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M OE Ed B 2R DNA ZIEHS 1TS, matK Fl psbA-uH FE81 438 F 519 31 % H PCR K2 B4R &
HEATILAR, X 16 B A MR a2 BHEYEAT PCR BRI IT , Lo A8 & TR 50 M3 B R P 2 . 455 3%
W12 1TS, matK 1 psbA-trnH J5 515 | 9000 A 2 RHEY) (5™ 15 A0 e D) 4 455, PCR S 14 e HEaR K TS
G390 1TS 54 °C, matK FlI psbA~mH 50 °Co 7R FONR R AN T AR H IS0 0 T B, iAo 5
RIS 2 FHEY YT ) DNA ZRIERS4 5

KA Pife 2 FHEY): DNA S8 %€

hESZES: S 682.31 XEfFRERS: A DOI: 10. 15886/j. cnki. rdswxb. 2019. 04. 003

H T AL TR AR B IVEZ 2 BHE P R 28 [ 25 22 AR /N AT SRR IR O 70 2 o I 40K, AL A
ICHARNE R — Y FIE 22 00 S M T B iz 0 37 T ()~ e ) ot o T ) 73 286 268 5 TR 238 % G R 10
FEH e 43 FFRic RAPD I AFLP $3ARSE 500 22 J@ S5 A= Fr A8 s i b [ A7 R O R L 24
PERSFIB A 34T, B =2 @A i v6 K 7o =)@ T2 B 55 R Ah 2238 R AZME AR 1TS J3 30 43 #r == 4B B A=
A B IR A 3, [ N 278 A T RAPD HOR X F5 22 S5 3K [ AL 42 22 48 mh R AT s AL A8 S FR GO R
BBFFE > o WA I SRAP Zh FARICH AN 8 Fftifs 74 22 s AL I AL ALV RN 4 6 A
£330 o ISSR 1A Z A0 FI T RIFSE W18 22 A 2R 2% OC 2 TE A0 FRHm AL it b A s IF S P i L T 4 1 ic
FAR A T 2R G FR S0 HT , 7B IE N BV Fs ) 56 8 Y BORZEK . BT, 2 BHE Y K2R DNA
ZIEAS I3 atpF-atpH , rhelL, rpoB , 1poC1 , psbA-trnH , matK FIAZAFHA ITS 25 551 S iDL % & o AHGR =
RGUERDTIE . BORBZ T FEAE R, 58 1 7 BURXEX BTG R ) W) o AT HERR 26 7, B X 45
AR 2 AR R BB A 7 B T4 5 40 I S e W2 4 5 1 £S5 o DRt , 2838 3 ok X0 B 7 971
FVEEE 09 LEXT 4301, WET AR R G0 1P 90 rh s 3658 > v B, IR L2 (6] B 240 1 3 1A R B
B TEA N HfE 22 FHEY) DNA SRR I BB R R, e e 2 RHE S LT 1 7 12

1 #Rl57EE

1.1 e BERDRIR B O G A B 2 AR Hh o A 5 8 95 T O A 1) i e == R, 43 ) 02 4
BUA f§F Dendrobium nobile , ¥ Y1 2% Paphiopedilum appletonianum , 35 > Cymbidium goeringii var. goeringii,
TR Vanda pumila , =58 KM 2% Renanthera imschootiana , /)N 2% W5 W 3 2% Phalaenopsis equestris , %3 J¥ ifi 2%
Acampe papillosa , 75 4618 W == Aerides odorata, 45 2% 2% Anoectochilus roxburghii, |~ 75 f1 . 2% Bulbophyllum
kwangtungense , —#4 8R4 2% Calanthe triplicata , -8 2% Ceratostylis hainanensis , %3 ¥ BB IE 2% Cleisostoma stria—
tum , {70 DLEE 2% Coelogyne fimbriata , i k¥ 2% Cypripedium japonicum F1735 Z5 A il Bk Pholidota articulata .
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VEHU AR R AL BEAEARCOR5E 2 ~ 3 R A C g5 0 3 C1 4R If A7 BP M SEER = A - 70 °C vKAE
WL 51 ALR S BRI BH AT FRA F G .

1.2 DNAREZAE R E CTAB 3" 325 DNA. f# ] Thermo Nanodrop 2000 #2243 T A 22 45
By DNA A5 230,260,280 nm &b 59 56U AE , B34 0D, /0D, F1 0D, /0D, 1 F AR B 7E DNA 4 i .
HU5 L KE5L DNA i | Loading buffer 5, {fi F w = 1% 3RS MEEERS , 76 0. 5 x TBE Zvp 1,3 V » em ™' fH
JEHLPK 1 ~2 h( Power PAC3000 HLJK{¥, BIO-RAD) o AR LUKk 45 SRAG I DNA Jidt o

1.3 Sl¥igit  ARIEC I 22 FHEY Y ITS, matK F1 psbA-H J5 91, ) FH AR <7 A7 55OF1 22 53007 13, 1
Primer Premier 5 {4, 1+ == RHE Y 38 5 19055, 51490750 W3 1.

