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Soil enzyme activity and their kinetics in broadleaf forests of

Beijing mountainous areas
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Abstract: To study the relationship between characteristics of soil enzymes and soil physicochemical properties
of broadleaf forests in the Beijing mountainous area and to determine the feasibility of using soil enzyme activi-
ty as well as kinetic parameters as the evaluation indexes of soil fertility, soil from Robinia pseudoacacia, mixed
Betula platyphylla-Populus davidiana, Quercus dentata, and Castanea mollissima, four kinds of broadleaf forests
in Beijing, were selected as the research objects. Variance, correlation analysis, and principal component anal-
ysis  (PCA) were used for analysis of four soil enzymes activity (urease, peroxidase, polyphenol oxidase, and
catalase) and kinetic characteristics in the 0-20 c¢m, 20-40 c¢m, and 40-60 c¢m soil depths. Results showed
that enzyme activity, maximum rate of enzymatic reaction (V ), and the indicator of enzymatic reaction rate
(Vou/K,)  (where K,, is Michaelis constant) of urease and catalase significantly decreased (P<<0.05) with an
increase of soil depth. However, K,, had not significant variation. Soil enzymatic reaction efficiency depends not
only on enzyme activity but also on its kinetics. Enzyme activity, V.., and V,./K, of urease as well as enzyme
activity and K,, of peroxidase could be used to reflect soil fertility in the Beijing mountain forests with other
important indexes to evaluate being soil organic matter, total N, available K, available P, and available Fe.
[Ch, 2 fig. 6 tab. 29 ref.]
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T BERGAE S A LY AR BT R ) E T OC R TR, RS S T A WA A
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TIENE AR B R 2B AT, B EA SR PR NAZ R P AERZ LIEREE Y m, WS
- SEEEAR S LB S A R A MBS s RN G 2 DIOR R A0l A #5219 3 o, BEXE AR
MHEENIFRE D, HAEEZES, fI# Robinia psedoacacia #k, W FE Castanea mollissima K, H
Quercus dentata kA I} 11145 Populus davidiana- A ¥E Betula platyphylla FRJ2 b 5 1L b 5 5 (1 f7 AR 28 A0,
BEOOF CARTR A S I M A Bl A S Bl ) A AR AR A OGRS A . it ARBESEEERRRIRE . tiAg- e
AR FIAR SEAR TS L3R5, WFSE SR EE . 2 By ARG A STk W e A S S T S B ) e
fiE, JEdE— BRI E R AT, A0 AT LU A RRAE I 7P o -3 AE Ty p T AT, SEECA B L 1A 4R
B, DU by 58 38 AU AR 398 5 i DE A 1R &R S BRI AR IR
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1.1 #F#

VeI BEAR I . W ) AR T A R AR . ARCSEAR L MREAR L LA K LA - ETHEMRC BF SRS . B 100 m X
100 m ARyEREHL (R 1), AFFEHLSR 5 20 m x 20 m 9 25 SR, F R BEALEBORE I 26 5L 5 AN FE 5 ARIE
BN, S HIRERE N 0~20, 20~40 F1 40~60 cm () LR AFES , KT RIS, B 4 CokA b {7
e il

®1 HREMER

Table 1 General situation of experimental sites

MR W Hm BRI R em BEEE/(C) MR RS em XA E/m R/ (B -hm™?) B 2
RP 576 0.7 18 Rt 11.51 6.09 778 0.65
BP 1270 5.5 19 (4 13.10 10.97 1149 0.93
QD 710 0.2 22 R 14.90 8.72 871 0.67
CM 525 0 15 AL 7.43 3.11 864 0.72

BEHA . RPAURAMEAM, BP AR IIA-FAAEsk, QD FURM, CM AR

1.2 WRFE
121 g mAck fm 2 T HEUR A R TR A s REeA MU SN s R ZCR B IR -5
AR A -V A0S s 3 50w R H R IR SR S - s B P b (i s - 38l R0 SR ) & IR B 13 4t - K
MRS s pHAECR R BT BIEARCSER . S, B, #1°R A DTPA-TEA 1242-AAS 751
122 E3EEEEW RS A F AR IREGTE PR &E 8 i L 60k, BRIETELL 37 °C, 24 h + I RcE
BEMEFR (ng-g); 2 FALHE I 000 P 05 PR AR R = b, WG dELL 30 °C, 2 h -3
AR E T RWERR (ng-g) ;o A0 A BHE MR FH S A B B o 1, BTG PE L 20 min 3TN AR S
iR B 1) i 2R (mL-g ™) o

