s £YHA - F @ ¥ 2014002):108~111

77 B A “Siberia” B E 8 DNA {REUF A LB R
= ﬂ,T%ﬁ,% T%?‘Jﬁj %9%’]‘%/&9?'37?;@

LA AR EBE BT 8L AT 310021

W E:AA 5 G4 “Sberia” A RXM AR T + =t A AR (SDS) ik i+~ & =
7 &4 (CTAB) i B & R #) SDS 3% .CTAB R EAS R EIF LA HA DNA s R, £R K&
A A& Re) CTAB 23R RE A RFEHF1L6 DNA R 245, SHILAL R, LI AREIE;
B AL B A Fh iR R HOA B KA 3 M NaAc #ATHIE T AR & B 48 3% Aok 38 DNA #3R IE , 1K

FRIECDNA #5825,
X7 : 55 ;CTAB ;SDS i ;DNA
FESES:Q949. 7178

A G Lilium) A FEZ R TESF P, B “BRAR
W2 E”, FEAAAIEILLBRIR A X, 23K EZ I &
MAERN, HPRERREENEREER, BRSH
MmMELA 50 24, A TFAEYFERRARLEMGREHRN
RV, A A8 4 1 9 DNA 5 5T & 3R B Ok, 2 i 1T
SFEYFRAER . BRICFHEY DNA #2505
FIBFFEAR 217 (8 AR R IR, AR & B B i 20
ZURR PSS DNA 48 BUH RN [ 2K, 1 B [F) A9 56
YR DNA BRI ER KRR . BA TR EhH
KRR AR Y R & B . B T DNA )
iR, AANESFEERERIRIBEY , i TAHLHM
RSk, ORI RO A IR BT i A R K& 7Y, W
I, RS LA — P f o A7 468 19 7 W F 254 BB A2 2 T 4 DNA
BRUERERPUE YRR M. LA & AR
B ARA SR 4 B[R 77 3k 3 in LA R #54T DNA
PEHG VB € — R BB 8 B A AR AR 4 DNA
HPREUT S .

1 #Me5H*®
1.1 stk

VIR B A dhFh“Siberia” A8t , 3056 BT B o
2011 4% 3 F PR Y H (] 397 6 i o, 1 36 SR FH A9 85 25 (AR
F BB i R B R B S = R,

CTAB #2BUZE ik : 100 mmol/L Tris-HCl (pH 8.0);
20 mmol/L EDTA (pH 8.0);1.4 mol/L NaCl;2% CTAB;

F—EHEEN :ZARAABL) 4, L BEHER AT AAE
AT A%, Email:ruishi666000@163. com.
REMEE:FHF L9062, 8,8 8 HER HEFTOAETES
FHA.

s H #3:2013—09—16
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2% o3I ;3% PVP;SDS $2 B2 ik : 100 mmol/L
Tris-HCI (pH 8.0) ;50 mmol/L EDTA (pH 8.0);
5.0 mol/L NaCl;2% CTAB ;2% o-%i 3L 2 #%;3% PVP;
STE £ : 10 mmol/L Tris-HCl (pH 8.0);1 mmol/L
EDTA (pH 8.0);0. 1 mol/L NaCl;120°C R ,4°CIR1F;
HE ¥R A E .

