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ABSTRACT Microorganisms in wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs) play a key
role in the removal of pollutants from municipal and industrial wastewaters. A
recent study estimated that activated sludge from global municipal WWTPs har-
bors 1 � 109 to 2 � 109 microbial species, the majority of which have not yet been
cultivated, and 28 core taxa were identified as “most-wanted” ones (L. Wu, D. Ning,
B. Zhang, Y. Li, et al., Nat Microbiol 4:1183–1195, 2019, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564
-019-0426-5). Cultivation and characterization of the “most-wanted” core bacteria are
critical to understand their genetic, physiological, phylogenetic, and ecological traits, as
well as to improve the performance of WWTPs. In this study, we isolated a bacterial
strain, designated SJ-1, that represents a novel cluster within Betaproteobacteria and
corresponds to OTU_16 within the 28 core taxa in the “most-wanted” list. Strain SJ-1
was identified and nominated as Casimicrobium huifangae gen. nov., sp. nov., of a
novel family, Casimicrobiaceae. C. huifangae is ubiquitously distributed and is metabolically
versatile. In addition to mineralizing various carbon sources (including carbohydrates,
aromatic compounds, and short-chain fatty acids), C. huifangae is capable of nitrate
reduction and phosphorus accumulation. The population of C. huifangae accounted for
more than 1% of the bacterial population of the activated sludge microbiome from the
Qinghe WWTP, which showed seasonal dynamic changes. Cooccurrence analysis suggested
that C. huifangae was an important module hub in the bacterial network of Qinghe WWTP.

IMPORTANCE The activated sludge process is the most widely applied biotechnol-
ogy and is one of the best ecosystems to address microbial ecological principles.
Yet, the cultivation of core bacteria and the exploration of their physiology and ecol-
ogy are limited. In this study, the core and novel bacterial taxon C. huifangae was
cultivated and characterized. This study revealed that C. huifangae functioned as an
important module hub in the activated sludge microbiome, and it potentially plays
an important role in municipal wastewater treatment plants.

KEYWORDS Casimicrobium huifangae, activated sludge microbiome, core taxa,
microbial network, municipal wastewater treatment plant, WWTP, nitrogen and
phosphorus removal
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Microorganisms are the main players driving the removal of carbon, nitrogen,
phosphorus, and micropollutants, such as antibiotics, endocrine-disrupting chemi-

cals, and personal care products, from wastewaters. These microorganisms occur as
biofilms, flocs, and aggregates in wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs), and they
assemble in diverse patterns (1). The activated sludge process has been widely used in
municipal WWTPs (2, 3) since its establishment in 1914 (4). The performance and
removal efficiency of WWTP pollutants depend on the quality of the activated sludge,
which in turn relies upon the activities of diverse and versatile microbial communities
therein. Abnormal growth and dysbiosis of microbial communities in WWTPs resulted
in low performance, such as the decreased removal efficiency of pollutants, bulking, or
foaming of activated sludge (5–7).

The activated sludge microbiome consists of bacteria (1 � 1012 to 1 � 1013 cells/g
of volatile suspended solids [VSS]), as well as archaea, viruses (bacteriophages), algae,
protozoa, and metazoa (8, 9). Previous investigations have shown that members of
Proteobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Actinobacteria, and Firmicutes are predominant in acti-
vated sludge microbiomes (10, 11). Proteobacteria and Bacteroidetes accounted for
more than half of the total bacterial sequences, and the abundance of Acidobacteria,
Actinobacteria, Firmicutes, Chloroflexi, Planctomycetes, and Verrucomicrobia accounted
for more than 1% (12–14). These bacteria are essential for ammonia and nitrite
oxidization (e.g., Nitrosomonas, Nitrospira, and Nitrotoga), denitrification (e.g., Thauera
and Dechloromonas), and glycogen and phosphorus accumulation and removal (e.g.,
Defluviicoccus, Accumulibacter, and Tetrasphaera), or they play a crucial role in the
assembly and structuration of activated sludge flocs (such as Zoogloea, Thiothrix,
Chloroflexi, and Microthrix parvicella) (15).

Although the activated sludge process has been used for more than 100 years and
continuous efforts have been made toward dissection of the microbial community
composition and structure, the current understanding of activated sludge microbiomes
is very limited. An earlier review commented that only 1 to 15% of microbes had been
cultivated from activated sludge (16). According to a recent estimation of bacterial
diversity in global WWTPs, there are 1 � 109 to 2 � 109 microbial species, and 28 core
taxa of functional importance have been identified and listed as the “most-wanted”
activated sludge microbes (3). Considering that fewer than 105 microbial species have
been cultivated and described, there are about 99.99% microbial species that have not
yet been cultivated. Thus, the cultivation of key microbial taxa is greatly needed for
further genetic, biochemical, physiological, ecological, and evolutionary research, as
well as process engineering (1, 17).

Core microbial operational taxonomic units (OTUs) in global activated sludges have
been identified by the Global Water Microbiome Consortium (GWMC) (http://gwmc.ou
.edu/), but the understanding of their physiology and roles in WWTPs is very limited (3).
We noticed that more than half of the 28 core taxa identified by the GWMC were
annotated at the genus or family level. However, OTU_16 of Betaproteobacteria (3) was
not able to be annotated to any currently known taxa. In this study, we worked
extensively on core microbiome isolation and cultivation from activated sludge. In total,
830 bacterial isolates were obtained, and a strain, namely SJ-1, that corresponds to
OTU_16 was cultivated and its genome was sequenced. Strain SJ-1 was characterized
and identified as a new species, Casimicrobium huifangae, of the new family Casimi-
crobiaceae. Based on our results, we concluded that C. huifangae is ubiquitously
distributed and potentially plays important roles in the removal of nutrient elements
and networking with other microbes in activated sludge of WWTPs.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Growth and characterization of C. huifangae. A total of 830 bacterial isolates were

obtained; of these, 56.6% belonged to Proteobacteria, 25.1% to Actinobacteria, 13.3% to
Bacteroidetes, 4.8% to Firmicutes, 0.5% to Deinococcus-Thermus, and 0.1% to Verruco-
microbiae. Based on analysis of full-length 16S rRNA gene similarity (cutoff values of
�98%), 23.1% isolates represented previously uncultured and potentially novel taxa.
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One isolate, named SJ-1, that represents a novel cluster of bacteria within Betaproteo-
bacteria was elaborately investigated in detail. Strain SJ-1 was first isolated with
10-fold-diluted R2A agar, after extended cultivation for 3 weeks. It also grew on
undiluted R2A agar and weakly on nutrient agar (NA) but did not grow on Trypticase
soy agar (TSA) or LB agar. Colonies of strain SJ-1 on R2A agar were circular, convex, and
smooth, white and semitransparent, with a wet surface. Colony diameters were be-
tween 0.5 and 0.8 mm after 3 days of incubation. When cultivated in broth, the
organism needed a large inoculum (�1%, optical density at 600 nm [OD600] � 0.3) to
secure its growth. The morphology of strain SJ-1 is shown in Fig. 1a and b. Cells were
rods, 0.7 to 0.8 �m wide and 1.5 to 4.0 �m long. No flagella or pili were observed. Cells

FIG 1 Morphology and genome of C. huifangae strain SJ-1. (a and b) Photos showing the cell morphology of strain SJ-1 under transmission (a) and scanning
(b) electron microscopy. (c) A circular map of the chromosome of strain SJ-1. From the outside to the center, circle 1 illustrates the gene GC percent deviation
(gene GC% � genome mean GC%), circle 2 illustrates the predicted CDSs transcribed in the clockwise direction, circle 3 illustrates the predicted CDSs
transcribed in the counterclockwise direction, circle 4 illustrates the gene GC skew, and circle 5 illustrates rRNA (blue), tRNA (green), misc_RNA (orange),
transposable elements (chocolate brown), and pseudogenes (yellow). (d) Numbers of genes of strain SJ-1 associated with general COG functional categories.
Class identification includes cell cycle control, cell division, and chromosome partitioning (D), cell wall/membrane/envelope biogenesis (M), cell motility (N),
posttranslational modification, protein turnover, and chaperones (O), signal transduction mechanisms (T), intracellular trafficking, secretion, and vesicular
transport (U), defense mechanisms (V), extracellular structures (W), cytoskeleton (Z), RNA processing and modification (A), chromatin structure and dynamics
(B), translation, ribosomal structure, and biogenesis (J), transcription (K), replication, recombination, and repair (L), energy production and conversion (C), amino
acid transport and metabolism (E), nucleotide transport and metabolism (F), carbohydrate transport and metabolism (G), coenzyme transport and metabolism
(H), lipid transport and metabolism (I), inorganic ion transport and metabolism (P), secondary metabolite biosynthesis, transport, and catabolism (Q), general
function prediction only (R), and function unknown (S).
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were nonmotile and stained Gram negative. The organism did not form spores, did
not grow under anaerobic conditions, and had a long lag phase for growth in R2A
broth. The doubling time (or generation time) was 5.3 to 6.2 h under optimal
conditions. Strain SJ-1 grew at 4 to 37°C, with optimum growth at 30 to 37°C. Strain
SJ-1 grew at a pH range of 5.5 to 9.4 (optimum, pH 7.0 to 7.5) and at an NaCl
concentration range of 0 to 0.5% (optimum, no NaCl addition). Strain SJ-1 hydro-
lyzed esculin, gelatin, casein, and Tween 20 but did not hydrolyze tyrosine, cellu-
lose, starch, and Tween 40, Tween 60, or Tween 80. Enzyme activity tests were
positive for oxidase, catalase, alkaline phosphatase, acid phosphatase, esterase (C4),
esterase lipase (C8), leucine arylamidase, valine arylamidase, cystine arylamidase,
naphthol-AS-BI-phosphohydrolase, trypsin, and �-chymotrypsin but were negative
for �-galactosidase, �-galactosidase, �-glucuronidase, �-glucosidase, �-glucosidase,
N-acetyl-�-glucosaminidase, �-mannosidase, and �-fucosidase. Strain SJ-1 utilizes
3-methyl glucose, methyl pyruvate, L-lactic acid, glucuronamide, acetoacetic acid, and
inosine and weakly utilizes other carbon sources (see Table S2 in the supplemental
material). Strain SJ-1 resisted antibiotics such as clindamycin, trimethoprim, bacitracin,
and �-lactam groups (Table S1). The isolate reduced only nitrate to nitrite but neither
one further to ammonia or to gas (N2, NO, and N2O) generation. It accumulated
polyphosphate and polyhydroxyalkanoate (PHA) granules, which might be relevant to
its functionality in WWTPs. Since strain SJ-1 showed a unique phylogenetic position and
is very different from other known bacterial species, we concluded that it represents a
novel bacterial species and nominated it as Casimicrobium huifangae (see Taxonomy
below).

