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Using DNA barcoding to investigate and identify insect
pollinators of Camellia oleifera in Wuhan
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Abstract [Aim] To investigate the diversity of pollinating insect species in newly established Camellia oleifera forests in
Wuhan, and to establish an accurate and efficient taxonomic system for identifying these species. [Methods] A systematic
survey of pollinating insects and understory nectar plants in C. oleifera forests was conducted using traditional morphological
classification methods. DNA barcoding technology was then employed to amplify the mitochondrial CO [/ gene via PCR. The
sequences obtained were compared and analyzed with reference to the GenBank database to determine the identities of the
major pollinating insect species. Base composition characteristics of the sequences and the phylogenetic relationships among
species were further analyzed. [Results] DNA barcode sequences of 46 pollinating insect species were obtained.
Comparative systematic analysis revealed that the pollinating insects of C. oleifera in Wuhan have relatively high genetic
diversity. A survey of understory nectar plants recorded a total of 58 species, from 46 genera and 28 families, with the
Asteraceae (12 species) and Rosaceae (6 species) being the dominant families. [Conclusion] This study provides a scientific
basis for utilizing pollinating insects to improve the pollination and yield of C. oleifera in Wuhan. Priority should be given to
protecting the habitats of the dominant understory nectar plants, such as those of the Asteraceae and Rosaceae families,

avoiding excessive clearing of understory vegetation, and implementing artificial replanting along forest edges to further
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promote the abundance and diversity of pollinating insects and benefit the rural C. oleifera industry.

Key words pollinators; resource survey; DNA barcodes; CO / gene; phylogenetics analysis
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Table 1 Investigation of pollinating insect species of Camellia oleifera in Wuhan area

H Order Bl Family 4 Species
XEH H B iEEl Syrphidae PIETE S BN Phytomia zonata
Diptera KIBE LN Eristalis tenax

PENR B W Eristalis arvorum
MWW Episyrphus balteatus
Fi M8} Calliphoridae TLLEWE Lucilia illustris
HEENE Lucilia cuprina
Kk 4 Chrysomya megacephala
iRl Sarcophagidae FRERIE Boettcherisca peregrina
R} Muscidae FI Musca domestica
i H IRl Pieridae M Pieris rapae
Lepidoptera

BEEMYE Eurema blanda
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£53% 1 (Table 1 continued)

H Order Fl Family 4 Species
figs i H IRl Nymphalidae IR Neptis hylas
Lepidoptera

NI Neptis sappho
LS Argynnis hyperbius
Wb Timelaea maculata

i S Araschnia doris

JKIER} Lycaenidae TEKBE Lampides boeticus
el 5 4} Colletidae K& Colletes gigas
Hymenoptera %%} Andrenidae MZS Y% Andrena camellia

Rl Apidae Vil # e Apis mellifera

hAESENE Apis cerana

R TCYE Amegilla parhypate

LI GHEYE Bombus ignitus

PHSEREWE Bombus lucorum

45K BEWE Bombus breviceps

T K% Xylocopa appendiculata

U9 Ceratina hieroglyphica
PR} Vespidae METAYE Vespula flaviceps

RIEIYE Vespa velutina nigrithorax

G IEAYE Vespa mandarinia

W% Vespa affinis

HSH% Vespa bicolor

MY Vespa ducalis

WA Vespa binghami

4Ly Polistes chinensis

WO Polistes olivaceus

2Ly Polistes jokahamae

HMSENE A Parapolybia crocea

M A Parapolybia varia

18 55} Eumenidae IR Eumenes pedunculatus

FRAE SRR AR Allorhynchium chinense
LR} Polistidae Wbl Polistes snelleni
Je%El Sphecidae TARBEYEHE Sceliphron madraspatanum
F% 9%} Halictidae HAta ks %% Halictus aerarius

