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e R SEA BGRIE, AR BoKL
(g K2 A 2= Bt , KA4F 030801 )

T h# 5 L4 F R 126 SRAP-PCR R B4R &, A AR F 40 DNA ABM R A £ B & fo BRI A 2600 7 ik, 2T
#70 SRAP-PCR B4k % 9 5 AN & (1 Mg R B4R DNA & (ANTPs 3k & A= Taq DNA R 4B &) #4740,
3 3 LA E KA SRAP-PCR R AR £ , 4R &9 . L4 3% SRAP-PCR RAE R R4k & F AR DNA &% 60 ng, Mg’ A
1.5 mmol/L,dNTPs # & % 0. 25 mmol/L, 51 #3& & # 0. 60 wmol/L,Taq DNA &8R4 0.75 U, &HEFx¥ 384 XYk
KA MR > Taq DNA BAB: A 5 > A8 DNA A F > 31 %R E > ANTPs 3R E . B 6 4 B4 F A5 DNA sh ek & 347
IhE YR AWALE TR T LA LR SRS AR REREFHR,

KR L4 F ;SRAP-PCR; 1k 2 A40A4L ; 3 B 9K 36 5 1E 303805t

Optimization and Validation of SRAP-PCR Reaction System in Potato

ZHANG Xu,ZHAO Xing-kui, GENG Shu-juan,PENG Suo-tang, DUAN Yong-hong
( College of Agriculture ,Shanxi Agriculture University , Taigu 030801 )

Abstract ; The purpose of this study was to optimize the SRAP-PCR reaction system for potato genomic DNAs.
By combining the single factor with the orthogonal experimental design, five factors including the concentration of
template DNA ,Mg”* ,dNTPs, Taqg DNA polymerase and primers were tested ,in order to establish the optimal SRAP-
PCR reaction system for potato. The results showed that the optimal PCR reaction mixture for SRAP-PCR contained
60 ng template gDNA, 1.5 mmol/L Mg** ,0.25 mmol/L dNTPs,0. 60 pwmol/L each primer and 0. 75U Taq DNA
polymerase in a 20 pL of reaction volume. The PCR amplification in 6 potato DNA samples showed clear and repro-
ducible polymorphic bands. We observed that the contributions of each factor in PCR reaction were variable ( Mg®*
> Taq DNA polymerase > DNA template > primer > dNTPs) . Thus, the optimized SRAP-PCR system can be applied
in analysis of the genetic diversity and construction of the genetic map in potato.
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TR LA H B3 R T B SR A R N
AR, SRAP bRiC & 8 T v T Z F e, n
HE ek r R KRG KR UM A A, R
FEHE , 5CT SRAP S Ak & AR AL © 78 & 1WA e
JIHE B3R 20k 22 NS AE Y B T S e g
LN (E RS X I SIS 7 R A ol R T
gt B IR AN IR A A A e D
#5E B A SRAP-PCR J I 1R & 19 BIF 5% 18 11 &
A,

R, AR LI R DR EREE
DNA A6 A , SR FH 5 R 3R 36 FOE 38 IR 90 AR 45
()5 1, X SRAP-PCR 2 W 1K 28 4 51 4 1R 5%
Mg® " e AR DNA F & | NTPs ¥ B Fl Tag DNA
REMAR S ANBERE#HTHRA, B E s D8 %E
A SRAP-PCR VK R, h B 8 H it % Z 0
P 38 A 1 A8 8 LA B R IR A 45 F 9 4 At
IR
1 MR5F=*

1.1 ##

AR5 35 FH 1 E) 4% 2 S P 8 o LU PG 48 kit
(£ 1), Hrp A 7% 8 5 11T SRAP-PCR K R4k,
i 155 MRS 5 k6 5 M8 5 HH 24
SRR B AN T AR R D B IE, SRAP-PCR
R Z Ak 2 F 51 9 40 4 . Me9/Em7 . Mel/Em2,
SRAP-PCR e 2 i AR R B0 IE 8 FH 5 | 416 - Med/
Em3 Me4/Em8, SRAP 5[#) /5515 M Li 4 i 3C
ik, AR T AR TR A A FRA 7 A, 514075
%2, dNTPs MgCl, , Taq DNA B4l 10 x PCR
Buffer 253411 [ TaKaRa A, PCR 4= HILIE H
T EYFHARFRAF,BS R GT612,

