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E T DNA £RBHE AN BN FHEERR

Yook N E? mEE EHME OmAE? OE O#?
ek L kEea'T R

(1. BTN — R BRSSP, KK 163319; 2. WY PE IR AR TG, W 518045;
3. thiliR& AR bs, oM 5102755 4. T RN RESENT, W 518045 )

B E [BN] sssikign Gl Ao EEh ORISR ) Myt [AE ] ad—Rm
AR E 3 /\ﬂfﬂ 16 4~JF . 18 R ARG I 2k ik CO T3, I LI K% Apis mellifera Y 2
ZRIRNR P AR R AR, i i i KSR s ( Maximum likelihood methods, ML ) %?ﬁﬁﬁ’rﬁ ABGD
( Automatic barcode gap dlscovery ) M AEAE B i, MFAAHGRESF R ES R,
[£R] ML ARGk EFME/R, 18 IS TE = K332 F, ERMGKFE, Iﬂ*ﬁxlﬂ/\ﬁiﬂ’ﬂﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁ
—37, TS XAy, 7TERYPUKF ., RIS Dolichoderus, $ERE Anoplolepis Fl= i i & Camponotus %
16 AN 0] LIAREF Y IX 50 F . ABGD 4Hr i, 18 Rl n] B i [X 4y, SIS F S 2R a R —3k, #ifs
PEES/rHT R, 18 FMBIEET CO [ HE RN ] G I 28 = TR N BE B,  Zihifk CO [ 3 HH B X
FEEMESR . [ i8] AR FEENILRE L, 45 &4RAk CO THH Y DNA B E AR AT LISEH 18
T S A A5 o B HE T S 5 o

X DNA KIL; WR; Lkilk COZ; RELTHMT; ABGD 4hir; ifGE R

Using DNA barcoding technology to identify of exotic ant species

XIAO Meng"*" DENG Ke-Yin®> GAO Rui-Fang® WANG Li-Yang’® XIANG Cai-Yu®
WANG Ying> ZHENG Ming-Sen’ ZHANG Wei-Feng”* ZHANG Hai-Yan'™" YU Dao-Jian>""
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Quarantine Technology Center of Shenzhen Customs, Shenzhen 518045, China; 3. College of Life Science, Sun Yat-sen University,
Guangzhou 510275, China; 4. Guangdong Penghai Forensic Science Institute, Shenzhen 518045, China)

Abstract [Aim] To increase the speed and accuracy of detection of exotic ants at ports of entry. [Methods] Mitochondrial
CO [ sequences of exotic ants from 3 subfamilies, 16 genera and 18 species were obtained using a first-generation sequencing
technique. Two homologous Apis cerana sequences served as outgroups. Sequence variation between species was compared to
morphological differences using an ML phylogenetic tree, ABGD analysis, and genetic distance analysis. [Results] A ML
phylogenetic tree classified 18 species of ants on three branches. At the species level, individual ants of the same species were
grouped into a single, clearly distinguishable, clade. At the generic level, 16 genera, such as Dolichoderus, Anoplolepis and
Camponotus, could also be clearly distinguished. ABGD analysis also clearly distinguished 18 species. The results obtained
using molecular methods were consistent with those obtained using morphological classification. Genetic distance analysis
indicates that interspecific genetic distances exceeded the intraspecific genetic distances for all 18 species. [Conclusion] DNA
barcoding technology using mitochondrial CO / gene variation correctly identified 18 exotic ant species described on the basis
of morphological differences.
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iy 7 B ¥ H  Hymenoptera 4f % . H
Apocrita B & F} Formicoidea #{#} Formicidae E
W EFR, ek Bz . R
Zrt ot R R, kIO 16 WA 342
J& 14215 Fl' (Bolton, 2024 ) . WMUFE [ 4R A
P00 I AL S EER | HEFR A Y REE i S P B
AR KB REEMA 6O, (A5 —J7H, BRak
Y Solenopsis invicta 25 /Ml AR M 2 4 6L A 25
A R I SRR A XS (R
L) S A S8 7 b

