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A, RBIUR A L% & DNA, X 2 8 b 2 B 2 % 1Y amoA FE B A7 7 & X
E? %z&ﬁwﬂf? AHBHAFRNE LEREF AL TR AL BT RAELY #}é’zéﬂﬁ&z *
B ESKRAUR SRR, oM ERA T AN BEA N A EHELENNEN, BT 5
ft/ﬂ/rﬂ/ WAMEHGEEBEARY RESHALER é}'ﬂfhﬁf%f&iiﬁw,ﬁfim
HE B ER A RAT N ER RS HBELERE T, REBE NS Nitrosomonas-
like 77| #0L Ky £ B H KB 5 Nitrosospira-like |7 7| ULy £ B H LB T B ELE
MEERFEERAEEHEAMAESEEXITANERE T ES, X 2% r 4 0.943;
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Community structure of soil ammonia-oxidizing bacteria along the transitional zone of in-
land Wuliangsuhai Lake. LI Jing-yu'>, DU Rui-fang'>, WU Lin-hui'*? | YU Jing-li"*”, XU
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Abstract; The aim of this study is to investigate soil ammonia-oxidizing bacterial community
composition, abundance, phylogenetic relationship and diversity under different plant communi-
ties formed in the evolution process of eutrophic inland lake Wuliangsuhai, and to discuss the
impacts of soil physicochemical factors on ammonia-oxidizing bacterial community structure. The
total DNA was extracted and a clone library was constructed based on amoA gene in order to ana-
lyze ammonia-oxidizing bacterial community composition, abundance, phylogenetic relationship
and diversity index. Soil substrate conditions were analyzed to assess their effects on ammonia-
oxidizing bacterial community composition. The similarity of ammonia-oxidizing bacterial commu-
nity composition gradually decreased from eutrophic lake sediments to desertification soil. The
dominant species significantly changed from the Nitrosomonas-like group to the Nitrosospira-like
group. Correlation analysis indicated that the combination of total nitrogen and total water soluble
salt had the most significant effect on the ammonia-oxidizing bacterial community structure, and
the correlation coefficient was 0. 943. The diversity index showed that reed swamp and Nitraria
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tangutorum desert soil were more suitable for diverse ammonia-oxidizing bacteria to grow. Ammo-

nia-oxidizing bacterial diversity and dominant species changed significantly in the transition zone

between wetland sediment and desert soil. Total nitrogen and total water soluble salt are the major

environmental factors influencing spatial heterogeneity of ammonia-oxidizing bacterial community

composition.

Key words: Wuliangsuhai wetland; eutrophic lake; ammonia-oxidizing bacteria; spatial hetero-

geneity ; substrate condition.

SR N S IR R 5 R 175 G,
(G AL B T i fL i 72 ( Bai et al. ,2012) . fiF
S BRAFE P 2L BN« 24 A AL R Al e R A Ak, JE
T BB A A L R b A B A B e A Ak
HEPEEELENEN, WHAESRE T, 1M
YA SIS A LA B 7 B g i R T L3R Y
EBRGMTIRE, X 2 R 58 W) 06 5 32 2K S0
PR BCE SRR B sh sk U5, H ET, ¢ T
A= Py MR AL 2 A B B BF 5% 22 B500G T O Ak L e
A S A W Vi B S A B v 1 R TR
FERIWFFR 870 (MGutknecht et al. ,2006)

L 2R SR N 52y v T PG 3 R X B Y ) v
IREEHLIIIA , R K TR 3 B T £ X A TR K
HYE Tl R AR TN AR 36 35 7K, B4 HE A P 9 B R
7 1088.59 t, s M h 65.75 t, I M A 249 759.9 t,
BEZ) 37,8 t, FHAE AR TP S 5 B Ak 1 B A
21328, 7 t, B2 28. 0 t, XSGR T fa L R E IR
Bl R Iy A AR A S M e E AR AL, A K M
T WA E S TR AR A AR (PR AE 20064 ;
B A5 2013 ) . K& A4S P A0 308
FEl LD SRR Y R L B S T A
B p) = A AL AN TR (AOB) - BEFITE 4 (Satoh et al. |
2007) , ASCULLL 00 DR S 4 i A
WFFEX 4 il F s B SO IR T AOB [ VR &5
¥ S5 G AL R T T AOB HETE 2548 25 7] 57 ot
PR A

