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(1. e R4y SR 0, JbaT 100081 ; 2. W ERLER RIS, =/ B9 650204)

FE: TEXT DNA ZRIETEHR 19 5 s REEAT N 98 70 A A Al b, X A4 DNA ZAIE IS EOR BORTFE IR T AR AR 1
OIMTTT I RO HSE R ER A 4 A 3R B AR 3 &2 1 5 v 16 O P BR B A7 A ) S LA T 288 0 B L B ik
IFEEE T HEY) DNA ZRIERHAR 1 & R ke 35 B IR e 3 BRSO BERREAFR A DNA ZRIE IS EOR 5 1L Sei ) ¢
IS, & IR R A I S FBe 2z — . A HATH R RY) DNA Z00E 0% 200 3 Be i 2 i Bedd
A2 Fr i 2 MOr B A B H ) DNA FES0A matK rnH-psbA (rbel, F1ITS 25 AU — € 1Y 5 FR1E ; £
XEANTRIR T H Y, 7 e A R B4 DNA ZIE A AR s B2 IR A A DNA S0 60 45 vl P 1) DR 3R A 19 26
RUMVECR R TT 5 258/ BB A W RIE IR (8] A9 25 5 701 1AL 3 22 57 45 S TR YY) DNA SRS AT
FE TAERYE SRR TG Y DNA | BOf X ik f i,

R DNA FKIEHS; KRR, 7028, MYIPIAE; RIKHY
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Abstract; Based on summarization and analysis of development process of DNA barcoding technique,
research progress of DNA barcoding technique in plants, its working process and analysis method,
influencing factors on its identification accuracy, its application status and dispute existing in plant
taxonomic study were comprehensively analyzed and described, and further development trend and
application prospect of DNA barcoding technique in plants were proposed. By means of some research
examples, it was indicated that combining method of DNA barcoding technique in plants and traditional
botanical knowledge could be taken as one of studying ways for ethnobotany. And also, it was suggested
that common DNA barcoding in plants mainly were two modes of single fragment and multiple fragments
combining, and both of them had their respective advantages and disadvantages. Common DNA
sequences included matK, trnH-psbA, rbel and ITS, etc, but they all had a certain limitation. Different
standards of DNA barcoding in plants should be selected in order to different application aims.
Influencing factors on its identification accuracy included type and number of species, construction
method of phylogenetic tree, hybridization and gene introgression, variance of species origin time and
variance of molecular evolution rate. Current focus on DNA barcoding in plants is how to select suitable
DNA fragments and to evaluate their values.
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XIFUE, 45 MY DNA ZORSEAR B 4 Jie K 75

ANEtE SRR RS B2l 32825 R e
IR T 170 TR AEY) SR TE N ECFAUUR 22 K
TR ERYI R BB 15% , R, X Hi Bk | ARZ 1Y
YIRhHEAT o SRS e ATH R 2 4 NS 1) — T 0 T R
F TS, YRS S 2B ANk R
B B s, PRIt XF P b kA T o3 2 % W AR AE—
(1) RIME ; [RIEE A48 53 a2 I oIk 46 8 VR Z RE IR
Hh R A7 ) BEURR (BN U0 AR ARUH 38t 4% 45 i R AR AN
[F] A ) | vl RE 23 S BRI o0 A 152 W BN ik gk
YR EATITIE ; 540, W Fp IR 4y R ZE K I 22 56 1
IR R TR EAR Z A RERS R I — R — 2
BRI E S, LT LU R 38 5 i 8] Al A
MIZRE 5 R, TR — P IR AR 4 RS
EL A S Fi AR 4 4 22 R A 2 45z 2

