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Soil microbial functional diversity of rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere of three

dominant herbaceous plants in the Dushanzi District
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Abstract: The microbial functional diversity of rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere soils of three dominant herbs in the
Dushanzi area were studied using the Biolog-ECO micro-plate method. The results showed that the microbial metabolic
activity, richness index, and uniformity index were different between the rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere soils of the three
species, and the soil microbial functional diversity of Artemisia boratalensis was superior to that in the non-rhizosphere soil
and to the rhizosphere soils of other two species. Rhizosphere soil microbes are sensitive to sugar, lipids, acids, and
amines, whereas the non-rhizosphere soil microbes are sensitive to acids, and amino acid and carbohydrate carbon sources.
Rhizosphere soil microorganisms have stronger ability to use carbon sources, and microbial carbon source utilization
characteristics differ in different plant rhizosphere environments. Significant correlations (P < 0.05) were observed between
micro-organism activity, richness index, and evenness index, and soil pH, soil organic matter, available phosphorus, and

NO;-N. The rhizosphere soil of Artemisia boratalensis has higher microbial activity and stronger adaptability to the
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environment, and therefore should receive attention in Dushanzi ecological environment construction and management.

Key Words: dominant species; rhizosphere soil; microbial functional diversity; Dushanzi district; Biolog-ECO

LHERAE YR A Y B ERAL R IR 5 15 B AR AR AR A RGO IR IR 55 D RE O T L AR, R
VRIS TC RGN AL AT Ui < i DL bt A S R SR < s 2 , RHAESS
RGP B MR BE IR LR B A -5 P58 2 1D HH A P ) 22 AR B R SRR D i ek . T
TIERCE YT RE S R LI MR ROIRS S RE M R bR 1 AR TR A 8 DL R A
R A B D RE , X W AN [RI PR I5E Hh R A W e v X/ T A R L R 2 D BE R B2

TSR M 2 R L SRR A R 2 18] S R B PR A6 P T B LR ) R A AR B2 1
RS E A 1 AR PR R W BT A R AR B L X RO AT RS R
Gorp AR AR SEACFISZ 15 5 L350 O T AR AARAES R G, B AW AR R i A
T AR S R AT ST, S BN i BRI D 3L R A i 54 A ) i A+ 280 AS [ A AR s 1 2
TR L B 52 X SRR A D S RE AR RO, S DL A

S S AL F AR T A 1 DR P A A AL R R T L N T R A O AR A, o R L b 22
A LK, LA AR BIELA B AT 120 4, KIIRA TN TR, (6545 5 Tk i& shid i) +
SRRV H 45 8 AR SRR A AN . ARG A UET B Z eI, 250 e 2
FEME, BHERCE Y 2R X LSS e AT SRR IR I, 1 3R8 e PEANIE ) A L o e e Al HoA s i Y
FRRIAEAE O R E MR SR AP RS IR Y T S RE i, D i 52 ) 1 3 LA R ) 7T | 5K
LR ALBREE K pH (AR R LI M R R B ST AR IO 3 MR T S B R R
[l B 5 LR E R RO OCR A B TR B8 18 A DR B R T A A S R

ABIEFE LA L DX =R 3 A RO AR B 5 AR AR B 5 BIFFE R R, 2R H] Biolog-ECO fFHRI% , XA
FIE AR PR S AR PR LAl 2V o B M-I B AR R A ) 2 BV B R E A 2R TR ik
YRS A AP R S R AT SE . i IR E DI RE SRR, T S L B A AR P
TIERE W IIRE AR, B L 7 X AR S PR B e SR A BRI

1 HREXER

WG XA F e 3K i il XA AL T Ji i B R AR SR XK, il 5 XA T 84°43'—85°06'E,
44°07'—44°23'N P-4 400m , )R 8.1°C AR R /K it 108.9mm , 4F 3578 & B3k 3008.9mm, Ky /K it
20.8 1, Ja ML AR R B . T 5T K KU 5 AR AE . 5 IX 0 o 2 - o O 3 T K A5
T HRUKEST A+ FE 2B R YA SRR IR E (Artemisia boratalensis) 3% SER (Alhagi sparsifolia ) I
JEATHLY) 5 22 B ( Eremopyrum triticeum) . VU1k 5% ( Tetracme quadricornis) . X 3% ( Petrosimonia sibirica) | i 5%
(Alyssum desertorum) I ( Malcolmia africana) fHF2E ( Ceratocarpus arenarius) % .

