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2. BRI ESERK S ER LRSS BEEYF5EYEARDRIRE, INR 5 266061;
3. R R EH L, INR 8 266061)

W OE: NNEAERNESHEMED S, T M2 P E LRI W R AE, Al MiSeq & 3 & 0 57 &
R THEFHEHES B ALY 16S rDNA B V3-V4 f1 VA-V5 TR R ERF A #ATT 4 #6507 FHH 5
(Apostichopus japonicus) B AW ZFEERARFATLER, LBERER.SRENSLHEHEANES HHE
T M A (GE % R 4 Chaol #3D M F EE (ACE B M FRMBOARK: R BAEL W EA T EE
1 v-%& # W (Gammaproteobacteria, 34.1%) . o= % # H (Alphaproteobacteria, 16.0% ) #1 #{ #/F % (Bacteroidetes,
24.0%) ., % W E HF # ¥ |T(Thaumarchaeota, 98.8Y) 4 K Bl g S A P Lt A AW A AL H B T &
2k 4% @ B (Nitrosopumilus) ¥ 3t F & 15 95.6 % , ¥ 2 & Ff B9 5 8 3 7€ JE B (Methylotenera) # 37 £ & % 10.6% ; T
FHESHEFRBRBALFEFCSIY R AL E R I E B (Sulfurovum ,13. 7% A £ E K& . 16S rDNA
AEFINARHE MM EREN . PHAGFEHESBRANABRTE ST THNF L X ARA, EEBEAEANSE
WA E R EH MO ER; RHEARS T RA RSN FE R E DA RE R R T B RN AU AR TR
PRER HETEME, AARTUNBETARNDR BT ERAD R E@BEMRESS,
KERBREN:BHEN;ES HEMEDZHE; ZFRHEL
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SR s L, o, x| X, %. 5 H 5 W ES (Synallactidae) B £ S MR RG] E#*
B3 B, 2020, 38(3): 463-475. GAO Z Y, YANG J C, LIU W F, et al. Diversity and phylogeny of intestinal
microbes of the sea cucumber (Synallactidae) from the Yap Trench[J]. Advances in Marine Science, 2020, 38(3):
463-475.
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SEURIH Miseq e 38 50 5 R 22 B, 2 VR 1A 90 R VR DK R 2 UL AR ) v B2k W R A DL AR 1R ) RN AT 3 TR 1)
Shy A A B B R T B B 5 A g B S A A G R 3R O RO T A U VA U %*E%gﬁﬁ&,ﬁ\
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AW SERE Ll e X S [ A W R AL, R TR DK IR B T 2 A R A W b BRAL SR A R PR AR R, U JLAE IR
T 57 N WK SR TR 1 VA Bl 2 2 58 b IR ER B S g 4 i AL RN U g R AR I A A AP TE A i i R
I v 0 SR A B R BRI 7 3k 4 AV A ) 1) SR B DA Bt — AP Y

12 )8 T 819 1] (Echinodermata) 1§ 2 40 (Holothuroidea) , ¥ JIE A1 A= 16 . B A a7 5 19 48 IR0 ki
AR VTR . 15 S0 i 3R TR rh A HLY G020 D L R L RO IS A i R D A Bl i AR R A
feht, 7ESEEFRIGEL, RZ VIR GZ 25 5 DR Rk 3 R0 R R S S R i L B2E i A 0k AR O 35 o L ] R 2
TGS B8 TR IR, SR 82 0 1 R MR T R b TR B FR e R0 L R e I R A W A Ak
B EEIE I A S H AR 2 (A postichopus japonicus) e B LY AP, 5 HAER T RER 70X LU EDY,
T T DT R Miseq e 38 H i H R & BUECIE IS (A postichopus japonicus) Iy T A W) BE V5 45 ¥ 5 )
TR ) 5 Bl 4R ) A MiSeq i 38 £ 0 5 2 AR Lt & 30K R & 5 R HT b X, 35 5 05 i 2 (A pos-
tichopus japonicus) B HUE Y F B MR A AR R 25 TRRM S IR R G S HE DY
A P BETE 2540 5 R B UTBL IR B vh i R W VR S5 A A A L= A RIS BB 2 i i U W
AR R T VS AR AR DU E SRS R S R