DNA £JE4% ( DNA barcoding ) 3 A Jg DL e (o 1A 21
S Fnt, 1 BebrifE DNA FPAIAE AR IC Sk | ifE
A A SR YRR S Tk 2R T R T AR
TN T JT AR b 12 R JLAE SR ik e
LA ) — T 45 A D R 2 7 H R R A e e
AT A X AR AL TR . BRI 4S5 Tfig S, DNA
SIE AR BT B Rl RN Beobf, o mT oz 1 H
MFRE (G R EA ) BB ST . B ARTE Sh I E o
HEARRNTZ N R AR R BOZRZRR ol
LR P 1 BEZ5 650 bp 1Y DNA Bt 8k, coT R H7E
) v (0 AL A 18 T AE S W) T kA % | Rt
COI F:H Fl AR S A ) b FE s ey e g
164 1k, 7 ki A A P oA A R 33 % DNA 2%
R RAE L, XY DNA 90 (0 1F 52 4 2R
FER AR IES T, A DNA S bR e B 12
I FHIZ A S 5 L P o R e S o S e 29
FhATE B TR AL OC R S BT T2 far 28
2R BB T ST 7 1) WA 3 A W~ R ) 2
e RA BRI X,

DNA ZIE% B A3 1% 2 00 5. O UAE BRE M
DNA JF41 Ay A6 I XF 4, B — W Fp B A 45 1 R 1Y
DNA JF8IE S, [F A ) A [F] A K e 391 5 A ] 1
DNA J¥HIUE S, B 2ead in T4 HoB 8 & 4481k 2
H DNA JPHE B AS | AL eI 28527 2 5 AR AiE
2 R [l PR A AR S S S R e A R s AR S 2T TR AR
L, DNA ZRIERSEARY R T A AL A g i ], B el A
ARERSZZ A S M SRR, QR IE &
FRLAIER S , WIER K XL 58 4326 7 e LA IX 4

MR REE T FP 2% . ST DNA IR EE 1,
AEAT DL — R P4 5 R 1 HL T LBt
(AR 15 2 AN RERIS SR AME GE 43 24X R I 25 46
RIS T AR AT LU AR X © 0 40 Fb 1 U000 5
[ A & BUET 0, X3 22 B R EIR A K
A—EHESIE . @7E DNA IEMEAR YRR
FF il 7 458 00 255 ) 2R TR A5, T Ui Ry o 46 5
AL 5T 920 A8, A7 5 T HESE 3 S 2 F o St ey 559
M5, o HIE K rh B W A s e Sttt o i 20
&7

1 784 DNA 5 3 5K 6 #F 58 &

1.1 DNA £FEEBH A RBHNIT

M 2003 4F % 2009 4F B2 A T Z2A & DNA
ZKIEEE PR 2L, 2003 4F 20 207 0RKELRK o
FAYER ARG B SRR R AIF T 2 Kok
P4, W8 H 43 3] 8 “ Taxonomy and DNA” Al
“Taxonomy, DNA and the Barcode of Life” , DA #| H
TR R S LY R 4 19 B R, 2004 4R, B
Sloan & 4 2 % By, 78 18 3% i s % 2% JE o 5% B¢
( Smithsonian Institution ) i 37 T 4 4y 45 T 5% B U
(CBOL, the Consortium for the Barcode of Life) , K
A3 BRI F AR DT ST AR BRAS TR AH S S LA
FANHUR AR I TIZA L, 80 T E LYY Fh 4
BRERMERI A, 2005 4F, B CBOL Aot [5 {48 Iy 2
e £ EREE I T M AR —W
PR DNA ZFIE A% 2518, Y oy 1 000 J3 A9 i 4t 57
DNA I 4RAS 28 | F185 HA% B AE GenBank 1 1E R
— AN A ARTFHY DNA JPFVEHRIE . 2007 4, £ G
LB IS — i E PR DNA SIS 2130 B AR DNA
IR RIT TIRAMTHE AT T RIENE
ML, 2009 4F, 7E S5 V5 BRI A T 05 = Jm EIPR DNA 4%
T2 b, SRR DNA S8R0 3R,
g W LA L R R B rbel F1 matK VE M AEY) DNA
FRIE ST A% 0o B (] B 2 3500 i 4 44 35 PR 1 Bt
trnH-psbA FIRZ LR B ITS VE A% DNA £ HE 1
(AN FERS s 45t 1TS2 R BEESRYE DNA 50265 7 I
HA BRI S AN B HAE R v ) LD 5 4 7]
R, RN, EARSE T e s DU IR IR R B 0
R, 33 %of 4 4 BR DNA ST A% 3 A & B AE
FHEOT AL DNA ST RS B AR IE B [ PR A= 4



