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EZRIA{-EEY DNA £HBFIINFEIE

iR, kB

(1 E B 2B RN BT RE, =~/ #I 666303; 2 HEBHERBEFFE AR, JLat 100049)

WE: W8 (Amomum) FJETLER., £EL 150 F. FREA 39 Fh, %8 £ ik vl 15 25 9 2 F KL
BEBD IR EEANERE, e AR RMER , A5 A ] DNA barcoding A, X &~ )&
50 Fi 121 SAMMEM matK . rbeL-a. trnH-psbA J¥ 5 e AR 20 & #E4T 0%, ] Taxon DNA 358 F il |
P barcoding gap, iz FAILIE ) BLASTn P18 400 (9 IE#f % 2 3, fiidkE SR @M & A B, 45
BN A 40 barcoding gap B A FEIE; matK W) IE B E R & T trnH-pshA Ml rbeL-a, B& R BEM
T IEM SR8 TR BN, AR BIE &N IEM % Rk s, Bk, % matK +rbcl-a +
trnH-psbA V& M~ & W) Fl % 2 B9 15 12k 250,

X W )E;: DNA £JE1Y; matK; rbel-as; trnH-psbA; matK + trnH-psbA + rbel-a
FESES: Q78, Q949 XEEERIRES: A XEHES: 0253-2700(2010) 05-393-08

Screening Potential DNA Barcode Regions

in Amomum (Zingiberaceae)

YANG Zhen-Yan'?*, ZHANG Ling'"
(1 Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical Garden, Chinese Academy of Science , Mengla 666303, China;
2 Graduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Amomum contains 150 species, and 39 of them are found in China. Many Amomum species are
used in traditional Chinese medicines and favorite food condiment. The intrageneric classification of this genus
is largely unclear, and the accurate identification of species is difficult. DNA barcoding is a technique to iden-
tify species using standardized DNA region. The COI sequence has been successfully used to identify animal
species. Unfortunately, there are no universally accepted barcode systems for plants. This study compared
the each three candidate plastid regions ( matK, rbcl-a, trnH-psbA ) and the combined data ( matK +
rbcl-a, matK~+trnH-psbA . rbclL-a + trnH-psbA . matK —+ rbclL-a + trnH-pshA ) among 121 accessions
representing 50 species of the genus. In order to screen out the suitable barcode for identifying the species of
Amomum , Taxon DNA was used to estimate the barcoding gap between interspecific and intraspecific dis-
tances, and BLASTn was used to calculate the rate of correct identification. The results indicated that there
was no DNA barcode gap in three loci. The correct identification of matK was higher than that of trnH-psbA
or rbcL-a, the combined data has higher correct identification than that of single one, and the three-locus
combined data showed the greatest level of species discrimination. To sum up, matK —+ rbclL-a + trnH-psbA
can be considered as a potential barcode for identifying the species of Amomum.
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W18 (Amomum L.) Z2ZEF (Zingiber-
aceae) WIS —KJE., £ 150 &M, FESHT
P RPN A B X, FREA 39 A (Wu
and Larsen, 2000), KRB Z HHSFAR, £
AR TE TR AR AR I AR B RO BR AL . WA N
BB A= P (Sakai and Nagamasu, 1998)., K&
AR Z b ] k2 I EUE R RE, REALXUESE . @S
HE (Tsai 58, 1981,

AT B AR 1 43 25 L ROR L, E 3 20 4
¥, Kress 8¢ (2002) ZiGis A B FEMo T2
M FBOE ST T ERU KRG, BRI
IR RS2, A8 7R B o3 2R A
B XiadF (2004) #EHH ITS 1 matK WA~ B
MR TR ARG EE LR, IR TR
TR KA IE SRR CIn RS 2K A .
TR EE L, BEGMMERE R, L
BRI HZRE, PR S E WXE, Brliia bl 25—
bl S B 1) 5 R W R Y O s

DNA %4JE % (DNA barcoding) J& Fl Fi —
AE D BOLA A B DNA A B (400 ~ 800 bp)
Xof MK b A R A AT A A U A
FE M — W AR (Tautz 58, 2002, 2003; He-
bert &, 2003a, b), REWPFFERIUEW] T 2k
PRFER COT J Be Xt 3l b 11 38 1) 45 o 1 5
T 47 (Hebert %, 2004; Hajibabaei %, 20063
Yoo 4., 20065 Yancy %, 2008) . {H i T4 ki ik
SENAEAEY b A SR 2. AN A EUE
YIRS (Kress 55, 2005), FrPARZFHH %
St s A FAZ RN i TR RR N A 2
PO py ke ve, B RN AS Sk, Sl e v
2, JFHY HE XA DNA B ER S, A
i F A 6 DNA FE f# 19 M B (Kress 45,
2005), A, AE W) R T BE #Y 45 0F B 8 S A
LRIRFL R H %4 (Chase %, 2005; Cowan %,
2006) ,

