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(1. o Rl B PO AR 8 B AL A e B A A SR VR T RR S R B S R, B 650223 2. o Rl BE B AR B0 5% B
o [ PG i 2R A A TR R, R 6502045 3. P EIBFERE R, JEET 101408 )
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VF 2B IIRYT X I RE PR rh &G M s 2Bt 5 1S T WF 98 38 0 e BE DGV . R i e 145 B BE Il Al 5 v
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SIAT, TN EE AR 2L 558 T 4 499 185 4> SSR, 7E R i LS TE T 4 969 098 A~ SSR., I IR A5 A A BN
LA 5 FPFERE SSR 20 FhRic I TR I T & DA R4 i DR 2R VR B T P 3R T B 4R &
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Genome survey and analysis of SSR molecular markers
on Macaranga indica and M. denticulata
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Abstract: Macaranga indica and M. denticulata belong to the genus Macaranga Thou. ( Euphorbiaceae family ). Plants of
this genus are widely used in treatments of many diseases in Chinese folk medicine. The nervonic acid contained in the
seeds of these two plants has also attracted great attention of researchers. In order to determine the strategy of the whole
genome of M. indica and M. denticulata. In the present study, we first determined the genome sizes, heterozygosities,
and repetitive rates of M. indica and M. denticulata through the second generation sequencing technology and
bioinformatics methods, and the SSR sequence characteristics of M. indica and M. denticulata were preliminarily
analyzed. The results were as follows: (1) The genome sizes of M. indica and M. denticulata were 986.84 and 946.23 M,
respectively; (2) Heterozygosities and repetitive rates were 0.75% and 73.02% respectively in M. indica, and 0.65%
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and 71.5% in M. denticulata; (3) In addition, 4 499 185 and 4 969 098 genomic simple sequence repeat ( SSR)

markers in M. indica and M. denticulata were generated respectively. The results provide theoretical guidance for deep

whole-genome sequencing of the two species and the screening and development of SSR molecular markers of M. indica

and M. denticulata.

Key words: Macaranga indica, Macaranga denticulata, nervonic acid, genome survey, simple sequence repeat (SSR)

E[ B 1ML #i ( Macaranga indica) 5 "8 ( M.
denticulata) J& F K ik Bt B 0 3% % M W JE
( Macaranga Thou.) fH ¥, — & 1 M R EH A 09
R RIEA, TIZ 3 A T3 [ 74 pig 3 XA LA (AR
ARECH ZRE bR, (PR ) FRaR S T AR
A8 T 2 TR L AR 5 B Bz FLAT IR v i AR A
TR, AT TR 7 B A | B AT 48 (B R
55,2015)  CAMHICHTSEHGE 1 MEDBE i A 43
B TERAEIR , S AL B TR AE 2 AL S ) X s
&Y A Wt A ALVE ] PLRAEH S 2 M AR Y
WEPE AT kg —Ffogh (9 Tl 2 U ( Yang et al.,
2015) , d a0 BN i AR 5 rp R Rl o i R
0 T T 8 53 I 2, AT 2 B B 2 A 5 eh S A Y
ol iR I3 T2 2L Sk o3 v R 5 A R R B S A A
NEWI TR ——H P 28R, 3 — SE I 25 R HE T £ R
55 (2006) 7EZ 0 HE DI RE b R B EA [ B
M E Y &Y B BT IS M K ( Macaranga
adenantha ) 5 ENFE il i) ( Macaranga indica) A [i] —
AR H AR C LI B HEY) rh R il g R 2
PR P F B e IR AR ), 2 H T C & S R b 8
R BRAR B TF R A R 7 i AR DR R, Rl R TR
TR0 £ A8 F Rl 28 200 L 1 A% 0 R AR o0, 5 i b
ZWAEY S B DISC, BA 2 EH A )
L A LIS N = I E A R VAN 1N L
(Li et al., 2019) , 5t A # 25  E 701 15 A1 iR 7 & 4F
PHRAE B XU SRE RS A | R 18 S 2k IR e
ICAC Ul S5 i b 28 RGeS (L ZETFR 45, 2015) .
FTU R, Mam I &5 5 T E N
AL G OGRS il R AT 2 R
(R oK, T B o P28 IR 0 R T K ph 22 1R 7 b
2R SRR 28R 1Y) B R AR

