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BE, @i EHAREFERBMLES, 24 DNA, 314, dNTPs. Tag DNA % &8 4 # B
F 3T X G4 SRAP-PCR ¥ 345 R 69 %ok, thALd 5 L G4 SRAP-PCR R £, &R AW LI4#A
K 21 DNA R A= ANTPs AR E RS E HH TR B =4, @3 R EA Taq B A Z 693§ maeit &
yRak, EETREREAN, ENEE LS4 SRAP-PCR I ¥ Hra X MRk A 3=
dNTPs>Taq B>DNA; JALR MAKZA A : ¥4KA % 20 uL B, DNA 20 ng, 714 0.6 pmol/L, dNTPs
0.15 mmol/L #= Taq B 4 U, ZIiE, Ak RZIRIFOY = HAnr, #48; ik ikiF 45 SR k5]
Wil % AR, STRA T SRAP 5 FARCH AL LG 4ET R
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Optimization of SRAP—PCR System and Screening of Effective
Primers for Castanopsis wenchangensis

Sun Xiuxiu, Chen Jiali, Yang Lirong, Yun Yong, Qi Huasha, Zheng Daojun

(Institute of Tropical Horticulture/Hainan Provincial Key Laboratory for Innovative Development and Utilization of
Tropical Special Economic Plants, Hainan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Haikou Hainan 571100, China)

Abstract: In order to optimize and establish the SRAP—PCR system for Castanopsis wenchangensis, the
combination of single factor test and orthogonal test were used to analysis the effects of DNA, primers, dNTPs
and Tag DNA polymerase on SRAP—PCR. The results showed that the genomic DNA concentration and dNTPs
concentration were too low or too high to amplify the product, and the increase of primer concentration and 7Tag
DNA polymerase could increase the amplification efficiency. Within the appropriate concentration range, the or-
der of influence on the SRAP—PCR system for C. wenchangensis was: primer = dNTPs > Taq > DNA. The optimal
reaction system was: when the total system was 20 uL, the DNA 20 ng, the primer 0.6 pmol/L, the ANTPs 0.15 mmol/L
and Taq 4 U. It has been verified that the amplification products obtained by this system were clear and stable, 45
pairs of effective primer combination polymorphisms were obtained by screening, which can be applied to the re-
search of SRAP molecular marker in C. wenchangensis resources.

Key words: Castanopsis wenchangensis; SRAP; reaction system; primer
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X E HE ( Castanopsis wenchangensis ) 1 FR
“RLRR” R, JEoc R R Y, R
FeA A, Ao A TR R B AR AL AR Y SCE AU
X BPAME AL R LM, SCEHERAAEMEIA
8 AN, AR AL 1000 BE H A4 0 B4 %
B, B TR REA RN, 2R, AR
TG, EM S e (TER SR 60% A A ),
BRMEFE, SRENERHEY, £
#R, JCHOESCE MM O, SR, T
M AE 30 J0/kg, HA AR R I RN
J1o CEHE M NV H T 5, BHEaKEW
M, B IR E KB 2 X R A R AR
QI A B R A P e A L T B SC B U R A A
PronAb e . B L OF B HE A B R HE AN R
BEU, AR RCONES . SCEHERT T R,
WERKE, WAREK, ERFENEARFZ—, X
FRE IR A AR S IR AR . R
LEHERREA R L TS RPEE A,
XF 4 7R SCEHERPRERE AL DT S L A RO R R R
PR, DL SR e 55 ) 1 P 5 AR AL o 2 5

b2 A AT A S, AL i AT S
VI BF S

MXFHNY 25 (SRAP) /& 2001 4FH
Li F1 Quiros H & iy —FHr 8 PCR ARG AR . 1%
i 1 38 A 2R 0 5] W B B 8 I e 52 AE
(ORFs) BYFEE X, FiEsIPxsh b1 4e
S, RGNS CEURT S B Xl
RSP R, AR ERm R 2B %
PRic A RE A, mEMLG . By . 28
SRR . HRTE BT e R TR P R L £
FEME S BAE 54 AT L g A . &
FEHR I ARIE T A B A 56 PR A v b 45
A HHTSCT SRAP Fnic i F T 72 b BHE s Ad 4 ¢
TR IR

AR R R 5 E e AR 455 1 5
PRS2 SC B HE SRAP FRic SO AR R i R i AT
ST, IS CE HE SRAP I WA R, i
YEAR1G A R SRAP 514, b SRAP Fric i T3¢
B HER L 5 R e A R S S, il
LA Hb, DXCREAT HE AR ) A /N R R DGt 9 B At 4
ENEE

