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QT E RARKFEHF R L A W 210017;
2 HERAKFEA T RRPEFAAEL LR S, LA B 2100175
SHE R AP ERGEFSAAFE.LH B 2100145
LEEE—AFBRALEARRAGT LR &% 211316)

W AR ST L0048 5 BH b X I 365 B 08 TP AR SR B 8% (Eviocheir sinensis) 2225 B T W 8 40 B8 B 75 465 40 , 4 591 % 35 40
b HE KA (S 2 S 5 So) AL FEIE VB (N, - Ny » No) A BE T 16S rDNA (9 V3., V4 V5 0] A8 K E A7 4738 , K00 A 45 19 3¢
JE AT v A R I A Qilime LD B L XS B 97 Yo AR K AT R M A B LATT V49 B BHRTR
B9 53 S AKOF R ARE AR HEAT o 22 RE PSR 053 BT 5 LA Chaol 8 8URT Shannon 48 8PP A5 B AN £ &7 BE R Z R0 . 245 R 3R 1T,
SAANEWMIESE OTU 43704 8 881.7 406.8 566 4. S; fltA=# 5 )8 T 16 17.29 #.58 H .97 B .191 J&;
Se M 917,18 49,38 H.68 BH.132 J&:S, N 17 [7.32 49,60 H.111 B.227 J&. N, 4 41 [7.103 49,198 H .
325 #4572 J& ;Ns 24 42 177,103 49,203 H .318 F+.534 J&; Ny 40 17.99 49,196 H .323 F}.578 J& . FRFH KA
PBTELLAE T B 1] (Proteobacteria) 2 32, LUK & BT B 1] (Bacteroidetes) ; i 3% i R A 35 B IS TR B8 1) o 32,
WK 1T 425 B ] (Chloroflexi) V¥ % i ] (Planctomyecetes) ., 57 7 1th 3 JiS U8 A 41 B BE 7% 09 32 & B F1 ) Fh
ZREVEA B T IR KRR N RS R T Sy >SS, > S R B S REME S, >, > Sy, IR JE P 40
BRSO N >N >Ny R Z R0 N, > N >N,

KR PO RN E W SR KR R
FEZES:Ql45 X kR ER A

e 5 B & (Eriocheir sinensis) N BRI &, 5§
I vt o S E B S 3 RN b A R i
] 7R 7 s e 0 R T VLT A . A 20 A
70 AEAR R AR O B N T W BOR R L A E
AN R IR AT, A E R E B
Oy R HRARMEK Bt N TAR R G # 7, L
fife A2 7 N B 2 2 18] o M RE S ) A 24
ABE W TG T w05k, 0w K SR B
L RE AR B B R (R RS, 20100,
TEFRFE M5 AT ML B0 0 it R S5 8 SR T R I B
TR B A ) R A B 25 A5G R L TR W A
AT RE o ST A W 4 T I 0 80 e Al T 5 e o R
B AR ) A R R 25 . PR OHG L XoF R 0 A AN PR R Y F

YR EHE 2017 -07 - 31

BB LI A K™ =85 H (D2017 - 4 - 2) ; WL A BHET
BAC AL T H (BE2015369) .

PEZ R ART5, 1986 4FE A Lo, BB 5 51, 35 B0 A 35 Fl 5 ¢ U
Y5 FH . E-mail:jsgyxuyu@126.com

BIEEE A S, 1963 454, &, WhoE 6L, BB NG KA P
IR T 5 5 A 9E . E-mail : yangyj025@126.com

XEHS 1674 - 3075(2019)01 — 0064 — 07

GE AT DL T fiff 25 75 R B8 45 37 58 AR W) ok T TE
DR A2 37 0 5 B85 A SR i B R, AR
AT AP AL T IR R R AL G B 3R 05 B 1 R BR
PEARMEAR G 201G 32 ) WA REVE W ST e B AROIRAS T
T W B Y5 ) B2 5 0 (Amann et al, 19955 Auguet
et al,2009; Hugenholtz et al,2009),