R, 4T B RS 1A 5 rb S A8 B F 52 2 AR v
TE 5 UL 25 FHERALAL 27 B3 04 24 B 14 S - i i
W S o35 T, T O T B RE I Al 5 v P B i ] 4 AR
ST ST R W AR 8 |, 3X 25 s ROR) BN BE il A 5
SR A BT R R AR R Rl R T AR KO
P T B AL AR 55 v S A X D RS A ), R T2 R

AN AN B 2% i B3R (A5 o A T AR ) Y 3 1 AR
Yyt o 3t e G248 | DR O A %k 7 b R R AT 4 i
PRIZH R 0 e 22 i, 5 22 506 X8 0 R b ek i A7 1
B DR 2H O A DL AR Rk DR A B 2H R
FEFIBE (Li et al., 2019) . Y& A4rHT DNA 1
WL B — TG R TR, o E AR S 2
B AR A FEAE S (Albach et al., 2007) . HE4) 4
PR 2H B W 5 R ) T R A g TR — A R
HoARH fi #E 0 (i F= AR5, 2012) o BEE WP HA
)% T 1S 2 B 0 P A A %) e AT, R R A 00 P 2
Iz N A A B AR E 2N E B
HE PR Wb i 5 B A0y A BT T
5 T AR A b A= i G TR P AL LA S 0 b i) R
RBEAL AR R E FEEY R, HAT, X )
b7 e~ S PR S N N S R 7 S =7 NN
Feulgen 73 YE G R 1L ik v 37 88 Jise v 1k 7 DL R AE 47
ARSI 20 307 Y A T DR R 1 g i e 0
PR (hH55755,2014) o £ REBHEY) F, FRIA
BB R R 2R A 4F (Chan et al., 2010;
Shusei et al., 2011; Simon et al., 2012; Zou &
Yang, 2019) FHWI R R 15 B B A #iUE , X
9y e 14 e AT ZH AT Ay FRATTAIF 5 R SR 1 A Ja A )
AL R 2H 5 B AR S,

AWFFE R Mumina —AC S @ =P EAR, &
YOS B I AR 55 v S B AT T A A I A
FHAEYE B2z 7 Al it 7 R R R B A R 2
AR R LT I R BF Y SSR ( simple sequence
repeat)#%?ﬁﬁ*ﬁ, 5 E N B RE AR 5 S AR A 4
L DRI 2 80 e R 2 T 5 ) I E NI A ) 1)
— LI FE NI 2% A1) B AE A 4R Ay it Al s A 400 1) 35t
P R AR SCH o E— 2P 35 ] SSR 73 TRid
TEXF PRI RE B Al o 5% P8 PR 47 M it A% 2 AR PR 55 7
RIS,

1 #R5 7%

1.1 # %}
ARSI A AL B EE ML AR 5 H SR 2R 1E H T AR
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ZRVT AR AR . B[V AR 5 v S R DR ZH 9 A B2 SSR 4 FARic 4 B 1899

SERAEF A RAR , T 2019 4E 7 A 2R A 76 BRI 15
W AN S5t T B e BB AR A S B i, A ] S G
WA E R G TCE T - 80 °C MK IR vk A AR 1F
#H,
1.2 H#MmEFE A DNA RURER & 50 F

K CTAB ¥&$2& CED B 1M A 5 v 74 i 7 3k
P2 DNA | 5880 56 6 BE K6 0 R 5 o B8 | Bt I
U5 S P DK R 00 0 P 5 B BRI DNA B 3% B8
RIEATEE N Y, 2 2 HoAh R A A 9 1) 5 R 41K
INRRERFHEDI C ENSE, BEHC 1 Gb A2 47 1Y 3k
PR ZH /N DAk B2 It A 5 v S AR ) i PR 2 0 )
HEE,
1.3 BEEERERBIEESIT

