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ME  DNA FHHEOR R i X — A DNA 5 Bey 70 M7 L Xt . 3 10 % 9 ok A7 2 %8 1 5 vk . WRFE R 2R IR 1
Bem LA 1 AN s A 3 T 58 10 R U A0 4 R R T A L T R B O A TR AN S E S BN RS
XA [ A B BERY RE IR o by T A A B A R T AR A B A S, RO X T D ) S AR A R A IR A R
LB T 0 FHRGE & F R EBE Y M b5 DNA 205 HIR A K 2w R AR A B, a0
DNA Z 5 A S e I 5 o F B0 3 PR B 1O 9 08 A0 F 5 0F R 45 07 T H#EAT T 4538 . JFIHE T DNA B H0R

FFAE 1 [n] J8UFD A J5 WF 5% 10 7 In]
XEIWW WY DNA &E; HiR; HTF%E
FESEE Q78; Q949.3 XEARIRES A

DNA 418+ R (DNA barcoding) & 1 i3 X
— B AR DG R R AT R R A R )
S E R A Rl B R A g HR . DNA 2%
S M & 2 B 8 2  DNA KBS AR Z A1y hn
ERAY ¥ K Herbert 7E 2003 4F 5 U2 -,
Bl DNA RIERE AR C 2R 2450 K% Moy 1
PR R Z—

XF AR E 558 B 1Y SR AR U L 22 B0 A
B XA — 2L [5] B9 4R 1E . a. B [A] A7 76 ] 12 A9 5t A%
S AR OARFTLAR KR b, H R BB R 48
Bl c. BTk v BOW Y TR IO A d N
BB i O sy X8R, DA (858 51 9 e it 7%
BIXLEARER) DNA B8 A F) T K9 K
PEAT W) M5 I RO k45 5 A, T £ 5 2 4k
T 1 R B U R RO R

1 ZREBESHER

2003 4F 9 H,20 ZUDRLR I THEYWER
AW B2 AR VR W, A JT TR Tax-
onomy,DNA and the Barcode of Life” i <%, X}
DNA Z A G 15 iy A7 FLAZ A2 ) 1) B 2 v 5 4 2 )
FHEAT TWRAITIE . 2004 4F, Alfred Sloan % 4x 2%
FEAR N Smithsonian 58 F 4R 7 2 W1 i Sr T

Yo BT 2011-06-24

XEHS 1000-2421(2012)01-0121-06
H: 4y 45 2 15 BE B3 (Consortium for the Barcode of
Life, CBOL) , 81 F & J& % 5 2 ) ) b 1) 4= Bk b
#E. 2005 4F 2 H . CBOL ¥ [ 4R i s 14 1
F I A A SRIE S U 23 58 — WK B 23 W AE AR A
F e g g 1 000 J7 ¥y Bl 57 4% T8 B e 5
2007 4 9 HAEHE & A A5 I 2009 4 11
H7E SV 5 4IPS = E B DNA &I &1
b S E M A RIE WS BRL T T S E
M. X 2 WESBRHE 2 BRHE#E DNA Z08 i i 58 11
WERS TEEMSNEM. 2011 4F 4 J1 17 H & 25
H o 76 a7 2% Be] 4 7 R P12 17 T [ B L DNA 48
WTESN., EXREW L. 253X —Z Hr
AR Z B EH T8 T S8 W o8 E e 1 e R
I'TS FFAUAE 2 B B 4T 85, 38 4 28 B 0T 5] A %h
FEARIEAS I H m) [ Br A= 45 4085 1 % (International
Barcode of Life Project,iBOL)ZH 2145 IE =0 H i,
B B 2 iy 45 T8 9 3 ) GBOL) J& — 4> 458 1 [
PRl E R, T 2009 4E 1 AR 3, %R B
SR SCE T A SC PR RS B e TR Ay B
DNA ZIM AR A 2Bk AL B 22 R R B — 564
2008 4F 10 H 14 H , v [ B A4 i 208 i1 Rl 23 10
R EIL R BT, FAE 10 H 20 H, 76 E B2 B
HEE T A IF T T E H A DNA ZEE R 5
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HEBIHT IS 25 L3302 O BT AT LB IR K B IR Y 73 2
SR o UL R AR D A T RIS 1 S — A R AL A iy
Breait o X 2 W WARXT DNA Z I 5 £ AR 1
Il T 40y 14 O R R SR AT 6 AR R 8 3L 2
I1—BOA AT LT & B ) 26 5% T A A 2 %0 3%
[l A 0 20 R PR A I 5 ) T LA B 0 S TRk R oy
TATI o7 PR 2h VR T A ) A A 2 22 B LSRR A
J3Z 04 RS

