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Reaction, q-PCR) 3 AR 111 3% [ Applied Biosystems 2%
w) REHEH o ZEUR R AE 58 A H ) PCR A I A%
AT RGN 5 T, OF AT HEA PR A RO
Fr e ks 03 b SR C g 2 N T iE
W E A R O € R EST. £k BRI, DGGE
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Table 1. Primers used in this study

method primer sequence (5°—3") reference
X _ A27F CTACGGCTACCTTGTTACGA ‘
165 rRNA gene analysis A1495R AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG this work
o , IoleleleloteleloleloleloleloleleloleleTelolelelelelolelelelele:

DGGE for Bifidobacterium DBIF CACGGGGGGGGTGTTCTTCCCGATATCTACA 2]
DBIR CTCCTGGAAACGGGTGG

Q-PCR for Bifidobacterium QBIF GGTGTTCTTCCCGATATCTACA [13]
QBIR CTCCTGGAAACGGGTGG

1.2 EFEHFRHRE

A8 1 JC I G TR 36 R i W B A R N 52 I A
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W S5 5 RE R A IR G AR R A, IR E R
0. 85% [ TG B A= B #h 7K LA A5 7 B VL 6 R it 12 AT B
PRGBS 43 W0 3k BUR R 4 1077010 7° 10 77 (g # F
W 100 WL 3 Al T Lak 5 R IR 3 vh, & T R AUHE
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100 ng/ L, ff ] SE 86 % 1 £ &k 1 514 A27F Al
A1495R Xf Z % AL 16S TRNA 5 Bt b AT 47 14,
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R, oE B OHF K W B W
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B. pseudocatenulatum4 XU AT B ; 1M 4 H BLM £%
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Table 2. The Bifidobacterium isolates on five selective mediums

medium sample 1 sample2 sample3 sampled sample5 sample6
MTPY B. pseudocatenulatum - B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum - B. pseudocatenulatum
BSM B. adolescentis B. breve B. animalis B. adolescentis B. animalis B. adolescentis
B. breve B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum B. breve B. breve B. pseudocatenulatum
B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum
BS B. adolescentis B. breve B. animalis B. adolescentis B. breve B. adolescentis
B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum
BLM B. adolescentis B. animalis B. adolescentis B. animalis B. animalis B. bifidum
B. longum B. breve B. longum B. adolescentis B. breve B. adolescentis
B. breve B. pseudocatenulatum B. animalis B. breve B. pseudocatenulatu B. pseudocatenulatum
B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum
BBL B. pseudocatenulatum B. breve B. pseudocatenulatum B. pseudocatenulatum - B. pseudocatenulatum
. pseudocatenulatum

“

- "means no Bifidobacterium was isolated.
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2.2 S HIEEMEFEM PCR EEH M P Wi
HE#HE

g b SUUBA TE 280E ER JATT0 U A A 3
fIRE KD S b LIS T e 5 1k 5 9 ik b A I B
FF BB BEAT T 7H 2 RIS 3 XSG AT B ) o
PESI), ] q-PCR BEARXT 6 47 FEAFFE & v X
MR E . tHBAERS KWK 1 Piox. HE
1 3RAT A] i1, ROBCFE R 1R V& 78 5 b Ik 8 R B IR
1A KB 2 ) ok - MTPY, (4.29 +1.34) 1g10 CFU/
g:BSM, (8.43 = 0.23) Igl0 CFU/g; BS, (6.96 =+
0.19) 1g10 CFU/g;BLM, (8.08 =0.22) 1gl0 CFU/g;
BBL, (5.34 +1.08) lgl0 CFU/g. 1 N A qPCR $;
AR 5E B 45 5 A0 (9.93 £0.19) 1gl0 CFU/g. it &
FE MR A, Y q-PCRSE B SR B 45 L 2
TR PR IR AR XSO ) v E g R (p <0..001) 5
I XA TR 5E LT 9% A6 BSM ORI BLM 15 77 5 1 i 7
Ko ) w3 T e 3 MR A (p <0.001) .
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Figure 1. The amount of Bifidobacterium.
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AR 6 4y SETAE v A0 TE K 5 BE K2 DNAL
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BioNumerics 6. 6 1) br #E AL 5 1 1B 2-A It s £E

P v JRATT AT LA Wb 0 7 3 5L TR AT 2 AR IR O 2R
FOMRFER 1 -3 B JLSEMERMBAET —
&) MIFE S 4 =6 (3 43 B A A FE &) ) 28 7T F 3
U K K B R S A (S A (R
Ja M, SR A R WP 2B Fron . gl (AJ) %
i RPH BT A6 4y KR S AT B, adolescentis,
B. animalis, B. breve f1 B. pseudocatenulatum UL I~ 4
R X0 AT B, M0 AEFE A 1,3, 4,5 thidE & B
angulatum F1 B. longum. AN, AT K& B4 24 )1 35
{HFE S & 4H B. infantis R B. dentium , 1M 75 J% N Ff
S B bifidum

3 it

AL VP T 5 oL b TR 3 B o 8 9 S
F T N T v BUBCRE R 43 25  28E OF W H DGGE
I qPCR 15> F W) % F BLIEAT T 90 3IF .

