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Advances and prospects of oak biology based on genomics
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Abstract: Oaks are important economic and ecological tree species in the northern Hemisphere, and are colloquially
known as the “tree of life” or the “frame of civilization”. The publication of several oak genomes, such as those of
Quercus robur, Q. lobata and Q. acutissima, has a profound impact on oak biology. In the past five years, numerous
topics in oak biology have been investigated, including the systematic evolution and species identification, gene
introgression and adaptive evolution, landscape genomics and ecological conservation, biological coexistence and
interaction mechanism, secondary metabolism and growth and development, DNA methylation and epigenetic regulation,
genes and longevity mechanisms. The expected development trends include four aspects: highlighting the in-depth application
of oak genome resources, promoting extension of oak study systems, emphasizing topics in genetics and development for
utilization of oak resources, and highlighting themes in ecology and evolution for conservation of oak forests.
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PR (Quercus spp.) BEIR+73 F &, )AL
BRI R Oy YR & B R 2 — BE AT T2
SR A T, A AT B A AR AR A A A
FIM R Y BRI R, TRl AR A
AR, BRA AT A AR AN L Z R
235330 L N B e R E R W 76T AN S 5/ N 1
FHEVZ RS RGeS 20 H 2, A A
AIZEBE A AL R E Y o AR, AR (.
robur) 7 M AR Q. lobata) " FIFFAR ( Q. acutis-
sima) ' SR IE PRI 25 A PR A 2 B e
THRZIEE , EHLRR TR LR A L R Lk 4
BRURR A= 27 T 98 0BT 20 R, JF 4 H TUA 1) e
e, ARSI DR s (AR IS S5

1 i E AR 5T ER
CrREMARE) LB E ™ MR w60 F,H X &

( Cyclobalanopsis) 70 Fi'"' . A WF 5% Fir 45 B AR A4 H
ETXEMT XARE , BRIt 420 2 Fh, R 5
By 170 28 R G0, BRJ& 7T 43 S H . J& ( Subgen.
Quercus ) FIBRER V. J& ( Subgen. Cerris) . H.H, £k
@ s A, W WA I 8 AR A (Sect.
Virentes , 7 F') . AR ZH ( Sect. Quercus, 146 Fift) FN4T
KRZH (Sect. Lobatae, 124 F) s BRAERI. & 73 3 41,
B X4 ( Sect. Cyclobalanopsis, 90 Fifi) | & FH #R 41
(Sect. Ilex, 36 Fh) F0 J§K £k 24H ( Sect. Cerris, 13
B A4k, A AR B HE I 4K/ (DNA-1C
1B W22 B AR 5 22, BT I0 p BR B A% - S 4
FER AT FRAARIEER , 2 IRAFA -4 4 KL R 21 )
JFPEsEn 71 B (R 1), 20 SBRE ) 15% ,iiAEH
(AR LG 2 35 40% , fH X2 b 14 356 R 201 7y i i
L
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Table 1 List of complete chloroplast genome sequences of oaks had been sequenced

W

subgen.

@

Sect.

Tt (B UCHGE Y GenBank F415)

tree species( first reported GenBank accession No.)

HRIE

Quercus

355 R AR

Virentes

7 R AR Q. virginiana (MT916773)

FIBRE

Quercus

KR Q. aliena (KP301144) ; Bt HE Q. aliena var. acutiserrata ( KU240008) ; M4 Q. dentata
(MG967555) ; Bi 1A Q. dentata subsp. stewardii (MG678022) ;5 AR Q. fabri (MG678031) ; XK
Kk Q. fenchengensis ( MN095295 ) ; ¥ 24 it #E Q. gambelii ( MK105457 ) ; K it 4k Q. griffithii
(MG678034) ; KA Q. macrocarpa ( MK105459) ; 52 ¥k Q. mongolica (MG678033) ; 4 M- kR
Q. mongolica subsp. crispula ( MK860969 ) ; JTCHl fE £k Q. petraea ( 1LT996899) ; E #k Q. robur
(LT996900) ; Ku#R Q. serrata (MG678024) ; FARAIAR Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata (MG678032) ;
B EHE Q. stellata ( MK105467 ) ; 1L A Kk Q. wutaishanica (MG678027) Fl = B I 2 Kk Q. yun-
nanensis (MG678028)

