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Abstract: Inter-Simple Sequence Repeat(ISSR)is a good molecular marker for revealing genetic diversity. Re-
action system differed in different species,so optimization of ISSR-PCR reaction is very important. The study
discussed mainly the factors impacting the banding patterns of PCR. To optimize the reactions, several param-
eters were tested, including the concentration of DNA template, MgClz, dNTP, primer and Taq polymerase
with different annealing temperature. Optimal PCR(20 L) mix for Trachycar pus fortunei contained 10. 6 uL
double deionized water,2. 0 pL. 10X stock buffer,0.1 mmol/L of each dNTP,3. 0 mmol/L primer,1. 5 mmol/
L MgClz,1 unit of DNA polymerase and 25 ng DNA template.
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kiewicz F 1994 £ 42 i —F FT 89 4 F 4710
ter-Simple Sequence Repeat (ISSR) (Zietkiewicz,
1994),ISSR $ AR EAFE SSR 519 3'Hi 5k 5 W4 &
I~4 MEHBEENYT HTIY, TP ERE K
%] SSR # % B H DNA JF 5 #1793 (Fk 4 45,
2003), HILAREERA L R ENL 58 E M
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KIBE PEFBEEAR T REFHEH SN,
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1) B HIBER (RS ,2003; K ELL%,2004) .
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ERESAET GRS ENE. 29U HHCGERE
%,1991), BRIE2F —SF XIEMBHEY S TF
g5 2 B WEFL . 1 Hahn(2002) §1 Baker % (2000)
F B atpB,rbcL, 18S nrtDNA Fi1 5S nrDNA F 51| Bf
RAFMEYE RE X FR Loo % (1989) A RAPD JF
Y%t Licuala glabra var. glabra; Haymes % (2004)
FJ AFLP #1 SSR %t # % ( Phoenix dactyli fera) i#
FTHRESHESEDR. MA ISSR & FHid kR
HEHEAEY . ZES5RLRE. B THREXHEYESR
BERBEE B % 4 (Aichitt %,1993) , R WK
DNA A FEARBE, R MR HFAIRSHE —&F
W, X ISSR ST BT 9% 45 347 O ik AR AL R 3R B
B8,

LA B FE E A DNA AR, 18 20 pL
ROBE & & o, KL W A K 807 (AG),T, 835
(AG)s YC,836(AG); YA,842(GA)sYG X B4,
FEVITRBCGEARATMTMEELR LK
Taq DNA R4 R ISSR R Br & 44k .

1 ®# 5T ®

1.1 ##

TRFRAGHEMMREZE . A ME=IE
BI2ZTEBRBERTSRIEN K. L REZ 260
ABER NP ER 10 AMEEAATELBRY S
#,
1.2 ik
1.2.1 A B4 DNA &5 I  F 8 CTAB
(hexadecyl-Cetyl Trimethyl Ammonium Bromide)
HAAER T o 32 B B 40 DNA (4R My 3£ 48, 2001) ,
BT 0. 1XTE,##MEEH 25 ng/uL, T-20 CHRER
.

fEDNA E R BE T EHWBH K, 25 H
70 MK EREVE R Sk 4lifk .
1.2.2 PCR ¥ % 73038 13 XF 448 ISSR & ik &
TR DNA W& 8 Mg IR E . INTP A E.
519 R B K IR BE R B S TR B B 4K TR X L g
TR ER. IAMEXTE =T KB PCR XA KRR
R KA K Tag DNA R4 Y MR BT

b, RIGRMARR 20 pL AR FH 2.0 pL 10X
stock buffer, 0. 2 mmol/L dNTP, 0. 3 pmol/L 5|
#7,1. 75 mmol/L MgCl,,50 ng DNA #4%,1.0 U
Taq BAEE, AN KA BERE 20 pL. ANTP Hl
B RE EEAETAEYATLE™K, Tag DNA RS
i YA A MEEN R RM, R LTE eppendorf
B PCR {3 MJ Research PTC-100™ 4% £ 47 .
PIERFER:95 C 3 min;94 °C 25 5,50 C 455,72
°C 1.5 min,35 PMEHF; 72 CR/GEM 7 min, ¥
GRALSHHISERER Bk, EB e 6, #5MkE
UVERBIBRBRERR.

