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B 2T H Y 16S rRNA X H E K 16S rDNA {3 15
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(P AL BL 22 BE AR Y R I B S I A IR E AR Y 2 R E A =, dbat 100193)

W A SCEON SR EEIR T 16S TRNA 76 40 g v i 3 A2 A1 A e si 20 A HG 4 1Kk P v ] 722 X5 < IX
07 B A [ of 6 v ) 9 DL R, — il , SOAERE R DF 9 2 b PCR 978%™ £ 19 16S tRNA 19 57 7 51
Stk I 1k s LU O B 2 (BRI TAE R ML nl 52 %5 FIAR 48 $2 R UL 16S vRNA S HIL 73  H A v B ST 45 2R 19

TR MR A B S
XK§EE: 16S tRNA; A AR X ; fR5FIX; T8 741
FESES: Q938 XERFRIZAD : A

BEE 701 W) 2 Ry AR 25 o i s R R il
TF AT 198 5 W58 A PO T 4% 2 1 15 97 5
5 RAEH T 1 MUH 8R4 7= 22 M3z AT
AT 8K B 0 B fige A0 A PR 38 2 T | BT R A RY
JUREEMTRE . o, BL16S rRNA Oy #L5p 1 BE 47 40
RGBT 5T 45 Bl R B8 0 10 B ) B 9
G AL RO, AR T K A R A R R
U R AR R o s A L
W K AR . HIR,16S rRNA 1 2 BF 52 ik
W BRI AE L ETY IR, R WA R 16S
rRNA {5 S LA S AR 25 A7 10 v 23 M I6F 1 f5 90 19
PCR 435 vf 252 5y 77 A5 1 [R) L B gk e 15 it 1) AH G 41
., ARSCK A E 16S TRNA (14 5 Atk 1R LU K 76 16S
rRNA A3 R A4 39 Hp ™ A= 6 [ a0 D Ak D 45 i o
T3 7 BE LU B i e B AR LR 2 i 2%, LU
T — 2 i g L 6 45 2R A A R LS

1 16S rRNA Fz 16S rDNA

1.1 16S rRNA 740 i 5 59 b s F0 4 A
W WA B A A R 3 T, e A H T B A 4l

HLTH . [HEK“973 Wi H” (2007CB109203)

X E %S :0001-6209 (2010) 01-0007-08

WS Z — o TEJEAZ A W) b A% R R R U R R
508 [ R 5L AT 2 200 308 19 /N WE 36 4 B, I
Hr i 508 K7 K fy 5S rRNA #123S rRNA 5 34 ff R
Ivi) {4 26 P 0 45 T 16S rRINA i 4 hy % 8 1R 19 &
B NS, 5 5541 21 FhAR (ALK 30S 1 A% A 1A
AN
1.2 16S rRNA 5 16S rDNA fJ £ &

16S rDNA #5 [ J& % K 4 b g 79 4% B 1R 168
rRNA 53 (X%} i () DNA JF 1], 52 16S rRNA 1y
b FE K ;16S rRNA 481942 16S rDNA 5 5% 7).
QAT TR, 168 rRNA JEAZ M A rf (1) — A~ 1 22 2 13
Gy o —MEAEAT F GE Ak 43 BT B X B o I B
FT 40T BE J5 25 48 53 BT B, BT 43 A7 0 X 42 4B 0 168
rDNA, K}y DNA $2BU%5 5, B e e deoae , (AT
S ERREE L, 16S rRNA Ski#FfT R, fERH
41 I-,16S rRNA L[4 5 55 rRNA F1 23S rRNA [ 4%
FI 2 A% 56 DR 41 0 — A % 5% pooe, JE TR 5% 5. 168
rRNA 15 23S rRNA 2 [ii] # ] i tRNA,5S rRNA J5 [fi
R t(RNA (& 1),
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Transcription proceeds in this direction

B 1 16S rRNA 5 5S rRNA #123S rRNA FHE FR—#FRE T
Fig. 1 16S rRNA,5S rRNA and 23S rRNA consist of the same transcription unit.

