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40 AR (flow cytometry, FCM) & N i 21
JAAGHAT T S 3 AR o A% G i XA i AR 75
FLOIRET] 4 o BT BUAN A i B o oA Y A K40 B4 e
WMERG. FRGEMET RGN kB
AR AN FE S BRI E3E N T ik R (B1). 5204
TOEALIK, WA N LR 2 S8 &E R
IR Gy i Be 70 75 T A5 BB Z 18T, MmN
BOGES . 2N IR TE 1) 6 g, REZRZBOLE.
Z B IE R & 45 (Kamentsky et al., 1965; Shapiro,
2003; WLifFE%E, 2019). i 2\ Bt J5E 2R T 41 i 5
L LE JAE A B A 388 T MO BRI 7 AR R IR A
=510l (BUscher, 2019) . 4 BBk B 1 52t
RO G RS e, #Es R, did m s
FEG Py 43 8 I3 (m) A L PR Aar U 2%, AR AT U 2% N e Ak
JOCHIRAE T, JRE RS SN TS T,
DA s B R B B 7 22 B 7 3 o A stk
it 20 o3 ke AP BT By 85 LA R E SRR AR 1) 40 B R
f&(Buscher, 2019). 4iR | Hbrdifflf5, X LeZm
FE I W BB B SO VRO < AT p e, BEJS
XA R VO A g AR R 1 H g IE R
AN, EATHE I AN T A e o X A LA 5] 3
(s, X e H bR 3 B 2SR b, H T e 2
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S3an o AE b, R A0 20 i B A 4 R R A
FRERAEH, UM/ TEASFABREZR K, X5
TE VDA il P o) 86 R0 A3 ATl K T VR 2 IR . 19834F,
Galbraith %5 (1983) i, 2y Hh Kt 7t =040 i A B2 A F #8549
B JE SR I, I T 1984 4F i it i B 37t 2 4 AR
(R RO M AG e ) e, BBl 73 16 AL P 4 i
RIE R A ) S AR AR R AR A, PRI R SR AR
1EH Hitk(Galbraith et al., 1984). )5, algi A
TERA A R A 5 . A0 B AR 22 R0 K B AR ) 2 S5 A AR
BN

il 8% LA R 43 HIOPE (1 5 ORE B A AT
o 3 B Rl 3k 1) O B 2P 3R (Reichard and Aso-
singh, 2019). @i E 140 A% B R P (R L),
IR OIREHZ( 250 AR T8 K 146) il 4t
W=, 45 AUk PN (propidium iodide, P1)E%4,6-
TRk FE-2- 2K 05| Wk (4,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole,
DAPI)Geth, Fi| FH i 24 B A fie % bR 1o vk i b o 4748
VIR RI 20 /NI 5E A R B 20 B 5 P 2 AT DA &
DNA 5748 571 77 (Galbraith et al., 1983; Dolezel et
al., 2007; Sliwinska et al., 2022) . & i 5 F1 1) B g 1%
il % R A 5 A TR A, T SR A 5 SIS R A ) i A
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Figure 1 Basic structure of flow cytometer
SSC: Side scatter channel; FSC: Forward scatter channel; PMT: Photomultiplier tube
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Table 1 Several representative plant cell nucleus dissociation buffers
Names Components Applications
Galbraith’s (Galbraith et al., 45 mmol-Lt MgCl,, 30 mmol-L~ sodium citrate, 20 mmol-L~t MO-  Arabidopsis thaliana, Glycine
1983) PS, 0.1% (v/v) TritonX-100, pH7.0 max
LBO1 (Dpoolezel et al., 15 mmol-L~* Tris, 2 mmol-L~* Na,EDTA, 0.5 mmol-L™* spermine, Oryza sativa, Chrysanthe-
1989) 80 mmol-L~* KCI, 20 mmol-L~* NaCl, 0.1% (v/v) TritonX-100, 15 mum indicum, Solanum ly-
mmol-L~! B-mercaptoethanol, pH7.0-8.0 copersicum
Otto’s (Otto, 1992; Dolezel OTTO I: 100 mmol-L™ citric acid, 0.5% (v/v) Tween-20, pH2.0— Ranunculus japonicus, O. sa-
and Gohde, 1995) 3.0; OTTO II: 400 mmol-L~t Na;HPO4-12H,0, pH8.0-9.0 tiva

