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HIGHLIGHTS

1. Plant remains left at the crime scene can be
identified using plant DNA markers.

2. the two gene markers matK and rbcl can
be used as two appropriate gene markers to
identify two plant species of hawthorn and
silver cypress.

Introduction: Plant remains are often found in various parts of the crime scene,
including on the dead bodies and objects found at the crime scene. An experienced
identification system can be beneficial in accurately identifying and tracking plant
evidence at a crime scene. Due to the advances made in the field of DNA, DNA
barcoding has become an important tool to discover unknown plant species and
plant remains in a wide range of fields including forensic medicine and science.
The main purpose of this study is to investigate and analyze the two gene regions
of matK and RBCL in two species of woody plants, hawthorn and silver cedar.
Methods: Genomic DNA of samples collected from hawthorn and silver cypress
plants was extracted after transfer in liquid nitrogen by dnazist company kit. The
matK and RBCL gene regions were examined on the extracted DNA samples,
by polymerase chain reaction (PCR). The amplified fragments were purified and
sequenced and their phylogenetic tree was plotted by MEGA®6 software.

Results: The results of this study showed that the two markers, matK and rbcl, can
be used as two appropriate gene markers to identify two plant species, hawthorn
and Silver cypress, and these two plant species can be well separated from each
other through these two markers.

Conclusion: By using genotyping of plant remains found in the crime scene,
which do not have a specific morphology, it is possible to identify the desired plant
species using DNA genetic markers, which can be used as a useful tool in criminal
science and forensic medicine.

How to cite: Jalili S, Bahramian S. Forensic botany as a useful tool in crime scene investigation. Iran J Forensic Med. 2023;29(1):25-33.

Copyright © 2023 The Author(s); Published by Legal Medicine Research Center. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8814-927X
https://orcid.org/0009-0005-2534-5181
https://sjfm.ir/article-1-1397-en.html

[ Downloaded from sjfm.ir on 2026-05-30 ]

www.sjfm.ir

ottt il oS3y

&2

96 Sy i 550

WS g | 9l SO lgie s ol wbliolS jo by )5 )L DNA jleolaiul

P37 Ao (w33 3O

MSc 7 ol yog dlxas « PAD D9 Lo syt

Q‘)‘.’.‘ ‘()‘)‘Q‘" ‘l?l)é ‘5:Lo..;>| Sladlao 9 ‘_,’.‘oLB.‘ZJ‘ Fﬁlc Kin 93 ;dUa'.'i.ﬂ 6Lb6)5L$ 9 u‘,...e ) 0ASLiuD 93 !
! el sosollazsl omaile b eloys 5 Sloel einligy Cisbas oy Coodls g s Slos y3lid 5 pole ko 3 50 "

jalilishirin@yahoo.com i Sl o o Ll o 5 1 ghoanen 00anns 95°

sNSe

Ao §3 dege sl g ol (g, dox 5l gy Ao alize gla iz o el uLast Ll rdoudio
P wlsd o) 5 e A ) Wl s 03951 (lulid s Sy 52y g g0 S8l 0y
4 K05 )L DNACDNA dis) ;0 418,85 & jgo slacd ping 4 ax g5 b .ol diedgu p > disro )0 35290
a5l gty b ;0 a5 ouls b oL Ll 5 olS wbil sbaass aiS sl e )l S
5matKL5§j=\.2i.|4;A5aﬁJlﬂg¢_..;)ﬁ asllbae cpl 5l Bas ol 0 )l57 olix pole 5 el Sb3 ales
ol Gloy35 g0 g S5 92 oLS 4558 50,0 RBCL

3l 5o JS 5l oy (glo s gy 5 SIS oL 90 5l oo (5 yslaez (sloaiges o955 DNA 1 oy 9 (59 )
rbel gmatK 55 >l oo gl Sl DNA sladiges ;o .0 gl el dnazist o8 b coS by alo
Slwalls jlaw @l 2S5 Slabad (G59k8 300 L8 I8 (cm 950 slpechy (Slo ey 25Ty Lawss
&5 sy MEGAG Jl38lp 5 Lanwgs ¢ JIg5 (s 9

ol L5 90 lgzeas wilgs o bel gmatK (S Lo 50 a5 ols Lt dalllas oyl 5l Jols gl (a8l
99l Bo)b ) (LS &5 93 (nlg Wigd 43S I @ lo gy 9 I (BLS 4555 93 (Lulid
Hgh SSE o8 5l 2> 4 Sl

asin 555093 590 WL 4S5 > Ao 0 39z ge aLS SLla Subg Sl skl b ‘5)_054.70.0
Olsieds Wil oo a5 0l jaseis 55 6o ,S L DNA jloslii wl b1y jlas 550 aLS 4sS ()lgv oo cdii
D9d 4855 4 Ggl8 (S 5 2l pole ;5 atedge JlH S

