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Abstract: DNA Barcoding has been among hot topics in biology in recent years. However, there has
been some ambiguity on some relevant concepts, which is not helpful for further studies. In this review,
we tried to compare DNA Barcoding and DNA Taxonomy, summarizing methodologies on gene flow, sam—

pling and calculation methods during the procedure. Finally, we looked into the future of DNA Barcod-

ing.
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ZAGGERHRL TR B R JRALIE, 325 IR 5]
Sho FIH] DNA ZEATH)FP %€ © 22D 2 T %
AHEWZEET ( Hebert et al. , 2004a; Ward et al. ,
2005; Barber et al. , 2006; Chantangsi et al. , 2007;
Smith et al. , 2008) o [EFRHEIKM DNA Kidfa-F- 5 19
Fgd, i R EY ARG B R A s, B
% F AW HARAE B L NCBI ( National
Center of Biotechology Information) [% GenBank #(#5
J2E v A 0 A TR 5 AR e G e (HAE 23 2 v,
Btz — LK DNA JF 51 5 70 KM 46 1
Frif o

TR 2 T, Tauz 48 (2002) 5 5642
DNA 732505 & ( DNA Taxonomy) , L) DNA J£3|
AR YR PUIA F . FH DNA JR 34 2 53
PR C R 32, IR SRR R —— R
No FIFH AR Z AT LIS Wy, o mT DA i e — s
&7 LRMERE, KIEAEM . Tautz 55 (2003)
fa i, AR DNA WP HARZ & 5Ty, HIEFR—1
Iy T AR AR R, Ty LT E A A A 4
A DNA 732 RARMK IR Z R R IR FH o

FEJ5, Herbert 2% (2003a) #2H DNA £&E4AD
& ( DNA Barcoding) o #FXHE S50 JEE A Bk
B, ansR AL ] I8 A s AL v AR Ve, To i MR E R AT
SIRBITHAE L& BBy Y Rh 45, Herbert 85
FIFHZ AR CO T LR (2 iR 4 i ¢ 22 S AL il I
BT RN MEMIE RS, S R IER YR A5
Y. SHEERRFBEAMIL, CO T REHEAFZL
KRR ORSE SO B IS S5, JF BP9 K B dE
i1 ( Hebert et al. , 2003b) . DNA £IEHH 2 G0 i 2
UL R PSR C R 2 YRR CO T e A Sr
—> JE R 258 i B0 R R N R 44 W R Y
CO T BEP S A K PEEAT A 2R, AR I 77 2 AR DL 2
PR SE TE W, fp RSB RS W T B
JE o XA AR TR TR A R s AE
SPEPRCT B FORTR B R, PR Z O DNA
B .

2003 4F, IR ALY T RAE L H R R
FIF TR, AR T DNA ZRIE R R}
PEFIFE 22 I0RE, i T E PR DNA #8653 Rl—
iBOL ( International Barcode of Life) . 2004 4, ‘A4
T 5JEASERE” ( CBOL, the Consortium for the Bar—
code of Life) myr, 2AHCLA KA S0 NMEEKW
170 2 4> 20 H 22 61 (‘hup: // barcod-
ing. si. edu/) o HAT, X2 S0 Al

Birds Barcoding Initialtive ( www. barcodingbirds. com) .
4Pk 1 25 11 %): Fish Barcode of Life Initiative
( www. fishbol. org) . &% H B & 11 ®1: All Leps
Barcode of Life ( www. lepbarcoding. org) . #dthA4: 41t
X1l Polar Barcode of Life ( www. polarbarcoding, com)
4 DNA ZRIE 00 H IEAE L (% B R 4%,
2008) . 2007 4F5 H , EERE/R R A IEA &
Han TS 508 BE 248 ( Barcode of Life Data Sys—
tems, BOLD) o iZBEALAHEFIIEE, ©a
FEERE YRR IR AR ARAE 4

A K DNA ZAIE A A 2 RS SCHB AR - 4K
Z HHJ, 7E Sciencedirect ( http: //www. science-di—
rect. com) H1 i A “DNA barcode” # 2 v 15 %
1155 55 3CHik. DNA ZIE A5 % AN n] 3 5 1)
.

