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E  RFEA R TARAL A W5 KB ( Microbial necromass carbon, MNC) % -3 A7 LA ZH 73 1 AR 2R SRR Kl K R, 78 9+
15 S BURIBE AR LA AR JMAA PRI SERTSR  Z08r T =P A AR 0—60 em )2 E R IARHRR ( Fungal necromass carbon, FNC) 4
TH 5% /& B% ( Bacterial necromass carbon, BNC) ,MNC Xt 047 2545 #/LB#% ( Particulate organic carbon, POC) FI#"#) 2% & &4 HLBK
( Mineral—associated organic carbon, MAOC) [FI R Tiwk e HigZ R £, 4551 FE 0. (1) =F A T POC MAOC H' FNC .BNC,
MNC 5 4B 2 BB Y38 0 T A% (2) SR AR N L A5 R MNC X MAOC (18 2 5Tk (60.9% ,52.0% ) 5 F POC(33.5%),
49.5%) ,HH FNC X MAOC A9 R B 5Tk 43 5] /& BNC #9 4.4 F1 2.5 £%, W #APKFE 0—10 em 1) MNC X POC #) 1 2 5T ik
(73.8%) =T MAOC(48.2% ) , H:Hh FNC %F POC RYFL B 5k JE BNC B9 3.5 %, M 7E 10—60 cm +JZ MNC Xt MAOC #4725k
(30.9%) =T POC(24.4%) , Hd FNC X MAOC Y FL R 5Tk /& BNC 19 3.4 £i5; (3) A MUK Al 2 % & =5 MNC/POC ,MNC/
MAOC £ i F FAE KR (P<0.05) , Bk &5 MNC/MAOC 2 i FEIFAHKE KR (P<0.05) , pH A Wbk & &5 MNC/MAOC &
WFERAKKER (P<0.05) , VLI + 55 B =Ff A TAK 0—60 cm )2 MNC FE 5k MAOC BIFR 2 ik 0—10em + 2 ER
Ah, B A0TSR ARRRAH b, B R AR AR TE S DL A AR B P I TR R, R LR 2R Bk BRI i pH (B2 R
X RN TAREL A W sk ik STk A MR A R B R &

SRR AR BRI R ORISR ML BTAS S ASE R N TR, B4R
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Abstract: To explore contributions of microbial necromass carbon (MNC) to soil organic carbon ( SOC) fractions under
different artificial forest types, Robinia pseudoacacia, Armeniaca sibirica, and Pinus tabuliformis plantations on the Loess
Plateau were selected as the study objectives. Then contributions of fungal necromass carbon (FNC) , bacterial necromass
carbon (BNC), and MNC to particulate organic carbon (POC) and mineral—associated organic carbon (MAOC) at 0—60
cm soil layers as well as its influencing factors under three artificial forest types were analyzed. Results showed that (1)
contents of BNC, FNC, and MNC in POC and MAOC degraded with increasing of the soil layer depth under three types of
artificial forest. (2) Contributions of MNC to MAOC accumulation under Robinia pseudoacacia and Armeniaca sibirica
plantations were 60.9% and 52.0% , which were higher than that of POC (33.5% and 49.5% ). The contributions of FNC to
MAOC accumulation were 4.4 and 2.5 times that of BNC. For the Pinus tabuliformis plantation, contribution of MNC to POC
accumulation at 0—10 cm soil layer was 73.8% , which was higher than that of MAOC (48.2% ). And contribution of FNC
to POC accumulation was 3.5 times that of BNC. However, at 10—60 cm soil layer, contribution of MNC to MAOC
accumulation was 30.9% , which was higher than that of POC (24.4%). And contribution of FNC to MAOC accumulation
was 3.4 times that of BNC. (3) There existed significantly positive correlations between SOC, total nitrogen contents and
MNC/POC, MNC/MAOC (P<0.05). Clay content was positively correlated with MNC/MAOC significantly (P<0.05).
However, pH value and sand content were negatively correlated with MNC/MAOC significantly (P<0.05). These results
suggested that on the Loess Plateau, MNC at 0—60 cm soil layers mainly contributed to MAOC accumulation under three
types of plantations, except for that in Pinus tabuliformis plantation at 0—10 c¢m soil layer. Compared to BNC, contribution
of FNC to SOC fractions accumulation was higher. Contents of SOC, total nitrogen, clay, and sand as well as pH value were

the major factors to affect contributions of MNC to SOC fractions accumulation.

