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Abstract ; Based on the analysis of the characteristics of research approaches for microbial diversity and a comparison of the
properties of several main methods, we discussed the selection of the methods specific to a level of research on microbial

biodiversity and provided an overview of the technical system.
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Y= A S SRR A BB B M R A R YR AE S R A B RE M b BRI AR SRR DU R T

BB (RE) SRR YR AR R E AT B B R RN LR TR R
A TFHIBEE K E KEAHSUR 2R b A0, DNA 5 5 o I BRE LR A8 4k X%/ B4k DNA |
X/ 4% RNA S 2R AR RNEE, S LSS SMEYS A R REARS , kYR e 2
PRy B, Bilin 16SIDNA AR Yt R0 B i FROTE AR , HF 5 s JUAS B B AR ST X B A ]
AR X BT, AL FIAE Rk RSB T T K 22 B T USRS A I E AL R R BRI S B R ™™, Bk
b Uy R B BT ST R O B MR AR AR W A T, o AT 2 B R T B B R HE TR 40 B0 R R AL
B,

HE B AR T LA A3 R B MR AE B D BRI 2 RE 0 . IS AR AT B 25 IR T
Ak PREEMI I 2 RE e . U0k 20 B P A AL 2E U 43 BRI A S0 7 B 6 SR A B, W LA o A
EHWP, EE MIDI A FIRAIE i 2% T Y 4R 1E BEBR AR AT BR (PLFAs ) 35 B, AR IR R K i ¥y
ZHRRE R PLFA B92RE0R& B B PR S0k TR MR T R S AS Sk M BE M UE W AT 2 B Sh D
SR A BRI BB R M M AE AR 2 B AN Th RIS M 5 i ZRe e 1) 1 S0 R 1R B TR B REVE X B TR
PR RRIBIE ™ o Bk TR Y 2 RE M B BT IS OB T 7 45 52 48 140 T et Wy WL ok 40 2L
SRS LA Rt e AL I TR R A B I E

LA _b AN R T BB W 2 REPE BT 5T B LA 2 L2 2 S BR A X 42, BB e 1 S 8 Ay LB W
ZREMEAI A SRR TSR

B SURAE IR 2 RN BN R EMEY AR SR ORHEE DR ERE TR 25
T ERIE R Y A B E B2 5 b, BT DL R T B BT ST SR ZENE SR 22 b R 57 89 , B 7 BRI 5L B
BT LR A B R B S 5 B4R W AIR TR o %40 Brambillaa 2538 53 3% 55 WL 5E T K B 240
HRARETNRERS, REREYRED T ERE—SPEMEYNLRE, BREURESTHET
Flavobacterium [R5, Nicomrat 2581t AT I M 40 19 A5 R DT RIFSE T BEVE b b
BESHBR,

LA R T T S U RS SHEN: , STEEEERANR S AR B
R R  EE FERMEY S REAEYMEEYIRERXE"Y . ZEERZHERETRMEY
FEREE I S A R PRI B ISR RS, R T LU S S RE A A B S R M A B 5T N ERE 41, %ot
AR B B ESR . U0 Rogersa SEBTFE T LA IS YL i /K 2 T S0t W IR B 06 /N L 54 L 2= 1 4
FFIXHYS Je A 4L B2 " ; Sinha ZEBFEE T 3ARYAL RN 28 T HA 81T B B IR VR 454 LA 2 35 R B 7
AL,

2 HEMSHMHTERRHEI

1A ) R PR R ST TR BT DAAY B R AR B AR, . BT A I S e A — B R A
Rk (BIOLOG) , j5# EE MBI AR (FISH) (= WR S WM S THEYS Tk, HESREE
Gi—FrifE, 4N FISH BARA I3 7E 0 TP r ks ' (B FISH 4 R0 T ARE , B4R Wy
BT BB A IS SE R ™ AR SO T % Mk i 8 A TB H ST 3R . AR B R
BARY® NARB A E (EK R A28 A R %) AR MR ERR T REY Sk, T
B SR e B IR 25 R FR , FE LA o A 512 43 B X TLAP 27 BE 18 B0 B (32 1) AR i i (32
2) BT