BEE N GRS . [ R BA S R0 v R ) S
RIE, SMRYFE T . BEAE . S sy g
FEHEA TR E XU E K (Hulme, 2009 ) o 40
Z1 KM S invicta, X —5 H B IS B9 ELIA )
AR, TR E 2 HE s I sy 8, XF
NE TR AR 77 38 iU RGBT A A
PR . RS, SE-ER24; BERFE,
SN F POl 5 B IRAR K A0, 7™ H 5 0 bR
A PR A 4 o AR, 1 KO e T 5| A
RO A WU N, 5 M N4> (Wang et al.,
2018 ) . /K Wasmannia auropunctata . /&t
AER TR A A AR b+ 2 e T —Fh AR
T, 2022 45 M, REEKRAE T /N KB
AERNEE, SELRWGHEL, BN shEY . R
GV TR NRHA S & ™ HE 0 ( Chen
etal., 2022) . B, fmsExAbRIGEL (it A
AR R ) W A | R E VT
FIRUES: 5387, FERIFFE R A ff 1 265 22 AR A 3K
B i AP R I A AR B LK,

PR, WEORTEH RS ML T
H iREEE YRS AR KRR Sh
Rl (Ward et al., 2006 ) o B UIF A 52 T
VEEBUARIVEF L E N F, XA ok
FIN 51 S 78 28 90 (MR 1 3 e ELASCRAIG, 52l 38
KRB . DNA SIS E AR JE—F
A=A B BAA ) A 9878 S bR Ak o 5k
PR R B i bR | HER 2 AR SR
WF A (Hebert et al., 2003a) . H TAESIHIE
ADFYE T, DNA KJIEEH AR BA B
PR REE, B Lk A St e TRk 42 I U

WPAT; HERREE &, R R TE X IR AR )
PR RIS 5 FEASTE FYE Rl iz, B
ARZWMREH AT AR E . XEFE (1S DNA
SIC S H AR AE Y b 2 0 G AT )12 (4 N, FH R
SME AP E (B 5755, 2014 ) . Hebert
S (2003b ) 2 Ml U FH 4R 4 2 i (5 2% 4 Ak
M\l 3 ( Cytochrome coxidase I, CO /) FEHAE
i DNA ZIEH RS E S Fh . DNA Z B4
R AZ B A )2 4% UK B 2 9 1 e S
L, ASBNZ T, ALFE TR DG 0 K e 4 o
14 10 B Bt i (A4, 2014 ), filan, T
MBI TE S M DNA SIEAS % ARl R
VE B or #y iy Planococcus lilacinus (B 38 25
2019 ); AN HE ST T HRARYIF FREEEM
K4~ Achatina panthera fit 71 He x5 ik (138
Py, 2023 ); KRR SC AR 1L HR 5 1 2 i
MR AR —FR R BN, GRS IE S X DNA 4598
i H ARS8 A LR 45 25307 Saga natoliae ( MR
252024 ),

AT i DNA SIEH AR 18 Fhah i
WO FPE TR, I SIES ST R IR,
FIFRGRifAR CO [ RN HITRG K E . ABGD 43
Frs e BB A . IR HET DNA KIE AR
X A Sk Lk g e A8 R R E R L I SR PR B i i
PROGH S T A B S S A, B B R A
Wk RE WA N TR T 6 B Z 8 MR AE S ik T
ENGIY-a= = a0 ST VG ISRty WE R i
VNI SR E T SRS S N GRIRB i il P
R W Rl () AR RS o