Genome, physiology, and metabolism of C. huifangae. The complete genome of
strain SJ-1 comprises a single circular chromosome of 4,465,898 bp with a GC content
of 62.39% (Fig. 1c). No plasmids were detected. There are 4,283 genomic objects,
including 4,217 coding gene sequences (CDSs), 46 tRNA replicons, 6 rRNA replicons, 13
misc_RNA replicons, and 1 transfer-messenger RNA (tmRNA) replicon. Two identical
copies of 16S rRNA genes of 1,547 bp each are located at bp 4263507 to 4265028 and
bp 2831366 to 2832887. About two-thirds (76.22%) of the total CDSs can be classified
in at least one COG group: 833 CDSs for cellular processes and signaling, 632 CDSs for
information storage and processing, 1,553 CDSs for metabolism, and 913 poorly
characterized CDSs (Fig. 1d). There is an incomplete prophage sequence predicted in
the genome of strain SJ-1 whose length is 8,918 bp, spanning from bp 3955289 to bp
3964206, with a 63.32% GC content.

To explore the physiology of strain SJ-1, we rebuilt the metabolic pathways and
cellular transport systems based on genome annotation (Fig. 2; see Data Set S3 in the
supplemental material). Genomic data confirmed that strain SJ-1 is able to grow on
mono- and disaccharides, as well as on short-chain fatty acids. Strain SJ-1 did not have
genes encoding hydrolytic enzymes active on complex carbohydrates, such as starch,
cellulose, and glycogen. A large number of genes encoding sugar permeases and ABC
transporters are predicted. Particularly, many genes encoding C4-dicarboxylate ABC
transporter are annotated. It is noteworthy that strain SJ-1 does not carry the genes
encoding glucokinase and phosphofructokinase, suggesting an incomplete glycolysis
pathway. We noticed that the route that leads the conversion of glyceraldehyde-3-
phosphate into erythrose and xylulose and further to fructose-6-phosphate and
glucose-6-phosphate is complete. So, it was deduced that the incomplete glycolysis
pathway more likely serves for gluconeogenesis, which provides strain SJ-1 with
additional substrates for biosynthesis (18). This physiology of strain SJ-1 might indicate
that strain SJ-1 is well adapted to its niche in activated sludge of WWTPs, where
carbohydrates are depleted but might be rich in fatty acids from bacterial hydrolysis of
complex organics as well as from supplementation during operation (such as the
addition of acetate for improving nitrogen removal) (19, 20). Proteinaceous substances
account for a large proportion of organic load in sewage, and they are easily degraded
into short peptides, amino acids, and further to short-chain fatty acids by hydrolytic and

Song et al. Applied and Environmental Microbiology

February 2020 Volume 86 Issue 4 e02209-19 aem.asm.org 4

 on June 19, 2020 by guest
http://aem

.asm
.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

https://aem.asm.org
http://aem.asm.org/


fermentative bacteria. The genome of strain SJ-1 contains 50 genes encoding ABC
transporters and that are potentially involved in the transportation of peptides and
amino acids. Those ABC transporters possibly take branched-chain amino acids, polar
amino acids, peptides, oligopeptides, leucine, isoleucine, and valine as the substrates.
We detected genes encoding enzymes involved in the degradation of peptides and
amino acids, such as histidine, phenylalanine, proline, alanine, aspartate, glutamate,
serine, cysteine, glycine, and threonine. However, catabolic pathways for amino acids
such as lysine, tyrosine, tryptophan, and arginine are incomplete.

Strain SJ-1 might work in the removal of spermidine, putrescine, glutathione, urea,
and aromatic compounds in WWTPs. Strain SJ-1 has genes encoding ABC transporters
for spermidine, putrescine, glutathione, and urea. These substances are abundant in
municipal wastewater, and they might be produced from decomposition of proteins or
have resulted from the metabolism of proteins in other organisms (21). Genomic data
also predicted that strain SJ-1 might be able to take up and degrade benzoate, phenylacetic
acid, gentisate, protocatechuate, toluene, and aliphatic sulfonates. In the genome of
strain SJ-1, we found genes encoding benzoate-coenzyme A (benzoate-CoA) ligase
(bclA), benzoyl-CoA oxygenase, and benzoyl-CoA-dihydrodiol lyase (boxABCD) for aro-
matic ring cleavage. Strain SJ-1 also possesses genes for the degradation of phenyl-
acetate (paaABKI) and protocatechuate (ligAB). It actually has complete pathways for
the degradation of benzoate and phenylacetate (Fig. 2).

Nitrogen and phosphorus removal is critical for WWTP operators (22, 23), and strain
SJ-1 might contribute. Genes encoding nitrate transport (nrtA and nasD), nitrogen
regulation sensor (ntrB), nitrate reductase (narGHV), nitrite reductase (nirBDS), and other

FIG 2 Predicted physiology and metabolic pathways of C. huifangae strain SJ-1 based on genome sequences (see Data Set S3 in the supplemental material).
BCAA, branched-chain amino acids; PAA, polar amino acids; P, phosphate; PRPP, 5-phospho-alpha-D-ribose-1-diphosphate; NAD(P)H, NAD (phosphate)
hydrogen; CoA, coenzyme A.
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proteins (narJKL) involved in nitrogen metabolism were annotated. We observed nitrate
reduction to nitrite but not further production of gases (N2, NO, or N2O). As for
phosphorus removal, strain SJ-1 harbored a number of phosphate transporter and
conversion genes (pstABCS and phnEC), two polyphosphate kinase genes (ppk) (24), one
exopolyphosphatase gene (ppx), and one poly(3-hydroxyalkanoate) polymerase gene
(phaC); thus, strain SJ-1 is very probably a novel phosphorus-accumulating bacterium
(PAO), and this has been verified in the phenotypic experiment. Previous studies
disclosed that “Candidatus Accumulibacter phosphatis” and Tetrasphaera were primary
PAOs (25, 26); however, no cultured isolates of “Candidatus Accumulibacter phosphatis”
were obtained (27). Strain SJ-1 showed 92.37% similarity in terms of the 16S rRNA gene
to the yet-to-be cultivated “Candidatus Accumulibacter phosphatis.”

It seems that strain SJ-1 is well equipped to survive in challenging environments
with heavy metals and antibiotic substances, as often detected in municipal WWTPs
(28–30). The genes encoding p-type ATPase for Cd2�/Zn2� export, the heavy metal
efflux system (Ni, Co, Cu, Ag), and the multidrug efflux system (mrcA, acrAB, and oprM)
were annotated in strain SJ-1 genome. Strain SJ-1 carries genes for antibiotic resistance
to bacitracin (uppP), streptogramin (vat), tetracycline (typA and lepA), kasugamycin
(rsmA), polymyxin (yfbG), aminoglycosides (aacA), and macrolides (macB) and �-lactams
(Data Set S4). In particular, three kinds of �-lactamase-encoding genes were identified
in the genome of strain SJ-1, including those encoding �-lactamase class A (penP),
�-lactamase class C (ampC), and �-lactamase OXA-3 (oxa).

