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Abstract; CiteSpace literature data visualization software is used to analyze the number of publications, publication trends,
keyword frequency and emergence status of research on the application of environmental DNA(eDNA) technology on river
ecosystems. This article reviews the key points of eDNA technology application research on river ecology, including
biological invasion, rare species detection and monitoring, biomass estimation, biodiversity detection and analysis,
spawning and reproduction investigation, etc. to point out that future research on the application of eDNA technology on
river ecosystem should focus on the quantification of relationship between the eDNA concentration and influencing factors,
the enrichment of public databases, the design of universal primers, and the formulation of the whole process standard of
eDNA technology, etc.
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IR TR BB AT 5 Qe B AR kA=
I B A — R A KIE S s T R
TS RGER AR 2S5 AR A W 2 R85, 2 B0
W ZREPERD B2 T AR A R G R AR . ]
VAR W 20 R R B AT A B ) TR AR AR, A%
GRS 7% , T PR A | P A A0 2 1 e A A A A AR
FEA B WV bR A A T 40, ANME BRI 3% 7, %)
K Py -t AN A

AT H : HK A RFEEI 4 (51709238)

FLFXFE L, #1745 DNA (environmental DNA
eDNA) RN IE T A=, $N BB S A R VR AME G 4%
AREBREE . eDNA S A= PR (4245 B2 Bk 35U 8%
Ji PR A R C T R RS ) I v 4 4R P
AN LAY, O B AR R BT R B (AnK | R
) DNATT S eDNA = A ARl T M ki 2
Yy AR BN B DL R AR B AR T SRS (R
T eDNA AR AT LI FR 85 5 3 3172 2 11

VEZ A B (1986—) , 4, B2 #%2 , i+, F M F K UK E RS, E-mail; 1a0jie2015@ zzu. edu. cn
BEIEH A (1967—) , B 487, i+, FENF KUK EIEIS . E-mail: zuoqi@ zzu. edu. cn

- 150 -



DNA FEH JLEAT G A7 AR 3 A e gk
ARYEIN 452, STy R e o 3l T 28 B A 0 7
T B IAE A P i R T, 48l 10 24F
(5 8, EAEAEIN AR Rl G 52 BB AR £
W LA LA A% G207 124 D) B4 U8 2 4 0 o
ST WARAT AT RERY LA, )2 N AR o3 A
L BE IR Al 4 2 A4

H T Ak R P R AR, eDNA R
TEAJ IR A 49 o 5 R it DA 0 A 25 S [ 2
DR T ERIME . A SGE i AR AR A AR
GRS eDNA FEAMI MY SCHK, K FH SCRR I8 40
B3 00 e SR B | 2 BT 58 0T R SR T 58 F4
SEPATHT T, L HIE T eDNA HORFE i A=
RGN E BRI 3 R ok T SE S
Jrial

1 WERATESER

1.1 #®ERAFESHEFRIE

CiteSpace SCHRE 48 7] #L AL B A4 & — 3k Sk i
AT, AT LAXT R R B A8 SO R MR L G
1] AR BRI 5| SCERAE RT3 AT , BE A Al -
Fo BB AU B B A K R RTHE  ARSCR %
BRA O S B ] 1 SR 2 1L AR LA B 58 IR 40 3 Ay
3T

WFFE >k B A (CNKL) R E (5
SR S5 22w R & 1 SCl-Expanded %4f8 %2, H 1991
A, SCT S W Py &R 38 hin 1 i 22, PR 0b A 3 A R
e, AT DA B AR R i R G 1) S SR A OG5 S
FFIE AT 53 Wb 47k RN O B iR W] LAAS 25 BRIP4
M) R . TEE AR W AR v, o T R IR R
AR R AT A T, T S TR R TR
IR 2 MG R R A%, O HEBR TCOC Y SRk, 78 M1 %K
PR LA P45 DNA” “ eDNA” Sy 32 8 47 i G A
K, EMRZ B DL 5 A KR e e, R
SCHR” ok FR 5E ¥ il ; 7 SCI-Expanded % 415 J v LA
“environmental DNA” “eDNA” i F Bt/ %, F
R Z [ LA or” AH 1% 5 T eDNA £ R /& Ficetola
4T 2008 AR YR I KR R R TR R K
H A B B 0 R 2 R ] R B R 42008 —
2019 47,
1.2 ZRaMH
L.2.1 #XRERBEAY

