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Study on identification of fritillariae cirrhosae

bulbus by improved alkali pyrolysis
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FiEAwE, &R KW.4 A 200 mmol/L NaCl &%,
5 mmol/L Mg, Cl ##% ,1% Triton X-100,1% PVP,1%
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Abstract: The DNA of Fritillariae cirrhosae bulbus was
extracted by alkali lysis. The effects of different proportion of ly-
sate on DNA quality and electrophoretic success rate were inves-
tigated, which compared with the current methods. Results, The
alkaline lysis buffer had the best effect on DNA extraction, which
was made of 200 mmol/L NaCl, 5 mmol/L Mg,Cl, 1% Triton
X-100, 1% PVP, 1% SDS, 2 mmol/L EDTA and 0.1 mol/L
Tris-HCI. The DNA electrophoretic bands extracted by this alkali
lysate were in accordance with the current method. The method
can save 15~ 20 minutes, and the cost of single sample testing
can be reduced to 0.01 yuan. This method was used to identify 25
samples of Fritillariae cirrhosae bulbus on the market. The re-
sults showed that Fritillariae cirrhosae bulbus could be identified
quickly.
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RN AR R =R T LR R R T R
W 7E 4.8~6.8 JT/ g, M 14 J5 5y 5 HoAth 7] U5 A 90 o R ) 2
WEHRWE . HIEChEZ MR SR T 4 FAEw =% E
J5 R I DLBE AT S0 500 B3 2o 2R A il e =X — FR ) M e )
it 22 51 40 #r (PCR-RFLP) $ A , 85 )11 DUB: 1E 5 45 5 1k /0
DNA Zatr 5 0h it A7 X . %07 i B A R R R 5 e
R SR AR IR B TR e R B et

DAL & FE T Y ok DNA 5 ik DNA (#9728 H: K&
B2 S T4y B R = pH R DNA FI 3 64 fk
DNA AE ¥, [ BT 3E 8 A . P pH W E Pk T
Bk DNA B/N 45 5 521 BORUE , T 4 €8 & DNA ok,
00235 W R AS 5 0 0, DA 30 0 0 B s . XD O IR L
G B A B AR IO B T L A R A B L R S T B
B HT/ANE . E R A KRB F S st
LR TARY FE 5 T 50 B G R 5% 3L B A ) % 8 L SSR %
RE Sy AR B B A R T R A e e e
ab AR BRI A AR ) L R 4 DNA B R
TATAF 25 T4 A 5 A0 O S AR T, (R R] B A R AR
e 24 it Y AN ]

TG 0038 2 %) )1 D1 E: DNA 2 B Ir 6 284 A 2 2E A7
i 38 o B FE AR AT — b st 4 5 1] DL BE B T .
1 ME Y57k
L1 ##5iH

DURE : DA™= #2454 117 355 I 245 )5 W 3% 25 A~ 5 (DL
F DA REH M P ESRYEH sFaEe, Hrp
1SR 5L R IE S DUEE B A B AR 75260 CBE LK B
2K Uk W T K 4y 5 B FLER H IE S AR AR 5

2-Mg ik Z, i ik (MES) (3R 2 % 4000 (PEG4000) . il
$iri 100( Triton X-100) : b gt R K E R H R A # 5
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B 5
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Table 1 Sample of fritillaria thun-bergli

e H R KR s Eis KR

1% JIDLRE DU B30 5 R i B 14 JNIEE Kb di X K25 4

2 JUDLEE D )i B3 v oK a5 B 15 NIRRT KRB 5

3 NIDRE VS A 16 TR N2

4 JUDURE - PO S R B 17 CAVISS IS E IS NiiR)

5 JUDURE PO S R B 18 CAVISS IS € YIS NiiR)

6 VIS IS SUNINIEP N - 19 BB MM

7 ARUUEE W HEIN AL 2 B2 by 20 wilkE KT K 6

8 IR KRR 21 NOUEE BRI E R & B2 5

9 IR R EE AT 22 JIDLRE w0 BH A S B2 s
10 SEUURE iR R 2561 T 23 SEDURE I fR PH RV B R 2
11 BROVEE R AR 2541 11 3 24 NEE KX K255 7

