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EFSLAF-seqiZ RAIARZSNPHRICF &
rFEW, FWE,EAX, RER, 2R
TP E v DO A A E Y 70 BT, T 76 R 72530001

WE: T X KEAREManihot esculenta) 575F ARt TR EF T HR P AL BRI B 69458 AFaF)F . AR
VASOMY RZEFF R R Ay AE, F)R 4F AL &5 38 7 BN A5 (specific-locus amplified fragment sequencing,
SLAF-seq)# RBEATM A, 4 R B 7 KK 51 W# bt 20 E 4 90.83%, Babg s E £91.18%; @ iTn 5 k4T
304.30 Mb#g i K 4038, A AR K E 22 123 094~15 102 0462 8], 2T BB 45483 & s, 12395 7904 & ; A5
M R AB(O30) 195.62%~96.60%Z 18], 3 F£95%VA L ; GCAF f£41.27%~44.96%Z 4], F 34 GCA & #42.89%,
2t BB 49 GCA 5 4H42.93%, ABFREF L 5725 220/ SLAFARZ, A6 -F 340 5 iR E £20.9842(x), % Ak
SLAFA745446 7894, 31332 504 553 NBERSNPATIZ. 7T I, SLAF-seqdi R3iE F| T AZESNPLL & 49 &, 2L

K H#iA): RE; 4T A7i2; SLAF-seq; SNP

AKZ (Manihot esculenta) &4 3R M B [ 2 25 4F
W, B R B X AR 2 A OR B, 2 B
wr b B RE, PRBE AR e, R — E 2
B A KO E R IE4E2013) . AR E B
BBk, BEESEAE, FRMERS S E, 7
BEAEZAEMN, o SR, 5
TAE R T AR RRIT . AR R ZHUR 2R,
W= g U — S S5 TR oG I AR R R I A
B MR AL, 1 H AT R W AR AE — Lt
FHOCHE, BRI, 2 Aric 4 Bk B0 IR 25 & pp
R LEK.

RE AT AR S B 2 AN A X R, H
HFEE BHERE AL 2 P05 B BE R, 7870 F)
FH 241 1 L6358 4545 S 7T DAAT R4 4 12y R 3 5 i o
. Fregene?%(1997)HTMS305725CM2177-22%
S AR B PRE, B 1324 B v Bk
& % 514 (restriction fragment length polymorphism,
RFLP)#r1c . 30FEALY 1Y £ & PEDNA (random
amplification of polymorphic DNA, RAPD)#xicl. 3
/)N a B 7 1) (simple sequence repeat, SSR)FR1C
A3 [E] THEgbRIC A 2 | R AL e B R . ik
204K, I AR E R TAES KIS 7, — &5
KRB HRA SSREFIC . R 7 H1 bR 25 fa] 5
& ¥ %] (expressed sequence tag-simple sequence
repeat, EST-SSR) by ic tHAH 2k 4 4 JE . MbaZ5(2001)
BT SSREATF KR T 1724 KR ESSRARIL, H
HH 36 MR Te A E A7 2 2 I RFLPE S S 1.

2= 7855 (2006) F SSRERICANEE B 77 B9 43 #11 (bulked
segregant analysis, BSA)#) 3 3 [Rth 43 B A 2 1) 35
AL Z FEME, 3% 21 19X SSR 5] W) 1E 25/ IR 11 AH X
B (B HAT 2 A G 7). SraphetZ$(2011)
FISSRHTEST-SSR 5| )% A & 7 1 e AR 2 AT 18 A%
Sy HT I H 8 T A SSR/EST-SSRA &1 1) 38 4% 34
o WEFANSE(2012a, b) RIS FH Py 6] 5 T 4
(inter-simple sequence repeat, ISSR)FISSREZ A %39
P AR ZE Mot B IR EAT A% 2 VAT

