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Abstract: Neanthes are one of the most important groups of polychaete in coastal sediments, which play an important 
role on the nutrient cycling in coastal sediments. Here we report on the existence of anammox bacteria in the gut of po-
lychaete Neanthes glandicincta based on the analysis of 16S rRNA gene and fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH). 
Three distinct clusters of anammox bacteria are found in different gut sections of N. glandicincta, and one of them is 
considered as a novel, gut specific anammox bacteria after comparing with the anammox bacteria recovered from sur-
rounding pre-digested sediment. The uniform axial distribution of anammox bacteria in different gut sections of N. 
glandicincta is also found in present study. These results extend our knowledge of microbial ecology of anammox bac-
teria in the natural environments. 
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1. Introduction

naerobic ammonia oxidation (anammox) is a 
newly discovered pathway of the microbial 
nitrogen cycle that allows ammonia to be 

oxidized by nitrite or nitrate under anoxic condi-
tions[1,2]. Owing to the distinct metabolism, anammox 
bacteria received considerable attention by many fields. 
In the natural ecosystem, anammox is a key process in 
the global nitrogen cycle[3–6], which may account for 
30 to 70% of oceanic N2 production from a global 
context[7,8]. The now well-established significance of 
anammox in the natural environment has emerged 
from a combination of 15N-based tracer studies, analy-
sis of ladderane lipid biomarkers, fluorescent in situ 

hybridization (FISH) and phylogenetic and quantita-
tive PCR analysis of 16S rRNA and functional 
genes[9–15]. To date, anammox has been documented in 
marine, coastal and estuarine sediments[16–20], anoxic 
basins[3,4], oxygen minimum zones (OMZs) of West 
Africa[21], Chile[22] and Peru[23], mangroves[24,25], sea- 
ice[26], soils[7,27–31], freshwater[32–34]. Recently presence 
and activity of anammox bacteria was also confirmed 
at deep-sea hydrothermal vent[35,36]. Although anam-
mox process is widely distributed in different natural 
environments, this process is so far linked to one 
group of organisms, which are monophyletic members 
of the phylum Planctomycetes[9,37], including Candi-
datus Scalindua[38], Candidatus Brocadia[37], Candida-
tus Anammoxoglobus[39], Candidatus Jettenia[40], and 
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Candidatus Kuenenia[41]. Interestingly, most of the 
available anammox 16S rRNA sequences from marine 
and estuarine environments are all related to Candi-
datus ‘Scalindua sp.’[42]. However, there is no investi-
gation to indicate the presence of anammox bacteria in 
the intestinal tracts, where low oxygen and abundant 
nitrogen species provide good condition for growth of 
anammox bacteria.  

Neanthes are one of the most important groups of 
polychaete in coastal sediments. Many species show a 
particular preference for littoral and supralittoral areas 
in association with decaying vegetation including 
mangroves, the strand zone on beaches and inland 
waters such as riverbanks and sinkholes (subterranean 
waters); some species can tolerate highly polluted wa-
ters[43,44]. The small polychaete Neanthes glandicincta is 
one of the most important polychaete in Mai Po Inner 
Deep Bay Ramsar Site of Hong Kong[45,46]. Previous 
study has pointed out Neanthes glandicincta inhibited 
abundant microbes in the gut, and these intestinal mi-
crobes show obvious axial distribution in different gut 
sections. The difference in microbial community 
structure in the gut sections reflects the physicochem-
ical conditions in the particular habits[47]. In the 
present study, we analyzed the anammox bacteria di-
versity in different gut sections and digested sediment 
of N. glandicincta in detail using 16S rRNA gene 
clone libraries. Based on the clone libraries, we com-
pare the community structure of anammox bacteria in 
the digested sediment and the gut of N. glandicincta, 
and characterize the distribution of anammox bacteria 
along the gut axis. The existence of anammox bacteria 
in different gut sections and digested sediment of N. 
glandicincta were also confirmed by fluorescence in 
situ hybridization (FISH) using specific oligonucleo-
tide probe of anammox bacteria. 

2. Materials and Methods 

2.1 Sampling and Preparation  

Specimens of N. glandicincta were collected from Mai 
Po wetland of Hong Kong on May 2007. To preserve 
the vigor of N. glandicincta, samples were collected 
with the ambient sediment back to laboratory. In order 
to remove the epidermal microbes, 5 fresh samples 
were washed with sterile seawaters (5 times), sterile 
waters (5 times), and carefully dissected aseptically 
into three parts, including anterior, middle, and post-
erior sections for further experiments. For checking 
whether our washing is sufficient to remove attached 

microorganisms from the surface of a polychaete, parts 
of washed samples were sent to do scanning electron 
microscopy (SEM) according to the protocols of 
Bright and Sorgo[48]. 

