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The response of bacterial community composition to the decomposition of Microcystis blooms
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Abstract; To explore the response of bacterial community composition ( BCC) to the decomposition of Microcystis blooms, we con-
ducted an eleven-day in situ enclosure experiment to simulate the aggregation and decomposition of cyanobacterial bloom near the
shoreline of Meiliang Bay, Lake Taihu. The water quality parameters and the BCC in enclosures were monitored. The results showed
that the physicochemical factors and the BCC significantly changed during course of the decomposition of Microcystis blooms. Re-
dundancy analyses induated that the redox state of environment ( showed by dissolved oxygen or oxidation reduction potential ) ,
pH, biomass of phytoplankton and nutrient elements ( total phosphorus and nitrate nitrogen) were closely related to the variation of
the BCC. We also found that specific taxons in response to the decomposition of Microcystis blooms appeared in our experiment. A
taxon, which affiliated to Flavobacterium ( Bacteroidetes) , significantly dominated during the period of anerobic decomposition of
Microcystis blooms. The functions of the bacteria group need further exploration.
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o AR SR W T A R AR 1 FRANTE , 75K AP ISR PR A R AL R B F G AR A
W, i ol T I e DT R v 2 B v LS W 1 B S AT — A5 T M LA W0 0 TR B v B P A
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LTV 0 DA 50 U4 AR i 1 Shao 4512 0 R RS S GR35 A AT RV % 2 S K A
AR PR W 7S DA 5 ME S K 2 W S S M K DR R A LR LR ATE SR 0 2 X ok 8 4 i
SERE IS P A A A BRI A BT

TR R T R 3 e SR ALK T A B T A ™ A B R AR R I K R A AR
DRI 7K A AP BEL B8 A7 0 A PG 3 30 R A SR T MK R A A T DA R R, 5 VS o
R ol B AL A SR 8 WA R, B TR 57 40 T A 7 2L X 1 5 R 2 R DUAC ) £ e 2 1 0k 7 P R R 24
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1 HRS T

1.1 EWigit

T 2013 48 A 21—31 HAEKWIMERRIE T 2 HEA 7 I [ R S 48 SIS B ) KBk .8 H 21—25 HA
sk /Ne L 0K ;8 H 26 HKRY ;8 H 27— 31 B, MR 6 ARG (2.0 mx2.5 m) , 7 TR, F
IR 0.8 m. SLHHT— R MG LI F L oK o 2 WO AR TR B3R .8 H 21 H AT 1R B /K AR AS i LA 6 s il
FE(H 0d),8 A 22 H il FEIFE T ER I SRE S , TS S RN T IR 48 b I AR R AR S IR 2 ANk B,
C A o BRAL) FIFRAN TR N BESE , H 4L (LA e 2% 5 4% % a( Chl.a) MR A 378 pe/L, AR E 3 4
AT, SEEGRELE 10 d.
12 EPHERRE

SEEGI A1 TR MR (R 25 S d BD 8 A 26 H, I KW ASRAR) KB H RJZ/KLLT 0.5 m. 100~
200 ml ZKAESEZE 5 pm FLAZRIEAR (47 mm E4%, Millipore , Germany ) 333 , SR )5 i 38 T 0.2 pum FLARTERE I, 4351
WA PR ViR 24 TR S B o A R DR R R AT T - 80°C UKAR L 40 T T R4 1 LKA 19 & FFURI [, T3
T 5 M | AT
1.3 BILIBMRE

A (DO) pH H E AL FHLA (Eh)  HL S 3R (Cond) JEJE (T) (EWIE (SD) ¥ ( Turbidity ) F1 4
IR S (TDS) 8 T2 280K B 43 HH% (Horiba U53, Japan) I E | AL 2245 KR SA (TN) i fte A
(TDN) B H(NH;-N) B A (NO3-N) \WAEAREE (NO;-N) B8 (TP) (BEERER (POY-P) | B4 i 1k
(TDP) .Chl.a BAHLER (TOC) A LK (DOC) ¥ BE Ffb 24 75 4 & (COD ) RAEF % B R =, 3 Ths
WL SE 2 E .
1.4 FiEENEERITH