F W) 25005 7 B i i 38 0 28 i 1T R LAY TAE
(Chase %, 2007; Kress and Erickson, 2007;
Pennisi, 2007; Erickson %, 2008; Lahaye 4%,
20085 Liu 4§, 2010), {Hi8 H THEYIHY S8 J7
BANAE IR Z 4, HETHE B0 A2, &
T Y AR SR 2 R WA s R Bery 4
4 (Kress and Erickson, 2007; Fazekas %,

2008; Hollingsworth %, 2009), 0% 1R 5F ) 9
3 rbeL-a . FEALEBIRI matK BY& 5 K BOA
AEgmiS F K trnH-psbA (Kress 58, 2009),
ARHFSE 38 oL XA JE 50 AP 121 SR
matK . rbclL-a M trnH-psbA K A [R] i B 40 & )
Heds, IR0 — 458 M T %8 4 1) DNA Bar-
coding %€ i Btal iy Bt & . 7 4h, AWF5EE
T Y R A Z LR R, IRTE R Y KR T
g B AR (CBOL) 48 H iy#0 i Be
XN AE W) 2B e B R O A — R HESEAE T .

1 #BE5ERE
1.1 ##

ARSZE L Kress 48 (2002) MBI ZER R RE M
Xia 5 (2004) W)@ RGN BLql, JRAE 123 458
Rk, Haper 55 ( Alpinia galanga (L.) Willd) 2 4~
AR F AN ETE, BB MR 50 AP 121 A AR R g 3
B, M GeneBank F 3 13 £)F % (11 4% matK J¥
3, 2 % rbelL-a J¥3)),

S0 B ARR R A S 8 R R TR i e, AR A
J= DNA B, FEA =AkE, 2808 EikiiL+
HY AR AR BB RE . — AR 4R B R B 7 LR A AR
A 40 el 22 el A A 5 A A . I8 /NI 43 24 36 [ Smithsonian
Institution #Y W. John Kress -+ $24t, FEIEFRA 2 5147
T R 2 B P XA 4 Fi A ) Bl AR A 1R (HITBC)
2 EEZmRAE (NMNH,

1.2 ZBWHZE

BODNA ## IR Hik B /9 CTAB 7% (Doyle and
Doyle, 1987) . PCR ¥"#% & i #F PERKIN ELMER (PE)
9600 =X 9700 % PCR ¥ Fi#17. matK. trnH-psbA #l
rbcL-a =4~ DNA F Bty i e B fE P ¥R . 97°C Wi AR
P 4 min, 94°CZ254E 1 min, 52°CiEB A 1 min, 72°CZEff 1
min, 32 NMEHG, 72°CIEMH 10 min, HHEH AR B
WA AR, PN R A 25 pl B NR R, G 2.5
mmol « L'#Y 10 X buffer & il A F. 0.2 U ) Taq
BAWE, 250 uM By ANTPs, 1EJZ I8 5] ) B 48 0.2
DL K 2y 80 ng MIAEHL DNA, PCR =) 4 3
JUB W U P VKA N S A% S . AR DA TR R R
%57 BRZ m 1 Al 16370 a1k L& DN T IR 2

P3G 51 R s 4 g 0 R S 1 . R IE Sl 514 43 Gl
Xt 5 4% 85 I ernH-psbA 2R BUIE U F . matK Al
rbeL-a 2R F B [ WU 7, OB MK R B AR BE Ok VR
(Sang %%, 1997), W3 & )i £ PE9600 1§ 9700 # PCR
I EFEAT, SRS pl MR E R, HE. 1 pl BT mix
(PE A #l 4 Bigdyev3. 1 M FLF &), 0.5 pl B F519,

pmol « L',
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1 pl (9 PCR 24 P28 2.5 pl BU T 26K, AR F N
95°C HiZEHE 4 min; 96°CZEHE 10 s, 50°CiBAK 5 s, 60°C 4
fift 4 min, J& 33 MBI SN HILE 9500 L BE A+ SRR
ULYE 30 min, ZJFH] 709 LB 150 ml ¥, TG MA
15 pl MR PESR 8 40 VA A, 28 95°CARHE 4 min 5 LFE, 7£
ABI3700 B { gl 54 _E AT R