BEE 3 5 AW 5 0 kR, Y 4R
(Next Generation Sequence, NGS) 7] DA B $ I AEAS
T 16S rDNA J¥ 41 By AT AR X, 78 747 00 79 [
IR XA A R B AE 0 R e 4 R R R AT R S
AL BT 4 TV A D E A W B AR R R AR
SC3z P el BN B R % 16S rDNA ) V3, V4 Al
V5 R X AT P4 T Tlumina MiSeq ~F- 15 1
F . Paired-end Reads #4783, UCLUST J5 & 9t
1 OTU B2, Qiime (V1.7 B A A FEA T
P W B R 2 AR PRI R . LA AT T
VL3RR 3 B B T B v AR G B B 1 25 A o
I B 7K AA TS U 3 A= ) A 5 1 L S A O Ay T
FE B H MBI R 4R AL S 2R3
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1 #HE5RFE

1.1 HmXE

FEAS R B VLI 9 B B R PR A OK = B F 7
BEMLLEBE 3 A A o 2 8 A= 25 F i o 0 L R AR R
KRR IE R TR . SR 2.5 L A HLIE B R K 4% R 4
FRIHAKAR . A SR H W E B B XU RN KU &
2 ASSREE S K A — b 3 4 A SRR S A K RE FE 0 IR
A5 HUL.0 L FRBKME R — R FEAS . 3 AR5
WIEKFER S H S, Se S BMAFEAH 0.22 pm
TFL U RS D, B A 08 T, 322 700 K T ZR AR K v I e
R T IR Y 1 min, H 8BS, FEUE I, 4°C LA
TARAT

BRI M E R BT M) 2 IR TE R A AR
LR 5.0 em® B R — 3 2 A RAE SR
FEAMIRA) R 50.0 g 3 DML IEIR R S5 N
N; WNg No 4 CHAE .

1.2 DNA B#I& .PCR # &0 Fr

R FE A 9 DNA 48 B4 51 >k ] TIANamp
Genomic DNA Kit DNA # B % & 1 TIANamp
Soil DNA Kit +HEFE 4] DNA $2 B0 & .

16S rDNA FAU4E V3. V4 Al V5 B 3 4> B af
X, V3 - V4 XY 3 FE5H: CCTACGGRRB-
GCASCAGKVRVGAAT; F i 51 #: GGACTAC-
NVGGGTWTCTAATCC, V4 - V5 X¥ 8 LiE5]
¥: GTGYCAGCMGCCGCGGTAA; T % 5l #:
CTTGTGCGGKCCCCCGYCAATTC,

25 pl X W R R AL $E 2 X Taqg Master Mix
12.5 pL,#iHz DNA 100 ng, IE [ 51 ¥ 4% 1.0 pL,
K ddH, O #ME 2= 25 pl, RN &N 94°C Wi AE
P£ 5 min, 94°C 28 30 s,55°C 1B & 30 s, 72°C I fif
60 s.35 MEH,72°C #EfH 7 min,

2 % BB R B L TR T PCR 7= 9 ™ 184 5 L .
5 N 4 M AR ) B HE A BR A ] #E 4T Tllumina
MiSeq F & 7 #1 Paired-end Reads 8f8: T/F .

