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SR IR ZE R IR AR R 5 DL (Mytilus corus-
cus) FRIUTRERZ B0 T B AR . X5 550
TAE AR RN B AR 28 d T R I R = AN
BRELIRE AR TR U AR, P SR 2 v
Neptuniibacter sp. CAR-SF H1 Cellvibrionales unclassi-
Sied AR & B 7 W5, FEAEI S Neptuniibacter 1)
AFAEX B (Ciona intestinalis) It & B A 15 5
YERT. Sun™™45 52 278 1L 2R BN B HidR 24 d
SIS F % 29 K 2 (Carbon Nanotubes, CNTs) [ 2§
IR ST (Polydimethylsiloxane , PDMS) & & 14
FER T AL A A A P AN TR X A W i
TV A 5 TS B VI A ) R EOWE I RTR
AL S0 3 HEAT , SR AR B — Bl LR A o 5 77
TR E VB, H AT B AR A P o S
TR 5 5 1 S D AR S RIT 7 1o R IR
AW FTLL H AT K RS IR 5 H 2 0 R
P i AP 58 PP AT 5 TR P IR A R Dy S B AR A
B, FE 2 18S rRNA w8 FFEOR , 73 b 775
WA R B 1R S V)40 46 Y 5 [X (Initial Attach-
ment Area, [AA, DR BIGH SNV AH B SON TR O
AR T em BB D IAE IR o AL U PRV R AL
725, UL B AR Wi S KRS 1R sh W B A 1) o5
5 AWTRCE ARBTG5 A RHR BES 5 BEEL

1 RS 7

11 LIS SERHARAL R T R L A i
IKFRFHIX (19°32'6"N, 110°50'35"E) , J& i I Hk  %/
IE N, W JE AN IR H ®] . IBURE 9 18] I 7K
PR EEAE 28 °CopHT.7, BRI 32 + 2%0. B A
¥ BB AT X K FRBAIX i i .

12 MR CRAE M (PE) VRB I (PA) VR
BV IR TR (PMMAD 3 P E /K 7758 s AR
BRI BT e, BRI
IKETH 75% CRFBEAT RN =R E E 72
FRHPRAE b HEOR AR E N 0.5 m.

13 HEMRE  HEM30 d 5 R 3 AR S
TSNP MG 5 00, 256 b B T AR A IR AR )
KRG A S A BRI AT IS 10 b 28 4
E o JHTCE JT 7 73 99 1 B 56 i B (Hydroides
elegans) 8Lk A (Balanus amphitrite) % [GFL &
H (Membranipora savartii) #1145 B 6 X 5 42 90 IS
i R BN EOK BB L E, IE B LR E S

-80 CLRAE, I T IS 2L 7 o [RIB , BT L% H: AR A
LR TN S A R K B S 01 6 B & X A A= R 1)
SR, BN & KRR KB, 32 Al 52 56 ==
T J5 B4 B 7

14 SEKEBHEFHNE ZRIBFRECBT
12763.4-2007) A1 1 ) $L5E (GB 17378.4-2007)
55 VU R 43 5 I3 1) (5] 5 25 0 5 e WAL A ) i K
FEYIRE R (A5, SXT25) B VA i S8 R TR .
KW KK IR I 1] SE56 =, ) 2 2 80K iR 2 HiT A
(FH K/NRREE, GDYS-201M) I & & &« WAl 8 5
AR RSB 2, pH i (5, 818) I =
pH, R FE T CGHON, LSI0T) P& 2E . FI A L8k
MEM2R R o &N

1.5 SEM 734 FEfh 4 2.5% % 5 [ & Ja H
PBS(1 mol - L™ R 2% i, pH7.0) Yk 3 IR, L IE
Bl Y R o ) SR o R G Atk E <A T
¥ B% (Hitachi, S-3000N %Y ) W &% ¥¢ & % 1 T 5
FHIE o