AR

Lobatae

TR 4R Q. agrifolia (OK634019) ; #ELTHR Q. coccinea ( MN308055 ) ; fill M 2E R Q. kelloggii
(OM541584) ; 7HA AR Q. palustris (MK105461) s #1045 Q. phellos (MZ196210) ; LR Q. rubra
(JX970937) FNLith 5 4% Bk Q. wislizeni (OM541583)

JRER L

Cerris

H XA
Cyclobalanopsts

KR Q. acuta ( MT742291 )5 40 M 3 X Q. ciliaris ( MN199024 ) ; 4% 7 75 X Q. chungii
(MW401633) ; #BFH X Q. delavayi (MW450870) ; 12575 X Q. edithiae (KU382355) ; MR ER T
Xl Q. fleuryi (MG678008) ; 75 [z H X Q. gilva (MG678009) ;75 X Q. glauca (KX852399) ; ki
HX Q. jenseniana (MG678011) ; RZEM-F5 [X] Q. litseoides (ON598394) ; Z fikH K| Q. multinervis
(MG678004) ; /N5 X Q. myrsinifolia ( MG678005) ; #1775 X] Q. neglecta (MG678010) ; T X
FH X Q. ningangensis (MG678013) ;B JH -7 X Q. obovatifolia (MG356785) ;i35 %] Q. sara-
vanensis (MW411183) ;3HF X] Q. schottkyana ( = Q. glaucoides, MW450872) ; = 1LIF X] Q. sessili-
Jolia ( MG678012 ) ; P4 Wi # [X] Q. sichourensis ( MF787253 ) F1 # i & X] Q. stewardiana
(MN199023)

K H R
Ilex

E5HE Q. acrodonta (MG678019) ; I VE &= LAk Q. aquifolioides ( KP340971) ; 45 1 #% Q. baronii
(KT963087) ; M FH#E Q. bawanglingensis ( MK449426) ; &:AZ2 4% Q. cocciferoides (MG678016) ;i
M4k Q. dolicholepis ( KU240010) ; B ZR # Q. engleriana ( MG678029 ) ; 4k ¥% #k Q. franchetii
(MG678018) ; JII ik 0. gilliana ( MG678007) ; I8 3} K5 Q. guyavifolia ( MG678020) ; 5% 5 111 K
Q. monimotricha ( MG678006 ) ; 2R M #k Q. oxyphylla ( MG678021 ) ; # ¥ ¥k Q. pannosa
(MG678025) ; 5 X #k Q. phillyraeoides (MG678026) ; ik LLAR Q. rehderiana (MG678037) ;5%
M7 LR Q. pseudosemecarpifolia (MG678014) ;75 LR Q. semecarpifolia (MG678017) 5 JK 54k Q.
senescens ( MG678023 ) 5 il M & 1 Ak Q. spinosa ( KM841421 ) ; K & & ¥k Q. tarokoensis
(MF135621) ;i 2 1k Q. tungmaiensis ( MF593893) FIHcR Q. utilis (MG678015)

JRBRZEL

Cerris

AR Q. acutissima ( MF593895 ) ; /NI Q. chenii ( MF593894 ) Fl1 48 Fz £k Q. wvariabilis
(KU240009)
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o 46 &

PRIE G OB B, A5 R (2n=24) ,
WA BRIEREAEIA" . 2 DNA-1C (U %
(https ;//cvalues.science. kew.org/ ) ¥5 &, &R E H
FEPV AL R /IR BRAR DR 24 40 F, 24 3 ) B Rl 1Y
9.5% ;T ET 1S B, 2005 11. 7%, #5J8 H:H 4
SEA470. 91 pe, B/ N ERER (Q. velutina ,0.58 pg) ,
R # R H X (Q. austrocochinchinensis, 1.22
pg) o il MR AL R A RN LR 43 07 56 MR
SRR T /N AR/ (DNA-1C fH < 1.4 pg) 5
FIEBRCHE B, AR R Ak R 2H R /N B Dl 567 ~ 1193
Mbp, -3 890 Mbp, 4 & & P 2H R /NAALAFEFF
B A8 5%, it FLAFAERR N ANA T A 5