2 HMRHARE

AR B2 KA Z R A Y A S iz OF
JB T DNA I H AR B85, I B0 T AT 2 i ok
J& . Herbert 2 (9 WF 53 & PR, 8 33 X 2 R 1k 3 [
COT (Hiffita 3 ¢ HALREEE 1 W5 /Y Lb XT . RB 9% 7
Fi gk o3 5 B 1o 200 Fhi 3 B 13 2 Fh kT Hh X
ST, R T HE— ST CO T Xt Fh i 3% 5 6 7
Herbert 2615 OB WS 40 R 3] T8 A shi 7, KA
AR N CO T REHE X 43 B o i 2l 9 1] 4h
IETA ST, CO T 3K P8 78X 2L sh 4 1] 22 ]
) 22 SERE S AR i b X 4% . BUJE b THTCO T 36
JEEREAE M BT A YRl DAN 25 JE 5 b ol 3 [
BRIV 2 A W 2B op o L 4T 7 03k, i 58
ST TSR WMt st kR
B AR AR IS L R RE R4
WU 5 RS, W DNA S8 65 0 58 4
W RIS 25, FLA S HF 5% 6 B2 4 o o 4 05 3 TR 9 O 1k
.
2.1 E 4 DNA &A% E
5z DNA KM LEm s, X T
Y1 DNA ZIE 05 £ AR 04 0F 53 0 J8 2 0 218 1,
AIIAL F 335 A 09 B B3 B BIE AT
IR B . NATT B S A 48 R TE X B — R B B ik
ARGV R T AR E c LB | RAE 11 AR
(COT FCOI A, A% W5 AR i) TTS 751,
FWE K /NG HE /N T 3 3 R 9\ F R B L sh &
FIHERC PR R 1A R G i B1 A B2 BRI AT Bk
HEAFT,

DCOTHM, RE COT BN NI b
YENSYIH DNA I8 1S, {H 3 B 5 R 7E 3 90 Hh 1
NI B T R, FEREP . CO T BRI A K B2 AR
A8 B85 R B A B AT 1 584 bp., iKY B AT ik
22 kb, XA By b B o BT AR N
TN B L KA i B A ) i i T —

HRWAATE X CO T HH R4 Rl il 512
2 Seifert N AE 2007 4R H X H B H (Peni-
cillium spp. ) FTIITH CO L @ASI Y. W EHEK
370 ZREAR AT TH . IF15 3] T 540 bp ZEH Y
PCR ¥, 2250 XS . % DNA R BERE B AR 47 b
X33 i v e B /Y 7 B Jm 7 R L Jm Y 58 A
12 AN 2 A, H X3 S3ORTE AN [A) #2 B AR 24 T
ITS JP 4 F B-fE ¥4 i H CO T & 51
AN 1% . Nguyen 1 Seifert™ ™ 78 2008 4E L)
COLl BZEHE, KM T Leohumicola B 3 HFh, X
AR A 97 ] 25 T4t T B0 T 40 I o R 7 e 1) 1
WHE o e N E— D s fR i T R i B 4R
5. Martin il Tooley™ 7E 2003 4E 1 i CO 1T H
CO I HE N L 7E R S8 4 7 07 W X% & (Phiyto phtho-
ra spp.) W IEAT T o0 b, ABATRAFF A CO 1 A0
CO Il B AL G 1o b7 i, HEE R LR — %
JEITS Fpol EpmfeE nl %, (B2, th TW& TRy
Bl CO T B PRAE 40 7 18 (19 %6 R A RS 55
Hh B AT B WIS 45 R 3R BT A8 Bk AL 18 R (Fusarium
spp. ) R T CO T AE A s 1 2% i & PR A J2 AN AT A7
et

