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The Majority of Active Rhodobacteraceae in Marine Sediments Belong to Uncultured Genera: A Molecular Approach to Link Their Distribution to Environmental Conditions









	 
	ORIGINAL RESEARCH
published: 02 April 2019
doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2019.00659





[image: image]

The Majority of Active Rhodobacteraceae in Marine Sediments Belong to Uncultured Genera: A Molecular Approach to Link Their Distribution to Environmental Conditions

Marion Pohlner1, Leon Dlugosch2, Bernd Wemheuer3, Heath Mills4, Bert Engelen1* and Brandi Kiel Reese5

1Paleomicrobiology Group, Institute for Chemistry and Biology of the Marine Environment, University of Oldenburg, Oldenburg, Germany

2Group “Biology of Geological Processes”, Institute for Chemistry and Biology of the Marine Environment, University of Oldenburg, Oldenburg, Germany

3Centre for Marine Bio-Innovation, The University of New South Wales, Sydney, NSW, Australia

4Rhodium Scientific LLC, San Antonio, TX, United States

5Department of Life Sciences, Texas A&M University-Corpus Christi, Corpus Christi, TX, United States

Edited by:
Alison Buchan, The University of Tennessee, Knoxville, United States

Reviewed by:
Zongze Shao, Third Institute of Oceanography, China
Mark Alexander Lever, ETH Zürich, Switzerland

*Correspondence: Bert Engelen, engelen@icbm.de

Specialty section: This article was submitted to Aquatic Microbiology, a section of the journal Frontiers in Microbiology

Received: 18 December 2018
Accepted: 15 March 2019
Published: 02 April 2019

Citation: Pohlner M, Dlugosch L, Wemheuer B, Mills H, Engelen B and Reese BK (2019) The Majority of Active Rhodobacteraceae in Marine Sediments Belong to Uncultured Genera: A Molecular Approach to Link Their Distribution to Environmental Conditions. Front. Microbiol. 10:659. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2019.00659

General studies on benthic microbial communities focus on fundamental biogeochemical processes or the most abundant constituents. Thereby, minor fractions such as the Rhodobacteraceae are frequently neglected. Even though this family belongs to the most widely distributed bacteria in the marine environment, their proportion on benthic microbial communities is usually within or below the single digit range. Thus, knowledge on these community members is limited, even though their absolute numbers might exceed those from the pelagic zone by orders of magnitudes. To unravel the distribution and diversity of benthic, metabolically active Rhodobacteraceae, we have now analyzed an already existing library of bacterial 16S rRNA transcripts. The dataset originated from 154 individual sediment samples comprising seven oceanic regions and a broad variety of environmental conditions. Across all samples, a total of 0.7% of all 16S rRNA transcripts was annotated as Rhodobacteraceae. Among those, Sulfitobacter, Paracoccus, and Phaeomarinomonas were the most abundant cultured representatives, but the majority (78%) was affiliated to uncultured family members. To define them, the 45 most abundant Rhodobacteraceae-OTUs assigned as “uncultured” were phylogenetically assembled in new clusters. Their next relatives particularly belonged to different subgroups other than the Roseobacter group, reflecting a large part of the hidden diversity within the benthic Rhodobacteraceae with unknown functions. The general composition of active Rhodobacteraceae communities was found to be specific for the geographical location, exhibiting a decreasing richness with sediment depth. One-third of the Rhodobacteraceae-OTUs significantly responded to the prevailing redox regime, suggesting an adaption to anoxic conditions. A possible approach to predict their physiological properties is to identify the metabolic capabilities of their nearest relatives. Those need to be proven by physiological experiments, as soon an isolate is available. Because many uncultured members of these subgroups likely thrive under anoxic conditions, in future research, a molecular-guided cultivation strategy can be pursued to isolate novel Rhodobacteraceae from sediments.
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INTRODUCTION

The family Rhodobacteraceae within the Alphaproteobacteria is among the nine most widely distributed bacterial lineages in marine habitats (Giovannoni and Rappé, 2000; Garrity et al., 2005). They are highly abundant in the pelagic zone (Ghai et al., 2012; Haggerty and Dinsdale, 2017; Seo et al., 2017) and in algae-associated biofilms (Elifantz et al., 2013). The authors report that Rhodobacteraceae can comprise up to 30% of the pelagic Alphaproteobacteria within a coastal lagoon and up to 25% of the total bacterial community in a biofilm at the Mediterranean coast, respectively (Ghai et al., 2012; Elifantz et al., 2013). The Rhodobacteraceae comprise approximately 170 genera1,2,3, sharing >89% identity of the 16S rRNA gene (Brinkhoff et al., 2008; Simon et al., 2017) (Supplementary Table S3). Members of this family are characterized by a high phenotypic and ecologic diversity (Pujalte et al., 2014). Their metabolism includes the utilization of various organic and inorganic compounds, sulfur oxidation, aerobic anoxygenic photosynthesis, carbon monoxide oxidation and the production of secondary metabolites (Pujalte et al., 2014). The Rhodobacteraceae are divided into six different phylogenetic subgroups: Stappia, Amaricoccus, Paracoccus, Rhodobacter, Rhodovulum, and the Roseobacter group (Pujalte et al., 2014).

The Stappia group is sensu stricto phylogenetically not belonging to the Rhodobacteraceae and is composed of aerobic or facultative anaerobic members with some species synthetizing bacteriochlorophyll a (Biebl et al., 2007; Pujalte et al., 2014). They exhibit various metabolic capabilities, e.g., production of bioactive compounds, carbon monoxide oxidation, aromatic ring cleavage, and degradation of oil (Buchan et al., 2001; Biebl et al., 2007; Li et al., 2011; O’Halloran et al., 2011). The three genera within the Paracoccus group comprise members thriving in, e.g., soils, sewage treatment plants and also hydrothermal vents (Urakami et al., 1990; Takai et al., 2009; Lee and Lee, 2013). This group is only known for a chemotrophic lifestyle, while no phototrophic activity is described (Pujalte et al., 2014). In contrast, the Amaricoccus group harbors photosynthetic purple non-sulfur bacteria and aerobic anoxygenic phototrophs (Suzuki et al., 1999; Boldareva et al., 2009) as well as chemoorganotrophic representatives (Maszenan et al., 1997; Lim et al., 2008). All species within the eponymous genus Amaricoccus were isolated from activated sludge (Maszenan et al., 1997). The Rhodobacter group, performing aerobic anoxygenic photoheterotrophy or the oxidation of sulfur compounds (Sorokin et al., 2005; Labrenz et al., 2009), is dominated by species isolated from freshwater and terrestrial habitats, whereas the Rhodovulum group mainly contains halophilic, marine species. Both subgroups comprise photosynthetic purple non-sulfur genera, which are not present in the Roseobacter group (Pujalte et al., 2014).

The Roseobacter group contains the largest proportion of described genera (72%), consisting of approximately 330 species1 with validly published names. The group mainly contains aerobic heterotrophs, which were identified as key players in carbon and organic sulfur cycling (González et al., 1999; Moran et al., 2003; Newton et al., 2010). In the North Sea, members of the Roseobacter group were found to be major players in the degradation of phytoplankton-derived organic matter (Bakenhus et al., 2017). They thrive in a great variety of marine habitats with a majority found to be particle-attached or free-living in seawater (González et al., 2000; Wagner-Döbler and Biebl, 2006; Giebel et al., 2009; Luo and Moran, 2014). In the benthic environment, the proportion of Roseobacter group members is often within or below the single-digit range (Buchan et al., 2005; Kanukollu et al., 2016), but in eutrophic tidal flats or brackish river sediments, they can also account for up to 10% of the bacterial communities (González et al., 1999; Lenk et al., 2012). Albeit their relative proportion seems to be small, direct quantifications of the Roseobacter group in North Sea sediments showed that their cell numbers can exceed those of the pelagic zone by a factor of 1000 (Lenk et al., 2012). Furthermore, the community composition of members of the Roseobacter group in benthic and pelagic systems differs significantly, showing an increase in diversity from surface waters to the seafloor with specific compositions in the free-living and attached fractions (Stevens et al., 2005; Kanukollu et al., 2016). While the distribution of the Roseobacter group in sediments is increasingly investigated (e.g., Lenk et al., 2012; Kanukollu et al., 2016; Pohlner et al., 2017), there is a paucity of information on benthic Rhodobacteraceae.

Rhodobacteraceae are frequently neglected in studies on benthic microbial diversity, as these investigations often focus on the most abundant community members or those driving characteristic biogeochemical processes (e.g., Orphan et al., 2001; Llobet-Brossa et al., 2002; Mills et al., 2008; Graue et al., 2012). A major problem in resolving the diversity of Rhodobacteraceae is the high proportion of sequences affiliated to uncultured members of this family. Buchan et al. (2005) reported that it is not possible to access relevant physiological information for two-thirds of the so-far identified diversity of the Roseobacter group members through studies of cultured organisms from marine habitats. Meanwhile, the number of isolates increased, but many sequences could still not be assigned to cultured genera. Although they are annotated as Rhodobacteraceae, they remain assigned as “uncultured” on genus level. In sediments along a Pacific transect, we found that 84% of all Rhodobacteraceae-assigned operational taxonomic units (OTUs) could not be affiliated to cultured relatives (Pohlner et al., 2017). This problem even increases from the sea surface down to the seafloor and deeper into the sediments (Kanukollu et al., 2016). Although 25% of all Rhodobacteraceae isolates (known in 2014) are of benthic origin (Pujalte et al., 2014), there is an unexplored diversity that hampers the interpretation concerning their role in nutrient cycling.

A first step to address this issue is to correlate the distribution of the uncultured representatives to a wide range of environmental conditions. In the present study, we conducted a global survey on the distribution and diversity of active members of benthic Rhodobacteraceae. The sediments were collected at seven sampling sites exhibiting different biogeochemical settings and sediment depths from the surface to several meters below seafloor (mbsf). To identify the metabolically active Rhodobacteraceae, 154 individual samples were subjected to RNA extraction and pyrosequencing of 16S rRNA transcripts. The overall community structures were previously described in several publications (Mills et al., 2012; Reese et al., 2013, 2014, 2018). Because these datasets were processed over several years, all sequences first had to run through the same bioinformatic pipeline with a unified quality control and phylogenetic reclassification. All sequences belonging to the Rhodobacteraceae were used to correlate their community composition and distribution pattern to the different environmental conditions. Additionally, phylogenetic trees were constructed using various algorithms to identify the branching of OTUs assigned to so-far uncultured members of this family.

