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DNA Extraction and Molecular Identification in Angelicae Sinensis Radix Preparations
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[ Abstract | Objective; To optimize the DNA extraction method and molecular identification of Angelicae
Sinensis Radix preparations by analyzing trnl.-F sequences and using the Angelicae Sinensis Radix specific marker.
Method: DNA was extracted by the traditional cetyltrimethylammonium bromide ( CTAB) method, sodium
dodecylsulphate ( SDS) method, paramagnetic particle method and modified CTAB method from 10 kinds of
Angelicae Sinensis Radix preparations. The integrity, purity, and concentration of the total genomic DNA yielded
by the four methods were detected by ultraviolet spectrophotometry and agarose gel electrophoresis. The plastid
trnL-F of 10 samples were amplified, sequenced and analyzed, and the phylogenetic trees were constructed. The
DNA samples were also applied for molecular identification with Angelicae Sinensis Radix specific marker. Result;
The modified CTAB method was found to yield relatively pure and high quality DNA from the 10 kinds of Angelicae
Sinensis Radix preparations. The similarity of 10 samples and Angelicae Sinensis Radix ranged from 99.88% to
100% . Phylogenetic tree based on trnL-F sequences showed that 10 samples and Angelicae Sinensis Radix were

clustered as one category. The clear and bright amplified band was obtained for all 10 samples in the verification by
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Angelicae Sinensis Radix specific molecular marker. Conclusion; The genomic DNA in Angelicae Sinensis Radix

preparations could be successfully extracted by the modified CTAB method. The A. sinensis were successfully

identified by the #rnL-F sequences and the Angelicae Sinensis Radix specific molecular marker, with great

importance in the molecular identification and quality control in Angelicae Sinensis Radix preparations.
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Table 1 Common Angelicae Sinensis Radix preparations
No. EiPA pii i AR i it 5
1 NG E TR W45 JE W1 7k 1 25 A5 FR 2 | BZYQP 734020127
2 =1 e e 4 e 75 R 1 245 A5 BR 3¢ 4 2 F GPP 761020724
3 EVED WA TR S AT 0 )1 46 BA 1 25 4 R 5 4 4 ) DGT 720055222
4 HEHE S R WA Fr RN T4 25l B0 A BR 2 ) FKTJT 720033189
5 NB R WA Fr RN T4 25l 1 A BR 2 ) BZYMT 720083305
6 &2 PR feglgll LT 2 ABRTEA T AYJZP 741020550
7 7 UKL L7 DRI =) 254 BR 2\ ) CFKG 720003385
8 T I 1k 96 5 A At 5t R A B4 A BR 2 =) [l s il 25 ) HXZTP 711020463
9 3 23 A A7) Al R AR5 A R A DHJSM 710983003
10 ML 328 8 J5E % i %% REEFEAH A R XFZYC 712020223
11 IR B4 15 S ik B - ASIN Xf HR 245 b4
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JmA SDS #Hu ' "' 2.5 mL, NaCl 0.5 mol - L',
EDTA (pH 8.0) 50 mmol - L™" J& %), 65 C /K&
30 min, 12 000 r-min "' Z.(>» 10 min B F35, A 2/3
R A NaAc (pH 4.8)2.5 mol-L ™', # & 20 min,
B W m 0.7 54K B 0y 7 9 EE U % 30 min,
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RAF I DNA UL JE #F 47 #F — 20 difb . M ah IR FF
T -20 CH.

