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MRS R R R GOE R Z B B K
Bl AR R W) 2 R TR AU L B KL SR 2
HAESMEY . BEA RN ESRELHULELE
SHEMEERREZ — AR EMAEDIEN HHE
Pyl | KL T W B 45 i A2 S LSS BRI, Hob L i
A WIE R G R 3 S AL,

FiHk 4R A AL UAE ) (complete ammonia
oxidizer, comammox) \ S i 4k Y H e IR 40 A Ak (de-
nitrifying anaerobic methane oxidation, DAMO) |
il 12 28 55 4k 38 5 A &% (Dissimilatory nitrate reduc-
tion to ammonium, DNRA) . JR & & & fk (anaerobic
ammonium oxidation, ANAMMOX) ¢ f# 4= ¥ 5K 3
RGBT K, & TR S R A
WIS AR K 1 PR,

e AR ST R M A A R GE B AR K
S AR I AR MTE T8 K S E o A S 4 O B PR Y
AR RS B R BR DTEK L 255 X L A A A
T B B [) 058 4 G R L KT B AR R 25 = DU
K N, O BEJURHIE , AT A G S R G R L AE B R 5
AR Wy 9K B B PR o BRI R 2 %
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WiE HE: 2024-02-28

Nir NO; Nar @®
Amo+Hao+Nxr ®
> NO l
i
NH, —AM0, Npon —H0, non B0, o N, o,
i_) —d Nirl@ N,0
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g Hzs NH, Hzs NO @ Nir
N 5 Nir
| . OBLfLRs \( ~ © Nir|
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1 BMESREMEYESRBRLE

FRAL i WA 20 3R, IR ED P D s Ak B e . AR,
2015 4FJiK,3 26 NOB B Fh
nitrosa,candidatus nitrospira nitrificans,candidatus
nitrospira inopinata i) & ¥, B T 4k 355 — 4~ £ it
WA IR 1 SRR A NH -N H #pR
Bz NO; -N 72 AATHY sl o 2 W0 5 52, IR J
— e,
L1.1 Ay i

FEAA I, JE R E Amo., Hao A9 43 3 i 1k /E
IR NH;-N #8Ab %2 NO, -N (15 2, 0] 4 Fk
AR A R L A A R ) 24 i A i R AR Y G
HEVER R . o8 BOZ T R B B W B AR O AR AR T

4 ¥ (ammonia oxidizing microorganisms, AOM),

candidatus nitrospira
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F B 435 A E AL # (ammonia-oxidizing archaea,
AOA) . & & 1k 41 B (ammonia-oxidizing bacteria,
AOB), AOA A 5 KB : nitrososphaera, ni-
trosopumilus,
trososphaera sister cluster™ ; AOB 1 F 24 5 K H
J& : WA AL ER B & (nitrosococcus) | VA 1L 50 14 &
(nitrosomonas) \ V. il fL. 4R 7 J& (nitrosospira) . W fiff
AL B J& (nitrosolobus) WV i 4L 3K & J& (nitroso-
vibrio)™, A% AOB i 7 . AOA %} NH,-N,DO
18 25 R T A SN 3E W TR p AR IR B iR Y
W F. BBl W, AOA L AOB 1 GE 76 AS [R] 1) 35
Bt PR AOM A A A A, i 4, 3% B
J5 e AR A A8 3 A R R A I R L — v
VE 14 5 10 2R G Il AR X AR X, e 3R K AOM 41
BH AOALAOB. Bl AH X A AOA iy amoA & A 5=
BN AOB HY 526 5. M IAH XA AOA B9 amoA J
BIEBEALU ) AOB B 1/505 s 3 1] fi 19 di  fie L A
AT R AR 19 214 MR b —— = S V0T 21 B A 1) 3 2
PRI (1~2 cm) » AOA AOB 73 5l 78 4 2 | 2R B
o A A A B Y 3 S A, e AOA TR 4 ZE I Xt
B A 3 B AH X BT R R O 29. 2700 ~ 85. 1904 . 1M
AOB 7E 5 F= i fif Ak 2t B (1 AR T BTk Ry 8. 06 26 ~
67.46 %6 s T 58 ST W VAR 1 db 4 R
P AR 2 2 UL (0~ 20 em) s AOA, AOB £
amoA K&K F= B I L FIAE 1. 10~73. 67,

