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Abstract

Comparing obligate endosymbionts with their free- living relatives is a powerful approach to investigate the evolution of symbioses, 
and it has led to the identification of several genomic traits consistently associated with the establishment of symbiosis. ‘Candida-
tus Nebulobacter yamunensis’ is an obligate bacterial endosymbiont of the ciliate Euplotes that seemingly depends on its host for 
survival. A subsequently characterized bacterial strain with an identical 16S rRNA gene sequence, named Fastidiosibacter lacustris, 
can instead be maintained in pure culture. We analysed the genomes of ‘Candidatus Nebulobacter’ and Fastidiosibacter seeking to 
identify key differences between their functional traits and genomic structure that might shed light on a recent transition to obligate 
endosymbiosis. Surprisingly, we found almost no such differences: the two genomes share a high level of sequence identity, the 
same overall structure, and largely overlapping sets of genes. The similarities between the genomes of the two strains are at odds 
with their different ecological niches, confirmed here with a parallel growth experiment. Although other pairs of closely related 
symbiotic/free- living bacteria have been compared in the past, ‘Candidatus Nebulobacter’ and Fastidiosibacter represent an extreme 
example proving that a small number of (unknown) factors might play a pivotal role in the earliest stages of obligate endosymbiosis 
establishment.

DATA SUMMARY
Supporting external data were collected for the genomes of Fastidiosibacter lacustris strain SYSU HZH- 2T (accession no. 
QLIR00000000) and ‘Candidatus Cyrtobacter zanobii’ (accession no. JAJBJB000000000). The authors confirm all supporting 
data, code and protocols have been provided within the article or through supplementary data files.

INTRODUCTION
Intracellular bacterial symbionts, or ‘endosymbionts’, are commonly found associated with a wide variety of hosts, but are largely 
investigated only in arthropods [1, 2] and a few other macroorganisms [3–5]. Most of the biological diversity of these symbiotic systems 
is actually found in the smallest of hosts: microbial eukaryotes (protists) [6]. Prokaryote- protist symbioses are especially well- known in 
ciliates [7], with the widespread genus Euplotes emerging as a model system that hosts many symbionts with unknown (but sometimes 
essential) roles [8, 9]. ‘Candidatus Nebulobacter yamunensis’ (Thiotrichales, Gammaproteobacteria) is one of the so- called ‘accessory’ 
symbionts of Euplotes, inhabiting the cytoplasm of Euplotes aediculatus (Fig. 1) [8, 10, 11] from geographical areas as distant as Italy 
and India. Like other accessory symbionts, ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’s’ association with Euplotes appears stable under laboratory conditions, 
even if the bacterium is not proven to be essential for the host like the more well- known Polynucleobacter [12]. The reverse is not 
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true: ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ seemingly cannot survive outside its host [10], which is also in line with most symbionts of Euplotes. ‘Ca. 
Nebulobacter’ however stands out among accessory symbionts because it does not fall within any clade of specialized intracellular 
bacteria, such as Rickettsiales or Holosporales (Alphaproteobacteria), which are known for their reduced genomes and infectious 
features (one representative of these more ubiquitous symbionts, ‘Ca. Cyrtobacter zanobii’, is curiously always detected co- occurring 
with ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ [8]). The closest relatives of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ are free- living, and one in particular, Fastidiosibacter lacustris 
[13], shares an identical 16S rRNA gene sequence with it.

Very close symbiotic/free- living pairs of organisms are invaluable since the most common approach to investigating changes related 
to the onset of symbiosis is to compare symbionts with free- living relatives. The longer the time since their divergence, the noisier 
such data become, which is what makes genera with very close symbiont/free- living pairs such as Polynucleobacter [14, 15], Serratia 
[16], and Sodalis [17, 18] such important model systems.

We sequenced the genome of the host- restricted ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ and compared it with that of the free- living 
Fastidiosibacter lacustris [13] to see if key differences related to the transition to endosymbiosis could be observed. Instead, 
we found the two genomes to show extreme molecular and functional similarities, despite their apparently contrasting 
lifestyles, which we confirmed with a new attempt to cultivate both organisms in parallel. Overall, these two bacteria display 
completely different ecologies without any of the corresponding genomic features that are almost universally observed in 
other endosymbiotic systems, however recent. This intriguing puzzle may open a new window into understanding the earliest 
stages in the evolution of intracellular symbioses.

