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Abstract

Background: We describe the development of a novel matrix-assisted laser desorption ionization
time-of-flight (MALDI-TOF)-based single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) scoring strategy, termed
Restriction Fragment Mass Polymorphism (RFMP) that is suitable for genotyping variations in a
simple, accurate, and high-throughput manner. The assay is based on polymerase chain reaction
(PCR) amplification and mass measurement of oligonucleotides containing a polymorphic base, to
which a typellS restriction endonuclease recognition was introduced by PCR amplification.
Enzymatic cleavage of the products leads to excision of oligonucleotide fragments representing
base variation of the polymorphic site whose masses were determined by MALDI-TOF MS.

Results: The assay represents an improvement over previous methods because it relies on the
direct mass determination of PCR products rather than on an indirect analysis, where a base-
extended or fluorescent report tag is interpreted. The RFMP strategy is simple and straightforward,
requiring one restriction digestion reaction following target amplification in a single vessel. With
this technology, genotypes are generated with a high call rate (99.6%) and high accuracy (99.8%) as
determined by independent sequencing.

Conclusion: The simplicity, accuracy and amenability to high-throughput screening analysis should
make the RFMP assay suitable for large-scale genotype association study as well as clinical
genotyping in laboratories.
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Background

Genetic differences contributed to phenotypic diversity of
humans or pathogens, including variation in disease sus-
ceptibility and drug response. The genotypic analysis to
identify the polymorphisms that differentiate one individ-
ual or strain from another has become increasingly
important as a prognostic measure of disease courses and
to enable choice of more efficacious therapeutic or pre-
ventive options based on individual genetic makeup. Due
to the complexity of many common, chronic diseases and
quantitative traits and the confounding effects of disease
heterogeneity, gene-gene interaction, and gene-environ-
ment interaction, a large number of the polymorphisms
must be surveyed in numerous individuals. These
progresses highlight the need for rapid, accurate, and effi-
cient methods that permit high throughput genotyping.

The most commonly used methods for genotype readout
are based either on fluorescence or mass spectrometry
(MS). Fluorescence readout is quite sensitive but often
relies on secondary reporter systems for detection [1,2]. In
contrast, MS readout has the advantage of directly detect-
ing fragments containing the original DNA sequence
information and thereby potentially reduces false positive
and false negative results [3]. Even though MS did not
contribute to the human genome-sequencing project, it
has become an essential tool in both protein and DNA
analyses in the past decade, as well as the key technology
in the emerging fields of proteomics and functional
genomics [4]. Developed in the late 1980s, MALDI-TOF
provided fast and accurate measurements of the molecu-
lar masses of short DNA sequences [5,6]. The ability to
measure directly the mass-to-charge (m/z) ratio of bio-
molecules with high accuracy made a wide range of bio-
analytical applications available to MS analysis [7-9].
Because of its speed, accuracy, and sensitivity, MALDI-
TOF MS has become a powerful tool for the efficient
sequencing of short DNA fragments as well as genotyping
of single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) [10-16]. In
addition, the strength of MS lies in the fact that it uses an
intrinsic property of molecules, their masses. MS directly
assesses the nature of the PCR products, whereas other
technologies only indirectly measure PCR products, either
through hybridization or by sequencing reactions, which
use PCR products as templates. Procedures have been
widely used that use PCR products as templates to which
oligonucleotide primers are hybridized, base-extended
and then analyzed by mass spectrometry. These assays can
be useful, but they fail to employ one of key advantages of
mass spectrometry that the analysis of PCR products can
be direct. Genotyping by creating or abolishing recogni-
tion sites for restriction enzymes, similar to conventional
restriction fragment length polymorphism (RFLP) analy-
sis, has been used in combination with MALDI mass spec-
trometric detection [17]. Either naturally occurring
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restriction sites were used or base changes were incorpo-
rated in one of the PCR primers to give a recognition site
with one of the alleles of the polymorphic site. However,
only a small number of polymorphisms will alter known
restriction sites, and the design of amplification primers
to create restriction sites in connection with one allele is
not straightforward in most cases, reducing the usefulness
of this approach to very special circumstances.

Here, we describe the development of a novel MALDI-
TOF MS-based SNP scoring strategy, termed RFMP, that is
suitable for genotyping SNPs in a simple, efficient, and
high-throughput manner. The assay is based on PCR
amplification and mass measurement of oligonucleotides
containing a polymorphic base, to which a typellS restric-
tion endonuclease recognition was introduced by PCR
amplification. We demonstrated fast, reliable genotyping
of five SNP markers in methylenetetrahydrofolate reduct-
ase (MTHFR) gene, known to be associated with hyperho-
mocysteinemia and cardiovascular diseases, using REMP
assay and also assessed the potential for application to
determination of allele frequencies in DNA pools.