X BSR4 7 SHUFIORG TR DR C ] Ep AR A
FEFOCHR TP B E B, BB SRS RS T
SESCHR o1 DA 28 2 1 [ AME 5 & SC A 31 [ A, SCI-
Expanded 4 ¢ b e 22 31 (19 [ 9 4R # & SCIH 3 [

N, e AR AT 2 46 T [ A 2 A 3 A4 SCHR A 758
Tt R SMVE R R R STk o %l PR A1 R SC At R A AT
it (& 1), [E4h eDNA % SCEURE7E 2008—2013 4
PR, 2014 AR 2 JF B ARRR AL IR T [ N eDNA
R SC Y AT [ A ARTR] , BRAR & SCRARM
JUFRZE B LT, 2013 4F 2 J5i% 9k 37 2
TR R, A — L5 HAG I )
DB AT G
2500 ——TMEXE ——HNEXE s

]
200 | = 12
[ ]

=
& 150 b
X
&

.>./
.
!
©
/R

o
&
$ 100 o 6 &
H i)
50 F / g 13
l——l/:/
0 P ) 1 1 0
2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020
Gl

El1 eDNA RN E
Fig.1 The publication volume of eDNA

1.2.2  REEHRRHHT
& 2 &y CiteSpace &5 Ta] T30 ) 25 (4], SR HY

drdna
5;/; Y ARG

PR N\ \metabarcoding

RS s ORI T

X LetmaTi §i$i‘%dna
WAY. TS

(a) WAL

ednas 1
o .-‘gl,ver's‘/tyjpc,. :

,\qua\ntificati?n \\‘}icﬁetabafcoding
ool K;i‘”;a?fr,;;ﬁljten;perature
“\\cconservationggbiodiversity
S o ccupancy
, environmenta/ dna

«@bundance

(b) EAMESC
El2 KEintLI MLk

Fig.2 Keywords co-occurrence network diagram

- 151 -



PR OB 22 ) F AR K, B T B 58 DNA” Rl
“environmental DNA” “eDNA” 1 $ 5C 4847 [l A [6] 2
Hb, B eDNA SRS e v Hh S 0 e 1Y O
B AW R (B R 2 ) KA AR
Py (SRR ) KA RSE coil (F5 Y2 LORL
& DNA | (%) — Btk T gm s B ], 2 p AR Yo
GUSINE R GE R B W5 DNA SIS HEST) 45 5 [
AN A diversity ( 2 FE 1) | conservation ( {R ) |
temperature ( {if & ) .abundance ( F &) .metabarcoding
(FFIRS) 4

o0 246 L PRT A7 A — S s, AR A o A ) X
G, HHPB b W) OO, Y R 2 TR Y e R
AL G B i RO R R L I OC AR bk 1Ry
(E2(a)) f T e 7 A ST 09 SCRR LA, BT LAY
FUHYR/NAS i WY S, (EL DA [ P9 A kS0 56 1) 431 Tk
(2R 1A 2) al s, = NAMERT ST 7 17 1 3EAAH R,
FEAEPEAY Z YR AR 7, )R S5
WAHLE , SO 5E S I Z ey e , A UL
JRIFRT eDNA FEAE WA B (14 13, 30 51 H 5 1
R SRIBOTEF PCR HOR (X4 R G MU, J2
— B TR 55 € DNA F Beiy 0 A5 4%
AR A BARALEE G IE IF[R] R BE S5 X eDNA YR FE
FISEMRHLERBIEST , S B7 LB At 35 2% i et 4 BT %
PIBIFFY , Be oA DN 0 B R A 2 42 55 1 PCR R
HHFIE

