m) S FHEMEM(MLEAE), 2011 £, % 9 %, % 1203-1208 7T
LI\ A l-) Fenzi Zhiwu Yuzhong (Online), 2011, Vol.9, 1203-1208
= http://mpb. 5th.sophiapublisher.com

BAREm

Technology Feature

BEMEEY S REERFE DNA RRFZEMR

EMH, RS M, TR
MR, B SR RIVL 908 MR g 55 0 8 TR T S0 %, M9t 210037
Bl R jshi@njfu.edu.cn B0 153
STHEYITE R, 2011 4, S5 9 %, 28 5
Wk HY): 2010 4E 12 /] 05 H
B2 H A 20114£ 02 A 28 H
RFHAW: 20114203 A 10 A

% % H Creative Commons Attribution License E4T#RL I F IR B 16 3C .
FEIE 5464

SR

FMEEIAE, 2011, RGEME AR = T LRI 41 DNA $25U B, 4 TR EF Vol.9 No.28 (doi: 10.5376/mpb.cn.2011.09.0028)

O DR, LSRR, AYRRRS B MKW Sh4h SRS B kL, R CTAB 9%, PEG i%. DNeasy Plant Mini Kit
(QIAGEN). HrAPisfady L K41 DNA $2HAFI & (BioTeke) FEHUIE K41 DNA. RN PEG ¥ 1¥) PEG L AL & 53 4
SROTEIRE . 45 LU DNA IR W PEG ¥4 1Y) PEG EEBEME AT LLAT AL L B AL b (1 U AE AR 4R =i RnaseA
R, N DNA 4% . fids DNeasy Plant Mini Kit (QIAGEN)li ] Al 3R 15 = it iRy 5 DNA. A 45 5 B 7R OD60/ODagg
AT 1.84~1.86 X [A], ODygo/ODypg /T 2.3~2.4 2 |f], DNA 5% 180~200 Lolg, FrAEHIELES Ik 4 B f7” DNA 528 R 4T
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Study on Extraction Methods of High Quality Genome DNA of Liriodendron
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Abstract Genome DNA was extracted from the sprouting buds and leaves of Liriodendron chinense, L. tulipifera and their hybrids
(L. Chinense x L. tulipifera).The methods were CTAB, PEG, DNeasy Plant Mini Kit (QIAGEN), New Plant DNA Extraction Kit
(BioTeke) and PEG washing buffer with CTAB, QIAGEN kit and BioTeke kit. The performances of seven extraction methods of
genome DNA were compared in this report. The results showed the PEG washing buffer can increase the purity of DNA extraction
through removing foreign material and enhancing RnaseA effect. The OD,g,/OD,gq 0f DNA solution ranged between 1.84-1.86 and
OD60/OD>3 ranged between 2.3~2.4. The productivity was between 180~200 pg/g. The extracted DNA was complete by the result
of agarose gel electrophoresis.

Keywords Liriodendron; Sprouting bud; Leaf; Extraction of high quality DNA

MrRES H, BTN EEAEARTG . EIE 6 13
AR B R (Liriodendron) S BLAF A fill LRRINEILN . 7> A7 4% EﬁnﬂjTLﬁﬁ}%
B, RIS EAMk(Liriodendron chinense) MIALZERGEM (M4 EX5E, 2003; FRi&4H, 2007, %iE4E, 2010). iX

LR 5Y 2SR AT (1 Southern. AFLP. RFLPZEH; A
LI DNAR T 28 Bk . RS =
R e ARG HAT A i, AR & ARy

(L. tulipifera). 19634F M5 LS A B & T Y
BB -1 S8 T8 K 11 o ) 2% S ok (P AR k2
ik R BRI, 1973)0 28 R ERR TR W,

HA AR, W3 PUiEmSErs s, f.%hm\
T % 2344 R A 328 6K 5 TR A AR v 0 R 1 (2%
U725 2001). %%ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%&&fﬁ%
s BIFERE . AR JePh L Aasi k2
SEIERME SR AR AW o DAY ATTRE FE A4 A P JIR
5 R A AR R AR 1 41 M 8% 55 7 THVE 5 AR AN 8T 1k

