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DNA Barcoding for the Tracing and Identification of Caviar Species
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Abstract: To investigate the suitability of DNA barcoding for caviar species identification, Cytochrome b (Cyt b) and Cytochrome
Oxidase I (COI) were used as DNA barcodes, and DNA extraction and polymerase chain reaction (PCR) sequencing were performed on caviar
samples. Genome comparison and analysis were performed using the NCBI website and the BOLD identification system to construct a
phylogenetic tree and identify the species of each caviar sample, allowing the labeling compliance of Chinese caviar products to be ascertained.
Of the 40 Chinese caviar samples purchased, gene sequence similarity between the labeled and identified species generally exceeded 99%,
indicating high compliance in terms of labelling. Five species of sturgeon were identified, with 75% of the products comprising several different
species, while the remaining 25% were from Siberian, Amur, Beluga, and Russian sturgeon. The results suggest that Cyt b and COI can be used
as DNA barcodes to identify caviar species. All of the tested caviar products were derived from sturgeon; however, 45% of the products had
incorrect or unclear species labels. Improving the labeling and species identification techniques for caviar species is likely beneficial for Chinese
caviar exports, and will ensure that the Chinese caviar industry continues to develop in a healthy and sustainable manner.
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EATISHATYIR S, R IE R R R
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TER TN G Y FpdAT 55, & 5EAREE
B St} - LA B F AT R

HT DNA SR HEAR O A T3 fh s
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Oxidase I, COD FERIE)y DNA S5 B, o 3 H P2
BN A TEIMTYME S, KE Cyb. COLIY)
DNA SRS HARTE f - ph e v a4
ALV FE R o R, AU ST 42 1
SR AN, T ELAR AR B -SRI R i
HARFOARG & E o o AT PR S e B ey o, i
i, A7, JiEnsem, HXMEs s N
REARZRAE, HEAH S RERARME . T
F R R A P A A R 8- 7 i SO AR G R L,
N P T I R R RR SRR

1 MR5ERE

L1 EZMR 5 RA

FEFIZH DNA #2807 & ORI, DP324); &R
H PCR Mix FE (£ T, no. B639292); Biflekl (4
T., no. A620014); DL2000 DNA marker (4=T., no.
B500350); SX TBE Z2#hil (4£T., no. B548102).
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Table 1 Samples of domestic caviar

Hiuths Skt AR At MAE/(TL/0 @)
1 A 4 F) 283 86
2 A B (4) 104
3 A HESF 121
4 A 1K T 783 157
5 A A K87 350
6 B 1 F] L 63 104
7 B HESF 121
8 B Atmst (Zxét) 148
9 B 1T Hreg 174
10 B A K87 315
11 B kg2 1,581
12 C 1 F] L83 104
13 D RS 140
14 D 1A F) L83 105
15 D 15 783 157
16 D k42 341
17 E EiaF| L7 90
18 E R 104
19 E  Aimed (Ex4) 130
20 E 15T H7éT 174
21 E A F) L83 136
22 E A (R14) 195
23 E 145 #H783 261
24 F iBtmst (x8) 156
25 F 1A F) L83 75
26 G 83 e AT 86
27 H 1T H7é3 139
28 H  iHtaesg (349) 78
29 I k82 527
30 I K87 228
31 I G EEURIA 87
32 I Etms (R24) 139
33 I KT #7463 165
34 J 10 H] L83 57
35 J KT 78
36 I AW (Lx47) 84
37 K A A L7 88
38 K RS 111
39 K 15T H7é3 146
40 K k82 385
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T100 PCR ¥ 141X, <& Biometra; 5417R /id &
oML, 1% Eppendorf; BHIMUZDA 8413 6 GRE it
Bio Specmini, EPS600 FHLyk{¥, FifERAE, G500312
WAL, BT,

1.3 ik

1.3.1 DNA #3423

FE i DNA $RECK H R AR 3 W 4 23 55 R 40
DNA #EHGARI &, R Euem 1, B 1 P ondar
DNA $2H, BN 5 B ONCPATRE S My
FeEE T E DNA 2l AR,
1.3.2 DNA £/ PCR ¥73%

XHHEEURIRE i DNA T Cyt b J2 COIDNA %%
W HE B 1Y, R SIYISEIME 3850 155 2K
I Cye b e COI TS5 511, % 2.

