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HEGREISERASH
PR, 8, K UE

VUK AAE dRb e 2 e, DU 1A 20 5 Ao A BOR SC e =, Fic#AR610064

FEE: HE 18 R R B AN 10 KAe KK 69 W F At 1 oAt 0945 RAAKIR AR AL T 2R B 09323k, o THEEHE 2
MM Ay FTHAEA EEE L. ALGERT RANEF R HRF1S 4 RBG AR, CA5H R 5285 5 3K A
BAMBE BE NS o R TR, N RMEIEE P IR EZ A RERARSATEMNG RIS, FRET REHE

R R KT A,
FIRIE): W3 RS T, ARASE; A B R

BIRH E (Ipomoea batatas) & T I E1FE
Yz —, (BR5 HAh = ZAEM MBI L, 18
o)L, HE R AR D B E R,
THEWEERE T EZ . HEEFERZHEEN
A (2n=6x=90), KA H K(2.2x10°~
3.0x10° bp), Mz HEANLHELHMEY, —KAE
H AR, T HAAEE RS A A, i st
i+ B0, LT IR IR AE . ok, HEAE
NEBEPEFEROEE, JLPEPERE S E
0 AR P AT R M B, RE N FR R S B AT A IR
[ 5 A 51 2 2 95 B A0 (Varshney%$2010)

AR, W F AR AW AE B2 B PR K
NH B AT TR T A B, e 2R 2
AR 7 £ R (next-generation sequencing, NGS), #f
FEATA] LSRG K E AL E R, 2 il 7 5%
ZH 73R8 3 E 1R R R A 15 B (Martinfll Wang
2011; McGettigan 2013; MutzZ5$2013). XEEHNGS
1533 () 5 PR A 1T 50 H AN [R] e, AR 2H
21, BWE RSN REBH, ANFEPRE AT R
ik Zz=5 LS RAEENE L. WAk,
iok v B ) S AL P e AR K R R R A AR
RS S I RE R i ST 7S N e JPS L ope & | TR
RNABEH (1) T RS0 Fe 42t 1A 71 S H# (R 5
FIE R X 2014; JiangZ52015). NGSH) K &l 5
P S, ¥ B e 2 2% F R H R
VI AR R T I BT AR fE BT
LA NG T 227 B S, FeATTRT BAE B vPAN
T BTN EE R R IATEE, BRI SRR
Fak e, Hoim i N e B U7 VAR 7L B AN B R Ty e
TSR 5B (MeGettigan 2013).

1 HERREHRRER
H A, JEHZ g M LG 7

K. 20104F, |~ AR AR =0 5 Bt 2 56 F A
[luminaX{ A ¥ Ul [ (paired-end sequencing) i A XS
HE AR ZERT MR A AT T e s A,
U290 H AT 5 K B MO R L SR IA
(Wang&§2010). 20124, P41 K] 32 3 H AR
VRS A PRI AT TR 22, SR
GRS AN T, I Zm M TN HR KK E
WIRE S HEAT RIBWE P, 3R1F T HEARALN K&
AR E I A ) JE N 2 e Rk AR e R A (S B
(Tao%52012); KKK T 1% anMPAET F e T I
TEI B S 4L 70 45 B (Tao%52013) . [F4E, i E bk
BBt 5 2 B R 2RI LR S, X ERE M
T E 6T PR U AT T s A e, 1298
B3 553N 50k AWM. fEEmERmgEd
RAEYE AT R IE R (Xied52012) . @t 5 9 (0
ml ) B S ZERH B, i 9Lk BRUDP-7] 4 B -2
5 i -3-O-7 % W 3L 5 7% i (UDP-glucose-flavonoid-
3-O-glucosyltransferase, UFGT)3E K] /& 45 & v 1
FAEYE BB G B O EL K, e e R
H-3-HE P E R EEPEOR ORI EERIT .

