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Abstract: The 16S rRNA ( small subunit ribosomal RNA) gene is a universal marker for phylogenetic reconstructions to
approximate the tree of life owing to its presence in all prokaryotes and its high conservation. Sequencing of 16S rRNA genes
amplified directly from environmental samples is commonly used to study microbial community composition and diversity.
Great advances in pyrosequencing technology and bioinformatics in recent years enable us to obtain sequence data from
large-scale environmental samples efficiently and cost-effectively. However, some critical problems need to be addressed
when the 16S rRNA gene is used for microbial diversity studies, such as horizontal gene transfer (HGT) , intragenomic
heterogeneity, PCR amplification efficiency, and sequencing data analysis. In this review, we summarize the state-of-the-art
applications of 16S rRNA gene as a biomarker for microbial ecology studies, and introduce current pyrosequencing
techniques and bioinformatics for large-scale data analysis. This review focuses on four aspects. (i) We introduce the
structure and properties of the 16S rRNA gene, e.g. the primary and secondary structure, HGT and heterogeneities of 16S
rRNA genes. Based on current available microbial genomes, multi-copy and intragenomic heterogeneities of 16S TRNA genes
are recognized. These phenomena may seriously bias the estimations of microbial diversity in environmental samples. Some

online tools and databases used for analysis of the 16S rRNA gene sequencing data are also introduced. These tools are used
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to predict horizontal gene transfer, secondary structure, and to align and classify 16S rRNA gene sequences. (ii) We
introduce some 16S rRNA-based techniques commonly used in microbial ecology studies, such as fingerprinting profiling,
hybridization, microarray, and high throughput pyrosequencing methods. We compare the advantages and limitations of
various methods and recommend how to use them properly based on a specific target. Different methods have different
resolutions and detection limitations. Low-resolution profiling methods potentially miss some important information and make
it difficult to detail the phylogenetic composition of an environmental sample. Pyrosequencing technique is highly
recommended in the future for microbial ecology study. Several sequencing platforms, e.g. Roche 454, lTon Torrent and
MiSeq, are compared. (iii) We evaluate the biases that may be introduced during sample preparation and PCR procedures,
e.g. DNA extraction, primer selection, PCR optimization, PCR product purification, and data analysis. Amplicon
sequencing method suffers from a high level of sequencing and amplification artifacts. It is important to select OTU
(operational taxonomic units) classification and chimera removing algorithms. In this case, the Uchime and Uparse are
recommended for microbial amplicon pyrosequencing reads. (iv) We introduce some hioinformatics tools for pyrosequencing
data analysis, such as chimera check and diversity index calculation. The most popular pipelines for pyrosequencing data
analysis include RDP, QIIME and Mothur. In order to link ecological questions with microbial composition data, the
methods of ecological statistics must be employed to build the relationships of microbial datasets with environmental
variables. Here, we introduce some multiple statistical methods, e.g. PCA and UniFrac analysis. Based on these analyses,
microbial data based on 16S rRNA sequencing are linked to the environmental variables, and fundamental ecological
questions are addressed. Finally, we recommend researchers to consider these problems systematically when using 16S

rRNA-based techniques in microbial ecology study.
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(M R G OCRIEAT T 0T 3R T34 0 =3t m 2 AL, 16S rRNA B BCh T e I A P b i
Yy, )2 B TRAEY I R G I RS REEDTTE . ZET 168 rRNA 5 B RGP R ST 2N
AE B L AR o BEE I FH AR 1 & e, AATT AT AT PR R A3 FREEAE il v 19 16S rRNA &K
Fa) i S8 7 5 45 5 AT LAFIRCHE 126 v 68 © 05 AT LU, AR FE BRI RE i S A MR T i e i A SO
BEXT SR AT 16S rRNA FEDH S0 i A W eV 540 A A 1R A0 BIRIEA T B0 45 , B R0 I8 M T ROR 9 & R B
FIAFAERY FEE

1 16S rRNA EFE 455

TAEY) TRNA TR A FR ) i TR A B AT IR T 81 | e A 10 S A= ) Dy e 55 O T 2R 9R i
RSP A RUED e " Z 0K, IRSFIERE S B M Z M B R R, N ARG K B BRI R,
SR TRNA (97 920 A A 2 58 A R RpE 2 1, FLEAA — 2 A W] A2 P | S Fhom] 28 1 B A% I 7 3 A [R) 26 1 1)
SEAZIR P A, AT IE AT A Y A 43 A 0 4 1 i . AR E 0 Y cRNA FE TR R 20T Lh4r R 55,168
1 23S YRNA , K/N435125°4 120 bp 1540 bp F1 2904 bp #2475 (L) Escherichia coli M) , 5S rRNA AYFEK 751
B, 2 T (AU T s Z RSG5 B, AN E T R 5r 85058 s A I, 23S tRNA &1 B IR 7
IR A3 R ME . 16S rRNA 5 4T B RNA 1Y 80% L I, Jit PR 41 1 i vpy , L4 4 b B A 1 <7 X 3
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MAARSE X SRR AR AR Y . ATTARSE 16S tTRNA FEPRUR[R] X 385 41 ) ml AR Mok He 4 R 9 AN AT AR X
FLo AMRSFIXM (1) .
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| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
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E 1 16S rRNA EERTFXMAIERHSH
Fig.1 Conserved and variable regions in the 16S rRNA gene

HAR 16S TRNA BRI V2 0 T A= ) 2 FE 1k o B SR ITTGE T 28 J A TR A0 HFRICR B 22, A Vibrio |
Pseudomonas %", NAT— B2 16S rRNA F K F HIARLE>97 % Y A2 A5 4 o [)— A~ Flr | (HAR 22 A5 [ b 1)
AP 16S tRNA BT FIAHBIMER & T 97% . 7340 IF Z ARG 16S rRNA SR 248 DAY, i H 4575 L
Y B 2H A AE— 222 57 5 16S rRNA LU AFAE 3 /K- RS 1) R 33 BE0 EHE 52 Wi 45 X I A A W e 2 v
MZ VR 8T
1.1 FEPREKFEF (HGT)

MATEATT R 3% 3 A 16S tRNA FEPRIAAELEACTF AL G SR —LeiF 58 K R, TEVF Z 40 T8 H 16S rRNA
SERABI I T AR HERXT Pseudomonas J&IYRFFE i & B, A LEFH Y VI XA V3 X 11 48.3% F141.6%
[ 16S rRNA FE K 741 AT fig 2 D\ o) — BB 28 50 9 i o BE DR AP R A5 21 1) DRI 7 12 3k i FH 30 26 ] A
XX} Pseudomonas #EATFPAIS3ZET S Choi ZFAEXT Plam B 2 8 1 25 A3 ik 2 BR E A MU B ml i & A
W IEHEACEFERE T A7 1.1%—9.7% , Horh 2 F— > 8 (A S5 M 3838 R & A2 KR8 10y 11 o — 2 DAL i 40 B
i 309%—50% , EAZE DA B 10% , 33X Uk B JEA% G0 W) A BE DR ZKP 36 B IR R 8 i K T S A 90, At T4 3
1 %F & B HGT X T4 SSU (small subunit) rRNA JEREAKH R G KB WA K™ . Garcia-Valle %5
BT T SRR SR PE (HGT-DB) | WiGsR T 22 R s 1 2 A 3 DR 6 B8 O S0 AR G IE B
1.2 16S rRNA B[R iy 2245 DL K S ok

