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Establishment and optimization of an ISSR-PCR system
for Chukrasia tabularts
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Abstract: The genomic DNA from twenty-four varieties of germplasm material for Chukrasia tabularis leaves was
systematically analyzed for template DNA, primer, dNTPs, Mg** concentration, dosage of Tag DNA
polymerase, and annealing temperature with an inter simple sequence repeat (ISSR)-polymerase chain reaction
(PCR). Results showed that the optimal reaction system for the ISSR was a 20 pL system containing 30 ng
template DNA, 1.00 pmol -L.™ random primers, 0.15 mmol - L™ dNTPs, 2.50 mmol -L.™" Mg?*, and 2.50 x
16.67 nkat Tag DNA polymerase. The optimal annealing temperature was 56 “C with the PCR procedure pre-
denaturized at 94 °C for 5.0 min, denaturized at 94 C for 45 s, and annealed at 56 C for 45 s with an
extension at 72 °C for 1.5 min, a reaction of 40 cycles, and re-extension at 72 “C for 7 min. These products
were then stored at 4 “C. Results indicated that stable bands could be amplified. [Ch, 8 fig. 1 tab. 27 ref. ]
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THIG, AN T A BRAR AR IS S LA DA S N AR A K A8 o PRI, 1 A R 1) 3845 78 S 454, T SRR
TR 5L 5 2o M A 80 S B R LB v R AR N AR o S 90 i o A R ) EE S ), PR, P 7R R )
A X Y18 (ISSR) bk 1 B A BT JBRBE B ot 9% U5 1 st % ZFE0E, XTRRBR I FE R A H B A B2 5
X . ISSR (inter-simple sequence repeat) &= 1994 4 Zietkiewicz 45 77 i B8 &2 ¥ 51 (SSR) py JE il F, JET
R A g R N (PCR) A 1 — R 19 4 FARICHOR , B TE s A% RS . JE @ Y e 24
PEAFHTI . R BRI M A A R 2 M . AR I R AR T R D, R, AR, 28
PR, EEME AR SFMHA" . AU LURBI F 2L K 21 DNA gt , 4387 78 DNA Hi& . 5]
e i | — WRIRBRCEE B A% H R (ANTPs ) | B 5~ (Mg )W B | Tag DNA 545 g T K iR il B %) TSSR-
PCR 325 ey 52 ma , #7173 A R ISSR 3 A i S iR &, B AE A ISSR 43 FAmic £ AR I T R 11
BRSNS FHEIBIE R KRG SEIE T B L

1 M5 *

1.1 R w

FRBR A 2012 48 2 JJ 3R A TN op EAROI B2 058 B A0 MOl 0T 55 BIr 2 544 7 & v AL 3 (2011 4 6
FREFN) 1 AF AL RRAR Al v o 257 ISSR-PCR W A4 & 30 pF SE IR 2 DNA ok B & fit (LAOS) Fhig i) 2 4~
ok, Jrmlicoh L1 #1 L2,
1.2 FERFIFLEF

FIF ISSR-PCR [ )i ) Tag DNA G50 . ANTPs, Mg™ ¥l B EilA TAYHEARARA A, 519)F
G b A BORA BRI A Wl 5 8. DNA e J32 0 44 B2 46 I £55 1] NanoDrop 2000 55 4h 735t 0% & 31
(Thermo Fisher), PCR 5z fF Applied Biosystem PCR {¥ F i#%7.
1.3 RWHZE
1.3.1 AR IE B 20 DNA 6932 B0 JBRAREE R 2 DNA 42 U D73 e 5 = H R Ak % (CTAB) 36 J g,
454 HAb Z B O IR AT R ALY, DNA i B Ko i T 52 40 43 St BE T, EB Jefa ), 12.0 g
kg™ A BIIEBSE B v VK A T DNA Bkt
1.3.2 ISSR-PCR A E 1k % 6944 ISSR FEA I i ik R4 20.0 L (9 e Wik &, FHEEAR A B 2.0 pL
10x 2% ppi (buffer ) [ = %5 FF BE 40 e Jg-28 12 (Tris-HC1) 100.0 mmol - L (pH 9.0), & 4L (KC1)100 mmol - L™,
FETEPE ) NP-40 5.0 g-kg™, HiR4%%E (NH,),S0, )80.0 mmol-L™'], 1.00x16.67 nkat Tag DNA %4, 0.1
mmol - L' ANTPs, 1.0 mmol-L™" Mg*, 0.4 pmol-L'ISSR 5%, 20.0 ng ## DNA, 5 #MIZEK = 20.0
L, ISSR-PCR FEeA P HEFE -l 94 CIAZ PE 5.0 min, 94 CAZVPE 30 s, 55 CiE k45 s, 72 CHEf} 90 s,
40 WAE S, g 72 CHREEAR 7.0 min, 4 CLRAF. B PCR 734 10.0 nL A 2.0 pL (195 8 i 44 ok
RAY, T 18.0 g-kg! MOBRASHIREIE FHLIK, SRJGAE UVP BUEEIR 5 20 BT 2 G UAARAE o AR 308 79 52 36 45
B EET| Y 807(AGA GAG AGA GAG AGA GT) N ISSR IR R LG H . [ ik R WAL S 50 K 45 250
MR 1, B— IS8, e SEREAZ, BT T S8 ittk.

