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Fh & 35 0 IR 2 1 MAT A8 78 2018 4R 8 57 W BT &  J& T4l 5 22 3 H (Oculatellales) 4l 25 22 3 B (Ocu-
latelaceae) , HHiAH 5 DA SR A L AP IR S b I R 8 % 8 B B0 B o b HLA T 68 9 T A9 4, 78
FB R A BN A i 200 B B A T A X 3 i A 1 3 I 1 e R v MAAT SRR T 2 AR Drouetiella
fasciculata F1 Drouetiella hepatica NEHEWG Phormidium lurandum 53 B A& R E R, 2 )5 KIM &0
M [ B ) T ) 47 BB 22 BT Drouetiella epilithica \DAVYDOV ZE- i KB SRR 360 [ 19 15
PR N B IR T —DHi R Drouetiella ramosa AEFR G KT 43 Hr b AL & e 8 BA B iy ik fu i, B
5 H AR R ) R EEH RG22 R ER B FE I Drouetiella sp. V16 S5a5 B R F &I,

Ak 18 352 5 e ) o i B DA S [T ) - e A B A B e B A o T R B T R I 1) A R e B
H T2 8 W o 75 3 [ 3 A UL A1 T8 R 34 AR SO WRHTE 1R 1 R T PO 1 VA DX R R 3 R L GE R S R
fE A E R R G B #4560 22 T 2% FE A7 43 28 %08 OB i S i) i 19 1 b [ S B 2 A
DR AP I 5T e b 5T U5 i 4 il
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1.1 H&EX&E

2023 45 7 A6 P E VYR E A XCRLEE T M0 AR KA 5% (29°35'57"N L 91°20" 54" E) fii Fi /N J] R4S T K% 46 ¥
Fofr s 4 >R 4 B (R At 2B A ORI b, — 00 P AR R Sh AR T 8 DR A — 0 HT T3 ik o0 B Ak 15 15 57 SR 2 Hh 3R 5 1A
FUF SN 3 620 mL RN 16.2 °CL.pH {H N 8.41.

1.2 BHOBAKEESR

W RAE B RE S IEAT B ARG 95 AE W AUEE TR FH G B ) B AN 4 85 ik o B Al b s iR L 1 S TR R R A
B N BEEUCAAR B 221K . ddH, O SV L2 K . BGTA & A 2 mL BG11 5375609 24 LA E; F= AP 8 5 . 4~
5 Jii A5 TT A B B v R i B ARG Ry A R R TN 250 mL =R P OR B R L HOE 78 1E IR O IR B R A
ARG IESREE 2 000 Ix, IRBE(25451) °CLOGEM 12 h = 12 W™, alifb 5 Y e Ff 4 58 T K J 0 8 27 B 1k 7K
PR BERR RS SXACC0052.

1.3 S

P A1 SR A B B RE S K S 28 4l 4K S i R0 Nikon Eclipse NT B2 5 052 W8 HIE S 4RAE 3%
Fofr &%) i Ak Pl il FH 90422 BB A NIS-Elements D 5.20 0F 2E47T 4145 o [R] st 0 2 988 22 K 100 o 240 G ) IR~ RS
H “min-average-max” & /R , B MHEAR 20 35 322K A0 B B 5 8 4K Adobe Tllustrator CS5 F
Adobe Photoshop CC 2019 SP 20.0.0 #F47 4038,

14 NFEUEDT
1.4.1 DNA 5. PCR ¥ 8 2 75 51 &

i ] CTAB 22 3R BUSE MR A9 DNA CBHR BRI B DNA JiA — 20 °C B UK A AR 77 45 LB B 16S rRNA
B 16S-23S rRNA ITS JFAH#T R G K T 4081 TP 1 16S rRNA JEH P854 R F179 (5'-TT-
GATCCTGGCTCAGGATGA-3) fil 1 49284 (5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3"), I T ¥ # 16S-23S
ITS RIRW 519 K 322(5'-CTCTGTGTGCCTAGGTATCC-3") #l 34077 (5'-GGGGAATTTTCCGCAAT-
GGG-31).

