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o) DNA B4& s} st A2 stunt of e gjzo) B 2 45 4% F2
Kol 7z e ek, T sjel AETHIE Q15 9) 7198} Heke] o, Y o) 4 1)
919 43 a1 F ekt 9lol T DNA B4S M= e} glon, ofn] BEE 5% o)

S 7oA S S aAad WH-S(Polymerase chain
Hrﬂ;;qwa ogu}, Tefuy | DNAS= dolulleshy Ao} Sof 24 &4

O O
) = 1T
|2 o 2= Ewo] Yz, 53] 9 DNAS 292 Jirf DNAS) ¢7] A

=] A A 2
= A oA BARR AiE mE AV AT £AS 26kt Ak ol9 Zo] ad
I sk A R s et 2wl E o] Qlof I RllE Hrmr) AR

Zo] gk Aolch, o DNA o Qo] Al e Askely £ATh o8 DNAY 29 & H551]

SIoh A HEO] BRI o] W3t /1% e US T AT 15 Aol Sfste] A7t 11
el

Slofof sju], @7 Anbo) A=A SR o] Holneh Fasich webd B Soj A oy
DNA®| $43 2620 2t 2R /| A 2R 055 HAsT 4T 4 g AT

ZHI0 1 2 DNA, DNA &, 2ot0|e=3f, 29 PCR
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1. o2y ]

1980 of] 0|27 °lF8Hanthropology)¥ L1 8Harchaeology ) H-A A& 8Hmolecular
biology)&Ql A+ Fof& g x]7] Al2FgcHPaabo 1985; Hagelberg et al. 1989), 58] &4}
G4 8Hmolecular genetics), A3+8Hbiochemistry)¥} D118 H&EO wld Z]of| A HEE]&
ook gk AA EAHbiomolecule) @) 4 3 B VhsSHAl FFe =] 28l 1A oF AR &) Bl vk
Sof A A= - oA o AT YRS S oA ]%15}1’ SctLarsen 1997), o] o= 25t &
of7} rarstof] BRE-E71 5F% ouf 1980 o] F- 7] A<l Vm A W o] o|FofA]7] HT A=

FHEHRo 2 A9 el el ek et olel§ A A ARE o5 A &3 $3S
Al

rl

H

o2 ‘Alg 31308k bioarchaeology) , YA AL 118 (biomolecular archaeology) |2t
o AT Q= thy oﬂ o|2 #ch(Buikstra et al, 2006), Lt HA EAE L5l = A
% 0 7ke-d 2t 2 A& (lipid)Y} DNA(deoxyribonucleic acid)®)
e -G o] F 9k, 5] 2t DN Aancient DNA, aDNA)9 thgt ¢+ 9152 %5}
1719, 79 ol ARl AS|Y] B, B 3ke] Hul wigFAl HE 5 *—1%9] A
el gl Fopm b A8 HesL o] vhn qlow JiTf QR ARl AAARE HAo-ak=)

FA A8 Hgenomics)} FAFFASHmolecular genetics) #-oFe] =H-Al g e 9]
A& DNA(human genome DNA)2 7] A Qo] 2b3 3] el w9 om o]l V&g <
DNA #4 A&7 oln] 2001 W A58 2t DNA® s S =g #ofof
o[7] AJAgtt, Ax 25d AA| S W AE7| ol A Jit DNA 248 I3t oo gt 22 4 E
RS oA AL glom, 34/] S A Y Sk e 2o vjel, vjokd| = el DNAY)
FA QL EA Ay WA AR o 55 HFEAIZIAL QUthSerre et al, 2004).

ul=r o) ek At Afe] Wel ~(Kary Banks Mullig)ofl @Jaf] 7 S¢ s 4fih-g-0]
oh= DNA S35 AA et Sk d+tol oA S sgans Zagkon g
DNA 4 of 9lef A 7] 4 03 & 7HA $iet, 2t DNAS) 5704 W2 DNA &4 (damage)}

ol
S
2
o,

f?