J7- 5 G 5 FHBF B2 0 Lasergene v7. 1 844 H () Seq-
Man ( DNASTAR Inc., Madison, Wisconsin, USA;
Burland, 2000) €. 3 A~M-4R1& DNA 750 5088 2517 5
MR F B AE R, #F EditPlus F04% A [ DNA JF
G RS BB BE . JERE b BB R — A
Fr, HAEMEBCE MR, MREMERA 5 CHM
> DNA IR LD FFIsm A~ CH =4 DNA J§
AN T D DI 7 I A R N S S B e Y 13
PR /N X IE Wy %8 2 A0 52 M 2 I E 1Y (Hollingsworth
4, 2009, A Clustal X2 (Larkin %, 2007) % 4
AT A B HERE . JF A Bioedit (Hall, 1999) 5 il 5
FIEAT N TR . X2y B el BEAH & AT A b, R A
4BH7E  (neighbor-joining, NJ) 4 g S PIR 4B 42 7% 2 7
fE PAUP" 4. 0b10 (Swofford, 2002) Hhid47; 4F#:% R
1 &5 #1 (Bootstrap analysis), 1000 i kE. AR I8 il k¢
AR (Bootstrap value, BS) PEAL /S AY AT & 1 .

Barcoding gap K% DNA £ IE 1 — 4645, A
FAR 14 2 T L R 3] 1) (7)) 9 b ) 35 4% A2 S N7 R 3 OR T
AN A S, IR R — AW EFE X (Meyer and
Paulay, 2005; Lahaye %, 2008), %% ¥ % H Meier %
(2006) JF&H) TaxonDNA K1 45 & — it 09 G 7+ 4 58
B, AR IR 2 B0 A E] L Rl 0 3t 45 BE B 00 O3 A AR
CTWRMEAE, 2008), R G 2R F i 7 201 Wilcoxon XUAE AR
K% (http: //www. fon. hum. uva. nl/Service/Statistics.
htmD) FEATASR) SRR Ab ] . ol o B 9 22 5 1 AR IR
(Liu &, 2010),

KA BLASTn (Altschul %5, 1997) H4fpkF Y
IEffi % E#R (Correct Identification, CD), ¥4 H Bt &
R BB MFHI R, 2 BLASTn #% 24k %o — 4 5
B, XHERRAN T I BE RN T — 4 Query #l— > Data-
base, £ Query 43 5l 7E X} B A9 Database #1718 & Lb X},
TR T I LT &5 R rfr, IR BR T X &7 5, XA Fb
A AT BT f s 4 A g A A RE R OKOP s
IEf (Kress 55, 2009); MR EAH A KRS H
TIAIRTE—A, B )7 FITEF KT % iR

[y, TE 8 %2 R R i 2% T Hollingsworth
& (2009) B9 TP AR H BT FRE, BIRA NJ
B [ Al A A~ A 3R R — A O SR TF A B Rh, AR
R, WARFN AR T IR 22 5, BUR NI R 1 FE A
B — A A B AN ol B A A AR R — . mRIA

2 #HR

AR FEARAT AR I AN SEHE I = A S ik
B (matK. rbelL-a fl trnH-pshA ) 3,
Xt 33 P 1) ) S 4 AR AN [ B 5 R I A S B
PAT 0, SR E .
2.1 A[EF K PCRF1SEQ (sequencing) AIRLINZE

SR BAEROKE (50 4 FIAMAKE (121
) ERy PCR K& SEQ B9 B H HE#w Ak, H I
rbel-a W&, trnH-psbA WK Z ., matK W&
& (% 1), rbelL-a Fl matK W F B R FH B i) 5]
Yy, A > 90% B A — WMk R B,
trnH-psbA N 5 B2 1E ) 10) 51 9 W6 i 00 ), 24
80 Yo JF A — WA M ¥ B2 . AR Be iy PCR I
SEQ 1 5y 3R 3 %2 52 B ik - B | 38 I 52

£1 FARAAFBREHETREHAL PCR M SEQ (sequencing) % F L&

Table 1  Comparison of PCR and sequencing (SEQ) results from different loci and combined data sets

trnH-psbA + matK + trnH-pshA matK + rbcl-a

H-pshA bel- MatK
trotps rheta a rbcl-a rbel-a + matK + trnH-psbA
Either Both  Either Both  Either Both Either Both

