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S8 =N F 8RR ALE R RS RN 158
WE R R SR T RERYSZNT

KM AwtE FEA FeEs £ % OF o4

(AL HT IR R AA KB E BT B, b a0 A2 3R K35 Yo il 58 EAF T LA L, 100875, L 50)

WE AR TAD A KR R, 45 B8 Fi5 4y, JLIRIAL B 0] GeX] 8 i PR35 1 s AR fE 3, e
JR AL SR 0 R D PR A S A 5 . AR G A Uy S A A R SRV E R T 4, SR 16S tDNA Rl A
] 2H e 3 20 P B AR B 7R SRR ) T SR W R I A5 A RN D BB, TEAS FEX Rl 1 3R E M s A SR 4 R 1
W+ R YRR S5 MRS S SRR 2 R, B K |, Solirubrobacter %5 3 J& B4 ; Mycobacterium., Sphingomanas .
Arthrobacter Fll Bradyrhizobium 5535 BE 38 N s [B] B A A= Wi vE D Re . X 51 F75 50, LA AR AR A 7% (COG) R =
FEEREYE IR, AUA B T4 W00E 5 9 A4 3106 ), o m] 15 B By AMIE TS Je i 595 Sos A L, B - R
Z2 R IR L T RE 55 TRAE P 15 YA i 8 e S I B B ke Ry A DG, SR AA SR BT i 5% LA R ARS 3 A T 4 14
REAS A RO R AR 1 Y X T ) 300 - SR G E WP A R N DI RS2 0. A DG A3 A E S5 G ihant , Rl 2 3005 i
elrif, 2T - S PR T 2R ) RE U Y A

KUEIA AR PRI TS G0 s R IR S AL R T RE; i D

FESES X826

0 5l

AU AL AT B8 0 AR 77 16 3l A K Y [ A
B . PR IE , X 2016 47 4 [ Tl [ B 7= A4 5k ik
309 210 J7 t, Hor ik & & Ry 65 522 7 (. IR AL B A
R K — Bk fa] P AR 2 Tl [ R AL B A Ry LB,
FEFE CIE T KA [ R Y, — S
TAEFE MRS B RGBS A A 2007 | 45 BBk 2k 45 1)
AL, ISR, SRS I A L K S
PRI A T, ) JE i R i R A A L R ™ A
BE (a4, BT A ATl = AR A TEAR B ) A R
WABAFEGREY, MEAI5E(PAHs) . KR Y
(BTEX) . # (Cr) . #5(Pb) %6, B gk A + 5o T
IR IR B KG 2xF 4 3 A i 3 N 2t B A ok v 7 B -
Wl SO IR SE, B 2 E A @A (Cu) | 4R
(Co) & m T T EM AL+ 2 A8 K5 4 43 A1
KWt W, 13 U8 P Y PAHSs Rl 7B B 8 BB+
EHaE B d s vl W, i 75 I R A A0 R S A it
Jiih SRS 52 5, B AE Sy 3 b PR B Vs Yl A R AL
WE L.

* [ 5 S &R B Bh I H (2018 YFC1800900)

DOI: 10.12202/j.0476-0301.2021266

A AR 0908 A7 T A EE v, % + 3
B AR A o URS, F A R AE R RGO+
8 BREIR 0 A A ) BRI S R AR Hodh, - B A
Vi . BV 5 A RN 22 RE PR BIE S T s
PR, O A WFSTIESE PAHs, 7 2 W) 45 75 Ye i vl
U R R U RIS AR, RIS
A S R R B R e PO Bl AT 0 R R, R
A= W) T RE B IE S 5 A 8 Y5 Yl [A) 47 7E 53 0 ) iy 56
Z, [ E A A 2 B AR S K G T LS AR i,
5% 22 B PAHs Jilr 301 G 6% 90 1) = 498 38 A 0 i Ak /2 i
TEAE L, 5 S 2 i PAHS [ fift Bl 2 A 3 I8 09 0
N E N IR SR A e nk: SCELY, /| SEDOK A sk 7/ i3
S5K Je Z FEVE R 52 R, AER G T A A1 R S b - 4
Tl A 0 T 4 65 4 R ) B AR AIE R HL o B 3 - S A
S () 22 G PRI 9T A X A D