RZ A E Y HE R 2 rp rRNA LR 2248 DL ] — B o A (] 48 DL % 25 R P 90 P RE A AE 22 5% (5
JE) 1Y VetrovskyZEHFSE T 1690 FhE MG AN T IL R4, KB HA 15% LR ZHH 16S rRNA JE R 2 #ps Il
0,21% 0 R4S A 3—7 88 DL, Fe K #8 DU 15 ( Brevibacillus brevis NBRC 100599 #1 Photobacterium
profundum SS9) ,2.4% K IEI 41 F 16S rRNA JEHEA 1% LA ERFEFI 253 | IR, Pei 20 3 13 X4
PEZEH Y rRNA JP I HEAT /A B & B, 425 SR EAT 2—15 DASSERY TRNA L[R5 DI %(2.22 + 0.81) , 4N
T B 2—4 A AN 12 A B RUA B 13 45235 IR 168 rRNA LN ¥ 51 57 i
PEARALAE 0.06%—20.38% 2Z 8], U0 B Haloarcula marismortui FeR41& 76 B W FF 16S rRNA LN P31 4 5+
PEIRBN T 5% ., 248 D WIAETE L0 T8 A W RV 1 0 B2t 23 Al R 146 22 [t (i 10 i 1) 22 R Ak T+ N 48548 43 Ay A7 7R
KM Vetrovsky S5 FH i i 5 I 5 25 20 BT - 3 40 1 A O B EL AT (R 9% DL 16S rRNA JE R B S B 4
Acidobacteria W) =E £ 29 ARAL , 1T BA & 45 U1 16S rRNA JE A 2R BE U Gammaproteobacteria B 3 FE 239 =547
FESL SRR G LT X T4 DLk 22 sl S STt A DR AT DR L R A 9 B DL DR 2 i FL 2 e 1 it Ak
KR, U GroEL AR HE 1, RNA B A& B WK (rpoB) , DNA [MlJiE i B W3k ( gyrB) A1 #AK 78 2 1 ( dnaK)
SENR) g NE hsp60 HEAT Enterobacter 1 RGEHELAN 3 MEFE L SIME A REGF 16S rRNA F& A 5 38
T P BT SE AR 7 B — 20 RGP
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1.3 16S rRNA FP1 0 — 24k

ANEFHEIEY 16S rRNA JEN P91 2 53 4 2 K, e ALt 2 165 rRNA AR LR B T ALY 20450, 5
Escherichia coli i~ EEMIMMIEART"" . Thermoanaerobacter tengcongensis 54 4 4~ 16S rRNA FE[H | jx SbJL
) — P ZER 2R T 6.7% A0 R EEARGRSF A9 BIF9E 25 38 3k o0 3 R 4 2y 1 IR e 4l i
rRNA J#315 Escherichia coli ) 165 rRNA J¥FIARIM: A 80.9%—99.0% I, E A1 rRNA #4010l LIE AT, R
ANGEARRE 2880 3X PSR IR R RS 2 4 FF hRNA THREAY T4 . AR HOT X UE Y RE R £
FEPER 3 BT 4 R M N A IR BEAT T 58 A 6 T A= M 26 R b 168 rRNA BEPR K A2 HGT Al BEVERC KR, Bk
TR AR 5 ARl A 1 S B R I 25 AT 70 T o

RNA 437 ELAG B ffe ok Bl ELYE LA 25 & 1) 5 o5 (A5 T 38 1k X 592k R AR 477 8 F1 NMR ( Nuclear Magnetic
Resonance ) % 7 4 = 6 RNA 43123 [ 25 B9 DGR, BRI T &5 07 WS B3 #T rRNA 1923 (a1 4544
JE AT FEMITE, IFCEY) 16S rRNA 1) A5 A X T — s My S hnfe sy, R — s x5
G AR R X JUHIE R T RE M S L AR Z 7 51 HOXS A3 BT FPE 2 I8 T 45, I RDP
aligner  ARB (http ://www.arb-home.de/) .SSU-ALIGN ( hitp://selab.janelia. org/software/ssu-align/ ) %52 fifi
ARG A IEEE T T PR A, TRNA 204544 40 B 4 48 1T ARB A jphydit (hitp://plaza. snu. ac.
kr/—jchun/jphydit/index.php) 55, RNA 2% 45H) A TN = BLA0 45 2 Fhork . /N B B BER L AUF 1 e e
Tridio HETRERREAEE H 25 e K, a5 4R AP E MG K, 7 16S tRNA — A5 BEAl T HEAT — 04540 73t
X741 Xt OTU (operational taxonomic units) 4328l A8 A5 B AR 2122 | DRI b 17 12 00 56— 0 285 40 4 190000 555
12 A BIRIESE
1.4 168 rRNA P 591 73 A il g

WRFEENTC AL T L8 TTE X T 168 rRNA BORUIE , 547 165 rRNA &K 351, 38 1 L35 6
SE I F PN HEAT O R M, H 3 44 BB FEA SILVA (http ://www.arb-silva.de ) ">’ RDP (http://rdp.cme. msu.
edu/) "V Fll Greengenes ( http :// greengenes.Ibl.gov/ ) % | AATRI LM I S8 H045 128 v 4R B o Y9 16S vRNA 2
K 5M5E B . rrnDB (http ://ribosome.mmg.msu.edu/rrndb ) B0 75 & 171 10 S5 40 B Aoty B 25 PR 4 A vRNA AT
tRNA JEH (945 1%L ™, 78 NCBI DDBJ I EMBL %4 et A1 172 16S rRNA JE[H 2K AT 51, 4 NCBI
Genbank 147 JL 175 2K F 1000 bp FIAGRUEDIREA HY 168 rRNA FP51l, FEeUsl gl sy 17— 2L Lk Y%K
P | s JF A=) 16SpathDB (hitp://147.8.74.24/16SpathDB) B3 12 , 1 FH T % 5 XoF Ife PR T2 B2 A 40 1 16S
rRNA J§41)1% ;CORELZQ' JE N 1T A 0 e Bl B Comparative RNA Web Site (http://www.rna.
ccbb.utexas.edu/) JESMT rRNA 5 IRIEIE . EzTaxon-e WA T 7 BURRE F200E W19 16S tRNA JF
B L T S8BT B TR . probeBase 1] FRKSZ 1S 168 tRNA A SCHUIE !

