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Abstract: Sulfur is one of the most necessary nutrients for rice growth. Sulfate reduction is a key process in the sulfur
biogeochemical cycle, which is active in the surface and rhizosphere of the rice paddy soils. Sulfate-reducing bacteria
(SRB) are the main functional microbial group and can also play important roles in the degradation of some organic
pollutants in the rice paddy soils. This review paper summarized recent major advances in the processes of sulfate reduction
and the diversity of SRB in the rice paddy soils. It also introduced some prevalent molecular methods in the studies of SRB
in the rice paddy soils, such as terminal restriction fragment length polymorphism ( T-RFLP), denature gradient gel
electrophoresis ( DGGE ), real-time PCR, and fluorescence in situ hybridization ( FISH). Future perspectives in the

molecular ecology of SRB studies were proposed.
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BRI SR B BE BT B 2 5 e O PR 267K RS S P BB B vh IRl R HE EEEAOE A 0 A
BRI AR KRS IR SRR ER R IR AR , SRR R R SR B 0 e A R BRI IR R B 5T b R o T AR 5
TrEfE—REER R, BTE 4 Ja NSRS L iR R B E M AE S A T R R S %
1 TEmEREHRRETERIE
1.1 T3REAES

BRARK R R BT EFTCE Z— KBRS 90% A HLE#ES 5 EMAME AR A R HE %K
BE ML A XK AR T A R UK REAR RAE KPR M, AR AR R =R . H3miA -2
E +6 RRIMME, TR S* .S, S0, 8,05 1 8,05” FE FIER . BItR 2FEE I &M SR 7EM
HEWEE R T R AR SR E Y, R T BB A YR85 . A TERIER R P R &
FEA 3 &, E 1 EUR: (1) BN REBRMRBIE R 8 56 S*, LR REK & AA VL 4
fRr= AR BA B E R, X R RER T, S HA VIR HyS. (2) BIREH KR
6, H,S TEIF A1 T @ B AU AR T B R EE . HRT AR A MAEM EZAE 3 F, B
RTHACRE B IR (ABRAT R ) , REDEE B IR B (UN4RBR A0 B 5B A0 B ) AR i g IR g A B ol A2
W (WHALH ) o (3) BREREIEIR, FE M MG BR I —F 0 g M AR iR A, 75— 3R 1E IR
SN T2 5H SRB A RIFRBREE R SR OB AL H,S) SRR S 2 OB A MLELLY)) o
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Fig. 1 Geomicrobiological cycle of sulfur

1.2 HRRIRIERE MY LR

KA EARR AL TR JFRES , BBRER H) AR JF SN BE 30 B B 23T, HACHHR AR ST ¥ B i S e
A 2 Rt o BiRRER (SO;T ) R A E B AL, 48 ATP 3 T 1 Saik 1k o B 1% FR % BR Bk
(APS) AL, APS 2 SO;” BJFENRRIRIAY . APS IFA 2 Migfe: —RIUAVY(FERZR) R H1EH
MRk, IR 6 i T FONBRAL A (B 15253) s RSeHe A =AML A A Chi BREL b 18] 747 ,
FHEJE N S*7 (B 152-455-6) . HpSE KBl BT BN EZNEFER o 5Bk
KRS S TER I A RARKBAR, BRI SR R & R i T 32 4K SOT ™ MM EE T 2 BRI o AR
BT ISR, FEHE 7 13 JA A9 7K RS 3 rp 75 4% AT ARG 00 811458 w55 #) B BR 28 348 i 3 3% (sulfate reduction rate,
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Fig. 2 Metabolic schemes associated with dissimilatory sulfate reduction

HIEEAEIZ (0 ~1 em) RFFRER T B F B &4 KIRZ —. Thorsten 25 S 3 AFIKRE H 40 ~
10 em ) HIRZHAT TG BB SO; ™ MIMRIETE 1 om LA, AT 300 pmol - L™, ZERIE H 10 em i SO;~
YRR EEIRDA 30 wmol - L7 e 4y o BARZKARE 10 SOL HOVREE LLIG VR BRMR 2 , (R AR RSB JF T 1 LU B , 24
2.8 |.1,m01'cm_3°d_1 o

