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Abstract: Among the many branches of geobiology, molecular palacontology integrates multidisciplinary theories and
methods, and plays an important role in exploring the speciation and evolution of organisms as well as the interaction between
organisms and the environment in the geological history. Ancient DNA is one of the main carriers of molecular palaeontology
research. It can reflect the genetic differences between individuals and provide irreplaceable real-time genetic information from
ancient organisms for phylogeny and phylogeography. The genetic components legacy from some extinct groups to living
populations not only reflect the history of gene flow between these groups and the ancestral populations of extant species, but

also provide reference for protection of their living counterparts. In recent years, with the advancement of high-fragmented
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and trace amount DNA extraction and enrichment technologies, ancient DNA from sediments that does not rely on
biological body fossils has become a rapid developing research direction, highlighting its importance in the reconstruction of
ancient ecosystems and the ecological adaptation of organisms under the pressure of climate and environmental changes.

This article focuses on the typical application examples and important significance of ancient DNA in geobiological fields in

terms of phylogenetics, phylogeography, conservation biology, and Quaternary paleoenvironment and paleoclimate

reconstruction, and looks forward to the application prospects of ancient DNA and ancient genomes in geobiology.

Key words: geobiology; ancient DNA; phylogenetics; phylogeography; gene flow; ecosystem restoration; sedimentology;

climate change.

Hb Bk A ) 2% (Geobiology ) & Hi Bk Bl 2% (19 — 1]
BT R b ER B 2 5 AR A R R A A
o B, = ZEWE 5T b 3K R G A A 5 R BE A AR R
P [R) 7 Ak o AR OB 4R 4, 2009 5 3 A4 Ak, 2023).
e I i M Bk A W 2E A AE i 2 ik L Ay ol R
¥ ¥ (Molecular paleontology ) fil &5 T My Jii 2% 7y 2=
Vit i FEY s R R ST REEES
SR Ay SO BRI 7R AR DT b B D s B AR 0 R
Az R R RN E Ak R SR 2 ) B & P T B AR
H ol AW 0 0 58 % 5 2 o F Ak A, B H
ik ok AE WA HUR W 7L a0 R
e MEZE BB MR RS b R R T
Bl iy DNA (ancient DNA, fi #& aDNA) , J2& iy 14 4=
RN B = NI o M A A NI = )l i A
RO (N ANE S R R T ANEZ R VA L (T

PB4 295 JT4E LG TS SR (R 4] = 4k 55 #y
(Sandoval-Velasco eral., 2024)
AR IR A B R L (Bergstrom er al., 2022)
PE 420007 {E A B DN A(Kjer eral., 2022)
o e JaE T A B e o A A b
&R B ADNA (Zhang eral., 2020)

J& % Hks N BESR 5 TR LA SR
Jg A4 B N 4l(Slon et al., 2018)

PR 43774 N TR A AL
(Meyeretal.,2016)

Je 22 AR N 4x AL ] 4l
(Priifereral., 2014)

o A G R R 4 A P 4

(Miller et al., 2012)

FEIE % B A A 5 A 4

(Reichefal.,2010)

FUAE A B4 5 (A 2 (Mller er al., 2008);

JE 2 Ak A2k Fi 8 5 I 4(Green ez al.,. 2008)
# DU Y DN A
(Willerslev et al.,2003)

i )2 2 R N SR KIADN A
(Krings et al., 1997)

= Br i DNA BF 58 0] LA 1 31 20 i 42 80 4F
R 51 (Higuchi ez al., 1984) . 4 i 40 4F ) & J& |
i DNA W58 80 2 5 A 4 3 1 R iy 5 PR 4 B AR
(Dalén et al., 2023) , B B 55 £ & 19 45 BR A 10 75
AF LA N # J B 3 200 J7 AF ARy BT RT i (Kjeer et
al.,2022) , Fr WF 58 43 T B9 8 M A 1 229bp B
Opr 2 R0 IR 56 R R B i B 3k 4 B (Higuchi e al.,
1984) k& J 2] B4R 15 5 36 IR 21 1 = 4k Y o iR 45 4
(Sandoval-Velasco et al.,2024) (& 1). ¥y DNA 7&
WA s IS N B RS
Z — I 5 M35t 1% 2% 5K Svante Paabo 4% K X &
K2t T N2 BE DR 2H AN 2 Ak ) TR T T 2022 48
At DUJR A= BB 27 42 i Bty DNA B 5%, #fF 58 3
AU T HEZEYIERREFRE, £ 5 T4
FHANRENZ M AEYEIBEAE BT =T

PR A B fe R B4 LR A
(Dicz-del-Molino er al., 2023)

A 3 N 4(Liuer al., 2021a); M LA IX
SH AR DU & A ] dl(Wang et al., 2021)

KB A= HL M 41(Sheng et al., 2019);
&G gk 4 3k [N 4l(Frantz et al., 2019)

T4 B ek N G 5 Ly 4 B R 41
(Librado et al.,2017)

F e B 4 Iy A 2K B R 4
(Allentoft eral., 2015)

FH bl 3 A 4 R 4 (Fu et al,, 2013); #E4
7077 4F i 1y 4= HE (K 4l(Orlando er al., 2013)

I T BF Ly e i R 401
(Lippolderal., 2011)

HDN A 7 L 7 20 ¥ 4k
(Orlando er al., 2009)

A B K Je i p R N R UL BT 5 B (Green et al.,
2006: Noonan et al., 2006; Poinar et al., 2006)

£ AE AT DN A (4 i f% “(Barnes er al., 2002)

BE47229bp2 K EDN A (Higuchi er al., 1984)

P o DNA 4B 20 o ZEAF 5 iR

Fig.1 Representatives of the important research achievments in the field of ancient DNA
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(4 3 #% 78 Al R DRSS U A T AL AR T, T LS 3
TR A - R -2 Y R R BF 5T A
UM IR AL AL B 23 1 0 L, R AR R M ER AR ) o 1Y
PR A L N A=Wy B 8 2 1A YRR AR A
A5 FR B Y P [ AL O R ——dR At TR R A

M3 T DNA S5 87 6F 50 2F R, AR S0k R
Gik A S A Y AL ) RO AR S0 R
oy K AL R SRR TLR Y
DNA 5 ¥ 58 i 22 4k X 4 4 J5 |, A il DNA
T b 8K A Wy 2 U L BE AT TR B RG4S

