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Analysis of microsatellite genetic structures of three outbred
strains of guinea pig
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[ Abstract]  Objective To assess the genetical structures of three outbred strains of guinea pig and screen the
microsatellite loci related to different groups of guinea pigs. Methods Using 45 primers, DNA of three groups of guinea
pigs was analyzed by PCR and electrophoresis for genetic markers. Then, the polymorphism of these markers was
calculated. In addition, the microsatellite locus related to different hair colors was screened in the three groups of guinea
pig. Results All microsatellites loci showed polymorphism. The average number of allelic genes was 2. 29 per locus and
the average value of effective genes was 1. 74 per locus. The average expected heterozygosity in total was 0. 39. The average
observed heterozygosity was 0. 21. The average PIC was 0. 32, and 68. 9% of the loci showed moderate polymorphism. The
average P-value of HW was 0. 1734, but the inheritance in 20 loci of the total locus diverged extremely significantly from
the HW balance. The average deviation index D was —0.407. The differentiation index Fst was 0. 136. The gene flow Nm

was 5. 835. Nie genetic similarity of the three groups was low. Conclusions The genetic structures of the three guinea pig
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groups show a moderate polymorphism. The genetic differences between the groups are not significant. Inheritance of groups

diverged from the HW balance and inbreeding within the groups of guinea pigs is obvious. The main reason for these

problems is that the number of guinea pigs used for reproduction is low and there are limitations to the approaches of

choosing guinea pig seeds. In addition, 12 polymorphic microsatellite loci related to different groups of hair color of guinea

pigs and seven specific loci are identified.
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Figure 1 Electrophoretogram of PCR analysis of microsatellites in the three guinea pig groups
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Table 1 Genotypic frequencies, number of alleles, and number of effective alleles of the
microsatellite loci of the three guinea pig groups

