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% & JC B2 F ISSR-PCR Kk R &7 54 M
AmEY, BXE, 25K, T EE!

C Lo E bR R E G BE T3 ARl BF 5T 7, W7 VE &5 BH 3114005 2. i E AR R BF5T B 25 ARBFSE dly . #8940 450003 )
#  E: LB T(Sapindus mukorossi) 23 EA VT LA b X AL GE () FHZ LR, R B2 & & 2. f & &
WS, g E B A OB R A 2 — S T RS IE T KOD FX & B DNA 84 i 5 & 19 7t B F ISSR-PCR 1)
T VAR B SCR A IE AL BT A 45 A W s PSR T 51 9 B LANTPs ¥ . KOD FX #§  #i4 DNA
e BEHT Mg ¥ B X JC 8 T ISSR-PCR SN A4 R (5% 1, I 7E e By b % 3R AR BE i — 2B IR Ak IR &8 2 T3
AT T 1Y ISSR-PCR SV (A fe FEAR B FOFE 5, Bl 20 w PCR W AR R #, 519 0.5 pmol + L' .dNTPs 0.05
mmol « L' \KOD FX i 0.06 U « pL"' BH DNA ¥ 1.0 ng « pL A Mg®" 1.0 mmol + L', ¥4 UBC841
Y, PCR AR )F A 94 CHIAEYE 2 min, 98 ‘CAEME 10 s, 48.6 ‘CiRk 30 s, 68 “CHEMH 90 s, 35 PR,
68 ‘CHEM 7 min,4 ‘CIRFF. X — by ISSR-PCR S M 1A F& W #E ST, Jhy 0 AR 7 F U 9% R I st 1% 2 RE 1 3R 2%
KR BB A AR 50 TR A S 208 T RAF 1 5EAl .

X8 LHT; ISSR; PCR Rk #&; IEA 1T
hESZES: S718.46,Q943 X HEEARINED : A XEHES: 1000-3142(2015)06-0899-06

Detection and establishment of ISSR-PCR system for
multipurpose tree species Sapindus mukorossi

DIAO Song-Feng'?, SHAO Wen-Hao', JIANG Jing-Min'", LUAN Qi-Fu'

(1. Research Institute of Subtropical Forestry . Chinese Academy of Forestry, Fuyang 311400, China; 2. No-timber

Forestry Research and Development Center s Chinese Academy of Forestry, Zhengzhou 450003, China )

Abstract: Sapindus mukorossi is a traditional and important virescencetree species in the south part of China with
rich saponins in peel and rich oil in seed. This tree species is one of the newly-developed woody oil species that were
approved by the State Forestry Administration of China. For optimizing ISSR-PCR reaction system of S. mukorossi
based on KOD FX High-fidelity DNA Polymerase Kit, orthogonal design experiments were conducted. The main fac-
tors affecting ISSR-PCR amplification, such as suitable concentration of primer, dNTPs, KOD FX DNA polymer-
ase, DNA template and 2 X PCR buffer for KOD FX were studied. Furthermore, the annealing temperature was op-
timized on the base of the above tests. An ideally ISSR-PCR reaction system was established, namely 25 pl. reaction
system containing primer 0.5 pmol * L' ,dNTPs 0.05 mmol » L' , KOD FX DNA polymerase 0.06 U » L. \DNA tem-
plate 1.0 ng * pL." and Mg®" 1.0 mmol * L', The optimal PCR amplification program was: The profile of ISSR-PCR
was an initial denaturation step for 2 min 94 °C, followed by 35 cycles of 30 s at 98 ‘C for denaturation, 30 s at
48.6 °C for annealing, 90 s at 68 ‘C for extension, finally extension at 68 °C for 7 min and holding the samples at 4

°C. This optimized ISSR-PCR reaction system would provide the basis for the analysis of genetic diversity, genetic
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structure, germplasm innovation and molecular assisted selection in S. mukorossi.