We hypothesize that the overall composition of benthic Rhodobacteraceae and the presence of representative members is driven by the environmental conditions within the sediments. Thus, individual members of this family might specifically inhabit different oceanic regions and sediment layers. Overall, the current study reveals a deeper insight into the phylogeny, diversity, and distribution of active members of the Rhodobacteraceae in sediments globally.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Origin and Sampling of Sediments

Sediment samples were collected at seven locations worldwide (Figure 1 and Supplementary Table S1) during various oceanographic and field expeditions between 2007 and 2012. The shallowest sites with a water depth of 3 mbsl were located in the mouth of Nueces River, near Corpus Christi Bay (Corpus Christi, TX, United States) and were sampled in 2009 as described by Reese et al. (2014). Several locations within the Gulf of Mexico were sampled between 2008 and 2012 during expeditions Mechanisms Controlling Hypoxia (MCH) 11, 12, 14, 19 and 21 on board the R/V Pelican and sediments were treated as reported by Reese et al. (2013). On the Palmyra Atoll, surface sediments were collected at 50 m water depth (unpublished). The sampling sites located in the Nankai Trough, South Atlantic, Equatorial Pacific, and western flank of the Mid-Atlantic Ridge (herein referred to as North Pond) exhibited water depths of several thousand meters (3000–4500 mbsl). Sampling sites in the Nankai Trough, were investigated in 2007 during Integrated Ocean Drilling Program (IODP) Expedition 316: NanTroSEIZE Shallow Megasplay and Frontal Thrusts (Mills et al., 2012). The Equatorial Pacific samples were collected during IODP Expedition 327: Pacific Equatorial Age Transect in 2009 (unpublished). Sediments from North Pond were collected down to 74 mbsf during IODP Expedition 336: Mid-Atlantic Ridge Microbiology in 2011 (Reese et al., 2018). Prior to all IODP drilling activities, microspheres were added to the drill mud to track intrusion of the fluid into the sediment core. Cores designated for microbiological and geochemical analyses were sectioned using aseptic techniques into 10 cm whole round core segments. The sub-sectioned cores were frozen immediately on board at -80°C. Samples identified as South Atlantic were collected using gravity coring from the Argentine Basin during R/V Meteor expedition M78/3 (unpublished). Details on geochemical analyses and sediment characteristics were described in the individual publications and were summarized in Supplementary Table S1.
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FIGURE 1. Sampling sites worldwide (large panel) and in the Gulf of Mexico (small panel). Sediments were collected from 2007 to 2012 during several expeditions. The color scale represents water depths at the various sites. The map was created using OceanDataView (Schlitzer, 2018).



Extraction and Molecular Analysis

As the focus of the individual sampling campaigns was the investigation of metabolically active community members, ribosomal RNA was analyzed, exclusively. Total RNA was extracted from frozen sediment using a phenol–chloroform method modified from previously published methods (Reese et al., 2013, 2018). In brief, an aliquot of sediment was chipped from the center of frozen sediment cores using an aseptic technique, which included flame sterilized utensils, donning facemask and hairnet, and performing work in a UV-sterilized and HEPA-filtered biosafety hood. A negative blank containing no sample (i.e., extraction control) was extracted alongside each set of sample extractions to verify lack of contamination. Details about the molecular analysis are published elsewhere and a brief overview is provided herein. Extracts were checked for quality on a NanoDrop spectrophotometer (Thermo Fisher; Wilmington, DE, United States) and quantified on a Qubit fluorometer (Thermo Fisher; Wilmington, DE, United States). Residual DNA was removed using a DNAse enzyme (Ambion Turbo DNA Free; Austin, TX, United States) following the manufacturer protocol. RNA was reverse-transcribed to complementary DNA (cDNA) using moloney murine leukemia virus (MMLV) reverse transcriptase (Promega; Madison, WI, United States) and the Bacteria-specific 16S rRNA gene primer, 518R (5′-CGT ATT ACC GCG GCT GCT GG-3′; Nogales et al., 1999). Resulting cDNA was PCR-amplified using Bacteria-specific 16S rRNA gene forward primer, 27F (5′-AGR GTT TGA TCM TGG CTC AG-3′; Giovannoni et al., 1991) and reverse primer 518R. Reaction conditions were 95°C for 5 min, 35 cycles of 95°C for 30 s, 50°C for 30 s, and 72°C for 30 s, and 72°C for 10 min. The raw RNA extract was PCR-amplified following the same protocol to verify lack of contaminating DNA.

Pyrosequencing

Reverse transcribed RNA (cDNA) were sequenced using a 454 FLX Sequencer (454 Life Science; Branford, CT, United States) at the Research and Testing Laboratory (Lubbock, TX, United States). Primers 28F (5′-GAG TTT GAT CNT GGC TCA G-3′) and 519R (5′-GTN TTA CNG CGG CKG CTG-3′) were used, which spanned the hypervariable V1–V3 region of the 16S rRNA gene. The extraction blanks were PCR-amplified at 55 cycles to identify potential contamination and sequenced despite lack of visible amplification. Sequences were screened for minimum read length of 250 bp and minimum quality scores of 25, and further screened as described below. The 16S rRNA transcript nucleotide sequences have been deposited in the National Institutes of Health (NIH) GenBank database under BioProject numbers PRJNA527322 (Nueces River mouth), PRJNA526779 (Gulf of Mexico), PRJNA527340 (South Atlantic), PRJNA527344 (Equatorial Pacific), PRJNA308331 (North Pond), and Sequence Read Archive numbers SRP010369 (Gulf of Mexico) and SRA049352 (Nankai Trough).

Processing and Analysis of 454-Data

As the existing dataset was compiled from individual studies focusing on metabolically active microbial communities, only 16S rRNA transcripts, but no 16S rRNA gene sequences were available for our analysis. Due to the fact that the sediments were collected over several years, the generated datasets needed to be unified. Therefore, all raw data were processed together in a bioinformatic pipeline containing quality control and phylogenetic classification to generate OTUs.

Datasets of 16S rRNA transcript sequences were demultiplexed and quality filtered with QIIME version 1.8 (Caporaso et al., 2010) using the split_libraries.py script. Filtering included the removal of sequences shorter than 200 bp, with homopolymers longer than 8 bp, more than three mismatches in the forward primer, and more than three ambiguous bases. Sequences of all samples were subsequently concatenated to one file. Cutadapt version 1.16 was used to truncate remaining reverse primer sequences (Martin, 2011) prior to denoising with Acacia version 1.53b (Bragg et al., 2012). Sequences were sorted by decreasing length and clustered at 3% dissimilarity (Wemheuer et al., 2015) using the ulcust_fast algorithm implemented in USEARCH (version 8.1.1861; Edgar, 2010). Singletons (sequences appearing in only one sample with one sequence) were removed according to Schneider et al. (2013). Chimeric sequences were removed using UCHIME (Edgar et al., 2011) in de novo mode and subsequently in reference mode using the SILVA SSURef 128 NR database (Quast et al., 2013) as reference implemented in USEARCH (Edgar, 2010). To determine taxonomy, one sequence representing each OTU was classified by BLAST against the Silva SSURef 128 NR database (Camacho et al., 2009).

Phylogenetic Analysis

Operational taxonomic units were generated using a threshold of 97% sequence identity to obtain maximum phylogenetic resolution and information on uncultured members of the Rhodobacteraceae. Because a total of 198 OTUs could not be assigned to cultured genera, we focused on the 45 most abundant Rhodobacteraceae-OTUs assigned as “uncultured” for phylogenetic analysis. The other 153 OTUs (each contributing less than 0.2% to the uncultured fraction) were regarded as “low abundant” to keep the trees clear and readable. Sequences of the first described type strain for every genus within the Rhodobacteraceae were extracted from the SILVA database (SSU Ref NR99 132). The present phylogeny of the family Rhodobacteraceae was used as described by Pujalte et al. (2014) and extended by newly cultured genera listed as prokaryotic names with standing in nomenclature4, in the NCBI taxonomy browser5 and the Global Biodiversity Information Facility6. For the assignment of all genera into the six different subgroups within the Rhodobacteraceae, see Supplementary Table S3. To display the next relatives of the OTUs identified as “uncultured,” the consensus sequences of these OTUs (approximately 400 bp length) were aligned using SILVA SSU Ref NR99 132 (Pruesse et al., 2012) and after a manual check of the alignment, phylogenetic trees were calculated. First, the sequences of the 45 OTUs assigned as “uncultured” were added to backbone tree of the SILVA database (SSURef NR99 132) by the maximum-parsimony method using the Quick-Add function in ARB (version 6.0.2; Ludwig et al., 2004). Furthermore, the 45 predominant sequences assigned to uncultured members, the type strain of every genus within the Rhodobacteraceae as well as 50 sequences of Rhizobium sp. (also members of the Alphaproteobacteria) as root were used to calculate different trees using maximum parsimony (once), maximum likelihood and neighbor joining, each in triplicates. Afterward, the branching of the OTU sequences with the type strains was compared between the individual trees.

Statistical Data Analysis

Statistical analyses were performed in R (version 3.5.2; R Core Team, 2018). Following packages were used: vegan (version 2.5-2; Oksanen et al., 2018), permute (version 0.9-4; Simpson, 2016), pvclust (version 2.0-0; Suzuki and Shimodaira, 2015), and gclus (version 1.3.1; Hurley, 2012). To reduce the complexity of the dataset in further analyses, OTUs affiliated to the same cultured genus were combined. Due to largely inconsistent sampling depth between sites, samples of the same site were pooled in several depth categories: the upper 20 cm were divided into 2 cm increments, the other depth categories were defined as 0.2–10 mbsf, 10–20 mbsf, and 20–100 mbsf (see Supplementary Table S1 for original sediment depths). As a total of 198 Rhodobacteraceae-affiliated OTUs could not be affiliated to previously described genera, we focused on the 45 most abundant Rhodobacteraceae-OTUs assigned as “uncultured” analyzing the richness of the communities. Using all detected OTUs, Bray–Curtis distances were calculated between sampling sites and associated depth categories and non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS, k = 2, 10,000 permutations) was performed to visualize the data. Spearman’s rank correlations were calculated between all bacterial OTU abundances and the environmental parameters. P-values were adjusted for multiple testing according to Benjamini and Hochberg (1995). Correlations with p ≤ 0.05 were considered significant. Final image editing was done in inkscape7 (version 0.92).

