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AL ITIR R RER &L
i R T A T B ALE

X SCHEY, BB, EERL ZEE, REFEL BOAC
(1. R R A2 TR SRR, HE 570228; 2. MR R AR S SEAEE % 5%, ¥ 1 570228;
3. MR R Bk, W 570228)

T . e R I ER A 20 AR AR B L B G X s, 3 A B AR AR T R LR P B Rk A IR
(SRB) B I 45t iy 22717 22 5%, /il 1 E A SR A A I RAFTE AR, JF 004 T A G A SRR IR X SRB B 52
M, S50 EIR, LMD SRB M HEMAE R ZE R & TWZE, 220/ SRB M2 H ke ; AERHIK
L, IR H R A FC R (Solibacteraceae ) AR X 3 B FE R AN 248 MK, {2 SRB #HVE 4 45 H7E
B 2 B OR]; AEOGMETUAR I, A8 B 2 A N 32 8 e R 0 R R EC TR R, T R 2 D A A R =K R R
(Desulfobulbaceae) . FHIME4rHT 2, LA B A . B8k, pH Mt A SR EAMEES SRB BEE 451
H 2R P2 e A OC . A ST 45 5 B T B LT ARTRR H SRB BEV& S5 A8 RAAIE Y 25 P 22 S S LR L

i, FHL AR T B A S B R fe 2%
RBIA): ZDRAR; BRARERI s R4 TG
FETES: Q145°2 SCERARSES: A

SIA#ER: XISCIR, BHr, 250, 45, e s LD ARDTAR h B R ER 18 SR AV O RRAIE [7]. Pl AR 741, 2023,

14(1): 120—128. DOI: 10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.2023.01.011

1 1 8 731 i DX 4 T /K RN AR I 5™
W PR B SR T A o AN T Aty I Ry s DX ]
FOLIAN KA 25 AR SEAE I TR 4 i A A B S i A
HATIRRAE R, LI TURRAE O o 3 B i A7 2

REAT R B IR =i 4 J 7 £ W B ) A5 0B A R AT,

X B G LT RARTTRL A — BB R RAE B VA G . 204
ARUTRR AR B 5 238 0 385 (0.2% ~ 0.4%), i /5 T
SR (0.07%)8 %, B — i, DU A
BLT 5 v, DR TR o B 1R 2k 30 i T ) 37
SR T RIS, B DU A A R R R A R
(SRB) 7E /MR LI A ARUTRU P A B B, E &
AR JF R K S, ST S 4R B T4 A UEY
LA 0 4 T B Ak 4, DT R A1 o 4 i gk
f& % . SRB FELLA AT A 25 R 50 ) G 34

ks HEEA: 2022-02-15
EL£mEB:
R AR RLEF R H (Hnky2019-2)

FTG G bl A B OCBEVE T, BRIt BFSE
T S 2L B AR TTAL Y SRB, 7E A [R] M Jak J - 1
AHCHFFET 0, T AU TR E RS IR AR
FEUE LT REAPRIE L A TORRREAS th 23 B 11 BRIR A
TR AR 3 5T, 85 168 RNA I 5 4 A % e H A
J&T 64 )&, BIZE AT )& (Bacillus). YN )&
(Vibrio). MARZFHIATF IS (Clostridium) . A FEEIR
1554 J& (Burkholderia). Ay FLIC T J& (Shewanella) .
W AT W J& (Marinobacterium); Alzubaidy 2§ !
T 454- SRR I 3 B A TE L1 1A AT ) T 10 M
(Avicennia marina) H Br i Az 1) 7 3 P 41 00 F 5%
th, &3 SRB i fL#, HLL 8- X WA (Deltapro-
teobarteria) ;¥ ; Varon-lopez S5 43T B4 P4 21 %
IR i ST 200 1 Rt PR s it v 1% = B TN

