w22k BN
201044 H

e F

ChineseBulletinof Life Sciences

Vol. 22, No. 4
Apr., 2010

NE%HE: 1004-0374 (2010) 04-0307-06

DNA ZFr07 a3 H R B a9

é%%l’ éﬂﬁ*@ Lz, E&i@%g’

ZINE, xR, H R, B

(1 =ik AdamplEsb, B 650092, 2 PTUIIRN KESHW R A2, e 625014,
3 LI LI (BERD) IR ST A R A O, B 650202; 4 =R AamEE¥E, BY 650091)

8 E: 20034, Hebert SFH&H DNA KIEAD G, DI ks af i 4Re s e e DA S e 3 38 T 20
M. B H R RS KH, MRS e TS EamiRE, K DNA M FE KR H
Ao S EAEN X DNA S5 TERD MR LA AT 4F 5K e A %3 H B oAb R F 501 0 7 BAZE R

KB DNA KJEM; GEHH R & Y%

hESES: 0969.420.9; 0969.42  CHEFRIRAD: A

Application of DNA barcoding in lepidopteran insects
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Abstract: The utility of DNA barcoding for fast and accurate species identificationhas beenwildly applied since
Herbert et al. advocated in 2003. Lepidoptera is the second-most diverse order of insects and the task for the
identification of Lepidopteran insects is difficult and complex. Therefore, DNA barcoding has been herald as a

ma jor new tool for the identification of Lepidopteran insects. In this paper, DNA barcoding has been briefly

summarized and studies using DNA barcoding in Lepidopteran insects have also been reviewed.
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DNA 4600, WK DNA &MY, L8
rir iy A b T RO R (PR TR R AN [
IR RS R, 2R bt gn i a5 C Ll
V3T (cytochrome C oxidase I, COI)HIHETHEEKZ)
650 bp FAIAE R FRIcR SEHLRE . HERHAT B 310
XTPIRNEAT %5 e A 43 2R (B 1) o R H R IRHE
WHE R (Manduca sexta, NC_010266) & ki iAK K 41
1E 2, DNA SRS W COT LR 57 B 1 5217
2 179 PLfW)F 5. DNA S5 ] B in g KRR
K (University of Guelph) BB ZHebert 27T
2003 FEER o ARATTELE 3T T GenBank HLAFE )i
ZW)17] (Arthropoda) AT 841 (Annelida) 551117]
L 13 320 MR SRR COTHER P A EHE 5, R
IR S41] (Cnidaria) 4F, [ B FHCOT 1K
YIZe e 11, 3%, AN COT Jpal-F1 22 7 i

Ch 2% [JERN COT F a1 -1~ 24 72 57t i d K A2
WA, 15, T%; SRR sYI]

(Cnidaria), A 1%, {HEH SR 1T MM
IHebert %5472 HFHZ1650 bpCOTIE KK X Hl 4 Fh,
YIRS, S AERAEY gD . DNA 4&0F
P T AR — AR 2R
SrHE—FFE ) DNA 5B . BRI EE, K 650 bp

PRyt AT 4920 Fhdl 59 s 3, i 1 hEk B

A REATAE R PIRR S o o ) )08 A 22 5 0
KTPRh A agefl 72 51 1 o DNA £ TS PRLIsIm RG
(ke R R b THEGE ””EE’J%%T& 2

N8 3 985 .

2003 4%, DNA KIS AN, InEkE
IRRKEE T SCE TR T BV A T it it &)
(The Barcode of Life). 20044F, Y5k L2

-

W%eaem
\:ﬁ,

i;\

FEd = PHEDNA = §HZEECOINE —>» gl

(Consortium for the Barcode of Life, CBOL) % 7 [A]
W, =L e TR R DNA & F
RAC 5% (1 ot P2 —— 224 DNA 2 245 8 122 (DNA
Barcode of Life Data,BOLD, http://www. boldsystems.
org) AL, FET 2007 IR T AR 1Y, 2009 4
LH, n& K E E BrfEdE < (International Consor—
tium Initiative, ICI) JH3N T —TMk A M RI——EFx
A2 5% (International Barcode of Life Project,
iBOL) , iZitRITiTt 5 4 A 3RA 50 J5 AN FH 1) 500 /1

DNA Z A, 5/ BRI F I — > DNA
FIAE P I GERHE, DAESAT PR RIS, 25 9cE

MRS E . #2009 429 H, BOLD H 54 EMH
KHIFF EIE 683 205 4%, o, wlfE R % e Wih
JKF 1) DNA 45605, RIEREAN R = AN LL E H 41
KEEAMILT 500 bp P44 600 753 46741, K&
37 849Ft (http://www. barcodinglife. org/) . FHIDNA
SIEA Y e I 98% K AZh A, HhRA T
65%, FIFH DNA 2Bt B HUgEAT P 45 sE ik 9T 4
ZIEEEHE, ARG H Y B E 2 R
W H 5 B A .

