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Extraction Method of Chloroplast DNA of Syringa oblata and Syringa pinnatifolia
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Abstract: To explore the suitable extraction method of chloroplast DNA (cpDNA) of Syringa L. ,the chlo-
roplast and cpDNA of Syringa oblata and S. pinnati folia were isolated and extracted by high salt-low pH
method and modified high salt-low pH method, respectively. The results showed that the value of OD260/
0OD280 of cpDNA extracted by the high salt-low pH method was less than 1. 7,and agarose gel electropho-
resis showed no cpDNA stripes,which indicated that the cpDNA was of low quality and could not meet the
requirements of subsequent chloroplast genome sequencing. The value of OD260/0D280 of cpDNA extrac-
ted by the modified high salt-low pH method was between 1. 8 and 1. 9, and agarose gel electrophoresis
showed that the cpDNA stripes were bright and no degradation, which indicated that the cpDNA was of
high quality and could meet the requirements of subsequent chloroplast genome sequencing. This research
showed that the cpDNA of S. oblata and S. pinnati folia could be simply and quickly obtained by the modi-
fied high salt-low pH method,it laid the foundation for the further study of chloroplast genome of Syrin-
ga.

Key words: Syringa oblata; Syringa pinnatifolia; chloroplast isolation; cpDNA extraction; modified
high-salt low-pH method
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(short single copy sequence, SSC) 1 2 /4~ [n] B &
¥ %) (inverted repeat sequence A/B,IR,/IRy)
B IR, I IRy S B AH W], J7 [m) AH Bz . # LSC F1 SSC
BT o TR S A R TR 21 O ) B AR SE L BB
TREREL B o1 5/ A A a7 B A AR
EZ2 B AN ) O E N (NS R
L [R  A S TR V871 (AN ~ 3/ NI (S I B S N
FEH TR Sy E R T T T R, Bk sk kG Ak
FORTE AL DR AR W 500 00 A= 7= 25 5 T S s )
KW B BN R % S B R X — i o A
BT AR AR R T i Y cpDNA 2 R I 5 22 ik R 4y
TRV BIF 5 B b 22 55 1

AHXS T B A B 5L P 4H DNA 42 05 21
cpDNA B2 BFFEAR RBE AT, 22 th T Fh 2 18]
2 MERR % DNA 5 e 4. BT, 56 T & ik
SEPH R IBOT R AR 2 AH 2 SR ISR AR IR AR
AN TR ) 5 BB K R TR 2 1) S &) AR BE AL 45 S A
[ E NN ES A P S B = B L = 3 e S B N R
BB O B A cpDNA JZ AR 240 A5
MSCHERT e . R, AR LA A 9 cpDNA $2 B
Tk Ry Bl @S T T &R A Y cpDNA 1
PEBUTT I ARFR BON T S R s [R) A Y E
— WA R XL

T JE (Syringa) #H¥) 2 A J# L (Oleaceae) Z
EATEARBUNTEAR R AR E 2 R AERY Y T
AR B 22 NPT OB TR A T R 32 AN R
W82 O AT AR AR B 7 st AR 56 i ik
B R L T & (Syringa oblata) MP T T &
(Syringa pinnatifolia) 53 N T & & B9 ) A7 Fh A1
Wife e . ST FAE g b B =L R ) A b,
P AN S RER N 3 P U SR i DU R I [
BT A R R = g e R AP R BB R R 24
FHRWLEMAE S T 3 & b — B A PR A i otk
BRI TR T HERNREZRR RELT M
PP A A EEMAEE L, R T &R
Y cpDNA 12 5077 v 8 A AR 20 7 A= W 2 4
ARGRFET B JmAHY 0] 135458 ZRETE RGO R AR
PREAL XA S5 R 22 R T 36 A o 9% A B 4R

1 MeE T *

1.1 56+ 4 R T 4 28

BB AR 5 T A SR T B R L 5
T A R A P AL A PRRE B R A XCT A e oM
W17 R A PH AL AR BRREE 2 P i T A o o e
U . 2017 4F 5 H 23040 B 2 R e it A