2.2 DNA Extraction  

Different section of N. glandicincta gut was trans-
ferred into individual 1.5 mL Eppendorf tube. Total 
genomic DNA was extracted from the samples by the 
DNEasy tissue kit, using a modified DNEasy tissue 
extraction protocol (Qiagen, Valencia, CA) to ensure 
maximal lysis the bacteria. Following overnight di-
gestion of tissue samples with proteinase K (20 µL, 
600 mAU/mL) and ATL tissue lysis buffer (Qiagen), 
the samples were centrifuged, and DNA was isolated 
from the supernatant. Briefly, the supernatant was in-
cubated with a guanidium isothiocyanate-based buffer 
(AL buffer) for 10 min at 70°C before transferred into 
a spin column. Following washes with AW1 buffer 
and AW2 buffer, the DNA was eluted in Tris chloride 
elution buffer (AE buffer). The pellet formed from 
centrifugation of the lysed tissue was subjected to an 
extraction using the DNEasy protocol for gram-posi-
tive bacteria to ensure recovery of any possibly recal-
citrant gram-positive bacteria. Briefly, the pellet was 
re-suspended in a lysozyme buffer (20 mM Tris Cl 
[pH 8.0], 2 mM EDTA, 1.2% Triton X-100) and incu-
bated at 85°C for 10 min to inactivate the proteinase K, 
and 3.6 mg of lysozyme (Sigma, St. Louis, MO) was 
added to the re-suspended pellet and incubated 45 min 
at 37°C. Proteinase K (25 µL, 600 mAU/mL) and AL 
buffer were added to the lysate and incubated at 70°C 
for 30 min. Following the addition of 200 µL of etha-
nol, the lysate was applied to a spin column, washed 
with AW1 and AW2 buffers and eluted in elution buf-
fer (AE buffer) as described above. DNA from both 
extractions was pooled and stored at 4°C prior to use 
for PCR[49]. Total DNA of digested sediment sample 
was extracted using the Master Soil DNA Extract Kit 
according to the manufacturer's instruction. 

2.3 PCR Amplification and Cloning  

In order to amplify 16S rRNA gene of anammox bac-
teria, the primer set were selected as primer Brod541F 
(5'-GAGCACGTAGGTGGGTTTGT-3')-Amx820R (5'- 
AAAACCCCTCTACTTAGTGCCC-3'), which shows 
the highest specificity for detecting anammox bacteria 
from natural environment in all the available anam-
mox specific primers[10]. Polymerase chain reaction 
(PCR) mixtures (final volume of 50 µL) containing 1 
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µL of DNA extract consisted in (as final concentration) 
1 × DNA polymerase buffer, 1.5 mM MgCl2, 0.125 
mM of each dATP, dCTP, dGTP and dTTP, 0.1 mM of 
each primer, 1.25 U of Taq DNA polymerase (Prome-
ga, Charbonnières, France). PCR cycles were per-
formed as follows: 95°C for 5 min followed by 30 
cycles at 95°C for 45 sec, 60°C for 1 min, and at 72°C 
for 1 min and a final extension period of 10 min at 
72°C. PCR products were visualized on 1.0% (w/v) 
agarose gel stained with ethidium bromide.  

Clone libraries of 16S rRNA genes for anammox 
bacteria were created from the PCR products as de-
scribed as previous study[10]. Briefly, the PCR ampli-
fied products were purified using a Qiaex II Gel Ex-
traction Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany) according to 
the manufacturer's instructions, and cloned into the 
PMD18 T-vector (Takala, Japan). The insertion of an 
appropriate-sized DNA fragment was determined by 
PCR amplification with the primer set M13F and 
M13R. 

2.4 Sequencing and Phylogenetic Analysis  

All right inserted clones were selected and subjected 
to sequencing using M13F and M13R. The sequences 
were determined by using an ABI 3100 genetic ana-
lyzer (Applied Biosystems, FosterCity, CA) with 
BigDye. Sequences were subjected to the National 
Center for Biotechnology Information’s Basic Local 
Alignment Search Tool (BLAST)[50] and the Ribo-
somal Database Project II[51] to determine the levels of 
similarity with other 16S rRNA genes. Partial 16S 
rRNA gene sequences were manually compiled and 
aligned using the CLUSTAL W package[52]. Phyloge-
netic trees were constructed by MEGA 4.0 software 
with the neighbor-joining method[53]. Bootstrap re-
sampling analysis for 1,000 replicates was performed 
to estimate the confidence of the tree topologies. 

2.5 Fluorescence In Situ Hybridization  

To confirm that the 16S rRNA sequences originated 
from the N. glandicincta gut, whole-cell in situ hybri-
dizations were performed on different gut section and 
digested sediment by using the Planctomycetes spe-
cific probe Pla46 and anammox specific probes Amx- 
0820-a-A-22[9] (Invitrogen, Hong Kong). Sample pre-
parations were followed the methods of Bright and 
Sorgo[48] and Schmid et al.[41]. In briefly, N. glandi-
cinta were fixed for 3 hrs in 4% paraformaldehyde of 
1 × PBS buffer (130 mM NaCl, 10 mM Na2HPO4, pH 
7.2, 0.2 µm pore size filter sterilized) at 4°C, then  

rinsed twice with 1 × PBS and transfer to 1:1 (PBS: 
100% ethanol) for incubation by Steedman’s polyester 
wax. Different gut sections were cut (6 to 8 µm thick 
with a microtome) from wax-embedded species. After 
wax and tissue autofluorescence removal, gut section 
can be used for further FISH experiment. Fixed sam-
ples were dehydrated in an ethanol series (70, 80, 90, 
95, and 100%) followed by three washes in sterile 
waters. Approximately 0.5 mL of preheated hybridiza-
tion solution was placed on each sample, and 100 ng 
of hydrolyzed, fluor-labeled polynucleotide probe was 
subsequently added. Hybridization mixtures were in-
cubated 90 min in at 46°C. After incubation, the dish 
was removed and placed in 50 mL sterile water for 3 
times washes. The samples were subsequently rinsed 
in sterile water. Image acquisition was done with a 
confocal scanning laser microscopy (LSM 510). For 
digested sediment sample, the experiment procedure 
was the similar protocols as above. 

2.6 Statistical Analysis of Clone libraries  

The Shannon diversity index (H) and Simpson's Index 
(1-λ) have been used to measure biodiversity. The ad-
vantage of these indexes is that they take into account 
the number of species and the evenness of the com-
munity. The rarefaction analysis was used to compare 
the number of species found in different regions[54]. In 
present study, the Shannon diversity index and Simp-
son's Index were calculated according to methods de-
scribed by Mullins et al.[55] and Hunter[56], and rare-
faction analysis was carried out by using the Analytic 
Rarefaction software (version 1.2; S.M. Holland, 
University of Georgia, Athens, GA, USA). LIB-
SHUFF statistics were applied to determine the signi-
ficance of the differences between the clone libraries 
based on available sequence data[57]. 

