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Community ecology of denitrifying bacteria in arable land

Abstract

Denitrifying bacteria comprise a functional guild that under anaerobic conditions is
able to use nitrogenous compound for respiration. Agricultural soils are often
tertilized with nitrogen, and the reduction of nitrate and nitrite to nitric oxide,
nitrous oxide and dinitrogen via the denitrification pathway, leads to gaseous
emissions from the nitrogenous compounds, a subject of great environmental and
economic concern.

This thesis examined denitrifiers, nitrate reducers, ammonia oxidizers and total
bacteria, in terms of community structure, abundance and function in different
arable soils. Denitrifying bacteria were described using the signature genes that
encode the analytic subunits of denitrification enzymes. Appropriate targets and
methods for this were evaluated. An assessment was carried out of how these
biological factors are affected by different fertilizer and management practices. The
spatial distribution of the denitrifying bacteria, and how this was correlated to soil
properties, was also explored.

Long-term application of different organic and mineral fertilizers altered both the
community structure and function of the different bacterial groups. However,
fertilization practices producing the most different community structure were not
correlated to the treatments with the most different activities. Thus activities were
not coupled to community composition. However, a study with different carbon
additions, with and without nitrogen additions, showed that nitrogen addition
increased the microbial activity and biomass, and in this case community
composition was correlated with potential activity. In long-term fertilization, pH,
C:N ratio and organic carbon content were important drivers shaping the
community composition of the denitrifiers and total bacteria.

Determination of the structure and size of denitrifying bacteria at field scale
revealed significant relationships between denitrifying community composition, size
and activity, and soil factors.

These results are important in identifying the resource-based niches for
denitrifiers at scales relevant for developing sustainable land management and
agricultural practices.
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Samhaéllsstrukturen hos denitrifierande bakterier i jordbruksmark

Sammanfattning

Denitrifierande bakterier 4r en funktionell grupp som under syrefria miljéer kan
anvinda kviveforeningar for respiration. Under respirationsprocessen reducerar
bakterierna nitrat och nitrit till kvivemonoxid och lustgas. Eftersom jordbruksmark
ofta ir gddslat med kvive kan denitrifikationsprocessen leda till kviveemissioner
fran marken, vilket 4r en nackdel bade for miljén och ekonomin.

Denitrifierande-, nitratreducerande-, ammoniumoxiderande bakterier och det
totala bakteriesamhillet och har studerats och olika metoder har utvirderats och
utvecklats.

En av malsittningarna var att undersdka hur samhillsstrukturen, mingden av
bakterier och deras funktion eller aktivitet hos olika bakteriegrupper har paverkas av
olika godningsmedel. Vidare sa studerades dven hur den rumsliga variationen av
denitrifierare var korrelerat till olika markegenskaper.

Langsiktlig tillsittning av olika mineral- och organiska gédningsmedel férindrade
bide populationssammansittningen och funktionen hos de olika bakteriegrupperna.
Behandlingen som pavisade den storsta skillnaden pa sambhillsstrukturen var inte
korrelerad till behandlingen med storst skillnad 1 aktivitet vilket visade att aktiviteten
hos bakterier inte ir kopplat till samhallsstrukturen.

En senare studie med tillsats av olika kolkillor till jordbruksmark, med eller utan
kvavetillsats, visade att kvavetillsatsen okade den mikrobiella aktiviteten och
biomassan. Samhillsstrukturen av denitrifierare och totala bakteriesamhillet var dven
paverkad, och 1 denna studie kopplad till aktiviteten. Langsiktlig tillsats av olika
godningsmedel paverkar markens egenskaper och pH, C/N-kvot och mingden
organiskt kol dr viktiga faktorer som i sin tur paverkar och formar bakteriesamhillet.

I den sista studien undersoktes den rumsliga variationen av samhillsstrukturen och
mingden av denitrifierande bakterier 1 ett jordbruksfilt. Vidare studerades om olika
markfysikaliska och markkemiska faktorer kunde forklara de denitrifierande
bakteriernas rumsliga variation. Resultaten visade att denitrifierare var rumsligt
strukturerade och denna var korrelerad till olika markfaktorer.

Slutsatserna 1 denna avhandling 4r viktiga for att forstd hur denitrifierande
bakterier paverkas av gddningsmedel och markskotsel 1 storre skala. Detta fOr att
vidare kunna utveckla ett hillbart utnyttjande av jordbruksmarken.
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Introduction

The microbial world in terrestrial ecosystems is not easy to observe and the
diversity is immense. A few grams of soil contain more bacteria than there
are people in the world. These bacteria carry out fundamental ecosystem
functions, such as nutrient cycling and degradation of pollutants, but the link
between microbial diversity and function in soil is not fully understood. An
understanding of the ecology of microorganisms and their roles in
ecosystems is vital in developing sustainable ecosystem management and
guiding the exploitation of ecosystem services. Recently, the advent of
molecular tools in microbial ecology has made it easier to study microbial
community composition and we are becoming increasingly aware of the
significance of specific microorganisms in nature, the generation and
maintenance of microbial diversity and the ecological consequences of
microbial diversity for ecosystem functioning.

This thesis focuses on the ecology of one specific guild of bacteria in
arable soil ecosystems, the denitrifying bacteria. The denitrifiers do not
belong to a specific taxonomic group, since denitrification is a trait present
among a broad range of genera. Therefore, 16S rRNA, a commonly used
molecular marker for analyzing the community structure of bacteria, is not
suitable for targeting the denitrifying bacterial community. Instead, the
functional genes associated with the denitrification process, such as nirS, nirK
and nosZ are used.

Denitrifying bacteria are facultative, which means that they are aerobic
bacteria but that they are able to use oxidized nitrogenous compounds for
respiration under anaerobic conditions or when oxygen concentration is
low. In agricultural soil, the conversion of nitrate and nitrite to the gaseous
compounds nitric oxide, nitrous oxide and dinitrogen is of major economic
concern, since valuable nitrogen added as fertilizer disappears from the soil
through emissions. These gaseous emissions are also of environmental
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concern, since nitrous oxide is a potent greenhouse gas and can destroy the
stratospheric ozone layer. The activity, numerical amount and composition
of denitrifying bacterial communities are largely driven by soil
characteristics, particularly energy and nutrient resources. Hence, different
soil management practices can have a dramatic impact on the denitrifying
community, with associated impacts on ecosystem functions.

Aims and outline of this thesis

The main aims of this thesis were to study the community ecology of
denitrifying bacteria in arable land and to examine how structure and
function are affected by different fertilization, soil management and cropping
regimes.

In this work described in thesis, PCR -based molecular methods were used
to study the structure and size of the denitrifying bacterial community in
soil. Several primer sets amplifying nirS, nirK and nosZ genes have been
published and used in environmental surveys of denitrifiers (e.g. Braker ef
al., 1998; Hallin & Lindgren, 1999; Scala & Kerkhof, 1999). However, the
primers targeting the gene of interest have to be both specific and
sufficiently sensitive, and must suit the subsequent community analysis
techniques. Therefore, we started by evaluating different primers (Paper I).
For nirS and nosZ, new primers were designed, while existing primers were
found to adequately amplify the nirK gene in a range of bacterial species and
variety of environmental samples. With the new nirS primers we were able
to revise earlier conclusions that #irS denitrifiers are preferentially found in
marine habitats and to show that soil harbour substantial nirS denitrifier
diversity. In the same study we also adapted DGGE for the amplified
denitrification genes. In addition to the denitrifiers, we also analyzed the
ammonia oxidizing bacteria, the nitrate reducing bacteria, and the total
bacterial community to study how the activity and composition of different
bacterial groups respond to different long-term fertilization regimes (Papers
IT and III). The soil in Ultuna long-term soil organic matter experiment has
been fertilized with different mineral and organic fertilizers for 50 years. The
activity and community composition have responded differently to the
fertilizer regimes. pH was the overriding factor for the changes in the
community structure, whereas soil organic carbon and nitrogen had an
impact on the activity. To allow for higher throughput and standardisation
of assay conditions, we developed an alternative genotyping method, T-
RFLP, for the primer sets used in the first experiments. The performance of
the two genotyping methods, DGGE and T-RFLP, was first assessed for
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nosZ (Paper IV). To accomplish this, two different soils were sampled, each
with two different treatments in three field replicates. Both methods
separated the nosZ community structure in the two soils, but DGGE had a
slightly higher resolution and could separate treatments resulting in small
differences in the nosZ community composition. In the next study we
explored how the denitrifying and total soil bacterial communities were
affected by long-term carbon sequestration and depletion (Paper V). Once
again, soil samples from the Ultuna long-term soil organic matter
experiment were used, since different organic amendments in combination
with nitrogen fertilization have generated plots with contrasting C:IN ratios.
Aerobic respiration, respiration under denitrifying conditions and plant
growth was controlled by nitrogen fertilization and soil organic carbon
content, but the type of organic amendment had no effect on these
parameters. However, the type of organic matter added affected community
composition, since differences among treatments were mainly explained by
differences in soil C:N ratio. In the last study we analyzed spatial patterns of
community composition, activity and abundance of the denitrifying bacteria
at the landscape scale and how these spatial patterns were related to various
soil chemical and physical properties (Paper VI). We showed that the
spatial distribution of denitrifiers was related to soil habitats in ways that
suggest specialization to different resources. Soil structure, which affected
soil water-holding capacity, and certain macronutrients were the most
important factors explaining denitrifier community structure at the landscape
scale.
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Soil microbes and their habitat

Soil is the most heterogeneous ecosystem on Earth. It is a complex medium,
with great spatial and temporal variation in soil properties. The spatial
heterogeneity is an important characteristic, allowing genotypes to coexist in
the soil system, and the heterogeneity occurs at many different scales from
soil particles via the plant rhizosphere to field and landscape level. Bacteria,
archaea and fungi, as well as plants and soil animals, such as protozoa, all
compete for the nutrients present in the soil.

Microbial diversity in soil is enormous, with billions of organisms and
thousands of species in one gram of soil (Torsvik ef al., 1990). Torsvik ef al.
(2002) showed that soil is more diverse than aquatic or marine environments
and most of the organisms present are uncharacterized. It is estimated that
less than 1% of the microbial species in the environment have yet been
cultivated and characterized (Amann et al., 1995) and in addition to this
great species diversity, functions and traits within species are also diverse.

Bacteria are ubiquitous, and through their high range of metabolic
activities, they play a central role in ecosystem functioning. The
biogeochemical processes transforming nitrogen, carbon, sulphur and
phosphorus are highly controlled by bacteria. Soil microorganisms can
promote plant growth (Kloepper et al., 1980) and increase soil fertility, e.g.
due to nitrogen fixation and mycorrhizae (Jeffries ef al., 2003; Watson ef al.,
2002). Since soil microbial communities are actively involved in soil
processes and functions, alterations to the microbial community
compositions have the potential to modify the biotic soil properties.
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Microbes and terrestrial ecosystem functions

Most ecological theories have developed from studies of plants and animals
and not microorganisms, despite the fact that microbes are the most
abundant and diverse organisms on Earth and play major roles in
biogeochemical processes. A new theoretical foundation for microbial
ecology is therefore warranted, to improve or replace established theory
(Prosser et al., 2007).

Diversity

To determine biodiversity, information is needed about the number of
different species (richness) and the relative abundance of the individual
species (evenness). However, different species perform the same functions
and similar species perform different functions, so it is important to also
consider the redundancy and the functional diversity of the species. A
definition of functional diversity is the number of different processes or
functions that are performed by a community, while functional redundancy
is a measure of the number of species that perform that particular function in
different functional groups or guilds (Gaston, 1996).

The role of biodiversity for ecosystem functioning has become a central
issue in ecological and environmental sciences during the past decade
(Loreau et al., 2001). If many taxa equate to diverse ecosystem functions,
diversity can be regarded as a safety net for the soil ecosystem. Thus, high
species richness ensures the maintenance of ecosystem functions, since it is
more likely that the system will harbour species able to adapt to changing
conditions (Yachi & Loreau, 1999). Yin et al. (2000) believe that functional
redundancy implies that different species occupy similar functional niches, so
biodiversity does not have a major impact on ecosystem functioning.
However, changes in the microbial diversity do not always correspond to
changes in functional redundancy (Atlas et al., 1991). Different studies have
shown that microbial communities can change in response to disturbances in
the soil (Atlas ef al., 1991; McCaig et al., 1999; Ovreas & Torsvik, 1998) and
that ecosystems with high biodiversity have an increased ability to withstand
perturbation in soil caused by pollutants (Girvan et al., 2005). Before we can
predict changes in ecosystem functions, the link between microbial
community composition and ecosystem functions has to be understood.

Spatial distribution

Researchers working with microbial ecology in soil systems sometimes feel
that the heterogeneous nature of the soil is frustrating, and samples are
homogenized to overcome this problem. However, Ettema and Wardle
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(2002) claim in their review that it is likely that spatial variability is the key,
not the obstacle, to understanding the structure and function of soil
biodiversity.

Another difficult issue to take into account when working with microbial
ecology is the scale (Levin, 1992; Standing et al., 2007; Woodcock et al.,
2007). From a very small soil sample, very large microbial communities are
characterized, and further scaled up to represent e.g. a treatment in an
incubation trial or field site.

The study of spatial patterns of organisms and processes is known as
biogeography. This has been extensively reported for eukaryotes, especially
plants, while the interest in the biogeography of prokaryotes arose during
the beginning of the 20" century. There are three processes that generate
biogeographical patterns; dispersal, speciation and extinction. Due to their
small size, bacteria can disperse rather easily over large distances and this may
result in ‘cosmopolitan behaviour’ (Baas Becking, 1934; Finlay, 2004). A
famous quote in this regard is that ‘everything is everywhere, the
environment selects’ (Baas Becking, 1934), but this conception has been
questioned since the advent of molecular tools. Speciation considers how
new species arise and there are different routes for this. Vertical speciation
for microbes from a common ancestor is quite indistinct, due to lateral gene
transfer and homologous recombinations (Cohan, 2002; Lawrence, 2002).
Allopatric speciation occurs when a population is geographically separated
and divergence over time makes the former population into two different
species. According to Cohan (2002), niche diversification can also lead to
speciation, and hence ecological divergence even within the same habitat is
sufficient for speciation to occur (sympatric speciation). In general, the
speciation rate in bacteria is expected to be high, due to their large
population size, fast reproduction rates, genetic promiscuity and their
ubiquitous distribution patterns. However, little is known about the
magnitude of these processes in nature (Horner-Devine ef al., 2004).
Bacteria have low extinction rates (Dykhuizen, 1998; Torsvik et al., 2002),
and high population and generation sizes. In addition, some bacteria can
change their life style by forming spores and thus, survive in harsh
environments.

