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T SLAF-seq AR EH/IN\INER=FETH
x| W, & OB, A, TRE, A &

S EEZ R AR 2h2E0E, Bt 550025 )

W OE NIRRT AN G e B R 5 A% F A R0 % 06 R 3, i W 52 R 155 4k 35 DS A0 7 B2 R (SLAF-
seq) XF 42 15 )\ JNG: Je bt B HEAT I | 3745 22 25 1 SLAF #5325, R 3% ] GATK il SAMiools 3k 4178 £ 257k
SLAF H6 I B R 22 254 (SNP) 43 FAric , 7RI FH SNP 43Fhric 4 Hr /R4 Je ke i [l i i A% 3L e 2R
SRR . (1)42 3 /N4 B ILFRTT 246.35 Mb reads, /7 FE B {H Q30 MIF-HI{E N 95.66% ,GC & 1T
. M41.14% , (2) B EWEEFENSH, 3715 1 769 265 4~ SLAF #r%5, Hird 379 829 £ 451 SLAF ¥5
% IR 2 299 640 4~ SNPs 20 FARic . (3) FIHIF &1 SNPs it 8 /& e R G R B, 42 13 /R
S A K BYZERE 55— SR 0 A0 & T A S b B R 4 5 5 2R SN R DAR 20 m < WL R wb
HEFIVL VG AR B, VEPEAREP AR 5 AR A OC R B0, A W I BEI G . %W 98 DS DR A K P48 s A
[ 1t X\ T 4 5% U 22 ) P 354 G 3R, Sk /T4 0 ol B 0 068 174 468 8 AR 3ok A% 22 Bk o0 A 2 418 T BB il T
TEE ) SNP A 0] ifE— 20 FH T2 5 0t ot Pk S A JC i 2L [

FE4iF . )URNE T, SLAF-seq, SNP, & iifk, E% X &
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Genetic analysis in Radix Ardisia based
on SLAF-seq technology

LIU Chang, PAN Jie, LIU Xiongwei, DING Jingxin, ZHOU Ying "

( College of Pharmacy, Guizhou University of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Guizhou 550025, China )

Abstract; In order to explore the genetic evolution and relationship in Radix Ardisia, the 42 materials were used to
sequencing base on specific loci amplified fragment sequencing ( SLAF-seq). Based on polymorphic SLAF tags, single
nucleotide polymorphisms ( SNPs) were identified by the GATK and SAMtools softwares, and to analysis the genetic
differentiation. The results were as follows: (1) A total of 246.35 Mb reads data were obtained by SLAF-seq, the
average of Q30 and GC content was 95.66% and 41.14% , respectively. (2) In total, 1 769 265 high quality SLAF tags
were obtained, including 379 829 polymorphic SLAF tags, and a total of 2 299 640 SNPs were obtained. (3) Through the
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SNPs data, Radix Ardisia were divided into two groups. The first group contained BLX1-8 and BLY1-8, the second

group contained ZSG1-8, HL, ZSH1-6 and ZSJ1-6. The results revealed the genetic relationships in the genomic level

and provided theoretical basis for germplasm identification and genetic diversity analysis of Radix Ardisia and developed

SNPs could be further used for excavating the gene related resistant, quality and so on.

Key words: Radix Ardisia, SLAF-seq, SNP, genetic evolution, genetic relationship

NN e Ry 5 N A8 v T o 2540, 24 T
(R AR AR 25 BAT 1 i B 4% KUBR IR L BIORE Ik
R AETIRE , Bl R 2R S R R 24, 2 24 5 J T Ik
GIIT 2% 5] (BB, 2016 ) FIFR B 0 &G 50 (=5
#,2012) I EZ Gy, NIRE e 250 kIR 2 4%
HIELF A W) 0 5K 4 4 B ( Myrsinaceae ) 8 4 4 )&
(Ardisia) FH ¥ K& WP MR (A. crenata) | 21 38 4 (A
crenata var. bicolor) A P4 (A. crispa) . KM H W
4 (A. crispa var. amplifolia ) F1 41 6 B W 4 (A.
crispa var. dielsii) (HER B v A ) 3 g 2
4y, 2002) . BFFERIT, AR R IR 9 NG T 25
A U AR 22 5, BB N A SRR I
T PEAN 6] SR IR A N 4 e A7 7E 22 57, RED AR
() B R I 5 T EH W4 (Liu et al., 2016) ;
T 48 v R BRY 4 o A 288 7 R 0 AR R B 8 0
(B, 2010) , b2 o B S a7
Mo A= AR SRR G Ak o i o3 DR L A 4
IR BAEH]

