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NG DNA S ARFEKREEWMEN PRk RBENE BT =

ZRu, RREY, B OB, AL, £ OB, ke, £ &

(1. BRI R S PR5E DNA HOR SRR SRR PPAG TRE PG, 1IEF 2013065 2. LIRS HE SN RG0S
AL B R AL A SER A, B 2013065 3. LG ATEREERL AT, B 2002335 4. o [ BRI IS AL
100102)

B E: AR, KA SR S EUK A S RGOV B BIR KA A ) 22 R PR B, 7K A A e AR DL
PRI AR 0 K A A R K A 2 A B, B S O R K AR 25 B B LR 4P R B Y A B 3R 8 DNA
(environmental DNA, eDNA) £ AR —Ffiz 37 A0 J7 i, PR IERE ff S 0 DNA 21700 Fy Ao A ok
SRR B . i T IZEOR R RIS AL K | 1 DURYIAE) (ERESRAT R R R S, RA R
AR R RAREAS SR A AR R A R TE . (HJE, CA BIBT S SE BRI, AT eDNA SR 38K il —
SEHk A, FHLAG 7L A ML SR o AW ZAETE TR A AR FBE ) B I B RS SR O T 812 T
eDNA HORTE/K A AW W b i 0 TS0, 45 FUHT eDNA FORTE AR A IR AR P R B 5
P I 7R iR E B SR AN HERR S S T T I T ek 4 1) R R B A5 2 — AR S8 38 1 X ik 2 [ st o 2 L
PRI RH LA DR 5 AR R o d i, X eDNA BOR AR 19 & R S b AT 1 B2, LA A W A 5% fif ] eDNA

AN &
KR eDNA HAR; N ; Pl semt; B
hESFES: X835 XHERIRERRS: A

KA i Z R, 52 N LA A7 1 K S AN AT
BDRPI BT R IR Z —, SRT, BB A AU R &
J& KRS R G T 2 B BOR B8O IR, AR £
FEVERU . AW 2RV G R AP A A, 7
TRIEAS RS RGN RE SR S5 ke 4 G E A
SRS AR G P AR AR AR AR, G, X
TR A=W i A7 e 0 2 T e /K AR 25 A B DR 4 ) ik
AHR o AR GE R K A A W W 3 B S B R
AR, IR 252 D k) i SRR A i 47
GE,FEITC CBUAS i, T HG K AR A ) B A B
IRRRE R, MERA B 32 IR T o3 2822 Rl Jal, i H
RG22 A itk O 2 N B B A2

3455 DNA (environmental DNA, eDNA) J&48
MIRFAEA B 3 AR DNA, €045 S A i
PEPITEZS R A KRR PR DAY,
eDNA AR 235 FI 1145 Bl 7y 74 AR 4 PCR AR
MK BEERITEAE it v AR H RO SE I B Btk AT

YRS EH: 2022-11-09 & E B 2022-12-27
EETIE: [FEE AT A% (2022 YFC2601301 )

BE R I IR AR T A G A Tk,
eDNA A AR 2 5 i A R 32 2007 T 11
FL, U AEED BAAR  SRAE T, AN 2l
(70 28 58 A B D PR AR, A 2 R 2R 2536
B &, R A s AR A
HRAFE P RE A, AN 52 B84 0 R, R AR R A
%o

A D —IGUA A ™ R T i 7 A 28 A )
B, HETZ B K R BUIRBE 2 52 3L #2400
A T 3 — SR, HE B S | A B [ A
PRFEFCHAR M B = A K00 % AN 5235 L eDNA
SRIFASH 2 M R eDNA Xof A= 45 i 22 o AR 1
R A ASTRIEC A OT SR EEIE T eDNA
TOARTE K AL A= 1y W 0 50381y 02 A G T
eDNA FATE I i A Bk A e T 58 3 B Al A9 AR I
FAR g0, )5 R T eDNA H7 AR % J& 1) Hif 57t
(F 1), LI HEZh eDNA FEA L /K Az 25 B i 45
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S A FAANE A W AR F S A —LE LA

