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Diversity of cave soil microarthropod in karst region
YANG Daxing, YANG Juan, LI Can”

Guizhou Provincial Key Laboratory for Rare Animal and Economic Insects of the Mountainous Region, Guiyang University , Guiyang 550005 , China

Abstract; Karstic cave is a special closed ecosystem, with environmental condition significantly distinct from common
ecosystem types, and it is considered an ideal place to study karst ecological processes. Soil arthropod is a critical
component of terrestrial ecosystem, and highly sensitive to environmental changes and even small variation in ambient
environmental condition has severe consequence on their community composition and diversity, so exploring the cave soil
arthropod is helpful to understand the response of soil arthropod to special environment, and is of great significance for
better understanding of ecological processes in karst areas. In this study, two habitats types ( cave and natural forest) were
selected in south Guizhou and soil microarthropod were investigated using Tullgren methods in May, July, October 2018 and
January 2019, and principal component analysis ( PCA ), Repeated measures ANOVA, Pearson’s correlation test and
redundancy analysis (RDA) were used to examine the interaction between soil microarthropod and environmental factors. A
total of 2399 soil microarthropod specimens were captured and classified into 7 classes, 15 orders, and 121 families. Among
them, the dominant group was Isotomidae in natural forest, Oppiidae in cave, accounting for 12.09% and 20.79% of the
total density, respectively. PCA demonstrated that the structural composition of soil microarthropod communities differed
markedly between the cave and natural forest. The group number, density and Shannon-Wiener index( H') in the different

habitats showed that these indicators were significantly lower in the cave than those in the natural forests (P<0.05). The

ESWE : HEKHARIESTIH (31760130) 5 5% M WHE S 5 A= B AR S OFFTAE FF WUH (SH-2020) ; 5N E BCE T RIFTHEIRIUE (B
A KY F[2021]013 5 ) 5 BtHIE 5 FH2EBE B+ TAER 0 H (BRHEF 6 AA[2019]5605)

175 B H#5:2020-08-12; ¥ 2% tH kit B 8 :2022-02- 11

# JIRAEH Corresponding author. E-mail ; lican790108@ 163.com

http ://www.ecologica.cn



5090 A E = 2%

group number, density and Shannon-Wiener index ( H') of the soil microarthropod had an obvious seasonal variation in
natural forests ( P<0.05) , while these indicators in the cave showed no significant seasonal fluctuation. Pearson correlation
analysis indicated that group number and Shannon-Wiener index( H') of the soil microarthropod were significantly correlated
with pH, TP and light intensity, and density was correlated significantly with pH, TP, SOM and light intensity ( P<0.05).
RDA revealed that pH value was the main environmental factor affecting the diversity of the soil microarthropod community.
All results showed that diversity of soil microarthropod is significantly influenced by habitat types. Cave ecosystem is
extremely fragile, unstable and unfavorable for soil microarthropod survival. Therefore, we should strengthen protection of

cave biodiversity, and avoid unreasonable development and utilization of cave.
Key Words:; cave; soil microarthropod; diversity; karst
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B KRR W R R AR = MR R B SRR, IR AR R S L AR S R Gk
AU AT R I TR A S 1 R B AR T, SN 48 PR B R B P TR R 2 Ol TR AR S R
GEWFT T e AR 3 s vl sk R PRI R A R LR A T B I 30 A
Ha AR HUBU R RIFR B R AN, 3879 T S i e AR PRI A8 A, FLAURR I 20 TR i A
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AR BHIE T AE & 76 0 e 3t X RG22 T J T — R 90 - e s W A 25 2 90 (0 DU AR )
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R, AR TE 242—1961 m Z [A]  F-343E4K 5 B 997 m, UM% 8 W HRAHE 22 XU, JERE 0P 40 292 d IX IR
AT HLIX H BB RELE 30% 2647, AF-F- 2R 13.6—19.6 °C R [ ACHES | [ PG [0 AR B Wi 3 AR /K 216 1200
mm DL b, XA SR 170 B}, 744 J&, 2000 R A, EE R R A D R AR (Pinus massoniana) K2 A
( Cunninghamia lanceolat ) . ¥ ¥ ( Castanopsis fargesii ) . 7K F K ( Fagus longipetiolata ) . ¥ [ ¥k ( Quercus
variabilis) 6 HE( Betula luminifera) FIWAE ( Liquidambar formosana) %5, I3RS FHAG R4+ 211+
it S ARAR VY Ay o
1.2 W55k
121 FEMBEE
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TR AR SR AL, DL A SRR BT /N 381 IR Sh T 5, R 7R B SRR OB 4 S F0 3 A AR
M (RIS BIREHBRI PR B 7R 100 m D b AR 8 2% 1 Bt AR B2 (9 [ 3R 7] 43 A s (OB RRE 10 1x DA
b EEE ORI 0.1—10 1x) FEEHE OBIE 0—0.1 1x) PV 3EFT 2l FHZRH: tes1334a 507 JEE 110
FEOCHRBRIE
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Table 1 Basic characteristics of the plots

