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WE SEMO NG T EREEART R TR, HMAEMEEARTT I, B 7 THF
FVE R G R BRI BORRIE R S B Z 8] R Bk . S F R IR T AR B S, T g
AT AEEE )2 AR TH b R B agt A 2 N R e B D9 AR HRIA B 7 R B AR (1 — B, DA S
T BN BB 2 BRI RAEAT B B A

KPR JUIRIAEE, VAR E Y DNA

BEEFEILERERRIER

ANENEZ AT A5, F B TR Sk MO EARBAR . BB S35, AR
AL, SRR — BRI S R A R e AR 355 L, BEEVEER
AR AR R G I N R  , AR IRBIIEAR N S (5 A, oA
MBS T ARPIEE.

B BRI R R, HH IR E R —mERRR P A SR A
Bho Horp, FATRI LB BABR B L AR A AR B O . NSEE AR T R
VIR SR SN et /) 2 NP VS U L e o S R R R PSR S VSS Uil L MR PV i L= N E|
I T REAS T REAS I ZE VR, BB R SR G b BEAT Aok R AR 2 22

TRBR AL A AR TR S A U AT — A e & 15 T, i A2 BE S ML IR A
5 (AR AS B2 (T A R RO 3 (BN RBE D (1 B A SR DN A &1, DNA K%
BN ARAF— DI ED A . WIRS S FE AN TN R NZSR %5
B AR, W APk HAE B, BEJEE I RA B P AT Pl AAS5EH T
R ST, fe VIR B AR S A 2 SRR B AT .

JEARIA B AL B AE I G XA 2 U (B B 1R SRR . SR TRIA EEAMY
SRR T XHRAR AL SN, BRI T ML IEAT AR N RVARRE 5, SRR T
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PR AL 24 & (Garland, 2001 o (R, ARl IR SRR BEAOME-& K1
WA 82 A AT AE S IR AL 2 AR R S g, FLAEE PR TR 3RS 1 B 2 e3e, e84
JiTHEE D, (Feeley & Simon, 1992)  FA PHAEX T SRR LU R NEE, PR
AIECR, R R A 7, AU SRR BEAH G SRENE 77 TR N 77 OBk 8k 2, YTl
SRR I KRB | A7 AR P 25, JRATHE S RS 1R A2y
FK A4 (Lyon, 2002) o XL AR RGOS NNENER, E61& 17T R isFe A
NS BEAR BT R 241077 2 FESS ARG T THD - ), IX—HE I AT
RE MR Bk = AT 1 200 B AL 1 77 20, ATl L 850, 53 FIRER A0k
TR E BRI AR P PR A R AR R A, AN BRI AR SAEAL
TINNFT . ZAEEIEBUTHL FAEAF] A RIAFESANTVE 2 HoAl T THI .

FES A2y, WAk Fan N—Fhae A “riads” 1 “ B3 RS (Nelkin - &
Lindee, 1995) o Jy 1 k2> 21 FE FR AR TRVA BRI %A Z 1, X LU AR ER

(Wilson-Kovacs, 2014) o Hrh, iX 68 Sl AR B AR JBIRFIAE, PA

P By B ZRIAREFE AHAG Z RIREAE (BUBRZAEAE) K RINE L. 70 Tk
BRI RN AT 4 LSS E B — R (Lynch, Cole, McNally,
& Jordan, 2008) . MIEBERI S THFTE N AL 2 KSR I IAE LV A AN
— RN ARG, DNAFRINEE SRS B4 1 “ Rk lER, “H
1 HE71” LA a{E 177 R AIFRIE (Aas, 2006; Lynch, 2003; Lynch et al., 2008;
Machado & Prainsack, 2012) . K, YFE2iFe i, 1576 22 T/EHfE FHHDNA K
UG HR A RAETEE ER HAR IR BRIESE, AT LAR R E RS

SRT, PRI SR [FIREXS S B ARAE B AR R A Uil AT 1 HED, JFHEN 1 BE
FERAN TR BTG A ety SRR X o FEIX T7 T, A2 BHPR s SR P = A i H 2 5
Mal RIS SR AR, FE kLo rh, SRR FAT 58 A AR R 7 1 1 (R R i
HiA7 (Hindmarsh & Prainsack, 2010; Kruse, 2016; Williams & Johnson, 2008
) o IXFIAES AR “BBiE1L” ( Heath, Rapp, & Taussig, 2004; Novas & Rose,
2000; Rabinow, 1996; Rose, 2007; Rose & Novas, 2005; Rouvroy, 2008; Wehling,
2011; Weiner, Martin, Richards, & Tutton, 2017) PLK B8 & RTFIF e i “isifE
17 WG TIEERE T %25 Theodore  Porter (1995) i 441 “HUBZ M 1534)
. Porterd Hix ANl 245 “JE M T” MEARAE S P2, BuaM&s st H i
R HIBBAENRAE S5, i EE TSR AEAITEAS A “ 07D .

APAEA 2 AR A T, fhizs 7 A8 e 2 B L AR 3 7 . X —
3T T R XSS TINS5 B DA S B G AN HE 5 (1) 7 U B . 75 22
RS, A E AR AT 8 A AT 1A% 5 BT TR AR TR AC B n J7 TR
RTS8 5 22, BR T PP G A% SR SRR I Sl A A R VE R Gt /R
AATPESL, ASCIIVEE ICHT B TEAC SR IE BRAISAE F L 22 T (4 2. S0k BUA
AAE B 7 THI I E MR L BT 5E o
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AP FRBNH— L N R AR AR BRI M R, A0 aRA
B EE B RRAT AT B A S RE R G R E AR AT A7 JB SR B A
AL SE A SO R I 7 AR A 2 ERE AT ELAE I 45 i AR 2oty R 1Pk, o
AL PR AN AL 2 BN T BE RS T I X LU PR AL ? S E RT3 n] DA PR 27
AT FUBANRAR RIZ 5 78 A USRI — e S B U5 T 7 VAR 3B A 22 il RV U A
I T IR Bk, RIS EER R RE EARAS R S 1) 7= A i R T SR A o
FEMIER?

LA

TDNA B RS T AR ARG T 20 42804FEAR. 19834, 25K
Jeffrey Glassberg GE[ED 3/ T B DNA EIRESLBUT LA EF, B 126 Rl
BRI R (FBD . e EB- MR K%% (University of Leicester) HIA:4)5
X Alec JeffreysfE19844F K] /—Fife ILDNAEIE ) 7%, 19834F 219864, 1
L ESEHTRFER 4% (Narborough, Leicestershire) , #5—#2id il iz B R0k
TR R AT D FE R R TR TR R BR R B A 7 UL
Fek, A3 T IZ AGE . TR ST N LSRRI U SR I AL X4 )5 000
K4 TR . BN 3T DNAG T, ZAEH EAATE I EE N TR 2
JG, \A—45F (Colin  Pitchfork) & FRAZ MM, K I I E 1% 505 L%
(LRI RS W) & 405 2, FEXTDNABRE 3T /045, XA AR € X w5 IURAT 1)
T

X BT DA S HoAth )5 B 0145 7 A SCDN AR B2 s AL 4%, Hoas
AR “FIEAURTEE” , —Mh “EARNLES” , A BAELE A UL IR e R 7
4% (Lynch et al., 2008) o 2R1M0, X AR BEAA 5 SR AU AL BT 2 05
RN T o ASEE — Bl ko S A Al AL B2 T R I T VEEA T 4028, 1X 88 T7
B ERCAIE R SR DNABIR V2 AL R I LD e 3% SE A 2 4 32 B DR BB SC
FC )AL 2 kRt i, S TR I RA T FiRL SR IR AN P48 58 R AL
Fapiiy

AL EAEAL S A TP A P R ], 5 S T DO e R R AR 7 iR A A=)
HLTTERVERBIE, 1K BTV BAE MR AN TN HIALARAT Y (Duster,  2003)
o JET, IXFPSRALKFHOHR T 5 AR 1A K IR R, H 7 R RE S HEHE X L2
R GG 2 AL R T RAME I B, G BT fth s 2 A AL, X
Stk BIJFALARAT N A AR AT R IR - DRI, AT 036 = & B AEVEAR G IR
Lombroso (191H20) QI TAE, HofiH bk B A48 H i A=) e e AT 7E 175
AR SR, JE L X P20 AR S R U8 A 2 U ) BRI 7T, 118 TR SR AR
o RS 2 24 R
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] 2 i B SRS 1 1 52 2 5 T DN AU AMAITE /7. IXEE SIS A 2] 1 #4781 2 A
BORBIBEE M RN B F RERI SR SRR, KB H I 7 AR 3k
Fr RO BT AR S R HE PEB AR 75 5 22 8] o AR5 28 DU 35 AL RN AL A, i
HRGHAN A TRl AAEIRRE IR DNAEYE 7.

H201H 90T HILLR, MITRE FRERWITT (FEAERED , K3 14
2 A G DNA SRR s R b SO AT S B B AR 2 UM AN FE AR X LEAJT 7T
R T DNABATE AL ARG BT 3075 30, I ATt 2 it 450, 2 RBGRIA
R EZE A TIRZZ20

201 2L 80N, S AN [ B i Ak & 1 SRR A AR AL B3 (DN A B U7
2o AT IR B R SR A S 2 R AR ORI h 8 P R AR AR L
N A P 9 72 T 280 - ST B e (9 7 3 TR, 19955 2 R Il 126 — B
[ 5N S B A BT R ik A8 TR e e - o[ [ SO0 R DN A% 12 (UK
National Criminal Intelligence DNA Database) . HAth[E 5 th e 4htd | A
FDNAKHEE . LAH BT B R E I 22 9], BRI AN =2 19974 L #E[E $-1998
FEANEET20014E 58 7 Bia R a2

DNA E|15 £ 45 P& tH— 20 25 M4 ) DN A B3 ST RIS N B MR DAL i, IX 8
PERT S N E DL AT AR 8 B A R X BT A TIUE SR AT V7 ] o IX el e R 4R
A AV R T C B ASE N e 2FHE . BIEN AL S FRE
A RN KR . H AT 69 5 EAE VBB B e . Pttt HAh gy
344N EH K IEAETT AR St X 2K 25 & (Interpol, 2016) o 75831 BRI 2 BACRIFN R I 4+
o TG 1A )b BT, AN ES TR S AR R A S B R Y QU AR AN TR &
Ko

FRATTH 2 = B R A M A TR N B BRI 5L NTE R T, JATTHRAELL T
H P IR I S, AT 2 I v E s A i B ) K RS E A LB . AE
AP TR, A TR SO ML 2 S50 A Bl A A2 (8 — BB i AR

(Broeders & Dijstelbloem, 2016; French & Smith, 2016; Sadowski, 2019; Smith,
2016;van Dijck,2014) , fEEdEA, A EORPEEIEH @R #1522,
HFE B AR SIEE MR AR EAER (Hindmarsh & Prainsack, 2010;
Kloppenburg & van der Ploeg, 2018; Skinner, 2018b) .

PRI, 92 B2 3B AR AdE 2 AIAT SR O DN AR IEAE AWt 5Kk 5 % e, LA K
BRI BRI B VAR TF. Dy T Insskk = T a1, JATE 2IEPRA DS
BAVEE L BEA TN . SN R TR X — 3, R THE T RCR LTI
ZJr, B E A FEIC AR R LR RS . Horb, JATHEE T8 B8 (Prim) R4, IZ AR5
e R L RS DR R 2 ] 1) S ) — S 2, A8 0 i 2 DG 5 R e e o ) 80
FIE AT 28 i 2 SCRTEs B0 AE
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W A RS St R AN TRk 51K T AE B WIRE I T R ECHE B A e R 1) ¥
FI5E2 (McCartney, 2014; Prainsack & Toom, 2010; Toom, 2018; Toom, Granja,
& Ludwig, 2019 .

FE— DRI B ST, R PG B B 4y 55 Wk 2 PR = a8t
8 B P B 4 3 A D9 S B 28l SR A FH o 33K 46 45 4R 110 288 1) e A D 2H 2R iR U
IR T—FRBRE (1) S8, BRI S B N R B (Fujimura &
Rajagopalan, 201D) . #Aifi, —L&{E3% (Cole, 2007; Duster, 2006; Risher, 2009 #2
FEARATT, a6, IR AR YE LU SE N5 AR EE N N X 3 (R RS/ E, BRI
WA S SR hna 1 IR LA Ak, EEair ok T AR . (Van der
Ploeg, 1999 .

