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Abstract: Biofilm, consisting of relatively stable microorganisms and their metabolites, are integral in aquatic ecosystems, playing a significant role in
the self-purification process of rivers. To explore the potential for nitrogen removal by periphyton attached to gravel bed substrate in the rivers flowing
into Qiandao Lake and its influencing factors, spatiotemporal variation characteristics of water quality and periphyton biomass were invested from 2022
to 2023. Additionally, the denitrification potential of periphyton was measured through laboratory incubation experiments combined with membrane
inlet mass spectrometry nitrogen-to-argon ratio analysis technology. High-throughput sequencing technology was employed to analyze the microbial
community structure of the periphyton attached to stones. The results showed that water temperature and nutrient concentrations are important factors
influencing the biomass of epilithic biofilm, with the lowest biomass in winter, and higher at nutrient-rich sites. The biomass of epilithic biofilm was an
important factor in determining its denitrification rate, with higher biomass correlating with the enhanced denitrification rate. Furthermore, a significant
positive correlation was found between the denitrification rate of epilithic biofilm and water temperature and turbidity (r=0.46, p<0.05; r=0.49, p<

0.05) , whereas a significant negative correlation was observed with dissolved oxygen (r=-0.64, p < 0.01). Rhodobacter was the dominant denitrifying
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bacterial genus in the epilithic biofilm, followed by Acinetobacter and Sphingomonas, and denitrifying bacteria were stimulated by increased nitrogen
concentration and rising temperatures.

Keywords: biofilm; denitrification; attached microorganisms, Lake Qiandao Basin

1 3|5 (Introduction)

VEAEg A T IR R R 15 e & 38 A5 R 8 43T Tt 55 I A A A 1) 80 Qe da ™ U K AR AR S R
GefdFERaE . IR ER B B R Y T sl e, A A A S it P RO T R R TS e ) AR A R R S
RS K AR AR AV W BAT T, I R TN 28 RO AR A K e 255 R ™ B i NSS4 R [ (Zhang et al.,
2020b ) , 7K % r il 25 280 B S e L 2 i P SR B S G B, T N 2 R A KR G T RE D A ) A
P, MBI R 7K A2 25 R GE IR AT AE (Suna et al., 2018). R , AR 4 -5 s HE K A S PR B AL rp
— AN EAT PR A ]

AW RE S S A s R R B R Y B R IE A HINE . (Flemming et al., 2019) )72 504 T 4 i
TEAROK B GG b B A T LT SRS 2 M U WA — S8 SR Sh W) N TC R HESh W) S e AR A A 4
Jfi4h 2 ¥ (extracellular polymeric substances, EPS) 3[R il i) — B4 B R 48 (Flemming et al., 2016).
TERIK AR T, A= W8 S AR T A0 IDKRE ) 5 T R o 3 T, 5 15 i 7 A oy LA B K - ] 9 T ) 49 Jo 14
RS HALFITT R AE Wb IRAL AP (2R T55, 2016). K lizK £ 09 BAA R 18 5 10 f il 1 Sh REAA G, T
TiL- K S AT B T R A 0 A TR R A P U2 I P ) BTRRE (Trimmeer et al., 2012) , £
T Ak - Bl A 258 R A B S B (Mu e al., 2020). —J5 1T, A= W b Ak 0 0 [ R UV R R 200
FRWITEA PT BB A BRI . 3 — 7 T, 75 —28 & B IR ALNa P RN SO AL S R A AR S A2 A
ZERI FE Y A ORI d A KA R G BAE U B RS AR R LA £ BR 30%~50% , T A4 IR
IKZRGE (MR 7K G T ) S A 2 o5 43k S AR A B 14 20% (Seitzinger et al., 2006).

B AU TR TS G ) AU R (AR EE 45, 2018) , B 22 Y BIFIE A6 IR T 11 SR 7K A v A W R ot s il AL A
FIXF R R BREEARION 42 5 T KR AR (Tasper et al., 2014).Baldwin 55 (2006 ) 76X i 25 M A5 11
WFIE P R I, TEA W B9 5, RO AR A HIXT A R 6 199 25 B AT 3K 31 509%. ) fse A 0 S Ak B T ¥ 7K
MBI R I, S E ISR AE DB AR R B R AT 355 1.0 g+ m?-d”' (Boelee et al., 2011).Ishida %
(2007 ) 7 1th 5 F0 b v A7 R B9, BT 1534 59 A K 1Y A= W IS Y B A Ak v 8 28 i TR 2 DR . K Bk 55
BB I, A W e it SR AR R R STHR A T KA ATCAR Y Z 1], ELKAE AR W) SRR = [ A e 5
SR AZHAE I, BREHSF (4 A R S A AL (Xia et al., 2018).

