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ZEE) O AEMERRRET VERET 5 2 LT, F/RLEASFEHEE OMAY A HE
BAORBERNT « TRT 25 Z L ITAHTH D, ZEE)ITIL FRLEKS ik ST
D TR TITRLEKRDOEG 5ENCbET D, T OLBKITSEENEEELUTICRS
KOS TWD A, LB O RSLBREEG Y7 EORBEICE G L TV D Em A&
RERICK L BEAE 52 TV D ZENMEORIGFRE TR I TND, 2T, #HD
BREUHLR & R RN DT — Z DL O LS Tt E TERG LIoMEYERRRET
VRS L2V S, BE . RRISHE OFESE TIIRHEE U M 2 <0 T D0
IRV RS R 2 T RS D BB R & 72 D,

ZOMBYEICLY . EMENSREETR TIE, W LR ThH > THIMR S LD MERRE
DEIRD Z EDHEINTVD(1,2) ZOMBIEDNL— IV ZIRDTOIT, 2-3 FOMAE
M ORER SN D D EFEIL A R 2 FEBRENTHE L, BREN 2 br— /L SR ET
@mgmiﬁﬁﬁbnfétgaoL#L\M%ﬁ%@%%féﬁﬁﬁ%<ﬁémoh

EPEDNRFE DNL— V]IS Z ENBRET LV ZHWIEMRETREBEINATND L) I
(6,7). ZAERLEE Tl BREREEE CIIBLAIC X RV L — LV OIFIENRE 2 b, SRk
MOARFEEDO N — NV ERDVER D D, 10 EAEIBEZ 522 ILEREH W ZET
DORFFET, NIRRT H D Z & R0(1,8), FEXR M OMIEEFELE TILRHPES
FoTIERED 7 V—7IZ@ S DM E D F I BRI 22 DR Emm E N b TN D
(2)e ZTAUD OHFFE TITMERER Z Rt — 7 v —2 W THIEL TS L o2, H
HRAT AN FTRBIZ 72 » CTHAEILAERDOMAEMEICEFIR TE L L O ITR ooy, WEENAET
D= ITE IR DER T DIE N,

Z 2T, HEEMHTZ AV in situ, ex situ FEBRE . MEREE A G AN TS L >R
2 b—3a %179 in silico FERRE AR DT, BEEEEIGAYAE D H 97 B R O (%
MZEE L7 (Figl), insitu EBRTIIZE) O Lt s TIOMERETEL LR XV 1H
RN EN TV D DNEFALEZ GRS 5 2 & THERIL . & TIRAT 2 Pk st
KOFELZZ T, £ LT, MIMERMELZEZTHKNERL00 %, EiIEFEEE T
VA HELE 2 2 N E IR EE & ARIR B OB s T LIBRMEOE S ZEHH Lz
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Fig 1 R T2 IREBESICX2EREME OBER HZEMOH 2BREETIX, MIE
Z MR RITBRAL, TOEREIZH L CHEIGEN S WVME AL EE>TND, ZOM
WHEEZ Y — R & LTEHTE AR OB 2 E 2 D, D& &, Y —A LR DHMERE
BRI BRE THIEFENTER SN & & BISEO S WMEER NS E R0, 20
FERUIBFERINC 2D E VWO TH D, —FH T, V=R LR DMERE L R DB T
MIERENE R S U2 & &3, BISEOBRWHIEERR OGN D 720, ZORKITIRE
MC e D E VI E X,



$-EF Fik
21 WMEHEOEHEET L

AKMFFE T OEELET LT I E. Goldford 512 L » THE SN=~ v I —H— D& JRINE
FETNVEHANTZQ) (Fig2A), S LA LI OET VT, MIEME OIFE L FFEDE
ISR T DS 2 TR E L TMA T, AR LIEHEBEET MIUTOLED ThH D,

dN;
dtl =N; (Z Fi(si)GiaCiaRa - mi) (1)
a

dR .
== Hy (Rﬁ) - Z Fi(5)GiCigRaN; + z Fi(si)GiaD(lx[)’CiaRaNi (2)
i i

dt

Ni & R IFHBETE i LB a0 DEEXRLTVD, X (1) OF—HIERZHET L2
LK DMIE O Z . HITHEOSLSCRIRZ ER LTV 5, BIRHE - MEkE
FILBFHHEFEIS £ D MO Fls), FEORIURE~OMEIS G £ L CHE