NG T e 228 DL AR O 32 o B3
A S EREE AR SRS 7 A T A AR Y 22
S, NG e T 24 HE A e o & 1 — i ok 17 e
FEEG AT LU BT L, A 75 o o e LA s o], ™
S o A5 ) A B e R el FH 8 7 R TR A
PRI ST A RO 0 7 1, W H A% 5 R i AT TR
NG5, BT O e S RN SR 250G &% I i
Jo e At FLRR S Y s A DR UEHETE A (5, X 1 R
T\ T 4 e vk 18 i R AT 240R) BT R 46 5
B, HAT 3209 8000 J7 A TR EE ) |
) \DNA 2% 0 1 25 (BB 3% 45, 2017 5 PR SC s 45
2020; W HESF,2020) HIXEE 7L BAT 7 T 5 )
SRR A A A B, R A HOR G
PEIE AL T (SLAF-seq) B 2458 JH T 245 Y
A BT IR S e s AR s L BT 2 BRI R
343 M7 % (Lia et al., 2016;Du et al., 2019)

AWFSERI ] SLAF-seq AR SEM WAL VL7
3 AN HiL LAY 42 13/ TCg e R B B IR AT I T, 3R
1% SLAF Z 5 1EbR%E , i GATK #1 SAMtools 4K fF

X SNP BEATKEIN , H&F SNP 2» Fhnic, Ml A
15 B AT RGO BRSS9 F PCA 437, A
SER KV 4 7 AN R AR Z B i i s e X R
BEVANINE Y Si¥ (3 e VO3 & S W VIV 2
o5 9 DR 11 4 o R P (R S A

1 M#EF*

1.1 iR A

42 5y N4 e A 5 ¢ 50K U5 T M b
YLV, Hop 5 0 30 3 (8 3 AR Fh E i 4 BLY .8
By 4R E W 4 BLX 8 1 R AP ZSG .6 1 41 i 4
HL) , W6 B R w0 AR ZSH 6 6y, VL7 i o il R b
MR ZS) 6 13, %t it R A A TH RO . ELAR 73 A1
SR 1 R,

R 142 4)\NE R # R Rk R

Table 1  Sources of 42 Radix Ardisia
§ SEUTE SV . ;
e FERRA s i
Sample P Number Source
type
JEUE I P4 (BLY) i 8 BN
Ardisia crispa var. crispa Leaf Guiyang , Guizhou
YA P (BLX) A 8 BN B
Ardisia crispa var. dielsii Leaf Guiyang, Guizhou
R (ZSG) A 8 M BB
Ardisia crenata Leaf Guiyang , Guizhou
£L 4 (HL) R 6 B BB
Ardisia crenata var. bicolor Leaf Guiyang , Guizhou
R (ZSH) e 6 1L R
Ardisia crenata Leaf Enshi, Hubei
R (Z8)) A 6 LRI
Ardisia crenata Leaf Wugongshan, Jiangxi

1.2 EF 4 DNA 894 &

2y 40 mg /IR & 0 Fr, H 75% B2 P A
FRERIEEC T B, 8 HL BT 5, AV R WF S,
IR AP/ U4 Je 3 K 4H 5 DNA | 1% Bl b
¥ I L YK FIT Nanodrop 2000 A i /\ T 4 8 2k K] 20
DNA 114 J57 2 A BE
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1.3 Mlumina HiSeq Ml & 7=t # & K9 B2 5 47

SRR VANIINE A = R ve - S RS IR DS W-d
Aii , [ B JEHE I 2 ) 8 6 LA 2 2% AR 8 /A
JRE IR AR/ GC FREEFE ., HEIR
JKFE H A ( Oryza sativa ssp. japonica) 27 3 [H 21
FEATEED) B | P ik B U1 7 58, DL AR A
PR 800 B U1 A Bt (SLAF #8545 ) ( Davey et al.,
2013) , YEHL Haelll+Scal-HF i 47 B 4] , % it &
AAs Y R4 e A 1R 5L B DNA 43 00 i 47 B U
e Wi U0 v B i 37 3 A, I Dual-index $ 3k
( Kozich et al., 2013) ,#RJ5 ¥E4T PCR ¥ 3%  4lifk
HE BUR A B9 SO, I Tlumina HiSeq # 17
T
1.4 SLAF #R% 70 SNP #RiZHF £

