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A Comparative Study on DNA Extraction Methods for Tupistra chinensis Tubers and Leaves
ZHOU Tian-hua'*, CHEN Zheng', LI Kang', XIAO Ying', WU Yang-yang', WANG Xin-hong’,
CHEN Yu-jie’ (1. School of Biological Science and Engineering, Shaanxi University of Technology, Hanzhong
723001, China; 2. Hanzhong Middle School in Shaanxi Province, Hanzhong 723000, China)

[ Abstract | Objective: To choose the best DNA extraction method for different kind of Tupistra chinensis
materials. Method: Sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS), improved SDS, hexadecyl trimethyl ammonium bromide
(CTAB) and improved CTAB methods were used to extract DNA from five different materials of T. chinensis tubers
and leaves, including fresh tubers, silica gel dried tubers, baked tubers, fresh leaves and silica gel dried leaves.
Integrity,, purity and yield of extracted DNA was compared in order to determine which method was the best one for
different T. chinensis materials. Result; Extracting DNA from silica gel dried tubers and silica gel dried leaves
with improved CTAB method performed the highest purity and good integrity, not only its value of A, /Ao o WaS
between 1. 8-1.9, but also with a better integrity. These remaining materials had different levels of pollution,
Asgo om” Asgo um Of fresh leaves was generally low. Conclusion: Improved CTAB is the most effective method for DNA
extraction from silica gel dried leaves and tubers materials. Genomic DNA extracted from silica gel dried leaves and
tubers using improved CTAB method performs a better integrity and better purity.

[ Key words ] Tupistra chinensis; DNA extraction; purity; fresh tubers; integrity; improved CTAB
method
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FRIE o JF O ARAR 25 00 A2 R B
FE, e FS A y HBAT I 91T T e 28 O
W98 Z AR, AT TH36R 97 R 06 19 R IR K L 2k
T A 2R B 28 35 DL T 1 SR
2 BRI AL SR ES AT .

UTAEAR , 73 1 HE W) 2 BORAE 245 AR ) B2 IR AE 5T
2y F 2 B I 5T B 24 kA o M ) O RS B T L
FH R E 51 RoR 5 | b Bl R R S e e 25 b BT
IR AL T R AE T B, X 2 0 B Y
RS AT TR X A R O B R N
DNA 5 iR 2, i A A+ = 8 ik i R M
(SDS) k5 o5k = H B AL % (CTAB) . X
2 Ff DNA $2 B v 19 Ji 38 56 AR — B0, 3995 Je 31 20 iy
SLIE T, DNA BEHL , 2% it i1 25 bR o DNA 2lifk 55 20
', CTAB J—Ff 2 5 70, AT A 40 D 2 1 240 A
B IFRE S RIE IR & W, 78 & $h i W rh 2 T iR
FR 20 T 1Y) R VR B AR 3 — i AR B I, DNA A
WP ITVE B0, T ARAR S DNA @ FVEW, 5
=S4 e A e R WA B 1 B P 03 2 D
BR AR, AT ik B SRR 40 fk DNA 9 H 9" 5 SDS
HEAR ZHEENE W, 48055 DNA
O3 T o AERE W A0 i o R A A R 2 W 2R W I e ER
15T S5 #0252 W DNA R $2 JBORCR 5 AL i 2
PIRFBE A R R R EAR WA ER ",
B5 HLAY J7 12 55 AN GEHF BT A HE 0 B BE DNA 56 %
T S 1o R B B e o I A, 5256 4 RE B9 A [R] DR A
J5 X R R DNA {52 me AR Ko 1 4 e U 2 1 A
B DNA S5 K9 BRI, T8 o A Rk AN B i gk 2
DNA s . Seu b 2 b W T O bRk A
P2 MR ORAF DT A RS TR S . R, S bR
VErh 5 2% DNA $2 5007 25 3047 o R ANt 48 9%
AR B DNA 32 I e 07 % o

