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Optimization of DNA extraction method for genotyping in transgenic mice
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[ Abstract] Objective : To explore the influence of optimized DNA extraction on genotyping of transgenic mice, and to compare it with
commonly used reagent kits in the field of scientific research. Methods : Based on our previous patent, we modified the DNA lysis
buffer formula and experimental protocol. Genotyping and validation were carried out using musculin (a novel transcription factor)
—transgenic mice and enhanced green fluorescent protein—transgenic mice. Results : The DNA lysis solution was prepared immediately
before use, and was composed of 100 wL 0.025 N NaOH, 160 wL 0.5 M EDTA, and 40 mL ultrapure water. Each sample was
mixed with 180 L DNA lysis solution, at 100 °C for 30 min. Compared with the commonly used genotyping kits in relevant fields , the
optimized DNA extraction method effectively shortened the genotyping time while ensuring the accuracy of identification , and more-
over, the DNA lysis buffer preparation was simple and convenient, enabling more reaction times, and reducing reagent costs and work-
load considerably. Conclusion : This study provides an economical, simple, and reliable DNA extraction technique for genotyping in

transgenic mice , which deserves application and promotion.
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FIBUIRHHBEIE HL Uk 55 3 AL BRI th T PCRZ
BRI R[] JEAR [ 5, AR T 7, DNA $2 3007 1 1AL
AT B8 2 B AR A PR 43 B A T INFH 7 DG B i A2
FIHTH B9 DNA $2 307 1254 475 % 1 - 54 07 $2 M L B
POV L LATT 2 Fh 5 vk Ay B it i) 12700 0 12 R0 &0 12
Tl 3 Fh 75 2 BUAR RE S 15 2 A 1 41 B2 Y AEAS DNA L {H
AR BB, R 2, AR L A S TR R
R DR 2 TR A 5 R I AR R (LR X
LA C 5 A T SR AS AT Rk R B A STk A
R IET,

AT ST AR T RAT A BA K B L A, 5 1ot
10 AFAN [7) 28 U A B DL/ Bl A0 R PR Y S e, ik — 20
Xof SR YA TC L AN SIS IR R AR R AT TR, O LART AL
1 53 I Musculin @Bk (knock out, KO, —/—) F13 5%
I 28, 5% 6 85 H (enhanced green fluorescent protein,,
EGFP) i A (knock in, KI, +/+) /N R 81, SR I AH ¢
DUCH TR 2 M) &k X IR X RE I 7 B 25 2R
HEAT LU IT | B T i B PR /N BUBE R 23 2 4 1 1
FRT 22355 AEHE  ERR B S8 i

| 5T

1.1 A

L1 SEmesh® AR/ INEUE Oy C57BL/6 15 5% : Mus-
culin 2% & 1 (heterozygote CH-) /R B EE Antagen Phama-
ceuticals (5 A BT, AL A WAER L H A AR
A BRA AR s EGFP /N Ul F VLR A G5 o B2 25 BHECA
FRAT . JITA /N B4 76 JC 4 22 6 i (specific pathogen free,
SPF) GRS F7 o 28 A IRLEE 4% Wil 75 20~26 °C, {EE 7E 50%~
60% , BRI 12 h A 28 77 2 R AR Musculin® /) B
A e i) 985 S TGE CMEE G A9 S 12 1 B 1:2) , 1F 3 & R4S Mus-
culin B A= Y (wild type, WT, +/+) Musculin® F1 Musculin™ />
B EGFP™ B AR /N BRI RE ME RO 6T, 1E 8 2F . i {7 B
A 21 dJE B EL, P BRURSE L Al . S0, E S g
XT R A CSTBLI6 /N BRI [ i 25 42 18 K 2% R Y = e S 56 3h )
ol o AR AR B 75 75 B2 R 22 S e sh W) AR A S T2 DL 2t
e, S EL LS 5 : AMUWEC20237369.,

112 EZER AW DNA 2GRk B LAY
TR AL, LB H DNA $2 B0 60 3 A6 5 RAR 2 7] Al g
S MEREZ E], PCR A & % 55 [F Promega 23 H] 7 i, PCR
719 1 AT A2 B B, Musculin —# 3K F 26 F Novas 22
], 45 R EN i (western blot, WB) AR H G =
PR/NCS

12 FIed &k

121 SEEEIE 43 5 2R 4E Musculin® . Musculin™ | Mus-
culin™ \EGFP™ Hl EGFP™ & X B /IN [l 2% 5 H I RE , K2y

3 mm, BT 1.5 mL T4 EPE WA/ERRNAEA . FIHASFIE
AT ZE 345 B DNA |, I 240 5 PCR B8 UERE A KT o SE R 2
B A /N BRBRE 2R 43 1) A 5 AR A ) 0 i T 5 I R
AR Er AT 2 K 20 B, LA AR AR SR A Ak 5 58 5 4 Ak
7R B 1) S T 5 B R 3 X 4 U R A Y Musculin™ Fll—/—/IN R,
R RS UL A 20 2, 2R WB B GIE Musculin™™ /) B H
Musculin 1Y & i ; 1% £& EGFP %% 3 K /) BUFNAE S X BE 11
C57BL/6 BF A= B /INER, 5 RLEBCILINE | SR FH 9 S0 3800 240 i 433k
(fluorescence activated cell sorting, FACS) & ( Bl 3t =X 41 Hg 43
M) B IE EGFP 5 2 /N R 956 M5 5, B 1 e AR B 5%
ek 7 S 75 B MR I R S

1.2.2 DNASERMEAL TS TSERCH 10 N NaOH fifi 23 Al
0.5 M EDTA (2 mmol/L) TAEW , 4 “CL-FF ; DNA $2 it B A
A ( TAEW) , B J7 b 100 wl 0.025 N NaOH T 1B .
160 WL 0.5 M EDTA T4 A1 40 mL A8 4liK ; B FEA A
180 wL 247,100 °C 30 min, MEEZEI)G, BT 4 CIRAF .
12.3  JERRARA A& DNA SRBU B0 i
S D 57 A o) R 40 R L 10 000 /min 850> 1 min, 3 [
T, A 200 w28 bl GA, R 3 EWNK &% 5 iTA 20 plL
Proteinase K &K , 1R 2,56 COKIBIR G ICE Z 7, HEHH
e A 200 WL 22 0 i GB, B EITR 21, 70 “CHUE 10 min,
VTS T AR B0 SRR 3 N BE KR s A 200 L TGk
B, TR 15 s, AT B H I ERARDTUE , 7 4 2500 S BRAG RE
IKER B b 2P AR W R 2R ITIE AR A 1A~ % B A CB3
(R R B MR AP P ) 5 12 000 o/min B0 30 s, LR, 45
W B AT CB3 e Il s 42 487 5 1) W2 Bt AT CB3 Hin A 500 L 28 oft
W GD, 12 000 r/min 5.0 30 s, {515, W B A B Il i 46 48 5 1)
W BFEAE HR A 600 WL 29 3 PW, 12 000 r/min 250> 30 s, {8
SR W BRI [ A s T L — 2R B0 2 min IR
RAFAT 5 T 28 TR RO o, DA T 5% A I R R 5 65 0 A
A AT 0 A T 0] R A e ] 57 Ak A 3 o 50~
200 L Pk 2% vl TE , 2= iR i B 2~5 min, 12 000 r/min
> 2 min, W5V RO Z 85048 P s SR R L S DNA [RAF
F4°C,

1.2.4  m At MERE L Bl G DNA RO IE 3% sl
£ DNA UL IR 5 0 50 KA A w2800, HJ BT v 751 5 591
A T BYRE 1.5 mL A I/ UL L fin A 230 pl.
Buffer GA Fi1 20 pL Proteinase K, 2] 55 ‘C/KIE T K 2 41
2158 4 W 5 A 250 L Buffer GB, i ig IR 4, 70 ‘CIK iR
10 min; JILA 180 pIL JC/K Z BEWRATIR &) 5 Fe o TR A5 i 25 W
FEP, 12 000 t/min B0 1 min; 3, A 500 pL Washing
Buffer A % 0% fff # , 12 000 r/min 550> 1 min; 355 W&, 1A
650 wL Washing Buffer B Z= Wi 41, 12 000 r/min £§.0> 1 min;
A E— R FER, 25 4 B0 12 000 r/min, 2 min ; 5K
FFFAT & T80 EP 4, I A T4 30~100 L % Elution Buffer
I RFAE B B e, 2RI E 3 min, 12 000 r/min #5001 min;
FERENZ RS K DNARAET 4 °C.

