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Research progress on the application of DNA barcoding in species
identification of seafood

JIANG Hua-Jun", ZHU Zi-Long, WEI Min, LIU Shu-Chang, WANG Wen-Mei

(Weihai Institute for Food and Drug Control, Weihai Key Laboratory for Food and Drug Quality Assessment and
Technology Research, Weihai 264210, China)

ABSTRACT: With the global supply and consumption of seafood increasing year by year, fraudulent behaviors such
as passing off inferior products as quality ones, adulteration and mislabeling occur from time to time. This not only
infringes on consumers’ interests but may also pose food safety risks. The species identification of seafood has
gradually become a hot topic of concern and an important step in ensuring the safety of seafood and safeguarding
consumers’ interests. DNA barcoding, as a tool for taxonomy, provides an effective technical means for the species
identification of seafood and has been widely applied worldwide. This review mainly introduced the current
development of DNA barcoding and summarized the research progress on the application in species identification of

various seafood such as fish and crustaceans. Especially when combined with the latest technologies such as
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next-generation sequencing (NGS) and high resolution melting analysis (HRM), DNA barcoding has broad

application prospects in the identification of complex samples like deep-processed seafood. This review will provide

technical references for the application of DNA barcoding in the supervision of seafood safety.

KEY WORDS: DNA barcoding; seafood; species identification
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W s, ESREAR. fER. 7Y
Ji. Omega-3 ZAMFNRNIIRSEZFEFBY, WHEH
B A, o, T8, Sk, MRS L
A, B WFS R, G BREE A S X A e R LA
BURAER . Bilan, =S E S gk 2 D Reis il Ak
YHESEL, W EHNAERETEREL, kS5 A
WEFEFRTEHIRTT, R AES 2. R E RS
IEH %5 IIEE; Omega-3 ARNTRAA BY T R ML H H ik =g
FIRE [ WEACF, S B o i L A s ) A JLAR SR, 4Bk
KT S IR T AR DR, WA ERR A SRR
A CRERE ) 4 R, 2025 R BRAO™ M B BT
FTHEF] 1.97 /20, 6] g 1.7%, oo B A e e B it
HK 0.7%, FREEFEm T 2.7%, FIE, 2K 5 H
PR AR N, B ERAR AL LT 2024 4F LA AY (TR
HO AUK =I5B ) M BN, 1961 4E 5 2022 4F, 4Bk
IR SR I AETS Bl 9.1 kg K F 20.7 kg 2025 H[E
R RSB ) Bon, RENGFKF= M miE s 24
JEARE AL, FREW RS ERE R R i E 2, A
P 2 7 2RI TSR 45%.

Fifi 4 SRV LI SR A, B G
KA, B BB T 2Ot 2 DUIRAE & R 78 v 1 5 Rl
PIZRBUER R M3 RIS, Han DA i B vb & 8 J s i i
JeFfa . DASRRE AR M 7 = S0 A . A N T
STIIB, ELANFEEREE Bl S PR AT P S I A 2
BAre W BB RE AR FE R E WA, EvRes
25 NIRRT R R, B D A E 5 s | b2 Bk
. AR AE U R R v

GRS E FERETIN ., TBR. i, T
JERZERHE, (HRES¥EEFEETELMIIIFES
BIZe5, 1 H A S 2 N TG 23 R EOE B RHE B i
W, RGN T % e MR 35F DNA B4 F AWy
PO A E R TR TR, JuH2 DNA £
AR, B R 24 FE R XN T 5 G P Fh %
FEFRAEARZE M S 50 AR FEBL5AR T DNA SIS
AW IE S K&, B AR Z2 R ™ iy A 4 vh i g AR
Rk, A DNA U HE AR A Rl L & &
G g RN AR S