A= IR 1S e AR ) 0 PR, 3 S TR 2R R A MK B 8 ik S 2R Y K SO R B SRR AR R
OGRS BLEA B PR 3R (0 0 A PR 5 400 A 3 T 14040 s B 5 B T S5 149 2 TR 5T (Murdock et al.
2007) , IR FL TR T A AELRE B2 UKL /N R AL . B 3 T LR J32 25 B 4225 T 40 Y 5 58 o R A 7
h IR SR A A 2 PR SR MR B TR R R, KR 23 AN WD T8 A S8R 3 ) Jo i i 1) A g e T, i 4 A
A 1 A g %) A K A R AT LA B A TS AR (Lyu et al., 2015) , IR K R A E R TR AGAE L R, — e &4
Z W UF S AN T BT A% PF T A8 AU B o] U 2 A 0 J2 G I 5t BIR o) 2 40 M5 200 o A 8 S K0 ) 1 3
B (Arnon et al., 2007). MeAb B2 HFFE R BIKAA ihiE IR 2 1 & 0 25 52 AR W IR B A ) 2R R S i
%zﬂbﬁ(Biggs etal., 1989;Suet al., 2017 ;Luet al., 2018). LUl , ZEE UK B = ), A W £ H A 22 14 1 2L
A s A SE R AR E T AR IR 25 BLAT 0 22 1) SR A I A 0 AR s v 8 A T O D TG . — T 5, 24
KA F5 K-35 i B, A 8 14 A ) 145 7 (Ozkan et al., 2010) , A= WA A 4 3 B Al TR (254, 2005).
B IR ZTE AN A= IR ) A RN S A A W S A A RN 45 4 22 1] (Raeder et al., 2010) , &
BRI I A ) SRR X 0 JBE HAN R (T2 SORRAE, 2014). 1 BB J32 1R B8 2 532 i 7K AR v A 4y 5 ) 2 B
Yy BRIRE I 2R (Zhao et al., 2018). G 2x 8 52w S i A 4 ZEBE P AOTTIAL o A AE R 1 Z2IR A TR
LR B A W) S AR AR ARG IR AR T 8 R R BREE , 22R R RS A= Wy i o D035 il B ) 2408
IK A HLY) AR A AR ) AR G R — R A A AR S I (SROK 155, 2005) , 52 Wi (ol A= 1 ) A A A
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BEAR , AR AR R 4R R B AR T 7 A 2 (e A P R A A — o 1 2 ) 5

KA G AT T A2 R TE . A SRIRAK A W P A7 AE AR TE B 11 (Proteobacteria) | JEERE B
I (Firmicutes ) FLLFT & ] ( Bacteroidetes ) 55 HAT S A AL A F AU 41 TR (Fang et al., 2017;Li et al., 2019). IL4h,
TEAEY I A 2] T K S RS VE R AR SE R S REBE IR, 41 nirS \nirK Al nosZ % (Vila-Costa et al., 2014;Li
et al., 2019). BLAh 5 M AT G A= P 5 o8 200 TR B AR LR AR 22, LB (pHL VS A 1 AT AL R 4 b 1) FH =
ST 5T A W IR (R AR AL 56 Lear %5 (2009) £ Wang %5 (2011) BYBF 28 WAE /R T AR R H 5 28 F i
BN RIS 2 25 5

T e — AR AN TR, 2 [ 5 S AR B AR T AR 2 AT 5 WA T i A i A 22, K Gl &
e K FAFAE AR AR BE 75 Y% (Han et al., 20135 Li et al., 2017) , X[ X 096 BERE T X A4 7K B4 40 B AT
HEEE S ART, AR R 22 I8 T LU XTI YT DR FR R S A kA A B, BT AR R A b B A B R TRl 3
S A LR EZS 55 R, PRIT R A Az P B 04 A= 25 B B8 D) R A& B8 A AL AR IR AT o HIL ) 2
AEEE ST I, AU IR T T 5 W U 080 B K AL S 80, IF R T ML B BR A R
T 3 R R S I 35 DN T R R A A B ) SRS AR s T, LA R BH BRI PR X A A 1 B A R i A
FIEIFE  [R) IS 235 45 v 3 O P A, B W B 4 2 i A B AR S A A IS ) S A ARV 0 ARG X TR
% Ly DX 37 A A U AT PR ) 028 B Al ) FA TR S, AT Ay R R 2O A A B I K T o R b A
Hprfe Bt Rl S

2 ##5 A% (Materials and methods)

2.1 AR

T 550 85 GBI 22 YLK ) A T [ ZR g &, H 55 105 m, 1 462 m, -3 7K I 30.44 m. T 5 ) #7805 7K Ao
108 m , 8 1 A A 580 km?, /K & 178.4x10° m?, it 3k 1 FHLGA 10480 km?® (Li et al., 2018). /K& F B4 JH 111 30 2
ST B M ARV S BT 2T U RIR LB IE S (Zhang et al., 2019). PRI, RFYATI IX A0 94 FRG T X A4
AT AR A F B S ST T B W0 AT R 22 S L DXAT L, 0T DR P R A A AR, R A R R A
A YRR A S R R R E RS 55 I, BRI IR M A A Y AR S AR T e AR R i
AL ELAT E 7 S AR 5 3k B AR VR T 3l A AR 58 3 5, el VR 2 T 268 SR BHL S A A e s A %) R I | T
FERAS K AT 5150, K A4 30.54 km, FEFR HETATA 130.54 km? MIESK B A DA T 54502 (1),
3T 2022 4F 11 A (20234 1 H 2023 4 5 A F12023 4 7 F 347 K RE R A1 A 0 5Bt i 10 SR 2