1.3 HIEAES

Wy 45 B 5 bs % HE R 3K CASAVA
(v1.8.2)#E47 EIAL 08 L 5, 90 46 o 4t 43 B 45 3] R
G 7 £l (PF data) . f# ] pandaseq(v2.7) 62 5%
PN HEAT L X, MR L X A i S R AT PR L PF 4%
B %2 7 20 bp W E & X, ffi | Trimmomatic
(v0.30) Z B 51 4 A4z 3k 3 51, 25 B A o ot it {ELAIR T
20 I B 3L, 5 BR K BE /N F 400 bp P A,
Usearch(8.0) ¥ $f #2213 38 )5 09 1 51 5 8048 e it 47 1L

*F, =B A 14 F 51 ( Chimera sequence) , 15 3] 8L
J#%1 (No chimera),

A Qiime (vI.7) B fF g UCLUST J5 ik it
1 OTU R Hr. e AR LR 970, 15 5
OTU 3| R AL FF]. 1 RDP classifier Il
3 B0 97 ALK -1 OTU AR 5 51 #4743
Forhr. LA OTU MW o3 2 45 3O AR I, 73 i e
PV H S BERUE Y 73 KK X S AR AT o 24
PESE R BT .

o ZFEVEFR B o M Rl ok Wy A W A 2
FEPE RN 7 TR B AT VR . BRE B2 R T Chaol 48
B, OB Ry R B R 2 R . R 2 AR
K JH Shannon 48 %, F A 8K, 3R W9 Fh i 2 FE 1%
R, MR BE SR Good's coverage F5 85 . H{H
P 1, RWII P o B O AR SR TR Y
il

Chaol 5 454k

Schaol =Seops T2, (1, —1)/2(n,+1)

A2 S o HIRA A OTU %dk 5 S, A5
PROU g OTU Hodtsny H& 1 &JFF1 OTU %
s, 2 KPR OTU i,

Shannon ZHEPEFE 4L .

H=-3 G /N + InCn, /N

Good's Coverage:

Cipn=1-n,/N

KN AT INEG &1 RFIR
OUT %4,

2 &R

21 REENFREZE

FRFH KA 3 A K FE A, 97 25 o it 43 A7 45 3] iR
G P 7 51 (PE reads) 804 75 081~216 139, %f
JE bR P A IEAT BE 4 |k g RN 25 Bt A IR S B A SO
5] (No chimera) 2c%%} 67 016~192 987,15 4 %4
755 # K B (Avglen) & 430.27 ~452.19 nt,
BB E 43 e (Effective) 7E 88,36 % ~89.29 % . £
iR AT R 1,

FREE M IE U 3 AR M AEAS , ) 25 i o B 4%
2 LA I 5 S 80N 179 337~190 721, X AR
JP A HEAT P4 2 8 RN K BR itk A R R B S0OT 51 5%
BR165 100~ 174 543, 15 54 8% 5 51 ¥ K B R
430. 83~434.10 nt, A RITFF H 43 L AE 91.52% ~
92.06 %,
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Tab.1 Sample analysis sequence
. R AR G2 AR
:I:s2
¥ 31 il F¥{H /nt S/ %
Sy 149147 131788 452.19 88.36
Sg 75081 67016 430.27 89.26
Sy 216139 192987 432.50 89.29
N7 179337 165100 434.10 92.06
Ng 190721 174543 432.59 91.52
Ny 181414 166955 430.83 92.03

2.2 OTU BEo#H

97 Yo AEAME K P B SR 2 43 BT, 7 5 5% B It I A
F| OTU K 8881, Hoh S, Al N, 44 19 OTU %t H 4
JJ& 1573 F16 818,41 OTU K 490, 8 5374
WIESF OTU Ky 7 406, Ho Sy A1 Ny 4 1Y
OTU % H 47 31 J& 559 1 6 654, L H/ ) OTU K
193, 9 S IR IEISH OTU K 8 566, Hdr S, I
N, $EF ) OTU 405l & 2 061 Fl 5 994, I 45 1
OTU K 511 1),

193 511
i 4
( 6654 ( 5994 (||2061
I\\Ig\\fl/ S Ii]s\\—// S,
85 95
Bl FEMERREDRELESHT

Fig.1 Cluster analysis of the microbial community in water
and sediment samples in each sampling pond

