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Figure 1.
maximum-likelihood algorithm (RAXML with PROTCATLG model) based on 14 ribosomal proteins (L2-L6, L14,
L15, L18, L22, L24, S3, S8, S17 and S19). Branch A: genetic distance between bacteria and archaea. Branch B:

genetic distance between archaea and eukaryotes.
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1 CPRAWEWHRIGE

1.1 CPR i AH

2015 4=, Brown &5 5 UCRHZ I S A 44 Ry M ik
1 AR 25 (candidate phyla radiation, CPR).
& [H M K AAAA R 1 1) Brown SEXT NS L
WK ARIEA T 722 3L AL 5 AR A5 B2 b, 3k
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DLHT & A i 18 Ly 2 R R A 4 e i R R A
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2. s SRR (3 1), OP11 (/NIRRT
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*1 CPRAEEMIIKEMRER
Table 1. Summary of phylum-level CPR members

Superphylum Proposed phylum name Code name Habitat References
Parcubacteria Adlerbacteria - Groundwater [8]
(OD1) Azambacteria -

Campbellbacteria -
Falkowbacteria -
Giovannonibacteria -
Jorgensenbacteria -
Kaiserbacteria -
Kuenenbacteria -
Magasanikbacteria -
Nomurabacteria -
Uhrbacteria -
Wolfebacteria -
Yanofskybacteria -
Microgenomates Amesbacteria - [8]
(OP11) Beckwithbacteria -
Collierbacteria -
Curtissbacteria -
Daviesbacteria -
Gottesmanbacteria -
Levybacteria -
Pacebacteria -
Roizmanbacteria -
Shapirobacteria -
Woesebacteria -

- Abawacabacteria - Aquifer sediments and [16]
- Andersenbacteria RIF9 groundwater
- Blackburnbacteria RIF35

- Brennerbacteria RIF18

- Buchananbacteria RIF37

- Chisholmbacteria RIF36

- Colwellbacteria RIF41

- Doudnabacteria SM2F11

- Harrisonbacteria RIF43

- Jacksonbacteria RIF38

- Kerfeldbacteria RIF4

- Komeilibacteria RIF6

- Liptonbacteria RIF42

- Lloydbacteria RIF45

- Nealsonbacteria RIF40

- Niyogibacteria RIF11

- Peribacteria -

- Portnoybacteria RIF22

- Ryanbacteria RIF10

- Spechtbacteria RIF19
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(1)
- Staskawiczbacteria RIF20
- Sungbacteria RIF17
- Tagabacteria RIF12
- Taylorbacteria RIF16
- Terrybacteria RIF13
- Veblenbacteria RIF39
- Vogelbacteria RIF14
- Wildermuthbacteria RIF21
- Woykebacteria RIF34
- Yonathbacteria RIF44
- Zambryskibacteria RIF15
- - Kazan Groundwater [8]
- - CPR2
- - CPR3
- - CPR1
- Dojkabacteria WS6
- Moranbacteria -
- Brownbacteria - Groundwater [27]
- Hugbacteria -
- Fertabacteria - Dolphin’s mouth [28-29]
- Katanobacteria WWE3 Acetate-stimulated aquifer [30]
- Saccharibacteria T™7 sediment
- Gribaldobacteria - Deep terrestrial aquifers [31]
- Howlettbacteria - subsurface
- Moisslbacteria -
- Torokbacteria -
- Absconditabacteria SR1/ACD80 Acetate-amended aquifer [32]
- Berkelbacteria ACD58
- Gracilibacteria GNO02/BD1-5
- Peregrinibacteria PER
- Gottesmanbakteria - Anoxic spring [33]

PB4, Brown 5 1E 5 AL A K RE R ) 3]
CPR ZHFEAH*F £ N 10%-70%, ifii Danczak %575
TR HL T KA S & B CPR 48 P 1 AR XS =
JETE 4%-20% 2], BEHIRIRAATER) CPR 4HTE F
JEFE AR 7 B A5 £ 1A CPR 458, SM2F11
5 TM7 A BRI )12 . SM2F11 FER T R
FEIRK B AL, WA/ B miE 500 R
S g R F BT TM7 7 1996 4R T8 R U8 s
RS 20 4R, BRELAEOK . LR Wil
DUy IR R B IE DL AR B A [REBA (

T B Wi . R RN A B T ) R B P22 A
WIS T KR CPR 408 F e, KRB
FERIZ . P2 FRIZEA /A0, a2
F R EBY. Herrmann 25 8+ BERTR Kt
CPR ZHTR , /& B AE /K M e g ARG = B2 A fat i
e, HL R 2 Y S SR R RS CPR 4T
[ =F B KR SRR AR bR 2 IO OC R, BLH
CPR 4l B 38 IV 55 8 72 TR 100 BRI JZ 26 F
TR KR, BIRYIF />, Cabello SE7EDL/R TN
W2 KA L RB 418 3k A5 CPR MAGS, [AlF: 2

http://journals.im.ac.cn/actamicrocn



1290

Ye Tao etal. | Acta Microbiologica Sinica, 2020, 60(6)

