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Abstract: About 390 million plant specimens are permanently stored in natural history museums around the world, and
these specimens provide important support for scientific research. Increasingly, the application digital plant specimens

have become widespread in scientific research, especially with the rapid development of the specimen digitization in the
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last two decades. The digitized plant specimens not only provide convenience for the traditional use of specimens, but
also open a new window for other research fields. However, few studies in Chinese literature have reviewed the
application of digitized plant specimens in scientific research, and the associated future challenges. In this review, we
summarized the current state of specimen digitization across the globe, and provided a brief overview of its application in
biogeography, invasion biology, climate change, conservation biology, and other fields. Here, we mainly focused on the
following five aspects: (1) Species distribution patterns and determinants of biodiversity in biogeography; (2) the
compilation of invasive plant checklist, reconstruction of the invasion history, and prediction of future invasion risk; (3)
Range shift mechanisms of plants under climate change scenarios; (4) Biodiversity inventories and protected areas
designing; (5) Other fields ( Such as agriculture and ethnopharmacology ). Finally, we discuss the challenges that
digitized plant specimens are facing, and suggest potential solutions such as the adoption of new theories, methods and
tools for the integration and analysis of digitized plant specimens with other big data in biological sciences. The present
study may offer new insights into botany and other relevant disciplines.
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8T B H 0y #EAT W) bn A SR B2 19 ) 52 AT 5B
W% 1523 4F (Lane, 1996), il JLAStH 42 i FY
R, HETTE SR 3 368 M S5HEWIRAFHICH A SR
I s i B R AF A 2 3.9 A FE W) bR A
(Thiers, 2021) , X %648 Y br A £ 268 A7 72 L
Bk, U DAL LR WO i) Ak E K A FE (B 1) .
it HE 24 1T 0 B A G561 (7 869 1) (i
(2401 J7) JelE (2 346 J7) fE1E (2245 77) .
(2 016 J7) MZ Hr (159 J5), HA (1233
J1) Fid (1202 J1) (Hi (1 187 J7) ALK A
(115977) (K& 1) ( Thiers, 2021), —E LIk, X
SERE bR A TE RS 05T vh R 5 G AR, AR
% % 09 Bl 2 2 E ( Funk et al., 2005; Gémez-
Bellver et al., 2020) 4322 % % ( Francisco-Ortega et
al., 2008; Jaca et al., 2018; Jukoniene et al.,
2018) A1 #H ¥ X &R 70 B ( Sosef et al., 2017;
Camara-Leret et al., 2020) , 3 53 T. B F1 3 J7 ik
AR, A 1) 5L BB 4 2% ( Twyford & Ness, 2017; Mosa
et al., 2019) Fl ¥& 9 4k 2% B 5% ( Oberlies et al.,
2019) , 3 ¢ & AN M & & 42 1A ) 9 I Ak
(Ristaino et al., 2001; Abd-Elsalam et al., 2010;
Bradshaw & Tobin, 2020) 14 Fh B AE (M & & &R
% (Lees et al., 2011 ; Meineke & Davies, 2019) , H:
FEHMEF] T RS 57 1 (Cook et al., 2014;
Monfils et al., 2017) . 4H, AKIHEN F 23K
ARAE B 2 7S IR AR W KK 28 BIKE SR I ( Lewis &
Maslin, 2015) , 505 F 15 A 28 AT 7% 4= BRAZ AL 75
SR AW Z R AR AL RO TR R P 7 2 AR

+ /4338 Y) ( Meineke et al., 2019a) .

T W) bn A AT LLJE 3 BB 52 R0 R bR A
(digitized specimens) P FiJE 20 FE Bl 22 0 5¢ R 45 LA
N, FETARAA B B BEST, L an 4% 58 0 A 9 41
Horp T BB BRAS R S b A B AR A B H T 15 8]
23 () BR ), AIF 50 28 He— ARt X DA A [ 56— 36
FETE A2 BR A R AS G 18 BT A7 DR 8K 5 1T e 30 40 8% P )
BRASH T, 0 3d 2o FE AR AR B ORE $2 s 1% 15 55X
T Ly 55, W) 23 6 bR AR 3 A T 48 52 Y 4t
Pio #5301 4 BR 8 KPR K 09 B0 A b A Eodls
- R s o A N D R R L A U S 7 9
Heberling %6 (2019) 43 7 T 1923—2017 4F [H]
13 7025 S HEP AR AR SC IR oA, K Rl —
AR B A 1 SCHUE B B 4B ) E Y 3, H —
B 5550 bR A 5 D) AH 5C BB 24T 5 A (A=
ZAEPER R BREAL SR ), T 52 B 02 AR 1 K Y
P, GARAA G % YA O 1% Gt 58 AR 1) 43 26
FIAEH DX ZR AT R AE ) o A 1) S 7 T 4350 3 1 B
BRI AR B Iz A B 22 B W 58 A T B0
BRAS Rl BRI, 3R AR R DA [ I s RUBE 1Y
AW 22 FEAE M Jm 0 2 25 45 AR G 7] B ( Heberling et
al., 2019) .