FIIH Dual-index T2 5110 545 21 1 J5 iR £ 40 |, 3Kk
THFE 1Y reads, XK B 32 A9 reads M read 423k i
Frid ik, 215 BT Y reads , X 5 B i Y reads i
IR, AE— 1 Ry 7] — 4> SLAF Fr%%, H
AR T] 7 3 1) 22 S SR 22 251 SLAF #r%5, LA
W P TR B i s 1Y) SLAF bR %8 e Ay 225 )5 41, Fl
FH BWA 2 (Li et al., 2009 ) ¥ 5 JiT £ /Y reads [t
YR 2 Z I I, 454 GATK ( McKenna et al.
2010) Fl SAMtools( Li et al., 2009) %% {41 % SNP
oy FRRIC, WP BT R S B 15 B B 4 B SNP )
TFric, MAF > 0.05 ) SNP # 1A k2 8 & %
) SNP
1.5 B EHSH

B A AR 1Y 5 5 i SNP il J] MEGA X
(Kumar et al., 2018) # 4, 3t F 2B $27% ( neighbor-
joining) , K H Kimura 2-parameter %!  bootstrap T
51000 K, IEAFEMBREKER , 5T SNP
s, Ml admixture %X 4 ( Alexander et al.,
2009) , Zr BT HE i (0 B 1A S5 48, AR IBERE S 8 40 B B
(KAE) N 1~10, #E4T RS0 B, B 32 Ak
BRI IR | 58 I TR 152 5 de /N I Oy e AR A3
BESC, TR I A A EIGENSOFT %% 14 ( Price et al.,
2006) , #t 47 3= M 43 73 M7 ( principal components
analysis) (PCA) , 18 B FE & 19 3 RGO

2 SR E M

2.1 )\ & R B T S HHE
124\ TG e RO AR 2004 P R

P 4 S AR 250 T B, ARAEDAR (ZS) (413
A(HL) | 5 22 F 3 P4 (BLY ) M A0 A W 4
(BLX)FEM FIEA DAAE S 41| W &0t
BOpeE | REPAR B M R oA T, 20 i< 7 I
AR (E ), B 4A R H AR Rl 3225 X R T
MR OBE S e, R AP AR A b 2T S Y A
B AEEE KB SR e (B 1)
2.2 BEITME

FIH SLAF-predict A4 % /NN 4x e J P 20 4
TEEYI T Z U, £ % Hae Il + Scal-HF [ X} /A
G IER A VEATHER Y, SLAF AR25 K BN 414 ~ 464
bp, FINASE] 222 509 4~ SLAF b2 (£ 2), ¥k
e H ASHE ()7 reads 5 H 22 5L R 4l 6 4T L XT
JKAE B A i B X #Eh 96.96% , Tilg Y1) L 451 Ky
95.79% (% 3) ,
2.3 MEFEHESIT ST

2% Nlumina HiSeq Ml /577 &5 $E 4700 /57, FL 3545
246.35 Mb reads, U J¥ J5 £ #F i 1Y reads 2% H 7£
1491 644~11923 328 bp JLFEIN(FE 2), 75
HHH Q30 FHME H 95.66% , I JF 5 I 4 152 AL
Fr AR B B5 A k% Wy 3R 1S GC EFE EE
41.14% K5 P 2K
2.4 SLAF =% 5 SNP fRiZHEE

WL 50T, N 42 4y R 4 e AR5 T
1 769 265 /> SLAF #5325 ( 3R 4) , P2 F 30y
RIE N 26.48 %2 F) 379 829 I~ £ &% SLAF 43
2 Xt 2 Ak SLAF bR 28 4T 4 B, 2 9F kA5 3
2299 640 4~ SNP i s (£ 4)
25 RERB O

FEFIF KK 2 299 640 4~ SNP, % H Kimura 2-
parameter B8 ¥4 E A NMAR N RE K F W
(K 3) . 42 3 FES AT 40 1 2 ARG IHE, 55 — 2%
e 4045 & 4 (BLX1 - 8) FlJR 22 Fh [ # 4
(BLY1-8) , B R EfTZBIA EILEL LR, 4
1A PR 4 P RE R R AR R A Bk, BF Tk
HE BN ARAR (ZSG1-8) £L 34 (HL) b2k
AR (ZSH1-6) FIVLPG R AP AR (ZSI1-6) 4 WL, %
ez B A B 136 2, Ho b A & TH 0
BURHE
2.6 BEEHSH