RYETNREPE R ESR, MRS E R T80k, XLk i TRR A A R
BORIT 514 7o TE 4l b sE o BART S, JATHEAR TRLFEOR: K&, EIfE
%L DNAKE PErh A4 50 SR I U SRR AR FE 2L A AR I Bl (Garcia,
Crespillo, & Yurrebaso, 2017; Granja & Machado, 2019; Haimes, 2006; Murphy,
20100 , PA A 37 FIDNAK KB A, 645 78 i e N 5 3 B0 RR 58 XU e R
EDNAKE (Chapin, 2004; Duster, 2008) o Ak, St HuBEEAHL S RIHHERT, HRHE X5
ity 1 ok IR Pl 110 00 2 A R R0 AR P RE A 55 T RS R ) X ) <03 B, S5 -5 1R
S8 1 DNAHERT ) BRRE . 3% PR M4 AR BRI & A FH 8 3 B PR ik R DN AR 2 43
¥ (M’charek, 2008; Queirds, 2019; Samuel & Prainsack, 2018, 2019; Skinner,
2018a; Vailly, 2017; Wienroth, 2018a, 2018b) . A 3551 &4/ 4HIX L5 X4 DN A
FORMUEA, PLLGINEBIERE ASEANE RS

o, AR\ St A f5 — T AP A P B o AR Rt 2 A k2
UIREHE R Z FEAERE S, R AR RIEE S A2 B R AU R R IR 2R R

SE 3k
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WE  ATNLUFNERAE 7 RIE TR, RIS ROt 07 SRS “TR S Rv%
ARG PEEGRL AN XA BIR . H AR AT BRI s A I REE A AR 2
AR AR ER) D EW, e AR RHIE. A FE B 1o A 3 250
T3 AR 2, BIE S SREEA R TR IR (RO — WA W — 00 2 (8] RSPk 5K AL
AR o FEST AR 2 EARARE & AR I, S ] 4 T SRR R) ik R g rh i FlA B 1A% 2 %
ISAERT TE A SEPR SR o IX—BORHH 3 BERSIRAFEIR AN DM E, IXLEHERERT AN ] FX A
BB LA b i N ) 22 AR

KEIR AL A MO E R RS W IERS R

EH #H

*i% ION 10N

Fhox e — T LA FE P ERS Z HT AR SR ) 4 E 2 52 T AE 1 RHF 22 8L, Btk X3
PRt 2 L HAE AR ARG B O E R A4 2 22 8%, Wl RE 2 RIS A1) 7 Aok im) 22 3
SRR SE . AN FI B H A S RIS 1) 3 B R S AR R G, FFUI A
H R T EE R G R AR B L S SR 4T

R4fEGeorge Ritzer (1992) KU £l, FTRAX 734k ox 2 AR = K 32555 4
IR, fha i GE AT ATE . B —FE S — R TH2T R E L
PR F I SRR 2 R AR RUAR B R 5 R 13X Pl QR VR B R 2 A o 2
LR EAIRENE, AW FTEBASTHE HTE .

HoHsi A E Aoy Emile Durkheim (11895 [1964], 1897 [1951]) FrfRi
For ST N NIRRT A 2 H R OMEDU S SCHTE R A2 45 ) o SCRFX RIS
BRI FRAE 2 XS 4k 2 G5 AN BE AT 10 9C. AERFFU 5 V67 T, AR 1R TR
RS TIR IR A TR A, DA s b 7 #ha i NE A 2 IR . 1X

“NE
cdf
;I:

H

¢
Ny
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—IE S HEMAFSE R A R 222808 g51DhEE 3 X GlH S Talcott Parsons
S IBREHE I ERDO RIFTERhZEEE (hKarl  MarxfI55) . fR#ERitzer 10
R “EE R T RE RIS S A T U A S S SR A BRI, FRN R 2 B i 3L
FITERR o IRV G ) T SRR Ak 2 g S TR R TR EL DA BB 2 R ko v ) it )
FT4ERERIX—M A" (Ritzer, 1992, p. 641) .

FEIIMTIR R AL 22 ARV BRAU ARy AV RN, SCh 4t 1 3 e 282 AR B 5
9. Dge i FEMUA T O] DAL B R R Rt ol 2 (M A 1E . 145 S5 A0
B, AT DU A TE . SR Tk BB A S AE U ARG B P AR I
WIS, XU R B R A BT U E T s E SR T A Bh TR e i 2. M,
RIS L35 23 BRI A AE B SRR AR AR 28 By R 25 3, A ml e
Wt A7 AR IE AL ok R, IR AL 2RI BF A48 L5 (Hard, 1993) .
KW T E bR 2 BORAUY — Mot L], FLREW IR & BUa T4, J
SR B 5K B AL 2 B M) 2

4 e XY A8 — R R T B R AR R AL S 4T NI 5 VR, JF %2 Bl Max
Weber (1949) BFFEIIE K o 3X— 0 E T Hrib 2 AT Jo e g HAt 200 R R HAH
KA B RMMITR, PARGX L E SO AT A H AR R IFE I . 7277 2 b, XA 2
[a) T FHARES A A B S5 M I Uik, DLW HE e BN SR fEIX—TE ]
PAEOAE A L 23810 T30 RS a0, RS RIBITIE A 3 3.

EAEE WA, H P AR A FRTE, TARAEAL S G M ST 2 [H]
QBT P H R 7). 290 U R B AL 2 tHE A 2 M S I G i, IX L83
G 7 BEANEZ IR T, A0 SO BARAE . A3, KA B 11 e FHBR A AL 2> thE 5 e bk
HIBATE AR &7 RINFEE, A B GR2.D) .

K21t 2FBHER

BlEAY
IR oz
FEAEE Emile Durkheim Max Weber
FAM & Frex gt NEJtH
TR BN STHEFI L 50 Ha R /A2 H )
JiA LERIETTIR JELE TR
RS LRI

Pis b (ERSURTIIIEREIVIE S
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[N
A HaiE X
e e SifRe X eI
TR FHEHENE N BRYE RIKTTEe

FAAEE X

GORIORUR: R ARSI 35 i o

EEFREFHSFHR
el ]l ya

FEVE DR 38 2 I AL 2 B Fe s b R AT 1 LRI AL B0 Tt e Su BN
BEAT B FE PG A A 2 I N & 1) TR UL 2 AT A0V IR 8 A 27 R R R IR L 3
R o FEVER 1B A% 22 A 2 W FE U R 1) S AR e 2 2 i1 B ) #E 22 52 %X Michael
LynchfZ5{EH, FATT7T LA 211X Fl 2T 2R AR AN AR R A 2RI I F 7 1) S 245 70 AR
SRR TRkt & 22 W 5 i ——A 738, BT TS el R 5 sk
PR H RS (Lynch, 1993) .

FEIX 5 TH, FATN 58RI Michael Lynchfl—/ ka5 fidiflst 2Rl 54
FH/NHAE [ R 22 452> (National Science Foundation) FISEZS R K2R 24 A1
FiAER (Department of Science and Technology at Cornell University) (3 #
FHRMIRFIT . 1R L2 I T — T 154 15 2 S [E AN 56 [ 2 M AT 9o IX— B HTR 25
TIEBEFIRHZ AT AE RN R DN AR AR 21 (80FACAR) BT S AR 37
N “EEEARE” (RS %] (Lynch, Cole, McNally, & Jordan, 2008, p. xiii) . XI5
DRI AR T S0 SRR RGN BRSSO Bl N AT DR BA R X
oSG = N B AT S A 7207 2

NT HEREE SIEEAS TRIUEE M A{EE, DA DNAIEE 5 AL RS
T TR BB HUR, 2/ N e () TAE AR T ST IS i) “Hii” 2 T Cxf
DNAHARWER , (HR B “R0” i 45-& 4ok, WA T Red Friicse
RO B RE, FEIR T2 S A 2 7 S XTI AU R 5 SRR S A R W T X R —
HYE TR R DN AUFYE WAl 7V RE F g T 3R A5 — Pl PR 0 55 St A7, Lynch
At R F 45, DNAESE % AR SEME 2 S0P AT S 45 R, X P G FR
N ATENE” - DNAESE 13X AT U IR AT USR] i i AT BT 2
03 e RIS 228k (Lynch, 2013; Lynch et al., 2008) . Btz 4, #f
FNAIEJETR | B S DNAZ BRI S 7 AR B b %8R, PR 5 S E
FHANE RGN KA R BUAFIZE ) 75T (Daemmrich, 1998; Jasanoff, 1995) .
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S IX T TR RO SR, (HE R &M 2 2 SO i . IX T4
Ve ARSI T H ) CEAEPL S : DNATRSCORAIRIPIsidk) ( Lynch et al., 2008
) o XTIV FT I HAR 25 5T 1998 4F KR (CRHA LB F0) HITIBHRE T b, AT
SRR B AU R DUR A A B i R B L BT PR B 2 — o IR AT A
TIERE Ikt S A, AR T TR B B A P A AN TR AT O AR 7 o e——
Bl AREE A, SE1E—R1E

(BHERAE SRR B3R %) T Michael — Lynch#fF 7t/ 5T — ML %
o, —for S5 Y S AT L ERE 3 0.). SimpsonflFf#a#]. 19944F, O.]. Simpson
W da IR T A RT#ENicole Brown A1 /X Ronald Goldman. DNAiEH &
FE TR A A TR BR LR . 07 A% 07 #i AL e A DNABRE b R R R EBARI TR
HEE, S 7 X7 REE R AT RS- I RE . 1R TTRE T— N 2R 8,
PR AL e B e, B 5SDNATEYE ML . ARG RRA B R &
FIANIE 2 )2 L S DN AGESE TR S SR 5 )7 BRI 22 5K 1% 2 1) 30 K 2 gk
Tl et 2 [ 5 547 %A (Lynch & Jasanoff, 1998) .

BIRSHILEERIX R

K2 B 2548 S BRI T 02 B BA W ) A2 i 5 440, AR A s R 2
WA IS IE SIS 0 R HAp— B85 MR T B2k RRIHESE, HEHAR DY R
FIRFAENE, At JIARBr R R A S Hr . IX Le AR AT R 22 BN I B B
IR 22— an, HHAEZR i T E# X (Max Weber) | %43 X (Karl Marx)
A PLEHSE (Emile  Durkheim) o ¥F 25 22 RIHO0 2 T LA 143 B0 AT T i
7, WX AN W72 T2 TR EC 2R 5 (RIS e B N 28 e g AR 4 2 45 46 1) 0 AT
JreGAT T E A RS T2 BB (Bourdieu, 1977; Giddens, 1979, 1984) .

X 0T AN J2 THI R A AT T BR AR LR AT 5 220 2L, BIDNAH ATS
AT A R R R AT —T7 T A N — N BB A2 AT N B S IR & EAERE, )
— T A2 A 2 G5 AITE 5o A0 /AT 1% LeAH ELAE FH AN A 2 S5 M = AR AT
RIE, BTG AT ShRNERA M AEFEA (H— AR e B TER 2 1
I FR] AN ] “R I D FRHE DN A B HOR & 3, Wl s T2 k2 454
(3050 “RFEIBE JUR 2 A fe] A5 RN DL (1) 2 AR 35 11 D% R A 2 4 ) il i
Vi ) 2 AR Al MR 2 TR 17 TR P AT IR 7 2

TEOFARKFIOOEARH], ADNA T AT 44 A VR TR 5 %5 72 104 Bh T HL
XTI R PR A A5 S RS A AR AT DS B o [FIAE, b S0 e ik A T
DNAZGHT AR S5 R AL R (Aronson, 2008; Derksen, 2010; Lynch, 1998
) o WA, IHUUA FTAS Rl : BRAEA BN SEU0 = IR A R A 42 . a2 15,
TR L R EAL S MR 0 P2 A R S AR 3R, FRAT AR TN Fm) ik R a1 21 ks 12
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2 AN IR E IR SN 4 D a4 2 7. (Hindmarsh & Prainsack, 2010;
Lynch et al,, 2008; Williams & Johnson, 2008) . Flitt, K DNAHARKIEL 7%
TN AR P2 RS i R HIOR, IR Al NS AP AL B AL 2k P, AT BAE R 4k
MR ETF 32 45/ 0 202 (Daemmrich, 1998; Derksen, 2003) . #f)if
Ui, FATATLABEDNAF AR 7TEHRGIEIE ST 4558 (Derksen, 2010; Knorr-
Cetina, 1999; Shapin, 1986) .

