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Abstract: For health and disease, the gut microbial community of humans has received significant
attention from researchers. The application of 16S rRNA-based molecular technology enables re-
searchers to study the microbial composition in the gut ecosystem. Developments in “omics” ap-
proaches have made it possible to reveal the function of microbes in the gastrointestinal tract. In this
paper, combined with our own findings, we summarized advances in molecular ecology applied to
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Y B miE NAETE RS HUZEY), BT S 3L
TRAE PRI RS VIR G, oA e sk i B AR Y
MAYESRGE XU E W IX R Z 0 R EY S5
S iE EZ BB R T A B A EAE RN 2
F AR T RS R TR RN 32 2 TR AH B AS He fig
WY R E, e FAESE. R A
KO SRR, 768 18 R 58 ke 5 A
RN B s v i PR B AR | B
AE N 25 7 TR RPN RRUE B R T B Il i ik
AV, SRS PILAR N EREE AN AT i (9 2 B
5% o B IR ERME R S 5 58 U AR 18 72 56 1A
AHFFTITR] (European metagenomics of the human
intestinal tract, MetaHIT) {ERH, AN IE 40w
1A 30007 ANIER S AARFER B (249 15015
T 14 TR g T 240 TR R AR R 1 O R, T 53 1 1 24
TR AR T R, Wads . Wil . T Tl iE 40
W, FFACH 2 B L i, — MR A
1 K 2 8 W A ) ) e IEAE DGR , AR SORE X
H V38 1 SR W Sy 7 R S SR BOR e

—&iik.

1 BHEEEMEYRE

Oy T AT SR LS Y B I e
FES AR DR T T A A, BHE T A . T
FAE . ARSI AR . dRAhit, AZEGE T RvE
Yy i) A 107-10" 2 18], 2 1E A0 BRI
10750,

MY B i h i EENHAEY, T2
FEAS, BRI TR R IARY, AR iE
kR 99% I RE RIAR R F Al T, HrPAEAEZ1 000
P EE AR 2R, 353 A 7 Bacteroidetes Fl
Firmicutes , [fil Actinobacteria . Proteobacteria F/l
Verrucomicrobia/z B I 18 B E AU U3 o R
BRI S i A Y ) B e — 3,
AR AR X L A9 FLAEAE B R A8 AN [R) A AR 18] 2047 A
2R BORTE N B i A Y s rh 4 3] T4

% Faecalibacterium prausnitzii, Roseburia intesti-

nalis#l1Bacteroides uniformisfe P i) JLFh 4% .0 %)
B, (HFE—LeANA T AL Fh BT 7 LLAIAS
F0.5% i Hox — 22 ek HAR R E % . A F4E
Wy AN ] o R RE A7 DY RS S it i
BETE TP AR R0 W Rl E Bk BN L

FIRZEC IR A2 58 AR (FISH) *F AL F
FERMAC, ECTHAEZEOE TR AT & H AR 20.3%.
S5 5 kA L, Scanlan FllMarchesi
FIH ARG TR AR KN R Ui 8 A AE T R £
FERY E YR, fudESaccharomyces. Gloeotinia,
Penicillium. CandidafiGalactomyces'”, 24l fit EL
B 2 A Candida . Cladosporium . Penicillium
Saccharomyces?E £ A R AE M N B AE 5 18
(1 Fd R 1) 2 S v o A g 1

M FESNY) E Wi S R G A AL,
W2 BT E RN S (A SR 7iE
TR Pyt 2 061 32 R B TR A AR E S 4] 4
FHBETE  (FE 2 /2 Methanobrevibacter smithii) 277
TENE W v A AR AT 2 T AR
b e —¥0, ATDAHFE SN S5, e i
ZHER A A, X R R i 18 N A 5E AR
EVERE TSI ZRerE B i ™

e dfr X N A0 ol FE DN A 72 38 R 41 43 A
Sl SRR AR ) S R R T A, A
Vo TR R A A W A A S e R NS i e
T DTS2 00 B T A, Wk TR 4 7T e ool 4 o]
N AR I AR AT B A2, DR R 4 R 2
I P AR 2 W T AR S RS AR 2 EE R

