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Abstract

Microbes play an important role in the wetland ecosystem, and DNA sequencing technology is one
of the important tools to study microbes. Recently, the booming development of high-throughput
sequencing technologies has made it possible for us to research more accurately about microor-
ganisms in wetland ecosystem. In this review, the difference between high-throughput sequencing
and other sequencing technologies is described. The applications of high-throughput sequencing
in microbial community structures and diversities, functional bacteria and ecosystem functions,
metagenomics are elaborated. Furthermore, the spatial heterogeneity of microorganism is also
revealed. Finally, we prospect the development direction of this technology in the future.
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FFEARKIR R BT T RE.
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1. SEBNFEARENT

TEEPE R AE S RA MR, TEVRIEIS . Bemisl. W2 FEVE R A 25 P 1 55 07 T &1
EET T EENEH . A4S RGP RED LG T, RS A A Y R BRRAE, Xt
TUAEPDRE TR 4500« FRBE A0 SO MR TR S S5 TR RS 4 O RER [1] [2]. 2 T H AR A A I 52
BET R, (HBAAE—ERRRME, i L PCR Nyl 148 46 5 it % FL Uk (Denaturing gradient gel
electrophoresis, DGGE) . A i B fil] ¥4 - Bt K B 22 &5 1% 43 # (Terminal restriction fragment length polymorphism,
T-RFLP). BEHLY 1 DNA £ 2147 Hr(Random amplified polymorphim DNA, RAPD)&E45 A, 78— & FE¥
RS SR A R R SRS B BN, (RS I AR R, PCR A7 S A PR A MR R M
MR [3] [4]0 HH T bk 7 B AR 1) Sanger R & bk 8 —RIMFH A, AMU3Z DNA $=EU7A15 4
RS RE I, 1T EOR G B A AR R M DMK E ISP AT I, o2 2 R PR 4H 2% 0 T A
B AW P R T AE[5]-[7]

ey 3 B R B R (High-throughput sequencing) PA 454 il 7 /3 &1 /) 454 GS FLX+ A1 454 GS Junior.
Illumina 2 & ) HiSeq 1 MiSeq. 3% [E ABI 24 &) 1) 5500xI SOLID A2, M7 fE & EAaRs. Tk ER
il % FEZH DNA BENL T Btb(tn: BV W8I0, PO S S A B V) A5 [ 7]) Flsibric I A 25048 73 4
FERRHUT BLy IBAT I WP R S T 5 A0S, FEARIAE W N LA 1) B, 454 £k
PRI 7 32 BE 700~800 AMAAE s 2) 7R H) DNA Bk Be s, HIESRZ & (an Numina WFFHEAR,  1ER
FILF] T 98.5%); 3) WIF R, A S B B R ARSI T ORI AT A (40 11lumina HiSeq
2000 P AL, — Vs AT REF= A4 3000 1288E); 4) A% (IHumina M52 27 h /£45); 5) o7 w2,
BT, BRAR T I FP 25 AN PR B AR (e i 250 Y A 4 18/ ) [8]-[12]

2. BEENFERMNEMHRPRINA

R AES R G, BB DR B2 4E, AR B AR %A P ISR LA, S nT L
BEMN T M a1, R ARG A AN GE R HTBN[13]. KT el B R R PHEx
. AUONJE SRS B IR BT R ORI, EAE R JSRIES RS, W WP AWK TR,

O
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WREE L WA WS ERVE L KRG AR B AR TR i R E IR SR SO 2 R U D Re TR A
LIRSVl . AR VR A RS AR G A S A A S T AR B2 N

21 WEYBESHERSEY

TR IN P BEASKIRBU A M BEE 50 . 2RSS B BB A AN EEF B —.
W& I I R AR PR R R, KO T SE R AL e R AR A B], AR 2SI =T R R
VIR TR L T L2

KT IR B SR 5 L 2 RE IR T, HoAr R AR E . A A ST . RS [14]
S % B 2 TR 1t % 7 PR 7 1 - 8 v B R R VR S5 AT AT, R I R AR AL AT RS 3R KT NH,TL Ca®*
WREE GBI A OC, A Bh T 3 R B O R FH (9 eT SRR 3 . Arfi S5 [ 1538 1k o 20 AR i 2B 2
R HEFEM ITS1. 1TS2. NU-SSU-V5 1 NU-SSU-V7 X #47 4510, 3453 209,544 F B, KEIE
EAPNESS A AT AN, A MO TRER, 5T 82%, FIREAE T RER X LI AR A PR EE
JRE I, A — 5 (IR S AR B R B AR TE I ] R 58 35 S A W v 2 REVERIE 7 rp 1 s F