FH (BRE S, 2000; BRESC, 1995), fIFDNAMIK &=
PERUEAT 2 MR o AL G0 RS S W B A o 7 i A
Frp A FH I DNA— R FI CTAB—TEBRVA SR I, 1%
FEEUT i BUAR T LA BIDNASE R 2k, (Afg 2R
i, H W S EERGL B (Doyle et al, 1990; Rogstad,
2003; ALEE, 2008). 5k HIREER S0 2 R T
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TGP T AE Sl s a0 R eV RN . i, ARSZER:
FRGE WIS 2E 0t o bR, B T CTABZE .
PEGY%:. QIAGENIR 7 & FlBioTekeid ) & 1 HEHURL
o FARIEPEGYE I VEM M U K 1L 5 CTABAN
WANGVERC AT, AR 21— R B S ks
R HE DK ZH DNAF B A 5 1

1ER5 5
L1FRE A %R AIDNAL S FI15 R L ik

TRIAN R J7 L& XU 36 X 241 DNAH Nanodrop#E
T S DNARI SRR, 450 WKL,

7 21 2 DNA ) OD 260/O Do B W /1 F-1.8~1.92
). &R, LLETA 5T EE I DNAZE A
], OD,go/ODgfF:1.8~2.12 [) o it LI F LA HY
QIAGENAFI £ T 73 [FIDNAZLFE 55 4F, BioTekeid il
BIRZ, CTABYEMPEGYL A AL # AN ]

R 1 ANFFEBO VARG HEMKIE AL DNA S 15 755 HLA

Table 1 Comparison of purity and quantity among different methods

T IRNAVS 4. MDNAFITG#% &, HICTABYL
FIPEG+QIAGEN it 71] 5 72 5 3¢ # & m] LL3K #5200
Mo Ze AT FIBE R 4IDNA, BE & T AN LA 7, T
H EEAR A P DNASEEUE FH 1f CTAB- ik Bk v 2
VF2 (M4, 2008). RNAJG H£: i DNAW G,
JIt LA H1 [ OD 6o/ ODogo s T~ 1.9 AF it 15 26 A8 . 1%
EESEBR AR I =1 o OD260/ODozoth iEDNAZE AL HE bR, —
MeAE2.0LL EARFF & Bk . i A HdlE ok BioTeke
RF BT IDNA OD,6o/ODgso fE2 15 A A%, BUE.
R PR

124 E AR EHIDNATTE 04

H1 T DNAZE Hi F2 A5 g e T8 5 vy i 24 A8 5
PAE, XITDNASEEEMA —E il HIEmt st
Rt rh Al FH 1% 55 T B 58 112 LUK ST DI DN ) 56 2 4k
[F7] IS A5 I O D 260/ O D g0 i e PRI it FHRNATS JLFEFEE

YUV oy OD60/0OD5g9 OD30/OD239 3% (1/g)
Extraction method Material Yield (Lo/g)
CTAB i i 2.12 2.32 217.6
CTAB method Bud
i 2.1 2.43 209.9
Leaf
PEG ¥ i 2.06 2.16 1224
PEG method Bud
i 2.05 2.21 116.5
Leaf
QIAGEN 7% i 1.87 2.48 226.5
QIAGEN kit Bud
i 1.85 2.33 235.8
Leaf
BioTeke X7 & P 1.98 2.08 167.6
BioTeke kit Bud
i 1.96 2.02 146.3
Leaf
PEG+CTAB % 1.98 2.4 177.5
PEG+CTAB method Bud
n 1.95 2.33 188.7
Leaf
PEG+QIAGEN &7 & 1.84 2.29 187.4
PEG+QIAGEN kit Bud
m 1.84 2.32 190.2
Leaf
PEG+BioTeke ®#& 1.88 2.04 110.6
PEG+BioTeke kit Bud
n 1.86 1.99 101.1
Leaf

1204



TMSHUAE, 2001, 50K m A A o T i RE R 2 DNA $REUT R ST, 43 FHEP & Ff Vol.9 No.28 (doi: 10.5376/mpb.cn.2011.09.0028)