PCR %44 % 50 pL: 25 uL PCR mix, 1 pL DNA

(#1100 ng/uL), Cyt b-F/Cyt b-R 8¢ COI-F/COI-R 5]
#) (10 pmol/L) 2 pL, ddH,O #MEZ 50 pL.

Cyt b XN 95 °C 3 min; 95 C 30sec, 55 C
30sec, 72 °C 30sec, 35cycles; 72 ‘C 3min. COI Jx
N2&AH: 95 °C 3 min; 95 °C 30 sec, 52 °C 30 sec, 72 C
40 sec, 35cycles; 72 C 10 min.

PCR =4 1.2%35 TabE Bt ik, HIkSH: W
JE 160V, LI 300 mA, 21T 30 min. WIELER, K
PR 38 Bok 228 TA TRE (Rl BRI EIRA
AEATA A

7% 2 DNA F2RBH 385149551
Table 2 Amplification primer sequences of DNA barcoding

B AR A HE7 B0 2l
Cytb-F 5-AACCACCGTTGTTATTCAACT-3’
Cyth (460 bp)
Cytb-R 5’-CTCCGATCTCCGGATTACAAGAC-3’
COI-F 5’-TCAACCAACCACAAAGACATTGGCAC-3’
COI (650bp)
COI-R 5’-TAGACTTCTGGGTGGCCAAAGAATCA-3’

133 & FHHuir L)

Y 7 5 SR T R TR 080 P ekt o Gy b DU
SER, 454 NCBI W3 Chttp://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov),
BLAST ZhREZAT I IR RIEIE K LL S 4r s corl 7
8 BN H NCBI M % f1 BOLD % % & 4t

(http://www.boldsystems.org/) #EAT 41 LEXTs FF4UAH
APETEE] 98% A_EDTHL, 7T LA [Fl— 4k 55102,
134 ZIBEIMRAGEFRAME

M GenBank Hi% Bt 4 Fh AL 51, 12 H
MEGA 7.1 47 fa7¥ COI/Cyth 3N T RA KB
0T, SR ARERE (ND HE RSN . & (Bootstrap)
PR RS EAEE, EHEECN 1000,

2 HERSH

2.1 DNA #HUi &

IR SN 6 VRS T 52 DNA
A%} ODyeo/ODago=1.85~1.92, AHEERET, BT
i £ I EpTAE T 2N R ) DNA BIIAESR, A
¥ DNA U3 S350 T 54N DNA IS
7E 150 pg/mL 247, PCR "W 1 pL DNA ¥
AR

22 PCR ¥ #4£8
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Fig.1 Amplified fragments of Cyt b target
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M1 234567 89 1011121314 1516

M 17 18 19 20 2122 2324 2526 27 28 29 30 31 32

750 bp
500 bp

M 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 N

750 bp
500 bp

& 2 #& co/ BRI e KE
Fig.2 Amplified fragments of COI target genes
P11 AN 40 13, BRI S AT,
FLTHREL 200 £ DNA Ffidh, %18 1.3.2 37 PCR 4
4, BT 200 NS, Cvrb B BAE 460 bp
KA, COI IR BE 650 bp oA, HorFEfhas R
1. B2 Fiw.

