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Analysis of Genetic Diversity of Sweet and Wax Corn

Germplasms Using SLAF-seq Technology
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2. Key Laboratory of Crops Genetics and Improvement of Guangdong Province, Guangzhou 510640, China)

Abstract: High— throughput specific locus amplified fragment sequencing(SLAF-seq) technology was em-

ployed to identify the genetic diversity of 81 inbred lines include sweet and wax corn. The results indicated that the
total of 803 058 SLAF tags and 373 764 polymorphic SLAF tags were obtained. A total of 169 128 single nucleotide

polymorphisms(SNPs) were obtained through sequences analysis. Population structure and phylogenetic relationship

of 81 germplasms of fresh sweet and wax corn were analyzed using the SNP dataset, the population was significantly

divided into two different groups. It suggests that SLAF—seq can be used to develop large—scale SNPs for population

genetic analysis, effectively and economically. The results can provide molecular basis for gene pyramiding of sweet

corn, hybrid breeding of temperate—tropical mode and sweet—wax type. It is beneficial for promoting effective utiliza-

tion of sweet corn inbred lines, breeding new cultivars and building of heterotic groups.
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Table 1 81 fresh corn germplasms and their relatives
W5 B W LA FRHEAIR w5 &K HEDH FR A
No. Name Genotype Pedigree No. Name Genotype Pedigree
Y1 WI13 sh2—=i B JE[E EEHTN 102 06478-1 wx B RE T S A
Y15 Y15 sul FE A 5% [ BRI T C4 sh2 E NS RIHE R C4
Y17 Y17 sh2—i EMERREE W14-1xHEE 1 R 6 cs sh2 N2 3c Rk 2 €5
B4 €68 sh2 S HSEER AR 7 C5-1 sh2 [ N 2458 C5 5
BI0 WX sh2 B 1 ] Al o B 10 B2 sh2 [ 250 B HE ZR
Bl  Al7 sh2 T 11 3 [ R 11 SH1 sh2 [ N 24228 Fh SH1 36 &
B14 KK-2 sh2 2 [E 2458 Fh Krispy king 15 12 SH2 sh2 [ Y243 Rl SH2 1 2R
B16 KK-3 sh2 I 243 Krispy king 5 13 57 sh2 AR 7 35 7
B21  KK-4 sh2 F AP Krispy king 2 5 14 UsT sh2 E#i 68 2A
B24  Hsii sh2 J& E 2228 F How sweet it is P& R 59 1a5125 sh2 BIAEEARL R
B31  M5965 sh2 Xtra tender 2170xC23 Z452fE 52 61 WI3 sh2—i Bk SEE EERIRN R
Y3 Wi4-1 sh2—i 3 H S BRI 62  Wl4 sh2=i 3k S RN
B38 Wil sh2 S R A Wi EFR 63 W24 sh2 S5 [ 5 P 28 1 (8 2% 58 il WL E R
B40  Wh2-1 sh2 e[ 2 5C R W2 BE R 64 W25 sh2 I I B FH B L@ 44538 P WIS 35
B43  W2-2 sh2 e[ 2R 2Rl W2 & 65 W26 sh2 I R B OB A A AE I WS 3L 5
B45  Wif3 sh2 S5 R W3 E &R 66 W27 sh2 F2[E AT Sweet 82 7 7
B50  Wif4-1 sh2 K RTHIA AT Wi R 67 W28 sh2 A Xira tender 2170 1 5
B52  Wf4-2 sh2 5 [ R 2% 5T W4 15 5% 68 C sh2 FE 2 5cfh CHE R
B55  Wf4-3 sh2 [ B A4S Rl W4 1 52 69  731-2 sh2 250l 231 BE R
B36  Wf4—4 sh2 & E R4S A W4 2 R 70 732-2 sh2 NZACAN Z32 3 &
B58  Wf4-5 sh2 FE I AR W4 E R 71 71 sh2 E N Zesc Rl 21 &
B61  Wf4-6 sh2 2 [E R A W4 L5 72 sh2 INZCR Z2 3
YS Y5 sh2-i & FEZL A Krispy king i £ 74 Jan-39 sh2 FE A Jan B FR
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£ IR A FEPR T FIEAI W5 AW LA FRIA
No. Name Genotype Pedigree No. Name Genotype Pedigree
B65  Wif5-1 sh2 e[ T 25 Fh WS &R 75 shimar2 sh2 FE[E A Shimar & R
B66  Wi5-2 sh2 eI 25 b WS E R 76 -1 sh2 KHZR AR L R
B70  NXI sh2 F2 [ J¢ 52 Ff Northern Xtra 1% 5 78 2043 sh2 || 238 2043 1E FR
B71 KK-5 sh2 e FEZ4ASH Krispy king 28 2 81 Hf-2% sh2 Hifi—2 5k &
B73  S82 sh2 & [H 7255 Sweet 82 1 5 83 ang100(#) sh2 FE A5 ang100
B76  EIX sh2 S [E 32 F Early illini xtra £ 5 84 TQ05-30 sh2 & [E 2438 TQOS 1k &
B81  B8I sh2 Xtra tender 2170xC23 2432 fif 85  2043-3 sh2 FE[E A ACFN 2043 1 7
B83  BS3 sh2 £ A B 8703 88 LRI 88 sh2 ALAEFIE R 88
Y7 Y7 sul ST W Xxmontauk 155 100 HEERREH  wx T ERR 74504
Y8 Y8 sul FE R sh2-i B R A59  BEL06-3 sh2 1EHH 68 A
YO Y9 sul S [E T Wi3Xluscious 15 58 Zheng IE7lf 68 sh2 IEFIT68
Y10 Y10 sul FE[E 448 FF Northern Xtra & 5 Bai7  Bai7 wx EARETS
Yil Y1l sul [ 4258 Fh Northern Xtra 36 5 9 BHi 1 sh2 INZ3CHI BiE R
Y13 Y13 sul R R sh2-i i R 60 101t sh2 SIHEEEZR 101t
1 B73 wild FHE AL A BT3 77 TI sh2 TIZ2EFhiE &
2 2 sh2 YefBIRAN 2 R 79 225-1 sh2 FE 2P 225 HE R
73 D3 sh2 [¥ N 2438 Fh D3 T &R 82 angl00(F) sh2 FE[E A ang1 00 1 5
80  Hil-1%  sh2 kA H-154455Fh
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WA RERL 5 PR B K 4 iS4l il e, TR
R A7 T - 80°C BB IR VK AR th o 2% F il i ik DY 21
DNA % FH CTAB 2L, DNA Jii 12 46l FH Nanodrop
2000C 1 Qubit 2.0 #E47
1.3 BBYITERMHE