38 158 b 2 [A] 553 25 (Geospatial Data Cloud , http : //www.gscloud.en/) WCHE T 5 7 38k DEM [ 80 5 2 4L
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Fig. 1  Distribution of sampling points in the basin
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& , 1833 GlobeLand30(http : //www.globallandcover.com/) W 2020 4F fit) 4= Bk 1 78 9 Kbl . SRAE 55 M 2510 K
DX B4 K T, DA AR A 455 1) 45 a5 K B - b TR (8 AveGis 10.7 SR FR RS AR A S 7K IX PN - 3t 1 FH 2
LTS NER Ja

22 HIEWESLE

221 JKEREE CREMFEEIZOKF 0.5 m) KEEE 2RI 0.45 pm FLAR 14 37 35 £F 4 € 15 (Whatman GF/
F) kg, f FH % 22 5 3 20 BT (AutoAnalyzer-3 , Norderstedt, 72 [ )l 5 U€ 5 FE 5 19 NO,-N .NO,-N . NH,"*-N F/I
PO -P R, UE AR Z8 2l 1 B U A 20 Y6 6 B A D a2 i 4 2 (Chl a) &5 & 5 2 BRCOK FUE K M7k )
(SEPA, 2002) 72 A i uE AR 5 A9 AL (TN) JEBE (TP) A ik BB (DTP) Fia ik A 2 (DTN MR B

222 MAEVBREVENE FRENIRORESE THEE TR0 RE LG, A 400 mL 2557
JK IR 7 30 min. BHR 5 R BOVER I 07U 203 PIIK 0.45 um £LAR BB FS 2T 4k JE I (Whatman GF/F) i€ , H:
o — SRS T R S 2 )5 B T D IR a0t 550 CRABE 4 h JE AR E , 115 T 245 B G AR P I T T E
(AFDM). 75— ik BB 28 ik 4R BB U, 1 FH 4360 B 1 I 4 25 5

223 REEUEZRNE FREMBRAGA 2 LIRSS A 1.5 LIEK G HEG 2 S, & TR Th Rt
F% 24 h, BCE TSR AE IR 5 KRR BE — 30 4300 T 85 3500 5 BUK S i /K, 38 A 3 3 12 mL 1Y Labeo TH %S )il
o SEEPAIA 300 pL (440 AR AL BRI (ZnCl,) [, SRAE 25 RS 1R RS #F 5T 3% 2 (Membrane Inlet Mass
Spectrometry , MIMS ) ll & Labco Jffi PN ¥ i 1 AR N, 9 2 1, 3l 1 55 532 1005 19 N, 22 (E 3R 00 v iV 7E I
AL R

2.2.4 DNAREL.PCRHFEHIME (/1 FastDNA@SPIN 13175 £ (MP biomedicals, Solon, OH, USA) &
HUAE W R A EE PR 28 DNA |, 33 3 43 6 6 B 5 (Tecan Spark, B -1 ) K60 DNA (44 B2 R4l B2 {5 1123 I 14 338F/
806R 51 W7 41 16S rRNA FE[F Y V3-V4 X Ik E 1T PCR #7714 (Fadrosh et al., 2014) PCRY M &4 5% Yu 55
(2023) BYWF5E . Adi 1} AMPure XP Ziifk )5 , i 53 Tllumina MiSeq *F- &5 % PCR #4790 5 J , A8 1A Bt 38y 250
bp MR 2 EL A CLC AR 4 35 PR A 2 A et A 7 AR 5 B2 AT, LB BY 51 ) 3 41 L 2 itk & 1Ak X 8
YE BT (OTU) AT TR G BEARE B OTU (<10 4~324850) , I 3L T SILV A Bl e X FL kA7 20 2445 B A B
FESICEE DA it I X B IDIRT T 7K BT A R B o 2 P PR 8 A 0 T DA B A i 2 2R, R IS T A I8 1
F)'S5 A A8 AR BT, i 2 5 32 A 17K et 28 A A 5% e LA, R ko o 5 2 A Rl A A el e
FBR T Z A

225 GFita#r  fdH Origin 9.1 A FI SPSS Ge T+ (44 78545 534 . A HAE S8 Kruskal-Wallis K 55 L3
S R DB B AT 2 8] Y 22 5, QR p (E /N T 0.05, WA A7 A Ve 22 5 . SR B R b Al iz J 8 A
KRBTl A B Z 8] A DG  TEABEFE T, 24 p B/ T 0.05, AHOC Z K r KT 0.3 16, WA Ky Y[R 3% ) A7
A EAHSCME B W S Rt R FH CANOCO 5(Microcomputer Power, Ithaca, NY, USA) 477043
BT (RDA) T IR S8 S5 AE IR R 2 R E R