1 MR5FE

1.1 #FRsRiE
B8R LFT-01, BC-02 #1 BC—20, H

LFT-01 R A SCE T AU LS B S
#, BC-02 F1 BC-20 >k HFmR A AT EWHER
FESCEHERRTE . W i HTRE TR DR A7 25 1 o
1.2 FERXFIFLEE

I FH Y Tag DNA A HF . ANTPs, 10xTaq
Buffer ( ¥ Mg®"). 100 bp DNA Ladder Marker Hi
B MEREAE B R AT IR A ml$E4, SRAP-PCR
FE 5195k Li Al Quiros®™ 3195151, |
bt FEEL AL A 5 A BRA F A A
1.3 EFZH DNA HIREL

% H FOREGENE i 71| £ 42 B 3¢ B 4 i -
DNA, 28404300 BE 46 2 (K 2H DNA 1) 28 B2
R EE , 1% 1Y B i BHEE e o UK A DU 56 (X 41 DNA
B, B R AR 9 JE R 4] DNA R 5 v B2 7
3 20 ng/ul 5 H .
1.4 SRAP-PCR RNiEFIZE

JZ R AR % Sk 20 uL, 7E PCR Y ( Heal Force
T960 ) i 17 . ¥4k W K 2xPCR buffer 2 pL,
Tag DNA B4 2 U, dNTPs 0.25 mmol/L, 5|4¥)
W 0.4 pmol/L I AL DNA 30 ng, H ddH,0 #b
JEF] 20 pL.

VR A : 94 C AR 5 ming 94 °C ARk
1 min, 35 C 3B 1 min, 72 °C ZEff 1 min, 54
a5 SRIGTE 94 °C Z84% 1 min, 50 °C iB K 1 min,
72 °C JEf 1 min, 35 MEA; 5 72 C LEH 10 min,
P WT 4 °C PRAF S
1.5 SRAP-PCR RN RN 5L
151 F R ZX%%t

DL LFT-01 E[K 4] DNA M, #5194
4 Me8—Em2 ( Me8: TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC;
Em2: GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC; B ki ¥ .
54 °C ), %I SRAP-PCR 32K % (DNA. 3]
Y. dNTPs. Tag DNA R A& ) #1750 K LK
(1), PREEFA P Z AW O 28 6 — Fp

PR AT 4, i 12608 B A o 3 3 B T IE A2
T
1.5.2 BRI

RGN I 45 R, i DNAL 519

dNTPs Fl Tag DNA R & B 4 /> 252 2R 938
HAHREET I, BEAT Lyg (4°) 7R M IESE:,
WA ST N AR FR o I 2 RO o 05 1
WA BT, AR 1S A5 0418 BB R I R X
MG IR 5, SMY HEE RN
16 47, IZEWIN 145 2 ildEAT 2 Wl sz it 4y,
B2 RIF 38, AT 2E R (G HT .
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Table 1 SRAP-PCR single factor test design

W BRDNA/ 5141 dNTPs/ Tag DNA W BIRDNA/ GEIl dNTPs/ Tag DNA
IK ng (umol-L™") (mmol-L™") RATG/U IKF- ng (umol-L™") (mmol-L ™" BAEH/U

1 0 0.025 0.025 0.05 6 40 0.5 0.25 1.5

2 2.5 0.05 0.05 0.25 7 50 0.6 0.375 2.0

3 10 0.1 0.1 0.5 8 60 0.7 0.5 3.0

4 20 0.2 0.15 0.75 9 80 0.9 0.75 4.0

5 30 0.4 0.2 1.0 10 100 1.2 1.00 5.0

1.6 SRAP-PCR B3| ¥ 00 & KK RIGIE
T LR ST B B S, PL LFT-01

(LK 2] DNA B, XF 100 %} SRAP 5 #1414

CIEMBIY 10 55, K514 10 45, IERGIYMHEE

HAE W 100 X518 ) BEATHIEE (£ 2), ik
P 3 AL BRSO T AT 28T 1)
PR IS F AR P S

%X 2 SRAP3|#FE7

Table 2 Primer sequences used in SRAP analysis

519 EmBY (5-3") 514 [ 514 (5-3")

Mel TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA Eml GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT
Me2 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC Em2 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC
Me3 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAC Em3 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC
Me4 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAA Em4 GACTGCGTACGAATTACG
Me5 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG Em5 GACTGCGTACGAATTAAC
Me6 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTAA Emé6 GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA
Me7 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTCC Em7 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA
Me8 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC Em8 GACTGCGTACGAATTCTG
Me9 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACG Em9 GACTGCGTACGAATTCGA
Mel0 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACT Em10 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAG

BT BRI W R N SR, DL 3 g
B AH 22 B n SC B #E R ( LFT-01, BC-02,
BC—20) (3K 4] DNA A, LM HR
(PPB) N EZIFEM AR, X HIEIRAT Y SRAP
SIS HEAT 2SSV S, AT OB R R R
JAER L AT

2 RS9

21 BREZRRBERSHN
2.1.1 DNA JA &3 SRAP-PCR B_FL 4k 2 69 % v
s 4 R BT, SCE HE B K 2H DNA iy vk i
%} SRAP—PCR 4" 18 51 2 57 i) 3%
Kl 1+, DNA &N 2.5~ 20 ng ( kil 2 ~

4) WY ¥E S0 E R H AW, 15 Fi % DNA
FHEBETIN, § 1G5 B A 3 55005 S5 9 RO Iy
W TR, 767 PKiE A 8 ki ( DNA 50 ng
F1 60 ng ) fUH HEFRAG 1 2% 400 bp (P28, 1 9 Ik
TEA 10 k& ( DNA FI%4 80 ng Fl1 100 ng) %A Y
w0, SCEHESLR 4] DNA MR Z
X} SRAP o W R gk 2% . &)k, M 2.5 ~
20 ng ° SRAP-PCR 19idi 'L DNA Wk BEJ [, AT H]
TIEsSIE
2.1.2 51 FE A SRAP-PCR B AK % #)% v
AR5 | Py B % S #E SRAP-PCR & I 1R 5
SR ZE R NE 1 PR o TEASIRSS BT iy ik B
N, BEESIYREERSE I, P3N TCEf,
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Horh, YREEH 0.025 pmol/L BTG4 5 7245 2475
P FE 24 0.05 pmol/L B A4 3 — 45 K T 1500 bp
B8 AR 0.6 pmol/L K LA B (YKl 17 ~

1 500 bp
1 000 bp
700 bp

500 bp
400 bp

300 bp

—
—
b
-
—
-
-
—

200 bp

100 bp

20) FRIRFIRRE , §HE AW 2 H A I A
e, RSk BT 0.6 ~ 1.2 pmol/L 80K 142
IR BT S B

M T UR2EBRTARISEIG . 17

- - -
L - -

M: 100 bp DNA marker; 1~ 10378 DNA &5 0. 2.5, 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60. 80. 100 ng; 11~ 20FK/Rx514YH &N

0.025. 0.05. 0.1, 0.2, 04, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.9, 1.2 pmol/L,

Bl 1 DNA R HE505| 4k E 3t SRAP-PCR 2 [ Z B9 811

Fig. 1

2.1.3 dNTPs & & % SRAP-PCR K_J 1k % 4% v

dNTPs J2&: PCR ¥ 38 s o (%) J5h,  HovR B 3%
200 PCR (434 = U0, fEA g, dNTPs
AR T 0.1 mmol/L M DA T ¥R FERY, §HaRR™
FAE (KB 1~3), MHKEFE0.15 ~0.375 mmol/L
JWEINE, P KW 2 W Em, REST
0.5 mmol/L, ¥ Hi&%rii/> (JKil 8). ZJFA
Py, XA AESE ANTPs ¥R EE b 5, S0 T 86
BT 5 Tag DNA REMNEEGRCR ., X 5HEF
AR R HEE BRI A R — 3 T, 0.15~
0.375 mmol/L i [ Ry 1E A2 B 56 4 1 ) ANTPs 18 ‘.

1 500 bp

(N R BRI

33
8
g
'

Effect of template DNA concentration and primer concentration on SRAP—PCR reaction system

3N
2.1.4 Taq DNA R &8sk & xF SRAP-PCR A& 4k
Ry H

Taq DNA 545 B 0975 14 F1 H # %F SRAP-PCR
PGy R A K . I 27, Y Tag
DNA RA R (LT 1 U, PCR XMW AN5E4, &
B SR B L BRI s BEE T 1Y
hn, PGS BT 20, JUHJE Tag DNA
RE MW BELE 3 U RURBAF; MM T 5 UK,
T MG . ik, B8 Tag DNA A1
2~ 5 U B FIERK T

M 4 100 bp DNA marker; 1~ 10 3/~ dNTP H % 0.025. 0.05, 0.1, 0.15, 0.2, 025, 0.375. 0.5, 0.75. 1.0 mmol/L; 11 ~20%

