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Summary

CONRAD R. 2001, Evaluation of data on the turnover of NO and N,O by oxidative versus
reductive microbial processes in different soils. - Phyton (Horn, Austria) 41 (3): (61) - (72).

Production of NO and N,O in soils is mainly caused by microbial ammonium oxidation
(nitrification) and nitrate reduction (denitrification). However, the nitrogen oxides are not the end
products of these processes. NO and N,O are also consumed during denitrification. NO is in addi-
tion consumed by unspecific oxidation to nitrate catalyzed by heterotrophic bacteria. Production
rates of NO, uptake rate constants of NO and release rates of N,O were measured in various soils
from agricultural, meadow, temperate forest, savanna and rain forest sites. The relative contribution
of ammonium oxidation to the production of NO and N,O was determined by the acetylene inhibi-
tion technique. The rates of NO and N,O turnover are strongly affected by soil temperature and
moisture. To avoid that these environmental variables mask the controlling effects of other soil
characteristics, the turnover rates of NO and N,O were measured under standardized conditions, i.e.
at 25°C and a soil moisture of 60 % WHC. Under these conditions, soils with high N,O release
systematically also exhibited higher NO production rates. The NO uptake rate constants, on the
other hand, were not correlated with the NO production rates, both varying over 2 orders of
magnitude. However, NO uptake rate constants were systematically larger in those soils which
exhibited relatively large rates of NO+N,0 production from denitrification, indicating that
denitrification also contributed to NO consumption in the tested soils. Under standardized
conditions, the rates of NO production in the various soils were generally higher than the rates of
N,O production, and ammonium oxidation generally contributed more to the production of NO than
Oszo.
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Introduction

The concentrations of NO and N»>O in the atmosphere are only small,
amounting to <0.1 and about 310 ppbv, respectively (CONRAD 1996a). Neverthe-
less, these trace gases exert a strong effect on chemical and physical processes in
the atmosphere (CRUTZEN 1979). Soils constitute one of the most important source
for these trace gases, contributing about 40 % and 70 % to the annual budgets of
atmospheric NO and N;O, respectively (DAVIDSON 1991, WILLIAMS & al. 1992,
DAVIDSON & KINGERLEE 1997, MOSIER 1998). In soils, it is microbial metabolism
that basically accounts for the turnover of the gaseous nitrogen oxides (FIRESTONE
& DAVIDSON 1989, CONRAD 1996b). However, the involved reactions are complex,
and the involved microorganisms are diverse including both bacteria and fungi
(CoNrRAD 2000, KNOWLES 2000). In the field, fluxes can vary over 4 orders of
magnitude, depending on the type of environment, the season and the management
of the soil site. Therefore, it is a challenge to determine how the emission of NO
and N,O from soils is regulated by environmental variables. Much has been
achieved, since the community of IGAC scientists (IGAC = International Global
Atmospheric Chemistry) formulated the essential research needs at a Dahlem con-
ference in 1989 (ANDREAE & ScCHIMEL 1989). We now know that microbial am-
monium oxidation (nitrification) and nitrate reduction (denitrification) are the most
important microbial processes involved in NO and N,O production (DAVIDSON
1991, CONRAD 1996b). We also know that soil temperature, moisture, pH and nu-
trient content (especially nitrogen compounds) are the most important environ-
mental regulators (KAISER & al. 1996, SKIBA & al. 1997, OTTER & al. 1999,
DOBBIE & al. 1999). Therefore, it was possible to construct process-oriented mod-
els which proved to predict the actual field data relatively well (e.g.; L1 & al. 2000,
STANGE & al. 2000). Although the models can rather easily be verified with respect
to the final result of the soil-borne processes, i.e. the flux of NO and N,O between
soil and atmosphere, it is more difficult to verify the model-outputs with respect to
the actual microbial processes that take place in the soil.

