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L PR AR A BRSO P EREBE RS E AR T S 42, JE L 100085
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RE LT 20050 F ARSI R iR B ek A
AN IR T B SR & 5 M R BEAT I R A A W)
FHBOR T B R T IR A I Bt e
Fi B 21 2 B AR S B T 43 F 7K (DNA
RNA ZE F BRI 1 ) X 3058 1o A= ) B LTy g
PEATREIN 5 234, RS T i oE B IR )

SR TR B WA A AR R
SRR A R RIS U Bk — , LIS B R vk
SRS TR RR A PREE TR | L IR
Aeof B A SR T AR AR AU, TR TS Y
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Je P55 PRAP 45 22 AN D7 T A5 R B 2 4

1 BREEAFERKAEN

e e 2H A RO Y TG SR AT A N X 42
B RGE PR EABAEY TR 1T ARA BN
Mo WUEYH ol R R R N R R R R
FIAH R G 2R R GRS BT 219 5
PR BN T IAEAIEGE A RO LA B 5
A B 3 T AR O TR T A )
ARG WS DR Z B A B R  RGEHH
FIIRERIICIK | LA B V& 4500 5 A 25 R G Y eSS
AR ERgRLER L, Horh, D 3 D PR R Sy
il 18 72 R DX 2~ 2 I e oAy S B RIS 2 77 T
2, B HAB A A W R4 7 T Rl . H
KT EH A7 B A= FEAC A S 5T
AR TR Y Be B EAMTAN R TE R A
JEE i

7% FH 4 (metagenome ) HE & H Handelsman
SEUT 1998 A T U 1, HE SR HEARR g P18 v il
A U R A ) SR AR S BB A o Y
BT B, R B A 2 W 58 TR R R A=
HEAT o3 B R AR M0 B A AT I AR Y
DNA AR HGE VeI (103545 (T RE 5 2R Rk
I T 98 2 A DR AL P 50 8 22 R o 3 DU PP R L 42
F59 B4 75 (amplicon sequencing )5 7 3 K 21 ]
J¥ (metagenome sequencing) . ¥4 7 3 & 4
XA RNA £ A (ribosomal RNA gene, tDNA)
T BB HE PR, i & X 40 B 50 T 168 rDNA K BT
18S rDNA 5 N # %4 5% 8] B X (internal transeribed
spacer, ITS) ¥ 5550 FRicd -4 T4 14, 5 % Tl
A )R SR i T g A IR (A2 5tk RUE PR D) RE
FEPRD)FEATY 4G, 2 FE D 2 I R X I T A
DNA FEA7TIM0 o PAP A 5 v, HLOXY T s
SLHRE 53 T B TR IR SR WAR X B R . AR
L T BRI 5 0 AR B e A H
HISCR T A: W 2=t e i 2T

UTAER , B = AR P BRI 24, 2 P 4
(B T Beplate— 2P sl . 78 =AM P HoAR AT

AT, AR e A 2 5 R 1 A 9 i 2y
Jr ko LA ZAG DT OF /5 NMlumina Hiseq A
o], HC e it 3R 2 A T A R G i 2
(PCR) I3 & A IS, B R U B K (il
H7E 100 bp % 300 bp Z [0])  AERG M &, F1— 40
J¥ (Frederick Sanger i) DNA XUl S £ 28 1115 ) A b
ELA D e R A M s A OUAR A R R
PEo AR P HOR Y R T 500100 S dR ok
(%5 1 DNA FEA G 2800 PCR P77, bt 4 1
PCR SILXS T DNAREAA B (i i 52 mi . H i
T Ji A 2 A = AR F 15 50 92 Pacific Biosci-
ences 2> T 4 H 1Y 2R - S ( Single Molecule
Real Time Sequencing, SMRT)"“FI Oxford Nanopore
Technologies 2 F) FF & I 40 KL 541~ - 7 AR,
& B TR S AW A, 5 5 WA (5 5
SR FNWr s HE AL, AR 7 X — AR 7 Y — sk
R AT O R TR oA T P A 158 AR AR R 1
i A HLSA S AR, BRI AR B 0 A
Hh, ARG =AU B AT T2 5 PR 41 B J 22 1)
ZH A 2R R

o 3 B A 2 ROR Y L GRS T — S R R A
Yy S ) i [ RERS Y B FRATHE— 20 T A i
P 7% 110 35t A5 08 00 AT RE S SRR A . T vy B2 O 2%
I8 T O A 7 ZEL SR D DR 5000 e, 0 £ 2. 23 BT A
2 2 HORUEA: IR — 2Ry 1T B AN ] Ry
R, B XX — R, H e A — S R
T A R 2H o3 A TR S T 2 G T o i O i
BB CHT ST, A SO X Hth AT E A 4