PCR SEQ PCR SEQ PCR SEQ

PCR  SEQ PCR SEQ

PCR SEQ PCR  SEQ

NO. of

. _ 35 35 38 38 33 33
species (50) *
Percent (%) 70 70 76 76 66 66
NO. of

100 99 102 102 91 91

samples (121)
Percent (%) 82.64 81.82 84.30 84.30 75.21 75.21

Mean length 868 # 463 771

38 35 38 33 38 33 38 33

76 70 76 66 76 66 76 66

102 99 102 91 100 91 102 91
84.30 81.82  84.30 75.21  82.64 75.21 84.30 75.21

* 50 MR B A E AR BE P IE A 28 AR EFIUR . £ 868 bp KEE(LIE T gap K JE.

* 50 certain species, 28 uncertain species. # 868 bp include gaps
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[Fi] B 8, 52 3] Fofr oA AN (] S BE A AR 1] 22 S B9 B2 0 T
AN B = AN B BE A1 PCR Ml SEQ B L Zh %
BRI R B e, AR P H AT sT,
Y& AR A e e — 2 B A A, XX B
AL 7 B 5 Wi R oK T, U R BT
RE MW matK B, Y1 ZIF & H s A
HEIE7/R

100 ¢
90 t A
80 ¢
70 t matK
60
50 ¢
40 +
30
20 +
10 +

0

Percent (%)

0.0- 0.5- 1
<
<00 05 1.0 L

.0- 1.5- 20- 25- 3.0-
5 20 25 30 35

Pairwise distance (%)

100
90 f C
80 I
70 + trnH-psbA
60
50t
40 1
30

o1

.0-  1.5- 20- 25- 3.0-
5 20 25 30 35

Percent (%)

Pairwise distance (%)

100
90 1 E
80
70 + matK+trnH-psbA
60
50
40 1
301

611 | .

<00 00- 05- 10- 15 20- 25- 30-
05 10 15 20 25 30 35

Percent (%)

Pairwise distance (%)

O intra-specific

2.2 #EEMARN Barcoding gap

RS B R A Y
K2P (Kimura 2-parameter) [E 2, &5 FAH R
HITEER (KD, RHPAEH Wilcoxon B
FEARRG B0 09 O ik AT 22 S BB MER I (5R 2.,
Koo 45 R s, BlhE] 5 AP K2P B s A 8 o 1k
250, AR B i Br AL A n A ] . Fh P R R AT

Barcoding gap i

100
90 1 B
80
70 b rbcL-a
60
50
40
30

I

<00 00- 05- 1.0- 15- 20- 25- 3.0-
05 10 15 20 25 30 35

Percent (%)

Pairwise distance (%)

100
90 t D

80 1
70 t matK+rbcL-a
60
50 1
40

Sl

<00 00- 05- 1.0- 15 20- 25- 3.0-
05 10 15 20 25 30 35

Percent (%)

Pairwise distance (%)

100 1
90 [ F
80 1
70 } matK+rbecL-a+trnH-psbA
60 T
501
40

lmdln

<00 90- 05- 1.0- 15 20- 25- 30-
05 10 15 20 25 30 35

Percent (%)

Pairwise distance (%)

[ inter-specific

B 1 AR I8 E R R K2P S 0 45 2R 157 &

A: matK; B: rbclL-a; C:

trnH-psbA ;

: matK+rbcL-a; E: matK+trnH-psbA ;

F: matK+rbcL-a+trnH-psbA . X /xR K2P HEE, Y fli R 02 B BT %
Fig. 1 The frequency distribution of inter- and intra-specific Kimura 2-parameter (K2P) distances for six candidate loci

A: matK; B: rbcL-a; C: trnH-psbA ; D: matK + rbcl-a; E: matK + trnH-psbA ; F: matK + rbcL-a+trnH-psbA.

The X axis relates to the K2P distances, and the Y axis corresponds to the number of occurrences
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Table 2 Significance tests of divergence on inter-versus intra-specific distances of each locus and different loci combination

Region Median test Wilcoxon two-sample test

matK #A=73 #B=73, Median=1. 07, p<<=1. 13e-31 2 A=73 #B=73, W=2772, p<_=3. 426e-24
rbel-a # A=67 #B=67, Median=0. 354, p<_=8. 74e-26 #A=67 #B=67, W=2435, p<_=1. 614e-20
trnH-psbA # A=63 #B=63, Median=0. 858, p<<=7. 74e-25 ZA=63 #B=63, W=2097, p<<=1. 641e-20

matK + rbcl-a
matK + trnH-pshA
matK + rbclL-a + trnH-psbA

# A=58 #B=58, Median=0. 831, p<_=4. 03e-25
# A=58 #B=58, Median=1. 09, p<_=2. 78e-24
# A=58 #B=58, Median=0. 919, p<=1. 79¢-23

