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/INF# SRAP-PCR & Mk Z I & 5T

ESE N

R, F 8 HK

(LT FE MR IR, T YR 110032;2. ST T4 L BMG 1T F 25F 113311

o OE D FAr4tet AR 48 DNA S8R, R A Ly (4°) JE X £ Bk 3t , 55 SRAP-PCR &5
& Py Tag B Mg"" [ANTPs #48 DNA #2514 5 AN B E A& 4 AKF Latireie, R AN,
4 F A SRAP-PCR 20 pL B B4k & AR 4844 . Tag B 0.5 U,Mg"" 3% & 2.5 mmol/L,dNTPs #&
J& 0. 15 mmol/L, 44 DNA 4% 60 ng, 3147 0. 2 ymol/L, 4 A 12 2+ SRAP 3|4, K A HKALE 4
4k % #47 SRAP-PCR BB , & BA AL B4R R ARG Hu i3 2 T ) T4 2 B 28 DNA 347 SRAP #9573

2R,
KR /NTHS ;SRAP; )2 AR %
hE 432 .S 791. 256

INT#a (Pinus contorta) BIAFHAIBAEY)  h — 5T
X A6 By, JEm A2, K FE o fEdL S
31 ~64FIPGL: 107°~140° i , T B 43 A K 0~3 600 m
BRI, BAA B R DU PUR BT TE PSR /D
FIA AR, A Fh B S MPLIEAE B B 2 R0,
SRAP #rir (Sequence-Related Amplified Polymorphism)
s Li 7 2001 4R 4R H M —Fh 3 F PCR M4 FAn
WWHEAR., ZHFEEEFRER PR . ESEEMEERE
PR RE S, BT 2 N R TR SR i Bt R B
TR AR R R R R R 40 B o R A AR AR
ZFEY SRAP-PCR RN 1A R E &8 HE/NF1
Hhi ARIE . xR B 7R ST /N T HAR) SRAP-PCR Jz
MARZR A/NFAGI R F F TAEH R IR 2R 2
DL R e R 2R i T B A
1 MHEEF*E
1.1 stk

2011 SEAEIL T AR ST HEF M R /D TH B 48
BRE R AR B A B PR T — 80CRBARIRIKAA N .

FIF SRAP-PCR Jz [ f§) 10 X PCR buffer, MgCl, .
Taq BN ANTPs g § RARAEAFBH QLD AR AF,
SRAP 5|90 B _F¥g4E TAY TEREARRSARAF.
1.2 RHEHk
1.2.1 DNA FJ32EL i FC R 9 CTAB 35 SR B
F 20 DNA,$REBUS 28 1% 3 i bl e e e Tk stk A7 A 0
FHEE5M 66 BE 1T DNA ¥R BE 8 Ho# B 2 30,60,

E—EEEN T EA0979), 8, ML, TRF,ALEANFHKRK
BEFHEFRT A,

EETH: B R4k B“948” % 8130 B (2012-4-39),

Wi B #:2012—10—22

XEARIDAG A SCEE4RE:1001—0009(2013)02—0083—04

90 F1 120 ng BF —20°C4&MHTF&H.
1.2.2 SRAP-PCR KM A RIEARSLE BEMVLER T IE
M54 MEL.5'-TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA -3'#l % 71 5|
¥ EM3.5 -GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC -3' 414, ¥ i
. 94°C Wi AE M 5 min; 94°C A8 ¥ 1 min, 35°C & ¥
1 min,72°CIEM# 1 min,5 MEIF;94°CAEM: 1 min,50°CHE
P 1 min, 72°C #E{# 1 min, 35 MEIF, &5 72°C ZEfH
10 min,4°’CAEFE. SRAP-PCR 724 i 8 %% 5 7R 45 1ok e vk
LYK A3 B, B VKR AR Y L B IR A IR AT .
1.3 ot

SR IE SCEEN 1 7 vk iR 4B PCR F= 4 38 4%
FIBR e S W EAE IR AR e, 43 1~16 4§
K. FFPERZEZ FFEFEG I HEE W LGHEIE R
16 43 MR R ZEMIC R 1 43,2 IRE B 553 5 57 48
. AR HTIERL BT .
2 HRE5SW
2.1 SRAP-PCR ¥ #4350 5% B iF-45

