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1  |  INTRODUC TION

Microorganisms are abundant and diverse in soil, with estimates 
of up to 1010 cells and 103 to 105 different species in a single gram 
of soil (Hoorman, 2010; Roesch et al., 2007). Those microbes play 

an integral role within the soil ecosystem, serving as linchpins 
for various critical functions, including nutrient cycling (Yadav 
et al., 2021), carbon sequestration (Bhattacharyya et al., 2022), 
and water regulation (Creamer et al., 2022). A comprehensive un-
derstanding of microbial assembly contributes to our knowledge 
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Abstract
Soil microbial diversity mediates a wide range of key processes and ecosystem ser-
vices influencing planetary health. Our knowledge of microbial biogeography patterns, 
spatial drivers and human impacts at the continental scale remains limited. Here, we 
reveal the drivers of bacterial and fungal community distribution in Australian topsoils 
using 1384 soil samples from diverse bioregions. Our findings highlight that climate 
factors, particularly precipitation and temperature, along with soil properties, are 
the primary drivers of topsoil microbial biogeography. Using random forest machine- 
learning models, we generated high- resolution maps of soil bacteria and fungi across 
continental Australia. The maps revealed microbial hotspots, for example, the east-
ern coast, southeastern coast, and west coast were dominated by Proteobacteria 
and	Acidobacteria.	 Fungal	 distribution	 is	 strongly	 influenced	 by	 precipitation,	with	
Ascomycota dominating the central region. This study also demonstrated the impact 
of human modification on the underground microbial community at the continen-
tal scale, which significantly increased the relative abundance of Proteobacteria and 
Ascomycota, but decreased Chloroflexi and Basidiomycota. The variations in micro-
bial phyla could be attributed to distinct responses to altered environmental factors 
after human modifications. This study provides insights into the biogeography of soil 
microbiota, valuable for regional soil biodiversity assessments and monitoring micro-
bial responses to global changes.
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of soil functions and ecological regulations. However, our com-
prehension of their spatial distribution and the environmental fac-
tors shaping their variation, particularly at the continental scale, 
remains largely unknown. This limitation comes from a combina-
tion of factors, including the high density and diversity of soil mi-
croorganisms, as well as the limited availability of sampling and 
monitoring networks operating at extensive spatial scales (Karimi 
et al., 2020). Notably, microbial populations do not exhibit uniform 
distribution in soils, and the composition of microbial communi-
ties can exhibit significant variations within just a few centimetres 
(O'Brien et al., 2016). Moreover, the intricate composition of mi-
crobial communities and their interactions with the environment 
often necessitate the use of multiple and complementary tech-
niques to effectively capture their spatial distribution. The recent 
development of molecular technologies through DNA fingerprint-
ing has advanced our understanding of soil microbial communities 
(Orgiazzi et al., 2015).	 For	 instance,	 amplicon	 sequencing	 using	
housekeeping genetic biomarkers is currently widely used for mi-
crobial identification and taxonomy (Ishii & Sadowsky, 2009; Park 
& Won, 2018).

Microbial distribution is not random; rather, it is intricately 
associated with ecological niches that provide specific environ-
mental conditions favouring the growth and survival of particu-
lar microbial taxa (He et al., 2020; Hibbing et al., 2010). Notably, 
soil properties, including pH (Delgado- Baquerizo et al., 2017; 
Shi et al., 2018), nutrients and organic carbon contents (Oliverio 
et al., 2020; Peng et al., 2019; Siciliano et al., 2014), as well as soil 
texture (Constancias et al., 2015), have emerged as important driv-
ers influencing microbial diversity and abundance across diverse 
soil	 types.	 For	 example,	 niche	difference	of	pH	was	 reported	 to	
structure the arbuscular mycorrhizal fungal community (Dumbrell 
et al., 2010). Moreover, environmental factors like climate (Bahram 
et al., 2018; Qin et al., 2023) and topography (Peng et al., 2019), 
exert their own distinct regulations on microbial spatial patterns. 
Additionally, anthropogenic interventions, including agricultural 
practices, have demonstrated significant alterations to the under-
ground microbial communities (Yang et al., 2021).	 For	 example,	
land use influences on soil microbial communities and their func-
tions are widely reported (Constancias et al., 2015; Xue, Minasny, 
McBratney, Jiang, & Luo, 2023). The impact of human modification 
on the heterogeneity of soil microbes at a large geographic scale 
is still limited.

Recent developments in statistical modelling and machine- 
learning algorithms have provided compelling evidence linking 
microbial spatial distributions to various soil and environmental 
factors (Bissett et al., 2023; Chu et al., 2020; Delgado- Baquerizo & 
Eldridge, 2019). Bahram et al. (2018) illustrate global niche differ-
entiation among fungi and bacteria, which is significantly related to 
divergent diversity responses to precipitation and soil pH. Delgado- 
Baquerizo and Eldridge (2019) estimated the alpha diversity of bac-
teria across the globe from a dataset encompassing 237 sampling 
sites. Karimi et al. (2018), conversely, used spatial modelling to un-
derstand the distribution of soil bacteria and archaea throughout 

France,	capitalizing	on	2173	soil	samples	collected	from	a	systematic	
grid design. Similarly, Mod et al. (2021) undertook spatial modelling 
of bacterial dynamics in the western Swiss Alps, considering factors 
such as elevation, slope, and aspect strata. Their studies establish 
that the environmental variables can serve as niche parameters for 
microbial biogeography studies (Lee et al., 2020; Lennon et al., 2012; 
Mahjenabadi et al., 2022). However, the distinct characteristics of 
microorganisms (e.g., small size, high diversity, sensitive interactions 
with the environment) had a substantial effect on the accuray of mi-
crobial spatial prediction. Among the challenges encountered in this 
endeavor, a prominent one lies in assemblage of sample sets that 
are both sufficiently large and have a spatial coverage that allows a 
representative	analysis	(Fierer,	2008).

In this paper, we analyzed microbial community structures at a 
continental scale using 1384 topsoil samples from diverse regions 
across Australia, encompassing various land uses and soil types. 
Statistical modelling and machine- learning algorithms were applied 
to investigate the factors driving the biogeography of soil bacteria 
and fungi throughout continental Australia. Based on the key drivers, 
we build spatial models that account for the diversity of climate and 
soil types. These models enabled the estimation of the spatial dis-
tribution of the dominant bacteria and fungi across Australia. These 
maps were then combined with the Habitat Condition Assessment 
System (HCAS) (Harwood et al., 2016) to assess the impacts of 
human modification on the underground microbial ecosystem. This 
study can help researchers, policymakers, and land managers make 
locally informed decisions regarding soil management and environ-
mental conservation, particularly in the face of the challenges posed 
by climate change and the increasing anthropogenic pressures on 
soils.

2  |  MATERIAL S AND METHODS

2.1  |  Sequence data and bioinformatics analysis

To capture a diverse range of soil types and land use patterns, we 
combined data from the Biomes of Australian Soil Environments 
(BASE) and the National Geochemical Survey of Australia (NGSA) 
databases. As this study focuses on the topsoil, we subset surface 
soil information from both databases, encompassing regions across 
continental Australia and Tasmania. In total, we obtained a dataset of 
1384 soil samples containing information on soil properties and soil 
DNA. Among these, 1095 samples were derived from the BASE pro-
ject,	collected	within	the	0–15 cm	depth	interval	and	spanning	over	
900 locations across Australia (Bissett et al., 2016).	Furthermore,	an	
additional 289 samples were obtained from the NGSA project at the 
0–10 cm	depth,	gathered	from	sediments	at	top	catchment	outlets	
across the country (de Caritat, 2022; de Caritat & Cooper, 2011). 
To date, this is Australia's largest and most comprehensive micro-
bial diversity dataset, covering various bioregions and land uses. 
The distribution of the 1384 sampling points is visually presented 
in Figure 1.
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The amplicon sequencing data was used to characterize soil 
microbial diversity. Bacterial and fungal diversity was acquired 
from	the	16S	rRNA	gene	(27F-	519R)	and	ITS	region	(ITS1F-	ITS4),	
respectively. Sequencing data was analysed following Bissett 
et al. (2016). Briefly, sequencing data were assessed visually using 
FastQC	 and	 then	 trimmed	 and	 merged	 with	 FLASH	 (Magoc	 &	
Salzberg, 2011). Operational Taxonomic Units (OTUs) were clus-
tered at 97% sequence similarity using USEARCH (v8.0.1517) 
(Edgar, 2010). OTUs were then filtered and classified in MOTHUR 
(v1.34.1) (Schloss et al., 2009). Single OTUs or OTUs with less than 
10 copies were filtered. Samples that total sequences less than 
10,000 counts were eliminated as well. OTU taxonomy was as-
signed referring to SILVA 138 database (Quast et al., 2013) for 
bacteria and UNITE database 8.0 (Nilsson et al., 2018) for fungi 
with a 60% cut- off value. The OTU table was rarefied before fol-
lowing analysis. The dominant taxa were selected based on the 
average relative abundances of >0.5% and with a minimum oc-
currence probability of 60% across all samples. Shannon indexes 
were calculated for alpha diversity using ‘vegan’ (Dixon, 2003) 
in RStudio (v 4.3.1). Principal coordinates analysis (PCoA) was 
applied to calculate the sample dissimilarly of microbial commu-
nity composition based on the Bray- Curtis distance (Beals, 1984). 

Permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) 
was applied to calculate the impacts of land use and soil type on 
microbial community composition.

2.2  |  Soil properties and climate factors

Soil properties like soil organic carbon (SOC), pH, total nitrogen (TN), 
total phosphorus (TP), total sulphur (S), electric conductivity (EC), cat-
ion exchangeable capacity (CEC), and clay content were downloaded 
from the aforementioned database (Bissett et al., 2016; de Caritat 
& Cooper, 2011). A total of 14 covariate raster layers representing 
soil physicochemical properties, land use, soil type, and climate fac-
tors were downloaded from the Terrestrial Ecosystems Research 
Network (TERN) using ‘SLGACloud’ package in R. All covariates 
were	pre-	processed	to	conform	with	a	grid	cell	of	1000 m × 1000 m	
and projected to WGS84 (EPSG:4326). Refer to Table S3 for more 
information on the list of covariates. The climate variables of the 
sampling sites were extracted from above rasters based on the co-
ordinates using ‘raster’ package in R, including mean annual aridity 
index (Clim_ADM), annual potential evaporation (Clim_EPA), annual 
daily mean temperature (Clim_meanann), total annual precipitation 

F I G U R E  1 The	1384	sampling	sites	across	Australia	obtained	by	combining	the	Biomes	of	Australian	Soil	Environments	(BASE)	and	
National Geochemical Survey of Australia (NGSA) datasets on soil microbial diversity.
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(Clim_PTA), short- wave solar radiation (Clim_RSM), and annual tem-
perature range (Clim_TRA).

2.3  |  Mapping model fitting, 
validation, and prediction

We used the random forest model (Biau, 2012; Breiman, 2001) to 
build a relationship between the environmental covariates and 
dominant taxa. Relative abundances of the microbial phyla were 
employed as response variables in random forest models. Land use, 
soil type, soil properties (i.e., SOC, pH, TN, TP, TS, EC, CEC, and 
clay content), and climate factors, including Clim_ADM, Clim_EPA, 
Clim_meanann, Clim_PTA, Clim_RSM, and Clim_TRA, were applied 
as the covariables. We compared the prediction models using land 
use, soil type, soil properties, climate factors, and the combination 
of soil properties and climate factors as environmental covariable 
sets, respectively.

The performance of the random forest model was evaluated 
with the 10- fold cross- validation (CV) method. In the 10- fold CV, 
the dataset was randomly split into 10 approximately equal subsets. 
Nine subsets were used for model fitting and prediction on the re-
maining subset. The procedure was repeated 10 times, each time 
using a different subset for validation. Validation statistics were 
calculated on the whole dataset. We calculated the mean error, the 
root mean square error (RMSE), the Pearson's r linear correlation co-
efficient. The contributions of soil and climate factors to dominant 
phyla were assessed by their importance within the random forest 
models. To gain deeper insights into how microbial communities re-
sponded to these environmental factors, partial dependence anal-
yses (Greenwell, 2017) were conducted for the climate factors and 
soil properties to each dominant phylum, respectively.

Based on the model performance, we selected the combination 
of soil properties and climate factors as the covariable sets. Those 
environmental covariates were further selected based on the impor-
tance of random forest models for the continental map prediction. 
The relative abundance values of dominant phyla for bacteria and 
fungi were used as response variables for the machine- learning model 
within a digital soil mapping framework (McBratney et al., 2003; 
Wadoux et al., 2020). Spatial prediction over Australia was made 
using	 a	 quantile	 regression	 forest	 (QRF)	 model	 (Meinshausen	 &	
Ridgeway, 2006) fitted on the whole dataset. The three parame-
ters	of	the	QRF	models,	namely	the	number	of	trees,	the	minimum	
node size and the number of covariates to randomly subsample at 
each split (i.e., mtry) were set to default values at 250, 5 and to the 
rounded down square root of the number of covariates, respectively.

2.4  |  Other statistics

Differences of microbial alpha diversity were compared between 
land use categories using the Tukey HSD test after OTU table rarefac-
tion. To evaluate the impact of human on soil microbial distribution, 

we used the HCAS that assessed human modification on Australian 
habitat (Williams et al., 2021). The influences of human modification 
on microbial distributions were assessed by the relations between 
microbial phyla abundance and HCAS scores. The continental HCAS 
map (HCAS version 2.1) was derived from Harwood et al. (2022), 
which was then stacked with the predicted spatial raster layers of mi-
crobial phyla abundance. Human modification was categorized into 
five categories (e.g., Removed, Replaced, Transformed, Modified, 
Residual) based on the HCAS condition scores following Williams 
et al. (2021).	For	each	category,	1000	samples	were	randomly	sam-
pled across the continental Australian map. The relative abundances 
of microbial phyla and HCAS condition scores were derived from the 
stacked spatial raster file. The correlation between phyla abundance 
was then fitted to linear regression. All the statistical and machine 
learning algorithms mentioned above were implemented using the 
R software.

3  |  RESULTS

3.1  |  Ubiquity and dominance of soil 
microorganisms

After processing amplicon sequencing data, we obtained a dataset 
comprising 568,189 bacteria OTUs from the observed samples. 
This diverse array of bacteria was assigned to 53 phyla, and 19 of 
which were observed in no less than 60% of the samples (Figure S1). 
Moreover, five phyla, namely Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria, 
Acidobacteriota,	 Firmicutes,	 and	 Planctomycetota,	 demonstrated	
ubiquity	by	being	found	in	all	recorded	samples.	Furthermore,	nine	
bacterial phyla, (e.g., Chloroflexi, Bacteroidota, Verrucomicrobiota, 
among others) were prevalent in over 90% of the samples. In contrast, 
13 phyla were endemic, appearing in less than 1% of the samples 
(Figure S1). Across the sample set, Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria, 
and Acidobacteriota emerged as the dominant communities with 
mean relative abundances exceeding 10% (Figure S1). They were 
followed	closely	by	Chloroflexi	and	Firmicutes,	which	exhibited	rela-
tive abundances within 5%–10%. Conversely, the remaining 43 phyla 
constituted minor contingents, with relative abundances below 1%.

Taking into account both average relative abundance and ubiq-
uity, a dozen bacterial phyla were identified as dominant, as they 
were consistently recorded in over 60% of our samples, with an 
average abundance exceeding 0.5%. These dominant phyla collec-
tively constituted a substantial portion of the bacterial community, 
accounting for a range of 95.6%–99.9% across 90% of the samples 
(Figure S1).

Regarding fungi, our data filtering efforts yielded a dataset com-
prising 60,746 fungal OTUs, which were classified into 16 phyla 
(Figure S2). Notably, Ascomycota and Basidiomycota exhibited 
ubiquity. These two phyla also emerged as the most dominant fun-
gal representatives, accounting for ~50% and ~37% of the fungal 
community, respectively. Mortierellomycota and Glomeromycota 
were discovered in about 90% of samples and ranged between 3% 
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and 5%. Mucoromycota and Chytridiomycota occurred in more than 
80% of our samples. Basidiobolomycota stood as the rarest, found 
in less than 1% of samples with a relative abundance value around 
0.001%. Other fungal phyla were scarcely encountered, with mean 
relative abundances less than 0.5%.

Considering their relative abundances and wide distribu-
tions across the soil samples, it becomes evident that these 
samples were predominantly characterized by six dominant fun-
gal phyla. These phyla exhibited relative abundances exceeding 
0.5% and consistently featured in more than 60% of the samples. 
Remarkably, on average, these six phyla collectively had a strong 
influence over the fungal community, accounting for 99.1% of its 
composition (Figure S2).

3.2  |  Regulation by soil types and land uses

Our dataset reveals differences in microbial diversity across various 
land uses and soil types (Figure 2).	 First,	 alpha	 diversity,	 for	 both	

bacteria and fungi, was influenced by land use, displaying a signifi-
cant correlation with land use intensity, as depicted in Figure 2a. 
Concerning bacteria, our analysis uncovers a significant distinction 
in Shannon index between soils under native vegetation and agricul-
tural soils. Conversely, for fungi, the intensively used soils showed 
the most prominent divergence with other land uses, e.g., nature and 
relatively	natural	lands.	Furthermore,	land	use	effects	varied	for	dif-
ferent	phyla.	For	illustration,	Proteobacteria	showed	higher	relative	
abundances in natural soils, while higher values for Actinobacteria 
were observed in intensive agricultural lands (Figure S3). The de-
tailed microbial composition differences are illustrated in Figures S3 
and S4.

The PERMANOVA result shows that both land use and soil type 
presented significant regulation on bacterial (p < .001)	 and	 fungal	
(p < .001)	community	composition	(Figure 2c and 2d). The PCoA re-
sults make it evident that soils with similar characteristics tended 
to exhibit greater similarity in their bacterial and fungal commu-
nity	compositions.	To	exemplify,	the	Ferrosol	and	Vertosol	samples	
consistently clustered closely together in both bacterial and fungal 

F I G U R E  2 Boxplots	of	Shannon	index	for	soil	bacteria	(a)	and	fungi	(b)	as	a	function	of	land	uses;	PCoA	of	soil	bacteria	(c)	and	fungi	(d)	for	
different land uses and soil types. PCoA, principal coordinates analysis.
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datasets, underscoring their compositional resemblance. In contrast, 
samples derived from Chromosols and Dermosols displayed a no-
tably higher degree of dissimilarity when analysed across different 
geographical regions within the country.