For this purpose, it is necessary to differentiate between NO and N;O turn-
over by the different microbial processes. In the following, I will briefly describe
the microbial processes involved in the production of nitrogen oxides and summa-
rize experiments in which the turnover of NO and N,0O was studied as a function of
ammonium oxidation versus nitrate reduction.

Microbial Processes involved in Turnover of NO
and N,O

The two most important processes involved in NO and N,O production are
nitrification and denitrification (Fig. 1). There are two groups of nitrifiers. The
ammonium-oxidizing nitrifiers convert ammonium via hydroxylamine to nitrite
using as enzymes the ammonium monooxygenase and the hydroxylamine oxidore-
ductase, respectively. The nitrite-oxidizing nitrifiers oxidize nitrite to nitrate with
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the nitrite oxidoreductase. The denitrifiers reduce nitrate via nitrite, NO and N,0 to
N; by using the nitrate reductase, nitrite reductase, NO reductase and N;O reduc-
tase as enzymes. Nitrite reductase and N,O reductase have also been found in am-
monium-oxidizing nitrifiers, and thus explain why ammonium-oxidizing nitrifiers
can also denitrify nitrite (POTH & FOCHT 1985, REMDE & CONRAD 1990). Basi-
cally, the production of N>O should therefore be the result of the relative activity of
two enzymes, the NO reductase and the N>O reductase, irrespectively in which
type of microorganism these enzymes occur. Analogously, NO production should
be the result of the relative activity of two enzymes, the nitrite reductase and the
NO reductase. Unfortunately, the expression of enzyme activity is regulated in a
very complex way and moreover strongly differs among the various microorgan-
sisms (ZUMFT 1997). Therefore, it is impossible to a-priori predict how a particular
microorganism will behave.

NO3

Nitrification NOy Denitrification

NH,OH v
S N,O
L 1-10 Pa C,H, <10 kPa C,H, Aﬁ

NH4" N,

Fig. 1. Scheme of oxidative and reductive nitrogen transformation resulting in the produc-
tion of NO and N,O as intermediates. The numbers indicate enzyme reactions, i.e. 1: ammonium
monooxygenase; 2: hydroxylamine oxidoreductase; 3: nitrite oxidoreductase; 4: nitrate reductase; 5:
nitrite reductase; 6: NO reductase; 7: N,O reductase; 8: peroxidase. The bars indicate inhibition of
the reaction by acetylene (C,H,).

Turnover of NO is even more complex than turnover of N>O, since NO can
be consumed by various heterotrophic soil microorganisms which oxidize it to ni-
trate by the unspecific action of peroxidases (BAUMGARTNER & al. 1996,
KoSCHORRECK & al. 1996). Hence, NO can be consumed both oxidatively and re-
ductively. It is noteworthy, that the oxidative NO consumption has a much higher
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half-saturation constant for NO than the consumption by denitrification (CONRAD
1995, KOSCHORRECK & CONRAD 1997),

In summary, NO and N,O are both produced and consumed by nitrification
and denitrification, but different enzymes and even different microorganisms are
involved in the processing of the two trace gases. Therefore, it is interesting to
compare the relative production of NO and N,O in the same soil.

Relative Production of NO and N,O

We measured both the production of NO and the release of NO (net rate) in
various soils sampled from different ecosystems (BOLLMANN & CONRAD 1997a,
GODDE & CoNRAD 2000). The production of NO was determined together with the
NO uptake rate constant so that the gross rates of NO production and NO consump-
tion were available. The N,O release rate was determined as net rate, i.e. the result
of N,O production plus N,O consumption in the soil (N,O consumption was in fact
negligible under the chosen incubation conditions). The soils were sieved, adjusted
to a moisture content of 60 % WHC and incubated at 25°C. For standardization of
homogenized soil samples the water content is usually adjusted to a constant per-
centage of the water holding capacity (WHC) which is determined from the gra-
vimetric water content that saturates the soil sample against gravity. This stan-
dardization was done to avoid any effect of soil moisture and temperature which
would mask the effects of other controlling variables characteristic for the individ-
ual soils. Both, changes in soil temperature and in soil moisture and aeration have a
very strong effect on NO production (SLEMR & SEILER 1984, KRAMER & CONRAD
1991, SaaD & CONRAD 1993, BOLLMANN & CONRAD 1998) which easily may
override others. Such masking effects are commonly encountered in the field
(SLEMR & SEILER 1991) and in laboratory studies (ROBERTSON 1994). After stan-
dardization we found by multivariate statistics that the regulation patterns of 20
different soils could be grouped into three different categories which largely coin-
cided with the land use patterns, i.e. agricultural, meadow and forest soils (GODDE
& CONRAD 2000).

