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WE: 23 FMAT B35 Lycoris M o) B xR HE BT 5 SH-R &84 XA 2 (SCoT-PCR) K &, AR
LHBARTRGEE SR, FEXARRERRRENNERL, KA Ls(5°) B X fe B XX %2 A
Jr kAL B # B A SCoT-PCR 4k &, 13 & B 3% & 484 SCoT-PCR Z A R 4k & . DNA #4r 2.0 mg-L™, 3|45 0.125
pwmol - L™, = &k 8% a% 3 Bt A A% 3 82 (ANTPs )0.2 mmol - L™, 4£ & F (Mg®>) 3.0 mmol-L™', Taq DNA % & #1.0x16.67
nkat, SFHALEG R Bk R BEATE AR, AERATERER, ERYLFEFLF S BT, AW DNA#EF ., KB
T 4a SCoT # A AFiC £ B 37 BN T B R MR R, THLHFBHMBAGOFRLREEBES, BT E6425
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Establishing and optimizing a SCoT-PCR system for Lycoris

JIANG Xiaofeng, GAO Yanhui, TONG Zaikang, HUANG Chunhong

(The Nurturing Station for the State Key Laboratory of Subtropical Silviculture, Zhejiang A & F University,
Lin’an 311300, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: An optimal SCoT (start condon tagreted polymorphism)-PCR (polymerase chain reaction)
amplification system was established to provide a new way of studying genetic diversity and genetic
improvement in Lycoris. This system was optimized based on the Lys(5%)orthogonal experiment and single factor
experiment. Results showed that the optimal reaction system (20 pL)contained 2.0 mg-L™" DNA template,
0.125 pmol - L™ primers, 0.2 mmol - L' dNTPs, 3.0 mmol - L.™! Mg*, and 1.0 x16.67 nkat Tag DNA polymerase.
34 materials of Lycoris were randomly selected and the test was repeated 3 times. Using this optimal reaction
system, stable and clear polymorphic bands were acquired. These favorable results could provide a scientific
basis for further study of Lycoris.[Ch, 7 fig. 6 tab. 25 ref. ]
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37 Uy 1w JE AR W )i A5 2 REPEDEA RGN o Bsh 81 25 SR e IR0 Ak T [ A 55 A £ 1L A2 DNA (simple sequence
repeat, SSR) {AZ, (HXSEARICTE A1 30 B AR D) I WFSE R AP AE— SR K, W1 RAPD ARIC IR IN R 2
FEEMERE VL2 BELY™ 38 K Z 2 251 (amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP)$5iC X DNA 4f
JE R0 N U0 Y B SR AR R EL2R T Y 55 SSR Anic o 3t BAEARIC, HHEI W0 IF K MBI AERS 2% 1 .
PG, S T S i T 7 7 SR R o O 9 90114 35t A% 2 R R o 2 i AT IR AR ST, FRATTR H Collard 25
F1 Mackill®' 7E /K Oryza sativa b 5T B5] )9 14 50 (single primer amplification reaction, SPAR ) 42 )
() — s 2L H A L 73 7R ic—— H bR 1R % 5 1 2 25 1E (start condon tardeted polymorphism, SCoT) 73§
oid, ZAnC B A EERI . 28 m . BEMLG . FlWiE e . TR R L R B H R R
AR 5, ARHNFE T ISSR #RiC F1 RAPD #ric A 20, HAT, SCoT #ric & mZh i il T 67/ Oryza
glaberrimaw, A6 12 Arachis hypogaea'™ | TS Citrus sinensis™™, MG Citrus reticulata, R Dimocarpus lon-
gana " W HE Saccharum officenarum S R ST BT IR Y 35t A% ZREE S B, (BAE AR IE AR YY) Hastil 2
PE DL KR 5 %68 5 55 5 T AR ILARGE o Wb, ASHIESE DA R B A o MR, ST I I Ak A R JE A4 SCoT-
PCR S WA F , B AR A 50 & A BT 98 IR (19 352 4% 22081k 0 Fr Jast % el B 5 BE it

