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NR MSAP EZBM L &
JHEEZE DNA EHE /LM

x| s R, R, X &,
BEEFE?,  FoKIE?, mEm!

1o SEON KA el A 4 TR 5% B Ll M A 9 9% AR D S R BB 3 & S L B B 3 A S 50 ==, S PH 550025
2. SN SR RL2EF ST BT, S PH 550006

WE: AXAERAEGAMH, RAEXERE&F, RALTER TRKARY MSAP 4k A, 2R &%, A B4 DNA
%5 300 ng, KA EcoR 110 U A= Msp I/Hpa 112.5 U ¥ Bdnik, B o 40 20 uL MY 4R 2, A Bik -
# 1.0 pl, Mix 10 pL. EF#31 4% E+FA/HMA+T & 2. 0 ul; st BFR IR BIKFR 20 pl, #8550 1200 & 38
Z# 3.0 pl, Mix 5 pl, EF #5314 E-ANN/HM+TNN & 2. 0 pL. &£ 8 17 531 4w L3, @38 CCGG 1
B TR ELH 24%, FHLEIBILEN 1.8%, AUXKARAZ G ELPNARRAFHA Y, BE-ZRED
DNA ¥ k4t £ 5.

X # . KAR; 43%%; MSAP; DNA ¥ 41t

HESES: Q343.1; S667.9 XHRARER: A XEMHS: 1673 -9868(2016)09 — 0034 — 07

DNA HUIEACAE Jy e W R Mt e # MG 2 —, TR RN RGE . H Ak AR DNA | # - JofF
DA T Bt 25 R 350 SR DA T 4 45 ik PR 200 A 7 5 O 1l B AR Y FERE A IR AR K R Bk ., DNA AL
K- SR SO S XA A 4G AR S S P A e Y S i B A Y R 2 A AR
A, B OCEE IR, SRR AR KE . AREHEE LR, R i R L AR LE, XA R R
BAEA EEE S AR FhRIC . DNA I Al s w7 ] T4 DU e 00 35 4% 748 S . R AT b BT B IRV AG 4
o T W 354 AR DX A3 A [ o B R T 0 G A A OG AR R AR S R ) A Bl O 0 o A Bl T A
R BE PRI s TIAE 5 A% O AT . A0 O #4437 45 J7 1T DNA Ak oA i

MSAP (methylation-sensitive amplification polymorphism) ¥ R#% ¥ H1 Reyna-Lopez "I 7, K H#4E
fAT AT REPE SRR A, T T R AR L R A L RN T AR S A5 T T DNA HY R A AR
KA IEsRE . ke (Hylocereus undatus) AN F} (Cactaceae) 1 K R (H ylocereus ) /Y, J 7™
FHROT MM, WEFRFER, BAKEMEFNES . CERER S8 0 . 5 TEL,
K SR B VA AE S R I A0 A S ASAIE SR UL LA e R 2 B R R RE, R IE A8 it @ AR AR K T
Y MSAP Kl 58, S 2 Wit 4% 73 M B8 7€ F AR kAl

@ YR HB. 2015-04-23
HEWH. BEERBERS(31560549) 5 SHHA B A RBHBUE ST H (2014 - 04) 5 50 K205 58 28 G137 35 4 (WFAR 2014020).
PEFZEIA: XM € 1988 -, B, IWARIGIT A, S5 d, FEMNFH FRENTR.
WAFMER . SCRMS, Hiz.
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1 #MRERE
L1 & #

LBt M 7 5 il 48 21 8 ( Hylocereus undatus * Zihonglong’) 41 15 i b4 kL, 4k 3& T ok 6 B
MSAP & Z . JF Rl 4035 5 DNA HIEAL K-, g b B VTR AR 25 1~2 cm, 2R 3 N H . ik
FNFRE AR A 2 151
1.2 E[FZ DNA 2E

DL 2H 35 8 422 Rkt RE, FI AT Plant Genomic DNA Kit(DP305 — 03, K AR AE bR A7 BR 2 ) ) 42 BOE PR 4
DNA, BioPhotometer plus % & H | & {X (Eppendord) Ml 5 £ K 40 DNA 7£ 260 nm #1 280 nm 4t ) OD
fE, T HA DNA 4l B fUR B 5 0. 896 Y 35t A8 W 35 Jie riL Jk A I 2k X1 41 DNA BT 4t (120 V., 20~ 30 min),
DNA 1T —20 C&H.