TEUEAERE S UTVE 48 h )5, WIBR TS, VR AR 2 50 ml SR 7F S E 1T, T4 847, I 0.1 ml BIHEUE, 78
10x40 5T B4 720 5 08 A T8 ol e A R 2008 75 43 B A B AT A5 T B T A R 2R i S £ 8

ZIESCHRL 18], PR IFAE ) A= Wy e SR AR B AT A8 5T (BOE 1 mm” B9 PR AR W) AR BRI Y T 1 mg P2 U AL
i T

1.5 WEEEEHMN

1.5.1 DNA #H % PCR ¥ % 5 RANEHRIGAF £ (Omega, USA ) MFRHEFR P HL AN b& (19 2 R 41 DNA
ZIGMH 40 bp GC I B9 40 B 4 S 514 357F (5° -CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3" ) Flii 51 4 518R
(5’ -ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG-3" ) " P MM DNASRH 50 pl PCR /R Z , [F#7% PCR Jrid , RF U :94°C B
AFPES min; 94°CAEYE 1 min, 65°C IR K 1 min, SRIG BN IEIR AL 1CHEAT 10 NMEIR;72C ZEH 1 min; 55°C R
KHFAT 20 AMEH, 72°C ZEAH 10 min. FH 1.2% FOBEARIREE L FL KA PCR 7= i S 3 SR S 1.

1.5.2 DGGE R M7 F:F4H DNA ¥ 3474 i3 DGGE ( Deode system, BioRad ) #E47 78 466 B 6 Je B Uk
(8% (w/v) BTN ISR MBI ( TR ISTOEIE - SUNMRTENE =37.5:1) ) , AWML Wy BE 7 20 R IR B DI TOE I 1Y 725
FREEVL IR R 40% ~60% , 28 WA IXTAE, Rk S50 :60°C , 150 V, 7 h. LIk 45 305 I BR 42kl GelRed (
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IXTAE #47 1:10000 i B ) #5652 2 30 min, 85 H UV BAR FR 48 ( Gene , Hongkong) A% FAR.

of SRR 4 S HEAT U RS I . & SE 0B (DI DNA | LA AR (8 R GC S 5 | kAT 48, 5%
4L & (Omega, USA) X PCR F=Hift A7 4li4k Bl i, 2 J5 % $2 5] pMD18-T kA& ( Takara, Japan) Bk L. &
Hr= AL A2 A DHS o KIGHTH , 2 )5 Pk B M SR b AT . R T BLAST F1 FASTA #1737 3115 Bt
Kb AR RN B FE S22 2= DDBJ, F41 5N LC018357 ~ LCO18398.

1.6 FitH#

DGGE B 1ES 2543 Hrdi i NTSYS 4 (JRAS 2.10.) 5B I0 T A M B9 TE (A 9ARIE R 1 A1 0) 2
SF T ICHE MR RS 2 A B AR RO AN SD = (2N,,) /(N +N,,) , Hidh v, fRFRREAR A I B YA 3L
FATE, NN N o BIRRAEAR A H B 9457 B AR AH B R 40, R AR AL - 2% (UPGMA ) I R 58
&I (SHAN B:00)) .

A CANOCO 4.5( Microcomputer, Ithaca, New York , USA) F2RA M N E #E % 4 S EA B AR Y
HAFXER 3BT (DCA ) 158 1 K fh<2 BF, SRATICAR 431 (RDA) 5 2458 1 K 5h>2 B, >R J S8 X 1 43 #r
(CCA) P02 SR SRR 2 B4 0 07 1 5 40 BT R v 201 5 b S5 M DG I R 28

WA RN G AT 8 i SPSS B4 (RA 13.0) , 582K -3 5E Sk 0.05(P<0.05).

