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FaE"? REW, BREY
NV R AR B BEOR A B, #TL 5 24£314000
2RO R A T 22 B, A IE230036
SFEMRARTRLLAL A A, WL 3524314000
CERE TR R S TR R, A E230009

FE: B IR A2 d5HF 5L B AASTRE B 24 3k 09 RNASUF ST 3EAT 538 2 A, 5138433 711 809
F22 303 0435 /575, AEBh AT &30 7k, 25T B 1645 F49miRNA, b, M I TiRAkEf L

FRZ A MIRNAG AT 140465, Fe kB TR A4

bE o TEATRALS TRFRAME K. WL

BAEBAT. h@ietot. REBRNFHNRETERFAYIR, KUFRGROLAALEF 6
miRNA 45 BLat R K3 F b F KBRS M AT TRBET THROKER.
XKHEIA): RALFE; P RNA; miRNA; S8 055 A9 1E &%

SRZLAE (Crocus sativus) & —Fh iS5 B R 2048
JE 2 A AREY), NFRFLAAC, FLAE. i
AR A R EH . PP SRR R
FEI 2%, JEAE B RA I 0 MBI 28 7 A N FRE, DALt
134, 19654, B NIFURIE D 5] Fh N Lkss 4L
1t, 25 OEL A Wil b, (RS
FifE. 4 (P NRFLMEZ M) 122, e
AR, BT AL Bl
FPENEL% . T TR BRAR 22 e S D Rk, AT H T
B FHYE T I LA . BKE % LT AR R . 7 R R
BE I 5 0 (1 2K 24 2% B2 222010)0 JEIAL
TR TSR R EE ARy, P S HFEEW
JLLAE 2 (crocin) . JEALAEIR (crocetin). jEk 21 {1
(safranal) FlI i £1 7 8 (picrocrocin) 25 G M Al 77, fiE
A T3 i N AR G2 ), A 28 ek e 40 P AR K (2
5 F4E2011),

CRANI NN EAR A A RAW A - RAR AT
A J& T WA RS MR, B bR
LA R (BabaZ52015a). H AT iZAW & Kk %
FERW T LA I, P C 55 % 0E H
CsCCD. CsZCD. CsULTIZ%A~ThRE [ (Bouvier
£52003). S 4b, 8 s T A A E B
MrA gl &7k, IR K08 bR A& gk
A2 HP IR — b EE T R S R R FLAH DG 1 1R 48 IR
BE YL % E . Baba$(2015b)il i 5 5 4 I P72
AL AEAT Sk b R IV 2 M R SS HE AR
KEThae R B A mK R IE, fETFEZ &
AR . [FIAEHN, Jain%E(2016) A Bh 4% S 41 /7

MIJT VRN T AR KA N R AW & A
KR 2%

W/IRNA (microRNA, fi AmiRNA) & —HK K
18~30 ntff) M 55D /NRNA (small RNA,
B NsmRNA) 7, [ IZAE1E T 3 fE )+ (Bartel
2004). HFFT B, miRNA B AT i AR Sr 8, 7EAEY
AR R B ARG Bk A8 T k45 B TR A
FH(Axtell 2013). miRNAGH i A3 F AN XS ) )5 3
WM BB L DR, IR AR S U0 ) B8 R DR A mRINA Bl 411
HImRINA [ 50 36 M 1T Sk 18 5 38 R i R IE KT, 3R
R — i 5% I 7K P 1 67 i 3% 073X (Brodersen
2008), ITAFER, FEZEmiRNAM % e L 1M
il RIS IR R Th e 3 A S R 4 I 2% (1 A 2 L T
JE TR Z M. MILBERKEE S B8, &
0 B R DA 25000 B 8 — I R AR Bl
235 M R IA I miRNA (Robin%%2016). F&h&
WS B 51, AUAT LAPUE % 58 fR 5F [ miR-
NA, A BEFR I H M miRNA, [F] 58 G5 4 #r
miRNA )& X F5E(Normand Fl Yanai 2013). KUt
ARSI A IR ALAETTAEHT2 d 5 T8 H P ANF]
B HAAE Sk B /NRNASCE, A F luminaf 6 3547 &
W T, 1S B ARG B b iR e
TIRLLAEH ORSF I miRNA, iz H g > i 3 1) 22
R RIAMmMIRNA, FHET ORATF KRBT

2018-01-08 &%  2018-04-26
FENFHEA ti R R T H (2017AY33032).
JEIE 2 (aaran.yue@gmail.com).
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A, T T 2% R RIEmiRNA R AEEE A, B
SR BN JRALAEHE SRR B A L 2R &
VAR & i H A B B D RE A miRNA .

