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Comparative analysis of three different methods
of total DNA extraction used in Taxus
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Abstract: Species of Taxus in China are endangered and were listed as the national first-class protected wild plant. In
present study, three different methods of total DNA extraction, i. e. SDS, CTAB and DNA extraction Kit(DNeasy
Plant Mini Kit) ,were used to isolate genomic DNA from dried leaf materials of Tazus. The total genomic DNA yiel-
ded by the three methods were quantified and analyzed by spectrophotometer, agarose gel electrophoresis and PCR re-
action respectively, The results of the three methods of DNA extraction were compared and analyzed, which indicated
that the CTAB method could yielded relatively pure and high amount total DNA and was highly suited for use directly
in downstream applications. The method of DNA extraction using Kit(DNeasy Plant Mini Kit) also could yield high
quality total DNA with the highest purity of the DNA comparing to other methods used in this study. However, the
relatively lower DNA yield and higher costs of this method might be limited to its wide use. Whereas the SDS method
could not yield high quantity of total DNA in most sampled accessions in the present study, which indicated low purity
of the yielded DNA of SDS method could not be used in downstream application directly. We also discussed the {ac-
tors influencing on the total genomic DNA vyield and purity, which could help to improve and select the suitable proto-

col of DNA isolation of plants.
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(Murray %,1980), M Fri2 BRI M 4 B DNA R &l
BER ) PCR [ W 1) FR i I % Z — (Koonjul 4,
1999;Xin %,2003) . FE ST & DNA 2B
BIHLE BT, B BE R ) 8 DNA 2R 7 iE KB S
BTE M DNA gL B AR EE, i THY KNS
A& 5, BRI AE T & A BE P DNA £ BUR B
LA BB A — A (Matasyoh &§,2008) , A 0 F £t X
— B AEE R BT L 1TH DNA 207 85 .

HAT.- M8 DNA R A ERE, FEFRH
SDS ¥ .CTAB % MUA R & 15 % . SDS ¥ =& Del-
laporta £ (1983) WM M, R 5 LA # Jt FI THE
Yy % DNA 142 B (Guillemaut %8, 1992; B #] 4,
2007 ; Matasyoh %,2008), CTAB®%EREHMN
Pz — Murray (1980 CTAB A28, M
MY PPGEE R T & F &8 DNA, J5 %, Doyle
(1987 EE r H Ik 4 &5 DNA [y CTAB 2B,
De la Cruz 8 (1997) F1igf B X 55 (2007) 2 F I 7 %
T Z WM. AR, BEE DNA BB AR
KIAWIRE. ZFHF DNA RO ANNER/RAT
F kK. MET DNA #2BUKLH & 25 o B B 75
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Kit$#2E DNA #/E R th, RmA 8 T 28
o7 FH o (B B & B A b H AR B B, SR I B DNA
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L1 Ap#EgE KSPRMAEEKR TR
AL G R MR, — A BB 5] FhaR 5
GG T AR FEME 1 h RE,ETF-
20 CykF & D . ZIRF) Y e sb I8 2 5 7T RE XS
LRERAYH, LRMBAETOOEEY 3/
2EMEEK D, Bkt A THEREREAHRY
R bR 44 (KUND

L2 MBERE . HRAXN LHPHHNTIE
X% R VR R LML R ER £ K ; PCR 97315
B UKAS s B VKA 5-20 C kAR Rl vk L bR 5. &
25 4% : CTAB; SDS; EDTA; Tris; HCI; & 4L 44
A5 FIEE; OB B B33 B PVP; Tag
A ;dNTP Jz PCR 0Pk %. RINZEMBERLE: O
SDS 2B k. [1. 5% SDS,0. 1 mol/L Tris-HCI
(pHS8. 0), 0. 05 mol/L. EDTA + Na, (pHS8. 0),0. 5
mol/L NaCl], @CTAB #2H % wili :[4% CTAB,0. 1
mol/L Tris-HCI (pHS8. 0),0. 25 mol/L EDTA + Na,
(pHS. 0),1. 4 mol/L NaCl,1% PVP-K30].

