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Abstract. DNA barcoding is a taxonomic method that uses a short genetic marker in an

organism’s DNA to identify it as belonging to a certain species. DNA barcoding can be used to

overcome the shortcomings of traditional species identification methods; in particular, it has

the advantage of versatility, making the process of species identification more efficient. DNA

barcoding has been well applied in the identification of animal species, and in recent years it

has been rapidly developed and promoted in the identification of medicinal plants. This paper

reviews the principles of DNA barcoding, and introduces and discusses the limitations of

traditional identification methods for Chinese medicinal herbs. The significance, application,

and prospects of DNA barcoding in the identification of Chinese medicinal herbs are also

examined.
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55 3 )

R4 5 . A DNA S0 % o fF oY 3k i 453

R0 - m i 2620 K, TR A O SCHR B HS
W TE oL T, AR X 5 4 v A ) 20 1Y e A )
i, BN, ARHEYESORARHEY) . B — i)
IR R T BRI 2 2] SRR R XX T
MRS T 1A S A I B0~ RN A AR D2 A 0 R
MR, fEPE SR, Y IER A
kiRl Wk, MR AT RE
— T3 Y 53 28 S HOR DL v R S i B
ARk, BEE ST AEYHARARIAR R,
TYR SN Y DNA 3 FAric SR A . PR M
WY B R B K B 2 A& P (restriction fragment
length polymorphism, RFLP) . BEHLY 14 £ &
DNA #xict (random amplified polymorphic DNA,
RAPD) . faj ® & & J¥* 41 ( simple sequence re-
peat, SSR) . fiifREE)JFFIH X (inter-simple se-
quence repeats, ISSR) . ¥ EKE LA M
( amplified fragment length polymorphism,
AFLP) 4, H4K DNA - FHRic B AR AT LU 457K
SR AME GRS T — R (HE A
I3 FRRCEAERA H F B RN HIFE L, A 7E
WAHMEZE | WA AN E RN RGNS THES
s, H A 2003 A, IR EIRRKEM
Paul Hebert Z#24 FE M H AR 51 A B FE91 4 40
“DNA FFIE " &, Affue T LR34 )i,
W SIEASEE R (Consortium for the barcode
of life, CBOL) Fit 7" DNA ZKIERS A&, HEHE
ERALLTFILE . () AZEYNERIEERE EY
BRI, R — N2 b R B 0 R 2 8
i, SN RAZREAR TR T AR, §7R T
MBI RFER ; (2) MR R & H B BOAS 0
OB RTINTRAS E SRR ALY R TEA R A
KBNS, EAFEAHENER, HIEEFEE
W TAME, HHAR R A A B s % (5 A 2 bl
AT AT, (3) HERTE S, KT ar2e2avh
PLXArHOZERE, SR DNA S IE AL+ A AT LAk G0 LA
AP ERE RN RZE, T 7K 3R 7 —Fh
FasE AR 0 280N s (4) B IERY ST, TR
MM, TE5rF 210 A H# 0% 1R T 51 £ s
B, ATLAMNER S R BOR AR ER UG B, AR
W TIBSSYE FBEG , T SRR [E] R
SN F D, R R T 2B, ks
FEREMBEA . REMFR,; (5)ELREE

b, MR FTEAE R R A L, KRy
U N B [ 1, A R R oy 2SR
J'&, st R R S 4 28 SR AR

FHALAY DNA B ROZAF A LR LA brife
(1) FEFp PP 0] 75 22 BA At A5 A8 S Ao fk, TRl
AN S S R /N (2) R Bo g, BT —1 e
IS BN A, i BLA#EF DNA $#23¢, W2 PCR
PoHg JLHEXTAETE DNA BRI b kL, (3) f21E
PRSP, (PR E A5, DNA IS4 AR
A R A, R BULA SR
Jr BOS AT PO A 5 A R, (AR s o
SRR , KKARM T S e FEA I ], 5 HLizd
REAERIE, BARGWELZEMREN, Hirt
ETIZ N,

Hebert 45 3k B2 A (A 4 i €5 R C AL I
BT (CON M—" R B A sh i R 4y 28K F
HATIISE, WA RSN IR By EA
RAFAENGRE ST, MINiHE & sr DL —BL 650 bp &
() COI FE K7 91 by Fe it 1) S TR A 500 7 % . 2008
3 H, 7 DNA FIEEEWRETPC AR A 13 761
Rl 136 338 457 54T & DNA LI br i,
BE 20154 12 H, FAIEUA%] 2 869 168 45,
1E 2014 4F, KT ITS2 + psbA-trnH Fr Bedl & vy
2 DNA ZIEI%E RGO WP # R, BRI
T EZ IR A A R T dE I SEE
B U 2 LRTER B2 2 BT IC 4R 23 262 A4 A
(B&T 95%LL LB 224t ), it 78 847 %
DNA ZTE15)551 4 . DNA ZTB 45 A i & Je 25 1#%
THEW oy H G B IR BE, 2 /D 68 A Y 43 1)
T