I I8 ELAT VI AR 1 GRS 0T ISR AR BE W) , 412 1E TV YA) b SR AU 40 Y Vg VA N BE [ I90 R 5 VAR 3 DI
FFRY IR TV 1 O 7 AR B = SR T R AIF  BR A 96 G J A 4 1) Vg R T, S B0 X A
AR AR SRR AR AIF S R U VR VI L2 P A TR WA A LT U Sh S R B R A A L B ALY
o [ 28 L (U0) (8% C Fl 8 ND 22 S B 17 1 A8 SR 903X U6 WA Sy IS AV A= 0400 s £ 0 ok 1 1) 37 D0 AT 400
TSI TE ) Tk A i B v, R 05T W A 3ok R A TR 0 A A R L R T R R VA VA VS A A A 1 R TR AH
PR Z A T Bl 8 B R RB ORI . 1T H A0 1 S K L T A R T R DL AGE

2017-06-13 , T [F 2N TR T 2% “ I e 75 26 AT 38 LK 152 W UCHETN M YA B 22 % 250, T 6 622 m Mg IS
w— RS, ARG A MiSeq il 2 0 77 47 AR X Ho g 18 A ) 2 R v K R ek AR AT T 20 BT L 9T 25
A Ay R R A 35 400 o i A B B A AR A e S

1R

1.1 HmE&E

2017-06-13“ 8 o ” S R WS 48 7E MEVH 1 1 (137°84"E, 8°30' N) /K IR 6 622 m AT 47 R4 (B 1), /K iR
1.7 °C RAERFSE S, Il B AR TR 0 0928 4k, M RE O 24, (0F 52 48 16 1 38 F1EB 43 4 BE 41 40 (8]
1b) . KRR RS TWA T G B E —80 CIKM AT, FIMIS T 2018-12 16 7 15 ¥ 1 g 3k ) %
B S IR R 4 (120°18'E,35°97 N L R UK R 2 m, /KR 10 °C s SRR K/NA) (@ PR IEH |
P A B LR R T (B 1o s FERCR ARG B TIRA 5 B 2 —80 CUKF 17 .
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Fig.1 Sea cucumber from the Yap Trench and from aquaculture in the Yellow Sea



334 AL, 5 EW VA ¥ 2 (Synallactidae) 7 8 U4 W1 2061k B R Gk AL 4 BT 465

1.2 #HmaE

TE 200 25 R FH JC B A= FEER /K (0.9 %0) 43 31 o 55 3 VAF 94 ¥ 2 (Y P-SPE) /K BE FIL BT 1 #2551 2 (BY) £ %
Jei » R TR il 35 15 P SR RE B R BRIV E T RE B O P HTIRIGES I NA . BN ES
2 R RMEIES N mIENEY . 545N YP-SPE-1,B5-A1 #1 B6-B1, JH T3 BUi7 8 M 2E Yy 3L R4 .

1.3 BZERARNEERY HE

53 B S R BE L 40 30 mg, G 21 DNA 2 BORL 5] & AR, Jb 50 2 BUE DNA R 541 1T W,
439696 FE i (BioSpectrometer® basic, Eppendorf) # ll DNA ¥ B F1 4l B, i 1 % 350 B B4 BE e HL 5K 46 )
DNA H BER/NHHR B 525k, 20 WA 16SA-F/16SB-R™“ 5# 1 COIe-F/COIe-R™ 5 %F 16S # 4
M/INTEFEFE R (16S rDNA) AR (4 R A AL B I %6 T LK (COD #E47 PCR #74 . PCR [0 K FH Y DNA
4~ TransStart™ Taq DNA Polymerase(43 4, b 50) ,PCR ¥ B4R /7 K. 95 C FAE M 60 5595 CAEME
30 5,50 CiBk 30 5,72 ‘CHEH 80 5,40 NEFR ;72 “CHEM 10 min™', PCR ;=4 i b ifg 3675 £ ¥ 5 25 Bl H
A B2 W) 58 Y

fili § DNA Star # {4 iy Clustal W K36 97 38 B Bt 5 GenBank W iK% 7 91 il 17 2 & Lo xF, fiff H
MEGA 6.0 84 AH 4R % #:1: (Neighbor-Joining) M RS X B, HZAHEB N 1 000, h?ﬂﬂf?}ﬁﬁé?ﬁﬂ%
A2 % NCBI, 3815 51 5k : MH572268 , MK002697 , MN401255 F1 MN427946 ,

