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A Review of Extended STR Loci and DNA Database

Yoonjung Cho"*, Min Ho Lee*", Su Jin Kim**, Ji Hwan Park” and Ju Yeon Jung™*

Forensic DNA Division, National Forensic Service, Wonju 26460, Korea

DNA typing is the typical technology in the forensic science and plays a significant role in the personal identification
of victims and suspects. Short tandem repeat (STR) is the short tandemly repeated DNA sequence consisting of 2~7 bp
DNA units in specific loci. It is disseminated across the human genome and represents polymorphism among individuals.
Because polymorphism is a key feature of the application of DNA typing STR analysis, STR analysis becomes the
standard technology in forensics. Therefore, the DNA database (DNA-DB) was first introduced with 4 essential STR
markers for the application of forensic science; however, the number of STR markers was expanded from 4 to 13 and 13

to 20 later to counteract the continuously increased DNA profile and other needed situations. After applying expanded

STR markers to the South Korean DNA-DB system, it positively affected to low copy number analysis that had a high
possibility of partial DNA profiles, and especially contributed to the theft cases due to the high portion of touch DNA
evidence in the theft case. Furthermore, STR marker expansion not only contributed to the resolution of cold cases but

also increased kinship index indicating the potential for improved kinship test accuracy using extended STR markers.

Collectively, the expansion of the STR locus was considered to be necessary to keep pace with the continuously

increasing DNA profile, and to improve the data integrity of the DNA-DB.
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ME(Introduction)

DNA 4]9] W#}eh2] 382 19851 Alec J. Jeffreys
o] Algtas &4 Zo] thaAd(Restriction fragment length
polymorphism, RFLP) ZJ&18HQ1 7| 2 5-E] A[2hE] lt}
(Butler, 2015). DNA Z¥io] 7)Ql M= 54221 vHawhe]
(repeat elements)E ZH=Us S 71914¥ 9 XS (kin-
ship)2Flell &-&gro @M 19861 F=roll A HASH A2l
27 AR el 71edskelaL, o= AATEA At
Z]3H(DNA fingerprinting) S 8- %o 754 Al
2 AAFTHNwawuba Stanley et al., 2020).

thefsl 7]eo] WS E3le] DNA 72 dA §
| 7} sk4= A forensic case)E IS+ AFA 7]E2A WAA]

21481, gofxte] Feek Al Fel 9 vhekek A
oA AHAE S Faskal ATHKIm et al, 2020).
7}A RFLP A E W2 o] RFLP E}Zle] Wik F9194
7} A49 53 @ (multilocus probes)S 283 DNA 7+
2 o 2 W4 51 THRoewer, 2013). SHATF AASAE
Ao AgstE]voll= 1S 918k A DNA 8o
10~25 ngelet= A}, 13] E4el 6719 od<] 71 Ak
o A8 ¥t= A, Al FalF sHLAE DFA LS
2 Aok gt SAIEE 7R AL i tHJordan and
Mills, 2021). ©] ¥Al= ©]3 Kary Mullis®] 5% &4 A4
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YHS(PCR) 719 Wk “Esto] sjA= B R, PCR 7% 9]
2 DNA #HAH 2 Aatell & omE 7Rzt
(Nwawuba Stanley et al., 2020). =<

A WHE Bol= peR V|Ho® FEi= A

ghaks] ARE F91 DNA 722 oA I 44 o] ti(Roewer,
2013). o]&% o] WHS AX @A DNA 7H4)2 ok
sk Mz Az i AlselA e AdEl 5 Hast
ool A estar sAAQl o= Q]

2011).

o =@ dkE(Short tandem repeat, STR) E-24H-S A 7|
DNA 7H2We] ¥ 7]& ] t{Nwawuba Stanley et al., 2020).
STRE 2~7 A7) (base pair, bp)2] Z-> DNA A do] &
g F9)olA AEA R wHRE o] A 100 2 E}
o]= Zo]Z FA3THFan and Chu, 2007). AFE AA| Al
(genome)2] °F 3%E AT Ao oAEHE 71 U
F-Fo] v]% Hnoncoding) A S48}, 8% THo] &
%.3Kcoding) @0l A A E THNwawuba Stanley et al.,
2020). o]t STR- 7} A 9] ek F9lof] F==2 AkA|
wo] HHE ol whet vhFek o f-i- A allele) 7t S A3}
w Abgteict gHE Sl ey SPA 0 R i Eof
=2 taAS 7F¥tKJobling and Gill, 2004). STR®] 7}4]
= UEAe STRS 283 DNA B4 a4 a4= 7
-8-3}31(Oldoni and Podini, 2019), PCRS ©]-&3}H ojg] =
o] mAE gl AlE3] B4 Thssithe ol 9l
CHButler, 2007). ©]¢} #o] IS 7IA= v (multi-
plexing) 919 Z 233 (profiling)S ©] &322 -
3 AXE Folal, WA A8AE PIATIER AA

= Ao E A3 ¥ tHJordan and Mills, 2021).
el STR #2498 53k DNA ZZI(profile)2] 3=

NS T 5

¢

o HE kM
i
o

S MNAEE S S A ¥y FARAMY a9
ZH7A =91 TH(Yoo etal., 2011).

AFe] DNAE Td38h= A71X99 99.9%%= fAkst
L, 24 0.1%2] Wol(variation) F-917F ATk &
FItHNwawuba Stanley et al.,, 2020). 53] 43 A] STRS
tadde] mig- AL i o] AAlol =, A
STRET} 2 eo] 9538] 57] wjitol {33} Lok} o
Eo] AleEFaE FEA &85 9 rkHammond et
al., 1994).