Alip wilastbf
o a0
VEN/-QNA (el o
VE-Y/eY/e] Y
(AR TR VAT S QTR P4

igeuls’ 57319
b owlidelS
£5,05 ,, DNA
S,

lo i g

039 wls

saile (b LS Ll (g oo 215 DNA (slo,Silis ST -)
8,5 plolis |y p > s o

ceslie )5 )le g0 lgisdy wiilgs so tbel g matK 5 (sla Solis -Y

) )8 4 slojiig s g SN (AL €55 93 (Ll sl

3l Ceal Sl s il 00T S g p > dies

doddo

P Sl o st ;3 Jlw stz j0 oS il psle o
Capd> )0 ol gl cwliliolS 08,5 SaS 059> ol lisioe 4
ole (LSS g awlidol S il (65 S ol culiiiolS
Gl ol Sladod Jsb o glad 5 p > S Ban boje> oyl
6 s Sladc a5 Coul pgie anh ) Sy bz —wlisolS [Y]
5 65955 ol o aslidol S stk lo 035 4 LS pyle ||
2 Fe:ge Guils (S0 pS oo p o) olS Snlis
stz JB Ceo b o ol o o o ol (lidolS Con
S g b Slisdos > ol pwlidolS 5 )5 (S il

e yzee 5 O Salizr Sl g coliz 5 oy 93803, ol 42 4z g3 L

S0y $Woged 3l (s pae 63,5 oy iy b ges
asle Lt IS o i A iS o oalitl oy IS5l (gl
b oz laowss p ailyns aSol gl (S8 (S 9 2l
Slae glulid § padeid g sl giils 4wl oS )y,
95l 3l i (2l oy laodis p (nl Jo 55%Kls (5000
g Sl Ao pgle 320b 5l Jol> a5 cu g slacs jsld 4 (plws
20305 sz (Safslom S e oy 0 5 (2lolids (RS o Wil oo


https://orcid.org/0009-0005-2534-5181
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8814-927XPhD
https://sjfm.ir/article-1-1397-en.html

S dige) ;0 48,5 )0 lacd yiny 4 4z gl 09 4l
Slslre 5 (g5 s (5385355 DNA > Gilia gl il
9 iS5l oo 0l S 4 K08 )LDNA ¢ Silo il
LS 6Ll jobies 5 (BLS Wil glaaiss Ll
Wld gat ol (55505850 o 45 oy o ) ouiledly
SleMb! 5l ool b DNA (613808 L VY] el oass Los
loisS plos 10 (55 o 4>l S e () dilate S5 53 39294
Shogzge 5alUT 5 plolids 10 850 559, desl Jgf (poad s 9
bags Voo ¥ Lo 50 )b s sl 09 0l 09500 Jlo— &
SIS poes yidS s g 3B ko (S0 9 &y
099y ol drwsi Gy Sl 3 sl W (CBOL) oy wilsg> g0
D¥] sls sl
@bl g S (ol gl K (ogas ol
@by e ST g S i 05 0yl 5o Jle jsboay iads
LIV ] oas slpriey s fasbiul Kilas S olsieas (COT)
5 09 g0 Slgimiy il (@l sie cole e s ol
Ol 3099 yitle wcdlizme lalS )0 b oS g poif LSl
55 ol 3ol Gl Ol (b jasS e glag o Sl
ailate Sy ol ool 5 goleiiy sloaS L 5l (5 ks

9 g IS 3blis 5l (o5 5 b g Smdlyg IS 5108 4 i
S L alS g4 g 3luatinn 5 glulid jo.aius glas
59231 9590 (6l laize Lo ogs ITS g rbele matks trnH-psbA
NS b pgm S bl e [NVAA el a8 5 13
rbel matK 6,_.»)1)5).15 6@0) AREE JLM: B od.;)' A.:L)B_’>3A
slhylo aS 00 5 slpaioy edlg IS o lasbi oS )L lgaeay |
HlS sl slags SIS (YL ok g Iy Csllas coa S
b Sob clasbws s 45 (cpDNA) Dy, ) DNA .ol
Sl Gl e ssbimed 5 G 5 o5 9 50 ole <ol
@lises o iz glpaS col ol s dlox 5l suislS'ss
DAY 6,5 o )5 oolital 5,90 95 LDNA lgicas alS
L ol por cgliin alS sl iy ol pl calize 3blia o
2556 Gl slaS o ls 352 g (69 B parmie (S35 Lo g
S35 a5 plowlil ad sino g bz psle 0j5> o s
oiiSTy 61yl (Cupressus Arizonica) (slo & g ,—w ¢ (Crataegus)