1 MREFE

1.1 #EHR

18 Fofriy sy A% A R M VAF 56 S A G 96 4G 28
AP (2 1), BEARRAAE 95% /KD
E?E”:Po
1.2 REH*E

1.2.1 DNARE ZS%2UA(2021 #EEUDNA
e, 1S ICA—EAR, K H DNeasy Blood &
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Table 1 List of tested ants
TR & fif L HIE B 2K
Subfamily Genus Species Destination information  Picture of morphology
RO AR R e 3R R -
Dolichoderinae Dolichoderus Dolichoderusthoracicus ~ Vietnam-China N
e
WO FEBUE R FERL 5 [ -2 [
Formicinae Anoplolepis Anoplolepis gracilipes United States-Thailand _
5 =
SR B 5 Kl -2
Camponotus Camponotus mutilarius United States-Thailand
I =5 b R P -rh
Camponotus pseudoirritans Malaysia-China
R EPNT 7 [5] - v [ A
Dinomyr mex Dinomyrmex gigas Thailand-Hong Kong,
China

AR P HEL 5 [ -2 [
Myrmecocystus  Myrmecocystus mimicus United States-Thailand
AL KA B /
Paratrechina Paratrechina longicornis
[IESE YO TR RS -2 =
Prenolepis Prenolepis melanogaster United States-Thailand

Dyt O A DRI N QrT DG A 5] - W =%

Myrmicinae Acanthomyrmex  Acanthomyrmex Poland-Thailand
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£:3% 1 (Table 1 continued)
AR & i L HIE B EEE R
Subfamily Genus Species Destination information  Picture of morphology
[ERZIU g e PG AF ) /
Atta Atta mexicana
A UE bl S=R7ILNN 10 K H-Z=
Carebara Carebara affinis United States-Thailand
285 U sk 2 I -FE
Crematogaster Crematogaster scutellaris United States-Thailand
Wk LN o A -
Messor Messor aciculatus Hong Kong, China-Korea
HY A WAk L |
Messor barbarus France-China
SN HA RISk i K-
Pheidole Pheidole ocellata United States-Thailand
L JigH Zids FE-FEE
Pogonomyr mex Pogonomyr mex United States-Thailand
californicus
K el K K[ -FE
Solenopsis Solenopsis geminata United States-Thailand
FR LR i PR LR K -2
\eromessor Veromessor pergandei United States-Thailand

/2 TCAFIRHAF R

/: No destination information.
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Tissue Kit 574 ( Qiagen, fE[E ) HHUI by 20
SR L 4] DNA,

P IR L BRIE A 1.5 mL B0,
JA 180 uL Buffer ATL F1 20 pL Proteinase K ¥
W, FEOMEEE . MIA 200 pL Buffer AL, R iEdE
% 15, 56 °CF/KIA 1-2 h, iINA 200 uL JG/k 2
P, W EdR Y 15 so IR G WA DNeasy Mini spin
column A (B TE 2 mL WEES T ), BE.OHL

( EPPENDORF, %[ ) 6 000 r/min &5.0> 1 min,
FEUEW . A 500 uL Buffer AW1, 6 000 r/min
20 1 min, FUEW. JIA 500 uL Buffer AW2,
20 000 r/min £5.0> 3 min, FEIEW . BAEE TH
1 1.5 mL Z.04 T, JIMA 60-100 uL Buffer AE
FHEBEA TPy, FIRFFE 1 min, 20 000 r/min &
O 1 min, HE P FERERET - 20 °CiK
e
1.2.2  DNA RE#M 56 E Qubit
4.0 ( Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc., FEE ) &+
i DNA ¥
123 PCR ¥ #E5&N i/ CO /3HimMH
5% LCO1490 ( 5-GGTCAACAAACATAAA-
GATATTGG-3" )l HCO2198( 5'-TAAACTTCAG-
GGTGACCAAAAAATCA-3' ) &Y, LepF1 ( 5'-ATT-
CAACCAATCATAAAGATATTGG-3' ) fil LepRI

(5'-AAACTTCTGGATGTCCAAAAAATCA-3")

( Folmer et al., 1994 ), 7 PCR {¥( Thermo Fisher
Scientific Inc., 3E[E ) HhiEfTH 14,