3 FHERE59 M (Results and analysis)

3.1 FERIBEKE IR IS RAT = A L 4SE

R AE A BRALAE AR KL URE  Chl a HL SR 480 28 A6 A0 181 2 BT /s Tl 3 D 2 (R 7K i 3 3k B 2
((21.69+1.31) “C)>#HZ((18.82+0.83) C)>FkZ=((17.67+0.49) C)>2Z=((15.00+1.09) C). i 1y Z= i 28k,
AT — 50, RN E ZE(3.34+1.24)>F 2 (1.96+1.27)>FK ZE(1.76+2.20) >4 75 (1.04+1.10) , I J3 1 25 [i1]
N F B R AW I, F2 3K S5(3.57+1.64)>S4(2.68+1.83)>S3(1.75+1.22)>82(1.66+1.33)>S1(0.44+
0.39). 7K1 Chl a {e BE Z BN FKZE ((1.4520.83) pg-L")>4Z((1.10+1.57) pg- L) >FHZ=((0.68+0.18) pg-L")>HE
Z((0.48+0.09) pg- L"), 7E72 [B]_E A KECRI L IER] T We R i i s34, S1 1% Chl a e eI ((0.35+
0.04) pg-L"), S5 B ((1.89+1.47) pg- L) B R B2 R BN Bk ((10.31+0.78) mg- L") >4 Z=((10.16+
0.35) mg-L")>%HZ((9.93+0.54) mg-L")>H % ((8.49+0.27) mg- L"), 25 [a] 2 M F i PR, wk
JE B IR 07 2 $4((9.39+0.51) mge L), Hi 2 S5((9.54+1.10) mg-L7).
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Fig. 2 Seasonal distribution of physical and chemical indicators at sampling sites
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0.31) mg-L"), R Z ((2.68+0.54) mg- L"), Bk 3k TN v e AR ( (1.3420.23) mg- L") KR R £ %

DL A5 B 2UAFTE , 7 HE 73k 60.8%~98.5% , NO,-N A ¥ i A B A B R4y, o5 HLrE 71.8% L L g kk p
NO,-N 1 NH, =N [ 7 Ll A%, 530 5 TN 5 0.1%~1.6%,0.1%~1.4%.

—8—TN —— DIN —4&— NO;-N —— NO;-N  —O— NH;-N

r a5z or bE=® o o #k= or 4 &%
5F 5F 5k 5F
£ ar £ af £ af £ af
2 2 . 2
o0 o0 o0 o0
£ 3t £ 3} £ 3l £ 3l
] » = T
¥ o ¥ 2} ¥ ot ¥}
1 1} 1-7@ 1}
p OO | L0 | OfO—O—O— | 0P OO
S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S1 S2  S3 S4 S5 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5
R Tk R R

E3 RESAEFRENNH
Fig.3 Seasonal distribution of nitrogen nutrients at sampling sites
3.2 MALYIREZ D RESE
TR HCERLAS TET AR BN A A= T AFDM A1 Chl a /Ry A= W AR ) 1) RAIE . B0 A= W A= ) s 1 ) 2 A2 A
&4 fT 75  AFDW i Chl a B REARAR fb Ea 35 —3, 23 (8] 5341 K AFDW I Chl a (95 24 BRAER b o7 LU
B4 X, Horfr, #5722 AFDW A1 Chl a (197555 H B07E S3((6.47+1.60) g-m?, (47.73+3.44) mg-m?) , 2 7= H BAE
S5((4.57+0.49) g-m?, (36.01+4.35) mg-m™) , BkZ= I BIAE S4((9.19£0.81) g-m™, (71.03£10.11) mg-m™) , &2
H I AE S4((5.09+0.12) g-m?, (24.18+2.23) mg-m?). N ZET 434 K F , 2219 AFDW H1 Chl a £z 5 ((5.63+
0.91) g'm?, (44.2+17.22) mg'm?) , BkZER Z ((4.71+3.19) g-m?, (34.06+25.43) mg-m?) , H L W Z 1) AFDW
FIChl a B, B 2091 49 (3.06+1.04) g-m>F1(14.00+11.30) mg-m?>, %2434 (2.90+1.16) g+ m?Fl(15.87+
4.72) mg+m>.
SHARGE I R B A A R ) A i S5 /K AR E SRR R B 2 (I 5 2R K R A IS AFDM AT Chl a 5
TN TP AT T AHICHE 7307, 23 B4t SR AN S F 7 . B4 2K B LA A1, AFDM AT Chl a5 7K AR TN ¥ FE 1 52 1 AH
X, Hh BB P ZE AFDM 5 TN 2 5 Z IEA X (r = 0.65,p < 0.05;r = 0.49,p < 0.05) ,Chl a 5 TN 5 i 3 1FAH
Ke(r=10.85,p <0.05;7=0.77,p < 0.01). FEH P Z= TP ¥ £ 5 AFDM Al Chl a 52 1IEAH S, Hrf TP 5 AFDM 765
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R P2 5 W IR (r =0.52,p<0.053r=0.64,p<0.05) , TP 55 Chl a 7E H 22 B 3 1IEAH S (r = 0.67,p < 0.01).
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Fig. 4 Seasonal distribution of epilithic biofilm biomass
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Fig. 5 Linear fit of epilithic biofilm biomass to nitrogen and phosphorus concentrations

