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Review of Bacterial Diversity of the Activated Sludge Process
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Abstract: Activated sludge process is one of the most important biological technologies of wastewater treatment. Bacterial
communities of the activated sludge system are the core of such technology. Accurate understanding of the composition and
dynamics of microbial communities in the activated sludge, the physiological features and mechanism of key functional bacteria are
the important basis for improvement of the operation effect of the activated sludge process. In this paper, based on the summary and
analysis of relevant literature, diversity, physiological and ecological characteristics of the main microbial communities (e.g. nutrient
removal bacteria, filamentous bacteria) in the activated sludge treatment process are reviewed, providing a certain theoretical basis
for improvement of the operation efficiency and enhancement of the functional stability of sewage treatment plants.
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MBS AT RE, P s 5 e At B
TEREB T RCR L T S

1 SRR R S

ST ARRE S, TS KAR BT i i Y
A EE R T E Y ( Proteobacteria ) (15
Alpha— ., Beta—FGamma— Proteobacteria), Jil 2%

( Actinobacteria) , JEREW ( Firmicutes ) , $LFF
( Bacteroidetes ) , 4% 1 ( Chloroflexi) , %
% W ( Planctomycetales ) , TR ¥ & ( Acidoba-
cteria) , fi§ fb & ® ( Nitropira) , P& W 1]

( Verrucomicrobia ) 55", ¥yl Jr ik AR, M5
KAk BRI A AR A BE L AN W] . Chao
Yang et al "F| FIPCR-DGGEH R 347 T 1% £ 15 U8
B 16S tRNAKL K 41, Proteobacterialz: Fir A Wy
e EE AR, HIRIE BacteroidetesFl
Firmicutes. Ke Yu et al " Ff 7 3 K 41 24 Fo AR A
% T AW TSR B A YRR SR, R
DNAFI cDNAJE LE XF & B £ 2 /M 40 & 4
Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes, F
irmicutes ¥ Verrucomicrobia, Beer et al”F| Fi 2 &
& FISHAIDAPI: (2450 1 KA IE.9JE EBPR TS
KAEFRT e AR, S REZNE
Proteobacteria, V- 4 5 52% ( H ' —Proteob
acteriat 26, VI 532%) , Actinobacteriarss a4
YIe#917%, Chloroflexiti15% /4, FirmicutesF
Bacteroidetes{W ULV, ARG AKG I H PR RS
. FRFF R RN AL SR D S5 1R & o 177 Liu et al R
M 8 X PCR-DGGEM — J A’OFIA/O T 2575 7K
J7 bR I N RS U R E‘Jf%éﬂi%yﬂﬂ—
Proteobacteria.

Xia et al "] FH8 F 168 rRINAJE [H] (1 1o 2 i I
PRLES A B e 1 r [ AR5 [ 1) S e A T 7K A PR S
P IIHEEIREE AN, SR A PR YIS
ZEM R I B R — B, RN
Proteobacteria, 1550%~62%, . ”~ Proteobacteria
Fr Rkl (319%-38%) , )~ Proteobacteriaft , 207~
25% I b & T Enterobacteriales, 14%~19% {41 i & T
Alteromonadales , 15%~20% A& T Pseudomonadales,

a — Proteobacterial?] 3 it 5 v — Proteobacteriatfl it
(30%~35% ) , T /2— Proteobacteriaf¥ 15 18%~20%:
Firmicutes, Actinobacteriafl Bacteroidetestt Lt 151 -

YI95%~ 18%, SXVUEHR L 2B 1I80%

(5N oA 2 | A QG S £ N G O T S T
e o A OmERmMSERE ) 148875 K8
PG TS Ve TR, U PR SR B B S Y
Mg 22 7 H R A RHAE & Proteobacteriaft FiT A3
PR o R OBE Y Dy g m b RN Y
36%~65%, Al L 4 W A Firmicutes

(1.4%~14.6%, ~F ¥} 81%) , Bacteroidetes
(2.7%~15.6%, EX87.0% ) VLI Actinobacteria
(1.3%~14.0%, F¥IHK6.5% ) . 5 ZHiH)—LLht
FEARARISL, X PORh AN R TG K AL i 2
SR, o5 A B 56%0~86%, HAL-1F
FE >19%0) i W & 4 6 Verrucomicrobia (4.2%),
Chloroflexi(3.4%), Acidobacteria (3.0%) Hl
Planctomycetes(2.4%). Proteobacteriah , &-
Proteobacteriat’) FEW /N (0.01%~0.51%, 3k
0.08%) , HH K] EHBBIRY W a-
Proteobacteria=F- % fiz 1=, 1 HoAth b J5 i35 K T
W, 8- Proteobacteriale: 1t % V/) Proteobacteria,
AU TG KT AR BRI TG K b A, X
5 a—-Proteobacteriale: 1 FE U Y BETE THEGE Fx
% (1951K25%~50% ) (A8 PR AH— 3"