TSR L VRS I B2 7R CTABYVE FIPEG 1] LLAR

U 16 £% A7 DNA 1) 5¢ 32 Pk (K 1A, 1B), i 1 H
QIAGENR 71| & fBio Teke i 771 &x $2 HY [t DNA 4% ity

A

A4 W S AN RIRIE, 5 A BRI I DNAK - i
FFEAERAEAR IR T, JOVE LRI L 58 S N Al
(K11C, 1D). CTAB:HIPEGYZE: B AR #54T Rnase A 1k

B C D E F G

K1 ASE] 7P DNAH Bk B (ZE Mk i A 2 2EDNA, A5 ki A 21 DNA)
" Ar CTABYE; B: PEGYE; C: QIAGENIR % D: BioTekeik #]%:; E: PEG+CTAB:; F: PEG+QIAGENIK # & G:

PEG+BioTekeiX £

Figure 1 1% agarose gel electrophoresis of genome DNA extracted by different methods (Left lane: bud DNA, Right: leaf DNA)
Note: A: CTAB; B: PEG; C: DNeasy Plant Mini Kit (QIAGEN); D: New Plant DNA Extraction Kit (BioTeke); E: PEG washing
buffer with CTAB; F: PEG washing buffer with DNeasy Plant Mini Kit (QIAGEN); G: PEG washing buffer with New Plant DNA

Extraction Kit (BioTeke)

RNAFLER, (HZTIE5E e ALRNA, [EDNAFE S,
(P26 g TE1IA 212K (K 1A, B). QIAGENFIBioTeke
WA G AL B RNAYS G U7 1 HAT RAFI R BL (B 1C,
1D). PEGIEULIEACE 1 VAT 3 1) =M A DNA
SERENEA B e 1) (RIS AR AT (R o T RNATS B (1)
i, i CTABILRIMDNAZ A a2, it
HIDNAK A2 B AR QIAGENIAFfr & B4k 58
tH, FIPDNALIK AT HEST W58, 1 WIDNATEHE
BAFRE S BioTekell G F UK DNA LK 557 4L
QIAGEN A &I, (HAA LB, Wiy
AT EN DNATEREVE R AFA1F R R (KILE, 1F, 1G).

1.34bERBEMF R ZIEEME FLHDNAIREIE R
FRYE AR IO A TR, BRI
55 07 (1) PEG+QIAGEN 12X 771) £ 12 4 B b 56 3 B Ak A
FRATRE HERKFE N Z4IDNA, I Nanodrop 15746 & filf5
o GERWR2HTR . 1% RHEE Bk I TDNA
SEREVEARTIN, LUk SE B2 R . AR 45 SR ]
LU H PEG+QIAGEN 1t 1) 5 2 4 HU I b 56 39 55 Mk

TR 23t A T WK DR 4] DNA T 1R 7 73 5 FH 40 52 7 T
AT A EOR, A BARLF R RAF T DNARSEHETE

A B

12 JE S Tkt 2% AT B X 41 DNA R I &1 (22 vk i
AEHZFDNA, A KE 4 %)) DNA)

TE A BRI, B A R Ak

Figure 2 Electrophoresis of genome DNA of L. tulipifera and L.
Hybrids (L. chinense x L. tulipifera) (Left: bud DNA Right:
leaf DNA)

Note: A: L. tulipifera B: L. Hybrids (L. Chinense xL. tulipifera)

with 1% agarose gel
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# 2 PEG+QIAGEN X A&k BUAL SRR B 5 2 ARG B AL K 21 DNA 2% 515%
Table 2 Purity and quantity of DNA of L. tulipifera and their hybrids (L. Chinense x L. tulipifera) by PEG washing buffer with

DNeasy Plant Mini Kit (QIAGEN)

i MR OD60/OD5g0 OD260/OD30 737 (Lolg)
Species Material Yield (g/g)
TR Rk o 1.85 2.34 1905
L. Tulipifera Bud
- 1.86 2.34 189
Leaf
ARATRG Ak 4 1.86 2.27 200.6
L. Hybrids Bud
i 1.85 2.35 190.4
Leaf
211 FEM R 25T, (R P RNaseAR R 42 &, (H

