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Screening and identification of DNA barcodes in willow

Zheng Jiwei, He Xudong, Sui Dezong, Wang Baosong

(Jiangsu Academy of Forestry, Nanjing 211135, China)

Abstract ; DNA barcoding evaluation of willow is of great application value in germplasm resource protection and utilization ,
as willow showing multifunctional, integrating ornament, bioremediation and bioenergy. Through the amplification and se-
quencing of ITS, ITS2, matK, rbcL and rpoCI fragments of willow samples, combined with GenBank data, we obtained 396
sequences from 22 species of willow. The comparisons of effective sequence ratios, characteristics of sequences, divergence
of intra- and inter-varieties among the five DNA fragments had been performed to evaluate the recognition ability of DNA
barcodes by using four methods as Best Match (BM) , Best Close Match (BCM) , BLAST and Neighbor Joining(NJ). The
results showed that ITS, among the 5 DNA barcodes, had high amplification efficiency and sequencing success rate, obvi-
ous intraspecific and interspecific genetic variation, and the highest identification efficiency in willow species. Therefore, it
was recommended to be the preferred unit point DNA barcode. Among the 3 barcode combinations, the success rate of ITS+
ITS2+rbeL identification was the highest (78. 16% ) while among the 4 DNA barcode combinations, the success rate of ITS
+ITS2+matK+rbcl identification was the highest (88.28% ). Thus, it is suggested that ITS+ITS2+matK+rbcL be the best
barcode combination for molecular identification of willow.
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LA A5 MR DNA 28105 1) B 155 25 RE 5T 15

MR R G Rk B 550 K # O s i L RIME, #0Z H AT,
XM C A 20 K RGN MU & A (H ik — 2
NE—HEBIT R,

THERA B )T 56 X B IR R AP AR P R A B
SCBRINT 4 TR 28 1 P A B ( Lauraceae ) ' /1N
BEJ&E (Berberis) ") V&)@ (Ficus)™ W& (Salix) " |
F: A% 4 )& ( Rhododendron) S e o =
[ FEAR G A2 3 28 Jmy IRV 43 26 2 A B
BRI A )T, WEB P A or 2 %0 TARR A
RE R . DNA ZIE 0% 2 A WAk 35 ik A7 7E 2
AP PERE P SF P RN 8] 352 4% A8 S 0 95 HL b
L) DNA JBt, DNA ZRJE A % 8 HOR A 2R TE
ARFOE BRI AN A & B B e, EL A AR 17 SR A
P SO, B TR o 7 S X i A b
Gy 5 A Wy B ) O AT RS e B
B S e E AR BV T 2 K A B ( Dipterocar-
paceae YR H AR (Vi)™ B O® OB
(Haloxylon) SR ARAE Y B R o S E ST

H A, A b = 2R SSR 4 FARic B AR X i
FHEATIX 3 FIGE S K 22000, 5IR S = hnid A I,
TEAERA 7 AN EDUL T iR DNA A TE A 4
RIATHIRG R G K F 457 R A D &4l 5
LI ST, B 7T ARG 15 B A X s
JRFRIENS PR, A5 LAMIARE [ P9 41 22 4~ 63
MK F MR 454 GeneBank M)l J& DNA KIS P
HNVESHE , 712838 TR 3 4508 1 B fd: DNA ZRIE Y
FATERGLH A | MRS il 5 5% 5 Y £ 4 ) P 42 4t 3
W

I HR G

L1 Rgewrat

I REE A T VL I8 4 MOl B2 BF 5% B MR
FhTTGER I, 22 AFh, BERASA 1—5 4>, 38 63 (A
i (WL 1) SR R, -80 CHRAF#&H, [F
B, M GenBank F #Z M 4 ITS, ITS2, matK, rbel,
rpoCl #4119 g‘i( LR 2),
1.2 FHik
1.2.1 DNA #E SRAKXRAIRHE (dbat) ARR
v ali R & (DP305) 42 i A it 5 5 DNA, fiff
0. 8% MR EEE FE FEL UK A DNA Ji
1.2.2 PCR ¥ ¥ 11 Eik DNA XIEME519 7
Y5 B ANEE 3, PCR 2R 30 pL WA &, f94% Taq