W1 s, A B R AARRRSE B AUREAC R S rf s e ] S B DA SR A B e 22 ol
AT AL, WA B, REIIREAR  RIEME A WRHZUKF E&, BE#H H )
hBSH AR ; WEGUKE L&, RERY SRR ER ) R e R Sk
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Fig. 1 Species analysis of pollinating insects of Camellia oleifera
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Table 2 Base composition analysis of Diptera
(VA % FL 41 5%, Base composition BB
Position T (%) C (%) A (%) G (%) A+T (%)  G+C (%)  Base number
1 26.3 14.1 30.1 29.5 56.4 43.9 191.8
2 43.9 26.5 13.2 16.4 57.1 42.9 191.9
44.6 4.8 49.4 1.1 94.0 5.9 190.8
Avg 38.3 15.1 30.9 15.7 69.2 30.8 574.4
Avg: FIJ{H Average. 3£ 2-3¢ 7 [d], The same for Table 2-Table 7.
x3 BSHEMEEARSH
Table 3 Base composition analysis of Lepidoptera
(VACS fFE 4 B Base composition T
Position T(%) C (%) A (%) G (%) A+T (%) G+C (%)  Base number
1 28.5 14.8 31.1 25.6 59.6 40.4 223.1
2 433 24.8 15.4 16.5 58.7 41.3 2233
48.5 6.3 43.7 1.4 92.2 7.7 2233
Avg 40.1 15.3 30.1 14.5 70.2 29.8 669.6
x4 BRBENBEEARST
Table 4 Base composition analysis of Hymenoptera
A= 34 B Base composition e
Position T(%) C (%) A (%) G (%) A+T (%) G+C (%) Base number
1 39.4 19.7 243 16.5 63.7 36.2 205.4
2 41.9 12.8 39.1 6.2 81.0 19.0 211.4
39.6 13.2 34.6 12.6 74.2 25.8 205.0
Avg 40.3 15.2 32.8 11.7 73.1 26.9 621.9
x5 NBEHBEEBSGRSH
Table 5 Base substitution analysis of Diptera
{EE ii si sV R TT TC TA TG CC CA CG AA AG GG R Total
Position
1 179 11 2 4.7 45 9 1 1 23 0 0 56 2 55 191.6
2 190 1 2 0.3 84 0 1 0 50 0 1 25 0 31 191.8
3 140 14 36 0.4 62 11 34 0 3 2 0 75 3 0 190.6
Avg 508 26 40 0.6 191 20 36 2 76 2 1 156 6 86 573.9

ii: AAE{ 5 Identical pairs; si: 5%/ s5 Transitionsal pairs; sv: Ffi#fefi s Transversional pairs; R: 545 @i 5
B LL1E si/sv. 3% 6, 3% 7 [d], The same for Table 6 and Table 7.

63.9% (£ 7) , SiRFIFRIEEHAEA R 5
AR, A W Pk

XU H B A 28 35 R 7 FH %% 5% 1Y) s AL
RAE 10 L FAYAH UUA, AUA, AUU, GCU,
GGA, H UUA i (23.0) (%€ 8) , 5#
H B A R i FH 2 S T 1 g A AR 7E 10 LA

A UUU, UUA, AUU, AUA, AAU, Hrf
AUU f (24.4) (%£9) , B HZEILRMEH
i UUU gafidfii i m (14.0) (£10)

VLR H CO 1 JPITEFRIB A B B —
MEREME . BLAh, [Fl—2Z SR 1Y [R) S+ i AH
P R AT R 25 57, WOAGH H 9wt N 1Y
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Fo GBHABENEEERIN
Table 6 Base substitution analysis of Lepidoptera

P({fiin ii si sV R TT TC TA TG CC CA CG AA AG GG GE¥%f Total
1 206 12 3 4.1 56 10 1 2 28 0 0 68 2 55 221.0
2 219 2 1 2.3 95 1 0 0 54 1 0 33 0 36 221.1
3 158 21 42 05 80 17 36 1 4 4 0 75 4 0 221.1
Avg 583 34 45 0.8 231 28 37 3 86 5 0 176 6 91 663.2

x7 BRBAENHEEERINT

Table 7 Base substitution analysis of Hymenoptera

P({fiin ii si sV R TT TC TA TG CC CA CG AA AG GG E¥% Total
1 154 19 27 0.7 64 11 13 5 30 5 3 35 8 25 199.7
2 136 21 49 04 59 15 36 4 14 8 1 56 6 7 206.5
3 135 26 39 07 54 18 26 6 14 6 1 49 7 18 199.3

