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Abstract

Background: The ability of grass species to adapt to various habitats is attributed to the dynamic nature of their
genomes, which have been shaped by multiple rounds of ancient and recent polyploidization. To gain a better
understanding of the nature and extent of variation in functionally relevant regions of a polyploid genome, we
developed a sequence capture assay to compare exonic sequences of allotetraploid wheat accessions.

Results: A sequence capture assay was designed for the targeted re-sequencing of 3.5 Mb exon regions that
surveyed a total of 3,497 genes from allotetraploid wheat. These data were used to describe SNPs, copy number
variation and homoeologous sequence divergence in coding regions. A procedure for variant discovery in the
polyploid genome was developed and experimentally validated. About 1% and 24% of discovered SNPs were loss-
of-function and non-synonymous mutations, respectively. Under-representation of replacement mutations was
identified in several groups of genes involved in translation and metabolism. Gene duplications were predominant
in a cultivated wheat accession, while more gene deletions than duplications were identified in wild wheat.

Conclusions: We demonstrate that, even though the level of sequence similarity between targeted polyploid
genomes and capture baits can bias enrichment efficiency, exon capture is a powerful approach for variant
discovery in polyploids. Our results suggest that allopolyploid wheat can accumulate new variation in coding
regions at a high rate. This process has the potential to broaden functional diversity and generate new phenotypic
variation that eventually can play a critical role in the origin of new adaptations and important agronomic traits.

Background
Comparative analysis of grass genomes reveals a com-
plex history and the dynamic nature of their evolution,
which, to a large extent, has been shaped by ancient
whole genome duplication (WGD) events followed by
lineage-specific structural modifications [1]. In addition
to ancient WGD, many lineages of grass species have
undergone more recent genome duplications. It is
hypothesized that WGD played an important role in the
evolutionary success of angiosperms, providing opportu-
nities for diversification of their gene repertoire [2].
Functional redundancy created by such duplication
events can facilitate the origin of new gene functions
through the processes of neo- and subfunctionalization.
For example, evidence of ancestral function partitioning

between ancient gene duplications was found in Poaceae
[3,4]. In recent polyploids, transcriptional neo- and sub-
functionalization [5,6] and tissue- and development-
dependent regulation were demonstrated for duplicated
genes [7-9]. These evolutionary processes can rapidly
generate novel variation that allows for the diversifica-
tion of grass species. The adaptive role of WGD is con-
sistent with observations that, in the evolutionary
history of many taxa, WGD often coincides with
increased species richness and the evolution of novel
adaptations [10,11].
Wheat is a recently domesticated, young allopolyploid

species that originated in the Fertile Crescent. In addi-
tion to ancient WGD shared by all members of the Poa-
ceae family [12], wheat has undergone two rounds of
WGD in its recent evolutionary history. The first, hybri-
dization of the diploid ancestors of the wheat A and B
genomes, which radiated from their common ancestor
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about 2.7 million years ago, occurred 0.36 to 0.5 million
years ago [13,14], resulting in the origin of the wild tet-
raploid wheat Triticum dicoccoides [15,16]. According to
archeological records, the origin of domesticated tetra-
ploid wheat, Triticum turgidum ssp. dicoccum, occurred
about 8,000 years ago [17] and coincided with the origin
of hexaploid bread wheat, Triticum aestivum (genome
formula AABBDD). Domesticated forms of wheat
demonstrate an incredible level of phenotypic diversity
and the ability to adapt to various habitats. Even though
the genetic basis of wheat adaptability is not completely
understood, it most likely can be attributed to the plasti-
city of the polyploid genome [6,18].
The complexity and large size of the wheat genome

(16 Gb for hexaploid wheat) has significantly delayed its
detailed analysis. While recent studies have made pro-
gress in providing new insights into the dynamic nature
of wheat genome evolution [19-24], analysis of molecu-
lar variation in coding sequences has received little
attention. Comparative sequencing of a limited number
of regions in the wheat genome revealed that some of
the genes duplicated via polyploidy retained uninter-
rupted ORFs [21,25,26] whereas others were deleted or
non-functionalized by transposon insertions or prema-
ture in-frame stop codon mutations [21,27]. Many of
these mutations are associated with post-polyploidiza-
tion events, which is suggestive of significant accelera-
tion of evolutionary processes in the polyploid wheat
genome [14,23]. To gain a better understanding of the
global patterns of inter-genomic and intra-species cod-
ing sequence divergence and its impact on gene func-
tion, large-scale characterization of exonic sequences
and gene copy number variation (CNV) in the wheat
genome is required.
Although next-generation sequencing instruments are

now capable of producing large quantities of data at low
cost, complete genome sequencing of multiple indivi-
duals in species with large genomes is still too expensive
and computationally challenging. In this vein,
approaches have been developed that focus analysis on
low copy non-repetitive targets. Such targets have been
obtained by sequencing transcriptomes [28,29] or
reduced representation genomic libraries [30,31].
Recently developed methods of sequence capture use
long oligonucleotide baits for enrichment of shotgun
genomic libraries with the sequences of interest [32-34].
These types of captures can be performed using solid-
or liquid-phase hybridization assays [34,35]. Perfor-
mance metrics of these two approaches have been
shown to be quite similar [36]. However, the liquid-
phase assay allows for a high level of multiplexing
through the use of liquid-handling robotics. Integrated
with next-generation sequencing, capture methodologies
have shown high reproducibility and target specificity

and have been effectively used for large-scale variant
discovery in the human genome [37]. Fu et al. [38] pre-
sented the potential of array-based sequence capture in
maize by discovering 2,500 high-quality SNPs between
the reference accessions B73 and Mo17 in a 2.2-Mb
region. More recently, the application of whole exome
capture in soybean was used to identify CNV between
individuals [39]. However, sequence capture has not yet
been tested for the analysis of genetic variation in large
polyploid genomes like that of wheat.
Here, we used a liquid-phase targeted exon re-sequen-

cing approach to catalogue inter-genomic divergence,
nucleotide sequence polymorphism, gene CNV and pre-
sence/absence polymorphisms (PAVs) between one cul-
tivated and one wild tetraploid wheat accession. First,
we evaluated the impact of polyploidy and intra-geno-
mic gene duplications on the efficiency of variant dis-
covery in the wheat genome by empirically validating
identified variable sites. Using the overall depth of read
coverage across genes and the depth of read coverage at
variable sites, we were able to detect gene CNV result-
ing from gene deletions or duplications. Finally, we used
the identified cases of gene CNV, gene sequence diver-
gence and polymorphism to estimate the extent of
genetic differentiation in coding regions between culti-
vated and wild tetraploid wheat, assess the potential
impact of discovered mutations on gene function and
biological pathways and gain a better understanding of
evolutionary forces that shaped patterns of divergence
and variation across the wheat genome.

