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Abstract ; This article reviews the research progress in the degradation of foreign DNA derived from GMF during food
processing and in gastrointestinal tract, and the metabolism of foreign DNA within the body. Physical and chemical
factors such as heat, pressure and pH in food processing contribute to the degradation of foreign DNA. Different
processing methods will bear different degrees of DNA degradation, while most of food-derived DNA will be degraded
in the gastrointestinal tract, some fragments, however, are likely to be detected in the gastrointestinal tract, blood,
other tissues or organs. There are also controversies over whether foreign DNA could be transmitted to gut microorgan-
isms, oral microorganisms or body cells. Clear evidence is still lacking.
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15 TR R PSR DNA BRI BT ST R 53

HABEREBENNARMEIEERS, E0E—
FRE B ( Streptococcus bovis ) TEARSMIGIESL 7T U B
R REZR. Hit, BERAEYE I T ZJEM
TEALTEVE S , DNA BETS SE B A7 , 443 B It E) n
i, A Y IE A ES R T

Gawienowski %iz] MREH, 2B B BES
N T3 72 BB o 36 Ok 2 R A 0B DNA A%, 135C
BB 2 h 5, DNA JL P52 2F4f# , T Kharazmi 2
AR, B G R &Y PR R AL BT AR .45
BB T UK A R R DR B
HATF 1.1 kb ) DNA K- Bt, Chiter £ BF5T T
AN T 5 3 % 25 F dm) e JRORE (i 38 T 8K L K
TN EK BRI E ) DNA WRE R,
SERFWH, MEYFERE LT Smin ST
95°C P Ab T B %% DNA Franh 89, X YR 4t
FARTF RS RSy A B AR
A R o R A H DNA, Alexander %% I ) b i
T8 xR A DNA B EE AN TTRER F IR,
EREUHRE —ERE. Baer £V HRE
B, R LR I TR S P RE D B iy PCR
FB/NTF 400 bp, 78 535 F01 58 A W AT A ] 2
1339 bp W B, KERMTEA R+ GEY 2|
714 bp } B, Peano &' Br5y T Sly  WEMEHET
MG IR K CEEE R EH (lectin) KM% fH
EIL, 76 EH HRBAE RS 11 1 626 bp AN A
B WM A S8 A R RESr BRI H 391 bp I
169 bp IR A B, BFE" IR RRES
& SR G Tt AR A, H R R AR T
B AK/NA 1 883 bp PN R lectin 3EH B, & %
WERMYBRETLAMBES, lectin REME
1000 bp AT, ML G S lectin FEH
B BER/MI g 200 bp, ¥har 1% 3 R RN T
KRR KK 86 ME R CER (hpt) K
REMHAT TR, LB THIEK 4SS, Fabio
D YN Bl o Nk A =00 R =S T
70 30 Rk | 7 R R R bR T 5 0R T)  BF ST R, 7
32 MRBEINFIREA S A 25 MREA R 164
bp lectin 3£ F B TEAE, 15 AREAS G T B 47
B H % K & ( Roundup Ready K&, B RR k&)
HIRe 25 (358 J33hF/CTP 3 [H ) 169 bp K EL;
£ 8 Ml TS R B A PRI 2] lectin 2N, 7E3
M TERNARHFRINBFEH BAGERE
H, UEHREREZHARRM T FESHESH

DNA WIFEEREEAE ., MAh, R HHEEEER(T
FEERR) AP i B R A B 1, Straub 451 @
BTN T B AEHEM Lactobacillus curva-
tus PTG R E L DNA IR BN, R ER
S TN, EEHEFE 1A A4 AMI12E
J& AT NE AN B E 4 DNA, H #4028 IR
FEHEA B A E 4 DNA AR

BUIN T kXt & dh DNA WREMIBHE S, A~
FEE ARG RFAEER, BT AKE, N
TR A= R 03 K& 5 ) DNA
AT REER . BTN TR S DNA Bt
=0, TR AR ER ) DNA $2 BT 15 R $2 X
HA ik DNA, FEiL, BEE T DNA HEE A0
HEARMERE, \MIEEEEDSIN TREHE,
Hry DNA B A RREMEIN ABRERSHHIRA
AT,