FEARME 7, AT )5 Bk B 1 B R S
(MTPY, BSM, BS, BLM fil BBL) j& 76~ 2 2% [ 5C
Bk (100 i Bl b k3 Ok R A BLAT IR SR R E
BSM, MTPY F1 BBL (5 A Fx A BFM) i H 1) L 4%
JVZ T BSM % % A 2 R A ar Y o BSM
B R HE R 7E MRS B 72 3L Ltk BRI T P A & 58
VU % BT L) e 2 IR 4k 2 0k L 71 1 . MRS K% 9%
FEAB N Oy 2 g AR TR FU R VAT 4y 8 15 7R AR 1 XA B
NOEAT B R (e, DR A X R B PR AR
L—=F Job 2 R i 198 A LA 38 J5 1k T A P& A A A Ji e
e, PR BSM 85 75 56 7 2 £ 7 43 29 X0 187 119 2850 1
T EARIE N . I BLM K737 LR BS $5 57 5 ) 2 A
1w [ ORE, BT A H Z 2 #] T Simpson X
XUBEFT B BF 0 08 % 1 o BT 9 S B, T I 3 )
N AT DS, 2 AR B SO0 AT B 1 A s g L O T A
WHMR I HE XN R E ks XMtk Wik
BLM 5% 5% 5 (1 0 1 2 75 BSM 1% 77 58 1 JE il b 7
T M i BS K IR AL K BSM 8% g% Bk
[ BEUC R 4 p T TR T B R R R L 4 R

2010 4E, B JE 2% % Akihito Endo | F 4li £ 3% f1
I T BCR ST T B AR VG R R 16 A
1) 38 P FLFT B AU AT B 2 R . iX 16
Fofr 20y 0y Wk 0, 4 £ B R ) /N AR AR R E U FE B
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(A)

sample 1
- sample 3
sample 2
88 sample 4
o — sample 6
sample 5
(B) 100 | Bifidobacterium longum ATCC 15707 (AP010888)
'W' 36 Band D
‘ 99 | Bifidobacterium infantis ACC 15797(M84783)
63 Band E and F
23 100y Bifidobacterum breve ATCC 15700(AB006658)
1 Band G
98 | Bifidobacterium bifidum ATT 29521(U25952)
IBand J
100) Bifidobacterium adolescentis ATCC 15703(AP009256)
32 | Band A
100 Bifidobacterium dentium ATCC 27679(M58735)
55 IBand 1
98 | Bifidobacterium pseudocatenulatum ATT 27535(D86187)
95 Band H
98 | Bifidobacterium angulatum ATCC 7919(M84775)
|Band C
100 | Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis ATCC 25527(D86185)
IBand B

E2.&F DGGE HmPMEFHS HESHMAZLER
Figure 2. Phylogenetic tree of the diversity of Bifidobacterium revealed by DGGE profile. Band A-J represented the bands

extracted from the DGGE profile. Numbers in parentheses represent the sequences’ accession number in GenBank. The

number at each branch points is the percentage supported by bootstrap. Bar, 0.5% sequence divergence.

P RIS PR AL 45— 28 % G K Ve AE A BB 1 .
FEBEAIEFE T, BSM 1% 7 Jk 0k U ok XOOBL AT 7 i 3 1
Iy R . N Z B IR AL WS B N BL L 16
TPy b 3 545 2 4 B 1S BROSUECHT B, 230 9 2 B.
breve 1 B. longum F  B.
pseudocatenulatum , Tfij H.3X 26 X0 AT B 4% 30 52 B 5
MZetrah Wy & vh 73 8 o T 2E T DGGE HUR
RUBCFT B 2 A P 23 A 8 SR D) 6 5 5 2 ol 288 1K) 00
FERE o S il AE 2 I8 52 45 7 BSM RE IR JL A7) 28
OB AT W RCR B R H . R AR, B E
Laurent Ferraris FV 4% 7 X AT % #F BSM, MTPY #i
BFM3 Fi i $e 1k 1 75 06 b i AR K ot ™ o R AR A
o SIS N D E SR T AT R R 9 Fh 15 ¥k 2
FRME AR R T UL L 3 PR3 b i )5 R 4R
1S A4 e vk 1] 2 Dl 2 1) SR A ot 5 2 o R i A
e PR IR 5, 0 3 A i R dk b AR K vk B AT T
TR E . IR KW, AR BT 0 R — B AR

scardovii, B.

