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& I JF 70 PCR-DGGE AT 77 i , 3t 77 MU S A By i MOR 37 8 St 19 20 T K7™ W e+ T 78 0% 45 A AT AR AT. BB Rt
REZBAHWBRESR ANMARABENHFESHELERER  ERF 1297 FaMEMEN T, E B %K
FE EDEAE S ANMEEF 666 M E A MY H A A Firmicutes . Bacteroidetes X Proteobacteria, 4 %t ¥ & 4 5 H
46.39% 21. 41% 70 18. 98% .1 % J& (4 34+ F £ >5. 0% ) A3 Proteiniphilum ,Spirochaeta 8 Wolinella. DGGE 47 45 R % W,
FEE AT Methanocorpusculum sp. . Methanosaeta sp. Methanobacterium sp. X Methanosarcina sp.., xR
Pl AN CBRREEA N A RO B ETE R RS W H LR R NN % .
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Analysis of microbial community in a full-scale biogas digester of
cold region using high-throughput sequencing technology
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Abstract; To realize the stable and efficient operation of biogas digester in cold region, a combined regulation
technique of microbial community should be established. The microbial community in the largest full-scale
digester of Hailin Farm was investigated using 454 pyrosequencing technology and PCR-DGGE. The massively
parallel sequencing technology was used to measure bacterial diversity of biogas slurry during a stable
operation. A total of 1297 sequences were obtained, and the dominant bacteria were Firmicutes, Bacteroidetes
and Proteobacteria, which accounted for 46.39% , 21.41% and 18.98% , respectively. At genus level (the
relative abundances > 5.0%), Proteiniphilum, Spirochaeta and Wolinella were the abundant taxa. The
diversities of methanogen were analyzed using PCR-DGGE, and the detected archaea were
Methanocorpusculum sp., Methanosaeta sp., Methanobacterium sp. and Methanosarcina sp.. Notably, the
methane produced by acetoclastic methanogens, and dominant fermentative bacteria during the hydrolysis and
acidogenesis were detected form animal digestive system.
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RO, A5 TR A A FE BT O SR R T 37

RERYTRAE MDA . 3 26T A Wy ) A R AR A
il [F) I AR AR, SR 2 R IR R T R SRR E
BATD A NIRRT B R e R
e T AR A R e B B A B 5 4, SR EARAT 7K
fifp 7 R VR R DR 7 P ot e AR AL 7 R e R R o
(7 o 20 SR 7 P A 4 P el 2 7 40 i 7 P e
AR PE 5 7 FR o8 BT LL R 7K A 7 I TR 199 1 [ £
R S B TR I o RS I
1, JER DR ARTH AR 2R S8 N PR D RE T B AR
R PAFREE 0™ R B IR AT R AR
KR GEY) Z R E TR v 45, X T IR k&
W R G T ki K T2 AL A B 2 48 A
ARk W N b B TR GE o T E W) e 4%
AR XA B 2 GE i I W R T 0T Je 1 R
FE, AR T — S A ) 2 5 R AU B R B
Py AR TR T B SRR, T & i
T E YR A A EA T A 2 R RIS AR AT
FeE IR R BTz W TS BT
L T TIEL A YT ST RO S TR . H AT,
34 157 18 R R o 3 1 D 7 55 3228 Roche
N AR 454 FEBEER I 7 £ R (454 pyrosequencing
technology) , ABI 7% 7] B SOLID ( supported oligo

ligation detetion ) DA A Tllumina 23 7] A9 Solexa . It
b TR SRR DR A K I 2R G am A7 i 7 vh il A i
TR LR B AT R I RERY AU, X TS R G
IBAT TR E DL B il 72 A 00 P R, i LS B
R AR BT R EE R T AR ST L L T %€
Hofe RITR UR R G —— BRIV R <
WRATTE XS G, #5454 £ BER = 38 5 I e
PCR-DGGE 73 A, fifg b HAZ 2 5B 17 i i ol A
Yy ZREPE AT I A5 F 2 . DLW D as 17 T2 e
e R GETH R R e A T T B A AR LA B
SE R R SR e 2

