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The soil food web: structure, energy flux and stability
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Abstract; The review here discussed the structure,energy flux and stabiltiy of soil food web on the basis of connectedness
web, energy flow web and functional web according to the research results of four soil ecology projects done in the USA,
Sweden and Netherlands as well as some related research findings. Soil functional groups, trophic position and patterns
within the soil food web were described in the connectedness web. Energy flow web focused on the oriented-process food
web model and its application regarding to the simulaiton of carbon and nitrogen minerliazaiton. In the functional web, the

stability of soil food web was discussed based the central conception of interaction strength.
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WABRRERE Y ;(3) EETRFEMEH MR AHMATEY ; (4) L THBHEESREEATER
B, Hrh 20 B A T HABE) 1A SRR, ERE T LAY HIEE A S ISR U R
TIEAYHERT P HIER . 1994 4, { Agricultural, ecosystem and environment) 2275 #E HH &€ F), RGN Bt
TIRBR . A 4 N EEM EE T 7 M HIEEYN, B BRESREMANRIASTRSE, B £
ERNS B 2 M P ARB R R e Y™, #FR CPER; EEIME WM ¥ MBS AR B RS L Eawm, &
Fk HSB-CT F1 HSB-NT; #5881t N EFIAE N AE (120 kg hm~*a™") BYKFE R+ AWM , HFR KS-BO F1 KS-
B120 ; 5 22 Lovinkhoeve %37 #.4% . ( Conventional farming) 5 £ B 4% V. ( Integrated farming) +3EE 4R , fHiFR
LH-CF 1 LH-IF, 7EiX2eg¥Rptae, 24 FEIEE 3 4 ZEIK : % M ( Connectedness web) | BB M ( Energy
flow web) 12 §E K] ( Functional web ) B4 F R (Interaction web) o FL5H) £ 4 W — % H R P 2858 PR 38 , He
FA—F T AL B E B H R T TR P A TR R IR SO R R (EXFPH IR R H HR , BxELL
iR & FpeEEE (Link) FEZ M, EXFMEOT , B MEE B4 [FE F R WIS R, ik T XA
&, ETEEYRFHARES, XMHHRERREN, A TEEY MR EZBNEE T BB YH
X IR A AR BRI B . (BRER A REH R & D RBRE Z Rl A EL R e AR B LA A R G R
FEMERIEW, IR EY S HE R REEER RS, BEHEMBELN KT RN EESHHERXR. &
XAEAT, 71 M T IhEE MM &, HEEY M, o 68 W 892 .0 8 & 8 1 F 38 B (Interaction
strength) %! ) BTG —BOBEST, A A L B R - AR M B RE MR B (1997 ~2004 4F) , 3R A T 2540
HyBFSEHEZR ™

REXN HIEESYMBIRE D, B4 HE R MR R T AW KT b R T A Y R ik
REIHEAESRSE K F. 20 e 80 £ H 90 4248, F X FePe - F 457 T “ h E TR L ES YR
(1987 ~1991 4 ) 71 e [ SR 3037 +IWSHP B (1993 ~1996 4F) i E R B AN ARG E S0 H , WRE
ARESRARIX 6 A~ LB WS Y Prkh Z et FRE 451 B 5 X R AL A FIFR AR [ 275 33
IR SRS SR T PRI . HB S BUR B FRBIETE 3 AR B S s (1992) |
(hE T ES Y REE) (1998)  E 8 sh¥) (2000) B8 T —24 S WAt 55 05 5 F R L3309
BRFEY . BXERERISS I EAWHEEXLRREYRER, iz E5" " W E+H % RE—
#aro

AITE LIk 4 AN B AGREM b, 48 BEWNIMEXEE LIRS, I R | Be M K& ZhEE M 3
BT LR YIS BRI K e W T R RAE— R, R E W R,
2 &M
2.1 ZhReEE

R RGBA iy FA AL T RERE . TIBBBRRAE —MERIE X, — R 5 —E ARSI A
TE—2iiE X" o BPBSEE FYTERRE (guilds) ™, B3R 4% (wophic speices) %™, Moore %'
B e SOy - BFARUEYIR B R e E ) R BHm P oS ER M Es. R
RARER, IR ORI EER T AR e 7R B SRR, £1 BRTELR4A
TH 7 AWM BRI THEERE o
2.2 By