Strain SJ-1 represents a group of previously uncultured bacteria of the Beta-
proteobacteria and is widely distributed in global WWTPs. Strain SJ-1 was not
phylogenetically close (full-length 16S rRNA gene similarity, �92%) to any currently
cultivated and validly described bacteria (http://www.bacterio.net). The top hits are
members of the Betaproteobacteria lineage (Fig. 3), namely Propionivibrio dicarboxylicus
CreMal1T (91.68% 16S rRNA gene similarity) of Rhodocyclales, Derxia lacustris HL-12T

(91.59%) of Burkholderiales, Rhodocyclus tenuis DSM 109T (91.53%) of Rhodocyclales,
Ideonella sakaiensis 201-F6T (91.37%) of Burkholderiales, Leeia oryzae HW7T (91.34%) of
Neisseriales, and Thiobacillus thiophilus D24TNT (90.63%) of Hydrogenophilales. Based on
the descriptions of Propionivibrio, Derxi, Rhodocyclus, Ideonella, Leeia, and Thiobacillus
(31), strain SJ-1 is different from these validly described bacteria in terms of physio-
logical properties, living environments, and phylogenetic position. Thus, we propose
that strain SJ-1 represents a novel taxon within the Betaproteobacteria.

Although there were no cultivated bacteria closely related to SJ-1, full-length 16S
rRNA genes showing high similarity to the 16S rRNA gene of SJ-1 were frequently
identified in environmental samples. We downloaded from the NCBI nucleotide collec-
tion 51 16S rRNA genes sharing more than 95% sequence identity with strain SJ-1.
These 51 sequences were retrieved from diverse environments, and many of them were
extracted from activated sludge. The 16S rRNA sequences formed, together with that
of strain SJ-1, a deeply branched and coherent cluster within the Betaproteobacteria
(Fig. 3a). These data indicated that the yet-to-be cultivated members of this novel clade
were prevalent in activated sludge and might play a pivotal role in wastewater
treatment. We thus propose a new species, Casimicrobium huifangae, of a new genus,
Casimicrobium, within a new family, Casimicrobiaceae, to accommodate strain SJ-1 and
other yet-to-be cultivated members. A more detailed description is provided in Tax-
onomy below, and the phylogenetic information for C. huifangae is available in Fig. S1.

Recently, a comprehensive investigation of the microbiome of activated sludge was
conducted by the GWMC. This study included activated sludge samples from 269
WWTPs in 86 cities, 23 countries, and 6 continents (3). Despite the very large bacterial
diversity, there are functionally important global core bacteria in activated sludge,
which consists of only 28 core OTUs (taxa) (3). These core taxa are considered to be the
“most-wanted” bacteria, and future experimental efforts will be dedicated to under-
standing and regulating activated sludge processes. After analysis of the representative
sequences of the “most-wanted” bacterial core OTUs listed by the GWMC, we found
that the representative sequence (253 bp) of core OTU_16 was completely aligned to
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FIG 3 The Casimicrobiaceae cluster (a) and distribution of C. huifangae in global WWTPs (b). (a) Neighbor-joining phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA
gene sequences, showing the phylogenetic position of C. huifangae strain SJ-1 in the Betaproteobacteria. GenBank accession numbers are given in

(Continued on next page)
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the V4 region of C. huifangae strain SJ-1 with 100% similarity. Thus, we concluded that
we had successfully cultivated that core OTU_16. The distribution and abundance map
of C. huifangae is shown in Fig. 3b. The map indicates that the distribution of
C. huifangae is not restricted from a geographical point of view. The abundance of C.
huifangae was high in WWTPs located on all continents. The average abundance of C.
huifangae seemed to be highest in South America (1.30%), followed by Australasia
(0.45%), Europe (0.40%), Asia (0.39%), North America (0.37%), and Africa (0.23%).
Moreover, C. huifangae showed the strongest and most significant positive correlations
(P � 0.001) with the removal rate of biological oxygen demand (BOD), chemical oxygen
demand (COD), total nitrogen (TN), ammonia nitrogen (NH4

�-N), and total phosphorus
(TP) (3). These results supported the importance and functional versatility of C. huifan-
gae in the removal of carbon, nitrogen, and phosphate in WWTPs.

Ecological factors that affect the distribution and abundance of C. huifangae in
WWTPs. In order to identify the ecological factors that affect the distribution and
abundance of C. huifangae in WWTPs, we collected high-throughput data of the V4
region of 16S rRNA genes from 90 activated sludge samples from Beijing (Qinghe
WWTP), Qingdao, Wuxi, Shanghai, and Hong Kong and from 13 WWTPs in Denmark.
There were 12,717 OTUs in total, including OTU_11798, which showed 100% identity to
the V4 tag of the 16S rRNA gene of strain SJ-1 , and we considered that OTU_11798
represents a C. huifangae strain. The distribution of C. huifangae in samples from
Qinghe WWTPs was investigated. Results showed that C. huifangae had abundances of
1.97%, 1.89%, 2.04%, 0.74%, and 1.86% in anoxic and aerobic tanks, influent, foam, and
effluent of the anoxic/oxic (A/O) biological process, respectively (Fig. 4a). We noted that
the abundance of C. huifangae was significantly lower (t test, P � 0.05) in foaming
sludge than in normal sludge. The population of C. huifangae showed seasonal varia-
tions, with the highest abundance occurring in spring (Fig. 4b).

Data analysis showed that the distribution and population of C. huifangae are
possibly more affected by environmental factors than by random neutral community
assembly mechanisms (32). One environmental factor might be the salt concentration
in WWTPs. The organism did not grow in medium with NaCl concentrations higher than
0.5%, and we hardly detected C. huifangae in WWTPs from Hong Kong and Qingdao, as
it was clearly pointed out that the influent of Hong Kong WWTP contained approxi-
mately 1% salinity due to flushing with seawater (6). A second factor might be
temperature. The abundance of strain SJ-1 was much higher in spring and summer than
in autumn and winter in all sludge samples among the studied WWTPs (Fig. 4b). We
observed the highest abundance of strain SJ-1 at about 16°C based on Qinghe WWTP
sludge samples (Fig. 5a). A relatively high abundance of SJ-1-like bacteria was observed
in other WWTPs at temperatures ranging from 10 to 20°C (Fig. 5b). We observed that
strain SJ-1 grew optimally at 30 to 37°C, and the reason for its abundance at a rather
low temperature was not understood. One possible reason may be that this bacterium
is more competitive at this temperature range (10 to 20°C) than other microbes in the
complex microbiome of activated sludge due to its versatile metabolic activities.
Another possible reason might be process operation. The operators of Qinghe WWTP
used regular supplementation with acetate to improve denitrification efficiency, par-
ticularly during spring. Although the growth of strain SJ-1 is faster under aerobic
conditions (Fig. 5f), C. huifangae was not more abundant at higher dissolved oxygen
(DO) concentrations based on data from Qinghe and other WWTPs (Fig. 5d and e).
Statistics of worldwide WWTP data showed that C. huifangae was more abundant at DO
concentrations of about 2.0 mg liter�1 (Fig. 5e). Strain SJ-1 in Qinghe WWTP showed
high abundance from low (�0.5 mg liter�1) to high (�6 mg liter�1) DO concentrations.

FIG 3 Legend (Continued)
parentheses. Bootstrap percentage values higher than 50% are marked with solid purple circles located in the middle of clades. For currently cultivated
and validly described bacteria, different taxa are indicated by different colors (see the key). For 16S rRNA gene sequences of uncultured bacteria, the
source environment is indicated by distinct symbols (see the key). The tree scale bar represents 0.01 substitutions per nucleotide position. (b) The GWMC
data were used to indicate the distribution of C. huifangae (4). Dot sizes and colors represent the abundance of C. huifangae as the legend indicates.
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This might be due to the recycling of nitrifying sludge and completely mixed activated
sludge in the A/O process of Qinghe WWTP. We observed an increased abundance of
C. huifangae at pH values ranging from 7.5 to 7.8 in Qinghe WWTP (Fig. 5g) and from
pH 7.0 to 7.2 in other WWTPs (Fig. 5h), which is consistent with the optimum pH value
(pH range from 7.0 to 7.5) for the growth of strain SJ-1 in pure culture (Fig. 5i).

