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1. Introduction

Native soil organic carbon (SOC) decomposition rates may be al-
tered through increased carbon (C) input, a phenomenon known as SOC
priming (Blagodatskaya et al., 2011). Quantifying priming is important
because it may modulate long-term SOC storage in ecosystems and
therefore C biogeochemical cycling. Priming is positive when more SOC
is decomposed or, conversely, negative when less native SOC is de-
composed after C amendment (Kuzyakov et al., 2000; Kuzyakov, 2002;
Bader and Cheng, 2007). Yet, controls over the direction and magnitude
of the priming effect and the consequences for soil C balance remain
uncertain (Dijkstra et al., 2013; Liu et al., 2017).

The quality of plant-derived organic compounds entering the soil
influences microbial activity and may subsequently impact the priming
effect (De Nobili et al., 2001; Hamer and Marschner, 2005a). Micro-
organisms can assimilate simple (low-molecular weight) substrates
more readily than chemically complex (e.g. cellulose or lignin) com-
pounds, which require extracellular enzyme production for breakdown
and depolymerization (Fontaine et al., 2003). Additions of simple
substrates, such as those exuded from root tips, can result in positive or
negative priming, the latter possibly because microorganisms utilize
new C in preference to native soil organic matter (Cheng, 1999; Guenet
et al., 2010). In some cases, complex substrate additions have elicited
larger positive priming responses than simple substrate additions
(Fontaine et al., 2003). One possibility is that more extracellular en-
zymes are produced in response to complex substrates than in response
to simple substrates (Schimel and Weintraub, 2003), accelerating de-
composition of native SOC (Allison and Vitousek, 2005). However,
considerable uncertainty remains in how substrates of different quality
may impact soil microorganisms, and ultimately mineralization of

otherwise stable SOC.
There is currently a paradigm shift in what constitutes “stable” SOC.

The view that SOC comprises humic substances that are resistant to
microbial decomposition is being discarded in favor of SOC that could
be labile, but prevented from microbial access via protective associa-
tions with minerals (Lehmann and Kleber, 2015). Therefore, in-
vestigating SOC priming from a mineral assemblage framework is
needed to better understand the priming phenomenon.

Soil mineral assemblages, especially those enriched in short-range
order (SRO) materials, can strongly impact SOC cycling through various
mineral-organic associations (Kleber et al., 2015). Prevalent in soils
derived from volcanic parent materials, SRO materials are amorphous
mineraloids that include aluminosilicates (e.g. allophane and im-
ogolite), Fe-oxyhydroxides (e.g. ferrihydrite), and Al-oxyhydroxides
(Shoji et al., 1993). Soils abundant in SRO materials generally contain
large, slow-cycling SOC pools (Zunino et al., 1982; Matus et al., 2014)
that are largely composed of easily degradable organic compounds
protected by SRO materials (Saggar et al., 1994; Torn et al., 1997;
Parfitt et al., 2002). In contrast, soils dominated by 2:1 and 1:1 phyl-
losilicate clays typically have comparatively smaller yet faster-cycling C
pools (Harsh et al., 2002; Fontaine et al., 2007). Soils rich in SRO
materials are thought to stabilize SOC by (1) SRO materials adsorbing
and rendering organic compounds unavailable for microbial utilization
(Torn et al., 1997); (2) SRO materials adsorbing and deactivating ex-
tracellular enzymes (Saggar et al., 1994; Miltner and Zech, 1998); (3)
inducing Al toxicity on the microbial biomass (Illmer et al., 2003); or
(4) forming organo-metal complexes (Tate and Theng, 1980; Heckman
et al., 2009; Matus et al., 2014). Thus, SRO materials can exert a major
influence on SOC priming because of their interactions with microbial
substrates and enzymes.
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Recent studies have investigated priming effects from various fresh
C substrate inputs in soils abundant in SRO materials (Rasmussen et al.,
2008; Crow et al., 2009; Khan et al., 2012; Herath et al., 2015;
Keiluweit et al., 2015), with varying results. Some studies have found
weak priming responses in high SRO soils after litter additions
(Rasmussen et al., 2008; Khan et al., 2012; Herath et al., 2015). A single
input of pine litter (a relatively complex C substrate) elicited strong
positive priming in soils low in SRO materials (< 5 g kg−1 allophane),
but only weak priming in soil high in SRO materials (50–78 g kg−1

allophane, Rasmussen et al., 2008). In this case, extracellular enzyme
production may have increased from complex C input, thereby stimu-
lating priming in low SRO soils (Schimel and Weintraub, 2003). If so,
then perhaps increased enzyme production may have been rendered
ineffective in high SRO soils by adsorption to SRO material surfaces
(Saggar et al., 1994). Weaker priming responses associated with fresh
corn litter input occurred in an Andisol, a high SRO soil, compared to
stronger priming responses from an Alfisol, a low SRO soil (Herath
et al., 2015). In an allophanic Andisol derived from basalt parent ma-
terial, the application of easily decomposable pea residues led to a small
positive priming effect but a 50% increase in SOM-derived microbial
biomass, which was attributed to a possible stimulation of extracellular
enzyme production or through increased microbial growth on organic
matter (Khan et al., 2012). In contrast, priming effects can be large in
high SRO soils (Crow et al., 2009; Keiluweit et al., 2015), and thus,
there are inconsistent patterns of priming effects in soils high in SRO
materials. Our study aims to fill a large gap in our understanding of how
priming is affected by the interactions between SRO materials, micro-
organisms, quality of fresh C inputs, and enzyme activities.

We conducted a laboratory experiment testing mineral and micro-
bial controls on priming. This incubation was conducted with soils
naturally varying in SRO content to observe priming responses to re-
peated additions of simple or complex substrates. Priming responses
were measured by monitoring respiration rates, microbial biomass C,
and enzyme activities throughout the incubation. This work expands
upon past research from the same natural soil systems investigating
mineral control of SOC dynamics including priming (Rasmussen et al.,
2005, 2006, 2007, 2008).

In this study, we explored the following questions: Is extracellular
enzyme activity greater in soil with lower SRO content and does this
result in greater priming compared to soils with higher SRO content?
Do complex substrate additions elicit stronger extracellular enzyme
activity compared to simple substrates and therefore elicit stronger
priming responses? We hypothesized that priming is influenced by an
interaction between substrate quality and soil mineral assemblage,
specifically soil SRO content.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Study system

Soil samples were collected from a lithosequence along the western
slope of the Sierra Nevada and the southwestern slope of the Cascade
Range in California from three different parent materials. The three
lithologies – granite, basalt, and andesite – represent distinct mineral
assemblages. Vegetation at these sites was white fir (Abies concolor)
dominated mixed conifer forest. Climate (mean annual precipitation of
115 ± 10 cm yr−1 and mean annual surface temperature of
9.1 ± 0.9 °C), slope (< 10%), aspect (southwest and west-facing), and
canopy position (outside of tree canopy) were similar at each sampling
location (Rasmussen et al., 2006). Soil samples were collected from the
A horizon from 0 to 11 cm depth after carefully removing the litter
layer, and were sieved to<2mm prior to incubation. The soil mineral
assemblages (Dahlgren et al., 1997; Rasmussen et al., 2007, 2010) and
surface SOC dynamics (Rasmussen et al., 2006, 2007, 2008) have been
well characterized at these sites (Table 1). The granite soil contains
negligible amounts of allophane, an SRO aluminosilicate, whereas the Ta
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basalt soil contains 50 g kg−1 and the andesite soil 78 g kg−1 of allo-
phane (Rasmussen et al., 2006). As a sum of allophane and direct
measurements of SRO Fe-oxyhydroxides, the SRO content of the granite
soil was 2.8 g kg−1, the basalt soil was 52.7 g kg−1, and the andesite
soil was 84.8 g kg−1 (Table 1; Rasmussen et al., 2006). From this, we
characterized the granite, basalt, and andesite soils as having low, in-
termediate, and high SRO contents, respectively. About 60% of the total
SOC in the andesite soil is associated with the mineral fraction,
while< 25% of the total SOC in the granite soil is in the mineral
fraction, with almost 70% in the more bioavailable free-light fraction
(C. Rasmussen, personal communication). These soils vary in SOC con-
tent, cation exchange capacity, phosphorus fixation capacity, and pH,
but these differences are largely driven by and co-vary with the pre-
sence of SRO materials (Dahlgren et al., 2004). Thus, these soils provide
a convenient study system to examine how natural variation in the soil
mineral assemblage affects soil C cycling.