P TREURIRE Guinea pig groups SOOEAR | ARCERIER A
No. Locus Zmu-1: DHP FLEM England species Zmu-2. DHP Number Number of
(n=20) (n=15) (n=15) of alleles effective alleles
1 L70* 11 aa,9 bb 3 aa,12 bb 15 bb 2 1. 6756
2 153 ** 4 aa,10 bb,6 cc 10 bb,5 cc 7 bb,8 cc 3 2.2604
3 1148 * 1 aa,10 bb,9 ab 7 aa,3 bb,5 ab 5 aa,3 bb,7 ab 2 1. 9802
4 L74 % ** 10 aa,1 bb,7 ab,2 ac 9 bb,6 ab 10 bb,5 ab 3 2.0129
5 145 1 aa,16 bb,3 ab 2 aa,5 bb,8 ab 13 bb,2 ab 2 1. 4447
6 D77 2 bb,18 ab 2 aa,13 ab 4 aa,l1 ab 2 1.9873
7 156 1 aa,16 bb,3 ab 3 aa,4 bb,8 ab 13 bb,2 ab 2 1. 4966
8 L57 ** 3 aa,3 bb,14 cc 10 cc,2 dd,3 ed laa,5cc,2dd,7ed 4 1.9810
9 185" 17 aa,3 bb 10 aa,5 bb 5 aa,10 bb 2 1. 8546
10 D93 1 aa,11 bb,8 ab 9 bb,6 ab 13 bb,2 ab 2 1.4188
11 D86* 16 aa,4 bb 5 2a,10 bb 8 aa,7 bb 2 1.9501
12 DI1T 8 aa,10 bb,2 ce 5aa,5 bb,5 cc 1 aa,10 bb,4 cc 3 2. 6539
13 D128 7 aa,13 bb 15 bb 15 bb 2 1.3172
14 D149 16 aa,4 ab 15 aa 15 aa 2 1. 0832
15 D130 11 aa,1 bb,8 ab 10 aa,5 ab 9 aa,6 ab 2 1. 4966
16 134 4 aa,9 bb,7 ab 1 aa,8 bb,6 ab 3 aa,3 bb,9 ab 2 1. 8911
17 L117 20 bb 12 bb,3 ab 2 aa,12 bb,1 ab 2 1. 1726
18 L130 19 bb,1 ab 10 bb,5 ab 2 aa,11 bb,2 ab 2 1.2677
19 L160 17 aa,3 ab 11 aa,l bb,3 ab 12 aa,1 bb,2 ab 2 1.2677
20 L165 17 bb,3 ab 3 aa,6 bb,6 ab 3 aa,4 bb,8 ab 2 1. 7001
21 L166 19 aa,l ab 11 aa,4 ab 11 aa,4 ab 2 1. 1959
22 1.360 17 aa,3 bb 11 aa,4 bb 9 aa,6 bb 2 1. 6255
23 1388 * 17 aa,1 bb,2 cc 14 bb,1 cc 8 aa,6 bb,1 cc 3 2.3105
24 D18 11 aa,9 bb 12 aa,3 bb 10 aa,5 bb 2 1.8142
25 D41 ** 8 aa,4 bb,8 bc 8 aa,3 bb,4 ab 10 aa,5 ab 2 1. 7476
26 D50 6 aa,l14 bb 15 bb 15 bb 2 1.2677
27 D107 * 13 bb,7 ab 4 aa,l1 ab 9 aa,6 ab 2 2.0000
28 D113~ 18 bb,2 ab 15 aa 15 aa 2 1. 8911
29 125" 1 aa,12 bb,7 ab 10 bb,5 dd 1 aa,5 bb,9 dd 3 2.1617
30 L149 15 aa,5 ab 15 aa 15 aa 2 1. 1050
11 aa,1 bb,1 cc, 6 aa,2 cc,l dd, 6 aa,3 ff,4 gg,
3 p76™ 1 dd,2 ee,4 af 4 ee,l gg,1 af 2 af * 7 30506
32 D122 * 5 aa,15 bb 11 aa,4 bb 10 aa,5 bb 2 1. 9968
33 D140 " 15 aa,5 bb 1 aa,10 bb,4 ab 4 aa,10 bb,1 ab 2 1. 9802
34 I8 3 aa,4 bb,13 ab 6 aa,4 bb,5 ab 2 aa,2 bb,11 ab 2 1.9992
35 L10* 11 aa,2 bb,7 ab 2 aa,8 bb,5 ab 10 bb,5 ab 2 1.9616
36 126 1 aa,12 bb,7 ab 10 bb,5 cc 1 aa,5 bb,9 cc 3 2.1617
37 J 1 aa,13 bb,6 ab 1 aa,9 bb,5 ab 4 aa,4 bb,7 ab 2 1.7241
38 D3 20 bb 1 aa,7 bb,7 ab 1 aa,8 bb,6 ab 2 1.3931
39 D49 8 aa,4 bb,8 ab 6 aa,6 bb,3 ab 9 aa,2 bb,4 ab 2 1.9077
40 L17 1 aa,13 bb,6 ab 8 bb,7 ab 6 bb,9 ab 2 1.5743
41 163 1 aa,19 bb 3 aa,10 bb,2 ab 15 bb 2 1. 2195
42 L108 13 aa,l bb,6 ab 13 aa,2 ab 14 aa,l ab 2 1. 2435
43 21 7 aa,3 bb,10 ab 3 aa,2 bb,10 ab 9 bb,6 ab 2 1. 9873
44 L1 2 aa,9 bb,9 ab 3 aa,7 bb,5 ab 12 bb,3 ab 2 1. 6507
45 L107 15 bb,5 ab 13 bb,2 ab 11 bb,4 ab 2 1. 2435
SEHIME Average value 2.29 1.74

TE:  FORFIRENA 22 5 RO ™ RN A Rk S LA R A L R

Note. * Differential locus between guinea pig groups; ** Specific locus.
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R2 ARRIKEAOLIN A5 B B A5 5 % PIC
Table 2 Observed heterozygosity, expected heterozygosity, and PIC of the three strains of guinea pig

R (i WA B Expected heterozygosity WM 424 B Observed heterozygosity ZRERGE
No.  Lowns TUEEL FiRE2  FhEE3 Bk FiREL AREE2 FRRES Bk Polymorphism
Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Totality Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Totality information content

