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Analysis on the Intestinal Microbiota Diversity of Adult Periplaneta americana

HAO Yangin', ZHOU Chuang', JIN Jiazheng', SHEN Yongmei’, ZHANG Xiuyue', YUE Bisong'*
Key Laboratory of Bio-Resources and Eco-Environment of Ministry of Education, College of Life Sciences, Sichuan University,

Chengdu 610065, China; 2. Sichuan Key Laboratory of Medicinal American Cockroach, Chengdu 610081, China)

Abstract: Periplaneta americana is not only an important pest affecting human health, but also a medicinal economic in-
sect. Many studies have suggested that the type and quantity of intestinal microbiota are closely related to the host health. In
this study, 16S rRNA high-throughput sequencing technique was used to analyze the intestinal microbiota of artificially fed
P. americana. The results showed that a total of 67 492 16S rRNA sequences classified as 581 operational taxonomic units,
annotated to 193 genera, 79 orders and 21 phyla, were obtained. Specifically, among the identified species in the intestinal
microbiota of P. americana, Firmicutes (56.96% ) and Bacteroidetes (33.13% ) were the dominant phyla, Bacteroidales
(32.11% ), Bacillales (29.89% ), Clostridiales (12.93% ) and Lactobacillales ( 10.73% ) were the dominant orders,
Staphylococcus (16.59% ), Bacillus (13.26% ) and Parabacteroides (10.26% ) were the dominant genera, and Staphylo-
coccus sciuri (14.95% ) was the most prevalent species. These results laid a solid foundation for further exploring the intes-
tinal microbiota diversity and its relationship with the host P. americana.
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Blattaria #5 1 £} Blattidae K Wg)JE Periplaneta , 2% & HF
PEFVER SR Y PR 52 3 1 /e 0 s 9 e = 5 i
PRATE [B] P ] 35 A OC R 1) S A AL 22— (Mullins,
2015) ., Ondrejech(2016) L)Y R A BRI 53 17 1
W 51 ORI & B, 6 FH B0 A 2 A BRI 18 T
J& A8 R AR08 52 HAK BT B AR, KW e
BENT AE Ry i 2 2 HE 0 BN E IR Y i, Sabree 4%
(2009 ) 74 7 5 Y W Py P e 2 TR —— e AR 4
J& Blattabacterium [FJ7HAk.38 I, A& BN A R RES
i B A BARE G R Z AR AN 4E AR 355, LI
16 FAPE T MY BRI 38, SN R 18
A B AR PRI RRAE, XIS KA (2015) SR A AR
F5 5 DU e 1 i 18 v 3 2 20 DA, B AT
ZHE T AT i 7] Proteobacteria 14U A 1 [
Bacteroidetes 3% W A B 7 AR 1], Bagde 45
(2013 ) 7ERIFFE SN Wi R 3 I 2 B0, 7 5% 3 20 oA
A ZEHIFTEE & Bacillus , i858 i1 # J@ Enterobac-
teria GERRCAFBE Shigas basillus ZENSBURH , B H
PP ] IR T Salmonella typhi SFEURE . X LERFSY
ZEPEE R RE S A R SRR NG FR 55 Ty
T, %o S YN W 8 7 T8 PR 5 4 T SR 35y B =
ASHIFSE R H 16S rRNA e 38 1l e AR 57 56 U K e
B A TR AR R fast e AR S M AN RE 43 B B TR 1
HTRT , LA S Y T 4 T 174 56 U R Wiz 0 TR A T 9
RAWITEE RS 1E FAHE IR

1 ZWHE

L1 SSIe#r#

SRR 8 S YN R M st SRR R T DU [ e A
PO A FR BT AT ) SN MR 78 S b . Pl B E H
6 HopiHt YUK 24 b, 7ETCI % 75% LB 10 IH B
30 s, FRRJCTR K BEE 3 TR, BY 2 HupA iy 3 5% F b
PR 1 Sk, N T d R LTI A6 BT T, B
B, KA piE RS F) 2 mL EP 4, -80 TR
17 ( Carrasco et al.,2014)