G2 1% 45 B DNA ;45 FF 5 BCKE 7] £ 48 CTAB

- 46 -

2, 2 MO PH BUR 91K B A BR 2 ) A P 2 R 4]
DNA $2 B ) & 8 1 U BT 45 48 3, #F & DR A7
F -20 C,

Y CTAB 3 42 MU DNA . £ 4 5 JOFE fin K 21
10 g, &M EL S mL, R ] 50 mL g0 48 #7824 .
IMA B 2 x CTAB ZZ v 12. 5 mL, B-%ii & £ %
500 wL,65 CH#H# 1 h,8 000 remin " B0 5 min, B
bW 70% HOEE 25 mL, —20 C PL¥E 1 h,
8 000 r-min "' B.0> 5 min, YLK E] 15 mL .0
B, MABHAN) 2 x CTAB $ MU vl 2. 5 mL J%
B-F I 41 50 wl, BT 65 CI/KY 30 min, 8] % =
i G ISR R = G WP be -5 B (240 1) S0 1R
49,12 000 remin~" & .0> 15 min; B b 7 9800 25 1A
1 —20 CHIAMREHNELDLHE 1 h,12 000 r-min ' B
> 10 min, BUTTVE , A 97 2 K 20 DNA 42 B )
& GP2 iV T I AR DUVE , In A 4 Ak A 2]
DNA 2B & b i GP2 i F 3 IR i DLTE , 4 IR
R R &R IR, R B O Ak, i — 2P sl Al
DNA, FIH] PCR/DNA 2l fb i 551 & x5 3 43 4% 5 25 47
Hkaif, HMRAET -20 C&EH.

DL b4 By S O AR Bl R 1% BE UK,
2 A B EE AR R G853 B DNA By 8 M i 48
Hh-RT L4350 BE T ke BE RN AR L T Ay o/
Ao > TR FE N 2E 3 WK S
1.4 Mgk onL-F B 3G Sape 57 it
LUK o -F 3D, R AT B9 7 50 g 5
CGAAATCGGTAGACGCTACG-3" fil F i 5'-ATTT
GAACTGGTGACACGAG-3'%t 11 iy k¢ fh#E4T PCR 43
M, PCR J i G iR & 25 L, A d6 10 x J2 i % wh il
2.5 pL,MgCl,1.5 mmol+L~", dNTP 200 pmol-L ™",
319 1 pmol - L™', DNA # 4k 20 ng, Ex Taq [iff
0.5 U,PCR Jz W FLJ% 2 94 C FiZS#E 5 min;94 °C 7%
P50 s,53 CiB k 50 5,72 CEEAH 2 min,35 MEH;
72 °C J53EA# 8 min,10 C 7%, PCR =¥ fH 1. 0% B
JUES R R S L DK AR I ] Bt AR O g Tl A iR AT
IR I, DL pMDI18-T (K i 47i% 2, Ll DHIOB
YE e E0, 6 B 0 Bedb A7 sl . B 0 bRk B
3 ~8 ANPHME s B T DNA JF 500 . )7 51000 22
B AE W HOR A RS R 5 o T A 7 9 B 1T
XL 7
L5 YIRS R An 0 A I R A 2R
HI 0] 3 T ISSR 43 F 45 10 5 & 19 24 A ¢ 5= 1 25 5
SCAR #5 i 8l #'" U-I W 5'-ACCCATTTGTA
AACATAGCC-3" fil U-TF ¥ 5'-CAGATTCTCCTTC
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CACCC-3', X FE M HEAT 94, PCR AR R 591
trnL-F S FAH[E), 9 #8278 94 C T AR 5 min;
94 C A5 1E40 5,56 CiB 'k 40 5,72 CHEfH 1 min,35 4>
PEER ;72 CISAEAH 8 min, 10 CLRAF, A5 1 4894
BAER A IS 1 4 PCR 91y 7= ¥ g WA, 20k 25
PEATES 2 B 1 . PCR =W H] 1. 0% R B BEIK il
VKA

1.6 DNA 75 5l ab 3 K 7 #fr ornL-F J3 51 1 34
FR 2 F0 O 8 PF 3 2 BONCBIL | % 5% 24 15 7 4],
Genbank 55 KP665033 . R i SCHR 4l 16 19 R 48 &
BRR KRG R G M IH T F RS
(Heracleum hemsleyanum ) F1B 31 24 19 (A. apaensis)
— ' 4 B, O £ 4L WS BR Lk b ( Bupleurum
commelynoideum ) YE Ry 4N 2B, A Clustal W 4k 4
PEAT XS AL HE S 5 AT T AR . AR A AR
PAUP x 4.0B10 %t 4 58 Wi >R ] f K] 29 %
(maximum parsimony, MP) ¥J & R 4t & & &, i H
PAUP = 4. 0B10 #4440 5¢ il o de K] 29 15 93 B &
F e & A8 R (Heuristic ) , 43 32 58 4 550125 2R B X
43 E8 4% (tree bisection-reconnection, TBR) 7%, 100 X

