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JE WL AR P RZ AT T TRk 3 ™ B 4
THRIE PR B R 2N R, xS A b A
PSR PR A I AT 5 BoA B2 R 8 L, HET, BP0
P () 5 0k B L Bk LAk
R A W B 1) R i 2 IV ( polymerase chain
reaction, PCR) %45 | HH SEI 9 it PCR VAR I
Bz, DNA BRI TR I PCR G 74
JuhEE, HErsh# st DNA $EHC 2 3224 B
PR N BETURE TS | Tris-EDTA 3% 2R /s bidt =
FH 3L AL B¢ ( hexadecyl trimethyl ammonium bromide,
CTAB) 7% . chelex — 100 . &k M ¥5 . 5 i R K
(GuSCN) BE4E 271 HRZHL PCR Bk T[R4
Fifrfif AR S O EB AR, B0 BN TS A SE 1 B R
IR RRER D, 2 BB EE RS S C 2T
I 2T R R, 2 DNA Wi 2T B R,
fE—ER R Fa2m 7R UL DN 41 DNA 9 4l 52 vk
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DNA., 111 i 3 tH 53 91 3 I ZE T 26 DNA 2 07
TR RS DR UE S P LD S 0] A YR 1 N R B
I AR S 5 A EA T il TR AR B SRR ST
Py — G | Sh 4 2H 23 5 DR A o B v 3R B ) 6 (G Bk
%) .DNeasy © mericon Food Kit {5 & (& B CTAB
1) LA & DNeasy © Blood & Tissue Kit 5l & (5.0
HE) BRI 25 A ZE R 4 DNA il i Lo ir 4 Fhoy
AR E A LRI 4 DNA VB gl | S8tk DL R 4
WRITdT ) [E]  PCR 9" M ROR 4 HOK — il & 7 1l
FNEEFH DNA 40T 2, BTESRAFRE | BT
A9 DNA ol 77 i B E— 25 0 A D0 S I A 4

1 #ME5EFE

L1 #H5RE

L11 aXEeArA 3 DA el T T A 30 A6 2 AR v
DAL —70°C PRAT 5 Bh i 4 2 35 DR 24 2R v 3 B 5
&, PR e A A DY 1) 4 i S A A [ ZH AU
PRI 5 T PR W - MG BR MR 100 g - mL™ WA Jo
o SR PRV (pH {EL 7. 0) :800 mmol - L™ S fL4H
50 mmol - L' #§ MR £k 2% ' ¥ ( phosphate buffered
solution, PBS) Z& i, 100 mmol - L™ 5 fL4H, 70% &
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M IR VR W 70% £ T i 45 I E): 2017 4F 10 H ]
DNeasy® mericon® Food Kit i® 7] & \ Neasy © Blood &
Tissue Kit 77 £5, 74 [E QIAGEN 2 Al ; Tris—1 A , &
KE (LR YR ARA A, HA M K (20
mg-mL_l) . fBJI‘[%ﬁéﬁZ%ﬁﬁﬁ/A\ﬁj, Premix Ex Taq
(Probe qPCR) TR , At 57 TaKaRa 2\ A ; ZH 2 iR W
[1 mol- L™ = (2L ) Z AL L ~ER 7R 0. 5 mol - L7' &
TR 2R 10% t e HERR IR AN .2 mol - L7 SAAREN ] |
FNT -5 I (24 51, v/v) 0.1 mol - L™ I R B ¥4 ¥ 42
A BCH
1.1.2 &M EL5%E ND-1000 Nano Drop # R
HME(L  CFX96 Real-time PCR 4% /N 7K 57 Lk
& .ChemiDoc MP Z ) REBEIE WM& R 4t , 52 [E Bio-Rad
/3] s MagMax Express [ 2% BRAE UYL | V2 VR B
L ¥l X3R, ES Thermo Fisher Scientific 2% ﬁl;
Eppendorf Thermomixer F 18 i 4 J& %+, 72 [ Eppendorf
HNH) ; FastPrep—245G A1 AN, 22 B MP Biomedicals A=
WA
1.2 #HmiH&E

