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BEERMERE Z MS2 895 i Be b R 45 14

TR A& S T SR
A R 22 T AN K T 5 2 A S TS0 DU A 610041

WE (W) B FAESETBRIN®ES L8R Syntrophus sp. A KW ARE IR [k R sL
55 PR AF K 1E T /S e ke B Aift ™ FRObE BT R M2 Sl M 4, s AN [ et I+ —b¢ — IR~ IE 1 DU ¢ — It
2~ IE 7S Bl s T oS B R BN FUIR 40 R A R BA) % AR 15 9%, il i PCR-DGGE Fil qPCR B AR T A [+ 5 5t 4% 1F
'~ Syntrophaceae FFAH W (11 F L 5 AR A H R TRELP J53E 4y il W RF V& 45 1. K45 R & M82 w] LAY
FH 22 b5 07 1 A6 A O 7 A8 e s EL 2 40 e R i 5 R BB T AR A PRV INAE T b s R AN IE -+ DU e TR
() 55 5 W R I ) 1 AKX Syntrophaceae 91 T 1K 5% 7, JF HAF 2 T B D Syntrophaceae 41 1) log 7= 5 73 Jl ik
B 7.4 FT.6, LA I e JUM AR BRI B S g A R 2 -3 DN Wl R RE R A TR A RE SR AL
F bt o7 8 (Methanosaeta) F1& 5 FE 8977 W bt & B (Methanoculleus) 2 . (458 Y Syntrophus sp. 40 5 v LA H
TEA e e R AN IE A DU e oo BRI Y A R R e VR AR G, 3K FRATT € 1) S B R Jes A AR VR RT AIT 9 S 0  B

AL ) R AR T AL B A T AR Al
KBEIR : HE B, W bE, 5 TR » Syntrophaceae
hE S ES Q938

A M 3 T B R L T R e e AR
(K75 e o 20 HHZ0H), AATH COA RS T H R & AF
T T LB 6T AR A B AR ELE 20 14D 80 4E
PRI B2 T A G5 R BT W A9 VL A0 4 0 5% 75 6 1
PR A P, 1999 4 Zengler 45 1 VIE 52 T 1F
FNKERRTT LA R AR R O A R Y . g
243 KT 2 W i W A o R A T S
SO )OI T AR R R R A g e R
Bt o TSR L R AR R R R LR
FI B SR G R 7 R o R 4 0 RE 2 1R R/
S TR R, KR A 4 R AU R A TR AR R
FiE AT (5% IE 78 96 WA AR T T LV VAR BT 1 e A

EEWE:HK A REER 4 (31370060,41173088)

X E 45 :0001-6209 (2014) 114369-09

WA o T R MR AE A DL
EAE IR AR SR AN EUE A R R K S, XA
BT IR 4 B AE AR K.

Widdel /NAL & RARE T 1E + /S fi K B i B
B A W) 2 oL R R Syntrophus spp. 3t 12 E )
(K40 i 25 RE Y Gray N1 BL— 2K Syntrophus sp. Fl
PR A S E MO HEM Syntrophus sp 2
Z 50 ke B TP e ok R O B A 2R e
NG R RS FE B T 3R AT T R A
MRS 77 F e & e JF & I Syntrophaceae 5% 1)
QBT ZAEAE TR b o AR R 4
T DNA-SIP & Il — 2551 ) Syntrophaceae 4| [# 7F 7~
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HBE 2% 11 T 1E + /S b k8 10 IR 4 B i bl O B AR
FANY . B K B BIRT S R W] Syntrophaceae Al 5% ()
T ) 2SR A A A A A 7 H o o R o e o
YER S AH 2 o T B8 40 AR K G2 1, AR BEAIG, e
A0k W R WL B HLE e AR W Syntrophaceae 1) 4y
RS