ARSCERIR T v B2 A% Gt %5 e Ty iR SO LB
DNA 25T 15 £ A 75 48 W U5 25 #4258 58 h i 2
DNA ZIUAS7E 25 FAE 9 % i i A%, I X 3
A AT SCHEAT T R,

1 SHEThEHREENTH ERHRE

2 P TG e AT B R A0 ik 2 7R I
PRI B A S VE, MY E T2
MIFEPIZERE, HA S IE A8 e LS i P Fh
AR, PEZGHEYET T 3838, 2309 & |
11146 Fh, BAEFEEWEYWEZREED ) i TH
FEFEIEAS ERCHARRL,  InZ I DR B 24 1y



454 AL S N o

%535 %

AR, GE A TEAR L AR IE S B = B A
H, B ARIREL, W22y, P2
PG, MR T RE, Mk, F4k—
P HREEAT LS 25 IR AT SR M T, A
Dl 2 RO Dy iR . Dl B DR SRRl R IR A HE
BRPE, TRA 2 i AR g e ) RS

WA D47 i % T v 240 35 3l SR A D
SE L OEEERE . B . BMAEE ST ARGt
AR, T M2 8807 IR . BARIX L
DT RAE . EBE, HE A IR REZ,
FULPERSR, T, A2, JRJRSE A EOR Y E
HRBERGEMTIEAN | BRI 02K RE T K
—EMSEERY, B 2 b 73 A E B A G
IR BE AN SZ AR oK T VR IRME, I HAEAEY)
AR R E RS, MRS 25 5 32 B A5
A RIAEE Z R I . ISR X LA 4
SR TR AT RER T 25 IR DAl . DR B
HUSE PRy o

2 DNA ZRBERAREEY R EE P

Bl o3 LR BN 1) R SR LA K 2RI
BiE, N TIREMER X R B, B R
T2 A s A 2R, AR BR
DNA 7 FZ T FE AT 58 & A8 15 8ok i, 2T
FEZ TR DNA SRIE AR W s AL, MorF
AT 2 1) AR BEXT Ak 0 LA B SR il i 408 3R A 7 2
L, I HAH 4 DNA FRIEHEH AR R HF 258 3
WA ZR A, T RSk X 2GR AT B R, i
IR A2y 24" ) Hili, DNA ZEBEHERE
BT 2 A4 B E 25 A Y S 25 0 4
HRUSTS I R B A 2 b ME DL B R R
( Schisandra chinensis ( Turcz.) Baill ) . 4 &k ¥
( Lysimachia christinae Hance) (E2¥3¢ )& ) 5245 H
M TP AR B T AR R T

DNA F3FHric £ AR T RLSR NI w IR 1 55 % 7
T bR —SE B FIMERT, (H, B FhRid
FEARERA I B R URNIE IV R, 5k A e
MZRE, HAj, DNA RIEMERER T KL
L RFHNINAT, YRS P8 1Tz A
R, TR o A b S R R 2R
ZHARAE R 2 S TP AR B T iz B AP

J'&, TEZ] IR K AR IR 24568 %5 e A5 0 IS T
ZEHLE, IR T R 2 e hR A R

FE 25 AR S A IR 25 4 S e mh e b, A
M DNA ZIEE &3 )5, TR E DNA &I 654
Y AR ZHORTE 25 Y R OUHIE 245 HIAE ) 2
T R FT TIR AR IZ BEE, IR s3] 1
AR BESLBR 4 E T B9 DNA FIE S 51 9
B, AN 2 F ) ITS2 JF R D e 5] T At
( Eucommia ulmoides Oliver) K iR, WA
AL ITS2 908 850t IX 4 T 1R (Atractylo-
dis Macrocephalae Rhizoma) 5% 7R ( Atractylodis
Macrocephalae Rhizoma) K HIR Db i, M4 H
oI5 5L 1) L B R DR HH 24 1 22 it 1
BRI, X TCEE N IR [E 25 A Y DNA 808
MU A S B8 E T RS A SERT, Han 2617
FIIH DNA IR X K it i 7 245 B TR O i i 47 38
), BUCK DNA XIS RVEN S L5 2
IR iOpR7

Zi 1, DNA ZKTEME A LA P 5 25 0 %5 2
() SCRTRESE S LR JLJ7 i . (1) DNA RIS+
ARG F iG22I A X R AT o3 2 8 e, kA
TEMHERT; (2) BBIRAMI T IRIE G4 E
J5 15 AR A3 SRR RIS, DR b S A,
Porh 25 B E bR EAT ;. (3) Mok TR T
BRI R, R R %4, (4)
AT A5 2 1 T b i W A B AR DR AT S 4
Vil Rz