Spatial scaling of microorganisms is an interesting field in microbial
ecology and can provide information on how biodiversity is generated and
maintained (Green & Bohannan, 2006; Horner-Devine et al., 2004).
Multiple forces structure communities and a given microbial community in
space and time is most likely the product of dispersal of microbes in
combination with habitat selection in varying proportions (Martiny et al.,

17



2006). The few existing reports on field-scale spatial distribution of
microorganisms in arable land have adopted a taxa-centred perspective
focusing on the total bacterial community, and functional communities or
traits have been largely neglected (Franklin & Mills, 2003; Green et al.,
2008; Ritz et al., 2004). Characterizing spatial patterns of microorganisms is
the first step towards identifying the resource-based habitats of microbial
populations and functionally coherent communities. At larger scales,
compatible with land management scales, predicted patterns of microbial
community distribution would not only provide an insight into the
mechanisms shaping microbial communities, but also facilitate our
understanding of the relationships between the ecology of microbial
communities, microbial processes and ecosystem functioning. This in turn
could build the foundation for knowledge-based land management
strategies.
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Nitrogen cycling in soll

In soil, nitrogen is the most important nutrient for plant growth and
therefore primary production is often limited by nitrogen availability. The
transformation of nitrogen in the soil or other ecosystems is mediated by
processes performed by different groups of organisms (Fig. 1). The
atmosphere contains 78% dinitrogen gas (IN,), which has the potential to
enter the nitrogen cycle through the action of different groups of organisms
that can reduce N, to ammonia (NH,). This biological process is called
nitrogen fixation and is carried out by the diazotrophic bacteria. These
organisms contain the gene coding for the enzyme nitrogenase, which can
break the triple covalent bond of N,. The nitrogen fixing bacteria are either
free-living, such as Azotobacter and different cyanobacteria, or symbiotic and
in association with plant roots, such as Rhizobium and Frankia (Brill, 1980).

The mineralization or the immobilization describes the conversion of
ammonium to organic nitrogen, primarily as a result of assimilation of
ammonium into the microbial biomass.

Ammonia is oxidized to nitrate (NO,) in a two-step process called
nitrification. In the first step, NH, is oxidized to nitrite (NO,) via
hydroxylamine (NH,OH) by ammonia oxidizing bacteria (AOB) or
ammonia oxidizing archaea (AOA). Most AOB in soil belong to the
betaproteobacteria and AOA to the crenarchaea. In the second step, NO, is
then further oxidized to NO, by nitrite oxidizing bacteria belong to the
proteobacteria (NOB). The first step, ammonia oxidation, is often
considered rate limiting. The nitrifiers are aerobic and use oxygen as a
terminal electron acceptor, NH, and NO, as energy sources and CO, as a
carbon source (Konneke et al., 2005; Prosser, 1989). A recent publication
(Leininger et al., 2006) revealed that AOA are more abundant in soil than
AOB, indicating that crenarchaea may be the most abundant ammonia
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oxidizing organisms in the soil. Whether AOA are also the most active
remains to be determined.

The NO, formed by the NOB can also be used in the oxidation of
ammonium (NH,") to N, (Jetten, 2001) by anaerobic ammonium oxidation
(anammox). This process is performed by anaerobic bacteria, mainly
belonging to the Plantomycetes. The anammox bacteria can disguise
themselves as denitrifiers, since they can produce NH, by themselves. This
occurs via dissimilatory nitrate reduction to ammonium, which is then
oxidized with NO, and N, is produced (Kartal ef al., 2007).

Nitrate can be reduced to N, via the denitrification process, which is
discussed in the next section, or by dissimilatory nitrate reduction to
ammonium, a process abbreviated DNRA. DNRA is a strictly anaerobic
two-step process where NO; is reduced to NH," via NO,” (Tiedje, 1988). It
is a respiratory process and the capacity for DNRA has been found in
facultative and obligate fermentative bacteria (Tiedje, 1988).

N-fixation

DNRA  NH,*

1
l

I

T

Nitrification N03

LY

!

| ! }
N,O NH,* N,

Anammox

N,

Denitrification

Figure 1. The different microbial processes that contribute to the global N cycle.
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Implications of nitrogen cycling for environment and agronomy

Transformations of nitrogen in soil are important for both environmental
and agricultural issues in various ways. Thus, processes in the nitrogen cycle
can result in nitrogen losses from the soil and only about half of the nitrogen
added to the soil by fertilization is assimilated into the biomass, the rest
being either leached to the groundwater and surface water or emitted in
gaseous form to the atmosphere (Einsle & Kroneck, 2004).

Nitrification is mainly responsible for losses of nitrogen through leaching.
Since NH,’, the substrate of nitrifiers, is positively charged, it can therefore
be adsorbed to the negatively charged clay minerals or soil organic matter
and held in a relatively immobile form available for plant roots but partially
protected from leaching. On the other hand, NO,, the final product of
nitrification, is negatively charged and therefore more mobile, and can easily
be leached through the soil to reach the groundwater or watercourses, and
eventually to cause eutrophication in lakes and oceans (Vitousek et al.,
1997).

Denitrification, nitrification and DNRA are responsible for the gaseous
nitrogen emissions and Conrad (1996) estimated that as much as 70% of the
total emissions of nitrous oxide (N,O) originate from these processes. This is
of great concern since N,O is a potent greenhouse gas and a contributor to
the destruction of the stratospheric ozone layer (Cicerone, 1987; Rasmussen
& Khalil, 1986). The global warming potential of N,O is almost 300 times
higher than that of carbon dioxide (IPCC, 2001) and its atmospheric
concentration is increasing by 0.3% annually. However, the denitrification
process can also be beneficial, e.g. for removing nitrogen from nitrate-
polluted water.

Denitrification

Denitrification is the microbial process in the nitrogen cycle in which the
soluble nitrogen forms NO, and NO, are reduced into the gases NO, N,O
and N, (Fig. 2). This is a facultative process (Tiedje, 1988). The two major
criteria for true denitrification are production of N,O or N, from NO, or
NO,, and coupling of these reactions to energy conservation and growth
yield (Mahne & Tiedje, 1995). The bacteria use the nitrogen oxides as
alternative terminal electron acceptors in respiration when oxygen
concentrations are low or absent, even though some organisms are capable
of denitrification under aerobic conditions (McDevitt et al., 2000). Most
denitrifiers are heterotrophic bacteria, although lithotrophic (Thiobacillus)

and phototrophic (Rhodobacter) denitrifiers also exist.
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The denitrification pathway

Seven known enzymes are associated with the different steps in the
denitrification pathway (Fig. 2) but not all denitrifying bacteria possess all of
these enzymes.

Nitrate reductase Nitrite reductase Nitric reductase Nitrous oxide reductase
NO, - NO,- — NO — N,O — N
3 2 2 2
narG and napA nirS and nirK norB and qnorB nosZ

Figure 2. The denitrification pathway and the genes associated with each step. The genes
marked in bold type were studied in this thesis.

The first step, where NO;  is reduced to NO, is catalyzed by two types of
dissimilatory nitrate reductases; a membrane-bound (Nar) and a periplasmic
(Nap). These enzymes are also found in nitrate reducing bacteria that are not
denitrifying bacteria.

The reduction of NO, to nitric oxide (NO) is a crucial step in
denitrification since the product is a gaseous compound. This step is
catalyzed either by a copper (NirK) or cytochrome type (NirS) nitrite
reductase. A bacterium can contain either NirS or NirK but not both. The
two different enzymes are unrelated in terms by evolution but have a similar
function.

The Nor enzymes are particularly interesting since they catalyze the
formation of a double bond between two nitrogen atoms. The Nor enzymes
have a cytochrome b or ¢ subunit located in the membrane. The NorB and
the NorC enzymes are encoded by two variants of the norB gene. Another
type of enzyme is characterized by instead having quinol dehydrogenase,
qNor. However, bacteria that are not denitrifiers may possess this enzyme
since it has a detoxifying function, and NO is toxic to all life forms (Zumft,
1997, Zumft, 2005).

The last enzyme in the denitrification pathway is nitrous oxide reductase
(Nos), encoded by the nosZ gene (Fig. 2). So far only one Nos type has
been characterized. The enzyme is located in the periplasm, although
membrane-associated variants occur (Hole et al., 1996). It has been
speculated that nitrous oxide reductase is more sensitive to oxygen
(Knowles, 1982), low temperature and heavy metals (Holtan-Hartwig ef al.,
2002) than the other enzymes in the denitrification pathway.
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Denitrifying bacteria

The ability to denitrify is spread widely within different bacterial phyla and
up to 5% of the total amount of bacteria in soil are believed to be capable of
denitrifying (Henry et al., 2006; Tiedje, 1988). However, the capacity to
denitrify is not restricted solely to bacteria. Different archaea (Zumft, 1997)
and fungi (Shoun & Tanimoto, 1991; Usuda et al., 1995) have also been
reported to be able to denitrify, although the focus in this thesis is on
bacteria. Philippot et al. (2007) listed over 130 denitrifying bacterial species
within more than 60 genera. The denitrifying bacteria are found in Alpha-,
Beta-, Gamma- and Epsilonproteobacteria and Bacteroides and also among the
Gram-positive bacteria Firmicutes and Actinobacteria.

Closely related bacteria do not necessarily share the denitrifying trait. This
means that denitrification can not be deduced from taxonomic affiliation of
the organism and that the phylogeny of the denitrification genes does not
give an answer to the taxonomic affiliation of the organism.

Analyzing the denitrifying bacteria

Since the ability to denitrify is sporadically distributed within bacteria and
cannot be associated with any specific taxonomic group, the use of 16S
rRINA genes is not an option for analyzing the denitrifying bacteria. Instead,
the denitrifiers are analyzed using functional genes (Braker et al., 1998;
Hallin & Lindgren, 1999; Philippot & Hallin, 2006; Scala & Kerkhof, 1999).
Functional genes usually have higher sequence polymorphism than the 16S
rRINA genes, and can be used as biomarkers to discriminate between closely
related but ecologically different populations (Palys et al., 1997).

The use of functional genes instead of 16S rRINA genes has the
disadvantage that no information about taxonomic affiliation is gained,
provided that there is no congruence between functional genes and 16S
rRINA. The lack of taxonomic affiliation for denitrifiers has often been
explained by horizontal gene transfer (Delorme ef al., 2003; Goregues ef al.,
2005; Gregory et al., 2003; Heylen ef al., 2006; Heylen et al., 2007), but
other evolutionary events may have differently influenced the evolution of
each denitrification gene (Jones et al., 2008). Recent studies have shown that
the nosZ gene has the highest level of congruence with taxonomic
classification based on 16S rRNA, compared with other denitrification genes
(Dandie et al., 2007; Jones et al., 2008).
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Methods in microbial ecology for analyzing
community structure, abundance and
activity

Previously, the most common way to detect environmental bacteria was to
study them under the microscope or cultivate them in a medium. Today,
with the molecular biological revolution underway and with the amounts of
genetic information available rapidly growing, the most common way is
based on studying the bacterial DNA or RNA. One approach is to recover
the genetic material in an environmental sample directly using
metagenomics (Handelsman et al., 1998). This method has been used to
sequence entire bacterial communities in different environments such as the
picoplankton fraction in the Sargasso Sea (Venter ef al., 2004) and an
acidophilic biofilm from an iron mine (Tyson ef al., 2004). However, most
community studies are still based on amplifying the genetic material with
polymerase chain reaction (PCR). With this approach the DNA or RNA is
first extracted and purified from the environmental sample. Different
extraction procedures exist and several commercial kits are available for this
purpose. A study comparing three different extraction methods applied to
three different soils has shown that the results of the extractions of the
bacterial community are dependent on the recovery method used (Martin-
Laurent ef al., 2001). The purification step is important since coextraction
with DNA/RNA of different compounds that inhibit the polymerase
activity, e.g. humic acids in soil samples, is a common problem (Tsai &
Olson, 1992). The choice of primer for PCR amplification is the next
critical step. In Paper I, we designed and evaluated different primer sets for
amplifying the denitrification genes nirS, nirK and nosZ and demonstrated
that the choice of primers is crucial for successful amplification of the target
genes in different environmental samples. Following successtul PCR
amplification, the pool of amplified DNA/RNA fragments is analyzed
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further to resolve the different genotypes. Several methods are available to
describe and identify the dominant genotypes in the sample but this does not
mean that the methods assess the total diversity in the sample, particularly in
such diverse communities as those found in soil.

PCR based approaches for assessing community composition

This thesis studied the denitrifiers, nitrate reducers, ammonia oxidizers and
total bacteria. Different molecular approaches were applied to unravel the

polymorphism of amplicons (Fig. 3) obtained using primers targeting either
functional genes narG, nirS, nirK and nosZ (Papers I-II and IV-VI), SSU
ribosomal RNA (rRNA) genes (Papers III and V) or the intergenic spacer
region (IGS, Paper II).

Soil samples

Potential activity measurements:
* Basal respiration

* Substrate induced respiration
Soil samples « Potential denitrification acitvity
* Potential ammonia oxidation

DNA extraction — Quantification of the community size:
l * Real-time PCR
PCR amplification —— Fingerprinting the community structure:
* DGGE
l * RFLP
* RISA
Cloning and sequencing * T-RFLP

Figure 3. An overview of the different molecular tools and activity measurements used in this
thesis for studying the community structure, abundance and activity of soil bacteria.

DGGE

Denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (DGGE) is a technique in which
PCR products are separated based on using polyacrylamide gels with an
increasing chemical gradient (Muyzer ef al., 1993). The gradient is usually
based on urea and formamide and PCR products are loaded on top of the
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gel. The double-stranded PCR products migrate through the gel as a voltage
is applied. According to the melting behaviour of unique fragments, the
migration decreases and eventually stops due to formation of secondary
structures and this generates a banding pattern for the sample (Fig. 6; Papers
I-IV). A GC clamp consisting of 30-40 base pairs of mostly G and C is
normally added to one of the primers to avoid complete denaturation of the
DNA. For visualization of the banding pattern, the gel has to be stained.
There are different staining methods, such as silver staining, ethidium
bromide staining and staining with different SYBR dyes. The two latter
staining procedures are followed by UV translumination for documentation
of the gel patterns.

