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DNAFZHBEHRG ZNENHMEEFNRH

HER"? WNEEF"? EFR, F8#7

Yo AL B RN A E S S R, MY ARGKRE SHFEY i E, BY 650223
2oh [H R 22 k2%, JEEC 100049

WE WA RHEY) R 7R B I X 5 TR AR SR IER D, X T 2 DNASS T AD VAl 78 Mok W5 38 B AR bR 00 IR AR 9 28 7
B AR RS bR R AN E . B R E B YR R T rbcL matK. trL-trnFANTS2094 v B A e, &
4-GenBank FENEHE, L3RS R F R 145244 F0 31118995 /7 4.l It LA Fr BL @ A PE . R AUHRAE. Ry Al
R IA) (3545 5%, %5TBest Match (BM). Best Close Match (BCM). #4382 511k (BLAST)RIAR 144 (NJ) 4 5 12345
DNAZ ISR T i & R A 4 e fe 1. G5 SRR, ITS27E M A& BHR Rl %5 52 AR i, Bt 3 ik R B I
ERHEYI R AR B R R IITS2 K B, WSk matK i By S 000 7 308 N 100%,  HFF Y S Rm Il isfe 8 R i, S

BRI TR e R i B, I IR TS 2 matKi& & 1F 9 Je i 75 B i i) DNAZK T 65 .

KR ARl DNAZKEAD, ITS2, matk, #is X

ISR, XET, BHT, FHE (2019). DNAFIASE A LN 2 B RS2 i S . f %44 54, 350-359.

B ARZ I, AR AR P 00 T 25 SRR AR
B MEAT RS8N, BRI RFKE 2002
., M ER AU 220% B9 Rl OE % e iy &
(Wilson, 2016). X} 1& G 25 24 46 5 1 Ja BR 14 AT
W 4 ek 1) 43 S W AR, 2 R R R T BRI
Bhiik(Hebert et al., 2003), JLHAETEAEM Z RN A
FF IR AR X, G a] e i e X3 i) s b
HEAT 53 8 55 08 R AE ) 53 28 20 AR 3 2 AR 3 T I 1)
—ANE R

v i 75 £ (Dipterocarpaceae) & i 74 (172 iy 43
iRk, VER AR WARHBIE I AR AR, & B i
FREFAE PE R Tl (2485 3025, 2002). B & FHE R N
1% i 7 V. & (Dipterocarpideae) . 3F M #& IV #} (Mon-
toideae) & 3% ¥ % V. F} (Pakaraimoideae) 31~ W %},
A 17)8 £1529F (Ashton, 1982). H [E4 o &
TS A3, ¥ Jay 3l o AT AE VU AR P 0. = P P
BRI TR AR, BT A 10M I
B X E SR I AR & s, R E A B
76.9%, Hrft— ARG FIRARE, AR FISEEH,

Woke H 99: 2018-09-27; 252 H #1: 2019-02-11

SRR TR 3 (B A A RN e [E 5, 1990; Tk A,
1999). WM& FHEY R AEAE . F oMMk R 4%
iR, A2 2R P 0 AL G v AR M R R R
7, 1988). {EARFGIHLIX, Jefn B AM = &L NI
EERZ BRM(ME T, 1989). 54, mmita
I &R A AR A TR, 25-30Fk, Hitk O Lhf] 2%
£ ETHHEE(F R4, 2008). =7 %% X (Shorea
assamica Dyer)ff THEH, /7 Him, BRK, HME
w, HORM OSHALM, AR E G, OHEEG, L
RS KM O E, S5 B, Tk
Ae R, AILhEl). Tk, @S2 MHIEW
FUAE 1991; J& 454 2013). 4 07 (Diptero-
carpus retusus Bl.), H:7 &4 4 FRr AHolong (BT .
40/ ). Hullung (EPEE). Kanyin (4ifi). Keruing
gunong (ZRPEE), == EAEK IR T4 IR A
AR IE A, BB R, RIS, 45T g i =,
WA SN KM T, 518 E K I9E A
LRI FP (BRI, 1980; #ZHAFIFE 1L, 1990). UK
2 I A B A R R B 5 T B — Bl T A

T TH b B e R g A B R AR 55 0 2% 1l AR 0 2 R A OR 4 3% (N0.ZSSD-013) A1 v [ 3} 2 58 7R 1 I 25 4) 22 4 42k v o0 B2 )

(No.Y4ZK111B01)
* JEIRfE# . E-mail: jieli@xtbg.ac.cn

© 0000 Chinese Bulletin of Botany



MEs ik, & —Fr s R, AR ek, DoR
HB5t. H4h, JlaaRHEY) R g AAH 2 A0 A
P2 IR (BSR4, 1992; WOCH S, 2017). T4
S B NERA RERIRZ, I AZRHEY) X2
P AR LR TR AR T, 73 RN 4 T A7 7R K PR X
(R LU, 1992). T AR I L Sy RIeAR,
DASRECAE AR s 5 BB W ARE 28 B H TIRA
K5, DRI HEAT 7 R R AN T 20+ & 1
SR F AELFR TR, X g R A 4.
FELIRAE o AR A 77 ity 85 0 HE iy 5 78 G O PRI M o

DNAZ S H A 15 %6 i Paul Hebertd2 i, 27|
FAA B EULASDNA R B ek b v G o Fh 4710
A% 2 (Hebert et al., 2003; Kress et al., 2005). H
DNAZK T4 AR (O ME &4 52 Hh DUk, RS T T
DNAZIERG (i B pnife: (1) REFMMIF B, HFEM
Ui R A PR ST I IX I, 5 TP RGEH 5, (2) #
H R IAL 7 AR A X 53 TR (CBOL Plant Wor-
king Group et al., 2009; {F{& 7 Fk 2 i, 2010). F
F UL b bR #E, BT 503 B 224 oK matK . rbel
trnH-psbARITS/ITS 241 Jy i HutE ) 1) 5 i DNAZ% T
i (Kress et al., 2005; China Plant BOL Group et al.,
2011). 28, DNAZKIEI R IR -+ iduE, &
SNHT 2 W % . fl i,
Hassold %5 (2016) % £ 1A i Hir in 19 40 A 25 Fi (red
wood)iZE 1T DNAZK T 7T, P 3DNAZK T fr
Bt(matK. rbcLFtrnL)X} 1A [F] 7= i L AN R R 0K
)% 58 B Jiao %5 (2018) ) FH 6 # 4 1 J& (Ptero-
carpus Jacq.) A bR AR TR0 RE A RE, PR
ITS2. matK. ndhF-rpl32F1rbeL VU4~ DNAZ L %
TERR, FEA 6T K JEDNAK TR HUHE . ke
I 5 BB b T f T AN D ARG ST . B, Tsu-
mura%i(2011)ilik bkt trnL-trnF. trnH-trnK#1
psbC-trnS v Bt #4 i 1 84F41i2: % XU & (Shorea Roxb.)
Y5 7504 5 ; TrangZ5(2015) 7 AtirbcL. matKAll
trnH-psbA A BL#E 75 79 3 3t [X 4 Fh b 22 J& (Hopea
Roxb. )i Zx i B o (1) %5 58 RUR, K I matkK % i€ 20 R
T rocLAtrnH-psbA. H T, N EFHEYIFIDNAKTY
O RIF FEAN L% 422 5 0 R 2 5 D S, i ae A
Teln AR 2 AT e — b (Kamiya et al.,
2005; Tsumura et al., 2011; Trang et al., 2015).

BIE RS DNA KRS A R e il 2 BH A 252 KR H] 351

B ST £ H AT T A BE T RS
SR H M S AR rbel . matK Fl trnl-trnF Fr B UL %
ITS2, L5 VTl H AR #AHT o i A B HAR ol e (38 FH
HMIEETERE Ty, TR I8 tH 3 & e i B B AR B b 48 5 1)
DNAZTEAS S H & Fr Br, DU A #hi b X8R pRops
$E SRS AR AR .

1 MH5ERE

1.1 SRR

WEFURE it R A T v B2 Bt 78 XU 9 #4v iy A 47 [ e
i 2 o e e X, A A Ao SR B 23N A (18 3 i v
Fr, R A RIS EOF LT 190 B b (1) FEIE
MORFS LR AT T Hh R} 2 B 78 XU iR 4 #4470 [l s A
TE(HITBC). A 1 £ RG] % 85 A5 BOW
i 5 BB P ) 25 00 e 70, FRATTEEEE T oK H GenBank
HE T e B RHEY) 2 58K B o AT RSk Adrbel
matKH trnL-trnF v Bt UL i Akl AR I ITS 2, i)
AALIRIG TN A I 148 244 F0 35189945 7 41, HLH%
2% X J& (Shorea Roxb.) 119 . 3 2 J& (Hopea
Roxb.) 40F#. /i % J& (Dipterocarpus Gaertn. f.) 26
. HHEJE(Vatica L.) 20F UL % J& (Parashorea
Kurz) 7F#.

12 &

1.2.1 DNAIZEUFNY 14

A7 FH AR o ek s RO R B AR . R IRFRE30 mgr
FOIMN R BB, K H 0 )5 1 CTABZ: (Doyle and
Doyle, 1987)$ B4 £ DNA, i I 1% 35 5 b ek e
BEAT ELPKAS I . hrbeL. matK. trnL-trnFA1ITS2/
RYEEB R B, § AR (20 pL)y: 2 yb DNA#R
#, 2.0 uyL 10xPCR Buffer, 2.0 pyL 25 mmol-L™’
MgCly, 1.6 pL 2.5 mmol-.L™'dNTPs, 0.2 uL 5 U-uL™"
rTaq, 12.2 pL ddH,0, 10 pmol-L™"iE 4 48 5] 4 4%-1
ML o XoF 47 3 B P 2R I R & A5 P o R L3R & il
(TransTaq HiFi DNA Polymerase)i 17 5 & 524,
FEH Y K RN 2 uL DNAEIH, 2.0 pL HiFi
Buffer 1, 1.6 pL 2.5 mmol-L™" dNTPs, 0.2 pL
5 U'|JL_1 HiFi DNA Polymerase, 14.2 yL ddH,O. H
F matk F BL 5| P38 R, SE 5 R A B matKS-
FimatK1R 5 matK-390FImatK-1326R 5 %} 51 #)
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(Chen et al., 2010)Z#EATH 4. F4t, fEmatKFITS2
I3 4h Z PR IBSAMIDMSO LU B 47 16 202 . Rt
2N, HTITS2F B A B = IGC/IAT & &, 1E3 3

L W R S e AR R TR R 5% GC Enhancer. 3714
FENIE R R FE R () M AR 7] )b AT SRl e, 4

510 J R NI PP WA 2

| SLIOAR
Table 1 Information of experimental materials
Voucher GenBank accession number
No. Species
numbers rbel. matK trnL-trnF ITS2
1 Dipterocarpus turbinatus C. F. Gaertner JL5901 MKO030561 MK051080 MK051054 MK051069
2 D. turbinatus C. F. Gaertner JL5902 MK030562 MK051081 MKO051055 MKO051070
3 D. retusus Blume JL9601 MKO030559 MKO051078 MK051052 MK193032
4 D. retusus Blume JL9602 MKO030560 MK051079 MKO051053 MK193031
5 Hopea chinensis (Merr.) Hand.-Mazz. JL110A MKO030563 MKO051082 MK193024 MK193026
6 H. chinensis (Merr.) Hand.-Mazz. JL110B MKO030564 MKO051083 MK051059 MK193025
7 H. hainanensis Merrill & Chun JL2201 MKO030565 MKO051084 MK051060 MK193029
8 H. hainanensis Merrill & Chun JL2202 MKO030566 MK051085 MK051061 MK193028
9 H. hainanensis Merrill & Chun JL2203 MKO030567 MK051086 MK051062 MK193030
10  Parashorea chinensis H. Wang JL6101 MKO030568 MK051087 MKO051056 MK051071
11 P. chinensis H. Wang JL6102 MKO030569 MK051088 MKO051057 MK051072
12 Shorea assamica Dyer JL3901 MKO030571 MK051090 MKO051063 -
13 S. assamica Dyer JL3902 MKO030570 MK051089 MK051058 MKO051073
14  Vatica diospyroides Symington JL7601 MKO030572 MK051091 MKO051064 MKO051074
15 V. diospyroides Symington JL7602 MKO030573 MK051092 MK193023 MKO051075
16 V. guangxiensis X. L. Mo JL4801 MKO030574 MK051093 MKO051065 MKO051076
17 V. guangxiensis X. L. Mo JL4802 MKO030575 MKO051094 MKO051066 MKO051077
18 V. mangachapoi Blanco JL111A MKO030576 MKO051095 MKO051067 -
19 V. mangachapoi Blanco JL111B MKO030577 MK051096 MK051068 MK193027
®2 PCRY 51 WRAEFF
Table 2 Primer pairs used for PCR amplification and amplification protocol
Barcodes Primers sequence (5'-3') Amplification protocol References
rbcL 1F: ATGTCACCACAAACAGAGACTAAAGC 94°C 4 min; 94°C 30 s, 55°C 45s, Fayetal., 1997
724R: TCGCATGTACCTGCAGTAGC 72°C 1 min, 5 cycles; 94°C 30 s, Olmstead et al.,
54°C 45 s, 72°C 10 min, 30 cycles; 1992
72°C 10 min
matK 3F: CGTACAGTACTTTTGTGTTTACGA 94°C 4 min; 94°C 30 s, 51°C 50 s,  Unpublished
1R: ACCCAGTCCATCTGGAAATCTTGG 72°C 50 s, 35 cycles; 72°C 10 min
390F: CGATCTATTCATTCAATATTTC 94°C 4 min; 94°C 30 s, 50°C 50 s, Cuénoud et al.,
1326R: TCTAGCACACGAAAGAAGT 72°C 50 s, 35 cycles; 72°C 10 min 2002
trnL-trnF F: GGTTCAAGTCCCTCTATCCC 94°C 4 min; 94°C 30 s, 55°C 1 min, Taberlet et al.,1991
R: ATTTGAACTGGTGACACGAG 72°C 1 min, 35 cycles; 72°C 5 min
ITS2 ITS2 2F: ATGCGATACTTGGTGTGAAT 94°C 4 min; 94°C 30 s, 55°C45s, Chenetal, 2010

ITS2 3R: GACGCTTCTCCAGACTACAAT
ITS3: GCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGC
26SE: TAGAATTCCCCGGTTCGCTCGCCGTTAC

72°C 45 s, 35 cycles; 72°C 10 min
94°C 4 min; 94°C 30 s, 57°C 45 s,
72°C 45 s, 35 cycles; 72°C 10 min

Chen et al., 2010
White et al., 1990;
Sun et al., 1994
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1.2.2 BIEAE

fi I Sequencher 4.14%f(GeneCodes Corp., Ann
Arbor, Michigan, USA)X} X1l f7 45 St 47 7 51 9t
FERIN TSRS, EBRAR &7 50 AP o 51 X . {3
MEGA 6.0%f+(Tamura et al., 2013)%} 3575 1 51
HEATEEN, RFIK2P (Kimura-2-parameter) i #4315
Tl ) B o 18P 2 AR B B o b . DAL AR S
Taxton DNA#A}(Meier et al., 2006)#E471H5, BE /5
i I SPSS V21.0% 14 (IBM Corp., Armonk, New
York, USA)KS % v BRI AL b 1) 38 1 P 12 72 St AT
Wilcoxon Signed Rankf%: 4 (Lahaye et al., 2008). %
il Taxon DNA# {4+ f1BM (Best Match) fllBCM
(Best Close Match)iiFf 5 i 40 % € B 2. FIH
Geneious 6.15 %X 4 (Biomatters Ltd.) #* Custom
Blast )y it SZ 8L A Hi BLAST, LA A 47 £ 9 B 43 B
(identical sites)fF v & b br v, 1 5 AH [F] 4 F 1
identical sites{H # K T~ 5 & fr A3 ¥ A~ 44 (8] 1)
identical sitesfd, RIIAAIX AN Fh 4 HE i 45 0 (7 o
#4, 2013). 14 FlGeneious 61581 18 44 (NJ)
B, ¥ Ebootstrapfti A1 000, #5537 i H %K,
WER R — Rk I METE AN &, BT R
FFR K T50%, A iZW) Pk dE i 45 0 .

2 HR5WIR

2.1 RIESERBEYT EBFNAERIhER
WAV T 44 B Ber 4 SR 5 B h 2R, K 3Rk A5 7
AT FR) D S ) A S R, DU S 3R A o H
1 B B e NN B A 3O BRI R AT A
AN

AR BT 3 =4 38 L) 2 < P R )
THE SR RS, M4k F Birbel. matKfltrnL-trnF
BIER1F100% 47 15 s Th 28 R 3 e Dh 26 o i %
S ¥ ITS2F/ITS3R (Chen et al., 2010)# 1T 1,
ITS2M1 14 i Ih 3 N 100%, 1A %05 51315 RAUH
A47.4%; 3B 1L B 5] ¥ ITS3/26SE (White et al.,
1990; Sun et al., 1994)FF AT Bh1& &R, ITS200H
R B3 2R 1 7089.5% . 194N I i 7 R ) BE
s AR 971G AN e 45 R KW, SR AE B AL
FEA3R3 R B T ITS2, (52X ITS25] ¥
T MR A B S R ERITS2)7 51 .

BIEFRSE: DNA Z TS A Je i & B A 22 vh (N 353

3 FICRLY LRI R R
Table 3 The success rate of PCR amplification and se-
quencing

Success rate Effective se-

Bar- A’?“P”ﬁcat‘f,’” of sequencing  quence ratio
codes efficiency (%) (%) (%)
rbcL 100.0 100.0 100.0
matK 100.0 100.0 100.0
trnL-trnF 100.0 100.0 100.0
ITS2 100.0 89.5 89.5

22 FIFHES T RMAFEIREERLLR

HAIIL3RAF899%% 7 41, WHFirbel Jv Br259%% . matK
FrBt207 %6 trnL-trnF3E (R [R] (% [X 3652 A1 ITS2 v Bt
68% . & FHItxtjE15 Elrbcl. matK. trnL-trnF
MUTS20UA Jv By e IR R, LK 273 7] 684
969. 454F1473 bp, GCH & 7351 446.0%. 35.8%-
27.2%M72.5% (%4). H TR PHIREITS2)7 B
BOH B, KILE A X ITS2 B Bt 47 Fh b (8] f 18t
B R gt BRI R EIR, 3k A B
rbcL. matKFtrnL-trnF¥ 0 N FFR AR S A B 2
() B X8, AT B SRR X5 trnL-trnF A
matK Fr B (1) A 18 4% 32 7 KT rbel Jv By (P<0.05),
1M trnL-trnFF matK Jr Bt )PP N 846 A2 7 2 7 A R
F, 3mSR R B M A B R RN R R
trnL-trnF>rbcl, matK>rbel, trnL-trnFFmatKFh
AR A WL (R 5); A8 P A8t 4% B 5 1 Wilcoxon
Signed Rank#& e, 3444 v B i) i [|] 18t 4% 22
SR RE, KA R KA RNtmL-trnF>matK>rbel
(#6).

38 X b P RN R E] ) K2P st 4% 5 B 40 A HE AT 40
Br, FI3LEM44K F Berbel . matKAltrnL-trnF ) Fh
PR R o 8] 358 4% RS 2 A7 3 B i 7R 3 B 1) Barcoding
Gap (El1).

2.3 (RiEEHBEERNITE

FIFHBM. BCM. BLASTHINJUU Rk 5 5l 5t 445
1% F TS R KT 14 8 B 1 AT 0 BT (E2), 4551
FR1HITS2 68%%, FIBM/BCMJTi%:3545100% 1 % & BY
I, HTBLAST ik, %E % N93.33%; &
TN, %58 R Ih % 85.71% . matK )} Bt207%,
TBM/BCMJ5 i, &MY Z% N31.45%; HT
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Fz4 FHIRERE R

Table 4 Information of sequences characteristic
Barcodes No. of se- Aligned GC content _No. of_ Intraspecific distance Interspecific dis-

quences length (bp) (%) variable sites (mean) tance (mean)

rbcL 259 684 46.0 23 0.0006 0.0161
matK 207 969 35.8 27 0.0032 0.0273
trnL-trnF 365 454 27.2 46 0.0041 0.0273
ITS2 68 473 72.5 51 0.0017 0.1311

F+5  MHGRSRIERD B BAE eI Bl 9242 5 Wilcoxon e B

Table 5 Wilcoxon signed rank tests of intraspecific divergence among chloroplast markers in the species of Dipterocarpaceae

W+ W- Intra relative ranks N P value Result
trnL-trnF rbel W+=1258, W—=120 96 2.20E-07 P<0.05, trnL-trnF>rbcL
trnL-trnF matK W+=298, W—=297 43 9.93E-01 P>0.05, matK=trnL-trnF
matK rbcL W+=408, W—-=57 44 9.18E-04 P<0.05, matK>rbcL

W6 LRI J B AE JE A B 1) 42 57 Wil coxon 56

Table 6 Wilcoxon signed rank tests of interspecific divergence among chloroplast markers in the species of Dipterocarpaceae

W+ W- Inter relative ranks N P value Result
trnL-trnF rbcL W+=8136415.5, W—=1811614.5 4560 3.78E-296 P<0.05, trnL-trnF>rbcL
trnL-trnF matK W+=236579.5, W—=156361.5 903 1.41E-07 P<0.05, trnL-trnF>matK
matK rbeL W+=411099, W—=36832 946 1.00E-13 P<0.05, matK>rbcL
A 100 1 1001 m Best Match
. B Intraspecific divergence
§ 80 + B Interspecific divergence B Best Close Match

8, 60 A - B BLAST
‘% 40 4 g 80 8 NJ
g 3
o 20 s
o ko)
ohdfit, $ o0
0.015 0.030 0.045 0.060 0.075 0.090 :‘:’
0
B 100 - §
£ 80 E
S 60 e
€
8 40 -
[0
o oo 4 |E
0 'LE'E loo. rbcl matk  tmLtmF  ITS2

0.015 0.030 0.045 0.060 0.075 0.090
C 100 1 - .y
~ 80 B2 ET AR LML L RUR L
3 _
g 60 1 Figure 2 Comparison of the identification efficiency of bar-
% 40 - codes base on four methods
(]
5 20 |
= ) 1, 4 idl o . .

0.030 0.060 0.090 0.120 0.150 0.180

B S5 TG BRAE o 2 R b o Py 0 (] 582 4 78 5
(A) rbcLJ¥%1; (B) matKJF51; (C) trnL-trnF¥ %)

Xl

Figure 1 Distribution for intra and inter-specific variation of
markers in the species of Dipterocarpaceae

(A) rbcL sequence; (B) matK sequence; (C) trnL-trnF se-
quence

BLAST 7%, $5E )% R42.31%; 5 TNIE, Ll
% N 35.42% . 3K 15 trnL-trnF )5 Bx 365 %, X T
BM/BCM . BLAST 1 NJ J5 % 43 5 3% 15 22.34% -
37.61%F117.04% 1) 45 7€ il D % . 3/15 rbel Fr B 259
%, % T BM/BCM. BLASTHINJJ5 i, 7 5l 3k 15
22.03%- 32.79% 127 %1% & BRIN K . Aok A, Bt
TAFNVEAL 7123048 TN — B i

© 0000 Chinese Bulletin of Botany



24 Wig
241 ERERRIHDNAZFHBLEE TN
B\ DNASK AL 5 Bk v BOBURE . Al A2 Bk B
U BRI 1 (Kress et al., 2005; Taberlet et
al., 2007; fEfRE PR, 2010). AR T+, KA
RILITS2 Fr B AE T fisi & BHE Y Fh b SIS 9
T N R D # (43 31 9 100%H189.5%), H: T
BM. BCM. BLASTHINJIW4Fh 5 JEHG VT AL /5 2353k
15 55 v 1 558 RV 2, BRI ERATTIA N I TS 252 T i 75
BB FhE LR DNAK T . BETS DR 1S 5 ot & 25 T8
T 7 51) ke 5E 6 2% T AL AR 7T 75 82 21 S bR i 4
AR, R SR T AL 38 2 R0 7 B D 28 2 2% T
R ) E B AR . ITS2RITSFHIFIIN B, T
5.8S#126S rRNAZ [, HFAIKERE, % T3 1
AR, B s K Re i 3R 4L B £ 1945 2. (Schultz
and Wolf, 2009; China Plant BOL Group et al.,
2011). ChenZ(2010)i it KM I BURE 43 BT, A
R ITS21E 9 25 FH W) % 58 % 0 56 TR A RN,
ITS27E 1131 % (Vitis amurensis). 2} J 215K J& 2%
A rh 2 R A 1) T R (R D5 5%, 2017; De
Boer et al., 2017; Zhu et al., 2017). AW 7 KA 519
ITS3/26SEFF LAY 11k &, @ AES 144k & b ids
DMSO JBSA#R = PCRI = ks LM = & . AR,
WIITS2 A A B = M GC/AT & &, fii H = £ ELDNA
R 4E&MAMGC Enhancerfi {LPCRII 2, & TITS2
E T 0 A B A O SRAT 2, AT BOK 20 pL ik & A
R EHEYI R ITS2 7 By S i br AR &

DAFE BRI ST B, gt A DT ZE i3 A okt 2 A 0o 4
15, Be b 3Rk % 5E 20 17 1 28 7 A7 s> (Newmaster
et al., 2006; Chase et al., 2007; Kress and Erick-
son, 2007). H#EWilcoxon Signed Ranki i 4k H,
matKFl trnL-trnF v Be 16 R () 18 4% 748 e s, B2 5
B, o BRI HE 7). matK3E B 41 2 1)
- 5 A ik R o A T PR ) 0 5 6 AT, 6 R O A
matK v BCE e i 2 F A8 A b BEAT ) A 45 58 1 DD 30
RTFITS2 ) By, R W matKF T e i 7 L Fh 4 &
RORIGT o M2 ARTERNA]RG X trnL-trnF s FH T e s
BHRFR 2> 7 R G20 T, EGenBank i #s =
B2 s, (BAEARR 3 T ARG TR 1)
B8 I FRIBAC. rbel Jr BUZDNASK B AL I 0 2

BIEFRSE: DNA Z TS A Je i & B A 2 2 vh (N 355

—, BT HSI a2, HEARR
BONAIE A T R oK T 19 R4 5E (Kress and
Erickson, 2007; Lahaye et al., 2008). #5745 5 &
N, WERARrbel Fr BRI Bl A g AL A8 S AN B R, HLAE
TE AR T I T B, RIEAE AR AT &
BRI R AIDNAZ TS . 25 b, BATEBCK ITS2F0
matK Fr B #s e i 2 B R (T DNASK TGS .

242 FEBEREARAGERERNERMEEPHN
ARE
B TH 5 D6 AR AR SR R R S, 3 FH B E
(A FA ] it © B B BRIEAR, PR R A Fob 2 ik
AT HE 1 %5 52 /Y B H Y 2 (Dormontt et all.,
2015). 5T 7 AT RFAE I A A 48 58 J7 VAT AR AR
T2 FE WAL R, HRZHEH F R R
R AHE 7= i % 52 3] J& 27K T (Gasson et al., 2010;
Dormontt et al., 2015). IT4E3K, P4 T FIA A 55
AR HER R DNATE B ¥ 1 SO KRR &y 1 2% TR 1Y
FEORLEARS W b B 7 it 4 78 WP AT AT %, B A AE
WA 2 (Huang et al., 2015). #1451 (Gon-
zalez et al., 2009)FIARMFFA(Yu et al., 2017; Jiao
etal., 2018; Fr4kisk, 2018)25 KL Skl 25 s o 3k
BT By, T2 Tsumuras(2011)7E 1 i & £
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Use of DNA Barcoding in Identifying Tropical Trees from
Dipterocarpaceae

Jianlin Hu"?, Zhifang Liu™ 2, Xiugin Ci’, Jie Li"

"Laboratory of Plant Phylogenetics and Conservation, Center for Integrative Conservation, Xishuangbanna Tropical
Botanical Garden, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Kunming 650223, China; 2University of Chinese Academy of
Sciences, Beijing 100049, China

Abstract Plants from Dipterocarpaceae are vital tropical timber trees in Southeast Asia. They have high potential in
forest supervision, forest resource protection and other aspects to evaluate the efficiency of DNA barcodes. We obtained
899 sequences from 244 species for 14 genera combined with sequences from the GenBank. We amplified and se-
quenced four DNA regions (rbcL, matK, trnL-trnF and ITS2) in samples from the family Dipterocarpaceae. The discrimi-
nation ability of DNA barcodes was evaluated by using effective sequence ratios, characteristics of sequences, diver-
gence of intra- and inter-varieties, and identification success rates (Best Match, Best Close Match, BLAST and neigh-
bor-joining methods). The /TS2 fragment showed the highest identification efficiency. High-quality /TS2 sequence can be
obtained from the leaves of Dipterocarpaceae plants by using an optimized amplification system. The matK fragment
showed obvious genetic variation and 100% amplification and sequencing efficiency, and its identification ability was
higher than with other chloroplast markers. Therefore, ITS2 and matK are suitable markers for tropical trees from Dipter-
ocarpaceae.
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