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Abstract Research of sorghum genomes has been accelerated by the development of next—generation sequencing technologies and
bioinformatics tools and has accumulated a large amount of genomics data. This review describes the structural and sequence
characteristics of sorghum genome and discusses its evolutionary background from the perspective of comparative genomics. We also

highlight new findings obtained through exploiting the genomic information and future directions of sorghum genome research to

develop it into a dedicated biofuel crop.
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DA I v SRl A S KA A SR R B e R,
T e SRS AR P ORI RS A S VR 2 Y SRR AT R s RS
GY, RRA AR AR . Fe, HHZEFP &
Wi A, IR U R AT I ARRE, X5 A 1 7 1 A B
SRR R FHRSE A 14%~18% AT HE %, H = A0y
IR 7.5~15 t, 2T 4k R ol 40 Ik o i SR X 2k i
EREE MR - M2 PR A A S R G A
TP %) B L2 B FREIEAE Y , X B A 2 1) J b i AR
FDIH E BRI B2 2 5K & i G EEAER
R A A B A R E, TP E AR R A AR E T
AR ol g 3, e R R 194 R ) 1 R K 5919.2%10°
hm?, F2 A TP TR R PN 52 1 A4 X T e dih A v SR A
P A ) FH b 1T FR A 286.7%10° hm?, =85430 A 7 SRR IT. N 52
AR AR AR o LA R b v 3R A T T A
K AEARF R SA PRGN R T, 8L mE = ]
I 11838.5x10° t A I 53 B A I FH Ml 1) s 38 £ 7=
W1 h 573.4%10°~2637.8%10° t, -2 Jy 1075.2x10° t, A i &
o E T E20 Z BRI 84.8% 52K, PRI, Fif i e b &
BRI E Y A EE MR ANME.

1 EREFAFMAHER
1.1 REHNAFHRRER

e S AL AT A, 52 S AR R BOR A 2, 3
BB IR R E LA TEUR , A BAC SUEET Cot 3 [H 41 SCIER)
AR YA T B EST R4l 2", 3 Al Szt A% [
B TR SR R 2 Y 9 LD W Y e B s AL T
AR LA BR il Fr B A B2 22 25 M (restriction fragment length
polymorphism , RFLP )45y FEEAUARICAAL . 2355 —ok
8% % F Hulbert %627 1990 4F-4 1 58 B, AR FH k3
R0 o JF & 19 37 > RFLP 4R B X =i 3 it A ShanguiRed x
MO1051 Y PR AT L DN U oA M 17 A 283 <MY 8
A ESHE . BEEPFITRIRA , 3R s B AR 8 H |
EAVURE AN P31 B 75 B R B2 (0 i i

Rt AR 14 i Je B AT 2 R 2 Z5 AR TR AL, K
PR FARIC R R , Horb s ok i 0 2 f7 517 51
T & (simple sequence repeat, SSR) ¥ 34 F Bt K & L 5 1
(amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP) FlFifi HL § 3%
2 751 DNA (random amplification polymorphic DNA, RAPD)
FRide XL FHRicS RELPAHEL , 28 MEH 6, B R
2 FREPETAE:, R B R AEA LA T o Tao 55 UK SSR
PRICH T RS g AL P b A TR 1400 oM, 155 21
ANEBRE R AL T3 . Boivin 25006 AFLP ARiCs HIF T 5%
e L g, 22 TR 1889 oM, 114N BIREAY
WAL . T30 IR GRS Z R FARIC ] T
o B AL TR . 2002 4F, Menz S5 F 2 T 4 % RFLP . SSR
FTAFLP 3 SRR BRC A 1L B3, BEIETIE A0 75 2926 14
ICALEL AL T 10 ARSI, B ILE] 1713 M, Bowers 55"

I 18

FIFH 2512 A hric v s A E 1) 425K 1059 M st f% (&, °F
BIFRC I R 0.4 M. Bl HARN K, —Fh iR
DR 2 58 3 AR e X0 6 R 4 e 7 2 5 ME b it —— 2 b
PEFE A6 4 AR (diversity arrays technology, DArT) , W Mace
Sz 13 e Beast A% Pl
1.2 SRSEFEFRANHRR

SR B ALY, KA A s e R IT. A
RTS8 2R F AR | R 3R e FE R A — AR RER i . 3T
10 4F 8, Bifi 45 35k PR AL 7 81300 5 S AR PR BAIG , DA B SRR A A=
FESE T H AR X — 15 B 3] T AR K lesE

2009 4] , 55 [ BRI G B P 416 58 ir (DOE JGD) &
Fi 58 BT X e S Rl BTx623 KL 4L A e , 20285, LA K wi 48
T o 5 e R 2H SR FH Sanger BN , #5714 A BOA
2~3 kb 1| 108 kb (145 FoBL 132 B 7 51 SCHE , 245 8.5 15
WRME B A W ELE ST T De novo Vi, Ml it —
AR 7, NI T e KL DR 4 D B 2 SR S B, AN e o 4
TEMEFRHTEGE . B HEC IR, R AP MERC 24
FOHE) 2.1 MUAS .