/NTF#5 SRAP-PCR R W iR Ry 45 R UL 1. 4K
IRV T BN 2 B AE N :4.4.6.5.6.8.4.16,
13.9.5.1,11,4,15,1253.5.6.,5.5.8,3,16,13,9.,5,1,11,
4.15.12, MPFSr4E5RKE . B HEK 2 NEE HE 5
— 3 ULBH SRAP-PCR A5 i H B 14T .
2.2 IERREIFEMST

FIFHEAZ BB F v, 1 B3R 45 R 3E AT E0
ST A A E R LKE T ME kA2 R R
BT 5 R R R VAR R AR, R BB, B ik i
. BE 2 WHLIZIREACE R & R R KRR II S
SRAP-PCR [\ IS IR R/ MR - 510k BE > Taq DNA
LR & B >R E>DNTPs ¥ >Mg? WREE,
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*1 SRAP-PCR R RZ{& 2R HY Lys (4° ) IE 32 SERE 1T
Table 1 L6 (45) orthogonal design of SRAP-PCR reaction system
MgClo ¥ BE dNTPs ¥k ¥ Elk7)k3:: it DNA ¥ Taq DNA £ B EGE &
PR3 ddH20 10X Buffer . . . . . . . . N
Serial No. Jul /il MgCly concentration dNTPs concentration Primer concentration — Concentration of DNA template ~ Concentration of Tag DNA polymerase
: ® /mmol « L1 /mmol « L1 /pmol « L1 /ng + (204L)~1 /U« (20uL)~1
1 15.2 2.0 1.0 0.05 0.1 30 0.5
2 13.8 2.0 1.5 0. 10 0.2 30 1.0
3 12.4 2.0 2.0 0.15 0.3 30 1.5
4 11.0 2.0 2.5 0. 20 0.4 30 2.0
5 13.4 2.0 1.0 0. 10 0.3 60 2.0
6 13.2 2.0 1.5 0.05 0.4 60 L5
7 13.0 2.0 2.0 0. 20 0.1 60 1.0
8 12. 8 2.0 2.5 0.15 0.2 60 0.5
9 13.0 2.0 1.0 0.15 0.4 90 1.0
10 12.8 2.0 1.5 0. 20 0.3 90 0.5
11 13.4 2.0 2.0 0.05 0.2 90 2.0
12 13.2 2.0 2.5 0. 10 0.1 90 1.5
13 13.2 2.0 1.0 0. 20 0.1 120 L5
14 13.4 2.0 1.5 0.15 0.2 120 2.0
15 12. 8 2.0 2.0 0. 10 0.3 120 0.5
16 13.0 2.0 2.5 0. 05 0.4 120 1.0

B 1 /MF# SRAP-PCR E3 SISk ER
¥ :M:DL 2 000 marker;1~16 b B 455,

Fig. 3 The result of SRAP-PCR system according to orthogonal design in Pinus contorta
Note:M:DL 2 000 marker;1~16;:The treatments as showed in table 1.

=2 EXZITER S
Table 2 Intuitive analysis of orthogonal design
- MeCly ¥ B dNTPs ¥ i 51 ek BE AR DNA ¥R BE Tag DNA ZREGHREE
E MgCly concentration dNTPs concentration Primer concentration Concentration of DNA template Concentration of Tag DNA polymerase
actor /mmol « L—1 /mmol + L1 /pmol » L1 /ng + (20pl) 1 /ng+ (20p1) 1
k1l 8.25 7.13 3.00 4.75 10. 88
k2 6. 38 6. 50 9.13 8.25 8.25
k3 7.38 9.75 8.13 7.00 6.50
k4 8. 50 7.13 10. 25 10.5 4. 88
R 2.13 3. 25 7.25 5.75 6. 00
P kAKBLT SRAP-PCR T AN RAEHAR 2.3 M IREESHT
RLKSF R B B2 RS8R B B R, R B R KR WroE R, Mg™" ¥k FE 20 PCR 41 7 5 71 S s 4+¢

