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Chthonobacter and Flavobacterium, while Brevundimonas and Methylorubrum were dominant in abandoned mine wells. The

significant functional differences between the two groups were in multiple synthases, dehydrogenases and ATP-binding proteins of

the transporter system. Molecular ecological network analysis shows that microorganisms in mine water were not only more closely

linked but also mostly positively correlated, and species might respond to the extreme oligotrophic environment by cooperation.

The groundwater microbial communities in the region were mainly influenced by total dissolved solids and nitrate nitrogen content,

indicating that nutrient conditions were the prerequisite factors governing the structure and function of local microbial communities.

Key words: groundwater; microorganism; community structure and function; environmental response; co-occurrence network;

environmental geology.
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Table 1 Physicochemical parameters of groundwater from different sampling points
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Table 2 Parameters of the molecular ecological network topology between the two groups

S R PR SEEE CREMEUE BURERE FRERE EHIRRE THISE R AL
XMCHJ 290 4620 31.86 13.49 1.16 0.63 67.68% 32.32%
K] 170 3494 41.11 50.75 0.52 0.77 100% 0

0.5% H iy BT W 2> T 5 (1 ) F i A7 ¢ B ) 2%
43 M, R F SparCC Al Gephi £ il XMCHJ 24 #il
KI 4w A M%ECK6). 45 8 R,
XMCHJ 4 W 2% (19 7 39 5 LS 3 i AL BE - 2
REABAMIIL KIAME2), XY KIH K
AYBEHEMMEFERNLCRTENES, AR
WEEE, B PR EREm RN HAMAEDY
HE V& XF PR B3 8 A B O fOER, B Y A BB B R
A B AR B KT A AR W BE I 2 T PR X O i
7% XMCHIT 41 9 46 B9 1E AH % & B0l 67.68%0
KT 4™ 2% B OE A OC & B 10020, & B KT
2H 0y AR ) A TR]AH B H X O I A G 6 &R

T 2% 0 4 2 B0 B &, % XMCHJ
ZH RN KT 4 A 3k s 2% R O B R BE L DL
4 5 [E] PE (betweenness centrality ) S H Wr 45 1
i & HE 45 AT T B B FhOF 2 O A A YOG
AP 25 R, XMCHT 41 ¢ 8 9 Fh 1 45 4%
SN | A B ¥ W& (Acinetobacter) | B
B FAG YR Ren 8 & R W s
( Sphingomonas) . Patescibacteria . 4 ¥ 1 # J&
( Chryseomicrobium ) . & 1 3 % W 2 AT W )&
( Flavobacterium ) . B4 S A AE FY i & Wit i B

J& ( Hydrogenophaga ) il $l B {8 Bk 3 ( Chroococ-
cidiopsis ) .KJ 20 1) 3G 58 ¥ F 5 Siphonobacter | IR
AR KB S KW B (Ruminococcus) | i
/NFF R JE ( Exiguobacterium ) | 58 % ¥ M B ( Bre-
vundimonas ) F1 % 8 #F & & ( Cloacibacterium ) .

232 WEVERERFHEEERXERE T
HE— 20 il BT F 58 DX M T K AR W R IR S R B
Z 8] B AE EAE DG &, DLH R ZK A 38 A R AE R
RS B A A W Bl RE Dy e 7 AR i HE AT TR 43
Br (7). 4558 @R RDAT X 95 A i % 5 ok 2]
60.5% , RDA2 XJ ¥ 10 it B¢ it G5 B 27.24 00, 40 W
T V& 32 0 ff M BT8R R R R AU B B 3 Y
i . Hip XMCHIS5 Al XMCHJI86 B A5 3 A ¥ 1 %
504 R R A 2 3 IE AR OC OC &, XMCHI14
FE S W) RE v 5k R AR S R IR A OC
KR X EARY) T 5 5 K 1 O R BEAT 4007,
% #H K& B Patescibacteria . J& BE 1 ] ( Firmicutes )
58 o2, % W [ (Crenarchaeota) | i #F
# '] ( Bacteroidota ) 5 i i M2 h 45 %, LA M iF 1R
#h A i 2 W) (Actinobacteriota) 5 % i M &
[ A& EE B &% =, 90 B 1) ( Nanoarchaeota )
HhkMRAMWMSTESFHE R FIEMLEXR.
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Fig.7 Redundancy analysis (RDA) of microbial communities