[ DoI/nI oaded from gfm.ir on 2026-05-30]

| YF+Y Hle o) ol ¥R 0,90 |

i g 5 55 i (i Sl oips 4 s
Sl Shli g b (brme 10 slaaisS (Sl e &)l ol
Ly o] ol ool S92 gdy g

23 33790 gl sladiges ropdle o2 £8s Joma 3 Yg—one
S valeb (o @lo 9o (Bl 095 (7men )2 4o
ol gl Jw 1o 510 0525 5 Sllgus o LS Lk 4 Lox
Sl L DNA s o ¢ Sl el olwlis § BT LS o
Slos cmodl ol > olwlid g @ iS o Lol 4 lox>
£y azmo 4o oxilendl aLS waly o fJUT 5l awlon,S oy
Ol et e 2lralr 5 S5 > 97 (69)l9e 4 Gl
Wlgigo 45" gy (Sloj 03k S5y (LS poom plwlid o5 5o
B P s b (Bolad s aras LS Ly o
Ol (bl pgidae (23 psne @ Bb Gl i3 S
Ol ol yal (o yre 10 sladisl Seild d Ol RS (aske
i 9)90 50 DMl )] (izon 5 (Sl s Slge Ol
L L] il o )il opue 5 BLS 5 29yl Y game dalic
@bl 5 2iS )0 ol pulilolS oS alacyje (i 9929
Sty ol 5l ol soollinlesl 5l (6 ks Yaons w)ls ol >
Godne JYo .08 ol oaliin] ol slaodisy sld o)y yo
R 3958 4 g8 oo il eten 51450 52 ol (s
ez Nlg &8 6351y mizned 5 (Dl (bl S Al 5
58S gl e el Lalis I 5,8 o sl S Cou i |y g0l
15 6Ms 75 e Ygano (At aasio Hlud DNA oL ulis
Golal Blogl pllai )l Sluil e DNA o g 455005 9 )50
olSals Lawgs cyf oo s 4y ol —wliisolS 5,k 5las
S pindd ;5 NAYY Jlo o b ol sl IY] el ons as
odlitl iz (owlidelS Sl 2y SogS egd90 So J> (ol
Lol 31 sy ST ey (gulidolS wals 2 5 )b 5lonig p 5 9t
Slegdge o)y (lp QoE 1w Glpieas lalS 45 0 an o,
A ) (L sole LI IS 9 08,5 B azgi 000 ol
ood Cud iz glbois s S 5 sl oslitiolS 5 solin
Sl o swliiolS 0595 50 Sladllas alouil 5, ol 510V V-AL e
rl Oliie 4 mlyz (plulid g a8 )0 pan Jlpl S5 plgieas
5l 60T S 3>

Yv

| oty gl S5y


https://sjfm.ir/article-1-1397-en.html

a5 > ol 039 DNA ;g Ko Y g shatie O g Seo Vol oo

g2y Oy90 4 1bel gmatK esly 90 50 (gl oals oslail oles

@ ol Xl 4z 0 F sleo yo adgl (o3lwais pulg laol yo
o 4 PCR a5 > YO dalsl 1o e 0l ploxil 4880 O o
5 el Jlasla SB Y Casaa s> 0aF o g5lwai ul
@ a3V les 4o (g5lw bob @il Fe oo 4 ax 0 OF sleo
a2 VY los )3 (led 99 SLLPCR cuolgd o 5 4dds ) e
JMA&%)#@@W.W)PLJQ@QM S 4
s 5589780 a0 y0 ¥ 58T 5 59, » Y guaze PCR

g Ve 5Ldg) 598980l Sl o Jol> lanil cviS
GEL o0 5l Jol> UV jo s oo (4o FO oos ay
aw aisS 12 gl Sl o 5l e .0l ) Documentation
S5 ol (il Al 5l gl pg0; S 90 4 ased
95 2 ABLoRiwd Lawgs 5o)32) 5.3 598 oo 99 2 51 S
s AagS 38 5 Lo ol iy ol o ploxl Locigad
il Lo 5 51 5 o sl ) kS o slacs 5
99,05,98 v pleal gly ar o 0 0 >3 0aile 3L Jlgv g
Coond j3a5 Sl 5l 5 o ooliisl CAP3 Ml aeliys 5l w90,
pleal Wy &0 45 wygsy 4y CAP3 asli 5 Assembly details
JoSe i Revers-complement Culw 5l oolaiwl b og) 00ls
alis 5Slae gy pslate 41y ol s ()T 51 oy s olox]
sy 930 BLAST o NCBI<sl— 1o 55 slaaisS g b
gy § SUIJI5 4363 90 BLAST ol dw al>yo j0 .03 5 )13
A 0,3 S Lo 1o (ol fasta 1B SO Ll o g sleal glo,as
Loy (o2 0D sy S5k <30 MEGAG 38l 5 Jasgs
(1F) 24,5 90 € 5l e ol 5 iy Sl
@S (V) 0 el 1,500+ Gabsl 2 € il S92 (1505 9
Sl 0daline BB Vo) slalogai o