Nielsen et al " B 25 25 /E FF 2215 K ) 34E L2 1)
R LB, FHEIK)T M REA T & A
3~TRL AT, HAR % EBPRIG K 1 7K
g1, LEMIBlT TOLEAA R R E R, HEA
AR REE AL, HAE A BRAARLI R
WP, Hrp 2R 5 28%, HALE 7%,
fiS AL TR 17 18%, PAOsfi13%, GAOsfil1%, K%
ME 3%, KEME 53%, X5 Mielczarek et al™
HRAEXT P22 75 7K ) A VR 4544 1H 20064E R 1Y
WF 58 K5 2 37 19 B0 T MiDas—-DK ) 45 2 40 —
B, G5 F IR PV YA VA A5 R i e R
PRS2 K K A5 KT iis A7 L.

Alexis Valentl n-Vargas"78 M 5 75 )88 b B
HHZE B LA I [R] ) CASTS K I & B, H
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Abppitee (BB R ) B9T5 K his £
FEPELE H AR/ N5 K BB KIRZ, CCA%y
M RRB], BT LU A Ui T 45 H
RAREZE, Higm545.1%, Hrf, ADF (H#ib
Pyt )« F/MAISRTR {5 K BREE Z AR
B A EVE T, TITSSFIHRTIARR . By
SR A1 T A I 8] 45 4 Y il Ak T AR (
Betaproteobacteria ) VLI ¥ U1 BE 2 & 1 AOBH¥
7%, Van der Gast et al "F 57t ¢ B A0 BB ik
K, G R HEEY R REE Z AR . #EK
BODX WA VI 28 14 10 RO, A5
HRTXH5/K) A IEE 25t A 50, Han
et al "R IETE LI E SOV AR, BB ATHRT 32
SCFHCRHAR, AEYIEE 2 R BRI

2 4R’

YLARTEA L TGRS IR B 2R, X s e
ZIRRIE NGRS T ESAEN] . (HR 2R E R
BHMG R II NE IR R IR DR, S80S
221 Q5N REa SN i I B 7 Y UK 98

H AT TG KA Ui 3] 73025
2R Bk ), Tl {5 /KA ik (35 2y
A0R P HANR BRI 222078 . REB LR 257
BO5 VNI 7 A A IR, (AR 10RhSE
B 22 R T 201 T ETs K A5 KT /Y
90%¥ 15 Y I ik [rl ", oA 2k BARTEIR B
R A 2, LRSS e R A A TR
JEM AR B, X 5 IR AK (1) 22K TR I8
FAAEAT UM E 2257

Wt 55 X B, Candidatus ‘M. parvicella’ J& F
BT IR NEIK e E LR, RN, B
AN T R TR VIR S R i 2 I 220K
B, JUHORTERO . MORFNE ARG 2. A YIEIR
i v B0 HE 44 55— 1992 Mycolata,  Mycolatar:
Corynebacterineae ViR Z Fhi A 22 1R B i e Bk ™,
A Corynebacterium, Dietzia, Gordonia, Millisia
, Mycobacterium, Nocardia, Rhodococcus, Seg

niliparus, Skermania, Tsukamurella#

WilliamsiaF W Z R il . H, & HEACE

B & Gordonia amarae ( Z Ri432544 J Nocardia
amarae ) o HIRMycolatatl & W AR TE R G502
AR, AR EATTEA A K B )2 R IE 25 57
BOR . Blan, KE I3 Rhodococcusd: K MR,
15 B g ~F Al b 8 FE R i O 2~3K, T
G.amaraefHACHS 0] — B, Spiniformist)
A TR R34 2 40