TKFEAR B R B R LA S5 R AR IS BRI 3t 07, AR R o Hos ) & AR N R R R SR i R AR iR B v 7
4k SO, , T BB TR AR MA YN IR AR LRSS, B 3 0 B FR E0 8 5 B 42k i TR AR
Yy, N IARPRIX IR SRB A RN FEE™ o KR+ PA R SOL B TR B A 2 LK I BR M B R 0 38
JE AR AR F T 2 K RGBS A S BN B S A B R AL 50 SO3- MEEFEH, W
AR BRJE (0 ~3 mm) () SO2~ ¥REERT A% %] 90 ~ 100 pmol-L ™", SRR A LA3E%] 0.5 pmol-cm ~d 't
2 mERERERERENSEYE

BERELIEF T (SRB) B —KIE &7 EFR LB ZHE, FERE MM E IR b 5 F| 60 IR 3L 508 HoAt i A
TtE A EALB B B T 3204, FFFEAR IS AR A 72 AR B VR H,'S 03 22 R I ME B sA PRI B st i ™ o K
FELrp, B TR PRI PR R R A 2= M B A A VUK IR BE & & , SRB R M AR At fF
HELES. SRR LM, IBREFKRE L+ SRB WEERE" . BN, FERRKRE L, E KR
PR ATE2EAACHA V) SRB U Desulfivibrio (5 i3 MAEIEMRFRKAE L b, R R BN ZNE , BEBTE AL T
H L5284 VL SRB 41 Desulforomaculum g B A5

1 2 — AR YE ZH AR (AH M T RS B \DNA o SRS FIf i e &5 B (GC & ) RiGAEKIREM RS 5
LEMCRERT SRB H#AT702K  (HFEE 73 T AW = BRI ESR & €, 168 tRNA B [X /751 4347 v F T° SRB 43
Fez i A B R SRB #HLEI T5 B, T ELANE T AR5 SRB K5 M ARE B0t , W ERARF
¥ SRB &4t T HF MW TFEL.
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H T, B &M SRB ik 130 &%, i 8 b 16S rRNA B H P37 F# AL Hrefiiek s 4 41~ %
B 2 IR MEMg IR SRB, 3 22 [Q FHYE SRB, "5 #4 SRB 41 FEH SRB i, Wisi 1 4 M) BB E
I"J( Proteobateria) A ALIZJE B | ] ( Nitrospirae ) |, it i #F 7 ] ( Thermodesulfobacteria ) | JE B 5 | ] ( Firmicutes )
AL ANEET ] H B 1] ( Euryarchaeota) % (% 1) . PR3 4 2& SRB #7414 4.

2.1 FE2ZRHAMEMER SRB

WEBRE T - BN, FEBFER AP : B B A} ( Desulfobacteraceae ) Fl i & YR i #} ( Desulfovibrion-
aceae) ') | H i Desulfobacteraceae Bt 175 26 B RISEE L 545 . Wi /\ BERE B ( Desulfosarcina) 7] 1),
T , IRk 15 8 ( Desulfonema) 224K SRB H] LA THEATIE SN

I T-RFLP 1 168 rRNA JE[H Suf SCHEAMT & I, /K AR A=l AR b 13 ep 2 22 FRBA P& R SRB 119
HGF TR A, (B RESBEZET MEE, Desulfobacteraceae £} ) SRB T2 LA Desulfonema J& | Desulfosarcina J& Fil
PR 5 8 - B8 T 5 )8 ( Desulforhabdus-Syntrophobacter ) 58 414} 3 ; Desulfovibrionaceae F} 3= DL i i N &
J& (Desulfovibrio) ¥ . 7KFEHRFR SRB rRNA dot blot Z¥32 7347 .7 , ¥ 2= R P E IR SRB 2y 15 4H & rRNA &
1 2% ~3% ,H A Desulfobacteraceae Bt% 5 1.4% , 5 T Desulfovibrionaceae B} 0. 5% , Real-time PCR &
B &I FE KRR PR AIIEAR PR £ 387 Desulfobacteraceae B SRB ) F BB, 70 T+ BT &5 N 3K
AR 6.4 x 107 ANF1 7.5 x 10' A, Hodh D Desulforhabdus-Synirophobacter %8 & (K 1 L 54T 55 J&@ ( Desulfobacteri-
um) N F . MIEKFEGHEL, Desulfobacterace - Desulfovibrionaceae F} i i M i J& ( Desulfobulbus sp. ) ¥ F
ERE L BIBEYNIERT 4 1.0 x10°4,