b 25 v U R (PR A e, TR R
L ARA R S AEBE BT B T B
B, KA PR 73 28 235 v a5 U o B R 9 R R4
IR 74 I HOR ORI (OgurafliBusch 2015).,
Rabbi%5(2014)i8 it il 77 2 5] 43 8 (genotyping by
sequencing, GBS)Hi ARG | 25—k AR E & w
1% H R 2 #5 1: (single-nucleotide polymorphism,
SNP) st % 3, F o 81 1) SNP AR ic 3 &= 1A 3
6 7561, I HoK AR 2 E A % B3 (Cassava common
mosaic virus) i3 K CMD2XE 41 58 17 31| AR 2 3¢
ZH I — 2 28 (scaffold) | . Pootakham5:(2014) %}
AT e S A P AR (R B O3, R T — 5K
2 110/NEST-SNP¥B AL B A, F-AEIEBRFLGT
FILGLOZE 7 T P AZE TE A AL AR 14 ) B 14 AR

IFs  2018-03-20  f&ZE  2018-05-15
BB R R E (R AB 16380080 F1 R AA 16380002)
VG H AR B2 FE42(2017GXNSFBA198172).
* EIER (weilijun2002@126.com)
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FL [ B (quantitative trait locus, QTL). Xia%§(2014)
Y88 B A% H R 22 A5 1 5 W AR A (amplified-
fragment single nucleotide polymorphism and meth-
ylation, AFSM)EARIGEE | —5K 543 03241~ AFSM
PRic R 2 AL A . WO, s
BRKIEST-SSRAMISNPAE #2731 h i I T A A
I, ARZAL G 6 Piod B AN 18 R e e

R AL ST B BO e (specific-locus am-
plified fragment sequencing, SLAF-seq)B[l /&t 25 —
A8 7B R TR . & LA H AR
HEAE B B N RO ARG T R T R, M
SLAF-seq g, i 264 5 R QB Bk AT vt B
WP, 3451875, B Ao s, 31745
2 BYESLAFARZE AL 2 S VESLAFRRZE T R K

ESNPHEATREAA Z S0 M. SLAF-seqfii R B AH
WEE. VG PTEEMEE . BRI JE
TR A (Sun®$2013), W H] T4 5 R4 R 43
BT B EREMEEAQTL G A FhR B4 J
RIRIE TR . RGBT 55 0 T A2t 7T
(Zhang%52013). H A, 2 T SLAF-seqfi A [¥JSNP
1 5 &K EAE H Z (Ipomoea batatas) (F5 L FHES:
2016). H % AYMSE(Brassica napus) (F44£2016)
K e B (Hylocereus undulates) (FiT#8552017)55 44
Y AT iRE, XRS5 SRAESE [ SLAF-seqf
AREJRER T TSSR 14 Fr BOk JE 2 25 1% (ampli-
fied fragment length polymorphism, AFLP)f1RAPD
EFhric R . HAl, Bt SLAF-seqfi RIEAE
EIFRRESNPRRC AR WAk1E . AHFFi K SLAF-
seq i AR N FH T AR b, e faf 4 J PR ZH 0 e 16 7
FIRIA E K &L A MESLAFRRS, 1 F & —4it
FEFEPESR . o ME R SNPRRIL, A S 5 SNP
PRICHIIT AR BRI E . EEARZVEIRI 5%
BT, DA R HE— D IR 2 R Al ik & 2 A fe it
z%,

1 R57EE

L1 RIEA R R HEEHDNALEEL

R PUARZ TR E B AR AR E
Jo %% U5 8] P K 2 (Manihot esculenta Crantz) ¥t
048 (XX048). ‘FgHEH199° (NJ199). “H:#35°

(GR3). ‘H:#4891° (GR891). “KE#911° (GRI11),
“AETH55° (SC5). “4ERI8T’ (SC8). ‘fEFg124°
(SC124). “#EF5205° (SC205) K30 R E H i & A
MEE, R EIRAPRH (e . B g ok
TR PR URIRAF . R /N d = R IR AL 82
(cetyltrimethylammonium ammonium bromide,
CTAB)VE S I BLHIDNA, FH 1% 350 IR 6 HL vk K
M DNA) 52 % . FiNanoDrop 43 )6 6 & i il
DNAFJMEE . i H il &0 e 1) 25K, RMEAR I
DNAE & =1.5 pug, iK% =20 ng-uL™"; 54l
(ODZGO/ZRO)j‘j 1.8~2.2,
1.2 SLAFM FEHiE

