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Abstract ; In this study, 8 vegetation types, including Multi-flower meadow ( WH) , Hippophae shrub (HR) , Salix shrub
(SS), Poplar forest (PC), Poplar birch forest (PQ), Poplar birch and larix forest (PQL) , Larix and picea forest ( LP)
and Picea forest (PM), were selected from different succession stages in the upper Wenyuhe watershed. We aim to
determine soil denitrifying bacterial community composition and abundance by using Illumina Miseq high-throughput
sequencing method. Meanwhile, acetylene inhibition method was adopted to evaluate soil denitrifying enzyme activities
(DEA). The ANOVA analysis on denitrifiers community composition and abundance was carried out consequentially. The
correlation coefficient of soil properties and denitrifiers community composition and function were derived through both

redundancy analysis (RDA) and spearman correlation analysis. The results showed that 1) nirS-type denitrifiers community
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composition and function significantly differed in different vegetations types and soil layers. Nitrate contents (NO;-N) in SS
0—15 cm soil layer were significantly higher than those in other vegetation types. 2) nirS-type denitrifiers diversity index of
the WH, PQ and PM were significantly higher than that of other vegetation types. 3) Denitrifying enzyme acitivity ( DEA)
in HR and SS were significantly higher than that in other vegetation types. 4) Soil denitrifying bacterial diversity and
dominant taxa were unique distribution in different vegetations types, such as Planctomycetes was uniquely distribution in
15—30 cm soil layer of LP and PM vegetations. 5) Soil pH, soil organic carbon, ammonium and nitrate nitrogen contents
were all important factors influencing soil denitrifiers community structure and composition. Particularly, changes of soil
ammonium and nitrate nitrogen were two key factors that could seriously contributed to the variation of soil denitrifying
bacterial diversity and enzyme activity. We revealed that characteristics of soil denitrifying bacterial community structure and
function among different vegetation types in riparian zone of upper Wenyuhe watershed. It will provide important references

for further study of nitrogen cycle and water pollution prevention and control on riparian zones in this region.

Key Words: upper Wenyuhe; riparian; vegetations; denitrifiers composition; DEA
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W E 3 MEETT,TRAR 20 mx20 m, #EAR 10 mx10 m, #A 2 mx2 m, FEJ7 BB KT 10 m, #E77 I “S” AY 5
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[Fil R A0 v e A AN 7 B AT OGSO T MR TERR JT JEVR JSRURIF ST 2 SR AR S 8 i
RIS 6 AR T Be, B T AE R 4] (WH, Multi-flower meadow ) J& T8 T B Br V0 BHE AR AR (HR,
Hippophae shrub ) FIMIFE AR SR (SS, Salix shrub) #7287 J& F 0 11 By B LA MFEVE 25 5 (PC, Poplar
forest) Al 1L14% HHEIR M (PQ, Poplar birch forest) J& T8 Fs TIT By Bt | 147 3 HETE AR S AR (PQL, Poplar
birch and larix forest) J& T/ ¥ IV BBt V&M AA A2 IR S (LP, Larix and picea forest) J& T % V Bt . =42
PRIV IEHL (PM, Picea forest) J& T VI BrBe, FEHBEEAMEN W 1,

R 1 SO LW 7 R E A 2 B R B R (R B A 7

Table 1 Environmental conditions and dominant plant species of different riparian vegetation types of upper Wenyuhe watershed

T B AL b FEA A K IS PA] B2 PP Fh

Vegetation types Location Altitude/m Canopy density ~ Dominant plant species

A 37°51'9"N, 111°27'54"E; P (Cirex lanceolate) , jhf%ii ( Kobresia
(WH., Multi-flower 37°51'27"N, 111°29'51"E; 1693—1816 - bellardii) RE ( Gramineae grass) \i%— (Artemisia

’ 37°51'13"N, 111°27'48"E argyt H. Lév. & Vaniot) | L ( Medicago

meadow ) .
sativa L.)
YT TN 33770 5511,2%1,%\11\1’ 111111 02279,5:,1 ,],?;. Y ( Hippophae rhamnoides ) . & 3k 3% ( Vicia
(HR, Hippophae 37052,13”1\1’ 111°26'49"E’ 1815—1820 30%—35% unjjuga A. Br.) . dt %5 %] ( Bupleurum chinense
shrub) ’ DC.) . KAEdE (Allium macranthum)
37°52'1N, 11 1026,53”]::; WM ( Salix character Schneid ) | 4l ¥ 28 45 %5
B bk 37°51'31'N, 111°29'49"E; 1881—1924 55%—60% ( Spiraea myrtilloides Rehd.) \ 38 (A. argyi) 7R
(SS, Salix shrub) 37°51'8"N, 111°27'53"E e . A ’ h
#. ( Gramineae grass)
37°51'22"N, 111°27'33"E; 1 #  ( Populus cathayana Rehd.) . V> i ( H.
JHIp 777N 37°50'50"N, 111°28'22"E; rhamnoides) JZE ( Rhamnus dumetorum Schneid) |
;] 1751—1827 20%—25% s . . o
(PC, Poplar forest) 37°51'48"N, 111°28'22"E YRR G54 ( Spiraea myrtilloides Rehd.) (3 (A.
argyi) \JET ( Plantago asiatica L.)
145 (P. cathayana) . A #E ( Betula paltyphylla
11147 L KEAR 37°51'26"N, 111°27'31"E; Suk.) AT ( Lespedeza bicolor Turcz.) | ANA £k
(PQ, Poplar birch 37°51'14"N, 111°27'49"E; 1832—1869 25%—30% Za ( Spiraea myrtilloides Rehd.) | JEP oy
forest) 37°51'19"N, 111°27'40"E ( Ribes burejense Fr. Schmidt) . /K %L ( Gramineae
grass.) \ & W ( Carex hancockiana Maxim)