L2 (O SRIE S 14 s 1 RULU DA 2 N [ D A 1 I o7 5 R a7/ B D R = i & D L RS == S (S
it £ 40 10 ) ARk 38 B Sy A SBERAIE S N W) B BE (Vo) o FEARHIE Lineweaver-Burk 772 (1), FIH 1/Vo X% 1/S fEE,
SR AN TR B SR )V s Ko B LIV P2

1/Vy =11V e + Ky 1V e X1/S (1)

(D Vo NEFIE VIR TE 5 Vo R EEAR SN W) B KR, P RAE 4 3l 2 5 Wl A2 S 0 3k 2 5 7E g
JIFE RS, RUERY S K, AORICHE B, REFMRREE S 2, RS RA ¢, 508 EITX,
A RAERG SR R MG J) 5 S AR EE (mol - L7) o v, JIR IS 9 #k B2 2 0.008, 0.020, 0.080 Al
0.600 mol - L™, S I} 1] 43 %124 6.0, 12.0, 18.0 F124.0 h; £y A LGS Y 2 Jy 0.080, 0.160, 0.320
F11 0.480 mol - L™, [ [ BF[E] 43 %)k 0.5, 1.0, 2.0 1 3.0 h; 3348 4L ¥ B s 90 ik &5 > 0.008, 0.040, 0.080
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F10.160 mol-L™, W BF 4> 5k 0.5, 1.0, 2.0 F13.0 h; 1L SRy 0.088, 0.176, 0.352,
0.528, 0.704 F1 0.880 mol-L™", J [ i) 4> 4 2.0, 4.0, 8.0 Al 10.0 min,
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Figure 1 Enzyme activity in the soil under different plantations
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M3 FH BREEETES Vi, TREEEES Vi/Ka, Vil/Ka 5 Ve BIAHE R E 5109 0905, 0918
10.927, KB FEAKAKNY, 5K, BAAHK; ZHALHREES VK Z2F5HK0.895), 5 Vi
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Table 2 Kinetic parameters of soil enzyme

ik 1 Z 1 E AL i 1 AL ) il FURE R CaaN et
TEHR Vil V!
AR E{% K./ Vil (Rgs K./ Vil (ngs Ko/ K./
Elem  (pgg's Vol Ko VoulK,, VoK, (pg-g' Vil Ko
b (ng-g™) g'*h™) (pg-g™) g'h™) (pg-g™) b (ng-g™)

RP 0~20 5.76 Ba 7.13Cb 0.81 Aa 0.26 Aa 0.11 Ab 2.44 Ba 0.75 ABb 0.04 Ba 16.81 Bc 1.19 Ba 1.05Bb 1.13 Aa
20~40 3.58 Ab 13.55 Ba 0.26 Ab 0.28 Aa  0.19 Aa 1.50 Bb 1.02 Aa  0.04 Aa 27.17 Bb 0.46 Bb 0.76 ABc 0.61 Bb
40~60 2.70 Ac 11.34 Cab 0.24 Ab  0.21 ABa 0.12 Ab 1.78 Cb  0.76 Bb  0.02 Cb 43.29 Ba 0.32Bb 135 Aa  0.24 Cc

BP 0~20 7.21 Aa 9.41 BCc 0.77 Aa 0.15Ba 0.08 Ba 2.00 Ca 0.65 Bc 0.09 Aa 7.52 Cb 2.06 Aa 1.72 Aa 120 Aa
20~40 2.04 Bb 12.04 Bb 0.17 ABb 0.12 Ba 0.09 Ba 1.31 Bb 0.88 Bb  0.05 Aa 17.39 Ca 0.02Cb 0.27 Bb  0.08 Cb
40~60 1.25 Bb 2849 Aa 0.04 B¢ 0.14 Ba 0.08 Ba 1.66 Cb 1.04 Aa 0.06 Aa 16.00 Ca 0.02 Cb 0.41 Cb 0.06 Db

QD 0~20 4.28 Ba 22.01 Ab 0.19 Ca 0.19 ABb 0.06 Ba 2.99 Ac 0.88 ABa 0.03 Ba 29.94 Ab 1.32Ba 1.10 Ba 120 Aa
20~40 1.62 Cb 2891 Aa 0.06 Bb 0.28 Aa 0.08 Ba 3.51 ABb 0.83 Ba 0.02 Ba 35.09 Ab 1.16 Aab 1.13 Aa  1.02 Aab
40~60 1.52 Bb 30.97 Aa 0.05Bb 0.29 Aa 0.06 Ba 4.77 Ba 0.82 Ba 0.01 Ca 66.23 Aa 0.82 Ab 1.16 ABa 0.70 Ab