HORX—Z LR HERHEER C, TRINTWVD, F@J— ATMIERE 12k o

TOVEMEDOAF R, KITI W) RAEH T, ZOBEIIMNIEME AR s 172 <
% LR OBFIHEMRBMEZMH T2 2 2B L WD, MO, IR ILZ
NENWRBRFTRERFETH D Z EZIE L, WT I OREME N & DR EFET T
RETEL L7 >TnD, Z< OMENRIEICHEERZE TE TWRVWERO—D L
LT, OB 2T 2E DO MENENRE 2 LTI Y (9), AR O LD ELHERL

FBCEET 5 - O E BN LT, Gy =——1 O [LITEE o OEM~OREE, L

Li+lg Li+lg +1a

T B ) AERT, ZORBBUIREOEIRBR IR T i OFIRIH R 2 i
L5 2Lz2ERLTWn5, X (2) OF -THFERMZ, F HIERERZ, ©
LTH_HITH D EFEN ORI OERPREEN & L TAEESND ZLEZTRLTND

H, =R ¢ o 138G = ORI E OGNS O HHE S B BAICFET 5,
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Fig 2 in silico EFAVTH¥AL > (A) 2 TCOEFRICITZNEN, TOBFEZEELT D,
WL DINOMBETENFIET D, ZTNENOMEITETRZHE L, RHEY & Mlasiz sy
W5, (B) @ ARE RIS LR ICERE S U <IHMRRE OB R G
END, EIREERIZHEG UM RE & 1T, SREERICEE L7122 < OMERE L

(KR EE GRS E G L 72 DO M FE TR S LTV D, ARIREEEIRICE G U 7o Ml B AR
X, ZOWTH D,

2.2 HEBEEROEMEHE

FROFEHET LV EAWCEMEFHET L7202, ErThvaiEERHWE, 7 A PR
v RELT, 10 BRONO 1 EIRDMEF RS S v, M IXE IR 2 M2 URHED &
MWT B L EME LT, 1. E. Goldford 5 &R U< (2), MIEFE i OEIH a (2T 25—
A LR BMER Culd, TNLENOREIT | DOER OB EBEL LTS ENH L
— ]I TR O T, £7T. Gy ZLLT OBV ITED T,

Ciq=f,~Normal(y, 0%)

Z ZC. Normal(u, %) 13 F¥ u, EHERZAE e OERDATH D, CiarlT 0005 1 OREOD
ETHD, KIT, Ciap eI TED D, Clig=p ~Uniform(0, 1), Z LT, Ciagi ITLA
TOHWYIZEDT,
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Cl',a#f,:

Ci'a#i - (1 - Ci,a:fi) wai Ci’,]/
BETCOHET, u=04, 0=0.01& L7,
A EIRIRE A 20 L7= 3HE R ik, mIREEIR &R EEIRZ NI L
72 2 DOMBEREZIRE LT (Fig2B), WSERIRE L L TL = 1004 miREM, L; =1
AIRRERE UCHRA L, HOo, HEE i OAMGEIR f OWBEEZHEELE LT

B0 PHEEIUTH U Cliny gey, = —— &1V ) BEHREH > TV D, LOBERITH L

Li+Iy Li+1y

< ?E) L < &iﬁﬂ@%ﬁ(&i\ Gi=is,a¢fs =1 CE Giiis,a =1 (E /IOTI/\%)O %g{ﬁ{%}_gézﬁm L/f:
R AR A PRI LT 45 R @ IR BE VDol L 7ol & | 5 RO (IR L RIS
W L2, € OMOBEIICK L TENENZGE LT 5 10 Fd > OMIE T S

hfméoMﬁ%%@@%ﬂ@&=ﬁ$@%%ﬁ@k@ﬁ%£?%éo%ﬂ%h@%%m

& o TOXAEMEIL 10 T, ZOXNEMEIIMOERZGE L T H5MEOT NG T
ZLZHEREINTND, ZOMD/NT A =T K; =0.01, m; =0.05, t,=1& L7,
HAREIRICBE L Cid, S e @RI 130, = 100, REHEEREEIL I, =1& Lz, ThZTh
OEAEFHHE TV E EZ 0.01 725 1 O TT VX AIRE LT ETI10 FiTo72, Z
DO K LR ITETIEE 3 Co. L FEMITHI Digp. MZAMIE %22 % 72 ECTHEIZ 100 [H]
IR L7,

AT LRI, 12 A ST ERREAZ AT L FRREREF LT
HDHMN, LL, FFEOEFIRE~OMEINTIE 2 TV (Fig2A), ML 100 fE
OME THER SN TEBY, ME 10 LI 10 BIRONO 1 BIRICHEET D L 212l T
W5,



