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Abstract: In order to isolate high quality DNA from Wheat Qu the effect of DNA isolation by seven
different methods were evaluated. The extracted DNA was analysised by gel electrophoresis,PCR,
ultraviolet spectrophotometry,and real-time fluorescent PCR,respectively. The results showed that
SDS-CTAB method has the best effect on the isolation of total DNA of Wheat Qu. This method'
products showed less contamination from protein and polysaccharide,the yield of the DNA was
reached 149.6 ng/pL and its' relative account of template is almost 2.343 and 1.753 times in bacteria
and fungi respectively compared to SDS method.
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BT A R fRlAE W T O — L A A T 5
o, G S B B SR T AR R FEERE TS, T
HIGH A i 1 Ak il 2 e 28080, R 23 5 B i
FT A2 M BEAE ikt S AL STk AN R o> B
XM —E BT T AR R S RS, LN 4] DNA
B B i X 2k 1) 23 B A A AR DRI B2 W g
I B2 I Y S DNA X4 T Y AT 22 it i A
YoiEve Sk A B BRI

22 it ) 1 /F L B AR DT B BRI Hp S8, L it
)R (3 AN A ZE A ), A sk I8 32 (Al ith
K NFE AR AR ) T A2 ik R AR R
Wik 2 [ O R AT 5 b 22 il ) A 2 A o
A= i A AR A 23 D 65k ZF 3 A BB I
7 AR 3 A B BE, 25 A i i 2 5 K I ]
CE SRR B K > R R AR A il b O
B2 AR R 2R N E TR E I E A
JitTE K A 2% 0 TR A B B A X S R Oy 5 P 2
(10 1 JBUHE A DRIXE i L 22 o — b O A R
8 FRAR 8T R ZF A 2 20 IR 3 T REAT v 45
Fay fige A I 5 2 (] I R A (7 6% 2 R AL AR i 2
AL TR X B A il rp 2 B 2L R O T 1 B 4
B, N AT i 25 A AT T A A — A
o JoAE R U i R L DNA Tk

1 wrSmE L

11 ##
111 AwAfs 22 Re s el Wil o i 4
L B A7 BRA B BURE S 7046 T 7 CIRAE
1.2 5 DNA 2R 4k 7%
121 EZwAFmmaz S g ZMFEMSI 15 mL
ddH,0 & F 50 mL B0 S, IAGE B P B
FA PR 5 min;4 CHAFF KQTO00E 75 1 1 DE 4%
H AR 5 min200 g 50 5 min, BUETEW 10 000 g
B0 10 min WHEDLIE , N 2 mL ddH,0 1R &A%
F2 % 2 mL EP 45 ;10 000 g #.0> 10 min, 3 HULHE .
122 Z£w & DNA RRFF Fik—.SDS¥E, 5
% Zhou SFBHGE 7, AR RN .

B ULTEM A 0.5 mL DNA $H 2% (100 mmol/L
Tris —HCl,pH 8.0,100 mmol/. EDTA ,pH 8.0,100
mmol/L Na;PO,, 1.5 mol/L. NaCl) IR & A &1 F 7
S WRES TR AR, Z JE A 10 wL % B i (50 mg/mlL) ,
37 CEAF FHCE 30 ming Sl A 125 pL B &40 #

10%SDS, 37 Bl A 5 L & (1 K (20 mg/mL), 1’
Y5 65 C/K¥ 2 h (BERE 10 min b A {5 1R ¥ B
i) 36 000 g B0 10 min, B TH

Tk AR S BR[O T R AE

J5 % = :CTAB %, &% SCHR[10]W& A 2l gl , HLAK
HARF AT .

B ULIENA 0.5 mL DNA i B0R 2, WA K
RIS R, Z 5 A 700 L CTAB #2HUZ%
MR (%0 2% CTAB, 1.4 mol/L NaCl, 1 mol/L
Tris—=HCI,0.5 mol/L EDTA ) , L4345 /E 5 ik —[l

D7k PR, 2% SCER[1 T [HET T 44

J7 ¥ 1. :Soil DNA kit #2502 KA 0.5 mL
ddH,0 &5, J5 2248 B /E 2 Bl E.Z.N.A. Soil
DNA Kit(3%[E OMEGA A% ) Ui 45,

J5 75 :SDS R i, DNA %+ NaCl ¥k ¥
P18 2.5 mol/L, HAR e 57k —IFl .

