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BE: I RAANENT AR EPERE AR M AE B LN SR T, R
75 % A Tllumina MiSeq il J5 F &, #£ T 16S rRNA 3£ B 8 | J5 45 2, xt 46 Fn 86 d 4 ) #h
JUAE ST B 1 DA R AR RR P WM E D BEEHRTON. £ REr, 86d A
47 Shannon-Wiener % F£ M 5 #( 8 2 5 T 46 d, /A Ft # ¥ Shannon-Wiener 35 4% & Z 1% T &
WA LN EST I i H 35 AT TONR 1524 B 274 MR K 420 AN JE 2 A HE
RRFE G F Az, AP RRAEFALRAFEFTES. HENARE
BEARFEET R K AR, 46 586dM ERMEITR A HAHE T &HEIT. ZWRAFHFIT.
FERE 1 F0 TM6, A0 Xt 3 BB 8 An il 8 & o AAES JRIBARET 738 o B AE X E 2 Ay
MHBFHBE, EAHE. REAMEHEF ETENITEIITRLEIT. UAEFITRERELEIT,
RHEREN e ZHEN. PEMENURKEEN, RIS, S5 RIEEHBM®
BRASEERN vy ERENURFEREN; NE B BHAEAKTLE, KA.
KRFEFEFHLE N EELR, SARNLEEHNRELETE, EAHE. RRERMTHE
RN — PR KB SR HBMAL, AL E B A heel_clade, K IR FrdF f7 38 o 44
J& N Ambiguous_taxa. R LRI —FME TN HE MR E M E WBEFZ LM Z W B X
MUK BB K ENNZ 7 E.

KB L xtir; A, KR, W, MAEMBELEN,;, SHK
FESES:S917.1 XHRARERS: A

FLGNIE X BF (Litopenaeus vannamei), X X UK R IR R AR 2 253.3 km®, HiH FLYA T
FEXTER, 7= TR VE N R K BOR & L i = Xt UK 7 b JE T 80 k™™, Bifi 5 7 5 %% B K ARAR
SVGRF R, H AT B IR E R R 5 3G, LA I X B Y s 3 o) R H 25 1 22,
b 2 X R RO R SR A S, ST, 2017 T2 T PLYAIE R R SR 5 1) fk B & g o
AETR ETR K = A S R 3123.6 T t, Horh JLAA i 1 2 XoF R A PN B T AR R IR R
VX HR PR R A 59.15 7 . MUKV = AN KEMAEYFEHT, 58 FHEAME . HE
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2038 KopE o R 44 45

il 2 o g 18 AR W 5 0 R ) 96 R R A 7 R
i TR A R E M . AR, X ERUE YR
WA 32 RS, AW RW, N [R) 250 R 2H B
1) Ji T8 T A= 0 R T g 5 M xR £ 3 SR AR DA e
Xof A 5 i T e g 1 R Y IR R IS
TE T YRR TS 2 R 2 AR

o iE M AE RSN R RBRE, B
it B SE TN R, AN BRI X W i 3 4 T ) SE B
HA B, KB 28 28 W By 51 % AF i 18 T
TE AP 2 ], ol LB ) o LR AR, R
Pdw o EICSEN LB, TEIEKFNIRK 2 FhFR5H 5%
RN, Ll im0 0F A9 i 38 TR R 25 40 22 R AR
G R LA X R T K A
e T R L, T KR N R R i 3 T
B, pH FIAEAS & & i i AR TR, R
RAEIT UGN NOS -N Flt 28 R a 55 FLAA I XT iR
RIS A A RE I8 T RE S IEAR DG, 10 PO, -P i
JE I 2 AR T 1 R B S IEAH O, JRAR sk TR
7R B BREAR 10 1) A TR A

Mg I K A A Y AR K B bR E S
FIOCR MRS HIEHREN, A FEFMAHL
RIENEFY, WA E R, BHEE
ERZAFZ RN, ZHEFE R, W
R EL T (Procambarus clarkii) Y 3 19 )i J¢ B B P
AL R ZTE ], HH A w2
BE & 77 GE I 8] 1) B 25 W I, EL R e K R
AR e N EENREARE, &
T W S5 U2V X6 435 ) 2 (Apostichopus japonicus) 1 1B
K B85 IR T RE R OT ST AR N W RE A R
A 22, (HBES 128 % B 1 R
L& HAML

HAT, w2k B 58 3 A W B 7
M) BB AR Z —, 1% U R 3 A W B TR A
P 7E 55 GH L 5 K R JE PR BT 52 R, B0
PR X BRI AR AR O o PRt A BF TR T Tu-
mina MiSeq M| 7 F- 5 XF 37 4 i:F 72 v FL 94 152 XoF iR

(3 L IR B KRR BCH R TR A AR W HE AT 168
FRNA JEH P AN E , DA =35 A R TE
4ik Je Fe pe e, ot — 20 B SR 5 3R 5T X iE
AR, R 3R FE B e LA X B A 57
BRI M A R R O A I

1 MRS A

1.1 FEZHER

SEE AR b AR X SR A Tl B R A
(N30°52'6.87", E121°22'52.96") #k17 . %375
YA 15 A g, Hbh— AR, B
5 R L2 4333 m?, KR 1.5 m, B
%4 G kg A A LR 1R AL AR
B AL — S O R B R JF 16 he 76 SR 5 I 1K
Wl2m, MAMFEZE, W54 5 bR O HE
KL IR o PLAREE X AR AR 1 02 S T 2018 4 3
H 18 Hit ARk, 2820 dIRFLIG 0 A 454
W, UYL 40 7 RRAF, 1 ] 45 0 4 R
B &k, R B 1R, 28 d 5 IR H M AR
IFECA R, BR . R4 1K,

12 #HMmRE

ARG I3 A E AR SE g g, AR AR SR
B Ao R v G R R A R I i 20 A R R B
(shrimp hemocyte iridescent virus, SHIV), &G H &
o S5 DL o S fE BRI L R e B R e BE (R 1),
53 IAE 3756 46 Fi1 86 d B SR AR K | I KL
PHIEXTIR AR S A 6 1, dE I8 AMAEAL, R
N [ET B e

KEKFERS, TH DL BE 1A 2R
FEA, EEEGMYSEN, BEENA 1Im, 5
BT KT 25 em 2R A 1 LKHE, T /K5 i
W5 KA PR G 2 4R (LA 0.22 pm) i 0K, I
5T =20 °COKF RAT H T B AE Ml

TERAE R, HC KR JE S R EIKR

1 LREERFRL

Tab.1 Basic information of L. vannamei aquaculture ponds

FFERE/d  growth days

257 groups

46 86 91 102
fHEE  healthy pond TR JEBERF, TCULRAN ey
KJisE - diseased pond T HE HBUPEHE, A 3 AR fheiy
#pHE  virus carrying pond il B TEHEHE, ARG i 15 AR B Ll
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LJZ 0~10cm HYFEAL, ETICW AEARH, T-20°C
VKAE PRAFIF R B DNA T PCR §73
BAYERSE 5 R JLNEXTER, BT k&
BB E, IO IS T AR R AT EE
fif ), WO L EXT IR B IE N A, KA
w5 REF B IE N AUAER 1 AREA, SRR
A=20 °C VKFEIRAT o SCIR 5 UK KRR L e 2L
R B R A 2% 2 IR ) AR R S R AT BR A
A AT Y
1.3 KENZEFE