1.1 BSUABEMRIZITSH
AR TR B R G BN A 1 s,
AT 1 920 m*, B 8 3Bt IR ZH B & %
SR A2 R AR R A 3R 5. TH R
WIS W T 2 0sA T, T s 8 8% , &
WEILEE 9 35 °C, N E WL R 4, 1A] 8RR 3
HHLHUMT (organic loading rate, OLR) Fl7/K J1 15 84
i 18] ( hydraulic retention time, HRT) 43 %] &y
2kg - m™ - d'HI50 d, HIVES 5 1200 m®.
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B1 BHRRFHESRBREETRR

1.2 #Hm¥EE

FERCRAE TRA ™ SRR e s 17, i
50 mL .08 TR A R O Ab Ui | IR AR B
JeE RS UK G I ] S5 % -20 CIRAF
1.3 XWH*E
1.3.1 fEMRER S fRaT

Fefh HARRIAL S, LA 500 r/min B0 30 s, 3
TUVE G 145 . BRI 20 DNA 3 /1] Fast DNA SPIN Kit
(Qbiogene Inc. ) # FAFRAE UL HL.
1.3.2 4GRS S5 A f A

Y7 16S rRNA V3 (548 X DNA 47 14K H 38
FHSIHXT 3411 F1 534r. 51750 W35 1 firs, X1
LT H) R 454 FEBERRIN T B DX o2 RE T 7 A4~
Bl (1 ME— 2 5 )3 1 AR . PCR 7 B4R R A 455 . A

H DNA 50 ng,1X buffer, 3 mmol/L MgCl,, &
219 10 pmol, 0.4 mmol/L dNTP K 1.25 U
TaKaRa Ex Taq ® HS.PCR 3§34 454} 94 °C T
AEPES min, 95 CAEME: 45 5,57 CiRk 30 5,72 °C
FEAH 45 5,30 DMEFR B S5 72 CHEMH 5 min. 41
TR FLX 454 System )7, i E R AL
2 Fg T I O B B 5E L.
%1 16S rRNA AFEEASI Y
514 P31 (53)

NNNNNNNCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG

BSF341

BSR534 NNNNNNNATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG

FIT 0 5 )57 31 R B R S E— 119 tag B0 X 47,
{4 | RDP-II Classifier B35 126 5 51 47 38 4% 43
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2 (M Genus F| Phylum)"® . {2l % 4 ( distance
matrices ) . B 2 4 M1 (cluster ) | B B i &
(rarefaction curve) ,Shannon-Weaver 5 %1 /& 55 %
(coverage estimator) . F= & 84X Chaol Fl ACE
SN FH mothur software 715 ( http : //www. mothur.
org/wiki/Sogin_data_analysis) "*'.
1.3.3 7 HUBE Tl i Vs 2 M i

PR T V2= V3 XG5 4k
A109 (T) -F #1 515GC - R . PCR ¥" B4 1k %
(50 pL) 3 §5: B A DNA 100 ng, 1X buffer,
3 mmol/L MgCl,, 20 pmol &Fi5[47,0. 4 mmol/L
dNTP,1.25 U Taq DNA R4 M. PCR ¥ 38 &4 K
94 °C FiASPE 3 min, 94 °CAEPE30 5,56 CiR K
30 s,72 CHEfH 45 5,30 NG, F o 72 °C LA
5 min. i3 PCR W i | GeneAmp PCR System
9700 52 ( Applied Biosystems, CA, USA).

DGGE I F 30% ~ 50% H 6 HE I, BE K PCR
P RREIR T 60 °C 75 V HLIK 16 h JEHR YL K]
JE S B A5t B IR 24k, PCR 775 pGEM-T
HMGEE Ak IM109, FEAILPK B se B | 472 4k
FUE S . T AR 7 A1 3E . Genbank U A 1Y
BLASTX ZHREHEAT 70 A1 LU X, e 5l i e S 2
HEXHE ] Clustal X BRPF5ERL, 2R 58K & SR 18
H Mega 4.0 L Neighbor-Joining %44 £, H T
1000 K.