BTx623 1 R 22 3 N A, HAp i 5 A A5 B
AL TE JG1 ST (1) A 4 5 R 4 I 336 phytozome e PR 3R HL . 55 3
S BN 250K, A 10 SR Bk, R/ 726 Mb, 52
33000 4~FE A, /5 5 FE P 2 AR D Re oo (A ) PR B LR 1

F1 SREREAVHETHKE

Table 1 Characteristics of sorghum genome
R TR
Gene 2856 bp
Transcript 1426 bp
Exon 267 bp
Intron 419 bp
Protein 409 aa

VE: ZXAER T http://genome jgi—psf.org/Sorbil/Sorbil.info.html.,

1.3 ZRUFHEARS|I O EREAFHTIHTE

2 AR F (next generation sequencing, NGS) £ K ) &
J&  EHESN A 2 5y S R RN Ty o 28 AT R
LG T 2005 4EJC, 2T 454 A RIHR TR T ARBERR A GA
D) (sequence by synthesis ) J5i 3k Bt (0 5 7 32, ARG
F55—1 Sanger M 77772, AT LA R SCHE 55 I 7 5508 I FEAIG
Dy A o AR Numina 5523 w4 T D07 SR W, 245
KRR = A R 1 (Bridge PCR)PV45E 5 vE , IFHER T
R AL 55 0 FH I, B8 35 PRI 20 47 0 A 5
TRAE A R RIELAG 2 I . 124 Rk, AT 4L
ARHFPE-5 2053 10471 & R FNRLG , 22 DY BT 4 A Toll
AR T T, © 28 LR LA

S5 AR P 4 R B L5 DNA KR 5L A9 & R S 0 BY
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I FEAR Y1 , LA R 3 AR PR S 430 5 i
P, 2 AR 0 S 5 AR A 8 A, AELX A5 3 5L
PEHEATE T B Wil o 0 TAERIRIFF 46 o T e
il 5 it B b DNA BE G BEHLAT W F7 5 , AR e 445
FI SR — A 100~200 bp (19 DNA % A BE, 3 # FRCh
“BLBt(reads)” . HI TREMEHLATHT, BIE b ik S B e LA 41
REOLA M, JF B EARZ (B P REAA EE S K P B A
KB Z R 5 g R AL KB L ), BRI IR
(sequencing depth)” , Qr{a] 7] FH] ik 26 4 1) S8 v B AR R AT
AT JRARAE A TR A A — > A PR

S BN P 9, i — 04 i T e e 21 2 Y
RN FHYE I . AR B, A H B F (resequencing) B 5,
T2 A A45 B 2243 i T B, AT LA e 80 ff b U0 £ 45 SNP
(single nucleotide polymorphism) FI INEDL (insertions and
deletions ) 7E A [ B PRI ZH A8 57, A 48 SR LA Y T
J& (— 5 K De novo BFHE N RIZRL 02 —) XY
AN ] it AR T DU o AR5 KA B A 2 BE L X 3 275 5
PRIZH T i X LR 2 3R (0 5317, $03) B AR it Rl B R 20 5 2
FRL A Z A Y 22 5 o X AR O7 R B0 AR AT DL — R se B
FPAR Z2 it B, 107 EL TN R S IEA TRER 19 De novo 4 , £
S AT A AR AR R B 3 T IR RO . EE I Rk A
AR AR AR A 5 R A 1 0 FH AR 3] T SR T i SRR
JH R AR T 00 3 47 35 PR 2 728 S 5 0 R PR AR 437 14 5 12
(genotyping by sequencing, GBS)™*, J it [ 3L R 241 A8 5715 B
PAZHE . XL BT LME N @ B R o b, kAT 42
FL R 2H 5B (genome wide association study, GWAS) FITEE AR5
BRI