BEA THIEPLEOR By PR & R, 20 22 80 4R AR
T3 PR SERIARAS B A AT 3y A BR BTN R 1Y
WFEERHE TR PLE . BCFARAE il 25 LA 4E
KA S A B A EAEHIC R, C &R 27
BLAY BF 5, a0 A 9 W) % 2 (Jones & Daehler,
2018) A#4P 4% (Nualart et al., 2017 ) FI4ERAS
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14 ¥y % ( Lavoie, 2013; Meineke et al., 2018;
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SRR LT o AL BR AN BN T 8 A HOT A
S BT AL G5 5 R, BE A R AR A
B g A e W Oy 0K AR 13 o B
Heberling il Isaac (2017 ) & F 216 24E ¥ 22 B9 R i
R IE NV R A IR AR A A A Y R TR
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KT LARRALER AR P G R A
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AIBIFFE RN TT ), AR SCER IR T RO F A ) b AS 1
BEEIFFE b B IR O S Bk, AS SOk T
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80 AEACHILIT fr 4 (55 B AR A L H AR C Y
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ANTT 28 [ b A 807 Al B B AL A A, i
2001 AF IE T 19 2 BR A W) 22 HE PR IR 55 M 4%
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EIIFEOE KA SH (K 2) . EEPES AL
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U (43%) . (HAF—HEME, iDigBio ELF 2017 4FM
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2 0457 Uy R 53 A5 Kb R IR E SR D S A 1
[ FR A H 665 1 (32%) . UL VY i1 4 Fi % 4 42
( speciesLink, hitp://www. splink. org. br/index?
lang=en) , B2 1 067 J3 53 FEL 9 Fll L b6 0 40 B0
A B A B IE S AT 768 T (72%) , Hrps 4 4k
E1E GBIF bz,
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FE G GPS fi BRI (HR 43t F 2021 429 H 9
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201677 (A AR A . DRt 3 A 0 A A B0 Ak
N LIk 56.84%
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Oy AR R AN L Kier 25 (2009 ) #4564 ) Fh
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ARANE R (bR A G 2
No. of specimens

per country
NA

O wiiofzAt Top 10 herbaria
© 100k 4G Top 100 herbaria

- 3 368MEANH 3 368 herbaria
SRS GS(2020) 44035

FEFVHT+ POBRATE AR ACES . 1. SEE B A R BRI (K) 5 2. B EK 3R IR (P & PC) ; 3. REAAMEYIE (NY) ; 4. K
I EAEYIFE (MO) 5 5. Fit A N UG (G) 5 6. M IR B FKAEYIWFSIT (LE) 5 7. BRI 4t gl B AR DT s (W) 5 8. B[
TS SR LA (BM) ; 9. SEE B #7243 (US) 5 10. LEIGH R (HUH) o 0 BHEARIRT Thiers (2021)

List of the top 10 herbaria and their codes; 1. Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew (K), UK; 2. Muséum National dHistoire Naturelle (P & PC), France;
3. New York Botanical Garden (NY), USA; 4. Missouri Botanical Garden (MO), USA; 5. Conservatoire et Jardin Botaniques de la Ville de Geneve
(G), Switzerland; 6. Komarov Botanical Institute of RAS (LE), Russia; 7. Naturhistorisches Museum Wien (W), Austria; 8. The Natural History
Museum (BM), UK; 9. Smithsonian Institution (US), USA; 10. Harvard University (HUH ), USA. Distribution data from Thiers (2021).
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Fig. 1  Global distribution of herbaria and the number of plant specimens in each county
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K FXEH No.of publications
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i fR 4 Publication year

b M2 S REYIFR A A SC A RIA TR 168 30 & 0 (1900—2020, Web of Science; 2000—2020, GBIF) , WOS H 4§ Web of Science
Core Collection 1Y M FBE FPiii i ( “herbarium” or “herbaria”™ ) /2 ) SCEE, fe )5 P B8 T8 7215 3Ciik; WOS HS #8 Web of Science Core
Collection By BBt Hil i (“herbaria specimens” or “herbarium specimens” ) 82 B SCE, fef5 P B8 T 2 058 fsi 3Ciik ; GBIF 87 GBIF
B SRS P HLK SCRRS B SR IAE 1 < AR SCEE™ A OGPERRRIE 1 “ GBIF RS F1“ GBIF 51U FATIF R SR 2" 5 R T
6 095 Jii SCHk, GBIF K4 A JC 1 BLE X 43 S AR AS A A3 AR SCHIR (B3R5 B5eTH T 2020 4F 10 A 18 H)

Number of peer-reviewed articles using herbaria data published over the past century (1900-2020, Web of Science; 2000-2020, GBIF). WOS
H refers to the articles retrieved by the search string “herbarium” or “herbaria” in Web of Science Core Collection (8 721 articles finally
retained ) ; WOS HS refers to the articles retrieved by the search string “herbaria specimens” or “herbarium specimens” in Web of Science Core
Collection (2 058 articles finally retained ) ; GBIF denotes the articles obtained from the Global Biodiversity Information Facility ( GBIF)
literature database; the literature type was limited to “Journal articles”, and the relevance was limited to “GBIF used” and “GBIF cited”,
peer-review chose “Yes”, and finally 6 095 articles were retained. It was not possible to directly distinguish between animal specimens and
herbarium specimens based on the GBIF literature database (The above information is accessed on Oct 18, 2020).

