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Using DNA Barcoding in Genus Tacca ( Dioscoreaceae)
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Abstract: Tacca ( Dioscoreaceae) is a small genus which is taxonomically difficult because of a lack of obvious
morphologically differences among species. DNA barcoding is a new method of rapid species identification and dis-
covery using short, standardized genes or DNA regions. In this study, four candidate DNA barcoding regions that
three (rbcl., matK, trnH-psbA) from chloroplast genome and one (ITS) from the nuclear genome, were evaluated
among 36 accessions representing 6 species of Tacca. The capability of those regions were evaluated by intra- and in-
ter-specific divergence and barcode gap analyses, and the identification efficiency was assessed using Tree-based and
BBA methods. The results indicated that both ITS and the core barcode rbcL+matK proposed by CBOL exhibited the
highest resolution as a single and combined data respectively. Based on overall performance: matK+rbcL can be
considered as a potential barcode for identifying the species of Tacca, ITS can be used as a supplementary barcode.
DNA barcoding revealed two distinct lineages of 7. integrifolia distributed allopatrically in Tibet and Malaysia. And
these two lineages with morphological variations may potentially represent new species.
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taloides) , SR P= TR (T. parkeri) (Drenth,
1972) . g EBAEW AL AR, REHE
FIE BRI, ATV 2 KR/ M
h, RERHEA e TR YR 2 A 5 h T2
Bk, 355 EIRAHMRZEANL, PEER T, REIER
fifFeE, HRILE, FIRE LT, &
Fe. PR B, ROkt wimss, BAWTE
A2 (BTN, 2005) , T3
55 F B YIS TE R 25 I S AR e Al . B
b, MY R RERC: R/, 2
EHifa, REHSN A FA R (7 E A
U, 1992)

g5 BB MY R G0 bR —
AR K (Drenth, 1972; Grierson il Green, 1996;
TN, 1985), EF[2003 4F APG 11 732K R G0
ARE THBF P AE T HRGEAE (APG
IT, 2003) , M Fix@HY I ATER)", AR M
KA FAMRKES, SWElizEsdesy L
AL, 7o, WERL (T. chantrieri) , i 4534
855 (T subflabellata) FLHRIAGEEHE (T, ampli-
placenta) FFEE TR Be AR MEX 43, HIE AR
2. AL, Gk SE R — B AR EAT 202K
(WP, 1985) . B TIEREETED R ERyRIR
P ( Knowlton, 1993; Jarman FI Elliott, 2000 ),
H i 8 U) 55 2 PR bR MRE TR HME 25 5 5E i ik
PR T7 %

2002 4F, Tautz % (2002) 5642 H DNA
FFHV T 43 824058, BRI — Bedn i DNA
75U SR B 1 A S B P b i) PR o 1 ) 28
FfJ5, Hebert % (2003) 1IEX42H T DNA &2
AL S, IR ORI Y COT 3 X 7 51 % 3
Y STE S R T T 5T .t THE Zokifk
AL TS AL R A ) 22 48 DL A5 SR, AT Y
DNA 5T 1 22 A S R L R 4] WP % - ( Chase
45 2005; Cowan %5, 2006) . F#HI A5G A B
i sz B PR R A H 2y, Bans | YiE Ak, 3
S e )X S DA SRS e BT A R v R REAE
TEGRRSE, AR E 5 TR R B HE
(Chase 5§, 2007 ; Kress I Erickson, 2007; Lahaye
4, 2008) , U ITS+trnH-pshbA ( Kress 55, 2005) ,
matK + atpF-atpH + psbK-psb1 F matK + atpF-atpH +
trnH-psbA 0 A~ 20 & (Kim unpublished, 2007),

