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A Fu A B o YR T R ARAE, O R T AL An B AR AL R R T BT BRI 7 R A R A TT

F.EHEAFRIE, GRENFIAT

ARAR A ZBARELFA ., #HRAFRAERAEGHRIT L BREZ T E S KPR K

R 7R — R A M ERAH, ZHA UK ERIENTF R | REEIR
¥ — R
—% coh Rk gy g | EEAENE
REAERAEE N FAF AR R A, ot o S
T 4 F

SR e RN FBORR A T A R A F Aoz e R A F A X SR #HATT RARER, A
4 B 8 2 B BOR B IR AR e ROR R R R A HAE T RN it 6

AR H AR, SRR B — AR 7 R (next-
generation sequencing), M+ LA Sanger I ik AR
RN P EAR M 4. 58 AR T 3 Fh B
WP EEA 5 3R I Roche/454 FERE IR I 7
(2005 4F). Ilumina/Solexa &4 & Il (2006 4F)
Al ABI/SOLID ZEFGN (2007 F)EAR. 5 Sanger
WPPARLE, 3 Flopr — AR B AR LA 1 58 R AE A2,
LRI AT (run) 77 H P 90 5000 | OK, MO X IE FR Ol
e I AR

e 2 P AR — R TRV £ I R AR
7 AR LU SR ARk, 3 R AR P H AR 1 IR
A, A B W S SR A Run 18T
A A —FEP. Roche/454 Wl 3135 K (reads) 7F 3
Tb ) > B2 AR b % K (600~1000 bp), {H H: i & 5 (%
(0.5~1 Gb/run); Ilumina/Solexa Wi /7 &k, bl
7 Hiseq2000 /54 600 G/run, {HE K L 454 ) ¢
FHGEH 4 100 bp); ABI/SOLID 3 K %5 (50 bp), H
FLAHT 2 A AE T XU 2 5 1 N P, B T 02 1)

B R, T HL R T OB I 2 A R IF 2R 4 (1) R 2
B AREAL, BrLL SOLID HE5liE 1 B4 i
222 FE IR A 4 ) ol 1) 000

e I I AR R IR, AT RS A R 4 B
P 1) BB L I 7 2 AR Sanger W7 28R B,
B - th 4 5 R A 24 F 05 ok T 58 22 108 5 VR R 7
. HEr, s speseR g iz N T ) A
DAL T . FERZLEM T . 47, /N RNAs
DS Ve RPN e ) e 1T Nl D =7 5
W3 452 AAE 22 WF 57K 1) A4 R R 58 R 32 18 5C
BRIEAT T 2538,

1 2XHE4H de novo N7

T8 TS0 PR R AL S AT R R TS, T LA
RGP 1) 55 DR 4 RN S LD e L M K P 31045 R, 1)
AP A R, T R RN AR R T RIS Y ER
B0 FHLEL. SRR de novo M FFHLFR Hg A3k

EIL5I AR Yue G D, Gao Q, Luo L H, et al. The application of High-throughput sequencing technology in plant and animal research. SCIENTIA SINICA Vitae,

2012, 42: 107-124, doi: 10.1360/052011-634
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J¥, AT A (0 7 510 90k, i B )
Fh e BE R0 B AT D e, AR5 A H A5 B2 0 i F
BOGHP AT O 3%, T sRAS 2R It 2k R 41
751 B .

1990 FNREEHATHRIMES), bri&ids 4 mE
SRS I FE DA 2E A T A0 2R
ST B AR )W) Fh an 26 L (Caenorhabditis
elegans). U4 7t (Arabidopsis thaliana). /) fi, (Mus
musculus) /KFE(Oryza sativa)4= 5 R 2000 5+ %
S LA, FEBEE R Sanger W P AR BEAT 425 A
LI AT, AN JSIE 4L R 2 Bh A 5
R 5 DR AL TS F 0 AR 5 je D7), 7 3k 2 o A ol

K5 DR A T RIR 56 )8 B 2 AT R BT T4 1 e i
X 2 HLAT HE BRI R ZE SR (5 1) S0 R 4 4 o 1 3 D
M AIME BRUL, S SRR A m S — AR
PP AR I W A T 753K, X A A3 4 4
NP ST Uy ES ER

RN TEAR B ILE, B AT i &
R — AR P B AR AT IR A de novo )T,
Li % N®V% 276 Nature I [f1 BE i (Ailuropoda melano-
leura) 3 &R X7, 88— R84 R A —RIF
ARIEWK YT LR A de novo M7, W3 1T
7N, 38 ) (Cucumis sativus). 3R (Malus domestica
Borkh). 4/ (Nasonia vitripennis, N. giraulti, N.

X1 CBRRUXAREERNTHSIEYEFRA
Y B g%} BRI ALR BT F U AR
3 I ik 350 M Sanger+Illumina/Solexa
FEAT R} 225G Illumina/Solexa
G/ gl G/} 295 M Illumina/Solexa
e TR 700 M Sanger+Roche/454
.
EIJ; ;Eié[m WURH 300 M Tlumina/Solexa
K 3% (Meleagris gallopavo)!'*! I £ 39 ) 1.1G Roche/454+I1lumina/Solexa
B} 4E K 5. (Glycine soja)t'*! Ex 9154 M Illumina/Solexa
AR R 240 M Roche/454+Tllumina/Solexa+ABI/SOLID
A A] el KB AR A} 430 M Sanger, Roche/454+ Tllumina/Solexa
Bif 4 2 I8 (Linepithema humile)!” R 250.8 M Roche/454+I1lumina/Solexa
21 A i L (Pogonomyrmex barbatus)!'®! ISR 280 M Roche/454
K (Solenopsis invicta)!'”! SR} 4842 M Roche/454+I1lumina/Solexa
J#k X B (Jatropha curcas)®”! Kk 410 M Sanger+Roche/454
Kk i (Atta cephalotes)'! SR 300 M Roche/454
T5i47) - 48 (Acromyrmex echinatior)™*! ISR} 300 M Illumina/Solexa
A B (Phoenix dactylifera)t®! FE A} 685 M Illumina/Solexa
4% % (Solanum tuberosum)??*! i 844 M Illumina/Solexa
Hp R (Macaca mulatta)™®? R 28G Illumina/Solexa
] (Acropora digitifera) JEE £ I 3] 420M Roche/454+I1lumina/Solexa
[ i (Python molurus bivittatus)©2” IRk 14G Roche/454
% £ (Atlantic cod)™! itk £ &} 830 M Roche/454
4% . (Macropus eugenii)©*”! NEE 26G Sanger+Roche/454+I1lumina/ Solexa
+ABI/SOLID
1 2% (Brassica rapa)©*”! +F 1R 485 M Illumina/Solexa
68 il (Heterocephalus glaber)™! R 2.6G Illumina/Solexa
1 4% (Macaca fascicularis) ekt 2.8G Illumina/Solexa
v [ {8 Ji f5(Macaca mulatta lasiota)™”!
K J#k (Cannabis sativa)™! il 534 M Illumina/Solexa
K . (Cajanus cajan)i** SR 833 M Illumina/Solexa
£ B (Macaca fascicularis)®® TRk 2.8G Roche/454
FE i gt (Ascaris suum)B®) ool A 273 M Illumina/Solexa
77 F 8t (Danaus plexippus)©®” SRR} 273 M Roche/454+I1lumina/Solexa
PEREH 75 (Medicago truncatula)t® SR 500 M BAC-+optical mapping+ Roche/454
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Longicornis). 154 (= 1 4 Camponotus floridanus ,Ef!
[ Bk Harpegnathos saltator). #x #k & 4% (Fragaria
vesca). AJ A #(Theobroma cacao)% % Fh ) F ik K 21
J7 5 i fift A o R R R T — AR 1) A1
. A, W S AR R R e R IR N A S
Wk %, N 2011 “FAT 20 2/ KT ANFZ)HE
YR RN YL de novo IR SCERIENY B
o — AR P BRI Ok S, BRI T
() AR A AR RO IR, I ) &) A R 4
TR ) Fp 4 FE DR A de novo N 28T NAE: 455, JE [N
2 I SR 300 R T 1) R S ML i R S