HH LA B AT 4 B n) LU 3G S JE A 47 DNA
P S5 AE T 0 R RNAYS G f 5 IEDNASE 37k
CTABYL AR 13 R FIDNASE B i, B 5E 4
THERRNATG %, DNAZEEETGVEIE RN EK . [FIN 133
[FIDNAV A R H (o, BB RS B R v A=
T HTHBRRNATG S, szl fE Rl Tk
RNaseAT & &K RNase A Ak i [a] F14 hn v 4h 4
R E o 45 B2 W] i P A Ak 3 S TGV 58 A T AL
RNA, 2 IH a4 75 56 4 T AL RNA T[] B 4
DNARAE ™5, &3 FMCTAB- it BRIL#EIT, Pr
DA 30 TR e DRI, AR22REAR 2
J& AE ) $E HUDNAR K 2 % JH CTAB 2 (1 W 3% 4%,
2003; 1A, 2003). MRk LR T CTABIAMISDS
R 22 LR 4IDNA, [ I P 7 Va4 T T
SOk, RIZERFEERE S I T Bl S8 FIPVP (MR A
45 2008). 45 L WIPVP R LA R 1 RE S 484k,
JIT 15 I DNAFE & AT F T ISSR-PCR, - {H M ik &5
KB RATAE T E IRNAGL B o BARASFEIIPCR
I, AH LR DNAGE FEZE K w5 (1) 5550 CTABYZ: 42
HPIDNATCIEMTH o ASSCI S8 45 R R I CTAB
TEANE A PRI 0 v 21 TR S S KL R 41 DNA

PEGIEXTI B J IR FF it e F PEGIEE R M 3k A T 152
Ve, AR5 FH S AT RNase AN 2R A T2, a1
33 [\IDNATHITL, RNAVS Jebe 42 . B i T8
IR BEEAT B TR ) R R T 0, e DLARAIE
DNAZEREM: o 7E LI FE iR 480 F ORI 2 JE $2 L
(FIDNAK AL BEAR , FT LAFE it S g BN, A% 45 il
BRLA o IEPEIRAE BT LA i Ak B IRl It 2B T

DNATHRA TR, T3 DNAZRNaseAT 1k 5 41
1, AJ{HOD,eo/OD g K 1-1.9, HDNATGH I —
WK, PEGIETS FIIDNA BSR4 frfe i, (H
I AIEFNER o [/ % A /EDNATS R E %A
WAL, P U FHPEGYE.

QIAGEN F1BioTeke % it DNA$E HU il 7 £ 1 48
7EDNATHR R BRRNATG 4L 7 IR IL R 4T, (H2
VK& 10 7R DNAJK A B Al I HLA& A iy s UK A%
eI (ELC, 1D), i BHE R FEDNATEREME A
BRI IR B T A AT AN A2

FE I CTABY. . PEGYZ: . QIAGENAIBioTeke
TR AP I L R R R HE M (0 A s T R
i DNASE #E 1 FIRNase AR %, 1 PEGYE H YL
AT DAAT 350 22 B 2% ot » R /ECTABYE . QIAGEN
BioTeke il Gt it Al APEGELSE A H o 45 3%
WG 5 = Fh 2 H T V25 1 DNATS SR 4l F5 #AH
A Pr#Em, QLAGENIAFIE R IIC R 5t . I HIPEG
EEVEI+QIAGEN A A S vk H B AL 55 38 S Mk A e 2
3 B 11 4 SRk — 20 U B R e A IE TR A
R D DX 2 DNATRI R

SEL/EEav R C AL S EANEA
R T MR AR SR IR A AR T
XL T2 1 TS AR AR AL, P SR A A% I
(PFEHUSCERFI A, £ 5 1L (Kiefer et al, 2000;
Salzman et al, 1999; Southerton et al, 1998). i H
PEECRE A% % (1) )5 15 i CTAB . SDS. S fi SRR I |
REBRVESE PG T30 0 A4 . ERARAE X 28 75 7 11 i
filh EEAT T SO HOE VSRR, AR AR AR
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JRBRYE . BESRIBIAR IR, ST m RO IR bt
FEMRZ IR HGRAF S I, KK M TR
o AH AL TR AT [FIFE 2 52 2R AR i+
P BRI R R S5 e, e T R4 Bk
EEIE VG o A FH MPEGEE S nT AT R 2
B A A2 23 Hp 1 Uk AR AR PR IE J5 SR 3R D R
FUHEAT . PEGIERVEM AT LN & I 72 (1 B HL
R, B HGE Y AN I S AL TR R IR
R ELA A PRI R A, KR TR & ke
T VG TR o &5 A SC 45 T AR (5 B 2, 2010)
SEFEYIDNAREUKR S, PEGIEDE S5 R EEHGA
GO A AT o & v AR AR A A
FEE AR RLIR A A3 RS OO I B 1
P, BT RO VE BRI R, e T
Ui Ve

