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Advance and application of mtDNA COI barcodes on insects
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Abstract DNA barcoding has been widely used in taxonomy since the concept appeared in 2003. The mitochondrial gene
cytochrome ¢ oxidase I (COI ) is regarded as one of the most acceptable molecular markers and insect DNA barcoding
research based on this gene has been developed internationally. This paper gives a general introduction to DNA barcodes,
DNA barcoding and insect DNA barcode projects. It summarizes research into and the application of insect mtDNA COJ
barcoding in the description of cryptic species, species molecular identification and phylogenetics. In addition, we analyse

the influence of coamplification of Numts with mtDNA COI barcodes, presenting several suggestions on detecting and

avoiding Numts. Finally, we discuss future prospects for DNA barcoding.
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H AR DNA B £ AR N ] T2, H A7 AE —
S8 R MR R, R e T R ] RE A 55 AR T
P75 K 1R 9 48 (coamplification) « DNA J¥ 1) )
LA R 2 46 T2 S BIF 5T 11 5 A {82 T 5% & 1)
Y5F BB R 5K 3 DNA 4% T8 A4 1A i 13 20
BT (Hebert et al. , 2004) o 41l g 4% £k R 44 {8 35 DA
(nuclear mitochondrial pseudogenes, Numts) +2& £k i
MRIE D 55 2% (] U5 21 1 32 AFAE TR 30 B2 €Ol
B B Bl T AR M S il R 2
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AN A EEE L.

1 R 5 mtDNA COl &£HBHAR

1.1 DNA &FBARS5RIE

B K 5y 25 % 5% Hebert 55 (2003a) 7 K42 HH
“HEW AN S B X S A 11 17 13 320
ANYIFR ) 658 bp () COT 3 K7 51 L8 43 A A
T A v BE AT AR D 3 1) DNA 468 1) R il s B S
Stoeckle (2003) XAiF B COT £ 8 DNA 4 JE 15 AL
ARl 2 (8 e A S E B RN ES
P IETE T REME T 514 iz 9 36 . 2004 4F, = iy
23 5y 25 (CBOL) $2& M H i S ik (¥ 170
TR T2 B S IF 100 ~200 J5 AN K 514)
Toft (1) 2% TE A AE 52009 4F 1 F7 5 44 I 42 K 566 PRI 40
B4 23 10 I s 5 1 ) HE 42T 2 571 [ B 4% T 1
T4 GBOL) Ji3 2y, 15 W1 H b A& 5 45 A HUAF 50 J5 A
PR 500 J7 AN bR AR (1) DNA 2% JE A5 i 5% -

DNA 4% & 1 n] HI - 48 K 2 503 0 4 Bl 1% 43
M1 LA S BEAE T, {1 DNA J7 1 (A8 2 0 2%
B 77 J3 4,600 bp [F 77 51 Hogh A 12 A a] P50 1
BEoE R M0 2 B Rl A D s R — AR, B
WA LA SE BT A W R B 4 B A4S i (Hebert
et al. , 2003a) o ZEUESE, # T 95% ¥ Bk I Bl ) 2
FEEAT W] 2 X 2y 1 4% % 5 7 51 (Hebert et al. ,
2003b; Stoeckle, 2003) .

1.2 BOLD

N %2 K Guelph K22 FF R N 4E 5 1) 2 i 4% T2
i #3E & 4¢ (barcode of life database, BOLD) J& —
WS ATl 0 BT A1 KA DNA Z B Al sk 8
RIS BTG e B S IR A TE B A AN
IELFE S TG 7 5, & RG34 5190 ) P 44 FR
PR AT B GRS 5w AR ER R S 6 T B
3% 2% (Ratnasingham, 2007) . #% 1F 3] 2010 4E 12
H % BOLD v M} 1t 45 JE 15 5 5138 #) 1 074 517
45, DNA 5809 E AR (I b ol 92 441 A, K
hHA AT R R EIA 30 AN H L 84 410 A4
/R

1.3 R H DNA £E6EitxREHER

DNA 5 A B AE B H 1R N i 32 3
K HHTE B B WA 5 Y DNA S8 1H kI A 6
ANy 23 BT R B H LB, DK U R 3

H % 2 ANEHEIF, PR Bl L& 1.

