S 2017,35(9)

SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

T2 5 10 A PR s AR o 1) R

®/A N, TR, DR, &, wmi

1. T FHAFAE R SR Z R KPS, KiE 116001

2. PRRARFATTRLBIRE S @R IAFZRH L P, 67 100081
3. MR F 8T AL M By M9z R TR 3548 oo, 1833 029100

4, Pordh GRIT) T ARG T 524012

BE HEHGERYMETE B BXEERBRTEERENZR, AMRHE T ELEGRBRIVERER, ARFXASKAN
BIEEENT I, HE TiZRE MBI DNARE N (2.02+0.07)ug, k=2; DNA 4 2 (1.82+0.08) , k=2, FITZIRAERBIISIME.
BEMRHIT TR, ERRPZERD IS BEEES R ERIFEERPBEARER, A TRELEGYWMEE R G RIIEM

FREE=H,

XEIR BREEE ;WAL DNAGRERER; M BT, FHEE

53 H (Gadiforme ) o7 i R AR 73 (1 202 B RN 5 1 28
PR JUHAE T BN AR T AR D, R I R 2
SR IS, e AR RS 0 A g b 0 LAY i A
BN SIS E"J?ﬂ%@%’ﬁ(Melanogmmmus aegleﬁnus) RIS
H& EFREE U 8 I Lo N H T 2
SR L], ALK HFR A s BB IR, fEK
PR KO AR I R A R IR BRI A, ) —Fp
4 h B A1 (Anoplopoma fimbria) WS, RITE AL, # 9
NN EIETE H i R £, (B S PRH S R 0 178 R0 (A
AHZEHL Y, PRI, XV S I A 43 28 S s M e AR
B,

LG 2527 2 0 5 AR W ol 4 5 FNPPAN HE BT F 5
HORHE T EHEAE ] A A e A B, TR R BR T 4 e
R A A A B 30 AR LA 22 00 1 L SRS S i EL AN
LETIORE S a7 NG s | I D= £ £ Yl O 41 20
ML, B T E YA BRI A S vh R 45
A OCHE AR T, 1) 40 2R 45 5% X S (polymerase chain re-
action, PCR) 55 DNA Z&JE S R E @AY e R3] T 12/
L R T VR SE IR T A G D5 R RS RN
PRTSEE BIRICR S TR 1

TEG3 A2 W) 2 ) b 28 7 B A R R 2 B PR AR MR i i
Fr P, (A A i R AL T4 =2 vh , DT PRAIE S8 5E 25
B RTERE R IR SR £ ) M R P A ER A £
B ERE itV S X B8 5L T P A i G R B R A A i
DALt 3 V) 2 SRRt R A i R T

ZE3CHRIINT , COI B Panl FENTE (0 2 458 v R B
MEERERE ST, LR COTFENAE 281 7 e h BAT R 9 H
PRSF IR B B SR 38 W B £ DNA 265 7 91 R4 T
YRR o I, ARBITTE M BC & DNA 2505 S b 1
A2 R S R BERE L COTHE DRI Ay 25 A DR B o)
LM AL RIS ERE o

1 ERMHEENE
1.1 HH

AT A e FH A R B A it 120 BT b st i K R
SRS e PRAR S 0 A | 1L T4 BRI RGP JR) S
1.2 {3

GelDoc XR+EEIE AR R 5t My cycler PCR AL (ZEH Bio—
Rad 22 A ) 5 B PCRAX (18 [ Eppendorf A ] ) ; 58480 WLk
J£1 (32 Thermo 23 7] Nanodrop2000) o

WA B :2016-10-21 ;5= B H1:2017-03-21

BB AR AT L ABE S R (20131K291) 5 K SR H# 224 F A R B (NCET-11-0842) ; e A4 ¥t — i K & e — R S A2 2 9% (10301 —
0150200604 ) ; ¥ 3 K, 3% X 5 5 K H P25 B (2015MDTD25C&2015MDTD13C)

WHE TN FIT, BRI BIR T @ AR SE e 5, U FEH jiangdan66@163.com; X F (B —46 %), FRL BT, BT R F aib ek AF
2 B 5%, B F 154 : steven06510@hotmail.com; AT GEASHEH ) , #A , FIR T @ A AW F 55 FEMF DB hb 5 Rk, &1