CBOL Fi¥I TAEA (2009) 42 H T rbeL+marK A
B AR R Bl A P A2 0 5T

AWEFT LA B 2 A 6 D FhAY 36 AN
BRE, XU DNA 9B F B ITS . matK | rbel.
Fl trnH-psb A WO BEATIEAN, I 22307 Hh il
HTzm Y Fh %2 1 1) DNA 50265 7 Bk
FBAA, Mz AT AL SR O
PRAESHARAE

1 #MREFE
1.1 WEH#

A IR T H 55 R 6 R 36 AR R,
BAFEEET 2 ~8 MK, MEMER IR 1, Skt
B BFAI R A JG G Rk DU T 0y it i L& DNA 19 4
B, FRUEFRA A3 AT o FE ) 2% 5 7Y SRR 44 A0 A )
FARALE (HITBC), M E b2 B B BH A8 P F 5% BT A A%
T (KUN) FI2EE EZARAE (NMNH)

1.2 WMRFAE

DNA $2HUR A CTAB L2 B4 FL [ 4] DNA ( Doyle
Fl Doyle, 1987), ¥ DNA % T TE W, &WE R
450 ng- ul.™', PCR ¥ 3 )7 ¥/ 7 PERKIN ELMER ( PE)
9700 % PCR X i 17, ABF5EH 4 DNA R B Y
PCR ¥ ¥4 FIM e 51 AR (£ 2), matK, trnH-psbA F
rbeL = ANGRAR 5 B 3 i Ry 4R B . 97°C TR PE
3 min, 94°C 7254 1 min, 52°C 3B & 1 min, 72°C FE{# 1
min, 32 MEFE, 72°CHEH 10 min; ITS Fr By 3 52 b
TR . 97°C WA HE 3 min, 95°C 25 2 min, 54°C 1B
K 1.5 min, 72°CZEf 1 min, 32 PMEMJE, 72°C HEff 7
min, ¥R 20 wL B R B AR R . A1FE 30 ~ 60 ng
BB DNA, 2 plL 10xbuffer, 0.5 P47 Taq DNA R4
B (5U-pL™"), 1.5 uL f MgCl, (25 mmol-L™'), 1.5
wL (9 dNTPs (10 mmol - L"), IERE S 4 2 pL (5
pmol + L7, BRI MZIR K E 20 pL, P21 PCR
TR PEEE R KRN A48 5, iR TR
RS R B 2R & 2l Ak I T . S PRI 51
ROERPE , I B BRI

FH 2403 58 20 ITS 5 Bl 1 519 1TS4/1TS5 1)
PCR ¥ ¥4k Me, PrudFRA1w A/ T 1mst &A% 1mss j+
PCR ¥ (3£2),

1.3 HE\H

JH Contigexpress (version 10. 1, Invitrogen) #1771
BB, BHEFEYFSH Clustal X2.0 ( Larkin %5, 2007)
AT HN A EEXT T AT N TASIE . B 4 4~ F BEiY DNA 4R
PEEA TN RIS AR B, IR B T R R T AN
A
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Table 1 ~ Samples for testing potential barcodes