2.3 BREWGET L BREUGIE

28 ) INTHORHD & AR NR O A2 i 2 FERWINTH S, JINT 138km 1T HED | k
TMIXEROZ N 7 FHITES =) 7 &2 b, ZORENKRE S EDDINTHEN
T8 AP 2 5 AL, LARICHE > TRJIKZ &I L7z (Figd) . BREEDZE(LIL,
R4 L5 ORIZH D 2 DOPKMES & HIS 5 & 6 DRIZH D 4 DOPRKLF 5
PEH & D FARLBEKOF)I~DFAZ L - T Z %, FREUIMIE 2018 428 H 31 A 2>
520197 H 21 HTH %, SIAIE, HH ERTHICWARWAE E Lc, ObftE AT
VPR L7tk D 5miE E DT AR Z £RHL L 72, DNA [RIU I
JIZK 300 mL Z 3LV L72AR Y e v L U8R L (AS ONE, Osaka, Japan) (1, A A4
sa~ 77 7HEHRIZ20mL % 022 um 7 4 /L% U 2 (Merck, Darmstadt, Germany)
LI ~om ks (AGC, Tokyo, Japan) (ZH1 7=, 300 mL 1|7k 3ok ECHRE L. #<
TH 10 FEFEILANIZ DNA ZfhH L7z, JII oK, A7 561X DO200A (Xylem, New York,
USA) T, . pH IZPH-6600 (CUSTOM, Tokyo, Japan) T#lE L7z,

gg“l S / ijai o
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2.4 DNAHH. PCR#IE. > —4 v 2o T

%22 )11k H o>/ 7 2 DNA 1Z DNeasy PowerWater Sterivex DNA Isolation kit (QIAGEN,
Hilden, Germany) % W CHiH L72, 50 mL ZH W T+ 288 B 24980 L, 720 o
250 mL % H\\ T DNA ZfhiH L7-, ex situ EERTHD4Z 7 4 DNA HitH 2% NucleoSpin
Microbial DNA (Macherey-Nagel, Diren, Germany) % H\\7z, %7/ . DNA OfRElX,
PowerUp SYBR Green Master Mix (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Massachusetts, USA) & U16SRT
primers(10) % H\ 7z RT-PCR (2 & » TiE&E L7z, 16SrRNA E{xT® V3—V4 fEl D PCR
HAlE & MiSeq Reagent Kit v3 (600 Cycles) (Illumina, California, USA) % F\ 7= MiSeq

(Hlumina, California, USA) (2 X5y —F7 > v 7 OFREFA)ERLTTH S,

2.5 16S rRNABIFE AW, BiEgLTF T

QIIME2 docker (giime2-2019.10) % V> T 16S rRNA i&{n T 217> 72(12), in situ
To300nt <7 RU—RIMVAL, 74U — NMAlIZ18—296 nt, Y ~—Z4[i% 18
—250nt % giime dada2 denoise-paired =~ > RIZ X > T L7z, exsitu TOY— KT kU
LTHZETT7+ U — FMANX20—296 nt, U S—2fAlZ20—250 nt 7% L7-, U — R
99% operational taxonomic units (OTUs) (ZF & &, SILVA132 D 99% 7 — ¥ (13) % W C
MR I A EI D 2Tz, 16S rRNA B FMNT 2 I LI TR A 2 7 7 DT S |
PICRUSt % W T1T-72(14), PICRUSt T X » CTH SN RET — & & £ FHxHE~
L BRI LTRSS T 24T o 72,

26 AAvru~vw NS5 7 40— XBF)IADSHT

T oA UREITEEA A 7 n~ K27 7 (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) & Shodex SI-90
4E 7 =A% 7 I (Showa Denko, Tokyo, Japan) % HWCHIE LTz, B F 4 DREIEIC
IZ Shim-pack IC-C4 (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) [ZHWVTu 72y,