TP, AR b 18 3k AN MOIR 6 S b
FR) Bl 350 2 s 20 75 V2%, A 90 A SR AR A B i R 3 ik
BN H B S A F R A S . i, 20154,
LA AR B R R d e 15 51
F R O B B A P g AT B s Al o #r, IR NTE
I 7 HACTH RV G BOSAAH K K L e s A1
(Ma%52016). [FI4F, HE £l K50t — A B A
EE RS WA Y2 R AT T AN, I

gfs  2017-02-15 f&ZE  2017-05-08
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H5HEAAERAY MREENREAHVB-3 115
SKHBAT T R, 1288 20220 ThRe LRI A3 1
MEFHET 25 THE MR FE A &
B ST RE(Li%2015).,

E MG o H S H SR R I A Uk R
T20104F, [ x84 2 v F 454 FE BRI Fr 12
P S E R A 2R AT 7 R s A, )
M T 531 6854 H 2 DNA F B 11 i s 4L AU H
J% (Schafleitner%:2010). 20134, DL 5HE4 Fr i@
ik o H S PO LR B I S A TR, R
AW G O S IR DR 308 R M, T E R & o A
(K22 15 0 b3 (Firon2£2013).

B 1 0E AN [ H 2 Mgk AT 7 s 200 P RN D e
FERAZ Y8 A8, B N AN E AT T L S R
R B A o (1) B S 28 2 B SR B LR IR JEL Y R, A
o7~ H T b lCEF AR R A R IR A O BE R 3R
A RS, DT HERN S FEM L
VEo BlanfE S e (X s A 4= 18, 1 imperati)s& H
BRGNP AR AR WM R T i R
G () HE P . Solis®(2016)3 it b i # 55 41
JTEAZ Y0 AZAE W) T 03 A 50 2k DR B AR 1% 4,
RIL T WRKYF 5% K- BH B BH & 530 ) %
i& 1A (cation:cation antiporter) LA &z £ 4 M. 25 K+
(ethylene responsive factor)257E H 2 v [FIFEAEE Y
Prah AHOCHE R A, FERE e R 7 — e
R BT R R R IA, WIDREBRN K545 . Les-
liefl1Baucom (2014)%f 5 — i H 2T G b (5] - 2= 4
(I purpurea) % AT, 87~ T HABRE
TRV BT 1 A o3 70 2 [58] A  [) 5 B
FUIPTHEAH ORI R R IE 22 7. 20164, #A AR
HE EH AR YR 1 B A R =R R AR AR (L trifida) V)
s SE R TN, FEa a5 H S AR A A ) T
BRSO AT, F24E 172 848 ML EBZIP. MYB,
bHLH. Orphans. ERF. C2H2. NAC. WRKYZ%:
TE P BIS 1AN 3e sf IR R, 3% S8 37 s DR 6F T4
L/ e SN Y S UiR 3 S E RS RS R s R (ST
(Cao%52016). ZAFh AL AE B T HEZE 701
B AR B, AU R TR e B R A
R, 1 HLBE T2 B AR b Ty R R R ) o b e
RIS 42 408, A6 ) T i o H 2 e KA A D G 44
It fER R R RS R

EHE T, IRF18 SR E RN A,
JUHAR . MRS E I A, X T A R R
HErh H R ZMRAE K e R I L A &
BE o ARSLLRR T IRATX AR E 18 e s 4H I
AR, B4 i s 4 B0 e 1 e S R B B O
R 4298 -