30~40 g WK 3 . T . 25, BT 4Cuk
LR AL FE 12~24 h,

1.2 7k
1.2.1 &#-&pHF 2% C. Shi'VER Bk,

1.2.2 ®HR#ZH LMK pH F  ZH%E K. Diek-
mann""* X GEY L PR A DY AR G O ik OF E AT
51 8

1.2.2.1 wggiksres ke b R fe ok b
AT - BEES AR L L2500 45 SRR H AR b 28,

D 533 BT 1 em KL A SR AL N
INRIBETTHLARED L B 400 ml T 19 28 vl A (20
mmol/L EDTA-Na, s 50 mmol/L Tris, 1. 25 mol/L
NaCl,0. 25 mol/L $¥ M iR, 1 mmol/L. DTT,.0. 1%
BSA,pH=3. 6; JLIF il /2 . BSA. DTT BB . A%
HAIHE 10 8,2 R A M 10 5,3 1K

2) UE AR A 2 RS g

3) LR TR AL : L U85 FH 50 mL B0 %
JEHE»1 000 r/min,4°C , B0 5 min, FIIE. EE 1
.

4) MK B35 4 000 r/min, 4°C, B .0 10
min, 3 .

5) gk PLEE A 25 mL Wi 2% bl B
(20 mmol/LL EDTA-Na,, 50 mmol/L Tris, 1. 25
mol/L NaCl, 1 mmol/L DTT, 0. 1% BSA; BSA.,
DTT BB » 1 JC 5 #KE Wil & 7 DU . 4 000 1/
min,4°C , &0 10 min, H FE.HEE 1K,

6) FRalifb . YTIEM A 5 mL Hi¥ 12 shill C(40
mmol/L R ,50 mmol/L Tris,0. 1% BSA; BSA #f
FHER D » F 7 W R E Il & 7% DT 3E, 4 000 r/min,
4°C, B0 10 min, 3% LW . B8 U0TE b alifb ig it 2%
1A FH S U B A I S A 1 e
1.2.2.2 M-S AKZ#E , cpDNA {53 125 4k

1) B aifenl gk in A 2 mL 2 shii D(50
mmol/L EDTA-Na,,100 mmol/L Tris,100 mmol/
L NaCl,1 mmol/L DTT;DTT B M) ,0.5 mL
20% SDS,10 pL % (1§ K.55°CK 3 ho i -4k
R BRI cpDNA. &5 5 mA 0.5 mL 5
mol/L KAc, 7Ki% 20 min.,

2) A AR /A IR (25 ¢ 24
t 1), % F I ER A7, 12 000 r/min, 4°C, 8.0 10
min, B0 5 /MO IR ETEWR . ERE 1R

3) PR A SRR A R E AR S,
12 000 r/min,4°C . &.0> 10 min, /MO E FIEH .

4) PUFE DNA: b 0 A S5 R BB S 3 1
—20°C . JL¥E 3 h,12 000 r/min,4°C, &[> 15 min,
WHETTVE 70 %0 L BEIE VR 2 K. oK LB Tk 1 Ik,
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WL BT SR T F Lk DNA S BO5 % 0F% 97

BRI K LT

5 Br RNABREH:TTEMA 0.5 mL 1 XTE
ZEPhIMA 2.5 L. RNase(10 mg/mlL) ,37°C /K%
1 h.FAnA 2.5 pL FEAEF K(10 mg/mL),37°C K
% 1h,

6) JLVE DNA:AIA 1/10 &1 NaAc(3 mol/L)
F A5 R BURY TG K & BEDLIE 3 7, 12 000 r/min,
4°C B0 15 min, YCAETTNE, 70 % S BEVE TR 2 1K, G
K EEEEGE 1R HRER LT

7) W DNA A 50 L 1 X TE 2% b % % it
DNAL T38| cpDNA ¥, — 20°C /A7, KPR AF 75
A —80°C B I I VK AH
1.3 MEEEL

B2 mL G2 D B E i SR AR UTUE » A I B
% Fr o 7E Leica DM4000B 551t 8 U8 T WL 4¢ i 4 {k
1 58 BV
1.4 cpDNA il
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£ Nano Drop 2000C 8 3 & 43 0 06 B2 i1 b I & %
fR& . 1 X TE fE2 | X BR L id s OD260nm/
OD280nm {8 .OD260nm/0OD230nm {H A & & 1k & .

i & 1) DNA % OD260nm/OD280nm {H7E 1. 8~
1.9,>1.9 FFE S ETE RNA V5L, <<1. 7 FEIHE
miFEE B BT B 2805 4 2 DNA B OD260nm/
0OD230nm {H K 2. 5,<72. 0 FEHEE M AAEAERESE (Eh2k
A HLERITG Y FHalifh .

