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DGGE fingerprinting of bacterial community in aquaculture water of
Crassostrea ariakensis from Guandu district, Zhanjiang city
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(1. South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642, China; 2. Key Lab. of Fishery Ecology and Environment, Guangdong
Province; Key Lab. of South China Sea Fishery Resources Exploitation & Utilization, Ministry of Agriculture; South China Sea
Fisheries Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Guangzhou 510300, China)

Abstract: We had monitored and investigated the bacterial community composition in aquaculture water for Crassostrea ariakensis in
Guandu of Zhanjiang by denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (DGGE) from March to December, 2011. UPGMA clustering analysis
shows that there are 2 major populations of bacterial species. Diversity index reveals that the diversities in March ~ July were higher
than those in August ~ December. Phylogenetic analysis indicates that the dominant microbial populations in the water are uncultured
Proteobacteria (o, <y, & and &), uncultured Bacterioidetes, uncultured Verrucomicrobiae bacterium, uncultured Actinobacteria and
uncultured Cyanobacter bacterium. Uncultured a-proteobacterium and Flevobacterium of uncultured Bacteroidetes are the most dominant
bacteria.
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X B MK 2SR T I SRR . BB L
HEWEFREE Py S RE R FIAE AR PR B R JE, 2R S
I HAL G IR A BN AHIE DL . FRAE % K
FIF ARG Z FIEAE R, T JLAF 4 b i 2 tH B
AW KBSE T H 4, RBUTERNATHAL, W
JUARL )TV M AR A W R K I O R K
A, RHEBTHRZA. HEAEREFRESRE
MZEFEBENT, EREGRESETFEE, &
80% LA |, SEGXILEAMEIREEN Bk, &&.0
FRPEX KRBT AR, T2 B R SE T
SR KRE, FHiL, FRFEAR SHRERERHR
R, BT E PUE TR R A B R R K
R, RN R R K AT s R R a1
K. H¥Ei, PCR-DGGE AR FZN AT 1ML
2 RN 75 Nz SN 22378 Y G P A
REMEST | SRBEAK IR i M Y S,
TEERT K= FR B S MK A P AE MR R K2 42
AT R IR BB 2N, B E AR5 =
BRI ERGE P MBS, 2P RE
mi. TAERK, HARKEPRTERNBED S
Wosti'® o T A8 14 B E ¥ M L 9K ( denatured gradi-
ent gel electrophoresis, DGGE ) # R X1 4= ¥ 2
AT AN T i A M 3 R A2, TR R
RS P S DNA, f I dE 7 H & A i 57
AV IR AT BEFRAE M ) BOR G (5 8., T ELSE
WA A MR B SRR AR T . I BR ST SR
PCR-DGGE AR 434t W5 %58 X4 ) O B F b
B, A — PTG RE R RN
AR 2SR AL S B0 AR I 00 R AR IR IR

AR

1.1 kEERE

B AL ARG IR XK AR, F 2011 4F
3 ~12 AHITRKE, REBEWARZAKIELL
K#e ot uk (B A OB B Millpore 0.2 pum,
GTTP04700) , W& K/ BE Bk & NIRFE, 12
BISLHE T -80 CHRAFRH. B30 dRAETIR,
RAE 10 K
1.2 KHEZHE S DNA KIREX

% F§ Omega E. Z. N. A. ® BWater DNA Kit X7
SR, HEETES R BT,
1.3 16S rDNA-V3 X} PCR ¥ 1%

K 16S rDNA A V3 R ZE X HA FER 1 8

5|45t 341f + GC(5'-CGCCCGCCGCGCGCGGCGGG-
CGGGGCGGGGGCACGGGGG G CC TA GGGGAG-
GCAGCAG-3") (T RIZ 4tk GC FFp %) 534r (5'-
ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG-3" )M, ¥ 44 = i K 24
234 bp(# GC), FT DGGE Z3p#fr, LIARES MR
BT BRAE, BAAR  ddH, 0 £h3E,

