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HAPHDNALA ML LA 4 9FA R R L AY
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R
M BEZ R P2 M

510006 )

W OE AT AR DA RSB ATRY MR A Y, AR IR A DR, TR R
LA MHE ARG R IR A AT AR R R AT LB e, A T HRRiE i KL R
Wosb— AR S AMAE R RBATIH R, AL B R AR B T EA L E060 B 6, 48 A8 R 69
PCR 31| 4 xt 4 #0455 1 69 DNA 5575 232 5 R BEAT 938, ¥ 738 = o il Jr 25 R 55 098 o AT e i
AR AT G Ay, R AR B @G 2 A4 F DTk — F 42 A F2 57 DNA & AL 4
s Q4oATE 42 DNA £ 5 2 1 4 % sk Z Al 69 £ 3%, K L2454 B ik 94 3 DNA 475 3% R 64

SR e I HEAT T 4738
S $#1A : DNA 475 74 > FEE
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—. AREXEIRK

TEX AR MU R LA SRR A A T 7 i 58 5 B 5
SFARZNOUT , SR HR W Rh A T 6 o %
SE o WIS E HOR B RN OURA - ORTHRE BT
[ e — B3 1H 2 ZOR XA ah (Wb 25 ) BEATAR
10, BR T AMEBIR S A TE RS SN, AL AR B N AERT DNA
PRICHT BRI R R s @2 IR 1S
O R B0 Dt 3 e AT B DD G 2%, R, 72 M) AT e
B APE A AR B TR, N TR AR ST
JIFE R ATRE A T S F W JUHR AL A= Yy b
I T HOR R f e B A0 | HE o R AL, LRl

WAs B . 2009-12-02
5= B 4. 2009-12-23

R ARFF 4@ LT A (30672624 ) : & 7k F= mtDNA 3 K 4E %

FHILEIE B A A A AR, TG 183X SR ik 1) 26
5% TP A R B AR A R L R, MR BN H
Bk, DME T e e A Y SR s v i) 4 s i
@5 % 5| L HE TP A 7 1 A T P AR A T 4 s @
XT3 AR RS B YA A, R e
RAEVFA]HFATAR A

XoF ELA B2 T (R0 B L DR A ) A T M
—BARRBY I, ek, Fh 2w AFLP(Am-
plified Fragment Length Polymorphism) %5/4rFfRic
AN T TE S A 7 H LA s 5
B FAR RS RS T RENUER
FERFP - DU 238 B as PR AP 21 2 AR 1 8 B
I R LA B AR B AR B R ™ i 2 RS T
AR5 BE R A= e,

BEMN TR, A HBDE
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B 4 Wi 4% =X 2 )W (Polymerase Chain Reaction,
PCR)FZ A B RS A 45 X 1) FH T ot v IR o 1) 7
LA TR B oA T RE, (B B EMEY IR A L H e
AR A Z PR AR IR L AE N 2, ) g
Al RE AR N AL A% o LAEr TS0 A0 2 SE DR R o Sk 491
F T S i A7 2 AL AR SE AL I 1 (CaMV ) B J8 iy
I, JLT B i Al J2 R Rt vt vl B8 L 7
35S Jid sl , DI 1 S0 PH I 1 S e 25 1 o SRk, b
W — ol FH B ) 44 P9 DD B L Southern 2258 B T2 11
FF B 7 SR A T IR o X 2R 3R B S5 i A i
ai, BT DNA B B8 /N (CF- ¥ 25 <400bp) , DL K2
7% DNA ARk = | 1 B %8 AT RE 23 LU TRIMER1, )t
Hh, GBI A 2 SRR R
oL 25 R T AN 2 S B L Tl S A R A
(Glyphosate ) 47T 1A 114 41 B 5—Jis 152 P 1) i 7 2 1 - 3 - Tl
PR A il (EPSP ) A TR 45 o L2 7 VA i a7 T2 24
FEAEZ AR BL K i, R R 2
ANPUARSEAT OB, H AT B A7 35 D8] 58 A% (1) 5 M {1 15 2
FELERIFATEE,

