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Abstract

With the continuous maturity of high-throughput sequencing technology and the reduction of cost,
transcriptome data show explosive growth. The potato transcriptome data not only contains the
transcripts of the potato itself, but also contains the viral sequence information caused by the infec-
tion of viruses in the sample, so the virus genome mining can be carried out from the transcriptome
data. In this study, the assembly results of three mainstream software (SOAPdenovo, IDBA-UD and
Trinity3) were compared based on the same RNA-seq data, it was found that Trinity software re-
sulted the most abundant sequence information and the longest sequences, but the assembly
process took a long time; meanwhile, SOAPdenovo and IDBA-UD cost a relatively short time, but
generated less sequence information and shorter sequences in the assembly results. Thus, it is rec-
ommended to use Trinity software to assemble virus genome based on transcriptome data.
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1. 518

¥ 2 (Solanum tuberosum L.)JEAEEHIEIEY, BA RIGFHENERIIERIESE, CLrEttiey) 160
ANE X 2R, Rt A TR EEY[L]. BRE SR ZEME AR M & B RS —, (HR &
AN Jett SR B B ZKF, T B4R A 5 E R R S S B M B K 2 —[2]. SREREHES
B AT R B, KHLICRSG T KSR TR IE S T BB, M2y 7R EF R .

JREEEAI MK PR G 8, DRt — BB, IRMEH 25k TiayT, RAE R EERITE /0%, i
TS 95 £ R O B2 X P B i E (N DR A . SR T, RSP SR EIEE 2L 40 FrLL L, T HIERN
RNA Ji#g, FAL S0 g I G2 (ELISA) FI % 51 3R -6 i 5 20 RE(RT-PCR) S5 )7 v /7 BN R E I A 77
13 1 T O N9 0 A = i 4 s e S =8

AR, EnEEN PR IR, Tz N T e RS 5 A 0 S A 2 AU [3] [4] [5].
2011 4F, R BR R AN 7 CEEATE L, 472 SR ERMF TAEE R 7B LA . 7% 5% 4 (transcriptome)
FR AR S AR B AR AE T A R R A ) A A (B HE mRNA FIEESR T RNA) R AI[6] . #45%K-F i i% 2 24E
Ytk R W Nz — o BV, B AR RS K SR AT A a8 vy e R A
() 355 R R AB 7K HEAT 3 BT PR RNA-seq,  TTTZE BT AR (88008 i AMUEL S B RE B oA, s kL
LT T RNA R ERTAIE S, DR A A S 400 e 258, 9 p 25 = 107 81, ] DO 55 et
ATIZIR[7] o AR SEES 2 AE AT TR FARTRME AL DL A 5 L A DG 58 b C 2 E AT T R E I 40 58]
[9] [10], FIHIX LA FIE S, 7] AP R BOA BSR4 I E I SRR E R # F AIME B, N “ R NE,
SR I S T 4 S F R RS AR v AR B e T B B

RNA-seq 743 2I=EH 2 R 152 B (reads), B ELSRAZR BRI P41, Bedo0o 1) 1) R0 I 28
1) reads HFEZHBE K B SEAS, [R5 X RNA-seq 285 3E17 Mk ZH 2 (de novo assembly). M Sk 4H 2,
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fa A S HERMANTHEI T, ¥ reads PHEA B RFSE DNA FAI R . HET, FEFARM AR E
LT DU R RS Overlap-Layout-Consensun (OLC)%i2:[11]41 De Bruijn F57%[12]. HJ&# ¥ ni&
& reads BURL . HOE B EORH AT T EOE AT PR R [13] . BT MEETF R A . Trinity.
SOAPdenovo. IDBA-UD &5. [, AHIEFOR H— FR 51 S S S0 FU -1 I e ol e ad o bexd
JER LR ALK, H iR 3 FRERARIEAT TR BT A BRI, IS LU RGO, T M
RNA-seq Wl > Hts o & 08 25 17 51 0 de A8 0 ik fe

2. M5
2.1 BiEWE

T 5C F 21 (A I 7 5008 SR 15 A S5 25 e i FO AR SR IR A st 2L 0 , 23 I BELE % 1 6 /> PE125
BEFEA (chang-1, chang-2, CW2-1, CW2-2, duan-1, duan-2) 1 6 4~ PE150 ##&#f 4 (AC142, PVS, E20, E108,
Ri-1, Ri-2).

