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E . Jlu4h DNA(extracellular DNA, extDNA)MIE N DNA(intracellular DNA, intDNA)J V2 774E T Ffi tE FK AR AR BB R G
Y S 5 I -G W R AR W i ) A R B | R SR AR R AR TR A RS RS B i b R EE AN EEM.
J{i5h DNA TE 85 R 5y S A% TR B B0ty AR AR e, ATAR A 7 e S A W B DX e, 55 M0 ) DNA 75 7T s e 2 g 5 X = 3 R HL % i
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ETEZIEM . A ext/intDNA 55470 (extDNA EEP P ISR /E R W (5 B A% 1 0 ext/intDNA 2L S # T RE 55 f
B LRIR T IEE ext/intDNA AT JH# K AE R RERT ST #E 8 42 11 T IR BP9 R, IF X RSk R 58 I nl iE 4T T /R B, 445
WA IR A TR ext/intDNA 1A= S DI REAE FH ML AL H R AT,

X821 Mu4h DNA; N DNA ; IhAe L 22 LR 42 AR B ) iE
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quatic environment systems, and have been found to play a significant role in the nutrient cycling and genetic infor-
mation transmission between the environment and microorganisms. As inert DNA sequences, extDNA is able to
present stably in the environment from the ribosome enzyme lysis, therein act as the historian genetic information
archive of the microorganisms. As a consequence, both extDNA and intDNA can shed light on the functional gene
variety and the corresponding microbial activity. In addition, extDNA is a ubiquitous composition of cell mem-
brane, which exerts great impact on the resistance of outer stress from environmental pollutants, such as heavy met-
als, antibiotics, and pesticides, etc. This review focuses on the environmental fate and the ecological functions of
the extDNA and intDNA from the perspectives of environmental behavior, genetic information transmission, and
resistance to the environmental contaminants, etc. By reviewing the status quo and the future vista of the ext/intD-

NAs research, this article shed light on the exploring ecological functioning of the ext/intDNAs in the environment.

Keywords: extracellular DNA; intracellular DNA; functional gene; metagenomics; ecological function

DNA & — ek IE X A A HL 4 o, 2
AT 43 3 TPt AL (5 B 0l FHAE A B, 77 e T4
M TSN, A7 T35 40 Sh ) DNA $EFR 0 4N
7 DNA (extracellular DNA, extDNA), J& 7K 4= Flfif;
HEBRGETEE N EYWREY ;A48 HHE R
T 4L N 1Y) DNA W8 FRAVE AL Y DNA (intracellular
DNA, intDNA), extDNA 73K £ 5 1% 40 i Bl il
FET- AR OC A AE T 1458 KA TR R b 5 45
KB I Ty 2 5 B A AN A SR 5 Ak S5 A 4
AR, W S 5 MY IR AL 8 ; [F B, extDNA
JE AT A P — o R A Gy, B 5 A )
T AT I L RS B S 20 T SR AR R TR BRI A )
XA R A A LTS e S A Y s 2
H—EHAE ] . intDNA 4> 738 % 7778 T 1% 40 i
W, S5 A YR A B SRS KT B SRR A
RS AR R B, fol A 0 40 B B X intDNA 2 3R 858
extDNA [ FERE Z —, AR M ext/intDNA 7E
B B A S - HEIR AT R | extDNA 7R AR 2K
PERRA 9 T B A VE ] 2 ext/intDNA. 7 3 R
ALt B b 9 AR 55 A, 2738 ext/intDNA 4
AR AT O SO A B 5 I A A R 22500
AREER T — R B PR B T ext/intDNAs 4253
REMY2E BAE R B S LGSR R 2 5%

1 extDNA #0 intDNA REHFBRETAHIFE
( Environmental retention and fate of extDNA and
intDNA )
1.1 extDNA Fl intDNA

HET 2 L 22 it RIS 240 L G A 38 R 2377 A= extD-
NA, 40/ H % 582 YR 32 sh #5128 5588 /& extDNA
FEA I F R E 1), HEE extDNA 175 . i
B MHURNE L5 A2 extDNAT™ ) 41 5 m R H

i3S extDNA fE A C NP Fl O SE3A TR A BE
PPN AT A [R5 R extDNA #E A YL ek
i A & DNA () —38 50 80 HAE i 5 SR
JBER —Fh g 43112 AR LA A A extDNA il
LB TR L A 18] (9 JE ML RH B A sk — A0 BH B T 5 A L
JRZEG , — M AR B 54 & S A B T IR R 5
R, B R e H R 25 PR 5% pH | IR A
Wy A R 25 AR AL, 3340 extDNA i m] LAZ
2 55 g WORT ok ik 55 ) 0 I 3 FRPE 1 extDNA
A RER A AT )5 2406 = 1 DNA, #5450
I, ERIG TR 24 0.3x10° ~045x10° t extD-
NA, J2 [/ —355 TG 405 DNA 1) 70% LR

intDNA J& 17 B 76 1F 5 15 40 L 4 19 DNA (&1
1), 156 20 16 32 301 43 0 24 L 25 fet R o 4 J A ML TS
Ylie T AR gk 3l 53 1 T 2 intDNA 446 extD-
NA 5", KZ intDNA IE% 2 548 2% ot
FHEI K ARG, 2 0 s 4 i [ 7K P B e
SRR S E, HKZ intDNA F7A7E TGN,
ANE TR R I, 5 extDNA 55474
RASDIREVE L] — R

g0 1o & B B0 7 158 H L AE R B <10% A
extDNA , BT F 9 extDNA $2 8Oy i, Wik |
75 b = B 3L YR AL % (cetyltrimethylammonium
bromide, CTAB)#< B 1% \ DNA #% BiUizt 71 4 45 1 5 ik
MT UMY T5le AEYIRE B & A 5 1 extDNA 1)
+- 4 extDNA 2, XFF DNA & AR KRR
BEAAR & P2 H AT X T ext/intDNA # 5F
HREZH I TH extDNA Fl intDNA K575, 35 1F
extDNA [FREETT A extDNA TEIAE W RE TS 2 RE1E
fEE P H E extDNA Al intDNA 43 51 %t 9y 5 1 20
FIEE R B3 45 A I DTRRAIL R 45
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Fig. 1 Environmental behaviors of extracellular DNA and intracellular DNA

1.2 extDNA Fl intDNA FFRES AR X 2

extDNA Fl intDNA 78 A [7] 31 55 4 R v 3 ik 47
e, WE R, R R TTRYA BT extDNA £
JERE intDNA 5, KM intDNA 3 B 5 48 0
JURR Y extDNA B LK /K i extDNA = JiE
= PRSI, extDNA TE TR b i) ik B 2 /K A4
TR EE Y 3 A5 ~ 4 A5 DB T extDNA 2 521
W AR IR R P 30T 8 5 DR A ) Rk A B I
URRIIXT extDNA 1YWL R4 4 A OG0+ X rh
WEA FEN extDNA H £ 4 i 7E + 1 £ 2P|
Lennon 25" F§ DNA [if (DNase) 2= [ 1 3 #£ &
() extDNA, % il extDNA £ /5 #ii + 4 & DNA 1)
0% ~83% ;Carini " i ] & A IRAL TN B 22 Bk 4
H ) extDNA , & BLIX R4 DNA £ i 4 3 5 DNA
) 40% ; AR A EL A8 T B 55 extDNA A BR U7k &+
PR S IR N R B UM BB A AN L
THBR A HLET  pH | BH B 7 28 80 5 v i 45 + e 1
JBXF DNA 2 B 52 M 025 5 J7 96 O g e 1 A
A extDNA 2 #8 L BR, W B2 extDNA #7775 B AR
TATHRIGES extDNA FOA R, DT 8/ AT A 31
extDNA L™ H A SCHk o B 1R R 3R 35 14k &R
Hhext/intDNA PRSI e 1 i,

e 1l SRR R ext/intDNA K H
WeBEFFAARIR], T3 AVTAY) 2 ext/intDNA 21
it s HRURE S 15 2] 1Y £ 3 b extDNA Y& JE 115 il 78

00047 ~41.1 pg-g™ , EGUIRY) LZEE 119.1 pg
cg S RIS EEIR R intDNA & HYEH7E 0.8 ~
20474 pg-g’',
1.3  extDNA Fl intDNA fFR5E T4

ext/intDNA 7+ SEIR T () IH 4, T T ext/
intDNA Fl -H ARG IR R A Y Ay e v . HAr,
KF ext/intDNA 7£ P i A BEAT A IFo¢ 4L
H1 T ext/intDNA 7E 4358 v (1) 0 B R A A Q il S 1A
fEIB55, extDNA N A0 I B O 3, 7 1 A 5%
A A AE , T 5 3 Y T R B A 2
T A MEEAAS extDNA FRO] LIAE A 5 U E 9
AR E SRR TR [ B 348 G By 40 T A K e A 2 1A
ZHARVR . intDNA B 40 MR Bk , 78 58P i PR B4 T
h S ZARHS T s AR W 4 B VR ). intDNA [
extDNA AR
1.3.1 Wl

20 0 2445 5 7 4 1) extDNA S 30 55 vh R & 77
TERA% IR g U | B0 8 R /N 43 F extDNA, # f0
Wk AW B el i 5 A AL 4G B S e 32 4% R I8 15
P YR ST, >80% M i UL ALY H DNA 7@
extDNA , H>95% extDNA # LA T W i, 2
T 5% RIFE A extDNAP - + b extDNA %ﬁ
SR TR AE I S A AL, 75 DA S 2 A
DNA Jiff () PR3t B A A FHE . Blum 489758 & 21,
TERD £ K vb 3E £ J A 300 ng CH AR ) A8 IR
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extDNA, 3 5 #R 52 W Bz 554 3501 % B, extDNA 1F
A1 h 5 Bk #) 0 R R R A, 80% extDNA
PR BT - R R TR extDNA 4232 DNA Il
d T e AE ORI W EHE R R, I 55 T DNA
it} 55 extDNA FLHz [V 1 fig 1 A3 ) (Rl
BAEHF I KB, 45 DNA B A & 3 5 0 fE 2
extDNA AHER Y + 180 1y W 7 253, 03X &8 43 extD-
NA #KIH 258 DNA i

ST W R I pH TR R S A B BT
SN RS H A 3 extDNA 1YWt
T, e Yo R PH B & X extDNA 114 1 B
MG R ZEFEARY Hou ZEPUERST IiF B A £1
K5 T DNA 7€ 3 PRIk £ (KA A B =
BE) F A W2 B AL 2 B DNA W R R /NI S
Km>5 A >4 =1 pH=7.0 i ] & 2 w23 50
ATHLE F Na' Mg™ #l AP, K3 AP K &,
DNA W Fff 52 38 Jin £5: B &, 3 AT RE A9 JRL A 24 pH =
7.0 BF R - 2 A TR A R, S P S

5y 55 B faf DNA 43R 671 B o 49 2% 17 LA BH B 7
P AHZE A ; Franchi 26 50K I8 B4 2 oG Na™ 8 35 il
Mg™ AP R ILSE A 08 1 FIE KB T DNA
W B o B S BT 3 16 B - v e A0 BH S IR
Bty £ FE faf DNA RICR B 3%, KR[A 158 pH &
S0 HE T extDNA W B i, Cai 555 fiff I fE fo0
T DNA 58 HAEW ARl -0 55 4 FOR ) ik
R R R AR, R IR R pH B 2.0 FH2 5.0 B A
HUKE R 52 A7 B B extDNA 2 8 2508 /0 , pH
T-5.0 W, ARG - E RIS extDNA A] 2% A it
ALY P A e A b, pH 2.0 T+ 9.0 A,
extDNA W it 2% 12 3 /D, 3 15d B A B ) A1 52 it
A7 v R EAE IR extDNA W B2 4, {H &
BBl A extDNA W R 3 — i A k35
T PRAR I/ INFIORG - J0RE 2 THT H a7, X b 3 25
fd DNA W FfFs 30, 336 v ) 3R R 5 S PR
FAAIEPY ; Gardner A1 Gunsch®™ i FHAS 283 £ 115
MRS A IR extDNA A% FE R 2K extDNA | #5

F1 AREINEERZ DRSO ZERE A DNA (ext/intDNA ) 833 F &

Table 1 Relative abundances of extracellular and intracellular DNA (ext/intDNA) in different environments
BT ) 275 30k
Environment eXDNA nONA Reference
15 7¢ Sludge 105 ~119.1 pg-g™ 3354 ~20474 pg-g! [34]
%% Swine manure 86~97 pg-g! 1790 ~2954 pg-g™! [34]
IR KITEY) Urban lake sediment 56~114 pg-g! 249 ~462 pg-g! [34]
FFPR L1 Forest soil 22~411 pg-g” NA [35]
15KAL )57 Livestock waste management structures sediment 06~92 pg-g 190.0 ~1 0053 pg-g™' [36]
YU Aquatic sediment 6.7 ~243 pg-g! 031 ~067 pg-g™ [27]
YUY Aquatic sediment 77 ~1168 pg g™ 637 ~89.7 pg-g! [13]
YUBW) Aquatic sediment 23~57.7 pg-g™ NA [19]
HEFEUTARY) Marine sediment 003 ~445 pg-cm™ 003 ~584 pg-cm™ 23]
7K Seawater (5.1£0.6) mg-L™! NA [26]
VLW Surface sediments 94+3.0)~(25+48) pg-g™ NA [37]
MK IR Sea water particulates 568 ~3 163 ng-mL™" NA [38]
FEDIFY) Sea sediments 1460 ~1 690 ng-g™' NA 29]
7K Lakes water 5000 ~7 000 ng-L™" NA [39-40]
#RHA-HE Forest soils 460 ~1 590 ng-g™" NA [41]
FRMMIZK Forest lake water 9 ~11 ng-mL™" NA [42]
IR TR Forest lake sediment 69 ~520 ng-g™! NA [43]
BRIFIK DUERY) Ferruginous lake sediment 03~06 pg-g! 03~09 pg-g”! [44]
WY Marine sediment (33£09)~(@212+13) ug-g™! NA [30]

T NA FORBR AR

Note: NA stands for not available.
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FEHAERIS A S A & 3 R R ER A (L |
Kl RO DA ) rh B, SC R 2 SR R W, A5
A1 R WA W B 6 B A Demaneche™ 45 Fl1 Khan-
na SECOHRIE T AR T RE IR 1 & 2 DGR, AR
W R AT5 SR AT L ik £ 200 mg - g™ Okl +)DNA ; Kl 1
B 0 e Y A A AR AT DR B O 2 i S
extDNA,, A, kG - ook i G J& AN A 9 B2 Y
TS extDNA KI5
1.3.2  [W&fw

extDNA #F A XL DNA [ S A+
HEA B B2 X extDNA - [ 77 A 52 2401
DNA [ 5545 DNA K DNA H G+C Fifi 3t
T T oy TR, RIS N RS
T YR AT PLT S R A R R A g
MEESE ) Sirois M1 Buckley™ 5 A T4 Bl AR T A5 BR
P extDNA Jiti itk A 38, %98 7 300 5 R A
A BE R it A S b A A 45 PR 2 ) - A BT
extDNA [ 50 J1 4 (520, 98 45 R R W, extD-
NA 75 + 358 rp Ui P | extDNA. [ fife 180 R 5 10 5 A
TR I O, 5 £ ML & it 52 A 56 ; extD-
NA FERFRR L3 L AE R 18 v A B i i e i 3
FVTEAIR I [ 2 2R, HA 384 extDNA GBS 7E 1
A FREALETE

FEANTA] B FRBE A T, extDNA ) [ fife 3 5% 3
A#AIE, Dell” Anno Fil Corinaldesi® 48 9% 75 1 1 /K
TR R TR TP S A extDNA Y R B2 e fb 3% %
IOURDH extDNA [ fife i 30 b 2K IR b iy 7
% ~100 1%, X ST & K it DNA B G5 [A]
mF, i TFUURYI b extDNA #E 5L S RZ , 24 KK
WY 4.3 A% NP 1 AR R - A R A AR T
I extDNA HIFEIL R LK b extDNA 9561k
RS 2, LK DU T extDNA 252
129 ~93 d ANEF KR A 10 h 24,

Torti 55 R A S22 BRI Th 290 K AR 10
m JUEW), BRI extDNA Fl intDNA |, & 3,
VP4 DNA #58 extDNA ; [FI, S286 iR 41898 T >
600 Ff I X (bp) ) 543 -1 extDNA F1<600 bp FIL
43T extDNA (7 35 19 HL ], 2 BURE & DR IR
AN, /N> F i extDNA & & i AL extDNA )
15% FF+2 40% , 3 Ul I TR R 5 385 T, extDNA
R i 1N X AT i DR b BV A A 0 A A1 ) TR
JZULERH  DNA i & SR IHAR &, A, Gulden
FEPIPRGY T IR X DNA B sl 1 28 77 A2 B 2

KT B extDNA Y e & IR E I
A%, X UL DNA R A2 — > 25 T S i 4 1
HiE e [z 1 . Henriksen #1 Breland®"! % ¥ >4 B4 55 i J&
T 0 °C B, AR TH AT LAAS 00 21) 5 25 ) Ak 26 0 1
DNA IRIH 232218 [ fift ; iX 7] g2 /4 DNA B [z
WD AHJEA 2R K A A2 S AL DNA SCHK A3/
FHHKIH 2% DNA,
1.3.3 %tk

HARELALIE ext/intDNA IR EE1T 0 09 8 2235 47,
[FII, extDNA [ R 55 bt & I A% A= W 4 B B
fii extDNA Kk ELHLH, A RFE AL, BUFR st
AL, J& 16 BE A% DN IR BT h 2K B 25 &5 DNA 731
(RS2 A WD A A, WIS #E  extDNA #EA H C
FEHAM R, AR BT ERR R E AL
il , PRI AE PR o Bk A U HUE: A SRS 8 AR
VI, FAREAL S 4 L IR B A
RIAEE extDNA— i [l BE /2 i I3 extDNA—
extDNA & 4 HE A 4 B 5k P 4] — extDNA 35" (&
2), extDNA WII# A3 AU HER 45 , 2330 40
FRLTE] B 235 S VR A% 4% | 3 T gk A5 BRI A% 328 1Y
209 extDNA A iF AN B 3L R 4 0 5 | i e ik 02
extDNA [ SR5% A0 1 S0 TR | 40 B Joe v oK B &5
[ extDNA 2R PRBE A IFIEA DNA ALBHERY

{ERE AR FTA I ext/intDNA #FRE1Z h T 3%
G AR A 3 e T AM IS AL (/K DNA
ZIAFIVRIX S, Fr B K/INVFE 20 ~200 bp ) DNA
R B 5 Y A IE 5 R GkPY  de Vries 5P
W5k B, Sb IR DNA 43 1 8 A 77 G A sh A s
(Acinetobacter sp.) & ¥k BD413 H F5 52 1K 4L 4 (&
DNA 2 [1] (1) [l 95 DX I | o 5 2003 T B 3 (] 58 X
1 DNA ZMJESE IR G808 K 107 BUE 9 AN E
J Bt DNA 756 2R QL /K DNA [A]iR X i), HA 5
BOREER T 5 MR L, L Lk A TR S R 4
IR IR ext/intDNA - BE I T B F A 4H 1 3k
G, B R iR A [ 5L (ape 1) & —25
RPN RIS R 7 A YU A S (B2 7E R
H AR B TR 2 1 axX — R BT, sz A 2
I Acinetobacter sp. BD413 ,BD413 i i3 [F] I 51 2 3K
B npe 1T F& A, DT 7= AR X R AR 2 2 b2k £ ot
PR A IR A A B A R A E A
Ptk , (H 2 I AH P 3 i ] 95 i 2 AR BT S R
ABT BTN TR, 0 R TR B0 4 T 1 B0 45 AU
fEAFE,
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T 4Erh extDNA HANAFEA T H W52 5 A
SREEAL 1o B2 ) A BLAS extDNA, Khanna A Stotz-
kyPORRGE T W B T ) RN RS R S ) B R THT Y extD-
NA ASREALBOR , KB extDNA A + 32 ok Hh g 1l
JEARREE AT A AR ik kA {H /& extDNA Wi}
TR IEORL T AR BRI T B SRR AL & AR B A
FLZEAUAT IR (B. subtilis) £ K A TR R i B AR 5%
AR LA AR R P AR T — B g, WA, +
HeRh b 2552 [ AR AR AR . Nielsen 55 0 5%
K IR, Acinetobacter sp. BD413 TE RIS INE F= W) i 1Y
5+ Je b A v F AR B AR R AR W R I AN AR W] ZERD
+-h BD413 9 B SR EE A M 02 107, oy
107,70+ BD413 [ SR %% 4k & A 19 5 % L 38 £ v
MBI R 3 M ECGEH L, L EEIENR, A
S DB AR B | 20 B A= ) RS R 5 ) o Ik B IX A
extDNA [ AR5 Ak K 2B BT R AR5 i 104 5 [ SR %
et — H K A | extDNA (13845 9 5 15 5 Bl 2258
U o o I B AN we [ QA 7 S S T
extDNA 2 —F st % W) B {5 8., HAE W B 24 1
A=A Tne T AR FH R 12 B R

2 ext/intDNA 7£ 48 & £ ¥ IR 7 B 5 89 1 A ( The
Role of ext/intDNA in biofilms formation)

AT ARV R A HLTORT— e AT AL
AR ZH R G, A HLBT A b 5 20 IR 5
FEHFAIR , T H R extDNA %59 AW ek
RIS 5, T UGS 40 T e 52 N R e 1Y
M N R R SR 24515 e ihaa s ol T An

