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A58 ) AR 3R 5 P RS RO MR 0 2R LIERSY R RUE IR 2 R D X R AR s, SEAT ORI 6 SR Y
TR IR S50, ATH B B AR Rk ke - R S v A e 2 B (W 2 i), I8 2 Q-PCR s 3 £ 0 P I BG4 s 3 Fh
HERE o v A B = B S LI R A PEHR A (ACE | Chaol \Shannon) , LABSIE TG SR SCIREE R . 5 I A S5 f A 45 (0.5¢/100g T 1)
YREEBE SR TSR BN E 3 P B - SR fL R iE4T biolog ECO ARSESS , 3BT HA & - HERE & b 40 B 19 T R 22 FE 1
B ( Shannon 8 (H) Simpson 8E0(D) Meclntosh 850 (U) ) MR IEACH R , g5 R0 . (1) 3 Fhab PR+ ke & i 1k R
K B b R/NHEF S . D1 > D3 > D5, H D1 5 D3 D5 A4S 1 3 22 5% (P<0.05) . (2) D1 ZLIET L 3eke i rh i e
T IFLT B AR % (AWCD) | TREZ HEPER I (Shannon #8%X (H) \McIntosh #5454 (U) ) ¥ .3 & T D3 D5 4L #( P<0.05)
(3) X 31 FiRs IR BEAR 32 L5353 HT (PCA) 7387, & 3R 3 R BEAL S -t i i IR A B A F e 22 =, B DL b R+
HER A WIS X IR AR I T RE T D3 D5 AbFE (R L, 1 WY 3 I £ 35 AR ) 2 R P s D S B AR = 3 A e i b TR R
T YRR B X L IR e A ™ A — e R B DA
KB : LR AR e Ak TR REIREAE ; B8 BE 7R B ; Biolog ECO

Effects of soil bacterial diversity on soil carbon metabolism based on gradient

dilution method
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1 Institute of Loess Plateaw, Shanxi University, Taiyuan 030006, China
2 Shanxi Academy of Forestry Science, Taiyuan 030012, China

Abstract: In order to investigate the relationship between soil microbial diversity and soil carbon metabolism, this study
used gradient dilution method to modify the diversity of the original soil microbial community (the dilution of 107", 107 and
107 times for treatments of D1, D3 and D5, respectively) . Six weeks of pre-culture experiment was carried out to eliminate
the effects of gradient dilution on microbial community abundance in soils. To evaluate the results of pre-culture
experiments, the bacterial abundance and gene diversity index ( ACE, Chaol and Shannon) were determined by the Q-PCR
and high-throughput sequencing, respectively. Thereafter, the same amount of glucose (0.5 /100 g dry soil) was added in
the culture, and the carbon mineralization rates of the three treated soils were measured during the incubation period. The
Biolog ECO plate experiment was performed to analyze the functional diversity index ( Shannon Index ( H), Simpson index
(D), and Mclntosh index (U)) and carbon source metabolic intensity of bacteria in each soil sample. The results showed

that the soil carbon mineralization rates and cumulative carbon mineralization were the greatest in D1 treatment, followed by
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D3 and D5. The average well color development (AWCD), H and U were significantly higher under D1 treatment than
those under D3 and D5 treatments ( P<0.05). Principal component analysis for 31 kinds of carbon sources also indicated
that the patterns of carbon source utilization of the three treatments were different, and the effect of soil microbial community
on carbon source utilization under D1 was more significant than that under D3 and D5 (P<0.05). Taken together, this
study showed that the decreases of soil microbial diversity would alter the soil carbon metabolic intensity and mineralization

processes.

Key Words: soil microbial biodiversity; soil mineralization; carbon source utilization patterns; gradient dilution;
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WAEYIN T2 RS RGN 2 DA ] DAY —3 53 Ay 5 f0 E 2 40 ko0, 3 e R o
FIEHh R IEEREEAEMY . BORAEY 2R Bl C e s A S RIS R — A E IR 7,
B A Y 1 8 W Z AR IR AT R ZRE D RE Y T i L0 JF HA =8 3 1 R 6] - 580 A= 4
FIFAEE IREIUAY o THREIUATILS A  TEAE S R G MUE Y 2B D J LA &3 A S R G0 Y
], LA A P T LA SR MR D, — R e 2R AT Ll 5 — 0RO, (H Pierre %5 AT HFSY,
R IAREE DR I AR R AR T BT AR IR 28 RUBE [ i B R e e vk, A8 i 1 AR [RI R AL

