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ETHEAERANRTRIHERIZHE
JE 3k, A A, BR A, EML KARE
LB A SR AU BT, Lo i B SR 65 %, 17201403

HE: Btk ER L F A FIREL oy ek, R ZLHIRF ERYARE,. RESLALAKRER
R E A BLt T R R R G A R AR, M B AT A KA G A KA B s A Ristie 2 AR X,
ENFRELERKL G, LA RBEARPERZEFLLBRIZFALTRAMLMAGIR, BdfEFata
A 45 KB AE AT MR, 13262 1055unigene 57 . 2B R &, AUR 55.89% 7 5] e 4% 12 B 3| 2 4045
S, 2B 5| GO% £ FKEGGIZ B tunigene 3] 436 6614214 1854, @it A M1z B F o Hr, IR B LI S A A
5 ARMOEZARAFELRT, 057 BB RBAR. RBERRERIAR . BB X R IFBRAML
B AR . o BR-3-BREA L A B N R . R BRS ax B AN IR A B AR BT BE K B 5, vA B4t K B T GATA#=DOF. #f

REERTT A BLICE KL T AR B GRS FI R R LRESFE

KRR HLoAL; 45 R AR AR AW & F AT

414t (Crocus sativus), XA THAA6 JLLAE,
N R FH(Iridaceae) 3 L1468 (Crocus) % - A Bk 25
AEIF, 55347 i AR I 74 e 38 4 [X (Gresta
2008), HOAH THMRIE L. FAALNT
BEAE Sk, FRONGALAE, BER L &R, TR N T
R B hh. BB DT R 2
B K2 BB, B MAESE. WS,
AR5 Th R, F 1200144 [ 5K Hh R 2545 3= 41
NEE RUR RE B 258 S A (ke A52013) . BEE
FIRN, TAF EHBAALE . MAACEE . 5K
LLAETR 5 2 Fh B B AU =4, A P
i PUAARIPUEZER, BRAT S huE ST
BAREE, A AT RECN A KRB AU 2 2 — (&
YeRi2013), BAT @M g 5.

T LAETTI A6 A Bef3 201 kgE ks H
R FEAEHAKE . R BRI 2% 7 5 SRk i B 5 ) i,
SEGRLLACEY) R BN FE %5 N H AR
T E G| P AR LA, (HE A ARIUKEERRZ 3T
HAR TSI, B R B8R, BRI, Mm%
T B N AL AL TR A R, KLU 2 T
R, TEFEMNE I REIE LA, BIR, H1987
FRL, MO R RKEFRAMHAREFTFIRE
(EMIEE2019), {H R 55757 F B KA AR i & if
ARERIH T k. NIREBELAALHE R, HA
HMERFIRZE RN S B 2R 80 H (Bt 452017) . AR
77 :(Gresta?$2016) 55 A Fh i 25 5 AR 5 (Karra

£2017). it LSS FI 77 3 (Behnias 1999)%% 77 [H
AT T REERR., AW, W7 REAER KW
285, WIS R 5, X33 3 3 20 78 e A 4R 3%
B E AR K 2 7 (Karra%5:2017; Nasseer2$2018),
FEFEHRZ — 2 BACEKKE R 5T ED
S ST R A A S

P77 D F BN R A KK G H T
FERZ IR T, T8 S BR ARG MEFTH
FHEERRSE . FH, At o cam
LKL, R . HSLAIES H R A
45 (Baba%52015; Jain%52016), H 474 bk =AU
AR OCIE A, i B AR KR B TR Ao A

1 HR57E

11 FLLERERARIREDIE

TENCBIF 41 Fr BEAF R4 $04 %E (Sequence Read
Archive, SRA)H i L& 4L (Crocus sativus L.)
THAEWOFAERT . JHIER . I8 )E) s A ¥
(SRP056059) (Baba%2015), 7E 5y i & 3 K R A £
P& & (Gene Expression Omnibus, GEO)H % B 7 41
TEBRZE . Ay Wy HESROMIRE RS 4 25 s 4L B as
(SRP052616) (JainZ2016), HHxfE B HLEL. 74

Ifs  2019-08-08  f&ZE  2019-12-18
#ER RETEEARLEEAR R R PR R 20195585 Al
W TTRHE R R AT H (P AR B 72016552-45).
* O IER (saasflower@163.com) .