2 ERENHENF

o 5 DN A HE N 2 0 2 DR 2 P 4 2 R AR A
PREAT IR ALIN Fy, JFEAT 225045 R i ik, 3
TARENHEN Y, HF7EA G RES P X 24T 58
WAk, SRR LR, SRy
B e SR R A e DAL PR TR A U J A B A
AT S BN e I I PG 2, B DI A s e
WA B PHE I AR AT TTE L, AR
VSRR PR Rl ESE L K7/ S RN EP R TS
fr kL, BATER BRI (A ML i .

2.1 RO FSEIR i R R A T

A0 T T2 BT B (1 A% 0 1A, BT e R B
JEHLARAT T BEAS BRUREAR (a4 ZAEVE, W ARER
TAEAS TR P RO B AL R O e 5 AT
Fre, AT RAURON T e 6k DR 5 6k PR 2R o K T 1) it A%
ZRENE, [N TR UE R AT R A B R A
BLP)2 ARFNSE = L

Lai % A\P%F 6 DNTK(Zea mays)® T HAL R
(Zheng58, 5003, 478, 178, Chang7-2 Al Mol17)i47T T
A TN 7. PR 54X R,
LRI 1273124 AR 2 & AL s (single nucl-
eotide polymorphisms, SNPs), 15 30178 4~ 1~6 bp
48 A\ Bl 2 A7 & (insertion and deletion, InDels). i &
PLIF)IX 28 SNPs Fil InDels S48 T 1 A a2 B2 1) 42 A
Hbrid s B, R %0E 8| MR S &R AR
5+ (presence/absence variations, PAVs), HH 296 />

B73 B AAE 6 Mo R PR 1A R RAEER,

1M 6 /N F K R AEE AL B73 PAELE.
) I T R AL A FE D AL 4L nT LRk S —
J7 DIRETCAE B2, X PP PAVS ()2 A48 A AL
NCGEAR I HAME AT S AR LA K.

Zheng %5 NOU%} 3 AN (Sorghum bicolor) i %
(I ASEEFE R 1A E SRR 1A T DR s
Y RBAT T AL A E I, AR R R
12X, LA ) 38 BEDFF S iy R EE N AL P 81k 2 2% 34T
5 BT K3 1057018 4~ SNPs, 99948 4~ 1~10 bp
K:f1] InDels, 16487 A~ PAVs 1 17111 M4 N1 4As &
(copy number variations, CNVs). [f]i, 76§ =S
KT 5K R R P 4 Hh 3 5 T 1500 AN 741 45 4 2 S B A,
IXEEFL N 2 S5 5 e AR . RRERE 5 =G
AR TG N 2T DNA 18 5 2544 75 B

2.2 FHARNAENT

15 O AN Rl e DA AR AR 100, 0] el oA TR A o 110
AN FASRBEAT B F P 7, w BAAE 4 R R A KT
ORIBEAR AN A 22 S G IX R T, AT L
T H K E W SNPs, InDels, 45 #4) 4% 5 (structure
variations, SVs)%48 55 K, M3k A A= DA 1) 5t
FRRFAE. X AEREAA A EWE TR A 7 5 3R
Yo 3 A A5 i B A KR SC. M) A o T 4 R
A7 B T s 5 By A ) B R A O 1) a5t A% AR
Ft, ARRLOT T B R SE I 4.

Xia % N"E B — AR P B AR X 29 Fhix 4
(Bombyx mori)#1 11 Fiif & (Bombyx mandarina)i¥t1T
TR BN R, M T A B R K A
A A S B ARSI 3 X, A a R
F11f) 99.88%, %€t 1600 £ J74~ SNPs, InDels i
SVs. AT a W], Yk 5 A i S i B A A oAk
ek, HEATHR RS TR S RS A v, X
W T —AEFLYMCE A KA AEYIFR L R,
N R FEA B B, PR AR 81—, 1 AR IR B
PEREMG G N IR G . A A7 RE ) SR MK, PR
FEAL, Mk S8 % LD(linkage disequilibrium) ¥ ik
bek sl [l TARIE I 354 A2 24k A
N Tk i i) s g B N, B82S
WA N 2 AE K. e AV AETER R AT
CWAR

Lam 25 N5} 17 BREFA: K 5 (Glycine soja)Fil 14
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PR RE K G.(Glycine max)#EAT T 4s LA EM P, %
JEH 630 274 SNPs, #0775 F ARl
Bl e 2R 0 B A 23 Sl R B A R R R K
GPAEARIATARE, et T 18 JTZ A PAVs, 15
BT AEARRE KT RIS DL BRI N Ak K
SARLG, BPAE RS A B R E R 2 R, xR
BN 2SI B 30T B K G B 1 B % RE
PRI IE R I T R 5 HE AN [ T Al B 2 A
E R R AR AR R R T R DAL A AN S A R L
1) B A% T 1 A [F) SO e/ [R) SO e Lo 9. X SR, A
KEBFITM, 7 1hric & R LSS R AL v nT
AL

T R i T U R R DA A N s AT
AL DRV ZH S0 e 20 A, R0 S I E 5 40 b f st A% A S
i BHEAT A L DR 20 30 [ b 2 5, T 3R A5 1) v 5
SNPs Fl InDels Fric, 1] A PRl 1)t Wt 50 L
ST EMREEENZEER, WA TERE
A T RN S R B OCHAT T. [RI, B A
200 BT BT R (P11 25 2R 366 DAL 42 ol 3 IR 4t S AR 4 1)
A7, RO — D TT R ) e 3 DR 4 A A R
PR 1) 5 S A

2.3 EPIFHEIEAL E

FERE 0 20 24F, Kat MR TR R & it
HoE MR AT 5 (quantitative trait loci, QTLs)Z T KR
R AAE D 052 24 A S5 IR Cln 7= ) 14D ol A il
SR, LT BT A B 9098 2k %08 = 10 4 1 ARl
RFLPs 1 SSRs) T i) # 34 A it A4 B3, I 4 ik
IS DR 43 7 b 1 B AU T AN RE B AL o i R 5 4 1 45
HITEIR QTLs HIEL H A BEALAE B Hr— AR PR A
N FH 5 R 35 DR AL 0 5000 110 K 386, g B A Rk
AT 3 DA AR PR A 5 DR 43 L T 160 ik TR 78 5% s 4
BETHUE, FF R IR 2 bR R R st
& .

