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Effects of DOP-PCR amplification and labeling methods on the
sensitivity and specificity of metaphase-and array-based
comparative genomic hybridizations

CGH CGH DOP-PCR



illb iz St

® B

X oM B
R 330 | &g | OEE SO
S e

Effects of DOP-PCR amplification and labeling wmethods on the

sensitivity and specificity of metaphase- and array-based comparative|

4k
KF
% 1
)
R
m

genomic hybridizations
(AF7x—XCGH &7 L+ CGH MREE LEHREEIZRIT 5 DOP-PCR #

I & WA I EORE)

54

CGH iIREERY ) MERFIOERIC & 5 FRBIEE T ORI TR, B—EEN TORER
L BMEMROTH — 2 BT 5 EDIAV DR TN S, —F, EEMIS R KB
A. PCRIZ X2 DNASIE, »u— FEbiEi X OETFHR, CGH 0 = ik o HIs o m fr ok 1L e
CRBLTNS LB 2 RTINS, ABZED A GIRTEEMIZEA, DOP-PCR HiF. 7 v — &k
B (2w s hIYAL— s VB (T NTESR) 250X A7T (3288 (LT RP 555) )
® CGH DRE L S RE~DOHBELTET 52 L TH 5,

ik

2 RN L D b = BRI R IR B IE 4 fHERIEER T D Kato-III L B HEORMMY o
SNERERERALE, £ ET DNA 288 L, —3iX DOP-PCR Iz THIE Lz,

DOP-PCR it 2 XM TIT»7e, E—BELLTH—FH 4 27 Z7— (Model PTC100, MJ
Research, inc., Watertown, MA) CEIESRET T 531 700 PCR 2TV, FE2EETIZ M
- 77— (Roche, Mannheim, Germany) THEiB%&4ET T PCR 217 -1,

Kato-IIl D 2, 3, 4, 6,7, 9, 11, 13, 18 FaEE % 2 4 FISH IRICTRE Lz,
Kato-III & E®E U »78k@® DOP-PCR g L72vy DNA &8 L7z DNA {28\ T, Kato-IIT 254
Fdi T 50%., 60%., 80%. 100% &7z 3EAETABIER LI,

DOP-PCR i DO #, Mfait, 7w — @A E (NT##s RPEHED Ot ThOFEHTT
AFT7x—A CGH 7 v+ CGH 2ffTLiz, A ¥ 7 x2—X CGH @7 v b m—4% Kamitani &

(Cancer Genet Cytogenet 2002) DFIEICHEV, 7 L« CGH X GenoSensor Array300 (Vysis) %
fEH LT,

R . .
Kato-III @ 2, 3, 4, 6. 7. 8. 9. 11, 13, 18 B kD o' —¥% CGH v 7 7 A 1 & FISH

BT XWEELRE,

(B 1. HNEESE. EOERN - FE - 1 - 28 - ERoJEICER L. 27
BETHA TETHETHI &, :
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AF 7 z—X CGH 2BV T, DOP-PCR #EIEICEHRL EEMEEBACLY GREDY 7 b
BEIMET Uk, RPABICBW T, = E—HEMOERED G/R ik, FISH THEELL= v —#
L EEMARBEARLY» DFHE LEEREREEISEN Y7 FERLE, —F, NTERICRWTIE, 1=

E—HEMORHBREZ I TEREL Y DEHL RoTW, = V—#ED D GR kD7 MM
BRI POOTHELOEREL Y /I Shot, 12— OBRHBREIRPEROTIEI T,
I E—EOEBRVE, 8, 9, 13q DB THERIEEOBENH LD iNTF%@ﬁmgmotn
vhe—nd o7 (EEHREEHEE) ItV T, ABREDT 7 Mi, NT Eficokh—Ific
bz,

TlA CGHIZBWT, EiHAEICEOLFHMEP<0.01 T 1 a -0 boRBIIRHETH -2
B, BEERHETh o, BE T/R>1.2/<0.85 TiRBHBERE < 2o/, BEEOSENEMmL
7z, RPEE#M T DOP-PCROFECRIBBEILIZ LA ETb LMo/, DOP-PCR 21T 4iEHBE
PEREHIN L7z, NT Tk, DOP-PCR HIEIC &V = & —HBD> ORIBENH LET L. &

BEER 20% T, 2 & OED> L ENBAHEOWM b BDHT,

7 LA CGH IRWT, RPEZ#CiE, HE P<0.01 TiXDOP-PCROFETOR—F AED I —
OB D—H 13 15/34 T44% ThoTc, BIET/R>1.2/<0.85 TH, —i1 53/83 T64% TH -,
NT HE#HTIR—HEIIET LA, RP EfRIcBWT, 3 ar—#nt 2 2 — PO TIE
DOP-PCR DEETESIC—FK Lk, 2 = &8I T 5/7 T71%, 1= —Fd Tk 6/10 T60%D
—HEThol, 1 T E—EME—IT WA b7,
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DOP-PCR #iEE 7, RPIFR#ZTIT) CGH TRLRMRBELHEELH LN, RPE#HTH-
Th, 1 2 —00 loss FEHTBITIE+o TR, BECRELEETINERD T, %&Fm
BELCiE. AIBMED gain i NT & & DOP-PCR BBl % < 2 bz, DOP-PCR TIZEIEIC
A47zm%ct®vm&<‘DmmmR%%%/fw%@mLtCGH&&%Ltmothﬁﬁ
D, YPOEOWMEO—HREP L EEEFERELRD /A X LSNVDOERBH T2,

ZOEE RP ZEICL VEOMIKEENTEZI L LY, vA 270 ¥ A7 a D P U IABHEDE
&, BEFMEO L 32— R BRmT 57292tk DOP-PCR HETO T L CGH iX5iHTE %
VL0 2 B, |
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CGH (comparative genomic hybridization) XZiVE T DIEFIZX
LTHEASNTE TV, &Y v 7L OBiES BRI L LIZPCRE, Zh
% TR BALT & oNick translationtBk A & 1 REICH+ 5
BERE LEBEIRT LA ERD o T, AIFFIE, 4EERTH 5 BEMatk
Kato~III % L. FISH & CCHIZ LV Xtz B —$E2REL, Thzx i
#£|Z DOP-PCR (degenerate oligonucleotide-primed polymerase chain
reaction) i%ﬁl%fﬂ%‘%‘%"éﬂéjﬂﬁ (Nick translation #Zi# & Random priming #Z
) 124 Metaphase CGH & Array CGH OERICH 5 BB % LB L
FLOTHS, TOMR. (1) 12 C—ELORIBE. HREDREH
AIRETH o7z, (2) Metaphase CGH T% Array CGH THYe@EDAEERE L
TDEBUZ OV TIXDOP-PCR DEEIFT/NEWVWEZE X bz, (3) Random
priming MO H 3 Nick translation B L 0 &REBREIIG< . AEE
FIHED > 72, |

ARBFFEIZ &V CGH T Random priming EERRIIEN L HIETH 5 Z LAVR
&, 13— LORHOTEMEZER L2 b O T, B (E%) 0%
BRETBICET B Ll SN,

CER/7% 2 A 78)






