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Identification of Zanthoxylum armatum and Its Closely Related Species Based on ITS2 Sequence
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[Abstract]  Objective: To explore the feasibility of using DNA barcoding technology to identify Zanthoxylum armatum
and its closely related species, the internal transcribed spacer 2 (ITS2) barcoding sequences were analyzed. Methods: By
DNA extraction, amplification and sequencing of experimental samples, and downloading the ITS2 sequences from GenBank, a
total of 43 ITS2 sequences of Z. armatum and its closely related species were obtained. Identification was conducted based on
BLAST method, Neighbor-Joining (NJ) phylogenetic tree method, Kimura 2-parameter ( K2P) genetic distance method, and
secondary structure of ITS2 sequence. Results: The results of BLAST were consistent with those of morphological
identification. The average intraspecific K2P genetic distance of Z. armatum was smaller than the average interspecific K2P
genetic distance between it and Z. bungeanum, and Z. schinifolium, and Z. simulans. Both NJ phylogenetic tree and ITS2
secondary structure can distinguish Z. armatum and its closely related species intuitively. Conclusion: The ITS2 barcoding
method can be used to identify Z. armatum and its closely related species.
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Sieb. et Zuce. tH IR VE (4L WM I3 — >k I R 16
Z. bungeanum Maxim. YO RN TR R
M BT REARIE) 2003 AREREFAERL(LLAERL) SRR
BRATHAE B NE WA T B 4B Z. simulans Hance''
DAL 3 R B o A UB AR A, R K 5 AT AR
FHE, N5 X7,
YER o258 % LIS, DNA ZIEaSE

AR Sl 4 YR Fp 2 b 1 s AR R BB D
[ Hebert 25" F 2003 4E 35 ¥k IE 3 H2 H1 DNA 9265
HIMES LIk, DNA 0B R K i, (42
M) 2020 4FERCER T 2 AF DNA SR 40 F %
VRS I L R AR AT i H B Y 24
fiie DNA 508 1 7 51, 42 o8 o 5% Sk ] B IX. 2
(ITS2) 1 A 245 R AR W) %5 7€ W A5 #fE DNA 50205, B
HI, RFATHAERU IR 24 T T sy . 2538
YERSEJTTH , 43 FHE Y5 5 T 58 2 LAAERUR

o ABFSEIERLITS2 741, XA M- AER S H i 2%
FhIEAT S, oy AE W2 A0 BE X A it AR R S
TGP, A IR ER S

1w

C1000 B 3 4 il 5% =0 )2 i ( PCR) 4% . PowerPac
Basic AU KX . Gel Doc XR ™ %l 4> B gl ¢ ik W% &
4i (Bio-Rad 23 7] ) 5 XP205 B HL 7 /)47 K F ( Mettler
Toledo 2 7] ) ; MM400 £ Bk & /% ( Retsch 2 7] ) ;
MiniSpin %! 55 3# & .0 #1 ( Eppendorf 2y &) ) 5 Milli-Q
Advantage A10 %Y #fi 7K ¥ ( Millipore 2\ ] ) ; A5 4 %t
KIZH DNA 2B 55 6. 2 x M5 HiPer plus Tag HiFi
PCR Mix, Gene Red R 4% Bt ( RAREALFHA R
A7) s Taq B PCR 78836050 & (JL U R G R 4EY
FHCARZAT]) 5 BUIEWE (Biowest 24 H]) 5 ITS2 514
(ITS2F. 5'-ATGCGATACTTGGTGTGAAT-3"; ITS3R:
5'-GACGCTTCTCCAGACTACAAT-3") i FifHEssdy
TR FRA A B

MU, PR TR LR LTI T 13
HEATHAEA, 4 HEAER. 4 ﬂsffﬁ(ﬁiﬂ ¥z |
B LRI 7T e BRER A AT 25 I AT AR M
A3 50 R AT i A6 ML Zanthoxylum armatum DC. | 46 H
7. bungeanum Maxim. . ¥ 46 M Z. schinifolium Sieb. et
Zuce. WTHRBACREL , FRASORAT T U114 24 i i 5
WFFREBEARANE o 73 A GenBank #Ji T # 22 4% 1TS2
JPHN (5 SRPTHAERL. 7 JRAERL. 5 JRTF 6L, 5 ZRUF
FEAO) T B e FEaAE R ISR 1, GenBank T