2 16S rRNA EEEHA R MEMEZDRIN A

LB W 531 A S OE 9T D L 5§22 28 \SSCP \DGGE \RFLP \ERIC-PCR \FISH A 5 [ SC 2 1 55 A
XA B, 5 FSL BB (AR AM5 B A B, i i Ik, T S AR O A R A R 14 v 3 e Y N 3
PR H AR 2 A T et T U E AR S 2R 5 SRS BER T IR A 45 A SR BR M, (E 3k S R 1) 1
FAE AN T AT AR YA A T IR ABATRE & 2 )i T % F BRI 16S tRNA 3 5 434 sk
A YIRS G5 A RN A B AR TR
2.1 fRetEERR

HTF 16S rRNA N (38 20 K35+ R U DGGE . TGGE ,SSCP . ARDRA 1 T-RFLP 54 |12 Fi T A= Wy it
TEBIBFFT R TR SO A AR AR T A 1T B PR B S ) s 2 W RN A A S D A B T2 N
FHUS® 3R 1 B TR DL B SR RS AT s B 0 SRR Bl | 95 2 BE R 81 40 B (MLSA ) 847 Fuds
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FRBEAE
(k3% k%)
.
RIIRALA R
4L DNA (FISH)
l y l
F W HPCR -B416S IRNAKEH FEREEH
|
| !
WY EERA TR P
|
.
2 ETF 16S rRNA EERMREMEESHESTNEERE
Fig.2 Pipelines for microbial diversity analysis based on the 16S rRNA gene
F1 &% rRNA SR ARNIREEFLE
Table 1 Comparisons of fingerprinting profiling techniques

ik SR LRI E =B TN
Method Principle Characteristic References

I FH R 1 P 0 Tl o o A i PR 4 A7
WA 3 1Y BEYI, FHARIC A 16S tRNA JERR AT H SRR E D) A5 A AR oA ¢ | 75 [40]
( Ribotyping) ZAZE, KA N RNA #2717 23cilie, A

(A
I DNA BRI PERE VIR B XS 168 (RNA JENGISGERE AT o o i ey gng
JMHHARDRA) BRI b1 B B 25 57 SRR, SIREEERLRAX, S [41]
RO B st sy L SR IR BNA BRI R vty 7 o ks N
7 (T-RFLP) nIOLI P PRI ATIIEN e e Bty 3 [39]

e BRI 2 2 A B
165235 P IR WS JPEEAER P ITRL IS R o NA A 5B K
(ITS) 47 o BVBEREIAAW BT 2 TR g e e i 0 53041 [42]

- HRREAE ITS )75 LRI 22 57 R -

BRI TS X A 8h 531 FIFH S AR 10 1w A= 0 A% i A 56 K] ] ol -
(ARISA) X (ITS) % 22 74047 ARERE [43]
PR R B B 2 2 P4 # A~ RNA EEH R G B K EZ b e ol .
(RFLP) A FAE R R TR S [44]

DNA ZEAS R FE 19 28 P 70 b Mo AT
b I L (T R, SECRIKE B3R LA, T KT BEAE S00bp 1L P K 7T, TP 4543 B
AERIERRICII (DOCE) by oA T BIE AR %, LG KM L34 6 R )

DNA FBesrIF
S Vs S S L 3 T DNA ZEAN I EE 46 B A58 P g4 47 KBt DNA |1 T T (B3, A HE 2
WERMBRBIK(ICOR) R m skt e slt Gk s

H5E DNA WG 27 SEOLER R /0 HE 48 K0 5 Be/N T 400bp 2k

A Ny S

IR LA (SSCP) T -~ [47]
L IEHIF ST (MLSA) EHEAILAKE R 500bp £ B H B REA AHTER KT I % Rikk , i w] (48]

F AT, T

TR AR oy

ARDRA ; amplified ribosomal DNA restriction analysis; T-RFLP: terminal restriction fragment length polymorphism; ITS: internally transcribed
spacer; ARISA: Automated ribosomal intergenic spacer analysis; RFLP: Restriction fragment length polymorphism; DGGE: Denaturing gradient gel

electrophoresis; TGGE ; Temperature gradient gel electrophoresis; SSCP; Single-strand conformation polymorphism; MLSA; Multilocus sequence analysis
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HARNTE | 48 SR A 553 HER FL A, mT DU i HEA 70028 10 0 3 sl DA, 61 2 15> 17 0
AW, AT RASEHEA T ARDRA BB i 70 AL SR 5 AR I 2 AR 45 SR 6 A ARk iR o i — 2D 0 5, Rk
LT WAL ] 16S rRNA 915 B, , /3 FRRCR AT REAS 2 KAF, ATl & — 283 i A sbse . AR LG
16S rRNA F1 23S tRNA K15, ITS [y 4 FESEAb 2 2 0 B T TG 2 5/ N 58 R ) A AR 3 R i 28 5, RIE TTS
(A B R 31 ) 22 25 BB R X 40 S TR B ) SRR A= 2 e AR B 7K 1, MILSA 32 56 52 B kIR % 4 14
2 TR 168 rRNA FE R 51 F145 Bl S0H ACKE AR R0 vk B 2K 21— AR el B AR5 AR X — 4L T Rk

BRI AR I SR P A T MLSA 23047, A7 SRR DA K A= SRR 43, A7 B n] 228 40
Ji£ MLST (http ://www.mlst.net) 5 PubMLST (http ://www.pubmlst.org) #£17— 86355 [ G AE ¥ B9 224 15 51 43
U7 A5 B ), RS 2 A0 16S tRNA JEFE P FLF-AHIR, {H )2 DNA 2432 (H A1 BAKF 70%,
WEMMCERERFA A, 16S tRNA K [FRIE LK T 97% A B AR ] HIL K 2 DNA A9 HH L KT 60%
DNA-DNA 4228 ( DDH , whole genomic DNA-DNA hybridization) SZE#aVERE 24, Aid A AT B KGRI R 550
JA5T, B 16S tRNA J3 51 43 M (0 25 58 vl LAV B 58 WA 220047 DDH 5256, B & it 77 51 BIH e o st 1
K, ANI(average nucleotide identity ) fF R —F ARG B HL 7 (8 il 4 4020505, I FH AR #3217
2.2 BOGJRNI A H AR (FISH)

FISH £ RS2 —FAKH PCR 953 FHR B 456 T 40 1A 2% O B 14 0 Sl F B 7 T R, ] D7 A
I 52 R i TP OAS TR A Bl A A, B 2832 I P T 2 5 S 40 M RRE 9 25 48 40 B 0 FISH. A9 D B
HRYEFFM AP 16S vRNA FEPR i LR SF P40, B b EAH I AR S e SR R IR AT, T R AT 9 hmic , il i 1K
SR T 1Y DNA 20 F 372258, R illizche S A DR E A A AE A2 B8 . R o st B AR SFHEAR
[ RSP H1, 0T LAZEAR RN 40 280K CanJg  Fh 45 ) LAl . Y a0 i 28 B e 4 4 BB A IR AF 19 53 9
77, WAl A AN [ K R U K DG YR C B, T TR Z2 A 40 e 512>

