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H ELEFHTEAMMELLE HELTEFEXMATH EA R G IHEG L4,
DNA & aHE RBESMHAFEZ LA R EADAF & EHERN B AREABLEIFE LS
Eifktk, B % mtDNA B A HF 24 Lk 2 FH 5, L F,COL.Cyt b,12S rRNA F=
16S rRNA AR ZH A5 T432. DNA & AR K THERX W SHE00/+ kA ZREAS
WRAEE NEifh T FREER ENGEEETPRALRE., BAT. AT DNA £B B R
B EMHETCHT ZRA ALERARPGEHERETHPRRE, MEMNSFRE KL EHE
BRE  GHAKRLEEAR AEFREANCA L TR ARTZATERBEET RN,

KEBIR Y B & DNA & A m A5 T s %4
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5 ifi (bird strike) AR 4 248 KAT AR AR K CT: 8T s e v i i v e % 248 i i 5 25 4 ol T 2R
(520 QAT 22 4 0 S P S O o S A SR O S I R R 1 A A R R AR AR . B A =S
iz i A 0 A 2 B R N 2 SRR Y H 2 K S A8 AT A TR AN BT I R 5l S A P S
SIEERE W RR TR R EGE R NS S Sl R AR R B LR BT E
M T 2 22 4 o A DUV B fe " ROBIL A 8 ™ o T L DX T e 2R A 2 e U A5 U 5 R M M i 7 R B
BT AT BP0 2000 2 i TS SR R PR B 28 S d S A G s GO
PRI I« i 2 5 il A e Rp 2 1 AU 0 2 S WORE A6k 1) 6 TR T R AR TRL S i 22 AR
DLt TR R AL 25 22 4 BAT B B 3L

TENLI 5 i By T S5 15 S AR IO SE AR DG B L 2 5 1 B YU R R A0 S o RS U BT 9 B i
55, 6y b R T AR R S Y DG B L AT TR R I L BRI A R 2 | R AT A
R S5 A5 S HOAR TT LA PR R SRR AT o i 5 38, SRR MR B S 2R AT O AR L AR A e S 2R
2 RAT AR A SRR AE T (E L 2R L AL 5 T RO R R R W S R Sl L HL
BRG] K By 1) HARY B S BAF AR 22 X T AL I 5 0 00 55 205 5 A REFY B G B A B X 1 b 3 iy T
R R WUCAT R L SR M B R AR S R A R BT L M R o S b i B O A AR R X
] 5 A R XU 7 4 R SR T R OGS A M U S 2 A S T M B S L IR I B )

W F8 B #9:2025-03-30
HETH 2024 FINARE MR AT HFRIEEETH WL ESY
F—1EE®MA A AT DL LR LB R L, EENF Y5 . E-mail:shaoyan79@163. com

. 27 .



A 25 2 B 2 4l A3 &

KA BR T A B T R R I B K SR DI A Ak v s A BN ik T LR R Bl 5 ol [ A5 A B Bl 0 B i)
B BB 7O B AT 25 22 42 B0 ] IR 90 2 X A= A5 R IE A T 0 RS2 S 28 4 4 5 A S R AP O AN 5o, R
T+ E B ol 2 S A s ph T 3 O AR 8 o ) S SO e ) 5 SRR AR T A 0 DRI 3l A5 AR % SR TR 25
ST RS B A 0 5 o W RS A A LR e . BROR AT L Ao P B AR AR R AT A0 25 H I (HLX R Lk A B
Hoag RIZ I 73 262 R X T U0 1 ML s AU R AL G0k AR JCRE N J1 0 I 70 T A 22 R
R HET B B REME I A DNA J3 B D sst ELRS i R0 5 7 MRl . O 5 s B 90 52 SR AR i L SR AME G2 T
R R R

1 DNA FEHHEAR

2003 4F B R A4 W24 K Paul Hebert 1 CHEH T DNA 4B 65— DNA i 4 i %k (A/T/C/G)
TR AT 15 A AL 48 (47 ~ 10 /241 &) B a] 2 36 © M B (29 200 J7 B 4l i 4 A, S BR AT e A7 A
1000 AFLL 1.