A2 A 3040 T FISHE R %, &
By Mrd R . qPCRAIFISHEL R 45 4, 168
rRNAJEH sy, FEPFUS R S EAR R A
i1 A5 22 R B 04 T A8 I A B 2R RORS A
Vervaeren et al” i it FISHM qPCR%E &, &
T & type 2INRYIZIKIS T, EEr 1 SVIFIH16S
rRNAJE R 2 [A] A OC B ARY AT %) B 5[] Fsf 3
W1, WP TR RS 2R B DNA L AT L
5 Ve N Mk AR L R 11 . D.P. Mesquita et al ™"
N TSV, 22K K FIMLSS 8] i 56 2 4
R, Al DT 22 R K 0 K A o

Seviour et al | F 5LV FISH-MAR+Z AR A 5%
T Candidatus * N.limicola W) /E BigsME, 25 5%
B Candidatus * N.limicola 7] VATE TR 8% & KA
P BR BT WS L BT . 2 TN T 4l 8% 5R 1 type
096141 F1” Chloroflexi’ type 185140 T B 5%
WoR, KRN R Y A DA L TR A I RE
{HX AT SR MARE AR A 56 IE

FISHJEF A3 2% 38 1 36 F 16S rRNAJE K 7 45
e /i
1701, ThiothrixF1Type 021N B & B 7EAR A it A 3R
¥R A7, Martins et al "By 5256 tHESE T Tipe
021N, Thiothrix sppl Type 18513 B 17E {14 it 4
BISBRAE G 4= £f o Candidatus ‘M.parvicella’ )|
TEATRIE fife PR rh G B B At

Microthrix#l  Mycolata ( Gordonia#l
Skermania ) J& K i JE K09 £ LM AEY
Candidatus Epiflobacterfl— ¥£ Chloroflexi & 73 f#
BN FEMAY), Tetrasphaerasz ) fif ek
FIA Y . (HIEEBPRIG KT Hp 0 220K 181 3 5 AN
REREfRmEfR el & HAD “CAEYIREM WA, X
5 Tlki57K ] JCBNRYJRE 22 48 H 0 22 PR T ) 1 o

S.natans, H.hydrossis, Type
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A,
3 MEAH

FRETGKAEHE) ) FE5YZ —, 1EHEK
iSRS R AR R B . (B GERAH
et PR R 2 E AT (AOB) FNERSIRER E AL
(NOB) SEJ8HY . R i ik 9 AOBHINOB
41 3 "M Nitrosomonas europaea® Nitrobacter spp,
{HSEERTEK) ThARE AL A R A = S 2R .
3.1 AOB

ARG IR 555 FH amo A K 516S rRNAJE A
S MR 5T AOBRY Z A% . NitrosomonastE {5 /K
Ab P8 B 16S tRNAFamoAJT 51 LA K FISH: K
Wk, PRI — B A 5 7K A 3 e e B Y
AOBE"™, Wagner et al 2145 T 3Ciik H12002 1~ F)
FHamoASE B 73 T i Bt , 25 R BIR KZHB -
proteobacterial{) AOBEA ¥4 H BLAE T BLH /K Hr
B T N. europaea, N. eutropha, Nitrosococcus
mobilis, & Nitrosomonas marinafl HAth R 5
FIRT AR SZAIAOBIH .

Mt F Nitrosomonas, W. fi§ 1b 12 B
( Nitrosospira ) FE1E M5 el A PR e H AL
AR BEWRN R, Nitrosospiraie=S2560 w AL IR
Ve FEERYAOBR, 7E P& EFE, 18
WRPrME R b & E HEAEH™, Nitrosospira®i ii
ARV FE (PR, X TR R R ELAA IR
Kmf, # T Nitrosomonas 5 R H A,
I, TEARE R 1) 3R W Nitrosospira & &
Wi, HEELPRTEKT S RIEA R

165 rRNA S amoAXE RS I A RE A I 1 75
IKAEBR B —/ N A3 R P BEAOBE . V57K) th
AIRK AR5 BIAOBIE A 45 17 FHABL Y L R A 2
REZFEME, X LETR 1 BAR R G R B 7 RIE A
R RE R A AT REXT AL R A TR R
ISEI . HAT, C2R15 7AiM AOBR 4>
FERA 5, AT DAL R A AR SR AR A Y
IR LA
3.2 NOB

