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Abstract: The protection of biodiversity and ecosystem health is essential for the function of ecosystem and the
sustainable development of human beings. Phytoplankton is the primary producer of aquatic ecosystem, and its
biodiversity is one of the important indicators of environmental biological monitoring. However, the growing de-
mand for environment monitoring of phytoplankton is limited by the morphology-based method. DNA barcoding

which uses short DNA sequences of specific gene in genome, has been widely used for rapid species identification.

EEWA . TLIE KK IREELR G 1 BAHIF IR B (TH2014207) 5 VL7548 PREE W DU 3 43 (1621) 5 [l K 5 K 7K % 300 1 (2012ZX07506-003,
2012ZX07101-007)

EE RN IK5E5E(1991-), 2o, W AF 5T A WF5E 05 18] Ry 40 £ 252 , E-mail : zachary 123@ 126.com

* 8 W4E# (Corresponding author), E-mail: zhangxw@nju.edu.cn



16 £ x B

FLIN

F12E

However, the application of DNA barcoding in the monitoring of phytoplankton communities in aquatic ecosystems

has just started. Due to the high diversity of phytoplankton species, based on single gene DNA barcoding is insuffi-

cient to identify all phytoplankton species. Recently, the use of multiple barcodes, superbarcode of complete chloro-

plast genome sequence, as well as the specific barcode has demonstrated potential to distinguish phytoplankton spe-

cies in either single species or environmental sample. This review summarized the recent advancement in research

of DNA barcode technology in the species identification of phytoplankton, and the current status and prospects of

DNA metabarcoding in environmental monitoring of aquatic phytoplankton.
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VR AL AR ) M R K A A 25 AR G S8 M M
Fi8y R AR 2 1 W B A A R B )
L ANZERE AT A AR 7K A 285 28 0 A PR3 ot o 4kt
FREERALAAE™ | HE 17 S PRI L3 47 A0 A= 2506 B A 2

PR AR
BT IR K A RS R G P B A

ASTERE T M Bk 2 LU RIS A T, K
AR S R G RE A 1 AN A B A K
PEWERE AT AR N AR5 Aa) ] B AR A ] ) 45
R R IRBE S AR O BRI AEL ) B R 4
FAFIA: 99y b RE B I b S e /R B A S BRI ) AR AR
FRR AR BRIER KR S E IR T AR IERI R
TR BE A K AR AR AR R G R A I R
T8 S5 G AL KA HR B U AR ) B At o U A
FH, BRI i ST R, K A, f028 KO
BRI RIEAET, PACBE e | R O i 0 B S 25
U R AORE T B B KR /NIRRT R K
e DL R A B K A T R e A i S R S SR UK
Al R I BTN M | S AN
B VR 22 BRI SR AT B BRI S R A IR GAR
W= BT R AU T KA AR SET, B8
IKA RS R GEIAT , [R) I8 A A e 4 A
KAEH], & Wi i i NS f ™

PEREE TAV AL AT AL, 3 R 3K AR I 1 52
BRI AN THRBIR 26 TPl B2
A TIRE KRS TR 8 AR AT, LA 8K
SRR, T A MERG PR U B AL A 7K
FRIEAEL) A E WD M- BERS K S A 2SR Al A
FHIKZE AR S,

SRR IR ) Z2 e e, B TR S A e T
TEXE LA ALK AR SRS I A 55K U M
P18 B A R P I A ) 1) b SRS R o0 A, H
T B AR B U R e B e S

B BRI I WA ) A ) s D ) 28 Ly R R
WSRO . (BHE T IR R A Y E
BB RE I NA, HTAER K, FERTK 1
Wik 2 52 N E U2 T4, M T Thn Ak i
FEHI RN 2520628 Z vl FuXF, EAh, TR A
K/NZESER, H 8 TR V2 e AT 40 (0.8 ~ 5 pum) (AR FH
N AR 2R 2 = B 0 IR A8 22 R A R AR 52
RS LS X 430 G dE AL B R 52
A 3l 2 B B AR 5k ik B RM g X A
AU e R WA ) 45 5 1 8 28 kO 15 R AT 1 BT 2%
A b S e H R REXT VR AR W A5 40 20 B 2
A, BRI, PR IR A R SR 2 R A
W, RO Rl A RE S8 0K, HORFIEA
PR, R4 1 4k 53205 0 AR AT SR T 1 % I Ui
FEYIRETS AT W A A0 AT , U HDE R O R K
VT AR R SE B ME A S 50, T B R AR HOR W TG
SEIRAG B AR S

