LA E Z 201019 140~ 142

RAPD

£ WK

(

= F LB S EE KM

75002D

I AL A 41 DNA A AR, AT RAPD ROEARZR #HATHAUL 5 & mAE R BARR .
SR E Y, B 25 UL P Mg (2.5 mM) A2 4 DNA (25 ng). 314K & (0. 6 M ). NTPs
0.25 mM)#= Tag DNA 3 &85 (2.0 UDB, PCR 47 3820 R sAF5HAk IRIFEF MY 4142 DNA 4540

g,
; s RAPD
:$567.1 9 A : 1001—0009(2010) 19—0140—03
, 1
. 0.5~1m, 2m 1.1
, « 1 2 , 770 °C
RAPD , 1.2
, . CTAB DNA,
. DNA RAPD ;
RAPD Mg> DNA. Mg DNA. .NTPs  Tag DNA
dNTPs  Tag DNA . ’
RAPD , RAPD C D
1 RAPD
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Mg2t/ mM 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 5.0 6.0
DNA/ ng 6.0 8.0 10 12 15 20 25 30 35 40 50 60
/UM 0.05 0.10 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00
dANTPs/ mM 0.02 0.06 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 1.00
Taq /U 0.5 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 5.0 6.0
2 ; 3.0~6.0mM(  8~12) ,
2.1 Mg RAPD Mg . .
Mg RAPD Tag DNA ;Mg 2.5 mM(
. 1 . Mg 0.6~1.0mM 7) RAPD
(  1-3) ,PCR ; 2.2 DNA RAPD
2+
, Mg Tag DNA 2, DN A 6 ~60 ng ( 1~
; 1.2~2.5mM ( 4~7) , 12) s DNA
6~20ng(  1~6) , RAPD
A (1957, B 7 HF FA #d% A F A 4 ; 25ngC D,
Mg R THE. ; 30~60 ng(  8~12) .
. RBEU983), B, FHE MA, EiEHE AL TQA ; DNA
ST AS%. Email 15490634 @qq. com. 25 ng ( 7, RAPD

:2010—06— 12

140



b7 & 7 2010 19): 140 ~ 142

2.3 RAPD
RAPD :
: RAPD
. 3, 0.05 ~ 0. 60 M (
1~5
0.8~6.0M(  6~12) ,
0.6MMC 5
2.4 dNTPs RAPD
dNTPs :
ANTPs Tag DNA Mg,
Mg . Tag DNA
: : PCR
e 4 ., dNTPs 0.2 mM
«C D, ; 0.06 ~0. 25 mM
2~6) , :
0.25mM(C  6) . ; 0.3~
LOmM C  7~12) :
: LomMC 1)

; . dNTPs 0.25 mM ( 6)
RAPD
2.5 Tag DNA RAPD
5 , Tug DNA 0.5~6.0 U
« 1~-12 , , . Twg
DNA 0.5~1.5 U( 2~5) .,
; 2.0 UC 6 .
; 2.5~5.0UC 7~1D ,
s ; 5.0~6.0
( 12) . .
, Tag DNA 2.0 U( 6)
RAPD
2.6
PCR
. 20.25.30.35.40.45.50 .
32.34.36.38.40.42.44.46.48.50 C, .
40 36T .
. , RAPD-PCR
(94°0)3 min; HO0 s 360
1 min; (72°0O)1 min; 40 ; 72°O)10 min;
@"O)10 min,

1 Mg RAPD 2 DNA

RAPD 3 RAPD

5 Tag DNA
RAPD
.3.5 M  Marker DL 5000,

4 dNTPs RAPD

RAPD

25 1L, Mg 2.5 mM). (25 ng).
ANTPs(0.25 mM)  Tag DNA

40 . 36 C, 6

(0.2 #M).
(2.0 U,
( 1~18

RAPD ,

2.4.6 M Marker DL 1000,

DNA . DNA

[3]

DNA . Tag DNA

, Tag DNA

., Tag DNA
:Mg" Tag DNA .

141



JbF A T 201019 142~ 144

FHEME ERAN, E

1. .

252059; 2.

B, Tk 4, 5w

s 225009)

I ADAE K2R BB R R et SR A SRR, BT R3S AL 33 A

A A F 09 %R

SR A FER FA RABREAIZIHRAA WPM 32354, pH 6.0; miEE F

¥ AEA WPMHNAA 0.1 mg/ L+KT 2.5 mg/ I, 4230 o/ I; RIBEAAMRIESRANRN WPMHNAA

0.2 mg/ L+1IBA 0.3 mg/ L, &#% 15 ¢/ L,

3 ’
H ’ ’

: S 662.1 :A

’ s 2006
9 [1 . 3 9

: $ 15 (1985), Jo LR BAA, ik, R T
7% KR A 5F Y. Email: gdwwguo @126, com.
s TH AU95T), B, At %, LT @A B LA
FBH K. Ermail: wegq @leu. edu. en.
bR A R R A AR S0 S L R AR
AKX B B (2009GG 100090315 P 3k 5 & S A5 & 230 8 A

: 1001—0009(2010)19—0142—03

El (X071006).
:2010—06— 10
RAPD : 10 bp.
35 ~45 OQ Williams [4 40 C [T McClendon T. Nitrogen and phosphorus effects on secondary succession
RAPD d;namic on a semiarid sagebrush site [ J] . Ecology, 191, 72(6):2016-2024.
[ ) ER T. [M].
+dNTPs 5, : 198
’ PCR [3 , : . RAPD  [1].
RAPD »2000, 27(3): 171-176

[4 . . s [N
,2007(2): 3839.

The Optimization of RAPD Reaction System in Lycium barbarum L.

REN Xian, ZHANG Lei, LUO Catjies MA Yanr tao, ZHANG Peng
(College of Life Science and Engineering, The North University for Ethnics Yinchuan Ningxia 750021)

Abstract; Taking the genomic DNA of Lycium barbarum L. as template, we optimized and establish the best RAPD
reaction system of Lycium barbarum L. The result showed that in the system of 25 "L, amplification, the best result of

RAPD amplification and clear DNA fingerprinting, concluding the reaction condition of 2. 5 mmol/L MgH, 25 ng
template DNA, 0.6 *M primer; 0.25 mmol/L dNTPs and 2 U Tag DNA polymeras.
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