&= HH#A: 2022 — 03 - 28
WA A RRREREE BRARAA T (2019RC039); FIK A ABEIE SR H (32160270, 31660128); 12

E—EE: XISUFE1996-), 2, MErg Ror Ay TR SR BE 2017 Gl 0F54E. E-mail: trust2281@qqg.com
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45K, 7R Deltaproteobacteria (8- 1 4X) F
FER R, 168 2 FEK P b DA MGAR AT P R A 5/ AT
h 7 ; Cabral S5 3 3o 2 e 55 2H A 98 B PG & R
B M B 2L REAR TR 9 A= 4, &0 A 32 o
¥F & (Desulfobacterium autotrophicum) TE IR H
EETEMESEIGYEH . TR R &
PR A BERVLT M BT T Y SRB 225
REHE T S ERER ARG . BB AT i S AR
BER U725 . R T IIRe B dsrB (11538
0 P R AR B S R R i TR R VR 4 A, R I
VL R 2 v B S T AR v %) Tt PR s it v = 2 A i
i Bk 2% B Bl (Desulfobulbaceae) . H. & FT # Bl
(Syntrophobacteraceae) . it i #F & #} (Desul-
fobacteraceae) . 5 [ IiBR I #} (Peptococcaceae )4 1~
B, XSS R TR SRB i 194
NG A RRAE, S Wkt SRB 114 22 14 AN i dg v 43
fFEs . BHT, XFLLAARTTE T SRB HE# 1Y 2=y
PEARE LA e SRB 51TFNEE 4@ WAF T A5 0 b
WA ARG R RIE o A58 R FH 5 38 0 P 4
A, BFSE T 16 P AR 2E S LR AR AR H SRB 7EAN [
TN VR S50 25 5, 43t SRB BEVR 4514 51T
FREAL A T | o 4 WA TR A A G, Sy I I 21
BT SRB 7 8 4 i A e 1 B b e H
SRR

1 #MR5ERE

1.1 KM SMIMNESFE RS T8
5 7R 28 W 2B AR AR R 3 X I (E110°327 ~
110°37', N19°51" ~ 20°1"), At g v 1 25 XU Ak,
AESF AR 23.8°C, KR F TR B 4R34 24.5°C, 4F
BIRE R £k 1676 mm; 2 A4 H ), #2573
24 1.0 m; SRAEHb 25 AL BTN R B LU D B AT e
ok 3, HUTR R —AE 0.1 ~ 1.5 m Z ], 7
NGRS T Y = | FA R O (NS E DN
T A KW 1B 3 (Avicennia marina) 4%, R4
IO PH B s, AEAR S A TR B TR

12 MBRHERMRE 50 T 20194 F %
(1 ) FESZE (10 A), 7Rk e ] WAy
THE Y XK, 76 LT AR N LA SRR S JE A 9 7 55 1)
I EE IR ISR AL R Z DURAE o BESLIOSR
LR RUTRRT AT 0~ 5.0 cm Z [8] Y DT
Yo BERFEXICN 3 A FATRE. P RE & R4

B VR FR B A S 55, BRS843R T
g3, —HR AR A B K B D R, BT KA
Hk ]S EG EE, —80°C PRAF, HI TR E WiV o3 bt
SEG Ty — R A B ARE A, T OB S
4 B IRATEAS SR A BRAL P STRAG I
1.3 MARBCMRAEN A RETURAE AT,
M e BURR R Z M . (A pH 1T (MR8 -4
Fl Z, FE-20) I & 3 6 {2 AE (%) pH (H K £ H
1: 1), RH EDTA £kl Fe*'/Fer ', R H
AR TR E KR SR Ak s iR
MK i (LOL), 2 B VE IR A FLE 55 /G 4317
i 25 A LR R AR AT 40 B, S R
Folk UL = 1 7 & B fig i DURR b AT 2r 26 M em 44
PLE & DU AR 2RI 2 )5, R Folk 1
Ward AT TR ERAS . DUBRE S22 X
T S b (120 BARED). THE S, (R EELE
WA HT X (AMS-Alliance, PROMIXA) #4750
(TN) FLE#E (TP) AL