C. huifangae is an important module hub in the Qinghe WWTP activated sludge
bacterial network. To get a better understanding of the ecological roles of C. huifan-
gae and how it might interact with other microbes, we further explored the network
analysis of strain SJ-1 in the activated sludge microbiome. For 75 normal activated
sludge samples of Qinghe WWTP, there were 308 total nodes and 1,211 total links in the
network (Table S3). The overall topology indices revealed that the Qinghe WWTP
bacterial network connectivity distribution fitted well with the power-law model (R2 �

0.741), indicative of a scale-free network. The average path length (6.683) was higher
than the logarithm (2.489) of the total number of network nodes, which proved that
these core OTUs in the network were robust and resistant to environmental distur-
bances. Besides, the Qinghe WWTP microbial network of activated sludge was modular
and could be divided into 14 modules with a modularity of 0.730, which was signifi-
cantly higher than that of its corresponding randomized network (0.306). The Qinghe
WWTP microbial network exhibited major network properties of complex systems. As
shown in Fig. 6a, four modules were linked together and formed a major network
backbone with most of the positive relations. C. huifangae was located in module 4 and
had extensive links with the other 25 nodes. We divided the total number of nodes into
4 categories (i.e., peripherals, module hubs, connectors, and network hubs) according
to within-module connectivity (Zi threshold value � 2.0) and among-module connec-
tivity (Pi threshold value � 0.4) (Fig. 6b). From ecological perspectives, peripherals
might represent specialists, whereas module hubs and connectors are close to gener-

FIG 4 Distribution and seasonal dynamics of C. huifangae in WWTPs. (a) Distribution and abundance of
C. huifangae at different sampling sites of the Qinghe WWTP. (b) Seasonal dynamics of the C. huifangae
population.
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alists and network hubs are close to supergeneralists (33). Here, in the Qinghe sludge
bacterial network, the majority of nodes (92.9%) were peripherals, with specific func-
tions working within the modules. A total of 12 nodes (3.9%) were module hubs
(Zi � 2.0), and 10 nodes (3.2%) were connectors (Pi � 0.4). For 12 module hubs, 5 nodes
were from Proteobacteria, including C. huifangae (Zi � 2.21, Pi � 0), while other nodes
were from Acidobacteria, Chloroflexi, Planctomycetes, Actinobacteria, and Bacteroidetes.
For 10 connectors, 6 nodes were from Proteobacteria, while other nodes from Planc-
tomycetes, Nitrospirae, and Patescibacteria. These results demonstrated the important
roles of Proteobacteria in the microbiome of municipal activated sludge, as well as some
low-abundance phyla that may be indispensable in the activated sludge bacterial
network. The 25 neighbors of C. huifangae included members of Acidobacteria, Arma-
timonadetes, Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes, Planctomycetes, Proteobacteria, and Verruco-
microbia (Data Set S5). Among them, most neighbors (17) were Proteobacteria, espe-
cially Betaproteobacteria, including Zoogloea species, a necessary and significant
zoogloeal floc former in activated sludge (34, 35). The three neighboring Bacteroidetes
nodes were all classified in the Chitinophagaceae family. In addition, there were three
negative interactions between C. huifangae, with the only Actinobacteria node (Micro-
trichaceae) and with two Woodsholea nodes. More networking of C. huifangae with

FIG 5 Impact on growth and abundance of C. huifangae by environmental factors. (a) The abundance dynamics of C. huifangae varied with
temperature based on the Qinghe WWTP samples. (b) The abundance dynamics of C. huifangae varied with temperature based on other
WWTP samples. (c) Growth of pure cultured C. huifangae at different temperatures after 12 h of incubation in R2A broth. (d) The
abundance dynamics of C. huifangae varied with dissolved oxygen concentration based on the Qinghe WWTP samples. (e) The abundance
dynamics of C. huifangae varied with dissolved oxygen concentration based on other WWTP samples. (f) Growth of pure cultured C.
huifangae in anoxic and aerobic environments after 12 h of incubation in R2A broth. (g) The abundance dynamics of C. huifangae varied
with pH values based on the Qinghe WWTP samples. (h) The abundance dynamics of C. huifangae varied with pH values based on other
WWTP samples. (i) Growth of pure cultured C. huifangae at different pH values of R2A broth after 24 h.
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FIG 6 Characteristics of the bacterial network of C. huifangae in the Qinghe WWTP built by 75 normal activated sludge samples. (a) Total network graph with
module structure determined by the fast greedy modularity optimization method. Each node represents an OTU in the Qinghe WWTP. The colors of nodes
indicate different modules, blue edges indicate positive interactions between two individual nodes, and red edges indicate negative interactions. (b) ZP plot
showing the distribution of OTUs based on their topological roles in the Qinghe WWTP bacterial network. Each color represents a phylum, and the dot size
represents the node degree (connectivity). The topological role of each OTU was determined according to the scatter plot of within-module connectivity (Zi)
and among-module connectivity (Pi). (c) Cooccurrence network between C. huifangae (OTU_11798) and its adjacent, first-level OTUs in the Qinghe WWTP
bacterial network. The nodes representing OTUs were annotated by their lowest classification level, and node sizes are displayed according to their degree in
the network. Different colors of nodes indicate their phyla.
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other bacterial nodes is visualized in Fig. 6c, suggesting its central role in the Qinghe
WWTP bacterial network.

Conclusions. The “most-wanted” core bacterium C. huifangae in activated sludge
has been successfully cultivated, genome sequenced, and phenotypically characterized.
This globally distributed bacterium, C. huifangae, serves as a central hub in the network
of the Qinghe WWTP activated sludge microbiome. C. huifangae is predicted to be
functionally important for nitrogen and phosphorus removal from wastewater. Phylo-
genetic, genomic, and phenotypic characterization of strain SJ-1 revealed its standing
as a novel species (namely Casimicrobium huifangae) of a new genus (Casimicrobium)
and a new family (Casimicrobiaceae) within the Betaproteobacteria class. C. huifangae
occurs widely in activated sludge, and its distribution is affected by ecological factors
such as salt and DO concentrations, temperature, and pH of WWTPs.

TAXONOMY

Description of Casimicrobiaceae fam. nov. Casimicrobiaceae (Ca.si.mi.cro’ba.ce.ae.
N.L. neut. n. Casimicrobium, type genus of the family; suff. -aceae, ending to denote a
family; N.L. neut. pl. n. Casimicrobiaceae, the family of the genus Casimicrobium).
According to 16S rRNA gene sequence analysis, the family belongs to the class Betapro-
teobacteria. Currently, the family has the same description as that for the following genus.
The type genus is Casimicrobium.

Description of Casimicrobium gen. nov. Casimicrobium (Ca.si.mi.cro’bi.um. N.L. neut.
n. microbium a microbe; N.L. neut. n. Casimicrobium, a microbe named in honor of CAS,
the Chinese Academy of Sciences). Cells are aerobic, Gram negative, rod shaped,
nonmotile with no flagella, do not sporulate, and are oxidase positive and catalase
positive. The major fatty acids are 16:1�7c/�6c, 16:0 and 14:0 iso. The type species is
Casimicrobium huifangae.

Description of Casimicrobium huifangae sp. nov. (hui.fan’gae. N.L. gen. n. huifangae
named in honor of Hui-Fang Yang, a Chinese microbiologist who did pioneering work
on environmental microbiology). Displays the following properties in addition to
those given in the previous genus description. Colonies are small, approximately 0.5
to 0.8 mm in width, cream in color, semitransparent with regular circular margins
and wet convex appearance after 3 days of incubation at 30°C. Most cells are 0.7 to
0.8 �m in width and 1.5 �m in length. Good growth occurs in R2A medium between
30 and 37°C; no growth occurs at temperatures higher than 41°C. Strain SJ-1T can
stand pH from 5.5 to 9.4 (optimum, pH 7.0 to 7.5) and NaCl concentration (wt/vol)
from 0% to 1% (optimum, 0%). According to the API ZYM and API 20NE systems and
genome analysis, gelatinase, alkaline phosphatase, acid phosphatase, esterase (C4),
esterase lipase (C8), leucine arylamidase, valine arylamidase, cystine arylamidase,
naphthol-AS-BI-phosphohydrolase, trypsin, and �-chymotrypsin were found posi-
tive, while lipase (C14), tryptophanase, arginine dihydrolase, �-galactosidase,
�-galactosidase, �-glucuronidase, �-glucosidase, �-glucosidase, N-acetyl-�-gluco-
saminidase, �-fucosidase, and �-mannosidase were found negative. Although it
may encode enzymes for hydrolyzing urea, urease activities were found negative.
Casein and Tween 20 can be hydrolyzed, while cellulose, starch, tyrosine, and Tween 40,
Tween 60, and Tween 80 cannot be hydrolyzed. Strain SJ-1 was found to strongly utilize
3-methyl glucose, methyl pyruvate, L-lactic acid, glucuronamide, acetoacetic acid, and
inosine (see Table S2 in the supplemental material). Strain SJ-1T reduced only nitrate to
nitrite and neither of these further to ammonia or to gas (N2, NO and N2O) generation.
Polyphosphate and polyhydroxyalkanoate (PHA) can be stored as granules in the cells.
Cells are sensitive to (given in micrograms per disc, unless otherwise indicated)
streptomycin (10), polymyxin (300 IU), ciprofloxacin (5), neomycin (30), rifampin (5),
erythromycin (15), vancomycin (30), gentamicin (10), chloramphenicol (30), azithromy-
cin (15), spectinomycin (100), tetracycline (30), kanamycin (30), tobramycin (10), netilmi-
cin (30), penicillin (10 IU), ampicillin (10), piperacillin (100), carbenicillin (100), cefalexin
(30), cefadroxil (30), cefazolin (30), cefalotin (30), cefprozil (30), and cefoxitin (30). The
genome GC content of the type strain SJ-1 is 62.39%. The type strain, SJ-1T (�CGMCC
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1.30039T � KCTC 72612T), was isolated from activated sludge of the Qinghe WWTP,
Beijing, China.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Activated sludge sampling, isolation, and cultivation of bacteria. In total, 90 activated sludge

samples were collected from the anoxic/oxic (A/O) process tank of the Qinghe WWTP located in Beijing,
China (116°21=47.25==E, 40°02=35.54==N), in March 2017, June 2017, August 2017, and March 2018. Sludge
samples covered influent, anoxic, aerobic, foaming, and effluent parts of the A/O tank. The performances
of the Qinghe WWTP at sampling times are shown in Data Set S1 in the supplemental material. All
samples were collected in triplicate in sterilized containers and kept in a portable icebox before being
quickly transported to the Environmental Microbiology Research Center (EMRC) at the Institute of
Microbiology, CAS. Each sample was divided into two parts, one of which was stored at 4°C for bacterial
isolation and cultivation and the other of which was stored at – 80°C prior to DNA extraction.

