2 DX, 2T AR S R GE I AR R A 2 R Ge e A2 R W, e L B s R, R R
) R A DR 2 ] 25 i S5 0L, A R AR A A M 0. 30 2 S A DO 4 Ml LA B il iR
DX 352 3R T 47 5 B2 M R 0, R PR SRy e B A2 2, e B S O S S A e A A R g T Il Ak
FHA RGN, BTN 2 S5 XA 25 R G A= W) 2R 1k B0 0 A ks Jd 55 4 3R AL ) X 3k i A4 2855
liearEEPNe L EPS -0

Yk % A2 DX E AR 55 D REAT S b Dok X RN S R SR R D IR, Ay O I DX Y A 2 5
R L IERUE Y Z ARV Z AR A R T R IS N R, BIERUE Y 2l SR BT A
38 4 S TR IR AL 0436 SRS, R D70 ™Y, T AE RSk & S5 XA AR A R GE e 55 2. At 41
i %F Sl A W SR T AT 5 AT LA B4 1 S Rl A W) 2 R PE RO BEARAR S, DR & 52 XY A ) 2R
PRAP IR BERE X

IR Z R B A RS R A R R B - A A AR BIIR AT S, Bk RUE L, BRI Z
REVERT & 4 BE AP o0 A, b SR TR 22 RV b 45 32 0t DTk 3 e g L, AR B R i DX 22 [ 3
RBERE b, S AR - AN TR 2 A P00 A 16 R 5 M8 I 35 AR 5GP R R |, FRE AR L
A e SRl A ) 22 R 0 AT R SR A2 B Ml B B A R L ST AR S RGP, RIERUAE Y e
(10 73 A1 A% Jey 5 T AR JBE 22 TE A OGP, SR TR IR 2 SR XX A /N RBE VI LN, - S8 E Y 22 R 1Y
A S 1 AN B

Oh AT 4 78 3R 5 S X SRR W) 0 2 RETE 3 AT RS SR SO IR R AR SR B — IR S S X
RBFFEXS G, $a 73R S S DX UL b R P 2E T rp B SR A M e (LR AN A A LR ) 2
FEVE A S5 5 VA IR K R

1 M#EF*®

L1 ARG L HRXE

WFE ST T AATE IX U4 (121°12' E ~ 121°28" E, 30°94' N ~ 30°96' N), J& T I #4442
WA, DU ZE53 W, R SR, 4EF 20 15.4°C, EEFEK & 1103.2 mm, £ 3R K R AR BTN
BEFR B R KAE TR . TR 3R T A KO R BT, T AR R 2 IR B 80%, B R
375 7K TR FE A9 R R b ) P 58 0 AR BT ARV XS B BT T A O i X LA S, SRR R R EAE
NS8O 2l w13 E =i S A e 7 A B 7 e D i e o 7 L A SR TN B R e
WS A IX 2 2% 0 - R A SR 24 M EE A Y R R FE R AR (Polygonum perfoliatum) . ¥ 4% 3¢
(Youngia japonica) . 5 (Humulus scandens) . B Eif5 (Medicago polymorpha). ¥ (Sonchus oleraceus).
I K (Cnidium monnieri). ¥ ¥ (Beckmannia syzigachne). F B BR B (Rumex japonicus). ¥ Bi &
(Vicia sepium) F1 =5 (Phragmites australis), 1 AN H 5 W AR FHY) .

WF 5% 355 5 00 95 4H 1 BF L (Farm) . 3T 3% 7K 3% (Fish pond). & i H #i (Granary) #l J& R J& A X
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(Residence) iX 4 Ff 5 UL 4 R FH 2SS, Jrp ) 60 fifg b i) = b il B i 20 48 430038 5. 6.
6 Fll 6 P RAESAVE NG 2EE S, HORAE 23 0y 1 EFE S . 1 5900F B A RAEEBEXT MR T, 16 KRR
WG, PR IR 4 20 cm ¥R )2 58, IR -G BARAE SURE BN VRN 1 MRS TR
dir. YRR R T UKORAFAZ W SC 8 %, 76 B0y 3 RE b B IBGHS 7 + EH FRR AR AR i I, o+
HeE T RAGR KA (-80°C) fR4F, HIT 40T e 40 i A+ 1 FL I AR
12 LEHE NN
1.2.1  EHERR LR I