2 “REISFERB S
2.1 HEHRAHERE

FEIRTT T R B IR 55 2 A P 1 e s AR Ui )
WHAT K 55 7 41 ireads Jr BOdEAT 213, o HLIE G R
1) 2 5 2H HOHR e 1) o % G I R 4y B B AT SR
PAVEXS IRZIMR . 2. M AHAFR KGN B
(1) 7R A RN ARE it BTl 45 ) reads v Bk AT 4H 38 1,
T8 I X6 AN (7] 2 256 5 W 1 2H 235 2 SR LU RO B, R A
A 2 S 2H 2858 S i ROR B, B AN [H]
() 2H 3 B A FNAN [ (1) 280 AT 2 3, SR 5 M Hiscon-
tig (EZFH M PIKE . NSOK B K i Kcontigh
B SV AR bRk £ B il contig FE 3EAT £ VU4 2 (Tao
£52012). N T UERZH G UM Sk 4H 22 S (combined
de novo transcriptome assembly, CDTA) Lt B
Z 420 5 WS (single-assembler single-parameter,
SASP)FlI B A 22 2 8 2H 25 S W (single-assembler
multiple-parameter, SAMP) ¥ i& & T /S5 H 2 4%
SR AL, AT A E . A KRELL
o AR A L CRHL B e 1) R P s 4H 0 P B s, 3
Toh AN [R] (%) 2 256 S0 A AR 2 25 SR & 43 il gk AT 2H 2, AR
Jaxt AR E AT IR . S5 EIR, Hcontigh &
oA HERRYEAT SRR . KT R S AE (open
reading frame, ORF)E &% 3/MEFR AN, ZHE6 30N
SK2H e RS AE H e s A e rh R I AR, &
B 2GR TR 0 s L 2H 2%, T 2 T Oases 3R A4 1]
LR A 22 2 B0 2H e R LU IR A K FE AR B AR A
& AR . R IX 3R SR B B A A oK
FVY R AA /N 22 e s S AL B3 AT I E, TR 45 R S
R g R — gk, R 4 A A SR N A A5
FIFE(He&52015).

2.2 ‘BREISEREAYIBENLE

FIF 2H G SO S 2H e &, FRATT e Dy Ay 4
TREISHE MR, X, HIRAH AR
J o ZEE AT 70 41225 K FE K T-200 bp sk
A, MK EEN44.2 Mb, Herb KR T1 000412 000
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bp LS Ay 7l 12 4344012 407%%; A ORF HK
JEKF600. 900, 1200F11 500 bp 1% 54 5 5
N14398., 8115, 4 572F12 494%%; LS 7 41|14
X 2H e 2 REAT BB AG R, A O
JE AHERS E 53 1 90.93F110.73; 45 T AT reads AT ik
AT R I, Z996 84% [P reads RE B Ty L i 2] % S AR
o BRAN, FATIE AT R T T cDNAKRZE SCE,
F) FH Ilumina 2\ &) {50 73 K 2 1A 1 (digital gene
expression tag profiling, DGE)Jll 5> £z R HEAT T =il
BT, B HRS TREISAFRALANKE
B B 2 (R 3R 1A (Ta0%$2012)

RN T BB AR AR S B S B 2
&, #VRYELEHENAEERREIS K
AR B, FATERA 73RN F AR, X 4R
FIS R 2=, b BRGNS,
FEILTARE AT IR A 2 K S AR T (Iso-seq) «
TER1G 1544 277 % KreadsH, LA FI192 517464
KA & Bireads (FLNC reads), & KA 5
SR ARI35.4%, = TR S e K s
KL TR I LLA1(27.8%F128.1%) (Minoche 242015,
Xu%52015). MIso-seqiJill F R AKIER, &K
B AT B BE(2 396 bp)y H K (19 457 bp)
PLINSOK: (2 766 bp) B 481k 2 H 2 A8 T 252400
JFE AR R g Ui, 2 T Iso-seq ) 4K ARk
G RANKEEA, BT T YA 55
Ja B s AR A, BB I (S5 R AR KK

T H 4K I s L B PR A e O I3 2554
WA, X A 1) AT e e 1 b B
s TR = A T AR B 44k . R TF R
EREFHANF ARG SHRERAM TR, @R
FH ORI R e SR AR 25 SR AT DA, H 3 X
IR s A A T BESR B I A B 4D i ik DAL
SEAR, G S rpoE I B 3R A K S 2L R R B
11 0002 /N s A LA Je 2 1002 >3 5 K (Abdel-
Ghany%5$2016; Wang%5:2016)

T BIE AR T 18 e s 2H v 2 2 4 () T A
P, FRATTXS 22 AN 5 R G B 2 51 36 AT 1 e B A /e,
g5 IR, L F S AN 2% iy 1) B AR bt — 2,
i HAEA FE R AT 3AN [RIR AR i (1 3 AR (Caos
2012; Chang%$2012; Lai%$2014; Shao%$2011; Wang
£52015; Zhou%5:2016).