K ECHE BCR 4345 $2 B0 B B BT DT AR
TSR NS AL S, s SR 5T &
MEAYE SR . AWMy EEE58E
PRI . S LRI LT 2 )5, SR
W ke — DT AR R AR A . R IR
OGN (b 5T AT FH, TAS-990 Super AFG) 43
PO 4 T e AR Y B i
1.4 SRB &M R/ OMEGA M5635-
02 (OMEGA 7 W] ) i 5l & 428 BT BRAE i v A
DNA, | H Nanodrop NC2000(Thermo Scientific)
il DNA Fis, {1 PCR 47 351 (ABI 2720) 4"
W4 dsrB B H . 7 HE BT 51 i DSR-p2060F(5 -
CAA CAT CGT YCA YAC CCA GGG), DSR-4R
(3'-GTG TAG CAG TTA CCG CA)®, PCR [ )% %%
42 £ 98°C AE 1 2 min; 7E 98°C A8 155, 55C
Bk 30's, 72°C ZEAH 30 s, 25 MEI, 5 72°C 4E
5 min { FHEERE DIGAT & (AXYGEN A A]) i
7tk . )5 R MiSeq-PE250 Il ¥ - &5 #:47
T (IR AREEYHARA RAR), ki
UK B2 2x300 bp WK 57, 13471 £ MiSeq
Reagent Kit V3,
1.5 Zits4r i OriginPro 2020 Ak {F 43 #T 0
FEURE & A 34 M oA SC B8 o 1 A QIIME K44,
P& H UCLUST X — 731 Lt TH., 4% 18 97% )7
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51| 5 4L) & X OTUs(operational taxonomic units, 7]
PR R on)#E AT A IR WAy, 2 E R A
NCBI £ 4l FEAE i OTU 43 2 Hb A 45 78 B AR 7
5, 3K 15 OTU F R M. 315 OTU F 2
J&, f# FH QUME #& 14 43 5l X 5 4> # A 1+
Alpha ZFEHEFE % f#i H OriginPro 2020 %% {4 it
17 a ZFETEBE 5 BT SRB 73 R4
534 SRB R JERIE M LU K Pearson A 153
Mro f#iH Canocos HEATIUAY T -

2 HZHR5SH

21 RFREBAMERAN ARSI
HYFAEPE BURAE (G 1), & BLTTRR ALY S i b o
b, FZRUURR L R LT P TR Y rh (R A28 A X
e, 5REMIL, WENKKLE (LOD A .
TN &wE¥iE, (H TP & &A% &R A pH %
AW EER.

x1 OMAEMR

S BKEY% LOI/% Fe*/Fe** TN/(mg-kg™) TP/(mgkg")  pH  IRE/C RifZ/um
DA 3559+0.47a  6.13£0.31a  0.79+0.04b 405.33£10.06d  447.64+8.99a  6.92 17.0 132.83
DB 34.19+0.34b  7.33:x024a  0.32£0.0lc 606.91+30.16c  248.22+535b  6.46 17.5 151.53
RA  3575:020a  6.30+0.093a 120+£0.097a  1088.67+30.01b  143.60+61.50c  7.11 27.8 111.60
RB  35.75:0.47a  14.68+0.51a  0.33+0.03c  1505.00£68.46a  106.53£1.33c  6.34 26.3 143.53

E: DA-F I, DB-F-ZMN, RA-HIZEHE, RB-FIZAR; TN-BA, TP-AiBia. by cMdoy B E TE( P <0.05)2= 5745

i, MRl

22 MNP EESEMEESHSN WX
FR AR A9 8 B i Bl 2 AR A A e, RO REDTAR
FR Y A (35.19 mgrkg ) SRR ZEAY 430%;
MR B B R T RN 410%. ZE[R]—A>
T, AEGIMES LUK TR A 8 B AR
ME . TE5Z, DU R DB A 45 &
% (Cu-RF). BHLY/BRALY 4557 (Cu-OF) h £,
Horp, ZESGREFIAR P, Cu-RF 5 LL#S A 33%, OF 4%

AR 41% F1 43%; 10 AT PR 2 (Cu-AF) & it
AR, s 7% F115%. FERTZE, YU A &
B LLFR S (Cu-Res F) 2 32, 76 6HEFIAK Y Cu-
Res F /i U235 2] T 72% Fil 76% (5 2, 1),
A, SR L ARDTR P Al i B 7 % & (Cu-
AF) JEEMERY 220%, T 76 T 2%, AN Y Cu-AF W
T ERER .