WO P 58 AR B AR R 2 A E 2 25 R 4]
(F#Hhhk: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/assembly/
GCF-001659605.1), ZH %% t ) H [KI 4 K/ 9582
Mb, GC# &434.50% . AR A = B 2K/ LA K
GCH &5 B NS 5 HEAT BT I D) T, 4521
PR BRI A D18 HaelTTA Hpy 16611, 1 F_E ik
AR X G N 5 6 PR 25 9 i ik X 2L DN A3 3l 347 il
Plo XTHEY) Fr BR(SLAFARRE)HEAT 3 S N b A%
TRAMLIE, 3R 3L (Kozich252013), X T 3R 1511
JBCHEATPCRY Y . 44k, A, UIRFIE I H
R B
1.3 WFE=HERARE ST

NPRAESH 73 B i, AT K 12100 bpx2
VE R 5 B2 A VRA AN > BT B o SRR oA & 4%
J&i FiTllumina HiSeq X Ten#HA7TIIFF . I FF13 211
FEo 453k . RARB R B MR &35 40 2, 1521
TP e O PPAl 2 P S 06 B HERR 1%k, ] H A

FHIE AL BE 2 5 @ BE RN Y o < H ARG " /K A 2k 1A
HK/NAN374.30 Mb, itk http:/rapdb.dna.af-
frc.go.jp/-
1.4 SLAFFRZIRIGFASNPHRICH &

F FIBWA LA (LiATDurbin 2009)4 /7 15 K
LExt B2 H RN E, ik AN [F Gk FSLAF
PRAEFN 2 A SLAFFRAS o AR 77 51 AR BLRE 4 %54
RERE N7 AT 3R, RBAE— B F K
JET [ —ANSLAFHRAE, [F]—SLAFFRREAEA [FIRE
I8 (1) 5 5 AR AL v T AN [FISLAF bR (AL o —
ANSLAFARZELEA [FJ R i 18] ) 2 91 A 22 7l 7 2 X




B7Foh%%: 3T SLAF-seq B R I A Z SNPHR LI & 1031

RNEZSTESLAFFRZ . i FHSAM tools (Li £52009)
AMGATK (McKenna Z52010)# Fh /515 & SNP, L)
P T 75 7245 B I SNPAR L AE A N I & AT SE 1)
SNPFRiCEIEE

2 SLUGEER

2.1 BPEEITE

X R B 2 2 B DR AH 3R AT L Bl 1) o0, AR 4
ST EE PR A B BUR TR B ) A
BAERNA EREW S M. B BRKESA
PRSZIGAR R W& FE S AN B 23R 15 B8 V) i BL(SLAF
i 25 ) H A2 1003 b 25 B30 00 i 1) 7 52 4% L 0
(Davey%#2013), ff 7 BR 1 14 P9 D) By Haelll+H-
py16611, Bt Fr B K B 2264~364 bp 175158 SUH
SLAFFRZE, T AT 4532235 555/ SLAFFRZE .

AT 7388 T 50 el R R ) VA e 4 S B
b AR R IR, B W) 5 R S A A . R
FSOAPHK {4 (Li%52009)¥ Xt FE 1l 772 K 5 2%
FERH AT LEXF, — 25 P A Wi fE 2% B R4 E
(1) EL % B85 BE A T-50~1 000 bp )i K (paired-end
mapped reads) 7 S A LTI 2990.83%, — %751
Wi TE S BRI A I LG5 <50 bpak>1 000 bp
[ (single-end mapped reads) 5 B 32K 1 LL I A
1.01%, = Lb* 33E R 20 32K (unmapped reads)
b7 K I EL B 8.16%, LEX R R FEA IR+ .

i 1) 250 % R YR SLAF-seq S I8 2% 15 A T ) —
AN REEAENR . JEDR A 1 5 2R G54 X (PR AR 45
Pty LR VIAL 5 5E) kD L DNAFE it 40
AR V) INF TR) AN A2t 55 DR 25 0 AT e 52 M) R o 2
VIBg s 1, S ECH B AL ORI
Gt s A N B R B DT R A R
iff 7 i U0 803 B G, 0T B ) I 152 K 4
Fr B A i B WD) S EE R 8.82%, Bl VAR A
91.18%, KM [ SN IEH o ASHIE T 0t HE K dfs
[0 Eb X 28605 90.83%, BV R0 A191.18%, 1t
PHSLAFZEZE F % .