2.2. Soil incubation

Substrate amendment treatments (n=4) included weekly additions
of a simple substrate, a complex substrate, and a control that received
no C input. We used repeated substrate additions because these are
thought to be more characteristic of repeated or continuous C inputs
received in natural terrestrial ecosystems compared to a single pulse of
C (Hamer and Marschner, 2005b; Qiao et al., 2014). The simple sub-
strate consisted of a soluble mixture of 48% carbohydrates, 40% or-
ganic acids and 12% amino acids (Hütsch et al., 2002), simulating
rhizosphere exudate composition (Klein et al., 1988; Griffiths et al.,
1999; Jones et al., 2002). Expressed as relative molar abundances, we
used 4 parts fructose, glucose, sucrose, and lactate, 2 parts succinate,
malate, and citrate, and 1 part serine, cysteine, and alanine (Sigma-
Aldrich Co. LLC). The uniformly 13C–enriched compounds used in the
exudate mixture (99 atom percent) were equally diluted with unlabeled
compounds to have an overall enrichment of 1.991 atom percent 13C.

The litter (complex C) was derived from Pinus ponderosa seedlings
cultivated under 13C enrichment conditions as described in Rasmussen
et al. (2008), with once-weekly exposures over an entire photoperiod to
375mg 13C–CO2 L−1 for five months, yielding forcibly-senesced litter
with a 13C enrichment of 1.423 atom percent 13C. Weekly exposures
over the life of the seedlings were used to promote uniform isotopic
label distribution.

For the soil incubation, 40 g of dry soil was weighed into specimen
cups in sealed 473mL volume Mason jars with septa in the lid to allow
for headspace gas extraction. De-ionized water was added to bring soil
moisture content up to 60% of field capacity each week. Soils were
incubated for one week before substrate addition to equilibrate mi-
crobial activity. Before being added to soil, the litter was ground using a
ball-mill to achieve greater homogeneity, then added to soils as a dry
powder once weekly. The exudate mixture was added in solution. De-
ionized water was added separately to soils to maintain moisture at
60% field capacity and the control treatment received a similar amount
of de-ionized water each week. Each week for six weeks, 350 μg sub-
strate-C g−1 soil was added to each soil sample after which soil was
thoroughly mixed. This substrate-C amount was appropriate because it
elicited priming in past experiments (Blagodatskaya and Kuzyakov,
2008; Liu et al., 2017), and was in line with a broad range of estimated
exudation rates under field conditions (Trofymow et al., 1987; Grayston
et al., 1996).

During incubation, CO2 concentration and excess 13C–CO2 were
measured. Ten mL of headspace atmosphere was taken with a syringe
for CO2 concentration measurements and 60mL for excess 13C mea-
surements. Within 5min after closing the jars, a time-zero gas sample
was taken for CO2 concentration and jars were left to incubate in the
dark at room temperature (23 °C). CO2 was allowed to accumulate in
the jar headspace between days 0 to 2, days 2 to 5, and days 5 to 7 after
substrate addition each week. At the end of each period, gas samples

were extracted for CO2 concentration and 13C measurements from the
sealed headspace. After each measurement period, jars were opened,
excess CO2 accumulation was flushed for 0.5 h, jars were re-sealed and
the time zero sampling was repeated for the next measurement period.
From this, we calculated total CO2 respired from each sampling period
(see Section 2.5). CO2 concentration was measured using a LI-COR
CO2/H2O Analyzer Model LI-6262 and 13C excess was measured using a
Picarro Cavity Ring-down Spectrometer model G2201-i Isotopic CO2/
CH4. Picarro samples were measured through dilution of the 60mL of
gas with CO2-free air to a range of 350–1500 ppm CO2 have enough gas
to obtain accurate measurements of atom percent 13C.

2.3. Microbial biomass

Microbial biomass C (MBC) was determined using a modified
chloroform fumigation extraction method (Vance et al., 1987) after pre-
incubation, and one week after the first and last additions of substrate.
From each replicate, a 20 g subsample of soil was mixed with 50mL of
0.05M K2SO4 to quantify extractable C. Samples were thoroughly
mixed on a shaker table at 200 rpm for 1 h, and the supernatant was
filtered through a Whatman no. 1 filter paper. A separate 20 g sub-
sample of soil from each replicate was fumigated with chloroform in
desiccators for five days and then extracted and filtered under the same
conditions as the non-fumigated treatment. The filtered extracts were
oven-dried at 60 °C for 48 h, ground with a mortar and pestle, and
analyzed for C content and atom percent 13C. We calculated MBC as the
difference in extractable C between fumigated and non-fumigated
samples and divided by 0.45 as a correction for extraction efficiency
(Vance et al., 1987).

2.4. Enzyme assays

Each soil was assayed for cellulose-degrading enzymes, β-glucosi-
dase (βG) and cellobiohydrolase (CBH), and the oxidative enzymes
phenol oxidase (PPO) and peroxidase (PER), to measure potential ex-
tracellular enzyme activity. Samples were taken two and seven days
after the first and last additions of substrate. Immediately after sam-
pling, soils were stored at −20 °C until 30min before assay prepara-
tion. Freeze/thaw effects can potentially influence enzyme activity (Lee
et al., 2007), so all samples were subject to the same freeze storage
regime, justifying comparisons across the different treatments (Allison
et al., 2014). Enzyme assays were conducted using standard colori-
metric and fluorometric microplate techniques at room temperature
(Saiya-Cork et al., 2002; German et al., 2011). For each sample,
1.0–1.3 g soil (wet weight) was homogenized in a Waring commercial
laboratory blender with 125mL 50mM sodium acetate buffer (pH 6.0)
for 2min. The resulting homogenate was then stirred continuously at
350 rpm on a magnetic stir plate and 200 μL aliquots were transferred
to a 96-well microplate within 30min of homogenization.

The βG and CBH fluorometric assays were done with 8 replicates
per sample. Fifty microliters of substrate solution were added to each
plate well (200mM 4-Methylumbelliferyl-β-D-glucopyranoside for βG
and 200mM 4-Methylumbelliferyl-β-D-cellobioside for CBH). Blanks
received 250 μL of 50mM sodium acetate buffer. Reference standard
wells received 200 μL acetate buffer and 50 μL of a 100 μM 4-
Methylumbelliferone (MUB) standard. Negative control wells received
200 μL acetate buffer and 50 μL substrate solution. In addition to the
200 μL soil slurry pipetted to each sample well, homogenate controls
also received 50 μL acetate buffer, while quench controls received 50 μL
MUB standard, and assay wells received 50 μL substrate solution. The
final volume for each well was 250 μL and each plate was incubated in
the dark between 1.5 and 2.5 h at room temperature. Hydrolase activity
was expressed as nmol g−1 soil h−1.

The PER and PPO colorimetric assays were done with 16 replicate
wells per sample. Oxidative assays had blank, negative control, and
homogenate control wells as in the fluorometric assays. The substrate
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solution used for both PER and PPO plates was 25mM L-dihydrox-
yphenylalanine (L-DOPA), and each well in PER plates also received
10 μL 0.3% hydrogen peroxide solution. PER activity was calculated as
the difference between the hydrogen peroxide-amended plates and the
PPO plates. The oxidase microplates were incubated in the dark at room
temperature for 24 h. Oxidase activity was expressed as μmol g−1

soil h−1. For both fluorometric and colorimetric enzyme assays, extra-
cellular enzyme activity was calculated as described in German et al.
(2011).