FES AT #E 22 IS TOU AN 22 02 T2 [R] R 58 BRI, JRATTHE % 8 4122 %2 %X Linda

Derksen BT 7, Wi 7t 7 DNAZ T ARk e Je HAE 3£ [ =]k R 40 iR

(Derksen, 2000, 2003, 2010) . &Iz 7 Pisctt o 28R R S AR Rtk
22 (SSKO F e8] BH 72 WA AR 2 T () At 2 22 B8 . A B 16 77 7252 FHDIN A2 A 7 e
(RS R FE R (s, PN 2Z 18]G F- DN AZHT RS 7 92 A 2R3 ERD Fngs
Mg, Ry EATECTN B R b B R 335D 2 TAH B A R AR %)
AL, PE#BEFT T DNASH T s R ) Seqp, 1% $e 5 R A BAR IS 21, BDFETK
NZ =R BT R, SRS TE 2202 TR gy N B st 2 2544 (53 W Aronson, 2008) .
BARTM S, Linda Derkseni\ Ny, HIZEDNASHTEAR A HIRL E AR AL AL Al brvE
T R A A 2 A AR DU AT X Bt 2x S5 M2 Anthony  GiddensiE X
IREII AN 6 B LA S R EEAL AT A 5K (Giddens, 1984)

Bt S5 RHINE SN H T DNAZ TR, 72 3RA T8 12 SE B AT DM B E &
FIAR S A W2 TR S 56 == B AR o 2 I A v P B s DA R B e . IR T
HANIIERE . B4R, — Mg a &tk R IERZIAEHEERZ M. 1
VARIER 7S KU DA B STAE AN A5, [R]BSPAN TR 0 o B0 LA S v AN B AT LA o (E B 22U
JETH L, FRATEZ AT DR B — it S SO, X Rt 2 A SO DN A i bis PE 15 DA
KRBT 5K, FEN AT R HRNE RS XS T, FATHE R B4 A
77 XXk

BN, IR B S 2R A2 B A B A — N BRI, HAgE R 2=
JBR AT 1995 B 25— MELEDNAKE % : [H X DNA%#E % (National DNA
Database, NDNAD) 5%, HTHHBME KT 5K, Ex DNAZHEEMNG 846G
A PR AT B i 5] R B AR 2 T, X A0 B G BN )RR AR R R 1K
A2 52 A >¢ (Human Genetics Commission, 2009; Nuffield Council on
Bioethics, 2007; Skinner, 2013) o 1X 228 Al k2 il 7 B A& [ 26451 Rk AR 3 A R
BOR], FETAES) TR e b 25 M E L. Hil, B X DNAZE FE R R E RGHZE I
SRR ETF AN, B (EART) « ERDNAKWE LIS ZE 12> (National DNA
Database Strategy Board) , 508 FUMIG B E 2 DN AKE e A1 548 QU8

(National Fingerprint Database) fJizfF; Jc[H E X DNAKHE FEME N (UK
National DNA Database Ethics Group) , £t Soft i n] @4 L s W 44
Bt iy, HARR A & E T IRFAE HDNAFEA . DNAREATR SO G 15
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PRl MM (Forensic Science Regulator) , St (R7ERE AR Sl R G h it
HIEBERIAIR ST 638 B2 R AR .

EMEEFMAEZEG—F

TR —ANEIRE “FW” FCFI” 2 98 R A K. H E AR TR
SERBATUER, T2 WL AT T EL S MBS (Ritzer, 1992, p. 643) o FEMHEHT
BB YE FE—— ) QBT BRI EE, DA — A3 A FE — — BT AN R W

TN 2 M IE S5 — A5 T HEAEDN AR AR B — N o B R E 2
X IBARAEAR 1) 73 BT R M A S B R B P R e R v Aot FL A AL AL T
WAMERIAT A TR — R E I BE R B 2 155 9 — AN S R S AR DT B FRAT N P AT
i, T EEE AR R AR S0 5 A — AR AR R 22 1 B 8% T AR AT
DB AR ER ZE B0 7 S0 5L 32 PE A5 AT AN P R 3 RS R A Rk, T e 77— Fob
AN “Z” [40iR (Derksen, 2000) . IEIARNAP 8245 Theodor Porterfiif&H!
[RFRFE, iR ST i B RS —, BB —Fh AR 5k N—FhERE
IR ] AR R AR 32 KA P T LU AR AT 7 R &R 325K (Porter,
1995) .

BT DU 45 A AT, WRFERNR AR Ftlisd “sk L7 A
FTAE CEMAD IR TEPE 7 XA, SR BEFRAT T i 2 I AR “ s
(1 B2 22— FLinda DerksenfJiE ki, “mIhiE b 7 HARRM Ik,
e R T AHI, EHIB A AT (Derksen, 2010,p. 223) o iXflul it sl #x
TERSE SR 73 AN T DT P2 A 2 0” AR I 2 (Bowker & Star, 1999) ik \bifs
DN AZHrHE ARS8 R n] (R ] 5.

TE QL ARA] il 52 W0 (1) 5 56 Z A0 78 Ll ik N Fh 2 W 82 7R 1 R} 25 5K 2 8] 2 wife]
A BAER RS, fEAATTE AT AR IA AR, R S UL EAS R DU G B ARk Bl —
B Ber)iE UL, AERRENERABIRR. RS T (Derksen, 2000; Kruse, 2016;
Lynch et al., 2008) . —SS/EEJER R, BHAFK ZEAAAEE —LEAEBIERNE R
BN, XA BRI AT A R AL X e A, ] DATEANIR] 13 2 Ak 5 fd

(Bowker & Star, 1999) ———1XF 7 VA1 DiRe 3= AT A

FH, HARAE R SR 1 A7 1E 2 A R & 3, X Loy s 4 e 1 TR R e
LSRRI H B HIFIZ, RFA AR Hoi— A5 R S B R AN SHF k
sethJay Aronsondt/EMIEFTT, FHAFFT T BCHTA &R EEE DN A AR bRiELL 75 TH
RIFWER o PaVEEFR, X PPAREA 2 R A R SR 2 5, HH B2 i s
PR BAL ST IR S5 BE R T 4 B3-S N T IS E AR, BRI SRt sh & & B 1

1 SER =T U AR IE I EAOWE M E DA B EORBEAT AT, MARA B, iR
FEIXFE P A FIR R o I AT VS SOMUR 75 A4 BE AR A B 3 B 77 a8 — T, K
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— AP IE RO AN S 00 = 2%, R AT TR T VR SR IR FAE AR S 2T AR B H . [RI,
AR A R4 55 1 Z A HNEER 25 SRIGUEARAT ] IEAE TR B AN D5 3%, R A
AT{ESE (Aronson, 2008) o IXFF A RATRE WS B, —LLAT N IARIMIZRANZE K )
e AT R BO HAAT R HERF 077 30, MO AR TR BRI AL A TR AU AN
“F-2% (Quinlan, 2014)

TEAEDNAZHTERBIIEBEIZHT “FaE” 2 )5,  DNARIREHA AT RER A7 A1 2
KHTHE DR T, IRAE TG B SO E R mlVE R R AT R A5 5%
a4y, REANR] S A8 A F TSR SR A F AT B DNA KB imT LAE
S 2 (A= ANLLAEL (Aronson, 2007, 2008; Machado & Granja, 2018; Santos,
2017) -

PRSCRIARHER) B DNA KRG “rArieahit” RS, Bl)a, IREREtE A1
I EASIRe 2 SR PVARERS 2 I A | RN [ P K ey | G e By U9l 1 e (1
fill, AHRE-CERHER . MERNREA v E BN, HIREA S “IEik” 2
FkR s 2 AT, I AR AT 9 B ] (Machado & Granja, 2018
) ), B A, IREEI AR A ST MBS, AR M R R R i
HEN, P AN RIS AN EI N, FFSRASAH R RIS 2R, AT SRAS SR “ ik 1

(Timmermans & Berg, 1997) .

AEREFRNASHRIAE

FWEZ MG — AR AT 2 20, B 5 H 2 IS 2 WA BOU A2 TH A AE
N o FEVEIE A% 2 At 2 i 5850 Bl N R R A A, AV R e A% 2 o — A E A
FUAUE, IERI TIXFI G R, X PO R nTIE A [ 107 VA8 SRS SRR AR YR . 78
B i — 8053 BATHE R SRR T — N R R, X R A S 7R TR S Ak R g kR
WL S A K.

Robin Williams#/1Paul Johnson (Williams & Johnson, 2004, 2008) PAZEkg >4
Fg /R BAR R BN 5, R T EAIEE DN AR A FIE X DN AZGE DL ) 8
FAR i R I AR A« V2 RHBOE T THI A e . =5 18 21 [E) 5 DN AZS408 2 ) AN [ 17 6
W SR SLFR R, AF AT AR AU W e &5 63CHEdr, AT AT
T60URAN-LEMIMTTIR, K T— RN ZANHLNN, AT RE RS+ S5DNA
IMTHAE B —— M HEE T IZ R . 1K N SRR 52, TR R 5K
JUSEBL 4G 25 A VR N DR SEyE AL AR A RN

VEZFHERI TR, AT SR A ST DN A S AR R B 22 ik 2= v F a1
ik, ST DNAJELERN IS BRI M s 2 A AN (EE X5 T DNAR “Ai” &

IS AWM E TR e S (BHEscin =) FscifM 3, B—HH, EMEE T
AT K AR AN (Knorr-Cetina, 1995)
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HAET A R ) =R AR R e 25— “IEIRFIAME ™ S SE DR A R Ahus
PR, IX— W ARG B 2R G 2 AU AR A R DR AR 3 S 25— “FE R4 3 3
, SRIAAEAASDNA F FIE R B F i J7 THI 8@ e 5T, FAgn ek Rgh i A % i
KHWSRE & e, MGl 3307, KX T A FSRIFFTDNAA A
X LEARYFTIRAFITDNART LAHEAT B S VE IR RN 2R IR TR A N AR S4B LS —
S RIEBELE R SR AX WA (Williams & Johnson, 2004, p. 211) . K, 7Efh
TR E TAEREREA B, (EF R 7447 A E I TDNARDILS, = EIAIfRE, DL R
2 A2 SR AN 5t BB TR B R SUE (Knorr- Cetina, 1999 .

AN T A E ] T2 4t 5K Christopher  Lawless (2011
HIBE T . FEVEBERL 2 IRGTAL (FSS, ey E 7 M 2 52 OB 2 SO E B RSS 7) <HA
J&, LawlesstR i 1 Ht H H1 32 GBI RL: STHRE R G IR 5¢ RIEAZ KT o X0
WHFCHITT R A2 TR 2 A AU R AN VNI e 07 2, L i £E RN
IEEE TR BVEERPERNE RS R 1B S ZEROW S BT iR, LawlesstR 1 18
[ EH 2 S8 IR SSFA A 1 B R GO s N A ) 7 Ko Athids 2 B T X F
BRI 5 S AT A, IR AT R R A 2 e A RS T Rr i (e P A
PElit, LawlessH TAEZH, RIFUBAIIL G, dnsAs 3= SCHI AL E i 32 SCEUHE, 2 anfa
SO0 Z TH W B sh B85 4 .

— B EG AR IR ANTIE AT, IX ST 7t B AR B A 2 N RIR R, IF
A R E RIS T — L Eb N SRRIAT N7 5O AT NI T2 B S FEX T
1], BATE SR T A2 Corinna Krusef) TAF, #th2 57 B i [ 5L B R F L5
= (Swedish National Laboratory of Forensic Science) {1 H % f2 /5, HM 82 525
Mo EE AR IR B A B H ISR AR . 18I XA 5 50, KruseBE#g i
H R DNATRE BER S FE DL 2T — DO 2 AT ST GBI E AL AT AR i Sk
ERARRFND 5 AF 2 R TVEBE RS B4 2 U =% FE 2 ARAE — RIS &
VEFRP AR 1) 7720 (Kruse, 2016, p. 148) .

— T, B H Ty 1k B B R FR BT 0 — — MR AT 9 R N 4 PR e

(Latour, 2005) HfE4E, “HAE 7 AFZANEIBUE. rHEEEARAT NI T2, JF8
THATHHI R IR, Wb s VEEREARFNEEROR . JRT, i HAtii AT N
&, “BEJETXAVE TRIARIA” ¢ Quinlan, 2014) , flf HAEILFvA B T %%
HAL 22 X BT AR —ANME) T, 40, e T AR A T . 763X A7, 841
% Z#Helena Machadof1Barbara Prainsack s 5] 5% &) 4 2 18] EL A f
TR ARHEANILHI VTR, VEF IR T — TR0 JE T DN AR IR S A
WL e IR FE45 75 1 INJEAE DN AR T T E WL s —J7 T, flifi TAVDNA L
AR e A PR BTG SR ROk B N BB LR 3 — 7 T, AlA IR AT R A
AL EAFAT NI 52 3 LU DN AFORAE T AL AR T7 5 BT 18 BUAE 2 s PREEFIAS
ffix (Machado & Prainsack, 2012) .
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FAMAE 2 4k 22 7E 8 A R e T B 7T, AVE a2 i i & U7 7% (Anderson,
Stackhouse, Shaw, & Iredale, 2010; Machado & Prainsack, 2012; Stackhouse,
Anderson, Shaw, & Iredale, 2010; Wilson-Kovacs, Wyatt, & Hauskeller, 2012) i
J&sE 715 (an extensive review of the existing studies can be found at Machado
& Silva, 2019 KEFFA AR DNAZ S FEFIASD, A THHAEE TA AL
FEE TSR . AEIX T, FRATE SR 722 % Dana Wilson-Kovacs } H: [
HETAE (Wilson-Kovacs et al., 2012) . i1/ 7 CRAMEL T H) (The Mass
Observation Project) f45R, X —TH Y 7R E NAEE R, HI19814ELIRIL
AT T AT SRR N — L @ AR A 58 . XTI FLib A TE R, 5%
S WAL DNAZ TR AL 2 — M mIE R FH R o

HARRUL, XL TR T AL AT MR VR R B ST RE A A A 20 (3
MJZ AT 2 Urfe] BR 2 00 J2 T e (1), B E 2 2 BE R0 RO PR3 P B 75 55 =
THT o 51 01, 2Fs DA JE 1 225 8] VTt e 7 2 4 B 1 2 R DIN A 4R 22 ] g 2 o R 3 48
R V5 444k, MachadoflPrainsackfmF 5T (2012) Fi5H T INIE Xk AR 3%

(Machado & Prainsack, 2012) . HABHFFIEEIR, SkH 55 HA AR D H
TEANG T AR B N A RHE TR 5 ]9 R g0 rp s P R DRE A R I H = L ANEAE (Curtss,
2009; Duster, 2006; Machado & Silva, 2019 .