2 DNA £EBHMRHE

DNA ZIE65 A #2118 Lk, © 72K bt
FEH A B TN e A28 B ( Seifert et al.
2007), tH ¥ ( Kress et al., 2007), £ F H
( Chantangsi et al. , 2007) , H}HE] ( Barber et al. ,
2006) , #E 2% ( Remigio and Hebert, 2003) , ik
( Greenstone et al. , 2005) , B FE5h4¥) ( Costa et
al. , 2007) , B, W1 ( Hebert et al. , 2004a; Hajib-
abaei et al. , 2006b; Burns et al. , 2008; Kumar et
al. , 2007; Smith et al. , 2008) , 125 ( Ward et
al. , 2005) , PGS ( Vences et al. , 2005) , &
( Hebert et al. , 2004b) M R K 2% ( Lorenz et al. ,
2005) . ENWAFHEITRE T L, W
FEASFE (2007) . BRTESF (2009) 355 6 i
D513 AT R LRLAR CO T JEN ZREEVEFT T
5%, S5REH] CO T HEPIXI XY iy % 45 R 5
TESLEEHAMT . %5 (2009) FJH] DNA 2%
(R BAEH] DNA S, % 1T 3 b AL i)
o ERAE (2009) RYBFFERWILL CO T BLRfE
JfifiJE 25 DNA 5B AT R 4 e A — 21
AT EHERAE (2009) HRIFT CO 1 4575
R £ S0 B ) e S 031) 1) 3 I

FRGIEAS 753 HN T — ST 1 45 0 R 46
mF, = A A A% TR ( Huang et al. , 2007;
Evans et al. , 2007) - #HLZ T, DNA £&IEE 4L
T—"T . REREERSK (Herbert e al.
2003a) o fE—SA: Y ZHEVER A TS, DNA %



14 TS DNA B Y 0 PR K ie 101

TER S E MR UERI B2 T 97% ( Janzen et al,
2005) 5§ 97.9% ( Hajibabaei et al. , 2006b) . 7£
W H AR, ik DNA B R B T K&
TR Fh ( Herbert et al. , 2004a; Monaghan et
al. , 2005) : Vaglia 45 (2008) i DNA £5JE 4
TER IR} Sphingidae) & I B A S IE 2 %
ELERAH—F; Silva - Brandao 45 (2009) A i
W H b B ANt 2 Be A Al BRSO B 2 A
AT AP 85 T 3 SR W AR i o A O, AR D
DNA KU BRI T 5 48 4% Janzen 55 (2009)
i E DNA 2698 65 49F 5 A 0r 3k 2 i K 98 - J ok 4
(ACG) MR MmARA, KWz X H 19 5
T, A 1T AR RRZEAT BT

7341, DNA ZIE RS RE % DA 6] & 7 I 31 14 3l
FEIARAS B0 B A L Urp S 50 b, 9 T X &)y
% E (Pegg et al. , 2006) ; Domingo — Roura %5
(2006) 3d 3z Xk — A 44 Bt 446 T I A A R 2E AT
DNA Z5IE 5 53 Hr . FRMNZ ™ i 72 th WO Meles
meles FZE I, Teletchea 45 (2008) ¥f DNA 2%
TR FHAE X R T B A 50 o DNA Z5JE Ao A]
FATEXS 615 22 b Az W) 4 & 0 30 B3 A A N sl 110 2
L oK TIESE R e b, ) AR A S A v B R
ZRLIA DNA 22850, ] LUK 7R [R] — X8 3h Y
B E2 /R % Panthera pardus orientalis F1 74 {( F| . f§
Panthera tigris altaica X4 JF % ( Sugimoto et al. ,
2006) o

