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DNA kit, MO BIO)E # ¥ B~ #& + 2 DNA » 372 RIUAZ§ 4R i 02
7 B # B kA DNA (19.4 ng/pl) 1 % 47 0% B (Ayo/Asso - 1.52) © %
P78 2. DNA rFfRis 4k 50 ¢ 3r 4l R & prad 48 5 (PCR)Z 4
BRI > £ 5K 5% PCR (11£-1492r - 341fge-534r)ie 7 PCR x>
EE#E kR 2 PCR A4 3% PCR &4 & %13k & 30-80%
=oaa e 1% R AR A(DGGE)~» 1773 8.7 I fig fe & i
#3029 FAP  DGGE Wl A m B8 ik e AT 2R3 § 3

ERFE A B N F R R T AR ML P BT R 2 BRF6

ERBIRS M RALMIFRET A ZBERARE T4 o F IR
PlRp» AT 20 AMMEEARS > 51 25 F2F > FRaLs

2% 4 B o At 4 £ 2 A T ) Shewanella putrefaciens ¥ &
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s é)gk'}"/éﬁ

&5

2-1 g2 %83 # (Microbial Fuel Cell)

22 M H AL R e A TG

2-3 A A LA AT LR SR

2-4 16STRNA fjicd ¥ 5 7 (g

2-5 ¥R %48 T i (Denaturing Gradient Gel Electrophoresis)

2-5-1 DGGE 32

2-5-2 DGGE tjic 2 ¥ FAp ~ 4706 *

T oppeo

Jin

3-1 @ %inse

32 AR HEE FOART S R Y
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3-3 & Kk
3-4 DNA ¥ B~
3-4-1 R i DNA % 5
3-4-2 7 4 DNA hE B~
3-4-3 DNA k& B 2
3-5 F & p=:2 4% & J&(Polymerase Chain Reaction)
3-5-1 7§ *7 %} 48 7 A (agarose gel electroproresis)
3-6 %M H & 47 A (DGGE)
3-6-1 313 ek 3
3-6-2 PCR for DGGE
3-6-3 DGGE %
3-6-4 SYBR greenl ¥ £ % d # e

2 ek 2 ] =24
% B

)
=
s

4-1 4 DNA 53 2 gl
4-2 PCR * +

4-2-1 DNA 2 8

4-2-2 ¥ X PCR
4-3 DGGE 4 #5

43-1 HEH R
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% ol

1 7

4-3-2 Kk A LA (SMFC)Fjip & T4 21

sl 2N phy gd X
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i 3-1

& 3-2
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Bl 4-4

Bl 4-5

-? I%E ‘/‘J—?‘- %E

W P &

Rt R TS 2 7 LR

Rk & 5% P DNA 2 0.8%E F "% A 32 h 2

-8

wiF

f-48 (5% % DNA f£ 514 PCR #c+ 2§/ %

DNA ﬁ'}% P& 2 &1 PCR *2 = fri ;8 PCR #c+ 2.1t )

DGGE 7} 48 % 1%k & 2. 2 17

()R % Hcd 4 %24 T % (SMFO)H {82 4% 11 DGGE A
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Bk A R R A B AR E AR 2 3R - AP R R R A (DGGE)Z Fip 4 47
F-F B3
P ¥R G2 B AFHRDE RESH > 3 WD b ih-
EARREY > A 1973 E X - B B BB RS ETOE P AThT
RFciR o Bldoh i~ SR 2 A P REE s A kA T 2
B If e A R R R AT mE BRSO S 0 L igd o
TR AT+ 31 K47+ € 5r(Min and Logan, 2004) - & & wF ¥ 3

RO B AT o B AR B - 6 RN TS

'S

AZTA T eFRARE S RRETE Y RFEERAT LR LS oL
APpRPETEEL Y FNERSERANE AP TS KR
PEiE AP ARBEE —ﬁ 5 RR A %L 2 8 (sediment microbial fuel
cell, SMFC) » jig 2 L % ¢ lmFedp 3 M 7 o § B H A2 Tk
G REHBEL 2P AEEAARAN c AFE LY A 2P H
o Ao 4 B P48 7 A (Denaturing Gradient Gel Electrophoresis,

DGGE)#% 3 & ik fic 2 4= 7442 % (sediment microbial fuel cell, SMFC)
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¥-F 2 }]?e‘:vb)éﬁ
2-1 fic 2 F %L Z ¥ (microbial fuel cell, MFC)

Hed do s T B A Pen S HHE Y M M A T
R o % ALK SRR T S B B IR R ¢ B
B+ L (PEM) T L % lf - BiRi - BRE M s $ 07 5 L
LR > A fEAFAZ R F & F S (Bond and Lovely, 2003 ; Min and
Logan, 2004)> % + #:iF*t TR BEI|EARA S T 00 T+ Al5d 7
F AU M A4 B B N B £ 2k (Kimetal., 2003) 5 e
PR s S ERTENS s ERASNY R AR R
B Baf & p RBRB O i RILMZ F YR T chimd 4 %
BOVRF RAY OBRIEENZ 3R gvkae b o R RaE PR
3R FS AHAT TR T ST A ARG > 200) ¢ et 7 ]
PRFEC GG RFRALTS A FEHAF AT RE G E DT
FTERABOEFHBF FKELERZ A FYPRERECERZ R g

Epl e
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2-2 Med FRPET R R ARG
EARG AP ARR? LG b B R P 0F 2w RS

PR RZ R RS BB LA RN E XA

N

ARG IHIEA PR 4 0E F 2 o Renetal (2007)F] *
fm # Clostridium cellulolyticum » f24 a2 > H A F 4 ¥ - f w0 7
Geobacter sulfurreducens* ** ¥ v¥ ¥x (anaerobic respiration) > & # 7

iR BEF ARG B OP T LRI E £ 0 F

o]

