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Sweet potato is an important food, industrial raw material and new energy crop with high nutritional value.

In recent years, with the development of bioinformatics and the next generation sequencing technology, great progress had

been got in the study of genomics, transcriptomics, proteomics and metabonomics of sweet potato. This paper mainly reviewed

the research progress of genomics, transcriptomics, proteomics and metabonomics of sweet potato and its wild relatives based

on bioinformatics in recent years. It can be used as a reference for the variety improvement of sweet potato. Finally, the future

research direction of sweet potato is prospected.
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Fig.1 Bioinformatics analysis on genomics, transcriptomics, proteomics and metabonomics
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Table 1 Common genomic databases of sweet potato

#o W

Ak

H B 58 [K 4 %5 5 ( Sweetpotato genomics resource )
B K 20 30 Y5 8% (Ipomoea batatas Genome Browser)
NCBI H 3R 4

L nil JER2H

I trifida $:H 41

I triloba 3N ZH

Ipomoea FEF 4

http : // sweetpotato. plantbiology. msu.edu/index. shtml

http : // public-genomes-ngs. molgen.mpg.de/ cgi-bin/hgGateway? db=ipoBat4

https : //www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/genome/? term = sweet+potato
https ; //www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ genome/46552
https ; //www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/genome/37016
https : //www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/genome/70682

https : //ipomoea-genome.org/blast. html
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I AR Bl 2 I P B R AN R R, S TR 2%
P A F e RS A R B R A G B K = S 3
B Pt HE AR EOR, e 3w o, JF T8
RS IR AN AL IR F R B AT 0 8 S i 4 By AR
PP AT T BE DR 20 4 A 35 DR 2 I DA B B4R
SR
1.1 AR ANFFAE  Ipomoea trifida(2x)
SRR A v RE M AR AR S, TR B H
BN A953 M7, Hirakawa 25 {8 ] Hlumina HiSeq
SEEXE L trifida B9 2 0 FR (Mx23Hm F10431-1) i
7T RFEA T, 25— kAT AR
ST A BE ST . AR k-mer 4340 Al 53
Mx23Hm 1 0431-1 FE P41 K/N35 4 515. 8 Mb Al
539.9 Mb, 4 % A5 1 4% 0 )7 51 R 240.0 Mb Fi

353.0 Mb, 3552 H162 4071 F1109 44941 fig [ 3k
, K/ 62,4 Mb A1 87. 2 Mb, {H It vk 4H 25 5
KILB YRR, HE 2018 4F, 4GE TH—15%
T L trifida V) B SSR ZAGRB UL H A5G L -
loba WYL IR K B LN AL E |1 trifida ¥R
NCNSP0306 HE P 41 K /NHy 526.4 Mb, 2% G FE 45
(0.24%) B3] 32 301 DNHE L wriloba B £
NCNSP0323 fyHEIZH K /NA 495. 9 Mb, 226 BEAHXT
B, E RS 131 42642 K, 2019 4F, Li %1% 3@
3 Mumina PE125 X L. trifida var. Y22 F)3& A
LHAATIT A B T — Y e fAoKF R 751, B
L R/NL g 476.4 Mb, 22510 2. 2%, Wil T
30 2274 AT REMIFE N, Hodr 79. 769% 5 53 40 5 it
BSE

b T L trifida F 1. triloba , [F)J& I. nil )3 R 2
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I 2025, 2 52 i, 2016 4F, Hoshino 2510 i Jf —
A=A B EE AR I nal 3847 T, Fil FH PacBio
reads ML 2% f5 BRI 4H K/NZA o 736.4 Mb, contig
N50 & 1. 87 Mb, scaffold N50 4 2. 88 Mb,91. 42%¥]
AT IV ETE 15 SRR R 2R
— AR B AR IR E R Lol 3
PR A A A2 1 T H S5 36 P4 22 (W B 5T, Yang
VIR T — R LT AR B B B AR A
g K g 6 St T AR A M 4138 4138 )5 1
YLK LH KN 836. 3 Mb, scaffolds N50 2K
200.7 Kb, A I nil ZERA NS H LA, H 75.5%
FRILE 25 e B Al e 7R 15 MY oA L