TSR AL B L 248 7E Nxr B4 ILAE T NO, -N
AL E NO; -N (b & 58 i ol 2 19 1 2 4 vk
oA W AH BR £k 4 1k B (nitrite oxidizing bacteria,
NOB) . — 5 AOM JE i3t 56 & . NOB 2 A
7 E 4 A B AL IR TR JE (nitrospira) |l AL T
J& (nitrobacter) A fL fill 7 J& (nitrospina) . fiff fb.EBK B
J& (nitrococuus) , nitrotoga, nitrolancea, candidatus
nitromaritima™* ., BB A B R G M F, FEWY
NOB B J& 43 % 4 nitrospira.nitrobacter, P& 1E3)
NEZ T HAFAE —E W 5 i d o KB &
N R A, X —22 7§15 nitrospira FH# nitrobacter
15 XY (A NO, -NLDO) 1 35 Fl 7 48 iy, B0
HORER, MO, — M R S RS R NH -N
e B AR, R R B8 9 NO, -N e B A, H Utk
] I, , #H%¢ Nitrobacter 1M 5 » Nitrospira &y 5 # 15 Hb
ARG NOB 48 x5 AL A K s e, 40, e =
B DU IR 7K W 7 1 b —— b 2 W A A L 2SS
FLY X0 0B, NHL -N ok B S B (5. 18 £
0.01) ~(22.0540.01) mg/kg, nitrospira ¥ X}
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nitrosotalea, nitrosocaldus., ni-

FEEV RN 6.14% ~ 7.14%., 1 JLF A & ni-
trobacter"” . 5 IAIZE AL, = g 44 VE Tt B AL ) U
Mo} FE IR A L SR N X TR
NH, -N ¥ 5 Bl & 22. 53 ~49. 82 mg/kg, nitro-
spira (A X FE N 1. 5% . M nitrobacter )
BT AR 0.5%4,
1.1.2 —F i

— AL, 248 comammox H K NH, -N %
% NO, -N (i B, ol g o & B i, 24
ik AN G I 3 28 comammox, 434 can-
didatus nitrospira nitrosa, candidatus nitrospira ni-
trificans. candidatus nitrospira inopinata, H Hif i
WFFE 45 R %W, Comammox X NH -N.DO 1) 3% I
18 AOB &, X NO, -N Y 2% F1 3 %8 NOB ik,
X R AE NH -N R EE s DO AR 1 F 858 5%
T s comammox # AOB 8 B35 41, i an, F
S LRI —— §L ) & R JZ (0~10 cm)
PR H , comammox, AOB AY amoA & [A F J&F 4
B4 (5.20 £ 0.72) X 10° ~ (4. 06 = 1.23) X 10
copies/g.(6.16 £1.57) X 10° ~ (4.30 £ 0.19) X
10° copies/g''",
1.2 WHEBRHRHZERITE

B PR 3 30 Ji 3k 8 32 43 4y 1l 1R 4k [a] b ik it ik
FEFE R £ S A id JRad #2 . b, A R 3k W) b A i
1L AR AR A0 B A NO, -N A H B4l R,
QN A 25 R G O BEA T O S AR R NO, N i
J5 o NH, N, e &8 i 5L R 5 i TR 8 v 63 Dt ik
R EAHE IS i A2  DNRA 2. MR i i T 2
RIS TR, i A ik A8 0] 32 2 43 O 4% Bt il Ak i
2 \DAMO 1 B2 , 5 2 LA B2 A DL A i IS &
DL HR ot Ry i U
1.2.1 BHrrAmds