CM 0~20 3.46 Ba 1239 Bb 028 Ba 0.15Bb 0.08 Ba 2.00 Cb 1.02 Aa 0.03 Ba 30.03 Aab 0.20 Cb 0.54 Cb 0.37 Ba
20~40 2.70 Ab 10.05 Bb 0.27 Aa 0.26 Aa 0.07 Ba 3.85 Ab 0.61 Bb 0.02 Ba 36.23 Aa 0.44 Ba 092 Aa 047 Ba
40~60 1.33 Be 21.52 Ba 0.06 Bb  0.20 ABb 0.03 Cb 6.05 Aa  0.69 Bb 0.03 Ba 22.94 Cb 0.38 Ba 0.81 Ba 0.46 Ba

BB RP AR MIBEAR, BP R -1k, QD FRFMR, CM AR SAIEM . ARIRI kS T8 35 il — 42 R [ b8 22 57
% (P<0.05); A [l/ING 5 132 5 AR R bR A [7 4 J22 22 53 3 (P<<0.05)
e, VoulK, 1K, 204G o 8L WG VolK, Fl Ky BZ A 8N Ve 5 VoulKa,
K, ¥ B8/, HEE N 0815 F10.937, V./K, Fl K, HIEFHELE,

®3 FAEMETLEBIFEEBXSHT

Table 3 Correlation analysis of soil enzyme characteristics under different plantations

BERFAE(E 354 Vi K,  Vw/K, Filg MERFAEAE 95k Vi K, VoulK,,

i it igés 1.000 WA EE 1.000

V e 0.905**  1.000 Vi 0.334 1.000

K, -0.596%  -0.645* 1.000 K, -0.550 0.022 1.000

Vol K. 0.918**  0.927**% -0.734** 1.000 Vol K. 0.205 -0.028 -0.826%*  1.000
Z WAL & 1.000 WA EE 1.000

Vi 0.614* 1.000 Vo 0.439 1.000

K, -0.446 0.260 1.000 K., 0.352 0.815**  1.000

Vol K., 0.895%* 0424  -0.666%  1.000 Vol K. 0.456 0.937**  0.698* 1.000

Y. * RN 2R W (P<0.05), ** H/RFE R (P<0.01)

24 TEMFES TEEAERBEXSHT

FJR LR T BRACEMSL, HRARAEUT 2 LR R T RIZ, (R — i ORI AR 4
Mo ANTEIAREY -3 pH (E X 2 55 FRYVE BV o BRACI AL, HA Al S 1 R B B 2 R 2 e
E’\Jfﬁ?)ﬁ(% 4)o

HENREE . O ALY TS R A LB . U | AR Ik N O A O s R I 2 S
BV e F Vool Ko, 3 BAC D B2 SR Ky SABLT . 250 RO 2 b 38 1 2 1R o LA A 2808k
AR AR Z AR R O ARG . AR BB AE PR S PR R O O M A 22 BUTE AR S
(£5),
25 THEBETFEMSAN

PAFE XS 1 S AE Sy AT VR i, 35 S R A o RS, SO 0L AR ME 45 b HG o g P R AR A
W, TR AT AL A TN D BOLA G I, RN R R R R fE B A, HAtZ M
ARG, MRERALR B B, AR AE - NE 5T h A B T g R RS ET .
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Table 4  Physicochemical properties of soil under different plantations

