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Abstract: The development background and characteristics of microbial source tracking ( MST) technology are
discussed. Development and application progress of MST are summarized from the aspect of selection, detection and
analysis of source indicators. The technical process of MST supporting total maximum daily load (TMDL) scheme
was also introduced. At last, the further study and application of MST were forecasted, to provide reference for

pathogenic microorganism pollution control in surface water in China.
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b 7K R IE g S AR W i Gt O 1 A0 9
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ISEMAAR I, B PEAN T, ME LA DX 5345 i JiE 26
AR, BT 32 T NIRTS P e S APTE
2.3 RAETRYIEIA T

MST HARA 2R 5320585 | (5 kT 46 0 710 98] 958
5 et BT, R IR B RE IR A ST
BEACPE, MST $ R J5 1A 4 K157, 85 3% g i ik
( culture-dependent library-dependent ) ; 15 77 9 4t J&
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FARGIRA T BORHE R 70 4315 AR HAS JE 2 4k 2
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H 1Y 16S rRNA JEH I FRER (£ 3) , X Ee T iEK
DA Z o it (AR5 7K K ) F TR ARG 0 vk B R
il AEAEASOE S P4 I i SRR, PR OAR T vl LAAE
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10 N AN P N A< 1 (= VAN 8. 7)) pa s L 1 ok B
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FKIBRIFTE T R 5% 0 BB SR F2 8 T — TR A [
MST J5 ik beaetgs > fE ki gs o, 2 5 A 5
BE—ESAHN A S R A5G KECEN TR
EWIEKEECERE) DL 2 X B R A A RE S
Z: 5 UR 53 AT %) LU J7 A 4 2 T K AT TR R
T EE PrAE RO AR HFZE 53T | Ribotyping |
REP-PCR ( # & J# 41| PCR) . PFGE , f# /& ¥y Fh 7 45
40 E. Coli B J1 315 E e PCR BT A Wts
1CY) PCR %5 12 FhoJy i, Horh 6 Ry i B T 85 57
whe

IZITEFE T, PEH MST 5 A A8 48 A5 L 459 S5 Bk
A RIR AU A T Y 1 2 1 B RN 2 A
FAZA (K JBOK NS RR T 45T ) T 938
P, TEIX 12 P vE T BT R AT 1R 75 2 R AL
FFRARICHI 0 15 45 52 P PCR J7 32 7T o o 5 W A
i G ANREE AT KPR, AR R, &
TR T IR B A2 s A 4T T A b
189, VAR IR AN K I B 0 25 1 3R R FRiC ),
R e /0 1 RS F A B AR IC % . Ribotyping F1 PFGE
D5 AE R3S U6 5 AT TE AR TR A H A 4 Sk
JE ., AEEE TR T 1) 2% B R 5 TR B L R R
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VKRRl AEAEAS DU IR 5 Yy R AE, &
RIS IS A — 7 125 B8 T30 U0 BT A7 A
st (A5 Gk R, BT A5 J7 VR TR o 15 G ol I L 491 |
RIAE, I FLIRRE 8 07 B A A [ 92 30 % 1Y) 22 el
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2.5.2 2006 B 55 E 8] LB R

FET M R MST 5, Kol i 55 A 51 T
2006 4FJF e T 5 S0 A (PUHESF GA i S |
FEH ) () MST Jr ik bR 57 Rl o) 5 4 4%
AT Bk TR A SUAAT BT T 1S | L BRI A T AU
FF B ( sorbitol-fermenting bifidobacteria ) . FC W P& 14
KIGFF o A 3R R W0 8 B, dentium 5 B.
adolescentis ) PCR 2 PR B 46 I | 2 5 WAk 2 A
S5, WEIERR T X MST J5 i AT BAIUIFAG A1, 18 ik
T RIT R I 2 MESBE SR B R . A
IS 2003 4 36 [ e 19 de R IX )2 30A R
Gi—B B RESEAT 0T, MR AR RS —J7 ik AAT R 4R
UK A BK AT RE R G . BARE R
AT DR S0 2 18] D7 vk 0 AT B B A AN (]t B
B RIERE S I SR T A 5 DX s R
SET7 BB L 2H 5 J7 R REA ORI IR AN S P ok
(R IR R A ), X6 58 3% MST ik A 2R X,
PAAN A 5125 93 1) 3o 3 A 0 L I i IR AU A
A 5 0 R AR A ST B8 ( B. thetaiotaomicron ) &5
FEAE RS W TR A 1Y) L B80T W D05 e W A
AR — D07 BT AN TETE G4 100% HiH ) i
o AH i U AL S R bR g SCRY 38 AR H (ST
LG 72 WA B 228 ] A7 250 ) RS
gt WRIE NGRS R BU Y AU AR
MST 7512 %5 S Bt ity (A0 B2 B84 ) mli 3 B 22 ok
PERIREY) BRI RCR DL K S PRt i AR ic ¥ iy
Fe A ME
2.5.3 2012 % XEXEE LKL

MST J5 k285 10 AR B A8 , FWITEBR T W5
Rigfik Z 00, B AR 1 7 ik, 2011—2012 4F,
N T v A I A Sk T 2 [ AR 27 A
WFFEHLAG I S B0 2, X 41 A R MST Jr i
HEAT T R S R Y H AR gE e

XRBIFFE 5 2003 4E 19 BB FEAFAE R R0 22
Fto X 41 BT R4 R ZHEE R ] PCR 8 qPCR £
A, FELL16S rRNA fE R 4r FHRCH (£ 3990
15 7RIS S ashss A I 5 B
(1) MST J57k ., SFX3aE 9 07 2 5 F gRT-PCR 4

