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W E.LLRIEN CTAB FxT & 5 & L H 4 DNA #ATHR I, XA @ F 51 4 x4 F Bl kIR 897 & & DNA ITS /5 7| #£ 17 PCR 4~
B M FRF R oM, EREXY ATE L DNA BAJF7] F K E 4 652 bp, 20 ITSI 8K & 4 202 bp,5.8 S K E ¥
161 bp, ITS2 K& H 232 bp, 5 HI LA ITS FF A FAEHEZF, E DNAITS FAlE ST AF LR LT ELRET 5%

KA
XK$#IR T H Z;ITS 77 ;PCR
FE 53 2ES . RI78. 1+6 XHkERERD A

XEHRS1672-5565(2014) -01-027-06

Analysis of rDNA ITS sequences of polygonum multiflorum

Thunb from Tongzi of Guizhou Province

XU Peng,NIU Xianli,JI Keping”
(Zhuhai Campus of Zunyi Medical collage ,Guangdong Zhuhai 519041, China)

Abstract; With improved CTAB method, Polygonum total genomic DNA was extracted using universal primers for

different sources of Polygonum rDNA ITS sequences for PCR amplification, sequencing and sequence analysis. The

results showed that Polygonum rDNA sequence is a 652 bp fragment, in which the lengths of ITS1, 5.8 S and ITS2

are 202 bp, 161 bp, and 232 bp, respectively. The ITS sequences indicate that Polygonum has significant

difference from its related species . The rDNA ITS sequences at the molecular level can provide a reference for the

identification of Polygonum.
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ENEEEN Polygonum multiflorum Thunb) 3R
T, o3 A T )1 SN ARSI, R 2y
Al E L TR HRAR 3, B AN 4 A 1 47T
SEAL PR AR [ ] Sh Bk o R RE AL S0 T
T 96 B3 smicAc 55 Z Ao ag Y ZE I IR 1 A 4y
Iz, 25 F AR B S 0T S R AL 45 K 2 ( Fallopia
aubertii) , % M 2% ( ( Fallopia denticulate ) , & Jjk 2¢
( Fallopia multiflora var.cilliinerve ) 55 | X #6112 i 55
fE AAEINE AR, A2 o3 AT ¥ 3 A
], FE2 Al EAF A ER AN DMRGE S B
DRGS0 1 28 B 22 A P R Z80PE 0 I AR M
FEENTX I, B L2 S — Mo 2 RE A2 X 7
027 5 B LR AP i 437 F- BE ) AR AR AT 1 7 43

I fs B H#A.2013-09-10; & B H #3:2013-10-17.

TR SR

FZHEAR TDNA PRE SRR X ITS AF S —Fisi (%
Fric, B al e e R el iR B0 B 4u Tz T
2R S RN BV AR R R IR R SRS
KR RAEREEANFITHOVIIE, HET, kL
HIBFFEE N 1TS B H T 25 R i %551, 1TS J7 51
FERZFE AL rh B s B R v, B B A 500 ~
700 bp, ELA 519, X DNA AR 5T 5 2R A
DAL B B AS 2B A L, N DNA A5 [ 18 R 2544 1
A AT A4 R ITS AERLE R A
Z RO T — LR R R IR KBTS 785 HE ]
FL BRI AR AR

ITAER , DNA S B8R 1) & J'é , PCR T 75 ik
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CL 291z 0 2 v 24 b 4 ) 45 4 AR IR dNTP MgCL, ,

iR PCR BARXS ITS J¥ 5 #4741 )7 )5 is
F MEGAS B AEo0 b LEX , I 047 18 A2 188 o i
ARG B R LB 1 5 5 T M s AL
Z5t, NTVHE 5 R G AT KRN THER
HEArFLE W AR LR A BERE ) X rh 2584 DNA
TR AT ARSI M E R —E W

L BPR i

1.1 EE#R5EE
111 SEHGHRE S

BT SIS RHMAT 1 52 F 2011 4F 4 A RET 5t
AR 1L IX | 357 2 56 37 2 DAt
1.1.2 FERHLH]

