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CAP FEARAE I BHE . 0f 1 5525 FER (PNB) 1 2,2- 50 2 (DCA) J& CAP ALY RIY 2% 4b i 7 e = 2
B L=, CATT 3 A E S B A ME— AT KR DI . 3L BRI 2 s 1 2.5 SR DIMb i FR b A
LEVDREVE AN O D e R I S A . 2K IAYIML , Sphingomonas « Caballeronia F1 Cupriavidus 437 Ji%
N CAP.PNB I DCA [ fff i B it B0 345 141 s JF B e 1193 %) & CAPPNB Rl DCA (¥ 8RR 14, T 1112

?;?%E B PRI SE L T CAP [ BER Mk o PNBREAE A5 LA (PCAD , SR 5 S 1ok () A7 FNAT AL R R I AC N 4L
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HRASN AR . BB R P R RIS
PRV e /2 B 28 B 5RO B A R A e 0 ) BB AR ST
TR191. WFFUN 57038 S DAL B B 1 T e RO B VR 45
T 20 1 YA R o B B [10-110. FRARTL A=Y
HYIMEIEFE, A BT 40 R BRATH DL A 28R 1)
TR P A 0 e A R AR, O SO A W B VR A SR
PR AL E A

HEZR (CAP) fEA—M iR, \THA KM
FMEREAS, fE—2e g E R MR ET M E &, K=o
Wi A P Rl KB A I [2]. CAP I k) 2R (5T A Bk A
HIA BRI, ZEVS K AL B | [ B K A= P A 3 3 45 vt ol e
fif s G [12] ARHEFCRR T — A i K CAP P& fif 1
B, ZERERA N T CAPSRAL A AL TR /). fEZ
ATRIRF FE v, AT T — AN 5281 CAP AR 4e, I
EFIXS AL ZE IR (PNB) Al12,2- —& 28 (DCA) £i%
B A I B R (13]. BB, —SBRFRIETE Y,
7E CAP A=W Ak 5 4b P 72 HF PNB A DCA 2 % i LI
FEH[12,14-16]. PNB A DCA AT 8 4% 75 1 fiLk & 28 1%
[17]c DCA 2 75 UM B3 55 TRk 7 o = AR (1) — i DL i)
A EHBRE=8]. BT HX Mg R AR, &
AN E . 36 EAN & RS2 1 KRR 5
PTG EI[19]. DA 0 ZE YA B8 B B 20 B B A B LA
R F WK () DCA FIPNB. AHFFT B 1. Qifiid %
B DR 2E 50 AT 8 7 SR U8 T3 1 75 8 1) CAP P i T T2 K 3
YT TR A AT A DR T T S A s QRAETIML R RN 7
B9 PR X CAP. PNB I DCA IR R GE 11 OfFS 5
CAP. DCA 1 PNB A% A (1) 06 75 1) RE g 2 55 55 (R (1 3))
AN @RI BT RIE 77 K 2% CAP 1) A 47 % i R ik
A WREVE B RS o

2. MR TTE

2.1. WYL

EZ R, T Eni e RIEHEE ) FiEts
Ve P RN 25 N R SRR FE , FRATTEE ST T A3 CAP
AP R K P B ST R VS R A D I N 8 R IG CAP ¥ i et
AW I BL#5[20]0 AT T e 1 X 2o A=) e 28 H ik
AR VR IR B BRI 7T . AHIF FE 1 3B 7R CAP P& AR 16
BEERA YT AR P e 7 A 5e Bl AW RS2 s 1
THIRIE T L T BGE KA, R AT O AT
YA AP B8 HIE AT A5 2. [20]. MRIEYIL L FE A CAP
(L B, PR KH CAP IR 2 A 20 mg- L™ & A5 3 i £
120 mg-L™'s 2955 H g, 1% B AE e FF g IR /K

120 mg-L™' CAP, #RJ5 ¥ 30 254 120 mg-L™' CAP
()& B TC WL EE 55 75 b ik — 2B A, 156 B v 5 0 i 4k
[13]e L9125, ¥R B & A 100 mg-L™' PNB
L DCA (& RN ER R e ke, FHEAT 12 A Ik,
PR 7% H A PNB FI DCA FI I e /1 A= e . & it
BLER 5 352 3 th iR N CAP. PNB BY, DCA A ME—B5 U5, LA
30 mg-L™' NH,CUNAIE . A0SR I T =468
5> A CAP. PNB A1 DCA {E ik — B I 1 B BE, 40 )
i 44 4 CL-CAP. CL-PNB Al CL-DCA. W5 i & ik
B 296 1 £E 25 °C AN 120 romin™ [R5 1F FiE4T . AWFR
FEYIL IS FEREE 16 NMAEVIFEA, 14T DNA $EHUR 7 1k
LI o BEAh, ARWFFURGN T FATTCALERF 78 I ¥ 1%
A=W I N A BT AR FR R A 46 AN 72 3 R A $edi 4, xop 3L
AT 5 DA 78 H AN A0 25 B R AH 0 M [20-22] . ASHIEFE
BT RE AN B R A BE SR 145 BAITE M S A ISR ST

