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Abstract: In 1984, the Sweden scientists, O. Ostling and K.J. Johanson, devised the “comet assay” to identify
substances that cause DNA damage. Since then, it has experienced refinements that include several improvements
such as microelectrophoresis, the neutral comet assay, the alkaline comet assay, the enzyme-modified comet assay,

and the two-dimensional perpendicular tail comet assay. This general method is applicable to wide fields of interests
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including toxicology, genetics, environmental sciences & ecology, and others. Organization for Economic Co-opera-

tion and Development (OECD) and the European Food Safety Authority recommend comet assay as an integral

part of their genotoxicity testing strategy. The critical procedures in the comet assay involve the preparation of a

single-cell suspension, modifications to the lysis buffer, the percentage of low melting point agarose, electrophoresis

conditions, etc. It is difficult to standardize protocols for earthworm, piscine, amphibians, murine, and human sub-

jects. Successful comet assay must also include key points such as inclusions of positive controls in experimental

design, good comet image as supporting evidence, and the development of special protocols depending on species

and cell types.

Keywords: comet assay; single cell gel electrophoresis; DNA damage; genotoxicity

1 A5 X R (Devised and developing comet as-
say)

# 515200 (comet assay )t 1Y A2 fifd B ¢ R Yok 5K
I (single cell gel electrophoresis, SCGE), 42 i $LF} 2%
% 0. Ostling F1 K.J. Johanson T 1984 4F & BH | F| &
ERICEY e 5 A Y Y PRI E ) b, ey
“THC R K H2 R (microelectrophoresis)” . SE 56, 48 BR
WRELAANE L5178Y-S A A [ 4 BB AT 4E AR S C1-1
BIF L UM T AR RS A B A B IR A IR P, 7E
G SE AN, A AE S Veem T FRIG LK S
min, FEHPBERE L 68 fe e 2O BB gk, &
P DNA [] AL, 56 RS ) 4 M S B8, 3 2 3
ZARIRANAELE | h WIBR T 50% et .

1988 Ak B S B ok 5% — Ik Rk it . Singh
k20 R W TR K454 DNA (938 A I 42 R
EAE AR T X SF4H H,0, 5, BAsHE
M A5 SR R KA MO R ST AT, A R
P 210 2R R e e PR K RS RS U BB T S
i) DNA #8145, ek it)5 & P, H,0, 4B DNA iF
i b X G4 Y 228 55 Fl [R] 5T (homogeneous) .
ARIZEF A X DNA i fh e ERE AR K2
S, Singh HUHE 0YE B 5L F RS A I H > 4
Al DNA 514 FUE S, Fir s 420> 1 000 /45 2 45
YN T ZE O AR, DL, Beiad AR A A A%
AN, B REAS D[] — R A 40 B X DNA S 059 1
KRR M5 1990 t44 S B s

1993 AFEEF B S IRtk 1993 4ELLHT, £
A H BRI DNA 2 5 A Wi 24450405, AN Be 7 ¢
AR 15, ASBEH 2 DNA 45258 etk f5 /o
RS, AT DL A AR AR B R Oy, RO eSS
A% B2 3 U1 B T (thymine glycol DNA glycosylase-
Endo III, endonuclease IINALFHE DNA , A] {151 & fb it
Paffymg gt [RlRE T B 24 W E DNA A L g

