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ABSTRACT

Information about the spatial patterns of soil biodiversity and understanding the effects of biodiversity on
ecosystem processes are limited. This study was conducted to determine whether biodiversity of soil macrofauna
features demonstrate spatial patterns in the Populus deltoides plantation in north of Iran. 150 soil samples were
taken using a grid sample of 40 x 40 m. Soil macrofauna were sampled by digging and hand sorting two 50 x 50
cm areas into a depth of 20 cm in each treatment. Abundance (the number of macrofauna) diversity (Shannon-
Weiner index), richness (Menhinick index) and evenness (Smith-Wilson index) were calculated using
geostatistics (variogram) in order to describe and quantify the spatial continuity. Some soil chemical and physical
properties were determined. The variograms of variable revealed the presence of spatial autocorrelation. The range
of influence was 710.9 m for abundance, 650.3 m for diversity, 720.90 m for richness and 410.9 m for evenness.
The kriging maps indicated that the soil macrofauna have spatial variability. Moreover, the spatial pattern of
macrofauna biomass is similar to the pattern of clay and pH of soil.
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INTRODUCTION

The soil macrofauna community consists of invertebrates. They spend an important part of their life cycle in soil
or inside the surface remnants. These invertebrates perform many ecological functions. Their functions such as
primary decomposition and redistribution of organic residues in soil profiles and presence in nutrient cycle in soil
have involved a lot of considerations about biodiversity and ecology of them (Ouedraogo et al. 2006).

Among the soil fauna communities, earthworms consist of the most biomass of soil invertebrates in most areas
and affect the physical, chemical and biological characteristics of soil (Jostone et al. 2014). The soil invertebrates’
distribution is restricted to under the influence of environmental factors.The mutability of soil physical and
chemical properties is considered as the most important reason for soil macrofauna variation (Mathieu et al. 2004).
Since the invertebrate’s reduction in the soil can include negative effects on soil structure, decomposition process,
and penetration process and gases exchange. Therefore, we need to determine the diversity, food and organism’s
abundance indicators in ecology, conservation programs, habitat management and ecosystem evaluation (Mathieu
et al. 2004). These indicators are beneficial for making the biodiversity pattern of soil macrofauna quantitative
(Gonglanski et al. 2008). Many authors have applied geostatistical methods to analyze the spatial pattern of soil
macrofauna (Gonglanski et al. 2008; Golami et al. 2016). The soil characteristics usually have spatial variations,
but these changes recognition especially in agricultural lands and natural resources is essential for accurate
planning and management. We need to be aware about this issue to increase profits and attain the sustainable
utilization (Ayoubi & Alizadeh 2007). Geostatistics is a branch of statistics which investigates the community
data coordinates and studies their locative structure (Khosravi & Abasi 2018).
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Geostatistics principles are based on the area variable theories which consider both structural and random changes
of location variables. In addition to the quantity of a sample quantum, the sample location is also considered.
Then, the samples can be analyzed together along the required quantity (Khosravi & Abasi 2018). The objective
of this study was to analyze the spatial pattern of abundance, evenness, richness and diversity of soil macrofauna
as well as to prepare the local distribution maps of these indicators by geostatistical approaches in order to manage
and plan appropriately along with to preserve the ecosystem for Populus deltoides plantations in north of Iran.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study area

This study was conducted in Guilan Province, north of Iran. The province has covered by field crops, poplar
plantations and natural forests. The study area is located at the Shafaroud forest lands (37° 34’ N, 49° 50" E).
Precipitation, relative humidity and mean annual temperature are 1242 mm, 83.5% and 16.0 °C respectively. The
elevation of study area is between 0 - 20 m above sea level, located in plain areas. The soil was formed from
alluvial fine-textured sediments with sandy loam texture, and with neutral to low acidic reaction.

Soil sampling

The samples were taken in a random-systematic grid from the upper 20 cm at 150 sampling points over 20 ha (40
x 40 m) on mid July 2015. The samples were air-dried and passed through a 2 mm sieve for analyzing chemical
and physical properties. Organic carbon (OC) was determined according to Walkley & Black (1934), total
nitrogen (N) by the Kjeldhal method, soil pH using a glass -electrode pH meter. Among soil physical properties,
soil texture in hydrometric method was employed and saturation percentage (SP) was calculated.

Soil macrofauna

Soil macrofauna were sampled by digging and hand-sorting two- 50 x 50 cm -areas into a depth of 20 cm in each
treatment. After detection, the organisms were placed in plastic bags and transported to the laboratory for biomass
assessment. The number of individuals for each sample was determined on the day of collection. Soil macrofauna
was defined according to Warren & Zou (2002), since invertebrates visible by the naked eye (macroscopic
organisms).