Results
Specificity and uniformity of alignment
A total of 3.5 Mb of target sequence (3,497 cDNAs),
represented by 134 kb of 5’ UTR, 2,175 kb of coding
and 1,160 kb of 3’ UTR sequences, was captured from
pooled samples from tetraploid wild emmer T. dicoc-
coides (Td) and cultivated durum wheat T. durum cv.
Langdon (Ld) using liquid-phase hybridization and
sequenced. Illumina reads were mapped to a reference
prepared from full-length cDNA (FlcDNA) sequences.
To increase the proportion of reads mappable to the
cDNA reference, an additional data pre-processing step
was incorporated to remove off-target intronic
sequences. Introns were removed by iterating the align-
ment process and trimming unaligned reads by one
nucleotide after each step, each time maintaining a
minimal 30-bp read length.
After removal of intronic regions, homogeneity and

depth of target coverage was significantly improved
(Additional file 1). More than 60% of reads (383 Mb)
were aligned to the reference sequence, which is 12%
higher than that obtained for non-trimmed reads (Addi-
tional file 2). The median depth of coverage (MDC)
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increased to 13 reads per base, with 92% of targets cov-
ered by at least one read and 583 targets covered com-
pletely. Out of 3,497 FlcDNAs, 2,273 had a MDC of at
least 10 reads per base. The MDC for the genomic
regions included in the assay (GPC locus, 43 kb) was 19
for genic regions (5’ UTR, exons, introns, 3’ UTR). As
the targeted genes represent about 0.035% of the tetra-
ploid wheat genome, we achieved about 2,900-fold
enrichment of the target sequences in the captured
DNA.
In addition to reads that cannot be mapped to the

cDNA reference in our experiment due to the presence
of intronic sequences, previous studies showed that a
significant fraction of unalignable reads can result from
captures including off-target sequences or sequences
that cannot be uniquely aligned to a genome [40]. In
our study, the use of a genomic reference sequence
from the GPC locus and the entire sequence of
FlcDNAs (not just the 1,000 bp from the 3’ end)
resulted in a 1.4% (compared to the total number of
aligned reads) increase in the number of reads mapped
to the reference (5.5 Mb more), with the MDC progres-
sively decreasing and reaching zero around 100 bp away
from the target borders (Additional file 3). Moreover,
around 7% (1.2 millions) of reads were not included in
the alignment because of ambiguous mapping positions.
Together, these data suggest that a significant portion of
unaligned reads in our assay were due to the presence
of hybrid (introns/exons or off-target/in-target) or non-
unique reads.
Adaptor tagging sequences were used to separate

reads generated from the Td and Ld libraries pooled
together prior to sequence capture. The number of
reads aligned to the reference sequences was 5.9 Mbp
for Ld and 4.6 Mbp for Td, resulting in 3.1 Mbp (88%)
of target sequence in Ld and 2.8 Mbp (79%) of target
sequence in Td covered by at least one read (Additional
file 2). Moreover, 65% of targets were covered by at
least two reads in both wheat lines. The uniformity of
target coverage obtained for Td and Ld was compared
by plotting the cumulative distribution of non-normal-
ized and normalized log10 mean coverage (Figure 1).
The mean coverage was calculated for each individual
cDNA target by dividing the coverage at each base by
the total length of a cDNA target. The normalization
was performed by dividing coverage at each base by the
mean coverage per base across all targets. For targeted
sequences we estimated the proportion of bases having
coverage equal to or lower than the values indicated on
the x-axis in Figure 1. The difference in coverage level
between Ld and Td was mostly caused by the larger
number of reads generated for Ld rather than sample-
specific differences, thus suggesting that targets in both
Ld and Td genomes were captured with a similar

efficiency. These results are consistent with studies
showing that variation in the depth of coverage among
samples is not stochastic; rather, depth of coverage is
mostly determined by the physicochemical properties of
the baits [34]. Therefore, the pooling strategy applied in
our study is an efficient approach for increasing the
throughput of targeted re-sequencing experiments.

Factors determining sequence capture assay efficiency in
the wheat genome
Factors that govern the uniformity of coverage are criti-
cal to improving capture efficiency. The quality of a set
of baits was assessed according to three parameters:
consistency, sensitivity and complexity. Consistency
relies on homogeneity of the set of baits in the capture
assay, whereas sensitivity determines the bait’s capacity
to form secondary structure. Complexity refers to the
abundance of a bait sequence in the capture sample.
Bait GC content and melting temperature (Tm) were
calculated to assess the consistency of a pool of baits in
the capture assay. The sensitivity of capture baits was
estimated by calculating their minimum folding energy
(PMFE), hybridization folding energy (PHFE), hairpin
score and dimer score. The complexity of the assay was
evaluated by comparing the frequency distribution of k-
mers (k = 32) in targeted sequences with that of the
entire wheat genome. Each of these parameters was
compared with the MDC obtained for each of the
47,875 2× tiled baits (Additional file 4).
As expected, the bait GC content and melting tem-

peratures Tm1 and Tm2 showed similar MDC distribu-
tion. Capture efficiency reached a maximum at 53% GC
content, Tm1 = 79°C and Tm2 = 100°C (Additional file
4). Optimal coverage was observed for baits having a
GC content ranging from 35% to 65%, which is in the
same range reported previously for liquid-phase capture
assay [34]. The hairpin score showed a weak effect on
bait MDC compared to that of the dimer score, PHFE
and PMFE (Additional file 4). The abundance of bait
sequence in the wheat genome showed a strong positive
correlation with target MDC, explaining 50% of
observed MDC variation.
The presence of repetitive sequences in the capture

assay resulted in non-homogeneous coverage of a small
fraction of the target sequences. The observed MDC of
13 reads per base was significantly lower than the
expected MDC (109 reads per base) estimated from the
total number of reads and length of targeted sequences.
The nature of highly abundant targets was determined
by comparing target sequences with databases of known
repetitive elements. A total of 87 FlcDNAs in the cap-
ture assay showed varying degrees of similarity to trans-
posable elements (TEs) present in the databases (data
not shown). The reads covering these targets
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represented about 37% of all generated reads. Appar-
ently, the FlcDNA database TriFLDB contains cDNAs
either originating from or containing insertions of TEs
and other low complexity sequences, which resulted in a
lowering of the expected target coverage. The frequency
of sequences similar to the class II TE family (51%) was
higher in the capture targets than that of sequences
similar to the class I TE family (38%). Among repetitive
targets showing similarity to TEs, no significant differ-
ences in the depth of coverage were observed between
Ld and Td. A total of 21 high-coverage (maximum cov-
erage > 500 reads) FlcDNA targets showed no hits to
known TEs. Three of these targets corresponded to
ribosomal protein genes, eight contained simple
sequence repeats and five corresponded to multigene
families. The remaining five targets may represent new
TE families. Most of these repetitive targets contain k-
mers highly abundant in the wheat genome, which
demonstrates that the k-mer index is an efficient tool
for filtering high-copy targets in complex genomes.
Therefore, in addition to screening against the databases
of known TEs, the usage of k-mer frequency screening
to remove highly abundant targets in genomes should
be considered for designing an optimized capture assay.
Two levels of target tiling, 1× and 2×, were compared

to investigate the effect of tiling level on target capture
efficiency. Different regions of the GPC locus were tiled
with a set of non-overlapping (1× tiling) or overlapping

baits. The 2× tiled targets showed higher depth of cov-
erage compared to 1× tiled targets (Additional file 5).
An MDC of 28.5 reads was obtained for 90% of the 1×
tiled target bases whereas the MDC obtained for 2×
tiled targets was 42.5 reads. Moreover, an increased
level of tiling also resulted in more homogeneous target
coverage (Additional file 5). However, even though 2×
tiled targets were captured more efficiently than 1× tiled
targets, the latter tiling strategy is more cost-efficient for
targeting a large number of regions in a single capture
reaction. By combining different parameters (thermody-
namics of bait features, k-mer frequency index and tiling
strategy) it is possible to optimize the design of a cap-
ture assay to efficiently target a large number of ‘high-
value’ regions in the wheat genome.