fpg (formamidopyrimidine DNA glycosylase, fpg)Xb
J& AT AR5 A T 8- 4R 1 IR | G 4
Tif P 3 AR AR A3 402 1 DNA BT 24, 386 i 2% 2 1Y)
g, P, Al D) R SRR I B 248 DNA
AL, W Ro19-8022 Fnl HLyG(F 27 A 8-
L IS ) % % O A L R AS49 , 6 4 i 24 i ),
fpg ALFHZE AR 30 min B 45 min, 7 i £ E
AR EEET fpg B Y 6 2 S S0 A ) A B A (] 21
10 i Z% 5% T Y 0% R 5 (methyl methanesulfon-
ate, MMS)Ji5 , 7 A= 1 7K1 (4 AUk B i e BE A 17 Bl 2
s fpg i U U4 AL G 4 AL 45 47 DNA 1 5% 0
SR AR (R N2 12 A B R AEAN R 26
S 2T LR B 40 ) P TR S A O
WA 32 3 0 3 5w, R UL 7K P 19 DNA I 24 45
Pt IR G YRR C 4R BB R MR TR
R IR FIIR K, , AT 4, 25 R AI — 5 9k L2 400 B 7y 1 JRL
£ DNA AL 1007 W N 8785 7K SF- 18 48 Ak B
BEAE 20 d JRIHAR T R AT AR R 8 b 2R A ) B0k
FALI I DNA B 52 A TR, In4EA: = C
(22 R R R ROBE R AU DNA 51852 iR AN
], 55 PR R R AR R4 A R C T DL 35
b fpg s IR YT IR i s 6o i ™, etk I
PR R T) S 630 R i A R DR ) 3 1 22 A AR G Y
AL T S S R N 0E B A3 (kB (xero-
derma pigmentosum group D, XPD) & [K (1Y 4 i X
312-751 , 2l B A AU AR 1) £ R %5 B LU Ie s A
I 2 1%, W 7R 4ERF 1E % 1Y DNA & 52 1 7F 5E 41 i 98
il A A R R

LS R RN O S 4 [R5 AT, AN [R) £ B
PRRTEW R0 800, B R S 32 B E UG Y
DNA W45 43 , M i0R% 52 560 0 5 1) J& DNA A &
SRS, X SEA 1 AR B A BN IE B 18 52 Ry 4
P, 2 R a5 R0 B EAHSC, BN, 3R 9T
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255 4 5 B0 H R R CH W 81

Xy i = 52 A H L FR £ T8 (ethyl methanesulfonate,
EMS)Ji & i H- 21 40 s DNA 545 Ao = 488 Jin ™
B R SO0 0 RO A S B A MR (ROS)Y S5 &, R K
FEMEMLE], 4n £ 5 el 1 5 5 ROS 1 A6 75 0 I
(Strauchbufo raddei)f) DNA 145, [F] i} & 1 N-Z. ik
e 2 2 ( N-acetyl-1-cysteine, NAC) Fl 4 2 2% (me-
latonin, MEL) A] Ji 4% 2, % J{it 1 1l 9 DNA #4455,

H M Singh #2 i ms v £ B S0 00 I, 7 8% w1
Kl A5 2 e & 8 1999 4F | KR [ ZK s 1 —
ARSI LA, —3HERE Singh A9 B £ A ST
B AE A Ak 27 it 1845 B P A AR T 7 1 ik &
A0S, AT TR S BE W 2 ) DNA #5007 Bk A F
SEN7 A DNA-DNA 5 DNA-ZE [ Ji 3¢ Bk 46 475 i B
BEWr M S VI BRAE S A7 5, AR R AT A
/KK 1 DNA i 6, His /s 4 M, R 1% 40, @
P, 5] an A il DNA #1418 6871, DNA $i
Dite 5 2B () VIBRE 5 . 645 DI BR 3 ik 2K
fr i 8 A SIS PR W RS O AR &)
IR T b g — RAASE VIBR B & Bt AR 2 252 B
JEEEET QEHABE , BE R SRR
e 1 RIRE (B A2 B Q) LB & . 1B B R TR 1Y B
B A A S i i N X DNA #5495 , 38 3 9
TG 52 2% 0 (5300 1% ot DR 5 200 it 1) i i, 8 3 A1 1 44
MIBET , sl B 103 0 AT 2, A A A A K 2
B AL, (H 2 DNA A4 454K SR R4 78 3 w8 1 7K
-, 2T AR TR X R E AL, DNA BEE
B 71 AT B AR 578 U AE 1A I E bR 8, BB R
ZEME S RE 75 v AR AR A DG 9 , Sk st etk
RN DNA B RE AR 222 . DNA mB s
REZH FH DNA S A Bl RT-PCR Jrik , I 16 42 38
FEPR R 2 S KT AL B %) Tl 3% P AN (S AR 3t Bty 3%
/KT BRSBTS R R iig 2
A RN BB Ty R AT B B SN R T
DNA 5905 , 76 AN [R] B B[R] o5 BORE I 2, 647 Bk
fik S (challenge assay), il 41, FHZK PG B 8 2
NERFEML RGO, REEEREER
(bleomycin)f H,0, T, 2553k B i % R agfrd
DNA %, Bij 1E W2, (H 2 AN i BH 1E A 7 480 Ak
W, i B B2 2 (B-cryptoxanthin) GE {4 4" HeLa
AHML AN Caco-2 4 i %2 3Z H,0, 551 DNA i3,
EHHIE Y DNA B K00, Btk bs o iy £ 2 52
06T A 52 41 e X DNA #ipiE = 611,

