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AT ARAE T rh 2 R AT 7 45 T 8] 5 (67336 10 /N X R S BI04, X S B (NT) Rl ¢

BHETS (CT) BFZE (0 ~20 em) ZHBEAS AR & 1 R ALRHIE AT 1000 o S5 RRI], SR L , St % Bk
7 AR R AR L P AU RS A i B RN (p <0.05) , LAFRJZ (0 ~ 5 em) HUMIIR B e K, ik 94.7% .
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MOl Az B T, o LA A ORI T
FLIA & BB LT B ( Chitin) FME— 8053, 002 40 B
200 i B v JOR RO 1) B A s B FUBE O
FE R AT B A, H o A7 A — E 1385 i RE R
(R PE— SRR A0 TR, T A2 21 B8 H IR 228 (lipopolysac-
chrides) F1 41 Jitg B vh ik 2B B¥ ( peptidoglycan )
B!

ZRAb R A DA R T ] A R R A, PR
T IFRB, S A ok B R R IR B L
JRER) R, TFRZIA LK E &N 3. 1% ~
6. 5% AHJE i T RL GEAE Y S 2F 8 7 =X
SEHMELLANBMSEC THRZE 1.2% ~
2.9% " TR 3 AR b 2 i X Al 1 T Rk
R o AT A2 AR TR A6 SR A HILBT ) AE A
Jrit H RT3 0T Y FA s 1a) i, S A4 it
CAEARICH AT T 24 Rl g, O THHERS
Jiti AR AT A HLA S B i S A R AR SS & R
Jr T B 25 A T R R TR 14 %K
SERER L T T A HUBRAE 26 0 Tl A 9 8 4
BL, SR DG F AR b DX B A 28 O ARl e 1) ) 245
AR XS A Tl ) Wi 7, 33X 7 T 4 T 9 A 4
16 o PRI, AR SC DL HEME AR S 38 s 1 e, BF 5 e b
FUEGEHEAE Hi BN A T 2R S OB A pi 50t i A2
FEFREAE  PRUHBEVE R il 6T 1 S0 2k P o U5 AT ML AR
FURHIE Y 52 W) S A et B v A A W s 4 R Y S
TRAE B . SRR A AR B 10k FE B
B 53T KF- b R B RS it o 3 AL BT AR
SHFACRY 2 AL, A 2R bR b X G B it ) S
Bt M S% .

1 HRS Jik

1.1 #SxREXER

G S TR TR TP T £ (44°12'N,
125°33'E ) A [E b2 B A< At b B 5 0l A= A B 5
T (AW A e 52 R % D AN T N N
WA, TR R AR R & 520 mm, H G204
hrE6 A& 8 H o KIHHEE A s Ik 56 s T
2001 4FEEk R, g0 HT— BOR AR GERHE oK & VR
JE o R X 0 SR R R R R R A
B4, e R G 2K )R TR E IR Y E 1
(Hap-Udic Isohumisols) , 2 0 ~20 cm + 3 [ pH
2320 6.5 FeAq, Ja T R BRI, R4 B A A2 A
B4 16.3 mg kg R 1. 39 mg kg ™' HAth+

e PR BT WL SCER 18 ]

IR /INXCR LR R B IX 4 Y S R B AL IX
Hikit. RRNENPET X, G AL BHE,
FREIFNZEAE , AL H Ry BOKEAE R G- K
AR ER- KRR, 2 M EW RN AEAE . A5
AN B G HFVE T 2K 7% 1E ( Conventional-tillage con-
tinuous corn, CT) Fl ¥t T K % 1F ( No-tillage contin-
uous corn monoculture , NT) {356 /> X i3 47 %F LE 43
Bro ARGHHE Ty R TE R TR 5 . B3R VED)
BRAEATR A, [ AT BB, IR BE 29 20 em
ity AR R, AT R (7.5 ~ 10 em) , £
it ok G i B £ 1 8 L N i e 515 1 (e W
JI AT AL S FE 4 EB3A 1, B F e BE & A AL (KT NZE2
3000) EAZAREFP SN, AN 13, FOKIE &
AN (N) 150 kg hm ™2, S 5IAE Ay JE AR 038 AL it A
KM, BEACFIHRAE R AERE R IR IR AE A | it
(P) FI#E (K) #5354 45.5 F1 78 kg hm %, 434>
ANX AR 5.2 m x30 m,