1.2 A&

1.2.1 ¥ DNA#RF % (DSDSE¥E. AL HES
#8 Edwards % (1991 M ks mik . O 7 W&
e B BB R B R R B SRR L T FR B 0. 02
AL BLE, B TR, QA 1000
pL 65 CHIK) SDS RB G vl , B 1 mL $2HK
M2 ul B-FEZ B, 65 CKMEARE 30 min, & 5
min FF— W, FRBOBSHESAFTRE. OMA
500 puL 5 mol/L KAc, BIZU4E% , ki 1R 20 min,
@12 000 r/min B0 10 min, ¥ FIHHREB A —T
® 2 mL B.08 ., @MA 500 oL & 05-F 5CEE (&
FHE 24 : 1),3# 5,12 000 r/min &> 10 min, ®
BELPRO K. OB LEBREBAFM 1.5 mL
BLOEP, A 500 uL B9 RN EE,-20 C YL 30
min, @12 000 r/min .0 10 min, & W& ®, H
200 pl 702 ZEE FI K 2 BE#& VR % UL DNA M
W, @mA 100 uL. TE Z##,2 nL RNase(10
mg/mL),37 CHEBFHFHRE 2 h, T 4 TR
B1d,BT-20 Cokfah&H.
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@A &% AR KXHMEEE QIAGEN
I #E] 4 P B DNeasy Plant Mini Kit (QIAGEN,
Hilden,Germany), DNA 32 B# QIAGEN 4
G2l

(3)CTAB ¥ : 4 B8 Doyle(1990) i 75 &k o i T
K EBRLENT - OB FEEHRLT. BB
DNA #i IS B ek 47+, A1 F . 65 CKRIBHR
HEi CTAB B0 . Q¥R T mok ik T8
R A R RbK Iy e 2B R O BB 4
ZEBARR, BB O0.02 g 41kt BT 2 mL B
LEPIPRBLOEE TS, OF 2 mL WE.L
FHMA 1000 L By CTAB B 2 uL 8-
WAL EE0. 200 V/V) MBS #G BT 65

CABHHBES 1 h, 5 10 min 85— K., Q¥E
BEMHEBRBETERT.FAHEREERIEM 500
pL 8-SR ARRE R 24 ¢ 1D, #5) 10 min, &
£ 10 min(13 000 r/min), O¥ FLIEREBRE—F
W2mLBOEY, EERFPBEO-K. OB LBER
BB —HMN L5 mL BOEP,MA 7T0%EKHH
SENEE, LR DNA B2 5108 2~3 1K ,-20 CukFa+
#E 1 h, 13000 r/min &.0> 10 min, F L EH. @
200 WL ) 709 M ZBERM LK Z ST 2 K. %
HOBTE 37 CHEESEFEA S T DNA, ®FfF
DNA T#)5 . 100 pL TE W F 2 pL RNase F
37 CHAEPIHARNA 2 h, T4 CHRFEPIHE 4,
i & R A7 T-20 CH&H.

R1 AGVRENHRIRERZIERFER

Table 1  Origin and voucher information of Tazxus samples used in present study
B 5 RS i 2 AR EAEAR A SR S8 B )
Sample code Taxon Locality Voucher specimen Collection date
KO T. cuspidata HHE,HH Wl WLS19 2004, 09. 26
PK T. fuana B A A, NathiaGali Amin 25004 2005.05, 20
GJ T. wallichiana var. mairei . & GLM 5986 2005. 09.12
FQ T. wallichiana var. mairei Ra.EE ZHXM 506143 2005, 07. 08
SL T. wallichiana var. mairei vy L B L] 51060 2005.10. 27
HS T. wallichiana var. mairei SR HE L ZHXM 50677 2005. 06, 28
SP T. wallichiana var, chinensis pa i, S L] 51005 2005, 10, 04
FR T. wallichiana var. wallichiana =¥ . B E L] 60001 2006, 04, 23
DQ T. wallichiana var, wallichiana . AR GLM 24145 2004, 04. 30
NE T. wallichiana var. wallichiana JE AR , I8 v 4B DZ1. 200508 2005. 12. 05

