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Introduction
With the rapid development of the vegetable industry in China, the vegetable yield of protective agriculture

methods, such as greenhouse cultivation, has increased rapidly [1]. Capsicum annuum L., or pepper, is rich in
polyphenols, capsaicin, ascorbic acid, and plant chemicals [2], and has antibacterial, antioxidant, weight control,
and other functional characteristics [3, 4]. Pepper is one of the most widely cultivated vegetables in China.
Therefore, improving the yield and quality of pepper is of great significance to increase farmers’ income and
increase vegetable exports.

Pepper has a large cultivated area in the mountainous region in southern Ningxia, China. However, due to the
restriction of local cultivated land and the demand for high yields, the phenomenon of the continuous cropping of
vegetables in protective agriculture is relatively common, which leads to imbalances in the soil microbial
community and an increase in diseases and insect pests [5-7]. Reducing the population of beneficial
microorganisms and increasing soil-borne pathogens will eventually give rise to the outbreak of soil-borne
diseases in pepper and the reduction of crop production [8, 9]. Thus, one of the main factors affecting crop yield
and quality is the spread of soil diseases [10, 11]. Soil disinfection, such as fumigation, is one of the simplest, most
economic and effective technical measures to prevent and control soil-borne diseases [12-14]. At present, methyl
bromide (MB), chloropicrin (CP), azomet (DZ), 1,3-dichloropropene (1,3-D), allyl isothiocyanate (AITC),
metasodium (MS), and dimethyl disulfide (DMDs) have been widely used in soil fumigation [15]. Among them,
AITC, commonly known as horseradish, can control soil insects, pathogens, nematodes, and weed seeds
effectively [16, 17], and has the characteristics of broad spectrum, high efficiency, and environmental friendliness.
The use of AITC for the prevention and control of plant pathogenic fungi, bacteria, nematodes, and other diseases
has gradually increased [18].

Soil microorganisms include bacteria, fungi, and actinomycetes [19], all of which not only participate in
nutrient cycling, organic matter decomposition, and the transformation of carbon, nitrogen, and other elements
in the soil, but also reflect the health status of the soil [20], which is believed to be responsible for the biological
processes necessary to maintain healthy soil and inhibit plant diseases [21]. The diversity of the soil microbial
population or changes in the dominant flora can reflect the development of soil and further affect the growth and
development of crops [22, 23]. Therefore, soil fertility can be judged according to changes in the soil
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microorganisms, which not only is of great significance to the ecological environment [24], but also plays an
important role in maintaining ecological balance [25]. Therefore, it is of great significance to study soil
microorganisms for agricultural production. However, the biochemical and material cycling processes of soil
cannot be separated from the participation of soil enzymes, and soil fertility and microbial activity are also closely
related to soil enzymes [26]. Soil enzymes are an important driving force of material and energy cycling and must
be considered to evaluate the soil microbial community ecosystem and overall soil health [27]. Soil
microorganisms are an important source of soil enzymes, and the activity of soil microorganism can reflect the
level of enzyme activity in soil [28]. Research has shown that when the number of soil microorganisms increases,
microbial secretions also increase, leading to a rise in soil enzyme activity [29]. With the development of
molecular biology, metagenome sequencing and fluorescence quantitative PCR or conventional biological
methods have been applied to study the effects of fumigants on the soil microbial community, population
diversity, dominant flora, and nitrogen cycle functional microorganisms [30, 31]. Gaining an understanding of
the effects of different fumigants on soil microorganisms is not only related to the recovery of soil microorganisms
after fumigation, but also related to the yield and quality of crops planted in fumigation plots. Fang et al. used real-
time quantitative PCR (qPCR) and 16S rRNA gene amplicon sequencing techniques to determine that fumigant
1,3-D significantly affected the nitrogen cycling microorganisms in the soil [32]. Huang et al. [33] found that CP
fumigation stimulated an increase in the relative abundance of microorganisms involved in carbohydrate/lipid
transport and metabolism functions after fumigation. Fang et al. [34] reported that DZ fumigation significantly
reduced the abundance of 16S rRNA and nitrogen cycling functional genes and caused significant changes in soil
bacterial diversity and community composition. MS also caused a long-term significant decline in the bacterial
community diversity and changed the bacterial community structure [35].

AITC, as an insecticide, not only protects crop production by controlling soil-borne pathogens, but also affects
soil microbial diversity and community composition [36]. Zhu et al. [1] found that AITC had less effects on
bacterial than fungal communities and temporarily reduced the diversity of soil bacteria while stimulated the
diversity of soil fungi in the long term and significantly altered the structure of the fungal community. In addition,
other studies found that the relative abundance of soil bacterial communities changed after fumigation with
AITC: at the phylum level, the relative abundance of Proteus bacteria increased significantly in the short term,
while the relative abundance of sulfur bacteria decreased significantly in the short term; among them, the relative
abundance of Firmicutes increased significantly, which may be related to its strong stress resistance [37, 38]. Fang
et al. [34] found that although some phyla increased or decreased, DMDs and AITC fumigation had no significant
effects on the composition and structure of the main soil microbial communities. Proteobacteria, Chloroflexi, and
Acidobacteria decreased significantly, while Firmicutes, Gemmatimonadetes, Actinobacteria, Verrucomicrobia,
Saccharibacteria, and Parcubacteria increased. Wang et al. found that fumigation had a significant effect on
microbial community structure [39]. However, some studies reported that fumigation had little effect on the
abundance and diversity of soil microbial species, but affected the community structure to a certain extent [12].

Although AITC can effectively control soil-borne diseases, to date there have been few studies focusing on the
response of soil microorganisms to AITC fumigants, especially on the diversity and structure of soil bacterial and
fungal communities. In order to clarify the effect of AITC fumigation on microorganisms in pepper soil and
ensure the quality and safety of pepper soil, we combined the Hiseq2500 PE250 high-throughput sequencing
platform with related bioinformatics to analyze the richness and diversity of the 16S rRNA gene V3–V4 region of
soil bacteria and the ITS2 region of fungi after DNA extraction, PCR amplification, and database construction.
This research provides a theoretical basis for the environmental safety assessment of AITC and its impacts on soil
microorganisms.

Materials and Methods
Site Description

The experiment was conducted at the Arched Shed Pepper Core Demonstration Base in Xinji Township,
Pengyang County, Ningxia (E 106°38’, N 35°51’) (continuous cropping of pepper for 8 years). The region is a
temperate semi-arid area, with a typical continental monsoon climate of large daily temperature differences and
sufficient light. The annual average temperature, the frost-free period, and the annual average precipitation are
7.2°C, 140–170 days, and 350–550 mm. The landform type is the hilly and gully area in the middle of the Loess
Plateau with an altitude of 1,286–2,416 m. The soil type is black loessial soil, in which the organic matter content
and other nutrients are high. The soil management followed standard practices for the area and the basic
parameters of soil were as follows: pH 8.37, available N 78.2 mg·kg-1, available P 18.3 mg·kg-1, available K 406
mg·kg-1, and organic matter 38.7 g·kg-1.

