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Characteristics of soil ciliate communities in spring and summer in different

woodlands of Beishan, Lanzhou City
LIU Minxia“, LI Quandi, JTANG Xiaoxuan, XIA Sujuan, NAN Xiaoning

College of Geography and Environmental Science, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou 730070, China

Abstract; Vegetation restoration was studied in Beishan greening area of Lanzhou City in April and July, 2016. The
composition of soil ciliate community and its influencing factors in six plantations, including barren slopes and semi-barren
slopes, were analyzed by field investigation. The results showed that: (1) there were 10 classes, 21 orders, 34 families, 44
genera and 80 species in spring, and 10 species, 21 orders, 38 genera, 54 genera in summer. The dominant groups were
Plagiocampidae, and the dominant species were Colpoda inflata and Colpoda patella in spring and summer. (2) The
abundance, species number, and diversity index of soil ciliates were higher in summer than those in spring, and they were
higher in plantations than those in barren slopes. (3) In spring, the main environmental factors affecting distribution of soil
ciliate species were soil organic carbon, soil temperature, and electrical conductivity. In summer, the main environmental
factors affecting distribution of soil ciliate species were soil organic carbon, soil temperature and pH. In general, the soil
restoration of plantation was better than that of barren slope and semi-barren slope, while the soil environmental quality of

Populus 1.. and Platycladus orientalis (L.) Franco plantations was better.

Key Words: soil ciliates; soil ecosystem; season; environmental factors; Lanzhou City
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EEME S . REE A SR IS WX — B R A IR T I R A AR TS R G W A R R
RE T L sl 7 MR o A M G 1R E U AR S S R R — LA
A RAT R A A i A 7= 7, o T 5 A SR i ) i A T 40 LR, TR Ik - SR 2T B R AR R
£ ke IN AR AR i RO A B | EC A B S5 DA% A 0 0 B A A ) iy RO P B8 BT 17 5 A R ) S AT B BRI 9 20
A S BRI, DA R T AEA ) X2 )T AR ) HEEF B Bl B AR B am R B
FR RAERG L FELAAT T Al DA AR B RE L, IR 2 R PR AE ANV 4544 1) 28 £ mT ARG M S 7t LA A
HBIXERBE G B0 , PR B A 7 00 H A PR BRROL A F8 7 B W, ARk A M IR 21 6 du it v i AR e
WRAIHT AN e 2 REMERR BGHA T R BRRBLPPAG ) U T RAFAORCR T H R 8 %) L3RR LR o 2
A v T i S R b DX B AR B 5T, A 9 K B AR IR bR A R R R A A I — SR R
BEXE 22 T AL LA [RIAR AR T A4 2= A5 AR AL WS AR B

2 PN TR 2 G Sl DX SR ) AR S PRI 5 X, HAT o e D TR M SRR, AR 3 R o R R
W VA A RPRERER T KIS Z B [ AR SRR S A R ), R 3R B AL T R KSR
FEAFITR A H 45 N B2 T 22 MR TR AL S A T R O T R b S X H 25
KA BIRP IR, T T 1999 AFFE ) TIRHF b ML B . 2000 4F, 22 T AR A5G Ak T RE I BE , 5k
AR A B IS T W O, M o A S R SRR A A B A R o S (T 22 N T 4 L R TS e 2
FFREEL S b X L A A R A N T R AR T IR A A R R N T bR R L A RO L Y
BRALKCR A3 W3 . AR IR0 22 H T L A 3t AP AT R 4 R o 2 M T TR L A )
HAGHRE R A2 3 B LB A o — AR RO B = [ RIS R, 0 TP
(LR AL T IRL 2 R BRI, VEZ RIS B9 T 15 LA (R RV S5 DR 3R B P Fh 2 R b | 15
T A 22N T R A LT L A4 RE S AR T A AR RIS o BRI 22 M 7 AU LA 56 - 47 B s
ik e 5 A SRS Y R R BT AT IH B =

ARBFFEERE N T LI 9 B SV R AR AL XA BIFFERT R W58 52 N S MR B 9 N AR i i =22 1) ) - 4
B IRRER L  LIEPAEE N 125 5 | AT T R A 0 A S IR IR TR SRIOC R, AR ZE A AR A X L8 K]
K, B IR DAL 22 T R L A A 20 S B 5 0 R A [R) S AR AR R0 A 2SR SR T 11 22 1) 5 LA
b A LT B HURE P R RS R TR DL A WA R, 435 705 AN [R) R A PR BEAR DL | 2RO - HEI A2 e A R R SR A
ASBIE ST IE 812 LA BRl: (1) SSELr B ek th 22 i IR 7 (2) RS L HELT B VR E AR =10
AR S DY 3, e AL Rl B I mT A Ll el T RE e B4R B 28 5 A 80 i o L
JE S GR A AE A R G R IR

