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Abstract: As one of the essential components, microorganisms are the cores of biogeochemical circulation in lakes. However, due
to the complex interaction among microorganisms and the incomplete description of their habitats, less than 1% of microorganisms
in lakes can be cultivated in the laboratory. In the past ten years, metagenomic methods has been widely applied to the microbial
researches, which enormously contribute to the understanding of microbiomes in lake ecosystems. The obtained results not only un-
covered the composition and diversity of microbial communities, but also revealed the ecological functions of microbes as well as the
interactions among microorganisms. Moreover, metagenome-assembled genomes (MAGs) of uncultured microorganisms can be ob-
tained by various contig binning strategies based on metagenomic data mining, which can be subsequently used for comparative ge-
nomics and ecological evolution studies. With the continuous development of bioinformatics discipline and the relevant sequencing
technologies, metagenomics will become a more powerful tool in basic ecological principle exploration and routine environmental bi-
omonitoring, and also become the cornerstone of understanding the ecosystem function and maintaining the ecological services of
lakes.
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1998 4, Handelsman T X2 i T 75 HE N 4 ( Metagenome ) (1, RDFREEREAS rh R B RE D 2L 1) A 2%
H P22 (Metagenomics ) JEA PRI P R AR VI RO A% 5 B A VE— 0K, A L P R Y5 A &
PRI A R 2 T 56 FR A — Ry 5 K L A, B T R AR E K Y PCR P24 5
FARH R Bedt AT I 1, 2087 e 8 b 22 S A B2, 22 TR SE SRS A ) 22 R e AL 22 e ) A
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AW Bl A W 7% B DR 2H 2 B T ) R A S R ST
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1.1 BRI R XEITES 7

RSB F TR T Web of Science (WOS) AR5 R 5|4 B il ( Science Citation Index Expanded ,
& Fk SCI-E) , 435 L) 3 f5i17] ; lake & marine & ocean & soil & atmosphere & air & metagenom = Xif SCI-E 4/ 72
A ) L oy 2008 — 2018 4F (4 SCRRIMAATRI R . KR AT [H] 2y 2018 4F 11 F 20 H, kx5 SCHRAS B FLE Sy “ i 37
R NG S B SCHR B E BT R R AR R R AR, A BB SCHER 3551 G, Horb b A ia s
ik 282 F  METE 1474 5, 4 1125 5, KA HA IR 670 55, WA M AH DGR FEAL L B 2R Sk S0
7.9% . BT, 2 H BT EE A LR E Y A S E T b B 22 B0 SCTE , M7EWNAAE S RS
Fh 8 AT A T ARG N B I BE . NI TR A A A R DR 2 2P A DG SCEE A 2008 411 6 G 3 2 2018 AE 8 50
Tt 282 A WA A ) 2 FE R A BT IR 16 SO R 3R TE 104 Bl SCI-E #H 1) F, Horb 34 55 R 3R 7E 8 A 4R

BRI B, SRR IR SR 12.1% . BB A S 25 25T The ISME Journal % 317 2 5 R 41
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T3] 1) SRR A Fh AL o B AR MG D S5 TN AR, A AR Fh A7 78 1 5L PR 20 S B , 38 W] LASE 4o 5%
RIZA AR AT , BT AR A T A S RGP I RE ; 2) BRI IE K7 | s ilin A S R g
Wy ST PR OGS A AR 0 32 AR Wy DI RE SR 5 3) 38 o T N e i A 2 0y R DR A B R O F S 2R e
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Biotechnology Information, NCBI) #(J& /%118 Sequence Read Archive ( SRA) 47K R AIE BB HL. $rF o8 72
b BB AR B ASEAE R, = H AT R SCI-E 1 TIXF T8 SCIRRG M Fe A 2R By T A B oA K
W A K R M BIFST AR A2 14 7 5 PR 2 B8R , DR X 5000 P A 1 L 422 4 AN 5 Bl 77 B8 4 T b 22 48 )
VA W) 72 FE R 20 W28 s 2%, 7E https ://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra/ F{fi F “ lake” {E S s ia] 4746 2%, 3k
34T 57943 Sic sk (KR AT Ry 2019 4F 4 [ 18 H) ,Jorf DNA SRIEEAE 53993 4. 8 i 15 e i e 2514, iT LA
X 2 2 P BE SR AT IR 404