Bl 2 Web of Science #1 GBIF B XIRAMYPBFHRARZ RN XEHESFNHX R
Fig. 2 The relationship between the number and year of publications on specimens and
digitized specimens in the Web of Science and GBIF
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Specimen sheet in the center surrounded by various information data that can be retrieved from plant specimens. The peripheral illustrations

show the scientific questions that these data can be applied to.
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Fig. 3 Scientific information of digitized plant specimens and its main application fields

Bt 1 21 G2 J@ Al ) fe Ry ME T 4 T Y 42 3K 4
A IZE YR Y %5 RO A S A T E SR
e Ah , FFH R RE 0 43 A1 BOHE | 45 & D s i 300 0 < fe
B = DHIAELL B AZ (T, wallichiana ) 75 AR K (8]
DRI IR UK UK R 25 57 108 V8 A 43 A SEAT AR AU, e R
YR 8 3 A A% SRy 5 T 43 R A Y A 1A 3 25 A A
For I ) 45 SR AB W A UE T R B B AR A DK
TKAIBUL (Liu et al., 2013) . BUFARA 5015 15
BB REER D W 2R RE 20 A 46 SR A LR . 0 X 5
(2019) #= T 805 b A& B, FIH 29 400 B AR &
( Quercus ) 1 20 000 Z4~4r 41 5 K | Hode 12
BRERJE W 5 B AR Z A C R, S5 R R

WIS At MR8 (9 ) b = 6 B2 320K 43 AT 3R A Pk 1 52
M) 5 S, T 9y U 2 45 F A B TR A3
FRRAS ) 43 A B | 78 T LA AFE W b 5 R 300 4 A
TRAE > A1, Dakhil %5 (2019) %& 3 b [ 75 Fg 1L #b 1
G IR T AE SO X6 55 DU 28 S A AR Ak I A A S A A
2, FRAT RS DU 28 4 7 T A A B IX Bk, =
8 I MG B XD o v i
22 NBEYE

NARAEYIFR I FAE P T o 4508 19 2 B8 9K
P, MM ERARMAES RS, MY KIER
P AR B b 88 5 WL ((Nathan & Muller-
Landau, 2000) , A&7 gl i 21 Hb 52 i 25 48 ) 53 A
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A 2H % A2 3R #% 5 ( van Kleunen et al., 2015) . £
BE ST Bl 5 3 < UK 4 1Y SRSk AE 0, o 4508 1Y
A BT U RE VR S5 Ak AL R R T RE BRI R BUEY)
ZREPE A 35 &R G2 ik 95 2 BE B9 3% 2K ( Tilman,
1999) , Aok A A= Wy A 2 T W) b K 4 1) 3 22 Tt A
Z — ( Assessment Millennium Ecosystem, 2005) ,
B AR 3 K/ DN a1 B s U ) N S RS R 7S
AR RS, B 1k 9t — B WIRIF T A 5 R B
B I4T3l (van Kleunen et al., 2015) .

AW AAR 23 7 L 2E A P ) 2 R A i
L™ I 28 U A O AR S IR 7E [ 5 )2 T T
JELVE AP Y 45 s R A3 A AR L . BT AP AR A
]y b In] AR A RS, AR 2012 4RI,
FETHRASIE S M43 28 22 25 0E il DA STk A1 i 0 B
b A R b E AR YA 806 B (E 4 XL,
2013) o ISR AARAE YR A A F T4 H B
il 7 A BT [ MPTR AR, AR AR R
AR, AR T B, i B E S A 75
BN, 7EASFE, Dorjee 45 (2020 ) 1 i 0 F AR A i 5
FIREY) X R 30T, IR 258 HALBORE, R 3 101 Bl A
AP R ER 3 B2 TC R G I AR, R D
I3 Ve E AR Y MRS LA

RIS 1 B AP A H BBl A AR A W i B
AR AE SR 3 7 SEARAS B9 23 B, T LLRS Bh 3R ATT A
SR B A AR ot R B AT AR I R A S ]
AR I S, Fuentes %5 (2008 ) 38 iz b 5 AN [R] Bf
IR 71 764 A5 KU bR AL | K IR I AF A 9 TR
R A U 30 3 — 2 RO 4R 2946 (1910—
1940) 39, 2 — ¥k & 22 LA AE (1980—2000) Fif
B, SA AP L, SR Y A AZ DT 5K I A
B, DRI o A T AR A A L DX Y — R
41 (Bradley et al., 2015) . @i LB AN R YR 24 i
A TR A0 0 e 23 A DX, ) DAY B 3R AT B R
B AR AR | £ N7 AR AU 55 9%, I % v
TERAAZ PRI BG I ( Dodd et al., 2016) , it
NARAE ) 09 BT AR AL 5%, F1 I ol o A7 A5 B 15
Aili A4 o 78 L i 7 Ml 22 A1 08 T AE 43 A X 2 T
B A= B BT BE, Zhu %5 (2007) ] GARP
PRI TN 28 255 2% (Ageratina adenophorum ) Ak Y
I3AT T RE AT = v I PO | 7R R
M R B MGk, B, B AR IT AR
DERPNAE AR (Alnus glutinosa ) J& 75 = TEAS F P 5K,
RSN AR E OB P 2= 1 56, Keet 55

(2020) F£F3k A GBIF BT M Y br A {5 B N H:
BOHE 1 141 A 2Bk 09 43 A B, LT IO R
AR TR AE A3 A0 X, e BLK 40 nl 3R A5 v 2 e
QOGRS =
23 SETL

SRR A 21 R EER Rz —, A
A0 Bh vk B A BRTHE HE T AT T4 1.0 °C,
ik ] 2030 4F £ 2052 ¥ L F] 1.5 C (IPCC,
2018) ,HuERE L E A T LA 1 5 At
( Anthropocene) ( Lewis & Maslin, 2015), #p A< R
BEJE R 2RI K 0% R R BE Y S 58, B 58 00
ShRAR ] LS Bh I AT R A 2 ER AR AL ST AR
Gy A g e N Ak FE L AEA R B E AR R, R
TG S S R A B AR AL U ORI ARE Y
A 2 A7 PR T R A R R (R P b A R o BT
A IO %o A 2 A ) B AR B