AT SR () 5 2 2B 225 B N 20 7 91 eh o 5 4% 5 BE DR ZE0 00 7 #7022 (International Potato Genome Se-
quencing Consortium, PGSC) /A i f1 %) DM1-3 (S. phureja)i# 4T 4x 3 BRI 2 e F 6 PR 4 5 91) R v e s A,
A5 N 6.1 (http://solanaceae.plantbiology.msu.edu/pgsc_download.shtml). #3972 /541K H NCBI A3t
Bl 2R B0 B bR 5 81 Bd 12 (ftp://ftp.ncbi.nih.gov/refseq/release/viral/) [14]

22. EMERBIEBANAE

2.2.1. HRABIERLIE

FEFEATHUR A/, #5608 FastQC (v0.11.3)% ¥tk A7 5 1Ak, %/ Trimmomatic [15]#E47 /i
¥, 193 clean_data; #%, ¥ clean_data £(#i LU Xt 2| SR ESEIL AN MH, UK RIFE T SR EH AN
reads FIESRIE T 44 S #: 5 A reads, Bl unmapped reads, 1 Ayik47 4135 77 ik b A% O Bl

2.2.2. R Trinity EX#FiFEITLAEE

Xt B —2 45 21 unmapped reads, BPIERYE T L8 FH AR EHE, H Trinity (v2.1.0) 8443 T &
SKEA%E. B, W RILE R D 2R A K EdE, B EPE R unmapped.bam 07, {#H samtools
(v0.1.18)HR % bam SCAF (1) flag #r %5 , FEHUNL reads, 75 21 unmapped_reads1.fastq il unmapped_reads2.fastq.
AHIE ST T AL FH ) i 2

samtools view unmapped.bamlawk '{if ($2~/69/) print ">"$1"\n"$10"\n+\n"$NF}' > unmapped_reads1.fastq

samtools view unmapped.bam|awk ‘{if ($2~/133/) print ">"$1"\n"$10"\n+\n"$NF}' > unmapped_reads2.fastq
£33 X reads J&, f#1H Trinity (v2.1.0)3ET 8 S 2H%& . AW 50 B H 94y 2 0 F = Trinity --seqType fq
--max_memory 10G --left unmapped_reads1.fastq --right unmapped_reads2.fastq --CPU 10

2.2.3. f#H SOAPdenovo ¥kt {T¢REE

{fifl SOAPdenovo (v2.04)#4T41%E, FI N SCHFAREH E—2 samtools FEEUI X EHE, F24 samtools
FEHLA X reads &4 AR UCHC Y reads, A % FE reads FIBCXHE L, S HBLRA R —i, #H 5k
YRR B L o R A6 A bam2fastq (v1.1.0) 8 EE B B i reads, 1231 (4 BRI 2 5T IA L X ) reads; A 4h,
SOAPdenovo 2H %& 7 %2 37 —/MAC B SO, BC B SCHHEE AU RS R FHEAIRE P 1217 IS 2.
IAb B T22 5 B average insert size 2%k, FrLA# 256 Picard (v1.119)1H5 average insert size, @21 F:
java-jar/home/software/picard-tools-1.119/CollectInsertSizeMetrics.jar | = accepted_hits.bam O = insertsize.txt H
= insertsize.pdf. ), BAFACE LU, TLLUZE4T SOAPdenovo i FEFERE . AHF 7848 Fl dir 4 R (LA k-mer
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HY 105 Af5l): SOAPdenovo-127mer all-s config.txt-o out_K105-K 105-p 10-R & > soapdenovo.log.