1 AR A7 ik

1.1 I8t

AT i FH 0 A 7 S AR AL T T VAR MR R 2 8 AL~ R R B B U], ORI TR . VIPY . =@ . L
Jh WL RSN, BUEE AR KA, =20 CORAEORAF 3 . JEH 34 iy Arwt 1~3 Dy
¥ Lycoris radiata, 4~6 3 ¥R 5 A 75 L. straminea, 7~9 N B A 55 L. rosea, 10~11 B 47T I5
fi7r L. houdyshelii, 12~13 WA #, H 157 L. albiflora, 14~15 R A= 2185 A1 5% L. haywardii, 16~18
F s A L. sprengeri, 19~21 B4 K& A wi L. longituba, 22~24 Jya 35w E A 5% L. chinensis, 25~
27 NG AW L. aurea, 28~29 Nk A H AW F A 7% L. incarnata, 30~31 K3k A H A1 B KAl L.
squamigera, 32~34 Jy A 55 Z MR AT,
1.2 FZiKH

PEAT IR A B BE N (PCR) Y45 FHR] . Tag DNA R 43 g, dNTPs, M. DL 3 000 #ric 40 A 24 T
AT (EE)ABRAE, SCoT 51 Collard 55 7/HI Mackill ® 2 A5 514, Hi B ¢ 4 397 Jii A2 W) B4
ABRA B .
1.3 WA =*E
1.3.1 &ar At A B DNA R G 4l 10w A4 2 D9 41 DNA $RIBOR ATl R A9 -7 e 2k = HT
{8212 (CTAB) ™, Jil NanoDrop fifti 43 )% 06 B2 3 (ND-1000) i & DNA 3 B2 F BT &, JFBGE S AE 5, T
10.0 g-ke™ B MHEE IS AL Tk RN, 48 A EE i 1% 2 48 Gene Genius Bio Imaging Ststem (BioRad) T Wi %% Jf:
HEAH, HoAx DNA BE S F-20 CUkAE P ORAF 4 H -
132 EKEEatm % LS 23 R E A5 DNA it , P40 A4 34519, 41xi52m PCR B
)5 %2 DNA, 514, dNTPs, Mg™Hl Tag DNA A0, RAIESCH I Lis(5°) X SCoT-PCR i 4

FFATIA . BT S54SR £1 ESRBHESREKE
(£ 1), EE IR (FR2), Table 1 Factors and levels of orthogonal design
PCR ¥tk & & 20.0 nL, PCR " =

T i -
HIBLRER: : 9% CHULAE Smins o “onip s 4 WRRIE S PRI T DNA K
94 CAZME 35 s, 47~59 “CUMRE 45 (mg-l)  (umol-L7) F/(mmol-L7) (mmol-11) 4 Hi/nkat

S il L T ) 1B 2k 35 s,

1 1 0.125 0.150 1.0 0.5x16.67
72 CH MG 72
CHEHM90 s, 35 MEH; 72 C 2 > 0.250 0.175 15 1.0x16.67
f@’ﬁa 10 min, 8 ocﬁﬁ[lﬂ, }:}Li}i 3 3 0375 0.200 2.0 1.5%16.6
. i 37 X . 5%16.67
NEFEH T 10.0 g-kg™ 1 B IS B
4 4 0.500 0.225 2.5 2.0x16.67

JI2 L K A I 9 P OB B AR
S I 5 5 0.625 0.250 3.0 2.5%16.67
AN AN o
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F2 Lx(5°)EXiZITFR
Table 2 Orthogonal design with L(5°)

(BN DNA 4 519 4 Fib Jit S A% 1 R g Tk iz Tag DNA 50 %5
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 2 2 2 2 2
3 1 3 3 3 3 3
4 1 4 4 4 4 4
5 1 5 5 5 5 5
6 2 1 2 3 4 5
7 2 2 3 4 5 1
8 2 3 4 5 1 2
9 2 4 5 1 2 3
10 2 5 1 2 3 4
11 3 1 3 5 2 4
12 3 2 4 1 3 5
13 3 3 5 2 4 1
14 3 4 1 3 5 2
15 3 5 2 4 1 3
16 4 1 4 2 5 3
17 4 2 5 3 1 4
18 4 3 1 4 2 5
19 4 4 2 5 3 1
20 4 5 3 1 4 2
21 4 1 5 4 3 2
22 5 2 1 5 4 3
23 5 3 2 1 5 4
24 5 4 3 2 1 5
25 5 5 4 3 2 1