FISH £ AR5 HE k45 A e I i B L H  iX 2eH RAIFE microcolony-FISH DVC-FISH ,in situ PCR-
FISH .CPRINS-FISH .CARD-FISH MAR-FISH %1% Hirht CARD-FISH £ ARB I M fg e 17 B AR s o 5
P T R A R A RS Behrens 258 EL-FISH 55 NanoSIMS $ AR 347 T 504 P BEys v o 40 i
A AREHE PEAIFFE ) FISH $7 AR 2l iy 1 A S5 7E T AR A 5 R S A — Pk i SR 4T
FRERET LAV T, nT i ARB 3K 125 4 probeBase BUHE IE 45 2 Fh O vE b AT IR AT A0 ABE i, 2B KA,
i FISH $ AR AL BERFFT 1 A= PR V& 1) 25 AB) R AE 128 (R 0 AT, 308 ] A BR Bl A W b R 1) sh A AR Ak, L AR A
FH mRNA S48 R H bR T30 0] DLSEA TR AR T %

2.3 SEEFER PCR(qRT-PCR)

qRT-PCR &3 1 % PCR 43 52 1 v g — MG R W2 A7 5 10 ST IS I 52 390 %6 b B A 5 1) 43
B RS venm G R AP AU o 8 E PG 2E T A TaqMan ZEOGHETH AT SYBR 2G4
BHESE FEZHEISRM qRT-PCR N 78 /2 b A HERGPE, 120 i 24 s8R 3036 500 A9 L BRFE . SYBR
Green | BYVREE | [A]JEFI 505 DNA 75 5% AR BAREER A8 DL M PCR P K B2 45 IR 7R 24
IR B AL S, e KA B/ MR 22579 & B qRT-PCR J5 5484 He A B A e 5, B0 i 75 BEAR R S2 86 1%
THER RS, TR JEE U Wt T i — SE D BESE AR 16S rRNA JE RS 75 7, WA mer JEH 2
TR Y TR E R B R ARERE S, AT LU A R DR B R, a2 A P R A EREE AL S rh
PHIE) PCR P2 R IERE S . 25 R S04 E P 2 (AN A RO IR 9 22 57 IR 2555 ) XF qRT-PCR 55352 1)
RK, K TR 5 e 2 A IR s, B i REFH 96 1K 384 FLAY Sy Al — R 5E A

qRT-PCR BT XS MR 10 BV HE AT a2 1 0, o o] LG LR 9 S R A7 s o, RS 2L & 119
16S rRNA B 3 HEAR A, W Ad FH — 2L D e BE X R 7 1, A AR S5 109 dned FEPRIIESY Salmonella J& , Liu
T T — RN QRT-PCR J5 i THE B/ HTREVR 16S rRNA FERAYFFE  H0H1 T rRNA JE K 4 D1 504 %t
SERAFEIY . qRT-PCR 5B H AL A 1 AT 5 4 B 55 B I8 A 45 A A 2 RE 0, N8 s s B AR
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HARGE
2.4 HEPERER

BEDRLES R R 8 VAR A T H i BE RO IR AT 2 AR B A 3l A, DR R A I E 45 2R 5 el
T qRT-PCR'™ P45 FA AU — S0k, ARYE O A 3R P 5I(5 B, BFoe & 13T TR 2 26
Fr AT E IR R S5 R BER IS GG R DA 208 e DD REIE RS e AR GEdb At v 55, 20 TP 24
PERSEE IR A5 . Hoip REEVEALE A (PhyloChip) J2 % A 5 SSU RNA JE X7 51 5 AN 4 SE A% 1 PR PR AT 09 1
G 3 A T Ui S F AL B B A28 AL 0 M, PhyloChip B8 F FHF 78 AR I3 | 10 s LA KK A& | 4 3 A0
THYAR 2R G YRR ) R P T B B R D AT IF & 1 A T RE 3 PR i —GeoChip ™ L 1Z
IO FH AL 25 Fh PR BT AR ity v S R A T BB L DR L SRS R AR 5 5 i B e A B AT 1 2 v AR A
AL, — 22 JF I T B 40 Bioconductor ¥ 5 (http ://www. bioconductor. org/ ) 7" #1 R & 7 (http://www. -
project.org/ ) U T BRLES B B9 EE o0 Hr

TEEPE ST J7 T, HEDSLE 2 AR A X PP 2 05 B R AR B9 DRLIHL JE VRS DU SR S A 6 PR R, , o mT A
AN B LE - B RARARE P A DN R AR B e fh TR ETH B0 H R 22 5 7 A AR, BT A S PR BT
REAS SO RIX S AL, HG AN T S AR SR T & Hh % 1T F A DN AR B WA DG TR RE 1) HITChip ™ K FHF A 1 Js ik
A OC Chip! ™ & 7EE AT I, 1 TR B RNA KRR\ TIE 285 DU, i 6 i 145 5 e At
FMJE 165 TRNA LA (19 505 UUAL, FUA (8 FH SO 1) B934 A SRS B b 47 ek o A7 o 5 v o 00 e A
LU, BEPRES R T VR S5 B I, B 23 i R AR X 757 5, A5 I PRI S0 R o B TR R R D BE R R I i DRSS iR
Je— B RYRERE . TR T B e — A T AR G, AT USRI B PR OB R SR S B (R R E MR S F
AR R AR YR B R AR YA AR e 9 B A TR A
2.5 il EI AR

BLA T R GH WD 2R, B SR ER 16S rRNA FEP P41, i DRk i s 3R BUOK 19 P 8104
B AR 2, E SR Sanger I )5 J5 1k 484 52 2% 1l B, ME T I AR ABE, 2005 4F, 5 [ 454 Life
Science 2 ) B SGHER T A AP A0 T AR BERR I vk 1l R R AT B AR AR R BRI T,
J& ,Mlumina 2 7] A1 ABI 28 @ AHAEHEH T Hiseq Al SOLID 2500 FF -5, BRI FH w8 38 20 e 5 AR 9% IR 5% 6
A W) Z2 FEPE R HE BOR B 2 | 3X 88 R T Y B ATE Tl A , 10 LR Barcoded PCR $ AR AHAE— RIS 1T
R RE RIS AT 22 REAS B R MBI, (0 o AR RO R AR 8T 5700 D 9 2 — AR PP R e /el i
KR , Helicos Biosciences INEHEH T B4 DNA Y tSMS Performance , PacBio 55 7SGenetics 2> B AR K
IR AT AR A5 = AR PR A B4 A 4 A 0 7 B bR et , LR R R m 24, it FL AT DA 4
X RNA PR, 3% 2 G451 UM R A e e A EE AR S

®2 BUERANSEENFFENEIERRSH

Table 2 Main technical specifications of several pyrosequencing platform

AR IBFTIN 1] B (bp) Sy p ik TR
Platform Run time Length (bp) Throughput Error type
Roche