1 #MREFZE

1.1 AR5 XIS R A

19,8 229 (40°47'N—41°03'N, 108°43 ' E—108°
57'E) F R HBOE J5 I B0 A4 Bl 2 N 5k R R
PUFR 5 X R AR () 13 7K R B | 2 42 3R [l
DA T B2 3 Y s XA kg 2 DL %) LA A ) 2 R R
BEORIP 55 2 D BE I R T B RLI , Sy Mk L [F]— 4
FER R ASRIBHE, WAL T NS H IR X E
IR SRR RS N, A K R 333. 48 km?,

A AR ACRIZ ) e 2 B RN K TR, 32 B X R
EER1EY/ N U A IS I (KIS JEOF Sl g S i) |
Jil (PN IR 45, 2006b ) o 5 BRI C N LR ALK
A i A K R R R R R AL R A
H R R K B IE LABEAE O ~ 13 mm (1938 B 75 191 )5
R O S R PR B e R WA 2 — I )
TR 3% A ) — 11 I 5 1) G A (D
45, 2006a) .

TORR (158 ) B 5 08 SR S 4 IR LA b s Ae s 3
HEATHURE . A B (40°57'5117N, 108°56'352"E) HL [
T BRI ) ]Zﬁ%(l’hragmites australis) & K
[X ;B Ff 4% (40°56'861"N, 108°56'692"E ) Bt H 1% %5
THPEIX ; C K (40°56'863"N,108°56'682"E) B T
Bi% ( Suaeda glauca) FHALE A X ; D #£ 5 (40°56”
863"N,108°56'682"E ) Ht H F FH 4| ( Nitraria tanguto-
rum) FEEE X, SRS R BURE TR BURE VR
0 ~10 cm, PN HE 4 FE CRAF T[] 5250 % 08 AR A7,
T FAY2Amr s, AL B 50 i AR 5256
FWESH(ERLD)

1.2 {RHPITERY S TR DNA $2HL

WA 755 k-S54 Ak 45-SDS ¥ (Li et al. ,2011)
X HERE S EAT R DNA $2HL,

1.3 amoA 3 Br i PCR ¥4

SR Z :ANTP(2.5 mmol - L") 4.0 L. L
5197(10 wmol - L") 1.0 pL. Fi#514% (10 wmol -
L") 1.0 wL.10xbuffer( Promrga) 5.0 wL Taq(5 U -
L0, 4 uL B 2wl i ddH, 0 50 pL, 514

F1 RESJTRYF TENERELER
Table 1 Properties of soil and sediment sample used in this
study

Fefh ALK BA T AR OKEHEE  pH
(g-ke™) (g-kg™") (g-kg™) (mg-kg™) (g-kg™)

A 11.82 1.07 0.78 3.39 9.11 8.04

B 799 0.69 0.57 1.95 7.11 8.61

C 373 0.32 0.47 0.91  13.65 9.25

D 12.93 1.33 0.66 .34 20.46 8.69
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% A189( GGN GAC TGG GAC TTC TGG) 5 amoA-
2R(CCC CTC KGS AAA GCC TTC TTC) JH T45—46
PCR 1, 5%} amoA-1F ( GGG GTT TCT ACT GGT
GGT) 5 amoA-2R FH T4 — % PCR 1,

AT 45 1 .94 °C 5 min, 94 °C 40 s.55
C 40 5,72 °C 40 5,30 MEFF,72 °C 10 min, 2
#.94 °C 5 min,94 °C 20 s .55 °C 20 5,72 °C 20 s.30
AMEFR,72 °C 10 min,
1.4 amoA JERY 1E =My ny 4lifb 5 v kel

