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MEM T FESEMRAEZNMHERE

BEE RAR

B xluf A

(BRUWH T RZA R SHR%E BRI 650500)

WE SR P AN BRSSP e i M 0 T AR AR R W A A BT R

B KRBk, T2 B AT T HOR G R, ST ) B S M e S B INIRE R A E, A Y

WA R B ARSI 8 T AL, A S Sl 5 R B B SR 0 R AT, o A

FAXFORR T FFRRERLLERY T, SRINFERAKETHAD SR ELR

W e K AR B R G %, GeoChip & % B 243 it ey L BIRA T RIKGH  db bk
X

R AE DI LR ERA N ELES T, 4

7 0 T R M Fe B B
XER MAMSTASF
FESES Q819

B 0 75 2% (microbial ecology ) J2 Ji 447 /1 b
b IR 5 A A R A ) B B R LA S
7Rk o BRI P A ) B RE IS 45 4 S 2 AR VE RN E W)
I RE S AR LI — ] 2 il A= W AR 2 2 A I A L
i 4l 37 7% ( culture-depedent) 221 1 AR 4F 1 &
JEEFNGTEE: , N BRIFE Hh L 7y 8 5 TR R J T B R RIE L
VECL 2Bt B, SR BLAR 407 2 B 2k 5 K 22 4
FITA IIKR WA 19 B Al 15 77, DA & TR ROk X &
SYEETUE I T R AR AT B B AR I 1A
BIFSE o DR 2 FIAR K A BRI D P B2 9 4
TARFNVIT T A 5T PCR (Y & 5o b SO 7
2 A8 M/ B B B E S FR YK ( Denature/ Temperature
Gradient Gel Electrophoresis, DGGE/TGGE) | #1549
-3 7= ) 2 25 V43 ¥ ( Random Amplified Polymorphic
DNA, RAPD) | &K 3 BR ] P K B2 2 25 £ ( Terminal
Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism, T-RFLP) J%
BRI 2438 (Fluorescent in situ Hybridization, FISH)
S, X B TTE IR SR W) 5 o B B IR DT IE AN A2
G F IRV S BRI vp A W) 22 R R 9 254, 7
A2 T S 1 B 2 R

VL JUAE B 53 ¥ AR W2 e, e 2 BB — A
ks H 1 :2012-03-13 & 181 H 1 :2012-05-06
# JHIRAEE , L7548 : chaoyinchen@ 163. com

=B F A

LB T B A R AT AT F B, A T Xk

GeoChip EA WA EKixa

PR (Geochip 25 8 i 5 H A I K e 7 A 4% Gt 512
RI7EIBE A, Y o TR A T T
WP RIS TE A T8 B 0 8, AR SO E Y 7 R3S
BP9 B U R JEE T Bas , 5 3of 3k 28 53k 1A T 222
PP

1 FIAREENFEARNMED T FES

FHRAE

DNA P EAR C & 2 W T AW 2= e i 251
U, AR 24 1y 2 o) REER 5 BEAR B T DNA TP H0R
TERAE Y o1 AR A2 B E 5 v AT 1 20 1 o B 02
WHEIEW P, DLRMAE-17 0 7 F & (massively
{ ey 30 2 Y P 1)
Hr— 1M FF 47 A (next-generation sequencing technology )
HAT Pl SR RHE T D5 i R AR i AL
SEREEIL AL, H AT i & 7P & LA Dlumina 23 ] 1)
Solexa , ABI /3] ) SOLid, Fil Roche A &) Y 454 5 AR W
R 12 o Roche 454 f5 KA a5 2 0 7 3 371 52 K
KOCHFITHREH GS FLX " i K A ik 5] 1000bp ) , 7
SR PRI T — 2 W RUE W) 7 T A 3851
G307 Mumina P07 F A SN 7 3845 09 8080 & K, 7™
A fe B R R0 Y o T B LA, R B 2 AL
JEE R S A A 0 L 60 35k DR 24 30) 1) 0 0 A B

