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YRR T O7 3545 (1) o Horh, 5 TR 20 Hr (9 3
T AW T 0k s e T A% G2 W A W o3 S G R R
(4 R B, AT LA 905K - 48 7 2 SRR 9 2 ) 2 4
PR v 250, DRI I F 4 Bl 2 R SR I A 5 4R
Z—o AW ERLGR T R HEARMET PCR
) DNA 45 20 B35 73 7 £ AR 55 20 5 A2 W 22 T 15 1 i
R SR TS P R W AR S A P
I FHBUAR 5 % JR i
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Fig. 1 Research methods of soil microbial diversity
L1 ZEFEZIHHIHEAR ALF1b 450 B B ¥ 14 BET42a 5 EH 56" o B 4T
L1158 4 A (ISH) 1988 4§, Giovan- PEIRET X 15 Gt 4 3 R il 2 T 4 U ¥ e S AR

noni 55 1 YORE B AL 2% S BEAR G ANE ~ f F 5, 1
PO PERRIC vRNA SERZ T BRI 5L, 4 5 ML 4R 41 ik
AT IRE G40 ML N 5 DNA B RNA 2852, LU & IR
BEAG AN B L A P B E A, 2R T 2 AT AR AR
WIFERE S b M B A A B . i TR AR
o JRE R S R RO AR R W) Iz N T R S R
WA Z R T LR Y 2 B
WEIE 098 PR ET AL 48 . "RNA JE P A 0 1 5 45
BRI R LR AR ST S, AR R R R
() 16S rRNA 8 23S rRNA JE [N R B J2 % R 2% 52 4%
A w IR A . H AT e 3 A [ A s 19 il A
Prveit th 2 b S5 v oRNA IR [ R4, 40 45 400
EUB338 #R 4.7 41 ARCHOLS 4. o ZIE W

7 AR B2 2 A 5 e A M ol A W 0 9 I A 80T Tk
Z—, F R TERN R B R 7z B B AT A4 3
Hg JE[H merA PREF HUHH I cop HRET HT Cr
chr FREFAE AN IR AT SCHRAR T T g T R
15 Y Wy I fige g Ak DAL B R BT, 20 0 R R 20 5 A
VU SR L0 DL B = 58 £ 0 Vo A Tl 1) % TR R B 0 5
18 H 75 e O R A R LB A A

1.1.2 525G IRA 2238 AR (FISH) 1989 4f , De-
Long %5 B IAE R A% S8 AR T 51 ADOEARIE 1Y 35
R TR IR EL 7 20 1 S A7 2% 58 £ AR 50 HAR A AL
55U T BT AR —— 8 A 2% 52 (FISH) 4
AR, i T SO R A H SEOE IR T R 4
D8 ST, AT 7E PR S W s rh A 3 T 2
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N o AR B LT LA B (1) FE [
TE 3 (2) FEAh B TIAL BE 5 (3) T2 5 5 (4) SR 4T AL i
AR5 (5) A58 5 (6) BRUE R BR AR SE & MR (7) K
M2 M55 o WM ERBEAE G b A A58, A
ASCAT I AN T K 5 AR ) B A R R B S, T EL
Al AT B AT A 2 ) B Bk 4y A Yang il
Zeyer'" SR JI] FISH J5 i 46 T DY 44 2 4 (PCE) 5
Ju X B f# B Dehalococcoides ) F &, Matturro
e U852 1 i IR 9% 9% L 2 A8 ( Catalyzed reporter
deposition-FISH, CARD-FISH ) Bt & 5 i} %2 & PCR
AR W& EE TSR AR E NS
TR Tt 5 BT 5T, IR S8 T %05 Yy 37 H b i
ST AR S CH R I B S0 PR AT

FISH $& AR 78 6 58 Gl A= 9 2 0 ) bt A7 A — L
JRBRYE, W92 605 5 55 0 M7 RE AN 08 i A o AR TR
X B[], 0 250K FISH $ AR 5 H Al 43 A H2 AR AH 45
B, NI 9 O UL A% 52 (CARD-FISH) il % Jie 5 5
J K ( Tyramide signal amplification, TSA) A alel
FRAR BB 53 1 L5 W) 2 BOR FH A B 22 A A% B 4% 0F
Tl B A AN W7 A e, FISH $ AR g 15 Yo 2R 28 22 o
BT g 7 I A FH R
1.2 E-F PCR i) DNA 5L E & R A
L.2.1 3B AA DNA BRI 53 Bt (ARDRA)