b axdly

ool (>l
matK 55 4>l 90 iS5 (6l oolaiwl 0,50 sl paslyy o
ol o lico J)lB \ J9J.> 39 rbCl 9

[ DoI/nI oaded from gfm.ir on 2026-05-30]

| YF+Y Hle o) ol ¥R 0,90 |

asdllas ol yo s ol pl alize L& 10 g0 B 4 ,amis
e bl gy ol el (g (osslin 405 lgicay
Crataegus 00y N AAY Jlow ;0 g )5 (gl ol
Sloaiss hadd |l 10 aS oulds s iSO 4 Lo il jo

Gy O 3 ISiie 095 45 51> 3924 Sect.Crataegusas b v
Ser.Pentagynae«Ser.Erianthae« Ser. Orientalis¢ Ser. Microphyllaes

Sloyi g o0 508 B, b 5[V el Ser. Crataegus
Jxae 50,5 Jdize gle—n g ol o sod8l L 5| (Cupressus)
Bblio ;8 9) et jlCel pslie (SiS ey g by ug)
Sl S oz 10 5 05— o0 uiS ey SiS e 5 S5
S lod S yobo a5 sy S 5 ool o3 S LI
var.arizonica«var. :_Jol gyl calizee glads g .ol oo
(YY) &—ul glabracvar.montanasvar.nevadensis¢ var.stephensonii
SlaShs am az g (e a5 Sl (nf ol aslle jldu s
1) 03,0l (slaais (lulids (slo s 9 5 SUI3HI SG355099 50
SlaySlo r by e slapeuly jlosliiully 5 (JoSUgo a5
g 008 (53l (JsSge e S )] 32 )b 5 arbely matk

29 iy sl 0agail IS

SR 0¥9)
askad YO o Sl o> Sy 5la2had YO yol> aalllas jo
FHIKCIUIIV R TRE VIPVRE U} F YK SURSUORRR W KO | 4] R Whd
20135 1) g oo mbe O3l sl iz gl o 295 4y
ES 75 CaS by o9y DNA (o g 05 Jie 099 S
A5 5l oads Zl Sl DNA CoaS g CodS 0l el dnazist

B gy gl olSiws 5 5989 2SI 3
zl 5l (sbdigei DNA (55, » BIO-RAD &8 i ISoLge s
tbel g matK (sl youl s 5l jskain ol (6l 0 (65lmdings o
S iy Sea Ve Jold a5 09 g S Ve PCR STy 50
4009 9 3)l9 8 pealyy iy e 1D X2 (g Sibal (oS

YA

| oty gl S5y


https://sjfm.ir/article-1-1397-en.html

wliolS 1o v, )L DNA il eolaswl

(5o 35 3 yos 43S 43 g1 50) w053 ¥ 59,1 J5 59 y2lcbr au>URCP Jpuamo -\ Jsis A

(S35 4395 s bgs o) .o 30 ¥ 39,57 J5 695 y2lcbr asbURCP Jguamo -¥ S A

A

@ bgyo i guai doy0 ¥ jj)lfi J5 69y = Ktam a_>LRCP Jgmazxo -V JS_i A
Wbl oo glo i g9 yaw 4395 RCP Jguazeo 55999 525U

43 bgs po s guai o0 )3 ¥ 39,57 J5 595 = Ktam a > RCP Jgaxo-F JS— A
el SINJ15 4395 RCP Jguazo 5999 s

[ Dollnl oaded from gfm.ir on 2026-05-30]

| 16+ Lo ) ol ¥4 0,90 |

¥ dgoz aelip Geb ooy S 9 0l aa ¥ Jou o rbel
28 8 18 ISGloge 5 ol jo

yorbel gmatK pasly 59 52 (gl oals colaiwl gles a5 >
PCR 5 Sloe 00l jobaie a5 s el 00 00ls a5 Y Jga
s 5y89 S0 oo ¥ 59,81 J5 g9y 2 Y gpare

$l4565 90 sl prbel gmatK 5 ,Klis 9o iS5 51 Lol ol
Sl oalools (L T LY lo Ko )0 asdllas 950 2LS
Sigkd S350 o

