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Primary study on methods of extracting genomic DNA from human oral epithelial cells”
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Abstract : Objective To explore the feasibility of methods of extracting genomic DNA from human oral epithelial cells. Methods
The alkaline lysis and boiling were used to extract the genomic DNA from human oral mucosal epithelial cells. Then the methods
were compared with the traditional method of sodium iodide (Nal), in which DNA was extracted from human whole blood.
Results The genomic DNA could be extracted from oral mucosal epithelial cells by both methods, which had a lower concentration.
But the polymerase chain reaction amplification were successful and there was no significant differences among all methods. Conclu-
sion The methods of extracting genomic DNA from the human oral mucosal epithelial cells is simple, efficient and harmless, which
has potential value of clinical applications.
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