PCR WK FR:2 pL SEFE 4 DNALIE R 51 ¥4 3 pL (10 pmol/L), 0.5 pL Taqg DNA % & [
(83.35 nkat/pl) .4 pLL ANTP BAW (2.5 mmol/L) .5 pL 10 X Easy Taq Buffer 1 32.5 pL ddH, O.PCR 4~
BEFEFE N .95 °C R HUEME 3 min, 95 “C A8 30 .55 CIB Kk 30 5,72 “CHEM 50 s, 3% B BeEAT 35 AHFF
A - #E 72 CC N AEAR 5 min, T 43500 1 0 S BB I L UK R A 50 PCR 79, LA DR AR 45 0019 1 1) )5 971
F Ak i PCR ™= 4 i A7 B0 5 0 H b 50 A8 KL TR 2N ®) 58 5 0 )7 5 1 7 41 4 22 31 NCBI Chttps://
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) GenBank £ & , & 5% 5 & PP413587 F11 PP413588.
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ARG E R IR T 00 5 B 0 BERR I H R MR Sk B ALE L AT Bio Edit 7.0 H1/% Clustal W Xt
FPA AT 22 5 L A BT L SRS g R A L B0 R R X 5 I T S I 8 5 ARG A L B 6 3 51 R AR
MEGA 117 5% &R 4575 (NI il K 18 29 7 (MP) R 8 3R 58 & B L i FH 0 RAXML Version 8" #4) # fix
KUK (ML) R G & B, Sl A MEGA 11 7 Find Best DNA/Protein Models 2 ¥ X Al 3¢ 5 51 i 17
MK 76 Model Finder f Akaike {5 SN CAIC) FH e EIG BEA ) GTRAGL i@l il 1 000 REE
M5 AT RAG I R G & B W BB R Mrbayes 3.1.28% ¥E47 DUF#r43 # L 32 47 1 000 000 1R, &
100 FRIURE , ZSBRHT 25 Yo FEAA  Jo) A FE A K 1 R GE T, 43 A S48 o0 T DL i 307 /5 36 WE 30 20 L il T 41 Fig
Tree version 1.4.25% X DU M-S 44 547 g B AL FE. DL Gloeobacter violaceus PCCT7421 VER—A IR F) HAY
RE KRB M4 Adobe Tllustrator CS5 #4774 H,
1.4.3 ITS 445 M i

16S-23S rRNA J7 81 L x5 8Y I 55 i FH 84 RNA structure 5,75 T 38 6k (19 — &5 44, 43 BT 9 4F
FL#ikk iy D1-D1' . Box-B LA K& V3 8RBESEH , i — 25 X S bk E 4T 43 28 % 58 . BT AT Sk 1) 45 40 % XA 72 Ado-
be Illustrator CS5 H #4715 4.
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2.1 EEHE
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0, 2 BN 22 B I g
2oAE— (K .22 Rk
O i BRI R (1.9/
2.2/2.5) pm(Fe/ME/¥IE/
TR AR A IR T, V75 b L 98
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W22 f B AT O 04 20 2
MK 2 SR TE 4y 2
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B, WA WGk oy 3, TE

. o () HEHHIL (b)) AR BELL [OF: F227S (d) IR FEAH L
O B WA R AR A
FEAACE 1 afEik) . E Il Drouctiella lurida SXACCO052I 2% 5 (sl
J‘i@% %ﬁ'% ﬂﬁ%ﬁ_ﬁ ( }E 1. Fig.1 Light micrographs of Drouetiella lurida SXACC0052

52 PEKR : Drouetiella
lurida SXACC0052.

T RS E NN A i R [ B SN

A BRI
22 REEESW

IR A5 Bk SXACCO0052 B 16S rRNA JEH FFHIHK N 1 308 bp, o513 KRR BEAR Y 16S rRNA
FEAARMLRE N 95.76 % ~99.25% , SIREFAH KRR 16S rRNA KA 5 AL BE =99 % (5% 2) e 5 bk
SXACC0052 AHALEE # B F 4, LA Gloeobacter violaceus PCC7421 K4 HE, R ML NJ H1 BI i #4) 2 1
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2025 %