1.6 MEMEEZZDNARE. I EMNSEEN
5 fdi il OMEGA Soil DNA Kit X7 & (OMEGA 2
], 3 EDSEBURE S DNA, R 1.2% B 8 b i
F, kA 0 il B 3 (K] 4 DNA, SR H IE [ 5 9 (5'-
CCAGCASCYGCGGTAATTCC-3") F1 )2 11 5] 4 (5'-
ACTTTCGTTCTTGATYRA-3') 4 34 FL A% 1 A4 188
rRNA V4 [X . PCR A : 98 ‘CHIAZ % 5 min,
98 ‘CAF %30 5,46 “CiE K 305,72 ‘CLEH45 5,334
TE N 5 5 J5 7E 72 CHEAH 5 mine PCR =¥ 1% H
Vazyme VAHTSTM DNA Clean Beads ¥t i [F SR 5]
wEEAT 44k, 15 20 5 38 7 £ A lumina NovaSeq
V& E4T 2x250 bp 89X P CE IR AR A
BB G IRAF]D

1.7 BB 0T mn@E s R U 1%
M QIIME2 da2da2 73 M A2t Fr 51 3k 4T ot &0 8
2 W G JF A2 B ik A 7R 3K 43 ASVs (Amplicon
Sequence Variant, 3 7 JF 514D . 22 nt H( 4
J (ftp : //ftp.ncbi.nih. gov/blast/db/) , K F QIIME2 [
classify-sklearn 52 5§ B A~ ASVs 4R 7 51 1247
VI oy 28 S e B AP AL B F T JE 2R 40 AT .
H QIIME2 1 R & 5 (ggplot2 11) it 5 Alpha £ ¥
P i QUIME2 X4~ J5 ¥ ASVs 3l it 17 4t
SIS AAE B 73 K P AR A B T ARA
LR E B HT R . FIFH QUME2 IR 1E S
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(ape £9) 115 Bray_Curtis 7 8555 fF , #E4T 32 A4 b5 2
BT (PCoA) o Jyitk— 0 LLBTREASA] J& 7K -4 e 4 B
7= 5, [ H RIE S (pheatmap ) 22 il SRR .
F Gephi (version 0.10.1) %% {328 HUAH X 3= BE AT 40 [
JB, ZHBE > 0.6 H P <0.05%H| LI 4 K,
VI A ) v A T TR B HL R AR . A PIC-
RUSK2 B 0 ol A= W0t v R A Ui 2 10047 L AL
s R LU A YRR DR 22 7« FIH CanocoS B
2| JLE X B 43 4T (canonical correspondence analy-
sis, CCA) B, DL S I A A W07 v 5 P85 TR 7 [ ) AH
Ktk

2 HBRESH

2.1 AEIARESHRENIEHE X MEIRR R
IR 75 3PP RER T, R IA R R 25 4
PRI G6 B A DX AR A B A K A T R A
B, JF 75 L B L IR RO . FERE IR AL
B HIAAEERF S, RS 2R R, 45 3%
WE 1R,

22 3IMARESHENIVIEME X EZMEYRE
EERGEMESR

22.1 Alpha Z #9471  HHfE 18S rRNA I /7 45

N 41¥D15 97 110 70KVAXL 2k 30um )

e e soim A
1 FRIKRESHREIVIEME X BEMER SEM El&
a. PASRIHHERALE BYIUG I X b, PE R 1 SUB Y]
RIEX s . PMMA 2RI B [BAL & RATAR T X .
Fig. 1 SEM images of biofilms on the IAA of different
macrofoulers
a. PA surface TAA of H. elegans; b. PE surface IAA of B.
amphitrite; c. PMMA surface IAA of M. savartii.

B, A5 301 257 383 % Un e, b 5 15 F
1038 595 2k = i 7 41,2 1954~ ASV. 1R [
FLE A BRI SUBE 2 1 TAA, EAZAED)
THEARSEWENHEER . SEFERE RHRL
i 7 AH EE L % IR AL 8 R AR B o X B AX AR )
TEVEAE 3FIAT R L PRl Sk = L 2 R RS
LY YR, M SOURE e AE PM _E 32 8 B ek, #E 35
B RTEPA L2 FEM S RAK. B4, 5 PE
HTPA PR TR B, 78 PM 22 18 f 1 56 #5385 A
U AT TAA BEE ) 2 FEE I AR GR D