and environmental factors

3 e

30 B R T KA ERFIE

JE S0 K T I %) 32 B A 85 [n) A kA A B
SR A BE T R JO B R A LA B Bk TR R
X 5 it AT AL 0 22 45 A 9 XMCHT 20 Fn K 4 4R
FIERER AZJE 1R 1] (Proteobacteria) , /& 4 16 ' fig K
MITTE, AR e T R 5 KRS AR B, )2
IR A8 IH Ak b 3175 K B9 H T Al T 2 B (Juretschko et
al., 2002).Yue et al.(2018) K, ZE X W] (Proteo-
bacteria) H1 1 o~ J& B4 24X ( Alphaproteobacteria) 1 y-
2 JE B 44 (Gammaproteobacteria) X 7K ¥ 5% o 5 &
FRERL BRI T CHAER, H B Z ot RIE S
e AR 4k, A8 JE B ] (Proteobacteria) 13 A4 4 9 AR
S s B 2 A IS R B TR T T R i
(LR N NG AR TR b i R TER e e R e S =
T REE HEAT A A BRI, PG4 SR S B R =S XK
ALz b T, AR AR, PR BT O IR AR B, S A
ACAE I o 3 £ S # 42 (Bomberg ez al., 2015) , 8 F
K B BB IR Eh R BRI AR X AT RE UL R Y X M
T oK BROBE b oA R Fh R K S R RN e AL
XMCHJO1 ., XMCHJO04 FI XMCHI14 #£ 4 i1 5 [ #5
i AR JE T o 28 JE 7 40 (Alphaproteobacteria) i
Hb A FF R B 8 (Chthonobacter) , #% & X 1 B v i1
Cdi5 Qg — & WP 7, AR £ B 5 + 5 Cd

FIDDT ¥ B 2540 ¢, /T LUHAE Cd FDDT f  7E
W& A T (Li ez al., 2022) 7E KT P o Lo e s HL SRR
T o2 ¥ 18 49 ( Alphaproteobacteria) B % % . g B4
J& ( Brevundimonas) , £ 51 38 T A] LU 25 53 WA A% 4
A KA DR A 2 R 4 X A 8 W W) Fn A 5 AR
W B 9 A 3 A% ok 25 B PR BE Y Cu v 4% (Rathi and
Yogalakshmi, 2021) ; [F B}, %65 3% 500 T8 J& ( Brevun-
dimonas) %t 2 B & 7K v 5 A 1 s ok 45 X 5 i A AL
YA IS (Wang et al., 2015) . i HE 1] (Ac-
tinobacteriota) 7& £ £t 43 A AH X ¥ 5) , HF & 1
L1 g TR TR A] LA AT [ Ak 8 IR, Olsenel-
lasp. AT UAZ 5T KB PR Fe( ) & 41 7
(Lentini et al., 2012). £ XMCHJO1 . XMCHJ04 #
XMCHJ14 BURE 5573 A1 5 8 2 19 i 40 # 17] (Cyano-
bacteria) F1 4% 25 B | ] ( Chloroflexi) , ¥J b fig % 1€ JR
AR T AT A A ]2 A, KA
B v 425 T 1] (Chloroflexi) AT LA 5 5 b 44 5
S R 1% fif HE % A7 09 A HLY (Saw et al., 2020) ,
Wasmund ez al. (2016) i& & B ¥ 7 ¢ 45 W 1]
(Chloroflexi) Y 73 3 A i JsU s iR £k i A5 18 )

XCMHI 41 8 48 75 W) Rl = 98 85 #F 3 (Flavobac-
terium _terrigena) , 1 XMCHJ85 1 XMCHJS86 H 4k
546 Bm i A B B R (Flavobacterium)
AACEA 5T 52 A0 ) B e P 5 58 20 A
WG BRI 2H 25 A OG5 IR, BT L2 5 40 I RE S R
W AF 5 o A% 5 55 40 M A= A ik B2 (Chen ez al.,
2021).KJ 21 (4 5 Ak 9 B ZF #0411 H (Bacillales) J2
— KAz AN FA F N P R A 2R,
5 3% 2 0558 BB A8 7 A2 K i 48 LU 4% 0 8
PR K o1 R E T  AE R R I, ZF AT B (Bacil-
lales) A] 7 A= AZME A /AR AZME AR G 1L 09 T 77 IR LA B
5 JT 26 76 9 19 22 A= W) B 16 AR (Abriouel er
al., 2011) . KJ 4L 55 — &8 73 W) Fp B L BR B B (Meth-
ylococcaceae) WA 52 S TE A OCHE TR £ W], LK G 1)
FH B 3t S xoxF 19 3 412K 22 Fh 4 TR S 1 2
TBURL R g B0 40T pMIMLO 11 5 DR A 5 F R 3R 1 B
(Methylococcaceae) 7 ¢, 3% B MK , B 221> 40 14
KRR 2 5 W RE A AL B H A o B2 (0 A HY 3
BK B B (Methylococcaceae ) 1 DA 58 A FH J¢ 9% fi 1) 265
— 4, B B e S A6 8 H B (Taubert ez al., 2019).
32 By AR TKBEWAREEFER