Avg 425 65 115 0.6 177 44 76 15 58 19 5 140 21 50 605.5

®8 WHEHEBTERAMESN

Table 8 Codon usage frequency analysis of Diptera

HhD T L HHF A W T A HhD T ks

Codon Count (RSCU)| Codon  Count (RSCU)| Codon  Count (RSCU) | Codon  Count(RSCU)
UUU (F)  6.8(1.42) UCU (S) 4.8 (2.17) UAU (Y) 1.7 (1.36) UGU (C)  0.0(0.00)
UUC (F)  2.8(0.58) UCC (S) 0.2 (0.10) UAC (Y) 0.8 (0.64) UGC (C)  0.0(0.00)
UUA (L)  23.0 (4.76) UCA (S) 52(2.37) UAA (*) 0.0 (0.00) UGA (*) 4.0 (3.00)
UUG (L)  0.1(0.02) UCG (S) 0.0 (0.00) UAG (%) 0.0 (0.00) UGG (W) 0.0 (0.00)
CUU(L)  3.4(0.71) CCU (P) 7.8 (2.83) CAU (H) 2.6 (1.24) CGU[R)  0.2(0.21)
CUC(L)  0.1(0.02) CCC (P) 0.3 (0.12) CAC (H) 1.6 (0.76) CGC(R) 0.0 (0.00)
CUA (L)  2.3(048) CCA (P) 2.9 (1.05) CAA (Q) 1.0 (2.00) CGA (R) 4.8 (4.53)
CUG (L)  0.0(0.00) CCG (P) 0.0 (0.00) CAG (Q) 0.0 (0.00) CGG(R)  0.0(0.00)
AUU (D) 17.1(1.74) ACU (T) 5.8 (1.79) AAU (N) 9.2 (1.91) AGU(S)  3.0(1.36)
AUC (1) 0.3 (0.03) ACC (T) 0.1 (0.03) AAC (N) 0.4 (0.09) AGC(S) 0.0 (0.00)
AUA (I)  12.1(1.23) ACA (T) 7.0 (2.17) AAA (K) 0.0 (0.00) AGA (R)  1.3(1.26)
AUG (M)  L1(1.00) | ACG(T) 0.0 (0.00) AAG (K) 0.1 (2.00) AGG (R) 0.0 (0.00)
GUU (V)  5.6(149) | GCU(A)  10.0 (2.55) GAU (D) 4.8 (1.59) GGU (G)  2.4(0.54)
GUC (V)  03(0.09) | GCC(A) 0.9 (0.23) GAC (D) 1.2 (0.41) GGC (G)  0.1(0.02)
GUA (V)  9.0(242) | GCA(A)  4.8(1.22) GAA (E) 2.0 (2.00) GGA (G)  14.8(3.26)
GUG (V)  0.0(0.00) | GCG(A)  0.0(0.00) GAG (E) 0.0 (0.00) GGG (G)  0.8(0.17)