Taxa Locality Voucher Code Taxa Locality Voucher Code
7KW Tacca plantaginea SR G T. ampliplacenta
1 J PSR Guilin Guangxi XTBGZLO01 T. plantaginea 001 I Z=FALIT Yingjiang Yunnan XTBGZLO39 T. ampliplacenta 039
2 JTPEHEEAK Guilin Guangxi XTBGZL002 T. plantaginea 002 2 ZMZAIT Yingjiang Yunnan XTBGZL040 T. ampliplacenta 040
3 JPE42M Quanzhou Guangxi XTBGZLO05 T. plantaginea 005 3 ZFTETH Mangshi Yunnan XTBGZL043 T. ampliplacenta 043
4 J7P§4N Quanzhou Guangxi XTBGZL006 T. plantaginea 006 4 Z=E#PY Luxi Yunnan XTBGZL044 T. ampliplacenta 044
5 RIMNFHP Libo Guizhou XTBGZL009 T. plantaginea 009 120 T. chantrieri
6  BMFHBE Libo Guizhou XTBGZLO10 T. plantaginea 010 1 =MAYL Yingjiang Yunnan XTBGZ1037 T. chantrieri 037
M IE T, leontopetaloides 2 Z“FZIT Yingjiang Yunnan XTBGZL040 T. chantrieri 040
1 ZF i Mengla Yunnan XTBGZL003 T. leontopetaloides 003 3 JUPEEM Xuanzhou Guangxi XTBGZ1.048 T. chantrieri 048
2 MBI Mengla Yunnan XTBGZLO04 T. leontopetaloides 004 || 4 =B Pu’er Yunnan XTBGZIL049 T. chantrieri 049
3 Z[E{Fi Chiang mai Thailand XTBGZIL015 T. leontopetaloides 015 || 5 = BBl Mengla Yunnan XTBGZL050 T. chantrieri 050
4 ZEHE7EE Chiang mai Thailand XTBGZL016 T. leontopetaloides 016 || 6 =M BIIF Mengla Yunnan XTBGZLO51 T. chantrieri 051
5 GIkhndrin Madagascar XTBGZLO17 T. leontopetaloides 017 || 7 =M B¢ Maguan Yunnan XTBGZI052 T. chantrieri 052
6 HHIKInHrin Madagascar XTBGZI018 T. leontopetaloides 018 || 8 = &5 Maguan Yunnan XTBGZIL053 T. chantrieri 053
7 EEHEEHE Hawaii USA XTBGZL020 T. leontopetaloides 020 || 247534354 T. integrifolia
8  EEEWHE Hawaii USA XTBGZ1021 T. leontopetaloides 021 1 HRPETIERT Seremban Malaysia XTBGZ1022 T. integrifolia 022
B IEE T, subflabellata 2 ERPYWEAETT Seremban Malaysia XTBGZ1023 T. integrifolia 023
1 =®MO Hekou Yunnan XTBGZILO11 T. subflabellata 011 3 HkVEIE AT Seremban Malaysia XTBGZL024 T. integrifolia 024
2 =M Hekou Yunnan XTBGZIL012 T. subflabellata 012 4 VHIKAEMTT AT Beibeng Motuo Tibet XTBGZ1.029 T. integrifolia 029
3 MiEgEAT Laocai Vietnam XTBGZL013 T. subflabellata 013 5 VHCABBLET ) Beibeng Motuo Tibet XTBGZL030 T. integrifolia 030
4 P EH Laocai Vietnam XTBGZLO14 T. subflabellata 014 6 VU R AR B VF 4% Hanmi Motuo Tibet XTBGZLO07 T. integrifolia 007
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Table 2 Primer pairs used for the four DNA markers ITS,
rbel., matK, and trnH-psbA

Primers ( sequence 5'-3")

ITS5 : GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG
ITS ITS1: TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG
ITS4: TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC

Region

1F; ATGTCACCACAAACAGAAAC

rbel. 724R; TCGCATGTACCTGCAGTAGC
rHshA psbA: GTTATGCATGAACGTAATGCTC
s imH; CGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAATCC
390F; CGATCTATTCATTCAATATTTC
matK

1326R: TCTAGCACACGAAAGTCGAAGT

fir ik DNA 5JE 5 1) — A E 24845 & “barcode gap”
RAAAAE, RIVF ) Ay A A8 5 A8 /)N 1T A i) 25 S 2 R
g, MTITE P [A] B B — A~ B 2 1 18] B X ( Meyer 1
Paulay, 2005) , A3CH] Meier 25 (2006) HY TaxonDNA %k
PFEE G — TR GET R A A ) RE S R LA ) | o Py 135
TRFERS I o A AR AT TE 18], @3 Wileoxon Bk FIAS 6 3k
o907 41 22 [ (1728 Sk 2 5