Key Words: microbial necromass carbon; particulate organic carbon; mineral—associated organic carbon; artificial

forests; Loess Plateau

A PR (Soil organic carbon, SOC) BRI JE R Felb MRz e ML R IR A T i bili o AE S R G I Ui ig
IR X AR AE AL OCHE ) B e HIEA ML R S R R B b R EE EEAE DY B, Mok
A E G 2 W 130 A 5% 145 5% ( Microbial necromass carbon, MNC) Jg - 8EA% G P A ALK PR (1 2241 43 ik
A MUK (Particulate organic carbon, POC) FIH™ #1485 & 54 MLk ( Mineral—associated organic carbon, MAOC)
VE Ry T A BB Y B 220 Ay, HOP ik A AR 225 AR BE A SN S A LM ) AN ) e 95 R HOXF 4 3865 BILak 1Y 5T
BkTY EIAET M RS S IURL A A B B MAOC T A A3 ik HE S i 14 R ) TR Bk
EFIE AL POC" " BRI R TR A I B HG A 52 1O M ) S T, 2 Bl 2 O 1 P O 7 A 1 R 0 3 Al
A W AR Fe Bt AN [A) ) SEUMAEBIIERR T POC T MAOC JE ) STk nT BEAF 22 57 . ©A RIBIFSE K0
B MAOC X 3647 HLEK Y 5Tk >50% " | il #fbk +-Erh POC 78 +HEA HURR A A B A v & 32 bz )T
W, A= Ppilsaex POC F MAOC JE UHY ST LU 3 S AL PR R T 5, ARAR - 3B LA v ) o S i, 2]
A B TR A AL i B, 3L POC FIT MAOC X S0A HLBR 1Y ST R HL 9177 e 22 5112 580 T AR TR 7
MRZETY [a] 3 P AR LA F] X2 AR 20 MNC X POC F1 MAOC Y STk Fe b AR ] i

B AR I AR BRI AR S AR, N AR K AR 7 A1 ELRR 2k STk 1A MLk ny 38 m, H mrE xs
X A B AT ST 28 P e LA PR A R | A HLIR Sh 2 | LA ML AR SE PR AL AR RS D5 T, I
BT —FRANEE SR (HIZ X SR TR MNC X 54 HUAR 4145 LB 0 5 kAL 5 A 15 48 | ifi X A5 Bl
T 1 Y A DA R R SR LB AR R A B 2 LR DRI A b B o B i SRS [N AR G A
BRARTR XS 13 POC F1 MAOC YRR 2R DTk S Hs2 e R R T JRAIESE . % T, ARS8 LA BT i JEUA ] N AR 2
BT R IRFEA RN THRAL 0—60 om 2 J= A LB > (POC Al MAOC) MNC & 42 (R RRAE K HO
4 POC F1 MAOC YRR R TTRR , 4 HHERLL 0T, BEFTRZ R MNC STk POC 1 MAOC FUERI EZIN R,
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NEE  E RS FELC T AR MNC X POC A1 MAOC R 289 5Tk & B & XAHRA T i 2 + & i
PUBRIE B -5 R B A A W= L) AT 120 S, R B ] Az X XU ™ s ) S B BE RIS AR Hs FUBCHE S 4%

1 #R57EE

1.1 BFFEIXAREAL

HIF5E XA T H 728 DR BH T 7 6 [X A% 5 9 i 38k ( 35°41728"—35°42715" N, 107°33'5"—107°33'30" E) , i% ¥
Sl T AR IR b, IR TET AR ZY 0.66 km® , LA TTARIRIZ S 32, Sy AR 1% 8 - 15 iV A% DX b SRR AIE | - 2 Y
HEA A BRI 250 m, VIR 1278.04 m, SRS E TR ORBGE A T B AU, 4F H OB 2400—
2600 h, 4 fE/K i 400—600 mm , 41 10°C AR TCRE I 160—180 d, JEIRFE ML, PUZ=3 B, L 344 b 40 45
HIML ( Robinia pseudoacacia) KA ( Pinus tabuliformis) 1175 (Armeniaca sibirica) %™
1.2 it

2021 4E 7 HAEM ZIE T3 N e BURIRE ( Robinia pseudoacacia ) #1175 (Armeniaca sibirica ) ¥k I ( Pinus
tabuliformis) ROBFFERT G FFESZE | B R AR ARL 43 Il 5 3 MR, HE L TR R 20 mx20 m, Ak A TARFIE
AERRZYN 67 a, FEHIAEAL ILER 1,

R 1 EMEAREIR
Table 1 Basic information of plots

HEHLZh S 223 2354 iz it T VL

61 , N N
P 7[‘7]‘::_ Numbers Altitude/ Longitude/ Latitude/ Aij‘ilujil Depth of 1\3/[3 ﬁ/’ﬁl%tﬂ]%’é ]
orest type of plots . ) ) spec litter/cm ain plant species
HIPE ( Robinia pseudoacacia ) 175 ( Stipa
. bungeana) \%4?4#'—( Carex) Wi+
H 1 111 107. .7 .
¢ Frits 0 07.55 35.70 B3k 0.5 ( Lespedeza bicolor) BT (Rubus

corchorifolius)
HIPE ( Robinia pseudoacacia) 115 ( Stipa

e 2 1152 107.55 35.70 A3 0.7 bungeana) | & ( Carex) . 3% 5 ( Artemisia
scoparia)

i .. . g .

BEL 3 1124 107.55 35.70 B 0.8 ML (Robinia pseudoacacia) I E 5 ( Stipa
bungeana) . & & ( Carex)
W (Armeniaca sibirica) AT
( Lespedeza  bicolor ) . ¥ ®. T ( Sophora

SX 1 1128 107.57 35.69 2.5 .