2.2.4. {£F IDBA-UD 1 T4R %S

IDBA-UD 5 SOAPdenovo #i752218 il bam2fastq ZXATHEUM XU HEEHT, ZEAExBlm i dt 17
&I, EIR—A A fg2fa--merge--filter unmapped_reads1.fastq unmapped_reads2.fastq unmapped_reads.fa;
AW FAE A0 T (BL 125 bp reads Afil): idba_ud -r unmapped_reads.fa--mink 69--maxk 107--step 2
-0./denovo--num_threads 10,

2.2.5. Z&M blast B TR MLt

fi A AL blast+ (v2.2.31)K 20 2545 211 contig 5 AT A4 2 IR 22 11 34T L, Wi FE 413 45 S i
PEEZAEME, IXEE contig T RES AT CRIE M6 S A R L8 DR, B 0T RE S R ILARRE (Xt 5
A IRYRESIR TR T AL blast+ ¥ 413515 2 contig 5 FT A EE I E 1 AT G, WS
AL 25T contig B T84 S H 100/ S 28 57 25 420 [ Y I e

3. ZHRENH
3.1. F[E] k-mer FERERIB LR

AWFFIERE T contig NS0 i K contig WA EAR, VE N =LA ZEBUERMTENS, RN AE A B id
k-mer FIVFHIBRMHE. NSO S Wi e — AN 45 BRI P I E, NBO BK, BHA 2RI KTFHIEZ,
BRI ET. FA, BT AT RS A A%, A RERK contig MK HRLT, [RIAHTF
FORERE K contig 1E A EGE k-mer &R 57— MEAR.

AHEFxF SOAPdenovo #1 IDBA-UD PR 7EAN A k-mer K/, N50 F1 max contig #EAT7401H. U
1A F1 B ffizn, X F PE125 HI%E (Chang-1 F1 CW2-1), Fifi k-mer M\ 69 34)1%1| 87-91 /47, contig N50
BHHK, k-mer {EFE 91-95 /245 2RI T B, BEJEZWHE K, DRI Chang-1 Fl CW2-1 43 il 4% 87 1 91
AT k-mer. % PE150 FIHE (AC142 F1 PVS) (& 1C AlE 1D), Ffi# k-mer iZ#ii4 K, contig N50
B, {E k-mer B 127 WA R RE, R E k-mer 5 127, {H72&, X+ max contig iX—f&4x,
/2 PE125 Al PE150 %4, AR AUEA B 214 1A-D).

i IDBA-UD BAFHEAT M 203, S RFI K k-mer {872 123. it PE125 if /& PE150 frI%d,
conitg N50. max contig 5 k-mer 2 [A] {7 7£ 4 AL ELE : XFT- PE125 %45 (Chang-1 A1 CW2-1), Contig N50
& k-mer i& 2 71 A — AR B, BEEIRAFEEBLMEI K, k-mer 153 105 Gk B K{E, B JSA T
[F19% . 1M max contig (M bl k-mer {E3 K 2I— 2 I KEH, L Cw2-1 AfFI(E 1F), k-mer {HM
93 4% 95 i, max contig K34 i 300 bp £ 47, 1M Chang-1 (4] LE)7E k-mer fE AL 75~107 2 [H], max
contig fRAFANAS . (R, N T SRS B AR BERUR, %X PEL25 $¥iE, k-mer iE#E 105 N H . 4T PE150
H#E (AC142 F1 PVS) (14 1G #11% 1H), contig N50 fifi k-mer ()AEA A 5 PE125 #dfi AH1EL, R 2 —MRAE
k-mer {f 121 £ 41585 KAH. 1 max contig K FE7E contig N50 FRAEYE RN AEA K. Fik, *FF PE150
(1) reads #EFE(EH 115~121 {E N IR k-mer [FERETER] .

25 LRTIA, X+ SOAPdenovo #ift, ZHEEMUIRAEAE K-mer Z2A0 0 I R AR (b AR, 75 BEAA S B 20 2 15 000
HFEAIE K-mer. X T IDBA-UD AR 5 k-mer BUE AL EEIER IS, B K-mer f0k, 4
B RERAT o R, IDBA-UD B4 R B 25 5 i B do 203 1 k-mer {RL, 10 HL2H 252801 B %% 5 ik N5 R