A

WFFE “ICERIA BRAR YR B I AL 224 T (AL 05 1, BRI TR R B L B L AN
AR SAT , DA TG S H 2 . TEMSERE R G h TR Tk
PR IEHE F A 2 F FAR TR ZE R R SO BN L2 T, I e R TR A TN
FFEAA R AE ELAE AL s A SR o R A T =

B, WIRATVEA T 2 M2 AT Ak, A2 5400 FHnlik R ik it
A AR DG A AR . VAR B T I, FRATA— AR R R M2
USRI R AW AEVIFEAR I B T 0T B S8 = BOR N 03 BIFE 18 L 22 A T
W RL S, T84T )8 Fh AR 8L 3 B B ORIE FEI N B8, 1T AN B b B SEBR
M. I/ R KBRS S HEZEM, B E ARG AU T A i
AT Py IR B 22 S 00 = BAT A 0, ST T R RREE A U (Cole,
2013) . &, fE—SEE K, HHEM AL M\ SEE S ZKABE SR EE &
FERE TAE, MATEI SR TR IS, B AR IR I, [ o 40X O 30 A A2 S B =5 43 #ir

(Costa, 2017; Kruse, 2016; Santos, 2014) . fEFIFHENE RS 71, 25004247 N
P22 0] Z2 50 B8 K B B BE 200, AT 14 & AP SR B SRR Al At . AT I7EAS
[EJ AT T TAE: WA BVERE Bl N %%, a8 BIRRE . 8w . AIfAR:
H 4,



FIE #

Hp
4k
S5
o
)
w

FEAR ARG BEAP A RV BB AL St S A A 2247 otk , HAT S0 A A F H)#E
2 BURHISALEZ . a0, mseds =5 fhik g AES AR A ], AZEI0H
H— A AR (AR B T I A ] (Lawless, 2011; Wienroth, 2018) o 57—
FEZAT AR A EEAS BRI n 8 AR o 3K A ) R PV R s b A T TH S e e
AR, RIS HA SR 6, I B I A 2T 44 o B DR S 1 25 e )3 3

(Nuffield Council on Bioethics, 2007) . )&, 7EAE B FAS A e Tl 2
2, BT SIERR T B E AN G — 7 T B A EIBR g2 () anfEsiess =, Pukelalik
JTTHD « 8 A TR 2 45 0 Hh B BEAE B TR A AN BEAE 2R I BUA 5K S VEEDNA
A R RS e 5 BN 34 35 10 XU 1) R, O P AL PP A2 A FH ) AR BURT AL
oy DR RE A A N RS ZE % 5t (Machado & Prainsack, 2012) , PLA AR
[& (Anderson et al., 2010; Stackhouse et al., 2010; Wilson-Kovacs et al., 2012) .

wJa, AR —ANEE, WRHSIT AR —, S 53 FHENE RGPk s
2N R A SRR, (HYE B L 22 A S TS AR A 20 T XA SR SRR S A7 A
ZEH. #EAndrea  Quinlan (2014) FR, XFEAESAT MR QFR 2 NIBGAT R “
RITEVE RGN INZE Y, NAENLANZE AN [ TEPR DA 18 S Ao Ui e
DNAUEER “JCIEMS” [ JFEIR A 19 HEBR AR R R R NI VR 20291 «
KAFEX—HAT N F R A TTREIL R “AT ARSI e gl —A “H T i B
#¢” (Latour, 2005) .

WAEZ 52N ek R G IR E R ARSI R 247 ik, HRmtts
ANFEFAT A FIRS IR0 A3 G R, S 240 S I [l @ mT R A4
B FU R Bl o IX AT BANR) FT 1 B )2 e s &P 32 RURI e, ] DLd I A 22 )
R

SEXER
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SR, [N AR P AR VR AR AT . AEA AT Z B bR — 5, HEAfE
FEDNABCARAE I A A7 3, BRI FRA VDN ATESE )75 38 57T, A&
EERGAL S 2B T B R SCHR, X 2SR Y TR SO R] 5 R G P DNASAR 2R 1)
b2 SO VA S AR H ST 5 T L SE BT T R (A2 BeAh, AR BRI E AT DNATAR “
HERCIR” BRI e A AT, AR B W i 2k R g A 22 A s IRt — B el 1 k3%
W

KR FLEEE, TRIEEATE, VAR TCiRAE; CSIRUM

DNABRARHEEMNEMEFRINA

H AT AT 60 A, DNAFRAE S &) w7k R b k5 55 2 2 11EH

(Hindmarsh & Prainsack, 2010; Kruse, 2016; Lawless, 2016; Lynch, Cole,

McNally, & Jordan, 2008; Toom, 2018; Williams & Johnson, 2008) . DNAH{ AR
FrE RS, BTSN, DNAUEYE BN BA =5 EZ A NME.

SR, S8 DNABOR ) “HERf T 527 B0CIMEE A= i BB 2485 B 5 Rk, HASTH]
HIAAE R EARI ST R, D5 2N RN E A8 FHDN A F AR B A 198 78 XU,
AT 1E T HE HA B R B R A0 2 BASUR () B B, 045 W47 TG TR E ik IR B2 A DL A e s
NS0T F B AN & 528 (McCartney, 2006; Murphy, 2007; Nuffield
Council on Bioethics, 2007) .

MITEE A FIDNA ERE R AMARZ HHRSCEE (Lynch et al., 2008) DLkiZ:
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St “DNAMEE N I A T DNANIEH APy “JEgmiSDNA” Z [A]
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()T R X 3o X 6 R PR 8] XS 87 A A M (R e 7 81, Rtk T«
WEAREL” o LWEANFI “1BAE 8 807 fE A TRE B8 WA R DN AREASE K F [7]— A
PRIEFEAN FAE o ANFIREA B $2 AL 2 (A A7 AE—Fh ] DAL B AR DAL 6 R e
Z, BRIFESSU e S, AN FIDNA# M —I —.

— PP AE S e AR (Cole, 2009) FEFRANATRE “58367 HUX A AMA, (R,
BAIPAZRIS IR R T A #52 E (Kaye, 2009; Saks & Koehler, 2008) . Bl2£4L
N — AN, 43 IAMA X 43 — AN FES B b, (ERIEHERR R B0 0U AR, 7EDNA
EITE AT AN N 2 BRI, e 3G ol 2440 M 5 AR B mT Red:, BN S itk

(Amorim, 2002) .

1L DN A 8 5 a4 EE A U TR AR 5 B4R 7 Hb R P04 BB A Fe A
HHBR AR EAE B, DARAE 1K SeRE AR F R A (9T, Sk BREE AU R BEE A\ B3z
FHED W Rett. RTINS, Wi BIR KSR PR B2 JER. MRV
TR, #55H DNA. DNAREAH AT LAABLR 77 203k, 4% 4 0E N B iR Fr
BRI SRRl CBLAE AR, RO EAT S 0 i s R o MLRREAS GBIAE T
T I AT FE R IR Bl o ) $8 Bp AR (1) — 35070 AR AR B0 B S MR AR

PR AMEE R S (PCR) W73 FAFH AR 53 TDNAZ S PE Rl (H8h
I AR, AT CAEARAME ] 53 A T DNARR & BLE, XFPEAREHH T
il 25 % E AL AE DN AR, FEH AT DLR EEE SR B PR 5 MR Sk M BIORS - FE AR
HHTULAL . DNAEE IS 2 H AR RS E, Fild HTo6 e MR EEA i
FE I % (Bier, 2018; Smith, 2017; Toom, 2017) .

DNARE] 3 K 7 —NEOR R, FEWCERFEAR DL RAERL 9250 %, DNA# ]
REZ BIMERTG B o X—T5 M R A H LTINS FRIHIBIL PIFEAS . P ARFIN 28t
k. T DNAR AL B P i 11008 Bl B35 AN 78 B2 I, AT e 2= LT 2R )

(Murphy, 2007) .

bR Bk XU 2 41, DNAZ M FTRESR1F H45 R AE FT RIS B — LG P A BRAR
4 F8 8O RE Won MA Gy, (H T DNABRE I FEATT R & W oRE 245 8., RIS
REAHLEMEEX R (Haimes, 2006; Kim, Mammo, Siegel, & Katsanis, 2011) «
B NI R iR 20, RE R Fris AR gm i DN Ak n] 5 S BUSME BA %,
WIPIRAIT HEE (Duster, 2003; Williams & Johnson, 2004a) .

R E TR MATEA S A BRI ENERE FIEERvral. B, A
W E )5 e DN AUESE () T S AN id e [, DA AR — RS L 5 18 . BRI,
DNA ARy — Pk dE iy, 500 ELORUE TR 5 b 1 S, PR ZEREE i, DNA
FERTRE SRS, TR 80l e REEE VR (Gill, 2014, 2016;  Schiffer &
Champod, 2008) .
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DNABARAEF /R R G A I A 2 b N SAAIAS [R] 5o £ i 1 A
ERENEZE N, B S BOE TIUAR IS SOWER B, DL 2 R R B T )
RARE R EYIRIL . B, ESLI SN IR . fn, FDNADHTHIE
RS LR RE LS A E.

HBET AR, FIARHEAR G U, DNASAR WIS TR, A7
SRS B AR 74058, (Aronson, 2007; Jasanoff, 1995; Lynch & Jasanoff,
1998) . Z&ifT, DNAKH i T HAR LIRS G N A S1E LLRIBE T 3RAT 1 BE 32 B o
[FHfiz (Lynch et al., 2008; Williams & Johnson, 2008) . iE#Michael Lynch/it
Y, DNAJRKBERL A “THlE b —FhiRe k28 2008 nl {5 FRIEAIXNT 2 (Lynch, 2013,
p- 60 .

N T v P AT SRR B B AT A RS T B B B A T VR, Rt
A L EDNA KR FER A AR A 325K (Williams & Johnson, 2008
) o B, ANITIE 20 9% EEDNATERRE IS S TR 22588, BA SDNABRIRE
BUBAHSS I FFIFERE R “& " (Cole & Lynch, 2006; Costa, 2017; Santos, 2014
) o BRI, SEITTEBAEAT I T R, Lol I7 N Ay, DNAKGI 2> 52 3 & Fh st
THOLHIFEN, X W2 A DN AN, = B Ay —FERoRIR, B FE a5
A LR RANESE — LI NFE FE (Huey, 2010; Machado & Granja, 2019) .

R H 2, IEAAZE K Corinna  Kruse (2016) 7EA JHi M)k RS IR FTH
FRH AR EE, DNAUES B0 A @A & A . 255090 B AE b e 5
EZ A FE S B TC IR B S Tb N B, FEVEBE A% 2 B T TG A AN TR 25 SR
Feo AEH IR T ARFF AN A DNAMRRZ ES X, W RFR:

SPARER I H AR N G, AR 2] LUB B FEIIA IR (.. 724
(. o — ARSI A TR, YRS n] DU B 5 b P il — A AE
o SPEBERFE SR UL, ERUE & —Fr R ZE I AL IR (O 0k
SCERUL, VAR 2 B Ath 5L e R B AR A TR . SR E R
U, VELRUESE Z AT SER, AL A — A4S (Kruse, 2016,  pp.
155-156) .

DNAIEHE SRAME ST EEARFIHE. IAF10E (Knorr-Cetina,  1999) L
K BB, AR BRI 2. 5T DNAR AR ST 518 AT DASEELRISCR,
B G — LN B VE: TR N RPHE SRR R R FREGEE . 0.
B AR RO I B A — 3. DNAR AR KIEAEREARFE LS. b, iES
AFE A ERE R HST B R A B T iE MRSk 224 (Edmond, 20015
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Jasanoff, 2006) . EAREIZEBEEALIA “Arar” A2 AR, (EEE B N e
e i AR U S SR Al RS AR, HPUE RIS A TR
52, DNAREEH— AN SRE L FE ATk, 1IN IR 2 MT Bk
SRR AL LAGE R T PAF IS A AT SR A, DNAKE FHBA i— R R EHE A,
B R, 5% % Michael LynchAMihf[A5F (Lynch et al.,
2008) PR “ATHUE W .

CSIZA R K X XL

FIFHVE B 38 L S 8 i AT R SE A & D51 T ARG OGE, Bi K T—FF 2 A
FRZ A “CSTRUN.” WIHIL G o A TS 2 A F AT H DGV 2 B s FL IR i 5
HEARFRAHR, MREELEER A (Kruse, 2010; Machado & Prainsack, 2012)
o DNAUFHEAEIX 77 H A 45 35 15 B 2L E A, UM ESAESE — P RS ——LE
FENZRBAT B AN EMR B n] S “ 22 427

JUER TR BAFAE “CSTHN.” LA S X — LG B U 52 i Jo 3R (3 W Ley,
Jankowski, & Brewer, 2010) , {H 3l SIX PRSI, JaRRVEE FIRE 4] 5 &
FILIE I 87 FH 53 - a8 152 AR SRAS R P8 10 AN 2 HAR SR R ()R - 32 DNAFOARE K1Y
B MR A S S B T —Fh 32 SRS, AT A IR R S v A HL 4%
XSRS TN R TAERNE RS e R e T ER R —— el S
DNAIEHE  “HEXn] 57 PILEA K. XR—EREANOEE G LR N R
UM FEAL I 3, T L3 e I 3 [ s AR A R R I HARAT A, WEE .
WY, BHEEHORERE.