1 HREXEBEAE

L1 AR X

WFFEIXALT 22 AL I JUA AL TAR DR T (& 1) MR ARBR 2 36°03'N  103°40'E, i34k 1780—1860
m MG T Bl R AL R AT AR X B 3k R KRR D A TR, R R SO R A R R o A
20%—50% , FEHIWA M ( Platycladus orientalis) JIFE ( Robinia pseudoacacia) i 454% ( Populus alba) F7
2% (Caragana korshinskii) M ( Tamarix chinensis) 5FEA (Amorpha fruticosa) VYV ( Elaeagnus angustifolia)
1.2 KBt SRR A

T 2016 4 4 A (FZFE) 7 H(EZ)1E 2 M RFEX (BMEXZ 65 77 m?) JEATEFSME S IR A R AL IS
FEIXAE TG JLAE Y5 T WEHE T i LATE G A b R B b Y R BEE AT N Ve, A IR K/
30 mx30 m [REHE 10 4,2 A RFE X IEBEE 20 4 30 mx30 m AREHE (38 1), [ B A 98 2 1 RE bk B 3k
] R R R K R A T RN EAR R 3.5 em M9 4, SR “ M3 A4E T vk IE B R B 0—
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Fig.1 Location map of study area
S1:#£X 1 Samplel; S2.FEX 2 Sample2
Fx1 HFHAESER
Table 1 Survey of sample plots
FEHL R T/ m £ (E) i (N) Y/ () HBEA B/ % Wi
Sample plot Forest type Altitude Longitude Latitude Slope Canopy density Aspect
N1 ELEVIN 1794+8 103.7900 36.0822 40 80 R4t
N2 Ak 17923 103.7886 36.0825 25 70 VN
Cl e 17863 103.7900 36.0825 35 30 b
N3 IGIEVAN 1826+6 103.7811 36.0928 40 70 i)
N4 T LLBRTR A bR 1845+8 103.7814 36.0925 40 65 [l
c2 P 1837+12 103.7814 36.0925 35 45 vt

NI: #EH5 1 Number 1;N2: B£31 2 Number 2;C1: XF 18 1 Contrast 1;N3: #£3 3 Number 3;N4. £ 4 Number 4;C2: X} 2 Contrast 2

1.3 = NAE KT
1.3.1 3Rt g Il e

T R L Ak, 3 0 G e - v SRR T A0, A BIL P o R 1 8- B R 2 A
ks, 15 pH KRS A RIE SR T (B 3 ), HHER A HiRHE
132 HEEFEREE

ARy 8T e A v BGE B SRR 3 M & FHEE IR, SR H “ AE M KRR SR ILE” (non-flooded petridish
method ) 55 F2 45 0E HIRLF B, WZEINA HAEMER SR I N A 5802 i, B 38 78 70T W8, (HOR B i ¥, 7E
25°C HE IR PR IR HHELF B AN FERIRIEAYER 2 4.7 11,14 21 30 KWUE T4 Biiss N % E g T
WA I SRR A A AR, AR B A PR S BOARCR T TR AU RN [ e g a3k [
Yo AR EFAKIE Fernandez-Galiano 251 (2 (AR YL (7, W FP S /e A% SCiik' ™" . SR Foissner 114
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PR B A TR SRR B E AT 30 g I3RS E T BHARR S em EEFRILA, A ZRIB K A L 3
T BT, 25°C PRI O o, 264 10 JC B ILITARY 45 FE S min, WEB 1 HETE U IS W
BT mL B4 SRR T R T i
1.4 Bdlaab P b
141 ZHAEREEOHR

(1) ZE4 8% ( Shannon-Wiener ) A2 :

H =- i(PilnPi) (1)
(2) B2 FEFREL(Pieluo) A3
E=H'/InS (2)
(3) L JEFEEL (Simpson ) A
c- 3 3)
(4) F & FEFRE( Margalef) 250
_(S-1
b= InN (4)