Huang % NI & 7 —Ff i ok 366 D5 2 =0 300 )
BT IE R B W 7 vk, & AR 9311 5
H A IS 2428 5 A8 1A 21 150 A~ RILs HEAT M7,
FEAS RIL M43 0.02 X Eds, FK s st 55 2 A oA
FERHH AR AR LG, AT SNPs. 7E 150 /> RILs
, RS E 1493461 /> SNPs, T-34%&:4 RIL 1)
SNPs % & /& 1 4> SNP/40 kb. (B 3h & 17k, 8t

110

TR TR E AW RS e, Bz Mt & f
S SNPs A M 2 5 4 DRI A7 s ) 7 2 P
AN KRG E AL A 2R IR st A 1 %, 36 D] 40 20 ofe i 52
4 99.94%, FALWr o> HER T35 40 kb, ARPEIX —
BT e s A B w, mlks— ANk A QTL A A%
SENLAE 100 kb X, T 38 5 O AN 7K R
NS S G e 7N

Huang % A% —ANKRE RILs BEAHEATINIT,
BEPRSEAZE 00 97 AWK 63. 1ZHFFTF]FH RIL A4
(10 355 DR 2 B i ok AR A g R DR R, 45 3 T v i
o B AR . S, BT T REN) SNPs %
ok, B K LEESZHWR T, RIS AREE
NAS R, 25—, Tl ] SNPs“f 8l T F R AE A
DU S HE IS R e AR U SNPs 1My %8 58 H i R
SNPs. &5 =, i & fis 1) SNPs JfA B HMM 51k
X AR R 2R 50 B DR 4 YL i e R e AN
ISR, A S, — SRR %E 1Y) QTL
e AE—A 200 kb K/ME) bin 1, XS AT E
A GWS5 BN, I A0 s e T 12 P o 1) v o g A
fiffi 1.

Yu 25 N— AR ARG RILs TR A 7 o5
(0.06 X)MI 743 2] SNPs ZiHf 2, If-HE T it Ae) ek vy
PR B, TP KRR E AL AR R R
PEIIPIANSEA R0 97 FEAMK 63, 3X 2 AN FHIFE
AN R, R ORAR R R I RER. T VPl
AL B ) T, e O B S R AL B AT T
IS, AU T GS3 A GWS/gSWS5 3% 2 AN 43 il il 45 b
B GE ) 3280 QTLs A, AR OsCl X —F3 4l
ERESIUN TS SR N VAW {5 S Bvivke e i B R OATIAINE S
Bl R, bR A RS A Hh o 7 A DR SEZ B T A 1)
bins 11, XK AT ST AT I HLAG AR 5 1) 5T RS
fifi k. XA SNP [l 254 2 47 K R 2 i, 07K F
=il 3 AP AL R (B Bk, Tk
AT QTL 4041, H 53T RFLPs/SSRs 1) QTL &
PEREAT T 0 Lear . S5 R B, SNP RS n] AR H
B2 AR AL QTLs A7 s, XMk T 5
RFLPs/SSRs Kl AH L, SNP & r Ky il B A1 43 5% %
T EA LA

A R 4 E 0 A 0 45 1) SNPs £ J8 28 1 2 (K1 4y
Rk, nE T RA SRR 75 A —
() Pl (1) A [) 288 20 ) PR RRE A, 9 T 1 K3 DR 4
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FE 2 SRR B I PP B R IR RFSE T, SR
Py A s 3 A P T PR BOR RT R 2 B AR SR KR 1 7
20, D KA TR A 3 % DRURTR R B )32 (R 4 2 ) il
RO KT H.

2.4 HEWFP KRR

1 [7) T A% 58 30 I3 b A A 2 7R 0 3 2 ) s o i
A AR B e UAR A O TR RS®4%, i
IX e SEAR R AT AN RE B S T A% Gt Ak 4 R 5 5
K. B — A OB AT IR R, AR ARAA )
SEAMK R S I MO, o] DU R v
fifi i 159 20X — A RARR R ALE B, B TR
N 55 PRI S A7 0 8

Sarin % A MO H fE g i 9 F B — N &
EMS (0t 8 I8 ) 175 3 T 15 58 A8 4 e 1) 98 AR fvr
BEMT 5 SYOAR B 4 Mb Xk, B S
illumina 8 B2 745 ARG 1% 28 He S8 AR A IR Ik R 41
B, RIAEHIENLI 4 Mb X, 5848 (R DX 20 Fl
SN A LA 80 MRS, Hhfr 4 AN
AL TANEFIX, TiME— I8 LSBT RO7BS.9
FER TR, % DR AR B ) 56 5 56 v 75 AR 52 H
FrRAE A

Cuperus 25 N0t EMS i 5 1) col-0 T4 R 3+ K
RGP Ler BRUEFAEU M IFIIEE T F2 BEAR, %5
93 MRAEKLI A FR, K 93 MEAEST DNA $RHL,
TR A G AT w0, B & B S B 2E Tk
AR 25 e fk EAEAE— AN K/ 1.52 Mb & & col-0
f] SNPs [U§ (peak). £RiE—UA5%, MAT7E 2 X 38
DR T H bR AT 55

Ashelford %5 A "85 — A0 7 I+ 542 44 ebi-1 [#]7]
L HRBAT I AL TN 7, B SO0 S AR I R
B BT T A A% SNPs B H 75 LU SO 4
AN BRI E 1 ANE AINFXL-2 FE R 5] ebi-1
SAF LR SNPs A7 5. ZHIFITUE S 128 R AR
A DL B AR Bt A 15 S ey, S L HEAT I 43 M T AL
/D 53k SNPs $ H .

2.5 FERHAHENTHT GWAS 5

1T Akt IR 4 356 R OC BB 29 BT (genome-wide
association study, GWAS) & —Fh7E B 2= 57 4 )
VA T4 0 R 50 1R O B ) R IR IR T B R,

(HZHAR R GER )2 N FAEY S 2 R e, 3
F R PR RE ) I N R R AN 53, DA A
Y kT VYNSRI iR N

2010 #£, Huang 25 N AT 50000 43 1) [ 2
(KRR S Rl e, Bk 517 AN H A 41 2 28 0 2 50805 1)
IKAE M 7 PP EAT PR B8 T AR (R FE 7). 1
o A SRR 27 ALK YK, AR SR
27 1 XIERAEIE. ENFEER T4 3.6 MK
SNPs, it %] SNPs [tk B R THE, BRI 45>
3 AR AERE . RIAE DA SR AR R —Fh
B B YA 5 (k-nearest neighbor algorithm)f4) £
TN BE KRG SR T R, IFAE 373 AN KRS H
Ji R 14 AN E AR EMIREIETT GWAS 8T, K
BT REIR AT B, Hob AT 6 MRS 5
e 15 5 i FH % A A ke 0 A AE AR 90 s 07 11 3 TR 5
BB, M GWAS B % AL s PR R, KE4mT
DU RE 36% MR B4R 57

