VLMY 224 ( Jiangsu J.of Agr.Sci.) ,2019,35(2) :271~281
http: //www.jsnyxb.com

FOMLE W ERIE, AR SRR LA B [ T] 0RO AR, 2019,35(2) :271-281.
doi :10.3969/j.issn. 1000-4440.2019.02.005

EUERANFRENFESDH

B O, I W, T4, LFHE, E =,
(TR K A BRSO T, 135 Rl 226541)

ko, k%

FEE: AR BURRNT VLA R L S0 9901 1 24258 AR TR AT T RNA-Seq W7 #4317, JEAR T
107 9504% Unigene, - BE M1 076.96 bp, it 5 COG GO % 8 NEUIE A L Xt , 60 848 /N FE R 3RS R f5 B, e
#138 1824% Unigene 7£ GO SR 4 Fh 34511 8,24 1014k Unigene 75 KEGG B Eh 358, GO Ml KEGG F4ES>
Bras R, 25 57 3R B IR BT RO A AR (5 55 55 E 2 T hE

KEIE. B BSRAPr; Hhha; 2ZRREER
HhESFES: S718.43 XEkFRIREG . A XEHS: 1000-4440(2019)02-0271-11

Transcriptome sequencing and biological analysis of willow ( Salix matsu-
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Abstract: In this study, RNA-Seq sequencing and analysis were performed on the roots of F, hybrids of salt sensi-
tive Yanjiang Salix matsudana and salt tolerant 9901 S. matsudana, and a total of 107 950 unigenes were obtained. The av-
erage length was 1 076.96 bp. By comparing with eight databases including COG and GO, annotation informations of 60 848
genes were obtained, of which 38 182 unigenes were annotated in the GO database and 24 101 unigenes were annotated in

the KEGG database. The GO and KEGG enrichment analysis results showed that differentially expressed genes regulated

some biological functions, such as ribosome metabolism and phytohormone signal transduction.
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IR EETEMY, B, Y,
WIKAE " TR TR I S B b AT T R R
M, XA CHIYI A DNA P85 B % 4l
FPAME BARC AR 583 , vl TP 4 RN 2 2% 3
PIEERIESE . SR, AR R AR £6 AE A 4 1) 5 S 4L F
FEARD AR AAER A A 4 35 DR 21 A S i
JE Bk 2 AR AR T R T HAH S AT

WIB (Salix L.) J& TR F, RS L2 1
HE LA AE 256 R LA L, HAR KW oK, T A 34 1k
L R Y e = R I K i e VA
FEPE ) IR AR S 2 R X R Pl A A TR, AR
XF Na* FRREREPE IR IS A MHE R DX 58 L X A0 AR i 17 £ iy
HEAEEMEH, APFFIH A Nlumina HiSeq (=3 1
DU P15 % SRV TR 5 524400 9901 2438 F AR
FRFBIEA T S LI PP AT , LA R AT 056 St
R Rk 1 25 5, LU 28 RNA-Seq AR 3875
SR AR G FE R P81 SRt s AR T k43T AL
FEE B IR SRR RIS

1 ARSIk

1.1 #RIRAE

TGS A A B EMIVR VAN (R B VTRV L HE
XA RF2EWFFE T ) i 5 5240 9901 (R H 1L AR K
BRI ) B4 F AR, 2017 4F 6 H 4% F G
ATt ER /3y B AR, BE8E 15 AT EA R 15 3
AR B 5 DMAPEHE G 0 1 AR BN 1A
%o 20 mmol/LF1 150 mmol/L NaCl VAR AL¥E 4 h
S, SO (R e, 7. B AT R AT 45
1.2 2 RNA HY3REUR i

fdi FH TIANCEN /A ] (9 22 05 22 I A 43 57) & 42
MR R B4 5 RINA B i (0 2 B | R 5 0 5 34 5 4y
S H Nanodrop , Qubit 2.0, Aglient 2100 43 #7, M
AL RNA HER 5T Aor ) K TG 2 %5 Jk R 20 471 1) e
SR A e 3 I P A AT s b s EH IR A R A R
NGB
1.3 cDNA X EHEFFERAEANF

FHAS I A48 B9 MIA B RNA FE SR EE cDNA 3¢
. L mRNA N4, Fl ] AMPure XP beads 7]
ST Al R e B R B RNk B Gl i
PCR &S FMWIF cDNA SCJF, cDNA % Fis
Agilent 2100 A5 | 3 33 Ilumina Hi-Seq “F £ 5& i
RNA-Seq 75 #7 .