3.3 HEWRIBEMAEEWENRELEAD

TR AR BT A A 00 B ) I i A 3 0 45 2R S 7R, AN () 2 A (] sS4 =2 1) B A 24 90 B %) B A A v 3 AN [+
(1 6). 2R A= 4 I S Ak v ) Bess , M (7.2542.56) pumol *m?h' Bk ZE K 22, 4 (5.4044.91) pmol-m?+h!,
2 22747(3.9842.08) pmol-m”-h™, FZ= A AL ZE B I, O (3.33+1.49) pmol-m™+ b, Horfr Bk Z= AN [m] i A5 [7] B
A A W B A A 2R 25 S K, A A 3R 1 e e (BRI R AR AL, 49 01 HH L AE #5437 S2.(0.55 pmol»m” b)) Fil S4
(14.34 pmol - m™+h). ffil-f7 A= Py A= Wy it 5 B A ARV 7 04006 25 SR 1T 6 i, I il A6 71 5 AFDW il Chl o
5 B FA O (r=0.53,p < 0.05;r = 0.49,p < 0.05).

bR 1B FRER VR EE AL, BN Ay A W B S i Ak 23857 3] 22 Fh BRI DX - g L Rl 52 ey K 3 2L 3RS A - 5 i i 1k
BRIEAT T Spearman A1 PE M, 45 - ANFE 1 Uiz , WT FINTU 5 S il A R 52 B 2 IE A G (r = 046, p <
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0.05;r=0.49, p <0.05),D0 5 A fb 3 3 52 i 3 5 AH G (r = -0.64, p < 0.01).
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Fig. 6 Denitrification potential of epilithic biofilms and its linear fit to biomass
34 MAEWREEDHESE
1o ZREME D, R 2 M 2 iy ® REETSHEEMEERLEEL Spearman 15
Chaol ?Eﬁ@*ﬂ Richness ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ‘( & 7) Eé Table 1~ Spearman’s correlation analysis between environmental factors
" " . \ and denitrification rate of epilithic biofilm
# Chaol $5 %% 1 Richness $8 £t &% & , s S3 1Y -

Chaol JEHCH Richness SRR 6 £REESBFE. 0t PHIRE B0 W 0t B
7N, VU2 0] A K s ASE 1] ) 200 B R VR AP AR i 3 25 57 W 046" 100 —0.58" 064" 021 029
(Anosim fE p = 0.001). DO —0.64" 058" 100 -0.51" 0.8 022

17K b A 20 R 20 211 8 BT 7l , Others 26718 NTU 0.49° 0.64" -051" 100 055 0.03
ST BENT 1% 10911 KF 1 B4 402 R 3 Chla -0.03 021 018 055 100 0.18
11k 78 % B 1] (Proteobacteria) (24.329%~62.18%) EC 026 029 022 003 018 190
%5 20 1 (Cyanobacteria) (12.30%~48.36%) . 8L T 1# HE:p <005, p <001

I"] (Bacteroidetes ) (4.54%~26.81%) PEMAE ] (Verrucomicrobia) (0.84%~17.01%) . i% %% 1# | ] (Planctomycetes )
(1.61%~11.14%) .FRFF 1] (Acidobacteria) (0.37%~11.22%) JEBER '] (Firmicutes ) (0.21%~5.33% ) R
I"](Actinobacteria ) (0.36%~2.07%).
it LT 20 69 )8 9 AH X =5 BE AN 1A 9 .3 2 B , A0 8 3 4> S i AL 20 T s - 2140 T4 J& (Rhodobacter ) (0.99%~
8.95%) A BT A& (Acinetobacter ) (0.17%~7.57% ) Fl i 2 B L Jifd 1] J& (Sphingomonas ) (0.29%~3.73%). It 41
A AL i b R MR S 40 R HJm (=D — AN AR MR R HERT 10) , b A0 6 A B A A s (1519)
% T Rhodobacter , Acinetobacter F Sphingomonas , AL 5 B A 3 @ (Flavobacterium ) (0.08%~2.24% ) , Wg & I
(Hydrogenophaga) (0.13%~1.25% ) M1 25 T 1 ( Bacillus ) (0.02%~1.99%) . RS A2 AR AE B R G RAE Y
HE I EARDIIFR T, Rhodobacter 2=t A1 4= W) i vp i BB 00 S B AL 20 5, HLVR 2 Acinetobacter.Rhodobacter
eSS4 FJF B, Acinetobacter #E S1 FJE I, “H W FEELE S ILEE.
®2 MALEVERARHELEE
Table 2 Relative abundance of dominant genera of epilithic biofilm bacterial communities
B FES &S =
S1 S2 S3 S4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S1 S2 S3 S4 S1 S2 S3 S4
Tychonema 0.17 7.58 2432 297 042 281 39.67 1.10 050 3.06 0.58 10.07 048 4.61 1.56 17.92
Luteolibacter 0.52 333 9.67 657 191 260 0.67 441 442 235 1444 6.71 331 141  6.01 3.02

Pleurocapsa 092 278 039 1.18 220 1.08 1.12 159 425 21.08 692 298 413 698 202 3.15
Rhodobacter 137 217 645 244 384 531 120 1.83 099 129 1.03 895 243 417 471 177

&
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EES
i HZE HZE BhZE AZ
st s2 s3 s4 Sl 82 83 s4 Sl $2 83 84 sI 2 83 4
Pirellula 1.84 372 216 299 256 322 044 167 339 LIl 072 604 564 519 527 628

