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[ Abstract |
and compare the new method to cytochrome C oxidase subunit T( COT) DNA barcoding. Methods; 46 musk deer products and

Objective: To identify accurately Moschus powder or the sachet by establish a new DNA mini barcoding,

15 secretion samples ( include the adulterants) were analyzed using different extraction kits, and by amplifying full-length
( =700 bp)as well a mini-length ( — 180 bp) barcode belonging to COL Results: In total, full barcode were generated for
72.1% of the analyzed products, and mini-barcode were successfully obtained from all Moschus samples. Mini-barcodes could
also identification of Moschus at species level as the full-length barcode. Furthermore, two products labeled as Moschus were

detected as Gallus gallus by the established mini-barcode identification method. Conclusion: The results demonstrated that

mini-barcode provide a valid contribution to barcoding-based identification across severe degraded products.

[ Keywords |
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Cyt b3l 5|99 38X BE 2L s W i#E 17 DNA 5P At 45
BRI ART, B2k sk B 1 DNA SRR D
VMR, MELIYH 658 bp 4K COI B, Bffi
DNA ST 53 1% e LU T B 7 25 61 100 43 1%
o WOW DNA ZIB A2 4 K5 51 it i 37 1
PCR 514y, HITH 4% DNA F B (£ 100 ~300 bp)
FHEATIN 0 —Fh 73k . JRT COL [ 78 DNA
ST AT X4 90% LA 3 ant ) A S
WA IR COL FE8 it — x5 DNA 4
s, WAL, Bk, FENM Y
24 180 bp i 1 B REMER X 40 B 77 B HR Ot

1 ##
1.1 RS

JERAE 61 HUEFA MRy ERL (R 1),
PRSI R MR B 15 O B 2 1y, S
BBk 10 . B L4, BB 4 i, BES
iy, BRSSPI 6 0 . BRRA 3 00, W ILTIROIALAS
LR BIESHAS 3 By, TEREEC2 0.
B2 iy FERLREESE - 80 CUkAEfE T E
PERR B 2 BT L

1 A HBERERIAERER

T R TR WFh X5 R
1 15 18001 ~015 M. berezovskii EE WA
2 2 20150918001 ~002 M. berezovskii BEE R
3 10 MS001 ~010 M. sifanicus EBR CHIMZM
4 1 X20170227001 M. sifanicus BEE H M
5 1 XN003 M. moschiferus TR OEERE
6 2 X001 ~002 M. moschiferus B M
7 3 X20161019001 ~003 M. moschiferus e N3]
8 3 20161019001 ~003 M. moschiferus TR HHIEH
9 6 SS001 ~006 Ondatra zibethicus WLPI 5 MKH
10 6 SSX001 ~006 0. zibethicus B K S
11 3 J001 ~003 Gallus gallus NI
12 3 Y00l ~003 Ovis aries WA bt
13 3 7001 ~003 Sus scrofa WA dese
14 3 HNOOI ~003 Bos taurus WA des
15 2 XN0O1 ~002 M R M
16 2 SX001 ~002 RUEE B Wb

1. 2 k5]

Dneasy I % 41 2U0% @@ #2 BUA 7 & ( g LA
A EHA R AT, #5: 69506), TIANamp fifl 5
DNA 42BN & [ RARA LB (dbm0) AR,
fit': DP316 ], Wizard Bt [ 41 DNA 2 Bk 7 &
(Promega /v, k5. A2360), QIAamp ZE{#H DNA
FEHOAA & ( R\ M LS B A R AR, #it5:
51504), SpeedSTAR HS Tag DNA 3 4 fff (= .
RRO70A), 2000 bp DNA Marker( b5 434 4= 4 45
ARARAF, 5. BMIO1), F7shedk = H FLR{L
B (CTAB, #tE. 02194004)

1.3 Y88

Veriti"™ % PCR #" 14 {% ( 2% [ Applied Biosystem
/v @), SYNGENE SYNGENE M i i 1% & 4t
(GENE /A #]) 3 Nanodrop 2000 %I £ ¥ g & &= 40t
{X (& [E Thermo Scientific /2] ) .