WS PR, EE MR T B R itz g R, RN — A E BRI 1,

IR R IR YW E A VAR 2 E L X T R A NEERES LT3R, X7 MR
1, #0) Hunt % R AL S8 B 2 R M AR, O IRA T ™ . O — ek ) SR B LB R
%, W8 R HBERBREYBAFHAARE —NERR, EXMRBER T, RAEFAL(rophic position) & HK
RTEFRE. ERNHR TR EYEEYHENER. LR 7 MEYMNT 5k 5 MEFA: | BBHRE;
I ME S EEEENES , ARAE JBAEE EREE AL, IeNEE e NS, Gl #ER .
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REEKH REER MWLM AR RAEBRMES; VR RmMad , g REY MR kSRR MR
Sy VIR EE , AEM R g ME B . NS, S EAEE R, RAEF MK (E 2B),
BABREBRT , B SERRIBSRARE,

®1 7 A LERBMPIhEEEYS
Table 1 Functional groups classification within seven soil food webs

TP Soil food webs

[22]

I §EF% Funnctional group

CPER LH-IF LH-CF HSB-NT HSB-CT KS-B0 KS-B120

R 2 Roots + + + +
)8 Detirtus + + + +
¥ &4 Microbe

#AE Bacteria + + + +

J& &= E B Saprophytic Fungi + + + +

B E B Mycorrhizae + n.a. n.a. n.a.
JE A 34 Protozoa

P2 B Amoebae + + JE A zh#) Protozoa JE A zh#) Protozoa

HE<E 11 Flagellates + + JE A zh#) Protozoa JE A zh#) Protozoa

#F & Ciliates n. a. n. a. JE A zh#) Protozoa JE A zh#) Protozoa
£R I Nematodes

A 1847 Herbivores + + + +

A& 405 Bacteriovores + + + +

A B Fungivores + + + +

1 ¥ Predaceous + + n. a. +

Z&Er 4 Omnivores + 1 1 Predaceous n. a. P& P Predaceous
T §esh¥y Arthropods

A B MK RIS B 3h 4 Predatory Macroarthropods n. a. n. a. n. a. +

1A Predatory mites + + P& $ Predaceous +

A4k 192 Nematophagous Mites + + P& $ Predaceous P& P Predaceous

B & P %5 Mycophagous oribatida + + + +

B R RS H %% Mycophagous prostigmata + " + +

A 4B 2% Bacteriovores mites X + X +

#E H Collembola + + + +

{# 2 3E H Predators Collembola X + P& $ Predaceous P& P Predaceous
353047 Annelids

#2115 Enchytraedis n.a + + +

¥45] E arthworms x + + +

CPER: £ EHB B R M HERFRiRKEX Central plains experimental range , Colorado, USA; LH ; fif22 Lovinkhoeve 3% Lovinkhoeve experimental
farm , the Netherlands; IF ;£ iR\l Integrated farming; CF ;%4 Conventional farming; HSB ;32 714 IF. Horseshoe Bend B 5% 34 Horseshoe Bend
research site, Georgia USA ; NT: %3} No tillage ; CT: # $#}k /£ Conventional tillage; KS: Ff# Kjettslinge X361 Kjettlinge experimental field, Sweden.
BO: Ajifi N fEK 3 H1 Barely without N fertilizer; B120: % N (120 kg hm ~2a~1) & Hb Barely with N fertilizer( 120 kg hm ~2a~!) ; + . AW b7
7£i%3h BB % Functional group was present within food webs; “ x ” ; AfE7E I 7% Functional group was absent within food webs;n. a. ;: $i8 A7) fJ
Data not available ; &7 . /R I RERF EEE i, I BAZ Y TR BB K H 93— 22 Name, functional group was included under a broader

category, e.g. “protozoa” were not separated.