2.7 Nucleotide Sequence Accession Numbers 

The sequences obtained in this study were submitted 
to the GenBank database and assigned accession no. 
KX029339–KX029460. 

3. Results  

3.1 SEM for the Surface of Polychaete N. glandicincta  

SEM experiment was carried out for checking whether 
there are any attached microorganisms from the sur-
face of N. glandicincta after the washing procedures. 
Figure 1 showed that there are no any microorganisms  
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Figure 1. SEM results for the surface of N. glandicincta after washing procedures. 
 

associated on the surface of N. glandicincta after the 
washing procedures, which indicates all the bacteria 
clones obtained from N. glandicincta are really existed 
in the gut of research animals. 

3.2 Clone Library and Phylogenetic Analysis  

16S rRNA gene clone libraries of anammox bacteria 
in different gut sections of polychaete N. glandicincta 
were constructed through PCR amplification using the 
anammox specific primer set (Brod541F-Amx820R). 
In each gut sections, bacterial clones were randomly 
selected for sequencing, and these 16S rRNA gene 
sequences were divided into different unique phylo-
types which were arbitrarily defined using the crite-
rion of >98% sequence identity. In order to check 
whether the clone number of the individual clone li-
braries was sufficient to cover the majority of the 
anammox bacteria in each section of animal body and 
predigested sediment, rarefaction analysis were car-
ried out based on phylotypes and selected clone num-
bers. The rarefaction analysis curves of each clone 
library were showed in Figure 2, where the slope of 
each curve indicated the selected clone number was 
sufficient for describing the most of anammox bacte-
ria in each library (Figure 2). Table 1 summarized the 
details of clone and phylotypes numbers in each clone 
library in present study. 25 clones were divided into 4 
different phylotypes from the Anterior section, while 
in the Middle and Posterior section, 4 and 5 different 
phylotypes were obtained from 32 and 31 clone se-
quences, respectively. The clone library of anammox 
bacteria in predigested sediment of N. glandicincta 
was also obtained in parallel study, and 6 different 
phylotypes were recovered from 29 clone sequences  

(Table 1). From the results of Shannone Index and 
Simpson's Index, it is clearly that Posterior section has 
the highest diversity in the gut of N. glandicincta, fol-
lowed by the Middle and Anterior gut section. How-
ever, compared with the predigested sediment, the 
predigested sediment has the highest value, where 
Shannon Index and Simpson's Index are 1.75 and 0.86, 
respectively. The distribution of anammox bacteria 
was not evenly among the three section; evenness 
values were generally lower than 0.5 except for the 
bacteria in the Posterior section (Table 1). The cover-
age index in each clone library also provided evidence 
that the sampling size (clone number) was covered 
most of anammox bacteria in each library since the all 
the coverage indexes were more than 0.9 (Table 1). 

In all clone libraries, including different gut sections 
 

 
 

Figure 2. Rarefaction analysis of the clone libraries from the 
three different sections of intestinal tract of N. glandicincta and 
their predigested sediment. The expected number of phylotypes 
was calculated using cut-off values of sequence similarity for 
the species (>97%). 
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Table 1. Phylotype, diversity, coverage, and evenness of the anammox bacteria in different gut sections of N. glandicincta and their 
predigested sediment 

Samples Screen clones Phylotypea  Shannon Index b 1-λ c Coverage Evenness d 

Predigested sediment 29 6 1.75  0.86  0.96  0.52  

Anterior section 25 4 1.21  0.64  0.92  0.37  

Middle section 32 4 1.24  0.67  0.97  0.36  

Posterior section 31 5 1.56  0.80  0.93  0.63  
a Number of phylotype (based on > 98% sequence identity) 
b Shannon Index(H’)[58]. 
c The Simpson's Index of Diversity was calculated with the formula 1-λ= [ ( 1)] / [ ( 1)]i Ni ni N N∑ − − , where Ni is the individual num-

ber of OTU (i), and N is their total number. 
d Evenness (J=H’/Hmax)[58]. 

 
and predigested sediment, most of the 16S rRNA gene 
sequences exhibited >93% nucleotide identity to the 
Candidatus Scalindua group (Candidatus Scalindua 
brodae AY254883.1, Candidatus Scalindua sorokinii 
AY257181.1, and Candidatus Scalindua wagneri AY-
254882.1), which was consistent with previously pub-
lished results[42] in that the available anammox 16S 
rRNA gene sequences from marine and estuarine en-
vironments were all related to Candidatus Scalindua 
species (Figure 2). However, from the phylogenetic 
analysis, anammox bacteria clones recovered from the 
gut of N. glandicincta were divided into 3 clusters, 
including Cluster 1, Cluster 2 and Cluster 4; and 
anammox bacteria detected from the digested sedi-
ment were divided into Cluster 1, Cluster 2 and Clus-
ter 3, respectively. The result showed that Cluster 4 
and Cluster 3 were novel phylogenetic groups for the 
gut of N. glandicincta and predigested sediment, re-
spectively (Figure 3). 

The relative clone frequencies of anammox bacteria 
phylogenetic groups were calculated in each clone 
library (Figure 4). In Anterior and Middle section, 
Cluster 1 was the major phylogenetic group, which 
held more than 50% in their clone libraries; while 
Cluster 2, as the major anammox bacteria, took up  
53% and 59% of clone number in Posterior section 
and predigested sediment. The gut specific anammox 
bacteria group — Cluster 4 was taken up 20 to 29% 
bacterial clone in the whole gut of N. glandicincta, 
and sediment specific anammox bacteria group — 
Cluster 3 was only taken up 14% bacterial clone in the 
predigested sediment (Figure 4). 