1 L70 0. 5077 0.331 0 0.41 0 0 0 0 0.3219149

2 L53 0. 6359 0. 4598 0.5149 0.56 0 0 0 0 0. 4678051

3 L148 0. 409 0. 508 0. 508 0.50 0.45 0.2 0. 4667 0.38 0. 3724875

4 L74 0. 4321 0.331 0.2874 0.51 0.45 0.4 0.3333 0.4 0.3951549

5 LAS 0.2244 0. 4966 0.1287 0.31 0.15 0.5333 0.1333 0.26 0.2604296

6 D77 0. 5077 0.508 0.4805 0.50 0.9 0. 8667 0.7333 0. 84 0. 3733949

7 L56 0.2244 0.5149 0.1287 0.34 0.15 0.5333 0.1333 0.26 0.2767544

8 157 0. 4769 0. 3701 0.5586 0.50 0 0.2 0. 4667 0.2 0. 4552944

9 L85 0.2615 0. 4598 0.4598 0.47 0 0 0 0 0. 3546317
10 D93 0.3846 0.331 0.1287 0.30 0.4 0.4 0. 1333 0.32 0.2516285
11 D86 0.3282 0. 4598 0.5149 0.49 0 0 0 0 0.3685181
12 D117 0. 5949 0. 6897 0.4966 0.63 0 0 0 0 0.5522109 *
13 D128 0. 4667 0 0 0.24 0 0 0 0 0.2118077 **
14 D149 0. 1846 0 0 0.08 0.2 0 0 0.08 0. 0738509 **
15 D130 0. 3846 0.2874 0.331 0.34 0.4 0.3333 0.4 0.38 0.2767544
16 L34 0. 4808 0. 4046 0.5172  0.48 0.35 0.4 0.6 0.44 0.3601853
17 L117 0 0. 1862 0.2874 0.15 0 0.2 0. 0667 0.08 0. 1363661 ™
18 L130 0.05 0.2874 0.331 0.21 0. 05 0.3333 0. 1333 0.16 0. 1888973 **
19 L160 0. 1423 0.2874 0.2391 0.21 0.15 0.2 0.1333 0.16 0. 1888973 **
20 L165 0. 1423 0. 4966 0.5149 0.42 0.15 0.4 0.5333 0.34 0. 3270104
21 L166 0. 05 0.2391 0.2391 0.17 0.05 0. 2667 0. 2667 0.18 0. 1503848 **
22 1360 0.2615 0. 4046 0.4966 0.39 0 0 0 0 0.3107645
23 1388 0.2718 0. 1287 0.5701  0.57 0 0 0 0 0. 4735421
24 D18 0. 5077 0.331 0.4598 0.45 0 0 0 0 0. 3480893
25 D41 0.4923 0.4598 0.2874 0.43 0.4 0. 2667 0.3333 0.34 0. 3362936
26 D50 0. 4308 0 0 0.21 0 0 0 0 0. 1888973 **
27 D107 0.2962 0. 4805 0.331 0.51 0.35 0.7333 0.4 0.48 0. 375
28 D113 0. 0974 0 0 0.48 0.1 0 0 0.04 0.3601853
29 125 0.3577 0. 4598 0.5425 0.54 0.35 0 0 0.14 0. 4681526
30 L149 0.2244 0 0 0.10 0.25 0 0 0.1 0. 0904875 **
31 D76 0. 5641 0. 7379 0.6621 0.68 0.2 0. 0667 0.1333 0.14 0. 6442606 *
32 D122 0. 3846 0. 4046 0.4598 0.50 0 0 0 0 0. 3745997
33 D140 0. 3846 0.331 0.4345 0.50 0 0. 2667 0. 0667 0.1 0. 3724875
34 L8 0.5115 0.508 0.5172  0.51 0. 65 0.3333 0.7333 0.58 0. 3749
35 L10 0. 409 0. 4345 0.2874 0.50 0.35 0.3333 0.3333 0.34 0. 370052
36 126 0.3577 0.4598 0.5425 0.54 0.35 0 0 0.14 0. 4681526
37 J 0.3282 0.3701 0.5172  0.42 0.3 0.3333 0. 4667 0.36 0.3318
38 D3 0 0. 4345 0.4046 0.29 0 0. 4667 0.4 0.26 0. 2423816 ™
39 D49 0. 4923 0.5172 0.4046 0.48 0.4 0.2 0. 2667 0.3 0. 3626072
40 L17 0. 3282 0.3701 0.4345 0.37 0.3 0. 4667 0.6 0.44 0. 2982605
41 163 0.0974 0. 4046 0 0.18 0 0. 1333 0 0.04 0. 1638 ™
42 L108 0.3282 0. 1287 0.0667 0.20 0.3 0. 1333 0. 0667 0.18 0. 1766312 **
43 121 0.4923 0.5149 0.331 0.50 0.5 0. 6667 0.4 0.52 0. 3733949
44 L1 0.45 0. 4805 0.1862 0.40 0.45 0.3333 0.2 0.34 0.3165032
45 L107 0.2244 0. 1287 0.2391 0.20 0.25 0. 1333 0.2667 0.22 0. 1766312 **

