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FEE FEAET I AT 2R AL F, RHEENIFAEY . BEHERGFFEERY: &80 L8 ded 187
LA 6 EEaE s I E 2N E 5%, BERERAG R, B FBIRIT & A5 T L O 58
YFEIG o R A0 M AR A3 T K - mer 43T 09 56 H 41 Survey F AR Al I 45 Bk 32 4% 5 Fh  Bailer” (7 & 44 : Endless
SummerTM , 3L AR FERE) HIEE AR/, XA o SRR, LIS (Pisum sativum L. ) 5% B9 3
YA Al Bailer” 3L 41 /NN 2. 17 pg( £ 2. 12 Gb) ;Tlumina HiSeq PE 574 212. 41 Gb BI45 38048 , K — mer
I AR R B IES M B ZH /N A 1.96 Gh s Ml K — mer 5347, 20 K 20 BA B Wi 2% 5 06, Je 6 BE R 52 32 43
W 1.97% [72.80% . HA, G4H%E %K Contigs S5 7 418 139 (N50 249 bp) , 54Ky 1.49 Gb,Scaffolds
¥R 7071 975(N50 7289 bp) , KA 1.52 Gb,GC &k 38.75% o 45 B IR N5 ER ™ Bailer” JE R 41 K/NE

1.96 ~2.12 Gb, JRZ% 5 FERGR W S A B AL . 250 n] D 55 BR R IR 2L P ARSI e 4R 8L 1 BB AR
KRR Z B HE PR TR 5 K - mer 2347 ; Survey $2A

th B 43 %5 :$685.990. 1 XHEkFRER: A

453k ( Hydrangea macrophylla) )FF ) \ML4E, & T
JRH RSBk , AL 7 o e T B 3
SO R R T A SRR L
T A iR (AL A, st e A el 2
BURERT 3000 pg/g Al iR EHTATREHERAR
PR 1R A 4G 8 T 7, TR YT Rk B 1 pH &
AP i BB O L 2 AT 0 5RO 0 55 R T
67 KBTI R I, v G R -3 - 0 - 3
RS AL IS R e B T AR
T F R AP 80 I, R U
FEHAEAFIT A WL TP BT IR, 1T L2 AF 5 00 A
Wy AT HILTR] B0 4 (b R, 7EAE T B AP U A
A BRI EL

Wk H 499 :2020 - 10 - 10

BBWH EHR A RP 5L G (45 31901359 ) 5 T ARl B Be
BREVEIGBEL P QIR R [ 45 - ZX (17)2004 15 VL4 R I iR 42
i H (455 :KN1809) .,

PEH RIS BRI (1986—) , 2, W R % BN, 1 1, BV RO ST 61, %
MNEMFE Y@ EEFERME T EY ¥ E - mail;
chenshuang7876 @ sina. com,

TAEAEE R, L, DP9 0L, RIS P B 500 74
#5958 . E - mail :nksdym@ 163. com,,
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RHALIOR X 55 R 58 2 46 TR 7E AR B M E Fh
IR0 ALK, AP T Bk TR W2 vk
FIERFSE, W4y FARic I & Bt as e i 4 1
HLHIS T AR AR ek R T e 5 h e mF g
S DR 2H R AR AT Y R AE ) R DR B R T R Ry
PLHIBIFTE B RTHE , SR, 5 T 55 BROAS [7) i o ik A 2
KN FAFAEWFIE R 48 w20, Toid o 1 LR W) ot
FLPAL R BB EE A . FLAE 1957 4, S BRiA 40 i
Y (R BOH B M E O 20 = 2x = 361 R
Funamoto 45 f BF 5 15 2ESE ) ; LR , Cerbah 25
0 R I, ZH0G5 BRFh AT T ) G AR R 36, —
ik (2n =2x =36) ", GEERA [ SR EAT AR K
/INE) R R 4, KR A6 % BR [ H macrophylla  ssp.
macrophylla ( Thunb. ) Ser. ] 1 #l & &5 Bk ( H.
macrophylla ssp. serrata Ser. ) {{] 1C {H 4351k 2. 15,
1.92 pg, AN # GC & 4 43 Jjll & 3k 41. 0% |
40.6% " 53— BRI R B, KAES: Bk A il
(19 1C {H7E 1.98 ~2.49 pg Z ], {45 B8 W,
FAE 45 Bk Taube 1C {H K (3.75 +0.05) pg, 1M
Veitchii J7(2.35 0. 05) pg'” "', 30445 1y 2
FET iR A A I A 25 2R