3 HEGREI®RHREPEEGRERIZH

ETHREISR, 2. MRARFXHANIEH
SR B, ARG T AR R & R R R
BB, WEMmA K L. e, BT K
FRACSEAH R R () RAE F
3.1 EMEEREEREXER

TE R AR A H A I 1 3 B R
TERFEISIRE R AT, L2 2922 % 5w A
Z 5H ek A REAEHE 2, gtk & i
(starch synthase, SS). HEHE S Bl (sucrose syn-
thase, SuSy). a-VE¥y B F1B-UE ¥ Bl 5539 M iy, HixX
6 T e B 5 ] (1) e 7K PR 3 ke 5 v, e A
A A2 W) 6 R T RIS TR I 1 - T R R ) A I Y R S
(glucose-1-phosphate adenylyltransferase), HFRA
ADP-7] &t FE B R L i (ADP-glucose pyrophos-
phorylase, AGPase) UL} B JEX A il -5 B i X
I RE IR VE K 15 2 iff (starch phosphorylase, SP)%% [
FEDR AR AE 3 s Rk, BT AR H 2 E
K AR A E ZAE H (Tao%52012)

W HEYARA R KK B B AR %= R
Fak oMt I KB, UDP-%] % 4 45 19 % AL g (UDP-
glucose pyrophosphorylase, UGPase)Z it 4t [X 7£ Fi
AP REEIPE B, JCH 2 NIUR B H R
R PR i KB fE 2R R R B 2 RIE
B BT, TAEBRAR USRI, JH 2k & ) 5 200 A A
L. Z5iEh & B A GPase TE K & H
BN, FEMR B 4a 0 R IE L H, JCH R AEWIIG
PR AR SR A el i o FESRAR Y KIS
W, AGPaseMISSTH: A 1) Lk K- H 245 2, (H
UGPasel R RIEEHER 7 e . W2
Ui, A F0 I H ek B kR AR T
TSR S HRAR v, 1 72 B AR B2 K I 3 3 1) 5 ok
A%, K& HIGle-1-P 0 AT g8 F T B AR 2 K
Jir 7 B HA B KA S P & 8 Tao%52012)

3.2 it EE

R 18 AR EACI [R] KT AR b e i A2
Hh, I AR 9 R P B N AN R AR /AR ) i aa
bk, s A TR IR IR K 2 B i
HH G TR R (1) 2 08 32 B AR i 487) T G s 300 96 )
FHA TN R B (vacuolar-type H' -translocating
inorganic pyrophosphatase, V-PPase). #\ 5 [
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(heat shock protein, HSP). JEff A B M FE & A
(late embryogenesis abundant protein, LEA). 284>
J&Hii 2 [ (metallothionein-like protein, MTLP). 8%
W AL i (superoxide dismutase, SOD). i %4k,
S (catalase, CAT) LA 2 73k 2 H (sporamin) 25 5t
Al PRI, Badi bl O 22 IR f) ey SRR P e 2 R 18
EA R 5 IE R R R R 22—

LEAZ YA ESRE T, fald+ 57
FER e S5 N R RIA ) — M N EE A, R E
EWAEY ST ThRE R A . Wi R 18 5 A
FEIR RN 2 8 BRT-PCT /4, W€ 1 Ib-LEA23%E:
DRI H AN R 2300 B B B it 20k s 44
1% R v [ 2K AT v Hh gE AT 36 W 38 T 52 14 40 #r
IR I, B2 R R B R, RIKID-LEA2I PR REfS B
U iR 57 9K BE BONaCl (BRI 452014) . 75402
18 i S 20 HR R A2 48 21 5 — Pl [ 2 M e it 1
B4y 57 8 U 3% 12 B A (nonspecific lipid transportor,
nsLTP). 3&idqRT-PCRA}H7 % B, nsLTPIAnsLTP2
B RE R AR A K AN 2 i ie 251 B B B i 3Rk
7 ¢, [ 380 E ZH R A B A T B 1 40 A, IR SK
 nsLTPAE H 55 #h e e B 4 FH (Li%52016). 7
ERIESAE T, H R RemE i S5 (betaine aldehyde
dehydrogenase, BADH)%E [KI/bBADH H A FHBA ) %
L (Chen52014).