Experimental Design and Treatments
In the experiment, a 100 m2 area of soil was selected and divided into four plots for disinfectant experimental

treatments, each with an area of 25 m2. The corn fields on the edge of the plots were used as a control treatment.
The pepper variety used was Jufeng No.1. In this experiment, the venturi system was used for drip irrigation
beginning with clear water for 15–30 min to make the water diffuse, followed by trial disinfectant for about 30–
40 min (short for sandy soil and long for clay; short for shallow-rooted crops, and long for deep-rooted crops) so as
to ensure uniform application. After the drip irrigation with trial disinfectant, drip irrigation with clear water
continued for 15–30 min, and then the soil surface was covered with plastic film. After 3–5 days of film mulching,
planting was carried out. The experiment was divided into five treatments, including four pesticide treatments
and one control group (Table 1), which were randomly distributed. The first three treatments were treated with
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different dosages of 20% AITC (Zhongnong Qimin Science and Technology Development Co., Ltd., China) by the
drip irrigation system fertilizer applicator, among which treatment 1 (AITC7, F) had 7 L/667 m2, treatment 2
(AITC9, G) had 9 L/667 m2, and treatment 3 (AITC11, H) had 11 L/667 m2. Treatment 4 (WP, I) was treated with
50% carbendazim (Shangbonong Plant Protection Co., Ltd., China) mixed with soil at a dosage of 2 kg/667 m2 as
control disinfectant treatment, which was used for soil disinfection for local farmers, in order to form a
comparison with AITC soil disinfection. Treatment 5 (CK) was the control without any treatment. Each treatment
group included three duplicates.

Soil Sampling
Soil sampling was conducted after planting for 30 d in each plot in March 2019. Rhizosphere soil was collected

from pepper after excluding soil surface litter according to the “Z” shape sampling method in each plot, then
mixed to make a single composite sample and divided into two parts, of which one was used for determining of soil
enzyme activity while the second was stored at −20°C for DNA extraction.

Analysis of Soil Enzyme Activity
The activities of sucrase and cellulose were determined by colorimetric method of 3,5-dinitrosalicylic acid with

the reduction of 3,5-dinitrosalicylic acid to 3-amino-5-nitrosalicylic acid, while urease and catalase activity were
assayed through the methods of indophenol blue colorimetry and potassium permanganate titration, respectively.

Soil DNA Extraction, PCR Amplification, and High-throughput Sequencing
Total soil genomic DNA was extracted from 0.25 to 0.5 g of each soil sample using HiPure Soil DNA Kits

(Magen, China) according to the manufacturer’s protocols. DNA was extracted above as a template, and the
bacterial primers 341F [5’-CCTACGGGNGGCWGCAG-3’] and 806R [5’-GGACTACHVGGGTATCTAAT-3’]
and fungal primers KYO2F [5’-GATGAAGAACGYAGYRAA-3’] and ITS4R [5’-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3’]
were used to amplify bacterial 16S rRNA genes in V3−V4 hypervariable regions and fungal genes in the ITS2
region by PCR, respectively. Amplicons were extracted from 2% agarose gels and purified using the AxyPrep DNA
Gel Extraction Kit (Axygen Biosciences, USA) according to the manufacturer’s instructions and quantified using
the ABI StepOnePlus Real-Time PCR System (Life Technologies, USA). Purified amplicons were pooled in
equimolar and paired-end sequenced (2 × 250) on the Illumina Hiseq2500 PE250 platform according to the
standard protocols. The raw reads were deposited into the NCBI Sequence Read Archive (SRA) database
(Accession Numbers: PRJNA659124 and PRJNA659119).

Bioinformatic Analysis
Because the raw data obtained contains some low-quality sequences and a disproportionate amount of N bases,

which will affect the subsequent analysis, it is necessary to preprocess the raw data. The specific processing steps
were as follows: raw data filtering, tag splicing, tag filtering, and tags de mosaicism, and high-quality optimized
sequence data were obtained for subsequent information analysis. High-quality effective tags of 16S rRNA and
ITS genes were obtained after quality control. Then, effective tags of the 16S rRNA and ITS genes were clustered
with operational taxonomic units (OTUs) at 97% similarity levels using the UPARSE [40] pipeline and the tag
sequence with highest abundance was selected as a representative sequence within each cluster. Venn analysis was
performed in R project (version 3.4.1) to identify unique and common OTUs between groups. The representative
sequences were classified into organisms by a naive Bayesian model using RDP classifier (version 2.2) [41] based
on SILVA [42] and UNITE [43]. Biomarker features in each group were screened by Metastats (version 20090414)
[44]. Chao1, Simpson, and all other alpha diversity indexes were calculated in Quantitative Insights Into Microbial
Ecology (QIIME). OTU rarefaction curve and rank abundance curves were plotted in QIIME. Principal
coordinates analysis (PCoA) was used to conduct multivariate statistical analysis in R project. Next, the microbial
diversity and community structure of all soil samples were analyzed through taxonomy annotation and α and β
diversity analysis. Finally, differential analysis was conducted using Metastats software to find biomarker features
in each group.

Statistical Analysis
Statistical analysis was conducted with the SPSS 22.0. The data were expressed as the means plus or minus one

standard deviation from three replicates. The statistical significance of the differences between samples was
determined by one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) followed by Duncan’s multiple range test. p < 0.05 and p <
0.01 were considered significant differences and extremely significant differences. Alpha index comparison
between groups was calculated by Welch’s t-test and Wilcoxon signed rank test in R project. The difference was
considered statistically significant when the treatment group compared to the control group showed p < 0.05, and

Table 1. Experimental design and treatment management.
Treatment serials Treatment number Treatment description

1 AITC7 20% AITC (7 L / 667 m2)
2 AITC9 20% AITC (9 L/667 m2)
3 AITC11 20% AITC (11 L/667 m2)
4 WP 50% Carbendazim (2 kg/667 m2)
5 CK without any treatments
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p < 0.01 was a highly significant difference. The relationship between soil enzymes and microbial diversity and
abundance was analyzed by Pearson correlation coefficient and the correlation between soil enzyme activities and
microbial community structure (bacterial and fungi) was analyzed by redundancy analysis (RDA).

Results
Effects of Different Treatments on Soil Enzyme Activities

After different doses of AITC treatments, changes in the activities of sucrase, catalase, urease, and cellulase were
observed (Table 2). There was a significant increase in urease activity under AITC7, AITC9, and AITC11
fumigation by 7.6%, 29.0%, and 46.3%, respectively, compared to the control, on which the effect of AITC was less
than that of WP. The effects of AITC and WP on catalase activity were similar to the control. Cellulase activity
increased after AITC treatment and reached the maximum value of 1.86 mg/72 h·g in the AITC7 treatment, while
WP significantly decreased the activity of cellulase. Additionally, AITC7 decreased the activity of sucrase, and
with the increase of its concentration, its activity gradually increased and was significantly higher than that of the
control, but the activity of this enzyme was significantly lower than that of WP. In conclusion, AITC and WP could
increase the activities of urease, cellulase, and sucrase, but AITC had less effect than WP, whereas both treatments
had little effect on catalase.

Sequencing Data and Alpha Diversity Analysis
After removing low quality data, 1347518 and 1380109 effective bacterial and fungal tags, were obtained from

the 15 soil samples respectively. The average lengths of bacterial and fungal sequences were 418 and 340 bp,
respectively. A total of 13991 bacterial and 1258 fungal OTUs were generated by clustering.

Rarefaction curves can be used to evaluate whether the sequencing amount is sufficient to cover all taxa
observed in the soil samples, which also indirectly reflects the species richness of the samples. When the curve
tends to be flat or reaches the plateau stage, it can be considered that the sequencing depth has basically covered all
of the species in the samples. The observed rarefaction analysis showed that the number of recorded OTUs of 16S
genes and fungal ITS genes tended to approach saturation, which indicated that the sequencing data could
reasonably estimate the bacteria and fungi taxa present in the soil samples (Fig. S1).