1.3 16S rRNA WA ZEX 5RFX
1.3.1 16S rRNA A 28 [X 5 ff 5 X {43 i : 168
rRNA KL 1542 bp, i 9 A ] 42 XA 10 4> f
S DA, HE b DR ST XS e T A W W R ] Y 5 2 G
F M0 A] 72 X0 % B 4 b ] ) 22 57 . Ashelford 45 R
I Pintail 4%t RDP $ 48 7 b 9 4383 A4 7 16
rRNA 1 FF 5 3547 HxF 20, A5 3 7 — 245 4 vh i
16S rRNA K K 9 PA[AE X 5 10 457 X 1)
Sy i
Chakravorty 4 A W38 1 % 110 Ff 20 581 0. 15 B L

PRI 58 AR 958 45 i S R R DA L S — SR B
AP 16S xRNA J¥ 51 1 L X434, 8 2 1 9 AWl
A R AL E A BE (52 1), I HLAR A R A8 AT 22 X

T A AN ) R A S T Hoh, VI KE A 4
B Il 4% BR R ( Streptococeus ) , V3 X T L 43 25 % 5
KX, Vo XN A] LR 43 85 % 3 Bk s v 4 14
(Enterobacteriaceae) . 3% 75 K W ( Escherichia) . 735 %
QA ( Shigella ) FYH 1] K ( Salmonella) VL Ah ) R
O3 AR T AE SE BRIV, V8 XA S Ve XK G
N V2.V4 V5 VT VO NI T )% 91 48 5 72 1 4%
5t DS AS SR 5 FH T B 7 20 BT R 400 B 0
%1 16S rRNA AT X % 165 rRNA EF FH L B

Table 1  Position of the variable regions in 16S rRNA

Variable regions Position/bp Length/bp
Vi1 69 -99 31

V2 137 -242 106

V3 433 -497 65

V4 576 - 682 107

V5 822 - 879 58

A 986 — 1043 58

V7 1117 - 1173 57

V8 1243 - 1294 52

V9 1435 - 1465 31

1.3.2 16S rRNA [ g0 45Ky Je B 9\ o0 19 5 D1 %K

e 0@ TS ASE BRI ol

rRNA J5 41 1 347 TR AT ST 38 2o % oK 5 40 7 168

rRNA JP 4 [A] J5 4 HL 8, 75 4 T 168 rRNA (1) 4%
ik B . 16S rRNA HAF RS I a5, - B &
A 3 9 DR S DR AT AR X 33Xk I ok 1 &R G it AR A
GERBETE S5 23 T 43 F /K F 3R AE T RIS SE R
BEAN , AN 5] 40 18 P9 & A7 19 16S tRNA #: 9\t 5
DUER AR K, HET M pF R 45 R s , N 1 - 15 A
H(F2) o AXMEHXTRIEHA T ITF NI = 42
WAT B ( Bacillus thuringiensis serovar konkukian str.
97 - 27,NC_005957 # Bacillus thuringiensis str. Al
Hakam ,NC _ 008600 ) 3t [H 41 F¢ 51| 43 7 % B 1 16S
rRNA ¥ 0150k 14, R TR AY 40 1 A9 16S rRNA
FE R B4 DB AR A ] i EL YA AT ] 2 7 5 168
rRNA LD 45 DUEOR OC . — ik, 16S rRNA K
PRl 4 DL B0 B ol A KT % TR . SR TE 168
rRNA 00 2 592 DL A 4 3 b, e W28 3] 1 5 18
i A AR g B 20 o X I 16S TRNA 3 K] () 4%
B A B H RS E KB R E
Klappenbach 7 #f 5% i % Pi, 16S rRNA % [H {1 #% I
H5 20 v R 32 R BB B b R O 5 TT R A B
PP A, MNP AR A ERES
4 85 75 5 1 BB 0% DR A K 1 41 B8 AP 2K R, 16S TRNA
LR (B DB 35 R 5.5 A T A K 28 18 1 40 T R
2, 16S rRNA LR 48 DA 40 1.4 4>, Ik
Gh, B £ B R A B RO 2, 4-
Dichlorophenoxyacetic acid (2, 4- 2 E I 21,2,
4-D) J5, LIERRENS AR 2, 4-D 40 R ECRE 2 N
PFPRE % AN TE 1Y 16S rRNA JE A 14 $% U1 507 35
N5 4 AT ARAE 2, 4-D Ab T 4 58 b {4 T R
HEAG 16S TRNA ] 945 DUROF- 240 2.7 A2 ix
— UL, 16S rRNA K &5 #5 DU A 4, %
PR35 v a0 R A4 78 Ak RE % TR AR HY R D E
Mo AT, 16S tRNA 840 B A9 A 77 i e vl 2
MCE AR - B Se 02 R 2 500 00 T 4 o R AR KO A

g WE&TH@W VIR BE 18
EAE
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2 AEHAEDH 16S rRNA # N#
Table 2 Variability of copy numbers of 16S rRNA in

different bacteria

The copy numbers

of 16S rRNA Example Reference
1 Bradyrhizobium japonicum [11]