3 DNA ZHMBEZRAEWMEEFHINA

F M DNA ZIE R BE UK B K Universi-
ty of Guelph ¥ Hebert 25 (2003 ) ' 4 1 344 5|
ANAEWRLISK , FH AT & XA ) )38 FH 4508 i it
17 KEWIE, Kress 5% @ 30K ITS 1 trnH-
PSbA XA Fr BV S Hl  38 FH 45T A 1 Ne-
wmaster 452 HIEHL L rbol AF AR, [EBRAE
A ALK B T 2009 4FEXT 2K B 550 M4FH 907 A4
WY 7 S B (rbel, matK, rpoC1, rpoB,
psbA-trnH, psbK-psbl, atoF-atoH) 53 #r b5,
FEVCH rbel + matK 4618 A4 A 13 H 2508
3% Pennisi™® AN HIY) DNA &I A BE &
RN ETINL T, SCHAE T638 A BOA s 8 B HLAR G
e iF M, Chen 25 HEAT T M &M 55 IF B UUH
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R4 5 . A DNA S0 % o fF oY 3k i 455

ITS2 VE Ry 25 HIAE Wy i 3l T 2R 7 51, rh [l DNA
SIS A Y T AE 4 3 2 XF K & KA Y rbel,
matK ., psbA-trnH . ITS LA} ITS2 ¥4k 15 15T,
Oy HE R H O 1TS/ITS2 A b R 1 Hi 9 9 4% 0
FIBHLT

ITS BA B r R e Y S e ME, (A2 A —
LEIRh I S b, ITS JE RN BB AR5 A 2L Y %5 7 45
Ho 1TS2 Fy 41 1Y 248 557 53 RE 8 ff I 88 58 BB T,
AERPIRNSE RT3, ITTRE U E R R E L |
B R BT AE Y . matK XELLEAT 9™ 1S il
WFF, 51 e, ASERE SR8 w5 20
ANFEGIY, rocl FFHEARBG@EN, 53 3,
Gy M BIPE L, (B2 TEY TR A28 S A i
F ., psbA-trmH WA it E S Y, HHEA
el I . P R R R, (BRI BAEAS
(7] 49 A [ 1] R DX ) B8 8 DL ) 28 SRR, A
2R/ RIS, BMETE KA R A (1] 4
TTIFHN AT, B0 R J& AR P Pl s TR M
3.1 ITS

ITS (internal transcribed spacer) A 54 5¢[H]
BEIX, JEAZBEAR RNA (rRNA) FEPR AR5 S XK B —
W4y, ITS fii T 18S rRNA JE[A A1 28S rRNA %k A
ZIE), hEket 5.8S rRNA JEH—43 K =, B ITS1
(the first internal transcribed spacer) X Fll ITS2
(the second internal transcribed spacer) X, [A]
FRIX TS (ITS1 A ITS2) BEALEARELR, —BH T
ST ], b 2 ) S AR R R R G

FEREYIZZG M S T, ITS W ARBL T #8451
FaErE SER e, B2 2% £ X145 )8 ( Dendran-
thema) 8 M1 20 ALY ITS J741 4T PCR 4~
HOFT, AT RS ITS BISERIRE S, FESPRRZ
H%§ 1% ( Chrysanthemum morifolium Ramat ) F15
% ( Dendranthema indicum L.) 4b, WAL & & 6
FREUIAROC R, ARS8 R 3R], G165 H
T Ah 22 18 (38 4% 1 6 O T 24 FH A AR R N 1Y 3t A4 1R
B B O R Z Rl s AL I R K TR A A A
MG IR RS 7ESRE: (NJ) T RGeh Exd 25 44
PERIGIERIN 7 DR S5 R 82% 5 X T 44
1 4 ANRPIRBE R 78%, b TR I ITS %58
AR e Pk S MER R, 2 KR AR LIRS (No-
topterygium incisum Ting ex H. T. Chang) 541 &

X4, Xt 31 ARFEAY ITS P54 T PCR 4714 F L
P EE R s, (TS JFFIF -1 K2P & e 25
INT ISR AR T3 K2P SR ; NJ &R
iR oAt B R F TS vl B X 9% . SEnt
&3 ( Notopterygium franchetii H. de Boiss.) M H:
TRAHG . TRARZEPO XS ITS 20 (363 4% 5 2 W 3L
Al U T 56 F ( Astragalus complanatus R. Br.)
R AR Phy it () 2531