Genotype calling in the tetraploid wheat genome
Short read sequencing technologies are less suitable for
reconstructing haplotypes of each individual wheat gen-
ome. In our alignments, Illumina reads from homoeolo-
gous or paralogous copies of a gene can be mapped to
the same region of the reference sequence. Thus, the
primary challenge for variant discovery in these complex
alignments was distinguishing allelic variation between
lines (henceforth, SNPs) from sequence divergence
between the wheat genomes (henceforth, genome-speci-
fic sites (GSSs)) (Figure 2a). If only one polyploid wheat
line is considered, a variable site cannot be classified as
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a GSS or SNP until it is compared with the sequence of
the same genomic region from another wheat line. For
that reason we defined sites with two nucleotide variants
within a single wheat line as intra-species variable sites
(IVSs). Then, according to our definition, GSSs should
have IVSs present in both Ld and Td, whereas the char-
acteristic features of SNP sites will be the presence of
an IVS in one of the two wheat lines (A and G in Figure
2a) and a monomorphism for one of the variants in
another line (G in Figure 2a). Patterns of variation in
polyploid alignments are further complicated by intra-
genomic gene duplications due to paralog-specific muta-
tions accumulated in duplicated genes (excluding genes
duplicated via polyploidization).
One of the possible sources of errors in genotype call-

ing in polyploid alignments is failure to sequence one of
the variants at an IVS. We estimated the theoretically
expected probability of not recovering both variants at an
IVS due to chance alone by assuming equal frequencies
of each variant in a sample of sequence reads. If coverage
depth at a particular IVS is Poisson distributed with para-
meter l, the probability of sequencing only one of the
two variants is p (one variant | l) = 2exp(-l). Then, the
probability of obtaining T sites where we failed to recover
a second variant in the Td and Ld genomes can be
approximately calculated using the formula:

p (T) = 2× p (one variant|λ) × t

where t = 0.02 × 3.5 × 106 is the expected number of
mutations in all target sequences assuming 2% diver-
gence between the wheat genomes in coding regions
[26]. Using the experimentally obtained mean read cov-
erage (l = 13) for single copy targets, the estimate of T
is 0.3 false positive variants in 3.5 × 106 bp of target
sequence.
In order to identify SNPs and reduce the number of

false positives after genotype calling, we applied several
post-processing filters. Filtering parameters were deter-
mined by analyzing Sanger re-sequencing data obtained
for a subset of gene loci targeted by the capture assay.
The following filtering steps were used. First, variable
sites present in genes showing unusually high depth of
coverage were excluded due to possible alignment of
duplicated copies of genes or repetitive elements. The
cut-off MDC value was based on the 99th percentile of
MDC distribution calculated for gene targets that
showed similarity to single copy wheat ESTs mapped to
the wheat deletion bins [41]. Out of 3,497 genes, 57
with a MDC higher than or equal to 61× (the cutoff
MDC value) were filtered out. Second, a minimum cov-
erage threshold of eight reads per base was applied to
call a site monomorphic in one of the wheat lines when
another line had an IVS (SNP site according to Figure
2a). Third, an experimentally defined threshold was
applied to the ratio of variant coverage at an IVS calcu-
lated as the log2 ratio of the number of reads covering
one variant relative to that of another variant. This filter
was used to remove IVSs due to the alignment of para-
logous copies of genes and was based on the following
assumptions: the ratio of variant coverage at an IVS for
single-copy genes assuming equal efficiency of capturing
A and B genome targets is similar; and alignment of
paralogous sequences will produce a coverage ratio
deviating from the expected 1:1 ratio. However, due to
variation in probe capture efficiency and stringency of
alignment, we expected some deviation from a 1:1 cov-
erage ratio even for single-copy genes and empirically
estimated upper and lower thresholds of variant cover-
age at an IVS in a selected set of single-copy genes
(described below). IVSs producing a coverage ratio out-
side of this estimated range were discarded.
To determine the confidence intervals of variant cov-

erage deviation at IVSs, we calculated the distribution of
coverage depth log2 ratio in a set of 20 randomly
selected single-copy genes. Only those variable sites that
have at least one read representing each variant in Ld
and/or Td were included. According to genotype calling
in sequence capture alignments, these 20 genes con-
tained 286 and 309 variable sites in Ld and Td, respec-
tively. Sanger sequencing recovered only 132 IVSs in Ld
and 131 in Td (true IVSs), whereas the remaining sites
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turned out to be monomorphic (false IVSs). One of the
most likely explanations for the presence of false IVSs is
the alignment of diverged paralogous copies of genes.
For each of the true and false IVS datasets, we calcu-
lated the log2 ratio of the coverage depth for a variant
that matched the reference nucleotide base to the num-
ber of reads matching the alternative variant (Figure 3a).
The log2 ratio distributions showed a very clear differ-
ence with a peak around 1 for true IVSs and a peak
around 4 for other variable sites, suggesting that the
log2 variant coverage ratio can effectively discriminate
these two types of variation. The upper log2 ratio
thresholds for true IVSs were set to 1.6 and 1.0 for Ld
and Td, respectively. These values of log2 ratio should
maintain the false IVS discovery rate below 5%, which is
defined as the proportion of sites that appear as IVSs in
sequence capture data but fail validation by Sanger re-
sequencing.
The log2 ratio distribution at true IVSs also demon-

strated that the wheat capture assay was capable of cap-
turing diverged copies of genes from different wheat
genomes with some bias toward the reference copy of a
gene used for bait design. For example, the log2 ratios
for Ld and Td suggest that the reference sequence bases
have higher coverage than alternative variants. The same
trend was observed for the log2 ratio calculated for the
entire dataset (Figure 3b). Apparently heterogeneity

observed in the efficiency of capturing sequences from
different wheat genomes is explained by variation in the
level of their divergence from a reference. Therefore, we
should expect that genes or regions of genes highly
diverged from a reference sequence will be captured less
efficiently than genes showing high similarity to a
reference.
The total length of target sequences having sufficient

coverage for variant detection was about 2.2 Mb, within
which, after applying filtering criteria to variation calls,
we identified 4,386 SNPs, 14,499 GSSs (Additional file
6) and 129 small scale indels (Additional file 7). Discov-
ered SNPs and GSSs were validated by comparing
sequence capture data with Sanger re-sequencing data.
Among 40 genes, 283 and 97 GSSs were identified by
Sanger sequencing and sequence capture, respectively
(Additional file 8). A total of 96 GSSs were shared
between these two datasets, suggesting only a 1% (1 of
97) false positive rate but a nearly 66% false negative
rate (186 of 283). Most of the false negative GSSs were
due to low target coverage resulting in failure to recover
a second variant at GSSs. Thirty SNPs were shared
between the sets of 58 SNPs detected by Sanger sequen-
cing and 43 SNPs detected by sequence capture, sug-
gesting that the experimentally validated SNP false
positive rate should be around 30% (14 of 43) with a
62% (17 of 27) false negative rate. In 12 cases, false
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SNPs were due to a failure to recover a second variant
at a GSS and in 2 cases the false positives were due to
the alignment of paralogous sequences. The fact that
the theoretically expected impact (see above) of failure
to sequence both variants at IVSs on the false positive
rate is negligibly small suggests that other factors are
involved in defining the false SNP discovery rate in the
capture data.
Another factor that can impact the probability of reco-