6T 4 BRAR B8 25 AN ) 4% 4 1) AT R 2 1 A2 A%
SOy A DX T RN 26 B B B L ) iR, X AT 5 5
I BR A ) B 8] 77 510 0100 Fh 43 A 4SS 48 3 T R 38
FHAL K B AN UL 5 0L B B AR 9 8 HiE 2R AT EE
B, 0T DLR B A 4 BRS04 W AR 8 A U
FEARA B S AEA S AL, 0] w5 6 35 R 5 4 B AT
., Wolf % (2016) Ge it T 35 [ Jn Fl 45 J& W M
4 L26FFHYIIY 681 609 {7 H A HuBL(E S5 R
AREHE, KB 15% WY FPAE I 25 09—t B )
R ERS o W B A HICHE 0 T A i A
FAGE A, AT LA o A Al T R AT RS TR KN
i 1 BT AR AR B 43 BT K B AE S B L X
1906—2006 4 [A] =5 L AE 47 ) 1L T2 75 i) £ 3 7% 3 %
FAFAE 3.6 m(Jump et al., 2012) , [ 1L THIE# 0]
DA 6 75 B, H A, T 15 25 T R %) - T AR D
T PR 1) PR 2% 05 25 JXURS: ( Elsen et al., 2020) ,
AR I AN AN B B2 R ) R ) 1 B AL R
AT RE I S HETE TP s RE ) 0 AR G R (Anfe by B
45y o HETFECFHRA, Meineke %5 (2019b) 25 T
112 4[] 4 PR bR A 70 BF Ak B sOms 13 1 15 1L
B 21 LW R S R P AR AR HE 20 fH 220 R 4
AR AS B L R B K B T i M 8 239% , #fE x5 4
BRASIE ARt R AR KRR B A,

4 7 o 4 RS A B 119 7 3B T %0 A A
DX R, 8 T LA o 9 1 4 40 300 Ok 3 7 I R Y
A4k, RIS B AR Y T R RO R
728 Ak 1 Wi 7 A5 2 ( Willis et al., 2017a) , 5 22
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P A AR ) A R A A R AR S AR
HelR 55 (Chuine, 2010) , 7 AR A AT LA I s 9
AL BRI 1 U AR W bR A b i W 4 5
B Y fee 5 U 2 AL OC R 19 /2 Primack 55
(2004) , th3 i 5347 1885—2002 4F[A] R4 (14 372
Py RE bR AS B WA R, A BRAE W) 46 391 °F- 4 4 i
T 8 d, 5 Willis 25 (2017a) Gt i %8 (9.5 d )
ARARIT o A2l T e 2 (o A 0 8 00 4 i A
TR H 2 2= FRK Z2 1 AR T i X 8 3 1Y 52 i
SEM ., Hart 55 (2014) 7081 18 S RLAEHL X Y
10 29513 #1: % 46 J& ( Rhododenron ) B0 F R A< B 45 |
R A ZE SR T e e AR A 2R AT el A 4
ST TR 2 AU T v g A o] AR O SR A
WRE)S . AR, 3 T MW AR A 15 B 1Y P fo B 10
HERR M T 2 0E 5 ST bR UL £ AT 5 R
(Bertin, 2015), Bolmgren I Lonnberg ( 2005) Lt
BT 77 Bk 5 500 13 AW bR A K 0 46 45 F T Ak
NI | e W2 A A 3 1 DX, Davis 45
(2015) il i FL A 20 DPIFHAE 160 4F B I 1] 25 2
B BRAS 1) Ao 5 Y A S HOUL I ) A ek £
UESEAE Y AR AR IC 3% 1] A g WA 48 b (A0 il BE A
JE1 A ) S0 A 72 A i 7 ) T e ke P

A A0 27 S AATTIA A 0y el iz 3ot 25 1 A
FEHt T AT RE, H [F] I LA B 22 A ) AR R A O
FERE 20 A Ak 30 T A 5 AT AR 4 bR AR ok
3BT 4G W A B k[ 14 28 4 (H3Z 4> Sy 1k X B
HiL X A 5T 38 35 3k 1 = ( Jones & Daehler, 2018) ,
]I, FR T 080 G0 — A HE 09 48 90 A A 40 4 M R
7T, RIS [6) P 3 10 BF 0 48 SR e DL 2R A7 B 4%
FLEE (Willis et al., 2017a) , HPIPI 22 R KA 5T
18— BT 8 A 0 s AR R 5 H A ok D Y
Yt AT 8 G R B S PR B0, AN gl & by s g
WA #E B ( Miller-Rushing et al., 2006; Panchen et
al., 2012) LA &% Landsat A1 MODIS T /2 & J& %4 ¥i5
(Park, 2012),
2.4 RIPEYF

SARTE A AN W) 22 H P 32 2k J N 2 T Iif 1Y XL
HEHL( Corlett, 2020) , M & A A7 B VIR R, A=)
ZAEPE T A BRAE 25 2R 0 4 0N 2 A Ak 1 il
(Rands et al., 2010), #& t: A B sk A2 o B 4
( International Union for Conservation of Nature,
IUCN, https://www.iucnredlist.org/ ) fli i1, 28k 41%
MIPIREZE (14% 19 5528 26% M FLIS R 34% R

KA TYFEAIRA . SR T TR & A (5 6
BRI TR RN 7 RE W ) 403 911 Ff ( Lughadha
et al., 2016) ,IUCN K REMH 2T PEAL . Rl
S BR A W) - B 6L W ( Global Strategy for Plant
Conservation) ZH R PEAL T 241 919 FhAE Y ( AL FE ¥
2, Hid 1% B H P 4b T W £ IR ZS ( Bachman et
al., 2018) . FEHE E ML AL kT, A 3 879
ol kg 52 B o (R T LS HT R, 2017)

PRAPIX 4 Bk A W) 22 4 1 O B Y R Al a5
R E B 1k NI Bl (CARARA R A ) 1 DX Ik sk f
AT, BRI RAS 1 53 A5 Bcdls vl T
JEARAP XA S5O B PEAl R AR A, Ry e SR A B
A 25K 52 B A BB AR A | L SR RO M O 4 5503
BEIRPNE Tk 0 T S A N S R 7/ o i O
AR AT LR SH SR I, 8 A R A S AN )
A (o 25 BRAEFIRRE R ) 1 s AH JCHK |, SR U4
P AE o3 A X A28 Ak R W B T B ((Nelson &
Ellis, 2018) . ARA<ic s Al T Jh il 35— b XY 3
TG TR LL B 44 s AV s D0 S DR X A DG B AR 2 )
B Lienert 2§ (2002 ) i o 20 A db I8 4 5 F 3¢
( Swertia perennis) 7EFti + 63 A~ Hb i 4 127 4FbpAc
KA A 15 A b A AR 20 0% Ml 3%
SRR T 2 K4, 7827 DVEPEF B K
fafgy b, AR R R R K g E R
HEYI AR RN G BE A 5K (Aedo et al., 2015)
Bai 55 (2020) 43 #7 1 535 FhdR B AL RHE [ 1 43
AT D, R E R G A AR PR A X T AR 7 4 A AL R
SP AR DX 29.5% , P gt T DX E 24 o A o I Y
R LB,

BEXS R 28 /E 1Y 2 1 WA R DR 3 SR,
ATTAT AR IR AR 2 A8y el 55 308 3 DR B i it , (HL 02,
FETRIBE 0 1) 22 A P AR 4P I gl b DR 47 25
R, R E PR M T YA
14 939FF A LAt I ( Huang et al., 2011) il id prAS
B TN SCHR G A R AR AR T 3 S Y 43 A AL
P52 . Huang 55 (2016) 43 M1 1T 3% [H B9 ¥ Fh 22 A4
Gy AR SRy, B RE ) G Al DX Sy 2 0 R
W Lt D, B AR OR 4 X T AR A o b A A
MY 26% , PR3 1Y 25 1 DORE & R R AR 9 XK
FEMIIEIE X o DA DXORI A ) 22 R M 1l DO 38 1Y)
ML I R R ETE R AT F A Y B, Zhang 55
(2015) PPAL T (P E AR SRR A SR - A
TP ) (1 3 244 FhfEY i, il B S CVH 1E4E
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P AR B A 12 K SR 3 15 Y 43 A B R AR A X
CELHE K H AR XN B AR DR 1X) TR
Ao 52 B ) o 43 A DX Y 28% , Hoh A 397 A2
B RN 3 AT X 8 R TR R XN, A R
IR P TRE 7 W TNV N s = 5 g N O
523X KA R R AR R AR AL BRI TR AR
2.5 Hftth A

FEA M AH 5C 1Y 450y, B A A L a] 1
Wi m AEH) KA A ) o ) s P A X R B A
A B FME R A REAE A BRI N B R XU TRAL Y
— B RAERR (Richter et al., 2013) , Rk, B F 4L
BRI H BR 53 A B, A A5 A B B Dy T B
Pl AR AR 2w SRR E JI I Z % . Wang
1 Wan (2020) i ] GBIF $# 2t 10 Fh s fis 4% 5
I3 AU 4G PR AR TR0 RN N oK A A A
Fel KA AR i BB AR KUK o S ALY 9] 3 A 3 T
% ( Flaveria bidentis) , Ji 7= T 1 €W, 78 [E & #4
s e RO B B, P TR A A DCHE 2 LT L
Shy RO 1) P4 (IR G L PG ) ] 2R AR DT ) (P S
LT HRE) §7 9K (Fan et al., 2018) , LLAN, FRIA
B ( Jatropha curcas) W VAAE A= 9 R J5AE 91X &R 1k
AR S I AT $R 8 K e B TR R R AR S AL 1
SR HE S A DO 230046 45% (Hu, 2017) o BR
TIRFEZ R AN KL AN | 15 453 35 X A4l A4 52 i)
AREZM , TEPLT S, TEA R ML IERT,
A= OB = 7 Tl P a2y B S i
{7 S XS A, 2 00 1 TR (] B B e 1)
Gy DX /b A o SE R XA 3G A B i X
(Imbach et al., 2017) ,

BB AR A] FH T 00 B N SIS it B A 1 R
i)E, e, AT 24k — 2T
g BRIk b, A RO R T N SRR R, AR
Jaiswal 55 (2016) G it , fE o h R B0 =2
— R0 IR 25 RIARL ) o 1 4 0 20 B A [ oF 9
() SCHER A A T 15 i x5 25 B 9 9 TR TR A AZ
T BORCT A P br A Kl | O B RO A4 48 R BF 5
FEAE T ATRE . TE M W AR A G A 25 AR 15 R
(B PEAL 1 von Reis(1962) % B 0 K 2 Al 4 bk A<
B9 250 JT R AT 6 800 (3 FR A di ik 12y
FHIIRE., H I, FE Y bR A © 1 2R B R TG A W) 27
R BIE AR Z —, B4, Lulekal 45 (2012) 3 i fif
FEBRFEMR LU [ S A8 W br A TR Y 293 Ay b 3L
4TI bRAS, R B 101 AP Fid st A 25 AE

BH 29 FUUE 1 AR Al st IVARARAS 1Y
525 ALY AR B (02 SLE MR AR IR XEA G, 1K
W25 25 DEAk 245 A W 10 Ff 4P R A8 R IR M, e
i, Souza Fll Hawkins (2017 ) i 13 He % B VY SR
PITE 105 A~ i MU 15 ASTE bR AT Hh 2 F A
P A1, & B 519% 09 P& AXAE SCRR it 8, 17%
B ATER R AS R R IE sk R B, X R W
PRAS I AR AT LU St b S SCikid st . T
T X ZR 03 B 0T 45 H AT R B AR A4S, BRLH
REWIA R T RIGEAY 05, X 5T
AL ARAIE SR AT HR 24 A B an R B 5, BT
PERIFR AR B, AT ATEBOR AT R P B 18 % 3
TE—EREE byl 148 S0 IR

3 BFHMRAGFEENEARE
Xt 5k

JUEECFAR A W TR i 2 i, H 3
FHF A A 1 B T BB AF TE R 25 R0 R PR P
(Meyer et al., 2016; Daru et al., 2017), iX4&gk
B PTREVR A ARAS R AR S RE BT A LA B b A B di
R IT R RS AR b, BLSRAE W AR Al
2200 3 6 A W 5 (R bR A 1 4 o v
AE 3 A7 1, X FE— E F2 B R2m T BUF A P b
AR R . A0 Goodwin 25 (2015) ZILAEVH 21
MEFIE 4 500 ) ZRHRA h R AE 58% 1R
ARAELES 20 B R G 05 8 1 50% 1) 34 A1 ) b
ARABAEFE 2 24 55, 55 B A 000 5 40 A ) 9 2
BOFAE YRR A T LLE i3 HR R BbR AR 10 5 X S b
ARIATHIN, 75 AR REFHDR LV AT, Bl &
PO = 1 AR e (e PR AU 6458 ) (3
JEEA, 2020) , A Al REAE— & B EE b A R
FRRA RS RS E LA, R S B 2 K
5T E ML B AR, BT LTS Bl 48 52 pr A T3k
PGP R B . B0, Younis %5 (2018) X} GBIF H?
1 000 Ffr W AH B B A A (&1 iR AT 1 HL A% 2% 21 D
S, IR T 17 TR ECTE AR A R A AR R
PImh S 20T 35 82.4% , F SR DI S W iE ik A
RZ H% 5w 8 T & AR A, B 2 ) 25 B U g A Oy
W25 2 i B R A 2, 3 0T LA A AR
RS ) AR (R 2 T A R A
PR B B, 4 JGSE PR T R R e, (A5 1
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B A PR AN SR AR B 88 2 2] T 48
8 RPN VR A W) RO AR 25, X W] BB 5 4 A b 3
b B AR ) = 2 45 48 72 A0 FIAR ) i B €0 PR 1 R
£ % ( Carranza-Rojas et al., 2017) ,

T W) bR AR 1 % 4 19 5 B2 bt 25 51 A RSN Y
M 22 o HEL) 7 KB R AR 5 A R 2% 8 i 4 A7 G
7 Bt 2 2% R A XE 2 P FIUAS | e X 45 R &=
HR B AT VS Y OR B BT M AT RY R T . ) 40, Daru
45 (2017) 5:F GBIF 19 500 J3 by A< £ 4l & AR A
R ARTEMS 8] | 25 6] F1 R 4R & B AFAE 35 0 fi 2% .
KR AR 22 1Y o5 — R P2 R A A Rl — M s ) B
PRABCEAE ZADHRAE B S B — iy bR A 0 1 24
80P S7 AR AS SR AT 40 M, B B AR IR) A A AT
AE AR p T B, ) AN BOBT Y T 5
TERG SEARAIE R A5 B A AT R 4 . Ak, AT
149 1) 2 AN A FH A TR) 9 SR 4R A s - BORTR 1
X RREF IR AR B Gk Tk, B
BT AR W b AR S AT S G A E SR A D 22 9 (1)
R ABAE S 15 ) Tl A0 I R 854l A 0 ok R b L RE AR
—E TR 22 . R G5 07 vk 9 0 e 22
S0 B B Y B s T B, ) 40, Phillips 4§
(2009) 1 7& 7 —FhJ7 ik, AL S BLAC s B 72 )
ot 3 A B A I A 3 b B SR A A 2 WG A FE R AR
HAE S — A8 B VR RE AR = W A AR R 5K
2 (Daru et al., 2017)

A AR AT FH T i 55— 4> Pl = HE B 3R
GPS M B AR b5 B, IR BE AU bR A 14 6 GPS iE
%, i [ Y ) A 4 b A B DR (NPSRC) 195
o R FF bR A R A B M B2 (5 B 7B (&4 %)
PRI, e A R B Ml e B4 S, R BB A ) 25 (1]
AEBR (L6 ) S BT ARAS T 72 v v i 174 6
Z—, I FRASBR A DT A5 () 25 0 — i i AR
(1) B S AR 28 SCAS; (2) Ab By B i 47 78 0
(3) PR A% SC 5 M 24 B0 H R VR BC 7 1 )
PRAAF B IR AR s 0] 2 2% (R4, 0 H 25 Sk
BEVE SCAS I 757 2 B g, il A8 2 A AR I s
T B 7= o T E Y 3 736 AR AR A T, 80%
B 24 SCA W 4D F 4 1R (Lohonya et al., 2020)
JIT LATE 5% A SCAS F I i, 5 22 00 A5EORY 58A A 2 119
SCFHEAT R bR AL, DUE TN T A% A, b 44 SOA
WA I o A 22 I SO InDUEE  RETE A A OF
TE ML TR A5 X IS B A3 TR e TR 1 2
B SCTF A AT In ik, FHxE By A Qg 1 bR

A%, 20 20 40 v 3 LARIT A AR A BRI BA ( BCR 4R
BA) — e SR & 2, Hoh al BB AL 65 TR 40 1Y
BN T M 1] AT L8 M 44 0k A0 35 4% P iR
WA | A 240 5 % N ) 2245 P25 B (Lohonya et
al., 2020) , 3 S8 AR AT LI 45 AH 5C A3 AR 42 43 A 3k BE
o FLUR, i s il 4% 7 SR AR AR B R LA [
R X PR OC T il ) il T B 23 A AH G I B 44
M, TR X BT LB A i A8 B R K
PRARGERIL TP 5 (NSID) & T 764 47 BLIX
R A8 1 P8 A 1) U B T H (http ;. //www. nsii. org.
¢n/2017/Placenamesautocheck.php) ,, A, Ay LA
SHYESE AR S A R, Bk BACH R 2L
ETEEHIDNER e S TR SRR e 4 P 3
S J2 VG 50 Ml 44 B50HE 122 ( sl 44 1) ) o i DL 1% b 44
B PR A T PR b ] D g 1 ] 4 G g
TEZ W) w &6 B2 {1 T N FH A2 )P #2 1 (application
programming interface , AP1) {4 2 H F it £ Ab FRAd
Mo WA —LEFE LR K00 PR B X Jk 88 APT P R
J¥, W MapLocation ( https://maplocation. sjfkai.
com/) o X T HRFEH FORUL, X — D B ME SN 2 AE
AR G, 102 Ay AL &5 38 5 B AR A
SOCA BRI R A& 44 9745 . L TIOBE Hif
TE =B S Python A f4i], jieba £ ( https://
pypi. org/project/jieba/ ) J&E AT B H 3C 53R T
H S iU R g R, i
RELLSE B vh SCRR A bp 25 5 25 (R 1) S B 255,
B AT A B ) s b 44 7 B L ok S 4 1)
S AR P R IR T R B R AR 44 SOA

4 BT A AR AR B R R

&R, ERNBF Y A H 2
— A5 TR B DT A S R LA R 3 5 0t AR G
) DNA $icdls Aok A 25225 B AR E 2 071 ,
1B 3X 645 B R AR & QIR 5 A — > B R A To 2 AE
LR SE B, 38 R 3C B D bR ME (Darwin Core
Standard, DwC) J&— 4 B M E XA H T %45
i i A 1) b AR 3k SR I ] DA N B A
ATDARE ML AR R BRI, 8 ZR SCRC G T By
N9 R, BINE AR SE AR 20 A Hod i b
SEEE ERE BT BRIROC R M &, AR
SCRZ AR — AT R e R i T R Y
TR S5 W ZREERE S B RE SR . B5IR IR ST O



B

AR . BOF AR ATERL 2O BN . o8 KPR 137

YR G A ) DR R Y A= ) 2 AR s etk T —
SRR E . H MR IS A HE B2 ( Wieczorek et al.,
2012) .

Vo S AN 1) A ) 3 AR B R IR BB A )
AT R O S E A A T S A, A
B A AR, AT e 20k IR A AR R Y
FRAS () #h 78 85 85 . 1) 4, Gomez-Bellver 25 (2020)
SUBIIE T 1934 4ERY IR A, LN A6 T 4 2 A
YRy R A IR DL Y AR R R B R SRS
e AR 2 AT R B A R ) 4 i L g
PO KR, Gomez-Bellver 5128 | #E FEUEARAS
T MARE YT AR IR R B O (1) FaAs i Rk
AR ) (ANAR IR FI R B 5E) 5 (2) ZRHEY £
FFE 5 (3) A 75 80O 3 L RO R (R e
FE) 5 (4) HOREE TP 09 58 2k F 38 i (G o 9% 35
) 5 (5) He il i ek 2 vh OB R0 25 €0, 78 AR AR K i Al
P ==BE) 5 (6) HAbFR IR G Ol a0 HA Skt YY)
BN AR IR R AR A, R BET LS
JE Rt K 14 4 K, B A SR B B AR I T T 2 3 0 B
PRI RS I, 3 2 3k R SR O R
YIS R IR A S5 ECF AR AL &, A K
PR ATH AR AR i R P s E 5 B

et AR HAER, DR E T K& DNA £
It o v ) AR T R B ke R T
PRIZH 27 i AR, i Bl 4 1 Ak 0 AR S SR AE T
Sanger I )7 HE A | 5 PR 21 82 )23 D00 1 i1 4 56 D9 241 #3001
AR 8 AT LUK A ) b A 4 Ay B PR 41300 ) 1
AR , HH % 4 o] 8 B A (MeKain et
al., 2018) o FRAE [0 T 58N B3 82 (1AL T AR A Y
I3 FRERHIE R BE A X AR A i AN T A2 4
o T B KPR BE M o 5 1 3k 26 35t 1% B4l b
ATE AT AL ZEAE AR AR LA 5 1 & T 35 4% 2048 94
ABCFARAR Z o, U W 2R SR IEAR A (R
B5HEA NCBI P15 475G 8Ek

ES AL ANV PAN o NI R (]
AT NGBS 2 SCAS 1 s) 3 42 3 e 23 1) 2 2%
FRE AR A BR300 i PR 4 25 ((Ellwood et
al., 2015) . IEARFED S HRFFAIITE SR, W
I Z AN CrowdCurio, M4 5 1] H F X 5+
A P b A B9 W {5 B BE AT bR TEL Willis 2%
(2017b) WHEH] T ARALF- 5 ( crowdsourcing platform )
PR SE 2 AR A 52 1 45 RN L AT GE T I W fige 45
BA W 220, B A 2Ry BT AR £

(https ://newjob.taobao.com ) , 5 H A& & A L 14
XM Y AR ALY £, A 2 AR 27 Y 1 ol 7
SRS ANAY 4E B2 FARIBUE W) Z e RO . (EAS— 4R
2, AREL A A — AR AR, (5L 20 2R A 3R A5 H fE
AR 14 A £ 325 0, ARELRE 2 FE R A
RZ AR T B 51 7 A RS 5 R 2T R
sl

R B RO TE R 2% 1 1 SR 2 A b A BT AR
A F R A W) 22 R PR T o 4R A T Dy 4 T A B
o AH  XARHGAN 1R AR H F]— M s i S A AR AR
PRIEZ A IR ATE DR AE J5 EI9 S 808 S A AT 5
R DRSS, APF 5 N B3 T 3 B 504k R A e 5 2R I i 75
BEREX — Ao LA — [ s 1 a2 B BT
FRAS R Sy, die o B B 2 BV . LV B A
2010 4F 4 57 19 F AR AR ) IX R BT BR A (Reflora
Virtual Herbarium, RVH, http;//reflora. jbrj. gov. br/
reflora/herbarioVirtual/ ) , 52 & & “ #E it F B A% 17
TEIE SN W AR A 1R B A7 G B 05 A8 ) B IR DA
B, RVH i 67 380 J7 ik A M dn A B A, 3L
il R S A 161 7K,

BOFhRAE 5 T P 2 8] 5 kR R R
WA GE, 8 A BY T PR 3 g e B B B 5 2
Bl e 32 7B AR A B B B, W PR A
(EBTER RS M e e S R R SN AR Gl
RS AR 9 22 61 45 1R 2 ( Carine et al., 2018;
Canteiro et al., 2019) ,{H H mij A/} 6k = £ 5t A i
FJG BB RSt ALE] . BIFFE N S B R A
RS A v, AN T sl B L T D A% R TR Y )
ML AR BB R PR AS %08 5 DR BUbR 215 B o)
NGRS . WEFEN DIAE T & 19 I [] 3 0 4 1) %
H, e 2 S SR B RO 2 T 5 T RO 1R R R
Btk B, AT, BOFARASF- £ 38 1) 75 2
LA PRI B G DA S A A T
Fitk, BRI ZAb, 4 BRI 45 T BAE 2 bR AR 4 2 (1]
e ST T8 — 0 AR T R B, I T BOHE A R 1
BIL , DT st B A1 351 50 30 2% W7 1T A 808 4 L 45
AUFEAE . Bk e 2L =2 HURR B Y5 19 2 DNA JF 91 4
Y& JE GenBank \EMBL 1 DDBJ = [f] fr) 5 i £4 4 52
e XK HAER] 1 70 AW F ST, 95Bs Bl
ST BRI ZH Ay, BUF AR AT 6 Z )W I%
FIAZERI BB, S5 IA ] = /Y = o] DLAE —
B P TR AT 4 TR R

TEIRIR SCAZ D AR UE T A3 TR A Y 1 % (8
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HE 7 1T DNA A5 20K B2 43 5 5 42 1 ) 22 R 1 00
FE 53 F F 28 ARk 1 R SO Ao 1 AR AN A A%
A, W BRI B Ak Y a5 e B S e R I 15
BLH , BB BLTE TE 2 AR A TR 9 R 4 A b [ i AR A
TR, UL Sy [ PN A W) 22 A i AT AR TS i
PU, B AT 5, T BikdR ey
BB AT BT ST 8 (8 A2 s R T, DL K
R ECF R AR A RIKG F 26, DURE ) o Bk it 7Y
Y ZREERR R I RR R B R, X s
PR AR 75 28 3 A% B AR EAL v L ROT R T
KAALEL i W £ 0 43 A 17587 T2 B (Soltis & Soltis,
2016) o REHEHHUT 75 0 A e I LA
b TR A M & R E 2 ),

5

BRI B AR TE 53 2R X 2R 46 % 40 40030 Hh Ak
SRR PR EEAEN], HAE AR B AR A
AR R ST AR T2 &, i A
3 PR S B B ARAS 1V TEAE TR =) R
LB B S AR S T HAE i
AT KAED) ZFENE 3 A A% Jmg SO A R A2 Ak
TR AAR | 53 Ak SR AR I FUE ) 2 RE VLR
FLRIOCT NS B 5 4 hk 1 1] 42 1R T R2AL, ok
KBTI IS AERE IR T A KRB,

8  Moses C. Wambulwa # =14 5 3% X 44
B, R EAHB 3 P ELARLNIER, £
— Jf Bt
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