S ITS X K 22 B0 Fh e fi% 4 (AL o 1 1) 2001
{EJEAE R SL ) Fh g 2852 v, ITS R BB IR &L
(% e 25 R, Xiang 25°Y (] 131 A& iU &
( Ophiocordyceps sinensis) ¥EAS | AR 12 /-4 UL
PSS B o AT FEAG 1TS J2 75 Re 48 HERS A |
POl E, R BR ITS BA KR NTH 2 R,
ATDL%E E & U R R o Selvaraj %5 T
KB, |TS wJ Ay 7L 25 B 4 . ( Boerhavia diffusa
L) WISRIEARS, X8 40 S H 25 DI AH S i Py Atk A 7
S5, TR AT LSS UE L RE 2, DT SR B A0
e AR TR, X T B e S
( Ruta graveolens L.) M HAEZ FW AR B IELh
at, ITS WAREMSHRAEMERT Y S 01 ITS iR RE Pk
A ROBIX 4395 B (Radix Astragali) K RO 6
Muelliner %5 X R DNA BB T T e, &
BATS BA B ny R Es G IR, FERt P AR E 1Y
etk HA WEEZE S, &S E A DNA
£IA . Roy %1% i ITS X4 @ ( Ficus) Fiti )&
( Gossypium) FEAFHEFE, A3 T 100% A9 ¥ 15 %
FERERLEH X 2 A Ja v T e 3 i BT A
SR, (TS IFARE H F i fiE, xt/NBEIE ( Ber-
beris) B4 BsRE FIME, Gu 2517 X} 25 k) & 0
T (Fructus Ligustri Lucidi) fy%E@wfss, %«
VU ( Ligustrum L.) ) 20 N1%h 92 AR 5k 20 Hr
e 4 X B (matK, rbel, trnH-psbA, ITS)
Xt JE RS RIRE S, SR B, nTLUER ITS 18
FEIEABIEEA NI BRI MP B 5 35K X 50 i 47 4
Fir, IF H UK ITS VR4 e YA DNA 55
AL, SR, WABFSERI, R TS n] IfEnH 4
W NERE & ( Tetrastigma) WA 5 Fh 2y ALY, Tt
HOE = Rk (B8 B ek Tetrastigma formo-
sanum(Hemsl.) Gagnep.) , 1HIFAREL S H A
Ykl R0 S S PHE QR ( Tetrastigma rumi-
cispermum (Laws.) Planch.)!®; &4 A X} 98



456 B 2 2 R %35 %
B 326 SR 400 SRR ST T T ESY, X YER Bl T A 9 0 38 2 T2 S, W& vl DUAH 53R

AT 42. 3% [P 1 TR B EDY XS F/ R
72 J& 192 F 300 MEAIBAT THF5E, KB ITS ¥
N BERHORIRAG, MELAXT RN T2 5E
3.2 ITS2

ITS2 KK ¥4 & 25 4 5.8S rRNA 741 Fl 28S
rRNA FE51 (% B DNA 590 [E B IX, EA B 4T
M, B BRI ES P T,

ITS2 J¥HITE Z 4~ F}JE JL JF A Py KA 4 2 245+
H S BE D B B A IRIE Y ARRS S Fh
REL | BE e R0 25 R K % YA 1 9
Rt IR H ITS2 AYAE ST it JE i i (L S 72 i
F1, HEREHLSE R YR R R

58 38R FH B AR A R A S g A1
JPHNBEAT T A Aot JF 8 Hh ITS2 il & 1E
DNA & JE 5, % ML 4510 6 H Al #4511 Jy 51
(matK, rbcl, psbA-trnH, rpoC1, ycf5) K nrD-
NA ITS 731 525 &FL 72 J& 192 Ff 300 A FEA R4 T
i, iKEE R —FH R BA R Z % &4 T,
HALHEL IS ERe S, 450 F£W, ITS2 iy
PCR " 34 FIN 5 sy 385 1w, HoA e KA i) 42
SRR N R PSS, LR P R ) AR S AR AR
25, BTN AR T AL R )P 5, JF H A
WE I R B, Chen 2810 %F 7 Mk DNA 4
B ( psbA-trnH, matK, rbcl, rpoC1, ycf5,
ITS2, ITS) i) PCR 34245 | Flr A/ ol i) 382 1 25 5
PIX barcoding gap #EAT T 4 8 bL &, I & Xt
ITS2 J¥51, %} 753 4~J& 4800 4~ 4#)Fl 6600 £ 4~k
anIEATRIEGY, PSS ERE DT, TS MRE L K
WHEZ, B 7 AT (YT, Y
T, BREAEY], BEEMEY ], MK, BRI
W), SRR ITS2 FEYFh/K 1 %5 8 0% & ik
92.7%, LHFFTal R 1ITS2 JEfif A 1Y DNA %
A, #EFTE S MR 23 J§ 276 A~ Rl
ITS2 fE % 85% W Fl, 78 @ Gk ¥ L kT
HiK 97 %, o @Bl ITS2 /£ HomEHY
B RN &I R ITS2 AE B 92 26 2 b My AT
( Lycium barbarum L.) FJ % W, BEWE WL AY X
Sy AACA AR X e 2 g g 8 i 25 2k
M, ZFIIRAEE S R A ESOR S, 1TS2 1)
LA RO A — R . YR E 2025 A
BHRACT . DNA & IE S HF 5% & 2 30K 1TS/ITS2

?I\[5,27: .

