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Identification of Multi-source Ethnodrug Rodgersiae Rhizoma by DNA Barcoding Technology

FANG Qiang-giang, WANG Yan
(College of Pharmacology and Chemistry, Dali University, Dali 671000, China)

[ Abstract] Objective: Five popular DNA barcoding sequences, namely ITS, ITS2, rbcL, matK and
psbA-trnH, were employed to evaluate the identification efficiency of multi-source ethnodrug Rodgersiae
Rhizoma, and the most suitable sequence was then screened out. Method: Efficiency of polymerase chain
reaction (PCR) amplification, success rate of sequencing, intra- and inter-specific distances calculated by rank
sum test, phylogenetic tree constructed with neighbor-joining (NJ) method and identification efficiency assessed
by Blast 1 and NJ method were adopted in this study. Result: Efficiency of PCR amplification and success rate
of sequencing for /7S, ITS2, psbA-trnH, rbcL and matK were 100%, 96.61% , 100%, 98.31%, 100%, 100%,
100%, 100%, 98.31% and 98.31%, respectively. Intra- and inter-specific genetic distances and identification
achievement rate for psbA-trnH were the highest among the five candidate sequences. Besides, the average
coalescent depth was less than the smallest interspecific distance for psbA-trnH. Phylogenetic tree also illustrated
that Rodgersiae Rhizoma could be distinguished based on psbA-trnH. Conclusion: According to the findings,
psbA-trnH was superior to other DNA barcodes. Therefore, psbA-trnH was recommended as the ideal DNA
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barcode for the identification of multi-source ethnodrug Rodgersiae Rhizoma.
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AR AT LLTRAD A 58 IR A% G2 I 25 27 58 ) ) Tl if 7
A2 W1 22 R) RN B, O BLIZ O AN 5 5K 22 400
25 ) B, AT LU R R R BRI S AR X 2y
PRHSE R Y R Y AR SCR AR Z 4 M E AR
Fifr s 7 J5 T HL A RGP AR 1) DNA 086510 (R i
1R ITS, ITS2 F¥ 5| 0 284K rbeL , matK , psbA-trnH J¥
G )XF 3 Fofr AT A 24 FHAR W i A7 DX o0 RS S R ik —
A S B DNA S i TR 1) 3 495 25 0 L, o HLAE
G A W) 2 5 T B A RN IR T B AR T B
U,k 2 BE 24 04 % 5L OR 47 R0 7 40 ) P 4 R BB AR 8 -
1 w8

3 UL KT AR AL 59 iy BEAS ol PR ZH K DL T 2016
8 HZE 20194 6 AR H =M A WL KH R,
BN A BT oS K B TE A B TR A B R A
H,FE SR TEANE B R 1. RAE MRS & K
KA 225 B A28 25 e A 2 24 U & B\ R 242
K R A B 43 Sl Ry R BORE BT 4K e A P v
P W LT #& Rodegersia sambucifolia, ¥ W Y& LT 3%
R. pinnata 5%, "W YL kT 38 R. aesculigolia. #i &MY
i R 28 e Ak S TG TR R AT

