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Fig.1 Outline protocols of the main transcriptome platforms[7

DA 2 5 g ol 1y 457 R S0 2 3 e R A AR R
TR ) 7 0 X 2 5 9 8 0 A AR R AR T 1 4 T 52
ey b SRIG S RRIC IR S AT R A 2 52
62 0 2% 5 135 56 T 03 55 LA 3 BT R i v B TR
PR FRET . A% AR T 1995 4 5 Rkas A
TF UG R 9 45 AR sk 132 38 1 T 6 5 4 60 BF 5%
Ha O A B R TE £ 2K A ) 2 B RT 5 o ) R
BTz aE A, BT D s BT 10 4R
SR AR AL A7 76— 2 [ A 10 J=) B, ) 3% 4
AR WK T T 409 5 B 415 cDNA 5 91 11 1%
SRR L P AR KL gl Bl S Ly e
I SR 2 RS B 5 5 — B I A
2% U)X LG I 3 5 55 MR M e B AR R BIF ST i 3
Y G R Y el N 4 T B NPt e
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Fe PR A5 B B Ja 1 B Sk AL i HOR Bl RNA
W74 AR (RNA-seq) , iX —H AR JLT 5k 17U E
HARMIARRGE D  HEHBCE & Ziz M
ThE A BT 40, 25 5 3R 5K 5L TR % 5 L a) AR
SEY) Ay BT SR AR 2 . LR O U R A A SR A
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Tab.1 Comparison of RNA-Seq with other methods for surveying transcriptome'”
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il i throughput = 1% B
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ik LS AR 1 e S e

U B S 2 BORAE K 7= 3 W) o 5 = v 11
iz

TK T Bl W) ) G FR G AT A B e R A A
BE (ARHE SR e ) MARAHE S e (R RS ) -
S R A G 2 T S T ARAG M S 58 T 98 O ok 4K
o G 2 PR RIS B, A A LI, IR 4 £
PLA R N ER S o LU AR I 1 1 72 rh o

R e ¥ T AR . H AT R
HHAETEK 7 S W) G 5 TR BIE Y 2 A P A
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489 NIEPIR IR PR, X LERE ] E R A
Toll-like ji % JAK-STAT ,MAPK i }% Fl T 2 Jifg
ZARAE 5 . [W B & B IL-8  TNF,TLR | Vasp
S5 20> B 8 R G ke TR A DR 8 J 2 I /K B i T
Je B S e YT kR B T SR . Wang 217 a5 H
RGBS A 5 LA Y B R WF ST T B s S 2 fie
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Surcatus ) 70 i T8 WL I AE AH 5 i 18 K PRI 92 995 AH G
IR 2 5 & Y BAAL T IR 2 35 (SNP) . 4