TR AE ) RS EL A 2 N R = R 28 45 4
S5 by A 40 ) B A AR T A f BRI BAE
extDNA 58580 it & o (4 th BRI 38 i i 1A SR i
FIK T Fi R 3 480 46 o i S s A5 A B 28 3 1%

Xof S J5 2 THT 190 Tk R0 B AR 200 T £10) 508 o 2 O s
TER i D BR, Das 557 B, 4H L 3 1 A7
TEH) extDNA —J7 1 2 5 IR BUAH EAFE T, 55— 7
“hy A DAY B 30 5 K % 4R BE IR S A R SR 8
SR 2 TR AR ) RO B ) RS BT B 40 T 6 T SR AR AR
FH A, extDNA J2& 4 5 A ) JEEJE 1 i) 24y
RV H R, i SRR PRI B (Pseudomonas aeruginosa,
PAO1) F1 % % BR 14 ( Staphylococcus) # #% F T ¥ 5%
extDNA 7E4 B AE WP s VR
2.1 Pseudomonas aeruginosa extDNA 5 H ¥ ik
B

PAO1 J&—FhEU% 11 A, (B 5T 24 1 35 1 A1
BT G R, ) Z 500 T AR SOE R A
Bk B AP R R 8w LR S5 BN
Z—s

extDNA J2& P aeruginosa "= ¥ B IE i, 1) 5 22
2R RTR™ BT AR IEUESE, extDNA E P aerugi-
nosa A= 1y v 2 A A A - 240 B 5% 3 B A AR A
YV P aeruginosa J2:38 o AN RS/ NBE W Y U
X extDNA , A4 S8 N A 76 A= P B B v i 5 224
FHES A8 5 B TR v i T 15 5 1% 5 43 F (Pseudo-
monas quinolone signaling, PQS)i75 7 JF I [ 1417 Y
TRIFE VIR extDNA , extDNA 5 41 JE P ol e 1R &5
5 A0 AR IV B B R AR 8l , JF 5 extDNA
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AHE A FH 18 18 5 4R 2] 56 Ik 45 44 THAF . Whitchurch
SFUR AL SIS AR Z S N DNA )5, PAOL A= 4
JETE BRI ], 31X UL EH extDNA J& A= 9 BREIE Bl 9
— P E B S ; R, SEE A BT AR
12 .36 .60 1 84 h YT A DNA i, & BIE
B 84 h J5 I A W REEAZ 5 M AR B A5 1K 3K 156 W T i Fsf
B 48 K10 A2 W IS B 9 DN il 52 1), ] BE 19 J5E (X
J& extDNA 7E It 72 vl HAth ) 5 5 Ak 55 A W R
AT JRER K G DNA il (9 25 1AM

extDNA W REWS L3 PAOL A= W EEHEAH AP 15
YWy 52 W, extDNA 7] DL 45 & 7 1E B fof A9 B
F, W IERBURAE IR, 1115 PAOL AL
2 F A R T AR W], extDNA
AERS SIHE 7456, 61 BH 25 7 BRI AU A B 5 &
PAOL 74 pmr FE N, 38 5 X 2 SR 05 11 2 AT i
AWIRRBTPE™ s Chiang S5 BTt 1) 3 AR W) IR S B
HESE, AMEAN FE Y extDNA BEWS 4 4 E A PAOL 2k
PIREE, FF3E I PAOT X S KL M 11 28 A Td 52 4% 5 IR B,
B BRI extDNA RE J7 1 PAOL HEAK, JE WL 19 A= )
IR L T A R AR ) B 45 By 32 B A R S
fHR# FE AR extDNA J5 SRR o JH X 28 3 0% 11 2
5T 32, X TP 52 PE AT RESE H T extDNA (1 {47
TEHL,

2.2 Staphylococcus extDNA 5 H:A: W) IEIE il

Staphylococcus J&=—25 5 2% [CPHMEBR T, 75 A 5k
TR, DR DR AR, 2 B e 38 U 1Y E 20k
TR0 4x (0 75 % BR B (Staphylococcus aureus) . ¢
JZ 4 %8R (Staphylococcus epidermidis) 1 Ji& 1= 7 %
BRI SR A BRI 3 A B,

S. aureus F1 S. epidermidis #f e W% & Wi 4= )
FREUS A R AP 0 R A R B 2 B AR R AR
T E B EBLRE A&, 5 A I8 IE S A2 ) EIE W 7E
S v (0, 2 oK TR 0 1 JER G AR B 8 B e A K TR
SR RN, AT RIKTE S. aureus F
S. epidermidis "= W) EIE W b & 5 T EEAE ], 0
extDNA Fl1H(1,6)-N- Wt 5E-D-#j #5 Wi e, extDNA
J& S. aureus Ml S. epidermidis "= ¥ FEHE 1, i 1) B EL
HIAMAT SRR, REAE 1 3R 1 BT 5 R0 20 AR TRDRS B
Izano Z5* i Ffl DNase [ 7E 96 L {8 % &t Fh 4
i S. aureus M1 S. epidermidis &= WIIRIE 1, 43 B3 40
FAF T I AR I 5 A 0 RS XoT B 5 - R A7)
A+ 75 e BL A IE (cetylpyridinium chloride, CPC)H4
JBPE, WIS & PR, DNase | 253K S. aureus = W)