Key words: Sapindus mukorossi ; ISSR; PCR reaction system; orthogonal design experiments

T T (Sapindus mukorossi) W FR N B B A |
BB, TR T #F (Sapindaceae) T F & (Sap-
indus )W FRA, JZ - A FE W L g 8 o L b S8
DR 5 RSP I 05 ) W2 3 R BRI L B B R A
R 1 DX o [ 3 A T 28 08— AT DA R AIG LL F B Hh
DX, KU A A 4 A O A W AR g 4, 1998
Chhetri ez al., 2008), THEFRBEMEREL T &=
A3k 11.5 % (Pandey, 2008), 5 M fit, oA 5 Wy i
BRSO PREE TC G Py, 0 — A R R SR 2R I I R
B R AR 75 RE 0 R KRB IR B &
I RIS F) (Ghagi er al., 2011), BRI A
U HE (B I A 25 #L/E FH (Tbrahim ez al., 2008;
Verma et al., 2012), Jo/BFFZ &ML 42.7%
(H R MGEF,2009) , AN FNNE TR & 51k 86.63% .4
N TR AEE R A (Sun ez al., 2012), HET,
E NS E XN TR T EZENAET 50R 5T
(PR35, 2007 5 AR AR, 20140) (R I 2 55 MR
AR S (PR SCBE 4 ,2012,2013; AW ,2014b. o) 6
A G NS, 2013 AWM E, 2014d) & 250
¥ (Ibrahim et al., 2008;Verma et al., 2012) fifk
SR R PRI TS (B A AE L 20095 B KL E 45,
2010) S 40U, X F — 8 K AR 40 A 19 JE R T BRI, A
I Has A 35 S 2 80 HATA 23R % (2014)
Xt TG F SARP-PCR & B 1 2 47 F 53 5 k41 2%
(2013) 2K il SARP 4% A Xt J6 £ 1 Ff 57 98 I8 £ FF 1
FOR G R Z AT 43 s X 5 55 (2014) R ] SARP
F AR XA (5] B AR IR TC R TR oy T 2 A AT
Br AH X JC 7 ISSR-PCR J2 W 4K & B4 0T 5% i oK WL
AR, BRRE . H xR E TR YR
RIRFE ARG Z AR RGP R E R B =, X ™ H
B T e T R . PRk, el 4 i O B B
V5 FH S 42 B A A 8 0 ol 5 9% DR R RE 8 B K TE AR
Tl K i R AR figp DR 1) S [R) R

1994 4F, fiINEE R 5247 FIIR K% Zietkiewicz B 4%
&7 T ISSR(inter-simple sequence repeats) 73 T Fr
iICHA .5 RFLP fil RAPD # R LL A EH MW EE
PEFFa i (Zietkiewicz et al., 1994), H—J7 M,
ISSR 43 Fhr 4 AR B A B A4F @ S #E DNA H & 2>
FERBEORAR AR S5 45 2 51 8% 3 Jo 75 i 18 B 1A
A7 HEE E AR X B AE RT3 I Y L s

Pous i DR EE A DNA B B, B, 2477 1S-
SR - Fhric AR )iz H st ik Z M 0B QR IR
45,2013) mAEAE I8l (Bornet et al., 2001) ,3E % %
F MU AR A5, 2013) FRR BT B IR A 52 (BRI 55 . 2012)
AT, JE TSSR 7 A A7 78 B B L 58 1 5 32 31
SlHrH i ANTPs iR DNA &2 B L& 519038 k
TR EE S5 25 U B 52 L 7 18 ok Y A Bl DL M B OKR
PRI, 76 ) TSSR H R 347 388 4% P 43 B 5, S PR IE
5 S 1 3 O T S AR, 0 4506 N IR R AT AL
PR AR AF 5 2R FH O 28 3 30 152 1F X DL B LA P R
Fiofise, w125 S 7 — &8 H T B 1 1) ISSR-
PCR [N, 4 F 5% TG B 1 38t A% 22 FF 2 LR 5 4]
5 o T4 Bh A RN ZEE BT 0 Sl

1 MBEF&E

1.1 #F#4

B AT B R A TE B 5 KRR A XY 11 A IX
918 A A AR ORI DX A0 B 2R U8, R AR I e R0 5% 5
B LA b AR AN (AR 18 ol B SR A7 SR A L BB 22 1) 1) B
75 50 m LA b HoR A 272 BRASAEY AR AR I . R
B AR I TR AT i 5 ) % e A P ] S0 L i
A-T0 CUKFR HARAF o
1.2 FEKXFH 5LE

fArF Ik #) & Buffer A (100 mmol « L' Tris-
HCI pH 9.5.1 mmol « L' KCI #l 10 mmol « L*
EDTA) B¢ E B . DNA marker (KA D2000) .6 X
DNA Loading Buffer (CK#) , UniRed Nucleic Acid
Stain(KH) 1 X TBE(pH 8.3)Fl KOD FX & &
DNA R & i iR 50 & (Gl RAR A AL B BT A BR 2 ]
FH L IZIXF &4 2 X PCR buffer for KOD FX
(% 2.0 mmol « L' Mg*", DL F fij # Mg’").2.0
mmol « L' dNTPs 1 1.0 U « L' KOD FX i (LA
T FR KOD FX).