266 T A P )

R LR SR AL Fr s
Table 1 RNA-Seq data of C. sativus

BRYT SRA%i 5 W R W7 SC PR W PP Hd #/Gb W&

SRP056059 SRR1909702 1 XA i (pair-end) 33 Illumina Genome Analyzer IIx
SRR1909704 sk 2.6

GSE65103 SRR1767298 R XA i (pair-end) 23 Illumina HiSeq 2000
SRR1767300 =y 32
SRR1767299 i 2.5
SRR1767302 sk 3.0
SRR1767301 LS 2.6

T 210 7 53 AH 0 20 e i S AT B0 L g, RO BR
FEHR NIRRT 10%, LAIARH &1 546
BT H (5 A Q<20 PRI Bl A A 7 A J5 4 52 2K
1140% L ), L3R4S & i s afl i 325 (clean reads)
1.2 $ERABURBAR R
1.2.1 ¥REHIRAER

A5 FH 8 SR 0 5 8 (reads) 2 25 302 Trinity X clean
readsiFF AT M Sk 2H 3 (Grabherr252011), B4k BA
— K JFoverlap freadsiZ i 5 K (1) 1 B, X L85
Idreads overlapo¢ R 15 2 KA SN % v BLE N
20 2% 4 K [fJunigene
1.2.2 FHERIhEE 7 X FE ) F B 7

I blastxfunigene /7 41| H ok 31 d £ 4s E
Nr (E-valuefti<1x10”), #4534 Munigene B A f 5
7 HAACUE ) B 1, 32T 15 21 Z unigened 5 85
DIREFERE B IRIENTERAE S, 18 FHBlast2GOK
f#(Conesa®$2005) 15 FunigeneJGO (gene ontology)
RS R BiJE, FIWEGO (Ye&52006) B fHxf fr
unigenefif GOLj e 73 K41t . unigenes) 7l 5GO.
KOG (Karyotic Ortholog Groups). KEGG (Kyoto
Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes)#1Swiss-Prot
o PE LT, 4 A W B R K Th e 43 KN 2 5 1
L.
1.3 TS EBEFEERET

TR 2 A5 25 [ HE (coding DNA sequence, CDS)
Z WL E S5 (2016) 1) 7714, Bl Funigene/¥ 41 5
4 KB PEblastx L (E<107), 3548 L) 45 5t v
1) 5% e 1) 2R A B 58 1% unigene [ 4 5 X 7 471, JF3
i g A X7 41 () B PR B B IR P A1) 6 TR g

Eb Xt F fjunigene, M@ ESTScan®i £ (Iseli%s
1999) T 2 5 [X., 15 21| H g i X A% H TR AN AR
751 . THIN#% 5% K F-(transcription factors, TF)Z %
KB AE(2018) [ 73, RIKE TG 1Y CDS St 4 %%
KT #¥E J#E Plant TFDB#E4Thmmscan bt X), 165
SR SO L A

2 LR

2.1 BAAERBERDN

AW 5T BT ik 74N i e 00y B3 2.0 Gb LA
b, WFRE SRS VA AAEEREE . . IR
WEERD), BETHH AT Y, o8 LR &
FrB, BSFEMBERGH IR 2R . TS AR
Tl I o B e O [ LU BN 35 72 90% A |, GCFr &=
YITES0% 2 A7, Tt B 40 256 ORI, W kAT I 4
IrHT .

I Trinity B AFE T A 3RS ¥ clean readsif 47
de novo?1 %%, J:3R1362 1054 3F 7T A unigene ¥4,
N50KIA1 144 nt, Hr/MEE201 bp, 5K 11 913
bp, “FIFHIHKT27 bp. ZE 451t &I unigene
1£200~3 000 bp[X ] N 4G 54, 1£200~999 bpK:
FEVE RN B =R %, By T RT3 000 bpiyl 1185
unigene LAk, 7 F11E H Bl 41 B2 B3 nm b o
2.2 unigenefIhEEEFE