PCR mix15 pL, B 551 ¥ 450.9 pL, Bifk1 pl,
ddH,012.2 pL, PCR ¥ 348 )7 2% K 20 w1 B
WABSCEE = F ) 94 C WA PE 4 min; 94 °C A5 E 30
s,56 CEME 305,72 CHEAP 1.5 min, 35 MEH ;72
CHE 10 min; 12 CRAF, ZIE Lz BA YR
A B2 FIHEA TR

F1 B

FFe Py A AR
1 WRMZL M (S. purpurea) 5
2 E5EMI(S. eriocephala) 5
3 FEMI(S. integra) 5
4 BAEMI(S. miyabeana) 4
5 HEAEMN(S. caprea) 3
6 EHI(S. viminalis) 2
7 LM (S. suchowensis) 2
8 RN S. leocapithecia) 2
9 HUKEMI(S. gracilistyla) 2
10 JKMI(S. cinerea) 2
11 JeyTMI(S. sachalinensis) 1
12 IS, alberti) 1
13 BEMI(S. dasyclados) 1
14 BEMI(S. gordejevii) 1
15 dL¥BHi(S. psammophila) 1
16 HrEEWI(S. Neowilsonii) 1
17 TEMI(S. babylonica) 5
18 EHI(S. matsudana) 5
19 JBJIHI(S. matsudana f. tortuosa) 5