[l A1 BIF 9 5 I DLAH R 6 Bk R 36 F — AN kA A
ML 2 R4 A S W U002 W) B o e A ) S
AR AL 32 AT SE R IR 45 5 R AL I N~ F2 Ak )
7 R s R T G e G R R s RR AL R
M52 HETC A B DR A e A AR ) 3 S 4 B AR AL
il SR e 45 AF T A it e DR AR AR I L B o e 47
1, 77 HEE S AT A e B AR 1) 23 -1 L BRI 0 2k e
GeNg o AT R S A AR AR R T AR A T 3]
T G i e R E R A5 RS 1) DG B T R SR AL (A bssA
S assA) , HEI AT BEE b 4E 5 R R 5RO O K B
fifghge Y AR R BRI B T assA K
DRI S AFL 2 2 R AR B (9 o ) A3 7= P ——He 56 3%
W™ " o PEE RN K Head % /A1 1T H 1]
AU =W 53 17> W o — 28 Symarophus sp. A1 iR
(ML SR 55 DUREAS ) o e o 2 5 i ok 0 N 41
HURL G0 00 7 e R IF 4 RS B 5 Bl
Syntrophus spp. &8 ik — P (1) 2K H01HL HI K B g v
R g 12 o {HEXE Ay 1k B R A K T R R
fil# T Syntrophaceae 1) 4y 85 4R 38 , X B 7 AATTx L
BB e o 1 HLEE .

ACHIE ST A0 A S I AE R IS AR S A, Rk H] PCR-
DGGE.T-RFLP #1756 & it PCR £ A, fiff b I K&
R fil T 2R MB2 7E AN [ Bk Ui 45 8 R I S B I 2B )
Syntrophaceae W] E [, T k& & Syntrophaceae 41 B
PR AR KRR R Y XK D FRATT R ) gy B HLE K I A
WA AR T [F) I o AT 48 R 7 A AR T
ELE S B AR 1) 53 1 LB B E Al

1 MRk

L1 #H

111 SRR S0 S 3R 1910 B8 IE TS e I 1 A
7 T A M2 Y

1.1.2 {488 B it 7l : Hungate JR 4041 K R 45 M4
W43 (Shimadzu, F %) < 40 M2 0% # A (MP, 32 [H]) %
VB0 L (Thermo, 2 [1) « 8 11 1% R 1 & 43 BT A%

(GE, 2 H) . PCR {X (Bio-Rad, Z& [H ) . &t JI¥ B A2 1%
(Bio-Rad, 3% [5) A& P A [ % i i 7k 12 (BioRad, 3
) 9% % & PCR {X (BioRad, 26 [H) ; JE K 41 DNA
Atk i # & (Promega, 26 [H) « 0 RL /) 32 K 7 &
(Tiangen, 1 [F) \PCR §" 1 {&k & (TaKaRa, [ A) -
1.1.3 HExF£:

THL B 2™ 01 L #1K.0.5 g NaCl.
0.5 g MgCl, * 6H,0. 0.1 g CaCl, * 2H,0. 0.3 g
NH,C1.0.5 g KCI.0.2 g KH,P0O,.0.5 g - it 44 %
#h2 mL B JC % 284 A IR W (5 mL/L) ,
121 °C KT 30 min; 482 Ff §y 7] 5% 7% 26 b in A\ Na, S+
9H,0 (0. 003 g/L) \NaHCO, (0. 025 g/L) 4" % BI
(2 mL/L) .« 48 /= % B12 (2 mL/L) . 4 4 % 284
(2 mL/L) , i pH 7.0 -7.2.

TR M B 100 g wihvs b, N 350 mL JE 4
KBRS (121 °C 1 h) , B B2k, F 16000 x g
B0 S min, BV, 8 N, 30 min, R4 38 K H (0. 22
pm) , =20 CARAE -

1.2 EEEH

ToHLER B 97 5 270 mL 43 3 T 600 mL 3 37 il
o, B R RN 20% (VIV), S 41 b 4y B
200 wLiE-T /5%t % (Hex) £0.09 g 1+ PUdE — TG
(M14) .0.09 g iF | — % — G (M12) .0.09 g /5
KR 9 (HexNa) <4 mL FLIR 44 (0.5 mol/L) (Lac)
Fl 4 mL 758845 (0.5 mol/L) (Pro) , % & 41 th A hii 4T
IR UG BEEH 3 AN, T35 CHril i 97 .

