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WA FEfE & B K W KEF 8 B K OB PO RER
H R
TAEIRTE K 2 A Bl 222 B, AR A 050024

W E Wl R TR AR T Y T AR AR, i A B — R B AR A AR R DU AR I TR I
BONESEE Y AR AR T 4§75 . 15140, 80FN150 “CHbTF IR K AT Hil T4 FEIE TN H A M (Prunus serrulata
var. lannesiana)fi 11127 4 (Liriope spicata) P FE ) B i 7 3h 4T a0 38, $REUEFh AL fUDNA, FER DNAZEAT Bk
K 23 Y6 RE TG K PCRY 1, DAL I AN [ 1 T4 05 S A 5L R L DN A PRI B o 23566 BE TG A7 s DNA B K 45
BIR, 440 CHET SRk e T8 A BRI RE i B DNAKE KK BEDNAMK B At 807 20, PCRIAZIIR BE SE it 0 i1 8o,
40 CHETA IR M PCRI MR L = T HAMR TR 7 e T UL RS R, @UTER IR TRED 7 TARAET, fH40 CHE
FFWIEN 73 FIRATEAT TR, 8 o A A DU P LA AR IR Tk (75 e I, IR T T5  #5 5 . SE 4 KRR
BLFTFER AT

KHBER WY BN 4 FARAS; DNA; BT TR
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Abstract

Aims This study aims to identify a more convenient drying method for obtaining molecular specimen of angio-
sperms in the field than the conventional silica gel drying method.

Methods The leaves of Prunus serrulata var. lannesiana and Liriope spicata were dried under temperatures
of 150 °C, 80 °C, 40 °C as well as under natural conditions, and by the silica gel drying method, respectively. The
DNA extracts of various specimens were then analyzed using techniques of spectrophotometer detection, electro-
phoresis and PCR to evaluate the impacts of different drying treatments to the genomic DNA of testing plants.
Important findings The concentrations of total DNA were higher for the specimens dried at 40 °C treatment and
by the silica gel drying method than other treatments when assessed by the techniques of spectrophotometer de-
tection and electrophoresis. The concentration of PCR products was highest in the specimens dried at 40 °C.
Based on the results, the 40 °C drying can be recommended for obtaining molecular specimens of angiosperms
because of its minimum degree of degradation, for convenience of operation and avoiding carrying large amounts
of silica gel in field investigations.
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R, RITHRAFE S5 755 4 7] T DNA$Z B
(Doyle & Dickson, 1987), il H4r FFrAs & T 1Ak 21
J B T il A7 N5 7, k2 A 3 5 UK S IE A BT A1
.

FHEANBEH T A F TR T AR AR B T7 I,
WP kS5 (Taggart et al., 1991). i T-41%(Chase &
Hills, 1991). fiE#e -tk ¥WHE(Cliquet & Jackson,
1997)% « WHFCRIM, 73 FIAT R FEHDNAS K
A AR P 1 B iR (Staats et al., 2011), $F2hrA
1) 7 2™ L RZ MR 53 b5 A8 DNA ) 5 o7 5 A8
2 (Sérkinen et al., 2012), i T RO 4T,
T B HAth 7 Fhr A4 7 7%(Cliquet & Jackson,
1997; #5555, 2008) BFANRAEFRART, {1 HAS A
Tk i P SB BE  F CT 4R, R0 DNARR A, A3
WECR TR, TR T HRIETE A5 T F5 A 47
]z A% (Wang et al., 1996; Xie et al., 1998; Alex-
ander et al., 2007; Xu et al., 2015). BIREHEERT
PRI AL B S (bR A AT LA B8 = T IDNA, {H 2
R A AP TE R 2 AME: DEER B ERCK,
Y St R B SR A I AN B By K B4, 2)REIRIROK
J& BN e 22 BB A T IRAWR, #2055 T hr
AR, T R B BE R R 2 KR N TAE & 3)E
FA G BORERS PR A P AT, % FLEAT TR AR B, 1]
ORI FH BRI 25 G0 A e b 2 [T A ELYS . AL, 7E
B SR AR AR I A RE R T2 A B 3 T AR A B
BKMRBRE. B4R EHEETEIMEA 5T
B AT 07 e 2

TAERIA R B AR S B b, RKIHET 2
— AR Ao SRl AT, I
T Ab FE IR A AT B S I DNA (5 AH
WA, 2008). FEAHTILH, FATDQIEEERTHRE
72 URP T 107 AT, BREAS A0 07 20
X FARAR R, 45 G e R AT s A 1 s &
WE S AR T %, SR MR AR AT
e mT DA AR A s v () S R R B 1 4 T A o
FARAT I, A RN ATE B AMr A R R T 72
HSEAGH .