ﬁ}? IJ{III l_n %20

1 EHEGHMERER

2R T4 EilR= g
YAl Z. armatum HY1808ZA01  PUJI| 45 vt i HL it )1 4
HY1808ZA02 P JI| 45 L ELytt )] 4
JII809ZA03  FE JRTTVLEIX 7K %4
ZG1809ZA04  PUJI|45 B I B pffligit
ZG1809ZA05  PUJI| 45 & I B4
JII809ZA06  FEPRTTVLHEX 411 141
YY1810ZA07 U )I| 45 £h i HL5F )1 44
YY1810ZA08 U145 R H-F )14
YY1810ZA09 U JI|45 &k i EL5F- 1] 45
JYI810ZA10  PUIIF&MHEARIGF S
STIS10ZA11  PUJI|45 =& H 4l
STIS10ZA12  PUJI[44 =& B FriZ4
ST1810ZA13 )i =& Hi )14
NX1803ZB01  FE[Hlj& AR X il B
MX1805ZB02  JyJi|45 75 L
GY1903ZB03  [u)I|45) JEih
HA1904ZB04 Py JI|45 BLIE EL
Z. schinifolium  BZ1804ZS01 4 R448 =M T

WD17072802 T FAREE T
WD1807ZS03 il T4 FLBETH

DLI809ZS04 1T T4 Kkt

1B Z. bungeanum

FAE

*2 TWEZHEM GenBank THFFIEE
R hiT 4 GenBank %55

IR Z. armatum KP642536 , MF039508 , MF039502 ,
KP642541 | JX393936

T Z. bungeanum KC898633 , KP642606, MF039523 |
KP642552 . KC898626 , MF039492 |
MF096856

A Z. schinifolium KP642635 , MF096863 , MF096866 ,

KP642630, KP642624

MF039525 . MF039526 , MF039527 |
MF039528 ., MF039529

Z. simulans

2 Fik
2.1 3E£HL DNA
WK 75% LBE 1 mL, KEHBAIK 1 mL %
FES R, BT K5, FHERESACHEES o A& s BUB
AR 30 mg, #%M DNA FERGA G Ui B B b T #AE,
FEHUCDNA, -20 CLRAFEFH S
2.2 PCR ¥ ¥ Ky
T}Liﬁ)fﬁﬁglf%ﬂili_ﬂqglf%m PR NS
ZWOCHR [ 16-17 ] 7536 S 350 S ik B . PCR
MK R N 25 ul, £ 8 2 x Tag MasterMix 2% i ¥R
125 ul. FFHEI%& 0.6 wL. DNA % 1 ulL,
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PR LK 2 25 o B RO JoR Al DNA |y
SR F o L 10 000 ¢+ min' B0 (850 2K 4R N
3em)5 s 5, BT PCRAUP, ROWFEFH 95 CH
AEPE 4 ming 94 CAEME30 s, 56 CiRA 30 s, 72 C
HEAH 45 s, 35 AMEHR; 72 CHEHS min, PCR f=4
FH 1. 5% SRR WHEE I FL DK AN A 22 H I 4570l Bok
AN, PHE )% Thermo Fisher 24w HEATINFF
2.3 Bllortr

i Ffl Codon Code Aligner V7. 0.1 XUl > 3£ 15 i)
Bl g TR PR, EBRGIY RA R X, BT
LhIRBHR AR ) Hmmer 788 J7 1% 25 BR 5. 8S #il 28S
KB, BIR#RAT ITS2 jFafE R

A3 i N 26 1 AR W B R A5 B L (NCBI
https: //blast. nchi. nlm. nih. gov/Blast. cgi) F1 # 25 #1
DNA &1 % 2 45 (http: //barcode. ndctem. org/
china/) , 7 AR BMAAR 2R 05 XoF S 06 A it ) AS ] R A
B P4 347 Basic Local Alignment Search Tool (BLAST)
I o