PCR ¥ # WA ZR K 50 pL: 2xFidCycle
PCR MasterMix ( & 3B} )( A T A TR ( i)
WA B RAT ) 25 uL, b FHeEIY (AET4E
YT (L) BMAFRAR ) 4 2 uL, DNA

(Fif ) 1 uL, JCREAZEK 20 uL,

PCR ¥ Wi 55 : 94 °CHIAEPE 5 min;
35 RGP 1, f04% 94 °C725% 1 min, 49.5 °C
Bk 1 min, 72 °CHEH 2 min; FJ5HY 72 °CHE
fiff 10 min, 4595 4 °CLORAF o

PCR ¥ 3,y o il i 4 H 3 B H
KA QIAxcel Advanced ( Qiagen, fE[E ) FEF74:
W, K PCR P=WIRFCAETAY TR (i) K
Dy A7 BN /1 3 F P .

1.3 HiEsE

280 ] A B R A T D R B K B

P FE R P SI7E NCBI M) ( https://www.ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov/ ) H1i#1T BLAST X, DCRC R e
PIPFN R T U A 5 PRI 18 SRPHEIT
513853 MEGA H i) ClustalW #8472 F P51 1 L
X} ( Thompson et al., 1997 ). FahiMbE5141)F 51,
FETIR L RIFHNRAT N fasta 8o KRG A3
KJ¥ 5 144 % GenBank ${#i/%, JfM GenBank
BAEE T T O AT 38 KT IRLL3 1T
(% 2), fXign 2 K27y, Wit ek
TR IR A

13.1 RELRFSH AT FERARKM
SR ( Maximum likelihood methods, ML ) 3%
BHEOH| % Apis mellifera i 7N, 7 MEGA %k
TFh iR G R EW . B, H MEGA B i
& ML A, B General Time reverible model
( Gamma distributed with invariant sites )
( GTR+ G+I), R AR ¥ f i 154 1R T 100 ¥k
A M AEVEAT Bootstrap K 5644 #: ML JE L
IEF A JRE

1.3.2 ABGD %%t ABGD ( Automatic barcode
gap discovery ) ZMAT Bt — R TR IR B Y
DNA U771, f8 7 — @ i B Sl P,
2l A 25 o E5Hs 10 25 R 5 TE) Bt (S i L 4
2023 ), MR AL B X REASE TR 4y, R
(] — 2 A RE AR I DA A 2 [l — S S A T
SRl —Fh A KT 3 475 fasta SCHFEZR
#3258 ABGD Muk ( https:/bioinfo.mnhn.fr/abi/
public/abgd/ ), HHi/NELIEE Py BE N
0.001, Fe RIRFLHEE] Pray BEE N 0.1, BEARREL
Steps W E N 20, MXCABRIEE X &R 1, 1
A Kimura (K80) Ts/Tv i (B (E b BRIAMY
2.0), HRFEHEAEL Nb bins 5 E N 20, KEEEA
X3 25 R 5L AR BN R A7 AL (Chen et al.,
2018 ).

1.3.3 =EEESH £ MEGA #{rhiks
Kimura MWSEBARITF AL IR &, M4t Y
FlN | FhTEDE M EE BT Excel (2019) 7,
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VIMIRRL T 4 R Ae b, AR B E oV AR bR s B, R AT INAAY 18 ZBE N F17E NCBI Hifktr

HIFIEIKE (Lin et al., 2009 ). BLAST X434, it BLAST HoXf, #iE 175
TIN50 6 PR 1) 43 DG I 2 e s O 4, ELDE
2 GRESWH BCEEZE 96.5%-100% 30 Bl P o 435 632 [ 51 5

TEBF R EERHEITH, 251K, %%
21 HFEELER
2E I SIE AN S5 R — 20 K AR B ) I AE
T ok — Al A I S A fe e s g S R % GenBank £i#iE (322 ),

F2 MR HF 57 NCBI R EEXF 45 R B GenBank F 35S

Table 2 Results of sequence alignment in NCBI and GenBank sequence numbers for the test ants

o MLE DNA £JE1% % GenBank

T S (%) (0o B4R JF 5% 3 GenBank J741
Morphological . DNA barcode Upload the Download the GenBank
identification species Query  Similarity identification GenBank sequence no.
cover (%) (%) results sequence no.