e I P R A sk MR (R B R SRR
R OB N T MR I S5 AT e p g .
4, 3T 16S rDNA A9 /=78 0 )7 5 R % H T b
Tl A W TR 5 445 P 2L SRR AT, 48 7R 5 Y 0 T kW B
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VG5 H B ZREVE I S . 4k PSR R RIIE
52 Pb I Y ox 3K PR AR b S A R AR, DR RIS 24
P T AR R i Jr ) 75 ik PR 2 2 AR e 5 e PR A 0
PR IR b S WU RIS A L, 45 5 AR5 By o
PraaR, B8 0% i R PR 42 i AR W B2 R, i IR R
A= Wy e v DI RE 4B 7R BlAE W 5 3 B a8 2 Ta] Y A
AR LB AL $ BEEOR SO, 2 H R PR AR Y
W07 55 5 5t 175 G W 3e T 5 08 S 0 T 1 0.

A SO F ] U 5 e A A 1 P L 4 Ol F 5
XA, o BR B RO R R R R R, R
16S rDNA = 18 5 I 7 5 A 1 2%k PR A 2 R, U
AN TR SR A 1 Bl A 0 A v 254 R D R AR, A T [0 1 23
g0 R - SR E R R, B s T G i 5 A
Yottt ds 254 . e e AL Z 1A] B AH SC . DRSS 2Rl o
VA A7 A [ 152 SO 37 98 A B 058 AU 12 (3t Ak K500 A
BRSO, O SO R 5 8 BB (14 1 A B JE A

| 7
Vb N

Bl
* SUR,

L5
T Eus 5

0 625012500 23000 m

1.2 DNARERMSEENF DNA $2BOF i & il
¥ 225 SCHk [15] 38 547, vl &34 8« >k PowerSoil
DNA 43 B 7] £ (MO BIO, CA, USA) 5t + HERE i
DNA; ¥k b - 438 57 Jo o o 0 38 225 SR 1) 52 i), kit e £
K DNA $2 WU i 22 , Jf: 38k S R i Hh DNA & f IR
D485 R A 520, B RAE IR i 2 K4 L DNA
RA G IT R Ja 22k, >R H NanoDrop 1000 436 56 B
11#: (Thermo Scientific, DE, USA) . Picogreen 72 (Quan-
tus, PA, USA) Fl 35 g W 58 e i Uk 75 12 17 43 Sl Az il
DNA B2l B | e B AN S8 4 vkl ok W s, B By 2
[ 20 DNA 2& T Illumina HiSeq 6000 *f- {5 (Illumina Inc.,
San Diego, CA, USA)5¢ BU% 3 K40 . [l i, DL
IR HE R 41 DNA S A4, 473 16S rDNA J¥ 51 () V3-
V4 X 5, 4 PCR Y J5, #17 Illumina HiSeq /= i &
0,
1.3

—'%—
PO

BEMNFHEIH SHLRECAH LD
I s R AT o A AT 3 O - R

1 MR57EE

1.1 R A SCk b E Oy R e
W ARG, 2B 1 A 2 1.5 hm?, {f F B
] 368 2k 40 4T, L7y b 1l 22 B R B B N TOHERUZ A
S0 R o EUZ AN, EE R A R N KA.
TR 15 Yy ) R T AR A, B R S A BB
. AW o B AE SR A (S1) K H i (S0) L Tl
(S2~S4) RAER)Z L HERES 5 1, & 1 iR, RiES
by 3 AT 0SB Y 9 L R R A A 1 T U BF AT A, SO
VEAE T 5. FE R AR S BRSO [15] i3l Uy vk AT,
FE DT80 C vKFE H AR A7, 24 h Wik & LIfFEH LY
Be 25 B A BR 2 w] (g, i D) R 16S tDNA Fl%
HE IR 2 I . AL FR A4S pHL B AL
W(TOC) 4 AR LA (Eh) 22 3Gk [16] 4Rt kit T
i