2 HER 52

2.1 ##45 DNA R B Xt ISSR K R 45 2 B9 % M

4 DNA B8 T 6 MR .12.5,25,37.5,
50.62.5 ng M1 75 ng. HARGREH . E—ERH
AR DNA & X 1518 ISSR ¥ 45 R 1w %
NP EHBEE PP AL, {H 12.5 ng BEARY ¥
WA RWERS, YHERAEBE T 50 ng i, AR A
EFY.MERNARE. TRFEELXEYERA
DNA F 44 BB 26 % 42 i 8 £ (Aichitt 25,1993),
T A A 5 R U DNA M difb b 58
B DNA fE R BMR, b BHT WER., KAHEIK
DNAGiEXMNT HEREWMA K, BELAXRAKKEN
DNA ## & & 25 ng.

2.2 Mg** x4 ISSR &% 1

EHRBRETAWKER 0.1.5,1.25.2.5.2.75
mmol/L # 3.0 mmol/L LA Mg EHE. &
RERFKH, BA M REEY 117 &4 4
Mgt #E > 1.5 mmol/L B, T ¥R EEE 1D,
2.3 dNTP & & xt ISSR K 52 B #

AP I+ B 0. 025 mmol/L,0. 05 mmol/
L.0.075 mmol/L,0. 1 mmol/L.0. 15 mmol/L
0.2 mmol/L 6 MEEHREHTHE. HREH,
dNTP ¥ E/NF 0. 05 mmol/L B4~ 38 1 49 54 B
MWLWE®T 0. 15 mmol/L BIERABE, X4
ANTP # B4 0. 1 mmol/L B ¥ M R EAE.

Al158 28/ M"8HERE-1TEX(H 1.
2), ‘

2.4 5|4 EE Xt ISSR [ R B9 200

AIHE 20 L AR P, M FIYWERET 0. 1

mmol/L.0. 2 mmol/L. 0. 3 mmol/L.0. 4 mmol/L
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0.5 mmol/L FAEEE. LM 0.3 mmol/L
FI3| 4 B 95 0T 1 o MR L PEAT A9 SR AL

BT Mgt R e
Fig. 1 Testing of Mg
314 S08CAGYC FI5| 4y 857CACH: YG (il ik (838 . M
HUESH )4 1, 3,1, 25,2, 5.2, 75 #il 3.0 mmol/L,
Amplified results of primer 807 {AG);C and primer 857EACH YG,

concentration

esting concentration were 1, 3, 1. 85,2, 5.2, 75 and 3.0 mmol/L..

B2 SR J TS
Fig. 2 Testing of annealed temperature
3| 4 So7 (‘\Lr)sTJﬁ["'H‘?}b“(LT7 RC iy et ik i if% i oK
TRIE 2554120 50,51 ,52,33.51.58 T

Amplificé resulis of primer 8¢8(AG T and primer 844{CT3:RC,
The temperature were 52 'C .38 .54 C,55 .

2.5 BARE RAIEER AT ISSR #5408

4 ISSR 5 485 8 4 5B R BEAE 52°C
B T 80°C 531°C.527C»537C :54°C5 55°C <
ﬁ*ﬁﬂmﬂt’: %5 4r 9 50°C ,51°C, 55 C AR BED
i dﬁf‘]%’iux%’ﬁ%l% 50‘C[]jﬁhj}“iﬂl,\:ﬂ*ﬁ'x 1'%
MG 2R . G, 52°C AR JOR B AR WF o e R

KIREECE 2D,
2.6 Taqg DNA &5 PCR [T REESH AE X
ISSR #7385 3 - 49 %

AT G4 B S ) TR O A IR A /)
{5 Taq DNA BARMRET 0.5 U L0 UMLEU
EABE, HRF,IE 20 pL R A Tag DNA \
EAEMEN 0.5 U, KW, HIr8ERAA ‘
FaSE  HA Sl 1 U Taq DNA 55 i 2k dg £ B pi .
JAHE A ] 4 P2 Tag DNA J45 K17 A B 49 652
Fikie ARFIRFEA S8, BLEAE Rl A TR OR
VA R Al f AR A F) 4 P09 Tag DNA 345 Al
FH5AE [SSR 44 25 R m Aok .