*2 AEIMRDENBERSELS T

FE Cu-AF/(mg-kg™") Cu-RF/(mg-kg™) Cu-OF/(mg-kg™") Cu-Res F/(mg-kg™") Cuiiim/(mg-kg™)
DA 2.36+0.73b 11.741.21a 14.54+0.61a 6.60+0.46a 35.19+0.63a
DB 5.194£0.52a 11.6+0.58a 15.28+1.73a 3.37+0.30b 35.43+1.15a
RA 1.78+£0.22b 0.16+0.14b 0.39+0.37b 5.90+0.78a 8.23+0.85b
RB 1.26+0.12b 0.15+0.02b 0.71+£0.57b 6.57+1.50a 8.69+1.15b
T afibchy 2 M2s S bnic
ERFEMWENTOR T, FEERLIRER (Zn- 2.3 TR SRB 554501
Res F) b3, Hip, R 5% Zn-Res F ir 5t 2.3 a2 M o 2R R MAIZNT

BRI 22 A K, F2ZARIN B Zn-ResF BT i He 051 s 1w
FOEMERY (55 3, K] 2); Ak, BZOEMETUR T i
PEEEE T (Zn-AF) & 5 BRI TR R 150%, 1 F
2 HUAE TR 210%; FLA PR IRAETE A 45 1Y LA 78
BRI EZAHEAK,

ZFEVE, TR B ETR N Rh 2R W
Shannon Z FEM:+5 50/ Bt alpha ZA£44: . Shannon
B, RHBEE SRS . BFRLMEDTIR
SRB Hf % ) Shannon 2+ PE$5 5t &1, 1 R 2241
REARN B el . AR 7E B 2800 2, SGRETTAR
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®3 TRMRPEFNRERSEASH
FEh Zn-AF/(mg-kg™) Zn-RF/(mg-kg™") Zn-OF/(mg-kg™) Zn-Res F/(mg-kg™") Znji it/ (mg-kg™)
DA 4.14+1.73ab 9.99+0.67a 3.79£1.08a 44.71+12.95a 62.63+10.52a
DB 2.69+0.31b 6.75+0.38a 3.33+2.18a 50.89+5.72a 63.654+4.33a
RA 5.94+0.39a 6.44+0.77a 4.3242.17a 35.75+6.81a 52.43+£5.23a
RB 2.88+0.76b 6.37+4.09a 4.85+2.47a 31.15£10.20a 45.26+15.68a
TE: aflloohy WL RFRC,

BRI A Cu-Res F - B A HLWI/BALIES 5 255 Cu-OF

DA AEEE CuRF [ ATEERE T Cu-AF
&0 100
5 801 = —
=9 — —
5 — = N
ol o N %
o = =
i —_—
4 L 1
=Y 7 ? \
N 7 N
B 20t % e ==
& Z 150 2% =
E 5o 5% 14%
0 L L L Il
P E ST N ARTES T A TE
DA DB RA RB
FEfh Sample
1 RTRSURUT R 4 B AS T P43

BRI ASEE Zn-Res F B AHLI/BALYISE 558 Zn-OF

< D bt S8 A 455 255% Zn-RF ] IR TESES T Zn-AF
£100
NN NN
z'ﬁso-
&
) \
2wl N N N N
[
17