2.7 HIBEBELED ex situ &

MR EEEE & LC 300 mL D)k %, Ejitd LCHIAM 2, Fiftd L CHIA 8 22 HERE L
oo ZNHOH T NTEM O T DK I 5 FEEE 2L, £ D%, 150 uL % 3 mL ©
MO E5HIIZ N Z 7=, M9 B2l A, Geerlof 7' 1 s 2 /LIZHE > TERL L 7223(15). RFTR
LD TN a— AR 0.4%, 0.04%, 0.004% & HE LT, ZNEho /v a— R RE
ICHE SN N A S TR T = — T 2 S KT OHE L, &1L, 14mLAY 7
n LU T = —7 (Cornig, New York, USA) % 180 rpm TIE & S H5#% L7, J. E
Goldford & 237572 & 9 ITHFRIK T 48 FFfH] & & ITHE 2 Ak £(2), 25°C THE#E L. 150 pL
DRI Z 3mL O 7 Ly 3 = 7g M9 BFHIA~FE Z kTS, BRI 12 [FRE 2 E S, 1
U & 2B HORBHICITEZAEY ORE ZET 5729012200 pg/mL D7 B ~F 3
R&Mz 7z, ME®EEIZEE 600 nm T CO8000 cell density meter (Harvard Bioscience,
Massachusetts, USA) # H T, MM ZERNCHIE L7z, REZEICENENDOT 2 —7 )
5 2.5mL ZHY L DNA I Fv 7=,

2.8 BEEOEE

MEIFEE RO Z ERLT 572012, EREOMBEEOMREELZ ERE(LT D
= I b # 7= Renkonen FE{EUE & = (2),
1
D(x,y) =1 —EZIxi - ¥il
Xi & yild2 oot o MEHEICENENG ENAMEROMETETHDH, BTO

AT HOBPEZF T 5 2 & TlEMEEERL Lz, K& RBEEI M E R DI
PIREMBITHD Z 2R, WEHENTHL Z L 2R LTS,



F=ZE HBR
3.1 WELE-BOEBESICE>TRETHEHREMYE (in silico)

ED LD 7o THERK S5 D> T T X 2RWMEFE M A IR BEEE 3 & D K 5 1T A
O E2 BB T 7= 010, BHEF AL E2 AW BEFHEIZAEHTH S, L
L., BEOHHEET L CEMMMERES 7 > MMRE LT E LTHRIEETIIND G
AR DR UHERIC e > T L E W, B2 AL T 2 ENTETWVARN (), £2T
Fex T, ENENOME PR OEFITHAEDME 2 BE L, ENMEREELZ A LT
(Fig 4A) . b LAETOMBERNILAEME 2 LEE LARWGE | MERELE O AUITIE
IR o T CEEE~D) . —FH TENENOMBERIZ & > ThO 2 TORENUED &
MEILAEHE Th - 725810 b . MBERE O RITIERMIC R o7 GREEE~D) |
LoaU., MZESARRE OFEED & 2 FREE OO G EITRFEIEDN R A U, WA
OFE% A 5, 10, 20 & L7355 100 FEO AR FEE OFALUE FREI3H 0.5 &7z o T,
RIEMED DD DAL= D T, WITT & TSR S ARRE I N 2 hds Lo M REER 2
AEEEICHEL, BETORRRENE D 7o & X OMBHICKIET HELZRA:
(Fig4B), I & ARIREE IS 22U U 7o Ml B REAE 1 il B & R OB IR 2
MG Stz & &, IR T 027 £ 020 lICENENIR o T2, — 7T, AIE
BEE OISR S 13 OBFIRENRE SN D & MEREE O BT E R 72 o 72
(PR AR ~ OISR OB B 0.71 & 0.77) MR & AR~
L7z 2 DOMMBEFEE OEW TR E KR E SIS LT-MEEOKThy . 2htho
PEECIXZ OBFIRE ICHES LN LY 20D, Lo T, [MBMEREEOES %
BZTNDDONEFS D701, MEHELER T 2B EETE L THALILELE
(Fig 4C), 210 BRENENEZHEE LT OMEREN 2 SO LIMEELRNE &, £
DI HESR DTERUTIE TR T do o 7= CGREUE T IfE~1) , #Ek T 2FE 2 5 T LI
MR (TR T2 0 . Fox OFRREER TS 10 FEICEIET 2 % TRFIER
AT LTz, Z OfSRIT, MIEEEO S S S OSMEEDOERZBBEINCT D EE2RL
TW5,
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Fig 4 in silico TOMBEREOMmREME (A) VAELEMEOHEENEZ 5N TS,  (B)
IR LSS U7 SRR IS R RS MR E 0o BREAMHR ST D, (C) i
R T 2EENE X TN D,