1.3 MSAP K& &L

B V) i#E AR R . A EcoR 141 Msp 1/H pa 11(Fermentas) , 381 P55 B % 3L R 40 DNA #E47 SUEF ). 28
— K EcoR 1H§Y], KR 300 ng FF 4 DNA, 1.0 pl. EcoR 1¢10 U/ul), 4.0 pl. 10 X Buffer EcoR 1,
ddH, O #ME E 40 pL, RA)GF 37 CHE§YI 4 h;y 5 =20 Msp 1/Hpa 11 Y], kA 10 pL EcoR 1 Y™
¥, 0.25 ul. Msp T or Hpa 11(10 U/pl), 2.0 pL 10 X Buffer Tango, ddH,O #ME = 20 pL, 215 37 C
Y] 5 h. SRJ5 . W5, 0 pL FEUI =W BEAT 1. 2 060 B HE WEBE R Uk, DUR 2 BB VT2 5 56 4. 246 BOSURE U1 7™ 1)
20 pL, MA 0.5 pl. T4 DNA Ligase(5 U/pl), 3.0 p1. 10X T4 DNA Ligase buffer, 10 pmol/pl. EcoR T #%
Sk 50 pmol/pl. Msp 1/Hpa 11 $3k (2 D4 1.0 pL, PABZEKANE 30 pL, 22 CH#HERN 5 h, —20 C
RAEE .

T 3G R VAR FR . AR B R AT G SON AR R, MR DNA . 2X Tag PCR MasterMix CRAR A LB
AWRAFDHE., 519 E-A/HM+TGE D3 ANHEKR M ERAEKT, RAH LOGHIEsCE, & B R EBUKF
WL 2. WY WEARFE R 94 CHIAEYE 2 mins 94 CAFHE 30 s, 56 CiB Kk 30 s, 72 ‘CHEM 2 min, 35 MEIH;
72 “CHEAR 10 min. 3G W 1. 2 Y0 0 B g WH 8 Je rRL Uk A . 3% 7= 8 T — 20 °C vKAR AR A7 45 .

VEBEVEY R R . R HRIEY 1R R P iR DNA | 2 X Taq PCR MasterMix 4. 514 E-+ANN/HM+
TNNGR D3 AEEPRHIES LIGBHO TG, & KRR EBACE LR 3. By 8587 94 °C st
3 min; 94 ‘CAEME 30 s, 65 CiBk 30 s, 72 ‘CHEMH 2 min, LU MEIHFIE KEE#HK 0.7 C, HE 56 C
(12 AMEH) 5 94 CAEME 30 s, 56 ‘CiRK 30 s, 72 CHEMH 2 min( 27 NMEH) 5 72 ‘CHEMH 10 min. B3 pL ¥~
B W HEAT 6 U6 7% 1 B DR T e R G P UK, R Y S R A N T AT

Fz1 MSAP#ELESIWFET

1235 /519 JP31(5°—37) 1235 /51%) JPHI(57—3")

E1 CTCGTAGACTGCGTACC HM 1 GACGATGAGTCCTGAG
EII AATTGGTACGCAGTC HM II CGCTCAGGACTCAT
E+A GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCA

HM-+T GAGTCCTGAGCGGT

E P1 GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCAAG HM P1 GAGTCCTGAGCGGTCA
E P2 GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCACA HM P2 GAGTCCTGAGCGGTCC
E P3 GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCACT HM P3 GAGTCCTGAGCGGTCT
E P4 GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCACC HM P4 GAGTCCTGAGCGGTAC
E PS5 GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCACG HM P5 GAGTCCTGAGCGGTGG
E P6 GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCAGC HM P6 GAGTCCTGAGCGGTGA
E P7 GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCAAC HM P7 GAGTCCTGAGCGGTAG
E P8 GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCAGA HM P§ GAGTCCTGAGCGGTTA
E P9 GTAGACTGCGTACCAATTCAAT HM P9 GAGTCCTGAGCGGTGT




