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i B AR ERME G R 00845 R4 8 DNA BRI H, R A E R
&, ¥ % T SSR R Bk A F Mg? |, Tag DNA % 484, 5] % . &4 DNA,ANTP # % & %
B TARRBHALHRREFARET LR, EREAV . EBAEREART BN R LK
Ruy Y% Tag DNA %468 >INTP A& >Mg" BE>3 WA =484 DNA K E. #
2T FREAHHL SSRPCR R4 BB AR & G4 25 uL, £ 4 pL 25 mmol « L' Mg?",
0.25 pL.5 U s uL™! Tag DNA % 48,3 pL. 0.01 mmol » L™ SSR 514,1 pL 30 ng « uL 7
M DNA,4 L 2.5 mmol « L'dNTP,2.5 pl. 10XPCR Buffer,10. 25 pL & #K,

KB SER 4 SSR-PCR; K A1k

hESHES:S661.103.6 SCHEERIAEE:B

R (Rosaceae) 3EHR B (Malus) Fh & IR
g MR amY, 2RERBEEYKRY
35 AR, R RE R 27 ASFh, Hh BFAE AR 21
A BRIER 6 A, BIAFEER WAL T R
MRS Best g Y 3T T R E RS, B Y T s
B THMIUEAT R Z S A, FEER DNA
SFFHEREE S FHEARNFE P RESEEU
FACSER A AW R B o R IR 5T
R R 2R SR I e T SE A TR,
WHL R Y AR S YRR RN
BATIREAORL . BAREE IR B B IR A R BT
FE YRR AT R R AL L, B BT RE VS & K 40 A T
PR A AR 0 WX o ist A% AR S 1B L HE A T A
MR R F LEN. 4 FHrICEETE DNA KF
R AE A R ] i 25 5, J& DNA 43F K P
17 B M) H B R M. SSR (simple sequence

E—EEEN B EA79) % LB R RA, F 4, T,
NEZANER L HEFE T #H, Email: 754025816 @
qq. com.
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repeat, B BAH B2 P 91D ARG LR , & —Fh LUKF
7519 PCR &AL B 7> TAR LR . ERAA K
BEE o6 2. 2850R RERF U REIL
BAEBAEFR AT . R, SSR ARG AESE A G
P RE B AL SRR AL IR B S A R AR
LA R Tz s R PCR
PR P FIE R SER BT, R AR SSR-
PCR J BL AW 156 45 5 1) £ 2 T AT A
RARRAE SRR , AR JE S27E 0Tk F EREAT
SER B H A R AL T 5 SR BT A

1 HHEFE

1.1 KR

PR R SE SR BRI R IR AR
[F AL BRI R 40 E A M @ 41 41, g Rk
Kegbd 2Bt . X Tag DNA REEH A
LA T, 51 WS R LA T 8, dNTP,
MgCl; .10 X PCR Buffer W B K#E AW THEA
A, R PCR X (PTC-100™, 2 E) ; st it
Wk (FR-200, 1 E AR ; mEBHRE O
#l.(eppendorf 518R, fEH) ,
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1.2 RKWHE
1.2.1 RpdHZIFEFE 4 DNA B HE K

B MRS B DNA #2507 R BUE R
4 DNA, FE/EHE , 14 347 2 v il i 28 8 T IR E
B O0.5mol s L' =% 1.4 mol « L7, {RELH
DNA ] 100 pL TE W&, R, 1D W&
DNA ¥, IR R4IH DNA B & 5 2 pL,
I TE W B R 50 pL, Bl TE B HRTER
e i FRTER PR AR 1 BT 40 DAY i %2 ODeo fE
DNA W (g + mL™") =0Dyg X 50 X F BB 8L
2)K DNA 41, R SNtk K35
ODgs0 /ODgso fELAf T DNA W 2HEE . BUBIA DNA
JFW 4 pL, 55 pL @B4IKA 1 L IRBY KRS
1.5 %3 BRVE SRS . 78 1 X TAE Z ol (B &
5V« cem D) HIKKN DNA FIREMAFH, It FHE

SRR R G TSR 540 R
1.2.2 SSR-PCR f;zr“ﬁx,%rtaiisﬁ

FRIE R 1 M i R A A 1R PCR
K FZF Mg*" .\ Taqg DNA B4 0 .54 .dNTP A&
i DNA F 2 KA, &t 5 FE 4 KFIERSE
(R 2. RMAERBKEBM 25 pL, 10 X PCR
Buffer(2.5 pL) , AR B AIKENTE