40t
e =2 P 7
BN AR
&H: (

0 " " " )
FR e BN TR ZE000E F 2R AR
DA DB RA RB
i Sample
B2 ARV R S ARSI 5 H 5 1

4 IR SRB B o SHEMIER

FEdh Shannontg %% Chaol#5%k ACEf8%K

DA 9.71+0.093a 2278.40+£150.33a 2406.14+£161.95a

DB 8.86+0.087 ¢ 1840.54+179.54ab 1970.194+226.97ab

RA 9.23+0.180b 1898.19+351.04ab 1941.05+333.23ab

RB 8.2240.089d 1588.67+197.46b 1656.44+203.55b

SRB H7% 1) Shannon F840# .2 51 (P<0.05) T4L

REFR N5 T L, A e HER S RN B TR, 5
7= SRB ##7% 1Y Shannon 840 B 3% (P<0.05) & T
M= (£ 4).
Chaol F8EHIEAL T S48k, Chaol 5%k
K, XU OTU L H M 2, AR Z
ACE #8 %t 5 H R Al 11 #F 7% 1 OTU %L H .
Chaol 5 %5 ACE 158 /R UL+ SRB 7%
B R, TR 200 5 R AR A R
225 (P<0.05), HofAHE R Z AT .24 22 5% (K 4).
232 HoXRFLESRBHERESH TEH
ez AR b R BB PR Eh R R A SRR 13 48, X
SORLIRAEAE T 4 RUURFE b, SRR AE X 32 B
A 25 5, UL F PR O &R A G B (Solibactera-
ceae), Jlii i BR 25 Bl (Desulfobulbaceae), H.EFT
P &l (Syntrophobacteraceae ) F1 it 47 #T 1 B+ ( Desul-
Jobacteraceae), 4 I LHEFHIA T F 435005 T
81% (DA 5 Z ). 78%(DB £ Z M N ). 88%
(RA TR =6 0E) . 80%(RB Fi Z=Ak ). 7672, ot
REFARPN DU & H] KR} (Solibacteraceae) 1A
XF =BG 44% 5 45%, BLBiERZE R (Desul-
Jobulbaceae) B FHXT - £ 43 51 K 18% 5 19%, W]
UL, X PN PE SRR = BE ARG S AR TR
HRARAT ;s (H B ST B (Syntrophobacteraceae) FIR
WAT F B (Desulfobacteraceae) WA X = B 1E 6 ME
RN B 22 7 5K, B8 T & B (Syntrophobac-
teraceae ) FHXT F=FETEICHERYT (16%) ZHKIN (6%) 1)
267%, 1M i KT B Bl (Desulfobacteraceae) Fi X} 3
JETESERERT (3%) RABKN (8%) 1 37.5%. FEFH
Z=, M R A IR B (Solibacteraceae) AR 3=
JE (23%) AN KA (51%) B 1/2, (EGHEF i Ak
ZL W R (Desulfobulbaceae) WAHXT FJE (40%) J& Kk
N (17%)235%, B EFF# B Syntrophobacterace-
ae) FIAHXTFRE (23%) JEMRIN (7%) 7 328% (& 3).
U SRB DL AR 27 2 I B 284k . 7E0t



124 Fa

2023 4

B Others [O] Thermodesulfobacteriaceae [—) Desulfohalobiaceae
[ Enterobacteriaceae [53 Nitrospiraceae @@ Peptococcaceae
& Desulfarculaceae Syntrophaceae Acidobacteriaceae
B Desulfovibrionaceae & Desulfobacteraceae Syntrophobacteraceae
VA Desulfobulbaceae [_] Solibacteraceae
100

17%

80+

60

NN\ZZI\ - |
N

40t

201 |H%

FAXTZE B Relative abundance/%

0 L L L Il
FELME RN TIROLRE /RN
DA DB RA RB
FE 5 Sample

El 3 BlarZKF LUTH A SRB Y 4rZS4H A

WE, T ZEPUAR T R A [CE B (Solibacteraceae) F i
AT R (Desulfobacteraceae) BIANXT F LA, 43
B 2 5 22 52.3% F66.7%, i M B AT B R
(Desulfobulbaceae) Fl H. %5 ¥ 7 B} (Syntrophobac-

teraceae) X F L H =i, 430 2 2Ry 220% Al
140%. £ 2L A AR, T 2= 350 R &R R G 1R R
(Solibacteraceae) Fl H. 5 ¥F 1 F} (Syntrophobac-
teraceae) AR = FE WS 5 T 2 25, 430l 2 520
110% 1 120%, 1fi i 6 Bk 25 & B (Desulfobul-
baceae) MR AT I Bl ( Desulfobacteraceae) Y AH X
FREART 5, 252 F20 89.4% 1 62.5%.
233 BAXKFLESRBHFAERESH
SRB [} AH R 3= B SRR (8] 4) e BL T 32 1M )&
HYARXT F BEFEAS FEA Z A 25 57 . TR O
AR PRI, 7R ZERERAR PN 55 B 3 D' METTT AR
SRB ¥ V& 45 14 1Y 26 57, AR U AR 2 B i 1Y
J& A AN AR AL, B AE SR DR TR AR T B
SRB 4% J& TE Ak PN W] B AR, 4n 34 B 4 AT o
(Thermodesulfatator), H, 45 41 W& (Candidatus
Electronema) . Desulfofundulus., i i Bk 25 1 J&
(Desulfobulbus) . i 1 %5 R 7 J& (Desulfacinum)
S5 MAECREDTR AR X 32 BE AR Y SRB 4% JR 7E
AN W 3 5, W0 Desulfoglaeba, Desulfobacca .
Desulfatiferula, Wi 45 IR % J& (Desulforhopalus) |
W 2K B & (Desulfomonile) . Desulfopila 55