ARG R A 2 R GEORAG PR ) EE A Ny G B A O R E R 2 S E B iR A
0 R ) - Hem A QI AR R R A 5T 2 A b T R A KR, ORI O SR R A R A I Y i Ok
T A W) A TSR BRAR R AR R S AFTE DI RETUAR W R AAAE Wi 1 4508 . BT e HIERUEY £
FEPEXT - S A5 e BRI TR FRATT T e - 8 [l fol 2 0 1) D 8 S L B A B 0 B o 7R LA AR L, AR
FERSE VG e SR8 A SRS X R AE AR 0—10 em Ab3 2 149800 - 988F 5y 3 3 vk B BR AR R T ol +
b RS A B RV B 2R 2O R S ARG N TRCE A AR LG, AT B LS S B F AR A S R G b R
Wy Z A8 X I RRARE I B, 80k 6 JE TG 3R 5 DN A [R) R B Ak 3T L S A v A o 1) = B S BRI
ZHEPEFEEL( ACE [Chaol \Shannon) , T4 1 HEAE PO A S8 2 #2085 (0.5 ¢/100 ¢ T 1) 4kZe s 5%, Wih R
FHB R 2 125 0 2 13 me ™ k% FIH Biolog Eco M S50 7 T AN [RI AR BEAL BT - S8 AE A v 240 T8 19 D) B 2 1
PEFE %0 (Shannon #5840 ( H) Simpson F84(( D) Meclntosh $8%0( U) ) M) AR id it UL FI8EEZE &0 +
A W) Z RN TSR A R R A S

1 #MREFE

1.1 FFACRAE R AR BEAb 3

T PG 4 P SR 1 A SRR X R MR A AR (111°22'—111°33"E [ 37°45'—37°55'N) | G SR R 1 H =), K4k
0—10 cm AbFZ 3 IZFEM EHERRUNE |, R R PR S oM (26.27 = 1.87) g/keg, A RN (1.79 =
0.09) g/kg,pH 2 7.26 + 0.04, K¢ JIrfsiy T IEAE G I A AR T, — 0 T 4 COKFEIRAE, — M KTt 2
mm LA 430

MRt 2 mm I RKCT AR T S R ZE VR K AL S [R] s TC AN R R B ) SR«
100 g #rfif HAEINAEA 300 mL JC IR ZE IR /K B = A, 5T E IR R R % 355 20 min, i H A 5K MRS,
SR 5] 100 mL 8BV, 3 B AR RORE T BRI R 107! (107RT 107 A5 5 3R TR TR
(D1.D3 F1 D5 Zb#H) o K 3 FhFGREAL LA - HER MR AN T KB L eRE S b 3 R BB 3
ANEE 2000 S50 T ISR 6 JA, A DA R I e B B e 1]
1.2 DNA $2EC 5 PCR K i & v

TG SR 6 JAAS AT , M 3 Fab BN A e ot v 20 R R v 10 B B LRI 2% . ff ] Ultra-clean TM
1% DNA 43853857 £ (MoBio Laboratory, USA) M 0.25 g +3 PR BUSFi B 45144~ 3% DNA, @it & & PCR
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W HIEANPEF B, 8 i PCR 519 VAR R ISR . 514 0 338F (5'-ACTCCTACGAGGAGCA-3") Fil
534R(5'-TTACCGCGGCTGCTGGCAC-3") , WA ZE 20 pL:7.6 pL ddH,0,10.0 pL SYBR® Premix Ex TagTM
I1,2.0 pL FE78 DNA,PCR 449 :95°C 78 M 10 min;95°C 281 30 s,53°C 1B k 45 s, 72°C #Ef# 90 s,35 MFH,

FIFAH14) 341F (5'-CAGACAT ( barcode ) ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCA-3") F1 806R (5'-GGACTACHVGGG
TWTCTAAT-3") X} 16S rRNA [ V3—V4 Xi#47 PCR ¥4, Jf-{# F Nlumina MiSeq “F- {5 X4 & 16S tDNA 17
Wil 7 | B J5 7E Greengenes 415 J& ( Release 13.8, http://greengenes. secondgenome. com/ ) 47 HE [H L X, 3R
PR BERE N T AN TS O L N ZREE 550 ( ACE  Chaol Shannon) , I ALY ZAEPEFE SR8 I T 0 28 1Y
ZFEVEFE R (taxonomic diversity ) | IXEEFEPRAE—EFE AL T e W T HEVE sl Ak S R o i FL s vk Hodr | Chaol #1
ACE F8%U 0 40 A7 00 ~F 0 B2 880080 % 100 =F 6 32 7 5 Shannon $8 5025 & I 240 B RV 19 =F & 2 RN
Y575 | Shannon TEEGHK , BEVR IO 2 REE B )