1.4.2 3mRg4E# ik b vk m B4 pL cpDNA &
W, 0.8 ul. DNA loading buffer &% . fifi Ji| bio-
rad Power pac Universal B4 . 7E 0. 5 % B f5 Wik
e vk, AR 4 L, BRI 1 X TAE,
HLE R 120 VL HLPK 30 min, 7E M BERE R R G T
K 2 1 7 B T JRNA E BRI .cpDNA fy
SERME

2 HREAH

2.1 TEHEMFMETEERD

K R pH 3k OOk 1) Al B 3h-1%
pH L5 1D a8 78T & (2D Mt T %
ORISR, XL 1 a] & 8L, 5 i 11 B A 4 i
LRARDLTE T 2 s % LU IR 2 BEAa 2 SR w] e L. J7 ik 11 o
B I SRR B R B 2 AR D T SR TE M L
i R R pH A E A T A M AR R 20

zZ Y

DDA ARR R R pH L A R R E-8 pH 35 Z2.Y il R E T HF R T &, T,

1 SREpPHE(IMBRS

R pHE () 2 BRI RR TR LR

Fig. 1 Comparison of chloroplast precipitation isolated by the high-salt low-pH method ( I ) and the modified high-salt low-pH method ([ )

2.2 T#& cpDNA FiEH# T

12 1 B 58 A0 o3 A 45 2R m] 0, 2 Rl B IO i
P39 cpDNA #9245 0T &8 45 b 22 5 W35, Ok 1A
PR ST & 5P T &Y cpDNA Ji i ¥k BE ALy
64.1 ng/pL M 171. 6 ng/pl, OD260/0D280 ff 43
B 1,32 F1 1. 29, ¥<<1. 7, RUIRE S AFE R (A
f95 4L . OD260/0D230 {43 5124 1. 34 1 1. 00, ¥
<2, 0. RUIRE S AFTERORESE  Eh e SO ALV Y5 G
N8 Tl A2 5 2 0 I SR LA R I R R DR AL TR
W5t Tkl i R 5 T & 5 M ik T & 59 cpD-
NA 5t &8 ¥ i 43 %1 650. 1 ng/uLl F1 330. 3 ng/
1L, OD260/0D280 {8 43 % 4 1. 86 F1 1. 88, 7E 4l ¥t
) DNA . 1. 8~1. 9. 0D260/0D230 & 43 %]

2.35 F1 2. 58, K T DNA gl (s 2.0, £ W)y
201 TR B DNA T 4 W B R4l B & s R AEAE
BB U RAPIERERIE Y. FiREERE
AR 1 = bR pH IS & T & 44K cpDNA (1)
P& I, BB A5 W A2 IS 25 0 Y SR DA R i g A R PR 4]
IR AT .
2.3 T cpDNA H ki

P T 3 1% B i A O e PR Dk 25 SR T, ik T T
PR cpDNA JCH 8 4417 1 7 ik 11 B $2 B cp-
DNA &4 35 i . W] 52, B 5% — 30 TR M 4.
RNA G #h 55 2 075 44, i % cpDNA 4l Ji 48

5 s R A
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Fig. 2 Comparison of chloroplast microscopy seperated by the
high-salt low-pH method ( [ ) and the
modified high-salt low-pH method (1] )
R 1 2MFEREE cpDNA NG INER
Table 1 UV scanning results of cpDNA extracted

by two methods

Hok FEHL 0D260/ 0D260/ [ Ak R i
- Ir ik 0OD280 0OD230  /(ng+ pL™b)
ETH 1 1.32 1.34 64.1
il 1.86 2.35 650. 1
P T 1 1.29 1. 00 171.6
1 1.88 2.58 330.3
DAL
<4 500bp
<+ 200bp

M A3 5 000 DNA Ladder Marker,
B3 SHMpHZE(I )M REHE pHE(L)
R B cpDNA H ik B % bk &