ARDRA 25T PCR H{ AR, % rRNA B Jr B ik
PEVEY™ 1Y 7 Wy AT o3 B 09— b AT A R T
TP X R ) (RNA Y PCR 7384 7= 4 H
I 1) il 2547 DD, AR 05 P O6F g U0 7 ) AT R DK MR
FEHEATBR M Be KB 2 3 o th T 7 ik
AN Z GRS AR SR B BRI, A Z e E 0TI, B
AR PR R 0 R R R B Tz T Y
AR AR Y Z 46 . ARDRA J7 i A9 Bk s /2 T T
VERRBER X T KB FE 5 A 43 87, 607 6 W A5 2% i
"I,

Smit %" R JI] ARDRA J5 i BF5E T Cu 5 e X
TIEE YRR Z AR S, S5 R R W Cu T5 ¢
A R W 2 R I D O HL RO B
i kAR KA, (B2 Cu I5 P Xt & AL w1 £
VR A md . B A % SR Cd M Pb 5 4k
B - HE A Wy AT T OREVE K SF B ARDRA gy
fr, a5 80,5 mg kg_] Cd #1 500 mg kg_] Pb i3 4L
Xof b SR A W VR 2H AT — E S R B TR
(B AR 4 J X b B AR WA VR B 2 AR PR DA
FIER W .

1.2.2  CRumBREPE R B B 2 2514 (T-RFLP) T-

RLFP &%t B A5 () ARDRA $ A ) %8 A, 45 47 2o 7
[i] ARDRA 5 AR JEA AT A, JF A [ () J& 75 PCR 43¢
16S rRNA & P 93 F2 v, b — AN 51 9 1 9% 6 45
it PCR 77 4 22 B 1 P9 VDR AT 31 4k J5 L DNA
A A3 B, 38 2o SO 1 A5 B8 6 AR A0 i F B 18]
W T3 P A (BRI i 2 KW T RETS I & 4k
T WA THT AR B A /N 6 T A% BB ok B DD R
BES MG BOR 5 S 0 B B R AR H, T
RLFP 4 A BLAT 4347 85 18 P 72 4 1 52 P 4 L
2% SRR T S5 0 A5, T T A2 2 B TR ) 45 4 A H: A
FEECH R B A W B, (A2, T-RFLP £ A i
HE G A S B AR - BE (TRFs ) 78 %08 2 o A6 DC fid R
RE TG 1 M B AL E B K