23 FAIAT RR G K AR AR

M GenBank 173 #IEHL Acipenser baerii (J7%)5
KP833617. OK094493). Acipenser gueldenstaedti (J7
H|'5 KJ789859 . FJ392605). Huso huso (7315
AY442351, ON097833). H. dauricus? x A. schrenckiic
5 H. dauricus (P35 KY132098. LC125896)-
A. schrenckii (J¥5'5 MH973733. KX276659) [ COI
o, MEAEIERGKEN (E3). MEHTLE
H, A [E G R 15 i 5 GenBank H [F]FRii £
REE—E, HEGEE 6 UL, K#HaHN 100, i
B15 BLAST LU H I EEEDIF (R 3) SRR
k.

M GenBank F1 73 #i%EHL Acipenser baerii (J74'5
MW856904. OK094493 ). Acipenser gueldenstaedti (J7
H|'5 AF283748. AJ249692). Huso huso (JF¥|%5
AY442351. KC130117). H. dauricus? * A. schrenckiid

& H dauricus (545 KY132098. LC125896).

A. schrenckii (J¥41'5 MH973734. KX276660) ] Cyth
FPol, MRARERERGREN (E4). WNEHTLLE
th, AHRIEF R 5 5 GenBank Hh[F) i £
LA, HESEASS UL, iS5 BLAST tt
X B EEHE R (WA 3) SEGR Rmil.

r baerii KP833617
K094493
17213134

Huso huso AY442351
100 Huso huso ON097833

Huso hu:

H. dc
100 | H. de

H. d
A. schrenckii MH973733
A. sch kii KX276659
|A schrenckii 18 35

X A. schrenckiid 1-10 1213 15 16 19 20
22-26 28 30 32 33 36-40

—
0.0050

& 3 BETFE5&3 cor EERI NI Bt
Fig.3 Molecular phylogenetic tree of sturgeon based on NJ

analyses of COI gene sequences

Acipenser baerii MW856904
38 Acipenser baerii OK094493
97 Acipenser baerii 14 17 21 31 34
A.gueldenstaedtii AF283748
A.gueldenstaedti AJ249692

Agueldenstaedtii 27

88

| Huso huso AY442351
100| Huso huso KC130117
Huso huso 11 29

id 1-1012 13 1516 19 20
22-26 28 30 32 33 36-40

0.0050
E 4 ET83&% oo BEEM NI BRER
Fig.4 Molecular phylogenetic tree of sturgeon based on NJ

analyses of Cyth gene sequences

24 BT ENAER

XF 40 {3 0T EAE LT DNA 2R 4,
PR SR S e VIRIARAT A 22 MRS, AT
18 MEES o FEATFIT 22 AMFEAH 13 AR DI P45 R
BRHTTRERZATH A (BERNIL IR 44T 5L
AA e, 52 Fl B (BER it IR 1) 425 i) shat
it (8T, BT COIFERAN Cyr b FERZ LR b AL R34
gy, MFARERAARE R SEHE TR R, FTUGEKEE
COI FENFN Cyt b FERIXF AP A AP T X B 7E
XHEGL T, YIRS E S HARSEOUEAT A E . R
PR ERPIMA AT 6T (Bl R, WP AT
fiF (BRZEFFE); WIHRZE R nIA ICET sl FCAT CUnpe b
5. 104 18+ 30, 35), A AN FIAiFE] Rk
FFED e WFAREE R R A A AR T Canpa{aR e
BRfiE, MRD T, WREARE, A5t 18 4
FE AR EEAFY AL
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Table 3 Results of caviar species identification