DNA ZIE R4 AR 8 1902 ) e 2 B R R B 0 B35 ) 0 S b 1 431 SO0 UE 7 R A7 48 78 A0 Ji
HLZ ) FH 3 R 4 rp— BE LA AR S ORI DNA P81, 5f X 40 A [ 9 5 £ TE R ol A 1R 1 — BopEr . 78
AR R T, DNA JP 3 & kAR S X AR B R ZOR IR TN RA8 (AL DL A . AR
Pk e B FR AL R AR T ax 2e s S S ma M A s AL A L. SR BB S DR B X AR WA R Y A S T KOS R
(4 728 S5 o DA T 52 W) o A ) 35t A% 2H J0ORIEE Pk o PR PR IR B N 7R B AR R 5 R 7 3 55 A B0 S BEAIL B 1 2
TGRS HEFHI ST 2 BEALE €, XELZSAEMBFHRR. h YRS E R4 TR
il . DNA ZIE 5 & — Bobr Ak (508 19 DNA JF51) J B, HR R 19 4 52 M 78 53 o] DA b W b 2 58 1Y)
SRR . KT A S AR TR T AR T, DA R LR SRR ) 22 S b DT B R A ) U
PR R . 28 A8 R P2 T 0P P AR S R X DL DX AN TR AR 5 17 28 A8 1 5 0 T AT R S S0 ]
ZSEANEI R, TR X RN FE R . FRARA DNA 000 A% 5 55 0 R A L3R 1.

£1 DNALZWBEEEHENSHG

T Mt NIEASE]
- 3 P FT A B AR ¥ A A i FE COICEhY) crbe LR

PRI AR IE 2R X D) Al R 8 AR A2 0k 4% 7 PR A ik f 5 78 X (4f D-loop)
ARSI FhRIES > R A 2SR (Barcoding Gap)  COI fEZh ¥ il # 220 ~3%
VR A5 PCR 374 Ji Bt (~650 bp)

7 1 R R R L DL R =DNA S -+ S YR R 2R 2 5 e R IR R L X
2015—2024 4FSCHREAT A 28 JEAF B SCSCHR 776 G L A SCSCHER I 3¢ 1645 B (181 Do i H4Eok . DNA &
TN HEARAE ) Tl 2 AR ) SR K5 5 B P (B A 55 v o ) S 4, SR IITIZCROR & 48 K i ok ) b 2
G A TR

250
200 201 182 185

= 150 | o150 179 161 Ly T
5100 90 95 1 165 175 —o— 3Rk

3
&5 | BT 87 73 T 60 62

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
A

1 ET DNA FREBRANYMHETEIHEE
DNA ZIE AR A AR A B4 B DNA 42 B PCR 473 7= W ks -5 4G4 e 510 5 K Joit 4 3
i P A HE R 5 M 5 A (B 2) o R A AR A= AR R TR DNA P81 gt 47 PCR 74 5 00 1, Bl s X 45
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%2 o MELE OHLE LA JET DNA KB EOR K HLY 5 i M F S OF 50 0t e

(4 1 0 147 22 5 B b X R 3R S A A DT R A S AR At 52 07 31— A~ B R R g o 28 B R T ok
& DNA (mitochondrial DNA,mtDNA) 5 41] & ¥ Fl % 5F f o B (1) st i dnic 2o,

{ A260/A280 }

A260/A230
TR MR IR PR TK
DNAZTE (T it e DNABR ] ke (PR st |
(2 WRPS BT SES
R Ek P38 &A1 A
BlastHt X} DNAJT 3 P4
TH 5 (L PR S DNAJFHI# 1F
P R 50 R T DNAJF S5 #
YIRS ) | B UE S} BT | A
NCBI Genbank Sanger{l] ¥
Bol A% e 38 L)