Results and Discussion

RFMP strategy for SNP scoring

The REMP assay is based on mass spectrometric analysis of
small DNA fragments containing site of polymorphism,
as illustrated in Fig. 1. The first step requires PCR amplifi-
cation using primers flanking the altered bases. The for-
ward primer was designed to introduce a Fokl site (an
isoschizomer of BstF5I) in the amplified product by sub-
stituting the restriction recognition sequence GGATG for
the ninth base upstream of the polymorphic nucleotide.
The backward primer was designed to make the resulting
amplicon as short as possible while both primers' Tm val-
ues matched with each other for better PCR yield. This
short inserted sequence in general is not expected to base
pair to the template strand, but rather loops out when the
primer is bound to the template. When the complemen-
tary strands are copied the inserted sequences are incorpo-
rated into the product. Both Fokl and BstF51 are typellS
restriction enzymes that cleave DNA outside the recogni-
tion sequence. The Fokl enzyme cleaves DNA 9 bases 3' to
the recognition site on one strand and 13 bases from the
recognition site on the other strand, leaving a four base
overhang protruding 5' end. BstF5I cleaves DNA 2 bases 3'
to the recognition site on one strand and immediately 3'
to the recognition site on the opposite strand, leaving a
two base overhang. Thus digestion of the resulting ampli-
fication product with Fokl followed by BstF5I should
result in excision of a 7-mer fragment and a 13-mer frag-
ment. As summarized in Table 1, the 7-mer fragments
contain the polymorphic base at the last base of 3'-termi-
nal, and the 13-mer fragments contain the base comple-
mentary for the varied site and neighboring four bases.
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Table I: Primers used for RFMP genotyping assay
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SNPs tested Variation Sequence of Primer (5'-3") Polarity
rs1801133 CT AGCACTTGAAGGAGAAGGTGTggatgTGCGGGAG Sense
GCCTCAAAGAAAAGCTGCGTGATG Antisnese
rs2066462 CT ACCCAGGCGTCCCCTACCCTGggatgGCTCTCAG Sense
GACGTACATCTTCCTCTCGGCGCT Antisnese
rs1994798 CT GTGAGGGCCTGCAGACCTTCCggatgTGCAAATA Sense
TTCTGCCCTCCCGCTCCCAAGAAC Antisnese
rs2066470 CT TTCGAGATGTTCCACCCCGGGggatgCTGGACCC Sense
CTCATCTTCTCCCGGAGTCTCTCA Antisnese
rs1801131 AC AGATGTGGGGGGAGGAGCTGAggatgCAGTGAAG Sense
GTAAAGAACAAAGACTTCAAAGAC Antisnese

A five-nucleotide sequence (ggatg) embedded in the forward primer to introduce a Fokl site in amplicon is indicated by small letters.

These fragments are then analyzed by mass spectrometry
to determine the base identity at the polymorphic site.
Inclusion of primer non-encoded 4 nucleotides in addi-
tion to the polymorphic site within the 13-mer allows
estimation for specific PCR amplification, leading to
improved precision in assay interpretation. From the
observation that reduction of inserted loop length gener-
ally improves assay performance, it is desirable to design
the modified primer so that inserted nucleotides are min-
imized by omitting the redundant sequence if the natural
sequence adjacent to the polymorphic site, either 5'-side
or the 3'-side, already contains a partial sequence for the
restriction endonuclease recognition. The optimal range
in the nucleotide length of 5'-arm and 3'-arm sequence
across the inserted loop in the engineered primer were
found within 16 to 19 and 6 to 8 bases, respectively. Opti-
mal gap for the inserted loop is found to be one base and
Tm of the primer pair is desirable to be higher than 65°C.
Software for designing the engineered primer and Tm-
matched backward primer was developed to integrate the
above mentioned empirical measures [see Additional file
1]. The embedding of sequence recognized by two typellS
restriction enzymes in one primer allows cleavage occurs
on both sides of the polymorphic site, releasing fragments
that falls in the range to be efficiently analyzed via mass
spectrometry without resort to modification of the oppo-
site primer, and universal flexibility in selection of target
SNP sites, independently of flanking sequences.

REMP assay established in this study exploits differences
in the molecular masses of oligonucleotides comprising
the nucleotide variations. The assay is based on amplifica-
tion and mass detection of oligonucleotides excised from
typellS enzyme digestion using MALDI-TOF MS. Enzy-
matic cleavage of the products leads to excision of oligo-
nucleotide fragments representing base variation of the
polymorphic site whose mass was determined by MALDI-
TOF MS. This genotyping assay represents an improve-
ment over previous methods because it relies on the direct
mass determination of PCR products rather than on an

indirect analysis, where a fluorescent or radioactive report
tag is interpreted. Further, both DNA strands can be ana-
lyzed in parallel, and the specific target amplification can
be validated simultaneously with mass analysis, provid-
ing a level of internal confirmation not achievable by
other methods. The use of a typellS restriction enzyme
makes this assay independent of the fortuitous occurrence
of restriction sites, because these enzymes have cleavage
sites distal to their recognition sites. Recognition sites are
incorporated into the amplification primers, and short
fragments that contain the polymorphisms can be gener-
ated for mass spectrometric analysis. The REMP strategy is
simple and straightforward, requiring one restriction
digestion reaction following target amplification in a sin-
gle vessel.