1.2.5 PCRBIMAIEME AT ARG AT TAESLRE,
KT A= 5 | 4 P13 5 5| ) P2 R 2845 B 5| ) P3 %8
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Musculin” 3£ 4518, P1.P2 B F i — PCR A & , P2, P3
BT — PCR RN A FR , LASRAS 5 R Wi ) 3 R A U 25 5
HAR EGFP™ 2EA 5 A R A 1 Rk R (AP st (9658 ) (B R
S WL AT AR EGFP B A= KU 1] 51 4) \EGFP B A= 114
Sl 51 ) EGFP 9748 BUIE [w] 5| ) F EGFP 28 28 B [ ] 5| )
FFWF5E, B 2 F5 19 & F W — PCR R R, 5 IR S 1 4
BF5—PCRIRMWARFR . FRLRHE 5175 & H &,
W1,

R1 FNEESMFIIRBRES

e - His
FREER  S19Fs i,

i (bp)
Musculin '8 FJ#P1:GGATTCCCTTGGGAAAGTGGTTTC 269
HAY T P2: CCTGTCTTGTTCACAGGCCCA
Musculin%€  F##P3:AGGACGGCACCTTCATCTAC 457
AR Y T P2: CCTGTCTTGTTCACAGGCCCA

EGFPEF A1 F i : CTAGGCCACAGAATTGAAAGATCT 324

(Tewek) TF%: GTAGGTGGAAATTCTAGCATCATCC
EGFP RS |1 : GCCACAAGTTCAGCGTGTCCG 565
(Fwek) T : GTTGGGGTCTTTGCTCAGGGCG

1.2.6  PCRIMARZR K SE Musculin 5 58 K/ B3 43
RUFTH PCR W MR &R R 20 L, (45 : FEAS DNA 54K 1 ul,
2 x Taq Master Mix 10 pL,ddH,0 8 wL., P2 0.5 pL,P1(=k P3)
0.5 wLo Ho P1AT P2 FF 285 Musculin ¥4 B 2537, P2 F1
P3 FH T 255 Musculin 2848 B 2577

EGFP % 5 R /I B3 B 43 78 T PCR R I AR 3R Al oy
20 wL, 5 BEAS DNA BT 1 wl,2 x Tag Master Mix 10 pL,
ddH,0 8 pL, EGFP ¥ Az A (5 5 48 ) 1E [ 51 4 0.5 pL,
EGFP ¥ 4= # (5 2845 A1) J 18154 0.5 pLo Hd EGFPHFA
RUIE R 5 A JE 5t 457, EGFP 2848 RUIE ([ [m1 51 4)
KA 2 4% o

¥ A 35 [E Bio—Rad 22 7] C1 000™ Thermal Cycler #J PCR
X FERL PCR RV, AHSE 4, WK 2.
1.2.7  BUIEBEBERCHL UK 45 2% BN EBE G , B T F Uk 2%
B, LA Super Gel Red by i #2571, MR HUAS i R L 3L /N R
3 A AN [F] J5 95 4R A5 09 PCR 774 9 L i A Lk L, DNA
marker >4 BM 2 000, HLIKAL R IL S — = 5, SECH 180 V.,
20 min, HLVKZE G, WA i R LR/ AR 3L H E Y
1.2.8  WBIGIE Musculin” /N Musculin 35 B A
55 DNA $2 B £k 5 % 3045 B9 Musculin® F Musculin™ /)
B, W HLAL B 5 BOE LI AL 2129, 4 WB AR 7] & R
il 4 2R VR 58 B e LT 1 ) — 2R TR I e v M P Uk

(sodium dodecyl sulfate—polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis,
SDS-PAGE) HLIK J4 5 £ P Musculin —JU0F 7 —HUF 7T
WA IR . WIEASHIETE O A 5 28 3R B0 ik IR 23 R 45 2R e
MAHEI WB S K 5 E .

1.2.9  FACS Bk EGFP"/NRIOE(H S Bl i A5
DNA $2& U Ak 7 3545 19 EGFP 28 A8 £/ N BRI Ry X B
C5TBL/6 HFAE T/ B, W HLAR BE I IO £ FAE 2L 21, 5% o ol
AR, R LA 0 25 0, PBS T R 1~2 0K,
O, B, I )7 53 5% [ ACEA NovoCyte 3 20 21 i A3 (3% £
FITC 3 1) il A2 54 A EGFP A5 5, LU B E AT 52
AR TT SEARATT Y BE A 7 B 45 2R

2 # R

2.1 Musculin# AR ) FAREH A

5K, DNAFEAR LRER AR 2444 T £%F Musculin
BEFE RN B+ 41— 0=/ F (R 73 U1 25 b 7 iR 43 2 A 4521
—H M HA W, 5 T3 (R Do BLA: EiHEL~15%
P AL 5 RAR 2 Wl &, T Pk 1~5 501 P e e i e
B & B 1B 16-30 5 i T A A 58 08 4k 77 42 s Musculin™
11~155 .26~305 ,Musculin”": 1~5 5 ,16~205 , Musculin™":
6~10"5 21~255,

FHor AR g BH XS AR Y % 2 mEGR GO R SRR H Y
e (B A B LA Ak 7 52 (18 1B) W5, 2707 L AH
Xz .

ey
AN FERRF A

¥ : marker >4 BM2000
E1 FARAZELEMusculin BEE/NRERER

B. A5 AL I 2EDNA

2.2 EGFP#A R/ PRARHA

5 Musculin 555 [H /)N LR 43 B 45 AR, & Fh 7 ok
TG H Y S5 5 0T mT 9, L IR R S v (1 2) o BRI 2A 1 1~5
Sl AL BT R AR TR &, 6~10 54 FH Rg 50 ME R 511
& B 2B 11-15 5 AR T 2. b, 42 5l

®2 EmRAEERNMNRERSEPCREHE

TR/ &R TSP L B ][] AEPER KT I H] B A6 PR AL S5 S AR BE B Fsf (] P RAT I
Musculin 94 °C 3 min 94 °C 305,65.5°C405s,72 °C 1 min, 35K 72 °C 5 min 4°C
EGFP 95 °C 5 min 95°C 305,58 °C 355,72 °C 455,351 72 °C 3 min 4°C
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FOTHRARTT 9 2 25 H I 200 0 LU B 90 5 , S UM A7 2ty
(1 2A) s BT A T5 22 3RA5 14 2 4% H B9 2571 7 I LG 2%
M, ALY AT S BE W5 TP A= 7 (151 2B) ¢

M 34 5689 10
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SSC-H(109

0.84 &ipg
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0 1 2 5 4 45
FITC-H(10°)
40
32
24
=
rlx
R
/7]
3 4 45

FITC-H(10%)

2.3 Musculin % & 7K F /& Musculin 45 4 B /s R, % 09 & %

WB 45 5 8 7, Musculin™ /> B E FILIA 41 23+ 6
Musculin & 4 32 3% , i Musculin®*/]N B 3¢ 15 Musculin 1E
(F13). GAPDH{E IR SEPRB/INER P i 23k, A WB 5K
Wik R .

Spleen Muscle

wT KO wWT KO
30 kD) [N S— | D
o . | |; Musculin

1 WT, Musculin™; KO, Musculin™ ;spleen: l§ ; Muscle : JULIA
3 Musculin &£ F /N5 BRAEFA AL P 28472 Fr Musculin B9 B 7K F

22k[)|h'

2.4 EGFP{Z%5 {2 EGFP 4 B /) R P 6440

FACS 5 5L W7, [) 35 25 (2 kg LR 9k L 240 At ) P
H AR T 51T, EGFP % KL DA /N BRI IUE 40 i b 4l 47 EGFP
15 5 40 L A5 Ry 94.01% , 171 4 A X6 HEAY CSTBL/6 /)N BRUAH i
PR AR H 0.01%(Fl 4)

3.4
2.4
2 ,
= | M3-1 , M3-2 | EGFP
2 164 5.86% : 04.01%
0.81
102 100 104 105 105 107
FITC-H
32
3.04
2.4
2 M3-2
Ty M3—1 , 0.01% |
= I 99.94% ‘ '
o
1.21
0.6]
Ot : , : ,
-10% 100 104 10°  10° 107
FITC-H

{EGFPEEFER/INGL, 56 s WT, C5TBL/6 35 AE RU/INE, 06

El4 EGFPH¥ER/NREA EGFPESHT
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3 3 i

B B2 A A B B R B B PR /N B
TEAR VT o3 F L & FHIE 90K B4R H 280
8k R A B A RHUT B i AT 5 B R B AN T
B ER AT ST T H . BN, Musculin 55 25 K/ BLURE
R 5% 55 K F Musculin 76 81 45 £ 95 H A9 1R
FHUST 0 HR: 5 R RE A9 9 1) 6 R, Musculin
B B AR AP R R A S 5 RE A% 1L 7R Musculin
TE b 3R A= A 1% 2l F0 B2 2 S e b O VR FH AL, Bk
58, EGFP /)N RN 4t M8 B 3R AL AT B, fid i 20 21K
B R LA ST HLR A BT AT L B A
/NERUSH BRI R RE H 25 R R AR e &
e

i 22 T ok ) A S R A R 0 e e
PRI /IS B[R] 3 B8, 35 2 MU o J S BT TR 1 i
P o FE T BE RN B R 0 20 1 BT 5 SR 10
FEAE BRAE AT A | AR IR B | 4t 2R ] g 1 ik P B M
Tr B A AR T TARRGR b2 3 KBHIEA
BINAT FFTERME T 37 S 4 B AR S — T,
H T 5 PR3 2 S 56 95 K% %) PCR R Bt i W 26 Je P, TK
RSP IE S SRR 0/ SO £ D N DA S 1 e P 7 it
) 53 — T FE-DNA #2077 S 04 ) i oy S 30 % 2
THBE DR Y 8 T AR ) B

2 5 DNA $ BRI A 435 117 38 48 1y — S0 i L L e
DL PR Z AR AL e X TR E
B Btz DR /0 BRI AR B 5 AR T, FE I AR
F3Us BT bR P % R PR AL R S AR A
FHOT 8 (AR AR A s D =, X T2 3 A IR ELA
e DL/ DN R ST 0 5 SR 1 S 0 = 1T 5 A7 A Stk s ]
5 RIS 43 AU DNA S0 BRI A L 25 6
AT 30 T A RT3 ks AR G A 320, A SR
DNA #2 J 106 56 J7 58 B 7% TR 5 38 7Y DNA
S BN ] A Ak U R]

A 5E A Musculin Fll EGFP 4% 5& K /)N Bk
IR IO A 3 i O F 2 2828w R PR 43 Bk
FIEAE A BH A B Jg 56 P 43 AU AR X6 B 55
5o S5, 3 MO AR REAS B T HELE R R 2
AR G B AR LR B 5 A 20 R A
WA T 2200 B Y S5 SE BEmg 55 (B TC A0 o il
A B2 1 D PR AT R 2 4R I DNA 1Y i AT
FA RNase i3 LK B RNA T3, 5 & 445 15 ] fiE

T FH T M R AR B SR 0 A A DNA fE /D 9 2%
W AR A IR A A5 0. b e B R B
FAET L 1~2 06 A5 GRG0 ) AR 55 T
16~17 JK3H (ARBFFEARATT 52) , HEBR R GE 1R 2, I fiE
SR SR FARBE S TT S84 5 DNA BRI R
A TR] B A BE 5 12548 5 (HAS 23 R i K6 TR 7y T 25
FIBE o X FEGE P A T B 3 B o B PCR A
B )& T e RS R A 2kl B AT ik B BA P, 7 HL % 45
HIE FAEA T T5 S8 NG S 5 1) . 4] 2
H11~15 3kAE 224 W 1] BE -5 AR AR ) EGFP 4% 2%
PN G it R I R v, T REAF 1 B A il
N B 25 484 A7 0] RE S Az oA HE PR S RC , 1 28
FE I i F Y BAPE SR A 181 2 T T HEVGE , B
FEICFRAT I 565K 4571 , AR FEAS | HEZ W]
AN B R IS e S5 . 3R Ik SRR
WFFE A0 A 7 %8 £ DNA 4 i 8] £ &, (LA 75 30
min,, 11728 2 R & H AL . i H, A BT
FEAATT S R SR A Y A T T T B, L U
(R DU AR i ) it 22 T 2 Fas o &, DT R et 32 g
R T RsA . (2 s AT T S 278
JE T C R R] R R (3 A BB
HOHTCE , 75 W 2 e B P8 O B A v M . T
WA , AT TT S 70 78 1 2 e R D /)N B
PRy T R4 B (R TR A B R BE D 42 A R
VSR (o0 A L D 2 R IR A R A ) i AG:
ATHAEEASCR Y S Wy 14 2 e AGH I 7 % , 91 A S5 ek e
PCR (real—time quantitative PCR,qPCR) .
AHFFE B S DNA 204 7 8ot eid 4
AR S e L ST ) AR A O DA e g SR A, AT
L DR /INBRRE PRl 23 AR A 1 R 5 TR T AR Y
DNA $E U A, BAT 8B 09 0 AT e (6. {2
T ST I T AERE AR B BE TN i 2R R Bl ) b
DT TN LA R , LA 2D Uk S iz A S F

& £ X #

(1] AR i WS, S5 PR . R H CRISPR/Cas9 £ AR K4 HE Affd FEPH
SR B16-F10 40 i 5 M2 AFF4 1) 22 5e BT A5 (], KA RLR
247,2023,29(4) : 372-378..
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(2] BkIEfs, W8, SAkLr, 25 . 32 00 S Maller 20 M0 A % 56X
AN R S ], v R SR 25K, 2019, 19(5) :321-324.
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