F MEGA 4.0 ( Tamura %, 2007) % 4115545 DNA
Jr BERG AR P9 AR ] ) Kimura-2-parameter ( K2P) 3 X} 8¢
fRE R, [ i As g Bl B DL K R B 2 G 1 4 2
(NJ), ¥ {ELL S 000 IREH 2%, £% Hollingsworth
%5 (2009) conspecific individuals ¢ grouping together’ Ji
DU, RIS i A AR AR SR O — A B 2R 23 S RN Ty
RS ETE . 46, FIH TaxonDNA ( Meier 25, 2006)
BAEPH) “Best match” | “Best close match” Fl “All spe-
cies barcodes” (fiFK BBA i) XTHIFhAY % E R IFT RS ,

R, BT 2MAEE (T integrifolia ) F4) A
SRTERTA Y DNA JBEh Ry 2 AR R,
TS GG ERE, FATHEA SO A 53 3 b B
OEZ b R SN A S S R AT 5 A
A S ANFD (RPR R, JORMuEE, KH-L, At
WESE, WA IEE) XARMEHETIEN

2 #ER
2.1 PCR ¥ &F0NF R IhZE

PCR 4" 54 R0 77 B Bl 238 47 76 38 K 22 5=
trnH-psbA WP B R Fe i, N 100% , rbel. Fll
matK ) PCR 4" 34 s A0 [\, 48 94% , 1TS
() PCR ¥ 3 i R ik, J78% (£ 3), PCR
P14 R T B RE S D 2 R 100% . trmH-
psbA, rbel Fl marK = A2 A4 7 B i A7 Fpep 2y
REP AT, FURABIAMAY B R, 1TS F B
PCR 3 1% Ty R AR 11 2 3 5t P 2 24 3 55 S5 T
FFEBY G, JAERAEF T WIXS ITS 51
Y1 (ITS5/1TS4 I ITS1/1TS4) , FF-%F PCR )i 4%
ikt T4k,
22 FIMER

FITEE IR 4 A DNA R B A8 547 45
LEEIR 3, ITS R B s B K B 55 740 4>
s, Hh&A 181 NMERAA (24.5%) F6
AEA/BIAL S, ZFEAITA FETE 106 ~ 110
LA A —> 4 bp AR A/ B 5 trnH-psbA Fr
BEOAE AL FE 349 A7 i, Hop 22 A~ AR
P, A 4 MEA/BUR AL, X 4 AN
N/ BRI B A FpEA O 5, Hh 2 5 5
) L3k PG IV SR RETE 54 ~ 61 725 &5 —1> 8 bp 1Y
Be, M-I AR 117 ~ 126 1754 — 10 bp
HI A, K H-EAE 132 ~ 142 i 58— 11 bp
IR, 4N 35 A 144 ~ 150 17 5 &5 H —4
7 bp FIFE A ; matK FE PR B RS B SRy 742 AN
ML, BT 62 MR (8.36%) ML A6
bp HAA/ BRI AL A, KA A/ I S5 2275
0 55 B H R VW R BEREA ; rbel FER Y F S K
FELEFPEIIC S, 0 651 bp, HAEME AU H
10 NMESAI A (1.54% ) . 764 4~ DNA B,

®3 ET “£WHE” NTAMH4 MR PCR, WF, TRURER

Table 3 Summary of PCR, sequencing success and variability of the 4 DNA barcode regions. The species resolution,

intraspecific and interspecific distance was caculated based on the 7 barcode “taxon” names ( mean+SE)

Region ‘ PCR Sequencing - No. T)f Indels Aligned Imrasgeciﬁc Inlers;-)ecific
Success/ % Success/%  Variable sites/% (length) length/bp K2P-distance K2P-distance
trnH-psbA 36(100) 100 22 (6.30) 4(7,8,10,11) 349 0.0010+0. 0004 0.0138+0.0028
rbcL. 34(94) 100 10 (1.54) 0 651 0.0005+0. 0003 0.0049+0. 0008
matK 34(94) 100 62 (8.36) 1(6) 742 0.0017+0.0010 0.0223+0.0027
ITS 28(78) 100 181 (24.5) 6 (1-4) 740 0.0033+0.0018 0.0903+0.0165