Assay performance and validation

Mass spectra were acquired on a linear MALDI-TOF MS
(Biflex IV; Bruker Daltonics) workstation equipped with a
337 nm nitrogen laser and a nominal ion flight path
length of 1.25 m as previously described with slight mod-
ification [15]. The samples were analyzed in a negative ion
mode by using a total acceleration voltage of 20 kV with
an 18.25-kV extraction voltage, laser attenuation of 55
and delayed extraction of long time delay. Typically, time-
of-flight data from 10 individual laser pulses were
recorded and averaged on a transient digitizer with time
base of 2 ns and delay of 24000 ns, after which the aver-
aged spectra were automatically converted to mass by
accompanying data processing software (Bruker Daltonics
Tof 1.6 m). With such settings, the instrument usually
provides mass accuracy of 40-80 ppm, mass resolving
power of 1500-2000 and sensitivity of 10-50 fmol in the
2-6 kDa mass ranges for oligonucleotides.

192 samples were genotyped for 5 SNPs in MTHFR gene
by RFMP method (Table 2). We successfully called 956
genotypes (99.6%) with an average SNR of 27 for allele-
specific signal to non-allele signal (see Figure 2 for repre-
sentative spectra). Failures were all related with desalting
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Schematic summary of the RFMP genotyping strategy. PCR was done with primers designed to introduce a typellS
restriction endonuclease recognition sequence (Fokl = BstF51; GGATG) 9 bases ahead of the polymorphism site. The enzymatic
cleavage of the products leads to excision of two oligonucleotide fragments (7 mer and |3 mer) containing the variation site,
and then masses of the resulting oligonucleotide fragments were examined by MALDI-TOF MS. Cleavage sites of Fokl and
BstF5l, an isoschizomer for Fokl, are indicated by filled and blank triangles, respectively, and restriction endonuclease recogni-
tion site and primers by shaded bar and shaded arrows, respectively. One-base gap replaced by the artificial sequences and
potential SNP site are denoted by blank space and a bold italic letter, respectively.

step of restriction enzyme reaction mixtures (0.2%) and
spectrum acquisition in MALDI-TOF MS (0.2%). DNA
purification, PCR, and restriction enzyme digestion were
without failures (Table 3). Accuracy was determined
through independent sequencing. Forward and reverse
Sanger sequencing were performed and conservative reads
were made manually with the identity of the forward and
reverse loci blinded at the time of sequence interpretation.
Accuracy of Sanger sequencing was measured by compar-
ing reads for which the sequence of both strands existed.
950 of 960 sequence pairs were identical, for an accuracy
of 98.9%. Thus the 950 agreeing sequencing pairs were
compared to the REMP genotyping set, giving rise to a

concordance rate of 99.8% between both methods (Table
3). The five markers were also genotyped on the identical
set of 192 samples by the Snapshot primer extension
assay. The assay indicated a concordance rate of 99.5%
(945/950) with Sanger sequencing (Table 4). Both the
Snapshot and RFMP methods were found to be accurate,
robust and required little optimization. Compared for
ease of use and throughput considerations, the RFMP
assay required less labor for reaction preparations and
more advantageous in serial throughput capacity than the
Snapshot method (about 8-fold) (Table 4). Time spent on
target amplification and post-PCR reactions (single base
extension or restriction digestion) was similar, serial
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throughput was largely dependent on capillary electro-
phoresis or MS. REMP produced 18,336 read-outs in a day
by automatic data acquisition mode in MS setting while
Snapshot called 2,256 genotypes. In terms of cost-effec-
tiveness, we estimated the direct cost per test (reagents and
consumables) of the REMP assay to be about $2 per indi-
vidual SNP reaction including PCR, restriction digestion,
desalting and the running cost including amortization of
MS platform (Table 4). The capital equipment costs for
the Biflex IV in our laboratory that are estimated to be
$50,000 including annual amortization and maintenance
are similar to that of automatic sequencer with a 96-capil-
lary system. Though the cost of genotyping per reaction is
high dependent on the ability to multiplex reactions and
miniaturization of reaction scale, the REMP assay was esti-
mated to be lower than the Snapshot assay in our hands
since slightly higher amortization of MALDI-TOF MS
compared to automatic sequencer is quickly offset by its
cheaper running cost.

The presence of metal cations produces salt adducts, lead-
ing to reduced resolving power and low sensitivity. Vari-
ous desalting procedures have been established for DNA
analyses by MALDI-TOF MS (18-20). We used C18
reverse phase micro-column chromatography as an effec-
tive and inexpensive means for desalting oligonucleotides
with since it was recyclable by repeated washing with iso-
propanol up to ten times without remarkable loss of effi-
ciency. We have used fructose as matrix additive for less
dependency of the quality of mass spectra on laser power
for better ion abundance without compromising mass
resolving power as previously described [21,22]. Further-
more, chip-based dispensing on hydrophilic anchors or
re-crystallization on matrix-prespotted anchorchip plates
allowed robust and controlled, high-density formation of
small single crystals.

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2164/9/276

Table 3: Performance metrics of RFMP genotyping assay

Measured parameter Result

Reactions? 960
Call rate (%)° 956/960 (99.6)
Failures attributable to
DNA purification
PCR
Restriction digestion
Desalting
MALDI-TOF MS
Average SNRP 27
Repeatability (%)c 575/576 (99.8)
Concordance with Sanger Sequencing (%)¢ 948/950 (99.8)

NN O OO

a, total reactions involved determination of the 5 SNP markers in
MTHEFR gene in 192 subjects.

b, average of the ratio of maximum allele signal to maximum non-
allele signal of the 5 SNP markers.