In Fig. 2, the data from BOLLMANN & CONRAD 1997a and GODDE &
ConNRAD 2000 are compiled according to the categories agricultural, meadow, tem-
perate forest, savanna and rain forest soils. The compiled data show that the loga-
rithms of NO production rates are correlated with the logarithms of N,O release
rates (r* = 0.7; P<0.001) demonstrating that soils with a large N,O release also ex-
hibit a large NO production. BUTTERBACH-BAHL & al. 1997 observed a similar
relationship when measuring the NO and N,O emission rates from forest soils un-
der field conditions.

The data in Fig, 2 further show that the observed NO production rates were
generally higher than the simultaneously observed N,O release rates, by a factor of
5-50. The latter result can be compared with literature data on emission of NO and
N,O. The published ratios of NO/N,O emission generally decrease logarithmically
with increased water filled porosity (WFPS) demonstrating that low soil moisture
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favors NO emission while high soil moisture favors N,O emission (KELLER &
REINERS 1994, VERCHOT & al. 1999). At 60 % WFPs, the ratio of NO/N;O emission
observed by these authors was about 1 and thus, significantly lower than the ratio
(>10) that we measured at standardized soil moisture (60 % WHC). BUTTERBACH-
BAHL & al. 1997 observed different ratios of NO/N,O emission depending on the
field site; in an acidic spruce forest the ratio was >10, in a limed spruce forest it
was about 2, and in a neutral beech forest it was about 0.5.
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Fig. 2. Correlation of logarithmically transformed NO production and N,O release rates
measured under standardized conditions (25°C; 60 % WHC) in soil samples taken from different
sites. The data are taken from BOLLMANN & CONRAD 1997a and from GODDE & CONRAD 2000.
The error bars indicate standard deviations of replicate measurements (n=3-12). The dotted line
indicates a 1:1 relationship between NO production and N,O release. The Pearson correlation coef-
ficient of the data is I = 0.7.

The observation of different ratios of NO/N,O emission at the different soil
sites is not necessarily contradictory to the observation of a relatively constant ratio
of NO production/ N>O release in the laboratory, since the latter rates are not sig-
nificantly influenced by diffusion processes while the field rates are. Both flux
measurements and vertical profiles of NO in the soil show that the half life of NO
in the soil is only on the order of minutes (RUDOLPH & al. 1996a). The flux of NO
is effectively the result of simultaneous production and consumption processes and
thus is strongly affected when diffusion in soil changes (REMDE & al. 1993,
RUDOLPH & CONRAD 1996). Hence, the effective ratio of NO/N,O emission may
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be expected to be smaller than the ratio of gross NO production versus N,O release.
The latter is apparently relatively constant within a factor of 10 and does not vary
systematically among various soils.

