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S 75 R DRI 2H 2 1) S Al R b B AL o T B BAR A
SR 5t
R, AOTIE, TF B, AR, AhE A

1. 22 MBS R B S B TR 2= e, HOR 22 7300705 2.0 & KRG SR TR, LR MG
2640005 3. L1 ZR [a] B M RL B e A BRZY &), AR Il 65 264000

W E IR WERE AT (NOB) 1Y W RE 4SS X BRI Th e et , A% 45 NOB W g &kl -, ET%
HAEA¥BEARERT S EE TR RGN NOB AV HELN . MEEHCR . AL HEXIRERLEA
FLUIReEYE . G5 RERW, Nitrobacter J'& LG IG5 e RGh e (R A IR, MXTF B 37.8%. T A9 1A Fl 2z (1]
RIS A PP S 25 58 A 1 IR A, o, H4E [ AH R AT 1R Bl (Vitrobacter winogradskyi) FIL Gl 4k B Fh (Witrobacter
hamburgensis) 5 YL W 3 ARG . oAb, BRI 2 RN L KRE T E RN EMGEI LR, VAR Ak
DR Noor 0 HE A ZR B0 N AR 0 SR BRI (5 BL 13.5%) ARWFSY 45 SR 7] o NOB W & I & B35 R IR IS5

KRR WAER AL R WA ZILHAIEAR PR EAYIRRER

TS AL B2 N 2 AR I A PR G YY , fE R AE Wy kAL 2 I Bh vh A4 AR . i A E
JE S (NH,) B e b 2 E 041 5 (AOB) 5 1 B (AOA) Ak A WA 25 0 (NO,),  2F i 8 0 il 118 3k 4
LT (NOB) A AL M i AR (NOy Yy 1B I W 8 . FEE 25 100 Z4Erh, RZH 5 T2 AR
I3 A% K AOB T fHF 1 A BHARRPE TSR R h 451k S NOB B HE 0 A BRF MEJF R g i 2 S, X
FEEM T, TEEGAY A D, AR A R A R R R P IR, A T A B
EAE R #h A S B S R B AR I R R R B, T8 A UG AOB A1 NOB 2K [ )
AR PR M 22 S, IEEEVERNR NOB W & M Ts M, nI/E AR A A A R8GERE, Hitk, R
FHIF IR 1 NOB MY B BE R 9T

NOB JE T i HIR AL, A LtEars&m, ol ALk eS Y, W Cco,. CO» . HCO, %
YERIE, FIH NO, ER AR, 76 NO, bt B L O, fE W43 4k, DR AERK T 2 m
it . NOB %1k NO, 7" L W RE AN A 2%~11% M T4 MIHg 58, ik, NOB RERA MR AR, 4K
W, RHHAEARESRGE PN HAIEA 1%~5%). HAr, C%a KN NOB W& 24
FE GH AL AT T 8/ (Nitrobacter) . i 6 MR 16 J& (Nitrospira). fiFi 4b BR % J& (Nitrococuus). fig 1k %] 1 J&
(Nitrospina) . Nitrotoga J& . Candidatus Nitromaritima J& 1 Nitrolancea J& 7 &Y, H, LT H
ks BHEA: 2021-04-18; FEABEH: 2021-09-02
EEWE: ERARRFEETE FHHE (51668031)

E—EE: WM (1996—), L, W-LWF5E4:, 1931444630@qq.com; DRUBIE{EE : Fhut i (1976 —), HB, W+, ##z,
12821306@qq.com
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J& (Nitrobacter) F1 5L M2 18 J& (Nitrospira) & NOB [ M BUC R R, |20 F L3 %K.
IR BT V5 K AL B g S e

U 10450k, il s P E AR Z H T AR AES R G T SRR R, BB R G
TR ERT . ZVm R AE YA, 38 A Ry 91 ] U5 1 RN 22 S B B B 9 1 2 R R L AL AT g
TE L JFXS A Fh AR W A HEAT KRBT L . RAr BT, NI B IR AT BT T A A 3
RGN EZANE, T A M A I G A W A -BR B e 32 2 (8] B A ELAE FE AL