1 DNA £FRREEAREN

DNA S5 IE RS AR 2 FI F—Bebr i (1955 DNA JP51, 45
G DU RN B LT AT 4 Bl S B — T R . 2003 4,
HEBERT Z VR T DNA £IB LS, KBk
R 2R ¢ EALRE I (cytochrome ¢ oxidase subunit I, COI)
FFFFHIRT/E A DNA LI Fh %2, - DNA
FICEARMIIH T 260 #1252, S DNA KJE S+
ARAEYFR Y E R4 28 N FHBEE T 250k . 2004 4F, B
SIS B B (consortium for the barcode of life, CBOL)AY ST,
BEHES) DNA SICMEEARAEAL YRS E PN A, 7
T 2007 @ T E M AU EE R S (barcode of life data
systems, BOLD), #Z 2025 4F 12 HE Mkt T 2513.6 Ji%
DNA TERSF 41, W Mfass 27.9 TFshy . 101 75
FPEY) . 2.7 T3P BB S LA R (hitps://boldsystems.org/),
fifi BOLD i &R AUE A DNA SIE I 6F58 S50 6 o

S5 G4y 20T L, DNA KB HEA R
A LLRORSEU: ()l R R AU TS, RS2 REARTE
BIEEMEM RN, (2)n] % B TR AU s o, (3)n]
KEANFE BN BIEEZESBRPIF; (@) LB
SRPERCTR DA, LU SN TR 25 Z) 52 P55 el 1T 25028 (1 4
Tl (5)4 5 R MBI (6) K IFAFFH

KRB R COI S J2&: sh PP Rhse o 1) 17 16 DNA
KIS, 1EILFFiA shfl cor 3L 5o REk 13
HPHIENT 8519, H—RE6LT Col 3P4 ity i)
WALAR TR T Fp IS AL AR S, e B P P 38 15 78 57 22 [B) A7
FERINIE X PR ZLTEAD R fR, SO&PP DNA KIS E S
FRAR RO EEEARI D, HAN, MM E b (cytochrome b,
Cytb). 128 KiBE{A RNA (128 ribosomal RNA, 125 rRNA).
16S B BHA RNA (16S ribosomal RNA, 16S rRNA)ZE 2k A
I FAJE SR E B R DNA KBRS, Cyth 45 COI
W F DNA Z5TE 18 09 4 Fl %8 2 K- M L, B2
FERNANDES 2 IE 50 B, 1R R 4 B v e i 46 o0 bt
(high resolution melting analysis, HRM)#E1 755} 1 25 1 45
FEJTIH Cyth H COI EAH R 7341, Cytb 1 COI FEHTE X 4y
FRGR AR BV YR HEZ RS0 2280, 1 128 rRNA
M 16S rRNA FERBCAGIE A, BIEYRIRIELE =
FEARSFHYFH, AR X L8 7 41 o SUBICAT 2 0 b ke S 1 1y
AR,
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LR, 2 DNA FIUASEOARAE )™ i ) b 22 5 v 14 10 A 72 ok e

DNA FIEASEE R P81 o A LU ARAEN 9 (DR A7
SRR R, AT LA AN [E R, () BA — i AR SFE,
fE TR HE G YT 1 Q) LAUE —BihrifE DNA
B, A 200~800 bp, HEGS/S AT BEHL SBT3 2R (4)
W REZHREHEE, LR HEE e KRS
RALE; S)BARR BN RS, REBET R 5323 DNA
FEARMY 1, SRR ILEERA NS T, HEZ N RiRE,
FAMEI/D, HiEA1E N H DNA ZIEm1T,

B I H AR B &, DNA TR AR a6 ) ok i
AT AL T . B aiE AP EARBR T Sanger il
¥, WALHE R —4Ri ¥ (next-generation sequencing, NGS)L)
J L PacBio il ONT At M5 3 AMF!" . NGS MFk Ky
P, 5 Sanger MIFAHHE, NGS B MR, s H
JEASHEAR . DNA 25 HR 5 NGS MHZ5 7, BIh DNA %
I EAR, T LA— R MR 24 4T85 410, M SE 3
HAMEA D Z YRR %2 . HHT, DNA Z 508 H R
TG SRl S A )z i A,