M CPR 41T 1] LA TG 7E 5578 R B M 25 b
JFik, 4RI E KB CPR AIE RIE T T
KR PR IR SR E R, MHARFE
FEAIL(EE 1),

2 CPRAFWRHE

CPR 2 1 1% 248 LA AR /)N o 200 B87 1 200 i R/
SRR Y], WMTESNRE T (GEE TR
IR . SR AT, AN MR AR 2 A8 /N DL AR
BRI TS E RGN
WO R, T n 40 it =% e AR AR AR 78 R 5 T
A RARE, PRI B N — R A P S )
SIS IR 20 {40 LART IS A A Y B
WA A LG AT, 2% FEX de N T A R 45 1
)7 3 O A . — R LT, A A Y AR Y
f£ 0.5-5.0 pm Z [0l — /A 7 AT S A 4R TR
R/DNERTFELE 014-030 um, KBHFELE
0.014-0.060 pm® X R EEFE I, HLH DNA | RNA,
EER S IEREY A REA L9025 A AT (A4
Pr#ThEEI4) 2000 4F A4, M EAEAE 0.020-
0.128 um 4“4 K 4il & (nanobacteria)” # Wi i 3]
I, AR 2 BF 2 RN O H 0k E AT 40 i 20
e, WA ATREILIEAFIRIO, 2015 4E Luef Z:fdi
0.2 um JEMEIERL P 1 Z M Rifle UK, iz
FH 16S rDNA 57 3L R A1 742 AR & BB I &
A ZFh WWE3 4332 B 1R/ NS PR 20 TR T
B, FHXHX L CPR 4 FE 1 16S rDNA J¥ 4111t
RS, R U 2 40 M - 56 S i 7 4% 22 (Flow
cytometry-fluorescence in situ hybridization, FISH)
A I 375 S R T S U R 45 A 1 AR K D L 1
CPR #M B i 1T WL %, KM ME kR H A
(0.009+0.002) um®, & #EH KT =m0 fie/ME
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FLBIE A, JF A G0 A Y s 5 A% A 2
4, DNA FIRZREATE 20 L 3 T2 O AR 1 7 B 25 0
ZEMO, 552 CPR AN TEMT 5 4 38 A 40 i B A
/T 0.5 um®47 ) it A O s v e RS
M TM7x B (TM7 43 30) M4l B2 R
0.2-0.3 um. FIFH 0.1 um F1 0.2 pm W FPFLIZHY
PSR 3 N OKSEATduE, N 16S rDNA AL Rk
F, 0.1 um JEME I CPR 4 AT B L 0.2 um
T |2 50%LA |, e T K CPR 40 EAR
FERAITE 0.1-0.2 um® . 54 5 £ A B /MARR
CPR ZHEA, A LABFE A= i 1A B A4t Ff 25 1] P 254>
ey . RERWI L St Y i A p S g,
N A i de e 5 S Bkl

WA 1Y & AL RS SR AR R B CPR 41 Y 41 iy
TEAHA R AR, 2014 4F Soro S5 F| & R SR 1Y
JIiEARAE TMT ISR bR UB2523, 4 5tz
T (Actinomyces oris) =k H. A% #2 #1 14 (Fusobacterium
nucleatum) L85 35 T BB AL D IR, UB2523
JERBIRIEA, WZKEEF] 20-200 pm; i
UB2523 5 ZF i} nh wk 5 B & (Porphyromonas
gingivalis) . H[E] % [ & (Prevotella intermedia) B 4%
K 4% Bk 7§ (Streptococcus gordonii) 3t 5 3% B},
UB2523 S 3 i e P Rk B 4500

3 CPR AHWARMK

B Bk B Z CPR 4HEEE N kSR, DHAT
N BATES M CPR 200 T JE DR A A5 A A1l (9 JE At |-,
PE— 2R N T X IAE I o R O & A4
B PR AR A7 ORI AIE
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3.1 fafkEEEA

CPR 4T H |l T 28 A% iy 8 21 48 K 2 4%
/NF 1.2 Mb (3 2). Nelson 2575 #E4T46 T T
(Parcubacteria) & [ 2 43 BT & R, 0 TRRR 1) Yk
L JLT#FE L Mb LUF, HA 1R R L4 R
1.2 Mb"7.2015 4, Brown %53 % #iLfY 797 4~ CPR
YRR 4L, Ik EA ] (Peregrinibacteria) . TM6
73 A CPR2 43 32 AP FE I 4 R/IME 1.0-1.2 Mb
ZI, HAWE 1 Mb LR, sl
(Berkelbacteria) 4f o4 i) - ¥ B Rl fe /N, HA
581 kb, FA AR 3175 4~ CPR 41 B 3 A
Hiktrgit sy, KB CPR #HME R GC & ik
(30.56%—54.25%) FlI kK 4 /N sh#Rd K, Hi
Colwellbacteria | J3EF Hix/]N, HAA 0.48 Mb,
T 20 7 ] (Gracilibacteria) 5t M 4H % K, ik F|
1.21 Mb., Bokhari S8 A A= 415 ih 18 . CPR
MBI CPR AR HEA T LA, &I CPR 4 I 1) 3
R 20 /N T B A m e