R 3FARESHRINVEME X ERRE DR R SHFHER

Tab.1 Eukaryotic community diversity index on the IAA of three macrofoulers

FE FE M E ANt EL FH R TR W51 VP
Sample Chaol Shannon Simpson Pielou_e Observed_species
DPEM 489 6.838 0.956 0.779 440
DPAM 381 6.457 0.959 0.763 353
DPMM 250 6.472 0.973 0.813 250
DPEH 349 4.148 0.764 0.505 296
DPAH 423 4.851 0.850 0.577 341
DPMH 214 1.281 0.233 0.176 155
DPEB 294 4765 0.855 0.594 261
DPAB 328 6.041 0.958 0.740 287
DPMB 160 3214 0.645 0.446 148

W :PE. R OM  PA. SR  PM. JEH L PUGIR TG . M. % IBAL & R HL RS B, SUAE
Note: PE. polyethylene, PA. polyamide, PM. polymethyl methacrylate. M. M. sabotii, H. H. elegans, B. B. amphitrite.

222 FBAABFHMAWIANAB R A M ZH
AEEM  TEJE K, ANEIE & X 0 B A
DT B 2 RS L A9 22 S B S (F) 2-0) , FE AR R

F B (HD VAU T (B A IGEFLE L (VMDIAA 5
LR 45 5 1 25 & Ulva (43.02% ~ 93.31%) 43
%3 18 J& Picochlorum (10.74% ~ 60.86%) fll /)N FL BT |
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Monhystrella (12.08% ~ 34.78%) , HYJ{E PM I 5
thi Ko b4k, Heliospora 7 PE I [ S0 ik 47 TAA

W Ulva

it ik 36.23% , Metacyatholaimus 7E PA I /5 LHiA
13.92%
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Prasinoderma
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HZMEMEEBKTMER (a) \PCoA 53 HTE (b)) FB K TR A 2 A E ()

B A= BEAL T 1T 20 (¥
Fig.2 Composition of eukaryotic community at the genus level (a) , PCoA analysis diagram(b), cluster analysis heat map(c)

(top 20 genera by relative abundance).

LA FE 53 BT I (PCoA) (18] 2-b) 52 7% [F) i 452
NV IAA B R Ve A O BURE =7, RIVTAA
FAGT A D RE VR B0 25 M 2R S B M A S 95 B
YIRS R M i3 — 2D B PA LY
SUHE A TAA FAZ U E VR 0 S5 i 4L i 5 oAtk
SRR AL AR ZZ ALK . AR IIAE S A dL(HD
IAA L3 & A 468 (Ulva) 5 57 IR AL & (VD
TAA FIMR 34 & /N B J& (Monhystrella) B 55 &
(Skeletonema) ~ & Bk ¥ J& (Coccomyxa) ~ 7N ¥A ¥ J&
(Cyclotella) , Stephanolaimus 1£ DPMM H (5 £ 3 ; 1
FESUHERE (BYIAA vh, AN [ IR A RE 3 T A 35 )
B 52 AN [A] , PE SN Heliospora , PM SN Picochlorum , PA
K/NER 8 )& (Chlorella) « Cryptosporidium « T F0 BR i

J& (Nannochloropsis) <Metacyatholaimus L% 22 35 )&
(Antithamnionella) (F 2-¢) .

2.3 KEUSIRENYIIAA EAZREEE R LI
& TESSEE RGURAE 1 IR AL & BUIAA B
A WA v IR A SGIEZ K003 15 89.71%61.84%
53.89%. B [RHEFLE HUIAA M 25 1 1715 4 14
B35 B e R (R 2) o fEFLILM 2% K b (] 3),
3 FhAS [R5 10 s WD 00 46 B 5 DX R R B A P e v
BAEMKEBOE A, TSR RIAA (0 45 B 1%
BN B IREL & U TAA (RS H AT e
H 3 FAN R 75 10 sh V)40 46 B A X R A vy e T 1
VIR AAAE — E 227 . MR AV BUIAA E Y
REVEILA 15 Dl B/, KB 8 T 4T
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(Chlorophyta) «#E:# |'] (Bacillariophyta) , 2 H1f 26 J& T (Apicomplexa) o B IR AL & HILH 1545