2.2. EYBE At e

FI 901k ) CAP. PNB A DCA [ fift 4 #8317 CAP.
PNB 1 DCA =W B f ik 525 o AE SEBed 1 il R T AR
VAR AT BRI T . BATTC LRI I & CAP 1)
ToHLER T R2A B3 G - HR A4 B8 3 Hh 43 15 10 8 AR A A [13,
217, AW 7T R I ARGX 8 #4415 5 PNB Hl DCA 2 4 %
flAET ]

N T TR FEAS[F)E 37 A0 CAP PR R 0 A e bk
R M g2 ma, Wk T A [\ Ah 0 Bk JE (2.4 mmol-L7
12 mmol-L™'. 60 mmol-L™' { ZEREN . AT IREN. N ERIR
By, KRS I (0.56 mmol-L7 ) NH,CI. NaNO,.
NaNO,). ¥4 CAPIKE (50~600 mg-L™") X CAP A:4[%
fERIRZM . RIS AR (5% 15%. 25% 557 50k
. pH (3.5, 45, 6.0, 7.5, 85) FIEJE (20 °C.
25°C. 30°C) X B REFEAR CAP USSR, TH:F1)5 36 h Al
72 hSSE B 7 B T DNA 2 HURT16S rRNA 3847/, {5
SN INZE RN S pH 4 3.5 R 8.5 (5 97 3L, Tl 4
KB MK 7 SRR ] IR BEREA R RIS B AL
Fis AR S2 1

FTE HEIR SE B35 B B = AN EYEAT . BO IR
R AR 23 B ) B PR A B, O R OB B TO L R 1 9 B R
SR SRR WSR2 b 35 AR R ) oL B B
FREER AT A P ARSI o TRV I TRD SO T AR S AT 1K
FoHr, 022 pm BIUR M (PTFE) i jE4sd U8
Crp [ 22 1 S B0 B I A BR A &1 o 48 FH B A7 {X Infinite
M200 (Tecan, ¥i-t) 7EJG% 600 nm (ODg,) AbE
B E .



2.3. k2o #

B I TOC-L 43 #r4¢ (Shimadzu Corporation, H 4)
W& P RA L (TOC). *1CAP. PNBE{DCAEN
Br R LI ME— BRI, TOC B2 ml IARR BTk
B, AT HERLLTOC LB E o it 5. g A1 2w
S ST R 77 A R SOV AR B - DY A AT TR AT N TR J5E
(HPLC-QTOF-MS, Impact II"™; Bruker, £%[& ) # Ther-
mo Hypersil Gold & #% £ (100 mm x 2.1 mm, 1.9 pm;
Thermo Fisher Scientific, 3% 1T CAP. PNB. PCA.
DCA e A E BE[13]. ARV A N E 5 mmol-L™' &
BRI AR, Ve B Iy T . e OO i o P e
IR LB S A TR 830 SR FHFRATT C A HRIE 1 5 2 4
FEAE TR AT S W e A E B [13]. IEAARHED)
JRIRGIEAT BV T b (m/z) RedE . 7R R XA
FOHEAT E BT, MRS RS R A — 2D
A E VIR EE R o

2.4. DNA $2HU. 72 2 K44 F1 16S rRNA H 48 1l Jy>

AW TS AR DR S 3R AT T R 32K (19 Tlumina AT 12
K1) Oxford nanopore technologies (ONT) %%k K 4l /5 .
{5 F FastDNA™ Spin Kit for Soil (MP Biomedicals, 3 [&)
FEHURE A B DNA H T Tllumina %5 3 K 41 F1 16S rRNA 318
FlFF, {# ] DNeasy PowerSoil Kit (Qiagen, JEE) 2
IUFEAS S DNA H T ONT I 77 o 38 i 1% 51 4 v i P ik
AT Qubit® 2.0 % it (Life Technologies, £ #5ill DNA
JEFRSE . i F NEBNext® Ultra™ DNA Library Prep Kit
(NEB, ZE[ED 4% Nlumina % & K40 7 5L, 1E Tlu-
mina NovaSeq V- & 14 Ffl X 150 bp SR BE BEAT I . A
FH Ligation Sequencing 1D kit (SQK-LSK109) (ONT, &
) 3247 ONT % B PR 20 77 SCEE (P A4 22, {87 FH Promethl-
ON (ONT, #lE) V& 4T ONT ZIERIHM 7o 7 kA
AW P ER R BOE A R S8R 62 MK 2 AL R 4
R B 10 /K 13K 7 56 D AH B0 AR 115 281 T B s A
IR S1. ZEH R A R 2 8 A7 N 35 [ B KA HAR
5 EH (NCBD HJSequence Read Archive (SRA) #i#
JiE, &35 N PRINA9S3649.

