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Rearch on RAPD Reaction System of Euptelea pleiosperma Hook. f. &Thoms

TIAN Shilin, LI Li
(College of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences Istitute of Huanghuai Henan 463000, China)

Abstract;: RAPD technology was first employed to study the rare and endangered plant Euptelea pleiosperma Hook. f.
&Thoms.In this experiment, modified CTAB methods were used to extract DNA from the leaves of Euptelea pleiosperma
Hook.f. &homs to optimize RAPD reaction system. An efficient and stable RAPD reaction system was established through

the investment of factors of: template DNA, Mg”", dNTPs Tag DNA polymerase and primers which will influence the re-
sults of RAPD. The results showed that the optimized RAPD reaction conditions were 10ng template DNA, 2.0 mmol/ L.
MgH, 2.2mmol/ L ANT Ps, lunit Taq polymerase and 2.5*mol/ Lol/ L primer in a total of 2541 reaction mixture.
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