3.2 WMEBRZRERNICT HRIZEIL (insitu)

P SEBR CIBEREEE ORI & T ORI & L CHIEME N EE CH D Z L BER T
X72DT, HARGMHT TOMIHEDOL—/L HiA LTz, insitu EROZDIC, Fx il
RV T HHEHT =Y 7 b D ZENN ARG L Lz, 286, HUG 406 6 DREIIZH
B HEARALE X > D O HEKEIK DIRANIZ X DBIR 72 B3 E T, B2 DR TOM¥E
MEHETE DHFORNRTENGTHD (FigbA) , A A7 a~ N7 T 712X 5508
FERIX. BHE Vv, MEOA AU OEME R L7z (Fig6), NO2. PO#, SO 1%
i 4 &5 OFTI0 fFULEE WD BIRZ2NA R L, #S 5 DIREIXZ OREDMREF S
iz, ME» BRI L7277 2 DNA O & LI i THM L7z (p<0.001, His 1-4vs
5-8. Wilcoxon signed-rank one-sided test) (Fig 7)., Z DX I ICEENKELS BT DS
FENC. Fox it 6 i CHIERERKZ T L= (Fig 8. 9), ZD 6 Wi, 8 AT COMIEE
Hipl 2 W T, 2RO TORPEAFHR L, in situ TOMBERELEZR O MM

E' b L7z (Fig5B), Lt AER OFRLLEE (14 0.49) 13 T it AL OFE (OF
%J0.54) X /&< (p<0.05, Hs5 1-4vs 58, Mann-Whitney U one-sided test) . | ¥t
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DHIE RIS & 0 IRERRII 72 2 L 2R 7z, 16S IRNA BT 2 2 L T
TR SIIBRERREIZ L » T, Bit & Tt CHIEREE OREN R D Z RS
(Fig 5C), _E¥i Tl Sporichthyaceae £} Ilumatobacteraceae FFDHIE DAHXI &K & 7>
S 7203, T Tl Flavobacterium J&X> Limnohabitans J& 73 3XECHINZ 72 0 | i CELRY 7
- 72 Sporichthyaceae £t DHME OFERF EBAD L Tz, KiROEKW 1 H & 3 AT
Sporichthyaceae £ O FME <> Limnohabitans J& X% E23% L < B LTz,

2020 Google 10 kM e
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0.0 -0.5 =
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e PC1 (30.9%)

Fig 5insitu TOMBEHEDOBREL#E (A ME I 2=7 (IFBRTY T LH8M
T Y TSNV D ZEE) 8 BT D 6 BERBEN,  (B) THENOHS TOMEFERLE
DOFEVIE % FHHE L, HEARQEKDOIR A% TZ OFELEZ i L7z (p~0.05), (C) Al
FEEE DRERE T — Z D ER T LT, ENEN OB FITHRIMHLE 2 17,
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NO, [mg /L]

Na*[mg/ L]

NO, PO,* S0, —e—Aug 31, 2018

400 50 50 —=—0QOct 26, 2018
- — :
200 —.— . < g * —+—Jan 11, 2019
2 E E Mar 6, 2019
0 o, 0 o 0 —+—May 19, 2019
123456786 1234567893 123456738 a2t 2018
Site Site Site
Na* K+ Mg2+ Ca?+
20 _ 20 _10 40
-l -l -
10 =t 10 : + 5 5 P = —
£ i E E
0 — 0 S0 S0
12345673!12345678§° 12345678 & 12345678
Site Site Site Site
Figo &R oA ZVEBE
£ 200
D — Aug 31, 2018
£ 150 9
= —— Oct 26, 2018
é 100 —— Jan 11, 2019
g 50 Mar 6, 2019
% - May 19, 2019
a) —
Eg D @ 6 @ 6 6 @ - Jul 21, 2019
- Sampling site = MEDIAN
Fig 7 &-H A TOD 16S rDNA &
35
30
) 25
— 20
L‘% 15 ¢ — KR
’ f * KR (Hiss1)
0 A KR (Hhea8)

Jan 11, 2019
Mar 6, 2019
Jul 21, 2019

Aug 31, 2018
Oct 26, 2018
May 19, 2019

Fig 8 £HHH CORIR & KR
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Phylum ;gqo, AU9 31,2018 Oct26,2018 Jan 11,2019 Mar 6, 2019 _May 19,2019 Jul 21, 2019
0

B Proteobacteria

90% I II Bacteroidetes
80% Actinobacteria
@ .
S 70% | Verrucomicrobia
] i [ Patescibacteria
£ 60%] : ' : B Acidobacteria
3 1 1 1 1 [
2 50% : i i , : B Firmicutes
2 40%] E i i i i B Cyanobacteria
© 1 1 1 l |
S 0% : : : | |
1
20% . i I i i i
1 1 1
10% | II II J II ' II
0% l.!!!! !!!'--!-"-!!- ! -!!g-g!il!! == !!!-_!!
? DREOEHEDEVZADEEVEVA@EETEVLEDEOVEDRIBOEDETRIDEEDE
Sampling site (D—®)
Class

