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&) AN IR Oribatella WPEHESTE . 7225 AE- RS R BE 2 0] + e S ivs SRR (A R B 2 5
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Correlation between the diversity of soil mite communities and environmental

factors in Tianshan Forest Park in Xinjiang, China

Pazliya HELIL, Omar ABLIZ" , Aliya SIDIK
College of Life Sciences and Technology, Xinjiang University, Urumqi 830046, China

Abstract; To explore the relationships between the diversity of forest soil mite communities and environmental factors in the
arid area of northwest China, soil mite communities and environmental factors in 7 different habitats in Tianshan Forest Park
of Xinjiang were measured in 2014. The relationships between the diversity of soil mite communities and 10 environmental
variables were analyzed by a detrended correspondence analysis (DCA) and redundancy analysis (RDA). A total of 24399
adult specimens of soil mites were captured, belonging to 4 orders, 56 families, and 108 genera (including 9 new records
in China ), Oribatella was the dominant group. Analysis of variance ( ANOVA ) showed that there were significant
differences in the diversity indices of soil mite communities among the 7 habitats (P < 0.05). The Shannon-Wiener diversity
index (H) decreased as follows: coniferous forest > nursery garden > broad-leaved forest > shrubbery > conifer-broadleaf
forest > meadow steppe > glade grass. RDA indicated that the first and the second axes explained 34.8% and 27.3% of
variation in the main community variables of soil mites, respectively, and all the environmental factors explained 82.1% of
the variation in the species composition of soil mite communities. A Monte Carlo displacement test showed that there was a

significant correlation between the 10 environmental factors and all ordination axes ( F = 7.355, P = 0.002). Altitude, soil
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water content, and organic matter content had significant effects on the structure and diversity of the mite community.

Key Words: Tianshan Forest Park; soil mites; community diversity; environmental factors; redundancy analysis

TR R AR S R G L RS W A B R oyl A B s S B RS S A LB R A E L,
et - MRS AR b 5 A 0 ) 4 ) SO PR R R e U s T LR R A AL R R R AR
PR T B S A A ) A e b I SERIT A A A (Rt 38 Al A8 0 e e 3 9 0 14 2 AR
R R IR PRV P R S 7 A SRR O A 2 A et 2 3 o - A M T
AT ) 2 R L S D 14 43 A e L M S S O R R S e RV AR SR B A R
T3ON AERRRA 2 R GE HPBCRORTAR T S 235 3l | L R P2 B (PR AY ) | b SRR 58 I A B 5 5048 R 35
W 4 R A A T B ERTA Lk BRI A G B AR R YR A Sk
LIRS RGAIT I TS . W ETERDRE , CA RIFTFE £ B P e R0, Mg e+ 51X, TR B
st T SRRV 2 B T T ST ARGE I AR D, A 5% R VR AR R S PRR DN RO AR AT 5T O WL
i1 R

R AR FE LT B B AR ST AR R AR R ILAE S, B 58 K57 70 km 1992 4F 12 A #%E N HiR X
PR, BTN 3918 km? , FEMFI N 242, BRARERTERINE, e b M A 7R K 1400—2800 m Z [H] , #f
AREEBOPRBRAR -5 L RS SR ] 23 A, R AR 508 242 (Picea schrenkiana ) , TEFEABRIX & 4 XL 5,
5 HE TR REAN A MU AR DT ELR0L, R L AR A Pl XU DX RAT T e Rk it g Ll A A 45
ZH0 ARSI il T LATE Sl AN A5 B A AT IR O B 3 AR AR 25 R L A0 LR PR A R B LAY
FEE, HATAER, i T B HCROMUAR T 15 S 58 AR A Pl AR 2SR5 L HH BEAS RI R IR A, 3 iR
DL R A W) AR PSR A P T ORI AR AL . 3640 1k B0 R ZR AR Bl T 5 32 2890 I B B T
VA BB HESH A 25 0 AR S5 T7 T, AR, R ILARAK 2 Bel - Sl A Vs A P S 5 BRI Ry PR 200G 8 1 A
AR, I, ARBIFORRA T il LR AR L SN R B C R N BRMAE S RS RE B +
SRR i A W PEAN S A W) AR R AP B R Al

1 RS

1.1 BT X MEOCFIAE Hb ik 4

5T X S 7 T3 ok SR K37 (87°48'—88°08E ,43°42'—43°56'N) , 4K 1400—3200 m, 45 P4 5% 26 km, B
JbK 23 km , FRIX TR 4 T3 hm? , ARl 4 2.87 J7 hm?, FRARET 35K 67.98% ., JRALIRAT KBt S0, K 4%
PR AR E A, R AR AR -11.6°C , PR 4°C, B IR -33.4%C ,7 A FHA0RE 15°C,
e i fe e A 30.5°C , AR FE7K A 500 mm, BT 20 em, 30 W i Ll B )+ ORKE EUBRAR L SEES + KORES 1
FRHRRI Y IX A A 488 45 A0 RN S B 0 BT 3K 20 km [T S0REAT | 7R 55 SREAS T4 WIe 88 7 25 f) 2550 4t
bR PR TE] B R TR A PR AR P TR E AR 7 AL A= 55 F GPS %8 137 28 G i i 45 1l 1) v B 2
SRRl R I R AR M R [R) 2R AR B BRI R 1,
1.2 REITE

SYIAE 2014 4 4 7.9 H K 11 H apxE K 1L ZRMRA Bl P SRR B e T 7 PR AR BEIEA T sORAE
BB E 3 420 mx20 m BIEEDT, BRI REAILIEER 5 R 5, AR IS 5 m 24y FERERE A
FEXTFALRIER 5 DI TIRER R TIRER A RN 100 em REERS , 70 4 12 (0—5.5—10,10—15,15—20 cm)
AT RAE , HRAE 560 FE, [RIBSFEASFE SRR — (IR L AERRI - e A M BT, B T AT AR AR B AT
[ISE5G SR FH R R A Tullgren 12244 th/INEL 4 398 2 D = 398 5 v 43 B 1R K ST PERE B Wi ZRAR AR
PEF SO HARE— LR = .Balogh J #1 Balogh P A} Krantz GW Fll Walter DE S R R T T 4y
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KT R RGNS T