Geostatistical analyses

Before application of geostatistical analysis, anisotropy of each variable was reviewed by drawing the procedural
variograms. For the ideal variogram, three parameters can be stated as nugget effect, sill and range. The nugget
effect is the variance of non-structural element (random), the range indicates an approximate of whole variance
and the scope of influence determines the distance beyond which there is no place correlation among the
observations. The degree of place dependency of variables is obtained by the division of nugget effect variance
by the sill. Validation of variograms was attained by Jacknife method to determine the most suitable search radius
and number of neighbor points in order to minimize the kriging estimation error through GEOEASE software.
Regarding to the observed and estimated values, Mean Error (ME) and Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) were
computed. After controlling the validity of kriging parameters and gaining the most appropriate parameters for
interpolation of variables, the zoning and preparing the kriging maps were conducted. So that, interpolation was
performed via kriging. Number of animals (abundance), evenness (Smith —Wilson index), richness (Menhinick
index) and diversity (Shannon - Weiner index) were computed using Ecological Methodology software. These
indices calculated by the following equations (1, 2 and 3), (Pourbabaei 2004):

.. (5
Minhinick = (\/—%) 1)
Shannon H = ¥3_,(p;)(log, pi) 2
. ] 2 S-_l[log 22"” -5 10genf/5]2
Smith-Wilson = [;] arctan {=— - = 3)

Geostatistical analysis was determined using the GS* package program for the environmental sciences, version
10.
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RESULTS

The Tables 1 and 2 indicate that data distribution did not exhibit normal distribution regarding some variables. By
comparing variogram of variables in two moods of converted and non-converted (main data), it Become obvious
that the place structure of variograms was better once the converted data was used and it displayed more irregular
shape. When the skewness is not much high, there is no need to convert data. Hence, regarding to low values of
skewness, when the evenness, diversity and richness exhibited low deviation from normal distribution, all
geostatistical analyses were performed on the basis of main data (Tables 1 - 2).The model with minimum Reduced
Sums of Squares (RSS) and maximum R? were selected for fitness. The results indicated that most of variables
displayd spatial structure together with sill model. Most of the indices were followed by spherical model (Fig. 1).
The properties of variograms, the criteria to select model and control the validity for the characteristics of soil,
and also biodiversity of macrofauna have been inserted in Table 3. The correlation coefficients of fitted model
exhibited much proper values, displaying the appropriate number of sample in each step length to compute the
variogram. Negative amount in evaluating the validity of some variables indicates the bigger estimated values
than the real ones, while the positive amount exhibits smaller values compared to the real ones (Table 3).

Table 1. Summary of descriptive statistics for abundance and biodiversity of soil macrofauna

Attribute MEAN MIN MAX STDEV CV (%) SKEW KURT
Abundance 7.61 2 31 4.97 65.30 0.26 -0.21
Evenness 0.95 0.03 3.53 0.94 98.94 0.6 0.79
Richness 2.54 0.01 4.15 0.85 33.46 0.58 0.51
Diversity 2.27 0.03 4.49 1.02 44,93 0.93 0.26

MEAN: mean, MIN: minimum, MAX: maximum, STDEV: standard deviation, CV: coefficient of variation, SKEW: skewness, KURT: kurtosis, abundance:
Number of animals, diversity: Shannon-Weiner index, richness: Menhinick index, evenness: Smith— Wilson index.

Table 2. Statistics for some soil chemical and physical properties.

Attribute MEAN MIN MAX STDEV CV (%) SKEW KURT
oC (%) 2.58 1.38 3.96 0.97 37.59 -0.98 -0.38
Log OC 0.22 0.21 0.59 0.17 77.27 0.37 -0.26
N (%) 0.42 0.80 1.07 0.12 30.76 -1.56 -0.86
Log N 0.84 0.2 0.47 0.17 20.23 1.00 0.76
pH 6.40 5.22 6.69 0.35 5.33 -0.85 -0.59
SP (%) 45.3 1.42 55.7 0.58 1.28 0.32 -0.46
Sand (%) 25.18 10.6 37.24 13.06 51.56 0.25 -0.65
Clay (%) 38.67 7.36 4754 9.17 23.71 -0.44 -0.48
Silt (%) 24.41 5.35 35.59 10.01 41.00 0.19 0.84

OC: Organic Carbon content, N: Nitrogen content, pH: soil reaction, SP: saturation percentage.

Table 3. Parameters of semi-variograms for pairs of measured variable.

