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Responses of Different Degradatlon Stages of Alplne Wetland on Soil Mlcroblal
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Abstract;“MiSeq sequencing technology was used to anal}';ie-.the microbial community diversity of soil in alpine wetlands to understand
the degradation processes and environmental factors in these areas. The results showed that the severity of soil degradation changed the
species diversity of soil microorganisms at the level of OTUs, and grass patches contained more species than frozen-thawing patches.
The soil fungi species of OTUs changed significantly. The diversity indexes of bacteria ( between the frozen-thawing patches and the
grass paiches) were higher than that of fungi. The dominant microbial species were consistent among different degradation stages. The
dominant species of bacteria and fungi were Proteobacteria and RB41, and Ascomycota and Mortierella, respectively. The abundance of
dominant microorganisms was significantly between un-degraded and heavily degraded areas, except for RB41 (P < 0.05). The
dominant microorganisms in the grass patches were more sensitive than those in the frozen-thawing patches. It was found that the main
factors affecting the microbial community structure of soil were water content, organic carbon, microbial biomass carbon, microbial
biomass nitrogen, and sedge coverage. Microbial diversity may decrease in heavily degraded alpine wetlands. Thus, the frozen-thawing
patches and sedge species should be first protected, and the supplements of soil water content, soil organic carbon, microbial biomass
carbon, and nitrogen should be strengthened for alpine wetland restoration.

Key words: alpine wetland; degradation succession; soil microbial diversity; bacteria; fungus
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(LD_W) , <l 8 B iR Ak oy ey FE mfey, JOVR Al I, B 4E
—RAE, RIERE O E B IRAL(HD) B 3 k3
15 A0 R 2 SR A ORI A L Brh RAE
Yoy B )2 10 em HHEFHICH S 7R B0
j:ig*inﬁ'zﬁﬂ\] 3 4y, — 0y BRI J5 HI T 5E +3%
PR | SR, — 10 B R 2 B T T Y B B4 (TR
-80°CEI’J,JJrTﬁ%T)%?iﬁ%w’zi%éﬁaﬂﬂm,

Y BERE (18 4°C Y 251 T AE) T 3R e

R E
L2 ET A
12,1 FEEGIAL SR

PCR §"#1% . ABI Qper 1X, ABI 2 #]; MoBio
PowerSoil DNA Tsolation Kit (100), QIAGEN /A #l;
KAPA 2G Robust Hot Start Ready Mix, KAPA 73 ;
Agencourt® AMPure ® XP ( #% IR 2l fb i 77 &) ,
Beckman Coulter 2y @ ; Agilent 2100 4= ¥ 43 #T 4L,
Agilent 2 Al ; Labchip GX ﬁi /BN i s o R D
PerkinElmer 2% &) ; & i & A0 F 1L, MiSeq®
Reagent Kit v3 (600 cycle ) ( PE300 ) 1 MiSeq
Reagent Kit v2 (500cycle) ,Hlumina 2 F].
1.2.2 3 A e

H3E pH R pH THEIE ;. 3 BRI R
TIRERE 5 K 168 495 28 HE R A
TDR350 M 5 5 b8 A7 LA A1 05 B R vario
MMBOmME%%MWME i%Mi%%ﬂﬁ

M TOC Mg e 4

1.2.3 i%Mi%mm%ﬁ&M% )

i1} AxyPrepDNAy YEEIRE 1 i3k & (AXYGEN)
A $EELt ﬁ?nmﬂﬂz%%l?ﬁ DNA, A I%E"
NSNS ke U TR (95 P9 DNA 10 IR BCR
P38 e DY DX (I 16S V4-V5, ELA TS
1 X)), & WAA barcode FIFERSIWY), 8UE 0T A 55
PIRFE A 514, PCR R TransGen AP221-02,
AREEASE ISR AT B AR 3 AN
[F]—HEARY PCR =W 5 Ja 1 2% BRIl BE e v Ik
R, 1 AxyPrepDNA #5E B[] i3t 5] & U A 1l g
PCR 7). IS B2 E AL o B e AR B R A IR
58 I
1.3 Kot

i R B, HAEA R FIEC B OTUs 1975 R
L EAEE, I8 RIS &R AT T RS 7K
SR AR A R, [T Canoco 4. 5 #X
X TSR AL PR BT R0 B B AE ) A& KT 2R
PEHEFTTUAR 53 HT (RDA) . FI FH Origin2018 £ il 41 7
FNELTE TE ) FE A 9 AR X 3 B2 B A Microsoft
Excel 2010 X - e AL BT A B R IE R 2 4 P 4
BORE VEAT AL ER, IF ) SPSS19. 0 GE it Bk 2k AT
223 H7 (one-way analysis ) FIAH A4