BEAL, — S0 285 2R B AR A A B P A R TR A
PRI , hy s Be ) b 42 6 DAL R B 4RI T 2
A58 D¥ERE (L pes-caprae) FEPI AL %) 45 0 J7
ST HEE R ZH R /N1 041.65 Mb, 555 751 i
o7 LN 74, 52% , 345 N 0. 99% ;1. Littoralis HY 3
BRIZH ™ RN UL b 676.27 Mb, 5 JF5 5 ok
60.98% , 2% & 0.81%; 1. cordatotriloba F& [H
201 KNk 539. 69 MB, T 52 551 L5 57. 93%
FABTE0.40% .,

R PR SR A b A Xt 3 PR A o ke ) o A
JH, RS SRS 18 #4 % 180 bp .500 bp 12 Kb
SCIE AT S A 2R3 0 H S 3 R 2 R/
2.7 Gb, EEFHN LB N 88% , 154 H93 16248
Tt B R 5 g sy T B A0 A A Sk 4 G 5K
ZH RS | S b R L TR A B T B e T AR
F—H A A T4 4K ( Bacterial artificial chro-
mosome , BAC) SCFE T 2016 My 2 | itk BAC U/
£157240 384Tk P-4 A K/ Ry 101 kb, A
HE T ET7.93~10. 82 X,
1.1.2 A BE AN Ffe i H B L HE A4 F
(R - 2 A s PR 2 235 ) Ay LR 1) D A AR 54, A9 2
N FEE X (Inverted repeats, IRs) , —/> KA H.4%
DI X ( Large single copy, LSC) F1—A~/NaY B D X
(Small single copy,SSC) . Eserman %' %} 33 3%
S THEPFPIEAT T 0 SR AL PR AL Y O T 4
TRIERZH 7 90 5 AN AT TR Rk
HMT, Yan Z50O b H 0l gk &L AT T
GYHT, G SRR H SR RS P A A 145 N SEA
Hip 8 H B gm A LR R 94 4> (BAEE DT LA 72 4~ W
AR 11 1), Sun T RE 8 AN H B G B R

TR I SRARFE D 2 04T 1 DUy A 25 R | 3
S5 2% BY A o S A 5 R 4K Ol 161 225~
161 721 bp, & A 80 N H B4 i HE A (4 4> rRNA
137 4~ t(RNA FE[H . Park 21181 ) FH NextSeq -F =
XF 6 AN BEP A E G AT T S A 4 5L R 2
JF, BEPRZH K 3 Bl 161 354~ 161 750 bp, M
2 AR EA 78 N E A B gD IX, 30 4> 1R-
NA JEHF 4 A~ TRNA BEH B L il JEPIZH B &
F WIS FAWNAG T L nil (20 4 T i 238 14 58 [
A BT BB 41K/ B 0.27 Mb 1 0. 16
Mb,G 1 C & &5 50k 44. 45% 1 37. 47% .,

DL ARG 25 A T FoAT T H 2 S Ly A
G AN DAL RRAE A TA R, S R A T et A i R 42
FHEF IR T E BB E R I T
R4 R AR ITIE R RFSE . I Wa 25 B E T
SR 2SR N A W) R G A PR RN S
P Xl 2R 3 A % o i R Y s 0 b o AT
AELi S MR I T BMYI] 5 H SR R E A
5, TR TR A R BRI RCAR R K | M 41
AMERAE T A, HER D 6 5 HEIELE
AR L arifida R0 T triloba FE R AT F4H 255 R H
AN [ A 5 R A A B U AR A T S5 PRI 20 1 A R
1.2 BEEEIEEE