HEW U A2 H YR T 2 E R E A,
b YR AT TR 1 1160%~80% . EIFR T A
REHE YR A SR BRIES, B —FEA
A 47141 771 (SenthilkumarF1Yeh 2012). H 2 v iy
R 1 2 A R TR DA R T SUAR AR, AN R0 5K
A 2 MpAS R 1) g A DR, A H 5 e i 1 B D
()53 B A 58 TAR ELR N AE, DR 22 4 Bk = 42 T
IR TE . AR, I 1R 18 s 2H E i Je (1) 57
AR £ g Y DR A2 R, BRAS T BT A BT
HHH K contighe 71, #E b THAH R 514, D)
i [ F 64 sporamin ANV ZRKJRFE R FI10 N sporamin
BV 5 i = IR Ot /6 4245201 3)

3.3 “REISHRSHEXER

R RS W E B N, T
FESAHLIN Y o sk D4 0 7 BT T B, ERER
LT () H 2 SR 2RAEA R R 1 R I8 50,
B AR F B R R, IF H e H E 1 | AR
A I B R R AEAS [RI A 2 (R 2R 7K

FATI R AR 18778 I dn B AL 4% B 3 ¢
iz e w2k R e e As, DU A H Z A AR
BRI R TR N IREISHERET
SRS PE v, SEAZ 88 2120 AN [F] B 2, Hrh
2F A FFIRDNAY 2% J& (Badnavirus) ) sweet potato
badnavirus A (SPBV-A)#Hlsweet potato badnavirus B
(SPBV-B), HAX10F#5 HRNA B, 73l A 44
Y 7 J& (Potyvirus) fJsweet potato feathery mottle
virus (SPFMV). sweet potato virus G (SPVG).
sweet potato latent virus (SWPLV). Ipomoea vein
mosaic virus (IVMV). sweet potato virus B2
(SPVB2). yam mosaic virus (YMV). turnip mosaic
virus (TuMV)#Isunflower mosaic virus (SuMV), fifi
Ji IR 9% B J& (Cytorhabdovirus)ffnorthern cereal
mosaic virus (NCMV)LL X & &% 7% & (Fabavirus)
W Mikania micrantha mosaic virus (MMMYV), fEiX
by 1, SPEMVAISPVG fEreads ¥ i £ 413
% R e 41 g 1 L3 38 7K P S 110 7 M O
R IRF18E TR E 2 B)IX 20 B 1L G
NP IR e B s A B b, A%
£ 2ISPFMV. SPVG. sweet potato leaf curl virus
(SPLCV)H#ICymbidium mosaic virus (CymMV)%54
Flop B AH G R H, HARIA BB, (AR E R
&, MARE 1S By A 42 400 3 1K) B 2 R Bl 2K,
Bk TSPFMV. SPVG. SwPLVHISPVB24t, H A4
AR RAE E N HZE o E K. [,
BT REIE IR a E AU R IR B 45 R, X
AN [EH R B AE AN [F) 48 B AN [F) R & I 1) 22 5
RIKHAT 1 oM, JFIEIRT-PCRIFATIRAE . 45
I, AN TR AR I 2 5 R 1) DL A [ — i R 7E AN [R]
B HUK B BB R K AR R ZE 5, BIAUR
TR IR B e, HLUOR PR ZE, T SO A R
Ao rhop R R R ) R A B LRI A S . R
Ui, H 2R B AR R 32 BOE R A H E AUR IR
I Tk 5 W) F A IR P 0, DT S e H 2 HRAR 1
TR, BT I R H 2 8RBT (0 (G
£52014). AZMFFTEE RS T H 2 H09 BE A I HURE
HA BB 33
3.4 “RFIS IR EE T EFE KT

e AT AT LA B B B AR B, b R
2H 45 F A T e 7= A B B2 e (Biémont 2010; Lisch
2013), T HE B o v B Ty 2Ok
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VoAt 3 25 Je AR, SR AT 1t B I A i ] E
HABAL D AT I L2z, DR, A% e n] Re e H
N TGN SRS AT s R 4 E 2H v kS 3 B
HEMEH.