2 H#R 53t

2.1 BRGARFEESHEST

SARIUE Z R R E 1B 17 AN RIS R
PG B, R 454 38 2 00 5 52 R XA B 168
rRNA 1) V3 548 XA TP 38 7P 91 bkt Je 0 A
T S PR R85 b 2 A 28 91) o o 22, 2 ok el 35
FERC BRI B (N) 8 B e 9 45 3R A5 v o
511297 4.
2.1.1 M ZSEEPEEAN

3 S DU 8 B A3 B — BB AS [ 31 A R —
FHARUK P R A 26 T[] —4524F 73 25 55T (operational
taxonomic unite, OTU).UNZR 2 Ar7~, 24 5 51 AH A
FER 95% F 97% I, 4351l 77 A 581 4~ Fil 666 1
OTU, B 5853 5K 66. 8% H1 60. 4% , 5 WAV < it
FasE BT B /DAETE 581 NAHTE & Fl 666 21
it AR E VR Z AR R F s 35 B HE 4L Chaol
Fl ACE J2 S M i B 3 =F IR B I 0 , AR BT 5%
AL R, 768 43 2K R fh Chaol Al
ACE 73520 1 937 F11 3 745, & BEFEE My [al k¢
FEU 0 B0 R Rk SR A AR I i

] A BT B A,
R2 AEEARSEKTEHSHERFEERLESIT

Cutoff OTUs FEiHEHR/% ACE Chaol

Shannon F5 %%

Unique 934 35.2  23867.6 8612.7 6.429

0.01 807 48.1 9078.6 3991.9 6. 169
0.03 666 60. 4 4991.5 2417.7 5. 826
0. 05 581 66. 8 3744.9 1937.4 5.534
0.1 445 71.3 1867.5 1187.6 5.155

P 2 D7 TBORE ol A BV AE AN [ 73 K T
AR R 2%, B 95% o A5 DX 18], DL BE R BE AL Bk
B 10 ZRFF0 AT BAN e J7 kB AT VR R
) BE A D 7 5 0, OTU 5o i o 5 5 B
&P ) B B Bk — 2P R, 4% ROKFE TR
OTU $ H B3 b 722 , (BT R 2 1 AL 7 e it
2 10T AR R B, R R PR R A A i

1000
Unique

800
& L
= 600 0.03~__
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400 0.05

200 0.1

0 Z(I)() 4(I)() 6(I)() S(I)() 1 (I)()() 1 2I()0
J¥ECH
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2.1.2 HEBHEANNRELE 5

AT S HTE R G R AR AR 1297 45
[ B A R WP 9 AR R G KB A, IR SAH
TIEE cutoff = 0.3 B 1Y 5 28 43 #Hr, 7] 7~ 4 666 1>
OTU, B A St FP A7 AE 666 /141 T8 Ff ( species ) , 4
AL GEH T MRk o2 1 4 1 A4E 2% F B, DGGE
SR SCER AL B RS TG4
W2 AR FETF Sanger M, — A2 LR AL R
HOMTE AR OTU /T 50, M K BHAS T HER
T ARREVR AR I A L AR SR AE R 1Y 43 2K |
AR OTU BUH AR GEEARIG I T 10 A5 LA E, 58
33 7% H v e BR B P

WA 3 (a) Az, T8 SR VRRE i 40 T 22 FE
TR AT KE IR T 13 AR, 1
045 LB AT B 1] ( Deferribacteres ) | % B B4 1]
(Tenericutes ) . %% %5 B ] ( Chloroflexi ) | ¥ ¥ ]
( Cyanobacteria ) . Synergistetes [ ], il Z& B []
( Actinobacteria) £ 4 #T &5 '] ( Fibrobacteres ) .t
4 ] ( Verrucomicrobia ) . % 1 I] ( Chlorobi) .
FFE ] ( Bacteroidetes ) JEBEF ] ( Firmicutes ) |12
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e K T ( Spirochaetes ) #1 48 JE W []
( Proteobacteria ). i, # 2% Bt & Firmicutes .
Bacteroidetes 1 Proteobacteria , #HXF 3 BE 3 7] o5 48
PEVE 1Y) 46.39% (21. 41% F1 18. 98% . 4k Tk i
A I SHE N Spirochaetes F1 Fibrobacteres , £
X2 B 0 ARV 1Y) 8. 27% M1 3. 17%.