IR 5T 2R B B AR AE G K 0T R A R i 1 I
PR BREC AR BLE ) (GB 12999—91), /K AE B
1k A - 5% ] YSI-ProDO il 5E ¥ fift 48 (DO) H1 /K i
(T), T W& PHBJ-260 Il & pH, G A (TN). &&H
A (TAN), WAEA (NO; -N), AHRELE A (NO3 -N),
LA (TP). TE MBS (AP). M4t a(Chl-a) Ml 4f
PR £h 48 EX (COD) 73 ) 42 1 2 Tt 1R 84 37 e 5 41b
2366 B (GB11894—89) . 44 [ ik 7 Lk 53
(GB 7479—87). HAMMA LAk (GB 7493—
87). BANMIOLICE B (HI/T 346—2007). 4HR
By 66 (GB 11893—89) . M 4H Wk s (GB
11893 —89) . # £, Figt ik % Ko ok 1 5 4 R R %
(GB 11892—89) T4 KA

1.4 DNA {ZHU#1 PCR ¥ 18

{#i F§ E.ZN.A.” soil DNA Kit (Omega Biotek,
Norcross, GA, US) $2HUEEA: DNA J5, #173iieEE
JiE L Pk B2 DNA W FEAG TN, 4% v B 7 B 2 1 ng/ul
1 DNA S5tz , FF Barcode FU:A5 440 Takara
Ex Taq (TaKaRa) {5 % EL il X 40 & 16S rRNA K&
HEAT PCR Y3 . AR5 16S rRNA J R 751 4 55 I
MiSeq V- &5 B9 ¥ 225K, £ X V3~va4 IX S it
Fe 5P T PCR Y3, Tisms ¥k 343F-5'-TA
CGGRAGGCAGCAG-3', JFui5| ¥~ 798R-5"-A
GGGTATCTAATCCT-3', PCR WA Z (30 uL):
2xGflex PCR Buffer 15 pL, Template DNA 1 pL,
Forward Primer (5 pmol/uL)1 puL, Reverse Primer (5
pmol/uL) 1 uL, Tks Gflex DNA Polymerase (1.25
U/uL) 0.6 uL, #h7K % 30 uL. S 44 . 94 °C
TAEYE Smin, 94°C A8 30s, 56°C i#k 30s, 72°C
HEM 20, J26 MMEFR, 72 °C FEH 5 min, PCR
FEY LKA, T4 PCR ¥4 5 FHRE Bk 41k
F 7 4T Qubit & &1, 5 PCR =Wk B2 #4755
HIRFEG, JH MiSeq F &l 43 H7 .
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T BOHE 0 o 45 25 38 . X Tllumina MiSeq 1
J¥ BT 45 19 i 46 £ 4 A Trimmomatic!™ #4114 2 2%
BT 45 B X0 i B9 (8 P FLASH!™ #5445 47 PF 4%
PR R B R LG BE ] QUIME Hr ) split_libraries!"
RS SE R AT RE 2 4%, DA S BRAE R i DL R At
R 1% B3 7 3 5 i JS ) UCHIME" #5425 B3 %
BRIP4 B A5 A RO 5 T S 4y
Bro BiHESERL, RIGHEARIT S SEL

J B2 W R T B o B A 38 v AR oy S
JG (operational taxonomic unit, OTU) & 2% 43 £ Fl
Yl 532 0 8 o i Vsearch™ M, X542
J¥ 9144 B 97% W ARALLEE #E 1T OTU 4328, IR ER
A~ OTU v 3 B fiw i T 504K iz OTU A3
J¥%1, 5 Greengenes ¥4 FEHEAT X EL, W Fh EL X
1 P& {d FH RDP classifier 74, 4 B8 & 15 X 8] K
T 07 RBLS R, LS al B X OTU #f 17
alpha ZFEEFR B M ST 2B R, 4
MAETT. W, B, B BRASEKFE LG
AW RIS FE A, FHAMEYZ A&y
BrAs th 25 50 20K F 1 25 S E DR

Alpha ZFEPEFE B IR )e ey Fh 22 M, &
B A, $E Shannon-Wiener $8 20 Fll Simpson"” #8 %% .
Shannon-Wiener Fl Simpson 5 £ 43 5l 5z WL #E 5 4>
BRI ZREM:, B alpha 48 50EAT boxplot 43
Mr, 75— T IR RFEREAS 1Y 2 e PR 5L
ik ANOVA H#E47 22 k40 b, 22 S L P<0.05
TR,

H Excel 2007 4b P45, I F SPSS 25.0 #k
1 X6t AN [7] 57 B st [61) 7K S5 BE Ak DR 7 Ak A= 9 o
1) AF X = B R0 43 30l iR A7 B R U5 25 3BT (One-
Way ANOVA), Jf/E LSD £ & b, 2% ML
P<0.05 &R .

2 HEH

21 KEREF

W —RAFEH, 343 114>k B EE b A
T EM 2 (R 2). R — I 46
55 86 KA B A i A B, 06 PR B S A Rk A 2 T
TRbRAEfE i E 2= 5, pH. BA S WA 3 Wiff
TE W 5 M 2% 5 (P<0.01), pH fH7E 86 d I 1% i
FET 46d, TMEE S W AEEE N B T 46 d
(P<0.01)(3 2)
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2040 Koo 44 &
F2 NEMITFREMIEETRE 46 5 86 d FTRI/KRIBUEF
Tab.2 Water quality of L. vannamei aquaculture ponds at day 46 and day 86
_ 46d 86 d
B3 e g
et s wiw PR e g R e
healthy pond diseased pond pond healthy pond diseased pond pond

RE,CT 28.10 25.70 28.50 29.30 29.00 29.20 0.120
R4 /(mg/L) DO 7.28 6.68 6.77 6.78 5.86 6.34 0.147
R0 pH 8.56 8.31 8.36 7.93 7.95 7.78 0.005
LR #h 18 8U/(mg/L) CODy, 5.931 3.291 1.707 8.208 2.384 6.576 0.384
H-4¢Za/(mg/L) Chl-a 0.105 0.049 0.084 0.425 0.153 0.314 0.054
JW/(mg/L) TP 0.848 0.495 1.244 0.449 0.306 0.373 0.092
% B /(mg/L) AP 0.492 0.272 0.594 0.008 0.042 0.014 0.011
HMA/(mg/L) TN 3.653 3.211 2.769 11.982 10.005 11.471 0.000
T %0/ (mg/L) No; -N 0.467 1.432 0.499 2.609 4.975 4.031 0.015
LA A/ (mg/L) NO, -N 0.000 5 0.079 6 0.002 1 0.272 3 0.219 8 0.287 7 0.002
JE R/ (mg/L) TAN 2.426 2.499 1.220 0.853 1.132 1.014 0.068

22 SBRENFHIENZHEMIEHR

N LA 5 XoF B 55 48 Yt 35 AR BAG K RE L R AR
KR R AL 18 4, XFHIEAT 16S rRNA I FE
RS 605 798 S5 A % FF, 4T OTU 40254k
453 711 4~ OTU(E 1), BKIE, iR 46
W2 86 K, IR OTU 34K i
W E T KRR, U VR RE AR R W R B
FFE, Hdr 86 d i i A I I OTU A~ #i
of#FEYE  healthy pond