2 Helicobacter pylori [12]

3 Dichelobacter nodosus [13]

4 Neisseria menigitidis [14]

6 Lactococcus lactis [15]

7 Escherichia coli [16]

8 Vibrio cholerae [17]

10 Bacillus subtilis [18]

14 Bacillus thuringiensis This review
15 Clostridium paradoxum [19]

2 16S rRNA 5 £ 3t th Rk K
IR 5 B 4 M B R

20 fH g 70 AE AR, 36 B B OR] O B K 2
Woese 5 A K 2 it A= 9 A H A A= 9 E 47 16S Al
18S rRNA (% BR MY , IF Lb ¢ [ P M 7K F, 48 1
TELZD) B, NI B E T rRNA 7E4H1H R 4
HEAK T B T A, rRNA EE 5 B AT AR AR 2 4h
Sl R o SR
2.1 J£BEY 16S rRNA #1743t L 70 R 58 5 K0

6,168 rRNA 3 7 7E T — VI 4% A= ) 40
P9, AR B R SCfE S, B AT e AR A
e B A TG & HR, S i 16S rRNA (%) 5L A R
16S rDNA 4383 28 , dE 5 & 57, 76 48 i i & 2 8%
B2 AN R RNA S5 1Y) 80% 1 HLAE 5 $2 1L
IEAh,5S rRNA [ 4K 3L R 25 8 120 bp, Fi 4 & 115
B KD R R UAE R G #4640 #, 1 23S rRNA 1y
ERKIERLH 2.9 kb, 43+ W AW K, IF Ho o 5L A8
SRR 16S rRNA PR, XF T X 43 5500 26 4% 06 &
RPN GE F . 16S rRNA [ 4K FL [y 1542 bp,
srfEAMAMES, FEFEERKR, S THl. 446
DL E,16S rRNA 9 #F {6 B A B 4F ) I 4 1 Jot
LK 5T he I BA B0 Ok <7 Pk, e IR 168
rRNA JEAT A4 9 IR AL R R 4840 26 00F 58 22
2.2 BEE S 16S rRNA E F 16S rDNA 4k
L4718

TELL 16S rRNA S #EAR 43 0 B 7% 45 14 0T 5 i
53 R PR RG , —FP o AEREE (Y 5 DNA i 29 44
16S rRNA (1) & & FE A, F 45 & oA 7 i i — 20 o

polymorphism, T-RFLP) 73 #r | BR i Jr Bt < B 2 &1k
(restriction fragment length polymorphism , RFLP) 43 #7
My K E £ A& M (amplified fragment length
polymorphism, AFLP ) /> #1 % ; 5 — b & F| F§ 16S
rRNA A B — g Al 8 X, 40 98 ol I L 4 52
(fluorescence in situ hybridization , FISH ) 43 # R AR 4%
16S rRNA rh At — 455 TSR TR IR, 15 5 26
i 5 DNA BEAT 2R 52, 83 15 5697 1Y 16S rRNA i 5
—FfE AR X, AR R 45 S R MR R BE R R UK
(DGGE) , ik — 28 X% #5558 b 1% B 7% 45 0 20l 17 o3
Bro SRIMJCIS A& B3 PCR ¥4 16S rRNA &K 3t
,i5 % PCR-RFLP, PCR-DGGE 4§#H 454, 7 PCR
I B S A AL 4 ik B AR A ( Chimera ) |
SR XUEE (Heteroduplex ) , 58 728 (5, 58 28 Fl ik 2Kk 5%
A8 ) R B R R B 5 22 0 o3 B 4 R 52 e G 45
SR VR P RN B S . R TR £ X E AR PCR G R
H R IR 6 i 22 TS BOR0  E H B H X
it AR A A 28