76 W) B8 IR 53R 5 o 4R
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IR FE I — A F 7 ] F R BT B

TN R IR KK 2% (University of Guelph) 2% .
N K B FRH2:4 51 Hebert RISE XL H AR 5] A
AR T DNA SHIERS” BIME . Hebert 455
FHEARRA LA 2 C AALEFIEIE 1(Col) iy 1 Bt
KF 30, JeJa X B HES I R JC B HESh P 11 41T 3k
13 320 >4 B it A7 b4 A, R B BR 1 B W
( Cnidaria ) &, 98% 14y FpFh Py 5t 15 1 28 22 % 0
0% ~2% , FhAlS A% IE 25 22 S V-2 11.3% , UL W]
X B col N T 5 AT BRI 4y 2 568 07, IF- 98
IR AT LA DL 1 BAK FESH 650 bp (1 COI AT
51 R TR ) DNA SIERG R B0

LA | E ANV 2 2E 3 O A A Tl A A
i DNA 508 15 1) 35 R T 81 R A7 1 BRI % 28 AN F
gElONR ZRRLR COT SR A Y v A 0 Tl R
TE% T2, R, e AT R3S 5 S K 22 B
VI DNA ST s A% 3 R A0 B 248 DU R,
TN AR SR 5 1 3d FH PR 22 ) 1 LA™ 3G s % B4R
DNA 57 i BOR B, AN IS BT A 7E DNA R i pF
o iR A PRI AR X RS (AL 517 278 S5 X 0l 1
Hid BA L6 5 B a s, ansosis ikt 1 A
H AHPA R RS4GRS DNA 5
JEREFRABE D T, BT, SRR FE PR 40 rp i
FEHEY) DNA SRIERS AT ATHY

HAT, s R R — B2 B 2
FIFEY) DNA SRR AH AR M) Wy R A 7 S 4 7
7%, F 2N T A DNA ZRIE RS PRI,
1.2 B—FE#EY DNA £EEBHRHEEREME
RO
1.2.1 3 — F B4 DNA &0 e #F 2 8t B
Newmaster 2573 1ot X6 358 434 40 4 440 35 [R] 4 4
TEAR ) o 7 B 45 DL L. QUPA FBORE &
TR DNA ZRIE A, [ iF 3 AT LA Sy il A )
DNA XIS A SIS 22— QurnD—-trmY F Bt
IR trnH-psbA B B trnD—irmY 7Bz HHTTE
FE A R e AN 2 I L, W AR 5 R AT
SRR ;B rbel JTH AR EAR, A g H TR
SRR AHAT LA i 2 R @A) . A W53 4
VO UPA Jv BeAE L&/ IR R DNA Z50E69, 2
AR UPA R BR e s A e — € A8 5 (H
T it A 4y AR S SR ARAIG O A Sk i b i ) 0
TTRRBEHAEFE)G, Kress Fl Erickson $2H; Bk

rbel, 7 B )78 S A AE E FH PR 8 4F, AT LAYE S DNA
SIS AZ0 B, RS RV I B A el LR 1 722
SR trnH-psbA A B Tt an oy (B
TE—LLR IR A ) 23 b, A< I B} ( Umbelliferae )
ROA 15 )& ( Heracleum L.) FIARAEL ( Poaceae ) Bl 5
J& (Glyceria R. Br.) ", trnH —psbA i Bt B9 2% S5 R 45
1220 IR ernH —psbA Fr BE Y A8 FH 07 AR 95 49 i i
5E ., Lahaye %21 [ 8 AN 44K DNA F Be Xt 22 Bl
(Orchidaceae ) fH Y AT TWF5Y, 3T LB B 2N
matK FrBCA] LAVE A AE A W) 38 1T DNA ZR B 1,
Fazekas 25'% % ] matK .trnH —psbA . rbel (ITS1 [ UPA |
mpoB .rpoC1 (atpF —atpH F psbK —psbl 55 7 Bt X 32 J&
92 fik 251 MAEMIHEAT 1TSS, A5 R TE T A
B irmnH-psbA F BERY S 3G 1 S 2 A R Ui AR 1
%15 ., Newmaster o | matK trnH-psbA i
rbel, F BEAT LA X 4 6 W (Acacia Mill) Z8BEEAT A
B 4y R ML 7€ . Song TR rbel trnH — psbA |
ndhJ .rpoB .rpoC1 . aceD . ycf5 Fl nrITS % R Bt %) 228}
(Polygonaceae ) 1Y) 38 S HBEFEAT /04T, 45 i trnH -
psbA Ji BUiE A /E N ZRHEY S RE 1) DNA B0