2 BGEEMNS

WA T ANEREAHImE RS, SR
TIHMEA R FSALpH | A7 A A G2 D1 A AL il
JAFAFAEZE S, (R A W A R R A i 22
S A R VE PR S A R k) T ok 0 1
B, WA T BEA/ NI DIEC A, BR T AT IRAT
BRI AF G A B R o, R 22 RO R 1 ) 7 S el
PRAE , ANGERRTA . AI45 BRI . FLRRAF A &SR A
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A MR R <10* CFU/mL, it B LIS,
FRRGEAVER, + 38 At i, S
W H10°-10* CFU/mML, TEREF S E s,

SR 2 TG PH M 1 5 S A e M IR A, AR Bk
W A RE AR . T e m i A,
Wi W B AESE , AN B AR RIS, SRR
10°-10° CFU/mL. FLERFT B FOSUSEAT B 2/ i 14
ARG, HUCHTACERE . BT /MR E
ZIEREE , T HL/N T B D, 5 B B .
T 37 v [ iy v, 2% G B TR A e 2% PG PR
W, SWAERDIFREISRIRE R, & EkEwD
10'-10° CFU/mL. T HI4s 02 ey sim 15
P, A R, 16 310°-10" CFU/mL,
BT A A RAE R, B A R R T B . AT
B OBUBEFF BT DA S DR R B B 2% EG B BR TR

3 BIHEWERRE X B
WEL Y RA R TR, (HREE AN B
B RA MRS s . s R, B
L Y A AR SR —AE A T 2T,
HB Az I 2R R T R Y O X N B R i A A T
D iz 18 TR kR o G L B i E T F N & TG
P, Al R 5 Tt A2 7 O e SRR B,
[ 38 43 06 2 L 0 i 38 o A S R o B Y T R A
AT, e e R L 55 B 4 e S LI Bl
W2 AN AARF N A% S L AT TS 2
HE BB & F AL BE#EE Proteobacteria |

Firmicutes . Actinobacteria /I

12,15]
o

Bacteroidetes .
Verrucomicrobial
B L E 1-2 d N, SRPEIRE I CRIBAT A
BRI E S T B i, Ik B s el
10°-10", PR W E B AR5 2 A A AT
WO A 6 NHBE, AR E Y ek L
Bacteroidetes A1 Firmicutes & 3, Proteobacteria £l
SR L TR PR TR Y 2 — e e AR
M —AEN, BRI D T, ISR R K
AR T AT BT 22 0 meah, ORI B SR5 2
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255 BN L B R, BRI ZE LS
B L) Bifidobacteria S 3=, 1M WM SR Al H 7 18
OB A £ K, fL$E T Bacteroidetes Al
Clostridial . —4F AR, SEL A4 it B i 5
NARRUOFRFERE , MR MRS Z R E . 2
RN KA N E . EABTE, AKEW
1B A9 Bifidobacterium #1 Lactobacillus [ &
FZHEMESRRAK, M Bacteroidetes A1 Clostridia 2=
Hntel,

4 BHHEMEYHRNS T HE
41 MEFEFH*
4.1.1 16S rRNA &K ERFNF: 7E4EYkbriE
KadFE, tRNA S FORFFAE R E A 2= T e
FVRSE I BRSEHE Y | R BB A7 AR 4 5 b
FH—B 2285, B R AN R G et oE b
s A I RRCH B 50180 o B R A [ A
FATAEMIREA ) 16S rRNA FE R F B, 18 1 5T |
P SR 5 I 3145 16S TRNA KR F1)(5 4., i
i SR P AN AT R, i AR AR AR R
D, IS AR AR T REAELE MU E A
PHBET, N B DL EL BR B
JEANRRKREFEZFNYN B B iE A Z NS
T HFFE28 ) Hodr, 2005 4E Eckburg 258 16S
rRNA 41 FE K 72 (Sanger %), 833 407
13 355 4% tRNA JL[H 351, X AR B B iE i
H W REVEAT T B IR AN RGN, ik
— I 5% HAE N\ S B R 5 1 OE FHBEE T
Seaih o SR, WEEE TR ETR A B AT IR Y
LUK PCR FTHIBIY . 415 ARG —, flifS
DL AR 5E 3145 1 BE EA T LU AT, LAMAAF
725 R T & PCRFITAHT R 4 S 56 D 17) 4 o