¢, assessment was based on a new bundle of reactions corresponding
to triplicate analysis of 2 SNPs in 96 samples.

d, the comparison includes 4 reactions that failed in the first
experimental set-up and were repeated for the attributable steps.

Allele frequency determination and haplotype analysis

To test for a relationship between estimated frequencies in
pools and direct counts from individuals, ratios were cal-
culated using the mean peak areas generated from multi-
ple mass spectra and compared to the defined pooling
ratios. For the markers 1s1801133 and rs2066462, we
tested if there was a linear relationship between estimated
and real allele frequencies. By analysis of artificial pools
representing one allele in the frequency range from 0.05
to 0.95 a linear relation of estimated allele frequencies to
the expected ratios was observed with the 13 mer frag-
ment (rs1801133: R2 = 0.984, slope = 1.033, p = 0.755;
152066462: R2 = 0.965, slope = 1.011, p = 0.650). Using
the pooling strategy a minor allele with a frequency as low
as 0.05 in the pool could be accurately detected for both
markers. We have not observed that the significant differ-
ence obtained in dynamic range depends on which spec-

Table 2: Expected masses of oligonucleotides resulting from restriction enzyme cleavage of PCR products for scoring 5 SNPs in

MTHFR gene by RFMP method

SNPs Variation Seuences of restriction fragments? Expected mass (Da)

7 mer 13 mer 7 mer 13 mer

rs1801133 C CGGGAGc ATCGgCTCCCGCA 2226.4 3975.6
T CGGGAGt ATCGaCTCCCGCA 2241.4 3959.6

rs2066462 C TCTCAGc GGGCgCTGAGAGC 2136.4 4120.6
T TCTCAGt GGGCaCTGAGAGC 2151.4 4104.6

rs1994798 C CAAATACc AGATgTATTTGCA 2153.4 4068.6
T CAAATAt AGATaTATTTGCA 21684 4052.6

rs2066470 C GGACCCc GCTCgGGGTCCAG 2146.4 4071.6
T GGACCCt GCTCaGGGTCCAG 2161.4 4055.6

rs1801131 A GTGAAGa ACTTtCTTCACTG 2249.4 3955.6
C GTGAAGc ACTTgCTTCACTG 22254 3980.6

a, the varied bases of the SNP position in oligonucleotide fragments were noted by small letters.
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Table 4: Comparison of RFMP with Snapshot assays for SNP scoring
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Snapshot

RFMP

Assay chemistry
Analyte

Minisequencing
Primer extended product
(single strand-origin)

Assay platfom Automatic sequencer

Accuracy? 99.5%
Throughput/day 2,256
Cost per reaction© US$2.50

Restriction endonuclease digestion
Enzyme-digested amplicon

(both strands-origin)

MALDI-TOF MS

99.7%

18,336

US$2.00

a, Concordance with Sanger sequencing
b, With a 96-capillary system

¢, The estimations include reagents and consumables for PCR and post PCR reactions, and the running cost and amortization of each detection

platform except labor charge.

tral band is chosen for quantitation between 2 restriction
fragments, 7 mer and 13 mer. The 7 mers showed a lower
limit of minor allele detection as low as 5%, and a
dynamic range of 0.05 to 0.95 with R? equal to a mean of
0.912 for both markers. Considering that 13 mer fragment
has 4 additional bases adjacent to the polymorphism orig-
inated from target sequences while the 7 mer has only the
polymorphic base, the result suggest better reflection of
13 mer fragment on real abundance due to the advanced
target specificity.

Allele frequency estimation of five SNPs selected from
public databases was made in pools generated from the
Korean population (192 subjects), and compared with
results from individual genotyping. The minor allele fre-
quency by the annotation standards of dbSNP database
for the particular marker ranged from 0.093 to 0.872 (Fig.
3). The mean of the absolute differences between cor-
rected allele frequency estimates in corresponding pools
and the expected frequencies was 0.014 (range from 0.005
to 0.028). To investigate the influence of the pool size on
the accuracy and reproducibility of the approach we con-
structed three pools of different sizes from previously gen-
otyped individuals. Comparing the corrected pool
estimates allele frequencies deviated from real frequencies
(0.468 for rs1801133) by 0.015, 0.013, and 0.014 in the
pools of sizes 96, 144, and 192, respectively. The standard
deviations for the corrected pool estimates were 0.018,
0.015, and 0.012. The results suggest that accurate allele
frequencies can be determined independently from the
number of individuals in the DNA pools tested. The use of
MALDI-TOF to determine allele frequencies for pooled
samples inevitably lead to limitation in accuracy and sen-
sitivity, considering intrinsic nature of MALDI-TOF meas-
uring relative ion abundance, which is largely influenced
by unequal amplification and/or differential ionization
efficiency relying on genotype sequences [23,24]. At the
current level of precision, the greatest value of the pooling
approach is likely to be its suitability as an initial screen to
rapidly and cost-efficiently identify which SNPs should

undergo individual genotyping within the range of minor
allele frequency higher than 0.05 as well as the quantity of
DNA used overall. The method required 25 reactions (5
SNPs, and 5 PCR replicates) for initial association testing
in contrast to 960 reactions made necessary by individual-
sample genotyping for 192 subjects. A follow-up by indi-
vidual genotyping of selected SNPs showing evidence of
association has two major benefits. First, it allows confir-
mation of the pooled estimates of frequency, and second,
it permits the reconstruction of the haplotype showing
linkage disequilibrium with the disease.