7E Hebert $2£ 11 “ DNA ZHE85 7 L3R A A
FHAWIFLR O DNA FIERHEAR . PR ARG S 4
FE/NAETXT 753 J& 4 800 MW 6 600 A HITTE
SER IR ITS2 P A HA B 4038 M 7EFP oK -
RSB AT LA B 92. 7% , R %A 5T /N
HEULKE 1TS2 FPHIAE A DNA B2 —1 fE
H PE R PR A ] B ATHEY) DNA ZIBRHE5E iy
POEAEIE P 51 ITS2 trnH—-psbA rbel. .rpoC1 Fl yef5 Xif
2B (Rutaceae ) 72 J& 192 AS2EEER) 300 LA
1 TR 4 R R ¢ ITS2 FPo By RPN
HEROR AN ¥ 3 TE T 5 s 3 51 vh LA i
DR [] A2 S AL/ A A AR S | ELR ) A2 S B 4 R
TS S G, ITS2 T3 51 1) ) ol 68 o 1 1) 238 B
1, A PEAN 48 bR B 00 T Al 3 77 5T 5 A,
ITS2 FFUE SRR (Astragalus L) KB i FLAT AT
38 I, 4 R0R T 100% , P I3 85.7%
7 ELFf ) A8 S dre R Ry AR 528 R AT A ST k4
T FAHEAF} (Betulaceae ) 754 J& (Alnus Mill.) T 47 2
E(IE 26 Bl 1Y 131 ASHRBERT T 2087, BTS2 2R
IR :rbel omatK trnH—-psbA FlITS F BEAEFP K 1)
JPBRRE 1 22 S BOR, r HE R 50010 10. 0% (31. 2% |
63.6% F179.6% ">,
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XIFUE, 45 MY DNA ZORSEAR B 4 Jie K 77

1.2.2 % A% — K B A DNA K A 64 46 8 4
BEREST A9 AN WA, B 5T N B & B — B8 P — - B
DNA B AFEAE— 2 1 R B, JE & matK  ornH -
psbA rbeL F1 ITS 55 FHAEY) DNA S IR A ik s 7 —
EFEE EHIZ T DNA SIERSE AR R & R

A R B L, marK R BE B R AL R A e H
Z R BER S 3 25 | 5 0 AN ) S B s A A 7 22
WIHARFE A G147 Lahaye 4 R H maK F B
9 390F/1326R 5155 1 667 4> 2 RHE Y #1714
PRI 3K 3] 100% ;B Fazekas 25 % AR 51
WAAF Y 3G TR AR T 50% , B, maK Fr Bt
(A5 | 3 P A T B 2 ) SR 36

trnH-psbA i B J2: M SRR B[R] A0 3 38 B DR
Brz—UY 0% R B B R Y 98 78 SRR B
S E A N HE , 7R T 51 A A i BN T AR IE ™
MIBRE Tz BAE RS R B N, R4
st , AR E N IR onH -psbA B A —
SE B BIRE , (BT8R AT LAAE A A ) DNA 0650

FERFRIHII R, rbel, Fr BB HLER 25 5 B 14 A
¥, BT B ir 2 VR e G0 e T 4
KeBFgE 21023 (BRI rbel Fr BERY HEAL Rt i i
Fahy, HHAR S R A TR L, EAKF, Rk
SRS AR /N R A RS A B L AT DR R B A
N A DNA Bz —0

