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% DNA AWEBBEREAEMHEF HNESF . 2 TFRAF . EWEHERF. EF
BEFFHMARLAELZEEEN. AXHE T HEFEENIUFAAER Y T &, FIA
A4 DNA 4 (B v+ 404K 22 B | 8% rbeL, matK F2 trnH-psbA)7E 2 % K F#F 7 5k 45 th 2 T
EEHRE. B DNA F VAT TAEMBEEFHRX —F 4%, KERFRE
WA, UHREG G EMIATT AL IFR, REAHUT 4 FE: (1) SAFHEKT EHHE
Y pt R, FIR £ DNA 408 | B 44 ek 2L R g e pr S Bl 3, T 34Nl BB R 32
Y1 4 trnH-psbA, K% matK 70 rbcL; (2) MK HME YA R R LT X F B, HRAE
FR B A AT B, DA 4R B % (Supermatrix) 7 A HEF] DNA F7, ER AKX E
WA BRI AT o R EHREI RGN S LFE;, 3) DNA £ HBRAKE
KEAGHEESFHREAE, 3G 0E B & LA Frde BAY 2 07 NI & A0 [ B e

(4) DNA 4@ AG KA X ZNHT AN SR BOTE e, MRS ERIn Qe
A A0 F B, H 4 DNA £ 8 BK B LB fn s AT bR R R R R R g e R, 2
5 t %4t Phylomatic % 77 % B AME S, &R A Ea FHATE YN T E, wh B R G
MEAELEEENBERRFKITS %, # 7 DNA AL H RN ERERE, EARAEX

Kl

ER A

E YR

RAEN S A
ESUICE S

LR

A 2 BRK P b TR BE 9% S BT 50 I A B B R R

DNA £ (DNA barcoding) &b T 1 i Bl
R ah B S AR, H S R R e AR A
Yy AU — Br el J LB A 1) DNA JP 51X Py FhdE 1 7 Hk
MM S ENRA. WA FEYEMEYRER
FEARBIES, BT DNA KPR AP %5
oy, I LA R SRR T OCHR B (A= i k2 |
REERE L WRATI S . B 2RI O A o A 4 1Y
W52 FN N A5 2 7P k. e BRI R B B
H iy 45 JE 19 BF 38 11 % GBOL: The International

Barcode of Life Project) [y 1E =0HE H A1 5LHE, BNk
GILRA TR Z 5, X— KRl i 2z 2]
25 Hf A OGN

Tn& KA 912 %% Paul Hebert 28 A 1“"F 2003 45 &
T HE ALY DNA FIEMEMF5R L6, FIHLR A
REHEEOE C AiEi(conxt st %2,
JHEH T DNA KBS, LS, DNA £EMBHE AR
4 A AN W e ). iBOL 2 4 i
THE SR ST I Bl 1) e R RRABE 11 A ) 22 R S TR

SIRKER: T4, KM, PRPUE. fHY DNA ZJE M H AR R TR bR 2258, Fl2fid R, 2014, 59: 2333-2341
Pei N C, Mi X C, Chen B F. Integration of plant DNA barcoding technology into community studies on forest dymamics plots (in Chinese). Chin
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HIWH. KA 25 MEZEEA LT HAEYZHE
FheEg L BNH LK HOR AN G RIS —i T
VB, BTEME—ME B 55 B F w19 AL i) DNA
KBS, MBI 2 404 ar i DNA H
B R GEBE FLA. 725 — B Be(2010~2015 4F), iBOL
FAEIHEXT 50 TTHIF | 500 T3 A1 T DNA %%
e, TEMERIE SRS T, iBOL 2 5%
S AR R, F ] TR R AE . RS R
GEWEI | VR BEAETE | AR HURLA R P i) 42 1 4 52
& T /F (http://www.barcodeoflife.org/content/about/
what-ibol; #Fif] T 2014 4 3 A 27 H). EFrAM&IE
il HX 55 (CBOL: Consortium for the Barcode of Life,
http://www.barcodeoflife.org/)J& 2Bk LY DNA £JE
AR RPN, e i BRI S E 45
FEAY) Z AT X B Thb AT L 50 24
ZKHHICH 200 ZAHLBURHLIG 345 TR . b3k
P mE SRV, REEW . B . B (http://www.
barcodeoflife.org/content/about/member-organizations;
T 2014 4F 3 A 27 H). HJaEPRE A KD K
4> (International Barcode of Life Conference)F 2005 4
TEYe FEMR A TF, M5 E PR A i 208 35 K23 1k B
PIAEZE I — IR B RV E PR R 2:, 2050 F 2007, 2009,
2011, 2013 AFFE P E AL . SR VU EFE AR R VU EFI . M
A BT G S B AR [ < e 44 R WL 2 96, 2t
W5 | T AERIT E A E ZAHLXGE 2000 AR B LR 2%
B, WoR T A A 508 M0 T AE 5 o A TS
BRFREE.

¥ DNA FIERHEFETE 2005 4£ 4 HKFAA
WICRFRDL S L, R SR A R 4 Ak
AR, col K BOANE ALY, 15 Hea ikl
PriE ] DNA IR0 Bod FRasc e, sk LU % ) — 1
RAE S T Rl I 4B 5 )7 BE oI 2009 45 [
BrA= i ST A ) TAELHERE rbcL+matK 4G
A hy Bili Mo AE P A% 00 S0B S e B, TR trnH-psbA
FIAZFE R 4 ITS 1 Rk i Bk St A7 pEAR 1), DA
it FE X6, 45 T 25 IR R H A S X S E 9 (0 A ) 1A
BHAEFTSEN TR, ITS 51938 22 | JP K B AR

V3B MY DNA SIS R B A nl g A U1,
“rp R A Y A5 TR R AT 5 AT BA 06 32 2Ok [ o R
T 75 BE 141 J& 1757 FhdL2y 6286 MHEARMITLEE
PR, A8 ITS 51498 Mg F A ik 79%,
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Bhmiz v Bos ReRs i mh r BN 50% (rbcL+marK) i
R 70%~79%, HICHBOE ITS 1E R 1R i
> DNA 928" HEY rbcL, matK Fl trnH-psbA B
I T AR R MV A P ST R, ITS WIT 46 9
1. #H%) DNA SFIERSHFE O A LR TAR
FE . 7 BABL A BUE, TEL PR R S 2R IKF B R R
M, R T R AR A A ZERE, TEA Y
PG OB B = S g | R
Hrh BA R G FAEY) DNA ZKE RS 5811 BA
F 2011 4F 5 A ¥E Journal of Systematics and Evolution
Zii & 3% T “Plant DNA barcoding in China” &%
Molecular Ecology Resources 22L& T8 ZH)
DNA FIEM BT ES . ST Y DNA FIBI%EL
R AE BB AT SRR RS T R A HT— 1
FE W) (iFlora), A Bl 3l [ br E AP 7 . AR 257 Al
) 2 B S 2 B — S0 R R L Ak, R
I F BRI SR A FE YT 1S R 51 ) DNA
metabarcoding AR WA BRI T | FEIR A HAN
A g 2 R P VA S5 Dy T A 3 1 7,

K FR AR B 25 Wa I FE H (forest dynamics plot, EfI
R ) J2 A ) 22 W RRE V5 2 BF 5 1Y) B 7 5 P8,
%) DNA ZIERSRIT SRR T2 B2 Al S R e b £,
R ) 2 TR LA AR Ml R ~F- 5 T & i F 5 P AT SR A 30
SFg oKk, HHATC A W — LB 5] R R R G AR
¥ DNA ZZIEM SRS A0S A LA & . A SCLU
i S A [E] R A E N R A T AT AR
filt, Z5GVEE I — LB FUEE, 35 H NS RIHY Y
MRS RGE LT LR MARHERELTEH
PAKVEAS A ) 2 RV RS 4 D7 R TT, S0 ey
Y DNA ZIB A E AR N T A HURE 7% 22 5T
B Rz s T BT A TR 5%

1 SRS YR

HARJH: DNA A& E YRR BRE
S, R IR g i PR e AR A PR AR TR A A .
5 B L 2 A R R A5 AR M A U R S TS TR
BB 4l &, dEfrE R T A AP Fle £
PR 9300 U e G B o S X TR TR A s B S M
L DNA B B, 7F— @R R bl ka2
SRS N A I 2 ANE, R R e R OKF -
B VR B 4 G TSR AL T PG S P N R AR . E Ay
SIS R fe ) 4 1 AR S a5 (i P — B JE A9 DNA 7



S

HA BN YA KSE B ST FERRARAS 4l 5% i i) 1
LT, DNA 5B R4 AR AT S 7P HAR X HE 6 i 4
FE. HTYMEERNTT%: (1) BLASTn J5i%,
RPiE it GenBank 7 Z& % e ol # 1 FH A i 4 e 4
FSIALE E2 ¢ L ENEIE SIATY =St 3 e a
T &, JFic B8R 8 FFh K i KT
Fit 2BV (1 ) TaxonDNA Jr ik, K B 22 % 42 (1) DNA
I TN A — A B SO, # B TaxonDNA
A A% AT BEE AL B, SR R TR F R T S
FEIZSCIE AR YU LR B2 Ak, iR 47 36T DNA
95 BA R g kB AL G 7 Ik iR AT P Bl A
FE, WL . RORMT AR ORISR L K DUy
AR

WS 0. FE G BRARIX B, Kress %5 AR50
FIH 3 A4TE0S B BE (rbeL, matK 1 trnH-psbA), TE/R
Hi SN B E E R A BLASTn J7 B:5%F EX 42 5 Barro
Colorado Island (BCI) 50 hm?* #5617 - J5 R AR AE Hi
1 296 A AEY W R ATIE 2RISR BAE A
KIS R BeRst, trnH-psbA B9 SEA B S50 28 (BP0 e
T RN PR ) B D 28 2 SRR, TR Sy < 4 ) 3
T ) B 1 (90%), HAK & rbeL(70%) F1 matK(69%);
i matK+rbcL+trnH-psbA W) = F BEA B TEY) FpK
- e I #R E K 98%. Gonzalez 25 AP J8) 3 AR
Nouragues WS Fh#AF AR 2 4~ 1 hm® Bl ¥
M7 8 MEiEkM Y DNA Bt (Rl rbeLa, rpoCl, rpoB,
matK, ycf5, trnL, trnH-psbA F1 ITS)FEHFI 252 Fp &l
AR, R EIR, YA KB B,
trnH-psbA B Y% H R B (57%), RS rbeL(53%)
matK(41%); i H = 7 B4l AR5 4 70%. 73V
PO BRAR X I8, Kress 25 APVl 5 BCI [Al#EAY 7 85,
X 222244 Luquillo 16 hm?* £ | 143 MRk f7 %
. EERER, Y HRAZIE R B, trnH-psbA
14 45 531 2 B 155 (90.4%), R JE: rbeL(84.5%)F matK
(70.4%); i 11 = Br2H A BP0 383k 93%. FRATTRT
FE W 20 hm? KAEH 183 MEYY R AT Fh
IKF RS0, e BT B AN SR E RS i B, trmH-
psbA ISR R L 155 (75%), HWKIE: matK(70%) M rbeL
(56%); ffi Fi = F Bedl 5 i S 50 RAE 87%LA PO s
o 2 NPT A R R BRI 51 R 1118
i 204 ASREFRIY 525 DN TRARAETITE T DNA &6
X S5 5 N BACHT BRARR B AT S50 B PEAS T AR, R BLTE
Piwh e 7KF B SO B R b, B B ITS 45k

68%~81% 1 99%~100%, %> 55IEA rbcL+matK 416
IR 53%~60%F1 87%~91%; rbcL+matK+trnH-
psDA+ITS B A B AT LU ) 5591 75%~80% 1) 4B Fr AR
Yikh. AN, AR LI ITS H BEAE I HHE BRARER 2
BRI RIS R RS ) I 3 B R A 2,
DALt A ORI S A ) SRR trnH-psbA YE5 DNA
FICAS & — A AP 5.

BBSR A, 78T b XORN I 3R 3 X 2 ARRE
M, 45 By R B0 A 40 W Fl A S 25 25 )R 43 )
K rbcL(66%, 74.8%), trnH-psbA(79.5%, 87.5%)
matK(80%, 89.5%), ULHHMEY) DNA £IEW F BfE )R
TOREYE B A S BAR . W BRT AR b  SE  Rm
TG FRAR, X ] HE 5 I R R A VR N AR K
HIAR Y [F)J@ Fh A 6. 341 DNA IS By & 1
FHGHE RN AT FRAORE M o 25 ) 0 0 vT 3k 84% I
90%" . BN ITS i Benl REAT Bh T % A AL D R A $2 15,
8 B = 28 REEH RIS K SE ERYBTSRIRIE, AL
X ITS K B BEE K EAEE Z I E B 0. S5,
ARIEBLA 4 1~ DNA ZKIE65 1 Br i Y 0 i D) 2%,
Ty 58 AE AN [7) 2 70 11 2R PRRE i £ FH AT A 10 202 S 41
A, TEREN YRy R R, R R A A
DNA G Ik 5L IARE . dii~A 15 B &
A UETE A 45 A, I REE— 20 3 v R S A ) R AR
) 1E B 4 o S ) 2 Sk FE R AR AR S 2R AR B AR W 2
USRS E R, AR T T MY £
FEMEBUIR A A% Jmy, vT A il A A S B 1 1 1
A R R AR L B S R T80,

2 R R TR A

FEARI: FEE NSRRI 2ES, TR
DNA J7 41 I B AR 4k, FI 4 Y DNA Z5IE 8 1
JFHE B, 38 3 XA R Ak 3R A S5 R Btk AT
Fe S HES LA R RS, R T RS20 % I &
4k H WIS R AE® | &
KA SRS, al e ELAR X o o b R A R R
W RG B,

WFFE e fl: 78 BCI KFEHL, Kress % APVHIH
DNA ZIEHFF, RI 3 NRIEAS A B2 A B
JE B4 )7 15 (Supermatrix; EAAN: BB rbeL FRHIFERI,
W R G K BRI RIESRIEM, fefioe B ARk o 2k
Mroc B SRR, ME 2 mark FILLH 808 KB
HIGH trnH-psbA JT9), KT JE AP Rk oKk
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RMEEMN R GENRE LB AE), WEEEFR
YRR RGERE RZWNE 23 H 57 F 181 J& 296
NYIRD, HA 97.5%H9 73 30 sSCRRAE 50%LL L
Mk E, (UHHTF Angiosperm Phylogeny Group
(APG)H Phylomatic* /e 2k HEB FR1F 3045 R 48 % B
b BA 484D 43 3T M SCRERTE 50% LA F. iTE
Lugquillo KkEHE, Kress 25 A\ P2Vifi 5 BCI [A]REAY )5 1%,
R LA R B AR APG TE U e MHESE, L) DNA 4%
TR F o H 582K ot L REREW, A
FEREE B BRI A I VS R LK B LR (24 H 50
Bl 108 J& 143 2~ 9Fh), H. 90.8% )43 375 i S 5 R 1E
50% LA by MHILRE, U APG TELEAIF RIS HY
Phylomatic RGEA AW L, HA 69.7%1) 5 317 557
FRRTE 50%04 L. FESL KA, FRATFIAH DNA
KW FH, WEL TR RERSE LT L
(24 H 518110 &8 183 MMHFh), 45 99.4%0) 4y 317
MOCRPRTE 50%0 b MR E, U APG fEZHK
1 3R45 /) Phylomatic RFELKBW L, HA 36.8%19 77
AT SRR 50% L) 1O

BCI KAEHL A BT Ul B, 7EWIRh & B R . R
K 2% 0 Jmy AR W BE VR AT TR A FEAS SR AR B
HFEFIH DNA FIEH PSS RAERK T LR
5 APG NS — 3L, 45717 s SRR A
PP R BR RS 52 29 B A 7 7% (An - unconstraint
tree). 1Ml Luquillo KAEHLA B FULH, EPRhF & B
BAIK GRS R BT B0 SRy SR AT A VR o AT BR R
H PR AT REACRAERT, W5 APG RGEMKHESE,
SRIGTE HK A0 R DNA ZTERS 751 3517 244,
WHES APG BN—3 XFN Ik FR R 32 290 ) A
FE:(A constraint tree). 5B L KEEHLAYTE S BCI
1 Luquillo KEEHAA MF Z 4L, BHEATEL—E %
TR V& D BERCIL . SREOC R BRI, HH
T Al H DNA Z5IE 05 751 BRI AT 44 8 35 A okS off O e
RAKERR, SFEWFHEY X E APG RGEMHR
FERCUF I — B0, AR RRE LT LR
HET BT RO T 2 110

A i 2 A R R — TR R B AR, W
SURNWIRIET A 9Y ik, WA g TAERRA, WdEfbs
WA EAER, IREANRGE LT FIFRW.
DNA ZIEME LR R e kR BHAN, TSR
B3z A B i O A st e A5 B R BRI, e BT 42k
T CREN = P Fh R 35 22 0 KA — 2 i R K. 3
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TEREKT B, M THHOMBRRELT KRR
LBONWIE, 15 DNA FIPHEERTEM IR RS
KHRANRER I ML, 8T 85 X3 2 Hk 7% [ 19
FLEEATE. X2 DNA ZRIERSEARTE I T AT L
PRI B S SE RT AR, A e AT G S i L vy
FI% L 00 A (O AT - I A DX I8 mP 3 T A 05 B
B RCEE, T R T 2R S G R AR AR P A v (UL
DX ) F sk /> 2 B e B v B

3 g RSk A AR

FEAS S AT TR 1Y R Gk B O & (I
TR AR B Phylomatic 2488 & X2 http: //
phylodiversity.net/phylomatic/), DNA &I R KL T
KR (EA MR I B0 S I NS F T & (715 R SRR
FRVTE RV HE V% T AFAIL I FE V% 49 el 7 =046 Jr il ge 42
AL Ay ] A B I AN PEAL S IR, AR R L A AR
ARG E SR N B I AR EM R R LB
B, AR T8 5 RME T & 73 25 e LR A5 2.

WFFE%0: 78 BCI KkEH, Kress 25 AP i (i
Hl DNA B HI R T RE KB KR,
RIFEHL N 7 Fh A BEE R Y SR 2B B RS
KBS, XCILHT T APG 78 4 5ol
Phylomatic J5 ik FIBFSE R #E T — 20, RUDKE 0 09 &R
Gk B AR RIEIR B RGE LB A K5 T
FOREEMAEN, HAEW /D KA Gt iR 22 B A R ),
TEVE XU 20 hm® PiF B T5 I MORAE L, Yang %5
APURELT 400 24 FP DNA ZXE R G R B KR,
TE 3 DRI 6 DA 6 AR DL K
10 MEYDge R _EETREE AL, 252
Yy R LA ) B MR T AR MBI [ B SZRRLE
MR 2 [ RUBE A B s g ML AR, i/
1) 25 TR)RCEE ) 5 4 A R O 8 3. A Sl T 1L R R
M, A5 FAEY) DNA £ JEHS 1 Phylomatic J5 ¥
T R KA R R LB LR, WH
BRI A FR S AEBE h RS KT RE A A,
RULE G R AE T X el ik AR B, A Bt ik ]
el EREM, WMEN RIS MLE AR RS
KRBV RO, R &Y R T X S S i 4k
Bi, e HER AR B RAERPY. 6T A,
Phylomatic /7 k13 2S5 RS KBV #s- i, i
KRR BN A R RS L F VLG, X R
M5 RSk EAXMERT R A AR TR



S

EAE RS EEAARE R, 28 il 24 hm® KA HL,
HRME NPT 156 FhARAM Y A4, FIHE&ID
7RIS Rl ) DNA JFAEE, K (55K T
MR RS BEA . M A R L i A
MFFEE IR AR LB HES, HEHA
Gep S X T THR SR Z B e R 4
LW, 6 MINBEMIRIBE I BRI R KR EIE S,
Al REZ BNZFE LA AR Y R G0 B D7 52 |/ S
FRMER S Z 8 B E e, AFFERSYHZEXR
0 ) G A AE S, R VR NS TR 4 R 0 B U
AR 2T RES W IR B 454 . TR 7E T I Ll KR
Liu 25 APURBCT Fomb AR, M AL, R, B
KRB B KW R %5 5 PR MR B, S EREEH T
el SN = S S L YA | B & T
FE W R4 B MR R B R AR A 454, T g A2 5
e B LIS JEAE A . AR 85 5 i R e T8 UV
rR A R M PR 22 0 Y 45 R AR BB HIE. FREEI T
s (8] P FE R R R AR P R, i
FACRR T 2y B L A LA ) B E N . (HOE
FEARER I 2 R 48 & B 2Rk 5 R e MR A v )
AR, I AR R G kA R DL R L T
PEIR S M B BE T W b A7 28 X T AE Y Mtk 25 1)
O A R AR AR B O 2%, AR N R T RE Al Bl AL
TR ER R R IR DR 3k 430 ) i 22 T 1
Swenson 25 A\ SV oot A A 0L s A S, A
KT HEIE R B KB A TR D) 2 Z 50k B W KHESR
ARG ff R S i, GV e 5 A i A 43 S A A 5
FRAR ) TR . SRS U7 i A Phylomatic J7 1%
Jit IR RE LB RR, 1ERWHELLKF 3
AR —, (EHT TR A Stk A 43 S A e R AT
Ja 7. BCT AU L AR AR M A A 5 45 21 W os 5E F
FIVAL R 10 R 50 & B $8 (40 NRI AT NTI)FIC{Efi 1)
KT Phylomatic 7715315 BEE, Xl RE S 3
4~ DNA XM FIMEN KL RR LT RRLL
Phylomatic R4 K B KRB AEHIA &, DNA KB 7
LA RERARG LT RESMNEEE R HE AR
AT W, MR LB Y 80 A 0B o E
B FE PR OR B I Ll R b 4 B g
HEFAT, BT RELBHT, BFEFTLHH LI
PR IR R DL S R R R X VR R R B S5
EW. REKE BT RATN AT R BEIS 45
PRI RERY T %, FruEfbAY DNA ZIE 73k R X 6k

FIABR R b i HE A A A5 A R ST B T BRBE | nI AT 1Y

wie.

4 VHRAY 2 REPERR R

FEAF I FETARMEILAIFEY) DNA RIE S 7k
MR RGE LT RFR, AMEERH TIHHRAEYZ
FEVEFE B, I vl (AR TR X 3k £ #6480 He 3884 #r
FVPAL TAE, £ 40 Z R EREE 0 i

5T Ll 7F Nouragues ZEMAEML, Gonzalez %5
APUSRBUR RS AR O BE IS R KB LR, BIK
e (1) FIHH rbeL i BARBERIE IR REEL B KER,
(2) FIH APG TELEUE FEARBUZFEHL A E TR RS Kk
BRE; (3) LA KL APG 1Y 17 LR BUZ AL H )
MERGELRBRFR. SRR, HRRGE KT ZHME
FEEM Faith’s F8 8 (B RS K B+ & ) Fl Rao’s F5 4L
(BVRBE R BE—EEARFRERZR E, RET
AR FREE ARk, W 78 25 1% AR MORE L 5 44 )= 7T B
NZRZRGERE AR, el B REE R, 5T
% DNA 605 )7 5, Feng 25 A\ 0% BA R [ Rlaf
BUWINRG KT B ZHMFEEU(D,w, Dan, PhyloSor,
UniFrac, Rao’s D, Rao’s H, gy, Pgr LA K2 PCD)i#E4T 1L
BIERM: (1) 2B 2E AU Rl —~48 Ei) 52 e e
ANREE FIFARIRR, M R K, 2RSS 5
B IE 2 (B A 22 000 4 B 8 B Ok (2) Psr 460N
Rao’s H $8EUE B | b HAt F5 BB 8 BT - b e
ke A 1% T 2 [R) S ) R R N s Bl R A )N
AW-D,, T8 5 D, 8 £ HE 5 T 4 Hh iz e A= 15 FN =5[]
FE B ARV (3) PIRh 2 B IMALAE BRI D, $R 5K
5 Rao’s —¥RJHAY Rao’s D & LAH{LL; PhyloSor #8%4%
5j UniFrac 18 804 820 SCAHAL,  HAT 8 AR DG 1
D,, 6% 5 PhyloSor 544, D,, #6445 UniFrac 541
AR ESCEA 25, HHAHRERS. FOKREE
N POV 3o 455 AR R AN ) A 25 2 0 B R R BE VR 4544,
SHT T LR AN [A] 25 (B ROEE T A M R 52k
A B ZHEER IR B AN . PR R (1) &%
FEHLBE VR IR S RSk B 2N, FEW B AR
B R, (2) AsBRak pE AR i 2 [FAE A, BT
VLS 47 W f Bl B A PR AERF L (3) Do FEELHY
25 SR R W A 555 1ok DB N T PR ) 2 [R) 4 R 2 ol LA
MR RS T B ZREVERS R, T Dy 16 8/
(i 20 mx20 m)AE 35 A 8 AT R i 2 [ 4R A R
WRGKRT B ZHEE, (BRI N 40 mx40 m
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H 50 mx50 m), Az 5 ak IR R iR RV RS K
B EESRE. FHIDKEMBEENRZELT B
ZHAE SR B 2R RIAR R, AR IR A HE
PR i e 5 B A AR VR . A B 2 IR AR AR X 3,
LU A TR FNSERN Y 6 A BRARKAE HL A AT T 0 52
(RP A By A L, 9 22448 Luquillo, B
2O BCI, 3%EAY Wabikon Lake #1 Smithsonian
Conservation Biology Institute), Swenson Z¢ AP ]
¥ DNA &I (rbeL, matK Fl trnH-psbA)FHLZ 6
DMREHTRERGE LB RR, MRS LB o
ZFEMENE4550H NRI, NTI, SES PW H1 SES NN),
HSRGKEMYIEE p 2N EAEECHE S.E.S. D,/
F1S.E.S D, WVHECEE, 7E 20 mx20 m, 40 mx40 m LA
J 100 mx100 m % 3 s A RO B34 5 i £
H. o8 (1) AR PR L U8 R 2R e AL 2 ey
FEVR AN SC A I A1 G Y 258 RV Ak b R ARE T (2) A
R 6 MARMAFEH S, REKT o Fl B ZFEMET
LR S IEE o Ml B ZHEVE B AR 58 1Y OCHRE.

ARG K E R BOT B PG R4 2 Rt
W98 TAER EZ . R K b, By
DNA FIEASHR, AT ARAH TT 422 30 S Brofss o0 i HE v &
GERE RFR, B W B I 1A] 25 W) Ay 150 1Y
e F, X L DATE 38 b AL A 35 A A Ak G R T Oy
AR Z BRI, S 2RV SEA TR
MR B, AN [ 2 78 18 Z2 A P 48 BN A [R] £ B R 2 R
TR LW ZREVE R T s AL SR, T DNA SIS
071 01 A DX S8R A 3k RUBE b A R AR AR v 1) 2 A 1
FRECTE RO T L R Pl s, BRI T
T TAE M A TR R BB, HREE 5 25 mA,
W AT SRy R DX A ) 2 A DA RIS DX 8
BT AR HEHT rY EL %

5 /haiE R

DNA I & — 1152 PR i Py Fh S8 2 HER
W HIHIREA, USRI . — Ok U, —1
SERCABRMERE Y] DNA ST AT RS 08 W a4
Fh B FEUEAR A RSP RAEIC 5% . (IR HUGE 4] DNA
WA AL BERE & L R SR A AR SRR AE | I s 85
H . DNA JFHIEE | 55 DNA, DL HRAS 25 A0 I 4L
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Integration of plant DNA barcoding technology into community studies
on forest dynamics plots

PEI NanCai', MI XiangCheng” & CHEN BuFeng'

! Forest Ecosystem Station of the Pearl River Delta, State Forestry Administration, Research Institute of Tropical Forestry, Chinese Academy of
Forestry, Guangzhou 510520, China;
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Plant DNA barcoding technology has important applications in biodiversity, taxonomy, evolutionary ecology, molecular systematics,
and forensics studies. This paper summarizes important progress in the application of plant DNA barcodes (specifically, rbcL, matK,
and trnH-psbA) at the community level, presenting the rationale and case studies in the context of global forest dynamics plots. The
results showed that the single DNA barcode region trnH-psbA achieved the highest rate of correct species identification, followed by
matK and rbcL. Combining the three barcode regions resulted in excellent discrimination of plant species and reconstruction of
community phylogenies (with improved topological resolution and high bootstrap support values for nodes) both in the tropics and
subtropics. Furthermore, integration of plant DNA barcodes with community ecology may not only strengthen the capability to explore
and elucidate mechanisms of community assembly, but also improve the efficiency of comparative evaluation of biodiversity indexes.
Plant DNA barcoding is proven to be effective in research at the clade and community levels. The toolkit is also expected to show
promise at the regional and global scales with refinements, such as optimization of sampling strategy and addition of the nuclear
internal transcribed spacer region to increase the genetic information content, and to improve the technology’s performance.
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