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DNA £ AR 72 Rl #8555 5 iy bz A

XU, WIAH, RS, K9, TR

CILPGARAE R TP R MR B IR 7 SR TP R Q08T 0 707G B9 & 330045)

% - DNA ZIERS 2 ) AR W 1 PN 350 A 7 ) — A LA VB 19 EL A A i 35 DR 1 B Ay e B, Je o
HLP 81 22 5 R SCBU OIS HERR S8 1 T H o AR FAEGER 73265, DNA SRS HR BA A HOBUE 45 AE
RE B M BT DR RAE T VS AR LR © R A A W R AR TS P 2 LR A
R GEEREEE SRR EMI AR B AR 25 e S 2 U, 28 15 SRR R DNA ZRIE RS 5T
T AR 2 S S [ A Yy SRl PR AN ) 1 368 B ) R A 1 s o 1) 4 Bk A i S TR R B0 Ak i e . E i
DNA UMM 32 25 v 7 U g 488 2 3 S S AR b 23 B S R A S DX AT A Rl o A D7 1) o FEAROIL B2 F
FEH, DNA ZRIE R TE AR U BRI v A 25 R0 A ) 22 R P M 5 DAty 248 400 i i, L) o0 T W — 2 )
R, JNARAA DNA A B 2% B i) 145 7 BEAE AT A5  BOsb 35 B0 Al At B8 2 5 el i PP R &5 4
ST T A P TRAWESE . AR DNA SR RELE MO BE BRI L R AT R84 45 05 1) BT ) Tl 9

TR o

RERAA) SRR 5 A2 ) 2R I 5 oLl e J s BRAR AR 25 5 Bl ] p 8 Jé

hE S :STI8 SCERARIREG : A

DNA 445 ( DNA barcoding) J&— % F DNA
FP A HEAT )RR 5 R TR B R i KR
% Paul Hebert 2003 4£42 1 , B &I HIAE WA A%
i AELE) — DL VR AR R B ] B
VE gl FH AR5, 8 e e 1) 22 S o S B bk
FEmbE AR E . SEREE S BN,
DNA JRIEEAR BA 1 2 W D0, Ry — 5
RPN EFNLEE SR, 1) DNA SRIE A 2 ik
T DNA ZKP R 3 , B AR RAMARSNRIE S (&
EE e B2 R A A1 G/ N = T a1 (N G
2) 3ok A A L 58 3 I AR MERC T AL B 42, DNA 2%
FEA el TG or 2R A BRBE , S v W S Ll
(] S A7 B A0 25 7 v i) REAEAE 1 1) R LA B R BR
HIF;3) DNA ZRIE BB AR TR (] 5 AV, BER
BROGT 226 14 3 PR, feli Ao 4 58 RARA o

23t 15 AF I & i, DNA 250005 & ok AR ) Ot
R S et AR B 98 7 Ml 2 — . —J5 T, DNA 508

Wk BT, 2018-10-20 &[] F 48] 2018-12-28

X E 45 :1001-1498 (2019)03-0152-08

W e G 2 d 7 IS e S It T AL, A K
S T RABTT SR AR A B, iR e BRAE Y
KU [, DNA B0 1 & JE B
A AP AGRT S 11, O 225 L il
BITRE T B4, 850 1T NI A W) 22 A 4 s D00 AR
FAMREST ™ 0 53—, B AR B B A 1 AR i
R JEANBRE RIS P 1) AN IBT 5835, DNA Z0 B 05 75 %) 4
GRAPRHISEE bR 1 3 R S (L, iR E
RIS IR R R 25 0 HAW S 2 LR MEE Bl
Yk E AR B A ST g O R 2
KIiE2 A

DNA ZIH N W) A PR B R Fal 545
FHIFRBER B BB FIE TS T R o A SCUR A 41 DNA
FICHSLENT 1S AR IRt R S A a3, 5 )
& DNA ZE T B2 BF 58 4 A ST B A A
R TRASZ Y DNA ZIE S AE Ol _E 9 T 7, He
Mol i A

