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Abstract: Establish an optimal sequence-related amplified polymorphism (SRAP)-PCR reaction system was to
lay the foundation of studying genetic diversity, relationship analysis and genetic improvement in Sapindus
mukurossi. The leaves from Nanping, Fujian Province were as material. Five influence factors including tem-
plate DNA, Mg*, dNTPs, primers and TagDNA polymerase were optimized with single factor method.The opti-
mum reaction system by the volume of 20 pL was established as follows: 1xPCR buffer, 50 ng DNA template,
2.0 mmol - L™ Mg*, 0.2 mmol L' dNTPs, 0.5x16.67 nkat TagDNA polymerase and 0.4 pmol-L™ primers. Using
the optimization system, 12 different source materials of Sapindus mukurossi were detected a clear and stable
results. It shows that the optimazed SRAP-PCR system could be suitable for the genetic diversity analysis of
Sapindus mukurossi geographical provenance. [Ch, 7 fig. 3 tab. 19 ref.]
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fied polymorphism,SRAP) 5 iC J5 ¥k *'%, % 45 10 3 2 4 45 9 X5 1 4 831 XF 3 5 ) ORF's (open reading
frames ) {4752 XIRHEAT 70 o HHAB> TR ICHILEL, OB RA R 2808 . BRI SR
s, TR T 2R B 2 TR RR AR ST IR B o TR EAE T B T R 3 A 2R LR R
MR AF DT L S ULARGE o DIt ASBFSELLIC R T R AR, SR R AR AR J5 14 1 52 J6 R T SRAP-
PCR WK Z , BTN A E BRI TC 8 5 I8 L ZREE T L RGO R M | L Gy
1AL B A5 B L

1 M5 &*

1.1 ##EsSkiR

U A4 LR T AR I B 0 R T AR X, 3 12 i 36 iy R SR R A O A 1 L AR i R
Foft 5 e 1) L R 26 DNA A6 4 8
1.2 FZE=EKA

U5 AP BT T ) = B PR A I A% R (NTP)s, TagDNA i, SIS BEFI DNA $RicHy ¥y § b e T
Y TRARAE, Hrb 100 bp SRic 2 DNA B . Bt Al SRAP 514 90 th b A= %) TR (RiF)
JBe A PR Wl G, HF 51 2 B Li S5 O7f Ren 51 7 1k

PACIKE 51 W)k ] me2-em7 445, R RTUES YL me2-em7 Fl me6-eml, J@FHMAUIE 1,
1.3 ZEFZ DNA #y#RE

T £ T 4 DNA $2 ORI EL B9 7 e 4 = 11 3% &1 5455
WAL (CTAB) 217, DNA vk J% M4 , 5517 fable L Prmer sequence
BRI R 1 BB kA A A o
e e
TRA7# H eml 5'"-GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT-3"
1.4 REERBRL em? 5'-GACTGCGTACGAATTCAA-3'

SRAP-PCR BEA SR A« 7 20.0 L B BL iy ™o 0 e i 5145 eml A1 e 052 F13190.
i, % 2.0 pL 10xPCR ZZ #pif (free Mg*), 2.0 mmol -

L7 (M), 0.2 mmol-L™ ANTPs, 2.0x16.67 nkat(2.0 U) TagDNA B4, FREI¥4% 0.5 pmol -1,
X ZEKH R 2 20 pl,

SRAP-PCR #" #4725 0 : 94 CHIAEYE 3 min; 94 CZA8 ¢k 1 min, 35 CE 11 min, 72 CLEff 1 min;
5 AMEH, BJS 94 CASPE 1 min, 50 C&E M Imin, 72 CLEMF 1 min, 3t 35 MEH; 55 72 CLEH 10
min, PCR {4 ABI # i PCR 1%,

AR R L R R I N AR R AT AR, o AR DNA, BEF-, dNTPs, 5149, TagDNA R4&
25 R R (R 2) .

£2 REBREEFAT

Table 2 Reaction system in each factor level

K DNA il it /ng BT/ dNTPs ¥ J&/ TagDNA/ 2| Wk BE/
(mmol-L7) (mmol - L) (x16.67 nkat) (pmol - L)
1 10 1.00 0.05 0.5 0.2
2 20 1.25 0.10 0.6 0.3
3 30 1.50 0.15 0.7 0.4
4 40 1.75 0.20 0.8 0.5
5 50 2.00 0.25 0.9 0.6
6 60 2.25 0.30 1.0 0.7
7 70 2.50 0.35 1.2 0.8
8 80 2.75 0.40 1.5 0.9
9 90 3.00 0.45 2.0 1.0
10 100
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1.5 PCR F=#1r94&
¥ PCR 7295 B MR (5 : 1)IRG)E TR ECH 1L.5%35 e di e i vk, HRAL & 5E (EB) JL
)5, TEEER % & 58 (Alphalmager HP) |25,