vering a second variant at IVSs is a high level of
sequence divergence between the reference and captured
DNA. To further investigate this source of error, we
performed a BLASTN search of raw sequence data
using 40-bp sequence fragments flanking false positive
SNP sites. We found that 50% of the time we were able
to recover reads harboring a second IVS variant that we
otherwise failed to align to the reference sequence
because the number of mutations differentiating these
reads from the reference exceeded the threshold used
for alignment. To reduce the overall SNP false positive
rate below 30%, we applied this strategy for filtering all
SNP sites. The resulting data consisted of 3,487 SNPs
with an expected 15% false positive rate. When the GSS
and SNP density per bait was compared with the med-
ian read coverage of targeted regions we observed that
the depth of coverage decreases with increasing number
of mismatches (Additional file 9).

Copy number and presence/absence variation
Two different approaches were used to identify CNV
and PAV in the Ld and Td genomes. To reduce varia-
tion due to inclusion of targets with low and/or non-
uniform coverage, only those genes that had at least
70% of their sequence covered by at least one read were
selected. The genes satisfying these selection criteria
represented 75% (2,611) of all targets in the wheat cap-
ture assay.
CNV detection based on the level of target coverage
The CNV-seq method based on the relative depth of
target coverage in Ld and Td detected 85 CNV targets
(Additional file 10). To understand the molecular basis
of these CNVs, we estimated the number of variable
sites in each CNV target and compared it with the aver-
age number of variable sites per non-CNV target. We
assumed that if a CNV target has no variable sites, the
most likely cause of CNV is gene deletion in one of the
wheat genomes. However, if a CNV target possesses
variable sites, the cause of the observed CNV is the
increased/decreased number of gene copies in a multi-
gene family in one of the compared wheat lineages. In
our dataset, the increased frequency of variable sites in
CNV targets was suggestive of variation in gene copy
number in multigene families. While the average num-
ber of variable sites for non-CNV targets in Td and Ld

was 25 and 27, respectively, we found that for CNV tar-
gets, 41 variable sites in Td and 42 variable sites in Ld
were present on average. Therefore, we concluded that
among the detected CNV, 77 variants were due to an
elevated number of target copies in the Ld genome and
8 variants resulted from copy increase in the Td gen-
ome. Among these gene families we found seven genes
encoding proteins involved in response to biotic and
abiotic stresses, eight genes encoding proteins regulating
gene expression or translation, three kinase-encoding
genes and twelve genes encoding proteins involved in
cellular metabolism (Additional file 10).
Furthermore, we used the level of target coverage to

identify cases of PAV. For this purpose we searched for
targets that showed zero MDC in one of the wheat
lineages and a MDC of at least 10 reads in another line-
age. Four complete gene deletions in Td and one com-
plete gene deletion in Ld were detected and positively
validated by PCR (Additional file 11).
CNV detection based on variant coverage at IVSs
The variant coverage data at IVSs were also used to
detect cases of gene deletion in one of the homoeolo-
gous chromosomes. The characteristic feature of these
deletions is the presence of a single variant in one of
the two wheat lines and both variants in another one.
Although these types of sites can be valid SNPs (Figure
2a), a high density per gene target may signify that this
site is the consequence of complete or partial gene dele-
tion in one of the wheat genomes (Figure 2b). There-
fore, all gene targets bearing more than 70% of variable
sites represented in one of the two wheat lines by only
one variant were classified as gene deletions. Nine cases
suggesting a deletion of one of the two homoeologous
copies of genes were discovered in our dataset (Addi-
tional file 11), with eight deletions found in Td and one
in Ld. All deleted gene loci were partially re-sequenced
by the Sanger method and eight deletion events were
positively validated. Four genes (contigs 1469, 1938,
3750, and 3935) showed a complete deletion of one
homoeologous copy whereas contig4241 carried only a
partial deletion. Contigs 3780 and 4476 showed evidence
of reciprocal deletion of one of the homoeologous
copies of a gene; in this case Ld and Td each contained
a gene copy from different wheat genomes.

Patterns of variation and divergence in wheat genomes
The GSS and SNP data were used to assess the impact
of polyploidization on gene evolution and the extent of
divergence between cultivated and wild wheat lineages.
Previous analyses of GSSs in the polyploid wheat gen-
ome did not detect evidence of inter-genomic gene con-
version and/or recombination, which was arguably
attributed to the effect of the Ph1 gene [42]. Therefore,
since most GSSs correspond to sites of divergence
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between the wheat genomes inherited from the diploid
ancestors, they can be used to ascertain evolutionary
processes at the diploid level. Although there is a small
probability for some GSSs to be SNPs whose coales-
cence time predates the divergence of the cultivated and
wild tetraploid wheat lineages, the proportion of these
polymorphic sites relative to divergent mutations
between the diploid ancestors is expected to be negligi-
bly small. This is supported by the fact that in the
diverse population of wild emmer, the average number
of pairwise differences per site among gene sequences
(π ≈ 10-3) [43] was 200 to 500 times (2 to 5 × 10-2)
lower than the divergence between the wheat genomes
[26]. We took advantage of having sequences of both
wheat genomes to infer the ancestral and derived SNP
allelic states using inter-genomic sequence comparison.
For example, in Figure 2a the derived state corresponds
to nucleotide ‘A’ and the ancestral state corresponds to
nucleotide ‘G’.
Out of 3,487 SNPs, 1,506 derived alleles were found in

the Td lineage and 1,981 derived alleles were found in
the Ld lineage, resulting in a density of derived muta-
tions of 1.08 and 1.73 mutations per kilobase (SNPs/kb)
in Td and Ld, respectively. The orientation of ancestral
versus derived states was further validated by comparing
SNP-harboring regions with EST sequences of diploid
ancestors of the wheat genomes Aegilops tauschii, Aegi-
lops speltoides, Triticum urartu and Triticum monococ-
cum and othologous gene sequences from rice and
Brachypodium. In most cases (85%) the orientation of
the ancestral state inferred from inter-genomic compari-
sons was confirmed by comparison with outgroup
species.
The density of derived SNPs in 5’ (2 SNPs/kb) and 3’

UTRs (1.6 SNPs/kb) was higher than in coding regions
(1.3 SNPs/kb) in both the Ld and Td genomes (Addi-
tional file 12). Using the deletion bin mapped wheat
ESTs [41], we assigned 518 genes to chromosomal
regions (Additional file 13). These genes contained
2,233 GSSs, and 275 and 195 derived SNPs in Ld and
Td genomes, respectively. We tested the relationship
between the distance of the chromosomal region from
the centromere and the density of GSS and SNP sites.
Consistent with previous studies in other species
[37,44], the density of divergent mutations (Pearson cor-
relation r2 = 0.32) and polymorphic sites in the Ld
(Pearson correlation r2 = 0.52) and Td (Pearson correla-
tion r2 = 0.58) genomes increased with increasing physi-
cal distance from the centromere (Additional file 13).
The impact of mutations on gene coding potential