T
‘ S0
) 7 ®
( S1
82\
S3 ®
S4 :
=451 B
AT (
Y,
— —JEE
® HHERFE A 0 75 150 300 m|
HRE

fastp( https://github.com/OpenGene/fastp, version 0.20.0)
X AR B P UE AT B 5 4K/ MEGAHIT (https://github.
com/voutcn/megahit, version 1.1.2) X} {f 1k /3 51 1 17 Bf
B4 %% A MetaGene( http:/metagene.cb.k.u-tokyo.ac.
jp/) FF JE& FF JC 159 B2 AE (ORF) Wil ; %k 44 CD-HIT (http://
www.bioinformatics.org/cd-hit/, version 4.6.1) X} it il 1Y)
FL R P 5 AT RS, A AR TU 4 L A 4 5 B SOA-
Paligner( http://soap.genomics.org.cn/, version 2.21) ¥ ¥
it BT Y reads 5 AR OC 4% A HE AT LG X (195%
identity ), AR, #TH Diamond (http://www.diamon
dsearch.org/index.php, version 0.8.35) ¥ F TU 4% 3k K £
5 eggNOG U HE FEHEAT L X, PR EH R RRE A%
(COG) Hfig T R,

16S rDNA =13 £ I J 435 3 4o 58 28 43 #r A 4
A HTAAAE R TF 97% Y F 5 i N — AR AE
3B IL(OTU). 3155 Alpha £ FE P38 B R AE A A RE
ritt ) TR 22 AR PE VAR G 32 B2, b Shannon 1 Simpson
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T8 8O T VAN B 2 M5 ACE 1 Chaol $8%0H T1F
i 8 =F B ; Coverage 8 8UH T R AEEHANFEAR CERY
B R,

14 FiFoh A SRIYBIE 3 41T, BT SPSS
A (RRAR 19.0, SPSS Inc., IL, USA) JF Ji& 4t i1 43 #r -
Kolmogorov-Smirnov £ 55, DA & 48 18 & B AT A IE A
I T 2250 B CANOVA) Al AN [A] SR A 5 T8] Y 25
Stk AW T AR A s HEAT 43215 TCAR 73
(RDA) PPAS AN [R) A it S0 A= ) 45 46 /) i 5 A 85 1R 1 [
) AH S P 0L

2 HRSHIE

21 TEMEVSHEMESW MM RS TS
WU 1V Frow, 45 L. T HE ST 0 4N B SO B 55 R
H41>98%, # W AR SC A 37 1Y SCE RE A% L S0 R b i
T R B AN 1 ZREE . R R R AR S OTU B i ol
1641~2193, H: 1 Shannon $§ % £ K {H ) L #E S4 5
(6.54), fe/IME I AE SO A (5.93) ; Simpson 5 5
0.004~0.019, $5z F 1 fiz /IME 533 3 BLAE SO FT S2 £ 5
ACE 45 %1 Chaol $& U AE N [A] 9 SR A A5 3R B0 25 48

1  Alpha ZHMIEHRIT (N=3)

Ei314

FHEA OTU

Shannon Simpson  ACE Chaol Coverage

S0 1641 5.93 0.019  1809.66 1806.73 0.990

S1 1769 6.00 0.008  2030.04 2015.50 0.987
S2 1812 6.36 0.004 207230 206491 0.987
S3 2193 6.45 0.009 2497.42 2476.78 0.984