BB It A 55 v S AR 3R R AR T AR
AR, FIH WGS (2 5E A Sk ), 40 54 @ 46 A
Bk 350 11500 bp B DNA SCHE, ] [lumina
Hiseq 2000 “F- £5 i#F 47 XK 3 ( Pair-End ) Ml )3, f%
KAZ R JF AR N e B0 HE (raw reads) , B4 30 R 46 2
F Xot W 6 SR e AT BAGRN], RV g, Rk 4
TSR AR read B0t BCHE 7= & 0 4 1R
R 020,Q30.GC FasE,
1.4 EFRAX/NNFZE E it

A S 5638 o P AT 2 1 8, FEF K-mer )
Gy M7 AR T B EE IR g e ST ARE A R 2 RN B
FG % K =17 #1701, K-mer 4370 B FH >k H)
W7 35 R 4 ) T AR 41 22 /0, n R R A 3 TR 4 R
S B4, Kemer 43 A B A DK 25 3 3046 2 B
%, mer TR 53 A IR TR 43 A, AR 40 il 2k 4K 45
K-mer @Eﬁﬂ‘%ﬁ,ﬁﬁ?@ﬁ%éﬂﬁd\(%ﬁ% ,
2019) ., %40, 1E K-mer 09505 i & vp, — &
P — N7 5 B R v B B UG S TR S T B
— AN/ VU] B 2 b ARk 1 R PR AR A Y 2
Rz, WA .,
| R = b

TEIE PR i, B 2 75 A7 7E 15 G n) f 2 0
I, FBAEARMTE Y, TR S 00 R 2 R 4
F I S He P BOE BI04 AL, 45 R T A B T
Yo WTCIEARAFAHOCAT B X i U8 1 w8 I et B
FEHL I EL 10 000 % reads (readl Fll read2 455 000
) Bt , L BLAST H1 4 HexE NCBI A% R £ s
JBE(NT J&) 5 Hee 25 SR (R IR X, A R AR
FEAEHNIRTS Y s 25 HE X 45 SR B SR 4 O R (W )
it UL BARE S T REAETE TS e (1% ,2018)

1.6 SSR 4} #7

A A G 5 T B ( microsatellite identi-
fication tool, MISA ) ( http://pgrc. Ipk-gatersleben.
de/misa/ ) FEFTAT P51 %2R SSR V wi , RS HUN
T :mono-10 di-6, tri-5 , Tetra-5 , penta-5 . hexa-6, H:
AP HI PSSR SSR 2 [8) FL 34 ) 5 K T B
WE R 100 bp (FRERHESE,2019)

2 EREA

2.1 ##H) DNA 125

K HI CTAB ¥4 £ BCED BE ifi il 55 v P-4 4 g -
A FE 4] DNA , HL K ]I 7 45 B A 1 b 3
P4 DNA J s B4F (/& 1), Hovr, B RS i i A9
DNA ¥ 15.42 ng - pL', R A9 DNA ¥ i
4 10.46 ng - pL AT FIE L5550 17

bp
15 000

5000
3000

1500
1000

500

S. BR#E S ; M—1. Trans 2k plus; M—=2. Trans 15k plus;
1. EPBEIAR DNA $EHUZESR; 2. F-F- B DNA SRR

S. Sample; M—1. Trans 2k plus; M=2. Trans 15k plus; 1. DNA
extraction results of Macaranga indica; 2. DNA extraction results

of M. denticulata.