1.2 tEEREAR

BRI CR T 2008 4F 10 H (BRI H AR S 7
SERAEDBOGRE) o FITHCE G ( EAR 2. 64 cm) B
+ , RAEEE KO0 ~55~10 F1 10 ~20 ecm, fEEE
FERYREAS/INX. (S BERIE SERHE ) $42 de B R A 122 B
HIRAE 6 1, W [F—IRBERY 6 B ARG 1
ANFE AR Bl S & KRR A IR R
SR DL, FE i H AR KT, 2 0. 25 mm i D45+
S BRI E .

1.3 #HmamilERE

L3.1 RS mriE IR
PN & ARG Zhang 1 Amelung! ™ 1 15 2, 1
AT AE S TR D o FAARERAE 2D BN 63 2 1
IR ERR AR 0 IR (5 A S mg C)
B KM, m A 10 ml 6 mol L™" &k 2 %5 i,
7E 105°CKf% 8 ho K ve N == WS, A
100 pg WeHEH 1 g ml ™ LB ( AR ) IR 5 18 5)
Rk g . RIBERE 28 ALK IR IR Z5 T, SR AR W i T
20 ml Z MoK, I 0.4 mol L™ KOH i pH =
6.6 ~6.8,8K)514 3 000 r min "' &L 10 min EFRUT
VEo BV VR T IRACAR T, 5k B8 Y [ K 4 5 ]
3 miJG/K B , P LA 2 000 © min ™ B0 10 min,,
P BB RS ml T AEMH, N, 7E 45°CF
WA LI T ml K £5 2] J5 BRI AT ¥ Ok T A
(8 h DL b)) Ja it A7 A= o 4% 300 wl A9 A7 Az 3 51
(4: Ltk me-FRBE P4 5, 5 A0 32 mg ml ™' ER R B
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Jfiz 1 40 mg ml ~'4- — FREGIEMENE ) A B fiTA:
A, N g, 7E 75 ~80°C Z&4 T n#k 30 ~ 35 min,
HEHRGEIR . B EZERE,MA 1 ml ZFREF, %
HFYMIN 20 min, BEFMA 1.5 ml Z & H ke,
P35 AT A It A AL

AT AR R @S L TR SR AR
e, AT ml 1 mol L™ HCL, 3 ZUHRHE 30 s i, B85k
EAKMRAR . SR)E,S ERAIRAIR], 1 ml A 7%
TR PR 3 WK, AR e — RIS Ve R R AT fig Bk
o RIARAHUETE 45°CF FH N, )5, 200 pl
LR TBR-ECEEIR G R (v/v = 1: 1) B iR, AR5
R B I (B A AR A o, AT A Ak
WM (GC-6890, Agilent, USA ; HP-5 = 41 45 {2, 1%
30 m x0.25 mm x0.25 pm) . @3S H W 1E R B
120C , {4 %% 4 min, L) 10°C min~' [ 3 R T} E ZE
230°C, - LA 5C min~' 3 F T} = 250°C, {4 £
4 min, FLLL 40°C min ' FFZ 300°C , {35 S min, 5
Al RSO, AR N 0.8 ml min ' PEAER
R 1l A by 10 1, AR FHREE SR 250°C R
FKIA B AR (FID ) A, HAR 2 300°C
1.3.2 ZEMESH G RAITE AR SR
TR bRk J B A A B A ) & 1 (C
mg kg ™) IR AR A G

C,=CAP /AR,

X, Co BRI LEER e (mg kg ™" ), A RITA, 5
S SR Rt O i LR R S S 1) W TR, P kg g
FHETPRER SR (% ) , R A B b 2 A () A A%
IER A, AR b 2 SO0 R LS ) A% 1 R
T
1.4 W51t

BUOE b B A0 R ZE Microsoft Excel 2003 I i
17, AR AL 3 2 ] (4 22 575K B SPSSLL. O J3 A v
LSD £ 8 b 8k dE 47 5 25 40 i, 10 & PER 59 i
p<0.05,