B B FEMNEE TR Z — 1
T st e [ 15 7 15t A% Ak o3 A B MR A7
( Quantitative trait locus, QTL ) 3 K % o7 i 58 v i 2]
HEAEHN BT AR KR, 8 AL
JIT A8 FH A 2 AR DA X 6 S 10 56 F 3R 6 il e = s g
(Polymerase chain reaction, PCR) [ FFricF AR &
JE BT e 38 I 1 A AR IC R
1.2.1 AT PCR#ZARGELEEMHE FEWR
T IRTRE 8 SRR 20 Ju A8 A I SR A B
FEXFTG, R P FIA P 18 2 5 M (Sequence related
amplified polymorphism, SRAP ) 7 K Fl JoinMap 3.0
AR T oy PR IR 8 S E BRI A
473 4~ SRAP FRic 4l T 81 A iEHRE, B FE N
5 802.46 M, FIbric EIFE 4 10. 16 <M, FSZE 20
HEAEE 328 1~ SRAP ARICALEL T 66 i 8 fF,
BERE A3 967.90 M, SRR AN A 12,02 M,
PR EESEP A F R JoinMap 3.0 #K1F, 45401 A By
K £ & (Amplified fragment length polymor-
phism, AFLP) bric, #9# T £k 781 IR 18 4T
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HEIEIE B & 90 A& SR, 430 5 A 1 878 Fll
1 868 NAFLP i, S A A8 214.0 M F18 319.0
M, FIFRICHEFE N 4.4 ¢M 14,5 cM, Kim 2%
i 26 35 7 91 b 25 ] 2 T 42 7 51 ( Expressed se-
quence tag simple sequence repeat, EST-SSR) Fric £
A, LA Yeseumi Fl Annobeny 2438 7= 4= i) J5 A i 58
X% HIFE T 245 4> EST-SSR #Ric, 1 1] Mapmak-
er 3.0 B TARIC /4, I-H H Mapchart 2.2 24
FHH 210 A FRic AT H B iL S n 1)
HEH IS B KT 508.1 oM, FIHEES N 7.2 oM,
122 ATHazalpedftBEnd HE
FPRORIY &R | 7 A 1 5T i i i 0 1 352 4% 13
M, 55T PCR B4 Fhnic B ARM I, BA
TAER TN AR, WA M i DL S n] E 5 S A
Shirasawa 5 2l R 2 18 1Y A ALK =B T SI
FERLAER , I BRI 5 DG HR DNA 5 4%
A (Double digest restriction-site associated DNA se-
quence ,ddRAD-Seq ) X I #F 14 SC 8 44 8 Fn il )3 43
Br, 375 3128 0874 HLA% 11 IR 2 251k ( Single nucleo-
tide polymorphism ,SNP) {37 i, A] B2 96 A% AiHE
I, PR E N33 020.4 M, T4 P R TR G
TR BT, [ PN i 5 [ A o st A% B R
[AlE , Su 252 BEFH264 ~ 314 bp B DNA F BEARE R4
S S Y1 R B (Specific-locus amplified frag-
ment , SLAF) , ffi ] Illumina Hiseq 2500 #4750 ¥, #]
1162 3631~ SNP #4197 >k A 2 BRA H AR A S H
320, 2 LA PPRHE AL FE B {H 9 0.290~ 0. 311, -1
ZRMEE RS H 0.232~0. 251, /N FE AL L
A R0.207 ~0. 222, A= ERIE A5 3 3 A (L R PRI 41
I REBARXS 122 4 H R0 B3 IR EAT SNP 7 T
R X8 Tl J5 6 SRR AR 45 ) s A% E A 2R AT 23 A, 3
PAFFEH 20 K /NN 563.18 Mb, G+C & & FH K
38.17% , 2 FF % 1 2 388 759 > 1 i & 1) SLAF #%:
2 SFIGIREE N 17. 45 X, HH A 3.26% M 2 51k
SLAF #5245 4277 7614, % 4129 063/ FE{A SNP fif
Ao Mollinari %5/ F§ MAPpoly 4 {4, # # T 45 —
AR B 20 RS AR NS A KIS
30 6841 SNP HRic, 42 1K2 708.4 cM, IS, Sasai
SEPT LR R IC B AR 4L A R, % J-Red Fl Choshu
PRl 228 7= A 0 F, JE 4045 & SSR Fric (SNP #ric DA
T30 3 Sy P A N 22 AR AT, ST T B
BRI, J-Red & 81 F3% S 13 247 M, 45 3% ST

KR 147, 2 oM, i3 RE R 2. 09 M,
SEEIA 70.5 DS FRIC. Choshu % 81 18 3% i K hy
12 241.8 M, & & B E 4K BE 136.0 oM, bric [a]
TFHIHEES 2.0 M, FHIH 66. 8 IFRic.,