1.4 De novo HEK REEH

PR R EAEE ( Raw reads) 4233 1845 3] Clean
reads, ¥E Trinity Brig, 15 3 contigs., F) F De
Bruijn B/ 5 FINT Read 15 8., 75 7 Be4E & iz X
FSEAR A1), e K contig B R Fe &K B SEAR Y Uni-
gene, HEFEF I FF 7 AT 6 Gb Clean data,
Q30 B AE [ 73 LIk F) 85% .,
1.5 Unigene If8EiE &

{1 BLAST #iff 22 57 32 15 £ K ( DEG) 747
5 NR Swiss-Prot .GO .COG . KOG .egeNOG4.5 KEGG
B 2243 S L X ARAR AR GRS L

2 R 55

2.1 BEWEZANFS de novo A3

FIH Mumina Hi-Seq X 12 >R HIARAE G 17
e I, L3545 83. 81 Gb Clean data, £% K
Clean data ¥J35% 6.31 Gb A E(F 1), Q30 ffi
HHAR/INT 89.21% , GC &8 1 43 L AE 44% L),
L, AT F R —2 1 de novo d12%, FJH Trinity
BRAB e A 0 R 51 B 2 21 24 45 310107 950 4% Uni-
gene , K B 116 257 763 bp, “F K K1 076.96
bp, HH K EELE 500~ 1 000 bp #¥ Unigenes FF 7 Eb
1l H5 75, A 29. 39% , Unigene ) N50 241 690 bp, 2H
e p MR (K 1), 345 7 Mapped reads 7] T
&Rt
22 BHIERERREENT

HZEFRIR LR PR T ANE RN
Benjamini-Hochberg 512 % J5 A {5 152 46 90 15 3] 114 18
FE p HIATIIE, KR A IE S i p {H, B
FDR ( False discovery rate ) /F 22 5 3 15 5 [ i 1€ 1)
SRERFE R, ARG K 55 X i A AT 1k 37 52
TS 35 A 1) BB 1

TEFRE 2 v, % FDR /NT 0.01 H 25 355k
FC[ iR () MRk i HL (B ] =2 1E M i kA
i, TEERSBUBMIR | LA 0 mmol/L NaCl ¥ ¥ 4b 3
SR AE 150 mmol/LERMME T, 241 2354 DEG
TR LA T A, b1 1304 DEG M, 105 4
DEG T ¥ ; ZE i SR M 1,2 629 DEG ik kA4
T Hid2 0594 DEG [i#,570 4~ DEG F i,
£ 150 mmol/L Fh MMl | £h BUSMIA 55 T A4 AH
P, HEA 193 4> DEG ik &4 T oAz, =i 69
A~ DEG 3,124 4~ DEG Fil (£ 2) . K AR
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Table 1 Evaluation of sequencing data of willow samples