2.5. Data and statistical analyses

Total respired CO2, expressed as μg CO2-C g−1 soil, was calculated
for each time interval during the incubation period and summed to
quantify cumulative respiration. Substrate-derived CO2-C (Csubstrate)
was calculated as:

= − −x x x xC C ( ( C) ( C) )/( ( C) ( C) )substrate total
13

total
13

SOC
13

substrate
13

SOC

(1)

where Ctotal is the total CO2-C respired from substrate-amended sam-
ples, x(13C)total is the 13C atom percent of CO2-C from the substrate-
amended samples, x(13C)substrate is the 13C atom percent of the added
substrate, and x(13C)SOC is the natural abundance 13C atom percent of
CO2-C produced in the control samples. SOC-derived CO2-C of the
substrate treatment was calculated as the difference between Ctotal and
Csubstrate. These calculations were the same to partition substrate- and
SOC-derived microbial biomass for weeks 1 and 6.

The priming effect, expressed as μg CO2-C g−1 soil, was calculated
as:

= −Priming C CSOC(treatment) SOC(control) (2)

where CSOC(treatment) is the CO2-C derived from SOC of the exudate or
litter treatment and CSOC(control) is the CO2-C derived from SOC of the
control.

The cumulative C balance was calculated as:

= −C balance C Cadded total (3)

where Cadded is the total amount of substrate C added for either litter or
exudate addition over the course of the incubation.

Additionally, we calculated a cumulative “substrate effect” as:

= −Substrate Effect Substrate C remaining in soil Priming (4)

While some other priming studies call “C balance” or “net C bal-
ance” as the difference in substrate C remaining in soil minus priming
(Eq. (4)), we considered this to be a misleading definition, as that
calculation does not take into account the baseline CSOC. Therefore, we
defined Eq. (3) as “C balance.”

Analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to determine the effect of
parent material, substrate type, and their interactions on cumulative
respiration (total, substrate- and SOC-derived), priming, microbial
biomass, and enzyme activity. Additionally, we used two-way repeated
measures ANOVA to assess effects of time, parent material, substrate
type, and their interactions on respiration, priming, MBC, and enzyme
activity. Tukey's HSD was used to compare the difference in means of
cumulative priming, microbial biomass, and enzyme activity for each
substrate and parent material treatment (α=0.05).

We used bootstrapping (resampling 10,000 times with replacement)
to calculate 95% confidence limits for the effect sizes for enzyme ac-
tivity. The effect sizes were calculated as the difference between each
treatment and control for each enzyme activity for weeks one and six. If
the 95% confidence interval did not overlap zero, we inferred an effect
of substrate on enzyme activity. The “plyr” package in R Studio (version
3.1.2) was used for all bootstrapping analyses and JMP pro 11 (SAS
Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) was used for ANOVA.

2.6. Uniformity of litter labelling

Numerous priming studies use 13C–enriched litter as a substrate, yet
they assume that the 13C labelling was homogenous in the plant's tis-
sues. To assess uniformity of 13C label distribution among the plant
compounds, we analyzed a subset of the litter samples using the Ankom
200/220 Fiber Analyzer (Ankom Technology, Macedon, NY, USA) to
separate leaf litter into non-polar extract (fats, oils, and soluble cell
contents), neutral detergent (cellulose, hemicellulose, lignin), acid de-
tergent (cellulose, lignin) and lignin-only fractions. Total C and 13C
atom percent were measured for bulk litter and each isolated fraction
on a Carlo Erba NC2100 elemental analyzer at the Colorado Plateau
Stable Isotope Laboratory (http://www.isotope.nau.edu) and in-
corporated these values into possible error in our priming estimates.

We used a single end-member for the mixing model calculations for
the litter material (Eq. (1)), assuming the litter was uniformly labeled.
However, we assessed the potential for non-uniform labeling of the
litter material to influence the outcome of the priming calculation. We
compared our single-end-member approach (Eq. (1)) to two alternate
scenarios: 1) assuming that each litter fraction contributes equally to
CO2 production from the litter source, despite differences in decom-
position rates, or 2) assuming that overall contribution is the weighted
average of the concentration of each fraction and its estimated relative
decomposition rate. Under scenario 2, relative decomposition rates
increased in order from lignin (slowest) to acid detergent fraction,
neutral detergent fraction, and to the nonpolar extract (fastest) fraction
(with an assumed decomposition rate of 0.5), and that adjacent frac-
tions in this rank order differed in decomposition by a factor of two.
These two scenarios span a wide range of assumptions about the con-
sequences of uneven 13C–label distribution in the litter. Additional in-
formation on this assessment of uneven litter labelling can be found in
the Supplemental Materials.

3. Results

3.1. Respiration and priming

Total soil respiration rates from the granite soil (the lowest SRO
soil) declined over time for each treatment including the control, while
respiration rates in andesite and basalt remained fairly constant over
time (Table S2; Fig. S1). The granite soil treatments had the highest
cumulative respiration, followed by basalt and andesite (Fig. 1A). CO2

respired from native SOC was lowest in the basalt soil and highest in the
granite soil across treatments. CO2 derived from the substrate added
was greater for the exudate addition compared to the litter addition and
within each substrate addition treatment, the granite soil had the most
substrate-derived CO2-C and the andesite had the least (Fig. 1A). Cu-
mulatively, 36%, 30%, and 21% of the exudate C added was respired
for the granite, basalt, and andesite soils, respectively. 16%, 14%, and
8% of the litter C added was respired for the granite, basalt and andesite
soils, respectively.

Both exudate and litter additions caused positive priming in all
three soil types (Fig. 1B; Table S2). Cumulative priming was greater in
the soils with greater SRO content (Fig. 1B). From a linear regression
between SRO content (Feo+ allophane) of each soil with cumulative
priming, litter addition had an R2 of 0.88 and p < 0.001, and exudate
addition had an R2 of 0.83 and p < 0.001. Priming in the granite soil
was significantly lower compared to andesite and basalt soils under
exudate and litter additions (Table S2; Fig. 1B). However, the andesite
and basalt soils did not significantly differ in mean priming for either
exudate or litter addition (Table S2; Fig. 1B).

The magnitude of priming depended on soil, substrate type and time
(Table S2; Fig. 2). The largest priming response occurred in the first
week in the andesite and basalt soils due to exudate addition and de-
clined in subsequent weeks (Fig. 2). Priming remained largely constant
in the litter treatment, except for the granite soil, in which most
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(59.3%) of the priming occurred during the last week of the incubation
(Fig. 2).

P. ponderosa litter fractions varied in 13C atom percent, with the
nonpolar extract fraction having the highest 13C atom percent and the
acid detergent fraction having the lowest 13C atom percent (Fig. S3a).
The nonpolar extract fraction made up 62% of the total bulk litter C.
However, despite the significant differences in litter fraction 13C atom
percent, our adjusted priming calculations based on scenarios with
different assumptions were not statistically different from our original
priming calculations (Fig. S3b). Therefore, the calculated priming ef-
fects were unlikely to be appreciably affected by the uneven distribu-
tion of the 13C label among different chemical fractions in the litter.

3.2. Microbial biomass carbon

Before the incubation, the andesite soil had the greatest MBC at
787 μg C g−1 soil, the granite soil had 571 μg C g−1 soil and the basalt
soil had 171 μg C g−1 soil (Table 1). After the first week of the in-
cubation, MBC decreased compared to pre-incubation MBC, except for
the Litter-Basalt soil (Table 1; Fig. 3). In week 1, MBC in the andesite
and basalt soils were unresponsive to substrate addition (Table S2;
Fig. 3). By the end of week 6, both litter and exudate addition sig-
nificantly increased microbial biomass for all soils (Table S2; Fig. 3).
The basalt soil had the lowest MBC across all treatments, while the
andesite soil had the highest MBC at both time points. In the control
treatment, MBC was lower in the final week of the incubation compared
to the first week for all soil types. At the end of the incubation, substrate
addition increased MBC in all soils compared to the control. In the
granite and andesite soils, litter addition increased MBC more than

exudate addition; in contrast, litter and exudate addition caused similar
changes in MBC in the basalt soil (Fig. 3).