DL ARG G RAAN ] 1 AL G b 0 2
(R ARZE R RIS AL ZREVEDEAT T 408, o H 3 A
BRI E R AL TR

2 HER AW TR

o ST LH SR R A M o A 2 rh A e SR R
FLFEE T RNA BB A RNA #4528 RNA LUK AR tD
RNA" X s 240 20 Hr e g 42 60 e TR v 2 [
SN FER A A B R S R
2.1 EEYIMBHEXERAS T

e ST 2H D P 7 T, Ding, 257 1] FH 2R S Ak
FP AR AR H AR, X H M L trifida 12K 5
SRIPNHEAT T I5E , 43 384553 8641~ F151 1844~
1o T K B S S AR B T S P 2910 439
ANFI10 4524~ FE A A | B A% LI 96. 83% Fil 96. 82%
V1R SR AR 1 T i ) s AE 2, 3 1531 ¢ 34 963 A~ Al
33 63714 K ¢DNA JP41), 1 401/ Fl1 457 4% 55 A
+,25 3151~ F127 0904~ filf B 85 42 )7 41, 1 656 1~ Fil
1 389K A AR ES RNA, 5 2511 F18 9014~ A A8 i
Begif 2 aE T 7S A5 A H 25 0% LhAse R Dy 1 25 18] 2

FERE LA R b BF s B AT R B T — 2R
FEAEAEAE AR AR B . Jo %0 (i FH RNA M7
Hi AR (RNA Sequencing, RNA-Seq ) X & [ |32 4% 55
B 2 AN H % 5 P Beni Haruka Fl1 Hogammi [ 10 A
R SCIEFEA T F 40T, B 2 FBii 2% [ Sweet potato
virus E (SPVE) FI Sweet potato virus F( SPVF) ] J&&
Yo ZEERTNBEG, B4 T — Ao iy i [ H 2 ]
S YL Y 7 1 B Kuo 457 3 i Tllumina
MiSeq - 5 X} 4% S 4 SCE AT, A trinity K¢
P2 T contigs RNA 751 | #4755 Sk 4 4007,
WF9E T H v 5 8045 A5G 1Y miR408 Sz HA AR BL [
Yang %5 Y5 H 475 ASEATAY miRNA 1175 4
B miRNA , 381 P AR L0 P 56 0E T 314 4> miR-
NA 1 636 PMEEEA , & B /0 miRNA 7638 8
TR S HAR I Y F R S A 56, Weng 251
BT H B s AR 7, %% T miR2111 [YFE 5L K
IbFBK i 33 3R 56 % B miR2111 #4410 1 7 F 5 3%
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IbFBK Fik 5 3T, I ol 68845 IbCNRS 78 #5145
Pt A 1 o R

TEAEAE I GE T HEA T S 2R o A A R T B 3
08 1 5 Wt A DG ARG SE R, g 45 IR TR e
AR AR SRR T T S ST 43
TS 2 4614 FIL 0174~ 25 53 R FE A | [R] A
7% T YA A B & 12 T 1936 74 4 ( Reactive oxygen
species , ROS) M i 1 AH G SE I, i — 20 0F 58 1 H &
XP Ve e i AL, JFAEZ IS ST i Sk 4 ke
VO THCRE 1R I A 15-1 RNV L RE 1 85 Y 1
15-4 2 ™~ H Z #k & (19 RNA-Seq B4R, o T
27 636K N, fH M1 204 bp, 3ef5 525 & H%
IREER IR e M AT FE R R SN, TR AR,
Lau %77 fifi | RNA-Seq AR , N T FACHE T A9 H 25
B 122 ST R R R, EER A,
Arisha 2558 HE 577 5 4~ ¢DNA SO, #4755 410
JPRASHIT, e T BT R TP 8 A e S R, SR g
GO IH S 4 2 SR AR BB v e 1 238 AN TR R
it AR SCAYFE R, Sung 45 S8 33 40 M H B AE AR 4
2R B B G SR AL AR AL B T T RER B T
TR H S AR AR 45 2k s R (i S P
22 RBEWXERANSH

Bl LI A3 T AN AT LA & B AR A= kit 4
KHFER AT LUK IS kB AL, P &
B 716, Dong S5 AR H SRR TE WL & B
920 T-HLL, LA 4 /S AS ) st B A8 250K v B A A
MEEE, #1457 5 4 ¢DNA 3%, 3l i Mlumina HiSeq
2000 736, FEAE 126 273 25 SRR FE R MR
i XoF I AR I RN & B e A rh SR B A LR R 1S 1
SERPEA TR M, B0 T 4 A B R 3L A,
Li 25020 D) A [ H 0 A B £ T AR 4 6 5
4 83622 IR For i KoK A6 A W AR Y
RN Z, M1 8301, JF 38 o 5L i 9% % % it PCR
(qRT-PCR) UE 52 A5 H- 2 i 38 1 i ik % A 4 A0
Bt A R AR IR 1 A K 3 i s A K £k
B AR 4 U Ry A G K PR %) 258, 412 2 D
WIER I A AL, He %14 IR 18 FItR 4 3
AIHMR FR R T /N T RNA FIRESR 4L SO S s E
H 191 ANEFEY miRNA (33 4S8 ) miRNA | 180 4
HIEDIRT 5 ASERY ib-miRNA | I 2B 5 4875 KM
Y miRNA FAH R AY$E L, Ponniah 451 4 H
BY5 L trifida sk HBIRA LR, B T — S0 2