PRI S : Cole parmer {8 i 7K ¥ 4% ; BioRAD H ik
{¥ ; Alphalmager. EP % i %18 £ 4t ; Eppendorf Biopho-
tometer R H M E L .
L2 REHek:
1.2.1 CTAB ¥  BUR 544k RIS 2 4K
B 2.0 mL B0 A 65°C T CTAB $REUZE
I 700 pLIRAYIE] LA 65 CIREH 45 min, KR
HIZEZRIA 450 pL (S LB = FEOUBECT6 ¢ 20 2 4)
T, B EIVE A FLIR R, #E 10 000 r/min %% 3 T B
> 8 min, E.OTEEER EER B EN—X 2.0 mL
BOER, HELS 1 KRR LBRE 7 LBR
A 0. 1 &R 5 M NaCl i1 0. 6 AL RE
FRAA, BT —20°CLIR T BB 4 20 min, HAHHT
HEHEZRYIVE,ZE 11 000 r/min £ 53 F B0 4 min, #f
UIEMA T0% K LB ISR 3 G A BSG T/ER
RF, T EEEHIA 200 L 1 X TE 28 Wik 75 i 76
—20°CARIR T IR 77 .
L2.2 MK CTAB ¥ BURAL M kA 2R ot s
FYIRFEAN 2.0 mL BLOEE 10 mL ZIFEME, INA
WAL PR STE AW E 1. 5 mL,IBS) 5 i & 5~10 min,
£ 5 000 r/min ## T B0 5 min, FEHE EIEWR , TE0
A 65CHIH) CTAB $REUE W 700 pLIBRE 5. L
JE WIS CTAB BAHF .,
1.2.3 SDS¥:  HuAme 4kl F v 2 ok B B 28 4 IR 5%
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A 2.0 mL B0 H LI 65 CHIRREY SDS $#HLZE ik
700 pL,IBAE) A 65 CIRIEH 45 min, KIFEAR A
ZEWFIMA 450 pL R ¢ SBE « FIGEE(76 ¢ 20 ¢ 4)
ARV B EVE ST BLEL OB, #E 10 000 r/ min 5% 3 T B0
8 min, BB EER BB ES—X 2.0 mL &
DER HEE - RKMERWRELRE,.E LERS
A 0. 1 4&FRE 5 M NaCl F1 0. 6 f5ARFR A F¥e 5 79 B
REWS), BT —20CRIR T E 2 20 min, 1A Hr
H A ZLRUTTE, 78 11 000 r/min 3 T .0 4 min, K UL
TEMA 7020 M) S BERS WETE 3 K A B TAER R
TRTFREEBSHMA 200 uL 1 X TE 28 Wil 1 i, 16
—20°CHRIR TR FE

1.2.4 BB SDS¥:  BUKIAh kAR A SR EE 2 40
HEEA 2.0 mL B0 E 10 mL ZIEFHE, INABUC IR
STEBHEZE 1.5 mL,IJBA )5 E 5~10 min,5 000 r/min
T B0 5 min, P _FIE WL BE A 65°C TR
CTAB B wil 700 uL,IBRE ¥4, RS RS
SDS :AH .

L2.5 ApetmEgai Kalifh/s i DNA #f 100 £,
Mi%E DNA ¥ BE S gl B, 40 606 EE T 2 230,260,
280,320 nm 4% SERE{E (OD) B H: DNA ¥R EE , 5 H
% OD B 4 Hr BT DNA BB &, ODyo/ODy KT

1.2.6 TEARMESERC R IKAE I F 1. 0% FIB IR WESEA »
£ U=100 V,I=75 mA,P=9 W & T, #1783k,
TEBER LR R G T AR FH .
2 HRE5SW
2.1 ARFEFRAL A FHRECS B i DNA. $8 Bl B vk B
SRRz

MR 1A LIE H, 0 CTAB k#1705 DNA $#2
BULE SDS 75 23K 18 HIvk BE v 38. 27%, it B CTAB $2HL
PR SDS ¥kt B DNA $#2 B0k B Lk CTAB 3519
FEAR 33. 67%0.36. 99 %, {H I 52 #E & 320 nm & Bk K
CTAB $2BUrs: Kk B SDS 7k & R FHE TR
0, RBAM 2 PO LSRRG S . FIFH 4 FOrkibfT
D-I’H_ ‘ﬁﬂ(% DNA %HXHTJ"ODZGO/ODHO E’(J tb{ﬁi@ﬁ 1. 8~
2. 0 JEREI 5 T ODygo / ODug HY ELEINFE 2.0 DA E(GR 2),
FEATR IR 5 () DNA £ 5 8 E R 208 R B 259
BTG X 4 FOT A F A G ZZ I B A BITE
PRBSR .

