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Abstract: This review analyzed the main battleneck of metagenomic technology on construction and screening of environmental library,
discussed the recert developments towards overcaming the main bottleneck. Finally, the enormous scope and potential for bath fundamental

microbial ecology and bictechnological dewvelopment of metagenomics was highlighted.

Key wor ds: metagename; uncultured microorganisms; sequencé driven approach; functia2 driven approach

PRI R DR 22 BRI I e T B 0 1Y)
WS B ik, AR AR AR B h AR B TR R
YTFREBt 7 D) T BL SR B R B A A o 2 4
HIT ] e b= A0 2k SR i A0 R A A

M Handelsman %5 1F 2052 Hi/ 755 RIZ10 (R4 &
A, AT I N A RARAE R E W 355
ARSI WG T TR R L AR, A R
AR, WA AL, 5 BN R e 558 35, AR
BERTIA B2 SN 2 2 R R BEVEBOR,, £33 T FLAT
PITHA BY) ot .

1

PRI R DR 21 2 E 9 () A B i T SR
Birb A A o2k W 38 TR 4 DNA, o B 2 A S T 2
A, T8 AR 5 B DR 20 S P2, o PR Hh A S AR A 1
R BWCSAE — ki, 42 FH P 91 92t B 2 e 7 &
AT SR H DI P A R AR TE )
Jo b e e BT g O Bk R S FF 5E DNA
(environmental DNA, eDNA) [ 421X, eDNA $#&H 7 4%
(RURE B R P55 e T 4 e ST vp Tl A= 045 JE 1 RS
J5£5 TR U B B ST PR S04 S e R
111 R85 DNA [ 3R A

eDNA [ U7 532 2 2 Fh, — st IR 55
FES D 2 B E A0 i, TP DNA,  FR A R) 442

W3k b — R TR B IO B R P R R
DNA, Bl BB 3 B, A0 R iy 24 v, A B4 B
VT 1 eDNA 4l By, i BB, fH 7 i
B B 2 B MR % SR B v Ak
11, 45 eDNA (R ELS 4lifk )y v i e ' ",
ORI B0 — o S B V2 B 8 335 T 9 A9 10 R 35
it AR S B P 5 1, BEAT SR RV AL,
112 FRge 5P 4150 PRk Bk

PR35 FERIZE S R0 3650 W 2 0% 5 9
PEFNT HERR 3t 2 Fl. e 51 97532 5 Wi & 56 ISP oh 3%
15 H LR, 4kif nh 2 S ik, 1380 HoA Ak
17 400, IR TG S5 s WU 2 55 3453 HL A A e A £
B T, TR S A BN 7, 5 R RV BEE
G . 2 A BT 556 W kT 78 43 R P 2 e TR S P Wk
b B

V%5 B B 16S rRNA & 185 tRNA 1]
PCR L FEHF U NI 52 ik DRI 2% Y 5, (L J ik T
AN A BRI ()43 T L A SRR S5 o i I T 1
CHARAS IR, TSR R HL AR T 2 400 £ 75 B R

: 200720223, 120020815
s E K R TR TR (863) i H (2006AA10A406) ; V1
I A8 W 2B S 5RT A B 4 S 36 == 00 H (JLCBE05007)
S RE(1973~ ), 2, WLWERCAE, FEERER U5 R O IR A
AR, Bmil: jiangyxia@ yahool com. cn
* JEEE R A, Rmail: chunxai @sina. com