1 #MRFnEE
11 #&

i HL H AH #22(Prunus serrulata var. lannesiana)

K iliZ24(Liriope spicata) i FfE. H AN A
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WP PIARAAEY), AT 3 AN R
RLAAEY), TR ARSCEER T AEER. RS
KRB A B AN o A o BLAER M I P A Ak
T FL . L= A BTHUH o DL B AL, H AR
PRIEE A — MR Ly F LB k. HARIRE
L 22 A& ARUEAR A 23 30l R ATAE (S, 20151107001; 4E
fE18, 20151107002 FEUEAR AAF AT ALIHTE K2
YR ALE(HBNU) .

12 J5k

121 w4

(¥ B A 5 10 22 &k i B B
%, LAGsmi R &

Q)M TG 5 50y, 43150 CHRET (15
IR FE), 80 CHET-(BLMLT- ML X FIREE),
40 CHETF- (R0l L AVER IR, WRUATL B /N TR A 485 it
TR 38 R L), MR K A% ) g e i s
P A B . [ A DRE S 2 A R 7 g Ak
BT 7R AT AT REAN ), (HAE AL B JG B ARAIE L 2R 7K %R
— B (R A B 0 R R R S AR A AR A
HSEIG A R, HARMPE RIKZE L N62%, 11FE4
KIKZLIN6TY%) . TI8IG I SLIR A RHE % B 48 h
TER SR T4 CUukF&H .

(3) 4 T K 23 Tl Bk B S ot A [ 8 Ak By 52
WAk, MR I6ANER, JL80MFE M, FAME
A B0 mg. KRR E T2.0 mL EPE A, &
18 B 41 2L BE A (SCIENTZ-48) 45 BF i bR 33 AF 1% 1,
AR S5 SRV AT DNATRHL
1.2.2 DNAHJIZEX

SIS FHmCTABIZE(ZE & HESE, 2013)F2HUnt fr
[IDNA, ILEATF 5. BT PCRY G RN
Hims RS, WS A, B E RAR
AT ERAE AL, ATARIEERAE AR e 1, 0T 4G
R HSERFE .

1.2.3 DNAKIF=ZF0 5 B
1231 DNAR# 8 F B R B B H Uk A U
DNAI BRI BEARIE LR B, A s 2 e
6 T (NanoDrop 2000¢, Thermo, Madison, USA)X}
FE S AT, 10 320D260/2801E 5 DNA K FE A8
F LA DNA R4 5K
1232 PCRESMH  ASZE R 51¥rbcL-affl
rbcL-1351RXIDNA#EATPCR, 54751 & PCRY 1
2% HeenanZ5(2012)HF 71 o
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1233 HiFFESH ALK AE HImage T
PCRY 4 45 I & &= /3, {4 I STATISTICA Gt it 2%
B 43 o 6 B A A PCR AT 38 BT 45 21 1) B 4t
(0OD260/280. DNAKE K PCRF=YIUKR )it 1T 4t it
orAT, il 2 R R RGBS, 2015)
VPR St AT A

2 #R

2.1 SHARETFIERECEAIDNAGRBRSE T RS
211 SREEITEMEDNA

F 23 5606 B T K L DNA L iR, 38 1 i
H A M ¥20D260/2801E ) 7£1.70 /2. 41, DNAMKRFELE
200-500 ng-uL~'Z [A]; 1l % & [ 0D260/280 18 7F
1.90/4 47, DNAMK FZ{E40-250 ng-pL ™" 2 [fl.