K1 SEERATEL DNA 245 R

Fig. 1 DNA extraction results of experimental materials
22 WEBEFE%IT

A Mumina ~F 5 %5 79 F A RLJE AT i 38 5 3L
I P, 285 0T i ey 000 e 540 ) 7 A R R, A5 B v
Ji = 197 MU HE (clean data) , LA ST =& B EE L
il 55 rh P4 4 S SCPERY ™ H BE (R 1) o geithas
SRS DN R R B BT DR AR Q20
Q30 .GC Fi 4%, i iR I i p %l 5, 3l %
BT 53.56 1 68.07 Gb [ E[ AL ML AR -5 -1 ) £
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Table 1  Data statistics of Macaranga indica and M. denticulata
P J5 b Bl o S R R R Q20 Ll Q30 LU GC i
Library Raw base Clean base Error rate Q20 percentage Q30 percentage  GC content
| (bp) (bp) (%) (%) (%) (%)
E[VEE i _L2 (350 bp) 22 883 137 800 22 859 641 500 0.04 96.78 91 33.83
M. indica_1.2(350 bp)
E[JEE A7 _L1 (500 bp) 30 725 104 200 30 708 347 700 0.04 97.02 91.53 33.95
M. indica_L1(500 bp)
Gt 53 608 242 000 53 567 989 200 0.04 96.9 91.26 33.89
Total
rRAEH_1L2(350 bp) 26 659 857 000 26 658 456 600 0.04 97.23 91.91 33.02
M. denticulata_1.2(350 bp)
HRSEA_14 (500 bp) 41 425 492 500 41 412 982 200 0.04 97.13 91.61 32.97
M. denticulata_L4 (500 bp)
it 68 085 349 500 68 071 438 800 0.04 97.18 91.76 33

Total

H: Q20 (%). BEFEEVUMNMIERZ N 99% ; Q30 (% ). BRI MY IE#I K 99.9% ; M. indica_12(350 bp), M. indica_L1 (500
bp) , M. denticulata_12(350 bp) , M. denticulata_LA4(500 bp) F/~ihi AR BRI,

Note: Q20 (% ). The accuracy of base recognition is 99% ; Q30 (% ). The accuracy of base recognition is 99.9% ; M. indica_1.2 (350
bp), M. indica_L1(500 bp), M. denticulata_1.2(350 bp) , M. denticulata_L4(500 bp) indicate the insert sizes.

T I5 22457 B P RRObF BL B 36 T 3 1F %, Q20
5 Q30 #BK T 90% , M ¥ 5 1R 2 #F40.04% , B JE
MATE) GC & &N 33.89% , T Y GC & &>
33% , 45 M F B I 4n 5 T B AT, R DR IE )5 2 5K
B3 AT A 1R H R AT
2.3 K-mer 73 #7 5 & B H X /M

K HEET K-mer (144381 J7 125 6 B BE 1 A 5
SR 53.56 F1 68.07 Gb B ECHE E AT 40 #7 , 45 5
ENFE AR S A SE A A 17-mer 23 AR TE L (L 2) , B
Ae bR K-mer HILH) SR EL, AL R R R K-mer
IR AR (R LA 2015) , B RP AL R 32 04 2 B HR
LA, BN A — 2 A AR, PR
MR 17-mer LB - EHIE R, U EI#HA
R EE B, 4563 2 A %, BD B2 (A
55 e SEAR I R B 3 0l Sk 40X RN 54X, Bl BE I
Wil () K-mer 587K 39 725 851 195, Hh M iy K-
mer SECH 51594 983 117, AR 415 2 23 K 240 K/
(G) WAl T35 . G = K-mun/K-depth , H: /' K-depth
Fon K-mer BYHAEEIF B, K-mun 3278 K-mer /Y
SECCIEGE ,2018) , H 28 3] 45 B R it A 18 /s
9993.15 M B IEJ5 LR 4L K/ 986.84 MR
SERH AL DR 41 K /N R 955.46 M, 16 TE J A L R 41
KN 946.23 M EJEE Il i 5 v P-4 19 2% A 00
SR 0.75%F10.65% , BN B il 55 rh P i) o 52 42
43R 73.02% F1 73.5% , FR I 45 ST 1, Ep
I 5 v S A B e A A A R A

