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Abstract  Panax notoginseng is a traditional Chinese famous medicinal material. It is an undeniable fact that the disease problem
becomes increasingly serious. Now the disease has become an important factor to limit industrial sustainable development. It was
observed the disease resistant trait of Panax stipuleanatus is better than notoginseng in equivalent environment. It would be one of
the hot topics to cloning resistant gene. Some resistance genes of plant-pathogens interaction in Panax notoginseng and stipuleanatus
were cloned by homology PCR based on gene annotation and KEGG analysis data of related species. This method is a new way to
clone gene of notoginseng, meanwhile, the research is also a reference to other medicinal plant of pathological research.
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TR 3 55 2 AW AR 72 24 v B W PR — o 3 SRR EX 1, 24 FH AR A8 AR 5 ok R v 0 [R]°F TH I 3 — R 1)
. YRR EERP G, BRI E RS S PR 25 SR B AR R AR S
. =-[Panax notoginseng (Burk) F.H.Chen] N TLINAI NS EAEY, NFR“FEEME, <G A%, &
REHEBEWNLSTP M2 —. Z-LETHRBAZ, HFEEMIM. FHi. #hhemsohs, HERpsLe
Hifr 600 H(EEFF IR T E22,2000). PR SLBBE ], = CHA ZMARIEMRSY, AEER T 2.
R R AT MRS LIS RS ARG RERFRE R, DUAIESI%R . PieZ. Pt
5 T A — %2 2% 71 (1 85,2000; 1] f#%,2004; X1INI%%,2005). =-LJ@ FaEIMLR R R 243 2 —, E4 NIEHA
TR OA 400 24, TR FIAR . MBI RS = CE B S ME T RE IR 2 W8, FERIIA
ai B  PPEARRE WS Y U S S (R 5 I AE,2003) . Bfid = [Panax stipuleanatus H. T. Tsai et K. M.
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Fengl/f 2 NS &Y, N=-LEGWMMWWFI L —, NA<EF=-1L". “F". k=1 %, wm=LiRENHES
HFZIATRI WS A AEFFER A K R IABIR AT, RBRG =R B, SR Ex =t
P T RN e (PN R B 45,2009) . M35 55 A0 =GR BB FUVEREAT TATST, SRR I LA =L BB
BOw R JE . AFERARE R TUR AR — B R ER, R TUREARECR IR A HIR A7 AE (B9 55,2006) . Xl
N=EPURSE R RZ IR T AR 5L T AT RE.

AR, SRR YIPIER R B A G T @k & 2 R R B 2 R B P R G . 1992 4F, Hml J&
NAEYI R S — M e B R £ (Gurmu and Steven,1992), FEEWFRKIRED, HMORBZ YR R ZEK BT
L. IKHEJRER, H A0SR el VA R B DR IR R, RIS TSR P R v R T I RN AR A 5
B 778 TR R 4 ) v B O vE AN R T AR D S ) e B k. Horpr, B m [ (positional cloning, map-based
cloning) F1%% Ji ¥ #7525 45 A (transposon  tagging) /2 HiE 477 (1) F1t s 525 (R v B mi A 72 AR Wi - A R . n &
KB BB ZEE Hm1(Gurmu and Steven,1992); #FHhfiirt & iZElH Cf-4. Cf-5. Cf-9(Mark %¢,1996; Clowyn 4,
1997). PLAEHIHEIEA Tm-2; MR HAEH R EFER] N (Dinesh 4%,1995); W ERHTH- 453 [A L6(Gregory %5,1995)
F1 M(Peter %5,1997) %5 1542 i % )& F- b 1 1 A v B B I PUm R 8 o R FH PR A7 o e A AR 75 380 K32 (B vk o 2 1R
Mlo). FAEUH B IE Cf-2. FirBER I Pto A1 Pri LB . HIASZRIER 12). BT T & 0 AT
FEE RPS2. RPML)AUKREHT A M AR LR Xa2l. Xal. FiRgmmREEE Pib) i & 35405 3 (Dixon 2%, 1995;
Andrew %,1994; Song %%,1995). SR, %% MR8k i BLmIE I 45w SR, TAERER. HARIAL St R
BN B TR VE N R A s 4 TAR B, 2 A h RER A B TS BANE . o il
T 2R S AN SR ) IR, DR WA 55 7 VR AE 245 AL Y0 8 DKL 2 P LA — 0 PR PR #1128