AR T k2 P2 P A FARA T URfRR AR
Clostridium#_- f& & 2R ¥ wpF > Fl7 " f2 0 f ook 4 @ 2 7

LA o Ap M A7 7 3 F C. cellulolyticum™ A fzgk a2 » @iz A4 7§

~¥

s> G.osulfurreducens 2 2 R % 2 & » Fla g2 4 4 200

o
B

#-C. cellulolyticum4-G. sulfurreducens:® & # & B> jicd J» WL % &

o3

47 Fin o P oghaE e e B C. cellulolyticum £ pFiz 3

N~

Rl

18% - PP L REF A AwFp A THAY DR AMG 7 FHRE %
W HERFEEATRE TR E T R E - FEOER L
7 fI*ta £ 2 4 - Richter et al. (2007)% 3 Geobacter sulfurreducensfr

Pelobacter carbinolicus= # B 7 » % 3 &= &g L F > B HRIL &

f AR A P AR R o Y f o SR R i R

RS

SRR 3% B AF,V » v B 4% 9 P.carbinolicus# £ & ¢t iy
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Rt e 4 R S R AR 2 4R - R A 04 (DGGE)2 i 4 4

4o % R e PR R eh gL R PE 0 B2 2R P. carbinolicus® 1t
o g0 (e frimi: A4 T in > @ G.sulfurreducensi = N 3fe iR B
A4 TR R HEEREL L L PR AP, carbinolicusiE i+ & & F

{efif it » G. sulfurreducens Fe Al i A AT T atkd

JfLTIJ_'a’:' ‘ml?]mﬁfl_q i é"#gg HaFET

2-3 4% 4 $HAAFAR AT E R L8R

B A B R i L e K S A 0 BN
TR A NFRRR TS T EFA Y 0 B 90-99% i F & 2 Ak

Efesdp ik 2t wmE F 7 RN d LB » b F3F S
FRFs FARDE AN G2 2 3ifE A2 FHRIRG S &
FRAMNSHER MU ZTELIT ST od 0T 4 58
e o 1% AT AP RIER A TR Y A Po B 5 - BT -
Blde: B2 Y A S ok S 4T 4 Y aicd B AR R
P2 fi iRt o A3 2 e AEd v RDNAR 7]k 2R 4
wARsg P ep BRI s I 0 E g ¥ R R 52 < 2 (Fluorescent in situ
hybridization, FISH) ~ *+4] ¥ B & & % 3] {4 (Restriction fragment length
polymorphism, RFLP) ~ % 2z (slot-blotting hybridization) % - B # #&
¥ 4 4716S IRNA B 71 1% 5 4~ #F i& Jx (Heuer et al., 1997 ; Lugwig et

al.,1998) -
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2-416S rRNA B 5| ik $ % BHF T chp

BARAASESZ U A RRBAR S 2L L EE AR
Ao e (o R FE 2 ST AR 0 2008) o 1T E A S A e FpTIE S
B 2 A PG e ARAET G E R o P MR & P
8 1% pE % pA (Ribosomal RNA, rRNA) ¥ 5 &2 kg5 o M P PEF L
dAZHE Ao ZHAEA A XH AP & 5 I34ER0 T2 A AP
FERS 7 pE T2 AL 1SS IRNA % 23S rRNA ] = B ~ Pl d 2146 3% % 163
RNAZ = o pm & jie2 HiF it 2 8FF B ¥R 7 P BAEL6S
rRNA - 16S IRNAE ‘m Fjp} #5F hA F > 2t KA F L7 £4 3 B
FRERBIBAET BB TEA > I6STRNAE & 5 1542bp» H ¢ ¢
7z 107 % 2 % 32 (variable region)f=11 B i% F % 3 (constant region)
(Brosius et al., 1978) > 16S IRNAR & § T 5|4 8L © 3 his >t hir 2
ooy hmitiEEY AFREAET LSRR RSB EER
PP R OATIR L RIFE R LR AU k(> 2007) -
SEF LY 0 2242165 IRNAR # A FIFHRE » ¥ BB TR
BiBGFRF A4 7R 2 E516S rRNAR 7% ENCBI A 7]

FAEE T TF R L EL A AT
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2-5 g4 R %8 T A (Denaturing Gradient Gel Electrophoresis)
2-5-1 DGGE i 32

DGGE & _Fischer % Lerman>+1979# B 4% & ¥ & * » Muyzer et al.
(1993)7 =& #DGGEfE * &2 4 WohFfd %+ 4 47+ - DGGE % & 7]
#ECDNAP H - #k A ee 2 502 o 1% A& (urea) 2 7 fip =
(formamide)= ARt FEARE Rt > LT AR I 22 kR R -
AR IR R DA TR o d AP Fait* o DNAR 7 € & 2
FR 4 DNAZ BRBHE - & Wik AR AJFd 428 6 A TR
0 G-CHES4E > PP 7 @ DNAG 44747 d 207 b FAF 2 5
S-S aE T S E AR AR Y AR REER E

PEADNAALB WY 6@ B > DNAR 7| % 14042 & ¥ melting point

/..\
—
2
=i
=
)
o
34
)

77 #F G-Cig A ¥ 6leh B 7] F % F 5 Tm

“_C'
3

@ MTmESDNAR 7| § LMk R Ry Fier T3 4 14
BTmEADNAR IR 2 b kB By Fivr T4 ¢ 44 5
Mol Rm g v RpE LR A GPCRA S T ik B
d N RPERIRAGIBBERT P A E DA YR E FADP D

(Muyzer et al., 1993) o 28/ & = *pF > 4v » S T o B <A

-\\

IDNAK & > ¥ i AR T A e RA 2L S A AR (1)

\a.)

