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Applications of animal diet analysis based on DNA metabarcoding in ecological

research
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Abstract: The animal diet analysis is an important research method in animal nutrition ecology, which can be used to
analyze the relationship between animals and environmental factors, the relationship between predators and prey, and the
diversity of animal species. In recent years, DNA metabarcoding based on next-generation sequencing technology has been
widely used in many fields of ecological research, which greatly promoted the interdisciplinary development of life science.
Due to the advantages of high resolution, high efficiency and relatively low sample size, diet analysis based on DNA
metabarcoding has been widely applied in many prospects. Here, we summarized the principles and methods of DNA
metabarcoding and diet analysis, reviewed its application in ecological research. In detail, the applications of diet analysis
in biodiversity monitoring, the rare and endangered animal protection, and the agricultural pest control were summarized. In

addition, the deficiencies and prospects of DNA metabarcoding in animal diet analysis were also discussed.
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3008 xR 43 4

LR TYIM N R ] S A AR B AR AR HE R OR B T AE R R G U RE R IE R s e M 4R s AR AER RS
MRS TR 2 i BT R s AR S 2 I M BTk 2 — W RS h 8 Fe A A8 2 TRA
PR A ARG S P A S RGETNRE, T SR B H SV R DL AR AR A= Wy
V&I SRR T — R T L XS RS M R AT AT, T R A U S B R B A A
BUARFIGE VR A PR AL B (R

SRR TS R ER P B HEOC R BB ARG Y BB AT ST, W] I OG- HAF e 45 21
TSR S B P N H  BEE B R 20 Sh B B P AT BOR A W scist |, shW & vt i W MR SE B 25
WL & L DNA S EAR O EI 53 F %2 . Hebert %5 2003 4F 15 UCHE T A=y DNA S04 4,
RIS FH— BebR ) DNA JF 5k sl AR ) I 3RS B0AE 1 ORIk i mI AT B2 ol FH o (AR 20 e £ 35
AL (COL) FEFEAE R sh i Fh 2SS ARIE DNA 2265 A EFREMR BRI (iBOL) &L, 4
BROFFE2 B A TARLRTT I T AR & AEY) (AE s ALY Y RRUE YA ) AR BE PEA AR T
EPIBGRTEAE A BB RS0 (BOLD) H, H T IZAE R 9 SRS P 91 2235 460 207, 4%) 2T
S RAEYYIR S E

Bt 53R P BOR B PR & i, DNA I3 B AR TE 46 0 48 N FR AL G2 9 — 4R Sanger 77 PR & e 31|
AR T (U Roche 454, Illumina Hiseq,lon PGM %) M —ARH.43Fll /5 ( PacBio SMRT, Helicos tSMS,
Oxford Nanopore Sequencing) , A4 A& {5 S AUAFHTH R TOHHLE , 5T DNA ¥ & 1 0 r R W
1R GE 1Y) Sanger I 74 & 3] 2 i e DU Y | {145 25 T Sl 50 P (9 DNA 23 50 IR RGBR B 1z T sh i & v o
ARSI 5T b B HAR 3 T 10 ] A2 25 27 I 58 Ul % e Ji o AR SCIRT B 17 % U 2l 400 B 4Pk 3 A v ) AT il
DNA 5 S BARB A 3 K mil 1% IREFI PR, 455 B PR Bt AR 227 b i TR, B O R T AR
Y Z RPN SRR sh Wy /AP Al 3 R B ia A5 AR AT b 0 T AT 28R DUTE sh Wy Fp o) |
AP G fa YA O AP A AR 1B 25 1 AR RS i AU 2

1 YRUSTERAZ

SRS BT TR DB SR A R ER T 2 5 F SRR Z R G . FEAE S B vk W 5E
AT I LI S 0 AT AR A A S R B B AT AR B R A S B S R RO
FELERERIAE S S5, LTS — 2643 2403 S sl i (A7 2l ) sh kA T A 00 . BRI, XA R sh 4,
FEEN VAR L A ) 7 R TR E & A B ik R Sg i AR 1 An , £ W 5k s WS |
FAE AR R AT BB AR ETT ) B T AR R R B R R I8 4 R, T DNA (1)
S FEMEF ALY TS etk .,

1.1 g

FLAEULETE Rl i PA R 7E — o R BT WL 3l W R i 288l BB i i ke DTG i 2 B 0 1R 4
AT B I R BT AT AL SRR ML 5 S TGk BB AR AR A A SRS Bl B4 A 28 BRI D
S0 kAR RRERT , 2 F T NSRS B e ATl e B R R A T ST Sh ), AR R A
YRR AR IR E s PR O iR M S e TR 5 L sh W te i A SRS NS 8 T
BEHMEE S BCEAT A X S A T B, AN TR B AT R A Bl 5K SR — s R T RE R A3 7
U S A A s T N i 2 R B Zratesh bR A TR R R ACH
SRS S A D B8 8 3 AR X VA B S0 Sl ) 1E A B A Rl 26 e Ah RO R R S M 2 & T,
RS S AT N AEAETE 2 R, 940, AR M0 A 8 B i 0 15 1 o2 1 3 40, — SE B2 A1 A 0 A A AR e
PR
1.2 FIHE

FFHE S — R 2 A AT ikt L R R — A B Rk T A b SAG  0 RG £  A k — b
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8 1 PRI A SRR T AR AR s BN IS SR ——HE T DNA R ARIE AR 3009

HoPBCE A A R A S A R E Y R A SSRGS v s, 8 TR G vk H e
SR RIS A e —E iR 2, Bl g B R R AAE RS s E T X2, sh i
A3 A X KR —2, =z e 5 H e sh A S0 & AEHLT , W28 % 5 59 W &R AR XEFE 31, s &
JRB AR B AR AT R G T A s G B R 25 AR R A D s A B T A A
S AR A B R P IO R 4 18 5 A R b T A B HL 2 O i sh g
1.3 BHEWHHE

B AT L E N YRR (R 2S 2 WA 2 25 S Rl e A B 2R sh i e 2 gkt
TR e TR A S R I REAS A S B N 2 R A AU AT oA, T 2R Bl 2 A
TR R E TR TEERE 3 T R AMETT JRSE A IE AR, ASE T TR AR
B AW TR A IR — o A HURE el e S B RS SR A B A A s R AN T X
PR T BRI, N IR B b S Sy AR, ELBRAE B i 48 167 B, AR BARR, X 4 o e 30 45 1) 15 A B mT 2647 43
Bt R E R TR RATY MR B et s W e A, SR, B TRk T
YRR BRVER 2%, JCE 0 sh W A b 2B 36 4500 T BCE () 3B S Al 288, X A 24 A0 T 1 B 70 BERAIL,
WG UG S8 TR E A TP N R 2, HRTEAR D
1.4 TR RFA

SR P A [R5 2R 4 A S RN A T e AT 1A — B R N AR, MLA/ B B UAR B 5 — A, 4
B LR N A A AR BT RS B — B R PR I, S % [l 2R A il s R 2 A8 Ak, BRI, B i AR ()
1 RFAE BE A EU S b S B — s ST S A0 £ R IR W8 - 20 A5 RS sh I > AR TR 2R B AR ik
R [ U PR IC B AR S B VTR T AR A 20 tHhad 60 AFARHRAS S mE PR R LK, B
BT TSR R L IR R AR R R S E S SR 225 AR
SE [R)37 28 AT 48 8 IR IR FORE I 25 52, U R 28 m LA 2 0 R 7 2 e v A s o A 3R 2R R
[0 B H AR T DU e s K i ek B Y B i A i e KR a5 B, BT, % ik
EB T AR &R R B R IE K S R R B BT A s
KR KSR S5 BB 4R AL T HAR Y T HL
1.5 ZEf sk

0 Il TR TR R FH S P 2 R AR Bl ) 2 R A 43 B, 38 e R 2 A ) £ O B A R
2 A B 3D A T 4 R TS A H A O AL AN RN 2 ik IR EURE 2 ) | AW 4 SR ] &, AR SRR, X6 3h 4 Ja it
A s AE S RS HT TR AR LI 1, EHAE R Wi e sh i i e v s b R £ L P2 ITih
SEAH AT I T R S 2 Sh A A AR, B8 2 LU B A i i T e B TS sh e T R
RGP (R AERERT AR S1 , W BER & Y 2R 5, s AS [ i T FRVE
AT 5 O] HE A B R 26 B AN A AE — 8 w22 A5 e S HAnZO s EE A TR s &
R TER BT R B HE S ) B B AR O S T i B A BT R L
1.6 fE53(E DNA iR

LG 2648 DNA A AR AT 20 40 90 4R, JE BRI A% 15 B 2R DNA R drshi e
ST 2400 DNA BT IEA IR 5T PCR @ ML TP 9N % . 5T PCR % 2 M 4 FEY 2
F BRI 2E(E DNA i  PCR 7 34 AL VOR B A 9. 1992 4, PCR %55E B B H TAZRE R & ¢ 4
Bt WGk T3 F PCR S E MR #G8 , Z 7k nT DL A sh i i e bbdl o (AT B3 T i
H G, e R 50 PCR 514, NG H TR RIWBFSE . 56T )7 50 %58 27 PCR ) 5&ah - it
171X Sanger )7 , 8 it — B ol  LBCSE R T 91, R4 Wb, i shir i gk, ik B T4 T 3iias
Pewn AEBGPEBURE RS BEA L B AR Sh W R AT TR A Tz R T ek A T R PR
BN ZRIE IR R 200 T 25 rp )38 AL W) i o 52 A S R R I T AR B, 75 5 5+ 30 PCR 973 20 L, 5%
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3010 xR 43 4

FHEHUH) DNA Fr B, N s ma 235 SR A v 1, ELAEAS DU ) s 78 v 205 P & FH R0 s A T4 A, A4S )
T, TAER R D R e — e R B 2 T % ik iR
1.7 DNA ZEFBHHEA

DNA Z: 50 F A TS AR 77 AR 5 o & B SEhl T PG DGR W B T H AR BRAE 5388 DNA £
AR — 2 R RIREA 12702 LA 8 s P R R s e 3 e AR IO W0 5 v DNA SRS I3 910 % A= )
AT AR S R X 2 | N W N Y AR A T HURE T SR B DNA SRS 76 3R & il 5
SO A IE S AT PCR &3S, 08 &5 38 1 03 B AR A 700, DL 2B 00T 2805 J1 4% DNA &8
fity, 38 3 AT HEAT IR S R, T AT E R S L (Y L, DA SR A M 2 R B R R R
WY RAR G  E 22 IR AR ST AR )2 0 i RSe i B TR AN &, HRTE 8 2 s B &
PEOAT CESAEE NI PR SRR B A A AR ST, AR A YR RNA B T, TR 2R
PERF 7T 40el B o5 4 O o Egeter 07D ) e 2 ) B AR R B ( Rattus norvegicus) . /INER
( Mus musculus ) FIE8 HI5H ( Erinaceus europaeus) $EMERIFPZEIEATIIGY , K522 B HTAH E, =
IR AN B 2 ol BRI R 2% 32 T3 70%, Sonsthagen %578 i H DNA %2 S A AR A1
T3 52 2 REAR Fp U B VAR 1 S B 2R, O AU R AR B AR IR T RS B R SR F DNA
TSRS ARG T AR B B B b 5 TR E M S B M E YR C R, DNA AR AR B TARZ
P E RSB, W T HE S AT E HE S ) A B S R RS AR B S W i v gy
B, 205 125 0 1 SR UL e ZE 8 DNA J3 87 532, b — AR 5 7 12 B ik B RS 2, 02 B R o iz
M HTHA

2 DNA REHBRAREIN MRS H o 89RH

BT DNA Z SRIE RSB Bl Wy B PR 0 iy B A i
R REASRAE AL 25 55 0 Ja XA W b AT AR AN
TESREHEHURE A R 5% B DNA S 8843 F % o Hoal
FHPELF ) DNA 508855 917 26 K R Be i) PCR 474
— e T A 2] DNA JP 81— X5 R4 73 8 i | AR
XS, I 5 A0 A 858 R R AT Lu s — A e B it —
e E Y XA, DNA $2H0Z 3 T 2 iy
CTAB %', A B 2 R Rl 7 & #28L, XFF PCR
1 BAREEIN , S s R R4t 3R C A LR 1 2L
(COD) ) Je 34y rDNA' M8 H ] ITS, matK | trnH-
psbA ,rbel , trnl. SR R I H A s 2 AN SR R
B4 . FHTE 5 R H Roche 454 5% lumina 2507 E 1 EF DNA BEEMBHAR G0 A7 5 DL R
S PEAT RS A N, BT AR B BRI 28 i B PR 4y Jc  Figl The commonly used sampling strategies for animal diet
ST WA 58551 ( Paired-End Reads) PF 474 analysis based on DNA metabarcoding
FE 9B JoT e AR B Ao 08 OB 2D IR R BR L BR iR A
PR AR AT BN F S, B TR S A TR 12 Xt b B b s et

DNA Z AR S5 AL S Y & A i A e, WX 08 )3z . BR AT B HE s 0 & 153
B, AL T I HMES P Wk g W52 W BT, BRI BRI S R AR A T4 AN
WAV BRI, AR TSR RN, Sh Y 5 & R RT N B N A B WA ek i ZEE B
(I 1), ik BLEE s AN [V ERURE S8 1) 3l B AR S o IR E A T 450
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8 1 PRI A SRR T AR AR s BN IS SR ——HE T DNA R ARIE AR 3011

21 BHNEWHEE

TESY R AT b, X B N AT BBOREAG I £ M 2 e B 2 P 9 85 &2 Clarke 250 (A 18S 2B
A DNA I COT o [R5 o o 8 ) e i 52 1 DU ol 8 £ R — b Ot 100 15 PN 2890 1 0 b AL i, & B D £ LA
W2 LR 2R AR L 2K sh Wl 8, i G — R U DLW 2R sh o 6, R3S B N Y Th AR A
Jo sl A IR A 0 ) DNA X BH 724 1k | 35k S IS AR IR 55 IR B b I S M (I A, = 5
FE T VIR AR R P B SR EF , I A A S RGN I RERF SRR (L T R E S % VISR R
DNA 7 SIS E AR AT AN [R]85 21 D8 1 £ 1 S ), 76 R B 9 8 b % th 41 J8 62 FiE kb Ay, 51658
PESTHT T AR LY A R B PR A3 H v S T e 1 R
2.2 HNEYHRE

55 H AW EBUREARL , B 5E 3 A3E  BORE I N S 0V R sl W £ A B B REAS SEA T RIE 9, il R T iR
AU AR AU b A8 A BRI B0, Shink 4517 SR F I8 P 25 40 % U b L8 A £ ) 2H sk AT 20, i 1 DNA
FEICAFARLEE T 10 NG R aHE, B R IRAE T 75 A UL SR8 0 3 £ 280, I WF 9T IR SE T JUil-£ fiE 68
TSI, IR B T R T IE N AP R DNA 72 55 AR AE 3h W £ 1k 23 Fr A SCIF 2 v 19 107 7
Hr{d . Brandl 27 FI G N 254 DNA 72 2 TR H ARG 1 DUFP RS A A £ A 28, 25 S4B /R T FeURS ik £
FRhZ AR ZL R AR A R IR B A4 AR B i B AT AR R A R R AL R 9K 5y W R 5 T A
FEM) DNA 7% 55U B PR o A A T AR G i 7 651
2.3 IEMHUEE

Bifi 5 N2 Rk AR AR PR A P, A 25 A58 1 10 W 5 A 03 25 D/ 3K — [ 0, IR X A% ) o 4G 2, e 3
AFEYIE R VL ) T o3 2, s W5 Ry R HL B AR sl e 2 v 1) 55 A A0 B BRURE , R DNA 2 0B iR
A AT L R AR ISR R 4T . Galliot %7 FEAR Z X 75 AN 1L X 2 K AR sy iR SE AL By 46 26 15 BR 1Y
F A T4, JF U B e B R 5 AR Ry, T R HOR il ITS2 A1 vDNA J7 5% 168 it J& AL 4
YIFPE TR RE  SEIRI 82% 11 B HLHEHT AE N | 449% Y R B sty W I LA LRI AERT . 1A 5E RWT LIAE RS A
FEAS ) DNA 22 500 ] feaf 4Rt ma - B M 2815 L . Milla 28070 1) ] DNA 25 S04 R 4R 58 T R F1) 5
AREBFPGER /S AR X 1S B AR AR IR, 25 S 30, JE A6 R 1 DNA 72 25 T A 7 A 2 A6 I 26 VR A )
IV B R B 5 R ) — iR TR R ) 1, %o 8 e AT 8 U %) S A EL A S 2 i o AN
2.4 I RHURE

AR 1 20 4 W ) IR DNA S EEAR  JEF DNA 72 25 T A H AR G 45 £ W A A 5 4G, i — ol 30 801 1 AR
WD T3 o %071 T DASCEE AR XEARAS 1) IR ZH AR AR | R 103 A 1 W EL A Bk vk i Bl A= i L i A= %2
PR BT Z B AT B %R N DR IR G P B S AHE LA 1) by S5 LA e
HHESIY) , Kent F1 Norris' 7 P& T — 3 THME S PR FES 100 22 250 A, F T 56 8 0T BF A1 R AR 1M
WL e £ o 20T A — LIS B A s 22 ol L 2l W 1 3, X2 B A 5 IR L, R
BT MR R S TE IS TSR RT], WU WA G () Ji SR R A BE9T R ] DNA 25 S5 B A %) B bR
21 61 H ) BCED IMRIEA TR A FP 5 | 25 SR R B DNA 22 5B 05 n] VR S — oA M (5 /Y . nl 52 0 7 3
TR BRI A AR A S BeAh A ST 3 L S IR DNA 76 W I 7K 45 1Y) B A B KM vl DA B8 4
AN R i i A 70 R A A A S IR — S T SE A AR ZREPE DNA SRR, MO 2 Mg T T A AN
EERIANER/EA S R
2.5 FEEEUE

FEMEWFE LT DNA 5 SRIE RSB s Wy PR o i P o )iz R D7k o X P 2R 2h W sl 2 7 i 1
SIS |, 28 PO Bl A B AR PEBORE O =X, nT FERE AR SR BB TR AR ) 2 A B DNA 5 350 /2 T 18
P M XA E TS R LUK SR AR DNA i 19 OG5, B¢ R 51 DNA $2HUK% PCR 4
HUAOR , ZRE A RAETR AL ZEE(E DNA B Y52 R 2 A A% | )2 RRSNZ TR G 5 Y Fh i
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R AR B B T AP | Erickson 28 iF 58 2 W] — 13 2 RE AR F B B BURE , FEAR
[ 22 AN . HET IR DNA 2 5B M H R A Jo vk H e WA IR AT A 19 3l W 1 4 A i At S
% 2GS EEF R A T 2 BN TS . Guillerault (8] Xt XN i €81 ( Silurus glanis ) FEAT BT
G3HT, ZeFEH DNA 2245 UM 508 AT 11 A S R BRINBE A0 A5 4, SR Z IR E AL ) Z e P AR Y
F, R ARG R AL TR ERYE . BB R DNA 22 S0 H AR 80T 7 0 )1 M O X
TR B, &I A KAV B R e R S R B, XIRISET 3 F 28 M8 BURE , R DNA 22 55 0E 14
BR X G fEW R RS (Otis tarda) $EAT T BRI, R PR APFR T TA RO AP ORI S R 08 8 4 A3t 1 k30, )
IR o B A i T A s i B 1 AR A A S B 8 T
2.6 EHIRE

JAEHRI O R S ORI B i e 22 i sh W 2 1 0 A SBORE SR, (LR SR Se S 0 E AN id ol an , TE i
SRR, 2 A RS BRI R OLT SN 2 A AR A S T S AR ) A X
P R — RSB BEME  FEMERE AR AR RN S5 2R 28018 K A A T HA R E L R G, ENTREB I B A &
I A T (R B AR A ME LU LRI ZR VY, B2 e LA R TR 5 P Lt o AN G & B e sh 1 LA
SRRy CHE . R, S B TR S AT AT T S PR AR A Oehm 25 %) S A 48 1) £ A1 360 1%
W S B f AR A HEA T RO, R N B AT R AR BB A A5 e T . A 2 R, A R A I IR B 1R
B MEARGE . Hacker %1 X BCH v 75 9801 1Y 45 A 5 B8 BT 22 2B A% 40 A7, K 21 T 4 Fh
M& K 11 B 205 B AR & BTz 093E HIME, T IESE T AR TR B R DNA 2% 0B HoR 7k
AR S SR Y ey T B A ST,

3 BMRMSNELESERNERLA

YA AR A S R G P AR A5 3 1 LR YRR 0 06 R R AR R GG I A R
HHT, % T DNA Z AR HOAR R R SAR BRSBTS 00 5, e 2 1 T a e s e B HEsh )
B PE ST, RESEBUXT ARl WA ) b R A W b AT DR AG I | o) Sl 00 ¥ A= 5 T 1 R 091 e A B R Y
T TEA SIS R AR AN
31 BHadifesh ity

YK 2 2> U S R GERAT , W BE ] AR LR AR DA TR, DRk, B i - B 22 i e sl 0 1) £ P )
PR C R, XSO A ST LI R IBOH £ PE R A R R XE , DNA 7 25T 1
FAR T DIARIRGX — R, 380 o) 3 (5 HURE 0 1o 15 P DA DR AR B e iy B et ' e 2 i i fE 3h
P APt o vh A 458 AN

Quéméré 551 Fl DNA 7 55 T H AR X i ) 8 IR ( Propithecus tattersalli) #EAT £ ¥ /T 48R T 4
TR AR B S5 M RV B 2R, iz i i) A4 SR 4243 T B4R 3 ; Gebremedhin A=Y FI ) DNA % 4608
BER 3 AR 3 e 2R ORE Xof 2 ZEAR LU AR A IS A IS 7 LU S TT R B Ve A, e LS 3R LI S Y IR B 5 AP
BRES , FEOTYF A YIS, G 250 1L EBCRE 19 H 483G 22, 00 WA 00 87 1L 38 i 1 ™ 5 i, 7l 45
WG AR DG PR3P SR X R A T A s O I B A SE i e I L 3l 2 — , B RO 2 25 A 5 B Y
BFRARM, 12 R BRI . Ik, Castle %51 FIHIZEE DNA 2 20 )7 0 B AR T8 6 H R &)
AT o3 M, LABA S B A T 1 LA B PR 5 2 A ) W i 22 R s i S A B T B v i e
PRI R A9 R R A0 8 37 ZE5E A B YK A2 ; 5 A 82 ( Ophisternon candidum) F2& IR I F) VP8 16355 & B —
Pl A O KW E ARl White 250 R FH 22 ST A H R XHZ 0 Bh b A5 VR AW, A5 380G 0+ S B A5 oh
ARG 2TV Az Rl ) PR AP S 3t 1 AR 5 DOCUM v fu 2 RO T 1) — s i PRV OK 0, 7 B 80 S il
FEWRFEHI R, Ducotterd %57 Xof RRUH It 0 (PR & 24T T AEB A3 1k S AE HURE AT, G5 SR R IZ AR T i 0
FEPESIY) % A= S IR LB R A BB, 3 R FT 5 | ARl i [ R AR A R T AR A K
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8 1 PRI A SRR T AR AR s BN IS SR ——HE T DNA R ARIE AR 3013

HIH T WL, 56T DNA 2 S BOR Y Sh W) & 1tk 3 B e 45 = S WA sl ) (0 0 i A Or e vh 4525 B
VER  TEARSE R K S h b AN AT
3.2 WAL

Z R SRIFEN kA Y 2R C T ER AL, b LS A sEB i o W35 . WU G I b FK 4
TEAERVE FEI A AN IB I , X i AR LB R BORSMERY BOR T B2 AR A SR D A= ) Z e
FERELE W) AP A X A= Py PR AP TS B OR 22 OGS (B AR W) AR AR 2% ), HATAE AN BE
W E) LI Y S AR R0 B v (R S T R SR AR R 4 R SRy T Y AR ) 22 R W R TR
BLIE . T DNA 225U H AR 1 sh W 6 P 4T — b SRR w2 (4 5 s 5 s T A S Py >4 b 1) 2 40 2
PN 32 BRI AR

YA SR B A S B T LS B 3R AT T 5 d b BRI 9% XS A2 S R G S B B S5 R T BE , X T
ZYFPIAEALE] S Y 2R B R X BT S X DU BORE A MR e B AR B B
A B RS SSEREAR BT R AR A Y 7 M ST T RS, A5 R R XA 390 ( Prionailurus
bengalensis) \J5IK( Vulpes vulpes) PR/ G YY) AR FRRE S04 5 FORBIE IS, AR ) FRRE 32
DM B 3h o F 2 YR, 505 aR IR 322 LIk 5 B RS 0E B S5/ NI ELEh W) 8, 59N A 22 DL
B e, ZWIR R T HE DNA MR SRS HORTE & A 3h W) 22 FEE I A S B Mo Hr b s 2800
R G Z R R Y A ST 3R A TR AR S E IR S,

EETIEHESIRI Y DNA BURE R DNA 22 B RSB AR SR 47 438, 2 8 A 5 HESh 1 b 2 B i) —
PR, Abrams 5 FIFHZLAMAPUHHE  DNA 72 5 IEADHE AR XK 0% (485 2 3047 0 3L 3h 4 22 B p A
SEILFRMWY PRI Ty 32 T A ESA R AR R, %7K a5 Je M 43 B T AR Ry % 53 R0 00 RS TR AR 2L 30 i i 2
PERA BT B, FORHETEZS LT LA LI B, 17 8503 AR BUAS S50 s A T 20N AR AL 32, vl o T B 4R
SRR TR KA . Lynggaard 25 F| ] Metabarcoding 3 A X 3 [ 88 P4 EF AN E KA 12 Fhk iz -
J'& T RS HT  R H S  TC A HE S W S 2RSS IR R IR KK B AT R S A ) 2 R
WRE A EZ WM T, Ji %0 R 30468 FUKIBEME £ 14 7R DNA AN 2= B 2805 LU AR X B HEsh P i &2
FEPE, R T IS B HESh AT A 1) DNA STl B SRR XEHE S o A I L B w454k
3.3 R FERPIE

B H PN T H A3 3G R SRRy )0 2 5t S B e i R R R ik —, HREER T
TEFPREFIEAE 3 A 80, ik 2 AR W I R By 52, I EXHEY Y R S B0 2 A RN RZ
O PR AR B AR BB R SR A B R R 43 A1 NS B v R 7 AR A 5K X 3 e 1
IHHRHE R TR AR L AR AR AL B, ST K AR R 2 (0K SR 2B B iR T4
PRI ANA ™ iy, A0 B D) AT LA/ ik SERIE ARl 3 B A £ P R ST 7R H AR X R AE v A 2%
P AR A AN SE . HAR PO F RORFOME L A ), % B R SRR R B T, A
FHIME S5 5 A T B IR 2 A BT IR I B AL T

it DNA 2B HEOR RS & SV RAEMIIOC R KRBT B 4 B G R 0is T i, 24 W)
Biia AR, AT B 20 F AR Y 1 B AR AR IR B I R . BT DNA BB R sh W) & Mo i BORTE AR
b LB R AE T S — M RS DNA 25 S 850 e, ol DAAS A TR o Mtk A 7 R
YIRS E 55 =, FIH] DNA 250 B i B M R FGHE AT A9, AT DU 5 | e b | LU KR B B BoAS [R] 9 4
Folvs 58 = 0 R T M2 R AN 3h DR, A R ARl Aol 0Ol 5553 s i 2E PR B, b S 3k
TR BRI AN G A i T AU R SRR 1) AR B AT T 004 fa 78 1 SR SRR AR AR ) 3 sl B 42 v i) o
FIEF, ikt SR T A AR R 2215 . Sow 25U R 22 SR B R b T LA A AR S 1
Yy durE ERAHEOCR B RRIIE IR 5L G 35 07 AR SE &, 7T S04 b PR AR 4D 27 A 2R 9 5 1 18]
MAHEL G FR, ol 2 2R W B 3 B0 R 1 & R 4R (67 0 W P A 8. Cohen S8 X6F & L 1Y) — Fifr £ M i 0t
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(Pipistrelus kuhlii) JEAT BRI, R BUCEL I 27 ol 35 H ol s i B2 A3 17 o 09 3 R B 428 A 55, 7 2 L A9 4R
WA RGP RS EEMIER, Whithy " S 8F58 1 5 [ K )21 85 06 ( Lasiurus borealis ) 1 R A B 85
(Eptesicus fuscus) BYYCE, UESE T HHCCHE ) A0k (B ) 23550 52 KR St 8 R0 21 i 88 05 5 L RO A 900, 42
H H T DR i i £ i i 190 T B IR 55 0T A S e, DR, A W e ) R BRI 55 S I kA, —
Z R S B AR v 2 AN T A Y

BAAEVF AR S R G R AEE dp il IR 55 72 e AR A R G AT M sl 07 i A AR S R R (B )
Garfinkel """ %5 L\ £ H 1% 28 Xt 405 350 AP35 30T P 200 B 1) 5 KR DR A 400 1 i) 25 i R FF- T 5, 3 ek 7 2R TR A 4
AN B IR FEME DNA FEATAG I e BRI 22 5 B REA v B ARl 4 HOTS TR s W0 A 2 0 0K 3 Uiy DNA L {H
ARAA R ELH HU DNA IZWFFEE WUEN] 1T 228 mT LAy oK B S a1y A7 28 55 (LAY IR 55 ( K3 1R By
P2 AR R A8 i 3 o IZIFTE B AT A9 F BETIESE T 55 20 A 25 R GE R AU S

4 NEERE

K H DNA 7 55 AR XS s & i 47 40 7 il LASE T 50 i i i3 FH 51 9, X Y | 5 [ A () DNA
B BRI, XA S SR AR, URE 7 SR 5 3 2k 17 81 P R 285015 3 9 (4 R G = B AT 331 S 30 6 4
FEE AR E O SRR ER T SF & ] SRR A R B R R AUk AR
R T PR E 2 E N 1996—2019 4E 0] 5T DNA 44 924 B PEAIF 8 458 1) 8 SCRR e 1143
B, &30 2014 4ELVE , BE T DNA BRSO B &4 il >k 1 5 i & J B, iF 5 SRS R el R I K
AP ZREE NI WS PR R SRl BB iR A AR SRR A & SR TR R DNA ZZ A IE S H R
A2 S E R B RS G  BUAMNE, 5% M sh ) 58 0 A BRI 0, U5 3 R s K 0 A B 1
B, LR T A ORI v 2 S W B8 3R h J12 R BRI, A2 AR RN DR BB, % AT A AR —
FERRIBRE (1) B E . 228t B 052 ), R il 2 2 AN () sy S A0 H 1 o b Bl H AT REAE R 22001
BEAN, e BURE FIRE A A B A S R v |, A7 AR 38 ST e 5 A TG YL 45 ) AL, 7 J 2 i i e I 5 TP 40
(2) HFEARMHEZE, XF DNA HE MR, PCR 1 I8, W52 I P Fl (6 =0 ieah 72 5
AP, Hbr DNA AR E L @5 X eyl gE &k R 76 7 Bey s i & S 808 £ R 8k
BN O, NI 25 SR i e 4t XTI 50 /0 00 F AR X3, AT REAFAE B 22 AR HI | 2 Hb A i) B s 1 1
B Z B 4, TR A Rl e s U sk R R T T ) TR 26 389 2 R 0 2 ST A0 ok 3l M40 e ) oA 7

HAT, DNA 7 5T ARATY o0 125 52 S 0 0 B P A I A S 5 v i o IR, S F I8 2 1
TESFIAN T K JB 5835 | % H AR BUAT B — BE B b MR 7T R 215 2N e ke | 78 A S+ 4F N FR S HR U 10 % 8
PSR I R R B PR K R B A AR I RS, KPR AE R Sequel -, AT LLE i K
IR DNA SIES 3 M 1 43 283 R U0 = R R K FLIN 35 45 i T AR, B sh (8 %, 1
kb AZ W, P A K FL R AR F (ONT) A2 7= A g 5 5X DNA =4I (X ( MinION ) B9 H T4 ™ |
W B AR B A Wy A ) R A AT R A S W AR 2R AL I R
LW BEE RSB S ST TP R UG S R Sk (B A S ) A0 5 o 25 B AR R IR ST A AR g
Menegon %51 JEF MinlON I (S5 2 T H7 AME YR DNA K I 52 56 2 FFASL 0L BHE FRBEAG I H: DNA 4%
TEASHIFFE M RE | & B0 mT LV Af 15 5 BTG 2S | T€AT 288 K nili 3L 3l W 5 AN [] 110 A6 A sl 0 i, A B s P sk I Jié
DNA ZIERSHFSETERE T8 BB ™ Pomerantz 2575 B )22 /R T5 Bk B TR AR IX — A ) 22 FE I 25l X3t T 4
T MinION UL SERT DNA Z5IE A H A AR A Py b 46 2 v B AT A1, 465 SR 3% B 40 K AL e AT LA bRl v
PR P s R HE S DNA S5IE 0 —Fh 28 0 A 8807 7, S N 300 328 1l IX A= ) Z2 R Pk A I 5 RN DR Ay
a2 Baloglu 252 X4 K FLIN FE FH T DNA 22 SRS H AR B rT AT PEdEA T T HF5% , 45 SR 26 WA 4 v )
JFHERR 5 AOKALIN 3 AT DL T 22 5B i A A, 3 O 75 55 TR A R AR R I e 7 =R 1L 178 ¥E#% . Semmouri
SR T ARG LI A DNA 22 S8 £ AR 58 1T LR B b I8 43 X 38k 10 77 Ji7 o0 4 e % 4L B, T
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1205 1 1T LA o B RS U T i sh . R = AR e AR 7 5 25 4R & SR VAR (H B A3 T =0 e i 9
P E R 2T PCR X — 315, 22T =40 % B DNA 22 S TR At W 1 30, FC o 1 38 A R 7 45 AR
YIRS . B BR2E AT IR = AR HE AR AN W St B 5 43 B b B 1A (A AS T A0, AR B — AR
J¥JC PCR 4141 DNA A E AR UG RESCEL, H AT PCR X —¥R47 FIr A7 1 () 8LE 25 5| 70 i it , 3 Tz
AR S Bk 3 T o 7 A A 2R A T U P R RO R A IR Z R E R R R SRR 2R
W E AR A SRERE R
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