2.3 HBEN
2.3.1  FRFARME A [E) B IE KA R AR B 2 280K
- Fh RN AR WL 2,

S, AW I 16 171,29 49,58 H.97 FH.191
J& . D6 B HE N AT W T (Bacteroidetes ), it
54.05% AL 1] (Proteobacteria) 44.10 % .
W32 K, ¥ AT 4 (Flavobacteria) g7 43.80% ,
2 4 kG M & 49 (Cytophagi) 8. 68% 5 v-78 & H 4
(Gammaproteobacteria) 29.65% , o- 28 & FH 44 (Al-
phaproteobacteria)11.13% ., J&3ZKF, HITHE
(Flavobacterium )R 35.48 % R B MU R J& ( Pseudo-
monas)25.56 % ,Algoriphagus 7.06% AR LT 5 @
(Pseudorhodobacter ) 3.23% , % ¥ T B J& ( Psy-
chrobacter) 2. 81 %, JL Al K M & A & 1% 0 )& o
16.40% (1 2)

Se AT 9 17,18 .38 H,68 B, 132
Ja o R BT b 71,47 00, FUO U
W] 26,9200 Mo 2K -2 IE H A 29.50 %
AL 25.92% , B-ZE ¥ W 4W (Betaproteobacte-
ria) 16.05 %0 » £F 4 K [ & 49 18.45 04 . 1 5 4T 1 N

(Sphingobacteriia)4.60 % . B FF B 44 3.86 % . J& 4
HAKF R BN R 10 B8 7 22,01 %, BB FT
BB 14,1500, R 5 1 )8 11,002 . B L AT 3 )8
16. 36 % , UFT )8 (Algori phagus)14.98 % kT i &
(Massilia)12.10% , B T H B 1.86 % , 78 I 5 8 &
J& (Brevundimonas)1.85% (& 3) ,

So AT 17 171,32 44,60 H . 111 Bt 227
J& . PLHRRENZIEET] 86.20 % . HOR HAUFT I 1]
12.66% . WK F-, -2 H N 65.22% .- IE
WA 14, 22%, « 2 W AW 6. 7106, B AT B 4
7.62% HHARAT IR AN 2.61 %0, - 4ERL B 44 2.41%,
J&@ o3 2K P A B A R 48,2000, A B AT A JE
(Acinctobacter)13.85% , T i J& 9.83% . & T 1 J&
5.96 %, RLAT H & 2.08%0 . K I & ¥R 2 1% 1 oy
14. 46 % (& 4)
2.3.2 WHEERR
T FE a5 WK 2,

N, Y 36T 41 17,103 49,198 H .325 B,
572 )& . AW HE N ZILET, 5 61.33% U
11 25.89 %6, etk Oy 28 %5 1 1] (Chloroflexi) 4.63 4 »
8 ] (Planctomycetes)1.76 %5, 435K, v-
AN 22.46 % -8 55 7 44 (Epsilonproteobac-
teria) 12. 1876, oL T 4 11. 8700, 67 57 i 4
(Deltaproteobacteria)11.86 % , B-ZE TE W 4 2.43 %,
AT 17.81 00 BENRAT B 4N 5.29 00 . 2F 2k I T
1.99 %6 . BE 28 B 40 ( Caldilineae) 2.58 % , JK % 4 1 44
(Anaerolineae) 1.88% , ¥% % H 49 (Planctomyceta-
cia)1.36 %6 . Al SR 2 12640 (5 5.15% . J& 1
SRR K R R 1Y 8 o5 55.75 %, Ok
J& Sul furovum 11.03% . Salinimicrobium 7.07% ,
Marinicella 3.92% . Porticoccus 2.87% . Gillisia
2.38% ,Litoreibacter 2.05% , W& 3L TH & (Meth yl-
ophaga)1.85% » R J& (Lewinella)1. 84 % , i g 12
WE W J& ( Thioalkalispira ) 1. 46 %, Paci ficibacter
1. 33% , MG # 8 (Marinobacter) 1. 32 % , i i -
J& (Desul fobulbus)1.22% s Sul furimonas 1.10%,