PCR 7= [ 24k {di FH AxyPrep DNA % i [7]
i35 & ( AxyPrep biosciences, BT ) , H AR B L
AR UL AT, BB 1) AR AMT AR
UK S & A PCR 774 00 S5 B b B e, U0 e i
1.5 mL B0, FREERE i, MR E i A Y
TR B VA AR EE I (100 mg=100 wl) ;2) 0 3 f55E
JEARFY DE-A ¥, IR G325 T 70 Cn#k, [a]
WHE A, BB 2116;3) in 0.5 % DE-A &
TR DE-B 70, IR N4 24) 34 ) BHR A W 2 DNA
HlAE (BT 2 mL B0 H), 12000 xg &0 1
min, FUEW;S5) 10,5 mL W1 37, 12000 xg #5001
min, F-JEW;6) 1 0.7 mL W2 ¥, 12000 xg &0 1
min, FRUEWR , PARIAE DT PR 0.7 mL W2 WL
Ye—UGT) Kl BT B 04 T, 12000 xg B0 1
min;8) FF il B4 B T o) —3E M 1.5 mL E.0%
H ZE £ IR E P e 20 L FARE 60 °C B VEIR
W, IR E 3 ming9) 12000 xg B0 1 min YA
DNA,4 CI#-7E7 0. PCR P24 5 pEASY-T1 Fifk
B AEHE A1 2D R WA 77 7 ( TransGen Biotech Co.
Lid, b)) 2 EE R UL 45, EEAFEZE PCR 48 K
UMAZE{L PCR 74 3 WL .pEASY-T1 5T vector 1
pL.ddH,0 1 pL, 2R A , EIRN 5 min,
S5 R OEE Tk L, H1k#] pEASY-T1 &
Z A M A ( TransGen Biotech Co. ,Lid,db5T) . %
PERHPE SE R 1 1 008 AR W AR AT B R
1.5 $dEabr

W FE 3RS AOB amoA K H F %138 14 CLC Se-
quence Viewer 5 (www. clebio. com ) M BR #4731,
JH BioEdit %4 H i) DNADIST i A F I 25 46 [ SC
4, ¥ Az B B B B SC 4 AT DOTUR #1447
OTU ( operational taxonomic unit, 1] 5324 E BT ) 1)
434 (Schloss et al. ,2005) , B AT 98% J¥ 5 AHAUME B
JFH5%E XA —4> OTU ( Konneke et al. ,2005) , 1F %
A OTU HHE B 1 MR M B v B )7 5138 1 mega-

BLAST 34 NCBI %4k 5 b fe AL 19 2 % )y 31, 9%
Je F Clustal X # 4t 17 HE XS 55, ficJa Fl MEGA
AT N-J RE0k B W AIFIEE, Bootstrap {H 1000,
B Kimura 2 2408 @i DOTUR $f 54
— A~ TT P& S BY Richness . ACE | Chaol | Shannon
1/Simpson A} Coverage %5 2 W 5 j& S 19 48 b A
B i HELHEE)F UniFrac (http://bmf. colorado.
edu/unifrac/ ) T F 4 KRG B LEBEAFRFE S Z
] A 2 S AL A R E TS 454, 7155 UniFrac #1 P {H, —
BRI 2 DIREERE S TE AOB FEFR 4540 B =&
FAERE 22 RIS A8 bR, )5 84 UniFrac B
B MRS A AOB SRS R A R AR E AT 2R 26
O3AT B m s PCA 23 B ELW MR 7 H 2% R i 2 1]
TEARRIGERE B 2s 5, i R 355 1% Bioknv 2
Fp i 16 1 5 ) 2 S P2 TR AR 4 R ) B L PR I 1
T, SRE A R 1B F P B9 Mantel-Carlo 46 45 %
BT 5 2 A A 20 TR A DG OE R Al T
K,
1.6  AmoA [N NCBI X535

