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[ ZE] [EMY WRPEE R RNA RI07 % 27 SR mRNA 2 R BoR kR, [Drikd U -4l
ZEW RARTE R AR EE A TR M — S URR N — S $R B (R B R M) 5 BIOZOL 305 35 £ Bt RNA A9 %0R
JExt DDRT-PCR #k & it Taq i . Mg®" .dNTPs, 531 # & cDNA I 347 T4k, (4558 ] BIOZOL i 5 2 B RNA
R 8L JS o ODaso /ODoso (R 1. 8~2. 1, R B /b Brit W EE R T 1 pg/pl 455 mRNA 22 5 B %
3R s 22 1Y e 4 DDRT-PCR 4 % (20 1) 24 :10 X Buffer 2. 5 mmol/L,Mg*" 2. 8 mmol/L,dNTPs 0. 25 mmol/L.
Taq i 1.5 U259 2.5 pmol/L,FiHL51 9 1. 25 pmol/L,cDNA i 0.5 pL. mRNA 2257 @R g5 R LW, 5 40 B
Y Fr BT R 100~1 000 bp, ZIGHIE . %A R UG M TR A SEANN 3 mRNA 225 B 0P 5. (4510 i Pifl RNA
P77k LA DDRT-PCR R & AL . 3675 T 8 b fedk RNA $2 505 1% B mRNA 25 57 BoR ROV AR & .
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mRNA differential display technique in radish( Raphanus sativus)

JIA Jin,ZHANG Lu-gang

(College of Horticulture , Northwest A & F University ,Key Laboratory of Agriculture Molecular
Biology,Yangling s Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract; [Objective] The study was to obtain high qualitative RNA applied in later experimentation
to establish high efficient mRNA differential display system. [Method] The effects of acidic phenol-guani-
dine thiocyanate-chloroform method and BIOZOL reagent on RNA extraction with tender leaf and bud of
radish were compared, and the main factors of DDRT-PCR such as concentration of Tag enzyme, Mg®" ,
dNTPs,primer and cDNA were optimized. [Result) It showed that the RNA extracted by BIOZOL reagent
was better than the RNA extracted by acidic phenol-guanidine thiocyanate-chloroform method,its OD,s, /
OD,s5, reach 1. 8—2. 1 after RNA was purified, which meant that the impurity in it was very little and it was
up to the requirement of mRNA differential display; An optimal DDRT-PCR system was determined (20
pL) s which was made up of 1 X Buffer,Mg"" 2.8 mmol/L,dNTPs 0. 25 mmol/L, Tag enzyme 1.5 U, An-
chor Primer 2. 5 ymol/L,Random Primer 1. 25 pmol/L,cDNA 0.5 pL. The high differentiating amplifica-
tion of DDRT-PCR was between 100—1 000 bp. This system is also suitable for the mRNA differential dis-
play of Chinese Cabbage and Rape. [Conclusion) By comparing the effects of acidic phenol-guanidine thio-
cyanate-chloroform method and BIOZOL reagent on RNA extraction and optimizing DDRT-PCR system,
high qualitative RNA method and optimal mRNA differential display system were obtained.
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I 28 5 Rk B R 7 IR 2 4R AR
2 %0 M4 R (Representational Difference Anal-
ysis, RDA)M 5 PR 36 3k ¥ 221 43 #t (Serial Analy-
sis of Gene Expression, SAGE) Y F1 40 il 4 1 & 2
A% ¥ ( Suppression Subtractive
SSH)™ 4, Liang % T 1992 4F LIBF5 5 i 9 &
A R Sy B B ST T — Tl S N o B T EL
Y IEH A RS S RIS A0 2 1) 22 R R GA 1
FE 2 A J7 ik B mRNA 22 53 18R Je §% 5% PCR
(Differential Display Reverse Transcription PCR,
DDRT-PCR) . %75 % H 132 Lok A E I T
B Be NP9 5 R B R DG I A 1 S N B R
mH BT N T 5 Y iG k &Y. JE Ak
BT R R R M B ) RN L T A
A REEH R K E T PR .

