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Analysis bacterial diversity in drinking water of O;-BAC water treatment

technology by Illlumina MiSeq sequencing
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MEAAMQARERR(TFR RZF EREHA K,
AL F 4 DNA, ¥ 3 16S rDNA R ey VA+V5 R, k3%
%45 093 &35, 55 F 3K 395.65 bp, £ F @ F 0 FFe
YA IR R VRS AT PSS AT A EF AT
RDA 54t F# 7AW & F 5. KB RAK P mHE %4
PR EFEAZLE, BRAL VAKX TREAG DA %
M LA R R A AL 3T vk R K B KR IS AR ok
B A=A &% llumina MiSeq %@ 0 5 %k 4 A B2 & ad
B T A A AR R B AT VBNC Sk A& 89 T4, XA R A 46
¥ 75 & X295 , Illumina MiSeq & i@ 2 M 5 T 4F 4 4% A K 2m
Ao ER AR F g A,

FE 17 : lllumina MiSeq; O;-BAC; 4k A K # 5 % 1
Abstract: Enriched the drinking water by using tangential flow ultra-
filtration (TFF), extracted the genomic DNA, amplified 16S rDNA
V4+V5 region, a total of 45 093 sequences and the average length of
the 395.65 bp sequence were got. After high throughput sequencing
bioinformatics analysis including annotation, evaluation, species
composition analysis, - diversity analysis, species difference
analysis, RDA analysis etc., the bacterial diversity and the
abundance in drinking water was got. In the result, the bacterial di-
versity is uncertainty and randomness in drinking water, the water

quality parameters of turbidity and residual chlorine are biggest influ-
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ence on the bacterial diversity in drinking water, but the bacteria bio-
information which got by Illumina MiSeq high-throughput sequencing
may exist without activity or ‘viable but non-culturable bacteria’,
but these bacteria are difficult to culture. High-throughput
sequencing technology is a good technology for analyzing the bacteria
in drinking water.

Keywords: Illumina MiSeq; O3;-BAC; drinking water; bacteria; di-

versity

KA Z IR R KA Z e —EH N AN RER,
B HOE TN B AR A 1K n SO HE s Wk R
JHKIREAR B & EHFHERN, R EWEERKL
P45 A (O;-biological activated carbon, Os-BAC)/E R 45 — 4%
IKAL B AR AR AE R W S R R TE A W R
it A B Y B P TR B R O A (E L B AR W e A ) —
BN E P, Tr 84S W5 T 5L W koK
b PR T ST R S T i A g i U T A AR A T 3 B0 T
AW B0 % L (H R I 0 AR K B0 A ) A i SR LB
FITERA — R, SEESED R RIS ED .
WAy K FF B (Mycobacterium spp.) . Z= Bl W (Legionella
spp DS A X AR K A2 W 2 A T AR R Y I SR — 38 B
L—RAHTA -2 XAHUAHETENEENTT
BORYPRTK A 77 ok TR ORI B

PLAE S R BOR g Bl 0, F8 7R T RAL R K UAE W 22 &
P K T AR 0 8 A A I B R BN I — AN e T i
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SOT A P 0 A S IR B B8 5 RUE Y S AR
o AR U SRR L (A AR 22 A R K R AR R e R TE AR R T
R R 22 30 A W A g 3 o 1 B 8 9% 1 O AT 3 A
VBNC B 77725 %R H K m A I 32 o8 7 30 R i Bk ik . i
AR KA W 43 F A 0 2 ke D 7 0 S E SR , SE I
i PCR (Q-PCR) \PCR 1 2 RS A 45 A 45 732 b A 3401
TRAAE A A 3 T AR K AR 2 A R I R B R R
Ji , fFL 3k e R R R A 5 W B R R B B SRR, B AR
00 36 R g T