Acinetobacter 757 025 0.17 024 499 043 027 0206 094 054 1.84 124 269 379 567 557
Blastocatella 042 943 0.1 052 015 6.66 065 088 531 665 164 019 290 030 059 0.14
Pleurocapsa 0.08 046 0.06 265 0.10 064 020 502 1246 064 086 024 878 0.62 130 0.28
Aliterella 0.04 418 073 046 0.05 230 424 023 036 1357 375 0.3 050 0.11 043 0.10
AAP99 058 096 0.87 0.64 294 293 135 113 020 063 047 264 212 529 228 342
Flavisolibacter 0.10 572 0.07 035 0.09 430 649 093 145 441 267 009 095 0.07 012 0.07
Sphingorhabdus 126 843 302 088 212 1.8 093 037 036 054 077 041 046 081 029 035
Porphyrobacter 029 215 250 083 079 314 110 048 168 037 048 046 2.00 0.57 488 0.85
Hymenobacter 0.09 385 023 0.1 011 028 269 012 028 376 7.78 006 145 0.12 0.19 0.11
Sphingomonas 056 373 048 0.67 0.75 255 259 085 144 249 247 030 0.84 055 029 038
Brevundimonas 384 183 088 069 044 150 2.04 032 124 064 431 035 066 078 041 041
Tabrizicola 042 102 040 123 037 202 072 136 106 031 051 105 129 099 0.89 1.04
Dinghuibacter 020 062 100 241 022 144 051 170 089 045 028 150 098 0.58 1.00 0.33
Pseudorhodobacter 041 0.19 1.01 031 215 033 0.13 019 0.16 0.15 0.18 236 045 229 074 206
Limnohabitans 086 0.09 192 052 043 019 012 019 09 030 035 050 233 157 149 085

Others 78.46 37.49 43.57 7136 7338 5439 3289 7536 57.65 35.65 47.97 53.73 55.61 5920 59.88 45.90
2800 p<0.01 2400 p<0.05 2800 p<0.05 24000 p<0.05
b a a ab a "
b a
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2400 | b ab 2400+ ab
- 2 b 2
g b = g =
& S 1800} £ b S 1800} b
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Fig. 7  Alpha diversity (a~d) and beta diversity (e~f) of microbial communities in epilithic biofilms
H S AN TR R 5 RS A 3R E AT Spearman AHIGCHE 78T , & BLSUIE AL R 5 Rhodobacter I AHXT 3 5
W IEA(p < 0.05,r = 0.58) , 5 HoAh S Al A 40 B & G 8 38 A DG R RDA ik T S 805 WA
IR E R 5 2 (8 10) , 45 53 SR RS AL A0 Rhodobacter 5 SR MERE S TE AR 5E , 1AM , EC . pH \Ntu %35
358 PR -t 2 5 ) S A A 200 TR A PR 2R
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Fig. 8 Relative abundance of epilithic biofilm bacterial community clades
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Fig. 9 Relative abundance of denitrifying bacterial genera
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Fig. 10 Redundancy analysis between environmental factors and dominant genera
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4 118 (Discussion)

4.1 FERIFEKEELIERHNZTRIERE S

M LRI N E F>F TSRS T, 723 0] LB 0 I\ 12 T e gR i, 3222 5 B A
UG BN A O FERR IR AL T 37 By 2 KU X, AR BB K 524 1733 mm, 3—5 H TR, 6—7 1 9 31U A
K 10 H—284F 2 7 (AL RS, 2022). 3 500 25 o 1) [ TR it ] 4510 77 S 90 J0 0 1) - 49848 ol , Rt ks
Wik AR, 3 B L 2 K AR A R T U S B I TR LR, AT Sk I S, BRI
IR B (R IUT %, 2024) , 52 S (942 1R B2 T8 vy, 0K T8 5 ik A KA, S 380 Ui UL A0 L B 8 T
i TR LAY b3 s A

SRR AR T LRI MBS TS/ RS>H T A2 W] LRIy LigE N IFIK . B ok
A B ES VS A AR TR B A IR B, O EL MR AR, SRR A KR P I R B K AR E E I ZE TR
A ) I S 3G T AR EE G B P A AR (B I IR B T, AR 1 40 TR A B, 3 i S = 1 (X 3 R 45
2023). BLAh, F E P ZERE TR AR T, R R I 454 7 R AR E A BRSOK AR B2 R 7K BT, 33 4 10 A B35 I a8 T 2
BB, WA YR AR T R A% 4R K O (Zhang et al., 2015). RIGAREE TR RS, B 27 (015 i
A A FTRR . T T USSR K OB I RS IX S HOE e Aok T 2 E SRR A & R
Kt BAE PR A K A 75 A S K F- (Shi et al., 2023).

TR TS S SR AR R R PR B W ZE, WS Aok L bR T & Z KB LIS, 2N EIFE] T
T iR A SR R AR — 3K, TR I 2R A T, DU R DX RO X 280 B B R AR
AR RE RN AR TR AE A KR P T R E PR SRR R R X R R X B R, S BT R U
IKURAE FEER R B B 5 A, Chl a R 2 76 258 (8] Bt RS B HE DA it 38 Ul i 48 I e 3, R PR B
HRBERAERMN—AEEZ AR E SRR IS N2 5 R B E (Suna et al., 2018) , KR il s 47
B Chl a e 5 .