ol
-

o~

tlo

il
ot o

o

A2 ol Baff (degradation)® Ql8to] 5= DNAVF =fulFd =8)of §l=d] o|#fgt o5&
Al Ak Aeg 7jhE Ao PCRt”OlCH om A W v Alw8] EA4of AgE o] S,
e 2 DNAS 2460 AAHES A 248F QlA|8kx 1%@&5 Tt DNA 24 9] Al7}5
S8} Ve Ael o5& e A ﬂﬁiiﬂi ol ef Wi ¥ At Auvt slollel =A%l
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o $he ol & AR A4E
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Lo]
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) DNAS] o144 3o tf
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ko
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2499 =

Agte ofefA] Al glem,

A AA =L QJciPaabo et al, 2004),

)

He Lol

0] E =] o} DNA(mitochondrial DNA, mtDNA) #4 & &

- 2]
2l

EXS

7o) 3

3t

HAUAE 1

9]
7HA S-2luete] did) DNAO| o

:TL

2

To(el5t4) 9] 19991 914 9] 2003: AulA 9] 2004), ol

gH Al 7k 2 DNA

ek, &

S
Sof A A-Auke) A=) A SRS

ol stol 7]

ﬁék

e DNAS) &4 3k 225le] Aitof v]x]=

R LK

=
=

=
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AT RS 1SS S0k | Ao shAlo] Wol gl DNAS $5312 Q7] 49S 243
G O V1% o] 710w 9ch o) i #7142l WHlo] v, elio] ojaE ojsfaly
o4 Hoh WA W 7155 & o2 Y ek, A3 miDNAE 27§40

=
= oA A A
(maternal inheritance) @4 ell €Js}o] A Aehof Ao x|m 3 DNAA T F4 2] DNA2} 4lo] 4]
o A GRS Y AR fA R Ao A Ak 24 EE dtsket o] ARl
7R AL ek, T3 mtDNAC] - 912 (hypervariable region, HVR)< & DNAX ) ®o]-go]
oF 108 A= o =7] izl WA, A, Aol wE ujAlg 534 2 tpobd #lo] & 3 DNAo
Blgto] Hof gaAom B4 @ 4= Qlok, A e} 7t 4] ol tiet mtDNAS) ®lo] & #4514
HU 5% (haplotype)E AAT & Q= 4778 dd/3 & o8-kl AE = (phylogenetic
tree)s W AR AulAY} =8 Gl Atkhaplogroup)s B4 4= 9ok, mtDNA @&
P} g o]l thiet FA2 o)/ o] S TR whe) A u]A] s EAR O = A C)
g 4=tk (Schurr 2000). $12F o] mtDNA Holof thek S-A 2 A+

H @ QIR0 240l 208 | A ofejlof] ALY 3 o (E LYol o]H) 0%
B FElE9SE FYoks A9 ofnefrl 7jgAde] 1987d THlo]| A A5 ol W E7|ol
A-9) o] F(migration)@t 7| ¥loriginya 1FH 07| Yol mtDNAS] &4
ot Mﬂ] BA 54 (paternal inheritance)== Y G AILE choFst A A Q) G- 2} 324
(genetic marker)7} AE1 Qo o] FgAow EATCH A2 ol 7S
ah= Aw 7Rs g Zlo| thKivisild et al, 2002).

Ao dojid =742 A4 A7 7]k, A9 e wkd, 71E @
AR o]F 5O AR A JHA e =7 ]% OJ Ao Bl 4 a8l olqlct, o 1A o) o
A= THAIRS) A AF - U e THbottle effect)2f 442 F5(genetic drift),