2 AR50

2.1 GHEFTHMEEHESGETIESES
TE BT A5 Ak 3 - 8 220 5K A % B 25 % ( Glu-

cosamine C, GluN-C) & ¥y, b + e JLH

B et 1) TR LG (] B K (62%~66% ) o GluN-C 5 i

TEARFEBHEE B 20T AR LB 1 R, AN
IRV E S it T 1 4 GluN-C (9 F B3 54 1 2 54
(p<0.05) . HBF&MF(NT) GluN-C &5 48fk
W 260.7 ~350. 6 mg kg™, B m T AL G HHE
(CT) 1% GluN-C % (158.5 ~177.7 mg kg '),
NT AbH 3 A~ 4 3 2 VR Hh ) &0 35 4 2 W S e 1) o o
KIS T CT 4B (p<0.05) , i LI0~5 em +
SRS R ONT 45 CT &5 4 180. 1 mg kg ™', 1 /%2
% fEGHHESAME T GluN-C & 2Kk 2 e A4 %
250, MERPEAAF T GluN-C FaRIUNBEE 12
TR B 3G g e 2 s AR A a3 (p <0.05) ,0 ~5 em
+ )24 5 ~10 cm F110 ~20 cm + )24 GluN-C &
H e 1 21, 5% Fi 34. 4%
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0~5 5~10 10~20
+ E % Soil depth (cm)
K1 SRS fEE T UF 0 ~20 em 2% 12 &
B EIRE SRS A2l
Fig. 1  Changes in glucosamine C content at different depths of
the soils under conventional ( CT) and no-tillage ( NT)

cropping systems

2.2 GHBETEHEMEEHIERGT LEMER
SHRESENTUL

+ 3 i BE R 5% ( Muramic acid C, MurA-C)
B A ERE S e ) S A AL A B 2 s, A
B AT LA Y, St s A ATl F 7 4R J5 -3 iy
MurA-C & 2RI B & g hka# (p <0.05) .
NT 25T B g 28 e 1% 1 19 A2 AL [l Oy 46. 5 ~
51.5 mg kg ™', CT AbFHNHy 33.1 ~38. 1 mg kg™,
W 5, e BE 2 F R MurA-C (%) 58 i i B2 /N
GluN-C, 5 GluN-C L ZE 3 &A A A il &, MurA-
C7E H A2 IR R BCA W A RE B 22 7,0 ~
5 cm +JZF MurA-C 5 HEAUEH 10 ~20 cm +Z
1 10% £iti o ABGERHETT T, %& 12 MurA-C &
BEEMNO~5em BESHT S5 ~10 ecm 110 ~
20 c¢m,
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Muramic acid C content (mg kg™)
JHOBERR 255k 2 B

0~5 5~10

+ Z ¥ JE Soil depth (cm)
K2 wftESEHELT T 0~20 em & L2
BERR e o 52 b

Fig.2 Changes in muramic acid C content at different

10~20

depths of the soils under conventional ( CT) and no-tillage

(NT) cropping systems

2.3 EHETEHMESHESGTIESEY

ESHEIENEL

+ 33 & L 2 3L BE S ik ( Galacosamine C,
GalN-C) [ AR 2 A2 BB E R Y &2 (p <
0.05), B 51T, GaIN-C & & 1Y 28 46 15 [l
107.5 ~120.6 mg kg™, & & & TAL G BkE L5
GaIN-C % H(59.9 ~68.6 mg kg ™') o PMFMHHET =
T,GaIN-C &5 i K T GluN-C, {HJ2 ] W & T
MurA-C, #4514 F GalN-C &840 MurA-C & &
2 A ~4 Ao a2 FUE AR JEURR Xof A R BVE H t
FRY I 1075 B 2 B AR L, RO S AR GERHEAR L,
SRR AT IR H 2 24 s 1 5 LR IR AR 7 1
iR R E, HX AR ZEMNERZ (0 ~5 cm)
Je R EHEBHESRMET , GaIN-C 7E45 2R b i
TR EER

200 acT

ENT

—_—
wn
[«

bc

wn
[«

Galacosamine C content (mg kg™)
BELLIUESIRE &
=
(«)