(1)70% .15 . &1L 70 ml YTC/K 21,30 ml X
K IR,

(2) 3 mol/L NaAc ¥ W FRHL TG /K & R &
24.589 g, FCHIARLZE K 80 ml AT i, -0 X%
KEZZE 100 ml, 121 °C K 20 min,4 CHELF

(3)0.5 mol/L EDTA (pH=8.0) : FRHL EDTA -
2Na—-2H,018.8 g, I AXZE/K 75 ml, Fff NaOH 4 pH
£ 8.0, INAZEKEL 2 100 ml,

(4)0.5 mol/L Tris—HCl (pH=28.0) : #RHL Tris
30.27 g, IMARGE/K 350 ml, Jl HCL i pH £ 8.0,
FNAZEIK E 252 500 ml,

(5)TE ¥ : ® X 0.5 mol/L Tris—HCI (pH=8.0)
4 ml,0.5 mol/L (pH=8.0) EDTA ( Z Z Wz P4 212 )
0.4 ml, IMARGGEKE R ZE 200 ml, 73512 % 3 A~
/NI 121 °C K 15min, 4 CIRAT

(6) CTAB (75 Je 3k = H 3L AL 5 ) $ B2 v
W FREL CTABIO g, fll 70 ml X% /K ¥ %, 75 HU
0.5 mol/L Tris—HCI (pH=28.0) 40 ml, 0.5 mol/L
EDTA (pH=8.0) 8 ml,5 mol/L NaCl 56 ml, fill {{3&
JKAEZF] 200 ml, Z il PRAFE AT MA 0.2%
1) B-FiHE LBE,

(7)5xTBE ¥ : FRIX Tris (=32 Wk g AL WY
$£)16.3 g, MR 8.28 ¢,0.5 mol/L EDTA (pH=8.0)
6 ml, INXLGEK Z 300 ml, %3 FARAE, I A B
10 %

(8)E M : TR (24:1) : KL 192 ml & 177,
8 mls s, IRA) .

(9) KWy . A7 . SFIEE(25:24:1) . & HL 100 ml
2R, 100 ml G075 . IR (24 :1) IR,

(10) FEHLE 9 PfuDNA AW B-Fi sk LB .

1.1.3 SR

ARSI 3 AR A R FH B DL AR HH=-W21..C600
L RIE VR K IR AR (Jb s KRS B0 i 45 ) ) 5810R
TV e O L, WRFH-202B 224133 it 43 BT X
( LSRN A R Al ), Hema—8000 #! PCR
IR REALEST ) B UV-2550 5840 ook
S HAR S EA T, DYC B AL (JE S
—ALERTT)

1.2 FEEDR
1.2.1 DNA $2H0( 2 R CTAB %)

(1) BURTE 511 F 200 mg, 59 50/ INIEE A il B
TR R VR AU A R bR (R 2 R )
BORPFE AN Z A 1.5 ml TE B0, A
600 wl FH) CTAB DNA H#EHUZE vhil, 580984,
65 C/KiA 1 h, ZE7KIE L FE A 10 min I8 1A ]V
11K,

(2) WU B 048 il 22 O 0, i A S IR
G - (25:24: 1) REHAEIRS, EE T
12 000 r/min&.C> 10 min,

YW EERBE I —H 1 1.5 ml E.O08ET,
INAGEARTRA ST i (240 1) BB EENR ) 5
9 000 rpm Z.L> 15 min,

(4) IR F3E W T o —Hi) 1.5 ml B0,
A 1/5 fRF2AY 5 mol/L NaCl ¥, 2/3 {5 A%
SN, BRREHEIRS, 4 CHE 30 mn 5,
11 000 rpm/min, &5.L> 10 min, 72 F3G W8, H 70%
SR 2-3 K, EiRKT

(5) % DNA I£T 500 pl TE, JIA 5 wl RNA i,
37 CHEIRKBAADE 1 h DIZ#HE RNA

(6) ISR B @y Sl (25:24:1) 82
SZHERENR ), 51 K 10 000 r/min 20> 10 min,

(W EWEHB RS —H0 1.5 ml B8,
A GERFR AT F B (240 1) RBREENR S 5
6 000 rpm.L> 15 min,,

(8) VWA AT B T IA 1/10 1R FH]
A9 3 mol/L NaAc(pH =5.2) W, IREIGIMA 2 £%
R UK I TEK B B EITR 2T, 4 C##E 20 min
J&i,11 000 rpm/min , 50> 10 min,

(9) B, FH 70% LB 2~ 3 Wi , 7EE
BT ARRT MAIE &1 TE 22 il % f# DNA, 7
BIFTAN 4 CHH,

1.2.2  DNA 4l J 7 BeoR/ D ry s

DNA i i BE 200 1% )5, 76 UV -2550 5540
JEEEEAY F 3 E HAE 260 nm 280 nm &b WG EE(H
& 0D260 ., 0D260,/0D280 1H 4 | K DNA 1 ¥ J&
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% A% kM AR AT E S (DNA ITS 4 7] 4 4% 29

GBIz

DNA ¥ £ 315 2 20 DNA ¥ & (pg/ml) =
0D260xH B %< 50

iz 1% B B WEE fe 64T FL K, A A 5 DNA
FBER RN, USRI HLAA A
1.2.3 HLIK TR HR WEEE AR B il 7 ik

il 45 1% B9 BEASHHEEIE (50 ml) . FREL 0.5 g Bt
BT T 2D, B A 50 ml 19 0.5XTBE,
RS KT i i 2= B e w4 A m Ak, BDAS 1% 35
BRI TR T ECR TR P A A BB B P R kv
S A R L N D i b G O VAN N3 o ¢ B 1 DA VA
BT, B J R 65 °C 25 A7 1o B g i B e
W ImA0.5 wl W BR G 6.5 Goldview, 3 52 1
5] /N BB A DL IS AR b o IR 9% 92 e O
— FLBREA P AR B R RS R )ZE . iR
Bl T e o A R R E R R R L i 1
e W BRI LA S N R R FL UK AR TR, s n 0.5
XTBE HLIKZZ Ml 2 Bt BEAR 1k, B 1wl B4
S DNA BERTRAT . 10 pl S B ite
53 K Marker FIURE S AR AR B4 ot K8 PN, 8 0
56—, N S 4R — N A Sk, DABR V5 4, A
FiF 27 il A o L L P 5 T o IR i 1) 5 S A
7 BGE R TR UK, TR 34 L TROR R R R 216
LT AN, RO I, B R 80 VA i HH
T (R In] B (ZL6) 19 )7 I #3410 1 i
Fsh BIHE B AR B U K2 1 em AB I 458 11 L 9k
TEZHMT T W%, DNA 7775 WA 21 65,5 % 4541 1
7, R FHEE S AR R G A0 BOFARAE
1.2.4  ITS ¥ $8 Fnil

%% White 251 it —xt 514, T4 1
ITS1-5.8S - ITS2 58 % J¥ %1, P1 (5’ - CGAAG
TAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG-3" )i T 18 S [, P2(5’
~TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3" )i T 26 S I, i
FETAY TEEARGRAR S, KA PL A
P2 X5 |y By 1%, 7 50 pL Rk F& e, & A
ZH DNAL pL 31#4% 1 uL PfuDNA %4 i 2.5U,
dNTPs 0.1 mmol - L™ \Mg2+1.5 mmol + L', JZh 5%
4. PCR ¥ 384540 94 C B 5 min, 94 C ARk
2 min,52 CiE K 3 min, 72 C ZEMH 2 min, FEFF 30
K572 CIEAH 10 min, SN = HI2E 1% B R WHEE L H
N G B 2 e i 1 B sl W 5 2 O B | I R 8
38 FASORL ] I
1.2.5 R

22wl P A5 SR T T TALE >R FH MEGAS
B AT R 8 L A B RN st A% R B g A, OF
MEGAS {421 NJ RGM

2 SERT

2.1 DNA RE

EHMT O BE TR AT 5 DNA ¥, DNA
[ 0D,/ 0D, FLABE N 1.714, 7] B 1 DNA He N
480 pg/ml,
2.2 PCR ¥ 7= 68 ik 4 il

Al B LR L 26 B CTAB B2 BUE DNA, PCR
PG UL 1) | S A ST T I, 3K 21 S 5
BOR AT ISR, F P R0 Bt P AR A AT B A
ITS JF5 19K BELE 500 bp F 750 bp Z [,
23 NMFELERREFEINSH

ZEMFASFM 1 5 rDNA ITS JF51 , X6 I 435 5
X & AR T8 2 rDNA Y TTS 51,4 Fbfa] 15 25 %
FITS 73 XA 5T Genbank , AR 4 Genbank & i
HIIEZE AN ( Genbank % 5% 5 U3 1) )37 51 98 BHIf a2
rDNA PSR XITST A1 ITS2 5 3 DN ASIX 18 S,
5.8 .26 S YFRR, T H % 1DNA 58275 b Bk
JE3L24 652 bp, HiHp ITS1 K8 202 bp, G+C 7%
1N 70.29%,5.8 S FIKE R 161 bp, ITS2 K BN
232 bp,G+C &N 68.97%, i 1 2 ITS ¥4 5
GenBank HITZ A T 51 2 (] 14 35 4% E B8 DL 3 2, FL
B LI BV 0.077 0~0.421 1, & 2 &5
HAFE 55 GenBank H 4 FEZ R ITS ¥ R 5%
AR L N AT DA A e oy — 32, U
WA 15 1% 5 O R i 1TS SR 97 R R AR S

M I

bp
2 000—

1 000—
750—

500—

250—

B 1 ITS 3 PCR 4 7= 4 i ik & i
Fig. 1 gel electrophoresis profiles of PCR amplification
products of ITS sequence
TE:M: DNA FRUEZS JRY (DL2000) 51 AT SRS
Notes: M :DNA reference standard ( DL2000) ;1 Polygonum samples.
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2 A SRR & 5 xDNA ITS FEHIMRUCN «

(ITS1) CAGGGGGAGTATTGTCGATCCTGACGGCCGACCGCGAACACGTTCCTGAAAACCGCGCGCGCCGGG

CGCCGGGCCATCCGGCCGGGCGAACCGCGCGCGCCAAACCCTAACTCTCGGCGCGGGAAGCGCCAAGGA

CTACTCGGAACGGATCCGGGCGGCGTCCCCCGCGGCGGGATCCCCCGGCATCTGATGAAACGTAACC(5.8S)

AACACGACTCTCGGCAACGGATATCTAGGCTCTCGCATCGATGAAGAACGTAACAAAATGCGATACTTGGT
GTGAATTGCAGAATCCCGTGAATCATCGAGTTTTTGAACGCAAGTTGCGCCCGAAGCCATCCGGCCGAGG
GCACGTCTGCCTGGGCGTCA (ITS2) CGCATCTCGTCGCCACCCCCTCCTCCCAGTCCTCCGGGACGCTGGCT

GGCAGCGGGGCGGCGGATGCTGGCCTCCCGTTCCCTCGCGGTGCGGCTGGCCCAAATGCGAGCCCCCGGA

CAAG

GGACGTCACGGCTTGAGGTGGTTGGACATGTTTGTTTCATTCATTGAGGAGCTGTGACGGCCCCCGGGGCC

CCCCTCGACCGACCCCATTGAGAGCAGTGGCCTCCGAGCG(26S) CGACCCCAGGTCAGGCGGGATCACCC

GCTGAGTTTAAGTATTACAAAATAAATC

R 1 AEHSESHFFIRIE

Tablel Polygonum multiflorum relative sequence source

x2 MEESHEEMIEEES
Table 2 polygonum multiflorum from different

regions of genetic distance

AR 1 2 3 4 5

0.159 8 0.421 1
0.183 3 0.363 6 0.248 3
0.077 0 0.330 6 0.1359 0.198 2

Fallopia aubertii

Polygonum multiflorum Thunb

PEAL A — BT T 58 SR 550 R B 1 Jis ) 56 3%

4 hrT 4 Genbank % 5¢ 5
& B Polygonum aviculare HM357902.1 Polygonum aviculare
i3 Fallopia denticulare HM357903.1 Polygonum multiflorum Thunb 0.336 1
N Fallopia aubertii HM357909.1 Fallopia aubertii
o1t 22 Polygonum jucundum HM357912.1 Fallopia denticulare
Polygonum jucundum
_|— Polygonum jucundum
Polygonum aviculare
Fallopia denticulata
0.05
S
52 AESRHEIELH rDNA ITS REXEH
Fig. 2 Polygonum multiflorum Thunb and its relative rDNA ITS phylogenetic tree
LA AT 2 2 s B 1] ) R 2
3 /nlb Ia [ L FER] ) R E

