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Abstract

Safflower (Carthamus tinctorius), as an important economic crop, has extensive applications in food,
medicine, and industry. With the rapid development of sequencing technology, significant progress
has been made in safflower genomics research. This article reviews the application of whole genome
and epigenome sequencing technologies in safflower genomics research, including whole genome
sequencing (GWAS), epigenome sequencing (epiGWAS), and transcriptome sequencing. By integrat-
ing GWAS, epigenome, transcriptome, and metabolome multi-omics, key genes involved in fatty acid
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synthesis (FAD2, FABZ2), flavonoid /hydroxy safflower pigment A synthesis (CHS, DFR, CtCGT1), flower
color (YABBY, CYP450), and drought resistance (CtWRKYs, CtSAMS1) have been identified. In the fu-
ture, single-cell epigenomic maps, pan-genomes, and Al breeding models will accelerate the creation
of new safflower varieties with high oil content, high flavonoid content, and stress resistance, provid-
ing a genetic blueprint for molecular breeding and industrial upgrading.
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1. 5|8

£LA6(Carthamus tinctorius L) AR FHALJE — FATAMEY), &I T g X Ah R, £k
JZME. AR Z R AR, M, B S AR, WS, BEAERENEFENE
FRIEDIRE[1] [2]: HACTTNZ), EARILALHEER A FEERSY, BA M. B2 REIRL,
ARG R RIS A[3]. IbAh, et bR —MRARM B H ORI GEL4] [5].

AN X LA i PR (ROTER AL BB R 22 S, AR A DK X LTR384 A A BN A R, TR Ixs
FLE MRS E . ARITRR Lo S 2R B AL b i AN e 2 . B DU HOR AN W 508, Rd)
HJ Sanger Il /7 21 3 — 1 FF 5 R (Next Generation Sequencing, NGS)#ll Illumina /57 &, 258 =A%
P AR a1 Oxford Nanopore Jll P H AR SE, AIRAIT A AEIER A A0 Fe it 7F 71 LR, RoRMHEs) 7 Xt
LLAEBAE AT 2 W20 AN AR 7T AL A AT [6]-[8]. — AR P Mlumina) {752 3, & H T KM
SNP Jii & flEE 1 M. =A% 7 (PacBio/Nanopore) SEAE K e K AR 34, B 52 24 3 K] 21 21 256 Fn 4 4 AR =

fEdT (K 1)
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o BAEK: 75bp « BRAIEK: 70bp
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Figure 1. Timeline of the development of Safflower genome sequencing research
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FEE M H AR KRR, 4 3ERI4H B M7 (genome-wide association, GWAS)) 72 i FH T HE Y & Ff
i, £ AT, KR IR AR 2 B R T . BRIt W 708 FIH GWAS BRI LR IR G
i, BT EEME R ITIZ AL 5 25 R LA R B LR A (Hydroxy-safflor yellow A, HSYA)FIE
T2 (linoleic acid, LA)SE & 5T & AR AR SCHE K] o[RS, 254 Ge th i M A8 3R B2 AR (Chromosome conformation
capture, 3C), E Hi-C HiR, REMETE 4> KPR 2H P Hfi 12 A [R] 5 R AR A 2 1) (9 1 7 e e 8 (Rl 2 BLAR S, e
J¥ contigs/scaffolds & B G ik b, BT =42 A b R 5L 1) DNA Joff, ERELLAEAH SR B K A4
RIENLH . F5h, AU = Fe N H T AR a4, &R W SRR N BT N o A
SE PRI E &I

BIRA S HOR T AR, (HLLAEFR AL 224 58 B AL T2 0 i B MW iEA% 32 298 [ DNA H
FAL AEgmbs RNA 4% . 48 H A B S e ta i BB 55, B A 19 R Bl Prth s ma o AR AR AR KK A
JHR I S (8 3 T [O] o [RIERE, G VS B 43 185 SO A A N R LB AR B U R FE 2 BRAE Xt i
M i M B2 PR 24 B A ML B AL SR At 0