RESULTS

On Average, 0.7% of the 16S rRNA Transcripts Were Assigned to the Rhodobacteraceae

The entire dataset of all bacterial 16S rRNA transcripts from all seven sampling sites (154 samples) consisted of approximately 900,000 sequences. After removal of low-quality and non-bacterial reads, overall 474,290 high-quality sequences were obtained. Those were grouped into 37,747 OTUs (97% sequence identity level). A total of 62.3% of the OTUs were classified as Proteobacteria, followed by Chloroflexi (10.8%), Firmicutes and Planctomycetes (3.7% and 3.6%, respectively), Bacteroidetes and Acidobacteria (both 2.5%) and several others in minor proportions (Figure 2). Within the Proteobacteria, 45.0% of the OTUs could be assigned to Gammaproteobacteria, 39.9% to Deltaproteobacteria, 8.9% to Alphaproteobacteria, and 3.1% to Betaproteobacteria. The sequences assigned to Alphaproteobacteria, in turn, consisted of the orders Rhodospirillales (35.4%), Rhodobacterales (19.3%) with the Rhodobacteraceae as the only family within this order, Rhizobiales (17.0%), and Rickettsiales (16.3%). The 16S rRNA transcripts assigned to the Rhodobacteraceae family (3,214 sequences) were grouped into 243 OTUs. A total of 19.5% of these OTUs were assigned to cultured genera within the Roseobacter group, whereas only 3.1% were related to cultured members of the other subgroups within the Rhodobacteraceae. The majority of the OTUs (77.5% of the Rhodobacteraceae community) were assigned to uncultured representatives (Figure 2). Within the entire dataset of all investigated sediments, the Rhodobacteraceae accounted for 0.7% of the active bacterial communities. Of these, 0.5% were assigned to uncultured and 0.2% to cultured members of the Rhodobacteraceae with Sulfitobacter, Paracoccus and Phaeomarinomonas in highest abundances (for relative abundances of individual OTUs at the various sampling sites see Supplementary Table S2).
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FIGURE 2. Composition of the benthic, metabolically active microbial community based on bacterial 16S rRNA transcripts in the entire dataset displayed in the different phylogenetic levels (n = sum of sequences in the respective phylogenetic level, “others” includes all phyla < 2%).



The Majority of Rhodobacteraceae-Affiliated OTUs Assigned as “Uncultured” Fall Into Defined Phylogenetic Clusters

Overall, 198 of 243 OTUs could not be affiliated to any cultured relatives within the family and were assigned as “uncultured.” The majority of 153 OTUs were “low abundant” and contributed each on average less than 0.2% to the uncultured fraction, while 75% of the uncultured Rhodobacteraceae were represented by the remaining 45 OTUs. The phylogenetic neighborhood of those was identified by constructing phylogenetic trees using their consensus sequences. To obtain the most robust phylogenetic affiliation of the sequences (read length up to 451 bp), multiple phylogenetic algorithms including maximum parsimony, maximum likelihood, and neighbor joining were tested. After comparing the architecture of the individual trees, the maximum likelihood tree was chosen to be the most accurate and reproducible (Figure 3).
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FIGURE 3. Maximum likelihood tree highlighting the position of consensus sequences of the 45 most abundant Rhodobacteraceae-OTUs assigned as “uncultured” relative to other members of the family. The tree was created using ARB (Ludwig et al., 2004) and rooted by sequences of the genus Rhizobium. To keep the tree clear and readable, type strains that were not related to the “uncultured” sequences were collapsed into single groups. Sequences in green could clearly be related to next relatives, orange ones changed positions in comparison to neighbor joining and maximum parsimony trees. Blue sequences always formed consistent clusters.



Six OTU sequences clearly branched with the same cultured relatives in all trees tested and could be related to those genera (Figure 3, marked in green). Thus, the sequences of OTUs identified as “uncultured 6” and “uncultured 7” were consistently related to the type strain of the genus Limibaculum, and OTUs identified as “uncultured 61,” “uncultured 66,” “uncultured 70” and “uncultured 71” branched with the type strains of Actibacterium, Rhodothalassium, Wenxinia, and Tetracoccus/Amaricoccus, respectively. Some of the OTUs assigned as “uncultured” could not be assigned to any groups because their position was inconsistent within the individual trees (Figure 3, orange). However, some of the sequences grouped together and formed clusters despite the algorithm used (Figure 3, blue). Two large clusters (I and II) consisting of 13 and 12 sequences, respectively, clustered with each other in all trees. Cluster III always branched closely to the type strain of Silicimonas, but could not clearly be related to this genus. Blasting of the individual sequences against the NCBI database revealed identities of 95% (“uncultured 187”)–99% (“uncultured 158”) to Silicimonas algicola. The two smaller clusters IV and V (comprising 4 and 2 sequences, respectively) were related to Actibacterium and Pseudophaeobacter in the neighbor joining trees, but the nearest relatives were different in the maximum likelihood trees.

The Geographical Location Influences the Rhodobacteraceae Community Composition

To allow a comparison of the community composition of metabolically active Rhodobacteraceae among the different sampling sites, all 154 individual samples were grouped in several depths categories: the upper 20 cm were divided into 2 cm increments, the other depth categories were defined as 0.2–10 mbsf, 10–20 mbsf, and 20–100 mbsf. In general, all surface near samples from the Gulf of Mexico, the Nueces River mouth, and the Palmyra Atoll revealed a similar composition of Rhodobacteraceae communities as indicated by NMDS analysis (Figure 4). This was especially pronounced for the Gulf of Mexico, which was analyzed in highest resolution. The various depths of the Nueces River mouth sediments also formed a consistent cluster, except the very top layer (0–2 cmbsf). Subsurface sediments of the Nankai Trough, North Pond, the South Atlantic, and the Equatorial Pacific (all 0.2 mbsf and deeper) exhibited individual clusters, each clearly separated from other locations. Here, the active communities of the two Atlantic Ocean sites (South Atlantic and North Pond) and the Nankai Trough were more similar to each other than to those from the Equatorial Pacific.
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FIGURE 4. Non-metric multidimensional scaling plot (NMDS based on Bray–Curtis distances) of the active Rhodobacteraceae community compositions based on the different sampling sites. Cycles show the community compositions at the specific site and the color of the cycles indicates increasing sediment depths (light blue: surface, dark blue: down to 100 m below seafloor).



The Top Layer of Surface Sediments Revealed a Greater Rhodobacteraceae Richness Than the Subsurface

In general, every sampling site and each depth layer was characterized by individual community patterns of active Rhodobacteraceae (Figure 5). The samples of the very top layer of the Nueces River mouth, the Gulf of Mexico and the Palmyra Atoll showed the highest species richness as indicated by a high number of different OTUs. In all samples from 0–2 cmbsf, OTUs affiliated to Tropicimonas, Roseovarius, Ruegeria, Actibacterium, Boseongicola, Roseobacter, Loktanella, and Litorimicrobium were detected. However, the subsurface and especially the deep subsurface were generally characterized by low species richness. In the Gulf of Mexico, some OTUs of the very top layer were also present in the different subsurface layers down to 20 cmbsf (e.g., Thalassobius, Phaeomarinomonas, Actibacterium, NAC11-7 lineage). Those resemble Rhodobacteraceae communities from the seafloor prevailing in deeper sediments in minor proportions. Within the deep subsurface (>10 mbsf) of the Nankai Trough, the Equatorial Pacific, and the North Pond Rhodobacteraceae-affiliated OTUs (namely Tropicibacter, Shimia, Rubellimicrobium, Pseudoroseovarius, Paracoccus, and Stappia) were only detected sporadically. Some OTUs only occurred at single sites.
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FIGURE 5. Distribution of the OTUs affiliated to cultured representatives within the Rhodobacteraceae. OTUs are sorted by their relative abundance on the total bacterial community. Sample locations are arranged by water depth and then by sediment depth. The affiliation of OTUs to the phylogenetic subgroups is displayed by red = Roseobacter, orange = Stappia, green = Amaricoccus, purple = Rhodobacter, and blue = Paracoccus.



Focusing on the community composition formed by the 45 most abundant Rhodobacteraceae-OTUs affiliated to active, but so-far uncultured members of this family, the distribution was again specific for every site and depth (Figure 6). Overall, around 42% of these OTUs were exclusively found in individual sampling sites. In general, a decreasing richness with increasing sediment depth was also found in the uncultured fraction. A main difference was the continuous distribution of several OTUs over the upper 20 cm in the Gulf of Mexico samples. Those mostly belonged to clusters I and II (black and gray bars in Figure 6). At some subsurface sites (South Atlantic: >0.2 mbsf, Nankai Trough: >10 mbsf, and Equatorial Pacific: >20 mbsf) only a few OTUs affiliated to cultured representatives or the 153 “low abundant” OTUs were detected.
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FIGURE 6. Distribution of the OTUs affiliated to uncultured representatives within the Rhodobacteraceae. OTUs are sorted by their relative abundance on the total bacterial community. Sample locations are arranged by water depth and then by sediment depth. The affiliation of OTUs to the phylogenetic subgroups is displayed by red = Roseobacter, orange = Stappia, green = Amaricoccus, black = cluster I, gray = cluster II, and blue = unclear assignment.



One-Third of All Detected Rhodobacteraceae-OTUs Correlate Significantly to the Sedimentary Settings

The investigated dataset of 16S rRNA transcripts was accompanied by environmental metadata such the geographical setting (location, water and sediment depth) and geochemical parameters (Supplementary Table S1). Due to altering priorities during the various sampling campaigns, some geochemical analyses were not performed for all 154 samples (TOC: n = 114; porewater sulfate: n = 113, sulfide: n = 105 and Fe2+: n = 83). While the geographical setting showed no significant correlation, approximately one-third of all detected Rhodobacteraceae-affiliated OTUs were significantly correlated to the geochemical parameters (p ≤ 0.05). Those OTUs (58 assigned as “uncultured” and 8 related to cultured genera) were categorized regarding their Spearman’s rank correlation coefficients (rs) (Figure 7). Overall, 59 OTUs showed one positive correlation to a single environmental parameter, only. This was especially the case for porewater sulfide concentrations (35 OTUs). Spearman’s rank coefficients were low for most correlations (rs < 0.5), but highest with respect to sulfide concentrations (rs > 0.5 for OTUs “uncultured 2,” “uncultured 117,” and “uncultured 167”). Some OTUs were correlated to both, sulfate (rs ≈-0.3) and sulfide (rs ≈ +0.5). Another combination was a positive correlation to TOC (rs ≈ 0.3) and iron concentrations (rs = 0.4–0.6).
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FIGURE 7. Significant correlation (p ≤ 0.05) of single OTUs to the environmental parameters TOC, sulfate, sulfide, and iron (Fe2+). All OTUs related to cultured and uncultured Rhodobacteraceae were included in the analysis. Displayed are the Spearman’s rank correlation coefficients (rs). While increasing blue colors show positive correlations, red colors indicate negative values.



DISCUSSION

Revisiting Already Existing Datasets Offers the Opportunity to Answer Novel Ecological Questions

Over the last years, pyro- and Illumina sequencing of 16S rRNA genes and transcripts were used in many studies to investigate the microbial diversity of marine sediments (e.g., Zhu et al., 2013; Lee et al., 2014; Lentini et al., 2014; Mahmoudi et al., 2015). The vast amount of generated data was mostly processed to display the overall community composition at different locations. However, the technique offers a much deeper insight into different phylogenetic levels to answer more sophisticated questions, e.g., on the distribution of specific phyla with low abundance. The compiled dataset presented here, was previously published in individual studies to describe the active community compositions at the particular locations (Mills et al., 2012; Reese et al., 2013, 2014, 2018). The whole process of reanalyzing the data was only possible due to an intense collaboration between all coauthors of this study and the willingness to provide the raw data. Thus, sharing and revisiting already existing sequencing data can help to investigate global distribution patterns without redundant sample acquisitions.

