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Identification of plants in Mussaenda L. based on DNA barcoding
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Abstract: Objective This study aims at developing fast and accurate species identification methods for the plants of Mussaenda L.
Methods In the present study, DNA barcoding analysis was carried out on 89 individuals representing 20 species of Mussaenda in
order to evaluate the performance of the four candidate barcoding loci (matK, rbcL, trnH-psbA, and ITS) and ITS2 region. Based on
sequence similarity and Neighbor-joining (NJ) tree reconstruction, we detected inter- and intra-specific genetic distances using
Kimura 2-parameter (K2P). Results Inter-specific genetic distance of species in Mussaenda was significantly higher than
intra-specific genetic distance. The region of ITS2 showed the highest discrimination power among the independent sequences.
Comparably high species discrimination power was also revealed by the marK and ITS data set. The candidate barcode of rbcL
displayed the lowest identification rate among the others. However, each individual candidate barcode demonstrated significantly
lower discrimination power than the barcode of combined data set. Comparable discrimination power was revealed between the two
barcodes of combined sequences matK + rbcL + ITS and matK + rbcL + trnH-psbA + ITS, which showed the values around 77% and
75% based on sequence similarity and NJ tree method. Totally 15 species were identified based on NJ analysis of matK + rbcL + ITS.
Conclusion Consequently, the combined sequence of marK + rbcL + ITS provides an effective and fast tool for the identification and
authentication of medicinal plant species in the genus Mussaenda L.
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K 446 )& Mussaenda L. 3 J& T 94 5k}
(Rubiaceae), AJEFYIABEREARBEA . LH41E
J&, AL 120 B, AT RGN BN ORF
VEWE Ry, TR 28 B, 1 AR, %)@ AL A
YT, TEAERR, R X S, I
GIHAHELAD o DRI, R TR BTV E AT Y A
e —ENAE. B EA RS2 R E.
P (PR R R 2 KRR D3 LA ARG
i, KM 4AE Mussaenda pubescens W. T. Aiton. |~
P R4 46 M. kwangsiensis H. L. Li F%E{t M.
shikokiana H. Lévl S5 EAMEIS . =il i 17 2REE 47
Hgs, MAAHEMEE . Wi, EaEm Dk,
AT IRE . B AR aE R R,
TIZBIEASSE WA, BT 2 g0y, —LbdEZy
FRPASH A A, BRI T 25 . s A
CXNZBAEPIAT T 02590, AR TS )
(1) 531 % E BT H T AR WARIE .

BEE 7 TR KRS, DNA 45JE0Y (DNA
barcoding) AAYIEN. ARG E e Rt T G5l
PRI TTE e HBARIZ A EZ > DNA Jy BOAT
Pkis e, g5 ReRfRE . AR, AL
PrppAE R E MR, J7 2 % 5% . CBOL Plant Working
Group™ S U444 F B rbel 1 marK 4448 Myl e
FYIIZ L DNA 20805, IR onH-psbA T
JEDK ITS 452 DNA 4B i i B0 LA 140800
v BAERRR] S AT RAT R IR R, AR e R AR
IR R R s e FE R &%
TSI, KEWTIURN ITS2 i BHEP 258 %€
T BT M, 2R SR o R T R,
[FJIF, DA E4% By et b ] T HERHE ) 1K) DNA
SIS, BT, ASETSTRAL O ST
Bt rbcL M marK WRIESTERS Bt trnH-psbA 1 1TS
PLKITS2 B4 &, A R4 @1 T DNA
SICHIRN ST, FEA S 25 R R % e
FAYLL I b A e T H.,

1 Mul5rE%
11wy

AW IAFE K-S A8 20 4V 89 M4,
FEAFh AR/ DAES 2 MAME. B ERE B R ) b
FRATE K BRI 5T 01 %558 A o1 Ll K446 Mussaenda
treutleri Stapf. Rty EM-<x1{t Mussaenda divaricate
Hutchins. « #i {& & M & £ Mussaenda laxiflora
Hutchins. . %7 % KM 4: & Mussaenda breviloba S.