15 56 D BEREN ARG R EM 3 MOTEBA BN — 800 70 SO B NS R, SO R TR I ML AR

HM ARG KT R AEE 4 3 sAb bR th T ML/NJ /BT #4925 J# SR UG B A (18] 2).16S rRNA B H &

Gi kB B 10 A m BRI B9 3Kk 220K % SXACC0052 73 A 76 k3 S 38 Jm 19 AL B b (18] 2
LLOHEALED  IF B A5 IRER AL I8 R B R — S (I 2 207 ) BAT B0 1920 e SR (E RS S M,y 98/
78/1, 5 AL R B JE A AL B O3

£ 1 REHBILENRS SXACC0052 Z WS R
Tab. 1 Morphological comparison between Drouetiella lurida and SXACC0052

FEAE Lukesova 1986/6 KPABG 4163 KPABG41662 KPABG610005 SXACC0052
BB O EAR ) 230 RSN 2 3¢ iR SN
TR SN sk @ e wake
PN RAr e 1Pt 1t FAr 1 WA e 5
o BE AL 24f N ek U W 4 T e 4 Wi i AN WS 4 R B
i Jifd 98 £ / ppm 1.7/1.9/2.1 1.9/2.2/2.5 1.6/2.0/2.4 1.6/2.5/3.4 1.8/2.1/2.4
2 K BE / pm 2.1/3.0/3.9 1.2/1.9/2.6 1.9/2.5/3.1 1.5/2.8/4.1 1.4/2.1/2.8
PRFE 4 il NFFAE pein FAAE NFAE A
HEAE Bt BH B BH FE LW BH
5 15 e Ak e ek W+ 4
£2 HIBKREEM 16S rRNA B FHE G L 5
Tab. 2 Sequence similarity comparison of the 16S rRNA gene between SXACC0052 and Drouetiella strains %
Wbk 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1.Drouetiella lurida SXAC0052
2.Drouetiella epilithica strain ACKUG670 96.09
3.Drouetiella fasciculata strain GSE-PSE-MK29-07A 95.76 98.76
4.Drouetiella hepatica strain UHER 2000/2452 97.97 96.21 96.32
5.Drouetiella lurida ACKU669 99.18 96.43 96.42 98.19
6.Drouetiella lurida Lukesova 1986/6 99.25 96.63 96.40 97.74 99.04
7.Drouetiella ramosa SYKOA C-013-09 97.92 96.53 96.53 98.52 98.14 97.96
8.Drouetiella sp. ANT.L52.2 98.03 96.64 96.63 99.37 98.45 97.85 98.76
9.Drouetiella sp. FACHB-3567 96.31 95.55 96.09 95.66 96.43 95.73 95.89 96.32

PR SXACC0052 B 16S-23S rRNA FES K FE N 658 bp, 5H KR MY R 16S-23S rRNA JF 41 A5 L #F
W5 HA Y Drouetiella lurida Lukesova 1986/6 BYFHLE fx 5 (F 3. B E R SXACC0052 5 13K B

BRARFEMNFS ., UL Oculatella castenholzii YNP74-MA2 RANEEE, R NJ/ML/MP ¥ F 165-23S

ITS K ERG KB W3 Fr kB A BN — B0 5 S S RN G # L SCr R TR I N S0 &R
GRBWTER T4 3 S ARBR T NJ/ML/MP B9 2Rl (E 3). RSk B RAHE 15 415 558, 3
# SXACC0052 I IR AL g R bk Kb . 5 Drouetiella lurida KPABG 4163 Hl Drouetiella lurida

Lukesova 1986/6 B h— % (& 3 # 5 1K) ,NJ/ML/MP #5158 N 85/99/89, 518 B & v i)

by b o0 .
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Drouetiella
Trichotorquatus
Albertania
Calenema
Pegethrix
Elainella
Timaviella
Tildeniella

Oculatella

Thermoleptolyngbya

Gloeobacter
| 92/9
0. 20
| I
55/65/-|
*/%/%76/98/0. 97
59)-/
78/82/%
| 79/76/%
65/99/%|
99/99/%
56’/—’/—
88/81 /%
99/3/% [ 98/99/1

83/96/0. 98
64/61/% 99/%/x%

0P824379 Drouetiella sp. FACHB-3567

NR 186875 Drouetiella epilithica strain ACKU670

MK248006 Stenomitos cf. frigidus ACT684 clone 2

NR 172693 Drouetiella fasciculata strain GSE-PSE-MK29-07A

2/87/4 ON897677 Drouetiella ramosa SYKOA C-013-09
50/88/~ J'_EAY493575 Drouetiella sp. ANT.152. 2
4/98/-

