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BT AL, BRPSFEGUIK[1-3]. THFEXR, FEES
RN PTG AR, ARk SNP A ) i & A7 2
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DA S B [ i [R] 93 Y 2 i ik R A IS AR 0 SR 75 SR [13-14].
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B A [15-18]0 AHARAR A WA B = B R b A A 7
WS [17,19], 5 BN F R, 8 T B AT B
e ORI, A B £ ]S MEUSE AL, B EA TR
(AR AR B2 A R B8 1) By A 85 A7 AE [ 46 M 22 [20]

AR, T I 6 BR324 3 AR T8 i %
i, AERR RS FERRERE. 2458k, CRE
HEZFETNRF G M o MR, FEAFETERS
Wi S . (PCR) 1 77 ¥ RN AH 2% 58 4 3R 18 7 v [21 -
22]. Hrh, FETPCR Y5, Wifii PCR [23]1 41 lon
AmpliSeq [24]1%5: 5 T H s WAL B R BFE &, ERGRT&
XA IR (4 RainStorm 57 Ton Proton systems), H.
RN T REAFAE S I e 4, SECERR R 3G 7= 1)
FeAE[21]. 2 HE PCRIE ARG EARE B LA @& it —D
PETt A R MEBE[21,25]0 WAH Y T2 22 715 (W NimbleGen
A1 SureSelect) 7] LA 3R ALK (250 Kb~5 Mb) Y H A5 [X
B, R I RN A R A B R [26-28]. E AT T
50 000 AN#E ] f7 5[21,27,29], H HL.AT LU ] T /R & DNA
CUNTF 10 ng) HZ S BERREI DNAFE S, 3% — R A
TR B AR T AR 7 5 [30-31]. JHH XK T7 VLT iE
A H TR L R A XA AR 5, HAS R B XS BT A5
(10 B ) Aar 0 [21-22,30] 03X ZEBE A IR BE 1) 47 7 14 40%~
60% [26], AR P I 1 e S P A A 95 22 B vy O DN 08
S H AR AR S E B X AR T AN (15,27,
32-35].

BT, *TAEAEY), e FEFR . K
FSCAS RN R 1) 7 0 4 DR e Ao AR 1m) 2 BRI e R o AR
VR A BAERT AR T2 sh R T —Fhd: T3 2 12838 107
1% HD-Marker, 7] LATE BLE Y X 12 472 A7 o5 [R] B iEA T
LR 02, el B AR L KR 361 iE B L A AR
() RAGEME o %5 15 1 i B R A s R S MR ER R (LSP)
5 HARL S MR BT A2, Wi I A, BRI
SR, S E S FER M E . HD-Marker HiRE 4 &
T GoldenGate 3 A I fE e e R GG PEAIIN 7 & 1k
ARARH, FASIECE B 12 472 ML, BAR S IR
(it 98%) A TIHERER G 97%), X TR A4
(180 DR I ABE L ) R 43 B — P o A st A W S| i T R
SR1M, HD-Marker (R 14 BEIE A #7870 4248, LAAE M)
12 000 38 B iE AN BE i /2 A A FL B S 7R oK . PRIt AE
AWtFiE, BRI TR NI SOEE,
Z L 86 000 A7 s5, I H LA VEAL T = B 2 4
30k 56 kFI86 k) Mkwillhfe, 25HKHZL BRI T
BIEARERIRE (496%) FIFEH B % (4
96%), H FAL )43 B A AT IR AR 0.0006 KT . 4T

L e RIE TEAT R R VE R IE R, e I
HD-Marker $37 R4 52 A AR 20 A4 KA 4 R B L] 73 7Y
T A

2. 77k

2.1, REFBETT S

A B E I T A A [F] M B B R 30 R 3 R DL
(Patinopecten yessoensis) FeARMAT AREFHE N, X
SRR [ AR DRI = AN, DR R 4
AR FLLRANIE B il BRI 6 RAMA. 7E3RTS
{14 v S 5 SNP A i, 3 B g /N S5 A R AR 0 0.2~0.5
] SNP H| T HD-Marker #R£F 3£ 11 . & X5 B A SNP 7 £ 43
BT  FEE RS LSP1 I LSP2, 484615 SNP A7 £l
R HIAGEA S . LSP1 FIM 3 751>k 5 SNP 47 &
WE-22 ~ =108, LSP2FFIREH SNP A7 ) T E+5 ~ +26
fLE (SNPALKR AN 0) [36]. FREFHITFH L GCHTEN
40%~60%, B Kif R 55~65 °C, I HERES P 51 15 F A
P TEICRI AT % AT IR SR AL T BT A s 1)
LSP1 FLSP2 J7 41, & WARER 1T 75K LSP1 #1 LSP2 538 H
FF 5 LA K Nt. Alwl. Nb.BsrDI. Nt.BsmAT )45 5 14 i 1 o7
RIPHIHHTH S, TR N 126 bp M RRT 5. 5
A R B 26 [E CustomArray A 6] & . G, R4
BRSO, 2y 1. M UIAEE & R Rk