F1 kS
Table 1 Tested cultivars

P P24 B RN E S

No. Name of variety Approval number
1 2215 %5 FH A7 2007001 &
2 w55 S 2015002 5
3 HH6 S 2 2016003 5
4 HHR 5 ST 25 2016004 5
5 T4 5 A 2014002 5
6 PNEILEY]S T2 2013001 5

R2 SRAPIIMAAFT!
Table 2 SRAP primers combination used in this study

JIMHE

Primer

Em 5 FFI(5-3")

Forward primer

B i 51 el (57-3")
Reverse primer
sequences(5'-3")

combination sequences(5'-3")

Mel -Em2 TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA  GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC
Me4-Em3 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTGC  GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC
Me4-Em8 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTGC  GACTGCGTACGAATTCAT
Me9-Em7 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTCA GACTGCGTACGAATTCAC

1.2 REHE

1.2.1 S¥%ZEEFA DNA EEAM&EN KA
Ze R CTAB 75" % SR 48 1 I 4% S I 4 ok 1k
T O AL 2] DNA (4RI, FRICE & ot R
1 ~2 g, AR 20 RS 28 0 AR 5 A KT 1Y
B A 600 wL $ERTTE 65 °C TR 2 x CTAB
120 pL HiFE OB, BT 65 CKBMI 60 min, £
10 min B ZENELOE . HIMA 1 mL AT -5 %
BE(24: 1) B2 EIEIR S 10 min [FAB.DHLER
12000 r/min 5.0 10 min, 5% FiH W T 5 —#1
B S ISR SN B ICE T-20 C VKA
30 min J5 & HELZARTUTVE , J5 £ 12000 1/min &0
10 min [FIUTHE . B 70% JooK £ B ve Dl e
2 ~3 W, KT T 50 pL ddH,0 1 7E 37 CKHB
PRI 30 min, DNA (1% B 4l 52 30 4k A% 19 4G T4
W 7E IF38 15 0. 8% 1Y Byt e WE &8 S FEL UK A, S /s
# DNA B ¥ BEHi B 5] 50 ng/wL AR 77 £-20 °C ¥k
Fae

1.2.2 SDHRESRAPF BEFRYEFTYK
M LA SRAP ALY .94 CHAEYE S min;5
AMIEFF .94 °C 7V 45 5,35 CIB K 45 5,72 °C FEAfif
1 min;35 MG .94 CAEME45 5,52 CiR K 45 s,
72 CHEM 1 min;72 CIEH 10 mins4 CLRAFE, 37
W2k 38 o AE AR M IR TN M T I 95 I H Uk (8% )
i

1.2.3 SPAP-PCR 2 RFE HiKI& XI5 W SPAP-
PCR ¥ 341 5 MR NS, B RE
8 MRFERBE KT (K 3), TEMIRFE—R R
F, AR R S LA R 61T, S48 5 SPAP-
PCR 4" 34 ) i 5 i & & 24 20 pL: DNA 50 ng/
20 pL,Mg**1.75 mmol/L,dNTPs 0. 20 mmol/L, 5|4
0.4 pmol/L, Taq DNA &R 0. 75U/20 pL,2 pL
10 x PCR buffer, A4 ddH,0 #ME .
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Table 3 The gradients in single factor test of SRAP in potato
IKF Levels
K2 Factors
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
M DNA (ng) Template DNA 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Mg? * #¢ B (mmol /L) Mg?* concentration 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00 2.25 2.50 2.75 3.00
dANTPs ¥ J&F (mmol /L) dNTPs concentration 0.05 0. 10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0. 30 0.35 0.40
5k ( pmol /L) Primer concentration 0.10 0.20 0. 30 0. 40 0.50 0. 60 0.70 0. 80
Taq DNA %4/ (U) Taqg DNA polymerase 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00