F1 ERNZH 15 X837 H IR

Table 1 The frequency of top 15 keywords in domestic papers

Jftlin) A R/ RN
eDNA 35 2014 4F
LR/ EZ A 14 2015 4F
A 8 2016 4F
R AR 3 2017 4F
e 3 R 3 2017 4F
metabarcoding ( 7% 24 3 2016 4=
KAEAY) 2 2018 4F
A 2 2014 4F
KEERRS 2 2018 4§
coi 2 2015 4F
Vol 2 2017 4F
Y EITAR 2 2018 4F
H DNA 2 2017 4F
o ] 4o 2 2019 4F
JE it 2 2019 4

1.2.3 X438 RASH

T o 0 B 1] ) S I A BT, BT LT AR AN [
[ B Bt eDNA B AR R FHIFSE G, 323 Ik 4 &
AN T SRR AR 1 B[R] DL R R ], 2014—
2015 4F R E N KT eDNA FRAFFE IR B B, 32
B AR AR AT T, B A AT TR A% 7 3 U
- 152 -

F2 ESMRCET 1S A KR H IR
Table 2 The frequency of top 15 keywords

in foreign papers

PSS At IR JER/ G EGRY 1]
environmental DNA (eDNA) 588 2011 4F
diversity ( ZZ2HEE) 261 2009 4
conservation ( {{£47) 109 2008 4=
abundance ( &) 88 2013 4=
tool ( T H.) 75 2015 4
temperature ( ) 68 2015 4
water( 7K ) 66 2012 4=
quantification ( Z ) 61 2014 4
occupancy ( A7) 59 2014 4
metabarcoding ( 7% 25 41) 54 2015 4=
PCR(PCR $A&) 53 2014 4
sample (F£ 4 ) 51 2014 4
fish(f113%) 50 2015 4¢
persistence ( 37 A ) 49 2015 4F
invasive species( AfZHF) 47 2014 4=

&3 2008—2019 FEHNSITBERRBEMN T MRBIRRAS
Table 3 The emergence points of top 7 keywords with
the strongest burst of citations in

domestic papers from 2008 to 2019

SCHEE SRR SREE SRBUIFIRRTT]  SEBLL TR [E]
25 2014 4F  1.2173 2014 4 2015 4f
coi 2014 4E  0.7760 2015 4E 2016 4F
AT 2014 4 0.6912 2016 4E 2016 4F
EEAEE 2014 4E 1.4799 2017 4¢ 2017 4¢
w7 DNA 2014 4 1. 1422 2017 4 2017 4F
KA 2014 4E 0.8417 2018 4¢ 2019 4F
PRI 2014 4F 0.7125 2018 4F 2019 4¢

F4 2008—2019 F£EINS| LB EFEMN 15 MRBIRRI =
Table 4 The emergence points of top 15 keywords with
the strongest burst of citations in

foreign papers from 2008 to 2019

TG L RBUF REE
P /] UREHE AR A
dna barcoding( DNA £5JEM%) 2008 4F 2.7664 2008 4= 2014 4F
plant (#54)) 2008 4 2.3674 2008 4E 2012 4F
diversity (ZFEE) 2008 4F 2.6110 2009 4F 2012 4F
great lake ( T RH) 2008 4F 2.4716 2011 4F 2015 4F
ancient dna(lf DNA) 2008 4F 4.1741 2012 4% 2015 4F
sediment (JTFH)) 2008 4 2.4315 2012 4F 2015 4F

KR
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water sample ( 7KFf) 2008 4= 3.6873 2014 4= 2017 4F
occupancy ( Af2) 2008 4E 3.0395 2014 4 2015 4F

sliver carp (RAE) 2008 4 2.8215 2015 4 2017 4
presence/absence ( FE7E/HtJ%) 2008 4£ 3.7106 2016 4E 2016 4F
real-timePCR( 5Zff PCR) 2008 4F 2.6269 2016 4= 2017 4F
genetics ( FE[K27) 2008 4F 2.6269 2016 4= 2017 4

room temperature ( 7= il ) 2008 45 2.3129 2017 4 2019 4E
sensitivity (GUEME) 2008 4E 2.9722 2018 4F 2019 4
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