Overall, the challenge was the unification of the single datasets that were collected over several years to define OTUs and to reclassify their affiliation according to the newest taxonomic database. The crucial point was the reprocessing of raw data by a unified bioinformatic pipeline, including filtering by quality control and removal of singletons. As our phylum of interest was the family Rhodobacteraceae, we have extracted the respective OTUs out of all bacterial 16S rRNA transcripts to unravel their global distribution within sediments. Focusing on this specific family resulted in a relatively low number of OTUs per sample (on average 21 reads). We addressed this issue by pooling the 154 individual samples. Thus, the dataset was separated into the described depths categories which resulted on average in 153 reads for the single depth categories at each sampling site. This number is still low, but allows a more sound statistical analysis and reliable interpretation.

Choosing the Appropriate Reference Database for Taxonomic Classifications Is Crucial for Analyzing Lower Phylogenetic Levels

As next-generation sequencing generates huge amounts of data that need to be archived, shared, and analyzed, the database used for taxonomic affiliation is essential in handling high-throughput data (Metzker, 2010; Zhulin, 2015). Although similar information is deposited in these databases, they were developed for different research questions and curated by various organizations leading to structural heterogeneities (Zhulin, 2015). The online database collection of “Nucleic Acids Research” currently comprises >1700 individual databases8 with annually increasing numbers (Rigden et al., 2016; Galperin et al., 2017). Key reference databases for studies on microbial diversity are the SILVA, the RDP (Ribosomal Database Project) and the Greengenes database (McDonald et al., 2012; Quast et al., 2013; Cole et al., 2014; Zhulin, 2015). Although all of them provide a collection of 16S rRNA gene sequences for comparisons, differences in their size and resolution lead to discrepancies in the taxonomic classifications of a given sequence. Using the SILVA and RDP databases, sequences can be classified down to the genus level, while Greengenes allows classification down to the species level, but displays the smallest number of nodes compared to both other databases (Balvočiūtė and Huson, 2017). A comparison of the commonly used reference databases revealed that around 70% of all phyla and classes, 63% of all orders and approximately 90% of all families and genera are unique to either SILVA, RDP, Greengenes or the NCBI database (Balvočiūtė and Huson, 2017). This may lead to erroneous affiliations that are not comparable across all databases. While the taxonomy annotation error rates of SILVA, RDP and Greengenes were estimated to be only 0.2–2.5% by Kozlov et al. (2016), it was recently shown that the error rate was approximately 10% for the RDP database and around 17% for Greengenes and SILVA, respectively (Edgar, 2018).

As the focus of our study was set on the Rhodobacteraceae, we compared the SILVA database (SSUref128) with the taxonomies of the Greengenes and RDP databases9. While the Rhodobacteraceae are subdivided into 133 genera within the SILVA taxonomy, the resolution of Greengenes and RDP only includes 23 and 93 genera of this family, respectively. During our studies, all databases were frequently updated. Mapping the taxonomies of the different databases on the newest SILVA release (SSUref132) revealed an increase of 30 genera for RDP, 6 genera for SILVA, and no change in Greengenes. This example shows how differently databases respond to quick changing developments in phylogeny and taxonomy. The choice of the database can limit the phylogenetic resolution of the results, and the outcome is strongly dependent on single genera being present or absent in the respective databases (Beiko, 2015). Although, we determined the SILVA database to be most appropriate at the time of this publication for investigating the abundance and distribution of the Rhodobacteraceae in marine sediments, 77.5% of the Rhodobacteraceae-affiliated OTUs could not be related to cultured representatives (3% dissimilarity) and remained assigned as “uncultured.”

OTUs Assigned as “Uncultured” Are Preferably Spread Among Subgroups Within the Rhodobacteraceae Other Than the Roseobacter Group

As investigations of microbial communities often use 16S rRNA gene sequences and thus, focus on the present communities only, the active fraction of the microbial communities is largely uncharacterized. Therefore, in this study 16S rRNA transcripts were used to gain deeper insights into the metabolically active community members, although this approach might not describe the entire Rhodobacteraceae communities. The OTUs related to cultured Rhodobacteraceae are mainly affiliated to the Roseobacter group (80%) and in minor proportions to the Rhodobacter, Rhodovulum, Amaricoccus, Paracoccus, and Stappia group. Thus, the OTUs related to the Roseobacter group are slightly overrepresented, as this group contains 72%10 of all cultured genera within the Rhodobacteraceae (Pujalte et al., 2014). In contrast, among the 45 most abundant OTUs assigned to uncultured representatives, only one-third was related to the Roseobacter group. In the phylogenetic analysis, the clusters I and II distantly branched with members of the Amaricoccus group. Thus, a large part of the diversity of so-far uncultured Rhodobacteraceae is hidden in the subgroups other than the Roseobacter group. Those subgroups should be a primary target in future investigations to unravel their physiological properties. However, the generally high proportion of uncultured microorganisms hampers the interpretation concerning their role in global nutrient cycling. This is especially pronounced in benthic environments as we have exemplarily shown in this study and previous Rhodobacteraceae-related investigations (Kanukollu et al., 2016; Pohlner et al., 2017). Targeting uncultured family members to specifically investigate their capabilities through physiological experiments and genomic analyses would fill in the knowledge gap that currently exists (Giovannoni and Stingl, 2007).

Members of the Rhodobacteraceae Are Widespread Within Different Marine Sediments

In this study, the focus was on the active fraction of Rhodobacteraceae within coastal and open ocean sediments which were characterized by different biogeochemical settings and redox conditions. The dataset included surface as well as deeper sediments collected at seven different sampling sites. It could be shown that in all these sediments, metabolically active members of the Rhodobacteraceae can be found, even if their abundance might be low. Looking at the entire (active and present) Rhodobacteraceae communities, their occurrence was previously described for a broad variety of sedimentary settings. Thus, representatives of the family were found in mangrove sediments in Brazil and brackish estuaries in the southeastern United States (Marcial Gomes et al., 2008; Andreote et al., 2012). Furthermore, Rhodobacteraceae are especially present in coastal sediments such as the German Wadden Sea, coastal sediments from the Sea of Okhotsk and in microbial mats of a Dutch barrier island (González et al., 1999; Inagaki et al., 2003; Bolhuis and Stal, 2011; Lenk et al., 2012). Todorova et al. (2014) also reported the presence of members of this family in coastal sediments of the Black Sea and Diaz et al. (2013) found them in sediments from the Bahamas Archipelago. In sediments of the Nankai Trough the active fraction of Rhodobacteraceae of the presented dataset consisted of uncultured representatives and members of the Paracoccus and Roseobacter group. In another study on cold seep sediments at this location, Rhodobacter-related sequences were reported (Li et al., 1999). Additionally, Rhodobacteraceae are also present at high active, hydrothermal sites, e.g., a saline mud volcano in Italy and sediments of a hydrothermal vent in the Mid-Atlantic Ridge (Yakimov et al., 2002; López-Garcia et al., 2003). Even in polar regions, benthic Rhodobacteraceae contribute the microbial communities as described for Antarctic continental shelf sediments and deep-sea sediments along the Antarctic Polar Front and the Pacific Arctic Ocean (Bowman and McCuaig, 2003; Powell et al., 2003 Li et al., 2009). However, the general composition of benthic Rhodobacteraceae communities is always specific for each geographical location. Overall, members of this family are present in all kinds of marine sediments, but seem to be more abundant in coastal sites with high nutrient availability.

Physiological Properties of the Rhodobacteraceae Represented by OTUs Assigned as “Uncultured” Can Be Predicted by Identifying Their Phylogenetic Relationship

A comparison of phylogenetic trees calculated with different algorithms can help to get a robust affiliation as shown for some of the OTUs detected in this study. For instance, OTUs “uncultured 61” and “uncultured 70” were clearly related to Actibacterium and Wenxinia, respectively. All members of the genus Actibacterium were isolated from the marine environment and putatively depend on salt for growth (Lucena et al., 2012; Li et al., 2014; Park et al., 2014b; Lin et al., 2016; Guo et al., 2017). The type strain of this genus, A. mucosum, requires a complex ionic composition and does not grow on media with only NaCl or KCl added (Lucena et al., 2012; Park et al., 2014b). All isolates of the genus Wenxinia have a benthic origin and were described to be aerobic, heterotrophic using different sugars for growth (Ying et al., 2007; Park et al., 2014a). For both genera, the ability to reduce nitrate to nitrite has been described previously (e.g., A. atlanticum; Li et al., 2014; W. marina, Ying et al., 2007), explaining the presence of the OTU related to this genera in Nankai Trough sediments at a depth of 0.2–10 mbsf. Other OTUs are related to Limibaculum (“uncultured 6” and “uncultured 7”) and Rhodothalassium (“uncultured 66”) and were detected in surface sediments of the Nueces River mouth and the Gulf of Mexico. L. halophilum has been shown to be aerobic, hydrolyzing gelatin, using some sugars and also more complex substrates, e.g., potassium 5-ketogluconate (Shin et al., 2017). The isolate of the genus Rhodothalassium has grown preferably photoorganotrophically under anoxic conditions in the light, but can also thrive under microoxic to oxic conditions in the dark (Drews, 1981; Imhoff et al., 1998).

However, next generation sequencing of 16S rRNA genes and transcripts is still limited to a few hundred base pairs, resulting in partial sequences, only (Metzker, 2010). The consequence of using short reads is a clear phylogenetic classification on the family level, but in many cases no exact assignment to a specific genus. In our investigation, the sequences of some OTUs changed their position depending on the algorithm used for phylogenetic analyses. A clear physiological classification of the organisms behind the sequences can only be achieved by classical isolation. Until these isolates are available, we have chosen the approach to classify the “uncultured” by integrating their 16S rRNA gene sequences into the phylogenetic tree to infer their physiological properties from their next cultivated relatives. Metagenomic and metatranscriptomic analyses would provide even deeper insights into the functional potential of the community. However, 16S rRNA sequencing is less cost-intensive than whole metagenome shotgun sequencing and the investigation of the phylogenetic neighborhood already allows a hint toward the ecological role. Another possibility to predict functional profiles of microorganisms in the environment from 16S rRNA data is the usage of tools such as Tax4Fun (Aßhauer et al., 2015). Even though those functional predictions and our approach to investigate the next relatives cannot replace metagenomic or transcriptomic sequencing, it can still hint toward the role of microorganisms in the environment and consequently might provide helpful information to further cultivation approaches.

Correlating the Occurrence of Individual OTUs to Environmental Settings Provide Additional Hints Concerning the Physiology of Uncultured Rhodobacteraceae

As our comprehensive dataset consists of bacterial 16S rRNA transcripts, it reflects the community composition of the metabolically active Rhodobacteraceae at the different sampling sites. As stated, the function of uncultured members of this family remains uncertain, if they are represented by OTUs that could not be affiliated to any cultured relatives, but linking their occurrence at a specific location to the respective environmental conditions can be used to predict some of their physiologic properties.