2 BEREHH

2.1 IMETENW

SEEG AR FE RS RN AL 1 R BN EUE  H AL FERE T DO YR TG FEAIG, WSS S d(RT)
ZJ5 , DO WREZE EI (K 1b) , 5 DO HEIAHEAY Eh BA A AL I, WSS 7 d FFEA TR T+ 1e) 3%
TR BT Y 1~4 d,H 4 COD e B s T 0F 35 8 T X BRAH (P<0.05) 45 5 d J5 COD [HZE18 T 1%, Si4 /5
15 C4Hi COD R B ELEF(P>0.05) (Kl 1d) £ 1~4d, H AW pH BT C 4 (& 1e) , Z 5B W THE
IR T C AL AR E 55 ARSI 1 R], H LRI R v TN A0 TP ¥k B B 25 i F C 41FIR% (P<0.05) (& 1f
Ml g) ,NO;-N HYFE i BF g T ¢ 41 (& 1h) 4Rl ,NH}-N ‘TDN £ TDP ¥&EE 7655 0~3 d,HAH 5 C AL
WEZEF(P>0.05) (El 1i.j M k), ZJE7E H 21 [l el A e, RS 8 25 T C 41(P<0.05) . H 4 [H
R eh TOC ¥ AR ds et e Jo U T+ L 28 1~4 d IR R T C 4 (P<0.05) , Ti%E5 d(KW) Z )5, H 41 TOC
WeRE T T M, SRR et, B C TR E 25 (P>0.05) (K 11).
22 BiEEMEYENTL

TS 1 d BINREE T 1 A IR I e 4 ) 35 21 60.84 mg/L, Chl.a M EEIAH] 378.1 pwe/L, Hfi
WA Y Hy 58.58 me/ L, o5 VRIEAEL A S A W 1Y 95.7% , H2H B B v IR AR W R Y T ™ R K AR K R
(B 2) H AR BESESS , 1~5 d WV AR S AW N %, 55 6 d BB A5 o, H 41 I W 1 8 2k
WaEE CHLREZES (K 2a) , e A9 72 e aAHELC B 2b) ;10 H 41FFRS Chl.a ¥ W76 i
JE AR 2 d T e B 5 X R AR AR (T 2¢) L X W] H 20 P10 A R 1 1~ 4 d R AR DU IR 4R
BT,
2.3 HEBREAR W

DGGE B3 57 T P 4 R I v R it 240 1 5 B0 A DR v A 28 b (181 3a b)) RIS HTAE R (B 3¢ d)
SR TR AN A RETE AR NT SO WA Herf C 2 T A R 5 RO e T AR I R N R 4 98 R 1 HO AN
H1 JRAy— K i T HARER Rl —RIE I H2 B Ry —28 H3 M HE A —K 542
JEBIRESL (H6~H10) A —25; 1 C 4 0~6 d BUAES 5 HO Al HI R —25,7~10 d BRSO —2K
(HEl 3e) BEEMBEIREFH LTI R 4 28 H AR FBEZ AT HO 5 C 41 0~4 d IMFEM (CO~
CHRN—F,CU 6~10d MM E HA7~10d BB BN —2 H AP RIMMBERES 1~6 d TR
H—ZE(# 3d).