In week 1, there was a larger fraction of 13C–labeled litter in-
corporated into MBC, while almost no incorporation from the exudate
mixture. However, 15% (litter-andesite) to 30% (exudate-basalt) of
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MBC was substrate-derived across the treatments by week 6 (Fig. 3; Fig.
S2). As a percentage, the basalt soil with exudate addition had the
greatest incorporation of substrate into MBC (Fig. S2).

3.3. Extracellular enzyme activity

By the end of the incubation, litter addition increased βG and CBH
activities in the andesite and granite soils, but not in the basalt soil
(Fig. 4A). Addition of exudates increased βG activity in the granite and
andesite soils relative to the control for weeks 1 and 6, but did not affect
CBH activity (Table S2; Fig. 4A). By week 6, βG and CBH activities
increased most in the andesite soil amended with litter relative to the
control (Fig. 4A). Substrate quality did not have a significant effect on
activity of the oxidases PPO or PER.

3.4. Carbon balance

Net C balance during the incubation period was positively asso-
ciated with SRO content (andesite and basalt > granite) for each
substrate treatment (Table 2). The andesite and basalt soils with litter
addition accumulated the most C, on average 260 ± 8.1 μg
C g−1 wk.−1, and the granite soil with exudate addition accumulated
the least, on average 105 ± 36.7 1 μg C g−1 wk.−1. Despite a positive
priming effect for all soils, the C addition from the substrates resulted in
more C remaining in the soil than C mineralized (Table 2). For each
substrate addition treatment, the andesite soil had the most substrate C
remaining in the soil at the end of the incubation (Table 2). In terms of a
substrate effect (remaining substrate C in soil minus priming) substrate
had more of an effect than soil type, with a greater substrate effect from
litter C in all three soils than exudate C (Table 2).

4. Discussion

4.1. Priming dynamics

Our results suggest that differences among soils rather than sub-
strate quality largely drove priming responses. Both exudate and litter
additions caused a larger priming response in the soils with greater SRO
content – the andesitic and basaltic soils. Granitic soils are often
dominated by fast-cycling C pools (Harsh et al., 2002), consistent with
our finding that the granite soil had the largest amount of CO2 respired
across all treatments, despite having the lowest SOC content. Despite
large cumulative SOC mineralization from the granite soil across all
treatments, there was little change in native SOC mineralization in the
granite soil from litter or exudate addition. Adding new C to these soils
may not have affected the availability of native SOC because the bulk of
SOC was already readily available to microorganisms.

Contrary to our hypothesis that extracellular enzymes are inhibited
in soils with high SRO content, the relationship between substrate ad-
dition, SRO content, and enzyme activity remains unclear. While
greater βG and CBH activities were observed under litter addition in the
andesite soil, priming in the andesite soil was greater from the simple
substrate addition than the litter. This indicates that litter addition in-
duces microorganisms to produce extracellular enzymes to break down
cellulose; however, mechanisms other than enzyme production alone
must be contributing factors to the priming effect, due to the larger
priming response in the high SRO soils from the simple substrate ad-
dition. Moreover, if adsorption of enzymes to SRO materials occurred, it
remains unknown if adsorbed enzymes would be inhibited (Saggar
et al., 1994; Miltner and Zech, 1998). It is possible that the hydrolases
remained functional, reacting with complex organic matter and in-
creasing the mineralization of native SOC (Allison, 2006). Another
possibility is that hydrolase extracellular enzyme production by
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Table 2
The C balance at the end of the incubation for the three soils and two substrate treatments. C balance as calculated by input-output is the amount of substrate C added minus the total CO2-
C respired. C balance under the conventional consideration of priming C balance is calculated as the amount of substrate C remaining in the soil minus CO2-C from the priming effect,
which was called ‘substrate effect’ here. All values are in μg C g−1 soil ± standard error of the mean. Values within each column not sharing the same lower-case letter are considered
statistically different (Tukey's HSD post hoc test, α=0.05).

Substrate C
added

Total CO2-C respired C balance (input-
output)

Substrate C remaining in
soil

Substrate C in MBC Substrate effect (substrate C
remaining - priming)

Substrate Soil (μg C g−1 soil)
Exudate Granite 2100 1467.6a ± 32.6 632.4c ± 32.6 1350.1e ± 20.3 68.2b ± 13.8 1312.8b ± 32.6

Basalt 2100 1020.8b ± 69.2 1079.2b ± 69.2 1464.5d ± 48.6 69.5ab ± 3.1 1277.2b ± 69.2
Andesite 2100 904.4b ± 37.9 1195.6b ± 37.9 1666.6c ± 20.6 112.3a ± 10.6 1422.2b ± 37.9

Litter Granite 2100 1034.7b ± 12.1 1065.3b ± 12.1 1759.9bc ± 2.7 66.8b ± 4.8 1745.7a ± 12.1
Basalt 2100 618.5c ± 5.4 1481.5a ± 5.4 1801.7b ± 1.9 53.2b ± 2.2 1679.6a ± 5.4
Andesite 2100 539.7c ± 13.3 1560.3a ± 13.3 1933.7a ± 5.6 91.5ab ± 3.1 1786.8a ± 13.3
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microbes was significantly accelerated to overcome the sink of SRO-
adsorbed enzymes. On the other hand, oxidation products may have
been adsorbed to SRO material surfaces. Allison (2006) found potential
PPO activities increased in the presence of allophane, an important SRO
material, although PPO oxidation products were found to be easily
adsorbed onto allophane (Allison, 2006). Different extracellular en-
zymes may be differentially influenced by allophane and other SRO
materials. However, more research is needed in order to better under-
stand the relationship of the functioning of different enzymes with
different minerals.

The basalt soil had no significant increase in extracellular enzyme
production for either litter or exudate addition, despite having sig-
nificant priming responses for both substrates. This suggests another
mechanism besides extracellular enzyme production stimulates priming
in soils containing SRO materials. However, because we only measured
extracellular enzymes involved in C cycling, it is quite likely that other
relevant enzymes were not measured. Other important extracellular
enzymes, such as those involved in nitrogen or phosphorous cycling,
were not measured in this study (Kandeler et al., 1999; Olander and
Vitousek, 2000). If microbial mining for nutrients were occurring
(Dijkstra et al., 2013), it was not captured in this study.

Another possibility for the greater priming observed in high SRO
soils may have occurred because the addition of organic acid induced
chemical dissolution or displacement of SRO-bound organic com-
pounds, which consequently increased microbial access to otherwise-
protected SOC. Two important processes leading to SOC associations
with minerals are adsorption and formation of metal-containing (Fe and
Al) organic coprecipitates (Kleber et al., 2015). Root exudates and low-
molecular weight organic molecules released by microorganisms facil-
itate the adsorption or desorption of compounds at the mineral-water
interface (Essington, 2004), which can displace native adsorbed SOC
from mineral surfaces (Kaiser and Kalbitz, 2012; Kleber et al., 2015).
Metal (Fe and Al) organic coprecipitates - formed by processes such as
complexation of hydrolyzed Fe and Al species by SOC or through pre-
cipitation of insoluble organic-metal complexes - can undergo mineral
dissolution induced by various root exudates, particularly organic acids
(Kleber et al., 2015). A recently proposed abiotic mechanism hy-
pothesizes that addition of a common root exudate, oxalic acid, pro-
motes dissolution of SOC from SRO phases, mobilizing mineral-bound C
to become biologically accessible (Keiluweit et al., 2015). Priming was
greater after addition of oxalic acid relative to the more energetically-
favorable glucose, suggesting an abiotic mechanism influencing in-
creased mineralization of SOC compared to a microbial-growth driven
mechanism (Keiluweit et al., 2015). The exudate mixture used in this
study was composed of energetically-favorable compounds of sugars,
organic acids and amino acids, with various dissolution and displace-
ment properties (Hütsch et al., 2002). This exudate mixture may have
abiotically released SRO-bound SOC through either mineral dissolution
of co-precipitates (induced by chelators such as malate) or displacement
of SOC adsorbed to mineral surfaces by younger sorbing compounds
(Kaiser and Kalbitz, 2012; Kleber et al., 2015). This is supported from
the observation that the andesite (highest SRO) soil had greater cu-
mulative priming with exudate addition compared to the litter addition.
Root exudates may have caused mineral-associated SOC of various
bonding mechanisms to become newly accessible for microbial utili-
zation.