R1 eDNA BARBIMA A B R R =
Tab.1 Advantages, applications, challenges and breakthroughs of eDNA technology

S

=

I

Types I 5 Advantages

I FH Applications

Hkhik Challenges ZEM% 5. Breakthroughs

AR A LR A AR ARG 5

REEGTUESCRA TR R Al R

RO RTE IR SRR BRI Bl 15 4 JF 20731

sype ESIELBAMIE WEN: G eDNA KT HIFEIENDL  eRNA HOR

o AR, AR AR WM KA A 52 5 ) 1 38 R
TERHRAE W B B Ve
AR TR ARES Y AMERENRPE.  ERERDEEHEEE I DNA K (o
SR . s

1 eDNA AR MM

1.1 £¥sHEHEiEaE

H T, eDNA R C 2 W 1 T A% 2k
P, KEBFEY], eDNA £ AR 51%58 7 XM
B REA -3, ER2 B G MA RSN
BN AR, ZEREE S R eDNA £ AR M 4 i
I HATYIRN Z R 0 A, R 381 By sk e S ) R
W43 f28, o KG D 3 2R 52 W) &) ( Rhynchopelates
oxyrhynchus ) % — R B 4 E B AGE D A28
AR 0 25 22 REVERIT T $RAI A 78 4 S 2
53 M FFH e DNA FZ A TR Hi X X0 BR VLT 1 402K i
FFZFEvEIR A, b eDNA FRKG I 2 175 Fp
2K MR SOR SR 5 47 Fpta s, Bk
FIFH eDNA 7 Z5 TS H A TN b 3 8 T HE0L IR 2
ST R SE SIS I RV 2L IR AT, & 30 Sl T 2
THEGERIE] T 6 '] 16 H 18 B} 24 J& 1 I iiff i
26, Miid i eDNA BORKGI ] TR A9 125 H 33
B} 43 J& IR
1.2 4£¥YEfE

EA I KW, eDNA B EEFIA Y £
[ BIEAR G 36 R o 2012 41, TAKAHARA % Fi
L BT 5 508 ) T eDNA AR 72 B 00 52 5 5
2 R R EESEAT A Wy AL, 45 S BN eDNA [
Y HE SR R R OE e R R A A
FH eDNA AR, 158 T & JR 88 ( Procypris rabaudi)
eDNA ¥ Ji 5 H g 5 1 A G Pt 28, HLAE RS BRI
AW, eDNA Ve FE 55 s ) 52 43 AH 5, UE W] eDNA
TR AT LA R85 e S e S e AN ) SR A A Y A2
W SN 23 03 A o o RN LI il ol BT 5T
X TRV HE T 7 B 0t P 4 il 1) 5 5 8 I 5 L
eDNA VR BE 1) ¢ R, & B8 B filh 57 78 % 5 5
eDNA I B S LR PEAH DG C 2R, WAL T eDNA HR

B4 B fill ( Sebastiscus marmoratus ) 4= ¥ 1 Pk 25
T HER . AR e R AR AL
A VE K BF ( Penaeus vannamei ) Fl 8 75 % #F
( Penaeus merguiensis ) "W 5% ¥ LK 5% eDNA
ARG A AE A G B0 ) A M, 45 SR R WK AR
eDNA £ A5 H v i 4 /5 reads %ila] 52 9 f 46
PG R XEEHFIEEE R LW, eDNA FARXS T 3T
i A= Wy i BAR R T A 5 o
1.3  E£YNE . IR EN

AW AR RS0 B8 U A ) o R 4 [ — Ry
S ENECRE D FEMTE ST, eDNA HORBALGE I
WT R AT 3, BRBESE FIH eDNA HEAR A
A48 5 Xk I P b DX/ A8 A 7 R ) A 2 A7 1O
A5 7RI, 25 5 R, e DNA 7 AR K 2] Y /N A
F W2 ( Pomacea canaliculata) &4 R w5 TG M,
F875 . eDNA HORIR XS 7 Wi AG W b i 4 7 3L
Wi, #Rss R eDNA H R IF R KT H T
e AP, B3 T RITILIKIF 8. R
FH eDNA HAR | B A= P8l oA b i B,
AEAT XKt B AR A, R T eDNA FOR1EA:
Py AN Py A S A AN
1.4 RHEMR

TRGEM Ve 3 BT F2 MO T 5 TR A2
RAIRIER 5 AR/ DUR -3 R 1) 7B =N | R- e
eDNA BORBISESI B 1t , ke T EC 204k
MELLIr FE ) B 5k i b o A e O — XA, n] AR
S — R SR Oy i o PR s i
YEIY Eh U2 ( Tectus pyramis ) JHALTE Y DNA I3
TR o307, R R HE AL E A LR B, JE AR
SR f B 2R, HE o TR e B
YA o BRSE S —H X B W &k, A R TR
IR IR AR AL, AR Y, X TS AR RS
T BA FE i T eDNA FEAR X It R
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BRI
2 eDNA Al Y R 35

S eDNA BORTEA Y ZAEEOR P FIAE 25
ek A PR R R AR E AR IR S, (HHA)
Tl 2 — AR SR, - B BH A JOAR ASTE ; K AR o
A A DRI AN 105 4G I 3 1 B0 AN B A4
ME] T H b JCk 0 E K PR B AT AR LR 5
JKAEL U (eDNA $2 BCHI 23 T FRic 55 i R A 58—
P s P E AR 2245 0 X — ARSI IR 73
fF 5% 5 % eDNA £ K 1A n] B A 5, AR B
eDNA W K 3 52 o S48 L b A AR 24
2.1 RBEHERHFRS

HRT, T eDNA BoR  ARIBESEE SR Af:
DA AR, BT Ls 2 A A ek 2
KR AW A A T B R SR KRR AT i 0K,
(EAF A 2o I8 T B2 8RR il AS B DR AT 268 ),
g8 R BRI T B FLAR RN R R T 45 A
—RE R W — T, DR AL AR D AR
eDNA BZ Kl Hh ) i 22, (EL B =22 TR 1 2
RLUE B B A ARAE R 98 i 2 iz i 2 5 e = it
T eDNA FEIUHT, JEME L 1Y eDNA 2> [l i} ] iy 12
I A, R 8 TR AT B T T oK Rl LA BB Ak
eDNA [Efigt 575 [E BN AN RAE A RF IR, RAE AL
R T UOF AT . R I, Ay i 4% 5 3 1)
DI B FLALAR LY 49y Ao S ) 203 A0 28 ]
I ELXTUE BT A S R SR (AR AT
2.2 {RBAMEF{ERFAME

JO7 HH eDNA $7 A S i i 1) Tl A S P A
B FHPE )AL 25 s 4 0 17 £ A0 R Bl G ) 51 B
B , A I 2 PR 58 o ANATAE 1 ) b s SE T
PR BB 2 s B A 1 e PR S
i HbrP A eDNA e 8 1 ik (f 36 K il o A2
eDNA Bt A B A, LI oz o 7 o e i 5
) eDNA HR 25 ) R dhAS B 1 BEAL R (it
K HEREE ) I 522 PCR §74 0 5] Py Fi 4
AN, o3 AR (BN, fE 2R Z R R A
MiFish 58N 38 8OR S 19 aE 5190
BIRILRES T4 ) 90% 1Y (2R AKIIA 128 rRNA
HIHR IR 51 AHAZ 51 ) 03 B AN o, ol DX 00 T
AR 45 JbAh, H1 T PCR 41 B AT B AL
P, BIBERE [R) — A REAS, S AT 97 2 [ 45 21 A 45
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St AT REAN ], HE BB F B MR A AT REAS I A
)1 R AR A A B PSR

R PAPESE R 22 h T de ir s, Ak
R AR R, R AR SR B 15 G 15 i, A AT Al RE i Al
FEARZ M H ARG Y. H 52 DNA 425 PCR §~
SR SNl Uy ST A nwil ) E NI
TSR R , o 23 AR PP 2 2R o A DRl
BAPERY IR &, DO R m 1 I & 2
PLEARICAF 242 5 eDNA Kl HOR ) £ 2w i
T SCAR BHAAE T =, 1 7€ B HE A 8 5 AR R 2 O
Bz —
2.3 eDNA KR ¥ #7EE RS A

eDNA TE/K IR P25 5 K fife , FRERCR: 03 A1 5
ZEN BRI E 0, 40 eDNA SRR K 3 1 &8
K. pH, Ot B AE, Hid &2 NKIGE 3%
M2 S B DR 2 A A A 4 SR R — B R 2%
AN, v S LE R T eDNA Hi AR FF e 420 1
PR E 28 2 AR 1 3 A I R B, eDNA BRI T
A Je B DA O R, X P
TE B & T IR 82 Sl T A 5% B 05 A ] s
HE A D DR AR A AT B S R A B A T 57 B 3 B
AT R A 5 58 R K B AR 1 T K HE R T
AT B R AN 4598 o 7] L eDNA SR JE R
SRS R R A A R B, R
VLA [ X5} 8 ( Fenneropenaeus chinensis ) i WF 5% %t
%898 eDNA TE/K IR TR B 77 BRI ] o BF9E 3R 0T,
5K Bt eDNA M LL, 5 7 Bt eDNA FEKAR A7
B IR SR, FLE A [l 22 30 o MR aE TR
fiff S5 TS REAE 12 DX AR ARG T 3], 3 2 38 JOoxt 49 b
SEARAFIE IR HE LA T R5CHI T
2.4 HIEEEGRK

eDNA HAR P A 25 R UETH PEAF ARG I o) —
A SCE A T B R Bk o SORL A PR AR
b eDNA WFSE I 3 FhRic. DR ZrerEi
N, H A FhRic A B2 b ( Cytochrome
b,Cyth) F:[H 12S tRNA [16S rRNA FIMI A ¢
FALEE 1 (CO T ) FEREE L RR mr %
BEEATF AR L TF JE eDNA BT, 5 800 58 # 2
SRR PR AR R, Toik Sl T RUE IR
FOANSE 35, I 45 R IR Ay R AR BT
( Operational taxonomic units, OTUs) . [ G 2
DA B 1 it 5 0 fa i o B 90 DX, R T
eDNA AR 8. 28 22 FE PR 8 2 (0 fERA 1, 45 2R
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N, TSHEFINRE LS 3% BIEA )G,
A 4 M RUE <98% 1) OTUs JG i H 4 B 1
A, HBERE & H e BT, —Leifse
B WBEO TR A LB R, b EIR K KRB
TGS HE B ) AT R e (E 5 1 7
AR,
2.5 EEHARSGZEZEEZMN

AR Sh A AT W R A R0 B OB
H ETFH eDNA BRI PR AT E TSR
& & PCR ( Quantitative polymerase chain reaction,
qPCR) 77 1%, i1 eDNA $2 DGR SR 2R 1)
o (I ISR A R R R TR b o
VE RS, 045 A 56 128 rRNA JE K] qPCR F7
HERT 2R, 4 qPCR (Y B R EL (C,) HEFAE 5
P2 DUES, FRAR I8 DUBORN 2 i S 45015 3 o i i
DNA ¥ B2 5 HASAKIC R i AR 5GP th £k, DA 4 53
YIRS B RE o i T RRE ) eDNA YK
SRNPIFA B (RN R AL T E A R
FERT G EZ DEIREE) FARTT 2 CRIES TR A
FrifE .eDNA 25U PCR 519183 ) 55 &R 50, 15
FIRYLE R HBEXS R E 1Y DNA #E 47 %€ &, Toik
B FSEBR A Y o YATES 457 s T
SR K5 eDNA 5 IS = B R bR (A9
K Z IR A R, I TR & %00 e o 4
AL TS A M E AR IR P R A S Y s
L5, 5 BRI, L IR RS T, eDNA
YRI5 XA BE SR AR 0 RH S PR B 0, T AR H 4R
I AR MRS o PRI, {8 1] eDNA 474
il = DA, AT AR £

3 eDNA FERAYFR ML

3.1 B&BIFRERL

W H, eDNA 7 AR W 7K 30 358 B A HR 2 K
KRS UE B UEME L, 1T eDNA & 4R {H KA
I A T b 2 RERTC . % RIS K T
I AKRE BT FE X 42, 3@ 3 6 PCR & &AW1k
Fe T 4 Bl % DNA 325U PCR B4 7 B O R0R
ZEL N R, T ME R R B O Ak R A 0
TaKaRa $32 UKL H @A GEY 4 1 HbR A B, B
I TFEFAh eDNA e J3 356 A , %o DNA 425U
FHAE AT i KR R L, PRk, iy 42
5 T VB A R S T A W R A e ke ) S g ) R
—, GOVINDARAJAN 21 JF % T —Fh 8 1 K

FEhE eDNA SRAEAR, i1 12 DR 12 Mg e 4N,
BB IRE] 2 L/min, H—MER LLEAT 2 4
HE AR H I8 /D T BRI A), B TR AR,
U TUBNE oy ZE A R, AR PR R W] T —Fh
eDNA [ igss (1, £ 5]%5.202210754981. 3 ) ,
AHUEAR IR BELL A 454, R RE 0 1 LK, izad
UEA L JEAT B — BT 4 13 min, Had B8R
eDNA S e i — B SR U 4 7%, 380 7R A
BRI 25 R HER 1

FROFAUAG 3. UBREE; 6. URERITIE; 7. ENRSZHE: 8. BibbE
W5 9. UEAR; 10, BROZIER]; 11, 3 136 15, B AB
FRAR o

Including: 3. Filter membrane; 6. Filter holder; 7. Filter
supporter; 8. Anti-static mesh; 9. Thick filter; 10. Immobilizing
ring; 11. Cap; 15. Fastening clip and A/B fastening clip.

1 FT eDNA HyidijE=s
Fig.1 A filtering system for environmental DNA

HHr, N T3 eDNA R85 52 B0 5T E A
FIAR R T . BB R A e 1 45 1 R iR & 3T
JEMF ] K A R AR, KIRTANE 2600 3541 7 —Ff
5l eDNA SRAEAR (PEDS) | B — 128 15 W B 551 1)
INESERL R, /NS BT AE K Y i A BT (] ) HE A i
4 eDNA, R B 45 HL3iE 52, PEDS J&— il A 20 Y
eDNA fHi3f H . BESSEY 25" i 5 IR I 7
KA UER] T 9 S E eDNA BRI AT 1 X
TPk AR A B B E P, YAO &P A
RIVERA 253358 1 7K A= A ) [ €125 eDNA
BEAERBAI IR 7, 45 RUESE K A AP I
YER eDNA B 1 R AE 25 2 A 500, R T WA
IS A 0 W 8 ST B R REE

A SRR AR 15 W 3 B FE A, JCHX
TEGRIG S R M R A T 5. A3k
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B SRR A A 2R A 45 A, T AFRAT K
DNA #2 Bt A1 PCR 4y #fr, 5C ¥ it #£ eDNA Jp
Bt L B b RS I AR Y & R RE S S A
RO I RIS B AR K Wi fa A, DOT 4655 1 %
T—F AR EFE S PCR F 57 Y
eDNA KGN 75 125, %k W TA v 4 i ( Hyphthalmichihys
molitric) FEAT KL I o 45 5 B 7%, 1% 7 ¥ AT 7E 30
min PN 5E RGN £ 3 H BB PR AR R 1 R

i F eDNA FOR MRS = 58 —AnifE, BF &
O F AT I eDNA Rl SCR , DAL
i, T4 i o 80T PCR 2 i
FAR AL T 125 eDNA REA (R4 38 ARFE T ¥
R BN LER—fLR A R 6 FhughE,
eDNA i 76 B e i B S VR A T 4 % T U B A
-20 C ¥ %HARATF S F) FH Longmire” s buffer {477
WARAT B 250 R B o WILLIAMS 2600 fy ff 5 &%
Seths {57, Longmire” s Y ¥ AT AT 2K (847 eDNA,
V2% eDNA WA TR . HRIAZE dtr fflife T
F LV 5 3k BE K AE eDNA [ 3R HUT 5, AR R
FLA B XT eDNA FEfif A BB &l /E R, x5
TAKAHARA 2557 {58 45 51— 35,
3.2 EESER.FRIFY

BB BHAE [R] UL, Ak 2227 %) eDNA $;
ARGLFR I A R Ay w3 T Ak . 1 Je 7 R
SRR SRAE TN B I I U O 0, B B
Xof R, — YT P 2 TS A R e
S F V5 Yext LA okt g, JU & eDNA 7E PCR
UGG RIS BB PH M A B R T R . MIYA
2l 0T Ol eDNA % [T S TG LI, HEAT
PCR ¥ 14 B, eDNA £ HU, PCR Hij #E & (f& R L
H) PCR P14 Jo J5 S 5L 50 W AE 3 AN 7] Y 55 56
FEAAT AR, B S0 5 A T B Y S5 A
v LI R AR, I H, A ) AR R A S
I, HAem A5 Y R R 7 —1~ eDNA L5,
WANG 2 B3 7 s 40, & BLE i 1
B— MR IN LA A bR IE o] LA ALIX 4 I
SRy e AR W AE X5 G g/ eDNA SE5G
Bk 45 5

S AR IS 1 DL 4 Ji R BDRE AR b A PCR
PPy sk 5| Wi AN = . B R iR A
Ik aE PCR PP A8 77 A2 S G2 vh 51, an 4 13
P Dax-8 %1% sk F BEA AR DNA (4 T H
BRI Fi B B e B 2 AR B I AN GG, B 5 13 R AR B
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PESETE) | LR 2R 0 by vk BEAR 8 A A 2 70 45
E o TR 51 X0 3 1438 FH 5 1 40 BE % [ it
Rl s Z2 A, (0 i T H A RN, B
i B bR R B TG R i HLAR A R el B
% OTU, &7 eDNA 5|4 RE 225 5| ¥ 1) 8 A
M, B R | 8 R BAE AR R 2
6] B A5 2 R o 51 A P Bk 4
(1 E AR R AR 5T X 00 A ) 2 RE PR . AN
[R5 6] [R]— AR A 34 i S5 SR A e & 1B
AR R TR 43 250 L, B G, i A2 5 0 24
514 ok 8 4y 25 B I R M W R ORG A
IR0 RN, AT I B2 T ARIC FIAR
NP BB IEA 2 AT I & H 8T 38
FAPESR Ay HER e R RS E SR M 5
A
3.3 eRNA

eDNA 7E/K i 8 & oA R AL HE T, &1
B R ARG 25 SR, An A I £ () eDNA Jf3E R A
FEBFGE DX IR T (4 0 T 2 pl At b 3 A
X Ik # AT AR E B Y eDNA L 0T, eRNA £
ARBH 24 K. B F RNA R DNA Fa7E
Sy Vs, H. eRNA [ fif 9 1% L eDNA B
DRI, £ PR 55 77 B YIS ) B 46 . WOOD 4503
AT WA TCEHESI I eDNA FlI eRNA i %
RGO, R LBR A YR , K AY eRNA
TE 13 h J5 I IR, 1 [/ —FE A H i) eDNA 7R
94 h J5 AR, EAR eRNA AHEL T eDNA Jfif 5
o S ok B, TR M RIS, {H eRNA W] LUHE B
F58 3 S0 G HE I R P P A 6 15 O, ELAS 5 3
DR AR A 9 A R 75 K T e T e AR 4 P 1 45
B eRNA X — 5 fiF 5 5 i RT-PCR J5 %
545 AT DAFE A1) 43 A B[] 23 R R )| 42 v R
T, AR PR s BN G 0 R 0 B Y
& TSURI 26 Y645 B¢ 244 ( Danio rerio) 15
(7K AR 7K FRARIN Y T 6 4~ mRNA $ 5, Hod—
SR AR SRR UE T eRNA B T AT LU F
KR FAEE 56 Z 40, 3607 U F HAbfE B
WF5E, UESE T LA mRNA S HE A5 1) eRNA 4347 78 7F
i 7K A5 M sh i A BIOIRZS 5 T el A, AR
HHIET eRNA K K A AP WA SR B0
HAR AT, (0 b T SR A i AR B A
PR G B, eRNA FiAR & Al FE A n] Al & nl
B ZREE Y A T TR,
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3.4 ZEHIEE

#E4T eDNA BE5E, ZH B E L AT A, H
RTE A7 1 4 B3 DI RO )%, i NCBI (www.
NCBI. nlm. nih. gov/genbank ) . [E rAE fiy S5 A 4K
P& 2 (http : //www. boldsystems. org) \ffiZk DNA &
TR 4 (www. fishbol. org) \IHFL 34 DNA 4
AR ZE (http ;//www. mammaliabol. org) FiI &
& DNA & JE B B4R E ( hup://www.
barcodingbirds. org) 45" ™) | 330 SERH R R B R AE A
WrEH I 52 3 . A 2 E RSO TR 1
PR, Gnitg me B IR 7K #1.28 eDNA 255 TE 1 2 5 5
HREET ARBIEAS G e PRI, R BT DU L
N RBEAT SO RS o TR, R
ORI 38 T 5 P34 T 500 PR 0 b 78, i S %
WFFEE ST R P To R s R T SR
HHES W) SRR B e, B X R — 258, TCie b
FEE PR R IR L, BA 1% S 7 B PR AT
R, RAEA [F] B 78 45 2R 22 6] B AT %) et =2 R
R A NT A B A $ v AR b ) A R T A AL
PERIZERAE , s ek T I A=
3.5 i3 eDNA ZIEHH AL FHEAR

eDNA ¥R Ji 5 52 1 W) AR AR ) DR 25 ), 6
HAE A B i A 3 C R — B AR AR,
I, T BN eDNA S ML B BFSE, #57 eDNA
WESAY AEEYHFZ R ELSC R, DLk
17 eDNA E EAGIZS Sy R e " . BT, JL
THTH AR TEAE T & Ik 52 B i A H AR BE 1A X
—HMo F—MIE AR DNA 2%, AI7E$2H eDNA
R AEAS A — 8 =1 AR DNA, 5HEAR — i
PEWOFY 3G, ARG bR DNA 1) 3 52 ok A A
MFRE . N bR DNA AT DUZ AN TR , 805 G i) ik
# DNAT? SATO 2617 SR %05 34 H A
g 7K IR N T I3 it B L Dt ) TR £ 2
AT, AR T 2R 2R T B B A X
J5 g4 [R) I AG I 22 ) b 1Y) e DNA Y B R R /T
AEo o B HOR G2 4 i R AR I &R B
( Correction factor, CF)7) CF &&3&@ 1 4 F 41 it
PRTRURI A B 5 A 0 55 DR 4 DR ) a7 ik R A5
BRI R HL, B eDNA 5 S JE R ) b =5 B2 1 468
AE R . THOMAS 48 Fl %y 44 0 2 i
REHES(Phoca vitulina) 36155 B VEAt BF 945
W 207 B2 VA A2 IE DNA J 5508 A F 55
i 22 B9 A & E Ho 5 = R 8RB DNA

(nuDNA) , i FERi{A DNA R BeAE 4 i b i =
B, KL% eDNA fiff 78 &8 LA HAE R i8££ bR ic o
SR, pcdlt — SE B 55 iR 38 T 245 DU DNA R Bt
f£ eDNA S3Hr IR, AnAZpE 14 RNA JE R v
DA BB A Sk ] @ DX (TTS) |, TA K H HE 2ok i eDNA
(mt-eDNA ) HA 5 /55 (14 Rl B 1 AR B R i) o i ok
S JO S R T LA B RIF S 5 T T4
Hr' 7 mt-eDNA Fil nu-eDNA ¥ BF 22 [B] 1 5C & , I
BEE O ETT T — DK IGRAR L5, A LB 1A% IX
BWIMXR, CAMERE YR Z4 0 nu-eDNA 5
YyRh=F BE 22 [A] (906 2 [ mt-eDNA B YERR . ILAh,
KRR SEAE R P25 T, 245 U1 nu eDNA
(AR A B LE mit eDNA R, DA T REAIS 17 4 BH A4 K
YRR m A R TR, EBARIA TR BT £
) nu-eDNA ffF 58 K SR 4516, (H 0] LAAERT nu-
eDNA 7E48 S Y Rh=F BEPEAL 0 i M 1A B K
wi.

4 eDNA FAR M A JE i 5

TG 7K A 25 W DU T 5 32 B TR 25 o
SERETT R B AR R HERRBEAR . B AR
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Challenge, breakthrough and future perspectives of environmental DNA
technology in monitoring aquatic organisms

LI Chenhong'*, LING Lanxin'?, TAN Juan'”, LIN Xiaolong'*, WANG Hui'*, SUN Bingjiao*, LI Zhao®
(1. Engineering Research Center of Environmental DNA and Ecological Water Health Assessment, Shanghai Ocean University ,
Shanghai 201306, China; 2. Shanghai Universities Key Laboratory of Marine Animal Taxonomy and Evolution, Shanghai
Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China; 3. Shanghai Academy of Environmental Sciences, Shanghai 200233, China;
4. China National Environmental Monitoring Centre, Beijing 100102, China)

Abstract; In recent years, impact of human activities has led to the destruction of balance of the water
ecosystem, sharp reduction of biodiversity of aquatic organisms and degradation of water ecological health.
Rapid and effective monitoring aquatic organisms is a prerequisite for evaluating water ecological health and
carrying out protection and management of water ecological environment. Environmental DNA ( eDNA)
technology is a technology that uses molecular biology methods to extract DNA from environmental samples,
sequence and analyze it to infer species information. Because this technology can obtain a large amount of
species information only by collecting environmental samples ( water, soil, sediment, etc. ), with the
characteristics of non-invasive, high sensitivity and low cost, it has attracted much attention in recent years.
However, existing research practice shows that the current eDNA technology still faces some challenges,
hindering it from becoming a standard and routine application. In this review, applications of the eDNA
technology in aquatic organism monitoring are illustrated from different aspects: biodiversity investigation,
invasive and endangered species monitoring, diet analyses, etc. The problems and challenges faced by eDNA
technology are summarized in five aspects, including sampling efficiency, false positive and false negative,
uncertainty of eDNA source, missing data in database and unsatisfying quantitative methods. The solutions
and technical breakthroughs to these problems are further discussed. Finally, future perspectives of the eDNA
technology are discussed, in order to provide inspiration for future work using eDNA technology.

Key words: environmental DNA technology; applications; challenges; breakthroughs; perspectives
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