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INE DNA R HBEKEESEZRRIPPRINEH

Ly 4E"  STEWART Kathryn' E AR #XfF" REX

("RFXFREAFS TEFR, LF 200002; *#R XL 24 (WWF) bR E&4, E# 200083)

f = 3If% DNA(environmental DNA, eDNA) 235 7 DL IRIEAE & (4 k  H3B =H kK
HEYPEERIE M DNA F BB, eDNA A ZREH T A EN AR RN ERELR
WA By bR R & F o F F RN AFTIEA B F TR I eDNA & 2R 7 i By &
W, BT BB BN BT B A A B9 AT IR UL, B 35 eDNA FR B eDNA 47 fn 48 R 4 3 ANy
B, RITFRFEAN —MAENEET &, SR T ML, eDNA HAEARBEES 4
HEh HAESZEHRGERE, A EXAEEEAERANEYRIREEE S, HAT
eDNA AR E# N A T EARH A (W NRY A MW BE A D) AT RN,
EMEWEN KEENESHENAEE  ERKELESRENRFFEA Z 00N W&,
BEMRAESBRKERREF A, BEH—FH), BT EH N5 1 eDNA 7 & 4
FAARE A A 7 R AT R E I LB A AR B — AR A 7 o A A KR B
JE A B — 1R A eDNA BRI A& 4 & 09 0 90 L8R, B 8 B 48 & X eDNA 7=
G5B N FWAR, B - F I RBHLERENT &,

KA I DNA; A4 Wl 4 S A

Environmental DNA and its application in protecting aquatic ecosystems. MA Hong-juan'" |
STEWART Kathryn', MA Li-min', REN Wen-wei'*, ZHAO Jian-fu' ('College of Environmen-
tal Science and Engineering , Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China; *WWF-Beijing Office,
Shanghai 200083, China).

Abstract: Environmental DNA (eDNA) refers to DNA that can be directly extracted from envi-
ronmental samples (such as soil, water, air and ice core). As such, eDNA has been utilized as
a new biological survey method which is comprised of capturing eDNA, gene analysis and result
analysis and can be used to monitor the distribution of organisms by detecting species-specific tar-
get DNA. Compared with traditional biological survey methods, eDNA has been demonstrated to
be more sensitive, efficient, effective and noninvasive, and importantly does not depend on eco-
logical or natural history expertise from researchers. To date, the eDNA method has seen myriad
applications such as (1) the presence/absence of rare species (invasive and endangered spe-
cies), (2) the estimation of population biomass, and (3) the monitoring of aquatic ecosystem
biodiversity, among others. Despite having shown brilliant potential for conservation management
and the protection of ecosystems, this method has only been applied in some advanced countries
and warrants expansion worldwide. eDNA methods vary from different researchers and need to be
improved to standards. As a survey method, its temporal and spatial precision should also be fur-
ther evaluated. The accuracy of harnessing eDNA to estimate biomass is still low; we recommend
researchers understand the dynamics of eDNA generation and degradation firstly and then search
the method to improve the accuracy.

Key words: environmental DNA ; biological monitoring; biodiversity.
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R AR A W IR i 0 A W RSB
BREARY Y A9 Al (Lodge et al.,2012) , {H
HEBRGME %, A Ly AR N Foat b B
A 5 A5 D DR ME A A WL 38, A S 2 ) WU AR 1Y
AR E W B S e F s IR SRS R E 1Y
YIFPTE 4 He B BOAR X I 1% 5 0 %00 07 2 R0 (s
W45 2011 ), 3 i 45 Az W) 22 46 1 1% 9] £ 4 oy TR
Mo ALGE RN T Bk Ak T IROWH-r 69 B B,
A A0 235 SR 00 YA P ™ R AR T A AR B Bz ]
SEPE, AR RO | g | S B S AR G
TIEAR SRR Y Z RV BEE AN URERT 9% 07 A AR
WANTE A B8R 2 X 58 6 5 1 1495 % ( Bohmann et
al.,2014) o JEAESE, LT —Fh R = R
ELXT A Wy b JC 45 3 (%) 8 2 T 258 DNA (envi-
ronmental DNA | eDNA ) 7 K| 4 B 2 48 3 — # 4R
(Kelly et al.,2014a)