(Additional file 6) was assessed by mapping GSSs and
SNPs to ORF annotations provided in the FlcDNA data-
base. A total of 11,939 variations were identified in gene
coding regions, leading to mostly synonymous changes

as expected (Table 1). The genomes of cultivated and
wild wheat were different from each other by 875 pro-
tein coding changes, of which 56% were found in culti-
vated wheat. The number of synonymous or non-
synonymous SNPs relative to the total number of SNPs
did not show a statistically significant difference between
Ld and Td according to the Fisher exact test (P = 0.83
for non-synonymous SNPs and P = 0.77 for synonymous
SNPs). Out of 20 loss-of-function (LOF) SNPs, a lower
fraction was found in the genome of cultivated wheat.
In addition, we identified seven cases of reverse muta-
tions resulting in restoration of the ORF, five of which
were detected in the Ld genome, and two of which were
discovered in the Td genome. Since these reverse muta-
tions may increase the length of the coding sequence,
they may have a strong impact on gene function (Addi-
tional file 6). Comparison with the sequences of ortholo-
gous genes in Brachypodium, rice, Ae. tauschii, Ae.
speltoides, T. monococcum, T. urartu and hexaploid
wheat confirmed that the ancestral state corresponds to
a stop codon. To exclude the possibility of annotation
artifacts, the ORFs of each gene with reverse mutations
were validated individually through comparison with the
protein sequences in the NCBI database. In one case, a
mis-annotated ORF was uncovered.
Groups of genes involved in processes important for

local adaptation or selected during domestication may
have patterns of variation at non-synonymous sites dif-
ferent from that of neutral genes. We investigated the
enrichment of non-synonymous and synonymous SNPs
and GSSs among genes grouped according to their bio-
logical function. For this purpose, all genes included in
the wheat capture were classified into functional cate-
gories using the Blast2GO annotation tool and plants
Gene Ontology (GO) terms (Additional file 14). A Fisher
exact test with multiple test correction (false discovery
rate (FDR) < 0.05) was used to compare the frequency
of non-synonymous relative to synonymous mutations

Table 1 Classification of genome-specific sites and SNP
sites

Variable sites Type of mutation Count

GSS Non-synonymous 2,925

Synonymous 6,850

Premature stop codons 26

Derived SNPs in Ld genome Non-synonymous 485

Synonymous 729

Premature stop codons 7

Stop codon loss 5

Derived SNPs in Td genome Non-synonymous 363

Synonymous 524

Premature stop codons 13

Stop codon loss 2
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in different GO groups. This analysis showed under-
representation of non-synonymous GSSs in genes
involved in basic house-keeping biological processes
related to cell metabolism (Table 2). Since, most of the
GSSs are inherited from diploid ancestors, the data sug-
gest that these categories of genes were preferentially
subjected to purifying selection in the diploid ancestors
of the wheat A and B genomes. Comparison of the dis-
tribution of synonymous and non-synonymous SNPs in
Ld showed an under-representation of non-synonymous
SNPs in translation, membrane cell and structural mole-
cular activity (Table 3) GO categories. In Td, non-
synonymous SNPs compared to synonymous SNPs were
over-represented in genes involved in signaling, regula-
tion of cellular processes, signal transmission and trans-
duction and biological regulation (Table 3).

Discussion
The size of the wheat genome (10 Gb for tetraploid
wheat and 16 Gb for hexaploid wheat) precludes the
analysis of large numbers of samples by direct whole
genome sequencing, even considering the increased
throughput of the latest versions of next-generation
sequencing instruments. Reduction of the complexity of
the wheat genomic DNA sample by enriching it with
valuable targets will allow us to analyze a large number
of samples at a relatively low cost. Further reduction in
the cost of sequencing and increased throughput can be
achieved by using multiplexing adaptor sequences added
during library preparation [45]. In this study, we suc-
cessfully demonstrated that a liquid-phase sequence cap-
ture approach can be efficiently used for targeted
enrichment in genomic libraries from polyploid wheat.
Moreover, we were able to recover sequences from dif-
ferentially tagged libraries that were combined into a
single pool prior to hybridization with capture baits.
The application of this approach to genome-wide asso-
ciation mapping and population genetics studies in
wheat is now possible, but the level of multiplexing will
be an important factor to explore.
Unlike assays created for other organisms, our design

was based on the sequences of FlcDNA. Despite this
fact, we recovered wheat exons even though the
sequences of many baits were only partially complemen-
tary to genomic targets near exon-intron boundaries.
The percentage of reads on target (60%) and the num-
ber of covered target bases (92%) obtained in our

analysis are comparable with the results obtained in
other studies using the same enrichment method
[34,38-40]. Even if some difference was observed
between the depth of read coverage in genomic regions
(the GPC locus) and FlcDNA sequences, the application
of an iterative alignment/truncation procedure to
remove non-reference genomic regions was shown to be
an efficient strategy for improving the uniformity and
depth of target coverage. The optimization of bait
design, which should include the selection of low copy
targets in the wheat genome while considering their
exon-intron structure, and the optimization of bait
sequence composition can further improve the efficiency
of cDNA-based capture assays. Overall, our results show
that EST/cDNA sequences can provide useful informa-
tion for designing successful capture experiments for
species with less developed genomic resources.
Our results show that baits designed using only one of

the homoeologous copies of a gene are capable of captur-
ing diverged gene copies from the A and B genomes of
tetraploid wheat. It should be feasible, therefore, to cap-
ture most of the duplicated genes in the polyploid wheat
genome using a reduced set of probes designed using
only a single ‘diploid gene complement’. Moreover, since
the radiation of many wild ancestors of wheat occurred
within the time range of divergence of the wheat A and B
genomes [13,14], this wheat exon capture assay, with
appropriate precautions, can be used for capturing exons
from the genomes of species closely related to wheat,
many of which represent valuable sources of genes for
agriculture. Bias toward more efficient capturing of tar-
gets similar to the reference sequence, which is consis-
tent with the observed negative correlation between the
captured DNA/bait sequence mismatches and target cov-
erage, suggests that the enrichment of targets from the
genomes of wheat relatives will be most efficient for
sequences least diverged from the wheat genome. A simi-
lar observation showing negative correlation between the
level of sequence divergence from a reference genome
and the level of enrichment was made in maize [38]. The
relative coverage at variable sites suggests that the pre-
viously estimated 2% coding sequence divergence
between the wheat genomes [26] can result in about a
two-fold reduction in target coverage, on average, when a
SureSelect capture assay is used.
In spite of the complexity of the wheat genome, we

were able to perform a reliable discovery of divergent

Table 2 Enrichment of Gene Ontology terms for genes with non-synonymous genome-specific sites

