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DNA Exiraction from Different Tissues of Pinus kesiya var. langbianensis

WU Li-yuan
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Abstact :The genomic DNA was extracted from different tissues of Pinus kesiya var. langbianensis by high salt pre-
cipitation method. The results indicate that except for mature leaf, other tissues, such as young leaf, half-ligneous
phloem and phloem can be used to extract DNA easily and successfully. In addition, the value of A,y /A, for DNA
~29.85 pg -

g™'. Also, clear and bright products of RAPD reveal that the DNA may meet needs of DNA molecular markers.

sample extracted from three kinds of tissues mentioned above is 1.6 or so, and the quantity is 21. 32

Accordingly, different tissues may be used 1o extract DNA of good quality in different seasons.
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Fig. 1 Results of agarose gel electrophoresis of DNA from

different tissues of Pinus kesiya var. lungbianensis
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Fig.2 RAPD products of the genomic DNA from different

tissues of Pinus kesiya var. langbianensis
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