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E K DNA =BT AR L 32

MIEF T AL ARG
MR 4= A U BFFEBE ) 4 1M 510000

W E.@S B RE M DNA RR Gk A A LR ME F iR A8 LA SRR DNA 6 2R £ 45, T L

W %G 4 DNA 247 85 & %

K4 £ DNA IR ik

hES%ES: TSI 9 XEkARIZED : A

Wi A5 A= 1% KT 1 4 R T R R A R i 37 BT 2R
HTH PR, BREA LWL, BT PR R S5 RSN, AT L
S TN B v o MURE Y AT, H B R A 1 R
AR A8 o LS A TR 2l 0y 0 b o 88 %) 77 i+ A0 A A 22
B EIK . AR &5 1R TV 28 4 AR T L
Bl hH R RE R RIEL T . SRR
MEFRMEA QB/T 1261 — 1991 1 GB/T 16988 —
19972, QB/T 1261 —1991 FrEACE XF B K2 19 Tl A
WHEAT TR AR B R A S5 k. GB/T
16988 —1997 ARUEANAT 24 T 3 & Fl 4 B 1Yt 1ol 55 25 00l
L T IR 2 KSR R A T R R S I A
ik A B K. EETE PR R b T Oy ik R
WS W43 R DATE 4 B JBCE 20 50 5 50 | I U 4 )
B LA S 50 A DNA 2 Frik

AN Rl Z ] DNA R 746 2 5. Rl DNA
I3AT I BN B A DNA BT HEBUR G E 4T DNA
JEBN A3 AT s 34 J5 A AT . TGI8 W R 43 A, G 4R RN X
AR ) £F 4 5 R R PR EL DNA, 3 25
T b 1 B R ) — R 2 2 B L ik R R
BRI W K DR R e g s R . B
DNA 723t 52 24 0y Tk B )5 # ™ | IR . AR SCE
if LB RN TR ) DNA $2 00U 36, 0 Ak 32 U B8, 4
ST —FPAT AR BUE 2 DNA 197 .

1 SKIEERS

11 MEInEs
FERE: B BERE i CRRBC 10 em® L B 2548 5 R 18 Y B
T LA TREL 2~3 mm FEAE T 3 HD .

W7 B #9:2017-03-29; & B H #3:2017-04-10
ELWH:) AEREHEARER R E (2015CZ16)

YE&E BN A% 55 95 (1987-) . Lo, TR A A= 55 AE , 32 22 N o il J2 52/ &
B4y F A W) o % E B R BF 58, E-mail : yangfangfang6752 @

126.com,
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KA . Tris, SDS, & [ K., tris 1018 (R %A
BHHEABRA R ;EDTA,NaCl, #e b2, =5 W k%, ok
L, KA G (T ML= AT ) DTT (£ H
AndyBio 2y #]) 5 Triton-X 100 M 3L LA A ¥R

{4 :CF16RX I .0 #L(H A HITACHI A ),
HB-100 18 & 4 J& % (be o 198 5 BHEE A7 R A A, M200
PRO B3 (fHE Tecan A F]) .,

1.2 XRTE
.21 BEZHER

(1D1IM Tris-Cl(pH 8. 0) . Fr & 121.1 g Tris & T
1 LB, A Z) 800 ml 258 F /K, 38439k FE 1A it
A AR R IH ST pH {EF] 8. 0,

(2)SNET 2 ¥ : 20 mmol/L Tris-Cl(pH 8.0),
5 mmol/L. EDTA (pH 8.0),400 mmol/L NaCl, 1%
(m/v)SDS ##% b Bl Bt 4 J& » 0. 45 pm FLAZ B9 i iR £F
Y 2 I TR R T A H

(3) B & 2 th . 100 mmol/L Tris-Cl (pH
8.0),1 mmol/L EDTA(pH 8.0),80 mmol/L DTT,
1% (m/v) Triton-X 100,0. 4 mg/L & (M & K % b # B
UFJE S 0. 45 pm FLAR Y A R 21 48 3 R UE BRI 4 0

(4)TE ZZ w3 : 10 mmol/L Tris-Cl(pH 8.0),1
mmol/L EDTA(pH 8. 0) Ik 4% b il fid 4F-

1.2.2 EBHRMALH L

FE 1 AREEM Richard Palmiter A1 Ralph Brin-
ster BT BYLH UL N 20 DNA 4R BUOF A2k i sk . 78
SNET Hhfin & F1 g K il % m 2478 22 b, 4 1 25 4 1Y
FE I B 24 i 92 vh i v, U 22 T S 22 oo
50 mg FEMN . BRJE K I Ar BRI BN BT 56 C g
H 18~24 hH,

Tk 2 BHBRERGRBONE TR UM
PR RO A B B 0 R i, 8 DR 2 T S 2 v
50 mg Bl SR 5K I AF AR R RN BT 56 CIRE
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X 5 A . 39 .