16S V3 [X PCR i 2544 10 wL 5 x PCR Buff-
er, 0.25uL DNA STAR Polymerase fiff, 4 pwL dNTP
mix, F¥%& 1 pl, Btk 2 pl, TEEETKFE
KRR ZE 50 pL, 519 BfgE TAY TRARA A
B

PCR [ A7 AR B 2454 94 C 4 min,
N &R 94 C 45 s, 60 C45 s, 72 C 1 min,
26 KPEFF, 72 C 10 min, 4 CLRAFEMREM. M
1. 5% fBE B WE BE R L VK A ), DNA green 3 €5 31
%,
1.4 DGGE

%M Bio-Rad /A &) DGGE 73 # R #4715
V3 X PCR =¥ 2 k45 J5 LA T 8% B SRR I Wi g
B (PAGE) (ZEMEHE B2 50% ~ 65% ) #EATHLIK,
fEH 100 V, 10.3 h, {#ALZEE M H 45 60 min
SRR .
1.4.1 DGGE £ i) %) F1 DNA [0] i %
DGGE K& g L SR bnic /e R mle . 48
IR EP EHIIA 30 pL K EBEFK, 4 C
HRORFE, Bl pL B¥EWRAER PCR BB LT
16S tDNA V3 X ¥4, £&44FF 1.3,
1.4.2 EE BUEURFINE  24Fm
PCR 7= ¥ % # 3] pMDI18-T Simple Vector # {4
(TaKaRa, K#E/™), ¥4k Topl0O 4Hd, ¥ FHM: 5
[y S Rk /AR5 2
LS5 REF3SH

e 7 A5 1Y 20 ARACHAAT Y 16S rDNA 731
8 1f NCBI 7E £k #% 3% T.H BanklIt(http; /www. nc-
bi. nlm. nih. gov/BankIt/) #& 32 & GenBank, #|
BLAST I ¢ ( http:
BLAST/) #£47 DNA JF5ILHEC, #H. RGEHART
L5 1 RESGMEZSHMAEREOTE  RAK
EEM: Quantity One X} DGGE K% 11T UPGAMA
REoHr, [ F RS S8R+ E3 A ~12 A
FESH B T 4 B R 22 ¢ M 48 %% ( Shanno-Wiener in-
dex)

// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/
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H=- élPilnPi

Hrp s MMM EHE, P,=N/N, N,
HES | AT, N R ETA R R E R,
L.5.2 #ERGHAST KT HERN T
3@ 17t NCBI 4% )% i) BLASTn (http; //blast. Ncbi. nlm.
nih. gov/blast. cgi) HATFETEME LT R, EFERS
WP IE S LR, FHEFERHCE P 3%
fis. FlF MEGA 4.0 {4 4P £ 15 ( neighbor-
joining) M EE R4t K B, HH HZ{H Bootstrap H
421 000 K.

2 HR50H

2.1 168 rDNA-V3 X PCR #1845 8

JE TR 58 A0 4 O O BE T R 5 K 1A 4 TR AR
DNA & B 45 i, J6 %5 B ODy/ODyy iy 1.75 ~
L1, fFETHRMENR, DAIREUK S DNA A
Mei#4T 16S rDNA PCR ¥4, 43 7= ) 25 B i k5
VIR RIS DA D™= $ A Bk #£ 4T 16S rDNA-
V3 X PCR Bt 3, PCR =4 2% (B REVEEERL
110 V HiPk 20 min AR 1), AU PCR ¥ 34)5
FEfL Y 168 rDNA-V3 X F Bt 2k 234 bp, £F4& 16S
tDNA-V3 XEAEX F BN, ATLA#AT T2,
2.2 DGGE {58 Eig R

TEVT AW 7258 X AN [R) A 9 K AR A 5 1 PCR 7=
Y4 DGGE J5, M 2 AT LAE AL T #f2F Sh B
AR, MKHE DGGE K 6843 B+ B2 AH [R] i
B L4 B[R] ) DNA 550 #9538, 1AH DGGE #§
SR A T R — 7 B S5 B T LAE R [R]—Fh 4l
AP, R, HARIVEE 20 ARFfE Y
DGGE FE £ I T Ja SL i el 5 (& 2) .