454 GS FLX Titanium XL+ 23h <1000 <700 Mb Indel
454 GS FLX Titanium XLR70 10h <600 <450 Mb Indel
Mlumina

GAIlx 14d 2x150 <95 Gb Substitution
HiSeq 2000 11d 2x100 <600 Gb Substitution
MiSeq 65h 2x300 13.2—15 Gb Substitution

Life technologies
SOLiD 5500xl 8h 75%35 PE <300 Gb (nanobeads) A-T bias

Ton Torrent

PGM 316 chip v2 4.9h 400 <1Gb Indel
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FEF WP H AR AT A ) ZREPERFSE 00 O vk E A IR . —Fl2 LT 16S rRNA FEH 911 )F , 7 —
PR ST IR LN 20 DNA B2 5L R 4L 7 IR sk A LB s ™7 MIELZ T, 25T 16S rRNA JE K
T P BRI O HLEBR T SRR, AT AZEA ST A A 0T AR DX, A3 AT O vt AR X B A e A B
FYSEIG o BT TP A7 A — B[] TG B e, 5140 PCR 478 09 22 9 B9 R5 158 I 4 1= SR mT BB I BV -
ZREVERYMER AR T L 7E 16S fRNA Y3 FIF o, Roche GS FLX A+ -5 BHIS K fe i il Lk 21
1000 bp,—¥ PTP Hg Al #5758 88 1 80 J7 457 41, i Nlumina ¥ 7 & HA 8 5 & (085 (15 Miseq il
Hiseq RZFNMFAL 32 H FRUAEY S5 T, ZRFE AN )P To7 PCR 9714 BEAT DARF ST i Wy i % 241
A A, AT LS BBV (AR Z2 A CTRRAE , (B e AT AR X & 4%

3 16S rRNA EELIGE/ELFE a3

3.1 EedEE

MBI 20 DNA A SRR R 0 25 X5 (e A W B v 20 B A i 6 5 TN AT, R RRAR B E 243 4
B R W RRUTE LA K5 SR alifl =/AN3RY . FREERESL DNA RBGE R i  Aog i an i 2 LR X DNA i1
WEF T S 700 A LB B R 4R B A b DNA 5% RNA A0 5 A 2 5 B0 i — S ] S8 e 2 kR i, $E L
DNA 5% RNA 53 B A0 £ 1 B 30 R 40 I3, 411 PCR 88 % SR i . ik AR iR 700 & ( L MP A &) i
FastDNA Kit for Soil Mo Bio /2 7] ] PowerSoil DNA Isolation Kit 25 ) B8 ¥ 4 p I A) B Rk Ak e 5t Hoes
BARE ARG L 4G SDS ik Wk | DY BE BRI AR TL SO P I M Rk A | X B TA SR B DNA A 2
Je SEFRAEAL DA L ST TR 2L, XTG4 e i 1) - 4 DNA |, T DU K B R CTAB ik b — 44l
TG R  WF9E R, 04 SR EUY DNA FF CTAB 8/ F1 PVPP 0] LA B2 B Rl sl 2 s * | 41
Xof AN ) B BR B 5 107 T2 MR A SCRR AR B A DG 45 5% DNA RO B 704k . Canto Z57ERFSE 15 Ve I AE W i)
i AN ) %) 200 2 240 v, 3845 T —Fh S FHA 5 DNA 4R B 75 5 Kuczynski 25 8 BRI 5T B 2= R
PRI B of FH 22 P ik EA T A M A7 5 Floves S5 98 T —FoB (9 ELH% PCR 35 AR fL DNA 4R BUE RS
Xt FREPE 5, PTLAIIA skim milk PLEE R DNA AU4RBGICR™ | R & 420U DNA, 1T qRT-PCR 5L 56
I EA TR O T B B R A SR BT v . FEIEATRE SR RNA $2 G R b SRR ) 1 3205 Y R R A )
ST e RNA BRI 500 AT LR AR A2 o R b A R AF, LABI 1k RNA [ , 1 RNA later #1 Methanol/
HEPES ™ 45 700 B0 JE  BA 45 S o0 2 & vk RS B vk e v, e 4 B0 LA B T A 45 oot e v 10 32
F R A T e ) R DR A e AN ATt A 5 L A D 25, S 380 T 4% 25 [ R mT e 245 SR R i T K
3.2 Bl

16S rRNA F PRUAS ] X ok ) AR ST BE AN — R A, DRI e 488 DX 3 1) i 430 2 5 Wi 2 R ME I A0 BT ) e
HATNESA T T B BRI AT T 08T, BEA S IR E PR RS S EES, Cai LM
TSI E Y 2 BEE T S P 0 XA AR K 5 R T e TR B A S M (B T B A R A 2 e . R 27F/338R
(V1—=V2) 519, AMT1KBR Verrucomicrobia ZEFEFE M 5% 1 £ 398 v 4505 AR G 48/ (H 2l 515F/806R (V4) 514
Joi , BRI R I R AR Y BIAR Y B Y AR NS S 2 MK RIS S P 0 R R R Ok [ s S
RERE X tH SRR o Oh T 32 X PREEAE i DNA 938 (9 78 55 5, T AR o187 M3l FH 5 14, BT XRE b
RBERE S A B T L, B s A AR R S P RE SR I 22 B ME R . 3R 31T ORI T — St
[ 16S rRNA FE P (514, /R [R A5 | P S [R) b a8 14 7 o A — |, SRl | e 240 v A AR i 1 7 2 R e
P VBT T TR S S AN B A T 518

A B HE AN S oy TR L FE G S A IR 4 A Tt L b — 2 2 ) T o i P A 7 5y
BRE S 191 R 7R SRR i 2 R R S0 H A 1A X AT e, X AR [R) A8 5 4 1
FERESTBEAAN KN T, FIH 454 GS FLX V-5, M7 BE AT LLIA 2] 800bp, 4811 PCR =¥k i, 15 2 /4 5
SR 2 TR, T LA— £ 400 bp 24T BTN . B RTE RSB AR KRR I R TR
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PEA A G —mbRiE, V3—V5 X5 n A Z . BEARYE I 77 6 000 4 B 1T Be 805 24 0 51 95 %, an
Miseq M FACAE V2 380550 & B A% I < BE 7E 250—300 bp 24, il H 51 %) 515F/806R & — A~ % 4f 1Y 2
U (HZ 51 A5 20 A T R A B L@ 514 515F/909R ik,

#=3 ERATHE16S rRNA EEMNSEENF 51434
Table 3 Some primer pairs for 16S rRNA gene amplification

i Y EEE2 GL el X 27 3Lk

Category Names Sequences Positions References

Universal U341F CCTAYGGGRBGCASCAG V3—V4 [93]

20 Aoy USO6R GGACTACNNGGGTATCTAAT

Universal U515F GTGYCAGCMGCCGCGGTA V4—V5 [33]

20 Aoy USO6R GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT

Universal U515F GTGYCAGCMGCCGCGGTA V4—V5 [94]

20 Aoy U909R CCCCGYCAATTCMTTTRAGT

Bacteria 2l i B8F AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG V1—V3 [95]
B533R TTACCGCGGCTGCTGGCAC