R BAEYUw SR o A B A 1 255 > 28 v 3Rk
B FEBUR e P A 130 R ARk, 94
NEE TR S R A 771 AN B
P35 ,460 BT M, X2 2E KR IR R AR
FERE A RN, CC B,
Toll #3ZAK, #MA L3 # 1, MHC #1 TNF 55, 73
HNE Gy AR TR TR BRERY 4 304 D ETUAR LA
JFHI LR BT 56 419 4~ & # [ SNP, Cui %™
FH & A TIOR8 B 9T A S R B RE SR 3 A
T 1 7K A0 352 10 42 B 85 5 ( Eriocheir sinensis) 4
1 h J5 R BT A 2 IR & A, T 9 B 5%
HE G, WF 50 K0P A B Y reads 2 %% K
100 2524 Je PR 7 5], AR TR BE A Dy 65 535 4>, H
H 17 097 R TR KL I E NCBI B EITT A 2 1 4K
PP A B T R IS A 23 188 AN R Y 51 4%
T GO Ui & i, 15 071 Z5 R 8 574 &k
51 43 348 COG il KEGG W15 )3 B, ik —
oM B VR 2 R IR 22t i B G, 4
& Toll ik iy JAK 5 55 5 5 im0 A ¥
I MAPK i jff . Horp— 263 [H i TRAF6 \FGF
PTP JIP1 45 14 & & IR 7E h A6 G5 2 % vh Wik
Li 2117 00 PSR A v o I 7 o A 4 3
9o BB 19 TR 5 TR T S B B M e v A OB B
P ,8 h 5 ORI B ] 75 sk 2R 2 B o 45 AR A
T 70 300 4% Unigenes, H. /i 52 074 %I04
Uigenes, JEICAREEHH A 17 617 J57E Nr 1533
TR B 2l RE 73 26 A ia % 2 A b, 18 734 5%
Uigenes IH A GO 432,12 243 4% Uigenes 9%
B COG iy 25 KFHEH,8 983 £ Uigenes
263 KEGG il g, #t— b k8, 70 5l
24 14 47 F0 132 %k Uigenes ¥ 9 A #2588 A 36 19
Toll . 4 %5 ik [ . JAK-STAT Fl MAPK i % .
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YL 8 h B, 53X — 5 ik S I AE J
24 5 WO, I 5 e R Y S A G R I
RE B 5 0.8 BT 3 — F B A4 L 0 1 40 L IR S8 0 2
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1AYE 2.24 48 72 96 F1 120 h B i 38 68 | UE R0
JI I ) o S 2L L o 25 SRR W, S0 B AH L,
YL 1 S5 A 4 P AL ZUR 6 A B[] A 3R
9 0604% uniques 2 %Kik, #— 4 GO Mg o
B, KB 4 Fhel R b Y ke A T g Oy, I H R B
5 R AL B 5 B — A B R B A AR AR
P4 A R 8 . KEGG X i ia #& 73 B & B Ah
A 22 G0 1240 D B 2 TE 0 B R i R v A A T
VERT o JFFJIE A0 gy 308 2H 23 5 Ja HE 1 s o 25 1T RE At
H 905 B PR AR T 3 R i 4 4 kb AR A AR O
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unigenes, #F—# KEGG i f& 08 F 5 389 4~
FE AR B 10 BT 15 21 2 S A DG I . X S A
98 R OG5 PR I I T 2 B B SR R, AR
ARG Z R A5 T8 5 TR T 90 =
PRl A& A At PR - A2 A kMR 43 B 4 L AT T
Y M PR G 5> F % o RT-PCR #f — P 10 IE &
B, Toll ¥ 52 15 5 3 #% . RIG-T ¥ 32 1K {5 5 id
#% JAK-STAT {553 P& A T 41l 32 1415 53 B&
¥ 0 B AR Ploy 1: C il IS & A= 1 AH L Y 722
b, 2 W] 3 26 A5 558 P& 1T RE # B2E 2S LY Ploy I:
C fiF ¥ 45, Pereiro 2% 3 5 %f 5 20 K 35 6T
( Scophthalmus maximus ) WL R E S it 5 W 75
(MINV) | J 7 St I P MO 55 95 3 ( VHSV)
LA VE S pMCV (— i F T 14 8 DNA % 1 (1) &
KA, 25 19 pMCV AT AE g XUEE DNA 5 35 51
Y1) , g Pmev-G860 (—Flt DNA | ) J5 43 il 12
AN [] s T BBCA L L JHF U L LI R Sk A 2 1
?%%QMJ? ARAF 915 216 Jf 15 it i 1Y reads, 4

LT 55 404 /> contigs, it — 4y Hr A, K32
BFEAE bR b B IS A 5 A OC ik PR e Gk K P 1S L 7
FMAZR GE  Toll #3115 53 f% . B 41 i {5 5 i
B% T 40 B 15 5 38 0 L 20 Ff O T 0 A AR )y M B
T PR R0 A — 2 A 3y R 1 R
Z5o
1.3 FEHMUEERRERAFWR

K= Bl W) B 2 Ak v B R SR I R v R e 2

REGKFRF AT Sk T B KW &5k, 3
A U 7 98 A Y ORI e . A AR T K S L
R MR E L K294 TARER AN &
s E B SBOKT S A K18, B R,
HEH AR K YL RE R B, ™ H I AT 3 K B
KREFET: . LA K ™ 3l ¥ 75 A= o i oF 5% 5 22
ERTEfEF AT X R KA KW PG % T
[T e ol S K D I 7 s = I
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5838 ] LA PR KPR AT e 73 A B0 AL I