TAAEARFIET K — mer P AYILIL] Survey
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P A L R 2 /N T 16, B T
BRIZH R/ NS PR KT SRR 1T 1, o0 o oy, HE
i Ja A AT 3 I R PR R R R AR
AN RBFR R A M ARFIEE T K — mer 43
B i) 5 R 4 Survey I 7 XF K 78 45 BR 3 4% & F
“ Bailer” K& PRI 4 K /INSEAT ik 30 R B B830E , 0650
Ji AA P E R RGN, B NS
BRAFEHZELI B T BRI, S BRI T
PRI 81 o BL L) B 5 W R PR 2 AT 5 8 i

1 #R5EFZ®

1.1 X3HH

P B R AE S5 2K Bailer” (7 i 44 : Endless
Summer"" | I B TG ) R UL AR AR
P2 Be s B TR IR I N, 32 5 Rl B AR 2 RS R
TPAEFNAE O Ty 2038 S5 M0 A, 2 45 BRI R A
Wi 5. ( Pisum sativum L. ,2C =9.09 pg) {E R % i8>
il F VL5 A48 Al B 27 Be L5 48 A0 A 5t 9% 5 f
PEF A G 5T 2019 421 AE 3 A1E
TLIRAE AN B BEBE N AT
1.2 RX¥&7r &
12,1 Jsanpsrtr R Bailer” FIHE 540 i
B R, AR FREC 3 iy, R 2 1 g, BT AT A0
Z4fk LBO1[ 15 mmol/L Tris,2 mmol/L Na, Z, —fi%
MY Z.f2 (EDTA) ,0.5 mmol/L PYELFEEAE %, 80 mmol/L
KCI,20 mmol/L. NaCl,0. 1% Triton X - 100, pH {E -}
7.0 ~8.0 ] By LA, Il B A 1) JT R4 1)
o SR R MBS BGE IR 2 1.5 mL B0
1000 r/min .03 5 min 557 B3 CRAETTRE , A
100 WL i ERCSIT o K5 TRIAE & Bailer” 5 0] B i)
B AR ESE LU BRI A DOk PLORLETN
0E), T4 CORRIRCE 15 min 5T EAUEI

2R BD 24w i 204 i {)ORT * Bailer” J
AR/ T A, 28 S5 R B HIAE 5% LUIN . 45
AR EEAT 3 WS . I AT B
B4 FACSTM Software 1.0.0. 650 3475347, B4t
THoHT A SPSS 17.0 S8, Z5ERIEH 4 (#% DNA
) MEINEWE AR IURE A% DNA 5 & = X HR
FEARL DNA it x [ (Frl AR i GO/GL g %5t 5
JE )/ W BREE S GO/G IG5 am i) 11,
1.2.2 FEdh DNA ffil g S EE A P R 4R
“Bailer” 4y i it R, 7 B WK A KR 5 R AE T
=80 Co flFHRAHYIFEIN 2] DNA 2 Bialsn) & itk

1 DNA 4§ Hit, Nanodrop 2000 735 )6 B3t (& [H,
eppendorf) F1 1% SUIEAHEEER L UK A I DNA ¥ B2 e
ik o KGR Y DNA R i i Covaris 75
P BEHLST Wi A B2 O 350 bp B9 7 BE, 48K i 48
M A R 4k glifk PCR 93 S5 280 R o8
TSRS SCPE 45 , A B 1) SO 3 Tllumina Hiseq
PE HEA7 W0 FP o AR 45 1Y 546 B 8 2 3 vk 5 ) ]
Vsearch %1 ( https ;//github. com/torognes/vsearch )
BERT PPN, A0 455 B0 7 i IR A R 5L Q20
Q30 & \GC FHEAE, [Almf, FI ] Blast T HA5ER 53
AR FF B (clean data) 55 NCBI % 1 R B4k
(NT) A7 X, BEICLE % 45 R s AT 3 4, 40 A
A I BRAFTEINIRG Y

1.2.3 K - mer spArfli SRR 40 R/ A i 1
HR OSRARETF K - mer BT TR A LR 4
NI G 34 B —BCi%E 2 17 47 vh ik ARt 3 B
K K AR, B K =17 #4750 07 Rk
K — mer AR BESAARMIARA 73417 , I H N BEE 2 4K
IR P K — mer HR AT LAk [y %A BE 21, 0]
ATLATHE K — mer B A1 Fll K — mer T2 A5 il
2o MAEHIZARTS K — mer T AGTHE, I T4
BRI N dlE K - mer {42 120 A 5 00, £ 11
SENAURFIE , T A% 5 W 5 2045 W {09 LU0, DA
AR5 3 A 25 1% 1.8 %5 19 K — mer 4>
BOIT i 1 LR A T RS L >