20 BRMI(S. chaenomeloides) 4

21 FIMI(S. alba) 1

22 g RMI( Chosenia arbutifolia) 5
wit 63

1.2.3 HELE FIH] cap3 FAFHEATF 9 DF 42 |
N RO B AR 5T £ 1 50 A0 v 5 1 400 IXC ) 2 Bk, e
PR ) 79 35 4% A8 S 53 T R 3 A% B 88 3R 0l R
4% DNAsp5. 10 Fl MEGA 7. 0( K2P #i%1)  FIfH R
£ . MASS AT BRIEL wilcoxtest FFATHE FIFG L . K
Taxon DNA ¥ AFH#) BM ( Best Match ) #1 BCM ( Best
Close Match) 7 F J7 1k 4 BF % 5 1 0 %, fi 1
BLAST ¥4, ¢ A0 [R5 79 B 47 He (identical sites)
YEREAARE, WARAHRI RN identical sites {H#B
KT 5HABITA YRS Y identical sites {H, T
LR XA YR e 5045 B T AR A . ]
Geneious O FHY EEAR 2 (NJ) W, 1% '# bootstrap {H
>~ 1000,
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&2 GenBank FEFIEE
I Y B NN
S alba .S, babvlonica . S. caprea . S. cine ( KX008758, JN115049, KX008757 ). ( KX008770, KX008769. AB685282 ) .
TS g‘“ 2o " ;‘ ) ;””‘“L‘ (é‘“”“‘;‘ "l‘"";“‘ (MG772956, KX008794, AB685284) , ( KX008804, AB685287) . (KX008823,
T eriocep 14“ “C "Z“Z‘;‘ lf’"““ -pemiandrit X 008822 . KX008821 ) . ( KF209230, KF209227, KF209223 ) . ( KX008897.
-DHIHRARS L. droutyona KX008896) . ( KX008912 . KX008910) . ( KX008957 .KX008956) . ( KX008960)
S.alba \S.aurita \S.caprea . S.cinerea . S.eri-  (KX166718 , KX165673) | ( KX165711, KX166093 ) | ( KX166538 , KX166104 ) |
T2 ocephala , S. fragilis, S. integra, S. ( KX167330, KX166664 ), (MG236653), ( KX166539 ). ( LC365296 ). ”
pentandra \S. purpurea | S. triandra | S.vimi- ~ ( KX166542, KX166541, KX165869 ) ., ( KX166371, KX166370, KX165874 ) .
nalis | S.tetrasperma (KX166373 . KX165472) . (KX166372 KX165889) ,( MG256306)
((HQ3593425, KX016119, KM001954 ) . ( EU749390, KX016131, KC415383 ) |
S. alba, S. babylonica, S. caprea. S. ( KX229989, JN893911 ), (LC219316, KC415391 ), ( KX229992 ., JN895668 .
K chaenomeloides | S. cinerea , S. eriocephala,  JN895010) . ( KJ841001, KX016184, KM002124 ), ( MG221033, KF209263 7
ma S.matsudana \S. purpurea , S. sachalinensis,  KC415409) | ( MG221132, JN893908 ) , ( FR694990 ) . ( KX016320, KM002476
S.viminalis \C. arbutifolia JN893913) . (KX016323 ,KC415382)
S. alba., S. babylonica, S. caprea. S. (KJ204399, HQ590254 , KX016332 ), ( EU676998 , KX016344 ) . ( KJ204400,
bel, chaenomeloides | S. cinerea , S. eriocephala,  KX016369 , JN892173 ) | ( LC219097 ) . ( MG249791 , KX016378 ) , ( EU677002 , o
e S.matsudana \S. nigra . S. purpurea . S.vimi- ~ EU677001) | ( MG773038 , MG249161 ) , ( MG245877 , KX016459) , ( MG249765 |
nalis ,C. arbutifolia JN891726) . (MG247569 . KX016533, JN891728) . ( KX527039 ,KJ101449)
S. alba. S. babylonica. S. eriocephala, ( HQ594119, KM002653, JN114997 ) . ( EU750301 ) . ( EU750305, KM002719 ) |
ci S. glauca, S. lucida, S. nigra, S. (KM002815 , KM002726 ) | ( HQ594122 , KM002756 ) . ( HQ594123 , KM002760 ) . 2
Po scouleriana | S. serissima | S. serpyllifolia | S.  (KM002789 ,KM002788 ) , ( KM002791 , KM002790 ) | ( KU673505 , KU673504 ) |
sitchensts . S.viminalis (KM002805 ,KM002803 ,KM002800) ., ( KM002813)
3 PCRyESIMER
ESIZE SIP51(5-3") T EZ BTN
ITS F:CGTAACAAGGTTTCCGTAGG ;R ; TGCTTAAACTCAGCGGGTAG 608
matK F.TAATTTACGATCAATTCATTC ;R : GTACTTTTATGTTTACGAGC 874 [5]
rbel, F:ATGTCACCACAAACAGAGACTAAAGC;R:GTAAAATCAAGTCCACCRCG 553
rpoCl F:GTGGATACACTTCTTGATAATGG ;R : CCATAAGCATATCTTGAGTTGG 471 [9]
trnH-psbA F. GGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAAATC; R : GTTATGCATGAACGTAATGCTC 238
rpoB F.:ATGCAACGTCAAGCAGTTCC;R;CCGTATGTGAAAAGAAGTATA 358
atpF-atpH F:ACTCGCACACACTCCCTTTCC; R : GCTTTTATGGAAGCTTTAACAAT 567
psbK-psbl F:TTAGCCTTTGTTTGGCAAG ;R : AGAGTTTGAGAGTAAGCAT 470 [11]
ITS2 F:ATGCGATACTTGGTGTGAAT ;R : GACGCTTCTCCAGACTACAAT 450 [20]
P-DSH10 F. TACAAAAGCATTAAAGATCACCAGT ;R; GGAGCACACTTATCAATAAAACTAC 804 [21]
P-DSH28 F. TATGGAAAAAGTTAGGCCAAGAGGA ;R: CAAAGGAGCAGAAGGCTATATCAAG 222 [22]
) 4k 7’% Lj A 7]‘)? R4 KWWY N EF RN E
z = A e - N .
H . iR P %0791
. s . e &R/ % &/ % et/ %
2.1 RIESFADY HEFNN AF K Ih &= e m o] o]
Mzl T 2% Fh A i B ITS, ITS2, matK, rbeL, TS2 100 100 100
trnH-psbA, rpoB, rpoCl, atpF-atpH, psbK-psbl, P- matK 100 86.9 86.9
DSH10 }2 P-DSH28 % 11 4% DNA e 59608 LA 22 bl 100 93.4 93.4
rpoCl 100 98. 4 98.4

