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Abstract: Folk taxonomy is a dialect naming system based on local culture. It refers to the method and pro—
cess of categorizing organisms that exist in the folk in addition to scientific taxonomy. Many studies have
proven that folk taxonomy is very similar to scientific taxonomy, and it plays an indispensable role in the in—
vestigation and documentation of biodiversity, conservation of biocultural diversity, and sustainable use of
bioresources. With the increasing cultural homogeneity and biodiversity loss, much precious traditional know—
ledge associated with folk taxonomy has been lost before it is recorded and revealed. Thus, it is urgent to
save traditional folk taxonomic knowledge. Herein, the concept, main research contents and progress of folk
taxonomy were reviewed, and the existing problems in folk taxonomy were prospected, hoping to provide help
in fully understanding folk taxonomy and in doing related research.
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Table 1 Common synonyms for folk taxonomy

[F) i) LIB'e SRSk

Synonym Chinese Reference
Native taxonomy/indigenous taxonomy Rk [14-15]
Folk biological taxonomy/folk biological classification R A 5325 [16-17]
Ethnobotanical classification/folk botanical classification R 2 [18-19]
Ethnotaxonomy Ry [20]
Systems of folk taxonomy REGE RS [21-22]
Folk botany R [23]
Folk classification R[5 [24]
Indigenous biosystematics ALY IERG [13]
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Table 2 Differences between folk taxonomy and scientific taxonomy
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Fig.2 The hierarchy of the folk taxonomy system (take the Dai nationality as an example)
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