*1 ®WISSR-PCR ¥ EHNEESH

Table 1  Primary parameters influencing amplification of ISSR-PCR

B BH DNA/Mmg 5143/ (mol - L) dNTPs/(mmol L) - %2 F/(mmol - L) Tag DNA %4 fii/nkat R BEIC
1 5 0.20 0.05 0 0.25x16.67 50
2 10 0.40 0.10 1.00 0.50x16.67 52
3 20 0.60 0.15 150 1.00x16.67 54
4 30 0.80 0.20 2.00 1.25x16.67 56
5 40 1.00 0.25 2.50 1.75x16.67 58

6 50 1.20 0.30 3.00 2.00x16.67 60
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2 HERG M

21 EEHDNAGERRENE

AT B I R T R BE P4 DNA 2 6 2URVTTIE , B4 TR 5 I 200.0 wl IXTE 22 g % i
ZIGAERIMI O T EAGI DNA 2GR AR EE o S5 5R KW . BRBRIL DI 20 DNA Y40 R (B (R=D(N)x/
D(N)xo) ¥k 1.8~1.9, ULWIFESL DNA diiE F T . 2% i & b, DNA 4 s . DNA H KR il 45
R, Bt A (B 1) BB T R CTAB 232 B R DNA AT DL /2 5 22 1 ISSR-PCR flt kil .

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10M 11 12 13 14 1516 17 18 19 20

592000 bp

500 bp
= 1 000 bpl

L 2750 bp

= 1500 bp
250 bp

M: D2 000 DNAFS % #x ic(ladder)
A1 20/ HmegARad ikl

Figure 1 Electrophoresis pattern of genomic DNA from 20 samples

2.2 #%HR DNA iR B3t ISSR-PCRA 1

5EH DNA [t F1 ] 2 5200 ISSR-PCR #3 RE 5 S LA 2RI R 17, AR VR BE i AR DNA 473 74
At LRI WY H Y, R R BT DNA RAEFEME%E@%»'“ e 2 s, 4
Hz DNA % 5.0 ng B, 4734 59 454 > H AW ;. &tk DNA O 50.0 ng iF, 3§73 500 SO BRI 5 AR
DNA >} 20.0~40.0 ng i}, ISSR-PCR 4" 3477 BRISEA — 3, Hoh DIBIAR O 30.0 ng B 47 B 5215 M, 973844
R, Hik, 20.0 pL R R Pl DNA A 30.0 ng Xf ISSR-PCR #4435 £+
2.3 3|¥iKREX ISSR-PCR #20

519 J5 R 5 e S PCR P 3 S S B 0 G, PCR 7386 7 0 0 5 S P O T 51 4 5 # 4l DNA 114
HANEEEEOL 3 A IR 0.2~1.2 wmol - L I RET R A, M5 Wk EE N 0.2 pmol - L

L1-1L1-2L1-3L1-4 L1-5L1-6L2-1L2-212-3L2-4L2-51L2-6 M L1-1L1-2L1-3L1-4 L1-5L1-6L2-1L2-2L2-3L2-4 L2-5L2-6 M

2000bp

1500 bp
1000 bp

750 bp

S 500 bp

250 bp

M: D2 000 DNAFF S br ic(ladder) M: D2 000 DNAKF ¥ bx ic(ladder)