3.3 The Existence of Anammox Bacteria in the Gut 
of N. glandicincta by Fluorescence In Situ Hybri-
dization 

The presence of anammox bacteria in the gut was 

examined and confirmed with FISH using the anam-
mox-specific probe (Amx-0820-a-A-22 a) labeled with 
Cy3. All contents from different gut sections were 
detected positive for the visible fluorescence signal of 
anammox though the intensities were different from 
different gut sections (Figure 5A). The existence of 
anammox bacteria in predigested sediment was also 
confirmed by the same the anammox-specific probe, 
where the cell density of anammox bacteria was high-
er than that in the gut contents (Figure 5B). These re-
sults not only indicated the existence of anammox 
bacteria in the gut of N. glandicincta and their predi-
gested sediment, but also indicated the different cell 
density of anammox bacteria in different gut sections 
and the predigested sediment. 

3.4 Comparison of 16S rRNA Gene These in Different 
Gut Section of N. glandicincta and Their Predigested 
Sediment 

To determine the significance of the differences between 
the clone libraries based on available sequence data, 
LIBSHUFF statistics were applied (Table 2). The P 
value (P< 0.0043) showed that there are no significant 
differences among the anammox bacteria clone libra-
ries obtained from different gut sections, except when 
the clone library of Posterior section compared to the 
clone library of Middle section. However, there are 
significant differences between the clone library of 
predigested sediment and clone libraries of different 
gut sections of N. glandicincta, where all the P values 
are below the critical p-value of 0.0043. 

4. Discussion 

The gastrointestinal environment is usually known as 
a fermentor under oxygen-limited environments where 
the host animal and microorganisms compete for 
available nutrients[59], and the microbial community  
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Figure 3. Neighbor-joining phylogenetic tree of anammox bacteria associated with different gut section of Neanthes glandicincta and 
their predigested sediment. Analyses are based on about 300 bps of aligned nucleotide sequences. Numerical values accompanying 
branch nodes reflect branching confidence based on a bootstrap of 1000 replicate re-samplings of the data. The horizontal scale bar 
corresponds to 0.01 substitutions per nucleotide position. A: Anterior section, M: Middle section, P: Posterior section, PS: Predi-
gested sediment. 
 

 
 

Figure 4. Relative clone frequencies in the major phylogenetic 
groups of anammox bacteria in the clone libraries of different 
intestinal tracts of Neanthes glandicincta and their predigested 
sediment 

Table 2. P values from LIBSHUFF by comparing different 
clone libraries a 

Homologous library X 
Homologous library Y 

Predigested  
sediment 

Anterior  
section 

Middle  
section 

Posterior  
section 

Predigested sediment - 0.001* 0.001* 0.001* 

Anterior section 0.001* - 0.782 0.854 

Middle section 0.001* 0.572 - 0.152 

Posterior section 0.001* 0.009 0.004* - 
a When comparing multiple libraries, a LIBSHUFF p-value ≤ the 

critical value for any individual pairwise comparison insures that at 
least one of the libraries is different with P = 0.05. This critical value is 
calculated from the relationship: P = 1−(1−a)k(k−1), where p is the expe-
riment-wise p-value of 0.05, a is the critical p-value, and k is the num-
ber of libraries. In present study, a LIBSHUFF comparison of four 
libraries yields a = 0.0043. For each pairwise comparison, if the lower 
of the two P-values calculated by LIBSHUFF is less than or equal to 
the critical P-value, the result indicates a significant difference in the 
composition of the communities sampled by each library. 
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(A) 

 
(B) 

Figure 5. Confocal laser micrographs of anammox bacteria in different gut sections contents of N. glandicincta and their predigested 
sediment by FISH analysis using the probes: S-*-Amx-0820 -A-18 (labeled with Cy3, red) and probe Eub338 (labeled with FAM, 
green). (A): gut contents; (B): predigested sediment. 
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structure in intestinal tract is quietly complex due to 
high diversity of bacteria and archaea, which included 
most of the phylogenetic phyla of microbes[60,61]. In 
2003, the first indications for the presence of planc-
tomycetes in the intestinal tract of soil-feeding ter-
mites were provided by a 16S-rRNA-based investiga-
tion of the gut microbiota in the hindgut of Cubi-
termes ugandensis[62], and recently one new study also 
reported that the hindgut of soil-feeding Cubitermes 
species contains the highest densities of planctomy-
cetes ever reported for natural environments, and distri-
butions of planctomycetes were deepened on niche het-
erogeneity of intestinal tracts of termites[63]. However, 
until now all the planctomycetes found in the gastro-
intestinal environment were far away from the anam-
mox bacteria based on the phylogenetic analysis.  

In present study, results of 16S rRNA gene se-
quences analysis and FISH provide evidences the ex-
istence of anammox bacteria in the whole gut of po-
lychaete N. glandicincta, which further proof the con-
clusion that anammox bacteria are ubiquitous in natu-
ral environment.  