B Bacteroides

B Gammaproteobacteria
Actinobacteria
Verrucomicrobiae
Alphaproteobacteria

I Acidimicrobiia

[ Deltaproteobacteria

. Gracilibacteria

Relative abundance

e T 1 ———

100% \ : i : : Flavobacteriales
90%- E E E E E Betaproteobacteriales
80%-| . i . ! ! Frankiales

8 e : : : ] [ Chitinophagales

& 70% i i i i

S : i II II ! : B Cytophagales

S | | ! [ [ Pedosphaerales
a : ! ! B Microtrichales

o i i B Verrucomicrobiales
= ] I.I

3 ™~

@ |

x

D23@EHETEDDIVEEDEDIBHDHETEDDIDEEVED2EDEHOIOD2DDEODE
Sampling site (D—®)
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Aug 31,2018 Oct 26, 2018 Jan 11,2019 Mar 6,2019 May 19, 2019 Jul 21, 2019

Famil 0
Y 100% Flavobacteriaceae
Burkholderiaceae
' Sporichthyaceae
§ I Pedosphaeraceae
kS| B cChitinophagaceae
g B spirosomaceae
9 B Rhodocyclaceae
2 B lumatobacteraceae
©
o)
o
@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@@.@@@@@@@@@@@@“
Sampling site (D—®)
Genus 1009 Aug 31,2018 Oct 26, 2018 Jan 11,2019 Mar 6,2019 May 19,2019 Jul 21, 2019

=|
=-. Pseudarcicella
 Rhodoferax

l II I I!I I I Flavobacterium
B (Sporichthyaceae)
I I I I I . Limnohabitans
IN‘ B (Burkholderiaceae)
. (llumatobacteraceae)
== I | Fluviicola
-
i e -
5 = !
-

Relative abundance

20E0EETEPOOEEDEDIOOHETEIDDOOOLEDEOIOEIEIDEIOOTE
Sampling site (D—®)

Fig 9 &R LUV TO in situ REEHERR

3.3 MEMKRERERMICT SIEETRE (ex situ)

ZENTOERITERE T CRENRKESERDZ 2R, BRTIETREY b
M REEENBIE TH D Z L 2R LT, IROAT v 7 & LT, BB & BREMEDR A
AR D01, ERET R L T OMBEREICH L CHEBRERE 24 2 - 525
#i7o7= (Fig 10A) . SRERE L L TRIFWORE AL 2. MR ZHE L7z (Fig
11) ., AR Tl IRIR RS L K 0 b S IR EE RS CREE T DS IR E R 72 o 72,
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— 5 C T IMERE T, WofRE o7 (FigloB) . RIRMEREE L T EEE
BT, BARFIRETH D 71 20— A RIE 0.004%55 b C 1398 B I 7E 2 O E BRAE
ot (Fig12) , RIMETFE DO ERFBIRETH L 7L 27— PR 0.4%35HITIL L
DOFERE TH Pseudomonas J&2N SCALHIIC i o 7o, — 7 T LI RFEE DEREBESRMTH
% 7V — A PEFE 0.004% Tl Aeromonas J&. Enterobacteriaceae £} DA, Patescibacteria
J& . Pantoea J& 73 SCHCHYIC 70 7o RABRE DS HESRAQIC B L7z, UMl ERER 1T E RN
ClZ Aeromonas J&. Klebsiella J&, Enterobacteriaceae £+ #l i 23 A VM PEMLAY I SZELH) T
BHoToh, BRFIRETILE ORERE T Aeromonas B KB TH 72, &RIFINE
THERFINAE TS MBS Tl Acinetobacter J& 723 & 2 F2 L OFEXT R % 7~ L CU e,
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(B) IRFBBENEZ LN TND
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FOE ER

AMFFETIL in silico, in situ, ex situ DFEERZ @ U T, LB OMEFEE OMRFEIEN A
U %Mz LTz, insilico S2BR CTITMAUH AR OFENMEFEEZ A LS D 2 &,
Z U CMBERFE AT 2N L < e D EMBHENRAE L DHZ L &R L, in situ FEBR
TIXPEARMLBAR AN 5 2 & TEREDNBINNCZLT 52 2T, BREAZICHEREE
PUREFRMINCTER SN TN D Z L iR Lz, ex situ EERTIL, TOZE)IO Ejiie T
RO R TRBIREDMEVERE & SWREICENENEIG L TV D EREL, 2D

