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[ ZE] [EM] #EEE THB AR RAPD 58700 PCR &R 414 A F F§ RAPD 5 AR 57 45 04 B A 2
22 WL Z R R A AR KR . D07 ik DL I BF AR 22 0 S bR R T R CTAB ¥ 42 BB A 38 22 JLH 41 DNA
#47 RAPD " B, Lh 5'-CCTTGACGCA-3"(S12) K FAHLG 9 - sz Lis (4°7) TE38 I 50 15 2 4 AR50 2 Ry ik, 4
RAPD 2 ik & (1 EE S (Mg" W L ANTPs ¥R & B DNA H & 519 B . Taqg DNA R4 B F &) 317 8% M
Ak T Gt B TR, 7 S RIS P A 2 ) RAPD st Z R AT iR & . (85 R DH0 18 B 1938 T 28 04 B A4 3K
2 RAPD 8 Z R HTIR R N .25 pL B Z P . Mg® ¥y 2.5 pmol/L.dNTPs ¥ 24 0. 16 mmol/L. 47
DNA &2 100 ng, 519 BE 0.6 pmol/L, Taq DNA BEEEME 4 1.5 U, £ KHE XS RAPD 2 HY 52 i F2 B2 ik
A DNA H& >3 9% JE > Tag DNA B4 i FH > dNTPs # 5 >Me*" W i, [4518Y 1k 1Y 25 4 B 2 25 22
RAPD Jz i 4 247 8500 L B BAR 97 38 2%ty 1 2 5 R B 00 TS W 0 L R PR A T T R — 2B I AL 2 RE M AT

[XEiR] £ A #H =2 ;RAPD-PCR; & R L1k

[hESZES] S682.310.1 [xmktrilZ®B] A [xE=HE] 1671-9387(2011)12-0087-08

Optimization of RAPD reaction system on wild
Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain

WANG Bao-ning*,ZHANG Xian",CHEN Jun-mei*,SONG Jun-yang*

(a College of Forestry b College of Hortrculture , Northwest A& F University ,Yangling , Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: [Objective] The reaction system RAPD of wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling was estab-
lished to provide technical basis of technology research for the genetic diversity wild Qinling orchids.
[Method] In this research,modified CTAB method was used to extract DNA from the leaves of C. faberi
Rolfe for RAPD reaction. Primer 5'-CCTTGACGCA-3'(S12) was used as random primer, L5 (4°) orthogo-
nal design and single factor design were used to screen and to establish optimal reaction system of RAPD
that were used in wild C. faberi in Qinling. Mg®" , dNTPs, primer, Tag DNA polymerase, and template
DNA were used as important parameters for exploration and optimization experiment. [Result] The opti-
mum concentration of five important components such as Mg*" , Tag DNA polymerase,dNTPs, primer,and
template DNA in 25 pL reaction system was 2.5 pmol/L,1.5 U,0. 16 mmol/L,0.6 pmol/L and 100 ng.
The effective degree of the factors on the RAPD reaction was in the order: template DNA™ primer>> Tag
DNA polymerase>>dNTPs>Mg*" . [Conclusion] The amplification effect of the optimization RAPD reac-
tion system of wild C. faberi in Qinling is ideal. Amplified polymorphism of strip is obvious,reproducible
and with high definition, which can be used for further analysis of genetic diversity.
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ZE e 2 I e b O A Y oy L EiR R A H
SR M B A R AR SR NN SCHB S ) B, R IR fE TR
Pl 3 LA A 4 A Y A S K
BRI FRRBR R ALE AR Z Y AR K E
P T H RS 2E T E W Y IR R
FEL RS 00 R AR S o 23 04 1 R R I b X 1B IR
- R R EE X 2 —  HAESRED
Z R SR W R 22 R T A 0 2 R I B
A EE AR R MBS TU 22E, —
eAg 2R ) 22 @ (Cymbidium) H5 YY), FHEIEFHF =
(Cymbidium goeringii (Rchb. f.) Rchb. {.) [ H %
(Cymbidium faberi Rolfe) .48 22 (Cymbidium ensi -
folium (L.) Sw.). 2% ( Cymbidium sinense
(Jackson ex Andr.) Willd.) 1 %€ 22 (Cymbidium
kanran Makino)ZE 5 K&, B AR 246« H
27T 2 ORACEL AT R 2 D T B2 A T A 1
FUULEL 8 7 HL AL &5 A SRR Y SOk 2. RAPD
(Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA) 2 ¥ F
PCR(Polymerase Chain Reaction) 4§ A i) —Ff DNA
AT RRie . Williams 281 Welsh 815 2 4>
BTSN TG S o B AR B A A L A 4 H
JRLASBEAR PRI 7 el 25 A ) b J5T 9 U8 A 20 A A 0
P& g b A 2] Tz T B
TIHEPRE AL RS R R AT AR W) 2 AR L b
PR Z U, BT OH AT OC T IR B A
RAPD F3#r B AIF 52 1 AR WL AL I A BIF 58 2 2% KA 3
22U M 2 T Bk A R AR 22 JE R RAPD
AT A AIE 2 SCHIR 5 L 2 U B A A== 19 35 (K 24 DNA Oy
B X S NE A B R BEAT LA A BT L ST
T ] 2 0 B AR 22 AR E 1 RAPD WK & L R
ZEUG BF A 22 Oy 1 OKCF b s AL 2 R PR O 5T B it
2%,