!, maximum likelihood ,t>Ls lul 5 G59kd <5 j0
Sla g (Giokd 350 sy )3 0D sy oy 2 0590 Sla Iy
2 slpgpleol pa b LB G jo alS 4gs g0 cud cdl
(Y 5V sl jlogad) ol ools iolad Fiskd &30 SO 50 5 )b

90 5SS 4l 90 ST gy o0 lisiuwl 5590 U poslyy (Ngi ) Jgua
rbcl g matK 3 ,SLis

roily ol ol o

matK-F1 5-CCCATTCATCTGGAAATTTTGGTTC-3
matK-R1 5-GGATCCACTGTAATAATGAGAAAGAT-3
rbcl-F1 5-TAGCTGCCGAATCTTCTACTGGTAC-3

rbel-R1 5-TTGCGCGGTGGATGTGAAGAAGTAG-3

PCR (j:i51y bybio ¥ Jsuz W

Master mix 10ul
Primer F (Stoke) 0.5ul
Primer RA or RG (Stoke) 0.5ul
DNA 2ul-(100ng)
H20 Tul

PCR iiSTgys obos 4ok Y Jou ¥

35X
94 C 94 C 54C 72C 72C
5:00 30s 40s 01:00 10:00

| ottt it S|


https://sjfm.ir/article-1-1397-en.html

Obeol e 9 (Sl

KC251124.1 Crataegus punctata voucher TRT106
KC251125.1 Crataegus punctata voucher TRT103
KJ506865.1 Crataegus laevigata voucher Cr-ox-05
KJ204463.1 Crataegus monogyna voucher
KX229881.1 Crataegus monogyna voucher OMHB05M
KJ506866.1 Crataegus laevigata voucher

Crataeguse L.najafabadesfahan” »

KC173396.1 Crataegus pentagyna voucher
LC404784.1 Hesperocyparis arizonica CRISP10689
HQ245893.1 Hesperocyparis arizonica

—— HE966909.1 Hesperocyparis arizonica
Cupresuss arizonica karaj" .
HM023998.1 Hesperocyparis arizonica voucher RBGE-19911440

AY380845.1 Cupressus arizonica var. arizonica

| |
005

30 S35 g lo y gy 4930 w2 W KtaM b ol 3 & ) 3! ol 4 5 &y g0 doohilekil mumixam Lz baw (wlow! 3 S50 €S 50 e - jlogei A
A g% oyl 50 axdlln 8 g0 (Gladiged odu 18 0yliw 4igS 90 Wil oul SUSAT b 3 AigS 99 195 Al (atin paual j0 AF Habyled ol ouuld o y S SO

HG765052.1 Crataegus monogyna

FN689370.1 Crataegus monogyna

KJ773407.1 Crataegus uniflora

KJ773408.1 Crataegus viridis

MGT703624.1 Crataegus kansuensis voucher S. L. Zhou BOP010010
KM360737.1 Crataegus monogyna

MK348957.1 Crataegus monogyna voucher QRI 544

Crataeguse |.najaf abadesfahan® =

MT160029.1 Crataequs laaw'gata

Cupresus arizonica karaj"
LC405326.1 Hesperocyparis arizonica CRISP10689
AY380886.1 Cupressus arizonica var. anizonica

AF127430.1 Cupressus arizonica

FR831951.1 Hesperocyparis arizonica
HE963439.1 Cupressus anzonica
MF349318.1 Hesperocyparis arizonica

L —
0.02

oy ol S 33 S5 5 (510 i g g 439590 2y ICbT b bl 3 5 43 (3wl 43 5 & g0 doohilekil mumixam sl (wlal 3 Sjekad <5 )5 gy - Y Hlog0i A
o gyl 50 anlllae 3590 (Gladiges ol (15 oyliw dighas il ouul SUSAT pa 3l digS 90 (295 A ol Laskiio i guai )0 45 Habylod .ol ods

v.

[ Dollnl oaded from sifm.ir on 2026-05-30 ]

| VE¥ 5l o) oylos Y 0490 | ot il 5 3o |


https://sjfm.ir/article-1-1397-en.html

sbla olwlis gly Sk 9o larcas rbel gmatK Slis g0
ol 5 b, o Slis S plgieas 1, COT Silis 5 oS
OA) Bl Byre S diged (pl )0 99290 Ol ji> L