#1 FESRBEENT
Table 1 The main SRB groups

FE43H BT Taxonomy 2B Fh Typical genus and species

H 22 [ B g . SRBGram-negative mesophilic SRB Desulfovibrio, Desulfomicrobium
Desulfobulbus,  Desulfobacter,  Desulfobacterium  Desulfococcus,  Desulfosarcina,
Desulfomonile,  Desulfonema,  Desulfobotulus,  Desulfoarculus,  Desulfobacula,

Desulfospira,  Desulfocella, Desulfobacca, Desulfacinum, Thermodesulforhabdus,
Desulforhabdus , Desulfocapsa, Desulforhopalus, Desulfofustis

# 2% [ B SRBGram-positive spore SRB Desulfotomaculum , cluster IDesulfosporosinus orientisDesulfotomaculum guttoideumn
13 SRB 4l Bacterial thermophilic SRB Thermodesulfobacterium c eThermodesulfovibrio yell
& SRB i B Archaeal thermophilic SRB Archaeoglobus fulgidusArchaeoglobus profundusArchaeoglobus lithotrophicus

2.2 HEZCHYEFEE SRB

B2 [RPHMEREIR SRB i) GC & & B, AR KRB R 2 IR TEETR SRB &, B S EH, 2R H K.
BERARRER LAY IV L 2 KR TR T BEEREE IR SR AT LAVE R SRB A K MK o AR SRB ¥4
EHAYEY AR R BN N L], HH ELEAMN CO,™ , Foh, 2E I b 55 SRB 4 4n it 5 o IR 7
( Desulfotomaculum reducens) T} LA Fe’ * et % SO~ VE e a2k,

2 SRB H1 DA Desulfotomaculum Jg& 3 , 3ol i —4r 0 3 58 ccluster T, T A, H A KEF
#BJE T Desulfotomaculum cluster [ . Desulfosporosinus orientis 11 Desulfotomaculum guttoideum f¥] 16s rRNA & [H
F7 553 5| SR 1 & ( Clostridium ) Fi Desulfitobacterium J& B A5 AR im A AR , BREC B Dy & P 3835 19 3 22 [ P
PEFEIE SRB, 4> Bt % cluster 1T Fl cluster M%7,

HARIX SRB 53 22 [REAPEFE IR SRB A K IA5E LB, B By T 68T B/, H 2 & iR TR E
FAMRE IR, AN, KRS L LUK SO YR, A A T A K N 18 ) Desulfotomaculum J& SRB
T Widdel ™ 2858 R 3L, /KRS R4 FA R ML A M2, Desulfotomaculum BAT BH8 HI1E B AE
JITi e A7 7E T /KA L Stephan 255" 33 13 K /K REAR FRAAEAR PR 1398 b 45 22 (R P PEPE IR SRB R 3L, BT
3]/ 165 TRNA ZEH P51 ER)E T Desulforomaculum cluster 1, {iBAIH2E % 22 [QFHE SRB 7E/K A L3 )
24514 o TRNA BF S 243815 B AE /K FEHR PR Desulfotomaculum cluster I rRNA &8 KA HEANMEK 1% ,MIE
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KAEEARIR L HErt K25 0. 55% . P real-time PCR J7 bt K AR B IR B L6 ) Desulforomaculum
cluster [ #ATEREEH X3 SRB 4510 B4R B 0. 5% M12% 2,
2.3 I3 SRB 4

