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The Effect of the Discharge of Domestic Sewage on the Community
Structure and Abundance of Wetland Photosynthetic Bacteria
——Taking Maanxi Wetland Park as an Example
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Abstract: To explore the community structure and diversity of photosynthetic bacteria in Maanxi wetland
and the effect of the discharge of domestic sewage, pufM biomarker gene for photosynthetic bacteria was
used to clone and construct library for sequencing. The species and abundance of photosynthetic bacteria in

the mud samples collected at the sites with and without domestic sewage discharge were compared. We
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found 151 and 152 OTUs (operational taxonomic units) , respectively, from the two sites, 76% of which
(115 OTU) the two sites had in common. However, the bacteria community structure of the two sites
was significantly different. The discharge of domestic sewage significantly increased the abundance of Rubriv-
tvax gelatinosus and Limnohabitans sp. Hippo3 and significantly decreased the abundance of Methylobacterium
aquaticum , anoxygenic phototrophic bacteria-Marichromatium purpuratum and Citromicrobium sp. J1L477.
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W 7EAE SR E T A EEELEAFEN. B BEAZR ARG, B TR AW ER#EH . E AL
B JE /A iR = SR CO, . N, O RN CH, BECRE . N TR b FL A B4 1) S5 WA SR AT e W A BRAROR PR T 7
AT KA B AR AR R Tz AR T R 0 AN B R L R S R, IR, A0 A RS R
A TR AR S DI RE O T B i X 382 1 0 T A 7 B L T BE R T 5 2 A v A £ R AR 3 ) A A
DGR/ RVYE A TEAR Y N8 i Y U1 PSS 0y eS8 N T DS E A S G2 N IS VIR TS Tae S
nr fA WESE 1T 2N el 20 w1 Al 52 S Ak P8 JR o & (Dissimilatory nitrate reduction to ammonia, DNRA) # &
(R T BE A . SR S PR T 3 B A s BIMIRAR Uk R I BR 11 I8 (Lacunis phaera) . HEHEH (Sorangium) . <,
B (Aeromonas) . WIEERTE (Corallococcus) FIHBAT T (Geobacter ). FEMHL Hif & 30 T HAB AN BT, 40304 16
(Proteobacteria) . 4 25 B (Chloroflexi) . i B% B [ ] ( Firmicutes) . 8 #F & ( Acidobacteria) . L #F & ] ( Bacte-
roidetes) . FHALIZ R T (Nitrospirae) . il 2k B (Actinobacteria) . B2 i€ B |] (Spirochaetae) . ¥ & B ( Planctomyce-
tes) . 4[] (Chlorob) . Bi#AT# 1] (Deferribacteres) . # 4l i (Cyanobacteria) . OP8, WS3, TA06 #1 OP11, H:
H BB 40 O B KT 1 (Proteobacteria) . %25 1] (Chloroflexi) A BE B ] (Firmicutes)™™ . ¥ BF 58 76 i 3 v &
BT A St R DR 255 Yy 110 40 T A R R B R BT R (Ralstonia pickettii)'" .

JCE A EE R OB AN . 5 OGN G (O 20 T AN (0 22 R A 4 2R OB A T L R i
WA AR TS gy, e R AR S IR I IR R OB AN T . AR R KA B AR b, TR TS PR T TN
FARR GG AN T BE T 25 BRI G, 36 n] DU 5 AR W MR ] O BT L B Q1O S-ALAL EMIE MR JIH
-4k 22 0125 90 T 8 fie 5 LR PR L MG U I 25 0 O R BB R S I BV Y PSB X457 IR ALK K
ML . A SRR R IR R 900 UL b S G MR RE LR R AR A A M HERA. Obh
L0 AR 20 T T PR LT AR B TR (Rhodo pseudomonas palustris) A LIAE R /K BT AL B a5 S G 21 48
J& (Ectothiorhodospira) VLEGRACEIRER by iy 7~ LA T8 H 58 e A o B R EE . 2 15 0 AR 19 21 ) 3t BR 1k
SEARFRCC L SRR AN R AT AR DGR AT AE R IR BERLIAT B (Rhodobacter sphaeroides) n] Lk AL
Yy WA A R FS BRI TS Y RO S L O T B Lk R A T R R AR, B AR A
DRI AR 32 35 32 B B R T 2. P LR 91 4% RNA I S RNA, 22U TR/ S RNAS 45,