OB K S 4 F A W) 27 B R—DNA 5 R IE 1Y
FAR NIRRTl BOEEFNRE I 10 0 A R A
A W D AR T 5B AL A8, E B R A 5 B PY
O FAREROR] LU R R s A7 458
R S PR ) ) e 2K 5 T SR T BR Pl B B
Z M T (RELP)EB AR S M B I 45 M 2 Y Bl
% DNA %JE i (DNA barcoding) 12 H 5 & &, It
HE IR Y Fl DNA 258 10 040 1 48 4 5 F
JiC, 3T DNA S5 A5 4 AR (0 77 AR ) i 25 501 7
DR R PR | = RO AT AR A L3 Ak
KON AT, I, A SCGE I SCER IR A, X AT
Y6 DNA Z5IE05 00 % J& D #8434 J7 i R g i
LRIk, I B I Al X R E 5L T DNA SR0E 4
ARBIEWAEY) o F AR R T R

2 DNA ZEBHAREZFHFEDDFHEEDRIN A
PR K Bi=
DNA 1) %) B % 5 J7 16 ) & B 5 & e ) Fi ()
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5K5E5E5F : DNA 75 45 JE it (metabarcoding) B AR TE 1T AR MV s I AFF 5 o iy o 17

DNA J5 91| (1) 22 55 0y 1 ol %5 7 B8 3L 17 307 109 ik ok 7
LB W, VF 2 AN ) A2 SR DR R AN i R S TR Y
DNA JBelt PCR & 38 A0 32 FH T fh S, a4
BARBEGE—Frl DNA ZIBRSHAR

DNA Z5JE A% 2 5 FH 240 M A% 550 41 B 25 555 PR 20 4
FEFE b A DNA JP A1, dE 475X g4 58 A
FEAREEREY R EAR . T AR YA AE A —
DNA SIS X A7 7E 22 57, il i DNA B 5%
R I X R SRR 45 51PY . DNA Z50E 05
BRA e E HE GG e 73 I 2 0 iR 22 | T HAA
B4 71, BEE M FH AR R & Jé , DNA £IB i E AR R
R R AR W oE 3 | 1145 DNA SFIE R 1Y
TR T
2.1 BRI

pERiraic Ly RSP SIZ NI S RS I NS 7 AN
FRZEER A (K 1,58 1), WE 1 R R iE iy
DNA ZFIEH i) 322 Xl A S 14 g A DA B R 1
JETTI, HATHEZE AR DL SR DR AT A X 3 DL 2
1, BRAE) 2B TR AL DN 2R AR L R DA R -2tk
HH

PRI Ay o A 5 [R] 1% a2 Ak i 38 L A% B DRIG DA
HHI T DNA FRIERSHE AR BRI ST 22408 T 1244
FEIM S BR TSR 1 AR i SR AR TR X A
A VEZ HA 12 At H i i S AR I R 20 250 A R iR
X3, U rpoB, tufA , trnH-psbA Fil trnL™ | -2k 3%
PRIZH AT LA X e ] A2 2 ) S A8 ot R AN JE X
FREY , 78751 B) e 2 b Sr A k- R L PR o 3
ARG R SRR 550 28K B9 A8 85 AH G 5T
L2 DR Ay g A 5 8] 281 ) s AKSRAIG, IF AN FH T3
MR RYON BT AR T 5 AL AE Dl (B AR —
3, AN R ISR AR I PR L R 22 [ ) R G R B R AN
_‘iiﬁ/‘:] [47-48] .

H AT S Bp—FE ] DNA £ RS X 3k 75 A [R) 26
FEM] e = B0 (0 23 B, BT DA i AR 4R 338 TR )
GG E 51
2.2 ZHFLKIEH

VFZ R R, 258 K 7 003 H T Y
WA O I R AR PR A DX s PR ) 2 P A
& rbcL+ trnH-psbA , rpoC1+ rpoB+ matK @ rpoC1+
matK + trnH-psbA(2NE 1 fr7~)PY | s (R 465
M43 PER 5 . Fazekas 265 AR ] () K HY 3 25
AR TSl & 450K W], Bk Z I SFIE I X
BULREIR N2 70% S50 260, A 6] A B 58 40

SR AN [ Y PR X R TR A5 0 20 6 RS [ A RE 1Y)
O3 PEAIEAT LU 1 AT i 5 1, 9K )
PR ARSI,

CBOL(Consortium for the Barcode of Life-Plant
Working Group)#fE 7 matK +rbcL 1F A3l 51 ¥ 41
G X — A A 2 A IR R HE
matK +rbcl 2H -G A fEkE . matK 514 PCR %R 1K
A, HAR matK +rbel ZH A i3 56 551 1 1 g K
Le COT ik, 38k A TR s 5 1 ey B s, B
96, ML TR SIS bR IR, SR A5 AR 0 A
TR ME R 1R 7 G — A R PR 8 S 93 3k 4
HEOL T, T B AR, CBOL 3R W] JLF 5k £
IR A AR HE T rbel + matK A RE i 25 16 hin iy #h iy
YRS, —eim IS IR SRR AN e
Sy i S50 RE 3 AN YA PR 28 e O /b i R
TSR A RN b FLBR 2 TR Y 25 5, PRIt ik
FER SIE M EL R A RE A LA ) H 1T DNA 5B 51
AR
2.3 BYSRIE

hy S IR AR DR S5 T 1A 1 JRy BR A o i 4 1
i 1 56 #1144 DR 20 40 45 S F] BE 22 1Y) 988
P, BEfSE YRR ) ZR AT 5 K 1 I o A s K] 2
AIPRSF P A EE S 110~160 Kbp , RS 1 38 il
JHI DNA ZIER K B | RE A S it 0T 2248 S Mok IX
SYUTRAEY) ., SRR R R ZH e b KRS A ) R 4¢
REBBAG IO PR, KRG IR -AF RS

PRIFIYIDNAZCIE A
DNA barcodes of phytoplankton
1L ZPAST
W FEF 4 (Nuclear genome): ITS; 18S; 16S
LR ZRIE Y

-2 I 4 (Chloroplast genome): rhel; matK; trnh—

Single—locus barcode psbA: atpB; rpoC1

LR A SE K 2 (Mitochondrial genome): COx 1; COx 3;
matK+rheL,
| ZHREREN rheL+trnH-psbA,
Multi-locus barcode rpoC1+rpoB+matK

rpoC1l+matK+trnH-pshA

s

Super barcode

| RRERIE
Specific barcode

F3k FUTURE

B 1 FifEY DNA &R EZRERE
Fig. 1 Historical development of DNA barcode in phytoplankton
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5K5E5E5F : DNA 75 45 JE it (metabarcoding) B AR TE 1T AR MV s I AFF 5 o iy o 19

3T DR ES R PR, L RES 1R M FE P Rk
SF-H I DNA ZJE RSP i FH i S A 35 R 4L Ay
PRI e 6% Rk JEE DR i 2 R PCR R0 AR A5 [ R BT
SRS L, nh SR R 3R PR 0K BE /IS, R ) 22 57
T BN ZE 50N IO Al A5 S A I PR 24 o5 A
JSERAIEAS o R] DIRIEAT: 2 AN Rh a7 LE 17 3k
R EAT PR 2 2, X A R S BT DNA 0B 51
e (AT ARl S 78 T ik o T LR SR SR AT A A ik
PRI Bt 2 RN 3 T LU A B R A T A B A 255

[EEE SIATTIOY 4 o ot A1) 07 35y iaf e oYt
(RIS A R 20 PR B AR I B A | DA R 3045 B 8 I
B DNASY 55—~ i S (R L R 2H 7E 1986
AR SE R, 2 2012 4E4 254 AS52 8L AR Y - SR
BER 20 2N FLBOH e 7 B, AN o7 o R ) ) B Y
0.01% A8k S 4 Fh S 0 v () — /NI 43, Bl BT
— I FEAR(NGS) & &, S AR FE R 24 7 2012
AR R FMBR I I T & 20 AREINTR9ECE
LR AR G AT RS PT LASHEA T X5 400 e T R 11
KRWFFE,

il T 5T A AT LU A2 1~ DNA 1B b i 4%
AR PR P AR AR, 35k AN ASUASL fiff ke DA 49 i &
JECLEREAR T AR R PR BT SR 1 DNA 1Y 7] R
JEE AL T AR Bl AR T A
WG B2 R R | T A SRR I R 4 () e 4 4%
TR A 7 WA ) 0 o ) ) — S EE 1]
2.4 FEEFKIEN

AN T BRI R T 5 e = L8 A 228, T A
SRIEA A H AT S LA B 5 R A AR A A 4 1
SHTEI AP RIS SR TR R R SR
Tt —BLEA R 785 R 45 8 (W Fh 2 rh e
UEUEATER S 1 DNA FP41, T4 S 2
FE N BARRL B ORI 4L 8 g s i 5 |
YIRS, Xkt f T PCR RCR K )8, G
i AT BB R B TR] A B Y HOR 45 e TR )
Tt ELA AR [ (4 3 R AL 9 e 401, ff Ak T 76 24~ B
KB HIREN TR, S350, R e RIE 25 5 6l
FIAE KL Xt fe T 8 B n] AR5 R
GRR HE AT R XU .

B R AR SIS 1 ik LR A B 9 4%
TR a7 B I H6 T SR X i el LA 22 7%
AT DISRSE R, P ) g X, 38 40 5k R 01 3 4 5 A
[ B DX, L 2 Rl 15 30 40 3o PRI P 1) AR 5 A i) o
XAFH], BIRTRUFAE DRI B L X B A I i AT

YT SE R RS B e K, (HR HR
DNA Z5JE A AE T 5 19 43 287K AT LA FH A [R] 9
FICAS O A% A AW S )

IR OESFEL Y E R b e Eep SIA TN 59
HLURIUASJ5 i 8 56, PEAE CBOL #243t i) i i 2%
TEAE ST LR, BB 25 7 FPRE rh R B0 AR IR 5 B
U4 T 58 AR G, 1 1 PR A A A AR Y Bk
LR B A% AT TR F 27 9 9 0 A A 2 k2 A
) O R AR B B, B e A
RFRIRS M RIEFERE DS 52 57 WoR PRI KF Y22 57
(A B N R AR S ) T S TR A9
BORAR R R YFKCTLE RN e, BRI AT
fiEhm] A2 B PR SR A 1) — i k2 IR 4 A
i BT RIPR R

DNA I8 5 19 507 H b 2 4% 21038 FH AR08 15,
SR, FEM SR AR i 2 55 S Pk 2 Ak R R Y AR BE L
BHAAEMEOL T X — HARMELL S, B T
FSER ] RR X, Hofth K 2% 5% DNA F Both o] R AR
W, BRI SRR T H 20 7 51 REAS it e B s 2%
AU L Sl B ) 1 3 SR o ] T R R
SR P51 R 45 7 e R A A B0 0 5 1
— BB SR ANE I, BT DA 0 M S A S DR 41 40 T
T R YR B S 4R I — 26 T ELR g s b 1 i
[7]

SR SIS I R R 2 A eH SRR (1)
2 A I PRI 20 7 91) 3 A 1) 540 2 (R i 2R R
TETA W HPR RN A 2R QA FEEN
KT RSB SR RS A5 | D B 2 LA
FR RN BES D5 | 40 8 r 3 3 (5 P R A 4 5 AT
PTGy o KT ARIYIF ST 2L 2 5 |0 7
Bl @ AKE TSR S AR 7 2 o 5 Hak, A
- gt A S5 PR 20 0t PR i e A5 5 SR PR R E SRR
FEFPKSE - EA TS50 B AR 3 1 O vk A T 2
AU LR H R SRR 758 B Bl i L
Xof ISR R BE PRI T LRI B4 43 200 vk MRS 3
FRRIFRIRY, R SIS B e 5 LU 38 R IE | 72 R E
PR I B S S AR &, Tl A s B R sk & A, 3K
R R SRR SLF 41, N DNA R B o — 4>
el LT SIAUPIP S S 2
3 DNA 7% SRR B AL PR Ui A 0 A 0 235 4 ) v
F14) g FF IR B i 55

FEFRBE WL | A 1R 75 5 K A v 7 i 4 1Y
FEE DI FP AL LR Z BEPEVES T3 HT , DNA HiAR 1 &
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N —FRARL TR T B, £ 1998 4F, Handles-
man S5V B R T % 56 R 4 2% (metagenomics ) Y
WEAS, Bl 2 e 38 5200 7 £ R AT DNA ZR T2 H R 1Y
R KT RIEF A FE P RM TNz, WA
IREERE S (1 KRR S E), L 2 R W AR R A
AHREL DNA, SR 5 4750 FFRic i PCR 473, i
A7 e 2 F B R FR i DNA 7% 45 JE 5 (metabar-
coding)Fe AR il DNA 7 2 JE45F 2011 4F 1 Ik
P b AR S AT A ) 2 R A AN AL

FEFRICRG AR SELE G DNA S0 il e 38 1)
FPR 5 0 T AE W) ZRE M DGR R ROR . i
JITiR , DNA SIS AR FH T4 500 (0 2 A g i 2
AT RAFHE . 7 56, BE A 25T A5 DX Il i) 22 5 W 4l
P22 5/ HaKk ¥ 91 5 T PCR 974 O HLfE Tk
THEHG1Y . il 5 D7 3R BB A8 58 WA [F] LA
ANEREA AR DNA 50 A5, 35—
FPHAR Y K R ) Z R PP PR A T 5 R HL
VS E A NN P SIA SN A

i 12 7 45 JE i (metabarcoding ) 52 AR AT DL 4740
AR

(D)XF PR SR FE A 11 77 e AR 40 A T 0 2 A 4 4y
M, S BTFIAE I AN S, DL RV O 254 | 38 it L

RS
Sampling

4

DNA#ZIK
DNA extraction

g

PCR ¥"#4
PCR amplification

4

[kl
High—throuhput sequencing

Kl

Database

FEFILEXS | Wi

Blast, Annotation

4

SR TR, RETRS5H) SRR E PRI A I
UNES7 NI
Biodiversity (species composition, community structure) and specific
species monitoring (invasive species, bloom—forming algae)

B2 REMEHRAELE
Fig. 2 Metabarcoding technology roadmap

BIFWAED A Y R 22 R SRR R G i
FRARAS & 37 156 &R ; Zimmermann 557 % 5L 7 i
FC = LB T 5T, 0 ) AR 8 0 285 2 i
18SrRNA V4 X381 7 25 T A 48 1) 7 20 B A RA:
SUREBE Y Fh ZREE R BE AT T R, SRR
W, Ak e i 22 R R = R AR AN [] DXl 1 3 %
RAS FEPK BTIPAR 5 T 2 A AR KW 7, 9F H DNA 4%
TERSEARTEY) RS EAE T W B 2, (2) R
(7K A AR 35 2R G i ) b 22 4 W 5 Zaiko 48U F
17T —IH AR T 525, Al T A\ Bremerhaven H % ,
F]3k Cape Town, %5 48 25 B Y 1 24 A 90°, X g H
AN TS ] R 7K RE AR A W R A R 2 SR TR 4 R
SIHTAS R R AE i R g B S B R AR
A REME | SCEG T A 22 2T i 4 R AE W) Fh AR BRE
WA AFAR KA H, 2 A58 W 7 R ol AR [i) i o
Mo FHEY) - TF-BL, Corse S5 k88 34 FhA- 52400
SRR W) (AR S B 2E A A )XT 21 SRR
N DL A S R AT 0 T, 3K ] A S RO VT i 2B 2
REZMPEYNHEXR, RFEUHATLLHTK
HEEBRGE I YIF Z R A& BEVE 45 0
DN A8 305 e ) 5 B I 2 A 2 TR A DG R T P-4 A
BRGEMEFERRE , £ Z0] U T e A
SRGMIREE AT Y] G)Fr Y R A AR Dy R 8 K
i ; Saunders 25738 i COT FE K 25 A% X N 42 K it
X 1 1 52 BRIV ES H SR 58 th R A SR AN
FE TR X YR, 280 iF— 20 0 2 B i o AR
Y, 3 Ui B AT LS ] DNA SB35 AR ok 2k BT
PoFl, I X5 Py B i 2R % 06 R BEAT I E . Wang S5
FIHITS KO AATE 3 IR AR —IE 330 7 11 s
SEGNE B W) o s AL 25 e W S AR,
DNA Z5IE A5 1) 22 5 LU o0l | L AR e 3 250
LR M AN 35 7 S (4) A X VF A 1) DNA 4%
TER AN BTN, RGK B KR, ST A
b J 515 Destombe 4™ 3@ 3 1 3 B[] X
) 2 HEAS cox2-cox3 [B] PR X rbeL il ITS2 X ik, X
CIEET TVLESJE 2 AR e RICH 6 P 3 R B8 3% BF 1A 52
PIEAS W2 R R e TER Eay 22 R 5 4
WRIX 2 AFPEYIT 200 SRR RS LB LR,

H A2 5B A5 R AR AR A58 A Wi v = 2 1T
3APkAR - (1) T DNA JCik HI W A= W i i 1, 28 5%
e H AR 2352 55k A FET- A4 DNA T4, 58
DNA (environmental DNA ,eDNA)F-3 A #E47 A [F]4)
Fl' DNA 4385 40 5 1% 20 Ml sl 2 A HLIA ) DNA,
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