1.2.4 SPAP-PCR EXFXIERIIZIT AWFF DNA
Mg®* . ANTPs 514 Taq DNA A5 5 R K M

%4 SRAP-PCR EXRKEEEHRKFEE
Table 4 Factors and levels in orthogonal design of SRAP-

SUHR SR SRAP-PCR [ AR ZR 520 DL K 5 A4 PCR reaction
AL, SHLNERBOSR RN KF Levels
NN L L S 4 Sy K2 Factors
Ly (47) IEASIRIBE VT HEAFT 1 PR 28 DK S 9 975 o ( 3¢ t . a3 4
AR 3 U Tk A3 58
4‘% 5)44’:!: : &Eﬂiﬁj Ufo ﬁ%%ﬂ(ﬂjﬁ E/\J,ﬁj% X B2 DNA (ng) Template DNA 50 60 70 80
P ISR S SR TR T E LA R i A ok L
§ N . Mg** ¥ & (mmol /L) Mg * concentration  1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00
MR TPESTIE ™ i 530y 16 53 At ANTPs €3 (mmol /L) ANTP ion 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
. NN N C 's A< ( mmol C s concentration . . . .
O3RN Gr o AR R EATIR 2E 3 A L R ] U ol /1) 030 040 0.5 0.0
\ N V) (wmol /L) Primer concentration . . . .
SPSS 13. 0 ZE k34577 22 4347 Al Duncan £ 5 1 - o
N Taq DNA R4 U)Taq DNA polymerase 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25
el T8 8 SRAP-PCR B fERREIK 1 DA AT Tt DA el
%5 L4%ZE SRAP-PCRL,(4) EXiXEi&iT
Table 5 L, (4°)orthogonal design of SRAP-PCR in potato
K 2 FI7K - Factors and levels P45 Score
2+ iz B e 21 B pE E
g0 . Mg? * R dNTPs ¥ & Sk E Taq DNA
No. (28) (mmol /L) (mmol /L) ( wmol /L) RAEBH(U) HwH HH2 HEE3
T lng DNA Mg** dNTPs Primer Taq DNA Repeat 1 Repeat 2 Repeat 3
emplate
’ concentration concentration concentration polymerase
1 1(50) 1(1.25) 1(0.10) 1(0.30) 1(0.50) 1 1 1
2 1(50) 2(1.50) 2(0.15) 2(0.40) 2(0.75) 12 12 13
3 1(50) 3(1.75) 3(0.20) 3(0.50) 3(1.00) 5 5 5
4 1(50) 4(2.00) 4(0.25) 4(0.60) 4(1.25) 7 7 7
5 2(60) 1(1.25) 2(0.15) 3(0.50) 4(1.25) 15 14 15
6 2(60) 2(1.50) 1(0.10) 4(0.60) 3(1.00) 16 15 16
7 2(60) 3(1.75) 4(0.25) 1(0.30) 2(0.75) 11 11 10
8 2(60) 4(2.00) 3(0.20) 2(0.40) 1(0.50) 2 3 2
9 3(70) 1(1.25) 3(0.20) 4(0.60) 2(0.75) 14 16 14
10 3(70) 2(1.50) 4(0.25) 3(0.50) 1(0.50) 10 10 11
11 3(70) 3(1.75) 1(0.10) 2(0.40) 4(1.25) 13 13 12
12 3(70) 4(2.00) 2(0.15) 1(0.30) 3(1.00) 6 6 6
13 4(80) 1(1.25) 4(0.25) 2(0.40) 3(1.00) 9 9 9
14 4(80) 2(1.50) 3(0.20) 1(0.30) 4(1.25) 8 8 8
15 4(80) 3(1.75) 2(0.15) 4(0.60) 1(0.50) 4 4 4
16 4(80) 4(2.00) 1(0.10) 3(0.50) 2(0.75) 3 2 3