. 37°52'35'N, 111°26'35"E; F{ﬁ,ﬁ ( B. pa[tyehylla ). b A ( Larix
LUy PR A PR 37051742'N . 111°27'25"F - principis-rupprechtii Mayr.) 1145 ( P. cathayana) .
(PQL, Poplar birch 37951 '58”N’ 111°30" lO"E, 1801—1950 30%—45% TR ( Quercus liaotungensis Koidz.) | P&
and larix forest) ’ ( Carex lanceolate ) . ) N (' Thalictrum

aquilegifolium)

AL IE MY (Larix principis-rupprechtii Mayr.) | 3 FF
V&N = AR 37°52'37"N, 111°26'19"E; (Picea meyeri Rehd.) T T ( Picea wilsonii Mast.) 2%
(LP, Larix and picea 37°52'39"N, 111°26'16"E; 2000—2011 60%—65% 4% ( Lonicera japonica Thunb ) . 3 2 ( Viburnum
forest) 37°50'26'N, 111°27'31"E dilatatum Thunb.) . & #& ( Corylus mandshurica

Maxim. ) B (C. hancockiana.) FEK

o 37952'50'N, 111°26'4"E; BT ¢ P meyeri) \ HAF (P. ml:o";;; ;j;k;@;

= 37952'51'N, 111°26'5"E; 20132019 700—750, Cotoneaster multiflorus - Bge.) . A B EC

(PM, Picea forest)

37°51'49"N, 111°27'13"E

Rehd.) . & ® ( C.

( Spiraea  myrtilloides

hancockiana.) B§JE
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K Olsen 329052 ; NHZ-N R e B 22 Fe @kl 27, NOT-N K F &40 o0 et B el g ™ 4 e ALk
(S0C,g/kg) FIA A (TN, g/kg) F FHE A ICE 0 B4 ( Vario Max) W 5 ; + 33 52 Al 16 B 3% 1 ( denitrifying
enzyme activity, DEA ) Il 52 R JH Z el vk

- HE A AL TR AR S Ts A BCR A AR E T 15 (1lumina Miseq ) #4707 5347, PCR §”
Mok H MW 2 S 51 #). Cd3aF ( 5'-GTSAACGTSAAGGARACSGG-3') il R3ed ( 5'-
GASTTCGGRTGSGTCTTGA-3") ; ¥ i R WAK R .2 wL A94E4L DNA,5 pL /9 Q5 S 2 i (5%) ,5 pL 19 Q5 &
PRE GC M (5%),0.25 wL 1Y Q5 miff E DNA RAMF(5U/ L) ,2 wL 19 ANTPs ¥ (2.5 mmol/L) , 514
ARS8 (10 pmol/L) 4% 1 plL,8.75 pL fZE TIK ; 9748 450 . 98°C TiZAEME 2 min, 98°C &M 15 sec,55°C B
k30 sec,72°C ZEAH 30 sec,25 PMEM , BJa 72°CEEH 5 min, 8 uclust BAL X R4 347 B2, A AL E
£70.97 , BRE D ZE TN v BERE VT T JE . A QUIME 2R ZE A R 05 5 800 (v3.6. 1) 047 S fil§ £k o B
Alpha ZFEPEST
1.4 gt 5500

{8 41 SPSS 20.0 A Xt T R PE BT | A 98 S R A Tl 1 R 22 AR A i 2 RS A A T SR R
EO M2 AL, LK Spearman AT 6 R 3.6.1 (vegan ) B0 X A [l AR 9 25 10 (1) £ 39 B o
5 RAEACTRTE 2 HEE SRR G TTUAR 53T (RDA)

2 ERES

2.1 AR B ISA K A 2 ]+ B A
NI RE B A+ SR AR SR AF TR R R 25 5 (3 2) , A o) (WH ) B 38 pH 35 = T HAR AR B A | 1
HEAHLIK (SOC) ERHE(AP) | HHEF /KR (SM) A3 (TN ) ZEH AR MIFHE AR (SS) 2R (TN)
A, M pH (A S A S =BG WA AFEE SR (PQ) IR R A S T A B2 IR AR (LP ) 15
FHLRR (SOC) Fll +HES K & (SM) 385 AZ K (PM) - HE S R0 ( AP ) 33 5 /K B (SM) 485 o [a] i, 1458
F2 XA EHEAEEEERI LR T EBEAER

Table 2 Soil physicochemical characteristics different riparian vegetation types of upper Wenyuhe watershed
PR PET Soil physicochemical properties