CPR 4l B SE R 2H i R~ BE (K /D, A 33 50%
F0 DR S BB SR AR R B . CPR 20 B i P 28 145 A 325
FE R B B RRAIC . ZEIRAK DT RE & 5 1 R 7K
R AR5 46 T R ] (Parcubacteria) 41 T 77 76 5 %
FERGR IS, W —FRIRIG P CEE IS S i+
{53 Bl A R B9 & T ] (Parcubacteria)
Y T 1472 3 R 4H (pan-genome) A BT 45 S R, 1%
FRTT A RS FE R 7 28%, 2% TR A I B A
Z MBI Castelle 25 %F CL1H) CPR 4
B DEA TR RE 0T, & BRI DR 4 v 2 i B O
A AR DG SE IR, (H R 3 2 S5 DR AT 3 % P 7
N IRRER AN e R, MR E R L A I Rk
R 356 P AT il 7 R AR et AR e 1

3.2 #REZH CPR AHE TRARBEHE

CPR 4 TA AJ LA TR DA 1Y) e et 722
Wrighton 26 7E £ R 2 K19 5 7K 2 A ok 72 S IR 4
7 PHEAS BRI ER 1] (Parcubacteria) /N R 4
# '] (Microgenomates) #1 S I I
(Peregrinibacteria)Zfi f% % [ 41 . 2014 4§, Wrighton
SETEH T KR E W REIE OISR R Z A TTK
i) CPR AN 51 A TER . LK. Wk, &
M. TRRMFLERAVARE 1, FRUX g m HA K
ST I A L AR, B N R A R . LR
M REY TR RER ATP, fEiZ kR fEp R
PR S PR it FAZ B L 2K, B
T oERE I L TR 1k R Y Brown 275 X CPR
YHTA P L R R BEER 43 CPR R ot A i 46 ik -6-
1% 12 i = I (glucose-6-P-1-dehydrogenase) , % B
CPR 4HiTR & T IR B R WA TR , ] LATE R B 5 Bl
T oE R F AL i B Wrighton 2576 2017 4F
i AL SE A 4] PER-1 AT WS6-1 FUMCIHE %, &
B CPR #HE Al LIKE RubisCO [H%E CO, F=A: K
3 MR H R 1o A e A TR ARG BE B ATP . I3
AMER T A/Z . A RubisCO type 11/111 ) CPR
A ReF HIMZ IR (DNA/RNA), TAZEAC
KA A% T IR (R 1 IR A bR AR o

ik, IR CPR #B8 A R AR & T —FP AR
ik % . 2017 4%, Castelle “54)i& T —4~ CPR #f
A b1“Candidatus Parcunitrobacter nitroensis” 13
KA R E, H)E T W] (Parcubacterium), 1%
PRI 5 PR 2 2 B 22 i g B AR AR DG I, A 45 il T
fife . PFOAER . AFRIDIRACHE, LA — ek
() HL AR R IR AR o T A IX SE BN 7E DNA JKF- B
5 HAbAE CPR 40 R H (1 [Rl P A 22 SR Ok, wf
DA 28 FE AN SR 18 2 7 5 PR 2 B8 DA HC At 248 7 v 2R
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#%* 2. CPRYHEZEFBEHR
Table 2. The genome information of CPR members

Phylum Genome number Average genome size/Mb Average GC Average gene Av?rage gene
content/% number region ratio/%