MEHTERE R FERF A KRG, X R FEBEXTAF KM E . HE. g d, EHEY5H
HAH L NAE AR E T H Ak 2 R 8 LSRR S0 (Family) O T S B, AS R RELAD v 14 [ 21 38 PR 2 ) A
AHEB R IR B A DO Y5R35k R TE RO, KRR PTESE R HRTh e e, AAITRT LASE
VRN AR SR HU K SR A (K BE A A S, (RIS S DR 1B A7 18 R 5 4 P DR T FR 22k T2k PR P 21 11 e
e TARSUE 1 RAFIEAL . b, RGO BESRIS A, T2 BP9 s BT ik T B AR R G @il oy
TR EAEL PCR 4 MY K1k . 70 A% A2 o i 7 Ak 4 3ok DR P 47 R 90 O s 1 M — T A= 0 v 73 B R4S O 2R R
FFHE D T 3REE, SRJE T3 — Rl AR 2 R AL SC P o 1 S A DK R s i PCR 7 8 Ui i 8t
Feeg1 ¥, M PCR BORFLIE M ALK 4180 cDNA iy 3 H I A .

UG FERy, MY a3 S0 AR AR 2 T AL AR AR 2] T IR K (Keen,1992), — L& 412 28 4=
KRB IS AR T B A R I PUR SRR, KA BAE A . A EL R P A A R R i
AT T — RHIE 0 A IR BT EHBLH] K (Gabrel and Rolfe,1990) . 1% L6 K #4045 e W20 o 5o 9 T 56 F iR ), i
WAE SRS T, B RRMNIITE S RAFSTERITE R AR 22 3R 9= A e 5 B b9 )5 A=
(1) 41 A B% B 73 (Gabrel and Rolfe,1990); & Bl /N 70 #1147 S5 Wi £R 2% (phytoalexin) A2 14 1 25/ 70 T &)
(Hahlbrock and Scheel, 1989); 53 37" £ & Ffoi £ (1) AH 5C 2 1 (pathogenesis related PR & 1) 4 J 1T o ffg A1 56
PG5 (Dixon and Lamb,1990); A= iR E BHMHIA); B RIEMEE: BRETEMNERERSSE —RINE R
ARG RE . Hodr, FF A5 0 5 B0 T B AL S T B IR, I R v KB SR
JR 2 A1 A5 SN R . 19 t2d 90 ALK, FEBEE £ mRlA A EAR E AR R e, AEV1ME %N
A, EEELEERHEY Y tHENEE G BRI IR R A8 7= K & 1M 5 4% ) A WA s B 7 B A=) 2%
PR FEBRRER 2 R R A 58 B 1 PP BRI ARTS e, U R R 5 2k R A 00 e (KEGG) RE 8 i A= 1 1
W R R A A A A i sh AT e B S A S . B TG RN LR, iR TR s
AN T —NEEIRAR

AR EEEEH = CEgEEN NS, HES EST M, S5, EENDRER. KEGG 1
K, e R se B ) =-CA5RI0 = B R AR S T RE SR [, XS8R R HLAt 24 RTRE W 78 24 Pk e A
KIRIE

1 R 553
11 BA ANSHHES EST FA4AWE B0

1k 20124 6 [ 55, NCBI ¥ % W3k (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) 3L it A2 (Panax ginseng)EST 541
11,412 % . P72 (Panax quinquefoliusm)EST %1 5,018 4. 14 2% 1# ] EGassembler T B X t6 Fe 51| AT H 3%,
BRI : A2 6158 2 HFRL T 1,304 5 K1) EST, 1M 734 5254 2 Cikpt B K EST, [Klt#:



W25 15 25 T 2 J A (4 R, 2014 46, 35 3 %, %5 1 K5, % 18 W /f
Zhiwuyao Yu Yaolixue Zazhi (Online), 2014, Vol.3, No.1, 1-8 \‘5

http:// jpmp.5th.sophiapublisher.com

Ja B3 B T 6558 AP A XL PHELT 07 S KAAS T H 3T KEGG J: R . 6558 AP E24T (1)7 51
th 1536 M KEGG VR, 2 AifE 278 25 KEGG i@ [, H ARSI CHE A 113 4% TS i 2147
ZAPHEERL T 539 25K EST, 1M 5 4MY 2871 5 EiEBHE K1) EST, b 5 L7938 1 3410 Z&HHE4 1
JPA . IXSEHFEEIT )T 5 KAAS T HHT KEGG 1R . 3410 MHEGI T HI 812 ME KEGG 1ER:, i
1t 253 %% KEGG il [, HAFIAQHIAE s 101 4%, BRI 1.
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Figure 1 KEGG for Plant-Pahogen interaction