e SR (RNA=seq ) J& 73 —FPCH FHROAI T,
HERA VAN RGP O 2188112 (IN AT, 7R3 A 58 (45
B, EBETIAE LB R IR o RNA-seq [ HEAS [ 2
JESER MU SRR A 1 RNA, LLHONBEAR 5 B cDNA I3
FTWr. 45 TR SRR A RN e R , 15— ek PR 4 DNy
AR, AIEY S, 153 LB R A L A FE s, PR
P B B LU X BB R 2 5 e AN TR TR P SE
SEASIN PP AT LLEAT — RIS, 46 P 0 57 5 FE
RIS BT U7 , BRI S A, g DX SR, R kK
V28 5 HUHR, L R R sk AR R BAE o T A AR G DX
SEARTIRE, H 4 Non—coding RNA A microRNA FAHF 57 J2: 3T
SRR

2 RREFAZHSHBRERASF
21 SREASHRERAF

VERARAEHEY) , B K AR — A B O R A 1
W AR N G RIER, R SR 2 HER CAE
Wy, W E K CHRE (Saccharumofficinarum ) (P55 (Miscanthus )
MR (Panicumvirgatum) 55 , 4 BT R4 R | [A) )@ 5 2R
J#% (Andropogoneae) , 53R B, RABHEY YL R AL TR K
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297000 J3 4R K A — R R 2 S F 4, Z 05 CoFl CAE W)
TFER A T s 3 A B R AE R ZY 1200 T3 4F Hif A — 3L [
A8, Z 5 BRI AZE T 20— UOR AR Y 42 4k
PRI 2 52 T S TRt e 3 R R L 2 AR Z [ P L A i H
JREAE S AT 0 [ AL e 73 8 T SE W 210 22K 24 500 T 4F
H™, BARZ Je HRE A Z D 1 2 YA L R 2 52 i S F 3
TR BN AR 2 DX ST R AT R B SRR R, [l
e A AT L R A A i PR A RS A i, G R R R A
AN, BB, IFORIEER A KNG 2.4 G, HREGL @A
BT 3K 2n=106~ 114" 5 AR ARAR} CAAHEY) , 52
CABE AWK R —EL , S ARAR} LB IE R 4 0 e S ™
WEJ R 5%

SR S T B R 2 e 2k TR B R B,
FA v BE TR A AR , T X 26 J B i 7 A ] B2 T R 4
ZIAIASERN ) B2 B0 . Wang SR I, FEK R R 3 & R
Gy AC IS L FB 43 KRR R TRLR e e Rk Y A2 3 A2 L E A
(nonreciprocal recombination ) IFZIR , 1M X Fb 5 2H 76 YL (G AR K
Ui FAT S R AR XM PR AR FE R TR ) A 8k,
WIFAZM0 GC % i, (X Rk P 3 A 2 RO AR | s Bt )
URBE LR 22 [] 1) 22 5, e WIS ) A A D0 2 g o sk ke i A
HEFFIRAT o

FLAH 0 3 i 3R Keller 55225 I ¥ il 2R BTx623 2E[H 21
By 257 &M, B R B & (tandem and segmental
duplication) J& P ECE AT AL B /MR EEH R, XFHER
T AL B 9Y A& B, LU B (Aegilops tauschii) . — 0 AR &
(Brachypodium distachyon ) 7K K e 5 Hh 1 S PR fofe 2 R s
PRI 5 ACRHAL , L2 T PR e SRR DR 1 ) e o 64901
ARIFFEFIR TR AR | o SR R A R v 10 T PR R A
SUHEAT ST, B2 BRI o8 L1 93 530 R 2.5% 44.1% . 12.3% Fl
28.1% , iX Wi 7 AH LG Ty A K KA SE R A8 ) 1 T/ )
i ge L
22 SREFAREFHRE

e S R AT A e s R ek Lo, G i Sz
Qe i 460 Mb, 2 5 B AL/ 639% , 3 75 T /KA 19 63
Mb, 24 5 BRI ALY 159% ; BRI A2 P 90 B A s (3R 2) o
N2 7, e S PN 2 o A 7 90 2 R A R 1, L
o i R Y 62% , I v T K R I 39.5% , (AR T R ORI
82.1%. i 2 A FE PR 20 2 it 246 40 Js T K R 3 8 52 7 41)
(long terminal repeats, LTR) 28 [ §% J& ¥, JL 7% BR P2 B2 AH >4
o FLT K, R SR BE A 2 Y LTR 28 S e+ LU Bl AH Y
o [, e BRI R 20 5 A — 5 LU B DNA 5% )31, L il
TOKFEMEKRZIE . F38b, m AL A A 3% /A 1Y
ERIKE S P81 KA L SRR K TP LTR Y B4 S
23%, 54% 1 75% AR LA K LTR [ di s 1 1E 2 BE R 211
el 35310 19.6% , 36.4%F1 14.3%", BiITESEALE R, 41
Xf T KK R, e S 0 S J8E T A1) 2 R R 2R AR
BN,
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Table 2 Repeat elements of sorghum, maize and

rice genome
AT T ; E%éﬁtt%/% :

