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f:, #E—2B1EH 16 X5 | AL AxT 88 MEMEMLLFN AT PCR 475, 3k74 1 183 KWW 547, Jrh 165 L HA
ZAM:, A K 90% , BLHIHELINE SRAP NRRZRE M HEK . 2% SRAP-PCR I Bitk 2 I A AL AT 7., o
FI SRAP BRic B ARIEA T R BIE Z AR PP i e R B M A 2 140 B B R S5 B ST SR AR B B AR IR 2R
X

K421 #; SRAP; PCR piAR; Mt

mES#E, S682.32 SCHRARIRED: A CEHS ; 2095-0837(2012)01-0085-07

Optimization and Establishment of SRAP-PCR in Lotus
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Abstract. We established an advanced SRAP-PCR reaction system for Chinese Antique Lotus
and American Lotus using a single factor experiment with five impact factors, including DNA
template, Mg®* , dNTP mixture, Tag DNA polymerase and primer. The 10 pL reaction mixture
contained 50 ng of genomic DNA template,1 pL of 10 xBuffer,2 mmol/L of MgCl, ,0. 20 mmol/L
of dNTP,0. 75 U of Tag DNA polymerase,and 0. 8 umol/L of primers. To test the stability of the
optimized SRAP-PCR system,the PCR was further amplified in the core-collection of flower lo-
tus with 88 cultivars using 16 primer pairs. A total of 183 clear bands were obtained throughout
all materials, of which 165 (90% ) bands were polymorphic. Therefore, the established SRAP
reaction system for lotus was reliable. The results provided technical support for evaluating ge-
netic diversity as well as constructing genetic linkage maps and molecular marker-assisted
breeding of lotus.
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43 Fhic HA R R P R L B B T
WF AERL R 4P 5 A ™, B 2
FHF M SER A BBk P A AR
AL REESMHT Y DNA #5508 3% At e
B ke kP LR e g

ERpFHYPEERSEREYZ—, KA
“Wited1” 2. BEREAAKRAWRTE L, &
HEMKELEEY, BFREHAGH NH T —
B AR 285 L SCAL L B AR
CalE T AN RN, FEE R KR Bk
PR R R AT R G X B A
PEVEAL AL BRI TR T ECAIRA RE N BT
GO P FESN TOK T b PG R A R Y YR A
2R T RO DTS #OS Z—, B FH K DNA 437
Fric 3 B4 RAPD. ISSR, AFLP Fi1 SSRI™-2'1
SRAP fi:h—Fh i Bl bsic, B E AL AP £
FEVESS BT v A3 B0 28 i PSP fH 3% SRAP-PCR
AT R R R EE V.. SRAP 7% B HoA M
PP R R Rl SRAP-PCR |z v A 2 4% A A
W, RO AR ™ ) BRER 2w E
KT SRAP-PCR iR R, B LASHESE
P N AR ( Nelumbo nucifera) FISEN 513 (N
lutea) A ¥4 Kk, FIF 2 %) SRAP #8ic 51941 H, X
PCR Wi Z H IR \Mg®* (dNTP Tag DNA %
A5 E R R E AR R 2K, R
5i4eE SRAP-PCR RINifR R , IRATT e FE 1K) 1t
& Rk i RRE R 40 BT P A% 14 3 I A SR T O
FAL BB AR R

1 #RERE

1.1 ##

b8 A T B AR ( Nelumbo nucifera, %
5 CL) FIZEMZE(N. lutea, 4ir's: AL) , Bt T
Bl B DU Yy b fif 46 0% N, SBOR J T 1K) &)1 i
3B R 41 DNA,
1.2 EERA

10 x Taq Buffer (A&~ MgCl, ), 25 mmol/L
MgCl, ,5 U/uL Tag DNA H A B Aingz K Fermen-
tas MBI 2 &) 472,10 mmol/L dNTPs, DNA Mar-
ker B R A AE AL B A KR F) 4 7, CTAB, Tris-

base. N i Bt . W 00PN 5 Bk JHe . & % 1R B
TEMED #5421 Amresco A E]4:7=, SRAP $Rid
514k E Li A1 Quiros!™ , R s 2 1, i
TR EYERAREELAAGH, HER
10 pmol/L%5

21 ¥ SRAP-PCR tk R{E{LASAT S| A
Table 1 Primer sequences used in optimizing the
SRAP-PCR reaction system in lotus

ik o) J¥51(5' -3")

Pairs of primer Sequence (5’ -3")

] me4 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC
emi GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT

5 me3 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAT
em2 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC

3 me3 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAT
em3 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC

4 me4 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC
em3 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC

1.3 HEEEFEZ DNA RS

RIS i CTAB 3417 8 U S N 41 DNA,
Ia) B S O T A g A CTAB 48 I 22 nle ik
(100 mmol/L Tris-HCI pH 4 8.0,20 mmol/L ED-
TA pH 1 8.0, 1.4 mol/L NaCl,2% CTAB, 1%
PVP30,1% B-#ikZ i) ,65°CKW 1 h, JHE;
SIREE (24 2 1) BEA R WREDLR G, B 32K
DNA JL3e ¥y, £ 70% Z B Ve S € T4 5, 1
50 pLiy TE ZZ k3 (10 mmol/L Tris-HCI,1 mmol/L
EDTA,pH 1 8. 0) Fe 431 f#, 3+ 1 pL. 10 mg/mL
¥ RNase Z:fk RNA, F 50 00 (K H
GE Ultrospec 1100 pro) Fil 0. 8% Bt B HiEe i v 3k
RO FE B A e B, R SRR B 20 ng/uL, BT
—20°C VKAIPRAEE o
1.4 SRAP RRI{EZMRL

PCR BOMAABU 10 ul, Skaih SOt td 28 S - AR
DNA 50 ng,dNTPs 0. 2 mmol/L, 10 x Buffer 2% af
w1 L, MgCl, 2.0 mmol/L, Tag DNA % 4 i
0.5 U, Ef5#% 0. 8 umol/L, SR H.H 7l 5%
BE1, 5t DNA BifR . Mg®* .dNTPs, Tag DNA &4
A 519 5 MEFo T8RN R P AT AN AR
WOLT RN AR E 4 MEEE(R2),
1.5 PCR¥1g

PCR §" % & 7£ Bio - Rad MyCycler Thermal
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§< 2 3% SRAP-PCR tk REL A& E FHAKE
Table 2 Factor and levels designed in optimizing of SRAP-PCR reaction system in lotus

K- DNA AR ok i Mg®* ¥ j dNTPs ¥k 58 DNA RARERES 5|k
Level DNA template  Mg?* concentration dNTPs concentration DNA polymerase concentration  Primer concentration
(ng) (mmol/L) (mmol/L) V) (umol/L)
1 20 1.0 0.10 0.25 0.4
2 35 1.5 0.15 0.50 0.6
3 50 2.0 0.20 0.75 0.8
4 65 2.5 0.25 1.00 1.0

Cycler PCR 1% _I-3#:47, PCR J i #: 18 Li A1 Qui-
rost I ERHEY HERT, B . 94°CHIALHE S min;94°C
Agpk: 1 min,35°CE ¥ 1 min, 72°C#E4it 1 min,5 4
534 ;94°CAs 4 1 min, 50°CE #: 1 min, 72°C#E fifi
1 min,35 AMEER;72°C A 10 min;;4°CR4E
1.6 R4

PCR BN =8l 5 ul 1% AL G2 niryl , 94°C Az
$5 min J5, BURE 4 ul FH 6 % FR) A% P SR VR 445 19k e o
J§¢,0. 5 x TBE 22 nfiik, 70W 3% 3k 1.5 h, B
F IR S JH 10% PR EE g 52 30 min, K £k 10 min
JaH% 2 g/L AgNO; F1 0. 15% FIRE IR K 7 M AN 4
30 min, 2RJ5 H B M (3% Na,CO, +0. 15% Hik +
0.01 mg/L AR ) B 6, 555 ¥ BB A
10% VKB IRZ 1E B0 S0

2 RO

2.1 #*EF4 DNA FE R

JH 0. 8% S5 IR wH JBE Hy Tk R 00 T 44 5 6 PN 4
DNA, £ 54 B 7= B FEA BHE DNA 25407355 Wi, JoHe
B, FINFICCET R W 448K DNA 78
Ao/ Aogo LUAE A 1. 958 Fil 1. 932, #E Aney/ Aso LLIEH
37 1.883 Al 1.834, DNA ¥ Jif 3% 632 ng/uL Al
1129 ng/ul. UiWIFFHEIBIR ESE R 41 DNA T 45
W, A, W 2 SRAP AR H AR Xt DNA [ iR
2.2 #BFFx SRAP-PCR [ R4 R H M
2.2.1 KR

BB DNA ¥ B2 205 4 ) 1k B e S R —
ANEER, BB B KA, Jo¥R 1 Bk e 47,
W REE R EESG N, R R M e BT £, SRl i
WA 5 (LB Ve 38 o0 Wt 2 i RS SR e AEAS I
e, Bt DNA Fi4 R 20 ng I, BF 934 2547 255 5
35 ng I}, med4em1 Fl me3em2 iy 4 s BEA

T3, A A L AR 0T , fH me3em3 il medem3 [t
PIROR I 20 ng DNA JiiRting 2%, 2 4H 2 0
55 ;84 DNA F&E% 50 ng Fi1 65 ng i, 4 X519
IR S A0CR 359 L AT IR DNA BOBRT] IR BOR &7,
Forb IR 50 ng I 8RBl TR 4
G| YA R DNA IR T § 8 MR oe v,
A FetE: DNA JilEh 50 ng(E 1),

medem1 medem3

me3em2 me3em3

CL AL CL AL CL AL CL AL
123412341234123

41234123412341234Mbp
=y 3 3 3 2 3 4 1000
comie B : : 900

CL: P E 5 44 ( Chinese Antique Lotus ( Neflumbo nucifera) ) ;
AL: ¥ %% (America Lotus(N. lutea) ) ; 1 = 20 ng, 2 = 35 ng,
3 =50 ng, 4 =65 ng, M=DNA marker.
1 ARE#EIK DNA fIZ% 4T SRAP-PCR § 84 R
Fig.1 The SRAP-PCR results of different
DNA template concentrations

2.2.2 Mg*

Mg® J&t Taq DNA B4 BHKETE T, Mg™ A £
N, WP YRR AR 5 25 Mo™ s iinf , 5 P 8y
SPGB R Mgt ks R R R
2, NIRRT E 1, Mg™ ¥ A 1.0 mmol/L
i, P A B B A A B B A P ENT AR LA
TG A . BEE MQ™ ¥R BER I, §34 4 8 H
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B, BARTON EERE M (B 2) o NS 15K
52 Mo He AR A0 Wi B B AN — A, T Mg
AR fE ) me3em3 K52 ek W B, T At e
4 SR Mg™ ¥ BT ¥ ke ¥, Wi
T A o e Mg™ ¥k 2.0 mmol/L,

medem1 me3em?2 me3em3 medem3

CL AL CL AL CL AL _CL AL

1234 123412341234 12341234 12341234 MPp
800
700

600
- 500

CL: P HE 8 (Chinese Antique Lotus) , AL; ¥ 53 ( America
Lotus); 1 =1. 0 mmol/L, 2= 1.5 mmol/L, 3 = 2. 0 mmol/L; 4 =
2.5 mmol/L, M = DNA marker,

2 RRE Mg’ RE%H T SRAP-PCR K4 R
Fig.2 The SRAP-PCR results of different
Mg®* concentrations

2.2.3 dNTPs

dNTP %2 PCR W B Y, X5 Tag DNA
AT Mg® , NS WY 3R . AR5 4 AP
dNTP ¥k B, #:0. 15 mmol/L #10. 20 mmol/L
WP AW HE B Z, B BN, Hop
0. 20 mmol/L 38R 45 ANTP (¥ BE 3 ik slitd
%1 (0. 10 mmol/L.0. 25 mmol/L) i}, PCR ™34 4%
WHE W, 58 A R (K 3) o 4 XN BI Y%
dNTP YREET IR 41 3808 b — 2, Bt 2 e £k
dNTPs ¥4 0. 20 mmol/L,
2.2.4 Taq DNA B& il

PCR 5 b B IE H AT I ORI R 2 Tag
DNA A1, WA E I Tag i A8 BT
DAFE Y, KR Taq KA 0. 25 U i, iy 1
PRI 25T AE O 8582, i BN T 06 24358 0. 50 U FI
0.75 U i, 7 £, 56 BERY 3R, 19 B W iR ,
Ho 0. 75U IS8R R 1. 0 U B, 4k

ARBER RIS E (K 4) . Tag RA RN
A AL 51 Py me3em3 ¥ 5 i i K, Hik medem

medem1 me3em?2 me3em3 medem3

CL AL CL AL CL AL CL AL
1234 123412341234 1234123412341234 Mb

CL: " E 74 % ( Chinese Antique Lotus), AL; 53 # 3 ( Ameri-
ca Lotus); 1 = 0.1 mmol/L, 2 = 0. 15 mmol/L, 3 = 0. 2 mmol/L,
4 = 0. 25 mmol/L, M = DNA marker,
3 AR[E dNTPs iR E & T SRAP-PCR 45 R
Fig.3 The SRAP-PCR results of different
dNTPs concentrations
me3em3 medem3

medem1 me3em?2

CL AL CL AL CL AL CL AL
1234 1234123412341234123412341234 M

b

0

CL: " E 74 % ( Chinese Antique Lotus), AL; 53 # 3 ( Ameri-
calotus); 1=0.25U,2=0.5U,3=0.75U,4=1.0U, M=
DNA marker,
4 [ Taq DNA BEEEREFMGT
SRAP-PCR ¥ 1#gy 4551
Fig.4 The SRAP-PCR results of different Tag
DNA polymerase concentrations
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Fl medem3, X me3em?2 IEE /o L4 b4 4
XYY ROR, sl Tag DNA AR
#X50.75 U,
2.2.5 5|¥

A BRI B BB T | Wy AR 0. 4.0. 6,0. 8
0.5.1. 0 ymol/L H3 45 R 5, 4 Fh | PyHk B2
T PCR §™ 4 RUR M 258 K, 451 389 LG A0 Wi
BRG] Yy £ 4 Fhdk BE R I BOR R A 2250,
me3em27i0. 4 umol/Lin , %f v [ AR FE T 9 1%

me3em2
CL AL CL AL CL AL CL AL

me3em3 medem?2 medem3

12341234123412341234123412341234 Mbp
B CEEETERGIT R T

. ——

[FEN .

CL: P E 4% ( Chinese Antique Lotus) ,AL; ¥ %% (America
Lotus); 1 = 0.4 ymol/L, 2 = 0.6 ymol/L, 3 = 0.8 ymol/L,
4 = 1.0 pmol/L,M = DNA marker,
5 AESIMREEHT SRAP-PCR § 4R
Fig.5 The SRAP-PCR results of different
primer concentrations

RIS RSB X5 5B ; me3em3 #E 0. 6 pymol/L i, %
KT HE T Y T A LG R W T IR R
me3em?2 Fl me3em3 ¢ 1. 0 pmol/L B, %f v &
RIEFFFNA —E TR LA LI 4 X5
PHBOR W BeAG  | Hk ek 0. 8 umol/L,
2.3 3% SRAP-PCR{&xZHHE

AT PCR BN 2 &R F =86 BE i 5
5,74 2| % SRAP-PCR £k 10 ub [IMiK R R
DNA 50 ng.MgCl, 2 mmol/L.dNTPs 0. 2 mmol/L.
Tag DNA 45§ 0.75 U, IE 5| 9 ¥ B ¥
0.8 uymol/L, FIFHIAR 4 51 W4l5 48y 1 i
TR T L 7 ARG R 2R , ARFEA IR TR
2.4 3% SRAP-PCR kZpa 44

R T 2. ¥E SRAP-PCR AL R I £
AV, R AR AL RN A 5250 = RAE 1K 88 34K
RO R R AT T, BRI IE 5 Y
(ME1-ME6) FIZ 175 45 (EM1-EM4 ) 41 & 1% 16 %
SRR ROR, IR T T WA R Rg 7
(B 6), 245:t},16 XI51YIL4RE 183 R M 1%
W, Horp 165 S o 284k, b Hh 90% . RIIgE
SLIR) SRAP SR A 22 AR T 4, 3 F T JE AR B e U
I FARidar .

3 it

SRAP 3 TARICE AR FAT B . o P 4
PR, T HARRE R L A 35, 51 HAE
FVE, & T AR _ BRI SFEsE, BT Egct

a: B4 Ak me3em3; b: BTG IH414 K medem2,

a: The primer pair used is me3em3; b. The primer pair used is medem2.

6 {L4LEY SRAP-PCR fk REEEEZ DM R AHPRIKRN R
Fig.6 Testing results of optimized SRAP-PCR system in the core-collection of flower lotus
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Firkeitgy opr i 2 %0, SRAP AT PCR 4> T
bRicEA, 5HAL PCR H AR, #4521 5 25
BRNERRAY WRF N, itk SRAP-PCR J
PEFRIZR A SRR T SR R B . X AR A KT
J¥& W] SRAP-PCR i 4 2 PSR Hk B L ANTP ¥k
B Mg ¥ JiE . Tag DNA 4 WV BE 5| Wy Wk BE 1R
AR B A 2 W R 2

AR B 0 S 41 SRAP-PCR 52 i 44 2 v 1
X 5 Rkt T T SRR &R 2K B, DUBIER
R 514k SRAP-PCR R Wik R, BIFE KR BIX 5
AN FX YRR A — 2w, o B Tag
DNA AR Bk, Jek i MgCl, ¥ EE, 519
WHERE e/ . 25 B AR AL AN IR S | 9™
WSS RN WA AE— 2 22 5%, 1 Tag DNA R4 R
W EEAS AT 51 ) meSem2 IREE AN, &8k B 2% 1
T %74 B W MR &N 51 8 medemt FI
medem3 Y IHHORBEE Tag DNA 34 Bk B3
I, 40 B0 H W R m, 6 R A 8 s X gl
me3em3 IKI5E i K, B 2517 (SEM B8 ) £ &
Fos (v AR R g m B 55 R AR i
(K 4),

R ER 4 XTI YHATE 2 P ER WYY
BOR R T3 SRAP-PCR § 1 iR iseft: 10 L
SR Z A DNA 50 ng.MgCl, 2 mmol/L.dNTPs
0.2 mmol/L.Tag DNA B4 0. 75 U, IE 13|
YW BEY S 0. 8 pmol/L, #i 18 Li Al Quiros!™ #¢3f
FIARF“94°CHi A 5 min;94°CA84:1 min,35°CH
P51 min, 72°C &l 1 min, 5 4§ 5 94°C 25 #:
1 min,50°C & # 1 min, 72°C#Efft 1 min, 35 ME
B ;72°C4EAfT 10 min; 4CHRAE” BEAT Y3 T DIAY 2]
BEOMWE NS Ko b TR % SRAP-PCR & &K
Fae bk, AT TR T AR JR A A% SC 36 % i A St 11 A0 3
B DRI P HEAT T 4007, AR A T Wb TS
SFHIAE AL O RN T SRAP $88 3% (K 6) .

AWEFEARAI BN AR R 45 SRAP-PCR 2
MR R S CAGE IR BRI IR BONAR RAEAE—RE 1K)
a5, X B 6]y i ) B PR 41 DNA 1 25 5 3
% By RAPD. ISSR.SSR., AFLP #5437
FRICAERE LT 2RI T, T SRAP B A4S
KT A o BE 2%, A BE 5% T 4 L Y 2% SRAP-

PCR RN f& 2% SRAP 53 ThRicfe i b I¥is A
—EK 2 Lo SRAP 43 Fiic R BRI
e, AEVERN BTSSR | A% ARk S0 AT A%
Hy e PR S S WA ) R B AT

B3 W :

[ 1] LiG,Quiros C F. Sequence-related amplified poly-
morphism ( SRAP ), a new marker system based
on a simple PCR reaction; its application to map-
ping and gene tagging in Brassical J]. Theor Appl
Genet, 2001, 103; 455-461.

(2] ZFf%, XK, H2Hk, B Fh. SRAP HEARTE ML
IBrE R [ J]. SR A= I, 2007, 7(5):
783-786.

[3] Guo DL,HouX G,Zhang J. Sequence-related am-
plified polymorphism analysis of tree peony ( Paeo-
nia suffruticosa Andrews) cultivars with different
flower colours[ J]. J Hortic Sci Biotech, 2009, 84.
131-136.

(4] MER,E2,HEEERE, 5, 55, § . HEm
Fii¥s SRAP it ZAEME BT [ J]. RDUEY FB15E,
2007, 25(4) ; 406-409.

(51 P, SEEE, Bk W, 25508, BREAL, 28 A" £10F
FhTBE UK SRAP 45 LU W {544 £ K2 8% £ AR AL 23
[J]. Bidegeb bk, 2011, 50(2) : 411-415.

[6] SunZD,Wang ZN,TuJ X,Zhang J F,Yu F Q,
McVetty P B E,Li G Y. An uliradense genetic re-
combination map for Brassica napus, consisting of
13551 SRAP markers [ J]. Theor Appl Genet,
2007, 114; 1305-1317.

(7] g, 5KE0E, . KRS 5D Phak 6067 HLRSIE
i PR S LRI SRAP Jr Bedr i [ J]. Al A 3
SSEM, 2007, 43(5) : 852-856.

(81 IhZdf, ey, o, 4R, AR A, X340, H kA
TSRl Bz 0 PR G 3L N (K cDNA-SRAP 22 5% 18 /%
[J]. fed24di, 2008, 34(3) . 526-529.