T E A & - AR WE BE K K X (Takara-TP-
600) . 5 20 55 # ¥ 7k B 0 ML (Neofuge 15R) , Nano-
Drop 2000 ¥ 483 Y66 B 31 (Thermo Fisher 23 /] 42
72), Takapa PCR Thermal Cycler Dice PCR 4%
(TP600) .FR-980A 4 [ 3l 58 41 5 1] ULl 8 i 1 1%
FoEEHBHAFD .
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1.3 HEEA S DNA ZR S

DNA B2 B85 % KOD FX 3R 7 & 1Y i B ok
T BB B it 25 3 mm /N, B850 Buffer A
100 pL, FEAM R G A 95 “C/KH 10 min, B0 HL
12 000 r » min' &[> 4 min, B EJER E T-20 C UK
R . RIS A5 66 B TR T DNA 52 88 7% |
W BE Je SRR 1.5 U6 1 T g W 95 i LK A T DNA
JiiE,120 V H K 30 min J5 .8 FR-980A A ¥
Tk R 43 BT 2R G0 A4 R
1.4 PCR EXRIEIE T

FHIE A2 ¥ Lis (4°9) 4 X A 5286 b ISSR-
PCR I WA & B 5 4~ &R (51 4. INTPs, KOD
FX Bt DNA FI Mg® ) 73 Bl #E 4T 4 4> 7K F- 5 i
(F 1,25 pL JLH T ISSR-PCR £ F2 W 4K 2 19 %,
SN OE AR B R T LR 2, ARSI SR &R
&)@ BB TR AE B Y UBC841 %5 (GAG AGA
GAG AGA GAG AYO) 51 . iz 5| ) s A PR U2 5l
I RS A 100 25514 rh i 3k 1Y 36 45 AT LA
PGB F NI Z —. IEXRT A b8
SrEE 3K,

*1 EXRKBEERR

Table 1 Orthogonal factors and levels
7K Level
K # Factor
1 2 3 4
5% Primer (pz mol « L") 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
dNTPs (m mol « L") 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

KOD FX (U « pL') 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
A DNA Template DNA (ng+ pL') 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Mg* (mmol « L") 0.4 0.6 0.80 1.0

1.5 PCR #"#  F ik LUK 5% B B 15

i I8 KOD FX 351 &5 56 B 45 225k , PCR Fil 4 #4
(9 RN A5 AR 94 °C TR P 2 min, 98 “CAEHE 10 s,
51.2 ‘CiB K 30 5,68 CHEfH 1.5 min,40 NG, T
4 CIRAE. ¥ PCR Y 3™ ¥R 1 X TBE Bl 1)
1.5 26 14 Byt R BB Jie LUK 43 25, 120 'V I JE I FEL R H
JK 30 min, HLUKES HELEE A FR-980A AW H
SR S TES WU & SV B 55 W i
1.6 IR MRERMRK

FE i BE 00 S5 I B A R I Sl b A TR IR
JEE B Hof B I AR O 0 s o R E B R N 46.0 °C
47.0 C,48.0 C,49.0 C.50.0 °C.51.0 C #1 52.0
Co BT IEAT 3 E R, HA AL,

AR b 3R] Excel 2010 2/ F1 SAS 8.2 #ff:

56 1, M AT Sigmaplot 10.0 KPR

% 2 ISSR-PCR R M IEXIRIT L (4°)
Table 2 1.,,(4°) orthogonal design for the factors

and levels of ISSR-PCR reaction

- P?iljﬁr ANTPs  KOD FX %Z}i Bthﬁ Mg
Processing (pmol * m;“?f;l ’ <}J,,'> DNA (ml“f‘l‘))l ’
LY ‘ B (ng+ pLH) ‘
1 0.3 0.2 0.02 1.0 0.4
2 0.3 0.3 0.04 2.0 0.6
3 0.3 0.4 0.06 3.0 0.8
1 0.3 0.5 0.08 1.0 1.0
5 0.4 0.2 0.04 3.0 1.0
6 0.4 0.3 0.02 4.0 0.8
7 0.4 0.4 0.08 1.0 0.6
8 0.4 0.5 0.06 2.0 0.4
9 0.5 0.2 0.06 1.0 0.6
10 0.5 0.3 0.08 3.0 0.4
11 0.5 0.4 0.02 2.0 1.0
12 0.5 0.5 0.04 1.0 0.8
13 0.6 0.2 0.08 2.0 0.8
14 0.6 0.3 0.06 1.0 1.0
15 0.6 0.4 0.04 4.0 0.4
16 0.6 0.5 0.02 3.0 0.6