Tablel Sample collection information table of three kinds of Rodgersiae Rhizoma

Y24 B KA SUBLILY N 1k /m EIEAR A S SRS I [R]
[0 RS S TRk B EL WA B 5 T N25°14'/E102°75" 1 946 DLUWYXNO1 2016-06-15
R.sambucifolia TRk B E AR BIE 5 T N25°14'/E102°75' 1946 DLUW YXNO02 2016-06-15
Rk B WA 0 BIF 5T T N25°14'/E102°75' 1 946 DLUWYXNO3 2016-06-15
Rk B B WA A BIF 5T T N25°14'/E102°75" 1 946 DLUWYXNO04 2016-06-15
M S FK PR B N26°33'/E104°47" 2088 DLUWYXNOS 2016-09-03
M S FK PR B N26°33'/E104°47" 2088 DLUWYXNO06 2016-09-03
o F KA 1L oS N25°55'/E100°6’ 2402 DLUWYXNO7 2016-08-21
P KIS 1L+ oS N25°55'/E100°6’ 2402 DLUWYXNOS 2016-08-21
DRI LN N25°55'/E100°6’ 2402 DLUWYXN09 2016-08-21
DRI LN N25°57'/E100°6’ 2450 DLUWYXNI10 2017-08-18
DRI LN N25°57'/E100°6’ 2450 DLUWYXNI1 2017-08-18
DRI LR N25°57'/E100°6' 2450 DLUWYXNI12 2017-08-18
DRI LR N25°57'/E100°6’ 2450 DLUWYXN13 2017-08-18
BN S B ART B N26°31'/E104°48’ 2067 DLUWYXN14 2016-09-03
BN ARE) T B N26°31'/E104°48’ 2067 DLUWYXNI15 2016-09-03
BN AKRER) B N26°31'/E104°48’ 2067 DLUWYXNI16 2016-09-03
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Y2 B R AE Hh b 3 A8 A 14k /m IR A S KA ]
SN S EARL) B N26°31'/E104°48’ 2067 DLUWYXNI17 2016-09-03
BN S Bk AC B N26°31'/E104°48" 2067 DLUWYXNI18 2016-09-03
SIS Bk AR B N26°31'/E104°48’ 2067 DLUWYXNI19 2016-09-03
DR DA = i I N26°31'/E104°48’ 2067 DLUWYXN20 2016-09-03
75 T R g kR N25°57'/E100°6" 2 480 DLUWYXN21 2018-07-15
Lt AT BN B FR K B N26°34'/E104°53" 1771 DLUWYQYO0I 2016-09-03
R.aesculifolia TN AT AT KB N26°34'/E104°53" 1771 DLUWYQY02 2016-09-03
BN ST AT KB N26°34'/E104°53" 1771 DLUWYQYO03 2016-09-03
P Y N25°73'/E100°18’ 3902 DLUWYQY04 2018-06-18
Pagtly N LLEY AR N25°73'/E100°18’ 3902 DLUWYQYO05 2018-06-18
= R T N25°73'/E100°18 ' 3902 DLUWYQY06 2018-06-18
Z R P N25°73'/E100°18" 3902 DLUWYQYO07 2018-06-18
Py )N I N26°32'/E100°3’ 3095 DLUWYQYO08 2016-08-15
ZHEKST R N26°32'/E100°3’ 3095 DLUWYQY09 2016-08-15
mHERE R N26°32'/E100°3" 3095 DLUWYQY10 2016-08-15
mEERE R N26°32'/E100°3" 3095 DLUWYQY11 2016-08-15
e 76 4 JE 7 Bk B N33°31'/E108°31"' 901 DLUWYQY 12 2019-06-07
e 7 42 JE 7 B B N33°31'/E108°31' 901 DLUWYQY]13 2019-06-07
B 75 2 B T Bk B N33°31'/E108°31’ 901 DLUWYQY 14 2019-06-07
e 75 22 B 7 Bk B N33°31'/E108°31’ 901 DLUWYQY15 2019-06-07
O B e R R N33°32'/E105°61" 1370 DLUWYQY 16 2019-06-25
A P R N33°32'/E105°61" 1370 DLUWYQY17 2019-06-25
R Bl e R L N33°32'/E105°61" 1370 DLUWYQY18 2019-06-25
S B kT A = RELTC R =5 N25°48'/E100°13 " 2635 DLUWYYYOI 2016-09-18
R. pinnata = MR HE N N25°48'/E100°13 " 2635 DLUWYYY02 2016-09-18
PN PN DA N25°48'/E100°13’ 2635 DLUWYYYO03 2016-09-18
LRI N N25°48'/E100°13" 2635 DLUWYYYO04 2016-09-18
R RIETNF N25°48'/E100°13" 2635 DLUWYYY05 2016-09-18
= MR HEIE N N25°43'/E100°5’ 2766 DLUWYYYO06 2018-06-30
=M KRBT R S N25°43'/E100°5’ 2766 DLUWYYYO07 2018-06-30
2RI N N25°43'/E100°5" 2766 DLUWYYYO08 2018-06-30
SN LT R KO B N27°09' /E105°36' 2330 DLUWYYY09 2018-06-30
BONE TR & N27°09' /E105°36" 2330 DLUWYYY10 2018-06-30
BN LT R KO B N27°09' /E105°36’ 2330 DLUWYYY1I1 2018-06-30
SN T R R gy B N27°09' /E105°36’ 2330 DLUWYYYI2 2018-06-30
2 B R AR ) 401 N25°85'/E100°11’ 2259 DLUWYYY13 2016-07-02
7 B R AL fa) 01 N25°85'/E100°11’ 2259 DLUWYYY 14 2016-07-02
= A R FRAE A 40 N25°85'/E100°11’ 2259 DLUWYYYI15 2016-07-02
7 B R BLAE ) 300 N25°84'/E100°09" 2269 DLUWYYY16 2017-08-23
2 B R AR ) 401 N25°84/E100°09’ 2269 DLUWYYY17 2017-08-23
2 B R AE ) 01 N25°84'/E100°09’ 2269 DLUWYYY18 2017-08-23
= T K FRAE A 40 N25°84/E100°10" 2249 DLUWYYY19 2018-07-14
= R FRAE A 40 N25°84'/E100°10’ 2249 DLUWYYY20 2018-07-14
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CP114 A8 1/1 T F RV (SR EE T A A) ), 1-
14ED I & X & .0 ML (5 [ Sigma /A ] ) , XW-80A 7
JE 14 7% 3 A (Y P T AR ) A BR A )
DYCP-31DN AU B Pk AL (At 3 S — AR A R A
A] ), SmartSpec Plus %I & [ JiT #% 2 2 & A I {3 A1
My Cycler i 2 & g% X 5 B (PCR) P 44X (3£ E AR
RN, Gene Genius B EE I B 15 A (9% [E Syngene
NEID