T AR, WA R Nitrobacter JLT-

AT LA AR P75 Ve 58 A= W A i o3
alifp,, I, Nitrobacter— BN N IR K EY)
AL PRI AR i B INOBEE . {H Wagner et al ¢
DA FHFISHATrRNA ZEAZ 1 FR FR S 4G I JL R 755 7K
PO I SR E I SRR O N S o N a1 2
Nitrobacterf £ 1€ . FEJ5 , full-cycle rRNAZY H7
J7 R IN Tb ¥5 7K AL BR T A 5 NOBIE B HiE 52
Nitrospiraf& 25 B9 EENOBE"™" . Nitrospiraft
TGRS VA AE Y b () )32 o A B ik 2 s
B 5 5 ARG M AN W iE 52, % AT P2l R 57 1
NitrobacterfIit R 4R 2, (HE X TI5 /K03
I~ B Nitrospiral?) A PR P FNAE FHAIL I FATT A0
T IRAR . Spieck 55— D 9 T 75 e
& 4 — MRS fb 92§ Candidatus  © Nitrospira
defluvii’, IT F| F P8 558 JE A 2= 0 I ik i g T
Nitrospiraft) KN, X 5 EENitrospiral 5 2
HET IR, AN, K IR Candidatus  * Nitrospira
defluvii V& N & —F ] LK CLO, B A S 4R IR Eh
1 OFF 5K 1 W chlorite dismutase (CLD) , 3 B
Nitrospiran] B 7E SR £ A1 YR SR 5 1Y B ft o 72
rh k55 BEEAER, NitrospirafE NIEERH A94E
NI R — 2P

Nitrospiraf Nitrobacter 5./ A~ [] i) A= 4 3R
W, Nitrospira8 KK WS, HA BAK K 5L %
1, TiNitrobacteriG G B & b, Kifiid A
JI MR BE T Nitrospiraft H SR A 55 Fls K AL #E
Y2 4345 o WagnerX Nitrospirafl Nitrobacter
Z 8] B9 5w S ML e BH , FE Nitrospira }y i 3
P I N A T, MR R SN A R I A R R Mk
&, NitrobacterZ i B Nitrospirafill h R4
P DL AT, H A R 04 2 B 0T il R 6 1 vk 3
J&i . NitrospiraF 1A BRI BRSO A H L3
, ATHESE M ARG Nitrobacter ) B0 m HEFFE—
AR B K1, 25 406 Nitrospiral)
AR,

{6 PR 75 6 P 9 AOBER FINOB R i B 3t /4
R, 252 AOBE FINOBIE 22 8] (156 2 i 42 4%,
AT REIR T S 3 4 iy S oAt — L6 F 22 iy A= K A F
PIASH FE™Y, XS AU T B IR A IR R o
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a1

3.3 REiE

REFOET ARG IR )5 1 5 318 0 S
AN & T 77 08T 1 &8 Alcaligenes, 2 0T &
Bacillus, "= 2214 R J& Hyphomicrobium, W FEFT
1# J& Methylobacterium, RIEKE )& Paracoccus, 1%
P B J& PseudomonasVh I Hofth—2E g™ {H &
PG i RE % 07 ok SO 5 K A BT v B A
AR R I e, MRS SR IR TEpE o 3R 5
R 8 S A2 TR 2 R A A — 2 R R
PE, BN EA A RE I AR E R G R E I
AHARAIE, Hop A+ 1z,

Ginige et al™F| FHFISH-MARFISIPEAV il E T
AzoarcusF Thauera(Rhodocyclaceae, Betaproteobacteria)
TEAEAIE V5 Ve b 19iG 3h, 878 T Azoarcus/
Thaueran] R /2 75 7K AL BT v 1y 5= 22 S il b 4
Wo BlJG, Thomsens3 Al M JAE TH BTG /K AL FE )
) i T 24 TR v e B v = 2 ) S i A TR s
T Curvibacter(Betaproteobacteria),
Thauera, %5 % 7R Thauera®] LA [7] Bt W WAL 7 R
. NREE . W . CRBEMEER, T2
Thauerad: 1 T 75 T MY A& & pa AR 09 R 45
H, R Thauerav] e TE 2B P 7K M R ik Fl 2
P I R b R A AR

VK] B IEANR] b ) SR Ak A R
WAIE], ComamonadaceaeFRhodocyclaceaelJ Ul
Comamonas, AcidovoraxFl Thauera (#f J& T
Betaproteobacteria )2 it TR ThAF Mk 5 09 R G h
AIPLH SR, HY RN BE 55 bR T Methylophilus,
Methylobacillus (Y] i Betaproteobacteria) %
Hyphomicrobium (J& T Alphaproteobacteria)™ .