parallel DNA sequencing platform ) [45)
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FAL% s SOLID JE T XU S G5 it 2 GL 9 A S5 RE T A 4K
o D P 3 e, 5 B SRS BIE S LA R LA PR 2 o
12 SNP A5 45, (ER I Py R B BE R s L, AT
TERAEY I F A 2557 N R 2 (19 & Roche 454 7
o5 S AP R R 9 B N RO T ERUE M 2 R
P (% FE R 2 A 75 e S L 45 D T T 7 1) AR SR i 4
IRliEre & p-REIEVLE SNl R R bk €tE IR S

2 [4,8]
o

1.1 FASEENFHITREDSHEENTAR
16S/18S rRNA Jt [F | A% M 14 P % 5% ] @ IX

(internal transcribed spacer, ITS ) & 3 B 4% <1 Fl 5 28 5
PR T, e W 2 ) 2 R M R I 5 R 1 AR 4
EHRES IR B DNA 347 16S/18S rRNA JEH |
ITS 338, 38 J5 (AN 18] 19 77 9 s A R A TR i 4, 8%
S R IE R R BOSCHE , R 43 BT, AER K i
FEH BB, N T RIMEREE, XF PCR A= H38 5 4  BRAh)
PN UG YD (40 T-RFLP) (BEHL B B 9 3 (40
RAPD) S MEAR B HL UK (40 DGGE ) 25 )7 v, g i 35 5
Xt PCR R R 5 i BlE AT R 2 7, (A G o
D7 DARBIR AR 5 1 B 1) 56 3 SR A A, T L 45 L 1 o
PEA I REAIG

o0 308 4 U P AT DA AT R ARSI Y, R LA [ s
XA F A B AT Y B AR TS X AN 225
N5y e B Re 1S BNR A — ) 2 2R i BOY
BRI Y J7 %, AR 18 B F X 16S/18S rRNA JE[H (ITS
[ PCR P~ )5, £5571 )& Roche 454 1 J57°F- & I /5
PR rRNA JEPR AR 5 9 428 DX B ITS (1 XK PRt
454 P AERCE Y ZREVE B SE P BERIAR ). d
SN AN BT G IR e R X — 25 I, AT LA sk e A
PCR #f # b 7= 4 0 % I W 8 & R 7 F
( heteroduplexes ) " 7E A AR HEAT SL BRI, 1 TR
FRTATE 32 0918 S0 ™ A A SR I A AETE T 91 1 B 43 A
ZELHOR . AN, 44 Barcoded PCR™™ | BIZE %38 PCR
19 5" Sihric — B DX 43 AN [ RE i B9 A% R P ), i v]
PAFE— Y 32 47 Hh 552 B K RASE 22 A A (i) b ), 3
A TREAS () F A3 Ao B i e 38 10 )3z i T
T BEVE TEPETS VR T AR 3 R R Y
R R S5 4 B R R T R

FH o L P R 1 AR ) 2 BRI O vk 1 A
W PR TR A 0 S5 B, — SRR SR
W NS BT RS I, 76 1 22 08 0 A ) 22 B B F 5
FHEA T A H & B, 10 2006 4F, Sogin 4R

FH 454 I P A I T vh U ) 2 REPE RO BT 2 R 3R
B, A6 RV 3 1 U 0 R R 1) Bl 8 B L AT
fifR i 10 ~ 100 1, ZREPE B IR TR £ 2011 4,
Jaenicke %" J{1 454 YU 1 T 4307 18 < e E T L
YI 2R, “ BAN KIL T Sterptococcus , Gelria 55 J&
(IFEE ;2011 4F Zhang %' ] 454 T 12 R 5 e SC /%8
LR E T TR ik A AR ) A ) 1z % o R A
PR AL, W 5T 3 BT v e SC R UL R A3 A9 OTUs
( Operational Taxonomic Units ) 7F i 18 1 M 5 19 B0HE
HAT TR, (H 2 A0 e 5 I P T 7= 2B 1 OTUSs 7E 58
Bee S v I 56 A AR B, U B ) P v o 0 ) F 5
165 rRINA JE[R f e 242 DXCPE RGN 240 B8 22 AT 2 A9 45 2R
CSEIT

