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A Review of Modern Biotechnique and Infraspecific
Classification of Aphids

Zhao Huiyuvan Yuan Feng Zhang Gaisheng
(Department of Plant Protection, Northwestern Agricultural University, Yangling, Shaanzi, 712100)

Abstract The general situations and the advances of scientific researches on aphid
infraspecific classification by means of the modern biotechnique, including isozyme anal-
ysis, RFLP of mitochondrial DNA and RAPD-PCR, are reviewed. The advantage and
disadvantage of the three methods in the research of the aphid infraspecific classification
are compared. Because there are limitations in the analysis of isozyme,a great quantitity
of appropriate isozymes should be selected. The method of RFLP and RAPD is accu-
rate,.but the RAPD is even simpler and time-saving.
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