Hyperhomocysteinemia is caused by low intake of folate
and other B vitamins and by genetic factors, including
polymorphisms of genes encoding enzymes involved in
homocysteine remethylation, such as MTHFR, methio-
nine synthase, methionine synthase reductase, and vari-
ants of cystathionine synthase, which catalyzes the
irreversible step of the transsulfuration pathway [25].
SNPs with documented metabolic and biological effects
include MTHFR C677T, which is a strong determinant of
plasma total homocysteine in individuals with impaired
folate status [26]. The polymorphic MTHFR mutations
(C677T and A1298C) have been suggested as a cause of
cardiovascular disease, colorectal neoplasias, neural tube
defects, and pregnancy complications, especially in
homozygotes for C677T, but also in compound heterozy-
gotes for C677T/A1298C [27,28]. The distribution of
677T and 1298C are known to be worldwide, but those
frequencies in different populations vary extensively and
the ethnic impact on the association with the clinical phe-
notypes remains controversial [29].

For analysis of a possible linkage among C677T
(rs1801133), A1298C (rs1801131) and other polymor-
phisms (152066470, 152066462, rs1994798), haplotypes
of the five variations in Korean population (N = 192) were
built by employing a computational method (EM algo-
rithm). The results showed that the population are com-
posed of 8 haplotypes, and haplotype M1 and M2 were
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Figure 2

Representative MALDI-TOF MS spectra in individual samples. Genotyping results for SNPs rs1801133; masses for a
pair of 7 mer and |3 mer for C and T alleles were 2226.4/3975.6 and 2241.4/3959.6, respectivley and rs1801 | 31; masses for a
pair of 7 mer and 13 mer for A and C alleles were 2249.4/3955.6 and 2225.4/3980, respectivley. X- and y- axes represent rela-

tive ion abundance and mass to charge ratio, respectively.

the most prevalent, constituting 71.9% of the samples,
which are 677T (rare allele) or 677C (common allele)
with residual SNPs all common alleles (Table 5). Of inter-
est, there was a strong association between the 677T allele
in exon 4, 31T (common) in intron 6 (1s1994798) and
1298A (common allele) in exon 7. These data suggest that
the MTHFR 677T alteration has occurred once on the 31T-
1298A haplotype (93.7%) as previously described by
Rosenberg et al [27]. It is also noted that 677T allele prefer
common alleles in residual 4 loci as shown in haplotype
M1, M6, and M8 though M6 and M8 have deviations in
11994798 and rs2066462, respectivley, suggesting the
existence of MTHFR 677T alteration on a founder haplo-
type that may have had a selective advantage. The pres-
ence of a high prevalence of the specific haplotypes within
MTHEFR gene suggests compounding effects of the SNPs in
occurrence of complex diseases and might be worth fur-

ther investigation for better predicting power in genotype-
phenotype association studies.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the REMP assay for SNP scoring utilizing
mass difference of oligonucleotides requires the simple
steps of single PCR amplification and restriction enzyme
digestion, and is amenable to high-throughput system.
The assay represents an improvement over previous meth-
ods in reliance on the direct mass determination of PCR
products rather than on an indirect analysis, where a base-
extended or fluorescent report tag is interpreted, both
DNA strands being analyzed in parallel, and the ensured
specific target amplification simultaneously with mass
analysis, providing an additional level of assay precision.
Using RFMP assay, we demonstrated highly reliable geno-
typing of five SNP markers in MTHFR gene, known to be
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associated with hyperhomocysteinemia and cardiovascu-
lar diseases, and also provided the potential for applica-
tion to determination of allele frequencies in DNA pools
as a means of efficiently screening SNPs and prioritizing
them for further study. Therefore, we believe that the sim-
plicity, accuracy and amenability to high-throughput
screening analysis make the RFMP assay suitable for large-
scale genotype association study and a routine genotyping
platform in clinical laboratories.

Methods

SNP markers and primer design

SNPs rs1801133, 152066462, 151994798, 152066470, and
rs1801131 (see Table 1) were selected from the NCBI
dbSNP database [30] and their flanking sequences were
retrieved from the UCSC genome browser [31]. Primers

1.0
O Expected
09 M Observed

B Corrected
08

07

06

05

Allele frequency

04

03

0.1

rs1801133

rs2066462 rs1994798 rs2066470 rs1801131

Figure 3

Allele frequency measurements on pools for differ-
ent polymorphisms. Expected allele frequencies are
obtained by individual genotyping. The frequencies calculated
from pool data were corrected for unequal allelic represen-
tation using at least eight mass spectra of heterozygotes. The
error bars represent the standard deviation.
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were designed using proprietary software (PickCamp
ver9, GeneMatrix) and synthesized by Bioneer Ltd. (Seoul,
Korea). PickCamp software beta-version is available as
Additional file 1 of this article.