1. 4 73]

M Genbank %4 [ b 8% 28 S HAR P il COI
JPA e KRR DNA VRN SE I T RGE KT
BEorHr, Horp K &R DNA 551 Genbank % 5%
S MROEE (GQ329032.1, JX627397.1), J& fEg
(EU835717.1, JN632662.1), I Jg ( KP684123.1,
JF700176. 1) , Z# B (M. anhuiensis, NC020017.1,
KC013352. 1),

2 7k

2.1 DNA $H

WAL Al T DNeasy ZH 21 1fil ik DNA 42
Buai S i BB AT DNA $21, X B A, I
2520 AT A BRMEL, BIBRER 1 om DL ERYHE
4y, {8 TIANamp f{f DNA 48 50 & (Jh ot RAR
3w)) $2H DNA,

BEEA A e R CTAB 3LE4T DNA $2HL. g
F120.2 g 15 mL &0, A 60%
10 mL, £ ig ik %R 5, 65 C /K 20 min,
6000 g Z5.0> 30 min, FF/RX FJEER; DLEMAL K
Fif CTAB $2 B0 1000 L, 65 C /KA 30 min; fiI
A 900 pL =5 H -5 Bl 42 2 R #%7% 500 pl
FEERZE SR 2.0 mL M08, A
330 WL SNV W, B -20 CHCE 1 h; 12 000 g
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B0 10 min, FF EEWE, MA 70% CBFE2 K T
KOEERDE 1, 12 000 g B0 10 min, FF 1R
W, HET WG, A 30 Wl 7K B K % @ UL,
-20 CRAF.
2.2 31

ffi ] MEGA 6.0 %44 % Ji§ 28 bz HAR Bh ity 4y Fi
COL J7 41| J 4= S b M 56 R 41 17 90 i A7y 9 b 5% 7
TE b AR A it DNA 22 S5 d R ) Xl A0 R X DS 1Y
£ % FH| Premier primer 5.0 PRI 51Y), §744 ™
YRR 120 ~200 bp, Beif B 2 DNA ZE
TS 35| %} SX-178. F 1 SX178. F( L3 2)
2.3 PCR 4714 . s kA

25 ul PCR JZ i /K % 42 & 10 x FBI buffer
2.5 pL, ANTP(10 mmol - L") 1.5 uL, iM% Fiif
519145 0.5 L, SpeedSTAR HS Tag DNA R & (K
EEAYAF)0.2 ul, DNA BiAR (25 10 ng- L")
Lwl, TR 28 K4 2 2 25 plo 519751
PCR Jz W F W3 2. PCR 45 H )5, BUR W™
¥, A 6 x Loading buffer 5 wL( Takara /A 5]), %]
J& T EtBr G 1) 2% ISR UK A, SYNGENE
BE R R GEEE . R
2.4 JPH 530

S BHE 1 7=y 3% i B RSB W ROR A R
A HEAT XU R o i BioEdit 7. 2. 6 4 Xl e e
FIHEATION . ZeBRT W7 91 Be B4, R AT X oz il
454 M GenBank AR IUAY % 5 S HLIR Oh i W1 Fh COI
JPo R R R SR A5, S0P Pe—i s 2 &
FE50 H T JE A MEGA 6.0 %:F Kimura-2-parameter
FERY S B R P R R ) g5 4% B Y, f ] Neighbour
Joining A4 3 R % K B, bootstrap {H % & S 100
KHEE

HR

3.1 B2kt 4 COL J¥ 41 DNA FE 450 fE

JBFZAN [A) A4 BE DNA 4 Bk 38 oA WY i X,
UL PR B 7 3 408 Bz P 4R DNA SR B R 60. 2 ~
230.7 ng-pl.”", BRI ZE 16.5 ~31.4 ng-pl.™'
JBF A 256 DNA $EBUSRmAR, 4370 (1] Wizard £:[H]
24 DNA 2 3l & . QlAamp F&f DNA $i Ji it 5
& . DNeasy 241 2 1 & DNA 42 Bk 7 &, & i
CTAB 75 J ot B CTAB k17 DNA 20, (UK R
CTAB 7L BEMBF A H 42 DNA, ikl 5.5 ~
16.1 ng-uL™", fii F§ 4 K COI 5|4 LCO1490 #i
HCO2198 #E179 34, WIRAL, HRME LMD
BIRey™ th 29 700 bp 454, 10 7EBE AR G h G
%l o