1.2 & RNA B REEF

=LMBE = ARG P S KRS WS AR, TEREAT R B , H  2ReA
VIR A W AR BRI, 5 RNA P RAEANTTISE S, PPABARN, T 7T RNA FEHREGIRE, &2t
RINA $REH 7 5 R T 2 380 B AR K 52

S REHEE, BATIAMAL Trizol EHLESE A PR EHRZALZUE RNA FI$2EL, KA 1Z T iAREN 3R 1540
FEE. RS RNA. K 2 AR, =-BRREIL=RALA PR RNA 1 BEGEWH 288 FH 18S RFAIE 27 »
ST 2:1, PEEIREUH R RNA B, T4 DNA 1S5Sy, TEIEAR, 7745 sLThRe I I oo [ %0k i1

BJg, FATREE =L =t RNA iR, #TRES, REXTWE T —20CKFE R, %
.

1.3 RT-PCR ¥ H HIEF
P 3 DRIV R 45 1 K75 S 5 R ) EL AR AT % I3 R 0 A, IR Bbide HY 9 A 58 Bl AH G 58 B 105 R i
FE . Hod 7 AMge R B g X A B 58 B IT IR EAHE (ORF), 10 73 AR 2 ANk 3k (RN A ik 4R 35 05 1
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I primer 5.0 XA SE BTSSR O M PR 2 BEAT 51 BEE, IR S AL T eE
TR EN T KT TEE S IR T 5 2 DR SRR I 51 VBt iy, BRIEF S
FRIREM T AN, I SR I R AT RESEIL 3R, SIAOR RIS B LR & 1.

LRk R N 5| B A E B R
Table 1 the details of primer for R candidate genes

I Gk ThReEr KIE SRt
number cDNA Function annotation ~ sources Primer sequence
length
Contig552 4k pathogenesis-related A% Contig552-F: 5-CTTCACGAAATGGCATTCAC-3'
protein 1 Contigh52-R: 5- GATTAATTACTTGGATGAAAC-3'

Contig1030 4K protein TIFY 10A NS Contig1030-F: 5- CTGGAAAGTATGTCCACCTCG-3'
Contig1030-R: 5'- CTATGCCTACAATTCGCTTTC-3'

Contig829 &K EF hand family protein A& Contig829-F: 5'- ACGGTATCAATGGGGAAAGATC-3'
Contig829-R: 5'- CACAATCGCCACAAATCACTT-3'

Contigs34 4k heat shock protein 90-1 A & Contig534-F: 5'- ATCGATAATGGCGGATACAGAG-3'
Contig534-R: 5- GTTTACCAAGGACCACTCATGAG-3'

CNB845943 4K calmodulin 7 NS CN-F: 5-GAAGGAATATATGGCGGATC-3'
CN-R: 5-GTAATCACTTGGCCATCATAA-3'
Contigb22 4k calmodulin A& Contig622-F: 5- GATAGATATGGCGGATCAGCTCAC-3'
Contig622-R: 5'- GTAATCACTTGGCCATCATAAC-3'
Contig335 4K calmodulin PiyES  Contig335-F: 5'- TAGATATGGCGGATCAGCTCAC -3'

Contig335-R: 5'- GTGGAGCTCATCACTTGGCCAT-3'
Contig27  #B43r)¥%1 heat shock protein 90 Fiy:Z Contig27-F: 5- GTAATGGCGGATACAGAG-3'

Contig27-R: 5'- AGAAGTATCTCTGGTAACTG-3'
Contigl56 43751 protein TIFY 10A V% Contigl56-F: 5'- AGTATGTCGAGTTCTTCGGAG-3'

Contigl56-R: 5'- CTCTTATTGTTCAAATTTCAC-3'