ihm B i@fﬁ(ﬁ?@ ﬁﬂfi 25 %f\ﬁ
Treatments K pH Soil organic carbon Available Soi Toul Ammonium
S0C/(g/kg) phosphorus moisture nitrogen ) nitrogen
AP/(mg/kg) SM/% TN/ (g/kg) NH;-N/(mg/kg)
FHBEZT Vegetation types
TiAEE A (WH) 6.7220.27a 2.04+1.06h 3.741.91b 36.60+20.26¢ 1.500.18¢ 4.3122.81he
TPHEARK (HR) 6.46:0.28ah 4.23+1.95ab 6.04+2.45ab 65.80+40.02ah 2.45+1.11be 7.95+4.43abe
WA (SS) 6.39:0.22b 3.01x1.91ab 4.97+2.32ab 42.15%31.23hc 3.7620.95a 2.67+1.75¢
ik (PC) 6.71£0.22a 2.1620.92b 4.232.20b 44.60+17.39hc 2.75£0.91ab 5.33x4.41abc
ik MR ASHE (PO) 6.57£0.17ab 2.73+1.68ab 5.24x2.83ab 44.07217.52bc 3.3021.34ab 10.339.14a
WG EHETE IR BR (POL) 6.68+0.19ab 3.55+2.05ab 4.39+2.74h 61.15213.16ab 2.79£1.05ab 6.53+5.44abe
TEIAA ZAZIRZCH (LP) 6.46:0.28ab 5.23%4.26a 6.04x2.45ab 76.91230.70a 2.4721.09bc 10.04+8.21ab
=IHK (PM) 6.49+ 0.23ab 4.32+2.16ab 6.3921.50a 72.12428.95a 3.10£0.71ab 7.80+6.94abc
L2 Soil layers
0—15 cm 6.46:0.23B 4.38+2.70A 6.33£2.24A 73.05£26.74A 3.37:1.10A 10.786.51A
15—30 cm 6.67£0.24A 2.44+1.468B 3.931.95B 37.80+18.80B 2.1620.77B 2.96:1.90B

MY LR EAEAARE (RN TSRS, KPR F b2, F—F AR PRI P<0.05 k¥ E25 B35 (Tukey K503 ) 5
/NG PR AN AR 2 5 3 RS PR AN L2 1] 2 5 B 25
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A EAE L2 2Z R B E, 0—15 em 2 A YLK (SOC) & & AW (AP) | LIS IKE(SM) |
SR (TN) SRR E ST 15—30 em H8E2 (H 5 pH BT 15—30 em £1E, 7340, HIEMERZ
FEBE AR + A EAE A (B 1) o HAMIREARRR(SS) BEE AL 0—15 em L EMASA S & B EER
FHABAPEA A T2, 1A (PC) 0—15 em K 15—30 em + )2 FAEF A (WH) 15—30 em + )24
A BE%, HMEZRERRRE .,

Br O Hfekifg WH O (i E#ebk PQ

B Ak HR LI EMEE IR BR PQL
©BIEAHK SS B JEIHAEASHK LP

g ik PC & =k PM
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Fig.1 Soil nitrate content in different riparian vegetations and soil layers of upper Wenyuhe watershed
TR+ R HAEH B3 (P<0.05). BIPiRZELinEZ, B L F RN IEE P <0.05 /KT 12257 83 (Tukey K5075) 5
WH ; FLAE 4 Multi-flower meadow ; HR ; YD Kk Hippophae shrub; SS: #I## A MK Salix shrub; PC: LI #K Poplar forest; PQ: 11145 [ HEHK
Poplar birch forest; PQL: [[1# [T#E7& I #AMK Poplar birch and larix forest; LP ;75 ¥A 424K Larix and picea forest; PM: ZAZ#K Picea forest

2.2 AR K+ JZ 0] 58 Sl A TR 22 A B PR T B

T AL 2 AR S A SR AN R A AR TS (] 2) o YD R AR (HR) 15—30 em +)2 2
HACTRFE 2R Chaol #8405 & T HAMAE IS + 2 | 1A FUHEVE AR AR (PQL) 15—30 em F )2 Chaol
FEBEAR MR (PM) 0—15 em HJZ 1A A HERK AR AR (PQL) 0—15 em )2 Ml T 4E 50 ) (WH ) 15—30
em 1 )2 Shannon 88U & , LA FAREIE I AAMR (PQL) 15—30 cm + 2 HAK, HE R B E . 45 S0 SR
I3, IR 2 AR TR U AR B W B R R (WH) (R T (b FEEAR (PQ)
(R L3 M 2R (PM) (TR VI W) 3 b R 2 pe b i

S A AT T P S e S S A DD RE EE AR AR . fh BT 3 AR A S A AT 1 A A R B 4 R
AHEAE RS20 T 11 B B, YMRHE AR (HR) FIMIAR FE AR (SS) 0—15 em )2 3 I Gl Al i T% 1 A
H15—30 em 12 IR IS PRIk 2, H ZF Z M 22 5 AR 2 B 5 A AR 1 S AU LE V0 i R Ak
(HR) FOMIAHE AR (SS) ISR LT REHCOR , A5 A AR S A2 Z A, 4338 S i Akl T P A8 A S A3 v 7 Y
B, BRI A VD BRHE PR (HR) FIMIRIFEACKR (SS) 338 S i AL T PR
2.3 ARSI K+ JZ 18] 58 Sl A TRV 2H B G e A

B SR A TR T 2 L S A A TR S A SRR+ JZ AR AR R, R 4RI TR b A S A
AL TR LTS A FE ZE A HE T AR JE 1] ( Proteobacteria) JEBER | ] ( Firmicutes) \JiIZE T ] ( Actinobacteria) | ¢ 25 &
I"J( Chloroflexi ) FIIVF 81 ( Planctomycetes ) , HoH7, ZZJE 1 ] ( Proteobacteria ) 7E WA #E AR MK 0—15 cm +)2
(SSA) PRI 25 de i, JB T4 TR, JEBE BRI T7] ( Firmicutes ) /2 FAERE A 0—15 em £ 2 (WHA) fE#
BE R (Actinobacteria ) TEVP BRE AR 0—15 em 1 )2 (HRA) FIHIFHE AR IR 0—15 em + )2 (SSA) J& T4
PGRTE , 2R IS TR 1] ( Chloroflexi ) /2 L1 % F1HE TS T FAPRTR 28K 0—15 em £ )2 (PQLA) L S B FE 5 1M 77 B 18 ]
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Fig.2 Soil denitrifying bacterial diversity in different riparian vegetations and soil layers of upper Wenyuhe watershed

