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B E [HH] LR R M 5 R EAL 0 48 Y E AT . ARG ) L AN TR A
YRR S IR A 6K DNA BECP RS, DU BIRRH &R RBGCR,, I 2 DNA #EUH
BAEEMRIETRE. [ k] BAFHIX 4% Apiscerana cerana, [V EEE Osmia excavata F1 1 5E
Yinti% Amegachile strupigera {45 ALK HEITIR Ao AL LG A4E TREBRIGHE Y K 20 DNA fhi it
& (CZ). dt% BioTeke ( H 45w ) B.OH AR HILHA DNA #IULA & (BT). EE Omega
E.Z.N.A.*MicroElute J£H 4] DNA $#2BUAH & (EZ). JLat KARBORFESIEF 4] DNA #2BGRH & (TG)

T35 Bt Genloci®TNA fli#IX7 & (GL ) #BUR A /EF DNA, T 1TS2 % 5 A H AR AR U 74405 ,
B LR RZ R, i s PR RBEOR . e, RS BT 4RI, K&
RRAER TR, [&ER] XA & TG 5 GL ##BUREG LR DNA WER, K& CZ. BT fil EZ
PEBUR ALK DNA W ERAR, B RELNEE N 5-15 1%, W7& EZ Al TG 2HUR SR 1) DNA
s SHEIRA SR EZER . S PR SR 2E Y250 (143+12)(CZ )., (167+8) (BT).
(160+10) (EZ), (160+6) (TG) #1 (161 +16) F (GL), HAMRME&®EH . BFEKFELHEAR
FRBULH MY, H0 8 Hig e il S E] DNA B, Bbah, K5 & BT i M T 4 E /Y
MY EERZ, ARERIEIGH DNA BRI EANR A EM TRl 0.02 mg. [ 4] AR &R
HIRG M BORAE BRI, IR RERINTT LR 0.02 mg, A5 EFRBGER G0
DNA A &4k imi T MG it it =%,
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Comparison of different kitsfor the extraction of mixed
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Abstract [Objectives] To compare the performance of different kits in extracting DNA from micro mixed pollen and
determine which kits meet the minimum demands of DNA extraction from mixed pollen samples. [Methods] Pollen carried
on the body surface of Apis cerana cerana, Osmia excavata and Amegachile strupigera from different regions was mixed.
Genomic DNA was extracted using the Shanghai BioTeke Magnetic Bead Extraction Kit (CZ), the Beijing BioTeke Centrifugal
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Column Genomic DNA Extraction Kit (BT), the Omega E.ZN.A.® MicroElute Genomic DNA Extraction Kit (EZ), the
Beijing Tiangen Genomic DNA Extraction Kit (TG) and the Jiangsu Jirui Genloci® TNA Extraction Kit (GL). Sequencing data
were obtained based on ITS macro-barcoding and the results obtained from the five kits were compared in terms of variance
and analyzed using linear discrimination and hierarchical clustering analysis. The extraction method of the BT kit was adjusted
to reduce the amount of mixed pollen required. [Results]

5-15 times higher than that obtained using the CZ, BT and EZ kits. The purity of the DNA obtained using the EZ and TG kits

The concentration of DNA obtained using the TG and GL kits was

was significantly different from that obtained using the other kits. The number of plant species detected by each kit was as
follows: (167 + 8) (BT), (161 + 16) (GL), (160 £ 10) (EZ), (160 + 6) (TG), (143 + 12) (CZ). Some kits were significantly
better at extracting DNA from specific plant orders, families and genera. Indeed, some plant DNA could only be extracted to
templates by specific kits. The smallest quantity of mixed pollen that could be extracted to a qualified DNA template was 0.02 mg.
[Conclusion] Different kits varied in their ability to extract the DNA of different plant orders, families and genera. DNA

could be extracted from mixed pollen samples as low as 0.02 mg. These findings provide information to guide the selection of
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kits for extracting DNA from mixed pollen samples.

Key words insect pollinator; mixed pollen; pollen source plants; DNA kits; DNA metabarcoding

B U MR RS R G55 T RE B T B 41K
Wy, TEEAML B M 55 8k S5 b lLIE 90%
( Wardhaugh, 2015 ), &8 B B 5T MY Z 6]
1) 2R O R T A AR AL R M 4 ( D7 i
B4, 2014 ), DU RN IEH R R TE
HeFphli A S RGP R, o AR E
e A 45, Hoh 4 1% Apis cerana
cerana J& 3K E A B st L R, b IX ™
2. WAEREES . REMEFREMLE, FHHXHR
FRrE B | sl F R 2R, 2A L
FHAGAEYI R R AL ( EAREESE, 2022),
[MIjFsEERE Osmia excavata 1F A 5 82 (1 7 4=
ey ML, PR TE 3280 A H 2 AR 2 4
M2 BRI H T, R R th DALy
IR Z — (XIS, 2019 ), HBEDIH:-#
Amegachile strupigera &5/ T L. T
WIVL, L8, g, 0. R, WL =F .
Frus S5, B SR RN ED A 351
MRz — ()55, 2020), e M5
BE W R 1 BEDT 0 5 T8 T2 A A I 2 U5 AR
R, B . Bolb i asusms, B
FEEWFFME

5T B AR FRE R e Ry, DL 5 e
FEA HOAE B A3, B I B Ay Bt ) B 42k
P, RAER M R FEE I AT ( Zhao et al.,
2016 ), S E LM UG EE OB ) TR0
T 1 R 3 R( Melissopalynologing ):

FER B N AL AL S I 45 A %
() IRAED M AE R TE SR e e R 2 1%y
AR R FERT, I HFEL AR, B 2 #
S0 (Bruni etal., 2015), 1 HiFZ Y S
Y BB K DL BB, RS R RS IR AR
A6 THOW TR 25 RRAE TC 1L AR 47 4% X 43 ( Salmaki
et al., 2008; Khansari et al., 2012 ), 2) DNA
AL F A ( DNA metabarcoding ): %7 EA
G T A AR S EE T Ok, A
A Yuetal., 2012 ), #E: 5 ( Richardson
etal., 2015) SR, Iz TR A LR 24
E (Yuetal., 2012 ). S =4 A ( Nelson et al.,
2014), A ZHPEIEAS (Gibson etal., 2014 )
FUER 4 HI 2 (Bell etal., 2017 ) 25771
H T, % AR YR 5w A Fhric A
FHER TS ITS2 M4 A K] MatK | psbA-trnH .
rbel . trnL &5 DL RO RF VA A ( 24555, 2021 ),
H T2 BEHAFREKR, REtks. X
JE 1 DA RS e Va4 RE A (Chencet al., 2010;
Pang et al., 2013), H#AENIEN DNA KIEHY
G¢ FhRic N T AE P Pk 3 5 T ( Baksay
etal., 2020; Gousetal., 2021),
1RG4E) DNA S BCHCR 1045 72 52 i DNA
FHFICA YRR EER E (Belletal.,
2017 ). HHT, $EEUEYFE 4 DNA & H kR
WG, R AR | P R a5 = S5
MCEBSE, 2015 ), AR & a0 S 0 3
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Kyt B A, SEERBACR A —E £ R

(B ERZ=T5, 2018), 25445 (2013 ) Lb#
3 FEYIA &TE K Zea mays. JKFH Oryza
sativa FI K & Glycine max | 1) DNA B,
KIRAIRF & (DP305 ) RORE ., Mg 1E %5

(2018) ARG AR DNA #PUE Qiagen
DNeasy” 8 #) 3t [H 20 $2 BUR 7 & . MRS 2% %

(2019) &3 Biospin fEAHEH L DNA $2HGK
FEXTE 44 Cinnamomum kanehirae ¢ i
DNA USRI T R L N4 DNA $2HK
ARG P, RSS2 58 B BRI Gk £
A1) DNA #2000 & WA = 0 E 2,

WP Apidae oM B R BAAHE R 2 HAK
EZHR, HARREET AL AR 2 . ] anf
A YA HL 4% Andrena camelina & R # (2 S A Ky
RN (1.64+0.56) mg, & HIEN LK
SECH (9068+2364) ki (Lietal., 2021);
R R H A R BT IA (4.15+0.85 ) mg,
WWECH (11496 + 1871 ) % ( BREA:, 2015),
AR A4 B AR B84 2, BT LUK
R AL SAEXT /> (Bell etal., 2017; %
K4k, 2018), HAG, AXfLHmERTEETIRS
LAY DNA $BO5 L B >, i EA
SR A AR R P B S A S TR BT A A A A
o TRk B AR H &2 ( Bell et al., 2019; Lang
etal., 2019), B, EHEIFLIIES EK DNA
PP & WAL E L Oy LA R
g by B BRI IR A 468 DNA IR, U
FAREFEHL DNA Fr 1R G AE R FE 5 ) B AR oK
Hto ABFSRIH 5 R AEY) DNA SR BGRFH &
XHE R B AR RIE A AL 51T 5 DNA $2H 548
HUSUR 22 5531, SR e 1 S e A Rl e &
AR G TR A A B R 000, DA i IR
A0k DNA RISk ss, DL # =
HE PR IR R S e RS

1 #MR5HE

1.1 BE#EBER

AR TR AL FZORIR T p AR i (K
DA L E SRR AP IX ), MR RERE (IR | B |

TLPYEEHE ) MR BED) i (V0048 . RS . )RS
) RS i IJC R UK el s e R R AR, i
BLIEFAERLIURE , TR AT T, FEraqE
ke MRS VT IR 2528

1.2 B DNA REGXFI &5 i%

DNA $2EUGKH S e Bebrift: 1) REFRIUM &

HYFEH A DNA; 2) H TR AT 5T sl
T2 BT UL BARHE , ARTFFE 38R 5 Fhislinl &
A TREBR A FE N4 DNA 450 &
(CZ). Jbat BioTeke ( HZETE ) &AL
FEM L 2] DNA $2HGA &( BT ). 52 [E Omega
E.ZN.A."MicroElute J£[H 2] DNA #2BUL7) &
(EZ). dbnt RARfEte A 40 DNA $250K
F& (TG) FLHRTHE Genloci "TNA it
& (GL ),

1.3 #HER&IEH DNA 2E. PCR # &5

BE 3 NN N IR A e
(1.0, 1.5 F12.0 mg), ARG &N
SFM, H 5 AR S IR A ek SR 41
DNA #47 3 IREARMEE I, BEEET
2.0 uL & DNA #5417 1.0 % BB EE i i Sl
PAR AR ETC R ( OD,so /ODago fH ) X DNA
R 1TS2 X #EFT PCR §73, 514551 K 2F .
5'-ATGCGATACTTGGTGTGAAT-3', 4R ; 5'-TCC-
TCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3', PCR Wik Z& N
20 pL, H:H . DNA #47 10 ng, 5xFastPfu Buffer
4uL, dNTPs 2.5 pL (2.5 mmol/L ), I FiiE514
% 0.8 pL ( 5 pmol/L ), TransStrat FastPfu
Polymerase 0.4 pL, #ill ddH,0 % 20 pL, JZ Y
PN 95 CHIZEME 5 min; 95 °CZAEME: 30 s,
55 °CiBk 30's, 72 °CHEfH 45 s, I 29 AMFIF;
72 °CHEfH 10 min; 10 °CHf£fF. PCR =4 2%
DG HBE I HL RS ), 3% B AR A
BN FHEA T o

14 MFHELESSH

FH Trimmomatic v0.33 X il e £ 1 4L
1k, (Bolger et al., 2014 ); @it FLASH v1.2.11
AR IR T PHE (ESXKE =10bp,
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FEEXEERHE < 0.2) (Mago¢ and Salzberg,
2011 ); #HJaAIH Usearch v10.0 ( http:/drives.
com/uparse/ ) BRI AR , AJA5 5 A 30T 5
FIH Usearch v10.0 X§ 4 8505 FIFEARUME 97 %
KAV b A7 A 73 25 88 50 ( Operational
taxonomic unit, OTU )32S( Bokulich et al., 2013;
Edgar, 2013 ), #£T UNITE v8.0 %)% ( http:/
unite.ut.ee/index.php ), FH Ribosomal database
program ( RDP ) classifier v2.2 J&F Dl njHr ik
( http://rdp.cme.msu.edu/ )X} OTU RRFFFHITEA
[ 2K EEAT IR (Koljalgetal., 2013),
T PCR 5| HAT @M, &5 ERNEER
OTU J¥%] (Wang et al., 2007 ), FETFHRE4E
£ Excel v2016 T8 4eit, SRR A SPSS
v25.0 AT R R 7 225347 ( One-way ANOVA )
WAl e A ArAE B 25, A GraphPad
Prism v8.0 #17n] ¥4k, I FHFELE Galaxy workflow
framework HEFT4:H 5] 0 Hr[Linear discriminant
analysis ( LDA ) effect size, LEfSe]f§/~Z:5% W
10245 HE(LDA > 4.0 )( Segata et al., 2011 ),
A RIET “pvelust” T2 KR 0Hr
( Suzuki and Shimodaira, 2006 ).

15 WERAEBEE

FIARIAEY AR 2 R & (BT), X
DNA 2B 1.0 mg IS M AT 3 — P 1
i WHAF S BCL BRI T AR - K I 2L ]
MR 8% 60-90 min; 1+ 40 pL PEARZE b
W o WE IR G AL B AR R 0.5, 0.1, 0.05,
0.02 A1 0.01 mg. IRAIEMFFER: B 1.0mg IRA
FEH, A 100 uL ddH,O #R¥%IRS), HABEE
WEHL 50 uL ARSI BH I B 04 T E
L>HL 12 000 r/min .00 3 min, 3 LW, EEE
OD—K, 5] 0.5 mg IRAACK . T RRFERER T
AR HAD BT R TR SRR -

65 FH VA 3 5 15 B X AS R A A 4 T i
HATRE R 2 DNA $2H0, HU DNA #5tfk 2 pL i#47
1% B IR FEL VKA N 5 23 S B BE ARSI ( ODago /
ODago B ) PCR #3514 B e i t& & 7] I, PCR
TS 2% REEE RS FRL VKA, S5 I BT I A2
HlySEEy i

2 HRE5SH

21 FERFESRIGEAIEH DNA BREM
HELLR

AN[F] DNA $HGAG & He BUR & /e
DNA i fik B 25 (K 1), GL K181
DNA #JF i, N (122.4+22.4) mg/L, 1fij CZ
1331 DNA WAL, K (7.9+2.0) mg/L, 5
o 7)o o T A A Al 4 8 5 e R il i
JPbRiE. AR AAER e ~, BT Al EZ 2
BURGAEMEEME) DNA WE LR EZER (P >
0.05), H-HFHHERANEFRHEEER (P<
0.05); TG I GL i #25% (P>0.05), A
HHHERA G EEES (P<0.05), EZ fl
TG HRBURAIEREET Y DNA 4l 5 H 25
BIFERFE#S (P<0.05), CZ, BT LI} GL Z
B & Jo i & 25 5% (P>0.05 ),

22 AEARFASREGESES  TS2EEWFN

SERIRE
AN [A] 3k 00 6 2 O [R] T VR B A6 B BT 15

DNA #4284t Tllumina PE250 “F-&F, F1
BRI S E L 1, 2R Ras R iR,
5 PRk S S LS R Y 248 B, b CZ %
53 (143 £ 12) Fpit¥y, BT %E158 (167+8)
Fi, EZ %5E153 (160 +10) Ff, TG %KE155)

(160+6) i, GL %2 158] (161 +16) F (&
2). HETIH & BT f2H R SEH 41 DNA ZE G
MR RZ, K& CZ &b,

23 FARRASRNESHNERST

SRS M B, 5 P S AR TR UL
PAEYEAE L ES (B 2), fEHAKFE, BE
H (Lamiales) I+ {6 H (Brassicales) i CZ
HPLHH , M:B%78 H ( Ericales ). <JE H( Apiales )
FJCHF H (Sapindales ) i BT AIL#HH, BEHK
% H (Oxalidales) iy EZ 4L H, % H
( Asterales ) f15¢2-H (Fagales ) & TG ZHL#
H, ##H (Rosales) iy GL 41{L#H; 7ERK
-, RKEFEH Oleaceae )Fll 1“7 4L Brassicaceae )
HJ CZ APLHFE, FIIAFR} (Pentaphylacaceae )
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. 88 2.0F ¢ ¢
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A < <3 057ty

2 o pRHe cpEEl 2217 Z

1 0 2.0 1.0 1.5 2.0
BEEHFEE (mg) Mlxed pollen quality (mg) REMmETE (mg) Mixed pollen quality (mg)

B1 ARAFEZREINRERSGIEN DNA BIRE (A) FL4E (B) L&
Fig.1 Comparison of concentration (A) and purity (B) of three quality mixed
pollen DNA extracted by different kits

CZ: LiE TREBRIEHIY) R I DNA 50 &5 BT: Jbat BioTeke (12850 ) B LoHERYfRAE i
F:N4H DNA #BUR7 & EZ: 35E Omega E.ZN.A.®MicroElute X4 DNA #2HURF&; TG: Jbaik
AR AL L FE DI 2 DNA 2GR &5 GL VLI585 8 Genloci® TNA flif iR & 1 2 [l
BN P EARE2E s FE BARA AR 0 SRR R TEAR R RE it BT R R ANl iaR) &
PRI DNA Ve sk 2 A7 18 35 2257 (P <0.05 ),
CZ: Shanghai BioTeke Magnetic Bead Extraction Kit; BT: Beijing BioTeke Centrifugal Column Genomic
DNA Extraction Kit; EZ: Omega E.Z.N.A.® MicroElute Genomic DNA Extraction Kit; TG: Beijing Tiangen
Genomic DNA Extraction Kit; GL: Jiangsu Jirui Genloci® TNA Extraction Kit. The same as Fig. 2.

Data in the figure are mean + SD; Histograms with different letters indicate significant differences in
the concentration or purity of DNA extracted by different kits at the same sample mass (P < 0.05).

x1 AEEAZIRBGRSEN | TSERNF FEHE
Table1l Different kitsextract mixed pollen ITS gene sequencing data

LA YEL A
P i PRI ()| e e FARE (o)
DNA kit Mix?d pollen Sequences %bp) & DNA kit Mixgd pollen Sequences %b D) €
quality (mg) quality (mg)
1.0 56 823 330 1.0 47 483 335
(074 1.5 52 664 326 TG 1.5 41976 334
2.0 50350 330 2.0 54315 333
1.0 47987 336 1.0 45103 335
BT 1.5 42 628 337 GL 1.5 52737 334
2.0 43 921 336 2.0 36272 335
1.0 47 450 336
EZ 1.5 42 375 338
2.0 46 540 335

CZ. LifgH TREEREAY LN DNA #8574 ; BT: dUE BioTeke ( AZETE ) BOH AU FE M LA 41 DNA #2
PGk 4 EZ: 35[FE Omega E.ZN.A.®MicroElute K4 DNA #EUAH & ; TG: JbLm RIRHEAEMEENZ DNA #
BURH 25 GL VLI 8t Genloci® TNA flifiH &, F 2 [,

CZ: Shanghai BioTeke magnetic bead extraction kit; BT: Beijing BioTeke centrifugal column genomic DNA extraction kit;
EZ: Omega E.Z.N.A.® MicroElute genomic DNA extraction kit; TG: Beijing Tiangen genomic dna extraction kit; GL:
Jiangsu Jirui Genloci® TNA extraction kit. The same as table 2.



6 1] A% ARG GO0k B R AR 5 AE K DNA $RIBUICR HA

+ 1341 -

®2 AERRAERBABMERESELHE
MKFEEERNBESIT
Table2 Theannotated quantity statistics of

different trace mixed pollen extracted by
different kits at the species level

REEK T (mg)

I & Mixed pollen quality (mg) PR EZ
Kit Mean+SD
1.0 1.5 2.0

cz 128 144 158 143+12
BT 162 178 162 167+8

EZ 153 175 156 161£10
TG 161 168 153 160+6

GL 147 183 153 161+16

FFSNEL (Araliaceae ) &y BT ALHFE,  FhbE
Bl ( Elacocarpaceac ) & EZ ZL#Fl, ZFH
( Asteraceae ) fll5¢ |- %l ( Fagaceae ) & TG 414k
#HB, WF (Rosaceae ) Ky GL HHILHAFE; 7
JEKF-, Z5#JE (Brassica) N CZ 4fE#HVE,

G428 )R ( chefflera) FI#2AJE (Eurya) o BT
AR, #EJE (Elaeocarpus) 4 EZ AL H

#4b43H; Cladogram
i
&
h P
- CZ ~ VW2
== BT S \ \
- E7 \ N\
= TG o2 N\
== GL E] SN
@
SN
2 —
=
228
y
4 y
e A\
se

B2 ARRXFZRESEMBIREEY LEfSe 217

J& , #7%)E ( Rosa ), SR & ( Malus ), 2%J& ( Prunus)
MTHEE (Sringa) b GL 4#JE (E 2 ).

24 BRALHRBIEMEREE

R itE— 2 o B A K B AR R AT IR A AR M
HAR A SR S A X R OC R, AR HI B
B, XIBKCE R AR 1 7 P2 IR R
K. BRERIAPDKFHEY RN 4 2K

(&l 3), 55— R KFEFH Cannabaceae ).
Rl (Lauraceae ) MI#RFHFAEF} ( Primulaceae ),
R il & CZ Rl GL; S5 RN EARR

( Acanthaceae ). PIEEL ( Apiaceae ). HEAF}

( Betulaceae ), HHMEEL (Juglandaceae ), JIAE!

( Paulowniaceae ), E# AKF} ( Platanaceae ) Fll
SF} (Polygonaceae ), FiEidHl & BT; %=
RERY A4 FR (Aquifoliaceae ). KIJ4Fl

( Asparagaceae ), BT #l ( Elacagnaceae ). Bk
S IBL (Myrtaceae ). 1T#A%L ( Podocarpaceae )
F=RRFE (Urticaceae ), ikl & EZ;
TR R T AR IR

a: Bk # H Oxalidales
c: TLhn#} Araliaceae

e: 4xJE H Apiales

f: 358} Asteraceae

g: 35 H Asterales

h: +521ER} Brassicaceae
i: +%1¢ B Brassicales
k: SERE Malus

1: Z=J& Prunus

m: 2% )& Rosa

o: T#&/J& Syringa

r: TL3) AP} Pentaphylacaceae
s: ®ARJE Eurya

w: ¥:B84EH Ericales

x: 553-F} Fagaceae

y: 553 H Fagales

al: KBE#F} Oleaceae

a2: J§¥ H Lamiales

a3: 222L)8 Brassica

ad: #1328 Elaeocarpus
a7: #:35R} Elaeocarpaceae
b3: Al Rosaceae

b4: 3% H Rosales

b6: REELEJE Schefflera
b8: JuEFH Sapindales

Fig. 2 LEfSeanalysisof mixed pollen nectar plantsfrom different kits
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Fig. 3 Hierarchical clustering of mixed pollen nectar plants

LRl BRI A BRI O BRI KA BRE.

5 R

Green: First cluster; Red: Second cluster; Blue: Third cluster; Purple: Fourth cluster.

25 WERAEHBRE

AN T3 791 8 2 BUAS [ ot VR A A6 A T 15
DNA #ifz 23t lllumina PE250 “F-H0)F, Jfxf
FEONHEAT /2R, SR om0 MR A ) i
Z IR £ 4 BioTeke 5.0 I oA T 2R IR 40
DNA #BGAF & (BT), A BT a5 & BCE
iR (< 0.1 mg) MIRGIER, 45 E/R, 0.5,
0.1, 0.05 F10.02 mg A TEH ) PCR =¥ 5%l
MBS, KRR SEF 41 DNA ¥7af L)
AT T . 1 0.01 mg JR-AFER PCR

PRI I SE 2 o DA BT AR A3 &g
RIS LA BTN 0.02 mg (5] 4),

3 itig

AWK Y], AF DNA X &R &
AEH DNA A Al i) i BBk J3 K 4l ROR YA 52
M, iX 5 Claassen (2013 ) & Stephen Z¢( 2015)
KT G UL K 2] DNA B —3
A5, CZ fRIBURE IR DNA HRE
BERAR, B TR REER R DNA 1
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Fig. 4 Resultsof PCR amplification and
electrophoresis of different quality mixed pollen
genomic DNA extracted by BT

BT: dtxt BioTeke ( F 285w ) B5.CobE AU fcRE AL i BE K 41
DNA #2HU&#)&; M: DL 2 000 marker; 1-3: 0.5 mg iR
FAEH LN DNA §3877 15 4-6: 0.1 mg {RRG/EK4E
N4 DNA 7347745 7-9: 0.05 mg IR S AL HE K 20 DNA
PIEH)5 104122 0.02 mg IR A3 LK SR 21 DNA 473
Y15 13-15: 0.01 mg IRA LRI L] DNA §7 374 .
BT: Beijing BioTeke Centrifugal Column Genomic DNA
Extraction Kit; M: DL 2 000 marker; 1-3: 0.5 mg of mixed
pollen genomic DNA amplification product; 4-6: 0.1 mg of
mixed pollen genomic DNA amplification product; 7-9:
0.05 mg of mixed pollen genomic DNA amplification
product; 10 -12: 0.02 mg mixed pollen genomic DNA

amplification product; 13-15: 0.01 mg mixed pollen
genomic DNA amplification product.

EFI TR PR ARG E WM DNA, It
Ab, LY DNA B ODago/ ODago [E AR AE TE
1.8-2.0 Z[al, {H EZ 1 TG £BUR A LM EE MR 1Y
DNA #itit ODyg0 / ODoso fEI 5 T-41 DNA L
{8, H DNA 2 5 el S A7 7 o 25 22 5 &
1), XA[REREH T EZ fil TG iR7) & 7E DNA L
TEA BRI T AZRRBhLR],, S BRI
A RBAEAE/D W RNA 5847, [HX] PCR 44 IG5
W, AT RNA B .

FEABGEAEELR) 5 FhRCEATY) DNA $2 0K
F&rh, REERIEAYA 4 DNA A & A
T R L, (DR BT RE R B 122 ; BioTeke
BRI RE L JE R 4] DNA 2 BGAH) 828 &
REAGH I 2] d5 22 (R R VR A ) 2 HRE R0 L 0 4E
A B, AE R B S R AS 4 OB A L B
E.ZN.A."MicroElute %:[A £ DNA # B &

Genloci“TNA IR G AERTHLK , % 3-4 h;
KRR &R 5 2L K 41 DNA - $2 B0 50 & A
Genloci“TNA a7 £ 45 A AR AR v FEE 4 v 5
Genloci“TNA AR G/ TR A N Z Bl 1
bR B AT, REARMK, &L,
AW H BioTeke 5.0 AE KUl 5 4 i 2 K 41
DNA FEBGR ) & e o 4 i b s e R A e 8
it ROR VR AR P 2H R

L R R R itk — 2D R RRREL | Rt
B AERAY DNA (AT DU G 2R 7 35 I 4 DNA
R H &M Genloci®TNA R & HEHL,
I3 BHER B MIEEE, B3 804 fLi, Hrpfs
BHEM SMNEE T Zy ki (37 BEE RN AT, 19955
PRI AE, 2003 ); BHUARFE. IERF. HEREL.
FABEERL AR AR RIZERHU AT B BioTeke
B R R AR A R 4H DNA R GRS
W, X JURHEYAER LT B K ERIE , 16K S e
LIRS H o & FUB AR R 2%, b ARk RL A
BERHEA W2 AMEE (0155, 19995 Ji LEEAE,
2000; WFEHLAE, 2005; H1E4E4, 2007; B
%, 2016). HA E.ZN.A." MicroElute 3 [ 41
DNA $EHGAH S A 214 F 8. RITAR,
B, PR RIS, XILRHE
WERKEDY . 508 . —MIBSEZMIER, 280k
MARESU . 8, DEERIDEHE (s
BILRE, 1990; HHIESE, 2004 ), AR &
A RRS R Y DNA RI RESE H TAE Y ALKy BEZS
%55 AN (7] 1) 28 T 3 B8R A b R EL A AN ] 1
B4 (Henderson et al., 2013 ), Hit, HRIEAIH
SRR 7/ = TGy = 7 N [ B o S S N S R 2 B
S, BRIEWRE . SER DNA Bifl, T
HEE, AWtgErh 5 P a0 R R rE B Re o
AR 5T 1 S g E— 20 I J 2 At o flan, fo
W5 (2016 ) FIH N T HEEBS T HEETIH iR
FEEYRRE, SRS TR Ui R
X, AW HE T IRAACE . BRI
Y, BaARME LR HE Oy ) IR
ZHEME, Lang 28 (2019) WF5E 3R 41 20
J¥ ( Genome-skimming ) i R7EN T IR G E
T A S, T Y R AR AT
RA, TG AMFE XTI GR &, AR
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i FE DNA TR 2200 #r .

HATTEE SR A G S % () IRAE Y
M FE T, HEATR A B 30K (Lang
et al., 2019), Wit B A ERRE ST B AL 4
B i A 2 HBOMEICEE , ilan, BRXUR Y 3
BAE K B d K Sk 4x i Chrysomya megacephala 5
Lo2%0 Lucilia porphyrina ( & K4k, 2018 ). It
A, i) — 2 B AU AR AR /N 45 83 587N Robertson
et al., 1992), HET I, ABFFEH ALY Fi
Kl ik, TR T TS PR,
SE I RIATE B RSP ZER IS LR, IR G4
W B R AR 0.02 mg, X{F DNA $EHUTF
MR JE R R, BRI E AR 28 W 5
. FRIMEY) DNA $EBGARI &, AW GE
BT 5 A RGN S A T, AN ) R )
FETERRZES, HIES B, Ty R
[ 52 S B A A ) DNA 45 It ) & 0 el
BB, AT — 25 0 1 1R ] ARSI A [R)AR 40 25 78 1) e
ifi DNA #2765
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