1 RGE kAR

WU ARSNGB R BT KA
R TS 4R 7 L B ) oK e S BAE ) Fb
Hodi Ay wb s i Ak 2 EAR /NS — 38 23 (Barnosky ez
al.,2004; Lorenzen et al.,2011; Stuart,2015). %)
WAL ST, AN ACEE d 7 e AR AR SRl -, — 2
PR B B & K A i W) b, ) 42 TH AR S8 48 s AR
PIR I Z 18] i A OC R IRl AR B G MR .
PEAEE B T DNA $2 U8 5 5 ik AR Wik
AR R B AR 1 8 B A AT AR N T R
DNA J7 IS TEWF IS W) Rl BB B K 246 Fh i R 58 K &
o Ko Ho 5 AR ST 2 Wy P AL OC R A T R T
BRI, S 7 — B A B A SOy A 98 il
RN EE AR DNA TR R 2B R R
Ko B B4R 43 B A ) Bl R G2 v A6 TR 5 O R
1.1 ZRIVERLBR GEERNIERENL

K & H % Pl (Elephantidae) 31 ¥ 19 £ 45 3 1k 5%
Z ]RG> 2 B R BT (Meyer ez al.,2017) . 358
BB, AR AS 5 (Mammuthus primigenius) 524t
B SFE F Ry B E YR R BT A A
K ESE IR 5 WM % (Elephas maximus) 3% % K &
9 (Yang et al., 19965 Ozawa et al.,1997) , 1ii % b
— BB RF S R ) B R FAR S 2 5 AE M4 (Loxodon-
ta africanus) A 4 ¥ 1 JE % & & (Noro et al.,
1998; Debruyne ez al., 2003).Miller et al. (2008) iz
FH AR P B R 3 UM 35 5 4 FE Al P 9, 43 B 46
REWAEM SR 8 W5 H e 5 B SO R
MRS 7= A o B, BRI 42 5 B AR S R Ll I Ik
B BUA X TAR N &, BLAR IS 2 5 W I R SR 4% ¢
RUE WS ffD T BRI G 0 R Gk F ML R
B i, van der Valk ez ol (2021) k18 1T 124 M 1k
NS AR A AR R A AR IR B iy 2 DNA BF 58 R - iF

FENBIHT T 24864 165 07 I 134 J7 4F Fip A 15 42 b
A A B PR 2H 45 2R 3 WA SR tH R R PR R A I
WX AEAE 2 MRS Rk & o 1B R4 T
BRI 4, 57— D IARER T 1A LURT R gAY 3%
F, HR5 — A R Ob 56 (A 08 G A A 2 ok 55
(2025) % o [ AR At B8R 55 G2 2 4 388 15 3% 2R 1Y 3 B
HENT Tl XRS5 AL SE RN R ) AL B R L DA,
van der Valk es al. (2021) () W 5 i 2% B At 55 W 5F
& A5 5 19 % (Mammuthus columbi) B4 56 7T D36 )
B IR 245055 G 15 R 2 8] Y B R T 2 A R U

B K 4y 22 15 % (Palaeoloxodon antiquus) 1
P ST |E L SZ o F  C ANI  RE S | N
RHIEMAS AT ER B RN ERRL S5 UMEEL
KRB, VF 200 A W27 35 B 3 A S 4
J& Meyer et al. (2017) 418 T 4 i 22 6 A4k A+
dh (4 244~120 ka) 9 52 B 2R R JE T4, IF A
Horp 24 FE i P2 BB 1 BB e A% R A, R AR
W W RS AR S KX C K Y5 R AL
* A Meyer et al. (2017) 3 F 28 i A& 5 ] 21 A1 2%
DNA Ak M LTI &, 220 & 534
W TR MG (Lozodonta cyclotis) W 3 % K R,
WG I A AR 8 (Loxodonda) . iZ W 5% 3
WY AR U 4 )8 i B 1 43 A IR AR BR TR DI, 38 5 4
OB WO K Rl 2 4503 3] 7ok A R 2 e
il 2ORE AR I 20 AF 98 19 S28F (Lin ez al., 2023) . 25
B KB H 3 W ik & A O R T R IE B
1.2 ERFYHEER.BRENEREKL

BB} (Rhinocerotidae) 75 #b 5t i 52 B 1) 85 25 4
BB AR O i (FE 424 23~5 Ma) B A £ 35
250 Fh w44 AR SR, A rh EERT T LUK R RS
Y3 R £ RE Y TE R W B ™ & (Kosintsev et al.,
2019). BB} sl ¥y B A4 2B BB 4= (Diceros bicornis) |
M R4 (Ceratotherium simum) (951125 1 BB (Dicero-
rhinus sumatrensis) . JNFE B (Rhinoceros sondaicus) .
KA ffy BB (Rhinoceros unicornis) 5 €0 K 46 i 9% T R
(Coelodonta antiquitatis) . H§ [X B (Stephanorhinus
kirchbergensis) Z 0] B A & 5 0 1% R AL G R, £
HLLT 4B AR UL (Horn hypothesis) | i B
Ui ( Geographical hypothesis ) | & %7 {£& fi& i ( Mito-
chondrial hypothesis ) L1 J& 4= % K 41 i 9t ( Whole
genome hypothesis ) ( Dalton and Prost, 2021 ) .

P B R ) R AR P 8 i B2 B Orlando et
al.(2003) M\ bb A B H7 v 37 38 49 ( Scladina) i 7C 3% €
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Fig.2 Bayesian phylogenetic tree constructed based on the complete mitochondrial genome of the woolly rhinoceros
P Yuan ez al.(2023) 8 . LA [Q R g SR, 23 S5 kAR 05 g 23 BN i) Cb) B S SR CF)

FR AR % (HE 4 130~40 ka) W $2 B ok 09, B 36
975 bp 1 12S rRNA 3 [ 1 688 bp [ Cyr b } Bt . 3
TLRARE TP I B RE L EMEHRC K
ARG AT TE MR RE KRB N EY) X
I 43 M 45 — 80 Willerslev ez al. (2009) )
M & 1T HE PR R Ml IXC B8 51 N B 5 ( Olenyok ) VAT i 35
Vi /N e o - =Y W = T /8 S P o AN
SERA YRS W B E g O K4 bk R
55 A B A R G A OC R, K B RE A ik
B AR B A R ] (40128 rRNA ND2 ., Cyz b %
BRLAE ), Bk B /90 112 I e T 2/ K 1k A 8
BB H R 34 L g b 2 AR B A

o ] ARl R 2 0 LR UR A T R R B ) 4
SR A B A 0 R G R R WY PR R O R A
(R R 4= F0H R 4 ) 1 2% M EL R 5 (Rhinocerotini) H?
1Ak R R R JTCIE B RN R ok £ R Y Y 2 S
I 112 R A /M IR /B B R SR H R I kR
(Liu et al.,2021a) , BI K& T 4 5 N 41 %5048 45 0 19 oF
EEL R s i B R RTINS I NN YNES - VAL % N o 7 I
(Kirillova et al.,2017) X #% DNA (Liu et al., 2021a)
K- EMEMREREWN LY BN, HET A
B4 KAMIVERE S ERMFESZLREIR.