1.2 2 DNA $2E{#0 PCR # 18 % il =

RA 6 i re i n IR ANE . S5 5k
=R AL EE (CTAB) B3 IBUEL DNA (288, 4
UNI3T,2006) o BhU B K L DR I DNA. (%) 45 5 Al
WeE , CHKFRBRE L 2 1 ng - pl™', fdiFH 16S rRNA
V4 a] 725 X )3 5 |4 . 515F ( GTGCCAGCMGCCGCGG-
TAA) .806R ( GGACTACNNGGGTATCTAAT) i#£47 PCR
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P44,20 wl A& & 445 : High-Fidelity PCR Master Mix
10 pL, 47 Barcode fJ4ER G W45 1 L, & £f H
0.3 L, itk DNA 1 wL, FIAHER 7> 1 ddH, 0 5%, 2
JARF 4:98 °C 1 min;30 MEHR (98 °C 10 5,50 C
305,72 C 30 s) 372 °C 5 min, Ykt stin AR
BHE AT BRZ F ] HiSeq PE250 SE-A1F
L3 HiESH

Z: B8 Qiime ( V1.7.0, http://qiime. org/scripts/
split_libraries_fastq. html) (¥ Tags it 8 3% il i #2 X 3%
5D 7 AR A T DR N UR AL B K A RS B
P2 97 % B)—EHER ] Uparse (Edgar,2013) 4 7R3
AN 2R HATT(OTUs ) o [A)IfEHL OTUs AYFLER
P, {fi ] Mothur( Wang et al.,2007) 5 SILVA 9
SSUrRNA g E (Quast et al.,2013) FE474 Fp i B
SN G AFEA R R RFLLIL

2 #R

2.1 BBEEMIIKELNSESE

i3 16S xRNA U 5 A5 U 2 41 147 7 51) 67 492 4%,
270 581 A~ OTUs, M Fhid fe 3 21 AT, B i
PG ] N JEEBETR ] Firmicutes (56. 96% ) FALAT B 7]
(33.13% ) , G WK N AETEFF AT (6. 65% ) Lk A
["] Actinobacteria (1. 11% ) #17F %5 &4 [ ] Planctomycetes
(L.03% )55(F 1),
2.2 MEEHBKELENZHEY

PNEY SR WO ESIDN 35 7Bk 320 Rii X oy
TR IR, AT =0. 1% B9 H 5 H 50 18.99%
(15/79) , ¥ H H EZE H AT B Bacteroidales
(32.11% ) 2 fFF % H Bacillales (29.89% ) 42 H
Clostridiales ( 12.93% ) 1 %L #F B H Lactobacillales
(10.73% ) (%2) .
2.3 MEEBEEKTENZSHEY

