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Review article: Evaluation methods of biological stability in drinking water
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Abstract; Biostability plays an important role in keeping drinking water quality and safety. Methods of biostability
assessment are reviewed, including main indicators, traditional analytical methods and emerging ones. Merits and
demerits of different analytical methods are discussed respectively. Time-consuming and inaccurate, traditional
methods are acknowledged to be inadequate in the evaluation of drinking water quality. Improved methods, e.g.
assimilable organic carbon ( AOC), total cell concentration ( TCC), adenosine tri-phosphate ( ATP) methods
based on flow cytometry (FCM) , are accurate, simple and economical, and thus have shown tremendous potential
in water monitoring and engineering practice. Emerging molecular biological methods, e.g. denaturing gradient gel
electrophoresis (DGGE) and pyrosequencing, offer an insight into the changes of microbiology compositions in
water treatments and distribution, and fundamentally reflect the biological stability of water quality.
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1.1 RFEFERITE

SFRE IR ITHEC(HPC) 28 1E R E 2510 T 45
FRANEA , A Al L 2% 41 B FIOR PEAf K PR i s A=
YA KW BE. HPC AR Sy AR ) 2 O P A 0 1 D 2k
FKKBTE A 100 ARAER P s, B RiAS2 E Bs F
MoK T A i b o i

&G HPC I SR PR B R | LASF- A4
Bt fig (plate count agar, PCA) R85 F7IE | 55 55 HeFh 4l
WIS A A KB 2 T A HOR TS €, (H PCA
A SRR AN RBAR T 7 B R T, 0 ELABE) 2 A A
oy BRI IR N AR BN O SR Y R2A R SR
BB PCA 5 H &R, S5O REE
1K IR REAS L 7 52 450 A0 v R R PP G 4R s ]
K A TR 2 B TS AR T K KA |
I NEEE Y TSRS BN R IR AR
UEMETTHEGE DL m—SPC M REFREE, T KRR i 2 b
RIS T B AR BE KR (ARG D 25 2R 52 D
ISEASES AR

SR Ok 8 22 [ B 5 46 Y, HPC 7 ¥ 46 DU e
PR it 2 S PR W ) — /N o, M LA
YA S I A T Bl e AR AR R R R R
SRIK R v 1 R 22 500 AR 0 A e P Bk R A7 B
&, 1 H KA o 38 W] BE A TE R Y H IR L AL,
HPC J5 0 53 B 465 3 52 15 FR B A 2 55 3R g [a] |
KRR R M 48 K AH HPC ik S AE 17 2R 4G I A%
AR, BEB) Iz 532, R, A8 iz 1T EROH K
IR A AU PPAG
1.2 AR E PR

] A ) B A5 HLRR ( BDOC ) J2: V%5 1 1 47 BL Bk
(dissolved organic carbon, DOC) [ —3#f 43, $5 7K &
HhRE B S 7 R AR R T 03 e AT LA, A2 20
LA VP AR K 2R W RS E MY B AR AR 2
BDOC (i 5E 71k i Servais 254 % BH B 7 /K B
28 2 um WO UE AR 8 22 BRAK AR Th AR W e He R — €
et [ U A R, A T I AR AT B SR ORI E B R R
DOC M2 1A.

Servais % "1 24 1)K BDOC <0.16 mg/L
B, Bl A I r e A T 2 R B At 23 DR IR K BT A
PIRESE PE. Volk S5 ARk I 43 I 7E 20 115 <C
fF, %50 Y BDOC AN T 0.15 F1 0.3 mg/L B, &R
AR K 5 A M0 88 5 Pk van der Kooij %17 1IN
BDOC &5 A e FH T HUIAS W 7K 1) Bl A 4 -F S AR K
-, A2 BDOC 24045 5 97 T B S MU LT BoA A
etk Kaplan 25119 BDOC & T 000 4 )~ /K 75
At SOH BRI Y B A A iU, ] AR ) TR A AL
Bk (AOC) SEREREIT- M i 4= Wy i) FEAE K-

HAL -, BDOC ANy i BR ) T HAE N A9
FasE VEVEA 45 AR A4 % FI. BDOC (4946t B Hy 2 #L
fe oy AT A e e, HAMAS B0 1h B BILIK (total organic
carbon, TOC) {H Ml fix £ TOC {H JF % #H i, i 15
BDOC Hy48 H BR R 5 (0.1 ~0.2 mg/L) , ik T AOC
I RS E ) 53 A6 BDOC S & Ak 1 €O, 3% [ 1k
AR, R, R &84 BDOC Tl d: 9 i %
B, HHT, BDOC =722 F A il I 40 5 i 7K A BB TT 4R
SR A AL B P TT A AL 0 22 BRASCR , LS T
HR KT SR R R P T A A
1.3 FATEYRLENR

A A=Wyl Ak A HLER (AOC) 248 15 i 1 A AL
FREBUE Y R B B AR R o BT A
Ty W A 0 A BILRR 0 ST 20 4RO B N AME
AR AR B A R s M E B8 bR 22— van der
Kooij Z&M 2 BLH T K AOC He i 545 W v 1) 55 3%
PR TR KA DG | Fe e i LA AOC 7R Ak i A=
Wk EEEN FR AR, IR B — R S M A IS Y
AOC i W EART 10 neg/L ZFRBRIN, S35 40 L
R fE AR K, RO K KRR AR W R e M R G
LeChevallier 2PV N A E R AR B W E KT
0.5 mg/LEi# G M B it e B2 R T 1 me/L A W 5
i, 24 AOC R R EEAIN T 50~ 100 pg/L B, K
FFBR A4 2 4 32 S BR .

A AOC PIE 525 H van der Kooij 42, B
7 B GRS R ARRI KA 8D 50~ 500 cfu/mL %%
SR PAMITE P17, T 15 °CfH RS 8 i AT
BORAFRE IR AN A, AR A 4 45 59 i 2 T
e BE 2 2205, Kooty S II— AT 7] FH R R 14
IRE R NOX FE DB A, K AOC 1) e G B 4
B BTG, (2 Kooij MINE ik B 4% 5L 56 ]
WK LeChevallier 25 M 4% 3510 FEHE w2 25 C 1%
P BE B4 N 2 10* efu/mL, AP IR B AE 175 9% 2 ~
3 dJF iR FIRRE ], Ok A R R 7 TR R K L 4 e T
Y IRIFE] 7R AOC 2 rP )72 R H.

B T AE A 24 REE AOC VR AN Ak
FE PR BRI 2O B 5T R W, B AE 10 pe/L A
Pk, 2 2 B 2 T Kk H 10° ~ 10° A 41 3 4
027200 HIRY AOC e B2 A T 4G Hh R, 4754 7T
AREWMMEYIK. B AOC R SR HINFE,
MK AR T R (G — 26 SR Tk 4 R R 25
AL AN A ) 1 BB T 5 | A K A R R Al
ih, AOC FRFRE K3 T2 L F52 |, A0C KR
JEF i B A fl i 2 4 5 K Ak B 5 R B RO S
B, [ T KR A R 32 T AN R AR
Lautenschlager 2=l ) ¥ AOC 5 3 4 i ik BE
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1.4 HMZEETMisR

SR (TCC) 48 SRR BUK AR rh A 72 1 4
AR, R AERUE YR 1 BRS8N
B oS 5 R AE AT 55 57 40 i B A0 HPC A I,
TCC BALHE T “IG AN T 5557 1 4 T 45, PR T e
AN KR Y AR K P ) TCC B
S B Bl e GO R AT A DL BB, B S T8 S
P ROR B S T 4078 B TR AR B
K ABAAFAEAL TR ARAE | A A A2 2%, 2 Fh
R T BT MRS BT RE I A5 B BRI T TCC
YD HE WIS E PRI 48 B ) RAASE R .

TR R H (ATP ) 2 5 A W 40 i Y RE & BT
M7 AT BT A % 4 M b 5 R W], K e ATP &7
i 5T A R AEAHOC O R Il E ATP 5 &
AT [ 2 S WK PR A5 e 1 6 P A A 2 AT TR
R T AR ) GBI 5 G AR Py i i ATP &, U
T PR TR R I KA oA — 2 L A9 %) 44 i 2 fi
TR, AN S0 S B ATP, 7Rl S ATP S
5N R AR B2 RE R D' O 7 A T RE R R e
O, FEA P CAT I ASCAG: I 2 A5 5 AR AT A X L R
37 (relative light units, RLU) £ {E. A F E2 I %) ATP
FAEMZ RIS RLU {EFE 48 ATP 9K 3207 A
(EE Aok 7/ 1 N 1L VAN = (= T LI W N 2
ARE00 g LAY ARSI /K A o AS BB B 3% B0 A W, AR
BT HPC 2 HA R pe s AB i TS0 ATP ¥
JEEHE D WL M 2 3 1% TR R, T e 4 R —
PN YAE Y ATP & ( ATP-per-cell ) B 5457 41 g {4 FH
() ATP % ( ATP-per-biovolume ) % 15 FI| £ 1] 7K {4
IR A e A R A O 3R A L A
G, XHAMEGEN) ATP THE0E ARSI 58 AR L

PMT 1 '
et qi' FL3
l:’>

H FSC
RS

Kori 32 31— 52 1 B
2 ET A A RIS T ik

U A AR — iR DR B SR 25 1) 257
ARl A W R AT A\ 2 S R E 1 | E
Ml o (8 AT 5 AR S e
B FRERIRE R SR s aem kR
TS 2 5 A A (flow cytometer, FCM ) JE
DA 2R A A% 0 B AR K JE B 3 A 3l 2 | O
I AR R K A B e A A ARG I A R KA o
20 TR KOS LS, T DU 005 KA S A0 MR 8
RE TR PR A0 I AT 1A 4

FAAEA BRI RS St R (5l S
AR RGN T RGN B 1 2 4 S 800 = A i
SO TAE BB AP 1 R Y 05 1 40 i o
RLEREFIROIE AR 28 40 , 76 B8 B0 E0 BT 440 i w5
RLEAATHED RO ARSI X SR SR IO TR e B IR A
BRI, 7 A B E AR O Bl ) e A
(photodiode, PD) I [ 90° J7 [a] i )t AL 4% 44 45
( photomultiplier tube, PMT) #2205, Hif [n] 6 HL 4% 4
IRAFRTHCIE 5 (forward light scatter, FSC) , fill[a] 5%
LA 14 A AR A5 M B 5 (side light scatter, SSC)
HFOEAES (FL1, FL3 55).FSC g% S e 4i iy sl i
RLE R RIS 38, SSC R WAt i N AR 45 4 , 2L 15
5 W) S AR T 200 i P A R S I A A ] 2
AR5 5 B T T DX 2025 R il O S AR RE 451 an 2 A
FIALBRAR S IS, HIOR DG AR AT LURIR X7 B A 4 |
N R S e S O S  REa T i
FEM PO — 25 KA A 53 ok R Ykt 5
ERUIL N RE RS o et g SINEIEIN C 3211 [N SS S SWN
/N P (DNA B 455 L2 07 0 7K h 4
FIRIYE R 1x10° ~2%x 107 cells/mL, ¥ B 8 i
T PR i R AR R R T 07

SRR RS RS

B1 RAEREUEREE

Fig.1 Basic principle of flow cytometer
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2.1 ETRAMEERBER AOC TN TTiE
TBGERY AOC W€ J7 ¥ R PR+ B0k I 7K
FERE IR0 0 BAE W) 5, 184 S H AR I R
Hammes 5577 $2 1 4809 AOC T 5E 75, i 2 fir
7 ARIRTAE WM, 7222 0.22 wm BI85
A KRE s R 2R AR 0, )P ot =X 0 B A 7 S 4
N e S (cell conc. 1) FIEEFE 3 d J5 W4 T Wk P
(cell conc. 3) , i34 (A 22 (E BI A 4 4 K i, PR o
G — WA 28 kR ARAS AOC H. T ik B A B
AR DL B ARG Fsf [ DR DR 4 2, iy L 5 1 7 B ) AN 22

FEIR Y B R
ﬁ —cell conc. 1
@ — =—cell conc.3

HiaR3d  paanpdm e
AOC=(cell conc.3—cell conc.1)xk
B2 ETRNXAEARUEN AOC MEFE
Fig.2 Improved AOC measurement based on flow cytometry

22 ETRAMMABERN TCC FHTTE

ST A ARGE R TCC M R Ui &l 3 fy
7N, KEEFZR 0.22 wm JE AR U8 J5 YK = (Evian ) 7K
ke, A 1% 194 FH(SYBR Green 1), 7E 30 °C 21
PREE T8 15 min 2247, AR ARM G 2

VT Evian 7K

CER TH S

\SYBR Green 1
e T
et D, [Pt

KEE @R R dlARE
B3 EFRAMEAREN TCC MEH %
Fig.3 Improved TCC measurement based on flow cytometry

T AR 5 AR K2 B T TCC VR AR
TRAEFRFNAE ) 22 4t oK B A P e PR VPN 8 A5 i 4
I TR A AR B TCC YRy B BA £ 05 1
RT3 1) 4, RS B e HPC 55 2 A8
AR AN BB FR A0 TR 5 2) R, FCM fig
S VERA S HY TCCARZE 5% BIZE A, M1 24 T4 Bk
JEIKIR 0.5~5 pe/L FAHLIRISFE , LR H FRAG;3) &
B, MRRAE R B R4 54) 44, 55 HPC 5 i [A] 22

ANTEEL 24 h HIHE, A AGHEUL R 15 min.
Hammes %:38] DL B b ok A oK Ab BT
0,-GAC-UF T-Z M5 X 4, ik %f 44> T 23k
JKEURERGIN | LS HPC  TCC ATP 3 MEAR T
IKACBE T 20 PR A L 45 28 , TA A 3 T3 =X 4 A
AREGH TCC WA IR AR B #4545 T A5
AP T L BEAG I Y AN RE 1% 95 B9 40 B, 3¢ HPC  ATP

B EA I3, X 5 Hoefel Al Phe 45" 1y
9T 45 R — 2. Lautenschlager e 27) ok - R R4
P 22 458 AN [v) 5% B IR T P57 P A A3 G BBUREAG N
FINZZEOENIZE W R GK B A Ptase v 45 R B
A 240 LSO 75 1Y TCC £ s 7T 58, AU RE
FRRZK BUEAL, 18 7] MATE AOC , TOC B HPC £4iE.
Siebel %! XL R KT IR 5T T 3 T 2040
HEIARBGH 7 B A5/ TCCATP K AZSEH) HPC 515
Z AR, & B8 ATP A TCC s Aa 3 b A AH 2%
M (A8 5 HPC RYAHSCHE AR 5. Liu 250 (1920
W RW, TCC 15 ATP K HPC Z [A135 A Bt (o
Ktk HY ATP B BE RT3 ng/L I, mi AR AN AT
(HNA bacteria) ¥R 5 ATP fF7F— & LA C
£ IXATRESE H1 T TCC AR I A R e J3E 1 AR i 2
TR g ATP B R A

TCC B3 1K b i A ) i, XK 5T
FREPERIT O BAT B . — BB 58 N Gk o AR
TN B TCC $8 AR 23 A /K Ak 2 72
B ZRGE K BT H R B bR (]I AT DA S
SR A T2 AR TR AL S A 27 R
T TCC B W RE S AT K R TH MR 4 14T , A RE 78 70 L 4
WEEAME RS T2 RRE. R, ¥ TCC 5 S i
PEA W & B9 ATP 5% 5% %8 40 g ¥ & (intact cell
concentration, 1CC) 456 & F T 1EAL K B A 9
ARV BLAT i S S
2.3 EFiREMEABEE ATP M 7%

D A0 S I P AT 365 A sy ELAH X ] B b
SE ATP 5 4R R AL R B, 7l T ATP 3-8k
() BRI AR 2 UAE I BE (PT) G )5 AT LA FCM AR
I A5 52 # A0 i vk B 1CC, T 3T ATP-per-
cell, MH] FCM SSC il i LU 5ol A My i g (AR
BEmR S ATP-pelr—biovolumewJ .

Hammes %" ZEPFH K FREE h R AR G 2E W VS
T PERE, 350 I BRI MR 7K IR P IO K
FE AT S S AR SO ATP PPN 78, R
AN ATP W5 TCC | SRR AR AT 3G
PE R4 (B HPC YR A FROCHE JF LA 15 i1
1) ATP-per-cell N 1.75%107"° nmol/cell , F-2J 1) ATP-
per-cell 7 2.95%10™° nmol/um’ . Velten %54 Fi| T
TR ATP W0 J7 15 o B AR K BURL TS
Pk R A=A, 15 2] ATP-per-cell {E 7 (1.3~4.5) x
107" nmol/cell, 5 Magic-Knezev 2514 | A% 42 1 7%
SPOCRMEART ATP THECESS & Bl A5 1Y BURLTG
o o U &% b 41 B M ATP-per-cell
(0.41x107"° nmol/ cell ) F{F 25 FIA—FL.

FT ARG ATP PR AU ik
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T AR o AR T LB TR B i
T2 ATP THEGEHET Y 3R A A 1 PR L A
e, TEAS I ARV B8 1) 20 7 i A8 AN TCC R B
[RIS X FAZ R 2054 (| LNA bacteria ) , B T HA 41
FLFT & 19 ATP iR AR /0 AR ME ] ATP 32 A6 ) H: 3
RS AN ATP A H R 3 32 41 MR /N | 40
PE AN A A7 B8 ) SR S ARk, ATP ST EOA R
PR E IR TIOR3 oK APk 8 M A:
IR K IR BT U 1 A A 0 A ST A BLIA
R TR A AR B ATP PR 5 kAT L
YER R K B NI F-B2 , ATP PEM et nT DU T
IR FK T2 R P A e i R R s

3 ETHTEMFBARMGH TN %

I R T K Ak 31T 25 B R S8 KR Y
AOC TCC ATP “548FRREARAS T4 W28 (TR RE Al A
Hom WEPESEE BT K B AL (HANRE A K
SR AR RARAS S IR T AR W o BOR B S M S
#E BE B YK ( denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis,
DGGE) FIERRIN Y (pyrosequencing ) S BT 4T 7
0] LIRS KPR AR W i A1 b s SO
JEAE{ L PR R K BT A B 2 R A, T A P A
BEEAE K B RRAR A SE R A PPN 7K
[ AR R e
3.1 TR E R EIKE

AR PR FE BRI L UK ( DGGE) T LA 33 43 B DNA
Fr BORSAF A Y 18 805 B, 02 H AT &
JZ ) DNA $8 SCHOR . HIE AR J5 R 32 AR [7) 1 5k
FEZH AN [R) s A2 ) DNA P 80 78 2 1 B R 3 1Y
DNA 7850 5 PN AR It Mg B JC vh 25 A4 ik , 7 91 A )
f) DNA B4 AT o AN [A) - BOH L UK B R
[l AT AR A 1T J— ZR 91 L UKk 2%, 450 1Y
WO LT RAE IR TP AL R R B BCR, 2R Y
2T S RN T LA oA e £ A 0 R 1
A2 E AL TR YR R

BT R A M8 =X & W ( polymerase chain
reaction, PCR) 43 % R #) DGGE (PCR-DGGE) H
T LG i BT DNA S ORI KA vh i W i
VEAR ST B2 AL A R a4 R 3
WOKFE A ) DNA 1S B[R T HERY DNA IR &
Yy LUz IRG W AR, 5 B A YRR DNA 5149
XFHEAT PCR 4744, 45 1 HEAH [ 0 B 2H AN 7] )
H AW RE DNA 731 538 53 DGGE £ A K DNA
PIGF 0 IF A8 — RIVHL IR AT, R R KA 1)
AR 1 20 B rR UK 2Rl B IR 24k, 72 PCR 97
WS AT SRStk ) B R R 5 B

549 3
@DNA%HX& PCR%J‘ e DGGE
——— e B = 11 T ] e T
| —

DNAY HEF

L TR
LRz S SRR
Bl 4 PCR-DGGE MUERERE
Fig.4 Process of PCR-DGGE measurement

DGGE 1] D)5 B Z2 A% & [R) B 0 g, PR i o2
WA REE S5 AR AL TR A BT AR K A W e 1
175 Ak Ko H MR AS J5 R Sekar 455 F| ] HPC
DGGE J7 155t He I 52 B I 14 7K ot A e
&I DGGE HHfg fz WL4E WK it Bl 7K 1 2544 1 A2 k.
DGGE i ] 43 AT Uk FH 7K LR AR AL PEAN AN [R] 25 7K Ak
T 2K AN 4 K B, IRl 3 22 T 48 5 Ry
WK A A7)

3.2 EEHRNEF

FEBEIR I ¥ ( Pyrosequencing ) J5 72 3 T i & 1%,
T30 D B 3 e Wl R 7 AR WG 2R AR S A i AR A
BIE (R S, e 245 B KR Hh 2B 9 B9 DNA 7
H1. 5 EVH DNA 5 91 2 X} BR | Rl 3R A5 T A Y0 Fh g K
HA R BRI DNA RA T ATP G ERIL ¢
GER Bl ATRURE R i 1 R RV B PCR S g A —
ATEIE A LEAH 5 — R DEGAE 5 BB R ke, 38
TE IR 5 A oA B, 15 ) SERHI 2 DNA
JFAR H .

) FH A Bl TR DN P Y G I /K R B AR A, i DA ik
ATV S AR R A ke I W K R R AR A ke TR st
FRAE LS I {7 B o 5 | e 8 K S M A i
B ZE IR RENSH) FHARAT 00 40 1 2 S FE AR Bk
TR BUEBAR RAR TR, ABRE AR R A/ SR A 7 8.

Defalont 25 % 7] F A2 i R I 7 43 B 85 190 7K A4k
AR E R ZR, K 87.6% AR I i Hf i 2 T
1B IV TEIR AR S SOFF B Pinto 25615 1) 45
TR I 543 B 7K R K J5 B 7K A 3L B X 487 TR 241 1 A
T ZEAG A S R ST A 308 X 4 I K P 4 TR 1Y
HEVR A VR, T DRI FH 2k 98 50T B 3O 58
A G UE RS R B, PRIEAS K BT AR i As e
P AEBERR I P A 1T 5 DGGE 48 80 R BEE H T 1T
W AR KK A B RE 7 Lautenschlager 257 F1]
DGGE F1 £ B8 12 I 7 45 6 43 A 52 B 45 I B9 K Joit A%
b, 75 0 45 B R TR A A A8 I K AR K BT % AR AR A Y
HRAS JiE PR 2 DA B 7R R 9 385 05 [R] B 2 38 DGGE
FEEBERRIN 3 18 73 B 246 2 5 38 1 I = A0 AR el it 1)
TCC et vl A EARTE , I I R 3 B A8 A o] 1 h

DNA RS

et ey
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AR A.ﬁ@%,/\ﬁﬁ PEMY EE B Tllumina
MR- 5 2 BT 58 B 1, A Bl AU IR
W v A

A= V& o3 el i, AR HE & TEPEAN IR
FH7K K 52 A e 1 T ) g TR A /b H S T
O3 T AR B A AR E PP 5 0 vl LA
BT AR A A B o A P i G 3 R K PR P R
Wy 2H Ak, X ST B S8 3 IR K A M R E PR

PR IR R HA T3 X, IR IR F0K R
PR E VRS T 7 1.
4 B #

1% 52 B 7K 5 A W R T DA D TR A T ARG
PRAE T TR AH AR A2 (0 7 vk (A A AR
PR 2E A3 B2 SR S PR A e o 5 2 T It X4 A R T
AITPFAN T IR FE A 2D I 25 S B Sy ml A B
FK B WA AR N ) B T A A A T
W5 B RE S TR AR AT K SR B vh A BTS2, A
TR W A 252 A BE A T K A8 A B AR AR T BT (LG
S A AR Y2y A v, E T AR B R I 1T 1
W B DNA WY A 1328 i B A L K B4k
TR () 4 v, o 000 A B A K 0 B 1 % B
T H KKK B2 3R A T i PR

5% ik
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