XF 104 43 BE A HE4T 16S tRNA T8 1/, PARAEA
[F) 55 72 264 T HIUE DR VE 4544 . 7E ABI GeneAmp® 9700
RAWEE N (PCR) 1% (Applied Biosystems, Z£[E) |
fF 514 515F (5'-GTGCCAGCMGCCGCGG-3") F1806R
(5'-GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3) #"# V4 [X ., KXH
TransStart® FastPfu DNA Polymerase AP221-01 Kit (Trans-
Gen Biotech, W[E) #£47PCR. 20 wL PCR S v A £ £l 45

3

BB DNA 10 ng. 5 wmol-L™' #7 5 31 # % 0.8 pL.
2.5 mmol-L™" AL T =W (INTPs) 2 uL. FastPfu £%
MK 4 wL. FastPfu 58 5 B 0.4 pL. PCR M A BRA
95 °CHiAE 1 3 min, 95 °CAZ1£305s, 55°CiEk30s, 72°C
W45 s, 27 MEHA G 72 °CHEAH 10 min. 8 FH 2% B g bl
15 J FLPK RN AxyPrep DNA Gel Extraction Kit (Axygen Bio-
sciences, ) 4ifky =¥ . f# A QuantiFluor™ ST
(Promega, F[ED Xtaifb )4 =it s&. A5, H
Majorbio (HED SR F XU 300 bp I/ 50, 7F Tllumina
MiSeq *F & L AT T, W5 IR N F ¥ AR AL
50 000 %% /541 . 16S rRNA 4 #1545 He 47 1% 3| NCBI SRA
AR, B35 N PRINA9S3665.

2.5. F LRI A HA o3 Hr

18 FH fastp (v0.23.2) % Illumina % %= K 2H 00 5 B4l 3
1T EIEHI[23]. 85T Kraken2 (v2.1.2) X %7 5L b6 40
AT ORI 3 FRIERE[24], 18IS Bracken (v2.7) THEEAN
KYMMFERE25]. AR (v4.1.2) TR 1)
Shannon #l Pielou ¥ 5 FEF5 4, 5 T #£ 7% ¥ Bray-Curtis £
BN REARTEAT T ARBR 73T (PCoAD .

{4 F metaSpades (v3.15.4) #H %% Illumina % 2% [X 44 £k
Pi[26]. i id Filtlong iT J& ONT ¥¥E, /M EBE N
500 bp, /N V34 B AUE BIE N 10, 135 Y ONT
P {F A metaFlye (v2.9) #4741 % [27]. f# H Medaka
(v1.6.1)+ Rcon (v1.4.3) FlPilon (v1.24) [28]% ONT 4
B REATIOG,  LASRAS & 5 ONT 4 4% 30+, CL-
CAP. CL-PNB. CL-DCA %% fJ Illumina A1 ONT Jll /¥ 41
%l i BASALT B 5 3 K44 (MAGs) [29]. f#
dRep (v2.0.00 [301%f MAGs 4T 2 TTR, SHN: -sa
0.95 -nc 0.30 -comp 50 -con 10. £ ff§ CheckM (v1.2.0) ¥
1l MAGs 1) 56 % FE A5 Y4 E[31]. ] GTDB-Tk (v2.1.0)
XT MAGs #EAT W R 73 RE B [32]. 83 Prodigal (v2.6.3)
T MAGs 1) 3£ [K[33], Ff HH Prokka (v1.14.5) [34]F1
KofamKOALA [35]3F 1T T REERE . 8 id CoPTR (v1.1.2)
THH MAGs I & Hl#E 2 [36]. f#1/ CoverM (v0.6.1) 1H5
IR A MAGs AR F 52, Z2%08: genome -m rela-
tive_abundance —min-read-aligned-percent 0.75 —min-read-per-
cent-identity 0.95. f# F R £ limma %} MAGs =F & it 17 & 4
SIHT37]e R LR INEW T DLk E BN 2 H
Fil, A% CoverM B 115 bl o) 1) 2 26 B[R 41) 1) B e 4
H, Z%4: contig —m reads_per base —min-read-aligned-
percent 0.75 —min-read-percent-identity 0.95, R Ji5 [ LA
BRI D AT B Pk B R A R B &R, </
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Gb) [20].