HNEFERENEER R, BT M bE
ol R A 30 A A 43 A 25 5 TD A BIF 9 L BT A B X HE
53 T A WIS A0 Ak TR 2D B B VF 22 07 THT I AT
FEARE . a3k A0 Rk AR AR il T 8 b
mRNA 2 5 Bos ik R i o 45 28 . 3 RNA $#2 0t
B IR R SREF Y mRNA 22 57 BRIk R ol &
PE2E . P, SREUCTR . S 20 2 b RNA S 105
2L IR R EE M mRNA 2 5 SRk ZE% 2
B RBESELLE S 4R R AR TS M IR R T
PRI R RO RNA SR v 5 IR LA N AR I BF Y
#kE, X520 DDRT-PCR R & /9 5 4~ 8 [N R k17
Tk 153 T R A S T T mRNA
ZRBRER,

1R ik

1.1 REH

BN 4R M K AR B P R MR K2R R
Semtgr 4. BIOZOL i F A # H A H R A F
PRl BEETIY KX BELT Y R W Sangon 23 H &
B DDRT-PCR b A& 5 HI A9 4 2 514 B0213 J7 31
J 5 -TTTTTTTTTTTTTA-3' (oligod13TA),
HL214 Bo305 %1k 5'-GGAACCAATC-3', RQl
DNase 1 M J7 ¥ % & Promega 2 &) P2 5 Taq T
RN E . B R ER S B B A ILAE 160 CF
Ht 8 h LA b5 iy A5 25 O 87 T 3 5l & DEPC 4k 3
T 1 R R TR S AL ZE K B ) 5 2 0 8 4 L o)
¥JH 1 mL/L DEPC /K& i i %, i i K B bR &

Hybridization,

DEPC 5ffi .
1.2 F &
1.2.1 RNARRFHa i FRELO. 205 g & b

LM fERE S 0. 361 g BN AR BERE, SR R M —
SR AR N — &0 2 U CR iR ) & BIO-
ZOL o 5 $2 Bt RNA, 5 550 B2 DI 09 32 B 8 =
kiR B 7 B, BIOZOL i Fl R E R i & %
UL AT, U1 pL RNA 3547 10 g/L B g b 5t
FEAI 5 B 1 L #E ND-1000 Y fif 3t 28 41 43 OOt
FETE B OD {8 K it it v B L HAR 7 — 20 C R4
. RNA $#HUE = (RNA Ji B % JE X RNA S {k
FBO /1AM T

1.2.2 RNA #5944  HUE RNA 50 pg,RNasin 40
U,RQ1 DNase I (1 U/‘uL) 30 U, 1 X Buffer, il
DEPC /K & 100 pL.7E 37 ‘C F W 30 min, 2K J5
300 L VCEG) + VORIEED =24 : 1 IRGW . IRA
JE ¥R - B 300 wL DEPC K, 7E vk L7 & 15 min
Jg,4 CF 12 000 r/min B.0> 15 min. W FE# AR
— BT INE AR EET —20 CYLHE 2 h D)
.10 000 r/ min B> 10 min J5# L3, ULIE AR
RV 75 % L WEVR ¥ 2 YK T 10 min J5 H 20 L
DEPC 7K i fi#

1.2.3 RNA @R [0 20 uL KR PIMALE{L
JEBI B RNA 1.5 pg A ESIY 6 pmol/L,65~70
CIK¥ 5~10 min J5 37 BVE F K B 5 min, AKUINA
1 X Buffer,dNTPs 0.5 mmol/L,RNasin 20 U, %75
DEPC /K % 19 xL.30 CI#E 6 min, 514738 K .4k
Ja i M-MLV 200 U,42 CiEE 1 h,70 CKE M-
MLV F§i% P 15 min J5 . 57 B H 8 077 F — 20
THM.