R 4 X R X 3 L o 7 471 £ 5k DR 4 rh () L
THESLAFFRZE I SEPR K B2, Zeiiln Bz K 4i A
B BE o3 A B (BT, Al S Br i) Fr Bz 43650
o AT UL A B4 N B BEAE TR R YE Bl 2 A,
Wt B o B TR, SR P R P 5 ik TS B v

5.2

3.9

2.6

Jr B H 451 /%

1.3

AR B /bp

=3

2 413

BT XU S Fr B oA

Fig.1 Distribution of insert fragments of control sequences

2.2 MFHHES T S5IF

RAORUETH 43 8 &, AT H K A K100
bp>x24E 9 i S EHE VR4l AT 2 A R, DA H AR
TK A 2504 D oof DA g e R P . &2 Tu-
mina HiSeq X Ten F> & #4707, 3:3k15304.30 Mb
MK, WY 5 &R S TSRS I K E 7R
2123 094~15 020 8932 [a]. 7 i EAEL(Q) A& VA
Ty T U LR R R I E AR AR, W R R
LB = 0 I PRI BR R I 8 R R A . ASBIE FT R,
JF I B AE = 30 B BE BT o LA (Q50) 1£95.62 %~
96.60%I8], “F-151 04, 896.19%, 5 W 5 Bl 3 5 1
FAL. MFIRFGCCEH F1EA1.27%~44.96%]7], ~F
YIGCH 5 N42.89%, X HEHIGCH & 442.93%.
GCEELRINCGRD), YHIER I FFEK .

2.3 SLAF/R&E 5SNPHRICHIF %

M3 FE A Kl A 31138310 863 426
SLAFFREE, FEAI Fp 45 R o 1 45 R 41 (1) L gl 7
0.640%~1.198%[H], F75% 1)1 357 77 I FEE 920,98,
FEAI P E 9 VRS B L3R 2.,

T BWA R # SLAFAR RS 5E £ 31| 275 £ [
H L, Gt ARG EA - FISLAFARZ A £ 851
SLAFFRZE . AW FL T SR SLAFFR 2 £0235 555
A, SEBRFTA AR S SLAFARZE 51725 2204, Hh £
AIESLAFFRZAT 446 789/, VEANKHE WK 3.

1§ FIGATK FISAM tools 5 77 1 %) 43 21| [
446 7891 % M SLAFFRZ 1 — 2 1317 SNPHR1C
ITF R, CAPIRR 71245 2 SNPERIC AT SR AE A i 2
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Table 1 Statistics of sequencing data in different samples

FEMS B 0:/% GCELH1/% FEAS E2IS 0:/% GCELH1/%
XX048 13 418 431 96.57 42.62 12 3522818 96.36 41.34
NJ199 9074 264 96.33 42.16 13 6042 775 96.02 44.96
GR3 12 984 951 96.20 4251 14 5434370 96.40 44.89
GR891 15020 893 96.44 4335 15 2372704 95.90 4277
GR911 11 932 445 96.51 42.47 16 2778779 96.06 4261
SC5 11996 413 96.60 43.53 17 8224 974 96.10 42.04
e 9288 732 96.24 42.86 18 12 517 480 95.97 41.83
SC124 15102 046 96.47 42.95 19 6669 124 96.36 41.63
SC205 12 385 282 95.95 43.28 20 3539518 96.04 42.41
1 7086 254 96.28 41.27 21 8210632 96.27 41.47
2 2123 094 96.16 42.09 22 7343 741 96.27 41.39
3 8336 079 96.31 42.88 23 6278 800 95.99 42.12
4 6733 556 95.62 41.50 24 3 843 362 96.18 42.05
5 8619275 96.24 43.09 25 8321294 96.25 43.09
6 6 650 604 96.08 44.46 26 7410 426 95.95 44.88
7 8491392 96.14 42.78 27 5411 142 96.19 43.71
8 6285 538 95.77 44.85 28 6126 594 96.31 41.46
9 7674 461 96.22 41.89 29 6988510 95.91 44.55
10 6261 894 96.28 44.00 30 7205 162 96.27 44.18
11 5193 908 96.19 44.82 it 395 790 96.18 42.93