*1 ARG AR ZER

DNA 2B B bb 4

Table 1 Comparison of different DNA extract concentration of

different part by different method

HeHE /g « L1
\ s HAL . .
2.0, U4 B3I A DNA # RNA J5 3 ODyo/ODs AT 0 Comw  sosw  smcTaBy  wRSsE
N y— 9 I H 545. 6+26.18 394. 6+157. 11 361. 9462. 45 343. 8+134. 09
1.8 B DNA p s 2 W
’ jﬁ ﬂ % m Eg . ':P ﬁ E El }ﬁ Eg m g%, H _Hj )b 2k 293. 8+263. 22 235. 24180. 75 205.4+77. 76 192. 8+49. 09
ODyo / ODyso /NF 2.0, Ui B DNA U #E 78 Wy 24 iR V5 G5 @5 141847576 100.2495.74  5L5+17.92  97.6-642.00
320 nm T GE AR SR E A E B TIHE T, B 73.2+11.50 67. 444, 02 24.0416. 31 68. 415, 36
x2 AEEBAL A EIFREN A7 & B DNA IRER 4 & bb B
Table 2 Comparison of different DNA extract purity of different part by different method
_ CTAB SDS ¥ MR CTAB ¥ PR SDS ¥
TRA
. ODz60 / ODzg0 ODzs0 / ODz230 ODz60 / ODzgo ODz60/ ODgz30 ODz60 / ODzgo ODz60 / ODa23o ODz60 / ODzgo ODz60 / OD230
U9 1. 94+0. 01 2.2740.01 1. 9440. 01 2.01+0.19 1.8740. 02 2.4+0.04 1. 88+0. 03 2.2+0.19
& 1. 9140. 07 2.140.05 1. 9140. 04 2.0+0.48 1. 8640. 04 2.4+0.11 1. 8540. 02 2.2+0.35
2k 1. 6440. 06 0.47+0. 06 1. 1541. 00 0.21+0. 20 1. 8540. 09 0.57+0. 15 1. 86+0. 06 0. 73+0. 09
R 1. 8340. 05 1. 56=40. 22 1. 8440. 01 1.1140. 06 1. 8440. 07 1. 0540. 50 1. 8340. 03 0. 96+0. 21

2 FH 4 FJ7EE A 8525 MR R #E 1T DNA $REUN % 3L
B AR O BE IR T 150. 0 ng/pL, R 1 ATAL R
CTAB #2 BUMR 2 i ¥k BE 55 I, O 24.0 ng/pl, LR 5
SDS J5 YL 7EBE 2L SR UK LU B R CTAB 1 112. 0426
Zefi. HIZR 2 AT AR ZR DNA $2HU ODygo / ODsgo HY HLAH
YITE 1. 8~2.0 i Bl N, 1H ODyso/ ODyso B9 LY B 3 1 T
2.0,RBIMR &R DNA # i 32 2 By & 4 B 1 95 3¢5 B2
CTAB ¥ J SDS 34 42 B85 25 DNA £ ffy ODygo/ ODygo LU
{EIIET 1. 8, H ODyso/ ODyso B HLAEULIE T 2. 0, B
Fl CTAB ¥ K SDS ¥ #2 BURE fh 15 e 8, it R CTAB
% Rl R SD vk 3R BUR 2 H K RNA #0753 08055  (EA5 AR
e E BRI,

2.2 BEARPEBERCE K AT DNA SRR

L FH 100 B R R JC v Yk VR 4%, VT LAAR BV T
i DNA K i se e R ai 2™ . A 1-A B AT LLF
i, CTAB B4R HUAK) DNA A4 K Wi 1 5%, T R IR,
BA DB A B B R L. T SDS ¥k i B WK A7 7E TR B
BRFTEEA— HRALE. WA 1-C.DAUE
Hk B CTAB (LREB s E A CTAB ¥k A SRE L B
L ARSI EE I RIS . SR SDS J7 ik R L
SDS W5 Iz 15 AR B (B AR A7 72 B 2 A 4t B A 0L .
T4 L UOH BE R — B 17 DL HEEI 2 o T i R AR R
R, XY T 20, 8 E R LR R A B
AT HOREE 5 5 DNA 25570 B &4 A3 i