1.3 fedy bR S+ A My o se 2 AR I 2

FH T IR0 S 40 ) A - SBERE SRIR S VA AR, S i — 2 R IT 45 A TR 22 FE VRS BT T S o i A
TG FRAE G, TSR A B 1 A SR A vl o A 558 S e Y (A S 0 FH AR 28 W S e R ), 88 2 M I A &R
100 g T4+ 0.5 g, 20 CFARLEREFE, WIAR BRI VA e 3 P B -39 0E i e AL sk 32 (BFR 2 d
MSE—K) , HEIREFEEE 30 d Mk,

Biolog J&— 73 2 0 5 A 4% A [ e st A1) FH R B ) 22 500 o WA A D AR %) e R T 1 AR 1 T B 1
Trk T ARG 45 1) BB IR) RUBE b Sl A W Rk v AR A A e (g o O AT 9 R i vk it — 2B R 5
ANTFI R REAL PR T I i (0 e i A Qs B2 AN IS 1k o RHe R A 85 52 0155 14 KA D1, D3 D5 Filesb 3 T +
HERE AR RO 25 , T 25°C MHEIERE SR 7 d, B 24 h 78 590 nm T EEHUAFL IO EE A, FFAR 5 1
JCEEBUE S T TIA 3 A [F] 22 A 1 6 B 19 - B A4 71 7 1) AL T X B 22 (B 46 (AWCD) S oifig 2 FEPEFR 2K
( Shannon $8%4( H) Simpson $8%(( D) McIntosh ¥8EL(U) ) IMFFE 13604 Wy 2 AP X 3 AR i it 2 iy, EL
PRSI IR FNFR BO T A PRI SCIR " 5 1 SCHE BRI R 2 RE PR SO ] e Ak ) Z2 B4R B0 i i
Biolog ECO P A R (1) FL -2 85 (5 A8 1R ( AWCD ) 2 3148 i 15, Biolog ECO -4 A 16 2 1) FH A [ b
RN A By BN R T 1 2R X At %) ) FH R 9 A [ T 7 A B A [l 5 ) PSS ke R MR v A W e v 22 5, i
VAL 3 Fhds BOERAE A0 R TS DI BE 2 AR

Biolog ECO VAR AR 5E BIHE 7% D e 2 AR MR BUZ AN A 18] b 258 %) 1 AR ) A ) Al A 0 IS R0 e 52 1)
I BE 3 AS TR 7 A B AS R BR R FAS Ol AE A s 2257 . b, Shannon $55W0( ) AT 2 e - 33
ARV B FP SR YE ) BE 5 Simpson $8 4K (D) W LA HE# o (9 A0 S5y, PEAR 338 b S0 W Vs DL 3B
MclIntosh :FEI{‘@( U) ] F % Eﬁ\xlﬁlﬂﬁﬁﬁ/ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁfﬁ[ = o
1.4 Fdnab

FH Excel 2010 A4 RPE R AT 0G50 47 5 1 SPSS 23.0 B4 %) 3 R kb 38R 4980 i B 40 1 7% D%
FE AR B 2R L LR LR (AWCD) I RE ZREEFS BT 20 K 5 22387 ( One-way
ANOVA) 731, 3R /N . 35 2250 ( Least significant difference , LSD ) #4722 5 i PEAE K ; FH Canoco 4.5 X
P AR RER 31 PR ) AWCD 4T 3 B 43 43 B ( Principal component analysis, PCA) , J:-/E &l ; H
Origin9.0 #AFHIVESCh A Gt B3k

2 #HR

2.1 FRRRADIERS A0 AR ) S

AR IARA TS FRSB0 0T 3 PR BE T - SN RTRE & BOSER  ZE TR 9% 6 JAJR R E & PCR A AT
TR RBARERE A 0 PANBIRETE I DNA $5UUSC FHELARAE 3 PR R SRS b A4 R, S5 SRAnIE 1 i , ik
FRLEHG | NIFHHEREA T DNA $2 UUEGH L, HLIS A 2 5 (P<0.05) X RIIATEFE 6 JHS , BhER:
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FRAL B TR ) BE M AR TR