A EEHISNPRRICEE S . M3OMNREAHS B P S it
34345 566 089NN FEIARSNP, #7456 B 5 7£30.84%~
58.79%I0], FEAF-35 58 B 15 N 46.65%, FEAZ G
RAE10.02%~17.45%[8], FEAT 1055 % N14.08%
(£2). MIETEEERE>0.8. MAF (JCEHER Y S )>
0.051 ik, k312 504 553475 B —F i B4k
SNP.

TR #E SLAF 72 FISNP AR L 1E Je 44 | 114y
1, 2 SLAFARZE FISNPARZS I Je ek 4> A 18], A
PR AT G B0 23 ) UL 203 . 1 MR R/ o s
R ZH3EAT 1 &l 2, B4 261 W I SLAF bR 25 45
SNPHRICE L 2, BRI, SLAFFRZE40. SNPHR
TCHUER/ D>, Btk . B E2FN3 ] K1, SLAFFRZEFI
SNPHRICTE Jetifh oy A i 5]
3 Wig

KRR BAE T BB R EY, 8L 4o
TEHEMAEAMK. ?LRI. REK, RASTE
P ARIETE AR ZE B PR & N SRR E B
MEZE %, SEMAZERERR OEEDEIA
LA FhRic N RE I B AR B E AR, FFRKE
A ZEHRE T4 Fhrac AT AR R S o B R P A R

R F2 98 AR, AW =2 R B R B 5508, M
b1 el 70 1R A N SR vl = R 2 7 S AR
f%, WIAZEST-SSR (Sraphet%:2011). EST-SNP.
SSR (Rabbi%52012). 4 P2 AFLP (Whankaew?§
2012)EH AWM KA, 1&m T RKELREF
AR L A . SR HOK RS RIEIARLL, A
KARZ 5 Fhmid It A RIE TG R W F]
FH 3R 3= 8 R B o B0, K )T R S gt A%
B MR o B AR AR R AT, ok 8 3 AR
FEASERT it o R 5 ) 5 ot L A 7 M (1 T RE
R R BA T BEEME L.
3.1 SLAF-seq Z R F L KREFE 7 FIRCHES
SLAF-seq# AR A& LLA W5 85 071 A0 ey i
PR Ry BE A, 88 5 150 B AR e 1) Tl V) 77 283K
R RS B, PR 1Y Bt AT il e o
18 FHIX PR AR R BIARIEAMEZE BER L R 7 P A
MRS FREEMTEE . A8brid 2,
M HA R AL T HE 3 FAnid . R A,
HA BRI 40 K /N 769 Mb, 5 B 58 B R 4
140, Fd 7+ (Arabidopsis thaliana). IXFE. 5% (Sor-
ghum bicolor)FH Lt A3 Ik PR 2H 25 #) i K B B AE
T oG B, R T V5T ROK 28 5 TR 4 A
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Table 2 Data statistics of SLAF and SNP tags