FBTH B K H R PRI WY T PO 26 B 1 P G R AR I MRS R K H beta 2 R BF ST
(31500341) 7, “ f [ — H A ZRARAE . DO A B IXRAAE Y R GEK 7 X R HH = 0F5E (31570210) 7
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X4, 4 DNA ZIB R BORTEMOLBL 22 BF 58 B 153

1  DNA £ B8 5% 3 &

VE Ry — T et 5 W b 1) 3 L H, DNA 5B Y
— 22 [ AT B T R AU RRE 2 2H 2 A B v iy
RIJ3CHFo 2004 4, Sloan kPRI 1A i 50 %5 1 Jé 1=
%% ELAR P S 1844 (Smithsonian ) 57 1A= il 251K 14
BX B3 ( Consortium for the Barcode of Life, CBOL) , %
HLRE ) TR S A= W) Wy R ) 4 BRAR T , B A
R IE I AR 1 A J A . 2005 4E 2 i
CBOL F3E [ [ 448 7 52 W4 18 32 70 09 A= Ay 2502 i
SR E PR AR A TT, e T #E S A Bk
SR, Bl 5 B 7 4 8 I — K B 45 TR A
K4, 40 F 2007 45,2009 42011 4 ,2013 4,
2015 48 2017 4ELE G0 SR VG AF P pE R 1 B
IRR R ARSER T 28 0, W5 | 1 A BRI | A [ R
XIEFFFHSM, DNA KL A S 0F 58 & J# it
B SCR RGN, Kk 2018 45 9 J, L1 DNA
barcoding >}y &4 1A 7 Web of Science {48 & HE4T 15
K, T IR F 11 488 j .

DNA ZIE ML EE 0 5, X 0 M 45 TF A5 ) i 57
—JE ARG o TE A W M rh B BT (O
J7) AR SE (5193 HIE &)  BARTE 2 878 S5
(Ko AFEPA) () DNA ZREt  BOtE— 1% 5
LA, 2003 4, Hebert 243 i H 4 £ obL {4k K] 41
Mt C EHALEF W 3L T (cytochrome C oxidase sub-
unit [, CO T)/EH3h4H DNA ZIEH" . B)5 A F
FEUESS AL RITE S ) 2% 2R h R 0 R 4F, 4013 ]
FR A ARGy R TR L
AR, HAEYIZERE R AR S 2 A A i
PRI IG5 0 2 R THE AL I s e, DR, A ) PP AR
B B — (030 AT, BRI A S T o). BhE R
112858 2 10 42 RERER 5 R B J0IE , B8 e K
M2 AR LB rbel ;matK | [8] 5L ernH-psbA AR
HE PR B L SR 1] B X TTS/TTS2 AR Sy #4738 1] DNA
SIS BRI S, PRUAS [6) 2 3 2E Ak s AN T i
KA H B4 32w Rl Ay s> 2 1
FLRBT U, A% 5L TS AT AF %0 DNA 5%
g,

RSN bR S R R A v A RO
DNA BB A% O B EH AR L, — 142
T8 R EFAUERS ) DNA Z5 T8 T 400408 P, 40 20 R GIE 2L
e b DNA JF S35k B 732877 5] 5 S8 AR AR,
FFEA TR 1 3R A ] 58 1 A7, H DNA J¥ 41 iE