1 57 E

1.1 #h%t

A H R BEAT /RN AP 2 7 5k Z1 48 (Crocus
sativus L) N TIREE IFKAESE b, K B3
MRARIRLLACFIIE S D . 2 F Rubioss(2008) L,
SELLAC A SAE T e 2 H SRR, DRI AR Sk
P AL AETEAETT2 d 5 FFAE H P I A Sk 2 27
K, 7 BIHU4Z ~2DBA (2 days before anthesis)fll
DOA (day of anthesis). & %45, 1 FH A
TR FFORATT—80°CUKAR R H
1.2 73k
1.2.1 LA/ NRNASCEMESNF

PN AN [E] B A AT Sk 1 20FE i 2DBAFIDOA
I3 AR TR RIS 228 AR, A TRIzolix 77 (In-
vitrogen, 3 E)RA2], SRIEFIUARNA, 158 H
ZHEAS21002E 53 HT1X (Agilent Technologies, 3%
FE ) 72 B 4 EXRNA ) 7 & Aot &, R PR 28S A
I8SEULEAZLIE2. ORI o $5 Tk, AT 15% 38 P Y
SR VA J I e s 2 P UK 70 5B i, [T 44k 18~
30 ntfyFFAIA T . BJE, 7ET, RNATEFLf(TaKaRa,
KIEVWIE R R 43 45 5 0 A0 3 g b 323k 7 471, I
Z:RT-PCRY" Ji% 5 #EAT Tllumina iy it & I 5 o
1.2.2 FFFIRER S

Xt Tlumina i &9 7 Frak AR 1) J5 46 Fr 51 (raw
reads)FEAT W1 (Y FEA ;M (1) 2B 5 00k 7 41
(GTTCAGAGTTCTACAGTCCGACGATC)FN3' i
3L ¥ 5 TCGTATGCCGTCTTCTGCTTG); (2)i
I ASCIME AT ], RAORE R {H(Q=ASCII
H-64) KT m L& 7415 (3)%EFR/NT18 nthl K
T30 ntf)J7 41, 15 24675 7 5 (clean reads); (4)4tit
18~30 ntZ [A)4F — ML N 9 FF 91 8 (tags) A7
Hi5%(reads); (5)¥E BIAEENO.1, { FH A HIBLASTN
TP 0BT A RAF (0 4l 15 7 31 18 28 5 8 41 fEcDNA
%1, miRBase%(#& FE (i A21) (KozomaraflIGrif-
fiths-Jones 2014). Rfam#(#E E (i 4<12.1) (Naw-
rockiZ52014)HEAT EUXT, DU E g % X (R BL
BTERImMIRNA. rRNA. tRNA. snRNA. snoR-
NA%E % H/NRNAFF 1)

1.2.3 {RFmiRNARIEE

(R N 5 58 2 1E cDN A G C 1 7 Z1 4R 7T e A2 2
DAL 20 B X 1R 40 B, B DA SR X 38 40 1 91 R B 72
b, TAESR N 17 51 4 2 5 miR Base 040 2 1 BT A
R4 B (KA YD AT A miRNA 51 A1 A AmiRNA 4]
HBEAT HEX (B H0.1) o X TULES B350, RORE
AN T2 ECBAE R 7o S8, N T k) i
I R AT RE gl N B R E, R A3
DA _E (1) /NRNAJF 51 45 58 AL AL IR 57 () miRNA .
1.2.4 EFRIZmiRNARHIE

i R 1% 5 HBioconductorff)DESeqfil(Anders
FiHuber 2010)3K % 2DBAFIDOA 5 AN I 4L Sk rf
PRSP miRNA 1) R IE S AT hRAEAFI R AT IS (P <
0.05). K7 G AT HIMRNAE XN 7 7R IAmiRNA o
1.2.5 miRNA#LEFE A7