The sludge samples used for bacterial isolation and cultivation were pretreated by means of gentle
sonication and serial dilution by a phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) buffer solution. Aliquots of dilutions
of 10�5, 10�6, and 10�7 were plated onto six different culture media: (i) 10-fold diluted R2A agar (36); (ii)
sewage agar (1,000 ml sterile sewage and 15 g agar, autoclaved at 121°C for 15 min); (iii) ammonia
oxidation agar [(NH4)2SO4, 2.0 g; K2HPO4, 0.75 g; NaH2PO4, 0.25 g; MgSO4·7H2O, 0.03 g; NaCO3, 5.0 g;
MnSO4·4H2O, 0.01 g; 15 g agar, and 1,000 ml distilled water, with pH adjusted to 7.2]; (iv) nitrite oxidation
agar (NaNO2 1.0 g; K2HPO4 0.75 g; NaH2PO4, 0.25 g; MgSO4·7H2O, 0.03 g; Na2CO3, 5.0 g; MnSO4·4H2O, 0.01
g; 15 g agar, and 1,000 ml distilled water, with pH adjusted to 7.2); (v) denitrification agar (sodium citrate,
5.0 g; KNO3, 2.0 g; KH2PO4, 1.0 g; MgSO4·7H2O, 0.2 g; Na2CO3, 5.0 g; K2HPO4·3H2O, 0.01 g; 15 g agar, and
1,000 ml distilled water, with pH adjusted to 7.2); (vi) PAM agar (37). The plates were incubated at both
15°C and 30°C under the aerobic conditions. Individual colonies appearing on plates over a period of
4 weeks were continuously picked up and transferred to new corresponding agar plates. All isolates were
further purified by repeated streaking until pure cultures were obtained. The purity of the isolates was
checked by 16S rRNA gene sequencing. The nearly full-length 16S rRNA gene was amplified using the
27F and 1492R primers (38).

Genomic DNA extraction and genome sequencing. The total genomic DNA of strain SJ-1 was
extracted using the Wizard Genomic DNA purification kit by following the manufacturer’s instructions.
DNA quantity and quality were determined with a NanoVue Plus spectrophotometer (GE Healthcare,
USA). Genome sequencing was performed using both the Illumina HiSeq 4000 platform and the PacBio
RS II platform at BGI (Shenzhen, China). For Illumina libraries, the insert size was 270 bp with a pair-end
sequencing length of 150 bp. After filtering and cutting the adapters, there were 1,136 Mb (254�) clean
data from Illumina sequencing. For the PacBio platform, subreads (length � 1 kb) were removed with the
program Pbdagcon (https://github.com/PacificBiosciences/pbdagcon) for self-correction. There were
1,169 Mb (261�) of reliable corrected reads from the PacBio data set assembled by Celera Assembler
(https://sourceforge.net/projects/wgs-assembler/files/wgs-assembler/wgs-8.3/). After that, the GATK was
used for single-base corrections in the Illumina clean data (https://software.broadinstitute.org/gatk/) to
improve the accuracy of assembling. Finally, we obtained the complete circular genome of strain SJ-1
with a length of 4,465,898 bp.

Community profiling with 16S rRNA gene amplicon sequencing. One milliliter of each activated
sludge sample was centrifuged at 16,000 � g for 10 min at 4°C. Total DNA was extracted from 0.25 g (wet
weight) of pellet by using a PowerSoil DNA isolation kit (Qiagen, Inc., Germany) in accordance with the
manufacturer’s protocol. Purified DNA was used as the PCR templates for 16S rRNA gene amplification
of the hypervariable V4 region with primer pair 515F (5=-GTGCCAGCMGCCGCGGTAA-3=) and 806R
(5=-GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3=) containing barcodes at the 5= end. The obtained purified PCR
products were quantified, pooled for library construction, and sequenced at BGI with the Illumina HiSeq
2500 platform. All of the paired-end 250-bp fastq sequences were deposited in the NCBI SRA database
under BioProject accession number PRJNA550218. We also downloaded high-throughput sequencing
data of the V4 region of the 16S rRNA gene from other research papers investigating bacterial
communities in WWTPs (6, 39–41). We cut primers for all of these raw sequences by using Cutadapt
software (42), and then the sequences were further filtered to obtain accurate and reliable clean data by
fastp software (43) with the following criteria: (i) truncate sequence reads of low quality (Q score � 20)
with a 25-bp sliding window and trim final reads to less than 75% of their original length; (ii) remove
reads contaminated by adapters; (iii) remove reads with ambiguous bases (N base). Then FLASH software
(44) was used to merge overlapped paired-end reads into tags. The OTUs at the 97% similarity threshold
of all tags were generated by USEARCH (45), and singletons, chimeras, and nonprokaryote sequences
were removed using the reference database Silva 132 SSU (46). The representative sequences of OTUs
were annotated using RDP Classifier (47) with a confidence cutoff of 80% by using three databases,
including the RDP 16S rRNA gene database (release 11.5) (48), the SILVA SSU 132 database (46), and
MiDAS (Microbial Database for Activated Sludge) (49). The OTU table is shown in Data Set S2.

To identify the OTU that represents C. huifangae, a local BLAST search (50) was conducted with more
than 97% similarity and at least 200-bp alignment across the query V4 sequences. In addition, in order
to understand the ecological distribution of C. huifangae on a global scale, we downloaded the
representative sequences of the most extensive investigation of an activated sludge bacterial community
from the GWMC website (http://gwmc.ou.edu/data-disclose.html) (3). We constructed phylogenetic
molecular ecological networks (pMENs) between C. huifangae and other OTUS in the Qinghe WWTP
activated sludge by use of the Molecular Ecological Network Analysis (MENA) pipeline (33) with a cutoff
threshold of 0.93 according to the random matrix theory. The 781 OTUs consistently appearing in a total
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of 75 normal Qinghe sludge samples (excluding foaming samples) were picked up, and a uniform
transformation was used to obtain the Pearson correlation matrix. Modules of network nodes were
separated according to greedy modularity optimization (51), and Cytoscape (v3.7.1) was used for network
visualization (52).

Phenotypic and biochemical tests of C. huifangae. To check the growth on different media, C.
huifangae strain SJ-1 was cultured on R2A agar (Difco), Trypticase soy agar (TSA; Difco), nutrient agar (NA;
Difco), and LB agar (Difco). Strain SJ-1 was routinely cultivated on R2A medium for subsequent
phenotypic and biochemical tests. Tests for Gram staining, oxidase, catalase, and hydrolysis of casein,
carboxymethyl cellulose, starch, tyrosine, and Tween 20, 40, 60, and 80 were done according to the
methods of Smibert et al. (53). Cell morphology was examined by scanning electron microscopy
(QUANTA 200; FEI) and transmission electron microscopy (JEM-1400; JEOL) using cells cultivated for
5 days on R2A medium. Motility was tested by incubating SJ-1 cells in soft R2A agar that contained 0.5%
(wt/vol) agar at 25°C. The effects of temperature (4, 15, 20, 25, 30, 37, 41, and 45°C), NaCl concentration
(0, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, and 5.0% [wt/vol]), and pH (from 4 to 10 at intervals of 1 pH unit) on growth were
evaluated after 7 days of incubation in R2A broth. Solution pH was adjusted by acetate buffer (0.1 M; for
pH 4.0 to 6.0), phosphate buffer (0.1 M; for pH 6.0 to 8.0), and carbonate buffer (0.1 M; for pH 8.0 to 10.0).
Cell growth was estimated by measuring turbidity at 600 nm using a UV/visible spectrophotometer
(Specord 205; Analytik Jena). Strict anaerobic growth was tested in an anaerobic tube with R2A broth
supplemented with L-cysteine (1 g liter�1) and resazurin (1 mg liter�1) as the reductant and oxygen
indicators, respectively, and the upper air layer was replaced by nitrogen gas. Anoxic growth was tested
using R2A broth under static culture at a temperature of 30°C. Antibiotic resistance tests were conducted
using the agar diffusion method with antibiotic-impregnated discs (Beijing SanYao Science & Technology
Development Co.). The antibiotics and doses used are listed in Table S1. Other enzyme activities and
biochemical properties were determined using the commercial systems API 20NE (bioMérieux), API ZYM
(bioMérieux), and Biolog GEN III MicroPlate according to the manufacturers’ instructions. For the nitrate
reduction test, strain SJ-1 was cultured using R2A broth supplemented with KNO3 (100 mg N/liter) and
sealed with liquid paraffin and Vaseline (1:1 [vol/vol]). Polyphosphate granules were visualized using the
Neisser stain (54), and polyhydroxyalkanoate (PHA) granules were observed using the Nile blue A stain
(55).