FETFIF K& K 2 299 640 4~ SNP v 5, 18 i
admixture AT REIRZ54, K [N 1~10 B9
FAG L 4) Je 45~ KRN A A9 A8 I T 152 5
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F2 WRE\EBYAREITTANBEXEE
Table 2

Information prediction according to the

enzyme digestion method

it R BERAN

Enzyme Insert size

SLAF 1~k
SLAF number

Hae lll +Scal-HF 414 ~464 222 509

®3 KEHABUFERIENERSEITR

Table 3 Alignment results in Oryza sativa ssp. japonica

X L IEWHEE o
Paired-  RILX Yl DI
i end Unmapped  Normal Part
Sample mapped reads digestion  digestion
reads (%)  proportion proportion
(%) (%) (%)
K FE A A

96.96 2.05 95.79 4.21

Oryza sativa ssp. japonica

(P&l 5) 38 SUYG TE 5 5% 58 i /NI Sl e P o AL
M K=6 B, 28 I iE A 5 R a0, Y I a A B
R 6,5 42 1y /NG R BB IR 500 6 A,
FWIN IR 4 e ol [1] 388 4% 22 S 30K, T2 1l W b iy
R MLk, 4 K=2 BF, B9 & R AR I W 4
524 K=3 B AR E W 4 ALY ik oy Ll A b
MRIX 5 24 K=4 B R 4000 5 W4 R AR A e
G VTVE IR I Ll R B0 AR RN 5% MR 0 AR X 43 ;24
K=5 B K 2000 & w04 B A FpoE w4 VL PE ik Ty
LLRAD AR 5% M2 10 4R 000 A6 2R B0 AR IX 20 T 24
K=6 B K 2006 8 P04 s 28 Fpos 4 VL PEiRT)
IAREPAR | B AP AR 8 b AR 0 AR DX 43 T T 21 3
XA ADAEAEFE R A MG O .
2.7 PCA 4%7

FH EIGENSOFT % {F%F 2 299 640 4~ SNP i f5
AT PCA 4387, 45 81 42 0y )N & e F2 8050 R34
MR (| 6), it PCA Mk SRR b =4k,
PC1 RRFH—F M, PC2 AR5 — F sy, PC3 1L
FE=F M4, H PC1.PC2.PC3 5 22 BTk R 7>
R 39.21% 18.58% . 7.71% , M 6 A] LLE H, &
n AR 22 5, oK H Al — b7 0 R BD AR B R 4 3
AR, VBN Z MM FESE R LRI,
P PO ] B0 2% JUT D A R A, BB A8 2 A 1 ) 2R
NGO, AR Z 18] 19 R 2 B 8 S e 2% 2% OC & I
U, AR ] B 2 TS 156 BH 35 A5 T G 42
PRELRE A A B.C.D U, A 44 EZRE

W4 (B BLY1 4b) ;B 40 4008 B P 4 (B BLXS,
BLX6 BLX8 4I) ; C 4 Ny 5t M AR HP AR (ZSG1-8) | ¥
JEARAPH (ZSH) MLLEAE (HL) | B = A Fhal s
T AL TS 5 22 SN D 2H 9 VT 0 R D AR ( ZS8T1 -
6) , S HAABHAR R, A B A,

3 W5 &k

i JLAE ,RAPD [ ISSR 454 Fhric & hi A &)\
& e o 06 R A0 DA A58 A5 40 17, SR FH RAPD
Iy FARIC AR X AP AR 1L 2 R0 HEAT o0 A, R
AR TE DNA KF LA E FE RG22 E
PE VLA 3 55 ,2006) o 3% 52 45 (2020) 43087 T 20
ANRRDHR BT A5 Y 255 AN RE S B AL R
RIS 55 ISSR S WLy 38ty 96 Fk 2 M550,
BT /NRNE TS 5N, 57L&
FERaFhricfisE RE, IR Z S (single
nucleotide polymorphism, SNP') J& — 1 5 4 A 2 1
3 FHRIC (Liu et al., 2012) , A T3 Y o9 BEAR
WP C R ST, R A 5F (2016) FIH SNP
Gy FARIC AT AR 21 0% Ff 505 U5, DA AP i i ) 21
AN SNP 7 85, AR AG 21 5 9% U5 % o 4 4t
THBMW A Frric, #0545 (2013) ] H SNP
I3 FARICKS 363 43 7% KoM BT BT IR HEAT R O R &
TE R 7k BT BT A S AR TR s e S A AR I