el 0.3374 0.3586 0. 3298 0.39%4 0.208 0.225 0.204 0.212 0.319

Average value

TE AR 1:Zmu-1; DHP KR BRI 2 3% [l K B B b 3. Zmu-2 . DHP BKER, * R EE 2 38R s AREE S AL At s R 2 ML R
Note. Group 1; Zmu-1; DHP; Group 2; England species; Group 3: Zmu-2: DHP. * High polymorphic locus; ** Low polymorphic locus; No mark

indicates a moderate polymorphic locus.
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R3 KBRS AR RS 8 1L F 8 Fis Fst JER IR
Table 3 Hardy-Weinberg genetic balance, Fis, and gene flow of the guinea pig groups

B . P( Chi-square test) BIEED .
B s : : : : IR f | SR
FhEE 1 FhEE2 FhEE 3 J=RVN Deviation Fis Fst
No Locus . . Gene flow
Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Totality index D
AL
1 L70 0. 000004 0. 000028 . 0 -1 1 0.2756  0.6573
Monomorphic locus
2 L53 0 0. 000052 0. 000061 0 -1 1 0.0496  4.7932
3 L148 0. 640703 0.014933 0. 743701 0. 086411 -0.24 0. 1914 0.0759  3.0438
4 L74 0. 87303 0. 383057 0. 494525 0. 143218 -0.2131  -0.1612 0.2976  0.5900
5 145 0. 101262 0. 765797 0. 84739 0. 236039 -0. 1637 0.0079 0.1334  1.6235
6 D77 0. 000389 0. 004602 0. 033837 0. 000001 0.6740  -0.7235 0.0232 10.5282
7 L56 0. 101262 0. 886114 0. 84739 0. 105521 —-0.2243 0.0289 0.1817  1.1257
8 L57 0 0. 057524 0. 000002 0 -0. 6002 0.5108 0.0784  2.9389
9 L85 0. 000001 0. 000052 0. 000052 0 -1 1 0.1935  1.0420
10 D93 0. 851716 0. 383057 0. 84739 0. 595912 0.0731  -0.1390 0.0420 5.7023
11 D86 0. 000002 0. 000052 0. 000061 0 -1 1 0.1480  1.4392
12 D117 0 0 0 0 -1 1 0.0783  2.9432
RIS AL RS AL
13 D128 0. 000004 e {M o {M 0 -1 1 0.2642  0.6964
Monomorphic locus  Monomorphic locus
i h
14 D149 0. 670556 o {M . L\L 0 0.0309 -0.1111 0.0690  3.3750
Monomorphic locus  Monomorphic locus
15 D130 0. 851716 0. 494525 0. 383057 0. 334057 0.1337  -0.1650 0.0072 34.5592
16 134 0.210373 0. 962892 0.521245 0. 588965 -0.0756 0.0073 0.0386  6.2337
LA
17 L117 . 0. 729406 0.001042 0. 000509 -0.4620 0.4175 0.0579  4.0658
Monomorphic locus
18 L130 1 0. 494525 0. 012401 0. 06602 -0.2499 0.2009 0.0507  4.6800
19 L160 0. 769866 0. 194306 0.051315 0. 06602 -0.24989 0.2537 0.0131 18. 8024
20 L165 0. 769866 0. 434258 0.886114 0. 190136 -0.1827 0.0297 0.1359  1.5892
21 L166 1 0.611179 0.611179 0.511612 0.0876  -0.1416 0.0297  8.1635
22 L360 0. 000001 0. 000042 0. 000058 0 -1 1 0.0527  4.4978
23 1388 0 0 0 0 -1 1 0.4487  0.3071