EA A3 ALK SE DNA 231 AT )
4325 ( Will and Rubinoff, 2004; Moritz and Cice—
ro, 2004; Will et al. , 2005) . fBfiTIR BIMFL S
RTTIE, SEMT AR, 2R A Al g
S B PRI AT 23 SR 2R AL ((typolo—
gy) B AT AU DNA IR 324K 35
SRR A MER, Rl 2mE riEge X
AR, 5 ATTR P b i) B A 28 B T R
Rl WA 273 52 NG DNA 73 2R A&
AN DNA 732 HUR AR B2 2 i) — RS IR, JF %
L/ PrE X ( Kohler et al. , 2007) . A F¥E
LR BB AT 2RIk, Bty
PR E . KIS mAB ot e, LS
25 ( Integrated taxonomy) ( Will et al. , 2005) . 5C
br b, Joitse DNA 7338k /& DNA Z5JEMS, Titte
P BB bR R T ERAS T RE S8 A U AL S0 26
EETRT UM A% Fb A [ B A 8 AN US4 S 8 03 2
AR R B R — BE AL 8 73 2 TOVE AN T OMERE . L

Z, DNA 7pZEH1 DNA SR FEAT SR 75 1] Al
ffEE -

3 5 DNA £EBH XL

3.1 DNA £/85 DNA SEBK R

DNA 5264 5 DNA 702K JU-T-[F 2 i, it
IR E IR &, {H XA BT A E ( Vogler et al.
2006; Hajibabaei et al. , 2007; DeSalle, 2005;
DeSalle et al. , 2007) .

HAE: DNA JIES 5L T DNA FP 51 22 [a] /Y
LB JEAT W) Fp 5, TR ESERL, A 2 d A
B (the Tree of Life) = #E1T RS KT W
( Hajibabaei et al. , 2007) . DNA ZJEHE HAE A4 Fil
YER TR, JEARRMAE YR 2KH 5. M
b2 &, DNA J3 2 &2 S — > B 5 DNA
A 4r2E 22 5 ( Blaxter et al. , 2005; Cognato et
al. , 2006; Vogler et al. , 2007) . F SR DNA 432545
FALT MRS A 44 RGARXE N, (HARHE Tautz
(2003) FgAE, DNA ZpEAHBIESHRAE, BEA
RAEBR N AR, HeT DNA 910 73 2 50 E0L,
HREEYIR I B R m . DNA 7303878 g W) i 45 5
PR E B[Ry, T BB IR YR ) R 5
KE~ B oCsr KA IR Z RN ZS .

BT AL RIAS 58 4 A [R]: - DNA ZOIE M 7E R H 22
W, TR G — By FE R R AN AT S, AR E
FEAAB AL — LERF IR, BlAb B — SRRk
OB R IR BE DR S8 U A I, e B PR — 2
#MEE[A ( alternate loci/candidate loci)  ( Hajibabaei
et al. , 2007) o {HHEASHZEIE DR Z 2
CO T K. 27 —SeppaR Gl (WnkeE) o,
PRASHY) DNA 2R, ToER e KR CO |
B, $REUEY CO T &A% 5] 200 bp ~ 500 bp 7]
DIAERR S E W ( Hajibabaei et al. , 2006b) . A4
LR BE A R AL AR g, CO T BE P Jevk A &k
XA, 2k JUAER B BT ie, i T
TEM SRR B 20 Th PR O ]y Beiff AT 2405 ( Chase
et al. , 2005; Kress et al. , 2005) .

{HAE DNA 326 vh, XF T KB 658 bp 1Y
CO T EEPRYE, Frd & MM B oF A 2 ARG 1Y
TR RS B S5 e R A B XS — LR
PRAHE, (UUETE CO T 3 AR A 5 K 0 10 Ik
Jio FTLL, EEATEIRBE R K TAE, — A
RN 2> — S B X DNA A1) (st
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W), ERETFEMMEERHR (E8% 17
e AE) R E AT B B 98 ( Hajibabaei et al. ,
2007)

SIFTTEATE 2 BSR DNA KBS 3%
MRS KT 3w R RO A, (EAUALE
TEIEY R R SR MR SO R, il R
IR P, BT DX SR AR BEE AR
GERFEW. T DNA 73K TR ARG KT SmN
B oo R R AL, £F X DNA JPHRRF L, 7]
REEH B Z M ZMBEEMERGEREM,
BRAENBRK .