UEAb, 5 K B HE) 4 T A T I AL N 1R AR
Y DNA 4453+ %) (INBIPS) , 32 32 i BURF AL A4 1)
RN B3 418, HEAT 15 )8 A8 #e il & i 4= Bk PE DNA
ZTCA TR 5 i B AR -GN 4R T B R 0 4
JEAS TR (QBOL) » TR 7 3 4 Py A4 gt Wi B 4 4 2
R AT b o i A ) AR 0 448 (EPPO) 4 5% i AT 5%
W) DNA 4 T4 /5

1.4 R H mtDNA COI £HBEAFTIZ

Zeid M A Ah B s KRR, H AT B R miDNA
COT & B HAR i 12 S 3H A A DNA () 32 HL
Fe 04 19 e A I 5 03 A 4
1.4.1 #7< DNA B942EL  DNA $2 IR0 & 1) 77
AL A 8 3, R T A AR O R S AR SR
DNA $2H0J5 ¥ W CATB % SDS ¥ 55 45 K ¥ — &
P Al 4g 45, 2009 ; i, 2009) o ASAARELK 1)
s ki S B E e A, HHE
SRR IR A e o) L A R P B R DU
T LUIRICAS 2 75 4 ¥ 241 2L Jv (King et al.
2008) o BLAh, HHTFEA IR JC #1074 I O 42 43 L sk
B, PAE SR H DNA 5 A7) ) 5 A A 56 8 OR A7 B0 &5 &
&I (A, 2009)
1.4.2 mtDNA COI FF By & DNA £
WL EEAH] COT He B Fe 21 53 Ao 1 2 4 1 490
FIE B 2 198 2 [0 H ) F Bt (Cywinska, 2006) .
FUAT, 788 B diz H 7 200 0 8 5 k3l Al 514
L LA DL 32 2 s, Jeh AR 51 0 9 1 i
F R PR A R B AE 1S J5 4 BL L, BL LepF1/
LepR1 " Hi# i fr 22, 4 19 v ot & Fp 41 B o e i
60 Jj %%, 1% 5| W) Xf fe . 1 Hebert (i LCO1490/
HCO2198 i1, M 88 H 1 .

A7 SEBE B AT BE 2 A A7 PCR 04 5 1 5% i 4
32 A, o S B TR Bl 3 P A7 AE 1 PCR 4
BRI RE dhe W JE R n N /> B 3 R A Q-
solution (Qiagen, fH [ ) i Uk 1% #£ & 5 B DNA 4%
T AR A ) (49145, 2010) o 56T 2y
1 COT 25 T 08 1) b A A B0 A4 38 A e 2 D Jn &2
K DNA % J¢ 4 #F 5¢ h & (CCDB, http://
dnabarcoding. ca/) $ /F i 2 UL & 3C ik (Hajibabaei
et al. , 2005 ;Ivanova et al. , 2006) .
1.4.3 mtDNA COI FH#&ME K4 BEA W P
BRI K600 bp Je 47 1 e 41 v Bl BL A 4% it
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*1 BLFREEHR DNA £HBitH
Table 1 Launched insect DNA barcoding programs

BiF 53 Je
) Research development
B0 o & JSESL Ay o T Py b B A , , EEACE T
. . i fi5h b S i fith i1 4
Barcoding programs  Launched year  Target species 0 1 A A S i Reference website
Specimens Species
barcoded barcoded
5538 45 7% 1 v &)
2004 165 000 — 48 676 http : / /lepbarcoding. org/
LepBOL
T H FTB &
2007 1165 18 645 2 478 http : / /trichopterabol. org/
TrichopteraBOL
U 2% T T v )
2008 12 205 8 588 796 http: / /www. formicidaebol. org/
FormicidaeBOL
LR AT
— >20 000 6 663 1533 BOLD
BeeBOL
S0 4% TE A5 U &)
2006 2 000 2277 543 BOLD
TBI
BT T8 i v
— 3 200 7255 529 BOLD
MBI

T R SR BCUT ST HE R R ¥ R bk 320 ok B AR VR B T R, ok BT BOLD 38 PR, S04 Db ik £ 2010 4 12 7 —FR R b
HRAT KL
Some of the development data are from independent websites of the programs, the other are from BOLD (http: //www. boldsystems. org/views /login.

php) ;data ended up to Dec. 2010;— represents lack of relative information.