161 2Z EALANTE amoA FE X () NCBI % 5 5
7 :JX861698 -JX861858

2 HRE5HM

2.1 ZAEFEACHE amoAd FERLFEVE

I v DN A T R SR A Ia DR
FEIRBEDURY o £5 61k 1 38 Pl 5 vk 1 1
4 N AACAN R amoA FEKSCIE il 44 A B
C 1 D, HARAF 161 AT I, & SEAIEE T
38 41 44 F138 ZcHRUTH, v b SO 35 K R
ST ARG I 114 5 P8 T 91) BE A AR - o e 2 L AL A AT 1] 7K
TV L BIREE 454 4 A SO R 55 8358 100% 5 7
FPAKSE- b BR T SERESCEE C(100% ) , HoAh A 5 %
PIRAR (42% ~T70% ) , F BHASBIE 5 r A5 1 2 S8 fb 2
PRI B IR AR 1 AR 3R BB h & A LA
B ZHPE(R2) . Mt Ze ], 26T K I,
2 SCIE T ARAS 1A R8T 51 e AR 2 BORE 1 A Rk
BR T SCHEE D Ab 1% SCE 8 I ERURE 1T R 75 2 5 K1Y
RN TERN KT b Fl it ph 2 o b e BH A
— A T A SO TR B B A2 AR R, U X SR P A
TR TERE Z M A (F 1)

Shannon I Simpson ZH P48 EFRK W, FokE SCE
BHID Mook SCHE A F1C, Hodh S0 ¢ 2t
PR AR, SCEBK 2 AE M B & . Richness 730 81 (D =
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F2 AOBamoA BEEREXENEESSHE
Table 2 Richness and diversity for amoA gene clone libraries of AOB
KR TalER g HEE (%) F R Chaol ACE Simpson 8%  Shannon F5%%
A 38 0.02 70 7 10 6.64 3.91 1.50
0.20 100 3 3 2.44 0.97
B 41 0.02 46 12 26 51.95 5.29 1.89
0.20 100 3 3 2.89 1.05
C 44 0.02 100 5.11 2.56 1.05
0.20 100 2 1.32 0.40
D 38 0.02 42 13 31 38.4 4.14 1.87
0.20 100 3 3 4.09 1.62 0.63
M st e T 67 LA T O T 94 1 - 0
12| =Ws- . " e L S 1
B g WS TG DB E I B AN R R A K
—— -
E | 2.2 SR amod ML R4 R
2 N 4 -
B 6t 4 RERIGIRAS 161 2 A T8, 1E 98% Y
= bussatassssstasi UK 35 OTU, 3647 36 4~ OTUs, R4 KR
0 IR, IX L OTUs 7324 6 %, ok 1 % 2 Filfk
47 3 OTUs 755 Nitrosomonas-like 175 51 A0, 3t
= A 24 4> OTUs J& TR AN T 752 4 5 5 FiE
% 6 OTUs B35 Nitrosospira-like F) 5 5 AL, A5
= 124> OTUs J& TR Z R B (B 3) . 55 1 H
% 12 4> OTUs Z [ R TR FE 9 84% ~99. 8% , 5 7]
0 5 % B9 Nitrosomonas oligotroph ( NCBI % 5% 5 Ky

1 7 13 19 25 31 37 43 49
SRR RES (D=0.02)