Variable Model Co Co+C Ao (M) Co/ Co+ C correlation ME RMSE
Abundance Exponential 0.20 1.18 710.9 16.94 strong 0.7 0.08
Diversity Spherical 0.23 111 650.3 20.72 strong 0.2 0.53
Richness Exponential 0.001 2.25 720.90 0.04 strong 0.12 0.25
Evenness Spherical 0.38 191 401.9 19.89 strong 1.02 0.09
OC (%) Spherical 0.156 1.05 620.20 14.85 strong 0.012 1.201
N (%) Spherical 0.010 0.066 530.80 15.15 strong 0.025 0.301
pH Spherical 6.06 5.22 410.67 5.77 strong 0.12 -0.55
SP (%) Spherical 0.175 1.10 432.10 15.90 strong 0.23 0.06
Sand (%) Linear 157.00 177.65 321.08 88.37 moderate 0.24 1.18
Silt (%) Linear 97.86 100.82 322.08 97.06 moderate 0.236 0.057
Clay (%) Exponential 97.50 135.01 320.00 49.99 weak 1.105 0.602

Co: nugget variance, Co + C: sill, Ao: Range of parameter, ME: Mean Error, RMSE: Root Mean Square Error.
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Kriging parameters were optimized by mutual validation method in order to minimize the estimation error. After
statistical estimation and kriging, in relation to some data, the function was returned from logarithmic mood into

initial one and the final maps were provided.

The spatial distribution maps relating to variables have been illustrated in Fig. 2. These maps demonstrate that the

Spatial analysis of biodiversity soil...

variables have not random pattern and have spatial disperse.

In the maps, the coordinates of X and Y have been given in UTM coordinate system vertically and horizontally.

The map legend shows the estimated value for the non-sampled points (Fig. 2).
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Fig. 1. Graphs of isotropic variograms and fitted models for the attributes of (A) diversity, (B) richness, (C)

evenness, (D) abundance, (E) OC, (F) pH, (G) N, (H) SP.
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Fig. 2. Kriging map graphs of variograms and fitted models for (A) diversity, (B) richness, (C) evenneiss, (D)
abundance.

DISCUSSION
The skewness of all abundance indicator, diversity index, richness and evenness tends to the right, exhibiting that

the abundance, richness, diversity and evenness contain lower values. Some authors have reported similar right-
tended skewness results concerning to the abundance and biodiversity of soil macrofauna (Rossi et al. 2006;
Golami et al. 2016). The indices of variation coefficient were relatively high. This parameter of macrofauna was
higher than the could be due to the mobility inherent characteristics of macrofauna.

No significant anisotropy was observed after measurement of the variability indicators, exhibiting that these
variable alterations were the same in different directions, which may be due to the variability of soil
characterization and those affecting the macrofauna population distribution in different directions (Gaston & Spice
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2000). The study of these variograms indicated that the data distribution of all poplar stand factors did not indicate
any trends in each indicator; and the variograms showed the spatial correlation. Notably, the considered
characteristics of soil macrofauna mostly confirm the spherical model. The fitness model given to abundance and
diversity variograms was also spherical. These patterns have been observed for earthworm species (Rossi et al.
2006).

The spatial correlation of abundance observations occurs at a greater distance, indicating that the condition of
these indicators is the same. Therefore, we can increase the sampling distance in this case (Akhavan & Kelain
2009). The smaller influence range represents high variability. Generally, the variograms domain and their other
parameters are relatively similar regarding the calculated indices, revealing that the distribution conditions and
the biodiversity distribution pattern of soil macrofauna are identical in the study area. In other words, the processes
leading to measure abundance, evenness, and richness as well as the diversity variations are the same.

The Kriging maps showed that the soil macrofauna diversity indices did not contain a random pattern and had
spatial distribution. A similar distribution is nearly observed for considered indicators which imply the similarity
of spatial distribution pattern in these variables. The Kriging maps illustrated the gradual and continuous changes
in the indicators well. In this study, the spatial distribution pattern of soil macrofauna is nearly similar to the
spatial distribution of silt and pH which also had a positive correlation with this feature, while negative correlation
with the clay percentage. Areas exhibiting more abundance, diversity, richness and evenness, are located in
regions with greater coverage and appropriate soil properties, which may be due to more humidity in these regions.
Sometimes, cumulative macrofauna spots were observed which may also be the result of specific nutritional
conditions and vegetation in these areas. Local distribution of soil macrofauna was under the influence of factors
such as alterations in organic matter and soil texture (Ghorbanzadeh et al. 2017).