.

B, 153 LSP1 FILSP2#R4t. MBI .

2.1.1. PCRY" 1

B IR AT BRI R 200 5, SR 1, AR
60 uL: 1.8 umol - L' AR 519 (Oligo F Al
Oligo R). 0.6 mmol- L™ i 5% H IR (INTP) VR E VA -
1 x Phusion HF ZZ' ¥ F1 0.8 units Phusion =i f#E DNA K&
fiff (3&[E NEB /A ). PCR MM HN: 98 °C 30 s;
98 °C 15 s, 60 °C 10 s. 72 °C 15 s. 24 MEH; 72 °C.
5 min. W& PCRIRA 5 18 H QIAquick PCR 4fi {5
& (f8[E Qiagen AF]) 4ifk, HH 32 pL AfizK¥E/i.

2.1.2. BV AL

alifb, J5 1 P 22 IR ) V) B E V) S 4 5549 31 LSP1
MILSP2. 22 ng /=4 (£)20 pL) 1£ 60 pL & HR N #E 4T
B0 . BN 3 uL (I Nt Alwl (3% [E NEB A 7)) 1
37 °C R4 4L 3 h, #RJ5 80 °CH K% 20 min; FH 5 N A
3 uL BstDI (GEE NEBAH]), 65°CHiE 3h, 80 °CH#HK
7% 20 min. fi¢ )5 fEAA RN 4 uL Nt.BsmAI (3% [E NEB



AFD, 65°CHEHE 3h, 80 °CHUKIE 20 min.

2.1.3. WEERSr B R %

BER SR MR MR T 90 B A £V =il RS BLAN
. W%, WS (0.5 mol L' NaCl. 20 mmol L™
Tris-Cl. 1 mmol-L™" EDTA) ¥tk 50 uL %55 55 55 Fl &
B (ERENEBAFD). MfE, ¥ L2 MEET ™%
(67 wL) MANFRE T, SHEERRA 20 min. KEAVET
95 °CAF % 5 min, MEBEEIK L, {R¥FES min. FHREER
W B REER, TR B3SO BIEWE R R E T, A
Nucleotide Removal Kit (3£ [H Qiagen A &) #ifh, f#H
30 pL fEE B2 (10 mmol - L™ Tris-Cl, pH = 8.5) ¥ifiit
Ir SR ERER, TR b

2.2, ST & F P

2.2.1. B E ARG R 44 DNA 1)1l

K A 2R A B A3 7] AN 5 f DL 11 e LEH 2 4
PEIE[HZH DNA. HU3 pg BRI 20 DNA FEAS, #%H& PHOTO-
PROBE M) K bric il & (SE[E Vector Labs 24 7)) )3
PEULHA, @ SR T AR R AR

222, %8

DRORAIE B o B (R PR EAT A R A A RS, AT 5
XA IRBEAT T4k . 568 5~10 pLAEW) = bric ik A
HDNA AN EH 10 nL #EER IR R, H 50 wL [ Ultra-
HybOligo 7 22 22 i (3 [E Ambion A #]) PiFMHIR. =
RNCE S min J5, FBAER, Fid BIEW. BES, 1EMR
AN 15~30 pL H ] &R L & UltraHybOligo 4% 58 2%
MR (3 E Ambion A F]D, ZRACKAAFIN 100 pL. H I
A ik 2 BT PCRAX (£ [H Bio-Rad A 7)) 1, & &
70~30 °C [PI1R B PR 2R 1F, EATARAE, R ACIT (A1 2974 8 he