%2 EH mtDNA COI £HBEH3IY
Table 2 Common primers in amplifying insect mtDNA COI barcodes

P12 % Ratio

ES — Fr 51 &R 2 2% IR
Name " il fic Sequence 5° -3~ Taxonomic groups Reference

High Medium Low

LCO1490 GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG RSB Folmer
66.08% 17.48% 16.44%
HCO2198 TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA Various phyla et al. , 1994
LCO1490+1 TGTAAAACGACGGCCAGTGGTCAACA
66.05% 12.23% 21.71%
HCO2198-1 AATCATAAAGATATTGG

CAGGAAACAGCTATGACTAAACTT

CAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA
LepFl1 ATTCAACCAATCATAAAGATATGG Bl Hebert
73.72% 13.21% 13.07%
LepR1 TAAACTTCTGGATGTCCAAAAAATCA Insects et al. , 2004
MLepF1 RS Hajibabaei
63.78% 14.63% 21.59% GCTTTCCCACGAATAAATAATA
(LepR1) * Amphibians et al. , 2006
MlepR1
62.91% 15.63% 21.45% CCTGTTCCAGCTCCATTTTC
(LepF1) *

T RN WAL ST S — [ 51 ks R 8 0R Bods E EAK 4 BOLD.
Inbrackets is another primer used; ratio was calculated according to data from BOLD (htip: //www. boldsystems. org/views/

primerlist. php) .
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17 PCR =9l )7 » iX A DNA 45 R0 £ AR T2 7 10
fi] U R A

e 51 3 it BDA ] AR 045 6 2 A e v 20 i
B 72 5, 35 3 A 4% 3 T BE B 2 M J7 i (distance
based methods) 13 F- 45 4E () 4> #7 )5 ¥% (character
based methods) , §if % % % A 5 4 $22 %  BLAST
FREAH T A o) A R A B AR, o R
5 DNA J7 41) b A% 1 R 1 20 1~ B 4 55 o 2K 45 )
Bro FE3 HT A LUTR K1 19 Fe 51 22 5 i, il 3 2 A
SRR 5 N AP S R (1< O o T IR Sl BT 13
(DeSalle et al. , 2005 ; Kohler, 2007 ; Rach et al. ,
2008) .

2 B &f mtDNA COI &£Ff0a0 5 B

AR By ok B FF B B B 4% T8 B o i)
W 25 5, DNA 4% T 34 1F 9% 76 %5 38 H (Foster
et al. , 2004) , ¥534 H (Monaghan et al. , 2005) , I
¥t H (Rach et al., 2008), H# H (3% & % 4%,
2006) , # 2 H (Hogg and Hebert, 2004) , &7 i H
(Ball et al. , 2005) S35 O FF Jig ot [ P9 40 STk
HRIE KT, B mtDNA COT 4% B A4 (1 3 ) 32 B 48
SRR @R B TR U S W LN b e B 3 e
VRS8R & R 504 J7 1M

2.1 SEBHA I AN A F A A0 RS #

Y2 Fp 4l o B Bl Ceryptic species) 3% i 77 75 »
HOBA 7 KA B F T DNA T8 65 ] BLAS 1)
I B, I S e T A 1 4 28 o8 (Kohler,
2007 ; Waugh, 2007) . E 3 DL6%E 3 H 0F 578 e b
J"Z » Hebert 45 (2004) X 5F 7 12 %2 i1 (112 500 2 4]
WEDEAT BE T, DNA 45 JE A 45 & T2 25 27 F0 H AR BT
SRR R T 10 Fhb G AL S e R 4
TE RS 22 S AH 6 B AR AR 3 35 ERE P RE &5 B
HLRFE TREANEGERN KPR &0 TE N &
TR T R B, 3 Tl 40 3 8 1) — AN 7 98 2 400 AN AR
1 538 H O30 O J, HA 28 1 E Sl 2R b
AN W 45 B 5610