ITS 3\ AE BT ka9 v i 5 | 3 R R A 2200 (1
JE K Z R BUE S — AT TE ) DNA Z50% F A G
g B EH IR R ITS2 R BL, ITS2 J& ITS
FEAIHR Y 1A R B, 2 T 5. 88 1 26S rRNA 22 [H]
ITS2 By, &y T4 W fnm Jy | Ju Hoxt % 4= DNA
WA AR R L B SR o ) 20 i R BEAE B Rl OK R
SRR, O H T YR o 28 R RS R oE
S ITS TPA b ITS2 v BEoE R Az B 2= F AT 56,
H A SRR 2R R p ITS P81 B 35 R LU AR
ARF54 DNA I A FpE py iR o280

MHZRAK ernL(UAA) N5 F 227 51 S H: po SAF[H]
AR5 RN BRI T AR R AR5 TP R RS
BAE R Bl AR IR 9K F- 225109 DNA 5080, A
XU JE AR BB A VE 2R BN . & AR
P 1k ZFaE  p6 FRE DNA 525 5 [t (o REAS ATy ]
LRy 5 BRIL i B AEAR ) DNA S50 0 v ) 1y
MFES— 05,

IEAh i — e R E TS G R B, N . e B

FHYIT , mpoB2 i Bt A BARMIY B3 poCl B
IR AR Y 3R H R RER X8 Bty
RidE A TR UL KT IR R S F 52
1.3 ZHERAEEY DNA £RBERRHER

R BFFTAE R L Bph {2 —> 7 Boxt e
A WYY Fh BEA T MERR 5508 AN K ATREIY , I, F
FEEAN ARG T A [F AAEY) DNA S0B S £ )7
VA TT% ., Kress 55578 2005 4E i T £ 541
AW, AT TR ernH -psbA F1 ITS 750 4 A H
TR YRS S R AT Iz WA (B
FLARMSEERESE ™ AR Chase 548 H 2B 50 T
o ST AT L7 Sl A SR S AT 2 )
Bt , FHERKT 7R REAME B 5 12 B9 P ol s T BOXT SRR A7
TE R B 0 AT AR S B 0 E e R/
B RS S 8 s ALY s U R 5 A e 1Y)
PIFp! . Newmaster 5517 4R H A 45 90 03 25 1 ik
P T RE )b S AL < SRR 1 MO B
YERSE 1 REIET IR E PR A R SRR R AN ) A
BEREE 2 BATEMS, Chase G4 H T H A4 TE
2GR EL, IF48 . 7E rpoCl Fl rpoB 5 matK 1Y
HE,mpoCl H rpoB J¥ 5 B 51 ¥y id FH YRR, 74
IR, AR IR R BAG  (HALBE DX 7
ZYIFN; marK J75) A8 S8R REE SR BETE 2 i U (5
BB matK 3900951 W38 R R A 1 i — 20t
gf;?’j—: rpoCl M matK 5 irnH —psbA M 2H & ,1%%25/‘]
poCl JFFNFIHK B — % 1) matK 55 0] DAARAIE B 43
Py rRha) S N E 878 5 3R 0 trnH - psbA J¥ 5]
AT LR S i g AT 2005 4F, Kress Al
Erickson ! 5 15 % rbel, 1poCl (rpoB2 (irnH-psbA ;matK
FUITST JEHN AL G T, S & % rbel Al trnH -
psbA 20538 T RT il M AB ) B AR 0 A S 5 A Sk e
LRARIETE F BE P, rpoB2 | rpoCl  rbel, . matK J& T 4 it
X R B, trnH-psbA J& TAEGMAS X Bt Fazekas gl
INHDNA B IR BIRE T SHG A Ben B H A
—ERZIE R BELA R, rbel A1 trnH-psbA HA
3G AU R B X 7 A g 4
HEATEA M I G o BT = AN G i e,
CBOL #i#) TAE41G . =414 5P G 40
Fi—Hf W EIE I TS ] TAE AR, UK
rbeL F matK 25 1E Ay 45 51| Bl b A ) 19 38 ] DNA 2%
TR AR SN AR A S A AR
1 ANFEDI B 1 MY DNA R Bok O BT A 9 # LT



78 W) B8 IR 53R 5 o 4R

$20 &

SEANTTRERY  (HJERT U | DSBS A FE N 4l
T RN SR 2 SR 1 T 8 46 7N 55 8 8 ]
SGRF PP A o 5 1Y Y FE RGO T AT
) DNA K4 A S rbel . matK ITS 5 trnH - psbA
LG, o0 s TR B FhRRRER 400,

ZIFHVA AT S NFEY) DNA SBT3
T —AH T ) (AR B (RS 2 R 1 Y
BOFARRESE 2 2 DNA SIERS bR, 75 2K &
)25 IS UEE AT T AR R A E B T
1.4 #E% DNA £&FEERAHE R IF %

124 M1k, B KR DNA R BEgifE Rl DNA 2%
JERSH TR %, A e — F Bor A ry N2
JEHA A7 3 B B R FAEY DNA 50865 19 1t £
WA — A BB A bR o, AR A 2 A Y A SRR
Kress 2554 HI Taberlet 2557 21 T HAH ) DNA £F
bR . OF B A B A A8 5 DL BT W, TR
Af o A8 S5 07 A2 B /)y s @ DNA A5 T 65 07 SR 1 g A o
1k, BIR H [F]— DNA F BOR S E W Fl; DNA - BL
N RS K BE 2 700 bp , 0 U A AT
PCR ¥4 , Jo HUEXF DNA 5 B i A R A F1) ;DA 7
FE (R BE RS IX 8, A T i@ 5149, 9 Hix DNA F
Bt A ; & H AR DNA S 65 1 A1 45 2 0% 1Y
P RIS S, DMEXT YR T R 2,

Erickson 250 45y 7 AT gk A7 AL A Ak Y i 2
Y DNA 458 i 45 1. D PCR 97 3 Wl 2y % % /b
90% ; @iE#E 1| ANFERGIEAITF 5T T C i 55 248
) DNA FBtAE R 205 ; @DNA A IERS 2 8] 1 HA
RS HASAE IR, K o 1 25 5 1 nT R PR e K AL @
Y DNA 50 85 AE 43 2827 1 FH v niy B A 385 3 28
S @BEA AT AR B2 k.

A b, SESEMIAEY) DNA STE 3 A7, 4 F
AP E @, DL bR AR IS, filn, X7 T
I, DNA S&IEMS B B % Fh R k15 B
e B AR S AR EE L TR B e B i T
% 5E , DNA SRTEHS AR e T A BB

2 1E4) DNA &8 5K 0y b 7 o5

2.1 YHEEURFFIMEMHPLT

B TR LA T M R S e A, R DNA RIE iS4
RIE T LA & BLF 2258 Fh ARl 40, Lahaye %
S matK B A AR SEUN Y 1 000 ZFh >

FHEYIHEAT o007, R B ] marK R BERE S48 7
Feobh I HAIERA T DNA ZJE A5 i m 17 4% 2010 4F,
Newmaster %5 *' i 57 DNA Z5IE AR & 30T Iy 7
IR Biophytum DC.) #1103 M I %90 T 2500 R
( Tripogon Roem. et Schult.) i 1 A~ Fh, WhBhf& 5
G385 0 R R LE T A5 AR A7 TR 382 4% 701k 114 e Ao
J& DNA ZIE RS H AR XS 43 26 2= W8 i) H B Tk, vl
PP v S AR A T BRI ST I HERR T IR
2.2 ATHR—ELEYFiEH

Jurado—-Rivera %Dgwiﬂﬂﬂ .DNA &I A T HT
il e — L5 R (R LE WA ), Iy AR G R AE Tl
WEL B A4 1) ol FEH, R PR Peltoschema 5 4
P AR R % D), B, AL DNA Z5TE A5 AT L)
IER PN A AR Y E B IR R
2.3 EREEYZEHEHPEIEA