The value of Shannon-Weiner index was 2.27 which represented the high biodiversity in poplar. The variation
range of Shannon-Weiner varies usually between 0.5 and 1.5 - 3.5 (Southwood & Henderson 2000). Lower values
indicate stress and instability in the environment, whereas higher values exhibit the increased biodiversity in the
region. The increasing amount of this index is due to the fact that the biological conditions such as humidity and
food source were higher in that stand. Since the richness of soil organisms depends on several conditions and
resources, the canopy variations affect the survival of soil organisms (Negrete-Yankelevich et al. 2008). The high
richness in the stand can explain this matter. Noteworthy, in a forest or stand, the two factors, i.e. stability and
diversity are interdependent to each other and have complementary effects. In fact, a stand should contain a
relative stability (balance) to increase diversity. Despite the relative stability under these conditions, increased
diversity leads to maintain stability (sustainability). Therefore, when Shannon-Weiner index is high in a stand, at
first, it indicates the stability of the area that was found in poplar. The studied physical and chemical properties
exhibited high correlation and their nugget effect in variograms was low. In general, the difference in the soil
characteristics variability was due to the soil forming effects and land management processes. On the other hand,
spatial correlation is severely under the influence of scale in each study. Therefore, in the present study, the
features which display kja weak or fairly spatial correlation, may exhibit a stronger spatial correlation on smaller
scales. The effective range of variograms in stand was large, representing a broader spatial structure, more uniform
distribution and in fact, more spatial correlation in the variable values (Khosravi & Abasi 2016). The soil nitrogen
range has been reported to be less than the other soil characteristics in in the present study. In fact, a spatial
correlation exists for this variable at a small distance. Probably, the smaller nitrogen effect range originates from
higher nitrogen mobility in the soil and soil disturbance by the organisms. Based on the ME statistics, the
prediction of physical and chemical soil properties contained the least skew. Based on the RSME statistics,
Kriging's prediction is more accurate about these variables. Kriging maps indicated that some of the studied
characteristics did not comprise a random pattern and included a spatial distribution.

These maps illustrated that the pattern of soil distribution properties can be found through spatial locality
recognition. The results exhibited that spatial variations of soil characteristics including sand, silt, and clay
percentages reflect the geological pattern and parent material of the region gradually and gently.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
We specially thank the Iran National Science Foundation (INFS) which provided financial support through the
whole times of our study.

Caspian J. Environ. Sci. Vol. 17 No. 2 pp. 155~162 Received: Aug. 28. 2018 Accepted: Feb. 10. 2019
DOI: 10.22124/cjes.2019.3409 Article type: Research
©Copyright by University of Guilan, Printed in I.R. Iran



Ghorbanzadeh et al. 161

REFERENCES

Akhavan, R & Klain, K 2009, Kriging efficiency in forest inventory estimation and mapping. Iranian Journal of
Forest and Poplar Research, 2: 318 — 303 (In Persian).

Ali Asgarzad, N 2010, Laboratory Methods on Soil Biology. Tabriz University Press, Tabriz, Iran.

Ayoubi, SH & Alizadeh, M 2007, Assessment spatial variability of soil erodibility by using of geostatistic and
GIS (Case study MEHR watershed of SABZEVAR). Journal of the Iranian Natural Resources, 60: 369 —
382 (In Persian).

Gonglanski, KB, Gorshkova, IA, Karpov, Al & Pokarzhevskii, AD 2008, Do boundaries of soil animal and plant
communities coincide? A case study of a Mediterranean forest in Russia, European Journal of Soil Biology,
44: 355 — 363.

Golami, SH, Sayad, E, Gebbers, R, Schirrmann, M, Joschko, M & Timmerd, J 2016, Spatial analysis of riparian
forest soil macrofauna and its relation to abiotic soil properties, Pedobiologia, 59: 27 — 36.

Ghorbanzadeh, N, Salehi, A, Pourbabaei, H, Soltani Tolarood, A & Alavi, J 2017, Spatial variability of soil
microbial indices in common alder common alder (Alnus glutinosa) stands using a geostatistical approach in
northern Iran. Journal of Forestry Research, 28: 108- 117.

Gaston, M & Spice, V 2000, Soil quality for sustainable land management, Organic matter and aggregation
interactions that maintain soil functions, Agronomy Journal, 94: 38 - 47.

Johnston, ASA, Holmstrup, M, Hodson, ME, Thorbek, P, Alvarez, T & Sibly RM 2014, Earthworm distribution
and abundance predicted by a process-based model, Applied Soil Ecology, 84: 112 - 123.

Khosravi, Y & Abasi, A 2016, Spatial analysis of environmental data with geostatistics. Zanjan.