wE BE BR<

o Z 200002 00200002 0.002 p w mmiﬁl/ w Mi/] w ¢amfl w ¢wwi/l w mkeﬂl/] w ﬁ‘wmﬁ w ﬁ‘mfr‘(ﬁ w ﬁmwj
T (g-kg™) (g-kg™) (mg-kg™) (mg-kg') (mg-kg™) (mg-kg') (mg-kg') (mg-kg™)
0~20 5449 38.74 6.77 6.57 31.81 1.32 2.06 148.5 23.16 17.37 1.42 0.68
RP 20~40 6297 30.14 6.90 6.53 20.16 0.87 1.78 70.0 14.22 16.85 0.39 0.82
40~60 49.51 42.74 775 6.54 8.08 0.46 1.03 56.5 8.54 12.17 0.16 0.47
0~20 48.62 45.74 5.64 6.13 8I1.10 4.09 3.33 135.0 77.57 14.46 1.23 0.45
BP 20~40 35.46 53.63 1092 6.08 29.65 1.43 1.42 62.0 43.40 6.39 0.26 0.21
40~60 23.44 66.13 1043 6.26 18.78 1.23 1.16 69.5 37.34 4.85 0.19 0.54
0~20 70.51 24.01 549 571 2843 0.97 1.71 47.5 36.02 64.82 1.03 0.55
QD 20~40 58.25 3591 584 548 10.74 0.39 1.20 24.3 17.34 56.13 0.40 0.46
40~60 69.72 24.79 549 6.40 7.50 0.15 0.85 20.5 9.49 42.71 0.16 0.17
0~20 57.11 3491 799 5.64 13.59 0.61 2.58 52.0 63.81 40.32 1.75 2.10
CM 20~40 64.48 28.31 722 6.87 8.74 0.36 2.26 50.0 17.82 15.71 0.69 1.32
40~60 57.33 33.54 9.13 7.13 7.71 0.39 1.39 60.0 13.52 9.76 0.53 1.57

LWL RP AR, BP AR II- sk, QD UMM, CM UM Ak
®5 ITEMBEESTEBEAERPEXXR
Table 5 Correlations between enzyme activity as well as its kinetic characteristics and the physicochemical properties of the soil under

different plantations

Bk RfRfE pH{H AWK ER M Fhki AR AR AR ARG
it

Jix T 1 -0.043 0.634* 0.571 0.644%* 0.870** -0.318 0.397 -0.090  0.706* 0.018
V -0.258 0.793%*  0.739%* (.784** 0.775%*  -0.445 0.609%* 0.050  0.741%* 0.017
K. 0.450 -0.490 -0.405 -0.162 -0.390 0.411 -0.162 -0.234  -0.190 0.539
VoK,  —0.136 0.760**  0.700*  0.598* 0.851**  -0.425 0.403 -0.028 0.580%* -0.217
Z W A ACRE T 0268  -0.426 -0.491 -0.262 -0.388 -0.532 -0.581%* 0.420 -0.124 0.075
V i 0518  -0.454 -0.475 -0.065 -0.056 -0.253 -0.640%* -0.030 -0.018 0.412
K., 0.195 0.098 0.097 0.074 0.329 0.042 -0.193 -0.340 -0.104 -0.098
Vol Ko 0214 -0.432 -0.460 -0.269 -0.450 -0.323 -0.390 0.334  -0.109 0.183
WA IR -0.289  -0.726%* -0.761** -0.552 -0.712*%*  -0.087 -0.439 0.503 -0.240 0.094
Vo 0.037 -0.171 -0.157 -0.094 -0.092 0.441 0.038 -0.127  -0.051 0.200
K. -0.213 0.873**  0911** 0.518 0.625% 0.041 0.728**  -0.318 0.191 -0.381
Vol Koo 0.389 -0.637* -0.624* -0.362 -0.459 0.105 -0.551 0.051 -0.211 0.487
TEAAT -0.273 0.492 0.366 0.389 0.338 -0.849%*  0.137 0.564 0.467 -0.204
V e 0.106 0.562 0.553 0.880%** 0.589*  -0.368 0.523 -0.109 0.729%% 0.428
K. 0.244 0.333 0.349 0.551 0.385 -0.438 0.175 -0.122 0.394 0.293
Vol K. 0.110 0.348 0.307 0.819%* 0.497 -0.420 0.370 0.029 0.810%* 0.575

YLl * RORZES W (P<0.05), ** FIR2E 50T (P<0.01)

SERRBEEIE L, Vo MV o Ko A B 1 38 3 S840 W0 B I M D K, 5 20 0 8 A T 2 B AL AR A O AR DG 1
P BA — 5 1 AL A TS0 DR i 0kt ke 2 B DR TR 7, o e S B o S b R il 45 A
— AR M. AR 6 IR 5 1 E T E ST R R, N 50.93%, 4 A>Tl BRIt J7 22 vTmk
ik 91.81%. KL, Hi 4 LM IIZE G 1R PRIEA RE S b IR T RGN L 5 E .

HIIED 2 R 50 1 F2 o AIER 2 8o o0 il e B 1 7 228 R 1Y 50.93% 1 17.94% , [R5 Z #H 5
PERIY AT LA S B2 N 1~ 28 1 Bl EE 5 A PLE (7=0.930), 2% (r=0.909), HAH (r=
0.862), HALHE(r=0.834), HRLEL(r=0.747), iAW K, (r=0.774) , DR 36 V5 (r=0.832) , V(=
0.925), V../K.(r=0.876) A5G, 55 2 F i £ 254 M0 (r=0.928) A1 5 . ikt 7 nl 4 PP A 1 S E
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BB
3 it

b SR I PR AR A S AR AT B HAL 3 Fh %6 TETHSBEE
RN A 31 4 Ak S 1 T ) T R e Table 6 Principal component eigenvalues of the tested soils
0, FEIR M B A A R 0 AR B R AE LgE| FEAE AR J5 25 BTk R/ % FR Ty 22 BTk %
IR L B AR T AR Bl Ry B RS 764 5093 5093
AR, P PR A e 0 2 B 209 1794 0887
BAECE D). IR 6 A Smetmy 0 T 1l 1274 81.61

o N N %4 E 1.53 10.20 91.81
I A A RS ™, A AR B e
LM TR IER A AR A wH [
%, KUREFHEREARE LI ARE wwnmmen |
MG RN 2 —, LR mA ), 4 I L
%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%i%Wﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬂ;§oa Al M%Vm,ﬁA@ﬂM
PEALR UG R m%a%ﬁ:aow L . b 35

{1 ilﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ(ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁ [F] MR 2 ﬁ‘itﬁ%@ﬁ —0.4 L R A
TEVERRE M A2 AL, BT IRAMEA . —0.6 Bk ,, T

TRk A TREY . YR A M LE 08 pH -
SIS AR I B T 0 e 06040200 02 04 06 0.8 1.0
A TE SRR, A, SR b B
IR UM e, JRVEM R ) i B2 23R ERHBETHERS
TEI‘ ﬁ =z [8,15,21]0 Zl—‘ﬁﬁ%@f @J H Iﬁ] B %VE ( & Figure 2 Factor loading of main composition of soil

2), Btk 1 b MR R AR O PR L T i PR bR o b e SR A R L ) R B
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BRI R o 80 Sl e A S 2 1 2 b e R XS - SRR A M O R IR (AR TER . A
Tl At S5 17 5 2 AN SO T L S PR A AR, kS 003 Pk SO S TR i 4 i 2 Bl ) S R AR [
RECR e SO A T LR o DRI, LR I P g RS S R T T R S L 4 2 TR I A e Al
B BEAE o L O~20 em - S8 R Al i B N AL S8R D 91, MR b SRR A A A3 de LUk 0] A
HiA7- T REAR 08 . W SRR AR PR 358 o b A PS80 ) AN TR o T 0355 P B 0 SR T - 00 2 A
ﬁ#ﬂ%%%m%oW%Mi%%%ﬂﬁmwméﬁﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁ%%ﬁﬁ,%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂim@,
AR AR B DR I 9% R R AR TR AR e, B TS MR A . BE-IRPICE A R, HEARRCR A 1
- 1 REAR - 8 MR T 3% 1 S 3 T LAt 3 B g %%@@Em {ELphy T35 1 - R 0 25 ) R
ok JFL T e S 7 A A 3O3R T SR bR 38, i e T AR SRR AR AR S 5 i SRObE - 98 JUR il % 17 B SR IR T
PEAR, AELER T AR e T 1k K K (AN, (AR ff Bz AL o TR AR LR (18T 1, 2)

4 b

SRR PR A At 3l T (B AR SR ) 1) 98 e S A ST 1 B S R 8 Tt ek
HE 2 9y AP T R o 2 00 O P AN TRDPR R S ) TR R AR AN ] o SR AR g A i 4 A S V ﬁV/&
Wit - TR L (S i ek 5 2 M SR T R i AL W i 1) B0 ) A S RO TR AR A o R AR B Ak R
AR T L SRS, LB g SRR AR 2 X AR B A T RN, A A A B T X R S )
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fifp o kSR 1A b 2K B P AN 2l ) 2 2RO I ) R B AR, RIS, Vi, VK AL
AACYIBE R, K T RAAE S S W AU 5T 1 ] bR SBERE T iR b, i 22 B AR A i R I S A U S
P53 122 S RO HIE Ty B SR o R IRIREE I TG E Ve A Vo/K VLSRG EAC YIS K, A
BB, A% JEACHT . AW . A RO AE P R AR D A E 50 Lt i AR AL T IR B0 Y 2R

5 5% Xk
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