Moore. KM EM 448 Mussaenda macrophylla Wall.
Bee £ -4:4€ Mussaenda lancipetala X. F. Deng & D.
X. Zhang. #1E KM 41t Mussaenda hossei Craib. %
ik 4548 Mussaenda multinervis C. Y. Wu ex Hsue
et H. Wu. V¥ EM44t Mussaenda frondosa Linn..
F LM 41t Mussaenda hirsutula Miq.. ¥ 5446
7R E & qE
Mussaenda kwangtungensis Li K446 5448 AR
M Mussaenda pubescens W. T. Ait. . pubesscens~ 11t
K448 Mussaenda pubescens W. T. Ait. f. var. alba
X. F. Deng et D. X. Zhang. 1~ & LM 41t Mussaenda
chingii Y. C. Wu ex Hsue et H. Wu. ${t M. shikokiana
H. Lévl. M M 416 Mussaenda antiloga Chun et
Ko K KM 44t Mussaenda longipetala H. L. Li. H.
M 448 Mussaenda simpliciloba Hand. -Mazz.. ]~
VG KM 446 Mussaenda kwangsiensis Li ¥y 4% bp
Mussaenda philippica A. Rich. cv. Queen Sirkit, 244>
1t Schizomussaenda henryi (Hutch.) X. F. Deng & D. X.
Zhang. KM 44t Pseudomussaenda flava Verdc..
S REZTJ2E VL 1B/~ S L) o AN = 620 Sy o § 20N B S L
TegEAE, HABMSRE 2 AE H AT A, LUR
TG AERRR ST NI . 75 2 AR
PIGOLT, AT Rede ek B AN RO, LLsiEE
YIRS G . IR AR T =
s DI RS, AR A R AR AR
Wb ATE (IBSC). REMPIHEE v, ZAER R
TR PR E LR 1.

1.2 A%

1.2.1 DNA 4250 v Bey SEFe el ek
FI R CTAB VAHRHUR DNA. BT 4 DT B (rbeLs
matK. trnH-psbA F1ITS) (K15 "> 14T PCR 371,
BRBHIME RN 2. PCR VA 50 L fA %R, I
rhJLZH DNA 50 ng, 10XPCR ZE#Pi%, 2 mmol/L
MgCly, 0.2 pmol/L dNTPs, 5#)#% 0.2 umol/L, LLA
Takara CRIEFAY TFARAFD 1) PrimeStar Taq
fif. PCR JMFEFFH 94 CTIAEM: 4 min, #5452 30
AMEFR Y, ALEE 94 CHUENME 1 min, 54 CiRK 1
min, 72 ‘CHE(fI90's, JEINRNGERIS, 72 CHEfH 8
min, /5 10 CLRAF. PCR RMNETHIE, H 1.5%IH
RS VKA T 20 A, RIS HRYK 3l 1Y
Maker. Z5EMT B4 ) B RA L
FEEAY) TREHARIRSS 22 FI3EAT PCR ) EHAHENT .
PRUEFF AR AT SENE, BT B A T XU P o