Organic acids may have also played a role, albeit smaller, in re-
leasing native SOC during priming in the litter-amended soil treat-
ments. In the litter incubations, priming was less pronounced than in
soils to which exudate C was added. Other studies have found around
3–30% of decomposing litter to be released as DOC (Don and Kalbitz,
2005; Wallace et al., 2008; Wymore et al., 2015). The needle litter used
in this study consisted of about 30% water-soluble compounds, of
which only about 33% were sugars and phenols (Rasmussen et al.,
2008). Up to 75% of pine needle litter can be organic acids (Feng et al.,
2010), which means that as much as 20% of the needle litter mass used

in this study could consist of organic acids, although the exact com-
position remains unknown. This is comparable to the organic acid
content of the exudate mixture, which consisted of about 18% organic
acids. It is possible that due to the weekly wetting of the soil, a portion
of these organic acids could have been solubilized throughout the in-
cubation, although likely in lower quantities than solubilized organic
acids in the exudate mixture. These released acids could then induce
dissolution of native SOC adsorbed to SRO materials (Kaiser and
Kalbitz, 2012). Further experimentation is needed to test this possible
mechanism.

Another possible explanation for greater priming in high SRO soils is
that increased microbial growth and activity due to simple C input al-
leviated spatial limitations and inaccessibility of SRO-bound SOC.
Microorganisms can increase activity in response to addition of labile
substrates, because the addition of easily metabolized C substrates
provides the energy that is required for C-limited microorganisms to
grow (De Nobili et al., 2001). Microbial growth due to substrate input
may also alleviate the spatial inaccessibility to organic matter in soil
(Schmidt et al., 2011), in turn providing new access to SOM. This may
be achieved through increasing biomass so that microbes expand to
new areas in the soil mineral matrix. However, during the first week of
the incubation, exudate addition in the andesite and basalt soils had
minimal effects on microbial biomass and on microbial incorporation of
substrate C, even though the largest increase in priming occurred then.
This suggests that the net increases in microbial biomass observed after
the first input of new C into high SRO soil did not exert a large influence
on the relatively large initial priming response. Alternatively, there
could have been a large turnover of microbial biomass, with dead mi-
croorganisms incorporated into SOMeC.

Another explanation, not mutually-exclusive, is that the large
priming effect observed in high SRO soils may not have been derived
from mineral-bound SOC, but rather from the free-light, non-mineral
associated, fraction of SOC. Another study found that cellulose addition
did little to stimulate mineralization of mineral-bound soil organic
matter, organic nitrogen in particular (Turner et al., 2017). Under-
standing the extent of decomposition of the mineral-associated versus
the free-light fraction, and which was susceptible to priming from these
soils, will be an important next step to understanding the specific me-
chanisms driving priming in the presence of SRO materials. In terms of
both coprecipitation and adsorption, more decomposed SOC is gen-
erally mineral-associated compared to fresh organic matter (Kleber
et al., 2015). Using the C:N ratios of each soil in the study as a proxy, we
can estimate the proportion of SOC that is microbially-processed. As-
suming that fresh litter has a C:N ratio of 40:1 and microbially-pro-
cessed SOM has a C:N ratio of 10:1, we estimate that the andesite SOC
was about 53%, the basalt was 68%, and granite was 40% microbially-
processed SOC. These are in line with other studies finding that soils
with an abundance of SRO materials often have a large fraction of
microbial-derived organic matter compared to other soil types
(Buurman et al., 2007). However, this does not exclude the possible
contribution of the free-light fraction to priming.

Along a similar line, because the SRO content correlates with SOC
content in our study soils, the total SOC content itself may also play an
important role in priming. Soils rich in SOC often display larger positive
priming responses compared to soils poor in SOC (Hart et al., 1986;
Kuzyakov et al., 2000; Zhang et al., 2013). The andesite soil had more
than three times as much native SOC as the granite soil, allowing for a
larger total SOC pool to be primed. SRO materials promote SOC accu-
mulation (Saggar et al., 1994; Torn et al., 1997; Parfitt et al., 2002;
Matus et al., 2014), explaining the higher SOC contents in the andesite
and basalt soils. We can conclude that soils with greater abundances of
SRO materials may result in greater priming responses, but whether this
is a direct or indirect influence remains to be fully determined. While
our soil gradient is not a clean manipulation of SRO materials, these
soils represent a range in natural variation in soil mineral assemblage.
Therefore, this study may better reflect the possible responses to simple
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and complex substrate input in natural soils along the spectrum of
mineral-protected SOC.

The possibility of apparent priming must be considered. Apparent
priming can be defined as the replacement of C in existing microbial
biomass with 13C without affecting SOM decomposition; in other words,
microbial turnover (Blagodatskaya and Kuzyakov, 2008). Apparent
priming can be estimated by measuring SOM-derived MBC of the con-
trol and substrate-amended treatments (Fontaine et al., 2011). During
the first week, the SOM-derived MBC did not change from the control
for the andesite and basalt soils, and increased for the granite due to
substrate input (Fig. 3), which indicates real priming responses. Ad-
ditionally, during the last week, SOM-derived MBC increased due to
substrate input for all soils which also suggests real priming. We can
therefore conclude that real priming occurred throughout this incuba-
tion for all soils.

4.2. Temporal priming dynamics

Priming may vary significantly depending on whether fresh C is
added as a single addition or via multiple pulses of C (Hamer and
Marschner, 2005b). We found cumulative priming was greatest in the
andesite soil with repeated additions of litter and exudates compared to
the granite and basalt soils. From a 90-day incubation with a single
input of ponderosa pine litter, Rasmussen et al. (2007) found that
granite and basalt soils in white-fir dominated forests substantially in-
creased native soil C mineralization, whereas limited cumulative
priming was found for the andesite soil. However, shortly after the
addition of substrate, Rasmussen et al. (2007) also observed larger
priming in the andesite soil than in the granite soil. Repeated litter or
exudate substrate additions in our study possibly kept priming rates at a
high level in the andesite soil, similar to the initial response observed by
Rasmussen et al. (2007). This suggests that a consistent input of sub-
strate is required to prime the andesite SOC pool. Repeated additions
are more representative of forest ecosystems where regular or con-
tinuous root exudation and litterfall occur (Qiao et al., 2014), sug-
gesting priming may be an important control on C dynamics in soils
with high SRO abundance in natural systems.

Stimulation of extracellular enzyme production can occur in as little
as a few weeks (Rinkes et al., 2014), but can take longer as slower-
growing fungi are the primary microorganisms producing various hy-
drolytic and oxidative enzymes (Burns et al., 2013). During the last
week of the incubation, the granite soil's priming response increased
substantially from litter input. This corresponded with the significant
increase in enzyme activity from both hydrolases as well as PER, which
degrade cellulose and lignin, respectively. It is possible that if the in-
cubation continued for a longer duration, there would be greater
priming induced for the granite soil due to increased enzyme produc-
tion or activity.