The Rhodobacteraceae communities generally grouped according to the individual sampling sites as indicated by the NMDS analysis. Here, the active communities of the shallow sites (max. water depth 50 mbsl) clustered together where the available carbon sources are supposed to be less recalcitrant, while at the sites exhibiting water depths of several thousand meters (e.g., North Pond, 4500 mbsl) the organic matter reaching the seafloor is already degraded during sedimentation (Martin et al., 1987; Karl et al., 1988). In contrast, the occurrence of individual OTUs neither correlated to the geographic location, nor to the water or sediment depth. Significant correlations (p ≤ 0.05) were identified for one-third of all active and detected Rhodobacteraceae, but mostly for only one single parameter related to the redox conditions in the investigated sediments. Most OTUs were significantly correlated to the sulfide concentrations in the porewater, suggesting that members of the respective genera thrive under anoxic conditions. Among the cultured representatives, these OTUs were affiliated to Aestuariivita, Halocynthiibacter, Rubribacterium, Sagittula, and Salinihabitans. However, anaerobic growth was only reported for the genus Rubribacterium (Boldareva et al., 2009), while the other four genera were described as aerobic. This contradictory result might be explained by the incomplete physiological characterization during the strain descriptions, as often nitrate reduction is the only anaerobic metabolism tested (e.g., Yoon et al., 2009; Kim et al., 2014; Park et al., 2014c). Our findings suggest that these genera might contain at least facultative anaerobic members. Thus, deposited isolates should physiologically be investigated in more detail to unravel their response to anoxic conditions or screen their genomes, if available. Novel phyla within the described genera that are not in culture yet could be capable of an anaerobic lifestyle. This approach might not be appropriate for those OTUs that are representative for so-far uncultured Rhodobacteraceae as no isolates are available. Detecting their 16S rRNA sequences within metagenomic datasets has the potential to shed light on their physiological properties (Streit and Schmitz, 2004). Furthermore, a directed molecular survey to search for their occurrence in the environment in combination with a molecular-guided isolation from respective enrichments would be the gold standard to identify their ecological function.

CONCLUSION

By sharing, revisiting and reclassifying already existing datasets, we were able to analyze the metabolically active Rhodobacteraceae community compositions without redundant sample acquisitions. We could identify new clusters within this family and showed that a large part of the hidden diversity was particularly found in the subgroups other than the Roseobacter group. Their physiological properties might either be predicted by identifying the phylogenetic relationship of the respective OTUs or correlating their occurrence to environmental settings. Overall, our findings indicate that at least one-third of benthic Rhodobacteraceae was significantly correlated to the prevailing redox conditions (p ≤ 0.05). They are probably thriving under anoxic conditions and were thus not isolated using the common cultivation-based approaches.

DATA AVAILABILITY

Datasets are in a publicly accessible repository. The 16S rRNA transcript nucleotide sequences have been deposited in the National Institutes of Health (NIH) GenBank database under BioProject numbers PRJNA527322 (Nueces River mouth), PRJNA526779 (Gulf of Mexico), PRJNA527340 (South Atlantic), PRJNA527344 (Equatorial Pacific), PRJNA308331 (North Pond), and Sequence Read Archive numbers SRP010369 (Gulf of Mexico) and SRA049352 (Nankai Trough).

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

MP and BE interpreted results and wrote the first draft of the manuscript. MP calculated phylogenetic trees and LD did the statistical data analyses. BW reprocessed the sequence raw data. BR and HM performed the sediment sampling during various expeditions and did extraction of nucleic acids and pyrosequencing. All authors were involved in critical revision and approval of the final version.

FUNDING

This study was supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) as part of the collaborative research center TRR51. Funding for Nueces and Gulf of Mexico sampling and sequencing was through Dr. John Morse, advisor of BR during her dissertation work.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the crews and the scientific parties of all mentioned cruises for their support during sampling and Franziska Wemheuer for reading the manuscript critically. We would like to thank Laura Zinke, Gustavo Eric Carvalho, and Morgan Sobol for their assistance in the lab and field.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fmicb.2019.00659/full#supplementary-material

FOOTNOTES

1www.bacterio.net/-classifphyla.html

2www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi

3www.gbif.org/species/4729

4www.bacterio.net/-classifphyla.html

5www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi

6www.gbif.org/species/4729

7https://inkscape.org

8http://www.oxfordjournals.org/our_journals/nar/database/a/

9https://www.arb-silva.de/browser/

10www.bacterio.net/-classifphyla.html

REFERENCES

Andreote, F. D., Jiménez, D. J., Chaves, D., Dias, A. C. F., Luvizotto, D. M., Dini-Andreote, F., et al. (2012). The microbiome of brazilian mangrove sediments as revealed by metagenomics. PLoS One 7:e38600. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0038600

Aßhauer, K. P., Wemheuer, B., Daniel, R., and Meinicke, P. (2015). Tax4Fun: predicting functional profiles from metagenomic 16S rRNA data. Bioinformatics 31, 2882–2884. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/btv287

Bakenhus, I., Dlugosch, L., Billerbeck, S., Giebel, H. A., Milke, F., and Simon, M. (2017). Composition of total and cell-proliferating bacterioplankton community in early summer in the North Sea - Roseobacters are the most active component. Front. Microbiol. 8:14. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2017.01771

Balvočiūtė, M., and Huson, D. H. (2017). SILVA, RDP, Greengenes, NCBI and OTT - how do these taxonomies compare? BMC Genom. 18:114. doi: 10.1186/s12864-017-3501-4

Beiko, R. G. (2015). Microbial malaise: how can we classify the microbiome? Trends Microbiol. 23, 671–679. doi: 10.1016/j.tim.2015.08.009

Benjamini, Y., and Hochberg, Y. (1995). Controlling the false discovery rate: a practical and powerful approach to multiple testing. J. R. Stat. Soc. 57, 289–300. doi: 10.1111/j.2517-6161.1995.tb02031.x

Biebl, H., Pukall, R., Lünsdorf, H., Schulz, S., Allgaier, M., Tindall, B. J., et al. (2007). Description of Labrenzia alexandrii gen. nov., sp. nov., a novel alphaproteobacterium containing bacteriochlorophyll a, and a proposal for reclassification of Stappia aggregata as Labrenzia aggregata comb. nov., of Stappia marina as Labrenzia marina comb. nov. and of Stappia alba as Labrenzia alba comb. nov., and emended descriptions of the genera Pannonibacter, Stappia and Roseibium, and of the species Roseibium denhamense and Roseibium hamelinense. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 57,1095–1107. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.64821-0

Boldareva, E. N., Moskalenko, A. A., Makhneva, Z. K., Tourova, T. P., Kolganova, T. V., and Gorlenko, V. M. (2009). Rubribacterium polymorphum gen. nov., sp nov., a novel alkaliphilic nonsulfur purple bacterium from an Eastern Siberian soda lake. Microbiology 78, 732–740. doi: 10.1134/s0026261709060101

Bolhuis, H., and Stal, L. J. (2011). Analysis of bacterial and archaeal diversity in coastal microbial mats using massive parallel 16S rRNA gene tag sequencing. ISME J. 5, 1701–1712. doi: 10.1038/Ismej.2011.52

Bowman, J. P., and McCuaig, R. D. (2003). Biodiversity, community structural shifts, and biogeography of prokaryotes within Antarctic continental shelf sediment. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 69, 2463–2483. doi: 10.1128/aem.69.5.2463-2483.2003

Bragg, L., Stone, G., Imelfort, M., Hugenholtz, P., and Tyson, G. W. (2012). Fast, accurate error-correction of amplicon pyrosequences using Acacia. Nat. Methods 9, 425–426. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.1990

Brinkhoff, T., Giebel, H. A., and Simon, M. (2008). Diversity, ecology, and genomics of the Roseobacter clade: a short overview. Arch. Microbiol. 189, 531–539. doi: 10.1007/s00203-008-0353-y

Buchan, A., González, J. M., and Moran, M. A. (2005). Overview of the marine Roseobacter lineage. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 71, 5665–5677. doi: 10.1128/aem.71.10.5665-5677.2005

Buchan, A., Neidle, E. L., and Moran, M. A. (2001). Diversity of the ring-cleaving dioxygenase gene pcaH in a salt marsh bacterial community. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 67, 5801–5809. doi: 10.1128/aem.67.12.5801-5809.2001

Camacho, C., Coulouris, G., Avagyan, V., Ma, N., Papadopoulos, J., Bealer, K., et al. (2009). BLAST plus: architecture and applications. BMC Bioinformatics 10:421. doi: 10.1186/1471-2105-10-421

Caporaso, J. G., Kuczynski, J., Stombaugh, J., Bittinger, K., Bushman, F. D., Costello, E. K., et al. (2010). QIIME allows analysis of high-throughput community sequencing data. Nat. Methods 7, 335–336. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.f.303

Cole, J. R., Wang, Q., Fish, J. A., Chai, B. L., McGarrell, D. M., Sun, Y. N., et al. (2014). Ribosomal database project: data and tools for high throughput rRNA analysis. Nucleic Acids Res. 42, 633–642. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkt1244

Diaz, M. R., Piggot, A. M., Eberli, G. P., and Klaus, J. S. (2013). Bacterial community of oolitic carbonate sediments of the Bahamas Archipelago. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 485, 9–30. doi: 10.3354/meps10359

Drews, G. (1981). Rhodospirillum salexigens, spec. nov., an obligatory halophilic phototrophic bacterium. Arch. Microbiol. 130, 325–327. doi: 10.1007/bf00425949

Edgar, R. (2018). Taxonomy annotation and guide tree errors in 16S rRNA databases. PeerJ 6:e5030. doi: 10.7717/peerj.5030

Edgar, R. C. (2010). Search and clustering orders of magnitude faster than BLAST. Bioinformatics 26, 2460–2461. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461

Edgar, R. C., Haas, B. J., Clemente, J. C., Quince, C., and Knight, R. (2011). UCHIME improves sensitivity and speed of chimera detection. Bioinformatics 27, 2194–2200. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/btr381

Elifantz, H., Horn, G., Ayon, M., Cohen, Y., and Minz, D. (2013). Rhodobacteraceae are the key members of the microbial community of the initial biofilm formed in Eastern Mediterranean coastal seawater. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 85, 348–357. doi: 10.1111/1574-6941.12122

Galperin, M. Y., Fernández-Suárez, X. M., and Rigden, D. J. (2017). The 24th annual Nucleic Acids Research database issue: a look back and upcoming changes. Nucleic Acids Res. 45, 1–11. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkw1188

Garrity, G. M., Bell, J. A., and Lilburn, T. (2005). “Family I. Rhodobacteraceae fam. nov,” in The Proteobacteria, Part C. The Alpha-, Beta-, Delta-, and Epsilonproteobacteria, 2nd Edn, eds D. J. Brenner, N. R. Krieg, J. T. Staley, and G. M. Garrity (New York, NY: Springer), 161–228.