[= &JE  diseased pond
| = #f795535%  virus carrying pond

6 000
5000
4000 r
3000 r
2000 r
1000

0

OTU M4
OTU counts

46W 86W  46S
FE R
type of sample

86S 461 86l

1 46 7186 d BY FLAUEXTARFRSE SRR £ IR ANAA
EMED TR OTU Mgt
W.KEE, S JEJe, LIFGE: TH
Fig.1 The OTU counts of microorganisms in water,
sediment and L. vannamei intestine
samples at day 46 and day 86
W. water sample, S. sediment sample, 1. intestine sample; the same below
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%, 1148674, (HHAEIFR K, KmIEH
WO AR 1 OTU Bk A= T ARk . KRR
5 B R B 38 OTU S8 2 313 47>, 55 46 d B
(4 474 4) BEAR—2F 5 i s Y5 R i 3 b OTU 4
Bk 45174, B46d it (2821 M) HKT 60.12%.,
35 FLAA T X MR 5 58 22 55 46 15 86 KA I /K
LRI ZE HAE YA Shannon-Wiener A1 Sim-
pson ZFEPEFE S (5 3), 86 d HU/KAE . IS Y8 FIUF
fi i #£ 4% Shannon-Wiener #5 0 o 2 = T 46 d(P<
0.05), oIt 46 Kik 25 86 X, KEEH Y
Shannon-Wiener $§ £% 3 . Z& I T )i Je M1 8F 1% 18
(P<0.05), H:rP AR 1H 5.99 H BLTE 46 d 1Y & 9%
WK RER T E 10,79 H IR AE 86 d I I I
(14 0 iy T8 o 6 I L4 T G R A A R R
i 3 % BE IR B8 P A W 22 R T R E 3
LG U R fi T8 v i B 2R 0 B T 22 R T BOK R
FRFEE.
23 ANEMNIFEMEMBEMEDE %
2R RR K 254

X PLAA TR R A ] 55 58 I 3 K A IR T
K B T E AT A 2RI, SR & T
M. H. BHFIE 5 DK (& 4). TEFTA MM
o A=y 45 ST, rR R 12590, 268 H,
492 BFLA K 917 J& , MAERZEA FokRAE, K. K
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#3 AAEXEFFREIEKEE. KR RATAAIE 7 £ 4989 Shannon-Wiener #0 Simpson 15 #

Tab.3 Shannon-Wiener and Simpson indexes of microorganisms in water, sediment and L. vannamei intestine samples

46d 86 d
NI M7 973 , . Gig L
BEREE LGk viruffjrr}jing BEREE Rink Vimrr:cfr:/ing
healthy pond  diseased pond pond healthy pond  diseased pond pond
Shannon-Wienerf5¥l  JkB:  water 6.76 5.99 6.48 7.76 7.72 7.01
Shannon-Wiener index
J&JE  sediment 10.30 10.18 9.72 9.18 9.88 10.62
M8 intestine 9.88 10.43 9.97 10.51 9.81 10.79
SimpsontHi 4 JKBE water 0.99 0.89 0.98 1.00 0.94 1.00
Simpson index
J&Je  sediment 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.99 1.00
M8 intestine 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.96 1.00
F 4 NYUEXITFREKEE, KRR E R E YRR E R
Tab.4 Basic structure of the microbial community in water, sediment and L. vannamei intestine samples
[l phylum M class H order Bl family J& genus
JKFE water 35 80 181 314 527
JEJE  sediment 41 107 228 425 699
J7i&  intestine 45 113 243 446 808

Ue . R IE A AR 5 A5 2K R R B
W T o

TE FLYA TR BF FR A K AR S )8 FEE 1 38 L
AEWIRE A T 45 AT, 3 2R EE A il
Koty 35, 41 #1045 1136 (B 2). ZEA R IR
SRR IR MAAAEA R o KA L IR FIER
B = TR PR T S5 A Z TR B AT — s 1A G
Yoo SARE, A 35 TR T 3 Km0
A 6N TTRAVTENEYE . FLYH B XS 0F i 3 Hh A7 7
O3 9] Je W B 22 1T 7] (Caldiserica) . #4BE A7 AT 780 17
(Thermotogae). Z%h X Bk J¥ B '] (Lentisphaerae) .
Cloacimonetes, Hydrogenedentes fll GOUTA4; £
AT AL AE FLGN T X UF B 38 R A7 A, 4
Candidate division OP3, OC31, Microgenomates #/l
Aerophobetes

TEM Kb, JKRE IR U8 A 38 A v 3
Kt A E e 1254, 3RAER R4 80,
107, 113449, HophAg 70 9076 3 280 rp gt
[FAATE, BRULLAAN, TEKFEFIIE YR . AKAE FHUF
i b oA 4 AR 3 ASHRI Y, e S R 1E
G 28 MARFE B . LA 268 AN H, KRR
JEE YR I il Fh il A7 A 181, 228 1243 M H

o E K P2 % 2 32 /) sponsored by China Society of Fisheries

WA HA 1524, Ao, KERUKRHFES A S
ABAHTE, KEERER G IE A 144~ BAHR, K
Je T E A 61 A~ BALRIfELE . AERPKOF I,
A 492 D BE, 3 RAE &KL 314, 425 A
446 A BE, HE 274 ASRHEKEE | TR AR
WP RER L, A 13 ADNBHMUFE KRB AETE, 25
ANBHMUAE T i iy, iR iz 38 e A 35 > ok
AR, H SRR ILFAFAE MR 1181,
LoKFEP AL FEAEAE B 194, EIRAKE L,
Kt 917 AN, K HBE RS U AT i T8 43 A
527. 699 #1808 ™)@ , A f77E By & A 420 1,
IKEEREYE . KAEFER B 38 . Je FUF i 3
G W IR0 16, 54 F1207 4~

IKRE L JES TR R ML T X I i 3 A 4 4y 2
FIVKF- 0G5 o A —E L = EH ik
PITHR A TE W 1] (Proteobacteria) . 481 FF B ']
(Bacteroidetes) A1 it £k 1 '] (Actinobacteria), H:
TG T T o X A, FEKEE LK Tl AL i
TE A ST S4 R R S B AR IR R 53.89% . 51.93% Al
38.72%(I&l 3). A ] By B b 28 RYAE 1] 43 250K P
R ES, I ETTAE KRR U i A X
FEWEER T I WIE (P<0.05), ZF M
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2042 Ko7E ¥R

