TEAR SRR R AR 2 REPERTSS

FAes, KEMR, H L, EEN, FILE, FAE, ¥ K, kP
(MET R K2 FLEAYHE RS TRAFH I E AL S, N5 N AR 010018)

HE. KA PCRA# DGCE A SWHER, MR TAZTAOGRTRINGEFEREHEY
ARy AR AT DGGE 454 A3, AR £ A PCA 5472+ & B & M i 4 & oy An ol ik 47 4
#, 4% /A Shannon-Weine % M 354 (H) FE (S) #0389 B (E) T E R E M sk th % 4kt
AT o7 , *F B 3 o B A ROt 0 b ek M A BE AT w1 M e ) B L o AT R B T AR R
A% ; AT PCREAREFKF LIRS ERFEMEANILHFA L (Lactobacillus) Fo X B AT H &
(Bifidobacterium) % AL AT Z M, B R BT, AW & FF 5 R0 il & A% S5 M A
BN TTAR AOEDTRTRGHERAR; SHERTREFREF; RHAFA R B H
B RARBE JAHAE RABFBERABARS FRERMENGEAR G LHA S
Lactobacillus (L. ) Fo S B AF B /% Bifidobacterium (B.) & X ABFEWR 4 BERIME N 5 2 F R 2
%, L L. plantarum,L. casei,L. salivarius # L. acidophilus VA% B. longum ,B. breve ,B. animalis
#2 B. adolescentis 2 %) A T & 4 B R WK B SATF A A UEATE 2 Lo, mFB =T
RGW T G A FEEERGEMEY SHEEFRIEE,

KEBIE: LM FRERREM %A, PCR # K ;DGGE #& K
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Study on the Diversity of Intestinal Flora of Young Rural and
Urban Residents in Wuxi

QIAO Jianmin, ZHANG Jiachao, ZHENG Yi, HOU Qiangchuan,
HUANG Weigiang, HUO Dongxue, GUO Zhuang, ZHANG Heping’

(Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology and Engineering, Ministry of Education, Inner Mongolia Agricultural
University , Hohhot 010018, China)

Abstract. The gut microbial diversity of young people living in rural and urban Wuxi was studied
by the combination of polymerase chain reaction (PCR) and denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis
(DGGE). Based on the DGGE profile,the similarity of volunteers was performed by analysis of
clustering and PCA. On the other hand,the diversity was evaluated by the Shannon-Weine index,
richness and eveness. The composition of gut microbiota was further characterized by sequencing of
the common and special bands of the lanes in DGGE profile. Based on the PCR,the diversity of
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RESEARCH ARTICLE

Lactobacillus and Bifidobacterium species in the gut of rural and urban volunteers was analyzed. The
results showed that the structure of gut microbiota between rural and urban residents of Wuxi
appeared a separated tendency, and the similarity of intestinal flora between them was lower than that
of urban or rural residents alone. Furthermore,the diversity between them were not significantly
different. The genus of Acinetobacter,Bifidobacterium ,Staphylococcus ,Lactobacillus , Clostridium
and Ruminococcus were the common bacteria in the gut of young urban and rural residents. All kinds
of bacteria of Lactobacillus (L.) and Bifidobacterium (B.) in the gut were not significantly different in
rural and urban residents. And the species of L. plantarum,L. casei,L. salivarius,L. acidophilus ,B.
longum ,B. breve ,B. amimalis and B. adolescentis were the predominant Lactobacillus and
Bifidobacterium bacteria,respectively. On the base of the above comprehensive analysis,it can be
preliminarily draw a conclusion that the diversity of gut microbiota was not significantly different

between the young residents from rural and urban Wuxi.

Keywords: young rural and urban residents in Wuxi, microbial diversity , PCR ,DGGE

17 #4228 50 44X, TERUA 2 2 A9 SR s fi
B A C & By B30 I 4R B S I E R TR B, G T
N B R Y R 98t Bl 2 T IR, P A
R BAE 38 AR 9 19 S B GR 101 A4S, 10 £5 F AR
Y B, FLAOA W B R R 290l 300 TTAS, o AR
FEAH R Y 100 £5 . Rt DR F AT TR R
7 1 T 0 R DR R g AR B 5 — R R G
WAEY SE F AL BiES 5 AR 6E &
B g% R GEAIITT X TN {E B 7 E A A 0

B & B2 G Al AN TR B BR T+ B AN [R] A % |
AN TR E 48 A [F) 3t 4% 75 50 R A 06 ST 0 B i L
P RIRETE, kBAR 0 W B A ) 2 FE A 1
2 BRI TR E IR AL s BEE S EdEA
BN A J7 AR 88 h 52 e 1 3 38 L
YRR S EE AR R I, BT 1974 4R
Finegold*% il 1 X 1 45 1% 48 H 200 & 2T 151 H A<
JeE BRI A VS KB T R H e SR E R R
TR Y RTS8 2 B 7R T 28 T 1) o 1 R B
SH B AR ST AR Wu SE75E I % 98 A il B i
JE A 0 g 2 TR R AT AR, R I R ) i R T
AR 43R 2 A4 53 AT & & (Bacteroides ) 1
1 )& (Prevotella) 24 1 0> ) 40 37 TC 2 4E 1 enterotype
Z enterotype KIAE M S KMEEA X, 5
PEG DA RS P4 2R TE 6, Wu S5k — 2045 i K
1 e 2 T AR DI Y £ W) e 5 A 4 i 1 P9 AT
¥ J& (Bacteroides ) M A M A<, T & H & & ik /K 4k
B W FH BB 1 B DU AT ARE in N 3 N S TG R

(Prevotella) 40T 1) 7 &

rp [ 2 — A Bl TR 2 960 T F- T ok R
B, AN [) b DA AN ] A0 SCAR R B > 8t Tl
AN TA] B B LA S [R) 0 i T8 B 45 4™, J0 85 b A
FEASRITL =AM, 2EgmtaxKks %
AR T R T S Y R O A O SRR
ST T T R S ) IR A7 B O ) A 9 O Al
ATEZESR

B A e 2 AR Mk RS R R R Uk HE R
(PCR-DGGE ) /& — Rl AR T35 77 o 72 10 %k 52 2% 6l
A W)V G A AT R R BT B Ay AR AR ROR
HEAMBA AT5E rTEE BR85S0, ik
SEAEE )z T AE WU RE VR S5 R A 5T, Yoshida
U PCR-DGGE £ AR X KV AR R 5T
VL B3 )1l (Arakawa River) 7K 35 355 w0 %) T & w1 0E 47
A, 45 5 2 B ) 7 B /K PR 58 v (10 i 2 T T 9
FRTA] , FLIR) — 7K PR 358 v AS R UR 32 1 A ) A 45 4
WA, XA AFESE i ) PCR-DGGE $ A X 21
BB ITC R ) v 20 A VR S5 A EATIESY, UESE PCR-
DGGE A T i % W b 5 W21 AR BT AR 9 v L5 7
20 T A VR 5 A0 A5 8L TR] IRt F BH 2T bR X 5k A3 A 4
ZREVEEE | R R A A W YR T R g B
BRI

A SCAVEH W FH PCR F1 DGGE #H 45 & Y 2 A %)
A E T IC B T XA S A I AR I A T 2 A
PESEATHIESE , HF45 4 W0 S T8 RAE 6 PR 58 Ak & ) 48
T RER T TCBIR S e B R AR S 1]
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TAEH,F RS SR ERME AR S HBRA L

HRRL

1 wel5HE

MR
L1 AL

111 HARRE  BF16 fEET BT MS
B — T AT I SR AR H R RO AR 4
BIRH AR YIAE 19~35 &, B 1A 51 i 48 0 (BMI) 7£
18.5~25.0, 3% 3 ™A W LEHERFLGYI|A ,IF4
VTR [F) 245 [R]IRE AR A1 2 it 430 % 1] 45 1 4 (Food
frequency questionnaire , FFQ) o>k :EE# T 3 H i

A5 B IR B B o ) A R R IR
I R BRI K A A5 S R AT I H AR A=
FE R A 03 1 S TE B S R I T T DX IR T 1 52
YK, 45 R FE S R G 100 km , ELARRE 5 (5 B
1,

112 KB AXA KW HIIYH LR
R BRZS T4, 168 fRNA £ V3 X P
WA T & XS EWERAGRA R, HEiL
0 2 i 3 O R AR AR RS B

1 HEmER

Table 1 Information of subjects

i S 12
27

i fa 29 24~33 23~30

BMI/ (kg/m? 222 19~24.9 20.9 18.7~24.8
5 H A g 62.24 48.54~73.66 57.67 48.54~73.66
5 10 F A /g 63.85 53.21~78.88 67.92 54.46~78.25
Bk AL S AR A /g 369.69 310.95~442.24 333.41 290.22~449.15
ek % H A R /mg 84.85 66.11~98.69 71.52 65.29~91.09
WY R H A R g 3.65 3.50~4.27 3.83 3.20~4.02

UK 21 N R S R R IS 9 44 i J IS 12 44,

1.2 REAH*

121 @R AE  HENSRE LIRS
it 28 5 O A AR AE A ) O ST B A A
£ 97157 (Takara Biotechnology, Dalian) , 3% fi Fl f£ §1
FUATRLE R 122, T 78 W R R 5 A T2 VR
8,72 h Ik I 9250 % F-80 CRIRMEAE LI .
122 E@HAKA R DNA BRI FEFE AN
20 DNA 1% 42 B ff 1 QIAamp DNA stool mini kit
(Qiagen) &M, 152 EEH 20 DNA H ND-1000
TR L 58 A1 0 6 B T VR 3 2 A /A oo L, [
IFFH 1 o/dL () 3 WE GRS 320 47 H Dk Az, 77 ¢ DNA
JE R E 2 ng/pwL 7KV, T-20 CHREHBRAELH T
1.2.3 B DNA 16S rRNA V3 K PCR # 3% fii
FHE 58 V3F+GC (5'-GCCGCCCGGGGCGCGLC
CCGGGCGGCCCGGGGGCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-
3") Fl V3R (5'- ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG-3") ik 47
16S rRNA L[ V3 XH 14 4738 B WK JE 4 220 bp,
JIt 4 #% b Applied biosytems 2 # PCR 1%, PCR &
BiAZ (50 wL) M :10xPCR Z& wi 5 wL,dNTP
(2.5 mmol/pL) 4 pL, 1% (10 pmol/pL) % 1.5 pL,

FEH DNA (100 ng/ul)1.5 wL,Taq DNA % 4 [iff
(5 U/pL) 0.5 pl,ddH0 %2 % 50 w373 5 v f
J¥4:95 C 5 min;95 C 1 min,55 C 45 5,72 C
1 min,30 MEFF;72 °C 7 min, 4FIH PCR =¥ H
1 g/dL 1% 350 B 68 g W Ok i AT R DN, LR B T
=20 CHRIAF LU T 5 2 DGGE 3,

124 ZEZRAKRKE 4 DNA T M4 B K &R
(DGGE) % #  fi /1 DCode Universal Mutation
Detection System (Bio-Rad ) {¥#% , ¥ 16S rRNA F& [X|
V3 XY 1Yk 17 DGGE 434t o 43t it 1742 # 5)
JRAR KR 8% , AR MRS I O B 7 5 27%0~52%
VE I S LYK AE 60 °C,200 V3B AT S ho i FHAR Y 7 ik
Xif BT A PR AT e €5, 411 B3R 1 DGGE 45 8111
1.2.5 SUAFH BAe WHAFH B X BT WM N
FHZUAT T8 T8 FUSUS A B w9 o DL 9 e S R 5 1
(£ 2)XF F B AR L 41 DNA #E47 PCR 304l
FE PSRBT A B bR A B AEAE b IR FLAT
J& (Lactobacillus ) ¥ M #4055 L. plantarum (#5931
FFE ) L. salivarius (MEVR ZLFF ) (L. casei (T 1 ZL.
FFE ) (L. acidophilus (VTR ZLAT ) L. helveticus (Hi
T2 )M L. fermentum (& FEZLAF ) 5 BUB AT B
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J& (Bifidobacterium ) ¥ W #4145 B. longum (& Ak
FFE) B. animalis (W) SUSFF B ) B, breve (5 XULL
FFE& ) A1 B. adolescentis (5 & MU FFE ) . ¥ K R
(25 pL) A :10xPCR 2 #h ¥ 2.5 pL,dNTPs
(2.5 mmol/pL) 2 pL, 5% (10 pmol/pL) 45 1 pl, 15

#z DNA 1 pL,Taq DNA R4GH (5 U/ul) 0.25 pl,
ddH,0 % /2 % 25 pL, BT H:95 C 4 min;
95 °C 1 min, ik 30 5,72 °C 45 5,30 MM ;72 C
10 min, 74 2# PCR P H] 1 o/dL B9 ZEAE B BE K
VK AT R

x2 IAMBEERMNETEEMRS MEFRESIY
Table 2 Specific primers of Lactobacillus and Bifidobacterium Species

5 s

5191 751 (5'—3")

Fr Bt K /Nbp B JGRBE/C

Lo F-plan TGGATCACCTCCTTTCTAAGGAAT " 0
R R-plan TGTTCTCGGTTTCATTATGAAAAAATA
L vt LTt GTCGTAACAAGGTAGCCGTAGGA o7 ol
- Saarus Rl TAAACAAAGTATTCGATAAATGTACAGGTT
, i CTTCCTCCCCETACTCACATET
L. casei . 132 59
R-casecl CTATAAGTAAGCTTTGATCCGGAGATTT
L ol 15 el GAAAGAGCCCAAACCAAGTGATT o5 i
- GeLopRLLS R-acid CTTCCCAGATAATTCAACTATCGCTTA
_ F-helv CTCTTCTCGGTCGCCTTG
L helveticus R-helv GAAGTGATGGAGAGTAGAGATTA 160 %
5, et N ACTTAACCTTACTGATCGTAGATCAGTCA o8 s
- Jermentum R-ferm AACCGAGAACACCGCGTTAT
0l F-long TTCCAGTTGATCGCATGGTC 10 5
e R-long GGGAAGCCGTATCTCTACGA
o - CACCAATGCGGAAGACCAG
B. animalis R-anim GTTGTTGAGAATCAGCGTGG 184 o4
5 I — CCGGATGCTCCATCACAC i s
- oreve R-breve ACAAAGTGCCTTGCTCCCT
, F-adol CTCCAGTTGGATGCATGTC
B. adolescentis R-adol CGAAGGCTTGCTCCCAGT " »
1.3 #HiEsE =N/N W
131 %it# o4 FT Past (Hammer %5,2001) %% u 2 (PInP) (1)
. 5 8 N e N = InP;
4, {8 H Mann-Whitney 72 %1 % £ #E A 5 572 1070 8 A f
RN B T ) 2 REPE TR BT 25 S B PR AT P.=n;IN (2)
132 DGGE B % % % 5 # /= PCA 5 # i [ Ey=H/H .=H/InS (3)

Quantity One 3% DGGE 3% &ty 25 B 1 55k &
FNE S W 7 KT, [ sl 3 A5 1 3% 2 13 30 T ) 5 A
SRR R 2% TR] A AR E SR FH 3807 5 42 (Dice
coefficient ) TH 575 45 £ df [A] A U4 | 75 S0 4% & AR L
FiREE 9 FH UPGMA F3E 2 i R ge bR B, 58 il &
TP [F] I ] Past 20028 % AR AL 48 B4 R4 T
PCA 437, 3 Fl Origin 7.0 (Microcal , USA )% & 5 {F
22 SR FET PC1 A PC2 B REA PCA 23 #i
I?gl[u.n]o

133 #HemAmBHLESHARE >N HH
2 FEPEFE 0 Shannon-Weiner 880 (H) B (S) ity
BYBE (Ey) S5 36 b5 LU RCRE S 0 604 ) 2 e R m 5t

A1) (2)B) s ARk AT ECH B 0
g B — A BT AR N R BT I R PN
FEE S50 S TE M T T &0 B E R R L,
R IR R A, 8 R A B AR AS R
) T PR ) 4ty TR AR 42 B A S Rt R

1.3.4 DGGE % ¢4 5500 & %&£ DGGE &%
T8 AT 1) b Ry S P 2 i S B T i, )
W 7E i 5675 A W s 25 B A B2 w1 kA 7,

|2 itz

21 E4H Y EREE#%EY PCR-DGGE J5 4
i
X AEA i 2 5L 2 DNA #2310, 16S tRNA V3 X
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A F . ROWR S FRERIME AR SRR

B3

i

ot

PCR §" 34 #1 DGGE 73 #r, 1334 PCR-DGGE 5
SRS (B 1), B — AR TkGE A — 7 R R W 1
FEMY DGGE 6 80Kl A [F A B 1) 25 AR Rz A
HOR TR 41 B ) 16S rDNA V3 X e[ - BE, kI Hh 4%
R Z  WUE AR A T S8 B E Y T R

Z K i)
] 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 1213 14 15 16

E1 #HsERBEMED DGGE 54 Eif
Fig. 1 DGGE profiles of intestinal microflora for urban

and rural residents

BT AT, S HEARE A WA E AR N
A SR, UL TS R R E MY
it Z R BAAE MR 2E
22 E T PCR-DGGE {58 BiEMH LS EERR
PR BRI SRS T

DGGE 8 8c B ik, RN TKIE Pk SR 2
U WL Sz WA v A T TR I 2R A S
JE B Wiz 20 B AR AR R, WKGE TR A R
JERE S, MR AT UEY Z R X
ol g A R A AR B R 2 ST M Uk L
Hr A B, M Quantity one B THE A AT
FE(S) 5 (Ey) A1 Shannon-Weine 22 ¥ 1 35 1
(H) , VAEER MR & BEAR I i 8 T ) 2 (3R
3). HIER 3 AL, &AL A EEAR L Z REMERR BOR
), F i 5 X A5 DGGE B3 i) 15 08 X0 i
R B, WRTATRY 12 SRR TR B R 22 R 4R B
LA h 44 i 3.628 0, % W 12 5 R i iE
YRR £ M T SREAR R 2RSS
B A, 20 1ok 25 F13.005 2, £ 7 5 EEE i
A ZREM AR, 20X IR S FEAR K 8 2
PR F6 BOR 18 5 B2 SR BRSPS 48, AT AL, 3l T AR AR 1Y
Yo FEEMEHEMREOIRT S MEA, 505
0961 7.36.25 il 3.426 2,0942 6.35.50 F1 3350 5,
g R AT 25 5 WE R B B E M = (P>
0.05) , /R TCH I 2 B 4FJ8 R 18 A ) 2 Fe bk 2
VN TE N