P S B [R) T4 07 SARFER 5 A4S 31 1 B0 AT
Guit AT (R 1), e H AR J 1l 2 4 [T DNA
WEE, 455 5o H AR MR K 48 E #1155 DNA
W R ERT H 4R (p < 0.05); #E8HH
A G R 2 TR 7K AR ) T 488 5 S U DN A IR B2 #LAI,
22 HoAthaFh 08 5 XA B S FEHUPI DNA TR B4 5
Ll 22 & 2 W K 4% i) T 1 J5 DN AV B 2 25K T
BT 1, 40F1150 CHEFTHE, 2R E3E(p < 0.05);
80 ‘CHET HIDNAMK FE & A% T WK 40 % il 145,
Ui B 1L 2 AR T4, 4081150 C AT HEELT
DNAMR R =, WK 48 72 B2 B DN AV &
fiK, 80 CHETHE I KIDNAMK & A% -

212 EELEDNARYEE KM

N A 8 fz R PRCRE I 45 R (1, E2) T BUR
H, 21508180 CHEFAbEE FIAE S DNATE L FL A 7%
B /b, U BRI R A 7 AR B DN A% 4E

SERA A 457 AL 2 5 DNA L KAS I 28 Al A

MEIDNAMAZEWEL. E2), HARBMEMILZEAS
40 CHEF FERCTHR S BT Bk (B IR 7L
BRI, BALIER B i) fe e, WK 4R il
i b BRI A K B Ak A 150 CHET
AL BRI AR K B AR B o H AR ARZ:80 C 4t
T PR BRDNA S B, T 1 22 &4 X
1 BEDNAKIIS . X 308 H A 5 L4 %
40 CHEF 5 ki 45 A0 3 BT 43 1 1 7 BEDNAK
B e R, MR K AR ) T g 2 A B BT AR I K O B
DNARFERHK, 4150 CHET FrfS K H B\ DNA
W AR, PRAR™E. HARMIEZSR0 CHT TS
K F BEDNAWK FEROR, T 1L 22 42280 CHET
P13 i K BEDNA R 51K
2.2 PCR{RSMIHEER KA

f# FTmage JEKAFHPCRY 145 e &b,
HPCR=WIR AT Geit 4 (R 1), WTUUEH, H
AMAEA0 CHET A H FPCRA MR E B2 & T
FERS T8 WRKAUER T4 80 CHET(p < 0.05);
RER T WRKACE . 80 CHEF3F 18T
AL B S5 AR M7 38 IR FE TG W35 1 22 S (p > 0.05);
150 CHEFALEE S PCR= MR B B E AR TR IR T
f L WK ACEH T4 80 CHET(p<0.05). h#EX
40 CHETAbI J5 PCRI= MR FE 2 35 w5 T oK 4Rk
T BERTHE(p < 0.05); MK RS & T8, &k
JiE - A g7 sRACER JE PCR= )R B G 2 5 1
Zt(p > 0.05); 80 CHEF-AL B FPCR™ K & 2. 3
TG TFIROK AR F g R T8 A48 07 =X 150
CHET B S PCR IR FE 2K T80 CHET(p
<0.05). X Ui B H A AN 2242040 CHETAbHE
JE PCRF= WA FE fix v, Ak e T 8 RN 7K 446 I 1) T 45
EA B IS PCR IR RIS, 150 CHET B PCR

R HARBEMANL L0 FIRAG A F T A B FDNAZERE IR X PCRF IR FE 1 LA CP 3 AR TR 22

Tablel Comparisons of DNA purity, concentration and the concentration of PCR products in the specimens of Prunus serrulata var. lannesiana and Liriope

spicata obtained with different drying methods (mean + SD)

TR HAM M Prunus serrulata var. lannesiana %4 Liriope spicata

Drying method 0D260/280 DNA (ng-uL™) PCR (ng-puL ™) 0D260/280 DNA (ng-uL™) PCR (ng-pL™")
150 1.83£0.17* 451,24+ 150.91° 13.94 £3.97° 2.03 +£0.04° 211.43 +64.31° 0.74 + 2.30°
80 1.80 £ 0.13° 376.13 + 121.04° 34.48 £9.42° 1.83£0.16 80.64 + 48.16° 16.51 £ 17.49°
40 1.74 £0.16™ 470.44 + 228.50" 49.07 + 4.83° 1.90 + 0.08% 241.41 + 88.07* 57.64+6.51°