0~5 5~10
+ JE % E Soil depth (cm)
K3 GBS E T R 0 ~20 em & 1)2A
R PRSI A R

Fig. 3 Changes in galacosamine C content at different depths

10~20

of the soils under conventional ( CT) and no-tillage ( NT)

cropping systems

2.4 GEHBETEHMESEHERGFTLIELRSE

HESHmEENEWL

HAT - 4 Tz BonH (i BE R | 22 5 1 2
BRI BRI W R B R L HR
H T W e o AR, BT LUH T ik 3 b B
BN RS A Bt . AR TR RBEE
J7 20T 44 B A Sk ( Total amino sugar C) 7
RO (& 4), WEHAT LA, 51545
BHEARLL , St 7 48 S AR IS , 130 rp S = LM 2 Bk
T RERF L (p <0.05) 5 CTAHLL,NT 4
T S BRSOk & 2 W, 3 A IR b
PLO ~5 em 2 M3 g BE iR, 235145 CT 4B R
AR 2 b B B A Bk & i 64, 1% .52.9%
H149.3% o i CT Zh P48 4 )2 S A SR AR ik 2
T 225, 5 A A R ) A AL A H A

2 600

on 6 A OcCT
£ b ENT
% ] c
£ g 400

54 A

o K d d d
L&

2 E‘g 200

2

£

[

= 0

ke 0~5 5~10 10~20

+ E % Soil depth (cm)

K4 e st UF 0 ~20 em 5 1 JZ 8
RS R AL

Fig.4 Changes in total amino sugar C content at different

depths of the soils under conventional ( CT) and no-tillage

(NT) cropping systems

2.5 HETIHMESEHEZGTIESES
BESHERSELENTL

RS SN B AT S TR Y T P A e R R
B, AT DL WA W R T AR AR LB A B st A v i
AT TTRRAG 0 o PR T 24 7 A 0 = 2R IR T AT,
M7 R R M — SR U T 2 O, IR b, % P 2 25 ) 2
55 BE PR 75 & (%) HE AR ( GluN/MurA ) >k 3875 41 7 Al
HLE A LB AR AR X ST /N 815 R GluN/
MurA FABAEA B ERS IR 224015 O, I AT
PVE IR R T IZ R (6.9 ~7.3) & & THESE
BHE.7 ~5.4) , H3ANEHEEZRFLIO ~5 em +3
BRI, N0 ~5 em B 5 ~10 em + 2 IRE R A
RS S M RERR Y LU AR 0 2 T %, MRl E 1 2 IR B 1Y
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Ratios of Glucosamine to Muramic

[«

0~5 5~10 10~20
+ 2% FE Soil depth (cm)
S GBS HET R 0 ~20 em & 1)RE
LA A MU RE IR LU (E 10281k
Fig. 5 Changes in ratios of glucosamine to muramic acid
at different depths of the soils under conventional ( CT)

and no-tillage (NT) cropping systems

HRSEHETN S ~ 10 em 110 ~20 em +J2Z [ 272 A
WE, EEBELAE T3 L2 GluN/MurA (1)
HAEE A B E 2=

3 iF ®

3.1 EEHMEMEMEFTITAN TEREESH

SENFN

SNETE 5 BT — AR e MR S R
SSNE FR B 2h A5 RN 4 3% 40 1 [R) Ak 2o 7R 4% U AH
Ko LABIENE A 48 /R ) I AF 52 S A W 5 Ah SR B
AR B4 i) N R A L5 R 2R A JE 6 Oy T 1) AT 5T
B Z T L CAT ST IS AL R L
A7 2P0 5 4 22 5 | 18 v 48 SR B0 gy
MRFAE A Ak . A 98 25 SR e W - SIS R A AR
38 i B R S A 2 B E R ) B e, S
LGB ERTIEAH L, SCht ek 7 47 W e E T fUE
YRR I A A SR E P R, XN
TR AT 55 S, YE Y R R S —Fh B B
B 7/ G WS R G e /) JA SR N (I ik AR e
Yy, 23 )35 - e v A W B T T O A bR A S 6
AR MR S 5 SEA T BT BRAR AN A B T
R AEFRAY AL R R, R AURCE B A T A
1R T IE R A 7 40 0 200 e B ik R ) A
S ERY SUTAY S N | /oK (o 8782 )
FITFORAP IR P 19 A6 5% (habitate ) 5388 §HAF 5 | B2 1Y
IR, AR R 1) 4 S8 T 1 A0k DA R R 4 1 A 5
PREER x se R 2 44 A T o bk
KB AR IE T A AR A 3 A LR
P