3.3  |  Controls of soil microbial biogeography

The data- driven strategy using random forest modelling provided 
empirical insights into the influential environmental factors shaping 
the dominant phyla (Figure 3a). We constructed soil microbial mod-
els using random forests by incorporating soil types, land uses, soil 
properties, and climate factors as predictors. The CV results revealed 
that the fitted models had good predictive capabilities for all sets 
of factors (Table 1). Soil properties and climate factors individually 
explained at least 85% of the variation of soil bacterial phyla. When 
combining the set of soil properties and climate factors, the highest 
accuracy	was	obtained	 (i.e.	RMSE = 3.67	 for	bacteria;	RMSE = 4.19	
for fungi). This synergistic approach resulted in R2 values of .9 and 
.83 for bacteria and fungi models, respectively (Figure S5). These 
outcomes underscore the importance of considering both soil prop-
erties and climate factors for the spatial prediction of soil microbes.

In general, most bacterial and fungal phyla exhibited a sim-
ilar pattern, with climate- related factors, particularly precipi-
tation and temperature, standing out prominently (Figure 3a). 
Specifically, we observed that annual precipitation (PTA) emerged 
as the most influential driver for Actinobacteria, Basidiomycota, and 
Ascomycota.	Furthermore,	the	annual	temperature	range	(TRA)	dis-
played remarkable importance, particularly for Proteobacteria and 
Armatimonadota phyla, closely followed by the annual mean tem-
perature. In the case of Acidobacteriota, pH emerged as the primary 
driving factor. Moreover, soil pH demonstrated significant contri-
butions to Myxococcota, Gemmatimonadota, and Basidiomycota. 
Notably, soil texture, specifically clay content, had an effect over 
Proteobacteria, Chloroflexi, and Actinobacteria.

The partial dependency analysis offered a nuanced perspective, 
showing the influence of environmental factors on microbial phyla 
(Figures S6–S10).	 For	 instance,	 Actinobacteria	 exhibited	 a	 decline	
in	 relative	 abundance	 in	 ecosystems	with	PTA	 less	 than	1000 mm	
(Figure 3b). Beyond this threshold, Actinobacteria's abundance 
remained consistently low. Regarding Proteobacteria, our anal-
ysis revealed an optimal annual temperature variation of approxi-
mately 26°C. Proteobacteria exhibited stability when temperature 
variations remained below this optimum, but a significant decline 
was observed when temperature ranges exceeded 26°C. Within 
acidic soils, we identified a robust negative correlation between 
Acidobacteria and soil pH, with Acidobacteria maintaining lower 
levels in neutral and alkaline soils. Additionally, our investigation 
showed distinct responses of Ascomycota and Basidiomycota to 
precipitation. Ascomycota exhibited a higher relative abundance in 
regions	with	annual	rainfall	below	1000 mm,	while	its	abundance	re-
mained	 low	when	exceeding	1500 mm.	 In	 contrast,	Basidiomycota	
displayed a contrasting pattern, with a relatively high proportion 

in soil fungal communities in regions where annual precipitation 
exceeded	 1500 mm.	 These	 findings	 highlight	 that	 the	 relationship	
between environmental factors and microbial phyla is context- 
dependent and highly variable.

3.4  |  Biogeography of soil bacteria and fungi

Based on the above results, we integrated soil properties and climate 
factors as covariates to derive a continental- wide soil microbial bio-
geographic prediction. Since the importance of soil TS and EC was 
relatively weak for most phyla (Figure 3a), only SOC, pH, TN, TP, 
CEC, clay content, clim_ADM, clim_EPA, clim_meanann, clim_PTA, 
clim_RSM, and clim_TRA were selected as predictors.

The model presented good fitness for dominant phyla (Tables S1 
and S2). The resultant maps of dominant microbial phyla (Figure 4; 
Figure S10) reveal detailed patterns and large variation in Australia 
among climatic and pedological regions. It shows a changing gradient 
of abundance between the coastal areas, in particular the eastern 
coast and the inland areas of the country.

For	 Proteobacteria,	 we	 observed	 three	 distinct	 regions:	
along the eastern coast, northeastern region, and west coast of 
Australia (Figure 4; Figure S11). Its abundance ranged between 
12% and 49%. It was approximately three times higher in coastal 
areas than in the rest of Australia, although Western Australia ex-
hibits a relatively low abundance, less than 15%. Acidobacteria, 
Planctomycetota, Verrocumicrobiota have a similar spatial pattern, 
but Actinobacteriota, Chloroflexi, and Armatimonadota had an op-
posite pattern (i.e., less in the coast) (Figure 4). Acidobacteria, for 
instance, was more abundant in the tropical regions in the north and 
east	coast	regions.	Firmicutes	and	Cyanobacteria	had	local	patches	
of higher abundance, for example, a higher abundance around Lake 
Torrens	in	South	Australia	for	Firmicutes.	Finally,	Bacteroidota	had	
no clear hotspots and an overall low abundance, ranging between an 
absence in the North of Australia to 7% in the South.

The maps of dominant soil fungi phyla are presented in 
Figure S13. The spatial pattern was distinct between fungal phyla. 
The most abundant fungi, Ascomycota (Figure S14), had a low rel-
ative abundance in the northern territory (Figure S14b), southwest 
coast (Figure S14c), and the east coast (Figure S14a). Significant dif-
ferences in abundance were observed on either side of the Great 
Dividing Range, with a lower relative abundance in the mountain-
ous regions facing the ocean (Figure S14a). The Basidiomycota, 
conversely, was more abundant in coastal regions with a relative 
abundance of around 40%–75% (Figure S15): it represented ~80% 
of the abundance of the fungal community in the north of Australia 
(Figure S15b), whereas in west side of the Great Dividing Range, 
it was lower than 20% (Figure S15a). Mortierellomycota made up 
0.1%–16.9% of the fungal community across the country with some 
hotspots (as high as 15%) scattered in the southeast of the coun-
try (Figure S13). Glomeromycota was predicted to constitute 0.1%–
21.3%	 of	 fungi	with	 higher	 relative	 abundances	 around	 20–30° S,	
135–140° E.	 Mucoromycota	 and	 Rozellomycota	 are	 always	 lower	
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    |  7 of 14XUE et al.

F I G U R E  3 (a)	Heatmap	of	the	importance	of	climate	factors	and	soil	properties	for	the	dominant	bacterial	and	fungal	community.	(b)	
Examples of the partial dependence plot of the environmental factors for the dominant phyla. CEC, cation exchange capacity; Clim_ADM, 
mean annual aridity index; Clim_EPA, annual potential evaporation; Clim_meanann, annual daily mean temperature; Clim_PTA, annual 
precipitation; Clim_RSM, short- wave solar radiation; Clim_TRA, annual temperature range; EC, electric conductivity; SOC, soil organic 
carbon; TN, total nitrogen, TP, total phosphorus, TS, total sulphur.
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Covariable sets

Bacteria Fungi

R2 RMSE R2 RMSE

Soil type .68 6.34 .51 7.3

Land use .77 5.47 .5 7.36

Soil properties .85 4.6 .74 5.28

Climate .86 4.17 .78 4.84

Soil and climate .9 3.67 .83 4.19

TA B L E  1 Mean	validation	statistics	
(10- fold cross- validation) of random 
forest models for the domiant bacteria 
and fungi obtained by different sets of 
environmental factors.

F I G U R E  4 Predicted	distributions	of	the	domain	bacterial	phyla	across	Australia.
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    |  9 of 14XUE et al.

than 10% across Australia with higher relative abundances in coastal 
regions in the southeast (Figure S13).

3.5  |  Regulation of human modification

Habitat Condition Assessment System combined with microbial 
distribution maps revealed significant linear correlations between 
the human impact on soil and microbial phyla abundances as ob-
served in Figure 5 and Figure S16. The degree of human modifi-
cation tends to increase the relative abundance of Proteobacteria 
and highest Proteobacteria abundance was found in soils where 
their native vegetation had been removed. Similarly, this trend was 
observed in Planctomycetota, Bacteroidota, Verrucomicrobiota, 
Gemmatimonadota. In contrast, Chloroflexi, Cyanobacteria, and 
Armatimonadota were more abundant in the less modified habitat, 
and the highest values were observed in residual lands.

For	fungi,	the	impact	of	human	modification	was	even	stronger,	
as significant correlation was found in all the domain fungal phyla 

(Figure S16). Ascomycota abundance was negatively correlated 
with HCAS conditions, with the highest abundance found in re-
moved lands. A similar pattern is observed for Mortierellomycota, 
Mucoromycota, and Rozellomycota. However, Basidiomycota and 
Glomeromycota exhibited higher abundance in less disturbed soils.