S4 2185 6.54 0.008  2421.65 2387.37 0.984

‘HE T
A1 11 B
A1 1 B I
— 1l = 1

(9 93 A1, Hodse R L de/MEL 23 00 HE BRAE S3 1 S0 AL
Bl 1 frz: SO sk A I F iRy 8 SR, e
ZFEVE ) 43 D 45 SRR 52, 20 AR S A T Y B
FIHE V% Z £ 4%, W1 Shannon 45 %0 . ACE 8§ ({1 Chaol
TR, BB/ ST AU UL R A AL S2~S4 wi Ry I
W T e R AR AL, H 2RSS R 5 S0 A LL B
TG0, U BH Y5 G 38 R 2 A TR 22 R P Y 5
2. ORGPV LER RO R T E 4R s X UAE Y
ZAEPER R A5, WAl TSR, A e T
J R R SRR SR B8 T E A ) 2 RN £
L A P R SEALI0 TS Y E A AN i 2R = TR TS
o + 58 R R Y Z R AN AZ B L — P (an
15 G4 a2 e, N 2 N IR R AE R A5 SR
WA L, 5 Ge Wit T - HE LA W 09 52 e, Ol RS
Hhn s s > 2 R, T BN 2 0 A R, BN AE P
FEvR S5 I RE, JF IR AT

22 TEREVHEEWERRER SN R
16S rDNA = 3 7 I 77 45 2, 76 J& 7K 7 b LA I i
707 ZE 40 B T L oA 15 5B R 0 b L T 1%, A
[F] SR A 2 B 0 A G A AR AE 25 55, WD 2 7R : SO X
B AL 58 J& M Solirubrobacter, 1%} 3 ik 23.68%, H
WK A Nocardioides( 12.06%) . Pseudonocardia ( 12.03%)
F Microvirga(10.22%) . S1 5 AHXT =3 B i K 09 # & R
Mycobacterium(20.38%) , FoYX A Sphingomonas ., Arthro-
bacter Fl Bradyrhizobium, /5 H5351°8 15.56% ., 15.17% Fl
12.45%. SO F1 ST s folt 2= Wy F i 45 4 7E & 7K P 3R
WK 2 54, 5 SO M L, S1 £ Solirubrobacter #H
Xt 3 B B W R A, T Mycobacterium, Sphingomonas
Arthrobacter R Bradyrhizobium ¥ Xt 3= B #8 fin, it — &