18~24 h7,
1.2.3 DNA #y 4 4& fn 4 1,

K W A 07 42 X DNA g4 malife, 18
AW B AR R N A R 1L 2.2 KA R NS N Y
SNET % 2% th iR o8 & & R Z vh R & — 3 T 8
DA ARG S N IAGE R B tris 10 RN L A5 ()R
S EBRAEMNNIEG . IRE,12 000 r/min B> 25
min, B0 W EVE SO ELOE N I A S
ALY tris WANED  BENRS) I BEAE N 1R . B’
59)5,12 000 r/min .0 25 min, B0 5885 W 3
) — 3B B0 4 IR IO SE R R D BLENR S
BA)E .12 000 r/min B[ 25 min, &0 55, W
HH— LB OEN A 1/10 REE 3 mol/L LR
VAN 2.5 R B F8 (—20 CHYM K LB, R’
A F—20 C#E 3 h, 13 000 r/min &[> 25 min,
WesE FIEW L IR UTTE. M NMA L ml 75 LB,
WREAS BE I YE . 13 000 r/min 250 10 min, W 3¢ I
HW ., BT SE T 50 CTg. AR MR E ., Mg
WA 50 pL TE %R f#45 BEN 1Y DNA . 16 B bR AL
0 B B DNA YR BE T A260/A280 LH1H.

2 RS

A260/A280 X 4L &% & T 1945 4F Warburg
Christian $& i 19, J& 8 1 ] B iR B 15 g 72 5 19 1R
Ipfabn, AR Z A TAN IR A, X 1. 8<<
A260/A280<C2. 0 IF DNA &l i 55  nl 1 4% F Tk —
H i) DNA 2087, 3 H A260/A280 b 8238 3% 435
Bl 4fi Bl . 24 A260/A280=1.73, %~ DNA 4 i
HA 30% , %5 8 DNA 2087, 0 H 2 PCR 4r#r 5%
M AR, R JEE A PCR 40 B s — A A260/A280
<1.7 5 A260/A280>2.0 J& JC ki B T B R 1Y,
ARIE Y DNA 4387 75 2: %8 DNA By 5 K 46 JF (4 325k R
[F] o % T 2 B2 3R AN 30 )5 0 43 B 2 SR 9, T DL BN 4 iR
) DNA #E47 Z ke alifl ., A SCHFSE R P Ff DNA 4 B
535 6 R [ T B R S BRI S5 SR LR 1

A X AR O AT R A R BN O IE 1 R
BB 25 A 3 Iy REM I 2 1. 8<CA260/A280<C2.0,4%
ik 2 RS R AT 6 R L 1. 8<<A260/A280
<2.0: 4% 5 1 RIS /A 6 A R AN B 2
PCR 38R i, 3 05 vk 2 SR 45 1A 1 O i &
ANBETH £ PCR 43 AT ZLoR (. AR BF 5 0 B 0% W5 2
PCR 43 A7 B3R 1 42 B2 S 30 2 i DNA $2 B0 2y, R

2HTVE T BRI R R 40.0% ., T 2 R R R
90.0% ., WZFR 1 iR, 10 S BRT 7589 Sk
mi s SR U 1 B B ok B2 i TR JH O 1 2 R R U
FEAN HAL 8 £ FF it A8 SR FH 7 15 2 42 BB 09 4 vk
FEH R, ERERE 7 59 SRE R Al Ok
ik 2 RSB = T O 1. fE AR RE SR HLE] DNA 1
T OLT , SR S R 1 4 B Al B o v i ik 2,
&1 DNAREF A260/A280 Lt E MK & R

B 75‘{2& 1 7?/2 2
ETReS DNA m’fz A260/A280 DNA Wft A260/A2800
/mg+ L1 /mg -+ L1

1 2.6 1.18 29.7 1. 86
2 66. 2 1.94 200. 8 1. 80
3 23.2 1.62 108.0 1.79
4 124.8 1. 89 1065. 5 1.88
5 14.8 2. 29 62.0 1.88
6 44.5 1.82 125.2 1. 84
7 59. 8 2.23 53.5 1.77
8 102. 9 1. 67 110. 9 1.99
9 43.2 1. 60 27.7 1.68
10 3.5 1.75 39.5 1.70

