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Abstract: Microorganism plays a key role in ecosystem, the structure and function of microbial diversity, to a certain
extent, reflects the status of ecosystem. It is unilateral to study microorganism with traditional cultural method, which
could not reflect the real situation of microorganism in ecosystem. Recently, the molecular biology technology breaks
the limitation of traditional cultural method and tremendously promotes the development of microbiology and ecology.
So, this paper introduces several molecular biology methods which are applied in microbial diversity research.
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ZEAT BT I A MR RR R IR PR 4L A2

%, AEGITHERN ALERIE R TR E IR ok
Jr EPRETRE b P R BRI, AR A P S
ML B A . B H DR — S A B A (R Fnok
SRR R Z D, TR T PO, AT B
BEEI . AFEFRRRE MG, Rl KA
e, FARZMITECHE T A ETRER
FEok B ARYIRR, SRAGVE 2 AR A B 0 S A o b
FKo RMITEBRAER L, BB TREAINEANNRE
T BERIRAA, R AR A B AR
P, R IEBOE R E R Y, TASREIRTS
F A, BT BART R AR B E )
IRASREIE AR G E IR R IR NTTITAR . Bl
82 FRAR GEROAIT T2 75 9 R BRI I AE A5 B b, KREH
S FAME RS B0k . BTRL, BAEAE Gt
FOTERGEAE N — M B FBL, W5 5 1At e it 5%
WRET BRI, SRR BERON B LT 4 T 3t S Ik B4 B
P b R PRV AL O 5 K PR S

2. LMERNSFEMFERE

IAESR, VI2 Doy T A4 AR R A (4 75 10 8
F B A M 2 R R T o (3 T AATTX i3
TAEVDBEVE L LA S DI RE ) T fif o X Me 7 iR A HEAR 1
1o B 45 Ji FEL Wk (Denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis,
DGGE) Fl3 5 56 /5 ¢ /i . vk (Temperature gradient gel
electrophoresis, TGGE). AR il ¥4 Fr B K & 2 &1k

5341 (Terminal restriction fragment length polymorphism,

T-RFLP). wifESCHE. BENLY 1 DNA Z M0
(Random amplified polymorphic DNA, RAPD). H.45
% % 21 43 B7 (Single strain  conformation polymor-
phism, SSCP). AL 4 H A (FISH) FEPE A
(Microarry). i€ RIS = 4RET(SIP) . IR %, SE
986 E & PCR. Hsg BRI H E R ARSE, NiR7s 1138
AR M S R RS Z RS AL T B TR

2.1, T B AR R Ik

DGGE & H Fischer 2511979 43 e i FH T
farill DNA SRAZ [ — R kA, H o377 LeEt g b
FEL K R 5 TR s I P g Pz PRV v, o — PR FH 1 L
FERAGRA KI5, 1993 4, Muzyer FFUGF]HIX

24

AR TRV 2R, HATZHEAR Ok
JTERTF A mR. K. 'R ANRIIE RS
FEG T IE I 2 REVE I . IR E AN AR S DL R b
FE R S A e, SRR AR R e
& 2 FEME R 22 57 7 T 2 A — 2 AL . TGGE
&5 DGGE LI 75, RN FE RS B B H bk b
R, E+Z£4K, DGGE/TGGE $A & it 7t ik
W2 REVE (0 5B T BB, B R AT B R R B B
FE S DNA BT A 2 FE1E 23 4, 183d PCR 471
AED) 16S rRNA R s D) RESEIR,  Jdisd R U M Bk i
B B H AR () DNA FBOR ST 20 5. A
FER/MET DNA FHIH T &6 1 GC Bl & EA A,
F R B Tm AE AN, 2 — N AN ],
#Ha5E Tm R K ZE T . DGGE/TGGE #t A& M X
FhZE Rk IX A FEEE T, AT ARG Rk
BIBAor E, EEE H R B A, (FoN T
Bij ik BBE DNA 737 AR &, Gl S {ER T 5] )
bn 40 AN 7E 45 1 GC B AR 7 41 (GC k), iXFEilid DGGE
8, TGGE 775, WEEAFIN DNA %77, o ilar
SLRESCHE, BEATIFE, 5815 5 S A KA 74
brAz, BRI o f A i kO PCR-DGGE/TGGE
FARMR AUR T EE, EIMELF. ENREE, &6 T X
BT T TS FIRE RIS 2 A 22 R
SN, L RTREAT [R]— ik AR A B 4 B B ) AR 85E AR 4K
BRI, SRR TE 8 2 R BN 5
WritE I LR AR WAAE— € RIRYE, DGGE i%
RN AE RSP K T 1% RSB F R EAT 45
B, IEASRETE B SR AR B TR U E D R TR Xt
T DNA F B KA ZR, HI&TEHE 100 bp~500
bp, PR AAR] 1 /Mg, 78 200 bp~900 bp £
ARk SRR, {EGER H T A Bt ARG, 25 e
KEAEANTE B, MIASRE 78 & LRUEK A 7 51 2 7 /1) DNA
F BT, RO REGTBIM I,

