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SLAF-seq molecular markers in different ecological types of Isatis tinctoria
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Abstract: Objective To explore the phenotypic differences and specific-locus amplified fragment sequencing (SLAF-seq) molecular
markers of Isatis indigogenes from different ecological types. Methods Using twenty-five different ecological types of Isatis
indigotica as research objects, SLAF labels were developed by SLAF-seq technique, and the apparent differences of Isatis indigotica
plants were analyzed by field observation of leaf apparent characteristics. Results ~After sequencing, the total read length of each
sample was different, the sequencing quality value Q30 was 95.66%—96.60%, and the GC ratio was 38.13%—41.37%. A total of 535
105 Isatis indigotica SLAF labels and 34 412 polymorphic SLAF labels were developed, resulting in 63 002 single nucleotide
polymorphism (SNP) markers. Combining the results of sequencing analysis with the investigation of leaf apparent characteristics, the
25 different ecological types of Isatis indigotica could be divided into five categories, namely, obovate without engraved wrinkled
leaves, obovate with engraved wrinkled leaves, obovate without engraved flat leaves, obovate with engraved flat leaves, lanceolate
without engraved flat leaves. Conclusion It provides reference for further study on gene origin and genetic evolution of different
types of Isatis indigotica, and provides reference for germplasm classification, variety identification and molecular assisted breeding
of Isatis indigotica.
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fai . E G P HFRiC (simple sequence repeats, SSR) [10-121
ISSR #5ick Cinter-simple sequence repeat, ISSR) [13-15]
FRIEFHFRZE SSR (expressed sequence tags-SSR,
EST-SSR) WG FARICEAR AT AL ZFENE . SR%
KR SORAARAETT IR AL, FFRHR Kt e, (H
XL TIRMCHORAA — € BRI, RAPD $0K 5%
BRI BTEANREE . SIYIFE8%L. PCR I IEL
SN2 DNA 1R 2 PESE 5 TH I REIR , i RAPD %
AREJEENEZE; AFLP SOREAER A AR &, X
S DRI Al S s I 2 R ABE, ISSR ARicxt A2
PRI ALAR S R I RCRAR, PRIt AR T8
ENIECERE SURERRE oo
RS 1 F BA T (specific-locus amplified

fragment sequencing, SLAF-seq) s&3&T =&
FOR KAL) — T A R R AN 7 R, RA
B AETRTER . AR AR O m
SLAF-seq £ /&l AEMME B B st i i)

5 W SLAF SCPE, i st BRI BE U v B
(SLAF #5%5), | st & 5 HoR SRS K &8P,
TR BAF O 734, TT R OR & AR 4 i PRI 2 5 L RS
S SNP ARic, AIFIKER SNP ARCHEATIRG R R
FBARAR S 43 U190 AR I 73 A ORI Ay g adi A%

R EIECIETAE, RN 80+ R Rt A
JoT GRS SRR A ROR RER22-231, 2 DL D4R
SLAF-seq £ ARBAT 1 304 1378 &) F i1 18 4% 2 AEE 7
Mr, SEEGEE R, FEH T PP SESL RBOR, E
SETOCUNBAEE SRR AR AN R R HED
Kozich Z£23IF|H SLAF-seq {43 PR ZH 0 7 B A0
H AR Pl A R 1 1R I % B A M ) s 2 R
MG RIAT AT, IS5 R, RIS
IE B ARG R R, BRI [ ARES
HE W RERIRT Ipomoea trifida (6X). HAET, KH
SLAF-seq £ ARTEFA WS FIF K K SNP A7 5 I AH A
FUEE DLARIE o JH: ASZIGH]H SLAF-seq $ AN &
T 25 MRS RBFSEM R IER T, 3RS K
=[] SLAF Fr%s, J&fﬁﬁﬁ LA e R fi?%
ff) SNP A7 5o T IR H) SNP ARicf ANFAERS