B2 DNAEZFEBRARKREEGE
2 525 mtDNA

5 SRR [F] A HE S W 00— FF L o 2 A0 B e B AR 0 . meDNA G 5 9 25 11 5 RN E 2R R
R AL By oL AL BB A ATP & UL CHER IR M SR AT H Mg Tn sh e i S 2 e i e,
28 mtDNA J& —Fp e e 40 A% A oA B 32 2 L 7 57 R0 B0 35 B 0 1 40 P & BUEE Sk DNAL o R/NE 7
14 899~22 737 bp, KE X R FEATHEIFH] . 53 mtDNA A 37 DI (L5 13 A B g i 5L
.2 A rRNA 5,22 A~ (RNA PO A — D HERmEHEHR X, 3 AEHAFEHMBEN. MEED
(cytochrome b,Cyt b) AR ¢ FALEER 3 W I [ COI(COX1),COII(COX2),COIII(COX3)],
NADH i & iy 7 A A (NDI \ND2 \ND3 \ND4 \ND4L \ND5 ND6) , ATP 4 JiiJifi ( ATPase ) ] 2 4~ 7 %L
(ATP6 FIATPS), 2 A B 5E RS AT AR rRNA 5K (12S rRNA f116S rRNA), 22 /1~ E
AT s @ R UG (RNA FE A, J— A HE 4 15 422 ] X L (D 38 X D-loop) % 45 il IX. (control
region,CR) ], 3% mtDNA WUk R /MR R 4% (H 55) N R MR 8E (L 86) . RZHEH i H 8415, H
HOBER M ND6 Fl 6 & tRNA 3 (tRNA-Glu, tRNA-GIn,tRNA-Ala . tIRNA-Asn, tRNA-Cys Fl
tRNA-Tyr) i L BEgmf% . 1990 4F , R A Sanger M FFH AR B R 528 T KX (Gallus gallus domesticus)
(1 mtDNA 423 P AP (Bl 3) 5 33 2 15 28 b g A e 0 58 6 4 b A 6 R 4 1 g o). & 2025 4 2
H »GenBank 5k T &R bk &R HA P51 5 287 4,5 T 29 1~ H 684 F (& 4,

=% H.344

= R HS
5 A= NY!

= Hfih,27
=W H,..

= L H. 10

= X4JE H.,65

= #IE H.31 59IEH.21

o = B H16
LIS e

B3 38 mtDNA £ [ 4 4 5 Eg e 4 BREFNELSERANETAER
I HE 2L (344 Fho) , R AXSIE H (65 F). FB 40558 H (A B %Y Phaethon lepturus) . BIE H (HJE
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L ZR A 25 2 Bt 2 4T A3 &

FER S Sasia ochracea) 885 H (AEW S S Struthio camelus) YN EE S H (K EIMBE Rhea americana) S
B H CBURES 8¢ Casuarius Casuarius) JoF 5 H (B JLYE S Apteryx australis ) RAG 1 R sg il 4 ki ik 4 %
PN 3 A A 2 K 2 i 5 28 0 A8 2 58 M Zoke
AR 4 i PR 2 0 PP B 2R B R AR L E AT E
A 1) 2 JER AR TH AT LA A A SC T 5 $i it o 2 0 4

525 mtDNA JE K 20 HA w5 BE 5 22 1k D HE 41 4
ik 2 B Sy A i) DX S sl e 2 5 i A DR A3 AN 5 A
T BR 1 kb~2 kb B4 A% X 51, 3 N AULF i H A
HATTIBE . 53¢ mtDNA & R 2% 0 I R HEE
G HJEAE Cyt b M12S rRNA 3R ZH, 7EL2H
K, Cyt b 1 12S rRNA Z a1 B LK K Cyt b—
tRNA-Thr - tRNA-Pro - NAD6 — tRNA-Glu —
D-loop > RNA-Phe — 12S rRNA., %5 41 3 % #8
(Psittacula cyanocephala) J& % 43 2 HEH) b 1y #7148
F(E 5HP,

3 ET mtDNA KKK 3 Fh % &

mtDNA KRR R A% o s 200 v 48 DS R ES i Fe e SR L A R i R e M 2 o 1
Fric. W HBEREARICHE COIL.COII.Cyt b,12S rRNA . 16S rRNA H1 D-loop %, 3T mtDNA K 1y
DNA 5B RS AR T A 1 9 Fh 56 3 B AR o AN AN 6 03] 40y oy TG bR S8 9 o T L 7 40 i A 5 0 L X4 i 2%
it & B B AE b A5 T L 4% xR 3R
3.1 EEHEUDFRHEELS