Phylogenetic and genomic analysis. Genomic analysis of C. huifangae strain SJ-1 was performed
using the MicroScope annotation pipeline (56). After gene prediction with Prodigal (57), annotations
were curated automatically for all genes using BLASTP (50), searching against the COG (58) and EggNOG
(59) protein orthologous group databases. The annotation criteria were as follows: (i) at least 40% amino
acid identity to classify homologs and (ii) at least 25% identity to determine putative homologs (60). The
enzymatic classification was based on UniProt (61) and PRIAM (62) results. SignalP was used to predict
protein localization (63). Metabolic pathways of C. huifangae strain SJ-1 were according to the Kyoto
Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) database, adjusted by the KAAS annotation server (64, 65).
The ARDB database was used to understand its antibiotic resistance (66), and PHAST was used to predict
prophage (67). In addition, after the full-length 16S rRNA gene sequence was obtained by RNAmmer
under GenBank accession number MN135307 (68), the phylogenetic neighbors and sequence similarities
were calculated using the EzBioCloud server (69) and the NCBI Nucleotide collection. Multiple sequence
alignments were performed using the MUSCLE program (70). The phylogenetic tree was reconstructed
using the MEGA7 program (71) and iTOL (72), with the neighbor-joining method fitted by Kimura’s
two-parameter model with consideration of transitions and transversions (73, 74). Bootstrap analysis was
used to evaluate the confidence level of the branch nodes by performing 1,000 replicates (75).

Data availability. Casimicrobium huifangae strain SJ-1 is deposited in the China General Microbio-
logical Culture Collection Center (CGMCC) under accession number CGMCC 1.30039 and the Korean
Collection for Type Cultures (KCTC) under accession number KCTC 72612. The genome sequence of SJ-1
is available in the NCBI database under accession number CP041352. The sequencing data of Qinghe
WWTP activated sludge are available in the NCBI SRA database under accession number PRJNA550218.
Other publicly available data on which the conclusions of the paper rely are available from the NCBI SRA
database under accession numbers SRP053365, PRJNA324303, PRJEB5095, and SRP101823. The OTU
tables and representative sequences of the OTUs of the global activated sludge bacterial community by
the GWMC are available on the GWMC website (http://gwmc.ou.edu/data-disclose.html).

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
Supplemental material is available online only.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 1, PDF file, 0.5 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 2, XLSX file, 0.03 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 3, XLSX file, 9.2 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 4, XLSX file, 0.1 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 5, XLSX file, 0.02 MB.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 6, XLSX file, 0.01 MB.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We thank Ji-Zhong Zhou from the Institute for Environmental Genomics (IEG),

Stephenson Research & Technology Center, University of Oklahoma, USA, for construc-

Song et al. Applied and Environmental Microbiology

February 2020 Volume 86 Issue 4 e02209-19 aem.asm.org 14

 on June 19, 2020 by guest
http://aem

.asm
.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/CP041352
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRJNA550218
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra/SRP053365
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/?term=PRJNA324303
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/?term=PRJEB5095
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra/SRP101823
http://gwmc.ou.edu/data-disclose.html
https://aem.asm.org
http://aem.asm.org/


tive suggestions and comments on the manuscript. We also appreciate the help of
Aharon Oren at the Department of Plant and Environmental Sciences and the Alexan-
der Silberman Institute of Life Sciences, the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, for
nomenclature in Latin. We also thank Xiao-Lan Zhang at the Institute of Microbiology,
CAS, for assistance and guidance with strain observation with laser-scanning confocal
microscopy.

We declare that we have no competing interests.
This study was supported by The Microbiome Project of the Chinese Academy of

Sciences (grant KFZD-SW-219-3), the NSFC-EU Environmental Biotechnology joint pro-
gram (NSFC grant no. 31861133002), and the EU-China Flagship Initiative on Biotech-
nologies for Environment and Human Health (the ELECTRA project has received fund-
ing from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program under
grant agreement no. 826244).

REFERENCES
1. Xia Y, Wen X, Zhang B, Yang Y. 2018. Diversity and assembly patterns of

activated sludge microbial communities: a review. Biotechnol Adv 36:
1038 –1047. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2018.03.005.

2. Jenkins D, Wanner J. 2014. Activated sludge—100 years and counting.
IWA Publishing, London, United Kingdom.

3. Wu L, Ning D, Zhang B, Li Y, Zhang P, Shan X, Zhang Q, Brown M, Li Z,
Van Nostrand JD, Ling F, Xiao N, Zhang Y, Vierheilig J, Wells GF, Yang Y,
Deng Y, Tu Q, Wang A, Zhang T, He Z, Keller J, Nielsen PH, Alvarez PJJ,
Criddle CS, Wagner M, Tiedje JM, He Q, Curtis TP, Stahl DA, Alvarez-
Cohen L, Rittmann BE, Wen X, Zhou J. 2019. Global diversity and
biogeography of bacterial communities in wastewater treatment plants.
Nat Microbiol 4:1183–1195. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-019-0426-5.

4. Ardern E, Lockett WT. 1914. Experiments on the oxidation of sewage
without the aid of filters. J Chem Technol Biotechnol 33:523–539. https://
doi.org/10.1002/jctb.5000331005.

5. Wang P, Yu Z, Qi R, Zhang H. 2016. Detailed comparison of bacterial
communities during seasonal sludge bulking in a municipal wastewater
treatment plant. Water Res 105:157–166. https://doi.org/10.1016/j
.watres.2016.08.050.

6. Jiang XT, Ye L, Ju F, Wang YL, Zhang T. 2018. Toward an intensive
longitudinal understanding of activated sludge bacterial assembly and
dynamics. Environ Sci Technol 52:8224 – 8232. https://doi.org/10.1021/
acs.est.7b05579.

7. Lu J-Y, Wang X-M, Liu H-Q, Yu H-Q, Li W-W. 2019. Optimizing operation
of municipal wastewater treatment plants in China: the remaining bar-
riers and future implications. Environ Int 129:273–278. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.envint.2019.05.057.

8. Yan S, Subramanian B, Surampalli R, Narasiah S, Tyagi R. 2007. Isolation,
characterization, and identification of bacteria from activated sludge
and soluble microbial products in wastewater treatment systems. Pract
Period Hazard Toxic Radioact Waste Manage 11:240 –258. https://doi
.org/10.1061/(ASCE)1090-025X(2007)11:4(240).

9. Nielsen P, Thomsen TR, Nielsen J. 2004. Bacterial composition of acti-
vated sludge—importance for floc and sludge properties. Water Sci
Technol 49:51–58. https://doi.org/10.2166/wst.2004.0606.

10. Dias FF, Bhat JV. 1964. Microbial ecology of activated sludge: I. Dominant
bacteria. Appl Environ Microbiol 12:412– 417.

11. Jin D, Wang P, Bai Z, Wang X, Peng H, Qi R, Yu Z, Zhuang G. 2011.
Analysis of bacterial community in bulking sludge using culture-
dependent and -independent approaches. J Environ Sci (China) 23:
1880 –1887. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1001-0742(10)60621-3.

12. Hu M, Wang X, Wen X, Xia Y. 2012. Microbial community structures in
different wastewater treatment plants as revealed by 454-pyrosequencing
analysis. Bioresour Technol 117:72–79. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech
.2012.04.061.

13. Zhang T, Shao MF, Ye L. 2012. 454 Pyrosequencing reveals bacterial
diversity of activated sludge from 14 sewage treatment plants. ISME J
6:1137–1147. https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2011.188.

14. Ju F, Guo F, Ye L, Xia Y, Zhang T. 2014. Metagenomic analysis on
seasonal microbial variations of activated sludge from a full-scale waste-
water treatment plant over 4 years. Environ Microbiol Rep 6:80 – 89.
https://doi.org/10.1111/1758-2229.12110.

15. Nielsen PH, Saunders AM, Hansen AA, Larsen P, Nielsen JL. 2012.

Microbial communities involved in enhanced biological phosphorus
removal from wastewater—a model system in environmental bio-
technology. Curr Opin Biotechnol 23:452– 459. https://doi.org/10
.1016/j.copbio.2011.11.027.

16. Amann RI, Ludwig W, Schleifer KH. 1995. Phylogenetic identification and
in situ detection of individual microbial cells without cultivation. Micro-
biol Rev 59:143–169.

17. Ferrera I, Sanchez O. 2016. Insights into microbial diversity in wastewater
treatment systems: how far have we come?. Biotechnol Adv 34:790 – 802.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2016.04.003.

18. Stincone A, Prigione A, Cramer T, Wamelink MMC, Campbell K, Cheung E,
Olin-Sandoval V, Grüning N-M, Krüger A, Tauqeer Alam M, Keller MA,
Breitenbach M, Brindle KM, Rabinowitz JD, Ralser M. 2015. The return of
metabolism: biochemistry and physiology of the pentose phosphate path-
way. Biol Rev Camb Philos Soc 90:927–963. https://doi.org/10.1111/brv
.12140.

