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Study on the genus Aspidistra based on DNA barcoding
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Abstract. In this study, plant DNA barcode ( matK, psbA-trnH, psbK-psbl, and rbcl )
candidate sequences were used for the PCR amplification and sequencing of 104 samples
from 19 Aspidistra species. The amplification success rate, sequencing success rate, and
intra- and inter-species genetic variation of each barcode sequence were investigated, with
BLAST searching adopted to evaluate the identification efficiency of each sequence. Results
showed that the identification success rate of psbK-psbl was 88.7%, which was the highest for
a single sequence. The identification efficiency of multiple combinational sequences was also
compared and found to be significantly higher than that of the single sequences, with the
success rate of matK + ( psbK-psbl) reaching 100%. In addition, the neighbor-joining tree
constructed based on the matK+( psbK-psbl) combinational sequence showed that samples
of the same species had better aggregation and were mostly monophyletic. Therefore, matK+
(psbK-psbl) appears to be the best barcode sequence for interspecific identification of
Aspidistra.
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Table 1 Sample information
Z R HT 4 SRR FE i 5 Bk EUFbRA

Species name Latin name Locality No. Amount  Voucher specimen
2 I Wk 30 Aspidistra linearifolia Y. Wan & C. C. Huang “H SRR 01~05 5 ZYYJS14102102
£ I e 0 7 A. linearifolia Y. Wan & C. C. Huang TR 06~10 5 ZYYJS14112001
VERAN LSOk A. yingjiangensis L. J. Peng mHAILR 01~05 5 ZYYJS14102701
) A ek A 2 A. cavicola D. Fang & K. C. Yen JUPE RO & 01~05 5 ZYYJS14051701
K24 vk 6 2 A. dolichanthera X. X. Chen TR B 01~05 5 ZYYJS14051401
I 371 Wik 2 A. marginella D. Fang & L. Zeng DA B 01~05 5 ZYYJS14051403
ML 4 2 A. patentiloba Y. Wan & X. H. Lu I 01~05 5 ZYYJS14051003
IR ik 3 4 A. fenghuangensis K. Y. Lang 1 re KU B 01~05 5 T AR L

hE T R I R A. subrotata Y. Wan & C. C. Huang JPE R T 01~05 5 AR R

A Lk 2 A. saxicola Y. Wan JUPERE T 01~04 4 TR R

7 ek B A. fasciaria G. Z. Li AR 01~05 5 ZYYJS14050901
S5 LR 0 2 A. leshanensis K. Y. Lang & Z. Y. Zhu PO AR T 01~05 5 ZYYJS14061201
Ui i o A 2 A. omeiensis Z. Y. Zhu & J. L. Zhang P LT 01~05 5 ZYYJS14061001
G )1 e 2 A. sichuanensis K. Y. Lang & Z. Y. Zhu YU L T 01~05 5 ZYYJS14061101
DY 1 ok 3 A. sichuanensis K. Y. Lang & Z. Y. Zhu SRR T 06~10 5 ZYYJS15040201
= A. oblanceifolia F. T. Wang TR L X 01~05 5 TER AR

BRI HE A. oblanceifolia F. T. Wang T PRME L X 06 ~07 2 TG R

(L RO g A. cruciformis Y. Wan & X. H. Lu B R 01~05 5 ZYYJS15040401
EINAN LR 0Fi o4 Aspidistra huanjiangensis G. Z. Li & Y. G. Wei. BT B 01~05 5 ZYYJS15040301
Py Lo RO A. yunwuensis S. Z. He & W. F. Xu IRk B 01~05 5 T AR L

I bk 0 2 A. maguanensis S. Z. He & D. H. Lv D =Y 01~03 3 ZYYJS14102101
JINAE Wk 0 7 A. minutiflora Stapf JUPE R B 01~05 5 T AR L

&2 PCRYMESIMEYTBERF

Table 2 PCR amplification primers and amplification program

ESIAT 519 WL (5'— 3') PRy
Barcoding  Primer name Sequence (5'— 3") Amplification program
pSbA- psbA GTTATGCATGAACGTAATGCTC 94 CHIAL M 5 min; 94°C 2 1 min; 55°CiR k1 min;
trnH trnH CGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAATCC 72°CIEM 1.5 min; 3k 30 MEFR; 72°CIEfH 7 min
matk KIM_3F CGTACAGTACTTTTGTGTTTACGAG 94°CHIASE 1 min; 94°CAS: 30 s; 52°CiB K 1 min; 72°C
KIM_1R ACCCAGTCCATCTGGAAATCTTGGTTC FEA 50 s; 4k 35 MEFR; 72°CHEA 5 min
psbK- psbK TTAGCCTTTGTTTGGCAAG 94 CTIASE 4 min; 94°CAEE 30 s; 51°CiR k& 40 s; 72°C
psbl psbl AGAGTTTGAGAGTAAGCAT FEA 1 ming 3k 35 AN 72°CIEMH 7 min
bl 1F ACGTAGCTTATCCTTTAGACC 95°CTIASE 3 min; 94°CAEE 20 s; 52°CiR k 30 s; 72°C
724R TGGCATAGAGACCCAATCTT FEA 1 ming 3k 35 AMEIR; 72°CIEMH 7 min
x3 ANMEEBEINTEMUFRNE, FIKEMGC &8
Table 3 Sequence characteristics of four barcodes
ZSIAR] PN ( %) W7 T2 (%) FFAKE (bp) GC &t (%)
Barcoding Success rate of amplification Success rate of sequencing Length GC content
matK 97.3 100 896 31.0
psbA-trnH 100 100 673 36.1
psbK-psbl 100 97.3 514 28.6
rbcL 97.3 96.4 702 42.3