F1 FEXUHFEWRAE7HMARESSHERHS
Table 1 The distribution traits of 7 typical habitats in Tianshan forest park of Xinjiang
AT BB LAY R/ m el FE YA

Habitat types Location Elevation Soil types Dominant plant species

o . ¥ ( Festuea ovina L.), F H ( Leymus
J5 43°49'06"—43°51'08" i :
! ﬁﬁg)ﬁi §7°5224"—g7o53'417 200 3090 i chinensis Tavel.) , % 52 ) ( Kobresia Willd) , -
eadow steppe PR (Poa annua L.) , E#E Bryophytes %5,

FIE K2 (Picea schrenkiana Fischet Mey.) , 1%

g ek 43°47'22'—43°49'08" o o KABFRIRL K2 (Abies fabri (Mast.) Craib) , #r 31 1% 12
Coniferous forest 86°59'36"—87°14'44" (Abies sibirica ) , 2% #8 % ( Geranium wilfordii
Maxim) , 14K Lichens , & #% Bryophytes 4§,
m H K ( Urtica fissa E. Pritz.) , K& 75 ( Phlomis
AP E 43°46'09"—43°49'28" 4G 1 I S R
e ' e S7o45 24 _groqq' 18502050 I L) B % & ( Ziziphora sp.), B8R ( Poa
glade annua L.) , A% ( Taraxacum spp.) % .
FIR K2 ( Picea schrenkiana Fischet Mey.) , K
N, N LLIAE Wk ( Sorbus tianschanica Rupr.) , K LI #E
B 2 43°49'30"43°51'28" o g A ,
\Y féﬂt ,Jf{tbf%dl of forest 87053'34" 7058'48" 1850—1950 FABARM L ( Betula tianschanica ), 1 % ( Populus
onifer-broadleaf fores| —
davidiana) , - 3K ( Poa annua L.), Hi A<
Lichens , & #£ Bryophytes,,
B 45 ( Populus  talassica Kom.), 11 1%
(Populus davidiana ) , Wl B ( Salix babylonica
v [{] AR 43°47'12"—A43°48'08" 1720—1850 TR - L), 2404 ( Ulmus laciniata) , B& ¥5% ( Rumex
Broad—-leaved forest 87°56'24"—87°56'41" acetosa 1..) , 7E1i] ( Plantago asiatica 1.) , 72
¥ ( Taraxacum sp.) , /- (Poa annua L.) ,
A Lichens, ##% Bryophytes 55,
B ¥2 (Abies sibirica ) , V5 4A F W 75 0f A4
. Larix  sibirica Ledeb ), K I ¥¢ ( Betula
i 43°46'02"—43°59'18" b - ( o 5
VI ;3 L d 83042'24"—2504512'4?” 1710—1750 RE tianschanica ) , L5 2 ( Deyeuxia arundinacea
trsery garcen L.) , ¥ % ( Geranium wilfordii Maxim) , #i1 4K
Lichens , Z#F Bryophytes 45
K1 ( Platycladus orientalis 1..) , /INEE ( Berbens
N rron L en sp.) , W48 ( Rosa sp.) , 2.4 (Lonicera japonica
i 43°48'38"—43°49'45 /) .
VI {Si’ir/trl\}j':)kerv 87050 24"87°59749" 1710—1950 ReEt Thunb.) , | /7 ( Eryngium foetidum ) , - 2R

( Poa annua L.), Hi &K Lichens, & #%
Bryophytes 4§

1.3 FEIREEFE TR

FEVRAE S A RIS I A SRS B AR N 7 (R A R WRE pH AP A 2
SRRSO RS ER IR Tk A B R R A T R 0 ) A b N R B I s
ek o R T2 (GB 7172—1987) 3% R UL R AR E F KR, FKR (%) = (G,-G,) (B L H -
TLH)/G,x100%, T 3FEA LT 5ok H 3% R A — B R 7 W A6 75 (GB 9834—1988) i, T8 &
S0 GB 9836—1988 1Ll &2 ; 3 8 & 5 2 R GB 9837—1988 L& ; ISR &S M GB 7173—
1987 WL RE 5 ek f R F/K IR PR A (B iR ) M2 (NY/T 1121.16—2006) 1'%
1.4 ik

it 7 Foh A B 0] - SRR 4 R R AT 2 REE AR Y

(1) Shannon-Wiener ZFEPEFEEL (H) . H =- z (P;InP;)

i=1
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(2) Margalef +& FEFE(M): M = (S - 1/InN)

(3) Pielou Y55 %0(E) . E = H/ H__ = HInS

(4) Simpson EHSETER(C): € = Y, (n/N)*

(5)Jacccard BEEFIIIERE (¢): g =c/(a +b - ¢)
Aorf, N OB R SR, S FCER 1 R i SRR, PSR A ¢ 28 IR AR g 2R A
B n 05 | RBEAREL, o WEEE A SA MR b AR B SA AT c s A 5 B it
A, KM Canoco 4.5 M5B LIRS W AP BB ZHE SRR R R, FEHITHET 2 200, & 5t
X ) o R AR5 7 5% 1 4347 ( Detrended Correspondence Analysis, DCA) , Z5 5 s, A HEF i K K
INTF 3, RIIE A e FHTCAY 0 AT ( Redundancy Analysis, RDA) HEF e, % BRI IRBE K 19 ZREE 7T 5 S 2L
HEP A5 R AN AT 5 FEHE1T RDA 4307, 7155 T IR 7 1 I ik & 4K (inflation factor, IFs) . 25K KM, rf
WA T I R AN T 10, BEIABRREE R - [ A L2 Pk 40555 , v LR 5 18, [WINh T s/ Muw a9
AR EE SR B, AT ETI R T IAERE B0 T 3 AR, A HEE R Y H Monte Carlo FfifL#
(499 ¥, P<0.05) K3 it ATHG S . A T S/ IMUEFRA PR ouT HE 45 R 52 e, X BT A HE P BB H0UE T 1 F A A
AYREALAL B 52 5 FH Canoco Draw 221l RDA HEF K, R E 7 2243871 (One—way ANOVA ) Flfz /N i 35 22
S5 (LSD) HEA R B 2 18] 1 22 57 , B P 07 22 20 Wl SPSS 19.0 B AFT LA Excel 2010 528,