4  |  DISCUSSION

Our spatial models provide strong evidence that the combination 
of climate and soil is necessary for the understanding of the distri-
bution of soil microbial communities at the continental scale. This 
finding reconciles the complexity of past studies demonstrating 
the interaction of climatic, biotic, and edaphic factors on soil mi-
crobial communities (Labouyrie et al., 2023; Waldrop et al., 2017). 
By including soil properties as predictors, the explained microbial 
spatial variance was increased by 5%–10% (Table 1). This is also 
found in recent studies where soil physical and chemical proper-
ties should be considered along with climate conditions, vegetative 

F I G U R E  5 The	linear	correlations	fitted	between	bacterial	relative	abundance	and	Habitat	Condition	Assessment	System	(HCAS)	scores	
(0 indicates intensive human modification and the original habitats were removed; 1 indicates no or low changes). The dashed line indicates 
that the line fitting is not statistically significant.
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10 of 14  |     XUE et al.

indices, and topographic variables to explain microbial biogeogra-
phy (Yu et al., 2022).

Many studies revealed the important role of climate factors in 
shaping the distribution of soil microbial communities at the regional 
scale (Drenovsky et al., 2010; Qin et al., 2023), in particular tempera-
ture and precipitation. Chen et al. (2020) argued that temperature 
and precipitation changes alter microbial composition and microbial 
degradation process. Soil microorganisms are highly sensitive to 
temperature, as temperature regulates their growth and metabolic 
activity (Jude et al., 2006; Kwon et al., 2017). A study by Nottingham 
et al. (2018) showed that temperature was the dominant driver of 
microbial diversity and dissimilarity gradients from the Amazon to 
the Andes. Precipitation is also an important climate factor that in-
fluences soil microbial communities, as it affects soil moisture con-
tent, which is essential for microbial growth and activity (Borowik & 
Wyszkowska, 2016). Studies have shown that increased precipita-
tion can lead to increased microbial abundance and activity (Chen 
et al., 2015).

The importance of soil factors as covariates in the predic-
tive spatial models supports the hypothesis concerning the role 
of soil properties for microbial spatial distribution, especially for 
soil pH, clay content and SOC (Figure 3). Soil physical and chem-
ical properties, such as pH, nutrient availability, and soil texture, 
directly affect microbial growth, metabolism, and community 
structure.	 For	 instance,	 soil	 pH	 influences	microbial	 community	
composition and activity by controlling microbial metabolisms (Jin 
& Kirk, 2018) and nutrient availability (Stark et al., 2014). The opti-
mal pH for microorganisms varies for different groups (Figure S6). 
For	 instance,	most	 Acidobacteria	members	 exhibit	 a	 preference	
for acidic conditions (pH 3.0–6.5) for optimal growth, particularly 
those from subdivision 1 (Kalam et al., 2020; Sait et al., 2006). 
Consequently, this study observed a significant decreasing trend 
of Acidobacteria with increasing pH (Figure 3b). The enhanced 
adaptation of Acidobacteria to acidic environments may be at-
tributed to increased cell specialization and enzyme stability 
at more extreme pH conditions (Kielak et al., 2016). A study by 
Lauber et al. (2009) also found that soil pH was the main factor 
influencing soil bacterial community structure. Soil texture was 
another important soil property that influenced soil microbial 
communities. Soil texture affects water retention, which in turn 
impacts microbial growth and activity, and determines the distri-
bution of microhabitats within the soil, controlling microbial di-
versity and composition (Xia et al., 2020).	For	example,	soils	with	
a high proportion of clay may have more diverse microbial com-
munities due to micro- scale pores providing habitats for diverse 
microbial taxa (Xia et al., 2020). Additionally, nutrient availability 
is a critical soil property that impacts soil microbial communities 
(Miransari, 2013). The availability of nutrients such as nitrogen, 
phosphorus, and carbon can influence microbial growth and activ-
ity, as well as microbial community composition (Dai et al., 2020; 
Stark & Grellmann, 2002).

Additionally, land use also affected microbial communities. One 
of the reasons could be attributed to the changes in soil properties 

after agricultural practices (Xue, Minasny, McBratney, Wilson, 
et al., 2023). Additionally, the change of above vegetation also in-
fluences the belowground microbial community due to the input 
forms of soil organic matter and different interactions between 
the rhizosphere microorganisms and plants (Le Provost et al., 2021; 
Meena & Rao, 2021; Ramírez et al., 2020). This might be the rea-
son for the higher fungal diversity in intensively used soils in this 
study (Figure 2a). This study shows that the effects of land use were 
correlated to land use intensity, consistent with past findings (Le 
Provost et al., 2021; Romdhane et al., 2022).

Soil management information is difficult to obtain at a large 
geographic scale but can be an important driver of local- scale 
heterogeneity of soil microbes. The continental mapping enabled 
us to evaluate the effect of intensification of human pressures on 
soil microbial communities. Different microbial phyla may respond 
uniquely to various environmental stressors and disturbances 
brought	about	by	human	activities.	For	example,	some	phyla,	such	as	
Proteobacteria, might thrive in disturbed habitats due to their wide 
adaptability (Spain et al., 2009). Consequently, a negative correla-
tion between Proteobacteria and HCAS scores was observed in this 
study (Figure 5). However, numerous microbial phyla experienced 
a significant decrease under human pressure, including Chloroflexi 
and Basidiomycota. The altered environment may exert a strong fil-
tering effect on certain microbial phyla, leading to population de-
clines due to their specificity in responding to human modifications. 
This might be caused by habitat disruption (especially for some an-
aerobic microbes) (Srour et al., 2020), altered soil properties (Xue, 
Minasny, McBratney, Wilson, et al., 2023), modified microbial inter-
actions (Xue, Minasny, McBratney, Jiang, & Luo, 2023) after human 
modification. Understanding human changes on microbial commu-
nity is crucial for preserving biodiversity and ecosystem health. The 
study of Guerra et al. (2022) identified global regions characterized 
by high soil microbial species diversity, community variation, and 
valuable soil- related ecosystem services. Surprisingly, the majority 
of these biodiversity and service hotspots are situated outside of 
protected conservation zones and are susceptible to the impacts of 
global change.

This study used machine learning to reveal the drivers of varia-
tion at a continental scale and then to map the dominant microbial 
distribution patterns. The identification of continental drivers al-
lows us to achieve highly accurate predictions of soil bacterial and 
fungal distributions. Compared to some recent studies at the na-
tional (Griffiths et al., 2016) and global scale (Delgado- Baquerizo 
et al., 2018, 2020; Egidi et al., 2019; Zheng et al., 2022), this study 
incorporated a larger and more comprehensive set of soil samples 
in the predictions models, resulting in a higher prediction accuracy. 
In addition to providing valuable insights into large- scale microbial 
biogeography, mapping microbial biodiversity has many implica-
tions for direct and indirect users of soils, such as policymakers. 
This is particularly relevant in the context of climate change, as 
microbial abundance and spatial distribution is intrinsically linked 
to	soil	carbon	storage	(Fan	et	al.,	2021; Soto- Navarro et al., 2020), 
global biodiversity (Thakur et al., 2020), and functionality of 

 13652486, 2024, 3, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.17216 by Inrae - D

ipso, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/03/2024]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



    |  11 of 14XUE et al.

terrestrial ecosystems (Delgado- Baquerizo et al., 2016; Singh & 
Gupta, 2018).

Future	research	efforts	should	focus	on	establishing	a	connection	
between soil spatial pattern and its functional aspects, investigating 
how soil properties respond to human changes, and their impact on 
biodiversity and specific microbial functions. This research is vital 
for informing land managers, enabling them to make informed de-
cisions based on specific field conditions such as soil types. By ma-
nipulating manageable factors like organic carbon and soil pH, land 
managers can work towards sustaining or enhancing soil biodiversity 
within specified ranges, ensuring optimal soil functionality.

5  |  CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, this study represents a contribution to our compre-
hension of the interactions between topsoil microbes and their en-
vironment, such as temperature, precipitation, soil pH, clay content, 
and SOC. Our findings underscore the strong influence of climate 
and soil properties on microbial community dynamics at large scales. 
Notably, we found that the combination of climate factors and soil 
properties	yielded	the	most	accurate	predictive	models.	Further,	this	
study reveals for the first time the spatial pattern of dominant bac-
terial and fungal communities across Australia. The integration of 
machine learning facilitated the efficient prediction and enabled em-
pirical estimation of the factors driving soil microbial biogeography 
patterns at a large spatial scale. The continental mapping enabled us 
to evaluate the impact of human modification on the underground 
microbial ecosystem. This research paves the way for a more pro-
found understanding of soil microbial communities which is key to 
enhancing ecosystem sustainability, improving soil conditions, and 
supporting food security and human health. It also has implications 
for defining conservation policies at continental level.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Peipei Xue: Conceptualization; data curation; formal analysis; meth-
odology; validation; visualization; writing – original draft; writing 
– review and editing. Budiman Minasny: Conceptualization; fund-
ing acquisition; methodology; supervision; validation; writing – re-
view and editing. Alexandre M. J.- C. Wadoux: Conceptualization; 
data curation; methodology; software; writing – review and ed-
iting. Mercedes Román Dobarco: Conceptualization; data cura-
tion; methodology; writing – review and editing. Alex McBratney: 
Conceptualization; funding acquisition; methodology; project ad-
ministration; supervision; writing – review and editing. Andrew 
Bissett: Investigation; writing – review and editing. Patrice de 
Caritat: Investigation; writing – review and editing.