A W A 25 0 5 5 X 5 HG 0 2 A7 B B Y 3
PR UIAH G, 5 2 A0 LUl A W 3 254 I AR ) A
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A I 28 R AE X PR 45 AR e Y BORR RS T e, O RE S B
A 58 A8 Ak 6 s A= 0 B T B 52 (Liu ez al., 2021).
I XMCHT 41, KJ 20 Bl A= 9 19 265 614 ~F 249 0 AR
T2 B2 R B L 3 W KT AP [a] A7 O v
S, A BRI S 2%, XF A R B AR A 2 AT 42 o
YEH, B 7% Fa 5 M 4 (Zhang ez al., 2018) . M 4 37
S TA) A AR DG OC FR AT W I B B A W R TR TR Y
AH B AR RS, 43 o TF AH B R GAE BOAE
HI & 2 38 AR W Fh ) 09 & VE G &, 5 3 W &R
Yy B 18] fY 5% 4 ¢ &R (Zhang ez al., 2018). 4y T 4
A W 45 Y 4 T 2R S Ah (181 6 f 3k 2) , XMCHI
411 SR 56 R B0 32.32% 1 KT 41 £ AR 56 R4
S0,k B R H K S H R K 58 58 AR X R4, B TE] 6
A HAE SR 2l 7R I 4L 8RB e A AR 2 L T KT
WA YREiEZ HiEm GEXCR, RYERT I
T K BB T O 4 B TR 2 A R B R A AR
o 3 [R) 0 o A% i B R A58 (Ma ez al., 2021).

AW 58 30 B 9 268 40 £ S 8000 B 1 BF 9T IX B
YRR Y B XMCHD 410 KT 41 19 1 %9
RN S B W) Fh 2 2k B A8 JE B 1] (Proteobacteria) .y~
AF I B 4 (Gammaproteobacteria) B A 3 #T # &
(Acinetobacter) B A W it \E S k& . 5 T RAL & W)
(Adebusoye et al., 2007) S S EWRIGE ST, o7
JE 1 94X (Alphaproteobacteria) A ¥ 24 B A i 18 /&
(Sphingomonas) W BE W& A= W) Kk ff 05 HAL &4, B2
JE 14 49 ( Betaproteobacteria) 1) & W il 14 J& ( Hydro-
genophaga) 6% 2 5 #h T /K 19 J i £k )2 i (Chung
etal., 2007) 3K 28X TR TF R X 4 T /K IR 19 7F
B E BA B2 L R (Bacteroidota) 2
AT N B AR KR A VLIS gy EZE N 02—, 1
)& i A E R (Flavobacterium ) &8 53 T A B A7
K il 8 JF (o) B8 %5 A HLAL & 9 19 2 B8 (Jung e
al., 2021) . W58 X J@ T HEAJF R X R K, BA
A AR LA S TS G W B SRR AL X AT e 2 A
FF 1% 1] ( Bacteroidota ) Jif, 2y 5 B 9 Fh i) J Pl 2 —
33 By ARRM T ABEY T RIRAE
) M R

T E By A2 A R B GlAE Wy AR B B R Y
PR, BE A% 38 N A L 3t 2R 88 1 A= W0 A7 1 R ok,
T WURF AR B V% 20 BT #5 AR W i A D e L 7R K
09 A L AR L B MR VR A SE A SRR B T
X P A Ak e 1 oM B 45, 2023) . T XMCHI
2H IR T AR A KT A0 IR K 2 A

