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5 Z

UM, 55 : e DNA BORTE L 1

R ZREEEIE TR R T 1239

AR, 3 BE i A )y bk S A D B ALl
AR 25 M Bl RN, 7E 8 2R R L J B
B (PR A ) BOAE il I HE R PR, A
A SETEWE A AR N (X R, BEFH T 45031
Al USRS A, AR Ge 7 ik R S e HAT
BERBYMEREOM o I Ah , B T G0 i I 2 Al 857 0y
VEAE TR R O T K SR R T IRt A
PR B 5 A K I 9 R 59 N1 0 A R
AE A Er e UL, 5 b SE Al 2 5%
i HL e 0 .28 4 5 3, LSS 38 2 i IR A Vg 1
AR I 7 T AR S PR Y . AR
okt B #14% DNA (Environment DNA, eDNA) £
A R BA Tz (0 5 S 0 AR AL
i Sy AR RGN SR A | SRS A ) W e 73 R A
SRR 3 28 e O 1) PSR A3 A I
TR [l R Y R B A e T %

eDNA & fie 4 Hh T 20 T 42 80 4R UK,
SRR 2 L TR W) AR PRI S U, 5 Rk ik
— AR RN TR A T b, e DNA
FFGAAAE T EREERE S (CAnK oK 3 DU A=
Polist 2= =0 P EUERE R DNAL X T 2855k
TR S , eDNARHE TCAF e AR R H
FrAEY), AT MK CETERURLY) LR RO S5 4%
PR b B E RS AL ) B SR B AL 4
A=W HEE ) A FE A T 4 Bk K P R AR R
(14 28 L P9 DNA, 6 65 48 it 1 98 58 T K 40 i Py
DNA fift R 55 i B 7 A= 9 4 S DNA . eDNA 5
25 2480 P R (Next-generation sequencing, NGS)
45 & 77 B eDNA B & JE i B R (eDNA
metabarcoding) , 1] LA [F] B ol K A= AE B R G 2
AP SRR K- Db Z RS TRIESE
R T A Z AR R A ) TR S,
eDNA 45 4 S22 )% % & PCR (Quantitative real-
time PCR, qPCR) { % 5+ PCR (Digital PCR,
dPCR) , A LASE A6 I H R4 R e DNA YR, 3F
1115 53 BT R A R s 25 A SRR A B0 o
Ay LA R M D R AT R A

A SCH 58 eDNA HARTE #1238 Z AR BIFFE 2
AR L eDNA HE AR E VR IL 1 10248 22 FF P53 b i
PGS K Tl 64 Bk 4355 D T ek . Rl
255 TR 1 1) R B R i A 48208 22 A ) A
() HARELR B T eDNA B RFEIR LI £
FEVEDFFE b B R TS, B 70 IR i fh S 24

PER BT AR I 2 (B2 2% TS eDNA £
AR B T TR T 4 0 2R 2RI ST
N A 55 T TR g PR T 1Y A2 ) 22 BRI B OR3P
il B TR A B

1 eDNA {E S ZRENERTSE H Y N BEIR

1.1 B—YHoih

BET eDNA LA i M) M 901 18 ) b
AT ELEY 28 55 W i ) A T A R X Ak ke A
Wy e 1% L S0 U s D00 S B b b Bl DL Y
BLFHIT I . MM RTE AR S R i
FERAR, A% Se 7 12 W D A7 7 8 R 1 35 T 7 RE
T3 A e DNA FEA B E ) A 73 A v AR YA I A 25
JE R YIR AR o BN, 78 H A —Fhic 4 2
WO BE 3 6 B AR A 194 Oy 57 UL %) 8 3k 1 (Narcetes
shonanmaruae) , FUIIWARA 252U F e DNA £ K
XA FEAT RGN , 45 AR E A M 400 km LASE
AT LRI TR AR AE . Ah, eDNA £
AR PRI SR AH0RE vy B TR B AR B A9 5
LR 1 R AR AR P b 24T U s I ) 3
MEARTB. B, WANG 2 783 T —ZIRBE
WAE MR (Sciaenops ocellatus ) 5| ¥ AR, Xt
AR RIAE IR 0 0 A5 FEAT ORI 5 T 1
W R4 5 AR 0 W I AN PPAL SR R 27

FT eDNA HOR W B Fh 3 BT RS 551 T
W BB SIS H A AR W 0 7 FE RN R Y T
fli o Fe L JE FICETOLA %52 & 38 56 [F 4 I (Rana
catesbeiana ) % Ji f (I HE HE IR e DNA i 2
TR B , R FH eDNA B AR PEAS 2B i
JERBT PRSI TR RN . A I eDNA
ARHEAT M BRI T I e 9, Wb = B i A 4
55 eDNA & 2 A7 75 TE A0 O , A Ry AT L o+ i
eDNA F= FEAG SN B A M) b A B 287K B0 Y =
BEk AR . WOOD 45 eDNA £ A Xt
KPG &k (Salmo salar) #EATHG DN A AL, 8 1 %
DA S 0 R AP S G B 6T L, R A T RE T e DNA K
PR HE T A ) B R AR, R I EORTE AR
BT HA MW € =AY . B
s TR R A, B 5 RADARAFTE BRI A
PEo 4, JO S5 R A0 28 Y e iR | B2 R I
e 24923 %k FE eDNA BT84 7 A2 52, X eDNA
R M 0 8 2R 7 A P I AR N AN TR K Y
eDNA KL S 4857 19 £ Yy i BEAT P ST, & B 3
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H AR £ 25 e DNA Y 5305 DUBCRIAR 2 19 S A2 )
EAFFEIEM R HIR AR H AR &1 eDNA
(O3 8 % A S e DNA £ -5 H bnfl 8 B 22 1] 19 56
FABW] fig i BT H AR P A A= Y i iR AL
I, Rl eDNA £ AR ST Fe £ 2 3 B Ak g A
(438 FH 45 PR30 75 i — A R ST, (H e DNA £ R AL
A TERF A8 AT HE W 2R R 2 B AR
EWNTA P

eDNA $ A U ft 38 1 A6 00 H: = B 7 4 (1] A
LT R A < R S I BT R 1 (1
TAKEUCHI 252 )i FH qPCR K& 5256 25 A TR 37
Y 82 i (Anguilla japonica) 45 M= 1% 52 B Bt BE L)
eDNA VR WF78 K 307 B Jii e DNA V& J3 2 7= B iy
() 10~200 15 , LA LG58y B ARG I00) 4958 6 7 0T VA ) 7= B0 1
Bl WFFE N SR N 25 i PR A 2 2 b i 4y
I =S VI O & 7 1 S e L7 (1 8
BYLEMANS 45 F1 WU 45215 %% B3 i Wil H A
Wl (14 200 A% AN R A4 e DN A AF X 2 B A28 Ak 7T LA
WL = BTG 3, 33 AT R PR R R A A 40
PRI FE SR ] P9 8 S 3 T K R AL TR
NI R (AR A5, 3ok — A8 fhths hy W 0 £ 28
BB SR T B G gy 1t . THALINGER
A9 3 15k R AN Y] BB e DNA S JE AR AR AR g 3 T
eDNA [ 1] FP 41 = EEASAR A W] 6 2 fg A4 i
PRER , & I e DNA HE AR REA WM K A A W 1) Bh 25
Ak it AR . XU AER X KV R U AR
(Acipenser sinensis ) WIIIF S ER AT W, & B0 T H:
T PR BERL AL UERA T R H e DNA B A AT LA W)
ARG A3 AT TR AP A AR %

iR ST B e DNA B AR 0] Ry i 25 40 2547 Hy
PEOLTE B B, MM A (R b 15 il A S it 3
MR il SR LR A S
1.2 ZYFEEEST

g4 )7 M, WA R G R ik e
eDNA, A AN & Wy A T8 AR R iz sh B,
WG MR A T e DNA AR5 F0 a0 e 7
IR A ) 2 B — BRI AR 0Z 4 1
Z sl

CHEANG 25595 T e DN A 5 AR X BR VT AN ]
FY 28 AR UE T A s 45 SR 5 21 ok 1)
BRYTI T eDNA 25 SR EF X T ke, A B TR
[ 7K AR XS #8288 A3 R B2 ) 13 3 A BR VT30 11
i 95 A B L 5O 275 5 YUKT 4697 FI
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eDNA 7 AN 45 50 1 7K S8k I J& Ry 301 3 AF G A ) &2
FEME TR A SR 25 177 B, e DNA 2K DA
e ARG A AR B AL T A B s OB A B A AR ) 2
PEA B WEST 455 FI] FH e DNA £ A FlK R 958
A5 X KRS R A 15 0 S AR ) R
TR KB T %K 46 BT 40 sk Fl, e DNA R
TE B AE A 25 2R G0 28 B HE 50 v A G ) SR80
OKA Z5 JEF eDNA $£ AR X H 7% 37 1 1) 30 390 e
TG R B R A B R G £ 2R Z R E R TR A, It
FHARG I £7 26 291 B, W] e DNA £ R BEA 2 B
Tl B Y W MIRIMIN 45425 5 e DNA $2 R
FKN LA ES i X AR A6 R VG v 0 2 2 RE M AT
W, FE RN KOE B T B 22 (22 F) i
FERU T eDNA F AR LW P FREE T R kG D R
e, I 22 A0 B nT AR A s2 SCBIE B £ 1 A
YIEHERIAFAE . eDNA FARLEWG VA S IRBE T g
Ao I s B W R S R, B SRS TR T
B, ETE A SO B A BUA FI B AR R 25 45 T
PRI LT+
1.3 BHEEESH

FAL 5 7 i 25 [ SRR RE ) 4% 24
PEFAEAE — 2 MR IK 3 3 BRI A R R IR HE
T, PR Ry T LA AR F S () b B R 1) — 2 Bl
AR LRI T SE Y 35248 40 B o ARSI 3, fdE 1)
eDNA $ AR I 3kt 14 Z FEPEAF 98 L7 2R 5T
DX AS ) b i PR KRR, 25 SRR IR A ok T K Y
R LR D B AG I A 5 v 1 [) — A A ]
AN DNA JP A 38 2 A AR 8] 4 57 91048 S 3904743
BT, 3 Ry SRR s A5 o P T AR R A (2
I U= AW TR S

T R PERF 5T, SIGSGAARD 2144
T eDNA F AR X} iyt & (Rhincodont ypus ) FP A 1
WG ZREEIEAT T 0T, 45 R R W3 i eDNA R
B A AR R 55 5 T UL PR RE A 1 B 7R
ML, NMTIESE T eDNA £ AR HAT PEASL Fh R i
1 ZREMERTE . LR, TSUJT 2805 512 3 1
eDNA + R 975 f1 (Plecoglossus altivelis) FFET)
WL Z RSB I TR Z R ) FIERLAR AL
eDNA $7 A i FH R RV [l PN 1) P e ast 14 24
PESTHT RS T A

WAk, ZWib 58— KWL T qMiSeq T &
S5 e DNA FARAEEAT 238 5 e P Ah (28
2 A %) R T T, A RE RS s R R 2K B &R



5 2 M, % eDNA H R FE VR I g

R ZREEEIE TR R T 1241

8 BRAK Ry RIRBIESY I 22K IR SE TR
eDNA FA R H T A & 73 AR J7 1) i
BT, (HX A5 AR T 1 T AN R RN A
T H A SRR AT RE I 15 28 5 22 1 10 5 ok
P o

2 eDNA {EGL I (028 Z REMET 58 H A
FLE

2.1 EJ ZHNAGS

I ARAE B e DNA A A A 4 Z2 A 1 A ol 4
Wi AP A A7 A 1 () 422 35 A% A T 7R TN A B AE 5
KA . HAT, 3T eDNA £ AR X% 1Y
5 O 2830 A7t 45 Ml 3 S0 pff 5% b R 55 91 ]
]z, T eDNA $EAR MY i v 8 B 75 1) S0
AR W, A A 5 Yar 10 RS S i
BRSSO RIRD IR G g | B ot A
SHELTON %552132 i e DNA $7 AR X A I [ 7K
K Sk 65 (Gadus macrocephalus) AT E =R
D), 368 38 5 3l 7S 2 SR i X SR ) L i B
T eDNA H AR TEAG 5 T2 BE T 3 A 9 E ) B A A%
P 5 SALTER 453 7 FH e DNA 4 AR X v 2 B 5 1Y
KT (Gadus morhua) #E47 E B JH A , KVGH
% 1) e DN A G I 25 S 5 4 D9 380 AR 40 79 400 o 2 i v
JE—30, 97K T eDNA £ AR 75 8 22 ik fn S Fh i
(1 DX 35 AE 4y a5 DA v ¢ R R S Bl . LAROCHE
LGBVELT e DNA AR AE TR IR 11 7K 3k 4 7
YA R IN , 2% B8 e DNA F AR ] DL AL Ry PPAG 1 ISR
W R N NN A A T A,

WAk, A WS UESE eDNA $2 AR BEf% 7 F T 1%
K3 000 m [ PRIV AN rp 12 0 2R ETE E AT 40
RLREMERI S, L EWF5E 0 e DNA Fi AR AR(H
& TSR iz, HOAT R T TR v K s X v
Sl N AR IR T 2H AN o O3 A A T R A RN DA
2.2 ERHMIBAE

BT AL 40 0 ) 5L/ 455 5 v A X T S Vg 7K
T R 61 25 Z AR N it Ml 5% 5 A Rn W, N g
MATE AT TR . eDNA B ARKFEES
by B ReHE I /D 57 Sl 5 AR B W FL A R M FE
I RS AS RN R b 35 A7 3 R B A AR et
VERON %5706 K78 7 1) 0. 28 Z AR E AT 5%
i3 LA e DNA H7 A G X W5 ] 2 75 X, oY
KN eDNA HE AR BRAE B 5 AT REH A1 0 2 09 4
PIEBEM ARG R E F & . DIAO %538 i #5 2k

“BEEE TSR AR BT R R EE VDRV R Y
eDNA WK KE §h , XA [ K R 14 2 2 REME R AT
TEAR 5 A 0120 3 £ 2 (1) 22 A 7K T Bl O 3 A
AKX,

TR L THF 1 0 28 3] A o (SR S R &l Tl
Ay Uy SCTF R, 22 0 I IR) LA T A K 4y
o B T S Y AU T UE B, e DNA 45 A 38 13 75
28I Al T VR AR BT 7K A5 PR A o 1 O A T
A DUPRH 4 1T AR R K S8 N AS [RDER B 1) #0288
A EAE AR RS o e
2.3 ESHRNRFEEMEFANDFO PR

eDNA F AR BEAE 18 43 43 7 B KRR )
WA IHE T LRSI 8% G R A O &
IR BRAT R AR R DL S SRl e A=)
Pl ) v 5O A D R 2o A i e e il
YOSHITAKE %8 5 T HREAT 5 | 0 BRSSP 7
35 1 32 H6 ) b 5 8 42 4 A0 ( Thunnus orientalis)
() o3 A R T B T A 5A, 3R e DNA HE R (1
W R R, BB X 2 B ) Bh AT A R0
WESTFALL % F| F e DNA £ AR 5T T P Ib K
PRS0 A= AT R, RO B 12 R B ARk
PIFP LA S T R ICIC SR SRR, ki
S0 PR W Sy A KBRS R AR ) AR R AR A
PR T AR . LA AR S S R K —
W k054 FRAIJA-FERNANDEZ %553 [a] 4 fifi
i ]9 FT e DNA B2 AR KT b V5 19 208 2 R R A T
VRIS A U R A 25 5 e DNA B R BEFE )72
{4 b BRI K DR RUBE ARSI 0 BT )92 1 2R 5 18
B 1 e DNA FARXS KOs /N ARMER 1L P A2 i
1755 5 1Y T 58 £ S B0 O g oE 0 W) SR E
RATCLIFFE 25" 5L e DNA 5 A Wi il 7= 5 [X_ A1 £21
FETEVE LB 2A 5558 , e DNA BEARTEA AR/ N (1T
TEOMRFIE /D i £0 2 0T B B v Rl 21 8 ) L f3)
o KT IR A PR TERG 4. MATHON 4636+
eDNA B AR A [] v S, 0%) S 91 #6028 R A 7 A 5 Bsp
i 10 B ETXT A 2 T AR A FR X — L 3
TIREE A0 2 [ By B A5 FRRAE A2 Ak 0 AS Wb, AR A
TIAEYE , e DNA AR BRAS TEORS v 6 71 S ot
BT,

SR, e DNA B AR T LA AR S B S fE )
Pl AL o0 A 5 0 MBI A5 B, H 2 AR R
JIN Ay BB A RN A BRI DA R AT D B 3
R SR
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2.4 ERHISEMTHREMSE

FE T B7 10 1% G0 WURE D7 P AR fa 2SR 28 Rk
INERE E AR ROR 25 5, TR BRI R A R AR
X He A~ £ A P I 25 A 35 B4 T A A0 BRURE O
B 5 AEEENS XN AL, T
eDNA 1k I AT GEJ& —Fh 5T R 4 0 /Y J5 7%, Joie
H br A= 9 B9 B SRR 2 28 = R 5L O &
eDNA AR I AT A —ALE WV v %) e A ) Aok
J5rb I 22 0 b A AR E AR AR W 2R HE R eDNASY 5]
an, VALDIVIA-CARRILLO %'z F eDNA 7 K
XN 4 8 S0V - ) 7K k1) o A e A T ARG
S5 )84 T B HE , e DNA F7 AR X W FH K AR 1)
PR ol B /D> S A ) s 5 TG, B R T ) B vy
(2R . AGLIERI 25 98 K0 TEFT A
T, S5 A L, eDNA X £ 84 AE (n
TRB R BT i) WA 180, Ik eDNA K5
W ) 028 ZREVE R -

—JIA R, eDNA R 5 1% 48 98 4 75 1k AR 45
G, T DLSE I BT 22 A W 2 T A TR0 N A8 SR IE
DAREAR AN 0 23 25 ST s 1) 47

3 eDNA TEVRUCHE 2 R ENT 58 b il
U737

3.1 ERASIYMTEERHFERNMEERERRE

eDNA Z3 M I 3RAE AR R e DNA A FRE R HL
SIS A A AP R b B 5 e S 25 R P
J& DNA Fr e & P A s B S Y . eDNA %%
SR B A = Al 8 5 3 17 PCR 373
FERgEESCPE B B AL S T Wy . B
I, & 2B PCR AR BIA K B Y1 fay 14
BRI PCRAEAE RS 1 F RS AN 2 F R L
B /D R AP 3G 10 o B rh S pE 2 PR
PCR 55 1Y DNA W 5F A H 455 W] T H AR A9
HE AR DNA J7 50 50 H 9 Ee ], DT 0] BB 1 iR
=,

3 —J7 T, eDNA [ %5 5 2o A Hp vl G Hh 3 [
P 1G5 Yy 0 Fh R R AN T BOE I X R 2
Fptet il , MIN 2570 e Qb A BV i A7 B
(1) e DNA W50 i), & B0 # $I A MiFish 5| 4 o2 X
51 V-l J& (Sebastes) T B4 MNP , 75 ZARPE A
S % O A TR RS . AR R A
T 51 bsic B 2 R — 56 R AN TR 5
Y0 S AR 22 5, SR B0 3 1 A P 26
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BARL a0, LIAO %57 % F 26 k744 128 rRNA
F116S RNA FE PR G 9 A w12 % g W T A0
1 e DNA FE S IEAT RGN, 2 B0k % 1 P A b i
SRR R LR EER AR E
B, G S 5 2 A f il 1T BB H S A bR D 7 AR 26
eDNA 5 A B4 A P fE . POLANCO %57
VEHL T ZRRifA 128 rRNA JE P I 4 2 %5 1497, L
BEE AN H IR e DNA B S 11 F 26 0 45 5, oF
I8 K LA R L W) — R R B v 5 1 4 X
eDNA FF i ) 10 246 0 45 S A7 R 8 K 22 5%, il
WA 5 | 4 235 45 (i 1 RE R 5 X6 0 A RS D E T
3.2 (RPN

G 000 285 SR A A1 B 1 R 9 1 R I T A
¢ H AR DX I8 0 52 PR A Fl DNA 2 75 9K 56 ok .
15 BH 145 SR ] BB 7E e DN A WSCAE F1 23 7 14 3t A v
Z G Y W T I X BN AT RE S B P Fh . BF
FEN U BN SIS A X A 4 SR DL X 43
FIF B LA SO 7 5080 64 7 A= W05 8 2R e
BCAN K o3 B 8 S 5 Dy s i Foi S B0 in DA X
R, AT DAHS BhHEBR AR BA 25 S 5 % Tk = W b i

AN S S50 ARG NS 50 25 S i mT S
WAL LT RehiF 2 W K51&, lbin
eDNA B F BT S B0 AG I A 1% e DNA F&
it CRAE TAEFVEUE R JE \DNA A5 TP A5 1 4t 1%
PO B B PRIC BN 2 2 58 ORI PCR IR
BORNEAE fERIEE, TR EEN I, A
25 eDNA ¥ i AR AN Q0 30T 52 9 30, 75 25 R B
B R U8 OB LA A5 30 B Ry n] A B AR 2
R BN, KAWAKAMI 25\ 0 78 R 1 PR 5
T 2 K E R R A B IR R K A R K
BI85 b G 0 S P o A, R Vi R A 3 0 5
TEVRZ KR i 3 B 53 )2 T e 2 S SR Rl K 2
Z [A] Y eDNA F77E 22 57, {140, JEUNEN 2§17
{1 H] e DNA HARTE i B2 J2 Ak B T 0l A5 A AN [m] TR
JE Hp S R B AN [R] 1 1 2 A ) 22 RE MR R, 25
% Y SRR TR B X Y YA T T L s 1) G 100 A AR K 1Y
SR, 55— 5 T, 3 7 DA eDNA FY = R R A
JE PRAF SR TT A T R eDNA (19 7= o DA RE G fi
B 2s R, B, KAWATO 257758 1o ik 1F e DNA
LI CFf 1 18 e DN A 8 B U1 R A B 0 v
L0 ), P T IR S eDNA (YR LR . WU
SEUSINE 5 OB AN [R) 1) 1 7K AR A7 7 3 (RN Alater B,



51 2= N5 eDNA BERFEVR I

R ZREEEIE TR R T 1243

ATL) , i 5¥ F e DNA 7= i 32 U RICR , iF 92 % 30
5% B9 RNAlater {47 7 XAH L, ATL W AEAS
YRR ARG TS DL BB =5 DNA 4R15
3.3 SEHBEMNEYE

eDNA 7 AR A G i 11 3 2 REVERF 98 W D8
FH 0 BB 2 — 7 TR (5 S e 2 5 I
IR B AR T 2 25 B0 PR ) 56 T R A
SR, BT F 1Y GenBank 2355 2 508 [ A4 AE
VFEZRAEKIE FEAE DA RO F S, [ 0 8 A7
TEER N4> FARIC R () DNA F BB = B 2 ok
GO, 4N 128 rRNA SR (19 )37 50 | Be . ol
FRAIJA-FERNANDEZ 45" 78 55 4 1) 36 ot v 2o
eDNA FE ARG 2 T # WL F 50~200 m IR K PG
KB A (Argentina silus) , VEFIN R H R AT i 2
KGRI A 0 SR T AT 2 TRk 2 i S
5B P b i D2 2R ) 12S TRNA LR 751
DR s AR M A R P PR B2 A0, LIAO 25V 7E R
KT 5L e DNA 45 J R B2 55 4 46 9 Y
P LS AL X N] fig 5 B RV B = 4T R A B
NS HHAREANG A

PRI, 6 o 2 B AN ) RO Vi T R £ 2%
eDNA 25 Hif , #fE 77 F¢ 5040 d A 25 55 4 1 1y A
M ZH
3.4 BREZEMEIME

eDNA FEA I A& — AP A, B 5
A ARSI AT 5 N AT Ay B IR R | T T v A 85
A e A= N e DNA H2 A fe PRIE B BB P A 7K
I, 33 J2 DR Ry K PR FRURI A 40 R B B HE 1) PR TR
I TR A5 A X e DN A 43 HIRIRR B Y 52 ), PR 55
H IR pH 58 AR S R 2 X e DNA R AE Fl R
YRI5 M S L7700 TR I 5 AR o 4 v R A
T 5% TRAZE VA 11 00 2 2R | — BB 52 D T 1) (1]
R MBI o TEVRIE VIV FH e DNA $AF
TR R N A TR (D) T A
T 3 A A S R DA R L T 7 X3 ) A ) AR R 4G
P& DI T 58 5 3 M R e DNA B2 AR B 53 i #5
W 2 2B (2) T i DNA 53358 22 1]
(A8 AR, R R e DN A FEAR 42 550 K 32 ik, 1
fift DNA 5 ¥R 85 22 [8] 119 28 BR800 RV /D 445 5 43
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uncovered by eDNA metabarcoding: diversity, potential

Potential use of environmental DNA technology in oceanic fish diversity
study

LI Yuan'?, WEN Yilin', LI Hai*, LIU Shigang®, MIAO Xing®, LIN Longshan'?
(1. College of Marine Biological Resources and Management, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China; 2. Laboratory
of Marine Biodiversity , Third Institute of Oceanography , Ministry of Natural Resources , Xiamen 361005, Fujian, China)

Abstract: As an important part of the marine ecosystem, the oceanic waters have unique biodiversity and rich
fishery resources. Therefore, efficient and accurate detection of the oceanic fish diversity is an important
prerequisite for the utilization and management of fishery resources. However, traditional capture-based
survey methods have certain limitations. eDNA technology can be used as an important supplement to
traditional survey methods due to its characteristics and advantages such as wider application scenarios, more
prominent cost effectiveness, higher detection sensitivity, finer species resolution, and lower taxonomic order
bias. It has a broad application prospect in the far-reaching oceanic fish diversity monitoring and fishery
resource survey. This paper summarizes the current status of eDNA in the study of fish diversity and its
application advantages and challenges in the study of oceanic marine fish diversity. Meanwhile, combined
with the environmental characteristics of oceanic waters, we further discuss the application potential of eDNA
in the study of fish diversity in the oceanic waters and possible challenges. The relevant content can provide a
systematic scientific reference for further research in the future.
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