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Quantification of Swine—specific Bacteroidales in Water Using qPCR

WANG Xian-gui, GUO Ping", TIAN Yun-long, ZHU Chang—xiong, ZHANG Li

( Institute of Environment and Sustainable Development in Agriculture, CAAS, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract : Application of Bacteroidales 16S rRNA gene markers in the assessment of water pollution by swine wastewater was examined with
quantitative real time polymerase chain reaction(qPCR ). An improved cetyl trimethyl ammonium bromide (CTAB) method was established
for extracting total DNA from swine wastewater. Primer 3(Bac32F/Bac108R ) showed higher specificity and lower detection limit(4.09E+02~
1.60E+03 copies ) than others, and could be used to assess water pollution from swine wastewater.
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Table 1 Primers used in this study
e 2| W4 R Bl S (5 —3") iR RLEEC H % F Bt /bp E =D
1 Bac41F TACAGGCTTAACACATGCAAGTCG 62 145 [12]
PS183R CTCATACGGTATTAATCCGCCTTT
2 Bac32F AACGCTAGCTACAGGCTTAAC 60 129 [13]
Bac108R CGGGCTATTCCTGACTATGGG
3 Bac41F GCATGAATTTAGCTTGCTAAATTTGAT 60 116 [13]
Bacl63R ACCTCATACGGTATTAATCCGC
) 1 el NNESSA | —
B RLMI3 @ S A I, I R 45 R A A DNA ) EEELE

MANG.0 #1798 , 45 5 7E NCBI(http: //blast.nchi.nlm.
nih.gov/Blast.cgi) I FEXF 4341 o
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PRSI 1R 3 X514 ,15 wL [0 4
Z . 2xSsoFast™ EvaGreen ® Supermix(Bio—Rad)7.5 pL,
19710 pmol - L) 4% 0.15 wL, Bt 1.5 pL, fin ddH,0
£ 15 pl,

191 PR BAEYE 95 °C, 10 min; 281 95
C,5s, BXIEM 62 C, 1 min, 40 MER; HffZ
65~95 C.,

519 2 PARRIY  BARPE 95 °C, 10 min; A8k 95
C,15 s, 1B KHEAH 60 °C, 1 min, 40 MG ; 7 it 2k
65~95 C,
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(R)TERT 0.98, s 1, 45K il f5 .
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W K qPCR 4 383805 (E ) HBTE 91%~110% 2 1]
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2.1 X DNAREUER
2.1.1 0% 7K s DNA $2BUSCR

DI G K IGRA R, T 3 R [R] 5 32 LR
DNA, FRRh i 3 IR AL, 25 R (36 2 ARl 1)K B,
1 58 5 DNA 48 B0 ) 60 oK g AOAE i b S B B
DNA, PR CTAB EFIZEfHE G DNA 42 BRG] & Rk
I, Fr BER/INE 23 kb Ay, $REGS FE JC I S f%
RIS . 2&fd 5 DNA $EHGA S P2 By = T R

R 2 3 MITRRINEIEIHZEK S DNA IREF G E
Table 2 The concentrations and quality of total DNA extracted

from piggery wastewater by 3 different methods

DNA &I FEf RS DNA MR /pg-mL" Ax/As
MR CTAB 7 1 92.8 2.01
2 108.8 2.03
3 102.4 1.97
T HEE DNA $EEGAT & 4 2.9 1.48
5 3.1 1.37
6 33 1.56
FEAT S DNA $EHU & 7 177.5 1.38
8 166.2 1.54
9 187.1 175

M. DNA Marker, 1~3 S L CTAB 3,
4~6 Jy 1R DNA $2IRURGH &, 7~9 S AL DNA S Il &
B 1 3 M7 EREEAZEK DNA TRAE HEF ik

Figure 1 Agarose gel electrophoresis of total DNA extracted from

piggery wastewater by 3 different methods
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2 4 BhEESH S DNA IREEHEF K E
Figure 2 Agarose gel electrophoresis of total DNA extracted from

4 different samples of pig
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RILE 3~El 5. 450 KW, CK .CH-1 Fl CH-2 %A H
R4 B, P-1 FIl P-2 FER A B SH HBL, B
T BN SRR K/ h—F0(3R 1), 150W] 3 %54
HBREXTSE T K FP AU B B AL T4 4 (B 519
17EX H-1 F1 H=2 § 3 b B4 thBl, 514 2
TEX) C=2 ¥ H & B, 514 3 AEXRT HAth
FESIEA T 3 o R DLBH B84, s 1 3 1R S
PELF 519 1 FI514) 2,
2.2.2 RSP AR P45 R Hoxf

