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There is a formatting error which impacts the interpre-
tation of Table 2. Some equations in the “Predictor
Variables and Standardized Beta Estimates” section in
Table 2 are not correctly associated with their correct
“Model Rank” due to these formatting issues. A newly
formatted Table is below.
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Table 2 Best-fit models from linear mixed model selection with the relative abundance of AOA amoA and the relative abundance of AOB
amoA as response variables.

Response Model AIC P Intercept  Predictor Variables and Standardized {3 estimates (£ se)
Variable Rank Value (% se)

Archacal 1 940 0001 94+13 aNH," (-0.24+0.16) + SM (~0.28+0.18) + BD® (~0.32+0.16) + pH* (—0.37+0.15) +
amoA MVB® (~0.330.16)

143.4 0.017 7322 BD (—0.25+0.16) + pH (—0.26+0.16) + Roots (—0.21+0.15) + pNH," (0.30+0.15)
143.6 0.015 7.4+£19 pH (-0.37+0.14)

2 942 0012 87=14 SM (=0.2840.19) + BD (~0.32+ 0.17) + pH (=0.37£0.17) + MVB (-0.23+0.17)
3 942 0012 85+13 aNH" (-0.22+0.14) + pH (~0.36+0.16) + BD (~0.19+ 0.14) + MVB (~0.24+0.17)
4 95.1 0012 9.1+1.5  aNHg" (~0.12+0.14) + SM (~0.18+0.19) + Density (—0.29+0.17) + pH (~0.48+0.18)
Bacterial 1 1427 0012 6.0+20 pH® (-0.29£0.15) + pNH," * (0.25+0.14)
amoA 2 1434 0018 5819  BD (-0.17£0.15) + pH (~0.2140.16) + pNH," (0.30+0.15)
3
4

Symbols: aNH," = resin-available NH,", pNH4" =soil NH,* pool, BD =bulk density, pH =soil pH, MVB =M. vimineum biomass,
SM = soil moisture content. The full list of predictor variables input for each response variable is located in the Materials and Methods.
Significance: ***=p<0.001, **=p<0.01, *=p<0.05, * =p<0.1

The original article has been corrected.
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