1.2.2 DNA #9700 R SN o
T BN B e Tk Bk B BT 15 DNA 9753 R
B BB X R B R ITS 55 fi it ik iy ernl-F
Jr B, #47 PCR 448 |2 i i — 25 K2 9 BT 7% DNA
I5ig

(D 553606 B TR I - 3R BXAY & DNA JH 3
[ Beckman 2> #l i DU Series 600 43 3% 3¢ [ 47
SEREKM. B4 puL DNA BB EFTHEMA 2
ml ddH, O, DNA B # 7E 260,280 nm &b i1 Y64
WCE »TE T Asso s Avso B TH (Auso / Avso ) FF 5%
WRATSF (2007) ) 7 iit B DNA 153,

(OB kKB 5 pl 8 DNA 51 4L 6X
Loading Buffer JE %7, H 0. 8% M BB MEBE I (&
0.5 pg/mL EB) Bkt I . i 5 A 3% E BIO-RAD
A TR Gel Doc 2000 %E B LR 2 S 16 I F AR
M. BIKZEPK A 1 X TAE %% (40 mmol/L Tris
Base, 20 mmol/L Acetic acid, 2 mmol/LL EDTA),
HES5 V/em,

(3)5 DNA § PCR ¢34 . D) ITS Al trnl-F K
H&y R it 47 PCR §7 34, ITS 519 {# il White %
(1990)i% 3+ WA ¥ 1TS4 R 1TSS, trnl-F K
B B S Y trrc Ft trn-f(Taberlet 2£,1991)
#HAT PCR §'#, OITS B PCR ¥ 1. R Al 25 L
MR #(16.375 pL ddH,0.2. 5 L 10X Buffer,2
pL ANTP(2. 5 pmol/L) 0. 75 pL Primer(10 gmol/
L).1. 5 pl. DMSO, 0. 125 ul. Taq Polymerase (5
U/pl) 1 L DNA), TR 94 CHIZH: 4
min,9%4 CZ¥E 1 min,50 ‘CiB K 1 min 30 5,72 C3E
{8 2 min, 34 53,72 CHEMH 10 min, @tral-F ¥
PCRY 3. % A 25 pL B Wk R [17. 625 puL
ddH,0.2.5 pL 10X Buffer.2 L dNTP(2. 5 pmol/
1).0. 75 uL Primer(10 pmol/L).0. 25 pL BSA(X
100).0.125 pL Taq Polymerase(5 U/pL) M 1 uL
DNA], RMFHN: 94 CHZA M 4 min, 94 CAFH:
1 min,50 CiB 1 min 30 5,72 ‘C ZE{# 2 min,30 {§
5,72 CZEMP 10 min, F =P H 1. 0% NI
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BRI (& 0.5 pg/mL EB) W 3k A6 il 3 BRAR .
2 HER 500
2.1 B DNA fIX R LLEF1 DNA /8%

K WA LB D B B DNA Sl —
AN EESE ., EZFAE K DNA BT %, SDS

TR A B DNA B LB AR X AR, A T 1. 109~
1.919 2], Ago / Auso - EH91H H7 1. 418, B KO,
FR 1 SL = AKESh B9 Ageo / Aveo fHIE F 1. 8, |
EIEPIH B DNA B Ao/ Ag B &, 7 1. 963
~2.126, F#{E R 2. 022, CTAB £ B AT &
DNA B Asso/Asee H K 1. 639 ~1. 868, FH{H K
1.771(% 2), 7E8 DNA #9755 J5 1 , SDS ¥ filik