T R4 Dolichoderus thoracicus 86 100.00 Y PP839092 LC631800.1 LC651286.1
LC651318.1 LC651308.1

K EHE Anoplolepis gracilipes 95 96.52 N PP839093  PP069612.1 F1982435.1

K JEHER Anoplolepis gracilipes 99 96.50 N PP839093  NC039576.1 ON738363.1

= 7 I Camponotus mutilarius — — OM420294.1

LG B 2y / / PP839086 /

Camponotus pseudoirritans

E A Dinomyrmex gigas — — IN134872.1

A EEHERW Myrmecocystus mimicus 95 99.37 d PP837694 gg}gggg:} gg}gg%:i

KA 7 W Paratrechina longicornis 99 99.85 \/ PP839087  KP232061.1 GU709819

HERiT45H Prenolepis melanogaster 95 99.09 x/ PP839089 /

e Jh i 4y e / / PP830075 /

Acanthomyrmex glabfemoralis

AR VG EFE I Atta mexicana 100 98.83 v PP830089  OR327067.1

W4 B I i Carebara affinis — — MW056456.1

ki 24 1Y Crematogaster scutellaris 99 99.52 v PP839088 ;ﬁ%‘é;% fﬁgggé;g;l

£ B YLK Messor aciculatus / / PP837970 /

PSR I Messor barbarus 100 100.00 S PP830085  KX698042.1 KX698073.1

PSR I Messor barbarus 96 99.85 S PP839091  KX698051.1

H PR RSk i Pheidole ocellata / / PP830076 /

finM 25 Pogonomyrmex californicus 97 99.07 \ PP826328  JX908148.1 JX908149.1
AY510649.1 AY510647.1

Pt kY Solenopsis geminata 97 100.00 N PP839090  EF610353.1 EF610367.1

P kY Solenopsis geminata 94 100.00 v PP839090  OL813808.

{fL [ EC K Y Veeromessor pergandei 93 99.06 J PP830074  MW796474.1 KU318794.1
MZ362397.1

=R A Apis mellifera Jt No Jt No Jt No JC No MT871188.1 MW340140.1

V: YFl DNA SIS e a5 R SIS SE SR —3G 1 WFhE NCBI HC CO 8l ; ——: R ZPF CO T1F51.,

v: The results of DNA barcoding identification were consistent with those of morphological identification; /: No CO / data

were available for species in NCBI; ——: No CO / sequence was obtained for this species.
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22 RERBHTE ABGD 347

J T HRFE 18 FhAMK I AR 4y T 7K b g 7]
KAE s, I MEGA B4t # ML
BECE ) o 25 R, BURHR AL 5 4N R K|
¥ Apis mellifera B0 FF . ABFGEAY 18 Flid by
HERGRB TR tE =Koy b, FEFR oK
S, TRl — AR [RIA A g B 5 o — S, B4 S
EAREITE 90%L) I, v R X5 o 768 FoKF-

Messor barbarus 1325

Messor barbarus KX698042.1:3-669
Messor barbarus KX698073.1:3-669
Messor barbarus 1003

Messor barbarus KX698051.1:3-666
Messor aciculatus 0300

lis 0828

I, RWUE Dolichoderus, #E#JE Anoplolepis Fl
15y J& CamponotusZs 16 4~J& 1l LRI X 43 .
ABGD 7 M4l Ak #R8 h Fa 0 B W ia R o
IR, BEHR —HFh > 3 SRR T Y ki 1T
ABGD FJ7, 4R 44 FAxmIv 053 h 9
H(E 1), SEREESERHTIE, &S
WSR3, AFRFMISWATHE X5y REK
H M ABGD JrHr e, CO 7 HEPHT] LI A i i
DNA FIEA% %€ 115 B RE A