T B [A) 153 A% 22 PR AR A R 1EAT 53T ETU\%
BRI TR AN R A AR TRl s E C R

1 MRt
1.1 #MEMER
25 ANN[A AR A R AIFR S (O ol 250 2 N 4 T 4%
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P A R r 2 H R h R 25 KA AL S BAR A E +74E
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Table 1 Table of seed number and leaf characteristic information of Isatis tinctoria

[iaa 45 5l At Ik

1 2016-1 i W R B RS MR, PRI, PR MRS, MELEA, TR

2 2016-2 MIRFE W ERERL, MURER HEAE, BEER HESTRGE, HERERA, PR
3 2016-3 LEE TR ERERL, MR, wm¥ﬂ,¢§%ﬁzﬁﬁ%$@é WAEE, BEWR

4 2016-4 R WA RE AL TR, WTH, SRR, WRIEERGE, HETHE, TR

5 2016-5 W= WA EOREEL MR, PR, PR MHRARG e, AR, TRk

6 2016-6 IR W ERRER, MURER, HETHE, BEER HRSRRSE, HEERZ, TR
7 2016-7 Hiliaka Hﬁ@&ﬁi;wmﬁﬁ%:WE¥ﬂ,¢E%E;HMEﬁ%é:H%%%%,%E&%
8 2016-8 iy MR R MURRR HETH, BEER; THRETRSA, MEERA, TR
9 2016-9 T 5 B R W ERRERL, MR, ﬁﬁ%ﬁ,*E%ﬁ;ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@;%%%ﬁﬁﬂyﬁﬁﬁﬁ
10 2016-13 Hilte WA RS, MRS, T, PR, MRS E, HERERA, Bk
11 2016-14 Wk %E Hﬁ@%l&;%ﬁ%ﬁ%:WE¥ﬂ,#E%ﬁ;%ﬁ%ﬁ&%@:%%%ﬂ%,%%%
12 2016-15 i i W ERERL, HURR, AT, PSR HERGE, R, REWR
13 2016-16 LHER W ERERL, MURER, HETHE, PEER SRR RE, HEERZ, TR
14 2016-17 HiliER R EORER, MRS T, PEERE MRS, AR, BER
15 2016-18 ZH R MR EORERL MR, PR, PR R G, ETE, TRk

16 2016-19 ZHEMN W ERRER, WA, HETHE, BEER HRSRRSE, HEERZ, TR
17 2016-20 (#7253 W ERERL, MR, ﬁﬁ%ﬁ,*E%ﬁ;ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ@;ﬁ%%ﬁ%,%&%

18 2016-21 B it £ R EORER, MRS T, PEERE MRS, AR, BER
19 2016-22 Hilibir W ERERL, MURER, HETHE, PEER HRETREE, HEERA, Bk
20 2016-23 g W R, HIRERR, %ﬁ%ﬁ,¢ﬁﬁﬁ;wmg%%ﬁ@;H%%%ﬂyﬁﬁ%

21 2016-24 e X WA BB MTUREER, M, DB WRERRS A, HELRA, BERR
2 2016-25 WEFTE WAL MTURER, M, RER RERGE, MR, PERR
23 2016-26 WHTFEL R REEL MTRER, HHEE, PR, MRS, WAL, TR
2% 2016-27 il e R EORER, MRS IS, PEER MR E, R, BEWR
2% 2018-1 WIERE R EORER, MR NI, BRI MRERA G, AR, BEWR
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BN B BHEMFE Isatis tinctoria L. T, R4
TH A A B 24 K 2 R 2 FE R e St [l P AR
2430 m, FEHFEKE 660 mm, FISIES1 C,
TCREIA 110 do BBENAE I — I By 1.
1.2 REHE

¥ 25 AAEESAGRE R 7238 T Hl b
2 R A2 Y, %358/ X BENLHES, 3 1R
HE, BMAE/NX AN 19.58 m?. 567
=N 1.2 g/m?, EHIER 5em, % 10cm, 178 30 cm.
6 H 17 HHH, 6 H 27 H—IkME5eklalts, #hib
10 cm; 10 H 25 FDULIA ARG /N X Fr FZRR
fiEo TERRAMRIG/ N X N REHLERE 5 Pk, MWEERAR H
LRI A o RS, 1 AMRE/ N X TR R
1 ORAE, FERHR S, IS NIRRT AR AT
2 &
2.1 XX %H DNA fZEUFNAEN