2 MREFE

2.1 R

WFFEREHA T2 L A7 AL TR U] 2—3km 38 1A X 38, 308 o A b il 4 080 4, AR 0 F (e B 3 FpoAS
[FIRHE AR A E D RAEA AR TR R 2 RO T, AT R ZEAK IR 34.70% ,23.50% |
11.89% ,7£ F 3C 43512k BLH HMC Al SCJ R,

FETTBEE R BEHLR 5019 15 B 3mx3m AYIX 4L, X2 (B =2m , AR HRE s P A0 5 DL 3 AR 3o f a5
/06 k.,
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22 FREREE

TR T 2016 4F 5 A 25 HREE HYIMRPR 1+ 2 18 Riley Al Barber B} AR PR 4 S BURE AR
Rt B A 1 M IR B O—15em JEFE PN H4E . 22BN RE D7 TR BEN LR/ ING T i 3 BB 4 4 MR BOH:
IR SAEMRER =, A BR A 4), 2 F IR, BT X 4 80k A8, EAGR AR MF T i M S5 ==, i T
—18°C IREE , T 5 SL T RE 2 A R B Ak 0 2
2.3 Mk

S AR M T B 2 REVER ] Biolog-ECO BOFARBEHEFFIIE ™

PRAEAD TR RIS T 10g M6 138 i 08T fF A T J01 250mL = fJfH, A 90mL JCT& NaCl %K
(0.85%) , E )5 , FERERIRT 15min, #E B, B WS W, 76805 TAE G T FJC I NaCl % (0.8% ) #i B 5
107, 1 8 Gl i MEE SRR B B I B BRI Biolog A= 2585 b b, B LN 150wl KA 8 Biolog-ECO H i
7E 28°C E IR A B % 8d, BEFE 24h F ELX-808 BUEEFRAS IR FRMAE 590nm P K 1 IE1H

- HEERAL PR B A4 . pH {E R (EC) | RHEAPL (SOM) | - Bl sk (AP) | L HEE A A (NH; -
N) FIREZAS A (NOS-N) , HARERAVES RS IR AL iy ™,
2.4 Hiraba

FIAR G R LT 2 A T80T

(1) 3R W B9 AT S M F B LB (2 F- 248 468 ( Average Well Color Development, AWCD ) 2115

AWCD = [ Y, (€, - R) | /31

K, Co A RNALAE 590nm T HGHE L R A IEAL A, A9 BE ;31 24 Biolog-ECO /£ AN C 4L
H. C—R/NFFEMFL, FEHEHid R 0, 11.C.-R=0;

(2) Simpson F84((D) .

D=1/Y P}

X, P =(C, -R)/ DY (C - R) ,FRARIEAFL SX AL A, OG22 5N 2E I H(E

(3)Shannon %L (H) :

H=-Y (P, xlnP)
(4)MclIntosh 8%k (U) , H T PEAG TS DI R 50 5

U=,/ (C,-R)?
B R FH Microsoft Excel 2010, SPSS 22.0 Lk} Canoco 4.5 #4318 434, 38 13 J7 22 70 M7 ( Analysis Of
Variance, ANOVA) AHK43HT ( Correlation Analysis) | = 55343 ( Principal Component Analysis, PCA) Ll & 7T