In order to identify whether different treatments were correlated with microbial community alteration, we
profiled the divergence in richness and diversity of the microbial community in each sample. Alpha diversity
indices were calculated using OTUs belonging to each sample based on the even depth of sampling (Table 3). The
richness and diversity of microbial communities in soil were reflected by the α diversity indexes, such as Chao1,
ACE, Goods Coverage, Observed Species, and Shannon and Simpson indexes. Different doses of AITC
fumigation had different effects on the richness and diversity of soil bacterial and fungal communities (Table 3).

A total of 822,932 effective sequences were obtained in the bacterial community analysis of 15 soil samples. The
Good’s Coverage values were higher than 98%, implying that there was sufficient sequencing depth for assessing
the bacterial biodiversity in various soil samples. The observed OTU numbers in different treatments ranged from
4524 to 4787, of which the number was lower under the application of AITC treatments compared to the control
and higher than in the WP treatment group, suggesting that AITC had significant effects on the richness of the
bacterial community. AITC fumigation decreased bacterial diversity compared to the CK group and increased
bacterial diversity compared to the treatment group with WP for the Chao1 and ACE indexes (Table 3), and the
effects of different doses varied. According to the α indexes, the decrease of bacterial diversity did not show any trend
with the increase of AITC doses. In addition, WP had more impacts than AITC for the Chao1 and ACE indexes.

The number of OTUs observed in fungi was significantly lower than that in bacteria, and fungal diversity was
increased by AITC, especially in treatments AITC7 and AITC11, compared to the CK and WP treatment groups
for Chao 1 and ACE. The fungal diversity of the AITC9 treatment group was lower than that of the control group,
but larger than the WP treatment group. In conclusion, AITC also significantly affected fungal diversity and
richness (Table 3).

There is a certain degree of similarity and specificity in the species distribution of microbial communities in
different habitats and venn diagrams are useful for quantifying and visualizing the number of common and
specific OTUs between groups or samples. There were 2253 bacterial OTUs (Fig. S2A) shared by the treatment
groups AITC7, AITC9, AITC11, WP, and CK, and the number of unique OTUs in each group were 611, 669, 1571,
1005, and 987, respectively. There were 229 fungal OTUs (Fig. S2B) shared by treatment groups AITC7, AITC9,
AITC11, WP, and CK, and the number of unique OTUs in these groups were 163, 71, 53, 48, and 75, respectively.
These results suggested that there were some differences in the effects of different treatments on microorganisms
in soil.

Table 2. Effects of different treatments on soil enzyme activities in pepper soil.
Treatments Urease (mg/g·24 h) Catalase (mg/g·min) Cellulase (mg/72 h·g) Sucrase (mg/g·24 h)

AITC7 46.18 ± 0.41b 0.20 ± 0.02a 1.86 ± 0.04d 2.32 ± 0.12a
AITC9 55.41 ± 0.03c 0.24 ± 0.05a 1.42 ± 0.02b 3.94 ± 0.04c

AITC11 62.80 ± 0.70d 0.24 ± 0.03a 1.65 ± 0.04c 4.46 ± 0.03d
WP 72.15 ± 0.06e 0.23 ± 0.03a 0.92 ± 0.03a 5.02 ± 0.01e
CK 42.94 ± 0.07a 0.23 ± 0.04a 1.42 ± 0.01b 2.82 ± 0.01b

aValues are mean ± standard deviation (n = 3). 
bDifferent letters in the same column represent significant differences at the p = 0.05 level.
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Bacterial and Fungal Community Structure Analysis
Variations in the microbial community of AITC-treated and non-treated samples were evaluated using

principal coordinates analysis (PCoA), in which the horizontal (PC1 axis) and vertical coordinates (PC2 axis)
were the principal coordinate components contributing to the differences in the soil microbial bacterial (Fig. 1A)
and fungal (Fig. 1B) community composition among all samples.

The total variance contribution rate axis to the difference of bacterial community composition of samples was
25.25% (PCO1, 14.04% and PCO2, 11.21%) (Fig. 1A), indicating that AITC dosage was the major influencing
factor that contributed to the difference in bacterial community composition between all samples. The distance
between the samples of each group was close, suggesting that repeatability between samples of the same group was
high and that the difference between the samples of each group was not very large (Fig. 1A). Fungal communities
were significantly separated between the control group and the other treatment groups in the samples, in which
CK and WP groups, AITC7 group, and AITC9 and AITC11 groups were distributed in the first, third, and second
quadrants, respectively (Fig. 1B). The short distance between the CK and WP groups indicated that the difference
between them was small, while the difference between the two groups and the other AITC treatment groups was
large. In addition, it can be seen from the PcoA of bacteria that compared with the CK, the differences between the
low-dose and medium-dose AITC treatment were greater than those between the high-dose treatment and the
control, but for fungi, the differences between medium-dose and high-dose AITC treatments were small, while
the difference between the low-dose treatment and the medium- and high-dose treatments was large. The

Table 3. Effects of different treatments on coverage, observed OTU numbers, richness, and diversity.
Microbial 

species Treatments Chao1 ACE Goods 
Coverage

Observed
Species Shannon Simpson

Bacterial

AITC7 5291.322 ± 
195.5135 a

5365.018 ± 
180.0468 bc

0.98504 ± 
0.0029 bc

4524 ± 
129.7421 a

9.843741 ± 
0.2671 a

0.995986 ± 
0.0012 a

AITC9 5378.351 ± 
194.8603 bc

5419.588 ± 
230.5469 bc

0.985747 ± 
0.0011 bc

4590 ± 
192.6664 a

9.822586 ± 
0.1752 a

0.995646 ± 
0.0010 a

AITC11 5338.934 ± 
89.7268 bc

5453.663 ± 
122.7499 bc

0.983449 ± 
0.0016 a

4658 ± 
204.1348 a

9.853658 ± 
0.3087 a

0.99441 ± 
0.0038 a

WP 5227.108 ± 
150.1879 a

5229.829 ± 
194.2926 a

0.987639 ± 
0.0024 c

4536 ± 
113.6148 a

9.875996 ± 
0.5627 a

0.992098 ± 
0.0082 a

CK 5589.578 ± 
42.2844 d

5658.038 ± 
90.2645 c

0.983994 ± 
0.0015 bc

4787 ± 
68.2373 a

10.01664 ± 
0.2612 a

0.994771 ± 
0.0033 a

Fungi

AITC7 684.4263 ± 
47.2747 d

691.2801 ± 
34.8127 d

0.998561 ±
 0.0001 ab

562 ± 
36.3868 d

5.546285 ± 
0.2072 a

0.939937 ± 
0.0129 a

AITC9 571.3056 ± 
48.9797 bc

583.145 ± 
54.6466 bc

0.99881 ± 
0.0001 b

487 ± 
47.5219 bc

5.24054 ± 
0.2424 a

0.930165 ± 
0.0153 a

AITC11 644.6144 ± 
48.2518 cd

651.6884 ± 
42.3382 cd

0.998521 ± 
0.0002 a

507 ± 
17.0098 cd

5.082764 ± 
0.8319 a

0.906041 ± 
0.07840 a

WP 547.0972 ± 
38.1086 a

548.7504 ± 
36.2494 a

0.998745 ± 
0.0001 ab

432 ± 
22.0076 a

5.218259 ± 
0.3357 a

0.942193 ± 
0.0178 a

CK 583.895 ± 
15.2950 bc

602.3794 ± 
12.0693 bc

0.998763 ± 
0.0001 ab

481 ± 
19.6977 bc

4.57886 ± 
0.8487 a

0.88007 ± 
0.0929 a

aValues are mean ± standard deviation (n = 3). 
bDifferent lower case letters in the same column indicate significant differences, while the same lower case letters indicate
insignificant differences (p < 0.05).

