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BHE &% (Xanthopappus subacaulis)fz: % £l (Asteraceae) i 244 J& (Xanthopappus) £ 4 4 i JEUAF A 20 & A 2 FH i,
ABEREEMNEG. ASMAGHNE. NS & R85 IR AN T HEASERS, FIR R0 AR HSurvey 7 i
BRI R A KN Fe G 3%, EEFHIE . GC& BAK AR E R ¥ 37+ (long terminal repeat retrotransposons,
LTR-RTs)%/5 8. 4 LW (1) LAKZ K475 (Opisthopappus longilobus) 13 jifi(Solanum lycopersicum) NS %4, X
PR S AR A 3 204G 9 B AR, BB/ 51081.94 GHI1.75 G, DNA-C{40.99 pg; (2) il &l 573 %]£1100.3
GHiClean reads, }LQ203°kF97.1%, Q303 190.8%, ATHIGCHIE S ELHENH, GCHEN38.5%, MFHER
I (3) KX EHR)F B 41 (K-mer analysis, K-mer)& /R #2845 3L K 20 K/ 2 198.50 Mb, 224 5°50.69%, BEEJFFHI 4L
N80.15%, B THZE. MEEFIMERIEFNA; 4) LTR-RTsX & E W CopiaFEimiE, HaiLHAN30.72%,
GypsyZ & AUnknown 43 71l 15 45 3[R 21 (1133.66%#116.54%, AR 4G T-413 Mya, 761 MyaW =4 KEY 6. 4L, #f
FEERZHLTRIGK EIH N T E A5 SN AT A BB R 22— 003 30 O 70 45 SR ] A o 2 v Jo o 2k D 4 ask
& B F RN SCBE  BE R R2 Im Pe L S5

X mAE, WA, CH, HEFASurvey, KR E S KT T (LTR-RTs)

AR, XIEHE, HE, XFE, KEE, %5, 0SRE, R, Ak, BEn, ARG (2025). BT 40 AR B
DRI 40 Survey i B 28 2 55 R 20 K /N JREAE 20 A K544k 60, 888—900.

%4 (Xanthopappus subacaulis)/& 45 £} (Astera-
ceae). & R1E I £} (Carduoideae). & i J% (Cyna-
reae). K% (Carduinae). #2224 J& (Xanthopa-
ppus) Z AT NE AT, 2T R R
BgM, FE AT IRETE. = rudeEs. WUIIAES
AIH R R F b, 8 AR K T2 4004 000 miff
AR BE TR, R RGRNGIE. it R
IR RO 1 (S B 22, 2011). FE24G 4 BN ZY, Bk
o OEE, ERHML. EYh RSN, BAEEM
ZiFAAE; RN, BAASE A BER R ARy RS
Y, BB R Lk i D) ROF R4 BT TE T e (SR T,

e H #A: 2024-10-23; 252 H #i1: 2025-01-20

2014). 25 N1k, EPNANEZ FE X EA K
FEAE DT HANEIE SRR 7 25, 2020). b5
R4 (FH 7K 3 25, 2008). 24 BEL3E P (Zhang et al.,
2014). M4, R4 K E(Wang etal., 2007). #f
1A 84 45 A6 (K P 2%, 2022) . fa] 24 %1 B & (simple
sequence repeats, SSR)5|¥H K 5tk 2 FEE (46
Kz, 2023)5 45 . SR, H A AR IO T o 2 4 B
PRIZH RN S AR AE T FE 4R . SERTRIE SN Ty, Pph
FERIZH R/ SRR 70 B 2 14T 4 B K 4Hde novoZE
DRI 2EL 00 7 2L 2 0 3 B R T 8 AR 5k il (3 T o 55
2019). fFlln, X1z (Cornus officinalis) )3 K 21