S B A K I D MR T
SIYTHALTE R E Y X R | S S A YRR 2 s K
WA R A E AR KIS 5 A\ R it ik
FIRFRBGT, A5 B s A P 2 O Tk
— B URAN T it N2 S H 8 W 1 T A W i iR AL L
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B EERE X, S HArxHE AR K B I iE i
YIRS, H R B PR S SR K
S, NIk, ARSEER AR 168 rRNA LK
JF 05X — PR A RAS B W) —AZ I M ) B 1 AT
BESHEVE S b AT TP, fEH R Bl T
TR i A (R AN TR
4.1.2 E#E N F(Pyrosequencing): Sanger ¥
FHF A O EIE 9 B K I BRI e T | 3 i
. WA, Pyrosequencing 4 AJEHGE &) 100
3%, —URIFAET 4 h BIA] 345 2.5% 107 Sl 8
i, MEHERTE R 99% 1 12 %A T B 1
A=Y RER /NI IERZ AR RNA (SSU rRNA)KE K 5§,
16S rRNA H:[H AR X 48, SRJ5 % PCR P24 B $%
W, 85 TS5 16S tRNA 4 KI5 K Fris 1y
FERT I SOFEMI A IR, IR Bar-coded 547,
IR TE 105 TR BE (R AR AS TP 35 0 A5l
) FIBE BE (— D)3z 47 v al R B (0 A A 4K
H), i 5hi B Wil 2 2 W REE I AR A
IR, A [ S50 3 45 1 S8 LA AR TR )T
IEHEAT LLA ST R P E

2009 4F, Turnbaugh %532 Ff 454 £ A%t 154
JIES Je 8 %) XL i W G A R R AT T H AR AT
5B, R 168 rRNA HEPH 1 V2 Fl Ve XI5
R, Wi R AL A R 2= SRR K, BEREA
B0 T8 T A 2 AR PE B AR TR AR ARE. 2010
4, Yildirim 88X} 3 FpAE N RS Sh P 2R i 1
SSU rRNA #4T Pyrosequencing Wl 5P, 2% F 31
[Fi) Ao A 2 By ) A A A %) A L A ) o 2R
KIS A AL B 454 HiAR Middelbos %
XA AR B RS B R FE A= 1 16S rRNA JE [ 11
V3 XA B, i i M A R a2 B s K
BHEAM N, RELFAR Y S HE R b
Fusobacteria A% MK, 1M Firmicutes A%
Jine 2011 4F, Nam 55K 454-pyrosequencing 7
ARXF 20 2 EFEE E S B MEYETT T 16S
rRNA JEH VI-V3 K FED), G50 LB T 43 Fi

Bonysh EN S mIE MR RE, WSS HAH
N B A A YR bR, A\ K E TR Y
HCEAT D 22 57 o Tl oA 454 WP ARASY 16S
rRNA K [ V4-V5 [X, Steelman S50 57 T B 386
FEA T E R ZRENEDY ) R B 18 MR R
0I5 ) S R A AP R . 2012 4F, Wang S5
b X B ARG g E e R T E AT 16S
rRNA LR V3 KM & B, T R A 7= B i
A0S AT SO B 3G = NS5 i B g R
E AR — S E I
AR I R BOR O B B U E Y 2
PERBFE TR R T, JRUG TR Z0H 58
R, B TP ROREASE PCR 9457y, T
PCR b #2fT HIBY i FH 5 190 IF AN BEXT FIr A G 2E )
HEATEERC 3G, R AT A — 5 D 1] 1
4.2 59 EE(Fingerprinting)$7 /R
4.2.1 T E BT Bk (Denaturing gradient
gel electrophoresis, DGGE): H:J5 F 2 76 ffi 3L 7 51)
AEAE 2 SRR 2K DNA(MI 40 16S rDNA)E [H]
— AR B P AT LK, s R BN [
PGHEFE, FItEA X DNA Q@ ASE A DNA
X 43, 1993 4=, Muyzer M H:[F=F 15 /e DGGE
JO7FH B 53 F A P A A2 AR Y, IR IE S T 3k
FRTER 7~ A SR A X R W 5t 4% Z RE v A RD
22 5 B A SR D0 . ) R MR
IR LRI A, U TGGE (Temperature gradient gel
electrophoresis). TTGE (Temporal temperature gra-
dient gel electrophoresis)# ] Z 1 HF A 55 4.
. RIS ShY) 8 B Y R G TR,
422 KimbR& %R B AKE % 751% 5 #(Terminal
restriction fragment length polymorphism,
T-RFLP): H R H— s Ehric i 5 [ ik 7
PCR, §#4HK 16S rRNA JLH, SRJ5 FHAE MR
Hil N VIR AL PCR 729, i TAF®E R 16S
rRNA JE P A 22 5, D) s 257 A AN )
KRR A BRI - BE ), BV 9 7= ] DNA
WFASGHAT 53 A, 3 43475 30 5 A 2O6hRc i
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B, ARG B InkiR ], Bk
AR, BIEH e 2/ 0 R T HHE 0 e
B, WA R MUERIZ A B, R
Mria ST VIR 4510 . DhRE S sh 281k, BAR
IZH AR AT D (BB gk B —Fp i S
T E YIRS A TR SO R AR

