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FRIG G, 8Bk, ZEH0 7. DNA ASE R H AR 7R 2O STt Wyl X s 34T (0] ik BF 52 ,2017,39(1) -8 - 14.

DNA ZBHEAREETEN R EYMEEPHIN AT
Bl SRA, SRt

CET I AR A Jm, A 5T 361026)

HE:

| B FEF R, K&

@it A& BOLD SYSTEMS 44 4% & #= GenBank W 4f#2, 2 & A%, AhéE, LHAY
LEs, K&,

LG T B &6 DNA £ f A B 5

5], ) MEGA #4F3+ HAr1a ik 4536 &, 7£ BOLD SYSTEMS # 3% & W & 4000 55, VA%

# DNA XA ELZNR eHAE TP B AZR, EREVEARTAAZLEN K %5
FA LRI B K, B3t FL% X RARE, FAFRE L0 A, JLEBFIR it
ARG TR, Tk, SAFTNE B A UBRATEFHRE & R 64582

2o AP G LHAE | hBRE T RFE R, L@t COI KW &Mt 47455,

BRAR M T E W F Tk
K WK &, DNA B, Hhit L,
HESES: S917.4, Q179 CEKFRIRAG: A
UTAF R 3 [ WL BF 07 M A E B B2 ) e
&, R HMEA RN L F KA A
2 00045FF , HARZ) 80% UM BT sk A N T2 F,
{E48 R 22 ROV T A0 %) S5 ok AR L F SEUH LA
R R MR 4y A Xl LB R
B2, MREMEMETFIEMZR R, HI
PP S, RO E PR 5 rhia
DI S IR, AL GE RIS 2 S Oy vk 4
IR AT | IR EBESCFRAE, B TIRZ
HRAE SIS 5 208 . PR IR I S5 55
K RsEm, JUHAF 220 0 R4 IR MESEA T
eS8 Y)FEZETT & AR )
PP J7 . BT DNA J3 51 E 17 ¥ b %5 € 1)
DNA Z5IE A4 AR Ay WL 5 0 40 o 1) A 8 o 2 A
TARF IR, RRAKE ARV (Fish
Barcode of Life Initiative, FISH — BOL) F 2004

WimHEE: 2016 - 11 -29

XEHS: 1006 -5601(2017)01 —0008 —07

TR S, JEE S T Am AR R %
(Barcode of Life Data Systems, BOLD SYSTEMS)
RGN ZI AR 0 R EEE RIARA, LI F
Bl PRI A 5 A DNA B A% [RIR ORI 1 3
He bR RSB RERE I, AL 5t
AT TCIE B R MERE, DNA 2084 R
AL RGBS, X RER - WA BAT R0 %5
EER, ] I 2R R A R, 4
IE— e E Y 4, SE AR — AN Y
P2 (R T AR, AR AR %)
TR 22 355 G Z AR LB ) R A 7EAR 2 Ry R
PEo FRER L F B SR E A D, (HIRE
F 26 R Z2 B0 B e b s s 4ok A A, B4R
g 2 | HE A WL A AT N TS AR o
PERR . FRE Y 28 DNA ZJE RS0 50 R X A
A TEMFE DT TR E D RO, @ s Ar

HE&WB: mAERETR V5 SHmE (2015N0015).
TEERN: BRiGE (1964 - ), B, WF b, WL, R Fm g EAY 2. Tel: 13328766299. E — mail:

chenxz@ xmciq. gov. cn
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WRf5 045 . DNA IR HORTE 32 2005t 4yl 4 5 vb 9 1 3 B

DNA IS 5T 2085 f g A S B i, wf
AT 2 AR R R E AL, S H
TWRTE A FR 5]