2 RS54

2.1 ISR VE A BB AR AL

FAFRMO T 7 FhAS 5] A= 355 IEA AR - 352 24399 BRI 26 b5 A, Ji T 4 H 56 Bl 108 J& (4% 9 4~
EHrCsR)E, WK 2)  H g H 21814 H 40 #} 81 J& , S kY 89.4% ;<IN H 2131 2,10 £ 16 J& ,
d B 8.73% s Wi T T H 416 H 5 BLo J& , 5 B0 1.71%, BT H 38 H 1 B2 &, 8019 0.16%
W2,

®2 FEXLUZRLCEARDERLEHREEEARRBENF (2 =5E ,%/m)

Table 2 Community composition and quantity distribution of soil mite communities in Tianshan forest park of Xinjiang ( Mean+SE)

4 J=% 3% A1/ % 22 RE
W IR Palaeacarus 0 12 0 4 0 6 0 22 99.5 +22 0.09 +
% WP % 8 Brachychthonius 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 36.2+8 0.03 +
1HEEF )& Liochthonius 0 16 0 0 32 6 0 54 244+54 0.22 +
KB4 )& Trichthonius 30 20 0 0 10 18 6 84  379.8+84  0.34 +
=4 P HEIE Rhysotritia 556 424 0 0 44 82 48 1154  5217+1154  4.73 ++
W )8 Hoplophthiracarus 22 38 0 17 46 10 24 157 710+157 0.64 +
%W IJE Phthiracarus 0 20 0 0 6 0 0 26 117.5+26 0.11 +
H W )8 Archoplophora 0 138 6 99 0 40 8 291 1316£291 1.19 ++
LB HEEE Epilohmannia 0 90 0 180 38 78 102 488  2206+488 2.00 ++
& F 9% )8 Malaconothrus 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 22.6+5 0.02 +
= H WS Trimalaconothrus 0 0 0 4 0 0 13 17 76.9+17 0.07 +
6 FF 856 )8 Nothrus 82 100 14 51 108 66 20 441 1994+441 1.81 ++
FLIR B 5 8 Trhypochthonius 64 234 52 114 200 134 104 902  4078+902 3.70 ++
S H 8 Allonothrus 0 4 0 45 0 0 0 49 221.5+49 0.20 +
HEH R Camisia 24 256 8 210 50 126 98 772 3490+772 3.16 ++
ST R & Platynothrus 30 0 0 0 0 14 0 44 198.9+44 0.18 +
WHEEE Eremulus 0 116 0 21 0 24 0 161 728+161 0.66 +
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24 % iE ! RO
7S P8 Eremobelba 0 8 0 0 8 12 0 28 126.6£28  0.11 +
TEREFEE Hypodamaeus 110 32 6 22 82 26 58 336 1519+336 1.38 ++
TR 2 F IR Belba 0 30 0 0 0 0 0 30 135630  0.12 +
KEEH B Epidamaeus 44 166 8 66 80 18 38 420 1899+420 1.72 4+
FA R H B Licnodamaeus 0 12 0 0 56 12 0 80  361.7+80  0.33 +
e e IR Eremaeus 0 200 0 0 28 0 228 1031228 0.93 +
Pleodamaeus Paschoal , 1983 54 22 0 18 96 0 190 859190 0.78 +
Plesiodamaeus Grandjean, 1954 6 0 0 11 0 8 0 25 11325 0.10 +
Adrodamaeus Paschoal, 1983 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 8 36.2+8 0.03 +
Odontodamaeus Paschoal , 1982 0 32 0 0 14 8 0 54 244.1+£54 0.22 +
Joshuella Wallwork , 1972 0 14 0 19 0 0 0 33 149.2+33  0.14 +
Crotonia Thorell, 1876 0 46 0 23 0 0 0 69  311.9+69  0.28 +
SF-FEH IR Plaryliodes 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 36.2+8 0.03 +
WS Oppia 0 64 0 21 16 0 0 101 456.6+101  0.41 +
2 H1 )& Multioppia 0 69 0 12 19 0 16 134 605.8+134  0.48 +
H IR Phauloppia 0 15 0 0 3 0 0 18 81.4=18 0.07 +
/NI Oppiella 0 1006 24 453 94 90 36 1703 7699+1703  6.98 ++
DU B8 i - Quadroppia 0 90 8 240 86 10 22 456 2061.6x456  1.87 ++
TR T8 Microppia 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 14 63.3+14 0.06 +
Stachyoppia Balogh, 1961 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 912 0.01 +
KL H ) Lasiobelba 0 0 0 6 4 0 0 10 45.2+10 0.04 +
W& Liacarus 208 128 18 45 92 62 16 569  2572+569 2.33 +
W& Carabodes 46 32 0 9 30 16 16 149 673.6+149  0.61 +
T3k TR Tectocepheus 32 300 16 99 330 48 76 901 4073+901 3.69 ++
H LR Tegeozetes 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 8 36.2+8 0.03 +
Y45 W5 JE Incabates 6 6 0 16 0 4 4 36 162.8+36 0.15 +
PR Oribatula 0 106 0 0 22 40 106 274 1239+274 1.12 ++
B PIIE Zygoribatula 4 76 0 42 40 4 14 180  814x180  0.74 +
BB P I8 Jugatala 370 406 30 0 186 160 46 1198 5416x1198  4.91 ++
PR 8 F 5 T Mycobates 18 454 34 29 0 240 100 875  3956+875 3.59 ++
J R Punctoribates 0 30 0 0 74 44 46 194 877+ 194  0.80 +
ZEH A H ) Chamobates 36 42 6 0 64 32 16 196 886+196 0.80 +
T I8 Scheloribates 0 201 0 99 256 18 81 655  2961+655  2.68 ++
S R Perscheloribates 0 49 0 12 0 0 19 80  361.7+80  0.33 +
TIN5 )& Cultroribula 0 86 0 279 26 6 4 401 1813401 1.64 ++
SR H )R Podoribates 108 0 0 0 12 0 0 120 543£120 0.49 +
JIH I8 Unguizetes 100 155 0 0 68 0 30 353 1596353 1.45 ++
FT4% F 95 8 Mochlozetes 0 12 0 0 5 0 0 17 76.9+17 0.07 +
EHIIE Trichoribates 0 22 0 0 0 0 0 22 99.5+22 0.09 +
S H IR Fissicepheus 0 5 0 0 2 0 0 7 31.6+7 0.03 +
5% R 8 Defectamerus 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 5 22.6+5 0.02 +
e #E )& Sadocepheus 10 0 0 0 8 0 4 22 99.522+ 0.09 +
INJBE BB Ceratozetella 10 40 0 0 0 0 0 50  226.1£50  0.20 +
RBEH 5B Ceratozetes 36 492 10 102 0 284 170 1092 4936+1092  4.48 ++
JA S HEE Diapterobates 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 16 72.3+16 0.07 +
TR H 968 Lepidozetes 0 312 54 60 320 84 30 860  3888+860 3.52 ++
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24 B2 g ! RO