Based on the phylogenetic of 16S rRNA gene se-
quences, at least 3 different phylotypes of anammox 
bacteria existed in the gut of N. glandicincta though 
all these anammox bacteria phylotypes are belonged 
to the genus of “Scalindua” group. However, compared 
with the surround environment -predigested sediment 
of N. glandicincta, only two phylotypes were similar 
with that of predigested sediments, and the third phy-
lotype of anammox bacteria found in the gut is unique, 
which are more close to Candidatus Scalindua wagne-
ri (AY254882.1). Combining the results of SEM, 
where it shows no sequences in clone libraries have 
originated from microorganisms attached to the sur-
face of the animal, it is clear that Cluster 4 anammox 
bacteria are specific for the gut of polychaete N. glan-
dicincta, while other anammox bacteria are similar 
with that of predigested sediment. The result indicates 
that the part of anammox bacteria in the gut of poly-
chaete might come from the environment through the 
digestion; however, the novel anammox group might 
also exist in the gut of N. glandicincta, which might 
indicate the niche heterogeneity determines anammox 
bacteria community structure. 

Furthermore, the axial distributions of anammox 
bacteria in different gut sections of N. glandicincta 
were also investigated in present study. The results 
show that anammox were quite unanimous in different 
gut section, and no specific gut section anammox bac-

teria were found. Comparison of 16S rRNA gene with 
these in different gut section of N. glandicincta also 
shows that there are no significance differences among 
the three gut sections, while there are significance 
differences of anammox bacteria 16S rRNA gene be-
tween the gut of N. glandicincta and their predigested 
sediment. However, composition of different phylo-
genetic group are quite different, might indicate the 
gradient change of physicochemical characteristic in 
the gut of polychaete. 

In conclusion, this study firstly provides evidences 
for the existence of anammox bacteria in the gut of 
polychaete N. glandicincta, and one novel anammox 
bacteria are found, which is closely related to the spe-
cies Candidatus Scalindua wagneri (AY254882). 
However, the activity and function of these novel 
anammox bacteria are still unclear, and further expe-
riments are needed to carry out in order to under-
standing the actions of anammox bacteria in the gut of 
polychaete and whether their existence is related to the 
nutrition utilize of animal.  

Conflict of Interest and Funding 

No conflict of interest was reported by the authors. 
This project was supported by National Natural Scie-
nce Foundation of China (grant no. 41506163), Natu-
ral Science Foundation of Guangdong Province (grant 
no. 2014A030310056), Shenzhen City (grant no. JCY-
20140828163633985 and KQCX2015032416053646) 
and SZU (grant no. 000066) (M.L), and RGC GRF 
grant No. 701913 (J-D.G).  

Acknowledgements 

We thank Ms. Jessie Lai for general laboratory assis-
tance. 

References 

1. Mulder A, Van de Greef A A A, Robertson L A, et al. 
1995, Anaerobic ammonium oxidation discovered in a 
denitrifying fluidized bed reactor. FEMS Microbiology 
Ecology, vol.16(3): 177–184.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0168-6496(94)00081-7. 

2. Van de Graaf A A, Mulder A, de Bruijn P, et al. 1995, 
Anaerobic oxidation of ammonium is a biologically me-
diated process. Applied and Environmental Microbiol-
ogy, vol.61(4): 1246–1251. 

3. Dalsgaard T, Canfield D E, Petersen J, et al. 2003, N2 
production by the anammox reaction in the anoxic water 
column of Golfo Dulce, Costa Rica. Nature, vol.422: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0168-6496(94)00081-7�


Meng Li and Ji-Dong Gu 

 

 Applied Environmental Biotechnology (2016)–Volume 1, Issue 1 27 

606–608.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01526. 

4. Kuypers M M, Sliekers A O, Lavik G, et al. 2003, An-
aerobic ammonium oxidation by anammox bacteria in 
the Black Sea. Nature, vol.422: 608–611.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01472. 

5. Francis C A, Beman J M and Kuypers M M, 2007, New 
processes and players in the nitrogen cycle: the micro-
bial ecology of anaerobic and archaeal ammonia oxida-
tion. The ISME Journal, vol.1(1): 19–27. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2007.8. 

6. Babbin A R, Keil R G, Devol A H, et al. 2014, Organic 
matter stoichiometry, flux, and oxygen control nitrogen 
loss in the ocean. Science, vol.344(6182): 406–408. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1248364. 

7. Penton C R, Devol A H and Tiedje J M, 2006, Molecular 
evidence for the broad distribution of anaerobic ammo-
nium-oxidizing bacteria in freshwater and marine sedi-
ments. Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 
vol.72(10): 6829–6832. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01254-06. 

8. Ward B B and Jensen M M, 2014, The microbial nitro-
gen cycle. Frontiers in Microbiology, vol.5: 553.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2014.00553. 

9. Schmid M C, Maas B, Dapena A, et al. 2005, Bio-
markers for in situ detection of anaerobic ammo-
nium-oxidizing (anammox) bacteria. Applied and Envi-
ronmental Microbiology, vol.71(4): 1677–1684. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.71.4.1677-1684.2005. 

10. Li M, Hong Y, Klotz M G, et al. 2010, A comparison of 
primer sets for detecting 16S rRNA and hydrazine oxi-
doreductase genes of anaerobic ammonium-oxidizing 
bacteria in marine sediments. Applied Microbiology and 
Biotechnology, vol.86(2): 781–790.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-009-2361-5. 

11. Li M, Ford T, Li X Y, et al. 2011, Cytochrome 
cd1-containing nitrite reductase encoding gene nirs as a 
new functional biomarker for detection of anaerobic 
ammonium oxidizing (anammox) bacteria. Environ-
mental Science & Technology, vol.45(8): 3547–3553.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es103826w. 

12. Li M and Gu J-D, 2011, Advances in methods for detec-
tion of anaerobic ammonium oxidizing (anammox) bac-
teria. Applied Microbiology and Biotechnology, vol.90: 
1241–1252. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-011-3230-6. 

