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Abstract: To evaluate the validation of DNA barcoding candidate sequence in identifying
Chlorella, to discuss the new ways of identifying, this paper took 20 individuals sampled for analy-
sis,3 sequences cytochrome coxidase [ (COI),internal transcribed spacer (ITS) and ribulose-1,
5-bisphosphate of carboxylase (rbcl.) were amplified and sequenced. These sequences were ana-
lyzed by bioinformatics methods. The result showed both amplifying and sequencing effects of
COILITS and rbcl. towards the sample of chlorella were positive, the amplification success rate
was 76%,83% and 70% ,these 3 sequences were not suitable for lower taxa level.In the future the
combination of many segments could be considered and tested,to pick out the different evolution-
ary levels of DNA barcoding.
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/NEREE (Chlorella) J2& 3K ¥ B0 240 ff B A% S, SR
J& 4 ¥ '] (Chlorophyta) , Z i Bk I i B P A0 A= Ay
Z—., BEiC AR /NEREEA T ECR, AR R R A
i ARSI ATz . ANEREE AR R BB ROR
L, BERT UG RE A 3R . AT DUGE A HLak I = 55 A=
FFESH A AR i 0 E IR R, O AR i T e A
A B e B 2 A T R A )RR R A ST A
IR R R

KT/NERBER) 7328, CA I BN E TR 84
PR AE AR P AR AL R AE R T 45 A LA K 4 i BE )
SERRRRT X SRR AR A /N R S I AR
B ZIREE /N BR BRI AR Fh 2 HOE S R
fEfai B, 4y J@ T A 3R 3% 49X ( Trebouxiophyceae) 1 4%
%49 (Chlorophyceae) ™ , 8B 2 8] 1 43 FE F71F 38 X
G HA BRSO AN, IS /N Bk 45 E 7 M
JE L H AT RE S B0 AN 1R Y S e A5 R . ARl X
Sk Ja e PR 2 B W 9, LR N B GC & (B Y
ARG AR LT TR w A BRI GC Bl .
R HBIX DN 2RI AR R AR AW
SEAE L B R R N BR AT 4 2 S e H AT
JEMEL

DNA FIEH AR H 4 5 114 9 1) DNA {5 &
YE R 3 2 8 5 0 J7 ¥ BA MU i O3 Bk
58 5E Hh SEE . DNA SRIEAS RIS T 2003 4E 9%
TR S AR DGR ST R R R L I R AE W A
K BFFE R L. DNA FZIE 2R 1 Bobs i 1) 5
Jo 5N AT ) S IR R Z A IRE S AR K
W B A2 W), ELAT 45 A 1 5L 5 7 TR L n) o R M
5 LA K AT i S8ORI A b A B ) ol R S AR T )
T 0 & S e A S A0 . B R AE 328 0 1 2R
o H TR EERE 10 AR R 91 AR R i 2 A e
& DNA ZRIE A I 7 A [5] &3 b i o 4B 1 o IR
G — B ISR M AR o BEY ST R R R R R
£ #5 COI, ITS, UPA (23S). rbcL, LSU (28S
rDNA) ,SSU (18S rDNA) . tufA (elongation factor
Tu gene), H,COIF ITS f T HA & w1k
SV N G B R i NI I A
Rubisco i 7556 & VE FH R OG W 0 5ok A2 v & 45 o %2

PR R B FE I rhell A8 4 b 22 fa] B 45 7
S, PRI R 43 T &R G 2 E AR R R T I il Y A
R Bz —,

AT 220K COLLITS 1 rbell FERAE Ky /N ER
# DNA ZIE RS (045 25 17 51 L PFAf 3 4 DNA 2B 1Y
165 356 2 5 8 /N Bk T v 1) 5 5 AR T DA Ol TR B
FE/INER B 55 T8 05 R 3 1% o 558 A5 42 418 31 48 Fi 4L
B
1 MRS
1.1 #7#

AR S TE Y BT AT B R0 5 o R 2 B R
IKEERNE B 20 BR/NBREERE S, BE SR BG-11,
RigRi B R 25°C B BREE R 4 500 1x. GG Lk

12 h: 12 h, /PDERBEHERRIEWZER 1 R,

R1OPMIKEHREERIKIR

E2s KR
Chlorella luteorividis B v A P kg K2
Chlorella protothecoides Bl O A A K2
Chlorella sacchrarophila T TEVR - =
Chlorella pyrenoidosa %[5
Chlorella vulgaris A A8 K P BIE 5 i
Chlorella ellipsoidea M Tris 2w 3 85
Chlorella regularis var. minima 5 355 E FE M K23 i
Chlorella sp. 7 PE B 4
Chlorella pyrenoidosa o R} A B K A= 2R P B 5T BT
Chlorella protothecoides £ T TR IR i dy N
Chlorella 64.01 sp. WL R4

Chlorella sorokiniana

Chlorella sp.