44 %

intestine

(d

2 LYUEITARFFIAVERAE . RRFUTAE E R EY
E1 (@), Hd). B #@). & @EKFE
1 H#H9 Venn &
Fig.2 Venn diagram of microorganisms detected in
water, sediment and intestine samples at the levels of
phylum(a), class(b), order(c), family(d) and genus(e)

in L. vannamei aquaculture ponds, respectively

100
90
80
70
60
50
40 |
30
20
10

AEXT /%
relative abundance

(Gemmatimonadetes) 7E 7K &5 H (% AH X = BEAIL T II%
P fpiE, H2E 5 8% (P<0.05), &40 []
(Cyanobacteria) 1 ¢ 17 | ] (Chlorobi) 7 Jit U th AH Xt
FEY/NT 2%, W EAM T KM LR iE (P<
0.05), FRAT T ] (Acidobacteria) F1fiF £k 42 i &5 ']
(Nitrospirae) 7£ 7K #£ v #H X5 3= B 8 & (K F IK e
(P<0.05), BLA, FUAFF BT RUBCZ TR TR AH X 3=
EAE 3R REEES . MUEYRHE IR
BE IR AR AL, 46 5 86 d FE L Y TUE
WKt Zn A s, B ERMEITRR
LT SRE T 22RFF AT (Fibrobacteres) .
AR (Planctomycates), H.iX 4 4~ [] A X
F RN 86 d L = T 46 d(P<0.05), 7E/KEEH,
86 d INF (4 4PLAT T 1] AH XF 4 B & & T 46 d(P<
0.05); TEJRURHEMN T, ASTE TR [T AR KT = 2 Bl R
AR T3S N (P<0.05), fELZ: Jift £ 1A 1] 0 2 5 i
BT TR ARG E AR R A I, 56 86 KX 46 KT
R (P<0.05). 53 4h, AN[EIEZ B EAEAE—
SE S . ARG IE P, A e IR Y TR RE T )
(Firmicutes) 7F 46 d i A XF 42 B 0 21.44%, LK
FASEIT, e T = RE B 1] 76 KRR R U i
iR (2.01%), TR 86 K, HAEE
TR T 4.59%; KIRIE M miE e, BT
PRI 1T RS AR TR T AR AL R RE TR TR, AE
46 d IR 32 B2 431 R 13.54% F 6.63%, ) 86 d
W, SEREZE 1.92% F1 0.24%(4 3).

GEiT AT A 1% LU BRI, o

HAh  others
£k 1] Chlorobi
- FHACERBER T Nitrospirae
WS40 1] Cyanobacteria
= BRFFEETT  Acidobacteria
= ZFHMIE]  Gemmatimonadetes
= JEEEBGT  Firmicutes
= JZEHETT  Actinobacteria
= fUFFEETT  Bacteroidetes
- BB Proteobacteria

0

46W 86W 46S 86S
ERE
type of sample

461 86l

3 JLEEXTER 46 7086 d k4. R REMAEME MR BB FE ST

Fig.3 The relative abundance of dominant phyla in water, sediment and L. vannamei intestine samples at day 46 and day 86
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I T 40 (Alphaproteobacteria). B 728 ¥ & 44 (Beta-
proteobacteria), y A8 I 14X (Gammaproteobacteria) |
Ji £k TR 2K (Actinobacteria) . & 4% JE B 24X (Deltapro-
teobacteria) 1 # JIf #T 7 29 (Sphingobacteriia) 45 7£
JREE RS YR AN L4 I X R g G v ) SF B4R X
R E (K 4), KM, H = RIUEHENH o8
LN (28.35%) . L 2N (14.01%) F B A2 I 1A
4 (12.38%), Kl Ry A2 B W 4 (15.50%). &
AR I T 49 (12.60%) Fl o A JE T 2K (12.40%), i 4R
i 3 U o R I AN (12.37%) . B S I T 4
(9.14%) Fly 2L B4 (8.38%) AHXT FERY w5 . W2k
YA IS HE K HRE | YR RN FL g i X R iz 8 b ) A
YEFEAE—E 2R FHMEL (Gemmatimona-
detes) Fl Thermoleophilia 7£ 7K A . 4T iz i F1 K e
rh AR R BEAR I R G s KA o B TE TR
Y4 FN 2% 1 44 (Chlorobia) Y AH X 3 & i 2 & F IS U
FIMF 7 IE , £ 445 X B (Cytophagia) W & 25 Ik T
JUE U8 I LA Y X IR g 5 R g T R 2F AT I
44 (Bacilli) (2.48%) FIHUAT RN (Bacteroidia) (2.04%)
BAHXT FEEAR, HRE&ETRERNKI; K
FEF TR R Y . BRI B 20 (Acidimicrobiia) I
2% A& (Chloroplast) 0% F B2 & TRV, BT A
PAE T B = T LN X AR i K Ue R
Ak BT TR 40 (Nitrospira) AH X = FE & F KA, g
KRB EMTEE . MRS, MU
W2 . MEYMZIT i, 465 86d
FE B ) 22 e PE N A TR T A . 5 B IE 44

100 ¢
9
80 |
70 |
60 |
50 |
40 t
30 |
20 t
10 t
0

AHXE /%
relative abundance

46W 86W

46S 86S
B b Y
type of sample

22 4R AT 8 44 (Fibrobacteria), y X 49 . OPB41
FIPERL A 4N (Verrucomicrobiae), BR T vy A H M,
TG Athy 29 X257 ot A o 195 4 T2 B W S . FEKAE
86 AT o I AN . AR N . MR AT IE
4¥ (Clostridia) F1 Thermoleophilia ¢ 46 d i 2 % T
%, 125 FT 49 (Flavobacteriia) W i 3 [ Jt; 7F
JEVR R, ZF FA T 49 Al ThermoleophiliatH X} = &2
BB (B S S RGN 3 SRR OOR R, &
s 31 UK i) T 19 R AT 9 49 (Acidobacteria) i E8 T B
AR RE, 46 d AR 32 HE R 13.54%, L T
T f B 5 R 9 0 i 2 BEKCF, 86 d IR
T 1.29%, KNk P8 KRR 0 88 I AT BR 49 L SOET
T8 TP Y 4R TR AN TR T T AN | A X6 = B 2 i R
W38 R B T R FEMERETE AR b B
JIE AT B 49 AR T TR 49 86 d 43 il o Hh 4.64% FI
3.02%, % 46 dBHHY 10.02% F1 7.59% | BB i ;
e TR, JKFET ) y AR R AN . T AN A
FR PR 2N, LR X 0 i 38 Hp i i g AR X
JE Y5 B I ) A 3 g K W, Ho y BB R AN
1 3.07% TF 2 28.07%, 855 86 K I o I 7K
FEr A Fe LSS, TG U 1) T30 2 T 44 FITEE
TE AR ZF M AT T ) B8 T I R R, A
46 K AHXT = BE 5 310 17.46% F1 16.53%, i
e T (] S0 [ A ot 1 £ e B R0 A i B, 25 86
KIS B 2 3.64% F1 2.34%, HSHAR 2P F
BEIKFAH 2 (151 4).
EH . B BT L, AR A

HAth  others

4¢4A&  Chloroplast

Thermoleophilia
= ZY4ERME  Cytophagia

k40 Chlorobia
= WYMLIBUIEBE 2N Nitrospira

EHPIES  Gemmatimonadetes
= FRFFHE 4 Acidobacteria

FHIFF R Bacilli
= RRG ML Clostridia

BB 4N  Acidimicrobiia
= JZEEA  Actinobacteria
= FFE4  Bacteroidia
- WAFEY  Flavobacteriia
= HSHEFF 4N Sphingobacteriia
= LB 4N Deltaproteobacteria
= YA Gammaproteobacteria

= PASFLTEZN  Betaproteobacteria
= oA Alphaproteobacteria

461 86l

B4 JLYUEITEN 46 F1 86 d 7K. IR RIMAEMEMREREMEINEFE LT >1%)

Fig. 4 The relative abundance of dominant classes in water, sediment and

L. vannamei intestine samples at day 46 and day 86 (>1%)
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2044 KopE o R 44 3%