E 1 AOB amoA BEFEFIHFHH %

Fig.1 Rarefaction curves of four samples based on AOB

amoA gene sequence

0.02) M, & CPERY OTUs 40%10 7 .12 4 F1 13 4>
OTUs, fE3CJE A H,0TU-Al ,OTU-A2 Fil OTU-A4
(AR =F B2 2k 84. 2% 5 7E CFE B 11, OTU-B1 , OTU-
B2 il OTU-B5 [AHXTFFEN 75. 6% ; 7E 3L C
OTU-C1,0TU-C2 F1 OTU-C3 fIAIXS £ JE N 97. 6% ;
TE3C%E D H,OTU-D1 ,OTU-D5 F1 OTU-D8 HYAH*T 3=
FERT1.1% , S A0 s b SCE Y PCA 4B 46
RULE 2, 55 1.2 HEP G A5 AR 47 b s i 45 4 2
FALI TR 5 S5 A0 AR B2 . P RE e A FIAE
i B BCAARL, BESIEEIRE PCA AR —
BFESD A FIRESL B RAE—E, K5 5HER C B
—#, 5D W BRI, S5REH IFESREN
WS DB — 1 35 Ve — B £ b 5 A — ) 7 e
AT 1), 2 ST A DA RV 445 R 178 P L AR AT
GG RS T 4 B HE R, TE T At AR R ST
U AN RIS AL+ S G 2 i U A A TR A

AJ298709) FUMILLFE Bk 74. 85% ~ 81.63% , 5 1]
¥% 3% W Nitrosomonas halophila ( NCBI % 3¢ =]
AY026907 ) (IAHMIFERE N 72. 7% ~81.4% ;#E 2 H
199 4~ OTUs Z [a] FAHIFE BE 2y 60. 7% ~99.8% ,
SRR SR Nitrosomonas communis (NCBI % 5%5 2k
AF272399) BYAHIFEE N 58. 1% ~80.44% , 5] &4
7= B9 Nitrosomonas ( NCBI % % = N
AF272404) B A RLFEE N 58.49% ~85.52% ;% 3
H1R) 3 A~ OTUs 2 [a] (1 A8 UL 2 B2 R 96. 65% ~
99. 6% , 5[ KEFE ) Nitrosomonas cryotolerans ( NCBI
Bk 5 O AF314753 ) WU AH DL FR BE Sl 77. 04% ~
77.98% , 5] 5 3% B4 Nitrosomonas urea ( NCBI & 5%
5ok AJ388585 ) B AHLIFE Sk 80. 08% ~ 80. 44% ,
50l 8% 3% B Nitrosomonas aestuarii ( NCBI % 5% 5 8
HM345616) [AHI RS}y 81.4% ~81.9% , 51
( NCBI % 3% 5 W
HM345622) FIFHAFEE K 79. 48% ~79.56% ;5% 4
i 4 4~ OTUs JTE L T — A8 40325 755 Thidg 3 A4~
OTUs JE I3 4h—AH 535 7 6 Thiy 5 4> OTUs 2
T] (49 A AL B2 BE S 91. 63% ~ 98. 77% , 5 7] 85 37 Y
Nitrosomonas multiformis ( NCBI’E 55 A AY177933)