2 BRERAFNFSITAE

T BE DR 21~ 000 7 A 20 ) D A i e o
T A LEIE W FASTQ % S0 v 75 2 id —
F B0 AP A5 B S AR B AR BE A AR L
Pl AR B AT o BT IE . HRTR S N 4
R B 2 b Y R —— 8 T S R
F AL T AT R B2 Y B F AR R
ANTA], PR % 2 Fh B 1) 2 A R ] T A [
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2.1 FIBFINF S HRE

BT ROEAR vDNA 55 2 ] 28 X 91 1Y e da
P38 DU PP X TR ) A L) ST T 2 22 S
FEOT A WS T — R AW E B4 B i
PR T AEY, PREERAE PIHE & OF 58 i BEATLIBOR:
SECHY R 793 B ] 8 5L 1 (reproducibility) G, {H
LI A A E A R R S TR
J7 50 4 T BT LAAF s AR AN, S 7 MUE BN
SEVE 2 R AE A W 2R BIESE 0 LT 230
TREO A= W) Z e HE T A, [ o AN [ A ) 22
FEPEM LL AR E T 0. BT XTI 4540 73 A, AH Y
ZECRGE T LR Z e o i B iz
B TSP A ARST2OE)R AP
TR AR 2R 5 7 RN T Be gl a2 i v T e
PEZ AT b S AR AR I S

T W) 384 700 P (8 53 BT 05 1 20, O BT i
WAAATE , HATE 5 5 2R S Tr
LA PR o BEAE DN BRI B Tlumina 1
V-5 W 5 i A G T 5G I0RE  JRR T
Y, BT AR 250 bp PP S mg e 210 207 2k
JZE 0 T, % AN [ A o 0 0l 458 T 5 AN ) 258 1%
(barcode) bRZ 1 51 100 H 19 Fr Be it 47 PCR Y4,
JE G T HLECE 5 5 2 BR RS LA S 71 . &
X AR B 2 1 4] RRSR i S | X6 S R A 7 o e A
ZJ5 i3 FLASH!" S5 8R4 X0 B e 51 A7 P
P 52 U 3 8 T LAAE S B e AR e 1) 1 kS i S
. HEO0TU (operational taxonomic unit, GIE XS
NI ASV(amplicon sequence variant, P

SB—#p5Y: BURATALES RIS

RETSMTF |

g3
HFEIR

P RikiEH

»  TMFETIHHE

B85 & HOTUASVEWRLS BRI
4 L 2 - L 2

UCLUST,
UPARSE DADA2 UNOISE3 Deblur®

-

HRFF5
OTUs/ASVs

4 »

FEHOTUR
IASVE » BREL »

> PR ESEE
WREHET
b B » OTURIASVE
B85 SHMSTEHERET

WHEEFIHH: Chaolfli, ACEMF

PFERAITE: F/R% (Hill Number) .
Shannoni#, Simpsoniii#{. Pieloutys

a-ZHE

SHAMRAR: FREE. FE-REHR
(1-0848)
B-ZHFE

A STRMMESTH: Jaccardifi.
Serensenfg#i. Bray-Curtisig#i¥

EOERS: FREHRRT RIS

4T (PCA)
xR (CA)
EMBWE T (DCA)
Fa4454F (PCoA)
FERSHREST (NMDS)

BREEREE AT
PERMANOVA  MRPP Mantel#%  FRSH (VPA)
itk

AT (RDA)
BB T (CCA)

TREEMEREE AT

ANOSIM

F 1 LL16S tDNA U R 4], 475 5~
A Y 32 B vk I R

TIRHVAE ) &2 F B EFIIER . BitE
T Pk A 2 5 81 19 T B UPARSE . DADA2,
UNOISE3 5 Deblur 55 , H: 32 B 50 5 R B R 45 .0
F 1R

F1 ERMPEAEFII TR

T HAFK FEE R FA SCHk

UPARSE {8 F 9705535 (Greedy Algorithm ) X itk & 4485 91T R 28, 8 {8 FH 97% A ) (2]
J& R RTG53 BRI 23 OTU

DADAS T J HLA 2 ST 5 X Y 9 i S S o ) 0 A T I R AT AR N A 13
1E. HARMETIFR N ASV(Amplicon Sequence Variant )

UNOISE3 PR A B R . HAR BRI T SRR A 20TU (zero—radius OTU) [14]

Deblur FEF i B R B (Hamming Distance ) V1 ME R 78 BUAZ AT TR KT BE KT L X F 51 3dE [15]