PRI A%k R 20 v A, 35 i R R 81 AR
Gk B EAEFIIIRE AL R AZ R 4R 4 TR W R e v
P 2016 48 KRN ™ A7 i 52 1) ik R AL D00 7 21 ¢
AR S T 8RR )T 2 50 3 B 42 5k K4
PRI A A A 1Y ST SR G, LT SNP
PRCHLES R L BB T A . AR 4K
/NZR 740 Mbp, F 4 25 808 ANmA R . B ARIA
20 B 1 578 LA S e B PR R 47 o A A A B v
EH LT E MR . 2k R A Sk 4123 0
W, RO A B2 K ( Q. suber) B HE PRI 20 K /Ny 953.3
Mbp , £ 5 23 347 >F 25 51 (scaffold ) o Wi A4
RERFENA B A S KRG E, X8 T
162%™ o JN ERRAR 36 [ h0 R4 2 M 1 45 A
BRA , LR/ g 811 Mbp, 547 39 373 4>
GRi LR, LA B I 2 B, 29 h 1.25%
FF PacBio Fl Hi-C il J3° 44 € 1) 52 1 Bk ( Q. mon-
golica ) Jeta 1A 7K V- 1) 275 Jk R 20 J2 15 D A E 1Y
E PRI % 4 L PR 2T HESE PR £ K /N2 o 810
Mbp, &4 36 553 MR E S EER . S HRT R
FER R W5 A SCRe R PUm AL R 5k A7 Bl
THER AR T A A 458" o BRERIE IR 41K/
“h 758 Mbp, 2855 3| 30 623 A~ [ 5 g A Ak
HES sAh, X EEREWHE ARG E PO
(NCBI) % 4% 2 b, db 36 #F 4 1l st 35 &% Bk
(Q. wislizeni) FAEHRR T X ( Q. glauca) I Bz
X (Q. gilva) JIEEILIFE(Q. aquifolioides ) i 1% Kk
PRZH PP 9 A A

RRAR I e (A PR 4 B BRI PR 454, 224K 160
522~161 394 bp, ¥ 161 056 bp,GC FHEFfaE N
36.8% ~36.9% ,JEFRECH 122~137, Hr, KHHE
DIX 90 113~90 637 bp, -4 90 397 bp; /NEa$E I
[X. 18 645~19 077 bp, 14 18 979 bp; [ [m] B E X
25 809 ~25 894 bp, -1 25 839 bp, HF 5K & &

PR o AFIRRR LI A —E 22 5%, i35 M 4LUT51
RN AL DU XA X B, 20 5 A A 160 522~
160 988 bp il 18 645~ 18 989 bp, H A 5 , #F /&
S ACHE R AL MR ORAT oAt B A ek B
TRFE,

2 HRAMERRERA

21 REHLSWRMEE

37 A A 2 R 4190 7 ( RAD-seq) £ R AT &
Gk B R BT I R AR i B . N
IhE B FIZH AR TR B RS R B T —
RN R )8, 40 Hipp 51 48R 1 36 PN ARAY
RS K E I VR HE 52 A [ BT 47 38 1k i o ; Deng
A [N A AL RO L A Gtk k) A
B RE T ERMARSR KRB GG WA
THRIR RS KB W] 5 B R R, 16 E R
AR AF LUG , e T IRREAS | A B0 A0 R 41
ERIIMIE RS R B LR A RGE T, A T 4
BRBRI BB I 2 S8k B S AR . R
RAD-seq 4 A3 15 3 D 287 4545 B AU T LU
BB R G0 R & E A, 10 1] F T R 1 X 43 LA S
AT SIS MRS W 4= ik A RMANE S s
GRS I R R B R RGBS (H
AT 25 A B o — 7 T 4 A R 20 10 5k
AR/ NI PR 2 PRI K S5 ARG , o J  i 7 5
TERIENSE 8 H: R 5 % & 6 2 5 M s IR 5 5 57
— 7 R R SE R 41 5 Z A SE S A R, T
R IE] A5 A TR AL s e R
22 ZXEESERMBENL