I RS IR

1.1 # #
PR A Wy A1 BE 22 15 Y A2 38 2% (C. faberi Rolfe) ,

oK H B RE B 208 1L kR R TR 3 SR 43 A DX CR 9 R
KB TR PR L P A D L BURP A T PE E R bR
B R 22 AR R E IR . Bt FHBENLS | 0 B 1
A THEY TRA R A ANTPs B g . Tag DNA
BE WL 10 X Reaction Buffer #1 MgCl, 2535, 4
W H IR IR AR 7] 5250 bp DNA Maker, i { TaKa-
Ra ‘=W H .
1.2 HF &
1.2.1 DNA #y#ERA#4n  (1)DNA 5, %H
MR CTAB W $2 B 22 16 3 1 41 DNA, I 2 % M %
SCHk DNA (1 42 By 35 4808 o & el
(2)DNA K, OFE 25053 A A5 DNA

B OD fH . R 55 ODy /ODyg, {H H By DNA K B 41
BE, — BB T ODy /ODyg, S 1. 8~1. 9 I, Bl 3
Sy v 2l () DNANS L @ F Bt i B 6 fie s Tk, EB
Jetn TEBE AR AT RGN AR ORI R a2 .
1.2.2 RAPD-PCR ¥ 3 B 5 4h % 49 41 % £ 4L
RAPD-PCR [ i /& & B 5 Fh & ZL % 4> dNTPs,
Mg*" | Taq B BEPLG P F1 DNA Ak A B 4% % 8 4
AT EW R 1, DLE BB CR A%
DNA WHAR T 5 . RAPD FEHL 5| Hy 45 1 5 2
Ja FS12 51479 3G . 4% b B SN AR R R
25 pL EEAL A 2.5 L J& Mg®" 10 X Buffer,
RIGTHR & A R AR BUZE KRN B . FEAR Y 1
FREFE H9:94 CHIZSHE 3 min, 94 “CZ8 4 1 min, 37 C
Bk 40 min,72 CHEH 1.5 min.40 MEH ;72 CHE
it 7 min, 12 g/L B M BE e B ik . EB 4L 8, B i
AR R G IE A ST A5 5 1 DNA J B
BTSN R AT AR AT
1.2.3 RAPD-PCR R B4k % AL # iE 303X 35 3% it

PER Ly (4 IEAC R B A2 ORAEZ) W
RAPD Jz I ¥ & i 17 E fk. #F 58 ANTPs, Mg*" |
Tagq B FEHL G 9 1 DNA B4R 5 Ff s 7 9 it 728
fExt RAPD e i 9 B8 25 iy sgm . KR 1P
2 K HOKE L8 T 16 AR BN 2 fioR.

x1 FWHEE=Z RAPD REMER QS pl) P 5 AR S REKE

Table 1  Five components and levels in RAPD reaction (25 pl)of wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain
K dNTPs/ Mg?* / 314/ (gmol « L) DNA #i4f2/ng Taq /U
Level (mmol « L1 (pmol « L71) Primer Template DNA Taq polymerase