133 #EFERE RIS AR RSO AR R BTN RS, W MR T (K 3).
14 BREBEGL . %3 SCOT-PCR f HEMEFHMERR
TESAELON R I RER T, 72 TRLBE B PCR Table 3 Gradient experiment of factors influencing SCoT-PCR
CBE 12 R B (47~59 C)X%: "
TXL‘T@:%#H' @QWE‘;(‘ PPN s wioy A WBREE BATD Tug DNA
jgk{ﬂjgj:—1T1jE/f£’ TIT 100 g-ke 9 Bfi (mg-L™) (pmol-L™")  fR/(mmol-L™")  (mmol-L™") A/ nkat
BREEB LTSI 1 0.125 0.150 10 1.0x16.67
1.5 HiEFItE5LE

2 0.250 0.175 1.5 1.5x16.67
2 W 0 BE A5 VO IY dt, P o
- il # Tk, BEPCRIHS 0375 0.200 20 2.0x16.67
Yyl s B T . AR 2RI R
S s s " e o y Yo S v 4 0.500 0.225 2.5 2.5%16.67
TR XS IE 32 U0 45 A A BAR I FT 40, M 45t T
5 0.625 0.250 3.0 3.0x16.67

Wi, FE . RENRELBIE 257 7, &EM
S WS SN i DT K7/ N [ O OO N I = v 500 O 4 o g A LY DS 3 5 7 R A
P2 MR E R AT AT, B ARSI (9 B 22 0 M R A BEAT WA B, AT SPSS 17.0 X4 2R i
— AT T 2T, LR 2 B T A E IR A .
1.6 REFREIZE LM E R RN

BEIT1 ) PAO XF 34 3 4175 B ALY DNA BEMRHEAT P73 5 [ IS BEALRE I 7 2551908 o [ 4175 9 DNA
PEATYHE, TR 10.0 g-ke™ 14 BrOIR R SR P ORI LAAS: I 118 AL 1) SCoT-PCR s hif 44 & 1y i FHE |
Rl Pk Al Sk
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2 HR5p4

21 EXRBERSN

211 AMaydr WMIECIKEY AR ILE 1o 25 MG H 23 DA E, b 1512 5S4 4E
BAT M= E0= kD, 45 55 75, 11 5 16 S I EW . £ KRG |

M 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 101112 13 14 1516 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25

B 1 SCoT-PCR B4k & B K545 R
Figure 1 Results of SCoT-PCR system with orthogonal design

RN it S ARV & = O DO x4 EXREEUSH
PCR T}L i élj:f % ’@{ {QL'\ TT% o % % %j( E 35 'E%E_,' N Table 4  Intuitive analysis of orthogonal design
MR AR IC 2508, ZEMITE LAY o e pNa gy 54 4 PR AT BEB T WL/ Tag DNA 3
W\ Ab ¥ T E 6:}' }jJIJ ZE YA éjli ‘H‘ , 25/|\ 2H B (mg' L") pmol- L") BR/(mmol - L) (mmol - L) 4 i/ nkat
B B 2.00,5.33,12.67,19.67, g, 58.00 75.01 65.67 2600  43.67x16.67
18.33,15.67,20.67,15.67,3.67,13.67 ,21.67, K, 69.35 5501 5700 65.33 57 67x16.67
1.00 ’ 17.33 ’ 13.33 ’7'67 ’ 18.67 ’ 8.00 ’ 16.67 ’ K; 61.00 74.34 72.67 60.00 60.67x16.67
16.33,7.33,17.00,20.00,12.00,10.33,10.33,
‘ K, 67.00 63.33 65.34 81.68 80.00x16.67

FEARSET- 3 0 5 A P R W] —7KF T i ge

- . - Ks 69.66 57.33 64.33 92.00 83.00x16.67
ﬁz*ﬂjﬂ]ﬁm%é&[{l Lj&g%ﬂ(%—lrﬁﬁ k 11.60 15.00 13.13 5.20 8.73x16.67
A N -~ \ 1 B B . . . 1OX10.
A& TR I L (EN T o N R PN e N i i
SF‘ﬂjfE E‘J’f&i}é R. XﬂEﬁﬁEﬁé‘k%‘ﬁﬁEm k, 13.87 11.00 11.40 13.07 11.53x16.67
ﬁ:}’*ﬁ‘ ( % 4) i *ETE*&%jE/J\EI Ll §5|J [Zlfﬁ ?Xd‘ ks 12.20 14.87 14.53 12.00 12.13x16.67
}imﬁg/% i} IYQL'\% lJ['n] mﬁr? . R ﬁj{ , %iﬁz ky 13.40 12.73 13.07 16.34 16.00x16.67
% E/‘J 7J(q7~/§’ﬁj§(ﬂ’iﬁ:3{j3j’§‘ 1:/]? E’g %} u[ﬁ‘]i&j( , ks 13.93 11.47 12.87 18.40 16.60x16.67
ZHEE, B Eaotrel I, IEEmMFER R 2.33 4.00 3.13 13.20 7.87x16.67