fAT Ak PR ZH 0 ) ( SLAF-seq ) # R BESTE TS
FEH Y RSB SNP RS TR I &, T
ALY B AL ZREVE O BF9E . A BF 58 A SLAF-
seq TOAR T A EE T My A SR 52 R 5 PR A SNP
1 BB K3 ( Zhao et al., 2019) FIFF 3 i %
AL S (Liu et al., 2016) ., Du et al.(2019) %
FH SLAF-seq J7 3%, %F 7 /4~ v [ 24 Ml 1) 42 Je8 A 4 F
2 BRI 1 AR SE Ak I BRI 1) 53 R R
BEAT T o0, 2L 45 1933 4500 SNP, T # Fh 5k
RI2H i A F 9, 2294 55 (2020 ) F ] SLAF-seq illl
JPHARXT 39 1y 3% 30 Bl 0T 5% U 358 1% 22 K 74 Rl SNP
S FhRic#E TR AT, 3Lk A5 180 974 1 /> SNP 4rF
FRic, B RS N 4 4, R s A S 4 43 2 3R
HERTI AR B . BT BEBSE (2020 ) F ] SLAF-seq £
ARXF)™ 42 R FEAE G HEAT I T, JF & 43 8 SNP 238
Frid 220 704 A, b B 5Ok 4 s AR ek R 4R Ik 2
% ARBEFEHFH SLAF-seq F2 AR XF 42 43 /N4 T
Fh BT GEUEAEATIN  , HETF R A5 5 2 299 640 4~ SNP
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Table 4 SLAF tags and SNP information of 42 samples
FEH D fil's SLAF i BB IR E SNP #it AR
Sample 1D Abbreviation SLAF number Total depth Average depth SNP number Hetloci ratio ( %)
BLY1 aa 43 042 1 382 869 32.13 21 701 15.89
BLY2 ab 207 162 3264 971 15.76 1 049 378 10.79
BLY3 ac 316 533 10 843 644 34.26 1 308 357 12.34
BLY4 ad 294 238 11 059 046 37.59 1 250 586 11.95
BLYS5 ae 189 597 3167 816 16.71 1 019 700 10.42
BLY6 af 192 818 3010 675 15.61 1034 819 9.95
BLY7 ag 199 521 3009 724 15.08 1 061 158 10.87
BLY8 ah 287 392 10 156 615 35.34 1 247 297 11.84
BLX1 ai 185 859 3 425923 18.43 998 588 10.09
BLX2 aj 286 752 9 947 635 34.69 1 242 436 11.32
BLX3 ak 177 558 2 734 846 15.4 962 479 9.05
BLX4 al 174 022 2417 183 13.89 926 301 8.36
BLX5 am 273 669 8 929 728 32.63 1222179 11.84
BLX6 an 237 119 5 765 564 24.32 1117 942 11.17
BLX7 ao 229 011 4 843 854 21.15 1 063 052 10.54
BLX8 ap 251 487 7 304 680 29.05 1138 654 11.52
75G1 aq 180 430 5165119 28.63 828 498 1.94
75G2 ar 162 315 3 731 826 22.99 788 064 1.96
7SG3 as 143 271 2 511 104 17.53 710 930 1.83
75G4 at 188 587 5 748 870 30.48 851 088 1.93
7SG5 au 184 927 5 663 061 30.62 840 931 1.94
75G6 av 155 645 3 853 150 24.76 752 502 1.76
75G7 aw 154 116 3 052 403 19.81 756 654 1.89
75G8 ax 186 591 6 043 295 32.39 840 778 1.95
HLI ay 190 316 5 830 665 30.64 828 484 1.8
HL2 az 201 267 8 500 035 42.23 861 863 1.83
HL3 ba 177 323 5 669 241 31.97 815 901 1.73
HL4 bb 178 217 4228 711 23.73 827 005 2.07
HLS5 be 162 156 3 785 248 23.34 782 340 1.83
HL6 bd 178 707 5 745 349 32.15 808 199 1.91
ZSH1 be 231 753 6 746 866 29.11 790 649 2.42
ZSH2 bf 152 788 3 062 282 20.04 727 328 1.81
ZSH3 bg 162 305 3934 419 24.24 746 306 1.78
ZSH4 bh 207 828 5382719 25.9 824 422 2.41
ZSHS bi 190 876 4 950 645 25.94 834 483 2.03
ZSH6 bj 198 824 5595 229 28.14 855 204 2.08
ZSJ1 bk 193 366 7 726 784 39.96 733 201 2.28
735]2 bl 208 015 7 890 981 37.93 765 269 2.36
YAIR] bm 249 974 8 533 583 34.14 813 855 3.33
758)4 bn 178 360 3 581 548 20.08 670 464 2.34
78)5 bo 251 197 7 287 104 29.01 776 679 3.41
78)6 bp 142 125 2 069 174 14.56 575 033 2.17
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Fig. 1 Leaves morphological characteristics of Radix Ardisia
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Fig. 2 Total number of reads obtained from each sample