Fi¢ 1.5 Frik 98, 514 1 4734 =il P 2581k . 5'-
CTCATACGGTATTAATCCGCCTTTCGACGGGCTATC
CCGTGGACAGGGGAAGGTTGGATACGCGTTACTCA
CCCGTGCGCCGGTCGCCATCAAATTTAGCAAGCTAA
ATTCATGCTGCCCCGCGACTTGCATGTGTTAAGCCT

M CK P-1 P2 H-1 H-2 C-1 C-2 CH-1CH-2

M. DNA Marker, CK g A AT 1975 (16 B4, P-1 Al P-2 861
JREK B DNA, H-1 1 H-2 g AZ&(H 5 DNA,C-1 1 C-2 Jy2h2%ff
i DNA, CH-1 il CH-2 JyXZ{H i DNA, & 4 & 5 [i]

B 3 3|4 1(Bac41F/PSI83R )i L LE R
Figure 3 Amplification of Primer 1(Bac41F/PS183R)

4 5|4 2(Bac32F/Bac108R ) & 45 R
Figure 4 Amplification of Primer 2(Bac32F/Bac108R )

B S S e

5 5|41 3(Bac41F/Bacl63R) ¥ 1ELE R
Figure 5 Amplification of Primer 3(Bac41F/Bac163R)

GTA-3", Bt K/ 146 bp, 5 Okabe ZEMfiR 145
bp K/N—F,NCBI - i H X285 5 s 0 LI R 1 2
TR . 5149 2 973G 7 il e 25 3Rk -5 -AAC
GCTAGCTACAGGCTTAACACATGGAGGGGCACAAG
TCGCATTATCGAAGCTTGCTTTGATAGATGGCGACC
GGCGCACGGGTGAGTAACGCGTATCCAACCTTCCCC
ATAGTCAGGAATAGCCCG-3", H Bt K/NJy 128 bp,
5 SCHER13] iR 129 bp K/h—3, NCBI | (1) b X 45
KRR A S8 T LA ORE IR 25 0 1 32 40
FoJE. 519 3 93 Wil vk - 5'~ACCTCATACG
GTATTAATCCGCCTTTCGACGGGCTATCCCGTGGAC
AGGGGAAGGTTGGATACGCGTTACTCACCCGTGCG
CCGGTCGCCATCAAATTTAGCAAGCTAAATTCATG
C- 3", B /INR 117 bp, 5 Mieszkin S5 HJF 57 2% S
—F,NCBI /% B X455 87 LA SR 1 32 44T
&
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JEANLEXT T a5 S o, 5190 1 F5 1) 3 B &
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I 3 X551 P0%F 4 BIRESLHET T3, AR N 2 IR
5L EERFWI (3R 3),3 M5 W #fReiE ) qPCR K
YK AR . 514 1% H-1 H-2 #1 CH-2, 5|
¥y 2 X H=2 F1 C-2,5]%) 3 X} H-1 F1 H-2 &4 /T
10° ik th AH A 51 2 % H=2 4 S AE A0 ik th 4%
T 84 CAHUE I, ULHIER S 14 2 Xt H-2 194 14y
FESEY AN, HoAth/N T 107 594G S AR R PR
TR RS 1 AR 52 . K, qPCR B0 UFZE
SoRGIY 1 A58 3 MR TR 2.

2R Bk 3 FOE RS 1R S A I 25 SR AT
19 3 e Sy, S TR S .
2.3 qPCR A RBIELER

FIH PRI T A0 gPCR (9 R ek . rk— %

WIAHFOK WAL 10 BB RE, 4% 1.3 Prdk vkt
PPN R G ugfARF R 30 mL), HEHUM DNA, 404
DNA Fi% 10 fZ/5H 1.5 wL FF qPCR Kl , 46 4%
R 4. ik IR BN R K ER R L R 41
DNA 4% 10 f5R6 R RS, SR IG R qPCR HEF T4 , K
S5 W% 50 PR ik RN S5 30, Bt L CTAB
AR 720K BIE RN AR RE EAE AT PCR ¥
BB DAE AR R BRI Wk 5 A R IE
Poys, TR DU 5 LU YRR B 2. R
qPCR, 5149 3 ATk 145 DLEGE T 4.09E+02~1.60E+03
F R IR HUAT B B e e E i, Kl BRRE DN
6.59E+07 £ T %k,
24 REBAKPHBEMAESREEWIRIC PCR &
MgE R

LA 3 8 0 3 26 K R W BE 10 A5 A S X AR
(CK), ZbFRZH 535904 : (1) B — AN A XS %
ZOREE R 1 g L7 (2)IMAAN+4  AN+38 2+ X5 260

& 3 334514 qPCR #7184 FiREREER
Table 3 Specificity test for 3 primers by using gPCR and 4 samples

- EL! 319 2 519 3
LI CifH Tm {8 5L CLfH Tm {8 5L CLfH Tm {f
P-1 3.12E+06 23.02 84.5 4.14E+05 25.5 83.5 3.01E+06 24 84.5
pP-2 2.86E+06 23.13 84.5 1.11E+06 27.03 83.5 1.22E+06 25.37 84
H-1 2.94E+02 35.79 None ND ND None 2.94E+02 38 None
H-2 8.52E+01 37.5 None 5.44E+02 37.3 84 1.24E+02 38.82 None
C-1 ND N/A None ND N/A None ND N/A None
C-2 ND N/A None 1.16E+02 37.3 None ND N/A None
CH-1 4.32E+01 38.43 None ND N/A None ND N/A None
CH-2 ND N/A None ND N/A None ND N/A None
1 :ND 24 Not Detected ; N/A A Not Available,
&4 HEIHTOKR R ERREQNG14 3 REMHE
Table 4 The sensitivity of primer 3 tested by serial dilutions of piggery wastewater
TR 10° 10 10? 10° 10 10° 10° CK
Kt DL 6.59E+07  7.87E+06  S5.61E+05  4.08E+04  632E+03  4.09E+02 ND ND
FRE TS ¥ DL 4.39E+08 5.25E+07 3.74E+06 2.72E+05 421E+04 2.73E+03 ND ND
Ct{H 20.34 23.31 27 30.67 33.27 37.1 N/A N/A
Tm {H 84 84 84 84 84 84 None None

RS EHFKIRRE DNA #EERBFRNE|4 3 REE

Table 5 The sensitivity of primer 3 tested by serial dilutions of total DNA extracted from piggery wastewater

iR f AL 10° 10! 10 10° 10* 10° 10° 107 CK
o H B DS ND 2.12E+07 5.47E+06 5.94E+05 5.32E+04 7.44E+03 1.60E+03 8.72E+02 ND
Cul N/A 21.17 23.25 26.66 30.37 33.39 35.75 36.68 N/A
Tm {f None 84 84 84 84 84 84 None None
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BRPFERZUTLN 1 g+ L5 GOIMAN+A4+1 3%
i B RPN ZEME LR N 1 g- L7 4% 1.3 Rk r gt
AL FE GGEBERFLN 20 mL), BEBCEIE R 41, 65 0t
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IMATR BRI S A AR e A48 DURK, SE3kG:
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B AR BARSF AR, HERR T A2 AY
SN, AT LSRRI FH 0 PR e — R K A L g
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3 e

(1)CTAB ¥ T2E7K DNA 42 BN SCR A AR
AMF5E S 75 8 5 At 1 DNA SR IGRE FE Hp o) - 1
FESR AL FRA 7 %) CTAB SE:EF 72 R, I TENP
S DY IR BF S Y0 FE AR A T A B . S 56k B R
TENP X B 4 0 B B A T FAL 3R, AR Hb 2 BR %
5717 GRS CIRES w7/ S I 7 RCE Sy WS S S
RN E R -

(2) M7 ZEK 5 DNA AYHRI0R HAR LU EAR (1
Hr 24 i 7E DNA FE9E T PCR 47 18 B X 5 W A7
TR, AR LT T, S5 X SR HUA 2 DNA i#F 7
T 10 F5BREERG B, BB JS 1) qPCR [ bz C fH 2k 1
TR y=2.795x+18.43(R?=0.98 ) , F AR B 4546 i

Fon Mk O R BAF, R BT R T AR A
DNA &g mANI, AT LR AR BERR R 7 1ok b
I EEAE S 2% 5 PCR 4k

(3)A G Wi AP 1L B0 0E T 5149 3 (Bac32F/
Bac108R ) [ 7R et , ok H R BRAE 4.09E+02~1.60E+
03 ¥ D1 F = [a] 46 EFRZ /DA 6.59E+07 $5 D%, 52
IRE5 IS Mieszkin S5 WFFR 45 LK T FRA 3.6log)0~

4.1ogie — 3o HEAL, T TAEINAE bt KA, HCS KA
LIS D i SE AT R s e S R A s e DUBIR T
A PR T e Ao 9 e i KRR, R DA i A2
A BIREEESR, e 32 i Pk DU w3 o i e e A 1 D A5 DL
B A R EESR DR i 00 15 Y F) Y
JEBRAPEEER , B2 i 3E I

4 g

(1)F|JH TENP 2 W IS I i IR A A 7 Tk
B, REREAT A 2 BRIE IR TP 2R 5T, 32515 DNA 1)
ST

(2)3IU G DNA 280 B IS 24T PCR, BE
R A B PCR W FERY T4, ERB R RS X4
VA F e S A AR T A I 25 2R ) R A A DG A
1o, MR E R A AN K

(3)514 3(Bac32F/Bac108R) 4% St U , 53 i
BN RS2 2K o R AR RES 1) 3 48 qPCR AIRf 7K
PRSI T 5 e M A R T C A T R o
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