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Abstract The V4 regions of the 16S rDNA of symbiotic bacteria in adults of Empoasca ( Matsumurasca) onukii
from five geographical regions including Chibi, Dawu, Wuhan, Xian’an and Yingshan were sequenced by Tllumi-
na HiSeq techniques. The numbers of operational taxonomic units (OTUs), bacterial community, species abun-
dance and alpha diversity in samples were analyzed by using Uparse and RDP Classifier software. The results
showed that a total of 239 645 effective tags were obtained, which were clustered into 3 403 OTUs, and annotated
into 41 phyla, 116 classes, 197 orders, 272 families, 372 genera, and 105 species. At the phyla level, Proteobacte-
ria was the common dominant bacteria (relative abundance 60.6% —97.1%). Gammaproteobacteria and Alpha-
proteobacteria were the commonly dominant classes in the top 5 classes of bacterial communities between the five
samples. Halomonas, Shewanella and Wolbachia were the commonly dominant genera in the top 10 genera of

bacterial communities. The indexes of Chao, Ace, Shannon and Simpson were 1 065.55—2 841.89, 1 130.76—
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2 914.90, 1.07—8.63 and 0.18—0.99, respectively. The results indicated that there are diverse bacteria in adults

of E.(M.)onukii,and there are differences in the bacterial community diversity among E. (M.) onukii popula-

tions. These results provide a basis for further study of the effects of bacteria on the biology of E.(M.) onukii .

Key words Empoasca ( Matsumurasca) onukii;
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Table 1 Collection information of Empoasca (Matsumurasca) onukii samples

FEA TR SRAE: b A b B A AR A it A RAEHW/ A —H
Sample Location Geographic coordinates Tea cultivar Date
JEILFIHE YS AL A B X ke L B S P S A 30°41'53"N,115°39'18"E LR NERI IR AN 06—12
JREFIHE XA TG A B T R DX S R A 29°54'36"N,114°20'05"E (L PNE] 06—16
JREERIAE CB WG AR 2R BE T TG 4 3 29°37'39"N,113°44'29"E (LI PNE| 06—16
KIEFEE DW WL 2 R = B 31°48'05"N,114°13'06"E NS 06—11
RIFIBE WH 1L A RV X 4K ) 30°17'50"N, 114°08'36"E iLiPNE! 06—24

1.2 16S rDNA §y¥ 1

PISRHR Y R 41 DNA SR K, R 40 16S
rDNA #5147 515F (5'-GTGCCAGCMGCCGCG-
GTAA-3") 1l 806R (5-GGACTACHVGGGTWT-
CTAAT -3) 414 V4 1B, PCR MR R H 30 pl.
Phusion Master Mix(2X)15 pL, 5|47 (2 pmol/L)
3 uL, gDNA(L ng/pl) 10 pL,ddH,O 2 pL, PCR
£ 98 CHIZEM: 1 min; 98°C 10s, 50°C 30's, 72C
30 5,30 ME;72°C 5 min,
1.3 PCR =#Hy 4l

PCR F=fifi ] 276 By s 0 6 i 320 47 ri ARG 0

VIR B B9 2574 8 Qiagen QIAquick PCR Puri-
fication Kit i MR & [ sk =4, Jr i 2 IR
R & U T
1.4 XEMERSEENF

Bl B B9 B, i TruSeq® DNA PCR-Free
Sample Preparation Kit # J& i 7 & 75 17 C FE M
i AT SCE 25 Qubit i 5 AR & PCR &
i, SCE A& 5 . ] Hiseq2500 PE250 # 47 I
LI T .
L5 pF#iElE

M lumina HiSeq U7 6155 1) )5 4G 50
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(raw PE) , f£7E — & L il i) T4 B dis (dirty data) , HATERE 2RI UM, B Chao A1 Ace 45
T 0 BB 04 B T T BRI BB YR B L A Simpson Al Shannon H%
DB ) clean tags. FRIE TS RRLNE 18 TOMEMCERIZRERE
A T IE 8203 M A 28U (effective tags) o N
L6 HERHEESSHEENH 2 BRSO