) RAEIRIEN . TEMPIRTE Y RSB Mok T4
JE S [R) 7 T OB R R TR R B Y
White %5 frix ot 09 38 H 51 9 2 4 34 76 i 545 b
S S BT AT O T 3 M
PIREBER LR . a. KR HE(LSU. IR A BEFR 285 B¢
268) 4% D1.D2 WX B HF 5 B & A5 b. /)
WHE(SSUD 5 c. P[] B X (ITS)  BF 58 3 24T X
ITS1 A1 ITS2, A ¥ 5. 8S ¥ Tk — I Y.
Horb JITS TR W 03 A2 W 2 WF 90 48000 oz 2 e
AR RGP R 2 W Be (R D, FEW AR
GEHR RGE KT MEKREES, Z2HEEWIA
1TSS & W W) 4508 i 09 fe A 0 0 19 e ikl B
Kashimoto &Y 1TS 81 K 78 H A & 38 &
i E R X E N Oidium neolycopersici , X UG
AL 5 A B DA D T R RS Y TTS R 8 K
U 2 25 5 B e 1 0 D T 8 E N Bk 1 R (Fusarium
spp. ) s A4 G X IZHE T 2 Bt TR . R
BN ITS Wi bt 56 [ B A B, RIAD Py 22 52
ST, REHEX ITS WFREBE T, A
UANBE L TTS 76 A [ 2 B o A9 22 53 8t 2 A 42—
. Montero %57 AU BS BT 5 B (9 133 4 K
(HH i 3% T Candida spp. » Trichosporon spp. ,
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Cryptococcus spp. » Malassezia spp. » Rhodotorula
spp. » Geotrichum spp. s Blastoschizomyces spp.
O ITS P8 rh A3 3] 7 H A" 84+, O I 48 85 R
) 77 $2 R (pyrosequencing technology) %t H #4757 T
G3MT o IR A R N AR B R I R R A X
Candida spp. WAEARTEY) FIK P BT % E B2
Trichosporon spp. M43 Cryptococcus spp. WA
AEFH IR 18 07 36 X WU b At B S R A 26 . X —
455 26 Nilsson S AERIAE 5 H & (19156 25
A . Nilsson 57 £ XM b 2 7 T 72 0F 5% &
WA 2RI T ITS 390 22 3 30 By B oy 22 5 1) L
FERIH TTS $d e b 3 7 43 0 Rk IEAT 1 L XS,
R 6 45 2R AR BB AR U (0 IR RE A — > Bl 110 45
. LA UL, X TTS 73 41 0 B 58 AR & 1 ik
J B TR 1Y 55 . W N T AR TS P 9 A 5 1 4 1H
WEFE A K, 2% 51 1Y P 22 e 1) LS A5 FT LA 22
W& ATH AT B B — 2B IR AT
&1 NCBIHAKZEIWEWHEXFIHE
MEHKE(BIEE 2011 £ 8 A)
Table 1 Statistical data about the number and

the average length of related fungal sequences

which were available from NCBI(as of August 2011)

FEH Genes/ 1480 K/ bp

J¥%1 Sequences No. of sequences Average length
NS BRIX ITS 510 410 570
B R M .
Beta-tubulin 23 253 430
KN T EF 24 136 1 000
W &EH Actin 10 443 1100
BB AR 4 LSU 5943 800
AN 3 SSU 3651 480
4] = it 3 H
i 53K o AARERES T W7 503 1 500

COol

3 HABIERH . AHEE 2 R, 6 H A 3 PR BF 5T A
BB AR, B sk B P S L ITS 2D
RZ (R 1, Horb a4 e 550 8 b B OB
R B (Trichia decipiens) B /N 3L FF 5] 97 18 1
U NS A= R it T A M ER R .
Geiser ZEU RGN N, XF T M B W Aspergillus 1
e MEEAMSGIHEAEN RS EESEN
ZER PRI, ARG RFER, K
IR EF-1a X 35 % H B A9 HE AR 0] LAk
B 42 3 A R KL Fiore-Donno 455 4351 ]
FH/INEHE FAE PR JE B 3 BN 4 ff B2 ok i it
JERGE N R G KB R CIBAG TRIL R,
Fiore-Donno %) X FI| /N 56 36 (RUAIF 58 T 2 1 49