DGGE is an efficient technique for PCR fragments shorter than 500 base
pairs (Myers et al., 1985). The bands of interest can be excised, cloned and
sequenced (Paper I), which is the great advantage of the DGGE method
compared with other methods. The major drawback of DGGE is that
sequences amplified from different organisms may have the same melting
temperature and migrate to the same position on the gel meaning that a
single band can contain a mixture of genotypes. This method has been
frequently used in microbial ecology to fingerprint bacterial communities,
most often based on the 16S rRNA genes, and recently also for studies of
the denitrifying community composition (Hallin ef al., 2006; Kjellin ef al.,
2007; Sharma et al., 2005; Throbick et al., 2007). DGGE was used in this
thesis to analyze the community composition of denitrifiers (Papers I, II
and IV) and of the ammonia oxidizers (Paper III).

RFLP

Restriction fragment length polymorphism (RFLP) is a method where
amplicons that have been digested with restriction enzymes are separated
based on their size on a polyacrylamide gel. RFLP is commonly used to
screen clone libraries (see ‘Clone library analysis’ below), and has been used
by a number of researchers when studying denitrifying bacteria (Braker et
al., 2000; Hallin et al., 2006; Horn et al., 2006; Scala & Kerkhof, 1999;
Sharma et al., 2005; Stres et al., 2004) and more seldom for analyzing
community structure in environmental samples (Dambreville et al., 2006;
Deiglmayr et al., 2004). In this thesis, RFLP was used for analyzing the
community structure of nitrate reducing bacteria in soil, by targeting the
functional gene narG, and for screening clones in libraries of narG and nosZ
genes (Paper II).
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T-RFLP

Like RFLP, terminal restriction fragment length polymorphism (T-RFLP) is
a method based on sequence-specific restriction digestion. However, when
amplifying the extracted DNA, one or both of the primers are fluorescently
labelled. The PCR products are digested with restriction enzymes and it is
common to use more than one enzyme for each sample to obtain a more
complex pattern. Due to the sequence polymorphism, the location of the
restriction sites varies and the terminal fragments have different lengths. The
terminal fragments are separated either on a gel or capillary sequencer based
on length. The resulting electropherogram gives a profile of the microbial
community composition and the terminal fragments, and their relative
abundance is used in the further analysis (Papers III-VI). T-RFLP is widely
used for analyzing the community structure of microorganisms in the
environment (Clement ef al., 1998; Liu ef al., 1997). Figure 4 shows the
resulting profiles of the terminal fragments of nosZ genes in a soil sample
after digestion with three different restriction enzymes. T-RFLP analysis has
also been commonly used by other researchers for studying the denitrifier
community structure in various environments (Avrahami ef al., 2002; Braker
et al., 2001; Bremer et al., 2007; Scala & Kerkhof, 2000; Wolsing & Prieme,

2004).
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Figure 4. T-RFLP profiles for the nosZ gene with three different restriction enzymes; Bstul,
Hhal and Sau96l presented as the length of the terminal fragments and their relative
abundance (Paper VI).

28



RISA

Ribosomal intergenic spacer analysis (RISA) is based on the size
polymorphism of the 165-23S rRINA intergenic region between strains
(Borneman & Triplett, 1997; Fisher & Triplett, 1999; Jensen et al., 1993).
After amplification of this region, the PCR products are separated on a
polyacrylamide gel according to size to get a fingerprint of the
environmental community (Martin-Laurent ef al., 2001; Ranjard ef al.,
2001; Wertz et al., 2006). High resolution gels can be obtained using an
automated sequencing machine. In this thesis, RISA was used to fingerprint
the dominant genotypes of the bacterial community composition (Paper
II).

Clone library analysis

PCR products from environmental samples can be cloned, and the resulting
libraries are screening either by RFLP, sequencing or both. RFLP clones
can be sorted according to the restriction patterns and can thereby be
grouped into clone families (Paper II). In addition, excised bands from a
DGGE can be cloned and sequenced (Paper I). However, cloning and
sequencing is very time-consuming, especially when comparing large sets of
samples, but it is the method that provides the most information on
community composition. In soil, hundreds of clones usually have to be
screened to get some coverage of the diversity. The amplified part of the
gene of interest is inserted into a plasmid, which is transinfected into a host
cell (E. coli). Since each cell only harbours one plasmid, the amplicons are
separated by plating the modified cells and selecting colonies that have arisen
from single cells. Before sequencing, the libraries are often screened using
RFLP. Based on the polymorphism of the inserted fragment, different clones
generate different restriction patterns and can thereby be divided into clone
families. Clone libraries have been used in many studies of denitrifying
bacteria in various environments (Hallin ef al., 2006; Henry et al., 2008;
Prieme et al., 2002; Rosch et al., 2002; Stres et al., 2004; Throbick et al.,
2007). In Paper II, small libraries with 48 clones were constructed for narG
and nosZ to verify the fingerprints for all six different treatments. These
libraries were screened using RFLP and divided into different clone families
(Fig. 5). In the pie charts the dominant, shared or unique sequences in the
samples appear distinctly. For each of the families, a few clones were
sequenced to identify the genotype/confirm identity of the PCR products
(Paper II).
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Figure 5. Distribution of nosZ clones within RFLP families for each treatment from the
Ultuna long-term soil organic matter experiment. a) unfertilized (bare fallow) b) unfertilized
¢) calcium nitrate (Ca(NO,),) d) ammonium sulfate (NH,),SO,) j) solid cattle manure and o)
sewage sludge. The numbers for each slice refer to the RFLP family. White sections indicate
unique RFLP families for the treatment. Unpublished data from Paper IIL

Which method to choose?

The specific method to choose for assessing a certain community
composition is not an easy decision because all methods have advantages and
drawbacks. For the first studies in this thesis, DGGE (Papers I-III) was
adapted for analyzing the denitrifying bacterial community structure, but for
the last two studies (Papers V and VI), T-RFLP was used as an alternative
method capable of higher throughput. Besides, when analyzing many
samples, DGGE has the disadvantage that there is a considerable gel-to-gel
variation in separation characteristics. To evaluate these two methods
applied to denitrifier community, we analyzed with either T-RFLP or
DGGE the polymorphisms of nosZ PCR products amplified from samples
collected in two different soils subjected to diftferent agronomic treatments
(Paper IV; Fig. 6). Fingerprints were compared using both
presence/absence and relative abundance matrices. The results from this
study revealed that both DGGE and T-RFLP could distinguish between the
two different soils, but that DGGE had a slightly higher resolution and could
separate individual treatments.
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Figure 6. Examples of the nosZ gene fingerprints for one triplicate treatment of the Lanna soil
obtained by a) DGGE banding patterns and b) T-RFLP electropherograms based on Sau96I

(Paper IV).

In this thesis, we applied two different methods for studying the total
bacterial community structure. In Paper II we used RISA, while in Paper
III we used T-RFLP. Although both methods could discriminate between
the samples, RISA had a higher resolution. Hartmann et al. (2005) compared
T-RFLP and RISA by analyzing two different heavy metal contaminated
soils, and concluded that both methods gave highly consistent and correlated
results.

Quantitative PCR methods for assessing community size

To quantitatively determine the abundance of gene copy numbers in a
sample, PCR-based methods have been developed. A genome of a
denitrifying bacterium contains only one gene copy, so the gene copy
number can be correlated with the number of organisms, with exception of
narG (Philippot, 2002). However, this is not the case for 16S rRNA, where
the number of the gene copies in one cell can vary between 1 and 15
(Rainey et al., 1996).

There are two PCR different methods available, competitive PCR
(cPCR) (HallierSoulier et al., 1996) and real-time PCR (Lee et al., 1993).
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Quantification using cPCR is based on the use of an internal DNA standard.
The standard is amplified in competition with the target DNA sequence.
The relative amount of the two samples is then compared on an agarose gel
to estimate the copy number in the sample. Real-time PCR detects the
products formed in real time. When double-stranded DNA is formed, a
fluorescent signal is emitted and detected after each amplification cycle. The
signal can then be related to the standard curves that are included, allowing
calculations of the target DNA amount in the sample. The fluorescent signal
used in the assay can be from a fluorescent dye, such as SYBR Green, which
binds to the DNA during each cycle. Another approach is to use Taq-man
probes that bind to the target sequence. The probe is labelled with a
reporter dye and a quencher. When the probe is intact, the fluorescence in
the reporter dye is inhibited by the quencher. During amplification, the
reporter dye is released, and the fluorescence increased.

Quantitative PCR is a useful approach for quantifying microbial
communities in the environment and real-time PCR based on SYBR Green
is the method most frequently used today. Competitive PCR (Michotey et
al., 2000; Qiu ef al., 2004) and real-time PCR (Henry et al., 2004; Henry et
al., 2006; Kandeler et al., 2006; Throbick et al., 2007) have been used for
quantification of denitrifying bacteria. In Paper V, real-time PCR was used
to quantify the amount of 16S rRNA and nosZ genes, reflecting the total
and the denitrifying bacterial communities, respectively. In Paper VI, real-
time PCR was used to study the spatial distribution of the abundance of the
nirS, nirK and nosZ genes in an agricultural soil.

Measuring microbial activity

Community fingerprints provide information about the most abundant
genotypes in the total gene pool, independent of whether they are expressed
or not. In order to understand the function of the community, it is necessary
to measure the microbial activity of the expressed genes. Soil microbiologists
have developed many methods to assess both general and specific microbial
activities using non-molecular approaches. For example, microbial activity
can be measured in sifu e.g. by measuring greenhouse gas emissions from a
field using a chamber technique, or ex situ e.g. by measuring specific enzyme
activities in soil samples. Measuring microbial activities using potential
activities is an ex situ method in which soil samples are analyzed in the
laboratory under favourable conditions, meaning that the results show the
maximal potential of an organism group to perform a certain activity.
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In this thesis potential activities were measured in soil incubated in the
laboratory under optimal conditions.

Respiration

Basal respiration, or background microbial respiration, is assumed to be a
measure of the general soil microbial activity (Anderson, 1982). Carbon
dioxide is produced when heterotrophic microorganisms mineralize organic
matter. However, CO, is produced not only by the mineralization of
organic matter, but also by root respiration and soil animals. Hence when
measuring basal respiration in soil, it is important to exclude roots from the
soil prior to the experimental incubation. In Papers II-III and V, basal
respiration was measured under controlled, plant free conditions. The CO,
produced was absorbed in an alkali solution and the resulting change in
conductivity was measured using an automated respirometer (Nordgren,
1988). Samples were taken every 30 minutes during one week to calculate
the respiration rate (Stenberg ef al., 1998).

Substrate induced respiration (SIR) is another strategy for measuring
potential respiration that is thought to correlate to the microbial biomass
(Anderson & Domsch, 1978). After measuring the basal respiration, an easily
available substrate, e.g. glucose, is mixed into the soil samples. The CO,
produced after addition of the substrate is calculated using non-linear
regression of the accumulated data. From the curve the growing (r) and
non-growing (K) fraction of the microflora can be estimated according to
Stenstrom ef al. (2001). There are also other methods available for estimating
the microbial biomass, e.g. direct counting of bacteria under the
microscope, chloroform fumigation incubation (Jenkinson & Powlson,
1976) and chloroform fumigation extraction (Brookes et al., 1985). Beck et
al. (1997) made a comparison of these methods using 20 different soils and
found that all three methods produced similar results.

The ratio of basal respiration to SIR is termed the metabolic quotient
(¢CO,) (Anderson & Domsch, 1985). This ratio shows how efficiently the
heterotrophic microorganisms can transform organic carbon into microbial
biomass. The ratio can be used as a stress indicator because different stress
factors such as heavy metal pollution and nutrient deficiency increase ¢CO,

due to a decrease in microbial biomass and an increase in the respiration rate
(Jones & Ananyeva, 2001; Kandeler & Eder, 1993; Renella ef al., 2005).
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Potential denitrification and ammonia oxidation

To assess the activity of the denitrifying microorganisms, potential
denitrification activity can be measured (Papers II, V and VI). The
method was first described by Smith and Tiedje (1979) and the method used
in this thesis was further developed by Pell ef al. (1996). Soil samples are
incubated under optimal conditions for denitrification, i.e. anaerobic
conditions and non-limiting concentrations of electron donors and
acceptors. The last step of the denitrification pathway, where nitrous oxide
is reduced to dinitrogen gas, is blocked by acetylene addition, which causes
an accumulation of nitrous oxide. The nitrous oxide can be analyzed using a
gas chromatograph and the potential denitrification activity can be
calculated. The method can be used to estimate of the amount of active or
readily activated denitrification enzymes (Smith & Tiedje, 1979).

In Paper III, the potential ammonia oxidation was assessed using a short
incubation method with chlorate to block the nitrite oxidation step (Belser
& Mays, 1980). This leads to an accumulation of nitrite, which is easily
analyzed using a spectrophotometer. The soil is incubated in aerated slurries
buffered with excess ammonium.

Statistical methods in community ecology

When using molecular methods to study microbial community composition
in soil, there is often a need for rigorous statistical methods to compare
communities in various samples. Choosing an adequate statistical tool to
analyze, evaluate and later present the data set is often an overlooked
challenge, since there are many different statistical methods to choose from.
The methods used throughout this thesis are described below.

Ordination methods

Multivariate statistics are well described in the literature for analyzing
community diversity patterns, and the use of multivariate analyses is
increasing in microbial ecology. Cluster analysis is a good example of a
method where relationships between objects are assumed to be
discontinuous and where defined categories or groups of objects are
assumed. In contrast, ordinations such as principal component analysis
(PCA), correspondence analysis (CA) or non-metric multidimensional
scaling (NMS), are more useful when the variation between objects is
assumed to be continuous (Ramette, 2007).