WAL 2 %€ (25 E Amresco 23 A , it 5 1011A04
2) ; DNA Quick Plant System #! i #] & (3F & .0 4%
), BB B, D15000 DNA Marker( b 57 K AR 2E AL B
AR A LS 20 9 Q6115, 142045, P4816) 5
Tag PCR Master Mix (2x,red dye) , DNA Marker D
(100~2 000 bp) [ 2= T A4 TR ( L) A BRAF Lt
=0 DA12KAC935, B415KA0150] ; 5 74 F

x2 REFINTMWEMGMAUL

ToK &5 35k [ 4 A 4l

2 Ak

2.1 DNAMRE  HUE & LRI T80 A FEAE Y
MR T I T R R BIE L BRI B 29 20 mg
TR0 A T, R ) S B URE & L DNA

2.2 DNAZEFZR M R 52 BCAY 4% #F 5 DNA I )
YRR T, R 0.8% 1Y 3 IR B B K HL Uk L 0.5%
Tris-Borate-EDTA ( TBE) Buffer, % 1k Z & 4: 4 , fd
JE (5 Veem™) , HL ¥k 45 min, &K AR & 5040 18 51
UK 38
2.3 fEEJFHIPCRY MG PCRY™HE = LA RN 25
wL, B % 2xTag PCR Master Mix 12.5 wL, DNA #
1 pL, IER 5194 1 wL,ddH,0 9.5 pL. &G4
79 B 2% e d5 1 vk, RS S BE 81 PCR 37 4 I
N AR P BEAT AL, A g SR L3 2.

Table 2 Optimization results of candidate sequence expansion conditions

Feolzmr 514K P51 (5-3") PCR JZ I 451

ITSZ SZF ATGCGATACTTGGTGTGAAT 94 °C 5 min;94 °C 30 S,56 °C 30 S,72 °C 45 S,35 cycles;72 °C 10 min
S3R GACGCTTCTCCAGACTACAAT

ITS 5a fwd CCTTATCATTTAGAGGAAGGAG 94 °C 5 min;94 °C 305,50 °C 30s,72 °C 1 min, 30 CyClCS;72 °C 10 min
Rev TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC

rbelL 1f ATGTCACCACAAACAGAAAC 94 °C5min;94 °C 30s,55°C 305,72 °C 1 min, 30 CyClCS;72 °C 10 min
724r TCGCATGTACCTGCAGTAGC

psbA—trnH de GTTATGCATGAACGTAATGCTC 94 °C 5 min;94 °C 30 S,57 °C1 min,72 °C1 min,34cycles;72 °C 10 min
Rev CGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAATCC

matK 390F CGATCTATTCATTCAATATTTC 94 °C 5 min94 °C 30 S,48 °C 30 S,72 °C1.5 min,35 Cycles;72°C 10 min

1326R TCTAGCACACGAAAGTCGAAGT

2.4 BEALFR 44 PCRY™HG ) 09 #F 5 A 5 B
A AR TR BR 2w FAE R BRI P 2 ) i Ay
K o A FH 34 Seqman 7.1 25 [k 7 9K =
XG4 X, F] I MEGAT7.0 8 {4 /9 Clustal W Jj fig
B F7 B0 PE 1 X S, R JH Kimura-2-Parameter 15t 1% IR
AR T A A R R N D ) 3L PR RS o R JH SPSS
17.0 A4 XoF A [R) A A [R]AS [ 28 ) 910 38t 1% 22 S5 1647
Wilcoxon JF £ 5 B f1 K % . 12 FH Taxon DNA 4
DO v 51 i v 1 s W22 1
Barcoding gap ¥l . i i Neighbor-joining 45 4% (NJ)
B RERELEWN, RER AWK/ LA LR
% F Bootstrap £ & | 7 JE R E4 1% & A 1 000, AR g
Blast 1'*/F1 NJ @A 9y i 25 2240 Fi 1) 45 5 550%
3 GBERE5HW