Bacteria 2 U341F CCTACGGGRSGCAGCAG V3—V4 [96]
B785R TACNVGGGTATCTAATCC

Bacteria 2 U341F CCTAYGGGRBGCASCAG V3—V5 [95]
B907R CCGTCAATTCMTTTGAGTTT

Bacteria 2 B343F TACGGRAGGCAGCAG V3 [97]
B534R ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGGC

Bacteria 2 U347F GGAGGCAGCAGTRRGGAAT V3—V4 [98]
USO3R CTACCRGGGTATCTAATCC

Bacteria 4fi U519F CAGCMGCCGCGGTAATWC V4—V5 [99]
B926R CCGTCAATTCMTTTRAGTT

Archaea T 15 A349F GYGCASCAGKCGMGAAW V3—V4 [100]
A806R GGACTACVSGGGTATCTAAT

Archaea T 1 A344F ACGGGGYGCAGCAGGCGCGA V3—V5 [101]
A915R GTGCTCCCCCGCCAATTCCT

33 PCRYH

PCR 5 B8 X il I P S R AR K, R E 5 e il i U P 9 PCR =4I, e iEH HPLC 28
AR5 1Y, LA AR e e G sl R B, BRAEIR Z Rk 22 B) 2 ] PAGE 2l 5149, PCR 473G bl FH A9 45
JRHe B PCR AYIEIREL AR B B A B A 4 2 REpE A A S ) M LS R A, Finnzymes A2 77
f) Phusion® High-Fidelity DNA Polymerase { B i, % F T i 38 5 U5 (5 A9 PCR 973 ; B BB U0 Agilent 24
A 14 pfuUltrall FRFSEESRE S BGR 7R W 38 7 W) A8 S 8500 (BMAR B o AR S 70 P10 (Il o ANl et
30 MEFR) Bl T PR LR A Bl r] LA DY 8 i 22 o 8 — DR ETT PCR I BRI TR &
L F UK RIS LS N 3 335 . AT Barcode B S0 7 5 1080 PCR IS 38 8 2377 A — SE R e S PR 1Y
et i VIR MRS Y PCR P2 W) AT VIS 24k, X FE A BE R UES [A] barcode 19 PCR 7 )1R & I 4 & 1
B, LAEAS RIS AR 00 7 S BOR B ) . 1737 b B AR 22 I ol Ak 0] & AR Re W i ali Ak 20K . B4b PCR
(Reconditioning PCR) , RI5E—3%¢ PCR 7£ 20 MG WY M5 U B, e 4002 it 5 AMEH
AN 18, 5 AR A v BE AR, T AN/ S R RURE e B PR 7= A 10
3.4 Py

FE > PR R R B R DL R AE 480 16S vRNA vl SCEE LS A Sanger 752 A 1T LR Dbt
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M AR AE R R R 00 7 2 ) kAR T A T SO 3 TR R R R R B I, TR
FIHZ N F ) 454 GS FLX+F- 15, — i 400 bp ZE47 19 PCR =i P CR e, s B4y, L RE S Wl i R 458
RIER . —> 454 GS FLXHI B2 0 vl 58 223K 196 ANFE S, TR R FEAR 1 BAANRE S I e A, —
AN B — N RE 100—160 ASZE A7 FRE S, BN L BRI 10T A4S 2] 5000—8000 257545 )7 41, Beiil i K%
BB S I PR BEBER A2 TV WRORE b 8 110 158 25 RN — SR B Jie PR A A A BB A5 30 19 )7 91 4
it 2D X RN EGE D AL A TF AN A Tlumina 23 7] ) HiSeq 3¢ MiSeq Il 4L & Ton Torrent [
PGM HWFFE A IR EE 5 Bcp ) 454 W76 i BB AR—4E  Tllumina 23 7 1) HiSeq Fl MiSeq /7 H A 5
e A3 S R DUDRE G 35, BT B ) MiSeq I ASCAT LAy 26 300 bp DA B A B, — Wk Al LA & 200 A~ LA
YGRS, BERR S T LIRS R 2 7 UL RSN, R AR Y 2R g T B AR KW R Y T

P R A P T 500 A 2 A 5 SR 27 A S T 228 B2 M 70 TR AT 0 ) DA I A 5 Xt i R o A
(R SE IR G DU R IR 0 T ik o S i 5 i R R B R IR RN S 5 AT T 25 G 0F9E . AR A7 1 [ R 4l
T 5y s A R R A VR SRR R A5 v 1) ) AL (I ot o I ARG 00 2% 1 et 808 0 T 3k 1 e Ak B 0 T 4 AR 1
PEA A T R BE A 2 T AR A T 1 A [ A | A TR S e, LR i e XKt v
VBl ) At 08 ORIV AR AT 40%—S50% I PN REMERA b PDEEE . Miller 2507 & T —Fh B ik
EMIRGE , ] F T4 Ilumina M A A48 B8 751, NTTZH 2 TS Y 16S TRNA R R B, Al T A X b 12
A M, TR AR AL R R

4 BEENFHIENLLE

e 0 A A T ) DNA T SRR | ] Xof i Se Rl AT AR 5 0 2 A R B IO A= 1 7 X
BUE B — O R, il AR B A A B AT DA B A MR T A B4 R R S B R Y
KAREFHWNEE, MAECEIF R T 8L 145 16S rRNA =i 27 B B A Ui B 6, A LF
G VF EAREEE, MU A LR IR 5 4% KA CAE L T R Tz 5, (HX T RAE R AR, RATEA IR iz
B IRZAR BT RET Linux BVE RG89 5 14, Perl  Python | R i 75 76 AE W15 B2 R AR 3 J1 , i LA R
PRV X SRR — LA T i
4.1 BdlEnribab e

e e ) R — PR e B A R R I  Jo dk  BCHE D S AT R A A, BRI AN (K
S BRESR RIS ) (T 91 SR 5 HEAT B AR A, a0 SR A I S (AR 2R A e 1) 475 G | 0 S 5k i 43
PSSR , B — R BERILR AR [ 50k (4 )5 50 5, PSR 04 777 4[] G SR 210 4 IR s AR OTU ik e A it
TR E R TG (B 3) .