METHODS
Data collection and genomic analyses
High- throughput sequencing data for ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ were obtained as described by Boscaro et al. [8] from 
the metagenome of Euplotes aediculatus strain Eae1. Assembly and binning were carried out following Giannotti et al. [19], 
gathering all contigs assigned to Thiotrichales in one genomic bin. The contigs were also plotted according to their G+C 

Impact Statement

We compared the genomes of two extremely close relatives, the bacteria ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ and Fastidiosibacter 
lacustris, which are respectively known as an obligate intracellular symbiont and a free- living, cultivable bacterium. While 
similar comparisons have been extensively used in the past to identify key molecular differences which underlie separate 
ecological niches, in this system we found virtually none. The host- restricted strain does not show any of the expected molecular 
signatures of an obligate symbiont, suggesting that subtle changes that are difficult to pinpoint by simply looking at genome 
features may have consequential biological effects during the very early stages of the transition from free- living bacterium to 
obligate endosymbiont.

Fig. 1. Fluorescence in situ hybridization on Euplotes aediculatus Eae1. Fluorescent signals from species- specific ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ probe 
NebProb203 [10] highlights the presence of the symbiont within the host cytoplasm. Bar length corresponds to 10 µm.
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content and sequencing coverage using the ‘blobplot’ blobtools v1.0 command [20] to distinguish clusters of taxonomically 
assigned sequences; their maximum and minimum values were used as filters to recover additional unassigned contigs 
included within these ranges and incorporate them into the final genome. All contigs shorter than 500 bp were discarded.

Genomes belonging to Fastidiosibacter lacustris strain SYSU HZH- 2T (=NBRC 112274T) [13] (accession: QLIR00000000) and 
to the other accessory symbiont of E. aediculatus Eae1, ‘Candidatus Cyrtobacter zanobii’ [19] (accession: JAJBJB000000000), 
were re- analysed in the same way as the newly obtained genome for consistency. The functional annotation of all three 
genomes was performed with Prokka v1.12 [21], then Artemis v18.1.0 [22] was used to browse through annotations. Putative 
pseudogenes were identified with Pseudofinder v1.1.0 [23]. A bi- directional best- hit blast against prokaryotic references 
was performed on the annotated genomes using the KEGG Automatic Annotation Server (KAAS) platform [24] to predict 
the metabolic and functional traits of the analysed microbes.

Further analyses were specifically performed to compare ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ and F. lacustris genomes: OrthoFinder 
v2.3.3 [25] was used to categorize genes and pseudogenes into orthologous groups; NUCleotide MUMmer (NUCmer) 
v4.0.0beta2 [26] and MAUVE v2.4.0 [27] were employed for large scale pair- wise alignments; the online Average Nucleotide 
Identity (ANI) calculator (www.ezbiocloud.net/tools/ani) powered by the OrthoANIu algorithm [28] was used to compute 
their ANI value. The MacsyFinder- based detection tool TXSScan [29] was employed at the Pasteur’s Galaxy web platform  
( galaxy. pasteur. fr) [30, 31] to screen the genomes for genes involved in bacterial secretion systems. ISfinder ( www-  is. biotoul. 
fr) [32] was used to detect putative insertion sequences.

Experimental procedure for the cultivation of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’
A buffered charcoal yeast extract (BCYE) growth medium supplemented with l- cysteine HCl was prepared according to the 
recipe provided in the Japanese National Institute of Technology and Evaluation (NITE) biological resource centre (NBRC) 
online catalogue (www.nite.go.jp/nbrc/catalogue/) for medium no. 1366, the same used for the F. lacustris type strain stored in 
NBRC (no. 112274).

Euplotes cells were cultivated and maintained under controlled laboratory conditions as previously described [33]. Because 
cell count and viability of E. aediculatus strain Eae1 were incompatible with the procedure at the time, a monoclonal strain of 
the same species, collected in the same geographic area and harbouring the same accessory symbionts, namely Eae6 [8], was 

Table 1. General genomic features and assembly statistics of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ and Fastidiosibacter lacustris. “Completeness, %” refers 
to the values calculated by BUSCO [49]; for insertion sequences, only hits with a bit- score higher than 500 were selected. n/a, not applicable; ORFs, 
open reading frames

‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ Fastidiosibacter lacustris

Host species Euplotes aediculatus (ciliate) n/a (free- living)