BB 2 RE S I WL A2, FHZ AL E e )5 T
MU Pt = A TR 100°C, 4 2 h U A
THRMYZAD,0. 5 h JEARE I iC 5 — I, BRIHTE 2 Ik
PREEZEA T 2 mg BIIA B E E R RE A G F
FAM, B ORAE T TR LT DNA 942
B,
1.3 FHFAEEZA DNA {2E
1L3.1 Ha%m-arx SHTESLRERE)
(BB =) M Wk SR R 1 KR 1y DAl 7L 3
YA AR B DNA FFSE LY DNA F-20°CfRA7
1.3.2 EhzkiEx
1.3.2.1  HAHIREERELIEIDNA  MEFFRE 100 mg T
HERR AR T 2 mL EP &, A 500 pl PBS 22 uf
W, 210 SRR 200 wL(AHSF 25 mg £f ) 23K
F 2 mL EP & FIILA 200 wL 22U A 20 wl
HEM K T 56 CAMFTHEERE 1 h, HE2 5
H WIBEIEERR 10 min 75—, TG ZERAE 4% 15 IR 5l
YA SO PR 20 g PR v B DGR & R A T kA, B A
PR IRANT K e fE R A ARSI 300 pL 5
PR I3 JHE TR &, T) I 152 " [ 14 0 B (R % 1A Ry R
) 2 UIFE 10 min (A 4R 3 min fRZ RS —K)
JEIA 20 WL REBRETF I, K B A OB TRE I
I 30 s, /DR BRI FF B0 A8 NRE 1 28 EICT
JIA 500 WL PEFRI, TR 5 1R 50 5 1 B 0 A8 THUE T/
TR ERRE 30 s, /IO EBRIR R 8508 WG48

BUR A 500 L S0, TG IR AT B g O A e
THETIHE EHE 30 s, /N0 BBRWAR; R iR VERL
TR, R R AR L B T B O R TG 1R
EERET 10 min 5,8 2508 WG EECR
A 100 pL ddH, 0, W HETRA], IR E 10 min ;B 250
R TR E#E 30 s, N TR WL R B
9 1.5 mL EP &, —20°C AR-AE 80 7 BMd ]
1.3.2.2  AHIRERERBGAR & e 1) &
Sk BRI R, H A — 1l A B 4 iR
I T e v 4 BB ) e 45 A 0 WD B E PR R 4
DNA,H5 6 I, BR 3 P47, FHRZBR R I e A
SEIFTT AR RE B DNA A B S gl B, +4 R AR
R#EZE (relative standard deviation, RSD) A KF 5. 0%,
S A I ik () FE

) REME, BIKFI AN 2~8C KU THEIIET
25°C KRG , R B IR] — L i 2 A A9 6 KT 41 DNA i
A& R EZ R 10 .20 K, 6 R — R 3B DNA
PEATSE 98 E i PCR 78 115 RSD {4,

NAEHM, BHAFNE T 2~8C KM TR 14,
S99 1) g B — > ) R0 A B B ] ) 2 PR A ]
20 DNA , U2 $2 5 DNA A4 K e i
1.3.3 R CTAB & VEFIFREL 100 mg T-HI2 A
KT 2 mL EP & A 800 pL PBS ik, 55432)
W, BRIG W EL 200 pL &) %, ™ H% 4% BB DNeasy ©
mericon (© Food Kit i & #/FE T WHEHL DNA B4
) DNA & T-20C I~ 17,
1.3.4 &oARk HERIFRIK 100 mg T F R RR T
2 mL EP 4 Sl A 800 pL PBS 2w, #4051 % .
SRIFWLHL 200 wL 219K, ™ 4% 4% # DNeasy © Blood &
Tissue Kit UiBF54EH DNA 42U DNA & F-20°C
A7
1.4 DNA 1EfRUE

B3y DNA BEF L 3w, AR 28 v A b %5
XTHE R A% R AR AT R TR 20 DNA R vk B
(ng-pwL™") RAERE A,/ Ay (8, FHTPEM BE K 41 DNA
e, BEYRRSEE A 3 WK, BK 3 A FAT,
1.5 SERPEEE= PCR ¥ g3 R4
15,1 3l4dRAesiit SHAER Mk, &
FEF AR MERT GHFS I NC-000077 ) 1EH
H A EER AR HE NCBI fh A5 1 AS [ 4 Bl 1] 45 B 97
H AT P A LR, BEHCE AR R 1 X a2 5 1)
WA Primer Express 3. 0 B it —XFHe S5 4 &
—% Taqman ﬁ%f,ﬁi+ﬁﬂ‘3ﬁ%%f§%l%l&i+ﬂgfﬁzo
1.5.2 FEH#EXRTEPCREAEEH NEIEAFEIT
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BARHUY) DNA 78 qPCR ARG SEFR Y 8845 00, 43 5% 4
FhOT R A FE R 240 DNA 5 B & 50 ng- pL ' 1E AP
HEREHR, fHi ] CFX96 Real-time PCR {474 1 PCR