2.6. 16S rRNA 434 -7~ /> 4 /)4

i i QUIME2 *F 5 43 #T 16S tRNA 3 3 1~ il 7 %5 ¥
[38]. ZexffFaldhAT it g, SR )5 R deblur 77 %) 7
FIHEAT KW RI S, R K (OTU) %K.

AR ANE T 51 194 B 43 25 B Ribosomal Database Project

[14-15,40—41].

PNB & —Fiil S A B0 EH, & Tl AR 7= 8 2R
BRI 5o SR, BT IR I8 R R AN A
PR, LA HETBCRI PR S 22 19 B FCAE b R K i ik BR
[17,42]. DCA B T X &R (HAAs) J5tb &, £
WA ENEE=Y, BAEMREEE. SUEtk. ERE
PEL BRI SR AR [18,43]. HAAS T A 4 5] i

(RDP. v 21D (3917 B, BLAS B0 80%. RIBR sy it e 3 7132 01 2144450, A9
(v4.1.2) #ATTUR D Hr (RDA) 1 Adonis K36, M i 45

aAApH. MRJE. M E . WG CAPIREEMAMNMER . RIH5E

PREEAE TR 200 T E MR E V& S5 A4 520

=%
w2

3. £R511iE

3.1 =AY #E S 3 B A CAP.PNB F DCA 4 fi#HE 71
=AY B B X CAP. PNB Al DCA & fi# g 1 1
. & 25F YIS, ##f CL-CAPfE£36 h N HEf%
SEATPEME 250 mg- L' CAP, W3 N93.7% K1 (a)
(D 1o BATZETHIBE T B T CAP AEMRENERE, K
I PNB 1 DCA 2 % 1 B B il CAP 11 12 2 R r=4[13].
PE4RiE, PNB I DCA J& CAP A=Ak ¥ it P v o LI 72
MI[12-13,16]. Be4h, 7E CAP HI4k 24 b 3 it 5 2 B Ak 25 0
1o 0 SE AL B ok R R R BB T2 R I 2 74 47 PNB Al DCA

43 71 LA PNB I DCA 1y B i B 4 11 M — B I 94k 12 4
H, &Y TE B A # B CL-PNB il CL-DCA, H&I
o v R B AR BE 71 . CL-PNB BE7E 14 h N 58 4 P& i
250 mg-L'f{)PNB, B L2 895.9% [El1 (b) F (o) ],
CL-DCA fE7E 8 h N 5 2 B&#f# 100 mg-L™' {1 DCA, k%
N91L.0% [E1 (o) Al (D) Jo X=ANEEERIL =R
R, AN AT PNB F DCA i35 4L 30 55 A= W18 5 (1)
.

3.2, FEHRAE R 1) MAGs FIREVE th 40 B 10 B ik

T b A K R K 2 R R AT T, A=A
BT E T 21 M MAGs [Bl2 () 1. Hr, =4
MAGs (MAG4. MAGS5 fl MAG6) & H A& — 4 3R
contig I 5E B K[ 2 (b Ml (o) ] HAf, 134
MAGs =& =it 25K, BTN B8 E KT 95%, 1544

—— CL- - —o—CL- - —o—-CL-DCA —o-Control 0D,
_ CL-CAP Control - ODG°°0.24 i_ 300 CL-CAP Control - ¢ OD,, 0.2 120 . &% 0 05
i - 4
D 250 ot : o 40.20 2 2504 4020 100 — 40.04
= 4 S 200 = N
§ 200 0.16 . % 5 0.16 ; ,5_ 80 {oos 8
£ 150 {012 o £ 150 1012 2 £ 60 o o o
< ° L O o C =
@ o @ 40.02
2 100 +0.08 5 100 4 0.08 S 40
Q
2 s {004 2 50 {004 < 20 | 0-01
< P ’ o ]
o 0‘ 1 1 1 | T, 0 0 L 0 = 0 e — 0
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 0 20 24 0 4 8 12 16 20
Time (h) Time (h) Time (h)
(a) (b) (c)
u CL-CAP u CL-PNB u CL-DCA
# 100 = 100 = 400
¢ S S
) 80 g 80 o 80
S 80 S 60 8 60
£ g g
€ 40 g 40 T 40
2 g 2
g 20 g 20 § 20
o Q
o 0 (@] 0 8
N 0 6 12 18 24 28 32 36 48 = 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 24 = 0 2 4 & 8 10 14 20
Time (h) Time (h) Time (h)

(d)