1.2.4 DDRT-PCR # 34k # a9 £ 40 3E 4 € 51
Py oligod T13A FIREHL 514 BO305 4h 4k S i 4k &
%f DDRT-PCR [ H1 Y Taq BE Mg  .dNTPs, 5]
Yy R it DNA & 5 B4 5l fr ik, Tag
&% 0.5,1,1.5,2,2.5 Ff1 3 U 6 PKF; Mg?™
WepFi% 1.2,1.5,1.8,2.1,2.5,2.8,3.1,3.4,3. 7,
4.0 F1 4.3 mmol/L 11 47K ;dNTPs ¥ &% 0. 1,
0.15,0. 175, 0. 2, 0. 225, 0. 25, 0. 275 F1 0. 3
mmol/L 8 7K, 2 XI5 4] 4L 4 5 51 9 5 bl
BB E 2+ 1 MECH, I E 5 MARBRCR 1),
Bt DNA &5 0.5,1.1.5,2,2.5.3 f1 3.5 pL 74>
K
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Table 1 Concentration combination of Anchor Primer and Random Primer pmol/L
5|#) Primer 24 Combinations
HE 5 Anchor Primer 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
BEHLT ¥ Random Primer 0.5 0.75 1 1.25 1.5

J I Sk % 20 pL, F PTC-200 # PCR Y 9™
B BTN .94 C AR PE 2 min; 94 “C AR 30
545 ‘CiE Kk 2 min,72 ‘CF#Eff 1 min,40 ~EH; 72
CHEff 7 min,
1.2.5 & sk H 600 RINIEBEREE R (PAGE)
7t BIO-RAD 2\ &) 4 7= i) PowerpacTM Universal
T HL UK AN F UK RS I PCR 7= 9,120 V8 L HA Uk
6 ho AR YLTEAG I . Y o i o Y A R R B A B
10 % ZBEFN 0.5 % VKEEFR) [ 52 15 min, 7818 7K 2 %k
2 W, PR g Ak (1 g/L AgNO,) 2t 8 15 min, [f]
0.02 g/L Na,S,0, 3k 30 s J5, B G (15 g/L
NaOH,4 g/L B 552 B %2 1B Wi 408 . s H
AWK AE 8. B Y5 A BIO-RAD 2w 24E 77 1y
GEL-DOC™-XR %4 ¥ i J5 A5 A 4A B8 43 Hr .

2 AR5

2.1 7 RNAREAZEHEE

T W] LU R A 5 5 R I 48 By 2
N RNA #5515 B BIOZOL 3 71 $2 B i 45 L. 7] L
WM HLE 1) RNA 28 S, 18 S f1 5 S 3 iy, ifif H
iy R SR S B URR T i R S IR . i R
2 7] 1L, BIOZOL X7 RNA £l L, b h &
LB RNA 8 588. 6 pg/g. 4675 #2 UK
RNA 524 900. 2 pg/g. ¥ w5 T 5 i 50 Kk 32
) RNA 5 B Fp 7 i 32 B RNA OD.g /OD g, #f

fE1.8~2. 1, SR AL $2 BU ) RNA ODyy, /
ODyso A BT e E/NF 1 pg/pl s NF A R
X RNA BTt 1 23K 5 1 BIOZOL 32t 7] £ B 9
RNA OD,s /ODys 5550 R e BE R T 1 pg/ L 45
A IE I % RNA JFift 192k ,

2000b
288
188
1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp 5S

K1 SERERIE 5 BIOZOL ik M4 B & | 1855 & 2 0t
RNA iy 1 ok 45 5 b5
M. DL2000 Marker;1,3. BIOZOL &7 : 2, 4. 5 B 7 fe A2
Fig. 1
thiocyanate method and BIOZOL reagent method
M. DL2000 Marker;1,3. BIOZOL reagent method;

Contrast of RNA extraction by guanidine

2,4. Guanidine thiocyanate method

%®2 BREHEEBER BIOZOL X #REAME N RNA &g
Table 2 Contrast of RNAs extracted by guanidine thiocyanate method and BIOZOL

LR IO %

Material Extraction method ODzs0 /OD2so

RNA Jii s fE/
(pg . pLil )
Concentration

RNA $2 i fr/
(pgeog b
Extraction concention

O[)ZGU /()DZ3()

BIOZOL 5

5% Flower bud BIOZOL reagent 2.06 1. 88 1. 800 900. 2
L s e s T 3
o SHEERL 1.87 1.65 0. 401 828. 8
Guanidine thiocyanate method
» BIOZOL i # -
2 Scape leaf BIOZOL reagent 2.09 2.02 1. 962 588.6
0L
Guanidine thiocyanate method 2.08 1.72 0.828 400.0
2.2 DDRT-PCR ¥ #EERHIMULER A B AR TS5 R0 s Tag B &N 1.5~

2.2.1 Taq B8R 2+ DDRT-PCR ¥ 3 2L R 8§ % a1

W 2 AT 0L Tag MEHIR Y 0. 5~3 U i 474 19
SRR E B 5 T Tag BEATRE 0.5 UGK
DR 1 UGKIE 20 BRI A R L (LA 5

3 UGKIA 3~6) B, th iy vk, b, #%# 1.5 U

K Taq BimEAE .