B, Zheng %5 N0k SR F IR L1 0 1)
GWAS J77%, R—ATK . Z A R 1) 950 7 tH 5t
90 R A AR R 335 o (o 5 R e AORIRE I ), P R 3EA T
GWAS 7 H1. Sit%eE i 32 A5 IR -k F A
ST HT AT R, IX 3 W B K (A AR B n] DUAT R
GWAS Kl MR A DA R0 B8 . RN, Sl vEan i
B, Bl 18 AN SR SRR SN, X
i, SETIFPI GWAS RISl B3 D 21 1 R R 1B 5
FH, T RAAE KR8 o 4k A2 2% R 5 A N 38 A 22 25
2% UL IR AR Y K &R

IR, GWAS AT 7E KRG v BL %
SE TR SR A SSEE . 1 T GWAS
OY BT 7K s s B S DR A, 5 A% e 1 A A
PRRE A 23 T 52 2 MR 7 925 0 D /I 78 (R I 9 S

2.6 AR H FR X

A0 T4 (exome) & — AN Al PR 2 rh 42 A
TR N, R DA T A I D R e B AR
B o e R I e BORIEAT AN B T AL, RERS L
KB AR REAR S A S I AL R AR H AR X
R FSE M 40 SRR (10 R e DR 4 X St A T e
B, BSR40 s T H AR X R
RS AT DLORE SN R 10 e DA A DX A R S
PERPRES, I ey R AR 4] DNA HEAT
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HAL, WAL H AR IR, 5 Ja K Al 3R 21 1 B I 4
DNA #EAT maf 5. AL TR E N, Ah 5
S22t N B v P 1 S S | 2 S =7 O = S B {1 /e o B
RIZH 2T A, A0 1 4R H AR X Sl P Rk 4
I 380 5 R NSRBI A 5 1R 803 5 A A0 ) ki A
FFFEh, MAESI IR T h CA R IE 2R P e/
BT AR K G S B (Bos taurus)PH L R
(Drosophila melanogaster)®>V2 ) Fh vp B AT 8 4> PR

3 AR RN P

Bt A BT — AR R P47 2 D 3 BB (1 e
X AN A VIR A LA () QTTLs i 21 o7 AT A7 3
ARG R S ARAF ). AN RE A EIREAR (1 QTLs DX 45
T v 86 R P 388 A i i 0 8 B IR B 2 66 DR 4
5T AR 5 e 1 JEAilf. SNPs A B = )3t A6 8 St
FE, AR TARPIAN R R 2 6], W4 T QTLs
SERLIESE. KMBCHATINFEOR, ey ZM 1%

DNA

SE Ak DALV [ A IR PP S22 S, R T 0 T R 2 S A
ALRPIRR, 28 T S ;7 i 2 308 — 48 QTLs X
K SNP ARICARAT W 22, fi A3k DR 28 00 Py PRI 9 A
HeAR N IS T A

ARSI 7

fij LA [ (reduced representation libraries, RRLs)
(A & A2 NSRRI i kg th, nT LUl Sanger
WA 25t R B SNPs. 3 i 328 86— Fh 0 D g 3847 1
I, SRJGREAT SCPE v BER /D IR, AR — 2 K/
Hitg U] P BT N 1R 7 B AR DAy AN B DR A 1) R
AR, SRFFAREE DR A 1) S 28 Pk S B v AN [ 3 i 23
(AN A4 R A [) 1 PN V) i 33E AT Wi ), [mDSCAH [i] K /s
o B ) B, L SCPE, ARG AT e aE S
YT 2 FE AT 5 R EAT 0 A B X,
AT %A 2% 7 5 R e AT e 5 4%, AR5
X 7 A ) PR A REAT PP A1) L) i i RRLs 7
3T, AT CAAERf L B0 SNPs(/& 1).

31

|
-l_l_lll_l_l-

l

SN = L N T S = T =i - W T
- n“,f - - T 'il - : T - : -
- - s - = s - =

£ £
o — ——————————— I
nﬁ& ~ACOTGROCOACAGCTT ..
30 A
1 ELs = I o e = = ==
— e W _ACGTGGGCGACCGCTT. — — = I
— — — ACGTGGGOGACAGCTT . — — —
ZE
e T e e e i a AT e
I - cosesgen _ sezmm ||
- — B BB Coenusen - — - — i
. = = = ‘oo — I
L —~ACGTGGGCGACAGCTT.
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van Tassell 25 APYKACER 3 ANBEAAN 66 k2R 1)
F M4l DNA HATIRA, K Hae WEYIJGHE T
RRLs SCPE, JFHEAT 7 il sl . 3 i w00 0 3k
3 62042 AL ) SNPs, W FH L K 43 FUBG I, 7 43
IR 4 v [ Bl LBk 3 23357 A~ SNPs, B AIEH N 92%. %
TAE@ENL T — Pl sk KA K AT R
SNPs [¥1387 77

Kerstens 25 NPk 2 B R0 6 ANk
(Meleagris gallopavo)/MAT# JE K41 DNA HEAT IR A,
ff71] Sau3A B AL G R E T —/> RRLs SCPE. 3%
8 el I B AR B2 TS, %EE 11000 £
ANHY SNPs, 7E— MR FIFEA X 340 /> SNPs 13
AT FE R 43 B30 SNPs [5G 3% 0 95%. % TAE/&AE
<KX 5 DRI 2 e 8 A 2 /i BTARLT), X 3 WY RRLs W7
AT DA v R ELAR B b A 2 2% 55 R4 31 R S i
€t BTN it SNPs.

Wu 25 N POk — AN B K G B REAAT 2 AN A
FN4 DNA BT S, & CviR  EVIEHET —
A~ RRLs SCEFHHEAT T IF 508, %558 H 39022 A
1% SNPs. MTH2]1) SNPs bric Hik th 164 /> SNPs H]

DNA

T AL T AT A QTL, A LUK i X I Frid
RN B 42 Kb —/MhRid. % AR US4 e
S P B RN R A A T A R AR AR 45 A (0 7 1k,
A DL L S e AR 2 A T QTL X 8Os 4t 5 47 1)
SNPs Fric.

3.2 BEYUIALRFE R DNA B

B D)4 s AH O DNA 7 (restriction-site associ-
ated DNA sequencing, RAD-seq) 45 A & b 4 e i &l
710 W I RS 1T AR ) —FloBr B R, RAD bRt —
DL 2828 A BE Al K 73 FFRd, T RAD-seq W2 H
F0F RAD AR BEAT I 5 73 Hr, AT HEAT SNPs 1 T &
o8 K 2 s, RAD BRI R, 8ok
VBN V) 5 DNA F BOIn vl 5 5 U] B 45 262 2K iy
JPAVEANN SR 1, BENLIT WS, PN AR e vz
3k 2, FARAEL 1 Ak 2 B S 1 TEE T PCR
SN, Ao A ek 1 Sk 2 (DI A 14
(1) DNA B3 284 =5 XMy, RIS RAD 454,
X AT ol Iy RN, PR RAD-seq FiA.
RAD-seq HEATERL A FNARAR A A P 0 382 4% 23 B 0 4

!
I 0 U § I S S
.
=« E=E
4 [} Bx2
w8 = =
‘ NNNNNNNNN
NNNNNNE
m 1 1§ 0=
&
igs e s = | Barcoding
W 1w ™ B | sraEs
== ...................... -
: - Consensus
RS . . sequence
- .
=
GATCGTTACTCCTAG