(e)

®

B 1. =ANYIHLEETEST CAP. PNB FIDCA B2 WIFEfRIERE . (a) ~ (¢) CL-CAP. CL-PNB#ICL-DCA & 4E# % CAP. PNB I DCA KIZEWIFE M. (d) ~
(f) CL-CAP. CL-PNB #l CL-DCA & % I# #f X} CAP. PNB #1 DCA [{# H.{EFH . CAP. PNB #1DCA [H4] 46 i £ 43 i 5 250 mg-L'. 250 mg-L™' I
100 mg-L™'e RN =AEL MIEbHEE (SD)o C: BN A EEUE: Cp: 0 hIHIAAE



INTF3.5%[E2 () ]. MAGI. MAG2. MAG3. MAG4
M MAGS % 7l J& T Sphingomonas~ Cupriavidus. Cabal-
leronia~ Pigmentiphaga 1 62-47, 'EA111E CL-CAP 7%
b B SR CPIMTFE > 1.0%) [K2 (a) 1. MAG2
(Cupriavidus) ~ MAG3 (Caballeronia) 1 MAG4 (Pig-
mentiphaga) ft CL-PNB B B i (5 L%, 1 MAG2 (Cu-
priavidus) F1MAGS (62-47) {F CL-DCA B #f 7 (5 It #
[E2 (a) ]« MAG1 (Sphingomonas)+ MAG2 (Cupriavi-
dus)« MAG3 (Caballeronia) %y #|1f CL-CAP. CL-DCA
A CL-PNB W #h R# & (p<0.05), EANIEMMEETE
HR S S8 A T BE 4 90 A 58.6% 92.5% 1 76.5%, K HHE
fIT A e 23 790 )& CAP. DCA Fll PNB A= 477 [ fift 1) 5C i 7 )
[E2 (a) A 3]. £ CAP. DCA #lPNB [ fift id 2 7,
MAGI1. MAG2 Ml MAG3 i) 5 fill i % 2 5] “U” JEREA
(B2 (@) ], FRg5REFHEANTRER 1 57 CAP. DCAF
PNB Ffiff ) S HE 141 -

AV ATRTFECAUESE: M CL-CAP W 7r B Hh
) Sphingomonas sp. CL5.1 5& H Z[¥] CAP [#ff 1, I LUK
CAP 73 fi# 4 PNB 1 DCA [13]. AW 50l T CL-CAP
T rP o) B HA I 8 FR B bR PNB R DCA [ B M At fy, L&k
LK 3 fron . Sphingomonas sp. CL5.1+ Caballeronia sp.
CLCS #1 Caballeronia sp. PC1 j& PNB [ fift 14, 7] LUFI H
PNB {E N ME— IR 3 (a) 1o 76 T4 B BR B4 77 7E I,
Cupriavidus sp. CLC6 tH 7] DL ot 3 A i % fif PNB [ & 3
|

Replication rate 0

Relative
25 0.50 0.751.00 abundance (%)

5

(b) 1o H:Hr, Caballeronia sp. CLC5 Xt PNB F [% fi# 68 /1
B, E A LASE 18 h N 58 A M 100 mg-L™' PNB, Jf H
WAk F ik 89.7% [ 3 (a) . (¢) ]. Cupriavidus sp.
CLC6 & /1o K[ DCA FEff I, FT LASE 36 h A 52 AR
100 mg-L™"' DCA, # % K70.7% [KEI3 (dD. (D ], 1
Caballeronia sp. CLC5 F1 Caballeronia sp. PC1 7] DL i
AR PR DCA [E3 (o) 1. BLFRAI 4518 Shin-
gomonas sp. ¥ CAP # 4t 4 PNB fll DCA, Tfii Caballeronia
sp. Fl Cupriavidus sp. ;& X R =W L EZ k. H5
2, EATE U E A AESEEL CAP T A . X Al TR A ) [
fige 0 PR 45 RIS 17 3 3 2 Ak D] 2 HE U P 9 v R 3 ke R
SRR 2 (a) FIFf s A FF IR ST,

3.3. DL CAP J HAC U (PNB A DCA) A JE W I i A= Wit
V& TR B A

I 36 Mlumina 72 55 K 40 50 5 50 0 Foy 25, HE s
PSRRI E R . i 4 BToR, FrA REAR IR R T 41
WA 70.22% B D) o RO (70.12%) AR
(0.04%) . EAZEY (0.05%) AHEFE (0.01%). E7TK
bk, B FEBAARETT (63.57%) « T[]
(4.54%) FFTHEIT (0.87%) ik (B4, BRI
V2 FEPERNIS 5] FE R A BRI PR, IIME S BB o 25
5% (Shannon Fl Pielou ¥ 2] 480 #HIAIEI5 6
BERE K%, p<0.05 [ES5 @ Al (b 1. ETH
CAP. PNBE{DCA N R B 7R R b J5 , TR