TESEBR R I H, 1TS2 BB ol D) %5 5 M 4 25 24
. FBEIHE %) 5 %% 2% (Amomi Fructus Ro-
tundus) | 25 ¢ FIH ITS2 Je 5045 4 3G, I X
PCR =it A7 3 m i e, i ds e 9 4 9f 422 5 kA7
JEBN 43 B L XT, TF S8R P AR B R B, A AR 4
B, SRRV ITS2 54ty DNA ZEs al vErfi i
SE M BN TR P T RE S 2, R A i 2L AR
13 J& 33 P Fhiy 58 MEAFEAT T, 1TS2 P4
TEJE PR B IS E 3 100%, 1R FK-F
RS RN 96.6%, FIH 1TS2 J37 51 % i RS
PEERI R Y T, W T ITS2 —
WEEMR I, 45 ITS2 B G250 e Rl G I . 22
S, TEFPIRIAETER] W28 55 o oA /A8 S R0 ] A2 S A7
FEW Y barcoding gap, M ITS2 ¥ 51 1] LIAE
1 DNA ZTE 0 %6} i e 1t B 2R 24 A ) 390 1 7 bR i
R TR el B 0 R 1TS2 XTI 0
F(Junci Medulla) 245 1 K H %5 AR 3¢ ) Fh i 17
PCR & 84 FII )7, 43T LA KT 00 BE 25 44 Fh Py it A%
FEET, Z5REW]ITS2 J7 51 Al LIAT 85X 43 kT 0 B )
HEVIM X YR, arlES H#IT 8 M IHE
( Fritillaria) 21 A~ i 3 R 24 DNA JF #5417 1TS2 ¢
S PCR & 3 FIMN T, 455 IR ITS2 P41 AP
K Ahla)ast G B ey 22 5 W 2, JF HoRh oy 22 S B R
SF; ITS2 JPFI K 236 ~ 244 bp, A5 BN
20 (15 8.2%) , ITS2 J@ 3 rAg st i) NJ A TR
W, JEE IR R 100%, X T H 245 # ( Cattall
Pollen) . #A4E#1 (Pine Pollen) K HR Dy, 2y
#1581 FH ( Cynomorii Herba) K& HIRh i, F ITS2
JP 9 g B ) 28 1) BB A 54T 00 B2 Pk RN o
PRSP ER AR ST A B, 1TS2 RS EES
2} i % ( Ephedrae Herba) & H: %5 41 4H 56k 2
Y i HITS2 J¥ 81 %) 41 5 X ( Rhodiola rosea
L.) FI-& 3K ( Albizia julibrissin Durazz ) ) Fh % & K
HAR PS5 2l S A T WA T AR T
B, ERN 7k 0%
3.3 matK

matK 3 [H J& 7 T M8 K 24 R tRNA %t
(trnK) BERSF 2 MAINE FZ BN &+,
JPHIKBEZ) 1500 bp, NHE DL iR, nih 2
5 RNA B n 11 BN & 55 U1 0 248 (matu-
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R4 5 . A DNA S0 % o fF oY 3k i 457

rase) , matK J& PR Jg kS A 5k R 2 o R b g bR i
BNz —, RN T ITS 5 rbel ZIH],
matK I P25 1 n) 280 RT DL 3 & A 1Y
SRR, matK AL TSR trnK rh, o
RARY, AEMELL AT G A Y, 514 2=,
ANFRE R T L AR 51, ¥ matK
YERFIER I B T 43, A T X 2E[a] 3T, Yu
LTI M RS T B matK X, 45 R LA T —
Xt 44 H matka72F F matkK1248R 151 93 H T
matK (3 38 A, ELEAE R AR S5 A
e e 4 15 AT Ty 3 AEXT ok A 47 B} 58
PR M S g rh, AR T 93. 1% my 4 1
ZHN 92.6% I JF LTI 2, Fi 13X %5 5| W Ks fE i
P matK B8 2138 P 22 00 1), PR 0K
matK 13 9 TAE P (1 DNA 8005, Li 260 % sk
H 118 44 J&8 1Y 57 A HACKRME B+ 9 Py
(TR TAEY) 92% WFE, K2 SR 47% 08 ) i
TPmgE, M 9 A matK ks [ FE i 2511 PCR
PRI, 45 RA I matK B B T 1 SR A
W ST, Gt LT, S0 matK (Gym
_F1A/Gym_R1A) fER#FHEPI ) DNA 0805,
HEWE R, matK P AE G E N2
iy DNA £ Newmaster 251590 Xt ) 1 5%
BB 8 ( Compsoneura) (1) 8 A~4) Fh gk 479 4 |
MR 45 R R, matkK A REVE R BT & TE 1Y,
Fazekas 25 i ] matK Fr Beiy 10 XA [E 514,
X} 32 J@ 92 Ffr 251 MAMRIEATY 1Y, 45 RAUIRAR
87.6% ML INF, 4R, Lahaye Z&'°" ffi ffl matK
) 390F/1326R 5|y} Fir F 58 1Y 1667 MH YA
BT HE | SERARTE T 100% s I Hal L
IER%E] 90% LA L 14, {HJZ Fazekas %%k
i Lahaye SR kb i r b oy, JHRAE TR
] 50% (4 3 %, ¥ E 5% XF 41 f5H i@ ( Dendiro-
bium) i ¥ DNA & (ITS. rbel, matK.
trnH-psbA) AT, 455 FK W matK ¥ 5 1E
PURIAR B A AE S Ay o 2 e 25 5, IR matK RiE
HVE AR R DNA 4&IE05, Pang %5 %) %t % ik
RHEY DNA £ (rbel, matK, rooC1 #11TS)
BT T, 455 R matK BRI R TE 90%
PAL, (HEMELAEATIN . A AR X R R
( Amomum) fEi¥) 36 ASHIFh 46 NREAS I matK HE
TPy WF LA P53 0r, YI%EE T 82.1%