2.2.3. JEARANERE

KRB EIE, o S [2 < R KR RS R BN
(SSC) LM~ 0.5% T ke EmfReN (SDS) Lz P
Zeppil2 (2 x SSC) WBEMIIK, ERRIAER LRSS
MIREr . ARG T & AR A R CRAARFUN25 ), %
KB A E: 0.4~ 0.8 units Phusion = {12 DNA B &l (3£
[E NEB /A ). 40 ~ 80 units Taq DNA £ #:#§ (3% NEB
AT 1 mmol L™ NAD (B-HH Bk i i P2 vd — 1% 5 iR
(E£ENEB A ). 0.1 mmol-L™" dNTP fil 1 x Phusion HF
P K AT B S BRI BRI A I Bk R, 45 °C
% F 20 min, 2AJE HPEM W (10 mmol - L™ Tris-Cl,
pH = 8.5) BLukMi¥k, 5o FHWe 8 b 35 pL B i

3

R, #£95°C FN# 1 min ja, W0 =W & AR N
AR

2.2.4. SCIESI & AR

2 & HD-Marker Ml /57 3 ¢ ¥ 1) 2% 77 15[36], 50 wL (19~
WA RAHE: D&Y (430 wL)+ 0.8 units Phu-
sion (= R - DNA R4 (EENEBA#]). 0.1 wmol L™ i@
FHPCR 5%, dNTP 11 x Phusion HF ZZ ¥ . PCR %¢1f
N: 98°C 10s. 60°C20s. 72°C 10 s¥ 126 MEH,
J&i 72 °C SEAH S min.  FH 8% 5 VA J ok Mg 5k e FEL KRS DU
FEIEOIEE, PR/ R 116 bpe V1K FE 4 R0 S 3R AT
PCRY#, 75 L—LHME, PCRIGHEHNT . H
QIAquick PCR =¥ afifb ik 7% (35 H Qiagen A 7)) 4fift,
Pyarey, Ba 8 32 WL gk, 4tk )5 i =R A
Qubit #4772 &, FIH Bioanalyzer (3%[F Agilent/A#]) £
B ERE. CERESHG, £ lumina HiSeq V& L
F PE150 A5 3007

2.3, By Ab S Ay

Xt T E B i reads 1 (R1) #HATHiALE, &%F5)
B — /N B 5 SO MR EAT S5 2200 i . L BRAKT
2P, RIS NEFS A 104 LLE 3 [F) % 25
B UL S 20% [ BsE: BT & E /N T 10 P41 . SR ICH bR
R RUFTE R 50 bp FEE K2 X3 AE 92 % 7741, {81 BWA
W AF (Burrows-Wheeler Alignment tool) [38] 4% /& it &=
reads 1527 Fp 5 BEAT LS. /S 18 ) SAMtools [39] 454
H ST B 48 Dy bam SCAE IR HEST o A% Varscan 3K 4 [40] %
PR AT 3 Y, SR AW R BE R T B T 8 2%
reads, Z%N “-- min-coverage 8 --min-reads2 2 --min-var-
freq 0.01 --min-freq-for-hom 0.99—p-value 99¢-2”.

VAl HD-Marker 73 B dEff 14, 5% [A] — AN AMEREAT
LR 41 # U 7 . {4 A Next-Ultra DNA Library Prep Kit for
Hlumina (£ E NEB A w®])) WEBARRELZ L FE. CFELE
Illumina HiSeq X-Ten & #EATIF, W FEREZL 21 <. ff
FH BWA #4445 reads 5 0F 56 3 WIS H IL K4 (Gen-
Bank & 3¢5 : GCA 002113885.2) #4T Lbxf[38]. A H
Varscan F 4 [401AL s 70 B, ZH0CH “--min-coverage 3 --
min-reads2 1 --min-var-freq 0.01 --min-freq-for-hom 0.99 --p-
value 99e-2” o 14 PN B 37 3028 43 Y — B A7 e T 5
lF HD-Marker £ 55073 24 (A M o 02 s A2 55 [
KA H RKAF E # L (NCBD Sequence Read Archive
(https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra) , % 5“5 4 PRINA669118
F1PRINA669126.
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3.4