Liu 28" 5 Je 8 T-RFLP $2 AR 57 H F 302k 4 B
VEOYHT R T T LB LS S PR BT BT L B R
], T-RFLP $ AR S TR0 IF LB A R A B & T
WA RIS SR Z YA 1 T B, Tom-Petersen
454 SR T-RFLP HORBFSE T 4 15 Y 1 38 v i 4 i
TEVESE MY 22 RE T, 45 SR T, 5 A0 VR 0 B 5 B
AR A - SE A R VE S5 K, I 6E S b A AR -
SR FT T LA B W i T 2% T2 0 19 2 R 7 A S
Kaplan f1 Kitts'' 5% ] T-RFLP 5 A& Xt 4 3 5 42 +
SR s 50 T TR O A W R T B S e AT TR A
52 HEAT AR 3 T, 15 Y 398 o B o i e TR
(ELTE RS 9 21 JE P9 I A 3 138 A8 48 5 TRFs 7R 4 3
v 240 T TR 7 405 A 1) 78 Ak 15 T I 9 A R 4 A AR
— 3, MR IRV S I ) TREs J5 81 35T L X S AT
Y, TE A PR ), AT 8 ( Flavobacterium) |
B B TR & ( Pseudomonas ) Sy 4 58 v i 1 34 i 2
KB T 6 52 U 300 I A o 32 /A8 18 U, 3 A 1
TRFs ¥ [ AR IE 2 Wi gk 55 5h 4 4 TRFs iU .
1.2.3 754k B B 8 i i 7k ( DGGE) DGGE J&
Y R ) S TR T D2 L K, T A3 4% T ik A [
AR AT BB L 51 22 519 DNA BB . 1E DGGE i
i T A A e R 3 94 A P ) (R 2 R T e )
oL UK PR TR B A AR I B IR P R ViR B R R A S il
P FI S AL S BT B 3 R (), oE 1 A R B A5
LAArEs % . DGGE B4 ¥E R4 i, B b il 43 %
— AP, BT DGGE H A7 W 4Rtk @
Ve T PRBE SR AL T FAE R Z MY
BTGB L ZAEME AN S S AT IR A 1 TR, Bz
T R 2R A AL BESE > BRI, %3
AR H KL H TH AR BB, W57 09 F B
/NC<Tkb) | 455 i 36 T 1) B DL % PCR 5 50 A0 5%
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Tu %™ % ] PCR-DGGE % A 43 M7 LB T #E A
Ye 2 £ E B 75 (PCBs) V5 e A4¢ M+ 38 53 7 v + 1
MRS Z R B . e M 48
HsEE 2 F 5 a3 rh & BLVF 2 3 1) DGGE 4%
LM 505 B L X & B, X B B B %A )
5 B BE K [ % 1 Actinobacteria , Chloroflexi L),
S Proteobacteria J& W15t AR ) H A 8w 14 [a) 5Pk, 42
JN AR AE 09 R AT 3 O A ) AR PR - S 0
IR G5 5 2 HEPE IR F IO A A K S
WM. kA% R A PCR-DGGE J5 %, B %8 1 +
ST W) B s 22 R R R A 2 T O P T o Ak 10 A
Y-AE IR A 1B 5 2 3005 J8 75 Y R IR e . 45
JERW7E B2 o b 52 6 B A - TR AR L TR - ik T
A5 8 S ik B vy, A S8 A0 TR T 20 R 0 2 RN 4
P T AN TRVRR B AR Ak, 4 B B 9 b ) OO0 35 B RRAIE
PESHT 53 0] 5 2 FR AT TR L A T i T R R B L
SEFh JE X PAHs (1) R fif 2% VAR 56

2 RGEEYEEARAET Y R RAEY
A TR 1

WEMIREIEAR B & — D E ARG, X B
PRI C &AW 2 N X TRUAEY T M
B OE PR B A W A A A R DG B ) RS R G
Tkt . RYUEY F (Systems biology ) J& fF 58 — 4>
AW RGP A o (FED] mRNA HE H A )
(AR I, LA R T R 2 25 10 T 3 8 2 45 [R) (9 A . G
F 030 b TR A ) 2 T RO TR E R R
T AR Dh e R AAT 2R REEYE
8 BIF 9 A0 975 5 IR 2 2 B S 2 % R B A 2 AR
S 2 AHEAE 4 R B2 27 55 AT 53 i A A
T A E BB L2, £ DNA mRNA (& H
JoT AR 7 ) 7K - 4G T S ) 4% b A3 O BT
e, T WA IR R S 2 R R
2 DL ARG A 2 a3 JUAS 2% 2 2 R | B
L AR5 B - PR SR S T Re i v o
2.1 RERAZ

F 1991 4F Pace 1 U4 Hi 2145 1k DX 20 27 A A
FEAERAEAL 2 1 5% — >3l i 5 B PR BE A A b DNA
V1R Wk T AR ST SR, AT O A B 6 TR 4 2 (o R B 2R
) 1 55 B A 4H %% ( Microbial Environmental Genom-
ics) , Z RN 2= JUR R 4H = (Metagenomics ) , 4= 2%
FLH 4H % (Ecogenomics ) ) AT — HZ 3 &2