KA fr 5 EA
Retroelement 25.78 54.52 79.44
LTR retrotransposon 23.47 54.43 75.08
non—LTR retrotransposon 1.24 0.04 0.35
DNA transposon 13.67 7.46 2.68
DNA transposon super family 7.04 4.79 0.92
MITE 5.24 1.74 0.32
Helitron 0.33 0.81 1.31
Jsgil 39.50  62.00 82.10

i BIER T LAK[42],

Jiang MR R TR R LT 23915 4K LTR J s s s
MR 672 e, TEKAE TP A 7043 42K LTR Ffl st

JAEF52 00 3] 1343 D 72 FOR A 311722 K LTR AT R
S B 424 4B FEKFE X S EE I FE GO & AR BT T
oA 0 B, TAE e 38 P U AE DNA/RNA AR LR A%
T FAFTERE IR . BOKR K LTR i st % e 7 B4~ G
TR ) 2 2207 DR A A v 1 L 81, (F 2 3 44 LTR S s
B ARG 2R X IF AR E & . TE/KAE LTR B2 v HA 36%
ik MRS 72.4% WA ik o AR 7KAE LTR JE A e
PEVERE T SR BRI, TAE B S Hh U 28 17y 1 T ) 4R B
HIREM LN o 7F R % LTR 36 K A7 812 S #ih o 2
siRNA, 171 7E 7K 75 H A 85 4>, 3% 28 siRNA & HL 5 1 i 45
AR

Sharma ZFHIFFY T3 L K KR RGN S S8R h o
22 RL J e S T I R AL, R I 22 R IX Y B T
(centromericretrotransposons , CR ) AN AESER 2 0] HAG /K F-4%
# (horizontal transfer, HT) , 3 HFfi 5T B RS T Flm g,
545 MIRTTIE B B AR, R R UK CR
JUFE R RS R IR SRR E AW CROTF T T &
o MTIAFIY LTR B i JE 1 L AE e e 1 TT A HE K
R LIS 0B 1E £ B B iR R sk e e . WA F
FFRW], TEACE AL 1% - TT 1, Route66 7 7K i Al i 32
ZIBJERLN, e St P 1 v BT R 2 AT R R BUK P A
K% F% (horizontal gene transfer, HGT) , A iEdE#M , & Ra a7
HEREYII N4 (Striga hermonthica) FRARAS T ey SERGFEA
23 SREFMATETHIIFR

Panihi %75 S B 2 rh R B T 2137 Al AR BT )
7k, Horh 40% 52 J& TN & TR B (L E A5 9 ) (Populus
L.) K FEFIA 3 (Chlamydomonas ) LU /N) , 43% 2% T2
Ze AU LA 28 A o5 Y B IR /N 33X 5 K R RUL R T
(Arabidopsis thaliana) BIE LI o TEXT N & F B 2K A5
B KA S S T (Setaria italica) JKFEFEHEEL,

Bl 20

HAT R BT E A N TR LU T ELAR AR A A 55 AL
BTN T ARG B o A A TR 1R 3 DR 7 A B 240 i
RN BB MR o PIONAN T A+T & 8RN &
T TGC/CG LW i TR BRI A5, R Ak
AT REXS N 35 BRI ES 21— 2 S

3 ERGEERAF
3.1 ERTAERMEERALEHTRHAR
RS IR KA LLG , B2 AR R o4l L
A AR AT T E DR AR OHZE TR E R L
S5 o Nelson ZPE SEE T 1 8 AKF S fai 3 A Fh 1453 3]
TSNP AE B, Bk 1 GBS Uy ikis TR & B by al ATk
Zheng “F 5 135X 2 AN SRR L ASAT S S Rl R S
53] T 145 SNP, INDEL, PAV (presence absence variation) L))
)5 CNV(copy number variation) 7E W BY 28 H A5 B o W X6 H
XA S Il PR T AT TR AN ] it el 2 S DR 2 DX,
PRI , L S AR B i oA 26 5o [) I e IR 3T 1500
AT 22 B M A AE TR 52 e SRR v SR Y R R A, G
R FES 5 THRMER S AR ME RN EYS
AR B AT 0085 N 2R DNA i 2 . X — TAE
R PR S R e v it e e X 7 B PR B 5
DA T A 25 02218 . Emma 255X 40 455 7 R ok BLRP
5 A m e P SR A BRI I 44 A S B S AP EA T T DY,
T Ao B A AR S R  AE S S U H 725 A S IR FIEY)
P RAT AR BERE Y [ 1 IR T 48 1 SR S FI e A 1A
2050 [l N SNP 1 A A A5 I, P AR BRAE Y (R 3 22 0 X A8
SERUREAR , 6 G AR P o 8 S 5 o R AR b
ol P AR SR D B AP R S 2 ) 1) SNP 43 A 25 S4B /R T s e L
FisAG PR, AT N S SR s el R DA IR 25T -

o M
¢ V""BK\ t
4 ,/"y’m\‘* \ %

J 7 (Y
' i { A Sorghum propinquum \‘ \‘ :
{Es= ) )
‘ J‘\ \ D Improved varieties 3
\ \ \\\. o 4 } §
e —t A f

E1 4840 5RHSNPELEFE AR

Fig. 1  Whole—genome distribution of SNP in 48 sorghum lines
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PN E ot T RO € S S TR N (S F =Tkl - e
10, A e S A T SR AL I [m) 5 4% R DY 2H S Y AT R
Zou ZEPH I 34184 SNPs M 1 K 1591 M, 135 101
HEPIRE 515 K15 . Bekele S5 HIXT 3 A4NHH i S A1 24 FF
S e S I AR B R A A TSNP LS i IR TE AL 5641
SEDR R i SRR TP AT, B0 0E T AT SE M . Emma 55
BT R PR LG K B 771 QTLs st i i Ao 31 &
T b, AR OR R 2 ) 1 5 NAM BRI T ABIFSE (T A AT 56
FRIBAL AL A T 23 HT SAZ 48>

B 7 SNPFRIC, B K i Be i 450 28 S Anic i i ot & i
Ko Zhang %3 52k PCR M 2238 55 7 VAT o SEBE R A 42408
514K A BegfiAs 582k A8 53 (larger—size presence/absence
variants, IsPAVs, >30 kb) , 70 HriX Bo48 S (928 5] B H o0 Aa
Fng Al ZREPE, K LR 41 8] 1sPAVs 78 H 2R BOEFE R 1 A7
TEE ] Z st Z e X PP LG 5 IsPAV 5200 (1) 3 K D fig
AHIEP, Shen 45 40 A1 & A 78 HE K (/)N i Bt PAVs (genic
small-size PAVs, gss PAVs) EEE WA T E KSR
PAV Frictist % B35 , T FH I 38 58 B 1A ) bt DRI 1) 1
SEREIR I T B LA PRIR Y QTLs 28 L4375,

PEAEA A8 H] GWAS J7 2% i S AT F R ) Hemg © 28 e
B Morris SEHEHL T 971 - A 423k i BT AN R 4Rl
PSS e S at R o D0 P 1) ik e AR 4 U M A )
THCJT A SNP A UF . 3 3o X 46 SNPs 4 B 114 42 5 PR 20
SNP [El3i , JE45 6 i 5R ahFh  b 30 Ai SOB A4 B T
TR REARZE 1 B i 5 h AR U AL RE B 1 05 =X, 5 BLLAE R
FERHHEAT T GWAS T €L T 245 i3 e bk i LA S AE TP 45
PR G A BEE SE IR . I3 A, A BIF TR IE 1% i Sk S 22 W 1%
O, DL R SR ZE SRR R A e PR A SCHR  T o

X BEZE T T LU Y i SR R 2 KT | s L AR
S SIS T BRI HE R 153 1 R AL 4 P51
FNZERE 7 S A7 2, [ o A0 3k 645 L 58 Bl T e B 3R AU S
TR B AL )AL T, 42 B R (8 AR U2 Ty
R A FH X S5 B PR IT 5] i S T SR B P, LR X
R M AR SR AR
32 BREFKTINEHAR

1R SR SR P R AR T A R A S0 AR IA Y
Ak RN A e B DR LA S e AT TR A L . ZEE AR
17 1, Dugas 2] F RNA-seq X =1 32 78 18 155 15 R0 9% iR
Jo 38 R BYFE SRASHEAT T I, U T — SRR DG BB R I |
B Sy IR DL R BE PR 42 M9 245, Johnson 25 VRI R GR35 105 A
WFFE T o SRAEFARI T 58 25 1R B G AR, iR T HE 2 7l
Joip 38 [ s A AE B, A5 5 1 T A TR 5 T 042 1) 2% 174 1y A A X
HR—HHE TS . EAYIMIEE DT T, Mizuno“F ] RNA-
seq X 15 S AL BKEIR (target leaf spot) BB T IS SEARVEAT T
WFIE, B T — S H3 T 52 55 A% [ RE R 7 1oy 8ot o o vy 2
WK, I ELWCE 1 Ay ARG PRE i P 1) TR o3 %, A1 KT
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AEMBE LA S AN & . FEAEIE IS 7 T, Jiang 55
I FH RN A—seq I )7 55 5 55007 50 o SR S AL IR T AN
I it o o SR 1) R PR 4 2 S e Lk 25 SRR

TR R e SR AT 7 0 50 1o 8 mi RN A 2 3T AR 1 5 —
Pl L5, S miRNA B3R 51 325221 FH [a] 5 56 R 7500 114
D7 ARME 2 BUB ) miRNA 0%, AR 3 9385 B R KAk 51
PR T XU A ST HERE . Calvino 2586 i wn 3 F1UkF
St AT miRNA WU, AR50 1 9 N7 Y miRNA B PR K%
FER I T A i 5 b P miRNA JE DN 6 5k 22 S0k A6 3 2
FEE R ASEM o Zhang 4558 13 0 i 25 5 miRNA T SR
AT I3AHT S R G, AT T Y 2R I8 20 B Fil miRNA
PE#E HAR LR, Katiyar Z V6 X8 57 00 0 75 B, ek 1
AW BTV, T miRNA TR T 2R T-B
3.3 ERXBEERBELSMNIZE

o SR A S B A KA N BEVRAE Y , 7E 20 tH 22 90 4FEAR Hp
HIC 2R T QTLEN FIIFFE . [ Paterson Fll Pereira S5 7F
1995 4 B YA i S A R 1~ /IS AT 1 I G B (] A 252
MEIRIEAT T QTL A9 E 27, H i . 242 3 H S A ARE At
B BRI BT A DG 8 A% A A 24 858 AT, TERE I
TEASHE Ry T, JU R A hIbE st 7 S 4288 L, Al
AN EZLR 44 QTLs #51il, 5050°K Dw1, Dw2 , D3 Fl Dwd™ ™,
Horp HA Dw3 A FEDR B 7 P s o s il D3 13 R g
it —A~ ATP 256 W G s B A, il it AR AN LA, mT LA
FEARA K R0z, (15 5 5 i 250 A A 8, DTG 52 el 25
B R ARRR ST XTI AERT R ST, R e 4
AN QTLs #5843 W2 Mal . Ma2 . Ma3 F Mad™™, 2 J5 K 2
A~ QTLs (Ma5 Fl Ma6) 8% % 72 , {H 2 H A Mal W4 il 2
SbPRR37 4 5 [ , 330 4™ DR 30 o 18 1 72 BT e JT 30 1 7
2 il e S 0 BCEAOI™, p BB PE Y QTL 2 (7 AfF 7% LA
TE = B RR SR PR v, bt Sk () A 5 )2 DA
BT BRAET 50 F R L AE 116 EEEAR . =i
FREEVER QTL B TAETF AR ¥ M 3 g 5k K AN ) sf
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Table 3  Gene list of Sorghum
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Table 4 Databases of sorghum genome
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Phytozome PR http://phytozome.jgi.doe.gov/pz/portal.html#!info?alias=Org_Sbhicolor
Gramene hgZibams http://archive.gramene.org/species/sorghum/sorghum_intro.html
Ensembl ¥R http://plants.ensembl.org/Sorghum_bicolor/Info/Index/
PlantGDB JPHNERE http://www.plantgdb.org/ShGDB/
PlantTFDB T http://www.plantgdb.org/SbhGDB/
miRBASE microRNA http://www.mirbase.org/cgi—bin/mirna_summary.pl?org=sbi
MOROKOSHI SR http://sorghum.riken.jp/morokoshi/
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