4545 Barcoded PCR, A [] #1855 22 0] 4 3 A= WU RE 7
A8 LA B — RS (ol 1) 22 R 4 3l 25 A n] LAAE ]
SEIN R 25 568, W] A S8 v N R R 8
AR 2% . 2009 4F, Turnbaugh %57 325 ] 454 H A %t
154 {5 AE JHE AR T JHE A4 UKD G 1 18 TR E 54T 16S TRNA
BELRI) V2 1 V6 DX, 25 5 T B0 g T AR A 4B
AMARZE SRR H O, NE TR I 1 18 TR E 2 AR |
MRTFARREIE AE , 33 0 LU AH 3G B8 2 J7 T i IF 52 32 11
TS o B S S R 2012 4, Alegria % I
454 1 E TEW I A e ik A b A TR 2 46 52011 4F, Chen
AN A AR [ XS SR R AT 10 AN H B B R
R, LAHORAG, I 2 Jie: 76 3 39 T ) 7 o e 3 B A=
N e B e B N U S e A [ 'S L PN
FER 7 AV S0 4 M) D e e ) R A 0 AR M A7 g 1 R
YR REEEAL , 20 BT W 1B WU E WD RV 5 930 7T RE LA
(S FR 0 /N BUR S , A /N BRUTE A A % A
R R b U W B R T8 A 1 A, R B — SR Py
A KA B 5 B 55 kb (aberrant crypt foci, ACF ) {H 2 7E
HAR RIS B B 38 N R 45 5 0] B2
AT AN TR, DT A Je i 1) T2 875 0 iy 4032 W 4 4t —
AR X 56 i e RE A 5 46 {37 A 4
EL e B E W E N R 40 T 16S hRNA LD ) V3 DX
%, BT BR A= 72 B ( butyrate-producing bacteria ) F) i
/DN 2514307 i ( opportunistic pathogens ) fHE il 2 A2
23 g L W i S T P TR — A SRR AR
[ N B BAE ) 03 - AR S A RIS X TR LRl A
16T 5 T B — PP AR AR B R4 2

BET it 5 U P B BRUAE ) 2 R O B T IR A A
ST B FEAR S PCR 9734 J5 /9 7= 9, 1l PCR
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ARG 3 TS 147 AR BT 2k W A T 455
P A BRI R I R Y 7R B A
1) PCR 4 38 rh g i) T4 38 & G 535 C 1Y
437 85,2, S J5 PR B A7 7 T i P B W 4% SR —
SEFLEE R,

1.2 #ASEENFHTEEEASNHE

S HEH 4 (metagenome ) S5 AE 5 4 TR AR W3
LR A R 7 2 T R P L B2 A, G R Y
i R AL FRIBORE i A 2 1 B DNA 5 g 2 i PR 28
SO 5 FUARSE R B 035 Be R 51 407 Sl B2 70, 647 )
JF R B L 48 sanger T HEAR . T HEA
S RO A RE AR IE T 15t 225 348 10 4 T R % 0L, 7
S B B 3 R IF 5 7 ik o T AR K, ZE BT
FEH L AR FLAT R o B % e A B B, T
DAL HXT SR B S DNA JE1 705, 15 2147 858 7%
SRR, i3 e 5 1) BI04 P T (o2 0 6 8 0 A 1
JF 91, L4 — e 4 T ) A 2 14 A S R DR 5 901, Ji ik
FE X AH I E AN R AS B E W 2 R = B i 1
S R AR T LA X A 90 ) 3 R R D T HE AT 20 T
BF .

