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Studies on Valuable and Rare Chinese Herbs Anoectochilus roxburghii by
DNA Fingerprintings Using RAPD

Xiamen Institute for Drug Control (Xiamen 361012) Hu Shanmei, Zhang Qiguo and Yuan Wenjie

College of Life Science, Xiamen University Zhou Hantao, Zhou Xingwang and Chen Luzhen

Abstract In order to explore the consanguinity of plants of genus Anoectochilus Bl. (Orchidaceae),
and to distinguish Anoectochilus roxburghii (Wall. ) Lindl. from two different localities, Fujian and
Guangxi Province, and A. formosanys Hay as to their genetic variance, DNA fingerprintings were analysed
with the aid of RAPD. Results showed that 7 primers amplified a total of 98 sites for the 3 species. 3 of
the 7 primers were highly specific for genuine A. roxburghii. Thus, the 3 species could be distinguished
according to the bonding pattern of their amplified DNA on agarose gel. It was concluded that the method
may be of value for the authentication of different species and same species of Anoectockilus Bl. from differ-

ent localities.
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Comparison of Quality Between Cultivated and Wild Species of
Desmodium styracifolium
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Abstract

Wang Qixin
Lin Zhenhong and Lin Haiqing ,
To compare the quality of cultivated species with wild species of Desmodium styracifoli-

um (Osbeck) Merr. TLC and UV were used to study their qualities. Results showed that there was no ob-

vious difference between them.
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