M 3 3 4 4 5 5 6 7

bp
1000
500
250
100

7

3 A ~12 A Byig/KH 5 DGGE H vk 45 4 UL &

2, AJUL2011 4E 7 b REE BIRE S KIS B R
B, FEIL, HBFSELL 2011 4R 7 Al 1 SREM
At BIYKIE 7 R b5 #E, A Quantity One K FX) 10

A WK & ) DGGE E3E# AT/ (B 3) o 4b

TARFEE AR08 36 4, LR Z]-11 Al

ZJ-36 FEREA KL Rl N BIFEFE

ET& AKK4HTE DGCGE KA & &
FZERE, KA Quantity One 24X} DGGE &1 #t47
UPGMA ZKI3HT. £ it 40 0 B I 4 AR DL AR B
BHR2AKME, BI2011 43 A ~7 ARSRERRIT
—Kj#, 2011 4E8 H ~12 AREmME A7 — K (Bl
3)e

AEIHREE R 5y Z R BUR WOk B 30224k,
3 ~7T A ERERE S 3.21 ~3.51; 8 H ~
12 AZME AR, H2.87~3.13, IkF3 A ~7AH
e Z RS RN 7 H 2 retds
o (E4),

2.3 REREHW

YEH DGGE 7R B HhOR Rl B Ak 22 ZR4R1E 45
WO, P . K Bl 45747 1 )37 51 7E GenBank
¥ B Blast BEATRE RN R M LR, I T
HE P 3. iz A ClustalX 2 /7 47 HEFF, R A
MEGA 4. 0 34175007, RSP R G kb
R(ES) .

UL AT SR AE X AL BT TR 20 4R, ERE
D7 g 20 Fp R B RA PR AL FR ML E]
( Proteobacteria) 5 40% , H.A a- I E PN 5 20% ,
yETEHEN 5 10% , SEFLHEMN L 5%, e ZRHE
Mk 5% ;5 A AT HEFR B FT 1] (Bacterioidetes ) 4
35% ; RAIEEFFHTE AR ]( Cyanobacteria) (5 15% ,

8 8 9 9 10 10 11 11 12 12

B 1 sk4k40% 16S tDNA-V3 i) PCR 33 &l %
BFE3~12 303 A ~12 ARAHS, TERL
Fig. 1 PCR amplification of 16S rDNA-V3 of bacteria in water

Number 3 ~ 12 refer to the sample No. in March ~ December, respectively. The same case in the following figure.
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114 —_— T11
12 + +12
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121 — — —_— I 17
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27Tt =0 —— === 127
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44.0% 34.0% 47.5% 39.2% 47.9% 48.0% 100.0% 47.7% 56.4% 48.8%

B2 KA 648 DGGE S Hin B
HIAE 20 Ab R DI BI B A T TR ST s WIS R SR 232, 4. 5, 11, 13, 15, 16,
18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, 34, 36
Fig. 2 Sketch map of DGGE analysis of bacteria in different months

The 20 framed cutting bands are for later sequencing; cutting band No. from top to bottom is ZJ-2,
4,5, 11, 13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 27, 28, 30, 33, 34 and 36.
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Fig.3 UPGMA clustering analysis of bacterial Fig.4 Shannon-Wiener index of bacteria in
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FFEART] 15 IR 1 o 3K )8 ( Merismopedia sp. ) Ik