i, AT A2 43 T2 8 B T 8 k) L 7R 2010 48,
T F i R Z RS [ PR 2 A A5
11K ( International Barcode of life, iBOL) J& 3l 11X
PRI BN L2 i Sh ) A LT U AR )
L5 AL A A S TE WS 8045 FE (the Barcode of Life Data
System, BOLD) , (#2538 DNA &A% 5E 41, BOLD
REORERAEE R LV TG B A A B 7 SETEAR
MG B CRES WA YE N PCR 3 BT F 514
Frlaitniie 45 . BT, 7E 42 BR 250 > [ 5K sl X Y
BVEN S R E 5E ik 28 1A Fh, 618 Ty
PRASH) DNA Z5TEA%00 5 TAE, b, DI R,
HEEF Y I E 3, 68. 68% , K d A4
AR5 (AR b A 4328 ) W L COT B[R Oy 32 5 4%
YA E A 5 23, 84% , HL I S5 HAB TR W) 45 0F
PR 5 7. 5% o A, BEREAS [R] B BIF 58 X0 G RN
7, L EPRA LM T A AR AP SR T A
B I, B AN, BLTR A5 TR RS 0F 58 4 Chitp:// www.
fungalbarcoding. org) , KX P A iy S TE W B (hup 2/ /
www. echol. org/) , f1 2 iy L IE W17 8 (hip://
www. fishbol. org/) , i ## H 25 4 fiy 15 (http . //
lepbarcoding. org/ ), & # H 4 fiv & 15 (http://
trichopterabol. org/) , Wi FL 2 14 Ay B 547 8l (ht-
tp://www. mammaliabol. org/) , ¥ V& A Ay 25 TS ( ht-
tp://www. marinebarcoding. org/) , £ 56 ¥ % A= Ay 4%
4G (http . //www. gbol. org/en/qbol. htm) , ¥ 45 5
YA Ay 55215 (http ://www. spongebarcoding. org) ,
5 2% 4 Ay & 158 ( htip://www/barcodingbirds.
org/ ) %o

V£ iBOL 4] 1) 4 A1y sz —, v E 7R
3f) DNA ZRIER AR B K PR T B R BTHR, 41
TEAHY) SRR A0 i 3k O o 540 0 A, vh [
FATHERAHE TTS AR A W) S R0 B, I 4
IS A R ) AT R BE S B b v A
2012 4F, rp ERF e B WA ) T 5 08 sl — AU
B A5 (iFlora) B 5T R o %3Sl RAp
TP NIEAL, Fie DNA ZIE 80 OB — A
BOR b IE BRI AR EIC R, LB
PR il 380 G R AL = ECFE - & (hup.//
www. iflora. en/) . HEJ (#E 2018 4£ 9 A ), iFlora
TR R 300 R 3 434 A& 39 971 M b i) % 0
Bl , I AT L WA DNA SRR 8008 1
“ERKE SRR AR Y DNA SO B B R A
[ 25 2 HTAE Y DNA S50E A5 27 3 A% i
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32 &

Bl . E & BOLD Hrd S A8 ) 458 T B o
ZWEZAHI, AN TR 258 5 T H E B AR
FHEHESL T P25 AF DNA SR IE S %58 R 4¢E (http//
www. tembarcode. cn/china/) , FiE L RKFEMET
25k DNA 5B 15 8045 B (hitp .//www. cuhk. edu.
hk/icm/mmdbd. htm) ,

2 DNA &R H K & # S

KU KR 24 Tk hnifE DNA ZKJBH% Fr Be i
TAECE—Bik o AR, 32 m % Wy A A& BB
FPRE S DNA MR EFZ T/EZ—. H
L, WESE 2 R 2, — 0k T 45 B s 1y
DNA ZIEASAF5Y , REXRS 402 B4 E 25 TS 2 % 40
P PE o BT RPN SR S e R ) s — R T X
FEI PN ) DNA Z50BRS0F5T , RIX 3 — DX 1) Py T e
AW Z AR A, PEOT DNA Z50E 8 76 X A Y
=321

YL COl KRB A BEIX 4 95% 1 2
A A — S8 SR f) A IR A A 2 B 5 R
A5 R o M) DNA B9, 3 AN ] 25
TR A S R A A 035 22 5, AR 0l X PR 31 28
FESERE I A PR X2 T — SUR A b R 8
P, TP B oA B B, i R AE AR | R
— & WAL P 91 22 57 , TG A DNA 250845 F Betin
PADC 3, T 9 5 48 v R 3 1k 28 B 4l B AL R
( Primula L. ) ftF%4E )@ ( Rhododendron 1. ) . ¥ IH)E
(Gentiana L. ) %3k J& (Aconitum L. ) 22720 &
Py S 5 AT ) R, — 262 5 IO A S AR
R R RS = W b 0 BERE 0, B4, 3 ) DNA 5B
T IR 1 PR 0 1B 365 5 A R DA ik SR T A ok
YE AR GR AR BUAh, B I R 1 K
Je& P IS B B AT A S A W 1 2 B8 A BB R 1
e , A R 2H BT A 35 1 20 4 S, TR 52 T LA
A X A3 Gk 20 o 5l Ay By S k4 S TR 28
I ENCS SOl 2 AR Lo X7 5] DU &
RS ERE ST, AT M AR B T I 4E 0k,
BT 2 A 1 B PR 20 7 2 03 BT B B S B KAt
e RO RS b A KR I R P A
YA 5.2 A Ak B, DT SR RT S 8 - 2 R B D 4
AR . XA B R 2B Y S
FITER, RO T E R Y DNA K26 E Y
VA

