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(250 mm X 4.6 mm, 5 pm), Shimadzu VP —ODS
(250 mm X 4. 6 mm), Diamonsil™ C,; (250 mm X
4.6 mm,5 um) %4, 45 5 8% Shimadzu VP —
ODS(250 mm X 4. 6 mm ) H: BE 454 25 b1 & 41 43 14 1R
T R B R AR R
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QEET FEAIEENEREREER . FEH
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Establishment and optimization of SRAP reaction system in Tinospora sagittata
YANG Bing, WANG Tian-zhi, LUO Yu, CHEN Lu
(West China School of Pharmacy, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610041, China)

Abstract: Objective

genetic map construction. Methods

To develop a new method for Tinospora sagittata species identification and

Sequence —related amplified polymorphism (SRAP) was applied for

T. sagittata to carry on PCR amplification of its DNA and optimize the reaction parameter grade by grade.

Results

The stable and reproducible SRAP reaction system of 7. sagittata has been developed. Conclu-

sion SRAP is an effective method for T. sagittata identification in molecular degree and it has set up a

foundation for the further species identification and genetic map construction of T'. sagittata.

Key words: Tinospora sagittata (Oliv. ) Gagnep; sequence-related amplified polymorphism (SRAP);

molecular marker
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REEASM= L5, BAHEBE.PE™
R AERRAPH YIRS EETREZHYE
BT A L 2 R L T 2% AR e cD-
NA o EBSEEHAAR. BHENA TR
DI NES BRI AR Y, T ZE 25 AR W P R L
RArEEL. ALRUUF SR, R,
iR Mg .ANTP,5|#).TagDNA B -& B B, Tl
AP, FIE 1 B ] 45 B0 B A B L AR A AT R R, TR
TERTHE4 N SRAP KK R, Wi N F A
SRAP #Ric AR # T YR E R R MG R %
BB e Bl

1 HEEFAE

1.1 M. HEERALNBRHE, L) KE
HFHEEFREHBLEE. ﬁﬁém&fﬁ}téﬁ&
PETRIKGRESA.

& KB T KERER SRAP 51955
7 TaKaRa 2 84 %, 10 4% Buffer(Mg** free, B} A~
& Mg®") . Mg?* .dNTP fil Taq B3 B TaKaRa
/A #] ,Rnase (RNA K, 5 Sigma 2A#]).

& & B O #l (BIOFUGE, Heraeus ), PCR X
(BIO-RADicycler) ,DYY- 0 12B # =18 % f &3 3k
AT — 287, B R R AR 4 5T & 4 (BIO-
RAD),

1F 7 8| # ME2, 5-TGAGTCCAAACCGGA-
GC-3';ME5,5'-TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG-3' . &
53| % EM3,5-GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC-3';
EM4, 5-GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA-3' ; EMS,
5'-GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA-3',

1.2 H4MHE DNA WIRB K E R CTAB %2R
& DNA, % 100 mg ¥ VR B9 7 4 HB o bR 38 BF R
W HEBE 1.5 mL BLOEPMA 700 pL CTAB
B RBES,METE 65 CE&BHBRMFR 20 min, i
ASEBPEN-RIREEQL : 1), hEFHIK,10 000
r/min B0 10 min, % L EKHEBES —EHE
LEFIMASERPEKZERS, —20 CHE
30 min, BUH#EFFEZ R T8 000 r/min B.L> 5 min,
# DNA f FER, £ LBER, ZKTHR, WA 100
uL ddH,0.2 pL Rnase,36 ‘C{#iR 30 min,4 CRFF
£, B 10 pL, 1. 0% BB M BB et 3 , %€ 40 T B MR
BAR I P2 B 4 7 848 totallab v2. 01 3 5€ B
# DNA MREREL N 10 ng/pL,

1.3 SRAP-PCR R BF ML 2% Li FHH
P94 CHZH 5 min, 94 CAH 1 min.35
CE# 1 min, 72 CHEMH 1 min.5 MEIF;94 CAEH

1 min,50 CE# 1 min.72 CEf# 1 min, 35 Mg
W ASHEALKERFM - LWEER 0.2 mmol/L
i 10 f% Buffer (Mg®* free) 2.5 pL,2 mmol/L Ky
Mg?* 2 pL,0. 2 mmol/L #) ANTP 2 pL,1 pmol/L
BB & 1 uL,2.0 U TagDNA B4 8 0.4 pL, &
# 1 pL,ddH,0 %b 2 25 pL R M4 & 7E Bio-RAD
R W LT RBR PR .

