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Y1 aDNA J& Ty 2R 5% DNA A BE , 3R AT 40 H7 vy hl
AR B BB R Ak N AR R Iz
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A HAE ), FLAEE F 2 0 B K AR RN b AR )
Fhesgm , i AEAE YRR A B, FHOCHE ST RS,
DUAR Y v B AE 4 aDNA 5 TR A8y B4R ok iy
DNA Jf A58 4 —30, SHY) KA A 25 ML K
PPl BARSCR UL 1, KEEF5E R W1, aDNA £
A BN GE 58 A TR IR A A DL S AR 4 Bl
5 A KEE N ES T KA R Fh2
AIEAREE 350 M aDNA B FPEE AR T 5k F Shotgun
metabarcoding 7 % B =y K A BE , AT X6 B 2 1 Fh S
AT .
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Fig.1 ~Venn diagrams showing the proportion of plant taxa

DNA-pollen

Metabarcoding

Shotgun
metabarcoding

commonly detected by different proxies
(modified from Parducci et al."")
(metabarcoding and shotgun metabarcoding of sediment plant
aDNA (blue), vegetation survey (light yellow),

pollen (red) and macrofossils (green)
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J52 I 3 23— 7 Y1 ] PN o 305 32 o8 AR o i 53 , A1 TR B
B KA DNA 19 & 1F 22—, Willerslev et al.”
UESE T VGRS T HR BRI ) DN A NG LR A 150 i g
o RS IR BAEAE TR L Y aDNA 4EAL
Al 3k 450~800 ka, BRULZAM, TRMX, (YD, 0
JE TR aDNA f—4 2R TES, aDNA fIRAFFR R T
A P A BR ) T P A B R I TE VS M X ST AR
K 2fF AT 5 B L X L5201 aDNA (4R B
I3HT o Ko et al “HFFT LS 2.2 J7 41 26 AT HE IR
R BEAG SR RS R AL, BB T AR 1 & 5 BRAF
TCREA B A58 70 B HLIEAT , HoBk SR AR S 4y B st |) m]
B IE P i (22.7~14.4 TTAERT) o BT UL,
HEIFAE S aDNA 2 FARAF B R K i e —A
TR BT, B R K A SR S DNA 43 [ i 2
figpad el

AU E 54 B el YF, E A BREE 195 41
JiL T BEAR PR S W IR, T AT DNA 2557 BRI B ik
PSR R ER T IR IS DNA 43 T4 3Fh 2
] 1) B 200 PRI TR A R e A ik e R 58 AR
TS i A P J2 B 2 DNA B fie £ i 5 B ML 5
) 5B AAYWWE T Y ALK TR
oy ORI I 25 6 SEBLORAE , S5 G iR — e B B [ FH
1T DNA TERZFR R FH b i IS R A, Bt 22 A1
—BBPKR D SE S TSR i X R 1A% Rl G B, DA
M T AR 3 IR 3) —SE BE A 7 B &2
Z AR BT T AHEAT [ SR %Ak, A B0 AN P A5
B,