XFES AN B ) T A OTUs FE ST SRTE RS
1330 193 A, HorbAHXS 2 =0. 1% B JE A 39 1>
BRASIEFF T T )0 B IR B & Desulfovibrio (0. 94% ) 45
6 N JHE B IER T & Micrococeus (1.00% ) F1%K
BETH ] Tenericutes 11 JG AH 5 J& & J& Acholeplasma
(0.18% ) 41, HAx 31 J@ ))& TS RE TR [ I HIUAT B T 13k
PRI, JERER T P AR 4330l by i A Bk
W& Staphylococcus (16.59% ) | Zf 1 ¥1 & J& Bacillus
(13.26% ) Fl Lactobacillus (8. 92% ) s #UATF 1T B4 34
g MEVFEE Parabacteroides (10.26% ) (£ 3) o
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F1 EMNKEPFEREERAK #=3 ENKBEFERHBEKFEENEE(=0.1%)
Table 1 The intestinal microbiota composition of Table 3 The intestinal microbial abundance of
Periplaneta americana on phylum category Periplaneta americana ( =0.1% ) on genus category
; 5% POES;S RPN POESN
Sy W4 M T%E AT i AH T%E
T Number of Relative Dominant phel . Relative
axonomy sequences abundance/ % ormant phyium e abundance/ %
JEEEH ] Firmicutes 38 455 56.96 W FRE B Staphylococcus 16.59
AT ] Bacteroidetes 22 436 33.13 HAUFT I Bacillus 13.26
AW FFFE ] Proteobacteria 4 438 6. 65 Lactobacillus 3. 92
LT Actinobacteria 796 L1 Christensenellaceae R-7_group 2.29
2 ] Planctomycetes 697 1.03
N Y HEBRTA R Streptococcus 0.97
BRBERE ] Tenericutes 251 0.41
Erysipelatoclostridi 0.53
BT ] Acidobacteria 77 0.16 rysipetatociostricium
P ek [T T :
J & 1] Euryarchaeota 53 0.07 S FX B Blautia 0.49
FhEERIE 1] Lentisphaerae 38 0.05 FLEREJE Lactococcus 0.48
HRARAT#i 1] Deferribacteres 27 0.05 Anaerotruncus 0.40
T2 HEIAR ] Spirochaetes 22 0.02 Erysipelotrichaceae UCG-001 0. 39
YS!
HFFIET] Fusobacteria 19 0.02 EUL/NEREE & Subdoligranulum 0.29
g o ~ R |
LRATAT] Chloroflexi 13 0.02 gin Ruminococcaceae UCG-014 0.25
PEfL ] Verrucomicrobia 10 0.02 Firmicutes
2 : Catenibacterium 0.22
WA Cyanobacteric 7 0.01
AN Cyanobacteria Clostridium sensu stricto 1 0.19
H B2 1] Elusimicrobia 5 0.01
Candidatus soleaferrea 0.17
CKC4 3 <0.01
ZEBHUTE ] Gemmatimonadetes 2 <0.01 WEFFRE Carnobacterium 0-16
WiHEEFK# ] Deinococcus-Thermus 2 <0.01 Holdemanella 0.16
IR e B ] Nitrospirae 1 <0.01 Ruminiclostridium 9 0.14
RsaHF231 1 <0.01 Eubacterium coprostanoligenes group 0.12
e AHXS FRE = MR RUT IR A BB RUT IV T IE Ruminococcus gauvreauii group 0.12
Note: Relative abundance = number of valid sequences of the species/ .
number of total valid sequencesl; the same below Lachnoclostridium 0.10
Eubacterium hallii group 0.10
F2 EMKEFEEREKFAENERE(>0.1%) Coprococeus 3 0-10
Table 2 The intestinal microbial abundance of BIFTF# )& Parabacteroides 10. 26
Periplaneta americana ( =0.1% ) on order category HHFRR Bacteroides 399
H Wy T35 X Dysgonomonas 2. 46
Ord Number of Relative . o
reer sequences abundance/ % W] AR Alistipes L.77
Bacteroidetes : : 3
BUFFE H Bacteroidales 21748 3211 Candidatus symbiothrix 0.70
FERLFF H Bacillales 20 191 29. 89 Tannerella 0.62
#% H Clostridiales 8 666 12.93 Paludibacter 0.16
FLATHE H Lactobacillales 7 300 10. 73 Prevotella 9 0.12
F}#E22 % H Erysipelotrichales 2 467 3.07 BRI & Desulfovibrio 0.94
R M E H Pseudomonadales 2 053 1.70 P JE Psychrobacter 0.92
iR H Desulfobacterales 1145 1.17 ST (R Pseudomonas 0.72
¥k & H Micrococcale: 784 1.07 .
PRI H Micrococcales Proteobacteria Wi ERZE & Desulfobulbus 0.57
Wi 9K H Desulfovibrionales 728 0.98
Desulfatiferul, 0.19
%#F 5 E Enterobacteriales 643 0.84 esulfatiferula
+h B ¢
Rs-K70_termite_group 550 0.28 Hh ML) Halomonas 0.12
: e P .
Selenomonadales 185 0.24 A(zi(nfbilt zria R JE Micrococcus 1.00
Mollicutes_RF9 168 0.21 ) -
Acholeplas les 12 .1 RORETE |
: choleplasmatales 9 0.18 Tij\jé'li TR 5 5 4@ Acholeplasma 0.13
HEPEIZTE H Oceanospirillales 116 0.12 enericutes
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2.4 ENXKEFELBEEPHIEM L

TESE PN R R H o B A b, R 2 83 A
W, (H T B B, BRI E AT A5 . Geit e
RUFHEAA TS (8O0 3551 T v e 31 0% T il , 4 7 Bk
T & A B 2 A9 A BRUAE A BRI Staphylococcus sciuri
(14.95% ) 723 Y R Wik 1l B Ji il v YA H i A Rl
R P E B2 A E F R Parabacteroides merdae
Lactobacillus T RERN A AP 9 I CFLAF I L. gasse-
ri JXHEFLATH L. pentosus NG FEFLFT R L. mucosae
MENPIFIFE L animalis(£4) .