PR, R 1 OGS0 SNP I & 4 ik 3L itk
IR Ry O 4 e 3545 5 R el R, 48 = B Fh AioR 4
HHIEZS%

HEW 0 KPR BT | i B A7 VA v B Xt 4
(14 358 A4 o3 A0 RVRP R 235 # BB A8 7= 7 S i), Hb L) A
IR 1o B 114 25 S5 5 W) 7 YL 7 4 o o 1) 3k 1%
AL (8K B AF,2002) o A [a] 1 B E 1) 4 ik
L A7 AE — 5 138 % Ak (B IR 055, 2020)
ARGk W EZE R AR Y Fh 2 18] 14 5 J2E A4k

KR VIS HA LR P Rl 2 18 B 2R IR C R Y
R I (3 JRUER 55,2008 ) AR SRR #E T 42 £\
NGRS RELEN, REKEW AT LUK H
P4 FIARHD AR X 43 JF IR AZE wip 300 6 /O 42 0 3
JRAEY) DNA 45 RS HE47 01 1 , ITS 3 51 g X 50 &
P4 FNARAD AR | (H T3 DX o0 A A0 MR R 2T 3 < (35
%6,2020) , KL, BRI R B2 X REIT,
2 B FEAE 22 5 0F — 20 B A L 2 B4 T 1Y
225 PRI IE A
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Fig. 3 Evolutionary tree

MR A5 BT, S JH 2R 0 A2 A0 38 b Uit JH 2R
EOAR I AR 25 ARG, 105 794 22y L R D AR -
BEWB K, RE LA MEEREY, SN AR
AR A N AR MR 2% 58 R B, BV I
IILIARHS M O 22 B0 5 21 i< 15 Bt M Y R B AR
WL U B AR DR SR 5 5 R AT, B MR L
JELit N [ Ji i T 2R AR X VL VE Dy 1L 5 B M R
A Bt #E N Ay 2 58 Rt B A 5% 5 D AF AR 25 5
PG, 798 ) L 2R 00 AR A ok A o A o 52 2]
TONSCER G b P ER S B RS20, 5 5 M L
JEUBE M 4 o 420 KR Ao 0 DR S8 A A /b, o i i B
e

ARBDAR AL S JE 25 AR O, (EL 20 3l 4 )
W BT B K AR A SR 405 DNA S5 JE 15

Tk X I3 AR A0 A £1 8 A (R B 2 45, 2017 5 16
55,2020) . Y K=6 WFRREA B AL L5 1 i 2 W
e AR g RS A R G VY B L R
RSN ARTD AR 3 I8 AR 0 AR R 21 < X 20 T i
OIS e il 5 8] A7 A — 52 s A ok, 6T
SNP H) 73 FHric , BE % DX 73 £L 0 4 MR RO AR
W, FATT K HE— 2 TT K L1 Bt S AR D AR R S 1
SNP 73 FHric,

FLT SNP ARICHIE Y R GE K A B SE /U
IR R Z B R 2 G R PR AL TR, BRI
TP AR Rl oAT A8 B AT R B 60 YRR B 7 Al e
g B AL 5 R ISEAS W 5T R B SNP A7 5 A
Ja /N g e il b 8] 6 A B S PR 10 R 0T e B
PEILRE | PRI 20\ TG i Rl [ A 1~ A
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Fig. 4 Admixture the individual cluster values corresponding to each K value
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