2.2.1 #& 3 (Chimera) : Chimera H 758 4 8K
e A £, 1A T A RIS 2 A E S Ik
g H — G BY. A% %, Chimera
PR AR, 48 ROk A N RIS R 0 AR W 4y Al
LS B T — &N — AR EE YAR
FELL 16SrRNA Sy I8 53 1 Y 4 v 45 4 230 A o, 29 LATR
4 DNA AR HEFT PCR 9734, #% 5 7= 7k chimera, {H
Wl LUl L I A PCR R 2 ORI 2% 1R 3 47 AR A
HEARL

(1) i G H P LB

£ PCR Jz i i B v, Chimera [ JE Jili 02 1 T 4
ARSE R A T A SE B3 72 W), 3 SE R ¢ 5%
P3G WAE T — R i 9 SR B b, 5 7 S AR T Y
HC Al R PR AR K, Ak 2 S i ) — oA AR 1 e 41 T
FEI A —Fh 25 B9 DNA FBe(K 2)

1989 4£, Shuldiner 7& #ff 5% 9F W] JX #&  Xenopus
laevis E 55 AL B 2 A i BE 8B 2R J5UE ]I, o Rk B
chimera, 7E PCR F=¥h B T 4651 T BA0 11 i
i 55 RS AL 3R B A S v Sy 1R IR A 2R [
173" % > 10 Y iR 15y 2% Rt Ak A a5 "o O 11 284 iy
il 85 2R J AR 3" el T i R 0 2k R 4 A 1
ZeAT BN iR K, chimera SN 2 /D A7 1 Fi
e A [R] 2 R 38 40 P 91 20 B . 7E I ok H B Ak
HIREVE T IS, 1% AN, Choi 25 78 3 1 L 16S rRNA

b 1 oy e A A R T | TR R 1 IR EPLI 0B it A 168 i, (0.

BK B £ A P (terminal restriction fragment length

PAEAEA 8. 6% [ chimera 551> ; Meyerhans % 1E
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AARNA_ A ANNAL

‘ PCR

AAMNAL  AANNAL
AN AN

‘ PCR
AAMNA. ~ANNAL
AR AN SV

‘PCR
AAMNAL AARN\A_

AP mWIWNRe (IS

B2 HEERMNEANEREE

Fig.2  The formation of chimera.

X2 AR HIV-1 1 tar FE R 34T AIF 55 IR A 4G 00
)T 5.4% 1y chimera £ [H!, Brakenhoff 7E %t A
2 y-dt R MR BR 1 JE R R (y-crystallin gene
family ) AH 5C 5& DA A9 % S AF5E I, 73 2] T chimera
cDNA Fope™  oh, 16 Ho At 4 U 5% bt #5 4y
B A& BLEITE PCR 9 1Y th A7 7E chimera BYEL 4

(2) /b Chimera J& B 145 1t

TEIE 2 PCR 3§74 16S rRNA 2K IR IF45 5 i
JEDN T 73 Bt OF 50 ¢ 5 B0 35 v 1 B 7 45 M I, il T
chimera () T4, FES5 R i 8 A AR A PR AR AR
PR 200 T b S, AT 52 WD 235 R 9 o 1, T U 4
R 22 o R AE H A2 LAY 16S rRNA ¢
i E 1 (RDP, GenBank ,EMBL 28) & A — E /&1
FIRTA . TEARZ 5 b & 3 T 16S rRNA (1 {i%
BFEH TN N BRI H NI T KR R il
FEOF5E, LA de KRR B2 by 3 AR A 980 /D chimera (1 7
A= S HAR S X chimera (486 B A0 A
Hugenholtz 25 A\ fii FJ partial treeing analysis, % &\
(7 16S rRNA £ 4 PR BEAT A I, A L& A7 21 TN
TN 18 AN 2 [ Fp 2 I R 1Y chimera J5 5170 i
Ashelford % A L) Pintail X 4 i ) RDP %4 )2 1)
€A 16S rRNA HEA7 40 Hr i, 3102 ik — 20 R Bl &
SEAfTE, 7E 20 AN ELA 16S tRNA ZE/AH 1 ke 5
W F 5 BIAE IEH# #9 16S tRNA it & i3t 5% 19 5%
LA HiP chimera 54 T 64.3% L e H 3T
BOfE 2009 47 A 28 HEH A A RDP 10. 13 %%
PEJE (http://1dp. cme. msu. edu) ff & H 1 1,049,
433 4~ 16S rRNA EH 52,472 4~ R E W, m
chimera Y% 33,740 4> At o4 A H