N Funigene I RE(E B, K562 1055%unigene
5N 25 DU R E s 2 AT Eex o3 #r, 34 7114%
unigeneZ& [K(55.89%) # v ERE, DU SR 4 H (575
Ll an2e3frn . Hor, FENREE B RIS 1ERE T
unigene % & i % (34 5074k, 55.56%). Swiss-Prot#ll
KOGERE I L7143 51 837.92%F132.46%; KEGG
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Table 2 Quality analysis of transcriptome sequencing data of C. sativus
SRA%'S  IFHEER raw reads®  clean reads#{ clean readsttf5i]/% clean bases#{ GC/% B0, EHE O /%
SRR1909702 s 75 432 904 62 629 064 83.03 4429 189 036 48.39 4179 529 008 94.36
SRR1909704 sk 59 043 670 52 157 996 88.34 3690 728 400 48.83 3486 857 931 94.48
SRR1767298 ERZE 35932216 35661368 99.25 3568 957 596 46.18 3316 655813 92.93
SRR1767300 Loy 48 312982 47934316 99.22 4792 902 099 47.36 4405631169 91.92
SRR1767299 l]-[— 37 650 344 37341556 99.18 3736576711 47.30 3440 571 623 92.08
SRR1767302 sk 45 865 500 45502 630 99.21 4562 890 066 45.45 4255565 375 93.26
SRR1767301 RS 38 535588 38228368 99.20 3822092 063 47.56 3507 961 204 91.78
3 FH4LAtunigene ITERESL T 2 0104%, HAMNERIE S B ZE R 2, 0381 522
Table 3 The statistics analysis of the unigene 1 059%. £ TIhRe i, B LIS, Hag A
annotation of . sativus A AT T AN 455 D Re B B A R A, 4 il 4
B e unigene# H TR /% 0047413 068%, HoAh S B I H b . SR
Nr 34507 55.56 5, WAMMEN R RIEFE R, 517
Swis-Pro 23 553 3792 A AR PR B 8 LA — 7T
KOG 20 159 32.46 ’/T—f‘ri
KEGG 14 185 22.84 °
B 34711 55.89 2.3.2 unigeneHTKOG %33

s AT 14 1855%(22.84%) unigenef3 3 1 VERE,
FERAE B b

Eb X BINT L 2 1134 507 25unigeneyd B [F] 5
BRI PRk, £EARBURE 51 UL G B A s i ph b,
AR (Asparagus officinalis)Flt 5 o5 Bz =18 299%%
(24.05%); HINHEE(Elaeis guineensis) 4 698%%
(13.61%)F1ig & (Phoenix dactylifera) 4 200%%
(12.17%), HAVLECIRPan A FL (Ananas comosus)-
KRG (WFh) (Oryza sativa subsp. japonica). Tk
(Zea mays)EWHITET% LT o BT = F LA
4, 15 &8 4runigene A REAENR F UL FC 21 [7] 5
3.
2.3 TheEem
2.3.1 unigenefYGO% 2

TERG A, BEWE T B 2G04 2K Hjunigene
36 6115%, 7 nliERe R AV iE . 402 7> A
ST IIEE3AN GO A6 MK (- ). fE5—K
KA SRS, 20 MK, FEREARUE
FEFIA LI FE, W5 R AL R 40 A 4 22856 F13 920
oo MMAH A 15, Horh 240 i A2 il B
FHICHE R FE e m, YoM2 73126, HUGE iR esf

7% 40 A unigene 5 KOG [ 3k 47 LL X, Tl
Mlunigene ) Ty REFEXT H AT KRG 1E. it &5 R
R 4L Eunigene iR 4 F D) RE K EOHT By 252K
(E2), H¥ K 7T RZHMAEiGsh. H20 159%
unigeneyd B BIKOGH#E [, 1X eunigene 17 K £
B2 ARG B AR D RE Tt (6 43855, 31.94%),
EERBFEEEM. 18 & T3 8834,
19.26%), 15 58 SHLHI(3 1765%, 15.75%), RNAJN
TAMEH(1 960%%, 9.72%); BL4h, A1 43154(7.10%)
e AR A
2.4 KEGGEBE R

I KEGGII IR KB, T4 A6 A F 424 H
A7 8605k unigeneZ: 5 1 131 56ARHHERE; AR
EL A 1 2 AR A 9G4 4%, 4512 635%%unigene; FLIK
LS BALEEAT3 8034%; ML F. HEifE
BAE T FA VAR R G &7 g B o AR08 %
95y Ja (R4, HEART30A A S E), [RiiRES
HRRRZ, 52 904%4(36.95%); FikiE kA
FEE G R R, 1 504%4(19.13%) unigene
%4,