Eira I 1 i v v v v ‘"I‘f(‘)i% Dfniy EefieLrli;Z: Ajiri:fce
J& T H 3% )8 Scutozetes 0 37 82 13 58 30 48 268 12124268 1.10 ++
[ il B i J - Costeremus 0 5 0 3 12 0 0 20 90.4+20 0.08 +
PRI Lamellobates 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 20 90.4+20 0.08 +
KT H R Xylobates 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 13.6+3 0.01 +
4B H T Perxylobates 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 912 0.01 +
N TR Oribatella 238 450 224 939 284 120 200 2455 11099+2455  10.06 +++
WS TR Ophidiotrichus 0 59 0 0 0 0 24 83 375.2+83 0.34 +
SN P i & Podoribates 0 0 0 147 0 0 10 157 709+157 0.64 +
3R H R Achipteria 0 34 0 0 47 0 0 86 388+86 0.33 +
[ BAFE H i & Peloribates 0 0 0 0 5 0 5 22.6+5 0.02 +
RT3 R Peloptulus 0 60 34 414 0 72 0 580  2622+£580  2.38 ++
B W58 Ceratoppia 0 20 12 63 6 14 224 339 1532£339 1.39 ++
EUHT3 R Eupelops 24 186 16 0 178 46 14 464 2097+464 1.90 ++
ToriE & Anachipteria 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 18.1+4 0.02 +
SRR IR Protokalumma 14 6 20 0 10 40 0 90  406.9+ 406  0.37 +
B KL H 8 Parakalumma 0 18 0 0 0 2 23 104+ 23 0.09 +
KIELH IR Galumna 0 86 0 90 8 16 16 216 976.5+216  0.89 +
SRR Pergalumna 0 52 0 54 10 2 22 140 632.9+140  0.57 +
IR Gamasellus 190 80 4 0 64 8 16 362 1636+362 1.48 +
LI E Hyperlaelaps 0 36 0 60 52 38 8 194  877.1+194  0.80 +
HyU I Zercon 0 84 338 48 0 38 12 520 2350+£520  2.13 ++
PEI & Asca 12 22 0 0 0 0 38 171.8+38 0.16 +
228 Leioseius 0 0 0 8 4 18 81.4+18 0.07 +
BIEE Lasioseius 0 34 0 0 0 0 38 171.8+38 0.16 +
S B Ameroseius 0 74 2 25 14 58 8 181  818.3x181  0.74 +
B it 7 455 )8 Neocypholaelaps 0 0 4 0 4 18.1+4 0.02 +
Bl 20K & Amblyseius 0 30 4 38 171.8+38 0.16 +
Fa LI J8 Phytoseius 0 20 10 12 4 16 36 98 443+98 0.40 +
BEWE Typhlodromus 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 6 27.1+6 0.02 +
Mixozercon Halagkova, 1963 20 14 0 0 22 84 4 144 651144 0.59 +
NG JE W5 T8 Holostaspella 0 84 42 168 6 96 38 434 1962+434 1.78 ++
KR Uroseius 0 8 6 6 26 117.5+26 0.11 +
WUHL % [ Digamasellus 0 0 0 10 45.2+10 0.04 +
B B 25U J& Neocunaxoides 0 0 0 0 0 4 18.1+4 0.02 +
E 28 Cunaxa 0 48 10 180 14 0 252 1139+252 1.03 ++
IR B Pseudobonzia 0 12 4 0 0 50 0 66 298.4+66 0.27 +
Neomolgus Oudemans, 1937 0 8 0 5 0 0 0 13 58.8+13 0.05 +
EWIHEE Cyta 2 4 0 0 0 10 0 16 72.3+16 0.07 +
+ [ 5 & Ledermuelleria 0 6 0 7 0 0 13 58.8+13 0.05 +
KA )E Stigmaeus 0 0 0 0 10 0 10 45.2+10 0.04 +
Jid W6 J& Pentamerismus 3 0 0 0 0 10 0 13 58.8+13 0.05 +
BT & Nanorchestes 0 0 0 21 8 0 29 131.1+29 0.12 +
)8 Bryobia 0 3 0 0 0 0 5 22.6%5 0.02 +
W& K5y & Aleuroglyphus 0 9 0 0 0 14 0 23 104223 0.09 +