In Papers V and VI, non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMS or
NMDS) was used to explore similarities and dissimilarities in community
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composition between samples. Similar samples cluster close to each other
and dissimilar samples far from each other. By using a second matrix with
other parameters than those describing the community composition, NMS
can also be used to search for the environmental factors or other soil
parameters that correlate to the bacterial community structure. The
parameters in the second matrix are displayed as vectors fitted with
ordination scores and show the direction and strength of the correlation.
NMS is very useful when the data are not normally distributed or are in
other ways in questionable scales (McCune & Grace, 2002).

Cluster analysis

In Papers II-IV, cluster analysis was used to present data from different
molecular fingerprinting methods. Cluster analysis is a pair-wise comparison
of samples, and different distance measures can be used in combination with
the analysis. The unweighted pair group method with arithmetic mean
(UPGMA) was used to compare the community patterns for DGGE and T-
RFLP. There are different ways to construct the pair-wise similarity by
using the different distance measures available (McCune & Grace, 2002). In
this thesis, three different distance measures were applied. In Papers II and
III, the gel-based fingerprint matrices, based on binary data of presence and
absences of the bands, were compared using dice indices. A dice coefficient
is a good option when analyzing binary data, but the coefficient does not
take into account species abundance. When analyzing abundance data, a
better option is instead to use the Bray-Curtis distance measure. In Paper
IV we used both Bray-Curtis and Euclidean distance measures for
constructing the cluster analysis, and the Bray-Curtis distance measure
proved more efficient in discriminating between similar T-RFLP patterns.
For the DGGE patterns, both distances measured resulted in the same
clustering. The reason for this might be that the Euclidean distance measure
is less appropriate for analyzing data sets with many absent fields (Legendre
& Legendre, 1998), which is usually the case for T-RFLP profiles. When
using either binary or relative data, similar results were obtained for the
DGGE according to Paper IV. However, for T-RFLP, the results were
different depending on whether binary or relative data were used. When
relative abundance is considered, the amount of noise versus the signal in the
data increases and this obscures the results of the analysis. Similarly, Culman
et al. (2008) recently suggested using binary data from T-RFLP patterns to
obtain the most robust analysis.
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Geostatistical modelling

Geostatistical modeling (Burrough & McDonnell, 1998; Isaaks & Srivastava,
1989) was initially used in prospecting natural resources and was first applied
in the mining industry for mineral exploration (Matheron, 1963). It is also a
good tool for describing the spatial distribution of soil properties (White &
Zasoski, 1999) and has recently proven useful in precision agriculture (Cassel
et al., 2000; Frogbrook et al., 2002). In ecology, geostatistical modelling has
been used for mapping spatial patterns of e.g. plants, but is less used for
describing the spatial distribution of microbial communities.

Kriging is a geostatistical method where the spatial variation is considered
(Krige, 1951). The method interpolates values of the variable in between
sampling points and autocorrelation in the measured samples is taken into
account. The best model for each variable is sought and the resulting
variogram describes the autocorrelation of the kriging and shows the
dependence of the distance. A variogram is thus unique for each variable. In
Paper VI, kriging was used to analyze the spatial variation in different
chemical and physical soil parameters and the community structure, activity
and abundance of the denitrifying bacteria.
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Denitrifying bacterial communities in arable
land

Despite the crucial role denitrifying bacteria play in agricultural systems,
causing losses of valuable nitrogen as well as contributing to global warming
by emitting the greenhouse gas N,O, we still have limited knowledge about
the community ecology of these bacteria (Philippot ef al., 2007). A mixture
of biotic and abiotic factors affects community composition, abundance and
the activity, and better knowledge about the mechanisms shaping these
communities and the primary controlling factors is critical for our
understanding of the relationships between the ecology of denitrifying
bacteria, nitrogen losses and the impact of agriculture on climate change.
Hence, this could assist in suitable management of the agro-ecosystems.

The denitrifiers and the ammonia oxidizers have both been suggested as
models in microbial community ecology (Kowalchuk & Stephen, 2001;
Philippot & Hallin, 2005), since information on functional communities
could be a way to link structure with function and may predict specific
ecosystem responses. The important role of the denitrifying and ammonia-
oxidizing communities in nitrogen cycling and the well-established
techniques for studying abundance, composition and activity of these
communities provide a good model system for assessing the relationship
between spatial patterns of the functional communities, process rates, soil
properties and ecosystem functions, e.g. N,O emissions or nitrate leaching.
There is also an emerging interest in revealing and understanding spatial
patterns of microbial traits to gain knowledge about bacterial responses to
environmental change (Green et al., 2008) and both denitrification and
ammonia oxidation are candidate functions for such analyses.
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Spatial distribution

The soil system is characterized by spatial and temporal variation in
chemical, physical and biological properties, which also contribute to the
great heterogeneity and complexity of microbial habitats available in the soil
(Torsvik ef al., 1996). The soil microorganisms are not randomly distributed
in a field, but demonstrate spatial patterns at different scales (Horner-Devine
et al., 2004). Different scales of distribution of the organisms have been
studied. Grundmann and Debouzie (2000) studied the distribution of
Nitrobacter at millimetre scale and they suggest that soil aggregates and fine
roots contribute to the distribution patterns. Other studies establish spatial
dependence on the meter scale (Franklin & Mills, 2003; Ritz et al., 2004).
Several studies have focused more on the spatial distribution of microbial
activity (Parkin, 1993), and less on the structure and abundance. For spatial
patterns of microorganisms, the focus has been on specific species or total
bacterial communities and not so much on functional communities (Martiny
et al., 2006). In Paper VI, the spatial distribution of the community
structure, abundance and activity of denitrifying bacteria was explored at the
farm scale using the denitrification genes nirS, nirK and nosZ as molecular
markers. Fifty soil samples from a 44 ha experimental farm, Logirden, were
analyzed. The farm is divided into an organic and an integrated crop
production system. The spatial patterns of the community composition, size
and activity of the genes were mapped by geostatistical modelling. A range
of soil physical and chemical properties were analyzed and correlation
structures in the data were explored using non-metric multidimensional
scaling (NMS).

The denitrifying community parameters of structure, size and activity,
were not randomly distributed, but exhibited spatial autocorrelations, i.e.
locations close to each other were more similar than locations further apart
at the field scale. In spite of the relatively few sampling points over a large
area, indicative spatial correlation structures were observed. The results show
that the spatial distributions of denitrifying genotypes are related to soil
habitat in ways that suggest specialization to different resources. When the
distribution of the denitrifiers was analyzed in relation to the different soil
properties, the results revealed that soil water-holding capacity and the
content of the nutrients P and K were the most important factors
influencing the distribution of denitrifiers. The kriged maps showed that all
three denitrification genes had different spatial distributions throughout the
field, and that the nirK community structure was different in the different
cropping regimes. The abundance of the denitrifying bacteria revealed a
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variable distribution for nirS, while both nirK and nosZ suggested a lower
abundance of denitrifiers in the organic system compared with the integrated
farming system. To summarize, the denitrifying communities at the different
locations were mainly determined by soil structure and nutrient resources, of
which some are controlled by farming history. These findings constitute a
first step in identifying the resource-based niches for denitrifiers at scales
relevant for land management and agricultural practices.

Effects of fertilization

Soil management practices and choice of crop production systems have been
shown to affect biological, physical and chemical soil properties. This in turn
affects the activity, abundance and structure of microbial communities
(Drinkwater et al., 1998; Lockeretz et al., 1981; McCaig ef al., 1999; Mider
et al., 2002; Reganold et al., 1993).

Figure 7. The Ultuna long-term soil organic matter experiment, situated in Uppsala. The
plots are separated by wooden frames, and two of the field replicates are shown here.

Understanding the effects of long-term management practices 1is
particularly important for developing sustainable agricultural practices. Field
studies of long-term experiments are valuable for this purpose. The Ultuna
long-term soil organic matter experiment (Fig. 7; Table 1) in Uppsala is an
experimental site where different fertilizers and organic amendments have
been added since 1956 (Kirchmann et al., 1994). The set-up is a block
design with four independent replicate blocks, where each block comprises
15 treatments randomized in plots of 2 m X 2 m separated by wooden
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frames down to 50 cm soil depth. The Ultuna experiment is an excellent
model system for studying how long-term application of different fertilizers
can affect the community structure, activity and abundance of different
groups of microorganisms (Papers II, III and V). Twelve different
treatments, using three of the four field replicates, were analyzed in this
thesis and pH values and different activity measurements are summarized in
Table 1.

Table 1. The treatments studied in the Ultuna long-term soil organic matter experiment with pH,
respiration (ug CO,-C ¢ dw '), substrate induced respiration (SIR; ug CO,-C ¢' dw I') and
potential denitrification (ng N,O-N g' dw h") rates. Mean values of the triplicate plots with standard

deviations (£SD) (Papers II, III and V).

Fertilizer regime pH (CaCl,) Respiration SIR. Denitrification
activity
Unfertilized (no crop) 547+ 0.16 0.24%+0.04 153£0.19 1.84+0.12
Unfertilized 563005 0.39%£0.05 251+031 2.98%0.40
Calcium nitrate Ca(NO,), 6.26 £ 0.04 047%£0.12 489+0.74 437x0.14
Ammonium sulphate (NH,)SO, 3.97 £0.14 0.58£0.07 228+0.31 3.34%0.57
Solid cattle manure 6.02£0.09 0.73£0.05 7.74+0.54 821%1.07
Sewage sludge 468003 0.89+0.11 421+033 6.18%£2.16
Straw 570 £0.10 0.51£0.01 4.61+1.16 5.90£0.51
Straw and Ca(NO,), 6.03£0.06 0.56+0.05 7.55+098 7.95%1.92
Sawdust 573%£0.12 0.58%£0.06 5.14+0.84 5.50%0.65
Sawdust and Ca(NO,), 6.20£0.10 0.71£0.06 876+0.77 8.17%1.22
Peat 483%+0.12 0.72%£0.16 481+1.17 4.29£0.08
Peat and Ca(NO,), 547 %015 0.76%£0.15 7.19+0.99 757+£0.71

Mineral fertilization

Nitrogen fertilization to arable soil stimulates denitrification activity
(Bremner, 1997; Mulvaney et al., 1997) and a substantial amount of the
added nitrogen is emitted to the atmosphere. Increased input of fertilizer
increases N,O emissions from the soil (Skiba & Smith, 2000). Nitrogen
fertilization also increases the activity of the ammonia oxidizing bacteria
(Mendum et al., 1999; Phillips et al., 2000). Papers II and III investigated
the effect of long-term fertilization with calcium nitrate and ammonium
sulphate on the composition of denitrifying, nitrate reducing, ammonia
oxidizing and total bacteria in terms of activity and community composition.
The potential denitrification, ammonia oxidation and substrate induced
respiration, all displayed a lower activity in the plots amended with
ammonium sulphate (Table 1; Figs. 1 and 2 in Paper II; Figs. 1 and 3 in
Paper III).
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The effect of mineral fertilization on community structure of the
denitrifying bacteria showed small differences after 7 years of ammonium
nitrate addition (Dambreville et al., 2006). In another field trial, fertilization
with nitrogen gave rise to small differences in the community structure that
could be explained by the fertilizer (Wolsing & Prieme, 2004). In an
incubation study with different ammonia concentrations, Avrahami et al.
(2002) did not observe any changes in the community structure of the
ammonia oxidizing bacteria. However, the community structure of nirK
denitrifiers was altered by increasing concentrations of ammonium. Other
studies of ammonia oxidizing bacteria have shown that mineral fertilization
does not affect the bacterial community composition (Mendum et al., 1999;
Phillips ef al., 2000). The two mineral fertilizers generated the most different
community structures of all the bacterial groups studied (Fig. 3 in Paper II;
Figs. 4 and 6 in Paper III). The numbers of bands or peaks were lower in
the plots with ammonium sulphate addition than in the plots amended with
calcium nitrate. Nevertheless, the diversity of AOB in the ammonium
sulphate treatment was extremely low, with only one band in the DGGE.
This was probably an effect of the lower pH in the plots with ammonium
sulphate compared with those with calcium nitrate addition (Table 1; Table
1 in Papers II and III). Soil pH is a well-known factor controlling growth
and activity of AOB (Prosser & Embley, 2002).

Organic fertilization

Organic fertilization leads to an increase in soil organic matter, which has
soil benefits such as improvement of the soil structure and increased water-
holding capacity (Debosz et al., 2002; Marinari et al., 2000). Organic
fertilizers, such as swine and cow manure, but also sewage sludge, are
known to promote microbial activity in general (e.g. Ritz et al., 1997;
Simek et al., 1999). Several studies have shown that the bacterial community
structure is also affected (Larkin et al., 2006; Peacock et al., 2001; Stark et al.,
2008). Organic fertilizers also increases denitrification rates (Rochette et al.,
2000), but less is known about the impact on the community of these
bacteria. However, some studies have shown that organic fertilization affects
the community structure of denitrifying bacteria (Dambreville et al., 2006;
Wolsing & Prieme, 2004) and of AOB (Larkin et al., 2006). In an
incubation study by Nyberg et al. (2006), difterent organic fertilizers did not
affect the composition of the ammonia oxidizing bacteria.

Papers II and III compared community structure and activity of the
nitrogen cycling and total bacteria in response to addition of two different
organic fertilizers, solid cattle manure and sewage sludge. The community
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structure was affected by the organic fertilizer type (Fig. 3 in Paper II; Figs.
4 and 6 in Paper III). While the potential denitrification activity was not
significantly different between the two organically fertilized samples, the
potential ammonia oxidization was much lower in the plots that had
received sewage sludge. The latter effect was also observed for the substrate
induced respiration (Table 1; Figs. 1 and 2 in Paper II; Figs. 1 and 3 in
Paper III). Sewage sludge can contain elevated concentrations of heavy
metals. Heavy metals commonly found in sewage sludge, such as Cd, Cu,
Zn and Ag, have been shown to exert strong effects on ammonia oxidation
(e.g. Stephen ef al., 1999) and microbial activity in general (e.g. Fliessbach et
al., 1994; Kandeler ef al., 1996), but also on denitrification (Holtan-Hartwig
et al., 2002; Throbick et al., 2007).