R4 w5 Clean reads %% H Clean data GC &H(%) Q30 THHEH 41 (%) Mapped reads £ H
0-f§-1 TO1 25 578 589 7 531 508 862 44.85 90.13 15 073 581
0-fi§-2 T02 26 421 335 7797 364 710 45.15 90.62 15 588 955
0-1§-3 TO3 22 245 921 6 579 520 468 45.32 90.04 12 705 683
150-f-1 TO4 22 257 488 6 577 183 488 44.56 89.95 12 952 433
150-f§-2 T05 21 538 540 6 396 186 834 44.97 89.43 12 449 832
150-1%-3 TO6 21 252 245 6 315 759 964 45.37 89.34 12 329 554
0-£h-1 TO7 25 104 772 7 454 658 666 45.00 90.26 14 836 707
0-4h-2 TO8 25 141 779 7 487 006 450 45.45 89.71 14 675 901
0-4h-3 T09 23 802 232 7 064 283 298 44.98 90.26 13 893 426
150-£k-1 T10 23 095 949 6 857 514 622 45.20 89.44 13 543 068
150-£5-2 T11 21 350 772 6 334 276 966 45.26 89.21 12 282 086
150-#£-3 T12 25 402 681 7 418 748 980 45.00 90.89 15 225 365
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a:0~100;b:101~200;c:201~300;d:301~400;e:401~500;f:501~600;g:601~700;h:701~800;i:801~900;j:901~1 000;k.1 001~1 100;1:
1101~1200;m:1 201~1300;n:1301~1400;0:1401~1500;p:1501~1600;q:1601~1700;r:1701~1800;s:1801~1900;t:1901~
2 000;u:2 001~2 100;v:2 101~2 200;w:2 201 ~2 300;x:2 301~2 400;y:2 401~2 500;z:2 501~2 600;al:2 601~2 700;b1:2 701 ~2 800;
cl:2 801~2900;d1:2901~3 000;el:>3 000,

g1 24 Unigene &K E 5% &

Fig.1 Length distribution of willow unigenes

al bl cl dl el

®2 EHZRRLERHE 2.3 RHIERRAERINGEER
Table 2 The number of differentially expressed genes ( DEGs) of I‘L%.i‘_ fli ;j:#% BLAST & @I ( E ﬁ <x10" 5 ) ﬂ]
willow = =

HMMER 28 (E < x107'"") , ¥ 4 #B Unigene
EREK  LIEFEE FEEL

PRI A A R EmE sEwan JFS1S COG GO % 8 KL R AT HoM (3% 3
TO1-T02-T03 A%} T T04-T05-T06 1235 1130 105 Fa4), BJE19560 848 A B B A,
TO4-T05-106 A1 - T10-T11-T12 193 6 124 Hp R EEAET 000 bp PL b A JE 1 B RCR
T07-T08-T09 %} F: T10-T11-T12 2629 2059 570 52.39% , 1 A& 53 F] {3 BE 19 Unigene H47 102 4%

TOL S5 0kEfh 4 5, WK 1, (43.63%) ,
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#® 3 EH#l Unigene i¥ B &R
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\: i\ Table 3 Table of willow unigene annotated statistics
= —
S _ = ] Rk : <k
N o SRR TR LT PRI S00SK ey g0
= [ o = f#) Unigene %3 JE<1 000
‘w [v3 fJ_\ [—"
‘é ;" COG_Annotation 18 986 5923 11 800
— ©
< 8‘ GO_Annotation 38 182 13 316 21159
I w
§ e KEGG_Annotation 24 101 9 536 11 946
| |
§ § KOG_Annotation 32910 11 268 18 640
Pfam_Annotation 38 360 11 292 24 734
2629
TO7 TO8 T09 vs T10 T11 T12 Swissprot_Annotalion 37 000 12 585 21 282
eggNOG_Annotation 55 120 19 945 29 879
2 i %4 B .
B2 RUERFEERSTHEEE nr_Annotation 59 693 22 169 31 578
Fig.2 Venn diagram of DEGs analysis of willow
All_Annotated 60 848 22 793 31 878
F4 FRHNENEZERRZEEFEHE
Table 4 The number of annotated DEGs of willow
2 FIR K E LR Annotated COG GO KEGG KOG Pfam Swiss-Prot  eggNOG nr
TO1-T02-T03 #HX}F T04-T05-T06 1031 293 689 320 485 776 726 968 1019
T04-T05-T06 #HX}F T10-T11-T12 180 71 113 86 87 152 115 168 159
TO7-T0O8-T0O9 #HX}F T10-T11-T12 2 106 718 1459 728 1 050 1589 1492 1927 2 096