PRI

GTTCC

GATCGTTAGTCCTAG
GATCTTTAGTCCTAG

& 2 RAD-seq HiARER
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LD R AR . R BEAR AL ST
A B AT T R Y S

Baird %5 AP — R 3RkIE T RAD-seq 1A, flif]
{F =Wl fa (Gasterosteus aculeatus) ™ 352 N 1ZF AR
%5 13000 24~ SNPs. [AlFF R T 38 H T FE AR
GRS, HNHT =l F2 FERRAMAR &
ST R B, TR AE T 12 f0 Ao 420 00 Al sk 2% (1)
ARG, PR RGEWAHH T 55— AR (59
SRR Bt e . A T 3 —PIESE RAD-seq
BR AT, fEEE SR (Weurospora crassa)™ F ] %
TR T 28/ FhRid I e AL T — A%
5 T AR AR,

Hohenlohe 2% A\P¥F]Jf] RAD-seq A X = il 1
() B AR AR ) AZ 1 IR I 22 S B AT T 2 DA 49 Bl 1) 4
R A 2 MR 3 NIRRT 100 DMME,
BEAT RAD-seq M, BEASMESEE NN IEHT 45000
2/ SNPs. 1% TAE 4 [ M6 — 5 a3 Ak (] gt A% 22 57
AT T VG -0 7 ZE Y b BRI U0, SR Bk fa b B
S I PAT AL R B4, T REYE B AR A
LN BIh R4 AT RAEE e, —L
IS DR A DX 3 5 50 T S 6 = (AR BT A 40 Hh ok
A1l fa e 1 22 S (1) QTLs e A, N T Zear % e i
SR TRT I I A DG 1) 2 DR 4 X 3k

Emerson %5 A\P7VR ] RAD-seq 43 A S e
(Wyeomyia smithii)JZEAT W ¥ 53 B, #8578 TR0 (2
J5T 22000 £F 21 19000 £ Fi 57 46 0K o 3£ 38 391 5] Frig B (2
$or BT 1Ly ik R 50 ) 1 82 A% 45 A RN B AL AR 5 1m) . % T
YEUESE RAD-seq F AR AT T — A0 Mr 3 191
WA R G R E KR,

Baxter 25 Nt /NS (Plutella xylostella)[T1AE
RUAT T RAD-seq 731, MLt T /N ()it A%
B, JESE R T /S SR S 2 G B AR I L R A
[KI£H 2% 43 #7. Chutimanitsakun 25 AV Ffl RAD-seq 2
ARXF 93 ¥R KZFE (Hordeum vulgare)DHCW RS AR)1E K
REARBEATAITSE, K4S 530 4> SNPs, 1] H b Ky 445 4>
SNPs, 45i& 2 wifbridtygdt 7 K22 EBEE, I Xt
AT IE AR 34T T QTL SE 743 4. Pfender 25 A 16%
X —N B 52 Wi (Lolium perenne)F1 BRI 193 A4t
1T RAD-seq, Jf-4%4 SSRs Al STSs 4 Fhric, L
B A8 i B AT B A0 AT, R T Ak I B ] I
foril 2] 3 AN PR LGS QTLs.
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I, PR RNA-seq 8% mRNA-seq, HIJ A
A RNA R4 e mRNA 20 s 15 21 XUsE
cDNA, 1fij Ji % JLREAT T = I AT (B 3). 7E ¢
S R AL 7 () A, oK RNA-seq 25 4L 5 L A
41 DNA JPHIE AT 6 b, T 7 23K R Rk | AR
BIY) . JERGERARAG B R RIS AT B 6T
WAHZHLRNAYR, TTUHAT de novo sl
RS, BT A 2000 e 54K BeEAT de novo #H%%,
BEMAS 2P 15— FE AP 51 48 (unigenes) 24k .

4.1 HSHIEFAYH RN 7

Zhang 25 NPILIKAG 9311 @44, g, =%
R W FELAERON MR, MHATR AN, BRT
BT KRG AN ) 2% B 1) A si 2 PRl i SR e A R XU
SRS, RUE] T 7232 AN A, X R
FIEFEAL, HEAAZ R R JLRILT 23800 4
AR BY R, X S n] AR BY U] AR R AR A KT 33% (1)
FED b TR R I 1356 SRl L N, S T 234 M
e A e AR, eI RE R B R QB DI A e, X
e WY e 3% Rl S LU T30 ] B AL 3K e 0 A
FUIE LTI B 4% () K R 8 S LRI i T 2 1
W

Li 25 NSO ) wd il e o0 A 7 oK i e
S VEEH K BT3 /AN 3 M43 4 AN R B B
FEFR A (H LK 2P IX . IEAE B X RS X)), I
IS 2 20 24 A SRR A0 PR R R PR A R,
XF 6 ANFE S AT i AL P 40 A, #3312 120 M I )P
Hz K 2 Ft e B IR (9 4 A R n AR B g2 R, Jf HAE
ANTR) R B BB JE (0 R H B A 3 R T 4 SR R
DAL A0 P R AT e SR A 3 S 1 s A T A 3 K
WY FERAEAE A mRNA I TH4E, RELEH
RERBEETE 64% M3 K B8 2 5 Rk,
21% 1) 3 PRI AE 48 R S5 0 AL A RIS AN [ X4
P 5243 BT R 0 AT 550 1 ) A A e | 3 AR 41 AR
2 Tk B R IR A U RE LR . C4 R
SYETIR B 4 RSB HRA, XL T
PRI b6 AT R) R BARAS 11 4 A T, 7~
AT AN PR R MR I s A 4, gl
T A A A AR IR N RGHELE, K4
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m'Gig

A,

b ded= 2]

B3 HIRANRFRE

JaTF G AR TR B ARSI TUER 4 T LA,

4.2 FTEBHFER A YR R AN P

Graham 25 \F | Roche/454 M| J7~F & %) 7 15
(Artemisia annua) W% ALEAT T WP 0 by, BRIE K
T K SNPs(1 /> SNP/104 bp), MAIEEL 1536
/N SNPs, 4& HAth O marker ] T-is 4% 3% 40 K 5% (1)
. BT 2 A SRR C4 5 C1 2 24 A
L DR 7 S AROK I & R, M T FL OB AA
Graham {§Jf] T 242 4~ F1 MAREHEX 2 AopAs)
GRS T IR A TN AR R W T SRR T
R SRBBRAASEFE L DL S e R i o 45 5 5 PR 23 4
MIEHE, #8317 7 A QTLs fi . Hh 5" &
AIEBE QTLs £5 34, LG 5 LG9 L(f QTL 575
HURIEMR, LG4 1) QTL 555" AU K
X FaT LA B T4 5 0 8 AT 4 AR
O A B B 9 2

Wang 25 N5 H 2 (Ipomoea  batatas) I HRAR
HEAT 0 B e s L e, 8 illumina UK S I P
ARF=H T I 59 M IJF 1. De novo 2134 H 56516 4%
HL—JEL K 7 ¥l (unigenes), “F-HK %4 581 bp. FET 5
TN AP A A3 2R, S 35051 AR IA 4
%e k. KEGG 4001 11056 /N2 TR 412,
Jo L LB A AL B AR R T AR AR W AR W

i s A, R IR R A B O R
4114 /) cDNA SSRs(cSSRs) ik 7> Fhric il LLE & H
B 5> T hRC A B TR R K 2 7 bR Sl B & .