X I DNA ZIBRRESE , — B A ) A A

HDX | B AR ORAP IX B R A ] 5 A b A i % 5,
DNA ZEIE AR AR VA BT AR, DR g 2t DX d
PRt IE M B . Hl, S E R £ 5
Barro Colorado Island (BCI) 50 hm® JcAEs™ £
B4 16 hm® KRR | A [E PG OURR 48 1 AR R B
X207 B AR AR L SRR X JL IR AR
Mg K Churchill 31X 3% [ BR824 4
XIFRFICRL T . i Z W58 B 2RSS DNA 508
B A DX 2 AR N A T A7, B o A= )
AP PR B TR, Ak, X DNA 2B
AN A I S 2 RS
KRR 85 XIS W) S ) 2, TH 40 1 RV &
GBS MABG LT X RE SRS 1,
PR3 T HEY) Z R A IR AR ) & R AN

VE R0 S 18 % T H, DNA 5B %) T-3F
PREALARL ) S8 58 A7 6 1R G A 48 e 7 VL ok IR
FRIPEH o X IRHATE P 258 % 0 SR B
R RO EZY R S N S 3 3 S
FE) W 2541, 0158 M DNA (A 8RB GE AR 2y
S8 BOBRUE ST B B T L 68 7 125 A I
25 A bR DNA S5 TF R0 S0 48 126 1)+ ek 45 5 T i
T T HRAWIGE, BT IE 8 5835 1 b 2541 DNA
ISR R JFAEh 25 B T A S 8 G 3 251
S5 2 W UR AR G S D ) B — FE H IS R
SRS DNA SIBRS AR TR A 256 % 5 1Y
KKK EGHMD L Z B HHh, SR A FE i 1 5
JE LI 2 HT DNA Z5IE RS4E Ry 9 5 T H A5
S 55 2 AR T R R Y S AN A, A
MIZ AR A HE it AR TG K i DNA ZTE RS 91 1y
RE. 15 B AEYIE B2 T B, & SARTERY DNA
FICASECF A 2R HEAT HE X, T LA SE SR 9 i)
PR A 25 52, 1% )57 12 Bl A7 DNA meta barcoding 4
Ao ZHORRETE AR 73 2 2 56 WA , 75 1 55
W AR NI S | B AR R R 2% 245
Rt ELOWASIN | £ i fdt B 42 5 22> WF 5 40z ]
e 30

3 DNA &4 A MR 5] 5 i b A

YRR A AR A TR E A8 1 AR AR PR A R AR BT
PR E 2R, QL ALV AR 55 T I R 37 2 5t
PRIEAM G IR SRR SO . AR GE AR P 3
AR R BRI fife 5] 2 D il 3 o U AR A 2T
ASFISOULAR A AE A SR A R S . B
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X4, 4 DNA ZIB R BORTEMOLBL 22 BF 58 B 155