— . DNA £HBEE

1. EARRIR R IEF 6 P A

BT S AT R GE 0 B 2 R T X 45 Fh i
HEATERBEGR G, FATEAS R Ay (RIS 4% , Barcode
Reader @Y, Barcoder ) A] LA —Ff 7 [a] 486 4 1) 5 =0
[ L 1] B 11 25T b i R4 T AR 17,
B 1 ZERTS, TER & AT A R i 114 38 FH R0 X JaR 2
], J&— R F8 2 1 HAS [R) 5 B 0 B) BE ) 25 B bR
W12z 48 R IR RRAE AR B R b TR R, BRI XS
T it R R R A T o

DNA £ TEHS 2 40 1Y J5L 3 5 7 b AT 2510, 1%
RGR A — S 2 58 XS EA T BT R AL
FE254 H PCR 51404 1 A0 1y £ AR X #4244

Bro W 1 A7 7R , DNA TE 09 st Ry 3 FH 5 | 91 1R
LR, BRI X R AR 5 e S R iR SR B R R AR )
PRI 4 R R DX 3R, ) A e SR R X 40
FEECHE A T A 2%, BV AT SR AR MR ) S5 €
XHFRESLR AN S, AN T B9 e S 1 )
J91) 55 2 A 1R 56 R[] s 4 AL A Hh 4 S B B R A
) — B3, T TR LR A= ), 1 X 02 AR 384
Al E B 1 LRV 0 R N R Fs R i — Bk S
DNA 74, {EA5—H2 A2, R ah S5 TE %7 X — i
SOR PR, “DNA T8 7 AR RFWE s 1B ah
HREA —~ B AN RRHE, H M AEY A 0 A B
KB XA EF BN

DNA 5T A i B TR T 75 12 2 LA R Tl D
GOSN R, iR R A A 2
XF R 513 B RS 5 @R X P A R i, DA AR TIE
HEAAFARMAE, AT —EBRENREL, H
R T kA Taq BEYHESZBH, WS SRHERR B SRk
FIRETE s GARTEHS T 5 Y BT AT [5) SS2HE Hh piy 4 A 2801
05, LARH 1E i TR 5 28 AR I 7 A= Wl i 1 51 s (@
XFF A A 2SBS0 (Al AN [ 4%
FERED A IR A ), WIFE X 24> PCR = #ikf 7
W 5 5381 o

2. ik Ay Rk

SRR BUBT PR Z DNA SBRSRIESE 1 2 A~
FEHM, PEXTFr A DNA Fidls iy F g
B AR R . ARG B 2y 20 ik B2 1
DNA J7 4 {5 B 17 A W) 43 JS B 5% B T8 I 1) 1 22 1)
i

(1)3E & o dF 42,

X0 F BT A 9 DNA B2 ml—J& “AHL R
PF 25 %14 ( Similarity and Distance Data )” i 2 “ B9 B
fiIE%u 4 (Discrete Character Data)” ,DNA £&fEH5 1] %
FH VAR 5 sl Rk iy SE Atk i W 1] 132 7 7

JE TR B Y B S EAR T 4 Ry
BLAST ¥k - F| I Ji & AH 8L 1k 43 1E ( Raw
Similarity Score) #fi & 5 A5 1) ¥ 41 5 i 1Y)

I—iﬁﬁl A Bii’x—| LG EAL )
— R R — AL
B K

]

