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Uncertainty of Ames Test
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Abstract Ames test was widely used to detect and predict the mutagenicity of chemicals, but it had many uncertain factors.
In this article, some factors leading to uncertainty of the Ames test were revealed, such as the test strains, time to count the

number of revertant colonies, two-fold rule calculating the possibility of mutagenicity and quantity of histidine in the tested ma-

terials. The potential factors resulting in false negative and false positive were investigated. Fig 6, Tab 1, Ref 19
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BB ERIFNTT R R B BT TS 45 A — e 41 FisHiE.

1 R IRl R J7 ik
L1 ##

R PR FEE RN Ames TR E R Salmonella typhimurium
TA100 (hisGA6, rfa, bio, AuvrB, pKM101) , By Ll <48 S5 50% T b7
E RO IE%. DNA WA ABI 3700, Bt A 251 T Hy Fa
B PRA T FRAGRAEES HRE mL 71 g4£2%
1.2 Fi&

1.2.1 TAI00 BIEF hisGA6 {u R 3 1E . il FF B Fr 51 bk %

& GenBank 1 TA100 Ky 45 75135 #7951 TA100 /Y
hisGA6 {1 /5, PCR P16 7=k 425 bp, hisG46 (i AL T 56 200
bp 27, PCR #3474 F ABI 3700 I % {33 J5 , LA DNA-
MAN S L3 12 ¥ 7 51 5 TA100 A AL R DNA K- W7/ 1) 6]
HIZ 5.

1.2.2  Ames JiRA& M h AR B REE B 0.1 mL F 37
C . 200 v/min IR IFFRHY TAL00 TEIIRA & H25H MM FAR
(SERBHAR) FIAE PR MM PR, R 855
F 37 CARIRAMIEST 48 h FHAT R, Seit & 25 FAR AR
BEPAR B R His ™ B2 FHUEH.
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B EREHE . DNA SRR 2 G AR BB T 5 B R A HY
B YEE T, WA eI B Rt
PR T — AN E R R T AN BERA R MR Y BUER E
HIC AR 2T Ames BRI, AR 45 RADER R I A A4,
BARWAE R Y RO R AR, R 2 — 1 T H AR
BA GG ERAT LUSIE R BA SR . X0~ LA
AR RS 0K T SR R X 9 LA B B A AR T B
T7IETCER 2 1 AU B SR BRI B A PR R IR

Ames S5 NI i RACHE I AR Ak LA RE AR MRS ) B 25
MBRRAEY) , SRR T — 7T TG & Fh 2R U R AR Wi
BB AT RERY , T 2 R A T AR I B IR BR A B SUR
RHIEIN T ME R B R T4
2.2 ERREEZARE(TAL0 HFI5HEA)

Tt Ames UK H7H B RABTE hisGA6 O m REH LR,
TA100 7 RE A& AR [ B T AN JRSR Y. T BCRZE Y FE DNA B
YERALRAULIRT hisG46 i i, B BEVE R T H B LA, BT LA
Ames XA HERREZ 717 4 BA REPLTE, BURZEWHIE
SRAR ROV 3 553 FE 1 5 HE LS 3R L SR Y, SRR RN RE B
HERH E BURE Y BURZERE S .

2.3 ERBERE

Ames U H I E R TAL00 46 B8 5 BOREE B R B2
ALY, K hisGA6 L 577 4 RAE (—GAG———GG6—) 5
TA100 fEFAER (JE AR BREEED) R MARRBKBE, R
ARJE 9 TAL00 & A R Bki% & I R 0 JR 5w 2 (3 4 2R ok G
&) BRIk R A 5 B A R R AL AT RER (). p 2 R Gk
R Bl B 2 AR N R B, BRI B LU T LR 1) CCC—
ACC, 2) CCC—TCC, 3) CCC—GCC, 4) CCC—CTC, 5) CCC
—CAC, 6) tRNA 7K bR AR A8, in A 1 B,

Val Val Asp |Leu|Gly lle lle

Wild type
GTG GTG GAT [CTC| GGT ATT ATC

Spont i TTransition

his G46 CCC
Pro

Transversions
" CCT

bp G196

TCC GCC||ACC||CAC CCC CCA ¢ Pro
Ser Ala ||Thr_[|His 5 ccG
uppressor CGC Arg

A/T—» C/G

Transversion

Bl hisGAG fir pi B BRI 2 12 N A
Fig.1 Types of base substitution at hisG46 locus and
genotypes of revertants
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P, Xt Ames R -G A K vh 28BS 15 7 Al o KLY

[ 57~ hisGAS (i S I P& R o Bl 3% 1.
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Table 1

Percent of types of reversion at hisG46 locus under

different environmental conditions

[8] 52 FJ57Y Types of reverant TCC CTC ACC CAC GCC CCC
BRM NaN, 9.1 18.2 23.6 47.3 1.8 0
H,0 4.1 12.3 30.1 53.4 0 0
A Eucommia ulmoides 9.5 4.8 19.0 66.7 0 0
W& Scutellaria baicalensis 10.9 12.7 27.3 49.1 0 0
SR Ginglo biloba 10.8 10.8 38.5 40.0 O 0

MBS RE, TAL00 ]2 7 FHE R 2 5 #ig F OUAE ]
BpRER B s 7 R AL [ 71 B2 T DNA F7 31 (hisG46
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| 2 7R R R 5 R 2 B ERER -3 HREFEE L
ZE7AE Y TA100 B b E Bk X 26 o] 43 7 IF i R R B e s
YERIRHERT A E RS — RIVE A E.