STR "}A 9] AdL 1990 % o] A1LE1S 93t &
EHQ o A3 7]EE At Butler, 2006). A4 STR
A 7ee oY e 54 STR v ES vt S5

F, BAR 7195 Fa) W g5 Aolo] me 7}

>

STR H919] A ek HHew
(Nai et al, 2012). & AJAloIA] 273k STR 247 Hol| 9
% DNA 223 4] of it 5l x| =9l A df
FAEo] w7l A A AR 8 glom, -yt
tlellofol Al 1&g 1 tlo|EfHo] 2(DNA-DB)2] -Zoil
%= &85 31 9 vk(Hammond et al., 1994; Jobling and Gill,
2004; Butler, 2007).

@9 74 242 99 DNA 17} 44 S oo
2 P59 A9l dnHoR Feot /=S ol gt

Mr ob
1
of
-

A DNA *ZZZ(full-profile) S 218t 4= =1t
7} 3= DNA®| 557} Y4 S}, DNA7} 818k&4
22Hg, wrElgol Foll ot EalE= Aol 5
DNA X 2 (partial-profile)©] 21 tHCoble, 2012). =,
= Ax oo Hajd DNAZ o83k 49, & 5%
A71E ZH= DNA 22382 AFE 97] o g (Butler,
2010). 3 AL AlstES # dol® W A
4] DNA Z237k gH o] 93] dAT gEo] &
718l FtHCoble, 2012). 3HATH STR &9 -2
T AT DNA ZgId] 9| F5 7T RN
s dAT FgES AAA MRJIAEEE =Y
TH(Novroski et al., 2019; Nwawuba Stanley et al., 2020).
o ¥=o| A= STR 9] €-¢<] wj% % DNA-DB
ol Wste] dia] @ik Heol, 9 FHe T
HAE AHE X3 S84 et e I o
0

e &5 A 9w ek AlAskaat g

=

=~
Al

o o

32 o gt

H2(Main Issue)
1. STR Zt¢| 2ol uiZ

1.1. 24 4 dY 7|2

2010d w|= A=A}l (Federal Bureau of Investigation,
FB)AIA= 715 137019] &3 DNA A1 Al 2~El(Combined
DNA Index System, CODIS) #+91% F-H o] 37} -5 &
22 CODIS Core Loci Working Group= T3 3 THGe
et al, 2012). o] HZ ] 2] HAHS A 29 2o
oA 2 548 3] 319 tHGeetal, 2012).

O &9 o =22 DNA-DBOl 555+ DNA

=8 2713k ulel DNA Z 229

FES HARAT7] el
2 DNA Z239| A% 534

A
o

Ean

A B9 5 A

= 1 pul

N
=
e
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4R1717] 1ol
2 Eo, Wk BololA ALEs
Sol #8 ATNEL AN, 7
|55 g3 HGeetal., 2012).
Aushe] Aghdol glolok ek
Aol o] 03% ol3h% Solok F.
E2lXo] oo 3}

S50] 0.1% "o R =& A

N
A2 HJE
of i

[o (ﬁ 2> o
Y
P
it

2 ol
T
©

fos
rhooft BB e
2o

£ e

91_" .
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CRENCNCRE N

o
Ho
ot
N

ol
o
fu
)
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ﬁm}n

=

=S 7hR ok
8} DNA “ZopellA] =14 0.2 ARg-E|oo} it
JM o} o] ZRE] A& 5 o= Y
35 gFofof gt
@ AR=EE FH9= FBIOA 93 FARIIIE
(QAS)E mwefof gk

Qo] 71l weh A 9] ATl gk ofe] A9
B7He AA, AFH R F7 A A5 AAslT
(Hares, 2015). 271¢] S 10 955 FQ 7]l %
Fof 7zt Al A9 A BE 51l tH(Table 1) (Ge et
al, 2012). 1+ ©]F A Ay} 2 A4 DB 3+, o
% DB 5ol AMSEAE viA Fol A8 a8
Fzste] #F 207120 9] ks o] FU(Table 2)
(Geetal., 2012).

® @
1o of\ oE
=)
o 4

02i

1.2. Ariw Mg 02 L2y
de] Faxel me} 7k oAz DBl A
A4 o Sk gk ol

= dE s 55 3

f
X rL

ToollME B w7ke Bo e =2 200595
E] 57} &% DNA-DB9| %5 AZ38I3ARE 20184
=7} whapel] wE ofu] 680051712 DNA X2 &
=5 ggsfo] =t =S , A2 71
& DNA-DBE 537 #3lom 1%%61 Z7lak= 24
o|tiBemotaite, 2020). ©|Z X Z} oAM= B4 A}
$-A38] AT GEo] v FtEE Al AHsta
Atk Wk ofg} FAIStE = AR E917] SellA AR

AAS 3t =4 T QA I ZvkEta Qlorng

L-1 /1—1

]

zte] HlolE BA4e GaA717] 919 A% A0 STR
9] SHao] A olok a1 Ao|th(Butler, 2015).
F2, Aok 5), AN AR, 1EEAZ 2 47