12 N KX KR b5 2 25 JIDUEE MR S S b
13 NEE Kb i X K25 3 26 JIDURE b FE i B2 5 B2 s

TR IR,
rTaq [ (250 U) ., Smal f§ (100 U) . 10x % & F 4 =0 R & R BOHL: 16K-R A, Kb 8 B R A R
J (PCR) 2% Wi - H 4% TakaRa 2\ #] ; YNGR

W R i (RNaseA) : 100 U, KAR A ¥ #H 3 (AL 50

AR 5
o0 A% W A% T = B R (ANTP) 90 B Oy 1 22 A= W B
A RAT

319 5' CGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTGAAS3' i
5'GCTACGTTCTTCATCGATS' . 18 15 3 4 4= Wy Bk 45
WA AT

e MU R ot B R A L SR S L 4 A
et = B AEMHAARTIEAA .

1.2 E5&&
% B2 5 &Y : NanoDrop Lite %I, 3% [E Thermo 2\ 7 ;
KR VKAS : Forma702 &Y, 2% [E Thermo 2 7 ;

& Ak T4 & - SE-CJ-2D B, 5 M e Ak i 45 45 B
96 B PCRAX:7300 Y, 38 [ ABI 247 5

PCR ¥ : THERM-1000 #J, 3 [H Axygen /A ;
HLIKAX : DYY-6C B, Jb 5t — X #8) ;

R A% 2 55 :5000 Plus B, b 5T 38588 Gk Bl 5 47 R
T

1.3 Kk

131 BREMENHE MAMBRNRESHE 2, B
1B W EERES, 10 434 30 mg F 1.5 mL .08, 4031
A PAT~PAL0 2B #1400 . & RNaseA 0.5 pl..
FHE 15 4 3% 2 PR ¥ 10~15 s, 357,65 “CARKIB ML 5 min,

»
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Table 2 Formulation of alkali cracking solution

2% Wk N PVPP NaCl MgCl, EDTA SDS PEG Tr PVP Ac Tris
PAL + + + +
PA2 — + +
PA3 — + +
PA4 + + + +
PA5 + - - + + + + +
PA6 — + + +

PA7 + + +

PAS — + +

PA9 — + + +

PA10 + - - + + + + +

T N:0.5 mol/L & %844 ; PVPP 1% 8 2 4 Bk 1% 4 il 403 NaCl: 200 mmol/L 441 4l ¥ ; MgCl, : 5 mmol/L 4 {b 8%
W EDTA:2 mmol/L Z WU Z R W s SDS: 1%+ — ki LB 2 44 s PEG : 40 % 58 24 — 2 40003 Tr: 1% fh+738 100;
PVP: 1% B 245 M 8 K i s Ac: BEBR NI s Tris: 10 mmol/L =35 F L4 3 F B Eh IR Tk .

95
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Wt . 1 PA1~PAS Z o 4 b 43 Sl im A 0.1 mol/L
Tris-HCL (pH 8.0) 130 uL, £ PA6~PA10 2& i1 il & th
43BN A 0.3 mol/L NaAc(pH 5.0)130 L, 435 £ i %
RS, VKB A 3 min, 14 000 r/min 8.0 3 min; B |
HRFEBEES —B 08, A ERFCE 6.0 mol/L &
AR VE R . pH 5.5)25 mmol/L MES ¥ ,5 mmol/L. MgCl,
Wi 20.05% Triton X-100 1A & W . 18 4) . 0 2 W B4
10 000 r/min B> 1 min, F o JE W, A 5 mol/L Eh g
.25 mmol/L. MES.2 mmol/L LB & 0.05%
Triton X-100 {4 500 pL,10 000 r/min &> 1 min,
FEal U8 T A Tris-Base & i 500 ;L,10 000 r/min
B0 1 min, 35 IR BUE AR L IO D — B L B
JA 50 pL Yk 5622 Wi . % i E 3 min, 10 000 r/min #§
O 1 min, B P8 B I IR AR L, E R E 2 min,
10 000 r/min g0 1 min, BCBE B . 76 4% R o€ &4
FEWRPE S AR .