91787500!653882
B1 Bm@mER

QW FEFIFET B R IEA RGN 2 B, J5

] R B8y 2 BT A o iz 2 266 B A 1) £ 2

4%%1‘;-\511 K 4R

mERE( £ )T DNA £ ETB(E )RR

Ak BE B R A, SR R I AR 1k n A8 42 vk
(NJ) AEIALZH - 343 (UPGMA) | “Fitch-
Margoliash”{2: 55190, F R 5L T I 25 19y 1
— HVREAE YA E RS2 (HEfF
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FELL T AR R D2 ML) 532507 15K 2 LUFEAE (Char-
acter) Ay A, FRAE M IR X F 0 Fh B A0 (1 IR R
SR, T R VR U DL 22 T B8 — ; Q%R n A AL
PRI EHE 8 B 28 8 I A — 8 BA i i %
G TR, B Z FRAEPE R, DURRAE Ry S Ak %) 5
BARTCT: AT S (B A i — o BRI A 0
XN I 2 R 1 U TC VA SE 1Y) 5 F Py AR [R] HE
BAEAE) N E S, X6 — 38 R AT e
PR A7 (4 AE AL BUE AR A5 1o R, BF 52 38 AT
ANEEXFAS A B A AR A T B 1 . FI 0, 7
DL B Sk a6} 8 R [ BRI A T SR B, B A
M SBAEAAETE2E 5, X5 FBE B ok ik P
Tt X LS i — B R AR

FETRHIERY B 527 02 AT A4S DNA B HE T
TE N LA B U IIR S B8, % i ml o
PRI B RS o LA 8 2 38 b S HORRAE
R Ao MR S B I PR B KR 297 (MP) (i
KAUSRIE (ML) L T 2075 (EP) S ok M i R 45t
-1 ARG 2 R R T A R AR B T R L s FE B
F oy A AL DNA 791 [a] (Y 32F Ak ¢ 3255 2 5 TH 1Y

T 5B Y A7 28 B B A, 9
H¥ FidE B A A TE— R 74007, DR, T4
L) DNA 855 B3 5 s AR LA S B

(2)# AT,

DA Ay LA i S e VR B T N sk A TR
B T R I [R) 22 A 3R T R DL )i (D)
ARG Z AR IR o3 4 B A G5 B 8w L
B R AR ] B G bl S R R DT R, I ELE AT A
25 41 AT A G A 0 PR DR B S R R S IR A T T
M, IXTEXT 2~ DR B A T S A s DA 2 e DA 5
PR A ) P 904G 28 AR E S A R A R 5 | A o
FRANMER RGE R T R RZITPILHIRG], LAY
S RRIE A R S R, IR AR B 2R T
o] X ) 50 AT o — e i ;. QMR
R BsF BT SR FH R 4% 2% 43 )22 (Hierarchical Methods ) #l1
DLEL R Ny FER ) PRl AR e, YRR TG
B H It S - 5 O R E R 2= R G 15T
W 8022 FH E UM H. B2 (Reciprocal Monophyly )
sl HEAM (Exclusivity ) ; GRR 4 14 R 43 A5 sl 10 4 $h 2
TSR A oAb B R AT ARG, XA B A
Hethi & — Rk, X FARE LSS Z A MARTE N Y

[F]— 2 RU A P b kb, it A AT AR Ry B i) v
X LA T R 2 R AR A A E Y

M LA K, 5@ AL, (U 51 3 B A RRE
PEHR AT BT LT BAF A L bR TR 2, XRMT
2 WA R IE R R FH B WA e M P B8, RIS iE
I FEAE A R b F A R P R EA TS e, Bl
XA SR R TP . A TR [A) A i 2 )
FEAETE E 22 5 10 58 08 T A e T 98 & i # 32
Sarkar FRZ N “5E /) (pure)” & ik, LTIy
AE R 2 B S e o TR, AN (B, i A 3
177 PEdm i,

=. BEAREE FEAD RIS RIE

1. #A%R

— B R IR R R Z R Y A4, O
X F AR LA ) Z Aok Ui 2 i, RAE L
EECH BREAR XS F LARE B stk Sk Sl 14 43 A7 vk
K VEAR B, FIFE N X B —FE B AT
PR AR IEREAS B B B R IFAAELE, AWzl &
XP R ARG s BHLRE O IS ey S A O A
BT R E RAER IS I EE N R, L5526
I A o) R W D 5 L A3 A 1 B A AN [
PR B0 LR A T FOUASRAE R L, OB AN Bl
FARFH AL R RN A (R AR 5, [RIEHE AT Bl T X
SR A B ] A MR AEA T HEA

2. iR Ah XK

R SIS E RN B AR, BTN C A A
HArFAic AT se SR AL 5 B S A BRI T T
ANHLBFST . 1E R 5% DNA ST R HF 58 1 L% 42,
H i & A R 2 ¢ T B fili FH 2ot 4 g Bt 5K TR 1 i
B BRI LAN , DA A AR B e — 2o A bR
O BN AT VE R 34 DNA S&TERS(H . % B3
ORI DR 21 A8 S A8 B A/ NI R A5, R cox 1 DA
38 X e R AT 5T, (H Y trn H-psb A
DR ] B X orbe L AT trn L —F 28 040 36 i — 26 25 i iy
[tk R G K& B AMCAH G, JLAE i) DNA T il
P AEAR 2 AN 2 b1l

LML B 3R G 0t o8 b ol 0 2 i Bob A
21 B £5, 25 4 fL 7 1 (Cytochrome C Oxidase Sub-
unit 1,COX 1) %2t 1 [A S 9], Hebert 50645 M, 71
cox 1 FEE H LT 15 A8 S5 A7 A5 B AT 482 41 10 {2 Fp
AR R IEL A, T = A2 R A5 10 4TS R, LD
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10 5 114 i PR 35 A% BE 4 Ay 3 P ) P 5 I 1 D ok o) 1
RKIATA RIS € IFiE— 2 T cox 1 73
Py ) R . 28R B s A o AR R
W AE BB %A, INXHBEEIE 24 (Copepods )it
g &80, HA cox 1 P8I 25 53 A 50T \rik
209", DL b or A oTHr A% IR B A A i A
SEIRG 7R AT BEA 1 RN IR B8 18 SR AE

IR cox 1 iF1T R G & B KRR B R
B A8 H AT TG 8 HOE 7 2 DAES DNA 2%
TERSE R, AN it 205 F—F o A W 2Bk i, cox 1
T2 R G X A adE A T 5 2 1 B

M. DNA £BESEREEREMNH

PAVEAR S BL it i &2 & % € 12 (Compound Diag—
nostics Method ) Ji B 4N 1] 2 Fif %, B £R A0 R AhE a1 1Y
H PR 57, R3] 1~6 1 7~12 4353k 2 AN [ B Fil
AR (Aggregates ) , HoH a. s F1 BB EE Y R “pure”
Y TE MR s ¢ BB A “pure” S E MR, H 3 4> G Xt
TP AE YRR DR A 1 S R e g FIAH
EHE—HE (AA AG .GA) L T —>"“pure” B E 45,
j~m SRS BE AR RRIE M AR A, s g 4 2
BN A AE— T (GA 5 AG + GA B AG) Rl ]
FHRXS R e b5 (AP R T pure " S8 7€

1.8 &

R 3 AR CITES 5 A Wi fat14), 45
Ry Wi B (Husu huso ) . % %' #rf5 ( Acipenser guelden—
staedti ) 1 A Yt #5 (Acipenser stellatus ), 7& ] F§ DNA
FEHIN 5 2 Rt 3% 5 o) AT IS i ak #
A B 2 B a1 % R RE Sk BT P AR R 6
(Acipenser baerii) ., Birstein ZFUSH{k 5 Hirfid A1 g {1 1)
Wi 5 H e i 150 Fh R (Acipenseridae ) £ 2 [ £
700 bp AUZRAR AL (R b(eyt b) B 7 Beiff AT L

BB, A2 RN P AR A1) ST [B] A7 AE 36 A7) AR L
AL 3 AN AT RIS 2 AR SEEL pure”
YE A 15 A E S s 1000 FRAS [R] 48Uz A5 21
Ho R L 2 MR AR S, SiAh  BESEIE
T —NEIRE E S i Aa R, RSP
) S 6 AF RL %) B A, DNA 2 % Ui BH 2 BSURh 5 4k % 3
i3 AR [ AP SR . S FIANMUE ] T DNA P A5 &S
A TR B 1) 2 280, R RHEAS — 1R 02 b
H5ZH KW 2 AHAR I AR A OMFEAS AN
BF, R Hirfid £ 1) R R R A S VAR A B X
ULIARE A S B S E e e RN K, QN
T DNA SIERSTE D Rl S S iz i
Zr4 M DNA J7 9 iy s 2R R .