)P 308 00 2 T 5 2 5 R 201 2 1 40 R AL 4 - 4R
IR it R Bl 0 e DINA 5 420 30 00 2 5 S e 3 A0
EPIERF M. FEad 220 JLAF v, 7 356 R 4 2% 1 T
TR ORI Z %, 2011 4F Jung 25 FI| Fi] 454 CS
FLX Titanium ZRZE %} & % 3 7 o 60 900 S0 A7 01 25 2 3
DAL 500 45 S 5T e RDP I 5042 , 45 0. 17 5]
0.67% [y FEFITT LA N 2 16S tRNA JE [ 51, 3 LU
LTI S H ) B RS 4 5 45T 45 09% 151 7T LA
[ SEED 3 B4 B 5CHa FAE A T 152 1 177 HE 4T 2 i 1 ¢
ST, 2011 4R RCHER BB ST A 5L Qin 25100 1] J
T illumina B 77 368 124 A BR YA B4k 1t 49y 2645
AR T A A 10 2 R R L O, A3 81 5767 A2 AT
0, i G R R S 5 3299822 A TF ik B i3 AE
(ORFs) , 54t iT A8 H A7 76 £ 1000 %] 1150 Ff 41
L PR N2 160 Rl 3w F, 3 Bk s 4
PR A K4 A R BT 45 A /9. 2011 4F, Durso 265" i
2 P A W HEA T % R TR 2E N, SR A58 273 960
4751, oA 100 945 45775101 L) 5 SEED [ (5
B FEAIVCC , JF 32 22 00 AR OC B P ST 245 0 A G 1 2
RESELR HEFT 437 , DA T o 38 000l R i 22 4 A 77 O T
feftiE .

) S R A A R AT IT T R

(R, 22 RN A 22 52 07 e L A B B R PR 16 %
FEPRIZLrp (RNA JEFR BT 545 1 LU BIARAR ( BLA BT ST 2
A 5 rRNA SERFFIRE] 1% ) |, 5 B 0T 5l TR
I A REAT B 8 R S B I U ) 2 FE AR S (H 2
TRIE (0 15 SR Bl 0 5 Sl T8 i B i 5 R ek, 2
DRI ZH 2% L DNA S BFFe s 4, BT 15 20 1 Sh e 2 b d 5 X
AE I LA A D) B L [N B 77 7E , S T AH 56 3%
PRI 75 22 1 R R TR BE 2 Hh W A 254

1.3 FMASEENFEAH#TERERAFHTR

T 5% 55 21 ( Metatranscriptome ) B4 ¢ 2 B8GR5 8
B RE S TR ST A A0 M A% S T A RNA (45
mRNA FIIES TS RNA) (2000 Ko DR, 225 sk 4 2%
BERFRAE 25 1F T 9 A W e v S LD R I R 3 — e,
TEVS B UK 47 45 Bl A O I RE B9 BF 55, 2005 4E
Poretsky 2 Xt 7K (AP0 41 71 18 9% T A mRNA #y 1
S A SCEE RN e, W 4 1 3 0ok PR v o e SR 2L 4y
L T AR ERBE b MR v S L RESE IR M R A 1 1Y
TH.

)P 7 0 A T S 2 e TN 20 2 B 4 < i ORE: iy
H e B 2 RNA 5 i RNA J S DNA 5 347 503
TR FAE W5 B2 W o T 22 7 S L 24 IO TR E X 42
IEFEHEATACIAHY RNA, 77 %% H B I BA 6, 76 5 RNA
R EB 4 2 tRNA, FI) ] rRNA 17 32k 10 () BE V% 45
F R ZRERE BT , 38T AT BB B 10935 1 K00, il
mRNA &2 T B AO B, mRNA 7] L) B A i 2t
A ETESEAT A AR 1 A, AT LA A mRNA 347 2
BESMT , T B 1 0 Pt R /0, 7 B R ey 2
I 0 2 7 R B 5 rh BRI RNA (14 3o PR 5 4 /N
L, [AI mRNA H 5 3] 8 RNAL% ~ 5% , 4% 5 Wi,
I LA A T 26 5 24 AE 14 IR 6 — X mRNA. AT
HHED,