nitrosa

7% B Nitrosomonas marina
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0.4 PCA-P1vsP2 0.4 PCA-P3vsP2 0.20 PCA-P1vsP3
_o3r Am 03[ ma 0.15}
£ 02f ¥ 02r & I B=
= o1k = o0.1b & 0.10
5 B= & BR | @
s O - S0 . 2 0.05¢
R_o.1f LK-0.1}f D X ,L=D
= =® =®
H-0.2} #-0.2 H C
—03} Cm -03f c= -0.05¢ A "
~0.4 L L ~0.4 . . . 0d0— L
20.5-0.4-0.3-0.2-0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 Z0.10 -0.05 0  0.05 0.10 0.15 ~0.5-0.4-0.3-0.2-0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3
FE I (56.99%) F Y3 (5.22%) F R (56.99%)
2 SELAEEER PCA S
Fig.2 PCA analysis of ammonia-oxidizing bacterial communities
41— mOTU-D11 (1)
19|- ¢ OTU-C2 (13)
939 e OTU-B1 (13)
& OTU-C1 (24)
v OTU-A1 (9)
= OTU-D12(1)
48 e OTU-B8 (1) Cluster 1
e OTU-BI1 (1)
95|42 —— e oTU-B7 (1)
73— e OTU-C4 (1)
91 = OTU-D3 (1)
99— ® OTU-D8 (5)
— Nitrosomonas halophila |1AY 026907 ©
88 100—Nitrosomonas oligotropha |1AJ298709 =
Nitrosomonas communis |AF272399 é
Nitrosomonas nitrosa |AF272404 5
92 96 ® OTU-B3 (1) 5
o3 — L woTU-D4 (1) 5
86 |—_ v OTU-A3 (3) s
76 e OTU-B6 (1) Cluster 2 =
| voTu-A7 (1)
® OTU-BI2 (1)
v OTU-AS (1)
53 v OTU-A4 (16)
99le OTU-B2 (11)
,9_| v OTU-A6 (1)
© OTU-B9 (1)
L e OTU-B4 2)
63 Nitrosomonas cryotolerans |AF314753 Cluster 3
27 Nitr s marina IHM345622
39 Nitr s aestuarii [HM345616 J
47 — Nitrosomonas ureae |AF272403
100 - Nitrosomonas urea |AJ388585 ™~
97-¢0TU-B5 (7)
100, ¢ OTU-C3 (6) Cluster 4
84 m OTU-D5 (4)
© OTU-BI10 (1) N
75|—_- OTU-D7 (1) =
39 94 = OTU-D9 (1) Cluster 5 5
= OTU-D2 (2) 5
Nitrosospira briensis [U76553 3
65 73|—Nttrososp1ra tenuis |[AJ298720 §
Nitrosospira multiformis |1AY177933 E
= OTU-D6 (1)
v OTU-A2 (7)
= OTU-D10 (1) Cluster 6
= OTU-D1 (18)
- 1
0.02 98 mOTU-D13(1) 4
B3 ETERENAE anoA EERFIHNENEZZLER
Fig.3 Phylogenetic tree based on amoA partial sequences conducted using MEGA version 4. 0
S N RREA OTU MR,
(FHIFEE 4y 88. 58% ~90.86% B0 1,5 Nitrosomonas-like ¥ 51U ; SCHE D

SCEE A WA FR OTU-AL SCE B FIEEY AP mh 5 HA 3 A SCEE RO S F i S AN TA]
F OTU-B1 FISCJE C WL P FH OTU-C1 , OTU-C2 FHERELEY Nitrosospira-like FEFIARLIHE T
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*3 AENERFESRENAREREHZNHERXX RN Man-
tel #236

Table 3 Mantel test of the relationship between different
environmental variables and ammonia-oxidizing bacterial
community

I bl BA

BB ESH KRR pH B

G B ¥
P 0.25 0.13  0.67 0.5 012 0.5 0.04
™M 0.37 0.5 -0.0 -0.10 0.63 -0.05 0.5

P<0.05 HABEES M ACE 2 MEFERIHIE R 5L,

*4 AEMEEFASESENHEREENHEXXR
Table 4 Relationship between different combinations of en-
vironmental variables and ammonia-oxidizing bacterial
community

ARIAEEH TFHE R AL
PISTE N 0.7714
BAEPKER R 0.9429
AL+ SR K R 0.9429
AR+ SR+ R B+ S 0.7714
F L+ SR+ KR B+ B+ pH 0. 6000
F LR+ A KRR B+ B+ pH+ S A 0.5429

2.3 BRI E AL RV S5 R AR

R T R B R - R 2 A A TRV 45 152
M, 3835 Mantel #555 X) 2% P35 A -5 24 4800 20 TR
AR T SE A AR DG AT T A A 5, 45 R
W3, Hph AL 5 S AL A R R VR A5
IR ZERTER )i DS

] BioEny 2 7 #E47 A [R P55 K 141 & X 4%
MYV RS 1) o3 B, 25 R LR 4, B
K4 SR FK I B A G, vz A
AR TRV 45 14 1) 52 1) e ok B I8 4 DG R 500 s (r
=0.9429) ; FREE H 11 4R VAL KEE £h B R LA L
BRI G 5 =R AR TR VR 25 A0 2 I A OC R A
0. 9429 ; MEE P+ F AR K i h B 5 2 e AL A0 T
TELEFI AL AR C R R 0. 7714 RS I+ F4E &
A IKEER S SABEFA ML A5 2 A AL TR
RETE S AL AR G R B 0. 7714, A #LAK A
TG 5 A A A T T I8 45 0 A7 7R 35 A DG 6
F, XRUIIR S A T 2540 7 A 25 ) S
Jo T R R R R T A

