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This paper gave a review on the main methods for studying soil microbial diversity . Traditionally, the analysis of
soil microbial communities relied on culturing techniques, using a variety of culture media. However, only a small
fraction of the soil microbial community has been cultured and isolated with this approach. Other methods such as
Biolog GN analysis, phospholipids fatty acids analysis and nucleic acid-based analysis can be used to study and
characterize soil microbes which currently cannot be cultured, and to get more and complete information about soil

microbial community.

Key words Soil, Microbial diversity, Biolog, FLFA, Nucleic acid-based analysis.

1 53 =

EMERN AR SR GRE(EE)BHEHRMES
AL HM LOREY Z RN OEERES T REY S K
RUZHEAENEMERSRRAINRES S, DR LERE
EHHWERE LA IR, EFR KT (tropic level)
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BEZHATIAIRBERESEREYRE S BRE DY
BRSGA, KRG EDREZEF LN REE D . it ZREHAN
REREE—TREFHREAHRIREALBH.

TERMEME RN R TR LTS AL %
RATHFLRTERGREDBRE,; - KRBT o
TR EANMEDRE B KA EETRED S EE
(isolates) I FE A5 FI A | §% 4= 4 5 B B 7E Biolog GN M & #
o i SRRV 9 53 S R % B8 B R W K 3 (FAME profiles)
F KA TEABRERRBREY, CEREKTHE
B (CLPP) 43 47 (MM 7 Biolog GN #{ & 8 = &y K1 4%
Br) B8 I B B8 (phospholipid fatty acids, PLFA) F ik FE# &
53T (nucleic acid-based analysis) 7 #5%5 .
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ERATFHHH R EDL BN SR T IR AR
FAERERRIER L PR EERER, THEUT AR B
B RS R4 (growp) RU AN MED KR, FH PN E X

TR L EYRENAR. EE—WBA T, EARIBTE
HEBEETBER, FNSEHATEE. 8N
RANSRBHSMIERT T RBFHLEN.
EREHBGEREESY ERRE, SRRy G
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B—/NRsr 2R A Y B W R X A7 358 3. Faegri 116!
AEABREOASE A HE R AR AR RBI N
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FRELRAEDRE AR, WA T mBRE
ARSI S BEYERY  Biolog GN AT 7 3 MR ML i 38
o, ERREA T EREDRENES Y (WA
3), BB RR A —EW R IR

FARFEHERBAEFNARER HREY, K
WAL R T BT B i 4 U B BE 27T S0,
B ERRS T REREDH AN EMR
A ENSERY, MEWAESHES A AREN A
A R LTI g B AR B A4 R R LR T B R R
T ARELFE Biolog GN (¥ < 4R L b BB & £ K M B AE W B9 Th
s, R TR R IR MM AEWEX Biolog R MAFIEH
TR 28] 5 B A B R P ARt R — S I R R B
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BHRECHTTREEP LTI RRE R B
EHNER, WENHREACREFLEREYREEH
Rt 1 03750 R 251 AR R R R (28 g 4
WEEN .

Biolog GN 773k RA tRE T &7 B BLA 15 &2 AR T, &7 3%
MREEKMBEEZREGHTERN/ NI BRERRA
BAMEFEE, WS AR TR BMEY BRI
AR RRE; B —RABEMKNEDABHER AR
HRTFESEEP MY AR, B, Bolog K N HFH1EH 8
LB A R 5K B SR M B R R R B 30 0 AR AE

4 RERBDRY %

4.1 PLFA E#MAEY I A

BeAR S Wi MR 1 (PLFA profile) M B F R A B % +
B R0 BeAR R BT R R TR A A A R A B
445 PLFARBI M4SN, RAEEHNEHEENRNEY

®1 REREWY PLFAP
Table 1 PLFA signatures of microbes

EERE, RENAEROEDRCY, TATTREEDR
%S . B PLFA 3 S AR ME AR B MR 2 B % B . ST fn
BAREERM, BEXSHFER T PLFAMEE—%
HER—-TRMEYIABISRE. E4,ELBETX
BETHADBRENRERA R Y WE. PLFA &
PLFA(EL-PLFA)M S BEGAELERSTHED A DR
#45 RY (indicator) ®) A EHEHETEYPH RN EE
BRI, MM SRR R MAR [+ AR 11- BB OR), REH
18:1w7 B 18: 1w7c] B AHH A8 B B (MUFA) . AR T, HEl
MIFHIRHRER A Bk A EM pRERIM . X &8
BREECAWRTAERTE XHEIREELN
F 322 K FA 4 B RN 22 1 BR YR A4 B MR 3R 35 JR 1 . Cytophaga
MRFHERE, A AR T E 2 KEAEE &R
B ¥ R RE R . MUFA 512 18: 107 BEAKE
SRR HAESE REXIHARREZ KA
B BRMUFATHREES KHEEMAEAES, H
EEZKHEAE T EMXE PLFA MHEM ARBI (L
20%),# MUFA 7T i ¥ = KA E A E PR
BB AR B R (PUFA) BUA MR E B A Y 0 4 E 4
EERE. T AR (+ ABE-9, 12-ZF R (N, M), B Y 18:
206) TTVE R EL B 0 —AN38 A A W40 . (. Sundh 51513 bT,
XM RREN -4 B RAHSEN LRI, W
HBRAERYARAEENESZE PR EHNRITFRIE.