T U 1 BB A b S T B SR 2 A
FECIE 2 W T e R R K s
T T AR R (A R T G N R ST, I
XTI RESE )T AT T8 RGN TE . 210
BRI 10 R R o, Zakezewski 2677 i fi] GS FLX &
GEXTHE 7 AR A T SO SR R AT 2 e i 2 3
W BF58 & A B2 1) E 1 ( Buryarchaeot ) | JRERE
W11 ( Firmicutes ) T £ W) B AFTE 5 3 58 mRNA Jy 371 L XF
B, K IA G i K AR B L R b G | R Ak Bl RN
TR LD B, 10T A 7 7 P e T AR AR R A, F
PLE LG (9 A 72 b i L) FE X e 0 3 1 4 LA
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ISES A R P R OB UB I M . MIRT 4%
SR g T I BT R ) A ) A AT B A
T, 1B A TUA 1) 22 R P I BE L S50 3t 06 W] ol 2 0 1)
SR/ BEAT I D RE 20 A nl I B X Al D RE C 22 3%
BRI R B 20 B B RNA (FE)2 mRNA)
TEHCLE IR o AN 25 o) $ UK — ME RS 1 — 2B i ok, 2%
Fe AW TENG 2 AR ORI 2 1 R R TT

2 FAERBHEMBEAROBED T FES

FMRFIE

e U 0 B LB A AR B RS R i a2 3 T
A/INBYFEIR , BE 2 A N RE R 2 TR R S T sk
(G , (R A I IR AR e 25 e, B K AR
i AR B S A R e At RN R
Ab o THEPR S AR A S 9 IS, T BN T
SRR B I () E A7 e Ak B A e 4 R ) i
DR SRR BRI 9 v, DA T B0 L 4 L DR 4 A5 0 )
TR B HRe 2 1 SE R Btk AT S 5T, e S R
WA

2007 AR S Aaf By MR 2= (5 B2 KA AR iy
FHIF T B A — Tt FH 1 03 e B A W0 v -0 9 HLAF 7%
SR AR R G E R D) B FE G i (Functional Gene
Array, FGA)—GeoChip"™ 3%t A 645 T 402 5 &
B BRAL 2 PR (AN, BRAE IR AR IR L E bt AL
YVIRA RGP FIBEOE 2R 45 ) 18 1 24000 AN fl 2k 4 s
P SE AL AT IR, R 35 T 150 I REIX 41/ 10000
N, BHeE GeoChip N FEFG, IFIMA T gyrB
FEPR A HRAET , mT RATERh/ A K ST AT BT 35 b 1) 224
P 7E GeoChip4. 0 i & T #83F 152000 /> 3L A 19
SERZATIRRE T T 410 A TIREX 411 84000 4~ JE
,MEAh GeoChip4. 0 S FJE A & U AK & RS, &
FE— P m g 7 BT LAST AT 12 RS

FIH Geochip HEATIFE 1 BALHE LT B8 AR SR
SEIHFEE DNA $2HL DNA (1 @ 3L ALK B brbrid
(Target labeling) 124232 ( hybridization ) 5 ;& /33 4 1 i,
80 B Kb B AR E AL B GE Tt 2 oy B I SR AR R,
GeoChip 78+ JKAKRN il BT A RO
B AR P R Z IR . X — RSB RTSE
1, GeoChip REMS1E TN AEIE K- b RIF 98 L WiV 45
R RN 68 , B 10 A1 BT B0 45 ob AT B8 A7 AE 2028 b iy 2R 25