SRUSEH D7 BA AN L AT L
5, HAR R R A 2%, — M AMELIJPEAT: o SR, L4
TELERIFABAL, HBEX 0B} w2800, AR ME ik ) Fh
IR S5 . DNA ZRIE R EOR FEAG B AR T B AN 521>
I SRR BRI | 4508 25 RUERf v] SE 4 L3, ARt
WU ST U >k 1 B8, BA T [ 1Y R FH Aij 5 o
Far 5T WESE DNA ZIB 0 % 9 1 A 3R 31, %
P trnL-F A ITS1 GG SR FAR T (Aquilaria sinen-
sis (Lour. ) Gilg) AK#t,rbel F1 ITS 2H4 16 FH T X 43
4% ( Populus euphratica Oliv. ) ARK#, % F B trL
FER UM EAE ( Dalbergia retusa Hemsl. ) | f&#h 5
P (Dalbergia tucurensis Donn. Sm. ) FN1AZ fF 2
18 (Dalbergia cochinchinensis Pierre. ) 1% %8 % 5 0
i, BFFEIIESE DNA Z0IB R EAR AT LSS A Rl P
(R R A GIESE DNA 25 B0 tmH-psbA
TET WP WA ( Dalbergia odorifera T. Chen)
itk 248 (Dalbergia tonkinensis Prain. ) AA4[R]FF
e A 1) Al ) 358 4% RS, HAT d g SO0 BE T o Jiao
2P AT Xk 25 48 ( Prerocarpus Jacq. ) 6
T FH AR W0 ot ) A A 00T 6 o R B 0 B E BB T
ZER 7R ITS2 + matK + ndhF-rpl32 FE AR 4 E 3
BB, IR BB AR A DNA ST RS E 4 %)
AR FI S A A DR B T2

H AT, W] DNA SRR Y £ Lk A T AR M
JFi i DNA (3R ICRI A0 F BERO A 303, L 4F
K BFTEE ISR BV R M AR L B KA A7
it o [ A 4 b B 2 X DNA $2 I 52 1 55
T, TR —E B b RE R AT B I B K A
DNA™ R, o T A 1 T3 7 o, 32 51K i
B R S LA B AR A W 4 i S5 A T DNA R Be
DR /N R By RS I T 8 B TR 1Y
P3G o EEREAS R B BAS [ AR B0 i AR, 18
ARSI TN BE ) DNA F B, 8l DNA 5B
HORLEAM T G0 T B ACH Z 5, 7™ o PR A
THERAN . SR, X RIFE 2 L T 45 =k
JEMC R 2581, DNA 508 i 70 H 48 58 Sk
JRSh o BRI EHER T Be TTS2 (24 300bp ) £ Ay
2R S E RIPRIE ST A2 TR AR i DNA 2%
TERS I, (5 HC Ay v 24 5 5 1) E b 78, b T
H 2 b S bR E AL R E AR, HE S AR P 2547l i
JEH S R, Aok DNA SRS FE AR R 514508, B
VERT LU S rh 25 b4 5 SRR R W 7 2, I P i
TG AR DNA 38 (bR AT A i R B, ) AR

PR DNA IR Bt 178 , i 2 52 B DNA S0 1
ARG B S AbRELL .

4 DNA 4 78 4 72 MR 35 2 5 o

MR G KB A VR FIER AR ) 2 R T I A
AERFALH SRS AR S PR IE &, AR HEE &R
GERE T, el AT APG 7 T RGN AR R
GRAMARIAGREIE DRI RE LT RLR, A
1, BT REWFES TR hkZ DNA 0 1%
5, FECH I RGER B WAAAEZ 53 B0 3,
MG — oA 2 X — IR AR SRR
Z BRSO R BRpR b R BB g 5 i . DNA J%
TSRS AL 1 RV T B A )b ) DNA JP 3], 1
Fr o gk 22 5 T ARG DR SRS T B S R H
Bfo Kress 25 B OB MY DNA Z&TEH5 thel matK
1 tmH-psbA FBe4l 4 W T 2 5 BCI 50 hm’ #4
R ARORAE O Y B 7% RS R B AMMIETE . S,
Kress 2577 15 )% £ % 4 Luquillo 16 hm® £f | Pei
S AR 20 hm® NP AHE BRARAAE R IT R T 26
RIWFIE . MATRRT S UESE , #IFH DNA 2B A% 751
JITA A R G0 B, RE B AL B S ME B 1) 43 SR Sl
ERHRGK B OLE, JFRTI S0 300 FR SRR,
15 B g TS b S ARV N T WA R o SR
J& , AT i e PRAEROR B0 BT 5 | R e i iR

285 10 4R Je , BT DNA SR B f e 1y
TR RGR B, AR LS e 55
WL ARG LT IR BRI R Rk
FEH FIRUE T HORSHE, e A S R (RS
U8 SEFHEF) SRR (R E YT RORNK 4 )
XPHER A D Z AR VI URNZE 7 1 52 e, L) % ) R &
SR ML X R IE AR 2 ) R T B RAE
AP R, AR AR AR 25 W I 25 v
CA T 20 D RFEHLSE K T IXHE T DNA 5B
HOlE A, A R A HE T R Z8 A 3 15 AR A A
WFFELL B DNA SIS TERE VS A 8 PRI B . F
[ L1 20 b g 3 ARGHT 4 A I bR R R
it FLL 20 h? o 7 A 2o ] RO RE S L 7Y
WU 20 hm® P FARICRE ™ ™ 42111 6 hm?
H LA 3 2 ] R KR T 46 21 5 ) 2 AR A A
Py DNA ZIE A% 508 22, 7RI T DNA S5 08 4 250405 il
WM RGER T KRR, R RE LT LR 80k
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32 &

P& EVRAL AL | 17 25 8 1) 249 A1 U0 A 2 [ i, B
15 TS i

454 DNA XM MEY IR R KB MR 2
R MK B B tbell + matK + trnH-psbA HE, %
FE, BT ECR R, AR K, W b AR A R
15 RO I R A3 PR AR D5, 482 i A
SARIHERP Bl = 5 B v i BT X3 ) DNA 2508
MR 2 RS R G & B O B 4R
o BRI AL, 5 38 5 A ITS 1 fk
sS85 AFAEZ 5 DU 4, 3 800 7 o 4%, )
2 A A1 R B K AR S
SRR DXORASHE Y DNA SRS 550 e i e B, | B
TR LAY ITS2 30 i P 28 00 8, e LA o S Ay
SRR AR DNA SSIB R0 7 BE 0 R Bl
SO AT HE TR R G0 K B W98 ] % EAN 5T 1TS2 7 4]
B W B A R I RGN B R A
SR ERTTIRI A3 SRR R R G T 4 ks B
KA, Erickson 457 Fil F 43K 15 AN ARbk A 45 M AE
Huf DNA Z5TE i, Jdt 1 1 347 DS ARA MY Y
TR GEK B (mega-phylogeny ) , & B i B2 B I
ETHRNEE NN RGEKE R . W& 2Bk DNA %
TR R AN T 58 35 , A% L R ITS Bl 1TS2 FE Bk R
B2 A Y, SRR B A W SRR, A R
HHEHENERERER . XHEAEDIRT R
JC b B i WA DR RE T, E R RS [ DX R
REKRBREFR, NI LB % R KB 4. A
I, WREAE R RSO N R iV Rk B 20
HIX ARG L THIIE R, T I AR A 25
TR 3k AR Y S i S A, SR A
TR T i 2 BREE W) Z R IR AN GERF L

S DNA A8 1 A 4 4 5 R U
Ao VP £ o 04 1 A

DNA Z5TE 5 S Py i bR s 45 7 ) T 5 2 AR AR
A AP I RN AL TR A e o R R Y A A
Horp bRt DNA Z0E 0 8000 e i i 2 oG B, 7R
ISP BRI DNA SRTE RS0 58  BE,
FIX SRV P G DNA ST 5 500805 J28 o) A= 4 2 Bk
PAAL BRAE R RN A BB R R SE PR N AN (A
U, Bukowski 251 75 B S 0 K P 98 AR AR AR 1 i 50
W ZREE B — A N B R R 2 A R A, HR A
T 75 589 yREA Sy HTix SEREAR 1) DNA Z5TE S 540