77 £ :SDS-CTAB % ,SDS 7% 65 C/K i ik B
FESL 1 h JE A 700 wL CTAB 28 vhif , 1R ¥4 ) Fi ik
1765 CAKW 1 h, HAREAES ik —I,

1.2.3 DNA #iftzrix  $2HUE DNA BR 77k 5 U
A, HoAl 77 2252 SCHR[12]%) DNA 3E47 4l b 30 .
1.3 Z 2 DNA REHRT

1.3.1 wokn 0.8 g/dL B Xt B f5 22 il B
DNA #EA7HL UK 5255 | #0 i 58 BUfE HIE Sk DC XR+#E
JE AR ASGHEA T 41 HEOW 5%

1.3.2 shEieml N[ 5 vk A BEAS B R L 5
A4y BE T I K 260,280 nm X 230 nm Ab i
TE WG A s A s S Ay, T HUAE A se/A s K A e/
A o R DN A it 40

1.3.3 PCR # @ #1532 (% 4 il & DNA i#f 17
TouchPCR ¥ 3§ , % Horft ELTA 11 18S vDNA X 474"
Bl XA ER Y 16S rDNA X BEATH 14, FUR R 5K &
SEUIZE A S A b I Gl 51 W, LS 5
NS1.:5’-GTAGTCATATGCTTGTCTC-3", R4
FF %1 4 NS8:5” -TCCGCAGGTTCACCTACGCGA -
30, PEA R BEK/N A 1700 bp A AR
Delong!"\7E A8 JC A 58 i o 3@ FH 519, L5190 )7
§) S 27f:5° ~AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAC -3’ , F
% 51 ) ¥ 51} 1492r.5° -TACGGCTACCTTGTTAC
GACTT-3", ¥ 54 v Bt R/hR 1 500 bp 2t

K PCR X W& &2 WF (20 pL):Taq PCR
master mix 10 pL, I N5 0.2 wL, B4k 1 pL,
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HNTCH K 2 20 pl, AR PCR KR 454 4 .95 Cil
AEPE 5 min; 94 CAEPE 30 5,60 CiR k 30 5,72 “CHE
{4 2 min (Touch down PCR, 10 ™G ¥R | &1 M
i 1 9C);94 CAEME 30 5,58 Cil %k 30 s,72 CHEAH
2 min (20 MEFR) ;72 CLLEM 7 min, 05 PCR X
NARZR A1 (20 pL) :Taq PCR master mix 10 plL, I
TEI44% 0.4 pL #ik 1 wL, #hCHE K E 20 pl,
M. PCR SN 5547 .95 CHIAE 4 5 min; 94 CAE P4
30 5,57 CiE k 30 5,72 CHEAH 2 min (Touch down
PCR,10 MEF, BHDPEIRFER 1 C) ;94 CAE
30 5,55 CiB & 30 5,72 CHEfH 2 min (20 NEH) ;
72 CAFE 7 min, PCR 7=¥H 0.8 go/dL BiIf ikt
i FL ARSI

1.3.4 Real -time PCR # @ % ] 1A %& CFX
Connect SE BT E & PCR XA & DNA 747 Real—time
PCR #"34 , h OB [A) b 3807 1245 21 19 & DNA #
st G TR R TR AE RS B KN, AR SRS DL SDS
2 HE B B B DNA FE G 4R R 2 2% i 4 76 B i
2 B BEAS K04 3 10,50 ,100 200,500 .1 000, 4
W Real —time PCR K HI 5| ¥ FEub338F.5 -
ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3" & Eub518R:5’ -
ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG-3" #EAT #4151 J v {& &
Z: 7% CHR[ 15|17 824 ; 1 Real-time PCR 2R H]51
¥ 1TSIF:5’ -CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAA -3’
K ITS2:5°-GCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGC-3" #EATH"
HNO 2 I AR FR 7 SCHR[ 16| HEA T A

PREEERE

21 AEERAZEBEKERLE

7 BORTR) 7 B G il AL DNA A D 0.8 g/dL
DR AT L VKA B0 0 B AN 1B 1 FR . R TR
FENH DNA F Bl — | B 52 28 A 4%,
K/ 15 Kbp 247, AHASIR 7 45 2 1) 554 76 AR
AR S50 T S EEAR TR, o SDS ¥ (CTAB ¥ |
SDS ik K SDS-CTAB 7245 31 (1) 25717 154 HLIF b .
22 AREEBHAES4ELLER

DNA B & (%) 40 5 F2 B 52 0 25 )5 22 PCR 9 45
ROBMEDATLAER AT LS 21 DNA #
i 7E 20 B B 7528 TR B BRI 2200, Soil DNA kit
FRIGEAF 2B DNA AT AT A /A g0 M A sg/A sy 1H
HBAw /N DNA T e B A%, 15 Y okt vk S B
MCDNA ffE B W LA P I E