@ Completeness
Contamination

25 50 75

MAG21: Marmoricola
MAG20: Chryseobacterium
MAG19: Pseudomonas
MAG18: Phyllobacerium
MAG17: Puia

MAG16: SSELO1
MAG15: Mesorhizobium
MAG14: Puia

MAG13: Achromobacter
MAG12: Microbacterium
MAG11: Epilithonimonas
MAG10: Afipia

MAG?9: Leifsonia

MAG8: Bosea

MAGT7: Rhizorhabdus
MAG6: Sphingomonas
MAGS: 62-47

MAG4: Pigmentiphaga
MAGS3: Caballeronia
MAG2: Cupriavidus
MAG1: Sphingomonas
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3. 8 Bl > B B Kk Sphingomonas sp. CL5.1. Cupriavidus sp. CLC6+ Caballeronia CLC5. Caballeronia PC1. Chryseobacterium sp. RCL7. Labrys sp.
PNBS5. Pigmentiphaga sp. CLB6.2+ Achromobacter sp. CLB4 %} PNB fIDCA AW f#. (a). (d) PNBAFIDCAENME—BRIFER 1D EM. (b, (e
PNB FI DCA 7£ 500 mg- L™ A B AN TE7E 464 T IRAEM AR . (o) (D AT FH PNB A1 DCA {F M — B I8 K B bR e A1 4L /B H . PNB RIDCA 11)4]

IR 100 mg- L' B IR A=A EE M {HSD.

WA TR, ETHLEEFRE T e M HEN a2
FEVEFR B ZBRC (K85, p <0.05). LuanZ2%[46] % 81
TR G, W EIR S N A AR SR N 75 3% 576
RIGW a ZFEMERE TR, £ RS, BEtE
IKF L[ PCoA 3 MT 45 F 7R, AR I8 52 B3 97 F 2
B 2 2 (Adonis £ 5%, p < 0.001) [Fff % B H
K S2 (a) 1. #illn, PNBFIDCA &30 | A MEE%
45k (Pairwise Adonis £ %, p<0.01). fE5.5MHJE, &
Befih CAP (XTI A (Control-7) 7EJ& /K F b3 B H Ali-
cycliphilus (19.9%)+ Acidovorax (10.1%) . Diaphorobac-
ter  (6.3%) - (4.5%)
(3.1%) HE[ES (¢) 1. 720 mg-L™' CAP Y4k #1145
M BX, Paenarthrobacter (46.0%)  Alicycliphilus (4.4%)
H Microbacterium (4.2%) TE#FIEH BN ILHYF (CAP-
20) [K5 (d) 1. K% CAPBUMIKE T, EYIME 5.5
H & (13.9%)
(12.9%) HI Caballeronia (6.8%) A #f 7 (CAP-120)
HRR B MES (D 1. FETCHLER S F7 5 96 7 45
5, Sphingomonas (& CAP-120c #' (5 57.8%) Caballero-
nia ({E PNB-100 # 15 60.2%) #1 Cupriavidus ({E DCA-
100 71 (5 74.5%) 43l CAP. PNB F1 DCA F4fiF- A 74 1)

Comamonas %D Pseudomonas

Paenarthrobacter Sphingomonas

REMIKES (D 1. Sphingomonas. Caballeronia F1 Cu-
priavidus 77 7)) /& CAP. PNB Fl DCA [ X BERE il d , EA
B FEANFRATTZ R 58 b B 20 B A= P B Al 3 U B 13X —
Ri[13]. EAT4 BIFELL CAP. PNB HI DCA & [f1 5 7% o
& B e A7) )0 AT 330 220 8 A R S 2 A