M5 E
3.1 R 5

FEHERK. JESEREERK . AT RE ERK AT Bh %2
4t

2 X CTAB#EHU#: 20 g/L CTAB, 1.4 mol/L
NaCl, 20 mmol/L EDTA (pH=8.0), 100 mmol/L
Tris-HCI (pH=8.0), 5 g/L PVP, 2% B-#idk L (]
HIIIA).

PEGYEYLW: 5 mmol/L EDTA (pH=8.0), 50
mmol/L Tris-HCI (pH=8.0), 350 mmol/L 111 %%, 10%
PEG8000, 1% B-%ikk LBEHHETIIA).

PEGILZf#R K : 5 mmol/L EDTA (pH=8.0),
50 mmol/L Tris-HCI (pH=8.0), 350 mmol/L (L%,
710 mmol/L NaCl, 0.1% HFEEIENIE R, 1%
CTAB, 2% B-%itt LBE(HRETIA)-

DNeasy Plant Mini Kit (4 T-QIAGENZA ).

BT 2 R A 4 R ) 4 DNASR BOR 771 6 (0 1
BioTeke /A ]).

HoAl7): 3 mol/L NaAc (pH=5.2), 5 mol/L
KAc, 7.5 mol/L NH,ACTE/K 1, SREE, &Ai-
S EE(24:1), KHMSRI, 75% 0, 100 mg/ml
RnaseA (sigma), 5XTBE, Ik, TLH/K.

3.2 DNAREV A%
CTABLEZ R L I (L 4%, 2007) L& H D B
AT

PEG:2 i Kobayashi N (Kobayashi N et al.,
1998) 45 L FEH UL BRIEAT : A RIS 5 I APEG
ERVEMES =k, B OISR DTTE In N 241k 4 65°C 24
fi#t45 minj5 B0 EE; &R (24: ) ik S
IIAARFUR N BEDCUE s IR DTE H 75% LB VEER DT
FERIR, MR TR

DNeasy Plant Mini Kit (QIAGEN)FI:#7 ! b is
FE ) 5 IR 2H DNA$E B 771 &5 (BioTeke) #1471 & 1
54T
33 PEGELRESERE

B FE S TPEG J5 0 (M PEGEE VIR Uk — WX
AL HICTABY: . QIAGENIR 71l £ FiBioTekei 71| &
FEIE K ZIDNA

34DNABRLEE . REMNERSTEMES

1515 2 i DNAV Vi B 2l i Nanodrop  2000c
(Thermo) Il 5& % K:260 nmK*IOD1E LA A2 OD-60/OD g0
F1OD260/ODgz0 LU AH 5 F 1% it i W it e v, Sk A6y
DNAT 5EHE M

(=S

EMEIURAWT T LI B SRR AT A £
MEEL MR Eoe ek vert, s gi b, Bk, e
SCHIRRI S AERME S 259k R AL I H 19
A KT N, fRSRBot, Bdaath, »ISESE
o AR AR BRI 7] R R (R SCA

Bigt

ABIEST AT H A3 31 [E 5K H S8 1 42(30901156) %K H
SR HE 4 H L I H (30930077) . [ &K AK K Jm) 948 5 35 H
(20094-24-) 7t Bl SRS P A7 BE 44 14D [RIAT VP 5N FR) D1 32
FME DU B o AR SR 3 T AT I b K I SR L,
Tl IX I ARFRATT A 3 L) f1E V7 7 00 B 25 T 0 b R R
G B .

S0k
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