B8 Lardoglyphus 0 6 0 0 4 0 0 10 45.2+10 0.04 +
AMAR(N) Individuals 2517 7846 1128 4670 3404 2756 2078 24399  110307+243  100.00
HHEB(S) Group number 34 87 30 51 62 61 54 108

+++ SR Dominant groups(>10%) 5 ++: % IWL2EEE Common groups(1%—10% ) 5+ Fi 45 JSHE Rare group(<1%)

XA 5T X IR UL, /N I3 T8 Oribatella MPLHEERE, 5 BAMAER 10.09% ; =55 H U5 )& Rhysotritia . H.
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LW IS Archoplophora . |- % W& Epilohmannia MWiH )& Nothrus FALIKH 458 Trhypochthonius %5 28 J& N
HOLZEEE 5 BRI 71.69% , 5 R Palaeacarus 5 6B Brachychthonius 1 4% W 55 )& Liochthonius |
KELLEH R Trichthonius MW & Phthiracarus 55 79 J& WA 2888, 5 B8 18.22%

LA A 58 - SR BSOS RO 2 0 A B B35 2257 (P<0.05) o e MABOKF 73 A 3 0
BEbRS B TR SR> R AR > AR S B ) B S WEACRRS ARh Bl EAEECUR U R B bR > B AR > i b
THE AR S VR A PR > i) 5 Ji > bR B

AR LTS [ A 95 478 2 L S8 0 28 A PR ORI R RE S, 20 | R AT B 7 22 R AL B R S LE Ao o
Shannon—Wiener ZZAEPEFEE(H ) £ MR i, bR P 5B AEC, HOMURR AR U Ry b > B [F81 bR > ] itk > 8 R
MRS ] 15 SR> el ) 5 i > AR B 4 5 Simpson D3 BEHE KR ( C) bR rb R i e g v FBBR R AR, MR AR O vk
B > ) B S B R SRS HE AR S R AR S A bR S B AR, AR SCHE 23 BT B 7L AOA ) A= 455 22 )
SRR, 2RISR I A BE 225 (P < 0.05) (HEFHAREREE A B IR 0 22 7 AR, W3R 3,

£33 FERXLUHFWAEFEEE T EEHLREESHEERZ BREXYE

Table 3 Correlations between soil mite communities at different habitats in Tianshan forest park of Xinjiang

R ARE(N) KREH(S)  BRIHEN(H)  REIEEHOD  RBERE(C) HSEREE)

Habitat types  Individual number Group number Shannon-Wiener Margalef index Simpson index Pielou index
1 2531.67+166.49d 33.33+16.01b 2.73+0.14¢ 4.21+0.69d 0.1+0.06ab 0.83+0.07ab
I} 7831.67+196.89a 75.45+18.33a 3.58+0.18a 8.66+0.76a 0.03+0.03b 0.83+0.06ab
I 1132.22+165.04f 29.33+16.01b 2.52+0.13c¢ 4.1+0.64d 0.14+0.07a 0.79+0.06b
v 4666.67+214.02b 48.33+£23.01ab 3.09+0.16b 5.65+0.76¢ 0.07+£0.01b 0.81+0.06ab
Vv 3519.12+101.12¢ 57.33+18.5ab 3.39+0.17a 6.85+0.65bc 0.05+0.0b 0.85+0.06ab
Vi 2716.32+173.49d 61.33+18.5ab 3.56+0.18a 7.54£0.75ab 0.04+0.0b 0.88+0.07a
VI 2077.67+179.5e 50.33+20.5ab 3.35+0.17ab 6.44+0.86bc 0.05+0.01b 0.75+0.07ab

Bl LIS REAR B R , ARG FREMUR A R A R R R A g2 B3 22 5%, P<0.05

[l — A AN R Z 1 L e AV AR R AR A 7R 2% 25 57 (P<0.05) . MWANRIEARE Bk FZ PSR
TR BEFR B A A T R ot i, T 385 BE 48 B I, 7 HH 2 RV AR ORI 34 B2 18 2 SR SE &R L
K,

MG AR B AUS AR I REE |, 330 H AN [R] AR S5 ] A RE T AR AU 2R 8, A5 R L 4

F4 FERLUFHLAEFREEETEHRBIHRUEES(q)

Table 4 The similarity index of soil mite communities at different habitats in Tianshan forest park of Xinjiang

2K
Hj]:;iftﬁ:tjt;es 1 I il \Y v VI VI
1 1.0000
I 0.3294 1.0000
11| 0.3061 0.3457 1.0000
v 0.2206 0.5059 0.3860 1.0000
A% 0.3382 0.5281 0.3594 0.3766 1.0000
VI 0.4179 0.6279 0.4219 0.4667 0.5526 1.0000
Vi 0.3770 0.4659 0.4545 0.5231 0.5507 0.5857 1.0000

2 0<g<0.25 i, P AR H L significantly dissimilar; 2§ 0.25 < ¢<0.50 ', 512 AR HI L moderately dissimilar; 24 0.50 < ¢<0.75 B, 77454 )
moderately similar; 2§ 0.75<¢<1.00 i}, #AH{LL significantly similar

HH 5% 4 A] 0L, 7 B[] A 45 A S R BEVK ] 1Y Jaccard FHALIYE R BCEA BRI 25 5 B AR A [T pK 22 ]
ARRUME R B R (0.6279) , ) B JEURIET ) TR S AR 2 [R] AL 2R B i AIK (0.2206) o H T8 H AR v (881 A4 3 o
BRI A BRI, B BB TTEY 2, T A2, 1 ) B S RN R VR S ARGk 1 vl A4 355 1) A
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Fig.1 Diversity indices of soil mites in different habitats of Tianshan forest park of Xinjiang

B HEREE A T R, A 2B 14 S R BTE 0.25 1 0.50 Z (8] 30y th 4R AR, T 7
ANZBUEE 0.50 F110.75 Z 18180 R AR,
2.2 RS RIE SRR T E R