ARSLH i@t CTAB 32:,SDS i LA R AEIX 2 FhJy ik
BEGl 1 R R A I3 A 2 BT R BEAT IR ST, W N
R T 171 3 AN ) 08 52 88 A 7 19 305 M 22 S RS )
PLA RO I3 B0 22 5 KRR D B B X
T3 Bl [F] A RS BRI B ZE 2 FhAS [ Y B
fir, 4GS TF T DNA SREUAY J7 i, LA it 58 24 11y
T 5L 4 DNA 2B REARIR R
1 ##

MM400 %1 A ) 41 ZU0F B AL (78 [ Restch 24
H] ), Biophotomeper plus 6132 %Y & Bz W =& 1L A
Centrifuge 5415R B & .0 #1 ( #% [ Eppendor 23 #) ) ,
DYY-6C RIHLJKAL (db 5275 — ), UP H-11-40 %Y 41

FKHL (L) , ML204 7Y H K 1 ( Fig - 4 45 85 -4E F)
Z /N7l ) ,KG-SX-500 % K 1% §4 ( Chamber A 7] ) , Gel
Doc™ XR + I % g 1 1% & 48 ( BIO-RAD A7), +
IS Joe Kk = H IR IR AL B (CTAB, K HERL 2% BRAL 27 3 )
AIRAT]) - b L6 R 44 ( SDS, K e 1 % &K 4
A THEFERT) |, R & e i e B ( PVP-40T, |- ¥ i
PR RA R AT, BUdR i iR ( K He i #6 J= fh 2% 3K
M), L =R R (EDTA, K ET A AL TA R
7y ) ) ,DNA Marker( D2000 , 3k 50 K AR A= A FH A BR
NI

TF iR 1 BTG 48 b T B8 3LEL KORe it i 4R
TR, 2B VG B T 24 Be b 15 B B %8 0 i & R
WIIF O %5 Tupistra chinensis , 15 B #b 5% 5 A= K IE )
FE I HiAE IR, Bk 2 S0 50 2 A, X M kIR AT Ak B
WA o e AR 25 T A B A A RE RS TR
O ORAE AT RE T v RD R R TR 2R U
SRR A B R K R R RO A AT 2R
B I R R 25 b OREAE S 58 F S AT o7 b 3 7R
FEIC DNA Bf HF 6 A FE R AR ) T A BT
HrRpAT
2 HEEER
2.1 DNA {2805 JFO S REEA 5 28,4051
R EEPEE BRI TR EREE LT R REA TR R
FUET BRI Fr o BE AT REAS B 24 B 5, 43 ) PR MR
3 it B9 JBT ik, 25 ZEE S A RL R AT 2H ZUR R RIATE IS
2.1.1 CTAB: HSETTOFHMEMSLS 60, %H
R B CTAB 42 A A i 3K I 41 DNA,
2.1.2 PLE CTAB ¥ U5 RFFLIFRES 4 6
By, R SRR Mok B CTAB 32 32 BU& BF 3
K40 DNA,
2.1.3 SDS¥: HUS BIFOFMENS 6 4y, RHT
SR B SDS B4R HUAS BE S 41 DNA,
2.1.4 KR SDS ¥ W TG SDS L RE X |
PR AT ] HAS R B Y [a] 8, %) % 48 SDS 154
FHI R o 0RO B R B S AR A SDS HE1T
A 2 T 5 P TR AL R RS T 28 BT B T R 4 B R
HEAT AL B, DR 2 4 A 5T b (Y — 26 2 T 5 S BAR 4E
SDS #: Hh PR A i n RNA i Fl 2 1R 4 45 40 9%, AT
PR, ALK OBOF H§HEE T 2 mL
B @M AR s [ 100 mmol - L~ = H
Ja 3 B g% ((Tris )-HCl (pH 8.0), 50 mmol - L~'
EDTA(pH 8.0),500 mmol-L ™" NaCl, 10 mmol-L"'
B-HiH L BE] T mLJR2), # #H 10 min, T 8 000
remin T B 2 ~3 min, £ B ;QBEL LR, FRE
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ZE PO A 900 L @ 1) B .04 Hin A 10%  SDS
B EUK[2% SDS,100 mmol-L ™" Tris-HCI(pH 8.0) ,
50 mmol-L ™" EDTA (pH 8.0),500 mmol-L ™" NaCl,
10 mmol - L™" B-3i 3t 2, B2 ] 100 pL, 743 iR 21, F
65 C/K¥EH I 30 min([AIBGHE R 2 ~3 1K) ;s ®HL
MEOEREEIR,MAS mol-L™' ZRH 160 uL,
FEAHIRAS), VK HCE 30 ming © b IE W AHTES O
B I A SRR A - R (240 1) R
) B0 8 BOR G IE 20 @ T 4 CF 8 000
remin ' B0 10 min; ® FIE WA S — B O E P,
A 2 f5 5T -20 CH¥ R TK OB, RS, UE
30 min, WLEZ DNA JHEAE ;@ T 4 CF 8 000 r-
min "' B0 10 min, 5125 FIH B, 80% £ B ¥E 4T
VE 5 Q0F B0 8 B TRkt L #3T BIS W