A9 Xt B IR REA R R 51, 200 LABR I =B =L s 5 10 cDNA 9B, fit RT-
PCR, Hfik PCR LU RIEM T 3. MK 3 FATLLE MK, 9 X5 =-Lrh & A Re 48 th H RS . 1E
BRIA=-EHER T — XS ICEY G5, AR RENS S BT R G . U HIRI N S J A ) 1A ik TR AR S i mT DLk
1T =B D RERT T

WP BRI PCR =M TA sul,  [RIE DLSANR AR AR O R B vk 1) 5 0 AT T W PCR R, 16 4%
BH 1 B Ik A KR R A "1, B DR AR R B . WP 45 R AT R A E B ¥, BGE
NCBI(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) 347 BLAST [AIJ8 LT T BE i 25 .

M1 23 456 789 P3R4 Y0 148 9
bp PN PS
2000 — LR
750 —_
250 —

3 VMR ARAH R AL S e =B R R =B ¥ PCR 4345 1 %5 : M: DL2000 DNA marker ; PN,
=t PS, BFiA=-; 1, cn; 2, contig27; 3, contigl56; 4, contig335; 5, contig534; 6, contig552; 7,
contig622; 8, contig829; 9, contigl030

Figure 3 Agarose electrophoresis of product of RT-PCR M: DNA Marker(DL2000)PN:P. Notoginseng PS: P.
Stipuleanateus. 1-9: product of RT-PCR
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1.4 =LFBEG =1F ¥ FF I EWE B =S T

¥ T B TS 3 1 2 K B4 cDNA 751 A BLAST #2/74£ Non-redundant GenBank+ EMBL+DDBJ+PDB Al
Non-redundant GenBank CDS translation +PDB+Swissprot+ Superdate +PIR ## i i #H AT i R R TR E A &, H
ZRmT: =t CN 5 ¥y 43 2 0985 I & X 48 5¢ & [ (calmodulin-related protein) & [A 5 B £ £l R #9
(Amblyomma maculatum). %] (Vitis vinifera) @45 i & 1 4H <2 1 (calmodulin-related protein) & 99%[1) [ 14,
B, #6742 H pnc-1. =k contig-27 514 %2l #5311 heat shock protein 3 5 % 45 (Camellia sinensis) )
#PER 1 90(heat shock protein 90) A5 98% I [FIE M, TRILE iy 444 pnh-1. = contig552 514 5w FE 43 2 (1) &
J7 JE A5G B2 11 1(pathogenesis-related protein 1) [K 5% %] (Vitis vinifera) MR FEFICE T 1 H 91%MI [RIJEME:,
B dr 4 pnpr-1. =& contig-622 5|4 v B AT {5 21 145 1 £ 14 AH G 2 1 (calmodulin-related protein)Ji K 5 5 £
BHR 1% (Amblyomma maculatum). %] (Vitis vinifera) 145 & 1 #H 9C 25 1 (calmodulin-related protein)f 96%(H)[7]
Pk, Bk, B4 pne-2; Bl =t CN 5145 FE1S 2 185 8 8% 1 AH ¢ & H (calmodulin-related protein) &[]
43 )5 B IR 18 (Amblyomma maculatum). %8 % (Vitis vinifera) 445 1 & 4 41 5% 2 14 (calmodulin-related protein)
H 95%A1 96% K [FYEME, Kk, B4 A psc-1. FFiL=-L contig-27 5145 % AT #5 2 i #4B A A (heat shock
protein) & [X] 15 B 25 44 (Camellia sinensis) ) #4#% & 4 (heat shock protein) 90 Ef5 98% ) I, KL v 4 M
psh-1. BfiZ1—-t contig-335 5147 v b 15 2 ¥ 25 U & 11 AH 9C 5 1 (calmodulin-related protein)J& [A 5 5 1 il HR !
(Amblyomma maculatum). 7% (Vitis vinifera) (145 1 £ 1 #H ¢ & [1 (calmodulin-related protein)3JH 97%/] [A] &
P, Bk, a4 psc-2. BFil =4 contigh52 5| 4w A3 B i) A9 JEAH DG 2R 1 1(pathogenesis-related protein 1)
HEPR 54 %) (Vitis vinifera) RPRFRAHCE ) 1A 80%HI[RIVEYE, It E dr 4 °h pspr-1. Bfii =& contig-622 5|4
. [ il 45 38 1 45 34 2K 11 FH 5% 28 11 (calmodulin-related protein) 3 A 5 3 s 4 R #% (Amblyomma maculatum) . 7 %j
(Vitis vinifera) 1145 i 2 141 ¢ 2 1 (calmodulin-related protein)i45 96% FEE T, Kk, 4N psc-3. Fil
=t contig829 7| ¥ va k15 (1) EF %55 11 (EF hand family protein) 5 5 8 4F %4 % (Solanum demissum)ff] EF
% 2 11 (EF hand family protein)f3 919%/[ AT, K% 5 44 N psef-1.