2 HFREHM

2.1 mFEHEE R A e A BT R A Bk
FHIE
M1 Ha] LUE 23 HLIK (soil organic
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carbon, SOC) Fl 5 A ( total nitrogen, TN) 7 & ¥E A
IBAL By VR Al e, Bl A R 8 0l O (169.25 +
18.57)g-kg ™" (163.04 £19.08)g-kg ' F1(12.83
1.44) g kg ™' [(12.36 +0.79) g-kg ™', B E & TR
B R L (P <0.05) . PRl Fe A ) 4 4 5
7K i ( soil water content, SWC) {4 ¥ #k ( microbial
biomass carbon , MBC) A1 %) & ( microbial biomass

nitrogen , MBN) fifi 75 1R fL F2 B2 hn Ja) 2 0 /D ke 94 ) 5%
JKH UD_A f1LD_A 5 HD 2% 53  UD_WAI LD_
W 5 HD 2% 8% (P <0.05) ,MBC 5 MBN il i
AN R AL B B 25 5 23 (P < 0.05) , 1 3¢
7 H (bulk density, BD) 5 i AL B2 fin il & 4 i
## H UD_A Ml UD_W 5 HD 2R W (P <
0.05) ,pH ZE AL AN i

F1 TEMEAERY
Table 1 ~ Physical and chemical properties of the soils

s AHE A LB SVE (G773 AR
R #y i H FKE/ %
B m P PR/ % /grem ™3 /g-kg ! /g-kg ! /mg-kg ™! /mg-kg !
S UD_A 6.71 +0.11A 55.20 +1.04A 0.37 +0.06A 169.25 +18.57A 12.83 +1.44A 1843.53 +301.80A  97.24 +7.91A

UD_W 6.67 £0.11A 57.24 £2.37A 0.41 +0.05A 163.04 £19.08A 12.36 +0.79A 1634.87 £248.69A  85.91 +30.59AB
FAREEAL LD_A 6.95+0.22A 54.11 +1.06A 0.56 +0.02AB 109.29 +7.62B  9.31 +0.72B  838.64 +358.26B  76.27 +4.23AB
NS

LD_W 6.95+0.75A 54.97 +2.20A 0.58 +0.11AB 108.24 +9.59B  7.80 +£3.17B  151.35 +11.41C 76.41 £16.21AB

BEFRL HD  6.75+0.23A 52.24+1.18B 0.63 +0.24B

98.09 £15.25C 7.67 +1.40C  106.24 £42.44D 38.0m8_.f9'..{36C

1) RIS 54 IR LR (% 5.6 (P <0.05) 3 UD_A oA fIRALEE, UD_W e il 1, LD_K e sl b v

Fr, LD_W Rz BB L Fefa] , HD FoR f BB AL, T 1)

W 2 11T DA T M 2 LT
(MBS R 3 P B 1

i S AR 0 A TR AR g

= |
d

Z 253 (P£0.05) .4
| r P *{{ﬁﬁg&g_fg%s@%%ﬁmﬁmm ! o &

' Table 2 "Vegetation éharacterisltfcs of wetlands in different égéradation stiges

= S
!