Fhit B8k alopecuroides) .- AR ( Poa annua) , P 4E
B F B ( Cleistogenes chinensis )
LA (Armeniaca sibirica) | AR

: 1 S /
FEHb 2 1273 107.55 35.70 B 3 15 ( Lespedeza _ bicolor ) , % 5 5 ( Sophora

alopecuroides) - AR ( Poa annua) | ¥R FF
5 (Artemisia gmelinii)
LA (Armeniaca sibirica) AR F
FEHb 3 1303 107.55 35.70 A3 1.9 (Lespedeza bicolor) 7% 5. F ( Sophora
alopecuroides) Y-\ K (Poa annua)
A ( Pinus tabuliformis) (& ¥ ( Carex) ./
YS FEHb 1 1303 107.55 35.71 BH 3% 2.0 i ( Cirsium setosum ) . ¥ . T ( Sophora
alopecuroides) TR ( Poa annua)
A ( Pinus tabuliformis) (& ( Carex) /N
FEHL 2 1283 107.56 35.70 PR3 1.4 % ( Cirsium setosum ) . ¥ . T ( Sophora
alopecuroides )
TS ( Pinus tabuliformis ) | B Carex) W
FEdb 3 1309 107.56 35.70 PR3 2.1  ( Artemisia  scoparia ) . - B R ( Poa

annua)

CH: $il##k Robinia pseudoacacia;SX: [LIFFHK Armeniaca sibirica; YS: JHAAMK Pinus tabuliformis
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B BEE 5 MHEAREDT AEITHIFRN 2 mx2 m SRS RN EARE DT N 20 B 14 1 mx 1 m (Y2
AR It 5 AEAREDT (B 1), e BT R A, R A L RE R

HIBE Robinia pseudoacacia WI4s Armeniaca sibirica AR Pinus tabuliformis

2m

2m

2m 2m 2m

2m 2m| [l m?

—> 20m €———— > 20m € > 20m <€

2m 2m| I m?

g
2m K 1 m?

(3]
3
[ ]
3
o
B
—> 20m €
[\S}
3
[\S]
B8
[\S}
B
—> 20m €<—

B 1 Rwigit
Fig.1 Experimental design

1.3 HEACRESIE
1.3.1 FEACRE S

F IR« S BERAEVE Y IR AE 0—10 em . 10—20 em ,20—40 cm 40—60 em T IEAE 4% 1 kg, 5 ] 5200 % 5
AR 2R M /N B S 3 2 mm 0, ASRCT IS5 0.15 mm 5, JH TI0 @2 e LA 34k M B &% POC \MAOC %%
FehR , RIBHZENE POC Al MAOC F3d BT84 H > 0.053 wm Fli< 0.053 wm [+ K2 2—3 o, FH -5 Hepr
HIBEN TR,
1.3.2  SHEIRINE ik

A R PR BT DU A - A I R T PR TN 5 K AR BT 5 5 3 S LR
B TR IR E 5 484 FUR FI AP AR LR R 5 4 W R FH NaOH—#HBH BT L vkl 2 '

- R S R W 4G A AS A LR A I A2 .« 38 DR 4B YA A (1.7020.02) g/ em’® B 7S DI B R AN 1 T
SYES FEH 0.5 mol/L 1Y HCI BRIGHURR 5 1 B 0B & 2 A i 2 22

T DN E L H B USDA 4328 RGEXTRLAR (1) 43 J BLR X Bk R By R 2647 %0 43, R 0.5 mol/L
Oy LN e S N1 1 I BURYIA I E A E8 ) 70 O < S o WL P I <13 TG o Y& g T N 2 Y L R

SIS E R HERRR K, 2l A0 AT 2B J5 R A @S A . B RGS A 3RE S F S 3 60
H i, iINA 6 mol/L HCI 7Kff# &, MIA 100 g WLEESS , 97 pH {H 2 6.6—6.8, B0 RBRUIVE, IHWRAH®E
TR T, R B8 A A 5 JE K P B i 350 F BV R 2 5 ml Az AR, T NI, A
1 mL 7K, [RIBFAIA 100 pg N— S SLA 0 (bR 2, SR ali Ak B2 00 mISCR ) | 1820 J5 FRR IR A T8 1R
T, BEIERERTAS A IS T ST AR W B, S P R AR S 3 X (Agilent
7890B GC, Agilent Technologies ,Santa Clara,CA , 3 [E) A TME/SHT, FCE HP-5 EA3%H (30 mx0.25 mmx
0.25 pm) LIS KOG B FALKINAY ( Flame ionization detector, FID) o 1 L 2 s 8 UK JE R 2 66 3% 44 75470
FE N AERERA, TR 0.6 mL/min, ARG REVERE R BE B2 0 250°C, /M tE ol 30:1, S HEARMERE S =
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Tl G M 11 1 DR s (0] A 5 BT S0 15 - R b o |
A R AR ( o/ kg) & HEARDE T XTI
FNC=(GluN/179.12-2xMurA/251.23) x179.17x9 (1)
BNC =MurAx45 (2)
MNC =FNC+BNC (3)