TE IR 18 S AR P R 2408 21 1 4054 %
A il % SR AR, AL 45 883N S I e i A P RS 524
DNA#% 1, F-5H 255 Ty1/Copia. Ty3/Gypsy-
Tcl/Mariner. hAT. Mutator, PIF-harbinger,
CACTAFHelitron%5# 5 & H (Yan%52014) . 5 4b,
4 AR E 18R H AR S R A R AT
FRRIENWE RIL T AUANE AR Z8 TPy ik
RISHV ATl R 18 E R B HLREN
SR H LU G R, 25 3747 F12924 5 e 143
SFE IR AN B R e It A B R 18
AL TN H R R T R R R A, KIL1014N %
P RAER— MR EERKE B e RIE. 1
XL AR T 1 8 R S M B I Vi M A e I B e T A
1, Helitront 5 e TR 80 E b R 35,
FR RhATHE R, 1 7 5 5% B oA ) Ty 1/
Copial FKIE G BAE IR E 18 F RERIL, X2
DX 1) - e Ath 2 R R LAt A o 1 32 LA e 3R
IEHFIE o 75 2 5 S A B50H e R 1298 B () F5 R T
FEME R, TR T — S 20 E o 1 (a
PlantTribes#IRepbase) H & A 1140 H 25 7% s o A5
B Ao IXPPE SR 58 I R O R T, T
F - GnH 2 R i AR S0 2 R A I R (A, AR
T I I (K] T R AR AN IRAG L R T A T A, SR E AT
FE S AN AL AR G 7 VR A B R 3
3.5 ‘BREISFHMEXEENRIX

AT FH T 5 Folp 3 R 4 9 g AR A <A
B THAE, WAL B AT RS AN e, 8512498 H
B TR R RIAER, oW B EEAF e
FAE N AR 7T RN LER

FLi s L AT 45 SR BN, A2 959N LR B
J2 928N E A B R R A . TEIESRE T,
R MR 1 R B AR AR R ORI AN
J ARG s, TR N A T B T R TR T Y, AL IR
o B AR, TS R A B P AR A 3 B AR
WA R R B R A& RS AR g
. EEFZHEAEMOT RS, CEP T E 3R
7"y FUHER. FERBREOCHBSTREZS M

T AL 61842 (Corbersierd:2007; KA454552014), 1E
X AR 18 AL I R 42 0 25 AT R biT J R B, O,
YR A& R iR FE R FLOWERING LOCUS C
(FLOTEH E et mh Rk E R L, FLOWER-
ING LOCUS T (FT)HI3Rik5 & TCH 248 1k, mSUP-
PRESSOR OF OVEREXPRESSION OF CONSTANS 1
(SOCHTETHRIEEIWERBE TN REE
o M ERINERMEIAEM LA H, BT
FLCH B &Y H g e FHIEHFU KL
PAFIE GV@ A E3 %Rz &RNES, B
FLCIHI&SOCIMFTNFRIE, SMFLCH) b8 2 5 %
IKSOCIFIFTRIE &, MSOCIMFTFRIEEH
THED R E, Kk, HEETREEXET
FEESHEDITIEN E &% . FIiE7E DL LPAF]
BEVIBBRLEEKR. HIk, BT
TCONSTANS (CO)AIZ#SOCIFIFTHRIL, B
REKIMCOEHERB T T MREER LRIR,
HIF RASOCIFIFTHZRIE &K, B H BT 2%
PR R A S TR R . &5, BT
HEAAL AL FIERILEAFY (LFY)FAPETA-
LAI (AP FRIEEAEARE T EE R T EIREE,
AT L0 2 A TR e 25 1 R (R R e A B o
ZHARBRBREMAT . B Do ERE
BRI RBEERRE, RUFAEREET
B FE B E AR DELLATE HEA ST H#E
ik B, HARERZHIEFEGIDIWRIE L.
DELLAZRIRFFEMIR e — €2 E Lol g Sy
IPT R A ), (AHAE R R 516 38 % ik 2
PHIEAF FH, T GID1 3Rk 1 45 5 2 1% 1 A
HRTHGIDIE AL A, dt— Pl HECR
RUONEFE AT -5 JOR 1T P A DELLA {2 14 JF 1€ (Tao
22013).,

