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Optimization of RAPD-PCR reaction system
for Dracaena cambodiana
ZHENG Dao-Jun, XIE Liang-Shang, ZHANG Wen, ZHANG Zhi-Li*

( Key Laboratory of Crop Genetics and Breeding, Hainan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Haikou 571100, China )

Abstract; Both single factor test and orthogonal design were applied to study the effects of main factors on the RAPD-
PCR system for Dracaena cambodiana ,in which the main factors included the content of template DNA, the concen-
tration of Mg+ .dNTPs and primers and the content of Taq DNA polymerase,and an optimal 25u1. RAPD-PCR re-
action system for D. cambodiana was established,including 2. 5 pL. 10X PCR buffer, 2. 0 mmol/L MgClz,300 pmol/
L dNTPs,1. 5 U Taq polymerase, 0. 8 umol/L primers, and 20 ng DNA template. 18 primers were selected for

RAPD-PCR analysis for D. cambodiana using the optimized amplification system above, which can be employed for

the analysis of genetic variation and structure of D. cambodiana population,
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(BRIBEPFR%E,1987)., 2HEFRBREIFEY ¥
T BERFBREEHREBIREY ZREBEIL.
BRBT L TR R B, R A EA KRB
BERA BRI (ZH%,2002), BXFEEEM
WHHREMEEEPAHALARE . RBEHERUR
LA it 98 2 ZE B 89 FF = R R 45 5 T (GRRIE B 46,2009)
RTFZYMRFEYESTENTRBRTEANIEE
WIRE. Fik, BATRA RAPD 5 AR5 5 55 & 1t
WA RERE R KRB EW, LU 57K P
BrEEEOWAEOBAEIRNBERRE,FH
2 S BRI R R AR K

RAPD £ R BT 7 DNA FI & 20, 6 0 PR o 34
BARE, S Y ERER, AERENBEENES
HOEFERCEHBAY R BREEPRTRBE B
Tz A (ZE B 45, 20025 # 01 3R 45, 2006; Xia 4,
2007 ; Gaiotto %,1997), {HE2H T RAPD R &
—FfEF PCR M4 FHnic, BHE5I ¥ F 5058 LA EGR
R B, X RO AR A R B B T
£, X ANFENYH, REHMPFT RAPD 24 K
SMHERMA T HRERERNKH, BRBER.
HEEMRGRLE. i, ROV ER LK
RAPD 43 #f o B9 B AR ¥ B . ANTPs ¥k B, Mg™ ¥
B .Taq AR .FIYERESHMETFHT T HLER
ZHMR., FERTFRBESERWER L RAER
RERERE RO RAPD gt BER M &H, 8
WEMT—ERENER W RAPD-PCR Jx
ERFENEM BB T AU, KRS
#4825 RAPD 3K B A F ¥ 5 I8 i 4 F 8 4R 47 3%
& 2 7 T RO BIF 9T BE 8 2R

1 HKET&E

1.1 &#

FF R B R A6 B 5 00 i i 5 A R B B
WA KT RIS ERE(18°59'58" N,109°04"30"
E; M ESRBEBERERERBEANN =TTl
FEREE(18°18'04" N, 109°09'06" E) M 5 i1 B 1L B BE
(18°46'30. 0" N,108°48'45. 8" ED& 1 MR A TH
MEI M. BTA B R B R B 2 R RO I
FEo, FETHELTEREERAFT-20 CHH.
1.2 {H 585

FEIRN 60 & S RIBENG I W EEEYT
BA R A A ;100 bp plus Marker I 5 4t 5T

FHEi % 4 75 Tag DNA polymerase fil 4 X ANTP
mix WH EEFEEEEYRHEERAR. FEN
A B 0L, BMVEEKIER, KA, B, 250
6 IEEE T, B2 BF PCR {X (Biometra) , 7K 3 B 3k X
Gel Doc XR BEERBE R G %

1.3 /i

1.L3.1 A B4 DNAfZRAA N XAREE%
(2008)H R J5H) CTAB %2 IR H 4 DNA, #H
0. 84 BB WEHE B FL Ik 4G W DNA B2 8k . % 414>
JEOLEE KW DNA B ¥k BE A0 26 . 3R BUAY DNA
WERBE 20ng/pL RIFLE-20 CkFEHEH.
1.3.2 Mi#L3| #h#nik RAPD-PCR B 18 & M &%
HAY:10 X ¥ buffer 2. 5 pL, 2. 0 mmol/L MgCl,,
200 pmol/L dNTPs,Taq &% 1.5 U, 3[4 0. 4 pmol/L,
DNA #i# 30 ng, /g LB B Ak 2 ZE 25 pl,
RAPD-PCR #"##2 5 .94 CHIAE 4 min; RIGHK 94
“CASHE 40 5,38 CiB 2k 45 5,72 CHEAH 120 s, 347 40
MMEE B fE 72 ‘CHEM 8 min, FRULFIR R MR
RY BT X5 #1781