24 D18 0. 000004 0. 000028 0. 000052 0 -1 1 0.0473  5.0303
25 D41 0. 388549 0. 089218 0. 494525 0. 126496 -0.2131 0. 1682 0.0459  5.2019
P
26 D50 0. 000004 . 0. 383057 0 -1 1 0.2222  0.8750
Monomorphic locus
27 D107 0. 384683 0. 033837 0 0.723125 -0.0497  -0.3822 0.2808 0.6404
s i
28 D113 0. 869417 e {M # {M 0 -0.9160 -0.0526 0.9268 0.0197
Monomorphic locus  Monomorphic locus
29 125 0. 919495 0. 000052 0 0 -0.7421 0.7344 0.1922  1.0510
IV AL
30 L149 0. 572012 S 1M.H # {i 8 0. 740438 0.0417  -0.1429 0.0870  2.6250
Monomorphic locus  Monomorphic locus
31 D76 0 0 0. 000033 0 -0.7938 0.7898 0.0704  3.3027
32 D122 0. 000003 0. 000042 0. 000052 0 -1 1 0.1848  1.1027
33 D140 0. 000003 0. 415572 0. 000576 0 -0.8 0.7010 0.2354  0.8119
34 L8 0.214193 0. 167438 0. 093966 0. 28765 0.1490  -0.1522 0.0060 41.4704
35 L10 0. 502282 0. 343777 0. 494525 0. 025151 -0.3134 0.0728 0.2367  0.8061
36 126 0. 919495 0. 000052 0 0 -0.7421 0.7344 0.1922  1.0510
37 J 0. 684108 0. 681321 0. 695071 0.277521 -0.1513 0.0660 0.0841  2.7226
LA
38 D3 . 0. 763238 0. 962892 0. 523504 -0.0880 -0.0685 0.1176  1.8750
Monomorphic locus
39 D49 0. 388549 0.01394 0. 162797 0. 007209 -0.3758 0.3679 0.0384  6.2534
40 L17 0. 684108 0.28104 0. 121335 0. 162416 0.1940  —-0.2449 0.0094 26. 4643
LA,
41 163 0 0. 006052 . 0 -0.7800 0.7257 0.1419  1.5121
Monomorphic locus
42 L108 0. 684108 0. 84739 1 0. 506906 -0.0900 0.0175 0.0576  4.0893
43 121 0.942718 0. 237369 0. 383057 0. 795764 0.0363  -0.2072 0.1240 1.7661
44 L1 1 0.216971 0. 729406 0.293935 -0. 1462 0.0922 0.0706  3.2898
45 L107 0. 572012 0. 84739 0.611179 0. 406777 0.1122  -0.1318 0.0091 27.2039
S A
T 0. 408523 0. 284028 0.318291 0. 173362 -0.4073 0.3177 0. 1361 . 8347

Average value
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Table 4 Nei genetic distance and genetic similarity coefficient of the three guinea pig strains

it Zmu-1. DHP ) SefEF . Zmu-2 . DHP
Groups England species

Zmu-1. DHP 0. 8463 0. 8306
Ei
SR . 0. 1668 0. 9403

England species

Zmu-2; DHP 0. 1857 0.0616

T RS UM B IR R, 5 DL B B R A
Note. Under the asterisk: genetic distance; Above the asterisk: genetic similarity coefficient.
Zmu-1: DHP
[ ----------------- HEEF: England species

"""""""""" Zmu-2: DHP

B2 LT RN =R UPGMA REE
Figure 2 UPGMA cluster graph of genetic distance
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