HEETH: HFRETK%E) “BeyA” AA 5 ERHF H (No.2023-QLGKLYCZX-012). #if44 B AR % 1 (No.2023-SF-A5). [E %X
H AR5 45 (N0.32360305) 20234 H Juboll B J5 A= 25 a2 5% < BF AR S AE A O34 T H (No.QHS Y-2023-016) Al 75 it 48 44 W BUMlk 2
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BEATI R« AR FIVERE, JR4h & et Atz B AR i
v R PR R R AR T, DL R B AR R T SR
Vb2 FEVERT FE 3R T 3 RE B (Dong et al., 2022);
Kong %% (2023)i it % 56 R 1148 P 4 R 20 00
BRI LT, MR T KGR E W SRR D
TR, SRR 2 £ A B AH 2 5 DR 2H = g A
AL TR . R, JF R 35 284 JE DR 2H K /)N
S FRRE S Hr, AT A K 4Hde novollll /7 Al
PRI ARYE, 38 PT ey T B A% P T ) g i fit
B, A4 MM EE R REWR, A
T 2B A4 3 N AL ) R R 2 R AL S P R
i DR 42 90 B4 B SR

BT, Mgl AR (flow cytometry, FCM)AIZE [A]
#H Survey & iff 7t 5 K ZH K /N FIVRFAE PR A7 30T B (RS 5
F4E, 2023). EEFH KN —RHCHEE R, ZIE1MY)
T B AR 7 FE R 2 b BT DNAR & &, H B A %
S, BIREAN A Fh 4 M 1 % 5 44 2 H FIDNA S & 41
Xt 5 (Mishiba et al., 2000); K& 7L EK W, CIH
S WA UL SR A 3 R85 (1038 B 350 A [ R BE
FX % (Bancheva and Greilhuber, 2006; /K K %%,
2015). Vit S ML AR KL T 21 e 2 I DNAS 5 But 45
Hla, HEESRFZeEE S B ERE, FIHD
gL AREYE 5 B N WARE S I8, il T
SELARE DN A7) Tl 0] e €2 425 £ 4 R DNARH XS 25 8 5K Tl
F R 41 1) A %F K /)y (Fomicheva and Domblides,
2023). EARVEAIHEA O SO YR 58 6 E
BT R, (AT B 540 M0 85 A 5250 BDIR S 55 A
R, BRI RBR (R FHANS &, 2023; 2
4%, 2024).

B & DNA 7 432 A 1 3 K Je 5 000 5 B A 1
fik(Zhang et al., 2021), FIEENT VIR A,
S 2H 25 RN A AR ) 2 S U ) T LR A T — B K
HIH AR T-B(Goodwin et al., 2016), &) 72 M T3
[RIZH /NI 5 (S 525 %5, 2018). VR4 %% (Morabito
et al., 2020)F11 2 KL (B 55, 2023)55 . 46
AT B FE R I, Survey 7 T AT A 2 VTAl 40 B PR 26 K
AN AR AN E S A LU S R R AR AE, A RS 4
FMZHde novoill |7 HAEHILE M REAEIR L 2 S
FARAE, LA S B P (Zhou et al., 2023).
WAME 2 2 R X B2 DAl 1 A6 E 5 (Medi-