3.1 A7 pUEE XOCEME

RS B DB i 1 2 25 R R 4 AN =E & (1) SNP %
TR [41-45], DS G DABR 33 DU SR B o0 52, % vy o &
HD-Marker #EAT B ARIGAE . M 30 AN B DUAS s 1) 25300 77 44
b, RIS REF R TR T 1) SNP A7 553 2 044 6464,
BT IR L S T R SNP, W iH A s 38 5 43 A T HE PR 4H o
) = Al & R £ (30 k-plex. 56 k-plex. 86 k-plex)
(B 1« KEB45r SNP KI5 T HE K X3, 7 30 k-plex~ 56
k-plex £ 86 k-plex H' [ (5 Eb 73 7l 4 65.78%. 71.81% Fil
70.08% [ LI A EIEIST (a) Jo RTINS B S T
20 100 /MR, 78 o5 1 0F 52 ks DUBE R ZH 451 87% (1) Swis-
sprot VEREFE K A1 90% (1) GO R FE Kl . 7E 30 k-plex. 56 k-
plex #1186 k-plex & 2 H1 453> JE PR % B2 (1) SNP £ &8 1~3 4>
(B 1. AT X SNP AL A, £ 52.30%~56.12%
KB AT TFIX IR, £ 8.17%~12.24% K H 3'-/5'-UTR [X 2,
HoAth 32.06%~39.53% HIAL AR B 21 X[ B 55 A A i)
KIST (b) FIER1]e SN T EEEAN ) IE & 4 2 ] ) 3R 4y B
SE, T s E AT AUt TR 7 B S 0 BT A
B 86 k-plex £ 75 30 k-plex F1 56k-plex ) T & £7 55, 56 k-
plex .55 30 k-plex T FTH AL . FIH = A8 & AR EHD
3 SRR E G SRR, RIE 6 4 HD-Marker 3CFE
AT Mumina M 7

JF 46 12 k-plex = 2% ) HD-Marker 3 % il % 7 % [36]F
ANTE H T e B AL R AE (1186 k plex) o AHIF 7T IE
Tk 7 J4 28 1A P R BR 25 B R AR e I JE (R 4 DNA, - DL
BEREAVEY R LR A DNA R L 7K, ik T
TS A . BEIRHIK SRR, 24k R4 £ 1)
SCEE R R ERTE LS AR IEIS2) .

3.2, R SRR AN ) P
5L, 8 HD-Marker fFIHERE RV, Gt EExt 21 H

RL L UMHER X 53 A7

Fr X35 1 reads o5 b X — 8 bk B 32 52 W00 2 19 4D
43 HAE 30 k-plex 56 k-plex 1 86 k-plex )3 & Hh 3k 159 1 i
1120 M. 30 M F149 M [ reads, 7 i & reads (5 A
98.53%~99.80% (£ 2). 30 k-plex. 56 k-plex #1186 k-plex
3 A 81.24%. 79.98% F1 79.72% 1) 75 i & reads 1 LA
EExt 2 H bR X (R22). RE 530 k-plex AL, 56 k-plex
186 k-plex FHIREFPERAR (Z11%), {HEAA=ANE &5
WARABERsRE. HIK, X HD-Marker [ 3k R 4T
N, HERZEH BRI (96.65% ~ 96.94%) 1 = A &
POCIE A GR3IME), FFHAERMHAREL L
JE rhoAS I B AL R R R R, IS 97.57% H197.64%
(£3). WAk, ApfEARIER M EIREWRIRS, E
30 k-plex 156 k-plex 175 99.65% ~ 99.71% (£ 4) [FIH7 5
HREAEE S B E A . B, PR 7L R
BI¥ 51, A R AEAN ] S 2 TR A o LA B e —
Mt (FREH 2 8 ) Pearson FH 3% %08 0.92, BER
Z [8125°0.91~0.92) . H FRAL 00 IR FE S EUR AR 2~
ANEER, =ANERT DA 94.63%. 93.49%
93.24% AL fi 2 T 100 IR FERALTEE A (B 4D, IFH
T IRAL S I S FEA 52 GC & &= 521, Pearson 7 1)y Fil
790.060~0.098 UL A H )& S3)

3.3, BE[R 4 BY ZHN 3 B HERA A

AL PG T I SRR EE, R IUE I 98%
B AS: H AL s B P YR FE R T 8 (30 k-plex 56 k-plex All
86 k-plex 7 7 A 98.44%. 98.43% F198.44%) (F3).
HEL NHARE A% (97.94%~98.94%) (£ 3D,
MEASTT R 7 B A R AT VR . B8, BOREEZ
Ry RERERER, E=ABHY, A 9557%~
95.73% MIAL s HA —E o g (k3. Hik, A
[ g (Rl L, R R B — 014 95.87%~96.31%
(K. &5, SHERMFPEERMLE, =NELH
R KT 96% (£5), FBH HD-Marker £ T 5 2 2