TE S PR (4 A 58 A v o 200 SR SBORH 07 45 il d5c K B2 2
i FEAR AN 2> chimera [ 7= A= DUBA PR 30 56 45 2R 19
YHE A P R LS

(1) R & i 7 DNA BLAR (19 56 % Pk, By 1k H R
fi# o Paabo iz , DNA 7E 52 |15 U1 5% S 2k 4 55 | il it
SRR 75 IR R A S LS (W B A S, chimera 7 2 f 431 %8
AT EF, I RS S DNA 2B R h R = SR B
AT BRAE AN EE F AR 20 LU R £F DNA 9 58
B B 1k HiFE AR 0 . Liesack HLiRiE , 34 LI 4 T
O 4 -6 kb (1 W Fh RS 0E R T IR &5 DNA 1T
PCR " 381 , chimera 9 B0 KR E I+ 5

(2) SE < AE A N (], fe R 3 ORIE S i (1Y
11 R 58 B AE il , 75 3 58 8 ) H 1Y B . Wang 5%
fizil , PCR 4 4% rfv (9 4 ff1 B5F (] BN 2 min 3§ 0 % 5
min , chimera F{% B T 43 B0 A BT Ao A 2R
SIE A s ) 8 2 JROR ) 6.7 A% U chimera (1) 1 B AR R
R 2.7 %5 o

(3) I DY B H . chimera JE )i 1Y 45 & 5 PCR
B AT PR AR TE AR 5C , 7E LA— X [R) PR A Al 2R 47 9
4,10 NPEERFN 20 A9 PR 7 A2 B chimer ' 43 [ 43
WK 4. 8% F120.9%

(4) P9 50 Hr 22 B chimera,

DA 2 R B2 b s it S o B IR i 4 /E PCR
i B 4 Chimera, IS A FE#E A LR — A5 19 43
B e, FRAT AT LA o — o A o A5 3 B I 45 R g
I E 7 Mr , 2B chimera J# 41, 1 E 47 58 2l a4
G3ATT IXAE N PCR 5 3 — 25 PR UE 1 45 5 0 o M 7
B, DUR TS E AT B AT, 7 (8 52 1

Chimera _ Check""’ . Bellerophonm] . Pintail"™®’ .
Ceode" ™" 3573 1 i3k £6 55 {36 I 5% S 141 ) 37 0 A7 3%
FRAN G 2, ST e R H Ay chimera J7 51

Zr L g 7 B AR 0yl 5 6 55 b, 2N PCR 3
L R LRI N5 bzl =l S JEZI 3 o /D' N7 N W ol 2 1§
chimera 2 B it FAT 200 25 B chimera , 3X # 4 fig
e AR b £ I S 16 5 L ) o R LS
2.2.2 5 AUEE (Heteroduplex ) : 57 Y5 XUHE /2 45 K
AN ) 55 BRL A 5 2% DNA BAEE IR B B0 4 6 XLEE o
Y5 chimera F2EL, 7E LR & DNA N Bz i) PCR 4"
W 22 5y A (A A AT DR AR IR

(1) 5 U5 0UEE 1) T2 i HL 2

TELLIR & DNA N #if iy PCR & 154K & b, i
LUE/R kG ET [N - SN Y S N (|

P ) S HB PRV [l T SRR M | R BT . 5 WA X0 G i Bk Bt .

MESE L R RDP K4 )2 19 2 % {6, BT L1, 36T

S, 7R AR ki R o, OB IH AR AR 5 51 R ki LR
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KRR BEAR, B MR 22 8] AR BBy JL R R 38, (6]
P5E B BB AR 2 T B A DGR KB R S RO
(K 2),

1989 4, Nagamine 55 AFEMT 5T & Bl 1) o 5 ik
mYfin Z£H M R T heteroduplex ¥ % , 7¢ H
SR VA T Mg 5 G v Dk ARG 7 48 T /N Bl mYin BE ] |
W RT3 Zfy-1 R Zfy-2 i B, LK BT 1 BR T
2 R HBYSRAT Zfy-1 M Zfy-2 Z5h 36 & A % 2
BB 5 Hh 2 G554, 22 Zfy-1 Rl Zfy-2 A
B KIE LR 5 PR A A AUEE . Ak, Ruano S5 4L DL 5
RELEFY b —B 5 HOX2B FERIAHC F Begdiar 1
heteroduplex wy kR gE

AN VRN

l PCR
Anmhnlﬁwynnva¢V\
ANNVANRA '\ﬂg)"\ VN MW

N\ AN

Homoduplex Homoduplex Homoduplex

B3 RENENEANEREE

Fig.3  The formation of heteroduplex.