Genome size, bp 2 098 416 2 068 591

Contigs, no. 71 62

Contigs longer than 1000 bp, no. 56 51

Longest contig, bp 222 531 256 557

N50, bp 89 098 89 533

Average coverage 46 × 100 ×

Completeness, % 97.6 99.2

G+C content, % 36.57 36.33

Total ORF, no. 1986 1914

of which, predicted pseudogenes, no. 191 129

Coding density, % 83.2 83.5

Average gene length, bp 934 942

tRNA- coding genes, no. 38 38

Insertion sequences, no. 25 25

Accession number JAMBMW000000000 QLIR00000000

Reference This study Xiao et al 2018

www.ezbiocloud.net/tools/ani
www.nite.go.jp/nbrc/catalogue/
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used instead. A culture aliquot was preliminarily treated with chloramphenicol (0.2 mg ml−1) overnight to minimize bacterial 
contamination without affecting the symbiont [14]. Ciliate cells were washed and concentrated through a series of centrifuga-
tions, then lysed through sonication (460 Hz; 1 h; room temperature). To replicate the conditions described by Xiao et al. [13] 
in cultivating F. lacustris, the lysate was then centrifuged (7000 g, 10 min) and the pellet resuspended in HCl- KCl buffer solution 
(1 : 9 v/v, pH ~2) for at least 5 min, prior to its inoculation on the BCYE agar medium under sterile conditions. The cultures were 
incubated at 37 °C under increased (5%) CO2 levels (in a NAPCO Series 5400 CO2 incubator). A second aliquot from the Eae6 
cell lysate was concentrated and fixed in 4 % formaldehyde in PBS for 10 min and prepared for fluorescence in situ hybridization 
(FISH) following the procedure in Vannini et al. [12]. Species- specific probe NebProb203 [10] was used to test the lysate for the 
presence of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis.’ As positive control, F. lacustris strain NBRC 112274 was ordered from NBRC and 
also inoculated on the BCYE agar medium, and incubated under the same conditions used for ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’.

Bacterial growth was checked on agar plates once every day throughout the first week after inoculation, once every 2 days in the 
second week, and finally once a week (16 total checks). Visible colonies were collected and processed as follows. First, colonies 
were suspended in two PBS aliquots: total DNA was extracted from the former (NucleoSpin Plant II DNA extraction kit, 
Macherey- Nagel, modified extraction protocol); the second aliquot was fixed in 4 % formaldehyde in PBS for 10 min and used 
for FISH. PCRs were performed on the extracted DNA samples for the clonal amplification of the 16S rRNA gene sequences 
using universal primers for eubacteria (both modified from Lane [34]): 27F (5′-AGA GTT TGA TYM TGG CTC AG- 3′) 
and 1492R (5′-GGN WAC CTT GTT ACG ACT T- 3′). Annealing temperature was set at 50 °C for 30 s, followed by 2 min of 
extension, for 35 cycles. Amplicons were sequenced with the Sanger method and BLASTn was used for sequence identification.

Data availability
The genome sequence of ‘Candidatus Nebulobacter yamunensis’ has been deposited at DDBJ/ENA/GenBank under the accession 
JAMBMW000000000.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
No typical signatures of obligate symbiosis in the genome of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’
A 2.1 Mbp- long draft genome was assembled for ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ from the metagenome of Euplotes aediculatus 
strain Eae1, including 1986 predicted coding sequences (191 of which are potentially pseudogenes). The general characteristics 
of the genome are reported in Table 1.

In spite of its relatively small genome size, the reconstruction of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ functional and metabolic traits 
revealed little depletion (Fig. 2a, Table S1, available in the online version of this article), especially compared with the extensive 
metabolic impairment reported for other essential [15] and accessory [19] symbionts of Euplotes. Nevertheless, while the central 
carbon/energy metabolism is virtually complete, the lack of the phosphofructokinase- 1 gene suggests that the Embden- Meyerhof- 
Parnas glycolytic pathway is absent, as is also the case with every symbiont of Euplotes whose genome has been sequenced to date 
[9, 14, 15, 19, 35–37]. Complete biosynthetic pathways were also identified for purines, pyrimidines, fatty acids, glycerophos-
pholipids (except phosphatidyl- inositol and cardiolipin), cell envelope components (peptidoglycan and lipopolysaccharides), 
and most l- amino acids. Exceptions include l- methionine and l- cysteine, where at least half the biosynthetic pathway- specific 
genes are missing. Only one (shared) gene, ilvE, was detected for the l- valine, l- leucine, and l- isoleucine pathways, while none 
was retrieved for l- histidine biosynthesis. Finally, l- aspartate biosynthesis may be absent due to the pseudogenization of the 
aspartate aminotransferase gene (Table S2). Co- factor biosynthesis is also mostly intact, with only the pantothenate, pyridoxine, 
and thiamine pathways likely absent. No corresponding transporter was annotated, suggesting that these co- factors are either not 
strictly required, or are imported from the host using non- specific (or otherwise annotated) transporters. Corroborating the idea 
that ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ is an unusually self- sustained symbiont, previous ultrastructural studies showed that stress conditions 
on the Euplotes host have a more conspicuous effect on its essential symbiont, Polynucleobacter, than on ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ [11].