1.3 BERZEHNE

SR P (3 P2 AR 4L b e Y
TR 0 A A R0 AG 0 2% (¥ 3L B2 43 ) & 50 °C \50 °C
70 CL A E A A (99.999% ) , Wik A 50 mL/
min, FEFEF Y 0.2 mLo BLE e A — 4 A0 B TR
&5 1E h k5 (N,: CH,: CO, = 29.96% :
39.99% : 30.05% ) » K H T AR A — 46 W 52 F e A0 X
5 o AR EE A MO & 7 B2 50 (PV = nRT)
o SRS AR ) )

1.4 EEHEZ DNA RYIZEL

2 mL BEWOINN 2 mL #2254, 16000 x g B
A5 min, 53, A R 0. 7 g beads 750 plL
PB Al 250 wL TNS; Fastprep 45 s, 6.5 m/s, & L
5 min, ¥ FVE R 2B RO 8 L ISR /
ST I (25:24: 1) 5E ¥R 41, 16000 x g & .0
5 min, ¥ FVERE N B O8I SRR A/
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S (24: 1) 4 B3, B0 5 min J5, 46 B om0
N 0.7 KB A S A EE, -20 CYLHE 1 h, 16000 x g
B0 30 min, F B3 ,70% LWV VE 2 U 6 T R
T+, A 50 wL ddH,0 %5 i T vE 143 2] & DNA (1) K $2
W, BT 20 CRAE
1.5 HEHEE DNA ek RiRENE

K F Promega 51 &5 (il B 2595 X A% il ¥ 6 (11
2 5 DNA K2y it AT 2lifh, 2R 5 H R B A IR Tl &= 2
A AT SR H 1R 6 DR 4 3 DNA 47 3 00 o -
1.6 DGGE %45 B 8BS B ik 43 #7
1.6.1 AT V3 &) 25 X 3 48 6 4l 5 1 2k I 4l
DNA E N B4, H P2.P3 i H 51 #3417 16S rRNA
V3 ) AR X B8 588 7 ) i B K £ 200 bpo
P2: 5-ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG3"; P3: 5°-CGCCC
GCCGCGCGCGCGGCEGEGCEGEGEGEGCGGGGGCACGGE
GGGCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG3-" . PCR Jx M fk
ZAH 3 wL 10 x PCR buffer (A% MgCl,) <2. 4 uL
dNTP (2.5 mmol/L) \1.8 pL MgCl, (% 2.5 mmol/
L) .0.8 pL it I 51 % (10 wmol/L) \50 ng R
DNA.0.2 L TagDNA & (5 U/ pl) A& &1
ddH,0 #p 2 % 30 pL. PCR Jx % % ] Touchdown &
% PCR S, B TRAR £ 4 #F 4 94 °C 5 min, {i 22
ANEIR K 94 °C 45 5,58 —48 C 1 min 172 C 1 min
(LR 2 MR KL E TR 1 °C) 5 J5 10 A1
k94 °C 45 5,48 °C 1 min f1 72 °C 1 min, % J51F
72 C R A 7 min
1.6.2 25 1% 86 & %t AR B ik (DGGE) @ J& [ 41 &
DNA 16S rRNA V3 X § 1 fi Brili if DGGE (Bio-Rad
Dcode mutation detection system) k4T 7> 55 . 4 45 Bk
i ot J R FBE Ky 8% » AR M 5 2 7 mol /L JR % FIl 40%
28 7 WO i, PCR =4 B #5245 200 ng. DGGE
eI B B 2 Ry 28% —58% 5 HL R 200V, Lk kL JE
60 °C, KIS ] 4 ho WK 5E 5 J5 H SYBR green I
(1 x TAE,1:10000) %% 45 min, X il Quantity One
A (BioRad) 43 M7 A A 65 95 57 7% 4 15 1 16 Lok 4
KB R S BAVE Al B 40 B 9 1) 22 A R
FHEE.
1.6.3 DGGE £FRIEI .4 1 50 5 : H K5 JJ
Jr V1% DGGE Ji 1 LU 8 52 1 4% i » 6 4% 2l HF i 2
HUAE 30 wL i) ddH,0 1,4 CIE %, B 2 L fF 4
# % 16S rDNA 4 14 fA 2 ™ 384 B2 )3 ok 9 189, 5]
Yk P2/PLEY g PCR 78 7 3% b i 4R A )