2 HERGAMN

21 ZETFEEHEDNA &N

LT NE S 28 20, AR R AR, BAEn 5 kA, T4 DNA
PEHL, kS B Bk B AE DNA RE G ol 2 B2 0 PCR AURCR , 53 DNA M) . 99 R W, X e
ST I BT R AR KRB0 . APTTR SR B CTAB %, 02 $2 B it i g ) 25 P 41 DNA,
RAFBONTEMWT . SERE . JUHER, £FA SRAP 2 FARIC KT DNA Bris i 2K (B 1)
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Figure 1 Electrophoresis of total genomic DNA from 12 different Sapindus mukurossi provenances
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Table 3 Concentration detection of total genomic DNA from 12 different Sapindus mukurossi provenances

5 - Dso Dao D Do/ DNA Rk
(pg L)
1 IR el 0.121 0.089 0.056 1.361 605.0
2 B T 0.149 0.116 0.081 1.285 745.0
3 e AV 0.158 0.104 0.05 1.515 790.0
4 i = 0.319 0.157 0.008 2.030 1595.0
5 i VN e 1 0.342 0.160 -0.006 2.134 17100
6 i I, 0.219 0.119 0.026 1.834 1 095.0
7 AR N 0.149 0.097 0.043 1.534 745.0
8 IT.74 4 0.164 0.089 0.013 1.835 820.0
9 i A 0.086 0.043 0.002 1.983 430.0
10 o 0.156 0.113 0.065 1377 780.0
11 Ak 0.130 0.088 0.045 1.486 650.0
12 R R AR ) 0.118 0.085 0.046 1379 590.0

2.2 #%1x DNA 3¢ PCR # 38 i 0

AIBE 1T 10 SRS (10~100 ng) , BFFEAF KN DNA I X PCR 475 5920 o Btk DNA
R AE BOE BN, ARRED 3G H LT A [R] X 38 0 2587 (8 2) o 10 ng If 255 L BB 5 70~100 ng I,
FAr AR . RUIRAR, 20~60 ng BF EAHF LLETE M. DNA BRI PR AE 238 o B, SR04 8808 B A1
SRR R, Ol fe DNA BT IER 45 R B2, R 50 ng /E BRI AL T
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2.3 HEBETIREX PCR ¥ 1A% M

P R EEXS PCR 9™ 345 Bk . B PRt M, TagDNA A B AR Sty 1y, FRAKR
DRSS s Rz, BER Mk BE AR, W M2l TagDNA RGBT ML TR, ROV P . 8
FUE N 1.00 mmol - L7 B, RY G 454075 24 Mg™ kB 1.25~1.75 mmol - L™ B, Z&4 B, BLER
ML MR FIRE N 2.00~2.50 mmol - L™ B, P87 ML AR — 5, MEEE FIRIER £ 2.75, 3.00
mmol - L™ B, Zy iR (B 3) . mWREBER 75 " A0 Re ™ W, Ok G s vk 3 56 2 - 0 )5 22
IR FE IR . A B 3R 2.00 mmol - L™ VR 86 8 F I L AL 2

5 6 7 8 910

2. F - 4 *

) 3 e '
S e e e B

MERFRICY), PKIE1~107%3 %) & 7RDNAH]
#10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80, 90,
100 ngo

ME R L4, KO8 1~9% I B BE B
W RE1.00, 1.25, 1.50, 1.75, 2.00, 2.25,
2.50, 2.75, 3.00 mmol L',

B 2 A4 DNA A& PCR ¥ 3% 69 % B3 45FREsPCR I YH

Figure 2 Effect of DNA template concentration on PCR amplification Figure 3 Effect of Mg* concentration on PCR amplification

2.4 dNTPs iR Ext PCR # 1 & 5 i

dNTPs %f SRAP-PCR 2 b A5 % JL 3 B i /5 ], dNTPs 3¢ J3 3ot 25 2 184 i DNA 384 B A 45 B0 5, vk
J I A RRAR P i . ANTPs ¥k iy 0.05~0.15 mmol - L7 i, 43785/ HAH, 0.20~0.25 mmol - L i} 4%
B TE W, 7E 0.30~0.45 mmol - L I 257 MOIT A KR, fe i€ 0.20 mmol - L™ 3 dNTPs 44 1k ik i
(K 4),
25 TaqDNA R&EAER PCR 151 % In