ARG AT T A KR 7% 5L DR 2 4 BRACHE 43 A AR L. 38 5T 5 43 BT 28 Y (Assay_Type = WGA ;
whole genome amplification & WGS; whole genome sequencing & other) , 1% € £ & [ {8 ( MBytes >100Mb) L)
R T ik 5, 3545 SRA ¥ 1941 J%. 48 SRA X7 (1 U /735 H ( Bioproject ) FIFE i ( Biosample ) {7 & 1
PRIBGHIIN 225 B RF SR AR o, 20 R VR0 2 B R 20 25030 2 3R 4 A L (BT 1) . AR 31 508l ke U
VAR E R A X HEATHE T, S5 AR R A U gD v DR A e HE A B 5 AL DXL A K AR
JERAHE A 55 0 SR JE VR I 2 A A 2 R DR A B B 22 19319 (0.62 TBytes ) . K2 3% [ H A i ¥ 7%
FE TR 20 2 i = e AR T A A AR LR 26 A, BUE A3t 0. 11 TBytes. A SCAEZFAEPRAL M) I R 1) 7% 5
PR ZH Iy (PRINAS31348 ) 2 H Al W0 SR 7 R B R R B 42, 5 /A il 1 0l - 5 R 42 3 i
i Al Y.
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Fig.1 Global contribution of lake metagenomic raw data in NCBI database
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BB 2 2 FI0 P 1 AR M AN T R, S5 FR I 5 T B O ARG v 2R 55 F 12k 4 (PR 4R A5 I8 4RI T T
A LN 220 1 Binning B 5 LR AR KL DN 2 S 008 I — AN B — W Rl ) L DR TSR, T AT LA
PR £ 1) 20— T AR iAW 2R R 2H 45 L, Bl metagenome-assembled genomes( MAGs). 2011 4F, Hess 15 YA
FAZZ BRI 2% Binning DA 268 Gb (#4496 B A% il 22 B R A0 B v s DR B T 15 A i BT i ) R 35 SR e T Y
BEPRILF 9, I B 200 4 i DR 2B 0 5 i n DA SRAEE . [ Ik, % i DR 4 2 Binning 38 8RR T 0 W
20 2 BT (4 - BL. 2017 4F, Bowers RM Hl-G 54 1 BRAE 7% B R AH PSR AT Y %% 3, 7E{ Nature Biotech-
nology) 2% K F I SCHE Y MAGs FEIMRMEIR R ™ (2 1) FE3RAS MAGs HYERI A CheckM' ™ 45k
AR A N B3 R T AR IO BRI FE XS MAGs 15828 B 75 e B S5 E A TPl B 0% MAGs 1] 5P LU R A 5 43
BBt B DU 0T o AR R T4 5, 1 0 i MAGs T DUBR AR 1) SE DR 414 8. ) 4803 i B2 3 B 3 TR
ZH 7K

e 1 Fk PR 4 B 5] i B i (MAGs)
Tab.1 Genome sketch standards( MAGs)