An oddly complementary pattern was found between the transporter sets of ‘Ca. N. yamunensis’ and the co- occurring acces-
sory symbiont ‘Candidatus Cyrtobacter zanobii’ (Rickettsiales) [19] (Table S3). For instance, all subunits for ribose (rbsABC) 
and putrescine (potFGHI) transporters appear only in ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’, while none was detected for ‘Ca. Cyrtobacter’. 
Conversely, malate (yflS) and riboflavin (ribN) transporters are exclusively found in ‘Ca. Cyrtobacter’. In the absence of 
other clear signs of co- dependency, this pattern alone is unlikely to be a result of co- evolution. Rather, it might be suggestive 
of a form of niche separation in which the coexistence of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ and ‘Ca. Cyrtobacter zanobii’ is 
facilitated by depleting different resources from the host cytoplasm. Analogous patterns of symbiont co- existence have been 
previously investigated in bacteriocyte- sharing bacteria in whiteflies [38].
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High similarities in sequence and functional features between an obligately symbiotic and a free-living 
bacterium
The 16S rRNA gene sequence extracted from the ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ genome is identical to those of other known symbiotic 
‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ strains, as well as that of the free- living Fastidiosibacter lacustris strain SYSU HZH- 2T (=NBRC 112274T) [13]. On a 
genomic scale, the average nucleotide identity (ANI) between the genomes of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ and F. lacustris is 99.38 % 
(avg. aligned length=1 417 738 bp; genome coverage of 68.67 and 69.64% respectively), well above the conventional 95 % threshold 
for bacterial species. Pairwise alignments between the two assemblies confirmed their high degree of sequence similarity (Fig. 2b) 
and synteny (Fig. 2c). Even their overall genomic characteristics appear extremely alike, and many (129) ORFs were predicted to be 
pseudogenes in Fastidiosibacter as well (Table 1); in fact, 79 pseudogenes are shared by both bacteria investigated here and hence likely 
predate their divergence, rather than being linked to their ecological differences (Table S2). At least 1665 orthologous sequences are 
shared between the two genomes; among the remaining coding sequences unique either to ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ (278) or F. 
lacustris (207), the vast majority encode for unknown hypothetical proteins (82.4 and 73.9% respectively; Table S4). The aforementioned 
metabolic traits described for the symbiotic ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ are almost identical in the free- living Fastidiosibacter (Fig. 2a, Table 
S1). Minor differences, such as potentially incomplete synthetic pathways for aspartate and biotin (due to pseudogenization of the 
aspartate aminotransferase gene and bioF respectively) in ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ (Fig. 2a), do not reflect the expected extensive 
loss- of- function and genome erosion predicted for even the most recently evolved obligate symbionts. In fact, some gene losses seem 
to have occurred in the free- living, rather than in the symbiotic lineage, as indicated by the lack of the asparagine synthase gene in 
Fastidiosibacter. Comparative analyses on genes involved in secretion systems also provided no clear indication of different life strate-
gies. The lack of genes involved in substrate recruitment (virD4) and target attachment (virB5) of type IV secretion systems (T4SSs) 
in F. lacustris might speculatively indicate a more relaxed selective pressure in maintaining the functionality of the corresponding 
structures, which ‘Ca. N. yamunensis’ might still use to mediate important interactions with its host. This remains however largely 

Fig. 2. Comparative analyses of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ and Fastidiosibacter lacustris genomes. (a): selected predicted metabolic functions (see 
also Table S1). (b): NUCmer pairwise alignment dotplot: purple - long aligned single- copy regions, blue - repeats (mostly at contig ends); contigs are 
delimited by dashed lines. (c): MAUVE pairwise alignment; contigs are delimited by thin red vertical lines.
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speculative, since virtually nothing is known about the molecular interactions between bacterial symbionts and ciliate hosts. Finally, 
F. lacustris also possesses a larger set of tra genes putatively involved in the F- like type IV conjugative system [39]. No proliferation of 
mobile elements was found in either genome.