GO group GO term Name FDR Genes with non-synonymous mutations

Cellular localization 0009987 Cellular process 0.010 Under-represented

Molecular function 0003824 Catalytic activity 0.040 Under-represented

Biological process 0006091 Generation of precursor metabolites and energy 0.040 Under-represented
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(GSSs) and polymorphic (SNP) sites in the inter-geno-
mic alignments. Experimental validation was used to
estimate the SNP FDR as well as to develop filtering cri-
teria for its control. The factors shown to increase the
SNP FDR included a failure to recover a second variant
at true IVSs and alignment of paralogous sequences
creating false IVSs. According to theoretical expecta-
tions assuming equal probability of recovering each var-
iant, the probability of missing a second variant at an
IVS by chance in our dataset was negligibly small.
Therefore, the most likely explanation for the failure to
recover the second IVS variant was the high level of tar-
get divergence from the reference genome, which can
either reduce the capture efficiency [38] or impact the
ability of alignment programs to map reads to the refer-
ence sequence. Even though for most targets we were
able to recover both copies of genes, we confirmed that
some genes or regions of genes have an unexpectedly
high level of divergence between the wheat A and B
genomes, precluding them from aligning to the refer-
ence sequence. According to our data, this high inter-
genomic divergence can explain most of the type I error
rate (92%) in variant calls. Whereas decreasing the strin-
gency of alignment would allow more divergent
sequences to align, it would also increase the fraction of
paralogous sequences aligned to the reference sequence,
thereby introducing another factor that can inflate the
false variant call rate. Performing variant discovery only
in the regions of a genome with high coverage depth
appears to be an efficient way of increasing the chance
of recovering a second variant at some IVSs, which,
however, comes at the cost of either deep sequencing or
increasing the false negative rate. In the future, detailed

analysis of the complete wheat genome and identifica-
tion of highly diverged regions will help to improve the
uniformity of homoeologous target capture, further
reducing the FDR. The second source explaining the
type I error rate (alignment of paralogs) was effectively
eliminated by filtering based on variant coverage ratio.
With the availability of the complete wheat genome
sequence, alignment of paralogous sequences can be
effectively controlled by excluding ambiguously mapped
reads. Overall, even though some improvements are still
required in terms of SNP calling procedures to reduce
FDRs, sequence capture appears to be a powerful tech-
nique for the large-scale discovery of gene-associated
SNPs in the wheat genome.
Two approaches to CNV detection used in our study

resulted in different sets of genes, suggesting that each
method captured different aspects of variation in our
dataset. The results of validation by PCR and Sanger
sequencing suggest that the identified CNVs are true
structural variants. The coverage ratio calculated for
each IVS was shown to be an effective method for iden-
tification of CNVs due to gene deletions in one of the
wheat genomes. However, this method did not detect
any gene duplications except known highly duplicated
repetitive elements (data not shown). Large variation in
the coverage ratio among targets most likely limits the
power of this test to detect small changes in the variant
coverage ratio when a duplication event involves only a
small number of genes. Previous analyses of the wheat
genome revealed high frequencies of inter-chromosomal
and tandem duplications [21,23]. The number of CNVs
detected in our study certainly underestimate their true
frequency at the genome scale, most likely due to

Table 3 Enrichment of Gene Ontology terms for genes with non-synonymous SNPs

Wheat
accession

GO group GO
term

Name FDR Genes with non-synonymous
mutations

Ld Biological process 0006412 Translation 0.004 Under-represented

Cellular
localization

0005840 Ribosome Under-represented

0016020 Membrane 0.020 Under-represented

0005623 Cell 0.050 Under-represented

Molecular function 0005198 Structural molecular activity 0.003 Under-represented

Td Biological process 0009987 Cellular process 0.001 Under-represented

0006629 Lipid metabolic process 0.047 Under-represented

0006091 Generation of precursor metabolites and
energy

0.038 Under-represented

Cellular
localization

0016020 Membrane 0.001 Under-represented

0009579 Thylakoid 0.048 Under-represented

Molecular function 0003824 Catalytic activity 0.022 Under-represented

0003700 Transcription factor activity 0.045 Over-represented

0016787 Hydrolase activity 0.013 Under-represented

0008270 Zinc ion binding 0.015 Over-represented
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several factors, including our focus on low copy genes,
the inability of short sequence reads to resolve near
identical paralogs, the short length of targets interro-
gated by the capture assay spanning only exonic regions
of individual genes, and the technical limitations of the
enrichment method resulting in high variation in target
coverage. Therefore, to analyze fine scale CNV and PAV
more accurately, sequence capture can be coupled with
comparative genomics hybridization using probes span-
ning large contiguous segments of the genome [46],
which, however, requires the availability of a complete
genome sequence.
The majority of CNVs we discovered were due to the

increased number of gene copies in one of the two
wheat accessions, with a higher frequency of gene dupli-
cations observed in the cultivated wheat form. Many
genes showing evidence of CNV are involved in plant
response to biotic and abiotic stresses, signal transduc-
tion and regulation of biological processes. Considering
the importance of some of these gene classes in adapta-
tion, it is possible that increased CNV provided a selec-
tive advantage under certain conditions. This is
consistent with a finding that biotic stress response
genes showed detectable CNV in Arabidopsis popula-
tions subjected to artificial selection [47].
These sequence capture data provide interesting

insights into wheat genome evolution following polyploi-
dization and have allowed us to assess the extent of
gene space differentiation between the cultivated and
wild tetraploid wheat accessions. The overall distribution
of GSSs and SNPs across the wheat genome was consis-
tent with the expectations of the neutral model of mole-
cular evolution and the effect of selection on linked
neutral variation [48], which predicts a positive correla-
tion between divergence, polymorphism and recombina-
tion rate. In previous studies, the rate of recombination
in wheat was shown to increase with increased distance
from the centromere and correlate positively with the
rates of gene deletions and duplications [19,49]. There-
fore, the recombination rate in the wheat genome
explains well not only the rates of structural evolution
but also the distribution of sequence variation and
divergence along chromosomes. Recent genome-wide
sequencing projects in maize and human genomes also
revealed a positive correlation between divergence, poly-
morphism and recombination rate, which was explained
by relationships between the efficiency of selection and
recombination [37,44].
The effect of selection on local variation was inferred

by studying the distribution of SNPs in coding and non-
coding regions of the wheat genome. Previously, diver-
sity studies of diploid organisms showed decreased levels
of polymorphism (by about 50%) in coding regions com-
pared to that in non-coding sequences [37,50],

consistent with the effect of selection. Interestingly, in
the polyploid wheat genome we were able to detect a
similar trend, suggesting that selection was not signifi-
cantly diminished by WGD. This observation is consis-
tent with previous studies based on sequencing only a
small fraction of coding regions in the wheat genome
[43,51]. Overall, our data suggest that a significant
amount of functional redundancy was retained even
after WGD, which is consistent with studies showing
that wheat can accumulate a higher density of ethyl-
methane sulfonate (EMS)-induced mutations than
diploid species [52] as well as withstand large scale
chromosomal deletions [53,54]. Retention of duplicated
genes suggests their importance for wheat adaptation
and probably indicates that these genes have been
favored by natural and/or human-driven selection.
We found that durum wheat harbors 24% more

derived SNPs than wild emmer wheat. Among these
derived SNP alleles, a lower number of LOF mutations
was found in cultivated wheat than in wild emmer
wheat. We cannot conclude, based on our data, whether
this trend is common for cultivated wheat in general
without large-scale re-sequencing of cultivated and wild
populations. However, while LOF mutations in wild
emmer populations can still be segregating polymorph-
isms, these types of mutation in cultivated wheat, if they
elicit a strong deleterious effect, could be under strong
negative selection. In such a case, we should expect that
human-driven selection will reduce the frequency of
LOF mutations in cultivated wheat.
We investigated the effect of non-synonymous GSSs