MEEFREE EoRUF, DNA ZZJES5 DNA 733k
BIRARIARE, EA A AHATAE AL, DNA it
RITTLLA DNA Jp 24 it it a] 1%, 58 4T LA
YE DNA 7328 R G A0 SL R340 ( practical compo-
nent) ( Hajibabaei et al. , 2007) .

3.2 MMEEESHEX

AR, ARYMMENE L —HEFIBZ
o IS Z R, 2R R T EARE Y R A
SR Y 22 SR RGN I S A B E IARER G
B TR R B (L 2= N, Mayr (1963) $2 i
T B MRS ( the biological species con—
cept/BSC) , AKX TAH A AEYM S, PFhE
— A EA L E S 5 B R A A A A Al
B B AR

(B FIE B — Wk i #E, AT  E hy
FOIRIIE I, A > 28 5L B X LR A BN
PEA T S — B B RHE YR )R, AR R
£ (Hennig, 1966) o A% # I\ W) R 2 X A
[) F AR PR I5E alPE R 56 00 7 A 0l 0, A B B g B
o3 A TE I 8 R 7=, T T AT R R A R PR A
58 A 0 A B BR RS AE D W OB R 4 X R
( Wu, 2001)

DNA ZEIE A (14 BIF 58 AN ] s B 2 fioh K 3] ) o o
MR Herbert (2004b) Ay, Fift P RH ] £k
Ktk CO T M 22 247 E— W (E ( baocoding gap/
threhold) , AT IEEI{E AL AT g 2 [/]— A, 12
W B K ATE 3% /£ 4 ( Herbert et al. , 2003a) o
AR L FF ik — R (525 Hebert et al.,
2004b; a2 Ward et al. , 2005; 3% H: Hajib—
abaei et al. , 2006b) . HIESEPRBITEH, VFZ2EHE
F7AE Tl N il 8] ZobL 1A 5L (K PP 31 22 S S LR,
M H AR 1R ZH B WA A5
IR R I] 22 53 BE 2 A2 e ik ), dik = B

BEflt, AR XE R & T A 3 28 RE B bR HEAE
( Meyer and Paulay, 2005; Hickerson et al. , 2006;
Wiemer and Fiedler et al. , 2007; Townzen et al. ,
2008) o WA EF AR L, WA RYIE g — A3 A
A RS R, B AN R E) 22 S5 oR 2R AT ) b
EXAREUER W HF15 ( Rubinoff et al. , 2006)
BIRBEGREE b, AEFHFR AN R Fh7E DNA JP
FIY 22 57 Lo [F] — ) A Z [8] o] GEZE K, {H DNA 351
AR 22 e b TR XE LA S, 2 75 B0 A R E A —
FERI AR fE, U355 B — L BE5E ( Vogler et al.
2006)

YiFh e SO — DR AT, EAR(LAE DNA
I R LAk, {H DNA ZRIE RS 42 Hi A A iy
ol ) 2 S B L, R A A ) ) 6 R 9 45 B 4 7T LA
HRt— TR E SRS
3.3 DNA £FALHEIEH) B
3.3.1  gifbEE

CO T BEPAITEA [6) A1 ¥y v i) 2 A 8 501N — 3L
( Erpenbeck et al. , 2006) , WIRBEAL KM, JIXELL
SRR AWTTERY], B R ZORLR DNA Fir ]
Z2AR/N, MERAX ¥ Fh ( Shearer et al. , 2002) .
e ALY b, CO T BRI ARIE S Y % e
( Kress et al. , 2005; Chase et al. , 2005; Pennisi,
2007) o FERXFAFOLT, 5 204 H g kb A .
CBOL #i#¥ TAE4H ( CBOL Plant Working Group) ##
HTEAE Y DNA 258 84 v A1) F 3 b 5k (] ebe 1
matK Y2 GRFEAT S mishrh, &K
Ao X TAMER I E, BRIFAS—.
3.3.2 fREHEML