Wt 2% BLHE #9 % L L FLXA54 il Illuma miseq ¥ & A 1%
FH AR T LR 1 BAR 3B H# A, T2 R F R PR
BT RO T SR 2 R A AT . K
PN R =N 7 R R e N
5 FAE A3 BT AR 7K AR ™ U A 7™ 5 AR I 45 S B0 0, K
BEEK IR G K P A 2R L. (ARG I T
AR K AR A= 0 g R o = S D PR AR P /K A A 0 4 AT T e
VL &R L R L AR 74 225 DR Sk /0, o A 43 s R Ot 7E DA
AR KA 2 4 M i e i B b, 22 SR D i 3R 1 O X
Ak FH K HR B 16 R 1 (GB 5749—2006) , {H iy 3 3 I
HIEHEAE R i R R . A 38 B0 3 R 4y 7 A 22 1
J5 1, Wl real-time PCR #: . RFLP #: (restriction fragment
length polymorphism) 4§ , {H il £ 5K, A B 6 M A BR 5 2 9
MIFAAE . ASBIF TR 80K T U0 1ol 3 8 01 ¥k 4 (tangential flow fil-
tration, TFF) % R Xt Os-BAC T2 4 7= 1k i K o 47 5 1
a4, IFAE I Al R A Tluma miseq 15 38 & 00 )5 £ A xR
7K TP RT BE A L B A T R AT I A R I TR P AR A5 T Y
FE DB U 5 R ] Alpha 2 8 M 43 BT K 35 . Beta 2 M PE
A3 AT AL B8 K 2 Sy BT 9 T 2 e D &5 SR IE AT AR AR B 2 Oy
BT ARAF AR 7K o Al B8 2 B 1 A 8 % 3 B 15 L A T 0 M
SR P30 5 M 35 70 B X 9 40 P R A AE 10 A R HEAT XS R IR, B
TE AR IK A T 22 A 1R S 28 WA 8 b 9 B A Wy e e ik — 20
TSR MR A
1wk ik
1.1 5N
1.1.1 ke

IR 12014 4245 2 A~ H BRI Os-BAC WAL 3R T
KTk 600 L, A AR HARAT 6 AR S 2R BIARIC A
A.B.C.D.E.F,
L1z FEALE S FEM

][] 37 #8 U& : Pellicon XL 50 cm?, 3% [H Milipore 2\ 7] 3

g 0 %% . Amicon® Ultra-15 mL, 3 Milipore
AR

A 2 A R B B SK-15 B, fB [ Sigma 2 #

{H IR 4 8 JS400A B, iR iE R A B A A

PCR 1% : GeneAmp® 9700 %I, 2% [E ABI /A Al ;

A & 4y 06 )6 E it . NanoDrop2000 %, 2 Thermo
Scientific 2 7 ;

W92 0t E it & 48 QuantiFluor™-ST B, 3 [

Promega /A7) .
1.1.3 514 a5 & KGR

214 5150-907r (515[; GTGCCAGCMGCCGCGG; 907r;
CCGTCAATTCMTTTRAGTTT): 515F-907R f 4 T. 4 4
AR ) By A R A A

E.Z.N.A Soil DNA 3 5 21 i $2 i 1 £ . 5 H OMEGA

/LE4

Zl

AxyPrepDNA $E i Wi is ) & - 2 [ AXYGEN 2 #l 5
CFC {5 Jf0 T 8 M 5 5 ik« AL U R AR B B ) 5
Plizer Yo I BR 74 Bl B % 2k . @ AW HE AR A IR
NI

HB0280 #i5 A¥: 2 ffLAF 1) 1 4% B AR ik i - 75 & ¥ W 2R 7 45
ARA AT

DNA % 4 B TransStart Fastpfu DNA Polymerase
AP221-02 . bt &G AW ARARAF .
1.2 R FH*E
2.1 JRECEES: ABFFTE RGO G O, -BAC IR %
IKALBR T2 T K g WE S8R 5 R K 58 19 J7 25 %0t T K
K e Sk AT TR ALAL B oK JE Sk K BT 0.22 pm Y] 1)
TR UE CTFR) 4§ 30 & g8 b, 9647 IR K b 4l o o 46 5 LD ik 4
HOKTH R UK 200 L, J5 2R 100 kDa 8 8 25 .0 8 347 8
TR B0 WORAR W, 230 E T 1.5 mL EP 471,12 000 r/min
B0 10 min, 7 13, H 0.2 mL TE ZE whigi (pH 7.4 #H47 %
fift JE iR A > — 20 CRp A s SR R [E] B 10 L B3 Ik VR 46 S
PEILR 2 R AE O — N HE L fF PCR 73
1.2.2 JERALEI ¥ 1.2.1 SRS R A E.ZN.A Soil
DNA {2 & $2 Uk R 41, NanoDrop 2000 i 3 & 73 ' 0t B it
ol DNA By 2l B2 K vk B2, 100 Bt IR Wi B JBE s 3k (5 V,
30 min) , Xf DNA 2T A g i 2 J5 Sl g0 T R A i, A
1.2.1 336 U o A T SR D) A SR
1.2.3 PCR §"#¢ & Tllumina Miseq il ¥ PCR §"#4 {5 4= 9
JER A1 16S rDNA 1) VA4 V5 X, 541 515{(5°-GTGC-
CAGCMGCCGCGG-3 7)) FI 907r (5 -CCGTCAATTC-
MTTTRAGTTT -37). 5" & il A barcode #5 %5 JF 5] . 5% JI
TransStart Fastpfu DNA 4320 plL WA FR 4 pl 5X
FastPfu Buffer;2 pl. 2.5 X 107° mol/L dNTPs, 0.8 pl. For-
ward Primer (5 X 107% mol/L).0.8 pL. Reverse Primer (5 X
107% mol/L), 0.4 pl. FastPfu Polymerase, 10 ng Template
DNA,ddH, O ¥ 5% % 20 pl. PCR §"H 7 3 2 24 95 C 4%
P 3 min; L 95 °C/30 5,55 °C/30 5,72 ‘C /45 s P HE 30 M
372 °C L RIR 5 min, BEAHEABEAT 3 UCPAT ISR 5 17 —
FEah g PCR = WIR G 5 F 206 B I8 Bl 88 6 b vk A (5 V7,
30 min) , f F B B i ) & U i |l PCR 7 4, )5 Tris—
HCT P Bt 5 2 20 BB # s kR il . ¢ PCR 7= #) ] QuantiFlu-
or™-ST B 8, 5¢ 5 it Z Ge AT 16 W 8 At 4% W )7 i
ROGHEATIR A A miseq SCE AT R I ¥ R AT Rl £
B AV EA R R R AT .
L2.4 PP oar Regeit x5k A e 45 R 1T 0 A i
R VPG VRO BT\ B- 2 BT 23 AT L R 22 R 0 BT 4R L 3R AR IR
53