FTRENR 21 55
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22 HREEANFSITRRE

UEAER, Bt T R 7 3 ANy T
SRER T LU AN TR, DR G A X e P e
(14 4B 3 P 21 DNA B S AR et Ae R, Bk
B2 A, AR B A A 1 2 A T A ) 2 A,
e Ko SR, AT R A AR ) — 6 e 5
A7 B 04 TR T, A A 00 158 S A X 8 v 3 3
I LA g A I A, = AR e B AR A 31 ) J A
PR ARG 5 BB AR S5 B, W T 2 S
(base—calling )W A A6 Ry FATT I s 22 1) FASTQ 4%
X3k

AR ARG = AR R R] (S 22 5L
Fi Ao PSR BN AR AR o 2 3 PR 20 00 e B0 114
R AT 8 oMo e Z & 1 Bk
SR AL BES A3 BT o R R LA 2 0 S B A —
AR (K 2) . ZREABIE A, 5k
T B AT AR 5 R B e 5 G, i PR AR
TRFS . 519 adaptor 175 F 551, i H T
Gl Z I, X723 P2 BRI 23 B T 4k 24K
-, BT reads 0T S5 3L T AL 0T, AT
ELHEEAH reads 1248 Forb i 5 L iR o 40 O

LR
-

izt gt
»  FEREFT

l

DNAFE S Il

PR

LHRR S RO

&2

5P HETF BT AL, A0 N P AT reads
$£ B mOTUs (phylogenetic marker gene—based oper-
ational taxonomic units) 1 73 B 1717 J5 24 W) 5 22 38
i J5 220 BRAG reads DF 45y A Y S5 M HEAT 20 AT
Hop  HBR P AY CHE— 2. P A4 Y
o e PR A D B K B 81, RIVEE & A (contig)
BB R 20 38 (scaffold) . AR EESRE L EEL
BRICABE DR 5, mT LA F 4k DAL 1500 A= g s PR = 2
o HEE N TR BN G 73 A, 7346 (binning)
Je L E W T H 22— S AR ARAE AN R P 9 B DU A IR
A B A AR R AN [ e 81 A7 032, H
13BN B P AR R R RS L AR RS [ 4
PR 7% 5 DR 21 8080 Pl LAEA T Al o A 22 5 0 A el
R H BT A~ A4

SRR BE R 7 3 B A i AL (E i T
PR R, H s Z bR p) o0 b TR 5 —
ACAE PR, A TR Y 23 B T BRI 5 A 1 BE 3 3 T 1
28 SRR JUH RN R 26 A 1 A Wy AR A AT
it LR . Bl AP RAR E J
AN BT 0 2 R R 2 B0 O B s A AP BRI
BAF AR AL TR A R AR R 2 R

EHFN

I

JETTREH 5

HEPHE

» HEH

HEPREFR
) 1 S8
HEHEFERE

a

The AR

e ST

TR HE R AL 047 16 2 B e
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F2 RSN A
AR B A R R ARIT R SR AR Sk
FastQC 0.11.9(2019.1.8) = % 1F PacBio —
MultiQC 1.10.1(2021.4.1) & SRR AL BE ONT [17]
LGRS fastp 0.20.1(2020.4.8) = — [18]
Trimmomatic 0.39 = — [19]
Nanoplot 1.33.0(2020.9.12) — BEES NESIS [20]
MEGAHIT 1.2.9(2019.10.15) AR [21].[22]
metaSPAdes (SPAdes)  3.15.2(2021.3.11) TR S S AUR A [23].[24]
IDBA-UD 1.1.3(2016.7.12) “REERK [25]
—— SOAPdenovo2 1242(2020.10.23) c :ﬁﬁﬁt’t [26].[27]
Canu 2.1.1(2020.10.19) I3 FF (Pacbio RS WSequel or [28]
Oxford Nanopore MinlON )
OPERA-MS 0.8.3(2020.6.30) TR AR [29]
metaFlye (Flye) 2.8.3(2021.2.11) “RE K [30]
metaBAT2 2.12.1(2017.9.1) FETF VAT AR 5 F AR08 [31]
MaxBin2 2.2.7(2020.6.12) — [32].[33]
o CONCOCT 1.1.0(2019.8.2) FF NS F 548 [34]
VAMB 3.0.2(2020.10.27)  FHETUREEAS ST H dwi g et () 46 [35]
G TR AR5 ZMafTHY
metaWRAP 1.3(2020.8.5) [36]
AREEL 114 7 ke DR 20 B340 4 B s
DIAMOND 2.0.9(2021.4.12) TG0 X [37]
Kraken2 2.1.2(2021.5.10) FARENAY R T A [38]
T -5 B Kaiju 1.7.4(2020.11.4) FT Read 7K HY A FEBER 1 [39]
MetaPhlan 3.0.9(2021.5.17) FT Read /K- B P FhEE BEER 14 [40]
Prodigal 2.6.3(2016.2.12) 44 ML DK Gty X 45 44) 1) B PR F9 0 A A [41]