BRI FER T T AR W R AT S WER S, 78 7 X H 8 32 % SR A A B KA M AT IR A BT AT,
i EL7E 43 B8 B — E BRIk B AR R B JE #3E o Jayasinghe 21 ) B %0 X b T WA Rb ZR AR B b 9
MR BRI/ NI, B T 156 MR R R F MR NAE SET B EENES X R ; Liu 45
MoK A YIRS A B T 35 NI R, £ BLG & BBB2S MK B a9k K A 15 BIRE SRR SERI R T
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HPERIEFES . SE55EFR%HH L, BIOLOG WL s R /B dif ik ¥, BT RA8A XAk
B BRSSO BB 15 B, SR BRI AR B B W9 R O REHE ™ o Yang W51 SHHHIYIR
BT REN 5 B R 4t R WA SRR PR, LA BIOLOG H#AEAE v 38 A i 1 18
#5177, Wurst 2Lk BIOLOG 7k IR BUAR FRI ik ek 8 55 W SRR PR 9 254k , RAE B0 AR B st 4R £ 388 4 T )
FAERR R

g1 LW RAEGRE
Table 1 Fingerprint types of the methods

gt BB A P R S S RS THEYEI
Cultivation BIOLOG FISH Biomaker Molecular techniques
THEFREPHESS MNE-REHAeWAR BEWESIOLRSHN SLHA2BREFON

R FHE RS E H BAEY FRE
Morphology and Patterns of utilization of Specific combination of Patterns of biochemical Characteristics of
metabolism on specific various single carbon genetic material with components or stable genetic material
culture medium combinations fluorescent probes metabolites

R2 LT EIA ERE £ SIS ERITE ST R F R 1 A AR E
Table 2 Research preference of the methods for different properties of microorganism

Bt R BREE  A-WRARE TOURGRTE  EWIREME  ATEMYrR
Properties of microorganism Cultivation BIOLOG FISH Biomaker Molecular techniques
HHAZH Gene structure v/

R 551k 5 4325 Phylogenetic vV v

o5 5 e K

Morphology and growth characteristics v v

B 355K Nutritional requirement v v

AR =4 Metabolites v

REVE BRMER

General information of community v v v
B3 AR In situ distribution v v

TN FRBRT B T N R B WA A4S MEBFSE The mark “V/” in the table means that the method is commonly applied in the

investigation of the corresponding property

TB—A R A 95% U b 849 T30 MIFE R 7K S 38 Tatk A B A5 0 | R AR 3R 1 O kB
BFLEERBEFRNAE, 50, BEEFEREME YIS E R L BER TR G858 2 H U B i
Y B G 2 , A RO S R A B R LR RN 2R s BIOLOG t, 35 3537 3 U BAE )
A K AN SRR AL S B R A EAE R, SR AR A AT AL X T BB T AR A ket
BRI 32 B F BB T OO , A — 5 B R R E o R A S X B30 AR W S AT ot % (B Sk B
MR EEX L A G R BRI R

SFEYF T HEEE ETU RSB DM RN L, EEB MNP N (TEHE
k) 120 S T A B R K S Y R (L I S KRR RS 2, 4N Nguyen 42§ PCR-DGGE A T
K IEAIHIRE N AR R Pangasius £ Bk T4 WIREE I 16S tDNA 434E , STI F B R AR WIBEE 2 FAHE
AR A RIR AT ™ MBATAEYE T RIES . Bl THAR LR, 528 A DNA £
B B AR i AL (AR AT SRR 2, AR TS BB B T S 3T T 37 ™ s R P or e R R AR B
JRBR, RERHR A W A A M Y R DI R AR RS E B EEHBNREER M RRC
BAIFCC ARDE SRS E Y, YRR BLRARIE DNA, 705 & MUk Y i R B RS0 LR h B ™, 34t
RIS T EE W2 B AR BT A T BRI TR

YIRS A T BB ™, Wi L% R FR 4 PLFAs 70 T% 40 0 sPfe , BEE ik
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YIAH e Ak, B RT DUE R R A AR AR B PO A AR M . eI T A IX A VR PSRN S S A
FER IR X R AT XA MEM AR AR, BEXFI7koi & R SHED K
PIFAs RREMEL REUKERAIBERE NG REFARRRR, T HAREBEZARRHBEY
PLFAs FIIEA T RBE A, itk AR ElR ™