678 Yoo kS W OE ¥R

33

o P R 2 35 B S /N T R84 R B TS A
B EAT BRI A 35 A% B 2 RN i) a5t 1% PE 25,
WA matK Fl trnH-psb A, 1M rbeL W HAF Fe /)N B Fh
W ist A% R BRI B PR B (R 3)
2.3 DNA Barcode gap HIEfE R EFMAER
M4t it 24058

M 4~ DNA - BeRhla) R N st A% 28 5 09 40 A
FRT AL (K1), ITS R BBRT 2.0% ~2.5%
REFEAEESAN, B AR SR ) AR 5 22 [a] A RR
W4, R R “barcode gap”; {HZE—=4
MEfAR R Bt marK | trnH-psbA | rbel. RPN FIFR P
LA IR RAFAE “barcode gap”™ (P 1),

FIHH Wilconxon BRI 55 % AN [|] 15 571 it 4
] P AR SR AT e o i, 25 SR ITS [P 4 A

100 -
ITS A
80 + _
W intra-specific
%\Q 60 O inter-specific
5
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£ 40t
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trnH-psbA>rbel, (2 4); 1 4 4~ DNA F Bt By Fp
WS AFEREEZR (R5),
2.4 YITOPER

ZICF ] Tree-based Fl1 BBA Wi 5 1% 3 85
IR YL E R IEAT T 40 Hr, FETF Tree-based
Tk, AEEETHA B NI B, IS R M
I (E2. B), ATLARArA 6 NFF (2403
YRR WO A ARAF 1TS JPH1) , marK 7] DAIX
3T AFFRY S AN (71.43% ), tmH-psbA 7] 43
BT AR 4 DR (57.14% ), rbel S ERE
2E, HBEX 37 DRy 3 A~ Fh (42.86% )
(%6), FBAETERT rbeL+trnH-pshbA (57.14%)
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Fig. 1 The frequency distribution of inter- and intra-specific Kimura 2-parameter ( K2P) distances for 4 candidate regions.

The X axis relates to the K2P distances, and the Y axis corresponds to the number of occurrences
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R4 AANRIEFTIFEEFE Wilcoxon BRI
Table 4  Wilcoxon signed rank tests of the inter-specific divergence among the 4 candidate regions
W+ W- Relative Ranks, n, P value Result
ITS rbel. W+=20, W-=190, N=20, P<=0.0007076 ITS>rbelL
ITS trnH-psbA W+=36, W-=195, N=21, P<=0.006035 ITS>trnH-psb A
ITS matK W+=42, W-=189, N=21, P<=0.01117 ITS>matK
rbelL matK W+=1, W-=230, N=21, P<=7.424¢-05 matK>rbel,
rbeL. trnH-psbA W+=208, W-=23, N=21, P<=0.001385 trnH-psbA>rbclL
matK trnH-psbA W+=10, W-=221, N=21, P<=0.0002628 matK>trnH-psbA
RS54 MRERFTITHERE Wilcoxon FFIH L
Table 5 Wilcoxon signed rank tests of the intra-specific divergence among the 4 candidate regions
W+ W- Relative Ranks, n, P value Result
ITS rbelL W+=15, W-=0, N=5, P<=0.0625 ITS=rbcL.
ITS trnH-psbA W+=18, W-=3, N=6, P<=0.1562 ITS=trnH-psbA
ITS matK W+=12, W-=3, N=5, P<=0.3125 ITS =matK
rbel. matK W+=1, W-=5, N=3, P<=0.5 matK =rbcl.
rbelL trnH-psbA W+=0, W-=15, N=5, P<=0.0625 trnH-psbA =rbcL.
matK trnH-psbA W+=9, W-=6, N=5, P<=0.8125 matK =trnH-psbA
T. ampliplacenta 039 T. chantrieri 051
T. amplz:placenta 043 T. chantrieri 053
? amp;{p;acenta 832 T. chantrieri 052
. ampliplacenta .
T integrifolia 029 | 1. ; Cﬁa“?e”. 8‘3‘2
T. integrifolia 007 | "0t - chantriert
T. integrifolia 030 population T. chantrieri 050
T. subflabellata 011 T. chantrieri 012
T. subflabellata 014 T. chantrieri 037
T. integrifolia 024 . T. chantrieri 049
I integrifolia 022 | Malaysia T. subflabellata 013
T mtegnfol@ 023 | POP T. subflabellata 011
T. chantrieri 049 T subflabellata 014
T. chantrieri 037  Subaseiata
T chantrieri 051 T. mtegnfoha 022 Mala .
o . o ysia
T. chantrieri 050 T. integrifolia 023 population
% T. chantrieri 053 T. integrifolia 024
— T. chantrieri 012 T. integrifolia 007 .
T. chantrieri 038 T. integrifolia 029 | T10et
T. chantrieri 048 T. integrifolia 030 | POPUIation
T. chantrieri 052 .
. T. ampliplacenta 039
T. leonpetaloides 017 lin]
96 T. leonpetaloides 003 T. ampliplacenta 043