* 2 =B AP =Y A DhRE R B EEX TELIME Bk
Table 2 the details of protein comparison in P. Stipuleanatus and P. Notoginseng

s TEYIA R FF hHe [ [ A
Number Plant material Gene function Congeneric species identity
Contig552 P. Stipuleanatus pathogenesis-related Vitis vinifera 80%

P. Notoginseng protein 1 Vitis vinifera 91%
Contig1030 P. Stipuleanatus protein TIFY 10A Vitis vinifera 57%

P. Notoginseng Vitis vinifera 57%
Contig829 P. Stipuleanatus EF hand family protein Solanum lycopersicum 91%

P. Notoginseng Solanum lycopersicum 93%
Contig534 P. Stipuleanatus heat shock protein Prunus persica 96%

P. Notoginseng Prunus persica 96%
CN845943 P. Stipuleanatus calmodulin-related protein  Amblyomma maculatum 95%

P. Notoginseng Vitis vinifera 99%
Contig622 P. Stipuleanatus calmodulin-related protein  Amblyomma maculatum 96%

P. Notoginseng Vitis vinifera 96%
Contig335 P. Stipuleanatus calmodulin-related protein Vitis vinifera 97%

P. Notoginseng Vitis vinifera 97%
Contig27 P. Stipuleanatus heat shock protein Camellia sinensis 98%

P. Notoginseng Camellia sinensis 98%
Contig156 P. Notoginseng protein TIFY 10A Vitis vinifera 53%

MEEXSEERRTE 9 X 51 VBT 1945 2 (5 R Wy S A BT 48 RARRE,  Hov BOC/MBZEAA L. Xt
MTHTIESE 7 w] BLA N2 Je At A P 3 DR AH B T i =B D e L R RO AH SSmiE 78, 7RIS . w7 i HA R

SRIT 9 AN H RYSE AR, KE ) Sk R SR DN A RIE R e fE, WnBHRE A FIRE A E A
S IXUEH K KN e AN P 2 SR PO SR D ROE R R IR 2 M 4, SUE I — RV P &
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Rio Jerf, 9 AN H BB g — N ONPDR AR DG F(PRY)ZE N, ik BRI RIA T W AR M) R GRS TR
PEAFE R —Fbn i, HEZEREATMW. =-CAFL=-trh ok 7 B E, iz i fr s b 2R w4
PR1 JE D2 AT 5E B AP IO BEAE s XA FEi%BE DA M ThRE B8 1 Bkt

2R

— Rk, IR 1 SRS TT LA A IE R B AL SR A RS R IR AR IR R P IR 4 . TF B AL IR 48 2 CUAN
Fron R LRI DhRER LAY, i ik % s L= W s b R B i 58 1 U QAT e B, LI T B8 5 B (Functional
Cloning) f15& 24 i [% (Phenotype Cloning); 17 5 [ 53 4% 5 8 42 W) DAk [K A< By o 5@ I 41 B 7 ik DR 4w ) s o o
RFEEAFEAT e RE, Wi Az v (Positional Cloning) #1741 3¢ [% (Sequence Cloning). A1, DhEE b B2 BONE ST
— PR R R RN, AR AR R E AR S I R —E i . Inoue ZE(Inoue et al, 1996)F1 FH ThRE ve B 1 e b
T 144 2 (Costus speciosus) Ik {5 &t 26-O-B- 7 #% 11 i F5 [ ;  Grothe %% (Grothe, 2001)th 3@ i b 2 o i HY 24 32
(Papazer somniferum)Salutaridinol 7.t B4 K7 51 . A7 H o B FE Al £3 B0 5000 & 1 B — @ I
FE, DHUThRE BRI JEAE & . AT AT IR, R R 2 5w B oR v A B 5 22 5 3R B A G 2 (R
BT, W TBCOR 2 5% R UK (DD-PCR)(Liang et al, 1992). cDNA-AFLP #:(Bachemc et al, 1996). Z:&
14 4422 (SSH)iZ: (Diatchenko et al, 1996) % 1[4 41 452 (Chee et al, 1996)%% . #HEAIEHAMETS, L =-tHhilkE
BB T =-E(PNEE%,2009); [F—Hehid, =GN [F A Pk 8] 6 52 BE A P R D78 B A B B 2 R (%
55,2006), Kk, FAYE R BE SRR 2 e T — 0 =B U B R R ST T .