Fet,

LA — AR T A AL E R
T TA B | D TR R R R R e R DR
Flo - HEFE P 4 2 () IF 9 DA 3 TR A 2 2 R K HE
FCFZARR P AL 46 N HE b SR HL DNA Jf s
RS- RUNC IR LSRN R P R g o s vale
e e DR 2] SC R I 6 A5 B 1R S HE AT A A A O
PO T R 2 W R T OO & A 4
PO BN R 5 5 0 B AR ) R R O 0 T A A ) T Pk
VIR Y BE L o ARk, R RN A 2= R IE
BB E R AL Tl B A BE 2 e YR R A R A
BT, Horp, 177 F D A 2 R A IR BE AR P
75 e 06 52 45880 1) 97 ) 3 40 455 A4 5 1 2 — S 42
i 15 Y Wy bk A SE DR D BB TR bR, AT AE B R —
JE T BT AR W R OB 2 RE M, NS0 R OF A 3 B
filtRe"

Sul 2% R 22 2 K 21 2% 5 DNA Fa 5 ok [
REAniC S G W7k, 32 PCBs 15 QL i LAY h
it HA PCBs [ fif D RE 1Y 1 35 528 W) B 006 O I fi
S o Y E TR h 3 AT 9 C-16S TRNA
PR S R B, DU W v 08 L S B AE W VR R S B
T T R {1 B B 5 () Fisf X6 C-DINA H g 5 B XU 42
it 56 K 647 PCR 47 3 I 44 1 2 JE DRV A SO Bl /s A
T SC IR v 43 531 07 32 1) A 4L 5 S R A1 PR T B-356 T
PR DA B LT BR B RHAL B R AT 25 40 1 TR ) B 2R 3L
T4 bph AE BE 7% . BFREAS R8s R 2 8k
IR BRI 0 AN T AR S G A T R SR (H A SR
v 5 056 2R AR F A O 1) B A g 3 PR O A o A
TE/ o

Liang 4™ % JI 4T GeoChip % PR H ) + ¢
FHERH AR, T ok A 3 T A A [ i B Y
Z A MTE G 4 i R A R 45 R S 1) Re gk A
M. WSS A R, 9 A W BV Y B A
SR TS 500 0 o B 5 A A OGRS A2
5 Y ()3 A 4 v X R A I B R R A ML R
i R DAL JHL v DU s R 5 e ) R T A AR XU A il
FERFE s o B B 45 R R B, R [R) Il 4
Herh Dy Be A W0 0 43 A 5 20 B b R B AR M BT,
AMTE Y AR S R R AR E DR
+ 4 pH SEHR R AL, X —25 /X Vs Y 5T
TSR ST e A B E LR X, IR
A S G R A e B PR AR B AR B .

2.2 RERAEF
1994 4F | W K FI W7 2+ ¥ Wilkins F1 Willhams $2
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T8 F B2 (Proteome ) 1 HE &, B — A 2k B4 20
FIRMW A R AT, 3040 i L 412 SRBL AR 7E 4 B
23T 2235 1 A3 11 i, 2004 4F | Rodri-guez-
Valera AR 4 72 36 A 4l 22 (9 M & g2 1 T 2 8 1 4l
(Metaproteome , B FRICHE H BT 2H 2% ) , $5 561 & 1
HEIRETE R A AR IR AR B R
HE DR 27 R TR 5l A= W Pl e 45 4 R AR S A 55 T g
I 5 v RS AR KA B G B o A, 2 Tt B
ok i T Y AEAE R R SR A Y B A R R
PEFNEE 1 B A ] 55 LI, 52 A R B R A T BR B
TACAE W 5 TR Sk R 3k M LT 8 O AN B Gl o % gk
PR 2 2% I B 58 A5 B 48 78 Tk AR A5 8 A 1 2 AR 3
B PR R B WY R R 4 0 R A
TAXA B v, B BE 8 A ) A D Bt L 2R R A
FE AEXF = B R EE T RS RS, B A T g
FE RS O 8k X 2 A O G N M R R
(8, AT DA ATk — 25 A TR A R 85 75 G 3 2%
PFF A B A A R L SR, ) B 1 R 4
SR ST S AR B A W) AR T IE AE A — 8 1 PR,
i) 40 BB R S B A A B, H T IR R S
— W EARIBOT . ER RSB B E A,
anfy e iR L AE AR S IR BE P B Dy e Bh S R AR
TR EZ —