2.3 BRE

TEE YK E (pattemn ) H —BEK SR, BAESHHE LB R Pimm™ | Dunne'™’ & Romanuk
23 EE, Moore!™ 7 Pimm"™  BFSTELAE | %+ & Yy MBI R AT 40 AP RER A4S, Bp R T RETE 2 4
FAME TR, HERMN LR LA MR S50 ZARHE N : DI RERE- MK 14 ~ 19 4>, %8 E 1 0. 21
~0.29, P EERKE R 2.27 ~4. 22, FHERRESE HEFIERERSE,
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Hilz ]
Bacteria AR B
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Bl1 22 Lovinkhoeven I ILR &R Wb B TR T 4 /N + W0 B Ay BAERY )
Fig.1 The soil food web of the Lovinkhoeve Experimental Farm, Netherlands( winter wheat, integrated plot) [%!
BARFNEERILEBAENIARER The dashed lines indicate potential feeding relationships that were not quantified; I - V. &3 represent

different trophic position

e BRSO R B YN — M E SRR SRE, D28 T B Y M B A SR E, TERE P
BYRMBERERSIARMEBER ., TEXFERT , Moore 4"’ Moore il De ruiter*! % Fi— 8L To4 H J7 Be e M7
YN R . R4 (cluster analysis, CA ) F1#LEIH)] 51| /047 ( canonical discriminant analysis, CDA) 3¢
VA TIBERE B R, T RIE WP B9 5y B 454 . B, Berg Al Bengtsson'™ ¥ Bray-Curtis b1 &
G = £ Bl g g i

BT YNGR, EEER, F REAREHRR LA YMER PRI THRRWAR, EZEMR
BIXI MM 37 R %=“ Loop group” /INELF FHFF % 45 ( community matrix ) 5E PR T YIS H, W LR T5
P e YRR e R TR P AR R B o B R L R A M R TR B R AR AR Hunt 07
Berg %) +- S Ary MIFE , 4k Hi 5k SIM (stable isotope modelling) /4, BT LA e ff v + 488 £ 9y W R sl C
B FRICIRES , T LA e M RE ik ®’ , PEaCE ( pacific ecoinformatics and computational ecology
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lab) LM HFE 1 T Foodweb3D B4 , XTI LLLA S i) 75 = B HH & Y M5 i EL 7T LUR TR ¥ M 25t 7
e Rt g
3 HER

FEERYIR R, DIBRAIAME Y B R 1R TR R L R o 7 RN, — B PR 1] A A
A (B Y AR ) SRt L PR BRR AR R, e % T R o T 1 AR, T — /)
LR T X MEEL,

3.1 [Epd R

BRI ROy B — IR Y B — ENN H PN — &, X RN EYESETREN
EYR LT REHEE) . B TIRRH WA TINS5

Bk 8 (kg C hm ") 5d 2 HARFET-H(a™ ) sp TR (a™) 500 LR (a™) 50,00 HEYAE
Bk WM o BT AR RO DR AR S AR RO AL E 3 A D 100010 A 1, PR PR Mg 3 ol FR Bl
Yoy 2, &1,

RS ERIUANBEUE S ThRERE A -

Fy DIREREj MIOURERE i BOBRA HR (ke C hm™a™"); F 2 TUREHE ) MThAERE) AWM B % (ke C
hm™*a™) ;M THRERE ) FTATHEH X TIRERE j AR (kg C ma™") . HSF,CN,, h B HBRALL;
CN, 0 THEFHEBRA ;0 oy TIRERFEE .

ERBHH, BRFETR d, AR o) A7 p, 1 O/N BRR— L H B, A IIREREA RAE I, 10 3R 2,

®2 TALRRYNM PR EESH
Table 2 Physiological parameter values for the functional groups within seven food webs!*?!

C/N a; pj d;

4 Y Microbe

4l Bacteria 4 1.00 0.30 1.20/1.10°*

A Fungi 10 1.00 0.30 1.20/0.10°*

WBE-MEH B E R Vesicular arbuscular mycorrhizae 10 1.00 0.30 2.00
JE A zh4) Protozoa

Pl B Amoebae 7 0.95 0.40 6.00/1.00*

HE<E 11 Flagellates 7 0.95 0.40 6.00/1.00*
& i Nematodes

A% Herbivores 5 0.25 0.37 1.08

A& 405 Bacteriovores 5 0.60 0.37 2.68

A EH Fungivores 5 0.38 0.37 1.92

1# & ¥k Predators 5 0.50 0.37 3.00
FREEHY Arthropods

B ALY 35 Biz3h ) Herbivorous herbage arthropods 8 0.35 0.40 1.84

AT Bshd) Predatory herbage arthropods 8 0.70 0.30 1.84
A A P BI 3h Y Herbivores macroarthropods 8 0.45 0.40 1.84