(Uha) WTOELEURZ . SURILA 14 EEE @R, KE0 8 T L5 (Nematoda) i

PERJ&E , K83 J& 4% ] (Chlorophyta)  Ti & 54 '] (Bacillariophyta) \ Tl & 43I ] (Apicomplexa) o
R2 IMARBESIRRNIVIAME X EZME YRR LW EIRINE 4

Tab.1 Topological features of the co-occurrence network of eukaryotic community on the IAA of three macrofoulers

X 2 471 F5 JE 14 Network topology features TSR HU(H. elegans)  SUHAZ(B. amphitrite) 5% FRIEFLE H(M. savartii)
T 5% Node Number 31 35 36
11%7 Number of edges 146 152 193
1E/61 105 Number of positive/negative edges 131/15 94/58 104/89
“FI4F average degree 9.419 8.686 10.722
I &% % £ Network density 0.314 0.255 0.306
(a) - SpsRam
/|
- / Lanl.\teria » p_Chlorophyta
) /53 7 yara S\ = p_Chlorophyta w p_unclassified
™hia "' ] Nagr@ﬂoﬁs A\ o » p_unclassified » p_Apicomplexa
g ’v /AN = p_Apicomplexa u p_Bacillariophyta
CM’UN’/ w cn’&&_., ; { §9ﬂ‘id|a = p_Bacillariophyta i N O . E,N&‘maloda]
"Chb 4 pé \  u p_Nematoda Tell*mns‘ T~ ~ ANNY » p_Rhodophyta
/7 /r‘l"’"lr ng}-ﬁ,‘s\. /,';" = p_Discosea NS e | \ N P » p_Discosea
b ol Bt Pelaﬁnlum" A Dewmus - prra%inn(lcrmophyta p_Prasinodermophyta
\ TR 7 TN { p_Rotifera Cla"‘ p_Rotifera
AN Prasid@erma -/ 1 \
RSN — Sk — Sk
NS o
\ 1/ Au'och‘.'}adoia Cylind®theca
pe— {/ S N\
Cocdginyxa cyd®ella
Colidthoca
(c)

p_Chlorophyta
p_unclassified
p_Nematoda
p_Bacillariophyta
p_Apicomplexa

p_Rhodophyta

p_Discosea
p_Chytridiomycota

p_Prasinodermophyta

4 A\ 2 p_Rotifera
- V/ vt /) — S1H%
S N
Eaon X .
Cnredecomn =

El3 WEHEXERMEDREENHINME DT
(a). HRAE AL (b). QUBRAL; (o). BF RIEFLE o T RR B AT 1 B FRoR FTER) 1 9 RN RR S
FAb T SOELBU 2 b DR K R, G OFRIR PR, AL RIR IEA K.
Fig. 3 Co-occurrence network analysis of the eukaryotic community on the IAA of the macrofaunas
(a) H. elegans, (b) B. amphitrite, (¢) M. savartii. Nodes represent genus level species. The color of the node represents
the phylum it is located in. The size of the node represents the number of connections with other nodes. The edges represent corre-

lations between genera, green represents negative correlation, and red represents positive correlation.

24 KESWEIYIIAA EZREDEZRINGE  DhRe K8 & 4246 i (Biosynthesis) « B fif/F] FH/
FM  FE T MetaCye 203 2RI 70 BEAZ AV B TE [d] tt. (Degradation/Utilization/Assimilation)  HJ {4
FIThREIE S (K 4) . FAZTUAE YRRV ) 3 Fp 2 2L AR 7= W) Al RE & 1) 77 2E (Generation of Precursor
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Metabolite and Energy) , 1M1 #% 1t 5 1% 1 B& 1 £ W) &
% (Nucleoside and Nucleotide Biosynthesis) « 2 F&
R A% ¥ (Amino acid metabolism) & 4= ¥ & i 1 ==
F AW IR 42 T 5 # (Electron Transfer) « FEIY

(Respiration) /& B A4 A 7™ P A BE &7 AR 1) £ 22
AW i 4% 5 g 7 BR A0 B R B# fi# (Fatty Acid and
Lipid Degradation) 52 [ fi/F] FH/[7) 44 1) 32 B AR
B,

Sample F£ 5
m DPEH
DPAH
= DPMH
w DPEB

- 1 1

m DPAB
DPMB
ws DPEM
m DPAM
DPMM

'''''