ARATBR 2 7 o T FATTBAIE 75 ke e Ay e s )
HE R AR R R M82 &M T 16S rRNA v % 3L
ST O R S B A AT TA I A T
J» DAL T 43 1) )75 1 A GenBank %4t 22 vp FlT 3
IR A R3] 16S rRNA e [ SC 2 vp i} BLAST
A7 2R R0 [ Y5 PE LG A, ) I ¥ BT A5 10 7 0 3R A8 &
A DDBJ $#5 )%
1.7 #kEE PCR

BT Syntrophaceae (H5 il J& Smithella J& 1
Syntrophus E) M5 Wk K A Syn827f /
Syn1263r ™, BSKH 10 wl 19 R N AR R, Hd 5 pL
SsoFast EvaGreen supermix.0.25 wL IF 2 [7] 5] 4 (20
pmol /L) <1 wL DNA #ifg 1 3.5 pL ddH,0. ¥ 3%
Syntrophaceae 21 W [f] PCR Jx N F& ¥ by :95 C 48 1t
3 min; %R J5 95 CA M 20 s.55 CiE k 20 s.72 °C it
i1 40 s 3L 40 AR B 5 Bz 5 Ao g it 2 AN 65 C T
B EELL 0.5 C ARG I, TEAEELA S s, &
95 CZ5iW . i DNA FF i W B 5 5, 55 s of il 26
FE & TR B0 5, MR 3 IR
1.8 T-RFLP 947
1.8.1 T 16S rDNA # 38 & 4 4k K 2l 16 )5 1 K&
K20 DNA 1€ K BEH, o 3 51 4 Arc109F /Arc934R-
FAM"” ,PCR X ¥ fk & €14% 3 wL 10 x PCR buffer
(A4 MgCl,) 2.4 pL dNTP (2.5 mmol/L) 1.8 pL
MgCl, (% 2.5 mmol/L). 0.8 pL iF X I 5] #
(10 pmol/L) 50 ng it DNA.0.2 pL TagDNA 3
2 (5 U/ wL) RS &0 ddH,0 % 2 & 30 pl.
PCR Jx B F2 )3« SAE PE 4% {1 4 94 °C 4 min, 28 {4
94 °C 1 min, Bk 53 C 1 min f1 72 °C 1 min, 3£ 30
AMEIN B E e 72 °C 7 mine HIR ) £ 246 PCR
E/E
1.8.2 fig{J] PCR 7= K 44k - 5% B I 1 b1 il
Tag 1 (FgYIA7 &5 A | TCG) %G Y135 B PCR 7= ¥,
20 pLAAFR, 65 CRHEY) 3.5 h, v yk & W s U) 2% 2R
) B D1 W N 3 A AR R TG K S R 1710 44
B NaAe (pH 5.2, 3 mol/L) , 20 °C it 7 ;20000 x
g 2.0 30 min; 3% _LiE, IIN 200 pL ¥ 18 70% £ B
20000 x g 50 5 min; 3 F i, 3@ XUE X F10 min,
H 10 L KRR ey 4 7K 5 i o
1.8.3 T-RFLP 2 #i1J] PCR FE=# R aifk ¥ 1 -
2 pL bBikalifh =4 #1 0.2 pL ROX1200 5 9 pL 22
BF H R A 595 C A TE 3 min, 4R 5 G R
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FYK P A 10 min; W A6 P2 W0 A8 0 e A B 34T B
I T 2 % M FL 9K 5 SR Peak scanner 43 87 11 5 T—
RF F BE KA X = .

2 HIRr AR

2.1 MBS82 I§fEARRAEE - Rt i a3

VNI FLIR B R Y R B JS . M82 N HE T RIF A
AN W 7 R e, BE R 29 K JE s W R & 23 il
3.0 +0.3 mmol F13.9 +0. 009 mmol, [ AN
AT AT Ak V5 R O6F R b, T e R OB R B R AN B
1 mmol (& 1) o {HZ I+ /5% MR 40, M82 # 30
RIG A FEIE W] W™ A2 W e 2 68 K, H ke &
2.21 0.1 mmol, HH| 187 K, H kg R ™ i
F) 4.3 mmol (& 2) , M82 F| Al IE 1 /5 Ft k& 7= H
) 3 i 0 ) Sk v T H NG R A, BB 79 RS AIF
B RBUH e, W97 187 Rm, Wi ik 5] 4.33 «
0. 15 mmol (& 2) , M82 FJ A 1E -+ k¢ - JG MR A IE
VY e TR B H R B AL, A 30 R 4R
#F RPH L, 2] 68 Kk B 42 &, H ke & 70 il 1A
3.5 +0.04 mmol f13.6 +0. 12 mmol (K 2) . M
LA 2 3R ATTv] LU HY S M82 ] LR H ¥L R
B TIER AN T /SR < 1IE -+ 4t oo £+ 1
Ft IR A IE b N ke e A K AR B, O Hoe R
I3 U 2 Atk Y5t 1 3 A e sy SRR T2 LR B N
A~ IE T DU be — TR A IE T 58 —ICR TN ke
({7 LR Bl A T o