R TR AR 1] 283 3 L 42 115, — AR AR F)
Y LRI R B AT AR RS B 5 — AR AR 3
B, Bk R s g i kL™ 5 A
IR LR R ] M5 RGN 50 (3 2) , BE T g
FEAE T R 2 b 1) 277 Al £ 78 T S 4 W A
] 22 IR I SE R A T AR T B (T 25
SRR — 5 22 5, F 2 TE AR (syngameon )
LA, ST AR DRI B SZ AR T 5 T o L
AR T HOE A I A RIHE A T RE SRR
BRI S FRERFR AR ( Q. variabilis ) AR E 1
MBI 2 IR, BFFE R I, IR 5
Fr B2 A0 TRASE AL, (5 R eAR oA B 1 e
it TSR 38 TS F B RS DR 4 o
3T A 7 S TR A2 I 1 X 3R,
VLI 53 THL Al a2 1 PR 48 A S 3t A G
SEDR
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Table 2 Case studies of syngameon and adaptive introgression in oaks
4 T} Fef BB IC SCHR
Sect. species genetic markers reference
FRERZH Cerris WA Q. acutissima K& JZER Q. variabilis nSNPs [6]
HARH B Q. robur JCAEAERR Q. petraea nSNPs  cpSNPs . mtSNPs [22]
Quercus HHE Q. robur TEMAERE Q. petraca nSNPs [23]
SRR Wi Q. dentata A5 R Q. mongolica subsp. crispula nSNPs [24]
Lobatae AL TTEMER Q. ellipsoidalis ZIMAR Q. rubra EST-SSRs [25]
TRAKE Q. coccinea A T7 £ R Q. ellipsoidalis LM Bk Q.
rubra F12AKE Q. velutina SSRs EST-SSRs [26]
Fi[a] Kk Protobalanus GMER Q. chrysolepis S5 W5%E Q. tomentella nSNPs [27]
RBRAL A T B2 STFHE Q. ilex JHE AR Q. suber nSSRs [28]
Cerris and Ilex
FRERZH A BR2H AR Q. acutissima ARk Q. fabri KIKR Q. serrata FIFE fZ 1SSRs 1297

#k Q. variabilis

Cerris and Quercus

T PRS2 ABXT o W2 (neutral introgres-
sion) T 1Y H P8 vl e B IR ER RS T 2% 2k
T3 N RS W B SRR LT , O n] RE S 24
W o PP (I 7 1 ) 57 s R 7 A
TERIR) , 1 ] B S 35S A B R A A AR R 1 a5t % T
J7 25 B (] 74 22 A8 A5 B PTG 30 Pl R B 2
SRR Z B LSS i, & T
JINUKEA (Little Tee Age, 1450—1850 4 ) F1 5 BE A
J& 1t (Anthropocene, 1850 4F % 4 ) i 22 1k 1 %
T BRAR TR 3 4 AL, FEAS AR TR s 7] 43531
1F 1680 4F 1850 4 1960 4F- 1 2008 4FEfij J5 ., JLF
A BE TR PP 0 R A R IR D 26 S 880 R 9E N ks
7 B e R 1) 4 Sk DR A B8O, ke BRI 7 22 o) [) A
A T 5 R R S A i e S R AR Ak
R ik PR 2H DX 30 5 A 0 3 A Al A= 0 3 i iy
HEED, SR NS HERY B AR e 48 73K 5 1 AR
SERZHHEALD . A, BB N s T
JFRBR R B2 AR/ L R 4 A S S

T8 I PG W] RE S e AR AR 1R Y A BE PR BT . T
X BAR TCHEAERR (Q. petraea) 55 4 T EE % 14 3 2%
FIRR, M 228 LA AR S 225 BE LA, 1) E 0 7y
BRI T A PR ZH /K- 18 B DR O i 1 32 4>
SRR B A G e e B, A A5G ) R A AR A
ORHE AL, s - T € AN Bl 1 SFEAH DG A 5 9
HAFA SRR, e U A ) 38 A A A TR AR DG
I PR 5 DA 7 A o 2 A G BRI, Ty e AR A TEU01
Sk L EHERERY . S FEN, T A
GORINE T SR B O AR AR i 4 B B TR
FEIE N ESNB RS, R B I i I H & 45 F

[F1] 35 £ 53 A K SP3088 e 14) DXIa, SR W TE R R A 1 2
PR @ MEHE A AT RE 2 S SRR ] () ) b
FRRR A Bl T4 e 52 AR R I
23 EMERAFS5ETRE