TEWUAS KX CPC #Us (BX] S. epidermidis 4= W) 5
AR, 53X W extDNA 7E 2 Fh T bk A4 9 I8 1
R EE AR S5 1E |, extDNA J& S. aureus &
YIREIE B S AIAE CPC 8475 £ IS5 H8 B 43, THAE S.
epidermidis "R | extDNA 1 GE-5 HAth i 4 if 58
PR PR 5 W A W BEE ., S. epidermidis M ) 5 v
extDNA I 7= /£ F 8 B R AdE ¥, AR %
AUE R85 | A= 1) 15 40 M 7 B 24 1%, 5 30 DNA B
T 3 T T extDNA AT 7E 35 R b 45 4 41
43 BT 3R A G 42 1 R | 3 T 45 R RS B R ONVP
EFRUR, VAR W B TE P nasL f5 Basc e, Bz
AHE 3L S. epidermidis T MEIE i A5 ) i B AT
FEF AR UG AR A extDNA 5 IF HLAES 51 AN
YL B RE T 0 35 AR, R W extDNA 78 A 9 5 1) 2K
WAL R E AR, A, S. epidermidis A=
P extDNA X 4 BHE T A9 2 A 7E I T g 530
AR A R i 32 M4 % . Doroshenko 45 5T
R AR AN T B RS , S, epidermi-
dis W RP62 A w1 7 1ty %5 BT 1 18 B Bl 1+, 156
DNase AbBRA: YRR & B0V 30 B R B 0 i 55 X ek
FEA A W BB ) 4 A 5 IR SR W A I R A
JETT BRI T, Y Y extDNA FIRIE I
FE UL, A W h extDNA AT REHI I T 5 i 8%
A M [ B AN AN R extDNA T H 8 &, S.
epidermidis "t ) 15 H I id HE 0 1) 2 B0EOBE Tk T 1
X BAE T A DNA A 47 A 49 5 b i) 40 i 4 %
EiINA 9L G

3 ext/intDNA A ¥ I BE15 B 15 % ( Biological func-
tions and information transmission of ext/intDNA )
3.1 ext/intDNA 5&FRITRMEA

extDNA TEFF i 5 2 A5 B ] BEA w i Ar, (2
SEHBEMGRITER, I C N P F1 O ST R MK IHAF
TE TR ZR AT LU T Mk & i DNA 505 AT L
#JT DNA TR EA4 A TR E SR, Bl
S5 EYEE T IR RIS,

DNA J&—FhH 24 P JLE KK, DNA 43
10% (Y JFi N P G, Tumer 565V L, [ SR 1B H
IR LL DNA 2 AR A al S IS Pty 22% ~
53% , & B N 5 9% ~13% . Dell” Anno #ll
Danovaro" "3 i1 b 4% B DNA J intDNA ) J5 32
i R T 90% LI DNA #5°4 extDNA ; fifi
FH extDNA %1 B fif i, & 60% +4% 1) DNA
A REA X UL A 34 extDNA BES B A, I
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it , VIS A T extDNA {1 P (5 A 4L P
1 3% , 1o Bt SE A% WA TR Tl 15 ME BB S 1IE PH extDNA 2
P EI R EHE S TR )Z 10 cm ' extDNA
R & BA L P B 17% . [AIF, Dell” An-
no Al Danovaro!” i & B Xt 7% i A ) K 14, extDNA
WAt Al % ol AR 49% C Y8 7% N TR FI 47% P 5,
H CABERY], TR IE AT 7 (Haemophilis in-
fluenza) FIK IR 2% 555 18 (Nesseria gonorrhoeae) # HE 1%
1 e AR 1 W AL IR VR RN S R extDNA T H SR 5%
1k B8 B S HE 4 DNA #5800 extDNA 1E R H
BEFRIER

3.2 ext/intDNA 3L (5 B L

Steinberger 11 Holden"" fiff Jf] Bifi ML 4™ 3% £ 2 1
DNA 74T (RAPD) LLA: T Z W Fp A= Py B rh extDNA
5 intDNA 194880 EE , K3 extDNA H P Fh {5 B
5 5. DNA Fl intDNA 199 F0 5 8 51 AN A [F] 5 3 4F
ok, B e ) R R e S A AR e T
ZWE5E i 16S rRNA 538 0 7 B A H 8 o i
ext/intDNA iy Z A (5 B 045 g IR
B ext/intDNA #B K I8 T 2 Wy #h, — J7 1,
extDNA ] ZE IR 85 g A A7, X R 4 Fal LU A
B Dy SRARE YIRS 53— T ISR BT P
WA extDNA #B 5 4% 7F P8 455 h - A7, BRI, intDNA
1 extDNA 43516 B2 (9 P F A5 B IR —— X hj , A
HARRIE , A AR,

Corinaldesi %" f#i | 16S rDNA fil 18S rDNA
HARRTE T IRARM VORI extDNA YR I | £
FEG LRI AL EDE S35 B, RIS 7R R DT
H1 DNA G PEAE & e, (R AR IH A £ K & extD-
NA f£7F,16S rDNA 1 18S rDNA H: P #2 DL 50iR & |
594 10° ~ 10" copies - g ' (ULEL ) Al 10° ~ 10"
copies- g (ULFW)), Ul B H:H extDNA &4 Kt 5
P, PR, X SE R B AR R 79 25159 51 extDNA
I intDNA., X5 HxH 1 1 R0 {5 18 A SE R M5 B T
I AR R E T ext/intDNA RS 22—
3.2.1 ext/intDNA 53R

Tifie Rl (fuctional genes) /& —ZEHEWS 2 C
N.P.S il Fe JCZ B 48 7R PR EE A Wy Dy g 1) Sk
AT L KRR RO S R R &
W H 5 IC RIS (IR S D) REAH Sk