32 A5 52,5l DNA 4 (glogdlly Joniliy &y 4z L
P el oy dizs )3 ouile gl (LS SLlE oLl
S5 2LS aisS 90 (sl bel gmatK 4l g pol> aslllae
S92 @S 5 ;2S5 00l (b sl saly Lag lo i gy
Jos 5l Jolo sloail oS 0l ) a0y0 ¥ 58T 5
ol s labad Jobo sboyean 559,51 U5 535 2 558,25
Ll am ad> e 5 ailos)S Jos S alayal as
5 28,5 O )go aiged | 2l I8 po) O )90 4 diged v
655 5 Slo 2 Glp SpiisSoms I ol sla JIg5 (500
«CLC Genomic workbench |33l s 5 la_wgi ail8lax> & j50 4
ol ;0 95390 T sl Lags gl o 51 o 0l
sl s b alie slo g5 gun pl8 10 .0 Dy NCBI
<0 g 5UIMEGAG 138l o 5 o wgs ipgh ol 5l J—ol>
A oy ! (6l maximum likelihood L3l ulu! 5 G55k
B 455 g o0t cudl sl Jlg ekt S0 o) o
ik L0 S 0 Sk o gl g plesl e b Ll S o
90 1,5 Lo aS el et i ¥ g ) loged jo 0 bools iolad
o, slaiss il 00,5 S8 o0 5 95 4] (BLS aTsS
4 a5 Wdg iolejl 0 90 sladiges | Lol> sla Jlgi eais o
Ol Jol> gl il aud 57 1,8 095 4 bgy o (gaies, ;o (095
leaiss slulls o auly cerbel gmatK sla )57l a5 aas o
550 a2l o Sl Sy plgisar S5 g (glo s 5
Sleige aiin iz o Jol> mls 35S 8 esliiul 3 550
0957 g (nl o addlhae 3,90 (LS 3 (S p Sl 4z L
oolazul b cacibls pad il (55058 ,90 9 Wiogs LS L
LS Cuale adllas (pl )5 00t 75hae JsSUge sLa 3 5
A ol s e

S5 ol
L olg oo &S ols lis pol> imgh 40 sdel Cws & gl

(sg0 5o )l3l g DNA mhaws 15 39250 sl ,Silis 51 oolazul

[ DoI/nI oaded from gfm.ir on 2026-05-30]

| YF+Y Hle o) ol ¥R 0,90 |

Ay ol 0y 40 calitee ple loslatul y sla Sl o
Plyenas gle il 5 gele < iy canl il 6 Kaiis
ol 1 iz (sla fal,F ol ) 52 e 008 g 50L5
45 g alS psle @ (B S l 0ad i (LS 0l
> o ol i g oy izo 5 09250 8LS Sl 5 0l
sy Sl or bz pulidelS Ko ojle arl ol Jlue
olis glie swliiolS diw) 4o cad ploxl Clallas 3l fol>
e ebiiolS iz o ol ladore uils (ioldl L aS aes oo
bz loodign (o2 50 558 )l S 4 Wl oe 055>
Eloil alaz 51 S5 sla )5 Lo 5l oolail og—is Jous abbgs ye
@b 0 a5 Wy oo et 4 gla Il dlex 5 DNA gl Silis
‘Sml.u.uol.f o g 6434[3 é—u:).ﬁ FIPes )‘ L@d.u.o) )‘ g
2 a8 Glasdlas o Jlin jabay (YV-YO) wijls o, )15 ol
&, L DNA (g4, p il Ko g cpdbiwl Lawgs YY) Jlow
Olsisds Wlgs cotbel [ Klis aS ols lid 0gy 00 plxil 2LS
o SlaS 5 glls a8 SlalS oL wlils gl yDNA Sl SO
a5 Cowl o S8 anlllae ol 10 .0 08 )18 solaiul 050 Wi
a9l Slis leicdy o)lg co 5 tnH-psbA L ITS2 Sl
arwgl dalllas (ol gl 0gd oolaiwl cow lalS Hlulis ol
5l oo ladisS olwlils gl olazel LB JoSUge g, S
‘) Y IPRW @b Coo gomns )L>O as (_g.b‘JB‘ a‘).o.»._.m‘ (_gLQde—od
3999950 El il ladiges 3 sS4 az 53 L S o0 pal )2
LS 4555 uuS L DNA jl eolainl b og, oo oy I MalS olLS
)‘ Awd u.a‘ —y )0 WM:\SQHS& oé‘éua,:.én_.iﬁ
(YA)W‘Q M‘? GJL} (_gl.bou\.;gﬁ
Sgd oo Jlo)) ol o8 zslojl 4 a5 sladiges 15 Yoone
000 Jud S @S b yudile SClwY 4 ot S5 sladiges
wrdiges iz )0 oad CdlL Ol i g 2LS slge Wigd oo
@loalied 1 S (oo )18 Julod g 4 jo 9590 S ja e
Sl Intigad ol 9 05230 5 5 (LS (SLlEy Sl 50
YA Jlo jo a8 landlas jo .ol oo b dgil o 50
S92 00l Lol DNA (sl S3Lis (53, 2 il 8o 5 (IS bags

AR

| oty gl S5y


https://sjfm.ir/article-1-1397-en.html

Obsol o 9 Sl

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

doi: 10.1016/j.forsciint.2005.11.021.