] BEFE M Mycetocda sp. ; RFA] IR E T (Ac- 3.1 ZHHEBTUERENXER

tinobacteria) 5 5% ; 2k R] % 5% MIPE L 1] ( Verru- SRR B PR 22 7 #8 8 ( discrepancy index) ,
comicrobiae bacterium) 5 5% , &L ¥ HEIE A TE FHE N B T 7 B SRS 3 AR Wi v 1R 8
BITAATEE ], HehR TR R TRk RIOEUE, AL RE . MTERER, £
BT HE T BT E 8 ( Flevobacterium ) 7E 4 4F FEPEFRECAE B W A 0 8 2 R R e sh A8 4k, D6
SRARERE R E BT HEWGFR AR R G N A VR S A FE R TR] - fY
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uncultured Bacteroidetes bacterium (EU315609.1) Bacteroidetes

Z]-15

alpha proteobacterium ( HQ675254.1)
Z]-29

uncultured Pelagibacter sp. (JN710206.1)

a - proteobacterium

69LZJ-28
uncultured alpha proteobacterium ( FR647601.1)

99
17 Z]-33
1) uncultured delta proteobacterium ( AB611513.1)
99LZJ-34

Fibrie sp. (GU903231.1)

29
Tth'bn'o owensii ( HE584790.1)
ZJ-2

LZJ-21
95, uncultured actinobacterium ( FI718351.1)
{a%

5 -protecbacterium

¥ -proteobacterium

Actino bacterium

‘?runculrured Merismopedia sp .(GU074281.1)
41|39—2ZJ-30

ZJ-25 Cynobacteria
25 uncultured Mycetocola sp. (JN421675.1)

58'ZJ-16

99 Innculmred Verrucomicrobiae bacterium ( FJ744986.1)
91— Z1J-4

Arcobacter sp. ( EU669905.1)

91|21-27

69— ZJ-22
7 Z1-20
J%i{;i
73 Z1-11

ZJ-19

- ZJ-13
\—uncullured Flavobacterium sp.(F1745240.1)

Verrucomicrobiae

e-proteobacterium

Bacteroidetes

0.1

B5 20 FF1 S —LEAIRUT 5 SR He A g ) b 3R R R AR

Fig.5 Phylogeny tree of 22 main sequences and similar ones by using neighbor-joining method
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AR ZREIR B R T8 A ~12 A, Xk
5 VT A 0 5 7 X T R A 35 R G PR ARk A6
B S, BRESM VT O
BE SR AL, EERERENETHER
TR PR A ) TR S R A ] T A A A K
HBEME RS S REERAR; TR Z IR B R AR,
BRI A Y KRR RS, I H 40
WA, KREMHBESHEERNEE.
X B 4 oY R A R TR S A R M R
A, B, MEEREHR . Tty
SRR IRIE R R — R TR ZHTFREE
F, A AT A MBI S AR K
QRN DUAE SR BLRAE Y AL SRR A A
ZeR
3.2 HEBEHEGEFHARRRIBEHTHRE
KELLY #1 CHISTOSERDOV "7 3 1 7 [ 3¢ FE 1Y

7 0 36 [ KR 1 B 2 A B R TR B 2 M A A A T T
%, RUKHEEEXAEREEFEHTHE (.
B. y). JH BT B ( Flexibacter ) 1 15 40 B 41 1%
SCHAUER 41" B9 2k A A5 17 A 307 25 90 S T T 0
R EER oA H ], SUFFERE(Bacteroides )
FTETE; BREEFF) 3 2 A b IR R K 3R 5 2
Geis e REE SSAAT R B, SRR S B ik
LW, BIHET. EAHEIRBFTET4 A,
X fip 45 2O I 16S tRNA 2R SCHEFR) J7 ¥ %) 375
KBRGHISE, AT FIENE EENRT
AT (IE a-. B-H yAETEHA) . BUTHI]
fax, EIEE PRI WA M BEE SR 3R
AR LRI, VT KRS — B AT
W, HUCHRFTET], RERMEHE. BEE
i ) S YT VS o DL 55 08 X 40 T VR 45 H 1 2B
ASERFSE R, 20 NFFIREBNAHE S BT o
WM. B-ATREMN. vAEHA. BUTHEIT. K
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LW TAPEEET . BRI G B AT
BTy vy 8 Ml e) . SUAFREITT. PEREATT. Bk
WTAIEAEET], 500 E RS F e 5 5
REWARGERARAE 5, BARAS A ERE
KB EER 2,