W [[umatobacter

W Gemmatimonas

M Conexibacter

M Anaeromyxobacter

M Rhodoplanes
Acidibacter

M Pseudonocardia
Microvirga

M Bradyrhizobium
Sphingomonas

W Mycobacterium
Gaiella

W Nocardioides
Solirubrobacter

W Arthrobacter

0.20 0.15 0.10 0.05 0 0 0.1
R

02 03 04 05

07 08 09 1.0

0.6

R

2 FRER#FRTREENRKFEHBZEHFIEST (N=3)
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UESE T A AL S 37 X6 T - BRI A ) 1 7 445 /0 1 52 1)
— KK Solirubrobacter T J& Xf 175 44 ik 18 %8
B, Li 552 g9 0F 57 L IE 52 PAHSs RE 0% I 25 400 il Soliru-
brobacter W J& WAL Wy A K, T BUHA XT3 B2 REAIR,
I ST 8% b 8 3 BE Y B AR AT g 7S Y W aa 1 o
M. 5 2Z M8, Mycobacterium, Sphingomanas .
Arthrobacter F1 Bradyrhizobium 7t S1 }5 By AH X £
F RN, X AT RE B E A S R A TG G R A
DIRE W ARG, B A A SCHRIESE : 2k B Mycobacterium
H Bradyrhizobium ] J) G2 18 £ &% PAHs Fl BTEX [ fif
Sk FE N, B PAHs Fl BTEX 1) [ fi# 15 1, RE 0% A1
FH PAHs Fl BTEX A A ik I A1 i Az 4 P25 B it =2 4b,
Sphingomonas Fl Arthrobacter V& J& " 1L 17 1% 21| B it 15
PO EE R, - H T 13 PAHs {5 4L & 2 2527, d kvl
W, 3R v JE = B B T AT R T TS i aa
ELA B 13 M i 3k
XIS T R R AR A S2, HILHER S
SO i A5 R I T Rt — AP UE S S2~84 £ SO ki
() B J 2H R E A AR U e 3 X T S B8R
S3 il S4 (1A J& 41 AL 5 SO Al S2 IRAEAE —E 25 57, iX
FRE 2 T PR B AT o B AR BT (pHL TOC,
Eh) . # B 4 52 m PR R 2L [ AR A 45 R Y, 32
S2~S4 W @ 4L 5 S1 AR W R 28 5, b 2 RE )
i T SEL I 37 %68 T Ui 0 S G A Y R T A S e A TR,
A DU A4 SR 1) B 2 5 RE 08 G R B P VS Je . DR
ZH HT A C T 8 4 18 PAHSs ¥ R A0 R, ) 38 445 SR 5 B
55 S1AHLL S2~S4 s 13 rh PAHSs ¥k J¥ i 2 FAIR, #F—
AR SE T BB B A A RO . DajicdE P A E 172K
(DR ISR el iR 2 B X i EiiN N Y o
BF7 L A b T 1 SR 3 1 5 G 1, I 9 R 340 A A3
KT YL BRItz A, S Y BT A AR R TS
YWy, QETSCHTIR, 2 M bR R A AN T
e FRZANSE U & b 2SN, FECORERINK A )Z, 16
K #5988 BB, B TS Pt RR BT, A B T (R
i i) i3 A RN MR 7K 5 G 0 XU PO
23 TENMEVEERDEIBRRERSH WL
F R 2 45 R, BT COG i 72 X T 5 A= W 1 oy
RE AT IERE, S5 R K 3T /R. COG i JEE £
10 Fh I AR YK O ECE L R iz B AL ) © CORE & ™
A FNER ) . GUIROK AL A Pz s AR ) . LOE ] &
HAMERE ) . POICHLE Fis 5 A - MO i RE /s
MR A ) L TOBR B % iz S AR © QUi A= Rl
PR EE G R Az i R A AR« HCR Y iz A
ARG AP OR AT 2 1) 3z S AR ) . v AR = B A
R B, 15 HIK 17.09%~19.66%; HURARIK A C(14.10%~

15.88%) . G( 10.20%~12.52%) . L( 9.49%~12.90%) .
P( 10.04%~11.04%) . M( 8.24%~10.76%) . 1( 7.40%~
8.15%). Q(5.35%~6.44%) . H(5.12%~5.56% ) Fll F(4.03%~
4.39%) . A[FRAE GRS D ie 22 R OR, BRE
Fras SR S A RS FEER 22, K So L
Mo S2~S4 KRy 125, ST N 135, ik, i — 2
Fb 38 SO FN ST A b [H] 4 28 W) DI RE 1) 25 S, 45 SR G & 4:
FESL A 7E FEMIIAEE, C. L, P, I, Q FI F #BF I 1
Y 22 5 M (P<0.01) 5 BRIDAE E A1 Q, HAR DI RETE
S1 ALY 3 B2 B 2 5 T S0, AH 5C SC R iz 18 i 52,
COG B 5 e fe K — 26 D) Bk, 40 E. C. G LA
K L, AU B T 4e 5 504 Py k47 16 8 09 AR 3G 50
o, ] A B H 3 A R P 8 38 BYL L 45 U A di A (Y
AT Qe S+ S rh R R TR AR, KE
JJ& C. G. L LA Q S5 B A0 , B N e
T IE R H TS G Y R R BRGSO
Bian, Xu S0 B0 R W, 78 09 RE BN U IR
A A T B ) O, B A TR 2 TS AR U
Py A P 3z i AR DG

F AR /%
EEEE e
[ | B [
I .,
B

B

s1 S3 s4 S0 s2
B3 TERESBHEY COG INEEHRE S (N=3)