4.3. Carbon balance

In terms of the net change in SOC content, all soils accumulated C
over the course of the experiment despite exhibiting positive priming.
These incubations do not predict long-term C stocks, but may provide
insight into C turnover and residence time. For example, higher SRO
content soil generally exhibits greater C stocks that turn over more
slowly compared to soil with low SRO content (Zunino et al., 1982;
Torn et al., 1997; Rasmussen et al., 2005). In particular, allophanic soils
can have up to 10 times larger SOC contents compared to other mineral
soils (Zunino et al., 1982). This is consistent with our findings that high
SRO soils mineralized less substrate C despite increased native C mi-
neralization. Other studies have also observed an increase in C balance
despite positive priming (Qiao et al., 2014). On the other hand, Herath
et al. (2015) found weak priming in the presence of SRO materials yet a
lower C balance compared to an Alfisol in a 510-day experiment. This
coupling of greater priming with C accumulation may be a factor of

SOC cycling in high SRO soils, but long-term C balance effects remain
unclear.

If the increased SOC mineralized had previously been SRO-asso-
ciated, the stability of C associated with high SRO content may involve
more exchange between old and new C than previously considered.
Additionally, C accumulation was proportional to priming so that, de-
spite greater stimulation of native SOC mineralization in the high SRO
soil, C accumulation was greater in the high SRO soil as well. The
substantial capacity of soils with greater SRO contents to sequester and
store C may be explained by a displacement of the native, more mi-
crobially-processed SOC with the new, stronger adsorbing organic
compounds on the surface of SRO materials (Kaiser and Kalbitz, 2012).
This may lead to increased older, stable C becoming physically acces-
sible for microbial attack (Conant et al., 2011), but the net effect is that
more organic C ends up adsorbed or coprecipitated in mineral asso-
ciations (Kleber et al., 2015). New organo-mineral formation under new
litter input was preferentially associated with existing organo-mineral
complexes with rough surfaces (Vogel et al., 2014), which may help
explain greater C accumulation despite greater priming in the high SRO
soils. Conversely, in soils with few SRO materials, relatively less C is
adsorbed to the mineral phase and therefore new C cannot release old C
to promote high rates of priming. However, it is still unclear whether
the primed SOC is mineral or non-mineral associated SOC in this study,
and further investigation is required.

4.4. Litter labelling

In litter decomposition studies, differences in δ13C between different
plant compounds can occur. Lipids and alkanes can be 4–10‰ depleted
compared to bulk litter (Hobbie and Werner, 2004), and carbohydrates
are usually higher in δ13C compared to lignin (Benner et al., 1987).
Pulse-labelling of litter introduces yet another potential complication,
as the timing of 13C label application with respect to the timing of
synthesis of different carbon compounds may cause uneven 13C en-
richment in different plant tissue compounds (Sangster et al., 2010;
Haddix et al., 2016). Although many studies have utilized similar re-
peat pulse-labelling methods to generate labeled litter to use in priming
experiments (Loya et al., 2004; Rasmussen et al., 2008; Frøseth and
Bleken, 2014; Wang et al., 2014), testing the isotopic composition of
different compounds is rarely done. We found that the pine needle
litter, used to elicit priming in this study, was heterogeneously
13C–labeled, despite being subjected to pulses of 13C–CO2-enriched air
at regular intervals proportional to the rate of photosynthesis over the
entire life of the P. ponderosa saplings. This heterogeneity in enrichment
within litter could lead to erroneous estimates of litter-derived re-
spiration due to uneven decomposition rates. However, after estimating
possible error in priming under different assumptions of litter decom-
position, we found significant differences in priming between the two
scenarios, but did not find significant differences between each scenario
and our priming estimates (Fig. S3B). We therefore conclude that our
priming estimates using the repeat-pulse-labeled litter in this study
were not affected by the uneven 13C distribution in the litter. We sug-
gest that label distribution be assessed in decomposition studies using
plant tissues labeled through repeated pulses, as the quality of labelling
may affect priming estimations (Sangster et al., 2010).

5. Conclusions

Our results show that addition of simple and complex C substrates to
soils may enhance decomposition of native SOC to a greater degree in
soils with a high abundance of SRO mineral phases, indicating that
mineral-bound C may be susceptible to microbial decomposition. The
activity of hydrolases (βG and CBH) increased with the addition of
complex substrates in the high SRO soil that also exhibited the greatest
priming. Our findings are inconsistent with the hypothesis that complex
C addition induces large priming effects in low SRO soils due to
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stimulated extracellular enzyme production and low priming in high
SRO soils owing to low enzyme activity. We also found that priming
increased with greater net C accumulation. Our research suggests that
understanding mineral protection of native SOC and mineral interac-
tions with microorganisms and different types of fresh organic carbon
inputs are critical to understand the priming effect, which could have a
long-term effect on soil C storage and global C cycling.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank Dr. A. Welty-Bernard, R. Rubin, and members of
the Center of Ecosystem Science and Society at Northern Arizona
University for constructive advice on earlier versions of the manuscript.
This work was funded in part by grants from the National Science
Foundation (EAR-1123454, GEO-1124078, and DEB-1241094).

Conflicts of interest

None.

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2018.01.039.

References

Allison, S.D., 2006. Soil minerals and humic acids alter enzyme stability: implications for
ecosystem processes. Biogeochemistry 81, 361–373.

Allison, S.D., Vitousek, P.M., 2005. Responses of extracellular enzymes to simple and
complex nutrient inputs. Soil Biol. Biochem. 37, 937–944.

Allison, S.D., Chacon, S.S., German, D.P., 2014. Substrate concentration constraints on
microbial decomposition. Soil Biol. Biochem. 79, 43–49.

Bader, N.E., Cheng, W., 2007. Rhizosphere priming effect of Populus fremontii obscures
the temperature sensitivity of soil organic carbon respiration. Soil Biol. Biochem. 39,
600–606.

Benner, R., Fogel, M.L., Sprague, E.K., Hodson, R.E., 1987. Depletion of 13C in lignin and
its implications for stable carbon isotope studies. Nature 329, 708–710.

Blagodatskaya, Е., Kuzyakov, Y., 2008. Mechanisms of real and apparent priming effects
and their dependence on soil microbial biomass and community structure: critical
review. Biol. Fertil. Soils 45, 115–131.

Blagodatskaya, E., Yuyukina, T., Blagodatsky, S., Kuzyakov, Y., 2011. Three-source-par-
titioning of microbial biomass and of CO2 efflux from soil to evaluate mechanisms of
priming effects. Soil Biol. Biochem. 43, 778–786.

Burns, R.G., DeForest, J.L., Marxsen, J., Sinsabaugh, R.L., Stromberger, M.E., Wallenstein,
M.D., Weintraub, M.N., Zoppini, A., 2013. Soil enzymes in a changing environment:
current knowledge and future directions. Soil Biol. Biochem. 58, 216–234.

Buurman, P., Peterse, F., Almendros Martin, G., 2007. Soil organic matter chemistry in
allophanic soils: a pyrolysis-GC/MS study of a Costa Rican Andosol catena. Eur. J.
Soil Sci. 58, 1330–1347.

Cheng, W., 1999. Rhizosphere feedbacks in elevated CO2. Tree Physiol. 19, 313–320.
Conant, R.T., Ryan, M.G., Ågren, G.I., Birge, H.E., Davidson, E.A., Eliasson, P.E., Evans,

S.E., Frey, S.D., Giardina, C.P., Hopkins, F.M., Hyvonen, R., Kirschbaum, M.U.F.,
Lavallee, J.M., Leifeld, J., Parton, W.J., Steinweg, J.M., Wallenstein, M.D.,
Wettersted, J.A.M., Bradford, M.A., 2011. Temperature and soil organic matter de-
composition rates - synthesis of current knowledge and a way forward. Glob. Chang.
Biol. 17, 3392–3404.

Crow, S.E., Lajtha, K., Bowden, R.D., Yano, Y., Brant, J.B., Caldwell, B.A., Sulzman, E.W.,
2009. Increased coniferous needle inputs accelerate decomposition of soil carbon in
an old-growth forest. For. Ecol. Manag. 258, 2224–2232.