F2 AERWMAEIEHH DNA HRINER (v £5,n=3)

BEBLES B Ao BT A7 25 0 (gap ) 1E by il 2K 4b 3, 4
MFEIEAEAE I AEAUAL B . RS R B WM S50 1 AT
MR 1000 ¥k A M AE (replicates) (9 F J& 23 A
(bootstrap , BS) H K5 56 .

2 EREHW

2.1 DNA 2R LA 1% BRI bH BRI L ik
iR N 558 CTAB 3, SDS 1, W 2k DL Je st R
CTAB ¥ $2 B0y DNA F£ 5, BR X BERE O 2L > 5
Hb 2 RS R UL B BT B Y DNA Sl 4 2
PRI 2H DNA £ BT R Bl 2l 5 TG 125 3K 31 5 1 R4 A6
() Fe A v B o R R A a5 A0 o ot O BE R A T, BR
XF REBABE AL 4% G2 CTAB 1, SDS 25 Fl G 2R ¥ LA
AR RS R B DNA (3R 2), H 2 Ui 1y
DNAE&HREORU LFEY R, K A,/
Asgo o AR T 1. 6, f77E K 5 A LY 5 2 BE 55 2% o
HY . R CTAB ¥, RE4R B & #F 4 19 DNA &
SrFESD DNA BEiK %) 10 mg-L7'Lh b, 2,4 SRS
Ao/ Ango wn BE /N T 1.6, 4F B A /0 1 45 L9 58 26
FI BT A5 2 BT 105 G o HEARFE A Asgy o/ Asgo o ¥ TE
1.6 ~ 1.8, UiH] DNA 45 .

Table 2 Effect of genomic DNA extracted by different methods(x +s,n=3)

&4 CTAB % SDS ¥ Wl Bk 125 U R CTAB %

e DNjﬂi?ﬁg A0 nm” A280 um DmeZ)‘i.%ﬁQE A0 um” A280 um DN;&m)f.?:{?UE A0 um” A280 m Dmezﬁ_?:{?E A0 um” A280 um
1 1.51 £0.08 1.20 0. 03 - - 0.89 +0.02 1.20 0. 06 17.90 +1. 8 1.85+0.03
2 - - - - 0.43 +0.01 0.90 +0.02 5.89+0.7 1.42 +0.03
3 0.31 +0.01 1.05 +0. 04 0.06 +0. 005 1.09 0. 01 0.13 +0.01 1.50 0. 08 12.79 +1.3 1.68 +0.70
4 - - - - - 6.97 +1.0 1.32 +0.05
5 - - - - 0.03 +0. 001 - 9.32+1.2 1.61 £0.09
6 0.15 +0.05 1.12 0. 06 - - 1.01 £0.01 1.31 +£0.05 15.33 +1. 4 1.73 0. 07
7 - - - - 0.02 =0. 005 - 13.26 +1. 1 1.78 £0.02
8 0.32 +0.02 0.09 +£0.003 0.98 +£0.03 1.13 +0.03 0.56 0. 001 - 9.67 +0.9 1.81 +£0.03
9 - - - - 0.63 0. 06 1.11 £0.02 5.23 0.7 1.80 +£0.02
10 0.21 +0.01 1.34 +£0.03 - - 1.13+0.2 1.52 +0.04 10.53 +1.2 1.69 +0.08
11 59.32 £4.7 1.82+0.07 34.67 £3.7 1.98 +£0.02 18.99 +2.3 1.78 £0. 04 65.89 +3.8 1.68 +£0.02
TE: =" RN IE