PR Fof [ A2 S AR 8 N B b N AR S X A% AR B
B A 9 38 Py 51 7 A ) ol 9 R o ) 7 S R0 R AT
SIFT(F 4), KI DNA FIE RS 7 A8 5 1 K

IMEIRHER S} . psbA-trnH > rbcll > psbK-psbl >
matK; )28 5 K/MKRIRHEF J . rbcl > psbA-
trnH > psbK-psbl > matK,
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Table 4 Analysis of intraspecific and interspecific
divergences of four barcodes

b o
l\faffﬁ; matK psbA-trnH
i =A
FiaEs . - 0.0004 + 0.0007 0.0694 + 0.2494
Intraspecific variation
] A
Pl 2257 - - 0.0031 £ 0.0017 0.0626 + 0.2353
Interspecific variation
Y=Y
]\7‘;;;?; psbK-psbl rbclL
Vainy
FiN S . - 0.0153 £ 0.0984 0.0649 + 0.2486
Intraspecific variation
Tl ] 25 S5

0.0208 + 0.1100

0.1601 = 0.3693
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A. yunwuensis 01
62| A. yunwuensis 02
A. yunwuensis 03

ISSSSN

A. yunwuensis 04

. fasciaria 02
. fasciaria 03

fasciaria 04
fasciaria 05
fasciaria 01
\A. sichuanensis 03

40

62

A.
A.
A.
A.
A.

86! A. sichuanensis 04
sichuanensis 06
sichuanensis 07
sichuanensis 10
sichuanensis 08
sichuanensis 09

A. fenghuangensis 05

A. fenghuangensis 02

A. fenghuangensis 03

A. sichuanensis 05

A. fenghuangensis 01

A. fenghuangensis 04

A. leshanensis 03
A. leshanensis 01

541A. leshanensis 02

Interspecific variation

2.3 DNA £W 5 EERRIEMN

52, DNA ZRIEAS Y 4 58 S50 2 0 4%
TS ¥ 5 4 bR e Z — . AR W58 R B BLAST
IIHT 4 A SRICA T H) I 5 0%, SR BR (%
5), H—JPI L E I R A F 100%, H
H psbK-psbl %R0 a R, HIKJE matK, rbel
1 psbA-trnH , T4 & A Y %5 5 BRI AL T
H—F3), Hd matK + ( psbK-psbl) ik 100%,
matK + rbcL., rbcL + ( psbK-psbl) Fi ( psbK-
psbl) +( psbA-trnH) 454394 91.2% . 94.6% Fll
97.9%,

x5 ANERBEINEERINE
Table 5 Success rate of four barcode sequences

F BT T RIH (%)
Barcoding Success rate

matK 78.0
pPSbA-trnH 43.6
psbK-psbl 88.7
rbecl 50.5
matK + ( psbA-trnH) 80.2
matK + ( psbK-psbl) 100

matK + rbcl 91.2
rbcL + (psbK-psbl) 94.6
(psbK-psbl) + ( psbA-trnH) 97.9

2.4 BERESW

AT matK + (psbK-psbl) JFHIHH T
Wk 8 19 Fh 92 MEMPIRGELKER (K1),
SRR ZBHEYREE L, ZHERANLR,
AIXTIRN AT IX 4, R VLRI 5
FEXT A, R R IR 1Y 01 ~04 S HE R T =
B, 06~10 SRFJPH, 2 MHEIX AL R —
S5 SR TP T M 8 O 1] i B 3 A B RS A

A. sichuanensis 01
42! A. sichuanensis 02

—————————— A. oblanceifolia 03

65 A. minutiflora 02
A. minutiflora 03
A. minutiflora 01

5
A. huanjiangensis 05

A. huanjiangensis 01
A. omeiensis 02
4 A. omeiensis 01
A. omeiensis 03
63| A. omeiensis 04
A. omeiensis 05

A. oblanceifolia 01
2| A. oblanceifolia 02
A. oblanceifolia 05
A. oblanceifolia 06

0 A. oblanceifolia

62

A. linearifolia 03

A. linearifolia 02

A. linearifolia 01

. VAl linearifolia 04

A. huanjiangensis 03

A. huanjiangensis 04

A. yingjiangensis 01
A. yingjiangensis 04
64 | A. yingjiangensis 02
yingjiangensis 03
marginella 01
marginella 02
marginella 04

marginella 05
marginella 03

o

DD >

. huanjiangensis 02

- A. oblanceifolia 07

04

A. patentiloba 01
| A. patentiloba 04
89 |A. patentiloba 02

A. patentiloba 03
A. linearifolia 05

62 A. linearifolia 09
A. linearifolia 06
A. linearifolia 07
A. linearifolia 08

A. subrotata 02
A. subrotata 04

57
53
29 A. subrotata 01

A. subrotata 03
A. maguanensis 03

36 —76| A. maguanensis 01

A. maguanensis 02

A. dolichanthera 01
A. dolichanthera 02

20 A. cavicola 01
. cavicola 02
. cavicola 03
. cruciformis 05
. cruciformis 02
. cruciformis 01
. cruciformis 03
cruciformis 04

A. saxicola 01
A. saxicola 04
68 | A. saxicola 02
A. saxicola 03

2
>>>>>>>

—
0. 0005

1
Fig. 1

94 |A. dolichanthera 03
A. dolichanthera 04

EHTF mat K+( psbK-psbl) FF 522 ) NJ #F
Neighbor-joining tree based on matK +

(psbK-psbl) sequences
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FH100%,, HSRFIE]AL S K B K F Ry, 5
AT E BRI N 80.2%, psbA-trnH it
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X222 00 X B M i 31 2K J& A 40 9 psbA-trnH
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FER %7 50 SE AT 88 A, T E 4 B
97.3%H196.4%, H TP SRR 8L AR 5 22
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