BB TR A 2 ] 28 5% 5.3 (P <0 osi‘a":fi#_zl;ﬂ
RIS N0 o8 BRI 28, LR (b5 R 1

—

H 1R

o R L L PEE T bR

7 & /% %z N /% /em | /g-m”’
FEALCUD) _ 99.33 407574 2.66 +0:23A | 4 85.67£2.08A4  12.33+1.52A  56.87 £8.48A  1339.03 +321.65A

FEGHRALELD)LT 96,00 £0.03A  38.00+3061B  43.00%3.61B  27.66+6.67AB  38.45+7.94B  1114.96 = 118. 14A

FEEMHD)  95.75+0.23A  46.6715.94B  28.33+7.63C  40.67=11.07B  31.65+5.32C  1009.32 £159.16A

2.2 FRahh TS OTU 20H A
HiE 1 A, UD_A, LD_A, UD_W, LD_W #I

UD A
(a) 16S (4#)

1

Fig. 1

HD 4 3E#E & b 43 5 &5 8 41 5 Fh 283299 . 3026,
3303, 3 31113 3654, Vfill Fr A1 B[] oh A5 0 41 1R

ubD A

(b) ITS (ZL1%)

TERAMEY OTUs 12/ 16S(AE ) N ITS(EH) T EE

Venne diagram of OTUs number of bacteria and fungi
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OTUs %23 9 2 135 F12 428 , 24 40 OTUs Fh
Hih 22.42% F1 25. 13%; AR BAL R IR AL BEIR
4 HRFA I OTUs #2531 b 33. 09%. 33.13%,
33.74% F1 31.19%. 34.13%. 34.68% ; H # K
1209, 1210, 1537, 1332F011 277 , 5 A0 7 Ja]
A HE OTUs £ Ry 411 Al 457, A7 41
OTUs #1215 10.22% F1 11.97%; A 1B 1k 5% i B
fb R4S A4 ) OTUs #2433l 1930. 05%,
40.25%. 83.64% F131.69%. 34.49%. 88.11% . %4
AT, AR Ak R il e A () A S98 41 B ATEC R OTUS
AR 2k 2. 73 Fil 2. 14, 52 iR 16k 2. 50 i1 2. 48,
HRARAL 4R 2. 63. BT IRAL R T s FE TR PRI Hb
TN B AE OTUs KV LW R4 A%, e [A] 48
PRm e OTUs Fh2RARALBA i, H 3B OTUs Fh2k
AT
2.3 AR B
a ZFEME

LEAREA o ZREMEER(F23)  ATLLT A A
WA Shannon +8 80X & T H ﬁiﬁi%,ﬁmﬂ’ﬁ

SFE VR b - 8 240 R A

ZREE (P <0.05), X T EHE M AW %) Shannon
FeEON 7, ARk Fe i) 5 &, o 6. 83, H IRk A
/N, 8 5. 20, IR0 5 VRl B TR [E] Shannon 8480k A=
TR AR R AR B i SR VR R M A= ) Simpson
BB K, BT 1 EE,@ZHEI%HEEIM%%E’J
Chaol 88022 5K, 40T Chaol F8EII KT EHE
V(23 ~4 f%) , HARTE M EF Chaol 5 U7F Rk
Fr F Fr ) AR Ah s 5 B R A A e R Ak, AN
UD_A 5 LD_A HD,UD_W 5 HD 2% W& (P <
0.05) X FEMHZEFARE. HEFEEE Coverage
BIR T 95% i W LRI 45 R L A5 L ST b 2 BRAR ]
IR AR /R FE T R TR 5 0 A0 A R EL TR
2.4 E%@/n R MR b o AR A SR W R
L]
ANTRLE AL i VR R 10 - S R ) T 4y
B HO DA 50 AT 128 A4 467 PR
311 AR 51048, A 19 4T, A5 A9
113 4 H 238/ FHAN 452 IR A0 R S,
ﬁ%ﬂiﬂxI‘T‘E’Jﬁ*ﬁﬁﬂkgﬁzf?ﬁﬂﬁfL‘j'?a‘zé@%f&