2. £ER

7 (Elaphodus cephalophus ) 7E 3% [E & T — 4%
TRAP S, BT PR A B L B B o 4 a2 BN
BB, T K4, 50K, AL H K
A A T R R DX ) A S R R A R, I )
B PIFRpEKE AR SRS . e 2 M TJC k2 55 2
PSS, AT JC R 51 LS i b 22 S — i T F
i LA b 2 Fhis 22 1 2% &, Amato 55 1E £ 4k ki f& 16S
rRNA JER Y T — MG B fE g (Elaphodus) it
A YR RSN AE N (9 114 AN AR DNA JF 51 48
Me, i PFhck A F OB E2A R It 24 19 1H
AR . BRI R IE, T 1932 4EFE ERERAE N R
P 1S (Muntiacus rooseveltorum ) i) DNA 5 Brf #r &%
LIRS A LR B S S, XK T A B S
RIZ RS IR Fh . By #4{ f F] DNA
B T ANKE 2 P AL ARG AR UE S TE N 0 BT P A 4
FE— BT 0T, ARA P REAS 2IAH S 458 .

3. Z A K

Wi P 24 FH 7K #% (Hirudo medicinalis ) 8% 76 JIE ik F01
o RUIR T XUBE— B, AR —Fh il BN B R 2B
52558 T H., 35 [ FDA E.F 2004 4F 1F 25 s 5 3L
ViR 25 F “ 2% B {# F , Leeches USA .BioPharm 1 Ri-
carimpex % [H R A1 A rl F O W R T KB AE] "R
SPRRIIBGE . X TR — AT 2 i AE B2
28 ) RN R 2 2 i 5 4 Y 25 FH A L Black
FEHWH cox 1 p AR HHFT T RE KT, K
J&i , Trontelj SEMILL cox 1 A SEAhoHE BR YN 245 FH 7K 152 B ff
K153 R 4 MARRZR, R AIZAL S BB
BRI e 2, HoP 24 24% 0 T AR 2SR T
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Ne. a b ¢c d ¢ f g hi i3 k1laannopagqrer s
1 A & A G A & A &L A G A G A G 6 A & A &
2 A A G G A A A A A G A AG G AG A AL G
3 A & &4 G & A A G A AG G A L AG LG G
4 A A G 6 A A A A A G A G A G A A A A A
5 A A A G & 4 A A A A G A G & ACG A A G
6 A 6 G G & A A G A A GG A G AG A G G
T 6 A A G A A G A A G G A & & A G A 4L C
8 6 6 A G 6 4 A G 4 A A A A G G G A G C
9 6 A A G A A G A G G G & A &2 A A G AT
10 6 & A G 6 & A A A G G G 6 & 6 G &4 AT
11 ¢ 6 A G A & G G G A A A A G 6 G 6 G C
12 6 & A G G & A &L & G G G 6 & G A 4 AT
B2 SEETELH
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P, RE 2% IZH R A AT 41, HES 3 %51
LB AT &5k 969%™,

A, GEERYERE

DNA 732602 i 73227 (R Ml %58 ) L
HARIE BRI — D WF T, A BOR B9 Hh B
—WRGIR T o FHERFFIEE T A9 Z (B
Grity, HARRBLAED 20, O RBYE A e n e, o A
B T4l B e ke o2 2 b B8 A ORI ARG W) ol 4 B
B ; QTR -G — WM FIE TR 3 e S AT
FEVEREGPE , DL 200 5 S BOR B I R S5 T5 T
WIRAFAEAR 22 WG R ff DR B MERS ;. D JU XS TR L6 5%
G R FR V) HAMOR O B A 1H 55 DNA Z 38Ry W,
AR BHFTERS G A B AFTE ARSI, FI LRI 1A DNA
HEATYI IR A A AEAR 22 SR BR O,