1.2.4 FERHHE HF SOAPdenovo ( https://
github. com/aquaskyline/SOAPdenovo2 ) X} Jll & £ 95
AT PR 2, e HE K — mer =41 425 Contigs I
Scaffolds . W EHUK BE/NT 100 bp AR5 2 5 411
B, IR U8 5 B A s 21 % 0y Contigs , i Jim )
JH reads Z [H] ) 3% H2 ¢ 2 A A R BOR/ME B F
Contigs 2125 %, Scaffolds'*

2 HRESW

2.1 ATFTARX@REREAR AR Do

AR G ZROE I LE 5% DL B, R DU AE 56
HERE i 1 B -3 I 4 o, O L ] LA Jm] e A 0 381V 5
FE b SR (IR 1), I, £ 259 LBOT XS JEA:
i B 0 A 5545 BR AL R A1 b A58 B, PRIE T A
B A Ry X AL B 25 BR L PR 2 KNI HEA . A
HHITZ(2C =9.09 pg) 1FEAxf B i MRBEIR A4
PL 25 E LA SREIAE i 55 %68 HEASE s W B ) A5 00OC
FROTASEIRERA 1CHEH R 2.17 pg(E 2.3 1),
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P3 fAERBI GG HIR S YISO EoRE X IK; P4 A1 P5 73 AAFR B L MSFER
E2 BmEMFKEAHFREXAMNIFTER

F1 RAMAARNMNESKEERAR/NMIXER
pon FRWIRERD AIGEERD G T
e O s
1 9 985 20 869 0.48 2.17
2 9 967 20 804 0.48 2.18 2.17
3 8 568 18 046 0.47 2.16

2.2 A WA Survey 5 R i 4F

F| ] Mlumina Hiseq PE Jll 53 & XA 809 3 4>
Jfi A B 350 bp [y DNA S ( DES01984
DES02239 F1 DES02238 ) 47 XA sl J77 , Z83:3 8 A
EIEJG , 4K45 212. 41 Gb Wiy 44 . 0 ) o f2t 1F
fli .78, 3% 3 S SCE Q20 fH 43 Bl S 96. 04%
96. 64% 96.99% , Q30 {H 4~ 90. 8% .92. 12% .
92.83% (£ 2) , M P HE R AL /NT 0. 03% , KW
o B T o AN, B A SR Y 43 A 800 A
Ji LEX 2] NCBT % 1 1R 808 12 (NT) #E 47 Ho X, 7
DES01984 . DES02239 #iI DES02238 3 J& H, HE 4% 7ij
3 B FRP4r B o M 2 45 B/ BE R ( Davidia involucrata

Baill. )/ K A6 55 Bk . K AL S5 BR/KL 1 45 2R/ 10 2% B
( Cornus officinalis Sieb. et Zucc. ) . KIES5 BR/HH &
GEER/ A% (Vitis vinifera L.) o MRYEX LRI
P40 ekt 285 58 hy [l 5 LG X, AR AR AR AR AR5 e R4
(#%£3).
2.3 K -mer 5 #f

FRTHA R (212. 41 Gb) F T Bailer” K ~
mer Z3AT, FAl DU L RLAH RN A6 B )y 9 AR
Fo IWE3 ATLUE ), B AR KR K - mer H 3L
UH, P AR 7R B33 K — mer 734 1 28
WA DLACLT , S AU 3, £ SO i 85 Fff a4 1 4
AR, AR survey 4347, HEM depth =85 Fif iy F=
WEAE, B K — mer (Y BHEEVR K — mer S50 168,
564 374 328 (&3 .55 4) . 4ia AX(FEHEH K/ =
K — mer — number/depth ) fi 15 H} “ Bailer” & [X 26 A
1983.11 Mb & 1F J5 B 3 R 2H K /v A 1 964. 82 Mb
(£91.96 Gb, £ 4) . MK 3 B m LU, 76 FE IR
172 (LB AL R A A A0, T B K - mer 2341 148