£2 ZSHAFAEYE DNARERAZMBERNLER
Table 2 Comparison of parameters of total DNA isolated by three different methods
SDS &% W& % CTAB ¥
FE b G
Code % S8 L AH M DNA 8 % W% S {E H & DNA 18 5% % 618 oA 1 DNA 78
Azeo / Asso (pg) Aze0 / Azso (pg Azso / Azzo (ug)
KO 1.837 23.00 2.086 16. 00 1.781 78.75
PK 1.109 30. 00 2.015 17.00 1.682 26. 25
GJ 1. 225 14.75 1.963 16. 00 1.797 57. 00
FQ 1. 280 9.125 1. 987 21. 25 1.767 47.25
SL 1. 880 56. 25 1. 986 47.00 1. 814 69. 00
FR 1.919 77.15 2.054 36.25 1.791 54.25
HS 1. 260 4.500 1.973 19,00 1. 694 28.00
SP 1. 135 3.250 2.126 17.50 1.877 55. 25
DQ 1. 265 10.75 1.988 17.25 1.639 12.25
NE 1.271 3.125 2,046 34.25 1.868 44.5
Mean(SD) 1.418(0.32) 23.19(24. 9 2.022(0.053) 24.15(11) 1.771(0.078) 47.25020)

=2

SRR IR D7 B3 B DNA )
T O P L K R T 4 R

Agarose electrophoresis results of total DNA

Fig. 1
yielded with three different methods
A:SDS %5 Bkl &k C:.CTAB ¥
BSARBEEE 1; M:Markers(ADNA/Hind ). T,

R AP B, B DNA K313 35 58 23,19
pg 24,15 pg, i CTAB B #9 5 DNA 18 R E &,

F-EIME N 47,25 pg(R 2),
2.2 & DNA Bik#E ML R

SRR IR US DNA #3580k
WMAERME 1R, B 1ERERHR, AN
[k P8 A% 5 8 DNA B3R5 — EZ 57 FR M
SLE=ZFAFEGRERTEPHERIAKZHE
DNA, i DQ.PK #l KO $#£H ) & DNA & W% b,
=R S DNA 2 B0 v, SDS B 42 U
B DNA st R &2, A FR #l SL WS FE i BA B
WS DNA %7, i H B A 5 T MR S DNA 37,
KU S DNA B4, iF & %M CTAB
BRTR AL B DNA B8 5, 54 0 5 30 4A 1 i
B8 DNA 7, 3 B #8404 (4 NE.FR 1 SL)
WA, CTAB % s KA I A 25 SR A2 66 BE ik
0 By 45 R — 2.
2.3 PCRYHER

B S RCR R B 345 2 09 5. DNA #5888 A1 )
ST U BE (20~ 30 ng/pl) A§F PCR 8. nf4{k
trnl-F i BEAVORE IR ITS f9 PCR %85 R WA 2,

2R 4K trnl-F F Biig PCR 345 %0, A
SDS B:# B A&+, A KO.DQ.FR,.SL.HS &
AREBAABI T =, H HS A KO 97 3% &
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PCR LRI Wi A K, 0] LG B8 BEAB I 4 88 7=
(E 2.0, DL Er#rasRE 8 DNA f4ifE 24
& DNA R 8/ — I E EZ 855, & W T if PCR ¥
1 2 R BB SC B I R 2 — (Xin £§,2003)

DNA SR EH & DNA BBR T EMELEHMEER
Bz, AXHAM=FEY S DNA £y E
. CTAB B 75 R & & . 8 20 mg Y H R KB 1
H DNA K 12, 25~78. 75 pg, F¥I K 47. 25 pg, 4K
SDS #:(23. 19) Fid 7 & 1k (24. 15) 15 F 1) 2 1§ (G
2., BAMBECRIES S B SDS Ik 5iAMEER
BEME.BHBEHEERRMERD,SDSHERA
FR 1 SL BI85 A B 8% & DNA &, L et
mn WU AR 55 3 & DNA &7, 5 41 DNA W8 £ R —
., MRAFEERIAE DNA RN EEERK
KHEZEHWMHREREA LS DNA BRI H.
M CTAB %#REM S DNA #BE YW B W&, HE&
WHRESHBERELME 1D, &3 HE DNA 115
RIEMYE DNA TE Ageo A6 BB TF 3BT K, a0 R
M DNA h E5H R L HARES# W DNA 4 F 7
Ageo ORI , S BUKIL T8 H & DNA BN
W, NI IR W BE R I B S5 SRIESE T X — &l BBk
S UL AN SR DNA 956 B W AE CAgso / Anso ) IEAK T
L8 AR HEAE Azeo 1906 R W ETF S B9 50 DNA 783
HATEHE, B DNA SiEEBE (Ao /Asso fHTE 1. 7T~
1.9 ZED , i35 Az B9 JE TR (A 75 1 19 5. DNA 18
FHAE, RZABBE LW DNA ¥ B (18 %), if
o P U7 8, Bk A e Bk S ABGEE — B A

Y& DNA BRE5HEYMESRBEE—F
MIER, ANFEPFH DNA R4 G —FHESR, W
MRA G EH LA TENBREER (B 1,% 2,
BEZ WS DNABRWEEZHFHEEMEY T A #oK
PR frat i) (R TR R & 4T R
] B4, DNA R 1) 88 ™ 8,45 388K, BR 77 /Y B[R]
AL, S DNA AR E, NE=MERFES
DNA 75 R #8108 & 9 £F & FR I SL () 08 £ iif [H] &%
LB RRRAE & PKOKO M DQ £ 77 ) i a] )
BK., 8RE2W, AR TROED T AR E—
RGBT N S DNA A BT FHE, &
DNA #9158 & W5k 2, 6 BT 1 09t 9 41 6t 5
HWARERIT —FHRNE.

R & BB DNA #1EF/ A, o, B R H 8
DNA 4 B4 s, ol LI 3 F T ii#y PCR R4, {H
BA B SDS 3 #1 CTAB &% & R £ (ML QIAGEN

Plant Kit A%, SDS ¥: 5 CTAB &= ¥ A B 1K,
{EL45h Fe it 5 SDS ¥ (1 753 5 Al 4 BF #5854 BT 15 2
DNA F g% 2 F iz PCR 7, i CTAB 3% )5
ERG Y RE, BE AT F ¥ PCR KB,
WRAH M EE, CTAB ¥ £ —Fi N 2 5 Y
B DNA f$ B vk, R & I T2 %8 . DNA
R IR K BE A8 % 2 B AT

3t AR SC B8 AR 4518 : (1D CTAB 3
R Ak BB BB R R B 5 DNA L R A 1 A
EXE, CTABLE - AHEBMERE. ()8
DNA 45 5 PCR I 9 9 14 25 S S U0 A 0%, 75
4R DNA & PCR BB RIS 6 0 LB E %,
(3) I F 6 0% M £ 1 8 4 DNA #9758 2 (B ) B
UL, B0 B B9 4 DNA 78 B g 45 oA AT 4%, 40 5
DNA %0 B 81 OB (1% T 1. 7). 48 1) i 45 5
AL S W DNA ZLSC i vk B , 38 L 45 & I e
WS AR . (O RO R T 4E R
CRIRERE F IR AU B RD B 42 M 4 % DNA p 75
FRIF—AE N BB R (R FERE REF) B R 3K 15 8
BB E N DNA, MM — R A E & = 4F N
L B IF I T B B AR AT 2 DNA, )M R R4
5 B T L (8 AR A AT RHE T R RS |
SRR R R R TR S M R B L. (6
7 % DNA HZEHE 5300 34 5, T &5 DNA #975
KMELR A RHER LR AR K.
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