2.2. KimBREIE F K E S 511 (T-RFLP)

AR i R o P OB G B 22 A 1 (T-RFLP), X AR N
16S rRNA K] i) R i BR 1 4 v B (Terminal Restric-
tion Fragment, TRF) 7 H0AR, BA AR T B8 #T
He ZHARHIE PCR A2 b, O LI I R H
BT PSS AEMIBEE R LT R TE
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2 PRI S £ PRI A3 T AT S8, AR H AR
PRsF XA 514, Hod—AN 5140 570 F 2884
JRARE, HHZCRAE HEX, TET, FAM %19,
SREUER HTRE S 09 5 DNA, DL kR 47 PCR 4™
4, A3 21 PCR P24 — i wt A X Fh o e dric . S8
JE K PCR 7=47) A3 (1 B 1) 4k P 1) g v 4, — e
DAL AR 4 bp FIPRETE VIR . B FAEA R
38 i BRI AR TERZ B IR IT AU 2 57, BRUIAL st os
2SR, WUGET A 2 A FEKERBR S A
Beo SRR A E 3 A (% gene marker Bk gene
scan THRE)EATRRI, WA AT 5ObhR I i B REBAG:
TF, 100 T B O RRT R B AR A 3202
TX SR i AR T P R B AT DS A AR A B A AR
B, BN B (10 A o PR A1) 2 B b SRR AN [ )
YHER, 2 Ui — P A o PR A 1 B DA e — 24l
W B PR R W WA, kg
THEERAE T, T RIS A AR R A R ETE LR 2

E1[22,23
f2223)