TOL S5 HEAR 45, WK 1, Annotated : FERER 1922 57 FahEE B H 5 3 50 B0 Jm — 1 4 45 D RE R P i B 81 19 22 S sk N B

24 BEHERRTIZEE GO HEMINEEE

B0 25 5 Rk B R TE GO B ds i b AT E
XF, 38 1824k Unigene TE GO B ¥ 1 v A5 A & 7
B, R 2 AR A AR B 22 S R R AE GO %K
PEEEPTE R R Z A 69.28%  TERMERN S 54
Vet 8 AR o Mo F I Re S (R 5) , Hhfiedd
x5 GOHWE3I X EXERHE

Table 5 The number of three main function gene in GO database

WEE 54 4~ (18 3 1K 4 K 5) , ARV F il BT R
7, Unigene ¢35 22 5 . 35 U3 MK U AR5 2 72
2R ML R AN B SUS AR TR AR R S o 2R AE R,
JHR o> AN AN 2 AR AR T IR R R B AR
JEE i e 2 LR 0 ORI AL T 1

TO1-T02-T03 #H%F* T04-T05-TO6 549 373 561 689 1235
T04-T05-T06 #H%f F T10-T11-T12 102 79 98 113 193
TO7-T08-T09 #HX F* T10-T11-T12 1199 812 1231 1 459 2629

TO1 S5 RE M, L3k 1,

2.5 BHIERFIXERE KEGG FEMEESH
24 10145(39. 61% ) Unigene 7 KEGG ¥ ¥ /%
BRENFR, W 209 45 KEGG Ui g, Hirhhfi
MR 4, L 0 mmol/L NaCl ¥ ¥ Ab 384 % IR | 75
150 mmol/LERMMA T, ARG FERENY 189 k22 Rk
FEF (DEG) AT LIgE4rBic 2 77 4~ KEGG @ (Kl 6) ;
150 mmol/LAR WA T, Fh USRS 41 5 Tt £R A0 AR 21
XL RIS TR REY 72 2522 57 33k HL K AT L 40 e

2 35 /4~ KEGG 8 % (& 7). M sk Wik 41, LL o
mmol/L NaCl JETRAL B A X HE  7E 150 mmol/ Lk il
T IRAF IR 487 Sk 25 S Rk FL A T LU 4y i
# 97 A~ KEGG i % (K 8) , Hh 7E [ —~ KEGG i
b 10 AP 22 5 R N 2LV KA a4 st
FEAF S W N, AT S N BT R A A M) R 48 5
ANTTIE . 3X 5 O OB R 2R K, AR kK
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Fig.3 Comparison of the GO annotation functional enrichment area between 0 mmol/L and 150 mmol/L NaCl stress in salt sensitive willow
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Fig.4 Comparison of the GO annotation functional enrichment area between salt sensitive willow and salt tolerant willow in 150 mmol/L
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Fig.5 Comparison of the GO annotation functional enrichment area between 0 mmol/L and 150 mmol/L NaCl stress in salt tolerant willow
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6 KEGG @S 10 1~ L& HRiAn & F K518 2%
Table 6 Metabolic pathways of more than ten differentially expressed genes in the KEGG pathway