FIH Uparse # 4 (Uparse v7. 0. 1001 % fiif 21 IR
AR 0 A A A TSR 2 L 97 D0 I — Btk BN L 165 rDNA S et 3k
(identity) ¥ J3 51 B 25 1% W BEVE 43 K800 OTUs 487 239 645 554 41 tags, L 97 % 19— B AE M Al
(operational taxonomic units), 36 OTUs A7 H 3 LA B B (K 2 91 3R 250 3 403 4~ OTUs, Hip, iRk
BECLET 105 1 OTUs R9fRFIF A0 JH RDP /NG NGRIER BESEAT 54 060 KAV tags, B
Classifier (Version 2. 2, http: // sourceforge. net/ 9 2 633 4~ OTUs; FHERMEEILAT 45 165 5473 tags.
projects/rdp-classifier/) J7 ¥ 55 GreenGene ¥4l 2 HIH 2 370 4> OTUs; iIUFIHEILAT 35 06254 3K
(http: // greengenes. bl. gov/cgi-bin/nph-index.  tags,®2H 1 108 4~ OTUs; & F LA 71 534
cgD X OTUs RPN HATWRER T FEAT SA% tags, TIEH 1 065 4> OTUs; el FFE A
NHKFE F G SRR BETE AL . F-xF OTUs 33 824 £ 4 tags, B K 2 109 4~ OTUs(3E 2),
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Table 2 Sequencing information of bacteria in adults of Empoasca (Matsumurasca) onukii

FEA JE e B / A% PHER 2N T5 /5% RIRJE T/ 5% ARUFHN/ 5% OTU % H /4
Sample Raw PE Raw tags Clean tags Effective tags Number of OTUs

CB 87 004 58 138 57 025 54 060 2633
DW 103 647 60 497 48 586 45 165 2 370
WH 37 213 36 446 35 625 35 062 1108
XA 76 044 73 905 72 115 71 534 1 065
YS 103 831 46 219 35 592 33 824 2109

it Total 407 739 275 205 248 943 239 645 3403

2.2 INRNEMHEBAKENEMEREFE 24,165 1~ H 237 DFF, 301 AN - 81 AFf s iR HE

A OTUs BERLE R 5 DAFMBIA R %0EH 27 .86 414,130 S H . 183 A4FE, 202 4
ARG TG B SRR IL S AR AT 41 AT 116 A0, J& .45 A U RS E 1 28 A4NT7]. 84 4S99, 73
197 AH 272 AFF. 372 A& L 105 A R BERE  ASH 167 ABE 187 ANJ& . 48 Bl S LAl 4 7E
BEUSEH 37 171,101 A4, 170 4~ H . 243 S FL 36 111,103 440,162 4~ B, 232 %}, 281 4~ J& . 82
340 ANJ@ 91 Bl KBRS E ) 32 ATT.100 4~ AFRGE 3D,

R3 DNRNRMEREEERESXNERRER

Table 3 Taxonomic information of bacteria in adults of Empoasca (Matsumurasca) onukii

REA ARG IE25%80H /4~  Number of different taxonomic categories
Sample "] Phylum 4 Class H Order &} Family J& Genus Fft Species

CB 37 101 170 243 340 91

DW 32 100 165 237 301 81

WH 27 86 130 183 202 45

XA 28 84 73 167 187 48

YS 36 103 162 232 281 82
it Total 11 116 197 7 372 105

TET 102K B CE 1) /N B/ g i g o 3 Acidobacteria, it 2& # |] Actinobacteria, A F 4 ]
IR 16S rDNA FEH a1 S B3] 1 BR AT R ] Bacteroidetes . £¢%5 [ ] Chloroflexi, #5415 Cya-
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Fig. 1 The proportions of the bacteria in adults of

Empoasca (Matsumurasca) onukii at phylum level

R4 NRUNRI R R A A R RN K T AEX F EHER R 10 WEEE

Table 4 Top 10 abundances of bacterial communities at class level in adults of Empoasca (Matsumurasca) onukii