*: 2 |L %A% F Stop codon; Count: 545 F-{# I ZE ; RSCU : [R] LS F A% 43R Relative synonymous codon usage.
% 9 #1342 10 [, The same for Table 9 and Table 10.
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Table 9 Codon usage frequency analysis of Lepidoptera
wT | @mT i #T i HT i
Codon  Count(RSCU)| Codon Count (RSCU)| Codon Count (RSCU) Codon  Count (RSCU)
UUU (F) 144 (1.74) UCU (S) 6.6 (2.50) UAU (Y) 3.0 (1.50) UGU (C) 0.0 (0.00)
UuC (F) 2.1(0.26) UCC (S) 1.1 (0.43) UAC (Y) 1.0 (0.50) UGC (C) 0.0 (0.00)
UUA (L) 22.5(4.24) UCA (S) 6.5 (2.46) UAA (%) 0.0 (0.00) UGA (%) 5.6 (3.00)
UUG (L) 0.6 (0.12) UCG (S) 0.0 (0.00) UAG (*) 0.0 (0.00) UGG (W) 0.0 (0.00)
CUU (L) 6.1 (1.15) CCU (P) 5.6 (1.76) CAU (H) 4.0 (1.83) CGU (R) 0.4 (0.32)
CUC (L) 0.4 (0.07) CCC (P) 2.6 0.82) CAC (H) 0.4 (0.17) CGC (R) 0.0 (0.00)
CUA (L) 2.0 (0.38) CCA (P) 4.1(1.29) CAA (Q) 3.0 (2.00) CGA (R) 3.6 (3.11)
CUG (L) 0.3 (0.05) CCG (P) 0.4 (0.12) CAG (Q) 0.0 (0.00) CGG (R) 0.0 (0.00)
AUU (D) 24.4 (1.90) ACU (T) 6.5 (1.91) AAU (N) 11.6 (1.86) AGU (S) 1.6 (0.61)
AUC (I) 1.4 (0.11) ACC (T) 0.8 (0.22) AAC (N) 0.9 (0.14) AGC (S) 0.0 (0.00)
AUA (D) 12.8 (0.99) ACA (T) 6.0 (1.76) AAA (K) 0.0 (0.00) AGA (R) 3.0 (2.57)
AUG (M) 0.3 (1.00) ACG (T) 0.4 (0.11) AAG (K) 0.0 (0.00) AGG (R) 0.0 (0.00)
GUU (V) 4.5 (1.89) GCU (A) 8.4 (2.27) GAU (D) 7.4 (1.76) GGU (G) 3.9 (0.69)
GUC (V) 0.3 (0.11) GCC (A) 2.1 (0.58) GAC (D) 1.0 (0.24) GGC (G) 0.1 (0.023)
GUA (V) 4.3 (1.79) GCA (A) 4.1(1.12) GAA (E) 1.6 (1.63) GGA (G) 18.1 (3.24)
GUG (V) 0.5 (0.21) GCG (A) 0.1 (0.03) GAG (E) 0.4 (0.38) GGG (G) 0.3 (0.04)
F10 RBBEFWDFERAFESH
Table 10 Codon usage frequency analysis of Hymenoptera
S i T A T i BT R
Codon Count (RSCU) | Codon Count (RSCU)| Codon Count (RSCU ) Codon  Count (RSCU)
UUU (F) 14.0 (1.42) UCU (S) 2.3 (1.48) UAU (Y) 9.7 (1.42) UGU (C) 0.4 (1.05)
UUC (F) 5.8 (0.58) UCC (S) 1.9 (1.18) UAC (Y) 3.9 (0.58) UGC (C) 0.3 (0.95)
UUA (L) 10.8 (2.11) UCA (S) 4.1 (2.59) UAA (%) 9.1 (1.68) UGA (%) 2.0 (0.36)
UUG (L) 5.2 (1.02) UCG (S) 0.5 (0.31) UAG (%) 5.2 (0.96) UGG (W) 0.4 (1.00)
CUU (L) 5.7 (1.11) CCU (P) 2.4 (1.43) CAU (H) 6.9 (1.42) CGU (R) 0.1 (0.67)
CUC (L) 3.0 (0.58) CCC (P) 1.2 (0.71) CAC (H) 2.8 (0.58) CGC (R) 0.0 (0.00)
CUA (L) 3.0 (0.59) CCA (P) 2.9 (1.66) CAA (Q) 5.3 (1.21) CGA (R) 0.1 (0.67)
CUG (L) 3.0 (0.58) CCG (P) 0.3 (0.19) CAG (Q) 3.5(0.79) CGG (R) 0.0 (0.22)
AUU (1) 14.1 (1.61) ACU (T) 2.7 (1.64) AAU (N) 6.3 (1.73) AGU (S) 0.6 (0.35)
AUC (1) 3.0 (0.35) ACC (T) 0.7 (0.44) AAC (N) 1.0 (0.27) AGC (S) 0.1 (0.09)
AUA (D 9.1 (1.05) ACA (T) 3.1(1.89) AAA (K) 4.0 (1.64) AGA (R) 0.7 (4.22)
AUG (M) 0.6 (1.00) ACG (T) 0.0 (0.02) AAG (K) 0.9 (0.36) AGG (R) 0.0 (0.22)
GUU (V) 2.6 (1.71) GCU (A) 1.2 (2.16) GAU (D) 6.9 (1.62) GGU (G) 1.9 (1.03)
GUC (V) 0.4 (0.30) GCC (A) 0.2 (0.39) GAC (D) 1.6 (0.38) GGC (G) 0.3 (0.14)
GUA (V) 2.3 (1.57) GCA (A) 0.7 (1.31) GAA (E) 5.9 (1.33) GGA (G) 4.4 (2.43)
GUG (V) 0.6 (0.42) GCG (A) 0.1(0.13) GAG (E) 3.0 (0.67) GGG (G) 0.7 (0.39)
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P[] RS T AAU AT AAC [ Count( Relative
synonymous codon usage, RSCU) 434N 9.2
(1.91) F1 0.4 (0.09) o MEHGFfH A AR
WRFE, B 0 AR A5 28 = A 5 m] g
FEE—ERR, HHZE G C, WHEWBTHH
PR L At [) SO 5 ff AR e =z )
(T
2.3 RIUTTHZRARE A Y A b