2 5pIR DNA £ A BB PRI R

—RAN  SNRR T4, R R,
EHEANR PG R BE 2 M. FXERGT
YIIRAEN 2K B 18 B AU iz IR At 1 B
Schubbert 21" B I B {4« M13mp18 DNA B2 £/
B, FIl A PCR\FISH %75 420 T 4MR DNA 7E/)
RiERiariz. ERE)E 8 h LIAFTBUKHEEA,
A 84 RUNRE/Ma RAE Y /AT 2] M13mpl8
DNA F B, BB M K M h m e I 21, 3
ERAE 18 h 5, A EE B K0 2 Ml3mpl8
DNA JrBt, 45 R H], BRI DNA 72/NR B il
iR e 2 M. HJS, Schubbert %' &
PEGFP-C1 Bk S #yialn /s B8 i 72 Bl 45
#o Chowdhury 277 BFSE T 1M A5 #4 2 0 F K AN
FEHEER LK, B EAEY T ERATRER
MEBEHIEN crystal 1Ab WAEEIL. TELRHM
XTRRZHEY 10 L0 B i IE A HER BRI B £k
NUEEEA , 3 zein (242 bp) ,invertase &K (226 bp)
F ribulose-1, 5-biphosphate carboxylase/oxygenase
FEF (1 028 bp) , SKHRAH 5 Sk 3EHY 5 M Ay
RREAZ N 2 crylAb ZE[H Fr B¢ (110 bp A1437 bp),
BT 1 Sk 4 00 B L B A B eyl Ab £
(437 bp) . EHFYH B WEE 5 ERPHER
F 100% I RIJRME , 2 R YRR DNA F808 9052
2 W M. Guertler %' Xf Bk Y 3% HE JE ( Dama
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54 TEAELAE SRR 10 %

dama) FOBFFE U154 T KB4 S, Duggan 5% F
PCR AR TR B FHERN EAXF RS
JEFEE DNA ERFEE P HMiE, RAREH
W4RRE3 h g, AT R B AR A R YT A (211
bp) ¥R HFF , TR B4 24 h J5, 75 LI
R HEREEF S, Palka-Santini S5 FI/N B 5T
BHABER,1 h JFTEEH/NG AT A B R 6
P23t B (green fluorescent protein, GFP) & H H
B3 h FEE AR TS ,6 h E) a8
B E H B, Deaville 2511 F/NS 1R R BF 52 %5
% RGN B RIFEHE DNA A7, ER S
ERREGHEK 96 h 5, 37 7E R T K il 2 5%
B RS> Wiedemann %17 % f— A AL H A,
WG G FE B PCR AT T - G4 55 57 2 A0
Btl76 T KW H A B R LR B A A R 6 e,
R IEE A 28 (whole-plant ) FIFF 47} ( ensiled
com) W R BASTERE NEFT B h 5, TP 1 H
rubisco ( ribulose-1, 5-bisphosphate carboxylase gene,
<431 bp) fll crylAb(211 bp) EF F B HIMATIL,
DNA F B 7E B B RERFLR HA K I ]

LR EHYIBF R A R T A C T DNA 71
BEPRETANER, BER A RIELR S
H5AEARRAR, PR KEBWIHAES AEH
F B, Bl Y RRIBMSE R AT 2
KHEFIALE b Netherwood 45" 1L 7 I B il
PR VIR A B [0 G I SR R, SR
BERERERKGHWERRSE, FIFE&%E% PCR
(QC-PCR) £ 41 T 3% 7 #| %1 Bt £ E
REWE DB B85 i AR TH AL 9 B 45 DNA 5-
I IR N B R 3 R BR-3-BE IR B AR A A (epsps) JF
¥, ZRAET H 5D E AR E T
PCR ¥4l ¥ ¥ 2 A DNA £ 5], H M 6 ][5
i CE WE A e B s A H Y PCR 79,
{HiX Se e B R A S AW, 1B & PCR 2 W)
B/ B DNA FF3EH ™A1, A fFift— 22 R 8
ho Netherwood %" SUH 12 f| A T4 H il
HE R A IR T 55, DAL A ) 38 488 o SR R A U
BRFRE HISMIR epsps B, i 15 BH AR AR SR B (] o]
VATE 18] 3 138 14 0] i o A 00 A M 3 o B PR 7
A e AL E AR ] Bk T 2