BT psRNATarget7F £k T. H.(Daifl1Zhao 2011)
H 97 08 B ) 2 5 R A miRNA 5 J £1 fEcDNA (Jain
£52016)1E47 I HI EE 3 A, AT LATIMmiRNAE A
IEEEE R 7 oo 85 SR i e il 2 v, SRA 7 BA
TEON R IFRE: (1) miRNAJEFH12~8 ntfir &
HIBE R FR Ny Fh -1 X d5k(seed region), 75 E{R£IF1ZX
BO™ R BIULEC; (2)F KB BB E ¥ M35 (3) HoAD
1350 B E 205 (4)TE 25 G AL s A AT M B 1) B
KAeEAE N25; (5)EEAEI~11 nthr E 2 ™% IL
P >R 4] rmiR N AT 2 B B R 1 77 2
1.2.6 $BEFIIEEEE T

FE R AAA 1 (gene ontology, GO) & —/MEAEW)
&R A P T A R DT v, T DA S IRk
FR P EMIE S R, FEWESE =7 A
Yyl F2 (biological process, BP). 4 ZH %> (cellular
component, CC)F143¥- T f(molecular function, MF).
A A BBlast2GO 1. B (ConesaZ52005) % miRNA
VEF ISR BE DR AT 7 AR R . 2 55 F0 431
INRE = AT H 255 GO R [FII, 5 F 8 J LA
I3RS (P<0.05) % & —MER GO 2% H (GO
term) 47 & &L i, AR
(D)

)

P({H) =1~ flk;n,m,N)

Horr, NAQR AL AE i A = DR 3R A5 3R (1)
GO% H 24, mEFAFr €GO HAEIT A 2

f(k;n,m,N) =
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) I, nf R T R R A E R I GO % H
H, KRR E GOZ% H AR BERE [ v 1 tH LA

2 SLIRLER

2.1 FEAITEAESL/NRNARIFPSEZE Y
FF Mumina s @&, 7 E £ /E2DBA
FIDOAFE Sk H1 253K 4315 000 0004 J&7 46 /7 41 1324

(raw reads). I 2 RS A3 Uk VR AI
R BRI, )5 AR B 14 294 654 K114 534 515
25K BEEAE18~30 nt [A] #4447 51|52 %4 (clean reads),
WL,

XTI P 3R A5 P R AR 4R K B2 AT 4 b E
Toit /E2DBAIE & DOAKE Sk, HA#fLI21 nt FEfY
FP o) 5 A e A e B e e (B 1-A) o [F]I, X LB

R JRAALKE S/ NRNA PP 5088 10 56 453 #7

Table 1 Statistics of sequencing reads in the stigmas of C. sativus

o 2DBAFE Sk DOAFE 3k
52 L A31/% BEEL Lg%
ISREe g 15 000 000 100 15 000 000 100
IR AL 27536 0.184 30 035 0.2
o R 14 972 464 99.816 14 969 965 99.8
T34k 95157 0.634 90 816 0.605
TeAmAN B 98 193 0.655 94 051 0.627
To5 4k 33 410 0.223 22823 0.152
/NTF 18 ntf) J BEEL 345 947 2.306 188 028 1.254
KF-30 nth) H BEE 102 815 0.685 37873 0.252
ZEA 2288 0.015 1859 0.012
EARERTE 14 294 654 95.298 14 534 515 96.897
A B 0.7 a2DBA mDOA AL AE3 711 809F12 303 04345 7% i (tags),
g HEAFAIL24 ntK B P55 E R 2 (K1-B). #
5 Tk, HEIXLEFF 5L /EcDNAFF 41 . miRBase
% B e Rfam# s et 47 Lex, 4370 & IL/E2DBA
= HMIDOARE S &452 037 143511 219 0654551/ L
E Fii_FcDNA, DLJ%346 2221225 00744551 IC R -

18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
Fr & %t
B\° 0.8 m2DBA BDOA
= 07
= o6t
= 0.5
=
= 04
=
* 03
B
w02
E o1
=~