— 42 — LR RRE 2021 445 49 #4512 1)
£2 NEHEGTREEITME
. JE M B B S Cic FarEd Q20 Q30
(bp) (%) (bp) (%) (%) (%)
DES01984 65 860 599 000 99.82 65 742 763 800 0.03 96.0 90.8
DES02239 68 816 821 200 99.79 68 672 205 600 0.03 96.6 92.1
DES02238 77 736 417 600 99.78 77 567 097 300 0.03 97.0 92.8
%3 NCBIZEBEIEE (NT) X E RS A IE A, X 1] BEJ&  Bailer” JE [F 41 42 & B A1
- ” fql fq2 SEA5 A E/Er?ﬂﬁ%ﬂ]ﬁ%}fﬁﬁlo PFETE/A\EQ‘H‘%:,BQJIGT

H HBI(%) $H whie) (%)

DES01984 Hlii%5Ek 14 0.28 10 0.20 0.24
HEA 9 0.18 9 0.18 0.18
KGR 9 0.18 9 0.18 0.18
DES02239 kfEZEEk 15 0.30 10 0.20 0.25
ZES 12 0.24 6 0.12 0.18
Mgk 11 0.22 7 0.14 0.18
DES02238 kiEZEk 15 0.30 7 0.14 0.22
MEHER 10 0.20 11 0.22 0.21
e 8 0.16 12 0.24 0.20
8x10%
6x10%
R 4x10%
2x108
0_
0 50 100 150 200
R

LRI A B FE 2 20 3l mik 1.97% \72.8%
2.4 AEmumE

FIFH Soap denovo HA4: X} fir 35 45 1) A 24 B 4w
(clean data) PE47 denovo PFIELH2E  E$E K — mer =
41 13 B F A PRERCR . A4 R R, Contigs i
Bk 7 418 139, N50 K JiE ol 249 bp, MK K
1.49 Gb;gt—4H 2 )5 | Scaffolds S %5k 7 071 975,
N50 F1 N9O K431 289 bp #1113 bp, S KN
1.52 Gb(F5),

15%107
= 10x107

5%1064

0_

0 50 100 150 200

R

A. K-mer (43 4i= 17 ¥ 5 K-mer SRR B. K-mer [(1434i= 17 H1HHIFE 5 K-mer YRR 1K R
55 2 N B B U
E3 45k Bailer EEE K-mer(K=17)#& 5%

* 4 43k“Bailer” EEZH K —mer (K =17) 551t

%5 Contig #0 Scaffolds 203t 45 RE RS T

HH Bl eIty Contig Scaffold
K — mer 3% 168 564 374 328 N50 K Ji# (bp) 249 289
K - mer R ¥ 85 N50 K:J& (bp) 111 113
FEHA KN (MD) 1983.11 B BE(Gh) 1.49 1.52
BIE G R KN (Mb) 1 964. 82 PR AH0(5%) 74 181 339 7 071 975
HERE(%) 1.97 RS (bp) 16 545 17 657
(%) 72.8

2.5 GCAHExH

Ml GC & B 5 FIRBEASCHE T, Bailer f
GC 1 H 38.75% (€ 4) , GC — depth 437 8753 ,
R G S i 1 R 45 GC TRIE Aoy b 2 )2 X
ATRES R A28 3 R A G BUAh, IR IX
BRI 51 45 NTRCHE i L X, R Fe X B 240751

LT LHEBR I DX 3852 20 i 5 eyl e
3 WtE%it

FEL R PR 20 /M I AS S0 T W) R A B Sk [A
0y B B R S H oAl O A SR B A B R

LA AR = 0 0F 58 4 436 AS b ol it 14 2 it B
220 AR 5 R I A0 AR RS TFK - mer
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x FRCREALAR) N y B(NALRR) 20 R GC &&= S5 7
REE, ARG, B GC F &N, H
FR R PR AR R I st I v A 1 2 LR R 4
El4 Contig GCEEMBERE

IIMT R EELRIZH Survey 7 Al I 45 Bk 3K i Bailer
FIBRE AT AN, SRy itk — A0 A Ak DXL 2 0 e A S ik
I REdF R T SR 15 S