SRR G0 AT R VR AT B B ARAE T ST B R R, 3% 2R AN ] 52 AR () 52 1)
we], TR, A RIS AR A PTG N IX Ler SR DS E R RE RS, 78
ARG, B IR AL T Aoz BT (A RD AT DL E B FE IR N (B
T IR, HEITAE X2 5 IR A R A S ST AL TR B )l —
A B 0L B, ST S BRI, DL BT S R A 15 AT A2 .

KFFTIE “CSI” RSB STk 32 B0 T R ANGE SR G ar 2838 WA DN A H
AR H AL IR I A R e A TR AR S ARAU R P SR GV, DR AR 18 128 55 7]

W UNCSIZLN (Brewer & Ley, 2010; Schweitzer & Saks, 2007) , LA FEH A 1%
Bt A% MK VA T RES A DN AUIESE HLE 2% IR SRAF Il A R IR E A E TR & A
AL (Cole & Dioso-Villa, 2007; Durnal, 2010; Huey, 2010; Shelton, Kim, &
Barak, 2006) .

PEAh, A — A FU/ N R VR AROP RS € AR S RN, ) 7 A5 B A4
T DNAFARKEE. RIEHA T (Machado & Prainsack, 2012; Machado,
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Santos, & Silva, 2011; Prainsack & Kitzberger, 2009) , [AJEMiA]F1A )y, DNAE
PEAEON T T LR AA LN &, BEAATIAY, S EE & —f B A uE AU e
PRSI, TR TFHa40. 2R1, X EEINIEFFAN A DNAF AR A 246 5% 1 1E
PE: ARATTREE TR R AT REME, FEoR ZUM BE A sl B ST RE USRS IR IR
Wy “HN AW, RGMATE TR MATERR, 1404 /2 AR E DNAE
P&, DLEREUU SR GRSE AR (Machado et al., 2011) .

AL 28 JRID0S w3 RS I Lol N B2 J7 T, I8 T3 — AN Z T ) 2, 5 A v
PR SO T 1B 28 A FITBR Z (4R o VF Z2VRIE L 250N, CSIRM N B A 16
DNAF AR EBE R T OB = T A8, AN TR RE RGN AL X DNAZ
ZE B P S ERERE (Amorim, 2012; Amorim et al., 2016) . & —i& Tt
TR RIS CRE T RROIVE DR A% 7 S B S A S 5 T RFA K B4R, RlVE RS
AV NEFNA IR DNAYE L RE SR AHIESR I RE 125 T Tk R “H#dg” A “FRp”
[EM. (Amelung, Granja, & Machado, 2019 . 7N XFXEepkdR, HATATEIL
T 6o S 28 XSG V20 308 PRI S o A8 G A PP Ak 1 e SR RS BRI IE A A i B, IEAE
UNRRIERERL AT 7R TAE4L (European Network of Forensic Science Institutes,
ENFSD &b 26 g HpP Al i 5 A (Biedermann, Champod, & Willis,
2017) .

%A

FEVE DR L S A 2 B4, S A6 R]vE R G FHDN A B A G XU
B LT SCHR A, 15 R 58 5 R R A G AR RS T S DNAR ARHEFR
b/ NP EREP S ) rreas - AL i ks B AL = A R 1 7 1 e W L A VA= D)
DNAUFHE I HESLSE P 5E, FEH AN EAR RIS Hoh—Mor ik 2 R E]
DNA B R AR S R HA SR AR SR 1) FBy, FHORBEP SRR A AR IR 1) 5
M}, RZHFEERG LT I EIX— .

5 FHIDNAFE AT A 3 — AN XU, W A0 AT 5 (R pR G — i 7 B XSRS
FEEAPERT R ITE A AE 0, BEET—H i g R RN AEYIREA, TR
FHHAM BRI, S R HIUX PG T2 LIRSk R G E 2 1
BT S B E T BN A BSRUSE FRIN AL X R 7 2 TX P58 1R R {8 7
M HTIE 2D R v 38 R R A 2 AR AN N N AT S 3 R B R U ER 23 (DNA
A AR EEHE) (Chow-White & Duster, 2011; Cole & Lynch, 2006; Duster,
2006; Skinner, 2013; Williams & Johnson, 2004b) .
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WE VTSN RNERGERATE), R BHAAEANY HKICTE > TDNAKE . il
TEERAN A E T3 ERIR B AR T A FAL IR S (TSR BRIV E g 22— » IXAh7
N H 2 AL IR IRIA PRSI BTSN . A TR 7RI N DR AR R LR s
o FEATBRVE A DN B AR H s (10 i FBOROBR i, AR S5d 4TI 1 5 AR SR (B 1E
A RBOA 12 ZPh R

REBIE DNAMUEZE; KEE; (e EEBhAL R M

ERM=hrERIERSE

VR R AR 2 O R Rt S & R 2R G FH T WSO T S A B VR VA UE 4R 1 B
%F (Hindmarsh & Prainsack, 2010) . iEES{E2FE1Z RGP B N 2
G AN Tk A o [ SR I, B R S A IR A [ SR S IR DA i
FFEE (Santos, Machado, & Silva,2013). X H¥d 2 ] #0454 2 T e
T BIEFEAIAAR DN T R0, DA R

o TR N — R ANAMR BB AR AS ) DR 13 o A2 RO EAT R S 2
W, ATAR SR IS B2 R AR E R IR AT 04T, K TS DN A B 5 25 R
P ZE R DN A B BE T L0, IITEDEEL S, S 2 MBI T, Re e X —IR
NP

At A i DT L P2 I A PR (R S T 199 0 ARH o DA 22 gl /R 771995
R T B — MR IREEE, 725 (199745 | BRI (19974) FE[E (19984F)
LR ARGR G TIX— R . PR, HRT A E6ONMNE RIS T X R, &
A 34N E K IEFE RIS TAE % (Interpol, 2016; Prainsack & Aronson,
2015) o ML HHRE R A Tt S, A R BRIMAAGSE : SR, T HES KRR
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B, CESEI, H e e L ERE AR, X R PR IEH 25K (Forensic Genetics
Policy Initiative, 2017) .

U SR SR A B T S B B 2 k& 3 NBUA T =, 2
PR A E A2 — A E20H 80 F A WG MR E e =i+ 2 (Boersma,
Van Brakel, Fonio, & Wagenaar, 2014; Garland, 2001; Lyon, 1992, 2006; Marx,
2002; Norris & Armstrong, 1999) . BHAMIA &, Er i 1= 20k H s (5
KRB A RABEA IO, AR 5 RBFEIE AL 1o KEE T e O IX
FE—FEOR, RSB KRB AR, R RO, @ is TSRO Ht
ATEUE 7 2RARG, AT DLSRIUE B o AZBOR AT T A s B 22N A0, B0 45
by TP AR AR OREE, T E AR AT, EE A0S KRR
AR 22 A A THI . FHTE S AH G (Brayne, 2017; Chan & Moses, 2015,
2017; Tsianos & Kuster, 2016) o A 1535344 - 4R AN T B 1 7 T 58 A A A A
122 DN ABSUHE 22 AR Htf Pty R A 52 2 PR AP A

S5EREEDNAREES X IR

LR A AR E, 355 R R K P A By T ) SEE R 25045 3l RO F il 2R
W, & nThea BT g AgiiJ0 e (Santos et al., 2013; Walsh, Buckleton,
Ribaux, Roux, & Raymond, 2008) . ZAIM, IS E e 2R 1) F A K 7% A A2 2R i
B S ABURIEE, WA AR, DATES 2T Nk ——iE#, JliET
VR VEBEER, BUAZIE 2SS 5HIE T HIEIX L8 (Machado & Silva, 2015a,
2015b; Wienroth, Morling, & Williams, 2014) . 5k A AN A LA AR 4R HATTE
WRTR TR EE LA T R, RIE A F VR R R R KM P, 8 =% 6 304 71 )i ) 25 2
FEARNBITE, e, 5E B BIHEEMF5F (Amankwaa & McCartney,
2018; Krimsky & Simoncelli, 2011; Van Camp & Dierickx, 2007) .

PR S 2 I DN A 2275 Ja A7AE 2 A A BRI, H rp e BA-USCR 1] A — A
PR O, IXAMhRAERE T ENHIDNA B DL B8 S ORAF 18 AR @ - 1
A PR R A i, JLUT A R I — . BRitb 2 A, 3 Fodt 75 T w] g
SxG A A, RO X s 8 (Hindmarsh & Prainsack, 2010; Prainsack
& Aronson, 2015) .

DNAZHr i JC iR VEA T8 P BE 23 5 BUNA 20 AT BEATF 75 Y 52 50y 5 B 1 A A
W, JE PRI R P NE IR EE i 2 Ak, R SR R T RE L TR
AT, DRI ORIE T HOR TR e B o 2t e — I )

ol e A T RE I R b8 T D RE R SMARRIR R R (WLEB75) , B AE
EEEFTREAAAC K P B A TR R DAL A TS BB B T 5T
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52 DN AU FE PR OUE AR TAE A EEILR, JFnsR TIX MR . R e > Ho
PRI RS 51 BE A ] BEMAN AR BE DN AK R 122, IF52 B2 1) AL (Chow-White &
Duster, 2011; Skinner, 2012, 2013, 2018) . Robin Williams#Paul Johnson (2004
) BIIT B TARLEIX 7 TR 2 5¢ B2, PR H AT 1 3 - DN A MR e e s s
MURFYE T, TR XM BRI (E U N, DNAKREZE SRV “HA A", TER T
—NRENE RS X RGAFE ABEROIRER, REWE NI HAT AR I
M, TR LR T #H i (Williams & Johnson, 2004, pp. 3-6) . IEUl
TEZFTEII, “DNAKYE R L 2R B FRERTEEIR 2258 FR TG S5t
)7 (Williams & Johnson, 2004, p. 8) . t4h, WilliamsFJohnsonf##: 15, DNA
B PE R R R, FEE A EEY IR O ORI, B AT S
KAy K, H i i Rz Al 7 =R & BT ]” (Williams & Johnson, 2004, p.
1D,

I Ja, EERE R, QIEMYE — AN DNAZHE R AR &, AR
REPR Ut BPE R UESE, W DRI ZOHAEEE R (Toom, Granja, & Ludwig,
2019) o XIFFLA B UF AL T REUE IR IR BT () & BRAE? o)1l i, 2R i LI, 1X
SO TEYRORE B it F T BT AU TR B BOR AR FRIU S R AN AL 2R (B0 H T hnsE o Has
RIS H AR I?

19974F, AL ALK Derick  Beyleveld$i Hi Tl TR IFBA S (ot
Mg D AR S CBON B D 19338, XM SR 14 FVZ: R DN A K4k P2
ARSI o XA — AR AN — M R S5, AT o
W RARBLSEI R LL T (Beyleveld, 1997) .

FEIH e A] ik s FIDN A e A AB AR ST o2 1 — b BT R ) A 45 11 5
ABCL S BB AL AR R SR ERE e ATy, SR E, B DAES AT REA 3R, w1k
ARG HK Z— R AUHESEERD 738, RFETHBA T 5S¢ T SRR 2 AR i 2 (7]
RARIFIE ], X325 145 T IR 2 B 2 A XA 2 AR, A 4R N R
AT IRRILR R 2, A B RS IR . WX FERE, HAGEERE K
YO RIS AR, RO AR U EEARAE SR R A D) 22 5 T B A A R A M A2

(Beyleveld, 1997) .

AR AR R T 3R]k R 40 8 FH DN ASHE 2 A7 78 0998 78 XS Rk i, FFIA
NFENEZR G T H B 45 i AR IE R A RBIBR . — Ay, BRI E, #edt
FERUE AT 55 2 Hi A HEE TG TR BRI, SRR Y S DR 4P 4 o A 28 i 0 o P
¥, HR RN AT AR YFBY B (T S AR « IX— 23748 AN T8 24 B R 30T B
2 RIA FER. UDNAKHEENNGE B RPMER Y BRI A e, HARTEHE
FER RIS, — ME RPN R S viosia, IBART REsies SRR AR

(Beyleveld, 1997) .
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ROAZAR R, TCIR R S BUABE KT, 102 1E 8 A B il 5B s 7
T, FRAI TR EFR B R i ST 3 286 EYE (Machado & Silva, 2015b; Williams &
Johnson, 2004) . i B2 5B & %W IME, RIFFEAEREAN R ST HUSEZ
(AP, (Rl 4Ed A RBCR]. H AR (Amankwaa, 2018; Wilson-Kovacs,
2014; Wilson-Kovacs, Wyatt, & Hauskeller, 2012) . 8Rifi, % X FER AR ) 5- 3%
AR A DO ARR AT —J7 (5L, R TR LR A AN R T
ERGH FEEHARATT R N4, SR RFENR R4, AFE2 Ll eiEua i
PRI BAR AR R 25 24 (Nuffield Council on Bioethics, 2007) .