Ligi 45[16]i2 F Mumina M7 H2 A% A T A2 R4 16S rRNA VG =8 XS Tl F, KW y-+ o-
F1 B-7% J 1 (proteobacteria) /& fie & MIZHE, 17 HLAE KWK X L 3o DX RIB 7R v /K X 3 AR W Bk 4
MZ AR RE 2R, YLK SO AR A B B % 4500 — 2 IIse i, X —45 5 Ahn [17]898F 5T
SER 3. T REE[18] 0T T A UE K I 2RI b (7] 7 o SRR P 400 B R oy T v 5 R R A, R B [
DU AP B ) R TV RISR S B T TR, A NS E IR — 9K B T IAAAE, X —RIA B
T 5 R ) A — N OV T AR 7S R SR PR AL — LU BRI {K 4 . Rita [19]32 ] 454 SRR 7
FEARSF N T AR ARG b o 240 o VR S5 AT RAE, RIVE 2 N T, AR Hh 38 o 0 B R 2 A 1
FE, BITEEARAEMN, HAEHREHS TEBEAMER, JCHZ C:N (p =0.43, p<0.01)F pH (p =
0.39, p < 0.01) X RILEHY]. Kk, 7EANTIRHI AR, FRATAT LG b ) 398 3500 P i ok Jsz
HA®BIhEE.

G TR A YRR S L IL 2 e . BT TR AS 25 20 A R0 v I 3 45 R A0V b i AR 2R
W22 BEVE RORIE 7T A i = 74 LA (0 1), Mediinger &5 [ 20106 3075 92 MR 1A R Hh b B89 B s e, JL3RAS
447,910 J5741], K e RN P BORERIE &R Hrh B0, ERRZ THEANYFFEEER, B
EA AR FE AR ESERRN R, N A TR, i il T A 6 nT S R AR
B, 1 3O U P B AR AEAR I A= 0 B AR A5 0 ok 22 R PR R F 90 o O AT BRIk [ 2], 6 Ttk — 25 a2,
BV S5 A OB E D R IR N M HE R T A P 2 P 1 o I

2.2. WEMIThEE M BN E SMERTEM

EE R F AR R, IR  ThEE A (0 TR A . R AL A AR A B AN
SEVIEA TS RGN SRS B Al S5 77 T BER VR BE T R R F S A T L .

Os 1EN—FEBERIRESME, WX A shAEY), HESERSEEEEm[22]. Feng S5[23]45
Fo T O AEF TR 7 F e o B B 7R 45 0 S L 2 R Ak, R B FR e oy 18 T 2 T R e T N
(Methanomicrobia, 81.1%) 1 H1 4% 4T i 4% (methanobacteria, 10.2%). O i@ 415 AL 34 B REHE T, T
SR KR N 77 B e o T OBV G54, X — R B T AT AR A AR S 2R G0 4 IR AUAg AR AA F) mi JS2 A
T 2N S A o Liike A Kip 2543 51 LA KA FH R /K B8V 5 IR A 245 R 458 b s AL B BT AT 4,
RIEBERRI 7 FE T 16S rRNA 75175 N BRK AR, EESatrd, Rt £ 50T RAH
AHTEEFRI) pmoA T4, EIE T R b EAG B SRR 2 BRI D Re B RIS B, AR T — R NS4 WY e
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FANADFIIFNE, FERFOHAR AT D) B Y 77 T A R R B BT 71241 [25]. RAMIT, FBAHESE
[26]Ks il B 3R SR8 v R Ko iE DNA/RNA HARMZE A, X B 20358 P e S8 ALy 5 Thg it
YA AR 1 7 LR S LA T B 7 s — A il 200 7 5 408 Y R A 3= BF DNA/RNA AR HH
FE A ET R A A A ST 5 PR — e B AR S % .

KHILORIAATERRYE L5 T 52 pH. RSEREL . WAHBR ARSI, S R AR 34 B Al ok 7 9%
HALAMEE[27]. SRT, He S5[28]6 TIRM: L3k B 7= A E AL 1A thaumarchaeal FIHFFIN N : HIFE A
{1 thaumarchaeal fE& AT RS 3 FEM, FEHSEH TR LB S B h & AN (ACA)
AR AA AT (AOB) AL AR B 5t Li SE[251%F LM ARDTEIH AOA Fil AOB ZHEME. 23 [8] 43 Aii It
FERE BTN, BB R T AR AOA 5IRAE EALHE &K K. AOB X ILIE T
RO S NH,' L 3RFERT pH 25Xt AOA. AOB AEZS A2 3R, A A3 28 R F 200 PR b Ak 38 7K
B O LA R AT A T B AR AR B B