F S ARG R R AR P AT Y18, AR R o AR
DR, RNARR LR 2,

£1 EREEER PCR IR IR

Table 1 Real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR reaction procedure

Yot IR 2 A e AP K
Species Primer probe name Predenaturation Circulate Denaturation Annealing
i * GH-F/GH-R/GH-P 95%C 5 min 45 95C 15 s 60°C 30 s

eep

F2 ELHRENEE PCR I ERNER
Table 2 Real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR

reaction system

N 2 37ES
EeiE 7S LS . -
) Final concentration
Name of reagent Volume/ L 4
/(pmol-pL™")
Premix Ex Taq™(2X) 12.5 1
F--F(10 pmol - L™
F-F(10 pmol - )-1 | 0.4
sheep-F( 10 pmol - nL™")
- R
F-R(10 pmol -pL™") ] 0.4
sheep-R(10 pmol - nL™!)
TagMan #4T (10 pmol - wL™") | 0.4
TagMan probe (10 pmol - pL™") '
DNA #itf ) o
DNA template
ddH,0 7.5 —
il s B

Total volume

1.6 IEBEHEEERG B kAR

BORTE 7 42800 DNA AR 45 5w, R A 1% 35
NEWEEATBEIE HL VK , SR TAE 28 mif 100 V 48 J& H ik
30 min, f£ ChemiDoc MP £ T & & I A% 5 4t
E WL -SSR EE O

2 HBRE5H

2.1 BEREAMNE 4 #7%RIA DNA b

H1 %% 3 AT AL 48 B — S A 05 G SR VR R O
PEHEHUR 2 LR 4] DNA (8 A/ Ay FHIEII KT
1.80, UEHHHRELAY DNA 40 5 4 1550 B - A1)y
B AL/ Ay [E>1.90, AT REF D 1F RNA 154, X
K CTAB 7513 DNA ¥ B P I E AR, Bz dm
A/ Ao AR T 1. 80, R I i 4R B i A%, HLAR
B DNA fETEERLZ 4% J0

R3 FEIEBRGEEEZLADNA WRESH
Table 3 The quality parameters of different extraction

methods about genomic DNA

DNA ¥
ik Ao/ Asgo 1
Mjif:d A 26/0A 20 ) DNA concentration

etho 2607 H2gp Value /(ng-pl™!)
TG~ ik
Conventional phenol-chloroform 1.95+0. 05 148. 61+21. 95
extraction method

JE N

EZ*PE‘, 1.89+0. 05 118.87+10.43
Magnetic beads method
R CTAB %
Modified CTAB method 1. 480.18 19 4123. 69
AL AR 1.89+0. 03 73.41+18. 31

Centrifugal column method

2.2 5|¥ERstaRYIT

il It NCBL 22 A B8 A [) 4 b ) 1k D1 90 Y L
X, VIR T A4 S M R 0 X B, 33 5 1 BT AR
Primer Express 3.0 & it T — X E£ 4 g Wi —4&
WA (K 4) .

x4 FHERUESIHER
Table 4 Specific primers/probes for sheep

R 19/ HE S
Name Primer/ probe sequence
*f: GH-F GAATCCGCACCCCCTCCA
Sheep GH-F
£ GH-R ACTCCCCTGACCACATCCT
Sheep GH-R
£ GH-P CCACTGAGGTCCTCAGTTCCCTCCCAT
Sheep GH-P

2.3 ELARHAEE PCR I EHRILE

A1 AT, 4 BT E SR 2E LB 2 DNA 3598
PCR § #8ih4k , BY AR A B 25, U CtfEKR
JNATHL 4 BT RS ECEJE R 41 DNA (%) PCR 93 350%
HREER D SE Gl - S > B DA R SR CTAB
AZTR B SO 78 1 25 ROk B #EIR Ik S5 5 - A
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PREFTT DNA MR 22 AR (HREERIL B9 435K o
4, BEWIFL Ge g S 5 2R DNA HAE e PCR 37
WEEIT, RSO AE L AT R CTAB 3 DNA it
W PE RN EA , S B IS R BOH AL 2 Rk AR

g : sk
2 AL G-
uh’ N N
jlg
R
®
10 } } } }
0 10 20 30 40
TEHRUEL Cycles

Bl 1 4F75 %R DNA #REKHELEE PCR §1EE
Fig.1 Real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR amplification

of DNA samples extracted by four extraction methods

2.4 FE[FH DNA B EKEN %R

FH L 2 AT 4 B R BRI SE BE 41 DNA FLUK
R IR/, U 4 SR R DNA #RIE S8 %
() AT FLICRREAR ), VKB 3.4 AR 1.2
TR S W, VGE 1 (B R CTAB FE3E) MU & 59,
ok IH A% G35 Wy — S0 5 R R 3 R BB A) i PR 41 DNA
B LB A Rk B CTAB ¥R . TivkiE 3 A i
RIS X2 TG - EA 05 42 L DNA o #& ok
HIA RNA i iR A5 20 RNA RERRSE4, iR T 7