B2, H AT A UL b A 20 R 0 B ST 0E R O AR T T KO0 W b D' 4 BRI i 4 RN 22 R T 18 5 i)
AIBETE. DF S0 MO & A TR R v SRR AL, A B T o 6 Al i X AR S I RE IR SR b
BRI M R GRS B pou /M2 HATIE R4 41 R 00 F 2 AR 0 FE . B8 DU po /M FEIR 32 FHAE O
BRSSO R pufM UGS AN B A SRS 1 — R R Y R S pufM LN, R
SCHE L My, ABFRSE — k7R TR S MRS BER A, LA 15 KR 52, A g b
e B MERETR A AEAER, LAROCHEDRE I 1w SR 3G % . r B MR 2 R 4 | AR WAk IR 2 18]
AHEAE FH AR AL T Al

1 #MEFF*E
1.1 @B In A E
K AE TR R AL RS I e 00 M2 il YR R RE i ( Ui T1608A _B28 I F i T1608A B27. db4 29°49'33", %<
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£ 106°25'0", ERUEEEES 300 m. HEVS HL T LR WA, BEES F 50 m AR) . AT DNA R R 4
. BEM ] MIO-BIO PowerSoil DNA Isolation Kit fli#2 3£ 40 DNA. # 5 —=20 3 4.
1.2 PCR ¥y R XEHE

SCERHER TP AL PCR 3 1 5 vk, B /e R TR 5| RN 51 9D 5738 B i v BL, pufM BRI 51
J#3 F 5'-TACGGSAACCTGTWCTAC-3", R 5'-AYNGCRAACCACCANGCCCA-3". & [ml B (1 A Bef:
AR HEAT Uk PCR 484 CRIAMI B 40D . ¥ illumina S & W5 Fr i 8933k, MF 514, barcode ¥R AN E H

() B ) R i
ST .
F M54 5'-TTCCCTACACGACGCTCTTCCGATCT-¥: 5751 #-3
F &b il 31 #: 5-AATGATACGGCGACCACCGAGATCTACAC-barcode-TCTTTCCCTACAC-

GACGCTC-3'

R NS4 . 5 -GAGTTCCTTGGCACCCGAGAATTCCA-H: 5] #-3'

R AMUSI ¥ : 5'-CAAGCAGAAGACGGCATACGAGAT-barcode- GTGACTGGAGTTCCTTGGCAC-
CCGAGA-3'

9% 1 W PCR ¥ PCR ¥ #4{A % . 5xBuffer 10 pL., dNTP (10 mmol/L) 1 pL, Phusion #{#H DNA
REW 11U, F/R WG48 (10 pmol/L) 45 1 pL, #R 5~50 ng, ddH20 %% 50 pL. ABI9700 PCR Y
PCR ¥ H4FEF: 94 C 2 min, 94 °C 30 s, 50 °C 30 s, 72 °C 30 s, 35 MF¥F, 72 °C 5 min, 10 ‘CHEE. B
3 pL PCR P=¥1F 1. 2% A B i W58 16 ri Tk Gz

82 WPCR Y1 YT 1 W PCR BERCHUK ™ W, >R AXYGEN A A #Y AxyPrepDNA £ 71 i1
MG BU= P75 2 IR PCR 9744, 58 2 K PCR U IR R 55 — kML, HEMEH N 8 k. L3
p L PCR P29 1.2 00 0 Byt B Wi 058 6 v, kA U