(2) BEAK heteroduplex J& Ji i 4 Jiti

FEF 5% B8 AR5 A PR 05 v 4 Bl A ) B T A R B L
BT L DNA g BiA , 64T 16S rRNA S 41 v
)4 T I 25 3R B . SRS O R AL Y 16S
rRNA AR 22 (8] BB KB i — 76 3 28 A AR A
ANTEAE ) SRR o i SR A W0 F B, 43 50 5 i A
3 AT O Tt s A8 B 2 ORI S5 R R EE R
iAW SR I BT SR, W) — A v B A 23 b R )
(8 3 P8, AT 552 i) 3 6 95 SR 17 S P RO A
B2, 78 SE PR 0 R 56 3 B v T LA GE 33 2> PCR R
A8 B 5 el AR R IR BE 8 B buffer ¥k EE 1Y
T 14 FH 4t % 45 it 980 /0 heteroduplex B JE B, Mark
SEWTIE A B, heteroduplex Y JE AR K2 B2 | B T
PCR S B934 26 . PCR J i buffer ¥ B 42 i —
AR Mg W BE R4 1.5 mmol/L R85 5 1) e Ji

M 0.5 pmol/L i FE 1.0 pmol/L; iE K iR E
61°C ML Z 55°C ; ¥ AP Kk 25 Bk = 20, 7E LA
B 4 AN B SR T R DR I S AR A S L R
FHH b B AR AT — A S 2 4L, heteroduplex 1 T8 1 4L
T R T2 DU R 2R R T PCROS AR
Z i, heteroduplex 9 JF B i 35 AT,

WAk, Thompson ib 418 1 — AT Z A7 00 2 B
heteroduplex f) ## jiti—reconditioning PCR'*! . B AE
PCR " # Z2J5 , LA 10 %55 B 1 5 52 PCR 7™ ) 0 5L
B, SR 5 #5 LAAH [A] Y PCR 9735 2500 2647 3 DGR Y
F-¥" ¥ —reconditioning PCR , heteroduplex [y & 7] [%
B R 1750, HeAh, & 4% PCR ™ ¥ 19 # B
&, heteroduplex 9 25 R 88 5 B4, {H 76 B AR 52 56 b
U B 2 SRR 7 e R S S 1 B ], O 8 B — A~
A I8 R R
2.2.3 R7E(Mutation) : DNA [ B i 52 i AR SM
PCR ¥ 1 th AR AF A — E MR R, TERET 7>
Frit PCR 48 v, 52 0 S92 56 45 SR 19 32 B A0 48 s R 72
IR AR RAZ

(1) JRAE

1 PCR 9" 1Y 52 W P A7 16 A — o HE 3 A9 5 TC
Z X% DNA RE B A R IE . IELER AT R
%TM%A%mﬁm$ﬁ26xm”—3xm”z
I‘T L rTih DNA B A A RS IEAE R K2 1.4 X

JFEXT?/EE@VE(% PER) DNA 55k 33,
/E:ﬁ 3"~ 5"AMUI S R Y Pfu DNA S5 i 14 5t A
FMFEAR T 10 5220 1.6 x 107 Wbyt F
3, % F 4K R 1542 bp % 16S rRNA J: 4 16S rDNA
Y 22 S DAL, $ 2 0.3%
OERPSFER-Y: S

(2) BrJe 5848 (deletion mutation)

1 PCR SR, A RS BLA B B R4 A
SRR ORBEAR LY G W b A A R R
AR AR I R AT, 16S rRNA B R ) — e 4%
Y S T R SR T 16S TRNA 7R B g 4%
*’Jﬁ'ﬁgliﬁﬁlﬂ @, Chou 45 2 1 #£ PCR 2 b i A
DNA 555 25 45 3 1 802 fl ] Processivity {5 T Taq
i) DNA B4 ™ . Wi point mutation JE B 5
Jot A, 455 I AT ASE A vie B2 Rl /D PR AR . Qi 55 AT
T PCR S i v, 5 b B AR 19 & B2 1 10 ng [ % 100
pg M, 228 UMLK 17. 3% AR 10.5% o AR