K MEGA 7. 0 8440 1TS2 9| A7 Eex), 115
BN, FhlE] Kimura 2-parameter ( K2P) 1AL BE S, il
AR (N)) Wy i R G R, [RIEF LA Bootstrap H Ji%
HEHER (1000 V) TR o3 S SR

% 5% Internal Transcribed Spacer 2 Ribosomal RNA
Database ( http: //its2. bioapps. biozentrum. uni-wuerzburg,
de/) , XFAFEIRNEY 32 S BAAE BUEA T TTS2 45 M1y
> % F Pseudoviewer (hitp: //pseudoviewer.
inha. ac. kr/WSPV _ quickSender. asp?) & & T il fT 15
ity ey

3 ERELW

3.1 ITS2 [#5)5#7

ARG 18 Z AT FEHR 1TS2 J3 51 XA K
&2 227 ~ 228 bp, RN FIEIENE (GC) (5 Lok
70.0% ~70.9% , FHNALSALA 6 4>, 2305 68 i
Y C-T AR5 96 (i mify C-T A5 | 125 i A-T
Ap5E 167 L mi By C-TA 5, 180 i i C-T A8 53
181 fi i) C-T A2 5%, JEALS DR, 32 5 i fe iy
ALA 9 ZKIPF, HApSilmmegh A5 T AL ~ A3,
ANTFRUAY 11 ZRAEMR ITS2 81 LUX I 1 8 223 ~
224 bp, GC bR 66. 1% ~67.3% , FhNAZ SFA 5,
104>, B S AT, ESHRMER BLA T &5
F, HASCEa ke dh A5 R B1, B2, B4, BS, A
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RURA 9 £ B ITS2 J3 4 Hb X 5 4 B 224 bp,
GC di by 71.0% , JoFh AR S A07 8, 4k B Y
Cl, 5 ZEFAEM ITS2 [FH HE X K Bl 224 bp, GC
dilb R 68.8% , JLRhNAE AL, 2 HAERL DI,
A I FEAR 55 LT G ] 1 28 S 067 5 UL BT 1, ) AR
SREENFEE.

[ 11111111 1111111111 112222222]
[ 1222234468 9901225556 6667778889 990001112]
[ 5568963584 6754051340 3672460130 1703504761
#HY1808ZA01-Zanthoxylum_armatum ACTCGCTCCC CTCGCAGTCT TCCCCTCCGT GCACTAACC
#HY1808ZA02-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#JJ1809ZA06-Zanthoxylum armatum 580003080 BABOABO00 BOs
#7G1809ZA04-Zanthoxylum_armatum e e e
#2G1809ZA05-Zanthoxylum armatum 500
#ST1810ZA11-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#ST1810ZA12-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#ST1810ZA13-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#KP642536-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#JJ1809ZA03-Zanthoxylum_armatum .
#JY1810ZA10-Zanthoxylum_armatum e e e
#KP642531-Zanthoxylum_armatum e e e
#MF039508-Zanthoxylum_armatum .
#YY1810ZA07-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#YY1810ZA08-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#YY1810ZA09-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#MF039502-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#KP642541-Zanthoxylum_armatum
#HA19047ZB04-Zanthoxylum_bungeanum
#MF039492-Zanthoxylum bungeanum
#MF039523-Zanthoxylum_bungeanum
#KP642606-Zanthoxylum bungeanum
#KC898633-Zanthoxylum_bungeanum
#KP642552-Zanthoxylum_bungeanum
#KC898626-Zanthoxylum_bungeanum
#GY1903ZB03-Zanthoxylum_bungeanum
#MF096856-Zanthoxylum_bungeanum
#MX1805ZB02-Zanthoxylum_bungeanum
#NX1803ZB01-Zanthoxylum_bungeanum . TC—