#A=58 #B=58, W=1769, p<<=3. 165¢-19
# A=58 #B=58, W=1766, p<<=2.723e-19
Z A=58 #B=58, W=1769, p<<=3. 165e-19

WARMN B EW gap (R R A E R XD, W
K1 R, &SR] RN EE B ERA R 2
HEEX, HAMRZHEIEEE R 0, 750 B
B B O HJE rhel-a . BARIEH WEW
barcoding gap, {HEAF B d matK DL M 864G H B,
H matK + rbel-a+ trnH-pshA B Fh[a] . Fh Py #E
B & XA R D, X R B AR
matK RIELF, WG R B T matK +rbel-
a+trnH-pshA F MU

2.3 AERFBEMBESERFENEBEER (C1)

B B IR 48 08 DL matK i, HW
WE T trnH-pshA Fl rbeL-a . 24 IE # % & R
I PCR WREI 2 I5 . = A 7 BOAY IE 0 25 08 R Y
WA, EAY R marK RBUEAF . 5507 BOy IE 6
Y RAN L, BCA R BERY IR A S8 R R . o
= R Bk A i B matK + trnH-psbA + rbeL-a |
TR %5 e de s (59.65%) (£ 3),

M 22 Hollingsworth 28 (2009) ff) “[&] f
AR R bR R, B D) A R
matK . rbelL-a Fl trnH-pshbA BEEMEE R NJ #t
(K2, WEITATLIE L, RZFEBLE T F—1
4y b, 0 A. yunnanense , X FpIE 00T BLAR T
RS E R R, HZ2 WA LA RAE DL,
i A. microcarpum Fll A. necaurantiacum , X ff
75 00T A0SR B Al Y AR 38 25 T B gl AR X 45 E B A
Ry ik B 45 R BLASTn 1 25 S 3L A A [,
=R B A SR I A R R R Y

M FRATAT LAE . TCie R W —Fh it 5307
%, RWFS H matK, rbel-a Ml trnH-pshA =
B A A5 Y IR A 4 08 R O R . H il TR
G BRI B4k %32 PCR 3 34 5L ) % AN
TP B ) 236 ) 52 e B, T LA e A8 5 1 i O
RAAIET 2 TAEME A,

3 g

H DNA Barcoding #& i A3k, Joit FF4f 2
R B, iR A SR RS R B, #RAAAE
HIRZWPIE, BSURBA LB E S YA 5K
TS R Bk G . DA R W 5E 22 X0 BT i 18 7 B
T S 8 RS Wy i AT TR LA, ABE
FEAL A X A T TN BT 3 Y S 5 R B i AT
fir, DTS2 T a2k oo (B, Bk
) A ST DU T ) — AN [ A LA

AHFFEH = A R By PCR Al SEQ (Sequen-
cing) YR AR B R A LR SF 14 4 B L A rhel-a
. AERMS R trnH-pshA R2Z (A L4
Poly A &5ty , kAL BRI matK ik (5%
D, XH5UAEMBRE R E—BH (Kress and
Erickson, 2007; Fazekas %%, 2008; Kress %,
2009, TERATHY LS R b, =4l Bty PCR
F B ) R A AR, X ) RE 2 DR O AR BF 5 i ) 52
At Rl 2 07 SR 4, A RE M B DNA J5
W T RO ARSI 2 55 R, T
PCR Wy % bl LIFR#] . PCR [ 5]

®3 ATERFBERABFBRAGHEREER

Table 3 Frequency of correct identification (CI) % of each locus and loci combination

Frequency of correct identification (%)

Measure

matK trnH-psbA rbel-a matK-+rbclL-a matK+ trnH-psbA matK+ trnH-psbA -+ rbcL-a
CI only (%) 75. 34 52. 38 27.54 75. 86 75. 86 79. 31
Recovery* CI (%) 56. 67 42. 86 23.21 57. 06 57.06 59. 65
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Amomum aft 1XYMO057