WA 3(b) Fi7s B S TE AN 532K s T
20 Mg R b L3S RE 5 (AR
B > 2.0%) : % B A ( Clostridia ) | 8 ¥ B 2K
( Bacteroidia ) e - ¥ B #H
( Epsilonproteobacteria) | 2 #4 T 74 24 ( Bacilli ) | 12
e & 44 ( Spirochaetes ). B - A& B B %N

( Betaproteobacteria) ., £F 4 ¥T 14 4% ( Fibrobacteria )
1 y—ZE ¥ 7 44 ( Gammaproteobacteria ) , A X} =F &
G359 o5 4 A RE VR (9 36.60% . 19. 11% , 11.52%
8.79% .8. 70% .5.29% 3. 50% %0 2. 05%.

TEJE P 2ROKF e 34 2 A5 (R F
B > 2.0%): Proteiniphilum sp. ( 7.33%) .
Spirochaeta sp.(6.78% ) . Wolinella sp.(5.86%) .
Coprococcus  sp. ( 4.16%) . Arcobaceir sp.
( 3.86%) . ( 3.47%) .
Teirathiobacter sp. (2.93%) . Lysinibacillus sp.
(2.47%) . Bacillus sp.(2.24% ) 1 Bacteroides sp.
(2.16%) (% 3).

Fibrobacter  sp.

I |)cfenibacteres
Mollicutes
s I Dcferribacteres Dehalococcoidetes
I Tenericutes . (S:hlompqut
I Chioroflexi ynergistia
™1 arob et I Actinobacteria
. yano .acterla I Fibrobacteria
Firmicutes I Synergistetes B [onavibacteria
46.39% 0@0 qdle I A ctinobacteria 1 Flavol)af:t_en'a
&\%9 ) I Fibrobacteres E gi'*dg?él,dla
. . ostridia
/ . Ver’ruco.mlcmbla [T Negativicutes
I Chlorobi 1 Erysipelotrichia
Bacteroidetes [ JBacteroidetes Bacilli
1 ;‘1(7 - [ Firmicutes Il Spirochaetes )
8 41% B Spirochactes Bacgteroidia [ | Alphapmteobaclepa
S~ o 19.11% I Deltaproteobacteria
[ IProteobacteria [ Betaproteobacteria
Il Epsilonproteobacteria
1 Gammaproteobacteria
(a) MK S
(b) M7
B3 BRUAREEIIMRNDEKFEHNBEDEK
x3 BRUHERTENFEEST 0. 5%HEY OTU HR
H Bt & HIXS SR/ % OTU %2
Bacteroidales Porphyromonadaceae Proteiniphilum 7.33 95
Spirochaetales Spirochaetaceae Spirochaeta 6.78 88
Campylobacterales Helicobacteraceae Wolinella 5.86 76
Clostridiales Lachnospiraceae Coprococcus 4.16 54
Campylobacterales Campylobacteraceae Arcobacter 3.86 50
Bacteroidales Porphyromonadaceae unclassified 3.47 45
Fibrobacterales Fibrobacteraceae Fibrobacter 3.16 41
Burkholderiales Alcaligenaceae Tetrathiobacter 2.93 38
Bacillales Bacillaceae Lysinibacillus 2.47 32
Bacillales Bacillaceae Bacillus 2.24 29
Bacteroidales Bacteroidaceae Bacteroides 2.16 28
Clostridiales Incertae Sedis XI Sedimentibacter 1.39 18
Clostridiales Lachnospiraceae Anaerosporobacter 1.23 16
Clostridiales Ruminococcaceae Oscillibacter 1. 08 14
Spirochaetales Spirochaetaceae Treponema 1.00 13
Pseudomonadales Moraxellaceae Acinetobacter 0.93 12
Bacteroidales Porphyromonadaceae Parabacteroides 0. 85 11
Clostridiales Peptostreptococcaceae Sporacetigenium 0.62 8
Flavobacteriales Flavobacteriaceae Capnocytophaga 0.54 7
Clostridiales Ruminococcaceae Acetivibrio 0.54 7
Lactobacillales Enterococcaceae Enterococcus 0.54 7
Bacteroidales Porphyromonadaceae Petrimonas 0.50 6
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2.2 BRMFRRHESHEEST