() DL S5 200 TRT 1) 20 1l M BE A AR PR B N TR . AE
IKAE L RS YE FIT FL AN U X 0 i i Hp S TR B A $ H
(F& =5% 1) J 40T 11145 B FT T 49 10 55 0 AT 1T
H (Sphingobacteriales), FxtUA4N, E#H (B,
J&) TEAFRE AL 45 7 . FEKFEH, SAR11 clade.
B AR I R W A 2B /R T [C A H (Burkholderiales)
Frankiales 1 %5 J5 AT & H ) XA X F 8w,
{H SAR11_clade 7F 4543 rf (1% 7= B2 o6 R 0% A5 fb i
F, 46 dBPTEEE Y 25.50%, A2 86 KA 7E
@ FRIE A AR IE T /N T 1%; 5o, I8 400
WHAX E R, 086 d i Y B AT H (Fla-
vobacteriales) A1 LM H (Aeromonadales) £ 77
95 5 HR 5 L B IR 13.52% . 20.35%. KB AP
B4 B S LD12 freshwater group Fl £ 9 1 F}
(Sporichthyaceae), {H V-1 KH XJ 3= £ 187 [ e 185 K
BERAML, 46 dBHAY 25.5%. 15.54% %% 86 d
B B9 3.73% F1 5.49%, LDI12 freshwater group f£
86 d F) At B 8 Al o 9 R IR 2= 1% DR (58 5).
e e, PR E W h B TR H (Xanthomon-
adales), ¥SASGFT 1 H . GemmatimonadalesHil A i
B H (Myxococcales), H. Fifi iR #3384 KT 8 & A2 1k 5
BRUL LSS, i 5 3 v i B 5 i 7 H (Pseudomon-
adales) 7F 86 d [ AH X =F B hy 13.49%, J& & 5 L
B HE, 46 dMIEK L 9, TN T &M
A (% 6). MRImIE Y, [UHHREFT I B AH X
FEE R, N T749%; BRILAN, BORZEMATE H
(Clostridiales) 7 46 d 5 (4 47 Jiig It mb AH X = B2 2
16.52%, 3T 86 d(& 7). )& I3 2K F
I+, uncultured bacterium F1 uncultured 73 F#E i
Ry — L, uncultured bacteriumfE /K £
SR XS B R 20.96%, HAH X BEAE S 46 F
86 K A7 1E i & 22 5 (P<0.05), 731K 30.69% Fil
11.24%; hgel_clade ZE/KFEAFIAAAXT RS 9.13%,
3 IR (0.07%) FUEF 73 (1.75%); I8 F /D
it JE 25 A A X T B B R S R T A, A BUR
WS A E (deromonas) MEATH JE (Flavobac-
terium), Tt 86 d IHPHHRIEHAIXTFRESMN 20.33%
H6.74%, A8 29785 T[] 399 24 o 0 w4kt B 0 £ =
FEAKE, 5 2Z AR A 0 AE LY 38 A R BE G e
FE i H 1) Perlucidibaca 1M AL B2 B J& (Nitrospira)
(141 5).

3 iR

% 38 T 2B R FE TR 5 AR K A s ) AR K
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AR EAEEAEN, FLGNEXT IR 7 8 A
WEHLEFRNRG . BWiERE L RiEima 4G
WUVER R, R YEHe X ER AR A ok R i 1 Y A
FRESMEZRES, BRI N, XTERGRRY B
BHERBEALSR ., RERGEATE, MKIEK
R IR Y, MG IE i A B 2 24 1 ik
HEYXFR, HEEY RS S INE KRB %)
AHOC IR B MG 4 B2 e L, T T Y R KRR 7K
FRFE IR EE T ) LG XT IR, 38 A B0 40 TR
4 R ZH00] DL KRB th R R, XHE B X
W (Penaeus penicillatus)* 14 & 1 F (Exopalae-
mon carinicauda)®" 1 7 18 T REIF R 25 R AEML, A
Shy W i 3 e A R KR R R T R . (B
T U6 S U2V BIF 9 1) 2 i 3 R B A 5 DG U A4 R
R, WA EBERE B, £
MHWRAEANERKR, ARG RER, 7
KAE L EVER LA i XT iR i A 35417, 70
AN 1524 H L 274 DB K 420 A AR
Yk 2], 3R B LGN I X ER ) 5 5 A B S AF
s 1B AR W) Z A AFAE B VDR R & o TN A 41
FAKF B0 43 A v] UL e 5 U R B 2 ] R A
WMAEY R Z, KEES 05 K e FER iz 18 2Z 18] 1
EEHEMAEYR L R R —EBRE LR R T
TEAMGE Y, K Te 5 5 7 18 A 1) T RE S5 Y
TR W B 118 22 R M A B O AT DAz B
AV RER ) ZRE e s AR B TR 5 A
AR, ZHEPEAR S GE 3R W A W B U D e
FRE e 2E, AW BB 3 R, B AR Y
T, R E KR B R Y alpha 2 FE A A K
A A5 o RS 4 (R P B, R =2 WA T g
B AR K o b R A ) [ RE R B, FLAN T X
MR 2 5 I 8 35 ) IR R PR R AR TR, SR T
B fdt R B i3 (I %) Shannon $5 %%, JF1A°& Shannon
8 BT B T A SRy X 0 £t BRE B A0k B bR A
fiff 55 )\ Shannon-Wiener 48 £ Fll Simpson £ # ¥ 45
A R Ao, KEE L U RN FL YN R iz 8 vh
AN Z R RIS, BT 2
FEPETR B W] AR TS VE FER i 3, iz 45 R it
— 20 U BH FL g T 0 R Ji 8 AR W S R BE KRR
JEUE KRB Y), T 38 AR 2H 8 n] BB 4R 2ok
WTIRVE, X5 PR I 4 BF 58 JL A I XTI Y
EIS AT o DA fE BR AY IR A SR S AR,
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12 1 SR, B JLYNIE X UR 3R 58 SR BT N T A RV R AE AT 2045
#z5 NEMSITFEBEKEPETERELRS (EFHETEE>3%)
Tab.5  Main flora in water samples of L. vannamei aquaculture ponds(mean relative abundance>3%) %
46d 86d