T2 TR B iR E A JLT AR DT 5, H
T2 AR B H RN, 2 M IRV
ARG GG, Em T IR HZ %4
PR, EE 3 o M NI A A, TR A 5 38 10 P 24 5 Bk
MEABTE B BE, H AT, Bk 2 3 5854 1TS
I FH T 25 FHAG A 00 55 501, Sk 48 7S 245 AR 400 1) st A 2
SRS E 2 SRR R AL T R

rDNA ITS X B AER & Bk L3A R 5
FEHI R, X ITS X 64T PCR §7 4% I P K2 5 471
XFHCAAT IR , B S 5 | 4 St i I A% A W 1
POz N, ITS 8 B A A X R

TR IDNA Y% SR
[ B X ITS AR — st i bric , B AT s A4 7k ]
PUN M, ITS JP A LTS, AT LA KK YT
I RBUR S5 B, )2 T J@ oy ) sl f py
R R G5 1 ITS J¥ 51 19 DNA 4T 68 %
SEWFSE H 252 B P 250F98 TAEH 1Y) 12 e E ML bs
RIS e g i s R A e 3 IR B
BRI AR FEEF N 28, Bk
Sy 2 SRR 5 1) — A D T, b4 s 2 A
Y a5t 1% 22 57 ORI S5 8 h 25 8 S R R 4 TR 2
,ﬁ{ﬁ[ls—l()}

R T A EE BT 1Y DNA, A 525 R ek 1 1
CTAB 34 1 2 3845 DNA B4 HL, CTAB J2&—Fh
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% M, %k MAREATE S (DNA ITS 4 7] o 4% 31

AR BB T 22570, TV i A A BB 2R B A
ZRMCE AW ., ARLEFIH CTAB 76 5 5 T i
JE R s T R 5 8 A R R 2 RPE R &
Yy ABASUTTEAZ R BRI, 25003875 & DNA A9 L7
W AT 5 5 SR A TR B VS W #2 DNA, L BR 2R
FIBT, 8 B A3 )2 FERhdR i AR T IR
FHM AR5 PR g . M AR PR AR A 2 L
ST U TR — 5 H Bl A B, S5 B AR P
FHAS s (4 280 R 4, AR 05 FOK S AR IS R 25 B gt
DNA, 81355 — Ui 5 KR HhE 2% B 0, el 1
S &N KA AR, Bk
Pl 25 5 I AN G A il DNA B iR Zm A A
Skl R ENER DNA B TIRS 35T, 4
FURG B DEER, FEOR AW T A 5 AR, R
A EL R VR T, A S I B RE AR 43 7 3
115K 77, DD AR R R R A A RIS S
B0 40, 20 J5 19 )2 DNA A/KA ] iy
VTR A T 2 A P R 4R R R e . EDTIE
DNA B, LAY Na* BE 1 DNA 4 b 1 £ f 4
/> DNA 43T 22 8] 1) [6) 44 i faf A 77, il DNA
SFREVE, A LB LIBE R 75 mA
RNase F&f# RNA, A5 2 4604 (1) DNA 50, 185
PEHUR 464k DNA 1 H 9, T 4R A5 7 /& T 2 1
DNA & F—2 15 E W e .
A7 3 1 Xk 5 G e T A3 M, 2 BT B
tDNA ITS J¥51 5 GenBank H' T4 B 1] & 1% it 25
() 1TS J¥ 80 B 0 0 25 5% Ud BT i 15 5 HL 3 2%
(B AR S A e NJ B ] IO f] 1 2 B A 5 X
Oy FEOR, S LSRN 1TS FF8 8 He X434 T
ASE b 2 ) 1) 22 5 [) IR SRy o 24 4 S S 0F 5
PET 5B B TTS e 51 m] b fi] 7 12 K HET 2% A
Y ITS DXJF 5114 25 5 B8 A ST B 4R R4
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