109

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn



http://www.fineprint.cn

- EYEAK -

F @ ¥ 2014002):108~111

1 AEFFERNEAREERA DNA BB HE R Bk B ik
LR 2. 253, 52554 /B, AL CTAB #;B.SDS #;C. st B CTAB #%;D. AR SDS .
Fig. 1 Electrophoresis of Lily DNA for sorts of extraction methods
Note: 1. Leaves; 2. Stems; 3. Bulbs; 4. Roots. A. CTAB method; B. SDS method; C. modified CTAB method;D. modified SDS method.

FREE I AR LS R K B IR R . A LR AT B
K CTAB JEBA R RIBUSCR , AR LT AR, HEA
i RIS, W% T7 IR BB IR 47 iU L BR & DNA FEdh
HZR IR, PRIUE DNA $2BUT & .
2.3 EBUERBUNEXBEZE MR Z DNA RBGICRAY RN
HMESSEMRA NS A RAERBY RS E
R R IR M DNA $2 BUSCR B9 A1 X K0k 2 Bl 7
BT, UMR A RERR. GBS0 T AWK
BRRBOTE . B e, i B 2 5 0 v 32 U B O ik

Yo/ Zo 0 B A R K By 2 s et i 2 3 ET A, SR A
BHEEHESRRNRBOREHA N, R R
DNA {2 i & 205 Yo 72 B % B 8, %25 DNA
F) ODzso / ODsso ELAEIIMIE T 2. 0, R AW 284 5 1) 75 Y 3B
AR 5 LYK 2 0 45 L T e 448 o 2 F5 R VA A B L AR
DNA f#FER 5 M NaCl IR FEHBUE 3 M NaAc B, R
IS5 RF I GR 5.6), XL BB IR R B X AR R (1) DNA
PRIBOAR B 895 25 P B K DNA 42 BRI B 247 657. 0 ng/ L, L
JRA R SDS #BUF LR ER 254G .