TR 1 25 BAR 3 (P<0.05) . BIHIRBELNRERS B LI P RER TR P<0.05 JKF 12257 B3 (Tukey R HE7E)

O HAEkAg WH

O VhEAMk HR
0B WIREAR SS
8 itk PC

B ik EER PQ

LA EHEE R FAM PQL
8 KAk LP
=AMk PM

+)2ALF Soil layers/cm

B3 X EEREREEEERN TR T ERELEES
Fig.3 Denitrifying enzyme activity in different riparian vegetation and soil layers of upper Wenyuhe watershed

MR R 1 )2 L AR B3 (P<0.05) . B iRZELNIRMER , B EIr FRERR TS P<0.05 /K E22 5 B35 (Tukey 15075)
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( Planctomycetes ) {XFEVE A = AZIRZE AR 15—30 ecm +)Z (LPB) Ml AZ2HK 15—30 cm + )2 (PMB) 3 A5 43
i, Ao A2 2R AR, [FE, MR AR 15—30 ecm +)2 (SSB) Ala 24k 15—30 ecm )2 (PMB) +4
S BRI 20 R Y5 A DR 6] 1T S AR B R e v AR 8 AR bR 15—30 em )2 (SSB) BR7ZE
JE 1] ( Proteobacteria) MALEEEREAD A& A /0 B A EEEF ] ( Firmicutes ) JZEH 1] ( Actinobacteria ) FI4RZS
i# ] ( Chloroflexi) ; ZAZHk 15—30 cm +)Z (PMB) 3 FR L # R HE N ZZFEAT 18 1] ( Proteobacteria ) F1J5EBE R ]
(Firmicutes ) ; M T HILLAZAK (PC) A1 LLAZ FAMETRSSAR (PQ) 38 v S il A T e v 2H LA /0, 5 A A2
JEAT 1 ] ( Proteobacteria ) Fl J& BE I ] ( Firmicutes ) ; = £2 Ak 0—15 em 1 )2 (PMA) AU A 22 2 4T & 1]
( Proteobacteria) 14425 B[] ( Chloroflexi) o

B4 SO BN R R E A 2R T3 nirS BRAHCE BEAERT AR (1TKF)
Fig.4 Composition and abundance of nirS denitrifiers at phylum level of different riparian vegetations of upper Wenyuhe watershed
HE A RE 53 R 7] — S RS AL A0 T T THE S [RI AR R B e R REAR IR XS BEAE P<0.05 7KV |22 57 B35 (Tukey FB05) s BEALARIR IS
Jm A 7R 0—15 em +J2 ;)0 B F7R 15—30 em )2

TEJE AT b REARXS FE BERT 10 198 24T 3B Al 0 (35 3) « AR B ) 38 vp 2R 64T 6 )& ( Bacillus ) 75 0—15
em TR FE A BB, WH E R ( Cupriavidus ) 75 15—30 em 1 J2 5 & U BOE KMk b B 2 E R
(Asoarcus) FUGRET B8 (Sulfritalea) £ 0—15 em 521 XY 2 e LUK A R ( Rubrivinas ) {5 1530 em
)2 AT S B s MR AR 0—15 em 12)2 (SSA) & T 1 J& ( Rhodanobacter ) 5 5 5 1147 FAMETR 28 K
398 v [ FR R & (Azospirillum ) F1 Z2 K 1 J& ( Polymorphum ) 7 0—15 em 2 A0 X% 3= B 5, (B 56 12 &
( Pseudomonas) £ 15—30 em +J2 A BHHH ,%ufﬁﬁgﬁ{ﬁsiﬂiiigqjélﬁﬁﬁ ( Rubrivivax ) 7£ 0—15 em 1
Erh & iR, B AR R (Azospira) 1F 15—30 em £ 2 A X F B E o 26K 5 S W s
( Cupriavidus ) 7£ 15—30 em + 2 XS R,
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F3 N@WFLHTEAREHREENTETERRBUENANEEER(EKT)
Table 3 Abundance of soil denitrifying bacterial ( nirS) at genus leve as influenced by vegetation types and soil layers in upper Wenyuhe

watershed (2-way ANOVA)