i

A, 34 ele] ojat

foss

oEE
L

AR ZHfounder effect) Hi} 2 ?AP% Zefjatm, o]= ¢lglo] 2] A= oo A A]
Sokal ARl fARRe) A A QlFe] fR) B0l QlaiA] v o)A 3A] KakA Hot, vhE
olefgt A7 A IFe) A ARE o-&ako] WA QlRo] AANE sfiAsh=d] olo] AgA <
A & ARt o] A T Qi AT s A9 o] AF R o)l ek Alef o
A 2pol7t FAE = Qe ovigte, Aot i, F4l, AAe] WEE dmerof Ik ol
darol R A& o] FojA]7] whiZofl Ah ¢l Hete) fH A} B AT} Y A1) A 1
el Hete) i AF E4S KA Hal okl @A ab) e ok, o o]foflx] (ks T le)
TR A IS o-&-ato] A QIR 9 ols i 2 Aol lo] Rt} =g mede
717] & gk, wheba] Ao A7 R e E A 915-E of8-5o] DNA 45 Al%akal Hf o
Aol Bl SHaLA}F Sk A AR AALE B8l =] ool AA S A E SEskL WA T 4
U FUTE 7 olet & 4=k (Malhi et al, 2007; Tamm et al, 2007; Kemp et al. 2007)
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W30 Q) oA vk Ak A BA R E A4 % £ A A 1 ele] HA4 A £
HE S SR Aset @ 4 oo olea Ao a & AApAIhE Aol o=
2150) 414 B4 S WA Qo] FAT AL D 4 Yk Leju kS O Fe
T DNA] 4 oled /b 7147 W o AR 9) SH0R alste] A AoR it ozt
AN olald 4 G Amol Fakuol 9ou] ol T AL e velelE A ol
£8) 22 9150] i Tr DNA 248 1)) 472 & 4= ol Wa A P WAl
e AU Agholeh, Tejdt o s a7 o] QSR FU DNA AU B9k Qi
A 212k DNAS) 313 2 Gl 9.9 uhiolu] ofo] thah A3 & Flof A =51/ Ghet

2) S MAZ A2 ARl BE S22l AISEH g7

d oA} A7t B89

oMok, ATk aR ) TS ofshe] 47 B ol i AAle] thek DNA 24

= 10 £22) /)97 7)1 sHdomestication) 24, 0% A2 melaly] sjofaln ook,
Q17b0] 715G AP A7ME AT o] TR R ek 71 Ut e Ao 24

A5 oj7lo] BR sk o) B W oA Al A

: o) Wiy} go] ZE w3 9lo} ) DNA
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Aol Lo} ZIA T F(kangaroo rat) WA wtoll e H+t= w2 WA T2} 2hA oF TA 3
w0} 1t DNA #Aof ofgte] vt & ofo]cf, FAthe] Aejszrjof Ao A :221%
ghEtol] HEEo] Qe abA e ol AT O] /Aol el mtDNA 24
A} 1AL} AR E o} AR Fe} Ao F50] FUTt BEo) AT U el
o] Fo} MA A7} Al 7HA] et Ao m FAE Ao ' UepETE, ey A7k
2 1509 Aof| o2 Fo® A E Ao m BAESET o> AIZFALY] mAALE
o oy AlFtate] G slo] I olog A cHPergams et al, 2008). ¢
dof do] dEdtE T= o f7IAg v DNA €7]A9s Bl EAgt ey &
olg it JAHE BAE 4 qlrh
it DNAS) 2 QIsfe] ofu] HEgh Ao tiet £4F Al53H] A4t 7hs el =
53 9] cpimlyolFol(marsupial wolf)(Thomas et al, 1989), FA HEAF Kol (moa), ©
2] 7MAF Tz (ground sloth)(Hoss et al, 1996a), oFefe] Ak 7| 9l(goose)(Paxinos et al. 2002) &
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=) 1 %
Ag st 248 9] mtDNA 2 719 54 29 (genetic loci) &) B4 Ao &2 = SHA 71 ¢1&
seko] ol oy NCBI(National Center for Biotechnology Information), EBI(European
Bioinformatics Institute) 5t &= Wt 32 RO glo[gwlo]AE Egslo] 7| dE
Bl AR O m M el Rt gl = AAF SRS E] o] 7hL 9l

1o DNAS] £3
1) DNAQ| Esliet =

AT 0} 7] w9l 9l M= A A|7E Aol Gl E¢ DNA 2442 ob Al B2 el E 74
ab7) flate] B steh2el aQlof oJato] &4fH DNAE RYEHsHL BT 4= Q= ALY
(DNA repair system)& 4%l 7Hsdth(Lindahl 1993), I8 U A= A7} 3?% o]Z DNA
Bt AR 54 8] sh] B AL AR A o g AARSE o] ST ALAE Ax(catabolic enzyme)2t
ofe] 7pA] SHARE s i (nuclease)ll ©J5to] 7HE sithydolysis)¥] o] T3] A1 Zalj%] 7] A2

ghot, ot th A eheshE 2] da) e WA AL 15 e ] okbacteria), #°50] (fungl), &5
(insect) &2 oA o= o g 4 7] tiizol HA et Aol Sofalth DNAS] &4 Aol
DA, 52 olFofle ol & Al U B Y 4 Qe