TE: AU AR B BRI e R AR A U I EE 2924 200 bp 22300 bp AAL 125 = AR T HORAE iRy BERE IR 8L T

2 T bp KIS,

3 WEMBRESHMSTEE

Py ity 3 U O R Rl DS %P /eSS EA R D
ST B YRS AR AT A R B U
BRI AL ZFEE RO VR A0 S5 4540 A TER A S AT
GIER

He W) Z2REPE (biodiversity ) B3 H 5, Hog L2
AT o o, EBRAEY) Z FEE A 2 (The Interna-
tional Convention on Biological Diversity ) X} H g ¥
RV Tl T S AR A AR S R G
KENTHBRE A RS RGP Y ] 22 v, -
HEL RGPl Y PR R LA R A S R G 2R

AR R S R TR ) Z ARV R AR IR P A Y
FROZHEATIZIN o3, 18 H 24 7328 Z A (taxo-
nomic diversity) | i R Z £ P (phylogenetic diversi-
ty) it 15 Z #E 1 (genetic diversity) F13) i £ #¢ P
(functional diversity)™, Hrh 3R S5 L
FEPE AL S04 73 2K BT D) R PR B B AE AN ]
PREE T WA 1 DL I T A i % R AR 5
AR IR IATTAE R G R 7K LR R R A i
T35 A Z2 AN R BEEMERF Y, DR o H K 3 1
[Fi) — Wy e AN ] B A K Y 5 00 o SRS 2 K- A 4
FOFTEEOR AT RN IR . A MR Ts Z R
it b A R 2R ST R 2 A
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3.1 REMZHEEHERR

FEBINA S 2R 2 5L, Z2 R AR A 2 () R
FEor N3 NFE a-Z M B-Z S y-2H
PEH a- ZFEPE BRI R SV S B Y
Z RV, B-Z FEPE B IRAS R VR ) (B A
N ) Wy T 25 5,y — 2o AP ) 3 B R IX e IR
) Z2REPERT TR T M AR 82 BT SE , Z2 ek
ITEERET -2 S -2 M.

F T HRURE RN 3 A B AL |, o3 BT 45 SR I AN BE ST
4 2 A VR ) LIRS o X T X B i b R
TR £k, Bl FEAS /N B30, 17 37 (read ) 550 i LA
L 2 PR B T S O 320 f 4 s B LA 356 ik
AT B0 R B . Sanders™ T 1968 4542 H i Bk
(rarefaction) J5 ¥ , ffi45 A [ AEAS /N g 4 bt R AR
T AEAT LU B o i X T fh R 4y
UOHTE T BRI TR BRI AT IR AR ik
FEA 28 %0 /BB 8 27 TR 2 i SRR
LR R B BE 26 (rarefaction curve) , Ho2Z il 20k
PREFFEAS TR OTU A 43 L4 AN 22, 4t H AT A/ ]
OTU ZH i fH B AR RIAEA K/ N R A A SRAR M 2k
— BN R, Y — A R it AR i T 42
B, BRI A B 22 1) SR AR T R 43000 P TR B AR I
JCEFHIN ) B Z 035 19 OTU 1, B IZREAS 1Y

SRAFEFIIN P E 2 U 5E 4. TRk 7 v 1 i s 7
Tl TR A AT LA AR TR AR A
P AR R 2 ) T A P 405 R 2 R Ll —
PN IAEA N PRI AF G AL 23 A B8 5 73 A i,
FEHhZe A BEA AT AR,

TEAAGY 1Y 7B I F AL X SBT3 o -2
FEPESS , — MO Al A Bt 2, JF X5 OTU R4 T
THT L (resample) o 58T fl HUR $8 2R FE A FE
ZEAE A REE R BT &8 TP 2 55 4%
HRT A FEAS vh PP 510 85 1Y e/ IMEL R, 0T I A A
AHE LR R, S5 PV T 2R b %
T3 0] DL BEARAREA IR T Z2 R B ] 1) L3R
ip= A8
3.1.1 o-ZHENHERHR

a-ZFEMEM BRI S R E R YA EE
(richness) 5 %) F 5 & 434 (distribution) o A F LU
OTU gy A7 UL, X T ASV i 73 i [Al B . OTU
22 OTU MAZAH (observed OTU number, S,,.) 7] 7
W F R B RIAR bR . W a- 2RI A
RN 3 PR