4.2.3 1% ¥E{RE A 8 B X 4 #7 (Ribosomal inter-
genic spacer analysis, RISA): %+ R mIRFLIghH
TGRS RS ARSI, (AR E S AiE
Tl Ly AT 7 FH AR A O, ML P i 5
PCR 41§ 16S 15 23S A IAIE 1k 22 ] f4) % S 0] B X
(Intergenic spacer, 1GS), W TZH Bt lUAZBHAR /N
WAL DNA I B 0 A B ek, BRI AT LA
TEASPER S50 ISR DI I e IS FRL VKA 753 25
WIS B3 A v e S K 2 2 P T i 0,
4.3 EEHEF /K (DNA microarrays)

EARTEST T 24 S BOR Al b kR K i —
BT YRR R ADG S IR A A El ffe a
SRk, MK DNA BRETIN3EH | PCR 724
N A U SEAZ R 55 e b [ 7 4R i, B
B K5 B = % DNA TS %
I SPRCHIEIRAE A fG , REDRE . ERR . R
TBEHb AR UL S AR T 9145 2, AT T & A A= 2
RGTEREITST . 2002 4F, Wang 5545 511 DNA
SH R T B i e Y R G e, S
WIIZ AR TE B W 38 G A= 0 v 0 1o FH B R B 32 A
WA Palmer U e 57 A2 i A 8 4
ABRGE, Pt TP IR E BERIN F) 359
MR 316 SHTHY OTUs, frilti Paliy
ST A ) R RS R DO B SR R, AT A I S N2
i 775 AR
4.4 FISH %0 qPCR
4.4.1 RHIENMZFZ A (Fluorescent in situ hy-
bridization, FISH): 5050 3452 H AR I LA
/NEEE TRNA iy H AR B E 5 PR O o 48 T 1) 5
BRFRROR AR C NG AE AR TR 43 25 900 L Fh By
51 DNA J731, LIRSS UhRC R S 2 R
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TR Fr Bt ke, SRR EL R 24 rh DNA 73 72452,
TSI 2 S I A R R AR 5 2 . HATZ
TR T R 22 45107 1 T 5 o 38 3 P ALY
WY, B fAs ) — S8R C 28 ig H T 00 B il i
Bacteroides .

Fibrobacter . Bifidobacterium .

StreptococcusiLactobacillus Collinsella
Eubacterium | Fusobacterium | Clostridium .
Veillonella FiI Ruminococcust® 845 &/ Ja i) 40 1 1
s MR, —4 15 4% FISH #R4EH
REAZ AN 2 2 90% 1 A28 MU T 9>
442 FLHRTHXEE PCR FA(Real-time quan-
titative PCR, qPCR): i%H ARJEFETE PCR {4k
FPINAZOCHR], R DO G5 5 B R S %
A PCR i #%,  fiJm i A th 4 R AR i A7
FE TR I O IZHOR 5 B o T AW oK Al
G, ATRENE . NPT MEY X R,
AT TR W TR 5 PR 58 2 (8] B A BA R ] S OH:
SRR, AT, PR R HT A E R
WP AR YR R AL T — Mo R F B, B
HI, ZEORC R T8k HARE, N
I U REA %),
45 FRTIIEERYHAF HA