Parallel growth experiments under the same conditions gave the predicted different results for ‘Ca. N. yamunensis’ and F. lacustris. 
The former, obtained from the lysate of its host (where it was confirmed to be present by FISH), never produced any colonies, 
whereas the latter did so 3–4 days after the inoculation.

What does it take to become a symbiont?
‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’ and Fastidiosibacter lacustris, contrary to what their names suggest, are closely related strains 
of the same species, with little to no differentiating genomic features. Nevertheless, one is an obligate endosymbiont found in 
multiple strains of the ciliate Euplotes aediculatus, stable under laboratory culture conditions but unable, or at least very fastidious, 
to grow outside its host; the other seems instead to be a typical free- living bacterium, growing under relatively simple conditions 
and surviving in culture collections without the need for a symbiotic partner.

Any interpretation of this scenario comes with some difficulties. Based on the original environmental isolation of F. lacustris, it cannot 
be completely excluded that it was originally harboured by some host, possibly even Euplotes. This however would still not explain why 
F. lacustris is able to grow in isolation and ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ is not. ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’/Fastidiosibacter might both be opportunistic 
symbionts, like a gammaproteobacterium relative, Francisella [40, 41]. However, opportunistic Francisella spp. exhibit a broad host 
range, while ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ is only known from a single Euplotes host species. Moreover, members of Francisella can usually be 
grown in isolation [42], so this explanation alone does not account for the differential cultivability of the strains studied here. Based 
on current data, we provisionally lean towards the simpler interpretation, i.e. that ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’ and ‘Fastidiosibacter lacustris’ 
are two lineages whose ecology diverged so recently that none of the changes usually associated with early stages of endosymbiosis are 
yet apparent in the genome of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’, making them ‘ecological variants’ of the same microbial species. Changes, genomic 
or otherwise, might well have occurred but remain undetected because we simply don’t know what to look for.

If this is indeed the case, which should be confirmed by assessing phylogeny and trait diversity among multiple free- living 
(Fastidiosibacter) and symbiotic (‘Ca. Nebulobacter’) strains, it is a sign of how much more we need to learn about how bacteria 
transition from a free- living to an endosymbiotic lifestyle – something that is particularly true if we suspect that drastic changes 
might occur in the context of regulatory networks [43], which are considerably less understood than changes directly affecting 
protein structures or metabolic pathways. At present, we cannot link any obvious molecular feature to such a fundamental and 
striking phenotypic difference as the requirement to live inside a host cell for survival. A well- known example of bacteria with 
marked phenotypic differences despite high genetic similarities is Shigella/Escherichia coli, which can display some morphological, 
biochemical, serological, and pathological differences, but are indistinguishable from a phylogenetic perspective [44, 45]. For 
symbiotic/free- living pairs, the arthropod- infecting Serratia symbiotica encompasses strains ranging from cultivable extracellular 
parasites to intracellular host- restricted mutualists [16]. However, while the range of their pairwise ANI values approaches 99 % 
[46], genomes of S. symbiotica’s cultivable and host- restricted strains still differ substantially in size and structural organization 
[16], contrary to ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’/Fastidiosibacter. The genus Sodalis similarly displays a broad ecological diversification [18]. 
The host- restricted Sodalis pierantonius also shares enough of its genomic sequences with the opportunistic non- symbiotic species, 
Sodalis praecaptivus, to exceed the conventional threshold for species delimitation [18], consistently with its recent symbiotic 
engagement [17]. However, Sodalis pierantonius already displays diverging genomic features, such as an explosive proliferation 
of insertion sequences [17], while no such difference was recorded in the models investigated here. Another ciliate host, Heter-
ometopus, also hosts an archaeal endosymbiont which is not dramatically different from its closest known free- living relative 
[47]. While several closely related free- living/endosymbiotic microorganisms are known, the ‘Ca. Nebulobacter’/Fastidiosibacter 
pair stands out as laying at the extreme end of the spectrum of examples, and highlights the sometimes- overlooked possibility 
that, at least in certain cases, the changes required to become an obligate endosymbiont may be very small [48], and perhaps yet 
unpredictable, despite the apparently cataclysmic nature of the resulting ecological change.

Funding information
The work was supported by grants from the University of Pisa (565–60 % 2018, 565–60 % 2020 to CV; Mobility Grant 2019 to DG) and by a grant from 
the Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation (https://doi.org/10.37807/GBMF9201).

Acknowledgements
The authors wish to thank Simone Gabrielli for help with graphic artworks.