1 0.12 1.5 0.2 60 1.0
2 0.16 2.0 0.4 80 1.5
3 0. 20 2.5 0.6 100 2.0
4 0.24 3.0 0.8 120 2.5
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Table 2 1,;(4°) orthogonal design for the component of RAPD- PCR system of wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain
pisiiErRes dNTPs/ Mg?*/ 319/ (pmol + L™1) DNA #5457 /ng Taq /U
No. (mmol « L™1) (pmol « L71) Primer Template DNA Taq polymerase
1 1€0.12) 1(1.5) 1€0. 2) 1(60) 1(1.0)
2 1 2(2.0) 200.4) 2(80) 2(1.5)
3 1 3(2.5) 3(0.6) 3(100) 3(2.0)
4 1 4(3.0) 4(0. 8) 4(120) 4(2.5)
5 2(0.16) 1 2 3 4
6 2 2 1 4 3
7 2 3 4 1 2
8 2 4 3 2 1
9 3(0.20) 1 3 4 2
10 3 2 4 3 1
11 3 3 1 2 4
12 3 4 2 1 3
13 4(0.24) 1 4 2 3
14 4 2 3 1 4
15 4 3 2 4 1
16 4 4 1 3 2
1.2.4 RAPD-PCR B3 4k & KA 64 3 B & X 3 %

it XFLA RS R R ST B R it Bk H ek
A1 A Sy L RRE IR R AESE 3 KRR,
BT B =K E WK 1,

1.2.5 RAPD R mtk 28933 LK A & I8 A A
4R 70 A1 X B B A= 3 22 DNA AR, 35 F A [ i
BEHL 5] # (S12,S43,S67,S199, 8293 Fil S445 % 6
A AT LL IR BT A AR R B9 RAPD R AR & iF 47
$HIE .

2 AR5

2.1 HBIRFAEEZERFA DNA BRI

Wik CTAB %, R fi 2= 76 4h it $2 B3k 5 41
DNA, 7E I 2l B A = i L R 41 DNA #4746
fb. g5 REW ., T B L N 41 DNA (& 200
UUVE . K £ %0 DNA Jit &2t v B 4 vh 76 100 ~ 1 000
ng /pL(F 3)., HIKEEE (A D EW L RB DNA
tbﬁ%%ﬂﬁ@%iﬁ“%dﬁ RNA 5 4t

®3 MAFKREHEE=EHRHA DNA WENE
Table 3 Results of DNA extraction from wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain

U A4 2

DNA JR W/ (ng + pl. 1)

No. of C. faberi ODys0 ODasgo ODz50/ODgsgo DNA concentration
1 5.659 3.862 1.47 282.9
2 6. 140 3.019 2.03 307.0
3 20. 465 10. 279 1.99 1023.3
4 19. 255 10. 216 1. 88 962. 8
5 5.738 2.995 1.92 286.9
6 7.814 4.062 1.92 390.7
7 7.555 3. 843 3.84 377.8
8 14. 363 8.070 1.78 718.2

1 AR Z U By 2L 22 Sk 2 DNA B9 At k 18] 1

Electrophoretogram of genomic DNA from wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain

Fig. 1
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539 %

LUK S SR (B 2) R s 1~16 Sk g . B 13 5
HPHAY 15 Al g B n] 15 2§71 55 Hoh 4 F 14
SRR A 2 A% A MR s HoAR IR 1 7
T3~ 5% AHA LR P B A O] L E AR RN
4

225 UK R0 LT R RN A 3 ST HE AR
3 BT 45 A (3 4D il 22 KU il LA YL SR
X3 45 R R de R FER R 51 Wk B2 IR Tag

DNA Jig AT ANTPs ¥ J8% . Mg e 2 XT3 4% 45 3
MR e/ . IWIROSAR R B SRR B i 4
WBCRAG R 2 Y SO B B 551
Y. Taqg DNA B4 0. ANTPs il Mg*™ 4 4~ il 43 A
FETE @=0.05 KFFIkE T BHFER. WL
RAPD FCBL I 5 A 5w M DNA HT & F2 8%
A

A 2

16 AN IEsC IR A & F Z 04 57 24 302 (1 RAPD-PCR #3125 5 (5149 S12)
1~16. %W 3 2 1 16 AR5 AL s M. Marker
Fig. 2 RAPD-PCR amplification results of wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain

of 16 experimental combinations (Primer S12)