&1 PCRKR3I#FF!
Tab.1 The primer sequence of PCR amplification

r 519 JFAI(5-3)
No. Primer Sequence (5" —37)
ITS¥1 TCTTATCCTCCGCTTATTG
1 ITSR1 GATCATTGTCGAGACCGA
matKF1 TAAGAATCCCGAACCT
? matK-R1 ATTACTTGTGAAACGT
psbA-irnH-1 GATTGCTACCTTGTTG
’ psbA-irnH-R1 BATCGAGATATTGGAC

1.4 PCR mMEBEMLL PCR WA ZR: 10 pl 2 x PrimeStar Max premix( TaKaRa) , 0.4 wmol * L™ '2|Yy,
6 ~10 mg * L'z DNA, F ddH,0 #M5EZ 20 who SN FRF: 94 C 281 8 min; 94 CARPE4S 5,48 ~58 °C
(TEBEARAEAREE 2 °C) 1B K45 5,72 CHEM 1 min, 35 MEER; 72 CHEM 6 min, 4 CLRAF. P H W w=1%
TN NHEEE AL PRGN , LA DL2000 marker ( TaKaRa) SHZMR, BERMUR R GE T MEETFHA M

2 ZEREHS

2.1 PCRRMEZEMAL ME L Al g, ITS J7 51 PCR 9 3G IB KR 54 °C I, 738 2870 1 B 58 BE B
4 R E PEAF o AT 2 ~3 [T, matK Al psbA-tmH 731 PCR 48438 JGELEE S S0 “C i, 373 254 T M, 52
FER T AR AT o AR SR SRS AR SR AS SN, 28 5 7 AR R ECIR Y 5, BRI R0 Had e,
SIS AT 45 PCR SRR . FAR AR e BE AR -

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 M 1 2 3 4 5 6
2000 bp— 2 000 bp
1 000 bp_, 1000 bp _,
750 bp—» 750 bp .,
500 bp_, 500 bp _,
250 bp_, 250 bp _,
100 bp— 100 bp —

BT OITS 00 A [ 3R kIR i 180 25 51 2 matK F A [R]R Kl L #7345 2R

Fig.1 Results of PCR amplification in different anneal Fig.2 Results of PCR amplification in different anneal
temperature by primer ITS temperature by primer matK

1. 48 °C; 2. 50 °C; 3. 52 C; 4. 54 C; 5. 56 °C; 6. 58 C 1. 48 °C; 2. 50 °C; 3. 52 C; 4. 54 °C; 5. 56 C; 6. 58 C
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2.2 PCRyFHFGA MK 4 ~6 101, M AL M1 2 3 4 5 6
19 PCR BRI 248 16 AMCE IR 1TS, matk 2000 bp
Fil psbA-trnH FEBUHEFT 1Y , 4758 20 00 , 28 J0

R PR SRS . PCR §RERCRAN 1000 bp
PR TS LI ITS (073 98. 7% , Hofl Fr 750 bp

B 5 PO ¥ RCR YR 100% o F BB 7 T zgz lb;

psbA-irH P I, O 624 ~ 641bp, H K2 TS, "P=b

J3716 ~735 bp,matK Jgf, 45 1195 ~1 220 bpo % 100 bp=

IO 1A R R TT 4 , BB A DNA AT R I % 52 1Y 3 psbA-tmH J5: 517 738 Jk 3 B 8 5
SLEREEK Fig.3 Results of PCR amplification in different anneal

temperature by primer psbA-trnH

1. 48 °C; 2. 50 °C; 3. 52 C; 4. 54 C; 5. 56 C; 6. 58 C

2 000 bp—s>

1 000 bp—
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp—

K4 TTS 5¥ PCR 4 4§45 R
L &8 2 B3 B4 BTG5, B MG 25 6. /N I M 2, 7. 40 7 G 225 8. B AEFR I 245 9. &k
10, 7R 1L R 220 120 AR 220 130 JFRRIE 2 14, R DURE 220 1S, BRkAT 225 16, 525 ilibk
Fig.4 Results of PCR amplification by primer ITS
1. Dendrobium nobile; 2. Paphiopedilum appletonianum; 3. Cymbidium goeringii var. goeringii;4. Vanda pumila; 5. Renan—
thera imschootiana; 6. Phalaenopsis equestris; 7. Acampe papillosa; 8. Aerides odorata; 9. Anoectochilus roxburghii; 10. Bulbo—
phyllum kwangtungense; 11. Calanthe triplicata; 12. Ceratostylis hainanensis; 13. Cleisostoma striatum; 14. Coelogyne fimbriata;