ACKNOWLEDG EMENTS
We acknowledge the contributions of the Biomes of Australian 
Soil Environments (BASE) projects and National Geochemical 
Survey of Australia (NGSA) supported by Australian Government 
funding. We acknowledge the landowners (be they traditional, 

private, or business owners) for access to sample sites. We extend 
our gratitude to José Padarian for his support in coding the ma-
chine learning algorithms. BM is supported by Australian Research 
Council Discovery Project DP200102542. Open access publish-
ing facilitated by The University of Sydney, as part of the Wiley 
-  The University of Sydney agreement via the Council of Australian 
University Librarians.

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S T S TATEMENT
The authors declare no competing financial interests.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
The data that support the findings of this study are available in the 
BioPlatforms Australia project's data portal at http:// doi. org/ 10. 
4227/ 71/ 561c9 bc670099 and the Geoscience Australia repository 
at https:// doi. org/ 10. 11636/  Record. 2011. 020.

ORCID
Peipei Xue  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5207-1992 
Budiman Minasny  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1182-2371 
Alexandre M. J.- C. Wadoux  https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-7325-9716 
Mercedes Román Dobarco  https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-8078-8616 
Alex McBratney  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0913-2643 
Patrice de Caritat  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4185-9124 

R E FE R E N C E S
Bahram,	M.,	Hildebrand,	F.,	Forslund,	S.	K.,	Anderson,	J.	L.,	Soudzilovskaia,	

N. A., Bodegom, P. M., Bengtsson- Palme, J., Anslan, S., Coelho, 
L. P., Harend, H., Huerta- Cepas, J., Medema, M. H., Maltz, M. R., 
Mundra, S., Olsson, P. A., Pent, M., Põlme, S., Sunagawa, S., Ryberg, 
M., … Bork, P. (2018). Structure and function of the global topsoil 
microbiome. Nature, 560(7717), 233–237. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 
s4158 6-  018-  0386-  6

Beals, E. W. (1984). Bray- Curtis ordination: An effective strategy for 
analysis of multivariate ecological data. Advances in Ecological 
Research, 14, 1–55.

Bhattacharyya,	 S.	 S.,	 Ros,	 G.	 H.,	 Furtak,	 K.,	 Iqbal,	 H.	M.	 N.,	 &	 Parra-	
Saldívar, R. (2022). Soil carbon sequestration – An interplay be-
tween soil microbial community and soil organic matter dynamics. 
Science of the Total Environment, 815, 152928. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. scito tenv. 2022. 152928

Biau, G. (2012). Analysis of a random forests model. Journal of Machine 
Learning Research, 13, 1063–1095.

Bissett,	A.,	Fitzgerald,	A.,	Court,	L.,	Meintjes,	T.,	Mele,	P.	M.,	Reith,	F.,	
Dennis,	 P.	G.,	 Breed,	M.	 F.,	 Brown,	B.,	 Brown,	M.	V.,	 Brugger,	 J.,	
Byrne, M., Caddy- Retalic, S., Carmody, B., Coates, D. J., Correa, 
C.,	 Ferrari,	 B.	 C.,	 Gupta,	 V.	 V.,	 Hamonts,	 K.,	 …	 Young,	 A.	 (2016).	
Introducing BASE: The biomes of Australian soil environments soil 
microbial diversity database. GigaScience, 5(1), 21. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1186/ s1374 2-  016-  0126-  5

Bissett, A., Mamet, S. D., Lamb, E. G., & Siciliano, S. D. (2023). Linking 
niche size and phylogenetic signals to predict future soil microbial 
relative abundances. Frontiers in Microbiology, 14, 7909. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 3389/ fmicb. 2023. 1097909

Borowik, A., & Wyszkowska, J. (2016). Soil moisture as a factor affect-
ing the microbiological and biochemical activity of soil. Plant, Soil 

 13652486, 2024, 3, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.17216 by Inrae - D

ipso, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/03/2024]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

http://doi.org/10.4227/71/561c9bc670099
http://doi.org/10.4227/71/561c9bc670099
https://doi.org/10.11636/Record.2011.020
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5207-1992
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5207-1992
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1182-2371
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1182-2371
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7325-9716
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7325-9716
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7325-9716
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8078-8616
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8078-8616
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8078-8616
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0913-2643
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0913-2643
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4185-9124
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4185-9124
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0386-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0386-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.152928
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.152928
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13742-016-0126-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13742-016-0126-5
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2023.1097909
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2023.1097909


12 of 14  |     XUE et al.

and Environment, 62(6), 250–255. https:// doi. org/ 10. 17221/  158/ 
2016-  Pse

Breiman, L. (2001). Random forests. Machine Learning, 45(1), 5–32. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1023/A: 10109 33404324

Chen,	D.	M.,	Mi,	J.,	Chu,	P.	F.,	Cheng,	J.	H.,	Zhang,	L.	X.,	Pan,	Q.	M.,	Xie,	
Y.,	&	Bai,	Y.	F.	 (2015).	Patterns	and	drivers	of	soil	microbial	com-
munities along a precipitation gradient on the Mongolian Plateau. 
Landscape Ecology, 30(9), 1669–1682. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s1098 0-  014-  9996-  z

Chen, Q., Niu, B., Hu, Y., Luo, T., & Zhang, G. (2020). Warming and in-
creased precipitation indirectly affect the composition and turn-
over of labile- fraction soil organic matter by directly affecting veg-
etation and microorganisms. Science of the Total Environment, 714, 
136787. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 136787

Chu,	H.,	Gao,	G.	F.,	Ma,	Y.,	Fan,	K.,	&	Delgado-	Baquerizo,	M.	(2020).	Soil	
microbial biogeography in a changing world: Recent advances and 
future perspectives. mSystems, 5(2), e00803- 19. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1128/ mSyst ems. 00803 -  19

Constancias,	F.,	Terrat,	S.,	Saby,	N.	P.,	Horrigue,	W.,	Villerd,	J.,	Guillemin,	
J. P., Biju- Duval, L., Nowak, V., Dequiedt, S., Ranjard, L., & Chemidlin 
Prevost- Boure, N. (2015). Mapping and determinism of soil mi-
crobial community distribution across an agricultural landscape. 
Microbiology, 4(3), 505–517. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ mbo3. 255

Creamer, R. E., Barel, J. M., Bongiorno, G., & Zwetsloot, M. J. (2022). The 
life of soils: Integrating the who and how of multifunctionality. Soil 
Biology & Biochemistry, 166, 108561. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. soilb 
io. 2022. 108561

Dai, Z., Liu, G., Chen, H., Chen, C., Wang, J., Ai, S., Wei, D., Li, D., Ma, B., 
Tang, C., Brookes, P. C., & Xu, J. (2020). Long- term nutrient inputs 
shift soil microbial functional profiles of phosphorus cycling in di-
verse agroecosystems. The ISME Journal, 14(3), 757–770. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s4139 6-  019-  0567-  9

de Caritat, P. (2022). The national geochemical survey of Australia: 
Review and impact. Geochemistry: Exploration, Environment, 
Analysis, 22(4), 2032.

de Caritat, P., & Cooper, M. (2011). National geochemical survey 
of Australia: The geochemical atlas of Australia (Vol. 2011/20). 
Geoscience Australia Record.

Delgado- Baquerizo, M., & Eldridge, D. J. (2019). Cross- biome drivers 
of soil bacterial alpha diversity on a worldwide scale. Ecosystems, 
22(6), 1220–1231. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s1002 1-  018-  0333-  2

Delgado- Baquerizo, M., Eldridge, D. J., Ochoa, V., Gozalo, B., Singh, B. K., 
&	Maestre,	F.	T.	(2017).	Soil	microbial	communities	drive	the	resis-
tance of ecosystem multifunctionality to global change in drylands 
across the globe. Ecology Letters, 20(10), 1295–1305. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1111/ ele. 12826 

Delgado- Baquerizo, M., Guerra, C. A., Cano- Diaz, C., Egidi, E., Wang, J. 
T.,	Eisenhauer,	N.,	Singh,	B.	K.,	&	Maestre,	F.	T.	(2020).	The	propor-
tion of soil- borne pathogens increases with warming at the global 
scale. Nature Climate Change, 10(6), 550. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 
s4155 8-  020-  0759-  3

Delgado-	Baquerizo,	M.,	Maestre,	F.	T.,	Reich,	P.	B.,	Jeffries,	T.	C.,	Gaitan,	
J. J., Encinar, D., Berdugo, M., Campbell, C. D., & Singh, B. K. (2016). 
Microbial diversity drives multifunctionality in terrestrial ecosys-
tems. Nature Communications, 7(1), 10541. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1038/ ncomm s10541

Delgado- Baquerizo, M., Oliverio, A. M., Brewer, T. E., Benavent- 
Gonzalez,	A.,	Eldridge,	D.	J.,	Bardgett,	R.	D.,	Maestre,	F.	T.,	Singh,	B.	
K.,	&	Fierer,	N.	(2018).	A	global	atlas	of	the	dominant	bacteria	found	
in soil. Science, 359(6373), 320–325. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ scien 
ce. aap9516

Dixon, P. (2003). VEGAN, a package of R functions for community ecol-
ogy. Journal of Vegetation Science, 14(6), 927–930. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1111/j. 1654-  1103. 2003. tb022 28. x

Drenovsky, R. E., Steenwerth, K. L., Jackson, L. E., & Scow, K. M. (2010). 
Land use and climatic factors structure regional patterns in soil 

microbial communities. Global Ecology and Biogeography, 19(1), 27–
39. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1466-  8238. 2009. 00486. x