Kb H YR ZREEFR B PSS § R MAE L, P =N/ N N RS @ R MARE, N R B4 1A%
S R A AR

C/P AL BB HELF o (x X5 ) DRSS 52 B0 B 40 RURLLF 40 LT Bt (& X %) 1)
FIBCE A HA . C/P BB A /NIERE — K L PRI ST s 7 0B PR S R e
FRHET KRR 19 B T C /P <1 T JE 6 o (0 PR SRR 1 L 9B R C/p > 100
1.4.2 FRIBFEEOTE

XA R LT B AR IR AR AR PR B 9T Jaccard AHRIPEFE L, A g=c/(a+b-c) X c HIE
SR A R 0 B b BRI R A T R % ¢ (7E 0.00—0.25 ST
B, S ASARARL s XY ¢ 1EFE 0.25—0.50 Fu BB, R SR AL 24 ¢ [EFE 0.50—0.75 JuBl s, Jy 28415 2 ¢
{BAE 0.75—1.00 J B, Jfkp L2
1.4.3 Hdligeit 50

#E Excel 2010 I PECR IR0 5315, 75 SPSS 18.0 b FERBEIA T 15 - HELF T sh Y I SMBT 154014
KI5 220001 38 /] CANOCO 4.5 BFn] 1 3e £ 5 i 53RN 5 #EA 7 TUAR 73 (RDA ) 32 ] Sigmaplot 12.0 #ff:
fE,

2 ERES

2.1 AR R ST T ZE T AR Ak

B2 WoR, B3R 2k A LIRS AR KT TAREE -, 1M A T ARRE | WA 2l Ak S BH
WAL T HABN TAR, FBEAFN TR A TS S ) n 38 e ufa A 0225 7 (P<0.05), E&H
W AERE MANZEAR S T PSR e A ) i A A B E 25 5 (P<0.05) . HHEAHLERA LIS R AR R
[ AR fb R AR R) , A SR AP - LLRR TR SE PR B 2F 57 5 1) 1 308 AL e A 4 0 8 v , T AT el AR A S e 3
K, BEEHEREM LIRS KESTES HE L pH & THS, BT 1R B R, Rk
W, BB R TA B iR, IR SRR AN TG TR IR . B LR A - Bk
MFIEFESE 2 0] RIS K 22 R R0 F SR MRS AR S5 S A 28 22 5 (P<0.01) , e i S A 2
MK Y 25 S50 B2 (P<0.05) |, 175 LA A 1Y 22 S Pk BB I 35 (P<0.01)
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Fig.2 Seasonal variation of soil environmental factors in different plots

ARVNE TR R BTN LR 2253 0.3 (P<0.05) s AR S 708 5 2R R RE MR 22 5 1.3 (P<0.05)

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



3960 H

&t
e

Eild 40 %

2.2 TS ERBEELSH

2N A e LT R 10 4921 H 39 Bl 62 J&8 157 Fh (K 2) . HieBHA 5 H 12 Bl 25 J& 48
P, b B AR 30.57% ; 24 494 1 H 4 B 10 J& 28 B, 5 SFPEE17.83% ;' EIEA 2 H 3 BLS & 21 Fh, A
PR 13.38% ; SEREAN 4 H 6 BL6 J& 19 B, SR 2E%012.1% . HFA TR E R 10 421 H 34 F1 44 & 80
i, BEEBWA 5 H 10 BE 16 JF 24 F 5 SR E30.00% ;2 0904 1 H AR 7 8 14 B, L S FEE017.50%
BWIEN2 H2 83 @ 11, SR80 13.75% ; £ 4 H 5 RS J& 8 Fr, i SFP2E%k 10.00% . A 11
R 10 49 21 H 38 Bl 54 J& 104 F, HETA S H 11 8120 J& 33 F, 5 R 31.73% 2 ONE 1 H 4
B8 J& 18 Fl, i AR 17.31%; BB 2 H 3 Bl 4 )& 13 Flr, 5 AR 2E%8L 12.50% ; 4 4 H 6 B 6 J& 12
B, O B 11.54% , ERYIMEARZTES, UHERE H 815 H X B 5 B 8 RN, %
LA R H W2 2R 481 ML ( Holosticha kessleri) 2 Z57E N TPk N1 N2 N3 J N4 i UWLFD, 2 22 H A5 N3
FRE A DR B A AR M AT S A L (T, sigmoides) (EL4ERE RS L (C. barvariensis) EH I FHE
1 ( Chilodonella uncinata) fEE ZE() N1 N2;N1 N2 N3 ;N4 % WAk 7EBEZM A THH A I, Kk
i ( Loxodes magnus) K H ( Tachysoma pellionellum) N UL B ( Histriculus similes ) #:-2=43 | 4E N1 N2 N4,
N1.N3; N2 N3 N4 H& 5 WAl 78 5 200 N T AR g kD A8 S DL