IR AR IS AT I P By TR VR 4
H4), SEHOE W20 B B PR 2 DA X 7= F e 7h T 165
rRNA V2-V3 [X PCR #3453 = A AL Ve
JEBENC 9k DGGE K& U 1] 4 B, P &
12 MRS, XL F A1 BEAT DNA IR
HEAT AR 5 B . i 25T B AR X 32 B2 AT 1, Band
2 Band 3 fll Band 12 2 ALFEISEE. RGBT
W A b T EE A E 3 AN H, BT
J5/\Z Bk B H ( Methanosarcinales ) | 1 ¢ i3 i H
( Methanomirobiales ) F1 H % #F ®H H
( Methanobacteriales ) AZBR 41 FL X 25 5 s BS
= B OGE i B A $E Methanocorpusculum sp. |

Methanosaeta  sp. Methanobacterium  sp. M
Methanosarcina sp. (5% 4). HeH' Methanosaeta sp.
F1 Methanosarcina sp.F& 10N B H e 1.

9 8 6 2
Vv V

A A A A
12 11 10 7 5 4 3 1
FELYK T )
B4 BSitEHREGEE V2-V3 X PCR = DGGE Eit
*4 HFERE 16S rRNA V2-V3 XY RMBUES

P T Genbank AT (JF515) HAABLEE/ %
Band 1 Uncultured archaeon( EF680362) 99
Band 2 Methanosaeta sp. ( HQ133096) 99
Band 3 Methanosarcina sp. (JF812255) 99
Band 4  Methanocorpusculum parvum ( AY0S7068) 99
Band 5 Methanobacterium sp. ( AB108496) 99
Band 6  Uncultured archaeon ( AF424763) 98
Band 7 Methanobacterium formicicum (HQ591420) 99
Band 8  Methanobacteriaceae archaeon (GU129123) 99
Band 9 Uncultured archaeon (JQ822100) 99
Band 10 Methanosarcina sp. (AF020341) 99
Band 11  Uncultured Methanosaeta sp. (JF947142) 99
Band 12 Methanocorpusculum parvum (GQ245979) 99

3 9 @

RS A B 7 4 (R B R 2544, ]
R A B 17 AR P 2 A TRRAE B B0 B D RE Tk
ARV S5 R0 R R I Z [ A AE R OG0
454 FEREIR il DT HR PR SUOE MR 2 817
VR RRE S 20 P RV 2540 19 8 T 3R B 5 %
A4S 1 297 57 iR 16S rRNA LR 8 5 55
RIS K135 66. 8%. #H AL Gi 4y T4 W12#F
BORAR T e ER N RUE R R i

BB T Firmicutes (46. 39% ) | Bacteroidetes
(21.41%) F1 Proteobacteria ( 18.98% ) , 1Y 7+ %) &
£ 86% LA L. 7E )8 W K7 |, LR AL 4
Proteiniphilum sp. ( 7.33%) . Spirochaeta sp.
(6.78% ) Fl Wolinella sp. (5.86%) , ¥J )& 5 ¥ 14
HEZRGE N DLRAE W) 2ERE. th b T, TR A0 AT AL
WK A R ik AR 1 S T e I A W ok TR T 4
AL R GEN A R 2R, IF R 0 BAT B AT
ML K% f# BE J1 19 Bacillus sp. . Clostridium sp. Fll
Acinetobacter sp. 55 , UL K ¥ TR 5% AL 8 1 8858 1
Syntrophomonas  sp.. Ruminococcus sp. Fll
Desulfotomaculum sp. %04 268 > i T8
MR B BAIR & K B T 20847 $E R R
U7 R 14 e A S 38T 2 7 R e 003 1 R 3 20 R ot
AN, Lh - Proteiniphilum sp.. Spirochaeta sp. Fl
Wolinella sp. Jy R S5SSRERTREG 45K, W0 T I
FIR) AR i AR 7 P R, X R 3 T S - R A
Y R 22—