FISH 254 T 43 T4 Wr WO e A B A TR A AE ™ | BB% S0 R BLZE B AR IR T ik Wi o
Fsy i, i LA e I8 AR A R AR ™ o 554, Beah 36 T 2 B IRAT, T LA SR i O St b e 64T R
G52, 4 Gérard %4 FISH 545 £4R0 I RES A B RARUE I X 4 BRI kT R
™ s BARBERARE E¥H THEFENRE BEA SR LRI, e B 57T
PGP S TRIR R AR R RS BB M A AR 2 4%, T L7 ik ik R AR B B 4 tH e o 7
£,

&5 AT, R R T RBAE M R R Y B AL T H B 8, BT 7 b — S (e R R R —
TRA B 1) JR PR T LU AR AT B Ok 2, (B T EE e A B i R BR A R b BB SE 2 BR o BRI, AN TR] BF
RITERS SRR TERN, 75— H, BRI ERN S5 R B8 E 2 W B2 W KB AE Y ZHHER
B KR B T AR A R W R R R T OB AT, BT AT s B A A A A W R AT 4
HRH o
3 REMSHEMSKEERRPAENEESES
3.1 BEEZHH

MR T ENAEYTE , ARBEVERS ENER AN S, MAERKF EZFURER, XEFRR
SFEVENRBBUKE, S FEWFEFEUESFKE LEBARNIIREIFE S EMN AR N E
PRI MR TGS TRE M B R, 7E R E R3S B 5 R BIR S R b B
I ZREAR . RS TFEYES EEARERE KT S DNA 47 5 B R AT B | 5o [ SO 7k i Jk
RS ARE e YR SRR T M F & MARF B, £ PCR A DAL BB R A
[ 3% ; DNA-DNA Z&3z, DNA #88C)&l & 4347, RFLP, RAPD S5 70477 VT LA S BOA [R] B Ak 2 [R] ) DNA A2
VB 5 SR A W R T 3 (40 16SrRINA %) 5 B0 A Wl P e 3% DR 6 X PR HLZE M A b4k RO R ST, RO
HREENRERE MO EERE .

BRSTFEWES ENEARERE R, BERHE BN EEMRANE (R EY RN ES) %
Vst e Z R PRBZRNA, REISR, BHFENITXRFZETLI B A 16SDNA B
FTCHFLICE™ B4R PCR $A , HE M £ 342 & DNA, 54§ 16SDNA V3 1 Bt , R A8 e bt
JE BERR LKA By A B T 25 B IR M BE TS 2L R 2R s Michelle 2571 BAC SR AAH 8
A T Fe A Wk B2 SO, LA 1Gbp B9 DNA 21, 383 % 16StDNA Fp 31 i) 2047 & BE, BAC SUPE P
HIEME G + C% F 22 R PHM: W Acidobacterium , Cytophagales, Proteobacteria %gﬁ%ﬁi%“‘” SRR
HLARERHY o
3.2 AHEEHEH

FEBFED YN SR B, A H IR Bk S K 1 LHE B GEFE, TR RN ReRER
SEBTST, B OO 2 S W A B OGRS RO T3 (BB BATRIRR B, B 3 57
BN T3S SR AR MR A B e e R BRI T A W i I R AR RS ML R IR T LR EEA

B ERENE BREFEAMOTU MR EMAE YA KR EMEEES, 46 BREARE T LN
FET AR A VI AR A AA LI, 455 AL B 0 sk W T [ T IR 40 BB W LR, I R G52
BE— SRR AR AL RSB . ST AW A Yhs R YR R B A T HUR B R WA B E R,
Prab T IR BRBR I T Bk B B 5 FISH 4R45E T A BT WAL G AR 11 | 3R 88 P bk Wy 2 L 45
ZHEMREUY E,
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AFTIRRL N ARIBFIEG A I RN B O | L E% RN EESARIETE, B
A —ERR A = B BB BORE R I B S DA T 2 R ] 3 Wi A B R R

BIOLOG 77 ¥ /2 FATHUAE W %o i ) R A AR B R LR A BT S SRR , AR AR SR 3B R ek IR RE X 3
KAV Y A BE B 04 5 53 A1, R R BAC R DL AR B8, HOAR SR 7 T 2o 1A A 52 R S R
o (B T UeE R REHL M 3R SEBR A WA iR IR IR R B D A AIE , BT SR AE B A B RE BB Ay
o MG T LA AT AP Sk IRy 2R BVS 3, 7T LU 5 BIOLOG ik HEZ A 5H RS,
3.3 YR

