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Abstract:

Genomic DNA extraction with a high quantity and quality is a basic requirement in molecular biology. DNA
extraction from wild plant tissue because of presence of polysaccharides and phenolic compounds and proteins faced
with some problems that negatively affect the DNA quality. DNA extraction methods should be identified to reduce
these compounds. In order to select the best genomic DNA extraction method from wild Prunus species, five DNA
extraction methods were compared. Considering the quantity and quality of DNA and the results of PCR, the
method of Doyle and Doyle (1990) was recommended for high pure DNA extraction in these wild plants.
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