Paper V examined the effects of different carbon amendments affecting
soil organic carbon content on both denitrifying and total bacteria using soil
samples from the Ultuna long-term soil organic matter experiment; three
different organic amendments (peat, sawdust and straw), with or without
nitrogen addition, and an unfertilized control. After almost 50 years of the
same applications, the C:N ratio had increased in all the plots with organic
amendment. The highest C:N ratio was observed with peat (~18) followed
by sawdust (~13) and straw (~11). The lowest C:N ratio was recorded in the
unfertilized control plots (~10). The respiration and denitrification activity
were significantly higher in the plots with organic matter amendments, and
when combined with nitrogen fertilization the potential activity was even
higher. In contrast to the microbial activity, the type of organic amendment
had a strong impact on the community composition. Thus, the composition
of denitrifying and total microbial communities in soil varied depending on
the treatment, with the unfertilized and peat-amended plots being the most
different (Fig. 3 in Paper V). Interestingly, the community structure of the
denitrifying bacteria was less affected by the different amendments than that
of the total bacteria. It was concluded that the main drivers for shaping the
bacterial and denitrifying communities were C:N ratio and organic carbon
content, while for the denitrifiers pH was also an important factor. Similarly,
variations in C:N ratio have been shown to discriminate between bacterial
community composition in soil treated with straw or coniferous compost
(Lejon et al., 2007). For the total bacterial community in our study there was
also a separation of samples from plots with or without nitrogen fertilization.
Since nitrogen fertilization increase plant production, easily available plant-
derived carbon is likely to affect the bacterial community in these plots.
Distinct carbon preferences between Gram-negative and Gram-positive
bacteria in soil have been shown, with the Gram-positives using more soil
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organic matter as carbon source and Gram-negative bacteria using plant-
derived carbon source (Kramer & Gleixner, 2008).

Mineral versus organic fertilization

Organic fertilizers promote denitrification rates even more than application
of inorganic fertilizers. Dambreville ef al. (2006) showed that 7 years of
application of composted pig manure or ammonium nitrate affected both
the structure and the activity of narG and nosZ. Wolsing and Prieme (2004)
studied the variation in denitrifying bacteria receiving mineral fertilizer and
cattle manure and observed a difference in the community structure
between the samples treated with mineral fertilizer and cattle manure.
Peacock et al. (2001) showed application of diary cow manure and
ammonium nitrate over a 5-year period resulted in an increase in carbon and
nitrogen and in microbial biomass, and brought about a change in the total
microbial community.

In Papers II and III, changes in community structure were correlated to
the changes in the pH, with the most deviating community structures arising
in the plots with the lowest pH, resulting from amendment with ammonium
sulphate and sewage sludge. These results are in agreement with a more
recent study, conducted on the same field site, where the community
structure of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi and total bacteria as an effect of
mineral versus different organic fertilizers was compared. It was
demonstrated that the fertilizer type significantly affected the community
structure and that the changes in the microbial community composition
were mainly correlated with pH changes (Toljander ef al., 2008). Our two
studies concerning the long-term effect of different fertilizer regimes on
functional groups (Papers II and III) were evaluated by combining DGGE
fingerprints of the denitrifying bacteria and the ammonia oxidizing bacteria,
and the RFLP pattern for the nitrate reducing bacteria, and were analyzed
by a multivariate approach. The total communities were compared with an
ordination based on RISA pattern and T-RFLP pattern of the total bacterial
community (Paper II and III). The data were jointly analysed using non-
metric multidimensional scaling (NMS). The fingerprints were analyzed for
correlation to different environmental variables, activities and crop yield
(Fig. 8) in order to identify factors that were most important for separating
the communities in the different treatments.
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Figure 8. Joint NMS analysis of the six treatments in Papers II and III. Unfertilized (bare
fallow; grey), unfertilized (red), calcium nitrate (Ca(NO,),; green), ammonium sulphate
((NH,),SO,; blue), solid cattle manure (turquoise) and sewage sludge (pink). a) The
denitrifying bacteria, the nitrate reducing bacteria and the ammonia oxidizing bacteria
combined (stress value 8.56). b) Total bacterial communities analyzed with RISA and T-
RFLP (stress value 11.71).

The pH and C:N ratio correlated well with the differences in community
structure between soils treated with ammonium sulphate and sewage sludge
from other treatments for both functional and total communities. Nitrogen
content in the crop was also highly correlated with separation of these low
pH samples in the functional communities, whereas the total crop yield
coincided with community patterns in the manure and sewage sludge
treatment. As reported in Papers II and III, field plots fertilized with cattle
manure or calcium nitrate and the unfertilized plots with and without crop
demonstrated minimal variation in community structure, whereas the
potential activities differed significantly among these treatments. Hence, no
clear relationship between the soil microbial communities and the potential
activities could be demonstrated.

Soil properties controlling community structure, size and function
of denitrifying bacteria

The composition and diversity of soil bacteria can be influenced by a wide
variety of biotic and abiotic factors (Buckley & Schmidt, 2002) and long-
term fertilization changes different soil properties such as pH, soil organic
carbon and nitrogen content (Papers II, III and V). This section provides a
summary of the different soil properties that affected the community
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structure, abundance and potential activities of denitrifying bacteria in the
different studies in this thesis.

Soil type

Soil type is a very important factor in determining the community structure
of bacteria in general (Girvan et al., 2003). In Paper I, different soils and
environmental samples were compared and the DGGE analysis revealed a
distinction of the community structure between the samples, with soil type
as the driving factor. Sessitsch et al. (2001) studied how soil particle size
affected the community structure of 16S rRINA genes in different plots from
the Ultuna long-term soil organic matter experiment. Their results showed
that the community structure was aftected to a greater extent by the particle
size fraction than the fertilizer regime, although they observed a unique
bacterial community in the soil amended with sewage sludge. In Paper VI,
the water-holding capacity of the soil was an important soil property for the
distribution of all three denitrification genes.

pH

In Papers II and III, pH seemed to be the most important factor in
determining the bacterial community composition. In a study by Deiglmayr
et al. (2004), the narG RFLP fingerprints revealed that the structure was
primarily affected by pH and time of year. Furthermore, Fierer and Jackson
(2006) suggested that microbial biogeography is controlled primarily by soil
variables, and that any differences can largely be explained by pH. However,
the potential denitrifiction activity in Paper II was not correlated with the
pH. In Paper V, the pH was more similar between the different soil
samples. Hence, pH was no longer a main factor controlling the community
structure.

Carbon

In Paper V, other factors controlled the community composition of the
denitrifying and total bacteria, such C:N ratio and organic carbon content.
The structure of both the denitrifying and the total bacterial communities
was correlated to differences in the potential denitrification activity and
substrate induced respiration. Denitrification is generally correlated to the
content of organic carbon in the soil (Burford & Bremner, 1975), and in
Paper II a neat correlation was obtained between the potential
denitrification activity and the organic carbon content. However in Paper
II, there were no differences in the community structure of denitrifying
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bacteria in the unfertilized plots and in the plots fertilized with cattle
manure, where the organic carbon content had doubled amount.

Nitrogen

Avrahami et al. (2002) observed a community shift for nirK denitrifier
population in an incubation trial with medium and high ammonia
concentrations. They concluded that the shift in community structure for
the denitrifying bacteria was probably due to the increased supply of
oxidized nitrogen through nitrification. In Paper V, three different organic
fertilizers were studied, with or without nitrogen addition. The addition of
nitrogen affected the community structure of the denitrifying and total
bacteria, stimulated the primary production and was also responsible for
increased respiration and potential denitrification activity. However, in
Paper II, long-term addition of nitrogen in the plots with manure and
calcium nitrate did not changed the community composition of the
denitrifiers compared with the control plots with no nitrogen.

Other compounds

In the study of spatial distribution of the denitrifiers, the permutation test of
the vector fit (Table 1 in Paper VI) showed that the content of the soil
nutrients phosphorus and potassium was significant for the denitrifying
community structure, independent of denitrification enzyme studied. The
sewage sludge added to the plots in Paper II contained heavy metals and
other pollutants that may have contributed to the shift in the community
structure of the denitrifying bacteria.

Linking structure to function

Several attempts have been made to try to link the community structure of
the denitrifying bacteria to their actual activity, with contrasting results. In
Papers II and III, we were unable to relate the community structure of the
denitrifying and total bacteria to their potential activities. A study by Rich
and Myrold (2004) examined the denitrifying bacteria from agricultural soil,
riparian soil and creek sediment together with activity measurements and
found no correlation between the activity and the community structure in
any of the soils. However, in Paper III a weak correlation was found
between structure and community composition for the ammonia oxidizing
bacteria, while in Paper V, there was a correlation between the structure of
the denitrifiers and the total bacterial community and their functions.
Cavigelli and Robertson (2001) studied a conventionally tilled agricultural
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field and a successional field that had never been tilled and found that the
denitrifier community composition was different between the two sites and
that the differences in structure could potentially influence in situ N,O
production. Later, Rich et al. (2003) found the community composition of
denitrifiers to be strongly correlated with the process rate and vegetation
type.

A possible explanation for the lack of correlation between structure and
activity in Papers II and III might be that different soil properties affect
community composition. In Paper I, soil type was the most important
driver for changes in community composition. In the subsequent studies
(Papers II and III), the soil factor was removed by exploring the Ultuna
long-term soil organic matter experiment where the soil type was the same
in the beginning of the experiment in 1956, even though different fertilizer
regimes have altered soil properties such as pH, organic carbon and nitrogen.
In Papers II and III, pH was the driver shaping the community structure of
the nitrogen cycling and total bacterial communities. In Paper V, the pH
was more uniform between the different soil samples. Hence pH was not
longer the main factor controlling the community structure. This study
showed that other factors could also influence the community structure of
the denitrifying and total bacterial communities, e.g. C:N ratio and organic
carbon content. Sequentially eliminating or accounting for the apparently
strongest factors affecting community structure (soil type, pH) enabled us to
identify other potentially important factors and to link community structure
to function at a fairly detailed level. The reasons why it was difficult to
detect any link between community composition and activity might be that
we studied the total amount of DNA and not only the expressed part, so we
did not obtain any information about the actual active population.
Methodological biases might also have concealed the correlations between
structure and function.
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Conclusions

:: Evaluation of the primers in Paper I revealed that organisms containing
nirS were not only found in marine ecosystems, but were also common in
soil, in contrast to what previous studies had shown. This highlights the
importance of reassessing the primers used for molecular studies as databases
with relevant sequence information expand, in order to infer the ecology of
the microorganisms.

2 DGGE and T-RFLP both proved to be suitable methods for analyzing
denitrifying bacterial community composition in soil. However, DGGE was
able to discriminate between smaller difterences (Paper IV).

:: Long-term fertilization and organic amendments affect soil properties such
as pH, organic carbon and nitrogen content. This in turns affects microbial
process rates, community composition and the abundance of N-cycling
communities, as well as the total bacterial community (Papers II, III and
V).

:: pH is a strong driver for changing bacterial the community composition in
the long-term (Papers II and IIT). When the pH effect is less pronounced,
other properties driving the community structure include C:N ratio, organic
carbon content and water-holding capacity (Papers III and VI).

No link was found between structure and function for the bacterial
communities studied in Papers II and III. However, without the pH
effect, denitrifying communities were correlated to denitrification activity
and total bacteria communities with respiration activity (Paper V).
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:: Denitrifier community structure and abundance exhibited spatial patterns
at the field scale, and physical parameters seemed critical for shaping the
community structure of the denitrifying bacteria (Paper VI).

Challenges for the future

There are several exciting directions to continue this work. First, work on
the links between community structure and function is still in its infancy and
more research is needed to understand these links. One important step
would be to target the active denitrifying population, since the presence of a
denitrification gene does not imply that the organism is active and there are
several methods available for this purpose. When targeting the active
population it is possible to explore if there are certain groups of bacteria
active under e.g. a given condition and over different time frames. In
addition, with all new sequencing methods available it is possible to screen a
large number of samples to study the dominant versus rare community
members and their relative contribution for ecosystem functioning.
Furthermore, nitrous oxide emissions from agricultural soil exhibit highly
seasonal fluctuations. It would be interesting to study how the activity of the
denitrifiers shifts during the season and to correlate the active population to
in situ measurement of nitrous oxide in the field scale.

We need to deepen our understanding of what factors determine the
activity, abundance and community composition of the denitrifying bacteria
to build the foundation for knowledge-based land management strategies. I
look forward to follow the continuous research development within this

field.
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Unfortunately, the number of clones analyzed is typically small (ten to hundreds)
compared to the number of individual microbes being analyzed (billions or trillions).
This is like randomly sampling a bus load of people and then trying to infer the
diversity of all people in the world. You would not expect to find many Lithuanians.

Curtis & Sloan, in ‘Exploring microbial diversity - a vast below’, 2005.
Science.



References

Amann, R.I., Ludwig, W. & Schleifer, K.H. (1995). Phylogenetic identification and in-situ
detection of individual microbial-cells without cultivation. Microbiological Reviews
59(1), 143-169.

Anderson, J.P.E. (1982). Soil respiration. In: Page, A.L. (Ed.) Methods of soil analysis. Part 2.
Chemical and microbial properties. Madison, WI: ASA-SSSA. 9). p. 831-871.
Anderson, J.P.E. & Domsch, K.H. (1978). A physiological method for the quantitative

measurement of microbial biomass in soil. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 10, 215-221.

Anderson, T.H. & Domsch, K.H. (1985). Maintenance carbon requirements of actively-
metabolizing microbial-populations under in situ conditions. Soil Biology &
Biochemistry 17(2), 197-203.

Atlas, R.M., Horowitz, H., Krichevsky, A. & Bej, A.K. (1991). Response of microbial
populations to environmental disturbances. Microbial Ecology 22, 249-256.
Avrahami, S., Conrad, R. & Braker, G. (2002). Effect of soil ammonium concentration on
N,O release and on the community structure of ammonia oxidizers and denitrifiers.

Applied and Environmental Microbiology 68(11), 5685-5692.

Baas Becking, L.G.M. (1934). Geobiologie of Inleiding tot de Milieukunde The Haugh: W.P. van
Stockum and Zoon.

Beck, T., Joergensen, R.G., Kandeler, E., Makeschin, F., Nuss, E., Oberholzer, HR. &
Scheu, S. (1997). An inter-laboratory comparison of ten different ways of
measuring soil microbial biomass C. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 29(7), 1023-1032.