*3 WEERHADGGE £ SHMEH . FERHMSIE
Table 3 Shannon-Wiener Index (H ) ,Richness(S) and Evenness(E;) of DGGE bands for urban and rural residents

42

1 0.946 1 3.536 1
2 36 0.946 6 3.392 3
3 33 0.924 0 3.230 7
4 27 0.929 6 3.063 7
5 39 0.952 8 3.490 7
6 39 0.948 1 3.473 3
7 25 0.933 6 3.005 2
8 43 0.960 4 3.612 1
¥ 35.50+6.68 0.942 6+0.01 3.350 5+0.23

23 E T PCR-DGGE 5g BEMHSEERR
7 18 13 A 40 FE BL 1 43 4T

JL£F DGGE 5 80, 115345 4% & [R]HE 7% AH 42
PERBOT USRS MM R LERER, £4H

9 41

0.973 3 3.614 5
10 33 0.973 3 3274 4
11 36 0.960 3 3.441 3
12 44 0.958 7 3.628 0
13 38 0.973 5 3.541 2
14 32 0.960 7 3.329 4
15 40 0.954 5 3.520 9
16 26 0.939 2 3.060 2

- 36.25+5.78 0.961 7+0.01 3.426 2+0.19

R 6] 2R U R T AR LM 0 B 2 3R AT 5, 4%
BE A 8] B0 B3 A W 1 s R LR R BN T 18.5% ~
72.5% , FBCEAR AR AR DX ALK, Ul B 45 BE AR A
VIEikai 2R EOR, MRZERUIR, IEiRY
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DGGE &l 1% B X0 000 25 5 D K Z2 B 43 7 45 SR —
o Ho UM R B R A S RREARR) 3 56
555 65, RE A T1.6% 72.5% ; W T
AW 9SH 12 5,14 5155, REHHH
66.5% .60.9% . LR BN A £ H 1y 4 5/
W 125, g2 5 MIRATM 155, ULS
R0 3 5 Rk T 19 12 SRR 2 518 18.5% ,25.3%
%n 22.4%, SRTTREASHED S K FEAS YR AR AL PE R B0
5, IR 2 AR ] AR DL M R BRI, 10 BT A S )
x4

T AT S B D B 3 A W TR SRR R R
TS HFFEBRZM, A, T 4 HER IS
FEA AR RIVE R AR 8w, i 2 R 8 5 Ak i iy
13 SFEA, SR 4 5 BT 10 S A, REr
S 64.1% 58.4% ; T 433K £ FEA Y EBAE L FR
B, S MY 2 5/ 3 SREA LRI T 11
SH12 SREA, ARITE RECHR 22.2%F 27.7% , i
HH 433k £ B 0] g 38 B A 0 TR U 45 F 4R AR
B FENMMEES

o ERBERENHEEEWEUES R

Table 4 Similarity coefficients of microbial community of urban and rural residents

-----ﬂ-ﬂﬂ

1 100

2 53 100

3 44 222 100

4 40.5 314 485 100

5 429 226 693 36.7 100

6 462 319 71.6 419 725 100

7 342 299 497 432 411 416 100

8 537 423 505 604 504 53.8 399
9 527 654 26 31,6 239 309 32
10 487 403 405 584 344 44 325
11 36 255 439 247 513 483 317
12 444 561 224 185 24 274 252
13 403 341 496 448 537 558 438
14 45 377 519 456 54 514 492
15 384 253 679 42 602 61.6 61.1
16 435 372 448 526 466 427 339

Xof V% 1R A7 3R 2 o0 i DA i — 25 WL SR T ) 7 4R
JaE TR g T AR AR W B U S R AR L ILIET 2 (a) , BEAR
RN 4 5 (e 1—4), BRE 1, iﬁJ@FﬁE’J%ﬁu
12 SHARLLY) 66% WA RIME R o —7; R 2
W) 14 5 F0 15 SREAR LYY 60%[3’]1‘9“ 5 N
— R ERE 3 éﬁE’J 35 55H6 SHALY
69% IR RL I 3R Sy — 75 s e R 4 v, Wﬁﬂﬁ 11 % .13
FH 16 SAEARLLY 40%E’Jifau PESR Ry — 1 e 2
(i BEAR) R RE 3( S MFEAS ) L2 35%a@$a1ur
BRI T S R R A e BECOR 2 1 LA = 1) A
U TR R — R, 3 5 FEAS 8] LUK ) AR AP 2 —
e, BB TE B ki 2 & A 45 A AR TR T N 38
A YRV A AR UM A IR 2 A 22 57
BE12M4, 2025 75 1588 5HA

100

41.4 100

534 46 100

463 286 416 100

326 665 40.1 27.7 100

641 35 455 533 327 100

545 354 491 39 331  59.8 100

472 322 43 432 293 56 60.9 100

584 349 403 454 309 536 594 428 100

3L 2 63% .53% 40%F1 80% 1) AH BN 5 3ok i B
RN —FE, LU SGERE 4 i i 10 %ﬁﬂi%ﬂ
%ﬁéﬁw;ﬁzlxu 58% W AHALPE R — %, ¥ 5 %
P REAC DL — ;Eﬂ’ﬁﬁfué'ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁzk%%,ﬁar%ﬁﬁ
SR AT R 3 A R R S R S 0T AR
FEAIL, X 47, 3k & A &, 3y Ja (R A i i
T 0 T T 235 R AR B v AR 25 S AN T S
o Ja B S A R T SRR 22 K
Xif B RS HEAT PCA 43 M LA E — 25 WL 22 B AR 1] 11y
ERGH ME 2(b) s, 5 H 5 PC1 Y 5Tk
RN 28.07% , F RN F PC2 MITTHR R 16.45%;
SR REARGE TR FEIE 220, T ST 43 3 1l e A 4 3
TEOE AN 3% 2 BEA 53 48 3R Sy — 36 DR ARtk 4
IF, UL TC B IR & 7 47 B 38 A WV S A L
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AT RS AN WA P IR T REA S S A
ERN— R BLRATAE , U2 T8I0 2 75 4F
R 3 A W R T A A AT B

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

R s — L

4 Zk4
11
E
Wilite
Wili13
ZH8

(a)RA 5B

g NS

(3 R . ¢

ﬂ" ry

PC1(28.07%)
2 ZHF, o1l
(b)PCASFHT

2 ETF DGGE 49 EiL I REF PCA o #
Fig. 2 Analysis of cluster and PCA on DGGE profiles

AEARLPE 23 A U B i A B B 0 | A 0 PR AR R
I ) JC 5 9k 2 75 4F J BRI i 3 ol 2R 0 A v A 22
SN AR /N T AT B R T | A T B 5 A AR
{14 JC Bk T B 2 A i RSP
24 E T PCRDGGE ELEEMNWMSBFTERR
R Y& 1 A 0 4B R B 53 A

DGGE $5 £ P15 AN 3 ] B UL 5z WA A 240 1] 1
v Al R RN Z2 AP AT g — 2 e U [T s )
P REAS 20 TR 7 2, BIFSEh, JE IBCTRT S v B A AR
PN JEAE AR S Aty (181 1) B4 M Il i A o
MR (2 5) , LAy B A [R] AR 3 v 3FE 4R 5 [+
WU v LR ORI 32 2% HLrh 11 48 2600 O BT AT A
ASEAT G300 4 1.12—20 A1 25, I 45 21 iR
S0 9 AR JE 1] (Proteobacteria) [ 8l #F 1 J&

(Acinetobacter) , "% J& 1 40 (Alpha proteobacterium)
W2 W ] (Actinobacteria) B M L #F H )&
(Bifidobacterium) ; &4 2—10.21,23—24 26—29
M31—32 4k 18 FR R E Tk 2 FEAR S A, Wy
E AR L R ] (Proteobacteria) AY AN 8l T 16 &
(Acinetobacter) FIFF 14 J& T , i BE B ] (Firmicutes )
) 4 Bk W B (Staphylococcus) . FL AT B )&
(Lactobacillus ) I8 5 3K 1 J& (Ruminococcus ) F# [
J& (Clostridium) ; 5741 11,22 1 30 & 3 4 4717 WAL
SRR S A T T AEAA S, D 45 2R D A 1A
J& (Bacterium ) b F7ZEJE B T B9 ST 0 8 1

M P2 Kb, 4 KA 2541 157 91 5 GenBank
B 2 TR TR IRAE R T 98% , A I R R L
BH] 100%, {HIEZAF 2.10—13 .21 ,23—24 28 Hl
31 58k P v B T 2 G T R ) 1 [R) SR I T 97%
S5 25 353 0 S AN ] B FRAT TR Al T A BUBE AT
A1 Alpha 282 H 994018, PR AT AT AR R 0 40
A AT RE A BT I AN W] 5 S W Al e HC TR AR R R B R

W 45 SRR WY 9 2 3 4R s R T8 3 AE 0 20
TETTKF EAH R #B & A RERE T 1] TR ]S
W ER AR FIA Z R 22 5  (H & F
MR B fEze 5 P R S s BB 188 |
A 2 BROE R FLAT R AR FUR T RO R O I
SHFRRBEANNILAREE
25 AMERMNEAEELBHEESINER

Ji 38 N LA LT T S R OBLIEE AT 7 O AR SR Y 25
Az FLIR TR PR AT 3 g A v o 2 o A
FLIR S e AR Y O 4 3 b B A i g 1
H &S KRG IIRE, HCUM I8 I S 980 S5 50
IXECRE 1T S AR R N AR W RS R B, AR ER
ST A8 PCR B AR XS ZLAT B & A1 BB AT T R
4 TR AE TS IR £ 9 48 2R 5 W 38 v R Y
H B GEAT RN (3R 6) o M H BrOUNS R B 52 P DK UL
£24 PCR 43874y, Jn 2 s BU I 0 | W5 1 2%, DU
P3G T, U BT IZRE b S A I H AR AR T A ) )
UEHIZAE M A S A B, 45 R Won 7L
B e e h Y L. plantarum L. casei F L. salivarius
DL RS T 1 J& B B. longum F1 B. breve B £ H %
8w, 0% AT AE T 7 AR T IR il N 3 3l A
T ILHWIR B L. acidophilus FXUEL FF T4 J& 1)
B. animalis 1 B. adolescentis Wf: H2R5&E 2950 % ~
70% , TERKER5 T 4 Ja B M 8 N AF1E 5 Lohelveticus
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Table 5 Alignment of intestinal microflora PCR-DGGE band to its most-similar GenBank sequence

ALt NGB JF 315

HAAL /%

1 Acinetobacter sp. strain Proteobacteria 98 JN600953
2 Uncultured bacterium sp. strain - 94 JQ180231
3 Acinetobacter johnsonii strain Proteobacteria 99 HGO008810
4 Acinetobacter lwoffit partial 16S TRNA gene Proteobacteria 96 FN393793
5 Uncultured Moraxellaceae bacterium clone Proteobacteria 96 JN038281
6 Uncultured bacterium clone - 96 KC713067
7 Unculiured bacterium clone - 97 HM327497
8 Acinetobacter johnsonii strain Proteobacteria 96 KJ788662
9 Acinetobacter johnsonit strain Proteobacteria 97 JX104151
10 Uncultured bacterium clone - 91 AYOTT774
11 Uncultured bacterium clone - 93 FJ930924
12 Bifidobacterium longum isolate DGGE gel band Actinobacteria 91 JQ855493
13 Alpha proteobacterium strain Proteobacteria 93 EU336942
14 Acinetobacter johnsonit strain Proteobacteria 97 CR933261
15 Acinetobacter sp. strain Proteobacteria 98 JN600953
16 Acinetobacter bouvetii strain Proteobacteria 98 KC456558
17 Acinetobacter bouvetii strain Proteobacteria 94 KC456561
18  Acinetobacter johnsonii strain Proteobacteria 97 KC840871
19 Acinetobacter johnsonit strain Proteobacteria 98 KC840870
20  Acinetobacter johnsonii strain Proteobacteria 99 KJ788659
21 Uncultured bacterium clone - 96 JX923273
22 Unculiured bacterium clone - 97 HQ259885
23 Staphylococcus sp. strain Firmicutes 95 JX909148
24 Lactobacillus delbrueckii subsp. bulgaricus strain Firmicutes 95 JQ754466
25  Collinsella aerofaciens gene Actinobacteria 99 AB595135
26  Acinetobacter sp. strain Proteobacteria 98 KC422446
27  Ruminococcus sp. strain Firmicutes 98 KC331203
28  Uncultured Clostridium sp. strain Firmicutes 87 FN997590
29 Staphylococcus pasteuri strain Firmicutes 99 JX867325
30  Acinetobacter baumannii strain Proteobacteria 96 KC188662
31 Moraxellaceae bacterium Firmicute 95 KF135230
32 Clostridium sp. strain Firmicutes 98 FM865974

6 WHMEZHNBERBEHATEREMNETERE S E .S
Table 6 Qualitative analysis of some Lactobacillus and Bifidobacterium species in intestinal tract of urban and rural

residents

52 %1%

BAk(N=21) It (N=12)
95 100 92

F 5 51%

S T (V=12
81 89 75

L.plantarum L.sdlivarius

L.casei 100 100 100 B.animalis 71 78 67
L.helveticus 24 2222 25 B.longum 86 89 83
L.fermentum 10 11 8 B.breve 95 100 91.67
L.acidophilus 48 44 50 B.adolescentis 67 67 67
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L. fermentum BYR HREAR Ol 20% 2270, 1EER 43
WEEEERBENFE, WS LEMWS L
plantarum L. fermentum L. salivarius B. animalis \B.
breve 1 B. longum BYK 1 2 & K LA w5 T I i A
A L. helveticus 1 L. acidophilus %) H 28 3% T A
KET 2 WA L casei Ml B. adolescentis FIK; H
T S FEAH A L A H Mann-Whitney 73BT X} £5 28 B
RETEL 2 FEAS b By 20 Al R AT 22 Sk 20 BT, 45 2R B
BT #E

M RIAL L. plantarum L. casei L. salivarius
L. acidophilus VLK B. longum B. breve .B. animalis
F1 B. adolescentis 53 3 A I8 5 4F & B i 18 N 9 A8
PFUFT XTI . Ik 2 RO &, 4 2R R 7R
Ja R IE N o3 A 22 5 AR 2

ll

|3 5+ s

AR B T8 AR W AR 2 B T LY R R
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IR FR AL M PRI EE R 45, DL R A T O KA
DR 28 (R 52 ), S ] A i 3 R R AL AR TR, A
T 5T v, DGGE P 3 T 00 W0 300 4% 56 35k T &1 33
AR 43 A7 389 B |, JC ) 75 4 8 [ W T T A M e TR
SR 2T . SRS 45 AL, Zoetendal
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F 5% (0 42 T8 4 R 2B 6 7 A R 3R B B A
AR TR B > I ) e A T, i 3 A 2 Bl s 1 A1
AR L

JUE N T8 A W T R R R 22 R,
RAIFFE K AN [R) A 4R 18] 5 A TR) A9 A% 00 B B A7 A2
M A= 1 R 35 AR B O 202 5 R A0 R R 0 30 1 32
BLRTY, Yatsunenko S50 HA P4 5 IR~ 15 7Y
I [ J BRI AR VG ik ) R A B S g K
BSR4 S B B T8 B R A T 9, 5 SR 995 1
[ 55 I 7 2 R QAR 42 e BRI B 3 A 0 T R 45
Wi A8 SE RN R L . Zhang 55207 {f FHPCR-
DGGE $ A X4 A A 16 Oy SRR £ > 188 ) ) Ak
S A R 5 e R R B T B AR AR I Oy 5
P14 o7 0 355 AR T 5% oy e B ) M A e W VR 4

F W5 e S 3T S R AR R R S R
REF B R A B W 25 5, SRRl
FE I TR W 132 R X 0 g X TR R IR T A S R
170 1B T W B v G R A TR T, A R S s o W T
JoE B AS 5 360 IX J RO S Jip 0 Tk 2B W) B s A
PR IS, AR AR R T 5 E AR
4R, 5T DGGE B 47 iy ARV 23 BT B
TCH WA 2 b AR R 38 A W B Ve 45 4 2
Moy IF RS, MR T IR T B S A F AR R A
#B AN A A A 3 PR AR T O S I 2 AR R
B 8 TR I TR S5 F AR T

5T | 2 T I3 1 22 R R 43 A L Sk 7 0 5 I
SHEFE R EMEY 2 2Z S AR E 2Ty
Bt 1 7~ ZL AT AT RN OBUBE AT TR iR 25 25 B 400 T 7 3
SHEFRRIGENSH TR EFEEES . SAVRS:
AR Filippo 558 | A 36 76 AE U AT BN R
(Burkina Faso) K1 JL2E H 17 18 B HE 09 Z 6% R
TR RAN I L B¥ (Florence ) B 7 JL# , FHPHR
T, 3T R 1 TR Y 22 R e TR X Ak
[, T LEAE R #1223 A PR T IR © 25 HE 5 U 4
AN iRE T H R A TR R S A Rk
ok, WMeHERRAFEETEAR R
05 KA W) AEE SRR R A A Y
PE2E 5, X EEHRE AU o8 I £ B4R R H R R
BE AL, AL R BT R TR R 2
TR R EMEY ZHEEER AR EWIRA , 1
Hb AW AIEERT G40 Sk R4 T R R A
(100 km LA, J& B AR % BREEARRL, AR AL A9 A= 7
WhErlRE Ry X — 45 R 5 — A

[ 4 = i T

Zi LTIk, JC T R S A T AR TR R 8 AR
YRR AR, i DGGE £ Rl PCR 4
ARAHGE A W D735 53 B T8 IR T A S R AR R R
TE TR 22 R 0 S I, DL RO P A B i LA T R
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