FRIBFERR T B R RELE, v EYRCE MRS TRV AR R M T RFHERH
(BlanFRfEr R BT TR , TR S BRRR R AR BRI B 03 s A Wrbnic O Tk W AR HE AT B 36
BRI R RRE A R SRR AT, (BAE M B OB TR R B 5 35 MR TR T 7
R, FERBKF EY KT Ui ST

FISH $iAR BRI JE AR A48 75 vk 0 B 357 19 IR XE , 7T LA LR T A DR 46 RE R R B 7 J BT /R , 1B 1E
TG BEINERREINR, FIAN Juretschko F1 Schramm 25 8 XA AL AL IR B 815 P15 004 T 2975
IS IR LA R B SR R A FISH 35847 T BRER 04T , K B Nitrosospira | Nitrospira S L8 , i HRE
WF Nitrosomonas Fl Nitrobacter X LML G IR L BRI A AR Akt R MEAMLE N |2
SARTEAFFRGEF , T Nitrosomonas HRAFEIFGEH W E], 5B EEAME S RIEFHER ™
3.4 ABTIRREHME

PR A A5 2 B 25 1 1 B B AR B0 R TR WD BE, BT LA SRAE BUAE W0 R 5 R 9% B IR ARRAE B 7 TR AN
BIOLOG A= it ik M TAE YAk E X NE R B AR B BT IR o A58 A (UAT LA S — BRIR B A
FIRES) AEYIARic sk DNA A BUR AR S8 SO R T _E A4 138 b Sl WO RRE St 1 R 1 , 18 7T LA
FX Bedg 0 22 22 ok S ol 2 A B S P A e SR, FISH BARME Dy —FA 4Kl PCR
B T T BOR , B T Hoth sy A Y2 07 ik B AR B AR , T v DR M S Bk HH oA AR RO SRS 20 A, B
MUFFBEAE P BRI AT RGN T LA T RRIA SR 2 1A 5 fr AR B | KB
RIRHMEVRESHRET R, EREMEEE BB AN HSHARFRTHRER, THTHSER
P I BRI Y5 K AL B W R PR AR ST P A iR W B 2 A A B

AT BB R P I BT S5 Rl G045 S A 7 O Ry B9 A 2 _E B = R IR 0 A S AR R AR SF
PEFERBNLH . U0 Friedrich 525578 P16 B B v Tk 25 A1 2 S BE WL 00 S A ] A BB A e 4 4 3L A
A YRR RS, WO (kAT R IR B B LA (R P AR AE , S5 R BB R — MY S A K
AREHIAEXR' . Kavadia SRIELSEF LT T HANERENHEHEYHBERREREK
HTHERER,
4 HRRE

WA, MEYZ A RS R MR R SAR, R TR OAER , TR BRI AEE— R
KL SRR R ERAARIESOREREHE . JVLEFEENIMIE, TUEBIAFRE EisE
VI 2R T T R R R B — S g

BB P Z R IEAL TR AR A R RN B, B — IS A B R A B BT ik o4t
XHAERF A A BT R R MARE T, SEH LEIEMTEX Y 2R R YCATR B9 250 _E s X &
PO SE 77 ¥k B ZRAEAR 04 , BRI RS b ZARYE BT R 9 R RS IR 07 Tk B 4 B B % o

THAE W) 22 R O BB PR 1 R SRAE T 5 TR B 5 v R UK P BB R SRAE T 8 , B A X 0 6 T4 20
B SEMAIEIER AR, G5B EMBER LA RIEF R FTRE T B T L SR T I E L
%8 MR SR RARAE D Z N, REEMSENFER . 7EXEEILT , B &R BN AR RR
AL B ] PR A BT ANIXT R B R 4T
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A, BEE 7T AP BOR B R & R AN S W 2o R P R 5 ol SO A 2 I 1T [ B JE , &5 b 1A
YIEBT Ir A A Y 2R A R BT P AR B 2 N . (BIX S A — e RIRE R , AR E
FHIRET R SRR IR A AT B RTR A S RERA S ™ FEELEEAI LEF 4 HERIA
WAFZEE _ERREY SR,
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