FR) B 7 5 30 R BER N SIS AR b o OUISCRT TR 1) 38 5 1
gy 8 5 9%, BSM KT 97 3k b i I AR K o0 A 2 S 4
W, S ¥ A Lk #) (8.15 £ 0.17) 1g10 CFU/g, T
MTPY il BFM £ 9% % Rk 2, AL fg 8 ik 5 (7. 28 =
0.31) 1gl0 CFU/g #1(7.14 £0.21) 1gl0 CFU /g,

N T IR VPG FOR S Pk Bk RS R A A
YR XA T 23 B 1 2R A SCizE Bl T DGGE Fi
q-PCR M4 & 170 7Y 7 T B 6 40 S FE
KT B 2 FEPEREAT T 5. DGGE Hi R R 1
s AT LU AT B8 22 (1 48 75 B b b A A 2 AR T
q-PCR FE AR AT UE 1 7F I o e 1k 58 16 P 34, DAL o
LA 3K P o AR W R I S A S T R AR A
BEOE BRI 2 R R B R gr 2 o
SATOKARI [ ff PCR-DGGE ¥ RIS T 6 %455 4 1%
A i TR AT T 0B AT 10 2 R B
FE R o S S 14 WE TN B3R A3 — BL 520 bp Kb
FR) RS B Re S 1 B B i i BedE AT DGGE eI
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LUK o FL VKOS A8 B 1 % v Bk 8 5 I R — 4% 7 [ A
1D P LE X S 5 1 28 e 45 R . WESTEE SRR W], £ 5%
2EEEmENIL DT B. adolescentis, B. Breve,
B. longum, B. bifidum F1 B.

angulatum, B.
pseudocatenulatum, H: ¥f B. Pseudocatenulatum F1 B.
Bifidum JELH G- N qPCR R, HAFRRZ
FEHTHE N 3 Matsuki € BHT 5T T 6 44 H AL K #H
i 3 PR A A R R R B o W R R R
W, %S AET VRS T Clostridium coccoides group
Clostridium leptum subgroup, Bacteroides fragilis group,
Bifidobacterium , Atopobium F1 Prevotella %5 6 2% Jif i&
P AL TR 1R Bt . S TR SUBAT R R AE 6 44 S I
R BT A (9. 78 0. 17) 1g10 CFU/g. N ]
PCR-DGGE 1 q-PCR #H &5 &5 I B K, PH LA 22
Martin #E i 73 7 1 23 44 BEFLIR IR 22 )L I A o XL
SR TR A P R L R P e A R R A L R R )
], Bifidobacterium  breve, B.
longum, B. bifidum, Fl B. dentium ¥ 7] DL7E 2L )|, 3%
i A W 2, 1 qPCR ¥ 45 B W 7R Bifidobacterium
breve FII B. adolescentis |5 & B 25 & T H & # Ao
PEOT MR RETE R IR AL S E R A L
7 RE AT BE 22 (0 20 8 B H AR v A T L 2 S B H AR
WRE 23 IR o R AE KRS 0L EARTETLH, it
45 ROKFE  BSM B SR BN BLM 85 77 1) o # 45 2%

adolescentis, B.

A

—-MTPY
sample 1 —BSM
N, «—BS
6 . S - BLM
A _ R ~BBL
’ S 5 . «DGGE
/ r 4 3 k"
sample 6 ‘ 3 \ sample 2
\ \
\ IL‘:
\ \
\ \
“I‘ .!‘\
sample 5 \
- . sample 3
"\._ ~ e
sample 4

B3 SHMEEUHEREIBINEAELRE
Figure 3. The effects of five selective mediums for

Bifidobacterium isolation.

BEAETHE 3 MEIRE, HYS ¢ PCR 12 R4 R
t J B o DAL DAk A b 5 R R 3 A T BB AT 1 1Y)
PR TR B XY T ) AR SRV (e 3
JIi7R) » 5 DGGE ) %5 45 R LU, BLM 15 Rk fe
LI, e IS T RE 22 10 23 1 BIAF dh v (10 AN ) B 2K 1)
BB B o AL, 28 A BALR JRATTIA s AN 18 MR %
PRI BRI 2 TR R 23 5 B Rl DS, BLM B R S
o — i ad T N T8 b OSOBRE TR 20 1 B 7R Ak A
PERE SR

2 2% JCHR
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Selective medium to isolate human Bifidobacterium

Dongxue Huo, Jiachao Zhang, Na Bai, Weiqiang Huang, Heping Zhang
Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology and Bioengineering, Education Ministry; Department of Food Science and

Engineering, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010018, Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region, China

Abstract: [Objective] To compare five selective media to isolate human Bifidobacterium [Methods] Feces from six
healthy human volunteers were diluted and cultivated on five Bifidobacterium selective media. After anaerobic cultivation,

bacterial colonies were counted, selected and identified. Meanwhile, bacterial genomic DNA was extracted from the feces
samples, and the Denaturing Gradient Gel Electrophoresis (DGGE) and Quantitative Polymerase Chain Reaction (q-
PCR) were applied to reveal the diversity of Bifidobacterium. [Results] The amount of Bifidobacterium grown on BSM
and BLM media was similar to the result detected by q-PCR and was significantly higher than that on three other media.

Bifidobacterium isolated from BLM medium was similar to the identified result of DGGE profile. [Conclusion] BILM
medium is the best selective medium for Bifidobacterium isolation from human gastrointestinal tract.

Keywords: Bifidobacterium, denaturing gel gradient electrophoresis (DGGE) , quantitative polymerase chain reaction (q-

PCR) , selective medium
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