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(P EE MR EMR B, L 100050)

# E: BW WFREET rpoCLIFs o, AL IR EE BB . Bk RN DNA ZRIE R ER XS5
BN 7 NGRS BER 4] DNA, LA rpoC1 B K51 ¥4 T PCR 473G Wy, H4Fris e 476 36 B = R A A5
B F.0»(National Center for Biotechnology Information, NCBI)%ITEE? FrEfT BLAST EEXF, M GenBank 3R (3
J& K8 N 28 rpoCL T4, MEGA7oiAf%JrﬁﬁFW%nﬁlﬁJE’J(KzP) LIRS, JH 4R (neighbor
joining, NDRAERLEW , &R 7 MILZYFEA rpoCL FE R FRAF LI A Y . IHZGREA S RN K2P %
BN 0.009, wik/NFINZSSARE | FEFIE K2P BEHE 0.104~0.118, t/NF 1125 5FnZHM %y
ERRFNIR] K2P B EHEES 0.026~0.035, MM RGER B W BRIy 5EHE R IR, REMEE M
Bh—2, i rpoCLl)FFIfEN DNA SIGAEE T, REMS S LI 25 R Oh i S, [l it &
FAIZGFNZS FR L 259 (141X 43, rpoCL I 41 RISk 1L 2 40 b 568 5 4R A 1 40 1S 5 i
XEiR): 112; 9 DNA &JBH; rpoCl; RGKF M WA
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(0.026-0.035). The results of NJ phylogenetic tree showed that Chinese yam could be separated from Dioscorea

zingiberensis or Manihot, and classified into a separate one. Conclusion As a candidate sequence of DNA barcoding,

rpoC1 sequence can be used to identify yam and adulterants, and it can also be used to distinguish edible and

medicinal yam species. rpoC1 sequence can provide a new molecular method for yam species identification.

KEY WORDS: yam; Dioscorea; DNA barcoding; rpoC1; phylogenetic tree; species identification
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111 24§ (Dioscorea opposite Thunb., 5+ 44 Dioscorea
polystachya Turcz.. Dioscorea oppositifolia L., Dioscorea
batatas Dene.), H%##. $2j. (PEZUL) (2020 JR)F
EM: 1125 HRME Y 2 Hi Dioscorea opposite Thunb. 4T
PRARZE . TP E T eyl 25 = B4 # 1 (Dioscorea
opposite Thunb.). Z:Z(Dioscorea alata Linn.). #8215
(Dioscorea persimilis Prain et Burkill), H 7<% %#ji(Dioscorea
japonica Thunb.). 1112%(Dioscorea fordii Prain et Burkill) 5 Fi
AR MM L R VIR & R 12 —Fh 2y
B FRA R, 2002 4, ESK TAFRIE K TLAE (@R
Ze o DA T HE— A T AR B SRS B A
) HPL B ILZGEIA CBER Edh U2 S 44 20 ). B
AR R, (WA EHEVFZIENRS, AR g
FREZG FAAE, T E AT AR S Y ARk, R
SRR, AL s B S 2 e 5 BT
FERIE M 48 5 ST R RO (RS LR, W2 ris gl
Rie] @i H 250N 5, A SEARTEAL RN T 42 5 4 57 A
5, FEINZYZEE B 4%l R A 22 (Manihot esculenta
Crantz) FIiEAEFF 25 22 Ipomoea batatas (L.) Lam. JH 2531 5
WA KA, PSR L 25 SRS R

BT 2528 | b 2 i Lidn, XHR Db dhis 3R
TR . AR B 22 1A A0 HE A T VR S S ME T LA,
YT B R, v AR AR 77 . DNA Z5JB A5 4 AR = A
FER A A AFRIER DNA R BO Pt 4 T e 45 2 i 4
Ao ZHEABRMYETEEANE R RETE, LR
Ty IS FH A b 1 5 5 N4y 26107, A v 2 4l
BERA A R T EEEM, I EE B i
AT, AT R+, R, gkt RO B
B FE SR S A R, RSN 3R C
A AL 3L 1 (cytochrome coxidase subunit I, COL#) 72 J
F, R hiaE H DNA SR80 100 i FAa4 5 sh i
HIRFE2Z RER, EATEMY IR R LB — D shPh
COI FEF—FETEF N DNA FIBIEREXT i M 47 X 43
FIYESE  fEAFIEE DNA JFHIH, ok i BRI 3L A
B A il Al TR A A, HOR TR 41 4 i R
YR8 AR UK [RIAF A AT S, R 203 2o D0 25 SR
IR B B Al 9 DNA F U A 0F 5 R F TS, 1TS2,

rbcL, matK F1 psbA-trnH 5l DNA 9565 1 T 1L 25 2 He
TR B S ST (TS FEAI P850, TS FR a1 sk
RIAR, TCRAESCHEAT YR X 5y, ITRRS 2 Fhrsl#El
255 TP g rbel Al psbA-trnH 381 A AR Y41
RNE, (BB AL, A RE N, 2R —
FE MR BRI, matK P81 HAT B i S8 e RO, PR AR 5%
R TR AR SR rpoCL N4tk DNA H i) — AN i
AW Cl1 W F (ribonucleicacid polymerise C1 subunit,
rpoCl), 2/ MY DNA &I % UL iEE 75, HH
FAR s G AN T Rh E, W T 2 2 A R A2
B S e B A SRR JE R rpoCL SRS T 1L 2545 0k
Y N RGE L BRI, AR LAILZSIE DAL 3
AFBE3ANE 7 AR DNA PSR 7 O3k S ar st
%, %< rpoCL PRI 11124 1E Oh it i) %6 531 i 0 A P,
Sy LI 24 ) T 1 4 A B A 2 LA A

1 MR5ERZE

11 ER5ERF

Bio-Rad PCR ¥ . Bio-Rad 2£4h§E I i 4 3 45 (35 [
AR/ H)); Thermo LEGEND Micro21R ¥ % &0 AL .
NanoDrop 2000 f# & # M & [ M & 1 (3% E Thermo
Fisher Scientific 2 F]).

TN e A = WO 3 b % (hexadecyl trimethyl
ammonium bromide, CTAB)Z%: fi# # [20 g/L CTAB, 1.4
mol/L NaCl, 0.1 mol/L Tris, 0.02 mmol/L Z, % VU Z, 1%
4 (ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid disodium salt,
Na,-EDTA), pH 8.0]. =& W &t . 5 TR B (43 #4124 4
Ak 2438 500 47 BRZA #]); Ex TagDNA R4 i 250 U, ANTP
mixture 2.5 mmol/L . FEEHE(F AW TR KEA RN H);
S % K R Milli-Q #B4tizk .

1.2 KM

M NCBI #37 () DNA J7 51 84 % GenBank T #k %
Fi. % v % i (Dioscorea nipponica Makino). J& M55
(Dioscorea zingiberensis C.H. Wright) . K Z (Manihot
esculenta Crantz). 7% 2% [Ipomoea batatas (L.) Lam.]f
rpoC1 ZEFH /¥4 . A RAFAS R R Ui 1Y 2 Bi rpoC1 74
9 %, REMFE rpoCL TS 2 4,7 DA AFKILZ
PSR HITR A &M R R ATt &S rpoCl
51 ) GenBank & 55 KR THILE 1.
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Table 1 Samples of Dioscorea oppositifolia L. tested in this study
i HFR hr T4 GenBank % %5

1 e Dioscorea alata MG267382.1

2 S Dioscorea alata NC039707.1

3 WL B Dioscorea persimilis MN585218.1

4 EH Dioscorea polystachya MG267380.1

5 HH Dioscorea polystachya NC_037716.1

6 EH Dioscorea oppositifolia JF972829.1

7 HH Dioscorea baya NC_039850.1

8 JE B Dioscorea zingiberensis KP899622.1

9 FEIRH B Dioscorea nipponica GQ436196.1

10 RE Manihot esculenta EU117376.1

11 i Ipomoea batatas EU047598.1
HNY-1 JUUETT g / TT R A B 24 i R A B
HNY-2 KRN Z / T T 4 £ i 24 it A 36 i
HNY-3 Eihz / TR A B 24 R e BT
HNY-4 Jeihzy / TR A8 B 2 A R I BT
HNY-5 {IE %S / TR A8 B 2 R I BT
HNY-6 FKEFIZ / T R A8 B 2 AR I T
HNY-7 Jeki Ll 2y / THT R A B W 24 R e B

1.3 LWHE
1.3.1 DNA #I

P IR AR TGE 7t B 0FEE P, IAE, A0S A
WA, HHME CTAB FiE#HUE DNA, HARB RS IR
BR2O21. ¥ 1555 DNA il Nano Drop 2000 Jll 5 DNA
AR K . DNA FESTF-20 cCIRAE4
1.3.2 PCR ¥ 320 5

P14 rpoCL FIFFHE A5 190 51 P2 e B TN Rl
WMo EIFS 9 F: 5-GGCAAAGAGGGAAGATTTCG-3"; Fiif
5# R: 5'-CCATAAGCATATCTTGAGTTGG-3'o PCR JZJif .
AR 25 uL, [FE 10} ZF Ml 2.5 uL, FH DNA 1 pL,
IEM5149 2 uL (10 pmol/L); S 514 2 uL (10 umol/L); Taq
fiff 0.5 uL, JCI/K % 25 uL. PCR # 34HF M 95 °CHiAM:
5 min; 95 °CAEME 30 s, 52 °CiB 2k 30 s, 72 °CEEfi 30 s, 35 4
PEER; 72 °CHEM 10 min I )5 7E 4 °CF R SO 45 A, B
5 uL PCR J7¥1% 1% BE MRS A VA o BE 43 s Tl i)

2000 bp

PCR 73 27 A R TIY o 1000 bp
133 A9l vest Ao deds ot oo
485 448 CodonCode Aligner 3.0 £ 1E A1, 11 250 bII:

BRI |90, K TS 51 $2 58 GenBank 17 BLAST HLXT
{8 Fl MEGA 7.0.26 1144 Kimura-2 Z50(K2P) &2, %
F4RFE 1 (neighbor joining, NNHEILZG RS & B W, PEMr
JP A0 S B . BIRIE A 1 4 kAT kAR A A
(bootstrap), ARELZFLTE N 1000 K, LIFFMHEKE
AIEEE

2 GER50H

2.1 DNA #2El5 PCR #/ 1%

i IR 9 CTAB YA M 7 (3 FF 5 s DI R B DNA, ¢
JELE 100~300 ng/uL Z 8], Agso/Asge FIMETE 2.0~2.10 2 ],
i DNA Fidt B iF . L rpoCL 38 51 91347 PCR 4%,
FKVE R AN 378 DL 1% B W 8 e Hh TR
SERANPE 1R, 7 OMFEARHY rpoCL FFIAEE] T 100%A99"
B AR R BEOR/INEE 500 bp i . IFSE RN T 40
FEAT) rpoCL Jp 447 34 7=y il e s 21 %k 100%, [ B
NCBI |- BLAST FHIPERG Z B B A ST (VL B (GR 2),
NI 3510 HARIF1

100 bp

#: M: 2000 bp DNA ladder, 1~7: HNY-1~HNY-7, 8: =5 4% B,
B 1 741025k rpoCL JEK PCR 774 v Tk 45
Fig.1 Electrophoretic results of rpoC1 gene PCR products of 7 D.
opposite Thunb samples
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22 RREBSH

LEAA S TSP F1 Al Genbank | EVHEACS Y 5 R FiAH
KI¥H, FIH MEGA 7.0.26 BT LR B 047, R
K2P BRI SRR B . S5 RGR 3) R, 7 D ILZGREAF
Genbank I #& 32 1Y) = % (Dioscorea alata) . #3 £1 2 #i
(Dioscorea persimilis) il 2 i (Dioscorea polystachya .
Dioscorea oppositifolia . Dioscorea baya) rpoC1 /3% it 35t
fEHEES N 0~0.009 Z[H], W/R3Zik Il 25 FEA IS 5 I i
rpoCLl JFH BRI N AS AR/ IN g 7 AN I 25 HE A4S T - 28 i
(Dioscorea zingiberensis)fI %5 Ji % 7 (Dioscorea nipponica)
rpoC1 ¥ 41 (138 {1 B 4 0.026~0.035 Z[fl, FKBIfhA122 1A
FRGRFMEIL . 7 > ILZGFEAFIAE (Manihot esculenta) .
% ¥ (Ipomoea batatas) rpoCl J¥ | 1y % 14 BE 55 N
0.104~0.118 Z 1], ZRRIZINAHEAGARE | HEMW
Tl 38t 4% BE 29 38 K T LU 25 I Rh NS BE 5 . Rt rpoCl )7
FIBERENG (L2 5 AR EMFE X 43 TF, W H BN L2 g
SR S RS T A RUX ST
23 ARG EHIIRE

LEASLRS RS Genbank b EVRACH) 5 FEEHAIX
J¥51, FIFIMEGA 7.0.26 J /A HE NI RGERAM B 7004, i
— A HTHAELEGOCR, S8R0 2. NI RAERBMER D
7~ 7 MLZEREA S 28 Dioscorea alata). #4575 (Dioscorea
persimilis) F 2 i (Dioscorea polystachya . Dioscorea
oppositifolia, Dioscorea baya)Z-h—2, 55 %i(Dioscorea
zingiberensis) . % Jr Zi(Dioscorea nipponica)FlAZ(Manihot
esculenta), Z%ZZ(Ipomoea batatas) | Al —28, 3 H 22 [A]
WAL, DL ESERERH, rpoCL 4 E FT ILZh MR ke 5],
ATRMER L2 S5 TR N 2 (R S R T S e iR A

3 wgSiie

DNA FIERKEBARBEHGE T, #ERE R, Ak
K H W BTG S FE R BRI SR, ORI T A2 1Y
R, JUIHXT T HZ 1A% 55 B A 25 AR AR i HA ey
MISEHIRE ST . AR TPAHDCRIE SR B T T RESE, EPRE
A SR T 2009 4EXFH [ 550 IR 907 AMRERL 9 7 AN
%il(rbcL, matK, rpoC1, rpoB, psbA-trnH, psbK-psbl, atpF-atpH)
ANTHCESS, 410K rbeL+matk 41L& 1E Rt FL il i 4008
>3 CHEN 25PY2 1 MOCHIF I A BCKE 1TS2 V2 FIAiA Y
WHHAIEEFS, FE DNA SJEMREY TR xR
FEAY rbcL, matK, psbA-trnH, ITS LLK ITS2 44 TREST,
UK ITS/NTS2 MENF PRI 5, ITS BARHA
BP AR EME AR PE, (R — B R i 258 I A REIR
AR S 5 ) TR 98 VR 326 Ml 400
ANFERIEAT TAMMTIESE, [URAS 42.3% 04" 8 g oh 5200, i
SEARE 72 J8 192 Fl 300 NMEASHE T T RS, RBLITS JP414
HOSCRARE, ARMEXT R R T 5 P FEA g, 22
ITS F1ITS2 Jpar B LLZHEAR, 1TS JPa4 B2, 1TS2 J7 41
PGSR I M, BRI 2 FF oI E R 24
2GR, S RS I R 45 R A — . &
Wl ISR 45 R4 R matK SRR R 58 & B RAT LA
BEARE WEEEL, T BT AL 2 S o R —
ke, ZEEMNNEER H—K, L rbeL F1 psbA-trnH I EEK)
R R EW B CERFRBF LR RS, AR,
rpoCl 7 HAR = Y BRI P L %, F HA rpoCl
ARG KB LIRS, (W25 e R —
ke, INZGFIARE  FE A HIRYE, HAEZBEYHReRER
AR R B R

#2 7 rpoCl F5 BLAST £ 4R
Table 2 BLAST results of rpoC1 sequence of 7 samples

AT P2 T 4 AL /% BT
Discorea persimilis 99.59 MN585218.1
HNY-1 i T P
Discorea polystachya 99.59 MG267380.1
o Discorea persimilis 99.59 MN585218.1
HNY-2 FEILZY .
Discorea polystachya 99.59 MG267380.1
Discorea persimilis 99.39 MN585218.1
HNY-3 EILZy i
Discorea polystachya 99.39 MG267380.1
Discorea persimilis 98.35 MN585218.1
HNY-4 PAlTE]
Discorea polystachya 98.35 MG267380.1
. Discorea persimilis 99.59 MN585218.1
HNY-5 IOE[ %3 i
Discorea polystachya 99.59 MG267380.1
;. Discorea persimilis 99.80 MN585218.1
HNY-6 FKEELZ i
Discorea polystachya 99.80 MG267380.1
Discorea persimilis 99.59 MN585218.1
HNY-7 Tohiilh 2 )
Discorea polystachya 99.59 MG267380.1
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D. polystachya MG267380.1
HNY-7
HNY-5
HNY-2
HNY-3

Q0

HNY-1

HNY-6

D. persimilis MN585218.1
D. polystachya NC037716.1
D. oppositifolia JF972829.1
D. baya NC039850.1

—: D. alata MG267382.1
66 D. alata NC039707.1

— D. zingiberensis KP899622.1

99

L D nipponica GQ436196.1
— Manihot esculenta EU117376.1

99

I Ipomoea batatas EU047598.1

3 RO AR > 60%)
K2 3T rpoCl FHIR AL 25 R HR AN AL 10 NI R Rk B

Fig.2 NI cluster analysis of rpoC1 sequence gene in Chinese yam and its adulterants

iR (Dioscoreaceae) & i@ 1% 600 ZFEY . BR
% #{(D. opposite Thunb) 4l . % Ji % #7 (D. nipponica
Makino) . # 11124(D. panthaica Prain et Burk.) . J& " 2%7(D.
zingiberensis) . ¥ 2 7#5(D. hypoglauca Palibin) . & 2235
(D. futschauensis Uline ex R.Kunth)ZAEHR 241 ( h[E
i) prat. BAREADR A A E, R A
YWEAARNFRThAL, SEhen H P FRZEm U] . WAL
HIBAL P B M R Gk B RES ST 0L, 7 32l 2
A EH S H AR rpoCL F R N AE AR/, #R
JBF A2, HAR rpoCL /S BE X 2357 R 41 S B 4
FhZ AT AR X 43, (H AR 25 0 B BRI 25351
X 2 Flvgh U0 B R AE B SRR B R iy 3

PENNISI®*HA G DNA ZIE 0 H AR 587515 51 i h
N, REEAET A R B R A B T . — A
FAE R S N 28 5 5 A P, PCR =) R /N ik
1 kbp, [RIEFEAT w5 AP a4 5 o ASBESE45 R R rpoCl
K EA R & 8y 2, 9387 RN EiE . fExT
R FEFR DRI E, BREILZ SBEERE
G R P, R KA L 2 R A, (HaE T
B ZEFZG L 23R B X . ABFFEHE: rpoCL P4 AL
TR T Iy s, F— 2R3 2 1 g3 e Y
FPEAT IR, X0 T AL 25 Fn 2 Al 2 i L Se Pk, U3
GRS A A, TRk A R S 1Y

2SN T b i B0 S SR AL T Rb2 Ak, ol g 4R
PEArSE R EOR T-BL
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