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Abstract An investigation on meso-micro soil fauna community structure was carried out under 4

plant configurations of urban green lands in Wenjiang District of Chengdu City. A total of 20 600
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individuals of meso-micro soil fauna were obtained in different green lands, belonging to 19 orders

and 45 families. Nothotylenchidae and Rhabditoidea were the dominant groups under 4 plant

configurations. The number of groups and individual density of meso-micro soil fauna under lawn

were higher than under the other 3 plant configurations in spring, summer, and autumn, while from

autumn to winter they were higher under tree-shrub-grass land than under the other 3 plant

configurations. The individual density of meso-micro soil fauna showed significant differences (F =

3.23,P <0.05) among different plant configurations, and the C and J indexes of meso-micro soil
fauna showed highly significant differences (F =7.48 P <0.01 for C;F =6.13,P <0.01 for J).

The rank of groups and individual quantities of meso-micro soil fauna was saprozoie > predators >

phytophage > omnivorous. The ratio of Acarina number to Collembola number changed with time,

and it fluctuated more in winter and spring.

Keywords

SRR G RIS R T RS, B
PR T RO TR 2 780 P BRI RIS ) 4% o 4 3 )
PR — N FaE B AT S e R ik 21
YT kb R G HA I AR S R G AL T RG]
BRI R A S T B . B 2 3 T Ak R R B
e, 358 i 5 2R e O/ P A5 Ak T, Xkl 4
A W 2RV B A 25T NSt Bk 32 3 o
DT LSS T VR R A W) AR Y R AL
A4 TN L S R G IS R RS R
TP ) (S T A A R T L R
2K SRR B VA S AR I 0 5 R T v
F Z5 R AL 1 9% % ) 30 b 35 U8 9 40 1 50 RN
T 8 W TV 0 5 R R B R AR
W7 AR UR T A A X 2 AT R A
RG A IR E BEAE, RS RS RG
FIRE R Sh Y CHE PR A1 25 R 48 A AL
HEOT R, S S e A RO AR
SE [ R A 7S R G R RETE S A e R

YT - S W ) R RO S 24 A%
RIS BRI B LA . T
MR i SR R Ry R
AR X FR 35 i 9 S A )y T X I i A
BT BRFT, T Xt T 4 b S S OB ST L T
HREA R REIBCE T RS RS A B BF oY
BEUARE, SN mY RRS AR RS
ML, T AR 75 2R Ge vh L8 2 B i A T4k
B, S W R S b TR B, TR
I, TR 3 1 455 s 8 5 0 T v A F B A 2
RERIBISE A5 B TH0 B3 A S R N4,

urban green land; plant configurations; soil fauna; seasonal dynamics

VRAG AT T 58 M 55 2 S P B , 4
ST 10 ML) MR B 1 7 5 A8t — 5 1 B A
SRR,

1 HARAE

L1 R KEHER

58 DX B0 47 T 00 1 A R AR TR I X
(E103°41" ~103°55’ ,N30°36' ~30°52") ., J@URIT
PRT R, B R 540 m, 325 1K Sy ph R
31 O O I 8 ) R W) O e 4 23 T
S, TR AR R 16 CAEAT AR I
R 36 °C L AR S e IR TR -5 °CL AR R R
& 896. 8 mm,
1.2 WRFE
1.2.1 Kbk E

TEPCREE Fr - 5 P - B Iy - - R 4 Fp
GER YN e I B il I S /N T R 2
B UL AR IR T S b v A b, B DG R A 4 )
B B A Y PR B, RARFER R
M K ( Cinnamomum  pedunculatum ), K J&#
( Osmanthus fragrans ) , & AR F 5 Jy /N % 51
( Ligustrum quihoui Carr. ) . £t §% ( Rhododendron
simsii Planch ), #1 #% 3= 3= 5 & F F ( Festuca
arundinacea) Ji F R ( Cynodon dactylon ) %5 N\ T.
FRRE Y B BF AN [m] 4 TG ' - 9 B Ak M T dn
%1,
1.2.2 FEACRESE