Belser, L.W. & Mays, E.L. (1980). Specific inhibition of nitrite oxidation by chlorate and its
use in assessing nitrification in soils and sediments. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology 39(3), 505-510.

Borneman, J. & Triplett, E-W. (1997). Molecular microbial diversity in soils from eastern
Amazonia: Evidence for unusual microorganisms and microbial population shifts
associated with deforestation. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 63(7), 2647-
2653.

Braker, G., Ayala-del-Rio, H.L., Devol, A.H., Fesefeldt, A. & Tiedje, J.M. (2001).
Community structure of denitrifiers, Bacteria, and Archaea along redox gradients in
pacific northwest marine sediments by terminal restriction fragment length
polymorphism analysis of amplified nitrite reductase (nirS) and 16S rRINA genes.
Applied and Environmental Microbiology 67(4), 1893-1901.

51



Braker, G., Fesefeldt, A. & Witzel, K.P. (1998). Development of PCR primer systems for
amplification of nitrite reductase genes (nirK and nirS) to detect denitrifying
bacteria in environmental samples. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 64(10),
3769-3775.

Braker, G., Zhou, J.Z., Wu, LY., Devol, A.H. & Tiedje, J.M. (2000). Nitrite reductase
genes (nirK and nirS) as functional markers to investigate diversity of denitrifying
bacteria in Pacific northwest marine sediment communities. Applied and
Environmental Microbiology 66(5), 2096-2104.

Bremer, C., Braker, G., Matthies, D., Reuter, A., Engels, C. & Conrad, R. (2007). Impact
of plant functional group, plant species, and sampling time on the composition of
nirK-Type denitrifier communities in soil. Applied and Environmental Microbiology
73(21), 6876-6884.

Bremner, J.M. (1997). Sources of nitrous oxide in soils. Nutrient Cycling in Agroecosystems

49(1-3), 7-16.
Brill, W.J. (1980). Biochemical genetics of nitrogen-fixation. Microbiological Reviews 44(3),
449-467.

Brookes, P.C., Landman, A., Pruden, G. & Jenkinson, D.S. (1985). Chloroform fumigation
and the release of soil-nitrogen - a rapid direct extraction method to measure
microbial biomass nitrogen in soil. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 17(6), 837-842.

Buckley, D. & Schmidt, T. (2002). Exploring the biodiversity of soil — a microbial rain forest
In: Staley, J., et al. (Eds.) Biodiversity of Microbial Life
New York: Wiley. p. 183-208.

Burford, J. & Bremner, J.M. (1975). Relationships between the denitrification capacities of
soils and total, water-soluble and readily decomposable soil organic matter. Soil
Biology & Biochemistry 7, 389-394.

Burrough, P.A. & McDonnell, R.A. (1998). Principles of Geographical Information Systems New
York: Oxford University Press.

Cassel, D.K., Wendroth, O. & Nielsen, D.R. (2000). Assessing spatial variability in an
agricultural experiment station field: Opportunities arising from spatial dependence.
Agronomy Journal 92(4), 706-714.

Cavigelli, M.A. & Robertson, G.P. (2001). Role of denitrifier diversity in rates of nitrous
oxide consumption in a terrestrial ecosystem. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 33(3), 297-
310.

Cicerone, R.J. (1987). Changes in stratospheric ozone. Science 237(4810), 35-42.

Clement, B.G., Kehl, L.E., DeBord, K.L. & Kitts, C.L. (1998). Terminal restriction fragment
patterns (TRFPs), a rapid, PCR-based method for the comparison of complex
bacterial communities. Journal of Microbiological Methods 31(3), 135-142.

Cohan, F.M. (2002). What are bacterial species? Annual Review of Microbiology 56, 457-487.

Conrad, R. (1996). Soil microorganisms as controllers of atmospheric trace gases (H,, CO,
CH,, OCS, N,O, and NO). Microbiological Reviews 60(4), 609-640.

Culman, S.W., Gauch, H.G., Blackwood, C.B. & Thies, J.E. (2008). Analysis of T-RFLP
data using analysis of variance and ordination methods: A comparative study.
Journal of Microbiological Methods 75, 55-63.

Dambreville, C., Hallet, S., Nguyen, C., Morvan, T., Germon, J.C. & Philippot, L. (2006).
Structure and activity of the denitrifying community in a maize-cropped field

52



tertilized with composted pig manure or ammonium nitrate. FEMS Microbiology
Ecology 56(1), 119-131.

Dandie, C.E., Burton, D.L., Zebarth, B.J., Trevors, J.T. & Goyer, C. (2007). Analysis of
denitrification genes and comparison of nosZ, cnorB and 16S rDNA from
culturable denitrifying bacteria in potato cropping systems. Systematic and Applied
Microbiology 30(2), 128-138.

Debosz, K., Petersen, S.O., Kure, LK. & Ambus, P. (2002). Evaluating effects of sewage
sludge and household compost on soil physical, chemical and microbiological
properties. Applied Soil Ecology 19(3), 237-248.

Deiglmayr, K., Philippot, L., Hartwig, U.A. & Kandeler, E. (2004). Structure and activity of
the nitrate-reducing community in the rhizosphere of Lolium perenne and
Trifolium repens under long-term elevated atmospheric pCO,. FEMS Microbiology
Ecology 49(3), 445-454.

Delorme, S., Philippot, L., Edel-Hermann, V., Deulvot, C., Mougel, C. & Lemanceau, P.
(2003). Comparative genetic diversity of the narG, nosZ, and 16S rRINA genes in
fluorescent pseudomonads. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 69(2), 1004-1012.

Drinkwater, L.E., Wagoner, P. & Sarrantonio, M. (1998). Legume-based cropping systems
have reduced carbon and nitrogen losses. Nature 396(6708), 262-265.

Dykhuizen, D.E. (1998). Santa Rosalia revisited: Why are there so many species of bacteria?
Antonie Van Leeuwenhoek International Journal of General and Molecular Microbiology
73(1), 25-33.

Einsle, O. & Kroneck, P.M.H. (2004). Structural basis of denitrification. Biological Chemistry
385(10), 875-883.

Ettema, C.H. & Wardle, D.A. (2002). Spatial soil ecology. Trends in Ecology & Evolution
17(4), 177-183.

Fierer, N. & Jackson, R.B. (2006). The diversity and biogeography of soil bacterial
communities. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of
America 103(3), 626-631.

Finlay, B.J. (2004). Protist taxonomy: an ecological perspective. Philosophical Transactions of the
Royal Society B-Biological Sciences 359(1444), 599-610.

Fisher, M.M. & Triplett, E-W. (1999). Automated approach for ribosomal intergenic spacer
analysis of microbial diversity and its application to freshwater bacterial
communities. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 65(10), 4630-4636.

Fliessbach, A., Martens, R. & Reber, H.H. (1994). Soil microbial biomass and microbial
activity in soils treated with heavy metal contaminated sewage sludge. Soil Biology
& Biochemistry 26(9), 1201-1205.

Franklin, R.B. & Mills, A.L. (2003). Multi-scale variation in spatial heterogeneity for
microbial community structure in an eastern Virginia agricultural field. FEMS
Microbiology Ecology 44(3), 335-346.

Frogbrook, Z.L., Oliver, M.A., Salahi, M. & Ellis, R.H. (2002). Exploring the spatial
relations between cereal yield and soil chemical properties and the implications for
sampling. Soil Use and Management 18(1), 1-9.

Gaston, K.J. (1996). Biodiversity: a biology of numbers and different species Oxford: Blackwell
Scientific Publications Ltd.

53



Girvan, M.S., Bullimore, J., Pretty, J.N., Osborn, A.M. & Ball, A.S. (2003). Soil type is the
primary determinant of the composition of the total and active bacterial
communities in arable soils. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 69(3), 1800-
1809.

Girvan, M.S.; Campbell, C.D., Killham, K., Prosser, J.I. & Glover, L.A. (2005). Bacterial
diversity promotes community stability and functional resilience after perturbation
Environmental Microbiology 7(3), 301-313.

Goregues, C.M., Michotey, V.D. & Bonin, P.C. (2005). Molecular, biochemical, and
physiological approaches for understanding the ecology of denitrification. Microbial
Ecology 49(2), 198-208.

Green, J. & Bohannan, B.J.M. (2006). Spatial scaling of microbial biodiversity. Trends in
Ecology & Evolution 21(9), 501-507.

Green, J.L., Bohannan, B.].M. & Whitaker, R.J. (2008). Microbial biogeography: From
taxonomy to traits. Science 320(5879), 1039-1043.

Gregory, L.G., Bond, P.L., Richardson, D.J. & Spiro, S. (2003). Characterization of a
nitrate-respiring bacterial community using the nitrate reductase gene (narG) as a
functional marker. Microbiology 149, 229-237.

Grundmann, G.L. & Debouzie, D. (2000). Geostatistical analysis of the distribution of NH,’
and NO, -oxidizing bacteria and serotypes at the millimeter scale along a soil
transect. FEMS Microbiology Ecology 34(1), 57-62.

HallierSoulier, S., Ducrocq, V., Mazure, N. & Truffaut, N. (1996). Detection and
quantification of degradative genes in soils contaminated by toluene. FEMS
Microbiology Ecology 20(2), 121-133.

Hallin, S. & Lindgren, P.E. (1999). PCR detection of genes encoding nitrile reductase in
denitrifying bacteria. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 65(4), 1652-1657.

Hallin, S., Throbick, IN., Dicksved, J. & Pell, M. (2006). Metabolic profiles and genetic
diversity of denitrifying communities in activated sludge after addition of methanol
or ethanol. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 72(8), 5445-5452.

Handelsman, J., Rondon, M.R., Brady, S.F., Clardy, J. & Goodman, R.M. (1998).
Molecular biological access to the chemistry of unknown soil microbes: A new
frontier for natural products. Chemistry & Biology 5(10), R245-R249.

Hartmann, M., Frey, B., Kolliker, R. & Widmer, F. (2005). Semi-automated genetic
analyses of soil microbial communities: Comparison of T-RFLP and RISA based
on descriptive and discriminative statistical approaches. Journal of Microbiological
Methods 61(3), 349-360.

Henry, S., Baudoin, E., Lopez-Gutierrez, ].C., Martin-Laurent, F., Baumann, A. &
Philippot, L. (2004). Quantification of denitrifying bacteria in soils by nirK gene
targeted real-time PCR. Journal of Microbiological Methods 59(3), 327-335.

Henry, S., Bru, D, Stres, B., Hallet, S. & Philippot, L. (2006). Quantitative detection of the
nosZ gene, encoding nitrous oxide reductase, and comparison of the abundances of
16S rRNA, narG, nirK, and nosZ genes in soils. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology 72(8), 5181-5189.

Henry, S., Texier, S., Hallet, S., Bru, D., Dambreville, C., Chéneby, D., Bizouard, F.,
Germon, J.C. & Philippot, L. (2008). Disentangling the rhizosphere effect on

54



nitrate reducers and denitrifiers: insight into the role of root exudates. Environmental
Microbiology

Heylen, K., Gevers, D., Vanparys, B., Wittebolle, L., Geets, J., Boon, N. & De Vos, P.
(2006). The incidence of nirS and nirK and their genetic heterogeneity in
cultivated denitrifiers. Environmental Microbiology 8(11), 2012-2021.

Heylen, K., Vanparys, B., Gevers, D., Wittebolle, L., Boon, N. & De Vos, P. (2007). Nitric
oxide reductase (norB) gene sequence analysis reveals discrepancies with nitrite
reductase (nir) gene phylogeny in cultivated denitrifiers. Environmental Microbiology
9(4), 1072-1077.

Hole, U.H., Vollack, K.U., Zumft, W.G., Eisenmann, E., Siddiqui, R.A., Friedrich, B. &
Kroneck, P.M.H. (1996). Characterization of the membranous denitrification
enzymes nitrite reductase (cytochrome cd(1)) and copper-containing nitrous oxide
reductase from Thiobacillus denitrificans. Archives of Microbiology 165(1), 55-61.

Holtan-Hartwig, L., Bechmann, M., Hoyas, T.R., Linjordet, R. & Bakken, L.R. (2002).
Heavy metals tolerance of soil denitrifying communities: N,O dynamics. Soil
Biology & Biochemistry 34(8), 1181-1190.

Homn, M.A., Drake, H.L. & Schramm, A. (2006). Nitrous oxide reductase genes (nosZ) of
denitrifying microbial populations in soil and the earthworm gut are
phylogenetically similar. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 72(2), 1019-1026.

Horner-Devine, M.C., Carney, K.M. & Bohannan, B.J.M. (2004). An ecological perspective
on bacterial biodiversity. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London Series B-Biological
Sciences 271(1535), 113-122.

IPCC (2001). Climate Change 2001. The Scientific basis. Contribution of working group I to the
third assessment of report of the intergovernmental panel on climate change. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Isaaks, E.H. & Srivastava, R.M. (1989). Applied geostatistics. New York: Oxford University
Press.

Jeftries, P., Gianinazzi, S., Perotto, S., Turnau, K. & Barea, ].M. (2003). The contribution of
arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in sustainable maintenance of plant health and soil
fertility. Biology and Fertility of Soils 37(1), 1-16.

Jenkinson, D.S. & Powlson, D.S. (1976). Effects of biocidal treatments on metabolism in soil
-V. A method for measuring soil biomass. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 8(3), 209-213.

Jensen, M.A., Webster, J.A. & Straus, N. (1993). Rapid identification of bacteria on the basis
of polymerase chain reaction-amplified ribosomal DNA spacer polymorphisms.
Applied and Environmental Microbiology 59(4), 945-952.

Jetten, M.S.M. (2001). New pathways for ammonia conversion in soil and aquatic systems.
Plant and Soil 230(1), 9-19.

Jones, C.M., Stres, B., Rosenquist, M. & Hallin, S. (2008). Phylogenetic analysis of nitrite,
nitric oxide, and nitrous oxide respiratory enzymes reveal a complex evolutionary
history for denitrification. Molecular Biology and Evolution 25(9), 1955-1966.

Jones, W.J. & Ananyeva, N.D. (2001). Correlations between pesticide transformation rate
and microbial respiration activity in soil of different ecosystems. Biology and Fertility
of Soils 33(6), 477-483.