Ng A4kt 42 177,103 49,203 H.318 F},
534 @ . RSB ME N B EIT. di 74,4000, KA
UFF BT 15,5100, 28 55 B 1] 3.0106. 7% % Wi 1]
16100, MK, v BIL WM N 26.49%0, o8
P40 20. 2096 /8 S B 2 12,2556, 6-78 53 T 4
11.83% . B JE T 49 3.28 %, B AT 1A 40 10.49 %, H§
BAFTE N 2.70%, 2F 4E A5 M T 1. 44 %6 5 B8 28 B 24
1.50 % IR AR AN 1.36 %0, 7 B3 W8 29 1.23 %6 . A

A T 3 38 JEE 8 B9 73 28 K SF- 1) ol
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AR 1MW 14.46% . 8 1Y 43 2K F, A6 il
BHYAR 1%HE S 59.45% . Sul furovum 9.88% ,
Salinimicrobium 4.71% s Pacificibacter 3.71% %
YR JE 3.01% . Marinicella 2.78 % , i B8 42 Jig &
J& 2.58%, Sulfurimonas 2.24%, & W 3 & &8
1.38% ./ ¥ & J& 1.32%, Litoreibacter 1.28%,
Neptuniibacter 1.08% (& 3),

N, A 9363t 40 17,99 49,196 H, 323 Ft,
578 J@ . MLHHEHE A BILE ], 72.78 0, LR &2
UFT B 1] 18,4806, 7% 45 141 7] 23200, &% 5 I ']
1.98% . Wor2RAKNV- v IB WM 27.84% , B IE

4.38% ,Porticoccus 4.22% , W W I & 2.54%,
Marinicella 2.28% . & % W J& (Alcanivoraz )
2.05%, Pacificibacter 1. 89%, T ik #T W &
(Salegentibacter ) 1.84% , Marinobacter 1.53% ,
JTB255 marine _benthic _group 1.24% , Sul furi-
monas 1. 11%, i & M W & 1. 10%, Ulvibacter
1012 (4,
x2 AEAHEKRFEYMHMEMYE
Tab.2 Species number at different classification