Fp— 2D AR — S R L mT F R #E4T 81 LEXS A PyNAST (SINA MUSCLE | Clustal W
MAFFT Blastn """ BT 50054 R, 1 ELERFE A BT b AS 20 200E . ARB BioEdit , DNAstar %551
3,5 S AT 5 i, K6 I B R () 895 A PyroNoise , DeNoiser 1 SeqNoise %1111

AT A P T 2 SR A%, 7 AR B B LR, DRI [l B SR S et 9 2 (T e R Pk b 20 5 1340 6 LA
LB U B AT BN 7 R GEME A9 40 AT, 40 RDP's Pyrosequencing Pipeline[m N QHME[M] Mothur"" |
STAP pipeline' ™ &5 X SR A AT PRI, il PS5 2% >0 R R (45 i 42 SCA% ORIl RS R, ZE A T L
PR SEIHE 73 BT H At ] AR 5 25 B A TR 2 6 | 3K T BP0 (T IR R A 3300 TR MLAL # R
GRS T TR, AR SO R SO T FE 16S vRNA BEPR v b SC PR A 58 S, T LA S rh
B s BEHEATINT , {8 SeqMan | Sequencher 25 84 PT #4177 51 PF %, BioEdit J&— % %% T & 54, vT LL7E
Windows {5 T, Xof 4b B — 5 P 91 8040 40 45 i 16 £ 0 e B AR A T Bl RS Bl AR W05 2 2 B i e i A
R 5 A L e 50 AL F P A5l R ) TR B A2
42 ERRiEH

e A U R RS R A A AR — S A AR B A B — i R BRI A TS . DAAEE T A R KBy
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| mmmwreRess |
v

| megdmterROPREIRE |
v

| Ak ERUhimesk) |
v

B WLEUREAE 454 il 4 P 51 BOR 452
(daisychopper#k )

|
v

{ERDPRSHETI¥ S5
+

g\éﬁi&’”ﬁﬁ% HIEH 5“5%%
|
Gy O]U/ﬁ: i 7 HEFE y N

i (Rarefaction, shannonZ%)

Gk A2
(PCoA, CCA, VPA, Heatmap4§)

v
WAEIRE A IR S RN B S ERBER 710 R

E 3 # A RDP FESMAEFERBEENFHBENRARE
Fig.3 Pyrosequencing data analysis pipeline based on RDP platform

PCoA ; principal coordinate analysis; CCA; canonical correspondence analysis; VPA: variation partition analysis

540 RDP  Bellerophon' " ¥ R3E T il 50 5 T 7= AR I R LR 81 AR OR R B T — e Bk A Iy, 1
401 ChimeraSlayer'""’  Perseus' """ Fl UCHIME""*" S5 #B 0] F T it A A (1 B0 . 906 AR A 1030 = 8 5 o 152
KIFH 5 5 i 22 P A T HE R szt !> 11200 UCHIME 38 FH = 00 6 2 4 v 3 e PP 8040 , LA T 2
e IS AT R M AL 3 v D R R A ) k. I UCHIME R0 454 GS FLX + 1 2 1Y -+ 43¢
16S rRNA J¥31 (400 bp) Hr bt &1, BRI KAE 1%—18% HIFH) M Ak, e I HLE AR SR A1k
i, AR 168 rRNA PR ok /K-8 7 A= e A AR T B 15 A A 2 S 6 3o 8 v ™ 2 i 5 AR T A 25
B, PCR 2 v A (10 S U5 XU TN €748 7 41) A 2 Xof A IO 325 JSG 52 e, R 0L 17 92 A e S 5000 A 6L, P A S 3
AP FNERAF A | IS M 22
43 OTU 55

FEACH OTU e FIARXS 3= BEARR L PR ZE B 1 Z Ak, PRI TSR IR AE b OTU 1Y 43413, 2 e 38 6
FRE R AL B rh — AR EE AR, THE OTU Z A, 5823047 HeXT (alignment) o FEXTINEIEAIRZ  RE
(clustering) M7 LA ZFf AN a] (8 B T 18 4% 19 502 4% A AN [R), 40 ESPRIT ~F- 6 1 F NS HE X2 ( pairwise
alignment ) (121] ,RDP ] Infernal alignment [:[ﬁXﬂ'i‘l‘%:EE%*u%éﬁE%ﬁ%%%(Complete linkage cluster) AT
OTU %2, MUSCLE #44:F F 1% 46 X5 125 ( progressive alignment) "' | Barriuso %5 LS T 4 Fh 7 i35 £ 08
PERHE SIS, & X ESPRIT Al RDP REME 25 B — BORIERG G 25 51 0 T OTU 11484035, Uparse ( http://
drive5.com/uparse/ ) /& ERE DR~ MY OTU 4325k, Ha P m el | 25 SR T viEmf , T OB B
PG 2] QUME s b, W al LR i ] . B AR, OTU A J% a5 IO B f 2B R N7
23 [l — KOME R, DR I T B30 Tkt — 2 etk
44 RGP E

W B R G 7 28085 5 RDP  Greengenes SILVA Fl NCBI %5 | [E PR 4 2038 )% RDP FF A 0K RS0
SRR N o o3 SRR AR RN DN S Y7 91 5 80 P b © RN R B AT X R SRk o R £
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T OB v B ROR S RRE PELF A . AT SR A eI AR v ) 45 A T 5 22 (] A A AL
RZPEAT OTU JKT 20 2 5 MRS AR OTU #9359 6 Ji] RDP classifier % T2 3E 47 ¥ 418 42 48
RO X OTU HEA TR E 432 SR 5 HEAT S 8253 0T OTU (93] 4315 43 2K 22 8] 1) 06 F S AR v i
1, 38 2R AR IR T 97% BT 5 I R —A> OTU  ASIRIZE UG RE A AR LM B o Ar e 22 50 5 3 M
HEAFBIbREFENFEAT RG220 OTU BIERYBEE WA AR, R0 BUT TR T & R A Y 0T 5T
Bl 38 o 5O IR A A MRS 1 4 RN MR T R B R Y ORI BT Y LTP (All-Species
Living Tree Project) 84E T Kt ik H T ML A BRI T 91 8 IS it TR 48 © A 1Y SSU rRNA B ¥ 41 i 8
H I RGIORAE S SR P N 28 ARB BT LS (P81 HLXE 78 e i SRR
4.5 ARG HEE

A MR B Z BRI A A I TR R s AR B T B R A0 1 AR IBUT S B i R4
PHBSRIRY HEAT 22 P 91 LEXT AR LU SRR IUE B B B S S B AR . R RO L T
B4 UPGMA (unweighted pair-group method using arithmetic averages) \ME ( minimum evolution method,
/AR ) FT NJ (neighbor joining, 284272 ) 45, HoE 9 7 154145 MP (maximum parsimony , 5 K i £47% ) ML
( maximum likelihood , Fz KSR ) LA K Bayesian #EWT S5 ik, — Mok o, iR AT AL 535 , ML MRICR 84T, (H
FARTAEMS o X TARLEEARAR A P 41 NI AEAE KA DI R . XIS 4, ol k4% MP, H i ik b,
MP — A TR A |, BT 16S rRNA FEH B 58 % M S 8088 Kimura2 | Jukes-Cantor 55, HL8R
AT X5 P ARG 5 R AR P AT T 3 SRR S TR 24 52 2 AR MRS i b L 4, 468
SRR 2 0 e PG 15 I S HOST BN R i . A ] AN [R5 VAR R AR, an SR T 45 3 i R AU A 254 A1
L, BERASSSRBON TTSE 4 4 G T Y5 HE R A E AR SC A BRPFAIVRR i, G A AL R 7T 2 2%