k11 Fon, QBT AR E A ) 3 5t
A S8, SRJE 28 Bl 46 &, Hb, EIFEY
0Bk 3 ok 25 Bl Asteraceael2 Fi . 3 7k Bl

Rosaceae 6 Ffi, JEIEHl Labiatae 3 Ffi, KRl
Euphorbiaceae 3 7 . fg HFAEFF Primulaceae 3 FiiFl
2R} Polygonaceae 3 o i T THI AR 2 Y AR
Yy AR R, WEL Meliaceae . 4R
Plantaginaceae . *5¥F| Boraginaceae Fl174ELR}
Rubiaceae %, BRI T, PP HRN G5
FEY) & YR A AT I, Bty HAE
Bt , e BEVE BEAR TR, RIRSATAERRZR . AR
T B A8 AN N T AR SE ) 1 f0 5 28 Y5 AR
Y ChnWyag4e . PREFRIAE ), B oA IR AR P Y B
()RS, AR AR A B R 2

11 RNMEKBFAEREYMERE

Table 11 Investigation of nectar plant species in Camellia oleifera forests in Wuhan area
Al Family J& Genus 4 Species
1Al Meliaceae & Melia T Melia azedarach

IALAl Symplocaceae
ZHi#} Plantaginaceae

IWALJE Symplocos
ZH1J&E Plantago

I8 Symplocos tanakana
SE-45Hi Plantago depressa

B} Asteraceae W SE IR Ixeris 4B SE3E Ieeris chinensis
BLBHZ: 8 Crepidiastrum REBILBHZ: Crepidiastrum sonchifolium
T EiSZ & Sonchus T Ei 3¢ Sonchus oleraceus

%@ Chrysanthemum

Y5 EJE Bidens
K3%&J&® Erigeron

HHESSEE Youngia

439358 Coreopsis

RSB Hemistepta
S B Pseudognaphalium

Z% 3@ Potentilla
4 8 Rosa

ARl Rosaceae

B )& Rubus
EAN SR Prunella
A& Scutellaria
FMEYJE Salvia

JEIE R} Labiatae

$¥234 Chrysanthemum indicum
Y445t L Bidens pilosa
St K3& Erigeron karvinskianus
—4FEYE Erigeron annuus
TEHYSY Youngia japonica
423824 Coreopsis lanceolata
K482 Coreopsis grandiflora
WHAZE Hemistepta lyrata
S Hh B Pseudognaphalium affine
BIH % Potentilla discolor
INRFEFR Rosa cymosa
4L Rosa henryi

TR Rosa multiflora
G MY Rosa laevigata
S%&F Rubus parvifolius
KM% Prunella vulgaris
A% Scutellaria barbata
AL Salvia plebeia
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£E3R 11 (Table 11 continued)

Bl Family

J& Genus

44 Species

| Fabaceae

i SR 5B} Mazaceae
K3 F} Euphorbiaceae

P4~ JLTE Bl Geraniaceae
4Rl Boraginaceae

+F1EF} Brassicaceae

IRFIER} Primulaceae

AAF} Poaceae

4P} Caprifoliaceae
fif 4% Bl Oxalidaceae
AIERL Apiaceae

BERRL Anacardiaceae

FF} Polygonaceae

L ¥R} Verbenaceae
11#LEF Symplocaceae

% ZF} Scrophulariaceae
P H Bl Rubiaceae
Hi%iEl Vitaceae

T kER} Phytolaccaceae
XI5 # R} Juncaceae
A} Solanaceae

H4EF Liliaceae

KR Indigofera
B1E )R Medicago

T SLRLJE Mazus
HH ) Mallotus
Kk J& Euohorbia
B8 Sapium
SRR Geranium
PEFN L JE Bothriospermum
MATHIE Lepidium
—47I%)@ Diplotaxis
BYJE Lysimachia