M DNA 73 F 74 Bk i, i) aDNA 5 T 2 Bl
AR TR , G [ B AR — Al R, ek
2 ) 2 R G5 HEATAE Y aDNA 437 2060 A B LB Y
RiE . Allentoft et al PV WM E T B 8% DNA 431
() A7 76 I [0] , %8R 242 bp K JF (9 26 R 1k DNA
(mtDNA) HA—> 52142 ), FLAIRIR o7 AR IR
SRR . AARORAE SR R AT e R 250 B vT
DL A I 4, DNA 32 it 58 2 a] VR B g i A9
O HAr ok ok, PUAHL Y aDNA fiz %10 548 i
55 ka, T oGE AL AR A IK 450~800 ka™, fE 85
A aDNA 4 150 kal™, B & (U ARAF 10 S8 B 25 0T 78 TR
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TURP & A1V Z R R AE YRR DNA 45k
H 2H 23RN 56 B 20 M 1Y) 20 S DNA, DL A 40 B 2 DNA
Xt T2 A B aDNA AN [RS8 KA ] i s AT
REJTRANFIAY, e F B e T A SRk S iR
WU BR T U 0 25 etk . — e R
F, BA KB R RE T R P A48 Can 2A B 4
i %% BE (AR ) 3 A 21 20 W DL A i R A7 0 R Rk
AT REMAFI DNA, [FEF , B — e Pk ftae
AR IZHE, qnh— AR S A a] LIAR BAR 4 A {4
A7, IR WA T K Fh— (Tl 3545 ) ‘B 1 DNA B
B AR TR T 2R o B R ET X e — il
R TR Y A S SO R RHE B DR A R A R L 5%
14 B 7 T AR R 3R = N A 2SR P i A
ANFIRHE ALY S B ARAE B A 45 3 TR0 PREE 1 (B 15
A —EIEENJEER, SR, AR Y 2H 220 IR
4t Py R BN U v, O A R A ) 2o AR S
LT DNA G AR AE B A — 2, T e Al 2
A E 2= R . Pietramellara et al.“TARNEEHAEHE S
PRI LA DNA J3F AR RS, X 266 1 0k A 55
KA R, — B 5 M5 DNA 531U, 23040
HAZ LRI . LI A4S DNA 3+ 2
AT LA BE T AR AR IR AE — N FRh A SR AL it
R, AR K AT RERCA AT DNA 1 — Kok
U5 AH R FRAE FAR B OIS, DU A
) DNA EZE LIS DNA I8 2077 7R, i 2 LAY
Ay AR A R R S AR A P AT A, H
HIHANTE 2
1.4 RF1EY) aDNA B E B2 — LU AR
R A

WA A Bk e PR B AR 0 Y B 2245 B A, K
HEELUUR, = o e DR AE T DX S PR 45 i A8 B AH 5
SEFMR IR FHARSME T BRI A
AR« i IR bty R 1 AMIE 2 43 (Bl AR PR35 ) 5 1513A
TR R 28 Ak 2 A o B T 7 A B P9 AR D (K AR
W) o P, W R A TR RS Bl 25 1) ]
(1) 2 A aDNA AT DU AFFERS G b2 A L 25 14
T, f& aDNA 43+ B 4a I ORAF IR

M T AR DO 32 20 B LRSS, R AT
WO B0 SR R I B AR B AR AL . [RIAE IR AR

Bin] IR HOR A Y aDNA JEFTIRAT . B8, B i
D71, WIARDTREL & A ok BT H B RS R B 43 1
FIHLIT , B xR 5 B I AR R ) 4R,
WANE T AR SRR T AR A s A AR AR R, X
FE B B A AR T — 2855 AL W A A7
SNFA AL TR PR P A0 B T /N iR
P IRBE A T AR R, 3506 Tty AR e SR A
A s . IR, W R UTAR I i 2R A e — A~
JEATRERIGIEL T /K %5 B2 (p) SR ARG, HiAE 4 °C
R TF e & T4 CRKAIY SR BT,
4 CLEATHRIEAK AT R U0 i S LA S &
Sl g, 1R R B 1 K % R 25 SRR B i R
TR A AR E PRI S5 F . WAz 40 A, HoK
TR AR P T 3 A Mo I MU R B, S e
R AR RIK A — B IRS . TR,
T2 K IEIR AR s FEA T, oK S — HIEIR 2
4 CJa FULEBEEAHIKAIR G 4 C, R E R A
AR WK AR 2R BN K R . BT LA B sl NG
WAL TR S i & 2h 3 X, UL B R R S A
¥ (R 7K i i T 5 26 W Rl B 25, A R T S A
TR RA R B2 T T ALY aDNA [ARAE2E . B TIHIAH
DU IRER B e, 250 T O TUTRUA T A )
KACAT TR UKL 55, FE W aDNA FEACE N A7 7E 10 B
EREAT RS AT DL\ R T B A AU SR A
TR IE . AR, FOTRUE FH DL AR
Bl ATBSRR AR S TAE Th 75 B A AT REM AN E1
N"DNA S5