T LA [F) 240 43 s HKEGGAR 11 i 12 4
Mgk vl WL, 454095 unigene B 2 7E B 21 B A
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Fig.1 GO function classification of unigene in C. sativus

B1: fRighd #%; B2: ZHA I F5; B3: S— LW #%; B4: LR BS: SEA7; B6: SR N BT: 4 A A4 LB R 2 BS: R 7 bR,
B9: Z A LI R, B10: {55 B11: A 4H; B12: AR5 % B13: Z G MU FE; B14: 2K BI5: G 24010 #2; Bl6: ALK, B17: i
AR, B18: HiEE; B19: #23); B20: 44 15; M1: MEALIERTE; M2: 45465 M3 iaiid I M4: 58 73 T It MS: BIRES & 41 1 M6: 55
FRIEAR G BN, MT7: 45 F IR M8: BUAKIG M MO: 43T 86 S35 M M10: B -F3fd; M11: 5o Fis b, 25 A4S & Cl: 4L C2:
YUAALSY; C3: UM C4: i C5: EH 4y C6: AUMIARHr; CT: mi sy T A 1; C8: dfiZEs:; C9: 4UMuAh X I8; C10: B P& fi; Cl1:
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Fig.2 KOG functional annotation classification

of unigene in C. sativus

A: RNAJN L 5&8406; B: e Biaiii 537127, C: gels 4l
Al D: g0 ], QUi ek B @ RIS S
Rl F: i s i 5100 G ik & 4istn S5 R0 H: #ilgiz
S AR T R ps e S A T B, R S AR A G K
B Lo A2, AL 585 M: 4N BE/ R/ IS, N: 41HEiE3);
O: MR B, |A &, 70T Hh; P LA sk 5 A,
Q: WA= A& R, 184 508, R BARDIRETIN; S: 2
REAREN T: (5 5 SHLH; U NS, /- 52z, V: Bt
BUI We BS54 Y R 250 Z: A 2L

(ko01200), R 2 AT 12 unigene U] g 2D, X
H46%; AN, F 378 Funigeneyd: B 3 1 M A b
12 (ko00500), 143 %unigeney B 2644
Wb R [ 2 38 4% (ko00710) . 98 kunigene B 5|
HeE1E & 12 (ko00195), X B8R 1245 5 Al %
EAH . REACH &R F F Funigene IS, 045
R R I T TN B PR R A B (K 01595) -y 1% -3-
T IR i =L (K00134) . A2 R & Kl (K00264)
FH R T B (KO 16 74) I FE R, B T 32+ 41 H I AH
LRI A, A 75 B ARG A B 2 4 R
WA B DR (K00695) R Ml s i & it ifg it
(K00696)%%, &tk — S0 78 2 4L AL i B AR IR 1T 1Y
et
2.5 CDSF

XTCDSHEAT FUAE AT £ AE R R AR B T RESE A
P2 A L E S22 ENR, SwissProt.
KEGGHKOGH#E Fe AL 5 I 7, 8 it blastx H
X 3K 4534 1804%unigeneffJCDS, 55 LA b5 A &
2 55t AN fijunigene F % 4FESTScan Tl J& 3k
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Table 4 KEGG functional classification of unigene in C. sativus (top 30)

'S 3 TR SRR 2% H/% || G i PR gAY BRI KR/ %
1 Rz ko0O1100 2904 36.95 || 16 mRNAWEMI&RE ko03015 281 3.58
2 AR E G R koO1110 1504 19.13 || 17 RNAFfi# ko03018 277 3.52
3 BUERIIAEDE R ko01130 671 8.54 || 18  FHA-J A AH FAF FH k004626 269 3.42
4 RxhEk k003010 579 737 || 19 HEEAEVHRIZSEREY R E ko03008 234 2.98
5 WAMEAFRRE R ko01120 565 7.19 || 20 PERAE k000230 232 2.95
6 BT eP AR T T ko04141 419 533 || 21 EEEFERUZTERRMECH k000520 226 2.88
7 BRARHS ko01200 409 520 || 22 CRBERAEZRAY k000270 196 2.49
8 ik k003040 396 5.04 || 23 wEEEfCE k000240 183 233
9 ERIFIRERE AU k000500 378 4.81 || 24 HEEEAR/GE S k000010 176 2.24