levels for each sample

Fe i | ] H B &

= 0 === 0 A2 S 16 29 58 97 191
WA 21.94%, 78 52 4 10.40% . B-78 TE 1 4H ’
Sg 9 18 38 68 132
. W . ) 8 < C
1.78% BEFF AN 13.34 %0 - B BRFF TR AN 2.79 % , £F 4
¥ v 4 0 L R B 1 4 Sy 17 32 60 111 227
KL 1.56 % , 7% 5 2.0100; B (Dei-
AT 1. R CE P KA Ny 41 103 198 325 572
: 0 AN ST S £ 0 0
nococci) 10.50 % s B M AL 1Y A 4.04% N 42 103 203 318 534
> AN =N
137 M S N S LI oAU <3 17 N S 2 Ol e I\ 40 99 196 323 578
60.85% , Sulfurovum 9. 27%, Salinimicrobium
S 8+ 8
Proteobactetia = Flavobacterium Flavobacteria
Bacteroidetes Gammaproteobacteria Pseudomonas
Chiorollexi Alphaproteobacteria P
2 - = Planctomycetes & « Epsilonproteobacteria 8 -
Acidobacteria D
TME Cytophagia Maribacter
Firmicutes @ Sphingobacteriia o Marinicella
8 Cyanobacteria Q Betaproteobacteria |- Pacificibacter
§3 - Actinobacteria g8 1 Caldilineae §8 1
£ = Nitrospirae B w Anaeralineae g = Porticoccus.
3 Verrucomicrobia 3 Planctamyretacia 3 Psychrobacter
= Candidate-divsion-BRC1 = Clastridia S Arenibacter
P e 2 Nitrospira 2 Gilsia
3 4 Chlarobi E2 Chloropiast R ———— Lioeactr
g S~ & = tem L= S treruts
Candidate-division-OD1 Acidobacteria mem\lr:l: aga
Thaumarchaeota Opitutae - M;A:[z:m:;g:’a
R 1 T o e 7 e
Other
Other
o - s & =
N7 S7 N7 S7 N7 S7
2 N R=g0 a2 o Sz
2 T ESHMEKGEMEEREDEFH T N ESXKFENEINEE
Fig.2 Relative abundance composition of the microbial community at phylum, class and genus level for S,
8 4 8 e
PP — e o o,
Bacteroidetes Cytaphagia Ko
Chloroflexi o assilia
8 = Planctomycetes 8 1 B8 Ectaprateotiacteria @ = P'seudomonas
Firmicutes Flavabacteria Sulfurovum
Epsilonproteobacteria Salinimicrobium
Verrucomicrobia Deltaproteobacteria & Pacificibacter
3 A idbacicein § Sphingobacteriia 8 Pseudorhodobacter
_{5%8 - L 58 1 Caldilineae $8 1 ; "
8 g Cianoacisiia 2 - ] = Marinicolla
2 e e 2 2
(4 Chlorobi 2 Opitutae 4 Flavobacterium
ﬁ - Gemmatiomonadetes % g | Acidimicrobiia E 9 4 Brevundimonas
=¥ Candidate-division-OD1 Ky o [ Porticoccus
(%’ == Deinococcus-Thermus o« petmsgiae o w Marinobacter
TADB w Chlamydiae
BD1-5 Holuphagae Litoreibacter
& TS ot 8 - S | e
Other Actinobacteria Other =
Other
- o o
N8 N 8 Na S 8 Ng S 2
(=1 N=R e e T
E3 8SiiEkEMERMEVEE T N EKENENEE
Fig.3 Relative abundance composition of the microbial community at phylum, class and genus level for Sg

24 o-SHEMEHSWH

I B b 3 KA RIS U8 RE AR 1Y) 24 M e B0 R
3. FRFHE KA Chaol $8EUA Sy . K 3 871.752;
HORJE S, 4 3 695.049, Shannon FE40{H S, i,

9 6.468; Hiyk J& Sy, M 5,548, Sy W Chaol 48
(A Shannon F8 50l 53714 1 352.828 #l 5.416,
R 3 AN YE AN, B R R AR H ik B 0. 992,
0. 994 #1 0. 995,
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Fig.4 Relative abundance composition of the microbial community at phylum, class and genus level for S,

i B S Je Chaol 8 20 fH N, & =, A
14 887.530, HiykJ& N, , 4 12 894.510, Shannon 1§
BE N, F /.8 10,0505 HkJE No.oh 9,654, N
B Chaol 18 %% {8 #1 Shannon 18§ %% {5 4> W N
12 148.140F19. 480, K 3 A~ % h e (1% . 7 75 %48
Bor s F 0. 972,0. 980 F1 0. 977(F 3),

3 A FR Gt R ARG I 25 SR b L I U Y T
7% B R 2 AR B s KR . IR A L K
KPR EEEEE S, >S, >S, WM LR S, >8>
Sso FRAHMMIENCVE PR VK B N, >Ny >Ng , 9
FhZ R N, > Ny, >Ny,

Fx3 FHEMBEKEMEREASHERY
Tab.3 Sample diversity index in aquaculture

water and sediment samples

FE Chaol 484k Shannon $8 % B AR AL
Sy 3695.049 6.468 0.992
Sg 1352.828 5.416 0.994
Sq 3871.752 5.548 0.995
Ny 14887.530 10.050 0.972
Ns 12148.140 9.480 0.980
Ny 12894.510 9.654 0.977
3 itig

