H A HES2 4355 66 1601 - 611 (2016) J \
=5

Y1 BEDNA G ZAMH LokmEYoxE=51) > 7

BR¥% DNA 73 M DR /LR A~ 0

e R R SO - | M - W BT bl HE

'RER RSB AAED - KRR N M S B AR JE R - BRI IR AT
FRBORAREEHEERS - EIR IR RS S 2 L — 3 a3 VTR
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B REDKERW 2 3R & L7838 DNA 047 1E, BPALRAERRIIKRZ RO 721 THG &) A, 5 IR H
DRI 7 R REE IR R WA E N OB AR ST B, B DNA T IO 54 e ey, 2 L TR
DIFFTIZ F TR SO TV B, KEDKBEAW R E LD THhbN b L)1k T TR AEL, Bt
A ENOBANZ Y720 TEURAT o THB K REEFEFHOHFIZH . BREE DNA O TORFLIEFOER % &
KRELWSDE RS> TORNT Ty 7Ry 7 ADERENTVEODHBIRTH 5, KFETlEI T To% L oBhlE e %
L Ea— LT, B DNA G OBIEEAO B OB CTHE SN B4 ZEEMPHEIC O OVWTHI L, SBoREYE
IR 5B, BB DNA 0 58 5 AR R IR B L Vo 2B O E TE S L2 KR & o el o - Thy)
IIBIRS BB H Y . O TENSEETED? S OFMli L i 20 EL T, —BNAaMETEE LTkREL
T D L R L 2V,
F—1— FOREUKBEEY). B, BEM. 2 2 b PCR

TREBRELZFE W) EfeiE (K1) & LT, 2011
EGE D S AREO RKBIEHEEY 2 & DI IEHHEE Y % 1
REDNA G LERKICEINE T4 X ) KR & LT, K¥E (Fujiwara et al. 2016) %, & 5 I|ZIZFEFEO
(DNA) O#MTH Y. T OBEHE DNA 294 L CHEOTE-  WHFLEE (Andersen et al. 2012) D7 &% { OWFFEHIAS
RIEREY 2R L CERBENLFAETICHAT 2000 #ESN5E L9 I12% o720 AEFH TILBEBE DNA 547 %
L2 2 TIHEH SN TWwW5b, I Ficetola et al. (2008) WALV O E TR L 72 E T SEATRE
A=y NTREEMIRFE S L TRIEE o TWwd Y ROPThH, FRICRKBEORRMEIW 25t 5 & L 725 oH st
ATV (Rana catesbeiana) % Eg5E DNA AHTIC X - C Bl %N 5o RIS, BiBE DNA W A A RES2 10 70 F A
M L7z ofEE2 L2 8T BRFEARPIIIKEEHE CEDIHIZHEMTEZ200I22o0W T, MES LR L
BWIHED DNA b IR BAG EINTVL L WIS Do, ZOWREEYRT. BIir T L1045 ClE
EWIRLHOND L) o722 ENBIEE&ITh o728 BRI DNA T % 508 AV R & 350 03 <0 4R UG T L 20
Bbhb, ZOREKMRMFEAFERSINCUURK, it H32BICBBTE 559, TEHBRY L O %

BR¥E DNA AT DA REA 78~ 0D 58 H

2015 4F 11 A 29 H4+. 2016 4F 3 H 14 028 Mk L. KEUKBEEY %2035 & L 723255 DNA i FiEoF
e-mail: yamanaka@rins.ryukoku.ac.jp G XENREE TR 201052 2 HIFL 72
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EM(-\ Bk

lﬁ 2 oo
| Ehﬁ'hﬂtﬂiihf" | B
I.'. n".ﬂ.?:"ﬁﬁ mn ..' Dm“l
R, ‘/' PCR or
E __\ | it e e
| AR RS

1. BREE DNA 534710 & 2 REDKEEAD O A A — 2 FidE
HCERAK L 72Kk 20 & DNA % i, L2, £fo
ST EWSERN AN R R CERT 2 A FET 5o FEBI%R TR
T R W e R L LT, TEAYE= S
) Y T ANDOISAPEEIIEADODH L, (TEH : FER K i
FH)

BEF OBFAVIGEIC 0 > 1L e ST
X G ERE

BRI DNA 457 1% 2008 4F 12 #j {5 & 4172 Ficetola et al.
(2008) DHFFELIRE. 4 72 43 HHTE & AL KIS~ 0 38 F 3
HEATWES, £ L OWRITHEAKIBTOBITH %25, W)l
mHL, M, M ETELOKEEEATY S, BNOEH
BHIRZBIICE EFoTwD 0D, SHBEINT S L
ZEZbNb,

Bl DNA 712 & - TEA ok S S /-8
HOLIIcbrsb, BAET CIC, M, WA, TeduE,
SR, R, B, WS, KRR SN TEB D,
Lot b R 7 &N B ASEE N S AUIEE |2 T & T
BAINT 2 Bb b, s OB OWZEH LA
F£OFEEIZ2 (2016) IZFELVWOTEIRW/Z72& 720,

B H 1R A D S T s

TRIBAZ BT 2 BEHE DNA 50413, Bl TORK» S U6 %
%o THLTORKE ZAUHE < DNA O HiE, A
RO BB G U CRDO D N ENH B EEZ BN
% (Rees et al. 2014a) o

RARBIHEBOMTRE CESFSH Y, 1S
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15mL ( f 2 I£ Ficetola et al. 2008 ; Foote et al. 2012 ;
Thomsen et al. 2012a) #*5%%") v bV (] 21 Minamoto
et al. 2012 ; Takahara et al. 2012 ; Thomsen et al 2012b
Mahon et al. 2013 ; f&RIZ2> 2016). Z\WVHDTIZI0L &
725 T\ % (Goldberg et al. 2011)o 15 mL &\ 72450
KB OB EITZ Y 7 —ViEBICREESNLEN TO
DNA BUARAH S, L ) KREWEREOKER OS5
PRI X ) BEET 4 VY — EICH%E L 725%i#E 2 5 O DNA
i BRI TOND, IS OB OFIIEIIIL E. .
W, Hre efHEMPEEIN TP, £ OBITIX
1 ~2LOKEZHFH LTS (Rees et al. 2014a) o

B R E % BRI S FIH 2 Bl DNA 3K 215 % 720
EREERE M EE 572012, £ L OWZEHITIE 3 20T

7B DK EAT> T b (Hl 214 Ficetola et al. 2008 ;
Dejean et al. 2012 ; Thomsen et al. 2012a ; Goldberg et al.
2013 : Rees et al. 2014b . Wilson et al. 2014 ; Laramie et al.
2015)0 7 AU AF) H OB TIEEICKHBIELY LY H
Ty 12O E B 20 A THRKL 72O B IZEEED
L2515 mL OFEKEHRED L LT 6 TR %
LWV FERE STV 5 (Tréguier et al. 2014), 701
FOWHTE N~ =2 FAYE (Python bivittatus) % i
L72BITh. 94~ bT s MR- TEHEME TR
WL72AKABZREL, 2225 15 mL OFEKE#D
W LH 3 THRILT % &) FEESHRH ST % (Piaggio
etal. 2014), F72. A ¥ ADUMTA E) O 1 (Triturus
cristatus) TR E LB THLEUOTZERE SILTw
% (Biggs et al. 2015)o A /N4 FINOFINTH > ar
F @ 1 T (Cryptobranchus alleganiensis) % i L 7261 Tl
WFNEBDHER SN TV 2 T PCR Fatk & 72 5 IS
1551213 1 L OBEPKTIEIATSTHY ., 2L 2R L
THEHBTHIIIEETE 2/RAPE LN L lE S
NTwb (Santas et al. 2013) FJ@’E?TJH“C“’@:’:H L7250
BTl FEAMUEEICER L TW D539 5
TANY —FEELT L THRENL iﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁlﬁ%?ﬁk%@"
CEMNTES EMRRT% (Olson et al. 2012) o KEIKAH
*HAWEZERBATIH, Y270y FRRAHEHO1HE
(Hemichromis letourneuxi) % 1% % AR ECHE L. K
KT LZWEHE L7274 V5 =205 DNA R LCY 7
V% A L PCR THRINZEATV, T ORISR E pATI2 L 72

T AN —FHEBOBBORE T L T\ b, WO
BEOFMHIIBVTE, 9T T574 V5 —%2i713

E T EA L7 (Moyeretal. 2014) s L5 DFIH 5
157 & TR R 1) IR LR B 3713 ST B

BEEATLEN)ZETHD, 72720, BREKRPD2S



BRBE DNA 7041 DB A A~ 0 Je bl

DNA # L, 42 &, PCR MG ZHETL2WE (7
I VR TR L) RIS IR SN D
GWH BT, R AL T LT L b EREE DNA
S L ORI ELZM ESELDITTERNI LI
EETLLENDH S (McKee et al. 2015 : Takahara et al.
2015). 7 3. DNA OFiit ik & DNA Ol HiEizow
Tid, 2 (2016) % Rees et al. (2014a). Deiner et
al. (2015) IZFELWVOT, EMOREFEOERE & b
VBRI, HhE e MeES L 72 i B S 7z v,
WIZHIG TORK L Zchi < IEB O FiE I on T,
EBWRMEOMHEIT ) b o & bEERDITHRAD
5 DNA i F T A7 v 7 TE%E DNA 3k %55 (2
YEIA=Tav) LEnwIETHE, I FEAETRT
DR TIZFEIK X DNA BUEF & i3 2 A anda e iAo
B, WHEEHEEEF M) v A2 E&0ER (HL0%EG7
) —F) CHLER L., ZHEhILED DNA B A LA T
CEERBCTIENREENT VD, T2 TEXLIRY , F4-
SR OREIENIE TR M A T 20090 F L
Vo BFZEZ IV — TS & o TIEEEUKE iR Y v 7 T
WET LA MEES L 7)) —F %2 LT3 (Jerde
etal. 2011), FADF—2 T, FAKIHEHATE5 > 7,
WA, 7ANMF =i Yty bR R T —
FHULHL T %, DNA $H F Tl X, DIBEIZE T 05
THEWENZERTHE) LR TITAF v 7 BHOMENE
THEEXT v T o ffiorz, B CFIRA AT
ENTZAT v TABITTE b,

1HD D HIZEMETHRAKES D LA, BHBED T
) — FLEAR HEME R L 2 ) TS Ko T
TEEPHE I NS, EBRREIIKEIED ST 7 v A IVES
FEHRZERDLTHON= EDOBIZT A IVY —%FRA
THHOEAD S OPF— W TH L, ZOFTEIT L
EVIETTE2RGEZMHLTCWAMENLH D, 20D
L9 RGO [MAIGHEROTEEL L 7)) — F O T
B L DIZAEIETH S (Goldberg et al. 2011 ; Pilliod et
al. 2014) 0 A DF—LATIZT = 73X MEDOE
MG, EROBIZEY I AT v 7 T4 NI =T 7 %
)V (Pall Life Sciences, MI, USA) z=#: V) K LR L T,
COEMBMEIITEEE LR TWIRIRT, 2200 7ty
FCTANY = %A AL I ETT 4V — % 2
ETE5720, RUNTHEET 2 IEEHFE XD SH)H
WOSE S THREKDENAI D v, T 3o~ =
A=V IO CT AL =% —CTWEI L, 33k
FTOMBFHIZEHREIT>TwD (K2), ElEISEDL L
WS E LYy M ET) —F B L TREDOKE
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M2 XTAFv 7 TA4NE—T7 23 )VEFH Lz EKDE
WORET . 3O~V =K — )V FEMHH L CHEZ 3 Do
FWELLTWb, 74NV —T7 3, EXty MMIEF
FREZDTENTY) —F I E T,

KRTHRZ PRI L7k, BHAKTY Y AL, BEAL
TWab,

SRR O BRIE DNA 21 IR A & & b 1A I K
Td 5 EDPMHERINTBY (Dejean et al. 2011 ;
Thomsen et al. 2012a, 2012b ; Barnes et al. 2014 ; Maruyama
etal. 2014 ; Piaggio et al. 2014 : Pilliod et al. 2014) . /K
TELIEYHPLHICIERT L0, KIRTHRAET LI LD
SNTTBE I DBEBEDNA % X DV BRI 5 2 L1208
A% (Strickler et al. 2015 ; BEJEIZA 2016), %3, 15 mL
T EOLEOWRKOEGE IR M) ALY ) — b
DEMZE > THRETHIEDNTELD, LY KRELE
OFKOBE T ZOTFOBEMHIIRETH 5, For OF
— A TUE, BRKTER R DI 3R O KRR & I
Ly 7408 =R RFET A2 LIZLTWE, Ex
EHLCAT ) WA BB ICHY CoOEME FEf L TH
D, COBEIIMERENICEER. 7TAEL—¥Y—%&
Dzt —R e EBEREDOT ) — T BT R Y
DO—YERFEARAATHL (K3)o WHBLZT VT =1
HOYH =V 7y b OBFECEHBIS 2 % ol E
(MRO40F-GL ; #EEMMRA S, KHT, BER) T
WHAE LTV 5,

HEHEBICAZ G 2HET 2O L3RR D, B
DNA 2 X 2 AW OMAETIIHICIEAZ %2\ DNA 51 %
(i) [Hli] 2720, BEOHRIITHOOERS
PbhRiE% b v, REOHERIEZ o T2 i
BT 572012, BB DNA ST I & 2 A A TULEERK, 8,
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(ES=REV/SLE [
FERBE T O IR Bl O KB KRR K
REL T =T T4V E =B R R T B 20 OW
BT RTRIEARATRHEZND D .

7 =7 =\

Z DB T EWFH 5 K FEERA T v T THEEN B
W (A7 47a>yba—)) &iELTHE - 50
B RS 2 LEP D 5o HEROBE O EH IR S
HIEGE T —T =TT v 7 LIS BRI CRERE S
LTV 2% (Jerde et al. 2011 ; Olson et al. 2012 ; Jerde et al.
2013), Z4UE DNA 258 T WK S & 3Rk &
YIANEEAMN, RAETORE ., MOFEKNA 72
oy EIGERTHENI LD TH D, WHDOAT v
T TOHZIHAK EFABD T TR L&t 2 T
DNA Z & £ 2 WBMKEZEB L, TheBEadie L
TUEBLH D OFLOF L ERT 25 (1 213 Jerde et
al. 2011 ; Goldberg et al. 2013 ; Fukumoto et al. 2015), Z 41
50 &9 M HOFEMIZOVWTIEREEIZ2> (2016)
WZREL Vo

Pibo X951z, B/ TIEEUR 075 B2 Ml L o T
OO BRILL 7238 O DNA 2350 fif & A7z WiIREE
WETFRIMBLCLE) CEPEETH L, 12D
AEKOMBRIERHE D 3B LEUR SIER O 7 — A 2 & MRS
TLUEND B 720, #EOIATHIZE L S L T
270729 A CREDHIKGIH 2 RET 2 XETH 5,

IR DNA 4712 & % Brh g

B3 DNA AT L AFEOBHIZIZ W DD F 0 S
D, HEgERW L TI94~—%ffio7 PCR THETED
DNA 233 K& TN TV L 2 2 il 5 )7 &, #F
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RETLHEHICBTHHEODNA T L OTHIETE S
ZEN=HNT I —=%lioTPCR 21T 72112, K
WA Y — 7 > — CHIRENY IR 2B % ff 3 L CHEL IRl 58
T5, WhWBAZN—a=F 4 ¥ FFHFRIZRHIE NS
(NS TFHEOFMIZ O WTIEEEIEA, (2016) &%
M), ZNHOFFEEZERM L CIE T4 2R Th
NTW52%, 2 2 CIEERE DNA ST OFH B Z & 124
IR L7z,

T3, BRIE DNA ST OO A& BIHER~OFIHTH 5,
C UL PCR L ERIKBOMAGDLE, S LLIFY TS
A 5 PCRIZ KX 2RO HMOERLIZ L o TEBI TV
5o FEBRIY 5251 Cd 5 Ficetolaetal. (2008) Tl 7 T
YADMTHRIETH L7 v W Vot 17, B
DREDPOEHED LITEREETY AT VPERL
T3 LIER ST 5il7h 54572 DNA B CIE 3T
D PCR G TH o Tz—T7. U T T NVHPHER S LTV
it A 51372 DNA K Cld 2T PCR S TH - 72
LWV ESN LGRS LN ALK 7T Y 200
MOBRLREANTHRETHL T A HFY T =
(Procambarus clarkii) @ DNA % L7261 Tlx, 158 M
DX G D H 57 TH T PCR Atk T, FERIZATo 727
THIZ & HFATIE 51T & W ) TR E O M T4 B
RSz (Tréguier et al. 2014), LA L. FEEICHES 1
72T PCR OIS S SNz bIiF Tld 7z <, B
5% DNA 7007 & A & T L TAE L T2 LT
ENFMIE 30 DM TH 5720 I B IO T NG RS
EBBLICAET 2 70 MOMTIHRETH L 7V —F )L
(Lepomis macrochirus) % xR & L CofiORE=IT- 72
BICld, BRAEIC X o TEED MR SN/ 8 4TI
mz. BRTTZV—F VPRSI Lo 11HTD
PCR H3blh e 7 572 2 L 25 i5 E LT\ % (Takahara et
al. 2013) 0 WA G L L7zfl & L TR O
BEMRIZAT Ny T aZ BRI LAERIZA, (2016)
BHhH, TOMETLY TLVY A LAPCREZHA VTS,
TR ORENK R TR OIS RDY > a v d 52 xf
RLLTEBINARTIX, RO HT v ary
% (Andrias japonicus) EAVEDF 27 T2 F I3
%k (Andrias davidianus) (2% L CEBNCERET L 727
FAT—LTu—TEHPNDLZ LT, MAEEHNL TR
k2 SRS A 2 L2 LT % (Fukumoto et al.
2015)0 29 L7=fEo> [ - RAE] DHIEEIT- THfi%
L &5 T 20005, BUED L Z A b %\ EEE DNA
SIOFATETH %,

WIZ, )TV F A L PCRIZE - THl%E L 72 DNA &



BRBE DNA 7041 DB A A~ 0 Je bl

IZEEDOWTC, WREYOEYERLEEREHEEL LD &
T BRIV THIRBIZ MBI T 5o K& EERN T2
A (Cyprinus carpio) %fE L. AWE &2 & CTHE
DNA £ & OBIR % AT L 72FITld, MEOBICAEE S
HIBAHERR S L. BiBE DNA D&\ & 2 A EiEE o]
REPEATR & 4172 (Takahara et al. 2012). & 512, DNA
LA E OBIFRIZ D TN L 220 f A ) . 3
— Ty NIRRT AN TV 1 fE (Pelobates fuscus) &
AEY) D15 (Triturus cristatus) (22OWT., BAEOFH:
THEE L AR B With T, X 1) 3255 DNA IS
S/l HE SN TS (Thomsen et al. 2012a), F 72, it
KEEZBWTLRAKOBAIALN, ATV O 11
LY rvyav kol
(Dicamptodon aterrimus) 2OV, FRKHE DS EiD
DX CHERR A I & o THERE S NZEREE S L UEY
i & BRI DNA OREDHB L T» 2 2 LR S Tw
% (Pilliod et al. 2013)c —7/ T, v av 4o 1
(Cryptobranchus alleganiensis) TOWFFEHID & 5 12,
DNA B m A EAHE L T ozl 35
M5 bH B (Spear et al. 2015), =9 LzBlizhz ., #ik
Bl 7V E A L PCR T LN GG OEA (R
) AR L OBREZ T L TV B H61H A5
N5 K XHOVEH LT 2 BA BT OB TlE w25,
Diaz-Ferguson et al. (2014) £ 27 V) v FEHLEE O | &
(Hemichromis letourneuxi) O 7KFENTOFEKEE & B5E
DNA O L OMICE BBz WL Tw 5, Bt
Tld.Goldberg etal. (2011) 12X B TV 1 F (Ascaphus
montanus) 3B & U Olson et al. (2012) (2L B> aw
v+ @ 1 f& (Cryptobranchus alleganiensis) O TlL, 1
3 B2 & BRBE DNA B AR & ORICH B 2B I3 RERR S
w0l FERICHH LD DNA 2 28R 5%
WIS DNA T 06 72V A Y H=0flo k52
E L7z B _RTTY 7V 8 £ 4 PCR DERRAE T
HoTLEILELHENMSD (Tréguier et al. 2014)s 29
L 721 &2 RO 8RB DNA 70T Tld, MR 248 e LT
MR AEYERHE L &S L) 27 7u—FITEAD»D
LMz, SHICEST77a—F L LT, X itR
T RIREO DNAHETHLEETEHT VIV
Oy 7L vk PCR (ddPCR) %AW EOHEEIZFITT %
Bl & ety ST % (Doi et al. 2015 5 B IE 2> 2016 12
FLWo

WL N=F VT T A7 — &R — 7 v —
% 723855 DNA 4T 12 & o TR Z B S 22 L CTw»
LIE Z NS %o T~ — 7 DD HAFTIKEEHS

(Ascaphus montanus)

B
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KL CTHIE—AZD DNA ZiES 2 2= N—F LTI 1<
— 241 % FIV: T PCR &7\, RIS — 7 v 4 — T &
BLA) & g L72BICld, 10 fofEE it L, 220, &
FEMIZHEIR S 7z, 4o B —33 5 ML) b i
A EN72 (Thomsen et al. 2012b) o TS DFHDOHIZ1EY
FHAKBUIZEELTBS T, IS 2AE 1 B
HIELEIN TV, 2720, ZokBIZAERL Tw
LIEWbhro COLAMESHEIMHTET., Theh
OFEFFFE 7T 1 ~— % HV 72 DNA OIE & AR > —
rr Il o THE L Twb, 6 L < Thomsen et
al. (2012a) EFRBEOTIA~v—%EHLTI -0 v /3%
Mo, b, % & ki) 5 157 BedE DNA Uk %
AT L. BEEEOMB LA, 2 L CKBIZAERLT
WD BB HAIEOMIE L T, TRH 200K
s — 7 v — & W2 ZE4G R, KO HIZ DNA A%
F SN BREY &, DB D 58 DNA 00T I2 &
ST TELWHEEEZRL WD, ATWRESETT
FEfE S N7WFETH L AEELRFE LT, B b=
A IRIERE D AAE 7> S FRIL L 728235 DNA % 04T L 723154
H5 (Kelly etal 2014)s I F> K7 DNA D 128 )
RV — LA RNA % I— F¥ Lz 5 e LTkl
L7z =nN—H VT T 4 ~—% v CTEBE DNA k& 1
EL., KR THTE SN T2 5HoBED ) b 4k %
B L7299 2Ty Iis 4 FtoMBE M AW &kt
Ry —r =12k 5 — FEOMTEE L OBICE
IEMGAHRS 2 LT L T b, BHARDOWIZETFT — &1d, FH L
< 128 VRV — 4 RNA ORI OFFIFIC R L 7=/ —H
V754 ~<— (MiFish 79 1 ~v—) %[5 L7z (Miya et
al. 2015) o IMHRIL D3 & MoK JEAE C1T 7% o 72 GEFEER T
. 100 % 2 2 ESHE SN TWLKETL 9%
Db 2RIy =7 v =k 2o CcliRitc& 72
LR LT A (Miya et al. 2015) 6 MiFish 75 4 < —I&
IR IAR DO RRBIR AT VIR S N TB Y. AL
BRSO HL L O - METE DI L MRS
NTnd, 7272, SO =7 =12 X 2590
ZBWTid, HHENRAFETED) — FEL L EWED
WEE2ITH)YE. U T VY A L PCR Cilll%E L 72 DNA i
FEIZ L AHEE DA LA U L 9 12K TOBEEE DNA O A
R WEEOR R A MIET 2L ENH L2 TH L, 2=
IN=H VT T4 <=L % DNA OBIERhEZR S A WHE R T
BB WERMEIIOVTOZEEL TV LEFH L, 29
LZMWIEDOFHIZO VT, SBREHNNRETVHIRE
ENHLTENEENS,
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BAOFHELE DI X PO

LREE DNA 734712 & B oMt R s o e 1E, T
R TH, BRI 3 v — Ik AEHORM L REN 2
B IO WO A A DRI X BHERDHETE T
EHARTaR MNETEMED DL DEH 9 Ho

Jerde et al. (2011) TIIKEH V) Ly RFEERER 70 75
AORGELR>TWAILK - ARMELOa 7 L >
(Hypophthalmichthys nobilis) 3 X ON27 L > (H. molitrix)
IZDWT, kPSSO TWALIER Y a vy I—I12L5%
Mot GRS L < I3Hi) L B8 DNA 12 X 2 (D7
&b 1HDPCRBMHMIIG) & 2= (AH) 4
72 OBERE LTHEBEEIToTWwh, fiRkE LT, &
55 DNA AT O F A 25w < . BELEmb/hsw
ML TV %, 72, BRI a v A —ClIBITER
Ao 72 ML A S B BB DNA 94T TR C &, roa s
Sy (BAEFIOHE) 2R L 2ERE CEROALR
ARERTE 72 LB T WD,

Sigsgaard et al. (2015) X7 ¥~ — 7 THEED A% 2B
LCWwWA KV avo 1 fli (Misgurnus fossilis) 557 AL
oW, ML REoFREZREMN L2855 HE L T
RERAT 3 v =X L EHERIC L S & RS DNA
LD 05 3 A N EZNENEH L7z, AcH
TOMERIE G258 D& (AIFE) (X552 DNA
TN L BRI D T3 7% { THEH. PCRICHEHT 5
WEDWFEM T Z I AN 2R TOE M L B5E DNA 7
MOFPEL ozt EaN T b, HIZ, BEE DNA
GHTIZE > TOHR KT a 7 hih & 7z 1 28 B E i
HY . BICEBICEEIFRIT SN2 LTwa,

T RITBREE DNA 0T OFEETId A WS, A )
W, . EEICOW TR TEB S LTV 2 KLY
MBAE 7O 75 22hh b3 A N EFESETORE,
BRSO =y —4r v A2 KBS, & LTkt
Ry =7 v —C—FEIZHET S &) 3TOFEEHE
FZEH L TWAHITHS (Stein et al. 2014) . TRESTHH
CEZE DY = v AR L 2oy —F 1 v
7 AR ORE DTN R B, R =7 =T
R Z T FICE LD TDNATIE L TIRITT& 5 v
I BIELOENPH -7, EERL LT, ET L0
YH= = Y ATIIREGELYD b 1725 34 512
EOBMDR DA EHEL TVE, —FH Ty KAy —
Tl ARG EOER L KEDO R WE
THEDEMEL T D, 72720, ZOFITIZERSE DNA i
B o0pEHEEL TWARWED, BAREIZ»D 5
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BHE 3O FEMTESZVE VI REiITRE o TV i,
BT DNA ST O & 1Bt TOEEDR T L A L OB A1
KD AKR T, 1 T 720 1220 A VSRR S i 1245
CTHO L, 2L THRERFIREIC2»Z 53 Ak
HAEAEEIETLTE TSI L 2EE T, BiE
DNA % W72k by — 7 v =12 X B e T3 EY
MHRAERE L T—BN e E RO —2I12%2 57259
(Thomsen and Willerslev 2015) o

ARG R DOASHAEIZ B D 5 TR E

BREE DNA i L 2 FE. — R 2 LA wHR
AR THESTEIVNS LRI A N TEMET
&, TCICERNAEME LTHZLENTWS L) ICE
biLbe LA L. BE: DNA G A KIUAEEA ) % 0 5 &
L CHREE R I B AT SN D L)%k T
BFELANEL BALEAICIANT TRl TB R & L
BEMOFIZE 7T 9 7Ry 2 AL LERENT VLD
WEETH L. T TIEIHTHRERDOEIENEI B D 2 5L
BB A IO WTERT 2,

FPERM RGN & LC, R A ERERE IS
HBRTHD7-0, RYIZZZIZZOFEBNIzD0», &
W ERE LRGN D D 121X 2 DOREERD
ZENTVD, 1 DHIIERRY LTI~ — %L
2b DD, o THED DNA AR LIS o728
WA L) B, STICBIAMEIRTH S, 2 O HITERKL
7o MR 12 E DD ERDN A2 TlE e <, o Hh e
MOILELL CE7-DNA A 23> TR LCTL E 572D
TRV L) FAERORBE MK L TBZ 58
MTH Do

1 D HOIFFRN 2 72 MIEIZ DTk, 5 T74£EW
FHRFERA Ty TTELLZLOTHY, FFIE Lo
D L7omWEEREI R EIN 2T I~~~k M &
T 2ODPEETH L, 7747 —&FtOEEHCH
R OEROL IOV TR EIEIZA, (2016) THE
LAERENTVLOTEIREI NI\ 2 2 HOBEME
IZDOWTIIGRAKICHREICRIE L 7 B 7 —VICANT A
7= A& PN 3G LRt & 725 E5E DNA O3t T IS
PE FREWE L 72 EBR Tl RSB WA T TS
[f]7>> C DNA JBEAMET 3% —F T, il R u&id
THMTH EFHRMEZDSREETH - 72 (Jane et al.
2015) F72. N FH 3T a3 (Daphnia longispina) &
A HAD1FE (Unio tumidus) H3EBT 55 L0 T
TSI CTHAE O BB DNA Ot &2 Fill 72 & 2 A, 10

- >
o0 — —



BRBE DNA 7041 DB A A~ 0 Je bl

km BEHNTWTIRBTEZEME LTV EHILH S
(Deiner and Altermatt 2014) . S5 DOFIDIRT DL, W
it KA OB EERIZ WD 5F 0 S S ICEENR T D
DNA Z BT 28608H 5% L\ 2 & T, ZOZEMMNZ
FRII AR E T A, M T & oKEIFEZR &0
CBEINDLTZEA) EVH) T ETH D, HHIEE 72 A
ERERLTWA AL »s S &x < CRIETTREZR
WEFE T DNA DA B DOV TIESNZ Lo ) LB
HTLLENDDLIZEA D 20 R ORRIED
DNA FHiAA B AL REESH ) . AR E
537 Lol TiE, Bl 2R H 5N
LLTasz Ly ORRERZTOREDSHATT 2012 L -
TEREMIEIINLZ LR, 7Ly 2 AXTEBHOE
DREAG EZ T TS (Merkes et al. 2014) o FAAXT R
T2 DT DRI 7 AT 50 R0 A B BT A1 7 &A%
TR E o THORIZ R o TWiLE, oz L
L7295 2 TER¥E DNA 5T OFE R % RS 2 LEH B
Do FRIZIEBER R ATZ L WHE % B25E DNA 04 THID T
PET A1, WESLERE Vo ZBFO T % b
LT, HROZLEOFMAIT) S ENLEN L,
BRI DNA FE I G2 EER L 2 wFiETh b 72
D, MEFEICE L oNHERIIMIZDH 5, FIUEIRK
L7z Z O ICBEDR 20 9 v, L v BTH
o ZAUIHIBOKRDOEE &) BRI ER DS D 52
BEAZITLH, FREREHNZ, B & 72 DNA ORI
AR E V)RR ERN 2O b BEE 2T 5, RS
72 DNA 252 ST L C L £ 9 a3 ket
LIy M E AL, Fo. BHMICD > TR RER
JLEE D DNA DYHRIET B A3 ERII3EE D B L Tw
ZOVOIHE L TLE ) L) Bhtte vy @iz L L
bEEZOND, EWEEERE L72HOKD S DNA 2
MITTRER WM %2 L ¥ 2 — L 2L OIS (Turner et al.
2015) 12X B &, ZLAPmA2 HIZETH o720, 7Y
H TN DOBEEE DNA TRl 5C O 5T TR L 7261l
SSHEML T mIBETELtoMELLEINTVES
(Strickler et al. 2015) . & OB TIZIELIZHZ S UV-B
DFRE & pH 122V T b EEEE DNA O fRICHTT 550 %%
WELTBY, R T, BIREL DR, TV )
DT TR FECEEDNADEGET L Efm L Tw
o THUMNIZHIIETE RS AL ENT0 0L H 5
Z L a¥ET 5L (Thomsen et al. 2012b) . Ef¥E DNA O
R D N RAIBEOBEELMIRKF LT D bR
%o K ZESTVLEREDNA DI O L) R EEHA 7 —
WTHERST 2 —HT, KEOHEREWIZ & 15 MHEER
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DB DNA I 132 HIZHE > T CTE 2 s S hTwn
% (Turneretal. 2015) o Z 1T E OPEMIHIKIEIZILA T
ERMEINDRERP L) QBREAMEITEC L& i
W CI REE DB R D T E L T b LB
ENTnD, EPOLEE LFPRI > TWwAE L) %%k
BT TORKIIMEEDI R o TS bIBHEHEEZEL
SHDLERELDLINPD LNV, XIRETLEYORE
HE R B COITEN B L ORIt 02 L% & OB
WEToER L) 2T, BB DNA TS & 2 BliAi R
MED L) BERERML THWDLONPHEERT LI L),
& > 7R R BT 2 72D I TH o

LREDNA T IEH < FTHNRMED» S Sz
DNA T HEZLDODPEADOH), ZLTERLSHVH LD
PRARNDEMTH L7720, FO5T % L7 EEko
BT ATAE R ISR L 2V, Lo T, koI s Ly
DIEFEDOBID X 512 (Merkes et al. 2014), A&, &L
IO EE %/ L Cf S AE D DNA Wi 25T A A L2
FBRA TN ERBEELY A L CGRo 2 HEEREE D
O REM Y D B T2, AR EAEE LT L
ek BIZIERERREFEL 2D L v, BIIE
TN DBEFEARE D% < WV 5 L9 %1711 T DNA 2 EE % il
ELTH, BN ERTIIFRAARITRER 77— 5 L2
BTERVWTHAL ), L, DL BRIRETH- T
L DNADHH ENTEZVIITHHTE S L) Z ks
BEBE DNA 0T 0ssA L bWz, A FY O 1FE (Triturus
cristatus) ODAFTAED L 512, BEA BN S R
Mo TITHNTWDE T A b F M- 725 O AR FEHA
T SN A EEST & Vo 72, FERIC Y 722 o TEEW
TR - 72 OFAE L D &, B DNA O F AT
E DAL > THREOHMEDNE Z > 2L A LN
% (Rees et al. 2014b) o M RFEOAETF R % F 8 L THhEE
DNA 7347 % FEhiti 3 % D128 L /- H R 38 BB = A C
WHT A2 LT, ZOTFHEOMALT OHTLRILET
Hbo

fif 2 ENLSWHRFETRIEIE- & & Wb ] LKL
i Twawn] EF2507259 0 Bz Twiawn] &n
A HEIZEAAOMERHME L 2MA LM U T, ¥R/
I PCR CEEMMIGATHE W72 & LTHREFEIC [Wirwn] &
VIR R H v, 29 LA 4 BT b iE
TN E BT, BEEE, ChETRTEL L) 2K
FIEDEEAT — VR TR OBEEIC L >TELL LD
DIEFPICEBRBTOGHAT Yy TNTHELLDDLH 5,
INSDOWEATR I ZERIZOVTOFEMIE, T TICH
K FELDOONTWEDRDHLOTEH L TCnizZEn
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(Darling and Mahon 2011 ; Ficetola et al. 2014 ; & JII D>
2016) o = Z TIdMBmik e miEt: & v ) BRI ISR
RE% SR LR ORIEOF % 255 T, Lo
LTINS DOBEEE/NSLITRELRPEN TS D
AR L7,

kT y r o ae y ¥ 7R EEEIC g e
SNTWALAYTRAS AT (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) D[
MW TOSA AL TIE. FF&FEBEIIBY
THEDBELE 3 THAZIT-729 2Ty FNENH M
L7z DNA B 2 & Il RN 74 ~—Tu—7%H
WD R L3 DY) 7V Y 1 L PCR CDNA DEEZ
17> T\ % (Laramie et al. 2015), 2F 0, 1 HIZDOW
THFFIIED PCR 3% SN T b, HIZ, ZhEho
TANE =HHD 3 DD KL O PCRAPEThHME, b
LI E % & o 720 B T ERE ) 3R %L 3 T PCR
ATV, 1 H O PCR OB E UG A O SR & D5 G
WCEBVDTIE RV L AR LTS, 2EHTOLG
PEROE & BEERISARAE L TR O NI EFT 6 ]IE
® PCR TO DNA i EDTFHHEEZRA L T\ b, F72,
70— 7 O HOGIE I O BRI AR 2 R L. BB 2 e B
B R BEINDS A & N2 WS II O PCR & FHi L T
Bo BIFE DY . T =T v /SIZBITHHRET X 1) A
) H = OB T (Tréguier etal. 2014) . 1 D DT 20 Hi
OFKREITG, INH % KRR S8R L
Mo 2155 2 LT, BEMICKHLIED DNA % FREL
TERWEW) EREEZEKTSE79 2T, PCR T 12
F O R L 2R L THRIBOTRESEZ 5o 5 TR 7%
ENT\ A, Fukumoto et al. (2015) (XA43RAE & 1 e Ffi iy
FHOFFT v arrdiifoTnd I DN TH
505, ZOBITIEXRMAHT 1 FE-IC 4 HOFHEL FE
ML THBY .. WIS R 2 25 2R LEs 2L
THREROMFEEZFHO T\ D, Jane et al. (2015) (L7
DOIEHIZ PCRIHEAR I VR TWI EARBLTEB .
BEHIC Lo TELT 2 8R0R ) 23 S ISHmsS e
ENBVEIIIZT L2020, #0ELOFZITIERIZ
HHTHA 9o

Z 2 F THREE DNA 730 & WAV E A 9 A BRI
DFEDLWL OPOMBEEIZOWTHR L7z Bx f
PHEZ B ER DL LT TIZEBOIATHIZEIC & - TR
FENTWE, FARELRESRIIKFELTINSD
FHRO ) B ENSFICEZELTRQIE R S 2w rdEDb DI
FTTHHD. WU L) BEHoEITHE LY ZE 2T UL,
B Dr—AZ L1227 ) 7T TELMENZVEEZ TV
%o MR DRMEICT— 7 2MEH NS Z & ILBREE DNA 4
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B2 X 2B HREOFE TIED 505, % < ORFEEED &
TN DI LI L TR EIRE R 572w,

RERAY 7 B2

BB Calk 72 X 9 128355 DNA 4T 12 & 2 A2 1397
TRIELROLHVWIED L 4HELOD, BAFORHEFE
L0 LMD BB TR, BIRAENT R
12 7% AATHEOBI IR IZRE V, EREEMITE~D
W DISHNERZEGH 29513, HIfEr Ao 7258/
ERDTONLIEDNHDL, T TEINEDOERMIZD
WTHIROMA 2 HE 22D, GHRORFEOFEE
REEICOWTHEmM L CE &b Lz,

KEWEEENSVAKIZEKNTEEDD, Li1d%L
DOFPHLGEMTH Do BEZEVE5D L 2 AMEH % X
T 5 LIFTER V. DNA OHIEES % Ff [ A O 15 &
LCTHo TWAEE DNA TlX, KEWA/hEwnpbn)
A BOBRBE AT L TR E L EEERHE VR D X
) IEME NI A 2 IR RETH B, 7272 L, KAl
A & /NUER Tl DNA OB IZ 2258 5 2 & A%
52 7% > T b (Maruyama et al. 2014), 7 )V — F )b
(Lepomis macrochirus) TIZHAAES 72 ) IZHHE S 2 &
ANEUEMR D F57 75 DNA ORI HEE DS H < . BRBE DNA REE
ERICARRCHEAERELHETIBICIE IR BE
BRIELLZRVETRBEEINTVE, 72D LHIZIFEA
EOBERH 1ETIRET B & ) ZERDOLA. B 5
WiTH T OMEEEENTOF 4 ZDIE 5D X I3 boEHa %
LD H/NEVIET T, 29 LTI ORI
Lo T A A2 lBET 5 2 & THRE DNAEE, SO
AR L BREOLEREL L > THRETHAH &
Bbhb, $72, LAV LY QREEDEWERE 1S
L) ETHES LT 477 & LT, BB DNA 5470
TEARHE AR e~ OIS A3 % o Uchii et al. (2016) T
. I a2 KUY 7 DNA O—HEFEDEW IO &, Bl
DNA 73T IC & o T AERTEIC BT 2T 0 s £ THEE
FREL TS, TOX D %, B DNA 501 % Fw TR
RHEEEEEZ WS 22T e REET 2000 L
FARAQVAN

EDQ L) RN EZIL, DL BV WE AL R
T&hETIUE, RIZHY 2wz Zzo [HREE] TH b,
A EY) D 1FE (Triturus cristatus) DFEZH] (Rees et al.
2014b) TITHEELMIF A % i 1L CTERBE DNA 12 X A
ZLTWaY, BEDNAREOERIEL Tk, Hlo
W72 CRIAED BRI DNA 1 1 ~ 2 B TR AL £



Bl DNA 34T O B/ AE A~ 2 B

T3 AL ENTEHEY (Thomsen et al. 2012a), LD
DB TEHE % & 2 THRIE DNA BEZ E2E L Twiud,
FEIRINC b % 2h A BRI sk 3 5 BRds DNA JL 028
btz 22 & THEINORMGZHEETE 722 ALz v,
O LizomaigEThsr e LTH. THIEBFEORE
MO S PIZ 7% o ot REEO A G L OFEH E O AED
B CTHROBERPULETH 5,

KERL T THEAR D> TLEY) RS, FHO
DB IERDOE G EHRFEOREILS ) LEL WO TIE
ol w) BERLEE»NS, EBOL A, 1=
IN= )T T A4 < =12 X DB DNA O¥IE L i<
WA =7 v —IC L DHFED Y AT AlE, 5HD
HARAE O ik e —Z S TLFE ) L) REBENHE
PEED TG, 72721, Hizkod & 9 ICH# [ T DNA D
TERIEEDSE S & v o) DS 1 . FHFE, Kellyetal. (2014)
WL BEY ML — XA IKIEREOIRAE 2 i o 72 FOEAR T
T B MR TIIMETE LR WA EHIH o720 D
ODFH L7 =N=F T T4 v —FESCE L LDk
BILATCTERWVEETHEBICHE S NTB Y., fFHEIE
ZHZOHEETH L L) FIORMED & - 72, Miya et
al. (2015) #%BA%E L7z MiFish 7*F 1 ~ — (ZHERh R 0 ff
B2 L D /ANE L, FBICHOGMEEN SV, 5H%
COFFBETRIHEND 2 8127 5 AR TR, £ L
7-WFFE B DOFE A EAAD T MiFish 75 1 < — OIE#)#
DOFER 7% PCR LEWE O FB S OBGE & W2 D
. N I EDK S RPOBFEMEZ NS &)
HETFEP RN DI RZ7259,

7272 L. BREE DNA M Hii 4% S 125 L TH,
INETORFEORE - ST FEOLEMEZPERT 2 b
D TlE7Ze v (Laramie et al. 2015 ; Thomsen and Willerslev
2015) 0 ZDOFE TR L 9 % RAMT TOWIES] % A
BT TH s &) I12, B3 DNA GHTEBEFOMRAET
BOENZMBOTHDSH > TWD THIFHTE 8
MTHbe . FONIHERAIE L \VOD L) & FE
RITLOL T, BAFAOPETEIIL > TOATETH
Bo REHEREFEOSIFICB VTS, B RE 2 FH A AT
HE 22 B3 DNA 94712 & o TR & A L CEE 2 R4t
R A E R L7729 2T BONREOT-ODOFHE
R NBEIRE 2 T L TEBI 2179 2 &, BE5E DNA 47
BrOFIEa D L7z E bR TOAERM A & R
HFENTWS (Rees et al. 2014b) o 72 B, B DNA 7HF
BT 2 BENRBHAT TS BAR SN TN L7290,
INVIEHAEREBRLIZOICSEICLCHEZW
(Blanchet 2012 ; Shokralla et al. 2012 ; Taberlet et al. 2012 :
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Bohmann et al. 2014 ; Diaz-Ferguson and Moyer 2014 ; Rees
et al. 2014a ; Pedersen et al. 2015 : Thomsen and Willerslev
2015) -

A

AWF7EId, BRIEE OB S HEE
LD FERBS N

# (4RF — 1302)
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