Ghai, R., Hernandez, C. M., Picazo, A., Mizuno, C. M., Ininbergs, K., Diez, B., et al. (2012). Metagenomes of Mediterranean coastal lagoons. Sci. Rep. 2:13. doi: 10.1038/srep00490

Giebel, H. A., Brinkhoff, T., Zwisler, W., Selje, N., and Simon, M. (2009). Distribution of Roseobacter RCA and SAR11 lineages and distinct bacterial communities from the subtropics to the Southern Ocean. Environ. Microbiol. 11, 2164–2178. doi: 10.1111/j.1462-2920.2009.01942.x

Giovannoni, J. J., Wing, R. A., Ganal, M. W., and Tanksley, S. D. (1991). Isolation of molecular markers from specific chromosomal intervals using DNA pools from existing mapping populations. Nucleic Acids Res. 19, 6553–6558. doi: 10.1093/nar/19.23.6553

Giovannoni, S., and Rappé, M. (2000). “Evolution, diversity, and molecular ecology of marine prokaryotes,” in Microbial Ecology of the Oceans, 1st Edn, ed. D. L. Kirchman (New York, NY: John Wiley & Sons), 47–84.

Giovannoni, S., and Stingl, U. (2007). The importance of culturing bacterioplankton in the ‘omics’ age. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 5, 820–826. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro1752

González, J. M., Kiene, R. P., and Moran, M. A. (1999). Transformation of sulfur compounds by an abundant lineage of marine bacteria in the alpha-subclass of the class Proteobacteria. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 65, 3810–3819.

González, J. M., Simó, R., Massana, R., Covert, J. S., Casamayor, E. O., Pedros-Alió, C., et al. (2000). Bacterial community structure associated with a dimethylsulfoniopropionate-producing North Atlantic algal bloom. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 66, 4237–4246. doi: 10.1128/aem.66.10.4237-4246.2000

Graue, J., Kleindienst, S., Lueders, T., Cypionka, H., and Engelen, B. (2012). Identifying fermenting bacteria in anoxic tidal-flat sediments by a combination of microcalorimetry and ribosome-based stable-isotope probing. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 81, 78–87. doi: 10.1111/j.1574-6941.2011.01282.x

Guo, L. L., Wu, Y. H., Xu, X. W., Huang, C. J., Xu, Y. Y., Cheng, H., et al. (2017). Actibacterium pelagium sp. nov., a novel alphaproteobacterium, and emended description of the genus Actibacterium. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 67, 5080–5086. doi: 10.1099/ijsem.0.002417

Haggerty, J. M., and Dinsdale, E. A. (2017). Distinct biogeographical patterns of marine bacterial taxonomy and functional genes. Global Ecol. Biogeogr. 26, 177–190. doi: 10.1111/geb.12528

Hurley, C. (2012). gclus: Clustering Graphics. Version 1.3.1. Available at: https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=gclus (accessed December 2, 2018).

Imhoff, J. F., Petri, R., and Süling, J. (1998). Reclassification of species of the spiral-shaped phototrophic purple non-sulfur bacteria of the Alphaproteobacteria: description of the new genera Phaeospirillum gen. nov., Rhodovibrio gen. nov., Rhodothalassium gen. nov. and Roseospira gen. nov. as well as transfer of Rhodospirillum fulvum to Phaeospirillum fulvum comb. nov., of Rhodospirillum molischianum to Phaeospirillum molischianum comb. nov., of Rhodospirillum salinarum to Rhodovibrio salinarum comb. nov., of Rhodospirillum sodomense to Rhodovibrio sodomensis comb. nov., of Rhodospirillum salexigens to Rhodothalassium salexigens comb. nov, and of Rhodospirillum mediosalinum to Roseospira mediosalina comb. nov. Int. J. Syst. Bacteriol. 48, 793–798. doi: 10.1099/00207713-48-3-793

Inagaki, F., Suzuki, M., Takai, K., Oida, H., Sakamoto, T., Aoki, K., et al. (2003). Microbial communities associated with geological horizons in coastal subseafloor sediments from the Sea of Okhotsk. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 69, 7224–7235. doi: 10.1128/aem.69.12.7224-7235.2003

Kanukollu, S., Wemheuer, B., Herber, J., Billerbeck, S., Lucas, J., Daniel, R., et al. (2016). Distinct compositions of free-living, particle-associated and benthic communities of the Roseobacter group in the North Sea. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 92:145. doi: 10.1093/femsec/fiv145

Karl, D. M., Knauer, G. A., and Martin, J. H. (1988). Downward flux of particulate organic matter in the ocean: a particle decomposition praradox. Nature 332, 438–441. doi: 10.1038/332438a0

Kim, Y. O., Park, S., Kim, H., Park, D. S., Nam, B. H., Kim, D. G., et al. (2014). Halocynthiibacter namhaensis gen. nov., sp nov., a novel alphaproteobacterium isolated from sea squirt Halocynthia roretzi. Antonie Van Leeuwenhoek 105, 881–889. doi: 10.1007/s10482-014-0142-3

Kozlov, A. M., Zhang, J. J., Yilmaz, P., Glöckner, F. O., and Stamatakis, A. (2016). Phylogeny-aware identification and correction of taxonomically mislabeled sequences. Nucleic Acids Res. 44, 5022–5033. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkw396

Labrenz, M., Lawson, P. A., Tindall, B. J., and Hirsch, P. (2009). Roseibaca ekhonensis gen. nov., sp. nov., an alkalitolerant and aerobic bacteriochlorophyll a-producing alphaproteobacterium from hypersaline Ekho Lake. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 59, 1935–1940. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.016717-0

Lee, M. J., and Lee, S. S. (2013). Paracoccus limosus sp. nov., isolated from activated sludge in a sewage treatment plant. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 63, 1311–1316. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.035212-0

Lee, Y. M., Hahm, D., Jung, Y. J., Park, S. H., Chun, J., and Hong, S. G. (2014). Bacterial community of sediments from the Australian-Antarctic ridge. Polar Biol. 37, 587–593. doi: 10.1007/s00300-014-1467-0

Lenk, S., Moraru, C., Hahnke, S., Arnds, J., Richter, M., Kube, M., et al. (2012). Roseobacter clade bacteria are abundant in coastal sediments and encode a novel combination of sulfur oxidation genes. ISME J. 6, 2178–2187. doi: 10.1038/ismej.2012.66

Lentini, V., Gugliandolo, C., Bunk, B., Overmann, J., and Maugeri, T. L. (2014). Diversity of prokaryotic community at a shallow marine hydrothermal site elucidated by Illumina sequencing technology. Curr. Microbiol. 69, 457–466. doi: 10.1007/s00284-014-0609-5

Li, G. Z., Lai, Q. L., Sun, F. Q., Du, Y. P., Liu, X. P., Li, G. Y., et al. (2014). Actibacterium atlanticum sp. nov., isolated from surface seawater of the Atlantic Ocean. Antonie Van Leeuwenhoek 106, 325–330. doi: 10.1007/s10482-014-0203-7

Li, H. R., Yu, Y., Luo, W., Zeng, Y. X., and Chen, B. (2009). Bacterial diversity in surface sediments from the Pacific Arctic Ocean. Extremophiles 13, 233–246. doi: 10.1007/s00792-009-0225-7

Li, L., Guenzennec, J., Nichols, P., Henry, P., Yanagibayashi, M., and Kato, C. (1999). Microbial diversity in Nankai Trough sediments at a depth of 3,843 m. J. Oceanogr. 55, 635–642. doi: 10.1023/A:1007897020042

Li, S. G., Tang, Y. Q., Nie, Y., Cai, M., and Wu, X. L. (2011). Complete genome sequence of Polymorphum gilvum SL003B-26A1T, a crude oil-degrading bacterium from oil-polluted saline soil. J. Bacteriol. 193, 2894–2895. doi: 10.1128/jb.00333-11

Lim, J. M., Jeon, C. O., Jang, H. H., Park, D. J., Shin, Y. K., Yeo, S. H., et al. (2008). Albimonas donghaensis gen. nov., sp nov., a nonphotosynthetic member of the class Alphaproteobacteria isolated from seawater. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 58, 282–285. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.65429-0

Lin, S. Y., Young, C. C., Hameed, A., Liu, Y. C., Hsu, Y. H., Chung, W. C., et al. (2016). Actibacterium ureilyticum sp, nov., isolated from seawater. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 66, 2769–2773. doi: 10.1099/ijsem.0.001052

Llobet-Brossa, E., Rabus, R., Böttcher, M. E., Könneke, M., Finke, N., Schramm, A., et al. (2002). Community structure and activity of sulfate-reducing bacteria in an intertidal surface sediment: a multi-method approach. Aquat. Microb. Ecol. 29, 211–226. doi: 10.3354/ame029211

López-Garcia, P., Duperron, S., Philippot, P., Foriel, J., Susini, J., and Moreira, D. (2003). Bacterial diversity in hydrothermal sediment and epsilon proteobacterial dominance in experimental microcolonizers at the Mid-Atlantic Ridge. Environ. Microbiol. 5, 961–976. doi: 10.1046/j.1462-2920.2003.00495.x

Lucena, T., Ruvira, M. A., Garay, E., Macian, M. C., Arahal, D. R., and Pujalte, M. J. (2012). Actibacterium mucosum gen. nov., sp nov., a marine alphaproteobacterium from Mediterranean seawater. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 62, 2858–2864. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.038026-0

Ludwig, W., Strunk, O., Westram, R., Richter, L., Meier, H., Yadhukumar, et al. (2004). ARB: a software environment for sequence data. Nucleic Acids Res. 32, 1363–1371. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkh293

Luo, H. W., and Moran, M. A. (2014). Evolutionary ecology of the marine Roseobacter clade. Microbiol. Mol. Biol. Rev. 78, 573–587. doi: 10.1128/mmbr.00020-14

Mahmoudi, N., Robeson, M. S., Castro, H. F., Fortney, J. L., Techtmann, S. M., Joyner, D. C., et al. (2015). Microbial community composition and diversity in Caspian Sea sediments. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 91, 1–11. doi: 10.1093/femsec/fiu013

Marcial Gomes, N. C., Borges, L. R., Paranhos, R., Pinto, F. N., Mendonça-Hagler, L. C., and Smalla, K. (2008). Exploring the diversity of bacterial communities in sediments of urban mangrove forests. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 66, 96–109. doi: 10.1111/j.1574-6941.2008.00519.x

Martin, J. H., Knauer, G. A., Karl, D. M., and Broenkow, W. W. (1987). VERTEX: carbon cycling in the northeast Pacific. Deep Sea Res. 34, 267–285. doi: 10.1016/0198-0149(87)90086-0

Martin, M. (2011). Cutadapt removes adapter sequences from high-throughput sequencing reads. EMBnet. J. 17, 10–12. doi: 10.14806/ej.17.1.200