55 HA 5 R D 2 2 BOR M L, LR 3 g 7 v o

F18 [ o RS 00 S8 LA b, SRR v, S e 5 S B e
Geochip 4L R % 75 0.0036 ~0.025% )| 25 5 L,
B o> BT 1T B T R A, AR A0 B v {1 45 b B R
PRETER I T O AT ST, AN A DL 52 SR 8% v
AEAER R B AR HI T AR L R BUOR BB I A= . B
NS ST REFE B T MR IR A, 45 28 T fig S A
Bl PERYT T, A0 ) i 3k R SR R A A o
1, Geochip (1438 5 04 BB 2 47 Jre , DT K 25 B 42 1 by
SRR Gt/ Ja =L T

H R RS Fr 53 b — 2R (A5 S T A 2 7 91 4l 4R
& (Sequence capture ) , HJF I 5 — 005 251, H
SR FERS L 3R 5 B 51 3 W] DA AT v
HCA AT Ry TR B 2 DNA 3 5 52 i 09 5 5 il et
A8 ph IR A28 0 R B YR AR 19 H AR BE
R —Huh R 2] AR SMB 45 X5, H AR5
PRIV 55 B ABAR &, IR B T IR R
Kigs R G0 MR, AN, I R LR ERER R T DL A AT 1
B AR I T DU S s R S i SR A1 R B
S AR A B ADATAT XS, SR IR S T AN T AR
ST PCR SEAETS 2 H 1) 5 Boi & 48, s
TG HBEFI A PCR EXTREE 79 19 3, RIS K
A R T 0 0 5 R A DX, (A5 R R A
BORE MR BRAE FHAE R T, BT IR
TEAI -1 0 e b B AR 8 B, A — 3K st g
PRI LT R EOR 2L A B 7 . BT, X
TR AAE 2R W 2 WF 5 1) L FH v 2 8 3k A1, 2011 4
Kent 214850 351 -H AR F 46 900 i P9 J4 A2 1 Wolbachia
P TR O 55 %, BB 25 3 DR G IR I A 0 — 2B TR, OR
R 22 W) Dy Re R RVRE 532 Bowl R B, 7 4 i AR Es e vl
DA B g B 8 R I 9 T A R TR B AT s B
i 18 R RIS, B 2 FE U W AE B2 R R h R R E R
£ .

3 ZMXIFERAIBE

f£4¢ PCR T JH B0 38 A T 225K 5 00 119 K 2 o 1 S
20 ~30 AN , 336 3 5 750 0 A0 AR S 4 A X35
A R BE RS B R A XA M E B
WIHEASRER A 1 BRI 9 (RNA S R 7 91 77
38, LR BOE 5 A2 ELE 3

Wil 25 — S 37 1) PR S R A W 10 B, T RE A
PCR FT 7 B9 51 9 K Ji 45 BT 0 S, o e, 2008 4%,
Isenbarger 25" 1 Y R ] 0k 3 5 19 T 72 6 S-Thr X
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miniprimer PCR #E47 T SRR PERI BT, 45 R L W] 10 5
BL1 miniprimer T IARGFPU] - 38R 5 AN [6] 16S rRNA
FERF A, JLREAS B SE 2 Fh Ay 16S rRNA JE[H 7 1 )™
Py, i %k b NCBI 9 16S rRNA LA 51 8080 4 , 47 1
AR 168 fRNA JE A7 41 (14 55 IUAE 0T FH 08 55 B 5 140
ZERANK , ZW] miniprimer 7EA R AR LAY AT H T H
ATHUSR A PE . Xu 45 48 miniprimer [ £ Pantoea
stewartii subsp. Stewartii Bt %5 W, X Bl 40 T 6T
PCR 3E A BCR%, R XE 73 2 97 8, OF 58 A 61 2% T
miniprimer PCR f) AFLP & #E4T P. stewartii [ 355 2
Sy B, 2 e, ' RE SRR B M AT 31 o 2 0 R o
By 5 ok, 2011 4R, Goh %% SR F ¥ 58 51 4 M
miniprimer 73 5160 SR U Y ZREEEAT THESE, 153
AR WS FiRgEIE—3,

