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Optimization of SRAP-PCR system using orthogonal design and its

application to genetic analysis in Fenneropenaeus chinensis
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ABSTRACT The orthogonal design L5 (4°) was used to optimize SRAP-PCR amplification
system in marine shrimp Fenneropenaeus chinensis on four levels of five factors (Tag DNA pol-
ymerase, Mg®’", DNA template, dNTP, and primer). The results showed that the optimum
concentrations were 1.0 U Taq enzyme, 2.0 mmol/LL Mg?", 40.0 ng DNA template, 0.125
mmol/L dNTP,and 0.4 pmol/L primer,respectively, in 20 ul SRAP-PCR system, and the an-
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nealing temperature was 53. 5°C wvia setting temperature gradient. Significant effects of each
factor in different levels were observed and the concentration of Mg?" was the most dominant
factor affecting the result of PCR, while Taq polymerse, primer, dNTP, and template DNA
followed in terms of dominance. Then, the established amplification system was used to analyze
the genetic diversity of the 12th generation of selected “Huanghai No. 1” of F. chinensis. As a
result, 171 bands were generated with 8 primer sets, of which 154 bands were polymorphic
bands, accounting for 90. 08%. The effective number of alleles, genetic diversity and Shannon’
s information index were 1. 774 1, 0.421 9, and 0. 605 5, respectively. The parameters obtained
by SRAP were higher than those reported by authors applying AFLP technique.
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T E XS EF Fenneropenaeus chinensis J& 3253 A T 3 [ v | il DL K 3] 6 > 155 VG 96 1 % — o 300 a8 4 A 2
R FHESE 19900 B IR TN E =, B 2 T EX IR IR A9 EZ RS . 78 20 fiE 20 80 4EUrh 5 HI 3] 90 4E4X
LT o [ X AR B SR AR 7 i 20 27 ¢ o I B R SRR R 3006 L B (Wang e al. 1995), H
1993 4 LUJS th T 3200 AL 46 S FR 58175 Gl A 50 28 1 25 52 2% DR 2R 52 ) oy [ 08 R A9 % 40 7 7 A RO i . 0
SRR I IR B A 7 B REBCAESFAE 5~6 1 ¢ (/K- Ch E AR5 2005) o 0k 52 0 i gt v [l 6 38 52 B8 5 DA il
AR AW BT 35 5K K R TAE B A B — HAE R e 35 ) b — P EE R R R T K
R BT BE T R A SR AT R A KT R 2 A B U K ST T R N B 1997 AETT IR AT
IR IE FOEIT . Gad 7 AR F AR B 1 SR A Rl R A I e XCHE T 3R 5 (Wang ez al. 2006)
P A R E 2 AR 00 5 5 A A 1) 3545 2 A PR A LG BT 2 BF AR AR BERR IR (Wolus ez al. 1997), TE7E ] 1%
B FR b ST R AR SR S e D D A Y [ R R X A 35k e 6 A 0 B s AR AL BEAT A AT, TRt X
283 Z AR Y o [ 0 R R AR 35 A% 2 R VRS AL FE AT o0 A TR BRI BRI B AR RAT R

FF A HE P 18 £ 54 (Sequence Related Amplified Polymorphism, SRAP) 4 R Li Z Q00D =S
J& Brassica species FYIITIT & W B HT 8 DNA 23 TAric R o HIE A 53 2 A8 B 4 o 51 9 %k 35 DR 26 O T =X )
BEMESEAT 1 . X HOR O N H T AR 8 A Z HEME B (Budak ez al. 2004 ;Ferriol eral.  2003) (4238
AT (Riaz et al. 2001)  FeAS RN 2ERF ST (Li et al. 2003) AL SIS @ (Lin e al. 20095 Al-
wala etal. 2008) AR E A (Alwala et al.  2009;Rahman et al. 2007)ZE8F 58 i AH B2 B R FE K P2
sh¥ Wt 5% ST 28 b FH R 3 /20 ANAE P R VB UF Macrobrachium rosenbergii (JEShANEE 2006) . H A B HF Mac-
robrachium nip ponensis (WeEHZE  2008) F1 ¥ M Crenopharyngodon idellus (EFEZE 2007 T4 K%
2008) Ay A FE Hy UL b 2 38 o A1 I o A 06 TS ) g v [ X MR () SRAP HRIK & A IR A G I F X T AR 4R 4 R =
MR,