FIRT, AR 223 F) FNirSFINirK I P fe A
WP R i AL A TR, Heylen et al™X) b T
NirSFINirKE: 7 1) RS04 B ATTOR rRNAJE
PO RGE R BN, RIMMHEA—3, R
KRG KT FIFA EHHAHCH) SUAH A 20 TE 1] B
A HH R E A P NicKJE R, AT A s il A6 20 T )
NirKJ: A 22 [ A A RL P 5 i A i A 1 2 [ ) 2
BEMEOCHE, DXL NirSAINrK 3 DA B FH AR 2 7 21
BEke it b SO AL TR AR ICH) o

AzoarcusFi

BR T Nickk [, HRRER FROY 4 M L6S
RNARSGE L BH, Nor(norB, norZ), Nos(nosZ),
FINap(napA)2s 76 [F] 9 S AL 4 1R 7% 7%
CBAGE AR N SO AL B 1) R G2 % B hRie™.
MIILZT, FIRGERER IR EEE (narG ) A7 1R
ik EH M BRI T 5168 rRNAK — B 25
H SR narGHL 2 H BLAE IE SO AH AL 40 B W E -colith .
PRI, H BT hy 5 5 S S s Ak 4 T
HIE MR G KT M RERIARICH
34 HEMREZELE

Nils Johan Fredriksson et al AR5 T B 5 7K
AhFR) R T 2 G iE TS e S A TR Y 1.6%
F BRI S Methanosaeta., Y5 KL R 2H 240
X EIAOA ( ammonia—oxiding Archaea ) 7E 1 15
Y FERE R TAOB, RIAOANALEREE RSN
HAER A RG NG e B ELAERY. I f
£ 41 B9 AOAY K Crenarchaeota B. & 5 AOBHY
amoABER PRI ) amoABEA

Candidatus Nitrosopumilus maritimus2 15 1>
B oy B AR R AOA™, TR R 5 K250
AOBA IR SRR 25, WRERMAZEA
PR e —m e R I LUt AR . Z AR Ia T
Grenarchaeotd”™ , {HIRAEE ISR Thaumarchaeotas
AOAX 5K 1847 26 1F (AIDOFIZ R T fif )
WA AOBRUR™, (HH TH o> B gl 4
RIE, DRI AOATERS Akt 72 v A IR Ab R AL %
ATHERATN

PRAR G A PR USRI (o A 4l ) 8K
KW, HETC S8R5 758 om IR Aa Ak
W, T IR AR RN, A ESEEE
GETE AL PR iy A R R o R /K B T R R
Jig, ABAEAb 32 R 3T i K A i R

4 REBHE

41 PAOs

FURS Tl SR 5255 3R W] Gammaproteobacteria
HJ Acinetobacter spp.J&= EBPRAR & " F H )
PAOS™, {H 2 J5 B DAPZE ¥ #5 ic 52 56 1 16S
TRNAZE K 7 43 A 5IF BH AcinetobactersE s 1F
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EBPRZ ¢ Hh £ f AR /b o i T afi B 55 T i A
EBPRFZ ¢ H 73 i 3 19 o5 — A Uik /N A T
Microlunatus phosphovorus, WHIE LI A HAG
PAOsfREAE™,

FETAER RO, HEiHE WEBPRRSEH
i B B PAOsSE: 5 Betaproteobacteria- RhodocyclusiH

iE B — 25 W — — Canditatus  © Accumulibacter
phosphatis’, WHA * Rhodocyclus—related PAO’ &Y,
¥ ¢ Accumulibacter’ B # ‘CAP’ W, H

Bond“'7E F1 16S tRNA PCR4}#7 EBPRHF ¥4 B 15 1K
E X,

Carvalho et al “'fii Ff PAOMIX#5 41 Fl FISHE
B AR 81— i S 2 A AU SR I SBR AR e,
Accumulibacterfit &7 Fb 1| 25 15 40%~80% . >4 2 )i
v 28 B DL R R R T R R AE R ik VR B
Accumulibacter] LIS E) T90% . TEALET AN
FRELEBPRIL Y 48, Accumulibacter 5 2\ 2l 4
(1 LB IR 3] T 55% 5089%

Accumulibacterf 53 A FfAE 5 EAOK T . <
& . TZAREIEIT TOLA K. Zilles et al™F] H
FISHEREH Flipoly PYL (I % T 38 [ 1) — HEUCTY5 7K
J B Accumulibacterf B 18%, 5 ELPAOsH)
73%. AL TS — A LUF S ~BR 2 T Orbal {5 7K
J- i Accumulibacterfd 15 13%, 5 &L PAOsH
26%"" I3 — WU AR A 5 0 SE NS K T SR Y
2t W00 AccumulibacterfEEBPR & G2 v B 5 1 3
JETE9%~24% , “FIE NI RRM Accumulibactern]
REXTVEASA 355 R R AL,