MPERI AR LIRS R K E, REHE
B RTEYIA IR DNA Te 4k A RE S5 77 B M XK B B
6], M2 N ¥y DNA 317 B8 B (6] U 77 7E 2

Fo HEYIHERIREEE U 25 KR TAEY
BREAT ERTHLREEASHLWER,7E
THALE SNSRI B N A B, B E
B VE g PIYEE SE R B R IR o AR T I 3 B 3
B RN E AL L B TR R TR
B R4, 25 08 A 2R 45 O MR T A 31 A L
HAEH/NT, BAN, BB AE Y IR DNA A
XEGY H, EEEEY T SNR DNA R B
#-°1; B PCR 840 Fp 51 B , 5 P BB K
# B A AT AL R GO T2 A BB R 5 A
B, BASENN, BT S A TR
MFISME DNA B H B, TTRE 5 RIS I & 5
R X, ZAESREL DNA B i 2 S 4k i & 0
BT T 26, NIARRED 1% 4 SMJE DNA, X 587 A
KT HE DNA AT E P AE N ST 4510 M
WA, B, X F & DNA 7E AR 4k
BB RR T EE RSB

3 4MEDNA MERRETERNBERI

B T45EEH DNA 7] BE7E AR N AF7E— & B it
6], AR BRIE R — & BT ], A% &
PEVEAS A BERVE, iX 45 DNA | BUEE MR &3 A 2K
fERA AR, REREM RS, ARBRE
SIFEH, &R DNA St AR A I, B X
FpRuE /NS 7T DL 2 B R B, P B A TTHE 4
B, Bl THEEREWHRIMNEEREARER
FFRERE TR S W EAER , B HEHE
EERAREANL L, FHik, FTHEEER ST
HME DNA Xif ASAEFRAY AT RERZ IR LB o

3.1 4MEDNA &%

AE KRB AZREY, g4+ DNA — K2
BAEBEN, B THEERNE R FHINEDNA 5
BSEBdH  DNA A2 s A1, i B4 B o5
A DNA B &M L BITR /N (25 1/250 000) ,
A LAA A EE R | W E 4 DNA X AKERE
.

3.2 5ME DNA Bk FH#B

3.2.1 sFEDNA @ EMmEMAMm44 DNA
KRR BRRLEHITH MR LE, E
KA R PR B KA B Y 2 18 M B AC
oo AP ETFNAE G R BA
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135 NG LR ER A SME DNA MR AR BT S R 55

B, X 4R SR IR A YA Y, AN
T Z2 AT 48 51 27 BR B ( Deinococeus radiodurans ) &
BINREEEYDAERNER, S SBITE
( Mycobacterium tuberculosis) fRIZEH4H F & /D&
A8 Ak ARZERD,
BFHEEE T FRINE DNA 5 AREY
HiEE A DNA Bit ELLBIAR /N, — 235NN,
HEFARPRINEERE R A KRR EEE
RN, HMFER FHEFE KB R RER A
F) , BRI T 25 B o R AR 2 TR BB R AE KR
AT K, TR R PN
HK BT ER L . O/NEEEELSRRM T
CAFAIEILEIEALS , BB R R K 4l o
ZEF ) DNA B Q7SR BN SRS msMNEE
HE5EMRPFEER DNA DI LI &R 7E b2 40
MRk ) DNA 325+ ; @32 R4 o4 sk i 7L 3h ) B 48
MURE S A A2 A5, AR R (5 BB b o 32 (A 4t i v
RELAH) P P T PR 8 A @32 A 4 2 R 4 5 itk
DNA B RIEM . & _F A RIS, ZIEHARK
AL IR KA, T e B i 2 R H BB IE
MERRWERBGEESHLEHEHESABE
DNA, FHIL, B AN LR —RIIWF R
AR RAR R . — S SRUR 4 Rt R
B RMNERERAS RE KT ,1993 4
WHO R&F8 1, M TN B F Y5 2 iE M A
VX RWIER A AR BB RET HLREHER
A i 4R 4517 ;2003 4E 3 [E B B9 ( GM Science
Review ) tLF5, #5 £ DNA M GM #4492 40 5 i
B A7 (kingdom) %%, B F— R 5| 12 [E P b5
WTETEM AT e R ED . [HIFIEFRA LR 4R
R HEIX WL, Netherwood 251 R4 (Al i 6 11
HWEE LA R F LB 85 B 45 R A
3 N BYREAS 5 5% W 0 20 45 A6 Mk BE 1Y epsps HE A
FEOL(B 10° B RA 1 ~3 NMEEREEN) 45
REH MNEEEATHRERKE, FAKRTEH
HFEER 2B MIMYmEREY . H
Netherwood %'/ #f X W A4 38 3T L HEED I 44 0 5
AR PCR Y HHEAR, s B SHEFRNAHE,
T EL7E A 5 iR I A 28 M M b 4 v th A KT 3
HEEABST LR ERERPTEHERER
EMAEYHWREBERE R4 T E—PPR.
3.2.2 SR DNA oA ess#s HXTT
BIAER S 5%, DNA ZE S AT RE A 5

REKVPEHER, ARERH, EFRIBRBTER T
IR DNA B7E A 1 B oAb 38— B B (8] ) ket
DNA {385 L BIR SN R Z S M o ShE
DNA MR i METEME R P FT DL EFF R K W — B
B, RER T FEMER T TR DNA, %2 24 h
JEATBERE AL BRZ ASINE. coli, SR TR BR T8 B ik
BB DNA HBERFSE 1 min R ALIEE. ER
FOEFEE 8 min KFTK pCRY6 BEAH 41 B #E 7K
P RIRER PR R, R O BB SMNEE
AL OB R RRBZSHEMEEL . B
REFZ O RMEAEIN BB % B AR, ExT
RN B AR RAZ S @ R LR A T 3
U NI B AR LT B 0 T e 4
BRSO s P AR 2 B4 T8 A ) B
(biofilm) , HF|F HRBZRMEY., EFTHIH
(dental plaque) | 34 [ 55 48 4% 3R B ( Streptococ-
cus mutans) $EINE DNA F54b 5508, E L BH
AT 10 ~ 600 451 (]2 5 SRR 2
BHEREEHZ LRI —IER, FEO KSR
AHEHRBRZRNHE, R EE LB E 550
Ji DNA #: fi, 5% b th R BB 52 o Mejean
Claverys'™ % 3, (kSN 32 45 41 B K BX DNA fy 3
FEAR R, A #8 55 BR B ( Streptococcus pneumoniae )
DP1601 ZREX DNA A3 £ 100 MEEBR/s, W0
ROBHFHERZTHERBUXMERERA
DNA, Ef11/H 8 min fYBT ] /2 LLSE U L. 783X
FEAMEEHONE OB M E SRS
( Streptococei ) BEE A FAMNRE I FLAE R TR %
s 5 e 118 L A Bili 9% 45 3R B ( Streptococcus
pneumoniae) .

3.2.3 SR DNA mA M AN @44 SR
DNA 88 7] & Wil - Bz 40 i F0 EL fth 20 21 40 e 5%
BRI E, Chowdhury %P FIHE 3 % K
TR LR, RBUAEYI B IR R (BN zein 2R )
s (eryldd ) B A BBTER W IH1LIE
HRI, EMBHEHEAERAXHMHER F K.
Deaville 21! %% 5 B £ 7 /NS )5, B —
TEF R AR AR PR B lecrin FFH Sb, 1%
A EHAL R G/ A L R B A Y N YR
(40 lectin, rubisco ) 8 /MR EH (41 eryl Ab,
epsps FEH) o K FUA M S U6 1148 A",
ELSE 06 &5 R A R Y #) 38 A 2, 41 Schubbert
2 7E FIM13mpl18 DNA 17 M/ R SE e P, 8


http://www.cqvip.com

P 000 http://www.cqvip.com]