7FDE:IETJ il @M@% Shannon AR 1Y '?FT”LftZIEﬂ_M GBI (I8 ) WS AT SET 5 HT.
: Ay iﬁ%ﬁ&n’: mEn SRS
: Table,3 Andlyss of ml(.l‘()l)ldl diversity indexes in tl;rc soil samples
i | Pl | Vil I 3 ¥ =T P, * &
A Pl i T el i " @
j UDzA 3211.61 +298. 36A. 1773162 64,314 UD_W 73 238. 88 +33.38A 1074.21 +194. 96A
Chagl¥ LD:A 1 3155.87 +46. 41B' 763.92 + 15'7 78A LD_W 3223.65 +38757A 882.54 £95. 82A
H ¥ HD 3132.58 +12.29B 7d59 05 - 170 41A HD 3132.58 +12.29B 759.05 +170. 42A
. UDZA 9.37 +0.01A 6.09 +0.57A UD_W 9.36 +0. 10A 6.83 £0.02A
Shannon [ LD_A 9.14 +0.17B 5.84 +0.81A LD_W 9.18 +0.07B 6.04 +1.08A
HD 9.35+0.01A 5.21 +1.31A HD 9.35+0.01A 5.20+1.31A
UD_A 0.99 £0.01A 0.94 £0. 04A UD_W 0.99 £0.01A 0.87 £0. 11A
Simpson LD_A 0.99 £0.01A 0.91 £0.46A LD_W 0.99 £0.01A 0.94 £0.03A
HD 1.00 0. 00A 0.96 £0.01A HD 1.00 0. 00A 0.96 £0. 11A
UD_A 0.95 £0. 00A 1.00 £0. 00A UD_W 0.95 £0. 00A 0.99 £0. 00A
Coverage LD_A 0.95 £0. 00A 0.99 +0.01A LD_W 0.95 £0. 00A 0.99 £0. 00A
HD 0.95 +0.01A 0.99 £0.01A HD 0.95 £0. 00A 0.99 £0.01A
2.4.1 AEEREFEE S NI L w1 N £ ( Nitrospirae ) | J& BE B ] ( Firmicutes ) Fl L AT 54 1]

45ty

XF TN A TE RSB (16S) , AR [F] IR AL
JRE v S TR I 18 e - 9 M AG DN 1) 40 ol A ) DA 50
AT AN EREA )R 2H A — B, YR E o e
a3 AN K A 1 B i 2R PR RS TR
K- FHATERIE S (B 2) , RIBAE(UD_A | UD_
W) BEEIL(LD_A, LD_W) FIH EiE I (HD)
RN A 43T M, 28 BAE— R, ToW] i 25 5.

WP 3 JR, FBAR X B 1% /A 722
JE 1] ( Proteobacteria ) {28 & | ] ( Actinobacteria) .
B AT ] ( Acidobacteria) (ZF 25 11 ( Chloroﬂex1) 5‘1
Hl B 1] ( Gemmatimonadetes ) | fiff £k 12 i€ #

(Bacteroidetes) . Horft BRI T EF W], 5 AR
FRAR L, 32 R A | o B AR b 76 VR il Fr T[] AR T 1
FTA X FE R T 0.42%, 6.23% 1 4.05%,
7.17%, H% @ UD_A f1LD_A 5 HD Z[a| 22573 5
F(P<0.05). B4R 178 VR il b F0 Fe ] Bl 2 1R 1k
FREE By R e is /b s 3, HAE feld] UD_W Al LD_
W 5 HD 257 8 (P <0.05); MRATHI] 2 H
DRI 2 B 1D AR R ) it R AR 1
JERE N, Horp 2R B T AE FelA] UD_W 5 LD_W 22
SHRFE(P<0.05).

415 A A S RV 7B /KT B TR

ST, QN 4 iR AR L (UD_A L UD_W) R
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f .uF 5 |
Fig. 2 Cluster analysis of bacteria at the phylum.evel | _--"'f. ) )
~ el e ..". —
60
01, (@) KBE [_Jup.A A (b) il C_Jubw
A LD A 50 17 LD W
B B 1D Bl 1o
40 |+ ‘T[ A
£ A 8
A k r di
= A = L
E 20 AA = 20
10 H 10
&
o Lrd J A o o L ‘ A uﬂ
Pro  Act Aci Chl Gem Fir Nit Bac Pro  Act  Aci  Chl Gem Fir Nit Bac
1 1

Pro 3%!%\":}:3% T ) ( Proteobacteria ) ; Act /8 B2 T ] ( Actinobacteria) ; Aci 3 75 B2 #T B '] ( Acidobacteria ) ; Chl F /8 %25 1 [)
(Chloroflexi) ; Gem /R ZEHAFIE ] ( Gemmatimonadetes) ; Nit Z7~ i fLIRHE R T ( Nitrospirae) ; Fir /8 JEEEE ] ( Firmicutes ) ; Bac /R
FUFFEE T ( Bacteroidetes ) ; AN IR R 5 S7R: 78 R [R)R LR [R) B {E 22 5% 5 35 (P < 0. 05)

B3 @EITKFETHENEE

Fig. 3 Relative abundance of bacteria at the phylum level

f6(LD_A | LD_W) FIE iR fb (HD) H R 3RS RI 7oA
TERl 400> b, BagBAE— , T i 22 5.