T EHRHT AT AR HURH 5 5 92 W 2 Y F 5T o
Sutherland %" 71| Fi G B4 51 R W58 T K06
Ve ( Salmo salar) . K ¥k W4 4 ( Oncorhynchus
keta) FZH 5 I FRIG £ ( O. gorbuscha) 75 J& Y Kk
W5 0. T\ ( Lepeophtheirus salmonis) Ji5 3k & Az Ik 11
e AL . WERAIR R, KRG A BUR G 5
3 B 20 Sk RN R R B SR AA A R 2 R RIB W
BERAEAE . R ES 6 d, R VEVEfE KRG
1 R0 A 85 BRI £ 3K 5 b g3 iR 112,145 F 128
ASFER F R GA, 34 145 R 121 AR R R &
Ko HHR 22 S5 IR 1Y B P A O Bk A A 8 X
PO 2 A 2 3 52 L R A RE AH G B IR, dn C3
C7.C RIBERFIE 4-M ZRGBERE A ZIK,
JIE K 40 Mt o 2 A {5 5 1% 3 4r 7 5§ . Tadiso
S0 ) PR B AR, BIF S T K 1 P f R g
JER I f0 T SS R RN 0 e SR A A, AR K
B, A EURGE 1 d e, RGP R A A R i
IZ R e SR 2 RO SRR 15 d, DRV VR 1Y) B Jik AN
JIELAE 23 A 2 438 A1 922 A2 SRR IR, X gk
22 51 A IR L TR VB B 20 M B 5 AR R B 98 R AR E T
NE A OC KR A, G0 R 2R WE A4S & A R WCLL, 1 8%
Wi A C-2,Clq REEE 4, 2 PRI I T € A 2R
F1 A, B8k (1% . Ribas 27 R H 4 £ AR H
R He b 3 R 25 B g 3, AR S i T 4T
1425 #0134 d O GUIE S5 R I A A 1]
FTHEL 43 9 M 1 BB B4 DNA SO
FH Sanger YA 7, 21453 0434741, 5B E K
FNW K ZZ B Sanger £ T P13 )7 51 3E 4T T R FI
20 o3 i BN VF 22 S AHOCBE AL, Ok B L b
BT I A g8 A G BE PR, 2 P B0 e B R AR R AH DG Y
53 B G L B, I B FR T B L B 3 5

2 B ERAR Yk H A
iz

KB LY H YL 2 A YR WORS 1A
IR RS VRE VEREIZER SETRY S AR R
FOHLEE . Horp A K™ Bl Wy 26 BE A0 L K A 2 R
S5 AR A WS K Sl ) N TSR 38 AR T R L3
W) I e 5 A B TR A A 7 L P AR A R 1 B e
fih o AT SN A o AL AL B | K DR R 45 5 8 2 A
I B AL Wy D fE 1 O R R 5T, 2 il Bk K 7= 2 4
BB I HE At o0 /K 7 2 4y i TR R e R Y
SERl o TR T AR RV 22 00 90 s G A R R
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TERE T K= sh W & B AW 45 A S0 BF 5T
TAE

Reading %™ 5% ] 454 fEERR I ¥ 1558 1
8Lt (Morone saxatilis) 1) UP 557 Sk 241 2% . BF5%
53 ) SR B A S5 St AN [R) B B B9 B 41 4 (Y
B 240 i A R B B ARG R A K S A K R B
Az K Y B, B BE 4 A 2 R P L B B DA S CHE B B
Br) Pk s g ZURE SR A R I T, 2R R
230 151 DM IpylRIRAREE 1 U8 5 4% 5K15 11 208
4~ contigs, i HF A5 2 984 4~ contigs X F 500 bp,
Blastx HLXT 4R 5 482 > H R [FUE KL ,4 120 4
533 GO &, Har it 1300 A4~ KA 5 %55 Al
KE IS FEMI S, Reading 25 75 1 BT 5 i i
B A B T R A T 233 AN S
R R 31, I I3 T WF 9 4% 8ty B 1A B
HHEFRREGZEW R R MR R EREIMER,
SEIR MW R ] BE A U1 5L A% S 21 T30 52 4% OP
B, AN BB DA BAAS 55 R i) 3% 36 19 100 ok T 52 A B
JoTH T 2 A A i A v — R 90 R 4 1K T
PH R IR R T . AH VL A A 3 R TR OGP A A &
1z 265 K [ A, COPY {55 /NMAK I bl J5 XF
21 ] 00 s o ) T RE R AR S BT IR R B KRR
Sun %" 5% A Tllumina I £ 4 AR BF5E 1 BE 5 R
fEURG 510 B AL, W F A3 5] 269. 6 MR T A 11
reads, 21 %% 15 ] 193 462 4 N50 Jy 806 bp iy
contigs , #E— 2 FE X} £53) 25 307 4% unigenes, H. tp
45 167 25 K A6 BE X 7 | % 52 B9 unigenes,
TE K SR A2 (OOCER A A O P ) 2 3k 6 TR 1Y) L A
ST AR E] S 450 MR JETEAE b Rk B,
T 5% 35 465 3K 350 4 32 DR 00 oAy e kA 0% 356 I 3, s —
0 43 AT & B, 3 S I M A DG 3 [ rh i o 2 R
WM E A KT & BT R E R R A
PER 31K o