RGN E SRR 8 T SR B

V2 B B A B S S A SR BRI SR AR ANH ] o SZA T U DN A% 4
PERTRREH B IR, X IS 50 . REFEEMBLEI I S0 ] g i
e e P A5 SR ARV A 3 B, ST R (RA R BCE AT D #nT LA
b, B2 R R T RVR R GRS LN R B o B A 15 DR %32 25 L] 1% 2 Ta] (R DG i
BR, SR G MR EER Wi, S3EEERERAIEA R DNEDE .

LA 38 S SLVE B I IS ) A AR 5 AR HE A S A D, IZARHE R E T Ak
DR B AN AL M REA R SR AR B o ANJF [ X RIS AR IE 3, ARPE PR IRAT 13
L AT RE TR ) o R AUIPR L AN B ORI R AR AT e PR S A, 2 i HIDNA S
Y (Y AR o PRI, FRTHALIZRE [N 1) RS ARIAE frf Rl R0 RS
NI BN DNAKE 7 ? A BRSEID BRI B ERER I FEAS 1 RL U Ak 2 fR B
DNA E[EAFEA ) e Jm IR 2 A

— FBOT 5 5 FNMIVH o3k 1 MR A 10 A B o4 of e 1 5040 P2 RGP 52 Wi o S
#. Filipe Santos 2 [AJSxH BRI DN A 4 1 S0 AT 1T I, SRR LEE 2
FISCIEJEREIR T, ALEMITRAE (Santos et al., 2013) o LUK, BRAIME 20
[ SRR« BRI, PEBES IR 22, S0 R 2R 25 KM AR A A
B g, 10 SOLVARIE 5G% BIOR]S PR22L Tk =2, s i, ZIDJE . J5 2. S i dE
W S7FRBEANTEE (Jekg=2, EURTD

PEAFE AR, AR SEIURAREE LR H ) (Eig R e S REE TR T
N DNA &3 28 N DN AKGE 19T A RIBR AR > (Bilhn, SN P a I aIiA A2 15 4R
TSN DNAEIED 5 W32 B AT\ e £E Bode  h Ji 5 TR AT 375K 32 Ut AHEL 2
I LA BRI AT ) 5% 2 A 3 S AT A SR PR ] 2 2R PR | DN A Scds e 1) i
F——il4n, s BRI AT E N B R AR AR
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5.1 BiMlE T NEE R & SR ER S

BB JNE HNBUR AR BE BIRE NS SN D)
1 82,000,000 857,000 1.0%
B 8,100,000 203,054 2.5%
FIE 5,500,000 116,433 2.1%
% 66,030,000 3,282,418 5.0%
i = 17,000,000 237,254 1.4%
g2 5,500,000 311,107 5.7%
) 5 | 9,982,000 148,384 1.5%
gk 2R+ 53,700,000 4,733,755 8.8%
B 41 9,894,888 153,008 1.5%

ZORlSkIE: ENFSI (2016)

J82 2 Fig b, 47K 2 SO v A0 B A AT ) o ] B S ) — Ik R S e T RE A
IR 0, B34 S s e N B0 BN T B S gk T IX 252, 25,108
7 T W LA B2 1A% i al e AU BRATTR 20 5, AR s 1A “ IR 12k
LY, BT AR AR A TR YK, B C RO I O R = Kk B s A i d
J2E o SR 22 MBS /R P ik R PR 3 090 P2 AT R P s e b s R i e, T BN
MNBGEREAE “SFIMarperif I 9EH1%” (McCartney, Williams, & Wilson, 2010)
ZJafE R, AR ALIEIAT T2 Hean SAH5BA? MIREAIHE R AR B ) B
BENBURBHR AR MIRATH AR IC % (Amankwaa & McCartney, 2019 .

JYE BRINDN ARG 2R Sk EAFAEZE 5, (E T SR AR AN 4 32 SO 3K R B
s 5% LR A 2 b i il 3 5 FH AT SE W 1 20 A5 B ) £ e 35 FEAT I SRR

2 “S FlMarper XU e [E 2”7 2RI N (—2115 (1)) LESHIMarper)  [1] K ABLZ B
PR FEE R, 20014F, SHIMarper#ifE 5 A R MIHOL FHHIBE, FElsE 1
TREUFIDNAFEA . ABATTHE R 4/ 5 IR A 32 BEBE AT a5, RIIAb A 1 Z R R K
HPRX oSk, (HIXEERIE R T4, ErER AT LBt B g2 /K s gt i
Jei s ABATTSCE] TR AR A s R—— RN N A BB LA AT 5847, 1 B e =17
JUREFA, AH 4R IR B AR SUDNAKRFHIE /3 i+t 2 26 (McCartney etal,, 2010) o KX
IMABGEBE A B, FEff 8 DR B AR e TR A Bk 5E N (48 SCHIDNA BB R B 1 6
NBRAB “AEEPTFH” , “ERIHS, ZXMIT AR NET 458" ( Council
of Europe, 2008, par. 125) -
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€ (EU Council, 2008a, 2008b) 2 )&, 5 A2 AT 570 = DN AKHE A5 A K AIET
7y, BRI T BE 7t — 2D UM Lk BN FOREE— DRI I — T . T A
SEHUDNA BIE A RAEFEA bR AE S AR, 2 A R AL 5 DN A BIE (S S, 1R
B ORI ST 45 L AHBR AN TG SR A SR U B, FETH RIS TERIAEZR N, S5 EE1TEA
KA FE AR AR A BRI AL , DNA KIS BRI IREE . ALBE, R
PN I EA L (Amankwaa, 2019; McCartney, Wilson, & Williams, 2011;
Santos & Machado, 2017; Toom, 2018) .

RIS ERBIAREIE

REHEX T B E A FEAU AN 2 ARBIFFE AR AT 1 BRI 22 1 5 o R B 3 3 4
PR —Fh R P AR NP RIRICER « AR T 80E DU TR BB A
R REAEA —MRAT R BOE, B RABTA] DUB I =A “ V7 RKE L. & #E
MZFEME (volume, velocity and variety) o & DASIH AR KA 24 RA
e P e BRI AR (9, R BN D, A E S e s B AR AR e 1 U B
TOUER Wln, ARRBIFHREESER RN, TR BRI A o BEAh, 2R3
Pt BAAH R (H), ATRARCBOR BAN RIS R EEE) AR TENE CRTRER 9 A\ s

(Chan & Moses, 2015; Kitchin, 2014a, 2014b) .

MR ERTE, B KRB #E2FIBUA LA (Boyd & Crawford,

2012) , HAfEH]Janet ChanfllLyria Bennett MosesiZ X f{ILL N4EFE :

(DFEAR: F KPR E g S E e DA EIEREE, DAREE b BEFEAI g

KRB (2 7t M REZHIE L EB L, DERHAT. tha.

FRFER R MG (3) #if: AT Ay, KL A T s

TEHRANEIR, AT L= AEDARTAS nTRERITRS2 77, A L ZOUANHERRIR LR,
(Chan & Moses, 2015, p. 24)

RELIEI “PPIg” JZ 5 A2 R PR AL 2 AR AR AL, T B 25 ik N AR 3
FERIE AR AT LAS G m BB i) EAH IS (Lynch, Cole, McNally, & Jordan,
2008) o Aot KHE X AR LE AT ] DA AR, MALUS, AT 24
FERH] “IH” 47 BRI 2B HREE 13T s

ORI A TR S A ) S P B Ao B 2028 B R ) FREU P A T o s i SC P
&, RBHERX— 1 SR 7, XM S5 B A Hdf 2 1) B 2 A g
CLe ] LUE B REGE 1 BBRA T T30 0D T30 XU R 34 38 i K & e Al <2
SR E IR RIED , 10 BB RGN, XL RS LARTHTARA HIH
BRI R G A AT Rl (Brayne, 2017) .
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PRI, FETHI SR A A R N, DR AT DU IR I i — R T B, AMiRes &AL
PR PPA, FEAR AN B RS A% P20 AT 3 20 N, REE R AT H T i e
AN LA IR SR M4 T A IX: (Ball, Di Domenico, & Nunan, 2016; Lyon, 2014
) o EAFEEEA N BIRR KRR, KRR IR 1 X 45 5 52 21E J7 MR BE R AL 1
AR, AU Ti5 At oA S I 421 (Brayne,  2017;
Kitchin, 2014b; Matzner, 2016; Raley, 2013) .

%A

FEAR TR 5N, DNABHE R AR E I BOARAAAN A P AR B i o 2 il A
HIHERR . FERRBHE DL 2 P 8E 7 28 IO R IR R R Y B S AR A A 2 ) L A A
P B AR oo, X AR S T AR AL SR A BUA MIBUR SIS A <. A M 2
it e o AR 00 MR 2 B Ao AR AL A A5 SR RS T ], X S 21 5 BEA 32 SUAE ™,
MR ARG ERWITBIRGEMRCZ. (Haggerty & Ericson, 2000; Lyon, 2004, 2014
).
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XA H 2 B N R N T X B R IR 2R A, AT A g S [k
1T TIRNRE: — RO B4 (Priom) RGTAIMIZS, 12 M2 A1 K2 8 1A BB R C
DR ) A [7] FE 5 A 1 2K DN AKCHE P A7 RO S dl, AT et 2 SOMES S0

KegiE  [Ebriish; PEELTE; DNABWEAS e & B RS

FIES BRI

R B (RK SR FERESCANHES N 53 DA BEA S sh ]I, ik 1 it PR Al
AV A G RSN (Aas, 2013; Bigo, 2005; Pickering & Weber, 2006) .
iFfiDennis Broedersf1Huuub Dijstelbloemi HiFIANEE, BRI PRI A1 5
MARERE | O R R, 5 “WsIHFAR ARG 1) B—FimshtkEug, AR
W= E T HER #2552 —" (Broeders & Dijstelbloem, 2016, p. 245
) o I, BRI ) AL R Gt R 220281 T A (Lyon, 2007) , K “&Bi%”
A ARIL” MRBhIX 23 FF K (Amoore,  2006) . HRATF/ERFIsIZREL, —Fiiishs
AU AL BEARA G, WA BEURNAN /B S imsh it A s —Fhinsh 5
FEIEFBRA/ ST AE R (Aas, 201D o (KL, 1REA R, XHRESIIE BEASFY
A T RN o W E B O G R AR AR T A6 R B T A8 T AL IX T
PR3l (Aas, 2011; Ajana, 2013; Bosworth & Guild, 2008; Broeders, 2007;
Skinner, 2018; Tutton, Hauskeller, & Sturdy, 2014) o IXFfir] B [#i4EX 2 HE . Fi
JEAT (BhZ) Hhge . SCHFIEE ) & HAR BIK RSO T FrFUE i .
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5 EUARATAT ALY [ BrRifi sl R A B R B (Rl /D AL 1R S, TR
AR LS FAL SRR A WR ik I RSt 25 /A (Aas, 2011, p. 337) . W144E
Fegrb, I ZR 58 R 450 0 2% 0 PR LEAE DB e, H A AR A KU R i s A AT
AL, Bl . WEATEEAE 20T (Broeders & Dijstelbloem, 2016) « fEX iy
s Iy AR OR B AR S (3 P, Bl i A0 B [ i 3 () 2 23K (Aas,
201D o ARG BORALE HARG BRI H T Q1 3E 7 SEAARFNE -0 R 8] AN T2y

(M’charek, Schramm, & Skinner, 2014) .

AR G IR MR R, 2R RIG MR A0 SRG B BVE B 1B A S AR
e — R SR G2 BRI IR 2%, 200 28 (R ST O 1 A8 #i A7 it LE AN [ I [
Z A S e BB, DAFT e et 32 SO FOE AR . A L BOR B H R 2810 R
AREAE, H B B A2 5% AT R [ 4 B X DB R R« AR BN (B 5 4
KRG 5RXAMENARE, HERA CApoE M FLIRMAL, BINZRGERERZ
AN R DN A B 4 FE

HaiRNNERMIES
(HRWED (Schengen) LR 1 ¥ 22 W [ 5 AL 54 1], 5 — ek Bk
SR H 28 SR TR RS0 R 8 [ER A L L s LR (Broeders, 2007; Guild &
Geyer, 2008; Hufnagel & McCartney, 2017) . ESADNAXHE 1R IE g/ E 4
ANm TR (Hufnagel & McCartney, 2015; McCartney, Wilson, & Williams,
201D, HMTARFRHTAC SICERE K, B, WP el 2 [0 et 5
VIS R A S I T (Luif, 2007) .
20054E5H, 1 R OR 5 R A 0 28 1) 7 B2 DL R A 1t S [A) B 9 s D) ) &
B, B, BRI VL o R, ARIE L far 22 R0 BIE 2 () BORA R R AEAE [ 5 480N
AR TR L, BN CEBBAZ) 4, KA S HDNA, fa SONHLEN 240 (5 B
JrHEEIAT T (A20) FP S fat, N STE sy, W s i 20

FEREAE BASHTT 2. 2 47 o 2 32 3 B8 PR AR ARV ROT THIF #
e VERRERS, KA o RIS Fovr R 2R BTl Hopt e 1 2 X a A
(EU Council, 2005, p. 3)

3 19954EHT (HIMRBRED) W A HUH A T RO E K i hl. B, (PTrRPH R 400
(Treaty of Amsterdam) T-19974FK; (HIR PP E) IINER AT .

4 fEARFH, fEEMAH “EBMAL” —ERIRY KA E K HI2005F A2, EH “H S
Qs — 1A R A B I DR R AR ) R e A e PR R B o, ] <
SRS — 1A R AR S HDNA K 1 BRI [ S S bR 2%
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(E BAALZD) A SRR ERT N EETKOtto - Schilyf i —IUEW, flfe
2003442 572 [ LRI RS £ G2 75 =R AN N BO T T BB B 00 &8, R DY
FESRREIFR TN, RAEPaul  Luif (2007) FiiZ, 1X— el w52
T A ] Rl ST B V) S AR 2 A NS, DR Vo MR Al TR R B A
Srie, B ELIRAECEA BN, e T X SR s BB i, 1X LIRS
AR INZE 5" ( Luif, 2007: 6; see also Bigo, 2004, 2008: 94; Bigo & Guild,
2005; Kuus, 2004; M’charek et al., 2014: 16).

20084F, (HEMAL) — 5 E N — T F g GRETCN (Bl
WO BEANN B DL 5 AN =12 A 4%k (EU Council, 2008a, 2008b) -
W BRI E , BT BR A 3 A 2RI NTZ BRI S0, DNA B REFINLEN 44015 B2
4 o S WRTE , BRATIN & T WS CHE 8 1) 2 DA R 7=, DRI TS 5 e 57— v SR
P PE o PRI, SXEERAE T i A B 2 S HE e AR T B A R AT LS5 I R, AR
KR A 56 224 Je e 5 A el 1 S 5 122 o 201 14F 8 2 Ffr A Ik B 6] ¢ 308 < 3 54 b e P
JEIARR . ST, H T IR, K2 HE SR IX— R a IR (McCartney et al.,
2011; Prainsack & Toom, 2013) : (1) 7E&)5BUA 2 AR ML FE 50743 18 B 2 8
SRR I R s (2) ) 2 5Ok T 2 18] 56 T-HE R0 8 B 5 5T AR R (B) AT
FAECE IR (Prainsack & Toom, 2013; Topfer, 2011) . Ak, & KF. . ZIR4
ARG At A Tl AR PR, R 7 S I 2 AR E I, EA TR DNABHE s 1]
3732 (Toom, Granja, & Ludwig, 2019) .

HHT ¢ T DNAKE 18 B MR G R B HAT HEEE Rk i 20K, H20194F90E, A
25N A 43247 % A2 %8 (EU - Council, 2019) o KT HIE SR, /K
2RI RH R, B SR G b AT 5 E DN AKUR A I A B G 2 510
KA E IR DA BHRIE BoR, B RIRERAR B A fif 22 A ) 523
ANEFRER, RS9 E KA HDNAKGE, E 51N ERZHDNAKHE (EU
Council, 2019 .

EaHREL T

W B RS EE E DN ASCHE A2 3 TAE G0 R A7 E SR R R M LSE I
KRB IDNAFEA, (HEA R B VCEC IR, B2 gl o vi7e Hfth pl a1 1 [ S8
P AR A 2 A (MBI B RGP IR — « AR5, 1A A 0 [ 3k sl A, Gl A
HARUTHCECATUAD . G SR A A 25 SR T RE, TUPREIE i A 1) e al m) vk 2 i A 3 ik —
IERIER (FHENY B WARSRNPR ., ZRRZENEEFD .

R RO T B A R G S GIE , O TR EE BN L T N AR E — A R
255 (NCP) , B RS m BB TN 3208 FH E 2K (Decision  2008/615/JHAD
B R ANTENE B 2K E X DN AR R RS VA AR SEAA, ARTE 24 JR 21 423500
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& EARZHZS 5 Y BB RENEZR T, NEGES (BN SR RBEE %D — A
WHE N TTE L RAEOUE B E R MR RSB ETT——X EFLIEDNA
B B AT IR o AR 0 FRIAN R ) LA 502 U RN far =2 761 %6) 2 Al g, X 26
2K a0 S R E B X DN ASE R« RIVEIRIE T A5 vk R NAH A RSB B Ak
AT, IERSE, 4ErER RGN AT . HT XM 5, % 2 0 E K%k
2% R E AN SRR 25 1B 2 1) ] i PR 2 2R3 235 4 AR ] SR STk R AN [ T ¢

VENE Z IS 5 AR N SRR R MO 538 S U AR AT AR ARAT T e {2 i3k
5 AR H TS 3)), FEAE sk B b G 4 L A . BART S, (R A E RS RN
SR ZARIBHAT W6 E AR P AR 2R, DA HLAth 25 e T e s 1) 1 sh A #e (Bl
MURIEEED » AR A B KRS 24T IS, DLAAE BEAT R & DN AVLACTE L . 7153
SRR A E 2 (R 6 / AR A 2 A ISR Al _E A2 e DN AKHR A5 2 1 AR bRtk () E &K
T2 R E RO B 1D [ SR 2% R GRS, T 8 [ SR IR 2% ) AR N DR AR R 1A%
e B TARERIE LR L5 1@ A0 EL IR 5 R AR A kb 78 BRI [ XK RPN
F2P RS R, 2 TR GO 2 7 05 N S & b B 5 E e L6 1F
LR T G PRI, 5 S A B AE TR E TG, IF 5 3R E B s Rk
P FOR IR NV SSAE P AR S AL R G T —HA WK & (Mcharek,
Hagendijk, & de Vries, 2013) .

= 1= 8521807

B ARG JEZ R THARF O, o MRS AP A F 0 58 07 ) —
T, —ANSCHR SO BT B A b2 . BUR RS H B AR 55—, —HF R BES
0 B A R R 3 [ 2 (]S 45 A0 S FNDIN AU I s 1 BEAS =Xt 9

FES—H IR, RB AR SR, 5 A # e DN A B 48 (A6 s 2
KREZL, HATHS ARG 75 8RR XA RIS B I ALLL A 0 B fA . H AL
FEHEE 55 A BRI T AE U A S I TEEE Pk (McCartney, 2010; McCartney et
al., 2011; Nuffield Council on Bioethics, 2007) . 4}, —Le/EFMELH], 24 (HE
WEALY) BN HLEA, fAAER T BREA (Balzacq, 2005; Balzacq, Bigo, Carrera,
& Guild, 2006; Bellanova, 2017; Bigo, 2008) . T EZHffE AR, W Tkl FI{E
A Y1 B DA B 0T PG AT JE 8 [ 3L 20 ) 8 o Y, T 6 [ AR 15 B N &2 4% (Hufnagel
& McCartney, 2015; McCartney, 2013, 2014a, 2014b; McCartney et al., 2011;
Prainsack & Toom, 2010, 2013) . Victor Toom A [ £ BB+ 42k iE EE DN A
HHE 15 B S e AL GH I, T U B 1 AR 17 3 2 AR ST A7 A 1] RS S0 (] 5 1) R a5
A EEf4EE (EU Council, 2008a, 2008b) , FIAREMETEL 5 4 il B RS DN A
A AL XS AL A TG EA TR A E Y, i H2EA FIEIEREL (Toom, 2018;
Toom et al., 2019) .
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FEVR 1) 57— S B Ik B Rl R L [ S SR T T EOK 22 e N2 L il
A, TERCEE, % EEEE DN ASHE RN VS DO AR S LR AR/ SO g rr et 1] BT
ST HAFAE R 24 K 25 (Cho & Sankar, 2004; Machado & Silva, 2016; Santos,
Machado, & Silva, 2013; Van Camp & Dierickx, 2007) . K, XFHERICE T
WS FIRAT VL B E S RIS AN 201, b AT B 1 B U B35 ) PR 7 S i e

(Prainsack & Toom, 2013)

Barbara Prainsack#1Victor Toom (20100 MEHEARY ™ FrikiH A AR A In
XTDNAF AR ZX AT TR 7 B RFHEOL T2/ 58 fEER R
POTIHL MEF RN, BRI B INTRE 2R — KR A B, (HE R P AR,
BT RSP E R A R S R XA R SR AR RN S R 7R
TINULAC 2 S5 A 2 k0%, DR R A e B X 1 B 3% . Prainsack i Toom (2010) it
NEIR 73 B AL R — R A 2 AR TR JE K DN ATESE /N 2
Huly, —FET IS K L T, BN F R & N R 2L L K. &5, 1F
HILIRYT 13 B UG R S BT e B AR AT [l R AT 39 5 2 BRI 2 338 R ARL
B , (HE ] e EE RS XA B0 I AR e i F AR AU SR AR B A B, i A\
MRis. MEBIESEAESR)LE (Prainsack & Toom, 2010) .

AT 43 T A 28 T el Ok T B U LR A AT . H H — TR ST AR
TS B B R ST AR S 5 E DN AU 28 e 193222 MOlk N Bt = 114 X
(Machado & Granja,2018) o MR ¥ 2 AR E SRS L TAEN B UTR, 1E# 3R,
KRN R S DS FRE I E A B R . 225 N Ak, sy 5 R IR
NI EAMFA I, TR BIE SIS 25 B S5 Gt it s m) HUAth BB 5K i B R (1 BH A
SERIAEAER ) DA SR OR3P AR 7, FEER [ d i g S 45 (AN R A/ BR
WA AR SRR At 2 1 S . IbAh, 1R I8 R B KR SAERL 2/ AREE,
B2/ MERNERGMRL/ ARBHEZ G T “lCBIAY, B Moori e Bie

AL

25—t e, Helena MachadofiRafaela Granjaisit 7571, EI7E
R A RS ) A R ST IR 25 A 7 2 an T R T2 PR DN AR =2 ) (Machado
& Granja, 2019a) . fEXTZ 5 EFRE AR R E KB4 AU TR DUHEAT Uik I B A
b AR IR TS AR SR e B S R SR RO SRR EE R, KR S TR
it B SRR T X AR S 5 E SRR AR Tk A S (&S /[ AEERE SO
MK S3e — 7 T, BE 2 SRR — AN BV A, 3 B0 i B 5K sl — 20 1E 30
PR AR, B8 EbR A EE SIS K. A5, 255 A R DNAUGEC Y
Y EANAE T UL A &, T E T2 05 fe i DN ABURE % ADNAFE, HitkE X 7 59%EE
BFEF A RIATTAE . Bk, 5 W R G008 S PR SR Bl S B A AR
B TAET AL RGN R AT N Z MR A5 A, 38K T AR S .

(Machado & Granja, 2019a) .
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Helena Machado. Rafaela Granja#INina Amelung(®)5—IU 7t 047 172
TERCHRBER R IE T 2, X LR ELL/%@DNA?METW‘S@E"I?B#EE’Jfﬁfqﬂﬁ/ﬁk
(Machado, Granja, & Amelung, 2020) . fE# £, BB RGN, KT A5t
X ERR SR & R A P R BT X—— 2 s A AN B g AL, Aﬂ‘]LLiZWWW’
A TIRBE. PRSBEI 2L 32 2 PR 7 2. B8, B T BRI BAE, XLt
WAR S U TR ) e s [ -SRI O B8 2 A RAE MK B N “H ™ ﬁxjﬂf
PSS AL ARG B AAF N 5y, [ XL TR O Ay, S A B e — 6
WSS R I, 25 ERE DN AZHR Ly — ST DUE B “dfi” SRR IR A DAL
FENOM I FERBIFINLE. 2B, B EHUBA IR B 22 AR Ah . L FFE P&
AN DN AZAE H B AR AR RS e i e . 52 FF8 1), Al (EED i
ﬁﬁ?@% SRR B K BIARIRAT AR E N DB 325K, FR OO e A0 AT st kil 70 A

AR R, Wk )5 E DN ASHRE S #L ] 1“8 T PR BEan iR 7 “107 1
35?%3‘%’3 (Machado et al., 2020 .

MachadoMGranja )i f5 — U 7t A B ST st 5 [ 22 ik R DN AKR 1)
RS AIEFAE AR YRR, B KIS AN AL s AT s EJUAR I TR, KR
PG — L R DN AR IR 77, LA g L&A XSS LU R A G A
NPT BE R R A BH P 25 R Ve SRz il T & B R S R B 52w
M RAE TAE 7 I %EE (Machado & Granja, 2019b) .

DK %% 1 O ] 2 138 i DN A P8 A8 B o ps R0 08, 28 — 0 T B R &)
WA — B 1Z 2R B0 SR A FE A% 20 (Bernasco, Lammers, & Van der Beek,
2016; Taverne & Broeders, 2015, 2016) . —IiHf70HeH T P8RRI KR E 5 5 2R Kk
[ 2% 2 (A HB IR 7o AR 0T 2 R S 7 S B R i, XU ST AR S TP

DI R SR — AN 3, T G [ S AR AR B OR 2 AR K E XA A [ DN A& (Santos
& Machado, 2017) . #h)if i, XWHEFERY], 258 B82S0 0 KK Rk O3 2 JA]
DNA S AR A FAIESE 156 R0 5¢ T 520 Hh B E 2K AR IR s B 7t . 1458
A FEEEREJIEA G, XL T AEE S ORI (Bernasco et al., 2016;
Siegel, 2014; Van Daele, 2008) .