HD-Marker SNP genotypes

Genic regions 30 k-plex 56 k-plex 86 k-plex
No. of target SNPs ~ Percentage (%) No. of target SNPs  Percentage (%) No. of target SNPs  Percentage (%)
Exon 11075 55.70 22748 56.12 31636 52.30
Intron 6375 32.06 13 806 34.06 23915 39.53
5' UTR 1339 6.73 2203 5.43 2624 4.34
3' UTR 1095 5.51 1778 4.39 2317 3.83
Total 19 884 100 40 535 100 60 492 100

No.: number.



The number of SNPs within 0.5 Mb window size

0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 Mb
Chr1 INEEE T IO (NI | I SN IE 0N SR NS ENIEE 00 T P
Chr2 I/ INEINI PEDTEN] | [DSMUI (000 [0 007 0 000 W T Y YA
Chr3 HINEN ERPRI O Y Y O I IR AmA
Chur 1 100 0 T I I D VD B W VY
Chr5 FIH I 50 NI TH N e O A e I N
Chres IR L0100 0 0 I NPT I OEE I
Chr7 1IN 11 VIS T O T 11 T TR TN N
Cheg [ 1NN IS TEIIS IEVI 1 IO Y O O N I
Chrg T 0 0 N0 A I | O BRIl i |

Chr4 O NI HEN B NN T A W OR[N0 T A 0

Chr11 11 T[0T N O 0 ) 1

Chr12{1 70000 I 1 1V 7 I EO s 9

Chr 13 B FHUMAT 00 0 N I 0 O I oy 17
Chr 14 I 'Y O 00 I Ot I i T gg
Chr 45 1 1 N O O I I 7 MRS 41
Chr1 & IR I I T 1 OO OOl il 49
Chr1 7 I 011 N0 O IR | 57
Chr18 || ISR T T TN TR [ (N 0 65
Chr1Q IEI ERERNESIH T RSl e 70

(a)

The number of SNPs within 0.5 Mb window size
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 Mb

Chri MINTW NN ITITNTHEE T EEEE R 11 0 i e
chee HIIMENIEIIEANE TN NITTEEI e w1
Ch3 L MIINTHT NN HITI TINNEEIID B (NETE o
Chrd II/HNIE TI"H I DRI N FIND NCNNED 0 0 o

Chrs IEII NN I 700 10 (TS TN N RN B e

Chrs ITHITNET TMITINENENE IO R Iry EnimeEnm

Chr7 IWENEEN 1 DEENE W0 007 N WENEN T 0 DI 0O 010 I TN

Cheg I ITEMMNININNNIEIN NI EN D ONI] 0N BN ran

Cheo TN WET EENET N EIVENIEN DEml

Chrio UHNTEININ I DI N EINIE NI NIT B

Chrit I FITIRTE AW 1 007 FUNNIT WEN EECT R0

Chriz D THIIIINN T IIMEI TTIENIIIE BN

Chei3 M DN DIV DTN TN ENUI T o m

Chr14 ITHREE THE T 00 (0N NSl S RO N

Chr1s Il INIEIEIND INIECIEIE T Inremn

Chrie ENII T HEIIN I 1710 T NI 0 (S

Chr17 [INEINIE ¥ SN 000 "V 7 |

Chr1g | TN NI NI T "0 (IS0

Chrig HINI ITH N TN TIrmee

(b)

The number of SNPs within 0.5 Mb window size
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 Mb

Chri 1 THll WINNIEININE N loEnnnn
Ch2 DNEI WEINIEN ENEE 'NE TI'ET N0E W BET T Em
Ch3 M THENITENTINE 1'HED N NI T i
Chd I R HN I T ENUNIININEE T ' 1 /W] EEa
CheSTIIEIT "B T 7 1THNIENEE NI fIIImEmEm a1
Chs[I'HININN NI "INONETIE 'DEEETE i

Chi7 i Il BNIN I "W "ENI NN N
Chrd | IIEE TIHIENI NI B NI MEEEI

Chro IHNTEN NI N ININ N TENINE T 1imeran

ChriO/MINL " HNIN DEN NI I Imlwn

Chr11 HINTINETE HIEEE I''1' W HIif@EIfnienr

Chri2 IINIH 'H HIIEI My m

Chri3/l TN I TNENNT 91 O e oam

Chrid[HEII 11/ OH Wi Ba mimam o

ChrisIHNEIRID TITTHINEN WEElEE I EIm

Chric HIEEIN ITINNIEN | INUININEIIN
Chri7lMITHINE BN WIrym1

Chrigll’ HINHII "THNI NN Il N

Chrigl MTHMENITNNIN TN U TH1)

(c)
B 1. =/ MBS SNP A7 s SR04« (a) 30 k-plex; (b) 56 k-plex; (c¢) 86 k-plex.




6

R2 T reads 5 B AR x5

Technical Read processing Aligned to target regions
Multiplex level )
replicate Raw reads (M) HQreads (M)  Efficiency (%) Ave. efficiency (%)  Aligned reads (M) Efficiency® (%) Ave. efficiency (%)
30230 Replicate 1 20,31 20.01 98.53 98.58 16.05 80.24 81.24
Replicate 2 20,57 20.28 98.63 16.68 82.24
56 445 Replicate 1~ 33.58 33.36 99.34 98.94 26.89 80.62 79.98
Replicate 2 33.40 3291 98.53 26.11 79.34
86 025 Replicate 1 49.93 49.83 99.80 99.79 39.93 80.13 79.72
Replicate 2 49.52 49.40 99.77 39.18 79.31

* Mapping efficiency was calculated by the number of aligned reads divided by the total number of HQ reads.

Ave.: average; M: millions; Rep: replicate.

N
o
fe
h\-

B2, =8N SNP AL B F IR i . TERTA B4 FEE AR IR (96%~98%) MBS FE . (a) 30 k-plexs (b) 56 k-plex.

(¢) 86 k-plexs

R3 fnl R HERU SR TG
Loci detection Genotype calling Concordance between replicates
Multiplex . - -
Replicate ~ Rate Ave. rate . Rate Ave. rate Common Common Consistent  Consistent rate
level No. of loci No. of loci . .
(%) (%) (%) (%) detected calling genotyping (%)
30230 Repl 28 950 95.77 96.81 28 354 97.94 98.44 28 864 28172 26923 95.57
Rep2 29 582 97.86 29 269 98.94
56 445 Repl 54 694 96.90 96.65 53 879 98.51 98.43 53712 52434 50 195 95.73
Rep2 54 411 96.40 53517 98.36
86 025 Repl 84 260 97.95 96.94 83354 98.92 98.44 82272 80 347 76 894 95.70
Rep2 82523 95.93 80 841 97.96




R4 RFREZ I SNP (1M 4 A4

For 30k common loci

For 56k common loci

Common Consistent Common Consistent
30 k-plex 56 k-plex 86 k-plex ) 56 k-plex 86 k-plex N
(percentage ) (percentage °) (percentage ) (percentage °)
Detected 29 582 29072 29 533 28970 (99.65%) — 54 694 55439 54537 (99.711%) —
Calling 29 269 28 597 29 159 28396 (99.30%) 27 222 (95.87%) 53879 54 825 53549 (99.39%) 51574 (96.31%)

“Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of loci that were commonly detected or called across multiplex levels by the number of loci that were detected

or called in the lowest multiplex levels (30 230 or 56 445).

® Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of consistently genotyped loci by the number of commonly called loci across multiplex levels.
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FRREE— SR (RORE R 2 - 280,92, ZEJLFIRI 70915k

0.92).

PR B SR R 4 B 2 o 388 24 A A s B R 4l
EER AL il VT S D P v e 72 ST S VAR A 2 ol
RIMAEFT A EH N IRA A AW — B %8 it 96.29%
(X5, I BAEAFERN)EZRG ARG TR SEAL
SRR FE LU T 0.5, Al Ao s 1) 25 7 22 R VR 5 L 43
Birt1 ("5,

3.4, A HT

NG A AR W B AE W&, RREIF &
MNEGOKFIEARE LI, REHTHRE . =48
FACET, BEEN PRI, A aRHR, i
PLR oy B HER Ve S T 0 2 B, BE S E R 6. TEF
& W5 PP 25040 3G 0, & AN FR AR IR T R M 2 2 AR
(F6). 2430 k-plex. 56 k-plex 186 k-plex f1il] |7 reads 4}

RS ST HE R F R PR 2 A5 SRR

FHEFE] S M (MARZE million, FFED. 10 MA113.5 M,
PR H RIEBIAT, 45 95.8% ~ 96.5% [KIAL 5 AT LA AS:
H (E6 . fEHRENFET, 30 k-plexs 56 k-plex fll
86 k-plex [ 5 [K 73 4 #E 7 22 53 30l W] 38 2] 96.40% 96.01%
H196.15%. I8 HlAE 43 B AT LA B AE B 0 7 & R AL AR
(ARG H 28 A2 TR I 55, DT A B30 o b7 s A7 356
DRl 73 B BT 8 P e /N P R 88, B P 7 s R HE 3 T
PECA R AT I A o 3 — 20l % N AN [RIRE A AR (1) ik
R BYRA CELAERET G e SCEHI & R A« 7F
FET R R EE ol e A SR & B P& R, 30 k-plex 56 k-
plex 186 k-plex FJHFMEA ) A< 73 73 4 29.4~92.1 £ 75
44.1~106.7 FE e H158.5~121.2 0 (R6). Ih4h, HTHE
KIFEA R AT DL FH A PEAAE F I3RS iiAS, DRI &
FEARSE RIIGIN,  BREARI LA S AR B 2 B anE
86 k-plex T, X T 100 NFEA ML, HFEA K A A
121.20 70, HFEARREY KH 1000 N FEARBLRS, BEE
A RA N 6423 3270 (K 6), TMAE 10 000 4N FF A AR A%
i, 86 000 E 4% T HLA7 A ARk P 73 B e A T LAIC 22 0.0006
% JCo

4. 343

B 1) B R BB AR R A M H A% AR e A LT A
SRR T AR AR, DU R e A S 30 OR RIS BB A7 5
CHn0s BB TN s B BUR A Bha M. H Al
C A (R ) e R 23 B B RAF A — e SR PR, i, JE T
PCR #1779 (W4 PCR Al AmpliSeq) W GEXT # T~z

7N Be

HD-Marker SNP genotypes

Resequencing-

30 k-plex 56 k-plex 86 k-plex
based genotype

Same Different ~ Validation rate (%) Same  Different  Validation rate (%) Same Different Validation rate (%)
Homozygote 13652 510 96.40 24735 1021 96.04 36413 1755 95.40
Heterozygote 11379 406 96.55 22034 849 96.29 34926 1039 97.11
Total 25031 916 96.47 46769 1870 96.16 71339 2794 96.23
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El6. ANFEWTE MR HRE, o LERRBEMENL. T
30 k-plex (a). 56 k-plex (b). 86 k-plex (c), A f4% H 73 HI7E 5 M,
10 M A113.5 M reads I 3E B AN, S AR I0 P FE T J25 D6 23 284 e f 6 - 3l
996.40%. 96.01% F196.15%.

RHEAT 43 T [21,25]; BE T A A BT vk (A
fymetrix [E51)) 75 B = 158 1 AR [5,46]; I8 —JE XK
FFRALAR (40 Agilent SureSelect) %1% 5 k1) 5k PR 2H [X 42

R6  F T AR AU LR 43 B A

9

TR ASEE B BAANT 5 [21-22] Tllumina f GoldenGate $%
R THR&Z E@EER S EARES, 02—
A 1R AL &5 B T 2 [47-50]. {2 5% 9111 Golden-
Gate Fr B A 75 B4 26 hR 1 5142 A SR IR R AR A
WH. TERTHABE LA, K iZioR 5 ol &y -7 & 4 45
A, AT LUSEE B B 12 000 AN 7 A5 ) R IS HE ) 4
#[36].