Margiotta G, Bacaro G, Carnevali E, Severini S,
Bacci M, Gabbrielli M. Forensic botany as a
useful tool in the crime scene: Report of a case. |
Forensic Leg Med. 2015;34:24-8. doi: 10.1016/j.
jflm.2015.05.003.

Caccianiga M, Caccia G, Mazzarelli D, Salsarola
D, Poppa P, Gaudio D, et al. Common and much
less common scenarios in which botany is crucial
for forensic pathologist and anthropologists:
a series of eight case studies. Int ] Legal Med.
2021;135:1067-77. doi: 10.1007/s00414-020-
02456-0.

Aquila I, Ausania F, Di Nunzio C, Serra A, Boca
S, Capelli A, et al. The role of forensic botany in
crime scene investigation: case report and review
of literature. ) Forensic Sci. 2014;59(3):820-4. doi:
10.1111/1556-4029.12401.

Paranaiba RT, Carvalho CB, Freitas JM, Fassio LH,
Botelho ED, Neves DB, et al. Forensic botany and
forensic chemistry working together: application of
plant DNA barcoding as a complement to forensic
chemistry—a case study in Brazil. Genome.
2019;62(1):11-8. doi: 10.1 139/gen-2018-0066.
Robertson JM, Damaso N, Meiklejohn KA. DNA-
Based Analysis of Plant Material in Forensic
Investigations. In: Dash HR. Shrivastava P, Lorente
JA. (eds) Handbook of DNA Profiling. Springer,
Singapore, 2021. doi: 10.1007/978-981-15-9364-
2_59-1.

Hebert PD, Cywinska A, Ball SL, DeWaard JR.
Biological identifications through DNA barcodes.
Proc Biol Sci. 2003;270(1512):313-21. doi:
10.1098/rspb.2002.2218.

Rodrigues MS, Morelli KA, Jansen AM.
Cytochrome c oxidase subunit 1 gene as a DNA
barcode for discriminating Trypanosoma cruzi
DTUs and closely related species. Parasit Vectors.
2017;10(1):1-8. doi: 10.1186/s13071-017-2457-
1.

Hebert PD, Ratnasingham S, De Waard JR.
Barcoding animal life: cytochrome c oxidase
subunit 1 divergences among closely related
species. Proc Biol Sci. 2003;270(suppl_1):596-9.
doi: 10.1098/rsbl.2003.0025.

Girard EB, Langerak A, Jompa J, Wangensteen
OS, Macher JN, Renema W. Mitochondrial
cytochrome oxidase subunit 1: a promising
molecular marker for species identification in
foraminifera. Front Mar Sci. 2022;9:809659. doi:
10.3389/fmars.2022.809659.

[ DoI/nI oaded from gfm.ir on 2026-05-30]

| YF+Y Hle o) ol ¥R 0,90 |

350 4355 ¢ 0lS SLlhy Su3gls 90 Sl (S 4 axg ek
2 2el)l5 g atedgus )l SG ol ge 905 olwlis |y s

gl ykae p 2 RIS Ly

53 b el pias Colos 5 (680 jlallie (nl (S i3SI 08 9 S
4 by o pol> alis (rizen dislod oo (1095 g S5 allanl ple oK iingy
ool 13 ol pgle oSty 4 el g Sloras Casds S 30

)b ol pole olSinghy (cighy slig—s > yol> anlllas 1 IS aowl
W PR o gal

B S CIERLIRCH PP I [ PR CAVEWRP | RISV CER VR Y- WP 31 P
3,05 8929 pol> daslllas JL3 o sdlie

5 wodls Julod caslllan (b x Jgtme 00t gi ek (320 1 Mt 5 o
Saslaez lSep ot sl e Sl s P e 4y oy g Lol ()
Qo0 Fro e a5 dodie (5,155 5 laools

el 58,5 550 o A sl gy Jlo Cala L ol gy 1 o g

References

1. Aquila I, Sacco MA, Ricci P, Gratteri S. The
role of forensic botany in reconstructing the
dynamics of trauma from high falls. J Forensic
Sci.  2019;64(3):920-4. doi:  10.1111/1556-
4029.13934.