(5 k) Class (Proportion)

CB DW WH XA YS
7T HE A (37. 8%6) 7 AETE AR (43. 400) yAETG AR (79. 470) o ZETG AR (93. 4%0) 7 AETE 4R (30. 20)
Gammaproteobacteria Gammaproteobacteria Gammaproteobacteria Alphaproteobacteria Gammaproteobacteria
o BIE AN (15. 470) oI HAN (14. 0%6) aZETE A (3. 9%0) 7 AETG A (3. 420) o AEIE R (23. T%0)
Alphaproteobacteria Alphaproteobacteria Alphaproteobacteria Gammaproteobacteria Alphaproteobacteria
PR 49 (9. 0%) BASTE A (12. 2%%) AR (1. 4%) MR 490 6%0) MR 47 (8. 6 %)
Clostridia Betaproteobacteria Actinobacteria Clostridia Clostridia
BB 40 (6. 2%) AR (4. 7% BAETE 1 (0. 824) B ER 0. 2%0) ZEIAT A (5. 400)
Betaproteobacteria Actinobacteria Betaproteobacteria Actinobacteria Bacilli
TR TN (5. 6%0) IR 2. 7%0) R0, 7%0) ZEMFF IR 40 (0. 226) PUFFHE N (3. 3%0)
Actinobacteria Bacteroidia Clostridia Bacilli Bacteroidia
ZEMIAF A (2. 100) ZEMIAT R4 (2. 626D T LR R 49 (0. 50D PUFFEI44 0. 2%6) TERTA A (2. 970
Bacilli Bacilli Spartobacteria Bacteroidia Actinobacteria
OASTE A (1. 9%6) MRE49 (2. 0%) PIFTFH49 0. 5%) BASTE R4 (0. 2%6) SAETL 44 (2. 870)
Deltaproteobacteria Clostridia Bacteroidia Betaproteobacteria Deltaproteobacteria
FIFFH R (1. 8%0) S AT H AN (1. 8%) SARTE R 4A (0. 5%0) SAFTL 44 (0. 170) BASTE WA (2. TY0)
Bacteroidia Deltaproteobacteria Deltaproteobacteria Deltaproteobacteria Betaproteobacteria
T A R T 4R (1. 2%0) RERHTE 49 (1. 1%0) ZEMIFTHI49 (0. 3%0) I P 4 (0. 196) W EAAT AN (1. 726
Saprospirae Thermoleophilia Bacilli Thermoleophilia Spartobacteria
FEPGMTE L (1. 2%) FRATE AN (1. 0%) Chloracidobacteria W B R A 4K (0. 1%0) EATHEMN . 2%)
Thermoleophilia Acidobacteria €0.3%) Spartobacteria Flavobacteriia
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(0. 5%) s e AR AR By 2 A 41 8 3 2 W IR H
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Table 5 Top 10 abundances of bacterial communities at order level in adults of Empoasca (Matsumurasca) onukii

H (&5 k) Order (Proportion)

CB

DW

WH

XA

YS

HETEIRE F (24. 020)

Oceanospirillales
R H (9. 0%0)
Clostridiales
R H (5. 5%0)
Actinomycetales

IR H (5. 4%0)
Rhizobiales

s B H (4. 520)

Sphingomonadales
35 T H (3. 8%0)
Alteromonadales

BT H (3. 620)

Pseudomonadales

A5 R H (3. 0%0)
Burkholderiales

LB RAFE H 2. 4%)

Procabacteriales

TR H (2. 020)

Xanthomonadales

TEPEIZEE H (27. 2%0)

Oceanospirillales

R H (7. 4%0)

Alteromonadales

LR H (6. 0%0)

Procabacteriales

ERTE H (4. 720

Actinomycetales

A5 R H (4. 6%0)
Burkholderiales
MR P H (4. 1%)
Rhizobiales
HAR MR (4 026)
Sphingomonadales