Differentiation of NO and N0 Production Proc-
esses by Acetylene Inhibition

A major problem is the differentiation of the individual production and
consumption processes of NO and N,O (CoNRAD 2000). One of the most widely
used approaches is the specific inhibition of ammonium oxidation by low partial
pressures (1-10 Pa) of acetylene which specifically inhibits the ammonium
monooxygenase of ammonium-oxidizing bacteria and thus impedes any production
of NO and N,O from ammonium oxidation (HYNES & KNOWLES 1978, BERG & al.
1982, KLEMEDTSSON & al. 1988). Low acetylene partial pressures do not affect the
enzymes involved in the turnover of NO and N,O (numbers 5-8 in Fig.1), but only
affect the oxidation of ammonium. As nitrite can no longer be produced from am-
monium oxidation, production of NO and N,O is only driven by the reduction of
nitrate. If the soil lacks nitrate, reductive production of NO and N,O is only possi-
ble if nitrate is regenerated from ammonium. Such a coupled nitrification-
denitrification may be of particular importance in soils with a high C/N ratio
(NIELSEN & al. 1996).

If acetylene is applied at high partial pressures (<10 kPa), it in addition in-
hibits the N,O reductase (YOSHINARI & al. 1977), so that N;O accumulates instead
of Nj. This technique has widely been used to estimate denitrification rates in soil
(KLEMEDTSSON & al. 1977, PARKIN & al. 1984, HENAULT & GERMON 1995).
However, we found that the technique is biased due to scavenging of the denitrifi-
cation intermediate NO (BOLLMANN & CONRAD 1997a). Acetylene partial pres-
sures >0.1 kPa catalyze in the presence of >20 Pa O, the oxidation of NO to NO;
which subsequently dissolves in the aqueous phase and dismutates to nitrite plus
nitrate (BOLLMANN & CONRAD 1997b, MCKENNEY & al. 1997). Thus, part of the
nitrogen is recycled from NO to nitrate instead of being reduced to N,O, resulting
in underestimation of the N, production by denitrification.

We have used the inhibition method at low acetylene partial pressures to
quantify the contribution of ammonium oxidation to the production of NO and
N,O, again under standardized soil conditions (25°C, 60 % WHC). The results,
shown in Fig. 3, demonstrate that ammonium oxidation always contributed more to
NO production than to N;O production. In other words, there was a tendency that
NO production was more dominated by oxidative processes than N>O production,
independently of the soil site investigated and despite the fact that soil moisture
was standardized. It is well known that increase in soil moisture favors NO and
N,O production by reduction processes (i.e. denitrification) versus oxidation proc-
esses (i.e. nitrification) (ANDERSON & LEVINE 1987, DAVIDSON 1993, BOLLMANN
& CONRAD 1998). In addition, however, there seems to be also a general difference
in the production process of NO versus N,O, in which nitrification produces more
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NO than of N,O. Although this result is consistent with numerous laboratory ob-
servations (e.g. ANDERSON & LEVINE 1986, REMDE & CONRAD 1990, ANDERSON
& al. 1993), the mechanistic basis is not understood. I speculate that ammonium-
oxidizing nitrifiers may be relatively deficient in the NO reductase so that N,O
production by nitrifier-denitrification is much less than NO production. This as-
sumption would also be consistent with the observation that under standardized
conditions NO production is generally higher than N,O production (Fig.2).
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Fig. 3. Correlation of the fractions of NO versus N,O produced during ammonium oxida-
tion measured under standardized conditions (25°C; 60 % WHC) in soil samples taken from different
sites. The data are taken from BOLLMANN & CONRAD 1997a and from GODDE & CONRAD 2000.
The dotted line indicates a 1:1 relationship.