cago sativa) (Li et al., 2020) LA K& ¥V #f(Psammochloa
villosa) (XlI¥45, 2022)%5 1A 5AEY), Hi3(Rehmannia
glutinosa) (#X k%%, 2021)F1)I| & (Ligusticum ch-
uanxiong) (B IH4E, 202355 24 F R Y JE R 41k
N BRMEVE AT HREY) B KR, B H
&G W M2 FHMER RS, 2018). 1245H
1k, V5 22 2538 0 22 Fi g B R ) (n ) 4 > i (Cynara
cardunculus) (Scaglione et al., 2016). Ji%%(Ta-
getes erecta) (Xin et al., 2023)14-3%(Arctium lap-
pa) (Yang et al., 2022))iEAT T 43 BRI 20 5 FH g £
PR (v o R A S A, XA R 2
TR A4 . $ )% T (transposable element, TE)
PR 968 N A AEL ) B A o 2 v SR ) 5 DR 2H 9 186 R AR R AL
9 B L] (Mascher et al., 2017). Li&(2023)H%%
TN (Triticeae) 10 A FEIVIFIHE R4, K INFE
JBE T B R 20/ B IFAH 6 (R?=0.979). T %
G 77 AN, 7 e 1 A0 4E S s e e 1 A DNAK e
T, RSP FIR I «S-REIG 7 0 REAL R SE B
AR (Finnegan, 1989). i, 5 B K K i
A 5 T (long terminal repeat retrotrans-
posons, LTR-RTs)7E 15 = 5 5 41w m] S B A il fldr
1, StatonfIBurke (2015)W% 1 145h % B ¥ i1
FHONEBEMTER R K B S BN, HAMEEH
FGRHT A e R 117 H 25 )% (Trib. Heliantheae), LTR-
RTs ¥ % i £ Gypsy Ml Copia ] 15 Fb S £k Ph 3 hn, %
WY I 1) 22 A R 0 = 52 A K 50 2 B A ) B DR AH 9
WM ARG R BEESER RAEZEEH. #Hik, A0t
FUH It 2N 40 R 5 ey d & D R0 6 1R 2H Survey AH
GG WINRG A VS o A i A I AL R KN S
FRE, SRR RN T HA ., R ks
1 B 1% e i SR BE R, RO Z IR m Rt &Y &
PO R ik 2 2 {4

1 MH5ERZE

1.1 MRFERRE

H20194F LAk, Tl H 2H 4 1 i & R 4R 1 &l 5
e FL A1 1 [X 25 224 (Xanthopappus  subacaulis C.
winkl)AS A & B B AR UERR AR i AR AN 2R 1,
[FBT PR I A A . 3k = AR A 2R
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VTGS B AT 0BT B 285 SR IR A RLER B A 1)
PEEAIK 2(37°15'32"N, 102°0'57"E, alt. 2 702.9 m).
5 A e B A R LG 3 R0 1 B 285 SRR AN, 3 il B
WHA g, S AEREE TSR EEEH. —
o FE G R IE AV L, TR AR, 5
— A A o TR TN R O R, TR A
SurveyZi it o AR B F Z PR ik K R
AT %4 (Opisthopappus longilobus C. Shih, 2.4 G)#ll
E 0135 K] 41 K /N i 7 it (Solanum  lycopersicum L.,
799.09 Mb), 7373 H Ll 78 48 A S5 T AR ) e A< e R
KAEVFHA R~ Al 4.

1.2 RALMEARMMEELE KN
FREUARIN 35 2045 T /0.2 g, HH B TR,
MR T] v — RO ) #E, TR 5 DN
500 pL4H A% 2 AR R BL60 RS, fRAIE 78 43 2 B 58 ¢
M2 A%; K50 pmi it JE VR A S, Bl
JEMA2 000 pL& RNARBGHIZE IR, BEEYe 15
435S, HICyFlow Cube 63 Z04H A X MUK .
AMFERMBIRER . FFE, % LR DI N KZK
AT 56 R0 9 SR T o AR X 9 6 5 B R A A,
YN AZ B AR, o3 B . KRRATH
TG 5 6AE 5 B MR RAT 5 R0 3 i 128
WAL, 1) FH 2 DR 2 R /N oA 2 R At 0 i 28 4 5k DRI 2
(AR K 7N B CAE

5 U RE i 5 BT ALK/ (M )=(4357 U ARE 5 9% Y 5/
Xof JEORE 2 O 5 FE )x 9 2 HE A B R 2H K /) (Mb);
DNA-CH (pg)=F7 A% i 25 K 4 K /N (Mb )/ 978 x % 14