AT (Redundancy Analysis, RDA) #EF7 88803, ir A3 45800 15 IREE R AP 3914,
3 &R

3.1 AFHEYARER SRR PR R T TR AR 1

fEe 1 AL il T IXF R 2R 3 MR A Y Z 8] pH {H . EC .SOM AP \NH;-N il NO;-N % & 7F
PR PR SRR PR O A EAR R 22 5, 3 PR SCI A, HoAR M AR BR -4 pH (E 34/ FAH R
PIAEARPR 1, 22 R I W3 (P>0.05) 53 PR B 145 SOM & = ¥/NTAEMRFR 1, Hirh BLH JEARBR + 38
SOM & i3 5 THRBR £ (P<0.05) ; BLH ARFR AP 5 NH-N &1 B 21X TIEMR PR 1 (P<0.05) ; BLH MR Br
T HE NO;-N & i 2 5 THEMRPR 1 (P<0.05) , H 2 %% T HMC 5 SCJ MR Fr £ &% & (P<0.05) ; Horf ,BLH 4R
PRt dER PRt 28 AP 1 NOS-N 2 S04 & s HMC ARPR-SAEAR PR 13 AP & S A X/ 3 SCY AR Br 3 rf pH
{HAT EC BHAWPI R 5 51 , 439004 8.30 1 190.37 s/ em,,
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Table 1 Chemical properties of rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere soils of different plant species
it i N AR AR e WER
Vegetation Position pH & EC/ SOM/ Available P/ NH;-N/ NO3-N/ Number
(pms/cm) (g'kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
BLH R 8.21£0.11 Aa 181.28+9.85 Aab 6.40+1.00 Aa  21.99+2.75 Aa 48.67+4.31 Aa  5.29x0.52 Aa 15
non-R 8.29+0.07 Aa 171.74+19.40 Aa 9.70+0.57 Ba  31.11x4.51 Ba 83.29+7.19 Ba  4.68+0.06 Ba 15
HMC R 8.24+0.11 Aa 176.73+9.73 Aa  6.88+0.82 Aa  15.27x1.73 Ab  52.61+6.63 Aa  3.63+0.26 Ab 15
non-R 8.30£0.08 Aa 177.38+15.20 Aa  7.15+£0.50 Ab  17.22+1.05 Aa 31.30+2.68 Bb  3.29x0.12 Ab 15
SCJ R 8.30+0.11 Aa 190.37+11.22 Ab 8.78+0.86 Ab  16.35£1.68 Ab  40.35+6.79 Ab  3.56+0.28 Ab 15
non-R 8.28+0.13 Aa 169.54+14.45 Aa  9.36+0.37 Ab  19.58+1.69 Aa 30.98+3.79 Bb  3.83+0.07 Ac 15

BLH. 1k ,Artemisia boratalensis ; HMC ; B , Eremopyrum triticeum ; SCJ ; U557 , Tetracme quadricornis ; EC . R , Electrical conductance;
SOM ; +3EH ML, Soil organic matter;R AR A 43 , Rhizosphere soil ;non-R ; AEAR PR 4338 | non-rhizosphere soil ; A~ [7)]/NE b R & A W [R] — 3+
BT 25 5 0 3 (P<0.05) , RIFIKE 137 ] — FAF ) AN R0 07 - 3 Ak T 22 57 b 35 ( P<0.05) |, BU(E R ~F- 389 + 4 i 2% ( Mean£SD)

3.2 ANFIFEYARPRSAEAR PR L34 AWCD 221k

SPEIFE AL (AWCD ) S S SRR Wi | FRAEA B —BRiR R ) 1 AR 7 — e R
JE b REAE R L SR R YA RE R RO IS IR . AWCD {HBOR , Fm R Wil Ry | R BRI

FE 1 AT, 3 AP 2E A d AWCD {5 24 il Bisf 5] 4E 0dor
N, A AN [R) A 9 - 338 R B A B i 1 A B s 35 35 035 —o— gcl\ﬁR
A ] A I G 0, 9 B A& AR Br L3809 AWCD {H7E 030 = " BiHen

0.25 - —%— HMC-n

24h WICHH BARME 7E 24h J5 2@ ETF AR BR A+ b T

—a— SCJ-n

FHBEE LR
Average well color development

PRFIERPR L, AWCD R A . BLH>SCI>HMC,, -
33 RIS S R LB £ b T8 0
ﬂyt\ﬂ: 0.05
HHE R R T 5 AR bR R I B, 5 % 0 '
B HAS B8 TR B i TR A 0 120h 19 E 5 i DT T