SOMAEL R 20 %~ ( Landscape Genomics ) 1Y & B IF
P BRI TR S DR 2 2 LA A R S [
OIBTEAR, o B i A B3 S T A Xof o P R 3 o
LR T R B A AR R Y S R 4 2
KT H SR [F T 5 W 8t 5 %% (Landscape
Genetics ) , Filf 25 M EAG I ) 80t 2 A% J S 5 B AR ik
PERA SR 0 P, i 55 0 E ARG ) S5 WL AR 8 o) i R
TR AL A S e R LY
BRSO A A WF 0K A BT AR AR AR
BT MEEHE TS TR (% 3) %
FT, T PH AR AR S R i PR 2 Ay B S O B R 2 4
BT RS E P, 2RI SRS SRR 5
Jvits S ) BRAZ R 22 A5 MR | X S SR A 5 ik A
3 BN a7 Ak PR ZH D | 4 i PR 2 000 i
FED TR o BOW IR ZH AR ] T — 28N [+
TALGEL 8 S RS AL 4544 43 BT 9 0 2%, W T AE
K FIR & 15580 (atent factor mixed model ) 737 3%
RI-PR8ESC B, T i A 170 % B 43 f#% ( sparse non-
negative matrix factorization ) 52 ¥ B BE 404, FAS &
FRMK (gradient forest) #4 {2 i 106 K& PR A5 G R 18T,
R RS (RONA) J3Ar P00 oA Sfe Aol fbf 3 17 7
3B SR X BRI AT IR A S PR A, FEAR A
WKL PR ZH 27 50 3 o 4 2 T B PR 4 At 4 s ) 4
PRUAT IR A L RV e UM A A ol LA 3R
i AR fl O 28 BT[] Jo el 30 1) S WL PR 4
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Table 3 Several case studies in Landscape Genomics of oaks
AMA%C WFJr: SNP L S FEH 20 + s L
Wﬁl ) number of  sequencing number of reference E%Zi}m ) fj(ﬁk
Species individuals method SNPs genome fman Andings reference
RONA 7387 2 WA — >4 22 38 10 g 7 S35 72
I LR 87 Poolseq 381 SLb KA AT QWS A RFE RS FIERL
0. agquifolioides > Q. robur K 38 s BRI A S R 2 B o 2 T A
7 Fr) A A 35 7 3
TN ERR 436 GBS 11019 TN ERR V2 i iR ST 2 25 ) RUBE 5 22 3 3 A 45 ) r42]
Q. lobata i Q. lobata Jol3 N A B, A o e R 55 A A B
P AR 103 GBS 5354 SRR B S0 A )RR 5 A 7K 24 1 R e 2 [46]
Q. rugosa o Q. lobata B YIROG, U 1 AR AR R T XU 1 [ 8k
JFRBR M 1R FREEXT AR SNP [R50 R T+ SNP 3R
0. acutissima 167 RAD-seq 55361 0. b IRIHLEFRC ARG S AN (47
’ ’ SRR 2 A AT I8 UEARARY Jy 33 17 {85
Wi k& 2 . DM ETRE  RONA S0 44 1T LS FH 0 o o 45
0. suber 95 GBS 1 996 0. lobata L r48]
R~ 500 kb FEPRI AL X4k, % 12 A FREEAH
Mty Ak KB RE BN BT RS SR
Q. dentata ® o Wes foeton Q. robur  WLIEBAIE BT 160 (5 UK ME VB R T L

% DA 4L DX 2% o e 500 52

1 : Pool-seq. 1 1t il ¥ mix pool sequencing; GBS. %t [K /) BUi J¥ genotyping by sequencing; RAD-seq. faj {1k 3k K 46 il ¥ restriction-site

associated DNA sequencing; WGS. 4= 5K 41 il JF* whole genome sequencing; RONA. J 5 i P4 KUK risk of non-adaptedness.,