FWHF .94 C, WA 2 min; 94 ‘CA
1 min, 52~60 ‘C (UK #E 5| ¥ B KR D 1B k
1 min,72 ‘CHEMf 2 min, 35 MER;72 CIFEM
10 min, ¥ ™7 1 X TAE HIKZE PR T, H
1. 5% BB BERERR LA 5 V « em ' R T B, B
WS HEER A 0.5 pg « mL ' RALZBe I 64,
RS AR R G L0 RT3 50 AT

%1 SSR-PCR EREBENEERKFE

Table 1 Factors and levels of SSR-PCR reaction system

H#E Factor
K
Level Mgzt Taq DNA B4 5|47 Primer itk DNA dNTP
(25 mmol « L71)/pl. Tag DNA polymerase(5 U+ pL71)/ul (0. 01 mmol « L™1)/pL Template DNA/ng (2.5 mmol » L™1)/uL
1 3 0. 10 1 10 0.8
2 4 0.15 2 20 1.6
3 5 0. 20 3 30 3.2
4 7 0.25 4 50 4.0
% 2 SSR-PCR Ly (4)° IE3KE&
Table 2 Orthogonal design for SSR-PCR Li5(4)° 2 %%5 ﬁ*ﬁ'

e Taq DNA R5 B 211 AR DNA
Treatments Me"* Tag DNA Primer Template dNTP
polymerase DNA
1 1 1 4 3 2
2 2 1 1 1 3
3 3 1 3 4 1
4 4 1 2 2 4
5 1 2 3 2 3
6 2 2 2 4 2
7 3 2 4 1 4
8 4 2 1 3 1
9 1 3 1 4 4
10 2 3 4 2 1
11 3 3 2 3 3
12 4 3 3 1 2
13 1 4 2 1 1
14 2 4 3 3 4
15 3 4 1 2 2
16 4 4 4 4 3

2.1 FRuHZE4 DNA 24 R
A 1 kSR HL, DNA K57 B,

HE3KE 1~10 A FAL BRI A H 2 DNA ka3

Note: Lanes 1—10 represent DNA electrophoresis detec-
tion bands of different treatment callus.
1 ERDGALEFSA DNA xR NESR
Fig. 1 Detection results of apple callus DNA

electrophoresis
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24 URROA . AL R H T i 2 B A

AR, RUI PR DNA SR,

— 8 DNA ODyg0/ODgg0 4 1. 8~2. 0, 7
BRis 3, W LA BB A1 %7 DNA A B, T e
EWRR EA. iR 3 W LIE N, Frig ;i DNA 1
WP 5 [l 7E 500 ~ 1 200 ng » L', DNA 1
ODyg0 / ODsgo 11 Pl 351 7 1. 86 ~ 2. OO?U@%TZ&%
H DNA 9 4l B 4% %, RE 96 i £ PCR [ BT I

%3 FEEA{HHAL DNA OD EHUELER

Table 3 Determination results of OD value of apple callus DNA

S HERWE
Sample ODzs0 ODzs0/ODzso Sample concentration
number /(ng+ pL™1)

1 0. 954 1.942 1193.0
2 0. 549 1.984 686. 3
3 0. 673 2. 000 841.3
4 0. 405 2. 000 506. 3
5 0. 554 2. 000 692. 5
6 0. 694 1. 886 867.5
7 0. 864 1. 970 1 080.0
8 0. 904 1. 890 1130.0
9 0. 654 1. 903 817.5
10 0. 804 1. 863 1 005.0

2.2 SSR-PCR R k& KFKE

IEAZSLH PCR Py Tk S5 R A1 2, B 4%
9. 11,14 T3 th 5 4% 47 W1 52 38 b, B
Z .50 5.5.6 &, Hob R 14 £ EE 6T
P AT SR REAH 2, REARRE AT TR 1T UL 9 Al
1L P A 2 M 22 0, R RETR S A » thi Ik

VI35 SSR GE ) PCR RBIAR GE O,

1 2 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

W 1~16 IESFR 2 HE—3L.
Note: Lane 1—16 were the same as sample number in Table 2,
B2 3R SSRPCR REFRERIEHEKGNER
Fig. 2 Detection results of apple SSR-PCR reaction

system by orthogonal test electrophoresis

£ 4 SSR-PCR RMKEZE
Table 4 SSR-PCR reaction system

PCR F LR Hig
Components in PCR reaction Dosage/pL

DNA ##5, Template DNA(30 ng » pL.71) 1
¥ Primer(0. 01 mmol « L—1) 3

Taq DNA B4 8 Tag DNA polymerase(5 U« pl.=1) 0.25

10X PCR Buffer 2.5

Mg2t (25 mmol « L—1) 4
dNTP(2. 5 mmol « L.71) 4

#alizK Ultra-pure water 10. 25

St — R B 0 2 S 0 W R M L X IE AR 8K
B i £ R 2 Bk 3EA T 40 (3R 5), Horp, K (AR
TR FE R R — A T B r=a: 4 4 47 B A &
ERFBREREZR AT T Ir=Ed AW T3
{H; R FonJ W R Wtk 22 , BAR TR R & AR R 7K 6
WMz 2. RAEMR/NZBT FEREX IE3E 5
BEE R R /N, R H 8K, B E,
Mg*" . Taq DNA R4 .54 Hitk DNAINTP
X 5 MNHEETE 4 KT RS R m PRE]
Kk H Tag DNA RAB>dINTP A& >Mg"" A
B>5|YHE=HR DNA K. KB L ER
BT R AN [RLKOF R B B A4 2R R A O, A
R, LKV #EEE