L1-1#1L2-1, L1-2#1L2-2, L1-3M1L2-3, L1-4f1L2-4, L1-1fIL2-1, L1-2f1L2-2, L1-3F1L2-3, L1-4F1L2-4,
L1-5f1L2-5, L1-6FIL2-68 % 7> 545, 10, 20, 30,  L1-SFIL2-5, L1- 67FHL2 ml%&}zé} 140.2, 0.4, 0.6,
40, 50ng 0.8, 1.0, 1.2 pmol *

B 2 AR ISSR ¥ 3 49 % va

Figure 2 Effects of template DNA concentrations on ISSR

B 3 5l #kZ T ISSR 43464 #m

Figure 3 Effects of primer concentrations on ISSR results
results
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Wf, P0G 2% 0 BRORE s U510y 1.2 wmol - L7 I, 734 5540 A 152 5 SIS 1.0 wmol - L 1,
PIGA T . FRE o P2 51 VR B 1.0 pmol - L B2 ISSR-PCR S I 4K 2R 1) 5 5 | 0 W
2.4 Taq DNA B &R EXf ISSR-PCR By

Tag DNA %4 H3)E PCR ROV i oGS R, it S5 R R 819 W RE 5 IE % #6471, Tag DNA
A& RARE PCR MY WA I H 79, Tag DNA G & & b2 A AR R ey, 6K
R ARE I E T 6 1 Tag DNA R4 Bk B B S AT AL N o 7E 20.0 L 5 44 & Hhjin 0.25%
16.67 nkat Tag DNA A EES, P3P &80, H AWM ; (0.50~1.00)x16.67 nkat B, 25717 B AR
B, (FZ AP 3G /N F 500 bp (19541 ;5 (2~3)x16.67 nkat BF, Z5aF i, P 480RKm (B 4), Bk,
LR LU IR G Ve 2.50%16.67 nkat Taqg DNA R4 B B 20 Wl 5204 58 A diid vk 2 o
2.5 $#BETF(Mg*)iRExt ISSR-PCR gy &M

Mg Ji J&: ISSR-PCR J i () — A~ E B AFL N 2, Mg fE Ky Tag DNA RE 4B HF, Mg™ R
AT LAsE M Tag DNA RAE )G, @ 0] LS RN AR R i) ANTPs, Mz DNA K525 4, M i
1 SR (9 256 RCR AR 55 PCR 7™ W) 1 £ 5% T B2 L B 0 9 o S 1k DA R 5 | ) — SRR L™ A&
IR E T 6 4 Mg Wk B BE B AT DAL S B o 255 R« M ¥R JE 4 0~3.0 mmol - L7 B, ¥y ] LAY 44
Ftlr s BARAEXS LU RO AR & oo Mg™, (HALm] DAY 1S B 4500, ORI G vl & Mg™, A
AR IR PCR RV BTG i, B DAY B 1 2% > EARTE W . 275 LB, 24 MW 20 2.5 mmol -
L7, AW, ERaU(ES). Fit, #5%E 2.5 mmol- L™ 24 ISSR-PCR 1 A il Mg ¥k £ .

M LI-IL1-2L1-3L1-4 L1-5L1-6L2-1L2-2L2-31L2-4 L2-512-6 M L1-1L1-2L1-3L1-4 L1-5L1-6L2-1L2-2L2-3L2-4 L2-5L2-6

M: D2 000 DNAFF & br ic(ladder) M: D2 000 DNAF ¥ br i (ladder)

L1-1#1L2-1, L1-2H1L2-2, L1-3f1L2-3, L1-4A1L2-4, L1-1#1L2-1, L1-2fIL2-2, L1-3f1L2-3, L1-4f1L2-4,
L1-5MIL2-5, L1-6F1L2-6Taql 4} %) 4(0.25, 0.50, L1-5f1L2-5, L1-6F1L2-6%% & T-(Mg™ )ik /% 43 % ho,
1.00, 1.25, 1.75, 2.00)X16.67 nkat 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0mmol L™

B 4 Tag DNA % &%t ISSR-PCR &9 % @ B/ 5 Mg &t ISSR-PCR % )

Figure 4  Effects of Tag DNA polymerase concentrations on Figure 5 Effects of Mg* concentrations on ISSR results

ISSR results

2.6 dNTPs ik Bt ISSR-PCR (5 i

dNTPs 7€ PCR S {4 2 2 DNA P54 8440k, & iy T i FLk B 5 PCR & B4 20054 25 VI 0 6
P AR U E T 6 NdNTPs WRERSE AT RN . 25 B7R: ANTPs ¥k J& 7F 0.05~0.30 mmol - L™
PR AT LAY 3G 2%, i LA ANTPs YRS 0.15 mmol - L7 B, 388808 e iy, 4540 Bdi i, H R
M dNTPs ¥ )5 /N T 0.15 mmol - L' i, $ 34570, SRS, AIEW; 24 dNTPs ¥ KT 0.15 mmol -
L7V, 973 & th LB S2 AT (1 6) o Bt , A5k A 0.15 mmol - L™ (1) ANTPs ¥ i o f 3&
2.7 BNBEEX ISSR-PCR #&0

B SR EE S ISSR-PCR S W 47 B4 257 =0, NI 5 14 oA AR TR Y Je il iR AR BE (T) 20 AR
4 ISSR 514 807 Ry B T, fH, W& 7 6 MREME, 43510 50, 52, 54, 56, 58 #1160 C, HiEl 7
A B O BEAE 50~60 CZ A AT LAY 38 10 25ty , (HRAEIR KRB 50 CFn 52 CR, 344k, H
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AR B JGEE Ny 60 Ciy, P =Wy WAL, HACTARSS s S ZARIE I8 =y i 2kt i 2 /0
AT OGN , Bl 56 CH 514 807 Y foidi a8 KL (181 7).
L1-1L1-2L1-3L1-4 L1-5L1-612-1L2-2L2-3L2-4 L2-5 L2-6 LIL2LIL2 LI L2M LI L2 L1 L2 LI L2

T 2000 bp

500 b

M: D2 000 DNAF: J b5 i (ladder) M: D2 000 DNARE J¥ 5 ic(ladder)
L1-1#1L2-1, L1-2#1L2-2, L1-3#1L2-3, L1-4f1L2-4,

L1-5F1L2-5, L1-6#1L2-6 ANTPsH & 73 % 40.05, 0.10,

0.15, 0.20, 0.25, 0.30 mmol * L™

B 6 dNTPs = ISSR-PCR #43%va B 7 &E ISSR-PCR #93%vh
Figure 6 Effects of ANTPs concentrations on ISSR results Figure 7 Effects of temperature on ISSR results

3 Ziw 5t

K T ISSR J3~F b i B AR X R 0T 9% PR R A 738 4% Z AR PERIE S, 6200 DA BT i 1) DNA Sy 4R fi
i, DNA AYIRBOR B30 M EE , IRIERT . IR 75 be 5k = B 78 Ak 4% (CTAB) 3 ml DL B IR Tl
W JFRBR S R 41 DNA

ISSR AricH AR 51 WK, BARER R, X PCR R W BUSPERAL, (H3EF PCR 95T
PRI i AR KRB . Tag DNA B . 5190 . NTPs ¥ DL & Mgk BE S5 R Z pg s m ™', kT
PR EA RS WREE . FTEEMEMAT S A5 R, RATX S m A Taqg DNA B /& . Mg™ ik JiE |
dNTPs ¥ 5 . 51WHk B AT TR0 BE 3K, LA 807 (AGA GAG AGA GAG AGA GT)m514y, ik H ) JFR R
5fi B ISSR-PCR & W 4K & (20 L) %% 30 ng #i4L DNA, 1.00 pmol L™ Ff#L514, 0.15 mmol-L'dNTPs,
2.50 mmol - L'Mg*, 2.50x16.67 nkat Tag DNA &1, iR kIR E K 56 C; ISSR-PCR J i #2 7 94
CHAS P 5.0 min, 94 CASPE: 45 s, 56 CiB k 45 s, 72 CHEff 1.5 min, 40 ANEH, 72 CFIEA 7.0
min, 4 CLRAF, Bl 8 2 24 MHEAY W RCR A

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 M 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

M: D2 000 DNAKS ¥ bx id(ladder)
B8 24 MR AR

Figure 8 24 samples’amplification results
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