Consumption of NO

The release of NO from soil is the result of simultaneously operating pro-
duction and consumption processes. Emission rates of NO from soil can conse-
quently be predicted when the rates of NO production and the rate constants of NO
uptake are known (REMDE & al. 1993, RUDOLPH & al. 1996a, OTTER & al. 1999).
Sensitivity analysis shows that the NO flux may depend even stronger on the NO
consumption rate constant than on the NO production rate (REMDE & al. 1993). A
compilation of NO production rates and NO uptake rate constants that were simul-
taneously measured in various soils demonstrates that the two parameters vary over
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>2 orders of magnitude without any clear correlation to each other (Fig. 4). Such a
correlation is not to be expected since the processes involved in NO production and
consumption are not necessarily the same. Whereas NO is produced during both
nitrification and denitrification, NO is consumed by either denitrification or unspe-
cific oxidation to nitrate (Fig.1). The two NO uptake processes can be differenti-
ated by isotopic labeling (RUDOLPH & al. 1996b), but such a procedure is cumber-
some for routine tests. A compilation of data from various soils, which have been
assayed under standardized conditions (25°C, 60 % WHC), indicates that the loga-
rithms of the NO uptake rate constants increase (r* = 0.29; P<0.001) with the loga-
rithms of the production rates of NO + N,O from denitrification (Fig.5). This ob-
servation shows that soils with a relatively large rate of nitrogen oxide production
from denitrification also exhibit a relatively large uptake rate constant for NO, and
thus may suggest that NO consumption is at least partially caused by denitrifying
bacteria. Almost 30 % of the variability of the data would be explained by this as-
sumption. The importance of denitrification for reductive NO consumption even
under oxic soil conditions has already been pointed out by REMDE & CONRAD 1991
and SCHAFER & CONRAD 1993. Other studies (KOSCHORRECK & CONRAD 1997,
DUNFIELD & KNOWLES 1999, GODDE & CONRAD 2000), on the other hand, con-
cluded that NO consumption is largely due to oxidative processes.
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Fig. 4. Correlation of logarithmically transformed NO uptake rate constants and NO pro-
duction rates measured in soil samples taken from different sites. The error bars indicate standard
deviations of replicate measurements (n=3-12).



(69)

100 ey ; ,
—~ o ._{.—i%
= 3 s
‘o 1 . e
®
E 1 PR S
pry P — fo] L
5 o
5
w104 .
5 1 5010‘ I—i
o
o [¢]
@ o]
o
I o
2 o ol
=
e ]
@ Godde & Conrad (2000)
O Bollmann & Conrad (1997)
1 e e e
0.1 1

Production of NO + N,O from denitrification (ng N g'1 h')

Fig. 5. Correlation of logarithmically transformed NO uptake rate constants and the rates
of NO+N,0 production measured in soil samples taken from different sites. The error bars indicate

standard deviations of replicate measurements (n=3-12). The Pearson correlation coefficient is r* =
0.29.

Conclusion

The data measured on various soils under standardized conditions (25°C,
60 % WHC) confirm the concepts (1) that NO production is quantitatively as impor-
tant as N,O production, (2) that ammonium oxidation contributes more to the pro-
duction of NO than of N>O, (3) that NO consumption is an as important process as
NO production, and (4) that denitrification contributes to NO consumption.

References

ANDERSON I. C. & LEVINE J. S. 1986. Relative rates of nitric oxide and nitrous oxide production by
nitrifiers, denitrifiers, and nitrate respirers. - Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 51: 938-945.
— & — 1987. Simultaneous field measurements of biogenic emissions of nitric oxide and
nitrous oxide. - J. Geophys. Res. 92: 965-976.
— , PoTH M., HOMSTEAD J. & BURDIGE D. 1993. A comparison of NO and N,O production by
the autotrophic nitrifier Nitrosomonas europaea and the heterotrophic nitrifier Alcali-
genes faecalis. - Appl. Environ, Microbiol. 59: 3525-3533.
ANDREAE M. O. & ScHIMEL D. S. 1989. Exchange of trace gases between terrestrial ecosystems
and the atmosphere. Dahlem Konferenzen. - Wiley. Chichester.
BAUMGARTNER M., KOSCHORRECK M. & CONRAD R. 1996. Oxidative consumption of nitric oxide
by heterotrophic bacteria in soil. - FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 19: 165-170.



(70)

BERG P., KLEMEDTSSON L. & ROsSwWALL T. 1982. Inhibitory effect of low partial pressures of
acetylene on nitrification. - Soil Biol. Biochem. 14: 301-303.

