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Genetic characteristics of seven inbred mouse strains in core
colonies from Shanghai analyzed using fluorescent multiplex STR
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[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the genetic characteristics of seven frequently-used inbred mouse strains in core
colonies from Shanghai suppliers. Methods 48 pairs of microsatellite primers with high polymorphism were screened out
and combined into 11 sets of multiplex PCR primer mix labelled with two dyes (FAM and HEX). By these primer mix, the
DNA samples of the seven strains were genotyped. The genotyping data were analyzed using statistical software. Results
All the 48 microsatellite loci were homozygous for all inbred mice of the seven strains. On each microsatellite locus, the
PCR results of the mice in the same population showed monomorphism, and that of the mice in different populations showed
polymorphism, whether the populations were of the same strain or not. But the genetic distances between the populations of
the same strain were all closer than that of different strains. The phylogenic tree showed that the populations of the same
strain were first get into one cluster. The genetic relationship between the strains of C57BL/6 and other six strains were all
far. Conclusions  Genetic differences exist on 48 microsatellite loci between the core colonies of seven inbred mouse

strains from two suppliers in Shanghai.
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VEREE M 7 R A8 R /D, DBA/2Slac
BALB/cAnSlac , C3H/HeJSlac . C57BL/6]JSlac . CBA/
JSlac .FVB/NJSlac ,129/S83Slac i DNA #£ 1 i
3 LK S WA BR 5 AT A [ SCXK (971) 2012 —
0002 ] 4% fit, DBA/2Bkl, BALB/cBkl, C3H/HeBkI ,
C57BL/6Bkl, CBA/CaBkl, FVB/NJBkl, 129/
SvEvBrd/Bkl ] DNA £ H 1 1 74 3% /R -6 L 52 55 3
WA BR S 7 [ SCXK (71) 2013 - 0016 ] #1244, ¥ %%
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Master Mix 5 pL, Z TS| YIRS WIERE,S x Q-Solu-
tion 2 wL, B DNA 75 ng, RNase-free water £M 2 10
pLo SNFESF : 95°C FAPKIE 5 min,95°C A2k 30 s,
60°C & PE 90 s,72°C L4 30 s, fEFF 28 K, Hx )i 60°C
FE{H1 30 min,

R A8/ S FOLRCE 15 B

Tab. 1 The primer information of 48 mouse microsatellites

[E] {2t MGI L (M) SIIFHI(5—3) ekt
No. Loci MGI position (cM) Primer sequence (5'—3") Dye
e o T
S
s R N
e
S
o
7 D3Mi22 3.7 AAGGATTGAAGAATGGTTGGG FAM

AATCAGCGATTTCAGCACG
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F A8, MGI L (M) SIIFESI(5'—3") ekt
No. Loci MGI position (cM) Primer sequence(5'—3") Dye
3 DAMIB11 452 CGCCTGGTGGTAGTGGTG HEX

CAGTGACTTAAGTACCCTTGACTCC

. GAACAGTTCCCAGGTCCTCA ,
o DIMi18 76.2 CTGCCTTTAAATTCTGTCACCC HEX

. AGTTTCCTTTCTCTTCTACTTGTGTG
10 DAMit166 4.5 AGGGCATAGGAAACTTTCAGG HEX

. GGAAAGACAAACAGTAGTGTGGG ‘
i DAMi37 5.5 TGCCATAACAACCATGGCTA HEX

. CCCCATGTATCTCTAGATTAACAATG
12 D3 Mit387 15.0 GCACTCGTGTACATAACCAAATAC FAM

. TGAATCTGTGGCCAAATGAA
13 D3Mit20 52.0 CTTTGCCAGAGCAGCCAT HEX

. GGGATGACGTTTGAGGTTGT
14 D3 Mito1 81.0 CTGCTTGGGATGTGGGTC HEX

. CATTTTATTTTATTGATGGATGTGTG
15 D6Mit166 0.6 GTTGTCTTATGGCTGCCATG FAM

. TGGATATTCAAACACAACTGAAGC
16 DOMit304 75.0 ATTCCTCTTTAAGGACCTCTATTATCG FAM

. AACTTGCCAGCCATGGTAAG
17 D7Mits4 28.4 AGTTAGAAGACCCACCCTAAATCC FAM

TCTCTAGATAGAGAGCCTTAAACGTG

18 D7Mi262 499 CTCTCTTGAGTCTGTTGTTTTAGTGG FAM
. CCCCTCCTCCTGACCTCTT
19 D7Mit259 72.0 GTCTCCATGGGAACCACACT FAM
. CCAACTCATCCCCAAAGGTA ‘
20 D Mitd 14.0 GTATGTTCAAGGCTGGGCAT FAM
o N 46,0 GCAGCAGTGGTAGCAAATAGC X