7 18 3 54 5L R A2 i AR g2 11 S0 AT ST ) 2
Fefch W E I DIRESE A, HoTh g an L DL K Q 7
e R R e ek /L REE Y ) SER DA P i 0 B o 4
3TN IT R — 2T, W E 4-b~d, 5 SO HH I,
S1 R3] i 2 FE A ABC 518 2 1 3 K (COG0411
COG0410, COG0559, COG3842), #ATHER (COG0582).,
fift i€ il 3L PR (COGO0553) | #% {7 fiff Fk Il (COG3328) |
22 4 48 4k Wl 5L R (COG2132) o — N T 7K fift il ik B
(COGO0412) F1 Jit Bk fifg 2L K ( COG3653) (P<0.05) 555 I
I 2 =W A BB 3L (COGO0174) | FLER B
it 55 [ (COG0028) . H 5% % g 55 K (COGO0500) Fil fifi
41 Z FHH (COG1233) (P<0.001). ABC % iz &H HJ&—
PR, R BT R R A ATP K fif 7= A= 1 e
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95% BAFIX 11

) % 0.000 131 3 =m SO
° =% 0.000 513 9 =aS]
e = 0.003 449
H—e—— 0.08061
Ch = 0.005 67
—e—i 0.503 A
® # 0.001318
Y = (0.001914
e 0.965 2
e # 0.004 281

2
a

| EEE—

( EE—

jy——

( ———

p =

M I

—

o -

7

r R

0 5 10 15
AT FE /%

54321012345
2 ANFEAR IRREN = B2 5%

95% BAFIX 11

COG53 | EE— ' e # 0.008415 ==S0
COG0028 E—— '® #=+0.000 518 2 == S1
COG2303 el + 0.02016
COG041| ] * 0.02155
COG0410 e + 0.02129
COG0559 ] + 0.03563
COG384. ® # (.009 862
COG0174 ® #(.000 081 53
COG0307 ® = (.004 499
0 02 04 06 54321012345
AR E % 2 ANBEAR T AR = FE 2 5%
c 95% 15 X I
C0G0587 I [ + 004833  mmSO
COGO0178 == el = 0.009433 =mS]
COG0582 I 8 s+ 0.000 095 7
COG1793 e + 0.01138
COG0513 ] + 0.01398
CO0G0258 ® # 0.002 09
COG120] =] + 0.03705
COG0188 ° # 0.009 005
COGO0187 ® # 0.001 505
COG0553 ® # 0.005 851
CO0G3328 ® # 0.001 061
COGO0550 === ® #= (0.003 312
COG1573 == ® * 0.0227
COG0514 == e *0.031 04
COG0322 ® * 0.017 46
0 06 12 18 —5432-1012345
AT /% 2 ANFEAR )RR = B 2 5%
d 95% ELH X [A]
COG1020 je * 0.03491 =mSO
COG0500 E— o #+(.000 223 3= S1
C0G293| e * 0.01961
COG1233 =™ ° #+0.000 2231
COG2132 Em ) #:+(.000 033 82
COG0412 BRm @ # 0.009 172
COG0145 B9 ° *0.03099
C0G3653 Bam ) #+0.000 048 49
COG0146 EEP ° * 001757
0 02 04 06 54321012345
AR =E /% 2 ANFEAR )R 2 B 22 5/%

a COGHBEIMSOLSIThAEZER: b SOSSITEETIRTMER: ¢
FIZ 5. COGO0531. ZHMR; COG0028. FLIE & %M, COG2303. A LiLJEM; COG0411. ABC #iz &AM LivG R4
COG0410. ABC #iz & H [ LivF R%t; COG0559. ABC #%iz & H @ & B 7y s COG3842. ABC ¥ iz 8 A ) Fe' /0K ik /65 I
i R240; COGO174. 4% Wik & hiliE; COG0308. ZAEJKEF: COG1020. IRZHEM K & Hilig: COG0500. H B 72 iy ;
COG2931. I RAAG&E &, COGI233. MR COG2132. ZHIEALEE; COG0412. — )& N EE/K AR COG0145&
COGO0146. #IMEEEF: COG3653. MiMfthy; COG0587. DNA R&WFIIT i, COG0178. UvrABC 184 & 4i i1k DNA
B IIRA A AL 3 s COG0582. A F; COG1793. DNA EH:ME; COGOS13. LM ElE; COGO0258. i 57 o 45 W A% R I 5
COG1201. MEIAfRjiEHF; COG0187& COGO188. DNA Jig [alfiF; COGO0553. f#jielF; COG3328. #fif; COG0550. DNA Hl# it
R TR SR COG1573. JRMENE DNA FEE: i ; COGO514. K #i ATP /) DNA f# i€ rep £:[H; COG0322. UvrABC 85 R4t
{1k DNA 545 FAR B A1 AL FE . #0.05 < P < 0.1, **0.001 <P < 0.05, ***P < 0.001.