SR TR A (4 pH) BEH A I 2 R A K R 2.5 1 1, SR AEHE X pH I
FE TR A
1.2.2  HIEALBR R E

TR A RN - SRS AR A P I B T A AL U B R R IR
T 2 R A AR A A ER ] BRI, BCAHEAS, 7E (105+2)C FHLTEEE, JRFRE. L1
HEMNITEAX N

dy = (W — W)/ V. (1)

X (1) e d, A (g/em®), WHHLTEHITE + T+ (g), Wy W IIHE (g), VI ITRIAER
(cm?).

B P TR L R I 0 s L K ZE UK O 5 min, BR K HY COy, R HIEE RS, BALLE
R, I PR T DU N K. AR B 29 —2B K, B 10 g b i T AR 2 T 2B LL E,
RS K B 2R A 5 A B, ol B IS DRI 1 b I RASE S BCT P R, AR L R PN WA 2
J&, PREIFIER AN KR, R BT A N

dy = M /(M + My)xd,. (2)
X (2) H: & M HIEE (g/em?), d, 0 °C FZEMK LE (g/cm®), M ML FRERTE (g); My 4 t°C i EE
T +KE (g).
ea, it (3) THE LR,
P, = (1—d,/ds) x 100%. (3)

K (3) e POy H IS AL,
123 HHESCRIE
I K AR M I P BRI AR 10 g, BT E M E R AR &, AR, 7 105 ~
110°C P Z=EE, BUR S A TR M. WA PO &, Sir &k, FRE. BRSO E
AW
W' = (my —ma)/(ma —mg) x 100%. (4)

A (4) H: WOREIKE mg MR EE (g), m MRS E HIBAE (), m MIBEE M THME (o).
13 FIEM AN LK
1.3.1  FREEUZEY DNA $2HL

+ 3% 3L [N 41 DNA ffi ] FastDNARSPIN Kit for Soil (MpBiochemial, USA) i 57 £ $2 Ht, H
NanoDrop2000 Kl 4 XL K 20 DNA 4l B Ik BE . 1% Bh fig Bt st B pk A 0 338 JE PRI 24 DNA 58 884
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1.3.2  EERUEY Z RN

AR 16S TRNA FI TS HDN 14 Fe 81148 5 S =F B4 5L, W SRR A v - S8 200 1 1 - M ORI 11
ZRETEME R AEEAL S i) DNA SRR 23 31 % - HEZ0 T 16S rRNA JE R 9 V3, VA4 DX IR - 9 B0
ITS BEK Y ITS1 BT 1. 16S rRNA FEH (4 14 5197 51 4 338F (5-ACTCCTACGGGAGG
CAGCAG-3), 806R (5’-GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3"). ITS%: K (9" 14 51 ¥ I¥ 51 & ITSIF
(5-CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAA-3"), ITS2R (5-GCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGC-3’). PCR X
N &5 95°C FilZEPE 3 min; 29 ~ 35 MG ; TR ETE 95°C 28 30 s, 53 ~ 55°C 1 30 s, 72°C L&A
45 s; B Ja 72°C ZEMR 5 min. f# | AxyPrep DNA Gel Extraction Kit (Axygen Biosciences, Union City,
CA, USA) 4l {6 [l e 7= %5, Fl 2% B i W 5E 52 i 3k 4 1 PCR 7™ ¥, I ] Quantus Fluorometer
(Promega, USA) ¥ il 5 & [ Ui 7= ¥ . i H] NEXTFLEX Rapid DNA-Seq Kit ¥4 2 il 55 3C %, % M
MiSeq PE300 &3 & /¥ ¥ 5 (Illumina, USA) #4710 7.
14 HAFE AT
141 HHERACIRER AT