(HHAT T IERE Y R O 2 o0, R 2 h R
#|,BLH 1 HMC B4R b + S8 54 2B 9 Simpson 8 803

B 1 FAEEWRRSIERERTEMEY AWCD FEiE 5 E 8

T
% /. J\:J:‘E' '3 *E IK/]? + ( P<0.05 ) ,S5CJ *E Bﬂ? j:i:% Simpson Eai Fig. 1  Average well color development ( AWCD ) between

K ; Shannon #8 %, BLH 5 HMC R Br + 3 4= 9
Shannon ¥R FAEMRF= £, 17 SCJ BE/NF (P<0.05) ;
BLH JEARFR + MecIntosh #5802 # KT HMC 5 SCJ(P<
0.05),SCJ MR PR+ 5y B8 | & /N THER bR + (P<
0.05) , HAtb e 8T . #5255 . VAR T, BLH MR Br L

B E IR £ W S A RS A HMC R SCT B 858 1 S R e A= 25407

rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere soil of different species

BLH: 1 K ¥, Artemisia boratalensis; HMC ;. 5 % %5 Eremopyrum
triticeum; SCJ; P4 % ﬁ, Tetracme quadricornis; R R s+ %,
Rhizosphere soil;n JEHR PR £ 358 ,non-rhizosphere soil

®2 FREEYWRIERSIERERDIEBEN IR SR 158 120h)

Table 2 The functional diversity of rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere soil microbial community under different plant species(120h)

25 Type PEHEEFEEL Simpson (D) F= 5 FEF8 %X Shannon (H) Y957 BEHE % MelIntosh (U)
BLH R 22.29+1.17 Ba 1.88+0.23 Aa 1.53+£0.28 Aa
non-R 28.09+4.65 Aa 1.80£0.15 Aa 1.28+0.09 Aa
HMC R 28.36+3.34 Aa 1.82+0.34 Aa 1.21+£0.86 Aa
non-R 34.98+4.27 Bb 1.61+0.27 Aa 0.99+0.10 Ab
SCJ R 33.93+4.42 Ab 1.78+0.31 Aa 0.95+£0.42 Aa
non-R 28.20+4.03 Be 2.08+0.14 Bb 1.98+0.08 Be

R 5 non-R, REIRE /NG PR S5 HUER L
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3.4 AR YRPRS AEARPR -3 PR 2R 2R A A 1k

iz FH SPSS x5 3% 120h J5 19 A W AT 0o 430 . B R RE AL EE 15 At il 7 X
15 ke, 31 SRR S o3 A 1 31 FPAS [ IR 4 ok

3 P S A AR B A G AE W A VR ) R FH 25 R L% 3, RT3 A kg, Rt mimk Rk 92.
225% ., %5 1 ERSr(PCL) T Z 510k RN 48.515% , 55 2 F 843 (PC2) 4 30.398% , %5 3 F 14 (PC3) A 13.
312% ., X5 1 EMA(PCL) STRREC KR C URA 12 Fl, 4 B-F 3 DA DL ZUMR v R . D-2F 2L b
TR 07 80 N-ZBEIE-D-F A B -3 TR \D-2F 48 0% D, L-a-H i  a-FRIRMIRS | D-Z S84 45 0 R | #5145
WE- 1-BEBREE DA SE e s %46 2 RS (PC2) STERESKIY C URA 5, A D-AKE IR 40 T-JR SRR R | L-70 %
PR R s X125 3 A4 (PC3) BTk KA H &BE-L-5 &R K L MR a-D-FUME 3 Fh, iR F i
TR AV S 7 R IG2E RS RN ZE A 3 Pl B RIS AT 2 B, EE IR A HIZE AR
NRZS TR LA R s X 3 AR AR PR HER A Ot Lk 4 ZRBRVF HL iUk

®3 =MABEREVREDERENREED RS FHEERiTaaE

Table 3 Eigenvalues and cumulative contribution rate of components

F oy FHIEE TR Fit sk
Component Eigenvalues Contribution rate/% Cumulative contribution rate/%
1 15.53 48.52 48.52
2 9.73 30.40 78.91
3 4.26 13.31 92.23