Maszenan, A. M., Seviour, R. J., Patel, B. K. C., Rees, G. N., and McDougall, B. M. (1997). Amaricoccus gen. nov., a gram-negative coccus occurring in regular packages or tetrads, isolated from activated sludge biomass, and descriptions of Amaricoccus veronensis sp. nov., Amaricoccus tamworthensis sp. nov., Amaricoccus macauensis sp. nov., and Amaricoccus kaplicensis sp. nov. Int. J. Syst. Bacteriol. 47, 727–734. doi: 10.1099/00207713-47-3-727

McDonald, D., Price, M. N., Goodrich, J., Nawrocki, E. P., DeSantis, T. Z., Probst, A., et al. (2012). An improved Greengenes taxonomy with explicit ranks for ecological and evolutionary analyses of bacteria and archaea. ISME J. 6, 610–618. doi: 10.1038/ismej.2011.139

Metzker, M. L. (2010). Sequencing technologies - the next generation. Nat. Rev. Genet. 11, 31–46. doi: 10.1038/nrg2626

Mills, H. J., Hunter, E., Humphrys, M., Kerkhof, L., McGuinness, L., Huettel, M., et al. (2008). Characterization of nitrifying, denitrifying, and overall bacterial communities in permeable marine sediments of the northeastern Gulf of Mexico. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 74, 4440–4453. doi: 10.1128/aem.02692-07

Mills, H. J., Reese, B. K., Shepard, A. K., Riedinger, N., Dowd, S. E., Morono, Y., et al. (2012). Characterization of metabolically active bacterial populations in subseafloor Nankai Trough sediments above, within, and below the sulfate-methane transition zone. Front. Microbiol. 3:12. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2012.00113

Moran, M. A., González, J. M., and Kiene, R. P. (2003). Linking a bacterial taxon to sulfur cycling in the sea: studies of the marine Roseobacter group. Geomicrobiol. J. 20, 375–388. doi: 10.1080/01490450303901

Newton, R. J., Griffin, L. E., Bowles, K. M., Meile, C., Gifford, S., Givens, C. E., et al. (2010). Genome characteristics of a generalist marine bacterial lineage. ISME J. 4, 784–798. doi: 10.1038/ismej.2009.150

Nogales, B., Moore, E. R. B., Abraham, W. R., and Timmis, K. N. (1999). Identification of the metabolically active members of a bacterial community in a polychlorinated biphenyl polluted moorland soil. Environ. Microbiol. 1, 199–212. doi: 10.1046/j.1462-2920.1999.00024.x

O’Halloran, J. A., Barbosa, T. M., Morrissey, J. P., Kennedy, J., O’Gara, F., and Dobson, A. D. W. (2011). Diversity and antimicrobial activity of Pseudovibrio spp. from Irish marine sponges. J. Appl. Microbiol. 110, 1495–1508. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2672.2011.05008.x

Oksanen, J., Blanchet, F. G., Friendly, M., Kindt, R., Legendre, P., McGlinn, D., et al. (2018). vegan: Community Ecology Package. Version 2.5-2. Available at: https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan (accessed December 2, 2018).

Orphan, V. J., Hinrichs, K. U., Ussler, W., Paull, C. K., Taylor, L. T., Sylva, S. P., et al. (2001). Comparative analysis of methane-oxidizing Archaea and sulfate-reducing bacteria in anoxic marine sediments. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 67, 1922–1934. doi: 10.1128/aem.67.4.1922-1934.2001

Park, S., Jung, Y. T., and Yoon, J. H. (2014a). Wenxinia saemankumensis sp. nov., isolated from a tidal flat sediment. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 64, 1958–1963. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.062190-0

Park, S., Park, J. M., Kang, C. H., and Yoon, J. H. (2014b). Confluentimicrobium lipolyticum gen. nov., sp nov., a novel lipolytic alphaproteobacterium isolated from the junction between the ocean and a freshwater spring, and emended description of Actibacterium mucosum Lucena et al., 2012. Antonie Van Leeuwenhoek 106, 969–977. doi: 10.1007/s10482-014-0266-5

Park, S., Won, S. M., Kim, H., Park, D. S., and Yoon, J. H. (2014c). Aestuariivita boseongensis gen. nov., sp nov., isolated from a tidal flat sediment. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 64, 2969–2974. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.062406-0

Pohlner, M., Degenhardt, J., von Hoyningen-Huene, A. J. E., Wemheuer, B., Erlmann, N., Schnetger, B., et al. (2017). The biogeographical distribution of benthic Roseobacter group members along a Pacific transect is structured by nutrient availability within the sediments and primary production in different oceanic provinces. Front. Microbiol. 8:14. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2017.02550

Powell, S. M., Bowman, J. P., Snape, I., and Stark, J. S. (2003). Microbial community variation in pristine and polluted nearshore Antarctic sediments. FEMS Microbiol. Ecology 45, 135–145. doi: 10.1016/s0168-6496(03)00135-1

Pruesse, E., Peplies, J., and Glöckner, F. O. (2012). SINA: accurate high-throughput multiple sequence alignment of ribosomal RNA genes. Bioinformatics 28,1823–1829. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/bts252

Pujalte, M. J., Lucena, T., Ruvira, M. A., Arahal, D. R., and Macián, M. C. (2014). “The family Rhodobacteraceae,” in The Prokaryotes: Alphaproteobacteria and Betaproteobacteria, 4th Edn, eds E. Rosenberg, E. F. DeLong, S. Lory, E. Stackebrandt, and F. L. Thompson (Berlin: Springer), 439–512.

Quast, C., Pruesse, E., Yilmaz, P., Gerken, J., Schweer, T., Yarza, P., et al. (2013). The SILVA ribosomal RNA gene database project: improved data processing and web-based tools. Nucleic Acids Res. 41, 590–596. doi: 10.1093/nar/gks1219

 R Core Team (2018). R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. Vienna: R Foundation for Statistical Computing.

Reese, B. K., Mills, H. J., Dowd, S. E., and Morse, J. W. (2013). Linking molecular microbial ecology to geochemistry in a coastal hypoxic zone. Geomicrobiol. J. 30, 160–172. doi: 10.1080/01490451.2012.659331

Reese, B. K., Witmer, A. D., Moller, S., Morse, J. W., and Mills, H. J. (2014). Molecular assays advance understanding of sulfate reduction despite cryptic cycles. Biogeochemistry 118, 307–319. doi: 10.1007/s10533-013-9933-2

Reese, B. K., Zinke, L. A., Sobol, M. S., LaRowe, D. E., Orcutt, B. N., Zhang, X., et al. (2018). Nitrogen cycling of active bacteria within oligotrophic sediment of the Mid-Atlantic Ridge flank. Geomicrobiol. J. 35:6. doi: 10.1080/01490451.2017.1392649

Rigden, D. J., Fernández-Suárez, X. M., and Galperin, M. Y. (2016). The 2016 database issue of Nucleic Acids Research and an updated molecular biology database collection. Nucleic Acids Res. 44, 1–6. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkv1356

Schlitzer, R. (2018). Ocean Data View. Version 5.0.0. Available at: https://odv.awi.de (accessed October 1, 2018).

Schneider, D., Arp, G., Reimer, A., Reitner, J., and Daniel, R. (2013). Phylogenetic analysis of a microbialite-forming microbial mat from a hypersaline lake of the Kiritimati atoll, Central Pacific. PLoS One 8:14. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0066662

Seo, J. H., Kang, I., Yang, S. J., and Cho, J. C. (2017). Characterization of spatial distribution of the bacterial community in the South Sea of Korea. PLoS One 12:e0174159. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0174159

Shin, Y. H., Kim, J. H., Suckhoom, A., Kantachote, D., and Kim, W. Y. (2017). Limibaculum halophilum gen. nov., sp nov., a new member of the family Rhodobacteraceae. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 67, 3812–3818. doi: 10.1099/ijsem.0.002200

Simon, M., Scheuner, C., Meier-Kolthoff, J. P., Brinkhoff, T., Wagner-Döbler, I., Ulbrich, M., et al. (2017). Phylogenomics of Rhodobacteraceae reveals evolutionary adaptation to marine and non-marine habitats. ISME J. 11, 1483–1499. doi: 10.1038/ismej.2016.198

Simpson, G. L. (2016). permute: Functions for Generating Restricted Permutations of Data. Version 0.9-4. Available at: https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=permute (accessed December 2, 2018).

Sorokin, D. Y., Tourova, T. P., Spiridonova, E. M., Rainey, F. A., and Muyzer, G. (2005). Thioclava pacifica gen. nov., sp. nov., a novel facultatively autotrophic, marine, sulfur-oxidizing bacterium from a near-shore sulfidic hydrothermal area. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 55, 1069–1075. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.63415-0

Stevens, H., Brinkhoff, T., and Simon, M. (2005). Composition of free-living, aggregate-associated and sediment surface-associated bacterial communities in the German Wadden Sea. Aquat. Microb. Ecol. 38, 15–30. doi: 10.3354/ame038015

Streit, W. R., and Schmitz, R. A. (2004). Metagenomics - the key to the uncultured microbes. Curr. Opin. Microbiol. 7, 492–498. doi: 10.1016/j.mib.2004.08.002

Suzuki, R., and Shimodaira, H. (2015). pvclust: Hierarchical Clustering with P-Values via Multiscale Bootstrap Resampling. Version 2.0-0. Available at: https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=pvclust (accessed December 2, 2018).

Suzuki, T., Muroga, Y., Takahama, M., Shiba, T., and Nishimura, Y. (1999). Rubrimonas cliftonensis gen. nov., sp. nov., an aerobic bacteriochlorophyll-containing bacterium isolated from a saline lake. Int. J. Syst. Bacteriol. 49, 201–205. doi: 10.1099/00207713-49-1-201

Takai, K., Miyazaki, M., Hirayama, H., Nakagawa, S., Querellou, J., and Godfroy, A. (2009). Isolation and physiological characterization of two novel, piezophilic, thermophilic chemolithoautotrophs from a deep-sea hydrothermal vent chimney. Environ. Microbiol. 11, 1983–1997. doi: 10.1111/j.1462-2920.2009.01921.x

Todorova, N. H., Mironova, R. S., and Karamfilov, V. K. (2014). Comparative molecular analysis of bacterial communities inhabiting pristine and polluted with polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons Black Sea coastal sediments. Mar. Poll. Bull. 83, 231–240. doi: 10.1016/j.marpolbul.2014.03.047

Urakami, T., Araki, H., Oyanagi, H., Suzuki, K. I., and Komagata, K. (1990). Paracoccus aminophilus sp. nov. and Paracoccus aminovorans sp. nov., which utilize N,N-dimethylformamide. Int. J. Syst. Bacteriol. 40, 287–291. doi: 10.1099/00207713-40-3-287

Wagner-Döbler, I., and Biebl, H. (2006). Environmental biology of the marine Roseobacter lineage. Ann. Rev. Microbiol. 60, 255–280. doi: 10.1146/annurev.micro.60.080805.142115

Wemheuer, B., Wemheuer, F., Hollensteiner, J., Meyer, F. D., Voget, S., and Daniel, R. (2015). The green impact: bacterioplankton response toward a phytoplankton spring bloom in the southern North Sea assessed by comparative metagenomic and metatranscriptomic approaches. Front. Microbiol. 6:13. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2015.00805

Yakimov, M. M., Giuliano, L., Crisafi, E., Chernikova, T. N., Timmis, K. N., and Golyshin, P. N. (2002). Microbial community of a saline mud volcano at San Biagio-Belpasso, Mt. Etna (Italy). Environ. Microbiol. 4, 249–256. doi: 10.1046/j.1462-2920.2002.00293.x

Ying, J. Y., Wang, B. J., Dai, X., Yang, S. S., Liu, S. J., and Liu, Z. P. (2007). Wenxinia marina gen. nov., sp nov., a novel member of the Roseobacter clade isolated from oilfield sediments of the South China Sea. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 57, 1711–1716. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.64825-0

Yoon, J. H., Kang, S. J., Lee, S. Y., and Oh, T. K. (2009). Salinihabitans flavidus gen. nov., sp nov., isolated from a marine solar saltern. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 59, 2561–2564. doi: 10.1099/ijs.0.009183-0

Zhu, D. C., Tanabe, S. H., Yang, C., Zhang, W. M., and Sun, J. Z. (2013). Bacterial community composition of South China Sea sediments through pyrosequencing-based analysis of 16S rRNA genes. PLoS One 8:e78501. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0078501

Zhulin, I. B. (2015). Databases for microbiologists. J. Bacteriol. 197, 2458–2467. doi: 10.1128/jb.00330-15

Conflict of Interest Statement: HM was employed by Rhodium Scientific LLC.