5_

c(Methane )/(mmol)

tid

1. M82 # A BRI A ER AR 7= R iR #a %
Figure 1. Time course of methane production with propionate ( A) ,

with lactate (@) and without carbon source ()

6_

c(Methane)/(mmol)
wa
1

0I3I0I6IU“)]U'12[0I15:0']8I0‘ZII0
t/d

2. M2 FIRE+ "R - TEB - E+ DK TR+

NRBRMFIE+RRER =R RS

Figure 2. Time course of methane production with dodecanedioic

acid (), with tetradecanedioic acid ( @), with hexadecanoic

acid (A) and with hexadecane (VW)

2.2 BEEMZHEMSHT

I3 WO A A ) AR SR 29 K B L IR A AN
RN, B 147 KRR+ N KR e, 5 68 K I i
1 i 7B 73Nt w11 v 77 L T S VAN ST o
FEAREC KL [ 40 DNA, PCR 7 4% 41 % 16S rRNA V3
X 3 K7 81, 9F HEAT DGGE, 45 38 W, o8 I A [7) ¢
YIS T AR MB2 IR v & R R T B AR R N E
TN BRI R R R A SR R A ALVBLC
D A U)W P LR 53X 4 AN 4%t 43 AR
£ AR B Y WWEL . Thermotogaceae Syntrophaceae
1 Spirochaetaceae (B 3, % 1) , X 5 AT 2 6 ) 4F
SR o YR R TR RN
B R B AE A ik U I 5 AQ3E Syntrophaceae 41 T 1) 4% 77
AR AR B8 B IR N e ke D B U A e
P L T 2 A [ 1 4% 3% 38 W E % 45 kK
AT SR (B3 A A4) . EIE+ ki It IE+
VU ¢ — JC IR A IE -1 75 e ke A 1 U 1) 41 1 DGGE
e CI5) 5 R BLIX 3 Tl fie Y5 4% A 1 100 40 81 Y v 45
R SEAL, JF HAE BUIE 4 k¢ — JC B A IE -+ PO ke —
JCIR A B IR I E R R BT AR R Syntrophaceae
20 T % TR AR IR N b B AR T B
VO B TR LG B L (68 d) 5 IE b N ke kA W B
B A7 T € Syntrophaceae 41l 1 38 ¥ A W1 & 19 7 K
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Ck Lac Pro Lac Hex
[ 1 [ 1 [ 1

by

OO e s e e — A WWET 979%

— e —— o - — < B Thermotogaceae 94%
ol C Syntrophaceae 98%

— — —

- . — D Spirochaetaceae 99%

3. TEKRIEFHTHEE % DGGE B %
Figure 3. DGGE profiles of bacterial 16S rRNA V3 regions.
Ck: Control; Lac: Sodium lactate; Pro: Sodium propionate;

Hex: Hexadecane.

Hex Hex-Na

s

4 FREKIRZ MG T HER % DGGE Eif
Figure 4. DGGE profiles of bacterial 16S rRNA V3 regions.

Hex-Na: Hexadecanoic acid sodium.

2.3 AR%EZHTEEREE (Syntrophaceae) &)
E 2= 8

AN A 5 U5 45 A1 T 1) Synirophaceae 41 & AH XY 5E
R R B 6. W E . LLIET N BE RN
TR V) & 46 90 (9 A ) 58 {6 Log (Syntrophaceae) /
mL Jy 5.2 (i1 F BUIE /S bk 4 e 5 1) & S 90 7E 68
RN 77 B e AIG BT AR R ARG, B BLOE T 7S feda
H IR s B W) Synirophaceae 4 W F 5 KD

M12 M4 Hex
I 1T | 1
(¥ —] ]

) + = —— - v S—
e —— - _—
. e

o

— — —— ——
—— e ed—
- - 5
i

5 AEERSFZ ST A E % DGGE E ik
Figure 5. DGGE profiles of bacterial 16S rRNA V3 regions.

M12: Dodecanedioic acid; M14: Tetradecanedioic acid.