Kandeler, E., Deiglmayr, K., Tscherko, D., Bru, D. & Philippot, L. (2006). Abundance of
narG, nirS, nirK, and nosZ genes of denitrifying bacteria during primary

55



successions of a glacier foreland. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 72(9), 5957-
5962.

Kandeler, E. & Eder, G. (1993). Effect of cattle slurry in grassland on microbial biomass and
on activities of various enzymes Biology and Fertility of Soils 16(4), 249-254.
Kandeler, E., Kampichler, C. & Horak, O. (1996). Influence of heavy metals on the
functional diversity of soil microbial communities. Biology and Fertility of Soils 23(3),

299-306.

Kartal, B., Kuypers, M.M.M., Lavik, G., Schalk, J., den Camp, H., Jetten, M.S.M. & Strous,
M. (2007). Anammox bacteria disguised as denitrifiers: nitrate reduction to
dinitrogen gas via nitrite and ammonium. Environmental Microbiology 9(3), 635-642.

Kirchmann, H., Persson, J. & Carlgren, K. (1994). The Ultuna long-term soil organic matter
experiment, 1956-1991. Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences, Department of Soil
Sciences, Reports and Dissertations 17

Kjellin, J., Hallin, S. & Worman, A. (2007). Spatial variations in denitrification activity in
wetland sediments explained by hydrology and denitrifying community structure.
Water Research 41(20), 4710-4720.

Kloepper, J.W., Leong, J., Teintze, M. & Schroth, M.N. (1980). Enhanced plant growth by
siderophores produced by plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria. Nature
286(5776), 885-886.

Knowles, R. (1982). Denitrification. Microbiological Reviews 46(1), 43-70.

Kowalchuk, G.A. & Stephen, J.R. (2001). Ammonia-oxidizing bacteria: A model for
molecular microbial ecology. Annual Review of Microbiology 55, 485-529.

Kramer, C. & Gleixner, G. (2008). Soil organic matter in soil depth profiles: Distinct carbon
preferences of microbial groups during carbon transformation. Soil Biology &
Biochemistry 40(2), 425-433.

Krige, D.G. (1951). A Statistical Approach to Some Mine Valuation and Allied Problems on the
Witwatersrand. Diss. University of the Witwatersrand.

Konneke, M., Bernhard, A.E., de la Torre, J.R., Walker, C.B., Waterbury, J.B. & Stahl,
D.A. (2005). Isolation of an autotrophic ammonia-oxidizing marine archaeon.
Nature 437(7058), 543-546.

Larkin, R.P., Honeycutt, C.W. & Griffin, T.S. (2006). Effect of swine and dairy manure
amendments on microbial communities in three soils as influenced by
environmental conditions. Biology and Fertility of Soils 43(1), 51-61.

Lawrence, J.G. (2002). Gene transfer in bacteria: Speciation without species? Theoretical
Population Biology 61(4), 449-460.

Lee, L.G., Connell, C.R. & Bloch, W. (1993). Allelic discrimination by nick-translation
PCR with fluorogenic probes. Nucleic Acids Research 21(16), 3761-3766.

Legendre, P. & Legendre, L. (1998). Numerical Ecology. Second edition. Amsterdam: Elsevier.

Leininger, S., Urich, T., Schloter, M., Schwark, L., Qi, J., Nicol, G.W., Prosser, J.L.,
Schuster, S.C. & Schleper, C. (2006). Archaea predominate among ammonia-
oxidizing prokaryotes in soils. Nature 442(7104), 806-809.

Lejon, D.P.H., Sebastia, J., Lamy, I., Chaussod, R. & Ranjard, L. (2007). Relationships
between soil organic status and microbial community density and genetic structure
in two agricultural soils submitted to various types of organic management.
Microbial Ecology 53(4), 650-663.

56



Levin, S.A. (1992). The problem of pattern and scale in ecology. Ecology 73(6), 1943-1967.

Liu, W.T., Marsh, T.L., Cheng, H. & Forney, LJ. (1997). Characterization of microbial
diversity by determining terminal restriction fragment length polymorphisms of
genes encoding 16S rRNA. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 63(11), 4516~
4522.

Lockeretz, W., Shearer, G. & Kohl, D.H. (1981). Organic farming in the corn belt. Science
211(4482), 540-547.

Loreau, M., Naeem, S., Inchausti, P., Bengtsson, J., Grime, ].P., Hector, A., Hooper, D.U.,
Huston, M.A., Raffaelli, D., Schmid, B., Tilman, D. & Wardle, D.A. (2001).
Ecology - Biodiversity and ecosystem functioning: Current knowledge and future
challenges. Science 294(5543), 804-808.

Mahne, I. & Tiedje, J.M. (1995). Criteria and methodology for identifying respiratory
denitrifiers. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 61(3), 1110-1115.

Marinari, S., Masciandaro, G., Ceccanti, B. & Grego, S. (2000). Influence of organic and
mineral fertilisers on soil biological and physical properties. Bioresource Technology
72(1), 9-17.

Martin-Laurent, F., Philippot, L., Hallet, S., Chaussod, R., Germon, ]J.C., Soulas, G. &
Catroux, G. (2001). DNA extraction from soils: Old bias for new microbial
diversity analysis methods (vol 67, pg 2354, 2001). Applied and Environmental
Microbiology 67(9), 4397-4397.

Martiny, J.B.H., Bohannan, B.J.M., Brown, J.H., Colwell, R.K., Fuhrman, J.A., Green, J.L.,
Horner-Devine, M.C., Kane, M., Krumins, J.A., Kuske, C.R., Morin, P].,
Naeem, S., Ovreas, L., Reysenbach, A.L., Smith, V.H. & Staley, J.T. (2006).
Microbial biogeography: putting microorganisms on the map. Nature Reviews
Microbiology 4(2), 102-112.

Matheron, G. (1963). Principles of geostatistics. Economic Geology 58(8), 1246-1266.

McCaig, A.E., Glover, L.A. & Prosser, J.I. (1999). Molecular analysis of bacterial community
structure and diversity in unimproved and improved upland grass pastures. Applied
and Environmental Microbiology 65(4), 1721-1730.

McCune, B. & Grace, J.B. (2002). Analysis of ecological communities. Second edition. Glenden
Beach, OR: MjM Software Design.

McDevitt, C., Burrell, P., Blackall, L.L. & McEwan, A.G. (2000). Aerobic nitrate respiration
in a nitrite-oxidising bioreactor. FEMS Microbiology Letters 184(1), 113-118.

Mendum, T.A., Sockett, R.E. & Hirsch, P.R. (1999). Use of molecular and isotopic
techniques to monitor the response of autotrophic ammonia-oxidizing populations
of the beta subdivision of the class Proteobacteria in arable soils to nitrogen
fertilizer. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 65(9), 4155-4162.

Michotey, V., Mejean, V. & Bonin, P. (2000). Comparison of methods for quantification of
cytochrome cd(1)-denitrifying bacteria in environmental marine samples. Applied
and Environmental Microbiology 66(4), 1564-1571.

Mulvaney, R.L., Khan, S.A. & Mulvaney, C.S. (1997). Nitrogen fertilizers promote
denitrification. Biology and Fertility of Soils 24(2), 211-220.

Muyzer, G., Dewaal, E.C. & Ulitterlinden, A.G. (1993). Profiling of complex microbial-

populations by denaturing gradient gel-electrophoresis analysis of polymerase chain

57



reaction-amplified genes-coding for 16S ribosomal RNA. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology 59(3), 695-700.

Myers, R.M., Fischer, S.G., Lerman, L.S. & Maniatis, T. (1985). Nearly all single base
substitutions in DNA fragments joined to a GC-clamp can be detected by
denaturing gradient gel-electrophoresis. Nucleic Acids Research 13(9), 3131-3145.

Mider, P., Fliessbach, A., Dubois, D., Gunst, L., Fried, P. & Niggli, U. (2002). Soil fertility
and biodiversity in organic farming. Science 296(5573), 1694-1697.

Nordgren, A. (1988). Apparatus for the continuous, long-term monitoring of soil respiration
rate in large numbers of samples. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 20(6), 955-957.

Nyberg, K., Schnurer, A., Sundh, L., Jarvis, A. & Hallin, S. (2006). Ammonia-oxidizing
communities in agricultural soil incubated with organic waste residues. Biology and
Fertility of Soils 42(4), 315-323.

Ovreas, L. & Torsvik, V. (1998). Microbial diversity and community structure in two
different agricultural soil communities. Microbial Ecology 36(3), 303-315.

Palys, T., Nakamura, L.K. & Cohan, F.M. (1997). Discovery and classification of ecological
diversity in the bacterial world: the role of DNA sequence data. International Journal
of Systematic Bacteriology 47(4), 1145-1156.

Parkin, T.B. (1993). Spatial variability of microbial processes in soil—A Review. Journal of
Environmental Quality 22(3), 409-417.

Peacock, A.D., Mullen, M.D., Ringelberg, D.B., Tyler, D.D., Hedrick, D.B., Gale, P.M. &
White, D.C. (2001). Soil microbial community responses to dairy manure or
ammonium nitrate applications. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 33(7-8), 1011-1019.

Pell, M., Stenberg, B., Stenstrom, J. & Torstensson, L. (1996). Potential denitrification
activity assay in soil - With or without chloramphenicol? Soil Biology & Biochemistry
28(3), 393-398.

Philippot, L. (2002). Denitrifying genes in bacterial and archaeal genomes. Biochimica Et
Biophysica Acta-Gene Structure and Expression 1577(3), 355-376.

Philippot, L. & Hallin, S. (2005). Finding the missing link between diversity and activity
using denitrifying bacteria as a model functional community. Current Opinion in
Microbiology 8(3), 234-239.

Philippot, L. & Hallin, S. (2006). Molecular analyses of soil denitrifying bacteria. In: Cooper,
J.E., et al. (Eds.) Molecular Approaches to Soil, Rhizosphere and Plant Microorganism
Analysis. Wallingford: CABI Publishing.

Philippot, L., Hallin, S. & Schloter, M. (2007). Ecology of denitrifying prokaryotes in
agricultural soil. Advances in Agronomy, Vol 96. (Advances in Agronomy 96). p.
249-305.

Phillips, C.J., Harris, D., Dollhopf, S.L., Gross, K.L., Prosser, J.I. & Paul, E.A. (2000). Effects
of agronomic treatments on structure and function of ammonia-oxidizing
communities. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 66(12), 5410-5418.

Prieme, A., Braker, G. & Tiedje, J.M. (2002). Diversity of nitrite reductase (nirK and nirS)
gene fragments in forested upland and wetland soils. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology 68(4), 1893-1900.

Prosser, J.I. (1989). Autotrophic nitrification in bacteria. Advances in Microbial Physiology 30,
125-181.

58



Prosser, J.I., Bohannan, B.J.M., Curtis, T.P., Ellis, R J., Firestone, M.K., Freckleton, R.P.,
Green, J.L., Green, L.E., Killham, K., Lennon, ].J., Osborn, A.M., Solan, M., van
der Gast, CJ. & Young, J.P.W. (2007). Essay - The role of ecological theory in
microbial ecology. Nature Reviews Microbiology 5(5), 384-392.

Prosser, J.I. & Embley, T.M. (2002). Cultivation-based and molecular approaches to
characterisation of terrestrial and aquatic nitrifiers. Antfonie Van Leeuwenhoek
International Journal of General and Molecular Microbiology 81(1-4), 165-179.

Qiu, X.Y., Hurt, R.A., Wu, LY., Chen, C.H., Tiedje, J].M. & Zhou, Z. (2004). Detection
and quantification of copper-denitrifying bacteria by quantitative competitive
PCR. Journal of Microbiological Methods 59(2), 199-210.

Rainey, F.A., WardRainey, N.L., Janssen, P.H., Hippe, H. & Stackebrandt, E. (1996).
Clostridium paradoxum DSM 7308(T) contains multiple 16S rRINA genes with
heterogeneous intervening sequences. Microbiology 142, 2087-2095.

Ramette, A. (2007). Multivariate analyses in microbial ecology. FEMS Microbiology Ecology
62(2), 142-160.

Ranjard, L., Poly, F., Lata, ]J.C., Mougel, C., Thioulouse, J. & Nazaret, S. (2001).
Characterization of bacterial and fungal soil communities by automated ribosomal
intergenic spacer analysis fingerprints: Biological and methodological variability.
Applied and Environmental Microbiology 67(10), 4479-4487.

Rasmussen, R.A. & Khalil, M.A.K. (1986). Atmospheric trace gases: trends and distributions
over the last decade. Science 232(4758), 1623-1624.

Reganold, J.P., Palmer, A.S., Lockhart, J.C. & Macgregor, A.N. (1993). Soil quality and
financial performance of biodynamic and conventional farms in New Zealand.
Science 260(5106), 344-349.

Renella, G., Mench, M., Landi, L. & Nannipieri, P. (2005). Microbial activity and hydrolase
synthesis in long-term Cd-contaminated soils. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 37(1),
133-139.

Rich, JJ., Heichen, R.S., Bottomley, PJ., Cromack, K. & Myrold, D.D. (2003).
Community composition and functioning of denitrifying bacteria from adjacent
meadow and forest soils. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 69(10), 5974-5982.

Rich, JJ. & Myrold, D.D. (2004). Community composition and activities of denitrifying
bacteria from adjacent agricultural soil, riparian soil, and creek sediment in Oregon,
USA. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 36(9), 1431-1441.

Ritz, K., McNicol, W., Nunan, N., Grayston, S., Millard, P., Atkinson, D., Gollotte, A.,
Habeshaw, D., Boag, B., Clegg, C.D., Griffiths, B.S., Wheatley, R.E., Glover,
L.A., McCaig, A.E. & Prosser, J.I. (2004). Spatial structure in soil chemical and
microbiological properties in an upland grassland. FEMS Microbiology Ecology 49(2),
191-205.

Ritz, K., Wheatley, R.E. & Griffiths, B.S. (1997). Effects of animal manure application and
crop plants upon size and activity of soil microbial biomass under organically
grown spring barley. Biology and Fertility of Soils 24(4), 372-377.

Rochette, P., van Bochove, E., Prevost, D., Angers, D.A., Cote, D. & Bertrand, N. (2000).
Soil carbon and nitrogen dynamics following application of pig slurry for the 19th
consecutive year: II. Nitrous oxide fluxes and mineral nitrogen. Soil Science Society
of America Journal 64(4), 1396-1403.

