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SR WNBRWIL MR R TR L 7o KBRS R - AR AR % DNA (B3R5I DNA) O HTIC X 0. KEEY O 4
BRI (8 - RIERNA F < AR E) #{ETHEWE=2 ) v 7 FEkid, "B DNA G LIFEhb, 2hET
2 RIS B KIS E TORE 4 BRBIEIZB VT, BBEDNA DT E AW AEWE=45) v 72 EESNTBY ., B
R I X BUEROPEFRELNRT, BRI AN - ENST =T U ATHE I EPHRESIN TS, BHIET T, B
DNA D5 HHZ TR & 72 B KRB O FRIGE R R EOH T, KEEHIE 15 DNA ORIN - & 77, DNA O - 4
I B LU DNA BMOMHT LI OWTUE, FIRE L IIHA 2RESRASI N TE D, —Wa 7a F avid
T\ W ODDOIIZETIE, KEEHIE 115 DNA O 5° DNA i F 0@ DS, 155115 DNA R
RICRIFTHELHE - MF L TB Y. ZO#E, BRI REDEIZ L o T RN 70 b IV IZHEA
HHIEWbhroTE, TITERRMTIE, FEHELOINE TOWNEL GO /ZBERORLIZBIT 5 ERFE 2 ML .
LRBE DNA 0HT &2 H W8N 2 BT =4 1) v R EOMET Tt BT 5. AFHIC X > T, 555 DNA 7
MDA EAIEND & & IT, KIFHR TN 58S DNA OWIES B ICSl T 2R E0RM~=27 Ve LCHFR &
NLZEERED . 512, B DNA G, B4 LRFBETOERRHEICEWT, HlCHR L o 2B OF L L
Belo, — IR s AEME=5 )V r e b 2 L 2 8fF L T b,
F—1— FREEEY., EWMEREE=5) YT, TIA4<— - TU—T, )T IVF 1 LPCR

TR I CERIL L 72 AR 338 - 77769 5 DNA O
WMAEHTT 5T LT REEMOA BRI (FE - NER
EMEORERLELETL L TROERWPOEESR  NAAYR) 25 M7 24WE=5 ) ¥ 7V FEOREN
B, AYod Bafite. fEk  EPeThsd, LHIEATYS, ZOFFEL, BEEEDNA (WFERRLT
DF Y, KPOEYH Vol [&ZI2] TERZIT] v I environmental DNA: eDNA) 7347 L IFIENTH D . KR
b0 % BFIAIRT 2 UEDB D 5o dTE, WERLWIL FHIEENS, HRE L LEWICHRT S DNA BT %55

T

2015 4 11 A 29 H24F. 2016 4E3 H 14 02 Wrd %o BB DNA AT Cid. K IV Yy s
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F 1. B DNA G 2T ) Y T2 a0R () EBURTSE - BRI <& (b

(a)

KRBT 57205 2 O CTEAVIA T A M2 KIEICHIKTE %,
CREERIT % 720 R O CTHASI X ABRBERHESIT E A LRV,
CRERINT 5725 2O THEZEBOFKERONT VX E2/NSLTE D,

ATV R BB E O WEE ILE A I T & b,

- DNA [E# & & Wi & [ 52 5 O CIREFI1 72 M7 52 O 5 AL T 722
- DNA BHHFHIC L - TE 1 2O DNA B » 2 et T& 4,

- KERERD S 3 L 72823 DNA SEHE B R T X B,

- )T RS RAE N DAVRFE DR A & DNA OF D S 13 ST E 5,

(b)

CHEPEZS ) Y TIZBOWTLT LD 100% DMIIEETIE AR W,
SRR L DS, TR R AR O+ 3 A R S AL & 7 B
B SRS AEY D DNA 25, WO, EZTEOEYD SR E N0 Z LA,

CSECERICHR T A DNA SR L TLE 9,

- BRIE DNA 23 & 0T b S OB A AR5 5 v
- BT - BEETESK L T L OEEZ L) LEP D S,

T 7% 0T, GEROBFHR B & v o 72 L L T
IR MRHEOE TV L 2L DFI LA D % (3% 1a) (Darling
and Mahon 2011) .

BSE DNA 70#T1d, SN F CICEALRERRNIL Ea—
SR A LB ENTB Y (F21E. Bohmann et al.
2014 ; Rees et al. 2014b ; Lawson Handley 2015 : Pedersen et
al. 2015 ; Thomsen and Willerslev 2015 : Barnes and Turner
2016). F 72, Science ADFLFIZHHD FiFb T2
(Kelly et al. 2014b) o [X 112, JTAEDOBEE DNA 547 & H
WeEMEZ YY) O 7T A RO 2R L
720 2014 FE LU ST EAE L CHIMLTWw 2 2 et
bhbe O Lid, ARG ENOEH LS ZEIZE
FoTWLILEDIETH Do

li

K"ﬂﬁ 35
%ﬂ 30 -
4}‘@%25-
T 20
L=

Y a 15 1
i’ 0
e i
e 5
LY
2008 2009 2010 2011

BE5E DNA 0T & W72 A s otz ig k& {220
FHiENRD L, 1 DHIE, BRENGZ T T4~ —%flio
R AT — VL (polymerase chain reaction: PCR)
FxR TR REED DNA 29KAEHCE N L 089 0k
W23 2 HET L OMFRTHRHENTWAD, 22 H I,
HRE T HHEREICET AT O DNA % F & O THIETE
HAZN=H VT T A~ —% Wz PCR 1T - 7212,
WHAR Y — 7V — CHREMICEER 2 REL, 7 —
% NX—Z (GenBank %2 &) W& L T, KFAKHICETN
% DNA DR A MW R RIES 5T TH 5o HiEIEFIC
2 2IZIX4rT &, PCRIGEEY # BAIKE L TN Fo
HHEZ RS 5 — %7 PCROFIHICE A DL, TiE
OB DNA S OFEH TR ERE > TVE) T VS A

(20159/23 1{7E)

2012 2013 2014 2015

BEINE (F)
1. BREZ DNA WFSEICBE 3 2 CEEERORREHER . 72720, Misla$EEL 72201549 H 23 H
DOWEETHIRI 72 5728 D2 DWW TIE 2015 SEDFFEH/RLE L7z,