FRifES 2 T ELR R B £H 2 R A

R SERERES90% , V5 YL <5% , f14r 23S .16S 1 55 rRNA LK FIZE /> 16 4~ tRNAs
HRE TNy SEREE =50% 5L E<10%

I SEHEE<50% V5 YL <10%

UEJUAFSK , Binning Jy ¥4 76 #8 75 WA A 90 240 RN B REAFF 9 vh % 45 25 B4R . Vavourakis %5 76 5 £h 1)
YA 7 LA RE o, FILF Binning TFBEal A T 408 T A0 TR 18 55 45 1T 871 4~ MAGs (Hr 154 4~
MAGs A S5 [ i MAGs FRifE, 717 AN 2 oP 45 i MAGs FRife) |, JF B BT MAGs 4T 7RG LT /il
e VR RIS D B SE 40T, 45 SR /R AL FE Actinobacteria TE P2 /0 4 4T (phylum) #7776 5 H#TA
BRI 2 FLSEARA S A 24 . Arora-Williams 7% Upper Mystic #7241 4 1 #1 Fl Binning T Bz
RIGT 87 A~ MAGs (SEHEERTF 70% V5L BE/INTF 10% ) , 3>k FH DI REHE ] (168 xRNA il MAGs {5 8 = # H
LA T AE— RV E Y AR 00 0 4k STk R B 40T R L PR b 41k L R R LA L U4
b AL, KA R B, I 22 IR AR B nT AR R4k R e R AR B e AR TR A Y R R A D it
""" Cabello-Yeves ¥ UK 1% SE 1M 415504 Binning 455 E AT R 48 % & 400 M DI RESEIN 2347 , & LS4 0
YR VKEL S 6 B A TEHTE O MZE Y R 5 e A AE , BLURBLR K H ) SARTL S /11 5 DU /R 388 v
{1 Pelagibacter ubique FEHRHE AHAILL ™ . £HXF MAGs THAEFSHE , SEURN 1T WA PR T 55 32 A M i i 8 %
AR P A T REf (5 B
2.2 ZREGHIARAE Y R B R Th BB 4SH1E

A IV 8 P B /R K2 Ricardo Caviechioli (4% S H A VERF 5T A1BA , 12 FH 2 5L P8 240 TF- B 301 F 8 g i
DB TR R W VA S A 0 AR A A I 5, 8 s A S T A 245 2R 0 B A W 7 0 B B R i 3 50 Hh VR A
H T B BTk, Organic W& — > fE KR B 5 R K W30, ELAE 9030 K A FR A7 7 A SCHRIC 48 U 1Y 1 48
IR F R R B R SRR RSN B 3 2 R DR B A AR i R G R T R L TR, TRAG AT
W B0 7 a8 TR Y RS L N TR A B TR SR OGRE S5 AR AL AL AL AR 5 3% ) FI R IR 3
WAL T RE A YR Organic 175 35 B SRR R IR A PR AOE AL . A 25 14 ka RE DI Ace 1,
e B LY (1 22 VA 78 ( meromectic ) WITE , SEBR AN ZE Ace W1 (5 S S0, BA TR 518 BR IO BE 7T 2 B S5 4k
AR, EEALE FALBRRR R IR S A B R SR 8 JRURBR A0 5. 7 W3 GG A S B 400 1 2 2 31K B 5 PR ki i
SRR, AR A A e S AR AN B T E IR S B Ak S A R AR A L B TSR R, Ace 1A B R MTRE
TR = O T ' 3 X S B 2 B A W A P RN SR A ER R 2 AR B2 e, DR AR T A
ETE P45 I B R A VR S

“HEBESL” (ceyanosphere) PN 5 8 55 57 37 41 22 8] B M ELVE FEAF 9%, o 8 R 5 R K AR 2 L MUIAR 11 T 28
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. AR B8 IRk LA R 2 ok ) i K AR 2 R € 28 A A9 BT G 3 ) FE ROK BR B (A . 38 2ot
AT UIR R T W5 S P 478 A B 2 5 S P9 S R A RV 1 S A A T LR A5
T EES IR AN TR 2 (A B AR B TE . Ead Xo) L EC A i T100 Ko L BRE A= 40 B B v 14647 D RE 20 AT A B,
HE AR AN Ry (i SR LM AT ) 4 A R 3 RE A TR B ) BB PR 058w ke Bl 28 2B R SR 11 TR 28 AT ol 4 i
TE SR A I8 BRI B K A RIS =2 B 22 0 vk G AR 1 00 (R B 2 A 8 A 4 33 B R 6 2R 8 B ol o8
WHF A 20 B 1 52 2 B K PR 5 PP B S b A A7 ) AN, BT Sk B T T A B T L, (EL 5 P A
HEIE S — AR TT DASEAT B A, 3 7T AE A R AR B A AR E A B2 R AT R R R R EE
JELZSJ '
23 EXERAFERNAMTHNELRE