o AT BRI DU HE R IR T AR BURALH 36 R, 2 R REAT PO I8 A5 T AR 78 o 5 g
RIEEIE, BHRATCEA 70 2 MEPPUN L B A [FAEY) ol o 2 %508 (A 850 %5,2011) . H 1994 4F Boguski 555
HHE IR HAEYE B ARG L R IR 4G, RS SR EST iHRIMssiE, AME BTt EL
MEKEHRE ), Wit EST siEERAMFAAIEMPHEE, MR 2 R E R RT-PCR (177124 v 13 2
(Z25555,2004) . Biltn, sKFEGH Hm £hpa e 2 1 268 OsZFP. i AZ M AR 25 (1 £ [Al OsRPS7. /Iy GTP & 12
Osrab5B 17 % 1 -6-1 TR i S 5L K] OsGOPDH 25 3 K] 1) e e 4 42 il 3ok i v % U7 7049 31 (B B 45, 2002;
R 7:%%,2006; Bianca Habermann, et al.2004). B A= P15 5254 (0 R & FIVF 2 24 F AL 4 366 DR 20 00 1 ) ) sz
Jiti, P o b AR T 24 AL S DR T REE T A0y T A E

SEGRNwESRMLE, B RS BRI NN LT )R E R, R, FP
SRR SE TAR AT LT SN LR 5E p, SRS RERIEEAT RT-PCR I IE. ()AL 7 s BERARL KA 7>
TARAETF AL ESE R, AR &EE PCR B &t l I TAE. )Frxithss; B Fi8EAL 4, A
TR P v B L R D BE < AR AL S I IR ORI L e WA, TR A T o ) o g i o 2 8] T 2 P e R A i
FIH B WASCHETERE , JATAM EST B EMN + 8 M =-tEGREM NSNS, WXLy
FUHAT PRI REVERE, RJG/E KEGG V& LR, LI Phk il Ls 2 5P S AR A% (14 4 i 5
B, mJafE=-bMpria=-trhiiT RT-PCR SLIRI0HE. SR, 4RZHER YL =R =t 53
ARG, B BOUMOTIIN H /N AL Bl =-EABE L =LY E R PR-1 BRI
Feo 5 i AT PHE TR contig A SRR R 8 7 21 R PEIS 210 98%A1 96.4%, HHURFEMIREE 1 Thhe
45Ky SCP LR-FISAE =L BriL =-CMPHEM I NS L p a5 Al e 4 — B i1 TR HUm 2 UK H s T3t
e b BB GRSy B FE R, (A —JE PR AEAS [RIAE A v 5 B AN b )R] — 5 R IR AR AE A AR SR R PR AT %, X AT
& LT T BEROR BE NS BT AR A IR Ao PRI, FEL T S BRI e Ao ) (R <28 22 (A S R AN A1 B 1 H 2 i L
MR AEH, X R AZHEARPAFAE R e 2 — (J3, 2004). 534k, F 5 BE 4R 32 BEUEE AL IR o] 2% 5%
PR, o0F TR LA MR R DR = B ORI S B AR, 3RAS cDNA P A R/ L ERE R, 3t P )
T BB L -