A FEEF X S 4L NOB W B G P15 . &40, it SEM # R4E5E T NOB WE ML S 4F1E, i
R 7% B AL 2F FR AR 5T T AR A0 R 58 9 TG 1 V5 U 00 B 0 AR B R OGN S R, R T
NOB & @ A A Ak . NG ERAT h DI Re 5 2 et , W ARESRRAEA . HEAEYN
R AR E Wy 2 38 S o
1 MB5ER%
1.1 LWRAK EMSRERIERE

SIS N TR K, K 43R . 10~700 mgeL ! NaNO, (il 3= # i A [\ (4 NaNO, 175 Wi 45
il % 4R ) NO, e ), 0.4 gNaHCO,, 1 gKH,PO,. 1.31-gK;HPO, LXK 0.9 mL fif#c % . AT+
. 1.25gEDTA. 0.55¢gZnSO,7H,0, . 0.4 gCoCl,-6 H,0. 1.275 gMnCl,-4 H,0. 0.4 gCuSO,-4 H,0,
0.05 gNa,Mo0O,-2 H,0. 1.375 gCaCl,-2 H,0. 1.25 gFeCl,"6 H,0. 44.4 gMgSO,-7 H,0, EMi5k [ 2
VG [ 22 PRim K AL BT ST I R B, s e B A RAE A R B PR, IR G TR TR AT
3300mgL',

SO R SBR N # . A AR RN T L, BE RN A IR AR RN AR, IR 4~
45 mgL™"', R 25+1 °C. pH 7.5+0.5. #tAl, “RH WTW-Multi3420 43 B {3 52 B W5 000 i £k s 7 ¢
Ko SBRULALIZFT Iy . WERE 7K (1'min), WA (I ] BE JE 93424k . U0 UE (60 min) F1HE K
(5 min). SEHG IS AT 140 d(420 ASJE ), FE KPR R AUST R E N 10 mg L' &2 A FF L 50 mg L
(B B2 B A0 B 8 2 700 mg'L 'S
1.2 KEHSHMBSHE

NO- 2-N., NO- 3-N, KB [ A0 uk B 34 2R ) 80 o O i 0 ) pH A i 40 f WTW-
Multi3420 #E47 SEEF W
1.3 WEYIDNA ZBESEENF

75 YR FE N 40 T 3 K 2H DNA % ] DNeasyPowerSoil Kit 12 7 & $2 B, I3 12 0.8% By J5 Wi 5E it .
PR AT DNA JF RS I, ) B SR FH 48 A0 43 06 6 B2 TT X DNA () e B8 fn 4 B b A7 i fk . DL4R I 16S
rRNA ] V4-V5 X R#ll i, #47 PCRY . ¥ 51974 F 24 515F(GTGCCAGCMGCCGCGGTAA),
R} 907R(CCGTCAATTCMTTTRAGTTT)., PCR ¥ 34 & hi #5 £F & : 95 °C B #4 2 min; B J5 17
25 JEHA T B8 S0 (95 °C 28 305, 55°C 1Bk 30s. 72 °C #Eff 40 s); K 1 J57E 72 °C F A4 10 min,
RN T=80 C IRAF. ZHE DIGIRARIEA YR PR A #E47 Hlumina MiSeq 3 £ % .
14  REFBEFEAR

BV Y R RE RN R B 43T« 1) X v 3l 0 A5 B 0 SR S R AT T A O A, R I T A
P AE (Clean data); 2) X i Jit & )7 51 647 )7 50 PR e 4 ¢, 4 8 7 B [ 41 Contigs Fl Scaffolds J3 4]
£, IR )P H 5 NCBINT 40 A FE b 9 BCB . 40 B . oy o8 DG 22 0% 41 17 BLASTN e X (3%
E<0.001); 3)if i MEGAN | ] “ e Il 2 [ #H 2 350k 7 S BAR P9 A - 2OE BIE B 9456
Saffolds/Scaftigs J7 91 7E & 20 () - BER R . SRASAEATE R G/ K EH FayAx F R, JFiFfT iR
WO, ARARAEITCREAFIIE; S MEAFHETIRER, RETREIRE A . A E K
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I3 EE .
1.5 B FEME (SEM) 54