5 3% 28 M K2 e
VT =ik i

Chlorella sp. N
Chlorella pyrenoidosa /B R EER
Chlorella vulgaris W 2% PR
Chlorella ellipsoidea BAHE F
Chlorella vulgaris AR
Chlorella sp. XM
Chlorella pyrenoidosa P gk

1.2 # & DNA REIU K PCR ¥ & 5
5 R B X B30 v L i R AR AR AE BB (b
HOA MR E AR E N 40 DNA 12 B0l 7] &, 12 B
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TRHE=S G5 /NERIE IR DNA I8 65 1 %2 D 5% 71

B4 5 DNA, PCR B9 B AAF Ry 25 mm’, 3L
i 35 2 X Taq Plus PCR Mix 12.5 mm®. 5| ¥
(0. 01 mmol/dm*®) 4 1 mm® .DNA M 2 mm?® L)
KaaiK 8.5 mm®, PCR ¥4 i 5 ¥ )7 5 tn % 2
FiR .

*F2 PCRYyHEEHMSIMEST

GIE/ER S JF51(57-3")
COI-F ATGTTGACTCGTTGGTTTTATT
COIR CAGAATAAGTGTTGGTAAAGAAT
ITSF TTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGAAG
ITSR TTAAGTTCAGCGGGTAGTCTTGCC
rbel-F ATGKCTCCACAAACTGAAACTAR
rbeL-R TTAAAGAGTATCGATWGTTTCGAA

COT 2K PCR & ¥ 24k & & 95°C 5 3 min;
30 MM AL A5 95°C L 0. 5 min, 50°C .1 min, 74°C
1.5 min,74°C .7 min, ITS 3 PCR 7§ 3 2 %
FEHN 94°C, 5 min; 30 NE M AL HE: 94°C . 1 min,
50°C.1 min,72°C.1.5 min, 72°C.8 min, rbcl %t
H PCR EH S E N 94°C .5 min; 30 MEH A
$%5:94°C.1 min, 53°C.1 min, 72°C.1 min, 72°C.
10 min, PCR F=H¥1£8 1 %0 BAE bE L Uk 4G U J5 36 2524
TR TAR L) e A BRZS =1

FIH Sequencher B4 P 42 #F i 19 3 I 7 45
L2 N TN € TR 5 #E38 &£ GenBank %
e, FIH Clustal X 2.0 ¥4 347 2 F 5 b X3 97 A
Bi. FIH MEGA 7.0 84X DNA J¥ S FFAE #4750
MoK E GC & . 28 AMEAFE R
L SR, R s KA SR U 3647 7 910 At A A
5, i F| DAMBE K {4 6 57 fif 3 25 46 10 F il 67
FIH Kimura-2-parameter (K2P)M7 & #Y + & Fh 4
FURR R 3545 BE B8 . 4% S50 T3 AU 5 8 5 Gen-
Bank H1) B046 2517 B, SR FH 48 #2144 K [ )5 )
MI/NERBE R G R B . SR 28K 56 0 A 0 40 1
B0 SR B L 4% 43 4 1 000 IR & AR A
AR LR, LI Perl i 5 400145 )3 5 Fh
PN ) 35 1% 0 40 AT A EE L PE AR 3 % DNA %%
T B fige 35 )5 37 1) 8] % (barcoding gap) .

2 55N
2.1 COIL.ITS #0 rbeL B 5 5! 45 #9435 1E

3 4% DNA FIB it 5 51 1 20 #R/NBREE Y
PGB 5L, T R R 4 B 7626, 83 %
70% . 45 %Mk DNA 0865 09 )% 51 FRAE n 3 3
B

x3 3INERRRBFIISFE

e Ak R ERfA WARERAS GCH

ER S BE/bp fial GEE/YD O GhHE/ O /%
COl  694~713 531  181(25.4) 110(15.4)  37.0
ITS  671~738 291  475(60.6) 286(36.3)  55.4

rbeL 1428 1250 178(12.5) 108(7. 6) 40.5

B G ERYFEE S 671~1 428 bp, Hd ITS
F) 78 Ak 30 BBl e K (671~ 738 bp) ., SLE TS A ITS
FEA 4L A 5E B 1TS, L 5. 8S rDNA Hl ITS,, 20 4
ITS M7 FIHK B IR AS — 3, o 5. 8S rDNA 2 b fj
SF(159 bp) , 0 ITS, #1 ITS, 3 —E 07284k, 3 4
FFoI GC & s WA R, Hor ITS few (55. 4 %),
COT K (37. 0%,

3 2% DNA IVt 45 3% Jy 5] 1) 35t 1% 22 S J2 it
p PEES R 2915 B AL Lt (PLYO 35, v
COL.ITS Fl rbel W-F 3 p BE 25 5 5l )& 0.057,
0.220 M1 0. 033, M H PIY{H 434 15. 4% .36.3%
M 7.6%, Hp ITS V15 p B PIVO(E i
FH ITS 7 3 45 DNA KI5 15 51 v 19 38t 4% AR
SR .

2.2 WEBHEANY

COI.ITS F rbell B i 5 42 48 7 1Pk it £& 4 1]
1 i,

& 1 AT LA H . COT M rbel. B 5 e fimg = T
FOUAE 1T TTS A S0 (8 i T A% 30 TTS e dfeth 2k
Sk AR, RN TTS J7 5 1 e E 3k
B 5 Z A L. COT Al rbell A4 %% $e il £k Fn i
MR BN M R, R 2 )75 2 8] 1B e
RIR B, IS T RER A
2.3 COIL.ITS 70 rbcL BJ barcoding gap

FrifE DNA Z5I% 6% 1 Bl (8] 358 4% A8 5 0 1 2% KT
MRS, IR 1 X ED barcoding



72 W 58 B 2021 4£
0.091 35
3.0
~ 008
5 25
= 006 =
=
ffé 2.0 [EIZET)
Z 005k = O B
g .
Nl | ] Il
L 05
s8g3585ggs-8aingE=xa
L P s
0d | | ! 1 ! ) A A A AR AR AR AR AR AR AR AR AR AR A
0 0.0299 00598 00898 01197 0.1496 01795 8358388583 2=cdaTrzer®
- oy
@)CoI KaPgis]
(a)COI
028 35
XS
30.23- 25 LEYI
g O&412
=010 15 2.0
= e =
§ o 15
50.14- Lo
£ [ 0,11
* 0.09 0 S S T v w e A T e w e T v ® oo m
SSSS - —=—daaadanan
O O 0O 0O 0O 0O O O O O O O O O O O O
1 I 1 l 1 1 1 I 1 1] 1 I I l 1 1 1
— 0 v > = n >0 = v~~~
0.05F SSSod=m==-=-=-adddadadmnan
o O O © © O O O OO0 O O O O O O
K2PJi g
o 1 1 L L L ) (b)ITS
0 01107 02213 03320 04427 05533 06640
ML i 3§ 8
(bITS 7
- o
0.048 1 —— x X &S - 251
AV = O RS2
0.040 3
: 2 I
= n n
b = Q 5 < sy O =~ > o S
g S ¢ 38 & 8 3 & 3 & s
@0024_ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
= S = a8 =@ ¥ b T = ® o
’T" =) =} 1) S S S S S S 1<)
£ ooief K2Pji
= (c)rbeL
0.008 - = =AY =N
B2 ORI 5 0 6 25 5 R P9 25 550
0""1 Il 1 1 Il Il ]
0 00158 00316 00475 00633 00791 0.0949
ML jii #§
c)rbcL X > Y =]
© B, &0 XN REE A E PN, 58 A1

P13 4 kDR 0 A 80 A A i £

gap 1 B G RPN AR S N 4R 43 A T barcoding
gap PR B A /N /Y — MO T 504 A Ay — 0] )y 4
o R AR R S S NEREERY 3 4% DNA i ik
JF3H) barcoding gap WK 2 Fi~ .,

M 2 AT LA H, COLLITS # rbell 9 iy A5
SHFEAESAEARBRENES, Hp.COLM
oo A 726 S R o ) 8 S DRGSR T 0N BR G 1Y 43 26
YEE T TTS I rbell (4 Ff Py A8 S5 Rl ] 45 S5 A
— & W E BT AT BB X, HAR L Z R rbell 1Y
Ti] i DB A PRI ) T /N BRE 1 J R MEE
2.4 COLITS# rbeL ELXRE

TE HHTXS 3 A5 7 51 43 B HEAT I RS B 43

PO 20 3 U VA N S 45 | 8= 2 ol W i L SR
BRI 58 A O TRl — 28, 1 AS [ i ) /) ks S
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3 ANk A BB AN fig 98 42 X 43 BT A Y /N ER 3 Rl S,
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FTF COLITS F rbel. AY/NBR#EE NJ £ GE B 40
Bl 3 fizm , Hoh AdRIC R GenBank H i 54 .
3 whig

AR DNA &I %750 M B A 5 F @ sy
BRI 22 S SRR AR S N AR R Y L AR
Xof ZINER AN 5] 8 0 o0 BT 4 L 3 4k DNA 4408
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MLS Wy 1A B A S T 34T COT JE 5%, & 3
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TRHE=S G5 /NERIE IR DNA I8 65 1 %2 D 5% 73

COT EF MK R 5 T4 1 H AR 5 838 B 38
HAER YR DNA &M, COT ZEH & H iAWk
B0 DNA KI5 5L, HA O E X Bk s ) . 5
Fe o R H R R A B R AR BB, £
22 3 R0 E BRALRG 23 590 % Bl A2 FE ) DNA 4508 i itk
FIWFSE . & B COT Jik B Ak Ak 3 52 A%, i L 3k A
BRI SRR O, R AR S A DNA &8
i AR A IEE S0 fE# I DNA KB 55
COT K& IR 75 ik 3 HY 8 48 35 F0 21 35 B 5% op R 15 3]
BN R S0 ] COT % P9 7 % 3 P R BE % i
AR IR TS G 1 R 2 B SRR G AR
WF9E 19 43 Hr 45 Bl 2 W COT JE 91 R 1& A 1l /0 Bk
B DNA B0, KR H T ge A 2 4. O = #d

Chlorella pyrenoidosa MK226116
a MK226115

Chlorella pyrenoid
Chiorella pyrenoidosa MK226113

Chlorella sacchrarophila MK226112
Chlorelf ides MK226111

Chl MK226109
a MK226119
Chi MK226110
s MK226114

la vulga
sp. MK226128

lorella pyrenoidosa MK226121

“hlor
Chlorella sp. ATCC30562 KY629618 A
—{ Chlor s2014 KP271968 A
NC64A KM252919 A

Chlorella

Chlorella ellipsoidea MK226124
I: Chlorella sp. MK226127
Chlorella sp. ArM0029B KF554428 A

ulgaris MK226117

pias
Chlorella sorokiniana isolate 1230 KJ742377 A

0.020

(a)COI

Chiorella pyrenoidosa isolate 52 KM514842 A
Chlorella pyrer solate 23 KM514816 A
Chlorella pyrenoidosa isolate 12 KMS14847 A

vulgaris MK 248025

Chlorelia 64.01 MK248023
Chlorella pyrenoidosa MK248021
Chlorella ellipsoidea MK248019
Chlorella vulgaris MK248018
Chlorella sp. MK248017
Chlorella vulgaris MK248014
Chlor: MK248012
Chlorelia pyrenoidosa strain F-9 EU038289 A
| Chioretiapyrenoidosa MK 24013
Chiorella sorokiniana MK248020
Chiorella sp. De057 KP793916 A
Chiorelia pyrenoidosa sirain F-5 EU038288 A
[~ Chlorella sp. MK248028
o b chtoretta vuagaris LR215744 A
Chlorelia reguaris var. minima MK248022
Chlorella sp. NUA-2014-2 KM5 14836 A
Chlorelia vulgaris MK248016
Chlorella sp. 1G-B-96 MF459964 A
9 L Chtorela sp. 2009100806 KC917287 A
[ Chiorelia py MK248024
L Chloretta sp. MK 248029
[ Chioretia sp. MK248026

9

strain CCAP 205/1 GQ477054 A
9 g7 Mychonastes homosphacra strain CAUP H6501 GU799581 A

(b)ITS
B3 FTF COILITS Al rbel /NBREE NJ R GH

Chlorella regularis var. minima MK295218
Chiorella vulgaris MK295221

Chlorella pyrenoidosa MK295217
Chlorella ellipsoidea MK295216

Chlorella vulgaris MK295214

Chlorella pyrenoidosa MK295213

=
B

Chlorella protothecoides MK295211

Chlorella luteorividis MK295209

Chlorella protothecoides MK295210

7 LAuAenvcblox ella protothecoides strain F-2 EU038285 A

Chlorella pyrenoidosa strain F-5 EU038282 A

2 [ Chlorella vulgaris KT777987A

b Chiorella sp. AKS-8 KF975596A

41
" Chlorella pyrenoidosa strain F-9 EU038283 A

Chlorella sp. MK295222
Chlorella vulgaris MK295215

100 Chlorella sorokiniana HM101339 A
Chiorella ellipsoidea MK295220

Chlorella vulgaris D10997 A
Chlorella sacchrarophila MK295212
Chlorella 64.01 MK295219

100
100 Chlorella vulgaris EU038286 A

—
0.010

(c)rbelL

Kl 3 AT COIITS F rbel. B/NERTE NT R GiM (22

B GenBank 4k % Fb il = 7S WF 5 52 56 ir 5% JH 38 Ao
9 COT JE 81 s @ 7B A5 73 26, il T AR A b
HH B0 A 25 5 A BUE 2548 B AN 38 G 1R b Bl Y 23 26
PRl s B B 22

ITS FHIJEAZBER rRNA JE R Y 5% 5% 1) B X
1% 1TS,.5. 8S rDNA I ITS, , H: it ITS, #1 ITS,
(10 3F Ak o e L 1 5. 8S rDNA e M ERSF . BRI
AR S FEAE TTS A8 X 20 W b 7 T B9 RE ) B0, HeAE —
o JeT AR A CELTE T T g gt
FIEh I 43 28 S v A5 B 8T R S T AR BF 5
T ITS HE[R A #1422 G0 i JC 208 BT A R 26 1 7 BR
BT A4 . Muller 581 XF 29 bk % 58 /1 5k 3 11
ITSFH K EMERYT R BRKENZ S
(AFLP)#EAT 70 #7 , 52 1 A7 86 O oy 1% 58 0 26 05 vk Wl
FE Y 8 /N ER R R 8 T 4028 5 Huss 251 3T/
B R AR AL > 15 B A A R/ R A
INERBE R B S5 44, NI TE R PRI ITS K&
A T 145 30 /N 3R 98 R A 1A /N BR 9 2R T ] — A
SrARCH . TE MR/ BR B2 18S rRNA K R AG E fY
YR EF M, Chiorella saccharophila .Chlorella
ellipsoidea \Chlorella luteoviridis # Chlorella mirab-
ilis & A LR 0 B R E R A — R 5 AR 95
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FRAE TTS Fe KF 91 1 1 19 3R G0 % B R 45 R 2600
UL NERFE R ARIE KRG LR, TEAR
SEE L ITS B8 AL BB (p BEES) M PIO(H Y 1L
COIL Al rbell W AR 2 3¢ B H B AT B0 19 722 5 B2 L T
il 35 5 0 4 R P 43 B UE B TTS A AR & i AR 5
B IX AT BE 2 ITS FP 8 AN 3E & Bl ] T /N BR B i
RGRE T

rbel BEH A K2 1.4 kb, BERR LA Z 194 115
B AEOLEE T ADE IR0 b 5 8 A, 2 32
RE AR rbell B 7 Ak 3 AR E 18, PH O B 3 5 350
S ITHIpE R AR SR rbel R Y
WAL I (p BE B A PIVO(ETE 3 DR IE Mk A
B S Al R H B PRSF . 5 rbel /9751938 H
PEsR BP9 5 et a2 B/ H 52 B G,
LASE TH 4y i % 5E B9 OE B R0 Friedl™ g
18S rDNAJT 81 (#9531 LA B2 Huss 5550 %5 A= P4k 2%
AR A A 18S rDNA IBFST , Y85 /N BR
HHERN 53R 2 AT G 49, B 2% 35 49 (Chlorophyceae)
FIEE R 3% 49 (Trebouxiophyceae ) s Fe 7 Huss M X
H SR BRI /NS R 2 SRR ARBIESRE SR
A rbel JEP BT MY £ 00 R G & B R 5 Huss 55
B AR L, BD2ERE T h B Chlorella vulgaris
Chlorella protothecoides R AE— g, M 28 1 H A9
Chlorella ellipsoidea 1 Chlorella sacchrarophila
Y ARAESNE {0 X5 Huss 285 {4328 22 51,
BB B 1 &k Chlorella ellipsoidea F1 Chlo-
rella luteorividis R 1 BAeE—, MX 5 HEH
SECI R R A RSN, B R S Y SR AT RE R
ST 6 i SR T 680 3 R A TR) L Bl PR o B AR R R R L RE
ait DNA {5 4173 28 i 44 56 1% 55, S B0 i 45 21 1Y
A BE AR BAR A B 0] 225 B

Bt I AR B K R /N Bk T B B DA W AR Ak
1M1 H B T 328 DNA ZRIE 5% 19 #F 58 38 A 24, /)
R DNA ZIEM A 58— bniERE K 7 By, (H
WZEEY R RIT R B2 BA G N,
DL 2 A Rl AL 2 30 9 DNA ZJE ST, bl & /N ek
BRAE DNA Fr Befs B oA W F w8 A #n i
AL LA K DNA ZIE AR 59 A Wi L2 DNA S5 0E
R A /N ER 0 2R M TR AR B SE T2 N
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