1.3.1 5y AALREAANIIDES
ME2-EM3,ME2-EM4,E2-EM6,ME5-EM4, ME5-
EM6 7 B3R Z MG T #T5I WML, SR AE 1,8
B4 A& ME2-EM4 #7 RN R RRAL. L ERER
HER, BUTHRFBEEMRARSE, EERAH
HERESEBMT - S8k,

1.3.2 HARWEMRAL 8RN A AR DNA &4 5
X 5.10,20,30,50.70 ng (& 2),

1.3.3 - Mg* W EEMRAL - B B Mg™ ¥k E 4 510
0.5.1.0.,2.0,2.5.3. 0,5. 0 mmol/L (& 3).,

1.3.4 dANTP¥REAL : 8 R B ANTPA WK B 53 5l

| AEEABRKN: ME2-
| EM3. ME2-EM4. ME2-
| EM6, ME5-EM4, MES5-
iy EM6,Marker

From left to right; ME2-
| EM3, ME2-EM4, ME2-
| EM6, ME5-EM4, MEs-
EMS6, and Marker

B1 Si¥fmiE

Fig. 1 Primer sieving

MZEEHHKK N :Marker,
& 5.10,20,30,50,70 ng
| From left to right; Mark-
-er, 5, 10, 20, 30, 50,
| and 70 ng ’

2 HRREHER

Fig. 2 Template concentration’s impact

MNEZEA/:0.5.1.0,2.0,
8 2.5, 3.0, 5.0 mmol/L,
d Marker
@l From left to right: 0.5,
1.0, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0, and
5.0.mmol/L, and Marker

B3 Mg REMKM

Fig.3 Mg?* Concentration’s impact
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% 0.05.0.1.,0. 2,0. 25,0. 3.0. 5 mmol /L (& 4),
1.3.5 BI¥EERA: BRI TIWAWRE DA
0.5.1.0.1.5.2.0.3.0,5. 0 umol/L (/& 5),

1.3.6 Taq BAEWKE R 8 LR WK E 2 5
% 0.5.1.0,1.5.2.0.4.0 U(E 6),

1.3.7 AR A 1] B ZE feb B Ji) A9 25 2% . T R )
4818 1.0.2.0.3.0,4. 0.5. 0 min (& 7) ; T At 8]
4y 8% 1.0.3.0.5.0.7. 0.10. 0 min (/& 8),

1.4 Y=Y IKANT A 1 A% BB bR BE I
ABET MY, RREREEEBERERETRA.

MEEH:0.05,0.1,0. 2,
6. 25, 0.3, 0.5 mmol/L,
Marker

From left to right: 0.05,
: 0.1, 0.2, 0.25, 0.3, and
o o5 mmol/L, and Marker

4 ANTPREREM
Fig. 4 dNTP Concentration’s impact

MEEA:1.0.1.5.2.0,
3.0, 0.5, 5.0 pmol/L,
Marker

From left to right: 1.0,
1.5, 2.0, 3.0, 0.5, and
5.0 pmol/L, and Marker

B5 3R ESRE

Fig. 5 Primer concentration’s impact

MEZL K S : Marker,
0.5,1.0,1.5.2.0,4.0U
From left to right; Mark-
er, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0,
and 4.0 U

6 Taq B &8 B HI R M0

Fig. 6 Taq Polymerase concentration’'s impact

MNEZELRK S :Marker,
1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0
min

From left to right; Mark-
er, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0,