3.1 DNAZH PCRY ¥4 My A< 5250 % 59

FE S UEAT DNA $2 B, 15 3 1 L yk 4kt ¥ 5 — i 52 2L
DNA K J# 7E 15 000 base pair(bp) Z£ 47 o Jii 2%} i
# DNA #f i #5147 PCR " 14 , ITS, ITS2, matK , rbeL
M psbA-trnH J7 59 34 5 09 R B K BE 43 5 oy 700,
400, 1 200,700,400 bp £ 47, #B 70 #£ & PCR 7= ¥
VKL UL T 1o K 3G 1 ) 4 R o 1 AT 8L ] DU, 3R
PR BT A R S L R 91 2 38 & GeneBank

3.2 EIEIFAIEE X AR AT B S 8 g S
(.AB13CF) Ml SeqMan7.1 B 3t 47 KX DF 82, IF %
TP B VR B R AT N TSN o F A 43 BT 45 16 1
G PCR Y38 Wl o) 22 0 1y i Py 6 AR SF 67 487 29 61
SRR S SRS B TR S R L2 3, Hoh | psba-
trnH TE 5 AL 7 5 i AR S S i 2, B R RN
7 5 2 100% .

3.3 B E SN R 6 A AE A [F] 5 ik
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M

AITS2 J¥ 5 3 B.ITS J¥ 3 ; C.matK J¥ 3 ; D.rbcL J¥ 3 ; E.psbA-trnH
74

Bl 1 5FEEE FIER S & PCR 18 B ik

Fig. 1 PCR amplified electrophoretogram of five candidate

sequences

R4 ITHRITEMAMEZEERILE G £ 55,2229

®3 SHREFIIERER

Table 3 Basic information about five candidate sequences

1% ’SL_J R i *f ":ﬂﬁ GC & PCRYH WFF
i bp 1% % u:// B/% BRI TIHE Y%
ITS 696 9971 029 029 494 100 96.61
ITS2 463 9978 022 022 516 100 98.31
matk 744 99.60 040 040 341 9831 983l
rbel 615 99.84  0.16  0.16 431 100 100
PSPA- s 9906 084 084 277 100 100
trnH

J7 5l P b ) A% B RS R4S SR LR 4

A [f] 388 4% BE 25 3 A~ B H 7T LLE ), psbA-trnH
Jv 51 Fofr [ 35t A% R B B K, RO ITS ¥ 4 L ITS2,
matK Fl rbeL J¥ 5 F (8] 35t 4% 15 25 ¥ 4% F 0.001; TS,
ITS2 ,matK Fl rbcL 4 4> J7 5\ F 0] iz /)N st 4% B 25 1 2R
0. MBI N IRALRE 25 3 AN BI{H 0l LLE H psbA-trnH T
H BN J5t A% B B K, T ITS2, matK Fl rbeL J¥ 1)
Flr Py st 7 12 2K T 0.000 9. 38 i Bl o Bl ] agkt 1%
S5 B 43 M7 AT L AL psbA-trnH F 5 Fi 9 H5 RS S i1
S-S5 B /N T Fof i) i /NS S 4 S S5 4 1 A T B K
g 3 Fh UL KT #5 DNA S5 (0 HEAE T 51 o S5 % 4%
i 3% F 51 Ffr N ol ] 35 A% 22 S5 o AR AT g0, IR 5.
5 B e 38 Iy 51 B N a5t 4% A8 S AR TR AE 0.3% LU S ITS,
ITS2 ,matK Fl rbeL 5\ Fl N F 8] 358 4% 43 A A 58 =0 A9
H &, psbA-trnH [T 5 Bl N Bl 8] 388 4% 53 A BOA 3 43 3
AL ESHAE S FMANGREER,H
Barcoding gap H- A7 — & #4 #, A Xk 15, B oy B fa]

Table 4 Comparison of genetic differences among three kinds of Rodgerside Rhizoma(x + s,17=291)