Mussaenda hainanensis Merr.
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Table 1 Sample information
G5 FEA biAs RAEH 5 EZN b KA
1 s0lEH44E Deng XF340 ZRiEEv 47  EMSHEAR  DuanT.T.631 [ HAE4HHRAILMREHK 2
2 Deng X.F.347 mHIAHT 48 GongW47 " REZKIL
3 BHEM4 Duan T.T417 PUIIE T 49 GongW.76 | A& Ml RS &S
4 Duan T.T418 [U)IIAHE 50 Gong W.51 J AR R SETOE L
5 Duan T.TA419 JU)IIHEE 51 GongW.77 LB AR
6 HiftEM44e Deng XF361 =pALT 52 GongW.78  VITHH2H
7 Duan T.T436 ZF& Y 53 Gong W83  FHEKE
8 DuanT.T432 EHAGL 54 ek GongW.81  Hf4 bt
9 Duan T.T433 =FAHHU 55 Gong W49 [ AR RFETWE L
10 EHTH4E DuanT.T.579 ZREHE 56 GongW.82 [ ARABGRYITIHEALL
11 Duan T.T.580 2RI i 57 GongW.79  TLIYE AL
12 Duan T.T.581 =& B 58 GongW.80 T4 %
13 Duan T.T.582 =FAHHIE 59 Deng XF.184 [ HRAT M
14 Deng XF423 =HIA B 60 ZEEMET Deng X.F.236 [ 9Lk A AKX Bk
15 Deng XF387 =nEHEF 61 Duan T.T.673-1 | VEILIE AR 2%
16 KHTEM41E Deng XFA08 ZHEHIG 62 Duan T.T.673-2 | VEILIE AR 2%
17 Deng X F401 =EIHHLN 63 Duan T.T.673-3 | PRI AVAIX 25
18 Duan T.T471 =HHELER 64 Duan T.T.673-5 | PRI HVAIX 23
19 PEEM44E DuanT.T.515 “HESHE 65 Duan T.T.673-4 | FEALTR BVAX D4k
20 Duan T.T.516 =FELHE 66 FfL Deng X.F215 [ POILIE HIAR 475
21 DuanT.T.517 mHHLGHE 67 Chen S.52 bNITEES Rl
2 DuanT.T.518 =HHLHF 68 ChenS.78-1 [ PEIIEAVAR LS
23 Deng XF410 =EEHHING 69 ChenS.78-2 [ VEILIE AR LS
24 Deng XF457 mEAHHING 70 ChenS.78-3 [ VEILIEAVAR LS
25 ZEEM4AE DuanT.T.546  mraBIAS IR JE 71 ChenS.78-4 [ FEILIE AVAX L5
26 Deng X.F416 =HABIEZEICE 72 ChenS.78-5 [ FEIIE HIAR L5
27 Duan T.T.547 = RIdG BB T ¢ 73 MR Duan T.T.75  HFRIE SR AR B AIGNS
28 Duan T.T.548 = FImhIG BB i ¢ 74 Duan T.T.78  ¥FRIE IR AR BG4
29 ZHEM4IE DuanT.T464 ZHIEET 75 KRN aAE Duan T.T.180 [ VEILiE AVAR AR
30 Duan T.T466 =&AL 76 Duan T.T.181 [ VEILiE AVAR IR
31 Duan T.T467 =EHEGHE 77 Duan T.T.182 [ PRI AVAIX A 5L
kYl Duan T.T.468 =FELHE 8 PEEM A Duan T.TA21  PY)1IAA LA B ELyi
33 Deng XF418 A GG 79 Duan T.TA422  PY)1I4A LA B ELyi
34 Deng X.F444 =HHHINE 80 Duan T.T423 V9114 1L ELyit
35 {kM4fE  DengXF397 A 81 Duan T.TA424  PY)1I4A LA 5 Byl
36 Deng XF.402 =EFHILN 82 Duan T.TA425  PY)1IAA LA E Byl
37 HEEM4EAE DuanT.T.66  EFH KA B 83 I LM Duan T.T.197 [ PHIE AR =2 Rk 2
38 Duan T.T.67 RIS R ARG 84 Duan T.T.198 [ VMK AR = LKk %
39 Duan T.T.68  WHFRI%E SR R ARG 85 Duan T.T.199 [ VMK AR = LKk 2
40 Duan T.T.69  {FFH SRR BRI 86 Duan T.T200 [ VMR ARG = B Kk S
41 HHTEM4E DuanT.T.70  iRETH Tk 87 Duan T.T220 [ PR ARG = ALk S
4 DuanT.T.72 & HFI& 88 MUl Deng XFA463  =FE AR
43 Duan T.T.73  fFa4 % Fik 89 Deng X.F.248  Ifgrg#8 J3 Tl bRy Al
44 JTHREMSE Duan T.T.660 [ ARE G WAL, | 90 AL Deng XF409 =FAHIIE
45 GongW.50 T ARA RSN L 91 fEM&EiL YS 438 T ARG N e R et = b
46 Zhang DX.1053 | AR#Hi & sl
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Table 2 Primers information of four barcode fragment