75 Taq DNA B4 M 0.05, 025, 0.5, 0.75, 1,

1.5, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0U,

2 dNTPs iR EF1 Taq BEK EE 3t SRAP-PCR & B & 2 HI 821
Fig.2 Effect of ANTPs concentration and Tag DNA polymerase on SRAP—PCR reaction system
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3t $ % S T T R 9 DNA YE B, Table 3 SRAP-PCR orthogonal test design
S s, NTPs W BEEFI Tag DNA B &, HT lﬂf BEHDNA/ %’I#@/_l dNTPS/ 1 Tan DNA
B HE SRAP-PCR L16 IE &8 I B3 (% 3), —o—te——(moil) (mmoll)  RAWU
W iR (|3 &, AkrnmEzas 0 o "0 0
X3¢ E #E SRAP-PCR 200 i 2, A7 199 32Kk, 2 23 0.7 02 30
AP IERBCRAL, Faksg HAD 3 25 0.9 0.25 40

HR AR 25 (TR T . 56 2%l 118 5 55 %) ) 2 i 0375 S0
BAUEG Y AR T4y, 16 MHA ML
k3, 7, 6,5, 1, 13, 14, 11, 1, 1, 16, 12, 5 10 12 0.375 20
6, 10, 1, 9. HE 11 MosiEmm, MERELAS, 6 10 0.9 0.25 3.0
HpY 1250 B8k 23 45, HP &M AT 13 4% ; 0 o s o
MEGEHF 10 255 A S, 9, 10 F1 15 =¥,

I, 4 11523 E HE SRAP (IR AR N a4, BP 8 10 06 015 50
SAZR R 20 pL, DNA &t h 20 ng, 51 E R 9 20 0.9 0.25 2.0
0.6 pmol/L, dNTPs ¥4 0.15 mmol/L, Tag DNA

10 20 1.2 0.375 3.0
REmHEN 40U,

EZ R G s REW (£ 4), DNA 1 20 06 015 4.0
W, DIMRIE, ANTPs ¥ I Tag DNA R4 12 20 0.7 02 5.0
FHA X SC B 4 SRAP—PCR A 4™ 4 5% Wi 75 i A [+ 5 “ o s 20
W25 RAEF N T B4~ K ZE X PCR 37 14 (1) 52 1 7
B R{EEC. SIS DNA. 21%. dNTPs 14 30 0.6 0.15 3.0
Ml Tag DNA G WEH R{E5 50 4.5, 8, 8, 6.5, 15 30 1.2 0.375 40
PRI I 4 >R 2 % 3B HE SRAP-PCR 9 34 45 1 5%

16 30 0.9 0.25 5.0

KN K. 514)=dNTPs>Tag Hi>DNA,

1 500 bp

o0
S
=
| Leeoue |

[N
=

g
!

M %75 100 bp DNA marker; 1~ 16 FiRE 45 .
3 ARAEXKBAESHT IBER

Fig. 3 Amplification results of diffferent orthogonal test combinations
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Table 4 Visual analysis of orthogonal design results

S BIEDNA  BlY dNTPs Taq/?g;%

5

K, 21 40 40 1

K, 39 39 39 31

K 30 29 29 37

K, 26 8 8 37

2 5.5 10 10 275

Iy 9.75 9.75 9.75 7.75

ks 75 7.5 725 9.05

ky 65 2 2 9.05

R 45 8 8 6.5

T KFTRIERFRRIEA K T REG RS R
TEARFRF T DECP RGBT ~ A A RERHSE R R
BIE AT . RFTRZE, HSEm R RTEA KT T80T
B R S R/ MEZ %

23 BHEIYHIERIEEERE

KA AR N KRR, UL LFT-01 4
M, XF 100 X} SRAP 5| ¥ 47 9] ik, & k15
70 X EBA 345U EY YR SRAP 1Y . LA
3 {3 M 35 PR A 25 B ) SC B HERE IR ( LFT-01,
BC-02, BC-20) AYAL[H 41 DNA Mz, X 70
XTI Wik 2SI Rk, DEEEE S
RO ETARME (£ 5), K5 45%F SRAP 5197,
PSRN 4, X 45 X551, AN E S FRE
50% ~ 87%, H:f Me4—Em5 £ 5 lf . MIE 4
FIP R E, HTRAERNIKR, 45 %5197
3 SCEETEIE B Y RO B, s R
HWE, R, RIRERRE R, L
N HFSCEH#E SRAP 408

x5 ZEERFRIFH 453 SRAP S MAESY BEERS T ERERNEE

Table 5 Amplification information analysis and optimal annealing temperature of 45 pairs of