2 KA PIEAT s by Taln)  mEe
TO1-T02-T03 #H%+TF T04-T05-T06 HMYMEFETRR 27 14.29 ko04075
TR 18 9.52 k001200

L0 D T 114 AH A 16 8.47 ko04626

TN R 15 7.94 ko00500

IR R I 12 6.35 k000620

Jea A 11 5.82 ko00710

o-ME RAR A 11 5.82 k000592

A tEH 10 5.29 k000195

T04-T05-T06 FHX} T T10-T11-T12 T A 26 36.11 k003010
JeA Y R 10 13.89 k000710

blieX (Ff] 10 13.89 ko00195

Awi) 10 13.89 k001200

T07-T08-T09 #H%+F T10-T11-T12 VLIS 90 18.48 K003010
U/ Awsi) 36 7.39 Ko01200

TER 5 eI 32 6.57 Ko00500

L) 9o I T 1 R LR ) 32 6.57 k004626

HYMEFE TS 31 6.37 Ko04075

BRI AP A 24 4.93 Ko01230

JeA Y R 23 4.72 Ko00710

Wi iR A 19 3.90 Ko00010

A e 19 3.90 Ko00195

RN = R 18 3.70 Ko00330

IR RRAR A5 18 3.70 K000520

PR T AR A 16 3.28 K000620

TN T P 5 15 3.08 Ko04141

e R AN R 14 2.87 Ko00270

RNZEIEYA K 14 2.87 K000940

Kb REHEHA 14 2.87 Ko00196

AT RS 13 2.67 Ko00480

RNA #%iz 13 2.67 Ko03013

o FRIR AR 12 2.46 Ko000592

Hg R A 15 12 2.46 Ko01212

MR ARG 11 2.26 K000230

AR, RIS 2RI 11 2.26 K000250

LNGNST S S Avi) 10 2.05 Ko00860

LUEPALS 10 2.05 K003040

TOL S5 FE M, L3k 1,

2.6 REMERREEETFRERSN MR (R 7) o miKF 22 R 3 RB R R, 78
TEER AT, 2R FR AN EIE 2 L EAA 150 mmol/LERMMA R | ERBUBMIR AR X T i SL AR
B IR B KT 22 5 358 (log, FC ik T A5 L) 2RI SR BMK _Unigene 064460 3Rk T i
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K SRR e, 3 WA T SUBMI R
T2 SR R AR e, TR R E RN .
A0 2% p4S0 G A AN EALS, SxE

FHLE , SR8 T TR SR AR F i 2K - 22 57 2R DA A R
se LR, EEAKEIE SR A TPR 458 H 0
i i Bt PN BRI RO TG A I H I s PR A%

RT log, FCiETFUEHMERRIEZNERR FTRER

Table 7 The differentially expressed genes with log, FC more than seven times and annotation results

ZERRIBFENE AR

FEH 1D

T01-T02-T03 A%} T T04-T05-T06

TO7-T0O8-T09 #HX}F T10-T11-T12

BMK_Unigene_037098
BMK_Unigene_064484
BMK_Unigene_001972
BMK_Unigene_055489
BMK_Unigene_088488
BMK_Unigene_052540
BMK_Unigene_038508
BMK_Unigene_024541
BMK_Unigene_021060
BMK_Unigene_083940
BMK_Unigene_040789
BMK_Unigene_064460
BMK_Unigene_088488
BMK_Unigene_095864
BMK_Unigene_052929
BMK_Unigene_038508
BMK_Unigene_020469
BMK_Unigene_014725
BMK_Unigene_037098
BMK_Unigene_017179
BMK_Unigene_009051
BMK_Unigene_072151
BMK_Unigene_052357
BMK_Unigene_027810

BMK_Unigene_060740

log, FC BB (bp) BB

8.948 410 1 069 R EE 45 popt-0003 $12530g
8.712 107 5093 -
7.837 052 485 FaEEM 1
7.753 470 2082 KRAMER-5-1
7.736 747 1417 2 TIFY10A &
7.627 718 809 % rap2 HYE AR
7.514 897 1 656 I EE F5 popt-0017s 11980g
7.508 988 511 M E pdS0 FIEE A
7.320 205 1577 4% 5% NF bhh118
8.222 768 303 BB EE 11— 09-207p20