H D C H D C
A5 W17 Proteobacteria 54.33 58.92 55.54 52.05 51.85 50.66
B4 Alphaproteobacteria 32.35 41.34 37.29 19.85 27.34 11.96
ZIFF# B Rhodobacterales 4.00 2.82 433 6.13 2.28 3.30
ZIATH R Rhodobacteraceae 4.00 2.82 433 6.13 228 3.30
BAEIL#ZN  Betaproteobacteria 12.23 12.79 10.58 16.33 14.04 8.33
A E/REICHEH B Burkholderiales 9.92 11.40 8.38 15.04 12.11 737
MWEHMEF  Comamonadaceae 5.68 7.51 4.89 12.41 6.45 3.84
YEES  Gammaproteobacteria 3.30 2.87 3.07 9.51 571 28.07
SR H  Aeromonadales 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.50 0.06 20.35
SHMEERE  Aeromonadaceae 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.50 0.06 20.34
SRR deromonas 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.50 0.06 20.33
SIL WA Deltaproteobacteria 5.71 1.51 4.10 5.52 372 1.73
JAFEE ] Bacteroidetes 10.81 7.81 14.10 20.80 20.52 24.89
MEFF 49 Sphingobacteriia 6.78 4.24 10.50 12.19 12.31 9.41
#REFFH B Sphingobacteriales 6.78 424 10.50 12.19 12.31 9.41
JEWIZTE R B Saprospiraceae 5.04 0.56 8.04 9.65 1.35 4.19
AT Bacilli 1.35 1.29 1.52 5.37 4.49 13.52
#FFH H  Flavobacteriales 1.35 1.29 1.52 537 4.49 13.52
JRLEH T Actinobacteria 22.47 28.15 19.40 9.72 14.53 16.90
JRZE YA Actinobacteria 19.14 23.78 17.56 4.62 9.58 9.38
1 fEA}  Sporichthyaceae 16.82 14.04 15.77 3.36 6.44 6.66
BRI ZN  Acidimicrobiia 3.26 4.28 1.77 4.97 4.74 7.29
& H  Acidimicrobiales 3.26 428 1.77 497 474 7.29
BEWEEARL  Acidimicrobiaceae 3.20 4.10 1.60 4.49 439 6.68
47 Chlorobi 5.90 0.99 2.79 3.67 2.94 3.44
ZEW4N  Chlorobia 5.89 0.98 2.78 3.66 2.93 3.43
%% H  Chlorobiales 5.89 0.98 2.78 3.66 2.93 3.43
WE4NEE ] Cyanobacteria 227 1.96 3.83 9.02 6.03 2.36
H43%4&  Chloroplast 1.97 1.81 3.16 7.84 5.46 2.16
Frankiales 16.83 14.09 15.77 3.37 6.46 6.66
SARI1 clade 19.75 32.70 24.05 0.28 10.39 0.51
LDI2 freshwater group 19.75 32.70 24.05 0.28 10.39 0.51
OPB56 5.89 0.97 2.78 3.65 2.93 3.43
uncultured 3.61 2.94 5.14 7.56 11.80 235
uncultured_bacterium 27.46 34.77 29.82 11.22 15.42 7.07
Ambiguous_taxa 5.85 3.25 5.56 2.35 4.50 2.65
hgel_clade 13.59 11.85 13.03 3.31 6.34 6.63
CL500_29_marine_group 2.53 3.66 1.21 3.28 3.38 5.14

e HOEERYE, DORBIHE, COAERHE N

Notes: H. healthy pond, D. diseased pond, C. virus carrying pond; the same below
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2046 Koo 44 %
F 6 FLYUEMIIFEMEREPEZHILR (BN EE>3%)
Tab. 6 Main flora in the sediment samples of L. vannamei aquaculture ponds (mean relative abundance>3%) %
46d 86 d
H D C H D C
AJEHEI]  Proteobacteria 48.51 50.10 46.27 56.97 55.62 54.10
oL Alphaproteobacteria 10.64 12.63 16.34 8.54 15.94 10.31
HZBLHAE  Sphingomonadales 1.73 432 5.07 3.22 5.37 2.71
21025 H  Rhodospirillales 4.58 3.33 3.87 2.61 531 2.81
BAZFLEEZN  Betaproteobacteria 12.11 12.76 7.68 12.44 10.51 11.39
5 E/RMBIKE H  Burkholderiales 2.83 4.56 2.63 3.21 427 3.30
WAHLEUEE B Nitrosomonadales 5.24 4.50 2.85 3.96 3.20 4.02
WAL AR} Nitrosomonadaceae 5.12 4.46 2.81 3.88 3.19 321
YZJZH  Gammaproteobacteria 12.20 14.98 11.44 2227 16.83 15.28
B¥EEE  Pseudomonadales 1.34 0.81 0.68 13.49 4.09 0.90
HHEE  Xanthomonadales 8.38 11.90 8.16 4.80 8.67 10.33
H AL Xanthomonadaceae 2.86 6.07 4.64 2.94 4.67 3.86
ST EL  Deltaproteobacteria 13.34 9.54 10.57 13.43 12.05 16.67
Mi¥kB H  Myxococcales 5.20 4.20 6.93 3.78 5.99 4.60
PUFFH#TT  Bacteroidetes 14.06 18.62 14.33 8.93 18.25 13.97
H5REAT 49 Sphingobacteriia 6.61 8.41 6.88 2.75 11.57 6.52
iR E  Sphingobacteriales 6.61 8.41 6.88 2.75 11.57 6.52
LT Actinobacteria 13.77 12.01 2331 5.09 6.21 7.73
JRZEHAN  Actinobacteria 6.87 6.22 17.46 1.36 2.67 3.64
EEHF 1T Acidobacteria 5.53 4.14 2.84 7.32 436 6.19
ZFHMIE T Gemmatimonadetes 9.70 8.72 8.45 7.66 7.13 6.16
ZFHMIEA  Gemmatimonadetes 9.70 8.72 8.45 7.66 7.13 6.16
YRS Cytophagia 4.01 4.44 5.61 1.28 3.70 222
Cytophagales 3.91 4.17 4.88 1.23 3.67 2.14
Gemmatimonadales 7.47 6.34 4.94 7.00 6.20 4.64
Gemmatimonadaceae 7.47 6.34 4.94 7.00 6.20 4.64
Chitinophagaceae 2.36 5.94 4.55 1.80 8.31 2.75
Ambiguous_taxa 3.96 3.64 2.99 5.81 4.58 3.91
uncultured 23.96 22.70 15.46 16.65 20.21 24.35
uncultured_bacterium 8.54 6.53 7.50 7.93 7.34 6.93
Ambiguous_taxa 5.62 5.00 3.93 6.58 5.09 6.52

i TE WA ) 22 R iR O A R AR, LA T BR
YERAT R IE . ZER S Xiong FF 1 IR G RUAE
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(25— B0, R T IR Y i 3 A0 T 2 R AR
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1234 SR, B JLYNIE X UR 3R 58 SR BT N T A RV R AE AT 2047
F7 NAEMITFESEEEFHLE (FHENEE>3%)
Tab. 7 Summary of the main flora in L. vannamei intestine samples (mean relative abundance>3%) %
46d 86 d

H D C H D C
ZFIH ] Proteobacteria 36.83 40.48 39.04 37.23 39.37 39.36
oL Alphaproteobacteria 14.33 8.73 14.50 13.26 11.88 11.52
HZBLHAE  Sphingomonadales 2.98 1.40 6.51 5.06 2.90 3.29
BAZFLEEZN  Betaproteobacteria 9.68 11.52 6.83 7.50 10.07 9.24
5 E/RMBIKE H  Burkholderiales 6.80 1.45 2.83 3.84 7.30 5.12
YZIE  Gammaproteobacteria 7.60 6.25 8.63 9.44 8.64 9.73
ST TEL  Deltaproteobacteria 4.70 13.56 8.62 6.65 8.00 8.17
PUHFFHTT  Bacteroidetes 18.00 15.19 16.21 17.01 22.12 22.17
H5REAT 49 Sphingobacteriia 10.02 4.19 7.20 4.64 9.92 8.97
iR E  Sphingobacteriales 10.02 4.19 7.20 4.64 9.92 8.97
HFFEY Flavobacteriia 2.70 2.05 2.54 4.46 438 3.56
#AFH E  Flavobacteriales 2.70 2.05 2.54 4.46 438 3.56
LT Actinobacteria 21.73 5.08 8.13 17.92 16.64 12.06
JRZEHAA  Actinobacteria 12.54 2.07 4.57 10.43 10.12 7.79
BRI Acidimicrobiia 7.59 0.97 1.38 3.02 5.71 2.94
FEiE B Acidimicrobiales 7.59 0.97 1.38 3.02 5.71 2.94
JREER ] Firmicutes 4.79 2.01 21.44 6.67 4.47 4.59
HARZEMAT S Clostridia 1.78 0.94 16.53 3.90 1.73 234
HARZEMEATE H - Clostridiales 1.78 0.93 16.52 3.90 171 2.33
EEHF 1T Acidobacteria 1.69 13.54 3.71 2.05 1.92 3.00
FRFFEYA Acidobacteria 1.25 11.44 1.96 1.45 1.29 223
ZFHMIE T Gemmatimonadetes 3.57 7.45 5.41 7.29 2.75 4.68
ZFHMIEA  Gemmatimonadetes 3.57 7.45 5.41 7.29 2.75 4.68
W4NBET  Cyanobacteria 7.63 0.84 1.01 430 6.03 5.53
YRS Cytophagia 2.61 4.19 3.52 3.18 3.86 438
mH4E4A  Chloroplast 6.57 0.74 0.85 3.66 481 4.90
Cytophagales 2.39 3.94 3.20 3.10 3.48 4.12
Gemmatimonadales 2.07 4.57 3.47 4.15 1.42 2.45
Gemmatimonadaceae 2.07 4.57 3.47 4.15 1.42 2.45
Chitinophagaceae 4.25 2.02 4.83 2.17 2.70 3.07
uncultured_bacterium 2.04 6.78 1.99 3.69 1.51 2.83
uncultured 6.70 19.31 12.47 7.47 6.90 10.77
uncultured_bacterium 5.07 11.98 4.68 7.07 5.71 6.79
Ambiguous_taxa 2.83 6.16 3.77 3.12 3.42 3.74
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2048 KoOoE ¥ 44 3%
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relative abundance of community