3 AL R AR K 7 B A2
RS

Sl 14 35 A2 1 A X P 85 1) A — L AR
AR HEAL AR W~ v B BIF S R R T R B B
188 A S A A ) 0k PS5 5 IOV 114 23 il 0
AW A — A ER Bk 2 R Y ) 24 Pl
BN Ay I A W 2 T 2 S TN BRI IO P 22 S 1)
TERLH Z — o % SR A2 BRI A 8 O 3% — S 1
WH5Eok T E RIS , iz AZER T IR B

22 J TR 20 500 (0 75 5% BIE9E AR W ARAE AR [FR S
T LR Y 22 S e AR A O, R AT DATR A ML 5 A
Py 1 35t e 0 A R PR B 38 0 Pk ) 43 A

Schunter 25" 5% F§ RNA-seq ¥ W 5% T 18 (%
=W ( Tripterygion delaisi’) 2g it 5 W& H I — 75
PER) o3 Tl o AR B =T, — AR O R PR R IR =
g B T L DA A 8 T SRR W | M (TSR AL)
T — R 3 T D) A A A 8 AN SRR AR S
ZREI (2B AY) o W 5E & a3 % SN B A A 22
TR T 60 R E P RG9S 2H R AT B O, SRR TS
38 056 381 4% reads, M 3k 20 %5 #5185 328 565 4%
contigs, HE— S r K MW AP EHE RN E EHE LR
FIRIEPIEF] 600 F%, H b 377 LAY B 48 L Ay 28 Y
T £ 75 TR Y B R AT 360 2%, T i 2% 24 #1 LL 5K
SRR £ R IR SE AT 240 450 S Al R LM
T HE P IA] 35 22 R R BRI B e 2 T IEME S
WP () 7 22 S 3 30 6 TR B i, X R W TE TR = 6
iR S 5E 2R v, 6 Y R SH M L E I A S R AR R B
[ 7 A T O A B B PR A B 2 5 . Wang 46
FIH RNA-seq $ AR BF5E T A [] 14 €5 3% AP AR BR
VL E 88 ( Cyprinus carpio var. color) [ [ Ik %% 5%
4, 53 5 AR 8, Sy 21 €8 4l R 8 8319 B ( Cyprinus
carpio) (RB) R ik %% 5% 41 4K 15 408 884 4%
reads, A\ (9 (5 8 £ (WW ) B2 JIk % 5 41 v 44 328
641 4% reads, 4f§H NCBI Hp % SR A 8 1 1 S
UEHE (2 119 118 4% reads) 41 25 3K 15 546 676 %
Singletons F1 43 923 %k Isotigs, #f— & T B HFE
10 000 ALK, 7E S BE L) 147 555 6
LR A S R A 593 4% Tsotigs LX) | 1 B & fh
B 99 & I A A5 501 J% Singletons Fb X | T
95 FHFMILH , X 501 4 Singletons H1 4 291 4%
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Application of transcriptomics technology to aquatic animal research

LUO Hui'?, YE Hua’, XIAO Shijun’, ZHENG Shuming’,
WANG Xiaoging'*, WANG Zhiyong'**
(1. College of Animal Science & Technology , Hunan Agricultural University , Hunan Collaborative Innovation Center for
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Abstract; There is a growing interest for the progress and application of transcriptomics technology in recent
years. Two types of techniques, including hybridization-or sequence-based method, have been developed for
transcriptome investigations. With the emergence of next-generation sequencing techniques, those
technologies have been widely used in the genetic studies of economic traits and molecular-aided selections
for aquatic animals. This review has briefly summarized the progress of transcriptomic researches in
aquaculture , involving immune response, growth, development, evolution and toxicology. Meanwhile, we
have discussed challenges in both transcriptomic technologies and elaborate applications in aquaculture and
analyzed prospects of further development of transcriptome researches on aquatic animals.
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