Abawacabacteria 2 0.80 43.68 794 87.79
Absconditabacteria 4 1.13 33.71 1054 87.60
Adlerbacteria 14 0.56 51.91 622 90.04
Amesbacteria 43 0.84 46.95 994 92.72
Andersenbacteria 9 1.01 46.38 1072 87.69
Azambacteria 39 0.61 44.02 661 89.83
Beckwithbacteria 28 0.85 45.74 973 92.95
Berkelbacteria 42 0.64 40.05 694 87.08
Blackburnbacteria 12 0.78 42.02 867 89.98
Brennerbacteria 8 0.58 42.49 623 84.57
Buchananbacteria 11 0.93 40.85 939 83.68
Campbellbacteria 14 0.62 36.07 639 83.11
Chisholmbacteria 6 0.97 49.12 1028 88.94
Collierbacteria 48 0.78 44.27 893 90.59
Colwellbacteria 16 0.48 44,71 535 87.71
CPR1 3 0.56 46.91 648 90.95
CPR2 10 0.97 38.01 1038 85.88
CPR3 8 0.98 35.68 974 88.92
Curtisshacteria 56 0.82 39.94 929 89.06
Daviesbacteria 61 0.89 39.06 1000 91.75
Dojkabacteria 28 0.59 34.81 629 90.95
Doudnabacteria 37 0.82 45.52 913 88.72
Falkowbacteria 77 0.96 39.86 951 86.95
Fertabacteria 1 0.90 37.87 828 90.64
Giovannonibacteria 60 0.72 44.42 827 91.58
Gottesmanbacteria 58 1.10 41.88 1197 90.36
Gottesmanbakteria 17 1.15 37.11 1169 89.73
Gracilibacteria 24 1.21 30.56 1189 89.30
Gribaldobacteria 16 0.57 36.97 612 88.95
Harrisonbacteria 15 0.64 43.07 689 87.49
Howlettbacteria 4 0.76 37.67 818 86.02
Jacksonbacteria 12 1.03 43.57 1020 89.32
Jorgensenbacteria 24 0.57 45.82 638 87.78
Kaiserbacteria 88 0.69 51.50 774 88.61
Katanobacteria 125 0.74 42.43 797 90.36
Kazan 12 0.67 48.47 663 87.11
Kerfeldbacteria 9 1.16 42.40 1116 89.42
Komeilibacteria 10 0.84 45.07 854 86.92
Kuenenbacteria 10 0.67 40.42 686 85.71
Levybacteria 100 0.77 37.81 855 90.87
Liptonbacteria 14 0.63 49.43 684 86.94
Lloydbacteria 15 1.01 50.11 1077 86.26
Magasanikbacteria 88 0.88 40.86 866 88.29
(F28)
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Microgenomates 79 0.77
Moranbacteria 80 0.88
Nealsonbacteria 66 0.53
Niyogibacteria 6 0.74
Nomurabacteria 165 0.65
Pacebacteria 20 0.82
Parcubacteria 418 0.66
Peregrinibacteria 70 1.09
Peribacteria 22 1.17
Portnoybacteria 38 0.66
Roizmanbacteria 136 0.92
Ryanbacteria 21 0.83
Saccharibacteria 50 0.86
Shapirobacteria 32 0.66
Spechtbacteria 9 0.62
Staskawiczbacteria 43 0.73
Sungbacteria 24 0.91
Tagabacteria 9 0.51
Taylorbacteria 42 0.81
Terrybacteria 11 0.74
Torokbacteria 2 0.78
Uhrbacteria 86 0.92
Veblenbacteria 5 0.70
Vogelbacteria 12 0.63
Wildermuthbacteria 28 0.63
Woesebacteria 171 0.79
Wolfebacteria 51 0.59
Woykebacteria 15 0.72
Yanofskybacteria 82 0.69
Yonathbacteria 11 0.72
Zambryskibacteria 60 0.57
Brownbacteria Not available
Hugbacteria

Moisslbacteria

Average - 0.77

83k 2)
42.89 880 91.63
40.09 915 86.58
38.15 580 88.02
44.07 790 89.74
39.37 700 89.68
39.70 849 92.32
41.63 729 88.43
42.28 1056 90.33
54.25 1140 89.56
40.75 731 87.02
37.52 1007 90.41
45.64 883 89.36
44.28 906 89.65
38.29 774 90.04
40.39 631 86.57
36.67 787 87.84
49.94 992 86.65
40.58 553 87.92
45.35 855 85.45
45.99 777 88.33
38.22 806 82.39
47.22 933 87.92
42.43 730 84.55
46.07 661 86.51
47.48 681 90.23
39.57 902 91.30
41.62 649 87.46
42.31 806 85.42
42.80 737 88.11
46.26 768 87.48
41.83 634 88.72
41.85 832 89.13

7, BIIZ CPR BT L 5 HoAth CPR MBI A L, H:
] g 5 AR A A 3 O AP
33 HREPFESHMMEYILE

Hi T CPR 4B i [ 2H 33k 5N LD 56
SRR, A i e a7 4 W SR ek
PR TR, T S HA TR B K E A1k CPR 4
WTES RS 2 AATE, Hastfe R ik, 2Eut

SRR R AR 52 .l SR A T
WFFEN LR 3 T A A OCIESE . 2014 4R & IR
1) fa ] 43 3¢ “Candidatus
yantaiensis”, AE A TE/NERBEAN LAY B s B
ANFRN AT AEHEA i A rp, 2B R Y
AP Luef 257 AR IR v 7 B fomi 8¢
CPR ZHE ML N 25 A& B, CPR 41T H1 740 Y