& 4

SO5SIAELIfETMER;d SOESIEQINRET

RER S5 S1ENEEER T
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SEORE IS A AT VA R B A e Y, R A TR X TS e
A HE55 T e B T T PO Li 09 AR R Y Tl R
G LIt A B T ABC 2 A H W E
R, LRARSCES 1B, AubédEP [RIFSE E— 25 UE S, ABC
538 B A W BOE A B T CE W R R B W TE .
AT RIERE O E S S L IRe 0 R,
B4 WF5T S 55 PAHS, 1 HnFE, Hois Ak M i 5 % 4 il
IV 57 il R 0 A OGP, S e il R — K S ST R Y)
Bris & M B E g, S5 Y ikm
DNA & 5 % UJAH 3¢, A X5 & &k 5%, PAHs X fif
JHRE it 114 75 S 1T 4 2 T EL DNA #3407 2 2 308 KU
(10 7K - B8, Z2 ] SR AL Tl . PN T K i i R I T i 2
Q o 2 v 1 G B g, HL b, 22 A S B R D TR K fi
fiff IR L) 12 2 5 Tl i5 Ye i i B ), 1l — 5K
R REAS 3 T N TR KA T R L BRI =2 A,

a 50
40 - Solirubrobacter
® S0
30 AS1
: 452
20 Pseudonocardi Mio:nﬁirgad, id S3
;\S ok Rhodoplan 1 glocaraioides Arthrobacter | o S
m Acidibac‘e
S AT e .
L -10f
a -20 Bradyrhizobiu)
Anaeromyxobacter
=30 r PAI.-Is Sphingomonas
—40 + Mycobacterium‘sé
oo
-60 —40 20 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

RDAI (68.99%)

— BB L P, 01 N A 2 Tk S U Y L LR il
PRl PP R 2 RS il 56 R D n 21 R AL IR Y A 78 ST A5 8
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Influence of pollutants on soil microbial community structure
and function at a petrochemical landfill site:
a high-throughput sequencing study

YU Shihang LIU Jiayou LI Zhanjie WANG Jinsheng ZUO Rui LI Jian

( Engineering Research Center of Groundwater Pollution Control and Remediation, Ministry of Education,

College of Water Sciences, Beijing Normal University, 100875, Beijing, China)

Abstract The petrochemical industry produces a large amount of solid wastes, including toxic and harmful
pollutants. Landfill disposal of such wastes may cause potential harm to surrounding environment. Thus, it is urgent
to study environmental influence of pollutants at petrochemical landfill site. In this work, 16S rDNA and
metagenomics were examined to study soil microbial community structure and functions at a typical landfill site in
northern China. Soil microbial community structure was found shifted when compared with a normal background site.
At the genus level, abundance of Solirubrobacter was found decreased, abundance of Mycobacterium, Sphingomanas,
Arthrobacter and Bradyrhizobium increased. Functions of soil microbial community at this landfill site showed
marked differences from a control background site. High-abundance biological functions, as annotated by Cluster of
Orthologous Groups of proteins (COG ), were found involved in both maintaining normal physiological activities of
microorganisms and adapting to exogenous pollution stress. Compared with the background site, differentially
expressed genes at landfill site were found, mainly related to microbial degradation and toxicity response to pollution
stress. Constructed impermeable system and low permeability medium conditions could effectively lessen impacts of
landfill on microbial community structure and functions in the surrounding soil. Correlation analysis confirmed that
pollution stresses, especially polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons pollution stress, were an important factor causing
alterations in soil microbial community structure and function.

Keywords petrochemical landfill; pollution stress; microbial community structure; microbial function; high-
throughput sequencing
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