2.2 unL-F AR YA R B > TR E . AL
trnL-F 5 3 5 | 168 A () 07 v 4 BORY T R 26 0 i £ 47
PCR 41, &5 R R W], BRxt BRAE A1 1L 58 CTAB 3%,
SDS i Rl i Bk 15 ¥ R R BLYT M Ao TR
CTAB (AR 10 15 sl 25 KE i DNA, 2200 56 1 48
PCR fH B4 5 T ernL-F JE KR B (R/ANZY
750 bp) (P& 1) , i B 1% 75 3 32 U B iy DNA g6

i ALl PCR NI 2R o ik — 2 70 Hr i 4 1A
w25 R 25 R R 3 B LD R A R A P S IR e L-F
S N HEAT S eI O 2E AT R 8 20 B o 10 63 B R
tnL-F J¢ 3] 5 NCBI F % B /9 1E & 24 5 5 51
(Genbank 53y KP665033 ) £ 17 LU X, Bk /\ 2 % £
F VTR 28 7 | LR 32 S RS M I 1k i AR L
i 8RR ernL-F FF 31 45 1E it 25 U5 89 15 510 AR AL E
- 47 -
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M1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011 M1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011
750 bp 750 bp
B
M1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011 M1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011
2000
1998 750 bp
750 bp

C

M. Marker; 1 ~11. &5 AL 54 CTAB 3 32 HURE i s B. SDS B4R BURE B s C. REBR L BEUUEE S s D. B B CTAB B IURE & (/& 3 [d])
1 trnL-F K5 PCR § 1

Fig. 1 PCR amplification results of trnL-F sequences

(identity) 2y 99. 88% (AL A — 4> Bk 4E 19 X 51 ) 41,
AR b 5 0E b 25 5 R 51 R LR 2 0 100% . 10
O3 A i 5 0E S I A R TR SR AR TS B 4% A B
W T — R PEAT R T, e L-F 5 51 42 K AR AL
Fil 4686 ~716 bp, 425 Ak 2k AL BRI, ernL-F
P MG B AL BB 9 A, N B B
1.25%

BT rnL-F P HIM R G B (18] 2) , HA
K (tree length) =62, — 4 +5 44 ( Consistency index,
CI) =1.000 O, {4 #F 1 48 %% ( Retention index, RI) =
1.000 0, 10 {32y #4 Rk b /9 2 9 5 1 a6 24 7 R 26
T SRR (BS =929 ) . Jof AR 254
TARHIA 28 R | AT 22890 J5e 38 RT3 It L 8 7 4 05 3R
TE—/NE(BS =64% ) , a3 >4 15 5 4= BBl 5 o —
ZE(BS =97% ) , 52 AE MG B S W 10 T 48 L8

__Jﬁ__{:::A@ﬁﬂﬁ
64 HEAS A
i JF S e
¥ i 1E 5
B E bR
HBA
g AT
BEA
730 HEBURL
E LR
BRI
97 — BT 3 24 )5
L 4R
KNSR

92

oy 32 BT A TR ( >50% )
B2 AP LErnL-FFEINSHE—BHRXR
Fig. 2 Majority-rule MP tree inferred from #rnL-F sequences of