Tris-MgCl, (Pfosser et al.,
1995)

GPB (Loureiro et al., 2007)

WPB (Loureiro et al., 2007)

PVPK12-mGB2 (Zhang
and Feng, 2023)

200 mmol-L™ Tris, 4 mmol-L™* MgCl,-6H,0, 0.5% (v/v) TritonX- Centaurea cyanus, Celtis au-

100, pH7.5 stralis

0.5 mmol-L™* spermine, 30 mmol-L* sodium citrate, 20 mmol-L™* 0. sativa, Actinidia chinensis

MOPS, 80 mmol-L-* KCI, 20 mmol-L~* NaCl, 0.5% (v/v) TritonX-
100, pH7.0

0.2 mol-L~ Tris-HCI, 4 mmol-L~* MgCl,:6H,0, 2 mmol-L EDTA Vitis vinifera, Quercus robur

Naz-2H,0, 86 mmol-L* NaCl, 10 mmol-L~* sodium pyrosulfite, 1%
PVP-10, 1% (v/v) TritonX-100, pH7.5

30 mmol-L~* sodium citrate, 45 mmol-L~* MgCl,, 20 mmol-L* MO-  Silicone fast-drying plant ma-

PS, 20 mmol-L~* NaCl, 20 mmol-L~* EDTA Nay-2H,0, 0.1% (Vv/v) terials
TritonX-100, 0.5% (v/v) Tween-20, 10 yL-mL™ B-mercaptoethanol,
1%—2% PVPK12, pH7.0
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B B, IR R R ik £ oK (Zea
mays) 2R P 57 Z 41 fitd (Ortiz-Ramirez et al., 2018) &
L FF 7T (Arabidopsis thaliana)fR 2 & & H-HAEHR B 41
i (Z=24E5%, 2010); FIHFRALGE IR AR B & %65
% K & 1¢ (Catharanthus roseus) %5 1k - i 4= Jiit 14
(Guedes et al., 2022) . i i I i 4 A0 AR W JiR A8 5 1k
AL BT OPA L R A L BB M) RAR . SR T BLAE . 4
JiL R A LA K ) 313 MOIR 2 5% (Taher, 2017; Lin et
al., 2018; Decaestecker et al., 2022). It4t, #id¥
F Rk (hydroxyurea, HU) [F] 5 44 il 25 1 40 AR 9 244 fig 4
AR BRI, IF DN T 2 P e ok i) 43 ik
(Dolezel et al., 1992, 2021; Cépal et al., 2023), X
A2 25 5 R 2 1) 5 W gt A R 7 B R ) S B T At
XA 2 AR EY n /22 (Triticum aestivum)flK 2
(Hordeum vulgare) i3 P 5& fi7 J 2H 50t 5t 0 R B
(Safér et al., 2004; Mayer et al., 2011; International
Wheat Genome Sequencing Consortium, 2014;

Said et al., 2019). it N4l AR R FRARIL T A%
AN P B D, (AT A MK 1 R AR AR i R AR
BTSN o T AR N . AERE R AU, BEE
e I B AR R B A DA S A 2 AT B R R, T8
T IR AR JE A R B AR A%, RO B A
Mo e 2 . BE U 2H N R W I A% TR 1 B B R B
(Petrovska et al., 2014; Kawakatsu et al., 2016; Xu
etal., 2021; Sun et al., 2022). Xu%%(2021)iEid 7 X
Papria b /- Y1 Ra S A e A S 3 N ]
Sun%§(2022) ) 38 i 53 i 5> 20 i 1% 3 47 RNA-seq,
s T BOKRR AP S AL B K & AT

