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Comparison of Several Methods for Extracting of Total RNA from Morchella mycelium
CHEN Guo ang HE Xiao longg GAO Xiao- peng, REN Gui-mei LIANG Qiarnan, MA Bo

(College of Life Science, Yan' an University; Shaanxi Engineering and Technological Research Center for Conversation and Utilization of
Regional Biological Resources Yan an Shaanxi, 716000)
Abstract: The mamn object of this paper was to study total RNA extracted from Morchella mycelium by the 4 methods
including SDS method TRIzml method, CTAB-LiCl method and DEPC water method and to carry out comparative
analysis of the method and to carry out comparative analysis of the eletrophoretic results and purity of total RNA. The
results showed that the purity and integrality of extracted total RNA was as following: DEPC water method™> SDS
method™ CTAB-LiCl method> T Rlzl method. Comprehensive analysis from the RN A quality, operation, economic and
so on, DEPC walter was the best one of extracting total RNA from Morchella mycelium.
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