2. MFHEARELRERBFHEHHINA
2.1. BEEEERSTR

T AR FE R A 2 IR TP AR, RS . MENTFEARNERE, BN RG22 x
CLACTEDR AT I 2 2 (2 1) R BRI R 2 A 7 1 AR %4 5 Tllumina. PacBio Sequel #1 Hi-C Fll 7
JHEXS B 1S EEREABATIT, EIRAMN T O ER RSB IEE A, i bR A AR
N T ARSI HZE ., S5 FITEL) 60.5 F130.7 B TERT s 8 k-mer 2341 (k = 17)1ET 12 H
MR, SRR S =L MM 280157 MEERH R NGRS B30 2978 1.17 Gb #1 0.23%
[10]. ZLAEFERIZRIERLHEE K/ 1.07 Gb, N50 = 16.4 Mb. JtAMNEMH TR E Hi-C MR, LR
THROKH 12 ANEBHESE, Hh s 213 DMESFHIAL 1.06 Gb IR KN, S 7T — MRS
H KN 90.6% (1.17 Gb) [10]. FIF PacBio Sequel K2l J37 A5 il 125 K 2H K/ 99.1% (1.07 Gb) ) e kil
B %e . itk — 0 GPM BB X Falcon 3G E S FHIATIRIE, RARIGT 12 MHEESR, OF
128 NMEZFHI(NSO = 21.23 Mb), XL RYE 3 FEH] 12 AN BAESHE[10]. K Nlumina A2 B2 359
o At BT 51 B FTE B [RTHESE |, Gk 3 T 2 98. 1% MM Ll 3, 1 SFHA1 B SR 418 94.82% 1)
#E RIS 87 /> RNA-Seq FEA A 5L BEAE S H 1, aE— P uE B 728 i ot B A SE B[ 10]. FIH
87 MEAS RNA-seq B¥s LR ASHIE 78 P2 A2 1 254,353 4% PacBio 4= (KL eA, TN 33,343 MR A 4w hid It
R, ~F39mid e 5K 1266 bps Ho 94.78%3k43 T PacBio KL K SZRF[10]. M2, H 98.12%ML ek
SKASRAF DI REVERE, 7E InterPro NCBI nr #U0Fg 1 F115) H 281 85 1 2di b, ULEC 2531109 89.06%- 86.89%
75.01 i1 83.63%. FEVEREMIFER R, 45 20518 25(61.54%) IR BN IR A, B2 SHRANBIEALN T
IR FE . 4HHEE LA SO MBI S Rzt #2[10]. AR5 EF] 10,646 24K IEHES RNAs. FIH
InterProScan Pfam % i€ 3| 4077 ME A X E(SH 30,930 NEH)M 14,098 MERF[10]. FH4h, ELAEFEE
HrhILsE 3 3298 MEIEEE, AHE 1755 MERE T, 406 NMESRPE TR 1137 AN . XL
wHAP, BEEZRRHEEET FARD FIER, EAT RS 5200 AR R Al Mg #2[10].

T4, R R 2 R A B A v [ T R R B 2 B A RO A B A5 LAY, SR S Tlumina.
Oxford Nanopore GridION 1 Hi-C fJIll /5 7725 DU )17 s A “ NLide 1 57 FERESAT I [11].
Hlumina 75 A G HE AR MK, H TRRHAPWIZHHE; Oxford Nanopore Ml 747 AN ]
PAFKBAC T, A BT MR PR 4H v (1 3 52 X3k, 4 v A B IR RE 2 1 Hi-C BRI I Yt A4 G 3k,
AP B AN EER B e ek b, e gk A B A T . R X SR A IE L S
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F] 1.17 Gb AL FE N HEHE, contig N50 ¥ 1.08 Mb, GC &N 38.41%, il 39809 4N 14 4 i %
K, ~F3F 5109 1390 bp, I 70% 3% L FRui K R 4 v RE 2 A Ll e, 40 GO KO+ NR Fl Pfam
. BEFHHERNHA 71.41%. Hd, KARmEEFH oG EE, el 39.81%, EE-AmT
Ty1/Copia F Gypsy/DIRS12 M5Kjk, T REXLLAE AR AR FIE R BRI 18 A E EZR/EM . Hi-
Cortria, BRI E] 12 24 14(50.84 Mb~185.00 Mb)_ =, N50 4 96.39 Mb, Hf 7KL
TESEIR 20 5 oA 11 B O RE A (0 JE R L3047 7 ERBR (1] BFFCFIF CAFE K2 1 207838 R 5Kk ()i 1k
My R, HARIE—Pi%kFET Hannuus A V.vinifera ZERHIEAT I 8T TR LR T IR EL R
HEH, WEE. B, FE. XNEEIRN AT NI RE 28 1 IR SRt 11].