S8 ITS ITS2

matk rbcL psbA-trnH

PN 10 22 S £ -S4 {5

Wy o Ao i) SF- 34 748 S ) SF- P (L
Wy A 8] e /N S5 14 F- 24 0 0
PRN A N S 0 B0

0.001 084+0.000 900 0.000 726+0.001 022 0.000 501+0.000 674 0.000 626+0.000 754 0.004 014+0.002 069
0.001 086+0.000 168 0.000 729+0.000 100 0.000 514+0.000 329 0.000 608+0.000 453 0.003 970+0.000 952

0 0 0.003 160+0.001 371

0.000 998+0.001 100 0.000 714+0.001 018 0.000 314+0.000 587 0.000 347+0.000 642 0.001 547+0.001 687

N T b Aol N O 34 748 S0 SF- 29 (6 0.001 000+0.000 517 0.000 728+0.000 277 0.000 333+0.000 379 0.000 320+0.000 415 0.001 613+0.000 671

Wy Rh A 9 B R S B4 F A

0.002 402+0.000 833 0.002 163+0.000 000 0.000 939+0.000 813 0.001 022+0.000 885 0.002 371+0.001 936

A% IR B 3 8L A R T X 2 W Rl Wilcoxon dE 2
BB g it 45 R UL 3R 6, Al LLE Y, 5 Fh i ik 1y
1) 75 SR R IR IR N psbA-trnH>ITS>ITS2 = matK>
rbel o

34 RELKEWMME MERSELKET BTN
S5 1y i TR Y #E 46 G &R L A MEGAT.0 8 44, R
] Kimura-2-Parameter 5 % #4 & NJ ## , 5 4% i€ 1 )7
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Table 5 Intraspecific and intraspecific genetic distribution of
different candidate sequences %
A il i)
751
jiidi e LIS puidia e Bk
ITS 0 44.36 0 34.94
0.10~0.15 42.02 0~0.1 54.90
0.25~0.3 13.62 0.25~0.3 10.17
ITS2 0 66.98 0 66.43
0.20~0.25 33.02 0.20~0.25 33.57
matk 0 77.67 0 64.43
0.10~0.15 22.33 0.10~0.15 35.57
rbel 0 77.40 0 59.15
0.15~0.20 22.60 0.15~0.20 40.85
psbA-trnH 0 48.65 0 8.55

0.20~0.25 37.43 0.20~0.25 32.38

0.45~0.50 13.92 0.45~0.50 40.42

0.70~0.75 0 0.70~0.75 18.65

®6 HBIFIEF % Wilcoxon kN0 15

Table 6 Wilcoxon rank sum test for candidate sequence

delavayi) 2 %% /¥ %1 (GeneBank ID MF785648.1,
MF785951.1) fF Sy s W 43 BT (1 Sh S5 b o 1 v 465
UL 2,

ITS,ITS2 ,matK Fl rbcL ¥ 5 NJ & B 25 FIR &L,
ITSFP OV RE R Ny 3 30, A IR 03 SR IR AT 3 R0 L
KT 98 ITS2 T 5N R G DL 5 ITSHHA. s marK )3 5 FE i
RASr R 232, K A STMSEK K B Lt AT
BHEIER N —0r 5 15 H A b iy A [R) 5 AT 3.
R B S PEA R R R L RIRVE AN s rbel
JF 90 R ROR AN 22, 5L K AT BB matK F1 rbeL K&
KLY 91 AH X FE A PR ST, B B8 S R AR, AT 32 3K
T 2 R A5 A I I )38t 4% 2 Ak BB R B X
BEWRE matK Ml rbel NG BT X 9B % KR
EI3 S UNIOE7/EL

psbA-trnH J5 5 0] LI R A 59 45 Fh S AT 3R BT Ay
FEA BN IR HA SRR R B L e AT
G5 P RLKT R PO R R KT SRR R A A R R Oy
— %, AR LFEERLE 8T% UL b, B ] o5& R B .

IESBEA(W) F5 BAI (W) AF X kA n P RS
ITS ITS2 W'=240.25, W=164.80 666 0 ITS>ITS2
ITS matK W'=187.03, W =60.50 496 0 ITS>matK
ITS rbeL W'=85.43,W'=34.36 190 0 ITS>rbcL
ITS psbA-trnH W*=349.06, W=791.60 1596 0 ITS<psbA-trnH
ITS2 matK W'=64.94, W=61.52 153 0.286 ITS2 =matK
ITS2 rbeL W'=90.37, W =84.50 231 0 ITS2>rbcL
ITS2 psbA-trnH W'=89.50,W=186.27 435 0 ITS2<psbA-trnH
matK rbel W*=112.14, W =75.99 351 0.005 matK>rbcL
matK sbA-trnH W*=260.00,W=713.21 1596 0 matK<psbA-trnH