DeWaard %5 (2009) FJ il DNA 4% J& i % ik £F
HER TR 2 1) i 3l H OB B AT B0, R T 4 A
iR A 2 A BaFh; Vershinina A1 Lukhtanov (2010)
FIH COI 4 TE RS 4 £ 22 48 K 7 W5 IR 2 A
Bl X 43 JF o 538 H J7 i > Smith % (2008) X} 6 A~
AN RHT2 597 A A AL g JEAT 45 TR G B 9T WO

I B b B B A5 S8 8 10 171 /S 2t 142 A, [8] i —
T N 27 2 2 Bl 5 I R} 4yt 1 B 2R G SIEBR A
36 AN A7 A — B JL A A U AR ¢ 57 R B 0 I B R
AFh; Maytza 25 (2010) i 58 75 5F fl & b & 47 2 4
Tt 06 1 4 A G I 04 9F 9 T8 2 R AIE 23 BT Sl o AR
TR RN 2 5, 3T DNA 4B 84 1 U1 - 37 43
ARG T AT R0 BT s 2 AN AN (i) el B o 4 52 B
2 AR Fp o 2 H J7 i Foottit 2% (2009) 4
A T SRR i Ml B AR S (¥ Dl B, ) A DNA
4 B4 658 bp (1) COL J¥ 51 Jv Bexh Bk &L 17 A
P AN TR T 25« A B BOR & M BORIAE AN [A) 27 8 F
AN T A 3% A TR R A AR A R R T A R
W AEII M 2 FEPE . XU H J5 1 » Smith 55 (2006)
Xf AT MR 20 A Z% £ M1 T A (Tachinidae) 4 F
BEAT B8 W50, R I DNA S5 JE R AN HEAf %5 € T
17 Fofresy B 25 32 & —Fl, [ 5 % IR B 1A A A 32 A4 Fil
(03 AP BR o 15 A 77 1 — ki B i
2007 4 DNA 4 JB A4 XAIE B 16 Rl 4 2 46 Fh 1 #
i 75 W T AR #R 2 vz A6 (Smith et al. , 2007) .

2.2 MESFEE

AT T T8 25 %€ 1) 7 B % DNA 529 H T
A I A 7K 1 ) i s v R AT PR A R AR s T
H DNA 2% B 5 R 7] DX FE pe A& 3T 2 Fil
(sibling species) LA & 2 A4 1 B o k47 47 280 14501 A
YeoE . ZEMLAE (2011) JEF DNA K TE 56 | 74 5
TR DX I AR R ) S 4l OREAT 4 1 R ]
IR 0 28] TSI i R R I S e 2 AN R, 5 s
ES W W 0 35 ; van Velzen 25 (2007) A 5 DNA
S5 TE A T LUAT 28040 By X 23 30 25 s S ik Wi RE B A
W AET S e 2 LR AR VF 2 B B 2R Y Ar
76, F 80T #% 42 (2007) 1L 5 DNA 4 JE 65 ] LA
A1 7 1 i e dep T 22 RV % ) T S A ) A iR P
E B 3 B 22 TR B R SIS 2 o 1) X R