13. Harhangi H R, Le Roy M, Van Alen T, et al. 2012, Hy-
drazine synthase, a unique phylomarker with which to 
study the presence and biodiversity of anammox bacte-
ria. Applied Microbiology and Biotechnology, vol.78(3): 
752–758. 
http://dx.doi.org/1010.1128/AEM.07113-11. 

14. Han P, Li M and Gu J-D, 2013, Biases in community 
structures of ammonia/ammonium-oxidizing microor-
ganisms caused by insufficient DNA extractions from 
Baijiang soil revealed by comparative analysis of 
coastal wetland sediment and rice paddy soil. Applied 
Microbiology and Biotechnology, vol.97: 8741–8756.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-013-5169-2. 

15. Han P, Huang Y T, Lin J G, et al. 2013, A comparison of 
two 16S rRNA gene-based PCR primer sets in unravel-
ing anammox bacteria from different environmental 
samples. Applied Microbiology and Biotechnology, 
vol.97(24): 10521–10529. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-013-5305-z.n 

16. Thamdrup B and Dalsgaard T, 2002, Production of N(2) 
through anaerobic ammonium oxidation coupled to ni-
trate reduction in marine sediments. Applied and Envi-
ronmental Microbiology, vol.68: 1312–1318. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.68.3.1312-1318.2002. 

17. Trimmer M, Nicholls J C and Deflandre B, 2003, An-
aerobic ammonium oxidation measured in sediments 
along the Thames estuary, United Kingdom. Applied 
and Environmental Microbiology, vol.69: 6447–6454. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.69.11.6447-6454.2003. 

18. Risgaard-Petersen N, Meyer R L, Schmid M, et al. 2004, 
Anaerobic ammonium oxidation in an estuarine sedi-
ment. Aquatic Microbial Ecology, vol.36(3): 293–304. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/ame036293.oi:110.3354/ame0
362930.3354/ame03629. 

19. Hong Y G, Li M, Cao H, et al. 2011, Residence of habi-
tat-specific anammox bacteria in the deep-sea subsur-
face sediments of the South China Sea: analyses of 
marker gene abundance with physical chemical pa-
rameters. Microbial Ecology, vol.62(1): 36–47.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00248-011-9849-0. 

20. Li M, Cao H, Hong Y G, et al. 2011, Seasonal dynamics 
of anammox bacteria in estuarial sediment of the Mai Po 
Nature Reserve revealed by analyzing the 16S rRNA 
and hydrazine oxidoreductase (hzo) genes. Microbes 
and Environments, vol.26(1): 15–22. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1264/jsme2.ME10131. 

21. Kuypers M M, Lavik G, Woebken D, et al. 2005, Mas-
sive nitrogen loss from the Benguela upwelling system 
through anaerobic ammonium oxidation: Proceedings of 
the National Academic Sciences, USA, vol.102(18): 
6478–6483. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0502088102. 

22. Thamdrup B, Dalsgaard T, Jensen M M, Ulloa, et al. 
2006, Anaerobic ammonium oxidation in the oxy-
gen-deficient waters off northern Chile. Limnology and 
Oceanography, vol.51(5): 2145–2156. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2006.51.5.2145. 

23. Hamersley M R, Lavik G, Woebken D, et al. 2007, An-

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01526�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01472�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2007.8�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1248364�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.01254-06�
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2014.00553�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.71.4.1677-1684.2005�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-009-2361-5�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es103826w�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-011-3230-6�
http://dx.doi.org/1010.1128/AEM.07113-11�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-013-5169-2�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-013-5305-z.n�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.68.3.1312-1318.2002�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.69.11.6447-6454.2003�
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/ame036293.oi:110.3354/ame0362930.3354/ame03629�
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/ame036293.oi:110.3354/ame0362930.3354/ame03629�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00248-011-9849-0�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1264/jsme2.ME10131�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0502088102�
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2006.51.5.2145�


Molecular evidence of the existence of anaerobic ammonia oxidation bacteria in the gut of polychaete (Neanthes glandicincta) 

 

28 Applied Environmental Biotechnology (2016)–Volume 1, Issue 1 

aerobic ammonium oxidation in the Peruvian oxygen 
minimum zone. Limnology and Oceanography, vol.52(3): 
923–933.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2007.52.3.0923. 

24. Meyer R L, Risgaard-Petersen N and Allen D E, 2005, 
Correlation between anammox activity and microscale 
distribution of nitrite in a subtropical mangrove sedi-
ment. Applied and Environment Microbiology, vol.71(10): 
6142–6149. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.71.10.6142-6149.2005. 

25. Li M and Gu J-D, 2013, Community structure and tran-
script responses of anammox bacteria, AOA, and AOB 
in mangrove sediment microcosms amended with am-
monium and nitrite. Applied Microbiology and Bio-
technology, vol.97(22): 9859–9874.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-012-4683-y. 

26. Rysgaard S and Glud R N, 2004, Anaerobic N2 produc-
tion in Arctic sea ice. Limnology and Oceanography, 
vol.49: 86–94. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2004.49.1.0086. 

27. Hu B L, Rush D, Van der Biezen E, et al. 2011, New 
anaerobic, ammonium-oxidizing community enriched 
from peat soil. Applied and Environmental Microbiology, 
vol.77: 966–971. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02402-10. 

28. Shen L D, Liu S, Lou L P, et al. 2013, Broad distribution 
of diverse anaerobic ammonium-oxidizing bacteria in 
chinese agricultural soils. Applied Environmental Mi-
crobiology, vol.79(19): 6167–6172.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00884-13. 

29. Wang J, Dong H, Wang W, et al. 2014, Reverse-tran-
scriptional gene expression of anammox and ammo-
nia-oxidizing archaea and bacteria in soybean and rice 
paddy soils of Northeast China. Applied and Microbiol-
ogy Biotechnology, vol.98: 2675–2686. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-013-5242-x. 