ASBIR (BRI 1) VR RREETT PCR 373,
e 4 iR TS, ITS2 ,matK , rbel, J2 rpoC1 374 i3]
HIRF 100% , HAr 6 A Berg 18 il S84k, AN
PSR SEM e AT, IR 45 SR Sl s, TTS2. 90 7 B
R B, N 100% , rpoCl R Z, 4 98. 4% , Fe Ak 1)
matK 2 86.9% (VL3 4) . AWFFEHHY ITS, ITS2,
matK ,rbcl , rpoC1 %5 5 M R BLRE WS A5/ w9
WA AR BORAT 3 (971G 82 220 I 7 182
FAT) =

2.2 FIMSESHRMATERETRILE
WS A AR LR 7 51 396 5%, A4 ITS
F B 80 25 ITS2 H Bt 81 4% .matK 1 Bt 77 2% .rbclL
F B 78 &M mpoCl FrBL 80 45, 3L e ¥ Hext, 3k
1957 K 9 437,171,7,447 F1 120, GC & &
S9N 67. 0% ,65. 7% ,28. 8% ,46. 0% F141. 5% , 5
fE5 7 Z2 REPE 43 591 R 0. 922, 0. 895, 0. 602, 0. 789 Fil

0.742( W3 5) .,



55 4 31 IRLZCHAF I DNA SIS 0 I 8 55 M RE WF 5T 17

x5 FIHIEREER BRI 45 UL 6 i, 5 DRI AR

g T Bl zz% G GC A AT B PP A, P AR KT 0. 05, 48 S AS 3 F ) 7
_ i‘o :ﬁ‘ jj‘ fj‘ i % gf f *jf Oi ’z ‘%4 Wi HeA R ITS2 A1 ITS , ITS A1 matk, TS F1 rbel., ITS
2 81 728 153 171 65.7 22 0.895 0.024 26 M 1poCl, P {<0. 05, 308 {22 53 D 53 W 45 , 728 5K/
matK 77 1468 7 7 28.8 6 0.602 0.004 47 j\j ITS2>ITS ITS>matK, ITS >rbcL . ITS >rpoC] , l}/%,lﬂj
rhel. 78 1199 332 447 46 20 0.789 0.037 54 ZHN , HAW ST 2 4 Z (B Fh ] 22 A i 3 (A
mpoCI 80 636 116 120 41.5 19 0.742 0.001 68 1)