#8 : yaojiangh@hotmail.com

FIRAMR I, X F, T, 5. ZRE EMATE 0BR[] BHFIR, 2017, 35(9): 100-106; doi: 10.3981/1.issn.1000-7857.2017.09.013

I 100



SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY REVIEW

S 2017,35(9)
1.3 iRXF 25 37°CHKAFT L CE 2 . BRI TREVLLE 48, P17

A T 3 241 20 PR 4 DNA 2 U ) £ TaKaRa Mini-
BEST Universal Genomic DNA Extraction Kit,Taq DNA Poly-
merase .dNTP Mixture . PCR buffer( & MgCl2) \DNA Fr Bk
4li b 14 5] £ TaKaRa MiniBEST Agarose Gel DNA Extraction
Kit, %% K 5a i85 & DNA Ligation Kit ,ALS000 DNA Marke
B T IGE A WA PR A A

2 ZWAHE
2.1 DNARJIRE

FAa R & AR R 25 £t DNA , fif ] Nano Drop 2000
SANAT WG TR I BT $E R DNA 260/280 {4 1.8~20
A EA L B T VKA -20°C 4
2.2 JRAREREREIHIF

D) RStk HARp o0 B 591 . &S0k dr, 18
COIFERPEAT [RIRAE BT, 2 e St ME AR P51, 5140751
mr,

Primer F: TTCTCCACCAACCACAARGAYATYGG,

Primer R:CACCTCAGGGTGTCCGAARAAYCARAA

SEHR A S0 WL B R 424 Premix 11 L, I RS
Y145 2.5 pL, DNAREAR 2 WL, K B WFEK 32 pl, ¥ HE
¥ M 94°C A 5 min J& , 30 MG (94°CAE 1 30 s, 52°CiE
k30 s,72°CHEMH 30 ) , fieJi7 72°CHEH 7 min,

2) PCR =R S B2 554k . PCR ™y iy [l Ae B % 22
AR AR &7k

3) TR LT . AR e B B B VE 285 3R
HEAT PCRY™1G I B LX) 91 & S 5 P 28 e £ 4 R
1009 19 TR B H o

4) FORLA B S AR I A

(1) FoRr P R sl B e o 37 G P U 9 43
W30y JBokE DNA 260/280 FUAE, AT 22 b 465 . [R) A 4
1y BRI T FRL KR ER A Y | MR AT I e W s S 3

(2) BRUERE S A £ o 0 H Al B R 5 3 1k 34 A6 1 T
W VTR A e — S, DN o e RN 38 R o g VA
{H 10.000 wg/mlL, ¥4 2 pe/48 #EAT53%% 500 48 -k 1, B il %
U AR R i B T80 CUKAR PR AT o
2.3 AR

DNA 5 4 R4 AP [A] — S8 e % HL R — 45 F
P R (] S 6 A 5% R A T 0485 32 B ] — S0 A A8 i Fy Bsf
[ N 58 1o

Fi2 {7 PR AL AR S B 20 48, 45 201~220, A EHE
MR 37, MHERIUT - 55 17R,201~220; 58 2 7K, 220~201; %6 3
WK, BB 201~219 , (%K 202~220 , 43 SRS TN B0k 4 o 4 5 o e
T BR324 W S F ARSI FI WA B R f 28 20k o
2.4 FRARE M

1) izffee ko BEALHBOR T HEA 3 5175 -20.0.4

JEORT FEL KOS St S e

2) fifefaE . FE-20C& T, F5.10.15.20.25 4
J3 45 b ) S5 AL IR 4 457 , 045 T A2 K 3 VR T it R, 4
P 3t 5 22500 S F RSB FI B AR e M . RN IR T e
TSR Sy e
25 SHREMUMEEE

AR KR v 00 S0 AR i 26 7 2 e A T HE I —CNAS/
CLO4) (ISO F: 0] 34) 23K | SR H 8 G B UM 2 (B 7 =X,
B LT SRS B0 A8 Sy R B RS B SR A0, B 7 RS =
SRR AN B 1 S [R)X6F h] £ B bR AR i R4 7 5 M
KA S R, B 1R, 40 1k

3 ERZFR5HH
3.1 REFWFIILLITER

SR W I IS 28 NCBI L X 53 A, 25 SR AP 1
5 RS 0 )7 51 1 A LR 100% , 5 B T ] 5TORL
LRI £1 1Y COLBORL , - 47) 1] U 3] B 2R 6 161 1) COT K& A,
GeneBank & 5% 5 & KJ205001, (Melanogrammus aeglefinus
voucher MT01537 cytochrome oxidase subunit 1 (COI) gene,
Accession No. KJ205001.1),

Melanogrammus aeglefinus voucher MT01537 cytochrome oxidase subunit 1 (COI) gene, partial cds; mitochondrial
Sequence ID: gblKJ205001.1| Length: 652 Number of Matches: 1

Range 1: 1 to 652 GenBank Graphics
Score Expect Identities Gaps

1205 bits(652) 0.0 652/652(100%) 0/652(0%) Plus/Minus
Query 28  TAARTGCTGATATAAAATGGGGTCACCTCCTCCAGCAGGATCAMGAAAGAAGTATTGAG 87

T™ GCAGGATC;
" ALV DT LT T
Shjet €52 TTGAG 593

Query 88 GTTACGATCAGTTAAMGTATTGTGATACCGGCGGCTANGACGGGANGAGATAATAGEAG 147
. CLVLLET LT L LT LT L]

Shjet 592 A

Query 148

Shjet 532

Query 208 AGGAGGTTTTATATTAATAATIGTGGTAATARAATTARTTGCTCCAAGAATTGATGARAT 267
. LU LD LT LT LT LT

Sbjct 472 AGGAGGTTTTATATTAATAATIGTGGTAATARAATTAATTGCTCCAAGAATTGATGARAT 413

LI
AATAGCAG 533

AKTT TTGATATTGTGAATTGC 207
LUV
TTGATATTGTGAAATTGC 473

Query 268 TCCGGCTAGATGAAGAGAMAAATAGTGAGGTCAACAGATGCCCCAGCATGAGCGAGGTT 327
ALCULULELLECE LTI 365
T

Sbjet 412
Query 328 TCCAGCTAANGGGGGATAMCAGTTCAACCTGTACCAGCTCCAGCTICTACTCCAGAGGA 387
ILCULUEET DU EEE LT LT

LT
Shjet 352 TCCAGCTAAAGGGGGATARACAGTTCAACCTGTACCAGCTCCAGCTTCTACTCCAGAGGA 293
Query 385 TGCTAAAAGAAGCAGARAGATGGAGGAAGAAGTCAGAAACTTATGTTGTTTATICGAGG 447
" ALCLULELLECET LT
Sbjct 292 TGCTAAAAGAAGC) AGAAMACTTATGTTGTTTATICGAGG 233
C
|

Query 448 GAAAGCCATATCTGGGGCACCAATCATTAGAGGATGAGTCAGTTTCCGAAGCCTCCAAT 507
UL

=3

Sbjet 232 AGCCTCCAAT

Query 508 TATTAGTGGTATTACTATAAAGAAA T 567
CLCLLEL LT LN EEE T LT LT ]
AAGAAA T 113

Sbjet 172

Query 568 ATAAATTTGATCATCACCTAGAAGTGCACCAGGTTGACTTAGCTCTGCTCGAATGAGCAG 627
L s
ATAAATT TGACT ATGAGCAG 53

Sbjct 112

Query 628 GCTTAAGGCTGTTCCGACTATGCCGGCTCAGGCACCAARTACGAGATARAS

b i i i
E1 R&EGRFIIRUES T
Fig. 1 Sequence similarity analysis of

Melanogrammus aeglefinus
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Fig. 2 Electrophoretogram of recombinant plasmid
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Table 1 Homogeneity of samples