Author contribution
V.B., C.V., and P.J.K. conceived and designed the project. C.V. and P.J.K. obtained the funding. D.G. performed most of the lab work and data analysis. 
F.H. participated in and supervised the bioinformatic analyses. D.G. and V.B. wrote the first draft of the paper. All authors contributed to the final draft.

Conflicts of interest
The authors declare that there are no conflicts of interests.

https://doi.org/10.37807/GBMF9201


7

Giannotti et al., Microbial Genomics 2022;8:000909

References
 1. Douglas AE. How multi- partner endosymbioses function. Nat Rev 

Microbiol 2016;14:731–743. 

 2. McCutcheon JP, Boyd BM, Dale C. The life of an insect endosym-
biont from the cradle to the grave. Curr Biol 2019;29:R485–R495. 

 3. Dubilier N, Bergin C, Lott C. Symbiotic diversity in marine 
animals: the art of harnessing chemosynthesis. Nat Rev Microbiol 
2008;6:725–740. 

 4. McFall- Ngai M, Hadfield MG, Bosch TCG, Carey HV, Domazet- Lošo T, 
et al. Animals in a bacterial world, a new imperative for the life 
sciences. Proc Natl Acad Sci 2013;110:3229–3236. 

 5. Müller DB, Vogel C, Bai Y, Vorholt JA. The plant microbiota: systems- 
level insights and perspectives. Annu Rev Genet 2016;50:211–234. 

 6. Husnik F, Tashyreva D, Boscaro V, George EE, Lukeš J, et al. Bacterial 
and archaeal symbioses with protists. Curr Biol 2021;31:R862–R877. 

 7. Fokin SI, Serra V. Bacterial symbiosis in ciliates (Alveolata, Cili-
ophora): roads traveled and those still to be taken. J Eukaryot 
Microbiol 2022;69:e12886. 

 8. Boscaro V, Husnik F, Vannini C, Keeling PJ. Symbionts of the ciliate 
Euplotes: diversity, patterns and potential as models for bacteria- 
eukaryote endosymbioses. Proc Biol Sci 2019;286:20190693. 

 9. Boscaro V, Syberg- Olsen MJ, Irwin NAT, George EE, Vannini C, et al. 
All essential endosymbionts of the ciliate Euplotes are cyclically 
replaced. Curr Biol 2022;32:R826–R827. 

 10. Boscaro V, Vannini C, Fokin SI, Verni F, Petroni G. Characteriza-
tion of “Candidatus Nebulobacter yamunensis” from the cytoplasm 
of Euplotes aediculatus (Ciliophora, Spirotrichea) and emended 
description of the family Francisellaceae. Syst Appl Microbiol 
2012;35:432–440. 

 11. Chiellini C, Pasqualetti C, Lanzoni O, Fagorzi C, Bazzocchi C, 
et al. Harmful effect of Rheinheimera sp. Rprs3 (Gammaproteo-
bacteria) against the protist Euplotes aediculatus (Ciliophora, 
Spirotrichea): insights into the ecological role of antimicrobial 
compounds from environmental bacterial strains. Front Micro-
biol 2019;10:510. 

 12. Vannini C, Petroni G, Verni F, Rosati G. Polynucleobacter bacteria in 
the brackish- water species Euplotes harpa (Ciliata Hypotrichia). J 
Eukaryot Microbiol 2005;52:116–122. 

 13. Xiao M, Salam N, Liu L, Jiao JY, Zheng ML, et al. Fastidiosibacter 
lacustris gen. nov., sp. nov., isolated from a lake water sample, 
and proposal of Fastidiosibacteraceae fam. nov. within the order 
Thiotrichales. Int J Syst Evol Microbiol 2018;68:347–352. 

 14. Boscaro V, Felletti M, Vannini C, Ackerman MS, Chain PSG, et al. 
Polynucleobacter necessarius, a model for genome reduction 
in both free- living and symbiotic bacteria. Proc Natl Acad Sci 
2013;110:18590–18595. 

 15. Boscaro V, Kolisko M, Felletti M, Vannini C, Lynn DH, et al. Parallel 
genome reduction in symbionts descended from closely related 
free- living bacteria. Nat Ecol Evol 2017;1:1160–1167. 

 16. Renoz F, Foray V, Ambroise J, Baa- Puyoulet P, Bearzatto B, et al. 
At the gate of mutualism: identification of genomic traits predis-
posing to insect- bacterial symbiosis in pathogenic strains of the 
aphid symbiont Serratia symbiotica. Front Cell Infect Microbiol 
2021;11:660007. 