BOLLMANN A, & CONRAD R. 1997a. Acetylene blockage technique leads to underestimation of
denitrification rates in oxic soils due to scavenging of intermediate nitric oxide. - Soil
Biol. Biochem. 29: 1067-1077.

— & — 1997b. Enhancement by acetylene of the decomposition of nitric oxide in soil. - Soil
Biol. Biochem. 29: 1057-1066.
— & — 1998. Influence of O, availability on NO and N,O release by nitrification and deni-

trification in soils. - Global Change Biology 4: 387-396.

BUTTERBACH-BAHL K., GASCHE R., BREUER L. & PAPEN H. 1997. Fluxes of NO and N,O from
temperate forest soils: Impact of forest type, N deposition and of liming on the NO and
N;O emissions. - Nutrient Cycling in Agroecosystems 48: 79-90.

CONRAD R. 1995. Soil microbial processes involved in production and consumption of atmospheric
trace gases. - Adv. Microb. Ecol. 14: 207-250.

— 1996a. Soil microorganisms as controllers of atmospheric trace gases (H,, CO, CH,, OCS,
N,0, and NO). - Microbiol. Rev. 60: 609-640.

— 1996b. Metabolism of nitric oxide in soil and soil microorganisms and regulation of flux into
the atmosphere. - In: MURRELL J. C, & KELLY D. P. (Eds.), Microbiology of atmospheric
trace gases: Sources, sinks and global change processes, pp. 167-203. - Springer, Berlin.

— 2000. Microbiological and biochemical background of production and consumption of NO
and N0 in soil. - In: PAPEN H., GASCHE R. & RENNENBERG H. (Eds.), Trace gas ex-
change in forest ecosystems, in press. - Kluwer, Dordrecht (NL).

CRUTZEN P. I. 1979. The role of NO and NO, in the chemistry of the troposphere and stratosphere. -
Ann. Rev. Earth Planet Sci. 7: 443-472.

DAVIDSON E. A. 1991. Fluxes of nitrous oxide and nitric oxide from terrestrial ecosystems. - In:
ROGERS J. E. & WHITMAN W. B. (Eds.), Microbial production and consumption of
greenhouse gases: Methane, nitrogen oxides, and halomethanes, pp. 219-235. - American
Society for Microbiology, Washington, D.C..

— 1993. Soil water content and the ratio of nitrous oxide to nitric oxide emitted from soil. - In:
OREMLAND R. S. (Ed.), Biogeochemistry of global change, pp. 369-386. - Chapman &
Hall, New York.

— & KINGERLEE W. 1997. A global inventory of nitric oxide emissions from soils. - Nutrient
Cycling in Agroecosystems 48: 37-50.

DOBBIE K. E., MCTAGGART 1. P. & SMITH K. A. 1999. Nitrous oxide emissions from intensive
agricultural systems: Variations between crops and seasons, key driving variables, and
mean emission factors. - J. Geophys. Res. 104: 26891-26899.

DUNEFIELD P. F. & KNOWLES R. 1999. Nitrogen monoxide production and consumption in an or-
ganic soil. - Biol. Fertil. Soils 30: 153-159.

FIRESTONE M. K. & DAVIDSON E. A. 1989. Microbiological basis of NO and N,O production and
consumption in soil. - In: ANDREAE M. O. & SCHIMEL D. S, (Eds.), Exchange of trace
gases between terrestrial ecosystems and the atmosphere. Dahlem Konferenzen, pp. 7-21.
- Wiley, Chichester.

GODDE M. & CoNRAD R. 2000. Influence of soil properties on the turnover of nitric oxide and ni-
trous oxide by nitrification and denitrification at constant temperature and moisture. -
Biol. Fertil. Soils 32: 129-134,

HENAULT C. & GERMON J. C. 1995. Quantification de la dénitrification et des émissions de pro-
toxyde d'azote (N,O) par les sols. - Agronomie 15: 321-355.