Sonnebornia
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RTINS, 5 D B DL B IR T i i T =X
EAETANIEA, #EM CPR 41 7776 5 HoAth 1 k47
WAL TS BT REVED), Nelson Z57E 171z 5k
BT B, A TE 407 B DNA B4
ity , HE 0 S E R T, DA R T A AR
] AT SRS B LAt A A KT IR P 5 3k
ST, HE CPR AR T IZAFTE A% O SR R 45
s, BIAEBERR A I R G HPr 455 10(a.4.2) |
B8 2R D 2 HE 45 A4 358 (. 50.2) il HPr 288 1445
F4938(d.94.1), £ CPR 4 i Hh#f 4352k (SCOPe 2
FI%C4E 2, http://scop.berkeley.edu/) . i b 4H
LR EAZ YRR B E A, A
B R B CPR A HA 5 Rl B9 FE 78R 1 45 i 5,
Horpr 4 s 5 i e A ELAE A oG, DA i ik B
CPR 4N HIEARRE He e W41 3% TM7
Oy T R, AN ARZ T (Actinomyces
odontolyticus) Kk XH001, TM7 A RENTF| Z5H .
YEFAED TM7 K fidr, A — Do pEe,
AT R LIS B TM7 BEad iz BB, (B RE 1Y
TM7 230§ XHOOL P bk A SERY . ik i A 7%
75 :UF 2 CPR T8 73 B 5 IR e BEAR K, 5 ) 2 7
TCER NI A AR B TE LT o Ak, £1%F CPR
240 TR DR 2 i /N S — IR LA, RIP CPR i (K 20
A FPOE AR B B, SR EOA R A, TR
(S S AR S R 1= RV N R W VAR 9 1 B
FHBA AT IZM GBS IR, T RE(LE
TR PUR ALY CPR 48 o

AT, CPR A eI LAE RV RTHE T,
RN BmED G4 R 28w — 8, RETE
85%-90%% (& 2), 2015 4E—JFi%f %F 50 ZFh4H 1
FTAIE N AT R, 2B A A Y 1 B A %%

actamicro@im.ac.cn

JiE B I TG b S 2R AR RE T A B
— o df oy S 1 36 A= B (Serratia symbiotica) B Ak
“Cinara cedri” iYL K % &y 38%, 58 HUE i
— B A, IR B S EL TR
R FE R 4 69, B0 58 M NP Nostoc
azollae 0708 J&—FR /K BRAAE Y I I AL A0, 1F
TEL PG BRI FE R 0 848, 24 30061 AT U1 G i
IX 3, 2 B ik (5] (pseudogenes) , Hi AL % B A
52961°°1, CPR 4T ik [H % i R AR5 e B s ¥ 7K
-, FREAYRENA . (1) CPR 4NE AL T 16 BRAY 3
DRI R Bl B B, TN AR A5 A R v B AN T
B4 ERMMBILN, X LRI e b SCHE 3]
[ CPR 4 T 5 X 4H h 294 509% 1 5E X B RE A A1 5
(2) CPR 4 TABEHAER ) 1z, HIHEN
HH 5 3 3 A A S R ) SE R A R, S R R
B R “TOAR PR L 2% KR EE 75 (3) CPR
HTE 516 FAEKOP RN RS | 7EXF 2321 4~ CPR
MAGs A7 IR WFFE , A3 CPR A TE A7
KA R R A AE S A B [R) YR LAY, 8 3 e
(A6 R X ] LA7E oAb AE CPR 4B HH R3], 1M
SIAETER BRI SO AEE CPR AU & il 2% 5 fii
H.Ad 3-CPR IR NAFFEM AL A F5E, CPR
A DU K JE R R AR A48 E R, 4ERRIE R
(it 5 PR 2 B BT

3.4 CRP #EMBIHRS

CRISPR (clustered regularly interspaced short
palindromic repeats)-Cas (CRISPR associated) /& i

AR 1 —Fh e R G0, MAMNER R A B
S s S )Y o ¥E st /B PN E N i N N o= S|
A LA 78 A i Rk T R A, T D
AT LLiE ) CRISPR-Cas R ZE¥Hs 5| AN
MNRZIER F BB, 7En {53719 CPR 4l
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Y0 A% AN ER A IZ R G, SR, 2016 4
Burstein 25 2 /Mt & BLUL-F- i 9 CPR 4 B AR Gk
/I> CRISPR-Cas #%4t, {H CPR ZHE Al LLif i /K
BE R 7 1 05 AR A HABUE Y CRISPR-Cas
JPAI P, s, ESEE-MEYEESA
CRISPR-Cas JofFif, it # 231z ][R 1 He Xt i
TR AR ZH 5 2 CRISPR-Cas J7 41 %L
PRHEAT LOXS, 3R BTG AR AU b HE 1) 3 514 Sy %
SR CRISPR-Cas Joi%, (BRI AHIISE
X IEATAAE S 2 FF S ALY CRISPR-Cas
DGR, 25 B 2 BTG I 2 a2 B LR e 1)
150l Chen iz A TR /R Al RIE A EEH
PO T SIAH I | (8 R a5 0 15 B
HEAT 9 3 DR o0 (4 B0 ) B AR 2 2 T T
(Roizmanbacteria) 4 & o % & 2| — K B W
CRISPR-CasY (Cas12d) &4t il %} CRISPR-Cas
JLEREBIA X 430, & B Cas12d 1] BN T4 T4
HLAHWE A RE T, 5% WY CRISPR-Cas Joff-H.
AR LA INAERL, 4% CRISPR-Cas L[N JG
TRy HTI 2 AR5, XHF 4 #T CPR X8 K
SER T RefE B AN B SE AL, JEF 84
UM FE Y 43 BT T REJC I AR AS AT SR 45 2R, B
27 RAE R 14500 5 D RB Iy 18T 2 40 r 45 BB
MR SE A