? ( point mutation)

vﬁ%%‘&*ﬁl%ﬂﬁil}h Pfu 55 DNA 55 fiff 50K R FCPERE 1 85000, (EUR 9T RE AR 8022 0 DATR] — 3R B2 8 DNA Sy Bidiz, Pfu Fl Tag

BL, B4R 9B TR 7 2 BT R L ) DNA B A

iFpARFRAIR Bk o ol 0 o e i P e PR R E a .
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b 3R AT ABE A e 22 AR /> 798 P K RE 68 AR 2 R 1Y
ER T BRAh IR FREAY R At E 0% — o R
D RABHY
3 k¥

16S rRNA PR 43 H7 & H A DR AR R 40 1# 5
Ze Tl R A UL KR RE B B R T 45 R A b 2 A
AR A A 7 T, 3 S R T 3R A A% 1R A
FORAEFEXF [ 4R PR 58 v i A= ) b 28 TR 19 Kk
PURIBIE 58 A5 LA 2 PR i e o i SR AN BE A AR
R B BR PCR i A5 v 7 A 1Y 5 5 91, 300 23 % 40 T
R 2 A R A R R 1 R e T AL RS LA R X R E A
bWy R Z AR A R

AR A, %ﬁéﬁﬂ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ?{ﬁﬁﬂzu 16S rRNA
XF G, 0 SRR SE 1Y PR 58 2R 48 2R AT 00F 58 F0 03 B O 0
AR 2R 52 o ) AL Jm%\?’%@ﬁﬁlﬂzgﬁﬂl%%
FHE P A E Y 16S tDNA TE B S Y LA
SIMTAR AL, Tl e B G S0 AR W s P kD 1R
20 R P T o 3 H il T B I 0 A
T 452 /=55 B Y Nitrosomonas J& 1 Nitrospira J& W) £ &
TR it o Tl 25 A RE AR T RGBT L XM
S0 A 16S rDNA BE B SO, X 52 5 5 WA
F183 ) T G ik s Ak %9 IR 4 2 7 i 1 ol 35 U s £y
R i 1 IR 480 A= W M5 e 7 4 Y B A= 1 IX R 2 Lt AT
TXFE gy M. &5 R B o, 1R 9k i &b, y-
Proteobacteria W40 5 Desulfobacter postgatei Ft it i A&
Wy W3 B, 5 b Bl 258 Al 3 I ok S AT TR T RE 2 TE
TR0 P X v R 1 8 A 2 O S 10 PR A B
FEWE AN RN R, 168 rDNA 484 (0K 1 5 75 78 52
o 1] L ) 32 W v I Oy O B AR TR S A A R S B ) R
r i SR IBUH i 9 TR S A

T e U 45 K 0 22 R R R BRUZE W AR S R

IREERL 22 B 52 1 e f0RT AR, X T T R A W W
TR, T W ol 20 W e v 9 AR B 1 56 AR 4B s I VK A

¥4 5 Dy BE A 156 R N T FE T A W B T T B Y 1)
PP RA EEE X BALL16S rRNA JEH K
HETE S5 Ao SR A 4, N B AR B A
AT W E 0] 4 0, A WIIR AL, B 25 A A
Wifs 2] A B AR A . RE W, RATX B A
RN ZFE IR E i A, 7555
FY K ARl P L 16S vRNA 3 ] Sy 56 filh 4 4 7% 4%
ﬁﬁﬁﬂtﬁ%%ﬁm&ﬂ]%ﬁﬁﬂEﬁﬁﬁﬂf‘*‘f”ﬁtt%%i

FYR AL B LT T e S R
HEEEAMH

%% Sk
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Abstract : The purpose of this review was to offer reference for the study of community analysis in which 16S rRNA was
taken as target molecule. We summarized the information of 16S rRNA including its function in cells, transcription
organization, the position of variable regions and conserved regions, copies numbers of 16S rRNA gene, secondary
structure, some artifacts generated during PCR amplification and the solution to avoid the artifacts.
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