Dumbrell,	 A.	 J.,	 Nelson,	M.,	 Helgason,	 T.,	 Dytham,	 C.,	 &	 Fitter,	 A.	 H.	
(2010). Relative roles of niche and neutral processes in structur-
ing a soil microbial community. The ISME Journal, 4(3), 337–345. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ ismej. 2009. 122

Edgar, R. C. (2010). Search and clustering orders of magnitude faster 
than BLAST. Bioinformatics, 26(19), 2460–2461. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1093/ bioin forma tics/ btq461

Egidi, E., Delgado- Baquerizo, M., Plett, J. M., Wang, J., Eldridge, D. 
J.,	 Bardgett,	 R.	 D.,	 Maestre,	 F.	 T.,	 &	 Singh,	 B.	 K.	 (2019).	 A	 few	
Ascomycota taxa dominate soil fungal communities worldwide. 
Nature Communications, 10(1), 2369. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 
s4146 7-  019-  10373 -  z

Fan,	X.,	Gao,	D.,	Zhao,	C.,	Wang,	C.,	Qu,	Y.,	Zhang,	J.,	&	Bai,	E.	 (2021).	
Improved model simulation of soil carbon cycling by represent-
ing the microbially derived organic carbon pool. The ISME Journal, 
15(8), 2248–2263. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s4139 6-  021-  00914 -  0

Fierer,	N.	 (2008).	Microbial	 biogeography:	 Patterns	 in	microbial	 diver-
sity across space and time. In K. Zengler (Ed.), Accessing uncultivated 
microorganisms. ASM Press. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ 97815 55815 
509. ch6

Greenwell, B. M. (2017). pdp: An R package for constructing partial de-
pendence plots. R Journal, 9(1), 421–436.

Griffiths, R. I., Thomson, B. C., Plassart, P., Gweon, H. S., Stone, D., 
Creamer, R. E., Lemanceau, P., & Bailey, M. J. (2016). Mapping and 
validating predictions of soil bacterial biodiversity using European 
and national scale datasets. Applied Soil Ecology, 97, 61–68. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. apsoil. 2015. 06. 018

Guerra, C. A., Berdugo, M., Eldridge, D. J., Eisenhauer, N., Singh, B. K., 
Cui,	 H.,	 Abades,	 S.,	 Alfaro,	 F.	 D.,	 Bamigboye,	 A.	 R.,	 Bastida,	 F.,	
Blanco- Pastor, J. L., de Los Ríos, A., Durán, J., Grebenc, T., Illán, J. 
G., Liu, Y. R., Makhalanyane, T. P., Mamet, S., Molina- Montenegro, 
M.	A.,	…	Bastida,	F.	(2022).	Global	hotspots	for	soil	nature	conser-
vation. Nature, 610(7933), 693–698.

Harwood, T., Williams, K., Lehmann, E., Ware, C., Lyon, P., Bakar, S., 
Pinner, L., Schmidt, B., Mokany, K., Van Niel, T., Richards, A., 
Dickson,	F.,	McVicar,	T.,	&	Van	Niel,	T.	(2022).	9 Arcsecond gridded 
HCAS 2.1 (2001–2018) base model estimation of habitat condition for 
terrestrial biodiversity, 18- year trend and 2010–2015 epoch change 
for continental Australia. v7. Data collection. CSIRO, Canberra, 
Australia. https:// doi. org/ 10. 25919/  nkjf-  f088

Harwood,	T.	D.,	Donohue,	R.	 J.,	Williams,	K.	 J.,	 Ferrier,	 S.,	McVicar,	T.	
R., Newell, G., & White, M. (2016). Habitat Condition Assessment 
System: A new way to assess the condition of natural habitats for 
terrestrial biodiversity across whole regions using remote sensing 
data. Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 7(9), 1050–1059. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1111/ 2041-  210x. 12579 

He, L., Mazza Rodrigues, J. L., Soudzilovskaia, N. A., Barceló, M., Olsson, 
P.	A.,	Song,	C.,	Tedersoo,	L.,	Yuan,	F.,	Yuan,	F.,	Lipson,	D.	A.,	&	Xu,	X.	
(2020). Global biogeography of fungal and bacterial biomass carbon 
in topsoil. Soil Biology and Biochemistry, 151, 108024. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. soilb io. 2020. 108024

Hibbing,	M.	E.,	Fuqua,	C.,	Parsek,	M.	R.,	&	Peterson,	S.	B.	(2010).	Bacterial	
competition: Surviving and thriving in the microbial jungle. Nature 
Reviews. Microbiology, 8(1), 15–25. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ nrmic 
ro2259

Hoorman, J. (2010). Understanding soil microbes and nutrient recycling: 
SAG- 16, Agriculture and Natural Resources. Ohio State University.

Ishii, S., & Sadowsky, M. J. (2009). Applications of the rep- PCR DNA 
fingerprinting technique to study microbial diversity, ecology and 
evolution. Environmental Microbiology, 11(4), 733–740. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1111/j. 1462-  2920. 2008. 01856. x

Jin,	 Q.,	 &	 Kirk,	M.	 F.	 (2018).	 pH	 as	 a	 primary	 control	 in	 environmen-
tal microbiology: 1. Thermodynamic perspective. Frontiers in 
Environmental Science, 6, 21.

 13652486, 2024, 3, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.17216 by Inrae - D

ipso, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/03/2024]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.17221/158/2016-Pse
https://doi.org/10.17221/158/2016-Pse
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1010933404324
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-014-9996-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-014-9996-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.136787
https://doi.org/10.1128/mSystems.00803-19
https://doi.org/10.1128/mSystems.00803-19
https://doi.org/10.1002/mbo3.255
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2022.108561
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2022.108561
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-019-0567-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-019-0567-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-018-0333-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12826
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12826
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-020-0759-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-020-0759-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10541
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10541
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aap9516
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aap9516
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2003.tb02228.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1654-1103.2003.tb02228.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2009.00486.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2009.122
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10373-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10373-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-021-00914-0
https://doi.org/10.1128/9781555815509.ch6
https://doi.org/10.1128/9781555815509.ch6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2015.06.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2015.06.018
https://doi.org/10.25919/nkjf-f088
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210x.12579
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210x.12579
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2020.108024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2020.108024
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2259
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2259
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2008.01856.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2008.01856.x


    |  13 of 14XUE et al.

Jude, K. A., Giorgio, P. A. D., & Kemp, W. M. (2006). Temperature reg-
ulation of bacterial production, respiration, and growth efficiency 
in a temperate salt- marsh estuary. Aquatic Microbial Ecology, 43(3), 
243–254.

Kalam, S., Basu, A., Ahmad, I., Sayyed, R. Z., El- Enshasy, H. A., Dailin, D. J., 
& Suriani, N. L. (2020). Recent understanding of soil Acidobacteria 
and their ecological significance: A critical review. Frontiers in 
Microbiology, 11, 580024. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fmicb. 2020. 
580024

Karimi, B., Terrat, S., Dequiedt, S., Saby, N. P. A., Horrigue, W., Lelievre, 
M., Tripied, J., Nowak, V., Saby, N. P. A., Bispo, A., Jolivet, C., 
Arrouays, D., Wincker, P., Cruaud, C., & Ranjard, L. (2018). 
Biogeography	of	soil	bacteria	and	archaea	across	France.	Science 
Advances, 4(7), eaat1808. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1126/ sciadv. 
aat1808

Karimi, B., Villerd, J., Dequiedt, S., Terrat, S., Chemidlin- Prévost Bouré, 
N., Djemiel, C., Lelievre, M., Tripied, J., Nowak, V., Saby, N. P. 
A., Bispo, A., Jolivet, C., Arrouays, D., Wincker, P., Cruaud, C., & 
Ranjard, L. (2020). Biogeography of soil microbial habitats across 
France.	Global Ecology and Biogeography, 29(8), 1399–1411. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1111/ geb. 13118 

Kielak, A. M., Barreto, C. C., Kowalchuk, G. A., van Veen, J. A., & Kuramae, 
E. E. (2016). The ecology of Acidobacteria: Moving beyond genes 
and genomes. Frontiers in Microbiology, 7, 744. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
3389/ fmicb. 2016. 00744 

Kwon,	M.	J.,	Beulig,	F.,	Ilie,	I.,	Wildner,	M.,	Kusel,	K.,	Merbold,	L.,	Mahecha,	
M. D., Zimov, N., Zimov, S. A., Heimann, M., Schuur, E. A. G., Kostka, 
J. E., Kolle, O., Hilke, I., & Gockede, M. (2017). Plants, microorgan-
isms, and soil temperatures contribute to a decrease in methane 
fluxes on a drained Arctic floodplain. Global Change Biology, 23(6), 
2396–2412. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ gcb. 13558 

Labouyrie,	M.,	Ballabio,	C.,	Romero,	F.,	Panagos,	P.,	 Jones,	A.,	 Schmid,	
M. W., Mikryukov, V., Dulya, O., Tedersoo, L., Bahram, M., Lugato, 
E., van der Heijden, M. G. A., & Orgiazzi, A. (2023). Patterns in soil 
microbial diversity across Europe. Nature Communications, 14(1), 
3311. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s4146 7-  023-  37937 -  4