1—16. Correspond to 16 experimental treatments of table 2; M. Marker

R4 FRHF4EEZL RAPDPCRyHBERNELTKIER

Table 4 Orthogonal test results of RAPD-PCR amplifications system from wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain
[} & Factor .
BTG oy DNABE  Ta W REEGD WECO R SRR
No ANTPs Mg?* Primer Template Tagq Channel Definition  Repeatability ve index
DNA polymerase
1 1 1 1 1 1 4 0.8 0.8 2.56
2 1 2 2 2 2 4 1 1 4
3 1 3 3 3 3 4 0.8 0.8 2.56
4 1 4 4 4 4 2 0.5 0.5 0.5
5 2 1 2 3 4 5 1 1 5
6 2 2 1 4 3 4 0.8 0.5 1.6
7 2 3 4 1 2 3 0.5 0.5 0.75
8 2 4 3 2 1 3 0.5 0.5 0.75
9 3 1 3 4 2 3 0.5 0.5 0.75
10 3 2 4 3 1 4 0.8 0.8 2.56
11 3 3 1 2 4 5 0.8 0.8 3.2
12 3 4 2 1 3 4 0.5 0.5 1
13 4 1 4 2 3 0 0.5 0.5 0
14 4 2 3 1 4 2 0.5 .5 0.5
15 4 3 2 4 1 3 0.8 0.8 1.92
16 4 4 1 3 2 5 1 0.8 4
#5{f 1 Mean 1 2,405 2.078 2. 840 1.203 1. 948
YJ{f 2 Mean 2 2.025 2.165 2.980 1. 988 2.375
1M 3 Mean 3 1. 877 2.107 1. 140 3.530 1. 290
¥J{E 4 Mean 4 1.605 1.563 0.953 1.192 2.300
% 2% Range 0. 800 0.602 2.027 2.338 1. 085

AT IE AR 5E A BN N, 08 B A B 22
RAPD-PCR [ i LA AR 22« AR & 25 pl, H:
g1 ANTPs ¥ 3 0. 16 mmol/L,Mg* " ¥ 1.5~2.5

pmol/L, B #iz DNA J & 100 ng, 5| ¥ ¥k f£ 0. 4
pmol/L, Tag DNA B & & 1.5~2.5 U, 10X
Buffer 21K 2.5 pL MAK R B LK Z 25 pl,
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2.3 EIWBH4EEZ RAPDPCR RNE R R
2.3.1 dNTPs % & dNTPs ¥ & 5 # % PCR
PG A . I EE R (K ) EIT LY ANTPs
4 0.12 mmol/L B, 7= A (1 F& 7 86 /0 B 55, 4501 K
JESE T AE 1 500 bp Z2 A7 K77 /N BORY k1
dANTPs ¥ F 4 0. 16~0. 20 mmol/L B} . 7= A il 454
Z HAG W, e 15 2 BAR 0 18 7= ) B AT /N R B
A 24 ANTPs ¥R 0. 24 mmol/L i}, 714 7= 4
B A k2D Sl AT O EL HE SR ECIR . L, ANTPs
B BE L 0. 20 mmol/L N &8 .

2.3.2 Mgk E  Mg" kST RAPD 2 W )
1 2 3

4 M

4500 bp
3000 bp
2250 bp

1500 bp
1000 bp
750 bp

500 bp
250 bp

B3 INTPsH & X5 3 45 5L 1 5%
1.0.12 mmol/L;2.0.16 mmol/L;3.0.20 mmol/L;
4.0.24 mmol/L;M.Marker
Fig.3 Effect of different INTPs

concentration to amplification results
1.0.12 mmol/L;2.0.16 mmol/L;3.0.20 mmol/L;
4.0.24 mmol/L;M.Marker

2.3.3 Al RIRER (B SR 51k E
9 0.2 pmol/L i, o™ 3 7™ 4 th 8 5 5 1 Wk B2 24 0. 4
peol /L B, 4738 25 U B AEL AR X 58 L 45 kil 97 1Y
i W] G D F AR MR B R G i Y EE S 0.6 10, 8
pmol/L B ¥ § 48 5 4k &4, (H 5 ¥k & 0. 8
pmol /L BfAH H . IR EE S 0. 6 pmol/L B 47 34 H
THEZ R R B . By RUE B, 1S M. B
Ji 4 0.8 pmol/L Bf H AR R R PR 4 . HLAEA ki
W B ABFFEIA N 0.6 pmol /L 15| H e By
A .