S A 5 T R P 1Y DY 3R A R R SRR
FRAS FEAS B B ARG X3 3 Ty Tl : O FETERFR A A
TR AL DNA, if il B 2527 55 HE 5 T Y BIFSE 32
HERRE, >R B AR EREAS (1) DNA 751 8548 2k B 4
Tl bR 2 RS A BAN 2 A R 5 (AR o ] A2 S
T 5 S5 AER B ol oA 728 S5 S 52 ) 45 7 DR A 1P 1) T )
. Ebach PR . “fE— A OL R , B> 00
(Taxonomic Group) YAJAFEAE— ™ HFAEPE B AR 5 B {H,
B — G DL R 498 29%0~12% , &5 T I B {ELAY
ARG B A PR T [ — P A i — A b AE 2R
o0, NI, BEAS B H A5 A8 KA 15 LU
2 A R R DR DX AR AT B 22 1 78 S, R A RE AR
T 22 18] 5A [ B 1 o LA v R AT BE 22 O D b 0 5
e N — 8 BE AT 23 B % T35 0 b g Sk B A 2
(5 DA DX IRrh 25 H 28 A8 1 AT Sz el ] L5 2
I AL ST

T3 A, R PR g HEaih ) 2% A 1) 12 05 =X H Al
AFERZ AL o B THRIC I i R G kR
SRARAEIE H G OO T AR AT R SCRY BRI Y A
TELANAS &, 26 B A0 B 1) T AT i iz it 5
W R E E T D b B AR 25 205 B i &, A0
B A X B 55 Bl 2 WA AR R AT 45 7 I RT RE 2 A A AR
Z IR M o

N EBEERE

i b, TGRSR T RE Bk 2 X P Rh A T
W, SR A DNA HAE w25 Al 2 2 b o, 15 7328

KM R ZRIE A 2E . AR T 2R 5 T R
AE AR AN T B, DNA S W 8 4E R 9 b 4328 B
U B ME— {5 BORTE, DL DNA SMIERE I 93 2FFEA
REUAL G 1 RG 2= R i i, i 24
YRR A FE Al ) XF R AT T 240 A 3 R D 1 T
FERE BN SE . £5G DNA 40 T RGE L 5 2K Ty
B N —AR 1) A 73252 (Integrated Taxonomy )™ A9
M, CHCATERE DNA SIB RSN B A& T i — > S i 2

X5 A DNA S8 5 v i FH ) %o G2 e A Rl gk A 7
TRA MR ARAT LB, 3 2 KABCRAE , AT £
TR RN AR, TR E RIS 7R 09 A kA o e
RN PG I E ML X J o FEXT BRI T o3BT, 38
T TR TN R AR 09 5 B 50 4 (R ) Fl
FETEN , IFBT — R T B ERE (RS K F
B) K pH T RAEN R /N g | S A AN 1 R 2 A 0
Wl S35, AR S B2 A8 i A W) 2 s W
RV, DA SR A T A A% 22 (] 7 e o e
A% 36, WAE A — D Mo oY . Teie Qo] , 25005 0
PSR KA RS E ORI, BAA R
B, ZRIE AL P 9V P 0 3T AT 1A KR R, O
JETAE B R E R

H i , DNA 508 i i 5% 76 [ N 1 4 T 20 B
Brlersu RS % T IE 22 DA E B N2 sl
SR 11 s B G S R N R A R e . B
A 512 S0 1) Fe M i WT 2 DL http://www. barcod -
inglife.org Fi1 http://barcoding.si.edu 2R aSAEH - —

&% 30k
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"Global System' for Species Identification: DNA Barcode
Chen Nian, Lai Xiaoping
(School of Chinese Materia Medica, Guangzhou University of Chinese Medicine, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract ; The identification of biological samples is a contributing factor in the recognition and protection of identity
preserved species, detection of transgenic species and tracing of biological dispersal. The "barcode"identification
technique, which uses the universal PCR primers to recognize the target sequences in unknown samples, recognizes
a species identity by comparing its barcode DNA sequences to databases. Two major issues ought to be clarified be-
fore its extensive use in taxonomy and species delimitation: () How to analyze and use DNA data? Currently, the
tree building methods are commonly used to place certain DNA sequences into a taxonomic context; (2 How to find
the relevance between barcode and traditional taxonomic methods in order to make the barcode technique accepted
by the taxonomic community? The principles and applications of DNA barcode are reviewed in this paper.
Keywords: DNA barcode, Taxonomy, Molecular identification
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