The remaining authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Pohlner, Dlugosch, Wemheuer, Mills, Engelen and Reese. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fmicb-10-00659-g001.jpg
~u "\
Palmyra \
_ Atoll

|

E uatori ?
N

acific

9






OPS/images/cross.jpg
3,

i





OPS/images/cover.jpg
, frontiers
in Microbiology

The Majority of Active
Rhodobacteraceae in Marine
Sediments Belong to Uncultured
Genera: A Molecular Approach to
Link Their Distribution to
Environmental Conditions









OPS/images/fmicb-10-00659-g002.jpg
Relative proportion of phlya

100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

others

Acidobacteria

Planktomycetes

Proteo-
bacteria

n =474,292

others

Bifa- .
proteobacteria

proteobacteria

n = 283,152

others

Caulo-
bacterales

Rickettsiales

Rhodo-
spirillales

n = 34,603

uncultured

Roseobacter
group

n=3,214





OPS/images/fmicb-10-00659-g003.jpg
e.g. Thalassococcus, Marivita, Antarctobacter, Tropicibacter

e.g. Loktanella, Litorimicrobium, Phaeobacter, Sedimentitalea

[4 ~ —— e.g. Rhodosalinus, Methlyarcula

uncultured
Wenxmla marma (DQ640643)
thermophilum (AJ844281)

20

Roseivivax ha/odurans (D85829)
ihabitans, Litori ia

Citreimonas salinaria (AY962295)
Citreicella thiooxidans (AY639887)

Yangia pacifica (AJ877265)

Pseudodonghicola xiamenensis (DQ120728)

Youngimonas vesicularis (KC169815)

e.g. Oceanicola, Lutimaribacter

9
Poseidonocella pacifica (AB576005)

uncultured 195 ] Cluster V

uncultured 197
Sa/rmhabltans flavidus (FJ265707)
nas giaohouensis (EU878003)

Ruegeria atlantica (D88526)

e.g. Lentibacter, Roseobacter, Sulfitobacter

Shimia marina (AY962292)
Marinibacteri rofundimaris (KT223370)

Cluster lll

uncultured 158
Silicimonas algicola (KU926270)

uncultured 181
Boseongicola aestuarii (KF977837)
uncultured 176

(4 ———  e.g. Maribius, Hwanghaeicola

Profundibacterium mesophilum (JF776971)
Oceaniovalibus guishaninsula (AMGO01000012)
8)

Pseudoroseobacter euryhalinus (DQ16724:
l' e.g. Litoreibacter, Plantotalea, Pacifibacter
helgolandensis (AJ438157)

Thalassobacter stenotrophicus (AJ631302)

{4 e.q. Celeribacter, Pseudoruegeria

uncultured 183
uncultured 178
uncultured 175 Cluster IV

uncultured 161
Hasllibacter halocynthiae (FJ638616)
Actibacterium mucosum (HE590855)

uncultured 61
Roseovarius tolerans (Y11551)
Nioella nitratireducens (KC534331)

[4 —— e.g. Dinoroseobacter, Maritimibacter

Tropicimonas isoalkanivorans (AB302379)

Psychromarinibacter halotolerans (KU321207)
Rhodovulum sulﬁdophllum (D16423)

Thioclava pacifica (AY656719)

[3 _— e.g. Rhodobacter, Paenirhodobacter

[4 ————— e.g. Frigidibacter, Defluviimonas
[ ——— e.g. Cereibacter, Paracoccus
Conflt imicrobium lipolyticum (KJ889015)
Albidovulum inexpectatum (AF465833)
Plastorhodobacter daqmgensrs (KF312713
Halodur ium flavum (KF112835)
[6— e.g. Rhodobaca, Roseinatronobacter
Rhodobaculum claviforme (KM077019)
e.g. Pontivivens, Halovulum
Antarcticicola litoralis (EU016198)

Albimonas donghaensis (DQ280370)
Amaricoccus kaplicensis (U88041
Tetracoccus cechii (Y09610)
uncultured 71

i (HQ709062)

1 Pleomorphc
[ Oceanicella actignis (JQ864435)

uncultured 184
uncultured 182

Cluster |

uncultured 172
uncultured 173

uncultured 68 Cluster Il

uncultured 7

uncultured 6
Limibaculum halophllum (KX774334)
polymorphum (EU857676)
)

4‘:‘— Rubrimonas cliftonensis (D85834
uncultured 164
| 1 66

lexigens (D14431)

Anthal

— Rhodc i g

e.g. Labrenzia, Stappia, Ahrensia

Rhizobium sp.





OPS/images/logo.jpg
, frontiers
in Microbiology





OPS/images/fmicb-10-00659-g004.jpg
NMDS2

2

-3

Stress = 0.062

Nueces

River mouth Nankai

Trough
Palmyra

Atoll
@)

Gulf of
Mexico

.W' ®

Pond South
Atlantic
Equatorial
Pacific
| T T T :

Qo0-2

O2-4
Q4-6
Q6-8
©s8-10
@10-12
@12-14
@14-16
@ 16-18
@ 18-20

@0.2-10

@ 10-20

@ 20-100

[cmbsf]

[mbsf]





OPS/images/fmicb-10-00659-g005.jpg
Q,
Ce's‘
e
o
%
(o)
S/

)}'O

A2
’7[/

&

2,
p«?

4,
AO

)
G
O,
/&.’7
‘%
(o4

0

%, %
Z/

O,

”

%
V%

(I8
R
Uy /}Pre
s,
(o

A,
O,
A,

Sulfitobacter
Salinihabitans
Paracoccus
Tropicibacter
Shimia
Tropicimonas
Phaeomarinomonas
Roseovarius
Amaricoccus
- | Rubellimicrobium
Dinoroseobacter
Ruegeria

| W Stappia
Thalassobius
Actibacterium
Defluviimonas
Pseudoruegeria
Wenxinia
Oceanicella
NAC11-7 lineage
Roseibacterium
Rubribacterium
Pseudoroseovarius
Marivita
Boseongicola
Planktomarina
Ascidiaceihabitans
Roseobacter
CHAB-I-5 linage
Loktanella
Litorimicrobium
Sagittula
Rubrimonas
Leisingera
Oceanobacterium
Labrenzia
Epibacterium
Pseudophaeobacter
Lentibacter
Amylibacter
Tateyamaria
Halocynthiibacter
Aestuariivita
Planktotalea
Roseibium

h

d |
o M HEER MNN RER AR AN R R

c-0
V-2
9-v
8-9
oL-20
0Z- 0l

ov-zo [[[[TT T AT T TATTTTTT(TTT T

00l - 0C
oL-20

l
cl-o0l
001 - 02

[cmbsf] [mbsf]





OPS/images/fmicb-10-00659-g006.jpg
z-0

v-z

9-

8-9
0L-8
ZL- 01
9L- 1
0z- 8l
0Z- 01
OL'Z'0|
0L-20
001 - 02
0L-20
001 - 0Z

uncultured 183
uncultured 71
uncultured 14
uncultured 178
uncultured 175
uncultured 184
uncultured 69
uncultured 181
uncultured 70
uncultured 182
uncultured 66
uncultured 180
uncultured 68
uncultured 177
uncultured 7
uncultured 67
uncultured 65
uncultured 179
uncultured 161
uncultured 176
uncultured 62
uncultured 174
uncultured 64
uncultured 187
uncultured 63
uncultured 61
uncultured 158
uncultured 173
uncultured 172
uncultured 170
uncultured 171
uncultured 195
uncultured 167
uncultured 59
uncultured 6
uncultured 168
uncultured 58
uncultured 60
uncultured 166
uncultured 165
uncultured 164
uncultured 169
uncultured 163
uncultured 197
uncultured 12





OPS/images/fmicb-10-00659-g007.jpg
Aestuariivita

Ascidiaceihabitans
Halocynthiibacter

Litorimicrobium
Marivita
Rubribacterium
Sagittula
Salinihabitans
uncultured 2
uncultured 4
uncultured 7
uncultured 9
uncultured 10
uncultured 12
uncultured 14
uncultured 22
uncultured 23
uncultured 28
uncultured 31
uncultured 34
uncultured 35
uncultured 36
uncultured 43
uncultured 49
uncultured 50
uncultured 52
uncultured 53
uncultured 59
uncultured 60
uncultured 66
uncultured 69
uncultured 74

uncultured 76

TOC
Sulfate
Sulfide
Iron

32
31

-.32

.30

.32

.30

34

33

-32-22-13-03 .06 .16 .25 .35 44 54 64

)
©

.26

39
.56
.28
27
33
44
.32
.35
29
.29

.29

29

27

29

.28

.29
.36

.39

.39

51
42

43

46

TOC

.30
.30

43

.28

Sulfate
Sulfide

Iron

w
%]

.32

31

32

32

.35

43
.56
27

48

45
39

.64

.39

.30

39

.39

33

42

43
.58

.64

.32

49
.59

42

uncultured 78

uncultured 79

uncultured 81

uncultured 83

uncultured 90

uncultured 91

uncultured 99

uncultured 102
uncultured 104
uncultured 108
uncultured 109
uncultured 117
uncultured 121
uncultured 123
uncultured 126
uncultured 132
uncultured 135
uncultured 142
uncultured 150
uncultured 158
uncultured 161
uncultured 162
uncultured 167
uncultured 172
uncultured 174
uncultured 175
uncultured 177
uncultured 178
uncultured 180
uncultured 183
uncultured 184
uncultured 189

uncultured 191