30. Nie S, Li H, Yang X, et al. 2015, Nitrogen loss by an-
aerobic oxidation of ammonium in rice rhizosphere. The 
ISME Journal, vol.9(9): 2059–2067. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2015.25. 

31. Yang X R, Li H, Nie S A, et al. 2015, Potential contri-
bution of anammox to nitrogen loss from paddy soils in 
Southern China. Applied and Environmental Microbiol-
ogy, vol.81(3): 938–947.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02664-14. 

32. Schubert C J, Durisch-Kaiser E, Wehrli B, et al. 2006, 
Anaerobic ammonium oxidation in a tropical freshwater 
system (Lake Tanganyika). Environmental Microbiology, 
vol.8(10): 1857–1863. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2006.01074.x. 

33. Hu B L, Shen L D, Zheng P, et al. 2012, Distribution 
and diversity of anaerobic ammonium-oxidizing bacte-

ria in the sediments of the Qiantang River. Environ-
mental Microbiology Reports, vol.4(5): 540–547. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-2229.2012.00360.x. 

34. Lee K H, Wang Y F, Zhang G X, et al. 2014, Distribu-
tion patterns of ammonia-oxidizing bacteria and anam-
mox bacteria in the freshwater marsh of Honghe wet-
land in Northeast China. Ecotoxicology, vol.23(10): 
1930–1942. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10646-014-1333-4. 

35. Byrne N, Strous M, Crepeau V, et al. 2009, Presence 
and activity of anaerobic ammonium-oxidizing bacteria 
at deep-sea hydrothermal vents. The ISME Journal, 
vol.3: 117–123.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2008.72. 

36. Russ L, Kartal B, Op den Camp H J, et al. 2013, Pres-
ence and diversity of anammox bacteria in cold hydro-
carbon-rich seeps and hydrothermal vent sediments of 
the Guaymas Basin. Frontiers in Microbiology, vol.4: 219. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2013.00219. 

37. Strous M, Fuerst J A, Kramer E H M, et al. 1999, Miss-
ing lithotroph identified as new planctomycete. Nature, 
vol.400: 446–449. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/22749. 

38. Schmid M, Walsh K, Webb R, et al. 2003, Candidatus 
"Scalindua brodae", sp nov., Candidatus "Scalindua 
wagneri", sp nov., two new species of anaerobic ammo-
nium oxidizing bacteria. Systematic and Applied Micro-
biology, vol.26: 529–538.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1078/072320203770865837. 

39. Kartal B, Rattray J, Van Niftrik L A, et al. 2007, Candi-
datus "Anammoxoglobus propionicus", a new propion-
ate oxidizing species of anaerobic ammonium oxidizing 
bacteria. Systematic and Applied Microbiology, vol.30(1): 
39–49. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.syapm.2006.03.004. 

40. Quan Z X, Rhee S K, Zuo J E, et al. 2008, Diversity of 
ammonium-oxidizing bacteria in a granular sludge an-
aerobic ammonium-oxidizing (anammox) reactor. Envi-
ronmental Microbiology, vol.10(11): 3130–3139. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2008.01642.x. 

41. Schmid M, Twachtmann U, Klein M, et al. 2000, Mo-
lecular evidence for genus level diversity of bacteria 
capable of catalyzing anaerobic ammonium oxidation. 
Systematic and Applied Microbiology, vol.23(1): 93–106. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0723-2020(00)80050-8. 

42. Schmid M C, Risgaard-Petersen N, Van de Vossenberg J, 
et al. 2007, Anaerobic ammonium-oxidizing bacteria in 
marine environments: widespread occurrence but low div-
ersity. Environmental Microbiology, vol.9(6): 1476–1484. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1011/j.1462-2920.2007.01266.x. 

43. Gambi M C, Conti G and Bremec C S, 1998, Polychaete 
distribution, diversity and seasonality related to seagrass 

http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2007.52.3.0923�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.71.10.6142-6149.2005�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-012-4683-y�
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2004.49.1.0086�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02402-10�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00884-13�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00253-013-5242-x�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2015.25�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02664-14�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2006.01074.x�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1758-2229.2012.00360.x�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10646-014-1333-4�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2008.72�
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2013.00219�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/22749�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1078/072320203770865837�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.syapm.2006.03.004�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2008.01642.x�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0723-2020(00)80050-8�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1011/j.1462-2920.2007.01266.x�


Meng Li and Ji-Dong Gu 

 

 Applied Environmental Biotechnology (2016)–Volume 1, Issue 1 29 

cover in shallow soft bottoms of the Tyrrhenian Sea (It-
aly). Scientia Marina, vol.62(1–2): 1–17. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3989/scimar.1998.62n1-21. 

44. Detwiler P M, Coe M F and Dexter D M, 2002, The 
benthic invertebrates of the Salton Sea: distribution and 
seasonal dynamics. Hydrobiologia, vol.473: 139–160. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1016537903644. 

45. Shin P, 2001, Population dynamics and secondary pro-
duction of Neathes glandicincta (polychaeta: nerididae) 
from a subtropical mudelat. Asian Marine Biology, 
vol.18: 117–127. 

46. Shen P P, Lai H Y, Gu J-D, et al. 2006, Benthic infaunal 
composition and distribution at an intertidal wetland 
mudflat. Water, Air and Soil Pollution Focus, vol.6: 
575–581. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-5478-5_22. 

47. Li M, Yang H and Gu J-D, 2009, Phylogenetic diversity 
and axial distribution of microbes in the intestinal tract 
of the polychaete Neanthes glandicincta. Microbial 
Ecology, vol.58(4): 892–902. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00248-009-9550-8. 