R EF I, XMCHIO1  XMCHJ04 il XMCHI14 ££ 4%
o A AR B8 (Chehonobacter) = & 8
1R 5 A O BROEL AT BEAR IR BE vh 2 36 07 SR F e 4 IR 7
YL ) D% P TR R ( Brevundimonas) W AE B 587 I
b LR L AR W 5 T Ak R SRR EAE A L
T TR ) A S8 S e PR B i A A TR TR ZE AR
AR R (TR EEAE | 2022) . Z I IE R MH , 7 FE %
5 b o B 0y AR W T LS B AR B R I a
(Tiryaki ez al., 2019) , I T A7 Bl F 4 45 18 3R 85 45 1
THY ) Z R Peixoto ez al. (2016 )1, & 31 5 #% Hb
DX 55 A W) A DG I IR ) K 2 B S DR AR ke
1 A LB AR A5 D g, b LS — AP AR Y
FSB 7S TG EE X A W R 4 PR R B A A R T
YE R . AR SCHF 58 X Y 38 20 68 4F T & (Methyloru-
brum) W9 A& B AT DL 3% 58 A% ) %k B B I 3079 i A2
PE, XX KRG AESBEAAHREE L.
RDA 53 #r R W i 2 5 20 1t % 58 IX 3 )
BEVE 45/ A B 52 m  SfREh R AE Y R0 E
IR 5T FIH A2 A o) Bk AR B B v ) BT PR R E
R B AT B0 (Wang ez al., 2020). 7ERF ST X Hb
TKH, R ] (Crenarchaeota) #T LA & ] (Bac-
teroidota) 5 il 2 #h 2 & & 2 W 35 IEAH K X R, [A] B
SR T 1T (Crenarchaeota) 55 75 fiff 1 5 ] 14 55 240 52
3 IEA OC O & R 1T (Crenarchaeota) fE 4 iy
W R FLEERZ - RREMTRELKTRR
BB o SR AR B T B 2SR L F 9T SR I, AN 40 Tl £
Pk a2 5 /M, R AT DLIK 3l U6 2 8 5
if # SR B 1T (Crenarchaeota) W8 43 28 B AT 4
Tt 2 BRI S amo A B TR 5 HL3d 3 X amoA J K
JEE R SR AR 3 BE Y 40 A, BRI AR E R B
e, A R TR R AT B S T A A A
(Prosser and Nicol, 2008). 1 5 18 & 42 M v 36 55
1 AR W 2SR DRI Y X Hl R K PR SR
I ] (Crenarchaeota) 1] g % i iR £ i J5 A L WL A AL
W AR S B2 (Cabello et al., 2004 ). [A) i A W 58
2, B & I 1 8 (Sphingomonas) Rl LLE i Al
FHEREE v i COL K #b 58 A ALK BY A 2 |, 33X 0 18 1 3
Bi v wy B 5 25 JE B B A H 252 0 (Chen et al.,
2023) .Brzoska et al.(2022) K& P43 AT 3 1] (Bac-
teroidota) B #& A A 7] LA g% 15 — & b & i 5
(¢gNOR) I i& T R B A 50 4 55 55 5 48 bt
PR A DG B 35 PR Xk 4 Vs g ™ R b X (A0
B IE Tl A M A R HA K X
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Zn’ FIMg® SR T KRB R WA PR 7, 2
OB N N N R N o 2 N T (T VA R R
DX EB 3 Bl AE W s 5 670MH OGO &R Huang er al.
(2021) & AL IR PE - I HE7K th Mg® 5 47 S Ak 2%
1A 25 45 R 2R AR Ab 0 0 A AR T e 2 W R A OG
55 1 AR Ak P R Ak v R A B B A OG .
HCO, J&H T /KRB H UL Ay B & 1, Li ez al.(2020)
KB, KT HCO, BYAFAEA F T H 3 20 (4 FT 1 s
(Methylorubrum) .6 W 3 B (Methylovorus) Fil H 3
W FEAF B (Methylotenera) 55 HA7T W bt S AL BE T B9 4
BB EE S XS K HCO, Y
44 1 B '] (Nanoarchaeota) 1 28 JE B ] ( Proteobac-
teria) #F 2 IE A OC & R, H 5 997 & 17 (Nanoar-
chaeota) Y IE A5G OC & B 12 35 J5 48 , 90 1
I'] (Nanoarchaeota ) 75t % ¥4 35 v 7] B8 23 % 2E T 1)
3t g Y SR B 1] (Crenarchaeota ) |, [R) B H: 35 PR 44
AT DL 4 R 58 B B S 2R s AR T AR SRS T i
AL R R 8 e E SR AL R E AL B L DT
HCO, #1615 0 T 32 R BE4H B A 192 1k (Po-
dar ez al., 2013). X B 4¢ &3 AT DU 40 16 1] (Nano-
archaeota) B fff 76 25 (0L 1% 7 S 9 1 B F 7K 55 it 41
P85 vt B8 AR 15 2 5 1Y RE 5ok 4 e 40 M TS Pk

4 ZEip

AT 5 e T v R I Y BOR SR TR R R
FEIREAT I 2R XU K I RK 570 o R K B A= 9
TETR A A 5 T RE B H X PR IE B RN, R e s T
7P 5K DXl R AR R A W ) 22 R T R TR S T
TESIRE b A AR S S B T Z B &
HIF 5 DRI K I F0 0% 587 3 K B 2R W 7 ) oK
SRS M R NI RS A LIPS 1 R
(a2 f5 = % 5 I e AL A AR L T2 ) /9 ATP
455 8 EAE PO K I AU By b R R TR S
A" 7K A W 2 18] B R 2R B O B AR
o 18] I3 [5) A4 D ohe 1 T 1R 0 5 3 355 5 97 FR 5T . i 1R R
R A A T AR Mg 2 R W R TR A W R Y
TR T A KASBE SR, B R 5
22> R IE DN 108 B A W v 1 5 ) LA R B e W ke
B 85 A W, LA B B B AU B B AOR
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