ZoRIG Ve AR S A DEUSRIBG W T 1.5 mL L& T, LL4.000 rmin &0
Smin, 4 FIEWERR, A 2.5% % Z/EEE, JFET 4°C kM 1.5h; 2) A 0.1 mol- L™ /Y B2 2%
PR R YE 3 U, BEYK 10 ming 3) 43 ) FH T EE AR 8L 50%, 70%, 80%, 90% K £ BEREATHE K, REIK
10~15 min, FLL 100% K ZBEBL K 3 %K, BEYK 10~15 min; 4)100% Z B : 2 R 5 IGlE=1:1., 4l 2 1R
SENEE A B, AR 15 ming 5) ) HCP22 (H ITACH 1) B 5L s T MO RE S B 745 6) ZERE M
FIHE 1500 nm £ Jm B (4 s AIAR) S8 AL B . R A AR (JSM-5 6001V, HA%) 47T WL I if
FTRETE 34T
2 #HR5iTE
2.1 WMEYIEE R SEM-EDS 57347

T #8597 NOB & £ 2 G N A W) B ASHE, SBRAEL ARG R BT B 120 KA, BUE
PEIS Y i d R FH SEM X H R I A HE AT R AE (] 1) 453200, B9 LA IR 6 A BROR 5 o8 3
[(0.5~0.8)x(1.0~2.0)], HIGPETGIe R ILAR LI, FEBRIGMT . wbhh K 0y B A KR DL AR TE XA
e, BN BB K, TR T PR R 5. ik 56 STk 238 1) NOB 1 J& A= 9 i B
AHRE, Nitrobacter AR, Nitrospira SM2JEIR ,  Nitrococuus 2 ERAR, Nitrospina 2 FFARE,

m . m
bt EHT= 500K WD=132mm Mag= 2000KX SigralA=SEz Rl — EHT= 500KV WD=132mm Meg= S000KX  SignalA=5E2

(a) Ji R AE%720 000 (b) HORAEELS0 000
El1 EHZ% NOBEMISIERE SEM 547

Fig. 1 SEM analysis of enriched NOB activated sludge surface

22 WEMEEREET
BTGV DA S U E AR ) 0 AP RETR o3 A (8] 2(a)), WTLAE Y, BUEIREETED] 20 260K

VR R, AW 19T Hoh X FERE G1L0%) W EEAHE . BIRET]
(Proteobacteria)(82.2%) . i £k /i ] (Actinobacteria)(4.5%). #L#T I ] (Bacteroidetes)(4.5%). J&BE B[]
(Firmicutes)(2.1%). #F ¥ i ] (Gemmationadetes)(1.6%) FIYEL I ] (Verrucomicrobia)(1.6%), iX 6 28
PR D AR S B B2 S A Y Y 96.5% . Hoe A R EERUAR (<1.0%) BT T T 4E S8 BR A -
TR '] (Deinococcus-Thermus)(0.9%) . 77 %% i | ] (Planctomycetes)(0.8%) . %% %5 [ [ ] (Chloroflexi)(0.5%)
2% . NOB WAL % M & J& " ) Nitrobacter F1 Nitrospira 43 ) J& T Proteobacteria F1 i 1k #2 i€ £ []
(Nitrospirae). Proteobacteria & SR ARG M F AP i KT, WEEEHRAMRSE PR EEN
DIRe R #E, HAHX B 20 27.5%~65.0%""" . ABEFE T, Proteobacteria #H X} F FE (82.2%) & T O A
B SCERFRGE A . SR, A7 3% A U e B R A T N Db IX 3 K B A W B i 22 Rk B 22 S i b e B
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IR IKFE A W AE T 1K T L 0 B 9% 4544 b B 3 & 19 J2 Bacteroidetes(39.1%), H:IX A Proteobacteria
(29.2%). TE B R, BRA L (C/N) REW% i 3 52 i Proteobacteria AYAH XT3, 78 C/N N 0 i},
Proteobacteria ) AH Xt = & 5% Ik (40.7%), 1 C/N & 5 i, Proteobacteria it A1 XT 3 & % = (65.2%). It
b, Proteobacteria AI#EIE—453 0 5 N4, 735l a. B. vy, & Fles HH, a-. B-. y-Fl5-Proteobacteria
HWILFETERY LGS RE T, H B-Proteobacteria 4% i £ F M 1, SR, AWFRH a-.
B-. y-Fil 5-Proteobacteria 1 #H XF £ & 43 31| A 58.3% . 16.1%. 5.9% F1 1.9%. a-F1 p-Proteobacteria J2: %%
RPN, X 2 KEWAIERZ WA M, a7 LU NO, -N L5 Y.