 3a A 3b Fros g5 ©HEFT IS5 1) 25607, 5 4600 )5 90 R e i P 9 45 2 80 1 46 0L A 17 D
MEBETE D H H R EZARE T EFH R Flavobacteriaceae ) (HATE ) B (&7 2.3.4.6) , H I
ORI, XL S5 AR AE C A i B R i 2 &ty 4 (R m T PR, 53532 258E Cloacibacterium nor-
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Fig.1 Temporal variations in the main environmental factors during the course of experiment
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Fig.2 Temporal variations in biomass of phytoplankton (a), biomass of Microcystis spp.(b)

and Chl.a concentration (c)
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(@) CH H#
0 1 234 678 91001234 67 8 910

1:99% Hydrogenophaga sp.(DQ413146)

2:99% Flavobacterium sp.(AM988933)

3:100% Uncultured Cloacibacterium sp.(AB971878)

4:100% Cloacibacterium normanense (LN613116)

5:99% Uncultured beta proteobacterium (JN371549)

6:100% Flavobacterium cucumis (T) (EF126993)

7:98% Uncultured beta proteobacterium (JN049944)

8:100% Uncultured actinobacterium (AM690889)

9:100% Uncultured alpha proteobacterium (AJ311962)

10:99% Uncultured Chitinophagaccac bacterium (JQ371098)
11:100% Unculturcd Bacleroideles bacterium (IN371400)
12:99% Uncultured Chitinophagaccac bacterium (GU291398)
13:100% Uncultured actinobacterium (JN049962)

14:94% Uncultured cyanobacterium (JQ726865)

15:100% Aqualtic bacterium (AB195719)

16:100% Uncultured candidate division SR1 bacterium FJ482226)
17:100% Uncultured Rhodobacteraceae bacterium (DQ234188)
18:99% Uncultured candidate division SR1 bacterium (FJ479978)
19:100% Microbacleriaccac bacterium (AB540017)

20:100% Uncultured beta protcobacterium (JIN371521)
21:100% Uncultured Microbacteriaceae bacterium (JN379148)
22:100% Uncultured Methylocystaceae bacterium (KP016120)

(b) CH4 HE
0 1 23 4 6 7 8 910 0 1 23 4 67 89

10

1:100% Acinetobacter tandoii (KM070561)

2:99% Cloacibacterium rupense (NR_114274)

3:100% Cloacibacterium normanense (LN613116)
4:100% Uncultured cyanobacterium (EU373169)

5:99% Microcystis aeruginosa (GQ859632)

6:97% Bacillus sp. (KM259625)

7:100% Microcy: eruginosa (KF286990)

8:100% Microcy: p. (AB936780)

9:99% Uncultured cyanobacterium (JN090919)

10:100% Uncultured cyanobacterium clone (FN860124)
11:100% Uncultured Chlorophyta (JF901753)

12:100% Planktothricoides sp. (KC407688)

13:99% Uncultured alpha proteobacterium (EU272939)
14:100% Planktothrix pseudagardhii (FM177501)
15:100% Planktothricoides raciborskii (T) (AB045960)
16:100% Uncultured gamma proteobacterium (EU980246)
17:99% Uncultured Alphaproteobacteria (FJ152785)
18:100% Uncultured Methylocystaceae bacterium (KP016120)
19:100% Uncultured actinobacterium (AM690843)
20:100% Cloacibacterium rupense (NR_114274)
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Fig.3 DGGE profiles of free-living bacterial communities composition (a) and particle-attached bacterial
communities composition(b) ; Cluster analysis of free-living bacterial community composition (c¢)

and particle-attached bacterial community composition(d) based on DGGE profiles
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manense [HAHUEEH 100% ) ,7E H SN BE A58 2~ 10 d IR S P38 03 5 4400 4 RB TAHIH
JE 2ot a 3 HBAE HI AP 450 2 HBITFE H 202~ 10 d (RES 368 THATHB Flavobacterium (K
IRE 99% ) , sk )@ F IRl —J@ 1 5l 6 (53537258 Flavobacterium cucumis ('T) WAHRUEE A 100% ) 7 H 41 1~
2. d WRES T SR AL T AE H 41 2~3 d B9RE S P S B B AR 4y 8B OT 46 5 SRR T BB TR 1)
( Betaproteobacteria) . M i ZE B ] ( Actinobacteria) & C ZHAE & A — B 128, 78 C HRES 5 I B3
WA 8 .13 21 AEMEE DA RER b, IS P90 A — R E T, i TAUF R SO ATE , i %
FF 5N SEAAHE BB A, TRATE B, 2507 3 SRR 4N B BEVE 2% 4 JP SIARTE (5 Cloacibacterium
normanense BIAHLEE A 100% ) , HAE H 2055 2~4 d BIRER H 5 gt 34