Y 1.73 £ 0.09® 291.64 +90.77° 38.38 £4.75° 1.93+0.14® 160.01 + 22.95° 46.98 + 8.22°

S 1.64+0.10° 432.59 £ 167.67° 39.95+5.82° 1.90 + 0.24% 252.33 +61.74° 43.19 +8.72°

150, 150 ‘CHET-4bFE; 80, 80 CHETALHE; 40,40 CHETALEE; Y, WoKAREM] T, S, FEAL T . DNA, DNAJKJE; PCR, PCRIKE . FIFIAF/NE

FEHORE R B (D < 0.05).

150, drying at 150 °C; 80, drying at 80 °C; 40, drying at 40 °C; Y, natural drying; S, silica gel drying. DNA, DNA concentration; PCR, concentration of PCR
products. Values designated by different lowercase letters are significant different within the same columns (p < 0.05).

doi: 10.17521/cjpe.2016.00322
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— 150 — ———— 80 ——————— —————— 40 ——————
2K1234567809101112131415161 2 34 567 8 910111213141516 123 45 6 7 8 910111213141516

"‘u‘uh~n"id',,hu,‘

-_— Ry — RS —
1234567891011121314151612 3 4 56 7 8 91011121314 1516

- =

DL R T Y

N T A

et
it

Bl SFORETE T A F ) H ARRGME(R)SDNARIKE . 150, 150 CHETALEE; 80, 80 CHLTALFE; 40, 40 CHETALHE; Y,
WK 26 R T4 S, FEARTJ4; 2K, DNA ladder ' K FIDNA A B A2 000 bp.

Fig. 1 Genomic DNA in specimens of Prunus serrulata var. lannesiana (R) obtained with five different drying methods. 150, dry-
ing at 150 °C; 80, drying at 80 °C; 40, drying at 40 °C; Y, natural drying; S, silica gel drying; 2K, 2 kb plus DNA ladder.

M-150 ——8M8M8M8Mm™ — ——— M) —88M88— ——M-40
2K1 23456 78910111213141516 1 2 3 4 56 7 8 910111213141516 1. 2 34 5 6 7 8 9101112 13141516

e e W W e

— _— MS
1234567 910 111213141516

TR M.

B2 SHEORETFE D AL HL 1L 2 4 (M) S DNA LK K. 150, 150 CHEF-AbEE; 80, 80 CHLTAbEE; 40,40 CHEFALFE; Y, T
IREARJEHITH; S, fEME T4 2K, DNA ladder & K FIDNA S B 92 000 bp.

Fig. 2 Genomic DNA in specimens of Liriope spicata (M) obtained with five different drying methods. 50, drying at 150 °C; 80,
drying at 80 °C; 40, drying at 40 °C; Y, natural drying; S, silica gel drying; 2K, 2 kb plus DNA ladder.

www.plant-ecology.com
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R-15¢ —— ——————R80 ——8@ — ———F—R-40
1234567891011121314151612 3 4 56 7 8 910111213141516 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 910111213141516

- o e .
- - e .- -E---EmeeTSeSeoewTey, Yo

——— RY ——/mm —— RS
12345678 910111213141516 12 3 4 56 7 8 91011121314 1516

B3 HAHEPRR)ZESFIANF 11575 AL B E PCREEAZ KA ZE SR . 150, 150 CHETALEE; 80, 80 CHETALEL; 40, 40 CHt
TREE, Y, WRKAEE ST, S, FER T4 2K, DNA ladder % K [JDNA J B 42 000 bp.

Fig. 3 Agarose gel electrophoresis of PCR products in specimens of Prunus serrulata var. lannesiana (R) obtained with five dif-
ferent drying methods. 150, drying at 150 °C; 80, drying at 80 °C; 40, drying at 40 °C; Y, natural drying; S, silica gel drying; 2K, 2kb
plus DNA ladder.