¥R 35t 5 EL , A /K E(Hill Number)
JE—REEHIRTEE a- ZFEMEMFE R A /REL
SRR B R PR , R T AR

3 HHE - RR N SEL
RV E N TR FEEE X
Sehaot = Sape F i
" o,
Chaol fH(S,,.,)" n, (”1 _ 1) AT
S ot = S
2(n, + 1)
" FTF R F IS 7E OTU Hr i34 5] 2
annon $EEH-50( g7 ) H =- Inp.
Shannon S 2o, 5 PR R E G RO
A= 2pt ORAFA) IR B35 OTU th 9517
Simpson FEE=(A) ™ . n(n _ 1) BE 5 a-ZHPER RSO R W HIH:
= Z{N(N - 1)] (IMEA B BREEA) 318 (/A ) FE 43 A

TR S, HEEA Y OTU K, n, AL AT 1 4507 5119 OTU (singleton) 30 H ,n, AL 2 4677 511 OTU (doubleton) 8% H 3 ™ F7 n MEEA P 424
OTU LT HNVEL, p,oh OTU AL I AVE S AR OTU AL 5 17 914 B 1Y F il 3~ 7R n R FEAR N 2R OTU A5 P 518K, p, o OTU A5 7 5114
A AR OTU 455 8B H (4 EL B8, n, h OTU AL 35 FESNEL, N R 2R 58,
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FEE WA A IR ER T e AT B S
W o A RECSERR B2 IR LR8N 2,
XS R g — B 20, AR B S b Hill T
1973 4R 2 ™ 5 IR BORAT A & il B (replica-
tion principle) (9, BV 58 40 5 BE V& A JR B 2 F
G TPIRERIRG G A /R B IR B i a s, -
R B T YRR B A R A, HA
M8 EC BRI —ART G X — I 1 . A /R E 0
BrE X (Hill Number °D) S #%h 4= 5 B2, 1l 1 Ky ('D)
528 CD)JE N 5351 F 7% Shannon 545 45 (1) 5 4%
JE RN Simpson 48 BRI HOE Y, hilldiv 2 3 H
PR T R BOH R R,

3.1.2 p-ZHEUENHERER

FAXT T a=Z FE M T ST e — T A W VR B
FEAR N B ZHEPETE O, B-Z FEVE T R IE R 2 21
A= WD T SR AS T 1 A AL (similarity ) BEAS AR
L (dissimilarity) o 76X B— 22 £F 24 (1) B0 i A
th, B M (complementarity ) A& — 1> B 22 1Y o8 A
JE AR IR 2 RS Z Al 7 B AL b
%L, PG, 2 /SRR 1 BB , T R &
1T B-Z FE MR =7, T X T A A ] B R
R SECA RS Z IR W AMEA AL Z AL,
PR T B M B B R L R IE A 240 1 T 4R
G B AE LR U] R R M, BRI T LA 4 R
(Venn Diagram) R i#E47 i AL KRR | [a] i 8 2t A
[&] () 2= B B (shared species) 558 P FH (unique
species ) A ATHSFEA (0] (AR DL PE SORAR U . A
A TR AN AR AL AT AR I 5 48 %X (distance index) 2k
i, 6 T OTU FR U, AR A 1Y O FE 2592 1
%) A R o B 3 2 5 (dlistance matrix ) BN AR
% (dissimilarity matrix) .

WL OTU & b A AR T & A h 4%
OTU T i F 515, BIVEASFEA AR AUAT OTU TR f5
B ARHA &4 B4 OTU B BE(E B, X — 2850
RN E 5 EE (quantitative data) o B H 6
A 7B E X R RS A BAREA RS
WELL OTU  (HANEL & B4 OTU I F FEAR S, XX 4K
P W R AR - S B (presence—absence data) ,
H T X AR 7 AR B b T 1 0 SRR AE e B 2R

2RI OB RR R 1-0 %l o ik 2 s A
P AR 2 W 2 IO T R R S T TR
N OTU R HEEF R

R TR BB Z M 2 B AE R PR 4R
B T R RO 5 AR - R B TSR T
ANTA] o X F 8 H B9 Jaceard #5 5 Bray—Curtis B
BT Sy B B 7R - SRR B B B R A, TS
Ry R PR B 5 8 Jaccard 38 BUE LAAH L
FHOL S B, ey g AR

(1)

Hrfr o 2 MEARILZ OTU AN, b 5 e 5l 21>
FEAZS B R OTU MK

R 3L, Jaccard 18 B A IR0, 1] A
M, 78 X Jaccard B 255 Jaccard ASFHRIM: R «

Diears = 1= Spiceana (2)