A A FAE ol T REE DNAE v low copy
number, LCN)©|HA] F-3l(degraded)® DNAY 754l o]
S THMartin et al,, 2006). 128} AFslo| A =A 9} 1]
ofsl| A=AL STFE O RN AlLlo] WA E AL RajE =
785 B slFolut ok Fell A s = el AlEe] 3
A o)F7) 7Vt vk Eg, Wek A FUt, 7%
HstE Q1 shAle] Y W3l Aeste HH=E g
DNA & Hl3 2 JF55AES] Nwrt 3k S7kehs
AR A AsE aEEllE o, oleldk 3o SR H
DNA Z2¥ 1 =38 FJ54o|th

2.DNA-DB 2%

Zi¢l 2]l 2|5t 2t=2| DNA-DB #3}
Alec J. Jeffreys7} DNA 732 7]&-& A1z ALoll 485k
olg =, 19951 F=oll A MA HEZE HE AT

Table 1. Candidate core loci that were first suggested

Loci
4 DI8S51 FGA D21S11 D8S1179 VWA D13S317 D16S539
Section A D7S820 THO1 D3S1358 CSF1PO D5S818 CSF1PO
(Essential)
D2S1338 D19S433 DIS1656 DI12S391 D2S441 D10S1248 DYS391
Section B TPOX D2251045 SE33 PentaD
(Preferred)
Table 2. CODIS 20 core loci that were finally selected
Loci
) CSF1PO D3S1358 D5S818 D75820 D8S1179 DI13S31 D16S539
CODIS 13 loci
DI8S51 D21S11 FGA TPOX VWA
Additional loci D1S1656 D2S441 D2S1338 D10S1248 DI12S391 D198433 D22S1045
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%7t DNA-DBE Agste] #dst7] A2Hdla, wa W
AR el f=go] HWA DNA-DB= HIoFA Q] A4
AEH gk 20199 % 71F0 2, QIEE 3| YT 1947
= oG 13070l ik AL A7 897l H7Ht A
ZE PAboll DNA 7H2] 71sS o] Fol™ 707]¢] =7t
A= AR HAo] 715¢ DNA-DBE ¢9% To= &
A=At wEgF 3170l A= AFA DNA-DBE 9
o]t} ©]= DNA-DBY| 4~5% DNA 2292 E7 0|
S/ME AERE oF 1,5005F Ao o]2= o SR1E
A= AL =, e 5 T8 w7HE] ARE 1L
Hathd €4 o 2 DNA Z2350] A A7) DNA-
DBl +=5o] 95 A o= FAETHINTERPOL, 2019).

Al7Al H &= DNA-DB Al=8lS 538t 43
ol A 237] ARSI STR &9l & 412 14
STR #9|(THO1, VWA, FES/FPS ¥ FI3A1E #FHT}
(Butler, 2012; Butler, 2015). ©]% 6712 -3 24t STR
Z9)(FGA, THO1, vWA, D8S1179, D18S51 2 D21S11)E
T 'd= =kl DNA Hlo] e H] o] 2x(United Kingdom
National DNA Database, UK NDNAD)' 235 A|2}s$Ith
(Butler and Hill, 2012; Butler, 2015).

19951 UK NDNAD®] A ¥ o]F 1998'd m|=ol| A=
137§2] STR 4] 9(THO1, vWA, FGA, D8S1179, D18S51,
D21S11, CSFIPO, TPOX, D3S1358, D5S818, D7S820, D-
138317 2 DI16S539)2 ¥3831= FBIQ] =7} 44 A
B A9l A]2~El)(The National DNA Index System, NDIS)-S-
£ '3}9\1‘:}(Butler, 2015; Nwawuba Stanley et al., 2020). )
=12] DNA-DBE 4] 9(Local DNA Index System, LDIS), 5=
(State DNA Index System, SDIS) 2 =7HNDIS)<] A 7}4]
Asow 3k 1elar 919 Al 7H4] ++=¢] DNA-DB
= GAF AP AE A2E B W E 9] (Criminal Justice
Information System Wide Area Network)E &3l &7 WE
a7 AZo] glth LDISAIAE zF X9 e] 7H4 15|
DNA Z23-5 Siestal Ao f ARy} A6k s
< AT 4= gk Ao FFEo A A& DNA 229
2 FSDIS) ¥ ZI7KNDIS) o2 A% 2 552 5
Aom DNA ARE A= HlwE 5 9ItkButler, 2015;
Nwawuba Stanley et al., 2020). "]= NDISE 2004714
200%F DNA X 29-& 3R 3 o] Fo %= A& H7l3)
yzkth 21 A3 202119 102 715 NDISOlE 14,836,49071
o] W7, 4513955709 59197}, 1,14425570€] A
5 DNA Z2dZo] =E5|o] 91l FBIC| FAd wl=H

°olF 3l 5743437 oo AR ARl Ees

n

T o= FAHEITHEBL, 2021).

flollA] A vpe} o] m=ell A= NDIS 9= 9
&) FBICIA 13709 = STR F4# #2912 A A5,
71 ©]%- DB =17)7} Skl wet -8 ¢
gol okAlaL SIStk DB A Al AskE A<l
Ax] @S dastar ALER1S gt FHA 2] 2
Hel S o= 2l BE, 744 DBY 3345 94
20173 192 7502 ¥+ FAA T4 FH(core loci)
E 71 1370904 20702 ESFATHGIll et al., 2006; Hares,
2015).