2.3. BEHEAREAR

1998 4 Handelman 2 P4 vk 42 % 3 R 4
(Metagenomics) X FR G HE R 2H . PR35 5L (R 4H B 7
RIZH, 2 d—ANBEE B R Bl A A R DR A g A
7 J5 DR 2t LA T Rl 56 TR 7 356 R 21 i ik A0 - B
DITAEMD ZREE . FRBFLs M. LR R ThRRTETE.
FEPMER R LGB R8I R AR5 H F T
(e A I A O i L IR B R L AR U
DNA, B ¥H VL BRI ) DNA, 3R7
K7 B IR i DNA, 53000 Bty g v b S, il
Xof 7 e DR 26 ST 11 9 34 SR 3R A 38 1) Th e 25k IR R A= 4
TV . 72 D 2 S P BR L EE T T RE TR, AL
TARB R E, RN T R EE
PR AR 22528 R AR S IR AR B
HRERHA E S, HurmiE S8R 25 R E 4K
PR B E S, AT E ST REA
ke FIAT EIRAHROR (SIP), 40i/K-F &4 3R E
IR R TR H APk AT IR, Wik
Yk RE. B EIRAR IS, AT B E R IR IE
PpEth e 4 T POl A KRB R, R R 2 R
BFRE, B IE I S ™R s S5 N AAL B, 4R
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J& SRR AN AL R 25, Ok RO o 7 1 1) S PR
Mo HREZ LN DNA [HREL, 15w R B
BEFE S DNA, X2 5 280 B B A, 2 2 R R S
FER RSB IR . BB =, RN E A, R
% DNA $EHUm & A B Jiokids DU, 16 £
JIRIE T RIE A E N BUE R g, W H B A R
Fiy BRRANE N T Y a2, R 35 R 21 S
FEVIR R AN E, —RHTENT 10 kb 1
DNA B, @&@H T BRI wlE 5%RIE. A, RZ
I, SRS TEY) B R K] DNA, BITDAEA
KB DNA DASRAT 56 B (1) J5k R 20 SR JR AR A b L
0, HAT, ©24A 7] LA 30 kb~40 kb 4N DNA (1)
Cosmid SCZERT Fosmid SCHE, 4HEH N T4 ufiddi A\ Fr
BTk 350 kb, AT Hk il £t 22 BE AR5 A v
W ) 5E AR EHE 1R M G BOC R, B,
BRI SCRETRE , T R A SER EROR, &k
PAEDE BT R, i F T —MEA (<10
Kb)IISCIZE, Tk —A B BEE N 75 273k 10°~10° 4
TelE, XK B FL R A ik B R R — B
P P PA S e o 5 N ol (O s =5 S e P
SCEERE T E AR AR R SRR, AR O R AR 4
PR 3 B AR A 07 3 v A 3 E 3 146 ot 2 O a7k

[31]

2.4, BEM R R R MR (Stable Isotope
Probing, SIP) SR

Fe 5 1 7 o7 22 % 5 K (Stable  Isotope  Probing,
SIP) & th A% PRI F bR L BA R o3 AW HAR A
ghamR AR, FARIAAE T B 1R e
HEVE 2 SCIEAT S8 AL 3 R B g A, 3B W] LA e FLAEFR
Bod R T aE, a0y DS A A A A
VER B AT RE AR SGAE B, B Ge T SR80 S 5595 1M
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YIRBL, JEHEELT, N THRSS51Z0 8RN
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H bR &P b 5 SRR AT D AR, 4 k5 rh
FR) A 5E MR 2R AT S e RSO R AL e N A
% 5 & RKY) R A% (DNA F1 RNA) K B g I 115 iR
(PLFAYZE AW A ik, BT PRE. 4388, itk 4
X LR AR N R PE R AR e R AE AR &, ik
T LUK B M 0 A AR LI BRI R SRS, iR
N E AR ) SRR FE RN I REAIT AR T 5 A 11
FB, WToR RS IEA S R IR AR B
AT S A RN T RE PR 2 g T KA g, B Gn R
PrRbiit & L3R A Y A 2 FEE I 3 220K 5h 77, Lu
S FIE AR E 7 K AE AR &R 07 B e o AR B A &
TR RV RO, H R AR T2 BT 3 W5 4
VIR o3, WAERIT R i b B PR AR SE R

MIE IR, o SRR N B°C bRl Y, fE
BARANRI A B°C brichIFERT, HFX DNA B84
VAR BC, ARG MRS IR, FH AR B 0ok
o IEAZIR (°C Aric) MEAZIR (AR °C Axic) i
oo A TABBEASH BC brid MAbRIC IR,

R RS K E T E “IEER” M “HEIEER” A
YIrIFR S, g T LA E B AT SERE MRS 1A
) DNA AT 7 M7 H W IT, e KRk
BT 00 SIP B AEAE ) 3 B ) AU AR 5 R
T AT BRAEAE AT XCHUE I RS, B H ARGV BEAR 1)
SMETTAE BC i B R R Il A ARy, BLE
KZH SIP & AE S5 % 26 N N B E T T dy vhdk
ITHY, BRI IFAS RE 58 AR AE M) A K I SE PRI 5 2%
,T/:F [40] R