P SN T R I A G 1 B, RN X 2
e PR AT REAE I RO A JE ol e 3 B A T O O a2k
H—L80 TR, Wit — T 5 5E 1A

FER B T, Tao 514 3 HT HOEEH A6 1O s i
LR TR T IR TR AL A DGR, Wei 451
XHE L5 0 1 mal BEAT 5% 5% L0 ¥ 0 A, 45 &
PacBiolso-Seq 1 IlluminaRNA-seq, 5317 1~ 46 1} 5 £
AR BB SR AL i e S AR A A Ot
BAE A CARAG 5 5 Sl A SR [N Y B IF 5
T AR T IR AR A 20T LA, D H 35 J Rl
BEE T AR

3 HEEHEA AR

A B2 B SR H U A X AP | Almo-
hanna 557 SR F 2 BhCEAMNA B F SR BT TA R B
R A5, 0 T H B AL R R A
A, 28 1 54 321 R TUAER 1 BUAR X 1z 1Y)
74 25512 J1k 39 9161 Z JIWE i T h 3 14344
SR FBCE 34 339D 2 IGE L TR 2 9281
FRAOEE T b ST T 741 AN A0 8 BT S A
FEPR M T H S R YRR A 1 5T 2 Y A AN
HARERAIE , y H B P 4 S RE T R T8 T DTk
Dong %5 7] F [l 43 2 A i AH X R4 X6f 7 it (Tsobar-
ic tags for relative and absolute quantification,iTRAQ)
Xof A ] IS () 5O A AR AT 1 H A AR B 2 Ay
B, N5 AN SO P IS RET 72748 AT, o, 7E 3%
A& ( Gene ontology, GO ) 45 2 1) 1 BE %
98. 81% , £ [ T Z ik BRI FH AL s A5 B8 5 s
PR (InterPro, IPR) %408 i I E R 88. 08% , it
FRHEEN 5 FE 4 E B4 45 (Kyoto encyclopedia of
genes and genomes, KEGG ) BAEEWMEBERRA
87. 03% , & H FTAHAR 2L 5B 7 ( Cluster of orthologous
groups of proteins, COG ) % ¥& & W) 1 B X H
56.59% , S¥e AW S AS £, Uk BV ROR 19 % B A7
TERG SRR VAT 38R T 6 TR TE U iR 42

4 H BT AT R

AL R G AR E IR NNy 5
RGP IERE e T F 2R XY
TE 3% B 5 552 R JE Ao 1 E TR SE B P
BT AT LS %R AR 1 4 BTk X 43 R T
FRINAEABI 27 TERFTE A 2 5 AR
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FHREAK , Rautenbach 55" (R 57 45 SRALIEH] T
X RS 9 4 A H B RS S R
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K ARAE PR LU R KR A R LA TR A
WMERR & s 3 0, J5L LA PR AN R 25 1 1 e

Xof A [ 2 PR B T S AT A L E 5T, T Lo
BT [F) 58 PR 0 0, 28 ) AR 2 S RVE 3R 103 . Te-
ow S5V I HLHE 19 RO ) 5 P 66 T 1 B R
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AHERHTEAEE L NHEm . RIEDF T
ISFIRERY 2 > R 2 A SRR o> R
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NI, B 2R RO B 04 A ) A U O X
R [R) FH B AT OIS, A A T 18 IBGE 5 Fhi Y
HE IR TS R H A X 5 AN S A L AR
FH BB IEATHIIE, 7T LA 23 2% S Bl T & &
(S E AT/ R

5 k%

R I R AR 1 T OO A R i 2
HE TR H BRI, B AT C XA T A & 2 A
UTGET A oE LTI I KR4 AL,
A A o S PR 2 R S 4 A 0 I o, i e A 31— 4
FEIN IR — LD RN FE N DI REEAT 1 9k, FAT,
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