Fig. 1. Principal coordinates analysis (PCoA) of 16S rRNA gene bacterial communities (A) and ITS gene
fungal communities (B) from the five treatments. Each colored and shaped dot represents a sample.
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variance contribution rates of the PCo1 axis and PCo2 axis to the fungal community composition of samples were
22.33 and 16.71%, respectively. The variance rate of fungi was higher than that of bacteria, suggesting that the
effects of AITP on fungal community composition were greater than on bacteria.

The relative abundance accumulation map of species of the top 10 phyla in the bacterial community and the top
7 orders in the fungal community (relative abundance greater than 2%) in the samples were generated based on the
results of gene sequencing analysis. The relative abundance of bacterial phyla and fungal orders is shown by bar
plots in Fig. 2.

The dominant bacterial phyla in the bacterial community were Proteobacteria, Plantomycetes, Gemmatimonadetes,
Acidobacteria, Chloroflexi, Firmicutes, Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Verrucomicrobia, and Parcubacteria
(Fig. 2A). Compared to CK, the relative abundance of Gemmatimonadetes, Firmicutes, and Actinobacteria
increased significantly after AITC fumigation, while that of Plantomycetes, Acidobacteria, Verrucomicrobia, and
Parcubacteria decreased significantly. Plantomycetes decreased after AITC treatment compared with samples
treated with WP, and Acidobacteria increased. With the increase of AITC dose, Proteobacteria first increased and
then decreased, while Acidobacteria, Firmicutes, and Parcubacteria showed a tendency of decrease firstly and
then increase. However, Plantomycetes, Actinobacteria, and Verrucomicrobia gradually increased and
Gemmatimonadetes, Chloroflexi, and Bacteroidetes showed a downward trend in the AITC7, AITC9, and
AITC11 treatments.

The top phyla with the highest relative abundance in the fungal community were Ascomycota and
Basidiomycota, and the relative abundance of Ascomycota increased in treatments AITC7 and AITC9 and
decreased in AITC11 treatment compared to CK, whereas it was higher in the three treatments of AITC7, AITC9,
and AITC11 than treatment WP, of which maximum abundance was in the treatment AITC9. The change of the
relative abundance of Basidiomycota was not obvious, but it increased in AITC7 and AITC11 and decreased in
AITC9 compared with CK and WP (Fig. S3). The dominant orders of fungi in the fungal community were
Hypocreales, Sordariales, Eurotiales, Saccharomycetales, Capnodiales, Botryosphaeriales, and Pleosporales
(Fig. 2B). AITC fumigation significantly changed the community composition of fungi in soil. More obviously,
the relative abundances of Eurotiales, Saccharomycetales, and Capnodiales were higher than the CK, while that of

Fig. 2. The 16S rRNA gene-based bacterial community compositions at the phylum level (A) and ITS gene-
based fungal community compositions at the order level (B) compositions in five treatments.

Fig. 3. Differences analysis of ANOSIM of 16S rRNA gene-based bacteria (A) and  ITS gene-based fungi (B)
between the five treatments. R-value representes the degree of difference, generally between (0,1), among which R > 0
representes that differences between treatments. R > 0.75 means a big difference; R > 0.5 means a moderate difference; R > 0.25
means a small difference. When R is equal to or near 0 (when R is low than zero, they are considered invalid data), it indicates that
there is no difference between groups. The reliability of statistical analysis is expressed by p-value, and p < 0.05 means that there
are significant differences.
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Botryosphaeriales decreased significantly compared to CK after AITC treatment. Compared to the treatment
group with WP, the relative abundance of Hypocreales and Botryosphaeriales decreased significantly and that of
Saccharomycetales and Capnodiales increased significantly after AITC fumigation, of which the maximum value
occurred in the AITC9 group. Additionally, we found that some unclassified fungal orders decreased significantly
after fumigation compared to CK. The functions and characteristics of these orders have not been determined yet.

Analysis of similarity (ANOSIM) is a non-parametric test method for microbial community structure that is
used to test whether the difference between groups is significantly greater than the difference within groups so as
to determine whether the grouping is meaningful. Fig. 3 showed the values of R = 0.659, p = 0.001 for bacteria
(Fig. 3A) and R = 0.815, p = 0.001 for fungi (Fig. 3B) among each group, indicating that there were significant
differences in bacteria and fungi between groups.

Significance Analysis of Species Differences among Five Treatments at the Genus Level
A statistical method utilizing Metastats software was used to test the difference of relative abundance of the top

15 genera of microbial communities between the two groups of samples at the genus level. The bacterial (Fig. 4A)
and fungal (Fig. 4B) genera with significant differences between every treatment group and control group were
obtained.

In the bacterial community, there were some significant differences in the relative abundances of bacterial
genera. Planctomyces decreased significantly after AITC fumigation compared with CK, especially in the AITC11
treatment (p < 0.01) and became the most abundant bacterial genus in this treatment, while AITC reduced the

Fig. 4. Statistically significant analysis of 16S rRNA gene-based bacterial (A) and ITS gene-based fungal (B)
communities differences in genera in five treatments (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01).
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relative abundance ratio of RB41, which was extremely significant in AITC11 treatment (p < 0.01). After AITC
treatment, the relative abundance of Sphingomonas, Pseudomonas, and Bacillus increased and that of
Acinetobacter was lower than CK, but there was no significant difference in the samples. Luteimonas also
significantly increased after AITC treatments, especially in the treatment groups AITC7 (p < 0.01) and AITC9
(p < 0.05). Compared to CK, the relative abundance of Pseudoxanthomonas in treatment AITC11 decreased
remarkably following AITC treatment, at a rate 1.1 times higher than that in the control. In addition, the
application of AITC significantly reduced the relative abundance of Pseudoduganella, which had nothing to do
with the amount added. The relative abundance of bacteria was also affected by WP compared to CK treatment;
Planctomyces, Lysobacter, Pseudomonas, Luteimonas, Acinetobacter, and Bacillus increased and Sphingomonas,
RB41, Pseudoxanthomonas, and Pseudoduganella decreased, but a significant difference was only present in
Luteimonas and Pseudoduganella. In conclusion, AITC treatment, such as AITC11, had the greatest effect on
bacteria (Fig. 4A).

The effect of AITC on fungi was less than that on bacteria. At first, AITC fumigation reduced the relative
abundance of some fungal genera. For example, Trichoderma (p < 0.05 in the AITC9 treatment), Neurospora
(p < 0.01 in the AITC7 and AITC9 treatments), and Lasiodiplodia (p < 0.05 in all AITC treatments) were reduced,
while there was a non-significant increase in the abundance of Fusarium. For Gliocladium, the relative abundance
was reduced by the application of AITC7, but it decreased with the increase of AITC compared with the control
group. The relative abundance of Penicillium also increased with the increase of the AITC, and there was a
significant difference in the AITC7 treatment. The relative abundance of Saccharomyces was increased by AITC
fumigation, and there were significant differences (p < 0.05) in the treatments with low doses and high doses of
AITC. AITC treatment had the strongest effects on the relative abundance of Aspergillus, with significant
differences found in the AITC9 and AITC11 treatments and a highly significant difference in the AITC7
treatment. The WP treatment significantly affected the relative abundance of Aspergillus and Penicillium, but had
little effect on other genera (Fig. 4B).