Zh ol Al #A AHE F<l STR T4 39 ARe X
9} ZTH(Table 3) (Butler, 2006; Samantha et al., 2015; Dang et
al, 2020). F=rollX= 1410 4 291 o5 6712 24
A A E ekl A 17709 T4 29
(DNA17)S &A% o7 28813 9l thButler, 2006; Hares,
2015). FHAAE 7 FF T4 F9 EESRE AA3s)
of §4 =71 k] =9 HlolH &3k dlo olglws
Fola1z} 318 tHButler, 2006; Hares, 2015). Sl A= =
7} DB &0l #ald A ARVE FAH o= vl
Q1 Aol A AF7HA] FE AsE nfge R Sg
207} CODIS #$1&5 X33 37} 2915 37 &-8-ated
=7} DBE 93 Ao o3k 4= At Wang et al,
2018; Bemotaite, 2020). 3r=rol| A= wj=r3} FA3}HA A
CODIS #9& 233 2071] #91E &-83fo] DBE &
% Zo]tiJungetal, 2017; Kim et al., 2021).

A= CoDIS 2071 #4919k ESS12 #49]7F 3o 3
T 15~22709] A-STR 2915 2418 4= =5 ke
383t 71EE B vEtellA AR ol SITKButler, 2015).
Zh=ol A o] g3t 71E AR O ® Q1Eke], Zb=e] DNA
Areo] A5} o] FofA FAH R T 5 U= 7]
3] 9 7= DB 7te] 534 Tek S7skA H A THButler,
2015; Jordan and Mills, 2021).

n2

g

2.2. 3| DNA-DB 7i2

St A& 20101 7€ 269 Tilof oAl el
12o] o]g Bl W] 3k RE(Clst "DNAY"e] A&
A, ALERIAGRE F5 - st e vluE E5t
of A& WS S48t AAs: i Ak
W3 AE et dHEs 58 T e A=t
THEAT A= 2 75992 DNA 2232 =
HypekpatAdT-A(elst kRl A E-@sk= ool
A &FQIA| 2~ El(DNA identification management system, DIMS)
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Table 3. STR core loci that are currently being used in several countries

United Kingdom European Standard United States China Korea
THO1 THO1 THO1 THO1 THO1
FGA FGA FGA FGA FGA
vWA vWA vWA vWA vWA
D3S1358 D3S1358 D3S1358 D3S1358 D3S1358
D8S1179 D8S1179 D8S1179 D8S1179 D8S1179
D18S51 D18S51 DI18S51 D18S51 DI18S51
D21S11 D21S11 D21S11 D21S11 D21S11
D16S539 D16S539" D16S539 D16S539 D16S539
DI1S1656 D1S1656 D1S1656 D1S1656 D1S1656
D2S1338 D2S1338" D2S1338 D2S1338 D2S1338
D2S441 D2S441 D2S441 D2S441 D2S441
D10S1248 D10S1248 D10S1248 D10S1248 D10S1248
D12S391 D12S391 D12S391 D12S391 D12S391
D22S1045 D22S1045 D22S1045 D22S51045 D22S1045
D19S433 D19S433" D19S433 D19S433 D19S433
SE33 SE33°

CSF1PO CSF1PO CSF1PO
TPOX TPOX TPOX
D5S818 D5S818 D5S818
D13S317 D13S317 D13S317
D7S820 D7S820 D7S820

D6S1043

Penta D

Penta E

*Loci that can be further analyzed to improve discrimination power apart from the core loci

o, +¥<¢ DNA 232 g ol g8k = 7Ie F 13931170] 55 3laL, o= DNAX Al7x0l

DNA t]o]EJH] o] 2~(Korea DNA database, KODNAD)Ol B w} 43 =on], ¥ A8 o] [ El Hfstil 9l

#Eo] e ko] AAE S Mol FAEA vk o] W 30,3387 EFFITE AAl FFE0] 9= MY
Al

?13 DNA-DB A% 95 53519, Folli= 300 Wzt 52 DNA A 93IAR = obx] Agdo] Flxx] ke
A2 Folldl s AL S e 3 ZEC|a, 55 o)F Aol FjldE A DBolA FA|
< HIZESH] vekek AT AARLS AT ¢ AUTh APA|E AL ek AL, AR, A% 5 AE ARdEe] A

$-2]u}2h= DNA-DB 4-55]3= DNA A9 3elA s del #shE SA9 284

el HFHow Fojual A | S|
HE AL Q1A AHE il 77 4% DBE ¥ 9 DNA 571¢] T84d0] 5715kl we} DBl 55+
5}al, DNA 2l eRI el A= a7o] i syt Fof HHEY 5 DNA AR 2 HE3] STk
Bt 91A ARE FIANT|H] = 5o W oR sjel A o] tFig. 1) (Jang et al., 2021).

o] A BT HAle] =9 vskal lti(Jang et al, 202091 12€ 314 7|FEO® F8 5 W F&y| o4}
2021). s DBOl 5% Hzxte] 75 F 254,7197 ©| th(Fig. 2).

=] DNA-DBol= HAIAF 5, *+&592A & 2 5 3ol Soldk DNAY A|5Z9 A
2l 52 DNA AR} 55 o] AelHar oy, HAUWIAEZA B4 & A - Fa-As5g4s AT &
HA S 59 DNA AQFAH = 20201 129 31 gko. Ay sAziol W - % o]

Q]
=

rulo
GU
oy,
Og‘:,”
Ho
2
BN
rN
-
nY
K
o
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Number of Uploaded DNA Profiles
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2,537
20001 1,673
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0w N
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10,146 9,993
9,423
g 9,156
8,952
.569'521| | | ‘ ‘ ‘ |
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11,557

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Fig. 1. Number of uploaded DNA profiles from crime scene evidences (2000. 1. 1~2020. 12. 31).