FEF AR R AT — KAl (DCA) <2, I RDA #5875 3 4% 20 V&1 3 7 21 A 5 B0 35 IR 22 B] W AH 56
Z.RDA WZEH (B 4a) Bon VR IFANER AR 4L 5 /K 4K Eh pH {8 TP W& 77 WE A P 2E W)= DL )2 NO;-N
W 5L 8 A G (P<0.05) , Al e P fige A o Ui 400 VAT R 9 LIS AR AL 1) 44.55% P 3k 5 AN IR R TR Vi e
T VR WA RIS A AR Y 20.0% (15.2% (11.1% . 7.1% F 6.2% . f 35 A B RE V5 2085 pH E TP ¥k DO
W BE L) TR AR A ) e 2 S B A DG (P<0.05) , Pl L A e B o 400 o R 9 2L BB AR 1Y 359% . pHL i TP ¢
FE DO W B FITFEAE A= 0 i 43 AR RS T B A A RV 4L 17.9% ,14.0% .9.7% 1 7.2% (&l 4b) K1 4
IR UEFUFAREEE T BN 3 25,50 1 25, C AR S HO R HIL S 2 25 H AUNE)S 2~4 d RS 45 3 25 H A
6~ 10 HORES P E AN FHRES SR 9 4 25485 1 25, C 41 0~4 d BESLFI HO; 55 2 25.C 41 6~ 10 d RYRES 55 3 25 H
ZH1~6dEER ;S5 425 HAL 7~10 d BESL. AT L, RDA HEFFRERIZE SR 5 DGGE (1) UPGMA R34 #

HIPL(E3e . d).
1.0 1.0
(@) & (b) co
H3
T,
i E YR
H1
X X
& g
o 1g I
& Ho' | &
-1.0 -1.04
1.0 #1:31.73% 10 -1.0 HH1:21.58% 1.0
Kl 4 J£F DCGE FFRGEAE ) RDA SMHT4 5 7 I ATARE () 5 PG AR (D)
Fig.4 Biplots diagram of the redundancy analysis (RDA) on free-living bacterial community (a),
particle-attached bacterial community (b) (DGGE profiles of 16S rRNA genes)
constrained by environmental variables
3 itit

3.1 ST B K X KR IR B R0

AR A PR PR BRAE B B i M DI A5 5 (T 1 AL 2) |, BRI K AR5 1~ 4 d, DO R BEHUER FEAR, 7K A4 B
SRR SRR PR I | T (e R e (T e, UK rp (R K AR TE AR T PRS0 gk 0 A, M S EOK M o
P AR TR, RIS KRR pHE R I, B SRR W RE T (40 TN TP R B2 ) IR I o 6K 8 )5 6~ 10 d 52
K], 7E55 5 d KFIJG, DO WREEA Eh 3L [7] 71, 7K (R84 Jhy S A MEFR 5, (HUR: H AL FEIRR 9 NH-N
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TDN Fl TDP ¥ 78X AP B it 3 5 1 C 41, 1 TOC YR AR AN Wy BET IR 2R T W 138 B vk 3 08 IR SR ff AR
SAPLTTH LA THAE , (7K A NH;-N TDN Fil TDP ¥ J3 5 5 > 5 50 4[] 72 8 F- &5 110 TN TP ¥ B AE A~
S e S T 2 e T X R A