42 MAEEVEREAMZmEZ

TEABEFE R, B A7 £ W AR 45 (AFDM A1 Chl a) 75 58] F 28 (6] _E#R A7 AR 5 22 5, 32 i TAE iy Ak
132 B A [F) B8 K T A 5200 (Lu et al., 20183 Zhao et al., 2018; Zheng et al., 2022). FFWF5E 207, KK T ()
B IR IR R R A A A e i — AN N R S SR KR s, AR R A W e, A
A KK e, SR A A= WA ) 1 25 57 Teissier 25 (2002) I HF 58 3 B 200 Vi i 4 KB T 2 5 L 2F
P RE R A6y ik WA T 5 Artigas 55 (2015) $RFE AN [R)E 7 R 7KV X I A= 0 RS 45 14 i M 9 5 il S o, R0
VR B BTG, A ) RS TR %% B RN Chhl a AR RIS . ASBIFSE OGS B A 2R P 1% AFDM T Chl a 55 B AR i 307K 4 TN F1 TP
AR SR A M 25 SR e B BR A Bt K I LAAI , AFDM 1 Chl a 57K 0 TN ¥ B2 25 52 IE AR 56, HAR BRI 2209 TN
W5 AFMDM 1 Chl a ¥4 5 B 35 IFAH S . HE B2 TP YK 5 AFDM Al Chl a 52 3 IE A2 NZS (8] R,
U AV (S3 .54 FTSS) BB kb 7 BE R EE S Ml LR R 3 BRI A AL 3 B LN AR T S O SR R Rk
JEE ARG e, R L SEL By A S BB 1% A 4 e AR R X

B8 SRR AT TR 25 e AR W RS A R R 2 — M OGRS R B R IR B AR T L B A A
) P V5 B 25 v, H: Chl a FTARLAN SR G40 (EPS) A 7 et e i . I B ok oo e IR R 2 PR e 2 i A K MR T
P TR U AR UL B AN T B 5 A W 26 4 4 K (Zhao et al., 2018 ). Rosa 25 (2013 ) 4 50 B 47 A=y e 1 44
FHEIHRFE R, 7K T 25 e R B A A RS 2 38 hn, 1 SRR IR A AR5 b KRR ] RK
2P0 73 T2 REE 439 R (18.82+0.83) L (21.69+1.31) . (17.67+0.49) A1 (15.00+1.09) °C, K It , 2 Z= [ A1 A=)
A 4y i o A1 14 D PR 22— ] R S A 3 X K AR TR B e M1, (o s e K 27 B BR i
43 MAEVERERELEHEHEE

TR A A S B A B 5 ) SR AR TS T B L IR 3 Teissier 55 (2002 ) X6 325 [ B o7 Vi PR AR A BFFA7
ARG R B, A W A Wt S LA DRGS0 T Y B Ak R 2 ] 2 R S A IE AR OCOE R



12 1 LA - T 8% 0 U Sk AL 9] 3t B £ A M B A Aok T B R A W R R AR 20 B 11

(Lyautey et al., 2013) X G0 i K AR A Wy I A A 90 3R B, B A A= 0 T S i AL TG 1 55 AFDML 2 12 35 T AH
K, HPIE Z BRI 28800 A1 R AT A SR 2 M 5 R R WA B AR W AR W i 5 e i Al R 1 3
TEAR G . B A 2R ) FEE A W i ) i v {EL 1 B AE B ZE 19 S4 5007, AFDM AT Chl a 43571 24 (9.19+0.81) g-m™ Fll
(71.03+10.11) mg-m™, Ifif S A AL 5 fe i (-t HH BRAE AR 21 S4 05407, 4 14.34 pmol »m?+h'.

At 7 £ 400 B I T A 38 2R 8 7 22 B 852 R 3R A B M) . Spearman A 5G40 7R , WT R NTU 5 52 7§ fb 1 R 5
B3 A E, DO 5 Rl A A6 52 I 3 SR OC R BE 4l S il Al R A 2 D R, Bl e 5 2 5 IO iR
WK A A 1R 0 30 ok R 1% Tl P 3 P e A ) S Aok R AR AR IE T, B iR /K Sk 200 3 0 B A A TR 1) T
YT R, S BUA AL % T % (Wang et al., 2016).Bouletreau %5 (2012) {55 2 B, 620007 B A A W REL A4 2
il A e R X T AT A i RS A ek v ) A B2 A IR %) R A 1 U B R L e T SR A AR W LA S
PR R R 3, IR Al I R — % kA e AR AR 8RS 451 (Ghafari et al., 2008 ; Wang et al., 2016) , [H It
DO W F i A F T B A= P RS B Al Akt R 2R AT, Kemp 55 (2002) AOAF 5Tt 2 B, 2 A 5 i SR0R) T 3 35 T 1)
SRS ACAE ] 25 b 3 1 . A, NTU 5 SRS A 3 58 52 1 35 TE A 5 , NTU (3G I R A 25 7K A4 B P2 9 o (1 185
— 7, B S A A LR, T LU R A R R A T, IR TR RS A = T S A R (Zhang e
al., 2020a). 53 —J7 T , B PR Y RYSE N2 g0 b ADK B REARAE T, b 0 7™ A 0 AR IR AR 0 5 g T -5 380 AR
FCAEAAE B (Xia et al., 2017).
44 MAEVRBEVEESTTEN

BT Y OTUs R BEAT T AW o ZHREVE RN p ZREPERIE (181 7). 25 R R, B LE IR BUEY) o
ZAEMEAEAN ) 22795 RIS ] 5 0L 2 T A AE 35 22 5, B 22 AR NMIDS 3 A 45 Rt 28 BH AN [+) 22715 1 A 22 (] B
A1 WU IR EVE 22 (B 225 .Chaol 5 BURN Richness 6503 n H B AU BEE & e, £ Bk, X
B8 PR A R A W A 0 A2 K AR TR BE AR S ), B K A e i 2 R 22 A TR 1Y 3 ) DR LA R T A R A B
B, A AU U)X 4 T 11 A A BB A e VR T 45, 20065 BAME S, 20195 T 1745, 2023). 40, i T
T PR B B, b R AR YA T O i 2 B A W i AR, S B W 7% F 3 (Mansfeldt et al., 2020).
WAL S3 Y a ZREVEEAIR, AT RE R FH T 5007 S3 B 3 r B b Ak b o L s HEROR TS e & T RE Y
EAREL WEI R, IR ER Y AR 2 10 2 AU R o B 2 ) B A T R Y o 2R CORAR Y, 2021). 7EA
WEFEH, BR A ZAti K I LA, 5502 S3 1Y NOS-N ¥R B2 e

A B 5 AE B A A B v ARG 6 o O 3 S il A A TR T L P Rhodobacter 52 f5c % 1 SRR AL A0 7
Acinetobacter IR 2., A WF 58 .32 B Rhodobacter 11 Acinetobacter & [} 35 2= 4 I A 345 s i Ak 40 3 (1di et al.,
2015; Pang et al., 2016; 5EAAER, 2021).6 Al A 20 1 J& AH X =F B -5 RS AL % 19 Spearman #H 573 #7 i
7, JAHAIE %Y Rhodobacter 5t 2. 35 1EAH S , R 1] Rhodobacter J& 41 A= 4 I I il Ak 1) £ 22 ok . X vl fig
F Rhodobacter Z J& TCE MW, WHEEA A URER) JEE 777 (RADEIR) sifb 2 5 3% (75 2D B (L
A5, 2011) .l T K RS G IR FE AL, A7 B T AT R H] 2 R AILAL G 0V SR 5 AR 1 AT DR 4R/
ERME T AT R IR A IR A K B LR 8 (Rhodobacter ) TE I B M AR R (1 SCHe %, 2020). #F 5% & B
Flavobacterium . Pseudomonas . Hydrogenophaga . Acinetobacter . Rhizobium . Defiia S5 A AL TR T I 78 7 A 3T
5 1 7K AR A2 B (9 655, 2019) . Acinetobacter )48 T8 I A1 T 45 11 Tt B A 5y ELAR E 10 a A A RE
(Zhao et al., 2021). A, Acinetobacter FETE T3 F2 1R W BEARXTBARAY S1 807 , I H AR AR & Z2 AT
SR

R Al S i 1 20 TR V& 25 A R DT AR A AL IR ¥ B9 TC 4 4 Bt (RDA) W, R &5 S il Ak A 35 o )
Rhodobacter 52 1EAH 5 (] 10) , 45 B 57 £ B Rhodobacter 1) =F i 5 25 A TR £5 B far 114 384 i1 177 34 11 (Zhang et
al., 2020b) . & WX S AL A2 7= AR 52, WT 5 Sphingomonas 5 1EAHSE , FEEH K Sphingomonas 1 28 “CHf
HA B R AR ZS (Chen et al., 2013) A ZE S8 89 WT 53 A 78 13.56~23.88 °C, Xf BB AL A1 T A9 42
B Il 118 T i T 1
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4 2518 (Conclusions)

1) T 55 98 B R A7 U 5 A T80T B A A ) A A B I A ) 2 AR AR AR . 25 [B) L, BfE G A= B ) AFDM A
Chl a 9 = {8 HH R AE A M o LU v R X B[] 1, 2= 9 AFDM Al Chl a £ 5 ((5.63+0.91) g-m”, (44.2+
17.22) mg+m?) , 2 AL ((2.90+1.16) g-m?, (15.87+4.72) mg+m?).

2)) B A A= Wy 5 B R A7 3 52 T K PR DR 2 R A7 A R S A AR T T 32 A= e OS2, 55 AFDM
FIChl a ¥ 52 2 IEHISE (r = 0.53, p < 0.05;7 = 0.49, p < 0.05). b A1, 7K A b 3 14 94 i 2 3 i e
AL

3) Rhodobacter 3 B 47 A= 1) B 5 =5 B2 B4 SR AL A0 T , 2 S P o A 9 =2 2 DR v 0 25 2R s
Rhodobacter Acinetobacter . Sphingomonas . Flavobacteriu . Hydrogenophag 1 Bacillus 52 ¥ A1 2= ¥y B L 3 il 4k
s , Ho , Rhodobacter 2 fie 32 5 (4 SR AL AR BT , 2 SR A B Y 32 B 0wk . S A 200 T i A9 A X 4 2
2 I TR - B 520, KA R SR AR A3 I AR (4 T v TR T SR AL 2 B A AR A
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