R S LB A i PCR Pk BE R I, FEARAE M
BISIIy,  E ae xt. ABR S IX G RS
658 bp 4K COLJ¥41, B ARAFHI I 745 R S GenBank
ERERT I LSS TR SN BT R B, B O
IR COTFFHIAL 5 419 A PRSP AL A 239 A% 5
frgi, Her 158 42K 4 A B IE Y FP 28 AL i o B
B FE A AL T, C, G WK% & 4wl ok
27.4% . 30.3% . 26.1% . 15.9% . 4% B FhFh Py Fil
PRI EAL B B A R X, &2 RS - X R st A5 BE
B0, FhEEEEIE RN 0. 145 8, L BIUE 5 AR 5t
fRHE B i ile, i 0.015, J5JRF LA S5 K A o R
(0.006) , RHMPFIH25(NEKI) . RAKEW
EIRRYY, BR B SN P b 12 B SR BURE Xk 57
M (99% X Hi%) , A AR BT . ME . 5
BRSO EER. . AL F L XSS A B (I
K1),

R2 [BE DNA ERBES RN EHE

h Bt ElE 2] PCR 5 v F2 )7 PRI RN/ bp
4 COI DNA £&TE75 ATA TTG G-3' 94 °C FiAstE 1 min, 5 3 (94 C 30 s, 45 C 709
HCO2198 5’-TTA ACT TCA GGG TGA CCA 30s, 72 °C 1 min), RJ5 35 FE3F (94 C 30 s,
AAA AAT CA-3' 50 °C 30 s, 72 °C 1 min), 72 CALEH 5 min
#% DNA £IE 65 SX-178. F 5'-TTC TGA TTY TTT GGH CAC 94 °C FiAsH: 1 min, 45 fFFF (94 °C 30 s, 56 C 178

CCR GAA-3'

SX-178. R 5'-TAA AYA TAT GGT GGG CTC

ATA C-3'

30s, 72 °C 30s), 72 CLZEH 5 min
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*3 BESHBRMh&MA., FEEEES(xxs, n=32)

Pyt B o B JEE LR

B B, X lIES 1 WA

FEE  0.004

EE  0.063 £0.010 0.001

JFEE  0.062 £0.010 0.067 +0.011 0.006

LB 0.014 £0.004 0.063 £0.010 0.057 £0.010 O

BERL 0.221 +0.021 0.230 £0.021 0.234 +0. 021

X 0.248 £0.022 0.250 £0.021 0.252 +0. 022

1= 0.169 £0.018 0.180 +£0.020 0.166 +0.018

¥ 0.219 £0.020 0.226 +0.021 0.210 £0. 020

w4 0.179£0.019  0.195+0.020 0.195 £0. 020

0.230 =0. 021
0.246 +0. 022
0.166 £0. 018
0.212 £0. 020

0.178 0. 019

0.002

0.259 +£0.023 0.005
0.233 £0.020 0.261 £0.023 0.002
0.233 £0.020 0.268 £0.023 0.195 +0.019 0.007

0.213 £0.019 0.224 +0.020 0.164 £0.017 0.220 +0. 021 0

LS001
LS008
LS009
LS010
LS006
LS005
100 LS012
LS013
LS015
LsSo11
GQ329032.1 M. berezovskii
JX627397.1 M. berezovskii
NC 020017.1 M. anhuiensis
99 KC013352.1 M. anhuiensis
MS009
MS001
MS002
100 MS004
MS005
MS006
100 MS007
MS008
MS010
KP684123.1 M. chrysogaster
MS003
JF700176.1 M. chrysogaster
EU835717.1 M. moschiferus
20161019002
20161019003
100 IN632662.1 M. moschiferus
20161019001
XNO003
JF443355.1 O. aries
100 KT750039.1 0. aries
KF317902.1 O. aries
KJ192957.1 S. scrofa
100 JF700181.1 S. scrofa
96 KX882041.1 S. scrofa
HQ860420.1 B. taurus
JE700141.1 B. taurus
100 I— KU947027.1 B. taurus
——— SS006
SS001
SS002
SS004
SS003
SS005
IN850671.1 G. gallus
KC189866.1 G. gallus
JF498862.1 G. gallus
XNO0O01
XNO002

E1 BEXRHEMNRE COIN] REXRBERER

100

100

3.2 B 42U DNA ZAE 5 4K DNA ZJE A% 550 e
JIHI A

COI 2k DNA ZIEA% 51 ¥y JCIE B A b dl h 3™
A& (DL 2, JKIE L ~3), MR DNA &8
B ] DT A R B B A R T 29 178 bp (9 2% (L
K2). Al EERGIIX )G 132 bp, 43 111 MR
SPOLRLURT 21 AR SRR, HeA 12 AR SR R

