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Abstract

Objective: The aim of this study is to optimize the extraction method of genomic DNA of microbiota
from peacock feces, so as to lay a foundation for follow-up researches. Methods: The dung samples
from Pavo were collected from the Wildlife Park and Yuantongshan Zoo in Yunnan province. The
extraction method of metagenomic DNA from peacock dung samples was optimized based on the
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sampling amount of dung, the methods of impurity removal and the addition situation of digestive
enzymes, et al. The effect of DNA purification was verified by PCR amplification of 16S rDNA gene
and ERIC. Results: The key points for the optimization of extracting metagenomic DNA from pea-
cock gut were using 0.5 g peacock fecal sample, rinsing the sample alternately with acetone and
ethanol and adding CTAB to the digestive fluid. The DNA extracted by this method could be used
for subsequent PCR amplification. Conclusion: The genomic DNA could be effectively extracted
from peacock feces using the optimized method in this study, and the results would have laid a
foundation for the research of peacock intestinal microbiota.
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YT R B T a VN AR B YRR, o & KR e A A G 401, JRENZhY)
FAFH A A KEE S I E M EARTE £ A 9K DNA 5. STk, sh3s @Al 2] 1 E W o H 1)
JZ R, IFHEAT T ARSI A A S A PN 1E T DNA BEAT S8 AE ZHEVE . FlEAE 4G
R iR S T T AR FE[L] [2] [3] [4]s RIS 308 7 B BT AL W) TARIME A (5] ABhi
AL P > B RIRIEAEEOR B, HBET0 W7 20 B AR S S (] (R R E[6]: 2k TR R BOR, B FLs)
PSR A AL RRAN ZE R R, 3BT S BRI WR B 2O B A AR VR RE NS 55 5 i
HEMRI AR 3] [4]; B Eh W SAET AN K B S RIE R R R, WpERH S RS, B
B AR 2 R GE A NS B R T R AOIBE R s T Sh W S (R FU 20 B i 245 1k 1) 7 A A 4R 45 7]

FESWISAE T FERL AR h I B — o0 KU A ROt SR IGERE P DNA, IXEHERGE T RS0 L
JRIGCANE FE S5 RITHER L o WETERIT, ShFRAR A SIPEAFI, SEHUHEE DNA IRXES) RE L th 2 77
FERIZE . A0, BT S W3RE 22 B R 40 DNA [RF 78 32 2808 K (s 1R N [7]. J#%[8] [9]- 9
[10] 4-[11]s WORUR (12155304, fERFAESh Wbl J (1 A REA[13] . #EAERE[14]. S RE[15]. SRE[16].
MRBR[7IAN 518155 . AL 2 R E E R — R ARy shYy, Mo, EXELmIEMAE AR e
3B, AT R FLAE KSR, 2 uMCRERFE f IR DNA, DU Ja SE AR AT 78 54
SE JEAi
2. M5
2.1. MR
2.1.1. FEHERE

FLE IR EET = v 8 B A S bl A0 38 (L sh el JLrb, Nz a8 B ARSI SR 46 1 120 iy 264
MIELE LS RAE T 19 /i 3eke . FEGCRIET 2021 4E 8 H, RAEFEM NS 7 LR ES ST 1) RIE
WE. TCHIRTSYIFERE; 2) EHERE, KRB KR 50 mL B OERICER M 3) RN EREA
Al FERE, (B FLE LBOR AN 3, TR FRE 5 A A B, HCR 70 BORE IR AR
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HIEFLARTE Bl I AN A X ICRAE, (2 —ERR L Bl fp Al — MARE R A 4) REEBUEHIMSLIERE, A
RIECIRG IR, — DI DEOE; 5) FMCREFIINGER LR, 20CHRIF&M.

2.1.2. EERF

VA 1 (20 mmol/L Tris-HCI. 5 mmol/L EDTA); JH 4L 11 (20 mg/mL CTAB, 81.82 mg/mL NaCl, 100
mmol/L Tris-HCI, 10 mmol/L EDTA); ¥ EF(AL T AR A HEAGIRAA); 10%-F e iRy ; A
AT K L

2.2. HEmFbE

ERRRE S, BIBRFRI AT REBlys Je 034y, AREX 2 g 284, BT 50 mL LR EOEW, #Min i
. 1) AN 20 mL KT PBS 220, 7843827, 300 rpm/min &0 3 min, BN 5 —JCHE ) 50 mL
BOE N 2) WUV IREZ A, GIFHIGRAE: 3) KB 9000 rpm/min &0 8 min, FFEK
e, WCEEDTEE; 4) MY I L mL JB/K OFE, F8707R%5), 6000 rpm/min 250 5 min, FF 294, Witk
PUUE; 5) MIPLEHF I L mL AEH, 787825, P 1 min, 6000 rpm/min 2.0 5 min, XA, 14
UUE; 6) EE L@ MG)ELEBGEY: 7) H PBS EBEUTIE 2 K, WA 5 mL /KR, 7R,
W 1mLBBR ST 2mL BOEN, B T-80CHR%.

2.3. EHFE A DNA RIIRE

S DERGE IR %, FREIX S ik R kAT TG, S 2, RBUTE R 1) 5
RA7FES, 6000 rpm/min B0 5 min, JIIERA, F PBS V% 2 ¥k; 2) F 8 iR FRIH LI 11 (200 uL)
TEYEUTVE: 3) F PBS FRUKIERE: 4) I 180 uL TE 2. 40 pL VA A1 20 uL 2 (1§ K (20 mg/mL),
FIRE), 37°C/KIE 30 min, M5 55 C/KIBHR& AL 2 hy 5) I 300 uL yH A6 | #1170 uL 10% SDS,
Fe53iR%], T 55°C /K 30 min; 6) 12,000 rpm/min 5.0 5 min, Y BiE, BT 1.5 mL B0 N
7) Hm & 075404 DNA. 260 nm #1280 nm T I E 724U DNA HIWOGE, R4 OD,go/ODgo HLAR 73
Hr DNA 4/,

TERRIZ DNA $-BUS AR, AT LA U TEAT T dbdiidt: 1) 405K A 0.1 g, 0.25 g.
059- 1g. 29 3914 gZFRIEIDNA; 2) 6 EL AL e LBRIEFE IR, BORH Z BBk LB
FeBis 3) RBRVTIEMEAFE G, 4> BIRH PBS 2 UGERE . LR B A T AT B T ok 2 Rk A
s 4) WA S CTAB BiAE CTAB; 5) WS INVA W B Bl AR DA 1§ ; 6) 70 uL. 80 uL. 90 uL A1 100
uL 10% SDS KA .

2.4. I2EY DNA B PCR ¥ 1

N T RAESEHUE) DNA BEFS T PCR 73, AWFFCR XS 514, 70 500%t 16S rDNA JE DA A A
H A ) A —HUFI(ERIC)HEAT 1974

2.4.1. B4 16S rDNA EFE 1

SR H 27F 1 1492R 5145k #5540 20 16S rDNA JE[H  § 387k 254 F 51 4)(10 pmol/L) 4% 1 pL;
Taq M 1 pL; 10x Taq Buffer 2.5 uL; dNTP Mixture (2.5 mM) 2 pL; B8R 2 uL; 4 1 3% 1 2 11 (BSA) 0.1 pL;
ddH,0 9 15.4 puL. 31 ;2 AL 4:94°C 5 min; 30 MEHMFLF(94°C 305,55°C 1 min, 72°C ZE{H 1 min);
72°C S AEfH 6 min.

2.4.2. ERIC §*1i#
FKH B RL(5-ATGTAAGCTCCTGGGGATTCAC-3) M1 R2(5-AAGTAAGTGACTGG GGTGAGCG-3)
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#E4T ERIC-PCR ¥, 1k &R I, RVFEFA: 94°C 5min; 35 AMEHFL/F(94°C 30s, 40°C 1 min,
72°CZE{#H 1 min); 72°C HZE{H 6 min.

2.4.3. 4 a0
FC B 19 HIBRIEHEEL, WX 5 pl PCR 4, IINEERZFL N, 7E 120 V £E VKA _E R PKAS I PCR 4.

2.5. IR HFMER

KH RAEF ved ©BETAH R G FIFE .
3. &R
3.1. H#FEEL DNA BIHRE

BT OO 7E, A TR R AL T AL AR I TR 2 AR 4 DNA (14 1(a)). ZRBEIR K, WER
FIHEHL DNA [RR/NZIN 24 kb it .

PEHUZEHE R ZH DNA B, ZEFERR A &5 DNA SEEICR A B MFfEEh 01 g i), &
WE SR I 52 2 W B F vk 255 s 43 REE0N 0.25 g i, $REL DNA 451 1R 55806 I WA 1) 251, DNA
IR AR E . M3 E N 059, 1g M 2g R, RS SR DNA 4417, (ABEEFE 2
B, 7E DNA TR B G 5 B B 44 T %, HIZE DNA Z i BiE R %, HEtdhE
9 2 g IHAlifk i) DNA A it SIRERAE 3g M4 g, Z&RFILIM K —B1n, HEF DNA
FEELCR .

TELBRRIRITATTTH, 6 JZ2bAmit ik 5 2 i g0 FAT [R5 008, 9 3 TR) 6 I R 1) 22 5

TELBRATIETER R T, PBS Z2IKIEWE. CEEZ UGREDE . LFEFITNE A BZsex DNA IRt
HAWEMEN: RH PBS Z2EH G, REEHRREEVTLE, Haifbif) DNA B B2 1 EiE,
IR UG E, BARAIL DNA RIIB AR 1, (H KA A B B 2T RIS BRI 2E &
BUeIG, 2li4k DNA VBB BT AR, FUK)S 40 TPl % B R kb o

CTAB RIS B 2o aift, DNA R rrs A 1) & & 48 & CTAB BITHALR 11 B, 4lifk
DNA It 2B, KGRI TR B Rk A CTAB B, B BLRIEFAH % »

EHBEININ S B2 maifh DNA MR HEHBEEE, nTUE ] B 5K 4 DNA &
AN A B, DNA ISR TR

H4hn 10% SDS (¥ & 2 B T4 DNA B3 BUS#2: B 70 uL 4, HEsInER SDS 3 ml #UH 4t
WHHTH B EZRMEY), HEEB RN NaCl, o] ZUREWIZ 0 1A .

T LIRS R LA ST, A T I 2R ST T R T i IR ) FL S 2 72 SRR 4 DNA $EUT

3.2. 4EH94R 16S rDNA R E R 1

FIF @A S 27F F1 1492R, MIRINAT DNA S H A Y4 16S rDNA JER, AT T
16S IDNA %K, 44 KNS TR /h—80 h 1400 bp A4 (K 1(c)).

3.3. ERIC-PCR 1

FIH RL A1 R2 51 M7 KR4 DNA 386 H 7 AS[E R/ 2%y, 2% K/ 288 250 bp., 400 bp.
550 bp. 800 bp. 1000 bp. 1200 bp. 1500 bp. 1750 bp. 2000 bp. 2800 bp #1 3000 bp (/&1 1(b)). &&=,
400 bp 1 550 bp 257 /&4 ML ST, 40 B R S 20T 95.68%F1 55.40%, H.K A 800 bp. 1000 bp
H11200 bp, 4351l 5 SEE S B 7.19%. 17.99%F11 8.63%. H5 A 514 el £ 53 1Ly 540 bl f e o EL A AR (R F
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ERIC ¥ 3ERHE(1] 2(a)), (RAERA ST & R W BB 2 A SRl SR 2 . B A 3y i 5 ot A5 (00 Ll 3 47 el
FALL, [538 1L 3h 4 A & 550 bp. 1000 bp A1 1750 bp fd 4 5 BH 5 w1 AR S ) e (150388 1 3h 4 [l A
ol 89.47%. 47.37%F1 15.79%; B AE ST it 43 70 50%. 13.33%F1 0%), Hiv &7 AR WL 2
()22 5 (] 2(0) R 2(c), B rPREARAR (AR ME 245 533 9 250 bp. 400 bp. 550 bp. 800 bp. 1000 bp.
1200 bp. 1500 bp. 1750 bp. 2000 bp. 2800 bp 1 3000 bp).
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Figure 1. The electrophoretic diagrams of DNAs extracted or the products obtained from PCR amplification in this study. (a)
showed the electrophoretic bands of genomic DNA isolated from partial fecal samples; (b) indicated the electrophoretic bands of
ERIC-PCR products of some samples; (c) showed the electrophoretic bands of the amplified product of 16S rDNA genes

1. A#zH DNA $2EUEk PCR ##E~1kEl. (AN LEHFFEELE DNA HIEIKE; )RR
ERIC-PCR Z4IHJEEKE; ()7 16S rDNA E[F 18 =41 B8 7k ]

MR —FE 5 T 8 5T RACR S, B BUVE By 1~4 SR (FE 2(d)RITE 2(e)). B AR 3 Il Hh 4%
HH L. 24 3 A0 4 405 5% RUERE Fh S E 36.67%. 32.50%. 23.33%A1 3.33%, HL[F# 1L 34 el b A &
P 4 59 A BORE S, TSR 1. 2 A0 3 43000 2R VRATE i S B 5.26% . 31.58% 1 63.16%.

4. ¥1ig

Wi A A KENAEYHER, BN il , EARSMERES. sk
FERGAR 0 R AR S 5 T B AR B L[5 [6]. KEW I C R sh g iE & BB 2536 R, A
IEA PR b B ZE R 25 5 8, SRR R EASHE DL BB (i 25 3 M o xof L 48 S5 B BEREAT A 50 LA
NJUT T BRI SE R S 1) BRI P AN AR sh A 0 i 1 B R AT T KBTS, (B Sh W T IR T
FEERFRIFNYI, . S FRIELE), fEFLE DT PR HOER D, SodFLE i iE % 5 K 41 DNA
RIOTERINAL, AT E S 3RE DNA SRIUKHT 7T 28 e 5enl, 2) B ERREEE & E 3,
PR /D, SRR IR 7 PG FE R R AL, AT L 2R . PR AL S SC R AR B S
SR LB e A, R Y FLEE R R T AR H B B A 3) LS N IR B ) B e A e
fult ¥ JL%, 5y i At 24 1R SO TR R KSPAR 4, ASHIE 9 ] it 24 P B0 TR A% 4 1 B 7 B LAl

FEFE TR 72 S [N ZH DNA SIS 52 2 Fi R 21 AR B2, TSP R 2 S RE R AR J7 7 38R AR AT T 15
FERERAT I [R5 o 2 AT R0 1) B FE R A7 VRO . IR IRAE . MR SRR . REBRfRAF. DETs
(DMSO/EDTA/Tris #hit M) IRAF« TIRORAFAN ZBEARAFSE[19] 0 AN [F] (R CRAT T7 250 FLAH LR A0 ke s 3
YO, it B B R AR AE KA S BT, A DU BEMRIR IR AT, IAHE /RS, DETs Ml LB S5 BAA LR AT
J5 13 B A B A R T 385 5 S50 5 7 SI26 S A A ) A7 7T FH 80 “CAR iR A~ A7 B AR M IR AR A7 (0 7
e AWEFCR BRI K OB SRR ARAF 175, 16 3 A H RAF T 3 R I DNA BRI A .

BT h BT 5 2% T K R K 0] BEBE S IR R AR T A7 E 22 5, B Fah ) AR TR B . IR
1T MRS . B3 E P AU S A IR E 2 Y00E £ 3 & 0 RdiiE, B &6 BiEmEy . ik,
B s i i SR R BHZCER. FE MW, IR, JEHEER. SUEMEIN 2. 2h. iK%
Vi, o, B RRBR. IHLDER. Z0E. 2GR 5 8UE DNA KAEREAR, 520 iE H#E DNA
SRR P B R A, R BN JE BT PCR 438 [20]. FRAEIE LT, $REUIE HAE DNA, BB LRpiE
WY BSR4 5T, (HAESERR R AR AR R AT RE Ik /D 22 FR A0 T 9. AWEFLEE T 25 B 0. AR
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Figure 2. The distribution patterns of the bands of ERIC-PCR amplification bands. (a) showed the hotspot features of dif-
ferent types of amplification bands; (b) and (c) indicated the amplification rates of bands of different sizes; (d) and (e)
showed the percentage of amplified bands in a single sample to the total number of source samples

2. ERIC-PCR ¥ 18K N HHE. QATEIXRBEEZHY IBERNASE; O)FCATRKRNEHITEE; (d)
Me)yhE—HmpiEBEHFHOSRREHER BB

LA RGN PBS SRR TV, Re 8 ) R b el D AT 2H 2L rb (R VS PR AN WP MR 2R By, R A
HUZ B DK 2H DNA fi 7. CTAB W S5&E ERMKZ MM Z WL G E A, AT DNA 52545
o ERENBMEVANEES, e ER—EENEAR. SEARESTIAR. afise, @l
A F T RN 1) 53 AT A R B HAL 28 S (1 22 L R 2 DNA, $2 U DNA 7T A T )5 2211 PCR 973 45
M1, X g 16S rDNA E:RAT ERIC B4 3695 21 T 38 1UE « Ak, 18] LA Al Ab Aok B A S5 4l Ak D 3%,
TXFE RT3 bR R AR TR

ERIC-PCR F 4t X it BRI B —BUF 41, & H T-WAT B 1R X 2 RSO0 B AT 6 R
i, HTEEFE 4 DNA B, FIA BT X0 AN [F A A i 8 b AL Bl 1) 22 5 o AR TR DA H, B
A 2y el 0[5 L 47 bl LA E TV R IR P 450 A R R AR A, (R TE — e MR ) 2 e

HEE€mB

P4 B AROME K 2 K 2 AR B 3T I 253t &I I H (202010677092) ;. = A B T R HE AT 4 0 H
(2022J0505).
SE ik
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