4 CPR@HATEEI T HIEH

CPR BB/, Koo/ D SR &
B, REZMEA . WEREM SRR TP A DGR, H
B SR = RIRIEIMA R, (HIZHT CPR 4076
TE 45Tl A 35 v 8 A7 AE 58, LT RBE SR SR
IR TR R VR

4.1 BRIEEF

CPR 4 HAT [ 5 CO, Sk iRk &Y
BE 1o [ AR (COL)TE H AR AR H S 2
Mt AR, ORI RN SR — . W LAY
B8 3 TR T JR SCHBFR(Calvin cycle), Hodi%
Fili HE -1,5- — B B8 R 1k B /i % B (Ribulose-
1,5-bisphosphate carboxylase/oxygenase, i % &5
1 RuBisCO) & — P ik [\ £k 3 44 (1) SC Bl . A
SR RubisCO A PURh FEAIEL, BRI L, 1.
LA T 28780 20 | F0 1 R B TRIY
B OB RE B FRBLRUEY), 2R n/n A
FEAFAET AR 2458 % B CPR 415
(% RubisCO B A 5ty pa A # 254l J& T 11/ 257
1 bacterial-like 1112575451 Wwrighton 238 11 PCR
318 4 ] (Peregrinibacteria) i) RubisCO JE[A
AR E B U RSN RS, IFSH A
/111 257 RubisCO &5 CO, G P, 2018 4E,
Castelle 5if KB MM HA CPR A 25H!
S 1B 1Y) RubisCO JE A, X — 45 s iE
CPR 4 T 75 1 it 4 T - o1y T Jal 35 % 2 S 5 T 11 B
AR, BRTHIBRAE T, CPR 4B LAZAERR K
Tb& WK S8 )1 . Danczak 254} 4 NHL T K 4
SL 2 A RAE L R 2 7 A5 3] 71 ) MAGS.
ik K A & W 1% % B 4 A (carbohydrate-active
enzymes, CAZyme)E./~ 71 1~ MAGs H145 135 Ff
AN 7] 26 39 (%) % 7K % I (glycoside hydrolases,
GH), XEEILHIhEE L) 12, 1T LAK R H 6k
VERY . EFHER ML 4ER S . FFiXLE GH BN
2000 24> HoAh i 2B 4 3k P2 6 A T LRI SE , R BR
HIRIK R IIRER GH FERFE CPR 4B Hh o Ry 4 7%
ZAR G /IN R DR A AR 1] o 1 2 O 5L A
FwmZzny GH HEH, Bos s R Z Wik TR
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A BE S B Geesink 4 % B 9% & T 1]
(Roizmanbacteria) ' —~%i'5 & ADI133 1 MAGSs
HATRKAE YRR A, RIS 85 R[]
KRR G TG PR, Horh A5 21 4R R i
FE, TR AR AR, R HEN ADI133
A DL3E 3ok R A g S R A RE A TR BT g 3
FrHE A7,
42 FEH

#h73 CPR 4l B S AL RE 1 Fl 58 58 1 5 A
WPIREEIR R . SCSARVERT, — e S Ak A=)
WBh5enl, RAESREFRMWELE RS, Wi
PR AR NLO Y E B A o nirk LR UM
A EEEYbRE, Danczak S57E CPR 1Y
Kaiserbacteria 11 Harrisonbacteria %] ) MAGs
HOR B, T kb L L R EEIR R | Kaiserbacteria
1 MAGs H nirK Ji AR —F R ik 1 4 4k 2
(cupredoxins protein) #F 17 H F & @, i
Harrisonbacteria MAGs H [ S fis £k 5 g 1) FEL F-4%
BEALHRIE ARG L, 2017 4, Castelle 25 & I
“Candidatus Parcunitrobacter nitroensis™{d 1% V. fif
MR AR I i | M AR T D B N — 4R Ak R i
0] US55 O AU A T2,
43 BEH