SCEERS A K PCR 48470 F 2 Y0 Byt Wl 5 g rb Dk DD e [l e Pl R DR 0 SR IR 2 0 VR0 . R
A AXYGEN A #l # AxyPrepDNA & 58 mISCL ) & Flic. ™= 2 #47 qPCR & . FTC-3000TM real-
time PCR {3 SE I 298 a8 1, A AR 4 JE S5 B IR LR 20 J 50 B S %8 il 4%

1.3 NES5R&ZELXESH

PO R RO A RS F Tllumina MiSeq 2 X 300 bp 24K GRG0 6. AR 98 bR 25 BE AR Sk U5 Y
barcode #R%5 P 5 X 43 . $2EUAS AR BUELHE , LA fastq A ARAE. 455551 9 2 B 7 51 v Al BE 5 A5 A0 A5 R Bl
B R EE X UK PCR B b= Az G ik, i iEPFHE YK Reads 1Y singletons (X Jij reads HA —
ZHIFS) . 4T E 2 OTU (operational taxonomic units). K %4~ mothur V. 1. 39. 5.

1.3.1 OTU % £

¥ OTU MAFEJFF) 5 NCBI#AT Blast X, $ 3L Fe i i C A (5 5 . HEBR R 55 5% 1 SR B A
AAF B Bz WA i 2 A5 BB X B OTU M)A 3 2645 2., T8k W) Fh (5 B A0 5 5515 2 & D 900 1Y
rRER.

1.3.2 #h#toXFsRit

¥ OTU LB B RPEREN . W, B B B B 6 Doy 20K, 435 58 3145 #F & FE A TR 43
FAKF X 1 1 7 51 R
1.4 BLAST 4 #f

FEHIH NCBI 45 1% F 3h i gk . B BLASTn B8 -5 50808 4 00 A7 AU He X8 2R L 3 486 ) R 1 e
I 3 RTINS RS, R ClustalX 2 A HEAT P91 2 8 Hexf . 985 DL Kimura-2 BRI R 9E (L BE 25
PLABIZ LA MEGA 4. 0 BRI R Gk B .
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1.5 SHMEEHNERBESN

W3t MOTHUR (http: //www. mothur. org/wiki/Main_Page) B {F #4759 #:/E OTU &%, LU
Cutoff=0. 03 N E{EXI 4> OTU. 31 GenoDive 3} (http: //genodive. org/) i+ B H L HEEF IS B
RO R R R FER R 2 A PEHR B . S AR A A BUANAR R B IEF AR TR . R IE SR R R A
M. HRFEHARX: Ro.=1—(N/n, )38 N AR R — R 5B T5H 5 0,0 B OE
Hh i 8 R B BB B E AN B H . R R4 T POST #4315, Excel Z54.

2 BRSO
2.1 FHREBT pufM KR
B LU G 3 pL PCR P4 T 1. 220 BN B I B kA . S5 I IE T, BRI puf M.
Ub 45 2 Y PCR § B4 5L, [ b ] WL A0 30— SERERE T, WA S e ol i 32
M - 1 2 M 1 2