W= AR A& Ao s dofufal

A2eo] AAEHA DNAL %2} Eal

EaL Ampofl HAshal Qe 1 JHE gofw A
P

Phaosphodiester bond e
R .
H

o :
; e
o=p —cos M-glyeisidic bond
o
|"I|-|. =
- -.,‘“u..--"‘ My O
H N ,.:- “1-Dllln-|
L —=0C
=y |
oM M
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2) 1t A|E2| DNA &4

A AlsofA & o 29 DNAE 22 27 = HH3KHfragmentation) 5ol Q1o &
2 22 100bpollA 500bp Ao A7) & Skl (Hofreiter et al. 2001b). DNA 7] 9] 7+
e A ARt Bl A Hoff A8 @) Bla g %‘J(nonenzymatic damage) 218 <l5f
M G o) vl A SARS AL gl Z(superoxide radical, - Oy7), IS EA(hydrogen
peroxide, H,0,), 42}t eft]Z (hydroxy radical, - OH)}-2] =gt /\Jﬂxl (oxidizing agent)tt
EMS(ethyl methane sulfonate) & - Z4EsE <34 (alkylation agent), 7FHe8lhydrdlysis)
SOl oJafj Al Aot o]# gk &4 9912 DNA o5 WAl (dowble helix) FeHAe] -1 &4
(phosphate—sugar backbone)& B/d8kl = QAo A H 24 sHphosphodiester bond )&
T}3)5}of DNA ofFuUAe] @7te A7+ (single—stranded nick)& BHIAIZ 4= QITHIE D,
3 o =43 A7 (nitrous base)itolofl A Eo] Q= N—=2 FAE AE(N-—glycosidic
bond)& Th AlA 7] 2] A4 B (abasic site) s FJAIZIAY G719 ofu] e 7juh-g A A sl=
gotn|leshE Y-S FET 4= Qtk(Schaaper et al, 1983).

O Al A7 B £0) o B skehA] e of & o] §le
A H=d o]t DNAY =], a}eh#] WA > DNAS] §3 A} 74 A7l o
oA Fck, FCR W& Tag DNA %8 84 (Tag DNA polymerase)ol 2l5te] DNAE
vitro) Aol A Qg A om 5T 4= Ol v A e BAYES 7R o] A9k div DNA
Sk Aol =13] AghAo|aL ofe]e- o] 4= H= off] DNAS] &4} wiolrf, e wZd| oM 1
(endonuclease M= DNA Etaigs 58 24 H9(apurinic site) E= T vjd 24 F9
(apyrimidinic site) 5 #/d ¥ DNA £9]= Zlolujo] DNAS] ¢l - A RES Hutslo

X FRE AASHE 98z Ptk Tainer et al, 1995), webA] JIth Ao A &% Zit) DNAS
i ehg 2t 7)ol wheb A e g ofAl Mol thet 7H/do] thAll = =n HFskA vreb
ﬂH D AA *hb}% Ol 1& oot 2] B4 2 dub el @4 224 PCR B oA Tag DNA 5

r&
)
GEL
rbr
oF.
-

r
i)

o
S
o Tl
"o
]
==
N
Rl

>

) 1
rJ
5

n@

oN
1

=

[e] = [€]
BT DNAS F302 5352 Al 49 229 9717F FAS viz Fuld vs7d ol 9Vl
a2 of ofn] WA Fl ek DNAS) 7] 4 Ao B4 )9 A5 B4o] Ba st g