Dahlgren, R.A., 1994. Quantification of allophane and imogolite. In: Amonett, J.E.,
Zelazny, L.W. (Eds.), Quantitative Methods in Soil Mineralogy. SSSA Inc., Madison,
WI, pp. 430–451.

Dahlgren, R.A., Boettinger, J., Huntington, G., Amundson, R., 1997. Soil development
along an elevational transect in the western Sierra Nevada, California. Geoderma 78,
207–236.

Dahlgren, R.A., Saigusa, M., Ugolini, F.C., 2004. The nature, properties and management
of volcanic soils. Adv. Agron. 82, 113–182.

De Nobili, M., Contin, M., Mondini, C., Brookes, P.C., 2001. Soil microbial biomass is
triggered into activity by trace amounts of substrate. Soil Biol. Biochem. 33,
1163–1170.

Dijkstra, F.A., Carrillo, Y., Pendall, E., Morgan, J.A., 2013. Rhizosphere priming: a nu-
trient perspective. Front. Microbiol. 4, 1–8.

Don, A., Kalbitz, K., 2005. Amounts and degradability of dissolved organic carbon from
foliar litter at different decomposition stages. Soil Biol. Biochem. 37, 2171–2179.

Essington, M.E., 2004. Soil and Water Chemistry: An Integrated Approach. CRC Press,
Boca Raton.

Feng, S., Zeng, W., Luo, F., Zhao, J., Yang, Z., Sun, Q., 2010. Antibacterial activity of
organic acids in aqueous extracts from pine needles (Pinus massoniana lamb.). Food
Sci. Biotechnol. 19, 35–41.

Fontaine, S., Mariotti, A., Abbadie, L., 2003. The priming effect of organic matter: a
question of microbial competition? Soil Biol. Biochem. 35, 837–843.

Fontaine, S., Barot, S., Barré, P., Bdioui, N., Mary, B., Rumpel, C., 2007. Stability of or-
ganic carbon in deep soil layers controlled by fresh carbon supply. Nature 450,
277–280.

Fontaine, S., Henault, C., Aamor, A., Bdioui, N., Bloor, J.M.G., Maire, V., Mary, B.,
Revaillot, S., Maron, P.A., 2011. Fungi mediate long term sequestration of carbon and
nitrogen in soil through their priming effect. Soil Biol. Biochem. 43, 86–96.

Frøseth, R.B., Bleken, M.A., 2014. Effect of low temperature and soil type on the de-
composition rate of soil organic carbon and clover leaves, and related priming effect.
Soil Biol. Biochem. 80, 156–166.

German, D.P., Weintraub, M.N., Grandy, A.S., Lauber, C.L., Rinkes, Z.L., Allison, S.D.,
2011. Optimization of hydrolytic and oxidative enzyme methods for ecosystem stu-
dies. Soil Biol. Biochem. 43, 1387–1397.

Grayston, S.J., Vaughan, D., Jones, D.R., 1996. Rhizosphere carbon flow in trees, in
comparison with annual plants: the importance of root exudation and its impact on
microbial activity and nutrient availability. Appl. Soil Ecol. 5, 29–56.

Griffiths, B., Ritz, K., Ebblewhite, N., Dobson, G., 1999. Soil microbial community
structure - effects of substrate loading rates. Soil Biol. Biochem. 31, 145–153.

Guenet, B., Leloup, J., Raynaud, X., Bardoux, G., Abbadie, L., 2010. Negative priming
effect on mineralization in a soil free of vegetation for 80 years. Eur. J. Soil Sci. 61,
384–391.

Haddix, M.L., Paul, E.A., Cotrufo, M.F., 2016. Dual, differential isotope labeling shows the
preferential movement of labile plant constituents into mineral-bonded soil organic
matter. Glob. Chang. Biol. 22, 2301–2312.

Hamer, U., Marschner, B., 2005a. Priming effects in different soil types induced by
fructose, alanine, oxalic acid and catechol additions. Soil Biol. Biochem. 37, 445–454.

Hamer, U., Marschner, B., 2005b. Priming effects in soils after combined and repeated
substrate additions. Geoderma 128, 38–51.

Harsh, J., Chorover, J., Nizeyimana, E., 2002. Allophane and imogolite. In: Dixon, J.B.,
Schulze, D.G. (Eds.), Soil Mineralogy with Environmental Applications. Soil Science
Society of America, Madison, WI, pp. 291–322.

Hart, P.B.S., Rayner, J.H., Jenkinson, D.S., 1986. Influence of pool substitution on the
interpretation of fertilizer experiments with 15N. J. Soil Sci. 37, 389–403.

Heckman, K., Welty-Bernard, A., Rasmussen, C., Schwartz, E., 2009. Geologic controls of
soil carbon cycling and microbial dynamics in temperate conifer forests. Chem. Geol.
267, 12–23.

Herath, H.M.S.K., Camps-Arbestain, M., Hedley, M.J., Kirschbaum, M.U.F., Wang, T., van
Hale, R., 2015. Experimental evidence for sequestering C with biochar by avoidance
of CO2 emissions from original feedstock and protection of native soil organic matter.
GCB Bioenergy 7, 512–526.

Hobbie, E.A., Werner, R.A., 2004. Bulk carbon isotope patterns in C 3 and C 4 plants: a
review and synthesis. New Phytol. 161, 371–385.

Hütsch, B.W., Augustin, J., Merbach, W., 2002. Plant rhizodeposition-an important source
for carbon turnover in soils. J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci. 165, 397–407.

Illmer, P., Obertegger, U., Schinner, F., 2003. Microbiological properties in acidic forest
soils with special consideration of KCl extractable Al. Water Air Soil Pollut. 148,
3–14.

Jones, D.L., Owen, A.G., Farrar, J.F., 2002. Simple method to enable the high resolution
determination of total free amino acids in soil solutions and soil extracts. Soil Biol.
Biochem. 34, 1893–1902.

Kaiser, K., Kalbitz, K., 2012. Cycling downwards - dissolved organic matter in soils. Soil
Biol. Biochem. 52, 29–32.

Kandeler, E., Stemmer, M., Klimanek, E.M., 1999. Response of soil microbial biomass,
urease and xylanase within particle size fractions to long-term soil management. Soil
Biol. Biochem. 31, 261–273.

Keiluweit, M., Bougoure, J.J., Nico, P.S., Pett-Ridge, J., Weber, P.K., Kleber, M., 2015.
Mineral protection of soil carbon counteracted by root exudates. Nat. Clim. Chang. 5,
588–595.

Khan, K.S., Castillo, X., Wichern, F., Dyckmans, J., Joergensen, R.G., 2012. Interactions of
mustard plants and soil microorganisms after application of sugarcane filter cake and
pea residues to an Andosol. J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci. 175, 931–938.

Kleber, M., Eusterhues, K., Keiluweit, M., Mikutta, C., Mikutta, R., Nico, P.S., 2015.
Mineral – organic associations: formation, properties, and relevance in soil en-
vironments. Adv. Agron. 130, 1–140.

Klein, D.A., Frederick, B.A., Biondini, M., Trlica, M.J., 1988. Rhizosphere microorganism
effects on soluble amino acids, sugars and organic acids in the root zone of Agropyron
cristatum, A. smithii and Bouteloua gracilis. Plant Soil 110, 19–25.

Kuzyakov, Y., 2002. Review: factors affecting rhizosphere priming effects. J. Plant Nutr.
Soil Sci. 165, 382–396.

Kuzyakov, Y., Friedel, J.K., Stahr, K., 2000. Review of mechanisms and quantification of
priming effects. Soil Biol. Biochem. 32, 1485–1498.

Lee, Y.B., Lorenz, N., Dick, L.K., Dick, R.P., 2007. Cold storage and pretreatment in-
cubation effects on soil microbial properties. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 71, 1299–1305.

Lehmann, J., Kleber, M., 2015. The contentious nature of soil organic matter. Nature 528,
60–68.