SRAP-PCR J i 25 BRAEA: 52 22 Fh S W PRV Z8 52 e o 1 0E 32 B E A B85 43 850 25 6 PT be B30 W ) 1) 4
CHE - WEAE 1997) 0 H IE A2 BTt S 40 45 SR BE A8 43 A 45 S DR 3R A PN FE K 28 AL A O iy b ] A et 2 N7 dc
FERONARZR o AR SCE A SRAP FHOR R T b B 6 R B 858, 97 456 1E S8 5t #F X R DNA L Taqg i
Mg®" (ANTP 159k 5 FsZmm PCR S ) £ 22 K &K % o E X IR SRAP J2 W AR R #EAT A 73 B, IR R T
PCR Sz B A 7 v A Sl B o (] Ak o7 T 8 57 94 o X R SRAP Sz o7 A 22 %oF o [ X R 808 157 N L ie 4
12 R & REARSEAT 7842 455 73t o LUK 53 A 4R 358 N T 18 35 0 v [l 060 BF 55% B8 AF AA 382 4 45 440 1) 2 1) L oy
r ] X R T U G R AP R AT RS R R AR
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mm, & 8. 75£0. 95 g, M LRI R 12 1,2008 4F 7 HHLA “ #1457 [ X ER O AL, — 80°C R A7 4%
H.

SRAP-PCR Jz i it FHIX K : Taq i, Mg*" i1 ANTP 1§ [ TaKaRa 2> &) ; 55 44> T & (Marker) 100 bp DNA
Ladder 4 B TianGen 2\ ,2 000 bp DNA Ladder & Solarbio 2% & 7= & s SRAP 51 ¥ CIE [8] 5| ¥ 1 2 7] 51 4 %%
TR DB LBETAY TEARAAEGK.

*1 SRAPS|¥IHSRFS

Table 1 The names and sequences of SRAP primers

NAGEIEY] J7 51 AR 751
Forward primer Sequence(5'-3") Reverse primer Sequence(5'-3")
ME1 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC EM1 GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT
ME2 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAT EM2 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC
ME3 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC EM3 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC
ME4 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG EM4 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA
MES TGAGTCCAAACCGGTAA EMS5 GACTGCGTACGAATTAAC
ME6 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTCC EM6 GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA
ME7 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTGC EM7 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAG

1.2 S DNAREERENE

o [ %R DNA (3R BCR HE-SE 05 7 Gl #E4E 2000) . 11 ND1000 A% 2 A6 I 446 I BT 32 DNA %
TR Al B I AR B 160 ng/pl 5 H .

1.3 PCR REEARKFERIEXZIRIEHFRIEIT

N T HiE SRAP-PCR KR 5 AR (Tag B Mg* BiH DNAANTP . 51 ¥)) i i 2K F- R T IE &2 5
I L (OOTE 4 AP LTS . 20 PCR OB AR R IR ILR 2, Ly () Bt 2 3% 3.,

% 2 SRAP-PCR R HIEEKTE
Table 2 Factors and levels of SRAP-PCR reaction

KO- (7R R AW )
P2 Factor Level(Final concentration)
1 2 3 4

Tagq fiff Tag DNA polymerase (U/20 uD) 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4

Mg?* (mmol/L) 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
it DNA DNA template (ng/20 pD) 40. 0 80. 0 120.0 160. 0
dNTP (mmol/L) 0.05 0.075 0.1 0.125

314 Primer (pmol/L) 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

1.4 SRAP-PCR ¥ i

%P2 3 P IERR i) 16 N EE IR, T Eppendorf Mastercycler ep gradient S PCR ¥ 34 4% | i
P38, RWEFWT 94 CHZEM 5 min; 57 5 MEHXREF:94°C,1 min;35°C,1 min; 72°C,1 min, FE)5F 35
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MG :94°C .1 min;50°C .1 min;72°C .1 min, 72°C A 10 min, 4°CAgfE. PCR P IEEE RS . mr=#hom A 4
pl Loading Buffer(10 mmol/L EDTA [0. 5 mol/L, pH=28.0],98% H @tz ,0. 025% 35 % ,0. 025% — H 7
O IRAIJE LS pl PCR P=HIAE 8 00 F A48 P 2 9 0 Tk e B8 g v 800 VB HL Uk 30 min, 1 000 V 1H J& Hi ¥k 90
min, fFFE 7R 7 B AR A Ok LK L BRI 28 10 0 R [ K Uk VAR UL B L VB TR R BRI I R
iR . G SR SPSS 13. 0 Bk AT 0 # .