E 2(b) MW T K W A ) 2R e AR G 2B . BB AL FT TR B (Vitrobacter) . W18 A AR 98 TR R
(Mesorhizobium) . 2L A TH J& (Rubrivivax), 184 & (Bradyrhizobium) . 1158 [KTH J& (Burkholderia)
ZFHMTEE (Gemmatimonas) F1 41 W & (Opitutus) S FX £ E>1.0% WREA 158, b S84
60.7%. BLAL, MXTFEE/NTF<1.0% 08 £ 2G5 EKE 8 (Streptococcus) WETR 1F J& (Acidovorax) 1
AR MR (Sphingomonas) 55 5 J& , 5 AV &1 4.5% , SLFRF AL T 13CE Y7 & AKCE LR #E

ZEM . (EX AR B T, Nitrobacter. Mesorhizobium I Rubrivivax-2& 5 s AR B8 H 5148 K1
ESFMB R, TR R 37.8% . 3.9% 1 2.6%: o A BRI 14 FE S B R T
R 1 34.9%, WAL R G PR Y A A FEEG 2

95 50
%0 Eﬁgigsgq cl E 4917 SE
I o 40 T $9(1£99.56% CI
80 ST oN: N 5 ﬁﬁ
70 . LJ{E 30 . {E
e - BME &
i B . Sl BS
z 2 Bas | P
jrens 1 &= = @
= 05 = - =2 2 @$
B é@
N Tife 1 i @é@@
0.01 @ 0 5 @
T oo e P P40 S s \.6 ' \\ «\ S 0%\0%@ s S 5
S F L o&;ﬁ“@é‘\oﬁ o *0 2 ,\oc‘oo&g ¢° -\\\0\\\4’ ‘0‘ \\\ \(3‘ o\‘ xd\{\\ %0 %N ° 00&\ QQ(\%@Q\‘&‘\Q
90\ C}\Q &K ‘b‘-\\\ RN [ Qs rz,. d \ % 0 Q" Q) ‘."(‘\ o ‘\Q$ %Q/ \ Q }»\\\‘\39 *04
v & A‘Z%PQ‘Q\“’ & g\ e & QS A &R R
<y Qé& Q° Qs
(a) 'K (b) JEAKF

2 WEMETEER
Fig. 2 Microbial community compositions

ARSZIGKE I 3 F NOB W&, 43 5l B LT 18 J& (Nitrobacter). WEACIR A & (Nitrospira) FfiE AL
H & 8 (Nitrospina)s. H: W, Nitrobacter 3& 1% 115 e & & & G B & J@ (B X £ BE h 37.8%), 1M
Nitrospira 1 Nitrospina AR X £ FERAK, 43 WAL 0.03% 1 0.05%. 7T 0L, DL NaNO, kM — & J5
REUR, a7 &M, B4 S NO, W BB, AT SCP NOB R EE M & £ A4k, FF1 Nitrobacter
JH NOBHLH -