REETF 2014 415 5 2015 4:4 & A
PR, JLIORE 12 YR AEA R P 4 o™ 7 B A



55 11 B A, 5 MU TR D T G AN R R G B T rh /N - S S Y B PR AE 35
F1 AEEWEELEEAYER
Table 1 Soil properties in different plant configuration types
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Table 2 Composition of meso-micro soil fauna community
Ir - - I - K - L BA EA
H Bk & AR ES MR B MR B MR Bma Y
BR % B/R W% BUROH/% BUR /% H %
Wk H
Pr  BkWkA Salticidae 1 0.02 14 0.28 9 0.18 4 0.07 28 0.14
Araneae
Pr #3U% Erythraeidae 267 5.01 238  4.82 244 4.99 270 4.96 1019  4.95
Sa 4% Pygmephoridae 87 1.63 96 1.94 83 1.7 79 1.45 345 1.67
AT H Sa  ZfiHEl Rhagidiidae 10 0.19 9 0.18 26 0.53 33 0.61 78 0.38
Pr()s[ign]ata Sa /J\%ﬁL Caligonellidae 3 O 06 3 O 06 - —_— —_— —_— 6 O 03
Pr  E4i##} Cunaxidae 5 0.09 25 0.51 10 0.2 19 0.35 59 0.29
Ph  mighRl Tetranychidae — — 4 0.08 — — — — 4 0.02
Sa  BRSiMERl Cryptognathidae 3 0. 06 12 0.24 4 0.08 23 0.42 42 0.2
Sa 2Rl Parasitidae 51 0.96 43  0.87 40 0.82 50 0.92 184  0.89
Sa  ZEZWER Ameroseiidae 108 203 70 1.42 106 2,17 75 1.38 359 1.74
PRI H Ph  JE AR Podocinidae 18 0.34 69 1.4 29 0.59 9 0.17 125 0.6l
Mesostigmata Sa  JRJGUEAEL Parholaspididae 51 0.96 72 1.46 49 1 47 0.8 219 1. 06
Sa  ZEHEEl Veigaiidae 76 1.43 6l 1.24 50 .02 23 0.42 210 1.02
Ph  JEJFAl Pachylaelapidae 1 0.02 25 0.51 4 0.08 4 0. 07 34 0.17
Ph  Jji#} Laeclapidae 312 5.86 271 5.49 262 5.36 222 4.08 1067  5.18
F 67 H Ph i H R} Liacaridae 19 0.36 3006 11 0.22 26 0.48 59 0.29
Oribatida Sa it igE#E Nothridae 23 0.43 7 014 8 0.16 — — 38 0.18
Zi4 H Symphyla  Sa Z#AR} Scolopendrellidae 17 0.32 25 0.51 20 0.41 29 0.53 91 0.44
fei H
Sa B Wil Fujientomidae 4 0.08 4 0.08 24 0.49 20 0.37 52 0.25
Sinentomata
Sa  HiBEE} Poduridae 189 3.55 146 2.96 187 3.82 160 2.94 682  3.31
B Sa  JHER} Onychiuridae 200 3.76 206  4.17 234 4.79 323 5.93 963  4.67
Collembol Sa  KAAKIEFL Orchesellidae 5 0.09 9 0.18 5 0.1 24 0. 44 43 0.21
otiemboia Sa  BEHSR Cyphoderidae — — 6 012 — — 9 017 15 0.07
Sa  [ALkE} Sminthuridae 23 0.43 18 0.36 23 0.47 28 0.51 92 0.45
B H Ph  EMATER} Japyginae 24 0.45 19 0.38 13 0.27 20 0.37 76 0.37
Diplura Ph  E4H\T A} Gigasjapyginae 1 0. 02 — — 5 0.1 3 0. 06 9  0.04
ZE38 H Isoptera Ph  AKEF} Kalotermitidae — 0 4 0.08 4 0.08 — 0 8 0.04
5 H . .
O JEMVARL Ponerinae 17 0.32 100 0.2 15 0.31 35 0. 64 77 0.37
Hymenoptera
R E Pr I H A} Pselaphidae 4 0.08 — — 1 0. 02 2 0. 04 7 0.03
Coleoptera Pr HRA %A Silvanidae 25 0.47 16 0.32 21 0.43 15 0.28 77 0.37
T IC IS jﬂﬂﬁr Notodontidae 1 0.02 7 014 2 0.04 — — 10 0.05
) Ph Kk} Sphingidae 2 0.04 — — 1 0.02 6 0.11 9  0.04
Lepidoptera . ..
Ph  F#Fl Lymantriidae — — — — 5 0.1 — 0 5 0.02
larvae Ph Rk E} Geometridae 6 0.11 12 0.24 7 0.14 1 0. 02 26 0.13
S0 H .
(6] ] A} Phlaeothripidae — — 12 0.24 10 0.2 8 0.15 30 0.15
Thysanoptera
5 H Psocopter  Pr H 58} Psocidae 1 0.02 — — — — 2 0.04 3 0.01
Sa  fh#IIFE} Nothotylenchidae 1011 18.98 703  14.24 829 16.96 853 15.66 3396 16.49
HITH Sa  FJ7El Heteroderidae 134 2,52 270 5.47 217 4.44 223 4.09 844 4.1
Tylenchida Sa 4%} Paratylenchidae 286 5.37 296  5.99 382 7.81 513 9.42 1477  7.17
Sa  #F} Criconematidae 194 3.64 210  4.25 251 5.13 323 593 978  4.75
/INEH
Sa  /MT Bl Rhabditidea 1044  19.60 973 19.7 687 14.05 1058 19.42 3762 18.26
Rhabditida
W e 1
Pr =7FLF} Tripylidae 203 3.81 33 0.67 46 0.94 146 2.68 428  2.08
Enoplida
G| Sa  ZM5|F} Enchytracidae 640  12.02 637 12.9 743  15.2 510 9.36 2530 12.28
Tubificida Sa Bl Tubificidae 31 0.58 52 1.05 105 2.15 30 0.55 218 1.06
Tk H
Pr FZBl Dorylaimidae 229 4.30 248 5.02 117 2.39 222 4.08 816 3.96
Dorylaimida
MRS R 5326 — 4938 — 4889 — 5447 — 20600 —
KRR A 40 — 40 — 41 — 39 — 45  —

L Pr 7Rl &k s Sa FR B Ph JR A A 15 O SRR Ak
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Fig.1 Dynamics of group number and individual density of soil fauna under different plant configurations
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Fig.2 Dynamics of diversity index of soil fauna community under different plant configurations
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Fig.3 Ratio of functional group number to individual number of soil fauna under different plant configurations
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