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Abstract :With its approximately 100 percent accuracy in individual identification, the DNA
identification technology is widely applied the field of forensic sciences. The accuracy of DNA
identification will not be influenced by aberrances in the chromosome configuration or numbers,
or the phenomenon of chimera. However, DNA evidences must always be considered within the
framework of multiple evidences. DNA identification could perhaps become one of the most
powerful tools against crime in forensic sciences. One should not negate the value of DNA
identification technology although there have been some cases of mistaken interpretations of

DNA evidences.
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