& 8 S Al A o B2 L J2 48 SR b TR 7E IR 4R Bl 4 4R
FAET DL R SE A LY S B IR B0 DL D SRR
CH, \H.1E by o Ffit{K, 7E Nar,Nir,Nor,Nos 4}
S VE T % NO; -N & i i % NO, -N,
NO.N, O, 5 Z 7= W)k N, 1y Fe o 52l Ak 1 43 77 58
Tz R R R 28 Y 2 PR L O R E Y
A B3t & BB )R [ 8 (thauera) | B ¥ iE B )&
(pseudomonas) 4 50 £ 28z i fb T 1 J& . T2 M A
BRGSO AT 1Y T 2 R 5 R i 2 A
PE. 40, 3R DY B 2T AR R s
Mai Po iR T IR Y 3L A pseudomonas., + T @
(agrobacterium) &¢ 7 28 R4 S A6 1 B @ . DL A



JEORE 45 < 2 25 R G AR ) O 8 R B AR 0

B 5 )R (comamonas) |, A B T # J& Cacineto-
bacter) % 7 J4f A AL TH BB . B Ah, —
o SR A TR T A AT AR B — B PR A B SRR
52 A AL AR TP 0 S A A TR T R TR R SR B
SR YT 5 S S A AR L B T TE ATE
T A AR X iR D FRFE X AR 3 XA 5 > it A
DX i K AR AE & R VK B W1 712 43 i B pseudo-
monas . ;=S B B (aeromonas) 8¢ £ 2844 i 1k
W A R R R AE S R G AL
R %) TR A 0 R A W K Bl R P R R
AOGE HEVERT . 40, b 1 1T S5 IR K A ——
UE LU TR W 00 S A A i B O R S AR S
T B TERREE R 8. 99 @N/ (m o)1,
1.2.2 RAEACE F bt R R AT AZ

A A B e R 4R A AR i #E L 2 4E DAMO i
FE A LI 5t Sy o R AR ME — B R LA NO, N
NOs -N g T3z & A i CO, N, i 2. R
P B T2 AR B AN T DAMO 33 72 AT 322843k 3 il iR
£ TR T e PR AR S A i R i R R R T e IR AR S AL i
AT AT AN o R AR A Al AT (AN candidatus
methanoperedens nitroreducens, i NO, -N &
HL 3244 58 L, J5 5 20 ih H e DR AR AR A T B Can
candidatus methylomirabilis oxyfera, #& i A NO; -N
HHTZ AW NO; -N &5 NO, -N 5, F R
AL B EL NO, -N B 52 R 58 i DAMO
AL BN, T B PR vE BT N A N T i
ARTEE 24 MBHA S RGN R ITRPE 15 m E
N AR E B 3% %, candidatus methylomirabi-
lis oxyfera BYAIRFEREH 2. 2 X 10° ~2.3X 10" cop-
ies/g T+, 29 b 4L EW 0. 62000, Fk I LAY
FENRHD—— DU )14 R 5 4 F AR R P IX 10~ 20
em U BE 9+ 88, DAMO i B2 (9 IR 8 %y
(10.9741. 42) nmolCO, /(g™ W hh, 1T i A4
BRGW Le R R f A Ek 8 AR AT e 7 4 4 HE ik
6220 B4y B S B0 IR = AON 2 CO Y
28 47 DAMO i B 1 O 3% 42 B 3% L %0 3% 9 T 2 AKX
2, i BRI b A 2 R S8 J HE ik = 1 [ e, T
AR AR THE A S RS S ALRE Sy . 40, W VI
A TR Bl 1 9 W S s B 20~ 30
em W JE /9 + 5 B, DAMO 3 2 AT Jg A% 2. 7%~
4.3 By W be R ok B, R 4r B IH AR 0.3 ~
0.8 gCH,/(m*+a).0.7~1.9 gN/(m’+a)"'*,
1.2.3 B ST ALE RO At A2