NR 172662 Drouetiella hepatica strain UHER 2000/2452

84/99/% $8/78/% PP413587 Drouetiella lurida SXAC0052
_|_£HM018690 Drouetiella lurida Lukesova 1986/6
6/%

OP577850 Drouetiella lurida ACKU669

OR259169 Albertania sp. P217E

NR 172704 Trichotorquatus coquimbo strain ATA2-1-KO25A
NR 172706 Trichotorquatus andrei strain WJT9-NPBG15

NR 172707 Trichotorquatus ladouxae strain WJT36-NPBG11
NR 172705 Trichotorquatus maritimus strain SMER-A

NR 189688 Albertania skiophila strain SA373

NR 172584 Albertania alaskaensis strain KL12

HQ832918 Calenema singularis LEGE 06188

MT176728 Pegethrix sp. BACAO077

OP410738 Pegethrix sichuanica CCNUOO13

NR 172690 Pegethrix convoluta strain GSE-PSE-MK38-07D
NR 172691 Pegethrix indistincta strain GSE-TBC-7GA

NR 172692 Pegethrix bostrychoides strain GSE-PSE-MK47-15B
NR 172661 Pegethrix olivacea strain GSE-PSE-MK46-15A

57,/54/0. 72 NR 177042 Elainella saxicola strain E1
_|_£ 0P410740 Elainella chonggingensis CCNUO012
KR137585 Leptolyngbya sp. CENA364

MZ518094 Timaviella edaphica Golos-9-1

LT634149 Timaviella circinata GR4

MH688850 Timaviella dunensis Us-6-3

KYO78772 Timaviella obliquedivisa GSE-PSE-MK23-08B
LT634150 Timaviella karstica GR13

KYO78773 Timaviella radians GSE-UNK-O7R

— KY498228 Tildeniella torsiva UHER 1998/13D

83/75/-
93/72/0. 96
75/87/0. 98

L— MK861911 Tildeniella alaskaensis 116
NR 176596 Thermoleptolyngbya hindakiae strain UNIEL
L8UNR 176993 Thermoleptolyngbya albertanoe strain ETS-08
NR 176994 Thermoleptolyngbya oregonensis strain PCC 8501
NR 176475 Thermoleptolyngbya sichuanensis strain PKUAC-SCTA183
0Q566929 Thermoleptolyngbya sichuanensis X7-Cy5
r— MH463399 Oculatella cataractarum GSE-PSE-MK51-07K

L NR 172672 Oculatella kauaiensis strain HAA348-1M1

DQ786166 Oculatella sp. 11118

MN243147 Oculatella crustae-formantes PJ S28

KE761572 Oculatella mojaviensis CMT-3BRIN-NPC87 clone PDK6-3
KF761586 Oculatella coburnii WJT66-NPBG6A c¢lone P3

EU528671 Oculatella neakameniensis str. Kovacik 1990/37

NR 177019 Oculatella ucrainica strain KZ-5-4-1

NR 172674 Oculatella atacamensis strain ATA3-4Q-CVH
MK248001 Oculatella leona ATE710 strain UAM 710

MK248002 Oculatella dilatavagina ACT687

|—.\R 177055 Oculatella subterranea strain VRUCI35

63/86/0. 99

L— 0R259147 Oculatella castenholzii YNPT4-MA2
— DQO85093 Oculatella hafneriensis str. Hindak 1982/12

L_N\R 177041 Oculatelia kazantipica strain SAG 2567
NR 074282 Gloeobacter violaceus PCC 7421