30 3 e 3 e O 0 B A () R U B T - A T
P& IR 2R | LIRS BE AR R A BRI 55 77 S 4 f
T IERE T AN R VR ZREVER R, SR 2 R 2R
BEEGRA B B LR A A
FEPE R AR AL 5 R AR 1 R . B ACE $8 4051, D1 HEA
Hi A YIETS Chaol 8445 Shannon F8%03 & F D3 Hl
D5 4b3 H D1 AbFE 3 T DS 4b3E(P<0.05) , 3 Ff
WHET A ACE Z M Z M B LR £ 27 (P< DI D3 D5
0.05) , {EFf AL K K1) DS A B 4 3 RE & P 3 9 FEfh Samples
Y5 ACE F85URA% ., mr Bb vl AW & , AR B b 3T 1 RELETHREEERE
SRR S TP A W) R VEAS ] i TR AL B RO A TR R TR Fig.1 The bacterial abundance in different treatment
W AP | L TURE 35 5200 A WS B B Ab BT AR A + MR FREFOR TG 25 5 (P<0.05) ; DL RS 1071 i) £ 458
P AN RETE S REME RS T, B A EIFK Dilutionl; D3: i BEATECH 1077 19 LRI Dilution3;
K RE 22 AR 5 22 AN BT 1 3 Ay D TORFIEON 10T BRI Diluions
FE (P<0.05) , 4 5 SABIFFE S i e e LAl

HAo

A0 DU B
/(#EN%/g 1)

Bacterial copy numbers take the logarithm

®1 ARTEEAERSEEENR

Table 1 The gene diversity index in different treatments

AEFE Treatment ACE 545 Chaol #8%X Fr i F8 % Shannon
D1 2258.73+20.79a 1642.00+34.27a 8.96+0.049a
D3 2559.54+372.90a 1389.33+125.53b 7.95+0.13b
D5 2132.67+132.81a 1296.33+24.76b 7.81+0.13b

A F R AT B 225 (P<0.05) ;DL RATECY 107" 1 L3R VFIR Dilutionl; D3 FFEAFECN 107 1) L HERIFH Dilution3; DS 8¢
£580h 1075 19 HEE T2 Dilutions

2.2 TRAEYIRETE ZREMENT R T R R R b Y 5

HARST 3 AN Z RS E T LA G B0 AN 98 28 Wi 2 LR E5 A , T 3 Fh b SRR S I ASE
HIEPRARSERE IR I B0 5 RS IR 0—30 d 45 R HERE S AR fLE R (1 2) . &l 2 AT, 240 1)
6], 3 FhFRREALEE T 38R0 5 ™ AL R SR/ INHERE 4. D1 > D3 > DS, HLAA AR FR R 44300 2 s ) o 14 £
SRRt A R AN A H LRI D025 R A B R IR ) 2R R S i IR R R fL R 3 ﬁ%ﬁﬁt
FER - 3ERE S B Ak 1 AR AT AE B BEVEAFAE , B, D1 . D3 DS Kb - 3008 S O BR 0 1k 3 R AE 1 72 10150
—4 RARMEE  HHIE —MEHE (204 g mg™ d7') , Z 5 PR K 3R 05 8 —10 X, Bk D5 ﬁiiﬂ,m\
D3 b3S S S B A R T IR SR T AR T ANE(E (29 0.8 g mg ' d7) ZJE TR, HLBIES
FEWI%E 26 d,D1.D3 D5 ALBEF 3B T R I 4R R

255 , % D1.D3 Al D5 AbHE R H3EREA T 30 d A9 EEERE (b B AR TR 205 2200 W i 2s S v A
55, 45K 2, D3 D5 AFE T 1A B R fE A D1 AR BRI T 3.43 mg/g(17.77%) Fl 1.94
mg/g(10.04% ) , H. D1 4bH 2FGRT b & 53 5T D3 Fil DS ALBH(P<0.05) ;D5 Ab B4 D3 kb P R AR 1k
WK T 1.49 mg/g(8.59%) , H D3 AbH R fb i B3 5 T DS AL (P<0.05) , % L, IR AEY L4t
PERIR D 2 B AIE 3 1 i b % e H R fh i
2.3 AR 31 FERIEREIE AT

SEE AR F (AWCD) RRAE e W 16 Pk i S A, FLAE A AR fh nT L e - 38 B A 4 xR —
BRI FIFHRE 1, AWCD (B ARK , 26 0 - 38 b e A= W s M e, SRR VR A A RE i ') X5 3R 0156 14 K
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Fig.2 Analysis of Cumulative amount of soil carbon mineralization rate during cultivation