PCR amplification

Informed consent was obtained form all subjects and
experimental protocol conformed to the ethical guide-
lines of the 1975 Declaration of Helsinki. 50 ng of the
genomic DNA was used for the PCR reaction. PCR was
performed in 18 pl reaction mixture containing 20 mM
Tris-HCI (pH 8.4), 50 mM KCl, 0.2 mM of each dNTP, 10
pmol of each primer, and 0.4 units of Platinum® Tag DNA
polymerase (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA). The amplification
conditions included initial denaturation at 94°C for 2
min, 10 cycles of denaturation at 94°C for 15 sec, anneal-
ing at 50°C for 15 sec and extension at 72°C for 30 sec,
followed by 35 cycles of denaturation at 94°C for 15 sec,
annealing at 55°C for 15 sec, and extension at 72°C for
30 sec. The respective sequences of forward and reverse
primers used in the PCR for each SNP site are summarized
in Table 1. Sequences underlined in each primer were
engineered to insert new FokI site in amplicon as shown in
Figure 1.

Restriction enzyme digestion, desalting and MALDI-TOF
analysis

Restriction enzyme digestion of PCR products was per-
formed by mixing the PCR reaction mixture with 10 pl of
buffer containing 50 mM potassium acetate, 20 mM Tris-
acetate, 10 mM magnesium acetate, 1 mM dithiothreitol,
and 1 unit of each FokI and BstF5I at 37°C for 15 min. The
resulting digest was purified by vacuum filtration through
a 384-well sample preparation plate containing 5 mg of
polymeric sorbent (Waters, Milford, MA) per well using
Microlab 4200 robotic liquid handler (Hamilton, Reno,
NV). Each well was equilibrated with 90 pl of 1 M triethy-
lammoninumacetate (pH 7.6). Each cleavage reaction
mixture was added to 70 ul of 1 M TEAA, pH 7.6 and
loaded into a well. After rinsing 5 times with 85 pl of 0.1
M TEAA pH 7.0, the plate was reassembled on a vacuum

Table 5: Haplotype frequencies inferred from genotype results of 192 Korean subjects determined by RFMP assay

Haplotype rs2066470 CT rs1801133 CT rs2066462 CT rs1994798 CT rs1801131 AC Counts Frequency (%)
(0.188) (0.468) (0.062) (0.872) (0.093)
M C T C T A 144 0.375
M2 C C C T A 132 0.344
M3 Cc Cc C C C 48 0.125
M4 T Cc T C C 28 0.073
M5 T C T C C 14 0.036
Mé C T C C A 10 0.026
M7 C Cc T C C 4 0.010
M8 C T T T A 4 0.010
Total 384 1.000
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manifold and eluted with 60 pl of 60% aqueous isopropa-
nol into a collection plate, which was placed on a heating
block at 115°C for 90 min. The desalted reaction mixtures
were resuspended with matrix solution containing 50 mg/
ml 3-hydroxy picolinic acid, 0.05 M ammonium citrate, 5
mg/ml of fructose, and 30% acetonitrile, and were spotted
in 3 pl volumes on a polished anchorchip plate (Bruker
Daltonics, Billerica, MA) using Microlab 4200 robotics or
resuspended with distilled water and dotted in 2 pl to pre-
spotted anchorchip plate which had only matrix crystal-
lized in advance. Mass spectra were acquired on a linear
MALDI-TOF MS (Bruker Daltonics Biflex IV) workstation.
Spectra were acquired in a positive ion, delayed extraction
mode. Typically, time-of-flight data from 20 - 50 individ-
ual laser pulses were recorded and averaged on a transient
digitizer, after which the averaged spectra were automati-
cally converted to mass by data processing software
(Bruker Daltonics Genotools version 1.0).

DNA sequencing and Snapshot assay

The RFMP results were compared with the results from
either direct sequencing or the clonal sequencing assay.
When direct sequencing results were not decisive, we
cloned the PCR products into the pCR-Script Amp cloning
vector (Stratagene, La Jolla, CA), for sequence analysis of
each clone. Sequence analysis was performed by ABI
PRISM 310 Genetic Analyzer (Applied Biosystems, New
York, NY). The primers used for Snapshot assay were
designed and the primer extension reactions were carried
out with SnaPshot™ multiplex mix (Applied Biosystems)
according to manufacturer's recommendations. The reac-
tion mixtures were run on ABI3700 (Applied Biosystems)
using POP6 polymer and analyzed by Genescan program.

Determination of allele frequencies in DNA pools

The concentration of the DNAs used to construct pools
was measured using the Picogreen reagents and Kkits
(Molecular Probes, Eugene, OR). The DNAs were diluted
to a final concentration of 8 ng/ul and equal amounts of
DNA were mixed to form the pools. Range pools were
constructed by mixing appropriate volumes of homozy-
gote DNA. The concentrations ranged from 50-50% to
95-5%, with 5% increments. Allele frequencies were cal-
culated using peak areas generated from mass spectra. All
spectra were smoothed by applying a 21-point Savitzky-
Golay filter function (Bruker Daltonics XMASS) to mini-
mize noise errors. Peak areas were estimated using TOF
1.6 m taking into account baseline correction and the
noise level of the spectrum. To evaluate the reproducibil-
ity of the frequency estimates, assays were performed in 5
replicates for each pool and marker. In order to take une-
qual representation of both alleles in the mass spectrum
into account, at least five heterozygotes were genotyped
individually as recommended by Le Hellard et al [24]. The

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2164/9/276

mean of the ratios obtained from the peak areas was used
to correct the final allele frequency estimates [29].