1.4 BFEMAE.HHE 16S rDNA EF 1

Sy B TE N2 200 mg, #HZE(E DNA #2050 & CRAR L 650D SO DNA LR 440 1] U4 6o
1t (BioSpectrometer® basic, EppendorDd) #illl DNA ¥ & #1406 BF , 5% 1 % B8 W5 i B Uk 46 I DNA (1 F
BE RN B s 86 v . B 338F/806R™“ 514 X 40 1 16S rDNA [y V3-V4 A48 X 3 i# 17 PCR ¥ 3,
PCR MR RS2 SCHR[27 1. 9 3R 7 0 .95 “CHUARE 3 min; 95 CAEHE 30 5,55 ‘Cik 2k 30 5,72 ‘CHEff 30
$:27 MG ;72 “CHEMf 10 min, FIH 524F/958R™ 5] 5%t iy B 16S rDNA [y V4-V5 1] 45 X I #/f 1T PCR
P PCR NIRRT 2% Scmk[ 28], il id Illumina 23 @) MiseqPE300 & #E47 10 /¥ ( | 575
AV EARHEAABRARD . JEREHE L& %= NCBI 4 F 1 OF 51145 : SAMN13705046 ~ SAMN13705049) ,
RPFS A Y S F I LR 1,

x1 FHESIHFT

Table 1 Sequences of primers

GINE7] P53 50 9 JFE(5' =3

16SA-F CGCCTGTTTATCCAGATCACGT 16SB-R CCGGTCTGAACTCAGATCACGT

COIe-F ATAATGATAGGAGGRTTTGG COIe-R GCTCGTGTRTCTACRTCCAT

338F ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCA 806R GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT

524F TGYCAGCCGCCGCGGTAA 958R YCCGGCGTTGAVTCCAATT
1.5 #iEsE

JEL 45 I 9 4 Trimmomatic #0248 Fifs , FLASH 8 HEATBE4% . D% E 50 bp Y L AR5 N
18 359 0 R AELAIC T 20, 5 18 10 70 i 07 5 46K 2 1 B 35k 5 o T A R 91 B R AR S K BEAIR T 50 bp IIF A5 2)
R 4 T S B K 7 ity ) 9 R AT B L PRI S L 2 (R 1 R RS R R 0.2, KT KT 10 bp; ) iR )F
B B R T ity B B 5 R 5 | K T 0 40 B R RE AR AR T RS AR DT IC L 51 Fe il 2 A B3 B G L 2% BR A FE A
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W8 1 7 51 . i FH UPARSE #4: (version7.1.http: // drive5.com/uparse/)  #34 97 %6 AR {0 BE % e 51 ik
#7532 # 45 590 (Operational Taxonomic Unit, OTU) B3, 75 58 2 i aof 1 v 25 B B0 51 Rnifk 4 14, 1
RDP classifier (Ribosomal Database Project classifier, http: // rdp.cme.msu.edu/) % OTUs B i) & — 518
FFHN CRRINF B Fe ) HEAT W Fh 43 2 VR, LU X Silva B4 A2 (SSU123) , B LU X BI{E R 7000, B T4 2
RGP U YRR R

1.6 Alpha SIS

fdt Fl Mothur #4443 87 7 51 19 32 55 56 F1 Alpha Z2HE4E . Alpha Z2FEVEALEE : 6 B2 SLBR WL AE (the Ob-
served Richness,Sobs) \ACE #8%{ (ACE Index) ,Chaol $§%{ (Chaol Index) .2 #4584 (Simpson Index)
A HEH (Shannon Index) , H v 7 4 F 27 3% 2748 B Al THRE AT V% Z #6418 . ACE 8 80H1 Chaol $8 %7 it
FEARER F L.