Chen 25 N'"HGE T KIS (Brugia malayi) )5 5%
AL, XTI FEE R 21.5 Gb B FEAEE T T 41
3, 133N T 72977 AR (NS0, 2275 bp), FFEE T
11490 A& U (g SE e, AR T AR
iz . 5 Al 8 Bl 200 7 B HUdk AT LA JE I
27T, AT B — O AN 58 A AR 2 1 58 A AR 35 1)
BT TRERNA S SEE, HRIRT 18 NRE
FHOCIE AL

IXLCRIF T 5 LR ST R W T 1) de novo e
SO M AT AE AR RS AR W B, R ) A AR S DA A
KA ZREIY R, A 230 H 1 5 356 DR 2 BRI
Iy AR R

5 HFHERNFBWEEAR

By KN FRIA 1 (digital gene expression, DGE)$
AREIFEAJE P& 4) &R H X mRNAs 8 5 5% pr
cDNAs ST XEEY), 73 —2¢ mRNA 32| —Hx)
Ao 1) = NS =1 = e U 7 U TR 2B U A
WE B — 5 LEBOAS [ R A () 25 Plbr 25 45 8k, 4K
W2 R LIRSS, BAE 1995 4EUE/E (1N A R 4

115



T HEZRAE: i B e BORAE SR T AR 1

mRNAZ R cDNA

AARAR
REAAR
— RAAAA
ARAAR
Sr— ARALR

i RRAAR

ARAAR
S AR ARR

§ sUrERE

I — —
= e —
— —
4 W
CATGCTAGAAAACATTTAATA CATGGTTGAATCTGAAACCCT
CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA CATGGCTGAATCTGAGGCTCT
CATGGTTGAATCTGAAACCCT CATGCTAGAAAACATTTAATA
CATGGCTGAATCTGAGGCTCT
CATGCTAGAAAACATITAATA ¢ 7GETAGAAAACATTTAATA
CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA ¢ : :

CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA TGGCTGAAGTCAA

o -
> -

1 | EATN Lovl

CATGCTAGAAAACATTTAATA
CATGCTAGAAAACATTTAATA
CATGCTAGAAAACATTTAATA
CATGCTAGAAAACATTTAATA

CATGGTTGAATCTGAAACCCT
CATGGTTGAATCTGAAACCCT

CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA
CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA
CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA
CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA
CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA
CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA
CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA
CATGGAAGGCAATCCCACATA

Eexy

Bl 4 DGE HABEH

53T (serial analysis of gene expression, SAGE)7i A,
SR B A I RR A, FHIE R AT S S, T
Sanger J)3; 13T mIEEN T DGE HiAR, JEXt
PRAE EHEHEAT Y, 07 DGE X4 #% 4 DeepSAGE.

DGE 152 72 5 R IK ARAE, i 2255 B i e it
ATREEE, A A LA BB () 22 e Ak 45 2R, T AAE R
TS F A Y Fh A — S8 3 5 2 2% BL N B AT R
— R R A A B FE A, W LB E2E4T DGE
(8, M AEBE S 2 2% e DR 20 SO e e D P
SRS PERI IRl ep, T2 KR ] RNA-seq HARHY
AN AR B R AR Bl 15, JTAE DGE
P FR 25 0T L 2525 H e 1

5.1 A4 unigenes $3i% M7 DGE 43047

Xiao % N85 — W ] DGE H AW T 16 =
F ¥ (Sus scrofa)fE /&4 N-PRRSV (& it k5 7
PRRSV)CH1a #RJp # J5 7 s KT i . 1% T
PEILH 9 3k 6 JA KA e /NI, 3 A8 A nt I, A1
S H— R AU 6 SKAE YL TR 5, 4 4 K
PR 3 KRR 7R, #5458 3 MU, & 3 LIE R
AR RNA, #17 DGE SZ46. #9029 #51F
ST R 2 ) B 8 RE A DAl B R AR R
B 7. REMKEED. KR PiikLl &
AMABOE S F R AT RE S BT N-PRRSV &4y f
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RPN R R, T N-PRRSV 155 3 11 e % I
AT RN T TR A P T, X BT S A
MR HURE, 53 T B 2 4 B DR S W AN T AN BE A
BRI B A S5 B R .

Wang 2 \“IF ] DGE H AR 7 8 2L BAR A
(Gossypium hirsutum) Xuzhoul42 ' f] fl M(fuzzless/
lintless) 5 A% 4 (1) JR B £T 44 762 46 B B A 2T HE A B B
MRIEWE . EFFAEI M R e fhrid, k-2 3 8
DPA(JF A6 5 REO AR AL R BE, 3185 (1) 1 1 I8 2k
R G -80°CLRAE. -2, -1, 0, 1, 2, 3, 5718
DPA {5 A= RN FAZ R PR e R B 2 R RNA. -2,
—1, 0F1 1 DPA [f 5 RNA WA 1y stage  (4F4EIR1R)
(AL, B AR RN SEARAA I 43 bR ad 5 WTL F1 M1;
2,3, 5 F1 8 DPA {5t RNA JB & 1E N stage (4] 4kf
KO IIFE i, B AR TR0 SEAR A3 il bR A WT2 Fl M2.
Sy HI%E WT1, M1, WT2 Fil M2 #E47 DGE 4 ZE 7,
RV A2 TR AR AR 2 8] 3K 72 S KT B KR 20
AN DN 2T 4 32 A Rl R DR IR (T ) I s AL it
AN LN, XL HL AR S 5 T AR YAl W Ok F
P, AITUESE T 21 4 50 R b 5k D e s 1) e JEE &2
etk

Wu 25 \ Ui [f| DGE #F9% T % %6 (Vitis amurensis)
I Fr 52 76 7 903 993 JRU B (Plasmopara viticola) & G& 1l 5
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FEPR 22 R RIATE L. 1% TAE BT PV LA 2
ORI BE4T DGE W 7. W58 B 513 NIRRT 167
ANFER G I G frp BRA M ARISEE 5 £
KEGG &0 A, 757 R IEFE N SRR 45 1)
FeBER S IR ER FIORE A I 45 A T 100 3% AH 5%

5.2 JC unigenes (B ZEYFF 1T RNA-seq F1
DGE B &7t

Wang 5 NN AHHS F(Bemisia tabaci)¥i 54 i
TREFEA . WA d 2 5T RNA 3EHEL, K 3
#y RNA FEAR S S, 34T T 3 G 2l &1 RNA-seq;
[FJ IS X 3 4> RNA 43511247 DGE /7. RNA-seq T 1
43 MNP K, 412RE K 168900 AN #—JE K] 741 (°F-
B0 266 bp), s ULHT{E GenBank 4 22 H & 5k
MR B ARSI 10 52, S CaE
AL PRI R, 27290 4570t % k. WE T
R B R E R R s H )RS . 1T DGE
SIS, RHEAMEARNFA R Z T 2.5 M IR,
T A BN R T ISR R S A AR O,
B SR — KRR 7k B I AT R ORI DGR A,