B g H1R H2 3K
i/ g ali i it/ wg ali iy Ji/ g ali
201 2.059 1.819 2.004 1.827 2.092 1.791
202 2.040 1.819 2.092 1.812 2.046 1.801
203 2.035 1.809 2.021 1.790 2.037 1.811
204 2.062 1.825 2.034 1.827 2.055 1.804
205 2.006 1.789 1.99 1.794 2.192 1.812
206 2.054 1.806 2.075 1.792 2.094 1.806
207 2.097 1.805 1.906 1.793 2.010 1.796
208 1.993 1.809 2.087 1.812 1.989 1.822
209 2.064 1.796 2.060 1.805 2.052 1.804
210 1.986 1.806 1.975 1.822 2.008 1.824
211 2.036 1.812 2.015 1.819 2.076 1.815
212 1.993 1.835 1.982 1.815 1.975 1.813
213 2.038 1.803 2.042 1.819 2.021 1.814
214 2.046 1.792 2.042 1.812 2.069 1.794
215 1.971 1.824 1.976 1.829 1.985 1.804
216 1.976 1.795 1.964 1.794 1.959 1.804
217 1.945 1.814 2.140 1.807 2.136 1.791
218 2.158 1.803 1.933 1.827 1.950 1.819
219 1.991 1.801 1.982 1.813 1.977 1.805
220 2.009 1.802 1.982 1.824 1.980 1.803
FR2 REHHMHTESNER
Table 2 Results of variance analysis for quality homogeneity

415 Skl H ¥yJ5 2% Flt Flfi A Bt 22 B DX [

2 1] 0.072483 19 0.003815 1.30 1.85 0.021059 95%

N 0.117118 40 0.002928

R3 @EHEEFESTER
Table 3 Results of variance analysis for purity homogeneity

2 -5 FI H B ¥yJ5 2% Flt Fllf 5HE i i 22 B X

21 [h] 0.003584 19 0.000189 1.72 1.85 0.006292 95%

N 0.004378 40 0.000109
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Fig. 3 Electrophoresis of DNA under various temperature
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Table 4 Experimental results of instability

e i Bk 2k 3k
Fiir/pg ali i S/ pg 4l Jiim/pg afi i
401 5 2.055 1.545 2.036 1.548 2.082 1.541
402 5 2.134 1.835 2223 1.835 2.135 1.831
403 5 1.884 1.594 1.885 1.595 1.887 1.599
404 5 1.943 1.691 1.946 1.695 1.948 1.694
405 10 1.913 1.802 1.914 1.804 1.916 1.805
406 10 1.856 1.862 1.882 1.864 1.883 1.862
407 10 1.958 1.654 1.949 1.653 1.948 1.651
408 10 2.085 1.793 2.087 1.829 2.080 1.696
409 15 2.187 1.534 2.189 1.535 2.183 1.537
410 15 2.064 1.634 2.130 1.635 2.296 1.638
411 15 1.962 1.569 1.839 1.567 2.117 1.566
412 15 1.854 1.845 1.945 1.846 2.031 1.843
413 20 1.945 2.015 2.023 2.103 2.065 2.102
414 20 2.039 1.638 2.024 1.634 2.027 1.632
415 20 1.848 1.657 1.844 1.752 1.845 1.755
416 20 1.946 1.763 1.945 1.764 1.947 1.764
417 24 2.010 1.859 1.945 1.853 1.864 1.857
418 24 1.984 1.856 2.135 1.854 1.825 1.855
419 24 2.036 1.756 2.161 1.757 2.267 1.756
420 24 2.486 1.763 2.488 1.663 2.487 1.866
*5 BEREMAEINER
Table 5 Results of variance analysis for quality instability
415 7 FI ByJr 22 FIt Filg 5HH i 22 B D]
21 [a] 0.0978 4 0.024456 1.13 3.06 0.0264 95%
N 0.3249 15 0.021663
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#=6 RERTHHIE TRIESNESR
Table 6 Results of T analysis for quality instability data

SRSV g YIERR b, FRUEDm 22 s RERPRIEM 22 s, IR FHE
2.027 0.00508 0.07853 0.00517 3.18
IR A AR b JrZEs BERAKTEb L FHE SRR PR R 25 s,
14.8 1.95168 0.00617 0.00508 0.02
K7 HAEBREEFESTER
Table 7 Results of variance analysis for purity instability
ZH 5] IR H Fh YT Flt FllEFE R 2 BEEXE
21 ] 0.0932 4 0.023300 1.41 3.06 0.0410 95%
HN 0.2486 15 0.016576
F8 WERTEMEIE TRIESHER
Table 8 Results of T analysis for purity instability data
B g PHERLIR D, PRI 2E s RERPRERZE 5, tImSHE
1.738 0.00636 0.06825 0.00449 3.18
FEIR S YIH AR b, VE-LE BRI E b LI FHE R AP 22 5,
14.8 1.64427 0.00466 0.00636 0.01
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Fig. 4 Electrophoresis of Plasmid in different time duration
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ZRL 2 8 G AR (A R 3R 9 3R 10, I JEH 8
PR A AL TR AR ERE T . DNA i (2.02+0.07 ) g,

k=2;DNA 4 7 1.82+0.08, k=2, KWL LF A S1EEM,
JITHIF ] A LR B 00 bR oS o S B RNl BE B, T S EURE
B BN E BEAR , IriAS 50 A 54, T A RE AT B bR

®9 BLESEIWNETFELER
Table 9 Certification value of Melanogrammus aeglefinus

SLHE FE g5 i/ g alifig

501 2.059 1.80

502 2.040 1.80

LT AR IS ) 503 2.035 1.80
504 2.062 1.80

505 2.006 1.80
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Table 9 Certification value of Melanogrammus aeglefinus (continued)

SR e A it g 4l
506 2.054 1.81
507 2.097 1.81
DU ARG B A 328 =) 508 1.993 1.80
509 2.064 1.80
510 1.986 1.80
511 2.036 1.86
512 1.993 1.86
KA AT A S 513 2.038 1.81
514 2.046 1.81
515 1.971 1.81
516 1.976 1.80
517 1.945 1.80
R A BRI S 518 2.158 1.86
519 1.991 1.86
520 2.009 1.86
521 2.004 1.80
522 2.092 1.81
AR H AR A SRS 28 =) 523 2.021 1.80
524 2.034 1.80
525 1.990 1.80
526 2.075 1.81
527 1.906 1.86
PR BRSO KE ) 528 2.087 1.81
529 2.060 1.81
530 1.975 1.81
531 2.015 1.86
532 1.982 1.80
1T R 533 2.042 1.86
534 2.042 1.86
535 1.976 1.86
536 1.964 1.80
537 2.140 1.81
o RO 538 1.933 1.80
539 1.982 1.80
540 1.982 1.80
4 #ig

F10 BREETHEELER

Table 10 Uncertainty results of

Melanogrammus aeglefinus

ZH it/ g uli g
SEXE bR 0.013693 0.018529
A PR EE 0.021059 0.006292
T ARG bR 2 0.026400 0.041000
B AN 0.034116 0.041994
PRI E R (h=2) 0.068231 0.083988

B Z e N, RTINS & I RRRYE , LIk Sear
SE PG DAL (9 S Sl U B4 T ARG A DRI
TR RE T IR AT e o AMERERLE Y RIS E TR
AT AN T A B2 5 AR, TR R AR MEARE i DR by 75 5 4K
1 A58 PRAT AR E B AR R AT D0 A5 S A b AR i AT
il B 2 S T3 18] o AR A ity DA W 5 1 AR W~ O ik
AR, o A6 I 4S8 AR TR AR 3L T A H0 , £ S0 A 1t
R ORIE 7RSI 45 R A R SEdE

ARSCHIFA PR B A TR AR ERE i, 28 8 PRI AR RE
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The development of a Melanogrammus aeglefinus DNA standard sample
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Abstract To help identify marine fish and provide a reference standard for identification of Melanogrammus aeglefinus, a standard sample
for Melanogrammus aeglefinus is established in this study. With collaboration of eight labs, concentration and quality of DNA are tested.
The concentration value is (2.02+0.07) g (k=2) and the purity value of DNA is 1.82+0.08 (£=2) which indicates good quality of samples.
PCR and electrophoresis are used to test the uniformity, stability and value analysis of the samples. The results show that these samples in
this study meet the technical requirements of national standards and that the method can be used for calibration and quality control of
Melanogrammus aeglefinus.

Keywords Melanogrammus aeglefinus; molecular identification; standard sample; homogeneity; stability; uncertainty
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