1.2.5 DG4$Z SRAP-PCR SEEEMIIE Li6 4
INVEE R DR E G2 155 FHES 5 76
TR S T O 24 5 KRIFHLANE) FEHFZ] DNA h

Fb , BEMLIE FH PG ZH 51490 (Me4/Em3 Med/Em8 ) Xt b
A SRAP-PCR sk R A2 e AR
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2.1 L%ZE SRAP-PCR 2EZEXBE RS
2.1.1 DNA A Z3f SRAP-PCR # 1% &I 43 #fr
Kt DNA (1) H] 2 A 26 5 /& SRAP-PCR 31§ 14 5C
HZE, HE1(A) ARBAR DNA & X% 5484 %

BN DNA HE Y REY 1 H S 8 i 4w, vl L
FY S SRAP ¥ Xt DNA FH & 0 2R f 4k 58, (1
I 3G 7= 25l AT LU S R AE 10 ~ 30 ng Z 8],
ST AR, B DNA FH & gk 18 | 4507 1 Il i
BB . TE 50 ~ 80 ng I, SR IE MR 57, &
X448 25 SRR I A 25 25 R T 1 AR AR

SRAP - PCR R WK R LML T LIE Y AWF5E3E DNA M EHEA 2 50 ng,

B Mg* #¢BF  B: Mg* concentration

A DNAJEE  A: DNA concemratton C: dNTP#EE C: dNTP concentration

™ TS
b o
500bD e
K&l | 500bp! ; ! :

!Iﬂmﬂwmgp._.,ﬂﬂ. sooppem B B

‘-"‘«' _-— = 200 300bps= [ —

. - ]50]3]} e — e — 200

100bp ::-.—--—a..--.._“..,mgbpu-u,m,..ﬂﬁ“ SObg* - =

B 100bp -

E: Taq DNA
e I

Taq DNA Polymerase

D: %Iﬁmﬁ D: Primer concentration concentration

500bp
400bp -
300bp -

ZOObp i
150bp

100bp

e B

.‘y — e

S L i, 100bp

HitR . 7 7% 8 5 BIWALA : Me9/Em7 , M #9183 DL500 DNA marker; A1 ~8 F78 DNA #4391 :10,20,30,40,50,60,70 ,80 ng/20 wl;
B:l ~8 KRk Mg * W4 1.25,1.5,1.75,2.00,2.25,2.5,2.75,3. 00 mmol/L;C:1 ~8 7% dNTPs ¥ 4351 0. 05,0. 10,0. 15,
0.20,0.25,0.30,0.35,0. 40 mmol/L;D:1 ~8 F/R5I¥H 433124 0. 10,0. 20,0. 30,0. 40,0. 50,0. 60,0. 70,0. 80 pmol/L;
E:1 ~8 $7R Taqg DNA B4 FHHE> %14 0. 25,0. 50,0. 75,1.00,1. 25,1.50,1. 75,2. 00 U/20 pL

Template ; Xisen8 , Primer combination: Me9/Em7. M :DL500 DNA ladder marker, A:DNA concentrations in lane 1 ~8 are 10,20,30,40,50,60,70,

80 ng/20 WL respectively,B:Mg** concentrations in lane 1 ~8 are 1.25,1.5,1.75,2.00,2.25,2.5,2.75,3. 00 mmol/L, respectively,
C:dNTPs concentrations in lane 1 ~8 are 0. 05,0. 10,0. 15,0. 20,0. 25,0. 30,0. 35,0. 40 mmol/L, respectively,
D Primer concentrations in lane 1 ~8 are 0. 10,0.20,0. 30,0. 40,0. 50,0. 60,0. 70,0. 80 pwmol/L,respectively,
E:Taq DNA polymerase concentrations in lane 1 ~8 are 0.25,0. 50,0.75,1.00,1.25,1.50,1.75,2. 00 U/20 pL,respectively
E1 #% DNA Mg®* . dNTPs, 3|#1#0 Taq DNA B&E AR E K EKE FH SRAP-PCR ¥ 1 45 R
Fig.1 Amplification results of different concentrations of template DNA ,Mg** ,
dNTPs, primers and Taq DNA polymerase in SRAP-PCR