B AR5 Besh¥ Microbivorous macroarthropods 8 0.50 0.35 1.84

AR B 3h 4 Predatory macroarthropods 8 0.60 0.35 1.84

1Al Predatory mites 8 0.60 0.35 1.84

A 28 H1 495 Nematophagous mites 8 0.90 0.35 1.84

B8 K. 1% Cryptostigmatic mites 8 0.50 0.35 1.20

JE &S 145 Non-cryptostigmatic mites 8 0.50 0.35 1.84

A& 405 % Bacteriovores mites 8 0.50 0.35 1.84

A EF ¥ B Fungivores collembola 8 0.50 0.35 1.84

{# A B )E H Predators collembola 8 0.50 0.35 1.84
3353047 Annelids

£243] Enchytraedis 5 0.25 0.40 5.00

Wiz %5] Earthworms 5 0.25 0.40 2.40

* 439403 CPER/HSB/LH B4 MA1 KS B4#JM The two values refer to the webs from CPER/HSB/LH and KS, respectively

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn



5060 £ K5 % K 28 %

RIEF—IRFRENEYE = BRNEYESR .

Fap, =M, +dB=F, = %:Td_fo (1)
THRERE j XTTHRERE | BB R A .
w. B,
Fij =" — Fj (2)
2wijk
F, = Y F, (3)
R REM E, C N T HBEITELAR R
Coin = anaj(l _pj)Fj (4)
_ . D;
Now = 3, a(1/CN,, - CNPM)F,- (5)

EtE CN g s, ERHTARRANHEENBRER, BARREFBEENER T BRRL,
BpP=0(X1), REEFZPHREREATHREBREENBERERITE, HBERIEF VB REBL N ELN M
LFIEHBERHR. SR REBIRPINEE A Y E A e, TR T e Ned BIra MRe
E, E2A REYNPSIRBENIRE R, Lhhbh, AT HEAEER, FESERBEAMFLEEREWNE
W, BEARE TS L Schroter ™,

3.2 WH

FI R T e A ML B R O] DAL S B0 3 C N Bk, B3R 6 MM s (CPER B4R BRSL) , De ruiter
PO R AR RIFIE C N F L SEMNE R TR RE RIS R A L, R C 7k
R 5LRR BN B EEEML, BV AR FER YN EsE 25, 78 LH-IF fi LH-CF g4’ SEEE RN N 5
AL Z 5 A I B B 45 R, 72 HSB-NT 5 HSB-CT Mo, A2 N bR E T S5 HRBK
PR RINER . 78 KS-BO M+, &Y MBI N 74k 35 F R i fl B F R A 2115 3]
f9%: R, TiZe KS-B120 M, S RIS R . Berg £ WIBIST LR N .C 4brp , JE I A4 R
%, 235 M 2 BB R Z RS SRR AL N 9 B 45 R iR A AR, ¥ 2 P LA R o5 S 45 2R 85%
A, MR 2RI RZ 55 15 50% 7130% . Schroter 27 1 FIA B T Frf b3 (N-SE) B Lg%
(S-SE) 2 (DE) fikE (FR)4 X ZRMFEH B C N 774k, SHIF LR =B 7 MEE I B4 M
., N-SE 5 S-SE g M C 5™ bR 5/MEE S R, DE f1 FR YRR L C 7L T AR
2R, BT FR YW, UK N B SIMERES R 3