18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
P F14 15 Mt

K1 4 1E2DBAFIDOA: Sk FFAS [ 7 41
/NRNAR B E S Hw
Fig.1 Distribution of small RNAs with different sequence
length according to their total reads and unique

tags in the stigmas of C. sativus

Rfam#{# 2 (£2) .
2.2 LA SLAR T mIRNAR K E R Rk 2

T /NRNA =y I8 ST 7] DU R0
JEL B AR SF ImiRNA . &3t FiRIZE L5
B F 1247 ™ B B 0 e, 43 0l 7E K 4L fE2DB A F
DOAM: Sk i % 5 132 /11122 4 5F ) miRNA .
Horr, A AEAE T PN EA PR 5 miRNAF 80 5%,
HAR 152032 % miRNA 73 7] g 2 ) B BT e A (1]
2-A).

BT Rfam &4 P2 b O 8 2 I miRNA i 4y
HARAE, T LA B3 2DBAFIDOA K Sk v 43 5F 1)
miRNA % 524 544 F140 M miRNA K e f . Hor,
3G R P T34 (KE12-B). MI2DBAE: k1
MIRS94 K G IR 1 Bt %, N101~; DOAFE Sk H LA
MIRS28 K ik i1 N i %, HA 114~(E2-C).
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Table 2 Categorization of unique tags in the stigmas of C. sativus

2DBAM: 3k DOAF: 3k
EZaFES
i e l/% K e l/%
pENE 2L 3711 809 100 2303 043 100
cDNAH B 2037 143 54.883 1219 065 52.933
RNA 113 236 3.051 65537 2.846
tRNA 26610 0.717 17256 0.749
snoRNA 38336 1.033 27 181 1.18
snRNA 24076 0.649 18233 0.792
FAth b6 R fam [ /RN A 143 964 3.879 96 800 4203
AT [ miRNA 52 0.001 42 0.002
F 42119 /NRNA 1328392 35.788 858 929 37.295
A B
2DBA DOA 2DBA DOA
C 12 w2pBA BDOA
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mir-4454
MIRS059
MIR5072 |-
mir-5124
MIRBGI0
MIRS94
mir-955

mir-9810

mi
mir-
mi

AFImiRNA Sk

K2 JELZL{E2DBARIDOARE Sk b 3 [F] AT (1 OR ~F miRNA R K H SR 5 A1
Fig.2 Distribution of conserved miRNA reads and their family members that shared
between 2DBA and DOA stigmas of C. sativus

A RAFHImiRNAKC R B: miRNAZUREE; C: 5> miRNAZE T8 5 1 B 7 4L

2.3 LA LR T mIRNARIRIZKFE R EAER
MREIRRIAEER

/NRNA T IE I 5 AN RE NS 5 58 W b R~
FImiRNA, 17 H AT ARG A [FImiRNA A 7K
WIS 4% E B 164 5% fR 5P miRNA R K
PRI A K BL(EI3): 7E2DBART ], MIR168
FIREAT B ARIEAKCT, 96 181 REL, 5Tk

HKIRAMIRE94 (3 675M:%) MIR171 (2 22673
FOMMIRS28 (916/1M3:40); MAEDOAIN ], MIR168
FIEAR LA e 2RI KT, 4 3484, it
AMEEER T 1 0001 K ik 6 A MIRS28 (2 2244 1%
FOMMIRI71 (1 386 40)

L E:2DBAFIDOA W A B #7147 K ik
miRNA [JFRIAR K, H 29 FK K 1) A miRNAK A
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mDOA m2DBA

6 4 2 0 -2 —4 -6 -8
! J " e— mir-9810 ) ’ "
4  mir-955
* mir-8469
* mir-7641
— Ak mir-7107
e AK mir-7017
—— Ak mir-601
4  mir-5124
A mir-4454
4 mir-3226
mir-3168
Eaessssssssss——— & mir-3145
— mir-30
e 4 mir-2898
4 mir-26-3
s A 1i1-247 8
I mir-22
s % mir-1957
— 4 mir-194-1
A mir-1692
* mir-1619
— mir-1582
A mr-151
oeesssss——4 mir-125
A MIR894
— Ak MIRS610