ABFFEFRIT, KA R K A AR, DR S i i R0 o5 2 S s, FESE K O h B SR, fE
oA A A TR A DGR el B 10 3 R 2 7 A R HLRR AN €O, , (/K A& pH (BB . i v 4 i
DI N P AERE R R G iR S Bk 2 AR il 7 AN S ) H 4L TN TP Yk 3 45
03 TX IR IR A A S AP R S e R 3 1K O A R K R s S R b S K e R R 2
Ii1] (4 40 SO0 B ot R (A5 D A R ) A
3.2 YT B 40 R X A R K £ 43 R B i Z

A IRFFE 2B, 5 E SR AL WA b A0 TR R E A A W K AR DDA DG 1 L 2 U ) S B S
FFE T 20 T T v 2L X T 0w 2R AR A (10 o 7, 1 72 J i 30 9 80 DR A 00 A T e 0 T 0 e % 1
WS . A8 S DGGE AR ST 15l 4H B I R 200 TR R 2EL SO W 7K AR 3 A A e R 1Y) i 3
BT WG R, SN0 T 00 T 1 T I 15 A A o A 8 1%y Tl o, 9 D A0 A 2L A A B 2 DX
H1 5 C AR R 28, X TTBE 5 HI Dy NIV N8 s 8 5 R SR RE G G, 20 T T 2HL 100 #5514y i i
e B[R] B 20 R I 2 UTE TR IR S 1~ 6 d, 5 X7 BRZA 1235 DX, 3k 90 ) ol 3 ik AR HE AU & A
IR AR SRR AR T2 J5 H 20 (7~ 10 d) B2 20 TR R 9 20 105 %o FRZA 3Ry — 288 | SR W e ik 4R IR
AT RASIUS | B AN AR R AR T RS SR, S 3050 v o7 i 200 T 7 2 A 1 T2 B 2B A 2 3
AT RE A R g RS IR A e RS o, (H IR K AR rh AR 20 BRAL R - (40 TN TP \NH-N K B2 45 ) 415 R K52
WCRT DATE Y V52 T A TR TR v 2EL o5 B o 2 T o S P 2 e R 22 A7 X 1.
33 WEREAESBEEREMARFHLZEARNNEZELEF

MR CA BT AR Z IR A 7 AR B pH (Y JFAE S 2 IRk T B SRR K
AR O A IR SR A TR R AL TR T RDA HE P AR R 45 SRS W 75 8 8 7K A A3 ik 1) Bl B o A
o1 Eh pH fH TP ¥R EE PRI AE My L B NOS-N Ve BE 5 7 Ui 200 T 1 Vi 28 8 DDA O i B S 4 1 R o 2
B pH {H TP e DO Ve B DL K 7 W AR 4 A6 ) 1 5L 00 28 A G IR s /K 48 04 03 A A5 K A48 Sy i S
PRI (RICAARAY DO W EEA Eh (H) , pH (EREAT, F23E N P & IR R BB i1 Eh 1 DO e B 2 19 425
YIAHE B T, RO T KA A AR R 0L ST DL 7 A % T8 IR 4R 4 i el R vh 7K A 1) S 3R JOBR 2 L pH
(B VEFRER (N P VREE I A Wy i 5 A0 TR R I 2H 808 DD AH 56 B A A DG 9 TiE 56 i e sk Ao 2 W 3
Wi ZKAAF) BCCH™ ™ e A 5 0 fif s A 10 LR 19 ok T % o 2% e 32 75 A R 2 5 eI vh Y
BCC 40 B e e 5 B SRR, PRIFERT A A KM TOC YR ) BB R Y I 8 i /K AR 14 43 1 7K
W TOC W BT e, /K RN TR B2 8 S 2 2 e R HILIBE R VR, DA T OO 4 T 174 B 9 2L AR ALE . 5 T 75 2, e
PR AT 42 ] e 5 T K A TR T 2L
34 SEMBERKESBEENEEMREE

H AT, A 2 AR RN 5 e oK Ao i A 5. L A5 3 gk o M A A L A48 512 500 7 9 4
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