2o] ML DNA ¢7] 9l ofd H(adenine, A), A& Al(cytosine, C), 5—methyleytosine, 7o}
(guanine, G ¥7joA] ofu]7|(amino group)’} 78’ A4 (hydrolytic loss)= 13|
e ey A 217 slo] 3 A (hypoxanthine), St (uracil, U), El% (thymine, T), 3AFE
(xanthine)} 2 EA 2 HMHRKIH 2>, E3H C(E= U), 5-methyl-cytosine(®E= T),
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A(®E+ hypoxanthine) ] o] =3} 142 21t DNAS] 520f QlojA] mf¢ Sujist 415 o)
A 4= Sl T2 Eotu]ledhEl DNAC] 5327 DNA Fekano] ofsto] 2efj o] %77}
G-A, C-T = A-G, T-CoF o] Agteo] 23 v AvE 2T 4= Q7] diZold
(Banerjee and Brown 2004),

0
. M pnee
o b oylé-é' —> i3
™ H i : H
II1 H
HNHz
-H 1 -
mdenine m f—H —— I:!,ngh? H hypoxantine
H N H 1
H H
4] [}
]
I'Ill""ll T ||T‘i|| 5
guanine f@;‘ﬁ—ll — .,:J-F:::: #—H xanfine
NH2 '-. o N
H H
Nz 0
Hz CH3
S-methylcytosine Eﬁ(‘: —ry Irr-_1JIl:| thymine
0 | H i i
H H

3) 21t DNA &E°| EAat EoIMge| M2z

1 DNAZ PCRYHof )&}

o <
A7 ALE 2 ote] Bl siEe U D
o o

]
oo /\H/\—]‘E_ —r'il“ o)1= OdﬁH DNAEE} mo] 515
oz AR 9L d= Sl A-TNA-22 ZA gtolA (uracil-DNA- glycosylase)e LEH
DNASY A 2] g 7% A DNAo| H]sto] v 2 7r=/4S Uehd =4l of glot, 3 C-Te G—A
29] ¢17] Wek= ) DNA #4 A-tofA o RIMaA] doju= A0 & B ESl=1 o4
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Sutalof AR O ¢ Y] Hije A 7)) 3 S o & 2o v Taq 23t ALY 743 &
Ao oJste] SmEE 7] A2 F (misincorporation) WSl Ao deA Qo™ 3)
(Hangen et al. 2001),

Jrt DNA®) /403 PCR ollef= A4 =2 Jitff DNA Oﬂmi%iﬁ deket A4E e oA
gick, ol A4E A HS s dsh) flel 2Lt DNAS] 4ol olate] dojuhar Ql= ¢7) x|gt
SRE IR /I AGE} WFEA] BT Fa o] Qi Ol‘ﬂ Z|eh3t A2 81 utekaly) Sl A=
FAT AROM HAo] FEE ofF AW DNAE F3 o= slo] vl 22 (multiple

= AR S ERYT 5 27l 229 DNA Oé/l A& Bl afjof

amplification) S8 a2l PCR
giet o] WHof oJgte] H7jA] gke. 3
(consistent substitution)®] thHE-ES £AE 4= 9lom
HE 7hssich ey of2 712 DNAQ) =483} PCRe|l 23t 525 I oA doju= A7) 2|

Fol it YEe= FE59 Aol Age dF =do] Hi ¢ tkBanerjee and Brown

2004; Gilbert et al. 2005).

:(m
tu
o
%
s
(]
i'é

# G '
3:_.‘ e 5! original sequences
C
"' deamination
G
5! Fa £
] f misineonparation
3" V ?
L
/ \ PCR amplification
iy, Ly
3~y T 3 V' ~——F :
5’ Sommein 5 s, . -3
Ee pin T 3 1 -y T 5
consistent substtuieon non-suhstitation

O3 3. AELC Zoto|kestof et FrIx|gFet PCRO| 2et n7gx|atef &

AH
(=}

ic]]
2

25 M40&(2007) 397



4, 915 DNAYJ 93 o ¢

A A|(Pleistocene)?] &3 cave bear) DNA 24 ¢lLolA it o] wy} K% ¢1719]
DNA®] 98 2.9 =] ¢li= Ao = 8+ #cHOrlando et al, 2002: Serre et al. 2004). ©]&] 3t
At 719 3300-25008 A 7H(dog)e] et ZofofAl DNA &8 Amgh ¢t Al oA =
HEQ =, ARl o83 25704 &) Alm Ko 4] 17k DNAS] 245 e101e 4= qlglom,