R2 TEFERBESN

Table 2  Soil ciliates community in structure

B H # J& b e
Class Order Family Genus Species Percentage/ %
KiFRFIL Karyorelictea KEFRFILN Karyorelictea 2T AL Loxodidae 1 2 1.95
JEL T H Protostomatida #E HE} Trachelocercae 1 1
B Hererotrichea 5 H Hererotrichida T T ARk Spirostomidae 1 1 2.6
i LA} Blepharismidae 1 3
i€ B 4N Spirotrichea W/ N H Euplotida W/ E} Euplotidae 1 3 2.6
it B} Dysteriidae 1 1
HEE H Sporadotrichida fEF} Keronidae 1 2 2.6
R/RFL Kahliellidae 2 2
JG4F B Scuticociliatida 2148 LR} Histiobalantiidae 1 1 1.95
MREFRL Aspidiscidae 1 2
(& B Sporadotrichia kARl Halteriidae 1 1 19.48
fIEF} Keronidae 1 2
/KB Kahliellidae 2 2
REFR} Oxytrichidae 9 23
B} Trachelostylidae 1 2
FEAEdH Urostylida FtE B} Urostylidae 3 7 4.55
HHEF 20 Armophorea 4T B Armophorida H3LF} Metopidake 1 5 3.25
ZIT4N Litostomatea W4 H Haptorida Ay Bl Enchelyidae 1 2 18.18
J1 11 Bk Spathidiidae 2 9
BB} Trachelophyllidae 4 8
[5] IT B} Tracheliidae 3 9
g Nassophorea % 11 H Nassulida 7 2 Bt Furgasoniidae 1 3 3.9
1 M8} Nassulidae 1 1
M1 B Pleurostomatida Y8k Litonotidae 1 1 0.065
/NI El Microthoracidae /NFIBRL Microthoracidae 2 4 3.25
FU/NFFRE Pseudomicrothoracidae 1 1
B FE4M Colpodea I H Colpodida B IEF} Colpodidae 2 14 9.09
EFH Cyrtolophosidida LT EL Platyophryidae 1 2 4.55
EHEL Cyrtolophosidae 2 5
R4 49 Prostomatea HI% H Prorodontida #1418} Holophryidae 1 4 7.14
A4 1R} Prorodontidae 2 6
AHRE} Plagiocampidae 1 1
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44 H # J& il L1
Class Order Family Genus Species Percentage/ %
FLRE AN LI H Pleuronematida JE4SEL Cyclidiidae 1 6 5.84
Oligohymen-ophorea BELT R} Cohnilemebidae 1 3

175 H Philaslasterida e H AL Cinetochilidae 1 2 1.3

VUK B Tetrahymenida B BBl Glaucomidae 1 2 2.6

DY AEAL Tetrahymenidae 1 2

[%%5 H Sessilida &h 1B} Vorticellidae 1 4 2.6

MK ZY Phyl-lopharyngea %% B Chlamydodontida FHE R Chilodonellidae 2 8 5.2

2.3 BB R C/P REEL

3 RSB RYIRE E R R ARAE B, Margalef £ 5 BEFE S0 | TH 5 5 R B AT 4
JERREOEH TR T RS, fEAFEHA , N T AR 347 B P R =F B T 2R 1R B8 T e slout 18
B AT WX AT BE R BOM L 35 B F8 RN & Te s i3 T N TR, E A Ak 55 % BRARE b T 5 A W R o0 A A7 A W Bk 25
Z 5 (P<0.01) ; A F N T 8] N TR 6 JE ] A B 2% 25 55 (P<0.01) 5 7] DL TR 38k 52
RO R AT, A5 A HELT B A ECo A A LU S AP S AT I s AR 3 . B 2= s aiMOR A AR Y - e 2
T ERE e, A SRR A ZEAR 0 2 B fe i . Margalef =5 BEHR BN TR 1+ 5847 & A Fh ZRE 1
FE B (i T B M S AN T

B IR B R C/P REEZE(0.38) > 22 (0.33) , AEFEH LB RFEE C/P R
TARE2E K H C/P BB SIS B FE T -HENETEHE (0.55) >H-LLBAR (0.53 ) > M- 25k
(0.45) >FE 3 (0.44) > FHEERAR(0.43) SRR (0.36) , B Z8 - HE LT (0.64) SMIAA-F7 254Kk (0.46) >
BEREAR(0.41) >FARAR (0.37) SE - 1LLBERR (0.36) >TiEHk (0.33) .
2.4 HELE RBEEARUPERRAE