Fl CTAB % MTRSG LR A7 B B mp R HUE R 40
DNA, HEG 19%5 b st i ek o il 4 B
BRI i) 52 4%, I NanoDrop 1000C T 540t
JEREE VAN DNA BIUREE SR 4ERE, T PREELY DNA
JoR i AR WP 2K . SR B Al 7KK T R FE G — 1A
% 50 ng/uL, —20 CIRTEEH.
2.2 BYIEPEE

PRI e AL BT 7 22 e 38 I 0], B2 P g 7] T U
AFEATEE DI, 0 AR Y 7 &, MRS
BitE V) 7 S s 2 J s o CURE I A R O RE 3 TR A4
DNA HATREIE . X115 2 1) Eg 1) v Bt (SLAF #x
25) AT 30N A AbFR. 3% Dual-index M FEH%
Sk PCR ¥ 1. DNA 4tk JBFE. VIRGERH B
R B
2.3 HEENFREERE N

SRR AR, R Nlumina ~F 6370
FPROL, Sy T VAl D) S T 22 AN D) 28 SR v
M, %K H AR Oryza sativa indica LAEBEY] T
EREEE R = RSN R . Dual-index 1R 300 7 BT
1 R A 5 ds , 34T I P AR A% 45 31 1 0 B X Clean
reads, FIIEATIN P L AERCHE BV VT AG
2.4 SLAF #RZ 50 SNP 34

MR ARG B b, TEREAR R R A B R 4H
TG ") SLAF #3%%, LIRS SLAF A% o FE i
WFFIRBE RS T H, R BWARTLE I T
reads L X 22 F p 4 b, JHfHEH GATKERSAI
SAMtools® 2 F A JT K& SNP, LA 2 FifF T A 5k

311 SNP T EEAE NI A T FE ) SNP AR £ .
25 BHABREEMMEEZRRST

WFF R SNP FRichRYECHE >0.8, RELE
PEERATR (MAF) >0.05 FIARIHESE T80, 3t
T 0 — B AR SNP, i e BpE
MEGA XBURI AdmixtureP25t FEAAHEAT R G HEAL A
FFEAR LR 73T
2.6 FER5 7 (principal component analysis,
PCA)

PCA & —FMGilJrik. fEfERsfL: -, F2
BT ANFEMRLE SNP 2 2R (Bl AR TR
A FNEAE, HE R DL T 5 AR kMg
FAHHIGAE. J:F SNP, @it EIGENSOFT # it
17 PCA.

3 HBRES
31 MRFRMEFHED

TR FRHIE R % 22 5 i i EDULER B,  H
V) AR5 5 U A1 72 de ] B (A% 28 S B S8 ) 7 v . H
(AR AR SRR R A 45 Rk | Fow, Xy
HrRBL 25 DA SEBURS I A R WRHE AT A
MER IR . T4 98] OF (B % AR % 2 F, it
DIy RIS 2 B, R IH A R E, B2
R PV A B AR AR € 00 R S R G168 2
AR R ZIFERE 7 Aoz (gt FIERFEGR
Z 2 B, WLEEH FRERTEASRHE, 5 N TEBRIT
1 FE PR R o B2 RIR
3.2 BEEETMH

il ) 805 S8 VAN 14T A0 2 DR 2H AR 56 A 75 T 1 —
ANKEEFRRR, W reads #iN T BUH ik B B VI 55
MLk s, D) R LB, ASLERZ2 S SLAF
LT BED) TR Ao AT, A s R ) 1 N DI ) 28
9 Rsal-Haell, F§1J) v BRAKFEALE 314~364 bp 1751
%€ XN SLAF #3555 . it — Dol BEY) 7 S IE 2%
PESEEYIRCR, DLIKRE H A IS P EE v 77 %
FUECHE Joit 5 PPtk IR SOAPBHER A 4 ok HEE (1)
MF reads HHSHFHIHEAT IO, 350X LT
RERIEE RN 96.09%, IEFEEVILLBIN 92.39%,
VLA B S B AT 1R, Bk e I U 77 %6
IEWEA 4T, SLAF #FEIEH .