FET 5 18 A0 TR A T 2 RO AR R
TIATAE 1 b A A Y AR, AR
1M, A R DR B ARG, BRIy
A RE K 8 i PR BT T AR W T 0 A B ) fiE
Hob A SR BEAEH A BRIV B o Bk, SR AR
W7, AT TS mE A Y AR A ST RE
XFT P 8 I A P D RE X Horm A DTk 2O
B,
4.5.1 ZEEFHZ (Metagenomics): 7KK 4 JE 18
PR BERE it A e T 0 S R A SR, BB T e
BRI AL TR AT SR A R R RN
R T4 5 PR ) S B RN, T X A A T2 —
FEE A PRI h TR SRR RS R AR IR T
A REIE A L URN T RE o TR HE A A 5%
i B T ORAUBEIN A W15 B 25T, Rtk
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PRtk 25 Te A5 3 A0 R AR 10 25k DR 80 1Y
FENFE, SO0 T T % B i Y R AL i
Ak AR R AR A5, A2 88 ELAG T ) B A A R
A EH B IR AR A S AR P BOR 1
F I DA AR TR B FH T A0 s
B A% SO OV Sy 1) 18 i LR MR 2 R
FThHEMT 5T o

20064F, GillZF ™ 5 YT A FRE A B )
FERHAFAT T A, JF8EH T “Superorganism”
ML . Kurokawa5 4ok F R . L A2
LI 134 i e 2 2 B0, B LU E P A A 3
PRI 2 RN D i R S 3 A S AR ] A 5 i N
FIKT 7% ) L 2 A sl A A 2 D) 2 300 o v 7K SF- R DD BT
e, NI A S E W iE A RO R A
PRAE T IR o X B4 R A Bl TurnbaughZ53iE 520,
AATTXT — 2R A JR AR % RS s P i 2 S LT 5 IE
WY, AR ER — RO B3R,
20104F, MetaHITH H 4 % % 1 M 1247 @5 . &
I JHE B AR N DA B 98 S8 38 B B A i T T
AT TR R SE DA H SRR H sk B L K BT RS Y
BRI ZIRE , BFE N B W] RE A B/ N 1B
5 PR 20 /IS 04 i T A TR S PRI 4

AL = DR S R A 3 W) e A Ry E 9 %k
G2, 3k 7 B DR 2 B AL % R 3 U P A A
R HSTE TN REHEAT THF9EVY, 25 e e e 26
fEP Y th TN R NS R A R
B, PR LRI A, BRI/ N R
HERGE IR 25, (A A YR 25 ol
ARARL, FEAEE I b e BT AR 1 T B I 2 R
RS YR RS, FRWFSE S8kl T 7 5t
PRI 20~ R AR A 90 15 0 30 B0 58 v Al A 0 B 2H G
KA BB T T AR B ) oy F A R O ik
AT AL
4.5.2 R FHZ (Metatranscriptomics): Fifif 7%
SR 2 1) R e, MO 2 1 s ) S W 1B T A )
R0 8 52 i, L i =2 17 ok 1) ] R 5 PR Dy g

ToiEAR, PR A K R ARG, B
mRNA NSRRI FRIB L), (R R mIt
URI—20 , DF9E e S ALA5 5 B T JHR AR 25 R 4 )
%, B, TEIZHR A BB S A RIS W T
FIHIE R TIRE ) AT o 7 I Sl 2 R e 2 SR R 4 2
ZIEPGR T TH R, R A A A
He ) AR SR AR B mRNA TR, iEH
TN T 3 W '8 W 18 Ak A 9 0 90 Bk i <4
SFORARZ — HARONER MU T RN A, [H
R S T v 3 I P B AELR DU AR R
[, ZHEPHZEXT B/ DNA, T2 5% 4221
X502 RNA,