2% SRB = DB B AT B & ( Thermodesulfobacterium commune) > FIEB G I & ( Thermodesulfovibrio
yellowstonii) ** N3 . X HINE K SRB #RJE N 3E H A E R A MR P8 ok i, A KR E KA N
65 ~70°C , 4 TH 2 [RFHHE AR B R SRB i Z [H] . X&) SRB BIA B A A IR A Bk (B R BT
16s IRNA 2 H FII RERE BT RA TN SER BRI . XFER S Desulfovibrio J&§—FE, )& H
/NIA] SRB Ffr 2 [i] ) AR BRAFPEAR AR AL, (B2 BRI 0 F R EE B BOm . Mk, e #4 SRB 4 B Desulfovibrio J&
i) SRB REMSFIFH KA BR, BLXT Z BT A S22 Ak I Henry ™ A HE #4 SRB 41 6 Al Desulfo-
vibrio J& SRB W] BETEIR ST h R 455 [FIFF AR S IhRE . TR T R, iEH4 SRB 4H w4 T 21k
SR IRAL AL B X L IGAE T T A 40 B AR S T AT B b
2.4 FEFWSRB L

mEHA SRB T B AR T H B JLE SRB T 5 f K M RF U HRGE AR K IR BEARTE 80°C A |, B H A k345
33 BB AWK HGR K SRB 1 B : Archaeoglobus fulgidus'™ | Archaeoglobus profundus' F Archaeoglobus
lithotrophicu s"*' , EN 1B T ALEIE . Stetter™ % B A. fulgidus REW = A4 /0B i) B Be A, B 7= F GE B
FIREA Y Foo BT, PO B8 (B Fap R F) FIFH BRI o 33X 85I S A2 i R 0 JE o A 7 Y e B =2 (1) 1
KR KIEH, VR BRERE SR ol ARG AT REOR B FRo M be ™ o 40, i3 X A fulgidus 16S 71 23S rRNA 3t
B FE B 40 T2 A5 1, 12 5 0 DR o T AR L T P 0 AL B S T 8 5 7 P e T F) o B Bl
Woese ZiA A B BRER VR J5 B2 A= e Tt AL TSR A 1) BB 72 B 6 B FR) R AR B B T BB 6 722k T b, 38
AEHEEE BT, Gl E 30w AR EBRE . AT, Wagner 2512 3\ N oy 1 A 40 B 4 A 24 7] A4 26
HEABRBRERE B 15 M , 50 B BR R0 SR B 5 R 75 o TR AN A0 B Sk 2 [B) FAAE K P55 %8 o Archaeoglobus &1ty
PR P — BRI IR R AR RR R OB (HR BT B AR ELE R TEE, 24 MARRBIE R, 1997 4,
A. fulgidus FIZFFIA X REH— KKK SRB 2HE4 5751
3 ARMBHELIFEENS FESFERZE

IR, B G0 BB DA T T B R BRI 5T L3 b 2 1% MRUAE AP, X R KBRS T 1R AES
EWMRMER. FFEYFEARBBREFEWATTERMED B EMEEER EL2H T HMANRAARE
R AEY SRR AT RE . X R FE A . TR AR (PCR) M4 Firic AR
AR i R 1 F B K B 22444 (terminal restriction fragment length polymorphism, T-RFLP) | 3 [K 73 & SCE 43
¥ (clone library ) | 75 4 4 B %E it 5. 7k ( denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis, DGGE) | SZ i % Y i€ & PCR
(real-time PCR) FIAHKHS T PCR 4% B2 238 45 R a7 Y6 Ji v 24 32 ( fluorescence in situ hybridization, FISH) ,
HElT, X EHEARC L ZM AT SRB 3 FASFHFE b £ B EUAE Y SO 50 3 A — a8
IR FESERR L b A 3RAS S ANERR AR 25 2R, 3 K I R s 2 R EOR 45 & R A B AN 78 A E EIE
3.1 T-RFLP FIvefECEEAR