2.1.2 Mg’ iR E Xt SRAP-PCR # 1 22 li 4 47

Mg’ * UM 2254 PCR W AR 22 71 Taq DNA R &
B TE M MR I S 2 3 PCR 97 3 A SRR S M R
W PE RN 25 PCR 9715 7920, B 1(B) AN
7] Mg® " ¥ B % 2 25 2 SRAP-PCR J b/ 1A 2 51 45
Wl UEH  EHE R 1.25 ~2.00 mmol/L, ¥ 1 p=
WHE S HXNE W ST, BEE Mg W 1Y

e N E S S ZE
B2 1.5 mmol/L,

2.1.3 dNTPs iR B3t SRAP-PCR # 1& 00 o #7
dNTPs /2 4 PRz R 0 1R

% 3.00 mmol/L, £55 T B (0 5 Wi AR IR, iy Fi 3% iy
PR, 24 Mg” " RN 1.5 mmol/L B, 4734 2547 1
B LA 9 Y e fd: Mg” ik

Y, FEAEHRZETE PCR
FEARAG SRR | A2 R A Ao I D A R A A



5 KA, DT SRAP-PCR UWAK B Ak L 36T 997

FHF SRS UEAT 7 42, DA TTT Ik 21 &2 i B A 4% 1) H
), dNTPs AOHE B 5 PCR ¥ 89 % R B3 A 56,
JEE R 23T DNA R 4G B A5 IR, BRI S
B e BE AR S Y . BB 1(C) R
dANTPs ¥ J¥ XF H44 2 SRAP-PCR [ I 14 28 i 2%
AL LB 45— Tk ANTPs ¥4 0. 05 mmol/L I},
R SO RCTR 38 S5l B A BER , BE A Tk B
B, 24 BE R 0. 25 mmol/L I, ¥ ¥4 W) £ 5 I
A7 38 e e, L 24 R B34 N E) 0. 30 mmol/ L B, 47344 7
Wz s >, r LA o Y B fE ANTPs R E
0. 25 mmol/L,

2.1.4 S|41REX SRAP-PCR ¥ IEZ 44 5l
Yl PCR RN KR EERE, 5IWIEN
DNA & ¥ 4 BF DNA B A Wl 19 45 & 0 450, W
SUN AR R €N TR B BN R AR e D&
I RAR A LA I, BE AR 1 B 1 R 5
PR, 8=k b I 1 (D) AR TR 514k R T
3 SRAP-PCR WK F 5% W 45 S v] LA HY
MO Y BE R 0.1 wmol /L B, 3 314 7= Wy 45
o BEHE S W W M 0.2 wmol /L BE N E
0.5 pmol /L, ¥ ¥/ F &, KWWt E, 29l
Yk BE G HNE] 0. 80 wmol /L, BB 7 32 Wi Ak
AP BEH 0. 50 pwmol /L I, 47 HRCR B bf | BT
DAL BE N SR W 5 | iR

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp

500 bp

2.1.5 Taq DNA R &Fg A =Xt SRAP-PCR # &
FNO54T  Taq DNA A B I8 o i d e —
i SHER 0 AU 1 R SR 5 T I A A% 1 R e, DA T T
HAEE DNA 43, HHREEXT SRAP ¥ 3 A 221
SO Ve B Ao e S BT R SR A R B AR s )
P74 . BE 1 (E) AR Tag DNA %4 il
FHEN Sh S 3 SRAP-PCR S IV 1A 2 56 M 245 SR mT 15,
24 Taq DNA RAHEHEHR 0.25 ~0.5 U B, P15~
PIARXT 5 HAR BT, 4 Taq DNA R4 B0 H
T LU UK SN, 309 8 A sk
M Taqg DNA AW H N 0.75 U B P 3= 4
B, SR TR, P ROR R A

Zi bk, R i 45 19 SRAP-PCR (94
IR Z (20 wL) M BiH DNA FH 4 50 ng/20uL,
Mg " ¥ R 1.5 mmol/L, dNTPs ¥ &£~ 0. 25 mmol/
L, 514 EE N 0. 50 wmol /L, Taqg DNA 545 g FH
90.75 U/20pL,
2.2 LD4Z SRAP-PCR EXXIE RS

L% SRAP-PCR 1EACIRAS 16 AL FH 4 125
KA 2 BR 5.6 .9 a2 H ARG, 4
HRCREAF ;2 3 147,10 11 12 13 (14 15 16 HEGHB
G AT ELER R A A 7 A VKB SRR 1.8
HEY YD A HORAIX A 2% . ARYE SRAP-
PCR 4 WAZE SR AT BT PR FT 43 (R 5) .