Miniprimer PCR [J#E R W5 M LG PCR HA )
PRt T — R4 8 %, miniprimer 7ERUAE Y001
AEREFIBEGT L HOE PCR N USR58 P AR A B
TR BEEE 2 R AR R BURIT &, AT RS
b B 7 VA R ZE A (AR T 5T 1 52 PR 0
TEA%45338 Y A , miniprimer PCROKEA BAERUEY) 7)1
ARG R R —E R

4 B E

DA e 38 e 00 5 AR 1 8 3 0 - Geochip SR 3
MR AR, AHED A S F R EA T H
MR, A T AL GE i 98 T BL, Ak 1 R 58 2 B, 2R
7 S TR R RS JEE B o, i RS I R B 2 U AN T
Mo RIEHMEGE R FEAR R BR 4, Fin PCR, 75T 1 5 4 Tl
RIUAG GBS 4085 Y B i E 58 PCR ) — 2k
JRBRMEA T3 Sk B S O, A% B 1 S 56 T B i B
AR, 2 M A ST ST AR B i

SRR R BT A N R W03 T A ISR
R T TR A 2, FJ2 3k 26 ik A — 2 1 )
B, b vy 20 e 2 5 PR 2E 0F 9 15 0 A 35 TR 1) 3 g
VB TE ISP P 1 A A SR ) B 11 35k R 4 1
FEAE, LT X PO RESE IR (0 2238 5 5 F R AR A 5 22 7%
SEYLAY B RNA (R 5112 mRNA) $2 UK 5, mRNA (1 5%
RIS E R DA B mRNA & i BT A
SHRZE A A 5 GeoChip HUEEXT C A1 R Btk A7 73 # 5 it
A, XLy R M BE Ge T 3 A T AR v B I AR W A5 B A
DR B TR 30 5 B — 25 R, B8 40 BT S R
YR, AE OG5 e — 2 9 FE

TR W 2 25 W) A0F 50 308 0 20T T 5 400 5 % 9 O T
TC, BAR BRI ELA R A Uy 10 03 e 7 SO ZR 5 1Y)
T 5 I T 18 AN T A 80 33K R ol A ) ey Al 155 57, (] ke
TS R A BF TS 6k A B 2 A S R B 1 2 5 8
s EAh b 0 75 R A 2 A A 2 i T
AR [ 2 AN [5) B 4 T b X 5 #1058 R AU W 20 1
A I SR A T REACI A T B A

£ b AEDFTE R BLIZ T I KA BRI, &5
TG T7 7k W R, 76 52 B B BIF 5 PP 08 4% 5 3 1)
FETB, IR AE W5 B 1 KR, BE 45 XA Wi 0 1
4l U FEAR SR 2, TR B — A~ AR R L8l , A
RE SR W AR 25 IO AT R0 e R IFAE U I 25
A _EER I

% 0k
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The New Development of the Research Method for
Molecular Microbial Ecology

LV Chang-yong CHEN Chao-yin

GE Feng LIU Di-qiu

KONG Xiang-jun

(Faculty of Life Science and Technology, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650500, China)

Abstract Microbial community structure and functional metabolism are the research hotspots of microbial

ecology. However, the research method of microbial community structure and functional metabolism has been

limited by technique for a long time. With the development of new techniques, the research approaches for
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molecular microbial ecology have being changed. High-throughput sequencing technology has ameliorated the
research method of microbial diversity, metagenomics and metatranscriptomics. Meanwhile GeoChip which
covered large amount of known functional oligonucleotide probes in single chip could determine the presence or
absence of microbes and functional genes quickly. The newest research approaches for molecular microbial
ecology study were reviewed and compared, and the applicability, advantages and disadvantages of those
approaches were discussed.
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