3.2. FEEARRHHRELR
AW 5T 438 Trinity. SOAPdenovo. IDBA-UD 34X RHLIE S ) PEL25. PE150 % 6 ZH%d it
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Figure 1. Effect of the k-mer on the de novo assembly quality using SOAPdenovo and IDBA-UD
1. SOAPdenovo F1 IDBA-UD %X k-mer {E X140 3 R & A2

19 E20 PE150 2436
" 8435
470 L/ —— =Tl o134
T e a sl ga34
oA EEEEEEEEENERNEN| 8432
/A EEEEEEENNEEENER| 8431
A EEEEEENEEEEENE 8430
o T 8429
W
MmN O H MmN MmN MmN @ o m
sm@®Eaaaaagggggoiiadsyy
k-mer

ITER%E, WRAZEACR, EHRE G E R ERNA BN T ERREAEROR, &5 T
contig N50. contig “FH44 . contig A7 8K B2 A K contig. KT 1000 ) contig 4. A4 A
contig % H LA A2 KT 1000 bp ) contig %% H (5 & contig % H (71 2 ELAF AfaHr, Hral 3 ANEFRER S i)
RHFER BT A EAKEE, X 3 MEEUER R, RpRHERERPKFIINE, HREBERELET. X
SAMHEE A A A R 1 PR,

DART 3 Mats#fT51, X PE125 M#dE, X 3 MEMRELZ IDBA-UD K, Trinity X2,
SOAPdenovo fiz/)y, LL CW2-1 $dEFEA A, IDBA-UD HA4H 3 MNEARHIME 2 5l 425 bp. 422 bp. 387
bp, Trinity %R f#) 435 /& 321 bp. 325 bp. 277 bp, SOAPdenovo %} f143 7l 276 bp. 179 bp. 138 bp.
X PE150 FEE K3, 3 AR 3 MEARFMEMZA KR, BL ACL42 #dEFEA ], IDBA-UD
1) 3 AN FakR 52 540 bp. 543 bp. 470 bp, Trinity X 5 ff143 7] /& 444 bp. 424 bp. 341 bp, SOAPdenovo
X} LR 43 ) 454 bp. 459 bp. 431 bp. X THcK contig X —HEbR, 3 MRS RAZE R, H2
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Trinity ST AR E 2 AL, LA CW2-1 FlRFEA N H], (EH Trinity #4FE47 435K contig &3
8469 bp, 1fj IDBA-UD F1 SOAPdenovo #4371l A 3661 bp F1 1484 bp, tizk/~T Trinity F . XFFK
T+ 1000 FfJ contig %R 4134555 contig 2 H LA KT 1000 bp 1#) contig % H /£ &t contig %4 H 'H 73
Ebix 3 ANEArE T L, Trinity BAFLAAER W, # FHZ 24595 20K T 1000 bp (1) contig £
DA K AH e 43 3 1) sk contig B E#R 2 I 2 1), Hamig s T 5350 2 MR, BL CW2-1 B FE A ], Trinity
PR 2 45 S AT 23,571 26541, 2o KT 1000 bp K45 198 4%, %t IDBA-UD iX 2 AME 4 il & 1737
F1 26, SOAPdenovo ix 2 ME 4 il 2 2882 F1 2., X B | Trinity AR R E T FERTFHIE
BHEKFYIRZ, XAEEHTFHE B2 IRIRHE 7 3a.

Table 1. Comparison of the assembly quality for SOAPdenovo, IDBA-UD and Trinity
# 1. SOAPdenovo, IDBA-UD # Trinity 3 MR 4R 545 RELESE