BT FAHSAE AT 2 B, 7E-E RS [ A= 855 SRS PR - o B T 38R A 148 pH DIAP A AR A R
Z IR B (P<0.05) G5 RILE S,

£5 FEXLUFEWAEREREETEFERETFHEXE

Table 5 Correlation of soil environmental factors in different habitats of Tianshan forest park of Xinjiang

‘ - LI AR THERE - j:i%ﬁﬂﬁ TSR LS LiEeH R Yty
A S Tk Soil Soil water Bulk 1% pH Soil organic Total Total Total Total salt
Habitat types  Altitude/m  temperature/ density/ Soil pH matter/ nitrogen/  phosphorus/  potassium/ content/
oo YR ) Wk (k) (k) (ko) (¢/ke)
| 1712.50£12.58¢ 18.08+1091a  18.60+1.97¢  1.15t1.13a  7.59+0.34a  1745+2.07cd  1.74+0.15d 1.10£0.17b  17.37+0.58ab 1.35+0.33h
I 2317.50+28.72a  9.00+9.61a  36.95#3.04a  0.88+0.04b  7.59+0.07a  28.25+#3.16a  3.58+030a  1.52+0.10a  21.27+0.13a 2.18+0.10a
| 1747.00+2.45f  1625+10.78a  2633+1.30d  1.10+0.09a  7.5120.16a  20.37+2.79cd ~ 2.29+0.43cd  1.09+0.08b  20.04+1.29ab 1.23+0.10b
I\ 2151.25+2.50b  1248+9.54a  33.80£2.34ab  1.08£0.05a  7.45+0.08a 2542+232ab  2.85+042b  1.39+0.06a 21.24+2.97a 2.03+0.18a
\ 2022.5+20.21c  13.30£10.17a  30.23+4.43bed 1.12+0.06a  7.31+0.11a  21.38+3.14bc  2.53+0.48bc  1.08+0.22b  19.11%+3.20ab 1.45+0.14b
VI 1958.75+6.29d  13.10+9.39a  32.25£291be¢  1.13+0.0la  7.442£022a  19.45+3.28cd  2.08+0.28cd  0.97+0.17b  16.79+1.61b 1.38+0.05h
VI 1861.25+7.50e  15.20£10.36a  28.60+2.64cd  1.05£0.09a  743+023a  16.81+2.42d 1.97+0.25d 1.02+0.05b  18.70+£5.03ab 1.32+0.10b

RTINS [R) A= 5% A S PRE PR 28 5% - SR SR Z AR PRI 52 i, R One-way ANOVA H1 Pearson FH5¢
P INE AT 73BT AT A R LR 6,

178 6 WIS SR S 1R R R R 3 DL AE W AR DG OC R (P<0.05) s ZHEMESS
B (H) SR EE  DEERE BE AR AR E S BAAERE AR (P<0.05) , Hrh ZHEEHE
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B (H) SANR S RSN T ERMHEER(P<0.01) ; F S (M) SRS LR B ARG
P AR 23 BRI SCOG AR (P<0.05) s PEFBEAEE( €) 5 1R AR A7 78 1 35 UM DG G R (P<0.05)
2o P R L R R A A S A A G & (P <0.05)

F6 FEXLURMAEFEREE T EHERESHEERSRERFHBXE

Table 6 Correlation between diversity indices of soil mite communities and environmental factors in different habitats of Tianshan forest park of

Xinjiang
AN ) =di:d > i3 ¥ i
MR (N - FEE s i)y
R % R epewcs) s i WA eI
' Individual . FBE(M) f8E(C) RE(E)
Environmental factors Group number Shannon- . . . X X
number R ) Margalef index  Simpson index Pielou index
Wiener index
MR Altitude/m 0.893 ** 0.714* 0.693* 0.790 * -0.607 0.321
+HERJE Soil temperature/C -0.857** -0.750 -0.752* -0.870*" 0.679 * -0.393 "
+ 455 7k B Soil Water Content/% 0.857** 0.750* 0.723* 0.808 * -0.679* 0.393*
+ 25 F Bulk density/ (g/m®) -0.321 -0.321 -0.457"* -0.638 0.143 -0.071
14 pH Soil pH 0.179 -0.107 -0.315 -0.153 0.250 -0.607
4 WL Soil organic matter/ ( g/kg) 0.786 ** 0.357* 0.321 -0.504* -0.214 -0.214
+ 345 Total nitrogen/ (g/kg) 0.750 * 0.429 0.413* 0.602 -0.286 -0.071
1434 Total phosphorus/ ( g/kg) 0.536 -0.071 0.168 0.337 0.286 -0.643
F- 344 Total potassium/ ( g/kg) 0.107 0.071 0.187 0.062 -0.055 -0.036
+ 3 M Total salt content/ (g/kg) 0.999 ** 0.679 0.413 0.53 -0.582 0.214

“P<0.05,"" P < 0.0l

Rt — TR AN ) A B 3 A O T SRS PR 52 M), SR T TUAR 20 (RDA) J5 ik it A7 70 M, 23 #r
GERILE 2 Fn 3 ks A6,

MHERR 18] 2 AT, 28 AN b - SR SRR AR RO B e 17 SRR T4 2 HEP RN 2200 3 SEA
SN AP SR RS EART N, RAR T X e R W 2k 2 pH (E K
A S BARARAAE ; 5380 11 R T80 —HEP Rhng Al 5 R IERREE N 7 L e 7 4 280 pH {H .
PRI A ER BEAHX N RAE T X SERE M+ A HLT &K i IR A U S AR A R AE

i1 3 FN3R 7 AT, A IR DA R T TSR VR A A S 1) 82.1% o HEFF A Axis 1R T
34.8% A B 8 Ak, 5 L IR IR 1 2 8] B AH ¢ R E0C 0,909, RIARRE 1 - S i 8 A s 5 PR 0 2 ) 5C R Y
34.8% . HEVHh Axis 2 E— PR T 7.5% A AR AL, 5 AT N 7 Z [ AHSC R K0 0.897, i Re T 4
WERE R S Z MIC R Y 27.3% . HEIF b Axis 1| FIHEIT 4l Axis 2 JERIBERE T 62.19% 1 L HERERAEVE 5 &
BB Z MR, Y ERAER TR, TS 754207 My £ e B A (F =
7.355,P =0.002) . Wy nl R R R B A R - OC R BB R 4315k 82.0% F11 99.5% , 1t B HE P AR
RAF, HohHER S 1 R T A A A pH Xt A S HE T 2 R T R
BE AR AU 7K BT S S A 1 5