Singleton 451 5% I 22 4K [ IR 41 2 10 7 15 L8R
MRTWIG R LIER A RS LIEE A RRX
MmNy . ST ZE R R, Z s ey g, + 1R
SR i AR T R 3205 Y iy X IR SDS-PAGE
HL K o0 M 2 B, 64 15 Y 18 B B AR AR R NSy
FREAMRE, ERmBETES HEMEY S
BB FRMEEA (NS EmEA) . 1k,
S A Y ik A L, 2 B T AL 2R B R AR AR
- AR W A S T e b T R TR A

Li %) % B SDS-PAGE , 2D-PAGE . MALDI-
TOF-MS 253 AR, K [ 57 2 27 7K F 1) B 1 40 T 1/
16 52 A ) ¥ M 7 7 X A W i R RR 5 i A Y )
THLEE ., WFR S A 3R W, T N A 55 3 1 d6f ] R e
30 B, Y RE 6% 5 3 — 2L ) BE A 1 (AN AR AR E
AR 5 T Rk 5 B AR L ae A
P 2 B RE AR U 5 A M R R R A B s SR G
) W22 73R GE (A K 2L 2 1 AE PR 30 B A 2
Cu B T AL AR LM
2.3 RifAZ

R 4H 2% ( Metabolomics ) HE A= 2 AR #] 10 4F,
B Fe AR 5 M E, 92 N R A W AR R — A

AN o B B A 2 SRR A, T fE AR
DL T AR AF 50 B DR A e s 2l DA R A 2 ) B8 5
F AU Z (B YOG A 5 1040 M P 1 4 AR AR ) B B T
S N S e o R A 7 N U A N R
(Metabolome ) f) # & F Bt it 267 o )5 2L BF 5% 3
T AR L BE N 45 5E B AR W) R A A E B 2R
PTG R B AT e A o AU A B o3
Je R —A A ) F g b BT A R AR 1 R A )
R 4TI Y M A R SE 2 Al I T AR R
F 2 B 3 5, H A P 6 A2 B i
IF] B4 25 Ak R BT 5 2 W 1k R AR i e

AL 27 3 B b, 6 T AN [6) 26 20 A9 A3 ™ 4,
TEAE ZER A [ B 20 B O vk EATIIE5E o FL R, AU
Yoo 2% 58w R L1406 3% vk (IR) | #% 1 3t ik
(NMR) \FTi% (MS) | & %8O8 A 6,3% (HPLC) DL K 4%
Rl R A FB K, 0 GC-MS HI LC-MS 3K 43 47 #F 55 1%
T o 2 B L B R S DR 4 A T I
PG HUE D) 98 3, AU 2 27 0 8 T i 3
TR AR 25 W RIE 5T U b, T R S8 I A W i s
ZREVE SR R ST RER R

A YR e 1 B AR S e R R R,
AT 5 Je W 7E UE W iR A iR A2 4 A Bl
T AT AG A= Wy e gk 149 25 01, AT 52 390 PR 38 v 288
(9 W16 52 o Luan 255 ) AT G AR G80CRE AT 2 AL 3
AR5 GC-MS I H] 6] iy I 5 2 Ff PAHs L3 7 9 1)
Gy BT 5 TR R T AN TR R ORE B i PAHSs Y I A AL
A W 3h ) 2 A S AT ST . DN B — TR R AR
B B RE Y B % ik b LA R T A DY ] RS D 21 PAHSs
Z M B R AL I XA AL S HTT 3R AL 9, K 2
it PAHs [ fiff 3o A vh #7178 52 2% i AQI ) 3l ) 2 i
(RS BURTI P ok A sk 7/ N Dl ARSI RO o
R TG KE B SR B A PAHS /Y B i
BLI . Mckelvie 45 R JH B 36 4R Al GC-MS 45 44
ARGWFFE T A7 o HOR T G b vp 2 i sl A 43S 20
S AL o BE ST A SRR BT, DDT R FF 5 85
& PRI i A 7 ) 2 2 e R RN T R 1Y
Pl kA8l . MR R A H A BRI Lo 1,501
F, AT VE R 13252 DDT MR SHi5 e Vs 78 4= 4
EY .