ORI TR AR AR ) 2 AL R, R U7 2 I K Bl 23 (variance inflation factor,
VIF, £aRN V) X —HFMESEF#7 R IE, 528 R*E, J-8 H R version 4.1.0 43 #7184 car
version 3.0-11 4 ) vif BT HE VAER. VAEROS, A MEREE ) 2 V > 8 Bf A i N 1 I 2k i,
T BRI -, Joe 2R B AR DGk 1 DR DA 3 s B AR it e B ) . AR it BT A g T e A IR R 7E 45 1
Hiu I IS YA 1) 22 S 1 0, SR TR 20 B J7 ¥ 2 fe /N I 25 2280 (least significant difference, LSD) K46k,
VA R version 4.1.0 23T k4 ) agricolael.3-5 58 i [ i 43 Y.
1.4.2 ey i P B B4 5 I A U 4 e

i FH#4 Trimmomatic version 0.40 ® X i 46 B #E 17 4%, 14 U8 reads EEHBHT(E 20 LLF (5
B, REE Hh 50 bp, % H N IER BT RERT 20, BDAE O F 46 805 5 b2, o I8P f5 50 bp
PR Y reads, H-2BR & N BEFER) reads. SR FLASH version 1.2.11 (https://ccb.jhu.edu/software/
FLASH /index.shtml) 5¢ B 9f %, & & &/ overlap £ F A 10 bp, R#E PE reads Z [H] ) overlap & & 4%
BT reads PR —FFFH. PHEITFIIY overlap X F 1 B I RAS LR N 0.2, i bR ARFF G 19751, AR 4R
750 1 B W % ) barcode 15| 4 X 70 5, JH2& 751 J5 6], barcode FLiF HUAS TR KL R 0, e K51 9045 i
Bk 2, AR R

i 4 UPARSE version7.1 (http://drive5.com/uparse), LA 97% AT 515 4 OTUs (1) J5 )
XF OTUs #1758 28 9 51 B i & 1K . 3 38 2 RDP classifier version 2.11 (https://sourceforge.net/
projects/rdp-classifier) % 4 5% 7 S FEAT W) F o3 2 1 e, 1828 LT B Ry 70%, 764557 28K F B geit
B RORER AL UE B, SE U R RE T
1.4.3  HSERUEY) RORETE o B

SrATETT . AL B BEFE 43 25 OKOF b BIER C 58 Y Bl R Y R W) K i 44 (norank,
AKYG587, JG30-KF-CM45) 8% A 732415 B, (unclassified) BIHCAE Y, AR 8 43 2805 B 52 5 H R Ay
24 WA . R I AN ] - b R FH 288 28 i) - B 40 TR R - B EL T OTUs %k B 19 25 5 6 8% Wilcoxon FR RIS
Bk, IR AT IR LB (false discovery rate) BIER S 45, 1 Q (AN A 0] 22 709 W& T %
f# F R version 4.1.0 50 #8441 wilcox.test F1 p.adjust pRELSE R, 13 Shannon £ FEM: 48 £ 2 i #i
R £, DLiz$s Bork G BEHLAih IR 510 B i 22 £ )5 0 40 B i e K8 o R S 0. SR B
USEARCH version 7.0 (http://www.drive5.com/usearch) H ) alpha_div_rare fiy 21T HAF 2 5H, I
i1 R version 4.1.0 43 B8 F #9 amplicon version 1.11.1 341 H alpha rare curve pREZE il i B il
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S 159, S T R M TR AV 2L SRR R T R S R P A AR BB TR P 43 2 2m kO
EWE R, i R version 4.1.0 43 #1484 H %) amplicon version 1.11.1 43 #6325 il 3k B AR R B B Sz e
AN T6) b 41 2AS A8 v - 8 240 77 R - 9 L TR 10 R i A A S N5 T2 W S R R X 22 FE IR
144 BIEBUEY o ZEEE BT