JE T B ORL B A i B o) & ) T i v 22 I
M, HLA S0 0 2H A i ) % b A A A8 2 SR AR
JFR AR JETT L B8 (Marx, 2016), {H 37 240 i A 1)
I F I A SR AL R 1 N AE 5T N GRS T TE %
Grindberg % (2013) i ik b 541 i A1 41 A k% P 5 sk 41
B, RUMBZEFHER SIS E— 5.
Guillotin&s (2023) 5% AR A< A} 5 4H A FH 5 A 24H o 4% 4 5%
[ B A AR ST 2 BT 7 AR T 4 B A R 2 5 IR [
FeAAE WA X e g BRI IR G AR AE R AR
JR AR FNAH HIAZ 53 B A B AT S o I A R A A A
BRI 20 25 v (8 B AN IR 1 AT R 40 40 e A ) 2%
(IEERRE, I AEDEAL S R Thae B DR 4 A A & 2
RN TR VR I

ALK AE(Oryza sativa)#ilk . (Glycine max)
N, T KRS AR AL K 2 AR
ATAC-seq (assay for transposase accessible chro-
matin with high-throughput sequencing) 24, L&
REMIEAN AL %&. 7r %M N FRNA-seq (RNA
sequencing) S5 F A E I FE -

1 sc@de

/K& (Oryza sativa L.) 1-2 mm%h##, K& Williams 82
(Glycine max (L.) Merr.)#fh = 24 B 2K 518 £ Hi R
B (Bradyrhizobium diazoefficiens USDA110), H{ft
R A B AR (Fan et al., 2022).

2 WSFEH

7R 40 0 % i 5 22 b L BO LA K S5 400 i A% it 2 42 o
7 Galbraith’s buffer (¥1), THERE 2 G 0%, T
—20°CiHAf . #3404 AR AT T F RNA-seq S 40,
s LR A 8 S PP R i N RNAREI1 1) 771 DL 2 # R 50
% fJComplete Protease Inhibitor Cocktail. A~ [ f& 4
MEREIE F I A A i B G2 i AT 25 3R 1

DAPI (Sigma, Cat No.D5942) il # i&W: Fi 74
1) G T R 4l KIS DAPI M BIKJE 0.1 g LY,
TRAFT—20°C.

Foe 3R 5 #6358 OUTH 120 T F (87 3E R
CellTrics® 20130 pm— kit 4% (Sysmex Partec,
Cat N0.04-0042-2315/2316). Falcon 35 pm/g &
4 ity J5E 28 1H (BD Biosciences, Cat N0.352235). Ll
2160 mm— kMR FRIL. RNABHDHIF. RNA
R IRAATRIZol (Life Technologies, Cat No.15596-
026). HERNAMH A& (RIR, Cat No.DP-420)
S ATAC-seq &t [ i 77l & (IEME#E, Cat No.TD501).

3 SEWSRREXFEM

BD Aria SORP/} i 4 it 4 it {X . BD™ CS&T beeds
FIBD™ AccuDrop Beads.

4 SEISEH IR

SR I 3070 14 35 BUREL ) 268 TR 4L o vy e o o 2 20
EIMILA M. ARGt A . MR ¥ Se i



HEEBEAEMES R BARNS, RZERT
KR8 A 225256, IATAC-seq. RNA-seqAll
WGBS (whole genome bisulfite sequencing). 4
HG 7 3 IOV P B0 20 A BT VR OB, RN
T S L ZATRAL, 75 IR A 5 3 P 4 A e 25 42
o 12 B AR AOGHEAT FEA 7> 1k A/, R IRAX
S ISATIRAS IR It S5 A0 1, W s P AR A Tl sk
BT RIS PAT oy e RSB HhAh, A& o
16 S A0 B VT O AR ) A IR RE L TR 22 3 4y 3 S AT
SRARFRIE E A G M s Bk, IR B RE . (R IACEE
I8 I BV i s 70 22, T DN T Ui B 4H 2 B A 4R i
I SERIAED MR RIE, 4ERRNpRAZ S 1 e %
PEA R BEANFARTFRE I L, B2 DR PR A 70 45 SR
Tiff P R A 2 e SR SR

5 SEWAiE

51 HmElE

5.1.1 #HMRZEEZATE

TEOK BN HAZ60 mm P 3RE L, 767 IR i
AR, DB UIRERE S, 75 I i /b s 4 A%
R B ZI o Hg 3-BANIKFE SRR VK A (R ZZ il
FAAEFIIA T R B Ui OB T A%, FI30 pmJE
P 8 I, CERIER TR E . N RIESE M A%
e ReE, DL EERETEOK BibAT o X T KRG AR IR R
mn, e HKTE PRI IE YD, R 4l KR e, Fed