Y FH Ak 2 B B L miDNA CO T 4% JE 1Y
BT ek be B s e DL RONAR B JU % e U T 19
ES(IAS DO S E (SRS NS AR ZE0) SN VAT PRSI K7/ R
2.2.1 ZERHZLIMNA EERERyEE
IR AR B B S o R e 2R ) AR Kk
AL A T ZE T I TR i S o s A B 2
EE IR O < &)y o <l e B e AR A (5P I 2 R VT i
2010) - FJH DNA £ U1 e i ) 25 b= 2 4 ik 55 e
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RENY)TII 735 5 58 B IR 5 » #F B MY A1 0 41 O
. Nelson 2% (2007) F) H F K COT 4 45 - %1 %
WA 9 Ff T L BE 22 FBE %4 Chrysoma J& W28
(1) 56 NFEARFEATWEFT, FIH K2P FE 25 85 50 50 46 45
P S, 4 R BoR COT &7 5 fig %
BT RR R Y 2R 0% 8 B LUK 8 Dawney
4 (2007) B AF T COT 4% T8 i 55 DR 76 v = it A% )
T 25 58 v N S WE 9 R W AE GenBank 25 47 78 71
ZE Ry, COT ] LI AR vk B i AL ) B i) 43 1
Fric s Boehme %5 (2010) A Fif DNA 4% JE 5 658 bp
(1) COT v Befig W X 6 Fb 76 Ji5 P4 vh %<5 (1) < it )
Phoridae W) R AT A 2850 1X 43 » AT RE A2 32F 1% J8 B L
TR S TP N

222 ANRYMKENELENNE MEEK
52y 5 i it b 19 e LA R AR AR A A TR & I
i), A 25 A 0 1) A 3 XU I R A2 ) 22 4 O 38 T K
h A BROCVE (W T ) . A By P R ONAR 1 2
SO s A F A KRS OIS I, xR SR R
AR P 2 e R b — IR SN . T8
€ B 7 1k e S BLAN KA FH W) R B A R E  DNA
2 T A5 1 H B A 65 AR L J 1 X6 A 9% 2B ) 4 A T
SEFT AR AL [P B 23 1 508 1 7 R L g1k
FrvEAL I 1) . Foottit 25 (2008) %t 13 J& 300 Fiftif
HURFST, GE W) DNA 4% B0 56 1) e 4% 47 280 X 43 e o
96 % (1) Wy Ffr, Fb 4 1) e 51) 22 S~ AR 0. 2% 5 Xt
TR W Oy F s e A S R
BB E (2009) LR AT 56 Ok 491 2504 5 1 1R
TN 5> 7 % 2 b, DNA 4TS 1 J7 7 b
YRS s vk PCR 8¢ PCRRFLP % 5¢ J5 v 80 2 A 1)
PR AEE TR A S R RS e 1k i B R R AR
N COT 4k A5 2 0 N AR B H i f Rl R 3G %
SE TR BT 7k e BB 27 5 R WK P 4 il [ B b A
(ISPM27) & Hh 6l 5 A6 00 R0 %5 52 A8 47 2 HL 1) b vE 4L
&, Floyd %5 (2010) 1A 4 & T DNA & 65 4 R
HE B S AR A W) I AT 58 3 1) BOR 1R & A
FH 1A v 5 s v K R A N B 1 s o )
5 A 3 [ Ak 35 CUSDA) i n A1 4 J2 W0 AR £ A
i CL R DNA 4% T At kS I v K S R ik Epiphyas
postvittana, FF € T T A5 2 3R I 3 1A 77 7
2.3 RAFEAEMR

ARG T 20 il 80 AN, JF T 90
FAUTZ N T BB ST . DNA J¥ 5 ) M ik 2 7

TRGAEWFDHH N T5k, Skl fk COT JE P 7
FIEHMHIRERARSK T B 20 Firid
— (E& B Mg )5, 2002) o B AR DNA 4 B 15
S H A ok #878 RS R B K & (Hebert,
2005 ; Hajibabaei et al. , 2007) , {H 1 - DNA 4 &
f BT N B COT Jy ) i B &5 — 5 1K 72 S 3 B A
XL I 2 G kB AE L BRI AT BLAT DL e 4
LU 1R B0 23 5 55 2885 DI < 2 b sloRh R 22 1) 45
R T RGE KT RE, SN T RRKE
9t B A5 B3 & X (Lunt et al. , 1996 ; Zhang and
Hewltt, 1996) . DNA M X BH T ARG K %
WEFCAE 2 B A b B AT SR (Acs et al. , 2009
Wang et al. » 2010; Feng et al. , 2011) o Smith %
(2005) 3% B 35 0 39 1 g s AT 7 AN A4 UH 285 3R 9
TR 5k — B 1 17 51 23 A 1) 45 R AR T
JET DNA Fe 40 1 J7 ik e 7= 28 3O F o A
WY S AIC R AR BLE ; 2 AR 45 (2010) DL DNA 4% %
COL P A X B 23 1A X 11 S ANTE 25 T AE )
AR S T S AT R R B WS R A A AR
AT 25 32 b A% B4 4 5 mtDNA COT [ 3 1% B 2
A0 ~0.046 Z[f], -1 igt A% B 0 0. 012