R AN [R] PRE PR R X S T I8 R A i B A — i 1 22 5 . TSRS TR 7 10 8k S IR
M AU RR S BB E R (P < 0.01) , Hor 4380 B 2 i R s mi ek

MHER 8] 3 AT, A SR 2 SR S M R - Z (B WA ELOC R, AN (R 28 52 P53 PR - 1Y 5 e i P A
AR, Hod R BR E H 8 Hypodamaeus , 53 31493 b W W )& Jugatala . = 5% 55 J& Rhysotritia , JE 5 JE H i J&
Eremaeus F M B8 H 156 )& Mycobates 32 W 4% AL & M pH B, 1M B2 & Cunaxa T H
W& Cultroribula VU ¥ W 85 J& Quadroppia I8 1 3 W )& Peloptulus . 55 Sk W 55 J& Tectocepheus | 1§ Ti H it J&
Lepidozetes ./NF )& Oribatella & W 45 )& Scheloribates /)N W W55 J& Oppiella . .46 W W J& Archoplophora W) 52 4>
W AP RS E X pH BT TN 8 Unguizetes | F 58 Liacarus FIHESENEE Gamasellus %
R BRI R M B W 6 S Nothrus F2BEAZ MR M52 00 s FRER H 8 Epidamaeus FVERTSE H W6E Eupelops 3%
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RIRN K R B2 W RO R Zercon , 55 B W W JE  Punctoribates . 4 J& W J& Holostaspella . 1% W i J&
Epilohmannia W35 J& Camisia 4L Ik B 955 J& Trhypochthonius 52 %% 5 Fl 4 18 IR BE /) 52 W 38K ff1 Y i )
Ceratoppia 45 WU J& Oribatula 322 F WA, HEF B LAY RE SN, BEI B ATFERE I th By 501 22 55
BN,

*7 FERXRUFHKAEREEFS RDA G4 MHEFHNEXRBREFFEE
Table 7 Correlation coefficients between environmental variables and the first four RDA ordination axes and ordination summary in Tianshan

forest park of Xinjiang

IBE R S HE P i Herp il 1 HeFy i 2 HeR Al 3 HeF il 4
Environmental factors and ordination summary Axis 1 Axis 2 Axis 3 Axis 4
WA ¥ M3 Altitude 0.2799 ** 0.5058 0.5471 -0.5597
Environmental variables +HEEJE ST Soil temperature 0.0872** -0.1474**  -0.1168 ** 0.0648 **
/K4 SWC Soil water content 0.5288 -0.1518 ** 0.0162 -0.4994
7 BD Bulk density -0.6699 ** 0.5143 0.2263 0.1800
-3 pH Soil pH -0.0321 ** 0.3116 0.1086 0.4646
F LI SOM Soil organic matter 0.8062 ** -0.1074 ** 0.1200 ** -0.2046 **
4% TN Total nitroge 0.6639 ** -0.0652 -0.1627** -0.5105
45§ TP Total phophorus -0.1394** 0.5810 0.1441 -0.2632**
427 TK Total potassium 0.0091 ** 0.7995 -0.1157** -0.1555
JER B TSC Total salt content 0.0871** 0.6766 -0.4644 -0.4593 **
RDA H/¥ i R (E Eigenvalues 0.348 0.273 0.125 0.075

Ordination summary

Yrr-BRET A S

L. . . 0.909 0.897 0.784 0.755
Species-environment correlations
07 =

PRSI . 34.8 62.0 74.5 82.0
Cumulative percentage variance of species data
YRh-BRIE AR T 220 BT A L
Cumulative percentage variance of species- 52.6 66.5 80.1 99.5
environment relation

L Tl g 2 ‘\|ll,“
PEAT SR P esass Pe00020

Significance test for all canonical ordination axes

31 LEEREERER L RRE

T IR T AR SR RRIEAEAR R [ A2 XA A/ N IR (s i 212 R LR A e +- 42
KRFEE, A LEH 56 B 108 Mg, K A T 9 4~ EHr 42 % J& ( Pleodamaeus Paschoal, 1983
Plesiodamaeus Grandjean, 1954 Adrodamaeus Paschoal , 1983  Odontodamaeus Paschoal , 1982 | Joshuella Wallwork ,
1972, Crotonia Thorell, 1876, Neomolgus Oudemans, 1937, Mixozercon Halagkova, 1963, Stachyoppia Balogh,
1961) . BEAIFE X BOR L Oribatella J& OLHIERE  TEA R A 35 1 e AN AR R 2R R ) X A7 e 1 35 22
F(P < 0.05) , 3% 530 E HAb X I — LEF T 45 RBA — 30 (IAEE—E 122 5 . Maribie 25X [ 43
FIFHZER R 36 A BEVE 5% R W T 5 J& - Scheloribates AR U I8 Oppia FARHERE ) JUAE L 4 S50
RIS AR PR Xylobates , 8 i J& Scheloribates F1 K3 H i )& Galumna 26 R SRR L
DX g h /N 06 8 Oppiella SRy U3 TE 5 S 9w 48 307 11 52 G 19 AR R4 X - S i 2K o v WY ol s
Oppia , 353k I8 Tectocepheus , 5TH & Passalozetes F1T# U JE Scheloribates NARHARE Y | CH I E
1 B\ T4 2l ARV ATSSRECH T C OL S BRI K2 | 9Fbi 6 7 2
S X LSRR P HATAR AR | AR S A 0 S M 1 9 S oA ) ST | PR 1) 2 S 5 288 1) 3 7 P I
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Fig.2 Biplot between different habitats and environmental factors in Tianshan forest park of Xinjiang
Altitude ; 4% Altitude ; ST ; T3 B Soil temperature ; SWC ; 135 7K i Soil Water Content; BD; 255 Bulk density ; pH : -3 pH; SOM . 134 ¥l