p P

rbeL psbA-trnH W*=235.00, W =657.96 1596 0 rbeL<psbA-trnH

VLT R SR R A A B 22 B, R
A B T L [ T 22 B T ke LA - i T R IR
/NG S AL (BN KSR E &
MR D EM RS E) - AT R
25, R WIS [A] 77 M8 L i AT R A i 22 ) 2 2
S P R MV R T o SN
B2 KT HE psbA-trnH R 5 5 11 BT b g 2%
SV F W AP IR R R A T — AR S 19
ISR TIR RTS8 S Zr R E M TT R R AT
HER BN RN — /NI DL o (X Fh A AR S
FFAS IR e i) 0 25, DL [) A il AN () 7 bz ) S

FHE A S G, a0k [ 52 M BT 5 R 7 B iy
AP RATEE P A 3SR A RGN =5
8 2P AT B8 B S — /NS T S A — 4R B BN
TH R B AT HE SR A = KA
AL P AT BRI L, T R Y R RO 2 R
Tt A b 3 AT R T SO AR 3R AR S R
ORI R . 5340, £t ST B AR BT
BERAGIT N — KR, AP R R IL 100%, £ W]
L R KT SRR ORI LT SRR TE M RKT EOR S OC R
ST, A A ) A 3 b I BT R RN SR L AT R
AN 1A Ry A ARL, A R R A A Al 2 L NT AR
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Table 7 Grouping of different candidate sequences

Hf LIRS

KRl EUERR A S AR EIEAR A

% i

Al DLUWYYYO01-04 Bl DLUWYYYO01-07

A2 DLUWYYYO5,DLUWYYY08,DLUWYYY20 B2 DLUWYYYO08,DLUWYYY14

A3 DLUWYYY06-07, DLUWYYYO09-17 B3 DLUWYYY09-13,DLUWYYY15-20

A4 DLUWYYY19 B4 DLUWYQYO0I-13

A5 DLUWYQYO01-03,DLUWYQYO07-09,DLUWYQY11 B5 DLUWYQY14-18

A6 DLUWYQY04-06, DLUWYQY10,DLUWYQY12-13 B6 DLUWYXNO01-06

A7 DLUWYQY14-18 B7 DLUWYXNO07-09, DLUWYXN12-13

A8 DLUWYXNO1-04, DLUWXNO06 B8 DLUWYXNI10-11,DLUWYXN14-16, DLUWYXN18-21

A9 DLUWYXNOS5,DLUWYXNO11,DLUWYXN14-15,DLUW - D1 DLUWYYYO01-20

YXNI18-21

A10 DLUWYXNO07-10,DLUWYXN12-13,DLUWYXN16 D2 DLUWYQYO01-13

Cl DLUWYYYO01-20 D3 DLUWYQY14

C2 DLUWYQYO01-09 D4 DLUWYQY15-18

C3 DLUWYQY10-13,DLUWYQY15-18 D5 DLUWYXNO01-04, DLUWYXNO07-13,DLUWYXN21

C4 DLUWYQY14 D6 DLUWYXNO05-06, DLUWYXN14-19

C5 DLUWYXNO01-04,DLUWYXNO07-13 D7 DLUWYXN20

C6 DLUWYXNI14-20 H1 DLUWYYYO01-04,DLUWYYY06-10,DLUWYYY12,DLUW -
YYYI8

C7 DLUWYXN2I H2 DLUWYYYO05,DLUWYYY1l,DLUWYYY13-17,DLUW -
YYY19-20

C8 DLUWYXNO05-06 H3 DLUWYQYO0I1-11

H4 DLUWYQY12-18 HS5 DLUWYXNO1,DLUWYXNO03-04, DLUWYXNO06-13,DLUW -
YXN21

H6 DLUWYXNO2,DLUWYXNO5,DLUWYXN14-20

H:A,B,C,D,HYL 55N ITS,ITS2 ,matK , rbcL , pshA-trnH [T 51 A% RL4

GRGEEZEENDIGR -5 M HNIER

B e A2 A 2 B2 R T AR D T A SR OR

A LLFE Y, 3T psbA-trnH () DNA 5% 5 R fig
UK A3 A B Fh 2
3.5 RFEUFHNEERE T S AMELE DNA F B
1 ) b S ) S VT M R Y B A IR Y R A 2
— o DR, X 3 T 4 S A BB T I P R A A A
J7 370 56 S50 0 o mT M A BT R A o AN IR ER
FH Blast1"*/ R NJ @2 2 F 7 125 75 52 7 51 %o 90 ol 1) 25
A I W N G IR 7 R B S T CO o
9. psbA-trnH JT 5 % 5E B ) F )R 100% , ITS,
ITS2 , matK I rbcL 3 5 ¥IIK T 50% , Blastl Fil NJ £ 44
2 Fh s vk M e 4 RS AR — 3, L B0 A2 psbA-trnH T
FI ] LAE A 3l U KT 35 DNA 2598 55 5 501 7 51
4 itit