TagDNA GBI 5 ROV ARER L BRSPS IR A G — MRl i 2 2 AR e S i . SR HK
Hohg o, SRR i, AR ISE . XY TagDNA R4 5 0.5%16.67 nkat (0.5
U)F11.0x16.67 nkat (1.0 U)I}, 484, {H 0.5x16.67 nkat (0.5 U)W, A2 H{E; 24 TagDNA
X4 W ] (0.6~0.9)x16.67 nkat (0.6~0.9 U)W, 5485 4 TagDNA &4 R & 4 (1.2~2.0)x16.67
nkat (1.2~2.0 U)If, Z4/0 (8 5). 251, 2 TagDNA G EHI &y 0.5x16.67 nkat(0.5 Ui, §44RCR
HAE, LA TagDNA &G Hp L AL T

MR AR IE Y, Tk 1~953 5] R dNPsi Ji
0.05, 0.10, 0.15, 0.20, 0.25, 0.30, 0.35,
0.40, 0.45mmol + L',

B 4 dNTPs AR5 PC R #7369 % %)

Figure 4  Effect of ANTPs concentration on PCR amplification

MZE R AR, IKIE1~9%) 5 R 7R TagDNA
M #(0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9, 1.0, 1.2,
1.5, 2.0)X16.60 nkat.

B5 TagDNA /%3 PCR ¥ ¥ 64 %

Figure 5 Effect of TagDNA concentration on PCR amplification
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2.6 5|MiREX PCR # & H 70
SIS Z 2 G AR, S AR R A B FEBCE B 5P EE A, PCR 774 RS AC AN
A (6 6) . 4519 EH 0.2~0.4 wmol - L HELHE I . —EA 44, H 0.4 pmol - L7 IF, Zerise; 245
WIue 2y 0.5~1.0 wmol - L™ R AP W AS 55, 9 I CR AN, FBOBEMT . Z5 b, BE4% 0.4 wmol - L 450y
SI AL e L o
2.7 SRAP-PCRIZ R {4 % Ky # 3L
ABFF G W4 A m2e7 Fil mbel 76 J6 T b1k
k4T SRAP-PCR It fb S i 1R R I IIE, 9738 45 R 1L
BefesE . AW (1 7), H5I9A S mbel §73
() 2 RS BT W4 Ay m2e7 £, KB B B2
Atk dUb UM, %IRRT T SRAP-PCR
. Seoeossesoas
3 3o SR AR B, N B BE MR 2
PRrE &, B0 T S TE T B9 SRAP-PCR 2 iz {4 MA IR BRIC ), TKIE1~953 5 R 7 5| Pk %
RN: 1620 pL NIRRT, & $47 DNA J 50 ng, e
HEEF 2.0 mmol -L™, dNTPs 0.2 mmol L™, TagDNA
%4 0.5%16.67 nkat(0.5 U), 5[4 0.4 pmol - L7,

M
-
—

B 6 5l Est PCR ¥ 38 69 % h

Figure 6 Effect of primers concentration on PCR amplification
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Figure 7 Optimized system verification (left m2e7, right m6el)
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SRAP fric j&—F 3 F PCR W 4y Thric s A, BAU TS OfF —&#@ 519, T{EEE
e, 33 i IR BGE & 51Xt , WRRAR T 519 A e . QR & PEHIXT R, R EE . #
VEf Sy o BHUL, FEMORFD IR I8 AL ZREME R % e 45 J 1o N FH i 5 ) R 7

SRAP-PCR W AR R EZAH S A2 R 2, B DNA Bz . 865+ . ANTPs, 5|9l TagDNA R 4&
i, A EHEARE, KBy R, JEm R SRAP 2 FARid T FE M . 5 )8 DNA 13k
BUZ PCR I AR AS R R, DNA sk B . M2, S DNA RE&0 . AT, KA
SR CTAB (L2 T 405 it 1) DNA, 74 SRAP-PCR J i 23K .

PCRIEGY 1, DNA B . 51481 ANTPs () BERRISE I ] S8 245G, FRIREE s i L bRk 2
1M X TagDNA R A B R /E R 2R e s+, Bk, BT ImA SN & F ANTPs'™®, A5, £
B FUREE L ANTPs &t 1.8 mmol - L™, PCR 473 7 W) 9 K/NE 5 I W BR & 1, I m, AU
PEARFRE SR = A %, T LR SN S 1  —RAKTE B, AT AR FR 0.4 wmol - L VE R 51 W1 ()41
Tk B

ARG R AL S 0 s Kk, #ior T8 & JC 71 SRAP-PCR WK R o R HZAR R X 12 A4~ Fliji
Mo TG R, BB TARERE MW A, FORRAE, BEWIOLAR S AR RS TG AR ST B R A 43
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