2.4 HRITLITH—GFRIEITER

53 DN B 1A 55 P-4 1 350 i 500 bp B
41 3C 12 H BEHLIEL 10 000 4% 1t 1 5 il A s 5 3R
i reads (readl Fl read2 % 5 000 %), 5 NT &
( NCBI ¥ R85 48 5 ) 4T BLAST LUXT, 4 Lb Xt 45
LR TSR RS o (£ 3) , FEXT 4,
SR FEED BE MM AR -5 SR i 5 AN SO R E X
S5 R e I R Y Sk B RR , A B ILAR 1) 350
F1500 bp SCEEH BERRA5) 7 FEXT I NT ) reads
BB 1.61% A1 1.9% , TAEHF-R 19 350 F1 500 bp
SCPEAR  BERRA)  EEXE A NT PEAY reads ALY
1.78% 1 1.65% M4 73 252 25 T 0 B RKJE T K
HRRHE P, S BRIl A 5 R RS S A,
A, LEXTEE J 0 FL Ay Fh 3 S AR, R R IR B )
TR 25 S e ) R SRR L DR O S R
RICTE Y, v T e S5 R 4LJR BT IR A9 1 434
2.5 ENEM#ES b EHEEA SSR 457

FI I TR R T MISA 78 B B i A 5 v
BIWIAL L 26 00 T A 7 51 Hh 64T SSR Ar 4k, 48 R 25
W 4 Pros, 78 B0 RE A o 48 2R 34 499 1854
SSR,7EFT &% 47 SSR B 445 1174751605 1
UL SSR, LR BB AFFER SSR B A7 492 341
A AR A 3L R F]4 969 0984~ SSR, 15 T &5
H SSR (5,458 726 L FE A& 1 AL
SSR, LA & & X A7 76 B SSR ¥ 5114 507 887 4%,
3 X P RRRE R A TR S B 1) SSR A% 1T R 85 i iF
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A. Macaranga indica; B. M. denticulata.
Bl 2 17-mer 5370 £k
Fig. 2 Distribution curve of 17-mer
R 2 17-mer STHIELGIT
Table 2 Data statistics of 17-mer analysis
. BIER 1 -
_ 4 Z PAAS> 3 B3
) Romer  wy Kmer £5 ERARAN gy REE R
Sample K Denth Kmer sum Genome size Revised zenome Heterozygous Repeat rate
P K-mer length P (M) sec & rate (%) (%)
size (M)
B 1fi A 17 40 39 725 851 195 993.15 986.84 0.75 73.02
Macaranga indica
H S 17 54 51 594 983 117 955.46 946.23 0.65 71.5

M. denticulata

753 AE BN EE IR A SSRAZ A BR B v ) B X
= U FHRS AL R T RLR 4 A2 800 292
1 199 707 .432 509 .48 890 .10 498 .7 2891, 43 4
o7 BB Il A R EE AR AR Y 62.24% | 26. 66% |
9.61% .1.09% .0.23% .0.16% ; 7t H SE-H ) SSR #%
HRRECER B XL = U ORI S A R A% IR
&SRR A 3 037 613 .1 321 752,522 801,
63 973 .11 254 11 7054, 4351 (i o -4 i 2 42 A8
KAy 61.13% ,26.60% .10.52% . 1.29% .0.23% .
0.24% , #RJ5 , HE— 2008 BN RE M4 55 v P Ak v 4
SSR & A A iz B8y 51 2l AT A0 4, o il SR R
PRI AR SRR B (R 5)