{34 FJE Dominant genera

TR
Vegetation types RSB T I I#6] SV TR ) LIRS B AT T U
Pseudomonas Azospirillum Azospira Rubrivivax Rhodanobacter
FALHA] 0—15 em (WHA) 0.14d 0.31b 0.02fgh 0.01j 0.09d
YOI AR 0—15 em (HRA) 0.02h 0.12¢ 0.10d 0.09¢d 0.05ef
HIFHEARR 0—15 cm (SSA) 0.14d 0.02gh 0.19¢ 0.12ab 0.21a
WLk 0—15 em (PCA) 0.32h 0.18d 0.01fgh 0.08def 0.04gh
L% FIHEIR Sk 0—15 em (PQA) 0.06fg 0.33a 0.07de 0.03i 0.05fg
1A% FIRES AR SEAK 0—15 em (PQLA) 0.18¢ 0.00h 0.00h 0.09de 0.00i
KA B AZ IR 0—15 em (LPA) 0.04gh 0.02g 0.24b 0.13a 0.14b
ZAZHK 0—15 em (PMA) 0.07f 0.05f 0.01fgh 0.06gh 0.05ef
FAERA 15—30 em (WHB) 0.09¢ 0.13e 0.05efg 0.05h 0.09d
VP IE A 15—30 em (HRB) 0.07f 0.02¢g 0.05ef 0.14a 0.03h
I AR 15—30 em (SSB) 0.13d 0.02g 0.26b 0.11he 0.06e
i##k 15—30 em (PCB) 0.05fg 0.28c¢ 0.02fgh 0.06h 0.12¢
1L FHEIRASHK 15—30 em (PQB) 0.38a 0.17d 0.04efgh 0.03ij 0.03gh
1L FAHETE AR A AR 15—30 em (PQLB) 0.10e 0.12¢ 0.01gh 0.01j 0.01i
TEMH AN SAZIR A 15—30 em (LPB) 0.05fg 0.01gh 0.35a 0.08efg 0.08d
ZAZHK 15—30 em (PMB) 0.06fg 0.12¢ 0.01fgh 0.071gh 0.03h
ik B I U I RE TR ESIA1 T R AT R
Vegetation types Azoarcus Sulfuritalea Polymorphum Cupriavidus Bacillus
FHAEH A 0—15 em (WHA) 0.08cd 0.02efgh 0.01gh 0.03bed 0.08a
IO IHEARK 0—15 em (HRA) 0.17a 0.18a 0.00h 0.03be 0.02de
MR AR 0—15 em (SSA) 0.09bc 0.07¢ 0.01gh 0.0le 0.00gh
1Ak 0—15 em (PCA) 0.01h 0.02fgh 0.02fg 0.02de 0.03cd
14 FHHETRZE MK 0—15 em (PQA) 0.03f 0.03ef 0.08a 0.02cde 0.04b
1A% FI RS MR AR 0—15 em (PQLA) 0.01h 0.01hi 0.05¢d 0.0le 0.01f
TS ZAZIRAEHR 0—15 em (LPA) 0.09b 0.03efg 0.02g 0.02bcde 0.01fg
ZAZHR 0—15 em (PMA) 0.01h 0.03e 0.06b 0.03b 0.00h
HAEH A 15—30 cm (WHB) 0.09bc 0.06¢d 0.02fg 0.06a 0.02def
YPIRAE AR 15—30 cm (HRB) 0.04e 0.11b 0.03ef 0.03bed 0.02¢f
WIRHEAH 15—30 cm (SSB) 0.10b 0.10b 0.01gh 0.01de 0.00h
1I#Hk 15—30 cm (PCB) 0.01gh 0.02gh 0.04de 0.02bede 0.04b
145 AR ZE AR 15—30 em (PQB) 0.02fg 0.01hi 0.04de 0.01e 0.02¢f
114 FAHETE MR AR 15—30 em (PQLB) 0.01h 0.00i 0.02g 0.02bede 0.01f
I AZIRSSH 15—30 em (1LPB) 0.07d 0.05d 0.02g 0.02bcde 0.00h
AR 15—30 em (PMB) 0.01gh 0.01hi 0.06bc 0.07a 0.04bc

[F]l — B {E G AR F AR AE P<0.05 /K 122 5 3 (Tukey K3075)

FEJB KT b XA [RIAR 2 750 4 22 (8] - 458 S A5 £ DA R ¥ 2 BSOAHHARLBE A 7 SR SR R B A mT 1 (1B S)
16 NREA BRI N IU KRB, Hod M A 15—30 cm +)2 (SSB) 578 M =424k 0—15 em )2 (LPA) |
M 0—15 em 1)2 (PMA) 5 1147 FARETE AR ASHK 0—15 em )2 (PQLA) =38 5 il £k 11 % V& ZH i AH L)
FEAR R 5 1A FIREIR AE AR 15—30 em )2 (PQB) FLAZAK 0—15 em £J2 (PCA) , HALF M) 0—15 cm -2
(WHA) Flil#gdk 15—30 em + )2 (PCB) + 48 5 i Ak b8 B V& 28 54k AR AL ; U0 I R AR 15—30 em )3
(HRB) 1 LLA7 FIAEV AR SZ bR 15—30 em 42 JZ (PQLB) 3 5 fif§ A 11 R Vi 4L A SR AR 81 5 T L A% 1 ME bR
0—15 cm + 2 (PQA) 3 i AL B AT 205 HARR A A b 22 S, RIS R ARG = BE T 50 )R RN
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5 KRERE, A8 T2 B 1] ( Proteobacteria) | JEBE T ] ( Firmicutes ) iUZE B ] ( Actinobacteria) (S¢S ]
( Chloroflexi ) FIIVE 2 ] ( Planctomycetes ) %5 5 /N7,

Thauera

Magnetospirillum
Cupriavidus

Dechloromonas

Sulfurimonas

Polymorphum
Dinoroseobacter

Zoogloea

Paracoccus

Azospirillum

Bacillus 3
Ideonella

Kocuria 2
Azoarcus

Arthrobacter 1
Dechlorospirillum
Candidatus.Kuenenia 0
Marinobacter
Hydrogenobacter -1
Azospira
Halomonas
Ruegeria
Rhodanobacter
Bradyrhizobium
Anaerolinea
Candidatus.Methylomirabilis
Sulfuricella
Pseudogulbenkiania
Bordetella

Pseudomonas

Pseudovibrio

Ralstonia

Thiolapillus

Aromatoleum

Roseobacter

Rubrivivax

Sulfuritalea

Herbaspirillum

SSB

<
%)
©n

LPB
PMA
PQLA
PMB
WHB
WHA
HRA
HRB
PQA
PCB
PQLB
PCA
PQB
LPA

B 5 s EEnERREEERNTET ERRBELAABERERE

Fig.5 Heat map and cluster of dominant denitrifiers at genus level in different riparian vegetation and soil layers of upper Wenyuhe
watershed
Nevskia 12 FLTITH J& ; Bacillus ZEFAT & ; Psychrobacter Y3 ¥ 1 J& ; Lactococcus FLFRERFE J& ; Arthrobacter 55 ¥ B J& ; Pseudomonas {15 %A B 7 J&
Kineococcus R & ; Conexibacter FEZ Wi ICHTF W& ; Pseudonocardia B4  FC TR J& ; Microlunatus /1N J T J& ; Sphingomonas 4 i 0. 1 )
Brevundimonas ¥8% 5. Jfl T J& ; Micrococcus 130 BR B J& ; Acinetobacter 7N 31 T 1 J& ; Propionibacterium ™ TR B J& ; Burkholderia 1A 7 [ T J& ;
Rhodococcus 213K & ; Microbacterium TFT 1R & ; Pedomicrobium 14 J& ; Hyphomicrobium A= 22T J& ; Afifella 1R £1 3 WK 1 J& ; Geobacter Hii
FF# & ; Candidatus. Rhabdochlamydia Hi A< J5 A4 J& ; Nitrospira i £t 38 14 J& ; Candidatus. Nitrosophaera V. ¥ 14 98 T4 J& ; Opitutus F= 4 6 )&
Couchioplanes F} U7 8B & ; Pilimelia KA & ; Devosia 2K IR & ; Flavobacterium ¥ ¥ J& ; Mycobacterium 43 B FT B J& ; Planctomyces %
FLAR TR ; Steroidobacter 2K [EWEFT B R ; Pirellula /WA W8 5 Lysobacter Y HT 1B ; Rubrivivax 1 KA1 & ; Gemmata 1 7F W & ; Mesorhizobium
rP 18 A AR B R 5 Phenylobacterium ZEIEFT 38 ; Rhizobium I8 & ; Rhodoplanes 21375l IR

PQ: LLiA% FHEAK Poplar birch forest; PM: 24k Picea forest ; WH: FL7E2 i) Multi—flower meadow ; HR : V> #li¥# Ak Hippophae shrub; PQL:
11145 FAMEFS A bK Poplar birch and larix forest; PC; 34k Poplar forest; LP ;78I #A = 424K Larix and picea forest; SS: MIB#E Ak Salix shrub;
JEH A F7R 0—15 em £J2 ;51 B 78 15—30 em 1)

2.4 A[FERCHSSR AR R VA RRAE -5 IR A S
X AN TRIAE DA T - M S A A TR P | RTIE ZARPE S I 3 B e  E SE BEAME ROAH SCPE 0#r ( 4) R &
ALK (SOC) AW (AP) I LS & /KB (SM) J& T i PE - PR IR 15 - S S i AL TG 4 (DEA ) 55 £
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HERARA R R EIEMIE(r=0.29,P<0.05) ; DI AR 2 E S S A W3 IEAHC (r=0.36,P<0.05) ,
M5 HAR B R FAHOCHEAN R RIS, TIKSF I, 38 S Al A R B 9 20 RS 398 pH | 38 Bl (SOC) Fiil
DAL WFE I ZBIEFF I ] ( Proteobacteria) 5 AS A 2 W EMHICKER (r=0.46,P<0.01) ; JERER ]
(Firmicutes ) 5 13 pH £ B #F EA X (r=0.3,P<0.05) , i 5 +HEHHLEK (SOC) (r=-0.32,P<0.05) FIfEZ
RA(r=-0.37,P<0.01) 2 E 77AH R 5 TR T ] (Actinobacteria ) 5 il &5 A& 2 W i 2 IEAHOC (r=0.47,
P<0.01) ; B[] ( Chloroflexi ) 5 H3EA HLAK (SOC) R4 2 FIEA I (r=0.47,P<0.01) ,

F4 WA LFAETERFEUBEE BESHEERABEFS TEELERBXRS

Table 4 Correlation coefficient among DEA , denitrifiers diversiy, dominant taxas and soil properties of upper Wenyuhe watershed
3L E T Soil physicochemical properties

UK R 2R B

) kR , WA
miH Soil organic Available o J(‘E‘ Total Ammonium . .K
Soil . Nitrate nitrogen
Ttem PH arer carbon phosphorus " nitrogen nitrogen NO*.N
S0C AP ”;‘;f/';e TN NH}-N , 3 )
o 0

Neke)  /(mg/kg) Ake)  /(mg/kg) (me/ke)
A 2 Vegetation types -0.05 0.39** 0.29* 0.37 " 0.28 0.22 0.02
+JZ Soil layers 0.44™" -0.67"" -0.62"" -0.73*" -0.62"" -0.80"" -0.12

5 ey

’iﬁﬁﬂ?@g(ﬁ tE o -0.08 0.01 0.07 -0.10 0.24 0.00 0.29"
Denitrifying enzyme acivity
Chaol #§%X Chaol -0.01 -0.02 -0.09 -0.08 -0.14 0.36 * -0.15
FrAFEEL Shannon 0.14 0.05 -0.03 -0.07 -0.08 0.19 -0.23
S ] Proteobacteria -0.27 -0.05 0.07 -0.06 0.19 -0.02 0.46%"
JEEER ] Firmicutes 0.30" -0.32" -0.08 -0.20 -0.10 0.02 -0.37""
JUERTT] Actinobacteria -0.21 0.03 0.08 0.16 0.15 -0.13 0.47 %"
BSHIT Chloroflexi -0.13 0.47"* 0.15 0.22 -0.03 0.16 -0.01
IF8 F1] Planctomycetes 0.10 0.06 0.03 -0.03 -0.19 -0.20 0.22

# fE P<0.05 KF E2ZEFRE, #+ AF P<0.01 K |25 5 B E (Tukey Kid0vE)

WA TCRHTAT AN 6) : TR RE S HHEAPLER (SOC) A RWE(AP) | T HEE/KE (SM) | HHEAA
(TN) | IR A AR AS A& B 2 38 DA G OG22, TS R pH (52 B35 B AH GG &R 5 AN R A A e 2R
R Z () 1Y 138 A HLBK (TOC) AR (AP) | HIEFE KR (SM) & HIEFLI F AU R 22 55 . 2LK AR
( Rubrivivax) |[& B M2 B & ( Azospira ) B 51 B J& ( Sulfuritalea ) . % 1] ¥ & J& ( Rhodanobacter ) | 3 18 & 1# J&
(Ideonella) FY2ATR & ( Herbaspirillum ) FNE RN & (Azoarcus ) 55 & % LIRS A & B M 0 B 3%, HXT
398 2w Ak Bl TS M B BT Bk (E 5K BT B R ( Cupriavidus ) | R BK B & ( Paracoccus ) | W 12 R &
( Magnetospirillum) . 2 f0FF 5 J& ( Bacillus ) . & 2R # & (Azospirillum ) (B AALEE)E ( Pseudomonas) Vi ) [ 1 J&
( Thauera ) FN3H U5 [HF & ( Dinoroseobacter ) 55 )& 5% 1 )2 R BE A 38 pH - IE(E 52 i 5 0 BH 2, %+ 38 = A4k
T A AP TR (58 K ; Pseudogulbenkiania J& 15454 Q& ( Bordetella) \Z I 1 J& ( Polymorphum) | 55 5% [
B )& ( Ralstonia) Fl Aromatoleum %5 & 52 A IS 25 R 48K,

3 e

EIHIT X SCURTRT YT e afs AL A v 6 R A 2 7 YRR A3 BT T LA B A S5 68 FE A Sy A
R A TR BORRA TR S [RIAB 28 2 0 2 3 A W) 2R S T R S5 B e LD, AR5
Xt ST L P 9] gy A TR A B A T I - J2= A 08 IS A T 22 A e A e 2L AR - S IS A A Tt 15 P A 1
Fo BRI SCURTRT L I el A IS T M98 S e R 2 I AR v A R 38 S g A s 1, AN 52
MR AR 22 S B R 30 32 1 R I PRGN 7 22 S (RS, — 38 Z IAAE AR ARV

TIRBUEY SRR R Z R AT G R AR RV 451 22 5 22 5 1k B AL Pk A A, g i3y +
e YRR P A s 22 AR A R b L3R AL R 2 Chaol FELYS LS AR W4 IE
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1.0
SOC
SM
TN Ammonium
Rubrivivax
.
0s | Vegetation Types
Nitrate
DEA
A benkiania & Bordetella
L.
g Azoarcus Sulfuritalea o Ralstonia ¢
2 Ideonella ¢ Shanoon Polymorphum
0 *
~ Herbaspirillum
< P Dinoros
a Chaol
Tha ® paracoccus
. Magnetospirillum
Pseud
o Bacillus
-0.5 iri
Azospirillum
A
Soil Layers pH
-1.0 : '
1o 05 0 0.5 1.0

RDA 1 (20.82%)

Be6 MfmtiFmsAREHERMIETEBAER KELERSHEERRBERBHTRS N

Fig.6 RDA analysis of soil properties, denitrifiers diversiy and dominant taxas at genus level in different vegetation types and soil layers of
upper Wenyuhe watershed

St AR AR T 2 O B B LT 2R EG = AIBAURAL By X IR AUR S AL B (R34 5 SOC : A HLER Soil organic
carbon ; SM; T3 7K it Soil moisture; AP ; A4 Available phosphorus; TN : &% Total nitrogen; DEA ; 43 )2 it {L. B 1 £ Denitrifying enzyme
acivity ; Pseudomonas 15 ¥ MBI )& ; Azpspria B BIREHE ; Azpsprillum [ EIZEE ; Rubrivivax 21K AT H# & ; Rhodanobacter B AT 1 J& ; Azoarcus [
RN R ; Sulfuritalea Hi%T T & ; Polymorphum ZTC W& ; Cupriavidus ST & ; Bacillus ZEFFT & ; Paracoccus R ER T & ; Magnetospirillum &
WEMETE R ; Thavera ¥ JE G J& ; Dinoroseobacter 14 I ¥T B J& ; Herbaspirillum W2 T J& ; Ralstonia 35 /K G & ; Bordetella 97545 [C & ;
Ideonella LTSN JE

FHOE(F 4) I G RAE R SR — B, AR 1 MR B 2 U S ) M8 I Al TR R 2 ) 22 R 1) O B - 3
WEEA -, H L4 NH-N 2 BIERNIS AN EEAAAEIE 2 —, AT AR AR R B bR A = R ]
RT3 NHG-N 5 22 e 2 g AR SR (PQ) b4 NHG-N &5 4 2 35 kv T I Al i i 6 7Y
(322) ; I FMEIRASHR (PQ) A THER T 1T B BE, Ja T8 2 ih I B B, HC e R AL TR 2 A 1 fie s
AR JE R T ST I B A AR A v SRR A R R ALk T v L TG R , o AR A A L 1) R R - SRR AR A 3 O
PEFT, 35 R 55 R AR AR — B, [ ARBIFSE 45 S b T RS 0—15 em )2 1238 NH-N (% &
BEMERT 1530 em 1JZ  RUIEEE 12BN L4 NH,-N &5 025 A%, e R am b R 2 el
REARG, 3ok 55 VP3R5 45 2 i s it — 2L

TSR AL BTG ( DEA ) J2 b 38 SRF AL 20 B AT 4 4 S D RE O B SR B, 2 052 s IR B A LR
i M 4 NOT-N MRBESE DI FEm ™ AT 4 R W] 3 A5 A e WA HE AR (SS) FYD Biobk (HR ) 13
TR I A AL IS P (DEA) R 3 @ T HAR MR R, H S RIS R 2 B E EMX (P <
0.05) o PRI, £ SCUAYAT_E Ji i) 25 A R AE e e B 33 i, NOS-N & i 2 5 - S S AR A BT 1E ( DEA ) S+
SERREE R A RTAE B B L R NOS-N % 4 25 5 S BRSO AL TG 4 ( DEA) 22 5% 5 T AU IR
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Y AL VE RS AR AR FH T, 288 28 W 56 A U 25 0, L 52 M - 336 S il AL 6 3% M ( DEA) 5y — E 2 A
T ARG R 4 4 S AR I HE R AR (SS) v B v T AR W S AR HL A 9 I Ak e I
(DEA) 5 HEAR S S EIEML (r=0.24) , DIESA S EAMESA T RTE 0—15 eom 12 REFHT 15—
30 em )2, BIBHE + 2 VR BNV 118 4 00t AN AS 2 it 4 b S I B, S5 R 2 45 1 R e e
FREEWAH—3

v A A BRI O B SRR St R R A R A R Y e SO A A R 4
RERIEY Z I8 T 57 3% AL DSR40 T, A2 JE R T] ( Proteobacteria ) (AUAT i [] ( Bacteroidetes ) | J&EBE R[]
(Firmicutes ) FTZE ] ( Actinobacteria) 2 | AHIFSY 4% 5 96 B . 78 SCURTAT L 330 2 417 AN TR AR B 0 £ 4 v |
HA 5 DL E L EF L, BN B 1] ( Proteobacteria) JEBEEE ] ( Firmicutes ) (iZ ] ( Actinobacteria) |
£8Z5 B 1] ( Chloroflexi ) 177 %% 1% [ ] ( Planctomycetes) , H:H1 AR JE [ ] ( Proteobacteria ) # X} = B i &, HAE A
A SR e R A 0 T R 2 K SRR R, 3k 5 A 0 A5 Y R A e e A Y R R S e A — B, DA, R
BEGT ] ( Firmicutes ) J& T TLAERLf) (WH) BYPEF R, LT ( Actinobacteria ) J& T~V JR#E A bR (HR ) FIF
TEABR(SSA) LFHHE , M FEEETE ] ( Planctomycetes ) {UAE & IS ZAZIR SR (LP) FIZAZHAKR (PM) T35 bl &
B, WAL TR R 38  BE AR 28 1 - e A 4% AL AR I A S A e S

X AN TR AR AR S 2 - S B M B AN O 35 B R AR DG 20 A A TUAR 20 B At - FE T TKF b -39 S il A TRV
L SARXS - FE 5 T8 pH | HEAHLIR (SOC) FIF A S S ARG 2 | X W W 3X = A - PR AL 14 Jo 5% 1 52
W) - 358 S A A A RO S E ARG B2 S BRI IR 2 . TEJE KV b AN RIS - 9 S A A0 TR Vi 2H il 2
B (K3, e AR M (WH) 30 2R M AT % E ( Bacillus ) T3040 56 8 ( Cupriavidus ) J& T BALHE R
MTE = AR (PM) L3 55 /K [C & ( Ralstonia ) Aromatoleum J& | 050 )& ( Cupriavidus) J& T W AR E & ;
[FIEs, FAT & BEAS TR A 385 O B A 4% AR bR G =F B 2 5 W 2, B B 16 PR ( Pseudomonas ) 7E LU FIETR 28 bk
(PQ)15—30 em FJZHAHXS BB s T HAAE DR AY - 2 . X — WP 45 R 50 0 R W, SCURTRT b i I s
AN TRV AR B IS Y - 38 v S A 200 00 34 B0 R 45 ) S 2 i PRI A IS T 10 S [ 7 2 00 A ) 8 2 5 | X S M0 A K
U A RAR—

4 Zig

SE GRS A R S A 0 | SR b I S AN AR A 2 2 T I SO AL TR A VR 45 A R Dl e LA o 3 22
5o RIS R 2 RE R B AL RO W A BRI A R (WH) TR RO A AR
(PQ) FITH R TR = AZ AR (PM) 138 v S Bl Ak BRI E 22 P 35 v 5 1T 38 S i AK l T% R A8 Ak KB A3 v A |
TR HH 0 VD R AR AR (HR) FOMIRHE APR (SS ) 38 vy SORH A TS 1 B S i Ak 2 e e it 5 AN ] 4 J2 (] 338
THAC TR S5 M A D RE LA E B 25 57, B 0—15 em )2 - 8RB A 1R B 22 0 1 R S il Ak il s 1 Wl 2 v T
15—30 em T2,

SCUATR] - YT A A S AR S SR A TR B TR R 2 SRR T AE JE TR 1T ( Proteobacteria ) |\ JEBETE ]
(Firmicutes) i # 1] ( Actinobacteria) 2§ %5 B[] ( Chloroflexi ) F17% %% # | '] ( Planctomycetes ) , A~ [F] A # 2 7Y
ANE) 2 B b SRS AR TR VR 45 1 B 2 28 57 0 3% W A5 1A T ] ( Planctomycetes ) (U TE & M = AZ TR S K
(LP) MIZAZAR(PM) 15—30 em 204 A IR AR S0k, FR B R BSR4 S R B Xk 4 98 S A A 4 T
T T 2 A B2 A ™ A E 5 ) 1 L A SR PR S RN AL 3 TR =2 (B A7 7 0 8 A OC M Herb -0 pH H IR L
B IS R A RS 1 A5 PR DR 2 S ) 98 S AL A0 TR V% 235 A B 2H i) S B R 1
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