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Abstract Total DNA was extracted from the leaves of generated tomato plants that were
screened and non-screened with fusaric acid, and was used to make the optimization for
RAPD analysis. Four of the 60 random primers were adapted for the identification of
somaclonal variation. This kind of method is not only simple, rapid, but also accurate.
Furthermore, because the quantity of the DNA template is less, it is not influential in the
growth of the tested plants. Therefore, this method can help us to pick out the plants that
are physiologically tolerant, whereas mutant plants are reserved.

Key words Tomato; RAPD; Somaclonal variation identification

HATAM A MY AL RERB R HENRREA—BRASREEERMAR RPN &
#BHEF, EmMHEymmRmEsk". Hartman FNNEFRWERENT, HFERELH
BERET SR, —B®RFEHER, XUEFEXKE PR EEBRRE, B 245t
REAETSESTREREELEEY. HLSRASELRERENR, BHEREREERESR
EESgEEERKMAGHSY, ZEAFTERE K, 0 E i Tk AT ) R T R ARRY
AR, Hit, FE—MMN DNA KT ERE, AR5 E R 5 k.

EAEXRBREEWEILY 1254 DNA (Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA, & #f
RAPD) H#AR, HEM&HTHRHEL, RELENMK (DNA) MR EEFHIIER, #
BREESY. Y. ABREERMERSTSELER ZREAY, EELERARTER

1998 —12—28 ik, 19990531 B[




B4l ZEYRLL%: M RAPD BRI E E R M KAMM LR TR 309

ARFITH R AGE. ARSI AER AR M To bk R AR Febk 2 E b 0 R HEAT T 865
1 BRI T
1.2 #H

% fii (Lycopersicon esculentum) S A&, HHENE (WE PER UM EEERTT
Br); KAEM. S25 (FALBRERE). HIEBBRSHkk, AALFEERATERT
B (FA) kB EMEREET.

Tag DNA ®-&8, dNTPs, DNA #7#4 78 ADNA/Hind Il + EcoR I, LSk gL
EYTHRAF LEBAAR; EHSIWW AT AT EHEREBE S L, 33 4 (OPB. OPK,
OPH) 601; HEAL¥RAB HEF=4H45RH. PCR ¥ PE 2 8474 Thermal Cycler.

1.2 Hi&

115 DNA R RERNE  BHiS DNA H1iRS I SCH4].  FISSMLEEH (Beckman
Du-70 &) REREHHEMR 50 ng u1', BT PCR 14,

PCR R ABKSIT  PCR REBH KAWL 2% BEHLEIH 0.5 pmol/L; dNTPs
0.25 mmol/L; 1xTaq DNA REMEMEK; 1-2 ng #4k DNA, 94 C HiA#: 10 min, B/5
MA 15U Taq DNA RAMM 50 pl AT, 94C 1 min, 36 C 1 min, 72 C 2 min,
A4 NER, REEHEW 12.5 pl PEFMHET 1.5% FSBEER B KA 0T, S4MT T

2 HRE50H

2.1 SR iE
HTRETHENE B HERRIUEETIARE R, ShH 60 MERITREIWA MY 1 4 PR
anfPEIR LR R (CK1) . THRE S EH B AR (CK2) M FA f 1k (S1. S2) 4 MRES,

1.5% %ﬁﬂgﬁﬁ&%%%%ﬁ : OPB04 OPH14 OPKO05 OPK 20
B 4~ 38 BT 15 B DNA 4% 75 18 0iF | 1 ]

r =1 1 T
M CK1 CK2 S1 S2 CKI CK2 S1 82 CK1 CK2 S1 .82 CK1 CK2 S1 82

R\HEHERT S HWMT =/
HRA: KA LRIt 4 MRS 127

SH8 bp

i DNA S R EI R B A oo

4268 bp

M, G5 86.67% — 350w

2027 bp :
91.67%, BBMMMARMA S it |
FED. XR2RF Har e
CK2.S1. S2 §" B #ERMMA, i *'ow

564 bp
5 CK1 AR, XFh G 28 HH

5191 6.67% — 11.67% (H 2). B 1 OPBu4. OPHI4, OPKOS5 fil OPK20 %4 4 4~ 5 fh iy 3 s 24 11
KR 3 EF4 CK1 # CK2 i Fig. 1 The result of primers OPB04, OPH14, OPKO05 and OPK20
?}“%%iﬂtﬁ [, M5 S1#S2 amplified four cultivars

M— DNA ##4 78 ADNA/Hind Il +EcoR I
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By RERNAR, XMEHENSSWARATIYN 1.67% (E3). BT, HAEHE 3 KR
X4 FA kR, sIXE5|YPH#HTERE AR, FRTEEL—3, HHAH5Y POHI2,
OPB18. OPHO06 F OPK17 %t 4 4™ & Fh i 5 4k 2547 RAPD A,

OPK12 OPK 08 OPBl14 OPHO7

f 1T 1 | ] | |
M CKI1 CK2 S1 82 CK1 CK2 S182 CKI1CK2S1S2CK1CK2S1S2

21227 bp
5148 bp
4973 bp
4268 bp
3530 bp
2027 bp
1904 bp
1584 bp
1375 bp

974 bp
831 bp
5§64 bp

/2 OPK12, OPKO08. OPBI4 #i OPHO7 xf 4 4~ & b5~ 45
Fig. 2 The result of primers OPK12, OPK08, OPB14 and OPHO07 amplified four cultivars
M— DNA ¥4+ F& ADNA/MHind Il +EcoR I

OPH12 OPB 18 OPHO06 OPK17

{ 1 L |
CK1 CK2 S1 82 CK1 CK2 St S2 CK1 CKZSEZCII(I CKZSI;I2 M

faed 21227 bp
. S148bp
. 4973 bp
4268 bp
3530 bp
2027 bp
1904 bp
1584 bp
13758 bp

974 bp

831 bp

564 bp

& 3 OPH12. OPBI8. OPHO6 #l OPK17 %} 4 ™S F M4 R
Fig. 3 The result of primers OPH12, OPB18, OPH06 and OPK17 amplified four cultivars
M— DNA #5¥E4rF8& ADNA/Hind Il +EcoR I

2.2 KABRIEERERE RAPD &l

AL THEAER, HRAEEMTREES T EAEMK, RIEH LS5 x5
Fhoh B9 W8 Bk % A 4k (CKI-1, CKI12)., Z#EHFEENTH 4 H #% (CK2-1, CK2-2,
CK2-3) RRAMA B®EE S T HAEMb (S1-S5) ) DNA #17 PCR ¥, ZRALE4-7, B4
REEYL5| Y OPHI2 3t & F A A PCR &%, MES R FA R THEEEKY BEAHFS X
WA LLLELA 500 bp LE— KRB, B 5 ZHHLF1Y OPBI18 f & # 3 U 5 #9 PCR 4
W, WEHTR FA AT REEERT AN SR EKIEZ 1100 bp SHmM—KRFRFE.
6 R BEHL3| ¥ OPHO6 f SiFh K P FESifg PCR AW, ME o & WFASEA T R B A HEY ¥
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M  CKI1-1 CK1-2 CK2-1 CK2-2 CK2-3S1S2  S3 S4 S8

21227 bp
5148 bp
4973 bp
4268 bp
3530 bp
2027 bp
1904 bp
1584 bp
1375 bp

974 bp
831 bp
564 bp

B 4 BEHLI% OPHIY 3t & FhE A% PCR P45
Fig. 4 The result of primer OPHI2 amplificd cultivar Lichun
M— DNA #iE4r Fh ADNA/Hind il +EcoR |

M  CKI1-1 CK1-2 CK2-1 CK2-2 CK2-3St S2  S3 S4 S5

21227 bp
5148 bp
4973 bp
4268 bp
3530 bp
227 bp
1904 bp
§584 bp
1375 hp

974 bp
831 bp
564 bp

B 5 RIHLEI4 OPBIS it &A1 g0 S 1) PCR 38458
Fig. 5 The result of primer OPB18 amplified cultivar Zhongshu No.4
M— DNA ¥4 T8 ADNA/Hind I +EcoR I

M CKI-1 CKI1-2 CK2-1 CK2-2 CK2-38182  S3 S4 8§

21227 bp
S148 bp
4973 bp
4268 bp
3530 bp
2027 bp
1904 bp P
1584 hp o bd o b
1375 bp

974 bp
831 bp
564 bp

B 6 BEHLE] % OPHOG6 xt & Bk pg 3 Al PCR P AT R
Fig. 6 The result of primer OPHO6 amplified cultivar Darou
M— DNA tr#E4 & ADNA/Hind I +EcoR I
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M OCKI-I CKI-2 CK2-1 CK2-2 CK2:38182 S S4 S8

21227 bp
S148 bp
4973 bp
4268 bp
3530 bp
2027 bp
1904 bp
1584 bp
1375 bp

974 bp
K31 bp
K64 bp

15 7 BEHLT 4 OPKILT & §hFh 82 Bty PCR 45454,
Fig. 7 The result of primer OPK17 amplified cultivar No. S2
M— DNA ti%4+F & ADNA/Hind [ +EcoR I

K GARA L AES 1000 bp &b —&4ERAE. B 7 EEHSI4Y OPKIT7 Mf&Fh S2 5# PCR
W, MEPTA I FA /BT R EAMKY 8840 50 A HAE 200 bp ALK — KB R A
B, AZRGUNEREARBELDTHEEERESTFRTFLEEHEN S, HERKE
817, BHEHEETRNBKEHSSUEMGI YRS R SHEAEE BREENDTHEEK
EE®RBEESTEEMEE, NAFEENREERNEE ERER.
3 i

MBZMEE RN BEEKERDTFAT L ZETERER—MAERMEEN, ULH®E
BEATHEAMBMEEREEDNHEEMKSTAELRETEZR, EXNFTHTERERE
AR RREMER, EFRFA RAPD FERN M LSRN ZFMER, MYHP-IHKRELE
M, YIS (RS URAEE. BR DNA ES|WFR BT 5] Z AR 4/ DNA
BMIEARGREESEY WY KELSENER, 5140 S METRIFIIREL (R
A5, FEARIGEK) B EREFENY AR, PR B A ALK 3R DNA
PRABRENBMERURES|Y SR DNA HEBENER. FHik, F RAPD %% E /A4
EHRESHEAHRE, WM. TEOME A, HBEEERL, RETEWEAEKN)E
MK, ALRPSBEBENEEEKES TRATELSAEEEMENEEEKEER, £
MTFRERATEEMBERNER, IMERFAFEIEDRERAMNEBE -ZREY. &
2, REBHEEEMARFEPEIRBERT, ERFEDHBARMEE, T RIR
FED, MR REETE S, STEYEHERREFBEGRERIWRER, BOERE
BEESEN—NMEAIR, HEMTTHFREESETEHYALRERILS.
&% 0k
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