2.5. WWHRMAIZHEAR

PTG IRAL A AE (FISH) A2 A A 92 6 id 14 7 4%
FRIRET 541 i P AH . A #E DNA 8% RNA 7314258, S8
S I %'t i A Bl SR AR B0 144 (Confocal Laser
Scanning Microscope, CLSM)>R M 5272 615 5, 1l € 45
AT 9OLIRET I DNA B RNA 73178 e o4 Bl Ho e 240
Mogs A B, A AT DOBE S e R IR AR A JE
G0 4 M B2 RS TS A0 A o W DASEF IR R
R FER A VRV A BORFAE, I S BRER G A= P A
TR BN, R LT AN [R) Dy B B R 1) O AH ELAE
FAUR, R FISH SR M T 737 s i o B
BhAAA, KA T — e N AR N ARMERS 7= 1 T

26

Fi LR — 283 B s BB, i CLSM-FISH
TV IREUR R A I A I b 1) SR AL T BB G
BB oA BRI BRI JE AN B A 1 L
MR FISH SR A7 AE— L[ 1) J, 75 5t BILAR B
SEBYME, FE2MAEDE A 8%, MER. HLE
W EEIREE. EREE. BN
AAEDI M, IXRE 2 5 B8O A BE s FISH A&
(A i 4 R T 5 R AR T SR A R TR AT 1 R
P, RICRET TR+ B2, it B
Fesett, e SERGIMERYE. FIFE, AR
BB, 3 32 B DR 40 o B F 65 ) S 4 ) 25
FES, TR FEARA G TR RC, R 2 KR
P, NIREIRENRNBIE ), D JEAT R R A E A
RIACEE, AAXTTO S, #2 RBIMEE @S, B
2 BT RRE W R Z 2 MM . b
rRNA JE ¥ = 4k 45 16 K FLAEAN P ) 7 B S5 25
Wi R E 44 28 M HERf 1O,

2.6. SEFIEE PCR AR

SUifE R PCR, #87E PCR MR R I TOk
FeH, FIHPOEE S R S SE il 524> PCR 7%,
B¢ Je 3B s o it 2 ) R HTBASGEE AT 58 B A BT I U Y
AT A SIS I 00 35 R ) 2 3 B, PR f sz S # PCR
TIEE W — POt gekhE, 3RS SYBR
Green |, ‘B2 —Fhgs & T/NAFHIXUEE DNA 256 4%
Kl 7E PCR MR ZRH, Jekl4B N\ DNA X )G, K
WEOLfE S, BUWARNL, RIERGESHKENS
PCR =¥t msc & F . 5 —F N AR Z 12
TagMan #REFEEAR, $REHH S 730 bric — MR 28O
TR — N R R NCHE R, 5 a3 BRI Re i 5
Ve BB AR 30w ¢ v KIE M, PR 58
HEIE, R A B2 AREL 670 7 e L A K H )9k . PCR
PHIT, Taq BER 5-3FMIIBES MR PRET B I BE A
{4 5 T RNV K R 4 9, AT 2 e s )
RGN ZOLES, B 1#—2% DNA &,
AR T, LT RAE T RERE PCR
PV SSE AR, AT EAR R 29I E 2
i FH

IR — A MRS AR TR T %
PART AR R BLBE AR R g, AR T I e AR
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7 M DNA ZRF R TEMAE IR, Toik i iE 3]
RIREYITE L, DLEIETEDhRERE R RIA &, Beokdd
AR NSRS LI 2k, mT LA sy
PR e S SR AERE SRR AR, ek
227 (0 B 2 AR AT IR A T IR 5T I R
.

3. RE

AL B ) SRR R T ) 1A
Y2058, ABRA R ME Y 2 P
GRTHAAIS S HUESEhRN A, H R
ZMOFEBSE, AT, B R JRERT
K ZE, EATRERI N2 A1 BEXS 3 A Mt 4T 73 #r
AT -

4. Bt

A [ K SRR R R R R 973 Wi H
(2011CB403200) &5 Bl Fl [ 5% [ S8 R} 5 JE 43 (40930107)
wHh,
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