3 (http ://evolution. genetics. washington.edu/phylip/software. html ) ,

x4 WOBARBEBREOES

Table 4 Some tools for phylogenetic tree constructions

A KEX7S AR P 1k
Software Algorithms Characteristics Website

ZIRERAF A, R GEIEAL 0 D BE ST 42, AT kAT
ARB NJ,MP,ML FLAE 244 R vk T (ke http : //www.arb-home.de
Fast Tree ME,ML,NJ TR T R A http : //www.microbesonline.org/fasttree

DUH-30r 77 ik i v 1 HL | 5 SR M R X S g Al
MACS Bayesian ;%?; &éﬁggggml I AT Se R http : //www.agapow.net/ software/mac5
Mayas Bayesian PTULRRRRRIT 9 LA T A5 5 AR 3 R 25 e 2 51 http : //mrbayes. csit.fsu.edu
v ves B SO LA T AT b yos- e e
2 A fik AT L 3 R0 2% 30 47 T BE H Sl %

MEGA NJ,MP PV AR, FTIAE A IV LA P 50 ) LU http : // www.megasoftware. net

PR

LS EAS T CUGASE I 435 R[] £k
PAML ML Egﬁ’fﬁﬁgﬂ— S IR TN http : //abacus.gene.ucl.ac.uk/software/paml. html
PAUP MP ,ML T8 FH AR R GEE AR 1 R A A http ://paup.csit.fsu.edu
PHASE ML, Bayesian SRR T RNA 19 0450 http : //www.bioinf.man.ac.uk/resources/phase
PHYLIP NJ, MP, ML R By = Wi L1 N http : //evolution. genetics.washington.edu/ phylip. html
PHYML ML Rty ML g T H http : //www.atge—montpellier. fr/phyml

L H AL 58 AL IS 75 A Bootstrap A 56 , A SRS B0 (B0 ARG, i ) A 1A ARAR 1) 1 4 D 25 44 TT RE A7 7E ] R
XF T2 BEAR i A A WA, W RAS BN B SV EOR 22 R ARME AR , Wl LAXTE5 SR AT DB AR R L K B4 53
AR AR AT I B RE RS A 1 Hh A 2 R AR R 2 R R 4y SR Z I JETE A B I DB A 7R
AR ARG R HEAL 5 R — B HE S VITCOMIC ( http ://mg.bio.titech.ac.jp/ vitcomic/ ) BEW5 5335 .7~
FF Kk 16S rRNA JEH T 5 4 Mkl AR 4LBCRAAE ™ AR H e TR IR e A D R v B b
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ACRE A (B S S N B 22 5
4.6 YRS BRI E G

BT 43 2 6 R B REVE B8 0 AT B a-Z #1501 ( Chaol , Simpson index, Shannon index,
rarefaction curves %¢) WP B 22 57 40 M RE S I R 40 A B-2 FE 43 BT ( Cody index, Sorenson index, Bray-
Curtis index, Morisita-Horn index) 55, Z5 GRS MM R G EALIE B a- ZHAME T A Faith REK T 2
P (Faith's phylogenetic diversity) F-HIxF RE K T E (MPD) - 5B R (MNTD ) (W) Fh Z A6
P . Rk A RBPERIH S B-Z A 0 AT 46 T phylogenetic Sorenson index, UniFrac distance
metric, FFVEE] MPD Al MNTD J15" 0 45 98 B85 R 7 FURE 7% 56 38 19 40 W 05 T8 R i 48 4T . 4 -
B8 A V= X VTaNE ATve s g i T

ZILG T B C T N T 280 03 TR A HOR B EEE A anE S BEPRUES R e
S 2GR T IR IR R M I D T RIS BT (PCA ) XERLAHT(CA ) | 2R3 R 43
(DCA) JAEFE &L 4R (NMDS) 25 NPMANOVA  ANOSIM 25 0] FH T-K6 36 E 5 20 1] 14 25 5 1 38 P i Rk 1)
AT TUARSINT (RDA ) BT 1 43 BT (CCA) (RAEHN BN 58T 7 2253 53 BT (VPA)  Mantel test 5471
&I EAE SEPRAIEFE R A AT R 25, AR A IRl i 5% H Y PR e SE e A i J7 ik, il an
PR R OTU &5 AH 22 3 I B 3 U A BEA R R F 78 S 6, PCA Al BEANIE A, i % i CA B NMDS 45
Foe vk o WL TR R AR MR Y Jy VR Ok U, BE B RE B R S PR A I T BB LU HE Y R Ak R O B
FEU) R A A AR ST P B IR (8 FH T 4 T T N O T I SR R A B A B S R R
P& 2H IR AT Ge it o0 M s 55 IERf IS FHGE T 0, A2 90 B- 2 FE I8 U 445 IR R R Ui, 25 45 d
ANt J2 22 TCIE AR B A BEAE HIRAE T 22 70 1E AR BE  S 35 PR A 36, 7 A I o) 3080 1A e 4 LAt R RS
B,

TERUZE D A2 T T RGEEHAUE B 2R SE LR2li i 73 2 2 e TR 2 REbE A 5 B i
B, MRS T 532 B R ) 3T R SR B R B IEIE SHT O B ] UniFrac 2001 4
B AT LU AR TR P4 B AR 55 45 A 800 (e M ) SO TR 3 04 = B 25080 (7 1, weighted ) M) UniFrac J5
A TEAWIH & FE Ul Fast UniFrac' ™ 75 %5 98 kb 34 BV L 5 AR SEAT T 1k, j]ﬂ/\Tng%ﬁIjJﬁE, VAW-
UniFrac ZEMIAT % BHEAT T RAHE™ 78 BLOR A0 43 b 3 AR A B 00 e B 1 R vk, 9 A 22 9 A g
YIRETE IR S IR I T I R B 2 & IR S Bbn Ak, AR5 7T LIS [RI R ] Euclidean B 555 B
JRARRIE R BERE . AT A A R 5% PASSaGE %1403 7 %) Partial Mantel tests J7¥5 3158 UniFrac JEE 5385 K7
SR R CCA RDA %5558 Xt A W 4 s B2 A A8 R 1, 05 2543 40T , LI B30 ) B4 855
R F X 7S AR A B9 DTk 2R | 33X 242 B Ry 7] DATE vegan #2741 (http : //vegan. r-forge.r-project.org/ ) H 482! | 7
R st HEBRAREGI T SONS Tree Climber , CANOCO %5101 DK H B 53 Z445040 1) 43
BT o7 2 i foe /N T i AR ASE AR | T 28 S AT FNAIL A 2 20 19190 A T AR T B R 06 N FH T Y S 56 5 TR
B S o T AN B IR ZOCE 2 I FEAF ST AR W AR AR S A B E () AN Bl o A SR L 22
FEPE I BT AR B B — 8 EEHER & 38, G T O i Al IAS 2 SXRE A RE 2B HH R 0 AR 2R 2R

5 RESRE

A E S TSR H T2 AR SCEEAIE 1 16S rRNA BERITERUAE PIE I Az 25 7 s P A L
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