I, KB matK A& S 4E R DNA Sk 4
R Y., TS M TS, ITS2,
matK. rpoB. rpoC1 Hl trnH-psbA &4 %t 75 3
R ( Curcuma kwangsiensis S. G. Lee et C. F.
Liang ) #4749 BG R T, @3 e & 3 matK /gl
7 AL E )2 AR TE 90% A b, (H L Ff Py A fib
() A8 e v 25 5, AN UK matK
YER T PE AR 25 HI A P 1) i 3 DNA 251 1751
¥ 84500 35t K J® ( Polygonatum Mill.) 8 /> #y Fif
A4 IREARFIEAT T 08T, S5 matK 1 B P 1t %
{h 64%, FlvN 5 a8 /N, JoW R R bar-
coding gap, FHES P X ZEEFR 72 J& 192 Fl 300
AFERBAT THFSE, K matk 75044 i ) R it
MRLABOICIE AT I S2 0 8 43 M. Gao %57 1 44
BHEY IR T 91% W14 A1 3 il 2 %, {HIf
ARSI E YT . matK ¥ 5 JEAH P2k DNA
LR — SR S X T 51, BAR BRI E
WAZFTEM T I 22—, (B2 matK J¥ 917 8 47}
P LF JCEY 8Ly, 1Rl Lahaye %%V
4y 390/1326R 51 WAL 2 2 ¥y b,
90% 1) 9k T~ HE W) B A T 83 % 114 BT 4 ) A% A< R 4
NI FET . Sun 2510k B matK 752 #;
J& ( Dioscorea) fH¥) W HA B UF 5 ERUR . &
s 4100 %k AR R (Paris) KW W BIF 5T 2 W,
matK FFF B3 B3R N 82.4%, HFFEL 4T 2 Ik
PCR, & Hae % i EEE 52.9% 1Y,
3.4 rbcL

rbcl A T A 9y i S AR 35 PR 2 1) R B DL IXC
JPHI L) 1400 bp, 4% 1,5- B RAZEIRHR L
ity / S8 AL RO L, 75 AN [ A ) 28 v 1 Ak R
AEBRNES

BAR rbcl Fr BOWHAG Se Wy ROk LLEA T A R0 48
S, AR E AT LR E rbel ¥4 1728 5k
e B % % /e J1, i ok X 51 ¥ i ey ek, il
rbcL il G 4EN DNA 50845, rbel ¥4 s8R B
FHH, Sy g, B2 A N H g
PEAE A DNA SE85 LIk, [RIELAE W Aok
VB SEAN R, MIEB M,
B NATTIE AR TE B A AR ) 2 B R (N 2R B A A
Y B R rbel J7 5 B A8 SR e /R R 408
% fig J1, Dong %5 i@ i X&), e
T, BEHEY) . RS Y Y 6 1 gde
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BUEH DNA SIERS ) rbcl FEA Y LA /b, 455
R rocl b Jy I EA RAF e A B )75
i DL R B i A S ae o, IR i R AE )
STV, Li %S rbel %P3k A 11 B 44 JE Y
57 MHARMEMR T D YA EATY Y, RET
100% 99 1%, R rocl i 777 T
i, Gao %5 X 45 BHE W T R T % DNA %&IE
Y EBFST, 45BN rbol B4 58 F i oh
1 85%, {HAZFE S SRR &, TEXT AR 5 )8
15 MR 26 MEEA BT, BEICT 4 NP5k
THEemEsE, HSR PCR ¥ % K 88.5%, ¥
BYIZRIRF] 100%, ABLERN P A ] A8 S 53 A b 2 30
HAAAE /N, H AR AR AR N, HELS
AT Ap S5, (HAEAE R S rp R4S T
90% 52 I TR AR SN B A B A T
SR A AT AR B LA S AR B, I BRI AR S R T
AR RE 2 —, BIPINEARSY, Bz
JERSIAE BALE, WITCTEER S WP, AR
Y AR B 58 b, B RS & B, rbel
JE5 %A B 2.4 barcoding gap, J¥41 R P Fif ]
BREER L, W HJFHRRNE A SR, fET T
)& ( Flemingia) 4 ¥Fh 14 3FEA T | rbel J¥5)
TEFT M BIRE R TR RIS T 100% A9 18 i 2h R, 7
WP B 2 26 05 T, 3% A0 B B A R
100% ., % 751 (1 A8 S A i B A B i AT Ge it ]
A, rbel (AR S AR Z (385 4~), HH A
RS 54, PR LR MR S0 (5 AR AT
B2 RIS AR X AR IR (Paris) 25 FIRIY Y
e, rbcl 1550 N RN F R] 52 4% A8 S S L 1G]
K, NHFX5PF, Br—I5 ™ X345 ( Rubia
cordifolia L.) X AR i i S 5 SE 56, rbel Jf
ANHe B 95 K [R] Ja At ) B s 2 %0, BOAR
rbcl F Bt A Se Wy A LA HEAT A AR S ), HE
W ATISR AT LR o % 51 et wy elcit, il rbel
BRI, AR S A H TR B 0 8w I
EAHTSHETFI R BAE,
3.5 psbA-trnH

pSbA-trnH FE R J&: i F i £k & psbA % [ il
trnH SR Z 8] i — Br AR gm i X, 2% 18] DX b %
B, wHTHEYER, R RS A B,