Mathieu, J, Rossi, J, Grimaldi, M, Mora, PH, Lavelle, P & Rouland, C 2004, A multi-scale study of soil
macrofauna biodiversity in Amazonian pastures, Biology Fertility of Soils, 40: 300 - 305.

Negrete-Yankelevich, S, Fragoso, C, Newton, AC, Russell, G & Heal OW 2008, Species-specific characteristics
of trees can determine the litter macroinvertebrate community and decomposition process below their
canopies, Plant Soil, 307: 83 — 97.

Ouedraogo, E, Mando, A & Brussaard, L 2006, Soil macrofauna affect crop nitrogen and water use efficiencies
in semi-arid West Africa, European Journal of Soil Biology, 42: 275 - 277.

Rossi, JP, Mathieu, J, Cooper, M & Grimaldi, M 2006, Soil macrofauna biodiversity in Amazonian pastures,
Matching sampling with pattern, Soil Biology and Biochemistry, 38: 2178 -2187.

Southwood, N & Henderson, J 2000, Spatial scales of soil bacterial diversity-the size of a clone, Microbiology
Ecology, 48: 119 - 127.

Walkley, A & Black, TA 1934, An examination of the dahlias off method for determining organic matter and a
proposed modification of the chromic acid titration method, Soil Science, 37: 29 - 38.

Warren, MRW & Zou, X 2002, Soil macrofauna and litter nutrients in three tropical tree plantations on a disturbed
site in Puerto Rico, Forest Ecology Management, 170: 161 — 171.

Caspian J. Environ. Sci. Vol. 17 No. 2 pp. 155~162 Received: Aug. 28. 2018 Accepted: Feb. 10. 2019
DOI: 10.22124/cjes.2019.3409 Article type: Research
©Copyright by University of Guilan, Printed in L.R. Iran



162 Spatial analysis of biodiversity soil...

3o Populus deltoides wawigids s 5,55 paiwo 30 S5 1999,5b 405 S0 Ol juuis
olnl Jos sla JSo

¥ sole Julo dw F39,¥ b Slalu e F ol e I SUygr o ol ol 3 I

el eedl e dons | Bieo olSLiils 65,5liS 5 crabs gulie 00Siil ¢ LA 0g,5-Y
U‘)”‘ ‘)53 auo)u\.o u.u).‘ olKisls ‘@li)b ‘QBJ.C 9 Gsu...lo GL..A oaseisly 56)‘J.liz.> 05;—\“

Sl S s drago ¢ DLT olK2ils ( rnb qulis 00SEIS g JAlKiz 05,5-)

QYNNVIVY 2oy 2ol V)81 5 il o fu )

oS

el SO s wssST sl Tb 09, O DIl Cosl o ple S i £95 e 5551 050 50 Sl
Olrl Jlo 55 (oadgids pgio loa Sz ;o S (989 Sle (st £95 la )b Gl G (o) 2 iz GBS
Slaigas Slalad o ¢ s ) & (5,10 paigad Wad (5 slaer (Solal plate S Ay a4y S 4iged 100 285 ploxl
£ slo L (Wged axksd 1o 45 y588,Slo JS slows) gl . alowl yie il Yo e 4y 5 yio il Bexd+ slal 4
s 8l &bl ey g, 3l ool b cmslons 5l (Seigin) L g (GgmabigmConmnsl) (316355 (Glogmools)
s ad Gl S pled 5 (So5d Sleogas 5l (S i8S 8 Ll 0550 (S (Shen 035 (o5 5
Slgl sl aels wisg Jlociin slaJae b olyen Sl bl Ghls (cwyp S50 (slamiite dan a5 ol o] Sily
bt iy 5 slaaiis ol Comy 3158y sl e F1 /8 5 Le 20 VY /R0 uggis oo $0+/Y (20 V) /A 1y595 SLo
A1 s Geizmen il oo (e (5581 syl 5wt (Bolai (01 S sleaShg 5 999, Lo el 45 0
sl PH g oy a0 (20515 5Tl aliio (585 Lo oy (SIS0

Jyte g™

Bibliographic information of this paper for citing:

Ghorbanzadeh, N, Pourbabaei, H, Salehi, A, Soltani Toolarood, A, Alavi, SJ 2019, Spatial analysis of biodiversity
soil macrofauna in Populus deltoides plantation of northern forests of Iran. Caspian Journal of Environmental
Sciences, 17: 155-162

Copyright © 2019
Caspian J. Environ. Sci. Vol. 17 No. 2 pp. 155~162 Received: Aug. 28. 2018 Accepted: Feb. 10. 2019
DOI: 10.22124/cjes.2019.3409 Article type: Research

©Copyright by University of Guilan, Printed in I.R. Iran