a. FURPCRY 1E7=4) b. FE2)RPCRY 1E=4]
438 Marker 2§ DL2000, M I ZEF &4 KK A 2 000 bp,1 000,bp,750 bp,500 bp,250 bp,100 bp, & J 3 pL, 554N 30 mg/L, H
AREMHH 10 mg/L.
1 FRPCRYBFEYERKER
2.2 AIMHERHNEEAANFRERE
TEASRAE SR 3 AR, DU B A SRR 45 2R, T1608A_B27 Fil TI608A_B28 WA~ FE A
AL AL e S0 Ko 5302 10, 576 F1 16, 494, Sy 15 BEAS B9 0 7 B8 B2 A5 5 B PRI B0 AE B OR [
MIREA T W b R 5 B, REAS T 51 b BEALAhAE . LU B0 PP 50 B0 AT BRI OTU M % B 4 2 i
BevEh 2. i@ m e, S F s A8, W2 MR Ha A0 N OTU, 2N
W 4k 25 0 38 AT RE P AR B 2 BT OT UL FE Bl 2k (18 2) T & 1 O6 & 40 0 i I e o & B, ZREMER 4R
By
2.3 EEBAHMEZNESHEHEYMEENYMMISSE
H T o A AR TS KR RON G A 2 AR PR R, GETT IS SRAE A 6 AR S RS SR . R SCHTAR R AR
ARG PR OTU FF & i F 55, ¥ OTUs 4% 425 (I & A 1 7 5 280 o R B/ S5 907, #F UL
OTU Eg AR br, LA OTU rh & B P 51 BO AL B A 18] Ayt R AR 8. NI 3 AT L, A3 95
KHE TR el 8535 0 'G5 20 TR Y 22 AR R BTE A 3 T K HEORE R A R OG5 AR RE VR 0 R R, D
BEIE TOC G AR 20, AR IERHE T EROC G MM FEE. XL chao #84UF ace H5 4 4t , 45
BOBOR . BEWIRE b TP B B Aol
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P rR KD 1w, it 2B B8 B S W A Y S R, ) AR R R Rt AR B L Y RO i R e
RCFAHT R S W 1R dh TP YRl i 2 1, it L 22, Wy Moy A il 24 2

1 —
150 = T1608A-B27
= T1608A-B28
100 |/ 107
t
e { 1
s | -
& } ~ T1608A-B27 ®
50 ~ T1608A-B28 z
10 |
0 L L L
5000 10 000 15 000
10-5 1 1 1
B El 0 50 100 150
OTU#;
2 BEHAXRPALASINNEFEREFAER 3 AEFESKHMEIEM S HE S

M1 H RO, JoA I TS K HERC A BE A T1608A_B27 1, Je A MM ki £, Hik—£ 00 R £
BEPEMFE RGN, AT 5K HEE AR TR B E G A0 00 b 28 R
1 AITRESHSHERH

e chao 8 % ace 8% S LR R AR AL
T1608A_B27 156. 25 154. 06 4.23 0.02
T1608A_B28 158. 17 162. 23 3.18 0.10

AENE T K HETBOR W RE v 10 Z2 FE . REVR 2 RE I S2 A0 W RE % R W b A e BE A b 2 ) BE RS e AH )
MR AT OL T . BER TP A WA 1 &) BE O, W RE v 2 RE B, A A A g OB, Ul I ) R
w. NRPEIL, JEATE TS K HE R T1608A_B27 FEfh . F AR BN BUE K, #2506 G AR HE & Z 1k
SR A G V5 KRR, BRAR TG A0 1 2R, 3 AR AR O SEUTRE S P g R . R ]
WLy R A2 A 1 15 K HETBORE il B 7 35 AR 18 BCE /N B AR Al e R

T A AR SR AR [ RO A A R AR RUOK S 9708 OTU M b, Mt 4E 8. K 4a 7T
Yo PEAFEA 115 4 OTU MIF] . MIRUEIRE] 760, 28 OTU 4Lk % A L.

T AT AR ) Y 22 S AR R, AT AT P AR R AL S OTU 97 Mo AR 2H W, #EAT F2 1053
41 PCA(Principal Component Analysis). MIEHEAFERS OTU EE AR 0 EESCHITFEH S84 OTU
TEREAFEM B LB, R XA A5 S 4T OTU By PCA 438, AL 4b AT WL, A2 3 T35 K HE RO 6 & 4
FRY 52 i K.

A2 1 5 K HETBON AN RE SOG A A 2 REPE R AR K. 18] de BoR AR TR IS KHEUS . 6B AHTE R beta
ZHEW I BT, i ARAEECE & $ER B 2R RREAR.