ZJE A5 E P T Sgrensen 48 %8, L FK
Sgrensen—Dice 48 0™, % 48 B+ 5K XL Jac-
card F5 B :

2a
Ssprensen = dat+b+e (3)
AR, a R 2 A FEARFIEZE OTU AN, b 5 e o351k 2
AR AFEA OTU ML

M H T Jaccard $8 44, Sgrensen $8 £ K T 24>
FEASEA OTU BACE , A REA [ LA 1 OTU 22
FOBREAS B Z R Y OB . SEPR I, Jaccard 45 %X
15 Sgrensen f8 U E T [ % JE 2 MAEASL S OTU
MTEGLT , [RI Z00% 1 2 A EAS v A s SRR
fll OTU. RPMEEAE A f T A 49 OTU AN
s,a.b.c & A S FIRAPORIF—20, 8 Ldh
TEIBUS Y 2 REA Tp 8o B OTU AN, WA

s=a+b+c+d (4)

TE R 2 PR R e L5, d 2R
B o X R A A B 23 B b s U )
(double—zero problem) "™, Bl 24 ¥ 28 OTU [R] s} 7 2
AFEA TR B IR 40k — X TAE S
FESE I DTN IZ 2 BAE Y o BEX XU ), A7 I
WEHHEA S5 BB P, 40 Jaccard 54505
Sgrensen 5 BT , 33X FE 48 BOPR A AR XS B AL
R EATR R AEAE (double—presence ) 4”5 “ XL
fi#t 2K (double—absence ) &4l " 7 XA [A] , HAAE T
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S 2 SRR AR (8 BN R R X B 28

1E iR 2 R 8, OTU £ (E B A 2 53
Y 1 Bray—Curtis ASAH{LBE7E 118 TR % &
TR R ZIR BT TR 1950 4F IR B
FE Y, B 5 AE 1957 5F- 4% Bray 5 Curtis 7218 3CHfifi
JHS, ARBA 5 B 2HEA, OTU BEUH n, HEA
ABHOTU (i=1, 2, -, n) 73514 X, 5 X,,, W Bray—
Curtis AL TR AR -

PR Y71 752,01 B
D YRR ) Arh
Hor, A5 BIYRE 2 EA OTU B2, € 21
AIAT OTU BB IMER) ST

[ BE b, Bray—Curtis ASFRUE B8 FHE X FR 8
o ERERENRE, 2T 8O0 T Bray-
Curtis A~ A1 {2} & (Bray—Curtis dissimilarity) FX &
Bray—Curtis 1 (Bray—Curtis distance ) )X — &%
HREEA IR, Legendre ZE1E {(Numerical Ecology>>
HSHIE B, Bray—Curtis AN AH LB 5 Sgrensen 5 5T
B0 e = AN O SO TR AR RO L LA 25 ]
B B AR AR B SO BN I BERR O R 4
B ZAREON Y (semimetrics )

W BT AN B AR AL AN AR B 45 %
AR Z ST — S SR E5 AR h B A TE 40 A
45, R F I vegan 10" vegdist pRELIZ L TR
ZHARET R

X TR, A [R50 T ZAEPERY
TTRR S-S50, 1T Vane—Wright IA R HE4k 56 R AEZR
MZFEPERY DAL Th R BIVE IR, T2, Faith
T 1992 45 St 38 R Z 41k (phylogenetic diver-
sity, PD)iX —HE& I 5 LH A R LS Bl 7E 73 52
W Ay SR Z RN 1S R 2R
B TR Z AE AR ERY 25, o & 7
PR BIMER 5 A A A5 B 5 R a- 2R
THE D7 UEE T Faith X]F PD i A L7 FETT
BE DI RETR RIS R AR B R -2 IR,
UniFrac 8 802 % H 0 H5E 48457, %48 BOR I A
() T A, &5 Y A 5 A 0 AR A A T B VR TR 1Y
AHRIPE . UniFrac BB 2502 B2 i1 (metric ) 76 25, 15
E=AAENXER, UniFrac 5207 LUE S S8R

WAL R T AR VR 2 SR R
Ve B R W 25 e AT DU P AR B B
W AR AR A TR O 1 R G R B HE RS

3.2 EFERGNMIMMBRITE X

ZREY R AU EERE T AN RS
AN ) BR AR BE T S R P 1 A A, — 28 e i o
P84 TR e X T W AE 2 I S AR B
Mo X R T AE R RS B2 2ot Iy
ES TR B TR 2 v e a W R (S e VAL OE
SFOT R P TR 26 5 N SRR TS H )
HEGERB A A . W Z 08 a7 ik
LOHAE R R AL S s 7R 4 Y,