24 SYHEFSEENS

BRI BT SUORIAME AR O BRI AR
FURLAE ST LA T 3 Fh AR BMR ECR A 1 Fh
22 BHRR LR BRI 2R MR A 2 G R D Rk
PERIRONE o SRR, S AR ELAE TR 22 B R
HEXHE R T T RE YRR, 52
3 BHAME R R R G MR R B T ARBLAY 22 5
e DR iy A 2, R WA EL A W IO AP A T AR
PR R0 SRR Y, SCRFAME AR EL R AR B AR 1Y
FEAEDY o BRRHOA R SR P i T s O,
SR FHHEBRER SR 1 1) A A 4 i X 6 A TR
I Py 2 O A R, Sk 1A AR AR K A
PR AT AT B AL R B L R A
4 & AR RORBEA TR T B E P, s T
BN 23 T JCAEAERE I 5 ) LR AR, A e A
B AL DR AN BRG] AR 42 ) L o ) o ) T A
AR TR R IR R AL R
IERSV/ S B LI IE Y LN 8 R E N/ e VA
SR B AR b A I L 2R A AR
B BORIR T T, MR AT A A R AR B
TP TE T AE R R A

B ELA F B A0 E R R OB S
MIBLSE R EAE ) P TR R IR 7 1
DU BT 32 B A B F 40 o WA i

( Biorhiza pallida) F1E AR E 4 1A k- 827 4 X
ARG, FI BRI R A G805 F o 7 T B, v AR SR
oA i o E I 7 I e 1 VAN 7 s S A
(effectors ) (RIF5 A, &0+ SHEY) Z AR BAE,
) HE R e iy B B8 2 2R e B AR A 2 e SRR Y 4
FHLH o S — I 5T LT A AR B ( Dryocosmus
quercuspalustris ) -1 3 AR ( Q. spp.) H L R WF 58 %
LRI FHARRR DA LR e i B R Rk 5
i) S IR S AR AR HE 0 O IBR | M S5 5 ik ) P 7 T
SE T A S AR HOE A S e 5 S
FEMIEEFN 735 2 WAL T3 BB,

BRI JEFE (sudden oak death ) JEARA - It I
HAERHLBI - MRS SESE AR T RS 3 A
AR IO T, 2 IR P A SR o T 2 — , Ho
T AR PR IS5 1 ( Phytophthora ramorum) ™ o
— N R N B J2 W 5 ( Phytophthora
cinnamomi ) , "B A= Y TCAREAE MR BRI AR B2 4R A1 4
BRCQ. dlex) o BT AT 32 AR G 1 43 5 Wi iy
ik, LV EBREE R AR NS5, R T SWATH-MS &
A E B 5 O R T — S R B T A
Ro RUBERIS , LTFHRA BT EY A A
S SRR SR BT WO R MR e
7, ARSI M OC R 1 MR M R B R o A
RERFPUIE 5 2= REIE , T LA ok 01 s
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BB ER KU
25 RERBEEKLE

R G B AR I PRI AR T AR | £ )2 22 7T s
ARG AY THRM SR AT N, R
T 25 1 A i PR 2 AR A A (genome-scale
metabolic model, GEM) #% %% & iECT871, 7£ KR P 73
S, ZBRALEE 7 871 N EER 162 30 AN 2 i Fl6 481
M), e — D ZH L RGBT
R R AEY) G GRS AR 5 AR S
FRAEDFTT ™ o ) R TR A Bz A5 i DR 4 W 0, AR
R BAR EACARCR G, AT IR AARE ) KT M
SrFPEEHLE o SRR B AR AR TE U2 b1
b, AT RN A 5 s A, R TR R keI
IR AR T AR TE 4> L
FETHRR 2% B K 2, BT X 24 BRI R AT
TR FARFNHEAL S BT, AT A K R S R T K
T e A B B RS MR (STRs ) '™ R L%
BRI R,
2.6 DNA REHERWEFEE

FE ¥ ) DNA H 3 4L 53 5 mCG ., mCHG Fl
mCHH 3 28, mCG J& Horpfg £ 5 9288, DNA H
T RA Y R R 20 ) T AR, 2 5 R AT
HITE I, REm HE R ek . T4 3L R 4 9 DNA H
ST AT, S 48R T Z R Y DNA F R
A A2 S A R0 T A T BE. 7E N B AR Q.
lobala) 45 7E 31 57 448 A~ FL HI B AL 78 14 ( single-
methylation variants) , H:#* CG,CHG 1 CHH 43 51
i 46% 17%F0 37% , Tl N Y BEAR 7S S oK SF 5 0 f
BRI . DNA 2 H AL S2 IR 0 3iF 7
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