3 W54

FEPZH /N S B RN T Ak 3 DR A A 1Y) S A
DR 1) B 23 R L 0 6 2 1 TR 20 401 2 I o
B s IEAEI TP B AR S EE R AT
NG IE MG (B et al., 2019) , XFEIEE 1ML
il 5 PSR AT 17-mer 43 M7 )5 & B, BN I A 5
rh SR B T R LA R /ING3 00 987 946 M, HY
D7 25 K A, B0 2 I AR 55 v 5P 198 2K R AR/
AHGET , P A Ak 1 56 PR 2 /N 359 b R ik Bl AT 4 A
BEELAZH 770 M( Simon et al., 2012) | B JFE A9 3L
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Table 3 BLAST results of raw date with NT database
H—A g A = 1 HHEA HARA
i %, e 2 e XS 4 ERaERE S X 45 5% X 455 E@SELE S
I igr‘ - The first The second The third The fourth The fifth The sixth
Abrary comparison comparison comparison comparsion comparsion comparsion
result result result result result result
EJRE 1fiL Fi_1.2 BERR HRIBE A IR % TR AR JC il
M. indica_1.2 (350 bp) Ricinus communis Hevea brasiliensis Helianthus Vitis vinifera Jatropha curcas  Amborella trichopoda
(1.61) (0.32) maximiliani (0.06) (0.06) (0.05)
(0.09)
EIBE 1 _1L1 BEJRR TRIBEH AN IR JRJRUARS L)
M. indica_L1 Ricinus Hevea Manihot Helianthus Jatropha curcas Camellia sinensis
(500 bp) communis brasiliensis esculenta maximiliani (0.08) (0.06)
(1.9) (0.18) (0.14) (0.1)
R _L2 HR HRIBERS JRICRY A EJRR k]
M. denticulata_12 (350 bp) Ricinus Hevea Jatropha curcas Manihot Linum Vitis vinifera
communis brasiliensis (0.07) esculenta usitatissimum (0.04)
(1.78) (0.19) (0.06) (0.05)
rhPA_L4 BLRR HRIBE IR R SRR Gk
M. denticulata_L4 Ricinus Hevea Helianthus Manihot Jatropha curcas Vitis vinifera
(500 bp) communis brasiliensis maximiliani esculenta (0.11) (0.08)
(1.65) (0.2) (0.18) (0.12)

R4 HMENESHEFMERFLAS SSR HEHBE SER

Table 4 Numbers and types of SSR of genome sequences in Macaranga indica and M. denticulata

WETH

Searching item

B RE i R Fy %

Number of M. indica

o4

Number of M. denticulata

K 4 7 51 K

Total number of examined sequences

A ) 7 3 8

Total size of examined sequences (bp)
KLl Y SSR A5
Total number of identified SSRs
A SSR T FIEK
Number of SSR containing sequences
fL % 1AL SSR KR 514K
Number of sequences containing more than 1 SSR

AR AR AETE R SSR £ H

Number of SSRs present in compound formation

67 527 577 77 796 952

10 129 136 550 11 669 542 800

4 499 185 4 969 098
3995 677 4 449 684
445 117 458 726
492 341 507 887

[KZH 350 M (Shusei et al., 2011) . FRIKCB A8 3L K 2H
410 M( Chan et al., 2010) , LA Y LR ZH1.1 G
(Zou & Yang, 2019) ZERg/N—2L ik B L5 0] fig &
PRI Ay 3 BE 10 R 55 v AR S 1 SR s Rk ol Al Jeg AR T
AR EEIRR R XUARS 5 A5 AR i) A Ak R Al R
T, 250 R 8 N 25 R B0 & A 22 K, X
AIRESEH TRR R B R IKIE Y Ak 5 B R Bk
HHACEFIN G BT S 80 (A8 4, 2017) .
FEPRZH RIS X T f i Fh ) AR R B R
A5 R B R R X, B RE I A 5 v A A
ZHR/INI 3 1 58 18, SR T 5% Rk R I A i A 4 35 TR

RN T — 2 S KA

S P 5 i 2% G B A R T SR A R
D2 PR 7 v AR 4l 2 6 B /N ] g R R 4 3 —
A M HE 2 (0.5% < 2+ 55 %<0.8%) . f
IRERNH (EHE=0.8%) LI mmEE N4
(EEFIHG =50%) (EFH%,2018) , I F4E
JoR BB AR 55 b 1 2% A 5 51 R0.75%
H0.65% , #5253 W10 73.03% 1 71.6% , Wi R
P FE A A — WA A R R RN ER
R B BE LA -5 RSP AT T S R AR, X
MREREFH _ESARAEGRMENZ —, K
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Table 5  Statistic results of mononucleotide, dinonucleotide, tinonucleotide, tetranucleotide,

pentanucleotide and hexanucleotide repeat motifs in Macaranga indica and M. denticulata