LI DI REFE AT RS, — R W Bk 1k
“EAJE I 3L A (biogeochemical cycle genes, BCGs), il
# 5 C NP S Hl Fe S50 RFLALA G, W N fiffb 5k

K amoA N K AHALEE N nosZ  nirK/S %5, H: 5 N fif§
/R AR R A5 G R B R B 5 g )
PUg B UIAR O ; 58 2R b A R bt B K 2 (antibi-
otic resistance genes, ARGs), §ii 3 R Epith L (s
SR B 5P RIS G, IR R ik
M tetW | teM HI terQ 75, H AT K T itk N 5
ext/intDNA AHE X R WP Z 5 = 2K D) RE 4k
S5Z 4% & &t ic A5 % (phylogenetic marker genes,
PMGs), 183 3 [N 48 /8 GTP 45 & & [ 1y 3 [
lepA B H BUBIF AL 7 G FEH fusA 45 5 DUZE
T REFE R & AE A% 2o %E ] (plant pathogenicity genes,
PPGs), (LRI 549 & WA Y thaxtomin (4
WEEER, — P& 4R e Ko )M G R
oxtA | ixtB %, X B2 BCGs 5 ext/intDNA 1)
MERR,

H T, % T extDNA Fl intDNA 438554 A 1K &
& H) BCGs IIRTFE 8D, 28 58 BT 9Ot 2
E PCR BTN RN A BORERFT S DNA i A
Y BCGs™*"; Gomez-Brandon 2™ fifi ] ¢ ) & &=
PCR i AR, ¥ #8 C-G ¥ X 51 W) (cell, xyl., alfagluc
F betagluc) . P-IEFEH 51 ¥ (acP . alkP | bisP ., leu
lys) STEFRELR 51 ¥ (aryS) LA FEME FRARAS ] 152k
RUFURTE IR T ext/intDNA H & 45 1Y 5k (R X
o7 T 1% 1 K G 1N AR P - TR TR ) R T 0
extDNA 5 intDNA Y {E R AE A W) 16 1, & B ext/
intDNA HZRAE A% JE PR 2 AU X6F 7 49 b 28 B35 AN A
[Fi] 5 3 5 A bR 40 1 R K 1 S8 b 5t R % 1
()RR PR - 438 ELAT O e P T P 5 o A o IR )2
SEELA B0 1) extDNA/IntDNA 3 2 W | i %5 + )2 %
JE RSN 358 2 W0 3R H extDNA B 25 5 B i .
EAFE R, TR A L3 P 1Y extDNA 7 i 5
T intDNA,extDNA %A F &M C. NP il O 57t
%, 78 16S rDNA F118S rDNA K& 4% U1 %5 o, 5 4
B e, JF BAUZE YRR extDNA TR Z 5 1)
B BAE A T L SR 2 A S PR B AR SR AR AN T 240
MEFRICER RS BORTEDY B, LR PR A
A 43 K R T extDNA I intDNA #) BCGs Lt
i LA e ix 2 BCGs J& 523 id i [ SR 5% A ol F At f3L
YIRS IS 5 Y D ReE R 25 N
AW RE T ) B e Ak S g i AL 3 AR TH 2 (E A5 TR
AFRGE B[R] L,

3.2.2 ext/intDNA HHith3EH
EDEH A R KA RMEHEZ —, BITF
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LESF PN EREE A SHAERLES
SE AR, B 90% i AR 3 v i o HR I 55 A
PRgE, BEMTAE R B9 B AR 0% e v, 5 & BRI h e i 4
R AR, 51 R il U R R A R A ™, PipE R
AJRELL T A R — 2R Shist L ool b dn kL 5%
JAE T R TR R P D A0 N P RE A (intra-
cellular antibiotic resistance genes, iARGs)FIZH 4t
P 3 (extracellular antibiotic resistance genes,
eARGs)FAAE" | 1ARGs [t H R EZ Hil 1Lt 4 5
R, L RBAE I 1o 7K1 Ak K 56 7% (e 5045 ) 55 7 =X
ik 25 HA ) Fh s cARGs W FT REIE 2 1 AR % 1 4 40
BRI A RIS R I, ZEE BE K T (S. mitis)
I EHEERTH (S, oralis)iX 2 Fh I Mk EL AT £ J2 FE Mk
AR P, TP FE N pbp2x REME 15 326 45 il 4 5 BR
B (S. pneumoniae) [ ¥ , 1 Ji # L 2 £ JE VAR HT
P A 0 B AR B3 =5 2R T ( Veillonella dispar) TR
PRALSIC U PR R Btk AT, e/iIARGs 7E R 58 Hh i
17 AL RE A9, eARGs H1 T RENS I o 5% fL ik
NG HORE A B % A 285 2R G838 18 B0 My
EWIZZ B
CAFE W LB, TR I T P K >
SN TR T 7K 9K K 2 55 7K AR P45 v R
SRR E] T i/eARGs FYAFAER ) Zhang 55
SRAE TV 1 BT A K A R TCRR A i A T 50
SE R PCR K IURE & P B sull  sul | tetM | tefB ., blayy,,
i qniS SFHUPERE I & KK T eARGs AHXT 2
H(430=1.30)x10"" FE A P8 UKL, BLARY) h I > (2.60
+0.30)x107 JE R DKL R0, BE 4 eARGs 3
BE ST IARGs, Guo FFPRETRAKILAMA
SRIKAR LR B A= W ISR i, R 5K 5 28 22 Fb
ARGs RS 38 K B, BB 3 B IR A A6 H 2R K
JFEARMR U IR - A= W B> TTRR W > K A4 3 U5 R T 3R
Bh R ERSUER, I T AEY B ARGs 17
He B AL 5 RN R Z B0k BT AR5 R TR h i
ARGs J eARGs, eARG (5 &1 ARGs 60% LA I-, H'5
AW K TR TR A BLBR (TOC) 12 25 1E AH G,
eARGs 7E A= W iE-7K Ff 1 73 e 22 £ DUk v Y
SYPCEREL, FE 53 UL AR W I S K AR B 85 b Y
ARGs K IH ,, Dong PRGN T3k [ BEI7 KK il 24
b T5 7K AN FUREZE I T5 YA i LRI T
W ) 10 8P PE 3L sull | sul | tefW | tefX
ermA ., ermB . bla,,, . ampC | cat, cmr Fl— 28 5% i -+
(intll), & eARGs F LR IEEIAE 7.31%10° ~1.16