100

100

& 2

T. leonpetaloides 016
T. leonpetaloides 015
T. leonpetaloides 020
T. leonpetaloides 021

_99|: T. plantaginea 009
T. plantaginea 010
90 T. plantaginea 001

T. plantaginea 002

57 T. plantaginea 005
99 T. plantaginea 006

BT K2P FE B EHA marK+rbel BESHERE (A) AR ITS (B) F5BIRTEAR NJ# (4032 FBIRE T 50% %)

100

T. ampliplacenta 040
T. ampliplacenta 044
T. plantaginea 009
T. plantaginea 010
T. plantaginea 005
T. plantaginea 006
T. plantaginea 047
T. plantaginea 001
T. plantaginea 002

Fig.2  Unrooted neighbour-joining (NJ) tree based on the K2P-distance of cpDNA matK+rbcl. (A)

and ntDNA ITS (B) used, Bootstrap values over 50% were shown above the branches
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R 6 FET “Tree-based” 1 “best match”, “best close match”, “all species barcodes” HJ%E M IhE

Table 6 Identification successes (% ) based on “Tree-based” and “best match”, “best close match”, “all species barcodes”
BBA
Region Tree-based Best match Best close match All species barcodes
Ps SI Al MI SI Al MI NM SI Al MI NM

ITS 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 100 0 0 0
rbeLL 42.86 41.17 58.82 0 41.17 58.82 0 0 100 0 0 0
matK 71.43 79.41 20.85 0 79.41 20.85 0 0 88.23 11.76 0 0
trnH-psbA 57.14 63.88 36.11 0 63.88 36.11 0 0 91.66  8.33 0 0
ITS+rbel, 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 92.59 7.4 0 0
ITS+matK 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 92.59 7.4 0 0
ITS+trnH-psbA 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 100 0 0 0
matK+rbcL. 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 93.93 6.06 0 0
matK+trnH-psbA 71.43 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 94.11 5.88 0 0
rbcL+trnH-psbA 57.14 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 100 0 0 0
ITS+rbeL+matK 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 92.59 7.4 0 0
ITS+rbeL+trnH-psbA 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 100 0 0 0
ITS+matK+trnH-psbA 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 92.59 7.4 0 0
matK+trnH-psb A +rbeL. 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 93.93 6.06 0 0
matK+trnH-psbA+rbcL+ 1TS 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 92.59 7.4 0 0

T ISE (SI); BEMIKSE (AD); %ERM (M) ; BAVCE (NM) ; PFE R A R B 5@ I (Ps)