 17. Oakeson KF, Gil R, Clayton AL, Dunn DM, von Niederhausern AC, 
et al. Genome degeneration and adaptation in a nascent stage of 
symbiosis. Genome Biol Evol 2014;6:76–93. 

 18. Tláskal V, Pylro VS, Žifčáková L, Baldrian P. Ecological divergence 
within the enterobacterial genus Sodalis: from insect symbi-
onts to inhabitants of decomposing deadwood. Front Microbiol 
2021;12:668644. 

 19. Giannotti D, Boscaro V, Husnik F, Vannini C, Keeling PJ. The “other” 
Rickettsiales: an overview of the family “Candidatus Midichlori-
aceae". Appl Env Microbiol 2022;88:6. 

 20. Laetsch DR, Blaxter ML. BlobTools: interrogation of genome 
assemblies version 1; peer review: 2 approved with reservations. 
F1000Res 2017;6:1287. 

 21. Seemann T. Prokka: rapid prokaryotic genome annotation. Bioin-
formatics 2014;30:2068–2069. 

 22. Carver T, Harris SR, Berriman M, Parkhill J, McQuillan JA. Artemis: 
an integrated platform for visualization and analysis of high- 
throughput sequence- based experimental data. Bioinformatics 
2012;28:464–469. 

 23. Syberg- Olsen MJ, Garber AI, Keeling PJ, McCutcheon JP, Husnik F. 
Pseudofinder: detection of pseudogenes in prokaryotic genomes. 
Mol Biol Evol 2022;39:msac153. 

 24. Moriya Y, Itoh M, Okuda S, Yoshizawa AC, Kanehisa M. KAAS: an 
automatic genome annotation and pathway reconstruction server. 
Nucleic Acids Research 2007;35:W182–W185. 

 25. Emms DM, Kelly S. OrthoFinder: phylogenetic orthology inference 
for comparative genomics. Genome Biol 2019;20:238. 

 26. Marçais G, Delcher AL, Phillippy AM, Coston R, Salzberg SL, et al. 
MUMmer4: a fast and versatile genome alignment system. PLoS 
Comput Biol 2018;14:e1005944. 

 27. Darling ACE, Mau B, Blattner FR, Perna NT. Mauve: multiple align-
ment of conserved genomic sequence with rearrangements. 
Genome Res 2004;14:1394–1403. 

 28. Yoon SH, Ha SM, Lim J, Kwon S, Chun J. A large- scale evaluation 
of algorithms to calculate average nucleotide identity. Antonie Van 
Leeuwenhoek 2017;110:1281–1286. 

 29. Abby SS, Néron B, Ménager H, Touchon M, Rocha EPC. MacSy-
Finder: a program to mine genomes for molecular systems with 
an application to CRISPR- Cas systems. PLoS ONE 2014;9:e110726. 

 30. Mareuil F, Doppelt- Azeroual O, Ménager H. A public Galaxy Plat-
form at Pasteur used as an execution engine for web services. 
F1000Res 2017;6:1020. 

 31. Afgan E, Baker D, Batut B, van den Beek M, Bouvier D, et  al. 
The Galaxy platform for accessible, reproducible and collabo-
rative biomedical analyses: 2018 update. Nucleic Acids Res 
2018;46:W537–W544. 

 32. Siguier P, Perochon J, Lestrade L, Mahillon J, Chandler M. ISfinder: 
the reference centre for bacterial insertion sequences. Nucleic 
Acids Res 2006;34:D32–6. 

 33. Vannini C, Ferrantini F, Ristori A, Verni F, Petroni G. Betaproteobac-
terial symbionts of the ciliate Euplotes: origin and tangled evolu-
tionary path of an obligate microbial association. Environ Microbiol 
2012;14:2553–2563. 

 34. Lane DJ. 16S/23S rRNA sequencing. In: Stackebrandt E and Good-
fellow M (eds). Nucleic Acid Techniques in Bacterial Systematics. 
New York: Wiley; 1991. pp. 115–147.

 35. Serra V, Gammuto L, Nitla V, Castelli M, Lanzoni O, et  al. 
Morphology, ultrastructure, genomics, and phylogeny of 
Euplotes vanleeuwenhoeki sp. nov. and its ultra- reduced endo-
symbiont “Candidatus Pinguicoccus supinus” sp. nov. Sci Rep 
2020;10:20311. 

 36. Sjödin A, Ohrman C, Bäckman S, Lärkeryd A, Granberg M, et  al. 
Complete genome sequence of Francisella endociliophora strain 
FSC1006, isolated from a laboratory culture of the marine ciliate 
Euplotes raikovi. Genome Announc 2014;2:e01227- 14. 