£ $% Chaol, Shannon Fll Coverage 8§ £ 22 fiF 4 € 41 18 A1 + 1 BB 19 o ZFEPE. W R version
4.1.0 53 7 B AT vegan version 2.5-7 4 it 5 & £ FF M 45 BOOF i ] amplicon version 1.11.1 4 )
alpha_boxplot PRI 2z il #5 8Y [ 5534, - S8 41 7 A 1 398 BT o Z2REPEFR 2000 L s R FH S Y a) 22 S e B
Wilcoxon B FAG 6 vk, AR A MR UK ER LR, A 2R W R EEH QEFRR. KRR
version 4.1.0 S84 H Y wilcox.test Fl p.adjust PREXSE B Wilcoxon Bk FIKS 56 55 58 152 & B R 43 #7 .
1.4.5  HHERUEY 8 ZREE P

fifi F Bary-curtis 5 25 2 1E 3 Z#EME, i H R version 4.1.0 43 M1 44 vegan2.5-7 £ 11 vegdist PR
OBz B0V R B0 1, W apeb.5 B H ) peoa BRELSE R T AL BRHT, IEH ggplot 52 L4 A, &
LA 4 TR M - 3 BB 8 R o A A% R PRl BE PR B B 2 K T 22 93 BT (permutational
multivariate analysis of variance, PERMANOVA) fiff x& %] 1 3 21 181 A1 - 3 FL 1R 3 22 FE1: 0 A 4% Jm fe 1
JE e R B AR B (BRI 2SR R IERRALFE AR), ] R version 4.1.0 43T 84 vegan version 2.5-7
£ 1Y pairwise.adonis PRECHT B & 728 1 1 il B B2 P O 1 E — 20 BT A X 4% 4 2 1) 22 S oK oA R Y B AR
Yy, 2R YA HIB 53 HT (linear discriminant analysis effect size, LEfSe), il i Kruskal-Wallis & F1
Koz 56 5 A8 I A (7] A Ml A1 FH 20 ] =F B 22 55 B S AR 9, AR R ME A0 91 43 B (linear discriminant
analysis, LDA, F/R R A) TPAG b ) FH 288 784 (] I 25 22 S5 0 26 0 X0 1 b ) FH 286 78 i) 22 S5 1) D ik
A AT & Python WA LEfSe 3, $EH1 1RE PN 43 287K, 5 - HEAH T A 4 498 B0TR 09 B 7%
ZH AT BT AR N B AR SR vegan?2.5-7 43 1) anosim RS 56 AN [6) - Hb A FH 28 Y ] - 398 200 e D - 3
L TR FE V% 2L B 1) 22 5 B
1.4.6 T HEIEAR IR XS A BEGMUE W) 22 R VAT T A G2 e 1 0 B

el FH B0 V31 20 BT R 5T 52 M) = JJE A0 1R FD 38 BT o Z2REPE A AR R I IR Bh I 2R, A T pR 00K 56 £
BEAN A AN H IR E R 1Y o Z2HMES BIRS IR RS bR Z R B AHOCHE. IR A LR 3 2
FEPE 43 A0 4% J5) B 3K 3 R 2 B BE BR TCAY 43T (redundancy analysis, RDA) L35 XF )i 4347 (canonical
correlation analysis, CCA). & AU %) & £ 2 I8 2 14 # X} B 43 #1 (detrended correspondence analysis,
DCA) BZ5 58, N2 lengths of gradient 455 —Hl K T4 T 3.5 LR MIEXT R 434, 75 W B TR 4017
i H vegan version 2.5-7 £ [ decorana pRELIEPEREAL | rda Fl cca PREL 4 1) 52 BE TCAY 43 B AL 15 %) 7
AT R cor PRESN AT DL S L AN TR RN O B - SR LT S - R AL A BE 8 bR 2 ) 1 B R R 2 A
K 2K, {8 pheatmap1.0.12 £ pheatmap PR HIFE T, R4 {d FH R version 4.1.0 43 14K
P5E L.
2 % X