x1 RERFHRBTERTFHHEKTE

Table 1 Gradient levels of each factor in single factor test

B i K % Factors
KF- Template  Taq DNA

Levels DNA polymerase Mg?* dNTP Primer

(ng/25uL) (Ujasury (mmol/L) (pmol/L) (umol/L)
1 2.5 0.025 0.25 25 0.25
2 5.0 0.5 0.5 50 0.05
3 10.0 1.0 1.0 100 0.1
4 20.0 1.5 1.5 150 0.15
5 40.0 2.0 2.0 200 0.2
6 60.0 2.5 2.5 250 0.25
7 80.0 3.0 3.0 300 0.3
8 120.0 4.0 3.5 400 0.6
9 160.0 5.0 4.0 550 0.8
10 240.0 6.0 5.0 650 1.0
11 320.0 10.0 7.0

1.3.3 RAPD-PCR B & ###E L X Bkt XKH
BRFPRABFEGE D, U ERFEHRR N &G AR
i, HESHFHERERELE @A MEFRHE L
KD . LASH 8 B93E HK 3% Lis () F RRITIE
R, 7 28 18 m e 10 B B4 RAPD-PCR [ B 4%
. EBEYHEFLZEEWNSIY S28 A THERK
B, 814 S5 FRRBEAR R BE LS R 52 v B 7 R4k
MEXRE. SRMEXF 9 MBILFS
(2006) fir FI 89 B W 43 B 856 AR 8 457 A9 53R 55 A e
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WL LTIERIRB A PCR Y WERKRKITH., %
WHREEE BWHRESYIC 16 4R BEN
it 14y, 43 BUBEFT B SL 43 BB IR B9 F 39 5K .
BREERITHERRBEENHEFR—KE TR
HZ MK LRE—HFKE T HEEFE ki, I
3R R — B R [ K R 8] - B E A iR 2 R,

1L.3.4A A 3503 mhit UEREREENS
B 5 R 89 DNA h AR, 78 18 16 J5 19 B A R M
ABT. Ry HEREN EXBTHAARES
SHMEIY.

L35 4% 2meitenl P HE™YIES Goldview
BRI R 1. 5% (W/ VD BRIE B IR R 3k R 40 B,
BENS V/cm, HIkKZEWHEW A 0.5 X TBE, M k%
HJG#E Gel Doc XR BB BT REWEHH
iR,

2 BRELA

2.1 ¥ DNA AEMEEEE

RIS R R, AR B X ¥ B e R RAPD-
PCRY =Y HHERMAEEE D, REE
2.5 ng/25pL BHY A ACET  FEE IR BERS K BN
AR >>2. 5 ng/25pL B, P58 7= B B — 3
BEW . SBFFREEE 10~60 ng/25pL IR K E
TREERXRE.
2.2 Taq Bz Fl & 3f RAPD-PCR HJ %M

Taq 8§ 2§ W RAPD-PCR ¥ &R MEEH
Fo. RREREXH . TaqHAEBL T OS5 U, T HE
HEAE, ZHLAH(E 2R 13%E;XHEN
0.5~1L0 UK, HWRARE, MAFXFTHELRR
(Bl 29 2,3 %ki8);M Taq BERHEN1.5~3.0U
B, &AM, WA — B (A 2 P 4~7 ) ER Y
Taq B§=>4.0 U, #4934 Z 4 W 55 5004 2%, [ 6t
WHFH&E, TR, 3HK Tag BHESNTIER
R i RAPD-PCR & 1 , [l Bt 4 5| 2 k4 B 7=
VL., LRGSR RY BTREEERRBNIE
‘H Taq &\ N 1.5~3.0 U,
2.3 Mgt 3% e 3t RAPD-PCR 45 819 80

YIS R EFH . Y Mg*t <0. 25 mmol/L B, R
BEy M AU (E 2 9 12 5kE) . XATRER B T
519 ANTPs 354 5 Mg™" 458, BB Taq
B&ENESR Mg AE, & REE B EREK.
BRI, M¥EEH 0.5 mmol/L B, F I #H7=

¥y, B &4/ B 58 (B 2 B 13 1l , X UL Mg?* %
BB, X4 Mg ¥k BFZE 1. 0~3. 5 mmol/L B, ¥~
LA — S BB W (B FEE W E AT 3. 5 mmol/L &
S EAEIRES, ABERME. X2 H THmeE
BTHRREMSIYAERMEN M. ZRBERE
£BEY A T EE T, SR EE M REN
1. 0~3.0 mmol/L TS ERRE .

1 EREERERLE

Fig.1 Testing of template concentration

M:100 bp plus; 1~11.2.5,5,10,20,40,60,
80,120,160,240 and 320 ng/25uL.