% 3 SRAP-PCR R HIEZEKTE Lig (4°) EXIKXE &

Table 3 L14(4°) orthogonal design for the factors and levels of SRAP-PCR reaction

95 Taq Mg itz DNA dNTP 519

No. Taq DNA polymerase (U/20 pD (mmol/1) DNA template (ng/20 p) (mmol/L) Primer(pmol/L)
1 0.8 1.0 40.0 0.05 0.2
2 0.8 1.5 80. 0 0.075 0.3
3 0.8 2.0 120.0 0. 100 0.4
4 0.8 2.5 160. 0 0.125 0.5
5 1.0 1.0 80. 0 0. 100 0.5
6 1.0 1.5 40. 0 0.125 0.4
7 1.0 2.0 160. 0 0.05 0.3
8 1.0 2.5 120.0 0.075 0.2
9 1.2 1.0 120.0 0.125 0.3
10 1.2 1.5 160. 0 0. 100 0.2
11 1.2 2.0 40.0 0.075 0.5
12 1.2 2.5 80. 0 0.05 0.4
13 1.4 1.0 160. 0 0.075 0.4
14 1.4 1.5 120.0 0.05 0.5
15 1.4 2.0 80. 0 0.125 0.2
16 1.4 2.5 40.0 0. 100 0.3

1.5 SI¥BANEENHEE

76 ERIR I LR LR IR S X B Tm H (ME4 §9 Tm {5k 54. 59°C . EM1 ) Tm {2k 50.47°C), F|H
Eppendorf Mastercycler ep gradient S PCR ¥ #44Y W ) Gradient TJfE,. &7 B 45~55 CHY 12 245 )& 86 3 DU
i 1 fe A4 R AR

1.6 HEXMIREE 1 S"EFHERESIIH SRAP 547

N E 87 1Y SRAP J3FARic £ AR v X HR“ #0015 758 12 A1k § R IL 60 BN HE AT 3L 454 4
Br PCR 4 84 88 )5 K™ Wy el 77 25 1) 1. 4

HR A 251 T IO e 19 S U)X Fl Uk 2%l 0 AT e 0t . TR i A — 25 IR RS A B0 S — a5 A R R RS A
BRI TCA e LA OB B 1/0 B, SR A S AR . GRF S AR L B POPGENE 32 43 #1 #k
P53 M GE Tt 8 40 (D Z 80085 A 380 (P) 5 (2) 1 1 B A7 1 19 W %8 55 037 56 B (Na) 5 (3)F- 1 B A7 s
(A 85 BE B (Ne) 5 (4)Nei”s it Z P (HD 5 (5) Shannon ZFEMEFEE(D .

2 HRE5SMH

2.1 EXRBERSHW
WG 3 it & #E 4T PCR 9714, P Y i & 0 7 gk 47, T A5 7= W 8 0 A 728 1 58 VAT 44 Tk Mg 6t Jie
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HL PRSI (8T 1)

12 345 678 910111213141516M 1727374757 6777 8 9°10111213141516™M abcd e f g h i jk 1

TE MaARIESY T 1~ 16 415 95 [l 26 351"~ 16" b FE 5 sa~ 1. 51 9B KR EBE I . 43518 45. 0,
45.3.45.9.46.7.,47.8.,49.3.,51.0,52. 4,53. 5.54. 3.54. 8 fi1 55. 0°C
Note: M: 100bp DNA Ladder; 1~16: Treatment No. as showed in Table 3; 1'~16". Repeat treatment; a~1: Annealing
temperatures gradient, 45.0,45.3,45.9,46.7,47.8,49.3,51.0,52.4,53.5,54. 3,54. 8, and 55. 0°C, respectively

B 1 1EAZ#% 3 PCR 4 58 e ik (& 3%
Fig. 1 Electrophoretograms of PCR products by orthogonal design

RRAE P 1 s LK 2 8L 0 R4 2t MO R R T A B T L EE A T SRR SO0 L AR gy 16 S EE A
gy - EAE A N 16 20 A M BRI UG 2 BCR IR 22 IE 0 1 r . IR E ML ST, WK E R
HIEERKTE A ULE B RS A B R B MR E M. A A G a R ILIA 2,