10 ZHEBRB YA K ko01230 374 476 || 25 HBEARCH k000564 171 2.18

11 RNA¥iz ko03013 354 450 || 26 FHhEAE ko04145 163 2.07

12 HWEEAEM ko04144 348 443 || 27 RINKEREVE K k000940 161 2.05

13 HWYHEESHS ko04075 341 434 || 28  PNERER ERACHY k000620 150 1.91

14 FAfbBER k000190 293 373 || 29 TRWERIHIEHEREERUAH HAEAL ko00040 149 1.90

15 ZEMFMEOKE ko04120 290 3.69 || 30 SeEAYH IR 2 ko00710 143 1.82

*£5 25 AR 73 20 {Eunigene
Table 5 Part of C. sativus unigene involved in carbon and nitrogen metabolism
Rifiigss unigene?s fith 2 A Th % unigene H /% Yy
AR (ko01200) it 1 0 T AT T R R A Bl 25 K01595
FHE- BRI 4 22 K01623
VA B R 21 K00873
RS 12 K00026
o i e iy 12 K00615
H Vb - 3Tl 7 ot 11 K00134
2SR IR ARG E 144y 10 K00164
H R R 10 K00600
PR A R ETEA 10 K01738
SRR I AU (R TR R ) (NADP+) 9 K00029
6- T B AR R L 1 9 K00850
VA AR Pt B E24H 73 (— SR F IR LI R i) 8 K00627
(S)-2-F2K-BRAE AL 8 K11517
B (ko00910) B R A i (NADPH/NADH) 8 K00264
T R T iy 6 KO01673
THRRIE JFEFNAD(P)H] 6 K10534
B G E(RRAL HE ) 5 K00284
T R T iy 5 K01674
BH A B NADP) ] 4 K00261
BRAUE R B - IS R SR 4 K00366

35 2111~CDS. HE30 ., @i BLAST35 1
CDSJFHK R K, =1 000 ntiIH7 563%, &
22.13%; 1M FHESTScan3k 13 FICDSH fE, I £
7£200~399 nt ($£3 5124, 1567.40%).

2.6 TF5#

4 F00 (1) 2 = 5 51 [R)AH B TE 20408 P2 (Plant
TFDB)## fThmmscanbt X}, FLAM H 554 TF 5k,
1 0704 TFfJunigene (1&4), H:, bHLH. MYB-
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Fig.3 CDS length distribution of unigene in C. sativus

related. NAC. C2H2. ERF. bZIPLLJZC3HZKTF N
Z IR KR, 43 o ST & 1) 7.29% . 6.54%.
6.26%. 6.26%. 5.05%. 5.05%%14.86%, MVOZ.
STAT. NZZ/SPL. HRT-like. HB-PHDFIGRF i
5 L, $9°50.093%. (ESSANTRR g, S
BACUHAR S TRELSE: GATAR 5K F-(174M) AMDOF
71815 . RUTFI R DU N G S0 7
FAAAEKR G SRR IR ER TR A R % .

3 iTig
I D5 AR (R AL, e AL 5 32 8

T2 YD Re R AT 58, I C AT N2 (Panax
ginseng, JungZ$2018). A (EFucommia ulmoides,
ZEAEEE2012), P =t (Panax pseudoginseng
var. bipinnatifidus, 7 f1%52017)%5 24 44 1) 54 5% 2 4
i, 1 W v 2 A b o B R AR R A . AR AR
AR B E LA . WA N Y
Z—, 20154FBaba’f 15 T JE A LLAEAE A% B e s 4
WPy, e JainSE(2016)BEAT 1V BRZE . S W, AE
SRR EE AL G s L e, 38 993 T IR AR AT i
RICH R REHE bR AT, R, Br &L
e R AT AR 2 BAE ], [N & 4048 & it
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Fig.4 Transcription factor family classification
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of unigene in C. sativus