2.4 EFMESEEFH

TEARUE Ames PP , IBIE] B2 B8 B 48T 2 740
i 48 h. M2 FREE BN RERTEH KA 2R E
IR — A& Bl CFU ( Colony forming units ) T 3487 , (E4E
—MNRESR BN ME R, B R RN ZEBARE
Ptk W] 181 52 F e 98 A H B /N IFAN T2 [R] — ok 18] S BT 2
BEI R AEAL I (B 2) . ATEMEE R, Ames WK H7ET] I
IR A B AT R B VR, X LU V8 PT RE R ol 5 7 B0
T AR 32 35 7 2% A B [E) 1 B B AR BURZS B S A T IR A TR LA
MR AT LB TR 9% , AT DL TR VR S S 7% 203 LIS 3 & 4.l T B
— B REEaHE d > 1 mm FETE, RTHMEERITES .
[FETE Ames MK RN TIREWARR, WX EtkES b
AREMRYVBCRE , X AT REWS R F3E B vk 28 g Rl | 3% B
PEFRAB T R 18] 52 755 B B8 15 77 A 1] B0 S A 2 3 4
Z. B, CFU ZR5Fwad ] 0 R, AN HAE 48 h (BB
f]) AR HAFBEER. XM, 7 Ames MIXP ST EIE T
B H S AR, SEPR_ ERUBCA T — A A B R B, T
RET HIEA KRN
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WRRFEE . (B T B K R AR R (TAI8) Rk 5 ™
ABPEPESTR s X F B A& B2 2R 5 BB B (TA100, TA102) 5k
VG A I AR R 3 T M AR 56 B8 R A 2 A4 o
FHABGEH M B B A8 AR P B R
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B2 RIFHEFER Z0(30 b 36 h. 48 h. 54 h) AR | M 0L
Fig.2 Colonies on plates at different incubation times (30 h, 36 h, 48 h, 54 h)
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Fig.3 Colony and micro-colonies around
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Fig.4 Dispersed micro-colonies
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. PRI , 4R v A S P M A B R AR B (B —
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W
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B2 Mg didE i, e s s E YR, B
BB B AR AR R B E R SR
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R Y TE AR R R R T, W BRI
FERAKETHIIMNKREE, Ames A4 53 900 3% BH M ; 78 40 g
JEE 13876 HE R R EE X DNA (578 B4, HME Rk i
A RE SR T AR B, Ames WSS SRR AT M. B,
IS s Yy i) M AN B SR A B B R R W B R RE I A B
VI LA P R SR A & , DL [B] & F 40/ nmol " SE48 IR BUR A
PSRRI RAE K.
2.7  Ames JUiXHT S HI BRI RBRTE
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Fig.6 Mutagenic effect of some herbal medicines

B 6 Bn, ERHE Ames M4, B Z8K M4
RIS [F1 2 T30 E KT BT AL 2 45, W BH R R

BT EE FHHESEREPARR S RIEARE, UM T
BRI R AN P CERC. =R IER) . B
T EAERNE(HFESNEEE) TREASE RN ERE
OO RATAEERONE TP AER S &, N
A SPSSI12. 0 Xt TN S & 2 5 E 2 % EE #17
AESEPEAN 4047 , 25 5 BoR , RE0 41 R 2 F 50N 3 n 2 22
RHTERCHEAARRMNE, THA BRI
N FIRE IR R S , P2 =8 R R B
RSB TN

FERRUERY Ames TR , B R R4 A B ot I 8 8 o
K 7=a A R A FEH W, LRI 5 B et HE A A B
BRI ZERBORR , RAETEX RT3 TR BA A E L. R
T b3 o 25 BB R AR S RIS vl AE P 2 e 25
XA A K IR AR Re A 2 FEA , d AR BSON S BM M
AR EERBEBRE— AR E AR, I
AR AR A K B R RN SR W B R A S —A S R
Ze it AR , b AR RS 0 5 B R R A P R A R A 2 IR
BOEAHAF A, BAPET B8 5L Fr b B= o] Lt

RY A Ames WS B 52 2 0 SR A BSR4, (Rl A
G A R R R R PR R (a1, BT R R 3 F R
—EEBAIY T HE B BRE F AR Ames MR
R MY AE TSI RN Ames WX MRE ] s = —7EB
PEXT R A S b 45 B R A E IR, 5 B4 L PR IR
HRIAH PR RS B A Y S AR Ames M. X 3
Fpr RRE LR T AR M, HLFR WAL T 5
T, SR AN HEH.
2.8 {REAERMBIAEEICHZMER