Liu, X.-J.A., Sun, J., Mau, R.L., Finley, B.K., Compson, Z.G., van Gestel, N., Brown, J.R.,
Schwartz, E., Dijkstra, P., Hungate, B.A., 2017. Labile carbon input determines the
direction and magnitude of the priming effect. Appl. Soil Ecol. 109, 7–13.

Loya, W.M., Johnson, L.C., Nadelhoffer, K.J., 2004. Seasonal dynamics of leaf- and root-
derived C in arctic tundra mesocosms. Soil Biol. Biochem. 36, 655–666.

Matus, F., Rumpel, C., Neculman, R., Panichini, M., Mora, M.L., 2014. Soil carbon storage
and stabilisation in andic soils: a review. Catena 120, 102–110.

B.K. Finley et al. Geoderma 322 (2018) 38–47

46

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2018.01.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2018.01.039
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf1322
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf1322
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf1322
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0255


Miltner, A., Zech, W., 1998. Carbohydrate decomposition in beech litter as influenced by
aluminum, iron and manganese oxides. Soil Biol. Biochem. 30, 1–7.

Olander, L.P., Vitousek, P.M., 2000. Regulation of soil phosphatase and chitinase activity
by N and P availability. Biogeochemistry 49, 175–190.

Parfitt, R.L., Parshotam, A., Salt, G.J., 2002. Carbon turnover in two soils with contrasting
mineralogy under long-term maize and pasture. Aust. J. Soil Res. 40, 127–136.

Qiao, N., Schaefer, D., Blagodatskaya, E., Zou, X., Xu, X., Kuzyakov, Y., 2014. Labile
carbon retention compensates for CO2 released by priming in forest soils. Glob.
Chang. Biol. 20, 1943–1954.

Rasmussen, C., Torn, M.S., Southard, R.J., 2005. Mineral assemblage and aggregates
control carbon dynamics in a California conifer forest. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 69,
1711–1721.

Rasmussen, C., Southard, R.J., Horwath, W.R., 2006. Mineral control of organic carbon
mineralization in a range of temperate conifer forest soils. Glob. Chang. Biol. 12,
834–847.

Rasmussen, C., Southard, R.J., Horwath, W.R., 2007. Soil mineralogy affects conifer forest
soil carbon source utilization and microbial priming. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 71,
1141–1150.

Rasmussen, C., Southard, R.J., Horwath, W.R., 2008. Litter type and soil minerals control
temperate forest soil carbon response to climate change. Glob. Chang. Biol. 14,
2064–2080.

Rasmussen, C., Dahlgren, R.A., Southard, R.J., 2010. Basalt weathering and pedogenesis
across an environmental gradient in the southern Cascade Range, California, USA.
Geoderma 154, 473–485.

Rinkes, Z.L., DeForest, J.L., Grandy, A.S., Moorhead, D.L., Weintraub, M.N., 2014.
Interactions between leaf litter quality, particle size, and microbial community
during the earliest stage of decay. Biogeochemistry 117, 153–168.

Saggar, S., Tate, K.R., Feltham, C.W., Childs, C.W., Parshotam, A., 1994. Carbon turnover
in a range of Allophanic soils amended with C-14-labeled glucose. Soil Biol. Biochem.
26, 1263–1271.

Saiya-Cork, K.R., Sinsabaugh, R.L., Zak, D.R., 2002. The effects of long term nitrogen
deposition on extracellular enzyme activity in an Acer saccharum forest soil. Soil Biol.
Biochem. 34, 1309–1315.

Sangster, A., Knight, D., Farrell, R., Bedard-Haughn, A., 2010. Repeat-pulse 13CO2 la-
beling of canola and field pea: implications for soil organic matter studies. Rapid
Commun. Mass Spectrom. 24, 2791–2798.

Schimel, J.P., Weintraub, M.N., 2003. The implications of exoenzyme activity on mi-
crobial carbon and nitrogen limitation in soil: a theoretical model. Soil Biol. Biochem.

35, 549–563.
Schmidt, M.W.I., Torn, M.S., Abiven, S., Dittmar, T., Guggenberger, G., Janssens, I.A.,

Kleber, M., Kögel-Knabner, I., Lehmann, J., Manning, D.A.C., Nannipieri, P., Rasse,
D.P., Weiner, S., Trumbore, S.E., 2011. Persistence of soil organic matter as an eco-
system property. Nature 478, 49–56.

Shoji, S., Dahlgren, R., Nanzyo, M., 1993. Genesis of volcanic ash soils. In: Shoji, S.,
Nanzyo, M., Dahlgren, R. (Eds.), Volcanic Ash Soils: Genesis, Properties and
Utilization. Soil Science. Elsevier, Amsterdam, pp. 37–71.

Tate, K.R., Theng, B.K.G., 1980. Organic matter and its interactions with inorganic soil
constituents. In: Theng, B.K.G. (Ed.), Soils with Variable Charge. Offset Publications,
Palmerston North, pp. 225–249.

Torn, M.S., Trumbore, S.E., Chadwick, O.A., Vitousek, P.M., Hendricks, D.M., 1997.
Mineral control of soil organic carbon storage and turnover content were measured
by horizon down to the depth at which. Nature 389, 3601–3603.

Trofymow, J.A., Coleman, D.C., Cambardella, C., 1987. Rates of rhizodeposition and
ammonium depletion in the rhizosphere of axenic oat roots. Plant Soil 97, 333–344.

Turner, S., Meyer-Stüve, S., Schippers, A., Guggenberger, G., Schaarschmidt, F., Wild, B.,
Richter, A., Dohrmann, R., Mikutta, R., 2017. Microbial utilization of mineral-asso-
ciated nitrogen in soils. Soil Biol. Biochem. 104, 185–196.

Vance, E.D., Brookes, P.C., Jenkinson, D.S., 1987. An extraction method for measuring
soil microbial biomass-C. Soil Biol. Biochem. 19, 703–707.

Vogel, C., Mueller, C.W., Hoschen, C., Buegger, F., Heister, K., Schulz, S., Schloter, M.,
Kogel-Knabner, I., 2014. Submicron structures provide preferential spots for carbon
and nitrogen sequestration in soils. Nat. Commun. 5, 2947.

Wallace, T.A., Ganf, G.G., Brookes, J.D., 2008. A comparison of phosphorus and DOC
leachates from different types of leaf litter in an urban environment. Freshw. Biol. 53,
1902–1913.

Wang, Q., Wang, S., He, T., Liu, L., Wu, J., 2014. Response of organic carbon miner-
alization and microbial community to leaf litter and nutrient additions in subtropical
forest soils. Soil Biol. Biochem. 71, 13–20.

Wymore, A.S., Compson, Z.G., McDowell, W.H., Potter, J.D., Hungate, B.A., Whitham,
T.G., Marks, J.C., 2015. Leaf-litter leachate is distinct in optical properties and
bioavailability to stream heterotrophs. Freshw. Sci. 34, 857–866.

Zhang, W., Wang, X., Wang, S., 2013. Addition of external organic carbon and native soil
organic carbon decomposition: a meta-analysis. PLoS One 8, e54779.

Zunino, H., Borie, F., Aguilera, S., Martin, J.P., Haider, K., 1982. Decomposition of C- 14-
labeled glucose, plant and microbial products and phenols in volcanic ash-derived
soils of Chile. Soil Biol. Biochem. 14, 37–43.

B.K. Finley et al. Geoderma 322 (2018) 38–47

47

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf4534
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf4534
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf4534
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf2086
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf2086
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf2086
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7061(17)31135-7/rf0380

	Soil mineral assemblage and substrate quality effects on microbial priming
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study system
	Soil incubation
	Microbial biomass
	Enzyme assays
	Data and statistical analyses
	Uniformity of litter labelling

	Results
	Respiration and priming
	Microbial biomass carbon
	Extracellular enzyme activity
	Carbon balance

	Discussion
	Priming dynamics
	Temporal priming dynamics
	Carbon balance
	Litter labelling

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Conflicts of interest
	Supplementary data
	References