Xt 168 WP I 1 73 S HCEAT 23 (181 5)
B R AU (unidentified ) 1140 B 28 RE (R 2R
37.43%~67.07% ) ,F-EIHI F R 1% 1Y w5
A5 Defluviicoccus . RB41 L1341 J& ( Pedomicrobium) |
ik 12 e W R ( Nitrospira ) | Btk K HEB
( Pseudonocardia ) . Roseiflexus, %£I it 2 &
( Rhodoplanes ) . Hyphomicrobium #F1 Candidatus _
Solibacter. B 1B 1L 72 B 09 I JE Defluviicoccus T1E %
il el /b o 6] 28 A6 AN B 2 RBAT K 16 A2 e 14 )&
F Roseiflexus TER Rl F AN Fe[BIE A, H. Roseiflexus 7E
Feli] UD_W Al LD_W 5 HD 2253 3% (P <0.05) ;
1 R B S R E A Hyphomicrobium £ 75 Bl
Fe AN/, H Hyphomicrobium TE Fr[8] UD_W 5

HD 2% 2% (P <0.05) ; Candidatus_Solibacter £
PN ey U 1 e NS R N S R S e
T, ORI o B v T A5 X T P VR I
A AR T S I b R B ST, A R €A
VT MR bR e 2 A M A R T VR TE R R
T S — P SE.

2.4.2 AN[FE AR L iR FE TR PR b SRR R
ZEHh,

P EERHETET KT 347 R0, Kl 6
SRR TERE IR R 0. 05 AbA, 5 A IRk 1 1
Feih SRR RIBA A T 00 3, AR R
By — 3 IR R N — 3, 25 B, ok
B SRR 2 U

XFF BB B RS AT (ITS) H, 7R T T7K - B AR
XA EER R 1% W11 4 F (18 7) b
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Fig. 4 Cluster analysis of bacteria at the genus level
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Def %/T -';i')de.ﬂuviicoccué_; Ped F/n T E Pedomicrobium)?ﬁ-tr%m AL IZ5E B & ( Nitrospira) ; Pse F2/n 545 1 I @ ( Pseudonocardia ) ;
Ros %? N Roseiflexus; Rho 37~ Rhodoplanes; Hyp 367~ Hyphomicrobium; Can 37~ Candidatus_Solibacter ; AN R K5 ;3R 78 N [R) 1R fL 2 B2 1]
WHZER W (P <0.05)
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Fig. 5 Relative abundance of bacteria at the genus level
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Fig. 6 Cluster analysis of fungi at the phylum level
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Z A F R ] ( Ascomycota) , 5 ARIBILAA L, F 52
BT R AL | H B2 AR AR e VR il e F e (] 38 1
FTH X AR T 0.42%, 27.70% Fi 25.35%,
30. 01%, fEfl - UD_A il LD_A 5 HD 25 8 3%,
T &MBez | 22 57 & (P <0.05). # Tk il
F i '] ( Basidiomycota ) | B3 EL 1 ] ( Rozellomycota )

A9 %L ] ( Mortierellomycota ) , H:HFHF 5 [ ] A gk
005 T i A AR R A R A VR R e () X 3
Jn,¥EE ] UD_A FILD_A 5 HD 25 i 3,
UD_WHILD_W 5 HD 2% % (P <0.05); RE
VAT TAER A P /D | 78 Felal Se s in s 98, H LD_W
5 HD 25 83#(P<0.05).