2.2.2 Mg ik s+ DDRT-PCR ¥ ¥ 2 % 49 % A
f & 3 AW, Mg™ ¥ B R 1. 2 mmol/L(JkiE 1) Al
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4.3 mmol/L(JKI8 1D B, §" 3 AR H 4507 s Mg He i
A 1.5~4.0 mmol/L(JkiE 2~10) i, pfi#F Mg*™ #
JERE TN B3 S e N 5 b s Mg® T MR E O 2. 5~
3.1 mmol/L (3K 5~ 7) Bf, ¥ 34 & 8 0 8 T
Mg’ e BEH 1.5.1. 8 mmol/L(JkiE 2,3) f1 Mg®"

100 bp —»E .

2 KA Taq B R DDRT-PCR 4 14 45
M. DL2000 Marker;1~6. Taq f§ Ji] it
SrH 0.5,1.1.5,2,2.5 f1 3 U
Fig. 2 Amplification results of DDRT-PCR under
different Taq enzyme dosages

M. DL.2000 Marker;1—6. 0.5,1,1.5,2,2.5 and

3 U dosage of Taq enzyme

2.2.3 dNTPs % & st DDRT-PCR # ¥ 2 % 49 %
o A 4 ATLIE .Y ANTPs #kEE R 0. 1.0, 15,
0.175 F1 0. 2 mmol/L Bf ¥ 4" 14 th 4547 ; ANTPs
W BE A 0.225,0. 25 F1 0. 275 mmol/L B4 14 1
& HLAHARLR %% s INTPs ¥ B4 0.3 mmol/L B X
ANREY 1 &4 . T fE = e ANTPs X Mg*' =
AIEIE RS R . 255 LA . ANTPs ¥k B DU
0. 25 mmol/L HREH .

2.2.4 314 A% DDRT-PCR # 3¢ £ 69 % h

M &S ATRLE A g S AL | AR L 3
RO 22 S WL L B S 1)/ BEAL S ) & 43 00 R 1
pmol/L/0. 5 pmol/L (Jki& 1),1. 5 pmol/L/0. 75
pmol/L(JKil 2) fl 2 pmol/L/1 pmol/L(Jki 3) 5,
P1G 25 > HANERE s TR 2 51 9/ BEHLS 1 ) JH 4 4
B A 2.5 pmol/L/1. 25 pmol/L (ki 4) A1 3
pmol/L/1.5 pmol/L (Jki& 5) Bf, ¥ H % ilf £ H fa
SE . PG U E B RER 2.5 pmol /L K BEALS]

Wl K 3. 7,4. 0 mmol/L(3kif 9,10), 47 i Wik
GE. HIL, HEEE Mg® W B h 2. 8 mmol/L HH .,
Mg® " Y Jy 3. 4 mmol/L(JkiE 8) iy Y B i3 R [
T H APk IE X AT 2 DDRT-PCR & &2 A Fa € Ik
PR S A

M12 34567891011

!

2000 bp —p W

1000 bp —p

750 bp —»'™

500 bp —P =

250 bp —>

100 bp — -

Bl 3 ANE Mg?™ i % DDRT-PCR #4455
M. DL2000 Marker; 1~11. Mg ¥ J& 43 51l Ky
1.2,1.5,1.8,2.1,2.5,2.8,3.1,3.4,3.7,4.0 il 4. 3 mmol/L
Fig. 3 Amplification results of DDRT-PCR under
different Mg*" concentrations
M. DL2000 Marker;1—11. Mg?" concentration is 1. 2,1. 5,
1.8,2.1,2.5,2.8,3.1,3.4,3.7,4.0 and 4. 3 mmol/L respectively

PR 1. 25 pmol/L 1514 & Atk
2.2.5 #A DNA A & s DDRT-PCR ¥ 3 2 & &
#Hre HIE 6 AT UL, BiAR DNA J&h 0.5~3.5 pL
10 T U S LS e o e S B
DNA Hl X 98 25 012 A K. AW B DNA
R 0.5 pul.

g BTk, 8 € % b DDRT-PCR 1k 1 &
4 :10 X Buffer 2. 5 mmol/L, Mg** 2. 8 mmol/L,
dNTPs 0. 25 mmol/L,Taq f§ 1.5 U, i E514% 2.5
pmol/L,BENLE ¥ 1. 25 pmol/L,cDNA 0.5 pL.
2.3 DDRT-PCR # B AEME M . XA XK. K

cDNA W H &R

B2 AR ) DDRT-PCR 4 3 fA 2 3 — 4 % K
FI SR A S i) cDNA #EAT 4738 (B 7)), 45 R WoR 15
B 7RG AR A TG W AR AR [R5 B
(M 5P B AT R EER HERAK,
AN TR A4 47 38 ) 78 22 S5 ) Wl
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-4—2000bp

—«—1 000 bp
L3
g —<4— 750 bp

™ -<4— 500bp

100 bp

K4 KNE ANTPs # & ) DDRT-PCR ¥ 38 45
M. DL2000 Marker;1~8. dNTPs & & 4% #7 0. 1,0. 15,
0.175,0.2.,0. 225,0.25,0. 275 F1 0. 3 mmol/L
Fig. 4 Amplification results of DDRT-PCR under
different dNTPs concentrations
M. DL.2000 Marker;1—8. dNTPs concentration is 0. 1,0. 15,
0.175,0.2,0.225,0. 25,0. 275 and 0. 3 mmol/L

1 234567M

e 4— 100 bp
o

Kl 6 AEAR DNA H &) DDRT-PCR §" #4554
M. DL2000 Marker;1~7. cDNA & 4351k
0.5,1,1.5,2,2.5,3 F1 3.5 pL.

Fig. 6 Amplification results of DDRT-PCR
under different DNA dosages
M. DL.2000 Marker;1—7:cDNA dosage is 0. 5,1,
1.5,2,2.5,3 and 3.5 pL respectively

1 23 45M

. 42000 bp

. 4—1000bp
" +4— 750 bp
- 4= 500bp
b
| Hq& 250bp
-
-
I . W< 100bp

K5 ORI 514 AR DDRT-PCR §° 4 45 5
M. DL2000 Marker; 1~5. & 514 /BEHL S #5351 24 1 pmol/L/
0.5 pmol/L,1.5 pmol/L/0.75 pmol/L,2 pmol/L/1 pmol/L,
2.5 pmol/L/1. 25 pmol/L #l 3 pmol/L/1.5 pmol/L
Fig. 5 Amplification results of DDRT-PCR under
different primer concentrations
M. DL2000 Marker;1—5. Anchor Primer/ Random Primer is 1 pmol/L/

0.5 pmol/L,1.5 pmol/L/0.75 pmol/L,2 pmol/L/1 pmol/L,

2.5 pmol/L/1. 25 pmol/L and 3 pl./1.5 pl respectively

M1 2 3 4 56

7 DDRT-PCRIEZXE b KEEA
SR R AETE cDNA B3 #4551
M. DL2000 Marker;1~6. 4% A8 N K E M
IR EEm K AE B cDNA P45 R O ZE R FH)
Fig. 7 DDRT-PCR result of leaf and bud from Radish,
Chinese Cabbage and Rape
M. DL2000 Marker;1—6. DDRT-PCR result of leaf and
bud from Radish,Chinese Cabbage and Rape(from left to right)
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3 1w e