M2 000 bp marker; 12K CTAB 3%;2. B .04k
3 ALY - AT 4 REERTE
Note; M: 2 000 bp marker. 1; Modified CTAB method
2. Centrifugal column method. 3 Conventional phenol-
chloroform extraction method. 4 Magnetic beads method.
B2 47h77EREUK DNA B8 HE 5 R A ik
Fig.2 Agarose gel electrophoresis of DNA extracted
by four methods

RIS
2.5 BHl#EIRERBUIT S TR ITEN
2.5.1 FAMBIELR  RESAH, BRI
b AL/ Ay TE Y RSD 4 0.50% , DNA ¢ Ji (1) RSD
N 3. 34% , FR WU G Y SRR, A5 5 B IO
bR,
£5 EHBBCHRIULH A E SR
Table 5 Repeatability verification of self-made

magnetic bead extraction kit

DNA ¥ &
s Ao/ Aggo T
Nﬁf A 26/0A 280 ! DNA concentration

umber 2607 Angy value /(ng-ul")
1 1.90+0. 02 116.65+2. 11
2 1. 88+0. 05 125.33+9. 66
3 1. 89+0. 05 126. 07+10. 36
4 1.89+0.03 119. 54+5. 69
5 1.91+0. 05 117.34+5. 88
6 1.90+0. 03 119.21+8.49
-3
T 1.90 120. 69
Average value
brifi 2z
Standard deviation 0.01 4.03
AR 1 22
RSD/% 0.50 3.34

2.5.2 REBEEMER mRe A, AN EERE

SR 10,20 YT RSN 3E 41 DNA, 520
YOLE R PCR E i IR 4R R Z U IREA R C
{EAEA— 2, R & HA R pia et
&6 BHIRIRE DNA REUR I S E I IE
Table 6 Stability verification of self-made magnetic
bead DNA extraction kit

SRR B FATEY
Number of freeze-thaw cycles Parallel average Ct value

0 23.78
10 22.91
20 23.02
Rl 23.24
Average value
b2
Standard deviation 0-47
iEROE AR

2.04
RSD/% 0

2.5.3 AaHEmLR BRI, 12DHP 12
UHEHEE ST RSD BIH/IN, Ao/ Ay, TELAIT DNA e BE A
W51 RSD 285114 0. 74%F1 4. 99% , Ui BHIZIRH £
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TE 2~ 8 CARAFEAAT T Al 285 B o v 4, 22 /0 mT AT
148,
=7 BHEERE DNA REUAFI & B ERIE
Table 7 Validation of self-made magnetic bead
DNA extraction kit

- DNA ¥
Niﬁjer A:%Zzgiie DNA con(fn}falion
/(ng-pL™")

: 1.88 126. 52
2 1.91 113.22
3 1.90 121. 50
4 1.91 110.79
3 1.89 126. 01
6 1.90 111.41
! 1.88 118.96
8 1.87 120. 27
9 1.88 122. 65
10 1.88 109. 31
1 1.90 115.34
12 1.89 119. 89
-1

j\i:\/eiji value 1.89 117.99
iﬁid deviation 0.01 5.89
*Rixlj/@o{ﬁ% 0.74 4.99

3 i

Wi 5 T 2F 0 & R, B H PCR $% R 7F DNA
IR 16 R 2 K IR il A EA T IR IR 0 45 A2 o, DNA
PFE ORI PCR H AR %50 A2 B R il J B 42
(55—, DNA B 110 4l B N 58 3Pk 5 5 2230 50 i 2
HEBEYIASE™ | XtF AR U, i T R 5 i ag
FEZH DNA (RS 2 i P2 R R 41 DNA /Y T fe, 5
FAMZE R ATE ", Pascoal 257 UFSLZE AR
JEAN B R, 4R AR DNA & A4 T — 8 7 0 B
Aslan 2PV 3l i R BUE 4 HER B 2R HER) DNA & BE,
HE AR TR il S 2 T BUA B R R, DNA 19 /T
800 bp, [HIL, i BEIE BT DNA $RBUF i R H 2,