T R £k S A3 I iU ik 2 L 8 DNRA 20T B

JefE Nar IHEALAE TR K NOy -N & 25 NO, -N.
HWAE Nir B9 A/ R 8 NO, -N #5854
NH/ -N i #, HR4s 5 4R 59 A Al DNRA i
AT B0 7 DAy kT RO I R Y R AR
C.JR&E R A T Ay B fe ¥ (an H, S.S* ). DN-
RA 4 1 2 FEPE B . 2 0 IR A thauera,
hydrogenophaga. rhodobacter, It 4h, B DNRA
DIREM AN T JE AL £ L A nitrospira(NOB 1y — 25 1
J&) . candidatus brocadia fl candidatus jettenia (JX
HAEEAHE WP 2KEJE) . desulfovibrio sp. CMX
B R 2 30 I B A — 28 T R » 2 T NO; -N R
MR NH, NG G0 {7648 22 X PO &
s 805 8 A EIR A A8 R G R i 1 R )2 DT
Y v, anaeromyxobacter, anaerolinea, dokdonella
f AR X 3 B 4R BN 240719, 9. 7% 7. 94 %0
DNRA 2 72 X% 1 1 25 25 2 58 19 304 9 3K 5l & 906 2R
i ARG W TTRAE . i dn, 3 [ A ) o A
T4 I —— bV T 5% W AR N I B o 0 M
DNRA i I 51k 2.5~10.4 t/(km” «a) , 5T #ik
T AT AR AR R A 19 0. 6890 ~2. 8500177,
1.3 RESs4HTE

PRAE AL R H ANAMMOX B 76 IR %
FMFTLLLNO, -N 724 8 NH, -N AL 2
N, , [R) i Bl 2 i NO, -N =4 1yt . # & H i
Mk BN B R B 5 28 ANAMMOX & . B
candidatus brocadia. candidatus kuenenia, candida-
tus anammoxoglobus, candidatus anammoximi-
crobium, candidatus jettenia. candidatus scalind-
ua*' . ANAMMOX B 75 A [ 42 5 4% 7~ R Bl
FAY AR 75 235 48 R 03 A1 R AE A AE — 08 1Y 22 57 . BEIR K
ARSI E ,candidatus brocadia 5 58 ANAMMOX
TR 246 o) P 3 A A TR 0 L, P R e AR S RS
ANAMMOX B £ ¥ 4 % 5 . candidatus brocadia.
candidatus kuenenia.candidatus scalindua 45 [ J& 7£
WA S R G AT B oA . A0, VR E R G
M R 2 1 ¥ ¥ candidatus brocadia. candidatus
kuenenia, candidatus scalindua, candidatus jettenia
i ANAMMOX B & & 48 19 F i 53 530 58. 7304
0.22%.0.08% 3%, o, ANAMMOX F 1£
ZRAWHAES R G YA G R AR S RS
I AR ) BIK Bl R0 P 2ok AR R A R ST R AE .
Bilan, 1A JERZ VTR (0~5 cm) 'ty ANAM-
MOX & 5 candidatus brocadia, H:i& R 0. 19~
7.78 nmol N/ (g+h) , AR K BTHkE Ny 56~9 426 t/a,
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o AR A E R Y 0. 64 90~20. 65%
1.4 £YERTE

A A AR, R FE B A (W rhizobium,
frankia) 7€ [E Z M 09 AL AR TR % N385 NH;,
M RE . AW LT R R R R KT 32 BR K AR Y
TR FE R RA . Fn, A N R SRR E T G
TR B JRE K B K R b BT BT K PR B Ak AR
AW R %R 0. 172~ 9. 35 nmol/(m® « P,
R A5 51 260 T 5 1 O R L TR Y A B AR L R
Py [ R Ay Sy A AL A A A B A T
Ao ANEZEA Y A Yy 0 R e B i U R
FFAE—RE B 22 5% BN 1 I T 4% W 2 o ) o o 292
b e 7 i e T R R R e TR L TS
P ETE L ZE 43 ) R 0. 64 ~3.54 pmolN/(kgeh) .
0.47~2.6 pmolN/(kgsh)™',
2 WEYERNBRBEIFLEILE S H

T M A 7S R G IR Bl N B O R R R
AAEDURRY . 58 R A oK AR R B W 3K Bl DA
N, 9 JF 20 52 90 4R 26 Bk 1) o A% 8 A 1% 6 I il Ak ik
2 .DAMO i #2 . ANAMMOX 3 2, R 8 3% 5 ok
TR TR, R EBR &R Xl g 2 A2,
L M4 NO, -N R JE A [, ANAMMOX 3 #2 7]
FE R AR S ANAMMOX &of #2518 %
SR & ANAMMOX of f2 . BbAh ., 1% 5 il ik ik
& .DNRA & B3 LL NO; -N 55, A [\ 4F 55 45 14
T B RS R 5 Ak 3 S 3k R e AR X 47 TT RE 2