and SNPs on various functional categories of genes. It
was previously hypothesized that the rate of gene evolu-
tion is driven by selection acting not only on a single
gene but on a set of genes linked by functional interac-
tions in gene networks [55]. Within gene networks the
rate of non-synonymous mutations in essential genes
was shown to be lower than that in non-essential genes,
usually linked to terminal nodes of a network [55]. Our
finding that non-synonymous divergent GSSs in poly-
ploid wheat are under-represented in genes involved in
the generation of precursor metabolites, one of the cen-
tral components of a cell metabolic network, supports
this hypothesis and suggests that this group of genes has
been under purifying selection in the diploid ancestors
of wheat genomes.
Analysis of derived SNPs showed under-representation

of non-synonymous mutations in wild emmer wheat in
the same functional category found for GSSs, generation
of precursor metabolites, which might be indicative of
selection acting to reduce amino acid changes in this
functionally important group of genes. In cultivated
durum wheat, under-representation of genes with non-
synonymous SNPs was found only for a biological
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process related to translation. Similar under-representa-
tion of major-effect non-synonymous mutations in
genes involved in translation was observed in Arabidop-
sis [50]. Although this result could be the consequence
of neutral stochastic processes acting on segregating
polymorphisms in the population, the fact that culti-
vated wheat is undoubtedly subjected to strong selection
pressure is suggestive more of purifying selection acting
to reduce non-synonymous changes in this group of
genes. We found two GO categories of genes involved
in transcription factor activity and zinc ion binding that
showed accumulation of SNPs at non-synonymous sites.
Since non-synonymous mutations in transcription factor
genes may affect the ability of transcription factors to
bind to regulatory elements, this evolutionary process
has the potential to impact a large number of regulated
genes and generate new functional variation.
Our study discovered a significant level of divergence

in the coding sequence and gene copy number between
the cultivated and wild wheat genomes. By extrapolating
our estimates of non-synonymous and LOF mutations
to the whole tetraploid wheat genome, assuming that it
encodes 50,000 duplicated pairs of genes with an aver-
age length of 2,000 bp [23], and by correcting for
experimentally defined error rates, we can predict that
the genomes of wild and cultivated tetraploid wheat are
distinguished from each other by nearly 68,000 amino
acid changes and 1,000 LOF mutations. This level of
divergence (0.7/gene) when the number of non-synon-
ymous SNPs is normalized by the total number of genes
in the wheat genome is higher than that reported for
two human individuals (0.3/gene) [56] or Arabidopsis
accessions (0.1/gene) [50] and most likely results from
processes linked with polyploidization.

Conclusions
Here, we show that exon capture, when combined with
next-generation sequencing, is a powerful approach for
targeted analysis of molecular variation in the complex
wheat genome. Our study suggests a high level of differ-
entiation in the coding regions of cultivated and wild
tetraploid wheat genomes; additionally, this observed
differentiation appears to be consistent with the
increased rate of evolutionary changes in polyploids.
Inter-genomic divergence data indicate a historical
selective constraint in the diploid ancestors of the two
wheat genomes that acts on genes important to meta-
bolic processes. The reduced level of polymorphism in
un-translated regions of the wheat genome compared to
that of translated regions suggests that the selective con-
straint on coding sequences was not significantly
reduced by WGD; apparently, most homeologous genes
in polyploid wheat retain their functionality. We
hypothesize that the ability of allopolyploids to adapt to

a broad range of environmental conditions stems not
only from new interactions established between homo-
eologous copies of genes inherited from the diploid
ancestors but also from exploiting new functional varia-
tion generated at an increased rate.

Materials and methods
Capture assay design
Sequence capture in polyploid wheat was performed
using Agilent’s SureSelect solution phase hybridization
assay. A total of 55,000 120-mer RNA baits were
designed to target 3.5 Mb of sequence selected from
3,497 genome-wide distributed wheat FlcDNAs (Addi-
tional file 14) from the Triticeae Full-Length CDS Data-
base (TriFLDB) [57]. All FlcDNA sequences were
compared with each other to select only one representa-
tive homoelogous copy for each gene. The baits were
tiled with 60 bp overlap to cover up to 1,080 bp from
the 3’ end of each FlcDNA. Out of 3,497 FlcDNAs,
1,073 were covered entirely. The length of target
sequence (part of the cDNA covered by capture baits)
per cDNA was selected based on the previous estimates
of genetic diversity in the populations of wheat land-
races and wild emmer wheat (π≈ 0.001 or 1 SNP every
1,000 bp between any two given individuals in the popu-
lation [43]) to increase the chance of detecting at least
one SNP per cDNA target between Ld and Td. The pro-
portion of the targeted 5’ UTR, coding and 3’ UTR
sequences was 4%, 65% and 31%, respectively. In addi-
tion, 634 baits were designed to cover 12 non-repetitive
genomic regions from the GPC locus of T. diccocoides
carrying eight genes or pseudogenes (DQ871219) [58].
To test the effect of target tiling level on capture effi-
ciency, both 1× and 2× tiling were applied to different
parts of the GPC locus. Capture assay was hybridized
with differentially barcoded genomic libraries prepared
from DNA of wild emmer and cultivated durum wheat.
Captured DNA was sequenced on the Illumina GAII
instrument, generating 17.8 million 40-bp reads (712
Mb).

Construction of genomic DNA libraries
Two accessions of tetraploid wheat where included in
the sequence capture experiment: the wild emmer
accession (T. dicoccoides, PI 428082-2 from Turkey)
selected from the natural population grown at the puta-
tive site of wheat domestication in Turkey; and durum
wheat cultivar Langdon (T. turgidum var durum)
adapted to grow in the northern parts of the US. Geno-
mic DNA isolated from the 3-week seedlings was used
for library construction. DNA concentration was deter-
mined spectrophotometrically using a Nanodrop-1000
(Thermo Scientific, Pittsburgh, PA, USA). For each gen-
otype, 3 μg of genomic DNA dissolved in 60 μl of
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deionized water was fragmented to an average size of
200 bp by 15 minutes of sonication on ice at maximum
intensity (Virsonic 50, Virtis, Warminster, PA, USA).
The following steps were performed according to the
standard protocol of Agilent with slight modifications.
Fragment end-repairing, A-tailed ligation, adapter’s liga-
tion and final PCR were performed using the NEBNext®