f AT, AR 5T A AR T [ b Dy b X SR 1
PR AR R ERAR B 4, 45 & NCBI AU &
R S R | o T 7 A T -4 SO N U L o s o
(Yuan ez al.,2023) , #5 G (% 2 48 & & B W oR ik 52

B P B R RE S T A N 4 EE Ay (K 2). Hor,
K H NS B R IR ZE AT 14 KR i (CADG744)
R — R R e X R (432 1),
S FRANL T A B 6 R A R AR A B A o B
EREALE Ttk I3 RAKEFTN
=N v VARSI NS v AR S R A S I U
(CADG739,CADGY00 ke CADG912) 5 14~ 4k =
B IR 5 B B R R i (NDO30, B 4~ 25 40 ka) Ry —
AT RS R (G332 4) . GHT Y I 5 G A I ik R R
55 % B 38 & (Lord er al.,2020) , Yuan ez al.(2023)
(9 W 5% IR S 6 SR 9% & Y M EE A A
il 2 DA 45 v A 7 2R AR IR B YT R M X
1.3 SRFIMENSHRED BERIMNIERENL
— A B R (Equidae) s #1786 000 J7 4F i
PRT ALY, TR BE 4> 250 J7 4R R A A e FE < A rh i
i 1A i A A R WO K R SRS 2R
B TE RO AR YN B 58 9N K Bl s AR T B T 22 R
F AR YRR o3 v BT H SR R B, O AR
Ay s — T Ry 2 i O (X 5 FIEE #F 11, 1997) .
= R il 5 (New World stilt-legged horses, fij &
NWSL) 2 56 Y R Bli 7 A7 79 — Fp ity AR S 3 &, AR A7
N R RSl RN T = S A T R e
AU BT I R G R A — B R A
Weinstock ez al.(2005) & T &8 53 L b 44 7 BL iy 40 Bt
BN R B R HR S JE (Equus) 19— > b
Heintzman ez al. (2017 ) 50 §f T 26 4~ @& 5% R 5
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56 B 2 R IR B R 2H , DL 3R W 4 3 R Hippid-
ion Saldiast W AP KR AW RE L BT W W
7N SR Dk AR B R R REZ A L T ik X
— BE T 50 R 4Ok IR R A1 Ry B T A R,
Heintzman e al. ( 2017 ) i& 38 B T 17 4> 1= B8 Bk
SHEAMNS S ZERNA, 5SS EBAEFMEXY
( Equus asinus ) M % 5 ( Equus caballus ) W) #% F&
P2H 9 A7 x5 b, & B i R D B B R A1 Rk A
W R R K K B 1A~154%, &
BE DA &R T D)8 (Equus) , 32 FF 1k Rl F 58 4 2k
LA BE A2 15 2] 4538 . 8% 6, Heintzman ez al.
(2017) LT H R 1A% )& Haringtonhip-
pus J& , B & BB 5 )8 T Haringtonhippus J& .
B K 5 ( Equus ovodovi ) 52 3T 4 K 4 3 18
S R 1A BB K 48 ) B . SR Sussemionus .
J& B 5L Tz AR T RO K AR R B H %
& BT AT B A S AR B 4 50 JT 4R iR
Bt sk 2 4 % K 46 Eisenmann and Sergej (2011)
XSk H O 3 0 AR A X A 4 7 AR 34
JE 25 27 558 N BN B 9P ( Equus hydruntinus ) # 74<
HEAT I o 4R AR DNA 43 B iF L, # #E19 or + R 40
RKEW RN 3DFEARR N — DT % R LK
78 1H K Bl 4F © (non-caballine ) 43 %, H 5 H
EOQVIIIE: S AR = S N TR L R 1 DG S VTV s e’ A ]
&% 2R WX 3N FEA E 8 Sussemionus
J& 9 — A~ # (Orlando ez al., 2009) , % it il J5 %
4 N B K S (E. ovodovi) (Eisenmann and
Sergej, 2011). I iR WF 5% 8 78 Sussemionus W& & /b
A 1A 5 DR IG H Sik 2 3] 7 0 B I 4
I Ah A B 58 4 R 2R A8 AR BR X R B 2R
WL EERT RS 3IMIEEE EHEENK
% Oy ( Equus dalianensis ) (%) W 85 357 46 47 4 kT
Jo& il kDA 2H 43 AR R AR R 5E R 2Ok A B K]
ARG R E W IR X 34 SR i T T
LAV 2 o A NE - SIS A = o s (A B A
T U 2 2 5 (Equus asinus/Equus kiang/ Equus
hemionus ) , W IG5 5 B 5 % R (Equus burchellii/
Equus grevyi/Equus zebra) 47 45 ¥ I 1 5t 1% B 2
(Yuan ez al., 2019) . fz ifE , & MK 2 5 R 2R
20 X P8 e VLR T B P OR A AR B T D I L O
3t bk b A Y S BB ORI R AR AR T R A
oo ar B, WE ST R B BTG S A k[ b 7 b IX
AR T I A2 3.4 ka(Cai ef al., 2022) .

B AR, JF R iy 3 DR 28 B 50 A 4 7 5 D 22 L
il & I 4t AL IR L B W 19 2R G i AR I Sy R i B
4 (Bison priscus) (Froese et al., 2017; Hou et al.,
2022) . K ffi & (Sinomegaceros spp.) (Xiao et al.,
2023) . K i# 5 (Equus dalianenesis) (Yuan et al.,
2020) 45 $E A3t T OCHE > TR, 1A L AT A
INRH I AE IR YR R G e 35 T HEAER

2 RV &R M A S RO T A

WA EE A e T A R R A
HE LA AR B A R AR s R
FRZEHY 48 75 A= ) R RE 09 D7 S0 2 2 R0 b 3R 0 A
2 K o R YR bR ) B DR R Bl A ok AR LB R I LA
S S I 1 e A vk 0 - a] oK 0110 BE R 22 O A
o3 W) M A Sk HE BT RIORT B9 MG R b 22 ] 1 R T G
(Cruzan and Templeton, 2000) , {¥ iz ] 8 A= F Bf
P 35t A% B5HE A5 21 A% 1% 2R M FBE =0T BB JC VoG o 21 2L
A Dy S I S B T 1 B RS Al B AR Al AR B iR
oA AR M W A ol e PR 2H 5 3 R B 2 0 F
G852 DL K el il i PR 2H 4 s 0 RO O B IE A
21 HERASERMIEF

7 R PR A T 53 R ol A X K 4 Y A W st
etk ZEE K H . LLUE E (Panthera tigris) J ], iX
— R AU R B R U5 T YN I SR T A 28 Py
TR R R SR AU 4 . AS B 9 28— 1 R A R i
43.5 ka > A o E R ACHY & 57 (5 Bdr 24 KAL)
ot B AT ORI AR B A 5, R B KL R R T U
HIFAR BB K 28 19 3845 32 R (Hu ez al., 2022) .Sun
et al.(2023) IE P K Bl i 55 1 46/ 08 L BLI R LK
MR IR R AR A DL KR B AR b X A R
FEAS (BE 4> 10 000~100 a) I 4K BT H 42 5L K 20, #fF
5% 5 7 L VY R H IXJR 0 TR A S R R A
WEXEPT 2 — , v [ AR AT R R S T A s Ry R
PRI R s ™ 5 Bt o 3 A b P K 5, AN ) b Sl ) 2
JR 18 1 S FR AR M R A R DR R e 2408 B Rt 1
FEO AR w2, JF 02 i T H A b R i AL

S RG R II HE HE W E R A6
WA BERR M (Crocuta crocuta) X534 TAE M, 5 5
BT 43 S0 BR A TR K B 1 B R A0 s 2K 46 25 IR
B (BLEE R %) Crocuta crocuta spelatea F3z A< Hi
X 8 Crocuta crocuta ultima) W) 2 Ge i ACAT#E 418 .
Rohland ez al. (2005) %& T~ 2 A 4K e [ 24 Cye b HE
By 43 A A i R A 5 AR U B A B R M L
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[l 3a 3T Sheng ez al.(2019) ZEW A5 (2004) BB ; 18] 3b 2T Wei(2022) & 2k

WG RAE 4> KPR A KR RG rfk, IF iR
B AR I ) BRCIE K Bl 19 3 WK AE #% = F . Sheng
et al. (2014) W 4B T Z8 5 5 22 AR 38 b K 22 %5 1R
R A0 25 A6 A bR T IR BRI Cyr b BE R B,
N TR BRI AR 3 &R O 4 B R ) A IR AN AT RS
o AT = W YN AN i 8 DT L [
R Bl 2 AT A% (% B 3 4%, 20095 Sheng er
al.,2014) Westbury ez al. (2020 ) F& F B A1 PH
i 7 H BRI 10 OB AR BE R A A DR RO
3TN BROIE TR 8- 2 55 Al 91 B0 2R 3 R 4 FL7E 4
250 J7AE Rt 2 77 A 4 I, 43 0l AE A [A] B 45 i
A AN T6] ) b B 3% 2R Hu e al (2021) 4K 15 H 5
7R b e BT TR SR A R R R 2 SRR, R D K
2 1) RO K il 1 R ) RO L AR R R S W A
T an L 2 FEE TR M A RE LR B 25 7 AR T
BIRA RS —HE NG, AT RS
ST K il T R A 1% R b A A B R R A T

K AEM; (Ailuropoda melanoleuca ) X Fh W] 52 )
b B BRAE 06 A AR A A Al SR, LR HT A
R BB T3z 43 A T v [ PG &R A AR rp X B B
T L Sl /1 = N o V& A B e’ 7 /N < RS 1
bz 3% = A 05 5 s R e 0 AOR T B, K RE
3 AT 4 o T 2R e DL 1 X5 4 R K RE
A A8 S H A R Ak, B BB AR K R Al 1Y 43 A A%
J& (B 3) (O'Brien et al., 1994; 28 ¥ %, 2004 ;
Wei, 2022) .2018 4F , A F 52 L0 4 = B it o VLK 1l
A7 T K RE Al Ze b AR B Bo AT DNA 381, &
B ES 3 AR KRR A A K 5 A KRR 43 B A )
it 1% % & (Sheng ez al., 2018). M J5 , Ko et al
(2018) Uk 52 ] PG 22 A7 ¥ K AR A 1R 0 & T K [d]
PRI 7, 5 AR KRR (% B 2R 3 (W] 41 5 b B 43

5 1) B () AT 3B W ) b R 2019 AR A 5E AR
NS 2 K AL N 5L SRR T At
B AR REM L AL S R R R R TR
T UL HT A H I C K4 0 KREM R AL 15 &R %% &R
B SN =¥ S B ot 1 o o T BT s e/
Az K RE A AN W) M B RPOBE (9 2 W (Sheng et al.,
2019). & DNA Bl 58 N 410F 58 R BT, K AR Al
TE AL o B b 52 BT A AN ST B DU 5
G, b 3t 2R 0 R ORE A OB A 4 S 3RO E O R SR
22 MEBITHEMGTERSBIESRE

A W R E IR PR B AR AL R K
BFE] RIS 2k, — B e N il il A
FEMRANEZ — AR FT R A IR T
AN DNSE T DN AN E R € & - N TR
P& (Skoglund and Mathieson, 2018). F 7 % (2020)
WF 58 & B, WO L 7R I b 35 R b S A N B 38t 4% B3
TE 1 FE 0 2R WO vk B AT 5 34 A& A= T A2 43X AT g
S N BE B ol R B ak 45 2R Yang er al. (2017)
&L LA B AN AR R R A &R
S P AR N B 1Y a5t AR SRR AR, H T T B S AR AE 2L
F Az B RO A R AL R B GoyetQ116-1
AR AT A i 1L BE R Hajdinjak ez al (2021) J5 42 %
BT AFAE TP Z B NHE 3X 3l K A9 B B
) PO IR R N |2 i R AR A U E T 3 B
I 5% Hublin ez al. (2020 ) XF ££ 11 F] 3F. Bacho Kiro
T 7R B N R AR DNA B it — 26 32 F5 T 4.5
T3 AR TR N 1) BRI K Bili v 26 B2 b DX A% 56 9 Gk 4l

o DR ZE B 5 R AT T A Sl AR W AE R IR R
AR AT AR Y A R RUE PR R 8K Bl R B AE BE R Y
Al IR R UK 235 oI5 A 1 728 2 RN N 289 B0 1Y
W Z %2 A3 A i 90 Ak R T RCE 0 2E R



%3

BRI A Tl DNA 58 1E M BR A= 2 S 1) 1o, 1111

i 2 DNA 438 i 58 F #8718 T %08 (Sus scrofa) .
KR (Canis familiaris) 55 Y4 3l P 76 A% AR 1 Fn A
b 23 e i B R DT B BR A L DS R b g O
A KRR DNA Zp 01 4558 4878 1 35 2R G068 e ) 1) i
U B J3 LA B >0 b T A 1) <22 4 ARSI 1 [l
AL DA K [ P T B 0 B4 4 BRCSE o0 IA A% 46 <R
(Larson et al., 2005; Larson et al., 2007; Frantz et
al., 2019; Price and Hongo, 2020). Zhang er al.
(2022) % 2 17 37t B35t ik T 42 5% G0 56 B Ao 1A
PRI 2 1) BIF 5 6 Y, 2 I 8 R 10 U 8 Y] g 4 )
NI s [ Q= W R TR/ e e i = T S N TSR
A4k A RAEW I )12 AR A B Al #2509 & Jé A
4 Bergstrom ez al.(2022) 438 T 2 A B L 76411
FE AN AL 26 19 724 R B 4L N Dy 28R AT REAE BR
SV KBty R 8 A PE A 28 Dy T Ak B AR BRI K Bt AR
H 0 S 9 Ak J5 1) VY AL # . Zhang ez al (2023) 53 #7 T
14 A~ v [ b 5 F0 BROW B 2R 358 09 3% 38 4 (Bos tau-
rus taurus) SRR B R 2, 285 2 3R WY b [ o AR AL Oy
A G B AR T B 3R B SC AR ) VY A R L AR
DNA fff 58 sk , B 5% 75 388 £ %y 50 s 399 6 oK b v A
B A~ LA R o rp e A T R R K v T A
RS AN =R DA SN T = DN e 5/ N
A1 9 £k i 72 (Freitas ez al., 2003; Jaenicke-Despreés
et al.,2003). ffif5 , Da Fonseca et al.(2015) 18 i 4%
A AR AN H b R R AR O R T R ORI ) 38
B PG e R B AR B R T OIS [ B B
PR 20 3% B4 5 .6 000 4F FiF A9 iy R A2 B i 56 (R 40
IR A A R Z B R O R, R TR E
AL B R T 29 2 Hh A9 B (Mascher ez al., 2016).
[, X iy A /N 22 1 DNA 40 8 4 7 /0 22 48 B H
K A7 0 RO Ao R 4R g T R O R OR
T NZE X /N 22 1 % 3% 3o 72 (Brown ez al., 2009) .
LSRN 7 - AN S e K7/
i = b I 7 Al T A A 0 S O RV JE sl L L A
Fili 17 A o), X6 b 56 R MR K Bl 2 Fh s Wil 5 L B
W3 E 3% 3 0] 2 W Al oRE AR AL T O T T, W AE
BEL BT 301 325 W 1 22 A 0 b AE A6 58 R0 RKOIE K Rl 9
BN R i ct A A - S I e i PN A R
(Bison priscus) (Froese et al., 2017) | ff 15 %
(Mammuthus spp.) (Enk et al., 2016 ) Wi F ( Pan-
thera spp.) (Barnett et al., 2009) | ¥7 g (Ursus arc-
tos) (Barnes et al., 2002) 55 K 7 1 3L 20 4 38 2 (1
ol TR AR G 7 = N o (T N S AR el e )

b .ok B b 55 9 0 7 AR RE A4 RE A iy 3k TR 2 B AR
188 T BT AE TR 0 R 2k A B PR
55 0 b, B Y B R] Y A IO P T A oK1
AH W) 4 (Davison et al., 2011 ; Salis ez al.,2022) .
DA I v 5 R 21 BF 5 S B8 A R b = i T AT X
A= W ZR b B ) RN R B A O A R 0 B L A R
A R A RN AT ) Fh 9 35 21 i B 25 4 2 B AR AT LA
T BT 4 B A Ml 5 D7 SR R B G fe] R 6 I 85 AR
b5 N 265 m I I8 B B A o A ks R A B T
U 4 B AE AR R B BT AR AL R AT B S AR X

3 K#AALTE RS A Y R

H R T DL, 28 D3 2 R vk 4 5 TR KO0 Y P 5
JE A VT Z2 Wy i R TG 3 3 N PR A A Y S A AR T
% i 7E ) K 46 (Koch and Barnosky, 2006 ; Lorenzen
et al.,2011; Sommer et al.,2011). 7£ X 2 ¥y Fi 78 <
i, 5 W) B[R] A A [6) B 2 R A A 0y BRI A2
Uit A L CRROHE ) (43 23 356 R 7 BB A% 326 31 3
A L ZE P (18 4) (Orlando, 20205 Cai et al.,
2022; Lucena-Perez et al.,2024). K 4 4 #p 15 B8 19
FHE PR A W P B A A A A N R R A T T Y
EFMEAS 3 — PR R X0 FAEY R B A W=
S, TRVESE Sy A 0 P 0 O A o 4 2R TR IR s
30 ReYFHER R B XTI A Y F i IR A &2 m

ot B BN, K48 R CRRE ) B9 38 0 B B
Bt LA B AE AR Wy b 55 X0 T 30 AR W ) BE B
i P 5 B R Ol HAT VR 20 5 X — I AR AR
N TN A 50 2R Sl 1 b A TR B AR N 3 N 4]
88 T B L N (Homo neanderthalensis) FilF4
Je & .\ (Denisovans ) 135t 1% B% 43, 3 26 38 5 F B
i e A AR IR N rh A B3 T NSRRI AR
ORI e BE 4 AE (Green et al., 20105 Meyer et al.,
2012). 29 5 7 AE T, JE 28R N5 B A S 7E BR
MV K il e A B TR A2 i, S SO WO S R 2 o
BT 1.5%0~4.0% 19 Je % 785y Nk X (Bos er al.,
2011; Priifer et al., 2014).Simonti ez al.(2016) 43 ¥t
T 2 2.8 7 44 BN N B A 0 F - {a Ol S LIRSS
e A E i PEAL T e e R AR N Bt R R S X 2 Rk
AU SZ A IZ T R W], JE G AR N BRI B 2 OC R
T2 At B XU (IR AE 0 LA FE 55 ), ff AT
Gy BAAREE JERE IR RS E BL R IO T A B R
2 M 9 i B XURS . Dannemann and Kelso (2017) i #F
FEHE— LR SE T e e AR N3 PR X AN S AR



1112 HERFF=  http://www .earth-science.net

5550 %

JEFITE S

W LA A 2
W Kb 2 A

lgmml

28
YL
Vil

Wi :

FAf KA
Pl 4 2l oBE R 0B A0 S A= ) o 52 WD /s
Fig.4 Schematic of gene flow from extinct species to extant
species
3T Racimo ez al.(2015) &k

W2, H & B 58 PR A U N 1% B bk A sk
REEALAT — 5 FE R . 35 JE R XTI 1) 2 B 7 ) 7
T IR N FE O XoF FE ¥4 S A RIS BT s i A4 T T AT g
2R S (VIR EROE: R AWNITITI=H I UE St A N
N TF AN TR M — 5 7 2K 28 B 5E DX i AR )
Pl AE HAL A S b, SR B TR 4 R
RE (Ursus spelaeus) & BB AT H RSP 2
— YUAE 2.5 JT 4R HT K 4 (Baca et al., 2016 ). 1 K 44
Z A, A8 W 5 AR RE AL AE AN W Bl ] AT BE A AE R
it 2 (Kumar ez al., 2017) . Barlow et al. (2018) F|
FH 44 5 35t g 10 ] 8 Ay 356 DR 2 55040 DA R AR Aty
AT B8 10 JE DR ZHBCHE |, 20 A 1 3 () %) ik DR Bl 15
g5 3 WoR BT A R RE DR A B st R A TR RE
KRB, FE B 29 R 0.9 %0 ~2.4 % . 3 86 3[R 32 3 78
Tt A A R W R, HBE DRI R R Y L B A
2 WYl B 1 — Sk 5L R FE AR RE Y R B AR IR UL
AR PE 5 n e BRI IR SR S T R TR
AR A, IR 7K 0 28 v s R BAE AE 2SRl Y R
MBS B K 4 B IR A A (Coregonus
gutturosus ) F& P F Bt 7E BR 3 35 2% 89 BLAT (1 £ 4 A

(C. arenicolus, C. wartmanni, C. macrophthalmus)
AR LR B BFSE R X S B B BB A B T
PLAF 1140 0 XF PR 7K il 480 RN I 55 AR D fE L 3 R T
H A A7 8 1 (Frei ez al., 2022). L |- 3 46 52 f5i] 3%
W, K 28 ) b i) 5k DR AE B AR W b e O AU DA RIE 22
R e T WA Y/ BT IV d v
3.2 R gk REES NI I WS R R

AR DR 2 v R A AR R R B R B B
FERAE B K2 R R R Y R 3% 227 (Ghost lin-
eage) JEK A KM R % R AR T8
A= ) i R TR B9 2 M S &2 4% 1 (Librado er al.,
2017; Fages et al.,2019) .5l 40 , 75 75 &6 K P21 19 7
AR, BI L R BRI (Gorilla beringei beringei) F
IR K ARIE (Gorilla beringei graueri) 3 F 41
R TS E N R B e EEEmE AN E
HURPRE ¢ B 3k 26 BE DY AT e R 19 3L 20 1 2 4% R Y KR
# A (McManus et al., 2015; Kuhlwilm ez al.,
2016).Pawar ez al.(2023 )38 3 7 K 2R &6 KB 28 1 %
FESE L, B D-8E i1 (D-statistics ) F {4 G855 1%,
A I 3] 2R 3 KR v AEAE R B R B BA T A
30 MR AR R EL R 2 R B B R &R X B A
v BB s T AR A R R %) B B A M 5 g R
R ARG TASZR14 v Wi 52 4K 5 A8 5%, ] fig 6
Bl 2R 0 R 0 T e Ml 3 > b 1) IR B PR B . Sando-
val-Velasco et al.(2024) Bl T — R A AE 5.2 1 4F
IR B0 A0 G S DR A fD — 2 e (o (R 25 4 5 38 5 K A
B K 240 B v A A PN R DR A DX B A O 55 I U 5 k)
Fb BR8N D A A5 5 0 K Ik A P b DR BR T = 4
FEPR A 45 A A 1, s A RS =X T g 5 A O AR i
FEV PR LY L BAL A K . LA, Kato er al. (2024)
TE 43 BT 8P 58 6. (Chaenogobius annularis) W) 224~ 1 BR
FEA G | R B R B 0 A7 7E 1 R 35 R 1 BE B AR
B AR BT EREA R IS S EE T,
T WX 2L 7 B e PR IS Pk B T TE R S e,
B AN 5 U B £ A IR B AT B AR Ak R AR A RE A
SR RE R BB AREAN T T HAE
Py A ) DR PR s Ay JHE Sl 7 B 4 AR A B AL TR Y
PRLR T8, 8 W T B AT AR R 2 B B v 1% 3 0L P
33 ReYMEREMBERNALENEY
RIPHBLEERENXN

It Wy ol DR AL RRAE AT LLHS B AT 4 i
T fif RAE WA ) Y 3 N R T T, O T
Xt A AR AP HEWE Y uan er al.(2024)Kf B K 4 B 5%



%3

KRR AT ol DNA B9 78 M ER A= 49 27 450k %) 17 1113

B —— 35 (R 58 (Camelus knoblochi) 5 BLAE B9 Y1 4k XL
4 3¢ (Camelus bactrianus) F1 B A= B B¢ ( Camelus
Serus) A HEAT B A0 AT, 2 B0 3 b R0 5 B8 A T
S A AR )TV B R AE O K A i TG S8 A
SR R B TT RE Y g T BRAE DG BEAE S IR EE R
Y36 N BE T L 4R TE T B 2R MR A
PrAr 4 4 1 7 iy S8 B 90 G, AT AN [ A Y 2
EHETH AR W P s A ZREPE S S W ) Liu er
al.(2021a) FER 55 R BL 8 W) (Rhinocerotidae) B 2 31
W AR W] J 2R AR Z R A TR BRI s 4, H
GrMT T 5 A BUAT R A W FORT 3 A K A R A )
AR R A, 45 R s A R A B R 22 A A TR AR
i Bl A R A 5 A 22 RE R AR I B S AR L R
A= (A 352 4% 22 FF Pk O [T AT R AR TN 289 36 X
R o S 8 5% ) B Ry S 3L E Ot O B R X )N i
T W e ) Pl 0 DR AP AN AN QI 35t A% 2 R R Y 4
Tb, T A NS S TR LA K 4
SRS, 3 A WA P A R 4 v B BB A L

25 B RTIR 38 2k VR A B O 48 ) R R X B A )
o g 2 e, NATT AT LS G b Ay 9 i ) b 4 i DR A
FA AR TAE & BRI FH K 28 ) R ) it A% A
ST RE R 4 T A N RE ) RN A SRR PR B

4 DU DNA 5385 S A2 ik

JUAL Y 1 DNA (sedimentary ancient DNA) J&
K A G T A AN E DU T T DNA L
5 FR b 2R B DNA (environmental DNA, & #% eD-
NA). AHEE T 85 A= ) S5 R Ak A 55 7 A0 3l il ) a5t
f7, DU i DNA S 17 X Ak A B4 80 4l , wT DA
B T A T b PR R AR b Ty s s D 2 A A 2 A RN
AR, S X T AR S i BB R R Y R g
48 s vKONAE T K i 2l Ly b g 31 % 55 R B <
fige = A ] 52 e A= W) Vs 2H SR ) Rl AR A
PRICA ) A= W B A AE 8 22 R B 25 HE R A B B
T A IS B Dy b R R 2 T R L e R UTER Y
DNA B¢ 2 W 17 0B Hh 40 19 16S rRNA F 58
B ILEE TR LT AR R B S AR i
A0 T Bl BR BE 4% R (Coolen and Over-
mann, 1998). /5 , PUARY) A= M0 ok R A 1 DNA B
FEAE Rl b A FNROK AR B R G E IRz
H (Ahmed ez al.,2018; Hoshino ez al.,2020; Capo et
al., 2021) . A Mo, A SCH A B ORE Bh A B ok IR
UUFL Y DNA 76 A 8 R 40 5 dl ) 2B W) 3

25 [ ity -
Ca -

WP SC LR
— (=]
i =

=

i

Ly

2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020 2022 2024
Ty

K5 JUR s DNABEIEIE SCHE T

Fig.5 Statistics of ancient DNA studies on sedimentary flora

(=]

and fauna

LR el A S IR I < N T /i K 7 By
DNA 3 4F ok 1) WF 7% 6 SC# 2 or A 5 Bl (& 5) .
4.1 MY EDNAEERHEDTERES

Ak H AT, il Z 89 h DNA F 85k 3 JuAk B
2% 5 200 T3 4F 8 1 UL AL (Kjeer et al., 2022) , i L
A LR T DNA TE 8 7 4 BR 3 [l P i A L i 4
IO U AR T E R

2003 4F , 9L [{] 4= K 2% Willerslev ez al. (2003)
R KA A AL AL BB 8 AN A A A 0 LT P
22 3031 YT W RE S AT T ULl DNA 43
B, H B3k 26 i [ 85 8 R B4 40 7 2 1 T 4R
TR SRR T 10 FhoRE M S BE R 8 4 BY
LONCE S NS IE LS NN Rl S a7
A R AR A Z RN S AR %
WE 5T 380 3 B, B 78 22 A9 R A TR X DR Y R AR AE T
£ 5 2% 5 A6 Y K 4 A W BE RS 30 Rl RE 9 1Y
DNA J¥ 41, W 1 4 1A A 2306 3h Z 8 19 oy 36 5L
(Willerslev ez al., 2003 ) . i% B 58 ¥ W & 7~ Ui
B A R B T R B RN A s AR A R, R R
BP9 55 1 048 1) 2h Al 4 0 T AL 7l DNA B]F 5% . B
J& VB UL DNA B 58 19 5617 %, Willerslev
Eske #5217 4% A A X Jb Al b X5 7 48 5k 7k A %
FF R DNA 4B 4 B . A AT138 5 DNA 55 15 #F
FH R T HBR bR 2 R R B I A )
HE I& 09 3808 b s IR T VR O A B o R N A 0
WA AR AR L R AR AT TEEA 1T
AR R KR R K 4 KA B R FLsh o i &
WA 5 25 R 2 B, G A A 5 D e B G
B DL R A B B A G A R W) R T 0 T JRRRAE S 7
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R VKI LA e 2 A 2 T s WA A 1T
AR MR AE T R AR AL R Sy DUR AR A ) R R
AR R 3 B9 & R (Willerslev ez al.,2014) .

VT 4F 3k , Willerslev Eske # 4% 41 BA K+ #F 5% 1 ]
£/ B2 | 1 R | o NI S RN | S ST A [ s
R L P A R I AR b3 R b 98 A X sk . 2 A B GE i
PN 535 A4~ I 0 AR 4 R0 K [ 45 09 M 3K R B A i R
FE I8 T 2% 5 PR 20 5 R 43 A o b B9 T DNA 41
B, AT R T IR X 0t 2 5 T AR Sk i AR S A bR
6 AR K X R TR Il L Bl W ) R L B S A SR AR
A0 A b X7 A VR % vk e DA R AR SO 3 TE A
TH: A 4 2 Y i) R AR IR A B A AR 5 AR AR fb
9K B Al A Ak, O 5 BUE 9 % S R R L sh i I
W) o VR A T & A K 4 (Wang et al., 2021) . [d]
B9 WF 78 JE Bt R B0 AE Murchie ez aZ. (2021) %
2 K& 25 (Yukon) M X Y iy A= 245 & 48 & # 0F 5%
o i 5E E R DNA 28 B H R, B4 T Yukon
i IX. 3 T3 AR Sk 1 Sl AR W) VR A L B RS R L AE
BB T4 T U, 8 D R TR A AR kR 3
) DB Ji A 5 B AR ORI B O i — P R B 2
ol e 2L 3 W A8 2% HbL XY K 48 (Murchie et al.,2021).
4.2 AR E DNA RBEMMETIBEN

OB TR W K W R - 4 R A AR M —
F ) W SR AR 205 m I iR T AL
KERMWAESRGE HE N AL, Y
ol B 1) 3 B A FE M E B L 0 VR 3E N BT R B
Bi A0 09 W) Fh R A K A R ) AR ORE DU AE R [ IX
SEE N A R T i R WO BT o O N[
J& UL R Wl DNA BF 98 7 ¥k, 8 &R 48 & 3
) OB Y A 2SS N A R AR TR AT B

Sy ) R ORE 00 2R 258 B, LU R A A28
DNA K] .2017 4, Slon et al.(2017) & IR 5 A2
ot %Ak A B R 38 i A% sS Al AR 7 i AR 7 A 2
I R 4ty N SAEAE 1R 7T L Hh 3k B 2 A4
JE & B N R 2 & BN B 2R i DNAL2020 4,
o REBE B HE S 5 N AIE ST T AT I IR A 5T B
40 PR AR AL T K TE PHE R BT Z AN RICT AR
F LN AE A5 B DT 9 e It 1 8 s ) £ 1 T
B b 2 TR b AR T P R R BN I R A
DNA (Zhang et al.,2020) , JE7~ T UUEY) i DNA 78
PRIE K 4ty N JE 0 B 25 43 A1 R AR 25 365 0 46 () Rt
HIH K 1 . Vernot et al. (2021) ¥ & T 1 % N2 3k
DRLZH I R AL, R I 14 8 4R D i, DA A1 R I

IR ZE K B9 Denisova il . Chagyrskaya il £ 74 BE 5 b
B Galeria de las Estatuas i 3 /4~ 7 100 2 {7 YUY
WIREAS T R T e L AR R N A% DNA FIE R iR
DNA . Vernot ez al.(2021) i 1 7R 5 1% 2% 53 B %) Je
AR N AE 5t hE Y 58 T B Dy sl 2 A~ itk AS (]
JeLIEFE ARERR B3 R A T 2 MAf# Zavala e
al.(2021) %} Denisova i 728 (3 VLB FE A HF B T K
PRSI 26 KL A& DNA il 48 S o3 B, & 90123 78N e
By JE B2 30 T AEHET B P e R LA, JE LR R N AE
29 17 T3 AF AT A JE Ot b T 3 AR 1R 5 ik AT gk
A il Z2 R S BN R R RO ST AR
TR 15 24 4.5 J7 A F 0 BB NGk iR DNA L 1
W i35t bk 0 28t 2 BRAR N I G 8 . R TR
g KK DNA BT R W], JE L 185 N FPHE R
FUNE 26 DY 22 W 300 ) A R B O Ok — i 1) Ab
BRI SR Al AT RE 5 R U KON %) B A A A
A G, RO T Tt NSRS PR B 0 A A3 N )

X T AE Y5, HO A5 P B8 09 A 25 5 N % 2R
R AE A A Ve AR I AR S AR ) A AE O AL
T BB A 43 A0, 3K Bh Bl 28 S e 1 AR ) 6 A AR AL 1Y
i V3K W (Boessenkool ez al.,2014) . 310 8 % K
O M T TURY B ) DNA R 487 1 )b
[ET NSRS I S B = B G 7 N S 0 DA YN [ ¢
Scandinavia 2 5 /) U8 & K 8 1A LAY v, Parducci
et al.(2012) R4 T HAM LA DNA 255 fUB 5
PSR = B R 1 3 A A 12 DA N B 7 A 7
o 412 {657 ik S AF 4 04 43 A 0 1 1) AL G2 8 . A % R AN
Ja YT B AL N B AN /NI H, Sjogren e al (2017 )3
AT UL T DNA 8 R T ad 2 LT 4R
FEh Wy RE V& (1) B 25 A8 Ak, A B /DN KO0 A5 A f =R
X2 Ml A A R G 0 5 e B AR . I 2 b 2% B
M5 VRS O BRI AR ARSI Liu e al
(2021b) X 7 J6C & AR A i 25 1.8 7 4F i WA Ut
B by DNA A St AT 1 20, R HA5 7m i
it BT PR PN AR A IS B ) R R 4 R R e B
Tt R (1.4 7 2 1 747 ) iz i XA 9 2 FF 1
PR B s R R 1 (1 5 2 0.36 5 4F ) A AR
B2, FROMAE B B0k, 2% M XA ) 22 P BRI 3
0.36 J3 4 LAk, HE & ik 48 N30 s X A ) 25 1 2
FEMER A R BT LU BRI, Liu es al.(2021b)
i I AN R AR R 0 L E AE B B R R 2 AR
B2, AF P ST 0 22 R PR BB R R R B T AR
THE Vi HURE R B LR AR W) 22 MR PR DR P R I L
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BRI A Tl DNA 58 1E M BR A= 2 S 1) 1o, 1115

S N E PO S s N U 3 KR R R
A W o A B 05 A A Y A A T N A AR B DT AR
Yot DNA JG R & e b UHARAAA G B2 R K
S AR AL A A R A RO S, e 2R W S BR BT Y A B
VB K W3 T] 8 Ak 3 T A 3 3K A= ) 25 4 0 N R Y
WP R T AR O B A O T

5 W4 HREH

M Higuchi ez al. (1984) 1 ¥ #& Bty A B I oy
DNA - #4775 9 B 525 |, 12 4 8 40 4 1L, 7y
DNA B 5% # 4k t B0 T — 265 3 2 10 #7F 75 SR . 7
it DNA /58 B9 i 20 2 4F 5L, B O 56 56 aof 7 vh 2
HNIE TS YL 2, T DNA BFSE 2 3 7 ™ 08 9 Pk %
2 55 5 2006 4F LA, B & /I i Bl DNA (2% 52
T AR O 1 B v 38 A W B R A PR & R R
W DNA 5T 2 38 Ay 56 4L AR, AN 132 A0 IS
Je g R . IE 215 25 TR AR R 7 1k 0 58 B LT
T AR AR W 2 DR 2 B SR R T b Bk AR ) 2 1 %
O F 5T 2, BIZE W) 5 3 85 2 (8] 1 AH B AR RN R
Yy 5 255 0 O [ Ak OC & SR T ARy H b B
Oy TR T K DNA B 98 09 & B e H e
HBR A= 2 b R, R % 8 LT LA O I

(1) 77 DNA 3256 8 R K W & R, i — 2 {2
ik DNA B 5% 450 380 40 & . I\ 7 DNA #F 55 48 48
A04F M R TR Lok F , H R R R 5 R 1
HOopr BOROH 6 LT DL R R ¥ &l DNA 2
w4 SCEM I E A R S A A
K ARE AW &R 585, DT B 55 35 7 LA
L3 20011 = N 1 R TN 1 | ) 3 Y R 2 A<
T DNA 5 81 5 05 DNA B 58 BA It 25 41 B 37 K
S QIS A P AN DB R IV

(2)AEWAE B AW R R, K > Hrae A
W 4 e . 2 R IR 2 S 58 T Al DNA WF 23k 15 T
Vg o 1) I 50 KR | B A S 50 R i e ik DA Ry R B
DR B 5 A TR, K R AR A5 I B 2 T 2 H iR
FH 33 S8 850305 ok 47 N R DNA FIAM R DNA 9 5 51 |
T R AT R RE T R Bl 2 A B B R A B AR R
Y] OROR B A AR B kR U H R R
P AN TR RE B MBI A Tl DNA KB 19 43 B
AE 18 2 KR, DNA JF 51 20 BB 38 5 2 .

(3) 7t DNA 58 N 28 NS — P Fh 21 Z2 Yy F N
B — X 3 1) A BRYE LG R . H R4 ERVE FE R Y
r DNA £l 32 22k 3 bW B A1 9€ 2% X, F)

F T DNA WF 5% b 50 077 58 B 399 4 i 0 e O % 2
HRGRFR G R M P O LRSS A ROR
HEAS AL B 2 Ok B0 58 A A2 A 19 43 7 o 107 S5 VA0
HEI, K 2 BOWE 9T 58 90 4 v AE R B — ) B BF Y
b RS AT MR S R BB — X 4L
AN E X R, 29 FhoRD 4 BRYVE LAY 43 B 58 0 A X
b B T DNA BRI A Wr & J& 58 19 9 Fh 25
AN T 3G, W 55 FF A 25 00 DX 4 Rk AT AR AR
1,2 1) I HE A, BIF 5% 5 A S =2 1 5 DT v AR AR 0 oy
B DR 20 B Hs 25 0ok B\ AR TR DNA
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