Table 1. Statistics of the safflower genome assembly and gene annotation

= 1. A EFBARMERERG TR

RS e 1 5
HE IR ZH 4 3 SEIR 2R %
A 2 R 41K /N (K-mer = 17) (Gb) 1.17 Tk 2 R 41K /MGb) 1.17
Contigs %2 128 Contigs %12 3941
Contig N50 (Mb) 21.23 Contig N50 (Mb) 1.08
K Contig (Mb) 57.98 K Contig (Mb) 9.019
FE DR 2H 20 2% K /NG R E 43 Eb 1.06 (90.60%) (G +C)s% 38.41
HEFPHIHBEE I 60.13% BEFHIHEE 71.41%
BE R R BB
T K= 5 £ 33,343 o A 4 39,809
R AR 45331 SMRTHE 235,816

2.2. ERMRXRERZIE

ZLAERA T s & Il BR (Linoleic acid, LA) M ALY & & BHREIE M R R L AL (WK A (Hydroxy
safflower yellow A, HSYA), | iz A TR AR 2545035k . — Bt H ¥ (Triglyceride, TAG) I A LA 1B
AR AT, B R R I H il Bt JE #2 #2 B (Diacylglycerol acyltransferase, DGAT)FIAR i R 2 1 A
Wi (fatty acid desaturase, FAD)S5 08N . [FIFE, EEHZEAS 7 HSYA & OS2 R IR S BG AT C-ai s
R4 #% i (C-glucuronic acid transferase, CGT). 2 /K& BBF(CHS)F A /K Bl 7 A R (CHD S5/ . [RlIG, 42
L V3 P R B 1R 40 R ALE, A B TR E A . BN E R e Z R RTAIR .

N T WL LA TERIHLE], e R OR 22 58 B BAX mi-LA Ik - iR (Oil acid) (HL)FMIK-LA
= OA (LL)F SRl AL AR AR, TEFLTFAE 10 KA 20 KIS, 247 H A8 B ER 4L Al 5 AR TR A 1 1 AH 9%
SN, ZERRIL, HL BAMRIZAE LA SREE BT, H1 62.8% ETFE 76.8%, 1 LL #F OA &%
#ETh, LA S8EAUH 1.9%FF 2 0.5% [10]. G5B, KRR T LA FITERE ABA 55
I BT AT FAD2-12 ik 28 W R 5107

AP IR (R A SRR 2 R 2R . AR (LR (SY) RO MUV W] ek
H MR AR 2R AE, SO I SR B DL R e vt O« TG R I P VE LA S B AR R [12] [13]0 4LAET 3
RSN EL AL R AHSYA)IRRA € PR BUBIETE[14]. BLAh, A WFTCRBLLAEZ BE(SPS)
h EAPUMRERIVER[15]. BFFRERY], HSYA FEAAAE TLAEm4eld, iS5 HSYA MR E “%
WEth” B, HILYE 154 4 UGT. 7/ CHS 255 Bm k3[R Hr CHS1 Ml CHS4 76 R
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ik, ATEEERF HSYA [10]. #FFEN AR HF AR LS 08T, HSYA W06 B nT 6e i & 40
Z P450 (CYP)FIHEIE S FEBE(UGT) 3 R K[ 11]. BTN ML FE DR 2 h g B e e CYP Al UGT 2
B, i HAEAFHAMR BB REHR A, ikt SREAEHOR A S BHRRRIERERE[11].
T I 0 I i i B DA X D BB SR IE A0SR FH AR 3R I S0 RN [ AR T AR Bk B SRR SRR, R I e R L R R I
F:RI(HH_034464, fim4 4 CICGT D) REMAE IR K A RS, HAb ARG, BEAEEGR ANEE
BOC AT BTG N, UESE VX SRR RFE 2N A B I AR, R AR 2 R oy B R kAR
R BRAE TOCEERE 1] (B 2).