100 100
3 X A b) FE i
%0 fa [ Jup A (a) I Jubw (b) Kl
80_(-- LD_A s0 L L] Lb_w
o B o B o
£ J <
% 60 H % 60
Eon ¥
= 40 H Z 40f
30 H
20 H 20 H
10 H
0 0
Asc Roz Bas Mor Asc Roz Bas Mor
i1 I
Asc F/RTFEH ] ( Ascomycota) ; Roz %%/T‘F%E[illj (Rozellomycota) ; Bas 3@/7“?5%[?&][1( Basidiomycota) } AR ™
Mor /R B8 ] ( Mortierellomycota , }ﬂjﬁ??&%{ﬂ“xIﬂL4hEJ§|ﬂﬁﬁ§ﬁﬁ%(P <0.05) ,.-'".I =
M7 EEKETHOENEE | [ 'l \ / Y
F1(g 7 Relatlve abundance of fungi at the phyIum Ievel L ' : __.-"' J .-".:“:,

L L e T

Hﬂ@&)ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ01&ﬁfﬁgﬁﬁ% B
i B R, R e T 45 R AL

UD 1 A
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Fig. 8 Cluster analysis of fungi at the genus level
X ITS W 78 & 1 43 28 B e ik A 743 A vh (1A Dactylonectria F15¢ 2 161 J& 75 VR fil Fr. A1 e [A] 98 20, H

9) , FRIARXS F I 1% B R A :ﬂgx%@? ()
( Pseudeurotium ) . Tetracladium | Articulospora , 2.4~ J&
( Hygrocybe) .Wardomyces W ( Clavaria) 521
J& ( Stagonospora ) .74 J& ( Rachicladosporium) . %ﬂii@
% J& ( Mortierella) F11 Dactylonectria. KEZ5 = FE 1R FE1R
1k B R,

Pseudeurotium . Tetracladium .

SeZ)EAE B LD _W 5 HD 2% B & (P <
0.05) ; #7612 FN I 0 J 78 Uk il b 0 Fe ) 38 o
Hu SRR - UD_A M1 LD_A 5 HD 25 i
FEEME UD_W M LD_W 5 HD 2R B (P <
0.05) , FGAIBILAA L, 52 B R Ak | B R fb R il e
FUEE 8] 23 B BE I T 1.48%., 16.93% F1 1.92%,
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Pse 7N 24 HF 1 B ( Pseudeurotium) 5 Tet #rn Tetracladium; Art 7R Articulospora; Hyg FmiB42JE (Hygrocybe) ; War F7n Wardomyces ;
Cla Z7R I ( Clavaria) 5 Sta FrR5¢ ZH1JE (Stagonospora) ; Rac TR 354 J& ( Rachicladosporium ) ; Mor 37~ 9 155 J& ( Mortierella ) ; Dac
FIR Dactylonectria; AN KRS FREF R AR AL FREE ] B 22 5 35 (P <0. 05)
E9 EFEREKETHHEIFEE

Fig. 9 Relative abundance of fungi at the genus level
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i&%lﬂ%l@%%ii@ﬂﬂ%lﬁ]‘%ﬁﬁf ﬁi Solibacter )F/] }sz, % EF* {E{ 1% K J% M1 24 *__.,
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Fig. 10 Network of co-occurrence among microbial genera
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Fig. 11

Result from RDA to explore the relationship between the bacterial diversity and soil properties
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L 42 %

L
&

MRS HARDCHE (R 4 AR 5) . i FR IR P Rk ot
JE % R o B 5 A PR ) AR T BT ] i 3 A G
(0.707 ., 0.735 #10.870; P <0.05) , 2% 55 3 5414
AR AR TR EC I P WA 1] 1 35 AH 0K (0. 860, P <
0.01; 0.750,P <0. 05). il /Wi PR iE -5 4 | H
AP SAE B ARG R I . B RB41 5 ARAF 35

JE W EHIE(P <0.05) Ah, = FEVH R M AR # R E 5
TR T P AR = B = [RIRE DG MRS f 2 (ELAR
T S LR L B R 22 e B TR 8 Dl F6 25 T
Dactylonectria B E A5 (0.751,P <0.05; 0.834,P <
0.01; 0.740,P <0.05) , 22 B 5% 5 Tetracladium i
FHF(0.753,P <0.05).