HTRLIN AL B 2 A TR A T I AL A A S50 R [ AR IR BRI 9 22 (A1) 25 B« 24 0 ) S 06 2 i AL i o R B
SR TE AR A AN & B R, T B SR8 A% 8 T 7 3845 58 1 M A3 A A A ) PR AH A 2 T T R R SR T
53 WFFE N B34 T 1% /K ) Mendota )1 Trout Bog 1) .11 184 72 BL R 4HFE & , il i Binning FBE3k
187 19 & T Verrucomicrobia ) MAGs. HF5¢H X MAGs B4 & BOBHH K S B AR G SE I HEAT T 04, 4551
SR Verrucomicrobia TR 7K W IFUME 5 it v 2 45 55 LA D 5 T/ BT W8 7 /K fire Al ik PR =2 J3 RN T RE A A B 3 2
ST T A R WA A S IR LBR 4 B4 S A RV REAE Y . Cuadrat %A1 Fi] Anti-SMASH il NAPDOS
AR AR MAGs i AR AR A, 7E 121 A~ MAGs %85 1 243 NIREAEH 3L A%, B R 18 4
A REHER KA B (NRPS) (19 >R Hi& 8§ (PKS) Fi1 3 4484 PKS/NRPS 1%, #6878 T A 298 ok 9
PRABHISE I REIE R ¥ 11 . Mehrshad Z57E 3 NI Y 57 /7% FEPHZLRE S A Binning BRI T
J&F Chloroflexi ] 53 A~ MAGs, JEXJ R G0 & F 5 R MEAIEAT T 40T, 4550 2 I 46 B 21 v MR K B8
Chloroflexi REVE 4 LI B S0 R 2 7). (BAS TE RO 2 , Andrei 257553 IS T HE 52 FIEG - A WA K 9 1)
JHZZ L 4H 2 Binning FE3RAS T 60 ~@ T Planctomycetes 1) MAGs , 33047 T I e E ML . RE AT
FIFEH I REAS BAR R — BRI H " 3 YR I LRk 3 P i Planctomycetes Ji§ 31 38 5 K 42 FREE
BARRAKIRE A = T B B e b Ab . BIA A S BE R 4 24 0 #2%, F JR fd2E 0 0 18 9 2 358 %) 338 o 1 2 A
WFSE H 7 Ak R A WA SR ) A A & R T Tl

3 RERAEMBERATRE

R AT R R B R 2 2 A R A LA, E T O (Rt N 2R B A 5 TS I, DR A AR
R AR IBUA 35(5 B 2 SE R LT 5% 1) B A 8] B 2 Bk A%, H HT Binning J& ok 2 B R4 A= W) 15 8 B i
T & Rt BB i 22 A% O B AR, AR 3 78 18 B 43 0 8 A B A 2 36 IR 20 50405 4 i e AR 37 R A e il
L EEANHT Binning SRS & A FHFLL.