1.3 ZEFE‘ADNALZEN

) FH i 4 2k R 41 DNA 2 3t 77 £ (Cat No.DP305,
TIANGEN) 2 Bz 222 Fr et i Fr SDNA; K i@ =
% & R 1l 5 1% (NanoDrop  One) i i€ DNAK [ (ng-
L") 140 (OD60/ODg0), F1481% 5t AR M EE L FiL vk
or G e B

1.4 EEANAFSRE

1z F Covaris i 75 IR A ASCHE JoT A & 4% ' DNABE HLFT
i 300-500 bplt) By, LK miEE . I “A” M
M4k A4k LK PCRY™ 34 55 35 B 56 il BEAN SC P il
% RHBGI T7I 71 & X W8 4 (1) SO 347 PE 150

WA T« 2B FIPCRY 1 45 5 &2 ity Duplicated
reads. % kfPaired reads. NELHIIAT0.5% &K
Jii & Paired reads, A<H5iFFHSOAPnuke (Chen et
al., 2018)%fFx 7 3K 153 1) i 46 7 Bl (raw - reads )ik
171t 15 3| Clean reads. 3 Z %X B N-lowQual=20,
-nRate=0.005, -qualRate=0.5, H: 't Z ¥ N BRI\ X
B Mesh, AR FastQCHE A7 H 8 5T &
W5 R 2 o0 A . BRI 43 A1 ) GC & & 73 AidA
77 TPl s 24 (W o & IR A BEAL A 10 000
Xfreads##, @i Blasti /4 Lt INCBIZ H 1L £ 45
FE(NTHME PE), FIWE 5 A SN .

1.5 K-mer% 4t

KHK=17HIK-mer/7 i3 i s 2% [fiClean reads.
IR R 78y, 557 2 TR A B R S 1 4
T K-mern] LU S5 BEAN R, HB4fkifiLander water-
manZfiik, FF A K/NG) 2 LR 4 (Lander and
Waterman, 1988):

Cbase = CK-mer *L

L-K+1 CK-mer Chase

Y, Noase M Nkemer 73 79 A 7 41 B AS 5 BORIK-mer £,
Chase M Cremer 73 I N8 55 H33E 1) A EE VR FIK-mer 11 22
BRI

A K-mer 1178 5 VR~ FEARURE 73 A7 HiR TR 73 AT

X

c” _
PKspecies (X) = Fe ¢ (2)

3, O T B 1 7 K-meriR FE il THE -

2 38 2 5 1 K-mer 20408 [7] 1 3 2 B AR % 2k
i, AT DA i 1 R AN B (1) K-mer 77 204 1 K-mer
ABPE oy A, LLK-meri# JE (Depth) A A4 kR, K-meri
[ (Frequency) W\ Ab b, £ il 2 28 56 1) K-mer i i
ARURE Sy AT B, AU T4 5 28 4G K-mer (RVR FEAEL, I it
SRR R/, R, AR 2 2 5 R W R 5 1.8
Jei IK-mer AN £ b Lo Al 0 H 5L R 4H 3 2 7 4 L g, o
WA A A Ve 5 Al A VT AR LAl B B 36

= NK-mer — Npase (1)

1.6 LTR-RTs$F{ES 4R

jfijF SOAPdenovo (Vurture et al., 2017)%} 3 2854 =
Jfi & Clean readsilf 1T 412575 ¥ Contig, Zgapiti7
JG, 4kELEE T i Scaffold, K158 H =2 F 51 ¥]
2% 3 K 4 7 %1 {# FILTR_Finder (Xu and Wang,
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2007)FILTR_harvest (Ellinghaus et al., 2008)41 &
SR B HIHILTR M T, S8k E-w 2 -C -D
15000 -d 1000 -L 7000 -1 100 -p 20 -M 0.85, Ffifi H
LTR retreiver (Ou and Jiang, 2018)4t i+ % & 5 & 1
TS5 R, [ B A H 2% (Helianthus annuus) 1%
FoSF 1 % s R (B H-u=1e-8), ki AR T=K/2pit
HLTR¥EH A 7] (Badouin et al., 2017).

