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SIDRSBERA DNA KRR AN

]

&

(EAKERFERER H KR 133400)

B E:ARAL&AAMH, 25 KA %R CTAB k.4 R SDS 5% .SDS—CTAB #= & i &
PH {37 S % K 48 DNA 47 T I, #RA%W . RAAR CTAB S ARKEH LXK 4 DNA
AL P AR RIT B8 SDS 3R 4h X B 48 DNA * £ 5 & 42 5 B 41K, ¥ 4% pH 1%

R foth B 3 KK,
X017 3L, DNA BT

REASFHE S661.2 XMRIRINEG:A THEMES:1001—0009(2007)04—0203—03

R FH BB (Rosaceae) 3L B (Pyrus. LYY, B
ERH RAURMRE PO Z—, B A BUR R
HEE EFRAGADHN AR K TFRMFTERNS R
EA T EEAKTFRMARRKLE. WM 20t 50 E£RF
B REEEH#T TBAE ARE BHFEURFR I
BHEHR. BERMNARSH R, FEFSHMY
MYERIRE FITE BB % R AT, XA RS a0 &
THRTHRAMMEES, A RAPD® AFLP,SSR %4}
FACBAR KR BIS M EE PG, hERERBR P
EEAFTHRE.

HERUEEARAMIIRAGREASENEEAAR
DNA BRI B3, AW HR A AR BRMERNB R
B DNAIHABERLHRBAFHYKE. B
FROGHEZ HTEANESHARKYEZ O OE
#5775 DNA R RS B X Sy R 8 B % DNA, TR
DNA 3R EH, B DNA RBUEEE KRN, i,
FRRNMER A EEA S DNA BBy RN
FAXFHRICEREREERHH—ITEEAKR. #
AR ARt 8 R CTAB 3.3 R SDS ¥,
SDS—CTAB MR pH Ek MF AR RBEES
B DNA By F 1T T BB, UMM%ES TR
DNA RBERBUNE MRS FEYEMRANBE,
1 #e5H*

L1 fHe :

SRR R AR M 3R B R R L & Bk X3
RERTS SRR EH/NEK ERYEAKEK,
AL 8N R MRRGETH 1.2,3,4.5.6.7.8,RH

W8 B :2007—01—27

TR LB ER R BT RAR EBE R A LR .
1.2 FEEANSNH

#3A) : 2mol/ L. Tris — HC1 (pHS8. 0), 0. 5mol/L. ED-
TA (pHS8. 0), 5mol/L NaCl,2% CTAB & B2 ¥ ¥, TE
(10mmol/L),20%SDS B ¥, MWIMNEH 2Xp—HEZ
BE AT RRME . Z B (70%.95%) .PVP . & . RN M,
ZRH . ZBE R Z 8 HUIRME  Rnase %, LA _E XA
M B4R AFAILRAAT.

{48 . HERMLE2383 & £ 3 {5 I8 % .0 $1, Hitachi
U—3010 K407 R4 66 B+, GDS—8000 BB AL AR R
%, BMRRKE(—86°C),MEH JKBH .DYY— R
AR EFh R R KB O .

1.3 FEEHA DNA #RR

MR CTAB . 2 Y EFANBRRIES &R
SDS % : S RLTMFANRB I 1 SDS—CTAB ##
B SR/NBEANRBTE® WM pH HK.,
BSRERFHARBTES,

1.4 REA DNA KW

L4.1 RIMPICCERME  REE ODuo/ ODu, 8 HAH
9 DNA R EE C. 23 Clng/pl) = 0Dy, X
50 X M BRAT L AR Y=0Ds, X1 000/ HE R (92
AR, I3 BA G R RA spssll. 5 44+ Dunca
BRRHTERBEEIT.

1L4.2 BIEMEBERE B PkA B B SuIDNA # &, LA
0.5XTBE fEHL 3k B M, ZEA A 0. Spg/mL MILZ &
B90. 7% BUIR MR B B - B 3k 30min, {5 K 60V, I TR M
DNA i k.

2 HRE5SW

2.1 ARRBAEXTRLHEESA DNA RESRY
EW
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RAMR CTAB k25 DNA ) 8 1 FL AR 7E R
SNBTMBEE, RANRHGFHER, KHRRE
KRBAGB BT XRA T, RRABCRYIRE, DNA
HBEMSE, LPAECREWE. TEFZBARE D,
R AR SDS iR M DNA #) 8 MM A F7ERRE M
PR SHHEET, R, RAIZRF P R EW RN
ORERE N A QTR R E, 42 RMBRT
%, DNA a8, TE 7 RA L EMH. RA SDS—

CTAB 3428 DNA f 8 MG FER BB i+ M 30
W8T XA AR B R RO RBUSTE B EH
HEATRAER T BRFBEAR VIR, DNA MBRARK,
TE R 5% . RARILM pH HILRK DNA 8 8 1R
FhEERBUR M T WS HEBE ARG, RN L RIF P
B HHRECE RN HATRRARE,. 4%
RAF-RYLFE, TE REHE,DNA FIEARIE.

