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A review of wood identification based on molecular biology technologies
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Abstract: The prominence of wood for the human society and progress in its identification technologies have
been of great importance in the development of wood science and forest resource protection. Along with
continuous breakthroughs in wood DNA extraction methods, molecular biology technologies have been applied
to wood and wood assortment identification. In this paper the progress of molecular technology for wood
identification was reviewe d. Methods used in wood DNA extraction along with questions and improvement
measures were presented. Technologies used in wood identification, such as microsatellite, single nucleotide
polymorphism, and DNA barcoding, were reviewed. Also, successful instances of molecular biology technologies
utilized in wood resource identification were described. Finally, problems and prospects of molecular
technologies for wood identification were analyzed. [ Ch, 43 ref. ]
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Il il 5 A M B A R A D T SCH R . ARG A5 A 5 i BB M E AR AR (Gl R S E AN B R
KA, TaERBIARM BRI . B T A ORI KRR, 2T hRic 2 DNA Z008 B 80R I i B T AR
B 9 408 RORTEHUIN . S TibE 2N TR A, 5 AR B RL =8 5838 IF J& 43 5050 7 1 114
W AR, EEN > T A WA BORTEARM YU U S J& B N FHBEAT T IH AN AILEZS , MARHT DNA S 1L
ARBAAR B 35~ R SRR R U 09 73 7 B EH AR 3 ST T WF 58 2 S AT AR o

1 KA DNA 2 B H A

1.1 AK#+ DNAIREVE A7 i

X B AR ) 20 200 DNA £ 50, © A MR ik, QAR 2 Rl ik ) & S oS e Ak = R R AL %
(CTAB) L PR A L) 52 J e Jot it DNA (250, 1 AR B DNA 942 35 ik H i Tl MR B, B
1998 4§ De Filippis™ #| Fil o B ) CTAB 5 i 2 42 BURI#E Robinia pseudoacacia AK¥ DNA LI¥, J54k#&
Z K H SR CTAB 5 /5 ki 7 & (£ % F DNeasy Plant Mini Kit) 5 J5 MARJE Quercus spp.'*', #rJ&@ Pi-
nus spp.'®’, #HAR Gonystylus bancanus', T¢Ik # £l Dipterocarpaceae® %5 £ Fft A A4 o H2 B H 7] 6 2 B &
Tt £ X B v (PCR)Y™ 5 19 DNA, ik 26l AT F2G LR 24 J7 .
LLL #fsais® XA DNA 5050y o FEff . S atREEMERT, $RIBUKM DNA B, Z80s & ek
KT AN A A AL BEEE B . R TR D AR DNA Y54, K AF DNA 2 B U 78 35 3 JC B 1 3R 8% 1 45
P, SRIEBURE L 1% 2% 10 0 B2 1 i ol 5 BR R ZARMFERL 0 S T /DS G B b DNA i — 2D MR, RMFE
sy T A R ao A v 7 3k B IR B R, ZTEMEUR VR P RIE . ARA o DNA 584K, & T ibA BRI DNA 5845
B, FERBCRRS EE, 76 DNA 42 h AR B ) — BB, IRZ M50k 65 CRIB SR ™,
1.L1.2 A& PCR 3¢ #4140 it AM DNA AR Z 40 PCR 938 iy ¥ st L L BR, SR TET 2
K T 1] $2 WO i A SR S0 L e i (PVP) | 2 1l K, S 5k S e 45 ) 5T 25 BR AR bF DNA sl il PCR 4™
W, AR, A PVP KBRS P8O R B oy W R, (BXF PVP R, HETRA % —
bR, WA FES T LT M5 . B T PVP 4h, Jil A N-phenacylthiazolium bromide (PTB,
Cy HoBrNOS )t 5 1iE 55 RE 98 W8 35 £ m R DNA SR & . 22 S g 7 4 45 5 45 1 (PTB) % F T3ty KRB
DNA #2H 0 MR s v 4, A AT DNA BB, Asif 7] Fif CTAB 1 DNeasy Plant Mini
Kit (Qiagen )iz T8 A0 # ik i B AT R Hh R A5 DNA 77 i Fl BT f ARG, JCik S8t PCR 973, JmA PTB
J&, $REUP DNA BRI H 5 800 bp (it 4k {k DNA F Bt Tang %8/ iESE T PTB A2 & T DNA 3k
W, [ U Ty AR, R PTB Uik, k4 a, AT, S EBRAK Quercus
Jabri, RSREEAEYHE 1 000 bp 1) A Bt
1.2 AK#+ DNA IRENER G i3 R