R SLAFHRZEM5 & SNPH#ZAE B
SLAFHRZ 3 % BIFFREE  CPBMFIRE/x SNPRRZH SERETE Yo BB

XX048 333381 1.145 10 574 459 31.72 1366 875 54.58 15.98
NI199 317222 1.090 6 965 590 21.96 1315560 52.53 15.97
GR3 348 710 1.198 9922235 28.45 1472530 58.79 15.46
GR891 344 628 1.184 12 141 111 35.23 1 440 374 57.51 1635
GRI11 317 626 1.091 9476 478 29.84 1332865 53.22 14.77
SC5 319392 1.097 9752 866 30.54 1345 286 53.71 13.85
SC8 315 804 1.085 7367274 2333 1313251 52.43 14.55
SC124 337 634 1.160 12 139 891 35.96 1415 587 56.52 16.56
SC205 327 637 1.126 9492 141 28.97 1 380 760 55.13 16.18
1 279907 0.962 5703 081 20.37 1134721 4531 13.31
2 186 158 0.640 1 649 420 8.86 772319 30.84 10.63
3 279397 0.960 6 541 541 23.41 1173 482 46.85 14.68
4 271991 0.934 5247 156 19.29 1096 879 43.80 13.60
5 286 589 0.985 6564 391 2291 1217429 48.61 17.45
6 255981 0.879 4998 441 19.53 1 108 603 44.26 13.27
7 293 105 1.007 6574 772 2243 1206 634 48.18 15.12
8 254525 0.874 4786 059 18.81 1097 637 43.83 13.66
9 253 669 0.872 4767173 18.79 1115110 44.52 14.54
10 256 362 0.881 3968 057 15.48 1152 884 46.03 14.35
11 281303 0.966 6077 683 21.61 1148 135 45.84 13.68
12 229178 0.787 2759 853 12.04 949 259 37.90 12.60
13 266716 0.916 4 648 902 17.43 1168 341 46.65 13.50
14 257 244 0.884 4130287 16.06 1153 634 46.06 14.26
15 197 338 0.678 1852377 9.39 812 040 3242 11.26
16 201 245 0.691 2 147 396 10.67 819 609 32.72 10.02
17 290 640 0.999 6525911 2245 1180 139 47.12 13.18
18 333919 1.147 9798 621 29.34 1374 845 54.89 14.84
19 277 546 0.954 5385703 19.40 1134397 4529 13.46
20 229310 0.788 2775082 12.10 953 139 38.06 12.40
21 292 883 1.006 6 402 360 21.86 1177 459 47.01 14.68
22 287 344 0.987 5939 690 20.67 1159 661 46.30 13.74
23 273152 0.938 4979378 18.23 1128 888 45.07 13.85
24 228211 0.784 3033062 13.29 953 408 38.07 12.37
25 283 591 0.974 6494 749 22.90 1223 700 48.86 14.58
26 275 475 0.946 5710575 20.73 1196 699 4778 14.20
27 263 506 0.905 4262367 16.18 1104359 44.09 13.73
28 274 020 0.941 4842815 17.67 1091253 43.57 13.43
29 265416 0.912 5410771 20.39 1144 157 45.68 13.59
30 275671 0.947 5519795 20.02 1234 181 49.28 15.60

Ir FARICKERT K, HMERE K. AT F|F SLAF-seq
FRILIRAF725 220 AR ZE SLAFKRES, bR~
ﬁ R N20.98x, Hrh 2 B PESLAFHRZE 45446 789
HiH R IRTE2 504 5534SSNPARIC, ATkl
%E%E@%ﬁﬁﬂ%i&ﬁ%ﬂﬁsmﬁﬂE@%iﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ
T 38 35 BT VE AR AR E 5 T AR ic SR AR

154 A4 25(2008) K FHEST-SSR % A X} 76473 A A4
BRHHAT B AL Z RV AT, IR 135 2 MEAL AT
Sraphet%(2011)F] FH EST-SSR; A %} ‘Huay Bong
60’ 5 ‘Hanatee’ 2252 7= 4= I F Bk R EAT Z S HERF AT,
ﬁﬂ;zaj64o/\¥ﬁﬁﬁssmma% M E s
ﬁﬂ?ﬁfﬂ”mﬁtﬂ 199/SSRsH1168MEST-SSRs I £ &
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Table 3 Quantitative statistics of SLAF tags on each chromosome
oo gy PASERIN TRISLAF FRMISLAFF SCPRATA ARG SCPRATA AL SLAF SERRFTHFEM 2 SEPRATA AR 2 A0k
w e K J%/bp PRAEL YJlE#E/bp  SLAFFRZEHL T35 (A1 /bp ASMSLAFARZEL  SLAF-¥J 8] IH/bp
CMO004387.1 34959 721 14 258 2452 42 384 824 25 844 1353
CMO004388.1 32417782 13 582 2387 40 203 806 25514 1271
CMO004389.1 29412 403 11 494 2559 34 938 841 21474 1370
CMO004390.1 28 735 499 11284 2547 34711 827 21 494 1337
CMO004391.1 28 438 989 11 847 2401 35548 800 21 468 1325
CMO004392.1 27 939 960 11 545 2420 34 545 808 21 859 1278
CMO004393.1 27 069 033 10 531 2570 32 604 830 20 548 1317
CMO004394.1 34000 172 13 806 2463 43197 787 26 839 1267
CMO004395.1 29 413 690 11435 2572 35208 835 21 858 1346
CMO004396.1 26 335333 10278 2562 31154 845 19 575 1345
CMO004397.1 27369 018 10 382 2 636 32672 837 20 466 1337
CMO004398.1 31 596 830 12 879 2453 39353 802 23238 1360
CMO004399.1 28 119 335 11072 2 540 34 026 826 21 004 1339
CMO004400.1 24 855 542 10 230 2430 30 730 808 18 946 1312
CMO004401.1 26 192 760 10976 2386 32265 811 19 555 1339
CMO004402.1 28 979 753 11 893 2437 35567 814 21198 1367
CMO004403.1 27 373 735 11 354 2411 37452 730 23102 1185
CMO004404.1 25231592 10 117 2494 32140 785 20379 1238
HoAth 63 669 956 26592 2394 86 523 735 52428 1214
Bt 582 117 524 235555 2471 725 220 802 446 789 1303
CM004387.1 CM004387.1
CM004388.1 CM004388.1
CM004389.1 CM004389.1
CM004390.1 CM004390.1
CM004391.1 100 CM004391.1 350
CM004392.1 CM004392.1
CM004393.1 CM004393.1
CM004394.1 CM004394.1
CM004395.1 CM004395.1
CM004396.1 CM004396.1
CM004397.1 CM004397.1
CM004398.1 CM004398.1
CM004399.1 0 CM004399.1 0
CM004400.1 CM004400.1
CM004401.1 CM004401.1
CM004402.1 CM004402.1
CM004403.1 CM004403.1
CM004404.1 CM004404.1
10 20 30 0 10 20 30
Petafh K BE/M Peta b KB/ M

K2 SLAFFRZEAE & Getath BI04
Fig.2 SLAF tags distribution on each chromosome
P rpdg— Ao sk i AR — 2R e R, T AR ) X I BRI e
R Th o3 A ) X, P13

PEFRID; FNHSREEQOIDFHKUS0 5 A Eg 124”7
AL T 240 AR KR EF 15 B B AR, I H
EST-SSREG AN LF LA AT 2 A8 o br, HE3k13
269N Z M bRIL . B 75 B%(2005)F FHHAFLP 2