Fig. 3 Comparison of cpDNA electrophoresis profiles extracted
by the high-salt low-pH method ( [ ) and the modified
high-salt low-pH method (][ )

3 Hik gtk

ARAT T = 4R Y cpDNA B i 2 SR Sk
PR 23 K- BIF 52 B9 I 42 25 1F . cpDNA 42 B 56 5
& RBRIT SRR B AN 1% DNA 52 ki f& DNA J5 3¢,
e R pH 35 23 B i S R B D B R 8 o R A
A IR R AR R L DNA Bl E A

ZEAT IE H, BB b A B A A £ R Y SR AR L T
TE S EhA BT AR B v T H - B AR T 3k e AR
FHAL D855 PRt T DL 3E 33 K [8] pH (B /Y = 6 22 vh i
J 58 Ve LUK B BRI 4% DNA B B iy i
HH TR A g S R 2 ) A K el 2 0 R T
. HAth ST cpDNA A EUT % £ 2 A DNase
Tk R R R B S 0 1k percoll 5 B B
B I B R B 0 3k 4 . DNase |
%A DNase T 7 46 B 4h 59 DNA, DLk 2198 B 4%
DNA DL 2Rk DNA ¥5 44 (1 H 19, {0 43 59 H A
2B OGS S R B DL DR RS AR R
cpDNA 1 Bl 3 16 5, cpDNA 15 AKX 5 3 ol % 2
Tofs FBE 3 0 12 TG 1 4 s R 1) b S5 A 55 B 5 ) I S A 3
B P B WA Ty DR AT B0 LA R A R
OB RURAEM WA R R R FEN T
FEAFEY) cpDNA By 42 B, H H A & 8 B K 15
AL A BRI R, — S 50 = M LR
percoll % FE 6 B B0 1k B AT 55 A7 4 b 53 85 42 L op-
DNA (BT 3% B cpDNA 18 £ 5%, H percoll 43
B A DR e . PRI, 3 LR O ik 34 0 1k 1R 0
S PR HUAE Y cpDNA

ARG R A T -G pH DY AR B R -
ik pH 3L R B T 82 T H 5P T &K cp-
DNA, C.Shi "V iy #h-% pH 2 2RI I T #
AUV TC BT S R R R Y)Y cpD-
NAAB M T B IFAE S T cpDNA B2 3, 28 5
SR BRI, TR I R T H S R T &
cpDNA ] OD260/0D280<C1. 7, OD260/0D230 <<
2.0, HJou i Wk JE 3L, R TR LAY cpDNA 4l JFE AL,
TA S R DL L R AE B TS O Sl
8 e L Uk A & BT T 2% R W] T B U cpDNA
/N W BE AR, 45 E ] C. Shit' i i Eh-1% pH
BIFARIE A T & cpDNA A9 42 B, 2 87 7T fig 72 C.
Shit'" iy 5 £ K pH 3k 76 ISR 0K 4y 58 i F v, 80
A ) S SR A I 58 0 Y R -1 pH vk 43 85 i 2
A B8 0 BF 8] B9 R A3 A1 a5 B0 S A 0 P A e 1K 5
SRR 2 B ), B I 41 DNA B 24
i 15 B B2 BUSE R cpDNA 9 5T & L ik 5 #55 R )
#oR. ZJE R U K. Diekmann"™ [ X {8 B F
Mg AR AT AL A ST AR S TR R I o DA el
VE LB o R = 3R pH L TR L T & S
P T F B9 cpDNA 5 OD260/0D280 {HAFE 1. 8 ~
1.9,0D260/0D230 fE #2302, 5, HL 5 &k i B 23 51 155
ik 650. 1 ng/pLL 1 330. 3 ng/pL, R B$EEE cpD-
NA T & 4 20 B2 & . BB W 5 e i Uk 1 7R 2%l T
Wb B TG R i R 52 L 25 R IE B ok R 1 AR IR
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HURTT B 0 e 0 B e 4°C VKA B Lk A B R ] U
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BN F KR G et . LR B 3230 5200 %
AR B A BEORAN & B AR A L AR, AT S R A A
¥ cpDNA Fy 2R LS %,
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