33 MFEREFE

AL 25 ML 63.32 JREURE, X
W R BRI PP 45 B3R 2 B . S AR AT/ 2
EREESEAMEE, HRKHIRKEEN 6086419
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Table 2 I tinctoria and control sequencing results

(2016-8), F/NMPiZKME N 1498688 (2016-22).
MR GC WL LB FME N 40.13%, /MY

] '?—,/‘%\E ATy 179 ‘ .
o Dhl GCHLON O Ge RIELLE 38.76% (2016-24), FKII GC T
201622 1854755 40.83 96.50 FLEN 41.37%(2016-15), I FE AT A FEd GC
e o oy g T L1489 LB, I P Rk B TR .
2016-6 2492201 38.90 9585 ML B R 26 KN B AR PE R bR v, — il 7
20167 2074529 40.93 96.53 . R
0168 6086419 1050 %59 JFEAEH Oz R BLUGRIGI 75 &1 Oz YK
20169 2972700 39.95 96.57 T 95%, P14 O30 N 96.31%, 1/IMFI Q30 N 95.66%
e o iy g (2016-3), KK Os0 A 96.60% (2016-1), it 1]
2016_15 2375466 4137 9655 Ehﬁ’\iﬂﬂ}?ﬁ)ﬁg%i%$§§1&7 WI“?E& %iﬁzﬁ}o élﬂiljé
216-16 2361 488 .76 9649 K M GC BRIE L) B Oso Lt 4 554N 45 B (1)
2016-17 2293398 40.56 96.44 " e S s o
, ATLLR Wy i s m, Bk 45
NI6I8 1789757 087 %13 éﬂE&T DA H B VRN e R e ey, AR A &
2016-19 2948 053 39.46 96,20 E LIE
201620 3355413 39.64 95.74 3.4 SLAFARZT% B SNP (EE 45+
201621 1779629 4042 96.46 i T ) o
201623 1867088 40.11 96.47 FE SR -5 PR EE N 23.52X, F:3k15 535105 4>
e S o o RIIE SLAF s, FUKIIHSHE SLAF FRASEUR 45
201626 1739391 4040 96.51 W 4 fw, HAPHERAE 34 412 N2 &ME SLAF fr
gg}g? égig 32‘1) ;‘22‘9‘ 3222 25 . LABEAS SLAF 25 HhyR B B e ) e 5 2R U E A 2
7}(7@54‘;% 327810 38:13 96:38 %F?@J’ lﬂfﬁi SNP ’fﬁfj‘—\%ﬁy IH:YJ(%E&%?%@J 63 002
TG - 40.13 9631 ANEHA SNP Frid. SNP ZE S48 LE 3.
3% 3 FAIE SLAF #R%F0 SNP Zit45R
Table 3 Results of 1. tinctoria SLAF label and SNP statistics
FE G 5 SLAF pR254 WP A TR SNP £ SNP # HEHI%
2016-1 82812 2289 009 27.64 63 002 26 725 13.29
2016-2 87732 1715 487 19.55 63 002 22 468 9.38
2016-3 107 977 1731078 16.03 63 002 32 560 12.06
2016-4 125 480 3065 923 24.43 63 002 33306 14.79
2016-5 82931 2 183 700 26.33 63 002 26 579 14.11
2016-6 93 083 2279 349 24.49 63 002 27990 13.54
2016-7 105 535 1 925 838 18.25 63 002 29285 13.37
2016-8 114 585 5688 530 49.64 63 002 30 731 23.02
2016-9 100 078 2754 495 27.52 63 002 29727 12.50
2016-13 101 242 3232 809 31.93 63 002 29359 12.93
2016-14 97 098 2581 796 26.59 63 002 30 196 12.63
2016-15 106 372 2206 597 20.74 63 002 28 824 13.85
2016-16 99 711 2 192 906 21.99 63 002 28 058 11.57
2016-17 98 315 2124 543 21.61 63 002 29911 16.39
2016-18 99 449 1 642 442 16.52 63 002 29 187 18.93
2016-19 128 620 2694 791 20.95 63 002 33294 15.17
2016-20 100 798 3091517 30.67 63 002 30 434 21.91
2016-21 84 260 1 654 899 19.64 63 002 27275 18.25
2016-22 98 246 1379 069 14.04 63 002 27 660 17.24
2016-23 80 463 1729 548 21.49 63 002 25 489 10.64
2016-24 114 687 2412 839 21.04 63 002 31912 15.75
2016-25 81977 2208 708 26.94 63 002 25827 11.16
2016-26 79575 1612755 20.27 63 002 26 383 11.21
2016-27 103 993 1 683 476 16.19 63 002 30357 18.59
2018-1 100 137 2361 838 23.59 63 002 29 556 17.91
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35 RGAENTH