AN (AR S G40 ) 2 B A 478 h ok
MR A ZHEN—NERE, B S5 MM (as By vs
d Ml &) M, HH a-Fl y-A5TE T 91 Mg /K B i 40
WHIUAHER, —RIMNE, HEEIFEHE TR
RSB KA A o TR E AR EZ T, iS5
N A= 15 %5 YJ AR O R B ML 1 ( Pseudomonas ) . H
W (Vibrio ) X J™¥Z 43 47 T v IR A FR 5% Hh 0 B AR £
WIFHW . GESIWERN AR NI TSR, %
KB T AT EAM sARENS, HHE
o T IR AT ERTE v NERE P, BOA
TR ME GRS . e BT A 4 T FF
TR EMPWIA RS, M5 %AE T
SRR R, Xk (C) . BR(S) TR EEZ
PER™ . MBTSE & BUASTE B4 P Y o8 TE B A 7E
TR F S H 5 20% , RAETRE TP Rk
WRE, My ENE 10%, KRB TR, 7
B, o B ENARERRRIEK PRI R
YT, T y-RIEENRIE T LR,
BESTAEYETEWENEIEEPHEANT
BT x5 R SRR3R RS ZD-
5 ZJ 28 5 oL A HY SARLL fE B — > 8 5L
Pelagibacter sp. E% % ZiFE, JEIRIE 16S tDNA
FF3IHY SARLL JLF-43 45 T B A i iiE 3R s b, wf
e REENMAEY, WERRIERIRE
BHERM, JLFERBKBEY RN 1/3 b2
XIS R 1755 o BIRgE FhsE R A 202
H5IKERK V. owensii APS5 fbF Rl —#Z |, #%
SIER 7 B WA & i ™ 8 9 N L5758 FH 52 3l
Wk, BERIR R, M. Ml 4R, Bk
Y. BRI SRR RN E EFE RS
I, INEEAR FE SR EALThRE, X
YRS RGBT ATE RSP, A il
WREASURE. 264 BEIEMRERILT Kk
T3R5 Je MR B 1 1

HITH B ( Flavobacterium ) J2 1B 5 3 M IR &,
HIALRER TR, BB TARE B i — A E 25
FRRATT, Hofx W3 MRE R RRIE W 3T 7= A 7] AR
ZRYWNBNE . FHERFILT FAG& PSS, X

SOt ) 7 o e R S 2R O DL B (A0 R S sh 0 Y
Hh5e) BAIEREERNAESERES, AEMERH
H1EER a2 A M S A BOR S o AT R
RS LIRS R LSRR, AR R
15% ~25% ", 5T h 34T 8 BT & b i)
30% , LLRTARIDIIESERMER, XAl ERF AR
S AR RE R L OI A E—EER, H—1
JRPR AT BB 16S tDNA 732K 77 % 1 B A — 52 Bk
FaprE, BAKIERERrE—B 05 .

UTVLAE W5 B SR PSR SR T AR S TR R BE
FRI A AS RGN AT RS P 5 AR R R
KERBMRK, HIFMAGNMARRANHmE
R4 K ZHOT LADOK IR BT PR BIRIE . I,
BAGIMAES R G T B W5 3 40

HBRGE, BHTIrHEEX AR REHN P REFT
5 77 5 2R 8 A AR 4 A 2 AR A5 T 7 i i A
FEEA o
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