4% 9 35 7 = 4 (eppedorD) 23 A # £ PCR {X
X DNA JE 1T ISSR % I 4 4 0 i &
54k, T M] Research 4] A% PTC-100™ f§
PCR {¥ Ei#4T.

TS [ 24 8 5 AR5 iy il 0 55 SR e Y ISSR #Y

o S I 2% A1 [R] a8 WA O BF 9 O R b i ISSR
HHGRAF R T RRE T XA LS 2
b5 5 82 R A
2.7 R EHHTHE

“eaof B EG R A AT [SSR 20 pl MR{ER
I £ 4 . 10X buffer 2, 0 x«L,0. 1 mmol/L ANTP,
0.3 mmol/L |4y, 1. 5 mmol/L. MgCl,,25 ng %
DNA, 1 U Tag DNA J4 [, LIZERAE (R R 2
20 oL, fRfER BIFRR (05 CHIASE 3 min. 04 T 30
5,52 C 45 £,727C 1.5 min,35 PMEH 72 CTHRFE
fift 7 omin. GBI AR SR B SRR ML A R R
PEAFCE 30,

3 Wik

PCR 448 25 5 52 318 2 [ 2 0 5% ] < 0 BL 4R
DNA BRI 5468  dNTP Bl 3| 43 MgCl,
M AT B AR T SR RS . 2641 DNA 2
S AR L PR B A B R R M PCR P
FEdE, ISSR X DNA BE AT1F 7 5 B 22k, 5~
50 ng FLE AT DNA 1 AE 42 ft S 07 A% 5 5 40 my 5
%5.2001) . ISSR R 45 i v HE 55 2l B %R R A 1R
G GEETAF, 2004 T B AR A5 2004) , AR SR R R 4R
i DNA {17 46 16, 7] 5 15 3 48 60 g 4 52 25 R
ANTP &t PCR ) B e B2 1 4 B i 41 08 0 22
WA R ERBEERE A EELE. T H =g,
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11 L 75 7 Bl i 7= 4 2 4k ANTP — fiede i 2y 0. 05
~0. 2 mmol/LOIR#EEE.2003) . BIHWIERIETY
Sy R £ i R AR T B 4 A RS L . S BT RS
4 = IRk (R A4S, 2003) . B IR — Ml 0 1~
1,5 mmol /L¢ F & . 20020 . Tag DNA B & A
PCR & i (4. Taq DNA B GBS Em

PR A XA BRI . RAMER
PR B T Mgt O A RE R IR LR A s A
Mg® " %f PCR B, 3R} ISSR BAFHEE, 5
di Mg®t X ISSR B [ i) f w440 W &, — it e
PCR JZ i Mg? #BE 2k 1. 5~2. 0 mmol/L {3k 4k
§%.2003).

3000bp

600bp

100bp

B3 514 810 FI{Eb IS 29 5L I A AR EH 6 20 0 (0 2 1 i

Fig. 3 The ISSR profile from primer 810 for some sample with the optimized condition
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T L BRE A0SR . FE AR O BE TR ML 100 4% ISSR
SR R 12 KRENE T L M. A
BARWIE S, SEA B AR R,

ISSR Sz i R 1 e i R 8 1R 3 GO 3 fH 5%
2004) . RIS 4 4 @) 4 P TagDNA B & B 7E
eppendorf # BRI {8 _E 247 07 2 (i 16 4 £ ISSR-
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£ MJ Research 23 7 (#) PTC-100™ 9B 3% _E it 7
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