KR R 4 Fhoy st 5 255256 A RHE U By
DNA ZAER KT, &M A 0.1 x TE[ 44 10 mmol - L™
Tris-HC1(pH 8.0),1 mmol- L™ EDTA (pH 8.0) ]
200 LA f# DNA, A VKA #8 H
2.2 JEPH4] DNA (K
2.2.1 DNA ZifE R RHAEAN GO0 E B
W32 FH A% 1R DU Ak I DNA e B Fi 2l B, B
0.1 xTE 50 wL E 25 [0 B8 AR Ui DNA A 5
100 L, B F Eb L, 30 5% 45 6 i i vk B 3T &

®1 TREFEXF O DNA B X R0

DNA 33, [A] HE & 45 FEATE 260,280 nm 4k (Y 1
HIE Ay o T Assovmo T Asgo an”Asgoam FE 1.7 ~ 1.9,
R DNA BN A5 Ay v/ Agso v < 1.7 WA 2R 1R
1595 Ao o/ Asso . > 1.9 WA X B2 B2 (RNA) 75
¢, TH5T DNA @& i i e, W3k 1, 45 R LIk
FIBCR CTAB 3% $2 R i JiE 1 22 FE R 89 Ao 0/
Asgo o ITE 1.8 ~ 1.9, 40 JE 05 5 5 oA B RN 25 AR
() B8 ) 95 % o ST B8 I 7 B8 A /Ao o i 8 TR AR
J5 D AT e i T A R M A% A RS
S E R R B R A S R BR T

i3 X 25 AR AR I DNA (A3 34T 8, &
L CTAB i $2 HURE S T8 i T 15 DNA 153 R 8,
Mt Fr 4R DNA 975 38 95 3 b =5 P R DNA 1Y
i, HEBCR CTAB 3 I R SDS ¥4 #9155 3 3l R
R E AR, R SDS 35 R AE SCHR[ 11 ] A SDS 3%
AHERE b, 4 25 —Se 2B R DL /D DNA B9HAE . 7532
SR FH P Ak B A B T 9 b 2 S A% HC A ) Y
I, HE S H W R CTAB SN 1 WAk B, Ak 2
5 B BB R o AR AL, R B N 24 77, PR R T
20 A% DNA B H ok 2 15 U5 25 BR AR 4 4 40
240 B O v ) ) B BT L 20 W L 2 AR R D, X R
A4 DNA gl R 224 58 — LEA e Al A1 41,
S0 2 L DNA 915 5%