"
ization/Assim
Metal

) i
ARBHERE

ilation FEfR/FIF /4L
olite and Energy #if (A= My g k(17 4

1 1 1

0 2k 4k 6k 8k

25 FEEEFRESHM T CCA ST K%
WAEP R 5B R T 2 1A A R P (B 5) . A
K ERAL IR 7 H R (T 3R B (Salid) X 3 A=
REVE LA™ 22 B35 50 (P=0.001) o #E— D0 i
FLOOF 2F 2 H 20 H J& AP 10 i 5 e R B KR
Y5 Skeletonema~ Monhystrella~ Cyclotella~ Cocco-
myxa~ Scrippsiella~ Atrochromadora 2 [8] 1] J&
NEA, RIEMRKER. WKEESE Crypto-
sporidium  Picochlorum - Chlorella Ulva % 1E ] 2%
KA

Permutation Test P—value:0.001

Sali

Cryptosporidium

Picochlorum

U e ey CREEEECEEREEES
2 Chlorella Qou
S B
5 Atrochromadora| @ M
S -1r Scrippsiella i
Coccomyxa
) Cyclgtella onhystrella
, , Skeletonema
-2 -1 0 1
CCA1 [28.79%]
E5 BEZMEYMRESIMERET CCA N

Fig. 5 Canonical correspondence analysis of the impact
of environmental factors on eukaryotic community

composition

10k 12k 14k 16k
[El4 ET PICRUSt2 TN EAZ M E MR E BT REIBER
Fig. 4 Functional pathways of eukaryotic community predicted based on PICRUSt2

3
3.1 KRESIHREMIIAA ERREDRENR R
Frm B BB AR SR L R GUBE SR ATBE IR
FRE AL IR R X A T2 MR v 4 4 L R B
B8 72 AN () 10 35 R AR, 7275 R S WA 46 X R 32
R A PRV S AL 2 Al SR B T O B W A 2
MR X5 CLRT AR W 708 KB R
HES Wi ) HRUB A 1O 2R R B AT N L K
8 FAZ AT O A P A5 3 4l LB 3 <5 AT %
BT LR R R o

ANTFLS 15 Bl 4Jy R S xR ok 2 D A
Vi ) i - ake FEHLEE i AN AL HE DN AT e 5 BB
R 2415 5 A 5%, AL G 2 5 GU# 2 4
AR ARG S HED,E ERER (Epi-
nephrine , EP) 22 5 J& 76l D (Mytilus coruscus) %)) 1t
AR AT BAN, W RE -5 R MR AR 2 AR 5, A
{54300 TAA FAZ AL VA V& S 0 v P52 1) St ot
P, AN AT B8R WA R K R 5 B sh W et v 1 B
AR E AL E YR b SRR AR
B X A 2 (Ulva) AR 2 BE R iy, ARG 5 B3R
AR MR A SR BRI, g duE
J& MR 3 5 WCE I A A AL S YR AR
R A WU B W) BV B B AR T Tl A 0 B 4 2 2 A
L AR 2 B IR Bl A BB A 3 2 T U 3 1 sk
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W D3R 5 T TR TR B R B 5 45 S W W AR B IX A S A WA I R T 797