BEEVF 2 29 HIAEY) EST TRl 2k PR 2 TR A T FR RAR DS Bt e (R A AT, LT S B BRI AE 24 AR A o
SR TE P BTk BeAh, BT SERE RENEIE BN AR M) L R 5 K . DORERT TR RS, HESh LA
PRI 221 K A R R A . 2R & B JT7 IR AR T (Bikram S, 2004). i) ML e RIS HTIE R, 2275
ST MITIRERALE, T R R DI RE, K ONThRe R R A 5 R A A A IR AU R R IR . Bl = -EAEd
ATEIRERI LT =1, WA RKRE, 9 MRFEMREEFILIR P51 =05 Bf 12 =L [R5 i Bl 72
83-98% [i], FETIXMHUIEZER SR E P I ZRATAKNE, V75— D SCI B SCRE, (R ok 2
NBATREA T DI 28 EFE, 7 s BEEOR I B S E 05 RE RS 7R 2 AR M s s =
BT LA RIS AT, A aE m A H 2 BORAE 3 RUK P BB e L8 B 2% AR BOR R L] BRI, JRATAH 2 hiAH
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5, BEESRARIE S0 H i DU A R B e, BT s RO AR 25 TR B R A
CDNA TEFE R 7 o A S S 2L (K A

3B EHE
3.1 SERARE

—-(P. notoginseng) & il =-L(P. Stipuleanatus) 4= #k14°K H = B & AV B} 2% B 25 -0 7 fir, 48 R WA
TR 5 IR AL R S e N o FF R S5 B K Pse 3~5 IR, SR JE FHVMROK 4RI 257K 43 J 7 B B TR
7R, $EHC RNA ELEAE ] B —80 C KA R 174 1

Trizol WA H Invitrogen EVHARGIRAF]; 5 FiiEFRfE DL2000. wfE#{E pGEM-T Easy. %%
& DNATaq KEHE. T, DNAZEER. KIHATE#tk DHSa %06 5 T Takara 2w ; DNA K [RSCRGH & LA
Fomk R eI T B THR AR, RRER. p-amdtam. SbR_F0aT Sigma A, HAlA
T8 9 | 7= 4 B 4

3.2 &2 RNA F3REUK RS

=Bl =t RNASEEUE A Trizol itk 77k HAREE(E: M-80°CUKFEHHUH 200 mg AL, A
WHAR S0 BE M AR, AR 2254 1 mL Trizol RNA SREBUAR K 1.5 mL B0, WikiRES), iRl
B 10 min HAL T ZAR; 4°C. 120001/ min &0 10 min, FP05E, WE LEREFREOEFH; WA
200uL G477 IR EE(24:1) 15uL B-5i3E 4 BE. 1% PVP 10 pL, FERIEZS), VKB 10 min; 4°C. 12000 r/min &L
15 min, W€ F2 EEREHEOE R MASEERR R AR, NGRS, -20CEEDIE 1 h; 4C.
12000 r/ min &0 10 min, # FiEW: F 1 mL f) 75% 2B 5ITIE: 4°C. 120001/ min &0 5 min, % Eif
W, A TRUTEE 10 min, I 20 uL 4 DEPC 4P 1) 25 B 77K /i RNA, -80°CIRTE#&H . RNA SEE 4@ it
1%F5 g e I FRL UK BEAT RGN, R FE SR F Quawell Q3000 i &A% B & (Ml sE A 8, —80°CUKFEIRAE% . LA
FEIU RNA AR, L Oligo(dT) s N 5534514, 418 Takara 23 & [f) Prime ScriptTM RT Reagent 17 & i
FEAE

3.3 PURER WIS EARNEYE BEDH
US55 1) cONA REBGEAT A OGHER (1) PCR 373, A [ iRy S 47 48 B 21 pGEM-T Easy #ifA
o, BRI 1k v AT R B

FIF NCBI $d 22 48 2R A0 B & A e e m R, R AE R 45 A 3 72 (CDD) R kAT e A1 Lk s it
www.ExPASy.ProtParamtool.htm 7 & 73 #1253 [K g 15 i 1R K/ K &5 /s, IR 7R Al F) F§ DNAMAN,
BioEdit 254424 0 AE TN H o] B8 145 5 Ik DX ISORT 5 X 35, FR T e s B DR AR SR AT 25 8243 M o

Ve Tk

TR A 75 DI SO D0 9T Se AR 18 T MR SUIBBG 2 H A1 ST S HR SEEAME ST S s Bk 5T 514
Bt TAEME > Bl i SCEAAZ 5 SRIR IR tH G HMtfEE 25 1 ASKIG I BAR Seil TAE, 4k
PRI O Pt R SR AT -
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