Mu % A"l RNA-seq Al DGE 73 #7 7 Kk th
(Pseudosciaena crocea)’ W& /K< 5l v XU Ay 5 1Y
sk vl XY JEOK s AT sk N R, &1
NCBI Hf Fe iR o #r o, 1931 7 8216 40 55 (1)
—IEH Y. I DGE HiAR, Xl 5z w8 /K< e il 1
TR P R B A0 R0 FEOK S A0 06 LU 20 AT IR, 1996 A
NI 2R RIE, Hdhdg 727 A BERIE M3 A
489 NN HRIL BN 22 e 1.5 f5 LA b, T2z A
AR K M BE D] 22 2 M s N AH JGHE AL

Hao 25 N340 G A2 (Taxus mairei) % 5% 4133647
T de novo W Fpdi ke, 7[R AN AL 2R,
23515 AMR—JEKP AR 2 e TH DGE 4 T 41
AR, 2K i 3R ZE R R A, B
JE H —HE A ZURE S M D RE AR DGR I AR 2 S A &
BORFEAIIEN. [FFE, Tang 2 NP TFAE SR 50 Al
70 d B B R (Siraitia grosvenorii) PRI RNA, &
TR G AT e S LY. 4125 1 43891 A~ F—JE K] 77
Hl, “FRIKEN 668 bp, WIXASCEEFYE T
OS5 P PUR B 224 BB IY cDNA JP 1. X IF
163,50 F170 diX 3 ASH 5L RS2k B BT DGE
M, P T A CYP450 15 A UDP JEPRIE 7] fig

Z: 5 B PR A R s 1 HE A

P R L K () RNA-seq Fll DGE 5 A 3 1 =
(1) 25 [R] e RN 3238 40 W 1 7 9%, 2 o oK ) ] e I 3%
KT R Re R R WP T E. SE e+
A T b BE DA R AU B R v e s AL de
novo ZHEEFNFE R LI A>T, AT FVE HUH— AR )P 4
AR A P AR ASE X AR A (1) B sl AHLAE 5 O T A 2K
(RN FHE .

6 /)5 RNAs jil|)%

MicoRNAs(miRNAs) & —JE N ¥ /M43 F RNAs,
TH A 3 S J5 AP SO T SR R R A Sk R IEAE T, 1%
T Z M EMAAR YT IR T 2 HE N KL, ER
WAKFR B h i mE A . DRI miRNAs 4
FEHIM /N RNAs 7 H AR C 28 4% H T3
LE BV Rud =2 IS

Wei 25 NP5 RIS HEAT T/ RNAs Tl . il
miRBase #4f i LE 0T 2856 50 MRS ) miRNA &K
W, FHAEEAT KIS BN R SO, A
YIS BRI T 185 A KIEEA 1) miRNAs
Kk, XK miRNAs [WEE 3 HT £ B miRNAs [1)
PR FEEAEATEAEY LSRR 3 AL, BF
HESIH . RIS HK. MRAME I T — L84 pe
TORUE I A I /N RNAs F piRNAs, i 718 £ 5
DRI R IA . 0 R J 21 2 AN AR S R Y
/N RNAs RIS BLEEAT 43 8, M 8L 6OE (1) /)N
RNAs KXW HF5E, K 7 aEma g2 5%
KM/ RNAs, JR4HlH 2 ANASFE AW RS/
RNAs Kk i

Li %5 NVOURH w3l i 5 5 5 o W A 5 1
ik, WA T IEE A& R A A S A 3 Ak B
LA R IKFE4D 1) miRNAs 4. i3 miRNAomes £l
Northern blot 143 HT LU, #iE fEEAL B 4 A
7 /> miRNAs % 202 2 1) 2 kil Xt A
N miRNAs [SEEE K 2 5 7 AN 19 40 il 2 Y.
FARH SR, R E. FEoEi. A KEMND)
AT A MG FD A iR A pE T, R Z AL
miRNAs T il — A5 2% (1) 1 0 480 A0 DV B30 I, 3 428 14
g, AN, KRB HIERILT 32 ASHi miRNAs,
HiBW 2, TR T — MY T /D RNA,
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miR3981, HHTHANL THEK AK106348 117 —Mk
WA, X R A R ] A — e Ak RN —
A miRNA [ K.

Kwak % N5 5kt 7 8 A= AUAR AL Xuzhou142
FIE R 1M SRR ER /N RNA SCE, FFET =
P, 111 M I miRNAs 45058 1k, thah, &
YT 2 AT AN R e 1 R % miRNAs. BFSTUE
ST AR S 1 AR T miRNAs 1R IEF AL
(EAEZE 57, WE7RIX e 72 5 R 1A 1) miRNAs 75 AL 47 4
KB IR R R R e SR A

Wang 25 NSy 7 — R HRK 24 h EEK
FhF 17 RNAs CPEFFATH Solexa BEARX AT T
MWIFoHr, RILT 115 A 241 F2K miRNAs Fl 167 4
B miRNAs. £ miRNAs FIHF 4 DL miRNAs 1115
YA 2 B SIS TR SE . RS BT 4 e 1
B miRNAs, KARFEF T EK miRNAs Zd 4.

A RBHIE TAET 5 0K /N RNAs JFEEA
HTZMamayy, S 715230 MY, e
(Arachis hypogaea)"™,/NF% (Triticum aestivum)®™, H
i (Rehmannia glutinosa)™", WtkG(Citrus trifoliata)™
5 5¢ (Porphyra yezoensis)[83], KA [84], K [85’86],
ey A B (Paralichthys olivaceus)®”, ¥A ¥ 2 H (Bursa-
phelenchus  xylophilus)™, T W Ht (Clonorchis
sinensis)™, Jig B W (Trichinella spiralis)'®", #§ JH
(Strongylocentrotus nudus)®"5EHIF ] miRNAs #ik
W, BT T I LY A AN R B A AN [ e
AbFREE S5 F N AR ) miRNAs 1) 25 5 R A 5 .

7 FEfRAN

4572 miRNAs 1EH AR mRNAs &0 H 1) g
JEWF R L BN R —, G % ik
BT A AT IS5 TR T R B S RE TR &5 SR AT Y
SEUG IO UE. A R RO [, IR T DUE
X miRNAs /73 [ f# mRNAs T 3 i i A
ploy(A) [ Be-EAT M e, 43 213X i B fige v B 4t
T8 miRNA-mRNA FCX ORI, X—Hi 7
VIR A g 2H 0 /7 (degradome sequencing) (& 5).

TERI AR N 46K 2 801 miRNAs & ) BY D)4
L R Rk, HESUIE KA miRNA 5
mRNA B AN 10 MR 1. fUAE &85 Y)
FEAE SR BOR 3B ) B Horh 3D R B, &
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A H ) 5 HRBR A 3'poly(A)EE, T # RNA ffiE
B, EREY T N B s, s SE T
SERM e RERE N, SR TS5 R 0 5TET T B el I
Al fsi /b 5B KL 411 RNA 2 J0VEHE RNA B s,
PRI T G Y2 338 N1 3 R0 52 56 5 R 0 04 AT R
NHE LT3 HT, A E A A BLAE mRNA 751 ()4
AT 4 VB — AN (t-plots), 171 12 A {5 2 i 3% 1)
miRNA 8YJ1{7 5.