Bl DNA 04T O TR OB

LAPCR ZFHAT AN ENH 5. B, TNHOFFEIZD
WTIE 4 (1)~ @) I2BWTEEL L kx5,

BRI DNA 40T E. 8RR 5 7210 T i 2 i § %
CEOTELIFRENEFETHY ., AEOBICAERY
LT 220w ddby, fbHEE=%1) >~
FADOFEREHIHFT I N TS [FIZIE, FFF >3
7 7 & Andrias japonicus (Fukumoto et al. 2015), 7 /3%
€W I Hemigrammocypris rasborella (fEFIZ 75> 2016) I,
72 BALTWAREREWHR RS L LED D
LHNRIEOMIIZ S HRITH S FEBZ, TRIE DNA 547
&, Ficetola et al. (2008) »S¥fsEomAsE (v )L
Lithobates catesbeianus) 2B L7 GFE ) TH Y, £
Dk, AW (Egan et al. 2013, 2015 ; Goldberg et al.
2013) R HIHAH (Tréguier et al. 2014) . TEHH (Piaggio et
al. 2014 ; Davy et al. 2015 ; Hunter et al. 2015) °£3H (Jerde
etal. 2013 | Diaz-Ferguson et al. 2014 ; Keskin 2014 ; Nathan
et al. 2015) 7 &, RIE VAT B T, YRR O
WFEDSHED SN T WD, & 512, YKL KEE
IZEEND DNA L o THIBTITEETH 5 Z AR S
THBY (Scriver et al. 2015). ¥ - HEWICED S, 1T
EAEDEYICEREEDNA SIS EHTE 5 E 265
(FEMIZZR 2 ) .

PLEo X9z, ERm 7 Eh 5K 2 $-HLL T DNA
FHESNT 5 &, EWOERBOE L & WFEE THE
T&5ZE,5, BEDNAFIEDMM (2011 F 5 5
2013 4EWH) 12k, ZoAWE=% ") v FRE~OG %
DORDIERENLMEMD D > 720 L L. BRIL 72K
BHIE £ % DNA OIEE (KIZE £ % DNA 2347
LED L) RMERLIRETHH I N 0h), S512,
L5 DNA ORFEM 2 B %, £ LT, PCR & £ED 4%
i DNA R B2 U6 U7z DNA MR S22 n T
RGNS L BT NEFEITBAD ILE L
TWwh, ZZTEFATIE, BB DNA 54T & 2 o2 4k
WE=%") v IFEOMIEHBEL, SNFEFTT I v
Ry 7 ATH o T EENTNTONHRO LN T 5,
B 21X, Deineretal. (2015) &, ER¥E DNA ORYHEAY 7
i &t o & e FEBRIC L) MET L. Turner et
al. (2015) 1%, BB DNA OFERMEZ#E LT b,

ZFZTAR TR, BHET TICREFA DS DNA 54T
DOFFERFIZOVTHEL L. & 225 el 7 TR 12
M 72ROV TR T 50 AfIC X > TS DNA &
WSk DK BMENB E L DI, Afad, Thh bk
5% DNA O 7e5 B ISl 25 E O~ =27 v &
LCHIHENLZ E 2B L TWD,
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1. B23% DNA & 12

BREEHICATES 5 DNA DM H 5 £ L9 ZKEE T
HENTW2O0EHLE 2T 52 L1k, ZhEEAIC DNA
NS 5 FH0SEICE > THERZIERE 72 5o Turner
etal. (2014a) (. BRHLL 727K VRO I8 LB O B IZ v
BLUWARDRE (RTH A X) DFEANIIE U7z A4 X455
I2& o T, BRENICHAET 5 DNA O 1 X2 MRFE L 720
Z DR, DNA OFEEIL, 0.2 um LT ORTH A XD
A B L2 IZBWTEWT EAURENTZ, LA L
COGENEINT T T e EOMAYIZHE T S DNA b
GEFN T b, I3 A (Cyprinus carpio) R 77 < A
(Salvelinus fontinalis) & \»- 7= 3 ZH K § % BdE DNA
Z. BBEZF 1-10 um 7 ¥ A4 XOUEMKIZHR D L ik
SN, ZORESHALI MY Y 7RMIEBRICHRS
LUEEEA E & E 2 54172 (Turner et al. 2014a ; Wilcox
et al. 2015), Merkes et al. (2014) (&, JELCL7-fafk (0
2 L ¥ Hypophthalmichthys molitrix) 75 i DNA 2%
MBI ENE ZEXHEII L 2O &,
ki, ASEICB D 5 §BEE DNA O iR & 205 T b
CEERLTWwDL, Fo TNV — F I (Lepomis
macrochirus) 7 5HIKHPNH & 412 DNA O#FEE L, L)
BOFPA LD SHNT L5, DNA OB H#E R,
e &I T AR RECHB SN T EE X
51172 (Maruyama et al. 2014) . M2 T, M RFEOHEMD
IO KEDODNADEINTVEZENHLLILL->TH
D (Klymus et al. 2015) . BpBEZ: &2 625 © 72 ALK
FrbE7z, BBEDNA OHBRE 2o TWwd Z EAURIRE 1
TWa,

F7/2. Az Lol (Hypophthalmichthys spp.) % *t
RIZL7ZWZETlE, O DNA &, B oFEK E TR
THERWICERETHA L Tnb PGS ht
(Turner et al. 2015), Z4Ui%, B DNA AL F 25,
A5 2 OWEIZWESND R E L ThALZIZON, HFE
PirpiTO DNA DEERDEHNT2OTH D EER 5N D,
— /T, 70y FO1TE (Hemichromis letourneuxi) 7%
FEBGIZ O L7z DNA &, RO HAsEREAK & ) s
MENZ &S FESN TS (Moyeretal. 2014), 215
OFEFIE, BREH O DNA (ZKEUR O $R-I T (FRfE -
J& - KERE) Lo QRERCHRINEN/RE RS 2 & %2R
L THED, SROWERDBEESVETH 5