2 ER55

21 BEHNSTFEEMRFEHAM SN

AL TP AR AT T 458 bp B 16S rDNA &K BRI 558 bp (9 COTZEN i Br. RGEAE i 45 R
W], BT 16S rDNA JE K791 F B (18] 2) HEV ¥ 38 1 2 (YP-SPE) 5k A RIB IR BT 19 2 8 — 143 3¢ OF
533 S F} (Synallactidae) BYFLFAHI 2 ( Pseudostichopus villosus) W BEAL 58 F Fe 0 CFHABLEE R 99.1%) , Hiik hy
Mol padiodemas involutus (AU 98.2 %) ; G IR 2 (BY) ST FRMI MG SR R 1 D032 F5% Kk
R, P 55 HIZ (Apostichopus japonicus) FEALT BRI AHPUEE T 99.4% ., FTF COI EH F 5
Jr B (& 3)  HE T 1 V8 2 (YP-SPE) 5 R I i i R ¥ 21 858 (19 2 I8 2 B (Synallactidae) 18 2 R —A4>53 3¢,
5 Molpadiodemas morbillus R PEAL o R AU N 96.4% , SHEM SNBSS R X RBIENEE 2 4
oy 3Pk B TR RIS (BY) 5 4 Rl FRMIES RN 1 AR (E 3) . Z55 F 18, AR5
63~ YP-SPE HJifg ¥ (MH572268.1)

100 ’_L Pesudostichopus villosus 3 E8H£ 4 (DO777098.1)

63 L Molpadiodemas involutus ¥ )E 1L (KX856736.1)
60 4:1%1’01123 prouhoi K # R b i (KX856737.1)
100 Gephyrothuria alcocki ¥ 76 = 18 & & & (KX856738.1)

Abyssocucumis abyssorum F4%F]75 (KX856767.1)
Heteromolpadia tridens & K| 12 75§ & (KX856740.1)
90 — Molpadia arenicola % % 3 14% B (KX856741.1)

100 L Parastichopus chilensis 3 E &%) X} (KX856742.1)
64 Parastichopus tremulus 8B hi 3 5 (KX856752.1)
_1 Thelenota anax H 7 {h#8(KX640821.1)

89 BY HE ¥ & (MN401255.1)
Apostichopus japonicus ¥ [E (MK216561.1)

100 Parastichopus californcus K& 3R 3% (KP398509.1)
83 Parastichopus parvimensis 78 & Fi¥(U32199.1)

100

A
0.02

B 2 T2 16S rDNA KF A B & 48k Lkt

Fig.2 Molecular phylogenetic tree of sea cucumbers based on 16S rDNA gene sequences



339 1R A5G , 5 < FHE VAV VA ¥ 2 (Synallactidae) [ 38 G2 #) 22 FE P B R Ge i AL 43 A 167

P4 R A 0 T VR U VA U 2 55 5 S B2 B (Synallactidae) . FEVE W 1T 219 16S rDNA 1 COT 3 A JF 41 55 #
TSI WS AL AN A B 79.8 % F 92.3% LI BT HHL X R E R SRNIFI EFH X,

YP-SPE #:i#i#8 % (MK002697.1)
77 Molpadiodemas involutus B (HM196531.1)

Molpadiodemas crinitus B (HM196535.1)
Pseudostichopus villosus Jt K 76 % (AF486434.1)
Molpadiodemas morbillus B (HM196528.1)

Pentactella leonine & ¥ 1& ik (KX874369.1)
Isostichopus badionotus Hn&j g (KX384012.1)

52 — Bathyplotes bongraini Bi#%(HIM196540.1)
100 Bathyplotes moseleyi BiA%(HM196558.1)

96 Parastichopus californicus ¥ [E% &(JN836339.1)
—(: Parastichopus parvimensis # )™ % (KU168761.1)
100 — Parastichopus nigripunctatus H 7% 1) [1(AB525762.1)

100 [ BY #1E ¥ & (MN427946.1)
98L Apostichopus japonicus % [E % % (FJ906623.1)

100

87

0.02
K3 FETlZ COLEEN A By Rty

Fig.3 Molecular phylogenetic tree of sea cucumbers based on COI gene sequences

22 BEEEREMSENE

2.2.1 BEAWHIE A 16S rDNA 0 25 R

IS M 2 R FRME S B AN H 16S rDNA B JE I F 5K 41 575~50 733 4%, i B N
90 1024k, Gl K BREF 5 Al & R Z )5, R 15 A4 20T 51 430 2 35 935~42 405 45 Fl 78 883 4%,
ARUTINE 4 He 383k 80 % LA L ik B S SRtk W 2 REVE A AT 2R . HENRT V6 VA Vi S RN B 3R 0 S B TE A
B 16S rDNA 41 B9 F 24K J8 43 514 459.6.420.0 F1420.7 bp; & 18 16S rDNA FE 51 92 K & H448.2 bp,
2.2.2 HAMBEHEHG Alpha $HH