BeAh, Rl T AR A ST SR A AT R AR A E R . Wi EAZ A 18S rRNA S 7
FIBEAT AEASAH ST R 4307, RIAMN e %5 ) s VR FE V5 e o sE e, i EL A % R0 3 J5 46 5 i R o B Y5
Gt 2 VAR 22 57, 38 M TT DK A2 A5 22 08 5 A 25 | AR S B 3 2 A R AR 45 6 AT A 38 U PP A [29]
Shange 5 [30]5%} 3 |5 HE 3% H 40 B V& S5 K I PP T 9T, R AN R A v 45 4 SO Z eV T RE RN AE S R Gt
Pl B4R bR . Dos Santos Z5[31) RIS RAM A MG X AR E T, Rl y-. 6-BHE
SR REAE A4 I 20 R T e T FRAR AR PP NS B AR S RIS A T — 2% PR
IRRA I BI& AR o

g BRTR, @ RNEH T REAE M RN T, AMUE B T RCAE BRI A, it By DX
VAR PPAL, Al G b BT TR I Y5 G R0 S ) R (A W 2 T e s, DRI iR b S5, (R EFIR
Hh AR S R G0 SRR B TR SR

23 BEREEFHNA

% HEIR 4H 2 (Metagenomics) il i B4 MFR B AT it RS2 LA B0 AR ) DNA, MmO SCE, W3R
PF it o A AR A 0 T A 4 R S VR Th B [32] o SR FH e i e P B AR AT 22 S A P, T 5 A e v e
SCPE, G T SCPER S AR SR RS 2, BRI, DR R, X R PR AR M
FLH T

WAV T R AR P CASCR RE RS o A LIRS, (SRS 210, #rEigag, 5lkEm™E
MEREE ) T 53— 5 TR LR B R 2 AL VE L, P DA I ) A& 4%, I8 BIRR Hd R AR
F. Cai S5[33]0 BRI AR Z B RN, Mg T HaHE 17 S r8dRENE AR AR E, Rtk
T A TR R AR U 22 DR BB 1 SR O PR P R, R R AR SR DR R A B e I AR, BN
SEALBR I 4 5 ] aioA AT JEAL i m A L K] arsM, Bl (V)i S i P 4 i £ X arr AL arsB 1 acr3 )47 «
ZREME AR R . (ERIX R A R TR AT PR E SR V5 4 IR ISR, JEAT
fif SR AR ) B AR B L AR AE R

AR P A58 B A D A ()38 A R 20 ML RS X B AR K AR - JE Tl e b 21 M R )=
FERFERA T, RIAEE P ARV 2 B8 dn i SR A VI P MRG58, [t AL AR e e b vi% B 2 VR 5 1) 34
DA AE R ZEAT (A, AR o (98 T30 R 4 0 B2 O 1 H e 40 B 0 PR 5 AR A I R [34] . 454 1lumina
H1 454 PFFHAR, 53 IR FE 47 48 H e AL y 2 TE M. tundripaludum SV96(ATCC BAA-1195) B 4 Al i
ERP sp. GKL A JERIHBEATINFT, Dol 8 il P55 A e SR B R A 26 420 1) A i i 1 % AR 28 T B L 4 1
HREEAY, RISt B T BRI AE DA S, D — D A R R B PR P AU AN LA YR b B A A B ikl
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[35] [36].

{H2,  H ORI PR 58 iR W i DR A SO e Ml ML A A Tt — P i A 58 3, 10K A Bl
TIATE b B i m P RS R G, IR MBS ATRIAL, R oy N SRAE R 2 v T 4R A i 1Y
HARHAE

2.4. IEMEE R EEAR

2% [6] 57 J5 14 (spatial heterogeneity) & 8 A= 25 ik FE RS JR 7 25 (8] 0 A b AN S L ik, T
TR Ry 2 (A B (patchness) AT 7 (gradient) [37]. 5t F— ARSIk S, 25 18] S5 5 MRS = A8 4k nl @ it
INEE TR AR Ve PRI 7 (B AR S AR S 2 AR (R M . FRBE . W S5) S AT AR B [38] .

Pagit, At SRRt iR o R AR 6.4%, b HGHY 5 29.3%, FEIRA G 13.4%, FEAT Y
11%, #afih 10.9% [39]. ZRT TR H I IS A AR A AR 5 4 e, [RIML RIS (R g ve ok b, 3%
VIR 25 1) S AR IR AR S A 2 R A 588 o AT TR M iR e b A DRy — A 1) A= 4 P8 o ol i V2B 7S R 4
DAL RN ek IR B A 9 3, LR AT 1] (Acidobacteria) 1 a-A8 T 1 A K /b $i i) B ARk 1+ 3 AL
TR A D REVE AL R 22 W (U AR S5 21 4 2 FNE K 22 W) 23 e A Hh AR 3G SCBRE I R4 5 T SR e 254 R L
WRPE R, GRS £ 2R TR BT e NIRRT = 1], DUEAREE A E, T BAEE TR 2 6
1 24 5 5 - 400 ok AR e (L % g - 38 L) R i IR, R S B J8 1) tundripaludum  FE A 28044 B AE e I BR ke
5 EERIEFH[34] [40].

