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Research advances in the application of environmental DNA (eDNA) technique
in biological invasions

Yang Lifeng' Yang Nan' Fu Haibin® Chu Dong"

(1. Shandong Engineering Research Center for Environment-Friendly Agricultural Pest Management, College of Plant
Health and Medicine, Qingdao Agricultural University, Qingdao 266109, Shandong Province, China;
2. Technology Center of Shenyang Customs, Shenyang 110016, Liaoning Province, China)

Abstract: Biological invasion is closely associated with national food security, ecological security, and
biological security. Rapid detection and eradication or interception of invasive alien species (IAS) is an
effective means to reduce the damages. However, the traditional methods often fail to satisty the require-
ment of rapid and accurate identification of IAS. As a newly emerged monitoring technique, environ-
mental DNA (eDNA) can be used as an important method for the monitoring of IAS due to its non-inva-
siveness and easy of sampling, overcoming the deficiencies of traditional identification techniques such
as low efficiency, time consumption, and sample destruction. This review summarized the characteris-
tics and development history of eDNA technique, and introduced its application in the research on bio-
logical invasions including the detection and monitoring, judgment of the invasion routes, determination
of the distribution and damage degree of IAS, and the interaction between IAS and other species. Mean-
while, the review pointed out the problems and perspectives of this technique in the future.
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MMz AR & ARG A 5 Y& 2 ™
By ME 2T 2Rl XI5 — Rk DL S S
AV A R A RZIR , AR AR R A & ™ o, B 5 i
R E W ILFE T, A ARRE— LA EHH .
IR B 2 R 1RGSR AN R B AR B B R
WOAS [ (9 B 4 S w7 1 45, 2008) . ARAIFITE
NAZ M — B AR5 PR TR, AN e, T
FUXEDLGR BT RCR s 16 AR g 7 A
W5 WS, A A T PR A R s i I T A
NEBFIG TR, Bt il AR PR B e, R,
A2 A FL A 2 W B AR
N ZL(Woodell et al.,2021) , H AT EZ W LIE A%
YT D RS FhRie SE T S0E B =]
DL DU b L2 1) 25 5 | {H sy 32 08 56 HL 40 B Bt
PRSI RE I8 2% , A B BEAE AR i s B
P AR P A 2 G 2 (Brown et al., 2016) . 4 F
FrRic i) B o HERR 48 0 vh k45 2R
(Deiner et al.,2017;Poland & Rassati,2019) , A ZK £
AL PFEAERIAN R o SR, X e FHORTEAE
S0 PR AR AS 1 B TR 45 5 , [] Bk DA s 3]
RSURCPE B AAZ 0, g 3 HORN GO N A 1) 55

JEAESE , #473% DNA (environmental DNA,eDNA)
HEARTEY A P IEZ 3 T2 G . eDNA
FARIEFG N AT DU KB A BT REA R HL
DNA J Bz, 3 1 73 By PR35 7 (Y DNA KA 50 48 7
YIFP (Rees et al.,2014) o X ARTEXT AP Fh 5
W A2 W5 Wy T B E ST, Rk
W AZ W 5 W0 5 A8 J1ARNFE . 78 2013 A% 4Bk
SR R H A B b R ARTE KA A )
I B R FH A A A 15 A B B B A BRAE SRR
i 2z — (Sutherland et al.,2013) . 4 Fif, e DNA $
RO AR RAEY SN SE 7 RS
R R ZE VR . TERRSE S A IR 5, eDNA
AR CFE AP SE AR YT 5T g iz fif
L JC AR S E R TR 2 H AR B A A
ZAEDFRPRRIN . 24 0 1k, K EX] eDNA
FARM LA, B 322 Tk A it
FFHITF,2020) .

ARILELEAR T eDNA FAR BYRE S K AL , A
ANZPF R RTIN 5 WEI  AAREAR A S e E R
DL 5 HAB R (%) A B DG 2R 55 5 T X eDNA 2 ARTE
AR ST R R I A T4 5 [R5 i T
eDNA AR TE (1) 7] R Jié B2 1 3z e A 1 1o i
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1 eDNA EARBEE

5B 22 208 o FhRC FoR S545 58 07 A1
I, eDNA FAR BAA MBS, EEAAFELIT 34
Ji .
1.1 IFEMFIIRE IR

eDNA £ AR X A= W) 5 A5 B A SR = AR FF
S AT DI R FBE st A %o P58 A W W s 1A
F o Ian, R FHIZ B A 8 2 0 AR I B KRR T
G3 AT LA IR AE DXL A 5 5 2 (Ushio et al.,
2018 ) 5 BYIE I X FEA T AN AL AT ) A A2 R
IR Vulpes vulpes (Berry et al., 2007) ; 5 M A 25 i
A PR 0 K A vk I 59 B Bl 4 (Madden et all.,
2016) o F34b, W WNEIER M (Xu et al., 2015) JETE =
Nepenthes sp. (Bittleston et al., 2016 ) F1 4% 2l ¥ 15 &
13 FIHIIRL 4% (Nichols et al., 2015) Z4F fh B HE Bl
feli s eDNA S THIFh 455 o
12 BAKNREES

BTG RIH A , eDNA AR HAG 3 5 1Y
ot R AR IR IR B AR (CAn7e A= S BB )
R BN eDNA H AR SATa] DUk 5]
TV 8 BRSSO T 25 BE AR 1~2 H 1 SE I 4 ik
Rana catesbeiana(Ficetola et al.,2008) ; £ 250 mL 7K
FEH BEAS N B 1 & Carcharodon carcharias 131 )
IRl (Lafferty et al.,2018) ; 7£ 1.5 LK FP {43 1 HBT
P 2 YR 2 Potamopyrgus antipodarum W1 BE 9% 1
K 3] (Goldberg et al.,2013) . A WFFEE LT, i
JH eDNA A 9 6 0 52 Lo A% G2 3 4 125 i Hh 245 2
(Allen et al., 2021 ; FEBEEE 2021)
1.3 BRI ASI

eDNA £ AR BAAR FERT > o R HH AU HR A A
eDNA $ AR A SE PN LI 5 i Salvelinus fontinalis I
FHES T HT# , e DNA BTG ZU AL AR 3 7T LA
6 I, A BORE D7 T B4R 7, BB 1T 2 67% I AR
(Evans et al.,2017) ; F] A% 5t )7 72 Fll e DNA +7 AR
A LN A BRI, BT T RE R B I S IRl LU 5 2
2.5f%(Dejean et al.,2012) ,

2 eDNAARBIR AT E

eDNA $ K % 5 1 Ogram et al. (1987) 4& i} .
20004F ,eDNA ARIHSF— RIS HH I, Z J5 eDNA
FEARIG 2Bk 72 1 ¢ 7 (Rondon et al., 2000 ; X1
A H R CE,2020) o FEAIE 2010 4 /5, eDNA ££
AR BIFFE 5 R BRI, B0 O PR Sk, A
WL eDNA BRI DTS, A VAN JLAE B AR
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2.1 WM RN LEDRRIESEEY
Ogram et al.(1987) Fe W4 HHZF AR BTETSE
WMAY), B L HER IR 5 IRE — A FE S8 A
YR, Bl A0 R BNZ AR AGE T
ARSI , 3 AT L DA il b TR A A e G 0 38 R A
Y (Willerslev et al., 2003 ) A Sz IR EEFEAS A 581
e A5 S 25 A 1 (Ficetola et al., 2008 ) o
2.2 MR SRAIETFIME MK EIME TR B RIRGEIME
KA LAK , eDNA AR F2 20 T /K A= AR W
YT S Sl A W, Ak i Rl A AR
Py . 5140 eDNA FEA WIS ol 3 Hu 25 S i
Halyomorpha halys (Valentin et al.,2018) , 3X 4 {#i
eDNA 7 AR WM H A Bl A= A= M4t 175, i)
WG A B, i AT DL 25 S e B e DNA JF U0 I 2L
¥ (Clare et al.,2022) .
2.3 AEE B — iR R 20 AT LA [E] B A 5 A
eDNA AR Z2 HI TR s — 9, anof %4
AR F] T HAAT R Trachurus japonicus ( Yama-
moto et al., 2016) . 1 1E 43 Acipenser sinensis (Xu et
al., 2018) . fit Hypophthalmichthys molitrix (Ruan et
al., 2020) F1 K VL YI. BX Neophocaena phocaenoides
asaeorientalis ( 5= P J% 55 ,2019) S5 /K A=W Fh . Gk

TR e 2 A] LA [R] B A I 2 Z2 A R, dn o)
1 eDNA BEARTERRARIR) Tt 35 i [] Fh A0x I0) 384) i b iy 21,
SRR RE Myodes rufocanus At 3&5E BE Procyon lo-
tor FIMEAERE Cervus nippon 55221~ Fh (Ushio et al.,
2017) BAEWCEE A8 7KRE r [i] of A 00 2] 22 Ao £ (5 B
45,2020 FAFGE,2022)

3 eDNAFAREEMNERRFHIL A

MEFN 202249 H , 7 Web of Science .U E
JERE T KR R ] (1985—2022 4F ) AT R . H:
FRSC A A6 2 TR 1 B A TS=(“environmental DNA”
OR “eDNA” ) AND TS= ( “biological invasion” OR
“invasive species” ) , 245 2 2| 338 i ¥b i F Y
SCHR o T HT e DNA BORTEA ) AAZ SN FH A
GE SR FNATIR I, A5 B SCHR 3 B R AR A 2R 31 Y
SCHR AT iE— 2040 B . i CiteSpace 6.1.R2 (64-
bit) Basic FfF o3 M & 3, H RTAEZ ST 54 2 1Y
FEAEE ONERAMEEEFER(ED ., &8/
VOSviewer 1.6.18 431 LA & FOCHE 1] E4 T 2R
KoM T2 L IR R, 45 SR R WY TV H eDNA
FARTF R B 24 SRR (K 2) RN &
FAE TR AR YR ARSI 5 0 v (3) o
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13 1 1R EE . 5% DNA BARTE ALY AR AT A A L FH e 5

&4 1k, eDNA FORTEA Y AR T Y oA S E R LU MR PP 5 S R G
W EZ I TAMR AR R BRI ARSI . GrAF AR R R (R D),
K BRI T RIS R ARYIF L A Ae
K1 eDNARAREEMNEH TP HI R ARSI

Table 1 Application cases of eDNA techniques in biological invasion research

#F9E 348 Research topic YiFh Species 27 KK Reference

AP AN -5 W) FEN A0 Rana catesbeiana Ficetola et al., 2008
Detection and monitoring of invasive species P *= I Potamopyrgus antipodarum Goldberg et al., 2013

WE SRR BH 15 Lepomis macrochirus Takahara et al., 2013

LR EESE Procambarus clarkii Tréguier et al., 2014

AR Carassius gibelio Keskin, 2014

RGTAES Clarias gariepinus Keskin, 2014

Je % B 4 Oreochromis niloticus Keskin, 2014

F it Pseudorasbora parva Keskin, 2014

ARMEEER AL Hemichromis letourneuxi Diaz-Ferguson et al., 2014

4 Andrias davidianus Fukumoto et al., 2015

i i1 Hypophthalmichthys nobilis Nathan et al., 2015

PR ER R AT Proterorhinus marmoratus ~ Nathan et al., 2015

21NR 4 Scardinius erythrophthalmus Nathan et al., 2015

)4 Carassius auratus Nathan et al., 2015

INBE L UFESENA Dreissena bugensis Egan et al., 2015

/NJEEF Orconectes rusticus Dougherty et al., 2016

W5 EQUG1E Rhithropanopeus harrisii Forsstrom & Vasemigi, 2016

AN IYE Xenopus laevis Secondi et al., 2016

BEL 06 U Dreissena polymorpha Ardura et al., 2017

WE H Bugula neritina Kim et al., 2018

WXV BF 5 Sus scrofa Williams et al., 2018

IR Limnoperna fortunei Xiaetal., 2018

ZiW% Halyomorpha halys Valentin et al., 2018

H AR K#E ¥ Grandidierella japonica Wei et al., 2019

JK 283 Elodea canadensis Anglés d’ Auriac et al., 2019

SR Harmonia axyridis Thomsen & Sigsgaard, 2019

IRMIE AT Sabellas pallanzanii von Ammon et al., 2019

¥ £h1 Salmo trutta Minett et al., 2021

SEMBETENE Liriomyza sativae Pirtle et al., 2021

INFRR MY Linepithema humile Yasashimoto et al., 2021

JEEE Muntiacus reevesi Clare et al., 2022

JEW) ()t Hemisalanx brachyrostralis FAFAE,2022 Wang et al., 2022

FRIMERE Carcinus maenas Danziger & Frederich,2022

JE[E L1 £a Sciaenops ocellatus Wang et al., 2022

YEWE: Bufo japonicus Mizumoto et al., 2022
FIWT AAZ YRR i1 RN 5 Carcinus maenas Briski et al., 2012
Judgment of the introduction route of invasive  J¢# Rhithropanopeus harrisii Briski et al., 2012
species ST I Mya arenaria Briski et al., 2012

1 fifif8 Morone americana Mahon et al., 2014

KRN IR Peringia ulvae Ardura et al., 2015
NAZIFP 53 A B R FIEMEHE Triturus cristatus Biggs et al., 2015
Distribution and damage degree of invasive INERRFFIE Pomacea canaliculata Fe4%E 2021 Chen et al., 2021
species JK 23 Egeria densa Fujiwara et al., 2016
AR FI S H AP FP A 26 2 BEABE WS Lycorma delicatula Allen et al., 2021
Interactions between invasive species and TR W Lissorhoptrus oryzophilus Montauban et al., 2021
other species BEH LM Drosophila suzukii Dekeukeleire et al., 2020

253 Halyomorpha halys Maslo et al., 2017




6 N7/ B VTl O 50 %

3.1 NEHF R0 i

eDNA BERTESINR AR YA h 2 H Tk A
A ARSI T W L 4an i B e DNA 452 A A N8 Hypo-
phthalmichthys nobilis ) & Hypophthalmichthys moli-
trix %K AENZ A (Jerde et al.,201152013), JT4F
K, B e v T2 K AR A A Kt A A ) 25 )
A o7 (Pirtle et al., 2021 ; Yasashimoto et al.,2021)
41, Piaggio et al.(2014) i ] e DNA HZ A Al 7K
He NAZ W) Fh 46 f8) & Python bivittatus , £ % FLIA M
FARBEY 6 b S HURE , FEAE S A4 b SRR DRG] 21 2 )
W, 330 AT e ARG Ny v ) R el

FEMMEAR T2, L 4F 2k eDNAFE AR T AT
el Atz B AL I . i, 38 i eDNA F A A
iR 5% B ) DNA R, D 2 301 96 U B T g
Liriomyza sativae , FH TR 308 R AE LU AR B HUTE 4%
Sy, A A B B R Ok e 1
X AR B HLA W A% (Pirtle et al., 2021) ; 734, 38
AT DL I 7 R 2 Rl eDNA SEAT ARG, M
KT /N R WL Linepithema humile, E5E T eDNA
FEAR AT AT SR B2 7 T DA S R AR
I Y 4 E 7 (Yasashimoto et al.,2021) . FitRizE =
— 0 i ) B A 2 (R R A A
REWA K ZA- YRR EGTE—H, (1 eDNA £ AR
MR S 15 14353 B8 ) v DI ARSI 1) A% B H 3t v
1% Phthorimaea absoluta(Butterwort et al., 2022) ;
b AL F ISR eDNA RSN 3] 1 4h R A=z S5
{0, 390 . Harmonia axyridis (Thomsen & Sigsgaard,
2019),
3.2 FlETNEBHFHENER

H T, Al FH eDNA AR X KA AARPFF 1L A
BRI L . TEES DI AT, WP e e 2K A
W KSR MUY A A AT REPEAR . Ar-
dura et al.(2015) 5t F1] H eDNA 437 A IE 52 R P Je 12
Peringia ulvae 7£ F 2K P g BT VE . K4, Ma-
hon et al.(2014) i F eDNA 2 A M il 75 (AL R
Ab Wi A T K AR T RS I 1) AR 62 11 8 £ Morone
americana ,iX WX T AR IR RO (R ED)
TR ISR B ) BT RIS S & —
AN IS
33 BMENEBYFHHNHREERE

R AZ R0 oA B Se H R AR BT ik
FERBI VPR TT AR () B G5 e, 920 %of AR b 22
Tr S e . FER E AR YRR R SE
TR BEJ5 T, 15 FH eDNA 2 A (45 T 8RR AR & o

BEACE WA Lycorma delicatula +2= A6 3% N 7R 3 2% K I
Pk RGH kA AR R B R A E
A, fi ) eDNA FE A H (4 A6 I 22 7] 35 5] 849% (Al-
len et al., 2021) ; 1M 2% J{] e DNA- %% 2T A5 43 A A il
S AW RN INE AR FFIE Pomacea canaliculata I,
Kl 8 h 92.119% (BRI SE , 2021) o WLAh, AT K
I eDNA H AR TE Py i B0 2575 i R SR A A1 25 T
B, WFE RGNS Triturus cristatus B Z 5 Z=5 i
eDNA $7 AN P54 iy 247 6 T B A ) 58 1 38
99.3%(Biggs et al.,2015)

eDNA FAANA AT LU E sl 1 734, 107 ELide
AU TR A ) 68 3 A1 0 .- Scriver et al.(2015)
T 8 B 10 Aok A= AE Y HEA TR , B UUE T AT LA
MOK SR B eDNA Ry 38 21 5 (1974 , (K I eD-
NA FAR A AT T R AE P e T 55k A AR AE 0775 B
I H B PEAG PR AL T — B 2 W B s B S Fuji-
wara et al. (2016) i i eDNA £ AR KM K A 23 ik
EIZKAE 3BT iRIS T AN RAEI K 285 Egeria densa
(R 3 AT DL o
34 BMANEYMEEMHFHEEXR

FIFH eDNA Ho AR KGN AAZ PRI AT LR 7~ HAE A
BRGE T SHAMYFZ BB R, ATt 51
TN IR BN AR AR S R G R, I
ARV B 58 USRS TR S ARG,
I R S 5 AT DUAS Il X2 5 A
2 Fh B AEAE , 18 FH eDNA £ AR 78 Bn 1§ Pipistrellus
pygmaeus [ ZEE ARG T 45 5% (Maslo et al.,
2017) BEM AW Drosophila suzukii (Dekeukeleire et
al., 2020) UL M #& 7K 2 W' Lissorhoptrus oryzophilus
(Montauban et al.,2021) FULELE -

4 eDNAFARBIN FAREE

AR TAE 55 %58 )7 ¥ , eDNA BEAR A v Wil
SRR ) B R B T T A R (R
TR AFAEE — LB, FEAFELUN 34007 .
85—, eDNA B R TE A Bt = ArifE A A E AR . X
I, TARIEAS R ST B 1, BTG S5 400 RE R A
FE it DNA R HRAE R ORI, Hl 1T — 258 FH ) eDNA
FEARFFHEAARVE TR . 767 e DNA HEAAG I £625
i, IR —E R bR E R DR AT R T
¥ HMig 45 2 eDNA A5 5F- 5 (Shu et al., 2020) . 55
LIRS EEAREAR L . eDNAFIAR TR T4
Fofr 848 5 5 1 R B 48 Bl 050, AT ACPR B b 25 A ) B
(Thomsen & Willerslev.,2015) , {H 2% £ R A T



140 191 XA - PRI DNA SRTEA Y AAR IS ik o o J 7

SEREI PR . SR PRSI B R RN 50 B
)25 T 3B PR A B ), PRI, 5 AR S AR
FESHHARE, IR EER R MBI 5=,
FEDFIE S 7 THAEAEANIR 1, AT RS o %4
ARAFHE D55 o 00 2 AL AR I FETE CANi AR R 2%
IKEREEY)) , BUTCHE X 73 A: T SEAFAE IR S AH DG 1Y
15 gL Cln 2 5 slopl e 2 HE R R ) (Ric-
ciardi et al.,2017) o 7ELV 1] eDNA FE At SR BH
ol B B (DR, AR S R AR I 2k .

A5 L eDNA HOAR AT LAFIHAL 7 1k 45 5 B
FH  AHATAE B, B AT, Sy 1 D S 9y o £ 41 B )
SEMFHAR TR, BN, B eDNA $K 5 DNA % 45508
RS & Ja H TR P8 i) — BT 51
YERIr TR B A DNAAE MY 14 58 i
HEAT (e 3B B Y DL KA B 5 B R S SRR
i (Tisthammer et al.,2016) ; & B Al A7 RURE AR A AE
DNA A O , S B0 B s Jo i AT A i,
W AT LKS eDNA R SIEIE I kAl gs & 5 &
SRR 7 51 rh 38 i 7 A A T 1, R )
A F 5 (Meusnier et al., 2008) . 14 A] DL eD-
NA $% & 5 %% PCR (digital PCR, dPCR) J7 ¥ #H 45
£, dPCR J5 S I AR R 48 52 ST I —Fl 431 Dl
D7 ¥ A3 T HA o S 8 R R, 5 A ARG st i)
KRS AR AN IS A R AR I SE AR A .
Nathan et al.(2014) X} [t T PCR 3£ %¢ 5 8 PCR
1 dPCR J5 ¥ % e DNA R it FURE I BOCR , K B 3 Ry
PR AT LA o AR b B 11 B R 5 £ Neogobius
melanostomus ; {BTE eDNA W FEEAR S T ,dPCR
T AR R RO S IR Al eDNA
FARA AT SHLARF > GBI kS5 (2 E45,2018)
1% (Egan et al., 2013) S5H R ML &, AP EA
R Fp RIS Z A9 RT e, Unfsi FH eDNA H2 A A
FSCIEARZE A % RN B R 20K s 7K s
W3] T AAZ Y FBE D 0 UL Dreissena polymorpha
(Egan et al.,2015)
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