A EImiRNAZ

-8 -6 —4 -2 0 2 4 6
B F A E FmiRNAEE S/ Log,,

3 21 {£2DBAFIDOAKE Sk 1 ff 5F miRNA [1) 2 15 7K1
Fig.3 Expression levels of conserved miRNAs in the 2DBA and DOA stigmas of C. sativus
FEANFHE P miRNA R S B EA S B . = MIERRIZEED & R IHRIEPmIRNA, M B RR iRk & LREN
miRNA,
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HOFBRAR, 224 S S miRNA K IE KT T, 5
AN 2 % (mir-70 17 F1mir-7107) ) A miRNA %
BT, o, RIEAKP I 2 5 5e 245 LA
A 32 mIRNA R, 518 FIHERIA M
FIER144 L IHRIE R
2.4 ZEFFIEAmiRNA R 1% A0 $0 5 E B9 70 & I
BES 1T

7E2DBARIDOAME: Sk H, 43 A 52 F132 56 5+
FILMImiRNA (K2-A), BRI N ZE S RIEM
miRNA. H4h, T 804% [ i 78 97 A i A # 5 2=
IEFImIiRNA, & BIRIE 5 FIDESeq i ik 1334 2
R FIMIRNA (P<0.05). M, ZE2DBAKE: K
RILKF = HIH 195, fEDOAKE L HRIAKF &
A 145 . Rl A SCHE R ZLAE T AR B B ) A =k

LB
2 SR
) ST
fie AL sk

NG
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s |
oy i AR
jo Ko FL
4 MM
” o
TR

i
L

ERGIE
%y}l{ e
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LHRATINTE B
LEDIE

e Righdig |
) SEf -
;i S ARG |
i SERL RN -
REE  —
e

gtk M
ML EDE IR
kLR ;
Ltk ) A0

A R R R 1) 71 2% N R A 46 2% B
IEHImIRNA . SR 73 R 7R T IR RIE M E iR
FImiRNAZF 7K H 34 (fF =M EFrid) 24 (7 1o
R AN F KR (E3).

miRNA 3= £ 18 1o 1751 B I DT (1 5 S AR sl | He
FHPE ARSI fE, PRI B miRNAYE F (L 2L [F] 2
A2 D Rer I JEAl . fE BipsRNATarget/E 4k 1.
H, BERSLET1 5% T IHRIA FImiRNA D, TR 25248
BLIH; 7E - AFRIA46 5 miRNA R, T 494 5
o BJG, I GOV RE, KPR LLRERL R 1 D) e 3= 2
LT AEW)iH % (biological regulation, GO:0065007).
i F (cellular process, GO:0009987). AR i i &
(metabolic process, GO:0008152). {f 2% (pigmentation,
GO:0043473). Wi [ Jvi(response to stimulus, GO:005-

B i AmiRNAMYESER
B FiFFEAmiRNAFSE LR

PRy

0 10

20 30 40 50

P4 SBAAEA: Sk 2 53 R A miRNA TSR K 1 GOTE R
Fig.4 GO annotation of the predicted target genes of differentially expressed miRNAs in the stigmas of C. sativus
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0896). 4iifiti(cell, GO:0005623). 4l #%(organelle,
GO:0043226). 731 4i+r(binding, GO:0005488).
Hi i1k, (catalytic activity, GO:0003824)2%([&4).

T EEERE R AT R, ARG — P d
IR LA o AR R B 52 B E GO H . sk
3R, 1E R AR miRNA ) JE [R] b i 35 & 4R
F1GO%% HAHGO:0009105 (lipoic acid biosynthetic
process, fif > f& AE ) A S 2) F1GO:0017140 (lipoic
acid synthase activity, ifi /& s 1), FPEAR &
1.99E-5, A, 7£ N IHZRIAmiRNA 1) I P 5

3 FHPRALAEA: S R AGS FERIE T T miRNA FRSEHE K] o
B W AR 101N GO H
Table 3 The top ten GO terms enriched in the predicted target
genes of down-regulated miRNAs during
the ripening of stigmas in C. sativus