1 :M:DL 15 Kbp Marker;1:SDS # ;2. 4 L% ;3.CTAB
Pesd, HA L 5:Soil DNA kit 325 ;6:SDS & £k ;7.SDS-
CTAB ¥,
1 7 #AEFHERIE A S DNA SRR Bk
Fig. 1 Electrophoresis analysis of total DNA isolated from
Wheat Qu samples using 7 different methods

P& HORAAEN; SDS ¥4 $2 075 31 /9 5 DNA A i Jit
TR AR A /A s0<1.7 , A s/ A 230<2.0 , Ut B 77 7
HEO W AT TN
12: J SDS i £ 2k 52 U 3 1Y S DNA AE i A sef/A sso
HAE 1.8 ZE47 , A/ A 530<2.0,, Ut WIAE i rp 2 1 R B AR
NN, AAFER Z W55 1975 3 ; CTAB % & SDS-
CTAB £ 2 H 15 21 () 5. DNA FE i A /A S Al
Ao (AR R G385, 75 2 B9 DNA BT s iR B8 .
F1 THARAAZRNANEDNA FERGE
Table 1 Yield and purity of total DNA extracted by 7
different methods

DNA [ f i

J&/(ng/pL)
SDS 4R M3 8 i 5 DNA - 1.57 1.08 1349
SR RIS B0 5 DNA - 1.87 1.40 88.1
CTAB 4B 210 5 DNA  1.84 1.94 108.3
R TR R MU B S DNA - 174 0.78 73.5

Soil DNA kit 4 5t

185 i) % DNA 164 0.66 115
SDS 75 £h B 4
55 () 54 DNA 1.73 0.81 110.5
— Yz H. Ht.
SDS—CTAB i 2 2 5 103 L Lios

72/ 5 DNA

23 AERBEFAZEPCR ERILE

A3 0 ) 40 B 51 8 27,1492 K BT 51 W)
NS1 ,NS8 X 4 i 16S 4= /3 51 J FLEA Y 18S 42 )7 3
HEAT PCR 9718, ¥ 3445 AT 0.8% Bt i WHE i /.
AR R 2 E 3 R

LHSEHRAZIL 2018 FE 7 HE 2




RESEARCH ARTICLE

XUE Jingbo,et al: Comparison of Total Microbial DNA Extraction

Methods of Wheat Qu

7 :M:DL 15 Kbp Marker;1:SDS #: ;2. # 4k ;3.CTAB
4. I 5 Soil DNA kit #;6:SDS 5 £ %% ;7.SDS-

CTAB .,
2 THAREFERIMEHS DNA #{THE PCR ¥ 18
e

Fig. 2 Agarose gel ectrophoresis of PCR products of
bacteria in samples extracted by 7 different

methods

2 500 bp
1 000 bp

¥ :M:DL 15 Kbp Marker;1:SDS 7% ;2. 1k % ;3.CTAB
4. M I 5 Soil DNA kit #;6:SDS & #h %% ;7.SDS-

CTAB .,
3 THARAERIMEHS DNA #{TEE PCR ¥ 18
A vk

Fig. 3 Agarose gel ectrophoresis of PCR products of fungi

in samples extracted by 7 different methods

M AT LU H 4 TR R B R R R B RS S
LUK A5 B 45 B — |, o4l , U W 45 A T e
FIYAE, RS 3G 4& 4 K/ 1500 bp A2
A, B2 K/ 1700 bp 24T, S A5G SC
BRAH AR 7 RO A 2 = W AT A PCR 37
B 5 A0 RE A 20 M I L 0 S5 (HEETT LT PCR 15
B 1) 45 A A 3R 28 51, He b 7 I 1 4 A )
FAE T 7E BB PCR IS 75 2 AH B 2%y, [R] B &k
8k B Soil DNA kit 72 $2 B A5 21 (4 BE & 2E 47 B 5
PCR 538§ 175555 . SDS ¥ .CTAB 7% .SDS & &
% S SDS-CTAB 16 4 i Fl 5. I PCR 45 1 h i A
A e T BT A 2%, U B3 4 b 5 3k Xof 2 A R 4 T
()4 USCR AR X T HoAt 3 wp 5 e84
2.4 A EIREF % Real-time PCR 45 R L&

X SDS ¥ HEMLY s DNA #E1786 B8 7 B, T ke
5504 5 4 10,50 ,100.,200,500 .1 000, #1740
FETH Real-time PCR 2 il 1% figt il 28 FA% B8 il 46 an
K4 5B,

M 4 &S al %, LL SDS $2HUAY B DNA #E47
2N B A1 B Real-time PCR F H 51 ¥ 45 R R 41,
Y 7 Real —time PCR Hi B il & o Y =-3.337 9X +
27.835,R*=0.999, ¥ %N 99.3% ; HH Real—
time PCR i B i £k & ¥ =-3.172 3X +30.804 ,R*=
0.998, §" BB %N 106.6% , HFFE G 82/ riisk .