R psbA-trnH ¥ 5 B A R 4r i v, 28
IMIZ A BEEE AN R 4 ol ) 4 R Bl A8 S AR s R

SFEEMES YT, psbA-trnH J2 - & 14 1] B
X (AEGRAS X)) i —A> R B, fEAE Y i Al R
P, HAFEY K B Z807E 400 ~ 700 bp, KJEiE
H, MumfAERSEIPS, BAES Bt ELY, It
Hizh Benys |1 B A wnd e | 938 sl 3 s iy ke
AU AR BEAS TR 4 o ] 1] B X B4 K B
DA Sk K, P A K BE AR AL IX ] oy 296 ~
1120 bp, 7AMZTFIFAEL Z i A/ SR IG
BOMEAE KRS A RE AR [R) EA7 810 X, S
BRI Y P R e, XU RE S B IT KB, psbA-
trnH FEHI1E 2L 4 )& ( Lonicera) " BAT 1R & iy 47 184
V&Y IESAEN Y S £ =W 151 B AR o i | BN
96.2%, PRIk E] 100%, 7F I8 HAFh K
V- BIZF SR E AR5 51 100% 1 75.0% ., Ff:
HazJ¥ 5 se %5 70% 1 B J& ( Compsoneura) 14
P10, A SE BT H 2 B N A A llicium
verum Hook. f.) K IR O ff i s Zh 4 7% | A2
AR @ WUl psbA-trnH Fr 51 > 55 51 5 R Al
(Radix et Rhizoma Clematidis) 25 # &% H th & .
DNA Z5 T fith 1 18 11t 25 X LA 4 53] 3 Y5 49 o %) ) L
— AR DNA RIE 7 5 24 R AR 5,
A AR S 0 A B R TR A Tk R R AR
TEXF T T4k & ( Flemingia) 25 Y 317 DNA Z5IE
e H % 8L psbA-trnH 731, HAR S0 05 A5
BB £ (148/270) , MR 9 B 28 S A3r
FEAR BAL SR, 1IN R psbA-trnH T 51 %}
TITHRJE RS BE A B, 5 2% e it
J& ( Dendrobium) ¥)Fh i % 52 SE b, BT B P
H1V&AG B 14 barcoding gap, J51) Fl N A A ] 25
SREEKRZ, WAREA RN RIFI0 A
FRAr M A psbA-trnH JF 5 B A polyA/T 44
M, R BORRR B 2 BN . P IMELL
HEATAA Y, 35 i PR R A TR e R () T
&, TR AT Wu AU R B
YRR 13 AF 24 J& 79 A~Fh 289 ANHEAS [ AE
s, K psbA-trnH B AR AT L I % 2 W) b
(Bl FAAAE KRB poly (A) ZEEEE, S5
JEHNI P HELAEA T, FARRESE &Y L), (HJE
B R AR, I H psbA-trnH B Fh N % K 728
HE T RPN Gao & FENT ERME
i ARSI 5T, R psbA-trnH J¥51%F 152
AR HEAT YOG, XSRS ER 60 R
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104 R MY, 04k 25 PDrhE 25 0800 5
TIRE TR, B4 %M, psbA-trnH B
A B0 5k P AR S, PCR P38 (9 &R 0 il

trnH J7 5 B A B B B ] 22 5, S 0E TR N
90.2%., Jiang %' @S0 psbA-trnH ¥ IE M iE
2R ( Epimedium) i) DNA £&HE44

TERE, ZEF XD LA PO 5245 24 TR ol e
YN ROIHT T BEIFI TR A,

4 ZyFtEY DNA EBEERNRE

DNA ZE M ARTE S A 4 A 31 1
R, YR eI TE P e A R, HEOR
H i R, RERSHTIM A ML, KEHA ] (8 X 4y ok
FH¥EE . REBHIFERY, FHARER BN Fra Yy hfit
FTHEERIHEY) DNA Z0E00 , MRHEIE 2500 e ) 26
FEHEAT 5 8 2 TT ALY DNA 508 i BIF 52 11 i

I 5 98.9% M1 77.4% , 4#f psbA-trnH
JPH B v 485 91.3% ¥ Fl, TE psbA-trnH ¥
B Eb X S 6 v A I B R (1 R, SR, AR
11, 4% M7 e 22, EZUEHE A polyA/T 4541
TETE, P, 18] psbA-trnH VE J b e 5 I 15
BN HEAR, DIARAS B & B s )75, psbA-
trnH JPHE S RMI RIS e pE g, KRR 249 ~
515 bp, JEFpEIAIRN AR 525 5 B3, L2
—FHEAE Y DNA ZJE657° 0 Ma S5 SR B 5 i
% DNA &2 2% (rbel, matK, rpoB, rpoCH,
psbA-trnH JEHEIFRIX) %3k [ 24 AFF51 #iiy 79 A DNA SIEM W AT UG I fE G4y 28 % 5%, 2
AR TR RE S AT 8, 45 KW psbA-  HEI - HEREAVLGSMA, IFH B rghxHad