P FNC J& B # 5% /A Bk ( Fungal necromass carbon, FNC) , BNC J& 4 B 5% & % ( Bacterial necromass carbon,
BNC) , GluN J& S B A A0 7 1, MurA 2 M0 BE R 5 i, 179.2 2 S0 S A A Wi 11 43 ik, 9 i L 1 e Bk A 4
A5l FLTR TR MBI IR e 4G ZR K0, 45 2 200 T e PR B 4 oA 200 TR R AR Bl ) e e R

ANTA] N AR - e FRA PR BT AN 2 B

®2 AEAIHETEEREBELGER

Table 2 Soil basic physical and chemical properties of different artificial forest types

TRERE Ak #H [T bk 2K
A Depth of Water Bulk Soil texture Soil organic Total
Forest type  soil layer/ relative density/ Bk G 1 PR P oH carbon/ nitrogen/
em content/ % (g/cem?) Clay/% Silv/% Sand/% (g/ks) (g/kg)
CH 0—10 11.89£1.38  1.09:0.14  23.29+3.56  37.95:554  38.76x8.82  829+0.03  13.30£0.57 1.36+0.09
10—20 10.83x2.44  1.1620.10  20.81%4.59  32.39+3.85  46.80+8.29  8.35:0.03  10.10£1.39 1.06+0.16
20—40 9.66+1.18  1.14x0.18  21.0622.16  3545:x1.64  43.49+149  8.53:0.02 6.88+0.87 0.71£0.09
40—60 7.00£3.07  1.19:0.15  20.00£3.47 3353099  46.48%436  8.55:0.02 4.62+0.58 0.510.06
SX 0—10 465172 0.97:0.04  2224:2.44  34.12:095  43.64x1.60  831:0.09  17.39:4.98 1.65+0.32
10—20 5056072 1.03:0.07  19.19+3.74 3140138  49.41x4.89  839:0.04  14.06£5.26 1.01£0.12
20—40 5.00:0.86  1.12:0.05  15.92¢1.97  29.71%3.10  54.38%5.06  8.52+0.02 8.3821.22 0.720.03
40—60 8.00£3.49  1.16:0.13  18.55:3.78  33.29s3.56  48.16x7.26  8.56x0.01 5.601.95 0.5620.06
YS 0—10 17.8420.03  1.0320.03  16.99+1.48  34.44x148  48.58+2.96  8.88+0.16  14.37+1.08 1.3240.12
10—20 11512004 1112006  17.75%2.89  32.7413.84 49512659  9.00£0.05 8.030.69 0.83+0.06
20—40 6.83:0.00  1.06:0.06 1842203  34.39:1.75  47.19s#3.14  9.000.06 5.28+1.48 0.6420.14
40—60 6.230.01  1.16+0.05  18.1840.63  30.13+9.85  51.69+10.35  9.08+0.04 3.89+0.82 0.50+0.10

RPBAR N P EHARIERE (n=3)

1.4 ik

K JH Excel 2010 X EIAEIE A TEH 5, 38 Origin2023b XA [E A A% POC Fil MAOC %+ POC
F1 MAOC H' FNC . BNC \MNC % £ S H i o5 Fo 4R & 43 A, dl ik SPSS19.0 1, SR AT B R 28 07 26 43 Fr O ik
(One—way ANOVA ) XJ AN [A] A TARHY []— - 2 Al ] — A TARHOR[A] 422 POC Fil MAOC 5 £ \POC F1 MAOC
H1 FNC .BNC \MNC & B H P Bl 2 fa] i) 22 5 8 25 317 20 B (P<0.05) , 32 F Origin2023b YEEI )44, R
F Person A& M4} POC MAOC FNC/POC . FNC/MAOC .BNC/POC .BNC/MAOC ,MNC/POC .MNC/MAOC
5 e A Bz B AE OGO R BEF TR 73 AT (P<0.05) .

2 ZER5H5H

2.1 AEATAHAE POC MAOC &AL AFE

0—60 cm +J=, =R N AR POC S Rl 4 JZ TR EEAYIE I REAR, Horh CH MR )2 2 8] 22 54
B (P<0.05) ,SX AL 0—10 em +/25 10—60 em + )22 722 5 5.2 (P<0.05) , i YS #FE 20—40 em +
25 40—60 ecm )24, KA )22 A1 22 35 3 (P<0.05) ;0—10 em +J2,SX Ak POC & & e (10.3 o/
kg) , YS #K(9.5 g/kg) Ik, CH MAf (6.8 g/kg) , 1M 10—60 em )2 SX AM CH MEJE T YS bk, =FPAT
RS MAOC 5 b B VR BRI , 2L CHOBRAT YS Ak 0—20 em /2215 20—60 em I 1] 2%
S E,SX M 0—10 em 1JZ 5 20—60 em + /220 25 5 1 2 (P<0.05) ;0—60 cm 1) SX Ak CH #k MAOC
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B T YS A, JEHE 0—10 em )2, CH FRAT SX Ak MAOC 7% i (6.7 g/kg A1 6.5 g/kg) J& YS #K
(4.9 g/kg) 1Y 1.4 45H1 1.3 £, 22 75 3 (P<0.05) (K1 2)

C gtk 3 itk D A bk
8 —

_.
)
T

Ab

_
S
T

Ba
Ab

Ab

OB LS
Contents of particulate organic carbon/(g/kg)
fo o)
T
>
1S
| >
=3
UK EE e LI s
Contents of mineral-associated organic carbon/(g/kg)
i
I
o)
o
>
=3

Ac Ac

0 0
0—10 10—20 20—40 40—60 0—10 10—20 20—40 40—60

12 Soil layer/cm

B2 FEAIHE 0—60 cm & POC 1 MAOC &EEWHHIE
Fig.2 Contents of POC and MAOC in 0—60 cm soil layers under different artificial forest types
ARG FhEFIR ] — 2 Z AR TARE POC FI MAOC & 4 (922 5 1 35 1, AN/ NS B 3R 7] — AR A 42 )2 POC F1 MAOC & 3t HY
5t RFENE(P<0.05) o EDEHE AP HARIERE (n=3)

2.2 ARFEIANTHE POC F1 MAOC H' MNC 1) & ST 5 He Bl AR (L RRAE
221 ARRFEIATHAE POC Fil MAOC H' FNC A5 & KT 5 Eb AR AL AR AE

=R TARAE 0—60 em )2 POC 1Y FNC 75 524 Ff 4 2 TR EE 3 B A%, Horpr SX MO [R] + 2 2 [8]
P53 5 2% (P<0.05) ,CH PRER 20—40cm + )25 40—60 em 241, HiAy+ 2 2 18] 2% 744 3% ( P<0.05) , YS
MRER 20—40 em + 241, Hidy + )2 2 0] 2% 544 8 3 (P<0.05) ;0—10 em +J2,SX #k POC H FNC &2 (10.3 g/
kg) A CH MR (8.3 g/kg) Al YS MR (7.0 g/kg) I 1.2 f55F1 1.5 %, 22 57 .3 (P<0.05) ,10—60 cm )2, CH #AI
SX AR EE T YS #R(P<0.05) , 0—60 em 1), =l A TAK MAOC Hiy FNC 55 534 Fifi - J2 R B2 (9 3 i i e
ik, Hor CH Ak 0—20 em )25 20—60 em 12222 5 W2, SX AR 0—10 em )25 20—60 cm + )72 Z[H]
25 W3 YS FRER 20—40 em 5 40—60 em +)RE40, Hapx 12 2 W 22 5 1 8 3% (P<0.05) ; CH AR A SX Ak
MAOC {4 FNC &85 T YS Ak, U HAE CH K (2.0 ¢/kg—4.7 ¢/kg) , 5 YS AKZ[A] (0.7 g/kg—2.4 g/kg) Y
225k 2K (P<0.05) (K 3)

CH MTE 0—60 cm 1 )22 FNC/POC Fifi 4= 2 VR BE R BG Imi g hn, 1 YS AR AR, A ARHY 0—10 em 122
5 40—60 cm 122 F ¥ W (P<0.05) , SX MOAEFEARE 1S ; 0—20 em )2, SX ARFI YS #k FNC/POC
(34.8%—59.1%F 25.5%—57.4%) & T CH #k(22.5%—24.0%) , T 20—40 cm 12 SX KA CH #k(25.3%—
26.7%H1 26.1%—28.0% ) 5T YS B (14.5%—21.1%) , SX & 0—10 em +JZ FNC/MAOC F1 20—40 cm + 2
Z 253 B (P<0.05),YS #k 0—10 ecm )25 10—40 em + 2202 5 8 # (P<0.05) ;0—60 cm +J2,CH
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-O- fiBbk -O- itk -A- stk
6 —

Aa _
10 - .
\
\
\ -
_ %0
%D \ %‘0 []Aa
E/D Ba =~ So
=< \ QO ~
8 8 - AN <O: 1 \\\
2 N W 4L A
‘= Ba M\ &t .8 4 \
L8 \ N &z \
= \ ps) \
b v A, =% OABa '
X2 \ A e N
2 6 \ NS W g AN T N
| g \ AR y S N
i S \ Ny mwe 3 N 4 \
- 3 \ AN g8 AN AN
= g \ NN £ 3 \ \
+ = \ N O £ = ~ Bab Ab
o o \ ~hAc 3= Ba Q ~
g E \ Al < Z_I}\ S e
P 4 \ [N > 2 \\ AN ~o
o \ NN S 2 N N Ab
= \ \\\ %) \\ 4 N ABb
2 y Bb \\\\ d % AN =~
= g -
S ~ AQ § ‘éBb “=ABb
N S~<
) L S~ =~~~ ABbc
N Bbc I = S~
S~o ~/\Bc
~<Y\Bc
0 | | | | 0 | | | |
0—10 10—20 20—40 40—60 0—10 10—20 20—40 40—60
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Fig.3 Contents of FNC in POC and MAOC at 0—60 cm soil layers under different artificial forest types
ARIKE PR IR — L EAF A TR L POC H MAOC 1 FNC & ity 22 5 B 3F L, A R/NG TR R F — MBUR R )2 POC FiI
MAOC H1 FNC 3 By 22 5 M (P<0.05) 5 B 8 R P E AR UER (n=3)