Gosalbes %5 X 1045 filt B 7 J& 35 0 I 18 1 A= )
PEAT T B W5, 16SHE A1 43 2 B
Lachnospiraceae . Prevotellaceae . Ruminococcaceac .
Bacteroidaceae fllRickenellaceae /& iif ML 2k 9 i
PLIAMIRE , [FIRFiE R 17 imiE Ay e 2 6e
SR RAC A YA . BB A A A o .
FH 38 A T luminailll 557 4, Xiong %1% BUE
W FEA B B A I RNABEAT T %, ik 16% 1
Reads/¥ 4 7] 5 I A LI ARICEL, RAEKR T
43 #1 %% W] Bacteroides & Clostridium j& H: rft 4 £
(ZEER7/N
453 FEEALLEZF (Metaproteomics): 75 HJF4H
ST X 2 5 N SR IR TR R A W AV 1 i R B
2H B A T Y RIS R R 4307, I AF R IR B
Tt N K b M i S A A R ). 2007
4, REHEAY RN T2 U iE HE
W YE 2157, 2009 4E, Verberkmoes 2542
FE7E ] <A P S B i vh 25 8 F s 2
ZREPERIEE T Bk BRI ZERERE S 2 B A 4
NI A I o 4 AT B B, N SRFE(H R,
an P S T Y AR BT S T DR A i B S Y
AT RANE, TR D) BE 5L R A% A 5 R
IRV Z AR FR . FIH— 2T
HEAANTE TR E -5, Kolmeder 55X} 3

http://journals.im.ac.cn/wswxtbcn



142

A=Yy~ 8 Microbiol. China

2014, Vol.41, No.1

A A 1A i T8 W A ) 2 A 2L A A R B T A
SEMEIEAT T HEEefT e, i Hds & IR iR
A=) 7R B VA B R ST B AR R
FraE , TERA M HEREE 1129 1 000 FiESE 1)
OB, B E— D SR GYIEIE |
FEMRAROCIITIRERZ L s AL, Rl —FEARM R A
FVRAE W20 R SE I o BE AL R, MR B E
WA WGRE T HAS[E] AR D E R

4.5.4 {RiftZHZF (Metabolomics): Uit 2H 2F 2 4% Ak
PRI 20 2% FVER 1 JoT 20 2 22 I as T AR I T A5 DLUR i
R, RIS AT PR E B o0 B 5 — AR ) sl 40 T
B —Re E AR B A N BT A AR e T = A
(MW<1 000)H)— I THrFRTO SEL 2 | B4l
SRR 4145 I\ DNA . mRNA FIZE 52
R LE ARG 20, 152 A0 N 2 A i i 5
TR R, AIME S Rk . BERiL
3 0 240 6 190 3 175 25 R A2 A i T 25 i
EMEY I B A8 80, Li S50 3T '"H NMR
AR AL 2 g T AR IR IR T, &
wEpE b SR 5B AEYD
Faecalibacterium prasnutzii 5 8 Fi R % V]
MK, 25 T2 RGEMRER. 2009 4, R
U2 2 TR 5 /D BV T 8RO v A3 7 4
YRR, 2 U 8 R e E AR A S 4 R G
PR,

AL, T3 S B A Y 5 0 AR
SOTIEARZ , NARYE FH TR I REA AL | Bk
WE5E H 1 DL KBTS S P A 1 ik (B 1),
oK, AISRAEFELL 16S rRNA FE K X 4 A% R
WE5E 07 5 5 8 BT o7 sk 2 MR 2H 22 S5 4
REE G RE A BT Re o AR W 7E 1S i
ARG EIEHA BT RE , XA R A A 2=
F w4 Bhr.

5 Ry

B T 5 A ZE ARG B UIAROC , H B ik
AW C RO 24 TR U, I H A BLAE Y L
A YIREVR A8 A0 1 W RN DR ST, SR
AL IETF 16S rRNA JEPH (YA CH AR ZE A48y
HIRT 220 G e HoR o SR, ZAETR
AT it B Wil AR 28 FR G rh R E B 0 S B Ay
SVER, SO R R A BAR BTk, DA T 52
i RS 1 R ] ) “Cross-talk” , AN e B
TEE YR B Z5 A A BUR D eI I i AN . A
PR ZH B2 0 EAENLE], A e &l
T BG T AR Le P S A T s . 24
SR, K — b A 5 28 52 W B N A 4 40 i A 2
K RIEFER | DIREIH AR R TR
R B 8 AR N I 2 A U5 & 1 3L el 2
551,
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Figure 1 Comparision of the approaches of the gastrointestinal tract microbiota
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