3.4. 25 CAP.DCA.PNB 4= ¥ ¥ 4k [ O 8 T RE 2L K 1 30
B

A2 A0 HIBIE TS R B B LR I 2B A A s R
Vi CAP [13]. ZMEAL 2 20 WK CAP i 255k 1%, H
LRAL P 9 25 7 FU TG M [47]. MAG2 (Cupriavidus)
HEA 1157 CAP ZBEAL (1) CAP Zu L4 7% it 4 1Y 5% [ catB3 -
WE 6 i, {EANEINCAP (X R ERE T, carB3 11T
YIMxtFEEE N 3.7, it CAP KWL, T carB3
[ ~F- 257 A X =F B2 A 4.0 35 I #1] 62.4. FRATZ BT W FE[13,
481LA J Ma 5[ 1218 78 K DL AE M) R g il i C, F2 k4 AL
%% CAP. Sphingomonas sp. CL5.1 # 7 [ 48 AL iE JR B ca-
pO J& T 71 % - H BE-H B (GMC) 44k i 5Ll iR 5 ik
AT Z AT IR FCAE S capO AT AL CAP [ 25 AL, A2 K
A CAP [48-49]. 1E KMl CAP IXTIRZLF, capO LA
FIFR X B /N T 0.05, T E CAP K IAIIAL I, capO
[P SR 3 B EH 25.4 38 03 341.6.
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Bl 5. 75 2.5 Y FEFEM BRI . (a) 0 IR A YL 1) Shannon Al Pielou Y51 FE 48 %0: (b) CAP. PNB#IDCA & %74 [ Shannon Al
Pielou A1 B4 (o) WHRARIELAE B FIIMAT TR (d) CAP. PNB I DCA & 4EREE B0 8 B 3480 3215 . 0l LA REA RT3
HER.

o< AR R i o< g T DAfRE Ak DCA A ik LB /K A, LT (Cupriavidus)« MAG3 (Caballeronia)~ MAG5 (62-47)
AL T U A AN B [50-51]. FRATLEREVE L 5t MAG2  MAGS (Bosea) « MAGI10 (Afipia) « MAGI13 (Achromo-
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bacter) FIMAGI15 (Mesorhizobium) T KRILT 15 KA
PR Bt o B A R DR (RUAR 4 FhR Y. dhiB. dehl. dehll
hdl IVa) . MAG2 (Cupriavidus) J:RH A 44 s AER i
B B I ], X 4 AN FE R TE CL-DCA B B (AR X =F 5 42
ZETHAER R, p<005). FHELE, HBEHHE
Pk Cupriavidus sp. CLC6 i SE 3 i t 1R 5 1] DCA % fi#
AEJ7.

AW 9t 38 it HPLC-QTOFE-MS 43 # & 31 PCA & CL-
PNB [ #f [% fif PNB 1) ™~ ¥ [ f % B B9 & S3 () A
(b) 1o TEPNBAEYIEMIIFEH7E PCA, PCA S 44
BEE AT L[N B KIS (o) 1o AW T 705
FEXT PNB I % f# e 71, KB Sphingomonas sp. CL5.1. Ca-
balleronia sp. PC1 1 Caballeronia sp. CLCS5 & PNB [ fF 1 ,
I H e AT v LA FH PCA AE Ay i — [ B Y [ I 5% B A 11
K S3 (d) 1. Hh, Caballeronia sp. PC1 1 Caballeronia
sp. CLC5 A] AfE 8 h A 58 & F# A 10 mg-L™' I PCA. _Lik%h
R W BB 52 AT R PNB K 9 PCA, SR )5 18 3d PCA ¢
g e el 2. PCA &M 5 Rk & ik 2
hicE LI R E] PR 2 —[52]. 38 H PCA A DA s i AUt
YiiEt 4,5-24% (RIRZ M) . 3,4-240 (BRI A2,
3-ZURIBATE— B R[52-53]. FATTARIEAE MAGs T &
OB AL Bl S L TR, AT AN 72 1) T A I I [ for
AL AR IB R PCA. ok (ligh) MBHE (ligB)
ARSI SR LR R 4,5- XU 4B A7 5 i 40 PCA 1) 8] o7 2 fig
[54]. ASHH7E4E MAG1 (Sphingomonas)~ MAG3 (Cabal-
leronia) FIMAG4 (Pigmentiphaga) ™R 7 AH R IF) 2 i
K ligd RN ligB, 3R W e A1 E A (8147 2L i PCA 18 7
(Bl 6). PCA [ARAL 2 Mg 2 N3 (peaG M peaHD
2R8I R R R 3,4- XN 4 Bl i A [55]. AR 98 R 30 10 A
MAGs [ &7 peaG Fl pecaH, BEAGHELE K PCA A1 2 i
fety, IEHAH T pcaG Ml pcaHFER FHNERZKE
B ETERC T = A F B3 (B 6). MAG2 (Cupriavi-
dus) F1MAG3 (Caballeronia) #75 ¥) pcaG 1 pcaH %5 A
YL 5 I # B (CAP-120c. PNB-100 Al DCA-100)
BEEE GBI, p<005). FREEHR T EKDY
it #1255 CAP. DCA F1 PNB A= 4% Ak, 1) 56 i J5E DA AH
PSRN