3E 8 6% A& B AR 15 15 M8 (non-ester-linked unsubstantiated
FA, NEL-UNSFA)Z# R ERBRIEH A0 . $IEC A RF
ETHUHHER/AFERC ERUARELKHALEZRE
BYRE SR AN (85 % € 20 Sphingomonas B & A HAse] pmr
REIEFETRRFEFERSKEMAE P, RAR
PYEHFEMFEREAESEERBRE) Elfiad
EERMEFEEKSEERE RSB RN B (non-ester-
linked hydroxyl substituted FA, NEL-HYFA)!") 7ERS B MR 48
10 EBRFETFA PR R BAR AN RIEL KL
WEDHBEERBALE 1.

Y%A Microbial group

PEIR A BT BT 10 Phospholipids fatty acid signatures

#3 Bacteria in general

SHURES WA E A SRR MR A RR (M 15:0.i15:0.a15:0,16:0.i16: 0,16

105,167 109.,16: 107t,17:0,i17:0,217:0.cyl7:0.18: 10518 : 17, 18 1w71.i19:0, a19:0 F1
cy19:0 % )Contain saturated or monounsaturated fatty acids ester-linked to glycerol

A H B8R #R Contain more branched fatty acids
EHE AR RER Contain more hydroxylated fatty acids; MUFA

EXKHAHSE Gram-positive bacteria

¥ K 4 85 Gram-negative bacteria

REMB Anaerobes cyl7:0, cy19:0

R E Aercbes 16:1w7,16: 107,18 107t

AR ER T 48 B Sulfate-reducing bacteria
H i & {L 4 B Methane-oxidizing bacteria
W FE/ "8 ¥ 4088 Barophilic/ psychrophilic bacteria 20:5,22:6
¥EHF & Flavbacterium balustinum
ERFFHE Bacillus spp.

WA Actinobacteria

i17:1w7, Br 20H-15:0
HFE BB Varous branched chain fatty acids
10Mel6:0.10Mel7:0,10Mel8: 0 %

10Mel6:0.i17:1w7.17: 1wb
16:1w8¢c, 167 1w8t, 16 1wSc, 18: 1w8e, 18:1w8t, 18 1wbe

HE# Fungi SHEEVBERIRI AR N 18: 109, 18:2w6 18 : 3w6 18 3w3 Contain a specific PLFA such as
18:1w9.18:2w6+ 18: 3618 3w3

H40E Cyanobacteria EHE AR BTER I 18: 206 Lipids containing polyunsaturated fatty acids such as 18: 2w6

A Microalgae 16:3w3

FE 431 Protozoa 20:306,20: 46

isa vcy Fl Me 4} 7R I F { anteiso) 7 (is0) . FF P 2 ( cyclopropyl) #l B 3£ (methyl) 2045 5 AR
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4.2 PLFA M5 BHIAHT

PLFA A3 UM 53 7 & PLFA M58 4 R. PLFA
MRRETERAFTLER.TERRAHHARED S ERS
(MIDD % .

3R E A TR EL-PLFA. 55 B AL R R B+ %
TR, MR R T RS E AR (solid-
phase-extraction silicic acid bonded phase column, SPE-SI), 4
FAES AN AR, THIRRE o R P
B BEIRFOBYAR . AR MY PRIk IR A 24k, BRI
SEIR B M F BE (EL-FAME), #—# | GC & GC-MS #17E
A B E . X R 42 BUJT B K 68 ¥ E B8 4 PLFA (NEL-
PLFA) MBS o 8 B A0 4R B 1 3k .

T RBER T B RER A RBUT RN ER E RN, TH
F#RETE EL-PLFA 1 NEL-PLFA ZHR 4 PLFA. B 5
TR BT AR I E Ty B A L SR R R SR AR 26, M B
BB FREMK, B FRKBAEL, EFHER
48 4, SPE ¥ (aminopropyl-bonded SPE-column, SPE-NH,)
BB, BIKRRAIRGR P E. BEEERA IR
M (EL-HYFA) FE M A B4LER . AR B AE B8 7 s 8
B& 4. SPE & ( benzenesulphonic-acid-bonded SPE column,
SPE-SCX)43 B, B 2 K5 6% 8 F1 JE B MR (EL-SATFA) EE g 3
R F0 B8 15 B (EL-MUFA) %1 B 6% & A 1870 8 B8 (EL-PU-
FA)A 4 FRAIRERKEE, A SPE-NH, 45, 7753
JEJREE R B MR (2 #§ NEL-UNSFA 1 NEL-HYFA). B2l
EL-PLFA fl NEL-PLFA i#t —# | GC &% GC-MS #47 E#
MERAH.RAXF BT ES AN BIRBETN
HEBIREHANCRE (B, ERE)T BN H. BT
RAZERRIFFTEMUSH.