55 VA L B, J7 1 2 00 B IR DA JRE R 4
PS5 181 2% S8 B T 07 9k 1, 31X AT BE S [N D B B A it 4%
IR R B T A > i DNAN A T B B2 1 B
R BT BIRYBIR B /N T 7 5 2 rp T2 A R
RT LICKE T BB il T R B B K o A SRR L R
For i DNA . AR 3 b B se 56 w0 20 ff 2 7 ik 2 7R B B
il 9 DNA $& B T B2 3 0 &

3 KRIWIIE

KGR VE 2 R, DL ORI TR Y
Pl E B2 DNA 2BUR B 25 . RAJTE 2, x5
Ah 20 Gy KR T 20 DAS[E ) Fh By & B2 A S #E AT DNA
BIFEEC. AT 19 7 FE 5 DNA 32 BUAE 2 L 32 BUS T R Ry
95.0% . I bR AR 10 fy B S B RO )
H93.3% ., BT 2 FEA AT DL R XN R P Rl
FeRE S DNA B4R,

4 Z5iE

FH 7B & 24 % op Ak B 7 AR 5 L 4R 5 R s S
Pyl B2 L PR IO B2 DNA BB 8% 3R A5 45 fay vk B2 R0 4l 32 1
B DNA; H & HL T R ATk 5 93. 3%, HA ] i 2
5T G X B B ) DNA B9k — 20 Fr . A BESE
LB B2 DNA £ MU o DNA 430 87 vk % 8 B 2 ¢
JoT 4 (AL A 5T Bl L T I B A BT A DU N B AR M2 %

(T#E 12 ])
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DURCER % 07 B9 P B4 B i 28 0 7 A4 0 2 ik T Wit
Y22 25 BRAT 2 09 L B A Fe 0 2 A 9 0 S A% O 1 T
AR EE AR IR ML T 2. 2 b AR 2
By FoR MM CRZE., T ARERR WA
FRE AL A RUAR ), DR 0k vy L g S92 50 R a Lk, 35
I W 76 =5 3 5 R A 0 22 ) 9 5 AR DT I E e A
ORI E 5 2208 B AR RS i

A 3 A A IR Y I 2R R R 2% ] gk A v P O R s
iy AR B i 22 18] BE A8 3 B B9 R RO L AT
G R BB A B B A AR B B b R AT TR A
R ) TAF:

4 Z5iE
B = 2 A R R = 2 IR R 7 R R B R e
VP2 O FE N BB F A0l — 8 A = 2 A (A & 2 5 44

AR RS {5 B I 3 e A Y e S 5 &% A 3l A2 0 R
T B R Al o AR i A N7 B T = IR R O LR Y IR ke A

B RPE O R 0, 0 B 2 = 2 (AR R Y i 00K
2 RV T A ST 400 e AR R AR A [ I i — R ) 48
KAL) X SR AR G AT R R L o 2 A S P A Y A AR R
E Y1 v 3 N S 9 N D N I DS R TR S e
i e 9 B R 4R L REAS QIR J3E i e Tl A 7 AR

SE WK
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Application of Data Optimization Model

on Garment Pattern Customization Technology

HUANG Cai-sen' , DENG Chun-shan', ZHOU Li" *"*
(1.College of Textile and Garment, Southwest University, Chongqing 400715, China;

2.Chongqing Engineering Research Center of Biomaterial Fiber and Modern Textile, Chongqing 400715, China)

Abstract: From the perspective of garment customization, the different research methods of personalized customization technology

of garment pattern were summarized. The application mode of the optimizing human dimension data was proposed, and the transposed

form of human dimension data with optimal efficiency was applied to personalized clothing model generation process, evaluation crite-

ria was proposed based on data optimization to provide ideas and direction for the application of the optimal efficiency data.

Key words: personalized customization; data optimization; coverage; garment pattern
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Comparative Study of DNA Extraction Methods from Fur
YANG Fang-fang, LUO Li-ling, ZHOU Xiao-fang

(Guangzhou Fiber Product Testing and Research Institute, Guangzhou 510000, China)

Abstract: By comparing two different DNA extraction methods, the effect of extracting DNA by hair pyrolysis buffer was better

than the other method, and it could meet the requirements of the later DNA analysis.

Key words: fur; DNA extraction; method