F % 43 43 A (principal component analysis,
PCA) J&fie i W W e 2 M Z oG it ik 2
— FER b PCA SEBR 2 REAE R i AR, — i
M, TAA SR IR 2~3 > T 108 e R e R S
HORFER 2 7 25 o PCA SR PR L A5 B R 13 o Ao
AR Z 8] 28 S REAS A 20 B ORI (R 2 AR
HA TR Z AR R OTU ) 273t 07 vk 2 H B 0 i 2 45
[R]&

X173 HT (correspondence analysis, CA )il
T RE AR -OTU 48 Sz e i) R A % 1) 1Y 22
5o CAHEF A B & b 1Y R J7 BE 25 (chi-square
distance ) $8 2N FE A 5 OTU 2 [8] {4 X6} 1 5 2 1K H
T [ 24 2 i) P & s SR A i CA BILIBE T PCA
W2 R IRY Eh ROV o SR, CA R AT 5
FEROE, B CAT Al _E BYRE S oA (5 B 2 o R B AE
CA2%h b, 3xX 2 F Ry CA HE 18 R HE il =2 1] -
A —TE LA o PG, 23838 13 53 #r
(detrended correspondence analysis, DCA ) # #2 i
TR NS IR

F A& BR 43 1 (principal coordinates analysis,
PCoA) TEMME & L i PCAfiT AT . 5 PCA ZEUiH
PCoA [FIFE A 1 W2k 1) He A SR B A 2 ) e
IR RMRGE A /] . PCoA fHf FHAE A 8] 9 1 A F
ASFRALPERE 4, o AN RS BT DU Jacca-
rd $8 %0 . Bray—Curtis AN AL PEFE 205 UniFrac 75 %8
Ao HIT PCoA HE/F M RAE A RIPERIFE , PCoA
AR PP 0 5 D 28 o () DR AN E HHEC R TS



—t

RN S48 2022,40(3)

www.kjdb.org 107

K4 WHZICGAT T E KR R

SRR R/ TWIREN HEA VLR RIEF R (P 4L)
- I TE 52 3 1804 500 7 R R s 1] v e BRI IR
> I vegan
F 15353 Hr (PCA) BB da (vegan)
Xt 1 4347 (CA) TR T 07 470 B 8 6 K500 0 A 2 1) v 4 R R decorana (vegan)
H137 W HE rana (vegan
VI FoBFRI 73T (DCA) pEs e
FALFR T (PCoA) AR AL R0 PR B0 i 4 ZE AR 4 2 AT HE) 7 peoa (ape)
L A S o
AR R 2 Yk R 43 Hr (NMDS ) Hﬂ*”ﬁﬁx*ﬁﬂl HERAEL B P A2 B S A A metaMDS (vegan)
7 HE T
P JCARIIHT(RDA) PCA MM ALy ARV ff A B F 3 e rda (vegan)
" AR 43 M (CCA) CA ST ALY S AR AR kI 1) BT X cca (vegan)
ANOSIM FEFASAHBIE B AN )R AR 4 (] 1 5 22 S anosim (vegan)
PERMANOVA %jgﬁit ST AN R AR 4 ) 22 S A 7 4tk adonis (vegan)
BRI 1 A4
RIS o 505143 41 B TR 940 0 10 7R DL 2
MRPP e mrpp (vegan)
MANTEL X} TR A I ] 1 A D 8 42k P ) mantel (vegan)

2% fifp TR 5 I 2 B 8% 38 3 A TE J A AN AR UM R P
fEfEZA .

AR JE 3 2 4E R 43 1 (non—metric multidimen-
sional scaling, NMDS) J& —Fl ik B HEFF ik . 78
I, Se R A EE T A it SO A AR R
R IV L A0 A AR AL 50 DR /N o R it T
(rank order) , #R 5 B AE P 4E 25 (] B 4E 5, 40 — 4k 5%
=Y PR FRRR AN 1 D DU 458 S 7 e 4 2 [
b AR IR R S BORE A )RS AR ik
A XS B R 1Y A TS bR D BB (L (stress)
TEF SR 0 32 A5 A AU AR 80 D 6 T P A2 A i/ N
Hpa e N FESEAT NMDS 24T B, — i & k4T
ZREAHET , VORISR /N Ia . —Mil
R AE/INT 0.15 2 FT LUEAZ /Y™, NMDS 73 #r
HEF 2 © 2 FAEAS Z ] B R i AN AR T G
WEHE P Sl BT SRR AN AR T 22 A T Ll
NMDS HEF B R HEF 3l EIC 45 04 B R