AR 0 H] e 38 & P B R XF 16S rDNA A
PRI 43 BT » B 4 T ik BT ok 2 0 THE T 1 P S RN B
TR A 2 R B A A T A ) TR B 2 A R ) T B
(Sogin et al,2006; FD k% ,2013) . AHFFE R A 16S
rDNA ) V3.V4 Fl V5 AIAE X JE 17 = 38 & 00 P . 43
Br T 3 A AR B B A 25 1 Tt W v 3R B K A
DU 1 2 TR VR AR #E R T OXE DL S AR S )
27 DI 5 1) A TR R AR AR o R DR A 8 5 6 i
U6 7 50 DFEz 3k 08 R 25 B it B R A B R B K AR Y
BRFH K67 016 ~192 987, H BT H A 43 e H
88.3620~89.29% ., th I NE e B A KT 5 K EH
165 100~ 174 543, F AT H H 43 1Ll 91.52% ~

92. 06 % o W7 &5 5 4 g Hb S e T RE o 4 D R R
) 2H 1
3 EXEHMENLEEMEAR

3 AN FRFH M I KA B O B R A B T T D R AL
FERR T B TR 25 A8 AR O 2 58 2 AN [A] L, Sy Fl S,
VAR TE B 1T R D0 3, ARG =E B2 43 501 Ry 71,47 26
86.20% , LA v T T N\ o8 T8 TR 20 R 78 T TR 2K
AR A B T A S T R B R
FPEATE . Se LUAUHFF TR X 32 8 oy 54.5 %, LA
BOAT B 4K (43,80 0) VB AT B8 H (43.8006) L B AT B B
(43.79%) . BEAT T JE (35.48%0) MM . b I K
Je i Y TR RE LE IR A K AR B R 3 A SR TE Y
DA TERE X S A28 W1 1T A AUUFT 1), 28 0 T8 1T A8 A
XEER S TOMNET. v RN, o« 28w N
e 2T B AN A RE L ST BT b A9 5 2
PO H B R SRR, AR AR 10/
J& 5 R E 55.75 %6 .59.45 /0 F1 60.85 %4

TEFRFH KA 5% i Ve s v T 49 A o8
A EL R R SR i Gy A L A RN 0Nl
(Pseudomonadales) | & . Jifd & #} ( Pseudomona-
daceae) {3l 1 J& (Pseudomonas) ¥ 45 8 & 1)+
B, AP L E H (Rhodospirillales) f 41
2 B Bl ( Rhodospirillaceae ) P4 M 41 4 B H
(Rhodobacterales) i 21 4l 7 #} (Rhodobacteraceae)
AR RO A H AR . - T R T P
FETER AN , ZREVEAR &, Bo AR K, JUHAE B 5
Wy o it v K L 22 D A A A T A [ R T
2 EE AL 40 B (Ivanova et al, 2003; Payne et
al,2006) ., TERAFH B, &3 v B I AT H ] 5%
PREE i s W8 i A O AR 6k BR S R A Bl BT ER
% H ZAF H (Bakunina et al, 1999; Huber et al,
2004 FHIE A, 2009) . o 28 JE T 44 v 1O 31X 2 400 7 g
% 38 3k A PR AT AR AR = 4 fh e R &L 1Y [
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SETESR FH P 45 2 e ik . BRI h K 15 G EAE
(Cottrell et al,2000) .
32 MBEHESEFEKEYRREHEEER