DNA Sample Prep Reagent kit. The average fragment
size and molar concentration of the genomic libraries
following sonication were estimated using Bioanalyser
(Agilent). Fragment end-repairing was carried out by
incubation of the reaction mix for 30 minutes at 20°C
(100 μl reaction volume, 10 μl T4 DNA ligase buffer
supplemented with 10 mM ATP, 4 μl dNTP, 5 μl T4
DNA polymerase, 1 μl Klenow enzyme and 5 μl T4
polynucleotide kinase). A-overhangs were added by
incubating the library for 30 minutes at 37°C in a 50 μl
final volume with 5 μl Klenow enzyme, 10 μl dATP and
3 μl Klenow exo (3’5’ exo-). Samples were purified on
QIAquick columns (Qiagen, Valencia, CA, USA) after
each of these three steps. Adapter pools with different
sequence tags (barcodes) were ligated to the wild
emmer and durum wheat libraries. Ligation reactions
were performed for 15 minutes at room temperature
using 5 μl of DNA ligase in a 50 μl final volume. Sam-
ples were purified using MinElute columns (Qiagen).
Size selection of 200- to 300-bp fragments was per-
formed on a 2% agarose gel followed by elution of DNA
using Qiaquick columns (Qiagen). Eluted DNA was
amplified by 14 cycles of PCR in a 50-μl reaction mix
containing 0.4 μM primer-A (CAAGCAGAAGACGG-
CATACGAGCTCTTCCGATCT), 0.4 μM primer-B
(AATGATACGGCGACCACCGAGATCTACACTC
TTTCCCTACACGACGCTCTTCCGATCT) and 25 μl
Phusion High-Fidelity PCR Master Mix. Finally, PCR
products were purified on QIAquick columns (Qiagen)
and the quality of the libraries was assessed using Bioa-
nalyser (Agilent). DNA concentration was determined
using Nanodrop (Thermo Scientific). The concentration
of the library was adjusted to 147 ng/μl.

Hybridization and sequencing
Solution phase hybridization was performed according
to Agilent’s standard protocol. In a 200 μl dome cap
PCR tube, 250 ng of each DNA library were pooled
with blocker numbers 1, 2 and 3 (Agilent SureSelect
Kit), denatured for 5 minutes at 95°C and incubated 5
minutes at 65°C. In parallel, the hybridization solution
was prepared by mixing buffers 1, 2, 3 and 4 from the
SureSelect kit while keeping the solution at 65°C. We
then mixed 13 μl of hybridization solution, 7 μl of the
library, 5 μl of pre-warmed (65°C) mix of SureSelect
Oligo Capture Library, 1 μl of water and 1 μl of RNase
block. A drop of mineral oil (Sigma, St. Louis, MO,

USA) was added on the top of the reaction mix to pre-
vent evaporation and the sample was incubated at 65°C
for 24 hours in a GeneAmp PCR System 9700 thermo-
cycler (Applied Biosystems, Carlsbad, CA, USA). The
capture targets were then selected by pulling down the
biotinylated bait/target with streptavidin-coated mag-
netic beads (Dyna M270 Streptavidin, Invitrogen,
Carlsbad, CA, USA). The obtained capture solution
was desalted using MinElute columns (Qiagen). Two
separate 18-cycle PCR amplification steps were per-
formed with 1 μl capture target, 2.5 μl Herculase II
fusion DNA polymerase (Stratagene, Santa Clara, CA,
USA), 0.625 mM dNTP, and 2.5 μl SureSelect GA PCR
primers in a 50 μl final volume. PCR products were
pooled and purified on QIAquick columns (Qiagen).
The quality and concentration of the capture sample
were assessed on a Bioanalyser prior to sequencing on
the Illumina GAII instrument as single-end 40-bp
reads.

Raw data processing and alignment strategy
A total of 23 million 40-bp reads were generated and
17.8 million passed through the Illumina chastity filter
(NCBI SRA database accession SRA039453). To avoid
misclassifying Ld and Td reads, we filtered for high
quality tag sequences with a phred33 quality score equal
to or above 15 within the first four nucleotides. Reads
were then grouped into six datasets according to their
tag sequences. Tags used for the Ld sample were AT
(5,039,822 reads), GAT (2,511,360 reads) and TGCT
(2,044,603 reads), whereas tags used for the Td sample
were CCAGT (530,580 reads), CCGACT (2,626,002
reads) and no-tag (4,655,217 reads). Before aligning the
sequence reads to a reference, the sequence tags were
trimmed off. The reference sequence for alignment was
created by concatenating all FlcDNA and GPC locus
sequences.
Reads were aligned to reference sequences using bow-

tie-0.12.5 [59] with parameters -m1 and -n2 in order to,
respectively, suppress all the reads with more than one
reported alignment and permit two mismatches between
the reference sequence and the first 28 nucleotides of a
read. To increase the number of reads aligned to refer-
ence exonic sequences and improve homogeneity of
coverage, non-aligned reads were trimmed from their 5’
or 3’ ends in order to remove intronic sequences.
Briefly, bowtie was run with parameter -un to obtain
non-aligned reads, which were then truncated by one
base from the 3’ or 5’ ends and re-aligned. The mini-
mum read length was maintained at 30 bp to reduce
alignment of paralogous sequences. To account for dif-
ferences in the length of reads after tag trimming, this
process was performed separately for each of the six
datasets. Mappable reads were pooled into three
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datasets, including Ld, Td, or Ld plus Td reads and
aligned to the concatenated reference sequence.
Alignment files generated by bowtie were processed

using SAMtools version 0.1.6 [60] to produce output in
pileup format containing information about the depth of
coverage and variant counts. All statistical analyses were
performed using the R package. Python and Perl scripts
used for processing alignment data are available from
the authors upon request.

Thermodynamics metrics and k-mer frequencies index
Only 2× tiled baits were selected for calculation of ther-
modynamic parameters. PHFE and hairpin and dimer
scores were calculated using the python scripts provided
by Xia et al. [61]. All scripts were run with default para-
meters except the PHFE script, which was run setting
RNA as nucleic acid and temperature to 65°C. PMFE
and melting temperature 1 (Tm1) were calculated using
metl.pl script [62] with the following parameters: -n
RNA -t 65 and -N 1. A second method of melting tem-
perature calculation (Tm2) was implemented in the
MELTING software [63], which was used with the fol-
lowing settings: -B RNA/DNA hybridization, -A sugi-
moto et al 1995, -N 1 and -P 6.15 × 1014 (based on one
million sequences in excess).
The frequency of k-mers in targeted sequences was

compared with that of the whole wheat genome. Since a
k-mer alphabet includes only four letters (A, T, C, G), it
can be stored in k log2 4 = 2k bits. To maximally utilize
the capacities of a 64-bit computer system and decrease
computation time, we performed the indexing of the
wheat genome using 32-mers. This value of k-mer may
decrease k-mer resolution but can effectively capture
unique k-mers [64]. K-mer counting was performed for
the wheat genome shotgun sequence data [65]. All k-
mers were enumerated and their values with associated
frequency counts were stored in a MySQL database. A
target sequence k-mer index was generated using the
same approach and the frequency of their occurrence in
the wheat genome was estimated. All the steps in this
analysis were performed using Perl scripts.

Variant discovery and copy number variation analysis
The alignments generated by bowtie were processed
using SAMtools utilities. Variant calling was performed
using the VarScan software [66] with default settings
except the minimum depth of read coverage, which was
set at two reads. Several post-calling filters were applied
to the data to reduce the number of falsely identified
variable sites. The filtering parameters are described in
greater detail in the Results. Briefly, applied filtering
included: 1) removal of variable sites showing unusually
high depth of coverage to reduce the effect of repetitive
sequences on variant calling error rate; 2) removal of

variable sites showing an individual variant coverage
ratio that significantly deviates from the expected 1:1
ratio (more details provided in Results); and 3) removal
of variable sites that showed a level of coverage below
specified thresholds. