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ot 2 chif % # 8 % P (GMP )% # DS/EN ISO 22716:2007 % & B -
Ee g0 st B bl B frA S @R o6 [6-10] -

GMP =i & p £ 8 2 & &2 gy

W% > [6-8,11] -
A gl AP At EESTERPELRRS A S
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FeH i AT 2 B ind F PEERERONA)ERERD 25 ERE
f*484) & J&(Polymerase Chain Reaction, PCR)#ﬁ:zﬁ;’g KR Y b P
B A& J1* PCRZ V-7 e pic2 4 o T DNA 7 B (7 )
RGO | & FRIECA $oenid § R § 1B 2 (genomic DNA)
BER L7 UKPCR F ¥ i e % — (4513 (primers) & 7 o

1115 5 & PCR F s @ 3§ 15 & e 4 cfs < DNA ¥ £ -

PCR F Ji i be ei3 ] & (primers) & 713K 3+ 4 Table 14777 :



Table 1. *#7 7 #1i¢ * 1513 (primers) & 7|

Bacterial target Forward(F) and Reverse(R) primer Gene amplified PCR size (bp)
Pseudomonas aeruginosa F:5-ATGGAAATGCTGAAATTCGGC-3' oprL 504
R:5-CTTCTTCAGCTCGACGCGACG-3'
Escherichia coli F:5-ATGTTACGTC CTGTAGAAAC-3' uidA 620
R: 5'-ACCACCTGCCAGTCAACAGA-3'
Staphylococcus aureus F: 5-ATGGCAATTGTTTCAATATTAC-3' nucA 521
R: 5-TGACGAACTAAAGCTTCGTT-3'

g APy R iR EFRIME AR RS R
SR AR T EARE Y (W) kS Qe ER R
PHREE-AFRPHEIDCESERS P e Z 7 R FRIKE P
& 8] 5 % k& F(Pseudomonas aeruginosa)~ < %5 4% A (Escherichia coli)
% £ +% ¢ ¥ %z A (Staphylococcus aureus) » 25 16 £ & 7 e F| 4] & 7 B~
B2 HEE > A WRP heT

(1) ki3 ik ik 5

W EEFHETT EEImML S~ ¢ B EFZ8MLMLB £ A w4

~1 mL (10° CFU/mL) % "k & i (Pseudomonas aeruginosa) ~ ~ %

1 7 (Escherichia coli)#* £ & ¢ § % 2 [/ (Staphylococcus aureus)
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(Q)z W EdkH K&
W EAEITTARIgERST 271 mL e R F e Tween 8012 2 7
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(Pseudomonas aeruginosa) ~ + *% 1% i (Escherichia coli)zt £ § ¢
7 & 3£ A (Staphylococcus aureus) % = fé #Fiplpcd 4~ 70 @ H 353
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b d N e R 2 HERLY B S PERR
(genomic DNA) % + 2 4 > A7 - H S F PP we B iEPmp
# P~ (Qiagen DNeasy Power soil kit)e g% % i it + pa 4% B~ /2 (Qiagen
QIAmp mini DNA Kit) » 141t 2 7 r ind § PipEyr s ook 110
PCR 85 & 47 032 38 o

XA A F PP RIS L M B R § P

Sk

faiE 7 R & peid 4 F (PCR)F M 3 g & fic 2 F chsF 22 DNA 2 £
F R4 ™ Table 2417 :

Table 2. % & v 48 & B(PCR)f# * 2 3]

PCR materials

DNA sample Sl
10x PCR buffer S5l
primer mix (5uM each) 4 ul
Tagq DNA polymerase (2.5U) 0.5 pl
dNTP mix 2 ul
ddH,O 33.5 ul
Total volume 50 ul

#-Table 247732 % % » 200 UL B 3pw# 7 » 2 {8 % * Table 3
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Table 3. & & ﬁ’*é 8K @(PCR)\ R E I
PCR condition

Initial denature 94°C 2 min

Loop 1 (30 Cycles)

Seq 94°C 20 sec max
Seq 55°C 30sec 0.1°C/sec
Seq 68°C 1min 0.2°C/sec

Final extension 68°C 2 min

6 §#-PCR F 47 » 11% o "o #5452 %% (agarose gel)i& 7 %3 48 T i

A 45 o A3 B TAE (Tris-acetate-EDTA) % fbrife 22 38 P 4B 58 9% fre 1 =&
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Fr 4B R BN FHS Al R e P 2R TR
oA o m AT A s T RIRREB 1 5 PCR F 3 DNA ¢ %
VR B B AR A Y cn EtBr S 4 0 B % b G5 R R ELRAY
B iu DNA eni B > SfSié * A P RGP h e &1 A 47
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Figure 1. &% % 5 1t A B 4% Bk
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- DNA ladder
. #:HR4Y 14 (Pseudomonas aeruginosa) genomic DNA

. K 545 14 (Escherichia coli) genomic DNA

D A & W) &) 5K 4 (Staphylococcus aureus) genomic DNA
. 42 47 14 (Pseudomonas aeruginosa) genomic DNA

. A W5 4Y 4 (Escherichia coli) genomic DNA
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. K 545 14 (Escherichia coli) genomic DNA
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