Z HHEMGO% HifAHG0:0009107 (lipoate biosyn-
thetic process, FLHURR F IR AV & KL FE). GO:00-
16591 (DNA-directed RNA polymerase II, holoen-
zyme, DNAE [7]RNA F & B4 ). GO:0016992
(lipoate synthase activity, 306 F R & BT PE)
s, MiE_ERRIEmiIRNARSE R R i B & 4
H1GO%% H A G0:0043068 (positive regulation of
programmed cell death, 1F [ F2 7 4 BRAETS)
F1GO:0030785 [(ribulose-bisphosphate carboxy-
lase)-lysine N-methyltransferase activity, (- BEER %
] R A I ) - 5t BN - PR R S RS Il v R ) L P AR
FE1.39E-5. 1A, 15 LR EmiRNA R HE L ] o
E B EMGOK HikH GO:0045893 (positive reg-
ulation of transcription, DNA-dependent, DNAK ¥
() 1F [ 85 £ #%) . GO:0008026 (ATP-dependent
helicase activity, 1K ATP ) figé e S 1) &5 (R 4)

GO sk H GOfiiik PfE
AR ron s 3 g
G0:0009105 T F R 5 L 72 1.99E-05 e R
GO:0009107  JEHTHEER M & it R 237E-04 AN I v B e 5 I T T R AL AE T
GO:0015074  DNAMA{ER] 8.47E-03 TEMY BT Sk pl 3G A2 R P AN A K/ NRNA R IA T
ALY ‘ - W, 4> BIZE2DBARIDOAKE: L h &% 315 14 294 654
G0:0016591 DNAE [HIRNA % & i 11 4 2.99E-05 - DN
G0:0005665 DNAGE [MIRNAR SR Ol 8.47E-04 H114 534 S152% 5 HIMILZEIF AL, 7 AifE3 711 809
ST IhEE 12 303 04356750, b, 24 ntKE)/NRNA
GO0:0017140 B E TR A IS T 1.99E-05 A%, X Lﬁ?ﬂ%%(Lu’%ZOOS)\ 7K%E(Morin’%
GO:0016992  JLHuRR R 5 it 4.18E-05 . e S e e
GO:0032549 R A 4 A 1E 1.58E-03 2008). #(WusF2016). i AE(Yues:2017)%54)
GO:0015391 BB [ bizim b 425E-03 PR RIE 4 B, e T ELh
G0:0051539 AFe-4S45 41 5.32E-03 DCL2ii T i & (Bouche22006)..
T4 BEIKAAE L R EGE FE R IA FIEmIRNA [P EREE K i B 3 B 4E 10 GO% H
Table 4 The top ten GO terms enriched in the predicted target genes of up-regulated miRNAs
during the ripening of stigmas in C. sativus
GO 4 H GO#iik PH
APt
GO:0043068 B AR A AT 1.39E-05
G0:0045893 DN A1 1F [ 7% s i 4% 3.50E-04
G0:0048235 TERAE AN I 710 1.50E-03
G0:0010044 GRS 3.51E-03
G0:0010017 LA RS 3.51E-03
G0:0009789 I B IE RN S G 5 &7 4.96E-03
G0:0009266 oF U PS5 R T S 5.69E-03
7T IRk
GO0:0030785 (B TR B R 22 A Tl ) - ft S R N - R R 2 RS Tty 1.39E-05
G0:0008026 0TS AT P (1) i e g vl P 4.64E-04
G0:0004386 frerditeaiy 1.65E-03




834 T A P )

T8 R BN, AR SCEEE TR AL A R S I
miRNA, P/ 3 [ miRNA 7 51) 23 5 7] LLYH 2 5
44140 M miRNA G . Horp— S8 505 2 I H =
KA, tMMIR168, MIR171, MIRS2S,
MIRB94%5([3), BE/REA R AES 5 B LI AR
i A S G R . B $R0E R BIMIR 168 /2 4H
YRR M miIRNA SR, 1T LA e R bk 1 A KR
REIFERA], I HZ5 17 Y68 R 0t
FErP (B ANZE RN I 2014) . MIR17 102 AEY)
FEOR S ImiIRNA S, oA H R R AIGRAS 32 22
S H5AMMNERKEE. BE9HS. NN
R IXEHF 77 45 K IHMIR 168 FIMIR 17 141 7]
RETE R L AEAE Sk 1) BRI 72 AR 0 R P 4 ) I
FEDIBE(EH 97 552015) . 75 4h, MIR828— iRl Ny
AT RO IR R, K RIE R
MIR828x il 4£. 75 2= I & (B HE55E2013), AT
AR T R 38 e AR 4 i O AR AR IR ) SR A2
IR ALAE 2R RS MR AEY A . TR
TMIR894 5%, H Hiff 7T )L L/, HAEF AT AL
FESk R B R R Dy REAE 75 s — 2P B .