F4 FRBUBEHEEHMES ETEMEYTIKFENFEEBEXES T

Table 4  Correlation analysis of vegetation characteristics and main microorganisms

FEEAR G KA 2

EREAE KA 42

i H
Pro Act Aci Chl Asc Roz Bas Mor
BEE -0.341 0.154 ~0.045 0.186 -0.280 -0.190 0.253 0. 403
RAB -0.296 -0.468 0.618 -0. 106 -0.503 -0.238 0.530 0.168
VBBl 0.707 * 0.253 -0.335 -0.338 0. 648 0. 368 -0.431 -0.451

FeB R 0.735* 0.279 -0.276 0. 860 ** -0.614 -0.458 0. 246 0.750*

FEY e 0.870* 0.237 -0.415 -0.348 0.356 0.553 -0.433 -0.364
M b 0.226 -0.148 0. 060 0. 046 -0.112 0.523 0.053 -0.234

1) Pro FKRAIEEH] ( Proteobacteria) ; Act TR ( Actinobacteria) ; Aci FRBIE] (‘Acidobacteria) ; Chl TR H] ((_J_hlﬁfoﬂexi) ;

Asc TR FHEH ] ( Ascomycota ) ;
( Mortierellomycota) ; = 7~ P <0.05, 3/~ P <0.01

Roz R A EHH ] ( Rozellomycota ) ;

Bas £/ H FH ] u( Basidiomycota ) ; Mor %= /jf\‘._ﬁ#j ]

| - J i - —
%5 FRBLREERIESEEEKTRAENIETEFHEEMEHHT 4
Table 5 Correlation analy‘gi§ of vegetation characteristics amliﬂ main miefootrganisms, ! o L

o ‘ T BT & KT AR R P > . V E‘EELE @E7}<¥1‘EX¢#)§“ 5

—~ Def RB41 Ped ¥ 4 Nit Psel/" | . Mor o Tet Dae .
mampr A A Ao 0.275 , ‘\‘-:..Juo‘ 2367 0.372 -0.273 0.425 -0.020 10.037 J
AAFL & T [-0.464 0.73¢ #0511 4 0.167 -0.382 0.206 -0.523 -0.498
IR ~ ['0.294 -0.4491 | /10286 & -0.070 074338, 0.578 ~0.478 "0, 453
SR BERE r 0135 -o.116) [/ ff0.034 ) —0.004 —0.402 | [-0.347 0.753*  -0.167
At E | 170.358 —0.426, ' [ ofsoi .45 0.751* 0.834" -0.426 0.740
il | o 085" —0.032 0,446 |_— 0258 0.263 0.441 -0.237 -0.092

7 4 —
1) Déf 73 Defluviicoccus ; Ped 27 1 B & ( Pedomicrobium¥~ Nit 271 it (L M2 i€ 5 J& ( Nitrospira) 3 Pse e/~ R 22 WeH: & ( Pseudeurotium) 5
Mor i'%/]i‘%ﬁ?ﬂ%}%(Mortierella) ; Tet FIR Tetracladium; Dac 7R Dactylonectria; «F7R P <0.05, « R P <0.01

3 g
3.1 A[FEERACFERE S 2ET R R Y 2 e AL

BT, FEAN [RIB AR JE g 98 R Pl - S
290 T ML TR R 7 v R IR Al S A R ) R AR T
9 Z RV TR EER AL AR IR L. W2 Ut , i 870
PRI HBIR AN 1 e S 240 BRI TR R I A AL,
% T IR AE P A SR AR T, X SRR 1Y
WFTE A R A — B AT K AL W 1] &
[ RRATERT ] AT RN T ] 2SI ] AR i 1]
TSR RE FRT 2 A ] 1B A et T o 10 A4 ) 2 2
K, FRET HATRE RERMPHE TR
PR E R X G H 2R R v R A —
OO UL WIER M R P A W SR 1 S A A
—E AR AT 5 AR BT 1T v 9 1 1
RN A OU S B Bt AR A R AR S Dk D
A YA B ] S IE “HL A AR IR AR SR A R
R PRI Fp A A o FETH I R A I E 2

N A8 1ES T 1 e R 380 4 A A R i, B
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