3.5. BRI IR R Z0T CAP B AR B B AR VTR (F 50
TR CAP PR A BEMEREMIN R, A Fa 53
L T CAP V5 e S MBS . A ST FL T CAP PR AR 4
B CL-CAP {E /AR BRI FVE F5 56 45 T X5 CAP 1 [ fif 14 R
CAP A= 40 [ f F0 7 R 8 T A 0 2 0 o 25 2 DL A S A P )

K S4FESS, thAh, KA 16S rRNA 387l 77 173
BEFIE 7% 2 AT X CL-CAP W BFZ5 M 1) s m . 1] S4- (a)
B, Bt V) UR R & N 5% 38 N %) 25%, CL-CAP fg%
P PR CAP. SWIMR M 2N 25% I, 1% I 7E28 h
W 58 4= BE R 240 mg-L™' CAP, Lt H 8T 54011 CAP B& i 15
T B8 R PR 3 B 51 [12,16,56] - BRI CL-CAP 7E 20~30 °CI1)
6 R ] S8 4B AR 240 mg-L™' CAP, 7E 30 °CI [ fift i i
BIR[E S4 (b) 1. BEECL-CAP & CAP IR AE pH A
218 6.0 I Fe iy, (EpHAE N 8.5 M350, CAP M #*2
F O EAH AL, p<0.01D) [ES4 (o) FIES5 () .
WG R 50~400 m- L' () CAP R LA B B 58 4= B AR, 1
W45 ¥ B = T 500 m-L™' ) CAP JU AR 3t 4 % fif [ &1 S4
(d 1. CAPIEIL 54 B 12K 44 508 W75 254 PR AS 82
JRAHG I RFEFTBEAIER[S7]. 24 CAPIREES sk, #f
TR I R RE, IR AR ISR SS (D 1,
N 980 22 L A FH 22

CL-CAP fe 5 | FH CAP 1 Jy M — 1) B Y5 A 005 [ 18] S4
(e)v (D 1o FHoAhBR IR 147 7E H A 35 PR 56 B 5T
CAP AR . LAY, IR AR RV 2
187 CAP[MZEM AR S4 (o) 1o HAFERME, WE
T 12 mmol - L™ 1) RN RN 2K F IR B S5 35 40k 7 CAP 1)
VIR RS, p<0.01) [EIS4 (o) 1. FRATHIFT I
FRIN, 6 mmol-L™" ZFEN R Z 3 T # #F CL-CAP H1¢
M) CAP P& ¥ Sphingomonas CL5.1 FIAEK[13], XA HE
& CTRENAM G T BEXT CAP BRI SR K . hah, 7RI
B 12 mmol-L™" A1 60 mmol-L™" 2K FEREN ) 26 14, Fl it
FIAEY XA BERN R, p<0.0D) [ES5 (e 1.
R HA A 3 G A A ) 4 o S s A A4 o DR PR I R S
TR R AR RS PURE IS E[58]. B, e RS R
mi AR CRE ) 7 3 7RI AP B 7RI [59]. FEARE i, RHR
BT CAP P i R i) A KA B RIE A, X AT RECA
% B A 5 i CAP 2 R LA 5 iy il $2 4 — Mo i 5 i .
FRATIE & B PR X5 CAP A= 4 [t () 300 ) 4 FH [ P s4
(O, ES5 (O ]o 2 T8 R B 1ET5 /K A4 4db B2 o T i
1% 0T A T A KRS e 25 B B I E FH [60—61]. E
TR S 368 3 240 o €2 2R S A T B0 2 ki T SR T P 75 S
AT 20 B R [62] -

RDA 73 H13 BHEVE 52 B pH. H145 CAP ¥R E AN AN
PR E M (Adonis £1565, p<0.05) [KE7 (. (b) .
Pigmentiphaga~ Labrys 5 pH 2 IEAH K[ 7 (@) ] {E
pHE N 4.5F1 6.0, Labrys FIAHNTFEMKT 0.5%; MfE
pH i~ 7.5 F1 8.5 F, Labrys AN F KT 1.7%; 1F
pH{E N 85K, Labrys P35 ME X F= BE ik £ 27.2%, KR
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BR O ZBRN . FHEIRE . TIERERANAN R R 1)
SEELFEUE, TR A TR A 1R A AR SR A ) S S TR [ 7 (b))
FIS6]. HF 78I 858 RIS 37 K 206 CAP PR fR Aok AE W kT4 () 52
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B 7. FREEAE IR K70 CAP AR B RE A MR B2 A . () 38T RDA 23 S4B s SR RN E I7 53O0 T A MR E VS S A 2 g /K1 RS20 . (b) Adonis
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Leifsonia; Afi.: Afipia; Leg.: Legionella; AKk.: Akkermansia; Bac.: Bacteroides. *p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001.
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