AR RN B35 22 5 (P<0.05)

RN 1 B () B BB 24 h W E THEE R AWCD #5173

BT SRR 3, B AR 14 Ky 2 T

RO R | B T RO TE K SO O o 2 os |

(AWCD) SEHTHAIN, GLIBAR R AT K 3 b 2 3

TS R B A R SR ST R, HL DL ks S O

[ty AWCD {5 %% T D3.D5 4bFH(P<0.05) , BMI DI &2 o4

AR B - b AR O BRI A BOR BRERUT = 5

MR, 14 RWRR BN 3 MR Ty 2

AWCD {15 24—96 h HORFRIT A, 0176 2 B , 0 -

0 24 48 T2 96 120 144 168 192

v A ) 2 R B Dy T it A B e U A 0 2 R} i Incubation time/h

JF A ALFRAG AWCD S A S AT DT LG TAUE B3 ERBLAETIEREYERTIEPFENGETLE

ATULAESS 14 RIOR A 96 h BBOLHT M RER I\ wep

SR SEBRE O Fig3 AWCD changes of soil microbial communities in three
HEIx Dine A6 20T DL S ot - S8 T E WU HE VR X tested soils

RRIRBIBIR AT 22 5, SR B A M I 3R 45 14 AR 52250 (P<0.05)

RIS I L AR R D RE 2 AR R B 3R 2 B

5 AWCD AL, D1 AL BRAY Shannon $541 McIntosh H54 5k, H5 D3 D5 AbBEA 3525 5 (P<0.05) , R HIHG

FE 107 AL L ERE S AR TS (R Z RN A i 2 SRR EE R CHO TR R SR R 1070 (107 Ab B R, D3

AEFREY Mclntosh $8%0F1 Shannon $8%03 1 3 =T DS 4b#( P<0.05) ,{H D1.D3 D5 AT A9 3553544 Simpson

FEEOC 225 (P<0.05) , UlH] 107 (107 107 Fi BRAb 50T - SE0F 5 240 AV A AR A Z AN R

F2 TEREVIIIEE S HMEIEEF AWCD

Table 2 AWCD and functional diversity indices of soil microbial communities

- 449351 655 L % (AWCD . X 5

Qb3 A ) Simpson 844 (D) MeclIntash $84L(U) Shannon 54 (H)

Treatment The average well color Simpson Index (D) Melntash Index (U) Shannon Index(H)
reatmen developmen[(AWCD) 1mpson Index clntas! ndaex annon Index
D1 0.610.01a 0.940.01a 4.43£0.22a 2.68+0.1a
D3 0.47:£0.04b 0.98+0a 2.22:0.26b 2.140.1b
DS 0.460.02b 0.99:0a 1.42:0.25¢ 1.1820.1c

AN F R R A 525 (P<0.05)
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2.4 HHERUEY AR FERRACISHE SRR A

BFSE A M AR AR BB R ) B9 T L Biolog 1RIHE ST , HAT B T8k 4T T i
AR YIRS A DD RERRE " M 53545 14 K,96 h 3 FVRRAL IR 130 W3t 31 Fhsp— B IR AL i
JI(AWCD, {) , 75 2 1R E Y A PR AR K15 (K 4) o 81 4 AT, D1 AR PR /Y L 3R it v - 336
A%t 31 FhERIE AR AE 5 T D3 DS A0, H 3 R BAL B (Y - A M xRS kAL A A
PRSI IR I R RE i . 53R I5E 14 K, 3 RIHE S R h D1 ARBE R AWCD, = 0.8 IRk IEA 8
Tl (EE2E 3 Fh, B2E 1 Fh RS 1 b, SRR 2 Bl B8 1 D) | i BV TR Y 64.41% ;D3 AL BN AWCD, = 0.8
RIBRIEA 1 Fh (RS 1Al 5 EBRIEAY 9.61% ;D5 ZLFE R AWCD, = 0.8 RUBRIAA 1 A (ZIERRIS 1 Fh) , 5 A
BRI 11.54% , BEAN, BRERK AL A28 U5, D1 AL B R B - HE A 9 %ok e Ath o 2 L B4 1) PR o B O o8 1
D3.D5 4b3, D3 Ab3EN 3 P IR A FH A DI RE S5 D1 AH L 25 57 W2 iR 4304 13 Fh(P<0.05) ;D5
ACFRR R E DRk DA AT AE S D1 A L 25 53 B AR IR/ 5IFA 14 F(P<0.05) ;D3 5 DS 4b# T +
SRR YIS 31 AR IR A A A D B8 22 52 A8 03 W35 (P<0.05) |, B R HIA QIS D BEAT I 25 1 22 S i i YA L
A 1 Fl(P<0.05) . VAT 107" Fi e Ak 08 -+ 1A= W XoF B — i U5 ) R FH B g & AR el 28 1T 1077 (107 MR BE A 7
BEAL X - A X B — B R A R BE T e M 107 AR REAL 3/
2.5 HHERUE YR ISR FH 2 R R B b