2000 47, KRN 2 42 Jmy 32 Rk H &R 91 52 56k

TEA AL i 1o A B | BT 2 X Ak 2% i R A7 40 7
7] 48 278 5206 (5 5% | OECD TGA471 I ) A &k
T S2 3 (5 % 1 OECD 4872y HBE AT — AN Sz 45
SR B, AT 3 AR SE AL Sh P 4T 4
JiL A% S5 (B OECD TG474 120y 3k 5L 5z a6 ()
OECD TG489 U= Fil e 5 5wk 15 3h 40 40 i 56 [
SR SIS (B OECD TG488 #EM Ty,

2014 4, 2 AES K BAZI(OECD) |11k
AW L S A Py AL S5 HE NI B OECD TG489%"
W AALIE S R SR BRAE 0 A5 B A TN
TR ANE R 4w BT TR Y A sh Ak o
SaRE), HA RSN R K ST E X,
g 3 28, W4T 43 11 (scorable), JE 4T 43 1Y (non-
scorable) A1 J| /& J& (hedgehog) ., A 4743 i) £ & 40 fifg
FE R EEAZ AN B Y I EL AN 5 A 20 B B S Y 4l
i, I R E E DNA 1Y A o080k 2 2 o
(tail intensity, TI), 678 DNA (W 245 R4S B K F
£k A B2 R &5 1 BD 44> Gy 1T 4 107 Dalton
DNA 1103 MK, Al HE S0 PR DNA (Y W 2401 5
KAE M2 JE gamma S EL X-ray 15750 ~ 10 Gy)
N AR 2R DNA B H 50k R4S 1 2 ) T
FILRPESE 2220 il S JE 40 s DNA -t iy b 2 40 i
(ghost cell)al = RAHHL , A A B S —Fl ™ FE 451 4 i 48
MLCER /NN TEAE , RIS ECIR B B, ad R
ST RN T AN o] &8 X 078 20 it R 0% S s A
B RYIE BHLEE AN TG R, KB40 A £ A S g 3R
I, B T RE 2 R A4 e B P AL A 63 4 s K500 75 5 1Y
AN REEPECY ) TR B A BRI N U T 40
Y EEYE, XY B A SRR IE L) DNA i,
R H AT 4 A

2  $KRZE & (Methodical critical steps)

R S 2 i AN WGH | A R B AS D R A 4
Tl A A T A R P 3 P RS R E L Rk
G e ME S0, RAMNE B SCEG, ek B
JLJS R EE AL B A PN B R S A B P A S
B HEA T R AL T T S %) DB R
£ -
2.1 il R A

PAgRIF AN R YR 5 . A B S UHE
PGP ZR G0 AR AL, G i 248 i sk 2 2 7

] %) /N L R P T L S /N LR Y ke
M| A AR J A, AR T 5 e T T A AL LT
AHESHY 0 200, Wt 051 A s 240 L 8 Wi R O
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FEPEIUR L S | T R A A AR
TR IOR R A, AL .5 mmol - L' Na,-EDTA
(L Wz VU 2. 1R) 8% EGTA (£ % — 2 fik —fig i 2,
#2) .50 4 mmol-L" 5%, 10 mg-mL™" &1 G A By H- i it |
95% A= HiEh K (EI 0.85 g NaCl ¥ T4t 100 mL H,0)
B BERR Eh 5% v i (PBS) F 5% L BEEL %, pH 7.3 ~
75, H# EDTA 5 EGTA il BiER /K5 PBS 194E
FHZZEAF TG A M w5 Ve AR A g H il sk ) VR
TET I IR ARG W, BECAN AR, < Bl Y e 1
P50 ke i R A P VAR

A L S 6 e K PR U S AR A5 Ak U 4 L 2K
¥, B AR AR A7 4% S Ty 28 DR 40 2 sl g ol i
S POSHH ARREV TRHRE ERUT VA AN BE MR A 4 i h
R CHE ) DNA , FHHLAHRE 8 B3 1k 2 b 3R A 7 72 7T
X DNA & BT 45405, it R v i) o v B €0 3% dn i
LR Z S X 4> B DNA A fE i 08 i 43 , B
L, F P 248 6 T 32 AR S 4 L, {H 2 e A 2R 43 24
) 200 XTSI P A S ) VSR ) 2 i R S
L TR | (ERA AT Bl R 491, i 40 Cr(VID) X5 52
(Pisum sativum)DNA #0532 557 Cd-Zn X 4 55 1Y
P

H RTTA A2 1 41 B 1) 355 40 AN 2 T 70%
~75% , A BEAF B ] FEMZE IR B W S i
b Al REEE ) NSRS 2 e

2.2 B
B PR o5 B MV e A S A0 Y, 7 = 2 I ik
Hh I FH IE B B G 31 2 AT e, B L7 J 4k 1)
B BR P e IRt L B o B DA ARG R Y
WREE 2R OCH B AR AN ik U 248 e R bk 44t
F TK-6 MIZE SRR WA 0.6% ~0.8% LA
R AT, K i E R, RikESER
KRB AL O 2R, 450 15 200 L X e ik B
B, AR IR 164k, Nz oy B R AFY . OECD #
WU HE S BUIR A BE IS R 0.5% ~ 1% , AN KT
0.45% (OECD 489)*"
2.3 NpEBH

XA AR o5 r 0 0 B A M dE A 7 24, o
JH 20 e i i 1) 38 FH BC 75 /& : 10 mmol- L' Tris-HCl,
100 mmol-L" Na,EDTA,2.5 mol-L" NaCl,10% —
FH 3L (DMSO), 1% Triton X-100, pH 10, 246 4%
fFE4 °C 2060 min, HH Tris-HCl S22 1A R |
HEFFFE I pH {H. Na,EDTA J& 722 14 57 ARG 2 .
DMSO #& DNA R3], By 1 F 2% DNA 145
i, Triton X-100 23 136 4 5, i IR 20 i, 25401
A SDS(+ e FEM R B, — Fh o A8 P 5 FN 2R 1 A
FINAIHLE 2 54 (sodium carcosinate), tH A4 7t 22 ff i
AR 1B K FEARES , Qe & xf K Wi ( Eleuthero-
dactylus _johnstonen)Zfi L {24 e 14

Rz 1 OECD 489 HFHWEEKNHMRBE HIAL

Table 1 Positive control substances and its target tissues in comet assay recommended by OECD 489
i S CAS L
Chinese name English name CAS number Target tissues
I JLAH TR 2, TR Ethyl methanesulfonate, EMS RN 62-50-0 L Any tissue
IR FENR Ethyl ni RN 759-73-9 JIF Liver, f§ Stomach,
)l t nitrosourea =73~
. Y + —#81 Duodenum %55 Jejunum
AT Liver . Stomach .t 35/ Duodenum
7= Jejunum fifi Lung .
FH LA 52 F i Methyl methanesulfonate, MMS RN 66-27-3 FAE ML AN Bronchoalveolar lavage cells .,
¥ Kidney JE Bt Bladder 52} Testis
& Bone marrow . [fil.{& Blood
. . _— N-Methyl-N' -nitro-N-nitrosoguanidine, . .
N-H LN A 5L -N-F i JE AT RN: 70-25-7 & Stomach,+ —#§% Duodenum %5 % Jejunum
MNNG
12- 3L — Eh etk 1,2-Dimethylhydrazine 2HCI RN 306-37-6 JiF Liver /N Intestine
HF Liver 4% Bone marrow . Ifil /& Blood .
N-FH JE-N-F filg JL iR N-methyl-N-nitrosourea, NMU RN 684-93-5

' Kidney . Stomach %% Jejunum i Brain

E: OECD 489 AL FFA1E S K RAILVE 2014 4F 9 7 26 H KA AL G iaCse 000 . 2L st 4y (A oy ol v 5 2 106
Note: OECD 489 has been published by OECD on 26th September 2014. It is a guideline for the testing of chemicals: in vivo mammalian alkaline comet

assay.
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SISOI0J0199]5] Supuimun . W% iz g VBN S
N N Rl
Ea 20 Jo 3 Y
sueiqrydwe uo siooweIed Aesse jowod Jo Arewwung 7 9[qe],

HEVEERHERMYE TE



84 s #F

PLINN O %13 %

2.4 BRI E

iR JHE AR R R K VR 2 [] — 45 W, OECD 489 #
W 4542 : 1 mmol- L™ Na,EDTA,300 mmol -
L NaOH,pH=13,4 °C &/ f#JiE 20 min, H ik 5514
£4°C,07 V-cm™,20 ~40 min, DNA i 5 H 7k
INNETREEES 3 6912 5 SO WP W N O N 4 1
Z TK-6,IHLE 1.15 V-cm™ B3k 20 min A£E, K
T 049 Veem™ ,EREAGEEI, KT 148 Veem™ B
BN E A s, A s e O TR e
WU [A)RE Y HL K T AL A B i, BANE R J A5 Ea]
FeBURATHL.

2.5 YipuEE

R B 5% B R R 5 B ST,
A E R AREES, R mEEiTo, N
ETGE 40T, 75 B X 20 50 Ak A7 K 52 4
BT o T ARCSE I 4 0 DB 1Y e 2 A LK
30 4~
2.6 BHPEXTHE

8 LS G DA AL B B Xt R B X B R
SER T A R, S0 4 R 0 AT R A s
OECD 489 Hf7# i Wii L 2l 4 & FH BH 4 %o B, A 456 1Y
FEREIR L BR(EMS)S5, L3 1,

LB RHPE XS A, AT REAE ] T AR L s, ity
¥ (Salmo trutta) MU 5% 1 (Salvelinus alpinus) B ¥
4 i % 55 AF H R AR R B (MMS) i, AT 35 B DNA
Bt , 0 HISRRE I & & 58 R A A
WRAGPEY . =il 1 (Gasterosteus aculeatus){E F 151K
SNZAETRT RSN R R MMS H A 3 B IR G
KB SHEM S FA, 4-fiF 5 vk N4k 4 (4-Nitro-
quinoline N-oxide) e 15 238t £ R4 W B¢ ), 23 3 ML BT
hfn DNA 545 F1 7= R

PRI ES RS bR 3 AT R, — A
JEL PG S Gk 4 4 B A 5 T R s 4 R A A
YA X L ME LR LB L B R
ERAR R, R 2R R e KA 25 | o
WS,

3 EiFY F (Main application field )

H“comet assay” 1 I E 1A 7E 2016 4% PubMed
F1 Web of Science H14# %, Al 1531 J7 f% M 1) SC 7
W K ) 3 N AL A B B 30% , 5t 1T A
15% , 55 AL S BE# 11% R FHZE D AR 9% .
RS LT3 M 25 hitp://www.cometas-

say.com/,
3.1 Pl E RS

2RI (Lithobates clamitans) 1 -E I JINYE (Xenopus
laevis) S5 A0 IR I 40 1A Y 21 2900 e 5 FH 4k ) 5 AL S
5, Wk 2,

D7 1 3 ) 2000 A 438, B B3R5 R ET
MMS! EMS™! ZEIF N mAb g R R A
AL T =8P R A A PTG YY) (persistent organic
pollutants, POPs)®" 4= 21— H 3L\ i (dimethyl
sulfoxide, DMSO)™'" 15 4 i 1] K5 1B | &7 3]
B 5 PR T KO T AR 5 ) i A e
HTH 37 1) 5 B 4

Wit s E RS 3, Z 0K, 1997 4EZ
S RS2 240 B 40 v A IR A DR GRS
PEF) A Triton X-100,DMSO ., SDS WL R 84 . &
fiff K A ALES S5 R m X A O 24 R . dnie
SLFIEE] 25 min 2 7 d, A0 RLRIRIE S 4 °C M
2005 4 Z HI 2 5 . R E A5 BHR B vk BRI N
0.5% , U FEE 4 & 0.4% ~ 1.0% , W Mg | £ b
A0 gt AR M R 2 pH>13 45F 5 ~ 40 min,
Bffal R, R 2 Uk ER 18 ~27 V, /L
P 300 mA, A H Veom! FoRE, XK T
2SS BRI TSI R A AT ek
3.2 fREESE

o 1Y) £ 2 B TR T N R I A
ffi(brown bullhead , Ameiurus nebulosus) F% i #H 4
(common carp, Cyprinus carpio) ¥l HITFRY) 1Y 5 55
SH AR ICE AT R LN M E AT singh T+ 1988 4E 42
A B R S O %) L 0 R e P P R S
Rk, R B A5, B o B, T HL A £ I 40
AR A AZ AN, i At 2 SN B AN B R
R AR b 225 F 5 R S0 fa D) B A ST
55 H s IR A 2003 A0 95 K i An A . i 4 i
JF44 TR 200 7 R 4 2R 4

ik 2017 4F, B 24 90 ZFpfa 5 2505,
SO ARG R N SE 5 (in vivo)™ | R A1 SE K (in
vitro)®™  BRSLES (ex vivo) ™ HIE AL SE86 (in site)™
W R R G POPsTY &)@ A2 2T
DAL 43 8 I 40 2 D YRR - AT Gl R R A
BRI LRGP

G PIRGIE —FF , WA A M 0 B R ST G Ty
2,03, HIE, Y N S A A AR
IS5 ESRAT AR E R SRAE 7 227,
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| A PR B, S R B b 35 e e 1 T RO, 2R T
FHESHY Y A0, Wi 1 A% J 40 L 8y Wi 5 D7 v
FESRIOR T 2 |l R P A5

A Z PG T £ B 528, AN Eisenia fetida™ |
Ampynthas diffringens™ | Aporrectodea caliginosa™ |
Dendrodrilus rubidus® | Lumbricus terrestris™> Fl Mi-
crochaetus benhami™ %% | H.vh E. fetida 2% % JH Y
anff, 24 OECD F1 3 [ 35 45 O 4 J5 (EPA) #E 77, E.
fetida 1 A. caliginosa %15 4446 AH 1] () BEURHE
1M D. rubidus % # 43 J& Cd fefisk, K& E. fet-
da®™ Bl 4,
3.4 WEFLEHYIRT A E R ST

7L S ) e R S, AR DL, 3 R ) 4
00 = (1t S N [ RS R 7 S TN T
Bk BB AR, B UL 5 K 6

W TR A B SR R RS 1Y DNA i1 5
AN OEFR Y M T T R R R TT-
comet (two-dimensional perpendicular tail comet assay,
TT-comet), i A X 43 F 4 W7 24 1 0UBE Wy 284 149 kS 41
HELESY K 200 R A 248 B X A ) 25 4 Y S N 22 S AR
R TR Ay A 48 ) S 4 €5 i 2 48 19 TR 48 L A D)
SEREEES, UL, ZBRX A DNA 256 & H 0
SRR ELA Wy b A R S AN [8) W b ARG 400
DNA g5 AR R, ASE ) A TT-comet 55 12F
FAME, 2R, — M, Z5RE H B 401
DNA SeibAr e ik, 7 AR XUEE I i S R
BRI 90 JE , HEATHRUIE HE UK , 7 A BRI 2L ) BB
FasE YR

4 TFEMIEE5EE 5 ( Questions and defects)
(HRERF T2 R SCHR, £ B S it b
FHAEXT R BEAIC T 250 0 IE B e L& B, W =%
OECD 489 #7719 £ B 525 FHE XS (WL 3R 1), 53
Hh, SCHRH R R Y B S I R b, R geit B
XU IR BEAR T SCE MW SR AT
W B, BT T RIS, 2016 A LIATRY E A
SEYG, DM o 3, —USE 5 i A FRESORN 8 51 2R
HAAERZ
QBRI BAG — , B A AT R
HERYSEE T 28, BRI T 45 R0y mT etk . SRR, A
[Fi) 240 R SIS AU el T[] —Fh SE 56, AT R B0 9 2, 451

T, 7 e ] P 200 U %) R SIS v 4 R R 1
Triton-100 ¥ B >R HE HH 1% , SR S iE (R &K 3R),
TRMERS B S R M LI EI

(3)DNA H {1y 2 454 £ 286 714 [H] 20 2R 240 g 2 24

SEET PR, AN BB I 20 ifE DNA 35495 28 U RS

FE SR HEWT FoAth 40 e DNA i, an, & 2 S0
HeAsE A Therapon jarbua) ) HIE 20 i . B 410 o A i,
248 it Yo ST SR A 1 1) SRR A 3 R 3 W U 4 e
JE B AN YR 2 I A0 i e AN BEORREY R, ANRE
ANTRIZE TR A A I 464716 52 18 0 B AH BB an &)
2 ffi(Xiphophorus species)Hii Fils 41 X% 1 18 U 5 1
=R 1=0) N 5 R

(4)F 20 L ) 0 % LS I A5 RS2 e, A
Makh A E R S WiE M AT RS, #E
BEUEAT A0 P FEm S5 S IR DNA iF
FE UL L PR SR T R, B 2R S5 4 T S 1Y
DNA 251l SO, 2Bl 558 W 28 DNA | T 7 it 2%
T R R,

(5)iz FHE R 45 AT | 1Y DNA #1
I 3B 2025 AR R AH OC R, 45 A= Wy i AR A=
7/l RO =Y 5= A P I (1B G 7 = = B
TRFTES , ERBE 184 N #8451 ( Cyprinus carpio) i) DNA 5
15, W 200 TR SR M BE 19 20% ™Y it P AR 96 1Y
F#:( Leuciscus cephalus)DNA #5455 £ 84, I 7 A=
TG 5 G 0 Hh A 0TI 58 R 7™ EE Y9 DNA 475 X
ST SIS A I AR M A R S 4 R

SZMR, a0 B A 2k [ [ H 4. (Limanda limanda) T X}

AR EE Y, HEPE DNA B4 b M &, 4 £a 00 A
B, AR gt Y A, TR BRI L SRR
o FH AR I 550 5T DNA 1] Bg i s 47, (H 2, R mk
-~ A (benzocaine) X} %7 3 f1 ( Nile tilapia) () &5 2 525
ERTC O

B Bt T R LA F e ma T 5 AMR ARG X1= K
WMt ERARRRFHEFROLERRAT AN LA
LFSRPL TR,

BREEEN . X EW1962—), F, 4+ KA SRR
0P, E BT A ST AT SR SRR BIRSEA
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