mean of  median max contig ratio of
contig contig  of contig contig number tota_l contig over
samples sOftware  \5o(bp)  length  length  length  of over nm?r 1000 bp to
(bp) (bp) (bp) 1000 bp total contig
SOAPdenovo 276 179 138 1484 2 2882 0.07%
CW2-1 (PE125) Trinity 321 325 277 8469 198 23,571 0.84%
IDBA-UD 425 422 387 3661 26 1737 1.50%
SOAPdenovo 277 178 135 1702 3 3082 0.10%
CW2-2 (PE125) Trinity 322 324 278 8160 1138 47,198 2.41%
IDBA-UD 426 425 389 3101 23 1811 1.27%
SOAPdenovo 264 166 118 6169 7 6128 0.11%
Chang-1 (PE125) Trinity 321 325 279 9695 173 29,916 0.58%
IDBA-UD 408 391 364 8541 28 2366 1.18%
SOAPdenovo 263 166 116 8469 6 5829 0.10%
Chang-2 (PE125) Trinity 338 339 289 9699 306 31,574 0.97%
IDBA-UD 456 423 389 8446 46 2584 1.78%
SOAPdenovo 281 189 135 4966 11 3688 0.30%
duan-1 (PE125) Trinity 329 331 284 9694 260 34,340 0.76%
IDBA-UD 431 418 379 8533 49 2722 1.80%
SOAPdenovo 285 194 141 7173 11 3660 0.30%
duan-2 (PE125) Trinity 323 326 280 9696 220 33,831 0.65%
IDBA-UD 407 399 363 8489 32 2748 1.16%
SOAPdenovo 454 459 431 1114 4 262 1.53%
AC142 (PE150) Trinity 444 424 341 4534 2501 61,707 4.05%
IDBA-UD 540 543 470 4297 277 5237 5.29%
SOAPdenovo 427 367 392 3034 19 2071 0.92%
PVS (PE150) Trinity 509 466 369 9727 6561 112,067 5.85%
IDBA-UD 543 515 460 5618 733 15,540 4.72%
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Continued
SOAPdenovo 446 408 423 910 0 285 0.00%
Ri-1 (PE150) Trinity 446 425 343 4945 2341 60,717 3.86%
IDBA-UD 523 530 464 4319 231 5325 4.34%
SOAPdenovo 440 401 410 1108 3 370 0.81%
Ri-2 (PE150) Trinity 445 424 341 4481 2599 65,451 3.97%
IDBA-UD 548 551 476 3897 309 5601 5.52%
SOAPdenovo 453 458 426 2708 9 999 0.90%
E108 (PE150) Trinity 454 430 345 8496 3551 84,627 4.20%
IDBA-UD 434 342 245 4651 315 16,785 1.88%
SOAPdenovo 452 467 432 2062 12 706 1.70%
E20 (PE150) Trinity 463 435 349 8471 3997 93,936 4.26%
IDBA-UD 497 491 440 8435 324 10,235 3.17%

3.3. HRTBEIHREFT

8 Trinity 30 AL RS BORCRBEAT 2208, LU s 25 250808 PR Ja i &5 SRS AT BB A3 AT . AEVSCRR B R
HROLERE] T 10 PR EE, 9 Fh RNAJRFEA 1 A DNA R EE, it 2129 &Y a7 41, Heb 314 %
T FE R 1 1000 bp, KFB 43 7 41 Eowh &5 B — SRR LE 95% LA |, Horh 114 2678 35 90% DA b (1) & R 4.,
Pl B e v R R KT

4. Vig
4.1. NEEREEY k-mer &#F

{81 FH SOAPdenovo X 7 41T 2045, k-mer (1) HUE XS 2k (R 40 41 e 48 RS2 ok . At 2% 1 Hofl A
Yoz BRI N B2, k-mer ¢ 5 Y5 AL reads K% () 55%~85%, H N#i¥t. ik, %+ PE125
I, k-mer #E#E 69~107, XJT PE150 f%#E, k-mer iE+% 83~127.

/] IDBA-UD (v1.2.0)F47H3AFT W E A K/NE) k-mer 73821847, %3 LA/ k-mer
THAEZIR P k-mer BEAT G THEL, 24> k-mer — O TS AT 58 . & IFF I8 kT 4%, B RO,
/N k-mer %, 5 BB FEN k-mer, {2 /T IDBA-UD M4 X F ek k-mer & 123,
IEXET 150 bp 1) reads 5 K k-mer A gEik £ 3] 123

XFF Trinity 54, BT ZREATEFHEE k-mer KN, ZHAERT LA SR k-mer, Fik
AW T I ARNT Trinity ZAEHEAT iR B 5.