K SX k13 FNC/MAOC (52.1%—60.2% F1 26.3%—56.1% ) 55 T YS K (20.0%—32.7%) , Ju HJ& 0—
10 em+ 2, ik F] B F K- (P<0.05) (Bl 4)
222 AR ATHE POC Fil MAOC H' BNC 5 S BT 5 LI AR (b RRAE

75 0—60 em +ZBE T2 BN, =& ATk POC H i) BNC & 24 8 R A% (P<0.05) , H CH #k |
SX #k POC "' BNC 5 (1.0 g/kg—3.2 g/kg A10.8 g/kg—3.8 g/kg) & T YS (0.2 g/kg—1.9 g/kg) (P<
0.05) , 0—60 cm 1 JZ =Ff A T4k MAOC 1 BNC &34 i + 2 R BE B4 I i B AR, Herb CH Ak 0—20 em +
2 B3E®T 20—60 ecm 12, SX A 0—10 em B E & T 10—60 em 12, YS MR 20—40 em +)25 40—60 cm
+JEHN, K+ 22 22 74 8 % (P<0.05) ;0—10 cm 12 SX Ak MAOC H* BNC %4 (1.5 g/kg) /& CH #k
(1.1 g/kg) 1 1.4 15 3838 52 7K - (P<0.05) ;10—60 cm +JZ CH M SX #k MAOC # BNC AY & 5 (0.5 o/
kg—0.9 g/kg 10.5 g/kg—1.0 g/kg) i T YS #R(0.2 g/kg—0.5 g/kg) (& 5)

7E 0—60 em )2 B+ 2 ERFE MBI, CH Ak BNC/POC #4111, SX AR FN YS ARFEAR , ELFI A AR 0—10 cm
+ 25 20—60 em + )2 2 [H] 2% 5344 1.3 (P<0.05) ;0—10 em + )2, SX A YS #k BNC/POC(21.5%H116.4%)
¥IEF CH M (9.3%) ,10—60 cm + )2, CH A1 SX #k 11 BNC/POC(8.4%—8.9% F1 8.6%—11.1%) =T YS
M(2.1%—6.0%) , SX #k BNC/MAOC 7E 0—10 cm 1) 40—60 cm 125 10—40 em )22 02 5 B &
(P<0.05) ,YS k% 20—40 em + 240, iy + 2 2 [0 22 7 ¥ B ¥ (P<0.05) ;0—10 cm 12 SX AT YS #k
BNC/MAOC (23.7% F115.5% ) /& T CHAK (13.0%) , JLH 2 SXA, & 3 & F CHAK (P<0.05) ,10—60 cm +
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Fig.4 Ratios of FNC to POC and MAOC at 0—60 cm soil layers under different artificial forest types
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Fig.5 Contents of BNC in POC and MAOC at 0—60 cm soil layers under different artificial forest types
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Fig.6 Ratioss of BNC to POC and MAOC at 0—60 cm soil layers under different artificial forest types
ARG FREFRR [ — + 2R T AR 438 BNC (5 POC Fl MAOC & it FL I 1) 22 52 8 38 SRl /NG 2R 380 ] — MO [A) + 2 BNC
15 POC Hl MAOC & ¥t HL M8 A 25 53 i 5k (P<0.05) 5 P Pt g S BB 2422 (n=3)

223 ARFEIATHAE POC Fil MAOC H MNC #4355 K fF i Ho ol 28 A e

CH Ak POC " MNC & s EA R 42 2 8] 22 573 .35 (P<0.05) , SX MA YS MRFR 20—40 em +)Z240, Hix
TR Z A 22 578 8 3 (P<0.05) ;0—60 em 1)z, CH #kF1 SX #k POC ' MNC V-3 & (7.5 g/kg 1 7.9 g/kg)
J& YS MR(4.0 g/kg) B 1.9 15H01 2.0 £, i85 1 7K (P<0.05) . CH A& MAOC H* MNC & 7F 0—20 cm )2
1 20—40 em T2 Z ]2 5 5% (P<0.05) ,SX #k 0—10 em /25 20—60 em /2 Z [0 2% 57 & (P<0.05) ,
YS ARER 20—40 em 2, Ay + 2 2 18] 24 51 .3 (P<0.05) ;0—60 em +JZ CH #AI SX #& MAOC H MNC
XA (4.1 g/kg F13.2 o/kg) BT YS MK (2.0 g/kg) , U HIE CH bk, 52 B /K F (P<0.05) (K 7)