A
( FFA )—b( 18:1.(tuA)—>( 18:1-PC ————-
B

Naringenin

FoH

Carthamidin

()-3-(4-
hydroxyphenyl)-1-
(2,3,4,6-
tetrahydroxyphenyl)

Figure 2. Key biosynthetic pathways of linoleic acid and hydroxy safflower yellow A
E 2. WHBR(LAFEEARARR A (HSYARXBEY A RIBEE

23, A SBIE SRS

4= R 4H &2 il (Whole-genome duplication, WGD)7EfH 7S APt AL i FE v R 455 EEAEH . & &8
A N R 2 B Y ORI T R — Az, TR B R R I R . ARATAL
TR A, K 6 MRS GERGEERA MM S S 7 IR G AR L T T A% B (Ancestral
eudicot karyotype, AEK)i#E4T LA . DL AEK NZ 8, SRR B (1) AEK JE (K LG A5 730l 9 - 4 25.9% (6828
A WIHEE 52.1% (14,893 M) 7] H 2% 32.0% (18,669 4N A3 36.5% (16,220 4™~V #i] 49.9% (15,691 1)
PLICLTAE 34.9% (13,932 1) XRBIEZ L ETF I 9-WGT 5 Asterid I-WGT )5, X% R H AEK
PR LIRE T T R FIFERE I 2 IR G AR EHE[10]. 20768 (A gD JE IR i B2 2R R 40 A5 . WGD/ B = il
2 45.0% HECEHIZ) 10.0%- 45 DR L) 13.8% BUEE 120 26.5% AR 20 4.7%. JT P i
T EIEALm LLB ) WGD/F BEE HI(Z) 49.0%), BE/RZ4E 57 (JF]J& Carduoideae A TE /LRl H: 5
—X3L[E WGD/ | B i F A, 2 5743 9 5 W) H 2% (Asteroideae) fl2E 2% (Cichorioideae) 73 B[ 10]. FF H
385 AN ELPE UUE 2 [F) UGS DRI i R B K BVR R K BRI, 2048 5EEIZ) 3070 J54EFTGHTE i) 704K,
1) H 2845 6050 JIERTCEORT ) 7046101 ZIAERFE S 5K 1278 A Wi 2186 ANEERI X%, Horb 108 4
Pk, 3 AMPOEIRZE[10]. Ik FG R E E B ABA BUE(E SIBE . IRAED S BE AR - R
5, XL Thae 5400 S i R S R AR B AR DG . IR S B B R AR R R R
RS BRI R, RALAETE A R R RS S IR R AR T R, DUEN TR Mk
EEWIE[10].
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AL 2 BEPE R R RS N A 1 B, X AR R A o RS Rl E B R B . R
FERARIF R B Fhric, WP TFIR 2 &M SNPYARS, o T e stk 2 /. BN i % 220
AN RIFATEIT , T GWAS 70 if 5 4016 5 BR ZHRAH L RO £ SNP, 3158 7 i
B SNP [11]. FIFiXes SNP #:4T E M0 0B (PCA) M RS R B, 455K B A E 5 R
f& F B —m o, IF B RS X A R R ERIE AR BRI S R [11]. Uhsh, @I SNP HdE 15
M, BT CAPPA LLAE PR G5 VR 135 4% ¢ RS R, G BRI R R SR . R A4S B MRS ALK T
[11].