1983 4ELOK, i U4 AR & MO 20 e 4 5k
P R/INRYARUETT ¥ | I T 25 Tl ke ) i DR 4 DR/
(C ) BT 122720 AHIE 5 B Bailer f)
1C{E N 2. 17 pg, X 5 CAMIE RS R 1C H
(2.15 pg) #Z . {H 5 Jones %5 Fr it iy 45 S A
), W FE TP ORAESS B A A A 1C B AE 2.23 ~
2.49 pg Z [A], H & Bailmer ( B} Bailer) 1C {H i
2.37 pg'™ . Vs MA TSR e
B B Iy I BR BEH5 | A PR 5 25 1
A7 ] BERY i [7] — ) ol 356 DR AR/ G 0 2 5 4R
455 AR , 8 S5 Bk PR A R/ 22 53 19 D R )
RESE AR S T AN T YR A )3 Ay o AS WF 52 A
I PUAE 9RO I Bailer kPR 20 K /)y, PT Al j8
o ] B A 2 A A B SURE A R T, JC BB D
4 Cerbah SERFFTHHXFZEER 1C (ELAH IR T 2 1R
e BE (5 PLEARL, X 4 3+ AT AR ) e e 1)
AT R 5 Je R Hoechst T GC BBEETF S PE YL
mithramycin {4 4 MEAZ TG R, (H IR W50 ik
AW BT S A1 T Jones 55T R A BA
AT BRFEE R M Yekl 47,6" — diamidino -2 —
phenylindole ( DPAI) """,

AWFFEE R A 13T Mumina Hiseq I )7F- &
(1 K — mer Z3#rH AR SE— A5 B AIE Al 55 2R 6 LA 20
TN ARG 3 AN]SR I P 5t , 5 K - mer

0 AT, B I J5 1Y Bailer 19 A R ZH K /N2y K
1964.82 Mb(1.96 Gb) ., HIE4Hut% DNA & & 5
FHAR/MKZR (1 pg =978 Mb) | i 220 A A
g5 Bk 4l R/ O 20 17 pg, R H R
2122.26 Mb,HJ 2.12 Gb, %, DL |2 Bl
155 3R AL PR 2H RN — 2, i U4 R e K~ mer
S HTAE I A SRR 24 157. 44 Mb, i A0 A Al ) 5k
PRI BCR AT e S B T Ak I 25 e 2 2% © L R 21
/N X BERE iy, 1117 2T K = mer 4347 109 56 L 4145
BIE TR, ATRE S 4w e ry >

P ARaE , 2= Bl 151 4 2% ( Phalaenopsis equestris ) &
e Ak 1.2% ) B J5 B ( Dianthus
caryophyllus L. ) S RILH 22 G 7 0.2% ) e iz 1
sl ( Dendrobium officinale ) & H A E E RN
0.48% i A BF g% K N 4L 2% & B VR A BN
“Bailer” J& K20 245 B N =534 1. 97% ; Bailer £~ 4
73 852 Ak I Sy 72. 8% , 5 ¥ A7 fi§’t ( Dendrobium
catenatum Lindl. ) 43T (78. 1% )2 SR 0, i it =
BR Bz A1 fisk A0 22 A (Ipomoea nil ) He I 4 AL & A
62.00% .63.30% 1 59. 74% [T )75, e )y i 4
AP IIA 33% Ry B AL AR, X SLZE )] i 5
PIALR/MIE, A8 AT R ALK/ 11 G
B 22 HE PRI AL R/ A 1.2 GbU™ ke B R 41 K
/Ny 1.3 GhU i HE ARSI LK/ A Bailer 1)
2/3,70 622 Mb, (R, AT DAHEDN 2 P 4 RN 5 5 A
AR BEFNTE ST ARG, Ak, 5 H AW B A4 an
K ( Hibiscus  syriacus, 34. 04% )P | i) it 2%
( Phalaenopsis cultivar * KHM190” ,30.7% )" &)
#(36% ) KL, Bailer LR 430 A B GC
§(38.75% ) H. GC IREE /At 3 2 2, Al B2 H
SRR S e A g . ML I Eds 4 e 45 3
FFE R 4 1, Contigs | Scaffolds o K B35l 1. 49,
1.52 Gb,H ¥ N50 K FF4r 518 249 289 bp, JE[H 4H
i3 P v T e S NSO (AR . AR, SRR
PRIZH 2 2 B BE e ) S A B TR 4

AT E U TR A A A F K — mer 2347
Ty E T G5 BRAE R A /IS, X0 AH L 09 2 8 47
TIPS, FELSSRNT - (1) KAEZE 5K Bailer 5
PRI R/ IMIIN A 1.96 ~2.12 Gh; (2) G BRI K 2H A
ARG (1.97% ) MEILH(72.8% ) )& T
SEHBEN MG ; (3) H T IREE N A4 5 R
FHAE R GC & (38.75% ) o AWFFEES R A]
R k4 BRI 7 S AR DG 9 B HEERIR AR 5 o
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