Lauber,	C.	L.,	Hamady,	M.,	Knight,	R.,	&	Fierer,	N.	(2009).	Pyrosequencing-	
based assessment of soil pH as a predictor of soil bacterial commu-
nity structure at the continental scale. Applied and Environmental 
Microbiology, 75(15), 5111–5120. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ Aem. 
00335 -  09

Le Provost, G., Thiele, J., Westphal, C., Penone, C., Allan, E., Neyret, M., 
van	der	Plas,	F.,	Ayasse,	M.,	Bardgett,	R.	D.,	Birkhofer,	K.,	Boch,	S.,	
Bonkowski,	M.,	Buscot,	F.,	Feldhaar,	H.,	Gaulton,	R.,	Goldmann,	K.,	
Gossner, M. M., Klaus, V. H., Kleinebecker, T., … Manning, P. (2021). 
Contrasting responses of above-  and belowground diversity to 
multiple components of land- use intensity. Nature Communications, 
12(1), 3918. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s4146 7-  021-  23931 -  1

Lee, J. Y., Sadler, N. C., Egbert, R. G., Anderton, C. R., Hofmockel, K. 
S., Jansson, J. K., & Song, H. S. (2020). Deep learning predicts mi-
crobial interactions from self- organized spatiotemporal patterns. 
Computational and Structural Biotechnology Journal, 18, 1259–1269. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. csbj. 2020. 05. 023

Lennon, J. T., Aanderud, Z. T., Lehmkuhl, B. K., & Schoolmaster, D. R., 
Jr. (2012). Mapping the niche space of soil microorganisms using 
taxonomy and traits. Ecology, 93(8), 1867–1879. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1890/ 11-  1745. 1

Magoc,	 T.,	&	 Salzberg,	 S.	 L.	 (2011).	 FLASH:	 Fast	 length	 adjustment	 of	
short reads to improve genome assemblies. Bioinformatics, 27(21), 
2957–2963. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ bioin forma tics/ btr507

Mahjenabadi, V. A. J., Mousavi, S. R., Rahmani, A., Karami, A., Rahmani, 
H. A., Khavazi, K., & Rezaei, M. (2022). Digital mapping of soil bi-
ological properties and wheat yield using remotely sensed, soil 
chemical data and machine learning approaches. Computers and 
Electronics in Agriculture, 197, 106978. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
compag. 2022. 106978

McBratney, A. B., Santos, M. M., & Minasny, B. J. G. (2003). On digital soil 
mapping. Geoderma, 117(1–2), 3–52.

Meena, A., & Rao, K. S. (2021). Assessment of soil microbial and enzyme 
activity in the rhizosphere zone under different land use/cover of 
a semiarid region, India. Ecological Processes, 10(1), 16. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ s1371 7-  021-  00288 -  3

Meinshausen, N., & Ridgeway, G. (2006). Quantile regression forests. 
Journal of Machine Learning Research, 7(6), 983–999.

Miransari, M. (2013). Soil microbes and the availability of soil nutrients. 
Acta Physiologiae Plantarum, 35(11), 3075–3084. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s1173 8-  013-  1338-  2

Mod,	H.	 K.,	 Buri,	 A.,	 Yashiro,	 E.,	 Guex,	N.,	Malard,	 L.,	 Pinto-	Figueroa,	
E., Pagni, M., Niculita- Hirzel, H., van der Meer, J. R., & Guisan, A. 
(2021). Predicting spatial patterns of soil bacteria under current and 
future environmental conditions. The ISME Journal, 15(9), 2547–
2560. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s4139 6-  021-  00947 -  5

Nilsson,	 R.	 H.,	 Larsson,	 K.-	H.,	 Taylor,	 A.	 F.	 S.,	 Bengtsson-	Palme,	 J.,	
Jeppesen,	 T.	 S.,	 Schigel,	 D.,	 Kennedy,	 P.,	 Picard,	 K.,	 Glöckner,	 F.	
O., Tedersoo, L., Saar, I., Kõljalg, U., & Abarenkov, K. (2018). The 
UNITE database for molecular identification of fungi: Handling dark 
taxa and parallel taxonomic classifications. Nucleic Acids Research, 
47(D1), D259–D264. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ nar/ gky1022

Nottingham,	 A.	 T.,	 Fierer,	 N.,	 Turner,	 B.	 L.,	 Whitaker,	 J.,	 Ostle,	 N.	 J.,	
McNamara, N. P., Bardgett, R. D., Leff, J. W., Salinas, N., Silman, 
M. R., Kruuk, L. E. B., & Meir, P. (2018). Microbes follow Humboldt: 
Temperature drives plant and soil microbial diversity patterns from 
the Amazon to the Andes. Ecology, 99(11), 2455–2466. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1002/ ecy. 2482

O'Brien, S. L., Gibbons, S. M., Owens, S. M., Hampton- Marcell, 
J.,	 Johnston,	 E.	 R.,	 Jastrow,	 J.	 D.,	 Gilbert,	 J.	 A.,	 Meyer,	 F.,	 &	
Antonopoulos, D. A. (2016). Spatial scale drives patterns in soil 
bacterial diversity. Environmental Microbiology, 18(6), 2039–2051. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ 1462-  2920. 13231 

Oliverio, A. M., Bissett, A., McGuire, K., Saltonstall, K., Turner, B. L., & 
Fierer,	N.	(2020).	The	role	of	phosphorus	limitation	in	shaping	soil	
bacterial communities and their metabolic capabilities. MBio, 11(5), 
e01718- 20. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ mbio. 01718 -  01720 

Orgiazzi, A., Dunbar, M. B., Panagos, P., de Groot, G. A., & Lemanceau, 
P. (2015). Soil biodiversity and DNA barcodes: Opportunities and 
challenges. Soil Biology & Biochemistry, 80, 244–250. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. soilb io. 2014. 10. 014

Park, S. C., & Won, S. (2018). Evaluation of 16S rRNA databases for taxo-
nomic assignments using mock community. Genomics & Informatics, 
16(4), e24. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5808/ GI. 2018. 16.4. e24

Peng,	W.	X.,	Zhu,	Y.	F.,	Song,	M.,	Du,	H.,	Song,	T.	Q.,	Zeng,	F.	P.,	Zhang,	F.,	
Wang, K., Luo, Y., Lan, X., & Zhang, J. Y. (2019). The spatial distri-
bution and drivers of soil microbial richness and diversity in a karst 
broadleaf forest. Forest Ecology and Management, 449, 117241. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. foreco. 2019. 03. 033

Qin, C. R., Pellitier, P. T., Van Nuland, M. E., Peay, K. G., & Zhu, K. (2023). 
Niche modelling predicts that soil fungi occupy a precarious climate 
in boreal forests. Global Ecology and Biogeography, 32(7), 1127–
1139. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ geb. 13684 

Quast, C., Pruesse, E., Yilmaz, P., Gerken, J., Schweer, T., Yarza, P., 
Peplies,	J.,	&	Glöckner,	F.	O.	(2013).	The	SILVA	ribosomal	RNA	gene	
database project: Improved data processing and web- based tools. 
Nucleic Acids Research, 41(Database Issue), D590–D596. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1093/ nar/ gks1219

Ramírez,	P.	B.,	Fuentes-	Alburquenque,	S.,	Díez,	B.,	Vargas,	I.,	&	Bonilla,	
C. A. (2020). Soil microbial community responses to labile organic 
carbon fractions in relation to soil type and land use along a climate 
gradient. Soil Biology and Biochemistry, 141, 107692. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. soilb io. 2019. 107692

Roesch,	L.	F.,	Fulthorpe,	R.	R.,	Riva,	A.,	Casella,	G.,	Hadwin,	A.	K.,	Kent,	
A.	D.,	Daroub,	S.	H.,	Camargo,	F.	A.,	Farmerie,	W.	G.,	&	Triplett,	E.	
W. (2007). Pyrosequencing enumerates and contrasts soil microbial 

 13652486, 2024, 3, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.17216 by Inrae - D

ipso, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/03/2024]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.580024
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2020.580024
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aat1808
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aat1808
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13118
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13118
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00744
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00744
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.13558
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-37937-4
https://doi.org/10.1128/Aem.00335-09
https://doi.org/10.1128/Aem.00335-09
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-23931-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.csbj.2020.05.023
https://doi.org/10.1890/11-1745.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/11-1745.1
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btr507
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compag.2022.106978
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compag.2022.106978
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13717-021-00288-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13717-021-00288-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-013-1338-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-013-1338-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41396-021-00947-5
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gky1022
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.2482
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.2482
https://doi.org/10.1111/1462-2920.13231
https://doi.org/10.1128/mbio.01718-01720
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2014.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2014.10.014
https://doi.org/10.5808/GI.2018.16.4.e24
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2019.03.033
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13684
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1219
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1219
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2019.107692
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2019.107692


14 of 14  |     XUE et al.

diversity. The ISME Journal, 1(4), 283–290. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 
ismej. 2007. 53

Romdhane, S., Spor, A., Banerjee, S., Breuil, M.- C., Bru, D., Chabbi, A., 
Hallin, S., van der Heijden, M. G. A., Saghai, A., & Philippot, L. 
(2022). Land- use intensification differentially affects bacterial, 
fungal and protist communities and decreases microbiome network 
complexity. Environmental Microbiomes, 17(1), 1. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1186/ s4079 3-  021-  00396 -  9

Sait, M., Davis, K. E., & Janssen, P. H. (2006). Effect of pH on isola-
tion and distribution of members of subdivision 1 of the phy-
lum Acidobacteria occurring in soil. Applied and Environmental 
Microbiology, 72(3), 1852–1857.

Schloss, P. D., Westcott, S. L., Ryabin, T., Hall, J. R., Hartmann, M., Hollister, 
E. B., Lesniewski, R. A., Oakley, B. B., Parks, D. H., Robinson, C. J., 
Sahl,	J.	W.,	Stres,	B.,	Thallinger,	G.	G.,	Van	Horn,	D.	J.,	&	Weber,	C.	F.	
(2009). Introducing mothur: Open- source, platform- independent, 
community- supported software for describing and comparing 
microbial communities. Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 
75(23), 7537–7541.

Shi, Y., Li, Y., Xiang, X., Sun, R., Yang, T., He, D., Zhang, K., Ni, Y., Zhu, Y. G., 
Adams, J. M., & Chu, H. (2018). Spatial scale affects the relative role 
of stochasticity versus determinism in soil bacterial communities 
in wheat fields across the North China plain. Microbiome, 6(1), 27. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ s4016 8-  018-  0409-  4

Siciliano, S. D., Palmer, A. S., Winsley, T., Lamb, E., Bissett, A., Brown, M. 
V.,	van	Dorst,	J.,	Ji,	M.,	Ferrari,	B.	C.,	Grogan,	P.,	Chu,	H.,	&	Snape,	I.	
(2014). Soil fertility is associated with fungal and bacterial richness, 
whereas pH is associated with community composition in polar soil 
microbial communities. Soil Biology and Biochemistry, 78, 10–20. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. soilb io. 2014. 07. 005

Singh, J. S., & Gupta, V. K. (2018). Soil microbial biomass: A key soil 
driver in management of ecosystem functioning. Science of the Total 
Environment, 634, 497–500. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 
2018. 03. 373

Soto- Navarro, C., Ravilious, C., Arnell, A., de Lamo, X., Harfoot, M., 
Hill, S. L. L., Wearn, O. R., Santoro, M., Bouvet, A., Mermoz, S., Le 
Toan,	T.,	Xia,	J.,	Liu,	S.,	Yuan,	W.,	Spawn,	S.	A.,	Gibbs,	H.	K.,	Ferrier,	
S., Harwood, T., Alkemade, R., … Kapos, V. (2020). Mapping co- 
benefits for carbon storage and biodiversity to inform conservation 
policy and action. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of 
London. Series B, Biological Sciences, 375(1794), 20190128. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1098/ rstb. 2019. 0128

Spain, A. M., Krumholz, L. R., & Elshahed, M. S. (2009). Abundance, com-
position, diversity and novelty of soil Proteobacteria. The ISME 
Journal, 3(8), 992–1000.

Srour, A. Y., Ammar, H. A., Subedi, A., Pimentel, M., Cook, R. L., Bond, J., 
&	Fakhoury,	A.	M.	 (2020).	Microbial	communities	associated	with	
long- term tillage and fertility treatments in a corn- soybean crop-
ping system. Frontiers in Microbiology, 11, 1363.

Stark, S., & Grellmann, D. (2002). Soil microbial responses to herbivory in 
an arctic tundra heath at two levels of nutrient availability. Ecology, 
83(10), 2736–2744. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1890/ 0012-  9658(2002) 
083[2736: Smrthi] 2.0. Co; 2

Stark, S., Männistö, M. K., & Eskelinen, A. (2014). Nutrient availability 
and pH jointly constrain microbial extracellular enzyme activities in 
nutrient- poor tundra soils. Plant and Soil, 383, 373–385.

Thakur,	 M.	 P.,	 Phillips,	 H.	 R.	 P.,	 Brose,	 U.,	 De	 Vries,	 F.	 T.,	 Lavelle,	 P.,	
Loreau, M., Mathieu, J., Mulder, C., Van der Putten, W. H., Rillig, 
M. C., Wardle, D. A., Bach, E. M., Bartz, M. L. C., Bennett, J. M., 
Briones,	M.	J.	I.,	Brown,	G.,	Decaëns,	T.,	Eisenhauer,	N.,	Ferlian,	O.,	
… Cameron, E. K. (2020). Towards an integrative understanding of 
soil biodiversity. Biological Reviews of the Cambridge Philosophical 
Society, 95(2), 350–364. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ brv. 12567 

Wadoux, A. M. J. C., Minasny, B., & McBratney, A. B. (2020). Machine 
learning for digital soil mapping: Applications, challenges and sug-
gested solutions. Earth- Science Reviews, 210, 103359. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. earsc irev. 2020. 103359

Waldrop, M. P., Holloway, J. M., Smith, D. B., Goldhaber, M. B., Drenovsky, 
R. E., Scow, K. M., Dick, R., Howard, D., Wylie, B., & Grace, J. B. 
(2017). The interacting roles of climate, soils, and plant production 
on soil microbial communities at a continental scale. Ecology, 98(7), 
1957–1967. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ ecy. 1883

Williams, K., Harwood, T., Lehmann, E., Ware, C., Lyons, P., Bakar, S., & 
Ferrier,	 S.	 (2021).	Habitat condition assessment system (HCAS ver-
sion 2.1): Enhanced method for mapping habitat condition and change 
across Australia. CSIRO.

Xia, Q., Rufty, T., & Shi, W. (2020). Soil microbial diversity and composi-
tion: Links to soil texture and associated properties. Soil Biology & 
Biochemistry, 149, 107953. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. soilb io. 2020. 
107953

Xue, P., Minasny, B., McBratney, A., Jiang, Y., & Luo, Y. (2023). Land use 
effects on soil protists and their top- down regulation on bacteria 
and fungi in soil profiles. Applied Soil Ecology, 185, 104799. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. apsoil. 2022. 104799

Xue, P., Minasny, B., McBratney, A., Wilson, N. L., Tang, Y., & Luo, Y. 
(2023). Distinctive role of soil type and land use in driving bacte-
rial communities and carbon cycling functions down soil profiles. 
Catena, 223, 106903. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. catena. 2022. 
106903

Yadav, A. N., Kour, D., Kaur, T., Devi, R., Yadav, A., Dikilitas, M., Abdel- 
Azeem, A. M., Ahluwalia, A. S., Saxena, A. K., & Saxena, A. K. (2021). 
Biodiversity, and biotechnological contribution of beneficial soil 
microbiomes for nutrient cycling, plant growth improvement and 
nutrient uptake. Biocatalysis and Agricultural Biotechnology, 33, 
102009.

Yang, T., Lupwayi, N., Marc, S.- A., Siddique, K. H. M., & Bainard, L. D. 
(2021). Anthropogenic drivers of soil microbial communities and 
impacts on soil biological functions in agroecosystems. Global 
Ecology and Conservation, 27, e01521. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
gecco. 2021. e01521

Yu, K., van den Hoogen, J., Wang, Z., Averill, C., Routh, D., Smith, G. R., 
Drenovsky,	R.	E.,	Scow,	K.	M.,	Mo,	F.,	Waldrop,	M.	P.,	&	Crowther,	
T. W. (2022). The biogeography of relative abundance of soil fungi 
versus bacteria in surface topsoil. Earth System Science Data, 14(9), 
4339–4350. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5194/ essd-  14-  4339-  2022

Zheng, D., Yin, G., Liu, M., Hou, L., Yang, Y., Van Boeckel, T. P., Zheng, Y., 
& Li, Y. (2022). Global biogeography and projection of soil antibiotic 
resistance genes. Science Advances, 8(46), eabq8015. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1126/ sciadv. abq8015

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online in the 
Supporting Information section at the end of this article.

How to cite this article: Xue, P., Minasny, B., Wadoux, A.-C., 
Dobarco, M. R., McBratney, A., Bissett, A., & de Caritat, P. 
(2024). Drivers and human impacts on topsoil bacterial and 
fungal community biogeography across Australia. Global 
Change Biology, 30, e17216. https://doi.org/10.1111/
gcb.17216

 13652486, 2024, 3, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.17216 by Inrae - D

ipso, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/03/2024]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2007.53
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2007.53
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40793-021-00396-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40793-021-00396-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40168-018-0409-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2014.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.03.373
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.03.373
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0128
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2019.0128
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083%5B2736:Smrthi%5D2.0.Co;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083%5B2736:Smrthi%5D2.0.Co;2
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12567
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2020.103359
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2020.103359
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.1883
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2020.107953
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2020.107953
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2022.104799
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2022.104799
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2022.106903
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2022.106903
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2021.e01521
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2021.e01521
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-14-4339-2022
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abq8015
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abq8015
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.17216
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.17216

	Drivers and human impacts on topsoil bacterial and fungal community biogeography across Australia
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.1|Sequence data and bioinformatics analysis
	2.2|Soil properties and climate factors
	2.3|Mapping model fitting, validation, and prediction
	2.4|Other statistics

	3|RESULTS
	3.1|Ubiquity and dominance of soil microorganisms
	3.2|Regulation by soil types and land uses
	3.3|Controls of soil microbial biogeography
	3.4|Biogeography of soil bacteria and fungi
	3.5|Regulation of human modification

	4|DISCUSSION
	5|CONCLUSIONS
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