hgcl clade

CL500_29 marine_group
SHNREE  Aeromonas
T B Flavobacterium
AR E  Sphingomona:
AW E  Hydrogenophaga
Fluviicola

THWIRET)R  Nitrospira
Perlucidibaca

Gemmatimonas

MWH_UniP1 aquatic_group
Haliangium

Acidibacter

Arenimonas
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DBt e®D 0O (L
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Bl 5 HLHEXNERFEREKE, KIBMANGIE MR HEFEERE @15

WOKFE, SURVE, LuFBE, DKWY, H.HHEYE, C. b

Fig. 5 Heatmap of bacterial genera relative abundance of water, sediment and

L. vannamei intestine in each aquaculture pond (Top15)

W. water sample, S. sediment sample, I. intestine sample, D. diseased pond, H. healthy pond, C. virus carrying pond

S A EEMIE SRR, I A 2 R
RPN R AR T T 3 R A AR AR T 1y B
FEPRET EBRICLAAN , T50A: 10 (0 B 7 45 1) 20 LA
WoRE R SRR OCR LI E
UG 5% W gy 308 R 57 58 B 35 v T A 9 45 4
PR, Z SRR IREE . AN [ 3% 58 5% 1 DA )
Xof M ) A PR 0 45 4% T T ) B e 8 AN TR, R
LA TE B 25 40 78 15 8 15 00 8 4 T 3 5 °F i v 2
Moss 55574 2 Jtk FL 44 € 0 I 57 58 T AS 7] i) 7K B
i — By ] JE, v R A 2 A R
¥y 22 5, Oxley 550" e BUYF A= R SR 5 1Y 28 3
XF WF (Penaeus merguiensis) 18U 19 i 18 T A= W) 1
T AE2H B b e BEAEARL . 3k 26 fF 5% 45 2R 5[] 33 1)
TN FLIR G 2 5 ek 0 B 0 TR A A, (HR
MORHR SR G B R, W A X R S A X
T B SRR, Ao RBE R P, ARSI 45 R
7N, PEBE LN X AR A A K, SR AE IR AR
B RETESE M R T B, H I AL AT
AHONS [ € . AEFRBEKAE . IR AR b,
PTTRB A BIRETT . UHETTHRLETT,
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RIEay = U SR R R /e N (E S W DO I YE el U 7B T |
H1(38.72%) BAIL T /KEE (53.89%) FUKYE (51.95%);
BRI DL AN, U i G R RE T ] R A
(7.33%), ¥ 50 1T AS {02 IS 8 Hh 1 00 34 1A i
Z—, [RImH AR b — e

IR AEC BT A R R AR TE AT T (34.80%)
— RPN ] (25.74%) FIIEEEE] (18.89%)
JE LGRS R g 3B TP A DL B TT 5 A 4R e A5 Y
WEFE A B, fit B 8RR s L4 Ve %ok W gy i oy 22
WRES AR TE B 1] (51.2%) FURER T (27.2%);
g L E DI SE I P R TR BF (Macrobrachium
rosenbergii) 118 " BIAZ O B RS TE B 1] R
W5 Tzeng % WFFEA R T A K9 H AH
¥R (Macrobrachium nipponense) %18 % P - 2 0 #f
SR ARTE ] JRRERE T TR R T, DLk
ARG WAL, BRI R E TR
Jt Ry E R R, ESISIRENUE T Harris™ Y
IR A Bl A7 AE T8 A 0 B 38 AR P B R O
PURF BT T7E 3 2B i v 2 S e Le ], KA rh
R R AP Y Ry T D N I N TR = V% S ]
Iy T 4T 5 DNA . & A s 2B &4 L
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12 4] AR, A PLENIE T R IR A PRI K 38 A R R R S AT 2049

YR Z A =B R, ALY RS
TR S 7K A 858 P B 0 30 110 o B 2 BB 4 B i
B AELAT TR 1D A KR v B i %) D Rl RT R O 7E 9 A
AR, A BIE S8 4 A I AL S S I e 3
fEHE A KR, 3 K RE AR B T TR R,
e T o M (0 A S UURRL ) IS o Rt RS SULRT B
BET A INCY, AR S R D — B
SRR S 14 1t 35 19 JES U8 v HUUFT B T T AE 86 d BB A K
TR RIS, FE— s R b R e s R B I 1 L 48
Xof BR 6 4 ek LA R A T A RO RE . AR
W e (0 TR RE B 1] 1 22 55 1 32 AR B A AR MR 28
A H b, 7E 46 d Il 5 5% 19 W iz 18 kR
F B IK 16.52%, Z 86 d I 28 TR & 2.33%,
LB 5 I A L0 B AR, H R 3 s B T AR,
2GRN TR R, (R RS SRR i
R0 1 AR 24 B AT T B R 18 K R R R R R
AL, WRAHERREBARKT . R4 KGN 1F 5
& IR R A g A i AR R 2 R B
o T TR 3, AR 2 R AT B R AR 2 Y
A1 8 2 BE 1 AN AN M ™ R 0 IR B 1 K i R 5
BB, MRS, A A8 S xE PLYR XTI
AFFEM, i FEERE N LA HRIER
HF B BH A AR 5 O D R B 5 M R 2 R AT T
FRERARA & BRICLAAL, BRAT B 1] A0l fh 42
JRE TR 1T HE 46 d 114 4 s 3 19 W Jigy T8 AR R = B 2
EE T HAL 2 A, HAFE 86 dI B EMMK. MR
FFBR 1T 00 Ak 5 1 1038 5 AE 0 3 iR v
MRFZE S S L B, MRATRE TR T 0T
A G R A B A, e — R B IR A
HZRARTIEFRA AR, 76 LA XS IR 1
AR, H &5 /NG, BLXH # (Seylla para-
mamosain) 8 WA = B /N 19 fiF AL 12UE R
TR B RN AR IE T N A 5 T, e
DGR BT RS R, R A . HRR R
G i R b 25 R R R R Y, X ax 2 AN 2687
R 8 P R ST A, I AR K P
Jin 3 rP A B, P RERE R T K R RN R R B Y
Ak, HE— 25 RZ T R HR A