PAFHE T TR0 5 DNA G S A RS54 ML
Wy T e F 3 DIAH G 33 S84 BILH I3 i) Wi e R P
T2 2% P K AR FR55 rh B A BR 1) B 240 R 43 (Cottrell
et al, 20000, FRALK AR I A D BH Mari-
bacter J& F Lutibcter J& . M J& 40 w8 b 3 P R & 40
W AT AT RS R Ak 1 S Al Ak AR (B ARV 45, 2016)
Ui VL5 8 S B EL 0 v MO rh AR S B AR AR
A IS AC R AR . R A U T
SRWZ — AT T KRR LSS, TR
IRAEREE T 38 2o SV 1k Bp i 1 ) 2 84 1 T RS
PR TIE BT A0 PR R AL AR T L B A X 37 58 s W A1 7
1) 28 SR il R R ERFS KA. 2016) . Stenholm
25 (2008) TNy B KT 1T A K A= 3l 4 1 AE 1Y 2% A B0
T K A7 AE 23 8 0 5% 56 30 ) G o 1) XU . 77 BB K
PR FIEC U8 Hh 387 A X = B2 %) 185 AT 7 49 (Flavobacte-
riia) . # FT i H (Flavobacteriales) | ¥ T & #} (Fla-
vobacteriaceae) A& , S; 1 H T # J& (Flavobacteri-
wm) (AR X E BE 3K 35.48% . R 76 th AR S 2 I A
SR B U O TE IR A PR B P e e
18 728 AR B i ST AW 00 7 8 7K A e S0 R Y R R
A8 Ak, B AR 7 5 3 0 8 G s XU

ZrEPTIR . AR RG T AW R F B R A
o A S RE W HAM R EZ, i A
A RFAE MR D REBE R 858 N R i AR ik 2 . 3R
B P 55 v 0 200 TR % LSS A% SR B A ) ) A S B
S5 A E R T L X R BE AR W) S IR N A A
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Microbial Community in Ecological Breeding Ponds for the

Chinese Mitten Crab Eriocheir sinensis
XU Yu'?**, DENG Yan-fei"**, YANG Zhi-giang"**, GE Jia-chun"***, YANG Yuan-jie"'**

(1.Freshwater Fisheries Research Institute of Jiangsu Province,Nanjing 210014,P.R.China;
2.Key Laboratory of Freshwater Aquatic Genetic Resources of Jiangsu
Province, Nanjing 210014,P.R.China;
3.The Jiangsu Provincial Platform for Conservation and Utilization of
Agricultural Germplasm, Nanjing 210014,P.R.China;
4.Nanjing Purity Aquaculture Development Co., Ltd., Gaochun 211316,P.R.China)

Abstract: Microbial community composition plays an important role in aquaculture systems, affecting the
nutrition and immune response of aquaculture organisms. In this study, we investigated the microbial com-
munity structure and diversity in the water and sediment of Chinese mitten crab ecological breeding ponds
in Sheyang, Jiangsu Province, aiming to provide a reference for environmental protection and healthy
breeding of the crab. Water and sediment samples (labeled as S;.S;. S, and N;.,Ng, Ny) were collected
from three breeding ponds in the aquatic seedling farm of Sheyang County. The V3 - V5 hypervariable re-
gion of the 16S rRNA gene from bacteria in water and sediment samples was sequenced using high-
throughput sequencing technology and expressed in operational taxonomic units (OTUs) using MOTHUR
software. The resulting sequences with no less than 97% sequence similarity were clustered using Qiime
(v1.7)software and the richness and diversity of the microbial community were evaluated based on the
Chaol index and Shannon index. Ponds 7, 8, and 9 displayed, respectively, 8 881, 7 406 and 8 566 OTUs.
The microbial community of water sample S7 included 191 genera, 97 families, 58 orders, 29 classes and
16 phyla; for Sy, 132 genera, 68 families, 38 orders, 18 classes and 9 phyla; and for Sy, 227 genera, 111
families, 60 orders, 32 classes and 17 phyla. The microbial community of sediment sample N; included 572
genera, 325 families, 198 orders, 103 classes and 41 phyla; for Ng, 534 genera, 318 families, 203 orders,
103 classes and 42 phyla; and for Ny, 578 genera, 323 families, 196 orders, 99 classes and 40 phyla. Pro-
teobacteria was the dominant taxa detected in the water and sediment samples, followed by Bacteroidetes.
The abundance and diversity of microbes in the sediment were much higher than in the water. The infor-
mation provided by this study will be helpful in rearing Chinese mitten crab larvae.
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