MR AEGERE T 20T, B LR AN A R,
Tz A A 28 Bl , A5 AT HILAR 55 5% S B FE b
A P A KRR VR FH 25 32 81 37 43 e =2 1) BRI
FHRE AT =y 1 FR B ik, R 1
FATRI b e (8 BF 52 b & B, B 76 R RT3k R 45 1
T, Bt BB O R RN OB R S, A ML 5 i
WA BT A, BIAST 25 %) BB S R 1A BB 1) [
FE o T A LR 2 2 2 52 Wi 2 A 7E 1 e R
BUK g —ATEE N7 A R B
D7 i A W o U ) A S A I B R
BEZESFTIHHE T LA PR & 2 22 25
AN A HLIE R i F X 13- R R G )
JO TR i 1A A A - ST A e g, AT S A T A
HE I B4 T AR A WL A i s R0 i
EARMR R IE—B, TR RS
A ARG TR G B VA O, R I — 7 i
VE R A= s R A ) R = e R AR 5 —
Jr il ] 25 5 AR . TR )
BEVE 20T IR A & B X — A8 fh 4 SR U6
FE AR AL X G BF RS AT 3 15 i 1 2 it A7 41 T4 3o
A A VA WILB 7 4 v 1 S R R ke -
MR R E F IR 6 R B 2 o L gk
Y75 3 45 5 i BREAAT DL RE RN 25 R 2 AN F
TR ok U5 A DR A 1 A AR 2 I A
Tl W B FEAR 8 7 0 7 e HURR 96 38 A RS E ik
FERER . M H, R R SR G BEAE L, 52
T BERS FEIER H 7 4R 05,3 N2k T HE A A s
e S BRI EL A1) 60% ~ 95% |, I 2 5 F 4 438 A,
AT MU 38 10 H A1) (9% ~ 29% ) o Amelung 25770 %ot
b3k X B | AR 0 A S AT o i R
B, KB EMED RS FERS A & 51 £ A ML
Pl R SEAE & B 3 TR, 5T R R & S
T A b, T B 98 4R L A G S i N T
60% . I, &5 A AIRIGLEH, EH N NFEREE AR
WA RGE T &b 5 028 b v] DUE R iR A
IRV Bt 6T 4 39645 LT AR B2 5 8 Ak i A v 1 —
A EEIEM IR bR

R TR) 2 35 PR O VR A 2 RN R R 2 ) A R 2
S, U - 8 R OR [R] Bl A 9 X6 BV 5 i 1 i) 10, A e
ANl SHEGHHEM L, SEiE bt 7 455 F R R R
1) S SR A S e B B S TN B (2 64% ) = T Al
R A IR 14 M T Ak (1 B R (2 44% ) o 3K — S5
ot P B X AR 5 i %) e 7 5 A B B Ry R . TR
RRBREAE TR 0D T HUARAE X B TR A 22 1R 1 1
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SRR, [ ) A 28 6 7 b 3, T B 3 T 22 119
YRR L e RB ) AR 2 () 15 3 © 57 208 i B A
7 RETT /MM PR A 2 A B 5055 97 20, Bl A2
B AR AR 2 [, UL T BUE S
FAE AR b R E MR Izt TR A
F MR i I AT R R IR S ik
U R A 4 A e 7 L R AR R A i S
Z—o J3—Jr I, A P AR 7 2T M BE R
AR AR (381 ~51.5 mg kg ™) X S
RERR B B MEAR XA AR R el 6 2
MAIKIRES SR AT ] LUE e SR GEHHEM L, %
PR AT T Tl X i B 1 ok 0 e 14 AR 3Rt e B i
IR, 3K -5 S B A PF T AR A R nT
FUFHAE B DIME DG . ATLTI > Ak, I RE R X - 458
R IR 28 2R 7 70 1 R AR A AR SRR, 7R SO
Rt se e, BE R 2 A £ LR ok, o
AT —FIICER MR =, 120 3 Rl E IR A1 DAy gk 0
FIRGHCE A o AT 0T, M BERR
RV 5 B SR T IZW . A FUE A B 1Y
AL S R IR AR BB AL, RIS AR R T
RER TG (0T 2037 5 2= A
IR AR LR, RV Aot nl B R AR A7
AT OL T, L S SR B0 & U AT R + 00 fr
FIR , B - e P P RO 32 217 70 A3 ) B2 MR AT X
BN G AGRIS LS RAUA I , S G B FE
WM 7 ARNG , @RISR S R S
) R E BN, S A X T RS = AR AR
56 (R IR ) AR X (AN B —4F) A 56, T A F 7L bk
e+ 3R (& U LT AR 218 Ah, ]
JEN7 AR 5 58 AU =2 8] A9 - 3R B 2 e A
R, AT RE LS AR IR B RUE YR A
WPERBCR 7 AR KI5 AR AT
Bl ER) AR 28 45— ELAT 3 A [R] B W, 250 5 A
SRS P R ORI T AN A SR AR A
WIF5E 42 W LR X B LB RO STk s K AR
SER R AN TRFEVE R it 2 LR 0 AR R AR
A8 FEA I HARATILL , 165 /18 5 1R X 2 i~ FUBE 11 5T
HRANTT A A7 S e~ FL VK £ 38 i DR I K
HFALREMEA 15 THE— 2205
3.2 fEEMEMGEHBEFTENSEESKREL