IR 4R Z TG o b T R TR R
771 (exploratory methods ) , iX—2 M7 g2 4L T
FEAR AR F2 0 B L SR AR AR DL R B i 5
b BMEAEAS 2ok B3R5 B e M e AR B T B
X SRR T AR T B R R B, RZ
LT  WF9EE A RS 15 B X T W8 3 1 22 S

FTGeit o A A B L3 Pk o 8 UL A X R A ] 2 S
HEAT G2 1 K 5 1 5 15 A - ANOSIM (analysis of
group similarities , 7321 AH YL 73 4T ) .PERMANOVA
(permutational multivariate analysis of variance, ¥
77 22431 ) 5 MRPP (multi—response permutation
procedures , 22l i E L T2 ) 45

TEST T AN [ REAS 20 8] 1 A U % 22 Sk, F
FEN BRI 5C T 3 Lk b 22 S 1 PR35 P 72 Wi
4 RIDRERAE MR T 22 5 R A A e (TR )
MR N T B R R e (A E) . TR, 75—
AR T RFEME T LW HE P 5 L9 T X 5 T Y
W58 M, B R R i B % 7 15 (interpretive meth-
ods) , X —ZRT7 ARG AR b, 8m T — 21 i
RS R R HE il A SR
OO TR AT IZ I AT R BT . TCAR 20T (redun-
dancy analysis, RDA) 55 # J5 X 1 43 HT (canonical
correspondence analysis, CCA ) Jg: 2 il L7 i) it B
HERP U7 o RDA AT LUE AR & PCA HEFP Y — F i
J& Lo A AR o AR B (R ) 9y
WM RS B 2t A, [, RDA L B A
PCA i i, BIJFANIE & T AL BERE AR BT S5 M6 K Y
Bl o FLT PCA Tk (I o] AT AT CA —
B, CCA JZ 2 RDA A3l BB Y 4% . CCA J2
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R P i o A e 249 o 7 A2 i S R AT X8 L 53 A ) S
I, RDA 5 CCA i T HLAL /R 7E PCA HEP
PRl = 18 A ik 7 ) e i (SR AR )
S (AR

TEHEAT PRFE DN 1 5 R AS TR 7% ] 22 S5 O AR S
GETHEARG RN, AL GE AR OC RBUG I TETE A RER &
S, PR R BT Y S P A ] A G, TR
V&) 22 57 L) —HERE MR IR UK . Mantel T 1967
A F ) Mantel #6256 77 125 AT LUK >4 [ 22 1] )
FAOG I B 2 PR R AT R S, 2 S X 2 740 o L I
i 28 e AT AR OGP E G TR IR I, 3 AT LA
1 Mantel Kjgﬁ(partial Mantel test) , Bl %6 HL — 1~ fi#
AR AR A g bR i . 8 3 A o0 A
(variation partitioning analysis, VPA)FI| F T i 43 Hr
F18) RELAEL K ey 17 22 e 0 4 v A ST 2230 40 S B
fifk o A2 i 110 20 ST S R DT RR DA R B A R TR o
VPA 3 i I TAERRE 1 WIRLE R4 X X% T i
Yoite 7% ) 22 S 2 2 S0 22 ) 0E— 0 U A AN [] 34
SR IR0 TS [ R 7 1) 22 S ) DTRREE

4 Z5ip

FURIT, Z2 41 BRI S T B 20 AR
SRR WiV S LT RE A% H T B T o 4
ORI R, WFFE 5 2 SRS AR 6 7 T oK
R 2 BRI PR, R SR
AR D RERY B2 A B I it i LATE A IAIR
FI R, Qi 4 FH I A T3 2 A e kU 4 R 20 B
TR T BOk Ik 75 5L R 20 27 B b X — YOG
IR W 4 R o B S AR IR U B R
BRI RS B MG E TR
SR BBk
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Abstract The rapid development of omics technology represented by metagenomics technology has greatly promoted our

understanding of microbial diversity, composition, structure, and function in the natural ecosystem. However, the big data

generated by the technology can be a great challenge to researchers’ data analyzing and mining abilities. This review, based on

two technical aspects, amplicon and whole—genome shotgun sequencing, summarizes the analysis workflow of metagenomics for

discovering microbial community. Then, the concepts of microbial community diversity, the related principles of statistical

analysis, and related interpretation of statistical tests are illustrated. Finally, the paper points out that to overcome the complexity

of metagenomic data and huge amount information, using big data analysis so as to illuminate analytical results are the common

challenge for environmental microbiologists, bioinformaticians, and statisticians.
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