7 RILE

LA frBPHFRLE cQRAZ 2 v RBEHAR T T o 247 FM
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 ERAC R HEREFRT A FIKIFANS 23755

%é ’ l% * L 11'5/{ /?’_*{E-IE“E]#E] ’ T' ’6 ;ﬁﬁ*mﬁgm% o

2-5-2 DGGE tefic 2 F gF4p & 17 ch s ¥

Powoge % kA7 g FAp > 2 £ PCR-DGGE (Miletto et al,
2007 ; Lyautey et al., 2005) * DGGE®]3¥% + 7 e band 4 %] i* £ 7 ¢ Ffd
(Muyzer et al., 1993) » band: % & feDNAK & 3 & +* B % > band:fe
wT R AR R B F L R B oL prenitr » FpDGGE

VTR EGAA AR E S G % o B E > DGGER M 48 3 > &

M BT L AU o AR EE R XK LAY PR e A

5 # 12 (Nubel et al., 1999) ; 2.%% % ¥ = 2_# fi 7~ 7 (Watanabe et al.,

1998) ; 3.5 04 o 3Tk B ¥ 3 b 3 & hEfE AMcE FEE Y BREE
Z_#p B 1 (Palys et al., 1997) o pt ¢t » & 7 EDGGER /A 18 » ¥ #9448

2+ en16S tIRNA®» T {238 (7 2 K » RS o b A FI TR E & 70

o FTNT N FE e L BT TR Y hilcd AR 7 W R
P AL R AR R R ERR Y A A A P {HES

TR FI R iLchit v TR FEIRE 4 g
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¥2% HHEeE

3-1 F %Az

7 3 iviE 2 SMFC

J& i DNA % B~ 1% 4& DNA % B

0.8 % agarose : £ DNA % B3k

11f 1492r for PCR

PCR for DGGE
(341f-GC/534r)

DGGE

SYBR greenl % ¢

B 3-1 7 %A%
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32 Rk PRI A KE

% 500ml s GHEg 0 B p P R oRALFSER RGR 0 1F G ORGE B P
FRA AT TR ERRRIPp FERAR S 2 kR B &R(1.5x5.0
X0.5)% B »t e FHAR 0 F 3 A 4e X9 300 ml R GE O R F AR 7
ook E K 550 ml chinE oo ERT A RG 0 BfS i R ILE RS
TN LR LA FXRAE FIRT Rk B 3245
PEREFAEAJIHF R F RS 2 AT I RGeS

(iz » 2010) -

0

|

O
O

£3:]
- Pl 1 >
«—— Kk >
S — e B > - —

Bl 3-2 &R 2 b0t T (SMFO)Z 7+ & B ©
() £ 474 A T2 SMFC (b) 5 # $7f *c 8 2 SMFC -
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3-3 &% Kk

DNA XB-KifA a0 265 p !k KA foif (TRl 463
TE ARG AAT SMFC g ik 4 A2 SMFC 2 A4 AT 2 B g
THITL DNA B3 A > H P REficd Hotld 8 a‘jwcik%,*:% 2

mM ﬁ:ﬁ' f& o

3-4 DNA ih% B
3-4-1 R % DNA ¢h¥ B~

i # (Ultra Clean™ soil DNA kit, MO BIO)+ # DNA 5B~ % 4
o BN ZAER A 3] o T BT

1. P~0.25-1.0 g ¢0} # ] Bead Solution tube’ % &k &k 4~ 7 & #i&

2

B T R R T tube e 150 SR A R 0 £ ke

’

e
o

VoA gk A e

2. #tk 57*x» Bead Solution tube * - R &£353 > 4cx 60 pl
solution S1 2 200 pl solution IRS -

3. @ * vortex B+ &3P3 AF 10 min- tube F kRT3 >
10000 rpm &t 30 sec > P~F jFig FIAT e g P o

4. 4r > 200 pl solution S2 > vortex 323 & i 5sec o

5. %% 4°CT#E% 5min - 10000 rpm &< 1 min > B~ b % 51

%fr%g_:\'_i ;F?— =S
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6. 4c» 1.2mlsolution S3 ¥353 /8 & 5sec> Bt ik £ » spin
filter > 10000 rpm &t~ 1 min > € FH#ic=x » E 3] F FpBx o

7. 4t > 300 pl solution S4 » 10000 rpm Zt.< 30 sec > £ 12 10000
rpm s 1 min - = > #-spin filter # I Arehgpc g @ o

8. 4v > 50 ul solution S5 » .~ 30sec > & B spin filter » {7 3

DNA - DNA 7 % -20C % °

% 3-1 3 3 DNA X B~ & & & & A

(Ultra Clean™ soil DNA kit, MO BIO)

% 5| XA ®i
IRS Frdlia it 4% mg p i felm e L % e
2 % Hp 0 ®F 4 4] PCR

S1 SDS

PHEZIBERF B HY FEMRIESRS)
S2 B0 FHRAL B R AR B9 TSR § B E DNA R
S3 REARBH & DNA ¥ 45
S4 o fi% - H R B KR4
S5 DNA  fbm % %% 1) DNA
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Bl pcd Bl R B R A 2 R - R R A R 4 (DGGE)Z FAp A 7
3-4-2 T #& DNA ¥ B~
- ~ A& F 3R T # (Kite et al., 2004; Sarro et al., 2005)

TR fed P Pl 3 8k sud B R 4o -7 4. (1.5%5.0%0.5) 14 =
AT 7 o B Ilg ki r 5 10 ml PBS (Ix)2 4 ¥ ¢ > &2 kiR
15 min (ED, LEO-1502, 40kHz)s » fc f ‘54 i 2 + i B 0 e
¢ o A2 9000 rpm At 10 min 0 & 45 3R T #ek o T B AT E 2 K
%12 4 3 DNA 5 B2 i %2 (Ultra Clean' soil DNA kit, MO BIO) % B~

% & DNA -

s _ = 1
TEI RS

Bz

ot

JETR R A 47 s sue B4R 0 B 1g T 4R(1.5%5.0x0.5) 12 = 3
7 s B 1 g TR S 4 8 DNA X5 % ¢ % (Ultra Clean™ soil

DNA kit, MO BIO) % B~ 15 #& DNA -

3-4-3 DNA 3k & B =_

B3 B2. DNA 5 2 ul > A4gHcE % & & &k & 25 (ND-1000,
Nanodrop)4 %] 1 B4 & 280 nm ~ 260 nm % 230 nm *% & & - & 7 4%
5 DNA % B 2 JE R o Ayo/Asgo ' B % T 1 & ¥ DNA 7 £ ¥ 3-v ’Fﬁ
GRAG FB AN 1T A7 Ry F 5 RRS A DNA BARRF -
B Avgo/Asso Bl % 7 4 5-¢ DNA 5 B8 5 £ a0t 6] Heid &+
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R BcA B TS R AR 2 - R R A 24 (DGGE)2 e 4 1

1.2 Pl 4 77 Fifc 7 & #° (Yeates et al., 1998) -

3-5 Réprd g F B(PCR)
AR S GRS (Cycler iQ, Bio-Rad) ¢ i {FPCR¥% + ¥ Ji
@ * 313 5 11f (5°-GTT TGA TCC TGGCTC AG-3’)F-1492r (5’-TAC

CTT GTT ACG ACT T-3’) = 4+ ¥fteubacteriaz 16S rRNA 7K 32313 o

PCRif i%

Primer % 0.4 uM ~ iQ™ Supermix 25 ul (¢ % dNTP -~ iTag DNA
polymerase ~ 6 mM MgCl,{rstabilizers) ~ DNA template 5 ul ~ £ ™ & f
KT EFSOul BBFFTRABDIEE - B4 B 205CHIFT A dd - i

IDNAH - 10~ H o B F 2730 k= "8 5 &:95C 2 DNA

F1904) ~ 52 C5l+2L&20 45 ~ 72°Cut EDNAR 7|34 48 > B8 1Y

72°C &€ *DNAFR 764 4555 & o

3-5-1 % 3 "3 %8 7 /& (agarose gel electroproresis)

BT ATRIEEF L DNA 7 5 BRfi » &P (22 sl
BETHET AT DNA g ALEASE - 2 HBIRELL T T
PCR 24 =% 2 kR > *F 3§ ¥ P-2 DNA % 11f-1492r i& = PCR 3t
L2 BB A S 1481kb P EAC) AR 0 BRRER EHE b

F TR ood £ 32 W HErd PCR A4 feie (720 " B T A PF 0
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A2 WHIER A B L 1.5% (Sambrook et al., 2001) » & DNA % i
B PIRRERR T AR R B A TAJRT R o P agarose #5 A 0 e »
Ix TBE buffer & * ficid Yp 4t » B~ 5353 » £ /4 Bﬁ'.—’f. e i e
AP Fibkris (59 50°C)% ~ EtBrd4 3 » &9 E » 7 4% 5o
B F s B A R Ix TBE buffer sk T 38244 ¢ > 3 DNA £
loading dye 323 ;2 & (loading : DNA - 3 : 7)%s loading 3| well » #7741
Tt 400 mA > X TR BB RS GF T A 0 B4 (4 H agarose gel
vIBBAR & S H (GE R4 Sk Sk ik 4k, Kodak )ER % 2 #F (Sambrook

etal., 2001)

% 3-2 A8k & f- DNA & & 2 B % (Sambrook et al., 2001)

Agarose concentration Range of separation of
in gel (%,W/V) linear DNA molecules (kb)
0.3 5-60
0.6 1-20
0.7 0.8-10
0.9 0.5-7
1.2 0.4-6
1.5 0.2-3
2.0 0.1-2

19 #7 < 854 p2 ePaper(2010 #)
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3-6 #+# A "1 T A (Denaturing Gradient Gel Electrophoresis,
DGGE)
3-6-1 513 efrzg 3+
i# 7 DGGE 7 %% > Jf £ i {7 PCR & & ¢t P (8 5 7 3 4 DNA

SRR cEY ARl FRITA R RE I6SIRNA T+ » X#EE T F
B > bl4r 2+ 16S TRNA 9 V8 o V6 T 8 k% 2 ¢ 13 m

7T+ S0 #(Snaider et al., 1999 ; Chang et al., 2000) » & f]* V2 &2 V3
¥ 3k FT S AL ) (Satokari et al., 2001) o — B 4p RS I Hgis KA Y
e = g Ap rie * a3l 5o F4M 4 16S rRNA 9 V3 % 3 (Muyzer et al.,
1993) " Ryfe e PHRIFLRY P RBREFIRE AL LR
AP & 70 341fGC-534r 51 & & 4+ ¥t ' T;?]m 16SRNA ¥ V3 & ¥ i (73¢

H:....