3 it A AR AR 4 A AR P A S B AE W AR R A R 4 R LR 4 SRR T 3 A E Ay, BiF TRk R A
92.470% , i 1 FRIT(PCL) BT 2 5THRE N 63.417% 55 2 FRLSr (PC2) N 17.323% 4 3 F M43 (PC3) A
11.730% , A3 1 £ (PCL) STBRESR Y C UEAT 14 B,y B-H 3k D-A A5 D2 ZLBEIR v N IR | L-
FEZTR D-AME D-FZUPERENR -8 S B 2- 3 R R 4R HOR IR | L-22 2R r- Y2 5L T 1R | D-24 245 ) b
PR AR LA K8 i s % ef 2 5 SOk AS R C VA 5 B, 23 e L-2R LN &R | a- PRI  N-Z Bt %E-D-
I L R R A a- T R X508 3 2 STRRE K O IS AR 2 381 2 A, DAL 32 B0 o A9 BT ik i U5
RAVIFERRIS 7 Fh , G IETRZE 5 Fl WSS 4 Fh He2E 3 Fp RS | A, BERIEA SRR RS &3
PR LA BB , R ARAR PR - 3= M xsd B 3A 3 Pl 8 Lb A BURk

R4 SHABEREVIFREDEREDRREE RS FEEN Rt aE

Table 4 Eigenvalues and cumulative contribution rate of components

B %y FREH TR E e
Component Eigenvalues Contribution rate/% Cumulative contribution rate/%
1 20.29 63.42 63.42
2 5.54 17.32 80.74
3 3.75 11.73 92.47

XF 3 FAE AR B 55 AR AR B A AR Ml g SR AR B0 2R 4T 3 4 o BT, A5 B AS 4, 4 5 PCL
(79.67% ) F1 PC2(7.93%) , Bt ff B K 87.59% , il LAf#RE BLH . HMC % SCJ iX 3 A 7 I 4 5 F) 1
SRR G B . W 2 Fias , AN AR PR BR PR 1A 40 %o B V5L 1 R P A7 AR 48 B I R 23 1) - 5, ol LA )
MR BRI A YRR IE Z A R A 2R R ) R g5 . Hoh BLH 5 HMC 22 (eI BRVE A 22 5 A8 8.3
3.5 AFEHEYIARPR S HAEMR PR A Py AR b P T A DG OC R

H 1200 EIFE AR fL 2R AWCD (B, 3B #5850 Simpson (D) | 3 & B 8 %0 Shannon (H) | 342 8 41
MelIntosh( U) 5 3 Ak 22 Mk A A8 bRt A TAI G 00T, A3k 5 FT7m , {5 2 [E) 120h BF, AWCD 5 pH & 3 futH o6
(P<0.05) .5 NO;-N B #FIEH(P<0.05) , 55 SOM FI AP #% i3 IF 41 (P<0.01) ;D 5 NO;-N i3 1EAH X
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(P<0.05) .5 SOM % i # 1 A5 (P<0.01) ; H 5 SOM 0.7

BEHIEH X (P<0.05) .55 NO3-N 1% Al 5 (P <0. 06 SBUL
05) ;U 5 pH il NO;-N ¥ @ E A X (P<0.05) . al e
4 e § i
AR K Biolog-ECO AR M T AL T 8 0'(1) i °
VB3 3 RO B AR R B R e | &
TIRE A TR, K A [RIAE ) 22 B) 1) - 38 A ) -02 Y
1EPECAWCD) L3 $5 %0 Simpson (D) | F & R 4K —0.3 o
Shannon ( H) )] FE $8 8% Mclntosh ( U) ¥ AE7E — € 25 04 0 0.I2 0.I4 0.I6 O.I8 I.IO 12

PC1 (79.67%)

St Hor IR AH LA PR AE P AR PR 4 R ) B
SEBUE IR E RS SR, Ry B2 FREREDLEREREDREOENLS S

BLH /E:ﬁﬁ JL/Y E/‘J 3‘31:& , fDlU 1:& ﬂliﬁf 7/{ i , *E /% ﬂ iE Eg‘l , *E Fig.2 Principal component analysis of soil microbial community
M (2 T AR AR M R S R e