HYNES R. & KNOWLES R. 1978. Inhibition by acetylene of ammonia oxidation in Nitrosomonas
europaea. - FEMS Microbiol Lett 4: 319-321.

KAISER E. A., EILAND F., GERMON J. C., GISPERT M. A., HEINEMEYER O., HENAULT C., LIND A.
M., MAAG M., SAGUER E., VANCLEEMPUT O., VERMOESEN A. & WEBSTER C. 1996.
What predicts nitrous oxide emissions and denitrification N- loss from European soils? -
Z. Pflanzenernaehr Bodenkd. 159:541-547.



(71)

KELLER M, & REINERS W. A. 1994. Soil atmosphere exchange of nitrous oxide, nitric oxide, and
methane under secondary succession of pasture to forest in the Atlantic lowlands of Costa
Rica. - Global Biogeochem. Cycles 8: 399-409.
KLEMEDTSSON L., SVENSSON B. H. & ROSswALL T. 1988. A method of selective inhibition to dis-
tinguish between nitrification and denitrification as sources of nitrous oxide in soil. -
Biol. Fertil. Soils 6:112-119.
— , — , LINDBERG T. & ROSSWALL T. 1977. The use of acetylene inhibition of nitrous ox-
ide reductase in quantifying denitrification in soils. - Swedish J. Agric. Res. 7: 179-185.
KNOWLES R. 2000. Nitrogen cylce. - In: LEDERBERG J. (Ed.), Encyclopedia of microbiology, 2™
ed., vol. 3, pp. 379-391. - Academic Press, New York.
K0SCHORRECK M. & CoNRAD R. 1997. Kinetics of nitric oxide consumption in tropical soils under
oxic and anoxic conditions. - Biol. Fertil. Soils 25; 82-88.
— , MOORE E. & CONRAD R. 1996. Oxidation of nitric oxide by a new heterotrophic Pseudo-
monas sp.. - Arch. Microbiol. 166: 23-31.
KRAMER M. & CONRAD R. 1991. Influence of oxygen on production and consumption of nitric
oxide in soil. - Biol. Fertil. Soils 11: 38-42.
LiC. S, ABeR ], STANGE F., BUTTERBACH-BAHL K. & PAPEN H. 2000. A process-oriented model
of N;0 and NO emissions from forest soils: 1. Model development [Review]. - J. Geo-
phys. Res. 105: 4369-4384.
MCKENNEY D. J., DRURY C. F. & WANG S. W. 1997. Reaction of nitric oxide with acetylene and
oxygen - implications for denitrification assays. - Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 61: 1370-1375.
MOSIER A. R. 1998. Soil processes and global change. - Biol. Fertil. Soils 27: 221-229.
NIELSEN T. H., NIELSEN L. P. & REVSBECH N. P. 1996. Nitrification and coupled nitrification-
denitrification associated with a soil-manure interface. - Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 60: 1829-
1840.
OTTER L. B., YANG W. X., SCHOLES M. C., & MEIXNER F. X. 1999. Nitric oxide emissions from a
southern African savanna. - J. Geophys. Res. 104: 18471-18485.
PARKIN T. B., KASPAR H. F., SEXSTONE A. J. & TIEDIJE J. M. 1984, A gas-flow soil core method to
measure field denitrification rates. - Soil Biol. Biochem. 16: 323-330.
POTH M. & FOCHT D. D. 1985. "°N kinetic analysis of N,O production by Nitrosomonas europaea:
An examination of nitrifier denitrification. - Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 49: 1134-1141.
REMDE A. & CONRAD R. 1990. Production of nitric oxide in Nitrosomonas europaea by reduction
of nitrite. - Arch. Microbiol. 154: 187-191.
— & — 1991. Metabolism of nitric oxide in soil and denitrifying bacteria. - FEMS Micro-
biol. Ecol. 85: 81-93.
— , LubwiG J., MEIXNER F. X. & CONRAD R. 1993. A study to explain the emission of nitric
oxide from a marsh soil. - J. Atmos, Chem. 17: 249-275.
ROBERTSON K. 1994. Nitrous oxide emission in relation to soil factors at low to intermediate mois-
ture levels. - J. Environ. Qual. 23: 805-809.
RUDOLPH J. & CONRAD R. 1996. Flux between soil and atmosphere, vertical concentration profiles
in soil, and turnover of nitric oxide. 2. Experiments with naturally layered soil cores. - J.
Atmos, Chem. 23: 275-300.
— , RoTHFUSS F. & CONRAD R. 1996a. Flux between soil and atmosphere, vertical concentra-
tion profiles in soil, and turnover of nitric oxide. 1. Measurements on a model soil core. -
J. Atmos. Chem. 23: 253-273.
— , KOSCHORRECK M. & CONRAD R. 1996b. Oxidative and reductive microbial consumption of
nitric oxide in a heathland soil. - Soil Biol. Biochem. 28: 1389-1396.
SAAD O. A. L. O. & CONRAD R. 1993, Temperature dependence of nitrification, denitrification, and
turnover of nitric oxide in different soils. - Biol. Fertil. Soils 15: 21-27.
SCHAFER F. & CONRAD R. 1993. Metabolism of nitric oxide by Pseudomonas stutzeri in culture and
in soil. - FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 102: 119-127.
SkiBA U., FOWLER D. & SMITH K. A. 1997. Nitric oxide emissions from agricultural soils in tem-
perate and tropical climates: Sources, controls and mitigation options, - Nutrient Cycling
in Agroecosystems 48: 139-153.