RS R A 7 P R R i S i R 777

AR TR AL K, R T H ORSE, ST RN
UKV TR 4 A% 8 B2 b B, s R TR % 7 4 TR K
To A sEHEITRNA-seq, WIFTA S ILFER b R Fid
PR LR TTRNABETS 4%

512 ¥

710.5 mL i 8 Ji5 1 40 A A% 8 V7 v H In N IR B
4 mg-Lt DAPI, 32 FIR5) G EOGIK W E Q55
By BIWAT EAL.

5.2 ®ASH

Gt JT, N 4 A B I VURE it VA 4 L (0 AT 5 1
SrHT, FTATEOGES 355 OGRS, KrilliEiE #y450/50.
HRHEFSC vs SSC. DAPI-W vs DAPI-AFIDAPI-AE.J7
B e M), HEAT R A e e (E12) A
FEAWAEIL 20 0004 Fiki(events, evts), F 5 iifcs
3.04% 30, I FH Flowdo Bk A 33F — 35 1 47 3% M it
YT IKFEENRERE SR A, B 2CHI4CIE .

5.3 HREZTIER TilFATAC-seq &RNA-seq
I3 35 FUORH AR R ZS 3 AT A, 2 ik K R 40 i i
70 ummEHE, 43k R SN A A% H 85 um i, R
FIBD™ AccuDrop Beadsit1T H a2l 2EiR TH5H . #4
BRI B N4°C, WEEFEZRT IS, FTHTHE,
RS SR IR (1) R AR, BRI OR s A B A VR N ISR
B, orig KRB AK G A AL I ik B A A 2o ik

x103 x10°%
A 250- B Ci159 i @i
105 - o 56.6“"
2000 7 Singld fitlei ‘o
< 150 < § 7 e HIRT 1o
) | T 10¢ S IR
(7] [ < Q i K
0 100 [a} © 40 i 3hc
0.5 122 %93
H 8C
50 . 108 i 460} H
2 l H 1
0 - T T T T 1 T T T 1 0 T ‘JL T 1
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B2 KR A% AN F DNARE 2 B

(A) HIFFSC-A5SSC-AXS W E MAZIT; (B) @il DAPI-WHIDAPI-AYE 40 luk% 1 1; (C) it DAPI-AE J7 ¥ E A
DNARF A% ] SSCRIFSCIH 1. DAPI: 4,6- bk I-2- 25 |k

Figure 2 Analysis of different DNA ploidies in nuclei of soybean nodule cells
(A) Total nucleus gate was set by FSC-A and SSC-A dual parameters; (B) Single nuclei gate was set by DAPI-W and DAPI-A,
(C) Nuclei gate for different DNA ploidies was set by DAPI-A histogram. SSC and FSC are the same as shown in Figure 1.

DAPI: 4,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole
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X ¥ K FEH ATAC-seq S5 (Zhu et al., 2024),
FT T A0 BAZ 2110754, F3-514h A % £10.5 mLFE
mi A DAAE 33 B N 23 ik 3R A3 10 /5 AN 4l A%, R A
1.5 mLE OIS, 4°C. 500 xg&00 10505, 25 B
i, TREZ10 pL, #HRaErERE 7T & (Cat No.TD501)
SEIG IR AR AT B DI Ai A RN, AR mT DR S50 = )
B TN53E4T BE 1) 2 )% (Zhu et al., 2020) . 1073 >4 4%
WP IBEARLLR, RO PCREEMES, RE%
R