Note; Sl: successful identification; Al ambiguous identification; MI; misidentification; NM: no match; Ps: percentages of species resolved as

unique clusters

M matK+trnH-psbA (71.43% ) 4, HAeFA %
A S R 100% (£ 6); BBA Kk
wrp, B BEFE “best match” I “best close
match” PRI M ITS i, M 100% , BJfT
AIFHV T S BIRN, marK 9 79.41% , trH-
psbA 1 63.88% , rbcL /N, N 41.17% , i
B AR 100% , HA matK +irnH-psbA Fl
rbeL+trnH-psbA 455 [ 3T Tree-based % & FH
=, FE “all species barcodes” F Y — BASH
Bt marK fe/N, N 88.23% , FBLALA P ITS +
trnH-psbA | rbcL+trnH-psbA | 1TS+rbcL.+trnH-psbA
H100% , HABAAHRAE 90% LI L (36) .

3 itig
3.1 DNA £®BREM

DNA A B 938 F M2 S0 A% 1T i o1 22
FrifE 2 — (Kress %%, 2005; Hollingsworth 4§,
2009 ; CBOL Plant Working Group, 2009) , Z#Hf
FEEEFIM 4 4> DNA KB, trnH-psbA 5|9 138
FHPE (PCR 4738 A0y s D% ) R mAr, A
100% ; rbel. 1 marK 45 /0 & FE 5L 3738 28 W,
PCR ¥ HO%0CE 40 94% , 3% AT A2 K R ke i 1Y

DNA 52 4 Jot i 45 22 al 52 38 15 R 77 1T Y ) A
ITS i) PCR 4 3 8 FH L eIk, N 78% , FEZE
R Ry 28t 558 8 AMRE R I R, X T RE
& RO Z R AR 5 ) XA H R A 98 78 it 5 3L
(Liu %5, 2011) . BiA PCR 448 s 2h A RE i 4 A
i RziRill)5 o

ITS 75 BA S R AR 73 53 3 marK 1K
Z, rbel BAA /N BN E] 73 5 3 T 4 > DNA
Fr B NS S e E M 2E S o JE I X A AR ]
WAL AL S A HT, ITS AR “barcode
gap”, Wl 4r PER N 100% , T MG AK R B
matK . trnH-psbA Fl rbel, f¥) “barcode gap” A~HH
2, BR matK Ab, trnH-psbA Fl rbel. 1% Fh 43 B
IR, P, TEWFh B3R5 H TS FBefk
i DNA S5 B W] W i3, (HEBARM 519
I FHPE AT e HAE M %8 DNA B ) 32 R
Hil AR s marK 1928 5% BAR/N T 1TS, (B H S5
Yy e ] A v ) b ) T A Dy i e Y
DNA Ao 20 2H A 1 —3 5, trnH-psbA ¥ 5]
KEARFER, A2 MHEA/BRALE, AIHE
L34 B Lo Xt i A B M ( Hollingsworth 45,
2009) , {HA L A/ SRR A 523 H B0 R0 Y



6 1 XA MRS, HIEEE (EHR) MY DNA BB 681

%eE (Kress A1 Erickson, 2007; Liu %%, 2011),
trnH-psbA TEHM B R Be 41 & 8 AR i 4 i 43
H, WREAE SERIZIE R DNA &0, RAEH
PSR o rbel FFAITE 4 4> DNA B b
D, ORI R R AR, (HiZ R Bl I YER S
HAESHR, JFHAEM v Bl & HA B )
Yokhor s, PInT A 26 45 b i — ik
05,
3.2 ABAREERNYMSEER