J5T Soil organic matter; TN ; 2% Total nitrogen ; TP ; 2= Total phosphorus; TK ; 1344l Total potassium;TSC ; &%k & Total salt content

TERDE R T &5 —E S ARIR 5, BT — i NS R 28 v 7

AT W] - S SERE T S5 A Z2 R 5 MR AR B B DI RH G , U7 40 D bk M - S A 25 R G A HILIE
WA AR, HCR R B TT A X - S AT 7 A R e S R R R - i
VG B ZRENE I doc T D, HORR SR 5 M TR RS BT A 35 1 IE AR DGO R ) AR X A v 114
MR VE A T UR v M) i, 1T 5 1) 23 el b, - RIS PAT S W B IR 2 | DTG {66 5 SR 2 e v 2 4
T

WSS DXL AN [ A 358 1 SRR e v Z RV I B35 28 5 e 22 5 5 R SEBRIR BRI T D5 =X R
FEBESS I LA B P 5 )25 560 B bR i I B8 1 U8 P M 5, -3 LI 35 ke, A T HRAR R A
DR AR BRI R S v e S W BE R . Wb R B AE B R A IR, X 0T B I LR S T W)
BOHNATIBRA R, iR 0] BN P AR R LRty | [R] i 2 Rt B 32 2 S0 B2 1Y
U TR N AR A RS B AR FAFE /IS AR S REVE N R A A A E 50 AR SR B 7, AR (B PEF
BOR AR5 1 EZROC R I — A EEHR AR, ERI AR S 2R 2 0] L SRV AR DI T e AR AL, 6
A 2% DX Sl iy B A B0 SR 22 i) 22 S ok AR, DR BAT SE B I 3 S/l 7 o SR g R X BB 5 1) 20 R
P IR, it SR 5 A A U P 5 h [ 2 RV SR ARl R AR R B 8l BICHERE Vs 22 R R ] A D A
DEREE B i {25 11 R R R g b
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Fig.3 Biplot between soil mite communities and environmental factors in Tianshan forest park of Xinjiang
Orib: /N R Oribatella ; Oppi : /N W E Oppiella ; Quad ; P4 H 35 /& Quadroppia; Rhys : = 4% H 15 J& Rhysotritia ; Cera . I3 & Ceratozetes ;
Trhy : #LJIR 7 4 )& Trhypochihonius ; Myco ; A8 F 56 )& Mycobates ; Sche ; 15 H1 5 J& Scheloribates ; Tect: 75 3k F 1§ J& Tectocepheus ; Cami ; ¥ H 4 J&
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Hypo: T2k 2 H 858 Hypodamaeus ; Epid ; 2k 4 8 Epidamaeus ; Oriba: 45 W 85 /& Oribatula ; Cult: 71 85 8 Cultroribula ; Ungu ; JIUF 45 J&
Unguizetes ; Arch ; 45 H W5 J& Archoplophora ; Juga : 9730430 )& Jugatala ; Cerat . f 5 )& Ceratoppia ; Eupe ; FURT 3 15 & Eupelops ; Epil : I
W W JE Epilohmannia ; Gama; *5 3845 J& Gamasellus ; Holo ;: 4> Ji§ 5 J& Holostaspella ; Cuna; 5 55 )& Cunaxa ; Erem: J6 8 J& W 5 /& Eremaeus ;
Punc ; sl U8 Punctoribates

3.2 IR S I T AR Sk

I A —E R FRSEARAE T ARAF RN AT, PR I 5 IR A S RAR D), Al — BRI T A
7] A= 50 %0 JH - 2T S () B4 RIS B, S [ PR35 R 1 [7) — A 35 00 - 3l 2 b A7 AR ] g g 0
AT Y] LIRS 2R S A S Wl A LTSI B Y SR R, e A LR 4 4
RIEASER AR, it 4 pH TSR A AR A DL e 2R 5 i AR (e 345 - i S e v Z e 3
BEA B, X5 BN SMIFFE S R AR S0 e W] R A0 A 3 Ao O B R BT R L AL
PEFUR A LSS ORI R, LB B b R K SR LR B R R A R R
SRR AT R BN Y % BE AN Shannon-Wiener 22 FEVEFEH0S 1 pH 38 B |+ 616 7 &L W 1T
AHOC, A8 5 BEFR A0S A 2 B IEA G, 5 R U B3 OMDOG I 18 S DI A B B B
Koo MUEAMHTRMT, LA LT 25 R EE RO 50 e I SRR BRI MO
R, LIRS SRR IN - Z W) A O B SRR TR K i TR L RN T 2 IR S B AR
FH AT LA 388 aoF 2% 4 398 FR Ak e R X SR SRR T 2R P A e

4 Zig
(1) BSRR LIARMRO LIRS0, C4E 56 B 108 J&, Horh 9 g P B 40 s . L3t i
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V& RS, FEAEAS )AL B [R5 28 () AR8R RBRBOR AR TS BU A e W38 1 22 5248 Rl — AR B ]
T IR IS 2V RIE AR AR 1B 5 25 5 (P<0.05)

(2)RDA 43#7 200, B B A SRR 7 X R U], TR IAEE 75 230 HE T il 18] 22047 AE A
35 BRI S E  HoIRE R HE EK RN A AL - SRSV o A B e R, HEFR Rl Axis 1 FHEF
Mh Axis 2 LRIERE T 62.1% ) 8l Vs 5 1 IR Z M0 5C R, P 20 ni S U A 1 ) P - 2145 G &
FERR R Bk 82.0% 1 99.5%
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