F_&

O V3 RERIZ wmAL ALY REF RS L ER
PRMEIFAEAETH AARFARTE T U RL AL Rl @
ML A LEREEE wFO V3 B 05327 PCR %+ o
3-6-2 PCR for DGGE

~F Btk 52 FDGGER % 0 % # * & ;NPCR (nested PCR)i& {7
PCR*z+ F Jis % # B PCRA # ik & (Dar et al., 2005) » & ;*PCRE_i¢ *
B il 3 2 FPCR% A F o % - 2513 #(11£-1942r)%% % 2. %

BCE 0 A % Z 51T $(3416ge-534n) A B R A H - w5l 4y
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Rk e B R BB EA 2 4R - R P R BT A (DGGE)Z Fdp A 7

B (47 > 2005) - =% & % E* 513 5 341f-GC (5°-CCT ACG
GGA GGC AGC AG-3’)% 534r (5’-ATT ACC GCG GCT GCT GG-3’)
(Muyzer et al., 1993) > #-@F16S rRNA A F1¥ %3411 %534(V3%
#)DNA B 71| 8 B it 1747 l (Muyzer et al., 1993) o #3513 3415 23 4c 40
bpehGC clamp » P hE_% 7 % 8 DNAE 7| +Tm & » DNA S 442 &
feTmie 3 B > *H 4 GC clamp™ ¥ £ DNAR 7| & 124 & B4 = >

#4425 = H 3% (Muyzer et al., 1993) -

PCR for DGGEi% ¢
Primer £ 0.4 puM ~ iQ™ Supermix 25 pl (¢ % dNTP - iTaqg DNA
polymerase ~ 6 mM MgCl,{rstabilizers) ~ DNA template 5 ul ~ £ ™ & f
KT E PSSOl BBFHTRABDIEE - B4 B 205CHIFT A dh - i
IDNAH - 1~ B o B F 2 F35B Rk "8 7 &:95C 2 DNA

RM1A 4 ~55C3l+ 281448 ~72C1 EDNAR 7|24 48 >

B {61172 C & >DNAR 7|54 4855 & o
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3-6-2 DGGE# 2

€3 % |4 # 2 % 8 (perpendicular denaturing gradient gel)

i1
-7 R E Bio-Rad=DCode™ Universal Mutation Detection

System ,x $i& {7; ¥ “b > ¢ * Bio-Rad="" Model 475 Gradient Former”
S K =g ’FT ik £A32F 8 110%% 90%2. 48 > & W[B~16 ml 0%
Fr90% R R34 F ¢ > L~ 16 cmx16 e B HR L o FHr HA &S

W D R o

R
B Ex R A % % (Universal Mutation Detection System, Bio-Rad,
DCodeTM)2_ 4r # % % - & #, #8 e 7% /& (I1x TAE buffer) g4 3
60°C o 43 #4F R 22~ 7 A > PCRA #+ 22 ]oading dyei® & 13

(loading : DNA » 40 : 160) > #4k &2 » B3t ¥ > K 28 R 60C »

BSOVT » g {7 T A6h ¢

kT 5144 R 73 %8 (parallel denaturing gradient gel)
L%
DGGE #_4] * Bio-RadsrDCode™ Universal Mutation Detection

System ,x %i& {7; ¥ “b > ¢ * Bio-Rad="" Model 475 Gradient Former”
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R B R T AR BN 2 AR - R R T A (DGGE)2 i & 11

SRR AE o BMPAE Y S 10% polyacrylamidesi2 %% (base pair
separation :100-300 bp) e d &% } 3 % i 4% S 4F 2. MR- & 30-80 %
(urea/formamide) & # 3-2f2 % 30% ~ 80%2. "} %83 7% 0 & W[B~16 ml
30%% 80%:% % B > 4HF ¢ o KRR %~ 16 cmx 16 cmeg 38 B %

Sl DAATIEWAL G &H L EYMET

¥ 4 & 10% polyacrylamide 25% §§ -

AN 11;}_: =

B Ex R A& % 5 (Universal Mutation Detection System, Bio-Rad,
DCodeTM)z_ 4v £ ¥ - # K4 ¢ 1% #7% 7% (Ix TAE buffer) 3§ #
260C > F& WDNA T Alfe? SRTUER 2 R T o #5E
Fers f B B R e T A N 0 #PCRA $ 27 loading dyeiR £ 14
(loading : DNA > 5:20)» ;£ » %3t ¢ » K ZF R60C » 7 BREOVT

£ Rk 12h

3-6-3SYBR green1 ¥ k%4 ¢ ¥ 7

DNA#Z # & 4a7 R < -] 2 * SYBR green I>Silver staining> EtBr
(# > 2005) » F| ~F % :E * SYBR green 1% 52 4 #|(Bano and
Hollibaugh, 2002 ; Seghers et al., 2004) o 7 L R3¢ {25 & 4> T A

e B Bk 'lddeO/F e Hx 0 %18 T2 i SYBR green 1
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Ad A ~200ml = Kok P oo 4 220 ul SYBR green I 0 14

2

100 rpm ¥ & 3% & (Orbital shaker OS701,KS ) 1] FFo & & = & 1 *

komhopl kA BREFERFEPGPEEML EH K
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%3-3  10%p3 f fie "% % 1473 7% (10% acrylamide denaturing solution) base pair :100-300 bp

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%  90%

Acrylanide/Bis (ml) 5 S 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
TAE (ml) 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4
Formamide (ml) 0.8 1.6 2.4 3.2 4 4.8 5.6 6.4 7.2
Urea (g) 0.84 1.68 2.52 3.36 4.20 5.04 5.88 6.72 7.56
ddH,O (ml)*c & 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
10%APS (nl) 200 200 200 200 200 200 200 200 200
TEMED (pnl) 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
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B if ot 4r YO R B R AR 2 3R e - R LY A R T A (DGGE)Z f4p & 17
Fri BREHE
%t DNA 333 ;N gut i
BT AT A B TA $5 P DNA 5Bk s 4 P8
<o = AR E PB4 o 1 Az 3 4 3R F (Kite et al., 2004; Sarro et al.,
2005)# 4 P oA g o d T AR S M pER RS 0 RIL A B g
MENTRAG ZFRAP IR B2 DNAFEBEG L o FRL AT
4 3 DNA ¥ B % ¢ % (Ultra Clean™ soil DNA kit, MO BIO) ) 42 & i
#& ¥ (Kite et al., 2004; Sarro et al., 2005)fr & £ 5 B~;2 3 & DNA ¥ B~
3V Tt H DNA Z B d o
FPEEAed 41 51 0 B P Age N & I T kR 0 Aygy B
& Ph e ek B }5‘?5"27 Wl A 17 £or Bev BS540 & DNA
B 3 (Steffan et al., 1988) o d % 4-1 ¥ #F a4z § A 3= T 77 Aseo/Asso
WL iE 2 DNAER A B 5 1.25 2 8.5ng/ul 5 B 33 B~ Aygo/Ango V' 1B
2 DNAER &5 5 1.52 2 194 ng/ul » B 4235 B~ Apgp/Agg Vb B I
Bir 17 27 HEPoxS s > 7 L E 3 #RE DNAER - B &5 5
PeF BAZF AT E ORPIERF]VR B RTIRREE KLY
B g TR A P TR RN SUHE AR 0 B R B 0V
AR EREFRIEFEDR VAT DA PR R p IR

LREREE 2 @R RFPZEFEZ DNA LR | M AL G /ﬁ*%f
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PR T e R 28 R e RERART IR
4F E‘./T‘J:’:J-E"*ii v e A260/A280 % .,1/3.-' pES @:T'J 1.72+F > H %] i i‘%‘*ir%

FRAARY REFHF S AP AR AP B2 EFREE -

% 4-1 T4 DNA E Bl i

Aseo/Anso” DNA k& (ng/pl)

E R R ES 1.25 8.5

RE = 1.52 19.4

*Ago/Azso vt T >1.7 %57 DNA B R R EF » & Fv Fim o’ o
¥y P lg TRk A2 (7 DNA 55~ o

BE EEP{SREZ T i DNA % &5 5 *o % 88 (agarose) 7 & 4
HFEELDNA B2 22% %2 2§ 0 FIR K 2 4% DNA &~ F £ # -~ (%
3 10 kb)) #c @ * 0.8% 7% F it (7 T A& R Frin 3 B~ DNA (Sambrook et
al.,, 2001) > d Bl 4-1 ¥ 5 Ln 1 fv Ln 2 % agarose gel + =4 I % P

&*\F‘ ’ 2‘\/ DNA u%)iﬂhﬁ r(/?’t‘g‘f" PCR”":"F)% ‘)J Zé%f’,'i

z% /%)iﬁvé_*;” 1] 3@{")‘ F%v}:&"]f—'—]’-*p /ﬂ\ 411"% o
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DNA —

B 4-1 AL ZBEEBDNA & 08% %W A3 2h 2 2% oLnl &
7 DNA > Ln2 A4 A F2 BEDNA > Ln3 3 &5 4 AF2 B
DNA > Ln 4 § 1.7 % & 17 2 F #& DNA -

4-2 PCR 3%+

d B 4-1 BRI 0 STEBZ AKX [B1ET 1 DNA LB &
Moo X FhieT PCR*%+3% 8 DNA 2 kR » 2 PCR A4 kR
%)% %% 0 blde : Tm & ~ Mg” k& - Taq »< > g H 4 Tag
polymerase 177 & ~ #t% DNA template ~ primer =3+* &) ~ 22 % PCR
LB B EF M DNA P Frglfenz £ %2 Wkl PCRF R~ 7
1% PCR % it 2 i % & & ;% PCR (nested PCR) % # % 2 4 )k & (Dar et

al., 2005)
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4-2-1 DNA 2 #8

Ay 2 DNA S KFET PP R AR 2 STl 463 < 2 L /8
SMFC s #& 7 & » d > SMFC & T 132 % >0 Kk ¢ 0 RIE AL A 4F
o BT 1RE T DNA B 5 &5 %45 34| PCR F > H ¢
A UFRER F AR o FIFfER L 5 fo DNA g ivena 3 <o 2 T 7

Pl G EBEmY BT L2 DNA - H# 55 a 225 DNA

[pa

EPork oo iga FEEH PCR 2 F o FIERZ £3 A7
Ango/Agzo Vb TEZTET > Ageo/Anz ¥ EAREB £ o KRR ERD - B
SOV EE B 1.2 b F R R R pe o 55(Steffan et al., 1988 Yeates et
al, 1998) - #7747 @ DNAER 5% » R & § 1 pl AR
e T & g8 R Hr ] PCR F & i 17 (Tsai and Olson » 1992) « o
% 42 FETAFT RIEZE T HRES DNA 91 Ay/Apy P B9 &
0508 2 FF » e 2B AITA 27T 5 @ Awo/Asg * B9 &
1.4-15 =+ > ﬂ}r’é'}}%v‘ Argien> 1.7 v i im0 JER R Fl 5 33
& B A FFFIAST > F A REIDNA X
B S REEEZEFEEE I DNAKAR S & 0 ¥ 5 JAF S DNA
ER G B G 12,6 ng/ul > @ Sk FiB2 TR SER G B 40-60
ng/ul 2z & o %] 5 Shewanella putrefaciens % < L;k Ay 3

(Lovley, 2006) » # Pseudomonas pseudomallei % 2 3 % -k BB # ¥
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A3 Fo(Smith et al., 1995) > FwiEH L 3 ’]‘#\J]f;]’,v ¥ ﬁ 1?]’}74':\1 DNA
FHTE I G0 Apgo/Angett BT E 17 1 o F H E B F A > )

FRR S B R AR Ago/Aptt B E 12 =% o

% 4-2 DNA & &2 1

& Ao/ Ango Asso/Azzo /
(ng/pl)

&R 1.41 0.58 12.6
A AR 1.51 0.76 45.2
E «}‘ze« e JR T 1.44 0.75 39.8
vOE ﬂ‘ be JAE 1.49 0.80 65.4
Shewanella putrefaciens 1.98 1.35 75.3
Pseudomonas pseudomallei 2.10 1.17 88.7