Liu et al "ffi Fi§ 16S rRNA H #7 f FISHER £ F1
polyPZt {4 WL < 51| LAl R 2 Bk I £ EBPRYS J¢ Hh
Accumulibacter[F] B} FL B polyPHIPHA, {H & A
T2 P A B 20— AR RN R W polyP, X Ui B
T Accumulibacter i 51 2 A AF £ T bk

Kong et al "] FHFISH-MARE; ARG T 12
3T K TG TG Je H ) Accumulibacter i A= B AR
BRI, Accumulibactern] DA TR AL 5 — 22 371)
AP, WNESERER . INFRER . TNEARRERFIAE 2
iR, (B2 R REh . . AEmABR S
IR Z AN LR B R . X 1 B Accumulibacter

SUAT DA — /N A3 /N B, T A 7k
fif 7= Wy W f At AR 2 89 AE Accumulibacter
PAOWIW AN . Accumulibacter™] LIF|FHO,, NO,
FINO, Vi WL T2 44, 2 AT RERIDPAO.

M EBPRZ 4t h & B 1) 53 — Fl PAOZ
Dechloromonas agitates., Goel et al ""E 55 2 /N
iR Orbal 2 v g FP IR BB 77 17 R 1, R A full-
cycle rRNAZF #r, fE R W A% & 3 2 T
Dechloromonas sp.. Kong et al 53 ¥1— J&E J} 22 19
EBPRI5/K) BIAE RS, FlHfull-cycle tRNA | 4t
O FIMAR, & BlDechloromonas sp. 7 LR & W
WCAR S IR X 2K 1 48 HE I D5 IR . B 3R PHAF
polyP, HAPAOMFCHIFFAE"", {H /& Ahn et al™
fE — JiE 52 5 % /N i 19 SBRER B &R 48 v & B
Dechloromonas sp. W] LA[RMEIM SR ER , FEE
TR AR N PHA,, [HAETVER AT A SRR
polyP. X1} B Dechloromonas spp AN HETE — L5 5%
TR PAORAUSAFAE , BN TTEEBPRIG K
| BB A E A A R — 2P Y

Arter et al "YE X FF 22 B9 288 75 K )
PAOsMIGAOsII TS W, FEEBPRIG K],
PAOsHIGAOs i 1) 5 1o A ) 1 7% 199 30%, P A
PAO Accumulibacterf Tetrasphaera, 1w ir g
fIEBPRIG K | W R F 5 (F 55 3.7%M
27% ) o Accumulibacter % 55 B )& 7K C/P L AH Xt
N, Tetrasphaera 58 A HLTARXT R, HAS
[EliTE K B AR PAOFIGAORETE 25 A4 .
42 GAOs

EBPR A 4t ' fix F % 1Y GAOs /& Gammprote-
obacteria W) Candidatus ’

Competibacter phophatis’
F Alphaproteobacterial?] Defluviicoccus vanus .
Candidatus’ Competibacter phophatis’

( Competibacter ) HH Nielsentd X & B IF
Crocetti™ B IR fi 4%, FISHAN post—FISHg%@ﬁi?
HEAH/RE A PHAYEIR, BT polyP,
Kong™43 #1 T Competibacter(?) 16S rRNAKE [H 7
H, Bt T 10FFISHER ST, Horh GBERET 2 A6
FI A 4 TA 0 B i IO ERER o Meyer et al ™ L SZ IR
W) S N g R BT T Dovanus—relatedfy)
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Fa1E

Cluster 248%t, FHAE3 MR AL A SE 02 5 b 23 A1
JEEBPRIG /K] H 5K I 81 T — 5 = BE 1) Cluster
240 . MellroyBfF 5% T — JE 7% £ < M EBPR &
4P i D.vanus—related GAOR R 5 K B H-E, Fl
JEIE 20 40 3 BT 1R ALFO68FISHIR £ 44 58 1 37
T 16S rRNAKERJFE , JESZ T Cluster 3F9 77 7E",
[G] B}t 38 78 T W] 68 38 77 £E D.vanus—related(t)
ClusterdZH i, (HHEHAEEBPR RS iy EE M ok
HIGE
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