M50 ——————m —— M ———— —— M40
2K12 34567 89101112131415161 23 4 5 6 7 8 9101112131415161 2345 6 7 8 910111213141516

MY—— —— M-S
7 8 910111213141516 12 34 5 6 7 8 9101112 13141516

D g o R T e o e e e ™Yy e e R e e e

B4 hFELMGESFORE T 57 A B G PCREERE BIKAGINSE . 150, 150 CHET-ALEE; 80, 80 CHET-4LFE; 40, 40 CHT
AREE; Y, PROKARESITE S, BERS T4 2K, DNA ladders K IDNA A B 42 000 bp.

Fig. 4 Agarose gel electrophoresis of PCR products in specimens of Liriope spicata (M) obtained with five different drying meth-
ods. 150, drying at 150 °C; 80, drying at 80 °C; 40, drying at 40 °C; Y, natural drying; S, silica gel drying; 2K, 2 kb plus DNA ladder.

PRI . HARMEEZ80 C Ut AbHE JFPCR X ), 12242480 CHL T4 PR 5 PCRF= Wik
PRV B SRR . WOK A% ) Tk g e 3 SRERE T8 WK AR T 1) T g A B B A

doi: 10.17521/cjpe.2016.00322
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3 Tig
31 HFIRARNETFIES XA

R 5 43 56 ' B 1 A1 DNA B I 0 ek J12 el 9k &1
LER T RN, BAR150 CHETAbFE A DNAL
I FE TR IDNAWK &, HEKEH KA
BIDNAE &b, MR E; H240 CHT AR
TP R TR 7 VE AL BR A RE i AT LLid s oot
JEE TG I )% vk FEE O DNA, - (] i AT DA 3 35 i
B KR H A BYDNAMKR E 55 5 IR PEPCR =)
WG iR, SHTEJH, 40 CHET
Ab B RE S PCRF= MR 5 e K, ek fie T A AR /K 4%
T ) TR B RIG, 150 °CHET-AL B A RE S PCR
PEYR P B, MUEIDNAMRE . 5 BL K PCR 4]
WES BT DI, 40 CHETF IR R e, H
SRR e TG AN K 40 i 4%, 150 CEF4b
A IR ZE

KL DNA HL YK o 1 SEBR 45 b, H A i i
80 CHL ALHLFE & AT - LI K BYDNAK B 15
T150 CHEFabEE, il 22480 C Mt 4b £ By
KA B DNAWREAL T 150 CHET A3, HAK
PER0 CHtFPCR™= 4 5 W /K 4% Ik il - 4§32 6 &
XA, 1ML 480 CHETPCRI=Hik FE B M 7K
ORI TG . AR R4 RATA T, |
N R A 2 1 BDNA T B, FTLA150 CHtF 4
H I DNAK MK, M80 C Ut T 4bEE I DNA WK &
o M 480 CHET A2 AT A3 DNA N A4 I i
EE150 CHETAbEEEE 7208 ? X2 tH T80 ‘CHETI,
W &m A R, Hon 3R B BRI M i 2
A BB (A7 RS, 2008), HBUAFHIR K,
TE ST IR R BT — I TV PR AR —— = S B A T 7
B FE N AR 3 A K T ]2 3 EUDNA ™ [ A 11
JE Rl oSG H X — I R AR AT, KT Ll ZE At
FEIKERS fRERIERIEY), MAEMT R
JUEE BT, AR AT DO T, J/ D DNAREAR

FEAYSZG R, SR FH IR /K 4% sl 98 1) 0 ot
PR AR AT T IR AL I, P42 B DNA 77 228,
PCRP“WIHk Bt iy o T E DAL 2 T M RMRAT 5 1
FRRIE 72 R, A FE U Aof P PR 7 406 A1) J v el e A
AP R A B, P IR 2 W 7K 4R S ) 5 52 IR 85 B
BK, WRBEARTIRAMIL, DNA 2 E R H F] A
Bofip o A VRS20 A et FH IR K AR B AR 330 47T JE f B
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e K ARANE 5y, R DA AT R A IR, 1X ] g
FEASLIG HDNAFEARFR B PRI R 25 R . (BT
HY ARG 2 A, A T K AU FE K =N 1)
JI~ ATy S, DRI AN HERE SR FH W K 4% s 1) 8 1Y)
75 A B 7 F AR A