J& 4 IR SO . BRI DNA RIS 235
PE(10.81% ) ik T4 1< DNA ZKIE 1 (24.01% ) .
JE YR DNA 5B F8) AL T, C, G k1Y
SRR 31.3% ., 35.5% . 15.2% . 18.0% , %
2 DNA ZEE5 W RE MRS . . 2R
P 178 bp WA, HAAY R A — M AE Ly
5, FRNTRAGEER N 0o MRERS ShBE . ARERS 58
T 5% 55 I 8% Rl 18] 352 4% B B 23 1 O 0.066, 0. 063
0.029. iy NI FR G847 W4 1 if 24 B8 2R JSAH X 4t
SERSE(99% SCREAR) , B R IS W R . BRJER
L) SESHEAVSTY. 3 AN TN SN SN LRI I -3
FEER AR S 4 DNA B4 R —2,

M1 2 3 4 56 7 8 910111213 14 IS N

Full-length COI

M 12 3 456 7 8 91011121314 15 N

Mini COIL

{E: M. 100 bp DNA ladder; 1. FREEE%; 2. DRFE%; 3. B
WU 4 ~8. B = 9 ~10: MRBRAEFZ; 11 TERE(; 12~
15. BFEUEr; 16. 25 FIXTIR(dd Hy 0 W) 5 + ZOR RE 2% 5
= ORI - FORTAK

2 BERIMKEBEC PCRYEER

3.3 T RE L 9 DNA SIS 451
JITAT e S B BE A A, ALEE 2 AR R
5T AR (XNOOL ~002) F1 2 #EbR oy “ER" HyTH
Bk, T2 K DNA ZE R A1 8 DNA 4%
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e SR RE T, DR, MRBE. . BREL. M.
AL L YA LU E KRR A5 3 HEAE R BE X
WRIRIAF S250 . & B A3 )5 16 R 40k & BHAR 5 2R
KRR Y], 45 R 5 XNOOL A XN0O2 4= K
DNA ZZIEAS A7 DNA SRS 53808 —3, &
B R SE o XS . B A A SX001 AT SX002 H g
FH#TY DNA US55, W7 RSk B a5 R &
W5 J5 B (LI 3) o
4 itig

B WK B2 By, B 1979 £ 45,
A BBy e s CWifa S A S E ) = R 51 5
N BESEBEETAAY. BRETRAREE 2K, AT
FRIAREL N, N AT 5 s A B A 0 B R 13 3L
FE B W U I S SR AL, AR E B
MR pIE e S X e VAL OR8] s

7520161019003
&l 20161019002 M. moschiferus
20161019001
100 731 LS013 ]
&! LS012 M. berezovskii
LSO011 |
51 57| MS009 T
W{MSOOS M. sifanicus
851 MS007 i
40 Y003 ]
] —100|./ Y001 O. aries
92 1y002 |
0 Z003 ]
M 100 L\ 7001 S. scrofa
96 17002 |
HNO001 ]
I 4100| HN002 B. taurus
HN003 |
SS001 ]
100 lSSOO2 O. zibethicus
361 55003 |
J002 ]
100 | 1! G. gallus
74| A XNOO1
390 A xNO002 |
0.02 A

[ |

T: A. 21K COI DNA &JEH%; B. 7 DNA J&JEH,

JUE 4K DNA ZRJBHS E T 2 Fh sl ) S il i
0> THERE , %T7 R T B AE il 5 AP AERER
Ao BRECE Y CTAB i4h, HAZFf DNA $2HU5
L0 B A AR Al R (D DNA, - HLA2 I DNA ¥
FEXAR T HLA AR B AR, SR CTAB 3542
H PRy DNA R BE SRR T 85 7o e 28 2 B o6 R W v 14 ok
AR AL R, e DNA F ARG, ™ E A
b, HAFAER & PCR M4, fi 44 DNA FE
W4 34519938 BAT IR X

WEE B, R al DNA & ARG AR A A
P PCR =9 7 Beo 1 100 bp 7547 1 3 28 DNA
FICHHAA 54k DNA ZIE A BL ) P b 4 531 g
ST AR TR I I8 B LR B COL 81 22
5, AR BC HE R BLr i@ I s, R
B ARER. SER SRR A FL SR
178 bp [ DNA ZIBH5 55717, %648 DNA Z&JE 05