K LAk, X 5 BE 1 3 ik AF 98 IR AR 55,
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F ot AR 22 B VR AE O I R BRI AW ST T A ) A
(] 19 28 2% ¢ & 2 5 B SOR] FH 22 56 5 A ) ol ot 5%
T8 I 2 5 B Al

DNA XL RE T ZiEs HFZ /b 2t
W 5% L H 2 F AN 6] 25 08 15 76 25 Fe 90 Fh 1 1 %
FE L H IR R RGO R Y 3R AT 2 R Y
0 BE O R DR EE L BRI, AR BF 5Y B B psbA-
trnH ,matK , rbeL, ITS F1 ITS2 4 15 % DNA 45 & 5,
PEAT AN 6] 51 6 32 ) b %5 8 5 T A Rt o AE AR
PN i 6] 35 4% 48 5+ 43 M7, Barcoding gap ¥ % , Wilcoxon
S EF R, NT BB LA K Blast 1 A1 NJ #EAR 2 Fif
D7 VM 45 77 9 56 58 i J1 1 psbA-trnH 5 H Al A
SIE S AH L 2 AT W] W e B, TR, HE 8T psbA-trnH T
B W] A kg 3 Ff VR KT H54) Bl DNA S5 5 i 26 00 I 31 .
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Table 8 Distribution of variation sites of different haplotypes in candidate sequences in three kinds of Rodgersiae Rhizoma
Gt ITS TR ITS2 WS matk WS rbel YR psbA-trnH
1 4 5 1 2 2 59 1 1 1 2 2 2 4 4
0o 2 1 4 4 4 9 6 8 8 9 0 7 8 0 2
Hap N 9 0 Hap N 2  Hap N 0 Hap N 6  Hap N 5 6 8 8 5 0 5 6
Al 4 A G A BI 7 A C1 20 A DI 20 A HI m c r - - A - T G - -
A2 3 A G T B2 2 T C2 9 A D2 13 A H2 9 ¢c I - - A P T T - I
A3 1 A G A B3 11 A C3 9 A D3 1 C H3 1M T T T A - T T - I
A4 1 A G A B4 13 A C4 1 C D4 4 A H4 7 ¢C * T T A - G T - I
A5 7 A A A BS5 5 T C5 11 C D5 11 C HS5 2 T - T - C - T T I¢ I
A6 6 A G A B6 6 A Cé6 7 A D6 8 A He6 9 T - T - A - T T - I
A7 5 - G T B7 5 T Cc7 1 C D7 1 A
A8 5 A A A B8 9 A C8 2 A
A9 8 A G A
A10 7 A G T
¥ :Hap, B . T-AGTAAA I-CTTAAAATCAAGTATTAT I¢-TTAATTTATAAATACTA I“-TAAATACTATATA .
A8 B2 cs D6
66
A5 63(B5 c2 6l 100
) 93 H1
D
A4 7 5 100'112
A9 871 H3
B1 C6 100
A6 B3 =
D5 100|H4
D4
A3
C4 D3
63 c3
Al
A2 IOOH5
A7 B6 o I
98 oo H6
shxme
A10
shete shkEE ql R}' —_—
P— P— f— e — - 0.1
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
A B C D E

A3 Fh UL KT B ITS 15 51 NI BB (Parnassia palustris 9825k , Genbank AY 929353.1) ; B.3 i Wt %1 8% 1TS2 15 51 NJ @8} |8 ( PhiladelpHus delavayi
J 4 A%, Genbank MF785648.1) ; C.3 Fl UL AT %8 matK I 51 NI W} ( Parnassia palustris 3 5b 2587, Genbank KC475154.1) ; D.3 ft L 4T 4% rbeL JF
5| NJ E M (Parnassia palustris 5 AN F , Genbank JF942903.1) ; E.3 Flt & AT 3 psbA-trnH ¥ 31 NJ # B} ( PhiladelpHus delavayi ] 4h 35 K% , Gen-