T 1 78 1 2 R B U 97 B U 2 i 3 Bk I T 3 RO 99.7 90 ~99.9 %0 . 3 BTN 45 SR AR SRR AR B AL
0L 78 OTU K 197 %) 52 A RAE KI8T 2 Mg 308 A W 00 s e ol 442 350 8 17 31, U B 1 R
DA WA A ) 22 R . T TR V8 1) T 2 M T 440 P 1) A AR 98 41 ACE $8 28, Chaol $8 BRI 3% 2R 48 B0t %
V2 i 38 20 TR AU 3% B RV 0 V00 S R A 1 S 1 M 1 N TR S RE M R B T AR (R 2)

®2 BESHESNFEESHEATRGTE(0TU, 97%)Alpha SH 547
Table 2 Alpha diversity analysis of bacteria and archaea (OTU, 97%) of sea cucumber intestines

from the Yap Trench and the Yellow Sea

g %K * R AR TR AL 3 AR AR 5 ACE 8%t Chaol #5%k R/ %
FEME S B5-Al 4.26 0.067 609.71 598.56 99.68

40TH F:IH 2 B6-Bl1 4.42 0.043 642.32 635.37 99.82
MW 2 YP-SPE 4.22 0.041 339.70 342.57 99.81

i) M Wi g S YP-SPE 4.14 0.770 542.83 510.56 99.86
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2.3 WAEARK

eV Y VA 18 2 1 T A TR AR KA 18 171036 49,80 AN H 107 AL 140 A& T 206 AT s SR A1 S i
o 40 B L3R4 23 AN .48 A 40122 A H (157 AFF. 238 AN JE AT 211 ANF

R TR I T S I A = N2 JE B 1] (Proteobacteria, 55.2 %) , 645 : v- 28 JE W 4 (Gammaproteobac-
teria, 34.1%) , - JE B 44 (Alphaproteobacteria, 16.0 %) , 6-4F JE B 44 ( Deltaproteobacteria, 4.9 %) , HIK K
UFTFHE 1] (Bacteroidetes»24.3%) . 1% 8 B R ] (Planctomycetes, 9.0 %) , BT £k % [ ] ( Actinobacteria, 3.7 %) Al
AL MR # ] (Nitrospirae, 1.8 %) % (& 4)

FEFE S gl O A B2 B N R T # 1] (Proteobacteria, S 76.2%) » t 4% : -2 X B 44 (Deltap-
roteobacteria, 1 28.1%) , v-ZE I B 4 (Gammaproteobacteria, *F 4 23.7 %) , «-ZE & # 44 ( Alphaproteobac-
teria, 1 12.1%), 28 T B 4 (Epsilonbacteracota, SF 4] 13.7 %), Fo ¥k AT & ] (Bacteroidetes, )
9.0%) , i ] (Actinobacteria, -4 4.0 %) , 825 1 | ] (Chloroflexi, -1 3.3 %) FI R #T # [ ] ( Acidobacteria, “F-
¥12.000) (Bl D&, ZTERITTHEUFFE T2 2 A X052l E 20 ME 2.

7. HkFHH

100 Calditrichaeota
Lentisphaerae
Nitrospirae

= Fusobacteria

® Nitrospinae

® Tenericutes

" BRC1

® Latescibacteria

® Chlamydiae

® Unclassified_bacteria

= Dadabacteria

= Dependentiae
Modulibacteria
Firmicutes

= Patescibacteria

= Kiritimatiellaeota

B Gemmatimonadetes

® Cyanobacteria

= Planctomycetes

® Verrucomicrobia

90
80
70
60
50
40

30

= Acidobacteria

® Chloroflexi

® Actinobacteria

" Bacteroidetes
Epsilonproteobacteria

= Alphaproteobacteria

" Gammaproteobacteria
B5-Al B6-B1 YP-SPE-1 ® Deltaproteobacteria
HMms

Pl 4 R T 9 R B T 1 2 I T A T 2 L

Fig.4 Composition of bacteria of sea cucumber intestines from the Yap Trench and the Yellow Sea