XF TR G ARRRE IR B G 12 K R S
20K KTt AR R, HIDEPCI/KIS vESk, B T vk BT
S NN /D Vi 4 A% A 25 2% R (B e ) ) AR
RNAPRG ] 750 B~ ML e, A D7V R KR - T 7R
£ N N800 uL TRIzol, #1075 /2C. 10
JiAN4C. 10/4~8CHI8 i 16CHEERI A% . H T
WSO A2 A% 75 AT RNASR B,  [RIHLAE 5 20 3k B ) 4%
HIFE2570 B LA, DL/ 40 2% 9 RNAREfEE . [F]—it
MBHMEAE ISR 2R N R, r24tbhRl, Sl
16 A . Bl 5 HEATRNASER, 184t i A 200 pL
A0, BRIRE, EREIN B, T4°C. 12 000 xg
BB B, KRR RS 2 0.5 AR K L BE
BLJE, K RNAEE B IF 5 7% 2 1R OR 4l A A (T A
RNAfFZ IR G, RAR), S5 2L atm & v BT
FREL. R4 A% M RNA B DI 2 )3T &
HE K& 150 bp (PELS0) WP o — M % 4 Wil ¢
3x107% 741, IR PUAHAIN F5%107 %751 .

5.4 ATAC-seqFIRNA-seq¥UIES#7

ATAC-seqdl 7 Hrim A 46625 - (1) W7 5040 o 42
{5 FHFastQCE A VAL I 7 ot & 42 3k i5 G S il it 20
B, K Trimmomatic i fF % Br¥%EkI7 1. (2) HHH
et 8 FH BWAKE 5 4% 5 1132 BOW i LG xof 31 7K 78 2
FHH 4L, HSAMtools % FrPCRE & 3 BUF il Jg Lt
Xf iR EAR T30/ B . (3) £t mX: M
MACS2i1Tpeak calling, % &4t F i X . (4) #f
dhSCE R AR N T A AT AC-seq 3L i 3 17 9
JREHE T8k, G EE S B A thxb R, E
"R, TSSHHE L. KpeakH 5L B LU Bl (FRIP)#E17 4t
it. (5) FdErriik: {# FIBEDToolsEdeepTools’t
B FURAZ S5 B S, I FIGVERUCSCHE A
Hpvassh, ATk A . (6) NlES AT A

DiffBind = DESeq2#t 17+ 4[] 72 5 T Tl s t 57 73 H
8 FHHOMEREXMEME  Suite i 51| FF il 4% 05 [X 35
N 745 A 2T GREATEEnrichr i 47 i
Pt 57 X 3OAE % 2k R I T fig ' 4R 43 T (Smith and
Sheffield, 2020).

RNA-seq¥i# 7 frimf2 k420 . (1) Wy s
Jiidz: F H FastQCH A K R 24 K & I AN A
5 11 20 B A% 16 > RNAFE A 7 81 3347 0 7 o3 & A il
FIH Trimmomatic 4 2 ik K AR 2 it . (2)
FERAH LT K v 5 % ) FH hisat2 3 44 et 5]
Williams 82Z %3N F. (3) FEHFXEL: FIH
cufflinks /1 f¥ cuffnorm B 24 5 M — Eb X 132 Bt (reads)
HHATRIEE T, KBS TPMYE (transcripts per million).
ff HHRIE & edgeRE A1 1 I TMM 7 i 347 3 — 1k
AbEE, TPM+1J5 A2 N0 4, 98 )5 F svai iR (o
¥ ComBat bR £ 25 BRI IR RN, F I8 S5 N TPMAA,
WA W) 2 B ) IME, BA RTS8 0 41 A% 1)
RNAKIEEHIE . (4) ZREIENH NIRRT
FERIBFEA, RN FE 3 25 E (outliers) A KA
LN A G s R BE T, K TPMAE N — AN/ S0,
HLPL2 R e R0 3, PR SRR AN R R I 28— s KB AT
5 i /ME A ) 2 A R R AR AR TA) 22 7, AR
i 5 WECE i K1 0004852 500 K H A
[ 73 A1 o AR5 SO PRI HUAE A T A R A rh ik PR 0k 2 (1)
% . HPheatmaped #4175 R R I8 a4 A &
N, HHlogz (TPM){E L Z-Scoretrififl »

6 EEREIMNERLEE

6.1 ZHREEHIFEEE

(1) FTA BE R REAEMRIR A E I 4 1F Ntk 4T, DR
FF A LA 1Y) 52 B PR RS

(2) ¥ I 5 110 R P D 1) R0 B 4 R I > 1R pH AR DA
17 1E DNAFE i .