2 HERH4M

2.1 ISSR-PCR R A RIEERX XK EM S

XF 16 ASAbHE 3 WE W 48 AFE i 1 S IR TR
HEIE 2 (SR 55 A Aty 2 /D AT AT 43 Hoh JR i 2R
WL W S AN 10 4y AR WS HE B AR E R
143 o ARAEAT 2348 00K I &S &R W] — 7K F R 1y
BHZ M Ki, LS — R AKE T W £, Ik
A — P R AR K ERPEBE R 22 R(E 3), R X
BIE T 25 R 28 X6 I I AR R A 5 i AR 2 K 3R W HG X
SRR RS2 O, R 3 AT LA L Bl X)
Jo /B F PCR WK R 5% i iz K, KOD FX (R Z;
Mg /N, Bt DNA W&/, Ki e 7 84 A
EWNEY SO rANEL NP IR S (- § N1
XA KR Z N R P R A, L. R 3E 3 3 7]
ALBIY KOD FX 1 Mg”" 7845 3 /K Ffflt . ANTPs
AR DNA 3507855 4 7KFFEE 1 KPRl
22 PCR EXIKIGMI A EN

XF5 AR o ARk 4, HE 4
Al LLE I, 519 . KOD FX #1 dNTPs % PCR Jz Ji {4
F YR A 35 B A i 2 K- (P<<0.0D) , f A DNA X
J AR Z 1155 1 W) Sy 3 K P (P <<0.05) L i Mg™
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XA AR IR A 2, X5 1E S I 9 EOUL o BT 4
Rl —H.

R3I 16 AEZRITENSH

Table 3 16 sets of orthogonal design intuitive analysis
i DNA
b3 P?ilj?r dNTPs KOD FX Template Mg*'
Procescing ¢ mole_ (mmol » (U - DNA  (mmol »
rocessing - tpm LY ulh) (ng - L
LY )
‘1114 )
K1 19.3 22.1 28.3 33.6 16.2
K2 28.6 26.8 30.9 29.7 22.8
K3 35.4 32.7 37.4 26.3 27.4
K4 31.2 36.5 34.2 21.6 23.5
k1 2.4 2.7 4.7 8.9 2.1
k2 2.9 3.3 7.3 7.5 2.5
k3 13.2 5.5 10.8 6.8 4.7
k4 3.7 8.5 9.2 4.4 3.2
R 10.8 5.8 6.1 4.5 2.6

x4 EXBHFESH

Table 4 Variance analysis of orthogonal design

FIM OAME HT7
35t R (8S) (DF) (MS)  Ffi

Variation source Square Degree of Mean  Fvalue
sum  freedom square

514 Primer 89.62 3 29.87 11.85 % x
dNTPs 38.09 3 12.70  5.04 % *
KOD FX 51.76 3 17.25  6.85 % *
Bt DNA Template DNA  20.84 3 6.95 2.76 %
Mg*" 9.57 3 3.19 1.27
%% Error 7.55 3 2.52

it Total 217.43 15
W ox RIRAE 0.05 KFRREE; x » KR 001 KFEREE.

Note: * and * * Differences are significant at the 0.05 and 0.01.

2.3 LAAREKFHEERER PCR KB4 2R #9500

ME LA LA .5 DARIEEE [~ NAKFETF
X PCR 34 (5% W A [\] , o ih 51 1k 2 L. KOD FX,
Mg*" #J PCR #"38 DNA 4% B 5L 21 o0 il 2 45 1k
JEHABTE LS W KV, BE43 514 0.5 pmol « LT,
0.06 U+ pL"Fl 1.0 mmol « LA, ¥ 314t 1) DNA
MBI % s PCR 971 DNA S8 bl % ANTPs ¥
JETE 1 ~ N ZKSF-34 sl i &2 1 TR 34, A IV oK
F-(0.05 mmol « L) ¥ 3 5347 B0A B B £ 5 M) AR
DNA # & (DNA) &L F F iF PCR 784 H ) DNA %%
RO I 2 KA DNA YR J3E 4 385 i s 2

X 1B R B A BE AT LA O L e & B, 7 48 °C
Ml 49 “CH,PCR ¥ 1#iy DNA [ 4 8 £, i H B
BHA T A AT BE. 4k 4Ll 48.2 °CL48.4 C,
48.6 “CHI 48.8 °C ik BE 4% FE 47 LAk . 45 R 3k W
PCR ¥ #4719 DNA &4 #F 48.6 C R I HEML. RH

AL BIRZR LB 25 L 4R Zvh 2% 41 03 19 35 4 23 3l
0.5 pmol « L' primer,0.5 mmol + L' dNTPs,
0.06 U+ puL" KOD FX,1.0 ng * pL'#ifz DNA ¥
FEM 1.0 mmol « L' Mg®",

10
2
s 8
w
<C
=
)
G«
o
o
= 4
Eo —=—Pr imer
i —a—dNTPs
W 2 —o—KOD FX
% ng*’

0

I} ]l \%
IKE Level

B 1 AFEKEZEKFEXT ISSR-PCR (#5117

Fig. 1 Influence of different factor levels of ISSR-PCR

2.4 £ £ FH ISSR-PCR ¥ 184

FHE AL ISSR-PCR 1K & , I i 16 ) 24
51 W ae R0 B P3G O Hrf UBC808 .
UBC818, UBC824, UBC830, UBC836, UBC840,
UBC841, UBC848, UBC855, UBC860, UBC880,
UBC881 #il UBC891 B A4 & 4y (& R . B AL 3
UBC818 #il UBC841 F T/ [l il i) It & F A% 1
B, AR 2, RUZAE R BA R4 RCR, 7T LA
T TR Tt 20 RS R R RAFE.

3 WwH4Ew

ISSR-PCR J S 44 F A6 % H 89105 B3 ik
AT 43 A PR 2GR 0 F IE A2

R PEAE (2010) X BB /7 4 K3 (Rheum tangu-
ticum ) ISSRJN A 2 v 4% 52 Wi [N 2K 73 S 15 8 A [N
REBRER R, v 1 IE S R AR R 3 19 ISSR-PCR
AR VAR R B A (2010) 38 48 B 250 L B 57
teth B IR T (Schisandra chinensis) 1SSR & AE 2 W
A, MIEASRE BT A @8 & 0 A s 8 K
B BUD ER EAF R (2 R4, 2004) . HAT
% B E AR (Eriobotrya spp.) (M i 4R 45,
2012) IR (Dimocarpus longan) (B FE %, 2012)
M 75 & (Broussonetia papyriferaz) (LK IR 55,
2013) A 28 G A Fih 1) ISSR AR R AL PR .

i1 T ISSR-PCR W AR &R 52 VF 2 I R B 5200
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Fig. 2 Amplification of primer UBC818 in Shangyou (above) and UBC841 in Fuyang (below) population

R Y ARA H S VR R AT S PR AL Y ISSR %Al L 4
G HT R R VE A X A B R R L 1 A s
dNTPs Bt DNA I R A #i (R L5k H KOD
FX 8 0 o il ) K AR kT B S 3R AT R A O 32 L 3R AR
eI B ) ISSR VR R FNRR P . AHF o8 25 SR %
Jo i F ISSR-PCR SALK R ZAE 25 pL KR 440
YIS R BN 5 0.5 pmol « L' dNTPs 0.5
mmol « L' \KOD FX 0.06 U « uL' B Hz DNA #
1.0 ng « pL'AI Mg?" 1.0 mmol « L', S5EEE
01D 4k 19 T 7 SRAP-PCR JX W 4K & Fif 5
50 ng BAR DNA FIEEH % (2013) R H 1) ISSR-PCR
J AR 2B 60 ng B DNA AR H 7 52 i AR AR
T B HIER DNAL U KOD FX S E DNA R
AR B0 E k. ERT A ST RGE T i
RAH AU 1 R TR & X PCR B R i 2 B R T
JEI V& Hi 45 (2008) WF 5 IA Ry 51 vk BE 23 % PCR 1 2%
B AR AT P AR B R B R R R 7 A T A
SLH S RS RAR B LR KK INEFE
(2012) % 2 = ¥ (Astragalus sinicus) W B 5% 3 B
KB DNA ¥ i % ISSR-PCR iz i 4 £ 5 i AN K,
17T B 7 R A (2013) %R 4 9 BIF 55 DA S BEAR. DNA ik
JEE X BN A R R e AT G, XS R B

AL BIF ST 4538 . 1 A P AF 58 & B Taq B X PCR
A 2 5 ) LA A B (B R AR, 2013) AR 9T
KB KOD FX B AE 5256 b X PCR K R 1) 5%
ma B A B EAE . AR AT UBC841 %
—Z B TR R AEAT AR L FE S S 52 50 2 3
T 14 6 i 32 S L aE T3S i 2L KOD FX & ff H
DNA H A i 50 £ R FE Atk 19 76 /8 7 ISSR-PCR &
V7 AR 2R )3 A

S E Wk
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