E32E5F 6 8 HEWEn s, B Mlumina MiSeq U JF B BT Os-BAC 7K b B F A A= 7=k 7K b 40 B8 22 e 1

FAK i A U AR 15 S
1.2.5 EBEMEIEFRALIGUE  ARYE DT b A R s A 3%k
R B A TR AT R R S R SR I R R R R S
B 7K P T 2 T T SR A5 R
2 RS0
2.1 KEROWER

KB 53 BT A F € 2B 15 AR FH K A # ) (GB 5749—2006)
HEATRI AR LR 1,

HiZe 1 AT, B SR B AT A b AR 36 ARORT K 48 A
MBS,
2.2 EEEREN

PR 4R BUS - 5% NanoDrop 46 40 B K H1, ik 23 47 » A
TR 7K AP 0 s 2 s Bl 5 P K K R SR AT o 4 AR
TR FE 20 & AR . F K AL 1Ca) AR, 31 R TR 4 1Y
3HEM (C.DF) AR 5 JF 22U B0 25K, M AE & AVBLE R
FRAT L 08 T PR 20 W 5T

F1 RAKERES KRS TEER
Table 1 Part water quality analysis data of drinking water sample
- K B4R B
FE i :;i W/ B/ WA/ LR/ A/ FEE G/ & SR KIGHERE/ RA/ oH
C NTU (mg+L D (pseecm D (mg+ LY (mg+ L 1) (CFU+mL 1) (10 2CFU+*mL"!) (mg+ L 1)

A 12 A 10 0.14 11.94 529 <£0.02 1.50 KA H KA H 0.70 7.64
B 2 H 8 0.24 11.35 522 <£0.01 1.51 KA H KA H 0.47 7.87
C 4 H 19 0.19 9.62 564 <£0.02 1.60 KA H KK H 0.50 7.53
D 6 H 20 0.13 8.24 542 <£0.02 1.58 KA H R H 0.50 7.49
E 8 H 23 0.14 8.13 443 <20.01 1.54 KA H R H 0.75 7.42
F 10 A 15 0.14 10.47 510 <20.02 1.51 KA H KA H 0.70 7.30
GB5T49 o

i — — 1.00 — — 0.50 3.00 100 N YA =0.30 —

2.3 16S rDNA F 3 PCR # Rl FF 45 R 5 47

PCR 4§ #4J5 . RA R EE =5 ng/pL #F i =500 ng
T REEE R T . A WEIE RAS AL W AT G miseq HEAEER, L
KA 1(b),

FEHZIDNA 16S rtDNAJTF 4
Mark Genomic DNA Mark 16S rDNA sequences
arker arker
2000 bp ¢ b ¥ 2000 bp ¢ X '