German® LI F TR (AL AL EL(WT BUAN xrnd AL
YRS %, BT T B e, #3865 T 800
TIANAETURPREZEN 2.7 TTAN 3 AME B, R 2 LA
DUTAT A% 3 UE 1) miRNAs #UF 5176 sh A3 2 T 5604E. 5
CLY0 UF I RS AR AL, K 2 B0 50T 43 miRNAs #2
FEIAE miRNAs (B PI 545 2 5 —ifn = & bR,
JCHEAESR D 53" AN AtXRN4 JENTE xm4
FRAZRI . RAERIFEIF I miRNAs AH 7T 2
HIRZ, ZTAEIRGBAT A B R, DR S
% R B 2L D0 7 AR SR BT miRNAs JEAT %8 58 fi
9.

Zhou %5 N2HRIE T A 7K R r i 2o £ T B4 A 2L 01
JPoR%E miRNAs BUEERIRFST. DRERE 93-11 1)
4~6 cm KMGHEALP T, %2 H)E T 87 4> miRNAs
BUILIR 177 ANFESROR. AEU R IF RUKRE AR <3 1)
miRNAs [P PR, 3 5 R 7~ 5 IRy 21 709%(58/82),
XKW, XL miRNAs 7 7K (1) 56 DR 1 75 &5 b 4%
FEAEH. MRS miRNAs S T 5 m25 8 5
F YT 45 (1 Ak 2 22 K IR R RE A

VER— PP ARAHT, BEMARLLIN 7 H 26 miRNAs
JERCT) mRNA (1) 350 BEf - BCIET mo@ 0, ok
T3k miRNAs 1E RN . iZH AR AT 32 W 4
PITARAR . AL BB 4 AT AN I R L S AN [
MR R, PR KA M E s, T b
miRNAs [JZEW 2= hae . Frm b, 2 2/
RNAs. miRNAs Fl#! mRNAs (1L, E5h9h,
miRNAs {F FH#EEE D LRS00 3, (Hgthfy— 1k
miRNAs 5L (1 BYY, FHA T ik 0] LAAE 4
RINIX LR /> H FE 21K mRNAs BY D) 34}

8 TN B AL R A A B

RN AL 27 DA R g A T AR Ay 21 T8 2% T 3
SRR IE KSRk, W DNA F LA AN B 1 1B 145
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m'GIE

mRNA

"),
E——  iRNA
l miRNA7TT & LIE]
L — 3'OH 5p ),
5 Bk W
5 X v
A),
\ . . v (T),, —
miRNA U&7 53
E V¥ EFRPCR
o ———
@
i V¥ Mme | 817

mRNA{ &

&5

& W DR 2 27 U 2 7 R DR ZH 7K P b ek 3 0 J A 27 4
AT HTST. DNA HIEAY . 2H 2R B 0 2 R R 21 2%
(1) BT 25

PR R & AR 1 i 45 5 D 7 (bisulfite sequencing)
& Frommer %5 A\ H (57 DNA FRAL 57,
Jir B NIV A T A 0 3 DR A ok e AR A 1 i s
WE i 2, oS B 730 s bR WS W, 1T P A T L g ER 5 AN
A5 SRIGAEFTIEGTI) CpG A i WO ¥ it 51 i3k 47
PCR 14, X PCR F=#ydbAT M7 f H 5 R AL BRI
FRAILLEL, HIW CpG i s KA AL, HAT, &
T8 0 B A N T R A I At R T A R A 41
Ak P (whole genome bisulfite sequencing, WGBS)
FER, WGBS 1] LATE 4 5 21 ¥ [ A RSy 454> CpG A
U RS L 28, 15 3] 4 B DR 4 7K F- PR
FE Oy HR AR ) A I, IXHES) T ROU A A 2 1)
RIE.

Xiang % NN K& 1) Dazao S (LN 41751
WP 56 B St R 2 ASAMEEAT T WGBS 5, il
JPit g3 5.9 F19.9 Gb, ¥REEN 7.4 F19.0 X,
T 92% 1)KL KT () U e (C). 45 2 H A, 193
TR A TR, JL85E 17 714 mCs FAEAL
P85, 99.2%47 T CG {7 i, BS-PCR HiiF < B B 1 %
T 85.2%, KZY 0.11%IF) 5 PR 41 fms e i A6 A
B, K, PEALX IR I L5 BN NTE, 5

N

IEX

R A 2L D0 P SR

FERER IR A IER G, e JE e, KPR A 2l XA
S rDNA I AL R LR, R WILE S A T A 4%
HEAFREZ) X A rDNA X AL,
LUK He e 1 DX PR RS A A 4%, X S8 1 3 L AT g
78 B L A B H R 57 T A 1) 58 By PR
il % A S At B H R W A - 118 5k DAL 8 g 1 o
25, WOk — DR A R G K A
T YIS A ke B ) STk B8 1 He A,

RRBS(reduced representation bisulfite sequencing)
JEtH Meissner 55 ASH H iy —Fl 87 44 1) FEBE A6 00
TPk, di il E NP EORE) RRBS, BT 8
RRL SCF, {EHEAT DNA [RIE6 RS B 12 fr, @
Rk e PR E A D) B EAT WD, R KD D)
Jr BTN I R AU Dy AN BE DR 2H 7 41 B 8 AR
R HEAT AR R S S A 4 1 5 2207 3 . RRBS [
i RPN = A R N e TN S A L
SR 5 T A O AR LD, AN T BT RS ORI
TP i LEAR e B 7 VA M AL S AT 5T TP A3 2032
JH.

MeDIP-Seq £ K (methylation DNA immunopreci-
pitation sequencing)th B 5T F AL — PG 28 F B
JLJEH SR SE IR ] DNA 28588 75 il i e/ v Be,
PU5- P J I I PR 4K s AR ALK DNA B,
%I FERR R F R4k DNA 4% 3L 5 (methylated DNA
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immunoprecipitation, MeDIP), 1l & #4542 ] DNA J
BOR] E N S A gt R v i R 1 TR AT R
I W) 4 A K PRI ZH R R 8 A I TR B AIRAS . Li 4%
ONTTVR R 20 00 A0 2 1 2 RS (S 1R AA AT X))
FFREFLA ZH 2R, i8I MeDIP-seq H 7 753015 T 494
SRR FIEAL I 1% 20T ORI, AR XS LD ZH 1)
DNA HEALBIAH AR LA T4 ) MK DNA
IR A ALL: FE DI 8 DNA - YRR R A5,
DRI 500 373ty AL FEARDO IS, AR e s ahir
AL DNA FIEAL K IRAIC. XL 2 oK 70 CG
By e R A, SR A 31 DNA H ALK P A
PRI TA 7P SR G, 3 W) HG A 428 e DR 2 s o 4100
HE. IS — I T 58 A I, ik
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High-throughput sequencing technology is a revolutionary technological innovation of sequencing technology. This
technology, with low cost and high throughput data, brought new research methods and solutions for genomics and
post genomics research. In plant and animal research, the high-throughput sequencing, leading a landmark innovation
in scientific research model, can improve researches in the genome, transcriptome and epigenome, and multi-level
system. In this review, we described the research progress of high-throughput sequencing applications in plant and
animal genomics and functional genomics, and the current status and hot points of high-throughput sequencing
technology. We also discussed the trends in the further application of high-throughput sequencing.
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