Yy, HRERS IS SRR EE X - S E M T RE 2 REE BRI T AR | A [ AR A A 2 R R 1 A 25 R ARG SRR 2
— o Melany & PAS [G]F W 2SI RE A% 52 0+ RG24 0 7% e NS RE2H A% S5 1™ . Kaiser!™)  Smalla' ™ 25 AL &
IR ] by DA [R) R R DR | ] — A ) A (] 5 R A B[] — R PR B[] ¢ B W B AR B RS W) ARV R
A, DL EGEY) S4B 25 R —5, 228025 5 09 S5 R 0] B S AT A 4 B B AR AR AR R 411 A A R AL
SHEAETFARD ) R YRR A YT e ZREE AR S R R IR 56 TEAR TR A K Bt AR SR
FEE S B — g 2SR,

£S5 AUTURABEREMRESFERFELECZERSHENIESHENAXXE

Table 5 The correlations between microbial functional diversity and chemical properties of rhizosphere and non-rhizosphere soils

KRB Correlations AWCD Simpson (D) Shannon (H) Meclntosh (U)
pH -0.54" 0.15 -0.12 -0.54"
EC 0.13 0.07 0.03 0.04
SOM 0.72** -0.72*" 0.55" 0.22
AP 0.69** 0.05 -0.03 0.10
NH}-N -0.01 -0.08 0.02 -0.08
NO3-N 0.64" 0.54" -0.63" -0.60"

* Frn P<0.05; + * FrR P<0.01

WS i W AN [FAE AR B A Wy 25 8 B KT A SRR PR £ 33X 7T G2 PR A AE P AR 3R R )
BRARLEAR PR + R E YR AL T 38 A K A I S5 W R 5, A ) ) AR B - 58 0 W i K AL & R 22 AR B At
A et B RS AR B BE D AR 5 R I A A T 9 A B 4T 4 v AR R R A RIS I R 2 SR —
TATHERIR 2 At 2% PR - SR B 5 - S R 2 R P AR PR B Y IR, B SCY A, HoAb B R A
MR PR 4% pH {E 1 EC ¥/NFHEMRPR £, 1 i fh 22 5 09 5L R AT RESZ R4 BLH 5 HMC 72 AR PR AB A% 2 514
() B — b 3 MO /b 58 O | S H T AE AR 28 X AN [ 49 J5i 1) W A5 SR AR [ e 0 AR s 1
B A6 ) T AR A B A W sl A S AR PR R B R R AR A Y ARG Hh T LB T
SR 5 R RS AT IS N SRR AR 1, I 45 A W AR R A AR AR A B AR T e R R

AW S AR O R BYBFSE KR, SOM X AWCD 1 U NOZ-N X H ¥ EA TR0, X n] REJ&
9 SOM A 3t AE W He A 0h B %) 5 SR ) ST N R 1, R T 3 A 03 PR B 2 05, 1T NOS -N AN BB A% 42 /= Tl A
WG Pk , I Bt T 0 ) Gl A A X O AR R L B, BRI A, IR R A 2R T e 4 Rt e 1
R 43 SR RIS 24 (R B R RS AR  TA  TE ME S T e R i - SRR B S I A v
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PS5 INREZREMER) E BB T, S W58 R —8 5 |
5 #ig

(1) ANFIRLPIHR P55 AEAR PR Al A P A58 B2 AN ], AN 5 v AR S AR B - LA 5 B B 2 3 45 45
TR B SR DI S RS RIS RN SRR IR o L B RURE , AR AR B - e AR W R T IR VR
A B HESS A I 57, KR P SR W0 R P D 58 B2 B K, ELAS [R) R ) S RUAR B R S Bt 2 W e DA PR AR A T
WFTE R AR AAT AE RERE AR = IR GIE YR PE DI RE M, R OUB L oA ) T3 N PR A2 1k

(2) 5 A 2 PR R AH 5 70 A e B, 52 il L e R A= W D BE 2 R PE A9 £ 20 74 pH {H . SOM AP Al
NO;-N, FRUIRZ0R LA W) 2 B B D BN B IR o )R U AR R I S5 I 3 56, ik 5 4
PEAPERATAE—E B AR, EIRJZ SC R MR IS A fr it — 2B
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