25,000
21,431

20,000 -
17734 18,254

it

2013

16,367

15,000 -

10,185
10,000 -
5,000
0

2010 2011 2012

15,583

6,937 |6884

2014 2015

Number of Uploaded DNA Profiles

I

2016 2017

& Aes Eeka, TEv oAk 5 DNAY Als
£ HE wste] 5E 9ox) e Asasy
of mEt HE 75 RS AR AEEA, 47
184,957 %} 69,7627 ] DBl 5~%5] %1 th(Jang etal., 2021).

£

PN o
2

20201 12€ 314717 $8¢ 53} HxAHA 5 DNA-
DB 7+ XA Ax F 17292079 HHIAFL 5&
S8l S Akl F 10243719 ALS g,

200,7439] < & HAFY 5 fGAst F
15,652712] FHEARAS 213 CKTable 4) (Jang et al., 2021).
Eek FEYo 5 AAAY 5o deiA Ay F
17292071 WHAY 55 7597} T34 HFAst] F
9434719] A9 T3 a1, 756401 9] T4u] A} T&
WA 3 A5 F 13,7391 9] BHEAARAS F<l
K Table 5) (Jang et al,, 2021). 219} 22 HFA 252 DNA

M Prisoners
Suspect in Custody

18,784 19181 18883

16,478
12,077
4,617 BN 4,648 8 4 313
Fig. 2. Number of uploaded DNA
profiles of prisoners and suspects in
2018 2019 2020 custody (2010. 7. 26~2020. 12. 31).
A UERAA R = DB 55 Y sk AAe
2 A 2 HAE L, A o] SRIETE AEEA 31
se] Wele] 54 % AR 2 Jlolsha qlek

2.3. zi9| &ojl 2lgt =L DNA-DB 2}t
=Ulell A= DB ¥ elels] B A5-eldslolx g 2t
sge] =g) B A AzE) T Phate] =ejsiglon],
(84 - &94) AEE AA d@wl=r2] DNA-DB 9]
ﬁx]—o] AAEJT) o]F 2018 1¥HE] _TL)\];G oz g
& 917t 3234 2070 29171 DNA-DBOI| =550, 3
Mg AlAsta gk 4 2918 EUE DNADB Al
1 292 Balo] olF AR dde] Ege F AE
o] X% 31 AtH(Jung etal., 2017).
e 29 e Qe 74 = DB =dol ol afof

=]

[>
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Table 4. DNA-DB matching status between prisoners and crime scene evidences (2010. 7. 26~2020. 12. 31)

Crime scene — Prisoners Prisoners — Crime scene
Year Matches
Searches (Cases) Matches (Cases) Searches (People)
Prisoners (People) Crime scene (Cases)

2010~2011 15,828 1,196 32,964 4,632 7,522

2012 26,636 1,415 18,068 1,172 1,806

2013 16,722 877 19,053 1,032 1,385

2014 14,085 724 19,219 641 781

2015 13,614 760 16,279 444 520

2016 15,141 850 20,901 668 783

2017 17,184 1,070 21,531 649 717

2018 18,641 1,128 20,597 667 782

2019 18,215 1,194 17,898 669 767

2020 16,854 1,029 14,233 504 589

Total 172,920 10,243 200,743 11,078 15,652

Table 5. DNA-DB matching status between suspects in custody and crime scene evidences (2010. 7. 26~2020. 12. 31)

Crime scene — Suspects in custody Suspects in custody — Crime scene
Year Searches (Cases) Matches (People) Matches (Cases) Searches (Cases) Matches (People) Matches (Cases)
2010~2011 15,828 519 673 17,472 2,101 3,195
2012 26,636 1,180 1,510 9,289 1,416 2,076
2013 16,722 514 652 8,107 1,405 2,127
2014 14,085 537 673 7,382 1,064 1,422
2015 13,614 605 764 7,314 823 1,157
2016 15,141 690 791 6,596 690 994
2017 17,184 884 1,005 5,602 518 640
2018 18,641 929 1,112 4,807 559 767
2019 18,215 990 1,158 4,799 504 750
2020 16,854 949 1,096 4,272 426 611
Total 172,920 7,797 9,434 75,640 9,506 13,739

=4 9] 5 7l met k= STR 4 7]
7+ B X (discordance, DC) A2 7= E719] % &4
otk 2018\ 2 9] =9l& AR 20161 1HFE
DBel| % 9 A== DNA 2230 $7F F7Hivh 2019 109704 A7 2116071 9] 430072 A2

w At AEsue a5 2 gae] b B Ayl 29 2 A DC B 710] 2971(0.28%)°1
ot U B ARES AT 5 gl A 2 M A9 2 5 67730.63%) = oF 24 57@ R
ohil, 3 #9150l goluAl HH AEATE dEARS] 4 DNAS] Fo] FEdte] HlaL
7=

¥
o rr
T ox lm

At}
i
2
=
N, A
1
iin)
K
N
>N
N
N
S
of
ol
X
)
2
1)
)
2
)
:Cu’g,

-1 L;(o
A A Folls FHR] HES 8qtehs A gl A Alse] el el diEdA 7 2
B2 DBO &gl oA ForF Aad Alow Helt Ak AREE So] WD ¢ glenw, Hole

RRAA G A3k Zh Ha oleld $RAA A 9] Dee) WS FAF & A, |
7‘51 \)
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o ojgfge] A F Atk wEbs DNA HlolH 4] A]
o STR #}<jell wh& DC LA & 3l A e g 7t

ste] dlolH A LFE 3]/\5}0}7] sl =k
& o= AlgHrh w3 DNA 29814 HE-S DB
22 W AN A Wl dEs}ﬂ, DC= ?lIgt 54 =

o] BYA| 7FsAdE aEste] ash 49 1HglEel
Al "ol AAE 2 AR 23S 53] DNA-DB2
FAAS FA37] $g =3o] o d Aoz wutdr}
(

Kim et al., 2020).