S H A5 & M H RS R IR e i
EEILELEZFEEIE (Lam proderma) M % W @
(Comatricha) , 53 445 R X 2 @ EA & —1
PR, 0 H RIS RO A R Z 0 TR IR
LI S AEA N ZEHE T SSU I R RAR. X 2 IR
W LG RN R T 0 T REFER
W A it UL TR A A% G 3 28 2 R A B HE A SR B 1Y
H B

DEZFER A B, LRI RN E S E4E
HAEXT B e BER e R BT . 2 BEBRG A
(15 BLTEA 4 DNA S5 T8 5% (09 0F 5% v ik J e ple o
T A G A TR Y U A e i R AR L
75 T AT R IE . LTS R R R R Bei 2
72 Helgason 225" %} AM H.H (arbuscular mycor-
rhizal fungh) B)7r 7RG WL, KX AM K
/NI EE LB 2 R RE K PR 1o S8 BRI B
HEAT T AR 3 AT 45 2R R AM HIRE R GER B
HSEAEN M HE H (Mortierellales) 3 %k 5%
Z B i, Fiore-Donnoa %% F| F] 18S rDNA i
EF-1a 50, 4381 T 18 26 B I 4 (Myxogastria) . &
1 25 W49 ( Dictyostelia) #1546 %5 7 IV 4X (Protos-
telia) Z[A] M R L H LR, KRGS 45 R W
7N o JEURE G B AR AT AT BE R RN S oK T 2R Y i
FERFE, MR G H (Ceratiomyxa fruticulosa ) W) &
DI b T 49 4H ok B 9 X B . Stockinger
SRS R TTS JF AN IE A& H T X 430V AR 1A A
TR 0 R AE B S G R Uy 1l 8 A O ik SSU
ITS1, ITS2, LSU-D1., LSU-D2 % & & H Bt,
Stockinger 2N Ry 1 BERKJE KL 1 500 bp #Y
SSU-ITS-LSU 4 & J Bt f i 45 1 o 7 A B AR 19 45
#f Barcoding A B,
22 HE¥ DNA £HEBM YA X

DNA S8 547 AR 19 O B AU A 18 F B )
i 18, X B xR B i 4 A SR DL AR I 43 BT 5 R Y
WPER M T %, Markus %1 FE 2009 4F 38 o #F 4
BIEEXTEHNH) Peronospora By 1TS Al #4T T 20 ¥
FWFSE P25 30 2 i oy 2R 22 5 0y T HE W r 4L
RAAGEE AFE T —DATEER KT Peronospora
SPRFRGE. VIEE ©RFE B T 0 T ) DNA
SOV EE B ) EEAE A . [FAE Marlis 554V 52
DNA U5 3 5 B 5 PhyloChip CHE #1858 ) R
FAZE G BT TR 1 28 LR A M [a) j, it — B LA
R s IXAN R AW 5T A1 AE T AL A AR V% O R I 2 T
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HETEIR MY . Santamaria M #E 2009 4F 10 H A £
4% T BLAST (basic local alignment search tool)
X B F Xt m AR X, EoRE T
BLAST $Ull R 48, 5 M [F B, Ath 1 11 BA A X P
Hi BT T R DA DT ) SR A B R e A N
FICH R E W s T X e T X R . A
TZEE LG R R RN S A 2 440
HBE 8% 5 B R FE D X B BLAST X, Ak
TR ] B AR ME DNA FIB M TR,
HEYHCH DNA KB AR WO R 5 RE, K2
HECH T H Ay, W BEC A6
BB G TIFZ NS T XA 0 T RS
U TR T AR IR SRR AT, DT A8 A5 TR ) SR E 2%
B 1) 2 A — P-4