H

H

|
18
(21 B
(57 |

MR W -

LI
"t
t e
{

Pt ot

A 2 TaqBEF0 Me? ™ MREEAS XK
Fig.2 Testing of Tag DNA polymerase
and Mg?t concentrations
M.:100 bp plus; 1~6:0. 25,0.5,1.0,0.15,2.0,2.5,3.0,4.0,5. 0,

6.0,10.0 U(Taq DNA polymerase); 12-~22.0. 25,0.5,1.0,

1.5,2.0,2.5,3.0,3.5,4.0,5.0,7. 0 mmol/L(Mg?t),
2.4 dNTPs ik B3 RAPD-PCR 4 BRI & 0

dNTPs & RN P B BRR A EBRE, HIKE R
BT BROKE, AN ERENEMEAETS
B M MAERKE. VHERERHA, K
ANTPs ¥ E7E 25~300 pmol/L Z |85}, B & Wk F
Ry SR iF R SBREBEZE M, X AINTPs
<100 pmol/L B SRR IEMT, P ERE(E 3 F 1
~3 PKiE) , B FE L 150~300 pmol/L B, § 1%
RFREA -, XL MEWN (B 3 F 4~7 3%
i) ;M 4 ANTPs=>350 pmol/L B, 8 KB P 8% &
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WERAETEEZINY M AEAH AN BYE., X
ULER MR E R ANTPs Sl 4 F R BN 8 K8
FWHY B HEATREIEEE INTPs 5 RNVIE
BWHH Taq B3RS Mg™ , ATTMHI RS BN E
e, FEYHEF OB L EHRSEL, REU LS
GEH ¥EFE 150~ 300 pmol/L §9 ANTPs ¥ H T
JEEMIERREANE.

-
w
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B 3 dNTPs fisi#mk EHERK

Fig.3 Testing of dNTPs and primer concentrations

M:.100 bp plus; 1~10:25,50,100,150,200,250,300,400,
550, 650 pmol/L(dNTPs); 11~20.0. 025,0. 05,0. 1,
0.15,0.2,0.25,0.3,0.6,0.8,1. 0Oumol/L( primers).

2.5 5|#1iR E 3t RAPD-PCR £ R I 5 1H

R RFY (A 3,11~20 3ki#) , 51 W EX
RAPD-PCRY MW R~ ALHBE M. 514K E
NFEREF 0.05 pmol/L BT LY =41 B35 9 H
BEAH| 0.1 pmol/L B, FEE W EE M N, ¥ 8 &
MEESRB ORI EM; X353 0.6 pmol/L
BEUBRENTBEAFEZEEN, FRBET—
H., BBy HAFEZL BB ULFTRHNRESE, &
#0.3,0.6,0.8 F1 1.0 pmol/L B3| ER T
ZMERRRE.
2.6 EXRIESTH

EXRBRITERILE 2, XBES MHRTFE A4
MK KRBT HERNE 4 iR, WRES
BT, 16 MRBA SRS BKK K 1.8,11,
12.16,15.2.3.4.2.8.5.7.4.3.7, IBHENED
BT AL, EREMAE R S SHE, B EREH
G RV HEATREL, M 15 &, HhB@BHER6 &
(B 45kl MREHEH 1S, 688 HH 8 4
FHHLANE 1 KBH(E 4 9 13KE). HfERRB
TR B X SRR R A R R A L, R K, 0
B¥E. BFE 3 THEETFARRAKER NG R R
Mi# RAPD-PCR & B #9 % i K B /R 3k A
ANTP>5|#>DNA K >Mg?* >Taq .

%X 2 RAPD-PCR EXiREiZitH
Table 2 Orthogonal design for RAPD-PCR[L15(45)]

15 [H % Factors
ﬁf Te;;n]\;;l\ate prgil;ml?ell?e Mg2+ dNTP Primer
(ng/2541) (U/25 uL) (mmol/L) (zmol/L) (umol/L)
1 10 1.5 1.5 150 0.3
2 10 2.0 2.0 200 0.6
3 10 2.5 2.5 250 0.8
4 10 3.0 3.0 300 1.0
5 20 1.5 2.0 300 0.8
6 20 2.0 1.5 250 1.0
7 20 2.5 3.0 200 0.3
8 20 3.0 2.5 150 0.6
9 40 1.5 2.5 200 1.0
10 40 2.0 3.0 150 0.8
11 40 2.5 1.5 300 0.6
12 40 3.0 2.0 250 0.3
13 60 1.5 3.0 250 0.6
14 60 2.0 2.5 300 0.3
15 60 2.5 2.0 200 1.0
16 60 3.0 1.5 150 0.8

B4 ERRRETER
Fig.4 Analysis results of orthogonal design
(M 100 bp plus; 1~16. M 4%SFE 2)