. aft 2XYMO077

. aft 3XYMO097

. scarlatinum 1XYM368 1

. scarlatinum 2XYMI155

. scarlatinum 2XYM368 2

. microcarpum 1XYM174

. neoaurantiacum 3XYM363 2

. microcarpum 2XYM181

. neoaurantiacum 2XYM363 1

. neoaurantiacum 1XYMI156

. quadratolaminare 2XYM366 1
. quadratolaminare 6XYM381 |
. quadratolaminare 3XYM366 2
. quadratolaminare 4XYM366 3
. compactum 1XYM160

. compactum 2XYM200

. koenigii 1XYM224

. koenigii 3XYM359 2

. koenigii 2XYM359 1

. koenigii 4XYM359 3

. yunnanense? 3XYM145

. yunnanense 2XYM387 1

O
o«

70

o

79

Ned
O

O
(=]

97

52

100

& o &

. yunnanense 1XYM145

. verrucosum 3XYM386 2

. verrucosum 4XYM168

. verrucosum 2XYM386 1

. verrucosum 1XYM226

. capsiciforme 1XYM147

. capsiciforme 2XYM376 1

. glabrum 2XYM358 1

. menglaense 4XYM362 3

. glabrum 1XYM153

. drervanh? 2XYM199

. menglaense 2XYM362 1

. menglaense 1IXYM186

. menglaense 3XYM362 2

. krervanh 1XYM360 1

. longipetiolatum 1XYMO15
. longipetiolatum 3XYM179
. longipetiolatum 2XYM180
. sericeum 1XYM162

. sericeum 2XYM369 1

. maximum 2XYM361 1

. purpureorubrum 2XYM149
. maximum 3XYM361 2

. compactum 3XYM357 1

. maximum 1XYM150

. purpureorubrum 1XYM139
. subcapitatum 18XYM377 1
A. subcapitatum 1XYM142

100

M

o«
N

96

(=3

(=}
~
L

71

L

io 1
O
e e e e e e S e e e e e e e e e e il e e

54

D
o0

100

99

2
1
8 =
S 5
[
> > >

. subcapitatum 10XYM095
. subcapitatum 15XYM373 1
A. subcapitatum 2XYM385 1
__E A. repoeense 1XYM367 1
A. repoeense 4XYM367 4
_E A. repoeense 2XYM367 2
A. repoeense 3XYM367 3

>

100

Alpinia galanga 2XYM308 1

Alpinia galanga 3XYM308 2

B2 WG matK , rbel-a fl trnH-psbA W4 SEME SBT3 B IR (09 NJ B (9230 B B REDT 50% X H50)
Fig. 2 The neighbor-joining tree based on the combined database of ¢cpDNA data ( matK, rbcL-a and trnH-psbA )

for Amomum. Bootstrap values over 50% were shown above the branches
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IR T 52 25 5 1Y) RS [R] A ] 2% S5 09 52
WAk, 34622 5 DNA i 152 0
ATV =D 7 Berb . matK J2 3%
MEAF R Bk (£ 3), X5 Kress 4§
(2009) 1 Hollingsworth ¢ (2009) By 5% 4%
HRHIF, CBOL Plant Working Group 7£ 2009 4F
W E A4 matK & WY FEH 0 R B, B
IR marK 7 BOSE RAR G, (Hl T HAKR PCR
UG, o E] 7R IE S E R, ISR
THk i G T marK (5 S Y. A ek
matK ]z N T ALY %0504 KRIH | (La-
haye %, 2008; CBOL Plant Working Group,
2009) . i rbeL-a ) IF B %5 7 SRARMG , o [A] A 33k
T B2 ER, FlKFEE -
(Hollingsworth %, 2009; Liu %, 2010),
& A B, matK + rbcL-a + trnH-
psbA =A i BeBK G 1) 25 % 1Y TE B 28 08 R 5 T
o] B | BE RN B BEER B I 4505, X5 Kress &
(2009) Fl Hollingsworth 4§ (2009) {4 f 5% 4%
K-, SUMAESEMLL, =BG ER &
B 1) TE 0 48 5 RAEAWI TS IR AR . W REZ th T AR
SEEG R TR T BN [ Fh R S5, T HZ R
A G WAFTER Z T WAL YRl . B LUK Rl 25
TR, BLH DNA XG5 E H T
S AT A 53k 18 o 94 B 03] A 2 A ) SRR B E 5 R
ORI G B R ME f CT G SE, 2008), 2 |
iR, AT matK + rbel-a + trnH-psbA
A P BOBCA Y SRR VR S A T A ) A g T

Bt Rk B T U 44 R A A 4 el 119 S A 2 Ui B
Bree g prt, EEEZ R W, John Kress 12
LS 58 RV RCH b P T 48 TR F SR A, P E TR
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