o Gm Tl ATT.....
TAALG . -TTCT. AG . TCTCGG. ©

#KP642630-Zanthoxylum_schinifolium G.C

#KP642624-Zanthoxylum_schinifolium G.CTCA. T ...AA.G ..-TTCT. AG . TCTCGG. .
#KP642635-Zanthoxylum_schinifolium G.CTCA.T TC....AA.G ..-TTCT. AG . TCTCGG. .
#MF096866-Zanthoxylum_schinifolium G.CTCA. T TC....AA.G ..-TTCT. AG . TCTCGG. .
#MF096863-Zanthoxylum_schinifolium .G.CTCA.T TC....AA.G ..-TTCT. AG . TCTCGG. .
#BZ1804ZS01-Zanthoxylum_schinifolium G.G. CTCA. T TC. AA.G ..-TTCT. AG . TCTCGG.

#DL1809ZS04~Zanthoxylum_schinifolium G.G.CTCA.T TC....AA.G ..-TTCT. AG . TCTCGG. .
#WD17072502~Zanthoxylum_schinifolium G.G.CTCA.T TC....AA.G ..~TTCT. AG . TCTCGG. .
#WD18072503~Zanthoxylum_schinifolium G.G.CTCA.T TC....AA.G ..~TTCT. AG . TCTCGG. .

#MF039526-Zanthoxylum_simulans LT T.. ST LT...G. A
#MF039525-Zanthoxylum_simulans LT com Tl LT GUA
#MF039527-Zanthoxylum_simulans R -..T... .T...G.A
#MF039529-Zanthoxylum_simulans o T Teeeeal Lol Tl LT LLGUA
#MF039528-Zanthoxylum_simulans 0001 Eho000 00 LBos0s00 ook T...G.A

E 1 P IEHUR I 4 ITS2 BB p
i 8 25 S8 AR

3.2 MM RES

T NCBI Firp 2584 DNA 5B 5% %5 8 REEH
BLAST % 7E 45 )L W55 3, BLAST 2554 5 MR 4 2
R—.
3.3 LI E T

VI AEARURD Y F- 34 K2P 35t {5 B 2554 0.005, /)N
FIH 5 IEM(0.042) . AL (0.113) . Bf fE Bl
(0.024) [l 8] °F- 24 K2P 5L BE 85, A7 AERF
HK K2P AL FE 5 (0. 018 ) /N T 3 5 AE AR A 7] 4
/N K2P A IR 5 (0. 033 ) 5 /NFH 5 FH LU FhE]
e/ K2P st AL BE RS (0. 108) 5 45 3w H: 55 BF A AR A
B e/ K2P 5L 85 (0.018) , L34,
3.4 NJ RGERIEMIrHT

MNJ RGERERIATLLE W, &P BRELRT
50% ) A RECRRS AR L, RIE TRIFH
HRME, HiHE MR 1 3, 5 eR.
PFAEM . MU X 2, LR 2,
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x3 MMHEHRELSZH BLAST £EER