ML A% 8 T 51 A  Mel /Em2,, M 483 DL2000 DNA marker
Template ; Xisen8 , Primer combination; Mel/Em2. M ; DL2000 DNA ladder marker
2 DS ZE SRAP-PCR EZRI 16 MAEY HEER
Fig.2 The result of SRAP orthogonal design in potato

i 3o X 1E AT IR 6 45 R (P 8 b AT 22 0
(F6),IH REMKMH, RENF—HERETEK
AR EE I f e 5 AR 2208, AR 3R 45 IR 20T
SRAP-PCR R R I 45 (52 i FE B, R (ELER A, AR
FLINZE X SRAP-PCR A 2 7 388 4% 5 11 52 i b A,
BN, TR 6 H48 5 SRAP-PCR IEAZ IS0 45

RGEH5Hr ey R AERT LUE 1, 45 & XF SRAP-PCR
TR 1 45 5 52 i AR B /MK IR & Mg e >
Taq DNA A B & > B DNA H & > 5[k
> dNTPs W B,k fE2A [A]— R R F 45 K15 43 10 °F-
BIE, RFRE R T4 AIKFX SRAP-PCR (R &Y
AR R k(AR W R 2 N 2K
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HOROR BT, B 6 AT B DNA 7K SRR S 27K F 4, 0% h VRN Y YT

3 By a&%mﬁaﬁ Mg” " R FEY AR R R b Y K
2, dNTPs ¥ EEP 30 R B b 09 27K 2 Fi 4, 51k
FEY BRI Bt 1 2 /K- 4, Taq DNA A Rk

&6 D4E SRAP-PCR EXRIERES

Table 6 Range analysis of orthogonal design in potato

DNA ¥ 70 ng/20 uL,Mgz*ﬂ&Eﬁ 1.5 mmol/L,
dNTPs ¥ & 24 0.15/0.25 mmol/L, 51 ¥ ¥ J& K
0.60 pmol /L, Taq DNA AT E M 1.25 U/20 pL,

K& Factors
41 5 A AR DNA B: Mg * ¥ C:dNTPs ¥ Ji INIGHEY/0i35 3 E:Taq DNA
No. (ng) (mmol /L) (mmol /L) (wmol /L) REH(U)
Template DNA Mg2+ concentration dNTPs concentration Primer concentration Taq DNA polymerase

k, 6.33 9.83 8.00 6.42 4.42

k, 10. 83 11.58 9.25 9.08 10. 08

ks 10. 92 8.08 7.50 8.17 8.92

k, 5.92 4.50 9.25 10. 33 10. 58

R 5.00 7.08 2.00 3.92 6.17

2R F Wity B>E>A>D>C

Facter order

PR A3 B2 C2/C4 D4 E4

Best level

kX IE AL IR A R P AT O 2 kP ARYE F AT, & R X SRAP-PCR KR

(R T) MRHE T 240 01 45 B b 5 w5 4% 2 SRAP- ZE M K B/ MK IO . Mg® " YR > Taq DNA

PCR ¥ Vi 5 ANHRZER PE(P <0.01) AT A,

%’ééﬂﬁ}%g > R DNA i > 51 B > dNTPs

BAPIZRXS SRAP-PCR & MY W MR A 2 MR X —ER 5B s R —2

R7 LD4%E SRAP-PCR EX R HES

Table 7 Variance analysis of orthogonal design in potato
75 5 SRR 11 755775 1 ¥or

df F Sig.