2.4 EEFABEZIZMASHBEHEPHOEFMEAMBLETRELSEN

T W AR 5 K HE O DG A T R R T RS BRI S, R TS R B R B
FRASFAE XS B2 OF VEO . AT 5N J@ FFl 3 K47 7508, K 5a AT 0L, ZENKS- |, 20
e o« BT . BRI WM v BB . B, A iS5 K HE AL 1Y B T TR R TC AR TG VS K BT 3 A, o BB TR
Y-8 I TR TR TC A 1 15 /K HE R N A TS K HERR A 3 A%, X B A 3 K HE 3 ek AR K E DG 2
BB AE . M 5b AT, fEE K by AT K HEBOR . T B X 2 20 K A B (Rubrivivar gelatino-
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sus) s WIME (Limnohabitans sp. Hippo3) %EF&{E&E’\J%EF'%FF%(Methylobacterium aquaticum) s WETE
H O E (Marichromatium purpuratum) » ¥ O E (Citromicrobium sp. JLATT) FIZLFF B (Rhodobacter).
7.137 319X 107

T1608A B27

T1608A B28 T1608A B27

3.544 943 X107

& i

g S4.743 385 X 1019 foreerereresrseti

&

Q

=9
-3.639 810 X107 -

.
T1608A B28
27 X 1017 s N N .
7.232 187X10 -0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2
PC1(100%)
a. FAMERFOTUIR LI IAEI76% b. PCARRAEFRSHRHB K S HEN B SRR

T1608A B28

T1608A B27

8 Rubrivlvax =8 Sphingomonas = unclassified = Rhodospirllum
05 03 01 © Metltrylobacterium 2 Rhodovulum o Methyibium o Rhodoterax

o [ imnchabitans ® Rhodobacter o Roseateles @ Roseibacterium

© Bradyrhizobium  ® Rhodopseudomonas ® Halorhodospira

8 Marichromatium @ Acidphlium o Loktanella

8 Cifromicrobium  © Allochromatium = Thiorhodovibrlo

c. MERAXEHEENDtaS TR
B4 E£FESKHEBIEEZWEASHE
Kl Sc s ATH 15 KOS » TEFP K- b W] 8 22 1 02 JBOIR 20 K A B (Rubrivivax gelatinosus) Flil)
W B (Limnohabitans sp. Hippo3) . B FEAR B AT KA B ZEHFF 1 (Methylobacterium aquaticum) . 55616 1
HO W (Marichromatium purpuratum) MR AR (Citromicrobium sp. JLATT).

3 i i

S T BRI 3 35 K HE R I Y 2 40 R T LR R T B L SR pu M OARIC R L LA TR
WTEKHE D E R WA ACROR S AN 925 . pufM SR R A T 9 — AR SF RSN L 1
1277 4 HO WAL S5 1 9R F JMEAR 10  3 FE Sh 0 2  B 4 F2E S A i
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class genus
1.00 1.00
Roseibacterium
Rodoferax
Rhodospirillum
; 0.75 Thiorhodovibrio
Loktanella
Halorhodospira
Roseateles
Methylibium
Unclassificd Unclassified
i Gammaprotobacteria #%0.50 aAllochnomatinm
Ly Alphaproteobacteria AUt phi I
Belt)a p toobactor. Rhodopseudomonas
proteobacteria Rhodobacter
Rhodovulum
Sphingomonas
Citromicrobium
0.25 Marichromatium
: : Bradyrhizobium
Limnohabitans
Methylobacterium
Rubrivivax
0
T1608A B27 T1608A B28 T1608A B27 T1608A B28
a. EEIKHEBN & AR SRR IR ) b. AEHYSKHN K& HE SRR K E)
species
1.00 _ Others(<0.5%)
Sphingomonas hengshuiensis
Limnohabitans sp. 2K1.-5
Thiorhodocibric winogradskyi
Methylobacterium populi
Rhodobacter blasticus
Halorhodospira halochloris
0.75 Roseateles depolymerans
unclassified
Methylibium sp. W99
Bradyrhizobium oligotrophicum
Methylobacterium sp. 4-46
Allochromatium vinosum
i Methylobacterium extorquens
HE 0.50 Acidiphilium cryptum
Braddyhizobium sp. S23321
Rhodobacter sphaerodies
Limnohabitans sp. Hind
Rhodopseudomonas palustris
Sphingomonas sanxanigenens
Rhodovulum sulfidophilum
0.25 Methylobacterium radiotolerans
Methylobacterium oryzae
Citromicrobium sp. JLAT7
Bradyrhizobium sp. BTAil
Marichromatium purpuratum
Methylobacterium aquaticum
0 Limnohabitans so. Hippo3