2.1 [+ Mo R A by R AL MR

i M R T AW S R, A 0 L SRR b L SRR (V = 1.12), EHEFLIRE (V =
2.78) M EHEF KR (V = 2.78) Z WA AFAE L T IELEME, 3 b+ HEBRALHS bR A1 0 B DA DRS00 WT5
I B8, 4 -4 8 P26 80 00 £ B v P A B (3 1), O, B0 - L IR kR 1
AR PRI P B, S TR B Ot PR R 1K
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Tab. 1  Soil environmental factors of different land use types

bR 2R R T HEFLIEE /% TIEE KR /%
Hhih 7.13+£0.77 28.50-£0.05" 24.754+7.17
K8, 7.31+0.45 19.8740.02" 8.3543.23"
G e 7.934+0.25" 20.65+0.03" 12.2444.96"
ERFEEX 7.59+0.50° 15.83+0.03" 9.62+£3.71"

T BUEZOR AP E AR ERE; F—AT EARRIAR NG FRRORTE 0.05 KF FEREH (p < 0.05).

22 MEHFERITEDAHLEE

WPy o4 45 R 3R WY, 4 b b R FH 2 A0 23 S FEAS i AR AR 15 100 J7 45K 5 421 ~ 460 bp 19 16S
rRNA 5 H1 160 J7 5K 8 K 201 ~ 360 bp B ITS rRNA FE41, FHT-43 4 - 52 40 1 A+ 38 2018 i 2 0%
PERS )R . AR 97% ()7 S AR AUPE SL %5 ) 632 A L3840 B OTUs #1593 Ff + 38 EL I OTUs. WF5% X 5k
& B e ) SN OTUs K H Pseudarthrobacter, 2 J i @ 1Y + 3 HL B OTUs 3k A #5155 )&
(Mortierella). 4 Fl + M1 F) JF 25 % oh 23 B4 446 ~ 530 Fl + 340 1 OTUs il 267 ~ 331 Fh 4 3 FL
OTUs. Hr, #rH 4 OTUs e, B OTUs fix/b; Ji KRB EX I EE OTUs fix 2, 4l H OTUs i
A AT RN - HE LR 9 OTUs B 75 AN [R) b A 2R A JC 3 22 % (@ > 0.05). Rarefaction 43
Bt S W 450 A R il 2 0 2R o b T 48 D0 W 5l SR B 7 43, RE W v A i R 45 A i P - R 4
PR 3 BB B AL B (R 1).

— B —— KR — OfH — BREEX
5.5 4.0
50} 35
45
40l 3.0F
& 3.5 25
¥l
g 2.0
£ 2.5
220t 1.5
1.5 1'0
1.0 H
05| 0.5
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 0 10002000 3000 4000 5000
REA LA BT 5114 Rt LA BT 5114
(a) T 1E4NE (b) T

Bl1 ke 1A

Fig. 1 Rarefaction curve

1K b, 4 Fof - b R SIS 0 v - S 200 51 0 1 38 L TR ) PR A ], 28 JE 81T (Proteobacteria,
A7t 39.40% ~ 53.62%) FIF#E B[] (Ascomycota, i o 77.61% ~ 95.82%). {HAE S RE A4 A0 XF 22 B 7
AN ] - MR PR S AL () AA A 35 25 S, TR TR T T AR 2 FEAE B b e s L 5 8 R X AEE 25 7
F (p = 0.045). JEKF L, & £ A BB PL B AN JE N Pseudarthrobacter F1 Gaiella, {H A X £
TE 4 A 2 Y 8] 22 7 B 2% . Pseudarthrobacter YA X 22 FE FE ST YE K BWUR & R JEAE X Z 18] 22 57 i 2%
(p = 0.02). tAb, G T Gaiella B AXS 22 2 43 5 5 St K 5K (p = 0.036) FlJs RIEMIX (p =

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net
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0.022) A3 B3E 2 5. LS LR R 3220 & B R SR A R LS A e (8] 2).