2000 4 RAHT, AR PR 3 B R a2 AR AR e R IE AR S A e B A ik, HEHN
N R TCT: AR A5 2 o F A2 S8 2 T s 1) DNA, R, ST ARAF DNA $2H A 4 % 5 43k iy
5 /D K3 De Filippis % °'fil Dumolin-Lapegue % 73 il PUHT 8 145 1 A b4 Hp 32 BCHS o] i 35
PCR §" 1 1f) DNA J&, & FAM DNA $RIUM SCHE ARG MR 2, Abr DNA R #BCRAE T AT iR D
ZAFP AR DNA & BORTF ) ol T AS [FFP 2 AR 00y BREE A8 S e & A6 ) A7 A — 8 ) 25 5%,
WA MR AR DNA BT VI A T HALR R . S 40E , HATE 7 3} B Fagaceae ™™, Jp
i 75 BL®, ¥AFF Pinaceae'®’, & B} Leguminosae', Fii % F} Thymelaeaceae'”’, #2 £} Taxodiaceae'’, &K S
FOleaceae'™ 5 ZASBHY A M i $2 B 7] T PCR §734 19 DNA, UEH] T AR DNA $2HCK 4 F % 7 1Ok
AR5t OMALFR L RO A B S DNA SRAS T o bR | fhof db B | 58 AR A 25 48 25 I s AR A4 D
NA B f# 00, A T80 R B, DAL B3 i AR 2 e DNA B fin iR xE . H R, MAL B S 9 AR A
P2 B DNAZRTS T 3R ZEME, Dumolin-Lapegue 4556 5 1A BT A th 3 B AT ] T PCR 473 1) DNA
#3805 Deguilloux 5 M 28 gk w5 1 A1 AL 2% A AT 0 B0 AR AR AR A2 B DNA, RE U8 1 2 A5 AR A > 5 Hl
(5 F A W02 U0 Reynolds 551 K 2 AL 35 B AR A4 Fh 42 350 H DNA, JE47 14 1 400 bp (1 i &3 & 55 [
Fr XA 600 bp A AL DI A Br o QM A PR H DNA A5 05 o A BB JE, A DNA s g
fif, P, ARMAEGE RS, PRI DNA BUMERS R . (HR, AR RW . N — 2 4E A m
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F AR HRAT SR 0T AR ERC R DNAL 1999 4, Deguilloux %55 )\ 600 a Hif AUFE A R ECH DNA, Jf47 4% i 290
bp B 444 F BE 3 2006 4F, Deguilloux 2815 )25 TG 260 4F Rif B 88 A vh 45 B 7] T 388 4% 43 H7 9 DNA
2006 4, Liepelt 4" 11 500 a #if /97 A LB DNA, I3 i 24k Trn XA 380K & 56 8 51 )8
7K .

2 RMMM LT EREAR

88 1 AR A AR B S5 0 R 8 T PR R A i ) 2 SR il b, 32 e ARObE 7 0 A ORI AR 2 S 1 vk 5
B, XS EH PSR IR ER B R, — M R 2R KO, ARMESEE 2R KOF- . BEE 4> T
YRR K, DNA 43 4RI & DNA ZR I8 05 S5 5 AR T 06 L T AR MR 73 126808, 2 KRB 4E5E
BRI T W
2.1 FAMI EFRICERN KM R F

DA, OFR BT 51 # & (simple sequence repeat, SSR), fx#)J& 1 Tautz 55 7' 7E 1984 4 % i,
1989 4 Litt 26" iy 44 J ok 11 A2 (microsatellite ) . fit T2 FRic A9 B LA Z R (1~6 4~ ) b 8 &
HMWKIEIL T TR EZ TS, W(GA),, (AC),, (GAA), 55, Tk 2L, B THE
YA TA) B B S R P (AN S8 AT 3 B 1 B A S R i EAE R 2 80k, i TPRLERA S ENZE
PE, HETC B 2 0 TR Fh S 5T U S, [ I AR AR Rl 4 E 1 A 8 L H . Dumolin—Lapegue
SECTRI M SR R DR 25, W AE AR AR Quercus rubra A AR A 2 AW Fh ) A4 X 43 FF 3K . Rach-
mayanti % S REIEGE R RN, R ISRk SSRs, RS o i B FH Y S A A [R) A Bh i AB X0 FF oK . H
T TR HOR T EEH AT TR AL T R R g [T A, @ SR RIS AR, HETTEAR MR
Tl 4 5 RN I AT 2 o
2.2 FIRABIZERS SN AR

AT IR 2 5 1E (single nucleotide polymorphisms, SNPs), 32224878 5L 4 KF by T IR
(78 S5 2 A DNA JF5] Z285 1. 1996 4, f Lander' & 5 1E 2042 (f F SNPs S — R4 FhRic
WIS AR S . WA IR 5oR %R . BUEE M GGG R T Z M. 1999 4, Germano 45 F]
A SNPs £ R T X4 T HETE S EMELLIX B L =42 Picea rubens, 242 P. mariana F1 [ =¥ P. glauca
3G FP . Fladung %2R F] SNPs ¥ 47 J& Populus AR Fh S 2 28 Bl s D X 43 91 ok o Bl AR B4 DNA
PEEL AR H 25 52, SNPs T4 0 FH F A 36 1) %6 8 KO 5 1 1Y) B IE . 2008 48, Ogden 453 i 47 1Y
matK, ropCl, ropB, accD F1 ndhJ %5 5 AWK IE I A B, KB ARE Gonyslylus 21~ SNPs i 4, ,
Hrh maK %A K SNPs 5 %2, fe/aifidkthiz)g 7 DFA 0 14 SNP A sl B REF fg 14, RE 1%
J& WA 55 FHoA 8 AR DX A3 Tk, B kiR AR AR 2 5 2 e Aih 1 RBEME R Y e TR
2.3 7 A DNA & A3 AR % 51 K 1 5

DNA ZJE 44 R (DNA barcoding ) & F| Fl — Bt s LB ARMER) . B ¥ 35/ . Fhia) 22 7 0 KT
Fir 9 25 5 11 DNA Jr BOR S50 R BT EEAR , 2 MR 5 7t 52 K 2% % Hebert 32 4%, 1 DNA £F
M AR B AR . A2 AR R F B B RUE S RE R BR ] % PR e S5 g 2000, ZEARBRIC
TEBN ALY 53 S S e IR SE TP AR BN B 2 B P RMIE S SR e TEL R AR L FEWER, —K&
NARKMEREAE , DNA Z5TE R HE R 25 AR b % e Sy >k T OC B AT 5% o Liepelt 55 "R A2 £ ARG 1 7 4811
1 oty AR S B & 17K, Asif SR Tang ST J7 1852 90T % T4 5 A 35k (9 AR IR AR 64T T 90 45 2
JE o T ARM DNA B Ay, ARMED 3 B KA R Be, PIHGIEFE G 1) DNA Z5TE 02 S0 AR B B i) O
o TEAEY T, e AR R B B BRI | R R R S, Y DNA ST i i 32 B AR
HLE AR BE R 20 o 220 SOy TR M S R E DUE S, R H AR DNA JLR K, 4 5 AR b i
FEERE . G, Ab DNA $2EUJ7 3 09 0F 55 1 38 5 R FI R 6 47 04 11 i S (A B IR 4 rpr — 2B ik ik 25T 05 7 B
VE K 560 DNA $& BB & iR i 0

3 KM EIEH NS TFHIERA
Yl PR T AR AR AR O BN B R 2 — 0 o TR AR IR, Bk, e E
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FEOR M H R R IEARM Gk I . BTk RRE S e AR AN, IR AR M BRI .l T3
ARIEZAEERY, BRI | 25855 2 Fi R 2R SO RN R (R A7 AR AR 2 38t A% ZREPE DY, 3 2o X A [R) A 40 st
1% Z2FE P R TE AN 3 A 0 7T LSS IE RS — AR 2 R I T —Ff A . G, 3 st % 2% v F 3 R b R It 11y
5k .

FURT, R F A W2 BRI AR AR M R IR B AR 2, (A28 e 4 T80 By B, R 2>
BT TS R AE S PR 4 e TR AS 2 1 R o 4 T A0 i o S A A T AR R T LA — E R R, R
AR K 1 ) S5 T T 2 T 1 O R T A ) 4 E EUA SR BR L. 2004 4F, Deguilloux 481 M [E 10 A4S
(6] ) A A Ah SR T 131 AMARRKE A, il ad DNA $2 10K 2 14 DNA BRIC Y5 15 KA U AS [ B i 1) 5 P
AU, DT A S ) S U b 2 15 5 TR A A b AR FR R i — 3, MR R AR LI, 4 KR ZHEh R AR R
e P55 Aol A FR A — 2, (HA — SR ROk Bk E AR A I BRI T AR, — S SOk IR T E 4
P XA LS A 3 7 X, AR R 5 b Y M5 5 X TR A2 R Shorea AP BAT B2 L, 2006 4,
Cao &% ER Y R B K £ A4 (amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP)$: A % 3 T E1JE 2
VU355 AN [RI R (1) 22 2 J@ Bl Shorea leprosula A7 7B B 122 5% ot AFLP X} DNA Jit 2 () 2K 38 5,
AN AT AR ARG . 2009 4, Nuroniah ' 2 AFLP #5308 4 i ¥ 51 45 5 ¥ 97 3 X (se quence
characterized amplified region, SCAR)#ric, ZE 7 TENJEI T MM TR 1A 2 N IX Shorea leprosula )4y
FHric, MM AT LLEGHIE Shorea leprosula KA & H il 2 N id & I0 T 1 o

4 FALHREZ

R DNA (3R BUR AR 20 TR BRI RTHE , A A DNA B BEh 2 BUR 43 725 W24 35 AR AE A U]
(0 FZSE T IR SE JE A, 10 XA IR 9E 45 SR B T 40 T AR 10 B AR FE AP U0 45U 0y 1 T AT
HOEM RIS, (H il T80 0B 5204 F 0030 B B, 38 1 I AR 22 IR e APk K o A B4 DNA $2BGA 77 78 LA
T ORBO SRR B, AR 5 0 BRI LB, B S — M A SR U
Q3 DNA Bt MR AR R, DNA AR ) B0 LR o, 8 % HAED 38 4 A BUF 51 BDNA iR
Z4 i PCR 4 S 3 4 S5 LA 25 B, X IS SR 9 R i 45 K7 (D— BB AR AR A . 283 o T A 38 AR A7 S 2
(B ARE o T IR AR B BT FH 40 PS8 DNA . FEARM 43 F %2 7 10, Rl RE A7 7EAR 22 75 2 A ke 1) ) 23
Oz KB F it # 05 5mE . F TSR b 431 b ic 75 22 i 30058 52 Xk A BB il 1) 3 1 22 S 0F 5
HKe3kA%, Deguilloux 4548 AR Sk U5 b (1) %5 52 J& # 7. 7 Petit %5 "1 Deguilloux % % Kk 2 600 4~ KR
PHAZ B R E N S0 DNA BFoe 66 b A0, X300 TAEAUAE S, HLBYET 9% 91 . H Al A BIF 98 A g o 1
EOUA PR B Rl S5, B0 A BRI N B SR TR B, 5 22 b2 R O R Y 1] P 0 R A TR 1 B A
WIRAMBFSY, FEBR KB A DNA 58 . ORZ M E TR0 7ER P A 42 B0 = B DNA 3
fili L0 v th oA B, FEAR K DNA HROEASIE T, 38 5 75 BEET X AR DNA [R5 5 FF & R 6 7338 19 43 i
BIRARM 4> T IR A A R Z WMET E iR, HSE T AR X T AW E M AR AR IR A vk, %
AR BT AR = 0 R A B B T S i e, ORI LA B 2 3 A T 3 — SRR AF g AR
R DNA ST 5 AR 1) % Je 2 R i i 1 0 7 F2 AR AN T 28 ™, DA TR M R i) R0 2 38 A5 19 38 ik o
A 53T YR B 23 B A — b 28 1) B AR I B 32 B A
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