15. Cypripedium japonicum; 16. Pholidota articulata

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8§ 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

2 000 bp—

1 000 bp—
750 bp—

500 bp—

250 bp—
100 bp—

K5 matK 51#1) PCR 4 #5255
LGBl 2 By 22 3. B 22 4 TG S, B K 225 6. /D 22 I IR 225 7 PP G 225 8. B AE R Y 225 9. G2k s
10, J7RAE S 1L =R 225 120 AR 255 130 JFRRIE =2 14 i DUBE 225 1S, BaRRkA 225 16, 525 filibk
Fig.5 Results of PCR amplification by primer matK

1. Dendrobium nobile; 2. Paphiopedilum appletonianum; 3. Cymbidium goeringii var. goeringii; 4. Vanda pumila; 5. Renan—
thera imschootiana; 6. Phalaenopsis equestris; 7. Acampe papillosa; 8. Aerides odorata; 9. Anoectochilus roxburghii; 10. Bulbophyl—
lum kwangtungense; 11. Calanthe triplicata; 12. Ceratostylis hainanensis; 13. Cleisostoma siriatum; 14. Coelogyne fimbriata; 15.

Cypripedium japonicum; 16. Pholidota articulata
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2 000 bp —

1 000 bp —
750 bp —

500 bp —

250 bp
100 bp—

K6 psbA-tmH 54#) PCR #1455
L B2 B3 B2 4 BTG S, S MG 6. /N2 I W2, 7. S0 7 M =25 8. B AE4E 1 2259, B>
10, JRAE 1L R 220 120 AR 220 130 JFRRIE 22 14, AR DURE 220 1S, BRkA 225 16, 52 filibk
Fig.6 Results of PCR amplification by primer psbA-trnH

1. Dendrobium nobile; 2. Paphiopedilum appletonianum; 3. Cymbidium goeringii var. goeringii; 4. Vanda pumila; 5. Renan—
thera imschootiana; 6. Phalaenopsis equestris; 7. Acampe papillosa; 8. Aerides odorata; 9. Anoectochilus roxburghii; 10. Bulbo—
phyllum kwangtungense; 11. Calanthe triplicata; 12. Ceratostylis hainanensis; 13. Cleisostoma striatum; 14. Coelogyne fimbriata;

15. Cypripedium japonicum; 16. Pholidota articulata
3 W i

P RRIE DNA ZIEA% R B 2 2EBR 1 R 2R, 2B o 6] A2 S R AR 75 5 &2 B v 4%
PRI RZNE 340 T 22 B 4 b oA RURH (] 35 A5 8 (0 B B A 1, = ECHERUN R AN 1 ) 5T
I, X PCR BN A AT EER AL+ r e 2o SIIRIIL S BAE SR R 3] PCR 9 3 AR 53 1k S i Eh 5
1B RS20 PCR LI R OGS A 2R 1B K IRLEE A9 R AR DNA S 4 5 e DX P 21 7 18 1)l B R
SRR W R AN o AR SR [ B _Lad FH A 22 BHE ) DNA ZIE S [ ITS , matK Hil psbA-tmH 7571
(AL SRR S AL BT 5 11, IR E XS 228 16 AMUKIR I DNA S0P A0 55E R R AT AL, s T
BHFHIROR . DNA ZAE M BORTESEER N HI Hh i A7 (R VF 22 [ R SR, 045 DNA 5 [N B 128 5 LA
Lo AR B 22 S LA E o B AT, AR AT — A~ H— P S ESE 2 1 Hh AN RIS R Y 22 B o RS
B A BB PAR ZR AN ZRAE T ARAT A F R 2T 0T B, T M e = R HE I PIRN) DNA S04 .
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Establishment and Optimization of DNA Barcoding
in Endangered Orchid Plants

PAN Yingwen, ZHANG Ling, WANG Anshi, LI Jiatong, XIE Tianwei,
CHEN Shiming, LIU Fuxiu, LIN Mingguang

( Post¥ntry Quarantine Station for Tropical Plants, Haikou Customs, Haikou, Hainan 570311, China)

Abstract: Universal primers were designed for ITS, matK and psbA-trnH sequences of endangered orchids for
DNA barcoding and their PCR reaction system optimized. Sixteen species of endangered orchids were amplified
by using PCR and sequenced, and their PCR amplification and sequencing efficiencies were compared. The re—
sults showed that the primers for the ITS, matK and pshA-rnH sequences had higher amplification success rate
and sequencing success rate for species of the endangered orchid plants. The optimum annealing temperatures for
the PCR reaction were 54 °C for ITS and 50 °C for matK and psbA-trnH. The targeted bands obtained under the
above reaction systems and conditions were clear and bright, and the ITS, matK and psbA-trnH sequences can
be used as a combination of DNA barcodes to identify the species of endangered orchid plants.

Keywords: endangered orchid species; DNA barcoding; identification
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