R 45 RubioF5(2008) ¥ # i, JEALAEAETTEZ
&SRR, MBI L HER SRR, HItFE
B, EEFSESP-ELY AW A -B-E P =R
FWAT L HIX B KW SE . Bk, A3
B 7 2DBAFIDOA A T Sk HHmiRNA ) KA
KF, JLdde tH 11725 2 7RI miRNA . #EEE [
TR A3 2 A 2 B A AL BB 5 A% B RN S IR T
&, UNRadical-SAMBE Xk 12-%- 1Y) — MR ik
JRil . BERZFEERE RN, MY E SRR RER
AR Z A E M. ARPEHE &4,
BELI-likefE A 5 i SPXEMAFX K. MYBE 3t [H
T+ WRKY# 3 RH 7. H, BHRKIMNmDHE %
Z 5K A% MR AEY G A B R A,
X B A2 R A miRNA 3 B2 @ i 5 5 5% K1 AR
AR R R SE L% T RE(D' Ario%%52017) . T A SC
W T B 1 e R T b, MYBRIWRKY #5 O 4 7 i
I35 T EWIRAEREFE A YA RS A R
#(Chezem M Clay 2016; 2= 5f Hl 5 #112014). [
INF, JainZ(2016)38 i Aok 8 21 185 41 4 55 41 3008 1) >
Fr MY BRIWRKY # A 7] fe A2 K508 M &
IAEW A A, (3L B 1 R 2 Th RE R 4245 75 22
20 ) S BR IRIE

BT HEIE N I GOTh e, 15 LU E £ 31 — Lk
HEWAEY) SR, WY BRI
MR PR T B Al ) 4 . BiiE IR &
TS T B FEGERIMA) . MFRRIEN—MAEET
SRk E NG, &— SR AT AL DhRE B 7R
14> F(Raddatzfl1Bisswanger 1997). fifi R %
PSR SO R HE B R A I 2k 1
AR . AT 3RS B R TR AR &
2K H T F R EmiIRNAME A 1 #82E [F (Radical -
SAMIZX i), I 3 IR 1 & B2 il A6 s 21 e AT
Sk R Z AP N ik, B 7 L AT R AR M A R R
A DRGSR LR, 25 7 RAY
MR BRI TR T R IAmiRNA
WA P RE PR T AR A B B Al . i TE
fR A TG 5@ 2 2 2HM 6, X8 2 BH 140
() 43 A RT 8 T2 FE AR JFF AL R IS [A) AT A5 ] T ek 21
AT K 1) A

AR (SE RS SNy S S5 v
(IR A IE A RAW I NN - RAW I KA I3
HFE L0 A8 S50 1 S AR A B B
Mo ARV ) () 22 7 R miRNA S H: Ty i i ik
R AT LUAA Ja 2 T AT B 2L 2R R b R A&
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Bioinformatics analysis for high-throughput sequencing of small RNAs
in the stigmas of saffron (Crocus sativus)
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Abstract: In the present study, we employed the high-throughput sequencing technology to profile miRNAs in
saffron stigmas from two different stages (2 days before anthesis and day of anthesis), with a total of 3 711 809
and 2 303 043 small RNA tags obtained, respectively. Bioinformatics analysis identified 164 conserved miR-
NAs, among which 71 miRNAs were down-regulated and 46 miRNAs were up-regulated. Furthermore, the po-
tential target genes of these conserved miRNAs were predicted and subjected to gene ontology (GO) annota-
tion. Enrichment analysis of the GO-represented biological processes revealed that these target genes were
potentially involved in lipoic acid biosynthetic process, positive regulation of programmed cell death, pollen
sperm cell differentiation, and positive regulation of abscisic acid mediated signaling. This study provides a
useful resource for further elucidation of the regulatory roles of miRNAs that participate in apocarotenoid bio-
synthesis during saffron stigma development.
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