#h73 CPR i B A ik AE J1. Wighton %5
X MAGs 47 R G it K IIrE MAGs
SRR =R IR (TCAVIE I AR IR | i Nt 7R A0
e MR IR e A% TT T (NADH) I S0l 1. i 4 A3
I3 HL AR A A B ORI AL, (HJE AT DLk
F| 3 PPk A (Fe-hydrogenases) fil 23 T2k & il
(NiFe-hydrogenases)., HHr, 17 Fhiek B 5w
ERE H (Thermococcales) 38 AY 111 ) 40 it 5 &
Bty S AR HAARL, A T BE S SRR AL A 0 (SOL™

actamicro@im.ac.cn

SOl S,05™ )i J5L S B, 38 2o IR 4 & 8% 7 =X
7o A R B A A ] A R AR A R B2 Zhou
FEMRTIBEY RS 4 D E MAGs
(Hydrothermarchaeota), & ¥iX 4 RS
CPR ZH & B A JMURYAFIE, BIFESREN 2 rp i/ b
Ui L 52 AR BRI, A 38 00 DG 23 ok i £
Z 58 AL A YI(SOS . SO M S,05) Il ik
RN RRER AR JE R N AR e, HURRIE A%
PRAIY K e sk AT g

5 CPR#AHWHRFE

XFF CPR X ZSH B LIk AR Mt Yy, W
WL PCR #74 16S rDNA 741454 Sanger I 74
ARAARATF T A IREEF 5, A E 3] i 38 7 47
A, IR % R DR 2 0 5 R B2 B AR B R
BB, A (e AR o2 0 K & e ),

5.1 REFAWF

U CPR A WSS R 5 2K IR T 16S
rDNA 1 Sanger I/ F4cdls, FFABEMNEEAA 45T
CPR (B i b #2437 2005 4ELL R, 3T
AR =38 =0 (next generation sequencing, NGS)
AR 2 H [ 41 2 (metagenomics) i 57 7 i FE A BE
TR P g ARSI 12 B Y i 3T PCR
P18 22 1 R 4H 4% R (amplicon-based metagenomics
sequencing), WWE3, Kazan F1 SM2F11 /337 # %
s W SRS T3S BRI, 3% A I A AR Bk
Fa——id 5 | BT v AN 2, RIS 38 K 35 1 43
T TBARTE T I B, B RORAT)
ARERARBAT L JTAESR XMW T A (s Bl
700 2 1) 5 vk R A I 4 R (shotgun
metagenomics sequencing)fE CPR il & iff 5% H 32 i
WiAT, HATLASRAG FREE AT 5 b BT A ) DNA JF 41,
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AU AT 1G5 | 2 RS R Y )
Parks &5k Z AL W5 By ik B8 b 7 A3
i e b © 4 R R AT 1500 A7k R 4 5
FF T 8000 4~ MAGs, HHfA 245 Mg T
CPR #H#!"®), Sanchez 5T Ji¢ CPR ZH T LK 41
25 DNA it iie 2542 (SOS) LT, B 5%
YKERIZ Y SOS iEAR M kL & I (LEXA) K
DNA #5418 (banding motif for LEXA), i s
FEDH 20 20 W & PRIR AT 18 (Acidobacteria) i) LEXA 5
CPR ZHE Y LEXA fA7E = BTSRRI, HE
CPR 4 [ n] B8 15 R #F 141 (Acidobacteria) £ 7E3F
HABLfY) DNA #i e i 120,
5.2 HAYMEEEANF

Hgn M R H B R CHR- D) BN
2013 AEJEHEOR, Hop By, SR E Ay
W SR T 5 a5 B8, T LAAAMAIK -
PR BT ) A BRAREAE . BB B A DA S A AR )
BE, AR LA B AR (A L 10081 B g
PIZH I 42 R B S B LA R AE T B 37 A o
AR AR AR Tz A P Rinke 5 %
Hehric AR AR A E N 9 FIIREEAEA (B FE TR K |
K . R LA TR 5 ) b 43 2545 31 9600 A4~ 4
M, 1z FH B4 M 2 o B B oK R AR H
3330 MERLAHMAY DNA, a4 5 15 2
201 S HUAR M) R B B . H A 22 (20
11%) A MY RGBS A, HAE RGE b br
Hast AR IR AR I . MR H AT 25 hRifE, X
22 U fLJE T CPR 41, 46 1 kS
2 B F £ Mo
(Gracilibacteria) . 10 #k J& T /)y 2k X 41 8 [']
(Microgenomates) il 9 #f: [ ] (Parcubacteria).
FERIA 3t K BIX 22 /> CPR ZHER &Rk 1%