L I 2R A B TR 5 DL (BB RS [ NUMTS,
Willams and Kowlton, 2001; Silva — Brandao et al. ,
2009) AREE 5 FHLRSF 138 F 5 149 45 ] i 2ok 4
BEDA ]y 47 5 H R, el T R A PR A AR — R R
AN, B RAZ: M RS DNA ZRIE A I e . mAR
BER AT LY 5% ( Thalmann et al. , 2004; Silva -
Brandao et al. , 2009) , {BABSR A wlw, HHAF
TEARBETH, ZaBF 98 R T RCR IR M. H AiA 2L
WEG Y R R I H R TEAE A e o, AR I
KBS LA 235 i e o
3.3.3  FhlEI LRI LA SE i

R ZobL 1A 5L R Jm T B R 5%, Fr DLl RE 2>
e PSR A E R BLR . b Fhia g s
R AR (RS, 2R HEARL A= W 0 A B AN S 3
A (G0 IRIRE 5 wolbachia) - P 5 U 78 L



14 TS DNA B Y 0 PR K ie 103

LA b A i ] 422 3 2% ( Funk et al., 2000;
Whitworth et al. , 2007) o ¥K/K P 53 2 240 i P 25 4
BRI o - W A6 17% ~76% K5 5
SPIR R L ey, AR R R Rk, A
TR, RORE e SN LA TR Y AFFE, 258 K
2F £ miDNA Z2 28 M AR sl B2y, DT 5% i 5L T
mtDNA ) DNA 250065 M R G R B 5T . WA H
IEAERRM AT IR R L se S AR TR 5, W1 e

ZARE S T DNA SR RS 5% A 5200 o

4N, Funk F1 Omland ( 2003) 7£ % 2319 4~
SRS T Z A 23% B sh ) R 2 Lk ik
DNA £ 2 % (polyphyly) =iJf % ( paraphyly) , 7
HME A K HEAE — 3 Ry R 3R S B4
( Huler et al. , 2007; Silva — Brandao et al. , 2009) ,
WA PR DNA Z5IEASR S W Fh, Al RESS
HIIE L 45 1% ( Meyer and Paulay, 2005; Meier et
al. , 2006) .

3.3.4  HUkERY[e)

— LR AR A 25 R AT R T R R 4] N iR 3
FEAR IR B AR A5 W W T W AR AR, TG ¥k 48 B DNA
( Frézal et al. , 2008) o BH —EARIR/NFRA,
WA FE DNA $2HL, &g amiiiinA, s
PRARGIAE. XM TIEH, Aot ik
REf:, MARKTE 2 KRB0 9 iy R B bR A
IR R E DNA ( Mann et al. , 2009) . {HiZ 7
SSREFAESRIG . T PCR BHAS Y AAAE DNA B
AN T DA SR BRI ) DNA 5 Bl ao B 4 o 4%
JRPH, OFAS 2 B A s A AT i B ol O vk 4
DNA FIi#4 7R 5 1) DNA JE 51 53H7

WA F W, B BORE (838 [l 3 /N AN
By, Ao 0 SR N Rl RIA 25 S 190 0 0 S A7 AE
( Meyer and Paulay, 2005) , 4 2R3 Jin iy 3 b A iz
ZAE TP, DNA ZIE05 %0 M HER R & T R
T ABRRE I, RS AT B8 A 45 [R]— R R 10 A (] b 3
Fir, it DNA Z5 I 05 55080 22 0 2 5 DR n] g 9 K,
A BB BN ME S E WM B Y. T H, H AT
DNA i (1) Wt 48 PR A IR A — G — WA 1,
PRApP X e AT AR LAY DNA BE 52— iR FF Al
TR 7] o
3.3.5 pMrris

DNA £ — % K =2 = P ( Kimura -2 —
parameter) AL E R N B ] BE B . K2P 2t AR
0B EAR /NI B B AEAR A ( Hebert et al. , 2003a) ,
AW SIEABIEY ( CBOL) 5 I it ik A4 B

&R ( barcoding, si. edu/) o WA /DLEIFFFE
FAZ 7t RE 4381 ( Multidimensional scaling, Herbert
et al., 2003a) . fol 4Kk % ( Likelihood, Matz and
Neilsen, 2005) =k DI it #7 ( Nielsen and Matz,
2006) SEJrk.