Table 1 Purity and yield of DNA extracted with four different methods from five kinds of Tupistra chinensis materials

R A0 an”A280 m 1§$/Mg'571
%Mﬁ% \ N N =) Y ) N N = )
B RERCTHRZE METE mRTERe R e R R R TR BT mRTERY R BEEe
CTAB 1.45 1.42 1.23 1.45 1.21 353.63 1 181. 63 623.71 3 491.56 1518.55
K CTAB 1. 64 1.86 1.30 1.84 1.32 95.74 690. 19 329.29 1 041.63 488.94
SDS 1. 66 1.41 1.41 1.37 1.11 120. 15 249. 41 249. 41 793.55 1 806. 66
B R SDS 1.97 2.22 1.54 1. 64 1.28 82.10 276. 54 710.97 1 055.07 533.60

2.2.2 DNA SEEMERI  RH 1% Bl 5ER H
VKA o FLUK 2% 44 S L 90V, LK B ] 50 min,
DNA marker & D2000, 7%t DNA B8k, WL 1,
BER B B 2R R TR 2R R TR I R R
M A W R R B AR, SE B R AR e, R AL
TR0 58 B PR, U0 BT RE T R b R DNA [ i
8%,

2.3 BdEorHr mHB R CTAB 2 52 UOT M fik
JE 48 25 FRE S T 9 DNA L Asgg o/ Aogo
WTE 1.8 ~ 1.9, B4l £ v, HL B IR 0 6 e JR1MR b o
AHISE R R By 25, s e R, TR
CTAB 38 & JF 171 i £ 5 1T 4 22 F0 0t v DNA (19 §2
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Woo X FIF DR R ZET O, SR SDS 5 BOE B
H DNA B4, AH Ay /Ao M6 > 1.9 4 BT 35
FEIUIT F1 B 0 9 DNA B, &5 e AR RE 3R ) K
JrBei) DNA{H DNA By & A 2 0 i, 4l A
JEPR B TSR IR DNA KE 5 b & A 5 1 R
FB, 808 A 2 B A nl @S . H 25 DNA [
= H Asgg i/ Asgo w389 < 17, HLSEBEMERE A
SERE RS

Xt 5 B A R S A4k, N DNA 45 (1 ffy 1
AR CTAB i 4 U RE I 5 25 F0 T
(4 Asg o/ Asso o BITE 1.8 ~ 1.9, 4l J3 558 oAt 7 5 2
08 A H DNA B $2 10 N DNA SERE R M R,
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C1C2C3C4C5C6M D1 D2 D3 D4 DS D6

A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 M BI B2 B3 B4 BS B6

.

LA R R BB ] L. E R . B.E ]

Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 M BI B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 2 C3C4C5C6M DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6

Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 M Bl B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 "2C3C4C5C6M DI D2 D3 D4 D5 Dé

-
HTTT

Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 M BI B2 B3 B4 BS B6 2C3C4C5C6M DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6

A Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 M BI B2 B3 B4 BS B6 2C3C4CSC6M DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6

-y ey e - -

A.CTAB #:;B. Bt B CTAB #;C.SDS #%;D. 2t B SDS #:51 ~6. #E
iy TR EEZE; . GEAE T AR 25, I e+ 25 IV sl T 4R s
VB e

B 1 7 A% DNA KIIRASHE S AR B ik S

Fig. 1 Electrophoretic effect on agarose gel for DNA from

Tupistra chinensis

Tk JE T 25 AT vt R ) 8 B b e, LT 2R 0 52
AR, N DNA 15 R /1 Ok B, CTAB 15 #£ 1L
F9 T S8 I R BB R A5 R AR g TR
5y St AR, R AR R R 22 R
3 it