(Peregrinibacteria) ,

T HEBL DR DR 5 A0 M R e R A G RE A, JE T
ST ) PR 4R BB
53 SrEEEST

CPR #H i H AT —MREE IR bk . TM7
43S B —F R G5 5 F BN B (TMT phylotype) &
H AT C A R & AR R SR 1Y CPR 4 HAALE
R EEM A RARE R (100 png/mL)H FAB
B IR L GRr AR DR R 1) A% IR 480 37 °C Hi 3%
48 h, SRIEHFEM AR IR BIAMTIA R FAB
B derh IR 1R, B M B R R B FAA By
IR IR A BUR) AR AR IR s IR 1A
A TEARAS (IR & A i H R 2 T TM7 .58 TM7
IR T ARSI R e = S L SR N7 il b e
BARAG T L E R aliss R, OATE Soro S
MEEBERYTPIHARE TM7, AR E
HofE] % K B (Prevotella
intermedia) . " i)t b Bk PR Y B (Porphyromonas
gingivalis) FI [ = it £& T4 (Actinomyces oris) %5 2]
T, He 55 TN ABEEE 3 (100 pg/mL) it FC 57
FERL(SHI) & B FE TMT, Fe &k BLR A 18 i 1
(Actinomyces odontolyticus) i ¥k XHO001 £ 7E B}
TM7 A BEF] ;3% . Lemos %53 CPR 4l & Lk
FIREPE, B CPR 5 HGH N iy AR TR ZEAS [R] PR35
H ) FE B AR AR R, S5 I S AR B A
(co-occurrenc analysis) J7 i X & 1 H 7K 44 H 1
BB ] (Saccharibacteria) 4 & A TAFSY, & PR
VR 1A F= 5 Chitinophagaceae (JLH:J2
Hydrotalea 7#1 Sediminibacterium) #11 Leeiaceae
(Betaproteobacteriales) i 4= 9 i) F i B A5 B & 1Y
FISEHE, ARAT P RETE LA R R, Bk Lemos
S5 I A i 18 A X S BE A A A O RiF AT 4
KRRt a], (H R A AN 2R Ry — e i

(Fusobacterium)
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IR R, HAES
ARI5ike

AR SR AT TIFSE CPR AR 2. 7
g6, s ARG B e T H B 20 i R RS R L
FHAR1S CPR M A FE N 41 B 5], (HJZ X SE45 2R
A REAAAE RGENERIAR,  FEANFE D 4P 5 AN 588
LN ZH T REATAE HAR Y PR N A BEigT5 2 L A
[l B AR B B A RAFAE 22 5755, IR LN )
REAIF ST Y B i 22 00 JL, R SR R Y
TERAR S HEWT CPR AA AL N hRE, TEAEJGILAR
AR E . CPR W 1A M2 HTE
BRPRE BRI E, FER HATRES S T RIICR
TaPh, B TRER ] A My R I 2 rp IR HR BT AT
5O FIER ARG BE A, AT AT REAFAE 4 BT Y
BRI R AR SRt T B R 2
W SRY), FEN I RERY LR IR Uk C NI,
BIR il 7 b5 B A D BE A2 4

AR IR R ICA U BT

6 M4

> Zp

UEok, X ICEk B IR A W W 5 B 2B R
AL, CPR R EE WA RIS . &
ST R B CPR 4 B AE H A fim R e 3k
s =RV AT AR R B R R, YR
AWHRBEY R G E Z T2, HEiX CPR
DA AE TS S T AR R, NS TR AR A
I 3RAS CPR TR Iy BB AR, RO HE R 1%
FAR A BRIE AP Z RN, ZIEF] CPR
TR I A AR L AR R DR AE S R AR B
AR AR, A BT H T R RGPS
7~ CPR BRI AR A= A5, [Rl B CPR 21 B iy 4
Az R BT IR BRI P D [ £ A 4L T Y
IR R 42 .
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Progress in candidate phyla radiation (CPR) research
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Abstract: The Candidate Phyla Radiation (CPR) is a proposed subdivision within the bacterial domain comprising
of many candidate phyla which are widespread in multiple kinds of environments. CPR microorganisms are ideal
objects to explore bacteria evolution and symbiotic lifestyle. CPR has several unique characteristics, such as small
genome size, extreme small physical sizes, hard to cultivate, lacking of several metabolic enzymes including
electron transport chain components and tricarboxylic acid cycle, and deep branches within the bacterial subtree of
life. Most of CPR members are identified by metagenome sequencing technology and TM7 isolate UB2523 from
human oral cavity was the first cultivated CPR member. In this review, we summarized the CPR discovery process,
morphological and genomic characteristics, recognized roles in carbon, nitrogen and sulfur cycling, and the
cultivation-independent strategies in CPR research area. As well, future expectations for CPR-driven element
cycling in ecosystem and CPR-Host symbionts are indicated.

Keywords: candidate phyla radiation, tree of life, two domain hypothesis, three domain hypothesis, symbiont,
metagenome
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