AT R, Nitrobacter M Nitrospira =4 YA R gt h i A AFRMER NOB &™), H 2 2K
JE A AR W 22 R TR NO, BEBURYIWRE . SR AT, Nirrobacter % i =
F Nitrospira, BIVA )T Nitrobacter B3 AR SZEG NOB & 4E b B2 h NO, W B2 M\ 10 mg' L' & 4
FEmET00mg L, HiEfridfE DO W EHEFFE 4.0 mg L' LA L, AFIT Nitrobacter B¥J¥55% . HXFF
Nitrobacter, Nitrospira AT AR R GENE | 157 7= Z8 15 I ) 56 A A5 A8 BRAE AR ek, B 7R JE vk
JE FR A1 () 35 8 FR R B v A KU WA 40 SR ] SBR N A, 7E NO, W JE IR AR T 2 mg L', iR
26 °C. DO N 3~4mg L™ WFMHET, WINESET LA Nitrospira(®0 X FE 1 75%) R ERTE G IR . &
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T LR #r, ARLEABITRCR 5 SEM K i (A ) 2 MR 0 e 45 A — 3, e or 3R G
FEJ5 SBR RS54 ¥ Hh NOB & #f 1 Nitrobacter o5 465 %5 (LM .
2.3 WMEMFIKERBIFKELILE D

A Spearman JCHK M 2% 3 B & B T OTU LE TG P T3 Ve AL i b 1 AH XS = B2 43 A1 - R HIAH &1k
Hr R -4 1 =2 [A] 522 B0 E AH SC B0 67 AH SC A9 Tl A= 0 S, T A0 S I X 2% 181 P00l ol 1) 2% G TK 43
Br, &% Al 51 SLIE] B (Co-occurrence) m% 7% I HE /& (Co-exclusion) A AH BAE R, MW A
[F] A W) 2 B 22 ) AT R A A B BIME sl > X R P I RIES, HHEEMHRERE FEALT
" 50 1 P38 2 18] B Spearman 45 4 A0 ¢ A%, X} H. "1 |Spearman’p|>0.8 H. p<0.01 i A L # & #
HOCHR M 4, T A Cytoscape #1717 8045 7Tt Ak (181 3). & b B0 €4 [R) 4 49 s AR SR X 25 E W s T W)
— B EAKE, B AR, RUNXMAEYEBEY R AT . AL,
UL R G A W W 5% AR A ) Z (R R B U)o T A ALY i L SR P 3 2 1) A7 70 AH DG M
(LA RIEF L, SRR AMK).

k_composti
Pseudomo)

Sinorhizobiu

NS
—~7/, G &
gty / 1 R
LT

NSRS
AW SN AV
i")“ﬁ? NS
A

er_xylosoxidans

7 =4
LR
=

Mesorh um_loti

B3 FhKFRIREME LB E
Fig. 3 Association network of dominant microorganisms at species level
TEOLH W R SR M 2 1 b, 70 B A (B PN Gl A 0 o R 340 0 5 TE AR DG PR R T R, 1 (B 22 ] 2 Oy
SR CPER E R . HoA, Nitrobacter W 0 4E Gl FR #T B # (Nitrobacter winogradskyi) . X [ il iR
R (Nitrobacter hamburgensis) . 2L EFN (Rhodopseudomonas) . W18 MIRE EF (Mesorhizobium)
He 22 T AP (Hyphomicrobium) I %6 AR 983 B8 A (Brad yrhizobium) 55 2 M M IEAH R FR; (B 52F A0
' (Gemmatimonas). #F 22 R (Leptothrix). HEEK W I (Streptococcus). 53 Ki kT W& F' (Ramlibacter) Jo Z
% W & AP (Stenotrophomonas) 5 PR M K R o TE I A W A b, 4E KE R AT 8 B (Nitrobacter
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winogradskyi) WIARXF F BE e sy, R 33.0%, HUR A ICIGHS BR AT T8 i (Nitrobacter hamburgensis), #H X}
F BN 4.5%, X PATEFAE R Nitrobacter $EALY (1) 8B40 3, FETE VTS U6 A= W Mo 2803k 2 473 vl o 2
B, B2 EA RS APUE (p<0.01)*, 5 Nitrobacter winogradskyi 1 Nitrobacter hamburgensis
BOE MK E O M FE . Mesorhizobium ., Bradyrhizobium . - Sinorhizobium .- Rhodobacter
Chelativorans % 16 T . H: ", Mesorhizobium 55 Wi 25 T8 (1) 15 AH ¢ P B¢ 5% , “ Spearman’ p ik 3]
0.999 F1 0.998, X 3 B} 33 BEf A= W1 (14 Wl B3 7E R 48 H LA PR R AE F (Co-occurrence) HBE, 58 B NO, 11 48
1t . 5 Nitrobacter winogradskyi 1 Nitrobacter hamburgensis & # 5 i A 5& W) 58 Ff 5 Variovorax .
Ralstonia. Truepera. Streptococcus Fl Stenotrophomonas %5 14 A~EFh . HA, Streptococcus 5 Variovorax
1 Ralstonia W) M1 e M58, Spearman’p 35 $1-0.999 F1-0.999, 2 W 4 5 B Al 15 33 B 25 4y 1) 1 B3
TE RGP LA L HE SR (Co-exclusion) B AH EAE AR X SEAE, AR F NO, %A1k .
24 ET KEGGHINOB ERAINRETR

A e R 20 DR T e 1 B2 AR TR R 1P 4R 5 B 1 8508 2 LU T, X 4545 TR A i
SRR D RESEAT R . HET, N )T B R R R T R AR R KEGG AR i 2K R e
2o KEGG 2y A= Wy A 38 6 43 B 85080 P, B G0 st e m B A . PREE (R BAL 3] . 20 Mk 72
IR RGP 6 KA @ I% o #4875 KEGG X5 8% 58 2 e, % 2 B
20 U5 2 Y L R AT R R A2 . o B AR TR PP 9 AR AR B KAASP B T I RETE R, X
HERAE AT, %H“EX%%QKE"J‘E%? R RG] I ) T e A 1 e ek AR R

HEREAE RN E 4 PR o B i A bs R 8 1T A0 8 S AH A B ) B BT, A bR A

ER7L

<. } "
REE I

IW?%SEE%F?‘P@W}

Tz
SR IR AR
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P TR LR fis
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Aem R
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Fig. 4 Annotated result of KEGG secondary metabolic pathway
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> KEGG 2 — S A B FThhe, HATJE M58 — SR RAE L M o 7255 — S AR ahE %
AR LR B EE | PRRAE BB MR | AWK AR G R N 2 v R B Y B 1
3910 106 698, 27 149, 28 711, 8460, 3 804 Fll 12 638 4>, Horbr, v B 2L 11 18 B Ay &5 1 o B i
&%, HEEABEN 56.9%, HIK &G BT (15.4%) Fstfe 5 BT (14.5%), H A3 F
T [ 19 A O ) R 1 B 1 AR (2.0~6.7%) o T RIS T REASE B v 4 A% AH 1 T BE 1) 35k PR 2E T g 1y
ZREME R D A B I, RO T U R R AR R A 2SR R PR A 3 S )
FIEE 8 5 48 L K 2B W o N 0 5 R e i 19 2 i v sh i

FE 5 AR A E B DI RE AT b, A B b R R R A B R 2, R 25
756 4~ (13.7%), HW g B N7 Fne A A, HOhREE (4R N 19 196 M (10.2%) . 3REL(E B4k
P B 2 B T R VB N 16 212 4 (8.6%). T BRI BR K AL A AR . fE AR B ALE
TG R A BTG LT AE— M FE R KOE, AE R 12 77145 (6.8%) . 2T KEGG 1Y 2 1Y) fig
HEREDIRE R, T M5 R4 N HA AE X R D AR A AR W R E o Nitrobacter T J& 1E R Z 46 e
PR, 70K NO, E AL NO, WA b fe i ad B v, R4 T 35 18 22 105 R0 558 R AR AR DG 336 58