@ X002 7
A SX001

¢ X001

@ X20161019002
@ X20161019001
@ X20161019003
20161019002

63 20161019001

A SX002

LSO011

LS012

90 LS013

@ 20150918001
¢ 20150918002

MS007
0V MS008
99| MS009

@ X20170227001

o
\O

M. moschiferus

M. berezovskii

Nl
O

(=)
(=]

M. sifanicus

B. taurus

84 HNO003

—{ HNOO1

1001 o002
Y001
—{ Y003
1001y 003

@ SSX006
@ SSX001

@ $SSX002
@ SSX003

O. aries

@ SSX004
@ SSX005
SS001
SS002
SS003

9 O. zibethicus

\O

o0

100| A XN001 G. gallus

A XN002

0.02

[ | B

B3 E&EZH DNA £HBE N 2GR EME
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F Bt 5 Genbank ¥4t 19 COL 51145 98% ~ 100%

— k.

AR RW], 7 DNA SRS ] T B A

R, ZTTIEA R AR . RRAERS
BT JEe < DNA [ fif okl DNA & S ARG AR, i b3l
P2y B MR

[1]

(5]

(6]

[7]

BEBHEEN A PRAREFE S &, —F[M]. &
P B E 2R 2015 :384-385.

WA, R R, F (P BB R) S B AR R A
PXEAET F LI EAL[T]. v EAF A E,
2018,48(7) :772-782.

ZHOU Y ,MENG X,FENG ], et al. Review of the distribu-
tion, status and conservation of musk deer in China[J].
Folia Zool,2004,53 :129-141.

YANG Q,MENG X, XIA L, et al. Conservation status and
causes of decline of musk deer( Moschus spp. )in China[J].
Biol Conserv,2003,109(3) :333-342.

ALAS IMER BT R, AT COl B ey i A A
A suag DNA o F %2 [J]. F4H P EH,2011,31(5)
451452 ,468.

BEBHEERA PRAREFE S & wHR[M]. 2
o P B E A A, 2015 :383-385.

HEBERT P,CYWINSKA A,BALL S. Biological identifica-
tions through DNA barcodes [ J]. P R Soc B, 2003, 270
(1512) :313-321.

FIAL, AR, MM X, % DNA £ M5 T 52 £ ¢
AT R E[T]. P E P24 & ,2018,43(23) :4587-4591.

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

FHH, KR, R, F. Hh M TEMNAKE K
wg [ J]. P B I P 25 ,2017,19(1) :1-10.
EER,HR,RIER,F. LT DNA S 58
AR R[] & B %%y M F & E,2016,22(15)
227-234.

PAN T, WANG H,HU C,et al. Species delimitation in the
genus Moschus ( Ruminantia ; Moschidae ) and its high-plateau
origin[ J |. PloS One,2013,10(8) :e0134183.

YANG C,XIAO Z,Z0U Y, et al. DNA barcoding revises a
misidentification on musk deer [ J ]. Mitochondrial DNA,
2015,26(4) :605-612.

DUBEY B,MEGANATHAN P R,HAQUE I. DNA mini-bar-
coding: an approach for forensic identification of some
endangered Indian snake species [ J]. Forensic Sci Int,
2011,5(3) :181-184.

ARMANI A, GUARDONE L, CASTIGLIEGO L, et al. DNA
and mini-DNA barcoding for the identification of Porgies
species ( family Sparidae ) of commercial interest on the
international market[ J |. Food Control,2015,50:589-596.
SHOKRALLA S, HELLBERG R S,HANDY S M, et al. A
DNA mini-barcoding system for authentication of processed
fish products[ J]. Sci Rep,2015,5(1) :15894.
HAJIBABAEI M, SMITH M, JANZEN D H,et al. A mini-
malist barcode can identify a specimen whose DNA is
degraded[ J ]. Mol Ecol Resour,2006,6(4) :959-964.
JANJUA S, FAKHAR-I-ABBAS, WILLIAM K, et al. DNA
Mini-barcoding for wildlife trade control: a case study on
identification of highly processed animal materials [ J ].

Mitochondrial DNA A,2017 ,28(4) :544-546.

(A% 8 #7: 2019-01-04 B4t TmWIH)

- 1191 -