SRAP primer combinations obtained after re-selection

ElL7/Eiey BATRL LML Y% Bk C S E BARL Z A% Bk BE/C
Mel-Eml 15 53.33 50 Me5—-Em4 18 71.78 53
Mel-Em4 14 71.43 52 Me5—Em5 17 70.59 52
Mel—-Em8 16 68.75 52 Me5—Em9 13 61.54 53
Mel-Em9 16 56.25 52 Me5—Em10 13 53.85 53
Me2—-Eml 14 64.29 52 Me6—Em3 19 68.42 52
Me2-Em?2 17 76.47 54 Me6—Em4 16 68.75 52
Me2—-Em3 16 62.50 54 Me6—Em5 19 68.42 51
Me2-Em4 16 62.50 54 Me6—Em9 19 47.37 52
Me2—-Em5 16 68.75 53 Me7-Eml 17 64.71 52
Me2-Emb6 14 57.14 54 Me7-Em2 19 57.89 54
Me2—-Em7 18 66.67 53 Me7-Em7 16 50.00 53
Me3—-Em4 16 50.00 53 Me7-Em8 18 66.67 54
Me3—-Em5 14 71.43 52 Me8—Eml 16 50.00 52
Me3—-Em9 13 62.00 53 Me8—Em4 18 50.00 54
Me4—Eml 15 53.33 50 Me8—Em6 9 55.56 54
Me4—Em3 15 60.00 52 Me8—Em7 17 70.59 53
Me4—Em4 16 75.00 52 Me8—Em8 21 52.38 54
Me4—Em5 15 87.00 51 Me8—Em10 20 60.00 54
Me4—Em6 13 62.00 52 Me9—Em2 17 70.59 54
Me4—Em7 14 57.14 51 Me9—Em5 18 66.67 53
Me4—Em8 15 53.33 52 Me9—-Em8 18 83.33 54
Me4—Em9 18 67.00 52 Mel0-EmS5 15 67.00 52

Me4-Em10 16 69.00 52
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Mel-Em4 I Mel-Em8

1500 bp
1000 bp
900 b

D
800 b
500 bb

600

%0 6p
400 bp
300 bp

200 bp

100 bp

Me2-Em6}| Me2—Em7

1500 bp

L

400 bp B8
300 bp

200 bp

100 bp

Mel-Em9 Bl Me2—Em1 B Me2—Em2

Me3—Em5

—
—
—
—
—
—

M 4 100 bp DNA marker.
B4 ZTEEFIKEN 453 SRAP S| ABEHIEER

Fig. 4
#ie5iTit

PCR J W A& 2R A ) A4 BE B A [m] 7 A 45 21
A, DNA, 514%, dNTPs. Tag DNA -4 iy
S YIG G R A s . B R R R A
M HEAZEABMELT, ER KR, Z0T
BT 2Z A A A EL R i U I S8 g0 N ] B
R, BHETEANNRZRMMHEIER, T
]2 N HF PCR AR R AR, AHIEFE#E 53 BT
i DNA. 5%, dNTPs. Taq DNA A& 4 1~
TR AR 2R R B A b, PR RIS R TR
T IERRE BT, 2 K2 ]9 522 4 A
B S B R OWAR R A B AR . R S
R, CEHEN DNA WK o & & /™ HH S
£ SRAP-PCR WY ¥ # 2 % , iX 5 ifg 5§ Je i 44
( Dracaena cambodiana ) ", [8H82%% ( Mallotus
furetianus ) ", RIRLL ( Hippeastrum rutilum ) %
FLI ( Acer palmatum ) PV 554 Fp bl 5 DNA %
FESR AT PCR & HGRCRSE AN, A REE SC B HE
RN 5 Tag DNA 56 BN RCR B9 3
R Z 5, TELLS R SCEHE PCR A g H 2
SR

TEASTR IS ) EDU A A 2 B, 76 38 AR B

3

Amplification results of 45 pairs of SRAP primers obtained after re-selection

BN, X 3CE 4 SRAP-PCR 5200 e KB K F 2 51
YR dNTPs, R{HA 8; SZAH /N HF 4 DNA,
X S5TEER ( Pueraria sp.) P A IS S ( Mallo-
tus oblongifolius ) >V AT 45 R HEA—3 . XI3HE
SR ( Paspalum vaginatum ) SRAP—PCR
FI AR 23R 5 v & B ANTPs e K B 52 A7
B /NS R I F o Tag B 5 28 55 558 P9 5 40 4
( Toona ciliata ) #17 SRAP 1K RMLALET, 5200 Hx
/NP I DNA WREE, {H 5200 5 K K2 Tag
DNA R & B0y W BE . UL Al %0, A W] AE 9 /Y
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