FF & B A T DL T4 BB RERT C N B LI BE#k. De ruiter 5™ Bloem & 53R T iR 7 4
Y M THREEEXS N 7 AL STk, 45 R KW . 76 CPER 1 LH-CT ¥R, A& X N L k& K,
52% , EEEKTRZE N 1% (LH) B 34% (KS-B120) , 7& LH-IF . HSB(NT 5 CT) .KS-BO &1/, J8 A4 3
HIXT R LTI K, 5370 46% ,48% F11 45% . X =H A RA YA R SR EIL TR AHEY C/N Ik
AR, MRBIXEY LR TTERE /N, \ 1% (HSB-CT) 3| 6% (LH-IF) , HAKFA LYY N 7 LT BRI, A
R 1% ,{B7E CPER S RIFRIE, h 18% ,H 13% B B T B, Berg & WBIAL R BoR  2EK M
B R, B C 5T R R K, E AR IER, E & C 74 75% , ZEBHRET , 18
HITRBRE K, o 63% s BA-Lrh,3 RIBIKMAL, WUIEE R B R Eteind N 5 b8k, Schroter 21
X EGHALER (N-SE) (I St A #F (S-SE) fEE (DE) fiik E (FR) 4 ML X ZRAREET CON AR &R, +
BAEYITR AL TTECN 7% ~13% , HPEFRARERMTEE K. N§ L RRE, BPER, Ram B aEE
YA RRAE SR E R RRE R, HRERE , R EMEEA AR, 8L, HEEYX N R
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MR T X C 7Ly m,

WeAh, B T AR R R A& DI RE R P BE EORIR A XT e fil. HIBE Y MR BE Rk TR N 40 . BB A
AR, A DhRER X = RERL REE R IR IR1G 0 RETRFR N BB R i 18 ( Energy channel) , B ITHE 41, R E
ERFAAERANERERR, EEABRRARBHEER D, Kb AERRMEEERIHEN K/NZRI
SHAEMGEH D, Beare® R TEXFMMBERBH EELNET  DAEMEARB N LS L8, 25
ALEFAE VAR AR, XRE BT ER, fiIHA 8 C AR ERRE, ZUEEERAIEN
TS, B THASEE L, AR EEE, S TENREC AR ERS, St 2EEl s %Rt
MEMIIBRESRARBRYM L BMARER, 2O RASREVEHIBEENESR  REE T EY
RRE ) GRS MEH REEE UGB HERERES,

4 BER.IEFBESKEEN

KALCKR, RN E HEAEREMANERAZ —. RERRBAEYNREEBURT Y MEsH (40
i R RS E) 1, De ruiter,Moore Neutel 22 A& BT L3R 7 A T3 & Yy, 4 A1 S2 16 $dE
MR RSB AER, S T 8BR, BESHSRERXRDD220Y  MFAaBT S RAGE
BIRWEEES R R BT S A T i R R — 184

REBAZMAFRNEN, AN E CHEZEHRA R, BN, REdERERERE
£ (Local stability) , BIZEB/MY TR T , BEVE R P RSRE S . PRSI BE B AR MREE
RaE, R REFHERS Y RN EEN, KA May™ B8 k. BB R EER, B
PR MR A AL N X VR SRR R B 408 . B TREFRREE A IE ARFR T etk AR ey i, KAMRFE T 2
ALRHS | B I T PR R P R R (. (CBE SRR i) ¥/ T 0, MR REB T e , P R KR E
SB35 [B] B 8] ( Return time) , )R T RS B B PR PRIB ., HA —TMRIEEXTHSET 0, Wik
BYIMATEE,

BRI/, AR R REEFRES B SR YN ARG ARk , 2 MW LS8 s RE I MY , 76 BB It P 2L Atk
b RIATHREREZ R EAE FR B, LUK BRI N S| B SR ThRE M. FEFISR B M R B T B YT R B4
P RS R T MR EN R, ey AR 3 NS5 (RS, S I AT
BE) v MR I E B A, 78 May'™ LS S MR b BEE R I — &, X SRR
AR, T RYIR b, MR RIR B VAL HBRRENS 55— T BRRERL A Y AR T (BB R P oy 45 B AR Wy B3k
BE) !, De ruiter S ™ Y BHHR B W BB R T (R B/ BEVE SRR/ Wi ™) 548
%, F Lotka-Volterra 5 2R AR5 3028, I TH o) i AR ZU 5 R WD Bk BE A, T LT ) R 3B M i Th
BEREAE EAE SR, (XM 7 I aEH R T RERE 5 B M EAE R, B 353 . Moorer &7, [HH,
WA E LA NMEEAER, SRR AR, R AR B E R EFL TR (d;) FE— 6 (s,) , —BRE 3
ABERE, B s, =1,0.1,0.0117