ARCRBUR TR B8 0 BN, FIHRFLALELK
KA T, DAbts Sk 7 AR S F 4 R/ 0
b, I HE R B A ACFER BT ROR AL 2277 8

ARSCIE ARG BT, X OACA
H L) T e A3 AT B 3 98 fede novodl 2%
DRI RERN 432 . AR I8 B 43 B DA B B LI R f
e T 9240 . 7B S B s e A AL ),
L3362 10545 unigene /¥ 41, 717 511K 727 bp,
1£200~999 bp K i Bl N H = % . TENRER
Hh RISV B T unigene i & 5 £ (34 5074%, 55.56%),
IFi) 9058 35 K] (1 42 o AR 270 DG e, P88 3652 v (0 0 9
k. 5 Swiss-Prot¥#fE A AH LL i, il Hi23 553
AN FVRT A 317 GO Theesr 2K Hr, 36 611
Zeunigene BV ER B EY IR . AU A A1 4> T3
RE3 N GOZE A A6, i AR FE A4
i FE ) N %2 SKOGHE &t xt, R I
20 159%kunigene#iKOGINHEVERE, JL43M252%; 1
IBLASTH % 3354534 1804%unigeneJCDS; £ 77
M SSATEA i -

BT i S AR, MR 2 B U U AR G
FERI AL S IR 1 gk HE 155 i A R U A G [ 2
DRI, T A T X AT A R 22 A, il s IR 7 A 4 400
H 2 5 A kS EERB®RE, 1S5
T 7785 FR DR A 5 A R, 25 ) B S R A
s IR & BB A & s (B A BRI B T
2011); B BR A i (glutamate synthase, GOGAT)
SEEYAEN AR RN SR CHN, =S HEY
RN 95% LA I (INH, 1 i GS/GOGATTE IR (TEHL A
HACABE VRN ZE 15, 2 B NIk TR BT
PMLEF AL A LA 32 53 8%) Rk, GOGAT &
ZIRAE I PR B (LeaFMMiflin 1974; Lea?%1990; Joy
4£1992), fRIEY GOGATHRE K E FAR WA 2 i
MHAH&ZRKEHCERE T RGBS
2018). ¥R FIEMEYAE KR B SRR K
VEHEEEFEER . FaOEFABIE+, 5
T AR W 2% I AH 5% (1 7% 5% Rl 75 GATAFIDOF
GATARE SRR FAEM Y e B 4% . 4R &
JS 2 By 2R E e B DL R B AR A AR ) S R
R 1 AR ] (GR I 252017); DOFZ 5N 2 S
SRR M REME R HEYEEM
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BRI B R AR S AR )RR (R B 252013);
T HAESL RS I K FE o R I ZmDof IFEIR B & T
A AR A K R i 552018) . BR T
5 B AR B 12 5% V) AE OC 1) B s IR LA AR, thi%
I 2] 5565 5 0 B (bHLH) (FLAkf5%52019) 1kl 1
(BR) & & (ERF) (3 [E I Z52018) % YJAH ¢ ) 4% 55 K]
To IXEEIL R RN S R T 1248, AF A LA K
RENHEHEREEENT IR T EELR
FRHE o
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Exploring carbon and nitrogen metabolism pathway genes based on
transcriptome of Crocus sativus

ZHOU Lin, YANG Liuyan, CAI Youming, WANG Zhen, ZHANG Yongchun*

Forestry and Pomology Research Institute, Shanghai Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Shanghai Key Laboratory of
Protected Horticultural Technology, Shanghai 201403, China

Abstract: The saffron (Crocus sativus) bulb is the basis for flowering and new bulb formation. Promoting the
accumulation of nutrients in the saffron bulb and improving the reproductive efficiency of saffron are effective
ways to solve the shortage of domestic saffron production. The growth and reproduction of saffron bulbs are
closely related to the carbon and nitrogen metabolism pathways during growth and development. Therefore,
making a profound study of the mechanism of growth and development of saffron, in particular, the carbon and
nitrogen metabolic pathway is the prerequisite for the optimization of saffron cultivation and breeding system.
We obtained 62 105 unigene sequences by de novo assembly of transcriptome data from saffron. Only 55.89%
unigene can be annotated in the public database, and the unigene annotated to GO classification and KEGG an-
notation were 36 661 and 14 185 respectively. Through bioinformatics analysis, we had extracted multiple im-
portant genes and transcription factors involved in carbon and nitrogen metabolism in saffron, including genes
encoding sucrose synthase, sucrose phosphate synthase, phosphoenolpyruvate carboxylase, glyceraldehyde
3-phosphate dehydrogenase, glutamate synthase, carbonic anhydrase, and transcription factors GATA and DOF.
This research results can provide reference for the discovery and utilization of the growth and development
function genes of saffron.

Key words: saffron (Crocus sativus); transcriptome; carbon and nitrogen metabolism; bioinformatics analysis
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