Angelicae Sinensis Radix from Angelicae Sinensis Radix preparations

.48 -

D

2.3 U 2 U 5 AR AT X 2 09 P R 26 4 2
Yo IR %50 SCAR bR 514, 43 5 %t
4 FhO7 BRI R 25 DNA BEAT 90 . S5 R B,
R A CTAB 32 HUA) DNA K5 FEZ 0 2 48
PCR ¥4 3R18 T ¥ 8 457 o 10 4y v L 25 4% 5 3R A5
50k B DR /I [ 1 38 4% L % A R XY U 4
S 0 48 (/N2 2 890 bp K 3)
3 itig
3.1 S MG ry DNA SO s ok
257 N Tk #2 rp, L DNA 38 31K [8) 72 B2 19 i IR
KARC WA, e ah, T3 A8 v 8 in i R
KZRVEN , Z LY T, 38 m T DNA $2 itk ## rp
F R XE . B R, A DB A X s 2 b DNA $EHUT
VAT RCHE  (EL DR 24 b R 2SR R R R R, H AT A
W I 558 CTAB 3 g 5 b i 25 % &2
Hepy R B TR 2 800 25 6 DNA R EURY
Jr¥ko Wi SDS ¥ ¥ A o g B 4R B = B AR S Y
DNA'S | BEER L2 B 4l Ak DNA FIJH T 55 F1 0% B 119
B (A A 2D R AT, 4 25 DNA 4f B 5 SR 0005,
DRI S A1 P i v 4 3 DNA i i L Azt
R L3R 3 Fp 07 EE 53 10 #2415 b 25 £ 47 DNA £
PRI, AUA /D 1 FE 5 3RS T 19 DNA ) (H PR i 2 3k
31 DNA & ff R\ Mis g, iR BERE
W R IT AR B Y B T PCR N, Joik
GREEHAT RS T2 . BENSE Y L, b
I 2 T B A B TR RS CTAB FE R 1 T
R E R R S I AR E A R B R K
A FARMZEEZ 0], BAGES 2 A5 %, H
Wi 76 2, B AN S T BE U3 DNA I, B AR R %, M
SN DNA BUTIEACR , X215 48 CTAB 3 T3k 3k
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M1 2 3 456 7 8 91011 M1 23 456 7 8 910 11
2000
100
890 bp 758 890 bp
A B
M1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011 M1 2 3 456 7 8 9 1011
2000
1900 890 bp %080
000 890 bp

C

3 HARHRMEANREX 10 BERHSTFEE

Fig. 3 Ten samples were identified by Angelicae Sinensis Radix specific molecular marker

5 rp R 25 R i DNA 9 565 JRUDR T SR JH PP e A 8 001
BEA LR E SRR m ' . B, A5 F
Mo CTAB L2 B )5 v i 25 DNA, £ 55 — 2
CTAB 24 J5 , i A W B, A 2% 25 B B 24 1 590 b 1y
CTAB &M E &Y, 4 U TE BRIk in A CTAB, B K
K> T W3R 1) CTAB JEM 2 &YX 5 22 5
BEVLTE DNA BRI o oAb, K bk 38 76 57
B UTVE J5 , 45 6 B DAV, X DNA B S kA7 & 4,
B T W4 DNA FI ik 300 , T A5 T 42 47 5
WA DNA, B2 SR 4 SRIAEERY 2, L EH
K Rl PCR/DNA 24k it ) & 9647 Bk alife . {H
PR IA DNA kb ik #2 A DNA By %
DRI T 95 A5 2675 JE i DNA D HEAT J5 2 B9 9 389 2 i
KRG — LAl 2 5 A0 4 SRE S BT 0 4 1
trnL-F K0, [5] B¢ GE A U 2] PCR 318 2571, Ul B
REWH /2 J5 220 50 .

3.2 &Y DNA 4> T %% DNA &K
b 2 5 R G 2 25 5 R WS B R % R
Tl = AL A A B T 2R LA R 5
BE 1T SRR LN £ g e DL A R £ RO T
Y R bk R G, SR T e, AN 32 R EE L
OB sz B s S 2 e 23 O 1| I
AR R, HFE R ZH DNA 8 2 A [6) 72 5 1 B 3R, i
I 2 S5 DR L ) AT ) T A S TN 2 5 TR B, LR I
FBHE S ., CHEN 28 30 o #% 2 1 iy
ITS2 J7 5 45 & M S AR SE A psbA-trnH fEAE Y T B A
B M RIACR . o L-F P 50806 T 25 103 S R
PRI S ARBE AL B B CTAB 33815
25 DNA 1R /D> (A2 50 trnL-F JP 5 i 479 44,
WL T SRR FE AL 25 5 O B o AR TR s FE DU Y 1Y
77 2, 8 1 A B[R] R EE R RN T 2 R Y I Ay

o, RGERTEWRCREREY 10 43 b gy
SR A —ik I B R AR R ARSI, i
W10 {3 s 2y i 24 0 35 D aE o Herbok BT Rk
T 2k e iy A7 RS W) A9 N 4 B R R R 22
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