PCR [ BRCRBLF. WK 2 T LURE I AN HEXY e, M IR R S Tag BEIEMERE .PCR BT
W RIS T B K TS R Tag B 0.5 U, e, Mo W B 38 75 S 07 45 5 P M6, 1 T AR5 2 e
Mg*" ¥ 2. 5 mmol/L,dNTPs ¥k 0. 15 mmol/L, 4R  py& 2 #7401,1. 0~1. 5 mmol/L JE Bl 4 & ¥{EHE Mg?*
DNA & 120 ng, 5[4 0.4 pmol/L. MHBIERLER  sepr oo FI%, 1. 5~2. 5 mmol/L ¥{EHE M 1
AR B 5 ER R AL 8 WL ZESIY gy -7, M WEE 2.5 mmol/L WE R K., Fk
MBS LA TR HEF% 2.5 mmol/L Sy BB,
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k¥)fEL
Mean value of 4;

1.0 1.5 2.0 25

Mg ¥ & Mg?* concentration/mmol-L-!

B2 Mg RES5PCRESHER
Fig. 2 Relationship between Mg’" concentration and

PCR score results

2.4 dNTPs WS

dNTPs Y& B 13 15 5 7= A 45 IR R B YR BE K
I REAIS S Rz 7= 8, INTP /] 55 Mg™ 254, (7 35 ) Mg™*
WREE TP, %2 DNA RABEEM. BB 3 al%, 4 3
{E7F ANTPs ¥k B H7 0. 05~0. 15 mmol/L i, 2RSS
FHi&aH ,dNTPs ¥ B g 0. 15 mmol/L K45 R ¥ B & &
7 0. 15~0. 20 mmol/L & Bl N HE T M. B Lk 83k
JE 0. 15 mmol/L K&K T

12

RN

k¥fE
Mean value of 4

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
dANTPsi BF ANTPs concentration/mmol-L-!
3 dNTPs iRE L5 PCRiESER
Fig. 3 Relationship between dNTPs concentration and

PCR score results

2.5 BIYIEES T

SV 5 S B S T Y AR G, 7 A AR R
PEY I, HAT3G N5 |2 BB B SRR AL . 5190k
B, =4y B PEAR. 1 4 FTAL7E 0. 1~0.2 pmol/L %;
YEERE T, 0.2~0. 4 pmol/L i Fl N ¥H S
BefETh HE A, —H& M PCR RN H 5|4
B 0.2~1. 0 pmol/L, ZE TG E A, PCR P~ & 54
ARIR . PR 22 5% 05 T 2% 08, B 4 0. 2 pmol /L g Fef
WK
2.6 fEtR DNA ¥t

YE PCR SN AR , DNA ¥ B2 Ry B AR K P, 32
BRIATYEREAR, WREE T w , AT BB | 5 INTPs
o BFER RS B o R ALY B, Y 4
RAREMBRLR. HE 5 Af%,7E 30~60 ng/20pL /K
], ¥{E 2 E TS HEAE 60~120 ng/20pL 7K H) 55
KefE T, ©ADIERMY, Btk DNA W EE G L HE &5,
PRI 4% 60 ng/20pL AR BB

S o

k3
Mean value of k;
S N0 A2 O 0 O

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
51954 & Primer concentration/umol-L"!

4 SIMREE PCRIEFSER
Fig. 4 Relationship between primer concentration and

PCR score results

Py

30 60 90 120
B DNAHK &
Concentration of DNA template/ng:(20uL)!

S o

kA
Mean value of k;
S NN B N 0 O

B 5 ## DNARES PCRIFHER
Fig. 5 Relationship between DNA template concentration and

PCR score results

2.7 Tag DNA R&BHKEE T

Taq DNA 24 Bk B 2 % PCR 5N () 5 2 K
R, RN R G E R AR R Y S R 7 B
oG B YR . BB 6 W, Tag DNA KRG
VREEAE 0.5~2.0 ULHEIN, R WE TR E. #ik1
A AL PCR RN A7 B & 2.5 UCR MR g 100
pLD) S ZIREE KBRSl 20 WL, BEEAE 0.5 U KA
Uy fis BT LA 0.5 U R AER Rk F .