S ER T AEYINAE AR R, R BERSR A RN, TTEER—ENK R, ERERKXTER 1T
R (Bottom-up effect) , ZEMREFFH H 2 I T 172U ( Top-down effect) (B 2B) o 7347 & A1EF 3R B X458 5E 1
B4 R R, R AR5 B X TR R ST R A — B, X BB IR ST R F /N T BB X R E M T K
(E2C) . & YMIte et s A B AR R T 418 ¢ 3 E 38 B ( Keystone interaction) ,

B EARRNERRESHEIERRENBYRNAMAELL, RBEER RN ESYNBEEER, A LS
. De ruiter 2> 9308, HE— BB R I, &Y MR A AR R — A A B (loop) , FROWEFIEH
35 (trophic interaction loop) , EFFAEFFHIR T HEAER KB, BP N —~YrFh T 457058 & Y N S E B XA
YiRb R R TR A B, SR EAE AU BE— R . I B Dy 3hH Y 5 5% 258F (trophic group ) ™
¥, P EIALE (loop weight) Sy Fh iR ERTER B XHER JLRF¥%, AF/ERRE KR LR B ERIER
L L, BN 3B RANEE T LES R YN E 85, (E 8RR @R E . BRI XIE
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B2 0L Neutel 2, 7ESTRRBGRHIN P, K I B TFEIBREOTTRN, HEEREL , AMERBK( L
FIRORE V3R B — R T ATRON Y 2 NI BRI 2) o MZEREHLIE R , B B PP AL A X5
o BRXFERNYEREERERYMHHEYRETE, WEYBEEEFRO TR MPER. HELSHT
DHES— A A TRIERE AR SH S AL

E ¢ Trophic position
¥#JE Resource TRZEHH &4 Top predators 74 # ¥ Consumer

.
>
o]
@]

anglvarmus semsleley
o it st e

nermiid
Goan nEmaides
Tpasabydan

HROSREE
3

[ |
|
]
1
[ |
|
]
|
1 ]
|
| ]
- I I
] [ ]
[ N1
] | I
it o 1 N ]
macteris. |
tacieia I
I . |
] . |
. I
I N |
] I !
| I | et
1 | 5
| |1
I I |
I I |
I I | ]
] I |
| I ]
HAlYEIR Basal resources
Luncl vl 1 vl v L 1 1 1 1L 1 1 1 1 | I T B |
Q-\ N \Q\QQ\QQQ -40 -30 -20 -10 00 01 02 03 04 05 0 20 40 60
WA 5 3 TR e kR
Feeding rate (kg hm2a™) Interaction strength (a™!) Impact on stability (%)
X P B AT Per capita effect on prey XM 2 2R Per capita effect on predator
SEIE =076  Mean = —0.76 FHE =01  Mean=0.1

B2 22 Lovinkhoeve f 17 M & I (LH-CF) T A MR A K (A) 1EFI3RE (B) R A FISRBE X H8E MR (C) )

Fig. 2 Feeding rates ( A), interaction strengths (B), and impacts of the interactions on food web stability (C) within the food webs of the

conventional practices at the Lovinkhoeve Experimental Farm!®!

B hohEE b SCBliES: % 1,782 The Chinese translation of functional groups in the figure see table 1 and table 2

5 4iF

6% b, &Y MEE FER ARRT AR RERKEESRE™, LY N — H7ER X
B, A—TEOFEERYMNELR, Bl tRYNRAREIN -G EEREENE, EEkliay
Wi}, HEERE P RAE , ST EHEA MR &1 B ARy P RAe sh Y0 e i &4
BREA R 3 IR, H R YN PR ENE A —RK, —SEYRE et RERMENH R,
AR B, — B R DIERIRCE GAEZE N, NS RARRY Ak AR
RETRITE, LW B EOHFAER Y . ERR T EFR L OEE LS, FELEYN
B R AR A S W4 — S R R ER G T RS Wy X U B I S BRI RE T A Bl RS TR BRI E
B35 B HOR AR N B RBARBE (MPN) , X B Z 8 45 R R K™ i BEa b S
A MR E R RESEOR A T I0RE, ZREA™ iR Bt AN SR, HEEY
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EAMT I, RAWTARIELER , Bt RAENT RS, AR RREr™ , £k, +HEg
IR & R E MR FBRA o eSh, i Lotka-Volterra J7 BRI AR BV Bh75 o 167 22, (B 45 ShRB R AL
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