TEREER ABGDZi R
Morphological result ABGD results

Messor barbarus

I Group 7 n=5

Veromessor pergandei MW796474.1:1-521
Veromessor pergandei KU318794.1:1-621
Veromessor pergandei 0380

Veromessor pergandei MZ362397.1:1-587

’7 Pheidole ocellata 1320
— P californicus 0380

100 “—— Pogonomyrmex californicus IX908148.1:1-645
78 59

Pogonomyrmex californicus JX908149.1:1-645
Pogonomyrmex californicus AY510649.1:1-651

Pogonomyrmex californicus AY510647.1:1-648 L__|

[MERLE/R e

Veromessor pergandei

T2

Pogonomyrmex californicus

n=

Group 1 »=5

Carebara affinis MW056456.1

Solenopsis geminata EF610353.1:1-657
Solenopsis geminata EF610367.1:1-655
Solenopsis geminata 1320.1

Solenopsi: OL813808.1:1-673

Sole i i 1320.2

Atta mexicana SHG

Atta mexicana OR327067.1:18-681

100 — ¢ llaris 1003

L Crematogaster scutellaris FJ824416.1:1-609

S Camponotus gigas IN134872.1
— 81 Camp mutilarius OM420294.1

87 Camponotus pseudoirritans 0783
Camponotus pseudoirritans 0325
Paratrechina longicornis 0814
Paratrechina longicornis GUT09819.1:1-658
Paratrechina longicornis KP232061.1:1-659
Paratrechina longicornis KP232144.1:1-659
Myrmecocystus mimicus AY519382.1:1-637
Myrmecocystus mimicus AY519381.1:1-639
Myrmecocystus mimicus AY519383.1:1-635
Myrmecocystus mimicus 0380
My mimicus AY519379.1:1-639
Prenolepis mel 1320
Anoplolepis gracilipes PP069612.1:1-659
Anoplolepis gracilipes F1982435.1:1-658
Anoplolepis gracilipes 1320.1
Anoplolepis gracilipes 1320.2
Anoplolepis gracillipes NC 039576.1:42-725
Anoplolepis gracilipes ON738363.1:12-693
Dolichoderus thoracicus LC631800.1:1-550
Dolichoderus thoracicus LC651286.1:1-590
75 Dolichoderus thoracicus LC651318.1:1-590
Dolichoderus thoracicus SZ

100 |

Dolichoderus thoracicus LC651308.1:1-590
100 —— Apis mellifera MT871188.1

2.3

1,

Apis mellifera MW340140.1

&1

G llaris MT606312.1:1-658
Crematogaster scutellaris MT606310.1:1-658
Crematogaster scutellaris MT606309.1:1-658

P A

Solenopsis geminata Group 5 »n=5

PRk 2

Crematogaster scutellaris Group 8 n=5

KA B

Paratrechina longicornis

Myrmecocystus mimicus

Group 4 n=

Group 2 n=5

KR

Anoplolepis gracilipes Group 6 n=6

Hi LA

Dolichoderus thoracicus m=>

Group 9

T CO IFFHMBENRARMUAZERZFE L SHH automatic barcode gap discovery ( ABGD ) X34 R

Fig. 1 Maximum likelihood methods phylogenetic tree and automatic barcode gap discovery (ABGD)
division results based on CO / sequence

BEEESHT

AT RAIE CO [ D& 753 I W % 52 i b
X 18 Ffi i HE A T AL I B 4 Hr, 2 R aniE 2

7R o 18 FiG LT CO 1 BL A i i a] 35 A4 1 75

[0 R B g X A A R TSR S R 1
CO [ BE [Nl I X Wy M e E B 2R o BARR UL,
KT B R B O 7.32, de/ N ] 35245 B
11,68, R KR A IEAL B /N T dme /N R ]
iR .
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Dinomyrmex gigas