&6 DNA £ HRENMKFAFEZES Wilcoxon K3

" W+ W- P1{d % Number
FIHS - - - -
Fi Fifi i) Fi Fifr i) Fi Fifr i) Fi Fifi i)
ITS2_vs_ITS 87 11 409 33 3297 0.1354 3.964x10710*** 16 172
ITS2_vs_matK 52 3936 39 2 850 0.684 8 0.135 13 121
ITS2_vs_rbel. 65 9 708.5 55 6944.5 0.804 0 0.052 2 16 191
ITS2_vs_rpoC1 79 9434.5 41 7585.5 0.302 8 0.201 5 16 191
ITS_vs_matK 76 8 716 29 600 0.1531 <2.2x10716* "~ 15 137
ITS_vs_rbel. 98 11 844 38 6 301 0.1297 0.000 261 3*** 17 191
ITS_vs_rpoC1 80 13 302 56 4276 0.5619 1.139x107%* ** 17 191
matK_vs_rbel, 56 5104.5 49 3940.5 0.855 2 0.196 5 15 137
matK_vs_rpoC1 9 4 661 40 3985 0.1550 0.438 1 18 137
rbel,_vs_rpoCl 9 12 919.5 40 12 280.5 0.1550 0.742 5 18 232
WP E/ANT 0.001 2R BE = FoR
0.6 A 09 B 0.6 c
0.4 0.6 0.4
0.3 82 03
0.2 8% 0.2 I
0.1 ~ l
a " 0(1) L) L L L |'| l|-|—|-|-|—|-|—|
Q Q Q O Y Q QOO
Q\@'Q 0“0‘7 @&QQQ,\QQ,\ DRSS QV@Qb'\Q%Q °\° Q\@'&&‘&bbg OO
Q/Q\\\\\/Q\/Q/\/7 /Q/Q\/\/\/Q\/Q\/Q\ Q/\/Q\/Q\/Q\/Q\/Q\\/Q\/Q
QWQ“) VQ‘)b’\Q@) Q\ "‘)QV CDQb /\QQO’ Q\Q’Q%Qb(Q‘jQ‘OQ/\ %Qq
RSN ISENRYN RS ISENRYN AEOOENANENNINN
0.8 0.7
0.7 D 0.6 E
0.6 05
0.5 ol
0.4 .
03 03
0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
0 S D D O OO 'Q 0
Q\&S’&‘@Q@@@’@\ O
A aaaaaalale Q/Q
PO I E L E N
RS ANIIININN NRENEENCENEN
K2P distance

H:A,B,C,D,E 43518 ITS,1TS2 ,matK , rbeL, T rpoC 15 fARHR - st HE B, YAAR R . A 43 Lb ; IFIE], COFR A
B A5k S TR A AR e B) B o o st 4% I 25 %) A 2R 43 A

2.3 (RIESHEBBLEER NITME matK ,rbel, J2 rpoC1 %5 IR 40 0, M %ET BM,

FIH BM,BCM , BLAST £ NJ 4 F /5353 5%+ 5
Mg S IE P R oAKCE 9 488 e 11T o b 45
%ﬁm,ns A R BM,BCM, BLAST & NJ J7i%
S FRAS 35, 26% ,32. 92% ,22. 22% 1 4. 5% () % 5E
BLEN G HET 4 RO 0 1TS2 35 R %8 5 i 2l 4843
} 25.3% ,25. 3% ,28. 05%F1 3. 70% ; 5T NJ J5ik,

BCM J BLAST J5 ik, % 0 R B LT 1TS Al
ITS2 JE[K , BARNH ITS ITS2, matK Fl rbel 32T 4
FRIPASG 4048 T 8 —BUR /AT 45 3%, 36T BM
T B S 8 D AR B 5 5 T rpoC T 5T Blast J7 vk
Y E WU (1AL 2)
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18 DA/

Mook B

B51 %

SETE R I%
o]
=)

il

ITS 1TS2 matK rbel rpoCl
M Best Match; [ Best Close Match; [] Blast; 4 NJ

K2 JET 4 Fhr ik i S 4 IO UL

2.4 AEEFBAE BT PR

FE 4 FhJ7TvE T BM Bk 148 B )R S, I,
LI BM IEEEE N LA, G AN [ A5 TE A 41 A 1 4 ol
YEWINR, R (LET) B, KIEL R4 &
B R, ITS + 1TS2 [ % 5E W T R & =, M
60. 66% , ITS +rbcL, I Z, 5 52.86% , ITS + matK #ix
I, 4 45. 48% ;3 1 SRIEH A A ITS+1TS2 +rbel. fx
5, N 78.16% , 5 A% K ITS+matK +rbel. , % 5E 1 3 3R
H 62.98% ;4 DRI AR G Ny ITS+ITS2 +matK
+rbel, YIRS LI 2k 88. 28% ; ARG 5 4~ 5%
TG 2Z )5 , PRl 4 50 B ) 2R BAR 3k 90. 71%
HREHE poCI FFHVHE BM 7k R 1) 4 i 25 5 1%, 1)
K (2.43%) B EAK T Blast 7795 (27.16%) , M1k,
ITS+ITS2+matK +rbel. 1 5 TE S 415 WA 43 T 45
M ERAESRIEEA S,