2.2 PCR EZEX KRR 20
—— E X1 Repeat |
A4 16 ALIEA RS WS R £ 1) —=— E2 Repeat 2
A SPSS 13 0 J ATy 2250 B 4 2|
WA 4. W FEAT R, SRAP-PCR [ i il
PR Z Mg e S5 K S X B 25 55 i) BT
ﬁ-ijt(F ﬁﬂg 67' 034)9ﬁlﬁﬁ$ﬁ DNAW O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 | | | 1 1 1 1 J

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

BE K SF XF 25 R 5% o e h (F {5 R

8.709), £ K Z AKX PCR 245 R 152

W K /N HE AR 0 - Mg Tag 3 5 M2 AL IO

W ANTP FIEAR DNA. i T4 2 K Fig. 2 Results of treatment combination
-] B 25 5 25938 B4R B 25 KT BT LARR B — 2P AT N R K 2 5 T

2.3 EAZHERMNEKFEX SRAP-PCR 5 RHIF M

2.3.1 Taq Bk % *F SRAP-PCR % R 49 %/

Taq B KT A AL 1G85 B m AR 25 R LA 3-A, 0.8 Ul 1.0 U K] 22 5 A 8 3% (P>0.05) , A
Hops —H U AW 2R EA B R (P<<0.05) . Taq M E R AR R 8" R R ™ A4k
2Rl AN T — 2P B 2 H AR T A 2 3 RS BRSO AR BT D DR SR P TS T T R
Hedf 1.0 U/20 pl 525 SRAP-PCR B R R i) e Taq MR E

EAZAbFRZH 4 Treatment combination by orthogonal design
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F 4 SRAP-PCR RE&REZEEFE5H
Table 4 Variance analysis for the factors of SRAP-PCR reaction

2 S ok I H Hi B % ¥y F1H 8 A I
Source of variation Df Sum of squares Mean square F value Sig.
Taq T
3 109. 094 36. 365 29. 838 0. 000
Tagq DNA polymerase ’
Mg? " 3 245.094 81.698 67.034 0. 000
FiH DNA
1. 844 10.61 .70 0. 001
DNA template 3 31.8 615 8 0
dNTP 3 52. 844 17.615 14. 453 0. 000
5|4 Primer 3 58.594 19.531 16. 026 0. 000
%2 Error 16 19. 500 1.219
E Total 31 3127.000
12.001 12.00 a < 12.001
a a a
10.004 10.001 10.00-
= b 5 & 2 .
= 8.00] = 8.00] b = 8.00] b
[ [ o
& ¢ & &
i 6.001 g 6.00{ s 6.001
B 4.00 BX 4.001 B 4.001
4 4 s
Y ) B
2.00 2.004 2.004
i ] T T T 0 T T_ T T O T T iR T
0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 40.0 80.0 120.0 160.0
TaqW§ Taq polymerase (U/20 . 1) Mg* (mmol/L) I DNA DNA template (ng/20 p.1)
A B C
12.00 12.001 a
a
10.00- b 10.001
e . E b b b
Z 8.00{ _b 2 8.001
Q Q
24 24
Fual 6.00 Fu 6.001
B 4,001 ES 4,007
&H #
2.007 2.001
T T T T G T T T T
0.05 0.075 0.10 0.125 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
dANTP(mmol/L) 5|4 Primer (. mol/L)
D E

A:Taq fi; B:Mg?t; C:Hil% DNA; D:dNTP; E:8[#
A:Tag DNA polymerase; B:Mg?" ; C.DNA template; D:dNTP; E.Primer
&l 3 Tagq i Mg™" it DNAANTP #15| ¥¥& %I SRAP-PCR 5 5 1 5 i
Fig. 3 The effect of Tag DNA polymerase, Mg”", DNA template, dNTP, and primer concentrations on SRAP-PCR

2.3.2 Mg"" # 3t SRAP-PCR % £ 49 % %

Mg*" ¥ Xt PCR ¥ W 45 S ke e A 7= A 35 5 i (J& 3-B) . ARSCE b BR 2.0 5 2.5 mmol/L 7k
-] 22 AN AN Mg® A AR B KCOT ) 22 AR OR WA . AR 4 TR FAAE AT, Mg® VR AR AR RN AR &R
XS5 R e R X — 25 RS HA AT R R 4 e — B (CEZ RS 20000, LEAH L PR 2.0
mmol/L A WK FR 1) Mg” " ek i .
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2.3.3 #4 DNA # & 3F SRAP-PCR % R 49 % v