i cor Cyth . i
%5 NCBI Blast Bold ID’s NCBI Blast ERF K UL
1 ALK 100% A KE2 100% Z AP (ALK 100% ZZAP(A)RKKLE BIEF) LT HFETA
2 RIAAEKET 100% KK 52 100% BRAP(AYEKET 100% RXAP(A)REREE X HREFS
3 RIAAEKET 100% EKE2 100% BXAP(AYEKRET 100% RXAPA)RZKREE  HKSTF  FERA
4 ERAA)EKE 100% KK E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% EXAFA)REKE KFHEF ARERA
5 ZAPAVEKST 100% K E2 100% ZRA(A)EKRET 100% HRAFA)RLKREE  RKRE  AFRESS
6 ZeZAP(A)AKEF 100% KK E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% EXAF(A)REKE FBAFEE AR5 T4
7 ZZAP(A)EKETF 100% K E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% EXAFA)REKRLE  HEREF AFERA
8 ZEXAP(AYEKE 100% EKE2 100% BRAP(AYEKET 100% RIAP(A)REKREE LT REFS
9 ZZAP(A)AKEF 100% KK E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% EXAFA)REKLE KFMEF ARETA
10 ZIA(A)/AKE 100% KK E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% HXAF(A)RLKRSEE  HKSE  AFRESS
11 B2 100% B2 100% B2 100% k82 Bkég  AREAS
12 3R (AL KEF 100% E K2 100% e (AL KET 100% 2 3AP(A)REKEE FAA|LEF A4 T4
13 ZRANAVEKET 100% KK E2 100% BXFP(AYEKRET 100% RXAT(A)RZKEE  HKSTF  IFERA
14 184 L83 100% B4 F) L83 100% 46 L83 100% 4h F) 283 EAGF|L8F AFEFA
15 ZIA(A)/AKE 100% K E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% HXAFA)REKE KFHEF ARERA
16 22 3UFH (AL KEF 100% EKE2 100% R TAAVEKEF 100% ZAP(A)REKEL  BREE AFRERA
17 B4 F) L83 99.5% B4 F) L83 100% H1aF) L3 100% {0 F) L83 EAGF) LT AL
18 FRZAFB)HKLEF 100% ZRXABYHEKT 100%  ZFH(B)HEKLF 100% K57 HRE  ARESE
19 Z3AF(A)EKEF 100% E KL 100% R ZAPAVEKET 100% FHXAPA)REREL  £REF  FAEFS
20 ZRAFANVEKE 100% KK 52 100% RXAP(AYERET 100% RXAT(A)RZKEE KT HEF IFETRA
21 #1494 L83 99.5% #1445 L83 100% #1448 100% EEREARI A B LS AREFA
22 ZRIA(A)EKEF 100% KK E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% HXAF(A)REKRE LR FESS
23 RIA(A)AKEF 100% AKX E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% RXAFFA)RLKE KFHEF AFETA
24 ZZA(A)EKEF 100% KK E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% HXAFA)REKRLE LR 5SS
25 ZIA(A)AKEF 100% K2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% EXAF(A)REKE AL AR5 TG
26 ZRAP(AVEKE 100% KK 52 100% BRFP(AYEKET 100% RXAP(A)REKELE 88 FEFS
27 1T 18 100% KT H78F 100% KT HF 100% T W87 wF e AREAS
28 JRA(AYAKST 100% %K 22 100% RTMAVERS 100% ZTAA)IAKSE xsg HEHS
29 k82 100% B82 100% B2 100% O Beg  RERS
30 ZeRAP(A)VA KSR 100% *K 52 100% e RAP(AVERSF 100%  2¢ 5AF(A)RIAK B2 AT S
31 WEFI T4 99.5% BAOFITLEE 100% BAOFI T2 100% BOALE AR FERE
32 ZREA(AVEKEF 100% K82 100% ZRAPAVERSE 100% ZRAP(A)IAKSE Zexsy HEHS
33 RIA(AEKEF 100% K E2 100% ZRA(A)EKET 100% RXAFA)REKE KFHEF ARERA
34 B®IAFILEE 99.5% A FI L83 100% A FI L3 100% EOFILE:  EEF| L AFEAE
35 RABYEKS 100% ZRABYEKLT 100% 2 RAHBYEEE 100% ST HwEEF  AERS
36 2R APA)AKSEE 100% K82 100% T APAVERST 100% ZREAPA)RKREL  Jexsd  AERS
37 ERRAP(AVEKE 100% K &2 100% REAP(A)ERET 100% RRAP(A)REKEE FEIAFELE ARETFHF
38 ZRRAP(A)AKEF 100% K KE2 100% RXA(A)EKET 100% ZXZA(AREKE HKEF  FERHF
39 ZRRAP(A)AKEF 100% K82 100% R RAP(A)AKEF 100% ZXAP(A)REKEE KTHET ALK
40 FERA(A)EXKE 100% K82 100% ZRRZA(A)AKEF 100% ZXAP(A)REKLEE — BREE ALK