*3 M bR e E T B AR 2 DNA R BRI R0
Table 3 Effect of extraction times increase in the concentration of DNA extracted from bulb and root
. WHE /ng e pl71
BRAL
CTAB ¥ SDS #: B R CTAB ¥ R SDS &%
2k 135. 7+9. 23 186. 7+17. 86 170. 7+£5. 39 141. 3+5. 82
i 140. 7+1. 45 152.0+3. 41 160. 7+4. 23 170. 0+6. 56
x4 M bR e T B AR R DNA 4 BRI &0
Table 4 Effect of extraction times increase in the purity of DNA extracted from bulb and root
S CTAB 3% SDS 3% W CTAB 3% SR SDS 7
i = ODz60 / OD2so ODz60 / ODz30 ODz60/ ODggo ODz60/ ODg30 ODz60 / ODzgo ODz60 / OD230 ODz60 / ODzg0 ODz60 / OD23o
2k 1. 4040. 11 0.64+0.53 1. 6540. 26 0. 20+0. 07 1. 86+0. 10 0.27+0. 14 1. 66+0. 22 0. 33+0. 06
i3 1.92+0. 06 1. 06=+0. 07 1. 9940. 02 0. 9140. 09 1. 8940. 01 0.96+0.19 1. 86+0. 07 0.90+0. 27
x5 RZF NaAc B3 852 fIR 7 DNA iR BRI ®M
Table 5 Effect of NaAc in the concentration of DNA extracted from bulb and root
. e /ng » pL1
AL
CTAB ¥ SDS R CTAB ¥ MR SDS ¥
2k 185. 0+18. 20 249.5+7.99 657. 0+26. 86 568. 34-28. 06
i3 191. 0+£8. 41 311. 3+10. 22 41.7+1.72 63.3+4.77
6 Bz NaAc A3t 8= fR 7 DNA 45 B H) 50
Table 6 Effect of NaAc in the purity of DNA extracted from bulb and root
S CTAB 3% SDS 3% W CTAB 3% B SDS 7
i = ODz60 / OD2so ODz60 / ODz30 ODz60/ ODggo ODz60/ ODg30 ODz60 / ODzgo ODz60 / OD230 ODz60 / ODzg0 ODz60 / OD23o
2k 1. 82+0.02 0.46740. 51 2.09740. 02 0. 22740. 02 1.494+0. 10 0. 38+0. 07 1. 60+0. 30 0.62+0.19
i3 1. 88+0. 02 1. 6440. 45 1. 8140. 02 0. 6040. 05 2.2470. 26 0.75+0. 26 3.9540. 07 0.90+0. 27
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XFF H R E A 5 F A 2F B 5 ok UL, 40T 7 R
B EE NIRRT 41 DNA {54 2 iR 15 ff ot
MRS, BE &8 KRENSHE. B E—E2REREY
AR R E T3 T H R4 DNA 3R BUSCRD, %R,
WA A B FEERB AR 4 NFRALHETT DNA 2
BURISY 38 3 b AN [ 1) 38 36 T vk % 4% 0 AL A 2 B 3K
B, vk AL IR B P TR . 2R R AN ]
FROIXAR LR FERKESR. AEM
M EA W AMEY, 55 DNA B R 454 H
BB BIG £ 3 Z B S, B U i R 7 R BUR
WINE R B-FiA B K& PVP,HE%R 5 K A A
RBOR Z BT INATRY 1) STE ¥ W AT BT A R 32,
AT LA EBRE Z A5, KACHE R DNA F 5 2h B, FRAIK
TR FE & &

BERZFEEIRBEY , I L8 2L AR R FAE R
o rR R B FEE AL HIX 2 MERAL3EE DNA 21K,
B2 GRS kW RRE 4 F AW AR B TR,
R ZRAREERGFEUTER. — Ko SER. &
RAEBRAF B AT, RN EZ B E W 24
JHa o a3 B LB R A AR A A R, XoF B U T
JEEIVGYL, AT s B A R, 12 00 108 A B el 4R
WE K BT R VAR 1) 7 1 Sk A e, &5 SR 3R B Ah $2 K 8K
R INREAS 1R 7= DNA L 5 1) 46 B (5 48 Bk B R,
e = A ) FE R R AR5 DNA 255 T8 B
P , 78 BRI R By 3 T 3820 DNA B 5 5 1 58 B0
NaAc % W85 2E DNA $2 Bk BE &2 5 K, BB 34 2
A HREE .

MR LRk E it B CTAB SR H T 3 F
EHEEASE A& RO DNA S5, fE 48 K154 & 4l
KGR i) DNA %y, BRI 9 STE ¥ W #6474 R
RTHIALHE, GBS 4R = 2 L DNA A S 4l . 3 g

B BRI IR 4% 05 25 5 4R 2 DNA $2 505 Yo i1 18] 551, DL &
SMNaAc AW EE & AR IME S WBME, 128
DNA 83,
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Comparative Study on Genomic DNA Extraction Methods From the Oriental Lily ‘Siberia’

WU Chao,DING Xiao-yu,LI Xia, XIANG Lin,SUN Chong-bo,GUO Fang-qi
(Institute of Horticulture,Zhejiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Hangzhou,Zhengjiang 310021)

Abstract ; Taking the Oriental lily ‘Siberia’ as material ,SDS,CTAB ,modified SDS and modified CTAB methods to extract
genomic DNA were compared. The results showed that the modified CTAB method was the best method to extract DNA

from lily. There were no impurities and tail in sample, the quantity and quality of the DNA from lily bulbs and shoots

were significantly improved by increasing extraction times and using 3 M NaAc,and reduced pollution rate.

Key words:lily; CTAB method; SDS method; DNA
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