[9] hEMZEERNMYHII. PEEIM]. JE5: B
22 AL, 1987 1-20.

[10] FITAR, Z2ile, XU K- o EHER WK TP ISR
(E)[J]. KILEESE, 2003(4): 5-9.

(1] PR, 20, XU, Fhok. B SR IR B R 5%
LZR(F) [J]. KIESK, 2003(5) : 5-8.

[12] 25, X, X0 0, BT AR, 2 Fhrid SR 2E 3t
REFREM TP I R LJI]. KILE S, 2009(16) :



w1 ¥y % ¥ SRAP-PCR R NAR R IMALIL - o
8-10. [20] Kubo N,Hirai M, Kaneko A,Tanaka D, Kasumi K.
[13] S0, 20U, M B4R, B MR BIE 2R Classification and diversity of sacred and Ameri-
P R SR 254 06 BRI [ J]. IR 2 B9, can Nelumbo species ; the genetic relationships of
2005, 23(5): 417-421. flowering lotus cultivars in Japan using SSR mar-
[14] Guo HB,Li S M,Peng J,Ke W D. Genetic diversity kers[ J]. Plant Genetic Resources-Charac, 2009,
of Nelumbo accessions revealed by RAPD[ J]. 7. 260-270.
Genet Resour Crop Ev, 2007, 54 741-748. [21] PanL,Xia Q J,Quan Z W,Liu H G,Ke W D,Ding
[15] ChenYY,ZhouR C,Lin X D,Wu K Q,Qian X E, Y. Development of novel EST-SSRs from sacred lo-
Huang S Z. ISSR analysis of genetic diversity in sa- tus ( Nelumbo nucifera Gaertn) and their utilization
cred lotus cultivars[ J]. Aquatic Botany, 2008, 89; for the genetic diversity analysis of N. nuciferal J].
311-316. J Hered, 2010, 101; 71-82.
[16] Han Y C,Teng C Z,Wahiti G R,Zhou M Q,Hu Z [22] XIHG, BKE %R, stk g, B4, 9 d-r. M
L,Song Y C. Mating system and genetic diversity SRAP FRICA MR IR R4 [ V] . BB R
in natural populations of Nelumbo nucifera YIYEPR, 2006, 28(1) ; 29-32.
(Nelumbonaceae) detected by ISSR markers[ J]. (23] B, 300, 28, B A, 242, Bivaim, A
Plant Syst Evol, 2009, 277 ; 13-20. G, WIS SR B BRI SRAP % & AR Ay
[17] HanY C,Teng C Z,Zhong S,Zhou M Q,Hu Z L, [J]. EEBR A Y P, 2008, 30 (3): 21-25.
Song Y C. Genetic variation and clonal diversity in [24] @I/, A3, RN 6 WIBE, V5, B dhar. fElAE
populations of Nelumbo nucifera (Nelumbonaceae) Y1y SRAP A Fhricth B a8 T 504k [ J]. P EZ%
in central China detected by ISSR markers [ J]. FE4R, 2010, 26 (22) ; 58-61.
Agquatic Botany, 2007, 86; 69—75. [25] e, T&F, THMW, 4, ZHH, RWR. 4n
[18] Li Z,Liu X Q,Gituru R W, Juntawong N, Zhou M SRAP-PCR e M B AL L [ J]. I T4 B 4,
Q,Chen L Q. Genetic diversity and classification of 2010 (6): 6-8.
Nelumbo germplasm of different origins by RAPD [26] FMEsy,BeE, A0, &8, 3K #. SRAP fRid
and ISSR analysis [ J]. Sci Hortic, 2010, 125; FEMBAEY B TR R[] A PR B R,
724-732. 2010, 8(3) : 577-588.
[19] FuJ,Xiang Q Y,Zeng X B,Yang M,Wang Y,Liu Y [27] Doyle J J,Doyle J L. Isolation of plant DNA from
L. Assessment of the genetic diversity and popula- fresh tissue[ J]. Focus, 1990, 12; 13-15.
tion structure of lotus cultivars grown in China by (28] #2867, MIGEE, XI#538. FI ) AFLP 4 FHric$:

amplified fragment length polymorphism [ J]. J
Amer Soc Hort Sci, 2011, 136; 339-349.

ARAY HEAE LA RV [J]. o BB,
2011, 44(15) : 3193-3205.

(T4t : EBH)