TER K I, JKEE L I IR i 38 b S
AR Ty o I N . B AT T A DL ST
9, BRUCLLAL, UR I S KR A
FERRAF AN, AT IE SRR A L H NN A 5
I .y A TE AL I 2E PR A, WFSE R
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B, A F AT & E B B BE A X UEF (Penaeus
monodon) 1 % [C IR MR iy 18 O #2510 y A2
R, TRA B R y BIR WIS R RS =
e K i A TE , AR SO AR KM, AR
5Ty 280 B T TAE KA AR X = BE R 8.76%,
A 7 T ARG T LA T IR 5% B KRR T R
YRR EE . FERKCE LSRR A AR,
KA FE AN ER . ABRMER . 5
MOGERE . SO RE L R R A S LD12
freshwater_group 418, JigUe o W) 4y ¢ B B R
WAS AL PR . BARAT 420 DB AEKEE . IRTR
VIR i 38 A & S BE A, ELBR T uncultured
bacterium 7 3 FRE 5 b FE B E Ah, HoAt R A
XA KRR TP & A E B DU A W 7
“JE)EH LIRAW R NES, 450 SRR
A5 —3 . BRILLAAN, FEKHEE . TR AT %
BRI T 4 PR AR (Pseudo-
monas). “THMITEIE . N @ (Vibrio) F 8 AT
J&, 3PS AT . "IN R (Bdellovibrio). HUFT
W J& (Bacteroides) FZE 1 )& (Bacillus Cohn)™”,
BB G IR, ACBA M T 7 86 d i i i
HROREN R BE Sl 20.33%. IR 7E 7K AE B ) 57 B ER
b AE e, ARl B R EWEURNE, B
FHURIE T, BR R 2 S RBURW R KA,
WE 5 S BUAE SR X W BE 25 5 AR 3 (white spot
syndrome virus, WSSV) ) JL4H 5= X3 48 iz 38, FL
M2 ¥T & J& (Lactobacillusy, N & . SR E B
S5 TR Bl 2 e T BRI O EROR K
g, AERGIN M T MR AN R, [ SRR T R Y
FEXF B S, S Z MO AT —E
B AR o HETAT T8 e i R K B 1Y L 4h T X EF i
B GRS A A BF g B /D, (EL I 28 B T R i 2
C B IE SE AR B YL LA TEXT AR . H ARYEER . T E
BAXT U (Fenneropenaeus chinensis) . d FG A Al
TR AN, JF H A B i 5 R 55w #E I 100
B X PL AN T X A 4 3 FE 2R 1 78 100%7, S X IR
FEFE B — A KM . BOUW A S & X T
FHAEEE L, CAMXHRRY], TEME
rhES 0 ZF F AT TR M A1 2R R A PN 22 R A ) A
— E TR EE LR 52 ) FL g T 0 MR B AR B A AT R
Jo 18 U A IS 1, AT BT AR AR A A KT
DL R G R HHT 1 B 255 TR0 BE 1 E 7

B 0L LAAS A 0 08 428 X R 5% B K AR ) 7K
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i E s IR P R, FEARDRE T, 3R
B ) pH 3 AR, WA AR S RS B E T
e, A K A A ) 37 FE KA 1Y K 5 AR Ak
FHIES, RS E R AL R a2 8, H FE SR
B 2o AR v B A AR B, IO & B A
SRR B A K RAE S & B DY, 7R LAk
HER SR, A 30d AG I, s
LBy S =P O = N P U N = (ORI R 1 = S R
EXFIF R AT, FEALR Y, WA RR S
IR, (R EE BT L2WE (024 mg/L), £
A L 4 95 Xt B A 77 14 7K ol B0 55 5 A A X 42 4
T B =22 P9 o R T 9 5 K R B R 9 30T A R HL
Fu AN BR B TE RT B m X M Y 7 R e
RORA W R, TR RE 8 3 R A K A
WA . HAREE A . BERELGVWRIE, KK
VA s D A R 5 3R B 5 B R A A
80~610 F&/m’, AHfLT A=W 22 A e il A B &
FW A S R 2K, WORPRIE T 37
B AE I H 0,

g LTIk, LA iE X ER g 38 5 R KR
TR I AE SR VIR, iR
TR U b R RS A BOK AR O T, 3 KR
s HF0 AT AR X [ 2 PG S T AT R, R A
MR T = H B 2ZESYR, X FHMAX =H
ZIEAFFE R KB T Bk — 20 py e hly o e A
R kBT /D BEOR B, LR gIE B 7R ik
W8 b 3 B0, (EAE 57 B ok o O T BUw T
MIFETE . P 2 2E B A8 il Xt T B iR e . fit
SRR A HA BRI 7 5L
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Microbial community in Litopenaeus vannamei intestine and
its aquaculture environment

JIN Ruochen ', JIANG Min "*, SUN Shiyu', DAI Xilin>’, WU Hao >,
ZHOU Junfang *, YU Zhongli >, ZHANG Feng °
(1. College of Marine Ecology and Environment, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China,

2. National Demonstration Center for Experimental Fisheries Science Education,
Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China;
3. College of Fisheries and Life Science, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China,
4. East China Sea Fishery Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Shanghai 200090, China,
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Abstract: To explore the microbial community structure and changes in the intestine of Litopenaeus vannamei and
its aquaculture environment during the cultivation process, [llumina MiSeq high-throughput sequencing platform
was used to analyze the microbial community in the gut of L. vannamei at age of 46 and 86 days, and its aquacul-
ture water and sediments correspondingly, based on the 16S rRNA sequence. The results showed that the Shannon-
Wiener diversity indexes in water samples were significantly lower than those in sediments and shrimp intestines.
We detected 35 phyla, 70 classes, 152 orders, 274 families and 420 genera that existed in water, sediments and L.
vannamei intestines. There were more common microbes in the intestines of L. vannamei and the sediments than
those in the water. The microbial community structure of water, sediments and L. vannamei intestines changed
when culturing time prolonged, the different phyla of 46 and 86 d were Actinobacteria, Chlorobi, Fibrobacteres,
Planctomycates and TM6. Relative abundance increased with time. However, the dominant flora was relatively
fixed. At the phylum level, Proteobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Actinobacteria were the three dominant categories in all
three kinds of samples. At the class level, Alphaproteobacteria, Betaproteobacteria and Actinobacteria were the
dominant categories. In addition, L. vannamei intestines and sediment had the common dominant classes of
Deltaproteobacteria, Gammaproteobacteria and Gemmatimonadetes. From the classification levels of order, fam-
ily and genus, the microbial community relative abundance in various samples presented differences, so that few
common categories showed overlapping dominance in samples except unclassified genera, which was the most
abundant in all the samples. Besides, hgcl clade was the dominant genus in the water, Ambiguous_taxa was the
predominant genus in the L. vannamei intestines and sediments. These results further explained the correlation of
the microbial community structure in intestine of L. vannamei and its aquaculture environment, and also showed
the differences that emerged during the culture process.

Key words: Litopenaeus vannamei; aquaculture water; sediment; intestine; microbial community structure;
diversity
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