R, EATIER 8 753 ASWHb, iz XA AL Ge A
A AR A R A 358 A, AR T A%
TERS A B , 2K AP AL . D * Souza
& Hebert “ FI ] DNA ZIEA4EA , - HT 34 111 7
ARIGASAS [5) i PR 3 o 1 B8 W b S ) 25 3l 272
b, G5 R B R T [R]—FF P A [F] 4R 0 T8 A 115 i
SR HN 9% ~ 18% , A [l K b 6] 277 (1) 4y
B0 10%  WFFE AT BRARAE ) Z AR M8 A i 7R
KRIREET 454 DNA S5TE R HOR B T8 ARARAE W) 1 1)
23, A RESG B RN A ) 2 R P A R B IA I
AN, KLl B Y H R () DNA meta barcoding,
454 XIS DNA Z5 T B 85048 122, RE X 4l i AR 2R L Fh
TN AEMRLSE R BOAR AT R BEAT TR S, BROR
Mg B DNA ZRIE RS 7E AR W) 22 R P F 50 5l 1) oz
1o BN, Yoccoz 2570 BESE + SR IR G4, 45
& meta barcoding FEA , SLHNF -3 bR A ) 48
725 Ji 2PV ) ] metabarcoding 4% AR AE AT W A
AT L DCPEAG 19 B sh ) S 28 A 2R AR ) 2
e, SE SV At 45 S FL AT 4 5 Hawkins %652 Fil ]
DNA metabarcoding % 78 25 e #4746 40 0 2 8, W 5T
EIERVIE T o

6 %k

DNA ZIE Ay — Rl Pk 45 Wy pf i) T A, 7
MOV BFA AT FE GURAT R TV 2 HLIE , (H T
REIEA T — 2, AR BT IR R 7 Fof o 5 0
A FRAT ST T7 1) A IRABIE ST o T B AR T
DN VAN € N8 RS T RN A =S E N TR ot
2.08 42 hm” , FRAREL 36% 21. 63% , 1= S5 A Bh 4D
PAEYSER AR Fw . SO RIm, HEEEE AN
AN 2 22 5 TR T, W FRARTE IR Y SR
WG, (A IR BET A A AR BT R S i
IR, HA  2 f BEF H o i B R A s K 268, R
A Z R Z B BRIk, DNA ZIE S 7E A
ARG R oA AR (4 A S B A ) e 19
RSt o BEA PO B AN T 52 35 FIAH SCAIE 5T A AN iR
A DNA ZRIEASEATE BRI A B U5 A 522 41 H]
AU I A0 R AL Sz

SE
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Applications of DNA Barcoding in Forestry

LIU Juan, HU Dong-nan, ZHOU Zeng-liang , LIU Shuang, WAN Song-ze
( Collaborative Innovation Center of Jiangxi Typical Trees Cultivation and Utilization, Jiangxi Agricultural University,

Nanchang 330045, Jiangxi, China)

Abstract: DNA barcoding involves one or a few standardized short DNA segments to discriminate species. Com-
paring with the traditional methods, DNA barcoding has some advantages such as expanding species diagnoses to
cover all the life stages of an organism, digitized discriminating process, quick and highly precise, requiring less
taxonomic experience to discover a new species. DNA barcoding is now being widely utilized in biological sci-
ences, including species identification in biodiversity monitoring, biological invasion, forensic contexts, food and
medicinal market. After fifteen years of development, the researchers have achieved consensus on standard DNA
barcodes in animal, plants and fungi, and has constructed the global DNA barcoding library. Now the evaluation
of DNA barcoding has typically focused on two different perspectives. One is to improve the ability to distinguish
closely related species, the other is to construct local DNA barcoding library in order to expand applications of
DNA barcoding. For the forestry, DNA barcoding has gained adoption in a set of diverse applied contexts, inclu-
ding wood identification, community ecology and biodiversity monitoring, but there still are several challenges,
for example, woody sample degradation and the amplification of the whole barcode. And proceeding barcoding
studies in forestry needs to concern on the choice of barcodes, the construction of barcoding library for woody
species, the method of data analysis and the combination with next generation sequencing. In the future, DNA
barcoding will play a key role in the evaluation, protection and sustainable development of forestry resources.

Keywords: DNA barcoding library; biodiversity monitoring; forest ecology; sustainable forestry development
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