VN [ $2 B 35 T A5 Bt A B 10 A% )5 47 48
P A1 B Real—time PCR il 22 Ct {B Fb 88 AH X A5 Al
AN 2 F3k 3 iR,

UL
2 0007 : 22,
20 y=-3.337 9x+27.835
#1500 R*=0.999
xR 18
#1000} 6
= T4
= 500
12
Oti=— } 10— . . . . . .
0 10 30 40 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 40 45 50

20
{[EZS4

DNAMRJE A0 H (e

B 4 SDS %#ZEUE DNA #1741 & Real-time PCR B2 MG M L m M &
Fig. 4 Maelting curveanddilution curve constructed by bacteria Real-time PCR using DNA templates obtained by SDS method
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Fig. 5 Maelting curve and dilution constructed by fungi Real-time PCR using DNA templates obtained by SDS method

x2 AERRFAEREHERPARHEINRIRE
Table 2 Relative bacteria template amount in the samples

extracted by 7 different methods
AN R J7 3 % g 1

) FH X A AR
SDS % 14.32 1#M,

SR 16.59 0.233*M,
CTAB #: 14.62 0.91*M,
P B 1 17.76 0.104%M,
Soil DNA kit i 17.27 0.146*M,
SDS &4k % 16.45 0.258%M,
SDS-CTAB 13.67 1.753*M,

T : M, 2 SDS 2 $2 U4 G DNA rb 20 78 B RS B
R3 AERMAFEFGEERTERENERE
Table 3 Relative fungi template amount in the samples

extracted by 7 different methods

AN T 7 3 6 7 1
: . JE A B
e Ct fE (FLTH) Ao A5 A

SDS % 17.85 1M,
AR 19.30 0.423*M;
CTAB i 18.36 0.837*M;
LR 27 31.59 5.652%10-5%M;

Soil DNA kit i 21.41 0.091°M;
SDS ##h ik 18.37 0.831°M;
SDS-CTAB #: 16.31 2.343*M;

TE M, Ol SDS 2 52 2 DNA o 203 (KA

MF 2 Fi1gk 3 nf LI H,SDS 75 (CTAB ¥ .SDS
fm 385 M SDS—CTAB £ 42 U5 2] /) 5 DNA W 7E4f
R L R A Al i AR AL T i KT AR R R
FEHUH B DAN FE 413 PCR B 2% 85 5% HLIGE B, (2
PEAT S 7 i PCR B A5 21 41 R i 52D, 7l g2
PCR &M AR 51 AN TR G SR A, HErp Soil DNA

kit 35 $2 HURG 2 09 s AR A e, XS HR
PCR WIZRMAT, Zi8 ANFEE o B KX A0 Real-
time PCR %5 ;t ,SDS-CTAB ¥4 $2 045 B i K 5 AN 18
7 FL T I 0 TR ) A ST AR N e 22, 0 B I o 7 2k
WK FH B BB A A5 114 B B il 7 9 8L DNA

[ 3 5 it

BT 22 #1017 76 TP SR R 558 rp 52 A, 1
AEYF R Z AR RS RS HIEN M4y
R, e R A B A Y B DNA X
3BT 22 11 AR 0 L s DA T A i v 0 T B A
A & EEE

FEAR I DNA B, TR 200 A 24 i S 42 B G G
DR AR T — A LU 3 R s Ak
S AU A SRS LU B R T RO AT 3 Fhd
fife 7 AW S e TR L T IE R T
20 6B (1% 7K A T, 6T T M DR A 2% B B R ) 4N B
F 5 FEAEF SDS J& —Fh 3 KM i 2R 1H S ) fig
% % it 240 GBS L T 174 i 2K R B 9 5, AT 0 R 40
B, BLRERS i B Al M R R 1, 5 K2 BT R
UUUE ., HEM K BB AR 4F 1) /K i 5 DNA 454 1Y &
F1, 7€ SDS Y7 Wik L If 58 RE 5 AR 4 i) R HEVE
CTAB J&—FhBHES TR A, 7655 FimEr
W T (0.7 mol/L NaCl) ,CTAB 575 11 /& F11 22 B b
A A, RORANRETTIE A% IR , 8 5 7 AL 77 4
P, AR O 20 2R A2 S A L REDTTE
EINIRGE 2475 = S