0—60 cm + /2Bl 1 2 G R4 AN, CH Ak 14 MNC/POC M 31.1% 34 /0% 36.1%, H 0—10 cm + )25
40—60 cm HJEZZ A £ F B3 (P<0.05) , 1 SX HAl YS Ak L4 MNC/POC 43l A 80.6% F 73.8% F# A% 2=
36.8%#116.8% , H SX FHI YS #k 0—10 em + /25 40—60 cm + )2 2] 25 744 2 (P<0.05) ; 7£ 0—10 cm
T2, SX FRFN YS M1 4 MNC/POC & F CH Ak, 1fif 10—60 cm 12 SX #KF1 CH #h+3E MNC/POC & F YS
M, SX K 0—10 em 12 MNC/MAOC 5 20—40 cm )22 [A] 2257 B3 (P<0.05) ,YS #FR 10—20 cm +)2 5
20—40 em +)2 , HAHEZ H 22 55 B % (P<0.05) ; AfH 12 CH Ak, SX Kk £ 3 MNC/MAOC ( 64.0%—
73.7%F1 36.0%—79.8% ) 25T YS #k(24.5%—48.2%) (Kl 8)

AR | 0—60 cm 12 CH FRFI SX #k 138 BNC/MAOC . FNC/MAOC . MNC/MAOC - F-#1{E 5 T POC, H.
FNC/MAOC 34 He i (56.2% F11 37.3% ) 55 T BNC(12.8% 1 14.8% ) (% 3) , YS #AE 0—10 ecm +JZ FNC/

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



13 4] TR B R RO RN AR B G A S Ao AT HLAR AL 3 A BR SR SRR B [ 3R 5503

(I 17 S | 2 S o /%

16 — 8 —
Aa
14 = {‘ Aa
) o)
o0 Ba
= é ABa A2
= 12+ S 6
3 E
S Ca Ab i =
iuﬁ 5 10 H @E
= E Ab 23 1]
23 £ ABba
i 4 £
NE sH g 4 H Ab
ﬂ g Abc g g Ba
8 Ac =8 -
2= = = ABb
= = A
g— -§ 6 {~ 8 5 bABb
8 é < 5
< Bb Ac p= g
@ Ad B Bb Bbc
540 22N
k= 8
(=} =]
3 Bbc 15}
o Bc
2 H Bce
0 0
0—10 10—20 20—40 40—60 0—10 10—20 20—40 40—60

+ 2 Soil layer/cm

B7 AEAIHE 0—60 cm T2 POC fl MAOC H MNC & 2T HHE
Fig.7 Conetents of MNC in POC and MAOC at 0—60 cm soil layers under different artificial forest types
ARG FhEFIRE — 22 AR TR POC FI MAOC ' MNC % 5 1422 5 . 5 1, AN [Rl/NG SRR R OR ] — ARBUAN R 422 POC Hil MAOC
rf MNC 5 55 192 57 8. 5 14 (P<0.05) 5 B P8 o 2 (H AR 2 (n=3)

POC .MNC/POC(57.4%%173.8% ) & T MAOC (32.7% 1 48.2%) (1K 4 F18) , Ktk 0—60 em +JZ YS #k FNC/
POC .MNC/POC HJFH{E E T MAOC( 3£ 3) , Mi7E 10—60 c¢m + /2 BNC/MAOC . FNC/MAOC . MNC/MAOC £
SEIME (7.0% ,23.9% ,30.9% ) = T POC(4.1% ,20.4% ,24.4%) (E 4,6 F18) .,

#3 0—60 cm X EAREAIHE FNC,BNC,MNC & POC #1 MAOC Lt I#F 413
Table 3 Mean ratios of FNC ,BNC ,MNC to POC and MAOC at 0—60 cm soil layer under different forest types

ST 5 e8] Ratio CH/% SX/% YS/% ST i A6 Ratio CH/% SX/% YS/%
FNC/POC 23.9 36.9 29.6 BNC/MAOC 12.8 14.8 9.2
BNC/POC 8.8 12.5 7.1 MNC/POC 33.5 49.5 36.7
FNC/MAOC 56.2 37.3 26.1 MNC/MAOC 69.0 52.0 35.2

FNC. B3 5% A Fungal necromass carbon; BNC 2 T 5% /& 1% Bacterial necromass carbon; MNC . T A= W 5% AR 8% Microbial necromass carbon
POC; R4 LK Particulate organic carbon; MAOC ; ™ #)%45 & & HLHK Mineral-associated organic carbon ; 28 H1 BT (5 HL B35 (6 & 4 4~ + )2 Br
A B P EIE (n=4)

2.3 20 MNC 5 POC Al MAOC Fefilfy £ R &

AR TR, = Al N TAR L FNC/POC 5 547 LA Fl 4 0 2 18]y f 2 1E AH 5E & (P<0.05) ,FNC/
MAOC 52 A HREMNE FEMIXKR, 5 pH H AR & 2058 F AUAH R (P<0.05) ,BNC/POC 5 &4
AR 2R & 22 B W IEA OGO R 5 pH HZIH) R B3 5 EE &R (P<0.05) ,BNC/MAOC 5 S A L
A A S Z B B EACER, 5 pH H A E S E 7K R (P<0.05) ,MNC/POC 5 S A7 Pk
FA G o 22 ) S 3 2 IEAHE R (P<0.05) , MNC/MAOC 5 Bk S A7 HLBR A4 0 & i 22 18] o B 35 1F 41
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Fig.8 Ratios of MNC to POC and MAOC at 0—60 cm soil layers under different artificial forest types
ARIKG PR F — LEAF A TR MNC & POC Fl MAOC & it LU 9 22 5 3B R R/NG T8 38R ) — AR ELAR [F) 12 )2 MNC 5
POC Fl MAOC &t L {9l 1 22 5 i 25k (P<0.05 ) 5 B Ui A T3 AR vEDE (n=3)