223 N BB R R ] A AR UM R BGE A 0.39—0.58 , 78 A AR URD H 2 R AR 22 18], N T AR5 32
Bt 22 ) AR 3% P A AR e 3 Az - LI AR A B A 5 IR TR S ARy o S AL AT, oA 359 S v 2 A A
1ol s 5 Z AN [) At ] (9 AR (A1 R 2FE 0.40—0.79 Z ], 76 S A FR B AR L Z 6], N TR Fe ik 2 (8] 3R 30K
T AEAHRAL, FLADAY 25 2 )3 B R v AR REARL, 1 AR PR 5 A g e B R A A B

®3 TEAEHBEEAMNE

Table 3 Similarity of soil ciliates

FEHL /2 Spring H 7 Summer
Sampling plot A AR AL A AR R AL
Common species Similarity coefficient Common species Similarity coefficient
NI-N2 37 0.48 77 0.79
N1-C1 33 0.54 39 0.4
N2-C1 31 0.44 41 0.43
N3-N4 32 0.43 54 0.59
N3-C2 26 0.39 44 0.57
N4-C2 26 0.42 42 0.48
N1-N3 36 0.5 60 0.62
N1-N4 38 0.58 65 0.65
C1-C2 22 0.39 30 0.43
N2-N3 40 0.53 58 0.59
N2-N4 39 0.53 64 0.63

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



3962 R ¥ O 40 &
7 - 18
m 5%
| o ¥% B D 1.6 - b
6 b= T E b C D
d x F 14 C = T
> T
ﬁ% 5 H C
x g w12 T
55 < gt B
52 4r c FTE O, c c
Blg £ C B a a
£ 3+ =5 08
2 g &2
g E & 06
SE 2T
@ 0.4
- 02 |-
0 S 0 S
N2 Cl N3 N4 2 N3 N4 2
1.0 — 80 —
B
T
A
60 n C
B C
5 2 b T &
ﬁ—g ﬁg a a a
@('E ES 40k D
{R% .8 cC
W o 13) c
2 E 2
wn w
20
0
NI N2 CI N3 N4 2
3500 12 -
D
3000 B T 10 - TB
T 2500 F T a A A
N e 8 T D D
Mg b ﬁ'g ™ T
£ 2000 |- d gm 5 b
3 4 C
= s 6 ¢ a a
£ 1500 | &5 < -
< g
= 4 -
1000
C C
500 ¢ CD 2=
0 0
N2 ClI N3 N4 (2 NI N2 CI N3 N4 (2

FEH1 Sample plot

B3 AEFEMTEFERSES
Fig.3 Diversity of soil ciliates in different plots

AN NE FREFIR AR BN R RE R 22 53 % (P<0.05) 5 AR RS 50 378 B Z AN AR b ) 22 53¢ k. 3 ( P<0.05)

P 4 KB 5 2R RRE M - 3R 21 6 R SR 4 A WG URE RS 1.0 b W el pRRn i Ar 4l pkor S 3R o — 28 1
PRIGHEES 6.0 b S50 - LBk IR SS AR S — 38  FERRIRER £ 13.0 Ab5 ISRy — 28 Tl 5 2 SR B 7E BRI
HiE 3.0 AN —2JF 5N TARAE 25.0 by —38, [ 4 o, = FMIAH SRR A A A4 - L AR MR TR SSMR A K G
PG 2.0 AR IR —28 SBMIE e AE MR FR TS 7.0 A IRy — 28 HR FERR QIR 10.0 ARy —2K e 51
MRECHEES 1.5 4b 3R N —2K)5 5 H SR ARG I AR R IR TR RS 25.0 ARy —38, RIS AE IR R #5022, +F
FrE A SR AR BB b, LR MRz - LGRS, 5 R AARIAZ AR A A - SR 52 A7 D i
25 LIRS R BRI R

AWFFERHTCAHT (RDA) T3k, B i S 4R i S AUSR A B S, B AR A7 S AR A IR [N 7 S0 4R
5L Z E I AR LR B RS A IR N T Z I AHSCHE . [ 5 R R RSB RS Bl LR
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Fig.4 Cluster analysis of soil ciliates