Correlation Analysis Between Soil Enzyme Activity and Microbial Diversity
The Shannon index and OTUs were used to analyze the correlation between soil enzyme activity and microbial

diversity. Table 4 showed that urease was positively correlated with fungal diversity index, but negatively
correlated with bacterial diversity index, bacterial OTUs, and fungal OTUs, and significantly negatively correlated
with fungal OTUs. Catalase was positively correlated with bacterial diversity and OTU number, but negatively
correlated with fungal diversity and OTUs. Except for the bacterial diversity index, cellulase was positively
correlated with others, and was significantly correlated with fungal OTUs. On the contrary, sucrase was only
positively correlated with fungal diversity index, but negatively correlated with fungal OTUs. In conclusion, the
correlation between the four enzymes and fungal OTUs was obvious.

Table 4. Correlation between soil enzyme activity and microbial diversity. 
Soil enzyme Bacterial Shannon index Fungal Shannon index Bacterial OTUs Fungal OTUs

Urease -0.069 0.127 -0.287 -0.533 *
Catalase 0.106 -0.307 0.264 -0.308
Cellulase -0.041 0.179 0.068 0.834 **
Sucrase -0.103 0.001 -0.133 -0.620 *

a*means p < 0.05 and **means p < 0.01 (n = 3).

Fig. 5. Redundancy analysis (RDA) of the total (A) bacterial (B) fungal communities and soil enzymes for
individual samples. Soil enzymes included sucrase, catalase, urease and cellulase. The direction of the arrows indicates
correlations with the first two canonical axes, and the length of the arrows represents the strength of the correlations. In all
treatments, AITC7 had a rate of 7 L/667 m2 20% AITC; AITC9 had a rate of 9 L/667 m2 20% AITC; AITC11 had a rate of 11 L/
667 m2 20% AITC; WP had a rate of 2 kg/667 m2 50% carbendazim; CK was the control. Each group included three replicates.
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Relationships Analysis Between Soil Enzymes and Primary Genus
Based on the previous research results redundancy analyses (RDA) between the important soil enzymes and the

top 10 genera (including bacteria and fungi) were conducted (Fig. 5). The results showed that four important soil
enzymes explained 53.8% and 72.1% of total variability for bacterial (Fig. 5A) and fungal (Fig. 5B) community
composition, respectively.

Fig. 5A shows that Pseudomonas, Bacillus, Acinetobacter, and Luteimonas were positively correlated with
sucrase and urease, and negatively correlated with catalase and cellulose. In contrast, some genera such as RB41,
Pseudoxanthomonas, and Sphingomonas presented negative correlations with sucrase and urease, but positive
correlations with cellulase and catalase.

Similarly, it was seen in Fig. 5B that some genera of fungi, such as Trichoderma, Neurospora, and Lasiodiplaplodia,
were positively correlated with sucrose and urease; catalase was positively correlated with Gliocladium and
Fusarium; and cellulase was positively correlated with Saccharomyces and Fusarium. These enzymes were not
only positively correlated with fungi, but there were also a negative correlation and no correlation.

Discussion
Soil fertility status is reflected by the activity of microorganisms, which plays a key role in maintaining the

stability of soil ecosystems and the biological process of soil productivity formation [45]. If microbial life is
disrupted, soil fertility and plant health will also be adversely affected. AITC plays an important role in
agricultural biological control [46]. Therefore, it is of great significance to study the effect of AITC on soil
microorganisms.

In this study, we found that AITC fumigation had significant effects on the richness and diversity soil
microorganisms compared to CK at both high and low dosages (Table 3). Bacterial diversity significantly
decreased following AITC fumigation, which was consistent with the results of a previous study [1]. AITC
reduced the richness and diversity of bacteria (Table 3) and the effect of a low dose of AITC was greatest, which was
inconsistent with the results of another study [30] that found that AITC had no significant effect on soil bacterial
richness, but only temporarily inhibited the diversity of bacterial phyla within the community. This may be related
to the sampling time, the dosage of AITC, and the plant species used, because AITC can degrade and the impact on
microorganisms may be temporary [47]. The inhibitory effect of high-dose AITC was also reported in literature
[35] in tomatoes. Unlike the bacterial community, AITC with different doses stimulated fungal richness and
significantly increased fungal community diversity (Table 3), which was similar to the effect of MS fumigation
[30]. Our result was contrary to the study of Zhu et al. [1], in which AITC inhibited the abundance of fungi in soil,
possibly due to fact that tomato plants and some fungi in tomato soil were sensitive to AITC. For example, after
fumigation, the relative abundance of Trichoderma, the dominant fungus in our study, decreased significantly,
especially in the medium-concentration AITC, while other fungi increased, possibly due to an increase in the
available breeding space and competitiveness of the other fungi [1].

Through the analysis of beta-diversity, PCoA showed that AITC fumigation had less effect on soil bacterial
community structure than on soil fungal community structure according to the total variance contribution rate
(Fig. 1A), which was consistent with a previous study [1], in which the dominant bacteria were mostly the same,
while the dominant fungi showed a large difference, indicating that microbial beta-diversity could be related to
AITC dosage, plant species, and other factors. According to this study and others’ research [1, 30], a conclusion
can be drawn that AITC fumigation has a greater impact on microorganisms than plants, and its effects on fungal
community structure are greater than bacteria regardless of the plant species. Moreover, we found that AITC
application led to the change of bacteria in AITC treatments compared with CK, but the abundance of different
bacteria varied with the change of AITC dose (Fig. 4A). At the bacterial genus level, the relative abundance of
Pseudomonas, Bacillus, and Sphingomonas increased after AITC fumigation. These are considered to be beneficial
bacteria in soil because of their degradation function and ability to decompose organic pollutants and release
antibiotics in soil [48, 49]. The relative abundance of Lysobacter was also increased. This genus of bacteria has
bacteriolytic functions against many pathogenic fungi, bacteria, and nematodes, and can secrete a variety of
antibiotics [50]. This is consistent with the previous studies that AITC improves disease resistance.

In the fungal community (Fig. 4B), as important growth-promoting fungi in soil, Trichoderma can promote the
growth and development of crops by mineralization of organic matter and other mechanisms [51], inhibit the
growth of pathogens, and prevent and control soil-borne diseases by producing antibiotics such as antimicrobial
peptides [11]. The results showed that AITC was not conducive to the reproduction of this strain. When infected
with Botrytis cinerea, Gliocladium can reproduce and eventually occupy the parasite infection site [51]. Moreover,
Gliocladium can also produce related enzymes and bioactive secondary metabolites, and so can be used as broad-
spectrum biological control to control a variety of plant pathogenic fungi by destroying the cell walls of the
pathogen and causing the pathogen to die and Gliocladium is a universal fungicide [52]. The relative abundance of
Gliocladium increased following the application of low doses of AITC, and decreased with the increase of AITC
concentration, indicating that low-dose AITC can promote the activity of this strain and achieve the effect of
disease resistance. However, the relative abundance of degrading bacteria, Aspergillus, and Penicillium were also
increased, while the effect of high-dose AITC was poor. Cladosporium is also a microorganism that can degrade
organic matter [53]. These are beneficial bacteria in soil that play important roles in soil biological control. AITC
fumigation can increase the diversity of the soil fungal community, optimize the structure of the soil fungal
community, and produce a large number of beneficial flora, which can effectively control soil-borne diseases and
create a relatively healthy microbial ecological environment in the soil [1]. It was found that AITC could degrade
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rapidly in soil, which is a useful feature because it will produce toxicity to microorganisms if it is present in soil for
long periods of time.