3 Numts 3 COI &M 5 8% M
Kkt e 777k

FE93 § BEAC I R o 2ok 5 TR 55 A% TR Y
B K A7 AE (Song et al. , 2008) « DNA 4% JE fith f
FUR L 51 4 I TR 2 DNA A g™ 388 H 1 1 B
I T W 47 6 A N 55 A TR 9P B AT 3 kA% T
B P 510 () 5 3% 40 W A2y Ao L P il miDNA )y B
Fe B B K% Jy 1) vh 0T BRI 4 T A R A RS A
(Numts) |32 A7 75 145 HE 3 4 A1 G 6 ME 3 9 40 1
R GORE AR I DA 55 AR R U Y 4 R R AR AE TR C
( Bensasson et al., 2001; Richly and Leister,
2004) . Numts Pp[7] 4 34 1) 7T fig £ % T DNA % I8
B g 8 — > 7 U8 (1 b i

3.1 Numts 3 COI £ R 5 RY 20T

A eh I SO L SN TN R S - S R
W& AN 2 f) Numts. Pamilo 45 (2007) %7 5E
e AR P s RO SR I 4 b B R ik R A
Y15 K Numts [y 31 Lb X, 2 B % i 3% R 41
Numts i 2 000 4>, 7 4 B E B & 8 &2, X
U8 Numts 2 Y5 T~ ZeoRL 44k DR 41 op 1A 25 A, %
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FENHE L kb 75U 2047 1.0 bp HHEB A
FF 91 A TR T ad R i % P o e B IR
() it o+ 4 # % B (Pamilo et al. , 2007) ; Song %%
(2008) % %f & A K Fit Numts 1 B SR A 76
JHEFT Numts X 4% F2 55 732 51 14 5% 00 5 52 6 3 W ey
TRE A Numts 385 1 VF 2 00 R AL 1 A A
AL A ol s A K P 1R R S T HL AE R A 2K
Broe ¥ Numts 2 A B CTR AN AR 7o £ A7 2849 B A
PR, T8 51 S A T 8 Numts, 302 i
Numts 55 #1 56 /5 51 55 A AL 8l 2 02 51 4 X s 5
mtDNA [ 22 53 7 1 8 £ 5 Cai 55 (2010) F H i
514073 5 AL DNA, mtDNA F14f g % DNA 3 Fift i
Wb g8 COL Jy 5, R BLAL G /N 8 b A7 A8 K
COT M2 [, Numts J™ 5 5 g CO T 41 HE AT i R
WAL FR SR T W7 -

3.2 i FAieE % Numts 3 38 B 75 0%

Numts J3 41 Fl H ff] mtDNA J3> 41 #p [6) 97 38 I,
2 B 3 B UK Al U LI T S R R R
SEBLGM JC 3R ICH 1R A1, AT I AL B 4 T L
W15 Wy PCR P24 Numts [JfE4E . 55 4h > Numts
MR A B S AE P R A ON B R B R
AR A8 X IRAG AT 3 51 % 3 B R AT 23 #r s
O 115 | 0 R P et A S 1 R = S DN T i Bl
T i A1 LS ) LU € e 91 2 5 8 B I COT 7 41
(Song et al., 2008) . F i@ F 5149 M JE K 41
DNA thy" 3% COI J3° 41 7& Numts P [7) 4 19 (1) = 22
JR A (Yuan et al. » 1999) , 0] LUl it & & 26 b 44 3
DRI ALZA h S B DNA, 5 4R 800 89 22 LA 1 7 ik
HeBpAZ B 4 I Numts 19 T 4 (Bensasson et al. »
2001) ; f1 3 Numts J5 514 B — f B0 R, AT A g
FAB IR 1 BRI By B (750 bp) Ll ik
AT Z K PCR, R JH RT-PCR B AR 5 B vk 45 53 51 4%t
Py Rh AT 5 S 4 08 0 AT R S iX 1) @ (Hebert
et al. , 2004 ; Pereira and Baker, 2004 ; Moulton
et al. , 2010) .