 37. Vallesi A, Sjödin A, Petrelli D, Luporini P, Taddei AR, et al. A new 
species of the γ-proteobacterium Francisella, F. adeliensis sp. 
nov., endocytobiont in an Antarctic marine ciliate and poten-
tial evolutionary forerunner of pathogenic species. Microb Ecol 
2019;77:587–596. 

 38. Gottlieb Y, Ghanim M, Gueguen G, Kontsedalov S, Vavre F, et  al. 
Inherited intracellular ecosystem: symbiotic bacteria share bacte-
riocytes in whiteflies. FASEB J 2008;22:2591–2599. 

 39. Guglielmini J, Néron B, Abby SS, Garcillán- Barcia MP, de la Cruz F, 
et  al. Key components of the eight classes of type IV secretion 
systems involved in bacterial conjugation or protein secretion. 
Nucleic Acids Res 2014;42:5715–5727. 

 40. Carvalho CL, Lopes de Carvalho I, Zé-Zé L, Núncio MS, Duarte EL. 
Tularaemia: a challenging zoonosis. Comp Immunol Microbiol Infect 
Dis 2014;37:85–96. 



8

Giannotti et al., Microbial Genomics 2022;8:000909

 41. Colquhoun DJ, Duodu S. Francisella infections in farmed and wild 
aquatic organisms. Vet Res 2011;42:47. 

 42. Petersen JM, Carlson J, Yockey B, Pillai S, Kuske C, et al. Direct 
isolation of Francisella spp. from environmental samples. Lett Appl 
Microbiol 2009;48:663–667. 

 43. Hindré T, Knibbe C, Beslon G, Schneider D. New insights into bacte-
rial adaptation through in vivo and in silico experimental evolution. 
Nat Rev Microbiol 2012;10:352–365. 

 44. Pettengill EA, Pettengill JB, Binet R. Phylogenetic analyses of 
Shigella and enteroinvasive Escherichia coli for the identification 
of molecular epidemiological markers: whole- genome compara-
tive analysis does not support distinct genera designation. Front 
Microbiol 2015;6:1573. 

 45. van den Beld MJC, Reubsaet FAG. Differentiation between Shigella, 
enteroinvasive Escherichia coli (EIEC) and noninvasive Escherichia 
coli. Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis 2012;31:899–904. 

 46. Perreau J, Patel DJ, Anderson H, Maeda GP, Elston KM, et  al. 
Vertical transmission at the pathogen- symbiont interface: Serratia 
symbiotica and aphids. mBio 2021;12:e00359- 21. 

 47. Beinart RA, Rotterová J, Čepička I, Gast RJ, Edgcomb VP. The 
genome of an endosymbiotic methanogen is very similar to those 
of its free- living relatives. Environ Microbiol 2018;20:2538–2551. 

 48. Koga R, Moriyama M, Onodera- Tanifuji N, Ishii Y, Takai H, et  al. 
Single mutation makes Escherichia coli an insect mutualist. Nat 
Microbiol 2022;7:1141–1150. 

 49. Manni M, Berkeley MR, Seppey M, Simão FA, Zdobnov EM. BUSCO 
update: novel and streamlined workflows along with broader and 
deeper phylogenetic coverage for scoring of eukaryotic, prokary-
otic, and viral genomes. Mol Biol Evol 2021;38:4647–4654. 

Five reasons to publish your next article with a Microbiology Society journal
1.  When you submit to our journals, you are supporting Society activities for your community.
2.  Experience a fair, transparent process and critical, constructive review.
3.   If you are at a Publish and Read institution, you’ll enjoy the benefits of Open Access across 

our journal portfolio.
4.  Author feedback says our Editors are ‘thorough and fair’ and ‘patient and caring’.
5.  Increase your reach and impact and share your research more widely.

Find out more and submit your article at microbiologyresearch.org.


	At the threshold of symbiosis: the genome of obligately endosymbiotic ‘Candidatus Nebulobacter yamunensis’ is almost indistinguishable from that of a cultivable strain
	Abstract
	Data Summary
	Introduction
	Methods
	Data collection and genomic analyses
	Experimental procedure for the cultivation of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’
	Data availability

	Results and discussion
	No typical signatures of obligate symbiosis in the genome of ‘Ca. Nebulobacter yamunensis’
	High similarities in sequence and functional features between an obligately symbiotic and a free-living bacterium
	What does it take to become a symbiont?

	References