®1

MR CTAB &i2EU5 DNA Z @b RAMER

R 2%CTAB A4 KiimRE RN TR DNA MBI TE
RN AT 2 EARRHA R 2 {2 -
XA wahiir -} EAKRK ’R it -3 4

%17 M -1 EARRX R (=] -1
K¥s® o B EARRR BR R H HH =14
MEK mahiig b=} EAREXK R e -}
LR T30 5% FEaRRX 33 i &
K&K WA B BAKEX R’iR A -3, 4
ek WEIHET S EARRR . R ER -1
®"2 AN 7 kX3 DNA R LB KN
A ODasosas0 (/o
bt CTAB &R SDS SDS—CTAB W% pH # R’ CTAB H R SDS SDS—CTAB &k pH
YRR 177 130 1.61 112 326. 80b 440, 60a 258. 20¢ 85.90d
XN 1.85 142 1.23 1.62 300. 10c 410, 10a 314, 50b 108, 20d
ey 1.83 1. 40 1.16 1.09 312.70b 435, 508 311. 40c 110. 30d
RKT58 1.80 1.69 1.52 1.75 330.90b 426. 40a 306. 00c 121, 40d
INEK 1.76 .37 1.58 L1 302. 20¢ 399. 30a 306. 30b 98. 60d
RN 1.70 1.62 1.59 1.08 344, 20b 406, 90a 274, 60c 102. 40d
KEK 1.57 1.58 1.57 1.38 298. 10¢ 411,70a 315. 50b 95. 90d
FiR2 4 1.73 1.74 1.50 1.23 318. 50¢ 432,008 326. 30b 96. 80d

2.2 ZHE4 DNA B#

2.2.1 ROGIERRE hk2oa, NRFEST
DRBAERSA S DNA, BRI %LEH RN,
0OD260/0D280 3% T 1. 3, Yt B FF #R BR i) DNA B A&
HERAMBANGR,BEF —EWERN RNA &K,
2B RNA X PCR {4 RHF LR EX M. RAY
R CTAB %R EU &M # 2 E 45 DNA # OD260/
OD280 LR E FHR M. EXHNEHMAL DNAK
0OD260/0D280 ¥k 1. 85, 47 AT REE 2 B CTAB
EPHEGA T EOERATHER, B 5K RHR
B, A48 ERXEM DNA, B5M, BRI A CTAB 3@
R EEABMTIREHE. 2HFLEBEEST RAK
R SDS BRI & AL FF DNA =R ¥%R BER TR
s, ERNEFA S DNA B=RE X% 440. 6,247
JREE AT AER DNA g B Z Wb R P it T k.
DNAF=RB IR SH 2R BE L HE,
HAPRBEERN . BRVERERBEELTHMH,
ARG EAE X, SDS—CTAB 3k DNA kB R
W RS pH R BUR B E,

2.2.2 GURMESERHBKEN ME1ITTUES AN
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HATEEAM R CTAB %8 Bl £ %0, TR
b =FpJ5 ikt ABHK7S DNA, HE R M R L
. RAKR CTAB AT & DNA fRER, L
HBHMRAR DNA BB FH—RER, WHRHY
HEIRIMA) DNA ST AT R SDS (AR IKA) & DNA
MELUASURETL B H R X T BB 5 Bk 4R X A9 DNA 2%
FEERAX, ARREH, £S5 DNA R HMNEE R
AR5 5y iM%, SDS—CTAB BFE7E R RAYRER
Bt,DNA (3K R AR, KL pH HEESRANTE
W m g AEE.

3 HREL

3.1 BARREBRTEMRGEFHEFA DNA RERER
HRmRER T, RAK R CTAB 42 DNA &) 8 4
ROMERBEMBHREF  RANRGF 2B
B RRBEERRENEQIURARA T, KA
BERULTEDNA B BASE, LPAFCRFYRH, TE
g% LW BB SDS B, B pH BBUR R .

3.2 HRIMPEETRBERT A, RAR R CTAB
TR A SR FREEAL DNA ) OD260/0D280 ¥
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« EWBER .

B FHMTE 2 BEHIT 047, RAKR SDS & #
& 35 F DNA =83 B3R FH AT .

3.3 HIBURRESER R KR MR TR, RAYR CTAB
TR & DNA Fi B8R, R IUE DNA se8 3

I R B SDS 8 SDS—CTAB B 7E7E K A RER
A B DNA HIgR18 B AR R s B 201K pH EEE ™ RIS
BT EISAEE.

3.4 MR CTAB MBI AN AE RH PVP 1 3— it

SDS—CTAB %

iR ME pH Mk

B1 EHAERRAA DNA BXEl

EZHTBRBRALEYNEAL FEBEARNE
AL FRBURF A CTAB 2R 400, [ & L AE A A UL
ELHE. MR SDS BB RBARM DNA, HEMF
B BT LATEGE R PR B 2>, U DNA S BEER R B
B A RAMR SDS i, HRBRERN, N FREY
FEFNHFAHEERMAES DNA WRBCR %6 CTAB 3%
EH.
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Comparison of Different Genomic DNA Extraction Methods Among Part of Pears

SHI Rui
(Horticulture Department, Yanbian Aqricultural University,Lonjing,JiLin 133400)

Abstract; Different varieties of pears were used to extract genomic DNA of pears by using improved CTAB , improved
SDS ,SDS-CTAB, high salt—low pH in this experiment, The results showed that improved CTAB method was superior
to other methods and the purity reached to the highest; the yield reached to the highest by using SDS method, but the
purity was lower; the yield and purity was the lowest by using high salt-low pH method.
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