4 WHit5RE
4.1 itig

DNA ¢ J A8 IOAGH I A A Jo Xk B Rl s I 4
BT TREE T RAFV SRS T LM

JH SR T IE G A A A R AR AE P R R
DNA Z5 RS A R P AR AT 28 27 3 X% 4%

ARFF OSSP T AR 2 80 FZARILAELL R
3 ANJ5 T

5%, DNA % Bt o 5 o UARE & 5 o 2%
DNA 5 A AU e AR 25 7 20 2K —FH IR A
STE L 9E, A R DNA 2% 15 504 e 51 5 TR & 2
5 B 5 4 47 41 (Kohler, 2007) o JE [ ) %1 4 Bh
B AT L T AUH DNA 48 4% %k
P BEAT 23 2K WF 5T 38 T o G A 1 .
W) DNA B0 2 57t 5B & 2R AE BLACE S
AT S5 A B AL ) Tl 5 58 vh AT B AT R
g5, B2 5B M Ak 4 dy 4 (Wil and Rubinoff,
2004) .

Hk, COT BE A J2 A5 adi ] T P A7 K 4% T2 45
WFT e ARAT 5 JL D HRAS W] BEAE T A 22 4 1) 2
g, B 58448 1) DNA &8, h
TN AN ) ) il 43 4 IR 2, ) 5 4% (2010) £
WK 16S rRNA Al COT —#24F y DNA 4% JE AL () bk
W F . Br 168 rRNA A1 COI 4b, DNA 4% JE 15 1
FUIL AT LA &5 & 3 A i R P, e R f& Cytb, 128
rRNA, ND6 4% 3E A 18S rRNA, ITS 5. EINZ />
BEERIL R R T A s 8 AR R W 2 T T
Ao 10 HL AR %5 5E 55 0 S N HE R

% =, mtDNA COT Z% B i B 5T f Numts 1 7]
IG )8 . Numts ()47 76 5 VR 439 & DNA 4%
TEASBFFTH — AN A AT R 1 i) 8L, F 5 3 75 i
XJ Numts (500 HE A5 2 4F 8 A7 4 2. kR
F 22 F 7 30 n] AAR K R JE L 3 4 R R Numts (1)
P14, T Numts A2 BLR 5E DNA 5B 15 50K 1)
JS P A 5% K3 20 400 il 28 e 24 mT R D 4% T 8 A 2k
% 7€ (Magnacca and Brown, 2010) .

4.2 RIE

H Ay s 0 5 T3k 19 1 1k 8 DNA 4% JB 5
(mini-barcodes) #iff 77 046 Ji& FF 4R R, A7 14 FR 3k A
(1) 4400 TR bR AS DNA - AR B8 A T AS B 3R B 4% T/ 1
K, K BEZ) 100 bp (1) 75k B4 4% T2 5 28 % A7 250 3 AR
PYeiX 7] {8 (Hajibabaei et al. , 2006) o W57 F B ik
5 T A A R A7 kAT W b i) % e, T I R T
SIE AR AW 2 R PEAE 5E v 1 B F S R o 4% 4k
s B b i E b SR P 81 FT R B O 3 Atk (Meusnier
et al. , 2008 ;31 5T % %%, 2009 ; Lees et al. , 2010) ,
AR T HE B W T R A 5 X DNA ST 65 U A
ANAEA 2 7€ 7 K 8 1) A SR A O e W)
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