% 94 X MK, . KEFR MSAP 4R & 69 4L & 2835 % DNA ¥ &AL 6 m) 3
F2 NERMSAP By RN EERERHERKE pL
K AR DNA 2X Taq PCR MasterMix 514
1 1.0 5.0 1.0
2 1.5 7.5 1.5
3 2.0 10. 0 2.0
R3 KRER MSAP EEMT RN EERRERKE pL
7K AR DNA 2X Taq PCR MasterMix 514
1 2.0 5.0 1.0
2 3.0 7.5 1.5
3 4.0 10. 0 2.0

1.4 AiEHE DNA BEKKFERM

XFE AR 81 X PEFEPEY I SI My HEAT I 0k, SRS RCE 2 | W RN S IE 17 X0, WA S
EORAF B KO R B AT TR AP ) DNA HUEARR I . DL IE A 5236 MSAP K 5 /) AT 5L L3190 28 43 Bt K

Je R B DNA HUEEAL K K28 S A L.
1.5 BESZITSHH

X0, B REW R BEA SR AT ST, WOk UL, A AR I T, O A

HE0”, UM TR g5

2 ZFERE5H5)
2.1 EFEAHDNARER

SRR R, FREUAFE N 40 DNA A7 R HT, T AESL
BB, UKIETE M D). £, OD 260/0D 280 fHKZ
TE 1. 75~1. 85 Z[nl, Ui W $E LAY DNA Ji & 45 . 20 8
B W MSAP SR
2.2 EEVIFNTRYIE & A

JH EcoR 1 H1 Msp 1/H pa 11 W5 Bl 41 32 il 1) 55 A 20
DNA, ZHM, 78 3~5 h 70 DLk )48 45 i) i U 25 24
ARSI 5 b A Fe AR BN ). 7 Y A 9 A4S Ak P4
A, B DNA,2 X Tag PCR MasterMix . 5% 3
AN RWE A, PCR Y25 B A4 I B 22 7 (&1 2). &b
PREYKIE 1.6,8 T Mix &b, 9734 7= YA x4, b 3
VKIE 3,5.7 YR AN R £, (AALBIKIE 7 BTl
b, AR R B, AL B YKGE 3 4%l i de 1Y X
&P AE 100~1 000 bp iy BN, HAE 700 bp T fE
FI R FEN . BATI RS 3R, W20 pl
MARZH, B DNA 1.0 pul., 2XTaq PCR MasterMix
10 L, EF#5I% E4A/HMA+T % 2.0 pul. N EAE
Py AR R
2.3 EEMYEREER

TR 14 7= Wy s B 100 £, KR 3 HEATIERE D4,

M: DL 2000; L1—L5; 1 5 8k
E1 RERZ=HEFZADNA

M 123 4 56 7289

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp

M: DL 20005 1—9. IEsZisH 1—9 4b 7
2 EXMRAT = kB

PIGIYoh E P2/HM P3. 9 kB tEd AP PCR §7 3 25 SRA72E W B 22 57 (1 3) . Hp b B 6 19 5
XTI W 5 T o B, AL B 6 ARSI e MR Y S SR R AR &R L R 20 pL ROBIAR R B, BiAl DNA
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3.0 pul., 2XTaq PCR MasterMix 5 pl., L F{E514 E--ANN/HM-+TNN 4% 2. 0 pL A ek F vy 18~
IRz

T 58 7= WA AT B S e . TG ) 4 B 2 B 10,2050 B 100 A% S TR MY G, PR S1Y)
i E P2/HM PACE] 4). B G T B A E 0938 0 25707 BOE W8 55, JULA 50 A% I 45 3 19 2507 o i M. Tl A
SEH SR BT Wy R RE 50 A5 (AL B 3) JEAT I £EPE DY,

1 23456789 H]MHQMH3MH4M

1—4 A3 ERRE 10,2050 F1 100 A5 9514 7247

1—9: EZRR T 1—9 Zb#, H 4% EcoR 1/Hpa 1 B4 4 s MACE EcoR 1/Msp 1 BYI4L 4.
B3 ExMAERNE B4 HyEEORRE
i = ik B (6% PAGE) HREHTE~MEKEIL (6% PAGE)

2.4 NERAREE DNA BELK TR

XF 5 A K e S 4 85 T A RE AT W AR AP RN, LSS IE AR SE5G MSAP (R R el S, R 17 XE 5149,
ALY BRI 533~536 £ (K 4), SEHEXTGIH 31, 3~31.5 &4, 51 E P5/HM P3 ¥ I &R Z£ .,
44 2k, 519 E P2/HM P8 ¥l 4y $ide >, 15 2k, KOBRALKTH 5 bk 9 DNA H 3L 4b /K WL 2% 4,
Hor, T8I 406 4%, TR 115~118 &, TI1 AUAF 11~13 45, T AU (H f1 M 3945) £ 8 CCGG A 5 oK
FE Ak ol P A e 2 F AR, TR (H A M 0 R R CCGG 7 5 A M g e e FE 3 fh, 111 AUA7 (H 6 M
A RN CCGG AL p N 1 M w4 Y Ak, 3B 433 4 7™ 1y Fl Dk L3 DL I 5. KO B2 B 15 CCGG A i 8 FE R
R b3 2928 24 % (AT TI1/ T+ 1T+ T11) o o phy 3 i s i 4 FH Ak L %0 21, 6 06 ~22. 196 (TIT/T-+ T+ 11D B
B T AN A s 2 AR R 2. 1% ~2. 1% (1/T+T1+11D 5 51#%f E P3/HM P7 #1 E P2/HM P9 75
MH I Z B RZ, N2 4, A 135K ERGHIMLEZEN. P h 2B RP=HEIEEHE
WL B ED . P EHO~100%) SR B S Z 80 0 & I8, 745 SRR ], 2 LA 5% A sl s B, B2
H— AW A Z B AR (- 6. Agrh gy P HEARY 0, BIK WoRn A HEAZEE, Rl 15.4%
(E P3/HM PD, ¥ P {H N 1. 8%.

F4 AEE S EKE DNA BEMLKE

% [tk I 25 e/ 2% I 295 e/ 0% B ALK/ 2%
L1 406 11¢2. 1 118(22. D 535 24.1
L2 406 13(2.4) 117¢21. 8) 536 24.3
L3 406 13(2.4) 117(21. 8) 536 24.3
L4 406 12(2.3) 115(21. 6) 533 23.8
L5 406 12(2.2) 117¢21. 9 535 24.1

e I RAFARR A, AR, B CCGG A fmsnE ¢ HT AR TE 50 M AR LaR (0, 1), B CCGG P mag e 4 Y f TR 55
I BAFARR QL DALE, B CCGG AR A Akl oy i s e 2 FY AL 2.



% 9 XK, £, KAR MSAP 4k & 69440 R 20353 DNA W & L4 ) 5

kil
1 9%
[ B
L1—L5: #HEH M 5 A Sk, P. H AL SN N.
B 5 RERERELGENEXEE(E P2/HM P8) B 6 Iy KB

3 W o’
3.1 MSAP K ZBL

MSAP 5> FAricj& 78 AFLP JEfilf b 8 57 e ke (9 —Fh B 1 42 3L PR 21 A /KO A DU i 2 R D S Bl o g2
— MR DR R A R CCGG A i ALK P 19 T Be. W] AFLP K& —#E, & BT i i 56 P 4
DNA 3R BUR 3> S 00 A JERE AN OC T, MW B N4l h & A W 28, 825, (R 5 R &5 0 5 2L /Y i
PIRRE S T DNA ¥ G52 50 25 L 19 5 i /s, AR S50k FH AR G 42 B DNA, J5 8 FLA B, DAL UK B R &
JE WS A Rk A, AR G PR U DNA 2l BEf e, a0y, B IE . S8 A RRIE I I B 06 () T 2L

S DNA WLl )5 . BEbIas R, MA@ HA R S AR,
M) S5 36 4 E A . 25 PCR 7 38 52 56 5% I R AR A 7] 2 X Taq PCR MasterMix, 41t 2 £ Wik ik, #) A
Mix §" 875 B 9 25 T b . nT 58 . AR PELr, i L MSAP SC86 935 28, &R % N2 X P12 MSAP 4 1
FRICIK R BUEAL L], Fi9 5 PCR W, Taq B, ANTPs, Mg*™ | &t DNA FI5[H) 5 4 H K #2045
Jere A U WA, B 2 RS R BT, Y PCR KR Mix it Z a5 ¥ i, 98448 8059 F Brge kK, 3w
Mix 15 | 4 ¥ B 2 52 W 47 38 S 00 1) e = 2 2, WA U B2 X PCR ) 52 WA A GE 55 /0N T T004)™ 386 7 e A3 5000 25
S B R T 8 SR 0 . MRS PCR 253 Je 2 52 00 2 B, R iy 35 #5719 MSAP 1K & %%
WV 25 RARE . EEVELS . & T KR R B 4 DNA H ALK P f 46 .
3.2 NERAEHE DNA BEALKFERN

HAr, KOp R F R E B S04 1 B 2R AR B R, ISSR 2 Fhnic i 1 HH A P 25 5 ik 44t
T B AR ARSI T Bt DNA AL 7E 4R RR L A1 A2 . 4 S DR 35K DA P 1E 3 2B K R B it
P oA SR, i B AR R A 2, P B a0 R R Y, AR A DU 2 DNA AR R Tz B
Ax, L, SRR R LA . R IR & 7 s IR AR O BR BT LA R s A% i B v DNA 3R A (L i i 5% . Xt 48
AEYBESEREFE N RMBEHEIG BA EEE L, WEYMEMEAEZWHEILE S E X 1S
SRMTT L AFLPY AR B AR AR Sy — it 4448 S p R T B © Bk Iz A . I MSAP W DL AFLP Sy Sk ail &
Je i ok ) —Fh 4 L U2 DNA B SR I AR . VRS —FhoA 80 . 5 (8 i R T 42 56 R4 CCGG fr i B SRk
KV F B, MSAP AR CH Z B H TR T . AKAE . /NEE L G . A 00 B 55 22 0o ) 8 R 1 4 JE T
2 AR KT G e

AR S X AL B 5 A KO R B W O R AR IEAT T KO R, 25 AR, KO R A R
1) CCGG 7 S 1 S AL FR BE 290 24 %6, %2 D) At g g 4 F 364k i JE a0 F7 7, X — EL il B2 F— S i 56
WP CCGG 1 5 1Y B JE 4k Fe R, B a0 e i (4. 7% ~15.0%) . /KRG (16.3%) . 4 (12. 0% ~20.0%)
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St M R A A B B AR S . DNAHTRE AR HE 38 U R 3k 35. 096 ~43. 0264, 18 5 A HLkk iy MSAP
g R, SRR 6 N EMALA, FZEMELERN 1. 800, K R B i e W To it R %o
T, A —E R R DNA HIE{E 25 5.

KIEHe MSAP R MEE ST ARy KO 38 AL A8 S (AT S 4R 7 — BB 19 2 AR IC T Be . A FI T ke
R BT BE IR S TE S IRAT 5 TR A A S TR AR TT K e SRR L8 e A S F 5 AR 5 98 R 2 RE R TAN 28 T
FORIERM Sy Sh BRI R L Bl T T PR L TR i A A e A
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On Optimization of MSAP Analysis System and Assessment
of DNA Methylation in In Vitro Pitaya

LLIU Peng-fei's, QIAO Guang', LIU Tao’,
PENG Zhi-jun*, CAI Yong-qiang®, WEN Xiao-peng'

1. Key Laboratory of Plant Resources Conservation and Germplasm Innovation in Mountainous Region ( Guizhou University) ,
Ministry of Education . Institute of Agro-bioengineering, Guiyang 550025, China ;
2. Guizhou Institute of Fruit Tree Science ., Guiyang 550006 , China

Abstract: The MSAP-PCR system has been optimized through orthogonal design on several key factors
with in vitro pitaya. The optimum conditions for restriction digestion were 300 ng genome DNA, 10 U
EcoR 1, 2.5 U Msp 1 (Hpa 1D through two steps. The 20 pL. pre-amplification reaction mixture contained
1.0 pL. digest-ligation products, 10 pl. Mix, and 2.0 pl. Primers E4+ A/HM+ T. The pre-amplification
products were diluted 50 times for the selective amplification. The 20 pl. selective amplification reaction
mixture including 3.0 pL. pre-amplification diluted products, and 5 p. Mix, and 2.0 pL. Primers E-+ANN/
HM-+TNN. The level of methylated CCGG was up to 24 % among the in vitro plants of pitaya, as detec-
ted by 17 primer pairs, and the mean ratio of polymorphism was 1.8%. Therefore, the methylated sites of
DNA sequence remains some variance among the different in wvitro pitaya.

Key words: pitaya; in vitro plant; MSAP; DNA methylation
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