£33 EXVRULEREUSH

Table 3 Intuitive analysis of orthogonal design

R Template
Results DNA

Taq DNA

polymerase

Mg2+  dNTPs Primer

K1 32 28 31 13 12
K2 36 29 36 17 26
K3 19 24 22 38 36
K4 21 27 23 40 34
k1 8 7 7.75 3.25 3
k2 9 7.25 9 4.25 6.5
k3 4.75 6 5.5 9.5 9
k4 5.25 6.75 5.75 10 8.5
R 4.25 1.25 3.5 6.75 6

2.7 ARG MEiE
RA LR A B RO, UL 3 PR ER
BEKMBZ DNA R, M EEER 2 KU
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J:?)Limft%éﬁgl%iﬁﬁgxﬁgl%ﬁﬁ giRE  FNRIE,2008; 8 E VRS, 2009; 7K & 5 %,2009),

B3t 18 XS MERBBEFNESE. RESRF AR FEEZATERFEBOEAEMNE. EXRITR

FIhLER 4. AT IRab R bﬂ;ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁi GZEum

RN B 2 e (RIS 4, 2008) , T T 45 R R B9

3 w5 itik PIAERLE , BB B R AR RO 4L 4 2 L 3 T BB R

PHHETERTFMRERT (BEL,2007). B

BRFABPARFHEMEF-BARENEG EFSQ995) K IERRRK N AT PCR R &R K

T BB -RF,HHHELEFWEFX RAPD- b 7 IE 05 (1998) 3 H G i+ Iy sk AT L5 » &

PCR R B WELL . B Z AT RAPD-PCR B 7 PCR RN AR BT HI ZHA (S

OB F A P4k b (BB %, 2009 FMAN IR 45, 20075 #%,2008; 5k &4l 47,2009 YR 4,2004), HAR
R4 FfFEHN RAPDSIMIREFT

Table 4 Selected RAPD primers and scorresponding sequences

GIk/E e J¥ 31 Sequence LB 553 F¥ 51 Sequence CE B J¥ ¥ Sequence
Primers (5'-3") Primers (5'-3") Primers (5'-3")

S5 TGCGCCCTTC S6 TGCTCTGCCC S7 GGTGACGCAG
511 GTAGACCCGT 518 CCACAGCAGT S21 CAGGCCCTTC
S22 TGCCGAGCTG S28 GTGACGTAGG 535 TTCCGAACCC
538 AGGTGACCGT 539 CAAACGTCGG 597 ACGACCGACA
Si21 ACGGATCCTG S124 GGTGATCAGG S126 GGGAATTCGG

| S402 ACAACGCCTC S404 GGCGGTTGTC S405 GGGAACGTGT

# ¥, H % RAPD-PCR Jz b # W B -7 K9 & H K
jpﬁfﬁj‘%ﬁivﬁ'ﬁiEiﬁTf‘f“;%M%lﬂ%*%ﬁﬂi
EEAKEHFTRE. Eii, AHAENHTEXR
BRITHEETFKEHEEE, FEOWEREMN
B AR ERRFHEAERM RN SEFH
1E BN BE K R T IE A2 e AL LA R AR
RAM. GRRHA, LTI 5 1 & #
RAPD-PCR & B A F 4, ANTP ¥ B i % i &%
KoRAEN 6.75:5145 INTP #HH, R K 6; 1
Taq B8R & /N, R E{UHR 1. 25, X 584
EENARERAS . KEHEF Q0D FEFHITK
& RAPD KR & 4L mt R 3L, & B F AR FAKFE /Y
AL %t RAPD-PCR B9 % 4K K . AINTP ¥k i >
Taq B§>Mg™" WRE =T YW E. PH5% (2000 B
REB,E#HLMEY RAPD s m B T
ANTP ¥k ERmE K, HR{RKKHI Taq B, E iR
DNA WEMGIMHwE. EHEANULESGTERDY
ERFERBTAFY M DNA T BA 8 R E
BRI SARTTZ MK Tag YT ESBLER
REFR,

i EREFNFRESEZRAR, HEEHE L
Mm% & 4E RAPD-PCR B &% {4 : 7E 25 pL RNI{E R
4,4 10 X buffer 2. 5 pL, 2. 0 mmol/L MgCl, , 300
pmol/1. dNTPs, Taq EF 1. 5 U, 5| #7 0, 8 pmol/L,

DNA #4% 20 ng; 2 PCR § #7527 Jy .94 CHIAL W 4
min, RJG¥ 94 “CAEPE 40 5,38 ‘CiB 2k 45 5,72 'CHE
fi1 120 s, BEAT 40 EFF, HRJG 72 CHEEP 8 min, &
BeEEAE b, AR E Y 18 4%0E AT R A B AR
PREENRYE RS TEREILT Y.
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