@ (b)

1O Proteobacteria 0.6 lg.yevu//jm‘fhmha[mr
AT et "
W Geobacter HuFT 4
Accinobactera 0.5 Sphingomonas
08l e WARNREE
. Bacteroidet W Marmoricola KILAHER IR
acteroidetes illus ZEHLE
e Bacillus 5 f0FF 8
MM g Nocardioides Y5 KGR
L Nocardioides % i)
M 0.6 - }“::2%"55 W Flavobacterium ¥ATH# )%
R eI Dongia
N Chicroflexi 03} Thiobacillus HiFF )5
E;: ST W Haliangium
= 04} Verrucomicrobia W Streptomyces SETFIAR
Jeii] 02+ Braclyrhizobium
. . A MR T
Spirochaetes W Steroidobacter
WA Anaeromyxobacter
02l RO
Others 0.1f W Pedomicrobium 1T %
i W Massilia S3EH R
W Desulfobacca
0 L L L L s 0 L L L L s g Solirubrobacter
IRLLFF i I
| Desulfuromonas
BB HFL L
1.0 - (C) 1.0 _(d) W Mortierella $ #1755 )m
Ascomycota Fusarium $i J1 )8
TRl W Schizothecium %47¢ 8
08 Basidiomycota 08 Gibberella #33 HJi
Rl T R d W Tausonia
el Zopjiella Wiffl5c )&
2;‘?;%? Iomycnta Talaromyces #2211 F )%
W Neocosmospora #7528
. 0.6 F ot 0.6 Curvlaria #5105
% Humicola i F75
W Plectosphaerella
=
=< W Cephaliophora 3175 &
= 04F 0.4+t
=04 Alternaria HEH I
W Sclerotinia BT 7
B Chaetomium TE5E )i
02+ 02+ W Pseudaleuria
W Preussia YCH5E IR
W Cladosporium KT
B Pseudeurotium
0 0 :

. . . . ! . . . .  [o
Bhils SUSDKIR A JE R X Biith SUHOKI GO Ja RE (R X
T T H 2
HE: () RN TSR 25 K07; (b) LSRR 52 525 K75 (o) LI TS0 K07; (d) R HERCAR 5 525 KT
B2 AT b 2K Y b SRRl A ) B A 2L

Fig. 2 Community composition of soil microbes across different land use types

23 AR EHFIHREBEF LIEHMENH o ZF%E

4 Ff A b A HIZE B b - A R Y Chaol 45 800 317 ~ 374, Coverage 1§ UK 0.937 ~ 0.949,
Shannon 850N 4.41 ~ 4.71; ZAE B = WY BT KB, SARA R P, T IEARm 0y £ B L B S
o ZHREHEAE 4 Fh 4 3R 2R B[R] O 8 3% 25 5 (] 3(a). (c). (o). RHEFL Y Chaol 540 107 ~
157; Coverage 85U 7E 4 Ff 4 Mo R FH S AL 35 21 0.99 L _E (0.992 ~ 0.995), Shannon $§%(°h 1.99 ~
2.60, %8 HR = B2 i ML, SRR B2 DT K G IR R A e A A o ZREETE 4 B 4
H R I AL TE B % 22 5 (] 3(b). (d). (f)).
24 FEAMARAER T LZHRENNG LK

T Bary-curtis 5 515 10 A BR W 45 S o, ST DX 80 - 9 A4 B R A 95 B TR 0 SR T
PiZE (K 4). PERMANOVA 455 R, 4 R 1SS 80 5 4 e B A48 B A bE, X8 - 398 200 o A+ 398 B T
B 2 FE A JR) 0 i RE B v (3R 2). 38 Aok R TR ) R S Rk B9 A U 43 B (analysis of similarities,
ANOSIM), TH5 4 F A 1A F 2B (8] 00 3 A= WU v 4l i 22 5 S5 3SR, Hodii /K 5 B 1l . ik FH
Jii PR AR DX 3 A b R 2SR 9 - SR D AP 2500 25 7 W 3 (p < 0.05), ILAb, J& RS X 58
O fit P X PR D - R DS B A T IR AN RIS 45 A 22 57 35 (p < 0.05) (3R 3). HIEE R ARFIE 451

(€)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net
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FEFAE 4 B A R FH 2SR ) 6 B HUR K 8 5 Ak . O . i R AR XX 3 Fh b R 26 R 25 5
B3 (p < 0.05), i S EREEXZRZREE (p < 0.05) (& 3).

| O HiyEKEL B i o EREEX
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Fig. 5 Correlation analysis between soil dominant microbes and soil environmental factors across
different land types
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