Fa S P R Z R M $2 AR (Stable isotope probing,
SIP) Je: T ] Jh Ji e ok i 7 A 5 P [l (0 AR L R 5
T AW DT A S A A 2 BT BOR . SIP £
AR B A 5t HURI R AR B 2 Ay < B R B R R R TR
SE P [F) 0 28 B 0 B0 B BT v, 3 6 R b A T Y i
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THCEE ) B 0% LA 5 o 0 S ) 6 26 A gk VB e
VAT AR F W L A SR K, R
F) R P ) 457 2% 0l W e Wl Ak itk A BUZE IR N, 2 5
e 5 ) AN R R (DNA R RNA) K2 5 N G 17 7R
(PLFA) 25 iy 45 i, i 2o 4R 3L 23 5 L Ak L 43 47 3 2
T s P R TR 37 22 A 9 A A 7, AT
W FRBE B A W 5 T e 4 A R R, LU IR R
[F) B 55 v B 8 2 0 T R % G T 2 45 4R i A R E
Wy R AL 2 5 B AR

TERFSE 4 PAHs fl PCBs 245 K135 e Wy i 2k
) e f g 3k AR R (0 STP 5 AR AT LA HE B T et
R T HEEREE WS (A ) B 5 T A LTS
W, L % T2 4 ) 5 2 0 R A D 2 a0 e 5% e A
BLIG Yy A Wy e e st R i 70 ERIT, STP R A
T B 3 B A AL A - C AR e A L K Bk
WITE B 35 2 A2 T REAE 7R 9 28 U KUK o e T Y
— 2 SIP fF 5% £ 3 1 6 1 B 3% 4 1 A0 4y B B R L
S 5 I ) 45 T Bk R b R R R R R B R
SIP 4 AR AE i 75 R A B 97 0 A= (R ) 1
o D BEFE DN (75 Yo Wy I A R TR ) 119 0 6 2R A AR i
AR MBI TT R 1 2 4 D5 T A AE B9 BRI R AL
PO YR A EYBE MR PSSR
(9 157 1

3 WIREE

SRR BACE ) BOR B TR R R, N2 XS
FASNRBEC A TIRKI D B84
MEBEEFE M ARV, o5 W5 BN
AR W K B FLAE M G A 25 R B B AR
Yo WH S B L AT 8 AR SR I 5T 1 HOR
JRr BRI T TG Y AR S B R R, O R U
YRtk ot SR O T T A R TR
R AT —Fh 20 1 A2 W A BOR 394 HRR A 1 18 R
HR BRI, £ 75 G AR 25 24 B BIF 58, 00 AR 3 B Al 1)
N TR P 32 96 R 958 3R i O 3 Y O L R AN BT IR R
AN TRIEE A IR 5 (o, o8 45 b D7 9 2 AR 22 1) A B b
Fe A HE ELIE

BEAh, B N 6 3 DAL P A 9 58 G, AT
X A il e F S B AR R RS B Tk AT Y ) g L
AR R IR A AR A R A A A B
Joo MBI S5 R RS, BRI 2 5
BEERSE R DNA BO5 B, 78 8 11 B2 2 vl LS i 52
PR BT PRI RE A9 15 8, 75 AU 4 24 32 it de Jm /9

PR AW W B RS B SR, A I 4l
ST IR RN S e R SR T vk Y kR AR il
AR A 4L B BB 2 A ) B A7 A 48 A )
SR Z TR Y S AR R T AR K Y IR X
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APPLICATIONS OF MOLECULAR AND SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGICAL TECHNOLOGIES
INPOLLUTED SOIL MICROBIAL ECOLOGY RESEARCHES

Tu Chen' Luo Yongming'?" Ma Luyao® Zhang Haibo' Teng Ying® Li Zhengao’
(1 Key Laboratory of Coastal Zone Environmental Processes, Yantai Institute of Coastal Zone Research, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Yantai, Shandong 264003, China)

(2 Key Laboratory of Soil Environment and Pollution Remediation , Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210008, China)

Abstract This paper reviews the current applications of molecular and systematic biological technologies in polluted
soil microbial ecology researches. These approaches include nucleic acid hybridization, DNA fingerprints, metagenomics,
metaproteome and metabolomics. The mechanisms, applications, advantages and limitations of these approaches were dis-
cussed respectively, and the potential applications of these biological technologies were also discussed.
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