NIRBIGHH Z LN o FHLEE, FRATE R
REIS S HEIEGMM RS nil)igH%, WEHE
FEH ML, by HE. JFARUE, BEREIZE. AR,
X RECH S () ZE A, 0 BR AR 2R 1 ZERIAR S R i, o
S AT 7 SR 2H 0 PP (Wei%2015) o Jdisd b s 4H
3N R KRB, 2 Bk R R A 2R A ) Rk
IR 2R R IE R, 5 T80
BFFTEAR L, FEAE AR K B R R A g
T, BRI — B R E B H A T s
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Jpiar, S B0 AR 2 2R A K 1 2 R R A
M (G5 R AR 2. 8 I A 2K b 0] R 2 )
(1) bl 3 S 2H R B, Rl 25 v o AR AU N A is
(PGB B FE R, WiSuSy LR . RERE 4% 12 R H 2R 1A
(sucrose transporter, SUT)%s:, KR X&YW RE T
W, DRI, e i IR A H 2 S A i s A
T PR B B AR AN G 12 0 A%, BT A (5 42 AR FE PR
(R FAE S B A - v e 4 1 & ORI A BT i AR ARV R,
5 2 15T 45 A L(Chincinska%5:2008) . H T
WA R bR B T S R R 2%, HiHh b mT R
2R B KV () RERE, T AR A b I R T
Uiy 73 2 A RE B K- I B v v U2 i2E T fE(Bolouri
Moghaddam#1Van den Ende 2013). 52, H
E il ceeSoN o AR F= S/ i p: =ik 2 e
T PR R 5% 22 1 A8 mT DA SR ) )51 38 22 AR R AE
Hy EESH S B, AR T2 R R
(RE FRW o1 LA A 28 A gk H I 4E .

I AR 35 R 3 08 X 4% 73 AT (weighted gene
co-expression network analysis, WGCNA) J5 %
(LangfelderfliHorvath 2008)#4 % H 2 & [K 3L R 18
WA %, BT LAo> AT H S ik R R 4 S 7 AR AR
JRFAAE, TR E A T, I 2 2 SR
SR 2 ZUAE TN AR R R 3R 0A 2 S, 2R H T
FHOCPE il BE DR L R IE B . FE3RAT 122> BE A S
FIBH(MI~M22)H, SAMEHLL 20 ZUR5 R PE AR
K, BIM2 (TR Wria44E). M6 (i AE). M7
(BHAEEF) MI5 (4. M21 (E#EM). B4
RN E RSN E R, M2EEW KT IemE
LG M RACP R ERKRIER . LA E A S
PE R o i AR DL R TR it AU, M6 & 4
MEERHE S 5 EEL . BiE(WIERE 58 HE
IR LA S AR M7 L T 22 5 ATP
V)G (AR RE R G o T4 O AR BT
IS HES); MISHIM21 g LI FE K 3 2 25 Kt
RO L ARERRIEI KL & Rk
EH, -9 I 22 25 75 L8R I (mitogen-acti-
vated protein kinases, MAPKs)Z It ;e Wik 72 . 8
agil, HEREEG, HHLIOME SR AE
o, PR RETA Z TR, o foE
B8 87 385 DAL PR v B 0 o AR T 1 2 1) oAy
e s SRR B . 2 K AR RIE,

FFKAT T B RAA R R B A R TR B TR LK
FER B EHERRKI).
3.6 HitEZINRE AR RIZHE

FERE N8 I B e, AAAE RERK
J1 BOH SRARFE R B A, A I s A A B L 10
kb I8 AR 18 e SR 4 Hp v G R 5 R 2 S AR
IRE 18 HDNAMNF J 202, 345 1 H Z R )
KT H LB 41 (Yan552015) . B TR
P RNAZ AR H B Z 1R 2 F 1 (Zhang%52013), 3K
IR NS Fe PP 91 2 48 2117 22826 KA E
ZmfZRNA (long noncoding RNA, LncRNA)/F 51| (45
RRKR) . HAL, N IRE 18 Fe e b 1248 £
4 249%cDNA-derived simple sequence repeats
(cSSRs)/F%1)(Ta0%5:2012).
4 NEERE