31 BEEENFRAMEEEAEYEEESHRE

T IR AP 5 il 7 R 0 B RN 4y il T R AR SRR T — M r R, Lhfg—
WAL+ BLE J7 %% DNA J3F 3047 7 5000 58 A — e K B S o i s B A o0l 200 F LA Mumina
O ERIERSE 6 o8 3 R WA SR ) 2 R R AL A 5 v Y B I T P B R 55 AR H R H B A7
TE (SR BRAE , A 9132 K (<500 bp) oF it v 4o 5 BB L R 36 [ 2 08 256 A S 20 v IR 2 i 2 )
FERAR T, DL TSI 2 R R L8RS R 0 o LR AR 2 1 45 = AR R W 4R v R A
B (2 10~ 15 kb)) |, {H R 5 AR5 DR (AT LIGR B 15% ) 478k M 21 25 Jo et . V45 ool 1 v ) 7 0 J3E T
DU S0kt 8 = A I 0 i e , (B0 % A A0 75 s o) s o 3 2 AR T, S B = A0 A 2 L
AR PRI R . B AT, SRS AR A =R A 4G A, S e o A A R e A B
A T2 = A QI FE 7= A (R A TR R , 7T LG R0 40 B S /N DR A0 e A v v (R R T 1% ) . T
FE DR ZH 0 e T B o A 0 7 7 o B A, e e PR A, TR A A 2 AR B AR M B T 2 R N A 2 Y
oL ARSCR) Hlumina JU 75 65 28 15 J5 4G 00 5 2508 8 6], JF 8 72 3 A 4 AR W01 BU2F e i R B3R T e 2
7.

3.2 REEAFHIE Binning X B#EH
5 DR A 24 1 3 A B ) — A D P R B Binning , FL AT 1 T 3 R 00 2 L DX A A IS RS T
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Fig.2 Metagenomics bioinformatics analysis flow based on Illumina sequencing

FIRLAR. L HEN2H 27 Binning SR REA (9 HEAA R 51 4R (reads B contigs 45) 70 B By TN B9 7 51l 4
(Bins) , R4 [R]—4 0 ¥ 737 510 3 31—, Bins AP 41l R ax W Rl BE R 20 1038 43 v B AR IE TR MXT &
AL, AT LA Binning 43>k 3 2% :reads binning , contigs binning #1 genes binning. Reads binning J&/& 4} reads A9
R Y S NS ORI reads 43 UG T 48, ARG AT /5 SR L R 244317 | T AR DG B MR sl 430
PR, reads binning [ 72 K& DA 2H B8 R HT AR, 80T JF B )2 ] Genes binning 244 % MEA P )
HRFEDREE MM DR 7 & A F i b 19 2 B8 R AT SCIBE 40 BT, R TR DG M o TR A7 2R 21575 3 6 (R 7 48
Contigs binning & & JEE I N i) 12 )75 534 T-BL. Contigs T EEIER T reads J7 414 BE AR HE
TR P ) 2 AR A ) 55 BT A5 B g 45 SR SN AT & EL AR 5 TR T 400408 19 ) T %%, contigs binning 378 K F*
reads binning. N i H & /44 contigs binning 1) )7 % A1 F.

ZFh binning FR MR A B TR 205 BT 1) MAGs. Contig binning 197775 F 2432 3 F B2 T8
fi2 2H i, ( nucleotide composition( NC) -based ) | #& T 3= JiF 22 5% ( differential abundance( DA ) -based ) Fll3& T 4% iz ZH
% K% = B (nucleotide composition and abundance( NCA ) -based ) " . NC ¥ 3= BEAK i BEAZ 15 2 528 25 fk., DA &
MRS T W BER T 09 22 M REA T contigs (9 35 2. NCA 75454 T NC M1 DA 35,22 T NC #i1 DA 4]
A IR B MR EAT S 2 B2, AT S P 4H binning (8 R AR, T NCA BB T B A : Meta-
BAT™*' [ CONCOCT" GroopM"*' MaxBin"*' il Databionuc ESOM T H."* 4. 2018 4 i J5 BHIF A 52 F I L ik
Jr IR T | 39 G 75 7K Ak B 7 3t 265 2 5% v 0 S 00 80 R R MAGs L SR T, A )
VO3 R B X AN [ A 45 1) 2 R DR NI, 4% 43 R 00k 1 SR BT S 7], 15 0 109 MAGs 7550 35 e B 5
[K2H se 8 He bn B B WA X 2018 4 5 A, Sieber S TT &t —Fh e 5 2 binning 535 1) DAS T H., i@
A5 ULAY S AU binning SEPAHEST AL, DAS KA T (09 il MAGs™ . [M4F 9 J1, Uritskiy 4t JF
% HiBE 47 2 binning FE 1 MetaWRAP TR U7 /K P S0 0 0 15872 DR 24148080 o 4 A
TFHI Y binning Sk AT HALEE A TH, 41 DAS 1 Binning refiner ™, (A7 (gt x5 [ 4R AP i
TRV RS BIR ™, Song 25 IF 4 1 MetaCHIP T L, (i1} BLASTN $k {452 MAGs thsA~ 11 B o
KU, G5 MAGs B U 9 1) Fh T 8 A5 5L, T LA 280 40 S35 2 35 TR 401 i A9 K OF S TR BB R AR 4% 26
binning % &40 TH5 3 R To 4 45 TR0 IR 38 /R 58 20U WA A5 B3R 4L T T AR, R Bt 77 (E R
TAEFRGER MR ISR R AR .