Ames S ARG T B 1/ 300 FFBURY) , 4558 B8 90%

EAEUEYIN Ames MHRLE BB H R YIRE
BUBME S VA A M AR . Ames JUELRE I T
YFEREEABURY:. HR B 10% KB YTE Ames I
B R BN A BN, B Ames IR EAER B RS .
7E 108 FhAEBUR Y & 14 F(13% ) 19 Ames P55 R 9 BA M,
XA T Ames MR/ PSS 7 (A R7E 1R 300
KAEEYR “BOBHE" 2Rk AR M ERS R,
KRERRZEET AR B 4K F-Hl DNA K 3 “in vitro”
MRS R, EMNSHEREUBZRMBE R X R ZHYE RN,
AR LY TR BOE HE 5 EAIA R TS THERT /34T

bR Ames MRS IS B S A ST HE LS AR AT 4L T 9 2 £%
FRIESERE 1, 300 2R BRI 100 LR EAETURYI A E DR
BTGt A NS R, MGk A Gty
PR R AT RE F ML A AR VS AR AE , TR U S 0 B A R
WG R LA S RRXR T A, U E=FE
JR R AR SR A R BOR 5 R AR M ) E F BUE BLRA
AR BAYE R S5 6. B Ames WK IR 25 SR HE BT B R 28 ) B
TR EREFE AN Bl REXEME R Z AL

Ames U138 A IS A P M1 PR e ) 25 90 8 4 i Of 7 TR .
X FEE AR YT, Ames WKL R BB AL TME R
AR ik — R, O R AR . Ames T
BN BBE MR 4 B, ELBOR AR M BOR M S g T WA T
Xk, HXASRERT KENAT .

Ames WA —EFNE T TR BBRAE RAEET,
U4 T A ABS 2 Ames UK (B BA MR AE FRAEZS B M E .
2.8.1 MEAELEEHEER (1) Ames il 30 & B W 52
REEFRAMARYE, TR, (2) WRNYNESIRE: A-
mes JUAER R FEGAC TP AS % 8 ik 7= 2k Bk VR B AT I
ARSI ) A B 2R 2R MV 7R 52 ) B A B AR 5 R AR Y
FAIAE S A AE AR S A RBAS It St , B g A 4 O B 28 AR 3K
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RIS BT B R A A X A O A . sy ko
BHRA TR A FENE, F Ames MUY B BOSRAL PR X BEFE
BB BEK P T #EAT , 1X HL (15 BRI AR P IR 0 SR A vk BE AR
%, HAF RN AT BB R B/ R, Ames IS5 5N [AYE: , 75
BB T BREATER AR (3) Bl BB ZE v BUR Y
DA 2R A R Ay B BOR PR A e 15 S R 48, TT Ames
R REA YRR . BUB YR YRR A A R0
WM RN TBG A B ER & A IR LR R
GREREERENEREG AR, (4) BUBSBERZEN
il Z R EBUR R T RE &2 TBORZE ML, REEM =4
JIRT DNA 531 B0 A% T SR AE B ™ 28 H AR T Ui, — 283
R @S R R R A RSN B A
DNA P3| SEEAERY 7= 4. 3 T HLRYI R, Ames ML R
BRI , T k4 Sl S50 A0 25 R U Ay B4
2.8.2 ®mRPELEEHER BN SRR
AR A SEM LSS (1) XPMHER AR
LB R R Z S A RN, A S & PR g
A= Wt 2R PR AR 8 15 1 T S BE B 16 3l 8 TS AL, £ A-
mes JTRZE R0 P BURMANNALE ROV . (2) JREE
Yrania (RAnf AR Y)) 32 R R R AR A, e R DAGE
B E AR LATEE s T B A 4 (ORI 0 2 M S ) O3 — =X
B ML AP R R A R SR 3% A S i A A A
SICT M ARE R YRR A PR, Z3R5E P A BRI
TEMT, TA100 F]REML & R AERAE, Ames MASRIL Y FAYE ; 5
iR M ] RE R AR R REAFH WY, HX
B2 0 AT BE B0 A W) R GE R — LE R DL A MR T AR T, 2130
YRt A 2RI BB KRS , ik s EURE st R 2
NBE. AR E R (S EAER) Btk

Ames Ui H AR — P HREA B N ECR AV K 4 V)27 4
HAe , DN AR AR A 3t TR0 B0 ) (REFE S8R I 90% BB
W) m7EE BRI Z AR B B i PR R T %
TAE R R, 3 2 BB P AR R B A AR A 5 2R AT e
T Ames MK FEAEERAHE RN R R, EERRET
—FTE AN Ames JUHE — BRI A AR (ELI A2 18 BE YA Py K
Trik NERIIAERE, Ames TTkEILEHMY B F R
BRA YRR B R HEOR R . UL T AP
AR A RO A AT R X B R R BB AR A DNA KF B
BEA RS AN B H BT R E S HERBUENBER KRR,
X BRIE R R E AL, B A SO E TS
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