2.3.4 HWAET HE 6 WL, B DNA K 4 4
FH 7K R 7 A 4 18 45l FE JL AT 60,80 FH1
120 ng WP T 4 500 AL E B HAr AR
T, FLYE FH R 120 ng I 780 H LR, 10T A AR
Rl 100 ng BF, AT 38y 5 45 &4 R M4 A
T, F R LUA R A D 100 ng B 3RAS 1
P ROR R4

B4 Mg iR BExH o 3 45 R i
1.1.5 pmol/L;2.2.0 » mol/L;3.2.5 » mol/L;
4.3.0 umol/L;M.Marker
Fig.4 Effectofdifferent Mg*
concentration to amplification results
1.1.5 B mol/L:2.2.0 1 mol/L;3.2.5 umol/L;
4.3.0 1 mol/L;M.Marker

R S P A AR AR B AT R W L e e 2 AR
S HE 7 W TN B By O M ok R R
Sk D B S N R A IR T 4
A Mg e BE K S 2 A7 075 32 5 28 (&1 4) R W] 7
VR B N B RE 7 AR DI AR . 2 Me® ik
1.5 pmol /L i, 7 3 26 AN 3 0 EL 3 305K HCIR . A
Xt T A e B A B SR B A s AE W O 2. 0~3.0
pmol /LI 7 A B 267 RO A H ] o AELARO T 9
JE 2.0 pmol/L I Z5af7 H BLOR Bk, W 3.0
pemol /L i 418 7 1) 3 I ELAS 2 o Ml 6 2O e i
A E.2.5 pmol/L i Mg® ¥k Ji Bl ik 2] 1 A8 f)
PIGRCR .

4 M

4500 bp
3000 bp
2250 bp

4500 bp

3000 bp
2250 bp

1500 bp 1500bp

1000b

[l 1 000 bp P
750 bp 750 bp

500 bp SOObp

250 bp 250bp

El5 SIPREX T 4RI m
1.0.2 B mol/L;2.0.4 1 mol/L;3.0.6 nmol/L;
4.0.8 umol/L;M.Marker
Fig.5 Effectof different Primer
concentration to amplification results
1.0.2 B mol/L:2.0.4 1 mol/L;3.0.6 nmol/L;
4.0.8 umol/L;M.Marker

2.3.5 Tag DNA &M% REBLGERE DFE
Wl 7 Tug DNA BABEHE R 1.0 U B AR5
Py A ES 1.5,2.0 F1 2.5 U I 3545 5 i
R AR R 2.0 F1 2.5 U I 1485 7Y 1 1 M
B VEEME e E BRI 1.5 U R, AR i
FEIEFE M FAE Tag DNA REHTE N 1.5 U,
2.4 EXRBEHFEZRIKE RAPD-PCR E R KK
HERHEER

M 4 FE 2~7 v LU . 1E 2SI 5 s R
I 2 (0 25 A — B B 7 RAPD-PCR & i
e R A RSB N i S RS W g
B U FAR AR B0 25 R, BB s B bk R H Y.
AR A B i 5, B R R0t A FE R #E T . B
JR A B R B AT P B B A A R Bl A A B4R
FH S 100 1E 38 38 56 1F 4 v] DA 7 i3 — Gl 000 . A OE
ARG AR E] T FAE GG 25 R B — e R
AR T A BN A K 56 4 4 5 i R
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4500 bp
3000 bp B 1500 bp
2250bp o 3000 bp
2250bp
1500 bp
1000 bp 1 500bp
750 bp h 41000 bp
500 bp 750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
250 bp
&6 AR AR FH B X B 45 R 04 5 e B 7 Taq g & X5 45 28 0052
1.60 ng;2. 80 ng;3. 100 ng;4. 120 ng; M. Maker 1.1.0 U;2.1.5 U;3.2.0 U4, 2.5 U; M. Maker
Fig. 6 Effect of different template DNA on Fig. 7 Effect of different Tag DNA polymerase
amplification results on amplification results
1.60 ng;2. 80 ng;3. 100 ng;4. 120 ng; M. Maker 1.1.0 U;2.1.5 U;3.2.0 U4, 2.5 U; M. Maker

2.5 HIKLFEEZ RAPD-PCR R R {& K E Pt At 8 RAPD J R A 506 AN 7] 51 9 AN ) 4 i
M 8~ 10 AT LUE . i fb iy 22 e B AR 3 22§V IASCR I RAF L REME IR B8 F i . Ay .

RAPD AR B9 45 R A i Al i 2 BB P4k 9 RAPD 2 R4k & . m] HI 7 22 08 B 2

AR KW, R M. B 8~10 hATAHE  HZH0 RAPD P 844047 .

FIIAS TR BT FA AR FAS R B 2R A 1XC L 3R T

S 4500 bp
S 3000 bp
4 2250 bp

g | 500 bp

e 1 000 bp
750 bp

500 bp
250 bp

8 514y S12 Xf 2 W B 7k 3 > RAPD-PCR )4 M5 3R
1~16. 2k B T8I M 27 A 202 AR 17 ~19. 5k B T AE/K 19 BF A 3 22 b1 ks M. Marker
Fig. 8 RAPD-PCR amplification results of wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain {from primer S12

1—16. Material comes from Zhenan;17—19. Material comes from Zhashui; M. Marker

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

4500 bp
3000 bp
=¥2250bp

1500 bp

1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp

9 G149y S67 X} Z2 U4 I A A 2% RAPD-PCR {4 HE AR
I~14. 2k B TFHRUSEF A= 822 AR5 15 ~19. 5 B T L0 FH A BF A= 35 22 B4k s M. Marker
Fig. 9 RAPD-PCR amplification results of wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain from primer S67

1—14. Material comes from Danfeng;15—19. Material comes from Shanyang; M. Marker
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4500 bp
3000bp
2250bp

1500 bp
1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp

& 10 514 S293 X Z U4 BF A4 # == RAPD-PCR W4 H %R
1~19. 3k A 75/ A9 B A4 3 2% 48 M. Marker
Fig. 10 RAPD-PCR amplification results of wild Cymbidium faberi in Qinling Mountain from primer S293

1—19. Materials all come from Shangnan; M. Marker

[ 5% 3k ]

3 bhiE e

B PR 2R I T R A G 1 4 bR D RN R R A
Ve i o LA i o M B — 4 00 Fh A P R T AL A AR
N IR RN A R B R O vk R S T T 5
Jr R L 7 S IS R] P B AT A 3 — AN R AR R (H 3R A
15 B AR D WA BEH 2 PCR R & b & 414
A28 HAEF o TR I 28 3R 50 i 11 LA 16 A A
TAE /N B K, BB 4k 15 34 50 25 3R 1 11
AT AT RN B PR R R AR L T 4R R RAPD-
PCR JZ IV & 2 B RE 24 P fnT S0k . A B 58 4 501 38
1o 1F 22 R 6 A B[R A6 2 b ik ok 28 0 B A
) RAPD-PCR [ i ik R #EAT T Hdk , =38 Frig 45 2%
BA—,

ZWE IR B 0T PR AE Y RAPD J B 44 & X+
AN TR B 51 ) BN () R T 7 26 0 BF A =2 b1 ), 4
AT LR AR RAPD 97 508 L AR5 19 3] 2 8 1
U EWE L EE AN .. SR F RS
2 ECAHE I Z IS B A 3 22 RAPD-PCR [z i 1
AR RN .25 pl MR & B, ANTPs ¥ B2 0. 16
mmol/L,Mg*" ¥~ 2.5 pmol/L, it DNA H#
1 100 ng, 51 ¥ E K 0. 6 pmol/L, Tag DNA R4
M 4 1.5 U.10 X Buffer ZE b A 2.5 pL. &5
A K stk 2 25 pl, PCR R FEF J9:94 C
FiAs ¥ 3 min,94 °CZAE¥E 1 min,37 °CiE k 40 min,
72 CHEAf 1.5 min, 40 MEH; 5 72 °C LA 7
min, F F 32050 45 SR 4 A 38 T R B B R T vk
JE X RAPD-PCR J i 45 5 1 5% Wi fie K H 35 81 i 8
EES LA R R AR Ky B DNA H
it >5[k E > Taq DNA R4 & > dNTPs %
JE>Mg™ W,
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