It has been found that AITC fumigation had a fertilization effect similar to CP, which may be caused by the
increase in the number of beneficial microbial communities in the soil [1]. For example, Ren et al. found that
AITC could promote the growth of tomato plants after fumigating the soil [17]. However, a number of studies have
found that the relative abundance of some microorganisms was related to the concentration and timing of AITC
fumigation [30]. For example, AITC fumigation significantly increased the relative abundance of Bacillus only on
the second day of incubation and then returned to control levels, while high doses of AITC inhibited the diversity
and richness of bacterial community for a long time, although they showed a trend of recovery [1]. Saccharomyces
and Metschnikowia are two yeasts that play key roles in the decomposition of organic matter and can also release
antibodies [54]. Our research found that the relative abundance of these two kinds of yeast increased significantly
compared with the control group and the control agent treatment, indicating that AITC can increase the
abundance of beneficial microorganisms, further improve soil fertility, and promote plant growth [55].
Acinetobacter is a common bacteria in soil. It has been found that Acinetobacter can degrade the sulfur and
phosphorus of pesticides, which can repair soil polluted by pesticides, and some species have degradation
functions [56]. In our study, we found that the abundance of Acinetobacter species decreased after AITC
fumigation, which may be related to their short life cycles [57]. Although Fusarium is a typical pathogen [58], its
relative abundance increased when it was treated with AITC. However, some studies have found that some species
of Fusarium were non-pathogenic strains or weakly parasitic fungi that can be used for biological control,
indicating that AITC can make Fusarium produce disease resistance. In addition, studies have speculated that
some Fusarium and AITC may cooperate to control nematodes and pathogens, of which the decrease in
abundance caused by high doses of AITC can be caused by stronger competition among fungi [59].

Soil enzyme activity is the embodiment of soil microbial functional diversity, and is the direct expression of soil
biological community metabolism and available nutrients [60]. Our study found that soil enzyme activities were
increased by AITC (Table 2) and correlated with microbial diversity (Table 4), the relative abundance of dominant
microbia (including bacteria and fungi), and the distribution of soil samples in different treatments (Fig. 5),
indicating that soil enzyme activity may be related to microbial activity. Mungai et al. [61] found that the
functional diversity of soil microorganism was critical to the activity of soil enzymes. Research findings have also
shown that the functional diversity of soil microorganism was critical to the activity of soil enzymes and that
Pythium and Trichoderma increased the activities of acid and alkaline phosphatase, urease, cellulolytic enzyme, β-
glucanase, and chitinase related to C, N, and P cycles in sandy loam soil [62]. Dempsey et al. also found that
inoculation significantly changed the soil microbial community, resulting in a significant increase in soil
glucosidase and cellulase activities [63]. Interestingly, we found that AITC can reduce the diversity of bacteria and
increase the diversity of fungi at a certain concentration, which is consistent with the previous results, and the
generated results may be related to the enzymes secreted by fungi. Fungi can secrete some enzymes, such as
extracellular oxidoreductase and hydrolase, that can be metabolized by other microorganisms [45, 46], and the
secondary products of AITC can be used as nutrients by the metabolism of fungi to increase microbial richness
and diversity [1], which not only demonstrates that enzyme activities are related to microbial activity, but also
shows that AITC can significantly affect microbial diversity. More importantly, compared with WP, AITC can
increase the diversity of microorganisms, which indicates that AITC has certain advantages and can promote the
reproduction of microorganisms [66].

We only studied the effect of AITC fumigant on microorganisms in continuous cropping pepper soil, but the
effect on uncultivated soil has not yet been revealed. If we research the effects of AITC on microorganisms in the
soil without planting for microbial diversity analysis and comparison, this may better reveal the effect of AITC
because plants can also affect microorganisms to a certain extent [67]. More importantly, AITC is an unstable and
easily degradable sulfur compound that can be decomposed into various secondary products through
biochemical reactions under certain conditions, which may be related to microbial metabolism [68]. If we
combine soil metabolism with the degradation of AITC in soil, we may reveal more details on the relationship
among AITC, soil, and microorganisms.

In short, through investigating the effects of AITC on soil microbial diversity and community composition in
this study, we found that microbial diversity and community structure were significantly influenced by different
dosages of AITC, among which the effect on soil bacteria was less than that on fungi. AITC reduced the diversity of
soil bacteria, stimulated the diversity of the soil fungal community, and significantly changed the structure of the
fungal community. AITC reduced the relative abundance of dominant bacteria Planctomycetes, Acinetobacter,
Pseudodeganella, and RB41, but increased that of Lysobacter, Sphingomonas, Pseudomonas, Luteimonas,
Pseudoxanthomonas, and Bacillus at the genera level. Among fungi, the relative abundances of Trichoderma,
Neurospora, Trichoderma, Neurospora, and Lasiodiplodia decreased significantly and that of Aspergillus,
Cladosporium, Fusarium, Penicillium, and Saccharomyces were higher than the control. Additionally, the relative
abundance changes of other genera were not consistent, which was related to AITC dosage. The correlations
between soil enzyme and microbial diversity and abundance indicated that soil enzymes had a strong correlation
with fungal OTUs, and cellulase had a significant correlation with fungal OTUs. The correlation between soil
enzymes and the microbial community showed that catalase and cellulase were key enzymes affecting the
bacterial community, while the fungal community was correlated with sucrase and urease. Our results provide
useful information for the use of AITC in the assessment of environmental and ecological security.



988 Gao et al.

J. Microbiol. Biotechnol.

Acknowledgments
This study was supported by the fund projects: The Whole Industrial Chain Innovation Demonstration Project

(NGST2021-8-5) and the National Technical System of Bulk Vegetable Industry (cars-23-g24). We thank LetPub
(www.letpub.com) for its linguistic assistance during the preparation of this manuscript.

Conflict of Interests
The authors have no financial conflicts of interest to declare. 

Data Availability Statement
The raw reads were deposited into the NCBI Sequence Read Archive (SRA) database (Accession Number:

PRJNA659124 and PRJNA659119).

References
1. Zhu JH, Ren ZJ, Huang B, Cao AC, Wang QX, Yan DD, et al. 2020. Effects of fumigation with allyl isothiocyanate on soil microbial

diversity and community structure of tomato. J. Agric. Food Chem. 68: 1226-1236.
2. Cui BJ, Hu C, Fan XY, Cui EP, Li ZY, Ma HH, et al. 2020. Changes of endophytic bacterial community and pathogens in pepper

(Capsicum annuum L.) as affected by reclaimed water irrigation. Appl. Soil Ecol. 156: 103627.
3. Li ZH, Dong L, Zhao C, Zhu YQ. 2020. Metagenomic insights into the changes in microbial community and antimicrobial resistance

genes associated with different salt content of red pepper (Capsicum annuum L.) sauce. Food Microbiol. 85: 103295.
4. Xu XX, Wu BB, Zhao WT, Pang XL, Lao F, Liao XJ, et al. 2020. Correlation between autochthonous microbial communities and key

odorants during the fermentation of red pepper (Capsicum annuum L.). Food Microbiol. 91: 103510.
5. Zhou XG, Liu J, Wu FZ. 2017. Soil microbial communities in cucumber monoculture and rotation systems and their feedback effects

on cucumber seedling growth. Plant Soil 415: 507-520.
6. Dong LL, Xu J, Zhang LJ, Yang J, Liao BS, Li XW, et al. 2017. High-throughput sequencing technology reveals that continuous

cropping of American ginseng results in changes in the microbial community in arable soil. Chin. Med. 12: 18.
7. Tan Y, Cui YS, Li HY, Kuang AX, Li XR, Wei YL, et al. 2017. Diversity and composition of rhizospheric soil and root endogenous

bacteria in Panax notoginseng during continuous cropping practices. J. Basic Microbiol. 57: 337-344.
8. Xiong W, Zhao QY, Zhao J, Xun WB, Li R, Zhang RF, et al. 2015. Different continuous cropping spans significantly affect microbial

community membership and structure in a vanilla-grown soil as revealed by deep pyrosequencing. Microb. Ecol. 70: 209-218.
9. Lyu J, Jin L, Jin N, Xie JM, Xiao XM, Hu LL, et al. 2020. Effects of different vegetable rotations on fungal community structure in

continuous tomato cropping matrix in greenhouse. Front. Microbiol. 11: 829.
10. Eo J, Park KC. 2016. Long-term effects of imbalanced fertilization on the composition and diversity of soil bacterial community. Agr.