Source of variation Type sum of squares Mean square
R IEAH Correction model 1012. 000* 15 67. 467 269. 867 0. 000
#UHE Intercept 3468. 000 1 3468. 000 13872. 000 0. 000
KR DNA (ng) Template DNA 271. 833 3 90. 611 362. 444 0. 000
Mg2 * W BE (mmol /L) 329. 500 3 109. 833 439. 333 0. 000
Mg?* concentration
dNTPs ¥ & (mmol /L) 28.500 3 9.500 38. 000 0. 000
dNTPs concentration
S (ol /1) 97. 833 3 32.611 130. 444 0. 000
Primer concentration
Taq DNA KA (U) 284.333 3 94.778 379. 111 0. 000
Taq DNA polymerase
%2 Inaccuracy 8. 000 32 0.250
J 3t Total 4488. 000 48
FEIERYETT Corrected total 1020. 000 47

a:R? =0.992 (&% R? =0.988)
a:R? =0. 992 ( Adjusted R? =0. 988)

N T HE RN INR A BOE WK % 5 R
AT T HRFZ M ZE L (K 8) . MIEZHIL
BRI B DNA I 89 3 7K AE EDRSE T
Frebdbordrm, 52 K FEREZSR, 51 KF 4K

W25, IR RN A, R DNA (1) f5E
FHE A 60 ng, Mg™* WeBEAE 2 /KT EDURSE T
Oyt 5 3 4 K2R B T Mg A HRo e
FEERI K 1. 50 mmol /L, dNTPs ¥ BEE RIS Y1k BEHY 4
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ik BAE . B4 SRAP-PCR RNV IR R AL SR E

999

IO Z[RIBT0 0 3 25 5 BB BT o 4 e 1) 4
JKAF, ANTPs ¥ FE Jy 0.25 mmol /L, 5] ¥ % & Ky
0.60 pmol /L, Taq DNA &8 HwE M 2.3.4 KF
ZRZES AR E W51 K FEFERENZERE, T
T LRRIE AR LA SR 245 5 Taq DNA RA
MG R 0.75 U, 28 LTl WIRf 2 i S A4 &

*£8 #EZE/KTFIE Duncan SELLE

Table 8 Duncan multiple comparisons among different factors

S MR DNA ¥ 4 60 ng/20 ul, Mg®* ¥ &l
1.5 mmol/L,dNTPs ¥ &4 0. 25 mmol/L, 51414 5 Ky
0.60 pmol /L, Taq DNA A & 40. 75 U/20 plL,
ARG IE AR Bt 22 3 A1 LA S B TR 2R G e 4 DR
A—Z, AR DNA B i1 Taq DNA 2R A &
5 TR 2% S 3t i A ) R A T

HiAR DNA Mg?* Yk i dNTPs ¥ SR Taq DNA

¥l ¥iE ¥i(E ¥E ¥i(E
(ng) ('mmol /L) (mmol /L) (pmol /L) RAEE(U)

Average Average Average Average Average

Template Mg® * dNTPs Primer TaqDNA

value value value value value
DNA concentration concentration concentration polymerase
3(70) 10.91 a 2(1.50) 11.58 a 4(0.25) 9.25 a 4(0.60) 10.33 a 4(1.25) 10.58 a
2(60) 10.83 a 1(1.25) 9.83 ab 2(0.15) 9.25 a 2(0.40) 9.08 a 2(0.75) 10.08 a
1(50) 6.33 b 3(1.75) 8.08 b 1(0.10) 8.00 a 3(0.50) 8.17 a 3(1.00) 8.92 a
4(80) 5.92 b 4(2.00) 4.50 ¢ 3(0.20) 7.50 a 1(0.30) 6.42 a 1(0.50) 4.42 b

FHFEFIAF /NG FEAETE 0. 05 KF-225 3%

The lowercase letters in the same column in the table represent significant differences at the 0. 05 level
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The primer combinations were Me4/Em3 used in lane 1 ~ 12 ,the templates for amplification were Helan15 ( Premature) , Xisen5 , Xisen6 ,
Xisen8 , Jinshu24 and Datongliwaihuang, Repeat twice for each template ;the primer combinations were Me4/Em8 used in lane 13 ~24 |
the templates for amplification were Helanl5 ( Premature ) , Xisen5 , Xisen6 , Xisen8 , Jinshu24 and Datongliwaihuang, Repeat twice for each template
3 D$E SRAP-PCR REKRMIIE
Fig.3 Verification of the optimum SRAPsystem in potato
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