TE R A S AR K R AR R 8, 206 AR AR AT TE AR AR H RS 9100, — UK B R SCRHEART50. 223

K2 FEF16S rRNA

FEH 3 HIML/NT /B R G R B R

Fig.2 ML/NJ/BI phylogenetic trees based on 16S rRNA gene sequences
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%3 ETF 16S-23S rRNA ITS F AR B H Z B P-IEH
Tab. 3 P-distance between Drouetiella species based on the 16S-23S rRNA ITS sequence

bk 1 2 3 4 5

1.Drouetiella lurida SXAC0052

2.Drouetiella epilithica strain ACKUG670 0.19

3.Drouetiella fasciculata strain GSE-PSE-MK29-07A 0.18 0.18

4.Drouetiella hepatica strain UHER 2000/2452 0.20 0.23 0.26

5.Drouetiella lurida Lukesova 1986/6 0.02 0.27 0.27 0.23

6.Drouetiella ramosa SYKOA C-013-09 0.12 0.15 0.21 0.11 0.15

MK861868 Drouetiella sp. V16

79/99/95 - B
AYA93655 Drouetiella sp. ANT. 1.52.2
74/96/90 ﬂ[IM()I%SQ Drouetiella hepatica Uher 2000/2452
*#/98/99L_ ON897678 Drouetiella hepatica strain KPABG 132178
—— ON897677 Drouetiella ramosa SYKOAC-013-09
97/96/99
PP413588 Drouetiella lurida SXACCO052
85/99/89

ON897679 Drouetiella lurida KPABG4163

HMO18690 Drouetiella lurida Lukesova 1986/6

OP577850 Drouetiella lurida ACKU669

ON897680 Drouetiella lurida KPABG 41662
ON897681 Drouetiella lurida KPABG 610005

52/52/56 OP577847 Drouetiella lurida ACKU666

OP577851 Drouetiella epilithica ACKUGT0

70/62/94
/e2/ KYO78770 Drouetiella fasciculata GSE-PSE-MK29-07A

OR259147 Oculatella castenholzii YNPT4-MA2
0.20

I3 FET165-235 rRNA ITS/FHIR R AR REEE HONT /ML/MP R G0 B B
Fig.3 NJ/ML/MP phylogenetic trees of Drouetiella based on 165-23S rRNA ITS sequences

2.3 16S-23S rRNA ITS Z K &#o1

Bk SXACC0052 1Y 16S-23S rRNA JE 3K JiE fy 825 bp, £ D1-D1' 2 iE . Box-B 12 jig f1 V3 12 JiE ix
3 AMRSF KT A58, SXACC0052 5 3k & #1316 35 3 1) D1-D1' W8 E 45 4 R BOM [ L R A7 2 5 2k B 22 &%
(Jl 4) ,SXACC0052 ) DI-D1" 82 HE & A 64 MEFFIR (B 4())  Hb45 5 D25 Z5 4, 25 5 4> bp M
TRERE) B, T 3 M ER 7 AN R BE R AL F R 4L (5'-CAUCCCA-3)  Z 542 14N 1+ 1 iU L (U = U,
FEAL B 14-17/41-44 F 23-24/34-35 4b B AT IR KW 40 7 3 bp Bk3E (5 '“UAC-3 ). 5 Drouetiella lurida
Lukesova 1986/6 RYZEHIAIIR , HAG 5 10 AL FIEE 30 A7 BB L AS R (B 4) AL & R B Y AP A Box-B 45 #4 =5 Jif
FHAL & 5) , SXACC0052 5 R ¢ kL 3% 5 35 19 Box-B Z5#4 4 7] (J¥] 5(a)) , Box-B i 33 M H R K, LA
3AZEIRLER  ILTZE 4 4 bp IR IE R B, 5 IR Sk AL 3R A L . SXACC0052 1 A ity F i 36 AR ] (J&1 5)
KA 5 bp B3 (5'-GGAAG-3").SXACC0052 Hy V3 MEHELE M 45 52 MEAF IR . AT 3 25454, 5%
HBZEH 4 4~ bp BYIEE B, A 5 AL 4 bp B FE (5'-UUAG-3") ., 5 Drouetiella lurida ACKU669 [ V3
B E L5 M A AL (I 6 Ced ) o (L2 38 BR B35 & A= 78 Ak 55 31 52 738 Ay bR 6 W , R St B B 5t S ] (&1 6 41 0 4
M AT, SR SXACC0052 J& IR 2R AL ik R i (] 4 2= - 6).
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ZS0000VXS ppring vjjayanoLq

B4 SXACCOOB2FIUNT ¥ IR S (FID1-D 1 ' 544

Fig.4 DI-DI’ structures of SXACC0052 and Drouetiella species

0L90MOV ponysida pjjauanosq
VL0-62MW-HSd-1SD Ppnotosnf pjjauanouq
28V3,/0007 AN pouvday vl2uaN0Aq