A5 3 WA T A 5 =S AR A 09 T 1 A
B, ik 1 T 48 19 25 i rp 4 B 9 DNA S8 B
b BEEE R o DI IR A R4 R DNA 2B [
fik B 8 A BHEY) DNA 4l B AIG, J PR AT 68 2 58 fif A1 k)
TR, A M R S R, R R
T TR R B % e s M T 25 ol T ML T I R ]
K R E E l DNA K FE AR, TR A5 SR AN, 52 3%
PE2E . RIL, 7670 F A= W 2= B4 v 7 ke O 38 FH i 2k
PRHZEC DNA, PR AL m 59 & A K&
)2 B HE 0T IR S BE 2S5 R R T DNA 42U T
ey, U LR CTAB Jy i 25 2k L 25 75 25 i
DNA'"™' [Tk B CTAB ¥ J& 78 CTAB ¥ i ZL 4l 1
T AR A R T AR 5 B, v AR B 4l DNA,

RSO R CTAB 02 4 Fhor ik p & & TIT H
i DNA $2HUAY J7 % o

CTAB LI B CTAB 354 L, CTAB 35 Fr §2 i
f DNA 753 235 i 5 g , {2 H: DNA 4 B2 Jf A sk B
CTAB 7%;SDS ik Mgkt B SDS 3% HL &L, Bt B SDS 2%
SR DNA F 2 B2 5 vy, 150 W0 4% 58 07 vk 1 B B 2
A — RO o L35 T, M RE IR T 48 9 B4 e
kR CTAB 32 X7 15 2 B A D Ak B /b | ot B Y
DNA I Hal UK HH T 00 T AW e SL e ik os . BEE
Ir T AW EBOR BN IR AR K A Y S L TR 2 DNA
PRI AT DNA 2% 52 Bk DX 2 5 2 1 552 36 75 oK
KM . ARTCE A0 I 1T AL P 2 DNA F 52 07 1%
BEATERSE, 5L Tl 5 T IT 17 DNA $2 R J7 7% 1
B, AP R — P TARRBE T S25 K

[ &% k]

[ 1] [Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences. Flora
of China. volume 24 [ M ]. Beijing: Science Press,
2000 ;166.

[2] 2. Ze X =FJF 059 08 1E 2 855581
[D]. b B vy LT % Bt ,2014.

[ 3] Zv0], 30,3200, 5. 5 & FHF O 8 Y 1k % 5
G VEAE T BE g #E R [T ], 1 T B A B A R,
2009,11(3) :59-62.

(4] B, RN PEREHEE (M]. de . hEE
25 RL4 R4, 2005 :622.

[ 5] Z3, 8R4, B JF OFF ISSR-PCR 52 56 2 I 4 5
FAFM AL [T]. B 5258 05 ) % 2 &, 2013, 19
(13) :149-153.

[6] MK, RESE, A, % UR SDS LRI L i i ¥
FNH DNA B [T]. )7 R RKolk B2, 2011 (8)
113-115.

[ 7] Z%RE, o MM, B AR, 46 o JoT & M) L (R 4 DNA
RO EMATR [J]. 4 FHE Y E i, 2005,3(4)
579-583.

[ 8] RULLE,JEWLE,JE KA, 55, ol 7 DNA $£ U5 v i
R ISSR BB & &R A sr [ ). Bk & ol 7 2
2012,56(6) :111-115.

[ 9] BkiF,ZH A, B, 55, 256 Bt & K 41 DNA
PRWCIT LW IE [T]. 4 B4l B 2%, 2008, 36 (18) :
7575-7576,7585.

[10] SREE, S8, 437,55 #i4ERF 420 DNA 19 A8 [
PR [T]. LR B 4% ,2015,43(2) : 16-
18,22.

(1] FEORM, RS MY RN TRIM]. 2 M. Jba . B2
H A ,2002:742-743.

[12]  ZRode  JA 0, XUBRL, 5. B 9 CTAB 42 B ¥
DNA Jrgs [J]. S 4150 5 &R, 2009,28 (9) :
14-16.

[HEHE XEX]
.13 .