Abbreviations
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polymorphism; SNPs: single nucleotide polymorphisms;
MTHEFR: methylenetetrahydrofolate reductase.

Authors' contributions

Experiments were designed by SPH, WY and S-OK. SPH,
SIJ, SKS and SYH performed the experiments. SPH, WY,
H-BO, SHL, SDL and S-OK analyzed the data. HR con-
tributed software and analysis tools. SPH and S-OK wrote
the paper. All authors read and approved the final manu-
script.

Additional material

Additional file 1

PickCamp ver9. Software for designing engineered primers and calculat-
ing predicted mass values for SNP scoring by REMP assay.

Click here for file
[http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-
2164-9-276-S1.exe]

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the grant (M10640010002-06N4001-00210)
from National R&D program of Ministry of Science and Technology
(MOST) and Korea Science and Engineering Foundation (KOSEF).

References

. Faruqi AF, Hosono S, Driscoll MD, Dean FB, Alsmadi O, Bandaru R,
Kumar G, Grimwade B, Zong Q, Sun Z, Du Y, Kingsmore S, Knott T,
Lasken RS: High-throughput genotyping of single nucleotide
polymorphisms with rolling circle amplification. BMC Genom-
ics 2001, 2:4.

2. Hall )G, Eis PS, Law SM, Reynaldo LP, Prudent JR, Marshall D}, Allawi
HT, Mast AL, Dahlberg JE, Kwiatkowski RW, de Arruda M, Neri BP,
Lyamichev VI: Sensitive detection of DNA polymorphisms by
the serial invasive signal amplification reaction. Proc Natl Acad
Sci USA 2000, 97:8272-8277.

3. Buetow KH, Edmonson M, MacDonald R, Clifford R, Yip P, Kelley J,
Little DP, Strausberg R, Koester H, Cantor CR, Braun A: High-
throughput development and characterization of a genom-
ewide collection of gene-based single nucleotide polymor-
phism markers by chip-based matrix-assisted laser
desorption/ionization time-of-flight mass spectrometry. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 2001, 98:581-584.

4.  Godovac-Zimmermann J, Brown LR: Perspectives for mass spec-
trometry and functional proteomics. Mass Spectrom Rev 2001,
20:1-57.

5. Karas M, Hillenkamp F: Laser desorption ionization of proteins
with molecular masses exceeding 10,000 daltons. Anal Chem
1998, 60:2299-2301.

6.  Murray KK: DNA sequencing by mass spectrometry. | Mass
Spectrom 1996, 31:1203-1215.

7.  Blackstock WP, Weir MP: Proteomics: quantitative and physical
mapping of cellular proteins. Trends Biotechnol 1999, 17:121-127.

Page 9 of 10

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-9-276-S1.exe
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11511324
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11511324
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10890904
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10890904
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11136232
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11136232
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11136232
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11223909
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11223909
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8946729
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10189717
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10189717

BMC Genomics 2008, 9:276

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Pandey A, Mann M: Proteomics to study genes and genomes.
Nature 2000, 405:837-846.

Yates JR: Mass spectrometry; From genomics to proteomics.
Trends Genet 2000, 16:5-8.

Haff LA, Smirnov IP: Single-nucleotide polymorphism identifi-
cation assays using a thermostable DNA polymerase and
delayed extraction MALDI-TOF mass spectrometry. Genome
Res 1997, 7:378-388.

Laken §), Jackson PE, Kinzler KW, Vogelstein B, Strickland PT, Groop-
man |D, Friesen MD: Genotyping by mass spectrometric analy-
sis of short DNA fragments. Nat Biotechnol 1998, 16:1352-1356.
Ross P, Hall L, Smirnov IP, Haff L: High level multiplex genotyp-
ing by MALDI-TOF mass spectrometry. Nat Biotechnol 1998,
16:1347-1351.

Abdi F, Bradbury EM, Doggett N, Chen X: Rapid characterization
of DNA oligomers and genotyping of single nucleotide poly-
morphism using nucleotide-specific mass tags. Nucleic Acids
Res 2001, 29:61.

Wolfe JL, Kawate T, Sarracino DA, Zillmann M, Olson }, Stanton VP
Jr, Verdine GL: A genotyping strategy based on incorporation
and cleavage of chemically modified nucleotides. Proc Natl
Acad Sci USA 2002, 99:11073-11078.

Kim Y], Kim SO, Chung HJ, Jee MS, Kim BG, Kim KM, Yoon JH, Lee
HS, Kim CY, Kim S, Yoo W, Hong SP: Population Genotyping of
Hepatitis C Virus by Matrix-Assisted Laser Desorption/loni-
zation Time-of-Flight Mass Spectrometry Analysis of Short
DNA Fragments. Clin Chem 2005, 51:1123-1131.

Mauger F, Jaunay O, Chamblain V, Reichert F, Bauer K, Gut IG, Gel-
fand DH: SNP genotyping using alkali cleavage of RNA/DNA
chimeras and MALDI time-of-flight mass spectrometry.
Nucleic Acids Res 2006, 34:e18.

Liu YH, Bai J, Zhu Y, Liang X, Siemieniak D, Venta PJ, Lubman DM:
Rapid screening of genetic polymorphisms using buccal cell
DNA with detection by matrix-assisted laser desorption/ion-
ization mass spectrometry. Rapid Commun Mass Spectrom 1995,
9:735-743.