NS (BRI RS AN TR S R RIS A R S|
TR TR Y — /K B o DNRA 3 72 5 fil iR 3k 521k
W JE G AR He 53 ) A 44 496,49 8% . 7. 4%
5 = I I 3 s —— R I 9 A A AR 3 DT R
Wy — K S B AL SE I A Ak #2  DNRA 2 72 5 v
HF-PH 43 5 A {8 (36. 39 3. 86) pmol/(kg=h) .,
(3.21+1.15) pmol/ (kg™ 55 4h, ANAMMOX
L NO, -N B B, | & ¥ &% A NO; -N,
DAMO AT LA NO, -N & NO; -N H R, 7] il
ANAMMOX i ## DAMO it FERfE7E bR 6 &
WAFETEF KR, XA — NO, -N W E &4 F
ANAMMOX i 2 (AG” = —357 k] /moD) #l DAMO
IR (AG" = —348 kJ/mol) By 3% A5 397 [ i fE 7T L &
M, ANAMMOX #f # 35 4 NO, -N Y fig /1 &
DAMO i F238 . BIAN, P TE 30 1T KA B
KLV F BIRZE 4 (40 ~ 100 em) 1y, ANAMMOX
i . candidatus methylomirabilis oxyfera it F B 43
244

Wk 1.75 X107 ~6. 1 X 10" copies/g.1. 05X 10° ~
1. 49X 10° copies/g™* . LA UL, {8 A= 75 RS
AW IK ) BAG I B 2 E U E e R .
WIHT AT A 3K 20 1 M A= 25 R G0 R0 B0 0 2 1) 1k
A AE TR B K B R B i 2 AR TE AN ) A 5
KA FBIAEOL TE R —E N 2R, K
HARA A TE T M AEWE K Er 225, B
WL Nxr B9 o %A fi# 4k NO, -N # & 1k & NO, -
N, o WEEEAF J8 BT 25 (3] 19 NOB X NO, -N {4 3£ Fil
FI% 8 . U Nitrospira; M o WA T4 NOB
Xt NO, -N 8 2 F1 S 8%, i Nitrobacter™” ; Nitro-
spira AR vt E AL R AL B bd . nitrobacter BY A b
SAAGTE A A ACEE o, {15 FT S W 3 0 78 B AR B 8K
DO MR BE &M 5 i s e A Kz A&
4t i A AR A Nir 32455 R &8 19 (Cu-dNir) &
c-RUFN d-7 40 g €6 F 1Y (ed,-dNir) , i DNRA 53 72
M9 Nir 3228 53 Sk ¥ fe v e L M BT . SR, ik &
H T 9K 20 1% b 2 2 R 58 RGP0 R A W S o
BEEATS AL F R FOIR 2 . Il 40, comammox 1 A= B A= 2%
AR S R 1 1 A= 25 3R G 1A 0 B Bl AT A 0o 7
wysZme AT A R it — B RS, &4 bk, A R R
H P g R AR AL o B B NO B Ak B AT R ik 0, i
HABTCHE R 44k 55 35 19 DAMO 3By, ihtar
UL, DAMO 3 & (% 5 g BL AT A fr i — 22 IR A
T3 A0 T HL A 2 TR G A W R Bl U B O R A
LR N, O BBEE. | & m, 5
— IR BEAE T NH-N ik B 5 pH 5 & A,
AOM [ 7E Hao M EALAE T ¥ 2 NH, OH
WE R N, O35 — . NOH 1] 28 X5 F B A IR 1k
M N, O, Hy s i — 27K N, O3 55 =, DO B AR,
NO, -N ¥ B # w5 i, AOM 28 % 35 H s AL g 114
NO, -N & 5 k N, O, DA bR s B 1 NO, -N Xf
AOM (3 E . HWR A5 58 RO Ak 2ot 72 5 T . 26
—  NOs Xf 58 (1) 8% M 555 % i 7 19 5% G BE )
B A LT P A 0 BE 2% 1R & AR AR AL B AT R B AIGEE
RGN O & A B 5 =, 40 S il Ak T ik
/b NOs, {2 A ¥ NO, -N if Jf 2 N, O | fx 5 &
ANAMMOX & #2 77 1, o i) 7= 4 NO PR i) 2 F
WG IR TN, OF |l gbv] W B b A S R 4
oA By R B U B0 5 DA N, OB IR 252 BLR 22 B 1
AR A A B AR SR i AR L ANAM-
MOX ot 8. i, 3% [ 5 — R K10 % H—
T/ BH W B N, O Bk 12 32 2 R i Ak ad A2 A% G0 S il