WIS DBREZ W THIEARFER DS IRERRANSTERR STV D 2 L 2R LTz, A%
SRR OO I DD MIEREE & . AW E L WD OHERE)IZ D M RE
Lai L, AN S S REREOMERED N ORHEREITENATND Z LAV in
situ & exsitu SR A A S DOE THENO HILTE Y (16), ZOREIFHY THDH LB 2T
Wo,

ZEEN | ORI REEE Z WV Clinsitu & exsitu EBRCHEEIC & o TS/ O BB LA E
TR ERTERINTT D LN H 2 EZRB LA, BN OMIEEE T b RERO I
HDH0EH L, mIEM ARG L7 Lactococcus J& DA 23, @R &% 5 2 b
~ U ZADRGN T L EERMEO 12172 > T, KIEEVIEZ G2 bNlcv T R b

P~ E BEEE DT R NIRRTV D T & DA X RN CTHEDN O H AL TV 5 (1),
Fx D exsitu FRTIE, LIMEHELZERERE CHEE LI L ZICEORRETH
Pseudomonas J& 73 XELHIIC 72 > TW D, Tt m#EIE O F KEEBRE TORE T
Pseudomonas J& X & ORBREICHHFAET HNETH~AF—ThH V., BEFIAT T
W5, BN TCIEEIEN B B @ OIS ) &2 R ISR H 40T Y . 2
HHESE DR A R ERAIIC LT D h Lit7euy, ORI REE ORI ML & LTl
HER M DOMIBE LSRR L CHBRE CRISGE CHEEETE L, order L~/L<° species L ~/L
TITMERB RN ERL Z L IC R e 528, family LoULCIIMERR S ERL 2 L Bl - T
W2 EDNHERENTWA (), LavL, Fx OLEE)IHEREEE TIE, 20 L 9 7 family
LoV T ORETE R OV E eI IR T & 2o 7= (Fig 11, Fig 13) . phylum <> class
ANATIEZE DTS, COMBEOTEES DN &b H Y HPEIRIRIE 1 TIRERIC
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REENTEE > TV DA, order, family, genus L L CIEAEL 7= BEEE T Ak oD 18 F8 MEAE ) 23 e
BTETND, BEEEZEOMBERLE TIES R L~V TOBEEDOZEMEISE NN H
DT ENTRRIN, LV EHRRRETOMBERHELHWTERT L LB, AX T
YA VT N =LA IX LoD & LT RRRE I DT & 4 121TED TWO S BN B 5,
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Fig 13 &R L~UL TOIELIE (ex situ)
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(1) BhRBASRRFICITETEIL TLVEAY, R - ERTEAM-12 L

b b LA ZENOXFMADOMEREEZ 16S rRNA Bis FHITIC L - T~ 4§
DT —Z PO R T TEIEIET NV AMHEE L, MR RIE T PR ERK
RFHEBOEEREFTRDL TETChH o7, L L AEREED D RIH 72588 2 FLH L,
BFEMEDEA DR E T T NV ABETEX RO T, ETIEZOREEZIF L,
BT VIETCEZLO0EBENLTHI L E LT,

Z DM, ZEEDWNL DhDH 2 F st LT 16S rRNA s 7217 Tra < A
B bhvay MU BITOWBIEFZRET 2 PETH-72h, EhELTnd &
ZAThH D PIBMIRNICITEIICE DR T,

(2) SRICAITTORE

B LD S PRI DN o T2 T CHIE R OB E ST K5O T, T
WDOFWBET ML D THZ LT < PKDOEEITHT LT NI LR TE I,
Ko T ARBRITMERED T —F 2 L VED JERET NV EBET L ENREE 0D,
L L IER—ATEZD L AEIRE LI X ) ICEBBEEORENH D AR RN S 5,
ZIT, AXNT AR VT M—ARETO L 5 ICHRER 2 HIE L, W MEOREE 2T
(CSUVBREN—ADET NV HET HXLELH D E Lvuy,

2019 4F 10 A O RBIZ L D BT, ZE)IOMBITRE <L Lz, TS ERE
IZHEDX D R BE RIFLTZONHARLMEN S D, ZORIEZEDOLEKITE > TNDHD
T, ZOWEFIIZMICE DR TeRN WML T2 TN O 2D 2 TETH D,

(3) RAEWR - FBHOWRMN, ENXSITHRITER GER) chdhH
HEKALEE R DR ARTO L3 & IR A O T OMBEREZ il LT o 7o R, Hiki
BGOSR OME A H 72 IS SHIRAT 5 &) 2 L IEHER TE R0 27D T, Pk
S ORBEN LoD LHEEL TV D 2 &Rk tc (RS L PR RIS LIz
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(4) BRRAR