T2k DNA ZRIEHS % 5E R 5t

NCBI
AT
ShgdlhrE3inioL Yl JTHIAEALEE %o By Shgdise: 3 inioky bl JF SR %0 i
Al i FE 100. 00 MF039543 e R 99.6 DQ016546
A2 M AER 100. 00 MF039512 Pt AERL 99. 1 DQO16546
A3 Py TEAR 100. 00 KP642535 ATIEAER 99. 1 DQO16546
Bl M 100. 00 MF039544 i 100. 0 YDO1
B2 i 100. 00 KP642579 1Em 99.6 M12
B4 AL 100. 00 MF096859 e 100. 0 MX01
BS iz s 99. 11 MF096860 e 99.1 2
Cl HALM 100. 00 MF096866 HALH 100. 0 SN063-3
F4 MIHERESHEEMIFAN., fiE K2P EEEE
LY/EE AT AERR 1ERL H AL HFAER
AT 0 ~0.018(0.005)
i 0. 033 ~0.067(0.042) 0 ~0.032(0.014)
HALH 0. 108 ~0. 130(0. 113) 0.108 ~0. 124(0. 117) 0(0)
BFAER 0.018 ~0.037(0.024) 0.032 ~0.047(0.035) 0. 108 ~0.108(0. 108) 0(0)
e FSNTPYmEE,
2 3 £ 0§ F s
i s 5 £ .
< $ B g 2 S dJ $
w o % % % T A
%, 5, & 3 g 5 7 & & &£
% %, 5 % g & & & 8 § ©
R A %, Y 3 E & 0§ & 4 & &
%, ! % %% - A 4
N o, % s 2 * o ;‘ § & Y N
o, %, Y TR . 8 Vé’ « e
o, o, P T g & K &
0, Y ,% A _ 5 g N 5 @\,«
03, ?e/,, A‘o%/ 'ob < [] . &S 1}‘\\‘\ "
9, 4, .C’ o & o N
6426, 7ot IS s A
30,7, Zang i, %, 1 3120
ho“'”u,,, - > % G\gcg‘l)‘ - et
it < oK
KP642635 7~Zan”’°xy/u - \A‘(‘\“Bﬂ\“ -
SChinifo, . armatum
103\12-13“‘“"“’\“'“
KP642624.1-Zanthoxylum Schinifolium , ST
a1 @ YY1810ZA08-Zanthoxylum armatum
MF039523.1-Zanthoxylum bungeanum B
) ” ¢ YWMOZAW'Zamnoxylum armat
ZanthoU™ pura?? 2 vy, N
AMOOAZBOY S o S 5102405, Zanie,
s S W18p, Vi Armay,
420 o ® 9, m
\‘\059567_6- 2 - e, h, on,
ot 'bv"“\ £ [ 039‘7‘70 7 “ )
& A0 \,o“& 6\. - J"'Zy, e"'rf ”
o & &« 3 ¢ "t %, Y,
-’\’L’p\w fo\)& (éa,ﬁs 5. N o O¢’<\ &‘)’b/ e”’éo«» %‘%
P@ OA} 'bs) =\ %9 i *
& 4:§+ & & 5§ &2 w00 % 1’%:0 % By Y
q@'L 2 _§ 3 c& g 8 K B g\ %, ,
& N $ § 3 g 3 ) > ) % %
& & S 3 3 ® > N % % N
& ¥ S £ 5§ ¥ % 3 %,
& & & 32 ) 2 2 % %
N $ § £ F 3 3§ & 3 %
& 3 & ] g Z E) 2 i
& § g N H 3 b %
& 8 ] z 5 5
3 s 8 2 S ®
© 2 { 5 E
x S > @
S LEL @

W X EBE SN BB LR =50%
B2 ETITS2 FHMEMNMMIEMREEIEZME NJ #
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3.5 ITS2 a5y Hr

TEFEAT TTS2 A5 T, Ko 2 R il A7 5
TAEML, B AER 2 5 B A% B () i) B0 B AH ARl i —
RASFRBEAL; Pyt e, FEHEE s AL AT A
B REE o AT AR R S 1TS2 90 2546 W,
K3, H RGN IMAIR | 35 4 BE 25, B4
RIIZ 5 SCHRFN 4 A HRTE (helix) , R R7E F A L
HASER 2830, Hodigie I & K5 3 7 (sequence
motifs) & U-U mismatch ( I, left) U-U mismatch
(I, right) with AAA (btw. I, ) UGGU (1, 5’
side) o FrHAEMURTE 1 A 3 M, | DR R
B A 2 AW, 1 AR RE; BIEILA S A
WO2ANH LA RRH BHRENA 3 NI,
AR AT FEABGIE 2 F o] DL B3> B2 11 K
R Z 1) 8 B o R S MR e B i 2R R BCH SF T
TS5 AEGHEAT X 4o AEH. BFAEABURE IV AT
WRAEMURL, /> 1 ASZEER ;3 AEAUIRE I LL A - AE A
Z2 DR B HAM. BEABIRE I 58
Jice 1ML £ 52 2 1 S S5 P i AEARUES AN AR TR] . 1TS2 4%
SER T LWL A i FEARUS H G kAT X 0

4 tig
SRR R 2 RN SR A s A L3R
e HZY AR (Bh) W . MRS E . BAUEE

Helix I

“eddes : .
<<<<<<<<<

.....
<<<<<<<

Helix IV ‘

,,,,,,
rout $TTM g

C
T A PPELEMRG B fEMG . FFAEMG D BFAERRL
3 IR HIE ST ITS2 Z R 454

<790 -

AL E R GE T kA7 — E R BRYE, 1 DNA 2%
TERSHARAN S RTE SRR AE RIS BEVERY S, 7 1%
ST G — . teiEdL, AL G K U ik WA Rk
FoTH (AR, DNA AT it S 5 52 56 Ok A
IOREIR ZE XS SEIR A R W B R o N2 i B w2 4 15
DAk, FREfAEIR AR =B IR AL, ik, W
i AR AR 2581 R ORE R D3l DB O B A
HIBURE - S B o X A B PEAR M L R A
ST B SCH AR A R T, PR R S B O
EATIEB D, WA o> BT IORE . S8, AR IEH
MRE AR IS RS TE , BlAE 1 RE i 18 B — 1 S
I R ITS2 000 ) Mg 4R 5 oIk e g 4 2R
—.

SRR s R R I, ABESRAS T AT
MEAERL, FERUITS2 FP 8] g SR 5 R A 75 B
L5 30k GU247238 UG TUAH ] . (HAET 5T
FEARLR SACRNEA A R R, 2% dh B BT 204G 1 543
TR TCHEBER A AR I T A LA R

FERUR) e KM RS 0 0. 032, $Ra 547
PR Fre/NRf LI AL B 0. 0335 A7 FEHU Kl
P AL 0. 018, FEI 55 B AEAR Y de /)N o ] 32t
LIRS 0. 018, AEARS AT AEMUA] . ATt FEHR S BF 72
WA AAFAERL LR barcoding gap™, B {28 57 &
FIE Y A RIFER . Meyer %51 (i F 53 1 %07,

<<<<<<<<<<<
cccccccccccccc
€L e core ccoery

e

180006 Gl o/
R 2 eereteopty
R 22224
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LR “barcoding gap”™ JFAZ LW K. [Hid
Ao R E] P 2 g A5 BE O, [A) I 45 5 BLAST 2%
Feo NJ RGERER K ITS2 — 4 &5 44yt mT DA X H
AT 3o

ITS2 0452t RNA A% R AL SV )
TRAIET AN, FECA B BT R 2L RS
Fy, e Th e A Zs M Akl , AU & B RO R
ZRBFHERTY . Wi, 1TS2 45/ m ] LIE
DNA ZIERS S b 251 B4 B T Bt HAETAE T 1TS2
TSR rp 2 HEAT RO SE ST C WL RGE, A X))
RSO UR T ITS2 g A R R 4 00 5 TR O
MHEZ R 2561 X 0 T, F5 ol 2 AE NI SRR v i
MR — RN T, i o B i
ITS2 R L5 M BE S 1 JL AT IX 4% o 4 20 B
FEW, EEE 4 DY ITS2 R E5 407
EAFAEZE S R S S O i 2 R Y
ITS2 Z 4025y, W] 1TS2 g 4 fy ] LAHR 5 45 €
RO, BB I R TTS2 4 H AT LK S
AR GEBHE GG X3 Tk . AWFFEA I L
BETAT I AEMR S LT 2 Bh 245 B4 1Y 1TS2 g 2548y,
T 3k O ZE PR A R 1 415 2 S 1T LUK AT I AR AR K
FOEGMtET X 0.

It K2P A B A NJ 2SRl LA, Aot
FERL. AEML, B AE B = 22 [A) Y 3 1 06 R R T,
FAEMS =& s R, X S5MYWIEE
SR R — B AT AEAR. BF AR
[A]J@ AE MOl J& ( Subgen. Zanthoxylum) , & EMUE B
HUIJ& ( Subgen. Fagara) , Z5H# W], DNA ZJE 54
AR LAY 500 252 IR 55 o

S 3k
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