19. Osaka T, Shirotani K, Yoshie S, Tsuneda S. 2008. Effects of carbon source
on denitrification efficiency and microbial community structure in a
saline wastewater treatment process. Water Res 42:3709 –3718. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2008.06.007.

20. Isaacs SH, Henze M. 1995. Controlled carbon source addition to an
alternating nitrification-denitrification wastewater treatment process in-
cluding biological P removal. Water Res 29:77– 89. https://doi.org/10
.1016/0043-1354(94)E0119-Q.

21. Andersson MG, van Rijswijk P, Middelburg JJ. 2006. Uptake of dissolved
inorganic nitrogen, urea and amino acids in the Scheldt estuary: com-
parison of organic carbon and nitrogen uptake. Aquat Microb Ecol
44:303–315. https://doi.org/10.3354/ame044303.

22. Seviour RJ, Mino T, Onuki M. 2003. The microbiology of biological
phosphorus removal in activated sludge systems. FEMS Microbiol Rev
27:99 –127. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-6445(03)00021-4.

23. Kishida N, Kim J, Tsuneda S, Sudo R. 2006. Anaerobic/oxic/anoxic gran-
ular sludge process as an effective nutrient removal process utilizing
denitrifying polyphosphate-accumulating organisms. Water Res 40:
2303–2310. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2006.04.037.

24. He S, Gall DL, McMahon KD. 2007. “Candidatus Accumulibacter” popu-
lation structure in enhanced biological phosphorus removal sludges as
revealed by polyphosphate kinase genes. Appl Environ Microbiol 73:
5865–5874. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01207-07.

25. Kong Y, Nielsen JL, Nielsen PH. 2005. Identity and ecophysiology of uncul-
tured actinobacterial polyphosphate-accumulating organisms in full-scale
enhanced biological phosphorus removal plants. Appl Environ Microbiol
71:4076–4085. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.71.7.4076-4085.2005.

26. Kristiansen R, Nguyen HTT, Saunders AM, Nielsen JL, Wimmer R, Le VQ,
McIlroy SJ, Petrovski S, Seviour RJ, Calteau A, Nielsen KL, Nielsen PH.
2013. A metabolic model for members of the genus Tetrasphaera in-
volved in enhanced biological phosphorus removal. ISME J 7:543–554.
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2012.136.

27. Crocetti GR, Hugenholtz P, Bond PL, Schuler A, Keller J, Jenkins D,
Blackall LL. 2000. Identification of polyphosphate-accumulating organ-
isms and design of 16S rRNA-directed probes for their detection and
quantitation. Appl Environ Microbiol 66:1175–1182. https://doi.org/10
.1128/aem.66.3.1175-1182.2000.

C. huifangae from Municipal Activated Sludge Applied and Environmental Microbiology

February 2020 Volume 86 Issue 4 e02209-19 aem.asm.org 15

 on June 19, 2020 by guest
http://aem

.asm
.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2018.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-019-0426-5
https://doi.org/10.1002/jctb.5000331005
https://doi.org/10.1002/jctb.5000331005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2016.08.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2016.08.050
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.7b05579
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.7b05579
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.05.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.05.057
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)1090-025X(2007)11:4(240)
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)1090-025X(2007)11:4(240)
https://doi.org/10.2166/wst.2004.0606
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1001-0742(10)60621-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.04.061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2012.04.061
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2011.188
https://doi.org/10.1111/1758-2229.12110
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copbio.2011.11.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copbio.2011.11.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2016.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12140
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12140
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2008.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2008.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(94)E0119-Q
https://doi.org/10.1016/0043-1354(94)E0119-Q
https://doi.org/10.3354/ame044303
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-6445(03)00021-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2006.04.037
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01207-07
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.71.7.4076-4085.2005
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2012.136
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.66.3.1175-1182.2000
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.66.3.1175-1182.2000
https://aem.asm.org
http://aem.asm.org/


28. Pärnänen KMM, Narciso-da-Rocha C, Kneis D, Berendonk TU, Cacace D,
Do TT, Elpers C, Fatta-Kassinos D, Henriques I, Jaeger T, Karkman A,
Martinez JL, Michael SG, Michael-Kordatou I, O’Sullivan K, Rodriguez-
Mozaz S, Schwartz T, Sheng H, Sørum H, Stedtfeld RD, Tiedje JM, Giustina
SVD, Walsh F, Vaz-Moreira I, Virta M, Manaia CM. 2019. Antibiotic resis-
tance in European wastewater treatment plants mirrors the pattern of
clinical antibiotic resistance prevalence. Sci Adv 5:eaau9124. https://doi
.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau9124.

29. Hua M, Zhang S, Pan B, Zhang W, Lv L, Zhang Q. 2012. Heavy metal removal
from water/wastewater by nanosized metal oxides: a review. J Hazard Mater
211:317–331. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2011.10.016.

30. Rizzo L, Manaia C, Merlin C, Schwartz T, Dagot C, Ploy M, Michael I,
Fatta-Kassinos D. 2013. Urban wastewater treatment plants as hotspots for
antibiotic resistant bacteria and genes spread into the environment: a
review. Sci Total Environ 447:345–360. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv
.2013.01.032.

31. Whitman WB. 2015. Bergey’s manual of systematics of archaea and
bacteria. Wiley Online Library, New York, NY.

32. Griffin JS, Wells GF. 2017. Regional synchrony in full-scale activated
sludge bioreactors due to deterministic microbial community assembly.
ISME J 11:500 –511. https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2016.121.

33. Deng Y, Jiang Y-H, Yang Y, He Z, Luo F, Zhou J. 2012. Molecular
ecological network analyses. BMC Bioinformatics 13:113. https://doi.org/
10.1186/1471-2105-13-113.

34. McKinney RE, Weichlein RG. 1953. Isolation of floc-producing bacteria
from activated sludge. Appl Microbiol 1:259.

35. Rosselló-Mora RA, Wagner M, Amann R, Schleifer K-H. 1995. The abun-
dance of Zoogloea ramigera in sewage treatment plants. Appl Environ
Microbiol 61:702–707.

36. Reasoner DJ, Geldreich EE. 1985. A new medium for the enumeration
and subculture of bacteria from potable water. Appl Environ Microbiol
49:1–7.

37. Chaudhry V, Nautiyal CS. 2011. A high throughput method and culture
medium for rapid screening of phosphate accumulating microorganisms.
Bioresour Technol 102:8057–8062. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011
.05.045.

38. Lane D. 1991. 16S/23S rRNA sequencing, p 115–175. In Stackebrandt E,
Goodfellow M (ed), Nucleic acid techniques in bacterial systematics.
John Wiley and Sons, Chichester, UK.

39. Wei Z, Liu Y, Feng K, Li S, Wang S, Jin D, Zhang Y, Chen H, Yin H, Xu M,
Deng Y. 2018. The divergence between fungal and bacterial communi-
ties in seasonal and spatial variations of wastewater treatment plants. Sci
Total Environ 628-629:969 –978. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018
.02.003.

40. Saunders AM, Albertsen M, Vollertsen J, Nielsen PH. 2016. The activated
sludge ecosystem contains a core community of abundant organisms.
ISME J 10:11–20. https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2015.117.

41. Gao P, Xu W, Sontag P, Li X, Xue G, Liu T, Sun W. 2016. Correlating
microbial community compositions with environmental factors in acti-
vated sludge from four full-scale municipal wastewater treatment plants
in Shanghai, China. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol 100:4663– 4673. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s00253-016-7307-0.

42. Martin M. 2011. Cutadapt removes adapter sequences from high-
throughput sequencing reads. EMBnet J 17:10 –12. https://doi.org/10
.14806/ej.17.1.200.

43. Chen S, Zhou Y, Chen Y, Gu J. 2018. fastp: an ultra-fast all-in-one
FASTQ preprocessor. Bioinformatics 34:i884 –i890. https://doi.org/10
.1093/bioinformatics/bty560.

44. Magoc T, Salzberg SL. 2011. FLASH: fast length adjustment of short reads
to improve genome assemblies. Bioinformatics 27:2957–2963. https://
doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btr507.

45. Edgar RC. 2010. Search and clustering orders of magnitude faster
than BLAST. Bioinformatics 26:2460 –2461. https://doi.org/10.1093/
bioinformatics/btq461.

46. Quast C, Pruesse E, Yilmaz P, Gerken J, Schweer T, Yarza P, Peplies J,
Glockner FO. 2013. The SILVA ribosomal RNA gene database project: im-
proved data processing and web-based tools. Nucleic Acids Res 41:
590–596.

47. Wang Q, Garrity GM, Tiedje JM, Cole JR. 2007. Naive Bayesian classifier
for rapid assignment of rRNA sequences into the new bacterial taxon-
omy. Appl Environ Microbiol 73:5261–5267. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM
.00062-07.