(FEERR)

. TEBREEICOEANTME 2 I 2 =7 ¢ OMFEME) | PEHBEL « FIRREA - A
Mexz, 359 [0l AL B 2 BRSO . 2020 4F 3 1 EMBANESERT ROEHTFErT
2. ”Contingency of bacterial community”, A. Nishida, M. Nakagawa, M. Yamamura, The 5™

Annual Meeting of Living Systems Design Research, March 2020, OIST Gt B )

23



FRHRFOARERNBEIRIITBHET VAL TCIEREWEEE X L, £,
FOL LHERF D PRSI0 TRIER IS W F L7 B L BT £,

S5 Xk

1. Bisanz JE, Upadhyay V, Turnbaugh JA, Ly K, Turnbaugh PJ. Meta-Analysis Reveals
Reproducible Gut Microbiome Alterations in Response to a High-Fat Diet. Cell Host
Microbe. 2019;26(2):265-272.¢4.

2. Goldford JE, Lu N, Baji¢ D, Estrela S, Tikhonov M, Sanchez-Gorostiaga A, et al.
Emergent simplicity in microbial community assembly. Science (80- ).
2018;361(6401):469-74.

3. Friedman J, Higgins LM, Gore J. Community structure follows simple assembly rules in
microbial microcosms. Nat Ecol Evol. 2017;1(5):1-7.

4. Vega NM, Gore J. Stochastic assembly produces heterogeneous communities in the
Caenorhabditis elegans intestine. PLoS Biol. 2017;15(3):1-20.

5. Hekstra DR, Leibler S. Contingency and statistical laws in replicate microbial closed
ecosystems. Cell. 2012 May 25;149(5):1164-73.

6. Allesina S, Tang S. Stability criteria for complex ecosystems. Nature. 2012 Feb
19;483(7388):205-8.

7. Coyte KZ, Schluter J, Foster KR. The ecology of the microbiome: Networks, competition,
and stability. Science. 2015 Nov 6;350(6261):663-6.

8. Oliphant K, Parreira VR, Cochrane K, Allen-Vercoe E. Drivers of human gut microbial
community assembly: coadaptation, determinism and stochasticity. ISME J.
2019;13(12):3080-92.

9. Pande S, Kost C. Bacterial Unculturability and the Formation of Intercellular Metabolic
Networks. Trends Microbiol. 2017 May;25(5):349-61.

10.  Clifford RJ, Milillo M, Prestwood J, Quintero R, Zurawski D V., Kwak Y1, et al.

24



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.
16.

Detection of bacterial 16S rRNA and identification of four clinically important bacteria by
real-time PCR. PLoS One. 2012;7(11):7-12.

Nishida A, Thiel V, Nakagawa M, Ayukawa S, Yamamura M. Effect of light wavelength
on hot spring microbial mat biodiversity. PLoS One. 2018;13(1):1-30.

Bolyen E, Rideout JR, Dillon MR, Bokulich NA, Abnet CC, Al-Ghalith GA, et al.
Reproducible, interactive, scalable and extensible microbiome data science using QIIME
2. Nat Biotechnol. 2019;37(8):852-7.

Quast C, Pruesse E, Yilmaz P, Gerken J, Schweer T, Yarza P, et al. The SILVA ribosomal
RNA gene database project: improved data processing and web-based tools. Nucleic
Acids Res. 2013 Jan;41(Database issue):D590-6.

Langille MGI, Zaneveld J, Caporaso JG, McDonald D, Knights D, Reyes JA, et al.
Predictive functional profiling of microbial communities using 16S rRNA marker gene
sequences. Nat Biotechnol. 2013;31(9):814-21.
https://www.helmholtz-muenchen.de/fileadmin/PEPF/Protocols/M9-medium_150510.pdf.
Fodelianakis S, Moustakas A, Papageorgiou N, Manoli O, Tsikopoulou I, Michoud G, et
al. Modified niche optima and breadths explain the historical contingency of bacterial
community responses to eutrophication in coastal sediments. Mol Ecol. 2017;26(7):2006—

18.

25



ZENDOHMENERRETIVEEICK 5 TKLEKDOZECEHEBDFEN

(RFZ2BIRK - 2fiTRfFge VOL. 4 9 —NO. 3 4 9)

Z F WM H=

¥fTH 2020%12A8
¥TE OBBMEZEAN EIEE
T 150-8511
RR#EAXEFEEESE6 S
TEL (03) 3477—6301
http://foundation. tokyu. co. jp