K3 SNPARZEAE X e tfk LA

Fig.3 SNP tags distribution on each chromosome

FRRCH ARSI 2 I ARE R T IE N4 DNAZ &
PEGHT, TR R RO BN 1175 B
HRQ2011)5%F A 7E 124 (44T 2 W ae i 8] AT 7
cDNA-AFLP/3#7, M3 50006 244 Ha [t 58 K A B
v, 53] T 17T R0 2 J R IA SR RS A
Bt EFBH(2013) K A 24 K A cDNA- AFLPE AR Xt
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KREKUSOM HEFE 124 A [H) FE FE T 5 a6 (1 B
BEAT AT, ALY 483, b ER R
2171067 ; Whankaew%5(2012)3% 43 2 AFLP
FERXT 48 R AT 4 T AR id I R T, K192
AR B EAL A, A2 VAT SR S A 5 K]
TE3~15/N 2 [H], S0 BE R A324 o X EIURN #5 B
ZE(2011) 30N ERAR Ve K0 22 SR R o kL, F
FH18ZRAPD 5| ¥4 14 1314 s, Horp 2451
SR 12675 BLR REE(2015) X AC & 40 1 T Al 220
995 i B FIRAPD 73 7, SL4 38 2 100N RAPDiE Y,
HrpZ BN H87%. NG 4 %5(2012a) X 3943 A
SRR IR ISSRARIC 2 A TR, 3R
TONY A . AT WSLAF-seqdi AR 7] AR 4F Hb 37
T ARZ D FARCrITER, BT FRISSR,
AFLP., RAPDFIISSRE 4 FHricdiA .
3.2 ETSLAF-seqiZ RHYRZESNPL = F % N2 A
SNPARICAE N EE = A0bRd, BA S fe e 1
B AT BEZ . B A SRS, H
i TR A R B A AT SNP I It s 14 v 0 9
FH, BRI T FLAEAH ATk ¥ 2 R F . SLAF-seq
FEAR G5 G T AL SRR S PR 1 RN vl = R B,
WX FIDNARG ) Bt AT I, 1 3 4 Jik
CRIZH P, KRB T 007 1) TAE =R 2, AR
EETPUE. KESNPHRILIIF K. HSLAF-seq
FEAR 2 Dk T2 s FTE 2 P E I SNPAL £ 42
P, HRES T BRI CH#ESQ2016)H
SLAF-seqf AR XF3004 H 2574 78 Y5 AT H 2 SNP
LR FF R, $Lit3R45795 7944 1 )it = SNPA. A +
H545(2016)F FHSLAF-seq i R I & H W5 B 3¢ 76
FIRPIMESNPAL S0 9T, JLHF K HH132 519/MSLAF
FRZE, 3515264 2561SNP A7 i, 285 i fr 2445 )
29 385ME S MESNPH T J5 B2 R I A T iE 725 A
ZE(2017) AAS[A) & Ab 20 o0 K B oM RE, A
SLAF-seqB R K345 7120 294 /ASNP, H
HH T — B A AARSNP 51 8594,
RLHAQOI)NEAEARE . W14, “SC205°F1
‘SC8” [ ¥ s L H 48 v 43 4248 FISNP 79 354,
187 629, 83 462F192 909/; B 2 #£(2016)%f A2
5 B 2 W A i R beta-GraspIs ) )7 1 i 47 SNP
3T, KIFPHIAELESSS 2 A AL ORI 14N 46 A G5k
Kebric(InDel) % 57 o AW K ILTHE2 504 553

HRERSNPIRIL, 2124 N IETF R BB = 1701
PRI, WAREIE A N1k MR 3R A5 i 2 I SNP AR
ide IXEERRIC ARSI LAY 5 SEWT FUARE fh i a]
A 8RS A VESNPARIC T A SR St HE A, -t ] LA
RIFRIT R IISNPARIL, BEARA R R RR IR, 56
R L5 JE B VR R B B 70 AR, BET AT
CASCELAIC R 3 LR AR A 400 5 67, T 90 A 28 7 Jo 2 U
DRI B b AT R S AR S AT I 7T o
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Development of SNP markers in cassava (Manihot esculenta Crantz)
based on SLAF-seq technology

YU Ben-Chi, WEI Li-Jun’, LEI Kai-Wen, SONG En-Liang, MA Chong-Xi
Guangxi Subtropical Crops Research Institute, Nanning 530001, China

Abstract: The development of a large number of specific molecular markers can promote the exploitation and
utilization of the excellent genes in cassava (Manihot esculenta Crantz) germplasm resources. Specific-locus
amplified fragment sequencing (SLAF-seq) technology was employed to sequence the genomes of 39 cassava
varieties/lines in this study. Results show that paired-end alignment efficiency and cleavage efficiency were
90.83% and 91.18%, respectively. 304.30 Mb reads were obtained by sequencing, the reads of the samples var-
ied from 2 123 094 to 15 102 046, and that of the control was the smallest, only 395 790. The sequencing quali-
ty value (Q;,) changed from 95.62% to 96.60%, all above 95%. The GC content of the samples changed from
41.27% to 44.96%, the average value was 42.89%, and that of the control was 42.93%. Finally, 725 220 SLAF
labels were developed, among them 446 789 were polymorphic. The average sequencing depth of the samples
was 20.98 x, and 2 504 553 SNP markers were found. Obviously, SLAF-seq technology is suitable for develop-
ing more efficient SNP sites in cassava than ever.
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