20

10

AR 3 %

2.3.1 E W H I'1(Proteobacteria)

D v-Z8 2 B (Gammaproteobacteria)

TEHEH 16 V8 ¥ 2l B WUE W b v R TR B A XS . R R R T I S 0 e R
i AFTE B SSRE ) 7E A IR A PR B b i B U R b B EE AR DY RNV S i E b v Y
FESTEBHAMBSN,. X FEH T B-ZIEFH H (Betaproteobacteriales) A 1 F 3L A B FF R G F2AT H B
(Methylotenera) 5 B FE ) 10.6 %, Kalyuhznaya 2504 1 Bec 255 fF 97 & B 2L 05 55 4T 1 g 09 B w4 it
SRR B YIS, @it 16S rDNA JF 8 ARLEE H X AR G2 & & S AL Ae 2 (18 5) , & BRI T I
T EE IS AT g T IR T DL BRI R B R DT Y Y 4 RR AN B 16S rDNA 7 81 5 Ak il 78 1 2
iz 18 1 B B4 SR AT B A R B AR (Methylotenera mobilis YP-SPE-1)16S rDNA JF5 R K 1 N uEfk 4y 32, i
SIS EE T 7 MRATE 9 16S rDNA PR CRIT . 18 B2 AT B b, M 13 10 1 2 i 18 19 14 1L



339 1o AR L A5 T VG VA 2 (Synallactidae) [ 18 2R ) 2 B 1 B 3R 55 3k A6 40 B 469

P B R (Nitrosomonadaceae, 1.4 %) F B i T 8 W F2 50 18 2 CF 38 0.03 %0 W . H5 4R 38 W A1 1k . g
B o i st A ] SR A A R R L 7 R I AR AR,
Betaproteobacterium HTCC349 A #11& & K75 421 T 7K (AY429717.1)

66
—‘— Methylophilus sp. 5% 5% B 57K (KP606034.1)

Methylophilus methylotrophus strain HME94411 %7K (KF911346.1)
498r— Methylophilus sp. strain D22 7 41(MH900174.1)
Methylotrophic bacterium RS_M?7 3 3% 838 i3 J8/K (KC577611.1)
= — Bacterium KW_40 A T#i3E(AB529715.1)

99 L Candidatus Methylopumilus F41(LN794158.1)

Uncultured bacterium clone LNH FiJ#5 2 298 /R i (KM 150922.1)
Methylophilaceae bacterium KM513 %52 %18 (L.C193139.1)
Uncultured bacterium clone Clone Estuary_CH4_A06 i#§i [ITAR#1(FJ937706.1)

99

67

76
Uncultured bacterium 48 {5 718 (AB981856.1)
97 64 Uncultured bacterium clone MethaneSIP2_4_59 R/ 5 H T (GU584339.1)
Methylotenera mobilis YP-SPE-1 B BB AR S HE
A
0.005

K5 FF Methylotenera 16S rDNA K[ H B R &K B W
Fig.5 Phylogenetic tree of Methylotenera based on 16S rDNA gene sequences

Y-S 8 44 0 Halieaceae B £ 3017 96 B W 2 o o FE 9 0 F 29 0109 7. 306 . % % €045 17 5k B4
(Hatioglobus -6.29) ARV ES G 1,4 0,290, HEBRBA 00000 77 4 T JE A S 2 (i %)
R VLB

2) -2 F B (Alphaproteobacteria)

I S 8 Y o 22 B 3 E A H5 /N 1 H (Parvibaculales, 3.9 %) . ZL 41 T B H (Rhodobacterales.,
3.3%0) 2L H (Rhodovibrionales, 1.9 %) FIARUE i H (Rhizobiales, 2.2 %) ; B SR 2 5 1H 9 o BB T
FE A E H (Rhodobacterales,7.0%) ,

3)8-Z8 ¥ B (Deltaproteobacteria)