Ry Ky Mg?*>Taq DNA % & 8§ > 5] ) >
dNTPs>DNA ¥k i, Mg*xf PCR [ Nif& R ma s K, A ELRZE, DNA B Wi/, iR 4 4 K &
A7 B W] DA E KT, dEmE IR G . B — R AP N R P4 & e T2 H R
IR X R A R R AE DL, ke AEBROK, B KB E . iR 4 FTRLANE . SCoT-PCR b Ht 5 A4
S R R 1 e R R N KL B A AEIESC AL A T I, (S o e LA A AR s i

212 FEZ4h  BIAEWHTEA AR TR RN ER A, H BT AR TR 2E B KN,
ANRERE B A T 45 P 2R IR IR 25 R S i () EE AR B, 7 25 40 AT AT AR AN WA BT X SR R, AR
HERR A IR 25 7, N SPSS 17.0 A XIS 45 R BEAT 7 22 0B (6 5), S5 R ERH] . BEE TIRIE A Tag
DNA 54 i il it 0130 45 5 A W52, DNA BN EE . 510k B A ANTPs ik B2 X 56 45 SR 5% i K
F, A HEFEX IR R 0 FRIUT 5 BT AR, B 1R 2 40500 5 AR R XA 25 R 5
Wi E A R, B 1~2 W 3% PCRORWIR R G s R4 &t 5 WA A — 30, S 2 B BN
1175 JB A Y SCoT-PCR [z i A R e A 4H 4 & . DNA 4k 2.000 mg-L™", 547 0.125 wmol -L™", dNTPs
0.200 mmol - L', Mg* 3.000 mmol-L™", Tag DNA &7 1.0 x 16.67 nkat,
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151 16 15 - 18
14 15 14+
N
w13 1 13
% 13
512 121
& 12
ll B 11 11
10 1 1 | J 10 | | ]0 1 N | 4 l l l ] 8
1 2 3 4 5 025 075 125 1.0 20 3.0 0.81.21.6 2024 051.0 152025
DNARHR/(mg+ L™ 51#/(umol+ L") B3 T Mg dNDPs/(mmol * L™")  TagDNAZXE & [/

(mmol « L") 16.67 nkat

A2 DNA, 314, dNTPs, Mg*F= Tag DNA R &8 5 /N B % 04 20 5
Figure 2 Curve effect of DNA, primer, dNTPs, Mg* and Tag DNA polymerase

22 BEZRREERSH

PCR JZ 1% DNA BURIGAGE SR AR , (] 5 [ SPSS17.0 #1777 £
DNA 47 14 Fi it 3 e 2 % Mg“lﬂ’ﬂﬁ%l{?&fﬁ@ Table 5 Analysis of variances by SPSS 17.0

FIFMAEH, SRR S R, B ZHRE H3KTH AhE Wi OFH BEWPM

A S Y B E G e e, i a2 ) Ay A TE A5 R 842.462a 20 42.123 5348 0.058

Be b 1 S M A B s AT S B T4 b S0 4 225.260 1 4225260 536.426 0.000
—RRELR L 1000 wL & ZH A 100.0 ng ] DNA 21.928 4 5.482 0.696 0.633
ERPET . P 3 A LAE M. DNA REH 5 ANHe 519 69.811 4 17.453 2.216 0.230
REASREY S AR My SR R AT A
2000 mg‘Lfl T e TR BT 510.666 4 127.667 16.208 0.010

: » UoEA ’ Tag DNA 215.289 4 5382 6833 0045
G5 IE IR 2 R oo

= 3 1) Ve BE 25

SR PCR RN SR w4 s
BT R R, S EE L soome a5
0.375 pumol - L™ i Bty BLARR S Mg aly o A 3 e 1F 2R 873.969 24
ATLLA s i SCoT-PCR S (< 7% v fie £ 51 BLUT: T M R=0 964G 1 T e ZH R = 0.784).