x10" copies- g™ (T HE5 1), iARGs AL fbE I 7E 1.04
x10° ~2.74x10" copies-g ' (T H {5 e); W 5% i FH 1
e B-P TR PEFE ] (blag,y, ) 4 JBURL pMD20-T 15 4
—7Fh eARG , KI#T#i E. coli DH 5a 1F N2k 355
eARG TE ¥ 58 i (1 56 Ak 6 01, & BT R 9 W B 25
eARG FIEE5 & eARGs 155 AL 5053 51 by B v
ki DNA H1 8 (1.21£0.19)x 10° &5 {1k F1(6.67 +
0.53)x10° ¥ bk, If H 57 5535 extDNA L, %
A extDNA T 45 5 5 %32 A A M &, X 5 AT
IBRFTEEE R —5, nT B DNA M4 A %, B
PRBLTLE A FR R

4 MRAALREWHZREE (Research disadvantages
and prospect)

FET, 2 TEREE  ext/intDNA #5441 (B 5T
FEAEP T ext/intDNA 51T 4 | extDNA 7E A [
PR P R A 0 B e %) 2 TR A B 2R B 4 v S5
FH AFFRESR 2 b e/iARGs 119 72 5 K H 5 %65 17 1
EIRYE SRR FNE . HIE, ext/intDNA P55 3)
A KA SOV MK TH S AR A5 DG 1R 1 [l AT

(DKM B AE P ARIES ext/intDNA S XF
HORGVEE BT SY ext/intDNA FR55 2 i J A 2854
7 R4 AR AT BAT Y A K AR TR
YRR T ext/intDNA Y5 15 J2& fiff FH Wi 182 56 2% ol
IR, MELA X A3 B A ANHLES BB B Es6
A extDNA , FRHRCRE AT E , BMHE LA X 53 A [F]E
75 extDNA B EARIREE R0 ; [, BR5E H ext/intD-
NA SRIETVZ LGB | LT | T304 T R R A S5
[T 0% ~83% extDNA KR TIET- 4, 40 |
FLE S A P10 extDNA (T Ho 491 B AS TR PR 58 1A
% extDNA K HAET-RUEY 0 LR TE(EAHER

()3 IE ext/intDNA H Uy g & N 5 i S R
MR 1 B 1) 5k R 485 20 8 R 2 5 A B o R R PR AR
ext/intDNA FIE I RE S A= A R00 I BEIE S6hl . H AT
HAF 2L 5 PCR K& I3 A I 5E ext/intDNA Tj
RESLPR o i, (o FH o 3 Y 2 R o T BB S P 4
A 5 e DR 20 2 43 AT R ] B s D e BE R % 4t
YE T RERE AT . T, ext/intDNA -7 3 X 20
443 HT AT RE 2 [ B ) SR AR R ext/intDNA AN [H]
T PR TE 2 AR B PR 5 R LT BB A B R A A5
Rl NI

()¥EM ext/intDNA X H ik - 8h #- S A s A
IARAHL ] 2 31 8 ext/intDNA PR 55 ) g J A= 255K
METFSE 0 T BARHE . extDNA J2 i AR e R i 35k I3t
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s — B EE LA Gy, TR AR R ARAR S SRR ) 2o R rp R
FEEE ZAE AP (A2 A bR extDNA 77 28 19 5K IR 1
extDNA 7E 4B R A4 PN X9 TR A (%) A BIL 1 v AS BH
i, FERE extDNA IR IBOR IR  HE AN ML i LA B 3
FEAAIL 55 A A P L Al AT 7 7 B VR G R 56,
A FRRATE

(@)ext/intDNA PREE T RE S A AW 7% i 49K
JHTFIRTE ext/intDNA 78 4 S VR ZREME b & 7 1Y
YER], ext/intDNA H40 & i D e E R I Ho g /s e
YRR A S S BRI AR, S ES RGN
PP A 22 505 B, AR ext/intDNA 7 /F
DUREZ M TP A E ZAE R, 18 Hf# ext/intDNA
BTGRP TG T Re A YR g s AR 5
[ G e YA SUR

25 I, ext/intDNA TEFREE 2 5 W | A Fn A
SRIGAV S IR 35 11 72 ) extDNA 5 B T i 40 1 A= 4y i
A R U E W %% vhok A A R Ak 2
I 4@ S5 Yo W 0 B 35 R T, ext/intDNA 7£ 4 i
&3k | D REIE PRK -5 B 2ok A v A A L R 1) R B
Dite XA X AT ext/intDNA & i A
BINREZREEMK IR E— R R

BIEERT . PR (1985—), B , WL, 3R R, M4 F
W, EEBHR T AT g L3 A A IR,
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