BB O DNA OBffwx, R THIUTHSAEW O
DNA it 2 & BB O Wiy - MR baznERIC &
% DNA Mg 2 22 L [\WiciIlh %0 Thw 2, BREEH
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(I S 72 DNA O RIZBI T 2 b ATV % (B
Z1E. Thomsen et al. 2012a : Barnes et al. 2014 ; Pilliod et
al. 2014) o B 21X, BN OIEFH I A8 22 B2 T DNA @
IRDMRE S IS & OB B (Strickler et al. 2015) 6
ES/NRBEOM (4.8 m') TF 3 v A D 1 i (Acipenser
baerii) % 10 HH&EE L TH LA ST iz b 25,
BR¥Er ) DNA J2BEISREREI ISR LT 17 BRI R
2% 5 Z L b o7 (Dejean et al. 2011), T A —
H—TSHHMBERINLZTI S HTIVDOF ST v 7D
WAEDMBIZ, A9~ 7 2 W) v Th o fkEH
BTG LT DNABREEAMKT L, 25 HERIZRIRI & 22 o
72 (Dejean et al. 2011), ZEFH 7V R (Potamopyrgus
antipodarum) DO¥FEIZBWTIE, EBEHa 7 (151
v MV) 5 ENS ZERE L2k, DNA 321 HiRIZR
Mt & 7% 572 (Goldberg et al. 2013) o HIZ T, KA
BRI S 7 DNA OB I 1l H7-) B L £
10% AT 5 EHE SN TWAS (Barnes et al. 2014 ;
Maruyama et al. 2014) . — /T, KM TIE 5% LLT Ok
VETHDLZEHHL NI ENT: (Thomsen et al. 2012a) o
BHOEFO—2L LT, AT avyFiisn
TId, F 4 FOBIHETLIZS o & HEREEH O DNA O
RHFENEWZ DS 227 > T % (Fukumoto et al.
2015)0 SNHDZ L b IKILAMER T BRI T OB
W7 &\ & % DNA O3B EL 50D Ul Lo T, B
5O DNA OMHEENEL o bE 2 6Nb, Wk b
BEHNILEETH 555, BB DNA 0T & Fv 7o 4 4 o
aUUADEZLY ) TR, AWCE/RTL LT
RN REHTLIEDRTELODD LItk

2. T VT D

2. (1) KEFORME & HRBUSFT
BRBE DNA OG5 2K o =IE, BIS 53R

% DNA ORRCHHRIZRWISEEZ KITT. $hbb,

— [EHZERALS 2 K D= R HK B O AN IG U C DNA O
BESLHILED PRS2 2L EMEN W [FEL .
I EA (2016) 2], L LARA5 . ARG
FAZENTELHFNIIMRENTDLZ EAL, TR L
INT ;=Y APRKICRDEWMO T A Y HEEND,
F72, BICH BRI X512, KEE ORI T b DNA @
RIS E Y RITTEEZ NS, —F T, il
KB END T A O DNA EEIZKIEDENIH T )
WEINLZWZ EPHE S Tw A (Eichmiller et al.
2014) o & 52 Pilliod etal. (2013) (. FKEREDEGIZ
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BT, R & OO M TRIAERHD DNA O ) E
blhnZerit L7z, Lol Z20MicBIT A7)0 —
XN & K G 7 FINA (Micropterus salmoides) Tld, il
Lo FuLENE N O IR S ERELL 72 KB T DNA
DRERTRMZE SR ), 22038 — 28RN
CCHHEEICE) 2 L A% H o T b (Takahara et al. A58
F)o INHOZ LI, GO ERENIE CEESAT
LLTREMDOEL L RBITT L 0% ) RHEMORE
B ORmERIEAK - KBRS &) 128 LT KB o
Bl & BRI T 2 M5 9 2 LB R LT\ b,

FREDO DNAWIH OF D LIZ L - THAZ M3 5 38
DNA 77 Tl KD DNA G512 & o THRIFIZHE 5
TAEROER A S 7263720, T0I0iFERLE LT
bR\, B, BANFERICBITAEROIEICE L
Ti&y thiEs (2016) AFEL Vo

2. (2) KEABOFEREOERIKEL

BPALTHERI L 72K 3k & EEREIZF B IR 5 £ TORHR
WIZIIRELSHGTTIDDOHERH D, 1 DHIE, KK
BE s =T =Ry 7 AR EIZANT, TX 32T ERER
BERLLPOLEBREF THRHLIFED, TOKROWUHEEIT
I FPETH 5B, KRIREEZ AR5 LI2L ). DNA G
fRICED DB (Bl 21X, DNase 2 &) OfF) X 2K
LI ENTED, 4 CIIBNKEENL, 24 e LLIA
TIE DNA ORHFIZEWSH AR W EPHE I N TS
A% (Pilliod et al. 2013) \ B TH B I o 72K BUEHE, TTHE
ZBRD R OREROLE (JEERERINZ &) 2179
TEDNEF LV,

220HIE, B OB TRBEHIZRBE Z IR 28T
HY., COMFIZHEIZ2 DX END, $T. LED
Kk (15 30 ) v MUVERREE) 2L 7ZEEIE. 20
AEHC LY = v EORMIEEZBIML T, BUBHIE B L
T\w5h DNA il & 7%, EREZICRLELTIETH
% (Bl Z1F, Ficetola et al. 2008 ; Dejean et al. 2012), — /5
T, BB AREROKBELZHRNT 256 TlE. 20
TUEEFR 21T\, KEUEHZ & % DNA ZIERKICIE
LT GElEEL) . Z0lERE @ d 5 WIZRERIN %
T5%ELTEREICRLRS HETH L, BIMIBIF
LB O FNEREE S 2 EI2 oW ToOFFMIE, b
I (2016) ZZBE S N7z,

3OHIE, RVRZ EIZANTEL - 72K k%2 2
DOF FEHERAT L HETH L (Bl 21X, Takahara et al.
2013 ; Deiner and Altermatt 2014 ; Rees et al. 2014a ; Deiner
etal. 2015), Z Ok, MERMRIEE % & OMPE %

N



Bl DNA 04T O TR OB

DNA®DESE
(715 —388) K (T —ILkR)
(1L2E)
—0— E/L:\
0
0 X i
T 5
KR
AN (15mL2E)
FAEL—%—
l SRR < RS NLIZDNA
SN fcDNAZ E Q — RLy N
- @ iﬁi llEjll
DNA®D i
FyhRET
DNAD3H - 55
DNA®DIE

PCR + B&XE
2. KFAEA S DNA = i -

R PIZFETTERVIREIRHETLZ L%, 2L
THH. ZNH0R ) EE FIROKEKIIE ST REL
TRBEZ MR L 72, BRI E%29TH . — MR
SIMBD XD % KRT v 74 TiHE % N— A L7255
FTIE, BB W CORBEE O ELE %2179 2 L I1XH
DT, KRB SHRAET 2 KT EOF AR,
LAl BRIZEZHS 2% > T ZRwnds, Ktk %
—H®®T L e, hif$5Y 7VF 1 L PCREBRDOEIC
PCR [HENR E LT %D, DNA OMRHENET T 24
&7h%% % (Takahara et al. 2015), L7225 C. PCR [HE
FET A TEEHHT 42 8, KRB oOGHEFIZD
TIHELLREDPLETH L GEIL 5. 3) 2]),

3. KEEH O DNA O - il

3. (1) DNAD &
KK E N D DNA ZilkfEd 2 7ikid, K& 22
X33 hb, 12H1E, ko2, ) T Lk X
I, AEOKER (IS I ) v V) IIHF
NAHDNAZTY /) — Vi X > CTERET A HETH S
(HM2tib)e COFEOEREETIZOVTIIERI S

~

U 7IL% A LPCR
Tl -
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7Y% )LPCR
WES 2 £ TOEBRFIHOBIEX,

R = o4 —

S 7zv,
2O HOJEE, KRFOBREPNRKECEEICHNS
Nb, T, 748 —EHEEICE > T, KEEHZE

TN % DNA ZIEMRICIi%ET 5 2 & TDNA % igiis 54
BCTHDH (M2AkLE) (Bl 21F, Takahara et al. 2012 ;
Santas et al. 2013) . _EaRod 2. (1) TRz X 512, KEE
OEIZ ML S NS BEEE DNA OJEFE LR IR0 122
ZRITT, XoT, ¥ — vikEgn Ltk RT, &
HOKRE WIKHE ORI REZR 7 4 V5 —IE@EOF
AN T X 2 DNA OREDNEL b, LA L, BB 3,
Q) IZH B LI, EBICLERMRAEM —Lo A&kt
G ENMETHY, TF ) — VbR T, £h
5 OMEEICIE & FH% ZT 5o

74V Y —IEEFEICAEE T A RO KRE GR7 A X)
IRFZE B TRZ Y . T TIC R L7z a4 ORFZs Tk
1225 10-um DR 74 A ZOPEHKIZ T 1 D DNA 23 S
N TV EDb > TWwb (Turner et al. 2014a) » —fi%
B, KT A ZDVNEVIERO T OKERHIEE NS
IWA%%<%%T%t%x%né# WD HEW
% % EUAGRE O HEDEREILSLTL.
O KFE T I T%&mb&ﬁ@é F70. EKO
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Bl DNA 04T O TR OB

ME BIZE, R P =R r— MR F T AR % &)
b, KBRS ELEIZ X 5 DNA OWETERIZHE % Rk
1T 2 &M E ENTWw b (Liang and Keeley 2013 ;
Renshaw et al. 2015) . & 52, Eichmiller etal. (2016) I,
LB DNA T 2 W 92 Hg2s, xR (2 o%a.
a4) OFF - NEOBIED. HDHVIE. NS F T ADE
HIZL - T, B RERKAIE) 2L 2HEL 0D, B
LR 58 L 72 P8RRI R R R B AL EREE (GaK A2 1Ak 20
BEOEGWRE) Lo THENHLEEZONL
B, TR EREZT ) 7 EMBELBRRPLETH D,

JEELEZ X > T DNA 2594 S N7z IS, IRo17THE
TdH 5 DNA I E TORM, DNA 7Y =D T IV IHKA N
KELZEL, WL TRET 222580 (F 214,
Takahara et al. 2012, 2013), &5\, TDT A V¥ —%
RIE (/= l) IRESEDLHELIRESNT
3% (Goldberg et al. 2011 ; Renshaw et al. 2015 ; Minamoto
etal. 2016) . Wegleitner et al. (2015) 1%, #ZE “Longmire’s
buffer (Longmire et al. 1997)" (Z{Z{E L7274 VT —D
DNA JEFE X, Zili (20C) T150 HEZLL 2wz &
EIRE LTV 5,

F 720 WIIEBNE A v as, SO % & 3 I2E 05
HED AT & o T DNA % i3 5 ik (F1 213, Klymus
et al. 2015) *°, RAME#ETZ= v MZX o TRKEBHIE E
5 DNA % iEHi5 5 HiES Efi M TWw5 (Takahara et
al. 2012)0 B, KHEOER LFATIZOWTIE&R3 I
F LDz,

3. (2) DNADEABAIE

JEEIZ X 5 DNA IEMEEFE OB, fH 3 2 JEEEH 2 5
DNA iEEDE o TV W & 2R T 572012, DNA
ME TN TR WEZ KR & & KR E RSB T 5
BEtExtiE (A 774 73y ba—)) ZEH L2
2\ (B 213, Goldberg et al. 2013 ; Jerde et al. 2013) .
TETIE, B EE AW THRELCRADEZ o T n
CLEMERT A EDPMIIHEREEINT VS DT, FEREIZ
LRBE DNA 0T 2479 BUCIZ M T ER_TRETH D, &5
WCEBR B 5 FRoOBZRC, AN — 2 ki
FIRHFS 2 2 L12L 5 DNADBEIZL T, o7
MORKNEHIETE D, 72, KK EFREKE 72
AT IEICL) ., REERBLEZ L TD
DNA ZMHRF LT £ ThHRETE A2 LdHHESI LT
% (Fukumoto et al. 2015). 5#5% DNA Z5#1 %2 HLH A7z
AEWE= ) v IREORADO—DIE, FlZITHESM
BOANRY Ml bdiiEs 52 8T KHEER—FRE
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DBEMBTEHIETHD (Biggs et al. 2015), TD L H %
HHERAN B CORIE SRR 217 5 O WL S
12 Bl X9 e AEePkE e i) ANns 2 & Tilhig
RBAD) AT HWHTIENTEL, ZOLHEIEEE
KR FE A L CIZEEE %5,

3. (3) DNADHE - FFH

AR & AR S 172 DNA %4 - BB 2 Bz,
WOPDOHHRD A T 2K Fy FHBRA I N TS,
Eichmiller et al. (2016) 1%, 6 fiJHo DNA i+ v b %
T DNA OREZERLHRHNEDOMGEEZ T > TV 5 Bl 21X,
Fast DNA SPIN Kit (MP Biomedicals #f) TR S 17257
5 DNA 3K Cld, D412 PCR OFLE KGR 5 7z
Wb hb 53, T4 AV L 72 DNA ORBHREE D i
B C &S L7z —77. PowerSoil DNA Isolation Kit
(MoBio #t) Ti&. PCR ®EREA 7 {, I 1 O DNA
FEBETLBICHEL TWDL ZENMEINTVE, F72,
X 7/ %1 ® DNeasy Blood and Tissue Kit 1Z% < OFf5EH
WS TBY, hoFx vy b (Bl 21X, MoBio #o
PowerWater DNA Isolation Kit 72 &) & [b~XT. DNA %%}
AGICHIE - B TEX 5 L 0#HE L H S (Deiner et al.
2015) 6

ZOMIZ S, HHM TR TH S CTAB (cetyl trimethyl
ammonium bromide) ER 7/ =)V -7 007 %)V A -
A4 7 I )V 7 )32 — )b (phenol-chloroform—isoamyl
alcohol: PCI) D & 9 it s =4 / — Vit
BEA LS SN TW S (Deiner and Altermatt
2014 ; Deiner et al. 2015 ; Minamoto et al. 2016), & < |2
CTAB #:1d, fEk. WPl %= & of#kiisk o DNA i
TLDIHCENDE Z NS dro 72, BB DNA 126 #
FAWHETH A 2 L HE ST 5 (Turner et al. 2014b,
2015) 0 PCI{#E D F 72 BR5E DNA 00T ISR & T % ()
Z1E. Minamoto et al. 2016), LA»L., 7=/ =L 0O
074 )VARBIWIRES N TE Y. EEBREZICKE DB
FBT LULEUENSH LI ENHEEE L THITEN 5,
KB O RE S & DNAFIHEOMAEEIZL o T
DNA DN % 728 (Deiner et al. 2015) . 51%.
HBARHEADPLETH S, B, FHEOREI L EHTIC
DWTIERIIZFE LD,

4 . BE¥E DNA O ik

ZZTlE. INFTOREDNAWIZECIRA SN TWA
DNAMHIF % 4 D2 X5 L TN T 4 (X2, 5832 1H),



EEN: A

4. (1) BRAENC & 2 PCREIEEDDHF

BE5E DNA R o W > 5 BUAE £ C. % D PCR %12
X % DNA OIE, 7 IVESIKENC X 2 8 1EEY OfERE.
FLTY =4 v AT X 2 BANEEEY) o 85 LB Y 0 g
12& - Ty ARMEICH N T 5 DNA DB ICHAE L T
72D DEMRT HFENLLHAVWSEN TS (Bl
£, Olson et al. 2012 ; Michler et al. 2014 : Janosik and
Johnston 2015 ; Koizumi et al. 2015) (382). TD &9 %,
BAKENE PE D) — B9 7 PCRICBWT Y, HIEED DN
Y ROREER, #DIELDOPCR D) BAYEIN Y FHH
ENDDPIC Lo T, FEFED DNA EE % = HEE
THIEDBMMETH S, AR PCR L. FREIZHERS
7V A L PCR &V 7oMBD TTEEI AR TEATN FE i
TELMENDH D, L L. DNA OMIEHEZED 72012 E
LUK 24T ) BRI, PCR F 2 — 7 % [il#e L C PCR g
WEEY BT LERD L 20, oy 7T FEEREE
NOBEGEEBI LR TWEISH L, D720, PCRT
BCIEET HLEREZ 5 5% EORFEZ# L 5 LT
H5o

4.(2) Y7441 LPCR

WA DO BIE DNA BFZETIlX, ) 7V % 4 4 PCR & v
TR ERICHE 5T D (Fl 21X, Pilliod et al. 2013 ;
Gustavson et al. 2015 ; Spear et al. 2015) (3% 2), fEFkD
PCRIZHAT, U 7IV% A & PCR X DNA O
TRV, EEMA N EEELZENTESL (Wilcox et al.
2013 ; Diaz-Ferguson et al. 2014 ; Turner et al. 2014b) . {2
WZHWAT A E, UTIVE A A PCRIG, ARG T T A
Y —ICTHIR S 72 DNA Wi E DIERIC K o THE L B
WaFTD Y T FIVEFEREY (VTVI A L) ISHRET S
LT, DNAREZMETE %,

AR EH DY) TIVY A A PCROFHFEF, FL L
TS S T A ¥ —HL—a ETIE, -
K DNA ORENIZAYAAT (f 7 —HL— ) @k%
B4 btF ({5 —7L—%— SYBR Green | 72 &)
EFHWD, COFFEIEIA N THETH LA, LW
ST NTOARE DNA IHEAT D720, FRGFRIHIE
BHEZ BV T T A v —DEEHE SULSEHEO 5 % ME
WEEIC R L, —H. N T )T AE—=2 a3 »kTid,
SO R CRERE L 7o, ARSI RICK AT A4
IX7VFFF (Fu—7) 2o THMO DNA %1l
Tho 2F 0, RN T A ~— THIEL 72 DNA Wi
2 RN 70— TRESINA TY) T A4 X LIE
ORI 7 F DR ENDL DT, Bk A ¥ —
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Hl—a i) SHIFREEIEVIIERETH
%o TagMan” 70— 71x, 1 2OF ) TX 7 LI FFD
Wiz ENENEBTHLER—y -0 Fr— (L
K=y —OHENEHNT ) 2EESELTE—-TTH
Do NATNFA X =23 VETRS —HRICHW S
TWh, PCROT ==Y YT DAT v FIZBWTIER &
35 DNAZNA 7Y %A A L7 TagMan® 7 1 — 7 %%,
DNA MRS Z1T ) TagDNAKRY X T —E0FEO 5 -3
IXF VX7 L7 —YEEICE > THEEINns &, LR—
Y=Lty —THE L. WOMERD B R ko
THIEIHEEENLHMATH D,

)7 V% 4 L PCRIE, DNA OMIEKOELIKE) %
e Lpwizd, HEkO PCR & ATHEETHY . T2
BHRLC|WADOWREZ K TELMMA D L, T2, Y
TIV¥ A L PCRTIE, BEANREED DNARHE 2 25 v ¥
— & L CRmMAEE L RO 5 2 & T, s,
5 DNAEERTERTHIENTE D, ERRENE W
B 513 DNA 547 % B b 5 £ 72K RHC B L 72354
DNA SE=AE A & xF 5 A W) o LE Wy i e B R Lo i€ 25 1] g
T Y (Takahara et al. 2012 ; Thomsen et al. 2012b ; Pilliod
et al. 2013 ; Moyer et al. 2014) . % OHEEFEE O 1 A5
FEINTwd, 2720, BIERNL T4 ~—2HHT
HZDNHETIEH, —JEDOPCR THRET S 1L OB L
MTERV, B SEKAEOFIZIZ LD DNA 78
RIEL TR I EETH L, LML 72V
Bl2ix, FHICEHERN R 754 v — 2 EltR. J—k
AN L2 — DD PCR FUBRIZB W THEED
TIA = FFEBICHEHT S 2 LT, R R
Mg - M2~V F 7Ly 7 APCR 1772 0) ¢ 505
Wb,

— /T, VT A LPCR % HW7zFHEIZBWTIL,
ZORMIBEOESW 212, MEOHY - RAICHET
HDNA ML TLE) BENWDSH D, €2 TEBROH
& LC. PCR OHIMLE (KFFOJE#2 5 DNA Hli -
W EC) 2179 EBREL ) 7V ¥ { 4 PCR 2179 EB&
FE AT LI LIRS N TV D, 12T,
PCR BUSIZ & o THRL L 72380 EEY 23R [BI LLFE O PCR L
JBHICIRALTCLE ) F XY ) —F = N—12LoTiEio T
e L CLE) S & 2Bilk32FE L LT, dUTP
& Uracil-N-Glycosylase (UNG: — R dH 5\ 1 A H
DNA D77 YV ETF F 1) K= AOKE % 5 F3 A1
F) RMEHL7ZPCRAL#H SN TS (Diaz-Ferguson
et al. 2014 ; Moyer et al. 2014)s ZDRTIEE T, PCR KX
JBEFIZ dUTP 2 SO R EZ WS 2 LT, MiEEDICY



Bl DNA 04T O TR OB

TN AEE D, RO PCR KB %179 B2, UNG
2P - RA L7 38IREY) % 0 S € 2 R 2179 2
EIZED . U UNVEET RVEREIHED DNA O A3
Beblz0, PCREYWOF v ) —F —N—%[IkTEZ
bho BB, VT IVH A L PCR ZHWIZERTY A 12D
VT, 5. (D)~ @) IZBWTEEL Lk B,

RV LR ) 7V 4 LA PCREZHNALTH
(o ZNIE. DNAERNADGLLRLZTU—T (X AT
U —7) & RNA 7 f#EE# H (RNase H) % w7207k
(Cycleave"PCR. % 7 T34 F#kal&4) €. Bi¥E DNA
GHT~OEHABIADH % (Uchii et al. 2016) o F AT 70—
7'1& TaqMan” 70— 7 L [ABRIC 2 DDOHEOEME (LA —
y—b LI v—) TEHRINTVWD, EHRHIIFE
BT 74~ =2 XD EIEL7Z-DNAWHIZF AT 70
— TWNA T F A4 XF5HE, RNase HIZ X - T, #%l
DNA LG L TWwW5B 7 H—7H O RNA B3 030 0 S 1,
WY 7T VPR ONLMAMATH D, DI,
MBS P O—IEEL A XH L CERTE 570,
IR GOV E L OIS LS,

4. (3) T #JVPCR

)7 V¥ A4 5 PCRIZFERD PCR % 10l % i i FE %
O Enb, WEDNAWMETHILCHWLNL TS,
EHIZEAETIE, 3 PCR EIHENLS 72 % )V PCR
ENERIL S, B DNA e IcHW s Io2dh 5 (R
2)o 7Y ¥ IVPCR &L, DNA UK 2 500 oo
BRI TT L CAMT2FETH L, A4 - T N
D7V %V PCR ¥ AT A QX-100 B & U QX-200 Tl
¥~A 271y MO DNAREDH 2 D2 T v
MVOMECXEI LNk (Fay 7Ly M) 12405
Nb, 0o Fay 7Ly MIG@EE ST ¥ —
DODNAVEENL, ZNHOFOy TLy NAT, ¥—
7y N3 LAEYED DNA BSPCRIEIFE A, Fuy
7Ly NNT DNA 2S8R L 72354, #HE70—7H4% K
Oy 7Ly MATHNEFET b, 7H—H A P XA —F —
EHw, O0koofay Ly FTEICEBY IR VD
HF#EAZETHIET, £ Fay 7Ly NAIZY =7
FMEDDNAEGENRTWDE 2 (1) & (0) ZHBIL,
Fhooray 7Ly hoIZX > T, DNA DEEL%E
B4 5, 2OX)IZ, 01 THRHT A0 “FUIL
PCRELIFIEN T WD, 72K SANFIFENFay
7L v FAT DNA 2 EBNCIHIE S5 2 & T fixdEs
MTEDLZENSL, U7 VE A LPCR LD OEREIC
DNA BREZERTELEZLN TV,
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INFETIZ, 7Y% )V PCR OEBE DNA FHICBIT 5
B2 BEE L 7203538061 5 (Nathan et al. 2014 ;
Doi etal. 20153, b) o U & D13 EREE DNA OERAFEIZOW
TOWIEETH S, ZOWFETIE, BHKEIIBIT2 a4
OFBEFBRI LY EERE - EYE & BR5E DNA I O
RERHT L 720 K OBESE DNA DMGEECTH A LA, Y
TIVE A LAPCR &Y LTV FNVPCRDED, BEHEIC
L DNA 2 B8 TEX A2 EAMIB N E 572 (Doi et al.
2015b)o F72. VT IVE A L PCROFEREILI LT, 7
¥ % )V PCR TlEF—Y% > 7o FAFHEMEDIE S D & A
INEWZ E L bro7z (Doietal 2015b), S 512, 728
i S ERI L 727K 3UR % BV CBEBE DNA oM 12 o
WCHEE L7222 A, VTV E A LPCREDEFV L
PCR THIHIKEAEWI L 50 & %272 (Do et al.
2015a) o ZALIX. DNA %/l SNzt b =0 ERH T
RS 57 Y% IVPCRIE. ) T IV¥ A4 4 PCRIZIEN,
PCR [HEWE OB Z T2 Wiz Zofz b E 2z o
%o L7z o T, 7Y% IVPCR IZ. BREE DNA OE =i
EB L UBEREEICBWT, VT7IVY £ APCR LD b
NTVWBIEEENE V. L2l 7Y%V PCR Z W7
2B IERICA L, Sy arx b Enizo,
SRBOMBITHIFE L 72w,

4.4 AaN—a—Fq>

WY —r o —2 WA N—a—F 1 VT
Bx V7255 DNA W98 b 46 F > T\ % (Thomsen et al.
2012a, b ; Kelly et al. 2014a : Miya et al. 2015 ; Evans et al.
2016 ; Valentini et al. 2016) (5% 2). Minamoto etal. (2012)
KM =7 =2 Z TS, 513 DNA O
AIN=T=F 4 Y TIZHT 2R DOGGL T Do D
TR, SR IE T AR T T A v — 2 ER L
T AR S o A% FEZ B CE 2 T2
L. EBROMNNAYMHREICENTE2Z %2R L7,
CDE)BAIN—T—F 1 VT TR O, B
HFL OV OEM SR F BRI R T & 2 TREEZ D 0,

AYINN=T—=T 4 ¥ 7 TlE, R ET 55NN IE
LT O DNA IR 2 L =N—F VT T~
— &V, BiBE DNA BB O h 5 Bk D & % D DNA
Z (BAMICIE) TR 2720, MR 2 TG H
DFFNTATREL 72 Do 1 ARD DNA WiH 2515 5 1L A HEH
BEFEHIE 1) — FE W HEAITH Y N ENEH, T
— FENIC L > TR ONIFET L D) — LAY E
LR EHEET 2R AL R ENT VD,

72 MRS L= =0 EIC b X505, —F



EEN: A

VZHE T~ $5fE D DNA Wi ORI AN S b 720
2. Bohsr—sedBRkebtnth, =R
— AL DOBAEIZE DEWREORZEICIE, B 2 E
LRIMBERDI L 2 b S 512, BEEEDNA REHIE E N
% DNA & L= N— )7 T ~— THIES 2B, AW
B CHIRRN AR 5 L EZ 6N L7201 — FHUIC X
5 EYECEAEBOMETIILEENTH S L ORFEA—
M THBHo LA L Miyaetal. (2015) &, L ~N)LfE
BREZ D OHEEE NG E LT, WIEIZLNENA T A%
B SNV T T4 —%FET 5 L)
DTHIWLTBY, ¥ N—a—=74 Y 712X LHERD
TEAE DA O A TR, AR EAEOILROES
PIRES N D,

5.7 )V% A4 L PCR DEETHA

F213, VT NVF A L PCRDESE DNA BFZEICBE$ 5
FHFL 66 FRD D H 39 FHTHEH S, 2EOWED B
L2682 HEDTVELIEEZRLTWA, HERD PCRIZ
AT, B\ DNA MHEE E ENE &L 20 TV
% 4 A PCRIE. BEEEDNAWIEDSEEIZIIRAT I &8
T& %V, 22T, AMEFTTHIZBWTERE o T
5 TIE A 5 PCRICOWTEMICHIT 5,

5.(1) 7774 7 —DERK

SR IR T T4 Y — OB TIE, HREDE
i, RIS B 2 A Z R TRl L 2 v b
DRV T DUEDN DL, L7h> T, Bl REz
b7 I —ty T 20PHETHL, €D
72012, M RIEEOHFED DNA FHIBO A Z RS 5 L 9 %
TIAR—REFATLUNEDNH D, 2T, TI4~—
AT 1 7 4 [Blz1E. Primer Express (74 777/
1Y —%L) . Primer3Plus (http:/primer3plus.com)] % f\»
THTSR DNA fEI % ¥IES 5 75 4 ~— i % L8R L
729 Z7C, PARHICAER L T IE 5D DNA &3k
EDOIAT Y FHPRENWT IAT—%RINT L L h Db,
ZOLE, TIAT—O P K 1 U kDI A%
v FEELONRRVE SNTWS (Wright et al. 2014) o

FEAEDOMETIX, REFL2TI74~—t v bOFF
R ARTERT 572012, g oM 5l L7 DNA
%7 Y7L —1FE LTPCR LTHMIESALNHZNT &
R, T 7 RX— A LOFIHEEHEHRI L TR
PCR % F47T L T b IEIFRAY 2 BGIEATE & 70 T & iR
L T2 (insilico f##T) (] 2 13, Jerde et al. 2011 ;
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Takahara et al. 2012 ; Laramie et al. 2015), & 512, A RF#
X R OFEZ AN TR DK S BiBE DNA &3l L
DNA OHIRHTEDPIZHA SN W ERERT B &, 7
T A< — OFFEMEIZOWTARITHGEE L T A WF%E6 b
& % (Eichmiller et al. 2014) o

INFETIC, 4. (2) T~z TaqMan® 70— 7% [
W) TV S A A PCRICE o T o Btk 2 F (4
7 < A Salvelinus fontinalis & 7 )V ~ Z 7 b Salvelinus
confluentus) @ DNA 2SRTET 2H2 56— (5 4H) O
DNA M9 25612, ZOMBERE IS LTy GE
X1 5AE) O DNA RS E 74— DIATYFD
Bsed X9\ BET 2 0 & T EHA S 2 (Wilcox
etal. 2013), #iRE LT, 774 ~v— LI LMD DNA
DIFIERHN D I AY v FHP LT L, BER I RME
B TEDL ZEAIREN TV S,

RMEIIZ, PCRIZ & > TEHBE DNA B 5 #E S 11
72 DNA WiFr 5, k5 AED DNA 5 & —3 T 2089 »
BY—= VAN L o THERR 5 2 & Ty s RAE L)
¥ % BB DNA M A o i .25 S v (B 2 18
Goldberg et al. 2013 ; Takahara et al. 2013 ; Sigsgaard et al.
2015)c TDE &, PCREYW (T 7V ary) HETES
LAV N = U APWEETHY ., BT ED LY
T A L PCR OIERHRAFET 5 5 720, HilEED
100-150bp B & %2 B 75 4 ~— Z i%EHT 2 O —H%l T
H5o

5. (2) PCROERRZ M4

VT IVE A L PCRICK o TR ET 2 DNA % HF S
BLHEIZ, 7 7L — FDNA IR LT W —7 =—
)y 7RG MY BRI A 7 VR, mA T35
4 7 v (Moyer et al. 2014) \Fx KT 55 44 7 )V (Bl 2 13,
Foote et al. 2012 ; Biggs etal. 2015) 2MRAEINTBY . £
COHAL 50 ~ 55T A4 7 VICEREEINT WD, Bz iX,
Takahara et al. (2015) Tix. PCR ¥ 1 7 V&N &4
% L, DNA Z Ml C & ZHERPIENT 2 2 LA L7z,
L2 L, UTIVT A L PCRDIA 7 IVEIE, B G
SN COI TGS EHIES B HE) Bk O
FAEDIE D O m R EHET HHEN) &b 725
L LR D 5720 (Bustin et al. 2009) , Y] 123 E L
I E S v,

)7V A L PCR FEERDEEIZ[A— D DNA BUR %2 A7
WHEERIE S 2 KEE (PCR 7L — Mo = VD)
L FLEELRERSEMEO—>2TH Y (Takahara et al.
2015). FONAEFIIHIZRER CTRAZ 5, BIZH B2 X
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OB EN EH T 5 2 L IEHE W (Thomsen et al.
2012b ; Takahara et al. 2015), FAEZOHENIL DNA O
HE % F & X+ (Takahara et al. 2015), &4 T2 )&
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WHENTwAB (Tréguier et al. 2014 ; Biggs et al. 2015)
Pl CIEBII AR L - ST AR 2 S0 b0 — 7.
3 XD AR, BEEE LS5 THRRESS D, S
512, PCR I B DNA AH oM B R OB KA &
AANPKEL BB EDPSL, THRBRADPLETH S,

F72. PCREBROBIZH LD 3. (2) THRZLH il
PR RBADELTW AR WS E ) P e ERT 572012, &
P HRIC L 2R T4 2 L IZEETH D,

5. (3) DNAEROBEEER

R DNA URHCIZ. PCR  BHET 2 EALITLIE
ZENTHBY, THIEELZEICHRT 57 3 V%
EThoHLEEZLNTWD, PCRIEEFEZM#Y 5Hik L
LT U7 I% A4 4 PCRIZHT %2 DNA k2 AL,
HEME % 2 O BP BN VIRE T THD L HEND
% (Bl 21, McKee et al. 2015 ; Takahara et al. 2015), L
L. T2 RS DNAMAHIE TN 20 5D DNA
RN EHL VDT, F 2 TVORHRIC L > TH
SO DNA OMMPEDMJFTLTLE) ZLPBEIN
%o < I T.PCR BEWHE DB 2% 3 % PCR 3 (5
Z1E. Environmental Master Mix 2.0, 74 777 /0 —
) 2MHT 52 & T, DNARIERES T IcgeE s b
ZEMEIEEN TS (Doi et al. 2015a ; Jane et al. 2015 ;
Takahara et al. 2015), L72*L. A& PCR #KHIZIZ, 4. (2) 12
RL72UNG (PCREMD X v ) —F —/N—I2 X B hbmk
BilksEo 128 LTHHENS) BETN TV RVDOT
EEPLETDH LD, T2, BRAREONEEELE DNA % i
Mm% &T, PCROBEIZHEDNRZ > T HHNLE) H
MRS HFELHEREIN TS (Laramie et al. 2015 ;
McKee et al. 2015 ; Sigsgaard et al. 2015 ; Turner et al.
2015) & A\ &, DNA KO R O @A THEYE %
73 %% v b (OneStep” PCR Inhibitor Removal Kit,
Zymo Research #1:) DU R (McKee et al. 2015). 7 T 1fil
W70V 73 (bovine serum albumin, BSA) % fi=llz
52 ETHEZRERT 2 THELHONR TS (BRI,
Barnes et al. 2014 ; Eichmiller et al. 2014 ; Deiner et al.
2015)0 TN HDOFEIE, PCR BHE & B T & 2 W HEMEDS
LD, GEEBREEICBWTEELESHEZ 220
AMBREETDYEND LD T, FBREMHZ SR LET
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RO R
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L7cEWE=%Y) v 7 FEOFEHEIIW L D08 %
E L7 O OmIICBIT Likm b 9. BB DNA 54
DOMELE %5 1b 127" L TWwWh, Roussel et al. (2015) 1
LI, BREEDNA T2 W2 EWE=5 ) » T OFR)
P, M CTR2 D720, Fi- ke RICL 728
5 DNA T 2479 Ails. ETIERICEWEREE T I8
55t 5AE D DNA MIERIZ O WTC, FIMEE 21T D 255
WD ERBL WD, SHI2, (ERORHRAER L
FEAELC, BRIEDNA AT D /2. 3 LIt REE 100%
DHERTHRHTELDIT TRV ELEIT TS, £
Nz, B5E DNA S ENTW5E 2 & 2 EFET 5729
12k, ENSEBOEYE=5 ) v TR Hviziis
MRZ T - MRS 2 LN H D LR v
bo TNHOBEITIMA . AT L H 12 KEHE
DOFRIA 5 DNA HI5E F TO. feibi 22 B3 DNA 754D 7
OV alLTAHIES T, BEOBRETH L,

BIIHCTIkR72 & 9 12, BIE DNA TR A ¥ N— T —F
1 Y 7, RS OITAFAE D DNA LA HEHRATEHE
LTV I EDKAHETH D, L7zdS> T, BB DNA %
F7-FEEBRSE & 3647 LT, fli 4 O AW DNA 53RO 7 —
FR—= 2D D UL SR, FDICIE,
RO RS S OME R T — 5 (WAEHR) DO
BPFTFITEETH L, ML 5T, B DNA 5H7
D & BRI AE 2 & D DNA BFITER D
ORI R o T L7259, 4. B35 DNA St O # A
TR WAL, RE=5 ) V7 FENL L OY
TS A 2 L IEMEV W,

ALK 515725755 DNA sFHE., wET o2 &
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