®1 EEREEFRNAFAEDH, B, M EAREXI A DNA FH5

Table 1 Recent research on herbs and medicinal plant species, genera, and families,
and the corresponding DNA barcodes
FBE #t L il
Sequence Family Genus Specie/Herbs
%P Zingiberaceae! ' N EHE Fritillaria 140 DU} Fritillariae Bulbus! &
%F} Asteraceae [¢7) HEHE Paris 89 M AR Atractylodes macrocephala Koidz. .
R} Rubiaceae [2° IT RS Juncus 129 BAR Atractylodes lancea (Thunb.) DC. [2"]
ZAFL Caprifoliaceae ) TREE Amomum 1L12£)8 Alpinia 1) ¥:fft Eucommia ulmoides Oliver!?°]
T Araliaceae (%2 5@ Amomum 4] AR Curcuma zedoaria ( Christm.) Rosc (¢!
=%/ F} Rutaceae 19" R #)8 Ephedra 1% Mike Lycium barbarum .13
S E Datura 82 215t K Rhodiola rosea L.[*°)
ITs2 T k)& Flemingia [7%) AW B Albiziae Cortex ., A¥k ik Albiziae Flos!#
X9 Abri Herba, 7% Angelicae pubescentis
Radix ., f%#& Dalbergiae odoriferae Lignum, &
J Albiziae Cortex [22]
7%t Gentianae macrophyllae Radix 8¢
i # Cattail Pollen, #54E#5 Pine Pollen [4']
£iBH Cynomorii Herba [4?]
%)@ Dendranthema 14¢] % 1 H T Ophiocordyceps sinensis (49
4 5i& Ligustrum %5 4L Boerhavia diffusa L. [50)
%@ Notopterygium [47] € Radix astragali [%?
ITS AR Meliaceae %% xR prervg K 9

2% Ruta graveolens L. 15"
AT Astragalus complanatus R. Br.[48)

YIFIE Pugionium 83

FRICHEIR Tetrastigma [

¥iJ& Ficus, #iJ& Gossypium 54
Mifb %)@ Parnassia [

ITS + trnH-psbA

matK + ITS JelH)& Gentiana 8%
matK W@ Dioscorea %8
rbel. FERAEN Palmae [71)
R e (75]
PSbA-trnH TF Leguminosae [79 RAFE)B Epimedium 8] /A licium verum Hook. f

&R Al Radix et Rhizoma Clematidis [ 78

e RHRRRE BT R IRTCNRYE, WA AEIE, HRA T B4Rk BT IT AY 2 A AR . AN TR JE s i R i Y
DNA #&JE05,

Note: There were no correlations and subordinates in the families, genera, and species. They were used to reflect the applicable
DNA barcodes of main medicinal plants in families, genera and species in recent research.
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BRI R, A FREGBIRI P A A
R e E AR, (75782 DNA J7 BUR A 7R L 2t
FrE BHE i S 50 R B, B S0 3 2 )
W, RS B T M, HAT ITS2 FPal i A 3t
MEGE G AL, ITS2 JFHIRES S e B L |
WP K25 MY, X — KB AR 266y
TS SR S D HER RO 282 D7 1%, NTTTXE 245 1
YT IEF R SEE 2, A BB R L
Y IR EAE R , SO AT B T iRAME ST i
SEE 25 AR R R 25 0 (B, SCBL 2541 11
PR R INAEE

S HATHIRE IR R W ITS2 feilhi & 1y 245 AR
Yy DNA ZIB0S , (HIE 5 2 X HARSEREIEAT SR
AMIBIETE , 1 % 5 AR B I W Ah sl Rl ) L
B, b R AN AT RERY DNA 0B (I
rocl, matK), Jf HiE4T RILHY 73 B Fl B A3
o F35b, WHREMBOIF AL, LIk
XIHE B8 K R Y 51 09 WY 5T 23 B J7 95 (W rbel
matK., psbA-trnH) , IR 2 HE 4 19 25 AL
DNA ZE08, WA e B 56 e 14 24 S 7 ) i dla
e ZASDHEAT RY DNA ZR I AGHAR BRR8 52

i3 DNA ZE AR X 2 I e, +
ERPNIROE LR R S el W S O i
Jit, SRISSFRGPEAN AT, feBh 1 Hh 25 4 1y ik
—H R, (HJETE K DNA I8 154 A 1 [F B
EERAL G R E TR AT 5e 3, 2k — i
ZEE MR KR, XA, A RE DNA ZFIE MR
RERGoE 35 2 I AR AL S E IR R, TR P2 %
TERIBATE, BT 2 SR bR Rk
R AE BRI,

SE k.
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