Bk b5 ysh, HERR AT A MIDI SR B A4 87 18
QLS 2430 L34 v 4 3 P SR AL / 24 0 VK G I R AN R
EhRMYK, 80 CTTIMA FREMER, FIERAE
iLIE R FAME, 25 FAME, #17 GC AW LA 2B 5
&, B MIDI FF X iR £ 4 B 3 8 7 5 4 %f FAME #4745
ETENEENSRENNIEROEREFEE AN
AR E R IR 5k B F AR g R

R R BT 3 MIDI 7 36428 3% PLFA B3I

BRFREAI MO0, — M 20 T 48 BIBR(BZ 72 #),
HPHa#REHRAREREHIRAHE 15% ~25% 8 30%
~50%; FESBIBHRY 25% ~40% . R AT BER A
KW EIA PLFA BT 190 E 360 M2 H, HBRH K
L A R BF R O A L 3 R IR A9 B R AR R
EAWA A BEL R NELPLFA & & PLFA &Y
21% ~25% , EL-SATFA fI32 EE IR B (4§ EL-HYFA
1 NEL-HYFA)L KB A7 .

4.3 PLFA F¥:MF S RRH#

PLFA F ¥R —FMRE TR TR RG24 LR E
YMIBREEMO T, THTREARR S RH0 L HmE:
VEE ARERERMEY BT ERESRELREY

BT, TR RS — MM K B 5009 PLFA 928
R B O 0 KPR RS TR,
S5h, 46 PLEA 40 1A 09 - Mtk R i A2 TR
P emractabilicy) A0 5109 B SE 4 LK. -+ 69 2 40 45
EATERGT SHRLEA B LAY EE SF AL
400,

5 BRMMHE

5.1 & DNA 27

Broxgend, A Y Kk A9 BE VS R R B R 5 S B
YETTE T 0 2 B DNA (B a7 h i ke m g0,
ERE PR DNA WH R/ F DNA J Ep ¥
RERBTAF DNA TR RAHINTG TR ;DNA ER
X, HHERR. Covy/, RARHE— ¥ Cor(DNA HEBE 1M 1
REIAREB)E, SDNAMERBERER, B HEES#H
HHEOVRA T RE AN BT R RN, R
T EN LR PR YREERAR/MIYT 6 000~10
000 KEpFFEEEAN K/, MEBELRIZRERIT R
TMPHYTF 350~1 500 KBFEERAHK/ND, BXE
A T BE R AR T a9 1072 (B B A B, HEEH E
THEEYBEOREER. BN AN EHEEEX
DNA F/4 76, Bl IR R ey BE R T 2 R (% G+
C), LA BEF XA MBEARME R,
5.2 ET PCR M#ME{R DNA 447
5.2.1%% KE¥W DNA ZHHEFRUEEEK RNA
(RNA)SRHERBER DNA MR EWED SRR
B, AN BB /N RNA(SSU rRNA) SRR B E
fH SSU (DNA. SSU DNA B R FRAE R X #F X A&
HRAFFIEE, BEL L LHETMEED D LB N4 HE
RS B RMANS LHHER. SSU DNA MiX
Fah s 0 ST R et A Bk T R 2. BETANIE
L3 B EFE MM LY SSU rDNA/ rRNA FF5#4T 7 #
F(REHTAERMFEE Y 16S (DNA/rRNA #178#), &
3LT SSU tDNA/ RNA FFIHIEE. ZBEELEER KT
X, BATEA R 8K M B8 et A AT R 2%

DNA 287, % H PCR 5 SSU DNA, 7 # =4
PSR k2 B H AT TR A ey
IR M FL714.43.45.55.56], 438 + 9 DNA—PCR 3~ # SSU
tDNA (16s rDNA 5 18s rDNA)—PCR 74 ft) 26 15 B B 58 e
# 3K (DGGE) 216 B B B BB L 3K ( TGGE) 4 15 B35 9 4 A
-]t DGGE #.3k i Bt—DNA 5|5 & — W B § SSU
tDNA 7315 1DNA F3I 5 E+ E M4 %RY (DNA F3)
HEE-RE - AP AR ED (AR AT ERARE
MBER.