*4 ENXFEHERBEEDHEMMSEIT

Table 4 Statistical analysis of species in the dominant
genus of the Periplaneta americana intestinal microbiota

. bOESES
P e AR
Dominant Speci Relative
ormnant gens pecies abundance/ %
AR AR 2 ERE S, sciuri 14. 95
Staphylococcus
SpaRe
I )ﬁ P. merdae 0.02
Parabacteroides
JNERFLAFE L. gasseri 1.03
IAEFLFT I L. pentosus 0.29
Lactobacillus B
AEBEFLFT I L. mucosae 0.11
SYFUATEE L animalis 0.04

3 itig

SEUN W A He o T8 A A B R A —E Y
AR, DURREGE ] FUFT TR ] Ry 2L AR (Sa-
bree & Moran,2014 ; Douglas,2015) ,3X 2 N [ JH Y
VIZFhIERERE TN LT 4E R ok Ak & WA 1 B
foltn , JEERE TR 1) ) D035 T 8 25 FLA T 1 Lactobacil-
lus 2y KA, ©AIALBRGE A TRk K A& 9 A=
JRFLIR L AT TR B L, 36 T LA A A R A
P BHRPTE R 1942 % (Inglin et al.,2015) s AT T
HFIRI R Bacteroides H)IER 73240 T 1 A 7K ik 2 i 1Y
fitf , BEAE A A 2 1) 22 M e 8 i T PR 1 T Rk i 32 R ]
HEFRYI B (Xu et al.,2007) , BRILZAHM, A 05K
PARTEAT T 1A O3 s I B SN T s e A7 e T A A4
Jo i N H UL SR O T, B ATTHE TSR R T DR
TR ER I [ R X6t i 1L B 40 M 2 A 25 PR AE R Ak
Yy, 36T 55 b R AN ) S i YA, i AR A
525 (Loubinoux et al.,2002) , 17 A 35 Y1 K W i 8
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TR E A R — 2D . TR TV 2 AP RE
52 5 i 3 09 B EE P R HE B0 AR By (Flint,
20115 5K IBEANAE,2016) o 3X 46 = L TR ] A H At
— LR R AR R SE IR M AR R N B
BT AR PRBE

Bertino-Grimaldi 45 (2013 ) X 3 Y e 1% B iz 1
BRFOTIE I & B, HAC ST 1] U 18 1) A AE T AT
W] X SABF A R 22 R . X R 22 Sy 7 A
CINASESIPN 5P S-¥ S5 % N L Rl [P N
TR FEFNEE, T Bertino-Grimaldi 5 (2013 ) A6 i 1) 52 B
ARPRE . WFSTRR B, S W i 3 AR W RE S B
15 FIRE R BUE T, Y B IR e dE ek, )R
BETE ] i 2350 ( Danielle et al.,2013) , & & EH
FORHN i 38 T RE 09 F 5 R 59 0 ( Pérezcobas et al.,
2015) o ARSI IR FHAOAEAS g N T SRR, HoAE
FE 2R IR 8 TR ) B 5 AR T TE R R B 5 1Y
T K S Y B A R AR R 2% S, i LA oAt F
FAERPARTTA—ZUES LA, BT 16S rRNA
e R R BB VP 2 P A S REE R R A, T
BRI A 25 R (5 BE A s o PR, RO HE i 5
HIOLF TR & v T BB A AT T it iR A
IR, AT b S ) 4 K R R A BB A BR AT, B —
Tl UL 6% 20 W s D 1A, AN RE 5| S B B Monopterus
albus BRI 7K 5, Mauremys mutica 55 sh¥) B4 , i
AED RN i B 58 | DR I A R (B, A,
2015) HE R 251 A TARISR 14 3 I R e £ 9 v
Tt Lactobacillus v i) A FLAT B 7E N 25 38
R, RERE TS B 1 R A DS ), IR INhid R 8
3E L7 A o A A R A B e AT O TR Y AR
(Tailliez,2004) . H& b AFEI , & AT 68 56 PR e 1
g LR T BRI REA R i — DT .

ARSI A I, SE N R W 3 TR A b 2 R e, i)
B SE YN RIS I Mo AR AF o BRI G, A
F9 A & YN R W5 HO M 3 TR 22 () 1) O R SR i At
—EHEIE S, o 3 N W A fd B R A B 1L T
B

SZ Mk :

Bz e, A 2015, FB LA A4 BRI ) 23 B 45 St
MEATLT]. PEEBEEE, 42(5) « 1288-1293.
I, N 2006, —FEE] BT PCR 2349 £
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