56 FEALM KSR 10 %

13 FISH J73:#1 PCR HARTE 15 40 0 | A8 40 (4]
M2 ~ 8 h) FAFAE 40 M (fRI MR 24h) A I 2
M13mpi8 DNA ;Einspanier 2190 B S e AR Y 2 4R
EEE CANALP PR BELARE B ) Hhoke i 2 AE 4
FRA 2R B B B ery1Ab, (B 7E 4 Y I B 4
R %% B9 7 A7 4120 o 5 K O B ot ¢ 4 25 B
(199bp) , EE4 PR B A MBIFES. XEX
U R B, /N B MR 200 ug FRRL peDNA3s
1 WS 7EFTA A P RE R 2| S IR BTk DNA /Y
FEAE, 2 6 JB)J5 {0 AE B FAE AR i e T 28] 41 9 R
BB, Aeschbacher 2 ' FI & 60% 154 £ %
HRT R 60% 5 Br K K 4 9 BO 4R 43
FIMEFEEXGFIRXG, A PCR AR T XS 21
EPRSMNEER, G R EFAEXGH LA R
R H ARSI 1) F R SOREAR dor BEIR] B (BAE BOR A
A HR R A R I 21 FE 40 AR ) DNA 1 B, 1 bla
B crylAb B[ b B, LR A K I B Br B K # =
W) VEZEHENTEIRTER) DNA J BUBE AN R —
AFFSEHATIIIE R I8 Agodi 25 Xt B KAl
% b A AT TR BRI, 7E 12 4> Y
60 MFPIREA R, 15 A4 RE A R i) B B A
K F K Maximizer H ) crylA Fr B, A 7 R 2|
HER KRG espes BH F BAFEA, HILL S A
YERRER T IR LR F R, A 2 MR
WE) EK zein FF Fr B, 3 MR B K lec-
tin BH B, PR B R EEE Y E R
A BB R B T MR 5 B R AR 18 LY, AN REHESR
RS IBLREE, Palka-Santini £ FEME A/
B 50 wg GFP UK. DNA 5 10 wg GFP DNA 1 1
mg BXEE 1 JE (protamine ) E 4413 h.6 h,18 h
24 hJ5, 6% FISH Jr k7 5 W I 18 40 i )
YA PRI E] DNA 2 78 0 6 i B HA 40 g o
RITiXF DNA {55 . B GFP EF RN
H I HERAR AR, 7E 1 296 BB B, A2 E
23 T A FISH MAHGES, BEX AE
TEAHMTT LA BRER SR DNA 246 T HEIER . A
I FEH N 3 B BB 25N DNA 3 AR
FEBE . Sanden %% ¥t =3 ( Salmo salar
LO)MBIR P RH, AR =CAKER KT
(30% & &) A FH ER K G (30% R &
&) BERE , AR AL 238 F1 PCR #9 7 k th fEH
J 40 B F R TS 2R 8 R % BE [ 2% 4 B (lamina
propria) A £ & #)h Roundup Ready K& 35S

B3/ DNA 2 54k DNA F % (211 bp FiI
305 bp) FF7E. FERHSME DNA i A B i
o, B B S MG A BR B ATE R R, v %
AR RS HE . (B —F 4 4M R DNA /i
RIR M Z £, Bk i T8 4 M B B LA R B
AWML, BE M AEEF 20 A0 T %A 28 E e glh
MEFHIRBELERKE , HRELZHE T PCR
# PCR-blot 5 3L 4 I sh4 UL A | ik #8 A 2L i+
EEEARERAFER, IBEBAE—H. AK
FERLEY 28 HR R I 2 A IR S R, A A 0 A S
B, FRFEXFMERIDE T ARSI EA RF
HITEAE REFEIEE - MR B ar bl . 2R
IO EER BT RERERHFERZ —,
B A HAE SRR B UL R B 2o 8% DT AR
Pyt R EE R F B, T SRR TN B 5 B R AR R
AMNEEE R F B,

HEREY R TAA TR TE A
FEBUFMRRRE HMEEREHETES
(UFEESEZE, BRELE) WIGEELEI.
HFAKME MY & AL RSN EER
B2, KHERREESYHIRN A A ES, Fi,
MR T — BB, MR EE B RN L 2N
RIS IZ BB B RE, TN AR AR RS
0 AT R Tk
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