*7 BT BMAENEEBASYMEERIIE

e G W B %
1 ITS+ITS2 60. 66
2 ITS+matK 45.48
3 ITS+rbcL 52. 86
4 ITS+ITS2+matK 70.78
5 ITS+ITS2+rbcl. 78. 16
6 ITS+matK+rbeL 62. 98
7 ITS+ITS2+matK+rbcL 88.28
8 ITS+ITS2+matK+rbcL+rpoC1 90.71
3 itk

YIRp IR RS S GC & 2 S sE AW i b
AN R, GC Fr itk Ry, Tm 22 S HOK, TFAEM
VI ITS Fe 9 Ha , — (e 187—298 bp, Bl B
Yy 1TS JF 9K B2 R 210—223 bp, HIFE 2 4 1TS

X/ GC & B 55, 7E 65. 8%—T1.2% Z [b] A8
AE122 ) ARBIFSE 4 SR R ITS K2 78 S5 R i IX
B, HAR SRR AT TR 2 R fe i (L% 2) 5 1TS Al
ITS2 #Y GC &390 67% F1 65. 7% i T 5 4k
VERTCAS BT, X T B S AL H FFIH GC &
RIS ARIE R AT & R ra 6™,
ITS HEIA A R VF 2 40 2 F BE 58 K DNA 4%
TEA5 X35k, PR oh & 9 PR el i Ak BB 8 IX 43 AH 3 | [R) )
Yifh, TTS HA 8 HPE WA | e #8 DUER i ) 22
SRR N — S SR LT, TR Z R Y
FR3E A0 ) RIS L ITS 33 s =R
PRI R AR, R BM, BCM, BLAST & NJ 4 Fif
T 5 0 LA 5 A B S e, BRI
ITS RIAE A MR 43 %6 28 19 1 26 38 DNA 20845,
ITS2 J& ITS 147 F 5. 8S rRNA Fil 25S rRNA Z [A] Y
JEGmiS % DNA F B, 7EA8 5 741 JoT i AR ey o i) el
WA LRE ) 5 T H A R, ol LAAERL & FT R oK F
XA IR DG 43 2 BE A B T A6 T Z R AR 1A
YK & U R R A (R AE 7 Z2 48 DL, H P [R) 2 1k
FSE T 6 0] A S SO o B kiR S R A A AR
AR FE T, ITS 7E 4 Fh %88 7 6 i s ) R8T
ITS BRI LA, A8 5 R F ITS, AHOCAR 5T 25
AT ITS2 FEMIA 1 /3 28 % 2 L HA R,
BT B AL I 250 AT BRI LR
SRR Ak, AR ME R 3] B — S T A A
DNA 9B £ 5 DNA IR 4H 4 5 n] R
PR SE PR | B o | O3 R AR 2 R AR A
B —F S FH B R 58, EL A DNA SAIE RS ) b 45
SRR RIS, 2 05 A5 i B AT 25 A B 5 IE
AN FERIHE ) AR 2 4 At
i, A ARt e B, R, A TR A MR A
YAk Iy s SR 43 28 %, BRI DNA
0TS, T8 cpDNA FI neDNA 25517 AHF
GEH, SRIEAS 21 5 S BE S AR 45 SR WK, PR 4
BEMET,ITS 5 1TS2 1 &, e W R im N
60. 66% ,3 I~ XA A, 5w T R i &N
78.16% ,ITS+ITS2 +matK +rbel, 1) STE M2 45, % 5
IR =N 88.28%., LA &, HK ITS +
ITS2+matK+rbel VE R IR 43 F 45 78 19 1 % X TE 1
MG, RESHRLAL T 22 35 A6 {5 BN IR R 17 HEw 73 2K
B2 T IR 5 A S 20 5, DNA 0B,
5 AP LU, A0 1) 25 5 ) AR A, 1 AR X
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ABEFEVER T MR 22 A 63 A AR B, S5 &
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