*Age0/Aggo it T >1.7 &7 DNA B REF » & 39 Fim 4> o
**Aoeo/Agzo vt 1B >1.2 & 7 DNA % FiEpe+ F ] -

"

d B 4-2 #177 o %;ﬁrﬁmDNA &1 PCR F s » & 1873
A4 (Ln2-5) 48w &% Do dapl E R F]¥ a0 LA S 41§ 2 DNA
" %3 ¥4 PCR F g2 #F - ?}*Jr#ﬂ ¥ i * % i (Sambrook and
Russell, 2001)3 "T #r4] PCR F e 5> 7 5 22 3 3; 'Y R ﬁr% P

K e T R (Y 0 2004) 0 Flt A AT R RS % DNA R
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e AR R Mgk R o d B 427 5 41 % DNA
AR 100 £ 15(Ln6-9) > £ PCRF s> M5 P AERY N

B0 Ft B IR KR 2 T 4R DNA 50 F L fHfR 0 £ i2 (7 PCR %+

FR > A E®sr% PCRAS o

123456789

a0 8- ¥ (1.4 kb)

Bl 4-2 41 £% 4 DNA # 512 PCR <+ 2. 8% o Ln 1:1kb Marker >
ILn2-5 52 %3 DNA & £ PCR F &> Hik 54 4 5 K F #\;‘;‘]zéc
B2 TS 7463 % FHf e 2 BEIRS R T 463 2 L &
v BB R Ln 6-9 & P2 DNA - 12 (100%)ie i3 PCR £ i
Baz X Baeln2-50 2 15%EEW A 120V T » 2734 2h2 3

R T
7N
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4-2-2 % ;¥ PCR

£33 PCR E pen® 2 7 #4c PCR A ER » H iRB¥ &% PCR
A fr A g

B> AFF3 % PCRArE % PCR $Hf it (7% 4 F Jiy o

e 4% PCR # 1] * 341fGC-534r:& (7%~ & Jgo & 3% PCR &_2 11-1492r

universal bacteria 31 + £ {7 % — =t PCR*c + & &> £ 11 341fGC-534r
(Muyzer et al., 1993)i£ = PCR3x* » &% A2 4 # B % % 198 bpe B] 4-3
A+t & DNA $& &2 PCR 4rik 3% PCR %z« 32 % » Ln 2-5 5 - 4 PCR

AT

FHRFIELn 6-9 5 KX PCR2Z g% » 74

ok FltEE KN PCR k3% 3 PCR A4 kR > Ml
DGGE % % - B 4-2 ¢ £ & PCR } &4 13(Ln 6-9) - 1z B] 4-3 #rix
24 S R(Ln2-5) F]A R B P St ¢ 2 5]

2

f

£ B 7 k(1481 bp
v 198 bp) » <@ 4-3Ln 2-5 82284 F* 7 42 PCR UL 5 & » F]#F %

S DNA P EREERZAFIRI P E-HY FIEVPCR 753

% PCR *% % » ¥ iz » F R MR 3 AT 54 » & @

9 PCRE*"/?JILIQ g‘ﬁ% ﬁx‘kﬂ’ﬂ'\j‘z"*{f”ﬁ,/’j m:{-F’&'f'?wE"*irf"

ﬁja ﬁl;—é‘;ﬁ‘d E‘h;‘; R FE Bt
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123 456789

500 bp—

BPCR # # (198 bp)

B 4-3 DNA ﬁrﬁ B&E 4 PCR %~ fr& ;8 PCR 2+ 2 1t # o Ln
1:100 bp Marker > Ln 2-5 3 2 & @ * 341fGC-534r i& (= PCR < &
$oLn6-9 L ENPCR @A H P Ln2-3-6-7 2 RiLH5
Ln4-5-89 2 2 t&tE&s > MW 2% FEEFW A 120V T > 27742 hz
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4-3 DGGE % #7
4-3-1 #1214 R # ¥

PR BT A(DGGE)- 4 % & * Lm0k & & F 5 40-60%
2 40-80% (Helms, 1990) > #xm & th 5325 H & p L/ié}%.q%l?ﬂ o B 4-4
% DGGE Mg sER 2 247 KL E 7SS 11£-1492r %
341fGC-534r & {7 & ;¢ PCR % % & & {8 » g % (urea) 2 7 fip =
(formamide) #7 fo = e (28] ARk R 0-90 %™ > MHER 10%
polyacrylamide » ™ $-& MR BB FRE T AERLZZ 80V 6
h> d B 4-4 7 2% SMFC % &5 *¢ DNA A&k R 35-75%7 44

BHE S B EA R R A A FE R 30-80% 5 B HLALE -

s1sazoydonod[g

45% 75% v
0% > 90%
Denaturant
B 4-4 DGGE * W%TJ"*\" e R 2247 - BHER 10% Rp Tﬁﬁﬂn_"‘*
(polyacrylamide) » % 1%k & 0-90% > & /& 80V > & AP 6he
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Foif B 4 20 T4 1R AR 2 4R - R R R B T4 (DGGE)Z fdn 4 1
4-3-2 B2 FRPETH SMFOFHER 4 21 &
DGGE F £~ 7% B ° FAfpes - d BlHY 2 FiEF2iEF A

wEL B iRy EF EARR T AR RRERFE D AT R

wl

532 =% Mg W X ¥4k & ¢ iR % (predominant) % ¥ #h 3 A
(common) ] f8(Muyzer and Smalla, 1998) -

Bl 4-5(a) 5 Ak A2 % 98 % 4 (SMFC)I$ & 4 # %11 DGGE 4
Fr2 % BEY S F N2 AFE fpk B R AT 4R RS
HooxE S f s 2 BEE AL Efk LT (BI45b) BY F

T LEE(HE)LE G 12 0 F IR BHESY B AR AF

(#1-4-~8-9~10); B¢ = iF R4 5 AR P G Mmoo kv
M2 RFH2312) BRI A RF]IS KR RATG 2 2 FFE
B R B AL A > K HEN S 0 ¥ & DGGE B

LR R o RASKE T EP MBS FAAC) ERFLATRE
463 2 2 BT it S7 4 ERF R AR KRB (K]1-4) > @ ﬁg#i;;jzénftk%?
B A 285 A2 BETEESRT 6 K357 AF AT RS
FF oL ECkS) e A TR 3 2 SMFC TRk SAc R 4
VRRROER O BT SRS BEREST BRAMAIR B~
g R & AR 5 - DGGE Bl 2 0P % 7 FABAEA 5

BoRAe ARV RIS R g AT L EESS 25GFRT
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MmE a‘fw NRFEAGRATZ A EESRF F S 180 d R4 #

Ju\—

PV REAR e AR R dp (15 F)E > B e AT LR
¥ (25 %)k % ﬁﬁ@&?ﬁﬁv%SMﬂH%@*# FIFFH 4 0 T 7
EEE S R FAME -

DGGE ®l## ¢ Ln1 i Shewanella putrefaciens: 3% 7 & < L;Je ?ipd

{m

A % M F(Lovley, 2006) » &/ 4 & & # 3 £ Shewanella putrefaciens
kB2 iR FEAFREY RATZIF AR OE SHEIFLART
AREH SR A9 2 F e AT LnT - 8)RF ki
PR &t R AP & 5 (6 1F) 0 BEom 1%’&5?}14\2%&??”" 7O
WwEATwmEAT* AF - Ln2 5 Pseudomonas pseudomallei » o~ fF &
FEZRE RE Y ¥ 4% R(Smith etal, 1995) > =EH P FF HEF
o HEsHE &DGGER#® BRE € M- iE2F » & Ln2 ¢
friow EP ARG o JeplE R FF AL A8 7 PCR 2t F BP0 Lk
HFA2 cycle * 3 (35cycle)> ¥R PCRAF ERER HR2EE - 24
o R AR RY FEFYY T A UETAT AR -BAY -
f1* DGGE » 17 SMFC &tk 52 Fip e > 7 40 8 F 4 ih 5 &
AAF B BRACFTIEEFTA OB IAEFLENCBIFHRE

TR A ERAT AR
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RN 2 E - BB R A T % (DGGE)2 f#p & 4

N el Rt

30%
(a)
o
<]
5
=]
I
=2
80%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
(b) )
#le
#3/ % o
L *a
#5+
2
=7 '
#9 g 2
40 x3
* % -
#10 %, 3 *
#11
#12
1 4 15 15 18 18 . 25 25 18 18 EBE.

Bl 4-5 (a) Kk Hcd PR s (SMFO)E &4 # 3 2 DGGE 4 47 B
oA P~ 5 193 bpeLn 1 % Shewanella putrefaciens:Ln 2 % Pseudomonas
pseudomallei » Ln 3-4 % &k > Ln 5-6 5 & #3%?”]‘ fe AR B SN HE (R 463 2
if%’fﬁfi 'Ln7-8 & F R /*4c§?(285 X )\F%’féﬁ » Ln9-10 %

4 T2 SMFC f%f&d% o(b) BERF R EUR > # 5 A
‘Eﬁn—? b kAR R
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N
L
<l
by
L
K
FUINN

d % 43> AF ﬁé%i;‘;‘]:%ci SMFC # v & 4 2
3.0 mW/m® » AT E 42 SMFC (& ARG 23
mW/m?) AR ST T B A G ATL SMFC
01 mWm)R+ > FFNTH4 < [ &ALHE Hif s A TG mW/m?)
>e&/ﬁé?@3mWM)>%ﬁﬂé?mlmWM)xJMKE@

AP HER PN ATL SMFCH BT BAMRAL G AT E 75

r"g o
243 AP SHARKL PSR THE 2
AT X BE(F > 2010)
Rk Hcd B T BB REMY) A @Wm)
A4 2 (463 %) 36 0.1
ERGA A T463 %) 160 2.3
B e A T(285 %) 184.5 3.1
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$I % HhaERk

5-1 2

4

ETINS
|rml.

. FliiBFPB2vERBEIHTLBEIBAEN AL RER

4

2. 1% fFfRiE 7 %550 DNA # & ¢ $r4] PCR 7 Jserge 7% %
F IR Hp 2 3k 2%k o

3. R FAE TS L FE V3 RE LD RS RR Ak

IS

B & 30-80% FF¥ = >4 3 I d DGGE Bl# ¥ # R > %"ﬁiflt
BTSN LFARREE 0 5T 25 BRI 2 A AR
Shewanella putrefaciens 2_ 4p $t & =+ > &1 ¢ 7}:3_;‘/13 U QEIL

$ AT W

5-2 #3ik
BEENPCRF EATERBRELZLASFER > ©F 5 IR

I FAPEFA s FP AR R RER RSN o
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342

S RE AT F %Y 20100 AR A S EAR ML PR
BRADEE S FLZEBRA ARG RES T E -

it F 20000 R HCA PR T 2 5 A B AT X B RB
E]—}’i%i% ,{ﬁ_—[ ’/‘Q o

geF & 02007 F L TER VL2 A REABFEFY P LS F 2
P B AL o

FREZ 22008 0 B LR N LR e v T s vk A 4T R AR
TP IR RPEERREPE TR LG o

% 0 2005 0 A G 4 e B e T BB fie Rk kA PO L B
=N ,éa J‘gﬁ\, 1%5‘*”?? gﬁ_lf/‘@ o

AT 2004 0 RJEUR B RCORAEMF R Y ALY A fRROREH S
f#~pi NS R ,‘,’ﬁ?ﬁﬁi‘ PTEE Lt v o
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