2 DNA ZRAB7ESHH R B R PRI A

i3 H 2 B P R T DNA S5 JB R0 9% 8 2 1)
H, 200372009 4 [ 7E f# H I Ji# i DNA &%
TR HE WL 1. @3 H DNA 5 JEAS 25 (A1 1-
Leps Barcodes of Life, Muhikhttp://www.
lepbarcoding. org & 4 Himgk, Hurchex T
7 490 MG H IR 75 703 &4 TERLIT

2003 4F, Hebert Z:M G R T 2003846
FRBOE i H R Ak 658 bp [ COL B, 454
W COT F BLAEMS 100% i ThHh %571 H 1X Lt H B
Ho [A4FE, Hebert S51HRH DNA 45TBMS, Wi T

882 MM H B L, JFHES X LUl B e s

Ll

ACATCTTTITITGACCCTRITOOASGAGS
AGATCCTATTTTATACCAACATTIASTICN

= DNA #IEY

1 DNAF DRI B AR R EHEHE R R 5
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1 200372009 4438 B DNA BRI 5T%EE

WIS SIATREASL B (bp) =B LN
Lepidopterafii#l H 882 MEA 658 7]
Geometridae UkE} 244 Fl 200 PNT W 658 [14]
Tortricidactlfi il Xenothictisgnet ivora 124 MFEA 658 [15]
Hesperi idaeFFIEER} 350F2 640 FEA 600 [16]
Hesperi idae 7 4} 466 A 658 (17]
HesperiidaeF# A} Sphingidae KifkEHHISaturni idae Kk} 521 M4 260FE A 600 (18]
Lymantriidae ik f} 20 N 617 [19]
Noctuidae Mgkl Xy /ophanes 1ibya 33 MEEAS 221 f1134 [20]
GelechioideaZZ i fiFIElachist idae/ MR 26 MEAS 705 [21]
Hesperi idae 7R R} 215 MEEAR 658 [22]
TortricidaeW Bl Homona mermerodes 143 000 FEAR 661 [23]
Hesperi idae R 6 Fil 255 M FEA 5107658 [24]
Lepidopteraféii# H 188 130 [25]
Papilioninae RUEA} 34 Ff 89 AMREAC 707 [26]
Papilionidae/XUtER} 12 i 650 [27]
Crambidae 5 UE R} Diatraca saccharalis 1 475 424 [
PieridaetiiftColias i byilk)E 11 1 502 (28]
Hesperi idae 74} 489 % Fr 5 6307690 [29]
Saturniidae RAUKEL CerodirphialE M Leucanellal® 294 Leucanel laJg, 1‘1‘:2}(, 658 [30]
24/ Cerodirphia@FiAs

Noctuidae B R} i t hophaned: X Id & 39 gl 658 (31]
Nymphal idae it £} Cymothoe caenis 57 MREA 658 [32]
Coleophoridae 84k Bl Hompha )@ 201 PMFEA 658 [33]
Saturni i dae R 7R 9 F 574 [34]

725t 0 6. 6%, 2003 )5, DNA ZIEMS ZHI T
it H B d ) o A e Y, JE MR A S
R H SR 19 Ha jibabaei 25T T # H
=Bk FRMER (Hesperiidae) < KigkAl (Sphingidae)
FIKIEF} (Saturni idae) 521 M0FP4 260FEA, &5
RIIR 97. 9% PP RERE R G IR B % e, AT
FRRAUE B DNA 25 JEAS X T W) Fh % e A A %0

/INRERE (sugarcane borer, Diatraea saccharalis)
SRR /N RERT R, Rt R L, JRE
AN BB SRRV F AW /NP 432
Pr—H 4, FET COIT FT 16SBSIFN CRBT Iy
Hi & k. 2008 4F, Bravo FMHIRY 1Y 1 /i
WK 424 bp BICOT FBE, 5 13 KT HIE)E
(Diatraea) 2TEM P4 24k Diatraca crambinoides
LT R 114k Diatraca evanescenssc ARG F4|
AT HON, HEE L], /NI TR P51 5 HE
B (Crambidae) I TS 7511 EAT 99% Y [FIUE 1, A
A A /N JREAE S ] - B R

Wheat FWat t= A HIHCZY3 400 bpfJCOIMICOIT

FELRDO T A FACSE IR IR TR (Col 7asbut tertlies)
AT T RGE KW, RIEH (Lowland) AMA N F
GER 5T NHRE AT, H4E K A 1L X (montane) F
JEEBAIANARY AT by — 2. AT K COT JEH 4%
JERTEY RN S A P s, (RAEVR I RGKR
BRAEMF, JHR TR B RN, AR
IR U Hufift AR Z DRI RE K B KR