KKEFR,H pHAH PRI 2 W4 ARG R (P<0.05) (1819)
3 itig

3.1 A TAARBIGE Y aR ARG POC T MAOC A FR 2 BTk

MNC % 5 POC Fl MAOC & 4 FL 4 A iz ik MNC % POC Fil MAOC H9FR 2ok’ >, it o5 il o, F1
ROTHER, SR R DTN AR A R AR JIRRARRN LA AR 0—60 em 1-)Z FNC BNC \MNC F %
TRk MAOC R R BLE BTk 56.2% ,12.8% ,69.0% F1 37.3% ,14.8% ,52.0% , H:h FNC % MAOC ) FL 2
THRE BNC [ 4.4 151 2.5 5 (3£ 3) , MAAHK 0—10 em +JZ FNC MNC FE 57#k POC IR LA Tl
57.4%%173.8% ,10—60 cm + /2 BNC FNC MNC FZ 578k MAOC IR R , BRIk 43 51°h 7.0%,23.9%,
30.9% ([ 4,6 F18) , Uil5 BNC ML, =Fh A T Ak FNC X} MAOC AYFH 25 E B4R, X 5 A i oe 45
ARALT AT RE SR T AE MAOC AR B A o, Sk T s 42 T i 2 0 A R0 — R il ade 4%, B MINC 1)
SEIA N A AT MAOC AYFR 1200 i MNC 22 F B IET FNC AR 2 % T R 40 B 1Y 32 5 2y
FIUT RS i ol R A8 VRS S5F 0 Y BR 454, S 8FNC B e, A0 T A Pk
(MAOC) IR H LIS AW ) £ FNC 5 5 3R e e &, i BB B e A MLR 4y Tk &
Yy, PETT TR MAOC B9 5 R, IBEAR ALY AR FNC 25Tk MAOC (R 2 B BB 32 5 LA i 52 2%
AL R ED T SRR A AR EC AR TR TR P F T AR |7 i 252 e A v i A TR
PRI V5 0 57 ) w5 LB o3 i R (i 36 2 3 b () LR AR v TN A i, 24 3R 0 S BRI, L AR A ]
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Fig.9 Correlations between ratios of FNC, BNC, MNC to POC, MAOC and soil physical and chemical properties ( P<0.05)

AEWE POC A4 g i sk POC AR IR IL , ilAAHK 0—10 em £)2 FNC FZ 5Tk POC AYFL ;1M T
JEE PR LA TR R T 40 R A M R 2R M RE R bR KSR AL A, 25 2 Bk A i, S R R AR T A O L TR
FRB IR, Bl ECBE R HL DL B AR R I B Y HARBFSE Hh BNC/POC , BNC/MAOC 5 FNC/POC  FNC/
MAOC & 1EM I (P<0.05) ,[HIt, 10—60 em + )2 FNC T 57#k MAOC AYFRLZ
3.2 MR YR AR TRk R LR A L R A R R

PR AR FAE A EREE R, AN RE I A 5 e G P () BT S5 A8 L AR R R FASCR ST S ) MINC
B SR IR REAE I T POC Fl MAOC [JE Bt #2 , X} POC \MAOC 7 &= 4520, 38 MNC X} POC F1
MAOC (WA B TTIRAE7E 25 57, IAE R 2 RN )2 H 3 b | ol 1 3 3 A T R 2B W = BN ) 2 0 sk Xof
MAOC (1453 ik b A5 R )20 AR 58 A B . 2 A & 5 5 FNC/POC , FNC/MAOC , BNC/POC , BNC/
MAOC ,MNC/POC ,MNC/MAOC ¥ 8Lt 3 IE A SE R (P<0.05) , iX 5 Je i AU FE 245 AR L R W B A HL
fi R 42 280 LB 35 52 MINC X 38T HLAR A 20 I AL DTk, 46 MNC R 2L5d 3 U E W A W br s - 0k
BT, H 2 S0 A R 3R 5 (A %o i 5 R 20U R FH R 8 A G T 4 A ML R U B it T b
(AR TR R VTR, DR A ) T Wl e - e h B B AR 0E MINC 7E - B AR 4 g LR T

3 pH B AT 38 1 5 M L P R SR S e SE TR I MINC H FNC R BNC (443 FE L ], f MNC
Xt POC Fl MAOC FL B (4 5tk & A28k, 3R B pH (BRI i a2k B0 B8 N 20 BT R AR A LR AR v pH (S
FNC/MAOC .BNC/POC .BNC/MAOC \MNC/MAOC & g & A E R (P<0.05) , X S AL R—5 > %
HH 438 pH A F3EINASH]F MNC 78 -8R HLRAL 53 h i B R U HDE AR FAERE PR 4 (MAOC) YRR
F 30T RE S e P SO 3 D B P A e 1 SR e R A B WA FHRICR T RERRAIC, (AR i
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