Desulfallas

Pelotomaculum

Desulfotomaculum

Pseudodesulfovibrio

Desulfarculus

Candidatus Sulfotelmatobacter 1.50
Thermodesulfovibrio

Desulfovibrio 1.13
Candidatus Electrothrix

Thermodesulfatator 0.76

—0.39
— 0.02
-—0.35
- —0.72
- —1.09

-— —1.46

Candidatus Electronema
Desulfofundulus
Desulfobulbus
Desulfacinum
Desulfobacula
Desulfosalsimonas
Syntrophobacter
Desulfoglaeba
Desulfobacca
Desulfatiferula
Desulforhopalus
Desulfomonile
Desulfopila
Citrobacter
Desulfobacter
Desulfococcus
Desulfatiglans
Desulfofaba
Desulfosarcina
Desulfotignum
Desulfofustis
Candidatus Sulfopaludibacter

FEEHE PN WA RN

RA DA RB
i Sample

DB

K4 DU SRB HEVE R IR 732K E 2 AR
AR 8 (B 5L R SRB AR 4252 I 2
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BEAN, JEREDIR R SRB B AH XS 3= Bt 2 30 2
P2 S, AR AT 9 8 (Thermodesulfatator) |
M, 48 4l B8 (Candidatus Electronema) . Desulfofun-
dulus . WBRERZE TR & (Desulfobulbus) | Jiihi #2451k
W )& (Desulfacinum ) 75 M 2= A6 3 FE 8 8, T 7E 5
Z= X = AR, Desulfallas ., Pelotomaculum ., Jiii
i % AR # & (Desulfotomaculum) . Pseudodesul-
fovibrio, I & W J& (Desulfarculus) . Candidatus
Sulfotelmatobacter, Thermodesulfovibrio T¥ T Z= 4
X 3 B ARG T AE S 2R AR = B s AR TTEARR
1Y Desulfotignum , Desulfofustis TF N ZEAHXT 3 8
&, I 5 ZE M X B AN, Desulfoglaeba.,
Desulfobacca, Desulfatiferula, i i & IR B JE
(Desulforhopalus) . B &2k # & (Desulfomonile) .
Desulfopila, ¥71 BT 18 J& (Citrobacter) . i FT
W J& (Desulfobacter) . AR ER & (Desulfococcus) |
Desulfatiglans . Desulfofaba T T Z5 #H X 3= B #I%
MAE AT F B
24 o ZHMERSIMEEFB Pearson HHX M
ST o ZHEPEFEECS UL R T R AE S A
7~ (3 5), pH. Fe*/Fe* 5 Shannon $5 %5 2 8 2 &
IEAHSG; SR (TN), B (TP) 5 34> a ZHE1E4E
BRI AR SC, Ho TN 2ELGAEE, TP 23
IEAH

RS o ZHMIERSELMRE Pearson XM 247

aZ Pt
R
Shannon 0.037 —0.55 0.64*

HKAE Lol Fe'/Fe TN TP pH I

—0.78* 0.78* 0.80* —0.45

Chaol  0.035 —-0.57 0.41 —0.65* 0.80* 0.53 —0.48

ACE —0.053 —-0.55 0.33 —-0.70* 0.84* 0.47 —0.57

e * I A (p<0.05, n=12)

GIHT o ZREMEFR AL S R AR AT A AR G
P, & B Cu-RF., Zn-RF 5 ACE f5 42 % 1E
A (p<0.05)(F 6).
25 THESH  LAmiE i e 1 g OTUs Xt
N SRB v HH W) F, 47 DCA 4341 (Detrended
Correspondence Analysis), 15 21| HE 5 il 14 B KA
KB /NT 3.0, Bk B4R M BB IT AR o B
(RDA) f#ATHAL IR %] SRB BEZE 520 (K] 5) . %
FHIERL F A6 36 AN SRR 2 ki, Z85 43 A i 14k o
HEL 7Ry pH, Fe*'/Fe*', JA(. . Cu-Res