RZHFFTUESL , Bacteroidetes fUFHR 22 BA [%
A i T R ) R 1 2R W) IS A, 7 R A i i
R B TR A — S K BE R,
BRI MR ERR AN T IR A U HR T+ R
S B EAE FH ok 19 K BE I T R Wang AT A
CSTR JREATH L 28 A 26 5 D R FHR 5 1
Bt F rp DK b P — S SRR ) B IR S
%I Bacteroidetes M AL FEE #E. 24 OLR 34 in i}
Clostridiaceae — S FR FFE 3 I, X 2 1 R 52 N TR
YA b AR R 5 AL e 78 SR A HILIE ) 1) R it Lee
AL IS 7 Tl R 3 o U AR RS A
SRR 20 v i A B 4% 75 8 7 F BE T 5 I
B, L # F BE A~ Proteobacteria  ( 20.5%) .
Bacteroidetes ( 19.7%) . Firmicutes ( 17.8%) #0
Chloroflexi (4.8%).Godon 25" I} 5% I 1] 7€ 114 %
Yy e & B, B S BE R Firmicutes , HK
A Bacteroidetes I Proteobacteria.iX —&% i 5 A<t
X HA1L), Bacteroidetes 7EAR 22 R & e ™ H i R 48
T8 R EFFHE , RIS PR K R AL
T AR A OC

i Hl PCR - DGGE Xf i A< 7 Y 4 7t 1
ZAEMEAT AT AR R DR B e
43 A5 #F Methanosarcinales . Methanomirobiales #l
Methanobacteriales. H 2% 4 #H X} £ B A 7,
Methanosaeta sp. F1 Methanosarcina sp%{g%ﬁﬁlj\]
P T, 240 SRS TR AL Ve ol T el ke
AT TS0 AR O W be iAoy A 7
XA A H, KW R ;o d KW
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Methanobacterium sp. F1 Methanocorpusculum sp. , ¥E
Yerr OB bR G e s TP i A AT B
YEFH Rastogi 552V 5% 5 2= L) A4 38 0 K RIS W07 1R
SRGE W B B RE 2R 3, 0™ ey

5 Methanomicrobiales, Methanosarcinales £l
Methanobacteriales , 735! 5 PP S B0 41. 7% ,30% K1
19% .51, Methanosarcina sp. ke fEAEAE T IR A K 1
R8¢, WA TARIR A T IRE LB R GRS
FEIBTT.

H ST L, ] 0] 42 5 A 0 A I ik 7 R
WAL E’Jﬁ%iﬂﬁiﬁﬁj]&?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ 977 B e B
R, R R ARG TRCR I . A IR TH AL
ARG maist &ﬁH’”’E AT AT EE AR 15 A
BB ) e A 7 R o 2 5 7 PP e o A8 8, 4
RS RRE PR AN TR B AT SRR Y
P 5T R BN AR B A o 4 S5 SRS, 17 R R S 1
YA R S AL RGN E YRR A
JILEIBE g Xof 2T £ 25 IV ) I ik E 0 B o ) 9 2
T, B e I oAtk B e AR BILRR ) 56 A 383 | T

B 555 244 38 7 T B K 032 17 58, B 7 T O
e
4 %2 @

D) ARG T 454 IR i B P H0R
XFAET7 RIS e R AT AR AR S T O A T R 7 2R A T
ZRETE S RIRRAT 15 1 297 Sk TR A TR T A,
TEJE I3 2K b 35 30 66.8% , = /D AFTE
581 NN A )

2) R T R I A 4w AL 1S 13
AR T, R FE KA Firmicutes, H Ik A
Bacteroidetes Fll Proteobacteria. 7 J& 432 /K F I,
Proteiniphilum sp. N EARFGE Y IERE , HR 5350
A Spirochaeta sp.F1 Wolinella sp..

3) DGGE 2547 73 M A, 18 it ™= H
$& Methanocorpusculum sp.. Methanosaeta sp. .
Methanobacterium sp. 2 Methanosarcina sp. , H:
Methanosaeta sp. 1 Methanosarcina sp. &1 < i

P4

23 X ik
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