AW TR T — Pk e 8 & ) HD-Marker J77%, @it
(F A8 BT AT W2k 2 B R bR ic (25 K 20 DNA, DL 1 %
REF AN E bric (3L N 41 DNA BC L &5 7 20, Atk 17 2%
RS A, SEI B N 86 000 M7 A A HE [ 43 B, HETT
S 4 BRI EE ) 78 T . d 53K 1llumina GoldenGate 33 A Al
J54 i) HD-Marker 52 R 43 5il5& T+ 1 27 50 6 fir o AT TE
FrbE . AR, Btk JEDNAY E I DR AER TS
[l 78 43 %2 iE T HD-Marker /£ A [A] & 2 7K *F (30 k-plex
56 k-plex 1186 k-plex) T fyfaf@ - tERE . 5 H A+
THI IR T H AR R 1 (49 52%~57%) #iLk, HD-
Marker I H T = I EEAR R 1% (79.72%~81.24%) [26].
FA T T, 30 k-plex %] 86 k-plex [ 4HEANFEA N 20~121
TG, SRS ER B AR, RORFEK T 40%~
60% [53]. BbAb, 53R ENF P S ArfEA L, HD-
Marker 3% I H 5 =1 (0 36 DR 4y B HERf . (BT A R 2R A
SRR T 96%) « RN KRBT R, =%
JE£ 1) SNP AT Bl 78 o B0 A3 [l R e AN P i (51, ]
1 2 D) 2L 30 43 1) OO A A PR [52], IR oHb O v M 3 1 DA R
XA A S IR ORI R AR R AR R e B R oK. J54E
A WU S (1 4 T T DL pE G I VR A 2 1 86 k-plex FR T4
RSB, 2 0k B 5 R AR A SRR . AR AT
11, 86 0004~ SNP A7 il (I BRET LT 3 BEET X HF A4 o 1 4 A,
AR AR R AT R RIS T B S [ 3 A7 B T
30N EE I P HHE D, T B SN AR R AR A AR

No. of targeted loci

30 k-plex 56 k-plex 86 k-plex
No. of samples
per sample per genotype per sample per genotype per sample per genotype
(USD) (USD) (USD) (USD) (USD) (USD)
100 92.07 0.0031 106.74 0.0019 121.20 0.0014
(81.28/10.79) (0.0027/0.0004) (85.16/21.58) (0.0015/0.0004) (92.07/29.13) (0.0011/0.0003)
1000 35.10 0.0012 49.78 0.0009 64.23 0.0007
(24.31/10.79) (0.0008/0.0004) (28.20/21.58) (0.0005/0.0004) (35.10/29.13) (0.0004/0.0003)
10 000 29.40 0.0010 44.08 0.0008 58.53 0.0006
(18.61/10.79) (0.0006/0.0004) (22.50/21.58) (0.0004/0.0004) (29.40/29.13) (0.0003/0.0003)

The estimated costs (USD) include both library preparation and NGS sequencing (optimal sequencing determined by rarefaction analysis; see Fig. 6; separate

costs are shown in brackets (library preparation/Illumina sequencing); probe costs are calculated based on array-synthesized probes).
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BN HE A /M7 7% . HD-Marker 2 235 Mo 300y 74
VI SEI e, R RRARR & ST A ES, T H 5 TIF
JE . ZHARE ARG EARR OB R T RO RIS
PE, WFFEN A TT DR 75 B £ A R S 40 AR E T it DL E
AR R R @, PUEERSF 2 X REES
Folt N FH o ) B 3 fﬁ@DmF@%@%\ﬁﬁﬁwm%
D3+ AR G B DA S R R e B N I, F 7 N 0
A5 [) T 308 32 O = B A S [54],  PAER m bRl o dT A
FEo BbAk, WTLLE R B R S S R A T H R &
H[55-56], IXAEAT LALEA G0 BAS IR 1 L T 2 3 3 e A
EEH, ERARAK. DA R, M
500~2000 ™ 5 PR fi 2 ISR IKT SNP A st fide 55 DRT ZH T
TN Aff 1 5 A P A AL s A 2, B 2 B B G S 4
Watk[57]. AERXNEHIKT, HD-Marker J7 3% ) AL A %
LT 1076 1ERN—Fhma. S5 ERAL R/ UK,
i 1 18 £ (1) HD-Marker BRGSO JERBE AL . AE
ARG R EE S T A

i RS AEEAT L PASR

L

AW AF 3 E K 3R R A S T H (32130107,
3mm%3mmmxzﬂ$M%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁa
(SKJC-KJ-2019KYO01)  [H 5 BAC A P H AR A £ L 1L 2R
AR HEIHE.

Compliance with ethics guidelines

An early version of HD-Marker has been granted a
Chinese patent (ZL201310549040.7). Pingping Liu, Jia
Lv, Cen Ma, Tianqi Zhang, Xiaowen Huang, Zhihui Yang,
Lingling Zhang, Jingjie Hu, Shi Wang, and Zhenmin Bao
declare that they have no other conflict of interest or finan-

cial conflicts to disclose.

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2021.07.027.
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