5 SXACCO052FIFL i 2 A FR 1IBox-BAG 1)
Fig. 5 Box-B structures of SXACC0052 and Drouetiella species

DOVXS DpLing vjjanganoLq

0L9MOV pomgupida vjjatanoq
VLO-6ZAN-1Sd-1SD PIpjnotospf vjjauanou(
690DV ppLin] D]ja1INoL]

ZSVZ/0002 MAHN poupday vijananoiq

6 SXACCO0S2FNAT % IR SEA R VI 45 4

Fig.6 V3 helix structures of SXACC0052 and Droueticlla species

60-610-0 VOXAS Psown. vjjauanoiq

60-¢10-0 YOMAS psoun. vjjanonoldq
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3 i i

HAT 20 22 3R & 21 J8 63 Bl iR 25 8 T W FhoE 25 8 AR AL AR 58 T8 25 56 5 T ik v X0 T
PLR Wb 58 2 T A5 R AE B AL, % 35 5 i 4 ol 22 300 o R L At 4 i i DA DX 1 22 IR AR ST A R B AT 2
[ #1940 R /N ) 72 S e TR kG am TR 2852 L A 252 R 03 1 B8 45 22 A0 00 1T O 6 R B AT R B8 R B 0 BT 18 W
T o W T I B A0 2 M o7 A B AR T e . MAATR AR 2018 4F 4R HH 22 3 Bl (Leptolyngbyaceae) H R 23 T 40 5 2
s Bk, [B] BT T B AR I R R AR ) 3 ASETRR 43 ) & Drouetiella lurida \Drouetiella hepatica F
Drouetiella fasciculata 75 0] (A 38 v A 20 R IR S AL 18 32 B R AF R A0 R (B i e 220 2 5 KIML 20
N5 ] S SHUARGORSE % €00 100 9R 2 A 395 R 98 o 2 118 e 2 13 2K 1 AR 20 S B BE WAL 48 AN W A () I L A A 1%
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Drouetiella lurida : a new record species of cyanobacteria

isolated from Xizang, China

Wang Jie'", Zhang Ting'", Cai Fangfang®, Dong Jianxin'", Li Yanhui'", Liu Qi*

(1. a. College of Biological Science and Technology; b. Shanxi Key Laboratory of Earth Surface Processes and Resource
Ecology Security in Fenhe River Basin, Taiyuan Normal University, Jinzhong 030619, China; 2. School of
Animal Science and Nutritional Engineering, Wuhan Polytechnic University, Wuhan 430023, China;

3. College of Life Science, Shanxi University, Taiyuan 030006, China)

Abstract: Species in the genus Drouetiella Mai, Johansen &. Pietrasiak are morphologically plastic, easily confused with
other species in the family of Oculatellaceae, in which strains are isolated from terrestrial communities and characterized using
a polyphasic approach that includes molecular, morphological and ecological information. A filamentous cyanobacteria was iso-
lated from the moist soil of Lhasa. Xizang Autonomous Region, China, named SXACC0052. The morphology of isolated strain
was similar to Drouetiella lurida ((Gomont) Mai, Johansen &. Pietrasiak), the trichomes were olive-green, with colorless and
firm sheaths, the cross-walls were not constricted or slightly contracted, no false-branching was observed. The comparative
analysis of 16S rRNA gene and 16S-23S rRNA ITS sequences showed that the strain shared high similarities with Drouetiella
lurida and clustered into a single branch in the phylogenetic tree with bootstrap value of 98/78/1 and 85/99/0.89, respectively.
In addition, the ITS secondary structure of this filamentous cyanobacteria has a high similarity to that of Drouetiella lurida ,
which further indicated that this filamentous cyanobacteria belonged to Drouetiella lurida. Drouetiella is a new record genus re-
ported for the first time in China, Drouetiella lurida is a new record species reported for the first time in China. The discovery
of this species enriches the species diversity of cyanobacteria in China and provides a theoretical basis for the conservation and
continuous understanding of algae resources.

Keywords: Drouetiella lurida; Xizang; cyanobacteria; new record; phylogeny

[REHK XiFE BERE]



