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While forensic DNA analysis has played an important role in the criminal
investigation and the decision-making in a court, it has been revealed that it is difficult for
non-experts to understand forensic DNA analysis accurately and to utilize it effectively. This study

has focused upon forensic DNA analysis in Japan and examined the following four, how various actors
understand forensic DNA analgsis differently; how people’ s understanding of forensic DNA analysis
has changed; what sort of problems have occurred relating to forensic DNA analysis; the
characteristics of people’ s understanding of forensic DNA analysis in Japan.
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