H3F )& Imperata
%% J& Bromus
PAJ&E Lonicera
3K 5 Oxalis
BiAKJR Torilis

EREAJE Rhus
HJE Persicaria

iR Verbena
IWLE Symplocos
YEYERNR Veronica
We¥J& Gardenia
Y8488 Causonis
Wikt J& Phrtolacca
JTSFLJE Juncus
HiJ& Solanum
28 Allium

ARHE Indigofera tinctoria
K5 E T8 Medicago lupulina
BT 73K Mazus stachydifolius
HE M Mallotus apelta

PR Euohorbia helioscopia
41 Sapium sebiferum

LB Geranium wilfordii
FEPEREL Bothriospermum zeylanicum
JLEIMATIR Lepidium virginicum
Y WR3E FTIF Diplotaxis erucoides
P IRSE Lysimachia candida
BI53% Lysimachia fortunei
Itk Lrsimachia corgestiflora
H 3 Imperata cylindrica
i Bromus catharticus
2.4 Lonicera japonica

E3K B Oxalis corniculata
INETAK Torilis japonica

DA Torilis scabra

ERERAR Rhus chinensis
FRAENT 2L Persicaria lapathifolia
HH Persicaria maculosa
FLHIE Persicaria pertolata
LL¥EEL Verbena officinalis

A& Symplocos paniculata
YEYEAN Veronica polita

Ne¥ Gardenia iasminoides
L8 %F Causonis japonica

T ¥ ikl Phvtolacca americana
KIS HE Juncus effusus

Je 3% Solanum nigrum

HE [ Alium macrostemon

s .
WK Alium macrostemon

Wit

FEMEARYER R Z R ARE, B4

O RE 5000 ML, b, {HFR LA A H
FUABR, KRR R R & 224, i)

T B R R LR 7 BB AE Fr B b, DX e 94 AR A R
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YEItZE ( ESARSE, 2020) o MASE A TR
A 7 Hh DX R A B R 2 — |, KR
ol R Xt ARG T 0 £ AL 400 i DRl a0 10 AR A7
FAES 3R R I 22 4 HLAT S 20 S ( F 3w AR K
B, 2015) o HIMASH H A EMME, HIHAEH
SR T eI, “FAE—” ™ &
T AB WA R, HOLT Rt sk . %
3 B H o g L Rz A R S R R )
SENNAS, IWIMHEFTEEAS , STl AL A B
SRAR] RSO RT PSR S WS (R S0 = SV i)
B AL GE 10 5 28 TAE 2R AR YA G S E £
TEEAT I, XA TR & & o B o e P 3 1 RS s A
IRARMEME A ST, B2 AW 2 RadiFh, #E
PR BEIFERG F1, GG I8 TR S, W
KA B R TS o AR R SR IR R A A A
DNA FRICRSH AR ST — A UER . sk &R,
NI XT3 255 15 B R A 7 2 1) 3 2

i3 GenBank (i 5 X} Frill 4514 CO 175
PEAT LEXT, [ 25 AT A5 24 S e X W b i A7
PO, 2056 0 mDUHb DX 2R RAL A B R R BLSRJE
T 4 HESHE ., SGHH . ¥#HE ., 858 H ) 17
B 318 46 Fp o Hoep, B H 5000 H 2R BEEY)
PRI A% 35 5T B AR, B e
TMZRAL K B e 2 B e | SR | PY
U RTIOPT 1 5 i M o AR T At b DX T 2%
ek B B B e A, EDUH I I A o | Ry
TR RPN P REEMOM AT LA B AL A
BoR, TUVEE WA Ry R A v R
H R A R, B N PR SR T AT H
W | R I e R B i B I MR B AR 2014 )
T TR AL B R AR A o & TR, B e 3
(AR 07 W SR (far2% 55, 2010) o [
U, BIUEIZE L — A e, RS g |
A3 B A T i 5 | SR A 25 2 AR A I
I 7B R S M S s N, R
BER P g 595, IR iR R s T 2
MBI BCR AR R (HHOTH, 2014; T4
45, 2022) o BBAN, BEREARTC AL T AS %
i, WHEARRSERE . WA, MR
i 1] I = O NI A e Y £