BT DNA J& 45 ] A FRBEAE 5 (dnok | F
25 UK A ) Y HAE AR IR ) DNA By S,
SRR HIAY ) MY SEAS R )R DNA (IR &
Yy, A0 & A IR 22 vh BB PR A ORG VS5 R
B IAGE rp R Bz A b i ML N DNA WAL A0 IS8T
J5i S BRI 2 PR 5% P A9 I Ah DNA ( Taberlet et al.
2012;Rees et al.,2014) ., eDNA A & 76 1 & 5 25
Pymh SR R S P B R ) e B SRR R
A1 T BRI MIREE A BT P42 e DNA Hp 4 55
PO B O, 1 T o BBORE PR 85 vh AR ) 1 0 A1
AR

VTAER  IZHORTE K A A ) AR A 7K
A=) Z RV E IR A 45 Dy AR Bz R . AR SORE
M eDNA FAH S Iy st FIHT eDNA A I £ 7K
A=A 71 eDNA FR 5 4% Ge oKk A A Yy i
BXF HE eDNA BEARTEK AR A28 RGO Hh (14
M4 AT RIS e THEHASK I & 51,

1 eDNA HARWEZRHSE

5% DNA (A 5% fie 0 0 BUAE I A W 40k, 48 R
T RAE Y AT o B 3G 57, 0 B IR B A T rh 3k
I DNA, 1987 4F, Ogram %5 (1987) 3h IV T8
WP RBUL Y DNA, ZJF, 2= # A0 TH iz iy
ARIFRET —RINKTFMAD NI, E2ATE 3 A4
5T < I B4 85 v A B A B9 F S ( Campbell et al.
2013) 5 38 3 43 AT B 45 5 A ) 6 TR ) 1) 4 D L o L
A A AR S AR SR F (Yin et al.,2015) ; 3RBUAS ]

KA EE A 751 (Kim et al. ,2010) ,

FIH eDNA F A K F KA A Py iy F 1 oy
LU ) DNA 230 AP 5 (Willerslev et al.,
2003) . 2008 4, ¥ [E B 55 4 (Ficetola et al.,2008)
FIFH MK HHEEL eDNA G 7K 388 15 AR P
ZE[H 44k ( Rana catesbeiana) , 7 J5 T eDNA £ RTE
AR A W S W A AR S N AR TR
eDNA 7 AR AAZ Py o B — L LSO 49 o 1) A7
TERGL, 2012 4F A58 IF IR 22X A H] eDNA R
XK 8 B — Wy b A 4 et 2E 47 4 0 ( Thomsen
et al.,2012a) , IF 1 UK A7 AR R H A8 I 7 vh
HIME L 3 ) ( Foote et al., 2012) K 21 ¥ HY Fil 2
(Thomsen et al. ,2012a) , {H HEiAHiZEARIAGE
XFPIFIASRBEA T 240 %0 28 1, Ak BFE R E AT I
KRR DEREEREE AW S IR %K
eDNA 520 A K eDNA FE K 4 v (1) 3 7 240 72
(Piaggio et al.,2013; Barnes et al., 2014 ; Pilliod es
al. ,2014)

SVAITTF 2008 424 eDNA FARTEK AR
RGBT T W8Pk G2 S AR R H W) A
X i (KRS — A= 0 A P s A ) Pl A
— 3| [m] s A0 22 A A P B A SR K B
YR R R T KA L E
— IR BIR K K B (b 3 TR W0 A 1R R
¥ A YR N BRI S TR 2 P s )
FLEYAE,

2 FIH eDNA H AR AKE R EI T

Al 1 7R, eDNA HOR 1 TAE i #2 4 : eDNA
IREL eDNA 73 B 45 R 00 B . 3l 3 >R B2 KA, S L
DNA 52/, eDNA ARIL ;5@ 1 PCR-HLPK-TU 7 5
PCR A 45 7 AR AR R 01 i B 1y 51 Bk I
PRI P81 L S5 AT R 34, 43 A B A R S04
BITE S YR E R .