2862 7S

B B

S DR, SRR WU ANE AL G F A
2

201 BB 20 DRI ST s A 62 it

eDNA FEHUEAR WA R T 2 ' A DNA Jv
BeR/INAMT, 14y T i eDNA [RI3R 752 M SC 2 h ol
PEYut 294 ) I e B S DRI 1) 5 Y 4 4. 1338 3F
Birh, T ES TR B A A IR R DL &
FES AL S5400 HhIEE 4 O A7 AT A s R, A o i DA 3R A5 I
M 7 e R 2 SC PR 14 7 43 74 eDNA' | Bertrand
2SR ) 2 4 B0, i i Nycodenz 6 f 850, T
(AL 1 3% eDNA v BEK /N EhfRgIA 3] 400 kbp, {H 42
A BT JE AT AR 3R> 100 kbp 13 eDNA FIHEHL
FAR M ARG, B B AL SRR Ky ORI
%55 DA SCPE( A 10 - B LD 4150 v, P34 4
DN Bedge KAy 4415 Kbp' ™) 73—k 2, © A DNA
Pl & A R V2 B 23T, eDNA 3B KRB 2 B 4%
X 5 SHORE b B 4 Bt 5 gy DA 5 4
SR DNA FIRE", SR, 3B IUE DNA $2 1K
AR B GEIRMSCARET o 22 DI B AW % IR B
AT AR . 0k R R SR B i, BRBE A O 4)
22 TG BAE AN R Bl SRR, T A I B R 4 LT
NFiE W2 et SR R S0 BRI v, A RT RESR 1S 55
rh 2 EGRH R A R A S, (LTS eDNA SOF
FEEBY ), JGTk I R AL T K BN 2 R DR A S R
AR | A T SRE M, BRI R IR 21 S T A A
TR s DR S D 2 % 5 B0 JE IR o R
GOR A WS Y EAT AR I SR W SR, HV L
T A 116Ghp F Ty J2 g 7K 2 5 PRl 4 5 o
Hgist e, RIS F 2 3 IR A4 B R R R 2 2
AN L7 Gty h )
212 BREE SRR DA SCPER Ui AR 30

BH: T B 0 JEATURAG 2 220 A 2 R TR
OB RS e RS i BV i o W Y e B
TA, ERBE A w7 A RE R I 2
(R sake ™ | X et R T — AN T (R S A
FEDRIP) S RIE KA R, H AR A% 1R 1y 51 AH 1B
B R DR SF X BEVHR AT B 5 14 16 2448 PCR i &
J5vd, ST PEA A 1 IR (1 L 23 R 1) 2 4 2 [
¥ 40% ™.
213 BB 0k DN SCFEE VG FRD £

FLR AR AR 22 Tl Ak A= i 1 70RO U, A B
FEE W PRITT B b 2 B R AL R )
JE2s[a). BRI, T B SE R A2 KB 7, IRAT

) A5 5 IR S A 1A B, T SRR B2 ) %
RV PERA.

3

I JUAFE, B0 RSB 22 0 BRI 25 R AN, 25
AR TR 0T T B AU B AR L R % o
G R B, O Th HuE FH 31 PR 8 2 3 N4 22 1)
FIZEWFFTh, B8 2 3L RN A2 H R 420 RS 4k
R EM B
311 B E5E FEPR 2150 PR oA (1 e it
3111 @SB BeArs E R 4t

1 3% PG (R4 R B v 234 1) R T4
e 2 DR A o 9 T S D 3R KT R DG BE. RT LA
HEM, = GC it eDNA F B A YA i3t R 5T
FIRE7ERE B 8 IR 1015 3 A e ST Ao SR R
by M., % Escherichia coli 2 4, N H
P seudomonas putida /% Streptomyces lividans A1 Badllus
subtilis 45 2% FGRH MEAE 2 B8 AT S B8 v e U 3Rk 1)
JRIEY B R BAC™ | 548 Cosmid ™ L) 1 1
Cosmid ™ ™ 25 B0 (¥ 2 W8 25 A4S [ 4 3 (K0 7 A T48 )
AT BE. 227 5114 58 I 1 H (1) DNA, vl % 4R
BARNEE 1 AN AEE R B BIR IS G, &)™
HE S PEYT. Wang 2577 35 0GE 1 %R Cosmid,
DUBERE 4 1, Tk 21878 Pt 2E % Terragine, 7843
E BT B A2 3 R G 1A Rk

R TORLIR /NN P BE PR 2 5 DRI 20 SO 1 S
PR IR L, BT 0B AR Gl S R i) 2 328 TR 2 44
(PR S5 I FH . 123 2R 28R 1) I A 5 18 i T R
RN SCEE R H I DNA ERIE 7K itk T H 1
[y R
31112 Ryt SO S v 2 J N ) s

T RN A 2 At 7 =X T 3R 150 eDNA v Bt
AR 7IN(015~ 5 kbp), Ay f 0 45 ™5 BT UK eDNA 45
e B HE— 2B R, AN I B B P e D B e
AR MR i 15 28R T, SR R i 401 B T2A i 4%
() 75 2K AT 2k X — A
312 B8R FEP A S AT B IR
31211 e I 45 A A 6 DR 20 S P v i .
JAHR AR A 2 b 7 R e

2 ey 2 B 7 AR BN i PRI SCPE P
e P AR T i AR 2, R LS AR
I DN JRE TR K 2 3k DRI SO 3RS T & D i
Wk 1 80O Fi A M L IR AL B, JLrb 148 BB i
TRAE IRl FER IR 120 J5 AN 3 I8, A K RE =