ASEREIT 150, 80MI40 CHETF-F1, MKt
J S, e B R S b g YR K A i I e AT
TR, EPE150. 8OFI40 C 3P il
BEEE, Horhd0 CHRLFLLHAEE . WXL AN E HE
R B8 R AL LS S AR IR S, 80 CAEAUL
R HETHLATE KEE, 150 CREUAR iR B ;
WK AR 1l T4 B RS F S8 2 bR A7V
Hek e T 2 Ak 22 BT AR AR 3 13047 B A R4 TAE R
A NHI— PP R AT TR A TR 5. (HRAE
BF AR T AR, WK 48 il T T4 o 52
IR EOR, AR B ORI 1 [X B AE [ R bR A
SRR EE IR, SERRAIRE, 5T
KNG T BE R AR AR o A P AR s 0 v DA A
AREKE, BEVFZAME H, EEFIMRARSE
A P R Jioe T 5 v A 3 23 b A B A K 1) SR PR
PEo TEWEZ 7T, 40 CHEF 7 M FRER TV,
WITERFANRAE T FE 40 CHET 5 HLRAEE  WOXALAN
ANRUAE A HEAR G XU TR A 2, T HAER . IRR
BB /N BUAE A BEFE 35 07 (8 45717, ZEAS 7 {6 FH P () 36
B30 W] AR KB 5577 Lot -, X et +77
XE T THAE, BT KEFEM .

SR EE, 240 CHCTAERFE S AUEDNA
WP K B BrDNA MR B 35 Ho A 08 77 s, i HL
PCRP=WIMIMR B i T Hofh T 0 BT 0L B4R,
TR B AR AR TR o TA A, 40 C
T RN F AR AR AT T AR BE, 8 5 b
AR ILTH B A, ()N AR R R G v [ AR e £of P )
RIS G AR, v DA . RO E R
MRLFTRE SR N T o RERE T8 vV 12
(&7 R, & T ES FARACR LB 5Lt
BET T R 2
32 EXEBEPEEIEMNICIE

40 “CHET Kb Pt — Fh ] 5007 8 A 40 A
AT, TR B X Fh g s 3T DLRE PR
TR THRA, PR DNARIFE AR . RIS Bk
RE 08 PRod S22 At 5 i, FRATTAEAT A IX — 5 ik i)
HEUUTF LR A
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FERE AT AR BE Y, & 4. 30T, B
TR, JTH AW FEY), ERERX .

AFSARALER T/ F BT AR PR a4+,
RO EARERES, @RS

il P F AVER I VR BT K, ANRDR LR T B
RS, o8 7 IRFFRRSETRIE, W DALE s IAER R
EAE R, Wi AR R AR AR
AT BT AR, AT AR E, mA
AR T AE . AKX, BABI 7> TR AN IR W B
YRS

A5 FH XL BB T HUBE I, ] DU Skt
1 JBRAS B FA SRS, — St MR UL Bt T
BUH A, — SKIF RO R AGE, £ XE AT XGE -
PRTBCELAS T AR o (LY R B R XU
B, RIELL, 40 CRALEN T TRAMIRAL. (£
PR rh, BIAEIR BEAT 28, th AR XRE g ik
PR BT HLT RS TARARR, RIFEA AT
(7 B 4 AR P, JE I AS A [R] BBE T 0 3 A
Yoo BERR, ST RS TR A OBOK . AERET
AR REE AL, B TARA e TR)E,
S22 o

e TIRIIbRAS, 5L ANE T8 R AR
A7, R IRE D ETRZORER, 1
e BRI H MR R AR RN RERE, N E
RINAER RGN E R RN LT, R OrR
WK AR, X 2 BT RS .
EIEEE P

BEEWMB o HKERAKF A0l kil it
%1(201510094011).

Bt RMTRFERFAGHFFZRIEEEL
P EBAR AT LR B, BT R F A
AL R AR T R S AR W B Rt
AR TE K FAE A A (L2015B13)F= T 4b T 78 K 5
R A AR B R B (x2016034) 49 784 .
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