HRAE F R LR 4(2.29 Ghb) LA K GC &5 H(43.34%)
SR B, LA ORI AR S 225 BE A 20 A 5 Tl D) 93
Mo 225 Fe K 41 Hodik: - fip://ftp.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ge-
nomes/all/GCA_000005005.5B73_RefGen_v3, ZSLAF
TRt LT TN R A Xk 22 BE R 4H 1A 7 H - DD T,
PEc s WD) Ty 58, 42 I I R R 2H /R 2.07 Gb,
GC 540 47.40% .
1.4 EFEHNF . SLAF FRZE 51 K& SNP 74t

25 R it B DA 2H DN A A 315 S 56 18 ) fi i 1t 1)
B AT . K Aa B 1Y SLAF #3528 U v
BAZI 7 AT LA 454 - 3" g i A Ab 3 3% 4% Dual-
index"l P43k \PCR 41 KWy alidl . H A i Belol
W N SO L SCPE B, B A A% J5 F 1llumina-
HiSeq #E47I 7 o LAZKAE H A< BEAE A XF B (Control)
BEATIN R 3 AR D) S 56 A HERR A

D7 U 550 26 Dual—index PR3, 2545 44 FE
i Y readso 3 UEHESK T, VPRI P o AV
i 2 % FREICHE DAl Rsal A BE IR, 0 W7 52 0 2o 72

(RUER A RO, SR Sl AR s B vk R
PRI IT & 4 3 IR 419 BT 0 SNP FRic, R AR ety
5 0 SNP A THER Z A0
1.5 BHEBREEMMESEXRESN

XTI 1 SNP AR I 56 8 B >80% | U HE PRI %2
(MAF)>0.05 it 3, 2 T2 98 J5 19 SNP, iz A 4e 1t
ST ERTREAR AT HEAA FERSSF9 54T, SRR 21
HFAR R Z [ 5L /b e R
2 HER55r

ERANFHBESRITNRE

i 3 L D) T , H5 2308 T Rsal AT EEVIT
P BEY F B B2 SR 364~394 bp 19JFE 51 & XK SLAF
FRA, T 45 32 155 447 4~ SLAF FR45, 7F T oK 3k
PRI 2 10 A4S e fh b o3 A LA Y 5], -3 SLAF [R] B
E 14 497~15 017 bp. JF5 53 Hr KW, 5256 1 Rsal
() T D 5005 R 94.26% , 3145 5] 209.00 MReads . i
1 SOAP" A4 Control (I T reads 5 HZ 2 FE [H
AT X, 25 R o , S X ROCRTE 97.52%, L
XY FEHATE |, SLAF B, U] SLAF pn 25
UIDE LR TP =g = YUV o /i s g W S
4 209.38 MReads 04 , W 57 ~F- 44 Q30 ¥ i = {H
KFAET 30 MBI 5 E 43 L) 91.04% , W
W AR, P24 GC & ik 44.05% (3% 2)
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Table 2 Summary of genomic sequences generated by SLAF-seq
Fefgs WP RBE(D) GCEi(%) DFF Bt 4k (%) FEh g WFR BN GO (%) D 5T 8 (%)
Sample ID Total reads GC Q30 Sample ID Total reads GC Q30
Y1 3316 627 4471 91.97 102 2113795 43.30 89.88
Y15 2935848 46.97 92.38 2266241 43.32 90.18
Y17 3143675 44.38 92.35 1868 022 43.58 90.53
B4 3584753 43.75 92.52 2089 185 43.52 90.26
B10 4473 856 4417 92.10 10 2410 864 43.45 87.69
B11 4351413 43.74 92.36 11 1563245 43.68 89.91
B14 6685 897 43.98 92.14 12 2043481 43.57 89.85
B16 4097 255 44.79 92.54 13 1775104 43.40 90.68
B21 2780676 45.32 92.49 14 1819556 43.18 90.08
B24 2663031 45.73 92.03 59 1142720 43.08 90.39
B31 2270356 45.62 92.12 61 2010952 43.58 91.11
Y3 3118308 43.93 92.43 62 1673210 43.81 90.30
B38 4157971 43.41 92.22 63 1974984 43.47 90.87
B40 4006 788 43.72 92.08 64 2089 695 43.61 90.42
B43 2545356 45.64 91.92 65 1353802 43.63 90.58
B45 3094 085 45.60 92.35 66 1814374 43.58 90.93
B50 3304315 45.60 92.33 67 1792497 43.72 90.40
B52 3470580 44.62 92.08 68 1961 069 43.61 90.78
B55 3536371 44.18 91.92 69 1831140 43.55 90.14
B56 3036316 45.16 91.31 70 2144282 43.85 89.50
B58 3320538 45.52 91.66 71 1889 891 43.56 88.99
B61 2947920 44.58 91.69 72 1710661 43.27 89.74
Y5 3911510 46.32 92.58 74 1956031 43.42 89.44
B65 2672200 44.25 91.92 75 1661716 43.45 88.31
B66 2524518 4491 90.66 76 2017 846 43.48 88.67
B70 3300438 45.14 91.55 78 1940 926 43.65 89.95
B71 3513777 45.06 91.86 81 1911175 43.52 89.34
B73 2296 747 44.41 91.98 83 1718226 43.57 89.77
B76 2856833 44.76 91.93 84 1776 815 43.68 90.00
B8l 3569322 44.71 92.10 85 2185850 43.90 89.70
B83 3022168 44.94 91.82 88 1993909 43.65 89.80
Y7 3498257 44.18 92.43 100 1893320 43.41 89.20
Y8 4194 003 43.99 92.36 A59 1749 167 43.52 90.86
Y9 4435697 43.74 92.32 Zheng 1830222 43.68 90.84
Y10 4453768 43.76 92.75 Bai7 1664 143 43.51 91.12
Y11 4093 695 43.79 92.27 9 1713758 43.37 90.90
Y13 2745765 44.61 92.07 60 1527258 43.42 91.03
1 1714705 43.70 90.29 77 1738731 43.19 91.26
2 2307874 43.53 89.88 79 1578288 43.19 91.08
73 1652488 43.35 90.21 82 1683584 43.08 91.67
80 1895439 43.66 90.27 Control 609 829 42.47 91.66

2.2 SLAFFRZFSNPHRICHILEE
FIFH BWA B {F 52 57 SLAF R85 S % 3L A A
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SLAFFREE , 2504 BHE S0 PR FE M 9.66x . R348

THE E AR R G AR 1Y SLAF A2 M Z 251 SLAF
FRES BB, 25 45 373 764 12 25 PEH SLAF
s 00, % EF 1 135 7634~ SNP bric ,
AR ) SNPRRICEL H 75 256 171 ~ 477 6054~ iX



43 PR R IET SLAF-seq BRI A F KM BTs 4 24 75

SE SNP bric B F- 35 56 38 55 (B SNP BT fE o7 A AE 43 SNP ] FREARIBE 0BT, DS E 2 A9 SNP 1] LU E
FE S AR BUSE R ME 22.55% ~ 42.05% . FEZent W SR SRR i 1) SNP 24 &R 22 S AN K Y L 7
TCEIL AR MAF) K T 5% M52 B BE R T 80%)  0.35% ~ 10.19% , 246 K ZHAE 5% VAR , 26 W 4% Fh 5
VPR E L RS , 53 169 128 i — BB AR JENA A ERE(E 4).

&3 SLAFHRZEMZ M SLAFREERRBES LT

Table 3 Summary of obtained SLAF tags and polymorphism SLAF tags on each chromosome A
Rk SLAF b746%% LA SLAF hRa4L Be ks SLAF #2841 LA SLAF hRa4L
Chromosome 1D SLAF number Polymorphic SLAF Chromosome ID SLAF number Polymorphic SLAF
1 115 960 53247 7 69 244 33 655
10 56 405 26278 8 66 376 30636
2 91338 43432 9 58 567 26 735
3 90 292 43214 Mt 974 210
4 91757 41738 Pt 217 6
5 82 385 37 142 Scaffold_1 16 103 7611
6 63 440 29 860 Total 803 058 373 764
F®4 BHESNPIEESITR
Table 4  Summary of identified SNPs
ML SNP %z SNP 5EH4 5 (%) SNP Z+5%(%) || MBS SNP %t SNP 58481 (%)  SNP 225 %(%)
Sample ID SNP num Integrity Heter ratio Sample ID SNP num Integrity Heter ratio
Y1 421721 37.13 6.23 102 309 331 27.24 3.25
Y3 313733 27.62 4.04 5 273 849 24.11 2.46
Y5 477 605 42.05 5.99 6 305751 26.92 2.67
Y7 358 595 31.57 4.81 7 306 639 27.00 2.58
Y8 366 321 32.25 3.75 10 275 676 24.27 2.67
Y9 363 887 32.04 5.78 11 256 171 22.55 2.77
Y10 342932 30.19 3.97 12 316 391 27.86 3.17
Y11 341229 30.04 4.34 13 302 721 26.65 2.86
Y13 334720 29.47 3.80 14 294 153 25.90 3.10
Y15 424 984 37.42 7.06 59 256 293 22.57 2.94
Y17 345926 30.46 7.99 61 313 165 27.57 3.19
B4 329152 28.98 3.42 62 298 575 26.29 4.57
B10 378 907 33.36 7.18 63 294 734 25.95 3.21
B11 361221 31.80 5.45 64 297 488 26.19 2.85
B14 416 852 36.70 4.93 65 281 887 24.82 4.25
B16 362282 31.90 3.63 66 300 678 26.47 3.61
B21 339339 29.88 5.23 67 303 348 26.71 3.07
B24 351476 30.95 6.63 68 310 069 27.30 291
B31 337253 29.69 5.23 69 295 709 26.04 2.81
B38 349 453 30.77 3.85 70 297 926 26.23 3.10
B40 349 535 30.78 4.68 71 265 430 23.37 2.79
B43 333 607 29.37 3.81 72 306 929 27.02 2.56
B45 315373 27.77 3.46 74 301 415 26.54 2.92
B50 324 866 28.60 3.52 75 287 463 25.31 2.70
B52 351 669 30.96 3.83 76 299 844 26.40 3.08
B55 353 441 31.12 3.59 78 292 784 25.78 2.76
B56 315218 27.75 3.46 81 289 380 25.48 2.73
B58 346 886 30.54 3.49 83 298 344 26.27 2.86
B61 328 697 28.94 3.84 84 296 690 26.12 2.51
B65 308 753 27.18 3.07 85 314 434 27.68 2.80
B66 316 985 27.91 3.28 88 339 725 29.91 10.19
B70 325044 28.62 3.45 100 294 430 25.92 2.75
B71 333 194 29.34 3.17 A59 302 863 26.67 2.89
B73 315258 27.76 3.20 Zheng 321422 28.30 9.69
B76 319 552 28.14 4.18 Bai7 312115 27.48 9.38
B81 335693 29.56 3.94 9 300937 26.50 3.15
B83 322571 28.40 3.51 60 295 795 26.04 2.95
1 335909 29.58 0.35 77 316 870 27.90 5.25
2 295 643 26.03 2.65 79 293171 25.81 3.34
73 297 171 26.16 2.67 82 290 533 25.58 3.35
80 311 604 27.44 2.75
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(BB S P A3 R ESCAY 2, A 81 173 5 £ SRR B A
IRZER W 5 225 I s 4 L R 40
SNP {5 B, i L7~ X 81 it £ £ KA R [ 58 R M
BHIEAL /O R . B 2 JEFL R BT U, “B”
YR AR RZHCR ] BY BE, 1X 20 H 2 R 5