1.3.2  PCR-RFLP Jz I &% A, bk &

(1) %5134 .5 CGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGGT-
GAA3'#1 5'GCTACGTTCTTCATCGATS',

(2) PCR R 7 :200 pL 8.0 % AT . SRR &
SR 30 pL, 45 10 X PCR & #h i 3 pL, — 50 fL £
(25 mmol/L) 2.4 L, ANTP(10 mmol/L) 0.6 uL, Lii#5]
¥ (30 pmol/L) 0.5 pL, F#F514 (30 pmol/L) 0.5 pL, &
R 2L Tag DAN 48 (5 U/pl) 0.2 pL BidR 1 pL, T
ik 21.8 ul,

(3) PCR W Z:41: 95 ‘C WA 4 min, §§ ¥ L
30 YR (95 °C 30 5,56 C 30 s,72 °C 30 s),72 °C %E At
5 min, M PCR WK, & 500 pl 8.0 %8 b AT D] S
N S AR R AR TR 20 pL, B4R 10X Y1 22 ol 2 L,
PCR W 6 pl.,Sma 1(10 U/pl) 0.5 pl., JG B #8 4l K
115 pL, BB RO AE 30 CoK¥E 2 he 73 WU 4K, [
& PCR-RFLP S i #:4 . #E 47 %5 B4 HE

(4 B YRR « 2 F St e R g v Dk 7 (ol () 24 8 5
TN 0541) . Jie e BE 1.5% . & i A K% R R B e €, )
GelRed; {24 i 5 %8 BR 245 B4 i U0 2 7 0 LIV LA k43 391 A
8 pL.DNA 7 T o450 EEER 1 pul(0.5 pg/pl) . HLIKES
WT BB TE BB UG AL | Bl 2R A1 AL E L.

1.4 BIEALIE

K FH SPSS 17.0 B AT OD s0 m/OD g0 o 19 50 4R 3
TR T 25307,

2 #ikG5ie
2.1 WHMBEHHEE

oy P 1 AT GE G 10 b AN [R] Y 660 2L AR TRRT 32 DNA
2 PCR 4 #% 1 B g W BE e o k. #R BB 47 3 th 4, LA
PAS 3 1 119 45 Joe LB L dec T M . 1O 284 A VR
B % T SDS,PVP, PVPP, PEG, fifi i i 100, EDTA,
NaCl, Tris-HCl 45 . /£ DNA $#2 I BA A F i 1EH .

BE 2158 | 2019 4F 9 A | &RS5VH

PAS @ %) T PVPLEDTA. i $73 100 45, 3
Tris-HCL Jy  F50] , PCR 47 1 5 w3 3K B 45 SR 8 47, DNA
WEERIAK. (R OD {64 1.84, £z 3K 4l 5 DNA (N 3 fir
R . XA RE S AR h PVP S G, A SOk i
PEG.PVP A [& ik DNA ¥ &, (A& =, L Tris-HCI
Shy v R B 24 B DL TR A A b RN R Y 2 BT AR
DNA I & 4l %47, B b8 PAS 58 2 fif W AE 4 )1l I
& DNA $2HUK . JF x5 1 5445 i#47 PCR-RFLP Jz i F H,
KA L S5 R L 2.,