42. IREEEER

TEAHT TP FI ] SOAPdenovo. IDBA-UD. Trinity = Fl it i 5 B dE 47 41, 30 3k o) 26 28 20 R
TR EL, FRATRIE Trinity B2 TR a4, ERRNEE, KF&RE, HisiTrAK; m
SOAPdenovo Fl IDBA-UD X sk R AFFEIT & L Ac R, (FOR B RORAME, 73IME B B P51, Frbh
FEIBSRALSE BRI AT S F, AHT S WL S Trinity HEAT 4278 RNA-seq s i 2025 o (M AEFEIT LK T #E
TR A EE, SOAPdenovo Hil IDBA-UD A AEH WIS ILH:, IR, WAARBEZMT, AR
FEAS, Trinity AT AERIIS A& SOAPdenovo A1 IDBA-UD )L +1%. %5 BRI, Trinity #opk2H 25 55058
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i, Smith 55 A A Sparks &5 A 73 Sl 254 e R0 25 S0 3R 47 % s 2L, 4S8 A Trinity JEAT 2R P20 3¢,
ORI E 7 HORTE[16] [17]. PIUEHEREE ) Trinity S0 3HT 58 T8 St BUE R B e R 408 . A&
W, R Trinity $C0F00 AR VTR 2 D44 2 24 5L N 0 BmaAr a8, A R E e s 5 12, ot
IO RNA R AT 1 A DNA i EE. JLHa % UL 6 Fh i ss, A i bl ok Hoh 90.94%. b4t
ERILT TuMV 55 LR E AT AR ROE X SR E A 2 Yeme i se, R\ T A Trinity H3E SR E/RET
FURIRTSENE . H2, 40 75 2 (8] oA (1) 75 A IDBA-UD %o 1 SOAPdenovo & “H¥ 1”7
BZ, NEAREERNAAS.

I AP0 B A R B 2 T RNA-seq 509 1 55 8 B SR 2L R #2087 &, 0 RNA-seq 24 o
HEEME, BEAOREAR R M, RIURISSTE T REAEAE T B B0 AR ROE R AR E R Y 6E
WitE, AR EEWRE LTI DREIIEM BRI SE 75, M LR EhUNE SR B HEE L.

4.3. MFBIEREZE

rrE RN P EOR B TR R AR R, T2 Z M T AR b ik,
Kbl 2 (R RAH I P S il 5 S B AR SR I B S A B DU o RN e SR tAE A BT, —
R EAR BT HEE S R FEFEE . AR O 2 2 N T A fr B2 T 2> U,
PR T KB R AI e . HE, RERINFEn e L T RE AR Xt Z )5, atin Bl
Ko oAt (B2, BATAT OIS f B REAT IR A2, X L8 PR B 1A Bt v R IV R AT LA 2.

S VA EBR AR, AW TR 1S s o T AR LB, TR, 20
HA R r s, IR DR BRI ERA WA H il T B H KR e
REBATOEIC, PR E D BE R B8, R AIEEA R, B SAR R e R 2 A R
AR AWEFCRN He B E 72T RNA-seq Bda KRR AH3T 6, 1% G REEHT T 70 T RNA-seq
Ha s e s ZHEE, RERIl 2. AU ERRE TS, B RN A RTS .

B oW

VR U RIS . 2R AR 55 [F) 2 N AT FE SR B AH I Py el B 2 N el A ) M7 75 9 4R Y
BRI A AT B S 8 A2 5 A BOR i SR SO AT FEBR A T R IR &

EHEWH

K B AR50 H (31971989); AV ERHE RV T A W43 A i B s SR 38 R VR 3K IS
H B AL AR R S 5 TR R (2019ZTS034) s LA Ak AR 5 8137 0 33T H (2019-620-003-001) ;
[ K A B 81 Mk 9 42(202010504041) .

B30

11 BAAFN RFRE SR E PR IR AE ] RPUBHHE, 2017(3): 4-6.

[2] Bs, =, SCRZ, M. hE S DR R E AR R T[T S5 SE, 2006, 20(6):
357-359.

[3] Adams, I.P., Glover, R.H., Monger, W.A., et al. (2009) Next-Generation Sequencing and Metagenomic Analysis: A
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