CTTAATCAGCAATCCTTGACACC

. TCCTAGGATTTGTCTAAGTTAGGTCC
22 DBMit245 72.0 TCTGATATTGTTACTGGGTAAAGTGC FAM

. AATAAATGAATGCTTACAGGAGCA
23 DoMit224 17.0 TGGGGCTCAGAAAATGATTC FAM

. CCAGAAGGGGTGTGTTTTGC
24 DOMitt10 48.0 CTACCCTCCTTTCTAGTTTTTGTCC HEX

. ACAATATTGGCTATCCTCTTACACC
25 DIOMi279 2.0 TTCTGCAGTGCATCACAACA FAM

, ATGCGTACAGGCAAAACACC
26 DIOMitl3 35.0 GCTACATTGGTCTCTGACGC FAM

. GCCATACCTGGTAGCGTGTT
27 DIIMic71 1.0 AATTTTCAGATGTAGCCATAAGCC HEX

. CAGTGGGTCATCAGTACAGCA
28 DI Mitd 31.0 AAGCCAGCCCAGTCTTCATA FAM

. CCGGGATGAGAGACCTAACA s
2 DI Mitl24 57-8 CTGTGGGGTGTGGAAGACTT FAM

. TTTAATTTTGAGTGGGTTTGGC
30 DI2Mitl36 13.0 TTGCTACATGTACACTGATCTCCA FAM

. TAGGCAAATTCATTCTCTTACTTTAGG i
3 DI2Mitl41 53.0 GTGAGTCCATTGTCTGTAAGATGG HEX

TGGTGACTACCTGATGGACG

2 DI3Mitl17 19-0 TTGCCTGCAAAGTACCCTCT FAM
. TTTTTGATGTGTATGCTTGTTGG

33 DI3Mi30 52.0 AAAGAGAAGACGGGGAGGAG FAM

3 DI4Nds] 25 TGCTGGCTAGGAATAAACAGA HEX

AGGGAATTCATGTTCAGGATA
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48 DXMi20 6.6 AGGATAAGACAATTTAGGGACTGG HEX

CTTAGGTTCTTGTTTTATTTGAACACA
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48 Mg B RN A 11 AL H5E PCR
SPTIFEST T S AR 111 HIE a2 &/ DNA FEEAT
PH YA B B R UK AT, B 1 o1
M C3H/HeBkl /) fl 7E DI8Mit31, DI6Mit38
D11Mit4 . D5Mit20 . D8Mitl1 25 5 ANk TR A F Y
Z @ PCR W4 245 1
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ARSI R R AL 7 fh RITACFR /D BUTE 48
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o AFEERIEAS FR /N RAEA AL R R4F
280, SEA RN 2 -7 A, [Rl—FRAL /Y [F]
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PR N R IR B . ) 2R/ INERAEAS [R] SR T
A7 7 22 5, Hoh 22 & i KW /& CBA/CaBkl #il
CBA/JSlac, FiFhHE CBA /NRUFE 16 Nl DR A5 1
FEAE2E S Hi & C57BL/6BKI Hl C57BL/6JSlac, Hi
FhBE CSTBL/6 /NERAE 10 N EAFEE R, £
/NAYJE FVB/NJBKI #1 FVB/NJSlac, 4 F #f FVB
NEURAE 1AM RN S AR ESR
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Tab. 2 Results of 48 microsatellites in the 7 strains of inbred mice