1 #RFFGE
%22 BOLD SYSTEMS %54 J% Fil GenBank 1
BRER . Sxfn . ZER . ML, BRI, Y

G, AP, Jpta, fLEM, B, SR
WLEE R COL B PR 2B A% 241, 1 ] MEGA 4%
P R Kimura -2 ZEBRHIERGEREW,
TR A SRR AL BE B . W ] GenBank Hh
iR BLAST & 5 #£ 47 )5 41 L X, Jf 1& BOLD
SYSTEMS % g PR R AHUT 51 . HHlE DNA 4%
TR R0 4 5E I, HIE DNA S50 16 W5

i DNA £ /255

WMEFMMLEE L, E02 e T HS
20 H, Hb#IEH . &2 3. 563 miIE
HFp2H: £, BOLD SYSTEMS J2 4Bk DNA &K
TR R B e, SRR AR SR A B 1 7
RN . il 2RS0T, BRIZRGECIE
FLFHFF 6 049 996 %, DNA 5TEHH 5 246 662
ko Hid gy 3t N 45 B 482 250 4%, WA %
174 627 f ¥ F#'°' . % A 7 GenBank F1 BOLD
SYSTEMS £ e i 5 UL 54 1 AH 5G| COT JE A
FOUMBCR WA 1, W T H AT E PR L0
AR, Hhwa s 7 RENIEN T a2
Flt, WhEZIT 10 000 FpAFh, (HAG R SIEME M
YRR HA 9 000 A Fh, KA LYl O R E

)0 A 0 e A AL Ffr, A —SORE A COL LN F4, s A4
T /a;ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ?fﬁ; it BRI
R H FESIE H S8R 2 i s AR 2
2.1 BOLD SYSTEMS ##EEHREENTEEY KA K FIEBRE R B A P
*1 BREHVUREXRATMERZEEHE
Tab.1 Number of specimens and species with barcodes of the ornamental fish
; ; P LI
Spocies Specimen  SPeChens - Spechuens - FRAE Spocies
records sequences barcordes pecies with barcordes
1 #efil. H Myliobatiformes 3977 2 867 1 949 268 195
2 Zf#fa H Polypteriformes 135 132 131 16 13
3 #3JE H Acipenseriformes 641 564 542 28 27
4 & H Osteoglossiformes 1023 898 890 127 125
5 B H Anguilliformes 4 587 3597 3 566 498 453
6  #Z H Cypriniformes 29 679 25 054 24 330 2 281 2 158
7 g H Characiformes 16 923 13 080 12 928 1 205 1 045
8  #JE H Siluriformes 17 139 14 602 14 335 1737 1 588
9  #7fH Gymnotiformes 1 400 1048 1011 141 113
10 &4t H Batrachoidiformes 210 167 167 34 30
11 487t H Atheriniformes 2121 1 557 1 506 207 190
12 #4% H Beloniformes 1940 1599 1 590 133 119
13 #§J¥ H Cyprinodontiformes 4222 3550 3 088 483 372
14 488 H Synbranchiformes 936 778 759 74 73
15  #9 H Perciformes 34 337 28 129 27 514 1928 1 829
16 9 H Pleuronectiformes 5 590 4753 4 548 474 446
17 fifif¥ H Tetraodontiformes 4 740 4216 4189 353 343
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2.2 DNA £REBEFZEFHLENEE

ZENH 2 PR 0 T b DX 5 UL % WL B £
X, JEmn IR e 2 IR E L, FEORH
AEPNAEZ R . SHIE Je v A SR 4El], L&
1 S YN S 3 a) AL RN P B R & o IR R Rl
C R B ZE SRR At 700 B, i BiF 224
i 2 [ 7] AE N TFRAE A T il T aess, 7oA
V2 N TR AR, SRR, 22
K %2 )8 T 5% H 2Z 6% (Cichlidae), %4
BOLD LYk 160 Jgi 545 FfiZZ 4 r 5 118 55
FICAS . DNA Z5 T8 A5 X 45 1) K &R 40 TE 285 25 S ¢
KREFHE 1 28 08 2 A 2y, X — 2R 2R 2 1)
J&, WATRE SRR . Bt )8 (Neo-
lamprologus) T4 18 MR 40 FHEH 5L
i, SIEEFRIA T

ZE R ELA R SR 15 N BE ) 5 227 B R AR
9, RMEES MR LE, (Al TRZ AN
TSRS HAFIR B A B3 DIAR G, e LD i
b B AT ite 128 5, Kk DNA B 78
YRR Z R B T N A, Bl I )8
(Apistogramma ) W05 XN, =458
A 60 ZRh I AR idsR, HEmRE T 14 D)
T 79 S EEK S5 TE 0, fLAEHRIE (Aulonocara )
A 10 ZH8, HEASHAKEAER (Au-
lonocara stuartgranti) WFEEN B, mMH, @
it BOLD SYSTEMS k%, K REALAEH 5N
¥ ( Pseudotropheus elongatus ) . ¥ 5 46 ( May-
landia lombardoi) | ¥ AR T ( Labidochromis
chisumulae ) . 4x W5 £ F ( Melanochromis johan-
nii) . KIGZZI A ( Placidochromis milomo) | 7%
I KAl (Alticorpus geoffreyi ) . 4 15 W] 25 7
( Cynotilapia afra) . SN ( Diplotaxodon lim-
nothrissa) . REAKITEY (Astatotilapia calliptera) |
AR ( Petrotilapia nigra) . 3N ( Genyo-
chromis mento) . HhiAEAE Fz i fh (Pallidochromis
tokolosh) “5Z5/1> 14 J& 26 F ZZ 04 ity A0 L1 K T
98% . [alRERY, AEMET (Labidochromis caerule-
us) 5 3k ZUMi a1 ( Dimidiochromis compressi-
ceps) . Wi #HE] ( Taeniolethrinops praeorbitalis) .
He gl ¥ ( Nimbochromis venustus) . %] ( Fos-
sorochromis rostratus ) . Wi 7% W KA ( Protomelas
annectens) . WAFE T2 IR ( Trematocranus plac-

odon) . KEEZLTHEY (P. longimanus) . WL K
f§i ( Cheilochromis euchilus) . ¥ K] ( Cyrtocara
moorii) UL e 38 K #i )5 ( Protomelas taeniolatus)
S 11 g/ 12 B Z& 8 1) COT 3 A [m] 5 4 K T
99.54% ., WAK, NWH COT 3 PRI DL AT 250 % 1) iX
LB ZE AR
2.3 DNA &5l &

PRl SRR R A, PRIHMRRAYE AL . (B
PR W F e i WA R . 2458k
BRRLCHAL B (Prerophyllum altum) | KAl
(P. scalare) FIERAAlIM (P. leopordi) %5 3
v, AH GBSO AR AN Y 18 S5
FICRS, [ JC AR A DNA X8, i 1t
COI BRI AT LAARIX ] 3k 3 Fhifilifa, (HBLTE
WLF T S Bl AR R R N T 4% 38
i, i LHEMA TSR, 28%F 7L
i FR AR f1, X SE R £ Y COT 6 PR 33 4% R
BEYHNT 1%, HIHELIAE S DNA R a5 17
LSl
2.4 DNA £RBESEEHLE

R G X (| [R NS RER SR LTI A NS AT S P!
WETEREE, BHILH, mWHaFt (Cichlidae),
i t)E  (Symphysodon) , B LR AT R
¥/ ( Symphysodon discus ) . Bk FL W £ (S
aequifasciatus) FEEL ¥ (S. haraldi) %53 B,
W COLFRH AT LAIX 43 3 Fi-L#MMIl A, [HAEE
B 5 BRI A B AR EE RN, AR
INHARL R W ATE S . IAEULS fa i g
FARBATEFWMM, FEAELE. 42L&
. LR, EEREEZ DM AR, REGME
COT PR 3 3 i BE AR, 8L B /N T 1% ,
HEA IR BN YRR
2.5 DNA &£ 5 mESREF1TE X

1M %ERE (Blood parrot cichlid) FI4E % PUARA
JEFARBEAL YRR, TR R B RS G Y —LErh
R ZERE o N T3 A5 8 0 el i 5548
W%, k. 2, SMUS NEE, BN
P m Ein. BT HEEANZREME, mESRs
AE 2 IR I AR K ) PR A o Pk o

Sim ¥R AR JE ( Cichlasoma) B
il 14 AR 111 SR B, KA 43 il
PORE S 5417 k10 ( Paraneetroplus synspilus) @ X
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WRf5 045 . DNA IR HORTE 32 2005t 4yl 4 5 vb 9 1 3 B 11

¥ 2 B TR £ ( Amphilophus citrinellus) &, H
COLJpa 2 ar i, ARk 1 (Vieja maculi-
cauda) . BH 8 ( Paraneetroplus maculicauda ) .
4 L 2 ( Viea melanura ) DL N 21 3k Wi K
(Vieja synspila) (¥ [E]JEPER T 99% . K,
PLEAT DNA Z5IERSHY 451

FEZ DU RA G AR LU I B RS BfnA2 2%, PRk
WA BELZHATENE, HEA S T3y
IR UL, oA HE R SRS 0 8dE . BRIk, T
B0 JE RSB A X AL 2 I A 7532
2.6 DNA £ F5RER

HREE ( Cyprinus carpio) 2 XUBE T 5UAY =5 2
WE S, RHEHELRNEE, B4 2R
SUMIS45 . FRi h BF A- i f0 s AR ok . 2 B0A
T, CAEF N 13 REIL 120 240
YL BATE KRB COLFES EdE, H
XL P YRR RS EE 25 /N T 1%, 1 H 5 7R
FEt (C. rubrofuscus) . Fl S O ( Opsariich-
thys pachycephalus) . 8 ( Procypris mera) . Wi
% (Labeo calbasu) UL Jo— B ez il 1Y 1w A%
FEEY/NT 2%, WAK, XEERIKTCEMKYE DNA
I AT )
2.7 DNA £RBEFEE

4=t ( Carassius auratus) 2 - 1 WL 5
%, WRPhERAWWE G, &0 TR, 5
Laror, R4, SIS, W REEA
REEZ, £k LEME H, 88 (Cyprini-
dae), )& (Carassius), LA KBIEIIEE, &
FORWIIEAL o 4 T AR AR 1 NS0 R 3h W) i
PR BRI AT RICR . MR 4 £ 1Y) T SR SRR AT LA
Wt i, Sofn . Bigs . sk, gk, 2
PR Jefh . BRE . PERG RSk KRR A
RAFRY, BRMRELZ, BEERELR, A
JIT A i 5 1 4 f COT ik PR i) 382 4% B 25 35 /N F
1%, MHS5HE (C. gibelio) . =[Gl (C.
langsdorfii) 254 B 9 A ALLPE K T 98.92%
e, AELLE AT COT HEN SR AT 451
2.8 DNA £RRBEFNITE

IT R EAT /N R RGBT
PHARAERR, HARR N, R, PR
T, B WORRELE BN, A e 2 A LB
TE5326 b FEASE R EE B ALY 5 ) — et 2

K47t )E T e H , JREERL (Characidae)
C ity 517 DTG 7 847 ZRALH e, Hoh
RIS ( Hyphessobrycon) B4t 58 MHFh i)
1292 S5 58D LR g ( Hemigram-
mus) T4 28 ARG 328 SRR SRR .
& HW TG (Puntius) . JEJE (Rasbora) |
8 (Danio) FIE (Barbus) 7354 & T
60, 43, 24, 22 YRy 578, 371, 200, 444
AR KL,

Wk BOLD £ & A& B, K& 40 AT fa 8 o
DNA JEIEA% AT DL AT A 2000 o (B A — S fh
ZHy COL JF A I B AL, 2178 ( Hyphessobry-
con eques) FIBLIHE (H. megalopterus) ) DNA
FIE 5 e MR /N filk g B8] ( Hyphessobrycon
micropterus) 5 H. santae #[6); H 4T (Para-
cheirodon axelrodi) S413E%] (P. innesi) 584
FIE; WIS AT 4 ( Phenacogrammus interruptus )
4 TERWIRIT (P awantiacus) | ZR8UK4L
Bl (P. taeniatus) FNELEh/NEEE#E ( Micral-
estes cf. pabrensis) BYRIIRETE 99.39% L) |
I, XET 0 JE R i DNA S5TERGHEE T IX 5
2.9 DNA&EBEELEFEE

Je SR I T AR R I A — B s (LB A
HARRIGER I 4, KT AR o HE SR 5 L Ol
INEREOAI 6% Fr, WERAATEG , sl i AT L
e, RN A, kR TE 6, &
TRl (Osteoglossidae) , T4 7 R A 138
FRAEKZRICAD, 4G UL e fa (Scler-
opages formosus) . ¥ (S. jardinii) FIER
( Osteoglossum bicirrhosum) 2G4 Fplpfa, XLy
) COT FEBAE IR KT 2% , PRI AT L i
DNA ZIERS A7 80X 5o AHE Y e f 40 45 5
T e Mg e IR R BRI &R, Hpr
Je it R SR A3 R BMRET e . LT R AR 21K 3 A4~
R N A TS ST ) W EA N =25, 7 U = By )
AR, 8 I X e AN [E] Y &R Y e £ R COT
Cyt B JE[KJFH1, AT 15K 4 i 35 (1] 119 35t % I S 4%
INF 1% (F53CHAs ), B, xMERLE T DNA &
TR BT AT RS0 o
2.10 DNA £Hf3k57lEs

LA YRR AL, A EIEE TSR
EL, RN, IRaBtm 2R, [Eikirsh, it
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TN T RS, SAJLANMR, WK
e i o B 2 —, fLEfM
J& T s H, E8 R (Poecillidae ) , £ i J&
(Poecilia) o AR E BR L FEH I HLE , KRBT 53
NEE., BFE5. AL, A ks, SR, A
T RREAIEILRE ., BRAMERE S, BEE
SRR, HARZ LA MY COI ¥ 51 22 R AR/,
W7 £ 8 (Poecilia formosa) 5 8% P4 5} WM, #ff
(P. mexicana) . RF I8 (P. latipinna) . 75
AR (P gillii) . B/RBLEAES: (P, salvato-
ris) . WEIEEE (P orri) . BBAE8E (P. sphe-
nops) . FFELEEIESE (P. teresae) HYAHBIELY K
T 98% , HoAth— 2 A T B H 1y fL 48 £0 50 R i) 35t
TREEES /N, BRI, DNA A% 7E 488 fL 48
WA TR Z R R
2.11 DNA &HBEIEE

T SOPRBE LA, KR A K T f AR
KK AL AR BRI R, KBS R T
KIVRFIRIME LR LATE st i R v e 68 s 1ok I8
TRARAIE S 7 2R ES) , AnFTE K b O — S
AN B, 132D F A A H S % . BT
FTHIVLETRL (Potamotrygonidae) E 4R & 12 T4
FhEY 106 45K 25 T2 i, X 26 fil fa n] LA o
DNA GRS #EAT A 20X 43 B T BFAERISE,
it N T2 s8tq B RLAE Aok 2, (52
BRAC, SBEAL, G aifl, S0, B R AL,
A EML, W EMCAE . HATE A XS N T EF 1
firta, AR BLPI S SR o
2.12 DNA £HBEFRE

B0 M L 55 K W iR P 2 /NI, T B
KA sh /N E R, PIMRRR B, B
B TSI H, KEHESFL (Callichthyidae ) 2
J& (Corydoras) . J& )8 (Aspidoras) 1575
58 (Brochis), Z 4 T id sk 150 & Fp, 78
BOLD SYSTEMS, J&HERRLE Wk 115 S
1 108 Z 5L H 5B, Horp i )E ( Corydoras)
ELASE 90 RN 819 AL A& TE ., HAET K
ZHG ok B B A BRI EE, N T SFHR
o I, DNA 508 A9 A] DLSE 51 K 43 B f
KR eE L, Rk ( Corydoras aeneus) |
PRV (C. agassizii) . Wi 2 %) (C. ambia-
cus) . FIEEMY (C. brevirostris) . FREFEHT B (C.

condiscipulus) . B4k Rt (C. davidsandsi) .
a3k (C duplicareus) . 241§ (C. ele-
gans) ., REBEB L (C. haraldschulizi) | 7
AR (C. julii) . MEedy (C. laws) . B
R (C. melanistius) . W% . (C. nattereri) .
WitE Lo fi (C. orphnopterus) . FHESI R (C.
pulcher) . T B3F K (C. rabawi) . K16 M
(C. reticulatus) . KJE (C. robineae) ., K W)
I F R (C. seussi) . —[A]FL (C. virgini-
ae) 5522 PhICEE AL R R T 3% , ¥yal LA
AR Sr. BT IEARZ RO BA B AR
Bt PIHIZ RO S 5 HA B i RO A T it
— 5

3 it

H 1 K 22 O 5 32 ZAR IS I &5 24 647 4)
X, TN G ., S SRIERE S %
HARKAERSE, PRI FERLIX . AN E KA
TR —F R RE R MBS LB KER,
Bl 24 AN TR A, LS 26 £ 288 (1) B PR 31
IR KRS RI A, Hrp A — e n] L
TEH R T T2 BB R, kXt
028 1 R A ST B ) A, Mohd — Shamsudin
ST R e g Rk A5 4k 5 COl B Cyt B
FERI AR AT AR, JOREARIR X > S A Ok
B Tt Rl . Mu S5 2 B A R ) S
T g 12S rRNA | 16S tRNA F1 COX3 K T 41|
BT BENEAL Ak, B s e i RN,
XL FFRICATE T A A Z B B %51, Decru
AN 206 Al 1 B AU FR Y COL T
FIVEAT RS, R BA 26. 1% (4l a] 8 44 1 2
INT T, RUMR YR IE 25 2 43 28 W] RE A7 1 5 iR
Dirk Steinke %' % T 391 Rl W 8¢ fo, i
98% [1Fh & AT LI HE COL J7 1 k47 A 3 X 47 o
B S 4E 14 (Amphiprion akallopisos) %5 3 F
IINH A, 2 W ( Chaetodon multicinctus )
52 Rt £ LU N e = BRI f (Zebrasoma fla-
vescens) S 2 Fh g B AR FH) & EAHML, 5t
fERER/NT 0.3% o Rk, HAR H AL S o
KiRZ, HFREAF 2 an. R =4 1
%o W T DNA FIEMSH AR F2ZARE COl KK 7
G, PR A 24— 0 LB £ 3 DL DNA 2808
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WRf5 045 . DNA IR HORTE 32 2005t 4yl 4 5 vb 9 1 3 B 13

ATHER S o BEXT XL YRl , TS
HEAE B HE /RS DNA Z50E 05, 5 s HAth
[R5 1 0% 5 50 Overdyk 21 3y T S
PCR J7¥k, W] LURE S R0 82 1t ( Corego-
nus clupeaformis) BYZNA, IFATAERIZ N H .

BEE N fT . A, RRRASIBTE SK RN
VISR BORMRREEHED, B TR AT
R AL o BRI Rh o SEPR bk TR ALY
AR AR, HAET4 R ZHONF Ak A AT
Ho BARXEMFAEFIR ., TEAL, HIK
TP EEL 2 A R, H T IR AR
A BURAE BB AL e, RILAEIE A P91 % 74k
R/, SERATEE . HHFIERE AR ZR Y
[i1] COT i [A] 38 4% BE 85 R T 2% A REMEH & F
WIRKZEN T EF B F A R Z R 516 57
AARXER 22K, BRI H E 5L R 2B S A g
T T S A ) 25

2yt + ZA4E W & B, BOLD SYSTEMS 242
WOk 1 IRER A SRR R 2B, (H i T oe e
DNA ZIEA5 75 Z AR AL s BEAY A1 25 (5 8., T K
SPEPAEILEL R AR . R SEUNEAUR FS b
X, ARZUE @G DNA LB 5E, R
S TSI R Ak, BRSEERET, HA
EBHR . RFER . T HEY R R
KGR N E AR BT 455, A e
[ | A TR 2045 D7 T A ket Sy bt Al 9 52
PEST S DRI, DR R R I % 1 G R A
SPRITIEMSE G, AREXT T PP TLR B %
E

SE Lk
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Abstract: In recent years, the international trade in ornamental fishes has grown rapidly. The traditional i-
dentification methods based mainly on fish morphology, color and pattern characteristics was difficult to identi-
fy fish species because these characteristics were easily affected by age, environment, culture conditions and
other factors in many fishes, especially the eggs and larvae that had the similar morphological characteristics
and the large number of species involved. DNA barcoding, the analysis of sequence diversity in a standard-
ized gene region, has gained considerable validation as a tool for species identification and discovery. In this
report, the DNA barcoding and gene sequence of koi, goldfish, cichlids, angelfish, discus, blood parrot
cichlid, flower horn, dragon fish, bellyfish, ratfish, stingray fish and other ornamental fishes had been re-
trieved in GenBank and BOLD SYSTEMS database. The interspecific genetic distance had been calculated by
using MEGA software and the similar sequences had been searched in BOLD SYSTEMS to study the applica-
tion of DNA barcode to identify the main ornamental fish species. The results showed that this technology
could effectively identify the most ornamental fish species, but it was difficult to obtain accurate identification
on a wide variety of cichlid and guppies which had closer genetic relationship. The golden arowana, red
arowana which belong to the subspecies of Asian arowana, and the artificial breeding fishes such as different
strains of koi, goldfish, fairy fish, discus, blood parrot and flower horn also could not be identified through
the COI barcoding. It is necessarily to study other molecular methods.
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