K 14 K ,96 h BYWMOGAEXT - oA M i s U5 R FH G B0 64T 35 A3 0 B, A0 BT AS [l A B AL 3T+ 18
AU RETE DI RE R 255 22 S FARABR B , A5 R DL 3 DA 31 AR LRI T 6 A i IH 7, R 22 51
BRRIRE] T 95.79% , NP e BB R 7 25 Sk Rk 2 72.71% BYRTHIAS RS> PCL T PC2 (CRFEAR 2> 51 415.87
M16.67) A EMIREE D Re M

WS 0 LUE AR B FELE PC Rl BT IR A4 5 AR 43R 3 K26, D1 ALFR, D3 4bF], DS 4b
PN —2 DI ACFRAME T IIX , D3 AbFRA3 4 T 11X, D5 AbFR4 34 T M IX, A] W PC1 F PC2 fEX 43 AN[H
i R Ah P A SR O (R RV R AE

R3 EMSHER

Table 3 Eigenvalues of principal components

oy FRIEAR J5 28 TR/ % RPUr 2 TR %
Principal component Eigenvalues Percent of variance Percent of total variance
PC1 15.87 51.19 51.19
PC2 6.67 21.52 72.71
PC3 2.57 8.3 81.02
PC4 2.22 7.16 88.17
PC5 1.36 4.38 92.56
pPCo6 1 3.23 95.79

B RS F R ROV AR SR AR E— T PC1 5 PC2 MZRA o, 253 L3k 4, ARl
BEFE PC1 M PC2 A8 R E 2 5 (P<0.05) , 7E PC1 il b, D1 Ab38 D3 D5 AbBRESA B E M2 5
(P<0.05) ;76 PC2 #li -, D1 5 D5 Ab¥EJC B #E1E2E S D3 4b3 5 D1 D5 AbFEIA 1 3525 % (P<0.05) ; N5 —
TR RO NEE A 135K, D1, D3 DS Kb A B E M 22 5 (P<0.05) . BEBHIX 3 AR REAL BT 19+
SR b - TR TR BT AN TR e YRR AR X - A RV A D BB AN ]

HEE PCA (AR AR FE AT 0, XA 3 4~ 32 500 SRk A 4FAIE 1] 2 R AR T 0.60 FOBRIESS R UET 7047, 45 21
W3 4, BEFRIHE AR 14 Kot X PC1 SImkR IRRIEA 19 F, Horp Bk b G928 BRZSRIR S 1921.10%
BEEIRIN 15.79% . 7T WLz PCL (1Y) F 2 KA E Y, BRZS IR , R 2 MR 2 XF PC2 BTk K
el A KA GV, b 37.50% ; R EHEIRE, i 25%,
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WJE Carbon source

B4 TEREYEERRSIELEL
Fig.4 Metabolic fingerprint of carbon level physiological profiles of microbial community
BI1—A3. 525 E1—G2 Bk I 528  H2—D2 12K, F2—H3 . RIS ; Ad—F4 . ZIER K ; G4—FE2. fitE; AWCD, {E A Biolog #t | 3 IR FE & 1)
EHIME; « bR R EE R, P<0.05,¢ + "R DI bR FMZER ¢+ « K5 D1 D3 ALBIAE REHER

*4 BEHBERELEBTERSES

Table 4 Principal component scores in different treatments among every time

ise] H—ER SR e ERGY
Treatment PC1 PC2 Comprehensive principal components
D1 1.02+0.03a 0.28+0.03a 0.09+0.01a
D3 0.12+0.03b 0.45+0.12b 0.09+0.03b
D5 0.53+0.03¢ 0.14+0.01a 0.04+0c¢

ARFERFRA BE 25 (P<0.05)
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x5 ERSREBEFFIEDE =0.60 HEIFEHEB

Table 5 Numbers of C sources with eigenvector loadings=0.60

EWsr [l EES MERE || EWs RURRP HERE
Principal Carbon Correlation Principal Carbon Correlation
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