BEIRFATIE LR T 1R 18 5 e A 4
J5 P ey S R B T e R R P2 8T g T — et
T AR, AH X T H 2 X8 A% 45 4 B A ) A
Kt AR, Bt 4 )5 7 ZEE TR LR
WHoE AR
4.1 B EMMTENHEERERIEE

—A> e R R S A e, T LU H R
AL L PR AR AL 0B S, BT DLERAG A
ARGy iR K, JyHE P e A ) BEE 7T
BLE S . T AR DR B RO BT I A R A, T
HAFSREF R EZRIRK, B, B
0T B s L B P TR B K %5 0. A
L DR e s A AT DL I AT AR BT, A AN [ A
mRNA, FJ H 55 2 A0 7 F1 4H 2 Jo ik 347 3 Ao ] AR
BRI S AR, Pt DA S0 508 3R H3 R R AT e
SR FY, RO B8 3 A i 5 R TT BASRAS B8 2 1 %
S AE E.(Bleidorn 2016; Lee?52016).
4.2 BT HE#REMILRIEMNE RE-TWASTHR

e s LT FU R BN A 2 — 1R TR ik
I H B SRR B I P B 3R 4 55 ) T
PUEE, BRI, 1R 22 SC BRI A A0 AN 25t (8] 1) 22 4T 7
INEMBEIE NGB A . BIRIX LA I VEE 2 02
M T2 555 KA 5RO Sy #E4R, n
A FE IR 2H S 53 BT (genome wide association study,
GWAS) S AR 45 ¥ A1 134k, 43 B 25 (Bush fllMoore
2012; KorteflIFarlow 2013), {H /&5 T4 st 410 5
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S DR 972 41 5 e DU b ) J5 PR 3 3 R Ry S 1 R ik
7KL, HHEERZ, B TR I248 im0 H
RiILE B EEZ BN, bR % 50
b Sz AN [ A1 S0 55 B 38 X T AR A R R TR ik
MR . WGCNA M 4 % 55 240 S 1 43
(transcriptome wide association study, TWAS), #F /&
i B 22 A VAT 1 s AL B o i o o B R 3k AT
DL 2 3 b P24 AT S BB, K 1 22 I )
2 1 FE B 98 20 A i e 4H R R 3R 0K A5 R RO T B
(Langfelderf1Horvath 2008; Gusev&£2016).
43 HEERREFSHMEAFMR

bR, B s A T 2B RO
J&, 1 H 2 3 K 2H (Hirakawa%5:2015; Si%5:2016)Fl1 4
9 )5t 24 %% (JiangZ52012; ShekharZ52016) ¢ 57 1
ENINIER A, 5HAMEYALL, AR K ZEE. B
EHHERNA, A4, KA, BRBEHEZ A
PR T B RN K&, FE S 1A
W N Z AN H 2 A X daMB . Hil,
B A AL I 2B 0T FURON 1B # s, AR
P2 ik R B MV AE W Ak e Y [A) 1) — S MR 5, Ak
RSN SRR AN e 7/ ISP AR i
T S0 AT SR T AR PR R T PR R B R K
AL (Bielecka®$2015; Chen%52016). Fifi%
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Transcriptomic analyses in sweetpotato [Ipomoea batatas (L.) Lam. cv. ‘Xushu 18’]

YAN Lang, WEI Chang-He, ZHANG Yi-Zheng'

College of Life Sciences, Sichuan Key Laboratory of Molecular Biology and Biotechnology, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064,

China

Abstract: The sweetpotato (lpomoea batatas cv. ‘Xushu 18”) has a long period and wide area of cultivation in

China. The construction of transcriptomic databases and the mining of functional genes of this cultivar will play

significant roles in the genetic diversity analysis and molecular breeding of sweetpotato. This paper reviews the

recent research progresses in ‘Xushu 18’ transcriptome, including the construction of full-length transcriptome

databases using RNA-seq and Iso-seq, the mining of important functional genes and their expression. The fu-
ture direction is discussed in the study of sweetpotato transcriptome.
Key words: sweetpotato; ‘Xushu 18’; transcriptome; gene mining; gene expression
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