24 82| L Y ZE

19901 ] FHHE M2} DNA-DB A Hel tjste] o
2] 2] =27t o] FA AR, T3 F4 9 DB 9%
] Al Fo el oA EAE ol = W A1
2 AT SAIRE o] 5 AlEEiA AREA o5 11
= 7Y ARxdo] wAIsh olo] di-g3str] 9% W AlA
daol gk A=o)7t o] Fo A1, 20091 12 DNAW]
53} 21 tH(Cho, 2010; Jung et al., 2021).

DNAR AA o[ =gho] Hu 7i1e] 14 B
ol digt = o s EAlslaL Sl Ad3olct o}
2}x] A% ¥ DNAA= ool g w=ehs $hslshiA

T R FAL 3] o, SRl A9 HEE BAoR
3}7] 915te] DNA A1) 47, o8, Hof #
#3k W8S WAlEka lti(Cho, 2010; Kim, 2012; Jung et
al, 2017). HE<l4= DNA 2198141 o] 423 9l A,
Ao §& 9 odg UHE % W8S T2 tFo,
DNA 7H2A159] 23 2 DNA gx #ejel AH o]
w2 Q17ke] EAA T 1o Al HewA] s
Al S Wkl akal, DNA AEE= 7114 o]9o] A

= fd ARt 23R G sk gk ulebd
ol#]gt 714 dlollA] DNA-DB %32 7912 Hvhs 54
o2 star 7iR1e] oS B st %"éﬂi ATH(Cho,
2010; Jung et al., 2021). 2021 K31
WA HE ATdAe 2 49915 289 STR &HC
o] 7|Q1e] AME Hal 7FsAdel flat, WAL

s H
o] h=el Wkel#] 9= Zlo g dhalSl th(Cho, 2010).

311, B2 220 ASE Y

A2 3]H3El7] 934+ DNA-

{4

DNA-DB #4 23} 2

BAFA Ol whel, Ha 9719] UX|sk= STR 9]
97h wiRtolE gl A|QAAR X]5=7} 5,010
= 9 o] 71530 (Jung et al., 2020).
DNA ﬂ%@ﬂﬁi T 913]olA 2018 19 294-E
4 STR 2915 A8sh71= 27835 5, 2018
137k v/]ﬁ]lﬂ :rL*‘*iqv/]X]' DNA Z232& 74}\113‘;],0:] éﬂx}
S/ DNA 223 dX|§ AR FollA A=
DNA Zzgo] 9] 2745 F3 DNA-DB % 7]l

@Gk A A7 AR, J9) S Bt 4
’S;—ﬂ AR S Aol ARZE 1A% 2810 ® HALE
ATk AR 79 i A AR Aol 2% 7t
= HES AL, AR S ST
Eo] 86%% iﬂﬂmtmung et al, 2020). HEF/=
DNA ¥%7} wo} Bt 223 A% 7hsAo] w8 #3
o] FA=olaL, 9] S S B AF Vs

el

2= [SIe)
%T?}\HE _H;_Oq

o
™
5

o

o

4

ot FlO

o] 3

AL

Flf o,

HRE 20154 A ARe S 79
22X =R o3hd ujd oA Bn|E 539
sk W {55 EC] & ow FUtet

o] FAE N aJung et al, 2017), DI APARE ol
l el |EH7F A 4 @A e A
Bl wpe} HEHFAEN 4] DNA 223

o] #X]3 I ThHan et al., 2013). W=FA STR
«lﬁH HEZ7EA DNA Z2F 3tn 7}
] et 1S A Sl 7198 = s

3
_E

|
2
02
[o

2

= O{N
HH o>~1
ﬁ—‘:ﬂ ﬂ—f _4 0_>~|.4 il

SO B fe of
i
i

IOO?.LLHIJ

i

E%EOL 9 *Fﬂ] A 287 Foll= &3 DNAE A
1919] DNA 2385 579 =] Abdo] £3 it
(Jung et al,, 2020). &3 DNAE-S 1 A4 == DNA-DB
oA Aol BErbssta, o] F WRle] EAFHUS W &
Fedel 2= =A AFE 4 2t} DNA-DBZ
3k A 9= £3 DNAF O =HE] 1919 DNA