AR REEE AHURE R AR 5 R E KR R AR HRZ IR B R AN AR,
FES AN O I AT O 8D . RURBHFIARHY) HORE 2T B 2 PRI T i B s 1815 R =
F AL B A AR AP SO TR IEAG, SHABPREE I T 2 UG OC AR BR RRAE HURE B O R SR
BB BRI R 2B AT B RIS A AN TARREf X Se 3R W 250 ZAE M N TG & L3
I AL TR, 3% 4 YTk RDA 56—  “HEF A SRS T RIAHSC R 8L, i3k 4 nTLUE
PRI A 7-0of 1 2T B BB AT 2 Al ) AR R o R (R B N 0 3R 62.90% Fl 74.70% , 2% WA HE il ol A3 3%
F e =2 T L 308 R AN [ A 3t B 55 TR 7 B o B AR AL RRAE

x4 HFH5TEETH RDA 517

Table 4 RDA analysis of ordination axes and soil factors

WL H T # 2 Spring K7 Summer
Environmental factor h 1AX1 2 AX2 1 AX1 fl 2AX2
13 TN 0.0754 0.7824 0.1851 -0.5162
144k TP 0.1624 0.4253 -0.0809 -0.769
ALK SOC 0.311 0.6781 0.3678 -0.5081
3K E SWC -0.0118 0.7418 -0.3883 -0.7093
+ e §% SEC 0.2662 -0.3556 0.2059 0.7432
+ R T SVW 0.0218 0.1651 -0.2511 0.329
+ SRR pH 0.0316 0.0629 -0.4215 0.5447
TR ST 0.2578 -0.3178 -0.6834 -0.2527
Yy -2 R ARG ME Rt AEfL R CCSE 43.60% 62.90% 50.40% 74.70%

CCSE: #fh-2R45 [ 74 3¢ BFLAE (L% Cumulative change rate of correlation between species and environmental factors; TN : 133 4> %( Total
nitrogen ; TP ; 134§ Total phosphorus; SOC ; +3EA MK Soil organic carbon; SWC; 13 & 7K & Soil water content; SEC ; +3EHL TR Soil electrical
conductivity ; SVW : T3EZ T Soil volume—weight; pH: T3EERHEE Soil pH;ST: T3EHLE Soil temperature

3 e

ZINTE T RIX, RN A R AR Tl RE R B AR S R G E Y e R )
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Fig.5 Redundancy analysis of soil ciliates and environmental factors

Lox : £ L} Loxodidae ; Trac : 7 HUE} Trachelocercae ; Spi : iE I HE} Spirostomidae ; Ble ; i HUE} Blepharismidae ; Eup ; Ji#4 b # &} Euplotidae
Ehrenberg; Dys: iEEF} Dysteriidae Claparéde; Ker: ffIEF} Keronidae; Kah: /K| Kahliellidae; Amp ; /NSUH EL Amphisiellidae ; Hal ; #ift Bk F}
Halteriidae ; Asp MELF R Aspidiscidae; His: 2148 B Histiobalantiidae ;Oxy : RER Oxytrichidae ; Tray ; EHR Trachelostylidae ; Uro ; Y a iy
Urostylidae ; Met : fl 3k F} Metopidake ; Enc: #H) Bl Enchelyidae ; Spa: JJ 11 HU B} Spathidiidae ; Trap ; % '} Trachelophyllidae ; Trai ; [7 1 #L &}
Tracheliidae ; Fur; [ 8 B B} Furgasoniidae ; Nas: 5 [T F} Nassulidae; Lit; # Ji# %} Litonotidae; Mic; /N6 Bl Microthoracidae ; Pse : 817N ik F}
Pseudomicrothoracidae ; Col : ' JEF} Colpodidae ; Plat : 26 15} Platyophryidae ; Cyr: {5 ¥ F} Cyrtolophosidae ; Hol ; # 7 H2 #} Holophryidae ; Pro : fif
& Bl Prorodontidae ; Pla : HAE} Plagiocampidae ; Cyc : R4S R Cyclidiidae ; Coh FEZF R} Cohnilemebidae ; Cin ; BT B} Cinetochilidae ; Gla; 5%
HE} Glaucomidae ; Tet ; PU JEFR} Tetrahymenidae ; Vor; 4 Ht Bl Vorticellidae ; Chi : &4 %} Chilodonellidae ; TN — Total nitrogen ; + 4R TP -
Total phosphorus : 134> ; SOC— Soil organic carbon: T3 HLIK ; SWC . L4 FIKE ;SEC,: L3 T3, SVW . L34 ;pH . pH {8 ;ST L
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