BEb DNA e B 78 A< 12 56 86 B 0 Bl 9 % PCR &5 SR 7=/ 17— %M, Hoh 40. 0 ng/20p1 /K5 55 4k 3 7K
ST 22 5 k3L 17 80. 0,120 0 Fl1 160. 0 ng/ 20,1 7K P i) 22 5 4 35 (8] 3-C) 0 X — 4551 5 BRJT 45 (2008) | i
FHTRAE (2008) WF T T B 45 R ILA — B, Haitl  1E 22 5256 vh 45 B e A 4O BB DNA KB 40. 0 ng/20p1 1
v E IR SRAP-PCR Sz (4 e AR K F
2.3.4 dNTP # &2 SRAP-PCR % £ 44 %A

ANTP 24748 S N7 0 JFURE 06 25036 e — 72 1 Wk BE A RE o8 LY B . Wk BE AR B, 9 1 S R ok B e i O 25
Taq BE5e 445G Mg I 520 BTG 1k 19 & #45 , DLZ8 52 e 4 48 0 R o DR Ot e o7 Ak 3 v INTP vk B 5 2 45 L 4
o H & 3-D AT UL REAK LB ANTP ¥k BE 3G . 97 3% OR Wi A . ARV BE K- ) X 47 3 45 2R 1 52 e 2% S R
AR 5B E W E (0. 125 mmol/L) [A] R Bk 22 57 3% (8] 3-D) . PRI A 296 4 ANTP S /KF 2y 0. 125
mmol/L,
2.3.5 3l ¥R E T SRAP-PCR 4 R 4% f

Hi & 3-E AT 0L, 51 ¥R BE 0. 2.,0. 3 F1 0. 5 pmol /L ¥ BEZK V-] R ML h 25 A B 3 H =515 0. 4 pmol/L
W LKV Y B 35 22 57 o U0 I T A S 30 5 0 0 2 9 I P X 245 R ) A0 o L 9 R ) A A X H TR SO A —
SE S (81 G0 S B IR AR L S35 R S SL A R A BT . U BERR T B ROR e i B 0. 4 pemol /L SR R
T W KT
2.3.6 3l 4piR KGR E 6y ik ik

HR A 52 58 it 4 F 9 PCR AX 1 Y Gradient DJRE 3 & T A 45~ 55°C Y L BB B KK 1 45. 0,45. 3,
45.9.46.7.47.8,49.3.,51.0,52. 4,53. 5.,54. 3,54. 8.55. 0°C , ¥ 1445 W 1. 1B SR AR, 9 B ek 2%, 4%
D WS Wy SR A B RE ) 25 BB UK AR S BRI . AR S5 R P LT AT D 0 A e R KR
53.5°C,

2.4 F12R“Hig 1 S"HEXINE T BEER SRAP BEE S HEMES

2.4.1 SRAP-PCR & X

1E SRAP-PCR §" #5256 . DLBEHLECRE (19 30 R Big 1 57 v [1 X MR A S BOHE (R 2 DNA O BB AR k17 5]
Py i 128 MU G 45 R 23k o AR R A R RN L N 7 SR B ) IR 7 2% B ie) 1 4 B BE AL G b i
ettt 8 XF SIS AR I WA A Y I AR I 4. 3X 8 XF SIS Y I 171 AL A Hrh 238 L A
A 154 A, ZENLAE (P 90. 058 % B XF 5 W2 4 57 18 7> A2 0z s 80k 15~28 4>, P #0 21. 375 A4
(L5 1S 25l R/NTE 80~1 000 bp Z (A, &5 7R 57 #Y SRAP-PCR IR 58 B AT 85 e A9 B 4 A Al o
Z1E.SRAP FRiC R AR B R . B9 A& LY AR LK 5.
2.4.2 FI2RUFH 1 F7FEMITALLE ARG LA S LS

MRPE 3 5 B i 2 B 8 XF 51 Wy 2 & X BEHLHURE A 58 12 A 85 157 rp B XHIF 60 AR 4T SRAP
PRI A R L 4 R YT B A SE I 0/1 JEEE L A POPGENE 32 e 4437 155 12 fLrh
L 0F 0 8 7 AR A B AL A5 R L A RN 6 PR . IR BER A A RS AL BRI B 1. 774 1, Nei”s AL Z FE 1%
fHAE 0. 047 0~0.499 7 Z[a], -3 0. 421 9; Shannon £ FEME:H8 B0 AE 0. 113 6~0.692 8 [0 4 4ii » F 4 K
0.605 5,

3 it

3.1 SRAP KMk ZHIKL

B mr T B AR T AR e R R A RAPD(HNLY 3 2 8  AFLP(J i R K 2 &
PRI SSRUM T EARIC) BORF (R ELLAE 20045728 fE4F 2005; FhHR 3745 20065 X $E5F  2007;Li e
al. 20065 Yueeral. 2005; fL ZR%F 2007; EMES  2008). XLEIr FARICHARSEA L2 A Hiid



50 wool B R %31 &
B4 FEIMH A E SRAP-PCR 4 14 45 5
Fig. 4 Results of SRAP-PCR amplification with some primer combinations
x5 FAESIYAST EUESBMESAAH
Table 5 Number of loci and polymorphic sites with different primer combinations
Sl 4 -
BT
Primer ME7-EM2 ME7-EM7 ME2-EM5 MEI-EM4 ME6-EM3  ME3-EM6 ME5S-EM3  ME6-EM4 Total
ota
combination
(=%
21 28 17 26 24 23 17 15 171
Number of loci
Number of 20 23 15 24 23 20 17 12 154
polymorphic sites
6 FEMNGEEIS'E RHRESTHEEESTNY
Table 6 Genetic diversity in the selected population of 12th generation of F. chinensis “Huanghai No. 17
P EXIVE iS5 855 0k PR Nei’s (1973) it f ZFE 4 Shannon £ #4841
- Observed number Effective number Nei’s(1973) genetic Shannon’s information
Parameter
of alleles of alleles diversity index
Ml
1.983 3+0.129 1 1.774 1£0.246 9 0.421 940.107 8 0.605 540,135 5

Value
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X B R BENLY 38 B DR 20, R A5 25 R — e 5 A 4o 2 5 PR R B At AR 1 B s TR 58 %8 R O 43 A 1 1
oo 1M SRAP AR A 4 B %5 % Bl R A 3R A TP 91 A ) T B A bR A 28 35 DR ) 7 26 - . SRAP R BAT fRi 8
T e A 7 38 R B L 5 1) AR LA K o3 A B S A0 (L et al. 2001) JFAEAEYI IR TP EA) 12
W (Budak et al. 2004 ;Ferriol et al. 2003;Riaz et al. 2001;Lietal. 2003;Linetal. 2009;Alwala
etal. 2008,2009;Rahman ez al.  2007) fHFEIK ™ S P AH 5T 3 5 DL HRGE o A SC= 1 YR Z BOR B H]
T EX IR EIE . S IE AR AR I E 0 T E R SRAP 43410 43 B 09 B A SOV AR R Ol 220 pl RO AR R
AL 1.0 U Tag ff»2. 0 mmol/L ) Mg*" ,40. 0 ng AL DNA,0. 125 mmol/L # ANTP L} 0.4 pmol/L
519, IR SR BE S 53.5°C . W1 TRl M IA) R JOIR BE R — . MRS & B HE 7 ) A R e v R =2 )
PR D AN [ S L T S AT IR A R S LR E R AR IR SO

PCR & 2 1 LAk — MR I 22 Uk B IR 2R B I ik o AR SO 8 T B0 0 1E 52 B+ 0 43 B 102 FH T S iz A =
AT fuff 52 30 285 SR T4 Rk, DR 3R TRD R ERL 3R P K- 4 7 A AR BE Y I, B AT — 5 10 % WL v L (H A A —
SE Jey FRAE S A0S S 55 25 SR AT AN A v A EWUPE R BEAR S Al T S e R 25 45 . AT aE i 2 R S A, A T B
6 WL I A o AR 0HG 5 56 07 12k B IRk 2 58 3

KRB B SRAP-PCR K R 5 % [CIHIF S 245 2006) Fl H AVH IR (R 424 2008) 748 5 22 1] 8¢
KGR T X ] 50 ] 22 547 060 2% SO R 28 X 25 2L 52 il /NP AR R Mg? ' | Taq B 519 . ANTP i
Bt DNA, Ho Mg® v B2 75 Ak X 25 5% i e K, 5 Bk 48 55 (2008) YA FE 45 R — 3. X FZR Y Mg’
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