T1608 A B27 T1608A B28 Rubrivivax gelatinosus

. ENPSKHERRT K & 4R R R RN (Fh oK)
BS5 £RESKHEMZELSHESHEY

WFFE 25 3 & B 22 5 A K JLAN G A 40 11 B i 38 2o 76 V5 /K Ab 38 rp B FEZEAE . R 40K A o 2 56
£, JE 5% 20 B 25 6 4 48 B (non-sulfur photosynthetic bacterium) , A DLs8 K B2, EIMEE R, A IE7E
PROK PG /N 3 . & TR K TG PETS U8 A R UK IE th. X 5 AR 05 TG K CHE ik b 3% TR R R S b AR W)
A R IRE M BOR LT K A T AT LR I R S R AR B O AS R A KL R, R BE O 2
ATLIGREE 7%, WAl LIMLAE®E 3%, L lE, PR (HOP, &N FI b & 7N IR Mg™ ™
Fe' " 0 Ja) AT 44 vy J MR 20 K A R/ . B T K A T T DL — AR BR AR S ME — B VR L K AR LT A2 R
7 CO, il H, P,

WM B (Limnohabitans) J& 40 W & & BRIR KA B RGP R HED , WREBREALE. £ 580K, Fl
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FHABE N4 3R a JPOBRE™ AT A 35, R AF SR = S0 A B, 1A TR 3 A LA O A BE % . RuBi-
sCO. — LB e S0 . 200 420G A B S AL 36 R, SRR AR 1 2R fk. B 3R R0 wi WA B T
ST A0S T RGN BT A S S I A L RO B TEARSCST L S S R & A T TS K A L
FZAW AR YA, ARYEE IR & FRE . Limnohabitans B Al fEAR, tBFAME X RS, %i5HE
ZREEDYS . Limnohabitans J& Bt 2 BF 58 AR b X i 28 9 IX 2R 5% 0 i) B AR A5 50 7

A5 5 K FETCRE AR T 7K A T R T (Methylobacterium aquaticum) F- . Bl 5 J0 3R & P& T2 40 16
XoxF-1 B s i 40 (0 06 75 70 5 A 0 A ) 7K A B RE AT T 66 R 4 LA 0 A 4 K R R A 0 R i
F B 5 PR S B R 2 T T RE S K A A — R & R A

LW ES O (Marichromatium purpuratum) J& T 25 OG0, HB QB ER IS B & A P4 1210
., BT Mg aR", efNaBBoRm".

P (Citromicrobium) £ 3 E IR MM EE P2 A4, WIE T SOR = Oe A Aii. 3% 15K
Heml R R R AR, 5 HAESE B RGP T2 A e &

MR, ABESE DNA ZKF Y45 2R HRE e IR 5 rh oG & A T B R 9 Z2 A0, S RE R e s V& o & Al R
A AR T L ARG I DA R AR K D) AR S AR pufM RB A EARFITIRE. T — 2P 55 B e %
KLU KA 2S5 D RE K P BIF ST G A A T, R IR B X SO G AN, LB AT AR BIAE O TS K Y e

S X
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