LYK WA Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2013,41(34) ;13392 - 13394 EERE K SERM

IS

£ @ BAE & DNA HBRI LR

e — 1 ol Bl,2% wr>-pgl,2 1,2
ARWY EAR EAE T ERMS , RRRE
(L. BTl B 55 T 22050, T AR A 50 21000052, 1 A4 £ 2 MUt ril A SEHE A 6 11100, YT 3R 5 210009)

FE BRSOk E A MRS e A3 69 S B 09 DNA 4R 307 ok M P2 4R By ok (b ik LR AL 4 Bk A8 5 ik ) ML 32y & (CTAB
% (chelex-100 % .SDS &%) Bk B L ARFUK KBS JFE LR T A P,

K@ AR HAE ; DNA I
hESES S182 XEktRIZE A XEHS 0517 -6611(2013)34 —13392 - 03

Comparison of the Rapid DNA Extraction Methods of Pathogenic Bacteria from Food Samples

XIONG Li-sha et al ( College of Food Science and Light Industry, Nanjing University of Technology, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210009 )
Abstract Several new or improved DNA extraction methods at home and abroad in recent years were summarized, such as physical methods
(boiling, ultrasonic methods) , chemical methods ( Cetyltrimethyl Ammonium Bromide, Resins chelex-100 and SDS methods) , enzyme and
compound methods of DNA extraction. The advantages and disadvantages of the technique were discussed, the existing problems were elaborated.
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