E RIAA)AHARELQHREFD; RRIH(B)HHKIT O AKLEL],
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IINTARBEATFIR A, A 0T REARAE = Al AR
VIR RS PEEERANERL, BN [F— YRR -3
WA FIRRZEFl, SN 7 R 2 R, O
FHEAR, RARBEANE IR FR AR A
fidfi B HAb Al IA B S TR M T aetE,
E R, fRP Witd 1. RERIM 2 AR
ERER, BRI 500 76/10 g 1 500 76/10 g, H
Fec i B R AR )t - B R 300 J0/10 g ity %
PG TR EN NN 170 J0/10 g, ¥ImTaeschd
T HETIEN 129 70/10 go

HOr I PR £ A o S By LA 2 A8 i ik PR Q <
M KEFS) R R, 30 MM 75%; FEAFE
fiF 44> (10%), Jitn (G, Wis, MRS Hig &% 2 M,
aldi 5%, MRS ERIE (637
VIR ATY S, < H AT - A e 1) 3
A A A E it FQ BT . it [ChF ., 62, R, 7
TAFNEEFESE 5 Fh, ik PGt PG U FC BT e
REEF TR EESM, SFEATELTEDN
70.67% £5 R AHTT o
3 TWig

TEAR T TAEH R I TR RAZER T col 5
Cyt b DNA F T EARABAZIETCIEAR U il i o 55—,
ToFSEBIN IS Halifh (RER) M%E, fEdks:
FERE T2 8 B 1P 4 ) DNA 2605,
9l Y HA 2R A8 b S B B TR, B,
Fi DNA Z A0 H R ICESEUE AR 63 0 5 N\ T 77586
)% Al B AR IS SR SRR AT AT, et
AJ DA Rz 25 b o i B FeAt A 2 7 A A i
0 BT 0 IR S P A3 R s R B S A T 7 b
IR AL, ORA WG B A i £

4 5

H AT DNA Z&EREHA AT 2 M ATER I T &
i CHRTEEEIESETF BT M S . £
Hhrkr, 2L col K. Cyt b FK{E N DNA %47
i, HEATFRR ST o AW O 5 R PR
KT DNA g% e . M, %essii—
o [FRF, scEReh R SRR L7 A6 DNA
FEHUIC B 2520, DNA Jii & 10] LA /& PCR ¥ 12K,
COI 5 Cyt b fEfF- P4 g vh] LUE S K 4% DNA
IR HIVEF .

TEAWFU S8 1 40 AMFE a6 1%, Toid
BIG, ARRAFEM BAA PR IR AN L,
PSRRI IUA 55%. VENTHFEE — 637758 [ Ffa

TEARE, T EELA ERGE, WHRE 2R
NZoANE ) 453 LB EE ikt (B S ENEST ) Sai]
PN AT A AT 11 2 1 3 5 17 ] Rk
K. Wl CITES BE, 55 [ PRS2 Sy w3 o fh
JRESRAEL s, ARSI, B H A
TEYMRRAY], (5 EAUERRER S B & T
18 CITES BOREEL . BT LU 7 YAt R R 5
MRERE, SRiEARETRT & PE 5 E BT EDR IR, X T
P RIE 7SR A Ty, R 5 42 7l ]
RS R R B B
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