T-RFLP BIoR¥mhnic R 1 B B 2 284, B —Fh 28 L DO A R U AE M R I S5 M o A I vk, T-
RFLP R —i 9O ic 51 947 PCR 973, PCR =4 & FR#IE N DI BBIH AL , THAL ™97 LA DNA WU 7 {33
oS B EOE I, BRI TORCH T B R B . B s R 2R T B SR B R, g
AR R/MRER T RLEE AR B . SHE S FHEARML, BRI ARSI KB BT HAEH N
B , T MR T A 0 B 2 SRR O 5 TD EL DR B BE R r pRf  | T H e r i A g . B2, T-
RFLP {2 BE05 A4 Wy R RP R FIAHXS B M5 ., i T s I R I A 1. R IG5 6 45 6 e R S I ) 0
BT, AR BIBE HAEWIRN2EM B I o Scheid %Y LIBET 168 tDNA () T-RFLP AR N £, i AR e b SO T
BEBESE T /K AR PR AIEAR s 139 h 5 2% R BA 1 SRB 76K Al A= K 30 O BE V% 4544928 1k o Schmalenberger 254 7]
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FAET RV ER LR R EIL A (dissimilatory (bi) sulfite reductase, dsrAB) i) T-RFLP 4% R4 T BR TR ¥
H1 0 ~50 em FREERBET SRB BEE L LS
3.2 DGGE #H A

DGGE 15 B ARIE & A AR 75 DNA Jr BeAe B A8 P00 6 B slR BE 6 B2 B i b el T oA 47
AR FECEBROARR ., WA EREEIERE, B IUE 1 M2 DNA FBAIF Y, A 1993
4 Muyzer'*” 244 DGGE (975 55 B FH T3k 0 A 25 24055 LASK , DGGE TR il — i {87 43 T A 2 ) 4 T A
FWIFB . Miletto! ™ %8 i DGGE AN A[RIZEEI L3 SRB HEATHFSE, ELt DGGE M AR HEAT T
PeAk , % LA S ST 5 R SR 19 5 1% DGGE BG5S SR HEAT IR , 85 R R NI 70+ AR W2 BOR B A RAF AT ok,
DGGE 2 —M AR SRB BE& 45 1 70 F AW 7k, BT, DGGE HARBE &) Z i TR BRI
W KRR A S EREE A SRB BFFTh 2%, iR LB HR T KA £ SRB BRAEH94RE . DGGE %
RUAFHE— KRR, B0, Vallaeys™ %% Bl DGGE J5 ¥ 3 BEXT HE 5 o BT A i) DNA J Belb AT 43
Muyzer'**! %3853 B i DGGE HBEX B WRETE h BR B KT 1% MBI BT AT .
3.3 Real-time PCR iR

IR 3515 SRB #EVE I8R5 S X THFSE SRB WE HmEMASEX EFEENE L, &%,
S P& GE BT T R 55 37 B J7 B X FREEAE 5 Hh (9 SRB #3547 %€ &, Ho AN K AT BB %% (most probable number,
MPN) "1 SR , S s Al RERS T EL p T3R5 o KR4 SRB A AT 8 37 4 9, MPN 3 A AR i A £
fliiHRES b SRB %R ™! . SLit ek & PCR 78 PCR S AR R FH i A9 X3 A, FIl I POt 5 5 R BLR 5K
i WA~ PCR A HEAR , 55 s A v il ot SR AR 64T E MR . HATXY SRB R B K28 T
Real-time PCR 4% R, Stubner ™™ Fj it b A 5 & 4 A7 T /K F8 L4 vh 3 4> F 2 3 22 [R B 1 SRB Fh B
Desulfobacteraceae £} , Desulfovibrionaceae F}F1 Desulfobulbus sp. W2 i% LA F B2 2% (G BHA4: SRB Desulfotomaculum
R, HEER5ET 16S rRNA FIBE A 23845 21 MW &, FRKEIIE T Real-time PCR f2— i & Y
AR E B . XIEE %4 Real-time PCR 43 T 4 B 11245 A [ FE AL B R 7K A 37 19
SRB &R, 45 R A, RRGEAEACEE F/KfE+ 3%+ SRB H WA BEMER, £FFHE R T+ dsrdB
FE#HCR 5. 08 x 10°, EZBF-H R 50 T + dsrAB FEE# DIHCR 5.92 x 10°,
3.4 FISH #A