2.1 eDNA [3RHR

eDNA BYEREUAT 5324 3 20 A iR A AL IR AT
K eDNA $2HL,

eDNA FORB R L 2372, ih e e
ZMNZ KR HETT eDNA SRAE L4562 50 = N K
# (Collins et al., 2013) A T3 K2 KR M 3% ( De-
jean et al.,2011) J#1JA ( Thomsen et al. ,2012b) /NZE
(Wilcox et al. ,2013) ¥ ¥ ( Mahon et al. ,2013) i
7£( Thomsen et al. ,2012a) 5% . KAE I AR PE7EHE L
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Fig.1 Work flow of eDNA

eDNA i 2 75 X0 KRR FEAT I U8 AT 0 SR ad 8 S B e
SRAKFEVE 2 Tl ask DB 2 X 7K A AR A7 ask U8 DA TG
eDNA (B 7E D8 158 I, £ A7 U8 5 A 17T 52 BEXT eDNA
FIUCEE (Pilliod et al. ,2013) , L3 R K KR AN X
IRBEFEAT I 8 TR L 3 X KRR IR A DR A T S 8 %)
eDNA BJUL £ ( Thomsen er al.,2012b) ., HoAv, i &
AR U S A [T Ry 3 ARG R FR TE
WCBE KA I LR HE AT 2 B Uk, A A T 5 20 2R
FBOKAER, B DB A IR AR b 10 sk
UG, R IR RO A7 18] B AT 5 SRAE S5 a0, 465
FIFSFR BN R SR T B T KRR | P
AT UE 2 0 T HEAT  HARTE B Ah s KR RS-
PRAF- 52 36 2 5 B I 2 S K AR AR IR SR BB 24 1Y
TR K AECRAE 217 [ 5286 % 5 A Tl o B 3R
WITE 26 o U8 5 09 A 0 280 2R B 4F ( Pilliod et al.
2013) ., BB E FH 32 2 A HG LA AR 5T 5 T
CH I U A AR 2T 4 R BN D BE 27 A s 3R
BRIR TR SN Je RS fLAE H 0.22~1.5 pm A4,
VISRt 0 ], WFFE R BT, AR eDNA B 21X
A 1~10 wm ( Turner et al.,2014) , 2535 17 % H
LAR/NT 1 pm BIUERE, ©A BT &I, AR FhE
AOBE AR DNA B4 RS AN, Herr AT AS 2 4 3R DR A
et (Liang et al. ,2013)  {HSZFR N H H 0 & A 5T
HEH

AN TR SR A T X6 g 95 SR () HE A B2 5 7K AR v B AR
PR A G, ©ATETEH, B IKRE 1R A &
15 mL 210 L AEE, AR Al i 2 1R B
1~2 L(Rees et al.,2014) , SLEEFMET, LIAEM
F A ( Hemichromis letourneuxi ) 5, £ ) 55 FE 4

G

BN 2.53 %% - m™ B 1L AKERAGARS I A2y 50K 38 i
4. 86 1% ( Moyer et al. ,2014) . BT LAFE H AR YTl
BARET  WF50 AT 00 B30 33 38 0 SR A UK B AR IE eD-
NA (ORI A 2, (B B 19 BT AR 4 AN [ 1Y
KA TRl BRI Rl AN TR BREE S5 i e, B R
AR,

TE ] — KA AN R TR BE A TR AR 2 S B I 2
WA L, Moyer %5 (2014) 7€ 1.4 m A IS A
PR BRI R R 0 HEAT SR e B T A
JEE I ARSI JC ) A v (B AR A ) 2% BE R I O
WEIAEA 100% I, LRI F, BF5EE AT
B NNIZ Ty 1 A B 3 £R 5 AN TR A A S
g5 B VR AT 5 5 19 0 AT B W7 ( Takahara et al. , 2012;
Goldberg et al.,2013) . {H& HFM A B VAL
HYANSRAE T AN RIER J3E SR A A 1) 5 B X SR 45 R 3
IS

HYHIRAE VS iz il . TEHR I eDNA I, 75
B RE i BEAT % B AR, KRR PR A Z O 3
mol « L™ LI} 100% ) £ 15 5 3o g 12 WU 2K Fr 15
5 B A6 7E-20 °C (Rees et al. ,2014) .

eDNA F 4 J 3= B4 B T 4% 7l 2> W 9 DNA
SR &, B AT HI A9 IR &6 : DNEasy $2 1
177 & ( Qiagen , Inc. , Valencia, California, USA ) ( De-
jean et al.,2012) QTAamp 724 DNA £ 07 &
(Qiagen, Inc., Valencia, California, USA ) ( Piaggio er
al. ,2013) MoBio /K DNA 5% J7 2 UK £ (MoBio
Laboratories , Inc. , Carlsbad , California, USA ) ( Olson et
al. ,2012) ; FE 4] DNA R $2 B & ( Zymo Re-

search Corporation, Irvine, California, USA ) ( Collins
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et al. ,2013) ,

JLAE BT eDNA SR T 2Rk IR h Z 5
ARSI AEATY B — B AT 5 T k. AN
WS 0 7 i AN IS AR ] (i A 25 S R 2
A EA AT M, R R X AN m) R T 4 T 45
AL, A S8 Y eDNA HAR
2.2 eDNA W57

BB B A JIBOK A eDNA A 2H AR
Dlo TSt BEET X PR A0 R DNA U1 B, i
oI, N PRUESE S 45 R AR IS HERh L S ok b B
PRYIRI A AEAEARIE | i 24 B ) PR3 B b 25 R A IX.
OISR BRSO 2 T 5 [R]— My AR o 22
JEH R A TS AE R — M X HORZ O R BGE Y, 4
AR TR e B o7 ] 40 A e ) e ) 22 S AR A 4 [i]—
PEo Ji—J7 i, HRIERERE AT R 451 DNA #5477
Br, BOEIRTEANME P A B & R 2 1) DNA P51, A
X5 7 A4S DNA B R e, %
DNA AUHCHEE D, H R A B P [R]— ) A
MEREZR Y BE, MILZT XSims &
AN 2R A DNA L 2 T 4% DNA, H &A%
AT Do A sy P 91 XA o, 4
& DNA JRAZ AN, PR 3% HI 40 i 633 b ( Cyto-
chrome b) JEH AN 3R ¢ A fLE 1 3K (COT %
) 89 R B s g U R B, B hel ZEH
matk JEP Y B B AR 0 A 9 U0 e B, e Tk A
T DNA B 5w b, — i B Y v B, 211
T 100 bp,

P BB, 51t SR AR, #5 H
7 B S LN DN A DO NP Y L Uil e S BTN e =T
51 51RT B AR R B RR 5 v BRI 7E PCR
WHEE AR SE PN, SRR e TS
S 53k B AR 09 A VT BC R B2 A5G A DG FE A
O EAR ST e LT YR e a I AL e e s
AR (Wilcox et al. ,2013) , it [ HI IS & AR IE
S1¥)5 HFR YRR 5 00 R BOE Y Fh B R L AR
R, WS T AA Primer 3 Primer
Express , Primer-BLAST . Hrp , Primer-BLAST &
— LT PR SR 5 R TR (hitp 2 // www.
nchi.nlm.nih.gov/tools/ primer-blast) , ‘& 7] LAif i
PR  H AR S O] LU 36 B0OZ 7 91 95 |
Yy, W] LU DK BT | 55 GenBank H i £f
() DNA P8 #E4T Hooxr , K2 Firise i | W) il B B Y
HoAth DNA FP 3 Bodf B A (s 6L, A6 A HoRe S (Ye

et al.,2012) , in silicon PCR 0] LA F Rz I 5 11
SRS (Y et al. ,2011)

1 HVRYIR RS — 220, Qi A 02 7522
B FH 514 (universal primers) | % 5| 9 N GEE P
R ReZ YA U B, ecoPrimers i i € 57
H bR A P 2R 5 AE AR R R Se e IBOnT LU AT R
P34 BARHE R R 51 ), AR X 2e 5] P %tk H bR
FEPR ERE R T g T 00, 25 H bR B PR B h AT 1
e 4R BOE (R R 5 W B ARG B L
M SO — 8 R e R 5 1. i
& — LG Y it T A (http://www. grenoble.
prabi.fr/trac/ecoPrimers ) (Riaz et al. ,2011) .

