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Comparison Study on Effects of Different Methods Extracted
from Cynanchum komanovii Al. Genomic DNA

BEI Zhan-lin,ZHANG Xin,DU Jin, LUO Lu-jun
(College of Biological Science and Engineering, North Nationality University, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750021)

Abstract: Leaves,stems and roots of Cynanchum komarovii Al. were used as test material, using a modified CTAB [
method, CTAB ]I method and SDS method to compared and analyzed the extraction effect of genomic DNA of
Cynanchum komarovii Al. The results showed that, by the method of CTAB]Jall could extraction higher concentration
of DNA, electrophoretic bands with complete and clear; CTABI although the three parts could was made from DNA,
bands was bright, but there were obvious smearing; SDS in the leaves to make DNA, but stems and roots of the DNA
content of the proposed small electrophoretic bands was dark; three methods mentioned in the amplification of DNA
the RAPD results with CTAB] was the best, CTABI] was the second,and SDS method was the worst; to different
parts of Cynanchum komarovii Al. average purity, concentration and yield of DNA extracted from leaves was the
highest, RAPD amplification was the best, followed by stem and root minimum. CTAB] was efficient DNA extraction
methods of Cynanchum komarovii Al. ,to different parts of Cynanchum komarovii Al. ,the yield of DNA extracted
from leaves was highest,amplified the best,that was easier to obtain high-quality leaf DNA.
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