() I 28 0 1E A e s R E T DU TR b
PSR E S ARG A A A B 7.4 R 7.6, T
CA R B ~ TR R B0 R S o TR A sk YR 119 5 46 21 A
T AR 85 5 1) % BUZH 5 Log (Syntrophaceae) | mL (1]
AR S B AH 2 5l A 4.6.4.7.5.6 Al 4.4, I Lk 1F -+
e IR AN IE T DU b R b e VR IR AR (A
XJE FAEAR, U W) T 4 B Syntrophaceae {E LLIE 1
Ft — JCRRANIE DU e — JCIR A e st 1) DR AR B AR e A
e PR AR G R R R AN DA AT i 5 P R TR
LT LLFL IR « VAR T - N e R B AR A Bl U 1 IR A B
it s EY R RS m 2 -3 MR, X
DGGE [ 1% 4 S A0 — 35 (FLIR ~ R A1 75 e 12 A
h B U TR DR AR R AR SR b FE AR, 72 DGGE &4
AT ) 5 L, Syntrophaceae 41 1 7F LA IE -+
Bt JCTR AN IE DU e JC R A IR 1) AR TR AR K
I HL 7 B B Jon At e 5w B ) AR BECZE I R A
2 =3 AN AT, N Syntrophaceae 41 1 W] LLF) A IE
e GRS E T DU ke e R ml L R AR T
P A K
2.4 AREBEBEEZEHETER M2 WEHREE REWN
B AE I 45 R TR RS R T R Y 16S rRNA I
Kt T-RFLP 43 B, F 243 2] 17 5 A K i Bk v
Bt (TRF, I 7) , £ 45 T-RFs 186.228.284.393 il
495 bp. T-RFLP &5 5 & 7% s I AN [5] B U5 191 B &%
M82 [1) vty B AFE U 45 K A ABL, H 2 RE R A A W 1 4% A
FEOOE 2 BEANTA] o 5 S B2 R8I aE -+ 68 — G IR
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1o LV STVt N B VA 8 B /- RN 4 R L
SR 3 R B Ay 186.228.284 F1 495 bp, 4R 1fii £F ¥
0 LR BA ~ PN TR AN R S e R B Ay DR 1 AR
F AR B R 186 bp Fl1 495 bp. 45 & A1/ 4l
2T IR 5 T e SO g TP, e B T-RF 186 bp
RF M 5 B 8 T &8 97 8 = W bl
Methanoculleus ™ ; T-RFs 228,284 Fl 495 bp L% 1
TRAEMRBER T GRE M= i i M. concilii

5 M. harundinacea (A1 BLYE K T 99%) =7 . T-
RF 393 bp & Methanomicrobia " [¥) A 5% F% X B,
O W 98 3R B Methanomicrobia #f /&= &, 8 35 #I 7=
H ety 2 o X R TR MB2 7 B A I 7 R 7
Bt RE s A I A7 AR U8 TR AN LR IR 1 Y e
o AR S 5 T R B (H 2 AE AN [R] ) B
Y5 ARAE T 5 X T SIS AR TR R R A R A
SREBN .

#1.DGGE B FHMERRBRFIIRILEWER
Table 1. Comparison of genomic sequences in dominant DGGE bands by sequencing and BLAST analysis

Most closely related hit in

Most closely related hit in 168

Band Phylogenetic group Accession
GenBank and Similarity clone library and Similarity
Candidatus Cloacamonas acidaminovorans
A Clone HB1_30 (JX088335.1) (97% ) WWE1 AB898928
(CU466930. 1) (97% )
Thermotogaceae bacterium 30bM ( GU129117.1)
B Clone B6_46 (HQ689254. 1) (94% ) Thermotogaceae AB898929
(94%)
Syntrophus buswellii strain DM2 ( JQ346736. 1)
C Clone B6_4 (HQ689231.1) (98% ) Syntrophaceae AB898930
(95%)
Spirochaetes  bacterium SA-0 ( AY695841.1 )
D Clone HB_79 (JN202684. 1) (99% ) Spirochaetaceae AB898931
(91%)
387 . EEEother  [EEE 228bp 393bp
% ] 186bp [C1284bp [N 495bp
2 100
3
<
£ 6+
s SO
s 1 - 807 SN
5h i —E—  [F] k]
< = N
Z 4 g
e 2 604 m
v 2
3 A E]
§ &
s 24 40 4
£ 2
= =
3 =
o & 204
S0 ‘{l — Els bl T T T
] A o A& A8
(“ o o 3O L &L LS boﬂ\“ o 0@0“5
G c’n‘v“e& cﬁ"‘a& . 27 N 0-
W
O° »\e’\ﬁ"&: 5&:‘-"‘3‘\ ©

carbon source

6. FEI#%iE YT Syntrophaceae rRNA FEE &
Figure 6. Log Syntrophaceae rRNA gene abundance of samples

(log gene abundance per mL)

3 g

L B AR T AR M82 T LA B A K BE IR 7 R IE
FoNkeke IE ke uR S IE DU R JnR AN
B IR A AL e s [ It mT LA P R B i s PR L R

carbon source

7. FRREZFGTFRESLE TRF BN FEHE
114

Figure 7. Relative abundance of archaeal T-RF of samples (log

gene abundance per mL)

PO PTIR BN A A A W B o AEAS R B 45 AR R (I
QR RTvt 3N L1 STy N | i RV % <ol RN
e IR B~ LR A R D IR ) 5 G TR R T 5 A AT AL
T AW, R E TR T e (T-RF186
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A1393 bp) » 75— KK LWRE IR M BE i (TRF
228.284 11495 bp) « AELLIE+ —k —J0HRIEH Y
B JCIRAIE N ek O BRI ) R R R, KR A
153 Fr B 284 bp, 8R1M Methanosaetacee (284 bp) A
Tl G4 R 10 B ¥k 4 Methanosaeta concilii, ., 1% 5 1%
W ME— B BE R W B, £ R A CO, mTBLAE O B
W AENHBEVE S B L LR SR
HGE R A 3 AEL A A7 A1 A S8 R B R e o v I U
R 22 M82 A1 7™ H1 e 4% A1 1 IR 260 e A A i e e 7 B
e 1) 3k 2 T i 3 o 2 1 SR AR AN AR A iR O i A
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Degradation of fatty acid by syntrophic hydrocarbon-
degrading consortium MS82

Chen Ding, Lei Cheng, Qiao He, Hui Zhang

Biogas Institute of Ministry of Agriculture, Key Laboratory of Development and Application of Rural Renewable Energy,
Ministry of Agriculture, Chengdu 610041, Sichuan Province, China

Abstract: [Objective] Using molecular ecology methods, we screened non-hydrocarbon carbon sources suitable for growth
of syntrophic hydrocarbon-degrading Syntrophus sp. [Methods] The acclimated methanogenic hexadecane-degrading
consortium M82 was subcultured with dodecanedioic acid, tetradecanedioic acid, hexadecanoic acid, propionate and
lactate. PCR-DGGE and qPCR were used to analyze the abundance and quantity of syntrophaceae using different carbon
sources. The T-RFLP was applied to analyze archaeal community. [Results] The consortium M82 could grow and
produce methane using a variety of fatty acids that also resulted in the change in bacterial microbial community structure.
Syntrophaceae bacterial stripe was obviously detected in the culture added additional dodecanedioic acid and
tetradecanedioic acid. Furthermore, the results show that the logarithmic abundance of Syntrophaceae was 7.4 and 7. 6 in
per milliliter culture in the two enrichment cultures respectively, which were 2 — 3 units higher than these in other
cultures. The archaeal community structure was mainly composed of acetoclastic methanogens Methanosaeta and
hydrogenotrophic methanogens Methanoculleus in all culture. [Conclusion] Syntrophus sp. can use non-hydrocarbon
carbon source (dodecanedioic acid and tetradecanedioic acid) as substrate to grow, which provides valuable information to
isolate syntrophic hydrocarbon bacteria, and reveal the molecular mechanism of syntrophic hydrocarbon degradation.

Keywords: Syntrophic alkane degradation, Methane, fatty acid, Syntrophaceae
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