ARSCHRFGE T SDS ik RUEE 7 Uk AR T
T B TR R Y TR S X T A 0 i % TR T RE Y
e SR | $R BCR PCR K 3iE X Real-time PCR
A3 ATk A 7 I R T AN B LA — o R BOR
R T BT 1 B ORI AN (3 AT BB S 56 i FH 1Y)
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7 I B E AN BB T A R TR G H R DL A R A
TE (1% L B 200 R AR 4 0 i R s S, AT BELAS: T 5 2
K DNA (4R HL,  FLHE O 2 09 RR 5 A 3o M 1Y
2 H NGy TS Y, A R
YN TR 2 I A AR &=, A & SCHR L Soil DNA
kit X% 22 i e 5 DNA #E 47 $2 B2, A 52 56 6 45 B
R AT H B & B Soil DNA kit %F 2 il 5 DNA (1)
PEBCCR AR, AR ISl A 11.5 ng/pl, 76 7 Fh
PO i W A, HE X A 7S | Soil DNA
kit 325 B8 JBOKT L R R A0 B AT A — o SR (LB 1Y
PR AAL TREARAKCE . gk i A SFRIRLE LR ik
XF 22 M HEAT T 8 DNA ROHREC, A0S % Hiflk
FE X 5 I AT ARG I 2l 3 G ) e B ARk v B
{5 AR 1 83 2 1 JBC R 1 2 1 5T, LK 22 1) 9 IR A
Fe— B, il R BORK PCR B F & Real-time
PCR 43 M7 2 W G Ak 5 3k X6 22 iy v 3 1 40 1 0 A
—REFRICHCR 3% 5 SCHkE A — 2 SDS vk 2z ih
&L DNA M HEICE B B s R, BB SDS 1E H T
RN R IR R X 5 Zhou¥ A BF 55 MAAF , 1
T2 th LLELRR 0 /N 22 R k) | /N2 v iy i i A 4
BUAZ, 76 DNA $#2BGS 2 20 65 CK I #1E,
VE BRI A A K R 2 W T PR UROR | A5 SDS
PERRRE S B M 2 M5 9 0B SDS 1A &
ALK R R ZHOR 2, CTAB X &
B AR R BOREEG 5 AR A (4 BUSCR AR
R XF CTAB ¥ $2 MU il S DNA RCR 4T % 483k
B, MIXFT SDS i, CTAB ¥E5 2 M FE 5 7 15 B 52
MAGEEE 43 Fr v 0, CTAB 32 M B A 0k 20 1 22 Xt

SZ 3.

FE S 05 G, FLER A BTG e B b SRR B,
T2 i — A i s DNA R0 ¥E L A 96 SCRik
e R R TR T AR & BV W T
B N 35 2 BR K Z 0 ROCR 2 AR SE g T R T
SDS LA K SDS i #h ik R BOOUR 25 R R Bt S T
PR R Uk 5 2 W5 1075 Yo IF A b, R
TN 3 5 SCHRgs RS AR (2% 5 75 B DNA
P WORAR IR AL T8 K F- . SDS-CTAB #4545 1
SDS % H1 CTAB LR, 45 R K W] ,SDS-CTAB A~
G5 7 AR G A AL B AR A9 8 DNA 7E
JoT it v BE RS AR BCHR A W A e TR AR KRR B |
W T Z WX RE S TS g (R 2 RO I ERA IR R
A M CTAB ¥ 8 H LB 2R WACR , il B2 H
T 65 C/KWE 1 h B8 22 1) 3 Ry 0 Ak i 76 1R R OB
B KR A 2 0 T a4l B A PCR SR IE DL K
Real-time PCR 73 Hr#f 2 W ,SDS-CTAB %5 T 2 i
R MR BEE A RO by, R o A E R IR

%,
ML

AT 5 o 3 g Xt 7 FpOR 6] BO VR T 22
i SR R AT H e e WY, SDS—-CTAB B FH fiE 98 Xt 4
iR 2R AE PR BUSCR,, R &A% 2 5 DNA #£4
DNA i & i )% 35 %) 149.6 ng/pl, & i 2 A5
Y/ PCR 914 Ji5 HL VK45 2 554 B — B 5% Real -
time PCR 25 5 ¢ B AT 1 SDS ¥, 41 1 A1 L B A5 A
o Bk B 2.343 £5 A1 1.753 5, E—FE ST
B il B DNA SRR R 7
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