£ mRNA 22 55 B /s FR B RNA 1Y 4 B &
554 DDRT-PCR {5 M B C R %W . I TR
AR 3 KT B 19 RNA, A BIF 5% % 5K % RUZ5E0 g
HER) 5 B &R IR 5 BIOZOL 3 7 42 B 35 |
RNA #FAT 7 8. 45 R R 01, W R Jr i 42 H
RNA 7 B AH AL, AT L3 Wi b & RNA 28 S.18 S
15 S 3 4% i AL SE R . 76 28 S [ 18 SifF
M E A — S & A A, AT RE b — S AN [ 1Y
RNA HLIK S5 SR LB R W AT B A M H BT L
H BEIEY T BR B 1 2 B8 OD.g, / OD.g, {8 42 1 R
VA=A =l Y E S R ey s
PRI TE B L 3 28 B ) IF AN 52 A 06 45 R . BIO-
ZOL X F 20U RNA £, seobh, mish ik
FEHUH RNA ODyso /ODyg, #7E 1. 8~2. 1, F 8
SRR IREEEECE RNA ODygso /OD,s0 Bt % - U6 B 3% 7
frdE RNA A 55U D04 T AL e+ 5% & i BB
HWEE/NT 1 pg/ p L ANFFG B S 6T RNA 5T i 1
sk, 1 BIOZOL ik #| # B RNA OD.g, /OD,y,
B A THLE T g Bk B R T 1 pg/pl,
6 a2l i Xt RNA BT i 2K . 4 A S it H]
A A IF & RNA $2 U5 (BIOZOL 5571 42
I RNA TR, Al 1 48 B ) S pliAs .

HAl. A X% b mRNA 225 BoR KRy
1 T8 e 0 2 2 R L i R A R AT G
AARFETE S A L4177 DDRT-PCR (%) 5 4~ 5% 0 [H
TS A3 2] T AR F 0 AR g R .

7& DDRT-PCR 1, Taq fiff \Mg*" .dNTPs 4
DNA i€ 51491 5 BEHL 51 P 1) G BEEC b 35 BH 5 52 i)
oy g OO AR Y X Tag Bl AT R
o RN 1.5 U, 54y 1 u
A B R Tag i 35 88 47 2o K 0
SR ARRE 1Y R EE R A xR . E AR B
.1 UK Taq Bl H & BUE R 5009 A 1k
HRERF L5 UM, Bk A 1.5 U i H
o x Mg™t ok A 5 & B, Mgt iR JE 7E
2.5~3. 1 mmol/L B} ¥ 7] BUAG &5 4 1 9 18 551
Mg® " ¥ 3 35 R AR BH M e v IR0 T B 22 ANTPs
i, TEGRREREZ MY W&, RH 2.8
mmol/L Mg®" ¥ £ GE 153 2| B B AR A 97 15 2801 L %
ZER 5ok AR ETY 1) 1.5 mmol/L M &R [H] Xt
dANTPs ¥ B #1704k & B, ANTPs ¥k & i & 58 5
RGN BN BRAR PR S5 L AT R JE ANTPs 132

Mg* " Jifil i Z2 Wl Mg*" , B — 4 & 4l il A
REf3 B HRAE P 45 . 7F PCR of R, Mg®" I
dANTPs J& W A~ ¢ 5 1Y 52 i K, 76 A 0F 58 dNTPs
W B2 B0k A B L e BE AN U S A O Y AR
PR 0. 25 mmol/L dNTPs ¥ B K F #0545 1Y
0.1 mmol/L dNTPs #¢ &, & F X 51 41 5500 1 4l
FEGI S HEALG Y A 2 1 B, 2000 2
ELGIMHE N 2.5 pmol/L, FENLTI Y H &M 1. 25
pmol/L, 7E mRNA 22 5 i /i oo 2 v HUAs 7 &L 4f 1y
P AR X R R T ST MR E B o ]
pmol/L,BEALEI ¥4 0.5 pmol/L . XI5 4]
N TR E R MY WY, K T dNTPs
5 E TSR & 7F mRNA 22 57 R 15 )
TG A5 R B WA B T AR S e .
WA AW 588 S DL AR R 1 0 o B R R
BEFE 100~1 000 bp, 51 2512100~380 bp 45
B A N IS R R AN N 5o 1 NE =W S A= e

ik R AU AN [RLBIF 5 B R 18] SR A4 R A7
TEZES . AP LLE b ik e ook 1k 15 31 9 i
FLCTERF R SR b BR8] 1 B g 45 2%
X5 H AN A

[ 5% 30k ]
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