1 JRIEFE B 4 1A 1 Genetic distance distribution map

Carebara affinis

Camponotus mutilarius

w RO

Atta mexicana
Dolichoderus thoracicus

All intra-specific distance

m FleEE

Crematogaster scutellaris
Messor barbarus

Anoplolepis gracilipes |

All inter-specific distance

Pheidole ocellata

Prenolepis melanogaster

Solenopsis geminata |

Acanthomyrmex glabfemoralis

Paratrechina longicornis

Camponotus pseudoirritans

Veromessor pergandei

Myrmecocystus mimicus | —

Pogonomyrmex californicus
Messor aciculatus

0 5 10

(F%]
Py

15 20 25 30

2 18 FhTHY CO T EREEHEHRN A

Fig. 2 Distribution of genetic distances of CO / genes in 18 ant species

PIT 224 P A PRIAIAR 20

The Chinese name of Latin scientific name is the same as Table 2.

3 ERSiR

ST T AR E 18 Fh 1 fe 4 o
2%, EERLRIAR CO JIEF MR DNA KT
XTI R IEAT S A, R AR T R G
ABGD Mgt HE #5507 o 25 REH, 1553 T /K-
it ML SRR, AN [EFPRT B X 53, ABGD
VIR B AT B S | VR v S
A, T CO TR ABGD 43 Hrst B 584
LR, 18 FhIGAY CO 73K 741 Fl ] 22
NI 24\ 1 B £ =y N N B e R
546 Hebert Fll Ryan Gregory( 2005 2 1 i DNA
FICFE AR Y e YA sk, B 50IE T
CO [ FEHTE A 5 0 i 4 o 25 5 o 118338 M o
RGBS ERAER R E PR ES
YER, SRR RIS e it it rp, BRI Z
RIS 5 B 8 N 03 LA i ol Pk o I e
RIFRENTE A 22 580N, R Sy asd A IR PR3 2
( EMN4E, 2007 ) . DNA XIEMEARELEGIES
SEUERYILRE b, BRSO . vERR LSS IR,
GERAL LI 2527 5 7 1) Jmy PR ( 2 B e Rk IR
2019) . TEARWIGEH, 45EEMD T Hifh %
J=, B, R b E ST D s A A ) (JF

3 SCRIBREAM, 2020) . FEBM . AntWiki
AntWeb S5 558 FILE L (3 X AP R M i A IR 25
WerE, HOR, JEid DNA SIB AR Hit 175
TGN, PRI R, X —2
RTINS (2019) BIIFSE, #W DNA &
T4 A A W s P o 5 v A T A

TE Y T B 5 45 F R ) D R R S e
T, AR 2 N R A4 T B Y AT REME R
( Bathori et al., 2024 ) , AAFFIXS 18 PR
WOIRN A TAE R 2508, e KRR B b RIS R M b
NAR BN, I8/ A A AR AE R Ty T 1) 45
& (T U, 2022) o AS[R] M DI Ay e g o
TE] e R BAR AN R A S5 o DL SL
], HAEAR R X e HE R EAAEREES, 1
TR 57 Ml X A= %) i 5L ORI R A O™ B
(AR AU o SR, Bl 3 A7 7R B IV 1l XA [
PIFR KB A, X SEAISIFP AR TR [ 15 75 1 X
WY H, A AR Y 2R, I IR Y
RSO (Hsu et al., 2022) o Ak, Jigshk
0 A ] DY A 0 A AR B R | kG
KA fEEMATE ML

Zi LRTIR , ARMEFERIH CO 7 3EH 381+ DNA
I EARRREIT X AW 18 Fhéh R IL i)
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it o 3 — 2D UE B TR R AT DA e 2L 22 T B 52
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