JEORE 45 < 2 25 R G AR ) O 8 R B AR 0

fead 2, N, O F 35 ¥ B2 S ¥ 52 #e 5i 5 53 0l R
(32.57417. 35) nmol/L, (0. 83+0.69) pmol/(m’h),
PL N, O % 30 S 3R 25 bR 9 Bk ik 361. 93 t/a™
WA LI, WA B RE FERI N N.O M
CYRT o, T R R K I T b R B I IR E
TR R L S 7R Y 4Bk 479 AN
83 ANIKJE SN, O -3 58 #38 # 433l & 0. 12 TgN/a,
0.06 TgN/a"", SR, N, O J&—Flii i85 <K, 4
A3 F N, O B ZE 80N 2 CO, 1Y 265 /%, 7] 5 R4
I A R ) DT IR R AR AR ) T
A B HERR W AT L. R Sy 78 A A TR AR 3K B
AIEA L FE N, O B0 A 5 T 2R G0 1
FEVEH o DA S8 AR 25 R 58 N, O BR800 45 AL il 119
a7,

3 &g

(1) 1l A= 25 3R 0 1 A 0 BK Bl R0 A i A
RAETEDURRY) | 38 Rl KA AR ) SR B
RGN, e LA LR iR E A
B4 Ak B . DAMO i3 72 L ANAMMOX i 72,
PLNL O 1T 2050 B0 L 25 B s 48 1 B A A Ak o 72
5 I A A i 2 L ANAMMOX 3 72

(2) B35 1 1 A 25 2R 48 AU 30 0 7 B oA W A
B K R 0 2R EARF A AT
53 A G PR A — o 22 AR AR R B A T R
WITEREK S B 22 5. ISR AE B K7 B A Y
WF5E A R T 0E— 2 B 0K 30§88 M A 25 R 40 A0 2R
RS R R,

OB AERRFE FLERIA R N,O W, LU
N, O BIE = 52 3R & B 0 3R R AR5 & SR B R 10
BOR LA FEIT R R GE M Y 1 A6 VE s DA 30 M AR
BARYGE N, O BEHOA PN 0 7
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Analysis of Microbial Driven Nitrogen Cycle Processes in Wetland Ecosystems

LIAO Minhui', LIU Yanpeng', MAO Zhanpo', FU Kunming®, YANG Kai', BIAN Yihao®

(1. Powerchina Eco-environmental Group Co. LTD. ,

Center for Future Wastewater Treatment Technologies,

Shenzhen 518100, Guangdong, China; 2. Sino-Dutch R & D
Key Laboratory of Urban StormWater System and

Water Environment, Ministry of Education, Beijing University of Civil Engineering andArchitecture, Beijing 100044, China)

Abstract : Based on the wetland ecosystem and aiming at the nitrogen cycling process driven by microorganisms, the occurrence characteristics,

distribution and nitrogen removal contribution of key links from the level of bacteria were analyzed and summarized, and the cooperative and

competitive relationship of each link, the differences of microorganisms at the enzyme level and the characteristics of Ny O release were

comprehensively analyzed. The comparative analysis shows that nitrogen removal can be achieved in the form of Ny and N, O respectively, and

the latter does not meet the requirements of environmental protection.

habitats is due to the difference of enzyme levels of microorganisms.

of regulatory mechanisms for Ny O release in wetland ecosystems.

Keywords: wetland ecosystem; comammox; DNRA; DAMO; ANAMMOX; N,O
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The difference of microorganisms driving the nitrogen cycle in different

Systematic quantitative evaluation is needed to promote the establishment