HOPHEH 3. 1%0)

Xanthomonadales

PP H (2. 720

Bacteroidales

SEIEUR R H (2. 496)

Rickettsiales

JtTE H (69. 9%)

Enterobacteriales

REJEE H (3. 920

Pseudomonadales

SR H (2. 8%0)

Aeromonadales
LR H . 4%)
Actinomycetales
s B H (L 120)
Sphingomonadales
SEFER R H (1. 19%6)
Rickettsiales
IR H (1. 020)
Oceanospirillales
MR H H (1. 0%0)
Rhizobiales
AR ER H (0. 9%)

Xanthomonadales

W H 0. 7%)

Clostridiales

SEFER IR E (92, 720)

Rickettsiales
TEEIZTE H (1. 626)
Oceanospirillales
M H 0. 6%0)

Clostridiales

2 BT H 0. 500)

Alteromonadales

BT H 0. 520)

Pseudomonadales

T H (0. 420

Enterobacteriales

SR H 0. 3%0)

Aeromonadales

MR H (0. 3%0)
Rhizobiales

Jit ki B 0. 2%0)

Actinomycetales

B NR SRR 0. 290D

HEFIRE H (11, 120)

Oceanospirillales

WP H (8. 6%0)
Clostridiales

SER AR H (7. 6%)
Rickettsiales
AN E (7. 0%0)
Rhodobacterales
SCRE R H (5. 3%0)
Alteromonadales
FLFFR E (4. 1%)
Lactobacillales
PUFFRR H (3. 3%0)
Bacteroidales
BB H (3. 120)
Sphingomonadales

MR H (2. 7%)
Rhizobiales

R H (2. 470)

Sphingomonadales Actinomycetales

R AKT 1 (GR 6 ILERR] T 272 NF},
FEA PR AR AR AR AT E R A B
ICTRRE L B A PR S s IR AR R L BIR AR R
NSy = P A A N o S S NN EX: 0 S
FEART = BEHEZ H 10 LR, 5 ANMFEARILE 1
R MR R R S R A B R R A R
BN TRRY . AFAS [RIREAS A9 AR R AE AR A 2800 A=
J& A FEASTR] WA = BEHEAS i 5 AR, AR EE
FEAC TR =E B i 8 190 B BRI B R (23, 820) L Bl J5 K
WG B R (4. 1% L BIE R (4. 0%0) A7 BL
R, 200 AR AR R (2. 9%0) s KABFEA £
R I R A R R (27, 190 WS R YK 7 TR
FRH7. 090) B R AFE L6, 0%0) g 5t 1 B
(3. TYO FIMNE MR (3. 1%0) s i IR A = B S
R I T B AR (69, 8%6) . Fifi J5 496 YR S {1 2. it B A
(3.5%0) EMBERF (2. 6 %) RS A (1. 1%

R AR AL (1. 0%0) ;s T I FEAS 2 B fl v 2GR
YR ER AR TR R (10. 8%0) JLLANTE R (6. 9%0) (4N
HARL (6. 9%, B W 3 Bl (4. 0% A1 4 B K 1 B
(3. 2%0) s R 2 FEAS v 37 T Uk BB AE T =F 3 e i
(92. 6%0) , B JE AR U Ry MR RL (1. 620) A5 FUER
BFO. 5%) BB RO, 4Y0) TR 0. 4%) .

FEJE AR B GR D) ARSI T 372 48 .
TEADS FEEHEA AT 10 BB JE S, 5 DMREARILA 1 R
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PJE MR PN R (23, 8%0.27. 1% F0 8. 8%0) , il
FEA B I 12 @ (61, 290) o JR ZEREAR (1 4
JB IR IR 7 [ A& (92, 6%0) o FIAE A HTIA N . 5
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Table 6 Top 10 abundances of bacterial communities at family level in adults of Empoasca (Matsumurasca) onukii

B 5 ) Family (Proportion)