BT T2y B Kl 650 bp A5 (591 B,
DNA KGN FEARB R S, 2B, ©F
LR R A3 A R A 00 FH AR ST A DR AT PR B A
Ao RFFLCHRETRIGFEAS, 1 AEAR A (1 T TR R
A (museum specimens), HFFTN AR TCIEIRIGFK
FE 4 650 bp (5348, K, FEXTFERA
TR A . DNA BEAR IR AR B AR BRE A
AT Ry, WA TE 2R B KR
200 bpZeAi [RIEAR 4 TEAS (mini-barcode) - 20064,
Hajibabaei%§: 2% Noc tuidae Ik} Xy lophanes 1ibya
I ANEEAFRT (cryptic species) FE33AMRAFIN[A]
10720 FE I FEA TR FE AR UEAT K R 134 bp 1221 bp
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RORETEAG L M KAy 658 bp 4 AL E G X L, 3
SRR, FT =R RHC BE I 4% TS s P f
[FJNJ ¥ (neighbor-joining) H A AHEL. 2008 4F,
MeusnierZE2%f BLIE (Fungi) < JR A2 44 (Protist) A
W) (Plant) WHFLENH Mammals) LA B 5 (Tnsect) 55
10RILEPINL B8TAMIFTIN6 69555/ F41I1EAT 1650 bp
H1130 bp XFELA T, Horp i H A 188 4/7 41 Jk
TR H 187171944 4F (0] f) 18 Fl ik )& (Coleophora)
Y R FEART 130 bp IEARSIEAD) P51, AbATTH
Kimura X SHOs LI S T NT B, g R,
HETKA650 bpigc B4 R —3, KA A 130 bp
I RB ARG TR [ ] DL I e A A I 1) A TR A
A% E ks HIE, B N Bk e Sibr
W, R AR 52 i, WIS e SR IR E
BN, B A IEAN B RIS SR = o 1T
KREA R 200 bp ey (1) 7 B AN n] REAG A i A 3
ANEEIH I AL AR A O, DRI, AKEE e J 7 DNA
8 BOR S e FIF 8 — AR R B LA R () 7

SRECHI R DNA S50 5, o] A 2R R A 15
AL )5 2 DNA 2% 500 20 [ ifs 1) [ @il 407, [
HURF T AT 122 RAAIMERIS 34T (speciesaffiliation) ,
HARARNAN T, — @ W 3o 1 vh et
AT TR LK) BLAST 482 1020y 5y — & JL T i [a) ast
FEFE BRI I> T R G 10180 IR LTV P 51 i
B UiG L3 RN N NIET B i e LA S Nt 2 S D T L =D S =4
KFERTE, LR BSR4
Jeto1l BP (back propagation) fiZe M4t —Fiphes
W22 ) Bk, AL TR 2 I AR SR N T
PHEE M 4%, TIRR BP W26, &HATNH & 8 H
PRSI (R e T 20 28 . AR ol 0 ok 25008 30 1Y) 19
4%, Zhang 55004 BP 4% 55 DNA 45 TR 25 Gk ok,
1) T BPYIAT % E (BP-based species identification),
I HIIZAS T390 25 V25 R BF J0r 3k B n Ak 1)
FREUEAT TR e, HAE R KW, 80 K AM
AW H b Al WIS 97, 5% 275 4. 205
ZH0 9 RGN IR H b oy il 25 2 95, 63% .
96.10% F1100%. [FN, fbA1iLHH, PFhsE
S HER FERGR TR F 2 57 JPAKE RS ]y
FIHH o

PRI ST AT 3 A R R I S P i IR 4
T K574 bpl) COBERFIMNEE (Actias selene) Fi )i
PIRAAT 4 5€ . 5 GenBank Fdli R & K
KiRtan ez BRI p oL, HPpr 38 2 A2

FEISH) 13, 6%, FRWIHZITH AT LU A DNA 4 JE 05
FANEA TR0 T Sk, R4 R LS

SRR T ERTE RIS
3 RE

DNA STEHTE I T Pyih 73 38 25 58 BT I AR,
BT S R AU T DA R I PR SR AT A, K
H AL TR oy AN E AR, 1 20034 [t &
4>, DNA S5 TBHE ik — R % 1)« RO T H
(tremendous tool™ ) JUHE LRI T JAE SR
KIS, < SRS o SCREA BRI IR 201 1)
(Craig Venter’s Global Ocean Sampling Team) ™, DNA
SIS T R R HE SLOH R4 L A I R R R 1

HHEHTDNA KB — L4, Lk
251NN DNA 45 TR AT g 0 43 28 35 s A I 3L 53
THEARBGEL RS, Fr B0 9, DLACZ RT3
PR Z IR H ) 2 /D00 SUGE S Ak, AL 4l
MR EE N (nuelear mitochondrial DNA segment,
numtJ741) PRRISL AR, Gl Holbachia™ U RAFAEAR
S PCR G bifk DNA A KA 5

A, DNA KM K N — P oA
R B A e THD 50, HAR 5 i Y
B0 A RS 78— Lo A L DR A SRR 2,
TTSHMN | pRNAS®: 581 eyt BT L) Je BF- 1ol wingles s 55
LA =By e S ey R EAE /T (O E Al 153
R\ Bk, A 91 LASEHRE
H—ARINERE SR 98 (amul tidiscipl inary approach
to taxonomy) 2l E HOASKARh 4 5 B A BLMITE
Eﬁ [6, 11, 57, 59]o

(& % 3 #]
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