ST VI 2 el D 46 R A ) ) 5 JE e
I #6358 R A ) T B AR SRS BB AR
YN -

5 IR L& TG I A X 1k 3 (Bacillari-
ophyta) B FA=E L 1X 5 Z R/ A T AH S ABL, G0 20 1
JE£ DL K 5225 Bl A 0 i v Ry 5 e 35 R A T ) AT
1E , 4n il 5% ¥ J& (Achnanthes sp.) « XU J8 i &
(Amphora cofeaeformis~Amphora tenerrima) < 3 1
J& (Nitzschia constricta) 23 5 W J& A H & H (Bugula
neritina) %) UKL RERS i H, REFR 2 5 A & 5
& M (Bugula neritina) %)) B [} & 2 1IE A K, Bt
0 7 R AR ) T e S i i PR L & R4
B
3.2 KESHREIIAA EREEZERNNE
TERFMINGEES (ElERAEYRER D, MAEY
AL 3E R 52 2% B A HLAE 3 A A7 A 3R R 4E &
TAE DB AR B2 e s FEAN [F) R B 5 45 3
YITAA, B md i@t @ K- F A — e £ 5%
FWIYEREAS [R5 401 30 1) TAA T V& W) 248 52 5 1) QB
VIR AN S B Ab R ol 2 0 4 R 45 F R0 I g
BORSE HAEARIR B 5 5 80 W) TAA , A
TACEE P 5 ) o P R ) BRI e A OC R BT S 4 G
B R WIS BB W06 I A DX A e v b g A
FIRAE AR A A 1 W R FH T REAE 4 7 A
AR A B T ) e P RN A2 S T BB O T R 4 B LA
o 534, 5% IRIEALE HUIAA FAZ AR P i 3L
W 2% (1 G AH o0 T 2 B H v T R SR A RN AL
Az HEI R E PRV AR SR A R T i & i 1 i
JSEVE [ TR, AT 5% 4 5 22 ) B U

i3 PICRUSK2 Ty RE 8 B% F0I , 2 W0 5 B 1
F R FTTRIARG S B 7 ) R R B ) 7 A2 DR Y
D e RBFAE EAZ WU E VR o FJE8E X 5 Sun
SERRT A RARL, b i 5 R AW
B R REREF e, EATR AR N IR I E
BHRH Y, 25 2 AR 3.

T 7K — 8 A 55 ) A ) ) E B A
Wit 5 B 5 2 5 T T 2 P T 9 R T B
RS e A SO R IS 45 s W3R M X e
W SRR A P e v A R 2 32 380 7K TR A B Y 5
Mo B G L & HL TAA B2 ) B H 1) Monhys-
trella Coccomyxa FFE3 iy, 7] e 5 il FE AR AH G,
i BB AE IR B K AR T B R . Picochlorum

FESUHE R TAA Sl W b = BE A vy, X AR
EENELOE ST PSP

4 %

T R T TR L R R TR R R TS B sh v 4
B o DX P A e A e v AL i R B AT I 1) 30
VIR N, . A2 TR KT, A FR RS 58 ) TAA
AV VR R AN R 7 2 Ulva Tl o i )
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Characteristics of Eukaryotic Microbial Communities on the
Macrofouler Initial Attachment Areas at the Aquaculture
Region in Qinglan Port

CHEN Yingjie', CHEN Xin®, LI Jiancong', LIU Zongyue', TANG Min'
(1. School of Ecology and Environment, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228, China; 2. School of Physics and Optoelectronic
Engineering, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228, China)

Abstract: In the nearshore mariculture area in Qinglan Port, Hainan, three materials, polyethylene (PE),
polyamide (PA), and polymethyl methacrylate (PMMA), were employed as sea-hanging panels in the mariculture
area and microbial biofilms were collected from the macrofoulers on the panels for high-throughput sequencing
and analysis. A comparative analysis of the characteristics of eukaryotic microbial communities in the initial
attachment areas (IAA) of three macrofouler, including Hydroides elegans, Balanus amphitrite and Membranipora
savartit, showed that the microbial community structures in the initial attachment areas of the same species of a
macrofouler on the three materials exhibited high similarity. The dominant taxa in the eukaryotic microbial
communities varied among different macrofouler TAAs, with Ulva (43.02% — 93.31%) dominating in H. elegans,
Picochlorum (10.74% - 60.86%) in B. amphitrite, and Monhystrella (12.08% — 34.78%) in M. savartii. The alpha
diversity of the eukaryotic microbial community in M. savartii IAA was the highest. Co—occurrence network
analysis indicated that mutualistic symbiosis was the predominant interspecies relationship in the eukaryotic
microbial community. Functional prediction analysis revealed higher abundances of taxa associated with
biosynthesis, degradation/utilization/ assimilation, generation of precursor metabolite and energy production in
the eukaryotic microbial communities of [AAs. This study contributes to a better understanding of the correlation
between the attachment of large fouling animals and the underlying microbial community, providing reference
data for anti—fouling work in mariculture.

Keywords: macrofouler; initial attachment areas ; eukaryotic microbial communities ; Qinglan Port
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