SR G 2 B U W) 678 I8 T T 24 45 BB & T H (Desulfarculales) , BB AT & H (Desulfobacte-
rales) , i S I B H (Desulfuromonadales) & i i IR & H (Desulfovibrionales) ¥ i 2 £k i J5 1 . & 3 B 7
ok 28.1 %6, AR £ B8 H BB T B (Desul fobulbus »10.2 %) F B 818 5 1M 0-A5 J B 7 3 87 940 ¥ 3 J 3 o
SEREACR 4.9% . W R WIBR IR B LAZLIR « £ 1 TN TR R A A B 7 R Sk F, 32 1K R0 e TR ) o
B R 3k 30 IRk B A 0 7= A TR J& TS 58 4 S A AL 1 B PR 3k 0 R

4)e-F ¥ #i (Epsilonproteobacteria)

WO IR S B MY I E X FEE RN 13.7% . A BRI E & (Sul furovum) % .. BLINIE B8
AL DLBRL B | B Ak 0 AN B R AR A N F T A, DU R SR A N B T2 R, AT AR RE A R AR FEHE
T VA ¥ 2 Mg 3 v R i B B0 O TR
2.3.2  #H H 17 (Bacteroidetes)

Cottrell, Kirchman"* FI Osullivan"*" 58 & SAUFF B 11 5 5 2 2R B3 00 554 BILA o 174 e A 85 D0 4 G L AE
Hifete EpE RS E R E AR HE S 1 38 T R T T T B T B R A S 0 T
W ITEE, HA LT Bk B & B (Chitinophagales, 12.2 %) #l & #/1 B H (Flavobacteriales, 10.7 %) b 3 E 3&
e T LUK S AR RN AR S 5 g el #Ee
2.3.3 # %W M (Planctomycetes)

MEW GG S B TR T THE S 9.0, o PR T8 40 (Phycisphaerae) by 5.4 %6 ; 76 8 1 37 GH 1 5



470 [RE S 38 &

oI b PR BT 1A 0.03 %6, WFFE R BIF 25 T NI A0 B AE S PR TS e h 2 S I AE T
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Fig.6 Phylogenetic tree of Nitrosopumilus based on 16S rDNA gene sequences
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Diversity and Phylogeny of Intestinal Microbes of the
Sea Cucumber (Synallactidae) From the Yap Trench

GAO Zhi-yuan'?, YANG Ji-chao®, LIU Wen-feng'?, HE Pei-qing' , CHEN Hao'"*
(1. First Institute of Oceanography . MNR, Qingdao 266061, China;
2. Marine Biology and Biotechnology Laboratory, Pilot National Laboratory for Marine Science and
Technology (Qingdao) , Qingdao 266061, China;
3. National Deep-Sea Base Management Center , Qingdao 266061, China)

Abstract; To investigate the intestinal microbial diversity of abyssal sea cucumber and understand the
material circulation characteristics of its sedimentary environment, the V3-V4 and V4-V5 variable region
of 16S rDNA of gut microbiota of the sea cucumber (Synallactidae) from the Yap Trench was analyzed by
Miseq high-throughput sequencing compared with that of the sea cucumbers A postichopus japonicus from
coastal aquaculture. The results showed that the intestinal microbial diversity (Simpson index and Chaol
index) and richness (ACE index and Shannon index) of the Yap Trench sea cucumber was lower than that
of aquacultured sea cucumbers. The dominant bacteria of the Yap Trench sea cucumber included Gamma-
proteobacteria (34.1%), Alphaproteobacteria (16.0%), and Bacteroidetes (24.0%). The dominant
archaca was Thaumarchaeota (98.8%). In the Yap Trench sea cucumber intestines, the relative abundance
of chemoautotrophic ammonia-oxidizing archaea Nitrosopumilus was up to 95.6% ., and nitrate-reducing
bacterium Methylotenera was 10.6%. By contrast, sulfate-reducing bacteria (28.1%) and Sul furovum
(13.7%) presented higher relative abundance in the intestine of aquacultured sea cucumbers. Moreover,
the phylogeny based on the 16S rDNA gene sequence indicated that Nitrosopumilus was closely related to
Thaumarchaeota from the hadal sediments, and supported the theory that ammonia-oxidizing archaea
(AOA) originated from land and expanded to the photic and dark oceans. The distinct intestine microbial
composition of the Yap Trench sea cucumber and aquacultured sea cucumbers might reflect the difference
of nitrogen and sulfur cycle in abyssal and coastal sedimentary environments. This study provides a refer-
ence for revealing the material cycle, energy flow and life evolution in hadal environment.
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