(3) IEFE A & IDNAGLRENT T )5 22 (13 20 7 2 %
HI L, QR iE B T B AR B 4 A H R %
B P TEERARNNE, 5 AR R R ekl
Pl, HTPITLLL & 20 EERNAFIDNA L, KZ%H
TPl 3 DR 20 K /N [ PR €87 28 58 % AL 15 RNase &b
AR, W SIRE S A MIETERNase, 7T REARTH
RNAXTPIR G R o 75T & & RNAR AR (W1 4



A A SRR ) B 7 ELAS AN 4 RNase . A I A
51 3% R AT DR ZH R /N W2 0 A A PLIR FE B N
50 mg-L-te FEMLIKEE T, G LFIA R, XU
RN A 7R SE A RURE I 2 o, HLUE AR AR 5
Z ¥ (coefficient of variation, CV)#{%. B4k
¢ 6 4L KL (40 DAPIFT Horchest) # A T 35 R 20 K /N4
A VEA A VA DU R A N 2 R A KN RN .
RATHGCLLHIA Y f, FIAEE R — & w2, 1
T3 35 1 20 R R T AT RNAIL D5 A R 4
HBEAT 2 RNARG A3, 60,45 895 90 R R b 1) 4 3 72 1) 38
IR 25H

6.2 FEFSC/SSCHl=E LR TixX s
T 4G gl ke, B E A ZGRAL KNS 5
Z AR DA [ 40 P A 5 IR 2 th 2 5 3 i
KN —, R AEFSCISSCHY & K 1R Xk F 31 B i
R FBLS, BEWARHAFSCSE R & B, i
5 52 DNAD Y6 Y kL (I DAPI) € B . 11K DAPI
BIE ¥ A1 000, @it R, WR B2 40
%, WL TAAREI IR, 8 ERUTE
EPLIT R AT HE 2 Wl A evts, 7£DAPI-A/DAPI-
WHECS B B P2 s 4l i % 1], 2 )5 fEDAPI-AE 5 Bl
AT RLR R A% A

6.3 FEITEFEEAX /N TS E MR H g
fE—RIIMETTIR A/, SERENERE DI E
I IEFIBAT, WP BITE BRMER T e B .
A5 P b A PR HE TR I A R 5 2% BC B TC IR o S X ) 1
B, HERR R IR S B B R, B R
Tl e AR AU R R R A S DM LTS
V] 0T 29 s i MU PR 240 A% e L 375 Bl b 5 9 D6 B A1
(IR X 73

BEAL, S ORAE o 0 IR 1 6, AP 5 ) 40
PR B SR, AL SIS, W ORI A% 4R 2%
A FARIRARZS, SR TI V) 05 2 228 TR 70 v (1 B A
FE, JF R SR TT R o W R SRS, T G 20 L A
BB o AR L AR A% DNAGL (s, JFAE SO R
BN GRS, CAERE R IR . AL DO AR L
AEKE, SUSENERES, FIERL. A&
(K G LR R AR S B R AR T R A5 5 M AT 52 T 3R 2
EHE TR,

R R A 7 P R R A S i R 779

k=g P E NGNS GRS vk s D A PN B N B R L
51N PR LR/ EE BT R IR SE R A RE i, 5 H
AR it [R5 SR L, e e b g T R AL P A 0 25
JERR FEE VAL H AR RN . FETR AR 2 AT S
REERERE, OREFR ORI —E, IR R T
ERE, DR ] B RE SRR 1. A EE S
IR EHE A r -

6.4 SiEHREAEREEVEST
T, PRI R R RS R B S T K
RIEFARALIE v o 18 R 22 4 BE B8 v 4 MR R (1 U0 25
RO, SR b v T A IR P

ok, thtbsrik 2%, ol B RT3 508 5 AH B
2y, MRPEIREG H MRS E N o E s, FEAHES
B single celll =034l e i, (HA RS2, 1 H
Sy IR FENS, & T ER YN A R R OA 43 b R o BT
7%, yield s QA O RE B s 45 H A, ik
P, EBURAEE, &R T T R E RS, purity
MEAGE R, PSR A R oy s A i, T ER A
XA BT U ST o VB DR /DNl 1 R A R A R AR
3fE L I, WMEFLAR K bl RO AR 8 . %E
BCE AL . SR U E R E ik
1], B3R RKNE RSB E R . FIRBRAR T
S EREGUEIE T, R, R CVERCR, Rl 4l
FEREA