Wik B 3 0.125 pmol - L,

dANTPs ¥ BF B 32520 PCR 3738, dNTPs
45 Tag DNA 45 554 Mg™, 2§ dNTPs ¥
JEBARR, 2 m 6 R, HEE Y1
PRI, E TR Y B A T e
W R B 4 A FE W, Y dNTPs ¥
B 5 0.150 mmol -L™' F1 0.175 mmol -L7"' i},
PG SR B R D, BZRG

M D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 M Pl P2 P3 P4 P35

B, 45 0.200 mm - L7 S i N 1A 5 M. DL 3 000 marker; D1-5. DNA BEBEWTE Y 1.2,3,4, 5 mg-L7;

dNTPs Y il 5 % P15, 51 45Hk ) W 0.125, 0.25, 0375, 0.500, 0.625 pmol -1
Taqg DNA B & i 15 5 OB DNA 4 B, B 3 DNA ## KR E F2 7] 4k L 4F SCoT-PCR A&

BRA RS ) Mg, Mg J¥ K AL G PCR 7 AR A

7] FZ la o K —% SS9 A EERO Y fﬁ H Figure 3 Effect of DNA template concentration and primer

I E40 LLEE . 24 Mg2+ e B K concentration on SCoT-PCR

1.000 mmol - L~" i, #&A7 PCR =95 4=, Mg ¥k £y 3.000 mmol - L™ IF, 7 A= 4 3% 47 35 0l A2
FE, ERNAR R PR AL . T Tag DNA R G BEAE 5 B R 268 7™ AR 0 b A i 3l , 1
BT PN S R TR T, 5 SRR R R AR E N 1.0 x 16.67 nkat,
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M dlIl d2 d3 d4 d5 ™M Ml M2 M3 M4 M5 M T1I T2 T3 T4 TS5

M. DL 3 000 #5ict; dl~d5. dNTPs # & >4 0.150, 0.175, 0.200, 0.225, 0.250 mmol-L™"; MI~M5. Mg*
WerE A 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0 mmol - L'; TI~T5. Tag DNA % &1 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0x16.67 nkat

B4 dNTPs k& . Mg i A» Tag DNA R & 853K & 2F SCoT-PCR A A #9 % v

Figure 4  Effect of ANTPs concentration, primer concentration and Tag DNA polymerase concentration on SCoT-PCR

A1 B ALY SCoT-PCR KW () fe /R % 8 . DNA ARz 2.000 mg-L™, 547 0.125 wmol -L™, dNTPs
0.200 mmol - L, Mg* 3.000 mmol - L™, Tag DNA 4 1.0x16.67 nkat,
2.3 SCoT-PCR &R NREIXEF

PCR "3 ke i ok #t vy, 3B i B2 52 0 PCR P W) Re S P p B 22 3R, B ST BE Y v I B e 52 il 5 |
P58t DNA (R k4 &, AR SIYR JOREEF eI . FELESE P13, P15, P16, P38, P39,
P40, P57 %5 7 55 SCoT 51y (55 6) 47 12 D[RR SR B2 BB S, g4 PAO (93 25 2R L &
S0 18 12 B JGREE T, B AR, Hy 8 mm 5, 1 REGR, 2R KR T fOdE TR,
PP AEEN, FE, TR, MR JREE S, W55 DNA BRI R4 S , 1™
Yrosib, A ANTE M, RITE RS O v s IR ORI BIAR , P, i€ 519 P40 1Y S fEIR AT
57.9 °C,

2.4 SCoT-PCR KRR &% K R K5 # K% E EFiE %6 7%&SCoTs3|#
F e Table 6 Seven SCoT primers
5, BI¥3EEC P40, DNA KM GEHCA L8 51D B ET) 53 T, f/°C B KR IEIC

YA R R 34 A4 R 4T PCR 74845 5 —J5y1, P13 ACGACATGGCGACCATCG 58 57.9
DNA BRI 23 S M B E A7 DNA, 5[4%) P15 ACGACATGGCGACCGCGA 60 55.1
Ve ORI IS P e 7 &5 (4050 P13, P15, pl6 ACCATGGCTACCACCGAC 58 53.7
P16, P38, P39, P40, P57)it ﬁ PCRYHE, XML p3s  AcGACATGGCGACCACCG 60 55.1
J5i [y SCOT-PCR SRR R MEATRLE MR, 2R E pag paceatcocraccaccoe 58 56.6
REARRHIM T HF . ZEMEFRA R (B 6-T), B 0 coareeeraceaccoece 62 579
W% A 1 22 38 1 T 0 55 J8 A 0 19 38t 1% 2 RE PR 1Y PST  ACAATCCCTACCACCAGT 54 537

GrHire

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 910 11 12

M. DL3 000 #xic; 1~12i8 K 1 4 5l h47.0, 47.3, 48.1,
49.4, 50.8, 52.3, 53.7, 55.1, 56.6, 57.9, 58.7, 59.0 C

M5 FREEXEET SCoT-PCR #94 # 4 R

Figure 5 Result of SCoT-PCR amplification at different annealing temperatures
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M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011 12 13 14 15 16 17

B 6 344 &intt#teg SCoT-PCR 4345 R
Figure 6  SCoT-PCR amplification results in 34 Lycoris samplings

3 e

3.1 SCoT #riZHIHF =

SCoT FRicl/E Ry —Fh o B 43 Al , © LB T
Az, #% Vitis vinifera, JEHR, AL Eriobotryajaponica ™,
$ P} Paeonia suffruticosa™’, =% Mangifera indica™= F1
i PR VE Y I st AL B R R G A R E Y, AT RZ AR D
TE 9 Fh 1] 38 PR 88 . SCoT FRic W 519 514, 5l
WG, S 18 DAL IR . Y Iy, AT LUTE
I 25 A 7EAUEE DNA 1Y 1F CE 5 e CiE b, A4 35 i 5l
W X, HASIC A LN, AR e, &
M, HIL PCR 79 ] B8 F B IR W e rL Uk b AT . . .

: D “"7 Figure 7 SCoT-PCR amplification results in 7 primers

R, HARVER A, MR, BUAAIR s i 2R DY M 1t M
LUK ERAE R %, ABRT, RS HAG T 52w RR ™ SR A Y SRR B e vl Dk A D B, 950 S B
WRZESIE, U R NI SER AT Ik, I IRNTAIPT IR E Z Ry 4% . SCoT PRicHIA & 2 %
TETH PCR AR A /N Hzbric A AR IE, ARERTRG T S54E6 T, BRI T A Fhm % .
3.2 SCoT tricEARBEPRMAMMLE

T A ETE, o6z, B8RSR G XM AAEESNE, B
JERAEP RS SR ORI LA Sy R AR A Ak . Z AT OC T A wR B AR Y oy T A W g
AR FARC R S R —EMESE, N TFREEYNEEZ LR -HRAEL. EFMIT
W, ROT—EBO T®RFET, I3, aisimyamph, 1 SCoT FRicfE A —Fh Al LIA Bk H s
FAPE RAFRYBTBIARIC, T8 s i AR LB MR 09 20 SRR B R S A se BRIk — Ao i o7 vk, Honl
Z A S AL 10 352 4% 22 R A AT AR FE
3.3 #ig

AHIFFE T I IE A B R0 8 25X 5 2 Aoy s ) 52 SCoT-PCR iy 5 A FEW E #4771k, &
AT T 3 T A R JE AR s A ZREPE 3 T i) SCoT-PCR #34{K &, H PCR R fE414 . DNA #ifk 2.0
mg-L7, 5[4 0.125 wmol-L™", dNTPs 0.200 mmol - L™, £ & T (Mg?*)3.000 mmol - L™', Taq DNA 4
1.0x16.67 nkat, XJ {1755 & Y SCoT-PCR St W A4 5 5% il Ji 2 1 A 32 /& Mg Ve B Al Tag DNA 5 4 il vk
i, 10 ANTPs ¥ JE . 5147, DNA BEHT & X %40k R r 9 3 45 50 W& 52, 5 78K B otk 55 S8 Bk B A0 fik
Dendrobium officinale [ /JHFFR 45 R FEAR —3, 1B KGR )& SCoT-PCR J I H ) B B 52 i (B 7, AR
ST BT W Y i IR S BE AR L (T,25 ) CYE RN, S\R¥IBOT5I W RIbRE— 2, AU

B{7 7%35146 SCoT-PCR ¥ 34 %
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SCoT-PCR AR R 75 A7 5 & AN [Al Bt S 2 5 b b b A7 8 P e A PRI, B4 3 14 53 1k =2 & A 3ty
R ] ScoT FRicill T 417 J B 5 B I A 38 A% AR 1R 204
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