A WE R AT B 32 ki, 2 50000 7 i
WALHE 3 AR WU RE T 20 B Sy JE Rl 00 7 1%, 49 )
& PhyloChip \16S 7K i FR i £ - Be K B 2 8 Pk ik
(TRFLP) Fl Bacteroidales 16S TRFLP, F£A 4351 3k
H A= T 15 KRN 42 A4S Fh s R SR 2 i HE M P b
A VARSI 5l A 16 V5 /K 48 /s M) A48
BEFIE AR S | e rh o 35 2548 s W A 45 s 75
(HAAV) i aE (EV) . T 28A0 I 283 40 5
(NoV I Fl NoV I1) 1298 9% B ( HPyVs ) ; W B (A2
AL AT FAAE — e Pk 205 YA bm 1) A AT 17 e o7 (K
F-Rp5PE RNA W 1A (F-RNAPH) , f—Ff 5 125 40
127 S E T

bkt A . D I8 LAbRic e 2 8RR L rp
(1) 78 EAFTE SO A TR AR Sy 40 2 2S00 R IR A0 2808 A
HE B X AN [F) i 32 A0 SRR R R S M e v 1 R 3
Sk HF183 % s ¥k Ml HF183SYBR #£ ( A 2K),
CF193 %A Rum2Bac ¥ (R4 31125) , CowM2 Fl
CowM3 (4+) ,BacCan( J) ,Gull2SYBR Fl LeeSeaGull
(VNS ), PF163 F1 pigmtDNA (%% ), HoF597 ( &),
PhyloChip (%%, 55, X%, ) , i ] 16S TRFLP () #il
Bacteroidales 16S TRFLP (4,5, %9 fE) . XLLJ73k
MR R M TE T A L = A T 80% .
Qi B e w A i dn i, R AF ) ik RA
HF183Tagman'*® Il BacH ( A\ ), Rum2Bac FI BacR
(RA8H3E) , LeeSeaGull (I KY) Fl Pig2Bac (1),
T 6T 2 A PG 0y v 400 2 3 3] 2 43 BT 1) S
PEFNRURMEAR I

TEX Y, JUA IR AG I R S 35 5
TR B, AR AR 1T B ik — R L
B 1 BE YRR S BT NS I ) R E AR AN 5
5 M R R T T R B AR R R T Ok R R R
qPCR % ( Tetra Tech 23] , BAK HZ 7 i 45 1
IHERR BE A 2] 100% (H R BTN 13. 2% , &
U, AR A R BEAR 1C 4, AT LA AT AR A oA 75
TR ALHE NS0 a8 AT R 2 S b e, iF &
ARG HER AT LI, izt g RARA 1R
Pk, R T H AR qRT-PCR 2 A A4 59
BEAYBUR AN PR, BRAEZ B & A 15K
VY — M E LT MR TR RE S WA, 7R 2K
TR KRS R A TR R AT, BARKEE AR
I AR A Bl | (R R B — A~ BE T DAAT R HL
Fo3 B KRR o 7, R] I S HEI AR (& 4
e 72 W B30 PCR L) 1Y 7 35 2 — A

HERL,



£3 $52011—2012 =E MM MST $ AR b B8 25 BO4E R 4 48 75 3%
5T g XM

AR/ A — IEIFRALH
EFXI1E 3 I EEERY] LORIIWIRzS
* . oo,
o ik
BacCow 4 U ER qPCR Bl
BacR A HFF qPCR( TaqMan® minor groove binder probes) ¢ty
Rum2Bac RAshZE PIFF B qPCR( TaqMan® real time PCR) D[4
CF128 FE=EIEES T PCR EM2
CF193 #+ BT PCR EL?]
Gull2SYBR gt A ( Catellicoccus marimammalium ) qPCR Al®]
Gull2Tagman prsd ] M ( Catellicoccus marimammalium ) qPCR ( TagMan ) FlL44
LeeSeaGullSpecific R 41T ( Catellicoccus spp. ) qPCR G 4]
Gull2Endpt a3 A ( Catellicoccus marimammalium ) qPCR Al®]
Pig2Bac 73 WK qPCR pl42!
PF163 ¥ AT qPCR L]
PigmtDNA b P Host-specific mitochondrial DNA qPCR H7
DogBact x AT R qPCR Fl]
BacCan PN T B qPCR Bl
Hol597 g R R qPCR ol
Omvito ES UFF B Host-specific mitochondrial DNA PCR HM7
HF183SYBR N AT B qPCR 1048
HF183Tagman A P qPCR i
BacHum A FUFF P qPCR Bl
HumM2 A PR BE qPCR AL
BsteriF1 A TR R qPCR J'49J
nifH A 7 H X%ﬁ%( methanogenic archaea) qPCR KLt
BacH A FUFF P qPCR ¢l
eyrB A Eiyans| qPCR (gyrB gene-based) G %)
Btheta A AT qPCR ( gene VPI 5482-based) L4
GB124 phage A LI MR GHNEHER ML)
HB73 phage A Wt PR 14¢ MR GHNRHE R NE36]
F-specific coliphage A Wt T 1% X2 R SRk DL
HF183Endpt A FFF IR PCR g2
Enterovirus A i qRT-PCR 0 255899
Adenovirus A i # qPCR ploost]
Norovirus I A TR qRT-PCR pleo-62]
Norovirus 11 A VAR 7 qRT-PCR plev. 62]
Polyomavirus A EZ qRT-PCR Qe
MBS5 phage A Wt M2 B TR NEseJ
Canine scent tracking X BUS qRT-PCR Rle4!
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