2 VLY aDNA (% SCHR T 22 5T

2.1 ET Web of Science IEERE AL ITZE S

F Fl Web of Science #% 0> & 4 i 17 3¢ 4 i)
“Sediment plant ancient DNA” OR “sediment plant
aDNA"KLE , HHRRAFRRE 2 1987—2019 4F, Xdfi [ B
BRI 2019 4F 10 H 21 H, SCERE ARG R 3 T
75 ZMFFE RIE S (Article) , 10 752314 (Review) bz 22
25251038 3 (Proceedings Paper) . H:FP7E 8 4~ Web of
Science 25| 5 #48 K EL T, 40 5 A M BR Bl 22 25
(Geoscience multidisciplinary ) (24 5,31.7%) Bk
#H (Geography physical) (20 4 , 26.% ) | 4 & 2
(ecology) (19 J , 24.7%) A=Wk 27 5 57 F LW
(Biochemistry molecular biology) (12 . 15.6%) 25
BBl (Multidisciplinary sciences ) (1254, 15.6%)
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== (Evolutionary sciences) (11 55 ,14.3%) . #ER}
2% (Environmental sciences) (10 f# , 13.0%) M 4= 42
(Biology) (7 5% ,9.1%) o & 3C FZR I F) UL 1.
B B B SR FI TR, DU Y aDNA W58
P S e 2 A IR 7 NE SN S I
M AR, ARt St AR A T AR )
A, Horbr s | e SR> 0, 36 1455 ) 46
1 F7E 2003—2015 4, Molecular Ecology(4) , Science
2), Quaterary Science Reviews (2) h EERIFE L
(3R2), NEEW BRI ERVT S BRI I K51
2.2 UARIEY) aDNA 9% & B R F

aDNA PYBIETEXNS T A Mgt 2 (ke 5
NS R AR Tz, AR &
AR aDNA TETE R — 8T AY L 7t P45 1
EBIFTE ) AR

DUBUEY) aDNA IS8R THIYIF4) DNA - 18
244 Parducei et al. |75 S M Fi R SR B TF UK
(Holtjarnen postglacial lake) LR 2 HL R T 4%
LA IR B 2 AZ (AR B R DNA X S8 46 4 A7 i
1074 Dy 52, B B AR 44 DNAFE 10 J7 4R A AT
IS BIAREFIRAF o SZ R &, Parducci 7EBT L) 4)
ZE R aDNA AR K BT PR-AF T 10.3 ka BUAS HURF
A = K2 B DNA, 22 ka F1 177 ka WIHA B Je 2 A2 @ 1)
W2 DNA |, H S TE BB B ] 7 S0 B ) 24 4 IE 2
By BB R — UK RIS, X — S5 e PR AR 1 24 i
KT ALEAE MY B 5 A AR N 1 T I 4G
Wo B AR R R B 0 2 0 b e o P> 4 T
WIARE S A RAE , R PR 5 aDNA S EFHR FAA7E
—EES G T 46 MRHE Y aDNA A
PUINE T 140RHE , — B E 50 T 5240 FHE . X

FrbrtEpt iz U aDNA £ A2 — D EHZL A4
3o Parducci YEMILE A FHWATIKE , 1k 54518
[FI A 2 T 5 %€ « Birks et al."MA K , Parducci et al.”™
TR A RS SEAN B = A2 8 UK A A7
)R, 16 577 10 b A T RS HERR Y TE 1 15 4% (AN IBURE
i, LI IR A S ) | BRI Z AN AT 2 S B A S b ik
Z UK R B PSR 2 AR AE AL, T Hasie 5 H
HIHEY) A A BRR AR

B BTE IR W] LU DAL G )5 125 IS BE A DR 1Y)
)&, Epp et al"FEAR B 2 ALFRWIA DT Y ok H]
aDNA T BUR B T Uk W 4 A W, s v =2
(Empetrum nigrum) 55 , AR 3T aDNA 528 A9 FE B
51U — 0, AT e R R A BT AR AL AR
Zimmermann et al 2 7EVG{HF] I 465 Buor Khayaiié
B UMW b i@ S Hrii B aDNA %58 1 T 15448}
JERREY, R gET T 83 4 RHE , A LR A T
DX IOR I 2 5 e TR A RO T
aDNA FRIH w43 HE m WA RS I = B i e o, 4
A aDNA (RS S 21 R0 1 AP L A )
M5 S o TEDIRVA P B = MY AL A BT, R
FHULER aDNA FFLKY 255 I HR , BAT BRI
Zale et al.""7E T HER) 9 4E . (Scandinavia ) 85 2€ /R
(Weichselian ) J& I 0K i B 30 0 oK T RE7CH R T
P EYI AT .aDNA A S REBRE BT RS T R0
UK EABERGE I HEAR (W& HEA B FEL RS AR
DL K V& W i A5 AR W) 39 1 AR TR UK E 48 .
Bremond et al. "3 BT E I PE 5B D1 7 45 1) (Lake
Sele ) IIAHUTR DNA , g — 28Uk T #iH HIX Ty NDA
FAERATREIT R BL T 228 21 J& A, i 45 R 518
By e R EH B VAR /N, 20 JER A AR ) 45 7 R 500 o

£1 i plant aDNA ik FE5REET
Table 1 Major journals publishing articles on sediment plant aDNA

I SR/ A%
Molecular Ecology 8 10.4
Quaternary Science Reviews 6 7.8
Holocene 4 52
Plos One 4 52
Quaternary International 4 52
Science 4 52
Science of Total Environment 3 3.9
Applied and Environmental Microbiology 2 2.6
Boreas 2 2.6
Ecology 2 2.6
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WFFEIR S B T AR YR I, A] UL, MR BR 1 0]
AR AT R 1 b 0 A b AT B T TR Al B
Y& [y s J7 T B9 WE 5T . Heinecke et al. ™38 3o 30 FH
aDNA £ AR E5 5 A TC R e M [l 3 (6°C, 6°N) WF
% T MAK R i J A 76 B2 i (Lake Karakul )29 ka LA
KT A A i AR A B WS T KA AR 3 S
Y ZREYER S ZR . Alsos et al ™38 55 43 H1 HT FC
IR ELRRRE R WA TUARY) K aDNA BOR 549 KAk
AT UETEXT L, aDNA J7 ¥ BN E Hh T 3 2 AR Y)
R 6 Fh AR SRAR Y 2 Fh 2R R 12 Fh B AR H
By B ARSI B ) RS B 2 TR A R
RAAT R IF 3BT, A8 1 00 [ R T U5 AR A AN R,
HWEFE R M REAE T A B —E R
T RIS 2 CZ NGO AN S
RS . Clarke et ol "™ R38 T FL 2% RS
(Varanger Peninsula) 1 &8 (B AR L FB ) T4 k3 &
DUBLaDNA HEA A L2 Ufe, R 4eit T 101 4R48
YN 1T A B EERE YRR , H 86% IBHEMIRAFAE
T IAEAE B, e W BAHE AR — VR I 7 S
SrPFN RLAE 10 700 4EBEC A7 7E T aDNA 45 47
s T KA AP K P EE (Limosella aquatica ) F1FL
A% (Rhododendron tomentosum ) [ R EEAAALE , 6 IH#E A
A T L SBTR e B ) A AT B L BRAE R B L 3K K
SEALGEAUB P E SN B RS B o mT UL, & 20 Bk
FHAZ I BAE D DR AT A AT 5 53 T 10 s Tl Ak
O AR R AR R OGN . AR AR Bk
JrEsE Ak, HAGINDRS BE 7 — D3 i, R B Arhn =
&, VU aDNA T-BOB AU I B8 /< A8 15 0 R A
B e A R G B AR A3 18 3 U5 B IR AR R
Wik , SEIN4 TR 2R s A b AR ) v i A

3 ETFULHAY) aDNA 23 B3 R K
SRR

AR R DIORAR i A% 58 19 1k A7 % WL
D715 AUIE S AW KA AT BB A R B R ARO0
% DNA M JCRE e — Pk A AUk e 05 0%
AT (I Oy 4 1T K i o R A 22 26 A . HTS
& B T AL g8 A% W ¥ £ AR (Sanger sequencing
techniques ) #i MM ([512) o aDNA 35854k 9 il
J¥ % AT LLAE HIS - 5 (the Tlumina HiSeq 5% Complete
Genomics platforms) FIfATIF o 50 -4 370 HTS
J7 R AT UL Y aDNA B9 53 #T : Metabarcoding,

¥ %388

Ti Method implemented for Available
me species identification techniques

DNA-based species identification 6

(RFLP/Southern blots) A

y l

DNA-based species identification

1990 (PCR-Sanger sequencing) o

-]

v z

3D

DNA barcoding E

2000 (PCR-Sanger sequencing) §

o

v 3

o

aDNA metabarcoding 8

2010 (PCR-NGS) £

o

v S

=

aDNA shotgun metabarcoding z

(Shotgun-NGS)

B2 aDNA 97 & 5 £ R 1 %
(42 Taberlet et al.™ , H &%)
Fig.2  Approaches to identification of species using plant

aDNA (modified from Taberlet et al.*)
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Fig.3 Tobacco trnLL(UAA) and primers action fragment

(modified from Pierre et al.® The P6 loop amplified with primer g and h is indicated in green)

F3 Y HEMEME anL(UAA) REFE A5 933 F 5
Table 3 Sequences of the two universal primer

pairs amplifying the trnL(UAA) intron

AR 'S J¥5(5°-3)
¢ A49235 CGAAATCGGTAGACGCTACG
d B49863 GGGGATAGAGGGACTTGAAC
g A49425 GGGCAATCCTGAGCCAA
h B49466 CCATTGAGTCTCTGCACCTATC

BN B AR SF R RN 3) . T TAIX
WA G051 FEA PN, il g hfle,d(FR3),
Hrpg h FEHTY B2 tnL(UAA)P6 IR X
323 ®RERFI &

LI Alsos et al " K] .

(1) DNA $&BCFn"

AR RS B DU AR & T UK AE i Ok
24~48 h, Z JG FREL 4~10 ¢ JHF DNA 4210, R A
PowerMax Soil DNA Isolation kit (MO BIO Laboratories,
Carlsbad, CA, USA) 50 & , A 12X 77 & i) i B 56 1
HEFT DNA AOHRERL

I g R 4K tnL(UAA) N &+
P6 IR XA T PCRY 4 . 1AL 5K 8 bp 1Y 5 i fil]
BT Y], GAER A A IR T e,

PCR Y 2R HI 50 pLAAFR : DNAFEASS pL, 15 mM
Tris- HCI, 50 mM KCI, 2.5 Mm MgCl2, 0.2 mM each
Dntp, 0.2 wM each primer F1 8 pg M.iE H . A
PCR F it (DNA B i FLXE B ZH ) 19 8 T PCR AR I .
PCR ¥ : 94 CHUAL M 10 min; 94 CAE 4 30 s, 50 °C
iRk 30 s, 72°CHEMH 1 min, 3545 MG ; £ )5 72 “CHE
FEAR 7 min, JVZEHE ¥ PCR YR A TE—iE,
{8 ] MinElute Purification kit (Qiagen GmbH, Hilden,
Germany ) i 71| & %t 7= 4 #4744k . {8 ] Hlumina
2500 HiSeq M J¥ *F- &5 TruSeq SBS Kit v3(FASTERIS

SA, Swizerland) X% =454 50 20

(2) DNA @51 347 5 i

I 25 548 F OBITools 8 )3 52 MU iR i 1,
Z R X A 5 252 P (4 5 3T T AR 4
R N B EEAE ) 43 26O 3L T DNA 791 18
ecotag *5)?5&—5){%?5” Uﬂ%%ﬁﬂ%ﬂ ﬁ’%$ﬁ“m s
B J5 X LU RN AZ 2 e 57 K48l 4 (EMBL) o 1k %)
100% VT Bt /9 Fp 1) & B Of B o fie ) 38 i BLAST
(Basic Local Alignment Search Tool ) Chttp: //www.ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov/blast/ ) A5 I ¥ 51 VC B A9 ¥ 7R 12

4 g5 REH

AR R R A AR ) R R R B DU 4 AR
A F AR AL T — A W AR 3%, e —
FTTHEPBRE . BR T 05 G e ) 8 i, 76 K
TIYIRp K o NR—IABEA EAE AW 2 i o
J DNA #5105 S 58 AT SR FH o SR, BT AR 1
o7 FH AR 5 36 , S iyl e = 2 K R D T 52 i
TRZMHER T RBEARAG I, i PCRY 3 &
D B B3 SR R i 5 FLUR AR IR P A A I 0
Ji J& DNA SRR S B A 10 45, RIASERR B 2 75 78 2 X %
fift , AR B AE 45 2 MR 2% A 0 22 5% $R G B
BRIk . BRI, ORI S AR 1 I,
EI I A 5 NS Ih - d el a e O B o = B ML AT
ISR KA AE 2 50 55 A I 5 20y Al T A Y
R REERF B 1= A 5

OB aDNA B 28R i A9 516 50 h AR 2
SEOTAIGS AR T H . M T HAR Y 2 B S
AL A XN T A Mk R, FLAE R e A it
2R R S G, DNA 231 1] B AR A i At
WA PR IE GG b S . 4R, — LY
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B A SRR AT S AEAR R B T S B R
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SEPESZR , IR AR PREE rh A A pL ] 5 A S
3P R 4 aDNA SRS, #E— D I
HAb A AR IR AR E S SR R R, anfe
AN TR RE B 288 YA 5 DX 3 s A A A [) J2 O 3
DNA 4 B by S A ) 5% AR S8 7 > 39 Tk J LA 7 325 6F
PR B SRR S Z [ &AL & R

T aDNA BRI TS 1) FAR R R
VOUET T, 8 ot A S BRI TR 5 2) SR ik
THEPEAE SR EERE , PCR K R 1L W Fh 208 1Y
78 MO AR PR R e AF BV HiTid el —&
b v 3 T U0 AL AR 9 aDNA 118 52 56 %8 B AVE HLYE
metabarcode {RHEHF 5T H 091 2 Jofb e 5, 5 HILEL
I, et PCRAK R B0 UE S5 | X £l 122
150845 T B A KT MIIIGE . 3) MY aDNA i
FTTEFSE : D3 RAFFE XS RE , W e AR Y3 R
T iy HE A2 T 1R S8 S AT A EE A i W R SR R
k2P e gy by B I L H TS K% 0 vk
1y E M E 2, FREE AR A e o 2) iy
FEABER IR Sty A ) A 5 DRI P 43 B A a8 % A
FRAE, AT — S0 DU 20 k1| A G5t AR ) 1 5t A% 1 2R
T ARG .
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Application of Sedimentary Plant Ancient DNA (aDNA) Technology
in Paleovegetation Reconstruction
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Abstract: Recent advances in sequencing technologies now permit the analysis of plant DNA from fossil samples and
enable the reconstruction of paleovegetation at the molecular level. Some studies have suggested that sediment aDNA
from sediments is a powerful tool for the reconstruction of paleovegetation. In this study, the basic theory, cientomet-
ric statistics, and the development and application of experimental procedures concerning sediment plant aDNA tech-
nology are introduced.It shows that this technology is applicable to the study of paleovegetation by inproving taxonom-
ic resolution and enabling more precise estimations of abundance. Although key questions and challenges remain, the
technique will become an important aid in paleovegetation reconstruction in the future.
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