5 R S FE R B AR ) ) AR A S5 M S A e VA — e s SRR R AR R S5 M % e, DA
T e JEr TV 9 1) S R Rt A A SR AN RO AN R, SR EnE RN T 5E SRR, K
PRIE AR b £5 51 LAE 5 1) #54F 1 FH(Halobacteriaceae) Jy =, 4k 14 1] (Actinobacteria) A #4 &; 1M 75 #3181 LA
HH RS L TR R 5L B R T R R R AR AR R £ 7 62.9%, i 1 1R 5 ARG ER B 43 ) o 11.4%F0 2.9% .
BRI, A AR A A B Ia e Bk, PT A 5 7 i) XA S AT DL AW B R A A B B o), A
FRAE A I A RS SO R A I T 22 Sk [41] [42] 6

T A A R TV B S R IR B UE I E SRR B E 4 AR AR B4 — e, e T [E 3R
TA] = AR AR DR A T B LT ) R R R AR 2 RE R RO AT, R IR R A LT ) R
SER R I —E A A, SRAEFREE R DGR HAE s Fimiicutes [7/¢ Bacillm J& 5 70.39%,
Halobacillus J& 5 98.65%; 1M {E%# & AR MMM LR ™ HREVE IO RE AR LB DL RS PR MR 4T e R,
BRI ERAE N F[43] o [RIFEH E 2R 505 FUEAE & T AR YRV 256 i me )87, a3k — A5 IR SERE 8 AL
A HUTOR B A 2 ) S JS M PR S, ) SO U M M R SR B L SR B AN T R R A M B IR R —
HIRFANE . fELLRAROTAR KT 7 T b, I8 B R E I A28 B 4Lk [44] [45]

7B A R A S R AR, WU, RS RS T, WEEMERIKAE. TR
YUK R ) B BB o, FOFPE 45 0 2 R A B8 2 AR AR At OB, (A AN [T s AN R b S Y
JHE A NI IR IR 45 . RS A B B R ZE e o T S U 2 L 5 e B PR P
AR S A A, s 3 R B A A R I O

3. RE

e B PR L2 BN DNA WU FP AR K e — A BURE, AT O 2 N T3 2 . SR
VAR Ty B NSRRI T, S1E 1 2 AU s AP MU A B S OTE . E IR A S R G
AEMZ R BCEZ E R, BRI TERIBRE T, IRSEES . MRy 8. VST
T ACARE SRR o 2B DU AR B3 TN 5 A (R I 3508 5 22 AL W i 0 2 AL L 00 P B2 48 1 RTE, A



e A PP R AT W b R0 A P 5 R 1 8

M1 B8 22 WP P i DRI 2E 8 A% 2580, RIS SR . AR RS EAT A SE R NP, ARAR IF A AE — Le i A ff
VRAC IR : 1) o] g ke B 03 -0 P AR S FLHh DNA B A BEAL S ORI RN 5 B 1 L2 [46]52) H
A @ T AR 2 T AR R A, EE G FERNE RN A TSR E. 5
AT AZ AR P AR O B K R B ATz, DR LGS A R o A PR I SR A s o AR U B
A B, BRE )4, HdR 4k in BFAST. CloudBurst. MapReads 5% — & (KRR E[47], A
T —2mitaE.

gk LRTR, ARG AR IR TR AR A IR EE T R Y B T R, A T A EOR G — P R
TR VIR I A A ThREFN 2 ARV o 17 w3 U AR 1 R IR B K B b 23 A 1t 7 0 b A
T EE M B 2 BEPESRAE T AT RENE, A3 AATTRENS BE I 2 VR A W 7E 18 M BR AL A A1 2R 2 A St
FEREEER, NRPIEHAES KRGS AE A S L.
oW

A R 75 2R S IR R T AR SR T, SR B 0 5] A0 SR SRR [F) 2R 4 1 IRVE 2 TR
W BER BARRERESTE <5 m R IA B IR e R 2 S TR 1) 23 ) S o 5 AR B T B R A
A7 (WHSS: 31160129). NS FHARR A S “ 500w R iR 2 5 B Bt A M va 4500 5 Dhre ot
7 (WHw'S: 2012MS0610) A1 A Z¢ i K 5% B VG X Ui 78 A BT T H A A8 S 3t 4 F IS0 HF
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