4 RE
SENH 22T TR ATRE 13 TRl E W B R R B A2 Ge i A Wy O T (9 DRSS, AT LA 4T | B0 5 i 3 )
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THRAEM ZREER D REZAEMEAS S, Rt T LA A SR 4 5 R W 2 1) A 1 5 B 05 22 T A5 ) A EL G
Z5. R P i ) PR AR R AR W A5 B 22 20 B T B, WA Tl 2 0 0 TR A~ 0T 5 I () o S0 /N T AL e el A
WF9E, —E R P T IFTERR. A DN A B A W A i, 0 ke DR A~ 0T 5 1) FRAS TE AN BT 6 T 9
FEAR B 5 HE N 2 A WE TR AR A HENN B 5 FLABAE SSEAH BE TR B W AR A8 2 P T A T8 S IR mR A T g
KA G R T R 2 2 A 5, 8 )32 AR AR R AR W0 15 5Tk MAGs S AR X 1A 2 9 A= 25 T RE Y
UN’"

W R SE AL AR AR D7 o A B R B ™ (36 2) . B SE DAL G SR vl LA R WITh e BE N 4242 5
BTG R DI REHE R B SR IR T D0 5 0 P 45 SR 53 52 8075 Y e 90 ) 5 W T 38 AR AT 58 F) b 2 R R ] S e sl
B s R D AR A TR 9 el P AT TH R — B R B MR o 7 00 e R ) S W R, S e
F8 2 R PR AL T LAGR B LA $E 28 B Gb  (EUR ol TR W8 F7HR 04 Jo BR-AE R S FESaE e o BIR
i, B LA B Wy A5 SR D BEE DA B ARG IE ARAT AR , 6800 P 20 09 ) FH 203 20 A B A R S P 4L
ARSI E Y AR B OC R I R RO e R B o A7 26 T Bl i oM REAR A W e R R . KA
1M 368 2o A W TR B R TR 0 i £ S5 BB P R ) R DR 5 PR AT 9 58, X T R B TR A 2 S R
i 1. BRI R 22 SR IR R R S 2 R A A R S A R T
TR BRYE , AR B A~ R AT , B i B SE A R i TSR R A . B AR A5 AR DC 2 BRI R
FRIANIT 2 Ji% 7 DR 2L 2 B AR TR A Sl A WD W vb A 45 S D T2 PR AT, O AR T WA AR S R G0
REAZERFHLA 1947 ) T H.

2 VAU MRS O AN TR B DR 2 20 A 7 ik DAt i

Tab.2 Pros and cons of genomic analyses for evaluating microbial communities

Jiik P B
FRICHEIN o FESRERT A0 B bRt | By B AR 5  JOIE DX A AR W IR S (I BR B AR 9 S 3E 1
wixil o SILR A EE UG 1) ;
o SEE YRR AT 15 R AR ® PCR 4 I A7AE 5 | W I - 5
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