Ecosyst. Environ. 231: 176-182.
11. Khan N, Yaqub G, Hafeez T, Tariq M. 2020. Assessment of health risk due to pesticide residues in fruits, vegetables, soil, and water. J.

Chem. 2020: 5497952.
12. Neilson JAD, Robertson CJ, Snowdon EW, Yevtushenko DP. 2020. Impact of fumigation on soil microbial communities under potato

cultivation in southern Alberta. Am. J. Potato Res. 97: 115-126.
13. Yang ZJ, Abbas A, Wang XC, Ameen M, Yang HH, Soomro S. 2020. Influence of soil particle size on the temperature field and energy

consumption of injected steam soil disinfection. Processes 8: 241.
14. Hoffmann M, Ajwa HA, Westerdahl BB, Koike ST, Stanghellini M, Wilen C, et al. 2020. Multitactic preplant soil fumigation with allyl

isothiocyanate in cut flowers and strawberry. Horttechnology 30: 251-258.
15. Cao A, Wang J. 2015. Principle and application of soil disinfection. Science Press, Beijing, China.
16. Le Bechec M, Costarramone N, Fouillet T, Charles P, Pigot T, Begue D, et al. 2015. Photocatalytic films for soil fumigation: control of

dimethyl disulfide concentration after fumigation. Appl. CatalB-Environ. 178: 192-200.
17. Ren ZJ, Li Y, Fang WS, Yan DD, Huang B, Zhu JH, et al. 2018. Evaluation of allyl isothiocyanate as a soil fumigant against soil-borne

diseases in commercial tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum Mill.) production in China. Pest Manag. Sci. 74: 2146-2155.
18. Devkota P, Norsworthy JK, Rainey R. 2013. Comparison of allyl isothiocyanate and metam sodium with methyl bromide for weed

control in polyethylene-mulched bell pepper. Weed Technol. 27: 468-474.
19. Ney L, Franklin D, Mahmud K, Cabrera M, Hancock D, Habteselassie M, et al. 2020. Impact of inoculation with local effective

microorganisms on soil nitrogen cycling and legume productivity using composted broiler litter. Appl. Soil Ecol. 154: 103567.
20. Nannipieri P, Ascher J, Ceccherini MT, Landi L, Pietramellara G, Renella G. 2017. Microbial diversity and soil functions. Eur. J. Soil

Sci. 68: 12-26.
21. Ling N, Deng KY, Song Y, Wu YC, Zhao J, Raza W, et al. 2014. Variation of rhizosphere bacterial community in watermelon

continuous mono-cropping soil by long-term application of a novel bioorganic fertilizer. Microbiol. Res. 169: 570-578.
22. Becerra-Castro C, Lopes AR, Vaz-Moreira I, Silva EF, Manaia CM, Nunes OC. 2015. Wastewater reuse in irrigation: a

microbiological perspective on implications in soil fertility and human and environmental health. Environ. Int. 75: 117-135.
23. Ye XL, Dong F, Lei XY. 2018. Microbial resources and ecology-microbial degradation of pesticides. Nat. Resour. Conserv. Recycl.

2018: 22-28.
24. Yang Q, Lei AP, Li FL, Liu LN, Zan QJ, Shin PKS, et al. 2014. Structure and function of soil microbial community in artificially planted

Sonneratia apetala and S. caseolaris forests at different stand ages in Shenzhen Bay, China. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 85: 754-763.
25. Shi Y, Grogan P, Sun HB, Xiong JB, Yang YF, Zhou JZ, et al. 2015. Multi-scale variability analysis reveals the importance of spatial

distance in shaping Arctic soil microbial functional communities. Soil Biol. Biochem. 86: 126-134.
26. Deakin G, Tilston EL, Bennett J, Passey T, Harrison N, Fernandez-Fernandez F, et al. 2018. Spatial structuring of soil microbial

communities in commercial apple orchards. Appl. Soil Ecol. 130: 1-12.
27. Lu PN, Bainard LD, Ma B, Liu JH. 2020. Bio-fertilizer and rotten straw amendments alter the rhizosphere bacterial community and

increase oat productivity in a saline–alkaline environment. Sci. Rep. 10: 19896.
28. Zhang FW, Qiao ZH, Yao CT, Sun S, Liu WT, Wang JX. 2020. Effects of the novel HPPD-inhibitor herbicide QYM201 on enzyme

activity and microorganisms, and its degradation in soil. Ecotoxicology 30: 80-90.
29. Shi SH, Tian L, Nasir F, Bahadur A, Batool A, Luo, SS, et al. 2019. Response of microbial communities and enzyme activities to

amendments in saline-alkaline soils. Appl. Soil Ecol. 135: 16-24.
30. Fang WS, Wang XL, Huang B, Zhang DQ, Liu J, Zhu JH, et al. 2020. Comparative analysis of the effects of five soil fumigants on the

abundance of denitrifying microbes and changes in bacterial community composition. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 187: 109850.
31. Li J, Huang B, Wang QX, Li Y, Fang WS, Yan DD, et al. 2017. Effect of fumigation with chloropicrin on soil bacterial communities and

genes encoding key enzymes involved in nitrogen cycling. Environ. Pollut. 227: 534-542.



Soil Microbial Community Structure and Composition 989

July 2021⎪Vol. 31⎪No. 7

32. Fang WS, Yan DD, Wang QX, Hang B, Ren ZJ, Wang XL, et al. 2019. Changes in the abundance and community composition of
different nitrogen cycling groups in response to fumigation with 1,3-dichloropropene. Sci. Total Environ. 650: 44-55.

33. Huang B, Yan DD, Ouyang CB, Zhang DQ, Zhu JH, Liu J, et al. 2020. Chloropicrin fumigation alters the soil phosphorus and the
composition of the encoding alkaline phosphatase PhoD gene microbial community. Sci. Total Environ. 7: 135080.

34. Fang WS, Yan DD, Wang XL, Huang B, Wang XL, Liu J, et al. 2018. Responses of nitrogen-cycling microorganisms to dazomet
fumigation. Front. Microbiol. 9: 2529.

35. Li J, Huang B, Wang QX, Li Y, Fang WS, Han DW, et al. 2017. Effects of fumigation with Metam-sodium on soil microbial biomass,
respiration, nitrogen transformation, bacterial community diversity and genes encoding key enzymes involved in nitrogen cycling.
Sci. Total Environ. 598: 1027-1036.

36. Yan DD, Wang QX, Mao LG, Ma TT, Li Y, Ouyang CB, et al. 2015. Interaction between nitrification, denitrification and nitrous oxide
production in fumigated soils. Atmos. Environ. 103: 82-86.