CB DW WH XA YS
Hh B A (23, 820) AR 27, 120 JoAT R (69. 8%0) SEFER FRAAA}(92. 620) AR (10. 826)
Halomonadaceae Halomonadaceae Enterobacteriaceae Rickettsiaceae Halomonadaceae
G EM R R (4. 126) A LR AR, 0%0) BB M R (3. 5%0) R A (1L 620) LLANHEFRL (6. 9%0)
Sphingomonadaceae Shewanellaceae Pseudomonadaceae Halomonadaceae Rhodobacteraceae
BEER . 0% T RAT A6, 026) AR (2. 620) Ay FLER A} 0. 526) TR 6. 990)
Lachnospiraceae Procabacteriaceae Aeromonadaceae Shewanellaceae Pelagibacteraceae
A LR AR, 224) HRR PR A3, 700 NG FM PR R (1. 126) BB TR 0. 490) BIEFRHA. 020
Shewanellaceae Sphingomonadaceae Sphingomonadaceae Pseudomonadaceae Lachnospiraceae
R R (2. 926) MBI TER (3. 106) HhH A1 026) JAT R C0. 4%6) A LR (3. 294)
Pseudomonadaceae Comamonadaceae Halomonadaceae Enterobacteriaceae Shewanellaceae
Jo H HERH2. 420 FaFF A2, 3%0) B RL0. 9%0) AR M PR R 0. 296) BRI PR R (2. 626)
Ruminococcaceae Enterobacteriaceae Xanthomonadaceae Sphingomonadaceae Sphingomonadaceae
LT RHHEAH2. 470 MR (2. 396) S IR B AR 0. 7940) BEHIBRIR A} (0. 220) MaFFRERC2. 3%0)
Procabacteriaceae Xanthomonadaceae Rickettsiaceae Succinivibrionaceae Enterobacteriaceae
IR 2. 0%0) RBA RN, 2%) Chthoniobacteraceae (0. 5%) BIZER0. 2%) HAFHRF 2. 3%)
Enterobacteriaceae Pseudomonadaceae Lachnospiraceae Lactobacillaceae
IAE TR 2. 020) AR 0%0) 75 FUERHE R 0. 4%0) Jo B RO, 220 LR (L. 9%0)
Comamonadaceae Oxalobacteraceae Shewanellaceae Ruminococcaceae Xanthomonadaceae
AL 620) LI ERH(L 020 BB TEAL 0. 420) B RAL 0. 120) Je B (L. 820)
Xanthomonadaceae Rhodospirillaceae Comamonadaceae Xanthomonadaceae Ruminococcaceae
FT ONTUNRIT R B A A EEE K AR E EHER R 10 MEE

Table 7 Top 10 abundances of bacterial communities at genus level in adults of Empoasca (Matsumurasca) onukii

J& (/5 ) Genus (Proportion)

CB DW WH XA YS
LR R (23. 8%0) R R (27, 1%0) ZHE 61 2%) TRIR BT AR (92. 6%4) Eh P TR R (8. 824)
Halomonas Halomonas Pantoea Wolbachia Halomonas
A LR TR (3. 220) i BLER R (7. 020) TR EA O P (3. 420) Hh IR (1. 620) i FLIR T (3. 120)
Shewanella Shewanella Pseudomonas Halomonas Shewanella
BT (2. 820) HRR A A (1. 400) B IRAJE (2. 8%0) v IR T8 (0. 540 FLFFIR (L. 920)

Pseudomonas Sphingomonas Escherichia

WG BT )R (2. 520)
Sphingomonas
Je ' BT e (1. 7%0)
Ruminococcus
WF & (1. 5%)
Clostridium
U P R (1. 220)
Oscillospira
FBL AT R (1. 290)
Methylobacterium
B IR g (0. 824)
Escherichia

TRIR B 5 FC AR (0. 6 20)
Wolbachia

TR LT 8 (1. 026)

Pseudomonas

FBL A R (0. 820)

Methylobacterium

RIR B 7 A4 (0. 8%6)