4iE

FEWCEEFIAL B R BRI, AT HIE R 1)UL A5 AU A WAL . 78 I
fitth B, AT IR T BE TS RSN (Aas, 2011; Broeders, 2007) fI24415
H, Rt il s i 58 m A e, ?;ﬁ@*ﬂ@ﬁﬁ*ﬁ?%ﬁ’]%?y%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁE’]?Béﬂé‘]ﬁféﬁ
T IS 2 R ST DN A (185 E A 4 e — MR B 5, S 7@ —A4 9
BRI 2 4 s R N 1, HRE SR ER TR
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(1) 77 XA TR B SR (R B AR (1) 4 Tt I 457 25 5 DA A R0 XU T 77 SR et P AL
12 (Prainsack & Toom, 2013) . ZRifl, IXAE—PreikZE R BIRE S —AET 20
L RAERPIA AL G, X ARRE T U S EoE Bk R . #a)iEil, H
T X DN A PEAT AT S ik 1387 DAAMEL AT (80 D EUR TGS D HoR 8 BFR IR
‘2247%)) (Chow-White & Duster, 2011; Duster, 2006; Skinner, 2013, 2018) , it
S A ()85 AT 4, I B AR AR G A B IR A DN A S FE (R BEA 7. PRI,
WK B 1) 5l DIN A4 22 46 e L AL TR AN ES i 1 T S8 368 DA S Ho At A o 1 2K Ak ) s
NBER A Bedim (B BEREE K (Machado et al., 20200 .
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13 https://www.technologyreview.com/the-download/613232/help-us-catch-killers-is-now-the-
new-advertising-angle-for-dna-companies/ (i Vi Al [A]20194F4 H 291D .



72 PLFEBERNEEREF

IR KA Ko BRI, T HRER RS A DA e 2 5 RAR 7, AITTIE B ™ =
frIE A 8 (Kennett, 2019) .

TEIXFP R Z M REOL T, IR, VEEDNAKWE IR RHER 2 — R VRN
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MITHEIIOFE S, Rl L R RNE AT GRS 25 2 [0 5. X Fiig i it
WK T 2 8, WEAEAAMEAE. ARGHE R B AR . A RSEEARE I RECA
S Az DA K 52 5 el N T R L AR DR S8 1 o RS 15 SRR e ()X P A o H i 2 2 BR T
EH, (HELBRIEE N IX AR EIEH 25 K. Bk, AR K PaEy AT 6E
B XA E T B

EEDNARE

{XEEDNARA AT SO AN — R ISR, T8I LR ISR R iR
HIoMHTS, BAESERT AN RIS PT WA BRRRAE CHRLRRS L Sk RIB BRI ) LA U SRR SBE A
BT RBE Y2245, (Daniel et al., 2015; Kayser, 2015; Kayser & de Knijff,
2011; Kayser & Schneider, 2009) . £ & HmEAEZ M, BPMEFKCLME
H TiEEDNARAF AR (Wienroth, 2018a, p. 4) , HEZ NI F ML ik,

R EEDNAZM A SRR TR STy TP 1R 1 L S AR AN E A IETREL
IR RIDN A 721 B2 DN A 2= b S 10 A (80 3 T R H R E AR, VA

14 FAVEM “ERE” —HRESGEEDNARR, JHlR 7 —EARMEEEAR, ZEER
R T HEWT SN AT W ARFAE, QRIS . RPR SR B, LR R TRt A S AR
BEAh, 3R —ARAE A A 1 A SRR 2R T DL S YRR A 5 T 1477 2K

15 N7 SRR H KRR, FATHERR 1 PSR T/ B iR N 53 05 T R 6
.
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DNAZ AT A B2k . (Kayser,  2015) o S50 BLARMIE, 2K DNAZ A I1ER

SEHEWE—REE N JE TWE—RER i W AR A FNRR O M SE IR o 7ETHI 0

A, X SRR I 7 RIS — B A MR RRE N TR ARATTRL A “ AT BE NHE”
(M’charek, 2008) .

FEN S RNE RGPl FHIX PR AT R A AR BERRAR, Fhorkh i oe T
FhEAL BOR B RIS £ 200 Ttk AT 5 AR HBAHMERL, FATMEIR T =1
AV . 5 — e KA VEEDNAR A SR, 5 KR GRS HE 7%
(PITE AN ], V2R I8 22 50N V2 R DN A SR AU AN B LA o (e e 12 < Tl ” — A~
NEUE /iR S AN RRE . IX AR DN AZM RIS i e n] se 2> S 8O E 1)
FVEA L. EX LR E K, TAEZDNA R T JI7E T1E— 8 WA Y HERT AR
FHUEFE (Samuel & Prainsack, 2018a) . THFHE4K525 (Parabon NanoLabs)
AR, 12 DNARR Mg % A= s e A T E0 & BRI EOR, AT
RHEFTERS o IXEUtiELE AT S X HARREA 1 I ARG Uk B2 o IXPifi il
FITH S RVER 56 0T AL R DN A SR AU SR TAERI RN MO N R T2 #E0F

(Wienroth, 2018b) .

AR DNA R A28 52 IR 38 — AN S — B2 212 OG0, Rl i i 2 0 i
IRIX—T7 FORAFAE N o #12BH U 223 R e A L 206 DU R A — A
I, BRI DRI ) P S B TR S A 1 H AT B b R A5 B A FE A E T (EL-Haj, 2007
) o AL, FEo AR “PE” A “TRE” ST A AR AR, IR TRER
B, FERRALTEEREE AN nTRERE “AEPNMSE” IRE B PIEIRT T RIVERI S MO FIA
IRER AR “ARREEEE ANATREZ BN ( Samuel & Prainsack, 2018a) . XN X L
U, P 54 B Se A OB B — ANMBURK IR RE, PR A id I v s A 4K Bt B A
XN VEAT X 3, ARZS 2 3 B0 N 55 R R 5 2 0l 2 1A) T RS AN HE B ) 4 2= S5 )
Kk (M’charek, 2008; Vailly, 2017) .

AL, 5 F— R AR SE N\ ok B R — D HORh e sl 7 vT RE o ik AR CUE 55 1 B A
Z RN — BB . R, LR DNAR A AT e oy RIX AR RS, IR CAF
FERG I R IFAT B ML 5, AT E— 25 ) B e A4 (1) TH g, X U3
PR an D E RN B L2 e i 2 FE RGUT SR (M'charek, Toom, &
Prainsack, 2012) .

WA EEE =AU S IX— A X —— VAR DN AR AN —Fh I =54
A “AEYIWAE” (Kayser, 2015) o X —HESMEHE TLAT G, BVEEEDNARECAR

16 KTl F VL EDNAR R SEyEAE W S s Z AR K . R 220 3k T 7 B E  (Sam-
uel & Prainsack, 2018a,2018b) . 77 —UEEHK, yAEAAHBPE AL, XEKRELR
AN T3 o] BEXT SEEA AN R IARRS . [RIE, 75 PE R A [ 45 [ 58 n] DA L R DNA SR
R HT, TAEEE L BRI B R B R S5 H A B S 2 28R . R ik, EEE A
Fits, RTVEBEDNA G B PE AT E AN KT B AP 10 (Samuel & Prainsack, 2018a)
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AT LA i NGRS SRR R, B TN IER 78 R & S Mps s, shil. M PEm
FREZE, ANEHERL — 2t 2R KA IX— 10 s, —BELESR AP 7 N 2
— 71, R AN AR AN A2 0 W W B S iy R RS o S — 7 1, JCHAE
HHEE UMY E LU, 7R DNA R I A5 S5 A Bk & SR,
N 2 2 b 0 TR A7 5 (Toom et al., 2016) .

BT IR A DNAR B 3, iR 2B L F R 2 4h, iEEEDNAR
R RS T R 2 A TR D40, Richard Tutton A i R Stk iR ) 1 2 12 485
)R (UK Border Agency) HIMEIL, RIF I BRI KR & B S AT BRI, JF4
FIRRZZ IR RAESE T RIES F R EFE KU (Tutton, Hauskeller, & Sturdy,
2014) o AEEMEIR TR EANG A 0 A A EFE R A2 280, FIZF TN TR
7730 (Tutton et al., 2014, p. 746) , JF#t— N XA HIE AR E TR . Joélle
Vailly ¥ 573 — I 7o d i hHE B AR S E S BUA B RAAEYH AR AR SN BRw R
T, A TIEE L 55 DNAR G SR 198 & FEERIEA R R4t 24T
R EEAE . BUR AR R M ER R, R TIRFBUI R RIEA R 2
Ttk A3 (Vailly, 2017)

AT HA R 7 O T R E A B — R A PR SE i 2 SRR T
TEEBME A A EDNAR A M . (Wienroth, 2018a) - Mathias Wienroth
PRI TR DNA R B R T 5 1T, DA LY GR A ERAE J T, G TURA i 480 B, Syl
TG BRI L S I BRI K. 77— E T, Wienrothid /37 £ EEDNA
F & WA FUAR T35 B 8L S I BR 5 rh, FUAR T RF A0 B vk 22 52 B R0 v ol 9%
PRIAZIC i bo DABFH FEHOK S 56 =5 I IE Fr 9F 2 A 1532 (photo-fits) i, 1E &k
R T RHEZR IR THEEE DN AR A TR A FH A BER 7 an ] LAAS B 8 Bk 24k 2 T
Fr b YRR E]E R J7 AR BRI IE WS B FE B2 A A AN R AN (B 55 1]

(Wienroth, 2018b) .

Gabrielle Samuel5Barbara Prainsackiiith & % T A 5%EEDNAE A
WHIT . FEH A — 1 R IE M, 1R R T 5EEDNAR RS & A Tl A E G &
(AT N X 52 AR R A SRASE R AH O () 2 A R i) R () 7 v B Bt , Samuel#
Prainsack/E/R T 32 Vi & A ANE “IkEDNAS VR —Ffg P B A0 B ) S H A
B SR AR . 7 MR, R DNARBPE IR N — BN A F 8 SRR AR,
Forp— oy WA 2 I A R & M (Samuel & Prainsack, 2018a, pp. 3-4)

) IR EETE AR PR AL RME, PSRRI . 75—t AR, MR R TR
FE R ZRAOE T QAT 7EVE R DN A3 AU 7 FH T AR S M S5 45 Pt BRI H L2 2 R 2 [A]
5P (Samuel & Prainsack, 2019) .

17 [FALE IR M A FIA B AT BEEAN N S b B ARG 77 50 (Tutton et al., 2014, pp.
744-745) .
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o, David  Skinneri® 2| 1 yt-4 HIVEEE DN A R FRIA fE ) 77 20 ) 1)
R o AR AEIG 22 M R]E A S i /> B AR R B 8 AL S M A S B0 5UF, Whg 1k
X DNA R B LL K et 50 (Skinner, 2018a) « Ib4h, 1E#H AN, TERLM
BRI, BARAE T SR RIMIE A A T2 B RAR AL, ITIAL 1
1=BEDNAERIHESE (Skinner, 2018b) .

S — B[R X AR VR E DN A R AL 7 1H 1 5 WA AEAN W AL, (H [ RE AR E— P K
J LTSRN s IBOR : B, il i) —1 AR 325K 5™ K2k T DNA AR, #
H 5 RATR ARSI A2 &, AR B T 29 R0 B2 DN AR R TE iR 01 1 AR A
JEFEA (Vidaki & Kayser, 2017, 2018) o — 6y P2 1A% 2% 5 AE WL AL £ R A & FmT
RETERUEEA - (PEIE LR35 , IEEH RIR R RMIE R A2 T A5 IX LS T Re
FETSIRA « DA g > 158 AR SIS AL B A E B NIRRT /AR, S
B XA LA poAt 2 2 Br i i E 77 (Vidaki & Kayser, 2017) .

£5iE

LET R A BRI DN A H AR U1K R HEE R S DN A K R ARTE & I (1)
AR, I TR 2 L SV G Rl . AR 55 B0 0 P PR X 6 1) S 5
[ 2%BUE (Skinner, 2018b) o IX P ARG FE A IS4, IX £8 S50 1L L 8
AR TRIR B I E AR LGt . B0, RENEERRLFA “Babnil” 20K, (HiT
THE R B IR AR SRAZ A F I AT SE PRI A L T ) . RNtk PR &
FHRAE A T2 BA A KB Fh B I T o SRARHEZ BRI N L HE— 2 1R Ay
J&. (Wienroth, 2018a) . 55—, BT #E L X BEAARRIASE, THASE ST AMARRIIRGE, 1X Fh
FERBE— IR T BRI e, X LR WIE R IR T £ T3
SCRF T BUME, SR 25 NBCH R A 1) fa RN A ME DL

SE Bk
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