(a) FRIUHER 20 v Ik P

(b) 16SrDNA PCRY" I /=4y e 7k Kl
H A RARIIA 16S rDNA A7) PCR & % J
The agarose-gel electrophoresis map of genomic DNA

and 16S rDNA sequence by PCR amplification

A1
Figure 1

& 1Ch) AT PCR 5 74 H 9 16S rDNA J7 81 4%
KONIEH W53 ] IR T e 8
2.4 WMEYMSEESNT
241 FEARZREMEITAL BTSCR A Alpha 28 1L 50 B 45 50
(Chao. Ace, Simpson, Shannon, Coverage % 4t i1 % 43 #r 45
HO SR PEALFE & 40 BT Y8 1 4 R B A 2 R SR ) mothur
(version v.1.30.1, www.mothur.org) #4511 43 ¥ i 7 e 7%
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RO 3 B 0 £ FE M. SR B Usearch (vsesion 7.1, http://
drive5.com/uparse/) 3 4 78 A1 L K SF 97% (0.97) | @47
OUT (operational taxonomic units) 24347, L3 2,

R2 RAKER ZEMERH(Alpha-diversity) &
Table 2 Alpha-diversity sheet of drinking water sample

a ZFEMEFR$0C0.97 KF)

v o
OTU Ace Chao Coverage Shannon Simpson

C 346 358 361 0.997 212 4.72 0.196 0
63 76 70 0.998 846  1.79 0.395 8

F 221 259 250 0.994 904 1.89 0.396 0

Miseq PE300 Il J7* 5 5 4 4% D1 - 307 550 1 % 97 %0 48 Bl 7k
iy OUT AR ¥ HEAT 43 2524 43 B0 AR K FE o Z2HE 1
FEBAHT . WL F 2. Chao F1 Ace 8 B S5 UL » 2 B £ 5y o
FEAETR 3 S D S IR, HL 5 45 SR E B s Coverage (¥ 7E 0.99
DL b 22 B A U I ot A i o A T B B B AR L e I )
TRBEIE & o 7T LA SR8 b 2 B 22 B M 43 BT 0 5 2L AT DUAR
FEREAS 41 B 1 B S0 0 5 Shannon,, Simpson {8 2 B T 4 Fh
B E R BB REA 200 L AR K A 3 R & 45 MU RE 5
AR R
2.4.2  TREAFAE M A0 B VR A AR A B I e 3R A B 4 bR
4y BREE LR R B 45 AL S 3R A3 R R Clean Tags, 5k
RDP classifier D1 M-y 536 #1753 224 047, G435 B 1
EPKH I 5 SilvaChttp: //www.arb-silva.de) 16S 4 1 1% 8
L A IR = S R LI I IS /) I (o < O o I o
@ Taxon tree 43 H7 , FRAFHE A TE & A 2K F- 19 ) Bl S HE HE )
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LI 2;@ 2R PCoA 43 #r » 5% W AR AR TE v 41 Bl 22 5 0 T e
FHA I EET Beta ZREVEIE B AR E 2 E R E S
(NMDS) , 3% 7 ¥ A< [8] 41 B8 A4 % 19 25 S FE B, W 3 Ca)s

@ BEAR B SR B A A 40 #r T B 25 5 e 3 4
FEATE 7K S 8 75 41 80 i A8 U Fn 22 S b, LI 3 (b s
@ BAREAR Z R Fh 543 25K AR, WL 4

— C 4 |
D
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Figure 2 Bacterial taxon tree of three drinking water samples

B 22 3 AFEAY Silva $UHR 1 43 25 2 Lo % 25 1 h i
AR AEAR T KT 0950 25, R BCIR 2B, ol WL 76 3 MK
FHOKREAS 20V 1 43 A I AN 38 57, 55 L0 13k A 0 4 %F 1
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B B4 X HATAET DA F REA o GESHFF 1 B Bacillales
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WAL T FARE S P (- R 23R B Hy phomicrobium %
YD o B A TR) 48 A 4 22 545 K HE A IR TR B .

A L 20 4 R 13l 2o B AR 4 T 0 O 1k IR R 3 AR AR
A E I A B R A5 S DA T 2 e 7 22 2 s ) 1L 5
a7 Ak SR 4t 25 7] 2 A2 L 43 H1 091 28, 5 0 o 5 5 Il A B g A B
ANRFEAR [ g 22 5 8 B, B3 Ca) ol Z, 76 & i
16S rDNAJFFI I 3 AR A 78 [ v BE B 3 A A 7] L 22 7 7
A2 AT AL 3 AR AR v 4l B £ AR T A U AR AR R
[ i 390 2 PR 7K AT RE A TE 1) 4 B AR 8 KO 2 BRI E R R
G HNBEAL . P 3(h) B AR Y BE VA 45 0 Rk 1R £ B o]
T W B B 45 R A JE KPR 4H T 0 2 R R SR BT
YT AR KRR 22 R R, HFEEAY — LB Lac-

tococcus ¥R H J@ Enterococcus . % #. Jfl B J& Pseudomonas
S5 I 2 VR RE X T W R AHETI R AR D SRR F 4 4y A
BT RETE I ABL s LA G 1R B 3 AN AR K R AR o 2 B A A R B
— BT,

1007
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=2 80
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o 02F g 60
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Figure 3 Non metric multidimensional scaling analysis and

the bars at genus level of three samples
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Figure 4 Diagram of single sample multi species
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JEBI ) Proteobacteria . 43 A>J@ - A7 7E & 185 1Y T RE A < 3L
BRI Lactococcus A8 5 M & /& Pseudomonas | 3 il AT B J&
Bacillus W] & ¥k B J& Leuconostoc , I 3K & J& Enterococcus
ZE, TEFD I 43 28 b, B, Lactococcus piscium & 8 25 K
62% \Lactococcus lactis 4% Enterococcus 5% . Pseudomonas
azototomans 5% | Leuconostoc lactis 2% . Bacillus 2% . Pl-
anococcaceae 2% \ Flavobacteriaceae 2% | Actinobacteria 2%
S 5 22 0 AR P T AR AR K R T R A T AN TR TE 4 0 26
K328 WREA CDLF 1 B A £ 0 A 4L o] &
TR A5 73 20K K- 19 20 B Bl 2 N R B2 22 S A OR L B LA B 2
FEPETE T K v AT BEAF 7 A8 21
2.5 THFEMNAESKRBERXEKED R

HHFKFAE AR S O,-BAC T4 4L 74k F Kk b 7T g 17
6 1 40 B 19 D6 B P L 8 4 bioenv B %5 30 T 1K K K BB 5 8k
L2 D SRR 20 A 22 57 19 5 K Pearson A 5¢ R 4. 8
R KRR R BB BT SHE F 7%, kA RDA
ST S T2 R S W S B BT T 2 ) 56 & L RDAJE T

56
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Figure 5 Redundancy analysis of three drinking

water samples
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AHOGTED 5 H A (8] 14 R 2 1] 2% 7K 00 5 B0 i 2k, 4205 i BUAR
VEWIREAS (8] 2K B 2 80 7 R A B AH L. 2853 # . 7E 5T
KB 7K BT 2 B8 X 2 T A A R T e KR T A AR 2 Tl R
AR RANERE S K2 AWM+ 2B IEMX, A
REAFTE — R AT ST, 7E L Se AR LV B Y, IR 2 .
S 5 30t B AT RE XS T 43 A0 T B — 8 AR AP AR AT b B Y T
150 2 5 W) S AN TR R AT AR R
2.6 EEFHEFEWIE

B Os-BAC 204 7 AR K o 47 76 9 1A 3 1241 dE DL
AT 4 5% 37 A6 D) 46 [ L, AR R Ve A O L R RO 4 T R L B
UL T R PR B SR R I E 1 LR I T Pseudo-
monas JHERE Enterococcus . 2 FF B Bacillus 347 15 35 5
TE B IF AR A RO 7 401 P RE G I 20 B Ak T VBNC RS
SlCLE SIH RS AU OK A7 £E 17 5 DNAL 73 16S rDNA i
19 A B 58 4 B A, T B PCR ™38 i I %, 3 ni il 0 25 2R 1Y
E5t.
3 g5k

Hlumina MiSeq il 5 f## #r O3-BAC 7K 4k BB A AL 7 41
K A B 2 R B PR AR IR R R T
RORAE AT REAFAE TR T K A i 20 08 A 26 0 2 8 5L BE AT O
BAC 7K 4k #1125 A= 7 AR T K BRURE 43 B 4581 © Ak I K v vl
REFATE B0 T & AR AR . L2 M S F I B A BEMLIE: © Tk
FHK rpoxt A0 v 22 R M % 3 B 2 e e R I TR 3Rl ok B R R
P 4 o PR S o AR IR R T A 1 ok B8 A KR AR 8 A S i k)
LERAREAFAE M Al W B A R /E M @ & A Tllumina
MiSeq ] JF T B 43 2k K A 240 B i 22 A6 T B B AN T
TEPEAR A iF 8 DNA T8 55 [0, 25 5% A e B3 T AR08
IR W2 23 A7 o (B RE 4 /1N 5 0 4G I 9 FEL sl 2 A 000 1 i) 1
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