TEA W) 43 25 v, B 25 AR R0 0 A0 X DA o A% B8 I T 28 2 O ik AT IX 43 R ] meDNA JE P 755 28
SEVEFNRE R BEREVE AT LOSHE S AR LA Py R ARG eSS 1 . Bl e p ke W H b AR K 2, HIF)
Bhfa B AE Y B FRAE A7 AE = BEAR U » 5 BOOCFE A0 XE LA E A7 RS ff X 53, BB S5 R A 12S rRNA 3
YEH DNA I, Xt pE ik W B 280017 TR S 85 R BR TR m IR S fF DY, RS T4
Rik COI FEH , %Ak B (Euscor piops validus) 53 H B (E. puerensis) AT T A Y ML E, B F
REAR T H1 T 3 T8 285 R AE A o R R0 35000 0 b o) o 0 s i DL Ak, ¥ R R COT 3 IR A
16S rRNA R Z5 T8 A 5 i By rp e 7 1 PR 24 4 R 0 Jr s, M D 10 S R 28+ 40 A BL L A0 25
R S I A K e
3.2 BRHZEMEDFMAIRG

DNA 58 1 4 AR IR ] 68 88 4 Fh M 501 e & 7 By Be it BRI 8 0 B | &)y o sl g% sl i A S 0l 4 0 L I 3
A7 ) S TR R IRE ) X 58 42 AR 25 )l ) 4 2R R 28 BIAR O KR T A ER OB A5 S R v A O I
e A ARSI 3 Xl A S (Cyt b .COIL16S rRNA)D X o 1 B HL &y By 3 A0 407 15 47 4% 1 45 1 % 3 [
P4 B SR RS S R N U 2 8% (Dermestes maculatus)™ . DNA I8 A% 4 A A0 75 #5925 7 080 4 132
I A R T ARSI AR REAE At S £ B9 A HE £ R 2 Y TRIXE BN T T AR IR Y DNA S5 % 75 £ B
FIATHE f0RR 24 % 5 v iy 3 M0
3.3 BHREERSYMAEE

TE BN W) ) ol B 5 5l , T meDNA (1% 35 PR 23 A 5 R DR HC vy 22 M R0 e 1 L ) 0z I T T Bl ) Bk
A LB K A A A R R %R R U IS TR A R B B R B8 A AR, R R
il B COX2 LR oM T %52 9 Oy i FAES IR 41 213 J8 T RERM AP . RSLAEFIH COT A% 1 4
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%2 o MELE OHL.H O ULAFE JET DNA KB EOR BHLY 5 o Y B s e BF 5T 0

WM BB R FRARVEAT T 20 TR s B 16S rRNA LN FHIXF 15 H K5 R YEF7 08 . L@ 6 Fh 19
FHRIE 2 B 6 R 6 JE, KB MEER =H LR AT . XIS R Aok ik COI R 16S rRNA 3
PR S BN ML AT AR 1 A S 2R IR, R B IR BB AR AR DL A2 R AR IR M) R & sh P 1
SR XE 4, 38 kR AR COI /7 Bk DU & B 43 5 J& F ¥ 4+ (Bos taurus) I8 4+ (B. indicus) F1¥E 4
(B. grunniens)"" . [ BL 553 15 R A2 FEAEAEATFHL I DNA LY mtDNA () 16S rRNA JEPH Bk A7
SRS NI E T 22 Y FEAR IR T 5 %) (Panthera uncia)™™ . Lh 1R B 5 IESE T mtDNA 3K
Fric (i COX2 .COI F 16S rRNA)TEF I 3 1) 15t 8% 188 700 55 48 5k A= BHUIR 25 RE A JE AT W) o 25 7 0 7 v 0 56
SAEH .

4 BT mtDNA X AR B YR e

4.1 mtDNA EEBEREERESLFTENLEER
TE S S AR, TR R T AR ZUAE D A A M AR B 1 B R AR L R TR A A AT
FErp 5% W aE kAL BR TR B a3 B H A 2H SR A L A% BT IR A5 A M T VR A R JC T S BURS 1 1 ) Rb
YeE TR WA AT B 3 T A 2 B RO SE B AT SE A M FP S E . mtDNA KRS E AR A R T S &5
KL OIS ST 2,
2 mDNAEEBERSEEEESIEEFERR

0 HEE mtDNA % JE 5 A Y A5 40 22 07 G R 00 4% 0 1 98
SR iﬁgif;ﬂ{g‘ﬁ%ﬁ‘% IECHZBBAMPET I SO A5 R R o 1 4
- Eﬁﬁﬁfmur‘%wﬁm@ 5 g
HEEEREE 8 R TR R A iR %) IC S TRE L D) L WA 2 L 2% T AT
RS- iigmwiﬁ%m@m& 5 S Z?ﬁgjjﬁz&wu T
B % #5 4 Bk3E5E(BOLD, GenBank %) A S A PR PR AL RO 18 T 28R 1L X
B T REOLF R LR LR ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂm nx
% BB 0 (DNA ¥ 185D T4/ AU A5 2% 5 T Ky B 2 T e
— ;gtﬁ DNA. i I | ff i % o B B 45 Efﬁ?ﬁ‘ﬁ%@ﬁiﬂi(ﬁu ¢DNA I

4.2 MBS EHHYIHETENEREEEFERS

HAT7E L 12 o P Fl 4 2 v L 0 9 L R BR A2 AU COIL12S rRNA .Cyt b, 16S rRNA 1 ND2 .PCR
P71 B LR A AR 5 5 B LR 3.

XSS BRI AR S 2 % b 4 L B 7R M B PR AR KN COT>Cyt 6> 12S rRNA >
ND2>>16S rRNA ; £33 % R HEAR IR B ND2>COI>Cyt b>>12S rRNA™>16S rRNA ; $#i i 5¢ %
PE R RAR I K COT>Cyt b>>12S rRNA>ND2>16S rRNA, BSREHIEA —E MLk 1, HIEL
FE 5 2 4 5 rh I 43 W AR NS A R 7 1 — 25 PR AR A AL AR B B E R B (RS 8 R R
B VFREEL SO RS G ARG AL G . AR R AHE B 22 ZRORE R L R 10 0 7 R g s A A R A
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L ZR A 25 2 Bt 2 4T A3 &

TC LA R M R R R ST SRR AL L 5 28 DNA ZKIE A% 2 5 40 e f A B TR TS o 4
GEVEHE & IR R
£3 NAESENHEEANSHEERSINER

SRR Bl AWK 519731 RARE/C =WR/AN/bp S 3K
COIbF TTTCAACCAACCACAAAGACATCGG
50/55 650 [2,44-45]
COIbR  TATACTTCAGGGTGTCCAAAGAATCA
AWCFl  CGCYTWAACAYTCYGCCATCTTACC
N 52 848 [46-47]
AWCR6  ATTCCTATGTAGCCGAATGGTTCTTT
BirdFl ~ TTCTCCAACCACAAAGACATTGGCAC
55 746 [46,48]
BirdR1 ACGTGGGAGATAATTCCAAATCCTG
COI
BirdFl ~ TTCTCCAACCACAAAGACATTGGCAC
, 55 749 [46,48]
BirdR2 ACTACATGTGAGATGATTCCGAATCCAG
L6615 CCTCTATAAAAAGGTCTACAGCC
44 749 [49-50]
H7956 GGGTAGTCCGAGTATCGTCG
LCO1490  GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG
50 650 [14,45]

HCO2198 TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA

L1001 AAAAAGCTTCAAACTGGGATTAGATA

2109

128 rRNA CCCCACTAT 55 400 [51]
H1478 TGACTGCAGAGGGTGACGGGGCGGTGTGT

LE2190-F GTAGGCCTCAAAGCAGCCAC
16S rRNA , o 55 500 [52-53]
HO3056-R CCGGTCTGAACTCAGATCACG
114851 CCTACTTAGGATCATCGCCCT
Cytb 55 965 [49]

H16065 GTCTTCATCTCCGGTTTACAAGAC

L5215 TATCGGGCCCATACCCCGAAAAT

) ) ) 57 1041 [54-55]
H1064 CTTTGAAGGCCTTCGGTTTA
ND2
L5219 CCCATACCCCGAAAATGATG
59 1041 [54]
H6313 CCTTTATTTAAGGCTTTGAAGGC

4.3 HMFEHYMHEENHARIERE

FE DNA U7 F AR B Z A0 206 5y 22— 09 S i 0 ikl i e 8y ik il AT ™ . s
[ N AMIL I DNA S5 TE S 4R E 47 5 5 ) Fh 25 8 B F 5% © IO 00 38 0 R . 7 V55 B0 1 b R FH 4k
KAk 12S rRNA FEPIER 40 FHric . ia F DNA Z5T8 655 AR X 9 6 5 o = 0 b (9 sl it 5 BR ) CRL 4 & B Bl
R b B BOHR 238 P) F — ARR AE B) TSP R AT R G 43 M . dl i PCR 4735 Iy e NCBI $4is 2 Hext . 455 &
B8k TN R A A I REAS B R LI BENS (Strepropelia orientalis) JIESE T4y T % E W AR EAZ S 7
FAE R AR REE  HARR S T RO (R R B AR R AN K R TR E R AR IEERIE S K
FE TR 227 T R R Y D@ Cyr b A COI LR 3 M, i 4] 1IE T A% e 45 31 1k
5 3R AR R e (Hirundo rustica) T A J5 56 0 5 (1 4 Mg . Tl A5 58 2 X BE AL 138 40 1% S 4 o 4%
B FEAR AT R T COT JE P 1) DNA ZIE M HEOR S E D e i 61 38, b I8 H 528 1 ik &
(74.64 %), Lh =4 (Alauda arvensis) M4 MEFE (Cecropis daurica) HACEY M, B3 F 08 B, B354
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%2 o MELE OHL.H O ULAFE JET DNA KB EOR BHLY 5 o Y B s e BF 5T 0

SRR R R S SRR CREIE 10 A 00 K Esh i B E E A X — &
PR ML 5 B 1 1 o By s SR M AR A T R AR IR . R TR E R B 7 AR 20
ZSHRALAF B B L R AMA AR S M e AL i B A 16S rRNA FEH T 31 43 41 FIE 45 2 FRAF
EUF 7 B 258 2 — A 2 8 o S0 o A B 8 0 0 KB 0 CE presicus serotinus ) s A% B B S A7 /s« 1K FE
A5 GRh 2 R 1 8A 25 5 W3 L — D IR T o S5 B R AR L2 AR W A o = R R s v i o R
Al FEPEDS . Chen 28R COI A1 12S rRNA 3£ HAE R DNA I, %t 303 i 4 T3 E R AL 1) 5
T 5% W AT T R S RIS Y 13 B 32 Bl 82 Fh L 2K A 8 R 0 L A5 B T L% A B WA 5
X8k %) 8 477 TS 3 o X R 5 ) R A T AR B A S AT PR TR A O Ak T T Al T 0 R R
SRR SR BB AL B 735N . Dove %3 F mtDNA ND2 551 434 . %t 2012 4210 H 4 H
RAETREREEPRILG I — F-15C 8L S0 b i A PR AR (P B R 80 BEAT T 4y F 588 ik
Wi G W FP 25 80 E R (Eremophila al pestris strigata) s ¥ H & F 4808 6 R AR LLZIEF mtDNA
(4 53 1 % 58 T 52 o R T X AR SO RO T2 4 A X SR IR ABIF 5T B 5 < () R0 ™ 174 25 B 1L L DA
WAL 22 S SRR B, ERIEEEPRIY, 22 €HLTE 3 353 m s il S fF
76 S5 TE & ShAL R U B b ke I0SH B AL 8URE AR L 28 COT 49505 5 1k g 1188 (Ciconia ciconia) X =B AE 1
UL 3 3 B i o s S g B R B R AN (R O 5 2T A v E S SR AL T R A S
I e 1 20 o ) AT i L 453 i T W A AT RE D L X XA A A A BEAAR T APk

5 ORES e

Wi 5 L 2 32 ol R PR R R L S o R I R A AR A B L X AT AR O . S S
Y S E FEMOBUE 8% I B ABAE P B VAL R SR AR SE R A5 B0 T o oA M 52 B0 A R BRI
DNA ZIE RS ARG 18 3 F K B P R 3 28 L3 & o 0 0 RS i I B A TR I BOR T Be . SR L i
FEARTE S BRI T A AT T I — 22 Bk R R R A B 5 AT DA M DL LA O T — 2B AR A R ¥
501 BIEENTESHRAENK

H AT DNA ZIE M E A 0 Rk & B T2 B 8 FERY 8 S B i i, /R4 GenBank .BOLD 4%
B A OISR K o S 2 i ) 5 TR B4 8, AELATS A7 A 38 43 0 i B5Hi 60e 2 90 4 15 i 44 YR L 4% ]
AR T EL N 4 BR VG LN B9 R DNA ZTE RS0 7 TAE , Jt 225 X b & WL 5 28 DNA (7%, DL &
R R ARFRYE . A ST b M AR B BSCHE B A R H R ML L A DR B4 S B P R — B xR T
Yop B LRI,
5.2 sEEABESSWMEHSFIRENFE

HHT,COI.Cyt b,12S rRNA F116S rRNA J& 5 2 W)l 45 78 1 8 LA {0 B — 5 PR A B 26 3 2 )
i) DX o3 EATAEAE Ry BRAE o R SR AT R 2 B RN 4 BT SR L 45 B A% R R (i TTS \RAGI %) >R 12 55 43 3%
o WA Bl R I R R B A R 4 e DR 2 oA A R PR A e AR AR T BB A RS o I 25
FBe. JF &8 A PR 4G B4 38 B9 43 F bR i2 (40 SNP L InDel 25) 1 2 76 S BF 7 A4 5 45 5 1] «
5.3 RERMNFEARMMKL

WL S s F A AR S 0P 2 = ) i LR BRUEE X PE B 3 15 . A% S8 i I T 5 YA R I R L T 2
T B9 PCROAA AR IR 4 (LAMP) 85 457 AR Bt A6z I 5325 AT IR 45 26 68 7 BF ) o R o A F 2 (i
5 2R 15 &, SEIHL I B3 DOk 0 A, B2 = L 2 e T . AR B A N TR R R R LT R A s Ak R 4
Br-F-6 o AT E— 20 48 o 35 0 R e Pk .
504 £E5EMERBHNES

DNA ZIE i AR AL GE 4 5 i Wy, 8 B8 R A 28 24 i 58 B AL 40 S 5 38 b < 300 i, mT 3 A L
W J8 i1 5 25 ) R 45 v I O LR S R Y A Ak, DT I v XU S R B B . 4 b S R G R R
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A 25 2 B 2 4l A3 &

AR AT A ST B ol XU T AR R L I A K SR e A P ' B S A B AR o RO WIT S N AN SR ) T E
AR AT SR BB 2 BRSO 5l B AR R A AR
5.5 EAMESTLIRENTHE

FUAT - DNA Z I 5 HAR AR & o $ 56 of 5 W T 18 R I8 BGE — B AT s o AN TR IR SR A Y 552 56 3 7 A
WO oy M J7 A7 AR 22 5, ] RESE MRS R nT o o R R AU HE 50 [ s AU 28 210 L 4% [ A 2 A B 1) B AH G
WERLRE 5 A1 - ] 5 AR AL ) 55 7 W 23 7 S8 8 B 0 DRI RO T SE PRI AT B4 PR . AR IR HLYg S
2 FRHIT AL AR R0 I ST A Bk S T MO L KA B T R U B 0 A A XU B

6 %55

DNA I HARTENL 7 5 i ¥ R A o B S 325 00 35 AELHG )™ 32 IO P A7 v o 50008 e B 2 A8 AL L 4
AR AL Ot PRSI 5 SR A PR . RO T 1 58 35 S 2 Bl T AR B2 AR C DA PR A I AR
LR R AS S O3 M AR B AT Ml o ) RE T R R A S R 4 B R A ORARE . BB O T AR SR A
YR B M A DNA ZIE A HOR AT B0 & oy B P 0 3 9 A% 0 TR Oy 4 B 2 °2¢ 4 Fi A3 5 T S g
PR SHE

5% Uk
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Advances in species identification of bird strike at airports

based on DNA barcoding technology
SHAO Yan, WANG Jun, SHANG Shuai, LI Linqgi, LIU Junpeng, WANG Yanmei, LIU Yunpeng
(College of Biological and Pharmaceutical Engineering , Shandong University of Aeronautics ,
Binzhou 256603, China)

Abstract: Bird strike incident is a serious threat to aviation safety, and accurate identification of bird
species is the key to formulate effective prevention and control measures. DNA barcoding technology
enables rapid and accurate species identification by analyzing specific gene sequences, overcoming the
limitations of traditional morphological identification. Bird mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) is characterized by
maternal inheritance and fast evolutionary rate, among which COI, Cyt b, 12S rRNA and 16S rRNA
genes are commonly used as molecular markers. This technology can accurately distinguish species with
similar morphology, individuals with special physiological states, and incomplete samples such as
chicks, feathers and blood stain, has significant advantages in the identification of airport bird strike. At
present, bird strike species identification based on DNA barcoding has been widely used to provide scientific
basis for the traceability and prevention of bird strike. With the development of sequencing technology
and the improvement of database, the technology will further improve the accuracy, efficiency and scope
of application, and provide more help for aviation safety management.

Keywords: airport; bird strike; DNA barcoding; species identification; aviation safety
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