12 23 A A R R DA A 2 BRI T B S he Je 2863

TR T (2 R R

1% EE AL PR, AN 53 2 i DRI S T 1y vy 3l 0
FPaf RoEIRAAE — AL 1), K IE T 20 AN [\ T A= 4 1
JFH, W20 G Stk (AR N B ik R
H, A 5ok S P8 i BORS i 42, DAHE it 928 T
BN NI ICE Py P b, 45 2110 I 22 1R R 7 465 ) 4
Hrab S . IO 0 W) W b 2 A ke v R = s 1) 438
TEIEDR 2 SC P AT R R B A AT I, L Y
WL AE, 25 &0 B 2k I A ( integrated microbial
genomes, IMG) 0 # 5 B A Ge (k5" B R By s
SN R TR MEGAN S50 (4 o 3T 5 4 kil
i R % B 5 R 51 4y B (ultilocus  sequence
typing) "™ + £ HEK 2 1% 1% (metagene) T (DNA %
41 ( metagenomic DNA shuffling)"™” . SSAKE ( Short
Sequence Assembly by progressive Kmer search and 3.
read Extensi(nprogran)[sg] EHOR R ML K
Visualization $37 R | Geit 2 J7ik £ REE 7 SE DK 4 2%
S B2, Sy S T 6 R A L FORS ) 7
BEE T IR S B IR KL A,

BT R DR 9 v I R, B ) 2 3
DRIZH 5 B~ I 2 i, 3 FH 2 DRSS P 7 S 2 v il ik
BEDR, LA /v B D e (R)5 T, i A0S S22 1 S
Pax I O [ e s R NG = A e 1 v o O (o T
R K Te s T T g
31212 IR R A% A AR (suppressive subtractive
hybridization, SSH)

SSH & FH L A8 93 A S v Al AR i 45 1 1)
PR,

31213 5E7RH% i - transposon MuExpress ) 5 43 % 1A
ESZN

AT IR 58 AR %% JAE -1 MuExpress, 144 HLAE &
TEEE BAC 8% Cosmid 3L e ve B, ] 753 el 1
740 () X0 ) 208, AT 39 5 H IR 3 DR ) 2R 08 g
Sy
31214 W5 T 3 K1 3R 1K (substrate induced gene
expression screening, SIGEX) £7 K1) & i

SIGEX it 51 Dy BE 70 A )BT B4 i 0k 7 3. HE A
JRPHE 3t operotrap gfp 1A £ A AL ft 77 R DR 441
SCPE, AN 0T JECAP) PRI A3 70 15 7% b 1, 4k
bUIBNI b SRR w0 S S s A SN E RIS
UM 12 AR A2 H 8 3 i 2 Kk DR S 2 Ah s ik
It IARE 1, A B TR 7R 20 1 EE Fy Y.
SIGEX F AL 1y 5 F - b 7K R il PR 45565 A 21
W, % B A IR 375 315 21 33 AN FHE e %,

K FHIZE L3 2 NPT
31215 P Fhif 2 A 22 LA ST v ST R
IES# N

DRI A R 7 AR AR B T BT o B R R, 75 3¢
VIR R 3t 5500 W o R A 1 4 o T B 1 DNA F BE S
. HAT, Sl T 3 P s R SRR e IR A
SCEE SR 5.

(1)Normalisation Normalisation H /445 1 77 X
2 Fofr — o AT AR S R 2R AL 54, 10 bis2benzimide,
WRYE G+ C 5 AN [, 18 T G040 2 PR 5 25 00 I\
R PRI DNA Hh 2 B R (R PR 55
AR HOR K ST R, AR IR TR A ) B A
YU B, = 0 HLEE DNA B PR R TR
DNA 52 13 F8 (R AT 238 450 i e R

(2) W B A 3K I8 SCPE ( phagedisplay expression
library) Wit A FIA SCRE AR R4 17—l ik 23
TR GRTIE V2 A WG BT A 338 7= 49 v 43 125 DNA J7 51 1)
TEE™ Bk A5 HE R SC P v (038 I A AR 3t
T ST e SR DNA R SIS fg, 10 LA AT
R v PR v R e R