FE T % H I — 20 SNP Al i@k MEGA
X B, HT4R4:% (neighbor-joining, NJ), KH
Kimura 2-parameter %%, bootstrap E & 1 000 X,
MEEFEMRGERKER, WE 1 FiR. 25 hAE
SRR IS JR A 3 41, 28 1 400N 2016-22 1 2016-
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Fig.1 Phylogenetic trees of I tinctoria of different
ecological types
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3.6 BHALGHSHR

MR HE R0 U 1 e — 2 SNP Arid, FIH
Admixture SAFEATRHALE M504, G058 UIRIE, K
HH 1~10 HIZREIFI A K BRI ZE X IRAIE
FRBRERE 2. B3 s, B K=1K, 25 A
[FAE A RAGAIEEE DRI A —2; 9 K=10 |, 25 4
ANFAERRRRE T LA A 10 28 BT RS
FEAERE I G, UL A [A] FR155 45 00 R AR
e 258 1 EEE 2016-3 F12016-9, 258 2 FE 2
2016-1 F112016-23, 258f 3 FEE 2016-4. 2016-5 F
2016-26, 25Hf 4 FERZ 2016-24 F1 2016-25, ZKHE S
FER 2016-13, B 6 EEZ 2016-6 F1 2016-16,
BT FESE 2016-14 F12016-15, 258 8 T 2016-
19 #12016-22, KHf 9 FE2 2016-2 12016-7, KB
10 S 2016-18. 2016-27 A1 2018-1. 1 2016-8-
2016-17. 2016-20 A1 2016-21 iX 4 PMEEI K
TESNRBEZ I, 2016-8 AHELENM &, BO R ISHE
10 GEAEHSAEE N 0.373 1), 2016-17 ML S,
RIS | GEARRHIEE N 0261 3) FIKEE 4 (3
FEHFIEE N 0.2459), 2016-20 AHELELT =, BONEEE
KB 1 GBABSFAEE A 0.3307) FIZEHRE3 CGHRALSHE
fE 0.2978), 2016-21 MHELENM S, BovEaE M 1
CBAERFIEE AN 0.4053) . {HJE, S Admixture £~
KAERIAS I iR 2 e 35 L S5 R v LU
K=1 2NN K . Fik, 25 MARFEASIAR
FREAE S BEARSC RNk E [F— M.

. . f ' .
' l |||
' ' i ' '

|
|

2 Admixture Z K BEX A RRAELER

Fig. 2 Sample clustering results corresponding to K values of Admixture
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Fig. 3 Cross verification error rate of Admixture for each

K value

3.7 PCA

JF SNP, i#it EIGENSOFT #f4:, #1T PCA,
3 BURE i 1 3 B RRIE DU BAR B E il 4 pr
N JEIE PCA =4ERREIT AN, 25 MM SNP
SERFENIASH, FNAEEIET “3.6”7 TR
BT SR, 25 MRS BIFEE N IR —AMHH
J, A FLE 2R .