1. Marker

2~11. ¥R % 2 i PA1~PAL10 B4R
B 1 10 AR ARZEFON N DNA &) A
Figure 1

DNA electrophoresis maps of fritillaria cirrho-
sae bulbus extracted from 10 kinds of alkali ly-

sis solutions

2000 bp

M. Marker 1. % WE#E
B 2 PA5 % #3283 DNA #) PCR-RFLP B
Figure 2 PCR-RFLP map of DNA extraction {from
PAS lysis solution

& 2 R X BAETE 100~250 bp A P 4% 7 Wi 1) DNA
ety W LR PAS B8 24 ik 847 )11 DU EE DNA $2 8O
#47 PCR—RFLP iz hij H1E PR A I o 7] 4 AT LA 2 ([
2 WOV 435 = 0 2 6 0ok X 1 DL B BE AT B S A
GULOREROS
2.2 FFAEWIE

iR 4 A ) — A JH 2 s R B Oy i TE B R
Bf ] R A 358 A TR . 358 5 3 b 2 ik Y £ A
[ 2245 48 15~20 min, B EASFE L 094 36 B AS 3% FRAG
2.3 RIEHEIARE I N me

R B O % 25 A T 3 b B 8 R A DLRE g
7T DNA 42 U, PCR J5 #E 47 B Y0 AT 09 H 3K R0 X A AL vk
S B RE i EAT RELP A5, 45 S 4n &l 3~5.,

iy 18 3~5 Al AL 15 4E S X BAELE 100 ~250 bp 4b
2% WM &, AW 50, 2.3.4.12,13,15,21,
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Table 3 Concentration, purity and electrophoretic results of DNA extracted from PA1~PA10 alkali lysis solution
FY%  WE/(ng e pL7Y) ODiso wm/OD g um HL Uk B F5  WEE/(ng s pL71) OD260 um/OD2s0 am Uk
PA1 50.4 1.42 A 47 PAG6 90.2 1.40 A4
PA2 21.8 1.93 Ieg i PA7 12.2 2.23 5 B
PA3 21.3 1.85 & PAS 13.4 1.98 EER- Sy X
PA4 16.0 1.87 & PA9 15.2 1.94 Eep- 3

PAS 19.8 1.84 FA i I || PATO 17.2 1.88 A &

x4 AMAEIL

Table 4 Comparison of two methods

i H DNA £ [3] /min HASRE bR/ TG
2 ik 50~60 7~8
88 7 ik 40~45 0.01

2000 bp
1 000 bp
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp
M. Marker 1~6. X% 1 FAR T 5 0 DUBEAE
B3 NN & &mA & PCR-RFLP B

Figure 3 PCR-RFLP map of alkali pyrolysis of

fritillariae cirrhosae bulbus samples

M. Marker

CK. &= A
B 4 0 N A 5L %k PCR-RFLP A

PCR-RFLP map of alkali pyrolysis of

1. 7~110 X REER 1 oAl [R5 1 DLRE A

Figure 4

fritillariae cirrhosae bulbus samples

M1z 18 18 e 17 18 2 228 220 150

M. Marker

1.12~24. XF i3k 1 P AP 5 1 DUBERE 5
B 5 0 REH &AMk PCRRFLP B
PCR-RFLP map of alkali pyrolysis of

Figure 5

fritillariae cirrhosae bulbus samples

22. 24 SRS 1S AR R — B0, AT S O T T AR A S
515 A — 80 H 485G 40 WAE AR, w] ) & )1 0Bk
P
3 &k

I BFIE 1 2R J1 08 2L 7 1k 32 U1 DL BE DNA 1 2L i
VRC EE L ) I Jr %, 0 i 3R 45 T 200 mmol/L NaCl # ,
5 mmol/L MgCl, ¥, 1% Triton X-100, 1% PVP,
2 mmol/L EDTA.1% SDS,0.1 mol/L Tris-HCI 1% 24 fi#%
VAT T DUEEY DNA S, 02 AN HR O AR 8
] 24 )7 vk v ) R ) B 2 P I AIGL TT EL R
TR 5 PR S AF G R DG A B it Al X 1 DL R bR 3 5 5 1Y
K. T WA Z 80 AZIE 3 (e R 25 B i R .
WA L S5 22 B X R PR 2 3 B TF B BURE O ik i AT B
X ICIIE ) DU BEIE S R B A A B A

S % 3k
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