S~

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Tag DNATESHERE
Concentration of 7ag DNA polymerase/U-(20uL)!

S o

k3
Mean value of k;
(=T S A - =

M6 Tag DNARATRES PCR HHER
Fig. 6 Relationship between Tag DNA polymerise

concentration and PCR score results
2.8 /NT#HS SRAP-PCR SR 4 & 50 UE
T BAEALIE DA R BEPLE T 12 X514
HE  FIRALS iik R 47 SRAP-PCR 331, 7= ¥ 4
8 /0 3R TR T P 58 b, WK R % J5 A U, 445 R 38 ™ 1 L v
WiEE MR, AR MY kR AT
D,
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B 7 12 35|49 E &3 /N F#2 SRAP-PCR 4R
@ :M:DL 2 000,
Fig. 7 The result of SRAP-PCR using 12 pairs primer in
optimized system
Note:M:DL 2 000 marker.

3 itig

INTIAEHEY) , &8 KREZ T SR T,
BT B ) DNA | F £ B i gk 4 AL s 4e
LW AT EY RS DNA 2456 B 1 BEIR Y » 52 R
DNA 4ifE , iR Ak B ) CTAB L2 HBUN T3
40 DNA, XF 4 i2H 21 5] 3 vk ¥ 5 P56 47 DNA $#2 5%,
AT bR KR4 2 S A AR B R B T3

HF SRAP 7+ Fric AR F PCR KN, £ KN
R RAR T LAY (45 57 . IR AUERE RN Rk,
K5 AN N E Z 6 EAERN . 1 1E AR 13T
LA Y 0 258 BT H B n] fHa] 48 (RN B AR G AR bk
AT 25 2R 2 [a) B S ZE B , S Pt 48 31 A R i 7K
HED, ZIRBFRA Lis () IERLH BT RPN R
WKFRI A S S R R, HA AR —B T
SR EHAE —E R . {5 IE 384387 7 vk XA 56 45

RAG L B FIWHR IR A FEIS , A RRAR 4 A 1
IR ZE A A R RRE XS PCR &4 S5 A4 R e v —
EX WA

SRAP 3 FHRiC AR BA AR LR B . EE
PEELGF X DNA B 2R, B2 S+ ESFIMA B
HIE &8 Z AR R I 7 FARic SR TE 48 s &
TS PR RE B AR 2T L QTL 4345 5 T F
JRRFFRS . ANT ISR A KRB T2 W35 R, R B
BAGUR 5 Hu BT G SO KU e o, 2 PR 5 A
Xof 25 b X P AR A S AR R . (B TN T AT S
AR, BRAES G 22 B E L /N TR
7 SR 2 A AL, 25 b JR B] 1Y 38t 4% 28 S K e DRG0
TMER R EERLER, ZHREL TREN
/NT#A SRAP-PCR Nk 5 , 945 #E— 25 F iRl
FRTF /N T WA BT BT I8 A5 2 FEE A b 28 7 St %
AT M A A

S E 30k
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Establishment of the SRAP-PCR Reaction System of Pinus contorta

WANG Qian-chun' , HUANG Xia' , LI Guang-sen®
(1. Liaoning Academy of Forestry Science,Shenyang,Liaoning 11003252, Liaoning Experimental Forest Farm, Wandianzi, Liaoning 113311)

Abstract; To establish the optimal SRAP reaction system of Pinus contorta ,its genomic DNA was extracted as template

and orthogonal experimental design L5 (4°) were used. Four levels of five factors (Tag polymerase, Mg?t ,dNTPs, DNA

template and primer) were optimised. The results showed that according to the amplification results,an optimal and stable
SRAP-PCR system for Pinus contorta was 0.5 U Taq polymerase,2. 5 mmol/L Mg?* ,0. 15 mmol/L dNTPs,60 ng DNA

template and 0. 2 pmol/L primer in total 20 pL reaction solution. 12 pairs SRAP primer were used in this optimized

SRAP-PCR system, the results showed that this system could meet the requirement for SRAP amplification of Pinus

contorta.

Key words: Pinus contorta ; SRAP;reaction system
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