Tree-based J7i&H, H R BLYE e g J1°0 ITS>
matK>trnH-psbA>rbel., ITS 7] LIS Fr A B9 6 4>
R, W0 rbel BHIRN ARy 42.86% . AE J Bed
A, BE rbcL+trnH-psbA Fl matK +trnH-psbA 21
BOTHIRESTHE 57. 14% 1 71, 43% PRI AL, H
EARMEALS Y B R 10 100% ., CBOL 8
PITAEL (2009) HEFE marK+rbel 25 1F A i
MR RO A% 0 2 0, B FR e PR AT IK 72% . 1E
AW, matK+rbel 214 7] LXK 53 AL SCHh 35 85
FHIRITARIRN, PR E RN 100% , W%
TR 0 25 7 (AR 25 AR TEIIT A &4 ITS
Fr BER 2 G 2R B W) b e BRI 0 100% , H
T TS 7E M- 55 8 Th AN REY 1Y, B0 M7E
] ITS IPANREA R E . IR AEAR L 1TS 7E
M358 % h PCR &8 A H AR5, IR 1TS B A
FESSH B (A maK bl 58) WHE
W] LME iz @ W F iR 2505, th T marK +
rbel. HAT = A5 415 R DY 255 20 G AH ] 1) 4 o 5
FERCR, I, FATER marK+rbel HEVEN
55 B A Y % AR IE SRS
3.3 Z£MABFEHWHIELNR

DNA ZIE A% 3 ARSI 2573 28 1 H 2 By T
Rz — BR#EBh % E BUA PR AL, i fig & 3
— e B RIS EE R ( Newmaster Fl Ragupathy,
2009; Valentini %, 2009) . 1 T34 35 5@ 4[]
— BN R RS R A AR R LB
BRI, AR EGR A C gk Ak T
1, TEVRIIIESEE BikZ R (K
FoAF, 2000), KL, [UKEETE AR AER K E W)
T HAT — 5 W IRHE, 75 2 DNA ZR 0208 19 07 12
ISR BT LA YA 2 28 Ao

AT, TSR AN E AT, 58
RAGHE, madgss, KHt, MHEEs

R HIRBIE R R 7 3¢, 153 T DNA FE
ARG XSy (2. A B) . 22203k 855 1)
FEMIFBRCA T MR R 3 3, 23 P~ ST
MIEAFR SIS, RISR F E R PG S Fa 1 114 22 29 ok 35
LRV 53 SRR 19 VU 5 o 114 22250 24 55 S8 V53
X (KE2), ISSR A Hrdi REW], 2275385 B
VG 05 A R A PO IV S B ) A7 7 W 2 st A% o4k
(iKFe%, 2006), EATATREC AMEIE BT AN
EOEE Y LR NN TR B S g 2 7 1E TGS
EERT, WEHEHE | B2 AR
JeER. siZE, eht, gt HE, BE RS
RVUNE, EREEJE PR By YA oA, HpgdbA R
Ko IEFEE ( Drenth, 1972) . 763 B A4+ Af
FE VU AR P A R HE S AT VLI A N, A T AT TR
ARAGACER AR, H T R G AE ) B Y] 43 FH: o
AL, JE BT IR T Y R R NS (KRR
&, 2006) , P H A XA R B A £
HRGR LSS B (Hewitt, 2000) FEZSH)
AR 22N 5 T )V PR RN D ok PO I AR
A FWAEE—E MR, WS RER R
BN, TARESSE, TR P8 S FE Y R
RO REEA, H AW, PEREUERE N 8-9
A, WSk ER R S-6 H, LG5,
Ay 2275 3% 55 35 74 5 S FEAR 7T RE 2 — >,
(AT ZE TR AR A R HE X o e 2= oo A
TV o AS S8 JRT T34 55 25 T AEL 1 1) DR AP 1
Sy N B EEAE I

Bigt vl G A A R TR R A T A SR R
DGR . 2Rk e IT L K DNA ZIE T/ INE A 45 [F]
SRS AR B B A T T IR ZH AR T, Wi
B ITE SO B AR RS SO b 4t T R i S
g,

(& % x &)
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LS At
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K, 2006. S ERMEYIM ARG YR Y S SR
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