1 oFe oA Holds Aol dltk(Malmstrom et al, 2005). o4 EEH & woAx
QI DNAS] 2ol A 0l =Qley, dre] Fhe At 2121 ok 7152} FF 4] Al Fofl4]
EEH SAEEY] AoHKAI )= olv] Aot (dentine) B A>(pulpt A2 el of ol 914
L ofubl (enamel) SOl Hol Sl A=A DNAE F+&517] A E71s3h Ao = dths]
%Ack. 21k DNA®] 2§ o f5 v EAsL7] floto] 5749 At 3 S eols] Wa s
ZAAIT ST A B LA HEA 7L FBgh ¢ KABOOOIH Wﬂ% A& o]-8-5Fo] KA9GY

el PORS. o) 45} 9122 KABOWDLE 0 53851 Aok KA9G
=l 7 4y, KA969) 52 ARZo] 17te] DNAYI
#7] $ieke] 9714 25 UNAG00, (U8 D)ol er gl el DNAS] 29 Salal

o

K. v
33} 5; F &
- - w o

4411 II-.'I

a' ‘ i I .

1 4000
A B C

O 4. S= tHol| CHSE 217t DNA @E2| =2 ARl 22t 0.5g2| M SHE| EE 25 (KABOOOT)

AIE(A)EEP Ll VIS0 SEE S32| SXLIKAG) AIZ(B)0IA DNAS %—’.‘— $E|6f7|
ot Malhi et al. (2007)2] HE=EHE 0|88t 217t mtDNAL| HVRIIR| BE2 2l
L159716—TTAACTCCACCATTAGCACC3)2} HIBA1U(5-GAGGATGGTGGTCAAGGGAC3)E
HEFSIH PCR 2H01 AFEL PCR B2 5unit SEEAMHotStarTag, Qiagen)ﬂ X PCR
et=goi 0.15mM dNTP, 0.5mM Z20|H, 1.5mM MgCly, 0.1ug BSA 5ul = DNAYE
502 5@0}04 PCRZEX(ABIO600, Applied Biosystems)OlA 94°COIM 152 SOt =7
HEEAI7|2 94°C(30%), 58°C(30X), 2TC(60X) Q| HHSS =AM o= 4035| U=t & OfXRY
oz 72°CoM 782 Sot t.'_fg S DA M7 |GSEX| (HDA-GT12, eGene)= Eofoi =
MZE SQISHC). DNA =& 2 PCR 20| AFERI= A2 ¥ HEE SlRlhtr| lolt
230l EX 22lE AS M%é*
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Abstract I

Analysis and Verification of Ancient DNA

Jee Sang-hyun . Seo Min-seok

(National Research Institute of Cultural Heritage)

The aralysis of andent DNA @DNA) has become increasingly considerable anthropological,
archaeological, biological and public interest, Although this approach is complicated
by the natural damage and exogenous contamination of aDNA, archaeologists and
biologists have attempted to understand issues such as human evolutionary history,
migration and social organization, funeral custom and disease, and even evolutionary
phylogeny of extinct animals, Polymerase chain reaction(PCR) is powerful technique
that analyzes DNA sequences from a little extract of an ancient specimen, However,
deamination and fragmentation are common nolecular damages of aDNA and cause
enzymatic inhibition in PCR for DNA amplification. Besides, the deamination of a
cytosine residue vielded an uracil residue in the ancient template, and results in the
misincorporation of an adenine residue in PCR, This promotes a consistent substitution
(cytosine thymine, guanine adenine) to original nucleotide sequences. Contamiration
with exogenous DNA is a major problem in aDNA analysis, and causes oversight as
erroneous condusion, This report represents serious problems that DNA modification
and contamination are the main issues in result validation of aDNA analysis. Now, we
introduce several criterions suggested to authenticate reliance of aDNA analysis by many

researchers in this field,

Keywords © ancient DNA, DNA damage, deamination contamination, PCR

25 ®10=(2007) 411