5 DNA ¥ H XM A B FE DNA FFI 7 FHT
( heterogeneity) 14740 SSU rDNA B 3 B b 3 A L1812
5.2.2 DNA Wi RMai4r  HIRA DNA W RBE WG %
PCR §™ 1ty 380 3 A0 ME 0 k. i 32 b & R AT B 38k 42 DNA Wy
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B BUIRKREST PCR T AR W, B RRREES
Sy M WS R IE B8 (91 1100, i 4R B0 AR Y %, LAAR
A B R BRI B (260, gt s, B4R 49 DNA L A4k, B
H PP TEE S A M E PCR BN B AR ),

ARG AXBWERA LR DNA HE 7S Mg
FHETHRFM . — 2B L EPO M ED AR, A
RSB A B DNA; — BB #MR + 34 DNA. F—F
BERIMEERRES KR MEDH DNA, DNA 4 EE
B:HE_MAEREFEMERT S, BT DNA FERE
BREVY BEAZEFRERAE ML, B S
WG, 28688 4 MM Mt PCR BME B 3t F
RBELY ARABRAHAEBEREMATEEERER
Ltk DNAG, 3t 55—+ IREBE RSN HE B % A
A AR R DNA B E KRR, B BEE 235 pg-
g-lzrﬁl[d.]_

5.2.3 [DNAKPCRY ¥ HhAHBAERGT HMH DNA
Xi%.rDNA # PCR 7™ ¥ R A ARER 51 f 5™ ¥ 5% 443 51
T IFEEMEY 16S 1DNA AE ALY 18S (DNA K 2T
XK 5 (14.17.27.36.63] pCR § R H — 5 5,
PCR 7= () 2 . A — 5E I Bt JRU i DNA BU ity 28 (2553 67)
PCR =Yt R —EeE R B R i DNA Bt € &
PCR FEHEMB, BEH# —SBHANTE, A EELKRS
ij[w].

5.2.4 PCRYINER BRI B SBBR LT HER
H 3 7 % DGGE = TGGE. DGGE 2 TGGE M3t &L HH
FREFHAGTARBHETRFA G DNA K B iTHud 7]
BRHE2 4 DGGE A B RET DNA B A& H
BEHRARBEER T TBRORRE, % R ERF R
PR ) TGGE T K 4 #4 BA K F & £ B A i DNA
ST B EEK R EREAME Y. AR ED RS
B9 rDNA K EH AR 2 gR ek g o BRpRR
BHEFEG—AEEE)

5.2.5tDNA ¥ PCR ¥4 #F F PCR A LA
Y5 BWE P M (DNA TTH 889 #08E k DNA FR 1
¥£ 4> #7 (the amplified ribosomal DNA restriction analysis,
ARDRA)BIAR#AT 447 . #E3% F7 ¥ DNA 8 Fl —Fh e JL#
PR, A R BB E. AT RN AR
AR—A(GERB)MEDESFTPATBRILA B, 83
B XA 1 B AR R 7 B K B % 75 4 (terminal
restriction fragment. length polymorphism, T-RFLP) 43 #1 18
FIMEUL . )T = ARDRA [ & &, 7E PCR F5| A T %45
ICHI 514, PCR ™4t — #h 2 JL AR BR 1 ¥R 1Y 4L, 18 Bh %%
FAFTX WL BT B g 2],

tDNA [8] f§ K 4+ 7 ( ribosomal internal spacer analysis,
RISA) 81 3 T FUB 424 16S #1 23S 1DNA 2 2 6] #9
RMEMKELEHE, H PCR FiExT X E R #1708, 54
74 F BRIE WK 43 BE IF 2 AT HEHE, 7T X DNA #1701 F,
AR BERANER.

5.3 WENH ,

5 DNA KR FFIZE % /75 F 3869 DNA K B vl i B3
B RES, A TR HE T HERRHREZHAS,
REEENLTEMN PCR § ¥ FHRE . B% DNA MR
ERSZE He k B2 % 3 55 % 41 R A 9% 36 TR 2% 32 (fluores-

cence in situ hybridization, FISH)[2'3'51'7°] .

EFAHZEARMETT NIHEEAXLETEY
PCR §" 1 F 3 16S £ 23S rRNA 3£ EH i PCR 745, AT
B RESIBRAERET ZHBES5EBHHERLE.
B ERERE T AR FAR ST R . XM &
FRATRMAMEEHE, B L RAPHEREG SRS
WL R 4 KA R R Rin 508N A4
B% DNARTHAR HRTEARESHT TMBEYEE
WM ENL EFISHY, THEEZXBHUER, M AAS
ERBEH R THER S FHREDARETHEM T
¥ (M) FISH Hi AR & # B I (visualization) 1 1 5 3t 49 9
EYR TR, AT AR PR RE(RERT
BEFREY )BT R AR )
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