2. Daeid NN, Hackman L, Spencer MA. Forensic
botany: time to embrace natural history collections,
large scale environmental data and environmental
DNA. Emerg Top Life Sci. 2021,5(3):475-85.

3. Ishak S, Dormontt E, Young JM. Microbiomes
in forensic botany: a review. Forensic Sci Med
Pathol. 2021;17:297-307. doi: 10.1007/s12024-
021-00362-4.

4. Park E, Kim J, Lee H. Plant dna barcoding system
for forensic application. Forensic Sci Int Genet
Suppl Ser. 2017;6:€282-3. doi: 10.1016/].
fsigss.2017.09.141.

5. Raje SC, Bhagat DS, Nimbalkar RK, Shejul SK,
Bumbrah GS, Sankhla MS. Contributions and
Current Trends of Forensic Botany in Crime Scene
Investigation. Forensic Sci ). 2022;21(1):1-2.

6. Gafner S, Blumenthal M, Foster S, Cardellina JH,
Khan IA, Upton R. Botanical ingredient forensics:
Detection of attempts to deceive commonly used
analytical methods for authenticating herbal
dietary and food ingredients and supplements. |
Nat Prod. 2023;30;86(2):460-72. doi: 10.1021/
acs.jnatprod.2c00929.

7. BryantVM, Jones GD. Forensic palynology: Current
status of a rarely used technique in the United States
of America. Forensic Sci Int. 2006:163(3):183-97.

\RI

| oty gl S5y


https://sjfm.ir/article-1-1397-en.html

wbeiols ;o 1,5 L DNA ool

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Bolson M, Smidt ED, Brotto ML, Silva-Pereira V.
ITS and trnH-psbA as efficient DNA barcodes
to identify threatened commercial woody
angiosperms from southern Brazilian Atlantic
rainforests. PloS One. 2015;10(12):e0143049.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0143049.

Meiklejohn KA, Jackson ML, Stern LA, Robertson
JM. A protocol for obtaining DNA barcodes from
plant and insect fragments isolated from forensic-
type soils. Int J Legal Med. 2018;132:1515-26.
doi: 10.1007/s00414-018-1772-1.

Graham K, Houston R. Evaluation of chloroplast
DNA barcoding markers to individualize Papaver
somniferum for forensic intelligence purposes. Int
) Legal Med. 2022:1-9. doi: 10.1007/500414-022-
02862-6.

Santos C, Pereira F. Identification of plant species
using variable length chloroplast DNA sequences.
Forensic Sci Int Genet. 2018;36:1-2. doi:
10.1016/j.fsigen.2018.05.009.

Beigmohamadi M, Rahmani F, Mirzaei L. Study
of genetic diversity among crataegus species
(hawthorn) using ISSR markers in Northwestern
of Iran. Pharm Biomed Res. 2021;7(1):55-62. doi:
10.18502/pbr.v7i1.7357.

Shahali Y, Majd A, Tajaddod G, Pourpak Z,
Haftlang M, Moein M. Comparative study of the
pollen protein contents in two major varieties

[ DoI/nI oaded from gfm.ir on 2026-05-30]

| YF+Y Hle o) ol ¥R 0,90 |

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

of Cupressus arizonica planted in Tehran. Iran |
Allergy Asthma Immunol. 2007;6(3):123-7.
Tamura K, Nei M. Estimation of the number of
nucleotide substitutions in the control region of
mitochondrial DNA in humans and chimpanzees.
Mol Biol Evol. 1993;10(3):512-26.

Zoubir AM, Boashash B. The bootstrap and its
applicationinsignal processing. [EEE Signal Process.
1998;15(1):56-76. doi: 10.1109/79.647043.

Craft KJ, Owens JD, Ashley MV. Application of
plant DNA markers in forensic botany: genetic
comparison of Quercus evidence leaves to
crime scene trees using microsatellites. Forensic
Sci Int. 2007;165(1):64-70. doi: 10.1016/].
forsciint.2006.03.002.

Dalton DL, de Bruyn M, Thompson T, Kotzé A.
Assessing the utility of DNA barcoding in wildlife
forensic cases involving South African antelope.
Forensic Sci Int Rep. 2020;2:100071. doi:
10.1016/j.fsir.2020.100071.

Mitra |, Roy S, Haque I. Application of molecular
markers in wildlife DNA forensic investigations. |
Forensic Sci Med. 2018;4(3):156-60.

Nithaniyal S, Majumder S, Umapathy S, Parani
M. Forensic application of DNA barcoding in the
identification of commonly occurring poisonous
plants. ] Forensic Leg Med. 2021;78:102126. doi:
10.1016/j.jflm.2021.102126.

\RJ

| oty gl S5y


https://sjfm.ir/article-1-1397-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