3 HMAERE

W b ER T ICH A A W DX 43 R 3 X AT A — £
SRRV E DA MEFEREY EbR., FEL L,
HA DB 53 2 2 GE RE B A 1 b 56 ot PRI H AR AE 1Y
1000 5% 1500 FAYFEY0.01%, MXFITFR,
BN A YR, 2T E — 4 15 000 {7 4
Fe R R RS T L 2 8y 22k ) B AR AE
Jri R - AL ) ik DR R A [ A e R ol 4
T2 R AT 4y F W 58 A2 45 4 5 ROUE , 3 7 3 3
A [) 5 PR 2 7 (E 2 A 3R AR AH BL A4 AN 5] 9 05
— AR BB IR Y K 2 804 br AUVRRAIE 8
R E AW — AR AR R 1 2 Ak
TEARTE B WS EIFAR G BN Co RUEZAE 5 2K
R B AR IR B K R WA B2 —
SR D. B A IEA B 23 U e — L B

TG Y KM E b B H = — &
RBIPRUEAL 7 1 A W) 2 S T8 R 2R oK 5 8 I S TE N
1530 To b AN A6 HOIR IR 5% 5 AT /N 2B i i
DNA FIE RS 47 AR R DL S 0 b B8 5 51 5k 52 BT
YRS S E . BIHET IR K EEAUA 640 bp A2
H LR ML AR o AL T (CO THAE R ifE
FIER I E Y C S fE Y R PE . EEY
FLCO T M BEAL 3 AR S Mg, L CO T /Y 1 H]
WAL F— L@ 2k X TR A TE R R L F
ZEE AR TR EEERM N2 R BRAG T
ZEL ] HL A A SR RS K B (CBOL) S W eI T 6
R BAE ML BB matK | rpoCl, rpoB.accD,
nhd] M YCF5"" , (A EAFEAEY) RIE M WA

B — A, BRI R R DNA &I 55 AR
(4 107 FH B e AR )32 L (HR S 9 2 SOR A5 A T
— YIS AEAE W [n] 80, B AE B 9 4 R 1R 25k I v st %
BN E T H 2 AR WL 2235 X W4 DNA 4%
TE A5 114 i 16 7 1 o B R BB — 11 36 R 7 B 3 2 ) i
YRR Z 7 BEALA ) G A 4518 . Ak
FE 2011 4F 4 H A ff 22 400 B 2 R ITS Jr 3iAE
Ry BUVR G SOB 5 T AR A AR AT 5] A KR TSR TE
fith, SR AE T Y B A D JEHELTTS JF A3k L 6
MEFH D THEY R RS K E 5L+, SSU A
EF-1a JF 41 (9 8 FH & d5 A T2 BP0 09390 0l ghml
W % B DNA 2% I8 A5 1) 0 326 ARG 00 2 3 8 A5 46
B,

o [ b3 R b PR R A 25 S BRI
WY REAER FE ., REEYRERAMUERERT
FEBR I 2 5 F 55 b4 kL, b 2 AR R 0 A ) B A
I AT A=) 22 P W o 1 TR B R 58 4 AT DAAR
it O AT I bR A B8 U5 b 70 R 4 T i REAS By g — A
SR A T W Rl bR o S R B AR AN IR B R R AR
Mo R A CRAE A RS I ) 43 288 b A 5 R A
B EY DNA FIE 504 . Joie & M DNA 4
TE A5 B0 e 19 g A A S 3 2 N ZE i RO L X R
o v KA 2 A 2 ST K 2 R T R AR W R R A A
5 I KA RAEF]
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Abstract

DNA barcode is a technology which utilizes a short standardized DNA fragment to pro-

vide rapid DNA-based identification of unknown life samples. Its advantage is that the entire identifica-

tion process would not be troubled by different life stages of the specimen, especially in fungi. The fun-

gal identification is usually difficult because of their complex life cycle. In literature more studies have

been conducted to screen a powerful suitable gene which could be used as the standard DNA barcode for

fungi. The current review introduces the history of DNA barcode, DNA fragment screening, and the

significance of DNA barcode to fungal taxonomy in China.
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