15 P 5 R AE A R2AD

A BEVESRTE T 1 2 Wl oA P o 3R 7 O
FH_ B R 2 (K 4) o BAORE, it
BT ARG 0 ~5 em L JRE SRR ITIRAY 7 B 025

L, B NS5 ~10 em f110 ~20 em 12, X FEE
TRk T A B 38, B4 8 W B VED 5 FT
HESEME, SR EEAIRARZ BB R
JEA BTG 23 AL B T X R R 4340 A Y
23 [B) S PR, 80T Sl T e R R AR
TE b X PR B A A FRAE . AR HE AT,
AT AL B B 5 SO A B2 388 PR LR o
TE23 (14345 B RE X 45—, R A 25 5 | A ol
P 5 R U S ) T AR X AT 4 AR AR
FHEGHAE T T LIRS R AE 4 L2
f 2 i A R B B i 25 5%, X 5 Liang 251 7E4H
R0 s B T 4= 38 p g LA 3 5 10 43 A R 35—
B BRI RBERIE ) ik RAE 4 L2 0 A
NE5 MR VR i & 1 AR fk g AL (B 1~
4) . fERPE S BEE 2 0N, & A
A B E AR, Fierer 250" % BLAE S b + 1%
HEEAEY & L EEEYSHME L EEEN
BN TR, AT 5 5 2 YA, &
S FURE S Ak B 2 vy 435 1w ) AR ALk $ 5 H OE
IR ARALL . (E2 B A5 0 T M BE R R TRk =
FIE IR 0 ~5 em + 240, Wi~ 1 )2 2 18] 9%
AR B 2E S, XA Rt TR FF R T
3 ANE S E A H TR W 2R, G
Al ) T 2232 Bl AR 4 fiok 30 R A A e T, i HC
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Abstract
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Soil tillage practices have been shown to have significant influence on microbial activity and community

structure through changing soil chemical and physical properties, and as a further consequence on sequestration of soil or-

ganic carbon (C). Analysis of soil amino sugar C helps us further understand the underlying microbial processes mediating

soil organic carbon stabilization and turnover in soils under different tillage practices. Effects of no-tillage (NT) vs. con-
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ventional tillage (CT) over 7 years on the accumulation of amino sugar C in the plow layer (0 ~20 em) in black soil of a
7-year-long experiment in Northeast China were analyzed. It was found that NT significantly increased the content of total
amino sugar C in the whole plow layer (p <0.05) , especially in the top soil (0 ~5 ¢cm) by 94. 7% as compared with CT.
The finding indicates that NT favors sequestration of microbial derived organic C in the black soils under study. The
amounts of amino sugar C’s of different sources all increased in NT over CT in a varying degree. At all the three soil
depths, the ratios of glucosamine to muramic acid were significantly higher in NT soils (6.9 ~7.3) than in their respec-
tive CT soils (4.7 ~5.4) mainly because of more pronounced enrichment of gulcosamine. The enrichment of fungal-de-
rived glucosamine suggests that fungi have gradually grown into dominance in the NT agroecosystems, thus leading to high-
er soil organic C storage in the soils.

Key words No-tillage; Conventional tillage; Microorganism; Amino sugar