KI5
3.1 AEMMEY 2R

Hil, 252 bl Bty 2 2 a4k
4 TA ( AOB) M A L 1t 7 ( AOA) ( Leininger et al. ,
2006; You et al. ,2009) ., AOB J"VZ 4345 T+ 4% %

K AT LA K ¥V A 58 T (Koops & Moller, 1992
Grommen et al. ,2005) , R EfA T F LA FE Beta-
proteobacteria 11 Gamma-proteobacteria ( Kowalchuk &
Stephen,2001 ) , H:H Beta-proteobacteria fi &% AOB
2R, EEA Nitrosomonas | Nitrosospira , Ni-
trosolobus F Nitrosovibrio 4 &, J5 3 MNEFEL KR
B, B B Nitrosospira #4643 3, HHE 16S rRNA
IR T REBE I amoA #IN T Beta-proteobacteria 1
AOB By 7 A~ Fa 5 W) 3 1k 43 32 Nitrosospira , Nitro-
somonas europaea/ Nitrosococcus mobilis, Nitrosomonas
communis , Nitrosomonas marina , Nitrosomonas oligotro-
pha, Nitrosomonas cryotolerans F1 Nitrosomonas sp.

Nm143 (Purkhold et al. ,2003) , HSRIKLLIEAL S 32
HRAFLEAR R B HEA A M1k~ SOz {2 AOB B (A7 1E
TAFER ST, EEPR T A AR 2 5
AT RIS AN [) 1 A2 25 A BEZE A ( Koops & Pommer-
ing-Roser,2001) , Nitrosomonas marina #1 N. oligotr-
opha FEAETE T KA N, marina 533 FE
H L P g ER AN ER D FP L I, 10T N, oligotropha F %
FATET 558 37 1Y IR K BRI rp HOX R 850U ( Coci et
al. ,2005) . Nitrosospira spp. i H & 1 IR 5% v 44
SEACHR TR O DL S 2, 3 10 R M) P 2 oAt B g
S IEIREE Y, 1T Nitrosomonas spp. J& 5 7 &
R RO AERE , anis K AL BT LUK B E SR AA
TR R e VR B 1 5 B PR3 (Ke & Lu,2012)
i H K P, Nitrosospira spp. 1 Nitrosomonas oligotro-
pha JEREJE IR & e B2 PR 45 vh 20 S8 A 4 ARG 1 326
piea , Nitrosomonas europaea — Nitrosococcus mobilis KB
SR 1o 2 TR B PR T B SR A R T DG F5 2B ( Limpiy-
akorn et al. ,2005,2007 ) , Gamma-proteobacteria %
EH—J& Nitrosococcus , T8 2 B A R 1 ¥ Fp
Nitrosococcus oceani 1 Nitrosococcus halophilus ( Koops
et al. ,1990; Ward & O’ Mullan,2002) . 3] H#iN
1k, Gamma-proteobacteria H %) B 5% AN 7 15 7 PR 58
Hh# &% B ( Kowalchuk & Stephen,2001) . AOB H1ff
A BRI SR S o AT AEAS TR Y AR e R AR
Bi o3 S F2 R th T X SR Y A BRARAE A [] 3 1 A
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al. ,2008 ; Tourna et al. ,2008) . fEALZ A AL N WAH
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B3N T AR B % 5 B g i 1Y 5 2K ((Nicol et
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Fitial 2 Nitrosospira-like FHALL B ) Fh#E 3 AL, 161 5%
¥ %) & %43 A #E - Nitrosomonas  oligotropha ( Cluster
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