(9= DBA/ DBA/ BALB/ BALB/ C3H/ C3H/ C57BL/ C57BL/ CBA/ CBA/ FVB/ FVB/ 129/Sv 129/
Loci 2Bkl 2Slac cBkl cAnSlac HeBkl HeJSlac 6Bkl 6JSlac  CaBkl JSlac NJBkl NJSlac EvBrdBkl S3Slac
DIMit58 258 258 262 262 258 258 256 256 258 258 262 262 262 262
DImit22 132 132 138 138 134 134 132 132 132 132 132 132 132 132
D1Mit206 109 109 113 113 113 113 117 123 113 109 113 113 113 113
D2Mit367 158 158 145 145 145 145 145 148 145 145 158 158 145 145
D2Mit101 188 188 188 188 213 213 190 190 213 213 190 190 218 218
D2Nds3 262 262 421 421 262 262 262 262 262 262 259 259 259 259
D3Mit22 231 231 219 219 237 237 237 237 237 231 219 219 219 219
D3Mit311 121 121 111 111 113 113 113 121 113 113 121 121 113 113
D3Mitl8 232 232 218 220 220 218 234 232 220 216 214 214 220 218
D4Mitl 66 200 200 185 185 185 185 198 200 200 185 200 200 174 174
D4Mit37 217 217 225 225 225 225 235 235 225 225 225 225 235 235
D5 Mit387 174 174 181 181 181 181 174 174 181 183 181 181 176 176
D5 Mit20 139 139 126 126 139 139 151 151 126 139 126 126 142 142
D5Mitl101 128 128 114 114 114 114 128 128 128 128 114 114 126 126
D6Mitl 66 118 118 110 114 112 110 929 99 114 114 118 118 114 114
D6Mit304 113 113 105 105 113 113 113 113 103 103 103 103 105 105
D7 Mit84 184 184 184 184 172 172 166 166 172 172 166 166 172 172
D7Mit262 92 92 107 107 92 92 107 107 92 92 107 107 92 92
D7Mit259 150 150 128 128 150 150 146 146 150 150 148 148 144 144
D8 Mit4 191 191 197 197 191 191 158 158 197 197 197 197 158 158
D8Mitl 1 217 217 219 219 217 215 219 221 217 217 219 219 219 219
D8Mit245 101 101 103 103 103 103 101 101 101 101 101 101 101 101
D9Mit224 89 89 93 93 95 93 104 104 93 100 93 93 93 93
DI9Mitl 10 152 152 159 159 159 165 150 150 146 146 154 154 148 148
D10Mit279 271 277 269 269 277 271 271 271 269 271 271 271 274 274
DI10Mitl5 182 182 170 170 174 174 170 174 174 170 178 178 174 174
DIIMit71 211 211 225 225 235 235 211 211 211 211 241 241 NULL 241
DI1Mit4 287 287 244 244 244 244 250 250 297 244 250 250 297 297
D11Mitl24 121 121 123 123 121 121 116 116 123 123 121 121 121 121
DI12Mitl36 185 185 210 215 206 210 142 142 210 215 195 191 193 193
DI2Mitl141 149 149 137 137 135 135 137 137 135 135 137 137 137 137
DI13Mitl17 119 119 125 125 125 125 133 119 125 125 100 100 100 100
D13Mit30 152 152 152 152 152 152 147 147 152 152 152 152 152 152
D14 Ndsl 192 192 186 186 178 178 176 176 194 194 186 186 186 186
D14 Mit62 134 134 137 137 137 137 122 122 137 137 141 141 137 137
D15Mit270 189 191 177 177 177 177 197 197 177 177 197 197 197 197
DI5Mii241 90 90 94 94 98 98 938 98 100 938 90 90 94 94
DI15Mit79 103 103 112 112 105 105 108 108 105 105 103 103 112 112
D16Mit38 187 187 187 187 179 179 185 185 181 179 179 179 179 179
DI6Mit51 160 160 160 160 158 158 160 158 162 162 166 166 160 160
D17Mit31 164 164 164 164 135 135 156 156 135 135 156 156 156 156
D17Mit123 150 148 134 134 148 148 131 129 148 136 144 144 148 148
D18Mit31 116 116 112 112 112 112 114 114 112 112 116 116 110 110
D18Mit51 194 194 152 152 200 198 198 198 200 NULL 198 198 194 194
D19Mit7 114 114 114 114 114 114 116 116 114 114 116 116 114 114
DI9Mitl 19 266 266 274 274 266 266 256 256 266 266 266 266 270 270
DXMi48 103 103 99 99 103 103 105 105 99 103 99 99 99 99

DXMit220 120 120 127 125 120 120 122 122 120 120 120 120 120 120
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Fig.1 The electrophoresis results of C3H/HeBkl mouse prouducts in a 5-plex fluorescent-PCR

2.3 EMEBHEZR/IDREMIBREEESHT

T BE PR ok H ALY 7 R
e Z /NI 14 NFPRERNEY Nei BAEFE S, N3k
3 Fin o ANIRL B AR EE A I i 2R /0 BRUTRD 04358 A% I
Y fe it i & FVB/NJBK] 5 FVB/NJSlac Z |f],

WAL 5 0. 0208 ; fi ik /& CBA/CaBkl il CBA/
JSlac Z ], AL HEES }y 0. 3333, A[A S &/ BURPE
[i] 1) 35 12 B 28 35 i | B ds 1 /& C57BL/6JSlac 5
BALB/c¢Bkl Z [A] fil C57BL/6JSlac 5 BALB/cAnSlac
Z ] AR RE 444 0. 9583

F3 14 A UEACFR /N RFPIER) )3 1% PR g R S50 R RA 22 S5 i LR LS E B
Tab. 3 The genetic distance (below diagonal) and number of microsatellite loci with different alleles

(above diagonal) between the 14 populations of inbred mice

(V=% DBA/ DBA/ BALB/ BALB/ (3H/ (C3H/ C57BL/ C57BL/ CBA/ CBA/  FVB/  FVB/ 129/SvEv 129/S3
Loci 2/Bkl  2Slac  ¢/Bkl cAnSlac He/Bkl HeJSlac 6/Bkl  6JSlac  Ca/Bkl  JSlac  NJ/Bkl NJSlac Brd/Bkl Slac

DBA/2/Bkl — 2 41 41 33 34 40 37 34 30 35 35 39 39
DBA/2Slac 0.0417 — 41 41 32 33 40 37 33 30 35 35 38 30
BALB/¢/Bkl 0.8542 0.8542 — 3 33 30 42 46 31 35 33 33 32 31
BALB/cAnSlac ~ 0.8542 0.8542 0.1042 — 32 33 42 46 30 33 33 33 30 31
C3H/He/Bkl 0.6875 0.6067 0.6875 0.6667 — 7 42 42 20 20 39 39 34 35
C3H/HeJSlac 0.7083 0.6875 0.6250 0.6875 0.1458 — 41 41 21 21 37 37 34 33
C57BL/6/Bkl 0.8333 0.8333 0.8750 0.8750 0.8750 0.8542 — 10 30 39 35 35 37 37
C57BL/6]Slac 0.7708 0.7708 0.9583 0.9583 0.8750 0.8542 0.2083 — 40 42 34 34 40 40
CBA/Ca/Bkl 0.7083 0.6875 0.6458 0.6250 0.4167 0.4375 0.8333 0.8333 — 16 34 34 30 31
CBA/JSlac 0.6250 0.6250 0.7292 0.6875 0.4167 0.4375 0.8125 0.8750 0.3333 — 39 39 36 36
FVB/NJ/Bkl 0.7292  0.7292 0.6875 0.6875 0.8125 0.7708 0.7292 0.7083 0.7083 0.8125 — 1 30 29
FVB/NJSlac 0.7292  0.7292 0.6875 0.6875 0.8125 0.7708 0.7292 0.7083 0.7083 0.8125 0.0208 — 30 29
129/SvEvBrd /Bkl  0.8125 0.7917 0.6667 0.6250 0.7083 0.7083 0.7708 0.8333 0.6250 0.7500 0.6250 0.6250 — 2
129/S3Slac 0.8125 0.7917 0.6458 0.6458 0.7292 0.6875 0.7708 0.8333 0.6458 0.7500 0.6042 0.6042 0.0417 —
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THTZ R T2 R s ns e At 7 v
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Fig. 2 The UPGMA clustering tree based on Nei’ s

genetic distance for 14 populations of the inbred mice
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(& 1) BP DR 7 5 R XA

Xof I g b DX R S /) BREE B R Y 7 R 3
F/ANBAZ OB A W L3, PR 45 B 1Y
7 i F/N AP EEAE 48 T RN E R A A
JEHERA 100% , B HH 33 28 5 2R 1 B0 BE S I IR F5
RIAFHBAEREN . IWRPIRBAIN 7 S RIELR
/NERIET 14 DX HETE 48 ANl BN S _Ery 9 1
RN, AR Z [ R A BB 505 a5 (R 45 SRA P TR 22
S HAZEFNSEUE 2 46 200, [F &R
A& Z/IN B A [R] B A5 Fh A 1) AT 22 S5 19 067 s B0
A AR BE R R, Horh 22 S | K 1 & CBA/
CaBkl Fl CBA/JSlac , H:¥k & C57BL/6Bkl il C57BL/
6JSlac , X 5 A HABWF 5T A 53 H 51 4~ SNP i
FLHTAHIE DNA BEARRYZE I (55 0k FR) —3, 1E
FINA, [] i RN R B PR 30 28 &R /N BRUET STR £
NAATEZESWEN, —J&H R A RS2, 4 CBA/
CaBKkl 11 CBA/JSlac ; — 42 i1 P Z B0 [R]— i 2 7N B
()5 PP AR 5 RS, A5 | b B A7 Ay /) BRUZE 4 30
P S T e, AN RIER R
NERFVEEAEIX 48 M A E FE B Z AN S
RN 2 -7 4, VA S 3 — 4 NS R R A 5
Z A= 02 ZU E, AREEFR R R/,
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556 i R H IR 28 Z /NS T 3515 BT e 4 BT R B
B4k —3, C3H/HeBkl 5 CBA/CaBkl, CBA/JS-
lac [A) 2% 5 Fe /N A5 0 B il

WF5E 2 B, U b X5 It B RS ) DBA/2
BALB/c .C3H/He ,C57BL/6 .CBA .FVB/NJ 129 % 7
i F /N A D RE R AL R R 25 e 0y, A9
A/ INERUEh R R T L 85 SUUEORE, BT 1) 2 H 98
3t STR AT LA DNA 7K X 5286 /1N FR R A7 ek
e 3 Y AR W

(B B b3 e S s WA BR T AE A
A PR - LR S YA IR R AR
PEHEITAE /N B DNA FE )
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