-7.057 830 664 TCRHIE 1 10c101756790

-8.783 410 1365 HE SR EE ML i 2

10.911 650 1417 2 TIFY10A B H
9.105 110 2 869 BB B4 2 11 BT 1A 7% 0001533080g
8.691 576 1197 S A W2 -1 WS SRR
8.207 684 1 656 5 H FUE RN _0017s 11980g( A7#4)
7.999 048 2202 B3 11 )it CHLNCDRAFT-138316
7.732 615 1785 LIRS 1
7.489 349 1 096 B Y 2 A T popt-0003 s12530g
7.468 032 742 AT RE YR TR G 251
7.351 412 2732 I 1 i VOLCADRAFT-78607
7.180 758 4053 PI-5- R IR ER G
7.162 110 1 860 A9 715t CHLREDRAFT-177657
7.116 626 715 B A EE 1 jegz-00922
7.055 797 2 398 B i 25 1 5T P 5 -0001533080g

TO1 S NFER S, W 1,

3 17 i

iR 7E % N E N N R A S 7))
TEL RS AL 20 0 3 TR AR S A0 390 35 DR A3 oz A1 SN
iR S et RUIR- YIS RS RS E AW P A RN PO i
SRR IARDC AR b R A R i FARRLE
AR F AU RS A1 LA, e M
Z IR R BA BOR 22 57, A g 22 5 R A 2
ol Rkt A BT R AOSE RO RO R B

18 BRI BE ) 1 1 75 X e 22 5 3R 58 1 55 ROk O
T, AT IEH A K AER 0 5 F AR S A ik
AR HEAT T 7 s 2, IF DL FDR /T 0.01 H 2
SRR T T 2 bR EE AT 07 18 , 43 B 7E 0-4h L
(T 7K A 33 1 OB ) B AR A X F 1503k
£ ( 150 mmol/TALH Ay £h U B ) F ACHIH, 150-
R F AR AT T 150-i £ (150 mmol/ LAk Y
Tt ERATIA ) ) AR A B O-ifi 3 (¥ 7K b BR A i
W) F ARKIRIARXS T 150- 45 F, ACHIR 5 3045
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BIZPREIN 2SRRI 0- 28180 F ARAIB AH X T
150-£R 80 F M0 AT o-Tif £8 F, ARHIR A X T 150-
it £ ¥ MR 19 22 5 2% 38 SE LB 43 1 1 23510
2 629, VLB TN L F ACHIR (9 i SR AL 2 5 08 )
SR L TR A AEBE ), 150-4h 8 FL AR
WIREAEXT T 150- £ F, ACHIA 9 22 57 2 58 56 P 4K
H>h 193, 3L Ul B Rl ¥ ACHIRS X5 5 130 i 4K
HRE N RAEESFN,

ANFEHLER T K E BB LA AR AL B FEA
JE1) FEE R 2 A A LL 55 R 5 A S4B R A LY L
ARHFFE T FRATF I F A AR W8 T M F #E
PRI T3 S Y 43 B, 45 2R 18 7R 60 8481~ Unigene
i COG GO 55 8 /N e L X A5 B E B AE 2., JE
438 1824 Unigene 7E GO K #i & w15 21 40 ¢ 1
F&,24 101> Unigene 78 KEGG £ ¥ 1 ih 45 2 1 B¢
it iE—2 GO EHEST RN, KEEFRAIENH
FEACHT TR AT R RZHSUS AR A Ay LB
E UL B ARA TR PESE GO A B R, mad
KEGG W 1k & 4 40 M e B 25 S RN HE PR = e A%
WA MY EG 5165 TER 5 R mef Qs
DA KR s S TR P4 AH AR FH 250 B Sk 3 R 16
CATTAERIAR I 7 R i v & SR

T3, FRATTXT log, FC IKE) 7 A5 LA ) 22 S R ik
SER AT TR BT, 25 SRR, SR BB s
K25 AL AR L RE , R FEE A 4l
R pas50 FE A H LA A M I A 1 4 T R 00
R AKOF 25 A R AR R E R R AR, BT
AKIEIEEH TPR 2 B W M B =X P9 IR R R I g
IR RK s e el o, TR 30 8 22 S5 e iR ik
PRI AT B A2 AR T 6 1) S R 7

SR SR AT FRATT LA A T b T T
AR e 17 6 FBip 3 ) B SR KT AR Ak, SRy itE— 25 F S
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