Wolbachia
RN FF I (0. 6%0)
Acinetobacter
1218 (0. 5%0)
Pantoea
LIS R (0. 5200
Rhodoplanes
R 1R (0. 50)
Streptomyces

SR (2. 6200

Aeromonas

R (1. 020)

Halomonas

RIK B 5 R AR (0. 7%6)

Wolbachia
DA101(0. 5%)

55 s 2P B S 0. 420)
Sphingomonas
AT B R (0. 4240
Acinetobacter

v BL R A (0. 420)

Shewanella

Shewanella

B0 T4 a8 0. 420)

Pseudomonas
Z e (0. 290)
Pantoea

T AR (0. 190

Ruminobacter

R 2R TR R (0. 124)

Sphingomonas

FAEAF 1 (0. 100)
Methylobacterium

DA101¢0. 1%)

B IRH R (0. 120)
Escherichia

Lactobacillus

Candidatus Portiera (1. 6%)

DA101(1. 5%)

WREE (. 5%)
Clostridium
T8 EBRTA R (1. 4200
Ruminococcus

B P ) (1. 026)

Oscillospira

TRIR B3 A (1. 020)

Wolbachia

HTCC2207(0. 9%)
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Table 8 Alpha diversity of bacteria in adults of Empoasca

(Matsumurasca) onukii

FEA ZFEEFESL Diversity index
Sample Chao Ace Shannon Simpson
CB 2 841. 89 2 914. 90 7.93 0. 95
DW 2 273.69 2417.11 7.28 0.93
WH 1 065. 55 1 130. 76 &, 25 0.61
XA 1 132. 08 1 286. 86 1. 07 0.18
YS 2 394. 77 2 545.08 8. 63 0. 99
3 3tig

AWFFER 16S rDNA V4 35742 X1 e 3 2 ]
FPECAR X5 5 A iy BRI AE S /)N 5378 S - L0 A )
TR AN TR A M A LA T T FSY . R
EFRAE 41 17,116 DA, 197 NH L 272 8, 372
AN . 105 ARl

TEFTESERAFHY 41 AT T AR TR AR A 5
ANFEAR I ) Joe F P H TR (60. 690~97. 120) 43X
S22 B A s b A AR . B EH A
WS Schistocerca gregaria 38 H WIHI G 8 Acyrthosi-
phon pisum , G50 H SR EE Ectropis obliqua FHI\
HM WS Cnaphalocrocis medinalis , ¥ H # K 4
Saperda vestita VL X H 04 b A 1 288 Bactro-
cera minax FIPEZ5LMR Procecidochares utilis 1B
AT AT T T E 5 AN REAS IR
ST A ZH A B A ] o G R 22 A AS Y 0 34 AR X
TR AR B 1] (97, 1%0) . T 40 4 AREA AR
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POFFRT] R RE R [T AR ]
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7.00) IR /R E T AR S (0. 606 ~92. 650) B4 T4
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WA JRBE R AIE IR A de R L3 Jm 1
EhH AR (23. 820,27, 120H01 8. 8%0) s IR IUEEA Y

RBJE Z W JE (61 220) 5 T L AEAS 1 L&
RARETTIRARE , 5 Hik 92. 6%, £k P R 2 — 28
T 6 20 TR o 7E SR £ BRI V6 KR R i B
B A A . BT R I TERAR S IR Acri-
juglans hetaohei FIBkMEIE Dichocrocis punctifera-
Lis %)y B A Fh M B 8 AE e AR A
THRE B E R BRI M ATERE . 5 D BEF R
INGE/INE I W AT B G TR IR R B v ERAAR T Wol-
bachia s 52— 2 3 AT T 5 S PR N A LA T
BT LA 15 3 00 A 5E T Bl A0 65 55 40 i o
ANFEFN A A= 58 A 3515 B MEPERRE A S5 L 18 RE UE
16 F RS BE B9 1 E BT, IR Y Wolbachia
AT BAE B Drosophila melanogaster FIEUHE RIS
Culex quinque fasciatus % RNA J§EEIHLESS .
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