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1.1 RIeH#

AN (N-P-K.: 16-16-16) . B4k (N 17) . %
R —8 (N-P:11-44) (A ALH (K. 60) | s AE (N-
P-K.20-20-20) . 7 ML AE (N-P-K-A LI 2-1-2-
45) i n & (Ca+ Mg+ Si B+ Za+ Fe+
Mo+Mn.10-21) . R HEF (K. D AR EH (N-P-
KAWL 8693.1), HhE A k. B
—8 E AR A P IE Y T, A PR iR
JGE RS FAR B AR R AN LA &
RAERRAEE,

1.2 KEHE

HH )6 7E U )11 48 AR T S M TT kA7 5 i
Wit 2 AALBE, 4300 Sk H AL FH A0 R0 B e A
F A 3 RER . B/PX 25 m*, 3L 6 A/
X, FEALHES ., H B AL LA &2 A AR K JEE AR, 667 m
& 50 kg, Bo#RJ5 15 d S5—UGE AR, 667 m” Jit
TR IR — B R E I 4 5 ke BRR)E
30 A8 TWRGB IR, 667 m® JERRER BEIR —4k &1k
AR 7.5 kg, MEMEEF R, 667 m” i
NEE G NERE, 30 ke, ¥HEAHLIE 250 kg, %
LK 1 kg, HIEPHH 40 kg;667 m® 5F—UGE
Wik  BEPR— Bk VRGBT | vhoti AR 23 I 3.
2.1.3 kg, WETHAR & 3 kg; 667 m® % YRGB Mk
B TR — 4 AALBR L AR 43 B8 R 5.3. 5.
1.5 kg, HHMEARE 5 kg,

BELE B R 3 /NX H 3R 3k, #& CUIL
FUOR T R E AR ER £ K 3 MR SRR PR -
BAFERI A 5 UL 3 /N 5 SR
B354 T1-1.T1-2. T1-3, H B R AR 5= 3
ANKEE B R T2-1.T2-2.T2-3, ¥ REM
FES A TG EP &, dusE iy [ 5086 = — 20 CH
B
1.3 IRAWE

DNA $2BCR M E. Z. N. A, ® soil DNA Kit
50 Wl &, I BRE BRI T T, DNA & &4 /5
#47 PCR ¥4 , X HL B AR #E ITS1 X AT 3% , 1
Bl 4 % 51 5 Fl. GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAA-

CAAGG, 551 ¥ ¥ 51 A Rl: GCTGCGTTCT-
TCATCGATGC; X #i i w1 V3-V4 XK #HATY
#5031 9)F%5) F2: ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAG-
CA, 58| ¥ ¢ % R2. GGACTACHVGGGT-
WTCTAAT, ¥ #7244 1% 3 g b8 5 i 4
A )G R E R IRAR AL MR B A BR A F
AT R EEN ).
1.4 HESH

B S SR IG BE HEAT PR B A 2R 5 X
BEATERXT , S0 B [ FP 3 Atk & A 51, B Q-
IME #k ¥4, 3 Fi UCLUST X — J% %1 . % T
AU 97 VoMU R S HEA IR A OTU R
a5, BB OTU B3 B T FIE A%
OTU WHERIFF iREE OTU G HAHp
R S P BL M E OTU e FeA b B
REMESCAE, % F B ER T 2R AN P a5
0.001% Ky OTU LBk /E™ ., 1B FE M A Alpha
ZREMEIR BT, RBR OTU Rij4rHnsr 28 % g 45
5, R Excel 2007 BB SITE TR K
- F L RE

2 HBRESH

2.1 TEMRERAXAXR=EMTIEERN
4 B B R

WU LIRS /N X 3= B (253. 644
6. 0O kg, PTH 667 m® F=E K (6 764. 254-160. 97)kg;
MRt IR T 2R B /N X 3R = RO (315, 07 +
11. 44) kg, Ir& 667 m? P2 & H (8 405.97 +
305.10kg, AL, M RERFHREEA T&R
KIFEHAR T, SR FAR G , 1R A0 P B T %
LA EN SRS T+ pH, & T +
RSN, B RIEERE T T AR 2
R ABBHENEHA SR, E T HEERRA.
2.2 FEREY B SEMRBR IS YRR
2.2.1 MR R ig A 2 Rebt o b

XTEMAER A S s TOFI - SR
FE TR RS RS T2 2 A3t 6 MREN HEAT
B ITS] KANAIHE V3-V4 X378 @ 80 %,
BB RS 312 438 £, 41 TE AR 5%
H1| 184 573 % . H4IRIFIITFHE 97 VoW T FIAH L
BEHATIHIEF OTU R4 5, B A Y
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Table 1 Basic physical qualities of tested soil samples

e HHLE 25 WA HEBE B

T pH Organic matter Total nitrogen Alkaline nitrogen Available phosphorus Available potassium
reatment
e /(g kg™ /(g kgD /(mg + kg 1) /(mg + kg1 /(g kgD
Tl 4.94 32. 20 1. 95 193. 80 89. 52 53. 05
T2 6. 40 53.51 2. 46 185.11 110. 66 176. 92

HZFEGR 2), BIA, T2 AR EE A4 HE
OTU S m T T1 HA4, /I ek RiEIE S, 53¢
BRI P . WA EE B
(Chao,ACE) , ZF: 4 5% (Simpson ., Shannon) 2%
RAE W BRI Simpson #5405 T1 2451, T2
A A BEYS T T, A W RS, 5
SEAR R LA G R TE PO AR RS
F2 HROTUHRMEYSHEHELY

Table 2 OTUs and microbial diversity index of samples

uigE] FEM 95 Sample No,
Item T1 T2
43t EBE (Fungus) 361. 671. 33 374. 672170. 05
OTUs B (Bacteria) 1 494. 334:114.38 1 611.004-121. 51
Chao #8381  E B (Fungus) 384.45410.91 403. 9015, 54
Chao 4B (Bacteria) 1 634. 134253, 31 1 850. 44306, 40
ACE##  EHE Fungus) 392.31+13.09 404, 37+16. 77
ACE A B (Bacteria) 1 686. 95+304.55 1 907. 25£329. 19
FYFIEH  HE(Fungus) 0. 8530. 032 0. 86740. 043
Simpson 4 (Bacteria) 0. 997+0. 003 0. 997+0. 003
FARIEH  E#E(Fungus) 4.3140. 26 4,550, 49
Shannon M (Bacteria) 9.1640.13 9.2240.15

2.2.2 HEDEKFEGZERSHT

AR K E B RS SR, B a4
FEHTT S A E TR EL B, SR H AR EI/INEY
A THES AR I 1 R, SRR
PR E RS 6 AN BB, B MU R A0 AR B 3R AR
Rt FRE RS, SR 82.53%, HikEH
FHITHER; EFRETTMEFHEIT ST
Bk 94. 36 %, EMEE T RE, BB F
LV T o L) S R RRARR , H H IR 59. 68 %, #H
FHETTERI S R LB S £, B 31T B W
o B A 2 R B, A 0. 51 %538 nE T 20. 03 %,
AL, SR AR =G FEERPR R R
T B RAR

T EAREATE B KT B B E AL
HWHEFDE - HHEGHPERERT INWEESE
BT AR KR, HAR W46 I 4 Others (H
B, il )@ K L B R E 4 A

1 2 AT, WAL AL IE S » B SRR bR &2
BRI ERE Chaetomium ME BB Peni-
cillium , F o5 B9 o ) 43 ) A 23.45% AN
23. 2300, HA A BT S B B8R, 5 ¥ 7E
6% IR #8t 1% B A Humicola Redeckera.
Bullera .Cryptococcus.Mortierella . Sta phylotri-
chum. Dendroclathra ., Verticillium F1 Monogra-
phella, BRIEIEF G, BRBRFRFEEWE
FHEBEERE Chaetomium F Olpidiaster , H
5 ELA 0 21, 15 %60 19. 91% . HeAv BB 5 He 3y
ESWUT,.#8id 1% MEHE Humicola,Redeck-
era, Bullera, Cryptococcus, Mortierella. Staph-

ylotrichum. Dendroclathra, Acremonium

Conocybe , MBEVE 45 R80T LIFE W, Olpidiaster
Fl Conocybe TER RN F G HER B T
DRIAFIHE , A5 FUHE A0 AE i I SEAR PR A R
R 2, w0, ok BOEAL T AR T — L L
KR AR bR 55
2.2.3 ML R MBI
MITKRFE EAE SR8 R (B W EH, H
SEARFRANTE F 2530 256 T, BIKE k.2 4
FEA B LA A L B, BT E T R E
BLRZREE, w7 LU 1020 I 4HTE T 1A iR A
[] Actinobacteria. %725 H |] Chloroflexi Pl & [
#FE 1] Acidobacteria, 5 7 1% ~10% BB 1
¥R B ] Gemmatimonadetes. 4T 5 ]
Bacteroidetes. BB 5[] Firmicutes. i5 4L 1B IEH
|"] Nitrospirae, JEf¥ & ] Verrucomicrobia, Sac-
charibacteria & 7 #{ % ] Planctomycetes, #8
TE LR+, 2 R =UE L
ANVET T EARATE 1200 B &5 338 i i 78 i 2k 1
17€2.15%0) B 11 (27. 55 %) ZE L B 1)
(13. 83 %) FLFF B 177 (60. 22%0) ; P A B 17T BIF
i LA i A AR TE BRI (17, 3706) JERFF A 1]
(17.65%) JEREB ] (19. 24 %) T AL SR BE B 1]
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%) Relative abundance

T1 T2
£S5 Sample No.

# Others # Rozellomycota # Zygomycota  Glomeromycota
# Chytridiomycota # Basidiomycota # Ascomycota

1 KELEARBEAK
Fig.1 Distribution of fungi displaying in phylum level

FAXTHEBE Relative abundance

FESgR Sample No.
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& Verticillium ' Acremonium

& Mortierella 2 Cryptococcus # Bullera

Humicola  # Olpidiaster % Penicillium

2 BAELEEHEAHRY
Fig. 2 Distribution of fungi displaying in genus level

(4.54%) VHEBE 1 (29. 80%) | Saccharibacteria
(124. 96 70) FIFWOIATT(11. 2690) .

BREDE-HESPERRT L0WHE S
KT RHRIERE KRG IE N Others, &
HBAT LB E A A . B 4 510, i f
YIS 2S AT &5 EL 3 7E 626 LUR . 7876 FH AL AE AR
B 5 EEE AT 3% Al 25 B Gemmatimo-
nadaceae, Acidobacteriaceae,
Rhodanobacter F1 Candidatus Solibacter; £ ¥ B
FENEARBR 5 5 bR 3% AT KB A Gem-
matimonadaceae, Acidobacteriaceae,
SphingomonasHl Anaerolineaceae, ™ B EAE &
K5 B 5 e 3 m 5096 DL b B 40 T 2K BE
Anaerolineaceae  ( 69.48%) #F1 Chryseolinea
(99. 28%0); BT ofi LBl AR 5000 LA b I R BE A
Rhodanobacter ( 115.04%).
(116.63%) . Ktedonobacteria ( 57.69%) ., Sac-
charibacteria (121. 22%) , Gaiellales (55. 56 %) &

Sphingomonas .
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Others
Tenericutes
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FANTHEBE Relative abundance
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B3 1TARFELAEBEEER
Fig. 3 Distribution of bacteria displaying in
phylum level

Lysinimonas(60. 67 %),

3 it E4it

Tlumina Miseq il P52 AR BB T IR A4 Ses: I
J7 kR B TE R AR R AR
Hafe R RE B, BB ERTHAEY
BRI . PR A RGE & [llumina
Miseq JUJF 52 AR X H AR B 24 Wy b 47 R 243
B> REFLSC AT L T AR AR PR G A W ) 2 SS BL
R ST A HLAE L AL RS w8 i Kt A 1 S
R BN 7, BE R T 18 pHL T +
PR MBI SR UG T RO T AR
PR, NTEMEY S RESRATEL, LK
R AEHE b T B A B AR L X S DIEBT
RER—E RYG REIA A T 4 e L%
LW A T RS R .

MR E R E W % AL A T &
BT T o5 A4 E B A 82. 53 %6, B KL IR )5 - 2
B 1T B LU B ARG, 40 B T AR T ) (R 1] %
SEEWIIET & B ELIS A —E R . A
R YA LA T FL AR Bl7 1k R S i A
YT FRR S A A e A, W B R A
Xof 1 AR MRS AR BRI . R AL AL AE
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# o Gaiellales uncultured

# { Xanthobacteraceae uncultured
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& Candidatus Koribacter
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# Devosia
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# ¢_Ktedonobacteria_uncultured

# Rhizomicrobium # Chryseolinea ® Bryobacter
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Rhodanobacter
# f Gemmatimonadaceae_uncultured

& Sphingomonas
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T ARBERERFE MR ATER KT ERBE R G B ETTRR , L.

Note: Different colors represent different genus, Sequences could not be classified into genus were given names of the upper level

and so on.

4 BAKFLEEBEAR

Fig.4 Distribution of bacteria displaying in genus level
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Ja JJRELE R Anaerolineaceae it 5 HL 5] i 2 38
3% SR KA W T 45 R — 80 T RBIA R
HRAEERET R M RIE, BRLF i —
HIE

RS 1A 55 T AR i MLAE
M ER R s T R AR E I, 1
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F i S BN X SRR PR M SR 0
2 P AR Ty SR A R I A A I SRR 3K

RES . XNt — P BB IR A
TP R ALK B T 264
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Effects of Modified Fertilization on Rhizosphere Microbial
Community Structure of Chinese Cabbage

CHEN Cheng' , ZHANG Xiaochuan® , CAI Xiaoyang®? , WANG Jian' , FU Rongtao! , LU Daihua!
(1. Institute of Plant Protection, Sichuan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Chengdu, Sichuan 610066 ;2. Chengdu Tianjie
Organic Agriculture Development Co. Ltd. , Chengdu, Sichuan 610091)

Abstract: In order to understand the effect of the modified fertilization mode on soil microbiome
community structure, Chinese cabbage was collected as the research object,and Illumina MiSeq high
throughput sequencing technology was used to analyze the rhizospheric fungal and bacterial
community structure of Chinese cabbage under the condition of conventional fertilization and modified
fertilization(fertilizer reduction,increasing organic fertilizer and soil conditioner). The results showed
that the improved fertilization increased the yield of cabbage, alleviated soil acidification, and soil
nutrient increased. There were significant differences between the microbial community and dominant
groups of the two kinds of fertilization methods. The modified fertilization method led the abundance
of rhizosphere microbiome increased,the community structure changed,and the dominant fungi groups
varied.

Keywords: Chinese cabbage; modified fertilization; MiSeq high-throughput sequencing; microbial com-

munity