0.8 -
0.6 oy *

~ 04 e [t0e® 5°
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N 02 0.4
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B4 FREESHEBFRE PCA ZHRKE
Fig. 4 PCA three-dimensional cluster map of I tinctoria of

different ecological types

4 g

TR R A 7 MR R, R R R
N UE L oblongata DC.. TEMINWE I violascens
Bunge. BRI I tinctoria L. var. praecox (Kit.)+
MRINFA WA L tinctoria L. = BI#AUE I costata C. A.
Mey.. #AW5 I tinctoria L.« /NEFESE I minima
Bunge. R (HEEYE) Fic 8 & s i g
BFHERIA, R 1 P HEEEIDRER, 4
HXF 25 AN A S SRS W A AEAE DL, T DAHERR
ARV . ADNRIRE . BRI, KRR
W MR AN = B, B 25 DMAF AR
PV B o3 I Y& a S s AT - S AN
EHEARAEOERE. ARANEEFZEMAR

HrRfik 3 B A, IBE, W RLERE I 25 ST
BB R E ST EFE MR, SHAREN
I PCA 25 K —3. MRHER 1 bt i RAFFE
iR, 25 MAFIESFRBFWE T LN 5 Bk,
51 PR B0 B Y o sk 2098 4a - (2016-27.
2018-1), 55 2 MRy {8 O[3 JE 6k %) 45 4 it
(2016-2), 55 3 FhSAL 15| 5N R JF G sk %) -1 5 -
(2016-3. 2016-4. 2016-5. 2016-6. 2016-14. 2016-
15, 2016-16. 2016-17. 2016-18. 2016-19. 2016-
21, 2016-22. 2016-26), 5 4 FhZA (8] op [H 7
BRZPFIE (2016-9), 25 5 FRRI 9 & T o sk
Z P (2016-1.2016-7.2016-8.2016-13.2016-
20, 2016-23. 2016-24. 2016-25).

I3 TR R IARAE ) B FEAS T Bk R 452
RFBL. AWFFHFIH SLAF-seq FIARLEFS T 4 HE A
AHIE N DT R T R E SNP A7, R A2
63 002 MR SNP FRic o HT T A FA AR B0
FhOTT B FEAARIB AL ZAEE, AR SNP BEMRIEL 4514
PCA e HI[AIMEIIE 3%, 25 NANA AR SR AL AR T N
A —F g, HAILFRHEEFIMERE. SNP &5
REWE 25 MAFAESRBRIER N3 K, F 1.
2 SO0 R F TR0 3 5 0 50 9 152 7 Tk 1)1 S
28 3 JSURaE 7 H (R A1 5 AR, 78 SNP
FERBL S5 M M Hr g R R, 2016-8.2016-17.2016-
20 F12016-21 iX 4 MR PFEEEZ N RKRZ
B, F—ANRUEHEIRETIL RN S, 4
AR MFHE R A R R, 1X 4 A EBR)HE
WS N EIPE BT TC B Z S, JF BRI 5] At
FHATER—ANE A, P8 2016-8. 2016-17.
2016-20 F1 2016-21 7E T 70 LA S, 2 AR A
P BT I R 2 —, RIS AEA S 1) 5| Fh 22 ot
Tt rb nT i H B A S A  TA) () B PR A i, B
H G A FEA SR D) BHARIERE, IR BEE
FEERA BRI R

iR, ARAAESKUMERS EHE
SR REORIE T M N AL 2 e, 22 R I T B T
AR A BT A AR [ % A R Bl B R
M7 RN TR, IFEM T RZHBL2AEEH
S X s A A, IR BRSPS, (H
2 T E 2R U R AL AR AR B = ORI AR
W Ah R ) M N R R OK VS B AZ IR B, A i & b
SAEMPR R M AR, BT BEA
X IR SIS A AE SRR, R T AN s AL
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ZREME. HAT, MRAE LA S5 RS, LUK 25
AN TR] — ol Je A (] 2B 25 28 YR R 23 O 13 90 B TR e
R 220 A8 4 P 0 O [ T R 22 g e L 1 O R
171l o N N LN BRI o N AN B S W
B2 5 ANREE. BT Ty S Wt — 2Dt

FOAS [F) S B8 W5 1R 3k DAL SR A 8 A% HE AL S22
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