48. Maidak BL, Cole JR, Lilburn TG, Parker CT, Saxman PR, Stredwick JM,
Garrity GM, Li B, Olsen GJ, Pramanik S, Schmidt TM, Tiedje JM. 2000. The

RDP (ribosomal database project) continues. Nucleic Acids Res 28:
173–174. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/28.1.173.

49. McIlroy SJ, Kirkegaard RH, McIlroy B, Nierychlo M, Kristensen JM, Karst
SM, Albertsen M, Nielsen PH. 2017. MiDAS 2.0: an ecosystem-specific
taxonomy and online database for the organisms of wastewater treat-
ment systems expanded for anaerobic digester groups. Database 2017:
bax016. https://doi.org/10.1093/database/bax016.

50. Altschul SF, Gish W, Miller W, Myers EW, Lipman DJ. 1990. Basic local
alignment search tool. J Mol Biol 215:403– 410. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0022-2836(05)80360-2.

51. Newman ME. 2004. Fast algorithm for detecting community structure in
networks. Phys Rev E Stat Nonlin Soft Matter Phys 69:e066133. https://
doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.69.066133.

52. Smoot ME, Ono K, Ruscheinski J, Wang P-L, Ideker T. 2011. Cytoscape 2.8:
new features for data integration and network visualization. Bioinfor-
matics 27:431– 432. https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq675.

53. Smibert R, Krieg N, Gerhardt P, Murray R, Wood W. 1994. Methods for
general and molecular bacteriology. American Society for Microbiology,
Washington, DC.

54. Jenkins D, Richard MG, Daigger GT. 2003. Manual on the causes and
control of activated sludge bulking, foaming, and other solids separation
problems, 3rd ed. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL.

55. Ostle AG, Holt JG. 1982. Nile blue A as a fluorescent stain for poly-beta-
hydroxybutyrate. Appl Environ Microbiol 44:238 –241.

56. Vallenet D, Engelen S, Mornico D, Cruveiller S, Fleury L, Lajus A, Rouy Z,
Roche D, Salvignol G, Scarpelli C, Medigue C. 2009. MicroScope: a platform
for microbial genome annotation and comparative genomics. Database
(Oxford) 2009:bap021. https://doi.org/10.1093/database/bap021.

57. Hyatt D, Chen G-L, LoCascio PF, Land ML, Larimer FW, Hauser LJ. 2010.
Prodigal: prokaryotic gene recognition and translation initiation site
identification. BMC Bioinformatics 11:119. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471
-2105-11-119.

58. Tatusov RL, Galperin MY, Natale DA, Koonin EV. 2000. The COG database:
a tool for genome-scale analysis of protein functions and evolution.
Nucleic Acids Res 28:33–36. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/28.1.33.

59. Huerta-Cepas J, Szklarczyk D, Forslund K, Cook H, Heller D, Walter MC,
Rattei T, Mende DR, Sunagawa S, Kuhn M, Jensen LJ, von Mering C,
Bork P. 2016. eggNOG 4.5: a hierarchical orthology framework with
improved functional annotations for eukaryotic, prokaryotic and viral
sequences. Nucleic Acids Res 44:D286 –D293. https://doi.org/10.1093/
nar/gkv1248.

60. Vallenet D, Belda E, Calteau A, Cruveiller S, Engelen S, Lajus A, Le Fèvre
F, Longin C, Mornico D, Roche D, Rouy Z, Salvignol G, Scarpelli C, Thil
Smith AA, Weiman M, Médigue C. 2013. MicroScope-an integrated
microbial resource for the curation and comparative analysis of genomic
and metabolic data. Nucleic Acids Res 41:D636 –D647. https://doi.org/
10.1093/nar/gks1194.

61. Consortium U. 2018. UniProt: a worldwide hub of protein knowledge.
Nucleic Acids Res 47:D506 –D515.

62. Claudel-Renard C, Chevalet C, Faraut T, Kahn D. 2003. Enzyme-specific
profiles for genome annotation: PRIAM. Nucleic Acids Res 31:6633– 6639.
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkg847.

63. Petersen TN, Brunak S, Von Heijne G, Nielsen H. 2011. SignalP 4.0:
discriminating signal peptides from transmembrane regions. Nat Meth-
ods 8:785. https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1701.

64. Kanehisa M, Sato Y, Kawashima M, Furumichi M, Tanabe M. 2016. KEGG
as a reference resource for gene and protein annotation. Nucleic Acids
Res 44:D457–D462. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv1070.

65. Moriya Y, Itoh M, Okuda S, Yoshizawa AC, Kanehisa M. 2007. KAAS: an
automatic genome annotation and pathway reconstruction server. Nu-
cleic Acids Res 35:W182–W185. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm321.

66. Liu B, Pop M. 2009. ARDB—antibiotic resistance genes database. Nucleic
Acids Res 37:D443–D447. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkn656.

67. Zhou Y, Liang Y, Lynch KH, Dennis JJ, Wishart DS. 2011. PHAST: a fast
phage search tool. Nucleic Acids Res 39:W347–W352. https://doi.org/10
.1093/nar/gkr485.

68. Lagesen K, Hallin P, Rødland EA, Staerfeldt H-H, Rognes T, Ussery DW. 2007.
RNAmmer: consistent and rapid annotation of ribosomal RNA genes. Nu-
cleic Acids Res 35:3100–3108. https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm160.

69. Yoon S-H, Ha S-M, Kwon S, Lim J, Kim Y, Seo H, Chun J. 2017. Introducing
EzBioCloud: a taxonomically united database of 16S rRNA gene se-
quences and whole-genome assemblies. Int J Syst Evol Microbiol 67:
1613–1617. https://doi.org/10.1099/ijsem.0.001755.

Song et al. Applied and Environmental Microbiology

February 2020 Volume 86 Issue 4 e02209-19 aem.asm.org 16

 on June 19, 2020 by guest
http://aem

.asm
.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau9124
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau9124
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2011.10.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.01.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.01.032
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2016.121
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-13-113
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-13-113
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.05.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2011.05.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2015.117
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-016-7307-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-016-7307-0
https://doi.org/10.14806/ej.17.1.200
https://doi.org/10.14806/ej.17.1.200
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty560
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty560
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btr507
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btr507
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00062-07
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00062-07
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/28.1.173
https://doi.org/10.1093/database/bax016
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-2836(05)80360-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-2836(05)80360-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.69.066133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.69.066133
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq675
https://doi.org/10.1093/database/bap021
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-11-119
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-11-119
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/28.1.33
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv1248
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv1248
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1194
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1194
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkg847
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1701
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkv1070
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm321
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkn656
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr485
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr485
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkm160
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijsem.0.001755
https://aem.asm.org
http://aem.asm.org/


70. Edgar RC. 2004. MUSCLE: multiple sequence alignment with high accu-
racy and high throughput. Nucleic Acids Res 32:1792–1797. https://doi
.org/10.1093/nar/gkh340.

71. Kumar S, Stecher G, Tamura K. 2016. MEGA7: molecular evolutionary
genetics analysis version 7.0 for bigger datasets. Mol Biol Evol 33:
1870 –1874. https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msw054.

72. Letunic I, Bork P. 2007. Interactive Tree Of Life (iTOL): an online tool for
phylogenetic tree display and annotation. Bioinformatics 23:127–128.
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btl529.

73. Saitou N, Nei M. 1987. The neighbor-joining method: a new method for
reconstructing phylogenetic trees. Mol Biol Evol 4:406 – 425. https://doi
.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.molbev.a040454.

74. Kimura M. 1980. A simple method for estimating evolutionary rates of
base substitutions through comparative studies of nucleotide se-
quences. J Mol Evol 16:111–120. https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01731581.

75. Felsenstein J. 1985. Confidence limits on phylogenies: an approach
using the bootstrap. Evolution 39:783–791. https://doi.org/10.1111/j
.1558-5646.1985.tb00420.x.

C. huifangae from Municipal Activated Sludge Applied and Environmental Microbiology

February 2020 Volume 86 Issue 4 e02209-19 aem.asm.org 17

 on June 19, 2020 by guest
http://aem

.asm
.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh340
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh340
https://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msw054
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btl529
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.molbev.a040454
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.molbev.a040454
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01731581
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.1985.tb00420.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.1985.tb00420.x
https://aem.asm.org
http://aem.asm.org/

	RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	Growth and characterization of C. huifangae. 
	Genome, physiology, and metabolism of C. huifangae. 
	Strain SJ-1 represents a group of previously uncultured bacteria of the Betaproteobacteria and is widely distributed in global WWTPs. 
	Ecological factors that affect the distribution and abundance of C. huifangae in WWTPs. 
	C. huifangae is an important module hub in the Qinghe WWTP activated sludge bacterial network. 
	Conclusions. 

	TAXONOMY
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Activated sludge sampling, isolation, and cultivation of bacteria. 
	Genomic DNA extraction and genome sequencing. 
	Community profiling with 16S rRNA gene amplicon sequencing. 
	Phenotypic and biochemical tests of C. huifangae. 
	Phylogenetic and genomic analysis. 
	Data availability. 

	SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES

