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Research on microbial diversity in the Deep Strata of JinPing
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Abstract; This study aims to explore the composition and function of the microbial community of the
deep strata in Jinping. The high-throughput sequencing was used to investigate the microbial diversity
and the microbial populations in the deep strata of Jinping. A total of 732,477 clean tags were obtained
and clustered to 1,318 effective OTUs based on 97% sequence similarity. Though there were certain
differences among the microbiota of each samples. The dominant bacteria in phylum remained the same,
which are Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes and Firmicutes. PICRUSt analysis was per-
formed to show that abundance of the functional genes higly involved in Carbohydrate metabolism, Ami-
no acid metabolism, Energy metabolism and Metabolism of cofactors and vitamins. The research reveals
that the phylogenetic diversity of the microbial communities in the deep strata of Jinping is complex, but
the main microbial communities are relatively stable.
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2010 4F 12 J 12 H , i HE R R 0K i T
BATBRTTAT A F S [a) 1 ) o S AR TR R S
Bhe—"rf E B bR b R LR &= (CJPL) % A
FH. AZCH TS SI206 2 A0 T O ) 1 25 V8 7 7K He il 5K
B BJRIACAAIRRER 2 400 2K, #5F T
SIS A T S E e AE 2 T b R 2 R R4S
2 —EZEH/N CJPL 2 HErth B b A 55 i
TR T S50 2, g TS b dpe i 10 A IR AR J1E 52 5
B /=i E Y & CIPL H R X iy d 22 2
JCHB A o AT T2 W i ol A 0 R AR R X LA i
AP A A AR R AR L SR K25 R
T A EEE L

A i o A P FE — e A ) TG 2B A AR i B
B RENS LA U Y. Mo il A W i R A
LA BT A A A e 0 A S AR X AR Bl 2
IR A B R Y. Dylan Chivian 5876w JE
T 2.8 ke KB —FE WA A0 R L A AR
BRI+ BN TR, I i 24 B0 B S < R AR iR
11 (The bold traveller)”, 4[] F HAth A= ¥4, EL
AT PR B A A BE T i A AR T PR AL
TR A 60 °C L JRRETC  TCH . TCA HLY .
— W 5T RE A s A SR L R e R AR
2 RE IR A R BEE A a2 A8 ik A CO,
LR S A COs* VAR A H 55 A VI A
1) NH; , @ 5k A A 85 1R £R 4 Ak ik IR 1
PO, iZWFT 45 B & Fe £ ( Science) 1. 2014
4F Konneke S50 58 % ] 20 A A0 T ORI T TR
A DD 3 A MO RS N R /R T RRAE A (L
Pt 8 % A= AR AL SRl IR 1R B RE IR BRI & T
HoAh B FRm e Al 2 S A TR R R SR A5
THPH SRS, 2015 4F H A 2% # 75 ( Science ) #
SR 1.5~2.5 km, 1 40~60 CHy#E
KB I B35S RS 5 TR TR v T 40
$#y 10~10 000 4>, Hor i 2 b5 4 5 A1 R
X ST S ARURRAR 3B 40 TR (Lg% 7 B D, 4
DU T A7 1 o ) 3 Bl AR AR — (]38 AV I 1Y
S A 2 TRATAE IS » BT LA S BB 1) AR AR A RE VR
FERIRFIC L) B A, B ke SR P TR B Il
BT sk, BN R RIS [FAE Reitschuler
G T BT R BT L1 — > To N 2836 IR il 70k
T WA TORR A Hh A P B s i, i B —Fh e T

SR EA BT, T REAE BRI SO R A
RIS h I E R A AR AP RE R KT R 1
Fr AT OLVED) | e I SR 7K S5 o PR 8 T A A K R AR
I AR HRCR AR s A 42

TG A IR ST s » i BB ISR T A= )
TEAS CEART R A W 2l b 43 B AR B A b
NS E A AR KRB M. ok 2 r)
W R A v AT 23 B SR (W I A P Fh 28 i o L
BN BIRRE BB 156, Her 99 %0 LA A
AR TR BRI 32 AR B R i
FEIT AL RN TR BT i 2D 85 1 e A 4 P 28 A 1 9F
5, ANBREAR I Th & 4 W A AR AR o B
BE, R GRED HUR GRTRD L vk & R £ (IR
BRPE A 7K (BIR) B R BRI I (L 308
Fr AR DR T RER (TR LB R
ek m R RS B SR W (UK AN R ST
SREN TSRS S SR P P AR S SR 2 AR
F S I A5 I R T M AL e 7 e it 5. i TR R:
FEFERR I 53T A2 2F 05 1 v] DAGE ok RS R i v
R Y0 DNA, P | 2250 o % BREERE 5
T W2 SE R R 2 R PE ST B AT L B
(2 WL AR B R 2. 16S rDNA JE 51 K
1 540 bp, FE P F 8 rf, g548 B AR X
A AR S IR S dH R AR bR e )2
FHTF AR 5325 R it e f Z FEE I .
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FED R, T HLAE A2 He E A R S T
e Rl EFB 0] TE & A YRR A T
2 MB5AFE
2.1 # M

KA S 2014 AF JE Bl g 0 o [ 6 o b
LIRS TV S 87 i L 4k v f N58°
W, BEEHIEE 2 400 m. 2016 4F 12 A HR%HfE 11 4
HF ot 2 retE, L 4 A5 AR
(3.1 mAb#EAT S1.5 m AbREAT S2 .4k H: B 3w X FEAE
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Fig. 1 The location of sample collection
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2.2.1 DNA#RRL % HAFRERIEEE
TIREIEE FHUH A O T 5 DNA 2 #2500
HTCH KR IR ALK 0. 22 pm JEIEITJE. KEE
eSS H 0. 22 pm JEIESEFT L U8, R CTAB
T DNA 42 HL B4R EUY DNA BT —80 ‘CLR
£2 FF .

2.2.2 Z@Ea A RO S R DNA 5, AR 4
M V3+ Ve KI5 514 (F: 5-ACTC-
CTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3", R: 5-GGACTA
CHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3") . & 315 Wi 3k, 47
PCR 4" 35%5 H = Wy kA7 2lifb o & f —4b &
BN SC %k i 1 SR R A 7 oA oA B A e
1£ Mlumina MiSeq 2500 & #E4700)¥.

2.2.3 MAEFETERIE WY PE reads 2
[ Overlap 3¢ 2 R 7 A5 1 X0 1y 51 Bt F
% (Merge) i, — 45 /741 Tags, [F]A}%F Reads [T
il Merge RORSFATRUE U8, B, ] FLASH
vl. 2. 7 #A, 1 Overlap % &L 5 9 Reads
HEATOHE SR DHE T 5 BRI 4G Tags $d8. H
U AEH] Trimmomatic v0. 33 A4, X PF4245 21 (1
Raw Tags #4735 38, 15 2] & BT &2 1) Tags HH.
Pl UCHIME vA. 2 #5508 0 LBt & 14
JPA 45 3 B 24 RO

2.2.4 OTU(Operational Taxonomic Unit) %-#7
FIH QIME #fh:y) UCLUST %t Tags 78 97%
AR RLEE K B EAT IR kA% OTU L FF2ET Sil-
va 3B E JE (Releasel 28, http://www. arb-
silva. de) X OTU HEA74r 201 RE.

2.2.5 Alpha 3454  Alpha ZFME WA
SEESFE LN BRI W) Fh Z RV ] Mothur %t
fF X RESD Alpha ZREVERSEGIATIRAL. FHITTARE
P& FHEM Chaol 1 Ace F8ECRIT TR RIS ZHEE M)
Shannon #1 Simpson ¥8%/E -~ Alpha ZFEE R g
HAERR.

2.2.6 Beta 3 M 5H Beta ZFEEHR L
ANTERE S AE Y R Z AR L 7 AT 0 22 579 K/, Kk
F Binary accard,Bray curtis, (Un)weighted unif-
rac (BRYNTE) 2 F 505 52 B0 Fb 22 B 1 1.
BT RIEFVFALHFEA TR 508 (PCA) |
A FR I3 AT (PCoA) DL J 34 58 IR - 5 A 2H 0RO
P HF (RDA/CCA).

3 &% R

3.1 E[FZ DNA RIS FEHIES

FE il 2 B A B U & SR TR BE W RE I R VK R
M DNA 523 #, NanoDrop £ ] DNA i Ji F1 ik
FE. 1 VoS IR WHEE s L PR ARG I 245 SR R B R 2 B
P 5 B, DNA 5884507, NanoDrop 4538 i
TN il TR RE Rl B A 6 R D R R
DNA #4788 3176 1llumina MiSeq 2500 % & i#
R, a5 e 1 Fros . 11 SRR 5L e 2L 3175
879 756 X} Reads, ¥ Reads Pz it J5 He =2k
732 477 4¢ Clean tags, FI¥ &R =479 978
2 Clean tags; F i Iy T fe B8R, Q20 B 7E
KT 96 %, Q30 {HAE 94 % LA b s A REM h 4l 1Y
GCE&EYE T 50%, SI 41 H 1Y GC & & 5 i
(56.83%). Shannon ZEEM: H8 B0H: FR Hh 2t T
IH, FEH I e £ 0 R I B 1 O AN 2 1
I OTU, WE 2. 3T 97 oAHRIE R 23K OTU
01 318 DO [RIFE S [ HUOT 48D, Horr ST R rh
OTU %, W2a, W2b #l W2c ¥/ b iy OTU #x%
DL ULE 3. A AR S KFE R I OTUL R
AP Fh 873 A~ A A T REA 1) OTU ¥k
321 A4 KEER A Y OTU % 124 4, WA 4.
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Tab. 1 sequence results and Tags number of samples
Sample ID  PE Reads  Raw Tags Clean Tags Effective Tags AvglLen/bp GC/% Q20/% Q30/%  Effective/ %
S1 79 955 76 804 68 239 65 707 419 56. 83 97.11 94. 6 82.18
S2 80 009 75976 67 000 63 262 422 53.27 97. 06 94. 63 79.07
S3 79 667 75 044 65 859 61 684 421 53.99 96. 93 94. 42 77.43
S4 80 389 75 710 66 576 66 140 420 53.28 96. 96 94. 5 82. 27
W1 79 981 75 559 66 915 66 302 422 54. 37 97.11 94. 7 82.9
W2a 80 101 75479 66 674 66 602 423 53.18 97.11 94.73 83.15
W2b 79 946 74 685 65 233 65 069 428 53.22 97. 04 94. 61 81. 39
W2c 80 041 75 524 66 040 65 997 428 53.19 96. 96 94. 51 82.45
W3 79 988 76 248 67 845 67 408 420 52. 89 97.27 95.01 84. 27
W4 79 880 76 078 67 746 66 428 418 54.09 97.28 94. 99 83.16
W5 79 799 74 098 64 350 63 975 426 53. 36 97.16 94. 81 80. 17
F; OUR S REVE Th A& Wy Bl B ORI X &) 5 A
— BB ZRErE. ik 2 AT RUE I ST AR
o = Alpha ZREMER RS  HRk o S3 I W4, W2b Fl W2e
L = e 1 A R A D 2 R
L = N \
=, y
— W5 / =
o
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Fig. 2 Shannon curves of samples
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3.2 NS

FE 970 AHRUEEACE T, X AR i Alpha 248
FEEGHEATSIT (3 2). Chaol Fl Ace $5% (A Bts
HET& Th AP B A5 JERE IS Th B - Rl ) =F
FEE L. Shannon 1 Simpson 84032 FE 5 BEV% b
YA A= B RN A0 3450 BE B s e o A A1 A S EE B4

W2b

B4 REA#RAGFFE@EE OTU 4%
Fig. 4 Number of specific OTUs in microbiome among dif-
ferent samples

s (A AR AR KRE ) R 5 OTU %ol 5 (B R R AR
snlE RS OTU B (O R [FIZKFE RN R 4 OTU $i; (D) 11
ASFE R RS OTU %kt

Note: (A) Number of specific OTUs in microbiome between
rock sample and water sample; (B) Number of specific OTUs in
microbiome among rock samples; (C) Number of specific OTUs in
microbiome among water samples; (D) Number of specific OTUs
in microbiome among 11 samples.

LT UniFrac B INACHEE ALY =5 A8 b5 43 Bt
HA — A U AT B Bk A Bk
41. 88%6,15. 99 % F1 35. 92%.23. 94%. FFH3AEIN
- 3835 30 AT B A s 4 B 45 SR R WS4
WL A (i ] (i) 47 ol 21 o8 1) AR 1 2 v s WA T W5
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£ 2 & Alpha SHEMEIEH ST

Tab. 2 Statistics of microbial Alpha diversity index in
the samples
Sa;?)p te OTU  ACE Chaol ~ Simpson Shannon Coverage

Sl 734 814.282 6 803.558 4 0.0158 5.307 8 0.997 4
S2 629 648.573 6 662 0.029 4 4.7327 0.999 2
S3 676 725.689 4 731.914 9 0.0154 5.126 6 0.998 6
S4 630 686.569 7 698.653 8 0.043 5 4.278 0.998 7
W1 606 683.447 9 694.596 5 0.056 6 4.049 8 0.998 4
W2a 382 420.696 8 414.692 3 0.074 6 3.447 6 0.999 2
W2b 353 424.158 1 442.25 0.1809 2.3543 0.9987
W2c 337 416.396 7414.608 7 0.157 5 2.5252 0.998 7
W3 606  675.423 680.454 5 0.0371 4.32 0.998 6
W4 637 723.923 2757.659 6 0.030 2 4.546 6 0.998 2

W5 680 757.7821775.878 8 0.114 3.4614 0.9981

Similarity Taxonomic composition Taxa
w1 | I | | . Unknown
s4 I e | B Ohers
w3 _— m . Allfanibacter
Acinetobacter
| Scasnees: R — i
Wws I L . Nevskia
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Wab e — e Wl Anindices
w2 Pseudomonas
= .  —— 1 . Polaromonas
w2e | NN I — B Perlucidibaca
3 Il | . . Paucimonas
bacterium
s2 I I \ u
si i L

A5 A s UPGMA & E4¢
Fig. 5 UPGMA clustering analysis of samples

3.3 YRMERRSEFESN

BT B FEARFEAT T WA R TRAN Y 2y
FAEEPL T 2 A HE i BRI TR 5 4. &
i TE 1) RN @ KT b W Bl 4 45 A A A — o 2
5. ULIEL 6.

SR Y RE RS 24 1], 11 DS
KB R T W 1] (Proteobacteria) B
FEfh S4 A 0. 15% 1 il AR 0 B %5 8 O Un-
known , FAFE it o A IN— T80T Y e e
5 Unknown. L ¥F & [ 7 (Bacteroidetes) TE £~k
d AT E BE S KT 100, BAMIRZ R 1] (Acti-
nobacteria) (W2b 0. 86%) F1 JE BE & ] ( Firmi-
cutes) (S3 0. 36 %0) F£ 45 i e I ARG 3 B R
T 1%. BRAF#ITT(Acidobacteria) TE 44 RE Y
PR T 1% (% S2 0. 43%) , M 7EAKEE R ¥ /N T
1% (W1 1.26%).

A 100

— B Unknown

Others

80 B Cyanobacteria

=== L i
-
I I I Verrucomicrobia
° - . .
X M Nitrospirae
g 60 4 I
£ Chloroflexi
2
s B Gemmatimonadetes
2 40 . .
E | ] 0 Acidobacteria
B Firmicutes
20 A Actinobacteria
B Bacteroidetes
0 | Proteobacteria
YD ILPFIIOLL
Sample
Blioo 1o b L B Unkn
[&] I . || . . O I nknown

Others

B Alkanibacter

=N
S

80
Acinetobacter
B Nevskia
i ]
Hydrogenophaga
B Alkanindiges

= l Pseudomonas
-
=0 I I B B Polaromonas
20 A - Perlucidibaca
=1 | I

'S
S

Relative abundance /%
I
B
— |

I

B Paucimonas

o | bacterium
S D ILIPIELLL
Sample

B 6 REHE @A EA) 1 (B) &Ko daxtF A
TE  HEIUET 10 FPaEA T 7R R TS G F 0 Others.
Fig. 6 Relative abundances of bacterial in (A) phylum and
(B) genus level among different samples
Note: Only the top 10 genera were shown and the other taxo-
nomic level were merged into “other”.

TEJBAK b, 23Rk A5 345 M@, 78 11 DA
b i YR SR AT 8 (Bacterium) s LR 1R 45
ATRE AR 5 5 2 1 R B ML TR T (Pseudlo-
monas) s FEKFEH & BB L B0 Z Paucimonas. i
THT 10 WA Y R ik A v A W 8 (Hydrog-
enophaga) . 182 FL W J& ( Nevskia) . A 3 ¥ B @
(Acinetobacter) \FLJTH J& (Polaromonas) | y- 28 IE
WM Alkanindiges. Alkanibacter 1 Perlucidi-
baca.
3.4 ThEET

i X 16S WY B AR 0 A 2 1A 2
ffi FHFE I Sh B8 1 PICRUSt 1444 REAS FP A 2h
REHE DR 2H 8« DT 23 A AS IRl REAS FE DI RE - 1Y) 22 5.
KEGG 737 i 7n 2L 3845 299 A Hil i KEGG, 11
AN it R S P A e A A R ] 9 B ) A i
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WA AR S AU AR AU RE R AR B B I L S AP S ] IR RIS 2

Bl PR A0 2R 2 AU S U B A A ) e A AR
A AZH R A R iz | BRI S A%
TR LB TA. COG 23R W] 11 A4S K d v
COG L RETIIN AR R 64 o 1) 5 SRR e i ACIAS |
s A5 e S HLHI S5 WL 7B.
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Relative
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£ M Lipid transport and metabolism
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5 n ction only
S W Fun
B Exf
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S S P]PIFLSL
Sample

B 7 ¥}XFEAKEGG #(B)COG 7 st fml
The (A) KEGG and (B) COG predictions of

gene function

4 i e

TE A SREREE R, 99 Y0 LU Wi A ) A Rl RS2 86
FUfIEFE X LN AT B SR A W R S R TR
VI ZFEVE R KRBERY. AZ G A PIE S ML A
PRAE AR I A S 53 5 Al Al 4 e AN B HL G i
XX AANF G 2 A AT 5. BE A T 7 B
1) 5 & o HE TP 9 o3 e R i A P i 2 e S 4t T3
. 16 rDNA AL 97 Y0147 51 AL K - ok
K153 JE . BE SR B ) Bl HL A5 AR BT (8 AT 47, AR A
AR T 97 0 AT A — A HT A, 16S rDNA
v3+vd KPR R, A FEEMHEL, T
HRAE 3 5145 B PR A R 7 Al PR 9 S8 . RS R
JH Illumina MiSeq 2500 Jll JF 4 AR, Fa ik T kg
T 53 20 TR AN T 355 5% HMER, % 5 B I R J 2 A IR
R AT T e AT (K. Shannon £

Fig. 7

FEEAEUK -, B 2 s 0 T2 BUET i OTU 13
HRAE /N, HAE 35 3R 5T 99 %0, 18 BH 1 v 0 e 5040 L
BT DE TR TP R fUE Y REAE L SE 4 TH Y
S B O

e O O P = T RN R o R S o R A
7. 7EJ@KT- b B S1.S3.54, W2a, W3 Al W4
IS TRBE L2 M T - S2 1O S5 B A8 B T
U W PL s 2B i 1] Silan-
imonas J&, W2b LA E BE- R 2T B 1] Perlu-
cidibaca Jg, W2c UL E N B ] Alkanin-
diges J&, W5 ML HEHEE T2 X H ] Pauci-
monas J&. TEJRKN-#E4T Beta ZAEE 53 Hr, S4 Fl
WL A ) 47 28 B ) A ABL P A w5 s WA R W5 A
vi (B[] AP o 2 1l ) AL AR 352 7 s W2e . W2b T W2a
s (B[] A o 2L ]l FR AR AL PR B . S4 5 WL BRFE A7
M TR BE 87 I AR A 60 °C, W1 FiZ kb
IKHE S S4 Rz K RE I A A DURR . WL iS4 i)
A 3B A WA R B 25 AR AR T
Silanimonas J& (W1 16. 2%, S4 0. 34 %) BT
TSR e B I T g A 22 S S e AR TR
50—55 “C, Al LAAMRIL T BARIBGE 3 s AR B 1)
T2 FLTE & (Newvskia) (W1 1. 2%, S4 9. 67%) Ky
2% SR T R AL REAT DILE SR A TR L 2B
R i BE Ry 20 ~ 25°CH 5 R PR L TR J& ( Pseudo-
monas) (W1 0. 29% , S4 14, 41 %) 548 i 22 QY
CIITER . KZ RIS Y 30 'C. W4 55 W5 BEh,
[ P o 2 S )RR AR A 1 2 R T L ERURE S S A 4.
W2c . W2b F1 W2a ¥y b2 5 A IR R 2 B T
HCHUREA A AR ).

TEMIKE F L £ AR TP A A (bacterium) fy
T0% Lk b BT H BT ] P BT T VSR BT
WA BT ERER T4 TP AT R Seit
Bl g, HYCRATLIFEE R 0 CLUT OKiE 12°C LA
TOWESENO Fbh NO™ S L& 1) Per-
lucidibaca sp. " AT L E BAETE T K EE .
MWESE Aqui flexum sp. RAFTETAAREST,
LA W TR 8 8 D B IV A R R AR RE 01, e Ak, A
Q2R B AR 1 Ll 1980 o3 B Al A B — Bk Aqua -
flezxum sp. DL6 A=A K fELRHE S F &)
SR 7 A FE () 3 Do Tl AR 3 D A S ek v £ R
() NAD (P) H ZGA A7, s b3 A A bl
RANT FEZAEAE T WA B R ik il B4
BHCR I 1%, FERE S S2.S3.S4. W1, W3, W5 b
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REGRZARYIER Vo 2 U =R ke A o S IR N s o)
SRR W) i 2o A R B v 0 3 SR S B AL P AR
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K SR R I A e A i B A S s R AT
ki, DERE A SR AR R A e I o R
FRME KRS 345 B — kv B2 08 P B IR B S8 AL AT T
MTH— 04, i 14 58 A GAS L 4 A o B2 4 L DU B 12
PN REIR AR A AN REF B IR M 2% L B k™ L 2R 1
R BB R AW 7RG B AR Ry RE TR I AN RE
FHX ST BT A IR A A A K

FAFEA ST R AR FT A 1] Subgroup 6,
1152 FE P AR MR LS /X (Lower Kane Cave,
Wyoming, USA) . V4 B 7 B[ JR 35 K $7 1 7 (The
subaerial non-sulfidic Altamira Cave, Spain) {1,
BT 1% OTU, Subgroup 6 5 eI .y — &K
PR o — A8 T8 T () A7 FE D RE b A AE DG, ST ¢
A BIEL ] Gaiella J& &R iz S I FFIR 5 22 5K
BFVIHE TR S 7R 75 25 2 R 0 — 0 SR K A w1 150 K
UL R BUZ R AN TR . ST R 1 2 SR
I'] Longimicrobiaceae J&=—MAL#= A ML A FFH 2 K
BRSO T b rh vl AR AR A v TR SR
SAETFAAE . FE SA WL WA I W5 rh & B 25
LRI Oligoflexaceae Bt OTU A HL v LAY
ARERI G D WA KR i P A R I Oligo flexus
ARG AT EARE TR A T AE R 7E S4 W4 I W5
H I R — RN A Rt — D T 5E.

HKEEHREA ) OTU fUFFE ] Cryomor phac-
eae ] IZAEAETIK AN B b, Qin] A A R OK T
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