FREA S (EIREE ) 2021) , P, HHCRSER
DT 25 PRA2 A A7 B4 45 75 B — 118 B A AR S
A, R “mlieffied 88 20m” AE. DX
MRS A i BN B[R] B2 Ry S s,
T 7 BT T T S AR S AR AR T R AR LR TC AP S
it 8 B A2 LA OR B 7 s B8, W) [ 2D ki 2%
LA IR AR E SEE, B BH AR
PR 5 AR 28 S PR R3O0 o

WA, ASTR)Ap 0 Fh (]FD A P 54 BE 25 2
Tl 55 (%) E S I B o, > ] /AR S A e
W KA S, AT DA SUX Pl o ABFSE 38 i
PEHOCR AL B G0 B MR 8. DNA, #EH
CO [ #H1EH DNA FIE R iE 4T PCR 731,
S|G4, Rk co Tysl. ¥y
45 57E GeneBank 4l i th 1T Blast, #4fE AHA
JE 201 WA R AR TR T 20781
L XS, Tiie A A B B SRR Y 51 21 R 1) 25
R, LW ERGER RAGBIEEFLECS
S, (o S 3 R 90 A S R A 2 E A T R bR R
FEAA A0, B8 AR X3k 46 FhE Ky 2 U DNA
FIEHS, B Tz IX AR B AR E, HR
MATEF & WG 2257, TN Z RS
PR TR SO B A W B (BRI AR
2015) .

k& SR Z 0], S — P 0 0 XL )
PEREIEAL , FACA Y Z A SRR R R
ZFEMRIEADC, s It it B
R R Z R RARE AR IR , [FIR 75 2
Z AL U Bh Bk 5 A PR S (RSO
2023) . ANRIMEPIALR IR . £ L. fE
25 A0 BB R B | R AR AR R ) i
EARRAE , XL B AW 51, #lan
R LAE (2012) FEDFSE A5 R0 R NS JEAE ) 1)
KREPRIM, 7HEFR Colletidae B HIAMARILEL
/N, REVIRERHEY) , (A5 )35 SRR e
BHEY) o FEXF DT B IR TR A B, 48
BHEY) b7 FZOR, K5 AR A 2%
MEA, X TREmERN R EAEENE XL,
PRI Lt 0 S A A D A 25 R, LT I 50 35 2 T
TG R, A AR R AR
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SQDU T g ) T 00F J s S 2y 1l e B2
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PAIGE M 22 6 110 i JTORR A D b 2 e by B AR 1 T
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A7 1E A VI P R A 5 ARG R - IR
oty B SR I AER | AEESFEYBR, Mt
B O3 7 AEA T oA DR i e A ) ) BB A
ABEFEFRBL, BB 2 AR P & A R R
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XMRVEN “EE-LmE" EEMA. Wik, ff
P AR A B H R O A A A 1) B AR W 2R
5, AMUBHERLB IR S5 DIRERY LAY, d2 et
bR AR A R Y SR o BIFSE 45 R A il
SEIMAAR T B R R B 5979 Lk B U S
WS A5 A A R AR A T Rk, A BT
SN IR 555 HE 2 T A B D RIS 58 AT
DNA FRICR ARG HERL HAEM S 5y B B i 4
SETAET, AMURR TR0 TARRCR, R
BT R WMERRE , (R R Tl R ALk R BT
AR DRAP S AT, AT i o il 25 PR B2 A S5 R RE SR R
SEEUE I, X — PR AR 5 A S R B A
454, RERE N IIT A i 257 XS I al 4k fY

ek R R-IT RS PR 255 BT
o IMPRARAM R A R " We] E K
BORANG Z — , A B TAE—E R L 3R ]
)L T SR IR, PR R ARAF L, R AR
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