%5 SSRPCREZZBER
Table 5 Result of SSR-PCR by orthogonal design

- Tag DNA R &8 A1 Bitk DNA
Ltem Mgt Tag DNA Primer Template ~ dNTP
polymerase DNA

K 17 8 10 10 8
K> 9 12 14 13 11
K3 15 13 15 15 15
Ky 11 19 13 14 18
k1 4.3 2.0 2.5 2.5 2.0
k2 2.3 3.0 3.5 3.3 2.8
k3 3.8 3.3 3.8 3.8 3.8
Ry 2.8 4.8 3.3 3.5 4.5
R 2.0 2.8 1.5 1.5 2.5

Mgt FE K 1 B if, Tag DNA R ABK
F 4 A TR KE 3 J4F, iRk DNA K
3 AP ANTP KT 4 &lf. &Rk, I
S ER R, i X 5 B R MR
RN 4 pL 25 mmol « L7 Mg, 0.25 uL
5 U« ul " Tag DNA 47,3 pL 0. 01 mmol » L™}
SSR 5| ¥, 1 p.L 30 ng yL_lﬁﬁ DNA., 4 p.L
2.5 mmol « L7'dNTP, 5MEEH—2,
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SSR BE T4 7519 PCR M4 FAricH AR,
MR PCR ¥ CUR K E , I Mg”™ . DNA
RO 514 SR DNALANTP 4k BE, ¥k
% SSR-PCR KR W A AL, IE3SL3
LA PCR SO &4, iR T AR E
KB 2 1 A B s, MR T, R E R
PO RS AT A 3R A T R TR I LR L P 3R
BERMAKTFHE.

%FF SSR-PCR §## [ iz . DNA &l 2 &
EYmER, EMAREEXCRY HENEISE;
dNTP ¥ B (A8 fb F By SSR & I 52 7
Mg" ¥ 5, S PRI PCR ¥ 38 B de e b Y JE
A%, EZm PCR ¥ 34 7=9 /=& ; 5 | IR R 5 »
SRR = A R R Y3, B IR AR
SRS . SR EE RS, W5 BiR Y
LEE AL PP e B AR R DNA R
By AR E EIY A& , K
AU/ Yy T O

IR e A e SER A 21 2 SSR-PCR {4
RZRIRRA SR 25 pL R ZEH, 25 mmol « L7
Mg* 4 uL,5 U » uL Tag DNA B4 85 0.25 L,
0.01 mmol « L™" SSR 5|# 3 1,30 ng « pL.7' 8L
# DNA 1 pLs2. 5 mmol ¢ L' dNTP 4 pL,10X

PCR Bulffer 2. 5 pL, #8467k 10. 25 pL, AJHF)E
S RBOHHLURIEE T EEDIR .
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Optimization of SSR-PCR Reaction System for Apple Callus

GAO Bing"?, AN Wenjie' , SUN Jun®?*
(1. Department of Horticulture, Shanxi Forestry Vocational and Technical College, Taiyuan, Shanxi 030009; 2. College of
Horticulture, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210095; 3. College of Horticulture, Anhui Agricultural
University, Hefei, Anhui 230036)

Abstract;In order to establish the basis of genetic variation research of apple callus, the ‘Gala’
induction of callus was DNA template extraction materials. the Mg?" , Tag DNA polymerase, primer
dosage, template DNA concentration and dNTP which were suitable for concentration or dosage were
explored. The results showed that the effect of different levels on reaction system was Taqg DNA
polymerase>dNTP dosage™>Mg?" dosage>>primer dosage=template DNA concentration. The optimal
reaction system of apple callus was established, the optimal reaction system of apple callus was that
25 uL for total volume, which were 4 pL 25 mmol « L™ Mg?",0.25 uL. 5 U « uL 7! Tag DNA
polymerase,3 pL 0.0l mmol « L™" SSR,1 pL 30 ng ¢ pL™" template DNA,4 pL 2.5 mmol « L™'
dNTP,2. 5 pIL 10XPCR Buffer,10. 25 pl. ultra-pure water.

Keywords: apple; callus; SSR-PCR; system optimization