FT6 o BHMIEHSHSEMERERLSH
Pearson 1814 534

aZFEME Cu- Cu- Cu- Cu- Zn- Zn- Zn-  Zn-
6% AF RF OF ResF AF RF OF ResF

Simpson 0.07 0.51 0.50 0.11 0.43 049 -0.07 0.34
Chaol 0.05 0.50 0.48 0.25 0.26 0.56 0.08 0.17
ACE 0.11 0.58* 0.56 0.15 0.17 0.62* 0.03 0.26

Shannon 0.08 0.50 0.48 0.12 0.45 0.52 —0.09 0.37

. * A OE(P<0.05, FEAREn=12)

F. Zn-OF {1 F RDA 43#7, HHr, pH, Fe''/Fe* &
—HEF A EEZ R R, SR B, Cu-Res F,
Zn-OF 55 —HEF 3l E 2N 2R, X A HEF
ol X AR A P R T A A ) i R B 3R 96.2% 6
SN SRB FETEZ5H I £ B N )& pH., Fe*'/Fe**
A1 TP,

1 DA3
o)
TPO)Az
ODAL
Cu-Res F
pH

~~
= Fe(III)/Fe(IT)
v
!
I ORA2
3 [RB2

x| o

< oRB3  Zn-OF
I o]
ﬁ DBlo RA3

o
RBI 35
N RA1
o
DB2

-1}k .

—0.6 i1 Axis1 (89.88%) 1.0

&5 {iFH SRB IT4 RDA 4307
E Fe (M)/Fe (1) 2N Fe**/Fe*', DA-F-Z0:, DB-F
ZMN, RA-TI 26, RB-FRZEAA P ; TN- VA, TP- 5.

3 W

TR R N E &R AR R EN Cu:
(10.5+5.18) mg'kg'; Zn: (51.9 £ 29.6 )mg-kg '™,
2013 41 2014 4F 8 J] (M Z%) AR ZEHE LM ARITTAR
B H 4 JE & /o Cu: 13.5 mg'kg !, 19.62 mg-kg';
Zn: 54.8 mg-kg ', 44.84 mg-kg P, AU I A
DURRRE il & s AT DL BB, B i S
ZAHE ., WEAEOT, fEE &R WY 4 KA
TR, BRI A MRS PR 5, AR ARV o AH N A
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5 DURR AT S A A ) i 4 AR DO RSUE 5 1T AT A i
O S 7Y AN E g e RO A (9.5 N P
B9 235 5 o DURR Hh o 4 Ja 4 RN R Y B i S A
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Community characteristics of sulfate-reducing

bacteria in mangrove sediments in Hainan

LIU Wenjuan', CHEN Xin®, LI Jiancong’, LI Siping', CHEN Yingjie’, TANG Min’
(1. College of Chemical, Engineering and Technology, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228; 2. College of Ecology and Environment,
Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228; 3. College of Science, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228, China)

Abstract: Sediments in the mangrove stands and the adjacent low-tide mudflat in the northern Hainan Island
were collected, and the physio-chemical properties were determined. The seasonal variation characteristics of
the community structures of sulfate-reducing bacteria (SRB) of the in-situ sediments were analyzed by using
high-throughput sequencing. The speciation of heavy metal copper and zinc in the sediments were examined
and the effects of relevant eco-environmental factors on the SRB communities were analyzed. The results
showed that the diversity of SRB in the mangrove sediments was significantly higher in dry season than in
rainy season, and the highest in the low-tide adjacent mudflat sediments in dry season. In the family level the
SRB community structure in the mangrove sediments was significantly different between dry and rainy
seasons, though the relative abundance of Solibacteraceae was consistently the greatest family in both dry and
rainy seasons. In the low-tide adjacent mudflat sediments Solibacteraceae was the highest in relative abundance
in dry season, while Desulfobulbaceae the highest in rainy season. Correlation analysis showed that the
seasonal changes of SRB community structure were significantly correlated with the total nitrogen, total
phosphorus, pH and the speciation of copper and zinc in the sediments. The results preliminarily illustrated the
seasonal variation of SRB community structure and the related eco-environmental factors in mangrove
sediments, and might provide theoretical reference for the ecological restoration of heavy metals by

mangroves.
Keywords: mangrove; sulfate-reducing bacteria; community structure; heavy metals
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