FIHRRSFHES 1 Y0517 PCR, AT LLAWT H AR &
RS BARYA I DNA 251 R B, B A il (e
AFENZ A Bery P91, B0 A E & PCR A AT 4R
Sz p A R e, I 51 A AU
(Thomsen et al.,2012a) , 7] LIl i — K 525615 31 £
FiFh DNA JF51,

PCR 453408 o A K AR A7 R, &5 2R LLBH % | 9]
PR TICSR, FHPEUH] eDNA K5 TP E & B AR
(% DNA AR BFE K 3 b A i W F R A7, )45
VM eDNA FEf ALKk B HARYI 1Y DNA AR
RIFE KT B B R EAF, & & PCR N2
MY A SO0 R N, R S BE P, 75 0 Sy [
PEo ALY 5948 i B 4% DNA FrBeid
FE3) 5 H s ) R DT BC s, AR IC R B, A5 00 R
BT

— P 3 2 22 Y A R LA R S 0 Y HE R
O EEFEAAR 3~ 10 S PATRE, I ZIRE L
it P HBOA — e BHPEZE R, W e & 45 3 bR id i BH
P, BIVECA e AR i A B PRI A AR e S B (Jerde
et al.,2013; Mahon et al.,2013) ., G LEWF5TH H kit
o A AR AE R 2 — D FE o RO 1 45 1A
— 0, (H 8 0 5 2 5 7 LA A (Goldberg et al.,
2013) ,

Shy ik B L IR 1R B S A R TR A o g
S LA 58 ST G R B, AT 1
HhAS DN IR I it A7 25 1 I DNAL B2 B 1 )
MR PCR 75 AR B A5 — ZR 91 25 | 0] BRSO 52 50 i 72
HYSE 5 32 275 YL (Jerde et al.,2011; Olson et al.,
2012) ,

2.3 SR
FrHLUKEL qPCR Y45 F A BEPE , D56 B A 5 7K
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F35E H2l

PG R SRS | B 6 L R A AE e . DT I,
BLAST Al ¥ FiF 15 51 5 GenBank FIFfifi 77 B ¢ 4] 12
7 HEXT  BLAST A4kl 5125 51 (A BB 45— &
51 DNA JPHILL R EATH PR E B o T A X 47
“HIL WG RIATHE— B W IUE AR 5
P AT AR, mT AR B — R 51, TR A
BLAST AT LGS Hr AN 9 i AR 22 i A A5 8., 1k
BRSPS EER . R qPCR 7T L5 3]
FES TR R B & i, o T 2 e B A K
s B AR R A

3 eDNA B AR 5&5KEEMENFEXTLE

S5 7 L eDNA iR BA REUE & 4
4 3 AR R I AN BRI A A5
B AR B ) B S 5 22 08 B AT .. Dejean 45 (2012)
FIHH eDNA $2 AR 5% 58 19« H-Wr IRV J5 v [A] st 94
AR AR KR R A AEAE 52 E 4 i (Rana catesbei-
ana) , I eDNA HORTEFTA 1L 58 )7 1k G WA 3 56
] A e A7 7 B0 7K A R 0 8 B 52 100% , 2 7E
— B4R G Jy A WSR3 5 ] A ek 1) b 7 ¢ 3|
HARAE . TE2ZmaF—30 AR P I 8 14 ( Hypoph-
thalmichthys molitrix , H. nobilis ) 4775 1% {5 {0 I 25 W
i, Al — XN, eDNA F AR B — A7 BN
DB TN 0.174 d, A FH HL A 200 75 FE 9% T 93
d, & eDNA FERBE A (Jerde et al. ,2011) , X 4L
PEATE T TR AL H B A7 Ry o3 B P At Gy
W, WEER MR, PRI A LT eDNA 4
ARHER A B ) R — IRV LE ) AR PEAG
WFFE Y ABGE Y R 27 A Ty 0k 28 B0 3 e 1) R BUE
(Foote et al.,2012) , fEGERY A £ )7 i Qv i 2 4
o S8 SR A AR AR Hh (8 A= 1, e S s X K R i A
Wyt il — 22 105 5 T eDNA AR HF5 SR A /KRE IR X
HAEAT A A T 45 B K Sl b i A= W o A 5 B, A2
XFAE SRR . T eDNA SOR{UKERE 737
AW 2E B BT S AR W R A R A N R
PA F = YRR 256, — TG 5R 1 A 2
AURTEERE , 55 — 5 T A 2R Wy A ) TAR S )
AT,

K eDNA HOR 1) R B 25 TAE G R Ay
FRER R ol EZSINE R -9 N7 N Nl T I e
ARAEAK, BFE] b, eDNA FE B B AR )5 &4
SEAAE—E R, 7E AR FF T, eDNA 7E/E W)
TERE IR JG AT RFLAEAE T L/ NI 3] — A~ 2 H S5 (Foote

et al.,2012; Takahara et al.,2012; Goldberg et al.,
2013) , EMRAE LKA P A I 2 H AR M) DNA R
REVEIITE I A KR Th AEFE W B | 5B X P e —
Bemfla) N TR Bl . RREE A S eDNA BRI
AR N WA A G, 2 AR RIS (BOD Wi 4
LR AR DGR SRR, S EE SR E T, eDNA
%) 355 2 N 1) B 7 2B ) S A 1840 T 38 50 ( Dejean et
al.,2011) ,eDNA ([ REE BOD M4 FK (eD-
NA BT PR ( Barnes et al. ,2014) | 555608
ZRAFT eDNA ¢ 2 i [] 25 T 55 06 B 45 4F ( Pilloid
et al.,2014) R JE  pH | 5 fif 4055 9 52 0l o S W3 i
23 6] b TR S KA A WY eDNA 23 Bl 7K
TR RS — Bt a], EAER g SR OC, A A
BT, K /K 2& ( Daphnia longispina) BT #% i
B RTF 12.3 km, 1 AL E IR ( Unio tumidus ) )L
PEEM/NTF 9.1 km ( Deiner et al.,2014) , F B 7E G
SRR ZERAL A B AR A eDNA , HAFTE
JEREITY R E B2 10 km, AEGE R A 5 1k 0] n]
DA A0 s AT AE I (8] S

HIIORE , eDNA $ AR ToHE 58 2 B AL G i 4=
YAy ik AHEI] DAES —Fh ik 5 TR H
T A H AR Y o3 AT

4 eDNA FARFEKEETRFERIFHHIN A

4.1 A B AR FP g A JC
LAWK A 2 A H AR R R DNA
ALK A 2 B 2R AFTE . eDNA HOR
TR T T A B2 W, AR e fh &
HAMRGAT Y Rh ARSI
VAR ZE A 2R RS RGR
b EB R G REI7 55 23K ) B B R R 2 —
T30 2 I DR GH R IO i 2 X A ) A AR ) S B 3R
T (Pysek et al.,2010) , {HRIIAGRB B, A= W) 4
N ARG A= A I D7 I A T AR R R, H 5 (A
NAZFERE . eDNA HEAR W AT 7 A 4 B i 7 A
I H AR ) Tl B A7 TR, X W A= 09 3 A A
SCHR, [R] a] F 1 AR W) ol 25 B R 19 B
eDNAF AR T 4 H Tk I 38 & 4 i (Ficetola et al.,
2008) 4 fa) i ¢ ( Python bivittatus ) ( Piaggio et al.,
2013) MEPHEE 4 (Jerde et al.,2011) ( Mahon et al.
2013) K EE 68 K FH £f1 ( Cyprinus carpio ) ( Takahara
et al., 2012 ) . Y ¥& ( Potamopyrgus antipodarum )
(Goldberg et al. ,2013) ZEWIFI 9 AAR, Horp R B
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H LA S A eDNA A I SV 9 8 0 A b 5
KM AARNE DL, © T 95 5 . U e 1Y 25 5% 1A
(Jerde et al.,2013)

POK KRS RGP A B TR AEYBilh K
245 (IUCN,2014) , A R b AR 47 33k 26 ) Fofr i85 22 3 A
AITEANTTRE, )M S — A S B D i A%
G A DN D7 AR MERS N 2 | By S BUR ke = AR
Tt T 3 S R K 2 SRR o 55— T, R4 R
1 SEAL G R ) A 7 VR D i AR WD . eDNA £2
AR R AR S XA Y ICHA SR s il
HAR A A ] TR0 7K A 78 i & ) Fh ( Thomsen
et al.,2012b) , eDNA HA AT R G A 0ty 3L 5 )
(Foote et al.,2012) . WIMizh4¥ ( Pilliod et al.,2014) |
1125 ( Minamoto et al.,2012) €47 5 ¥ ( Piaggio et
al. ,2013) 17 B8 %) ( Thomsen et al.,2012b) & &
¥ ( Golderberg et al. ,2013) %5 Z R = W) J& B A4 7E
TR b R BT AE Y Fh o3 A 98 A Dy T B B
KEBHIE T
4.2 EWER AR

9T KB, KR h eDNA 1 &8 5 4 Y B A7 7E IF
A BIF 5 5 AT TR S A T 7K A v 2 40 1) ol 8 % 32
(Goldberg et al. ,2011 ; Takahara et al.,2012;Kelly et
al. ,2014b) , Takahara %5 (2012) F|JH eDNA $% A& %}
H A Tba-naiko il i (0 8 £8 JE 17 AR ) = 0 TPAN B
FEAE LI 2 S5 AN B A SR 10 v 30 L ASEADL T A1 B
B WE5E eDNA FE A8 B AR SCSC R, A2 B eDNA
VS R S EAROC RS 2 T R . RS,
TE Iba-naiko W1 HHURE , FHFE S B eDNA A9 14k 0] i
AR AR LA R A, (RS S 5 B A %
PEABTEIR B A8 AL pH i it B G BRI P b2k
S5 T 2500, T X SE 0 52 I e DNA 77 A= 12
B R B PR 2R PR I S SRR T A
PET RRAERP A S50 T 38 PR A e i — 25, M
SR MER P E WA T EIE,

R T $EE A eDNA A AR A ) A Pyt 04
WA, e S R E I BR .  pH DGR AE PR
SR eDNA 118 TR 48 K 88 fife 1R 3R 14 52 1l , -4
PRas 5 DA B AR AP ) DNA £ AT LGNS i il He
TE A SRIREE b i i 5 IO ROk Sl ) P A
FEMESEY R AR R DNA TR B 5246

JEEFI] eDNA FORVER Yy A= ) 0 1) A0 32
DL AE AR 1938 IV I A Ff i — 20 ik, (B LAY
T5 B RE A A RAE W AR Y B VA T B EAR MR

B
4.3 WAL

55 AR T B H d 75 L —1> eDNA F i
r ) ARG 22 b A= B0 ) DNA A AT RE , B4 Tk
B R G A Y 2RI

AR R A BRI T Y SR e 38 A
F2 DNA 5 S {2 A2 bR & IR 929 4 H:
Al R — DN W (BT B AME T AIME B . LS
JFHEAT I, W] DAL B X8 5 > DNA S5 AT
P, LR ATIN Y . AR S AEAD DNA #00
(A UCECRT LA B2 Ty 50 A A b v ) 32 B2 TR ki 47
RINEAERIIAE( E2E,2012) , X LLHRXT )
F eDNA #E47E W ZRE A 2 G B, KA
AT (A5 AT AR BSOS I B 22 A A ) 1)
DNA J¥%1], i@ 1 5 GenBank F % 35 PR 271 %6F L T 4
SE W DI P AR A I R T E B D REAE IR AT AT LA
AT A3 AT — Bl DNA B 3 % YR B0 R) 42 1 43 By
TR FRTE RS A B, H H A AR A
BT YRR A | 3 AR T AT

Thomsen 55 (2012a) MK FRHURE  FI 2 — AR
W T E el s 9 A~ B i 15 FhfaZs Dl f 4 Ff
B2 o — st 28 POR WAL B8 B I A 5 vE R
5T [l R (5 Ty Ha I 2 1H | Tk 4
9 ML g ik AT IR A, K B eDNA J5 15 REAE K6 )
WA Z T H AR —FE 5 77, Kelly
25(2014b) A F— B 106 bp Y 128 #Z A DNA 1
i B, A I S A A fa s (R
o DN 3] 8 HUFELE (R R 28 S

AP e K i T KA RS RGN EY £
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