D JEE i A 14 2 42 e 7 #H RO E ST H
Repeat type of M. indica Number Repeat type of M. denticulata Number
it S N EV=R N L S N WER I
Mononucleotide Mononucleotide
repeat motifs repeat motifs
A/T 2 760 071 A/T 3013 601
C/G 40 221 C/G 24 012
XURG Y R o S A XU TR B A AR
Dinonucleotide Dinonucleotide
repeat motifs repeat motifs
AT/AT 980 978 AT/AT 1084 511
AG/CT 109 488 AC/GT 119 721
AC/GT 108 893 AG/CT 117 219
CG/CG 348 CG/CG 301
SRR E R SRR R
Tinonucleotide repeat motifs Tinonucleotide repeat motifs
AAT/ATT 254 523 AAT/ATT 297 791
AAG/CTT 89 777 AAG/CTT 105 809
ATC/ATG 33 781 ATC/ATG 47 731
AAC/GTT 19 142 AAC/GTT 25 237
VU A% R AR VO A% R R A AR
Tetranucleotide repeat motifs Tetranucleotide repeat motifs
AAAT/ATTT 29 231 AAAT/ATTT 36 830
AATT/AATT 8 775 AATT/AATT 12 234
AAAG/CTTT 4 557 AAAG/CTTT 5221
ACAT/ATGT 3179 ACAT/ATGT 4167
TR R AR FAL A R AR
Pentanucleotide repeat motifs Pentanucleotide repeat motifs
AAAAG/CTTTT 4164 AAAAT/ATTTT 4 094
AAAAT/ATTTT 2937 AAAAG/CTTTT 2 298
AAATT/AATTT 482 AATAT/ATATT 1259
AATAT/ATATT 472 AAATT/AATTT 584
AY -3 N TR N VAY 3= WR TN
Hexanucleotide repeat motifs Hexanucleotide repeat motifs
AAAAAT/ATTTTT 1 698 AAAAAT/ATTTTT 1916
AAAAAG/CTTTTT 1114 AAAAAG/CTTTTT 1497
AATGAT/ATCATT 329 AATAGT/ACTATT 1093
ACATAT/ATATGT 328 AACAAT/ATTGTT 855

I, WGS SR X B BE il A 55 b P-4 1) 2 R 4
O3 BT — R 1 IXURSE: R R 1S 2 i BiF 5 R
AR (Tlumina) A1 =8 5 ( PacBio ) $ A #H
G55 AN, XT B BE 1Al 55 v S 35 ER] 20 2 AT
FERI S A, R Hi-C H R 5 3] e 8 14 K F
(LG | S b7 0 AN LA 3075 9 b b Rk 60 15
A LR AR

SSR 7> FAricBA G HAE . 28R A
B m UL A ST S T BN R Il AR 5 oA
J IR 21 9 A Kl 247 SSR 43 B & B, EN R Ifi AR
442 251 bp 1 4> SSR, HEAf P oF- 3 2 348
bp tHEL 14~ SSR, & F & 1y H & A 45 R BoR W

PR REE) SSR 43 F b i H AT ik 25 0 B Al 4
HpZFREZLSAS AT HEEYET C/CHF
5 PIRR L OB T TR T A AR P i e s 8
K AT/AT, SHERME N CG/CG, % Al fE 2 34k Ay
CHRILA ]y T, AP MEZETRELZMNETEK
(RS ,2017) o A WFFEN R BE 24 P IR ) i
5B THE 22 W) 7R 2 W Ptk AR K T B T i 2
53 BT LU 5] 5 1 0 o G b B i) T R A S A
R (FHEREE,2019) , PRt 76 3 PR 4H R 2 0 119
FLhth R IT & 5 0 2k SSR 4 FhRic, b ik —
Wiz Fl SSR bric 26 Wy Fh st 4% 1 335 1)+ 2 N it % 2
FEME AT LA B QTL 5 57 55 07 T I IF X i 5 2%
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