bank MF785951.1)
2 EEFTINIER

Fig.2 NJ tree of candidate sequences

psbA-trnH J¥ 54y it 2 (R AR 9 i X 15 51, R 1A
ITS J¥ 1) [a) B B A e vey 9 S5 7 BB ), o e ) 332 R o
SCHR A T8 S 25 75 1, SR AK psbA-trnH P 51 % 5 )
P 2RO 5 AL F AL A B, e A N T RE R S
¥ 5 AE AN [R) b ] B 400 b AR e A K 0 B A
TE B e L B B A AR Ok S LG K % A A
DNA P % 5 5 0t 5 v A D 38 e 47 (L A2 5 )

ol 143 268 53 o it A O 0 BT D7 1 B F 9 O R A —
A 5e AP IR T A PR A 32K,
X ) DAL B AN RE HE AT A2 T S M, A S BT F 5T
e . B RAEM A AP MRS T
7RI, X% R DNA S5 8 05 5 5l BF 58 1 A — 2 4R
E o

KT DNA FIE MBI OF 5T H AR 2 46 P e K &%
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Table 9 Candidate sequence species identification success rate [ 6] ABEM%E, B, E, % 28Iy DNA &
T B 58 5 R % TS BB TE[T]. P E 2 ,2013,44(18):2593-2599.
GEAGEIIN Bt O " (77 SVHESL, Wbk, B, 5 6T ITS2 5 919 35 58 R 3
s p o0 . LD 1 DNA 26T 15 252 0], 1D 25,2012, 43(3) -
ITS2 58 34.48 31.03 S68-571.
[ 8] PETERSEN G, SEBERG O. A DNA barcode for land
matK 58 43.10 32.75
plants[J].Proc Natl Acad Sci, 2009, 106(31) : 12794-
rbcl 59 27.12 20.33 12797,
pibAimtt > 100 100 [0 Bkl 1125 DNA TB 15 40 F 4 (M) db it AR
KALTOPMZIVLS AW b i SRR oA B
(T 4 DNAZIP B2 FOKF h SUARE Jy H9 B i matk ,tral, %8 % 740 0 2 R4S R 25 5145 0%
FEZ— AL BR T 18 8 953 28 Bt v iy ) i SEBFAELT]. P P 252 2019, 44(4) : 38-43.
e BEATBOR B AWIRA  BOREEZEIZEAANR (1) im0 DNA 0 5 SRAP b ie A B8 Bt s
T LR W) Bl DNA Z % ) 2558 1 22 R L 2 9 Jy YOS LD A 5 o 4 B2 B L2018,
Bet Ay, plan a3k AL P8 o b, N RFEIFUABE [12) sgdn il S 998 26 70 R 40 0 49 T 2 5 I 4 0 265 4 1
SN A 155 LE0FE JR % 46 (D] AL b st S 25,2017,
[13] @ ls K] J DNA T8 15 5 R % 58 25 F 0T M )
(5% 3] (D b5 v Py SR K2, 2010,
[ 1] WIREA £ 525 5 W B A TR W R 48 v 25 A A vl [14] LID Z,GAO L M, LI H T, et al. From the Cover:
[M]. KU R 2= 4 AR st , 2010. Comparative analysis of a large dataset indicates that
[2] FE#,6MFR, 24,5 Hregi maEmEmIEI]. internal  transcribed spacer (ITS) should be
[ S 3 7 A 243, 2011,17(10) : 85-88. incorporated into the core barcode for seed plants[J].
[3] ZSPEM, T R, 5% . 25 be M HGr 4 b R Proc Natl Acad Sci USA,2011,108(49):19641-19646.
TRURREAR R B Z R (D] AE R, 2012,32(24) [15] SkiFR BEMARHAERSURID].EWH: =M
7747-7756. HhBE 2B, 2015.
[4] CASIRAGHI M, LABRA M, FERRI E, et al. DNA [16] 7l 5toe, 4524 M, X6 B 75 R U KT 48 1 Ak =7 o F
barcoding: a six-question tour to improve users' FELT] R EBE 4 ,2008,7(4) : 1-2.
awareness about the method RID E-7273-2011 [T]. [17] SR/ A2, £ SO, 45 AT 48 10 B IR 43 7 25 1
Brief Biginform,2010, 11(4) : 440-453. MBS I & R LT ] 308 A8 ) B 2%, 2005, 34(2)
[5] CHEN S L,YAO H,HAN J P, et al. Validation of the 60-62.

ITS2 region as a novel DNA barcode for identifying
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