(3) SR M PCR £ 2006 4F, Uchiyama
S PSRBT bl ER B 5 R 4 S R SR A A
IR S ) PQR AR, B D B e & ok
FRRIC A 10 5 | M1E 47 J 7] PCR, 4R )5 F S fl4lifh vk
B 275 5t FEIN 4 DNA, i n il il 8 28 PCR [R1icH
) DNA.
31216 R 707 ik e Tk

(1) 596 JFAL %38 7B Bz sk
(1 21 B2 I FH 3 LA 68 SC B 2 (R B 0k AT R
et

(2) S s R Fhmid VA Sk e
P bic i I BE LR 4 H S, DL
HI 135 DR 4 F e 4 2% . Schwarz 255 17k 56T DNA
(TR 25 b 7 120 F T BRI 2 JE DRI ST PR A,
EBA T %07 A R

(3) GRG0 & BB R T IIH AR A T Y
H 1), 6 R 3 SO 2 J RHRE AT 4, it T
AN EEAR AN & 22 B (138 s AR N L R 2
BE DA 251 R S5 Gt AR B9 i I T e A A2
P B sel 7 LG 26, A AR il v 23 Ko
0 70 P D P s s R

(4) 5 FPI A IR T I AR 2 3k
DR 1S R 2k R, Sl B 859 vk, 3RS B
TS DRG0 ARG TR AW, ¥ 1 — 0 HEdE 2k



2864 7S

B B

Pt BR AL 2 A A IO O, R RCE SN
2 SR G B IR T IR AT SRR L5
IR T 2% R DR 2 S P R ) AT R, SRR 15 77 Bk
R TR AT 4301 422 SR

AT PR B A DR A AR 1R R S R T A,
SN SO e sk mes 1) P AL 1% 4 ﬂilﬁ’ﬁilﬁiﬁ

BT R W) Sy YA DA v i 1060 4 S S8 70
3 ST BEIA FER . AR BIIT 5007 1 A 95 , SEB
AR, AN VA 3 T S AL AR SR B ST H 1R 4%
A5 18, 3R 1 A1 T IR BB 2% LD 24 5
JPE G T3k I AR 1, I 1 BRI AR A
221K R IR

Table 1  Comparison of the screening methods of me agenome library
ik N EE
P Bk E P FURE R A 5
% PCR o 2 ﬁ%tﬁéiin%&ﬁl ANRER AT K H 1)
iz
51 RESEAT AL T T 52 MR, ek e )
B iy DR, 05 2 B0, oAb g U O PR X AR R BT
i B AR iR 1 AR
il e o AU TR0 2 s K BT e B & RAESRA 2k I 1070 14 B 3K 5 4931 £
5 FTAMEITIEREERA g s G RS I I 2
7N % L 4 T
R A B Egiﬁ;iﬁ%2f1$mﬁg A 5 200 145 B T2 DNA 45— 2 M e
PR A7 A 4 91 0 I A 2 BN T, IR
o . SVRE B A, A ST 04 ik DR 60 40 577 1 U 53 SR i
v ‘J );;L SIX - ’ ’ - . 3 - o
2 ROvSEEwE S I i R T A B S BRALSC P o i
W WAL SR T SC e b R AT DNA J7 11 3 fil 21 28 11 AN 05 7 4 B A 50 KDa
o5 i SN I SRR e L % S S L G EA A TPN
5 A 5, 52210 RS 543K A R M RE R
B SRR ) SRR e L % A R B 0 08 2 1 P 9 50 T 3 e A
)35 i DNA 45 505085 AR
BN AR AL 4
Crude metagenomics
I I SR Q 2, ~ . \7\< }
S LR DA | |I§T%&*%Fﬂﬁﬁtﬁ| N ﬂ%?%/ﬁfﬁ*?ﬁgﬁfﬁﬁ&*f%ﬁ
CEA PEIARET W B, X TR E Kk Rk T
W RIS AE L ; ZEHE S5 FI AN 1Y AR #0 H,
BRI %ﬂ?ﬁ lasrp lﬁ%’%fgﬁ HAC B AN 5 M 5 5 3, T TR R A T B
i MH ﬁm ﬁ}_ﬁ% VN fj;f? E@)’Aﬁm BB AR RS
IV IRRZ RS W RO e

S5
HRT7
330

satlon

HER ) (R PR S || e T B BRI 7 3C
REBEFINIHIEE | PP SRR

K3
RT-A%#

DNAK B ||WiBt s 4544, Wit T
Joh || A R ERHIL
| | | [
K4 i SR 41

Refined metagenomics

1
Fig. | Digram illustrating the development of metagenomics
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