FISH £ AR FZ LIHA ) 16S rRNA B RAE 4 510804 W) bR s, Bt I BPOBIRE, B 53 5H
i FP AR 16S TRNA B [H E i) B AR i BOdE T 2838 B, BUR FEGAR 5 % B AR A g A T AR A48
BT R R BE B R A5 B B AR E WAL B B RS R A (5 B R AE M B E S e 2
REVE, WA BV Sh AR o FISH HAREE S T 407 A 27 NG 1 VA0 S B O mT ML, R P 47
PCHEAR B AT, B & 2 TRAEY AT F PRSI . FER RIPAEE b i BRERIE 5 e VR 4510
HIBF It R —FE WA T B, AR Z 9T & BT & Bk Detmers 257 il ] FISH 7 R X 48 E M H" Garz-
weilerl fE ) - 2T AE I RETE 53 HT75 L , Desulfotomaculum J& 2 RH MR BRELIE R HE , 29 5B MR HE
2.5% . Purdy %1% (i ] SRB 5 SOERATBFFT WK R /K LA H SRB J$BERT & 3L, 7B SO;~ ¥R (0.1 ~
2.8 mmol - L") (¥R /K LY , R EER IS Desulfobulbus J& F1 Desulfobacterium J& , 3 H H 58N AL W BET%
SEIRNER ST, K2 1. 6% 5 T AEW /K TR Y, SRB BE¥E B8 24, IF H B R BB 08 38 BN AE W BEVR 1)
10% ~11.4% . {82 HE{H FHE AR RS 5K RS 155 SRB JFA72 [8] 7347 F0 =5 BE AR AR R WARGE , B X
B—MERETRIH E2S I,
4 RE

TKFE R A ORISR UA R o KR HIE P B RREE JF AU S L3P i R L XA A
BEHERR, M HS N Mn . Fe il CJE¥ B YT BERE QN K BREL 16 J T8 i i J B k30 B v A 7 R e 7
AEBVMNESRR . WFFKAE L35 OB BR 8 J5 B i A S S5 4 A AR ZS LI, 7T LAA RO R 4 138 B E
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71, B A ] S8 A ) Sh RE R =2 [B] B BIMEDIL ] , ZERe KRS LR A S R E . TRILEE TXF [ 9 A1 I 53k
IR TAEM LA B S 513, &5 B RN LR R -

(1) HATXFKRE LR B R A U 72 R HAH K ) C N Fe JUR B3R 13 FRARIE 215 B 72 1R 1 1Y
B B, FEHL R R 2 BB S 23 B R B AT LASE SR BB M AR D, BELRS T X6 B — o A W o T A A W A R LR )
WABTIE, BERATA BER R B X S A W 7E TR ST R AR R BRI DN Al . DRI BL RN R e AT A W 2 T ik
BT, 458 A T A2 INE MUK L 70 B 5 B S R RR LR SR

(2) FFR/KAS LR BRERE RN RG> TS FHIE K R KA IR iR Rl A P £ 2
AL ¥4 SO~ MM EERIRY) (EZH ZMA H,) i& B 5 RALE B 5 SRB B I 4L BUK RADR , B 7R i
& SRB TEAFAEFAME . 7E43F/KF EIRABEFE SRB X PAEE 504, iR BE \pH It B 5 4R M 48 248 e A2 AL Fr)
W, PR A AR A A A S 3RS IR R B Z [R] A ELC AR , DAT %o B8 AR ALt AT U

(3) ORI B RREE JFS B2 AT N \Mn Fe 71 C A3 S RAIER R FIAHEHI 29K K, LK% SRB fl+
PH B E R RE R AR IR R SR B PR U A B G B B B EME R R R, B AR Rl AR
Yy RE R 2 ] A AR 25 A AR T AL
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