(72)

SLEMR F. & SEILER W. 1984. Field measurements of NO and NO, emissions from fertilized and

unfertilized soils. - J. Atmos. Chem. 2: 1-24.
— & — 1991. Field study of environmental variables controlling the NO emissions from

soil, and of the NO compensation points. - J. Geophys. Res. 96: 13017-13031.

STANGE F., BUTTERBACH-BAHL K., PAPEN H., ZECHMEISTER-BOLTENSTERN S., L1 C. S. & ABER J.
2000. A process-oriented model of N,O and NO emissions from forest soils 2. Sensitivity
analysis and validation. - J. Geophys. Res. 105: 4385-4398,

VERCHOT L. V., DAVIDSON E. A., CATTANIO J. H., ACKERMAN 1. L., ERICKSON H. E. & KELLER M.
1999. Land use change and biogeochemical controls of nitrogen oxide emissions from
soils in eastern Amazonia. - Global Biogeochem. Cycles 13: 31-46.

WILLIAMS E. J., HUTCHINSON G. L. & FEHSENFELD F. C. 1992. NO, and N,0 emissions from soil. -
Global Biogeochem. Cycles 6:.351-388.

YOSHINARI T., HYNES R. & KNOWLES R. 1977. Acetylene inhibition of nitrous oxide reduction and
measurement of denitrification and nitrogen fixation in soil. - Soil Biol. Biochem. 9: 177-
183.

ZUMFT W. G. 1997. Cell biology and molecular basis of denitrification. - Microbiol. Molec. Biol.
Rev. 61: 533-616.



ZOBODAT - www.zobodat.at

Zoologisch-Botanische Datenbank/Zoological-Botanical Database
Digitale Literatur/Digital Literature

Zeitschrift/Journal: Phyton, Annales Rei Botanicae, Horn
Jahr/Year: 2001

Band/Volume: 41_3

Autor(en)/Author(s): Conrad Reinhard

Artikel/Article: Evaluation of Data on the Turnover of NO and N20 by
Oxidative Versus Reductive Microbial Processes in Different Soils. 61-72



https://www.zobodat.at/publikation_series.php?id=6793
https://www.zobodat.at/publikation_volumes.php?id=30254
https://www.zobodat.at/publikation_articles.php?id=114060