37. Feld L, Hjelmso MH, Nielsen MS, Jacobsen AD, Ronn R, Ekelund F, et al. 2015. Pesticide side effects in an agricultural soil ecosystem
as measured by amoA expression quantification and bacterial diversity changes. PLoS One 10: e0126080.

38. Rokunuzzaman M, Hayakawa A, Yamane S, Tanaka S, Ohnishi K. 2016. Effect of soil disinfection with chemical and biological
methods on bacterial communities. Egyptian J. Basic Appl. Sci. 3: 141-148.

39. Wang QJ, Ma Y, Yang H, Chang ZZ. 2014. Effect of biofumigation and chemical fumigation on soil microbial community structure
and control of pepper Phytophthora blight. World J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 30: 507-518.

40. Edgar RC. 2013. UPARSE: highly accurate OTU sequences from microbial amplicon reads. Nat. Methods 10: 996-998.
41. Wang Q, Garrity GM, Tiedje JM, Cole JR. 2007. Naive Bayesian classifier for rapid assignment of rRNA sequences into the new

bacterial taxonomy. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 73: 5261-5267.
42. Pruesse E, Quast C, Knittel K, Fuchs BM, Ludwig WG, Peplies J, et al. 2007. SILVA: a comprehensive online resource for quality

checked and aligned ribosomal RNA sequence data compatible with ARB. Nucleic. Acids Res. 35: 7188-7196.
43. Nilsson RH, Larsson KH, Taylor AFS, Bengtsson-Palme J, Jeppesen TS, Schigel D, et al. 2019. The UNITE database for molecular

identification of fungi: handling dark taxa and parallel taxonomic classifications. Nucleic Acids Res. 47(D1): D259-D264.
44. White JR, Nagarajan N, Pop M. 2009. Statistical methods for detecting differentially abundant features in clinical metagenomic

samples. PLoS Comput. Biol. 5: e1000352.
45. Zhao S, Liu DY, Ling N, Chen FD, Fang WM, Shen QR. 2014. Bio-organic fertilizer application significantly reduces the Fusarium

oxysporum population and alters the composition of fungi communities of watermelon Fusarium wilt rhizosphere soil. Biol. Fert.
Soils 50: 765-774.

46. Pontes ND, Yamada, JK, Fujinawa MF, Dhingra OD, de Oliveira JR. 2019. Soil fumigation with mustard essential oil to control
bacterial wilt in tomato. Eur. J. Plant Pathol. 155: 435-444.

47. Liu J, Wang XL, Fang WS, Yan DD, Han DW, Huang B, et al. 2020. Soil properties, presence of microorganisms, application dose, soil
moisture and temperature influence the degradation rate of allyl isothiocyanate in soil. Chemosphere 244: 125540.

48. Laskin AI, White DC. 1999. Preface to special issue on Sphingomonas. J. Ind. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 23: 231.
49. Mannanov RN, Sattarova RK. 2001. Antibiotics produced by Bacillus bacteria. Chem. Nat. Compd. 37: 117-123.
50. Exposito RG, Postma J, Raaijmakers JM, De Bruijn I. 2015. Diversity and activity of Lysobacter species from disease suppressive soils.

Front. Microbiol. 6: 1255.
51. Wu ZY, Shen SL, Mi F, Mao WL. 2017. Diversity and antagonizing effects of Trichoderma spp. in crop rhizosphere soils. J. Fungal Res.

15: 177-182.
52. Potin O, Veignie E, Rafin C. 2004. Biodegradation of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) by Cladosporium sphaerospermum

isolated from an aged PAH contaminated soil. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 51: 71-78.
53. Latorre BA, Briceno EX, Torres R. 2011. Increase in Cladosporium spp. populations and rot of wine grapes associated with leaf

removal. Crop Prot. 30: 52-56.
54. Dalal J, Hilan C, Saliba R, Lteif R, Strehaiano P. 2005. Effects of some pesticides on two yeast strains: Saccharomyces cerevisiae and

Metschnikowia pulcherrima. J. Int. Sci. Vigne. Vin. 39: 67-74.
55. Hanschen FS, Yim B, Winkelmann T, Smalla K, Schreiner M. 2015. Degradation of biofumigant isothiocyanates and allyl

glucosinolate in soil and their effects on the microbial community composition. PLoS One 10: e0132931.
56. Hao J, Wang PH, Kang YF, He HT, Luo HH, Kim S, et al. 2019. Degradation of perfluorooctane sulfonamide by Acinetobacter sp. M

and its extracellular enzymes. Chem. Asian. J. 14: 2780-2784.
57. Borek V, Morra MJ, Brown PD, Mccaffrey JP. 1995. Transformation of the glucosinolate-derived allelochemicals allyl isothiocyanate

and allylnitrile in soil. J. Agric. Food Chem. 43: 1935-1940.
58. De Corato U, Patruno L, Avella N, Salimbeni R, Lacolla G, Cucci G, et al. 2020. Soil management under tomato-wheat rotation

increases the suppressive response against Fusarium wilt and tomato shoot growth by changing the microbial composition and
chemical parameters. Appl. Soil Ecol. 154: 103601.

59. Vandicke J, De Visschere K, Deconinck S, Leenknecht D, Vermeir P, Audenaert K, et al. 2020. Uncovering the biofumigant capacity of
allyl isothiocyanate from several Brassicaceae crops against Fusarium pathogens in maize. J. Sci. Food Agric. 100: 5476-5486.

60. Acosta-Martinez V, Cruz L, Sotomayor-Ramirez D, Perez-Alegria L. 2007. Enzyme activities as affected by soil properties and land
use in a tropical watershed. Appl. Soil Ecol. 35: 35-45.

61. Mungai NW, Motavalli PP, Kremer RJ, Nelson KA. 2005. Spatial variation of soil enzyme activities and microbial functional diversity
in temperate alley cropping systems. Biol. Fert. Soils 42: 129-136.

62. Naseby DC, Pascual JA, Lynch JM. 2000. Effect of biocontrol strains of Trichoderma on plant growth, Pythium ultimum populations,
soil microbial communities and soil enzyme activities. J. Appl. Microbiol. 88: 161-169.

63. Dempsey MA, Fisk MC, Fahey TJ. 2011. Earthworms increase the ratio of bacteria to fungi in northern hardwood forest soils,
primarily by eliminating the organic horizon. Soil Biol. Biochem. 43: 2135-2141.

64. Bogan BW, Lamar RT. 1996. Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon-degrading capabilities of Phanerochaete laevis HHB-1625 and its
extracellular ligninolytic enzymes. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 62: 1597-1603.

65. Pointing SB. 2001. Feasibility of bioremediation by white-rot fungi. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 57: 20-33.
66. Gotoh Y, Chiba K, Sekiyama Y, Okada K, Hayashi T, Misawa N. 2020. 16S rRNA-based amplicon analysis of changes in the bacterial

population in the lesions of papillomatous digital dermatitis in dairy cattle after topical treatment with allyl isothiocyanate.
Microbiol. Immunol. 64: 416-423.

67. Yue Y, Shao TY, Long XH, He TF, Gao XM, Zhou ZS, et al. 2020. Microbiome structure and function in rhizosphere of Jerusalem
artichoke grown in saline land. Sci Total Environ. 724: 138259.

68. Weerawatanakorn M, Wu JC, Pan MH, Ho CT. 2015. Reactivity and stability of selected flavor compounds. J. Food Drug Anal.
23: 176-190.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