{EAF—F2 102, DNA 5B RSH R 78 RE M ) 2%
PR PR T —E N, REAEY % DA et
S IAAFHAEY) R EER RS R FEVE 5 f
W H I A B R () ﬁ’?@%%( parataxonomist ) SIESINPAN
RAT GNP HAT 3T IE R . X R
(] 3 2627 G R B R AL 7R A 3E RS 255 T
B BWLEE TN B, T TAS MR 3 222 B — 5
BRI B A B A R B E YA TR T
AT AR R A FIR Gl A A K B A
(L8) 8 E CEF ZEIRWE) , slae s Ul th A Y Y
M AAPR A 2T PR BRI R A AR O R & R
& TEJF R RIGH Y Ao n i B b A ) 43285
FANRIAI 532827 2 53 5l FEA5 1 A W) Fp B A A7 A —
FEMZE S TSR 2 TR &, U5 & 80 2 T4
o BURMR— PR EORMERR Y 7 7RO 98 I I
] SRR AL NG R A O | SRR il i
DNA FIEMHE AR HEAT 43 2 B85 | & — b BEAL Y Pl
NI HET X BAR I R IR R KA
Newmaster 181 & HGVEE  F DNA ZIBIE AN H
TR T SE . B0 EE R AR PG i ik 1Lk 2 4
IR Y% Trulas A1 Malasars $87E 24 9% FX 4 “ Sunai
pul” 1 1 By e J AR R ] T4 AL R A 22 55 3
IXCFPAE XS >4 b DR R 43 B2 DRI 4 b 1 RS 1)
O3t (BUE BARLE informant ) fiE5E 5 R AIX —
Yk, AR, X2 1 MY 5265 E iR Al
Y5322 FME LR I TR S FFIE RN . Newmaster %
KM DNA ZRIE R E AR AAGIESE T R) 73 277 50 4
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XIFUE, 45 MY DNA ZORSEAR B 4 Jie K 79

AR EATE 1 EL&Z B Sunai pul SR
B 1 AN H AR K HoAw 44 4 Tripogon cope Newmaster
R, AT DNA ZRIE RS HOR /] LA H] T — 26 R
[7] 4325 7 ( ethnotaxon ) A8 % 52 Fll ) Newmaster
LK DNA 2005 5 JE R 4 24 AR G R R AR ZS &
I T R — L 1 RS T] 2 | A4 R I 24 A
Y, MR B TR T RO A A BR R A 2R
(ethnobotany genomics ) FMEAS , TA Sk 38 1o R % A )
RIZH 2= RIS, AT DA ) — SRRl | i RE A o — 2422
WA oA B A 2R

15 KB & ( Sabia Colebr.) H By /INE 15 IXUBE ( Sabia
parviflora Wall. ex Roxb.) J& 1 FiE 5 5 249 [0 24
FHAEY) , Bl Bt MR 22 Bl 10 A MO B AR )2 TR YT B
JEAU I | 1 M A A AR B ARt [+ A )
YERAH i B — 2B AR IR 1A & 22 ATl
Y, WHEMWGUF WL trnH -psbA (rbel, F1 matK
Bt 6 ME KU TR AP AT 7 R T I IR VR AT 4
FEP GERFIT X 3 S DNA F BEAG P8 A A
PR U 2R i, H/INETE KU 5 1) 8 AR =z )
() 751 22 52 B (1M 0. 00% ~0.86% ) A 5R
i i 2Z T 8 7 401 2 S AR H s (35 24 50% ), D6 A
W B AR TE AR U 8 A 4 1 A% 0 U AT S 1
WL RIE R DNA S5 RSH AR AL AT LUA R
ST /NG W TR A o, 1T EL RIGE Ge B 2)
AR AP HEAE
2.4 3 AIT &%

2009 4F, Newmaster 25 3 1 JF & FHF ) AIT
(automated identification technology) R4, Bl . % 1 F
FAFIAEDI I F- 37 A AIT BL, 38 33 To 2k M 4%, e mT LA
Przizit v TR SRR oA Ao (B
W5, BRI L& 5, T AR B 5 L2 I A% 52 4y
KT, [N D 1 SRR TR P b ) — £
FRAIEIZR . Fiit AIT RGEAT BE 2 45 26 W Al ok i am
PR S B NRAtosp AE BB

3 A4 DNA % BaE AW
TIEmAR R AT 7 %

3.1 TiERTRE
FEH) DNA S AR B T AR F A s R 4R
e FRHC DNA 358 DNA £JB6S 3t |y ek & (i
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