VFEANEE[16]K 150 A790] Fg £LALAR 0T BRI HEAT F2 Lo o A RIS o iy, 45 B S /R i) i £ A6 ot 92 95
e Z AT E s Sreelakshmi 55 [ 151098 75 4 046 R0 BT TR 83456 22 57, B 75 2046kl 5 v 8 NEHE,
T ZENT RIS, PR AAEAE R 225, BT e BXhisife 2 R 5Tk K . PushpavalliA £5[17]43#7 20 4
LIAER R 7 AR 2, ITE MR R 7 AR, B LA I R 777 E A S il B R LR AT

ZEA N SSR. SNP & i@ EARIL, 454 SRAP ZEpi B4R, ik 4 s P o BE RS AL 22 5[ 18]. Bl an
SSR A ich FI4 FHSR 5 A7 « FRTE PN 255 S DN [ 19] 0 Jo DR 2 2500 48 /s 2046 mT RE YR T M P il 75 5, L 22
TS 20 60 14 3 2 44 2 A T3l ik 22 20 22 6 FH AR REB A0 AT [20] 0 5 988 TG 0 2048 55 1 7t o 7 256 DRI 2L RRAIE R
SR B AR AL TR A21].

3. TR EFEFHAPRN A
3.1. DNA BRE

DNA HIEAGS V2 AFTE T30 9 KA Py ) B 2, IX RS A 5 DNA FH AL AL S (DNMTs)
W LR S-IRTF FR AR R (1 R SESE 35 R ) CG. CHG Al CHH (H N A T 3% C) =l 41 (il mzng |
C-5 £, /DG AT S AR 4 B IE A [22], DNA HSEAL & A AR HE e o B 2R X . 35 22k DA S
FIPH. [EIRF, 5B I 5 3 B 2 IA A1 5 DX B A 21 H AR (E 5 (23]

LLAEFR M IBAE 2270 H 1T L MS-AFLP/epiGWAS F#i8F, WIHIES: DNA FIEAL AT m k2 F1 24
ROMEIR TN R A UK AFLP (MS-AFLP)E AR 112 432k B A A B K 248 3 B 41 34T CCGG
P H AR T3, RN 33.57% 1) H Ak 2 A5 PR 47, R R IsAL A2 7478 /5 T DNA 74178 524
BHRFX BT (FCAY IR, HIHEA I S5 AR BRI R W) &, R IIIAEE - ML C 12 Al st
B IR B E L[ 23].

FAN, N AR epiGWAS Xt 19 AR E IR FE A H 38 RRIL) A = 189)BEATHF 7T /04T, X2
PEREFEVR S B8 TRIE ., SihEE . HSYA & &E%5[24]. K MSAP (Methylation Sensitive Amplified
Polymorphism) &2 HE R IS R(HRM) A, FE34F 1257 DN H AL Z 8BRS, G550 R 105 AN H 3067
H E D AMIR B2 CBE(FDR < 0.05) [24]. Hd 14 M7 S RN HSYA S8 58 mhE, RPN
=g MR eI e RS AL B = A P R AR 241 7546, XF 12 Ay HSYA 5 12 /MK HSYA RIL #HAT
BRER SR FI0AE, RIUEE) 1w I3 CtCGT1 (UGT K ) Kik, SHHSYA FRA%; 12 Fatibat
PR HSYA &2 A2 F 1.9~2.4 fi5[24].

3.2. 3E4RTE RNA

AESRAD RNA J2RR T iS4 A ) mRNA A —2RFE R H 5% 7= . miRNA J§ T 3E4wTE RNA f—
PR, miRNA & —ZKKEN 21~24 nt FIRTFEEIEGRID /N T 588 RNA, EANIEHE KT ARG K
PR REREEFE, T2 5EMAEKKRE . Ram NG S SR TR 25].

RS AALRIR . A8 4 NRE B AR HET lllumina sSRNA-seq, 3818 126 £ {-5F miRNA
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(B 29 DFIE)M 78 2L A0 FME miIRNA . X5 miRNA BHIBE LA KK E26]. Hoh, HIRKEI
LA TR I = F5 52 miRNA: miR6111. miR6113. miR6114. EATARES 5L AEAR M HIRE 4 1%,
B i BT IR A AR DN, SR A B B % b IR T AR OGBE R [26] . BEAh, 53— B ST R IAE I e S R IA
miR828 Al miR858 #i[7] MYB-bHLH-WD40 & & i1, MIEEE R ESREALIE AR A (HSYA)H
R, HARSbERIE miR828 f# HSYA & FF& 27%, 1fi miR858-inhibitor # 3K & {7 HSYA $21 34%.
WESE miRNA B[ /ER “ARMH 287 (271, fEAEAEYhia J5 T, 5N FIH qRT-PCR B ER 7 MRS miRNA
FELTAEM F ARSI 2 20k, 45 R R B miR398-CSD1 ARERE T8 T /%, $#orimid ROS
THERIR IR TN 2, 2L, AUPMHE T, miR156-SPL A1 miR172-AP2 @RI L« TiE - 2 EiE”
(25 R e AR 228 . FEZG VS PE T T, R IMMGBLZL AEAT Sk AM b4 71 43 BS 31 miR157 . miR166. miR168.
miR396. miR398 %5, (RANSEG 7R AT 5 S A S8 S 2 AH O K (40 NF-«B. IL-6) [29].

Ao, KA RNA (Len RNA)FIFA % RNA (Cire RNA)HJE T-IE4 % RNA. BF503RiE, Len RNA
TERFE HA AR B IR E AU HERE, DR NI A FEIRBE I i, 25 52 300 v e e ) AR I A X301
IncRNA EEZ 5T HFEIL, SHABEYITE. FEUSLMMEKEFTR30]. 418 RNA-Seq %
A, RIIEA 10,646 4~ LenRNAs, FJREXTHAEK R T AU A A= K A B AE /AR A Y e ke 4
HEROCEAEA[10].

o @ 9

(%

)= Y -

[ ¢ g 5
g drought resistant

Population lever Traits

A A

3D chromatin structure Epigenetic modification

SNP DEGS DM

GWAS. RNA-seq. Metabolomics EpECRES

analysis Hi-C

Epi-allele

Figure 3. Schematic diagram of red flower breeding using epigenetic variations
B 3. MRARMEETEFHITALFTRNE
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4. ESRE

BRI A A A 7 e, (i —edbik. — i, AERNAPAERERE
HFH, XA FER AR FER TR R 7 — @ WAE, 20 DX i 4L e i M A0 e B A iR
Si—J7 M, BAR OISR EARAR G ISR D, (ER BRI DA 2 [A] i 2 R 2% DA S EATT S A SR A 3R
R EAENLEI A BTG 28, A 52 PERI T 2 LB RIZ48, KR 1 X208 = 2 MR i A%
HLEIR ST EEAR o Be4h, H RTHORE 7 1 B R D BU LA AER AR (R), X T RV N 3 & AR 5
GRS AR JE DR A 2 TR B TR, A LAFE 70 P24 A o 53 05 e R 2 A

Kk, BEEMFHARKBE PR, W EEE. E AR HoAR BL 5700 BRI AW 58
w5, AT AT RN A AE S I AL A, BE D IR R A A R, SFUANE A R sk, e
SEERAEE . EUIRERERAEW S, W iais gl Eahidls. R mEnaE:L
AR, WAL S, IRAWTTOSER 5HE . S 5352 M AR R R, SmEHTaqe
BRI AL PRIE B AR AR AT 1 LUAE R 7 B AN SR S <5 2 R AW 5 K 7 LR, FE9E E
A EE. Wl S R BRI OR A § RS EEIERAM ORI R AL A fi. FIRF,  Hnoxs
SRR AE 5 BEUR AR DR AL P A o3 A 9 R, S ST 4 THD R 204 R DR A B e, e A R R 2 SR R 0
(GWAS) EBD AT, 1200 E 20 RE R GEUR, R4 FL N 207 A 38 % 50 AT S 55 /(14
3)o ULk, GG EN AR W CRISPR-Cas R 40, X LAEREN AT HE 5, GUEHTIA AR,
ZLAE ML AT RS R e it i R R BOR S

ELmEB
WAL E ZE TR R B8 5 50 H (B2023260)
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