FIRBL SRR P31 (57-3))

rbcL rbcLa ATGTCACCACAAACAGAGACTAAAGC
724R TCGCATGTACCTGCAGTAGC

matK 3F KIM CGTACAGTACTTTTGTGTTTACGAG
IR KIM ACCCAGTCCATCTGGAAATCTTGGTTC
XF TAATTTACGATCAATTCATTC

trnH-psbA  psbA 3 GTTATGCATGAACGTAATGCTC
tmH-05 CGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAATCC

ITS ITS4 TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC
ITS 5HP GGAAGGAGAAGTCGTAACAAGG
ITS-NNc18s10 AGGAGAAGTCGTAACAAG
ITS-C26A GTTTCTTTTCCTCCGCT

122 KB4 A Sequencher 4.1.4
(Gene Code Cop.) HAFXT G 7 41 i 34746 A A
i, I Se-AL BAFPOREIT N TR IE. 2T 4
AN B VS A R A R A 1) Kimura 2-parameter
(K2P) ImifLiEEy. ST K2P MY, Xf—FBOfl
FBHG4TEN, fiTH MEGA 6.0 841, a4t
(neighbor-joining, NI) #, it 1000 KEKM)
bootstrap fE K & B > 73 3L LR . A
TaxonDNA A4, i BiAL I 25 95% M HI{E, I
BB E AR A AR S AR 383 “best match”

“best close match” “All species barcodes” Zfg, XI

B BTG R BUAL & 4 TR 04T e S AR AL
VLEC oM, K BT R Sl R P 51 S HER 56 B R ot
PN YN DS 7 i
2 FERE55H
2.1 FIEEMFA/FMMETRSH

TMEtE 4 DBy ISR 3. B
trnH-psbA [ BRI 0 95.60%58, LAt 3 /N
Bt PCR IR Hy 100%. 7 trnH-pshbA By
W, BB SR Z K ET S0 2 A
Y, rbel F matK (9 e 45 880, FRAA
AFAEARN/GRIAL R, JPHN X 5 5 5 o 1TS 471 14
AN RN/ BR, PAIKC RS 750~755 bp, 47
B4 ITS1. 5.8 S rRNA I ITS2 X¥k. i, ITS2
KJEH 262~266 bp, AFAE 6 ML ARG /K
trnH-psbA Jr BCS A s DUIOE A/T R, 7ENF
TR I poly Je XU, FLALHE 29 AN /B AT £,
F B R 241~285 bp. 1% BUP AL AT — ¢
Wk, 25T — ST F TR . ITS B
A7 R BT S 2 (47 M 31 A4S, Hidr, 1TS2
DX 3k 75 A AR S A e R SR R Bl Ry 35 A 20 4
rbeL (78 A 5 R B A A 38 50 (10 AT S AN,
BT HER— BRI g, K-eA)E 20 Fiad
(R N 3844 5 25 4 0.000 3~0.000 7, Fft i 44 i 2
(0.002~0.012) KFFh N st fL & .

*3 ZREREPCRYEMNFRIIERZEHNFIER

Table 3 PCR Amplification, sequencing successful rates, and sequence characteristics of each fragment

BEAET  HARK SN PCR M BITRE RS NGB A
Ji&t Bk s op i /bp % /% R S SN
rbcL 554 554 89 100.00 10/5 0.000 5 0.002
matK 794 794 89 100.00 23/21 0.000 6 0.004
trnH-psbA 241~285 325 85 95.51 12/12 0.000 3 0.012
ITS 750~755 765 89 100.00 47/31 0.000 7 0.007
ITS2 262~266 268 89 100.00 35/20 0.000 4 0.008
22 EMEREIRGEBNETE NI WHI #3350 75%. 1TS2 2 5144 B
XL — B BRI S R B &g, R P24 dr, HAAHRBET ITS S 50445 B . b,

BT E AN NI 0 - e B F AT A 50 o 7
B, ITS2 M HER By, marK AITS FrBe
HI43 3% L rbcL R trnH-psbA 1. {EAA R B,
matK +rbeL [ 73 HE LB — 2K B, marK+
rbcL—+trnH-psbA 153 HERAE T matK+rbcL+1TS.
matK +rbcL+ITS 5 matK+rbcL+trnH-psbA+1TS
I HEREAAY,  PE AL 335230 77%,

3T rbeL ITSy matK~+rbcL matK+rbcL-+1TS
' matK ~+rbcL~+trnH-psbA+1TS 55 TEM, 73
ARV LG NIV H A S = e

H1F ornH-psbA 47 2 431K PCR 38 K, A
Wt A H matK 4 rbeL+1TS AT KM 448
TG IE T2 R BUr NI Ll
WET 15 ANF, BFEERR 75%, HrhadE 2 A2
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FIBRSRT P T M- AeAERE (] 1D REEKIhEE
3k s AR, AR 2 ANAIRESRRM-EAE M e
M e 3 ANEAIREE A kM1, #Em L
M- AEMUAE T At B P e (SR

1 ET matK+rbeL+1TS FRAGEIRA EM STEE NJ
Fig. 1 Neighbor-joining tree based on marK + rbcL + ITS

combined for species of Mussaenda L.

H 52%, HABZEE RS SCHF R 60%LL Lo
WAL, PRI AR R 2 s D %€ . fln, 54
nEFFAM L RN PR, 4EE
M Ae 2k EH-SAEFNHIE EM-eqE, 1 AN
BREEMEAE, DU 1 A TEREE R B B4
BRI %58 . NI B EORE, AR R 4E.
HEAEaIR L) B AN o L R o 7 N S P e UL B R 2 - sl
ESHERN T AR P T S st A B R
3 it

DNA IR T X e SRt e 2]
HPINA AT i w, R EYIbR
AP DNA RS T2 b Bl 3 o 4pfk
SR oginift, kb TR A, ATILCh T
DNA B0 Bk, 4RiM, AU A
FEPRIAL R B AN LA AP g Il j, S
PRI ZH B A% ik BRI 20 BORH 20 TR A TR B8 BT P 5 531
BE USRS, TEU SR SRR
NI B2, B BT ) 0 e <<50%, v B
AR e (R 3). BETAHIYY,
A TES matK+rbel PGSR BEARTERS R
HE SR HEE, (AR TYIR e, 15
O ST IR b, B fkit 4B ITS v BL i
onH-psbA T BEATSAF R SR (3 3D, 1TS2 4%
UL A 24 AT 300 DNA 460, ARIFFT 45 Fth &
WIITS2 ELITS HA i . (HA2, 1TS2 fi—Jy
BURTERS A 2 LA 1 T <0 1 8 A 46 5 (1) i) 7
(3 3). [\, fEHE B, 1TS2 Z2HAEGHEAE
i, HAa#geRKT ITS 25445648, i,
HVCIAI ] ITS AE A ik 4 TEAS . JeT e s AR
VR NI 5, matK+rbcL+1TS Al matK+rbcL+
trnH-psbA+1TS 2 FP2H 545 540, (22 trmH-psbA
] PCR 4 BG4 IC. FE1-LL EJR DA, 2 PCR #0945
Gi~ BN R matK+rbcL+1TS B
GAEA EM GBI SRR E ) DNA 4 B15.

T - A A A F AT B s I 2 A E A
Y. FHZ B IT R B2 S B
RO A, WS RHZ . B BHfife
ki, B AR . CAKE AT Al
WA AP A2 E R 2 A RS, BRI LKA
TEASE WA ML S e S5 L, 0 H2y
FIREAAR AT RS S o AW E T 2
ANE W AR 8 R r-EAE R, 76 NT A ERE
DT HAMT SRR, . SR, 2 AN L2 MR -4
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R ATE R SACR AL ) AT -G e Fe
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FIBIAZ AL NS, A2 B & A
X HREAT SR A BI04 IESh, DNA 4%
MPESE M IR P e R A b HAT
WIS, AT 7 HXPERA Rk e . 1XLt
M X TR MBE 2 A ™ i, (EOX SR (R
SALERYZI IR A, AR R L2y
IR R AR B R I

S 30k
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