W RS KT 3 M )5 A NI ( Neighbor -
UPGMA ( Unweighted pair group method
with arithmetic mean) . ML ( Maximum Likelihood) .
DIr8r. Austerlitz 25,
5 WGBOL 23 (546, 2007 429 H) X JLFP &R
GRE ST RS T T L, A ML i HE kTt
TEYERI YRGB /M R, {H ML s 5
IR . e Ah, BT A 5 ik B RS B 1R 52 JBURE 318 FET
Mo RIPITCNAS R T2 . Lahaye 55 ( 2008)
Zead oI A, MP 3L FT UPGMA 645 31 i 9 Fb 1E
BRI B, TR BB B8 SCHh H I Rl
o {HEHT DNA ZIE M52 A FH AL 2 AT 9K 2
TG E MR GE R T /i, NI e 1EXS
RIAE L AT A BT EE, NI sl AR, 729
TS R IR PE B s A B 0, ND i Bl M 2
FHEER .

— LRSI N B T AL B BT RN R A
1 (S R S PRS2 i aa o = g ST 7]
X BB Al PR T Z R PR 70 A 75 1% ( character
- based approach) ( DeSalle et al. , 2005) &BE 4l
FFBEBE NG T 7% CAOS ( characteristic at—
tribute organization system)  ( Sarkar et al. , 2002)
LA . (HIX 2677 3 H AT AEREBE H ( Rach e
al. , 2008) . 4% (Kelly et al. , 2007) ZFJEHEA
B HETHR I EE A R R BISA . BLAST 4,
BRI Z R o

Joining) .

MP ( Maximum Parsimony) .

4 DNA £RBITERENER

H CBOL E£/pmyEPRAIEAG SO L2 T =
i, REBARFE S L. 2008 4E 4 J, thEPE
BeftE M5 iBOL 2597 T AR as sk, IR
BCA iBOL PUAS RO 2 —, SR, KE
KRB Rl S . B JS SOa7 T iBOL i [ 25 6
s, BB WL T MIL T WAt %

R R BT iR E 5 iBOL A 1E,
[R5 2 [ DNA SIS 50 s IR R S5 [R T4E
FHEH A BOL hEZE RS, P&, &
PRCE AT, SR .
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A FP ERR S B R B0 T TR 5 207 1 PR H
ASCRFT . DNA ZE R MR FILE R R E 18
HER AR, XA R ZERE 1R 3 ok s K0t 5 1
e AA MO A W m it s
e R R A B R, kR L
SIRAR YR HE AR S ) 55 B B K
B EL AR A [ DNA Z5 08 18 i B0 12 F
7, 1 iBOL H[E 2 51 2 pg J5 O AL D5 i g 3
55T C 2 i, Bl A R AR a5 H & ok
HURSYER VS B &

5 DNA £EBHARERE

AR B A 0 5 8 T AR 8 T 2R AN TR
(TR AE A, T DNA S ROR Ak T 3k A4~
FP, fE—@ R b — 8l bR HE T
( Hajibabaei et al. , 2007) , DNA I HHE &40
AR, BT IS 0 BOR A H e .
FEXT DNA 508 85 A 47 M 19 418 0L F- © 284S P4k
Zi, PR AT H AT IETE S A U4 73 25 70 1 3R
RAEZIES R, BOLD R481E LIREAE 300 1 4%
5, 30 AANFEARRHEEZY 55 DNA JFIE M8 e
AMETT LRy 55 Wb iz 55, [ IR 3R A O o % 95
TRRG R B e 55 RHR A G
B iBOL &2 — KM TR, B IR AR A
DNA 2 ICER T B R Bt FIN Ty, W A& 1 432
P BB FELFZNE I GEA TN TR
SPGB DNA S50 g HERR ME AT AE M, Je i
S SRR AR I S TE RS B R AR LY .
DNA ZEIEAS RS FURAEHY, i DNA SIB M TEEY)
VR A RIS A E Y
AT AL YL IR AR < BB B Tl BAS: 56 K 28
SRR A T R 1 I I 5
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