59



Rosch, C., Mergel, A. & Bothe, H. (2002). Biodiversity of denitrifying and dinitrogen-fixing
bacteria in an acid forest soil. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 68(8), 3818-
3829.

Scala, DJ. & Kerkhof, LJ. (1999). Diversity of nitrous oxide reductase (nosZ) genes in
continental shelf sediments. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 65(4), 1681-
1687.

Scala, DJ. & Kerkhof, L.J. (2000). Horizontal heterogeneity of denitrifying bacterial
communities in marine sediments by terminal restriction fragment length
polymorphism analysis. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 66(5), 1980-1986.

Sessitsch, A., Weilharter, A., Gerzabek, M.H., Kirchmann, H. & Kandeler, E. (2001).
Microbial population structures in soil particle size fractions of a long-term fertilizer
field experiment. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 67(9), 4215-4224.

Sharma, S., Aneja, M.K., Mayer, J., Munch, J.C. & Schloter, M. (2005). Diversity of
transcripts of nitrite reductase genes (nirK and nirS) in rhizospheres of grain
legumes. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 71(4), 2001-2007.

Shoun, H. & Tanimoto, T. (1991). Denitrification by the fungus Fusarium oxysporum and
involvement of cytochrome P-450 in the respiratory nitrite reduction. Journal of
Biological Chemistry 266(17), 11078-11082.

Simek, M., Hopkins, D.W., Kalcik, J., Picek, T., Santruckova, H., Stana, J. & Travnik, K.
(1999). Biological and chemical properties of arable soils affected by long-term
organic and inorganic fertilizer applications. Biology and Fertility of Soils 29(3), 300-
308.

Skiba, U. & Smith, K.A. (2000). The control of nitrous oxide emissions from agricultural and
natural soils. Chemosphere: Global Science Change(2), 379-386.

Smith, M.S. & Tiedje, J.M. (1979). Phases of denitrification following oxygen depletion in
soil. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 11(3), 261-267.

Standing, D., Baggs, E.M., Wattenbach, M., Smith, P. & Killham, K. (2007). Meeting the
challenge of scaling up processes in the plant-soil-microbe system. Biology and
Fertility of Soils 44(2), 245-257.

Stark, C.H., Condron, L.M., O’Callaghan, M., Stewart, A. & Di, H.J. (2008). Differences in
soil enzyme activities, microbial community structure and short-term nitrogen
mineralisation resulting from farm management history and organic matter
amendments. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 40(6), 1352-1363.

Stenberg, B., Johansson, M., Pell, M., Sjodahl-Svensson, K., Stenstrom, J. & Torstensson, L.
(1998). Microbial biomass and activities in soil as affected by frozen and cold
storage. Soil Biology & Biochemistry 30(3), 393-402.

Stenstrom, J., Svensson, K. & Johansson, M. (2001). Reversible transition between active and
dormant microbial states in soil. FEMS Microbiology Ecology 36(2-3), 93-104.

Stephen, J.R., Chang, Y.J., Macnaughton, SJ., Kowalchuk, G.A., Leung, K.T., Flemming,
C.A. & White, D.C. (1999). Effect of toxic metals on indigenous soil p-subgroup
proteobacterium ammonia oxidizer community structure and protection against
toxicity by inoculated metal-resistant bacteria. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology 65(1), 95-101.

60



Stres, B., Mahne, L., Avgustin, G. & Tiedje, J.M. (2004). Nitrous oxide reductase (nosZ)
gene fragments differ between native and cultivated Michigan soils. Applied and
Environmental Microbiology 70(1), 301-309.

Throbick, I.N., Johansson, M., Rosenquist, M., Pell, M., Hansson, M. & Hallin, S. (2007).
Silver (Ag") reduces denitrification and induces enrichment of novel nirK
genotypes in soil. FEMS Microbiology Letters 270(2), 189-194.

Tiedje, J.M. (1988). Ecology of denitrification and dissimilatory nitrate reduction to
ammonium. In: Zehnder, A J.B. (Ed.) Environmental Microbiology of Anaerobes. N.Y .:
John Wiley and Sons. p. pp. 179-244.

Toljander, J.F., Santos-Gonzilez, J.C., Tehler, A. & Finlay, R.D. (2008). Community
analysis of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi and bacteria in the maize mycorrhizosphere
in a long-term fertilization trail. FEMS Microbiology Ecology 65, 323-338.

Torsvik, V., Goksoyr, J. & Daae, F.L. (1990). High diversity in DNA of soil bacteria. Applied
and Environmental Microbiology 56(3), 782-787.

Torsvik, V., Ovreas, L. & Thingstad, T.F. (2002). Prokaryotic diversity - Magnitude,
dynamics, and controlling factors. Science 296(5570), 1064-1066.

Torsvik, V., Sorheim, R. & Goksoyr, J. (1996). Total bacterial diversity in soil and sediment
communities - A review. Journal of Industrial Microbiology 17(3-4), 170-178.

Tsai, Y.L. & Olson, B.H. (1992). Detection of low numbers of bacterial-cells in soils and
sediments by polymerase chain-reaction. Applied and Environmental Microbiology
58(2), 754-757.

Tyson, G.W., Chapman, J., Hugenholtz, P., Allen, E.E., Ram, R.J., Richardson, P.M.,
Solovyev, V.V., Rubin, E.M., Rokhsar, D.S. & Banfield, J.F. (2004). Community
structure and metabolism through reconstruction of microbial genomes from the
environment. Nature 428(6978), 37-43.

Usuda, K., Toritsuka, N., Matsuo, Y., Kim, D.H. & Shoun, H. (1995). Denitrification by
the fungus Cylindrocarpon tonkinense: anaerobic cell growth and two isozyme
forms of cytochrome P-450nor. Applied and Environmental Microbiology 61(3), 883-
889.

Venter, J.C., Remington, K., Heidelberg, J.F., Halpern, A.L., Rusch, D., Eisen, J.A., Wu,
D.Y., Paulsen, L., Nelson, K.E., Nelson, W., Fouts, D.E., Levy, S., Knap, A.H,,
Lomas, M.W., Nealson, K., White, O., Peterson, J., Hoffman, J., Parsons, R.,
Baden-Tillson, H., Pfannkoch, C., Rogers, Y.H. & Smith, H.O. (2004).
Environmental genome shotgun sequencing of the Sargasso Sea. Science 304(5667),
66-74.

Vitousek, P.M., Aber, ]J.D., Howarth, R.W., Likens, G.E., Matson, P.A., Schindler, D.W_,
Schlesinger, W.H. & Tilman, D.G. (1997). Human alteration of the global
nitrogen cycle: Sources and consequences. Ecological Applications 7(3), 737-750.

Watson, C.A., Bengtsson, H., Ebbesvik, M., Loes, A.K., Myrbeck, A., Salomon, E.,
Schroder, J. & Stockdale, E.A. (2002). A review of farm-scale nutrient budgets for
organic farms as a tool for management of soil fertility. Soil Use and Management 18,
264-273.

Wertz, S., Degrange, V., Prosser, J.I., Poly, F., Commeaux, C., Freitag, T., Guillaumaud, N.
& Le Roux, X. (2006). Maintenance of soil functioning following erosion of
microbial diversity. Environmental Microbiology 8(12), 2162-2169.

61



White, J.G. & Zasoski, R.J. (1999). Mapping soil micronutrients. Field Crops Research 60(1-
2), 11-26.

Wolsing, M. & Prieme, A. (2004). Observation of high seasonal variation in community
structure of denitrifying bacteria in arable soil receiving artificial fertilizer and cattle
manure by determining T-RFLP of nir gene fragments. FEMS Microbiology Ecology
48(2), 261-271.

Woodcock, S., van der Gast, CJ., Bell, T., Lunn, M., Curtis, T.P., Head, .M. & Sloan,
W.T. (2007). Neutral assembly of bacterial communities. FEMS Microbiology
Ecology 62(2), 171-180.

Yachi, S. & Loreau, M. (1999). Biodiversity and ecosystem productivity in a fluctuating
environment: The insurance hypothesis. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences of the United States of America 96(4), 1463-1468.

Yin, B., Crowley, D., Sparovek, G., De Melo, W.J. & Borneman, J. (2000). Bacterial
functional redundancy along a soil reclamation gradient. Applied and Environmental
Microbiology 66(10), 4361-4365.

Zumft, W.G. (1997). Cell biology and molecular basis of denitrification. Microbiology and
Molecular Biology Reviews 61(4), 533-616.

Zumft, W.G. (2005). Nitric oxide reductases of prokaryotes with emphasis on the
respiratory, heme-copper oxidase type. Journal of Inorganic Biochemistry 99(1), 194-
215.

62



Acknowledgements

Sara Hallin. Nir jag kom till mikro och sokte exjobb hade jag mycket
begrinsade kunskaper om vad en primer var. Det vet jag definitivt nu och
det 4r din fortjanst. Tack for att du trodde pa mig och for att du ger struktur
och genomtinkta projekt. Det ir inte sd svart att vara doktorand om man har
en bra handledare! Ett stort tack till att du dven ir duktig pa att fokusera pa
annat, som snygga skor eller flashiga hotell.

Micke Pell och Stefan Bertilsson. Mina bitridande handledare. Tack
Micke for hjilp med aktivitetsmitningar och brikiga gaskromatografer. Tack
Stefan for att jag fick hinga pa ert lab och lira mig T-RFLP.

Laurent Philippot. The worlds kindest Frenchman. Thanks Laurent for all
help and your hospitality when I visited your lab in Dijon. You had a nice
bunch of people around you. Thanks for all continuous help I have got from
you throughout my years as a PhD student.

Maria Stenberg. Det var kul att lara kinna dig och ditt mer tillimpade filt.
Tack for Logiardssamarbetet vilket har varit riktigt spainnande!

Sara, Micke, Stefan, Laurent och Maria. Tack for genomlisning av
avhandlingen och for alla bra kommentarer som hjilpte till att forbittra den.

Ingela Throbéck. Min labguru nir jag borjade som doktorand, allt kunde
du svara pd! Tack for bra samarbete genom dren. Det har betytt mycket for

mig och projekten att fa jobba med dig.

Michael Schloter and Kristina Schauss. Thank you for letting me visit
your lab in Munich and for all help, it was a good experience for me.

63



Tack alla kollegor pa mikrobiologen.

Jag vill tacka alla personer som genom dren har tillhért samma grupperingar
som jag. Vi har delat lab och haft skojiga fester. Forst var det POP-
gruppen, sedan blev det C&N-gruppen och sist MECO-gruppen.
Ganska jonsiga namn men rackarns trevliga minniskor.

Jag vill tacka alla péarlor pa jobbet som hjilper till att géra mikro till en
riktigt bra arbetsplats: Maria E for en massa hjilp genom éren, Elisabet for
trolleri med GCn och diverse andra fiffiga saker, Anki och Susanne for god
hjdlp med allehanda saker som jag inte vet ett dugg om, Ingemar for hjilp
med diverse saker som jag vet innu mindre ndgot om och Sture for att du
ser till att jag fir 16n!

Mia och Lotta. Mina rara och alldeles fantastiska rumskamrater som jag har
fitt dela dessa dr med. Det har varit berikande pd mainga sitt, bade
yrkesmissigt och privat. Ni 4r riktigt bra vinner som jag vill ha kvar resten
av mitt liv. Det var nog tur att vi alla tre inte skrev avhandlingar samtidigt,
da vet jag inte om vi hade varit lika goda vinner...

Fikarumsentusiasterna. Ni riddar en trikig dag pa ett litet kick. Josses vad
det idr trevligt att fika. Det var bra att vi fick ett storre fikarum s vi inte
lingre har en uppdelning av mikros bidda korridorer utan att vi alla fikar
tillsammans. Undrar hur minga timmar genom daren jag har tillbringat dar?
Naigon som vigar gissa?

Till alla gulliga och roliga och tuffa tjejer som har blivit mina vinner genom
dren pd mikro. Tack for trevliga kalas och spritfester och diverse skoj som vi
har hittat pd, ni har lirt mig otroligt mycket. Eftersom ni vet vilka ni 4r sd
undviker jag att peka ut er... :0)

Tack till alla kompisar och deras familjer som inte har med mikrobiologen
att gora. Fast vi kanske inte triffar varandra si ofta si betyder ni vildigt
mycket for mig.

Kristina, min ildsta barndomskamrat. Det kinns tryggt att ha dig som vin
genom livet. Mina gymnasiekompisar Viktoria och Karolina. Raringar
frin Viken, gott att ha. Botaniktjejerna Anna och Mia, for god mat och
vackra blommor! Tvi riktigt viktiga saker 1 livet. Fler Ultunatjejer: Sara och
min gamla sambo Lulu. Kanske lyckas jag ta mig ifrin Uppsala nu och hilsa
pé er. Vinbrudarna f6r gott vin, fantastisk mat och trevligt sallskap.

64



Jag vill tacka mina forildrar Hanno och Christina for att ni alltid stiller upp
och finns till nirhelst jag behdver er. Ett extra tack till min mamma som
uppfostrade mig enligt livsfilosofin “huvudsaken ar att du ir lycklig”. Det ar
ritt sd skont att vixa upp med det kravet.

Min brorsa Anders. Vi dr ganska lika du och jag och det gor det hela
mycket spannande. Tack iven till min svigerska Jenny och barnen Frida
och Gustav.

Min allra kiraste syster Eva. Du ir sd klok och s bra och si bist att jag inte
riktigt fattar att vi dr systrar. Tack fOr att du gifte dig med Thomas i augusti
och fick mig att dndra fokus for en vecka. Lycka till yngsta herr och fru
Enwall!

Jonas. Min matlideman, musiknisse och filmfixare. Jag vill leva med dig och
vdra barn resten av mitt liv! Nir Alice kom blev livet helt, allt f1l pa plats.
Det var si hir det skulle vara. En familj, som dndrar ens fokus och fir en att
inse att ha kafferep med gosedjuren och plocka hostlov ar det bista som finns
1 hela virlden.

65




<<
  /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 /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /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 600
  /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 600
  /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 600
  /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 (None)
  /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 <>
    /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.)
    /SVE <>
  >>
  /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 [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