48. Bright M and Sorgo A, 2003, Ultrastructural reinvesti-
gation of the trophosome in adults of Riftia pachyptila 
(Annelida, Siboglinidae). Invertebrate Biology, vol.122: 
347–368.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7410.2003.tb00099.x. 

49. Sarma-Rupavtarm R B, Ge Z M, Schauer D B, et al. 
2004, Spatial distribution and stability of the eight mi-
crobial species of the altered Schaedler flora in the 
mouse gastrointestinal tract. Applied and Environmental 
Microbiology, vol.70: 2791–2800.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.70.5.2791-2800.2004. 

50. Altschul S F, Gidh W, Miller W, et al. 1990, Basic local 
alignment search tool. Journal of Molecular Biology, 
vol.215: 403–410. 

51. Cole J, Chai B, Farris R J, et al. 2005, The Ribosomal 
Database Project (RDP-II): sequences and tools for 
high-throughput rRNA analysis. Nucleic Acids Research, 
vol.33: D294–D296.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gki038. 

52. Thompson J D, Gibson T J, Plewniak F, et al. 1997, The 
CLUSTAL_X windows interface: flexible strategies for 
multiple sequence alignment aided by quality analysis 
tools. Nucleic Acids Research, vol.25(24): 4876–4882. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/25.24.4876. 

53. Tamura K, Dudley J, Nei M, et al. 2007, MEGA4: Mo-

lecular Evolutionary Genetics Analysis (MEGA) soft-
ware version 4.0. Molecular Biology and Evolution, 
vol.24(8): 1596–1599.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msm092. 

54. Simberlo D, 1972, Properties of rarefaction diversity 
measurement. The American Naturalist, vol.106(949): 
414–418. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/282781. 

55. Mullins T D, Krest R L and Giovannoni S J, 1995, Gene-
tic comparisons reveal the same unknown bacterial line-
ages in atlantic and pacific bacterioplankton communi-
ties. Limnology and Oceanography, vol.40(1): 148–158. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.1995.40.1.0148. 

56. Hunter P R and Gaston M A, 1988, Numerical index of 
the discriminatory ability of typing systems: an applica-
tion of Simpson's index of diversity. Journal of Clinical 
Microbiology, vol.26(11): 2465–2466. 

57. Singleton D R, Furlong M A, Rathbun S L, et al. 2001, 
Quantitative comparisons of 16S rRNA gene sequence 
libraries from environmental samples. Applied and En-
vironmental Microbiology, vol.67(9): 4374–4376. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.67.9.4374–4376.2001. 

58. Morin P J, 1999, Community Ecology. Black-Weel Sci-
ence, Oxford, UK. 

59. Savage D C, 1981, The effect of stress, diet and envi-
ronment on the stability of the gastrointestinal micro-
flora. Fortschritte Der Veterinarmedizin (Advances in 
Veterinary Medicine), vol.33: 23–31. 

60. Matteuzzi D and Ferrari A, 1996, Gastrointestinal mi-
crobiology in human and animal. Annali Di Microbiolo-
gia Ed Enzimologia, vol.46(2): 211–214. 

61. Frank D N and Pace N R, 2008, Gastrointestinal micro-
biology enters the metagenomics era. Current Opinion 
in Gastroenterology, vol.24(1): 4–10. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MOG.0b013e3282f2b0e8. 

62. Schmitt-Wagner D, Friedrich M W, Wagner B, et al. 
2003, Phylogenetic diversity, abundance, and axial dis-
tribution of bacteria in the intestinal tract of two 
soil-feeding termites (Cubitermes spp). Applied and En-
vironmental Microbiology, vol.69(10): 6007–6017. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.69.10.6007-6017.2003. 

63. Kohler T, Stingl U, Meuser K, et al. 2008, Novel line-
ages of Planctomycetes densely colonize the alkaline 
gut of soil-feeding termites (Cubitermes spp.). Envi-
ronmental Microbiology, vol.10: 1260–1270. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2007.01540.x. 

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.3989/scimar.1998.62n1-21�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1016537903644�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-5478-5_22�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00248-009-9550-8�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7410.2003.tb00099.x�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.70.5.2791-2800.2004�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gki038�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/25.24.4876�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msm092�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/282781�
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.1995.40.1.0148�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.67.9.4374–4376.2001�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MOG.0b013e3282f2b0e8�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.69.10.6007-6017.2003�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1462-2920.2007.01540.x�

	RESEARCH ARTICLE
	Molecular evidence of the existence of anaerobic ammonia oxidation bacteria in the gut of polychaete (Neanthes glandicincta)
	Meng Li1* and Ji-Dong Gu2
	1 Institute for Advanced Study, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen, People’s Republic of China
	2 Laboratory of Environmental Microbiology and Toxicology, School of Biological Sciences, The University of Hong Kong, Pokfulam Road, Hong Kong SAR, People’s Republic of China
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and Methods
	2.1 Sampling and Preparation
	2.2 DNA Extraction
	2.3 PCR Amplification and Cloning
	2.4 Sequencing and Phylogenetic Analysis
	2.5 Fluorescence In Situ Hybridization
	2.6 Statistical Analysis of Clone libraries
	2.7 Nucleotide Sequence Accession Numbers

	3. Results
	3.1 SEM for the Surface of Polychaete N. glandicincta
	3.2 Clone Library and Phylogenetic Analysis
	3.3 The Existence of Anammox Bacteria in the Gut of N. glandicincta by Fluorescence In Situ Hybridization
	3.4 Comparison of 16S rRNA Gene These in Different Gut Section of N. glandicincta and Their Predigested Sediment

	4. Discussion
	Conflict of Interest and Funding
	Acknowledgements
	References