Bt i E 4K/ m AR RRFAE FEE
Plot Location Elevation Soil types and characterization Dominant vegetation species
HEaG! HUK B & A R (106° 38" 46" 1223 W SO RERTESH AU A D & #E (Bryophytes ) \ 445 ( Weeds ) FIFRIE
Cave 1 E,26°0'6"N) Tk 2 B P A K o b s v (Ferns)
72 UK B R A (106°38'32" 1153 TR S0 I S P
Cave 2 E,25°57'28'N) TR TR ERR
- BRI 55 R R A EL R
SET t E fe ©35'27"F, ’A_‘ " -
W73 Eik IR (1067357278, g CERS 2Nt oN R S Ut
Cave 3 26°08'44"N) .
L
. . B 55 R R 2
ke i S 0NQI AN o ' ~ . [
T4 L\JJA%T&J?!(H(IOé 28'4"E, it Rk SR A b B s
Cave 4 25°58'8"N) .
Bt
. y - B RAb T (platycarya longipes) 5 K8 ( Cyclobalanopsis
/N ~EFY AR ° N o ;
Etﬂl(fl 41 ?EEJTE%S%IET]’&%;F X (107 950 BEOKL, LMK glauca) . 18 I B ( Acer cinnamomifolium ) Fl 2% 75 B
atural fores ) (Selaginella uncinata) %, HK 60 45
‘ " . [ SR A AR 3 MK ( Handeliodendron bodinieri) |
R S S 1 AR o
A2 &f%‘%{ﬁ i ,‘@}F (107 848 W IR, SRR ﬂ‘ﬁf{( Celtis sinensis) \%QEH‘X‘T( Lindera communis ) LS N
Natural forest 2 56'59"E,25°16'56"N)
% 80 4F
H M3 REEZRY A REYX (107° . e, SR R B 3 BUK ( Boniodendron minus) | % 1
I et P
Natural forest 3 56'43"E,25°17'5"N) " REARE, LB A T, i 60 4

/NAL - 5 B TE % ST Tullgren 5 24 h 3 BRI, A5 00 /B 4 567 I gh Wy i T b ) 3 30
622K %) 22! (The Oribatid Mites Genera of the World) "*' fI{ A Manual of Acarology (Third edition) ) T
AT 208, — e 2R R e bRl . 432500 B b [ 3 S R R P ) 2 1 4
KRG, HHIRAE R BT ARHE RO AL 2 20 Hrid) ) S8 pH DR T TR (K 1 2.501) s A BIL
K F v T AR A IR B AR - A s R RUR L IR U 5 Wik I PR BA BT L (B0 B0 R T A 2 O
255 A BCEK ] FeSO,-Zn ik J5i- TR 102 5 A7 88wk PR BE T LL (5125 s A7 88080 SR FH X I O B %

1.2.3 Bl bk 2

¥ F Shannon-Wiener Z2+EEF8 5 H' = z P.InP, SrAr/INEY e i sh ) 2 kR S jﬂ*ﬁ&@kﬁ(,f’,jﬂ

FKREAE T,

o []— =5 B X SRR I R D7 B A7 7 280 5 AT 40 A, BRI 7 4 DN EA AR 3 /\i
B BAERIHAT log(a+ 1) FEa R AIRAE 1IE A PE S 6 2 & 77 2253877 ( Repeated measures ANOVA ) £ 56 4 3%
HURE Ry SO A B R /N - 81 B sh Wy 5 ), 5 25 5 i 25 U LSD 1% (5 22 55 ) Al Tamhane's T2
(M) (AT T2 E A, (SR ZE 7 225387 (One-way ANOVA ) Xl 7R [ S8 M /INEY + 38775 B 3
Py T 209 () 25 S A S . (IS PR T A 90 A AN ) AR B8 - I AR ME BT i 22 5 o (] Pearson R EL( M
R ) #EATA ST .

i F 3= 1434387 ( Principal component analysis, PCA ) Xf /N - 8735 B sh Wy BE 75 JEATHER , DAAY BH 25 [A] AR
AT /INBY - 356755 IRC s ) B T A5 A8 i s e, A s/ HE e 1 1 52 2Pk AUIE % B E 4 B R T 1% R 2R RE AT
PCA HEF 5317 .

FRAEBEH 4 A Z0 0/ N T S B A T 24 S B T TR 40 H (RDA) B /NS + 3815 s )
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ZAEE SN T Z B AR, AL PR 85T R 1T vegan B /F A0 Y BREL vif. cea K050 R34 2R
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e it pH A A HLET(SOM) A RBH (AK) G Rk (AP ) #E17 RDA 4347,

PR R 50 SR B 5 T 10.0% LU 38 A 2EHE, (5 1.0%—10.0% & N W2RBE, AN 2
1.0% & NFATZERE

L BOE 0 W FIVEEIZE Excel 2010 Origin 2016 F1 SPSS 16.0 525, f#i ] R #5512 #5417 PCA 43 H7 i
RDA 3 #r3f-S AT #iAk

2 HRE5S

2.1 /NSRS IR M R 2 A

PHA AT /N N B sh W 2399 AN, KB 7 W 15 H 121 B (% 2), Hob R RN S BB
(Isotomidae) , b7 SV FE Y 11.58% ; 15 WASHE M AT42 H L ( Mochlozetidae ) i FF 35 5L} ( Nothroidea ) F1E H B
BE( Oribatulidae ) 5 25 28, 5 B2 1) 66.82% ; 75 A 25 M [H)3# H ( Homoptera ) | 53 F 8RB} ( Haplozetidae ) il
FIURL (Scatopsidae ) 45 109 25 | (5 B 21.60% .,

PCA HEFF T 45 R R W, 45 27101 X A AR MO N - 85T B sh i I a5t 25 I e (& 1) o KRRl ZE
A M INEL A SES TR S IR TE AE R  E R AN . 2R TR PC1 Rl s BV 254 Y 2R R T
WS T 196} ( Pachylaelapidae ) s 225 78 PC1 fill FS2 W fE 7 45 F 1Y 2 B R 2 5 Bk 55RE ( Suctobelbidae )
FE 2R Uropodidae ) ; BkZ, 7E PC1 4l 520 B P& 2540 1) 32 SR HE 2 B SRt ; 4 2% 76 PC1 Bl 52 ma i
PSSR B AR} ( Formicidae) o

© Wy B ARk

5= Tectocepheidae 4F CES : _ Hypochthoniidae
Uropodidae Nothroidea_ Uropodidae
25 1 /Q i Ameroseiidae 2 - ,‘ Formicidae Tectocepheidae,
3 7 Neanuridae %~ Formioidae @ /1 : Suctobelbidae
:'g 4 \ Galumnidag Oribatulidae EY ‘ \ 4
A R U WO > ', el e Cl S L
Lo \. Suctobelbida¢ Phehylaclapidad Z \\ \ : > anhermanniidae
a ~ ® Nothroidea A Ts%tomizae 8 Sl \ E Galuflmida Orlbatqlldae
S -2s = ® ./// -7 Zetomotrichidae Neanuridae
Hyi)ochthoniidae : Oppiidae Isotomidae
50 L ‘ Oppiidae ‘ 4 —J ] Ameroseiidae “Pachylaclapidac
-2 0 2 -2 0 2 4
PC1 (64.92%) PC1 (64.58%)
=5 T 4 F
= Hypo;hthor'lggae: Neanuridae L% :
4 L Ormlc_{ act Isotomidae Pachylaelapidae .
Ameroseiidae - < 2 - /’ : Nanhermanniidae
§ Pachylaelapidae ENanhermanmldae 2 Oribatulidae
<3 - . Chi rdae S
I e et Y T e B
- iidae: o L.
13 o e i Zetomotrichidae' , g Formicidae
~ Tectocepheidae: Sialumuicae H s .
4 Nothroideq 1 Oribatulidae Oppiidae; [~ Isotomidae
i Suctobelbidag ———— 4 | Galumnidae
Uropodidae - ) ; ) .
-2 0 2 -2 0 2 4
PC1 (83.05%) PC1 (58.86%)

B 1 MR ETREER S 2T HEE E

Fig.1 Principal component analysis (PCA) ordination diagrams of soil microarthropod
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Table 2 Compositions of soil microarthropod

17T Cave H#AHK Natural forest S Average
BRAE pogs:d BRpE
o Bt:y , A o Bt:y , A Dii , U
/) Percent/ % /) Percent/ % o) Percent /%

2% Mites(70.55%)

FFBE H ERL Mochlozetidae 25.00 2.25 1033.33 7.59 529.17 7.18
51 5 A BL Nothroidea 6.25 0.56 840.00 6.17 423.13 5.74
# %L Oribatulidae 3.13 0.28 826.67 6.07 414.90 5.63
i3k AL Tectocepheidae 21.88 1.97 706.67 5.19 364.27 4.95
ZEH IR} Hypochthoniidae 3.13 0.28 473.33 3.48 238.23 3.23
JE R H 5L Suctobelbidae 6.25 0.56 466.67 3.43 236.46 3.21
JEPT R} Pachylaelapidae 50.00 4.49 420.00 3.08 235.00 3.19
B 245} Uropodidae 466.67 3.43 233.33 3.17
DL Bl Nanhermanniidae 3.13 0.28 446.67 3.28 224.90 3.05
W R Oppiidae 231.25 20.79 200.00 1.47 215.63 2.93
% H AL Epilohmanniidae 3.13 0.28 313.33 2.30 158.23 2.15
BT 30 FF g ) Astegistidae 18.75 1.69 273.33 2.01 146.04 1.98
JF Rl Laelapidae 15.63 1.40 253.33 1.86 134.48 1.83
FEWEFL Ascidae 240.00 1.76 120.00 1.63
JEWERL Scutacaridae 233.33 1.71 116.67 1.58
SRl Gustaviidae 173.33 1.27 86.67 1.18
KE IR Galumnidae 153.33 1.13 76.67 1.04
BB IR Zetomotrichidae 153.33 1.13 76.67 1.04
R Ameroseiidae 3.13 0.28 146.67 1.08 74.90 1.02
L3 B L Haplozetidae 9.38 0.84 126.67 0.93 68.02 0.92
+# iR} Ologamasidae 62.50 5.62 46.67 0.34 54.58 0.74
TR T 455 Damaeolidae 106.67 0.78 53.33 0.72
A EAL Cheylrtidae 103.13 9.27 51.56 0.70
HEF IR Camisiidae 9.38 0.84 93.33 0.69 51.35 0.70
Bl K 3L P 568} Parakalumnidae 100.00 0.73 50.00 0.68
AL Parasitidae 100.00 0.73 50.00 0.68
274 H Parasiformes 9.38 0.84 86.67 0.64 48.02 0.65
JE 7 B R Podopterotegaeidae 86.67 0.64 43.33 0.59
4 Nymph 3.13 0.28 80.00 0.59 41.56 0.56
E AL Eviphididae 80.00 0.59 40.00 0.54
HA&H IR Archoplophoridae 66.67 0.49 33.33 0.45
HH AL Carabodidae 6.25 0.56 60.00 0.44 33.13 0.45
FLIRH 5%; Trhypochthoniidae 25.00 2.25 40.00 0.29 32.50 0.44
5 I8} Brachychthoniidae 25.00 2.25 40.00 0.29 32.50 0.44
B H R Malaconothridae 3.13 0.28 60.00 0.44 31.56 0.43
BBl Cryptognathidae 40.63 3.65 20.00 0.15 30.31 0.41
e L Ceratozetidae 53.33 0.39 26.67 0.36
FEH IR Euphthiracaridae 46.67 0.34 23.33 0.32
%} Hermanniidae 40.00 0.29 20.00 0.27
FZZ R} Phytoseiidae 3.13 0.28 33.33 0.24 18.23 0.25
TG HIERL Scutoverticidae 6.25 0.56 26.67 0.20 16.46 0.22
A HSERL Autognetidae 31.25 2.81 15.63 0.21
SER L H %) Heterobelbidae 9.38 0.84 20.00 0.15 14.69 0.20
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17T Cave H SR MK Natural forest S Average
BRpE pogsc pragia
o Bt:y , A o Bt:y , A Dii , U
/) Percent/ % /) Percent/ % o) Percent /%

Bt 2R iR} Tarsonmidae 28.13 2.53 14.06 0.19
HeFE WAL Tydeidae 3.13 0.28 20.00 0.15 11.56 0.16
iR} Tetranychidae 20.00 0.15 10.00 0.14
%} Trombidiidae 20.00 0.15 10.00 0.14
S/NBIEBL Xenocaligonellidae 20.00 0.15 10.00 0.14
MR Digamasellidae 20.00 0.15 10.00 0.14
BT R} Nanorchestidae 12.50 1.12 6.67 0.05 9.58 0.13
537 H Oribatida 3.13 0.28 13.33 0.10 8.23 0.11
% IR Lohmanniidae 3.13 0.28 13.33 0.10 8.23 0.11
fitt I8} Cepheidae 3.13 0.28 13.33 0.10 8.23 0.11
PR Quadroppiidae 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
fii 2 FERL Tokunocepheidae 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
2 HEEL Phthiracaridae 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
FEH R Banksinomidae 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
H 2R Eupodidae 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
fH#ERE Rhodacaridae 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
FKZEFL Epicriidae 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
R AR R Mycobatidae 12.50 1.12 6.25 0.08
Hi“I 1 H Prostigmata 12.50 1.12 6.25 0.08
Hk AL Otocepheidae 3.13 0.28 6.67 0.05 4.90 0.07
KAUER Stigmaeidae 9.38 0.84 4.69 0.06
U0 JE 558} Eremobelbidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
4% B Rl Arborichthoniidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
ABILP IR} Xylobatidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
Tetracondylidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
Ameronothridae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
IR} Terpnacaridae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
(BT WERL Zerconidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
JEFIRL Podocinidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
I H Acaridida 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
i HRL Palaeacaridae 6.25 0.56 3.13 0.04
Haplochthoniidae 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
2B S %L Chamobatidae 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
BR4%E AL Sphaerochthoniidae 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
i 5¢ H A} Liodidae 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
Ji Rl Teneriffidae 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
PRl Sphacrolichidae 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
2 H Collembola(18.70% )

AT BER} Tsotomidae 59.38 5.34 1646.67 12.09 853.02 11.58
PEBERL Neanuridae 3.13 0.28 340.00 2.50 171.56 2.33
JEBERL Onychiuridae 15.63 1.40 200.00 1.47 107.81 1.46
[ BER Sminthuridae 3.13 0.28 180.00 1.32 91.56 1.24
K AR Entomobryidae 18.75 1.69 160.00 1.17 89.38 1.21
ERFAPERL Hypogastruridae 68.75 6.18 53.33 0.39 61.04 0.83
kAL Tomoceridae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
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17T Cave H SR MK Natural forest S Average
BRpE pogsc pragia
o Bt:y , A o Bt:y , A Dii , U
/) Percent/ % /) Percent/ % o) Percent /%

EL H1 40 Insecta(10.28%)

KATEF R4 H Prilodactylidae 3.13 0.28 6.67 0.05 4.90 0.07
e R4 HL Staphylinidae larvae 3.13 0.28 33.33 0.24 18.23 0.25
PR AE Priliidae adult 3.13 0.28 46.67 0.34 24.90 0.34
B B B L Staphylinidae adult 3.13 0.28 60.00 0.44 31.56 0.43
HHRHE L Scarabidae adult 20.00 0.15 10.00 0.14
SR AL H Discolomidae adult 20.00 0.15 10.00 0.14
FiH R Lathridiidae adult 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
% BB Curculionidae larvae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
HIERFFBLZ) . Corylophidae larvae 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
ML DRSS HL Throscidae larvae 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
025 A B4 i Tenebrionidae larvae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
TR R HL Archeocrypticidae larvae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
AR Cantharidae larvae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
& H B Scarabacidae larvae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
HARIR Lampyridae larvae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
NPHRL4) dL Elateridae larvae 20.00 0.15 10.00 0.14
BRI R Leiodidae larvae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
WAL IR Pselaphidae adult 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
EHRHEIE Scydmaenidae adult 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
WERL Muscidae 3.13 0.28 13.33 0.10 8.23 0.11
BENKMRARL Asteiidae 26.67 0.20 13.33 0.18
PRI R} Empididae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
£ 2 iFE Dolichopodidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
INERIERL Caligonellidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
SHEARL Tephritidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
F WAL Phoridae 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
FEE] Sepsidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
7Rl Lauxaniidae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
MR Anthomyiidae 25.00 2.25 12.50 0.17
1%} Bibionidae 18.75 1.69 9.38 0.13
FEIR} Scatopsidae 133.33 0.98 66.67 0.91
FEIARL Chironomidae 146.67 1.08 73.33 1.00
A} Formicidae 12.50 1.12 553.33 4.06 282.92 3.84
W Bee 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
4 H Hemiptera 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
+ 88} Cydnidae 13.33 0.10 6.67 0.09
[ H Homoptera 6.25 0.56 133.33 0.98 69.79 0.95
g it Aphid 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
i H Psocoptera 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
AR} Liposcelididae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
44 H] A} Phlaeothripidae 33.33 0.24 16.67 0.23
BIHf Free pupa 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
HoAth Others(0.47% )

A it H Eosentomata 3.13 0.28 1.56 0.02
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Wi 7¢ Cave H 4R MK Natural forest Sy Average
BRpE pogsc BRE
e Bf} ’ A N ny ) HAH fofy , HAH
(A/m? ) Percent/ % (A/m? ) Percent/ % (A/m?) Percent /%
Bk fliRl Glomeridae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
¥y TR Harpagophoridae 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
f %A H Lithobiomorpha 6.67 0.05 3.33 0.05
Z WA} Scolopendrellidae 26.67 0.20 13.33 0.18
EHIEEL Chernetidae 20.00 0.15 10.00 0.14
BEAMASL Individual number 356 2043 2399
SZEBEEL Group number 64 116 136

2.2 /PRIEHET B A

B2 EILL F AR INEY S B W 2R % RN Shannon-Wiener 8% (H') &5 T 7, {HIR 7R H S8
BR/NTRD A $3ET i sl W 2SR 85 T Shannon-Wiener 8450 (H') 221572846 AT (] 2) . Repeated measures
ANOVA 7M1 iR , T 7N 358755 i sh W 2B K %% B2 A1 Shannon-Wiener 1858 (H') 5 HAME T B3E (P<
0.01) , Z= 15 28 Ak I 25 52 o /N R = 3815 B sl W IS HE 4R %% B2 1 Shannon-Wiener $840(H') (P<0.05) , 28 H.AEH ik
S ZEHEECRT Shannon-Wiener 840 (H') (P<0.05) , One-way ANOVA 255301 | B SR AR/NAY + 3855 I sh ¥

35 35000 b
Hedgi: F = 142.64, P < 0.001 Heli: F=27.67, P<0.01
30 b FET: F=14.32,P<0.001 30000 F F:F=527,P<0.05
REHMER: F=3.612,P<005 b ZREHAER]: F=0.35,P>0.05
5 25 F % o~ 25000 |
2 £
a8 <
g2 20| i: 20000 |-
? a 2
O 15+ a 5 15000
=y = a
= = ?
® 10 % 10000 |
c c
ST § 5000 - ﬁ
o s o L RS
NEpae EP0 HElae EP
4.0 H:3% Habitat
A F=331.21, P <0.001
35 L i F=093, P<0.01
RHAER: F=432,P<0.05
. 30 b
b a =
L=
S 25t a
g R
®E 20 ] 2%
g2 | ¢ C o
SE ﬁ N 4%
2 7)
1.0 +
0.5 I%I
0
e H Ak

H:1% Habitat

B2 /NE TR S CEE AR ER)
Fig.2 Diversity of soil microarthropod ( Mean+SE)
INE RN R R ) — A BEAN 7] 2747 [ 22 57 o 3
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KR F=24.56, P<0.01) #JF(F=21.30, P<0.05) il Shannon-Wiener $§%(( H') ( F=29.51, P<0.05) Z=77
WA I 7N - R i sh W 2R %% B T Shannon-Wiener 850 (H') T FE 5,
2.3 /NERL S Eh W BRSNS

ASTR) 2B ] 7 s Bk RN B U IR T B SRR (E] 3) . Repeated measures ANOVA 3 H1 8 | il 7¢ 5
H SRR | Bk A B U 25 57 Bl 2 (P<0.05) , 25719 728 A0 0] 5 288 % 5 52 1) [ 2 ( P<0.05) , % Bk o Rl B e 2%
FESE A AN W] ) 52 T AR IR a2 | Bk o fn B e 9% FE S i YR T I . One-way ANOVA 5 2R W7, H SRR 25 2%
JEAFTE B E T 25 5% (F=28.17, P<0.001)

25000 Bk b 5000 Pkt
Ak F=21.42, P<0.01 Hal: F=789.48, P<0.001
FHi: F=17.99, P<0.01 FH: F=1.24, P>0.05
20000 F = HfEF: F=2.34, P> 0.05 4000 | 2 HAEM: F=0.76, P> 0.05
E E
~ ~
£ 15000 |- € 3000 F
~ ~
z z _
£ £
A 10000 a 8 2000 NN
= a = 3
= 5 \
5000 | 1000 F
C
= My N
0 0 -
W 7C H 2k 7T H 2k
H: 3% Habitat
3500 Bl
s F=16.71, P<0.01
2800 - ZWi: F=3.77,P>0.05
—~ ZEME: F=1.24, P>0.05
£ B ==
s
8 1400 b <
&
700 N
0
7T H 2k
H: 1% Habitat

B3 RN TEFEIHMERHNEEE (CTHEARHER)
Fig.3 The dynamic in individual density of different groups ( Mean+SE)

2.4 /MY S TR

S AR ANER 3 s, TWoXS A SRR 15 pH (H 28R40 22 7 W 3 (P<0.05) , AR TC
E YNGR

W5 R - 5 /N = T TR s AR S PE e BT &5 58 (36 4) B, /N 398555 T s W) 2B BRI Shannon-Wiener
EE(H )5 pH {H 28 A A IEEERE B A5 (P<0.05) % E 5 pH {H 28 A PG IR 58 i 2% A1
K(P<0.05) , 4Bk HOM B % B 5 pH EAIA HLBT B AHOC (P<0.05) , TR 5 pH (H . 2 A A HL
B FE R (P<0.05) .

RDA 73H7 7, 58—l A s o /N H 35 e sh W) Z e e 5 R 7 OC R MR R 91.14% , H
AHl(F=16.54, P<0.05) F%H—Hli(F=64.09, P<0.05) 7EGtit2% Fik W E/KF- (K 4) , /NS R Y2E
HEEL %5 B Shannon-Wiener 1880 (H') W% 8 Bk V% B2 AN B % 5 AT BLBT IE ARG, 55 pH (A AL

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



5098 A E = 2%

PFIA R AASE . SRR ISR W, 4 pH EE R /NS 315 IR s ) A P e 2 200 LI 1~ (P<
0.01),

£3 TRERHEEUFZERCHYELARMER)
Table 3 Main chemical properties in different habitats
HEVAN SRS

Cave Natural forest ! P
pH {H 6.89+0.17 5.75£0.27 3.54 <0.05
SOM/ (g/kg) 41.87£10.8 62.52+11.22 -1.95 >0.05
TN/ (g/kg) 4.15£1.03 3.66+0.38 -0.51 >0.05
TP/ (g/kg) 13.51+0.81 8.48+0.80 5.26 <0.01
TK/ (g/kg) 3.67+0.63 0.62+0.09 2.83 <0.05
AN/ (mg/kg) 1066.49+304.21 321.91+42.27 1.21 >0.05
AP/ (mg/kg) 1063.83+271.07 122.40+18.16 1.03 >0.05
AK/ (mg/kg) 72.48+26.29 15.69+2.58 2.20 >0.05

SOM: FHAHLET Soil organic matter; TN: 4% Total nitrogen; TP. 4 Total phosphorus; TK: 44f Total potassium; AN: F %L & Available
nitrogen; AP: U Available phosphorus; AK: H%(4f Available potassium

x4 DETEFE YA XS

Table 4 Pearson correlation analysis on the relationships between soil microarthropod and environmental factors

e g ZAEVESR AL ﬂ!%%%frﬁ EJEE%‘EE EEE%E
G mamber DT e e i U
(/) index(H') (4/m) (4/m?) (4/m?)
pH -0.90 " -0.95*" -0.89** 0.95"* 0.93** 0.93**
TN 0.34 0.53 0.30 -0.76" -0.71 -0.74
AN -0.37 -0.20 -0.40 -0.12 -0.11 -0.10
TP -0.88 " -0.78" -0.88** 0.51 0.48 0.51
AP -0.30 -0.11 -0.33 -0.19 -0.14 -0.17
TK -0.74 -0.65 -0.75 0.42 0.43 0.44
AK -0.67 -0.57 -0.67 0.31 0.29 0.33
SOM 0.74 0.86" 0.72 -0.96"" -0.97 " -0.96*"
FEHEBRE Light intensity 0.98 ** 0.92** 0.99** -0.75 -0.75 -0.75

* TR BE KPR P<0.05, + + FoR BFKFH P<0.01

e ZAEPE R AR BE S A 25 R G R E ME A W A & AR T 2 Shannon-Wiener 35 %X
(H") ] 0.27 , MUK T ABFFE i F SRAR, BLAR T 05 i s IXOR 280 A B RGeS, N Kobe il i (1.43—
2.18) 100 Bt (0.53) ,HEARM(0.88) , FEAMK(0.87) 2 A M (2.47) FIHEFEH (2.28) B0, F2 B WE B4 7 A4
BRGEARGENEZE , EYME AL,

AHFFELE R 07N+ e RS RIS 4500 5 A SRR 2E S I B AR SRR SR TR, N I R AR
T8 7, LA ESETT BB B 1646.67 A~/m” B3 TR F] 59.38 41~/m*(P<0.05) , 7E £V b 1) Eb 4l Fifi 22 K e
FERRAR (12.09% %] 5.23% ) 5 F SRR H WL ISHE B H i B ( Oppiidae ) AN %5 B (200.00 4~/m?) 510 7T (231.25
A/m®) FEIE (P>0.05) HAER 7 Y FL B (20.79% ) 558 SRR (1.74% ) Kig ST, e AR MR8 0E, mT LU
A, B R A 3 AR ) B 5 A AR, AR T B A S MR R AE AR 2 T R A
LRC S B S T (R = S I i SRR/ i e o $5) 7/ WS /<Y IR PR <= i i mE2 S5I L7/ DO Y V=N )
TSR ARAE R BE 7 T AL R A IR Gk AR X PR IR AT A O A R T S g
SCHE A P T R S G AR PR BRI IV 1) R

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



12 1] WA A TR N S I s A 5099

@ KX [ HBkK

RDA 2 (0.04%)
S

2 | s p<oor

RDA 1 (91.10%)

B4 BESHUESTERFZEAHTRSH
Fig.4 Redundance analysis (RDA) of community diversity explained by soil factors
GNSM; /NE 43255 e S 2 BESX Group number of soil microarthropod; DSM; /NE 43835 B #1485 BE Density of soil microarthropod; H'; /N
3N B ZREPEFE B Shannon-Wiener index; DM W25 % Density of mite; DS; Bk Density of springtail; DI FH % Density

of insect

A BT IR BT 2 A s ZU A AR | e B SE HE BR, Jr DA A 85 () b A 2R %) 22 3 %o /N AR -
JEC B R L R A 22 S TR E SRR A SR 45 A MR RS B 71 AN 19 A, 43
P37 7R SRR/ INIRY - 3 T sh A SRR 61.219% 11 29.69% , Ui A IR 7RI ) SR AR /INIY - 39655 SR sh A e
Y25 SRR, A SRAR/INEY - S8 Jh s O A AL I o AR 4% T o7/ IN R = 91 i ) 0 o 7 A B X 75
- BRI TR T A BRIV 254 72 R A T R 28 SR R 0 e AN B R AR R 0 SRS SRR TGS SR
Y ZH I, 3 2 U 9 0 %) o B RIS BRI R YA ] (3R 1), BN 4356755 IR 3 Wy v 4 TR A ) 725 [
PR A

AHIRGE K B, /NS A e s 2 B % B R RS - S m A pH (A0 3 I AR O, SO IR B i
TR, R L HEA R pH (ARG RS BT /INE -85 RS W e v A S5 m , DGR M) i B R ORI,
W JEAR Y W FEAR S 22— |, JCHR B BE A RIS AR 0 A KR A i B R (38 sh Wy 43 A %
MBS MY SRR R A S M R RO S R T R AN E B R Z R L Y
YR, NI IR s 2R AR = ) TR ORI L 7 G S OR AR T A, il
AT R, YT IR Z FIELE EREE 0 Bt BRI T /NS 39 B S R 2 FVECER 3G 1 /N
T SR R A A R AR, F RO ETE A R 2R R BER /N 3T FR s 43t
Z AR B SRR R A (R AT /NI T B sh W A R M AR A s . R RRAT L
3 3 A A A K DTG [ 2 R Wi /N TR 391 B sh 25 B) 40 A

T R ARG Z I S WA A 3t 2 2 A R FRE R TR N - S S SRR R
ZAEHER AR T FARAR, R TR G = A A 1 S /N TR - S s AR T B S A T AR
o MR R R R A S B TR 2R s i S A B AR R B, A AT X R
P HEERIE A R B (4R AR B X /N - TS R s A A A RIE (3R 3 R 4) | SRR 1Y
MR EER—3, MHLILZ T, PR S 1Y F AR A R T /N 58 B sh W i A= 47, RDA it R +
BT S W SR B B A 2R S AR pH (ISR 25 VARG ih2is ik o Rn B e %8 B A IR P 4 v 1Y 1 AR RR
T FE (3,8 4) gkt S AR S A R 55 e T8 ) N A SR R A T g e A R R B
FEIA N XS 3 S W AR 0 FARTRERSE TP K T 5 RS A I A A AL ARG I8 2L T B i i, s iy
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ANBY A S B sh A U A g A v T RE L 2 R (43 AL, e BB AR A A i b B R

TR 7R Ry , LA L Z MR R 1 A M, 758 0l A SR Il B Bl A B I FOIR S . 5
AHE T P, 1D A ) PA) P A i ) o R P AN J2 R B 2 B M A, L bl 2 TR AL, SRk Ak TR A
ol e AR 2 2 % A 8 A FL I ) — 22 b 5 e s 0 7 A AR ) s o B 0 2l i - M A A AR
45 WU RERE - AL BT BE AR, B0 BEAR TL, FLBR P e SR (I A 220 =it oD, 33 My 2 DI W AR P 52 L i 25 3 g
AR R TR G T LRSS ) -3 TS, LB 1 B IR TR 3 AR A7 TR b, TR
REFEATH TG )y, T AP PRI )2, Ik G 2l S AL AT P i 3> R R R Bt
EHEFLBUA ARG, HA A T BEFL B R B i/ INITRR AR ARt (IRFLB - SR 45 0 R BEL AR = 4
A A ATV IR T, T B S I s A e 2 DR gt D B T i, 8 T 530 0 7 9 4 AR 1 2
PAE I3 Hr it W, D' o BE ARG AL /L, b M A 22 i 5 ke MY IRl s W 2 A % B AR 2 R P 4 R A AR K
P RN

FI SRR 7 /NS - S I sh 2 1 shAS A AR, B SRMR/NTL 1 e e sh W e e 3 M 2 A A
FHTRAL, RN N RS AR T R R R AN B, O BT R A
BT R Rk K Y RS R e g W M A R BRI AR A S RS L, 1 SRR VR
AN D O R IR I N RE ALk S AR R T S B Rl S R B B B A T AR fe
FKZE A SRR/ NS - e IR S e i S M R 28 i T 1Y, BRI R A >, Xt - e sh My 2=
ARSI A R (R T R R AR T I LA N Y IR sh i B AR e e

4 it

BRI 7 0 RE ik, S5 1T RRHEE B ARARERC g o T N S IR Sh WU RE P AL Al 5 F AR
AREA AR, HISHEAL % BE A1 Shannon-Wiener $8 80 (H') 225 W35 17/ - ST I s 2 e 2 o B A
Shannon-Wiener $§ 50 ( H') 2595 2 € PE &, 110 A SR MOINEY + 3245 11 80 ) 2B 80 %5 & A1 Shannon-Wiener 45 %5
(H") U E R, - SRR TRE S 5 e i 28 |k R B e 285 32 D) R/ N+ 85 s W) 22 R P 32 BE R 5
Fo WFRERWY, IR DG RRSR B A AN [l /NS - S35 R sh e T RN B SRR 25 S Ak 0 A o TR AR &R
gi /N ST RES YIRS D I AR, AR 25 AR S R GRS E RS DR R AP S NS F A TE LRI

BT« B 2 [ R A SRR DA R 7R R A SR A R R 25 (R B By, JERAE D P 2 BE BRI SR B R B A
AR Bk 5 [R] 27 Pp B BT SMJE 2 RAE RN 2= 0 85 TAE
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