2 HR55H

21 RAMFEATGERELE KN

SR FH It A A ] B 284 DR 2E K /N IEAT T, &5
TR B R, RS R EH LT
GO/G1, FGIEAE X B 5% e i FE 24118 98 652.28
(BE1A). A, 2B ZERAT 2 RN i 72 i B 1)
510 688.28%13 941.20 (1B, C), #RHHIE K 2H K/
Al A SR AT 3 20 45 FE R 2 K/ 43 1 9 1.94 G A
1.75 G, DNA-C1#°~0.99 pg-

2.2 MFEHELEH

F1| FH SOAPnuke i iat 368 S e 4 2 5 vy il ) o 45 1)
1106 G Raw data (CRA021104), i 1%/ k#3100 G
s [fClean data (%1). ffi Fl FastQCH#1F 1P
Clean readsfJill /7 &, 45#E/~Q2035KF97.1%,
Q30#7190.8%; ATHIGCHIK & &L &8, GC
TR N38.5%; GC & &% & ¥ B g E (R 1;
F12), 15 BA T 24 AR DR ZH 0 500 ol = LA

2.3 HRISEITME

MNTHHE ZE  BEH L EN 10 00024 Clean readsi47[A]
PREEXT, kB 28 5 LL o 5 NT #5048 B2 b 1) 2 Reads
$1N2.36%- 1.96%. 0.97%. 0.58%F10.48% ) Hi5
AWF 43 93 9 K (Dolomiaea souliei) 4l 35 i) |
28,2 % (Gynoxys mandonii). £ #%j(Sonchus asper)
3 AT (Dolomiaea edulis) (£2), W35 2054 115

| WA R St

Table 1 Squencing data statistics of Xanthopappus subacaulis

[ 4L DNASC 128 30 1 B8 A 25 45 S ) AR e, T
LT J5 SAR 40 T o

A 450
2]
3
2 113+
3
c
o)
S 75-
[e]
)
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z
0 ““l T T
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150
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3
2113
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c
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Q
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z
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©
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c
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Ke)
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z
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Fluorescence intensity of FL2

B1 AR FCMBE LIS 5 B
(A) #2835, (B) KZAKATE; (C) &t

Figure 1 Flow cytometry (FCM) fluorescence pattern of
different samples

(A) Xanthopappus subacaulis; (B) Opisthopappus longilobus;
(C) Solanum lycopersicum

Date type Library name Read number Base count (bp) Read length (bp) Q20 (%) Q30 (%) GC content (%)
Raw data Xanthopappus subacaulis 710885064 106632759600 150; 150 98.7;97.2 95.4;91.0 38.6;38.5
Clean data X. subacaulis 669190080 100378512000 150; 150 98.6; 97.1 95.3; 90.8  38.5;38.5
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Figure 2 Sequencing quality evaluation for Xanthopappus subacaulis
(A), (B) Base distribution plot; (C), (D) Base quality distribution plot; (E), (F) GC content density plot

2.4 EFEEAPMINERZESRZMESFETIE fERnFh; [FIRF, 3EFLander watermanfiik, AWF5T
Wit R R AR ()R(2)iH A F s e Ay R 2 K-mer  TENSREAG IR NALNG) A2 198.5 Mb. iESh, o
IR AN . 3B K-merlI IR BE (36, 1 LRI RN LI MAK-meriR 24041100 &
— U X R A 5 LR (B3), R R TR W, KR e Al A v i AR b R A 2B A LR 4
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#+£2 NCBUZLT BREIR FE LL X
Table 2 NCBI nucleotide database BLAST

Species Comparison rate (%)

Dolomiaea souliei 2.36
Cynara cardunculus 1.96
Gynoxys mandonii 0.97
Sonchus asper 0.58
D. edulis 0.48