LR R BT R R T 26 B TR VG Al E KA, 2 201 14F
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TERENET R AR, R IE T 32 E i E KR
JO A 5 7 [ ] A S 2R AT 2% 58 E A P T 1, At
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TE 2 KRR A 28 SCBRIE R R B & OR 2 N BB AL 0 eSS 2R

Note: Cross validation error rates corresponding to different K—values show k=2 is the best.

1 ETEER SNP 51T 81 M MR EHAEH

Fig.1  Analysis of population structure based on identified SNPs
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Table 5 Sub groups of 81 germplasms by identified SNPs

iR SR B o

Group Sample ID of accession No. of accession

BY # WETH 1:B66 64 B65 65 B11 B10 59 B24 80 84 10
WE2: Y7 B76 Y9 Y10 Y11 B4 75 B83 78 79 27

B14 B71 B16 B45 63 67 B70 60 B52
B73 66 B56 B58 B60 B43 B55 B61

WHE3:YI3 YIS Y8 YI7Y5YL 61 Y362 9
WFFHE4:B40 B21 70 B31 B81 85 81 B38 8
NBY ¥ WEHE1:76 7113 A59 68 Zheng 56714210973 14

WA 2:102 Bai7 100 1

WEE3:11 1277 74 72 88 69 83 82

3 gEESiE

55 305 FFRic SNP A ic B W W AR5, 43
AVE T B RO AR — R 2 SR
W0 SR S UIRE N B o EA S A 5 k
ARAHE B D REARIC ; 2828 AL 55 8 st AL R 1k
HRAF R —BAN 107, it Fa e PR 5 P Fh 247
JHE PR R RS v, Sy bR ifEAL L B ik b, FEK
oK KA S st A AL i St AL 2 Rt oy
BT ARSI R A O A S, ke SNP AR i AH:
oy FhRic S & T TR R, o BeR A
P A O R 1, R 0% T Ak b A 4 R R T ¢
PR, L HAE R AAE WAL o RBFSE , SNP b
ICRENE S 2R A L R AY 5 29 Rl FAS  $ i A
R ER

i A PR A I 7 AT R IR PR 41 55 2% L7 47
ShricfE B = AT KRBT & SNPARic. HAT,
T2 A PR U A7 05 4 O B DNARAD) I 3
PR A3 B0 7 (GBS) L 5L T 11 B 754 L 1 Py Y0 7 A
KM DNA ZEP-21, ARG 3 SLAF-seq 4 A 75 fif
1 T KRR R B E & T T A SNPRRIC, AR
K5 169 1284, fm— Bk A 2 SNP I T RE A %
HIZEL IR, Wt — ST et B R T K WU
Fh O SR T SRR

eSS i P 75 A 6, 0 2 b O 45
YERL H 2C REHE B F RN E, LR, P L
W BERHEAE SR HHRE R ECR i
G 13RI T T bR 0 45 R 4] 43 K 2R AL 3
B, FARIC T BOIF T FORZFME S B A BN
P, S FORAFP BB R 2 2R L SR

TR MRS TERIER . skipRRfg 13RI

TR ZRFM L SATER 4 T AR, B 2= Fh UL S4B E A T 43

JO7 1] PR SE I, e 290 0 SS I NSS P> A Al 2

FEo UTAER, KA E T E N K A 28 Rl 20

) B AR ) 2RI AR . &S 106 1y

KA 22 R ALIE I N SSOIR KEL 4 . PA (Reid) F1 NSS

(PB JEDUF-3k | Lancaster) R FR T 85 . A5 5T
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