H F AT DNA 2 505 20T PR il i 1 8 Ut 2R
A AT ARG S 56 B PCR 97 3 85CR
B HL YO 4 Fh R[] 7 2 B B 11 2 T 3L R 41 DNA
ROR VAT H A, R BUR Rl U A3 2 Y DNA YR |
SRR 25 5 . BR CTAB J5 RN ES oA 7

PRI DNA e B FN2li B 5 At 2 R VA TEAR A5 50 19
~GOTEMBEER AR B DNA PIRCR T4, A i
KA R NaCl ¥ | 1 2 he SEOR R R 4 7% . CTAB 71
Tiangen B0 &S BUE A 2R A A DNA, &5
BRI CTAB V32 LAY DNA ¥ B 5 4l 5 245 T Hofth 3
Rk X T ES CTAB AR RE & A2 B /Ny F 4
FilE e 5 K, X 5 AR5 45 R —F, Chapela
PR F CTAB 5 DA JR]— 446 £ 5 R 1) 4 FlOR TR]
JEHE S 2 B DNA |, 455838 B] CTAB L4 HU DNA ¥
JE S AR R R, G AR R O R 4
AR T AR 2 DNA BHIFSE 1207 BB 7 B
L HEELE DNA BTt 5, 2 #617 PCR &3 (H B0
FER PRI 2 DNA FT i XA, X 5 AT 45 2%
WAL,

1 Ge i — AN 2 30 DNA R BUT i, L
) DNA J 2 RERS T 2 70 A 2 i e i AR R (1
FERTACH T A& 05 A — o M L FE M, K
il FH A0 AR B MG 3 Arslan 2600
AR Zead iR R AN FLS | R -5 5 $EHL DNA
F PCR ¢33 271 bp A9 DNA F Bt {H3R 56 st ] 35 )
10 h DA E A SCAE DT Fe BB 4 PR 7= 5 i 2 [ 4
DNA B &30, By -G8 05 2 1 4 DNA (14 2003 Fn 35
W RS B, (AR R R, R
T DNA 73 B AR S EHEAGILS AR, %
i AT YR 5 BV R A5 ) 4l B A v A S A 5T DNA | LA
LR Hsh R & FERTE, HAtE gz T
DNA (EC > 3 EALAE R R L B LA A T
HAR L2 DNA BHIESE , fEBR AR BOR TR 2L A K B
GA TN, O BETIE G IR, HANTE 2 B0 4AE,
AT 1.5 h, BB A PREE , X 5 A 45 1
—3, AW R OMEGA REERZH4) DNA 42
7] 4R ORI 2F T B9 DNA, & S B DNA 119
gl  FERT R, A AR A T REER A R L
25 R A AR B U A S B A ) DNA | TE B R
TRAZ R B BT PG 7 (8 R e 4 R n] S8 A 3
AL, AR 1 ) A 1 4 B ) XA A
FN BB EZERA, i ELAC 3500 & B A0 34 0
FUR ), 55 5 WA AT 53 A1 2 B st G s AR 2
K, HHT, QIAGEN £ DNeasy © mericon © Food Kit
R BB AL 32 J6/¥K, DNeasy © Blood & Tissue
Kit 7 AR BURA L) 29. 6 J0/UK, 152562 H )
EANTREEL) 7.8 JU/W, T [ 77 R o Ak 0 2R
DNA $EHU ) £ 2 U A3 K F 10 Jo/1%, #F H
Rl T, W, AR5 A Rk S B0 ) & R
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Comparative Study on Different Extraction Methods of
Genomic DNA From Dried Mutton

CHEN Chuanjun' JIN Lu' LIN Hua® HU Bin"* HAN Guoquan' CHEN Shijie> ZHANG Jing® AN Wei’
(" College of Food, Sichuan Agriculture University, Ya'an, Sichuan 625000; > Chengdu Customs, Chengdu, Sichuan 610000)

Abstract: To study the optimal extraction method of extracting genomic DNA from dried mutton, conventional phenol-
chloroform extraction method, magnetic beads method, modified CTAB method and centrifugal column method were used
to extract the genomic DNA from dried mutton, respectively. The concentration, purity, integrity, extraction time and
PCR amplification effect of mutton genomic DNA extracted by the four methods were compared. The results showed that
the extraction effect of DNA by magnetic bead method was better than other methods with DNA concentration of 118. 87
ng+wL™" and A,/ A, value of 1.89. This method also had several advantages such as short extraction time, high
efficiency and less pollution. Our study provides scientific guidance for mass extraction and detection of genomic DNA
from dried mutton in practical.

Keywords : dried mutton, extraction method of DNA , magnetic beads method, gel electrophoresis, real-time fluorescent

quantitative PCR