and 5. 0 min

B 7 BN KR

Fig.7 [Initial denaturation time's impact

MNEZAKREH: 1.0,
3.0,5.0,7.0,10.0 min,
Marker

From left to right: 1.0,
3.0, 5.0, 7.0, and 10.0

min, and Marker

8 FEMEEIRKM

Fig. 8 Prolongation time's impact
2 GRESH
2.1 ik DNA B SRAP ¥ # i m . & H K
BB ERIEEREY HNETR, SR DNA/PMTS
ng B YA, AR, 7E 5~70 ng B RWR
AP EER (B 2), BitFH 4 2 DNA K¥KEH
B7E 5~70 ng, % B ARG LRBIEXERE,
525 R AR IR B W 25 pl RBIER 10 ng.
2.2 Mg kX SRAP & m . R IR EY
H Mgt ¥ X SRAP [N I 45 R MY 1 R 8y
AW KEIERLIRBLFBY HRMLKY.
Mg®" & Taq B3 BUEF, Mg** R R 8, Tag BREI1E
FI%C &K, H ANTP 3% % Mg*", Mg"" 3% dNTP
MEWEW, 3TFEF4HDNA M RE/NTF 2.0
mmol/L B E# #;2. 5~3. 0 mmol /L B} 44 & M
4, KT 3.0 mmol/L Bf R HRHBEHE 3., B
M Mg* B EWE N 2.5 mmol/L,
2.3 dNTPs WXt SRAP $# f8 W . dNTPs ¥k
BEHEEZWPCR =W AER. INTPs IEA
R, =Y m A, dNTPs WL R, S NBETT
Hi % PCR ¥ 3%, — i sh i K K3 im, 55—
iR TagDNA BA MRS Mg"" R M ER P E
Mg’ BB THE,.TagDNA REABEEZREW.
dNTPs ¥ E&TF 0. 10 mmol/L B3~ 1 7= ¥y 55 B 8
& ; 7€ 0. 25~0. 30 mmol/L B} 5k ¥ & H 1 i , 2 3
0.5 mmol/L Bf JLE XY =4 (A 4., BH Ik,
dNTPs f8EWE H 0. 25 mmol/L,
2.4 F|HREX SRAP § ¥ & m . ;] ME2-EM4
Y, LB T REERMT BEROEW. 5D
W BEZE 0.5 pmol/L B &R/, % 1 pmol/L Bf %
WM HARWH L, 3. 0~5. 0 pmol/L B & #i i}
HEEMR(E 5, 5IWEHEREHLERN 1.0~3.0
pmol /L, N5 4 B A% I8, AL Rk #E5 | YW E R
1. 0 umol/L,
2.5 TagDNA RAEXT SRAP § 1 HE W :Tag B
AMARNES PO EBER W PCR AW, B &
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K, SRV BELE, FEERETYEn. 4
BAEN 0.5 Uy H™wH», £ 1.0~2.0 U B
P& BRATEWRE; YRARR 4. 0 U =YK
B(E 6). HIL,Tag BAMWARN 1.5 U i,
2.6 BUAS AT A] B A i B (] SRAP § 38 B R0 -
7% 52 5 T 46 ¥ I 2E {b isF R) X SRAP 2 RE 1 B R
77 2558, 5 50 3R W T 28 1k o) A S feb I ] % 47 48
SR TR KA, ZE B [ #E 1~10 min, 25 4 B ]
FE1~5min FHEXHFLRKKER  NFEZB AN
MEARALE, AR EFETEY 2 min, EfH 5
min ([ 7.8).

3 itig

ELBBRAVUFLEDNA I BELTE
EYF A BERE R SRAP R KR, BIZE 25 pl )X
Rk R 1, Btk DNA JE B E K 10 ng/pL,2.5 L
# 10 4% Buffer (Mg®" free) 28 f ¥, MgCl, 2.5
mmol/L:,dNTPs 3% 0. 25 mmol/L, 5|4y 1.0 umol/
L,Taq # 1.5 Us; ¥ #BF R .94 CHAEH 2 min,
94 CAF#£ 1 min. 35 CE ¥ 1 min, 72 CHEf# 1
min.5 E3;94 CZH# 1 min,50 CE# 1 min,
72 ‘CHE#H 5 min, 35 MEIR,

StHE G SRAP VB HBENERE LR
Mgt ,dNTPs,TagDNA R & B E, MEREH
WEBERRE,5~70ng HHRFT ¥, 5I19KRE
ERBAE, X5REAE/NEY KA P ES 5
WM RERE B, T a0 5 MEFB AR
BEH 50 C,RIER AR AT EHHE.

SRAP % ORFs #4754 %1 25 B 4fL%F 4
BB LR R BRI I D, NS R AT Y3 X
26X 35 iy SSR #RiC, AR5 78 o5 B A B R 4 0 8
B e 15 ZREYEBT ST  SRAP H AFLP ERER it
R LR R, Bt AFLP #{EfR 8,4
ETEY ERSHBN LR, 7625 R Y #h 55 IR
M EFERAT M ARNR.

SRAP HARZH T PCR ) —f 4 FHric &,
RSt A Y i B R H BT T, R R RBIE R A&
0 5 TR A (DU PR A K, 90 B A S 30 0 4 B 78 ) R L
5t TR E R XGRS R HMEY
FIHEEH .
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B OE.AN HVEVRGHAEKAETERASMNBEERLAML. Tk UXHEBMIMEEESEEAS
PG MARBENARARERENERESAT IR, A AMBEN EHAGHARERMAERAERBERHY
WG THR. 48 %YNAGELEETE MS+NAA 4 mg/L+KT 0.2 mg/L #5##£58 MS+NAA 2 mg/
L+KT 0.2 mg/L & L #REF. BREAFERNERAKEFER MS+IBA 2 mg/L+KT 0.2 mg/L. 25
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