A

~ 6E8 |

< sE8

S 4E8

S 3E8

o

L 2E8

5 1E8

5

3 0 51 101 151 201 251 301

Depth of K-mer (X)

5000
4000+
3000+
2000+
1000+

Number of elements

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Time (Mya)
B3 B2 B AR R 4 A
(A) K-merif 52 53 A7 K5 (B) KoK i B8 5 % s B P 1
(LTR-RTs)¥d A B 5] 43 #7

Figure 3 Genomic characterization analysis of Xanthopap-
pus subacaulis

(A) Depth frequency distribution of K-mer; (B) Insertion time
estimation of long terminal repeat retrotransposons (LTR-RTSs)

H % N0.69% (EI3A); kA MIK-meri® B 4124 4b
BAINEGE, @S T 52l A st MR FEE .85 5 1)
K-mer ™%k 5 Lu 15 21 H 2 7 51t 980.15% (EI3A).
DRI, B4 BRI A 2 — PPl & mEE TN
A FER A .

2.5 LTR-RTs$HES#T

1 A BAFLTR_FinderfILTR _retreiver} & 225 FL [A]
HFHHPILTR-RTsHAT X508 « Git- M. B2z
FE IR 2H 3 % 52 31)238 282 5E B LT R 3 5 e Jie
T, HiCopiaxX ki, N95 07314, L4k
RIZH11130.72%, RILHE w3 YE; T Gypsy &K kAl

|3 AR R AR S B AL S SR B T (LTR-RTs) 702K 5
FHIE

Table 3 Classification and characterization of long terminal
repeat retrotransposons (LTR-RTs) in the genome of Xan-
thopappus subacaulis

Transposable Base count Percent

clement Class Number (bp) (%)

LTR-RTs Copia 95073 674533731 30.72
LTR-RTs Gypsy 73190 739177424 33.66
LTR-RTs Unknown 70092 363196738 16.54

Unknown 73l 873 1904170 0924, 43R 4H
f133.66% F116.54% (#3). A B & o 4 B ¥
u=1e—8 11 5 ¥ 2% L R A P LTR G  N I [H], &5
W, LTRIGIFHANTFG T KL3 Myadt& i n, H
1E1 Mya Py LR A K, 1 B 3 282 P LTR R %
SKEGPET 2 e b TR I(KI3B).

3 Tit54ER

It A A A — P ] DL 5 e € A A5 1 A ik DR 2H A
RN T vk (BRiE e, 2023). iF AR, EBUR
[] FR) 25 2 W o R0 a5 7 o0t i St R 110 5615 5
B AR RS20 (5 R 75, 2023). AHFF KRR
ITH A A NS A, R AN 3000 5E 38
255 FE DL AN RN, 45 AR W 3 284 T — A5,
T Al e 3k DRI X K/ 70 93] 9 1.94 G175 G,
DNA-C1E40.99 pg, AN[FIZ B afont o 28 4 5 R 41
AR RN BIVEAL A W . SeRTEE AN, RHE
YR FE G R s AR 3 R KN % 7
(FME 535, 2021), Horbd o 2 1 FE DA 2H 4 K (138.88
G) (Garcia et al., 2014), 2% i3 K 241 £ /N (335.00
Mb) (Peng et al., 2014); [FFAKCIETT &, A7
FYIDNA-CIH HE [ (Leitch et al., 2019), Hlkski
649F 45 FHE Y T CHE 5 K 26.15 pg (Senecio pen-
dulus), #/M~0.45 pg (Erigeron canadensis). B¢,
26 R HRE A b K ) S IR 4H FH A 22 e 1E 2 AR A 3K
Bl N 5 AR 8 RS B )32 0 A D DR (R A5 5, 2018).
AHIF 5 K FH U0 X2 A T 110 4 288 2 5k R ZE AR AT K
/NFNCAE 35 55 J& T 5 R HE ) 1) 22k ) 2H R AL Y 0