WAL, 7€ KEGG 27 DU 5 Gk iy (9 4 31 38 B 1 3R 1545 Ay KO T 7 [l U 5 I8 7% iy HL AR T RS
FE T A KO ¥ W 21 KEGG iy ZU A8 i 1, AR5 240 5 A AA Sl . ek . Janfk
[F] £ A 1R 30 T 0 S5 A A PR k30 D AU A AR v - R A5 18 Fh A A DG Y B GR 1. & 5), H

*1 AP EEXBOMERFE

Table 1 Types and abundances of enzymes related to nitrogen metabolism process

B AR B2 /% A
SRR 14.3 nirK, nosZ. narl, norB. nirS, napA. nrfd, norC
fis et 2 13.5 nxrd., nxrB

SRR R AR S 6.6 nirB. nirD. napB

[F AR R A S5t 9.3 NRT. nasA. nirA, NR. narB

th, Wi R £R S Ak A8 R B Nar(nxrA F nrB 5

napB - - !
D) B AR G 3 e 5 O 13.5%. Nar J& NOB ﬁg | | © o LML
IR, LA AR, £ e i
LA A e TR A0 i R R 2 AR R T nird- . ! | BHAGEES T I
GEME-RHRRE, oWt d), B ol 8 o e s
e (nxrB) Ry W I (nrC) 4 LPY. HAT, nxrd "::fi: I | I =
I nxrB 43 WIVE K W5 4L FT 1 (Nitrobacter) FIAH AL ”Zé’r‘; | 1 I )FEX;I(?;’E
YRR (Nitrospira) B I RESE N AN R G &K B hricd norBr e ! I Beide @ 1000
BN R, RS R RE R, i
R D 1 nacrd F onoerB, T 55 B AR 6 32 5 43 ) b
8.6% il 49%, HIEFAMIEH T, nodtihl w1 @  © @ fife
X RE RO, XTI RESL N JZE HIIESE T Nitro- Samplel Sample2 Sample3
bacter 72 AL RGN IO IR AR A5 R . R RR 5 NOB BRZELREA DA EEMNFE
AR I 5 2 55 R 3 S PRI A AR Fig. 5 NOB enrichment system nitrogen cycle

gene annotation results
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3 g

1) 2T 16S rRNA 2 5 K 2H X6 1% PR35 P A i e £ B 45 R 7R, Proteobacteria 4 ik P15 U &
GEh AR T T] (A5 82.2%), THALKT I8 (Nitrobacter) J1 Fe i 3 I& (2 i 37.8%), H AT &t
W T 5.0%, RHLGH EEEEFR G SBRIGETS IR R G M Y HETE HH NOB 48 %) (3 b A7 .

2) Tl A Wy b 7K S A 354 ol O B IR 2% 3% BH 4% EC Al R AT TR (Nitrobacter winogradskyi) F1TE il A6 41
W (Nitrobacter hamburgensis) # %7 E 8B &, 4398 33.0%. 4.5%, J& Nitrobacter ) - FW) 1, HM
TP W A O

3) B T KEGG 84 R IR 1 R4 Mr 45 R R W1, NOB & £ R G 17 & 2 Fh b R4 2 fE
(56.9%) . WIEAF B AL (15.4%) VL Jeisifl (14.5%) 165, HJE T R ACH T 72 A G Bl ) 288 Je =F 5 3R
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Abstract In order to explore the community structure and metabolic function of nitrite oxidizing bacteria
(NOB) in an activated sludge system, the microbial population structure, interaction relationship, nitrogen
conversion related functional factors and protein functional characteristics in the NOB enriched activated sludge
system were explored based on metagenomics technology. Results showed that Nitrobacter was the most
abundant bacteria in the activated sludge system after enrichment, with relative abundance of 37.8%. Among
them, Nitrobacter winogradskyi and Nitrobacter hamburgensis showed a strong positive correlation. In addition,
metabolism was the most dominant process of'all kinds of bacteria in the system, and Nitrite oxidoreductase Nxr
was the key enzyme of nitrogen metabolism in biochemical system (accounting for 13.5%). The results of this
study can provide a reference for the enrichment culture of NOB bacteria.

Keywords Nitrite oxidizing bacteria; enrichment culture; metagenomic technology; population abundance;

protein function annotation
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