Ragas JA, Simmons TA, Limbach PA: A comparative study on
methods of optimal sample preparation for the analysis of
oligonucleotides by matrix-assisted laser desorption/ioniza-
tion mass spectrometry. Analyst 2000, 125:575-581.

Gilar M, Blenky A, Wang BH: High-throughput biopolymer
desalting by solid-phase extraction prior to mass spectro-
metric analysis. | Chromatogr A 2001, 921:3-13.

Smirnov IP, Hall LR, Ross PL, Haff LA: Application of DNA-bind-
ing polymers for preparation of DNA for analysis by matrix-
assisted laser desorption/ionization mass spectrometry.
Rapid Commun Mass Spectrom 2001, 15:1427-1432.

Little DP, Cornish TJ, O'Donnel M|, Braun A, Cotter R}, Késter H:
MALDI on a chip: analysis of arrays of low-femtomole to sub-
femtomole quantities of synthetic oligonucleotides and
DNA diagnostic products by a piezoelectric pipet. Anal Chem
1997, 69:4540-4546.

Shahgholi M, Garcia BA, Chiu NH, Heaney PJ, Tang K: Sugar addi-
tives for MALDI matrices improve signal allowing the small-
est nucleotide change (A:T) in a DNA sequence to be
resolved. Nucleic Acids Res 2001, 29:e91.

Nelson MR, Marnellos G, Kammerer S, Hoyal CR, Shi MM, Cantor
CR, Braun A: Large-scale validation of single nucleotide poly-
morphisms in gene regions. Genome Res 2004, 14:1664-1668.
Le Hellard S, Ballereau §J, Visscher PM, Torrance HS, Pinson J, Morris
SW, Thomson ML, Semple CA, Muir WJ, Blackwood DH, Porteous
DJ, Evans KL: SNP genotyping on pooled DNAs: comparison of
genotyping technologies and a semi automated method for
data storage and analysis. Nucleic Acids Res 2002, 30:e74.
Ueland PM, Hustad S, Schneede ], Refsum H, Vollset SE: Biological
and clinical implications of the MTHFR C677T polymor-
phism. Trends Pharmacol Sci 2001, 22:195-201.

Weisberg |, Tran P, Christensen B, Sibani S, Rozen R: A second
genetic polymorphism in methylenetetrahydrofolate
reductase (MTHFR) associated with decreased enzyme
activity. Mol Genet Metab 1998, 64:169-172.

Put NM van der, Gabreels F, Stevens EM, Smeitink JA, Trijbels FJ,
Eskes TK, Heuvel LP van den, Blom HJ: A second common muta-
tion in the methylenetetrahydrofolate reductase gene: an
additional risk factor for neural tube defects? Am | Hum Genet
1998, 62:1044-1051.

28.

29.

30.
31

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2164/9/276

Rosenberg N, Murata M, lkeda Y, Opare-Sem O, Zivelin A, Geffen E,
Seligsohn U: The frequent 5,10-methylenetetrahydrofolate
reductase C677T polymorphism is associated with a com-
mon haplotype in whites, Japanese, and Africans. Am | Hum
Genet 2002, 70:758-762.

Hoogendoorn B, Norton N, Kirov G, Williams N, Hamshere ML,
Spurlock G, Austin J, Stephens MK, Buckland PR, Owen MJ, O'Dono-
van MC: Cheap, accurate and rapid allele frequency estima-
tion of single nucleotide polymorphisms by primer extension
and DHPLC in DNA pools. Hum Genet 2000, 107:488-493.
The NCBI dbSNP database [http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/SNP/]
The UCSC genome browser [http://www.genome.ucsc.edu/]

Submit your manuscript here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp

Publish with Bio Med Central and every
scientist can read your work free of charge

"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for

disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."

Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK
Your research papers will be:
« available free of charge to the entire biomedical community
« peer reviewed and published immediately upon acceptance
« cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central

O BioMedcentral

« yours — you keep the copyright

Page 10 of 10

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10866210
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10637622
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9110177
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9110177
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9110177
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9853618
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9853618
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9853617
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9853617
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11125050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11125050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11125050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12169663
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12169663
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15890891
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15890891
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15890891
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16473841
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16473841
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7655068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7655068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7655068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10892014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10892014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10892014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11461010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11461010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11461010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11507755
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11507755
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11574693
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11574693
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11574693
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15289484
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15289484
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12140336
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12140336
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12140336
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11282420
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11282420
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11282420
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9719624
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9719624
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9719624
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9545395
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9545395
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9545395
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11781870
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11781870
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11781870
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11140947
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11140947
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11140947
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/SNP/
http://www.genome.ucsc.edu/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
http://www.biomedcentral.com/

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Results and Discussion
	RFMP strategy for SNP scoring
	Assay performance and validation
	Allele frequency determination and haplotype analysis

	Conclusion
	Methods
	SNP markers and primer design
	PCR amplification
	Restriction enzyme digestion, desalting and MALDI-TOF analysis
	DNA sequencing and Snapshot assay
	Determination of allele frequencies in DNA pools

	Abbreviations
	Authors' contributions
	Additional material
	Acknowledgements
	References