2 DNA £EBESFRIMEERRINA

AL R R RS B 2, b SR AR e R B2,
HOOLR R A A | e | B SE, IR BEAEH
FCRFNMADL | 8555 DML 3 UL AT )™ b 250 . DNA
ST i B W) Rl S E SR B TR . R . R
ARTBL Ak, BEHE PRI AT E, DNA ZIE
RS ARTEAS ol ™ ity W b S5 v 114 10 R )32

21 ASRYMEEDRINA

TERZRMPIF L EY, Col FLFJEEH K DNA %4
et #Sar&PIL cor FH N HARFER, K1 DNA 4
e ARSI VLI 127 0y 42 Fhas DL AR i T 508,
TERNFE K- B E B 90.48%, KW DNA ZJE
i AR e I 7T 0 L R RE i R R 4 8 BT W AT
LIU ZPULL cor S0 R #0h7, i DNA STEMHAI M
BTN EE ORI FZER 139 radsr= ki re, 45
A 30 IFEA(21.58%)hRE5 4R . B ali S V3 b T b H U
¥ 40 Tt 25 1Y) COIFERIT A, 253 SRRl AL B 325 Hy v 1]
1L 85 (Lateolabrax maculatus) 1 H A € i (Lateolabrax
Japonicus), T H #E ) E Wit (Pennahia argentata) >
TERPE SR FHGEEROLL cor LN EAR . 16S rRNA
LA R BAEAR, XF 17 AT R SR A AT TR .
T M EEPTING R PGP (Salmo salar)® 29 R L0251
COI ZEHFFINIEAT43Hr, S5 EBHET Ccor ZE ¥ DNA
ZIUAS AR A HOH T = 3Ca R HA % 5] . CHEN 212810
COI'FEL[H ) DNA 25 JE4, X85 46 )8 (Larimichthys spp.) ) B
MR TS, SR ABA 37.03% (10278

PR AFTERRZE AR . CHEN %A 454 T DNA £IBSH;
K5 HRM, @ﬁ?ﬁﬁé?ﬁﬁ@fﬂ(mkifu‘gu xanthopterus) i
&Ky (Takifugu  fasciatus) . %8 ¥ 7R 6l (Takifugu
flavidus) . ZL8E KI5l (Takifugu rubripes)Zs 4 Ffvin] fili ity % &
Fike PAEARGTERM, 2T Ccol FF ) DNA & HAR
A F 2R a2 PR DR R bbb, (BT
7 TS E L, N Ty 2 S e A R B, L
e LIU 25RO E RGP g h, S84 RESL AR ALY
COI FEFRDF I, T B AT g 2 Sk I 5 A v 9 i Wi s
JE L2025 30 DNA FERMTRL, MTXERIA R 1S 0 o8 2
FEFEFA T AR ORFAMY 16S rRNA OB AIE RS 7EHE
SLFER P RE I B, RIHESN COI 2TBAB AR
Fo TN, X FZWFRARELEE, T Sanger MIFHY
DNA FIBHH AR MAFAE—E R BRI . He U F RS0
WHFEH A 5 OykEEh 28 Sanger U7 H BL 0, Tovk5E TP 51 1Y
PHZ; 16 CHEN ZEPGEseeh, Fo0RE S A0 5 0 A K]
il (YR A FE N, {EJE Sanger M3 R BEKIN RS A%y, TTRE
2 FR L AT it i o3 R B S S [ X TR SR TR Y
PHEROR G, CHEN 5D TRy . RS 5
) HRM HiA, SEILT XHE AR 5 T il 5l o3 i 4558

%! DNA ZR TR H AR R — B4 (<350 bp)fH5
I DNA JPHHAT RN S 0E, REREMR L SN TS DNA F%
5% R B Ak T R 2R & T 4% =X S B (polymerase  chain
reaction, PCR)Y TR A4, IR DNA 0269
HOE I T A %2 P03, SHOKRALLA 451213
T cor FR, ik T 6 &M% DNA JTERS, FIT 44 Fiiin
TR E, GERA 41 FP(93.2%)BELE RN ER K P
e R, % DNA SIESY 34 1 i K2Ry 88.6%,
TE T4 K DNA £IBI 20.5%., ZHAO 255343 5| % J
4K DNA ZIE AR DNA 9B 65%F 3 i 3 6 305 Fh
TS TR, RM4AK DNA KEERNY R
10h 19.3%, M7 DNA KBS 2K 90.2%, HA
B 111 3(36.4%) BORE il S 78 25 R S RRASAA . ki e 24 3%
FR AR BEBVGRLL cor FEF g4k, et 2 i
DNA JEA5, 857 T Y42 1) DNA B %
Wi SO DO BT 168 rRNA JED Kl 243 bp BT
YENTH A DNA 60, #1758 (Anguilla rostrata) |
KRN 68 (Anguilla anguilla)Fl H A48 (Anguilla japonica)i1%¥)
Filt %852 Jy ¥ . FERNANDES 2558 Cyeb JEIN, R MO
DNA 4B ARY HRM #4564, HT KIHES(Gadus
morhua)%§ 4 FHSHEL IS U E . 78 DNA 2465 R v
D51, WANG 207558 165 rRNA SR 4IE45 5 Tllumina
HiSeq2500 & &l 7 - &, SZBL T %F K P e (Salmo
salar)% 8 MY R MERR S E, BT 32 (AESLIEET
YIE, KRB 16 B3 (50%)fFAERRZ 4% . LEE %8R %
FIUAHEAR, i TREGE T 120 B3 AR 5 RIS
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HFBE R AR b, SEE R T B0 37 M s, Hid s
26 FPfEYIFD

PRS2, #08 DNA SIEIEEAREHIN T a2k
7RI A E A RO, X B ARSE IR A S B
RILE T4a K DNA B, BN L LZE S0
DNA [&fFWiZLIR 8, MR AMESE DNA SIS AR XA
TR S R RN A & . 08 DNA 45%15 5 HRM
HAREE S, WD ETR ARG o B AR RS- 5 1 R
74 DNA ZJE5 NGS 454 1) DNA R ARTEMEAR KK
R TWINT. . 830558 W sTh =, 1B el H TS
th Z RN AT 4
22 ERFEAYMEEFHIA

DNA Z5JE 4 AR AE e 2Py 4 v i i A F o
Bz, col FENWHHENE P 72K MAR DNA FBM,
Cyth. 16SrRNA. 128 rRNA % H AL 1A IL Rt R F
HAYE %M cor A% 1 42 BRI 4 7 M 4B
TER 5, R A A TEAR AT IR, s R
N 1 R % B AR IR 5 & (Metacarcinus  edwardsii) o
VARTAK ZEILL COIF£1H 2}y DNA £IB M0 %58 T iR+
& (Portunus pelagicus)® 11 Fpo] & A2, FHHTFHESR
TR 50 ANEEISHE S PRI, 452 R I AR TEAR S R iR
LK FCUFIAT R . RS % DR Col 314k DNA 4&E
W, WRIh% & T WL e 0 a2 R T 8 (Portunus
sanguinolentus)%: 6 Ry WEES . FIRLLEWIAILT Cyeb
FEEX) 5 MELRIT T REREF P, SHNERNES
ARG R —8 ., Bk EP S0 T B iE
(Metapenaeus joyneri)% 32 FixtHFE) COI FEH, ESE T 3
T COIFEIN 1) DNA ZIE S -H AR AT F T X SRR W R 45 o
HU %5"I3LF 165 rRNA F1 12S rRNA BUEIH, RS
B4 A o [ L R T 2 A Y 24 FRREE I R EA TS,
SERBEIA 21 PR AETERR B AT, b LB XT AR
(Penaeus monodon). HAVEEF(Macrobrachium nipponense)
25 HoAh MR 28 B € 6 IR (Penaeus vannamei) B AR 115 L
JERHEAFER . DNA 298855 HRM HYZ55 78 H 52 P b
WeE LA )12 BT, FERNANDES 269101 cor s 44K
TR HEAR, JET HRM ZhHr ST T — R0 ] e Stk 4 5 5 5 %
WR(Penaeus monodon)5§ 5 F ¥4 5 2 AT A XT B A48T ik o

P EBFSERI, BT Ccor LR ALK DNA 8
IR0 TR . BSE RS M S EMRRE KT 7
Mro 78 HAYE ZDNfEse b, FITF5EE 0 333 (hREalH{L
A 114 GrRefE sy, e Sk 7™ i i I P B e d 1K,
WEHA T HESL M Tt BT e 4 530 DNA FEAR, I 52
DNA J¥4 it . 16 HU S i s, RIT 16S rRNA
128 rRNA WUIEHAE N DNA ZJEARD, AT $2 5 %5 ol
HANMEE . FERNANDES %58 iE S T, HRM $iR

LA B R R RS, B E TR RMIEN
PrFh e o
23 ENEMFMEESPHEA

KB SR T COIFH 1) DNA ZIB iS5 AR X
| W VAF 55 6 DL (Miytilus galloprovincialis)&5 11 g DR
FUEATHESE, UESET COI 3R R 45 A5 H 1 i DU RH D
SEM AT AR EYRIH DNA SKEMEAR, HT
COIE:FIF1 28S #% MK RNA (28S ribosomal RNA, 28S rRNA)
LR RV U R AR A 232 ANHEMTRE AL HEA TR E, 3
il 3 @ 10 Rk, Lk Sed B BE AR 4 W
(Crassostrea sikamea) FI% HE4E WG (Crassostrea angulata).
HENG 2U8ILL cor 2L 28S rRNA K JF%1 5 DNA 4%
TR, X 5 RO A AT Bl DL 2R AT e, Hh R
14 Fb 4t w5, Hh W RO D RSB 4t Wi (Saccostrea
malabonensis), GENSE 25411 150 bp HILRKLAAK 168 rDNA
A B AR, T Mlumina @l FNEES, TR T —Fh
YE BT IR DL FE DURIAT G S XGE R YR DNA % 5%
TEA 5, FIESE TiZ O il T 2 R 2% B T & dh
T FE PRI %

TAURZH HENG M afse b ¥R T Col.
28S rRNA WiFhFER/E N DNA STEHS, JEA 4T W5 P Fh %
SE, SRR, 288 rRNA FEDR Wb ] (i 3814 B s 0
F col FH, FEPFRII T BERA L, HRTR)8 4105
JBITCII 28 55 . 28S rRNA 1E W IZEE D, MEAL 3 A0,
FPAIRSEE R, FhNAE RAREAR, M, HAEN DNA &JB
5 FH 0 b S )38 AN o
24 FEEHMESRYMEEFHIRA

DNA FIEWEEARLEN G S | WA SLAbE ™ i P R
SE PN AR A R . A PO i 2 (Apostichopus
Jjaponicus)% 7 fifEZ 43 NAMER) cor FH P HHAT T 43
Bi, ESE T COIIEFNE K DNA STERS UEFTHE 2 L Al A i HL
AR Ak SRR cor SERAN 16S rRNA FEH
EISL R T DNA SIEE 7k, X 24 (i Blg S e i il A 7
Y, SRR 6 ARFESL SRREE SRS . DAL PR
COI F1 16S rRNA Wi >3 [F -y DNA 25T 55 % v [V 35 1) 4
5 f(Sepia esculenta). WSIH(Amphioctopus aegina) 34 Ff
W AN Fh AT SR, IESE T DNA ZIB A B A A [
VAR ok S R T AT AR o T S A e i e A B 5
AT B WS E ) 125 rRNA 3£ DNA 40604, #5720
WS R L

FET HEAZED R DAT 2P aEse T, BRAT Cor
1 16S rRNA WAL h DNA 450845, MO A TS
WEE A PR S e, R TORGOCR B . P52 585/
YIRIT &, B4R DNA SO G HE 4, &
L DNA S A] LSRN —ROAR I R B, (% 45



5554 LR, 2 DNA FIUASEOARAE )™ i ) b 22 5 v 14 10 A 72 ok e 7

BN ER . EEIEAE R SCHRRAE 19 £ 40 COI, 128 rRNA
F1 16S rRNA BH51Y0, SHRNGEARY 1 BT Aa SIEE

EHAATE—E R R BRYE, TEF XTSI 128 rRNA LR 5
PO ARG 1), 5 A1 %8 i) ZA 5] 100%, ATEA

MRLIEIN, IXRH] DNA SRS 5 1 P 7E it 0 My ih i 4

B DNA Z AU A RN FEGER 1o

# 1 DNA ZHBIHAREETRYMHEEFHNBHAR
Table 1 Research on the application of DNA barcoding in species identification of seafood
%
Y E YR FE IR YA T ¥ SIZ2 L0 FF 50 AR AR W o I )’L;i
; e s TR B 2K S5 5 BN 5310
a2k B . Uk 42 127 cor ZHE |l 40.43%F0 50.00% [23]
; Bk, Tl . 30 IAFERARAEEER, 11 OMRESARSE 1
i AR A
2% H% ! 139 cort FACRAWTE e, 4 bt 2V
. MR T 40 R 2R RGN, BT TH8
eSS P TN E] >
12 it 40 184 cor e A/ NIEIN )5 SR 5 [25]
' VKR RESK . 12 D3 FE i % 78 LD, 5 R 6Tk 58
fif £ 2 e 5 17 COI., 16S rRNA Sanger il e [26]
(RS AR 29 85 cor ZFE AT M T 29 FhEERM AR RE VR [27]
\H f\" ﬂﬁq ¢ [=] \ ;\
EmEk  w ; 91 cor Fpeaauyy 2 PIRIRBIOS R0 6
BEEIR
. RBE . HilE 57 (ARESL (7 24 I JCARZERE ) 5
T
T i . 4 57 cor HRM ) [29]
, JlINAESESN _— - . e
(RS [ 88 140 cor Sanger )7 44 HEINT ™= pE 41 (R5EE T [32]
VU MHEE | . § . e
% }fj\ iﬂ , ; / 305 cor Sanger WF 111 OVBEGE AR THARE (33
2 0 Jig 15 44 col Sanger Il J7* 44 o I 5 B [34]
\E A Uk oz B v S AR
0% o i 13 16 cor Sanger W7 1° %#””ﬂ}ﬁkﬁmffj;; S [35]
1 £ty e 3 6 16S rRNA B INEIN )52 3 Folii £ 35 55 72 2 [36]
R H A ALY 30 DYRE S A 30% %S,
R}
i} 25 ) 4 34 Cyth HRM P [13]
et BV , e s
ik e %g \ H;EJ %ﬁﬂ 8 32 168 rRNA NGS 16 13 (S0%)YRE it 715 bR A5 5 [37]
(D '\ X E /éé il T M
GBS £ JBE T & 145 120 128 rRNA NGS BIESE Tﬁﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁ}ﬁ;ﬂ SRR [38]
RS AR, BESkSE 7 333 cor Sanger MllJ7  — BT RR A HCEAE AR ARSAR  [39]
S A 11 50 col ZHEA AT AR R [40]
2k B UR 6 34 cor ZEHE |l )y TR E 6 Rk [41]
ek B 5 28 Cyth ZHHEA FIN T I E 5 P [42]
PO B UR 32 68 col Sanger I 7% I Y RE 32 PR [43]
R R BE ] b / 24 16SrRNA. 12S rRNA NGS 21 FIFE S AR R 1R [44]
POEAN I 5 58 cor HRM 4 Y FE AR [45]
i DL} fief 7 11 52 cor ZEHE |l LIS RE 10 Fhis DURH Al [46]
LAk Ui} fief 7 10 232 COI, 28SrRNA  ZHT.N w7 FRE S E 10 Rt s [47]
LR 75 14 298 COI., 28S rRNA Sanger il JRINKERE 14 it as [48]
WADL . R ULAN SBrief . ¥k ek . %6 168 rDNA NGS B E 2 TRE S P 2
47 m s A 491
= Ti= 7 43 cor ZEHE |l I E T RS [50]
; , . 24 (AR SE R, 6 1y 5
= i 1 bl o ’
i Tty 16 24 COI. 16S rRNA Sanger I 7 bR S AR [51]
g 3IF 2 Bk 34 132 COI., 168 rRNA Sanger I 7% 33 AN REAE BT 4 [52]
X WLAZEZ T b i A R b S 2 SR SRR
LEN1) oo 5 20 125 rRNA E LA R I)52 R [53]

T /2R B S WAL SCRR R AR



8 B 24 iR AR I 2 4l

FH1TE

3 Z5RIE

V77 it 4 ) e S T R 4 FT O S 53] — B At B OG
T AR (] R, TR i DT B4 o 1 A 1 K LA 2,
AR PR BEAEE B . BARSEIRTEI TN, AU
Wi = S T A AT g, BaRFHRENALG, $E
SR B R R . DNA ZTEAD £ A Bl i B 235 7 fh i Fl 4 2
M —Fh AR T H, ACEENAT DNA FKIEHEARN L
Jr L HAE S | B S ARG S R A v RIS i
B MTREBYFM S, COIFENT /N DNA £ R
HERAR, HAh, HZR AL (A Cyeb 3L | 16S rRNA
FER | 128 rRNA JER Yyt o] VR ™ S R 2 1) DNA 5%
TEtD, TR AR DAL PR s T
16S rRNA FIVERA ARG BAEAR, $2 Pl 4 i sl )y 2%
FHERG . W FREL ST T /MW, T T2 REs
330 DNA W24 FIREAR, MIMTENT DNA ZRIE 5L 41
FP DS 0 BT, T BEE/NMA iR DNA Z B
P T B 243, SHOKRALLA %82 ZHAO ZPI 5t
HBUESE T 13070 DNA ST 58 0 177 5 Rl 2 5
{EJ 1% DNA IS H DNA HBedc, 408 e s
BAR, 7E5E MERIE a5 4K DNA KIEMH AT
fE—E 20 . Sanger WIJF HAT{ 2 DNA KIEIH %@ iy
FHI e EE A, ARG 0 8 HLIC TR iR A FE AR I
FEG S REE B — AP R AR M &, DNA KA
AR I . R P, JEILE S NGS #4541 DNA
FHRIGHEAR, AR GHA T Z AR E L %5 E, 17
RN 10 b S A ) R A N P T S, R g AR,
16S rRNA 1 12S rRNA FER 751 H e HARSE PE AT 251k,
J& DNA %2 5B AG AT S A B R BT840 55 41 HRM
454y DNA ZRIB At Rt = S P Fh S s S 4 1 —F iy sy
fifl . AR FL 3 & 19 J7 75, FERNANDES %5413k 5
HRM A, FS7 T8 FIxt iR iy % ik, X+ HRM 7E
DNA  ZJE A I v i o7 A 9T HLA 18 5 S JREEAOR,
DNA FIBHEAR 58 —RF 5 0 RS G,
B0 7 T 4 L AERPTIT S B T A TR AR O T
YERL, A5 S1AE a0 7 S A Tl i PR e R % e
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