WJa, AR IER ik, T ik = 9 AT Rl
D, CARR e B RGN AT IE R, T8 R B S 5
MR

6.5 HALHpIIERFLS S

T, FORACERIRAS IEH, A DUE I s A R 5 K,
PR Ay I, VREEALFL WL R RS B W
AT RS, B DRG0 A A 7% 72 96 7L B384 LR ALFLIY
Ry, JRER B MeE R A AL . ik, il 450
evts it BR MR AN [F] 47 B 19 FL LLSSAIE 73 3% F 5 1 HE 1
. Wa, BIRBTNSEN T G805 5%

6.6 MENENEREERFITERERS

] 5 e o 14 B2 O A OG0 SR TR (¥ 240 M B
MRS, WA Jm O B KRR AL, A
¥ 2 B R i AR B A (138 08 T ApHAEL, I R R
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NIk o U GRSy 1 2 O B SR A
JIHREAR, e PR AR VAR IR W8 M 1A T AL S A o A 4
e, M AR BRI R /N LN T AR /3, BA
DU, B 7 e 4 S 12k

TG AR A AR AL 220 58 AN A] Bk
EE T H . SR, T HE 40 M 45 5 F0 A= BEARAS 1)
RERPE, I G AR FEAE AT 5 o i N AT T I o
Z X, AR B R PO AR
AW BUE AR AR BE A7 AR Bk, BRI
R RENS 52 AR 20 7K~ 1) e 188 B A AT R 23 ik, {RLEE
) > BRI SE BT A R R . ARk, i
A AR S LA [0 3 e HE RS &,
A BT S BUHE A R AN 2 4E R . 2 R BE AT,
DR ) A A T B RS A AT B A B A TR N AE B
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Flow Cytometric Analysis and Sorting in Plant Genomics
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Abstract Flow cytometry is a high-throughput technology that allows for the simultaneous and rapid detection of multiple
physical and biological characteristics of individual particles. With the significant reduction in sequencing costs, flow cy-
tometry is playing an increasingly prominent role in high-throughput sample acquisition for plant genomics. Taking rice
and soybean as examples, this paper describes in detail the application of flow cytometry for fine sorting of plant cell
nuclei and the subsequent ATAC-seq and RNA-seq experiments and analysis process, which provides a preferred tool for
efficient mining of genes for agrobiological breeding. The key techniques and common problems in the experimental ope-
ration, such as the precautions for cell nuclei preparation, the balance between sorting purity and efficiency, and the de-
bugging method for single-cell sorting, were also analyzed and suggested to provide references for the plant scientists in
applying flow cytometry to carry out genomics research.

Key words plants, flow cytometry, nuclei, sorting, ATAC-seq, RNA-seq

Xia CJ, Li YG, Xia S, Pang W, Chen CL (2024). Flow cytometric analysis and sorting in plant genomics. Chin Bull Bot 59,
774-782.

* Author for correspondence. E-mail: chenchunli@mail.hzau.edu.cn

(TUESm % HHA)

iR AEE /IR E AT

AM, FPREXRFAGHFHRF R, X, A FT. AEHD TFT@eEhE. HhE e hEmFor
RARAFAREZMSF ., WD FRE. M FE)Fat XA REMED THHEKR. SRS F)OHF T,
B EFEARMAFFFLE, BRAAAFEASURMAER “tTwOR” TEHATRFRE, At Taich
B A VABALY J2 EARFT TP BAF R FIA R o vAF — 1% B iRAE % & 40 & Nature Plants. Molecular Plant. New
Phytologist#=Journal Genetics and Genomics* E N 5 LA FI K &£ L20% k. L5 % AR EERATE,
5% EA B AFEM L KFRARTAHT KIS, KR LAY T M EIRFERK DAY T @ie 8 RKE
RIF, WAZFTHY T@ies B ABRHITE(2022F), B B4 BHYS Tt t4h5 K4 (20235F) A A4 T
sa J0 B R 35 (20225