5 [K 2H Survey s Tl 47 Fft 35k PR 20 K /)N K HLRRAIE
A CF B (R ES, 2023). A5 TBGI T7F &
o} 28 4 L TRV 2 5 BT RO i W 5 R AT O = VR AL
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S Hoer, 8 DA BT B R AF HJG AR TS G,
GC& £ 738.5%. [Al, K-mer/ = s 204 o —
fif, FERZH KN A2 198.50 Mb, 244 % °50.69%,
HEFH 5 980.15% . il LT, HAZAEYHER
HIIGCHEZMTEHN30%-50%. HIFFKMH, —
J7 GO & sy, HePR# Bk oK, HEHT i AR
GBI RE )R, 53— T GCH B 2 A
i3 W] e A Jik DR 3 a2k A 4 A I DR AR I 4 E LA
FH(E &35, 2014). ) H T A S RHEYIEF 4 1MGC
S8EE, I (Artemisia annua)[f)GC % & ~N31.5%
(Shen et al., 2018), Jill%i=¢#i~32% (Scaglione et
al., 2016), %jEi(Cichorium intybus)436% (%725
% 2022), KR KRITHN36.63% (LAFLEE, 2022)
H M GCF i 5118 38.5%, FATUWHNIX AT RE 53
2 B AT RO U T s RN S S A T B A
K. WAL, WHFERM, SRHE Y N A7 AE ™ 5 1)
HASAEIG, 4155 BHEY) R H W 4 & BB
(MK 1E4E, 2023). [FIFE, B 284 1 40 i 27 A 25 2 10E
PR AR, eI HOR9, INER I,
AT, FIETHEHEYFHETIRE . & Ll E S
7 5] 72 56 RL AR 0 5 K38 TR 4 1) HL A R AIE (Garcia et
al., 2014), Wiz 1ei(Chrysanthemum indicum)f) &
H 4t N69.58% (Zhang et al., 2023). fHiH %
(Mikania micrantha)’475.98% (Liu et al., 2020). X
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INTRUDUCTION: Xanthopappus subacaulis, endemic to the Qinghai-Xizang Plateau, is a perennial medicinal plant from
the genus Xanthopappus of the family Asteraceae, with important economic, ecological and medicinal values. However,
genomic information for this species remains limited, hindering further genetic studies and resource utilization. Deter-
mining an appropriate sequencing strategy for its whole genome is a key prerequisite for subsequent genomic studies.

RATIONALE: In order to determine the appropriate sequencing strategy for the whole genome of X. subacaulis, we
analyzed and evaluated its genome size, heterozygosity, repeat and GC content using flow cytometry and genome survey
analysis based on BGI sequencing.

RESULTS: Flow cytometry analyses using Opisthopappus longilobus and Solanum lycopersicum as reference genomes
indicated that X. subacaulis was a diploid, with an estimated genome size of 1.94 G and 1.75 G respectively, and a
DNA-C value of 0.99 pg. We generated approximately 100.3 G of clean short read sequencing data, with a GC content of
38.5%. K-mer analysis indicated that the genome size of X. subacaulis was 2 198.50 Mb, with a heterozygosity rate of
0.69%, and repeat content of 80.15%. The analysis of the long terminal repeat retrotransposons (LTR-RTs) indicated that
the LTR/Copia was the most abundant LTR family, accounting for 30.72% of the whole genome, while the Gypsy family
and the unknown LTRs accounted for 33.66% and 16.54%, respectively. Moreover, their peak insertion time began ap-
proximately three million years ago (Mya), with a marked amplification occurring within the last 1 Mya. These results
suggested that the large-scale insertion of LTR elements was (most) likely one of the important factors leading to the
genomic complexity of X. subacaulis.

CONCLUSION: This study clarifies the key genomic characteristics of X. subacaulis, which provides valuable reference
data resources for subsequent genetic map construction and functional gene mining of X. subacaulis, and also lays a
foundation for determining its whole-genome sequencing strategy.
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