E
7}s8kal, &3 v]&, DNA &
4

o
ay)
s

3.1.2. Z7|0JAHAIA A

20213 HaE upol] w2, 9| 2o F DNA-DB
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d

A A Qe
w], 2001 oo}
of AA wAS A 7
al,, 2021). 5 25=ellA] +41% DNA
H# 2 DNA-DBS] &3} o]xo #£4d Abds 5 &
Al DNA-DB =5 3 A 7)o mx]#] sk 9549
ngto 2 EAsh= A7 AAR] DNA Z2-e] 20151
398 7]Eo® 1,80170] EAISIAALE ol FAl 4
7%l 29 ok AF Al ot AR FagelA
= 1,80148 A9 538 E=2 BEFsiga, 4 - Al
Toll st FE-11317D), A3E Sl %H% o 13-
1(85871) % A%k 5ol sl FE-ME127)s WA
o7 AdAslon, & 97t 23 STR
EE o]&sto] & 7]solA Hdigke] 29 & Frs}
ak3leh 2018 A% 744 ¥l F-19] AREA] A
4 3h, 1317 Foll M 56.5%00 sidal= 74712] DNA
o] 9x9] o) R fadle|l=Elom, ofF 57
??%‘ 13t dA|sto] Aol sjdE Aow gRl]
of & Av= f¥10l g ARk A, *EL?J
749 Akl ﬂh A7 AR FA] 718
A
] ]

oflt

=3 A3k A7 RaEge
A7 v AR, 200313 ~2006 103]
AT A o] S A THJung et

A T2 FoA 2010

=

<% 7

_|>i

rlo IM 2

on S 2 e slgsts d we A
7F vk G mA] sjAe] 7|t A4 F4E

3.2. 7t158 Mol Hahd sk
AL DNAS &4 71919 DNA ==

KN
B W WA ARl g4 olslol, 9 AU

= 1= RSy |

Q1 Rl Fus] ARG Foluk. shAw AQ1Ee &

o) mHoR FEE STR 2491¢) H4o] o FolH
3

Bae] RN o 03] F7159]

el F ool A7|EaL Qlar, 7ESHA Ao AeAd
gl Ok 344 7hsAde] Basar th(Novroski et

R OOz @ I Aol npw 2o @
&= STR 2917F 137004 2072 4= A0S o, 7l
282 (power of discrimination, PD)< 0916322 3
Hom, JHAE tdlefo]& o] Yx]et Z-E(probability of
match, PM) #£& 2.5963x107, 2] £41¢] 2| %7} 5
= WAl E-E(power of exclusion, PE) 3t 0.99999995%
ol 137] STR= #91= ARE-F= wie] PM #k(2.8090%<
102} PE #(0.99995) 5.0 GAl i o] g &
Q18 tH(Kim et al., 2017). =3 2170¢] STR =

AREEIS W Ak Wl sU/NA S8 S (probability of
identity, PI) #t-> 107]12] STR #9E AFHE-ES we] PI
A 4931014 21709) B 2] Ao R Q13
9.66x107 0.2 ZFol== 7S #lal3 tHHwang et al.,

2013). PE ¢t v B 7S o= AR EHE -]
(likelihood ratio, LR)®}] A¥HFS wA1gH A <ol wh
21 LR = 1/(1-PE)°| =& PE %3} LR ®]d @A7F A9
shaz, 9] o= Qlate] A AL ofd A5
PE #to] agel weh LR o] #AR Qlsto] 7}#ﬂ
A A tigk S wY 7 Ak HE
THSlooten and Egeland, 2014).

AA R =Rl tido R g A7 ARl 137) STR
2491 AR 2070 STR 291 ARG A, -2 27 ¢}
A AA Y LR BF ZefZol|X £ F9F(median LR)
o] Z7lst= tﬂ-s]:( #)oi o] %3} 013:] o)== o3
o] gl& I3 7] LR 1=} = o] Eols
o] " AV} gl IAE sk sl FEEHU
S5 218kt Yang et al, 2013). 5, STR #$] 42

zz

h=a
288k 7FEIA A Al Al Fketel digh e
S P AES A4S 5 A TKYang et al, 2013).

4. DA Y HM ot

=2 2= O

4.1, EHHO| AR
STR JMOM WS EddolE e algskel
= offA == 991 T sholth DNA HA7F z1a 5
= F¢ 7 mae R Aol Eatedk Al wak
ool dojubA HW, STR WHE =7} Z7F i 74
o] ez yeh Hed, Ade EdRol o]
10°~10°2.72 & Hol7] ujEo] EAMo|Z Aate] F-
LLof Aplo] Ffols HFAARE 34| Seke A=
18 (Fan and Chu, 2007; Mardini et al., 2013; Nwawuba
Stanley et al., 2020). =AM = ZF Q1F H =7}o|| wleba
tEA e R R Sk o] 9ol e T, B, HA]
, Rl Zxtelxt, H7] 59 wTll A= 5 Q1FelA
A3k STR #9] ¥ EdWolo gigk A& &its]
3 ol I TtHMardini et al., 2013; Kim et al., 2021).
7HSA dA] 715 ™ol dolA, STR 2919 g
of W Edwe] o] whgo] ettt 9 H =
ol &S FE glol whedsta, EAWelR Q1% ujA] 7]
a7 feid = e A9E EQE =l
TR = H%] A7 Zasirt oldl], FH g
T7F FHE AL A A A 303

rl

T o TRy
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7] 10.89% HIER F 36719 Eol7t HaE et
(Mardini et al., 2013). =
FGA, CSF1PO, SE33, D7S820, vWA, D12S391, Penta E,
D21SI11, Penta D, D22S1045 & 14712] Z9]ollA] #2= Y
31, 53] SE339] EdWol&(1.28%)°] Mg =%k HE
o]o] Penta E, D12S39104¢] EAWo] &0 =3kth
(Kim et al., 2021). CODIS Zf]ollA] A8k 2279 &AW
o] & 1270(54.5%)= 7]1% 137 CODIS STR 9]l &
A TE 1070(45.5%)= 273 7702] CoDIS STR #-$°l
o=y g A9 wgk V|E A9 Y w2 =
Ao &S HATHKim et al, 2021). °]i= F9 3 o
Eol 3kl Fwtk U] Ednlo] A9 A o] fE B
o]t} Bl o], CODIS 20 &9l v ¥3}¥= Penta E,
Penta D % SE33 F9JollA % A 367 &< 0]€] 38.9%
21 1471¢] E=ARolE ERIsIIT) kA CODIS 291+

P14 QAL A 4 Al ol 4
9] w3 Zdvo] AT So ¥3E F a7 YUrHKim et

al., 2021). g <
BAo] 28319

o= 545709 trio(F-E-Ah) AEE
A, 7R 4] 71Ee] Al 28
= W B gio AEZF Bash, o] 29 ] STR
E?ﬂltﬂﬂ AT At WXIEE el gl e W)
EE FAskaL, STR #9] 2] & #9 2 =
AT FHE F3f AL A S EolaL

BolE Ww WAl /1FS AAT DLk Yok

2

AE
°|

o2 g

‘Lﬂi
il

42 7|1E 7|1E9t9| AN} 2YX| 3=

@A STR 24 71E9] F-83tol we} &4 STR 9]
A = 3= 71EZE o2 el SAIE I 1
3 ol A= DNA 249 744 S 2 wxt 3
doz d #H9ol disto] e 71ES AREs)
lstar glow, 29 2 o] H 3t & o] 59
DNA-DB &4 11edste] 71 E7F A= ArhKim et
al, 2020). 7t STR 2H91E = 10P~ IZejoln] Folof ¢
A7 A (SNP)o] HAste] thHFAA f2allele drop-
out) = B E AL, offladder® 5= A9, B X}
oW A3} H9jo] AA w: Akelo] o} 2y 87

Aol AE = Al 71E el 2dA FDO)o]

mlo

& oN mlm

S

o
HAoZ
!

H.
z=xa

DB

A X
=

&
STR

WHAUEHA] F KL et al., 2014; Gill et al., 2015; Kim et al., 2020).

wpepa] ool A DColl thgh thaFek 29] B Aol o
3k A7} 218 Fo|ti(Lietal., 2014; Kim et al., 2020).
STR 71E Wl &% 7} S/l = 74kl t=

%S 59 DNA 223 P2 Eo] 39 ol 3%

o 1=

¥ o]E= DIS1656, D2S441, D2S1338,

7]1E°] Taq polymerase, H¥ F°] 7l tl&o] YA
3% Ao A71E frAlE] 1% P Hde 5 vt
9 szefoln] 9x|¢] Az wiitolt) 7t s|AteA = 7]
Z DNA-DB¢} &4 %99 DNA-DB 534S 9ja) =
gholn 91219 AMEAS A3} shglon), g7 4o
E7H)8IEE DC 7Fs/de] &gt o]ell DC A 3

A5 98 B 71ES} 7| 71E ko] BUA|, 2 7]
E 7t B3R 5o AU ZasiH o= F3| DNA
Ao FAMo] FUHE RAoR 7|t

ZZ2(Conclusion)

H =A== A DNA 7o TF0 = o] 8EE=
STR 47} o] 5 nlg oz 9% il 9= DNA-DBO
st 7124 W8-S 7=t

goll A 71 Ud_zi 4712] STR #9]E ©]-8%F DNA-
DB7} 7554l o w=rofl A= 1371€] STR 3915 A
Aste] DBE +Q5t3lth DB 9= st =7
O DNA AHE A= H|lud 5 A Ho] FAle) =
A 71998 5 AJAAR Frbehes 22 2 S 3
g 7HAl = Ak oA 9] o] B4y} d8X
of ZAg WEst 7|l we, oy AT ARE
o] HF 20712 STR 915 s3It shARk o8]
7=t DBell Adss 22 = was] Srkske], A4
A E ol & +A Ayt A8 YA 2 FE ®
g 0% ol Al vk BRF ofyg} LON Al B =4
Fxo] day me FUketal e oe] AR el
A1 STR #9] & A= o4d3] A4 sidS fIgk 5
A QAR AL 9t

S-2ubetoll M= 20101 DNA ¥ A3 ©]3 DNA-DBZ

+gslolan, Akl A= ggate] s A 7

ot g2 teksk Ao uAAe] s e 2833
t}. wjebx] DNA 579 F82d0] F53] S7H o] DNA-
DBol| F+55= 229 FE FEe] F7FRla, ofdl w

0¥N m
=
ol
ha

g} 20184 o]ERE|= FAH o7 skgE 2079 HYrt
DNA-DBel| 550} &85 3 k. ol @A wl=ojA]
°]4 F<l CODIS 20 &4 19} 5UF 92, ¥



TRIAHE S JEX 2 Q7] wjEol WE £ =% DNA-DB
= DNA Z2IE9] $-43] dx|e 5] &
2131, 71¥ CODIS 13 %o =A% 534
Mol A9l Frkete] 9=, 74, T T =
7FEIRE 1570 S A91E TRERE SAIsE e AL
oA A Fre® A FEE 2EA

g 2070 9l A4S Sdke] sl AbEE
s o, olet F82 T2 dx AR B HE 7
&, LCN A|5E o] &3 A olA AR sidel] A4 7]
Ag 3 F AddthE AE st T HA wA
A DNAS 34 92 A|%4 & DNADB #A 2
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o I

I HHA ZRAFYR] T A ) dXE
AHE7E Baso] ZFrnAA e dlA 7eAdS Esk
dom g o= o]ge u sl AYE d IH
A Bl Fofoll o] HEd mek kE Flo R 7Y

SkaL Sk
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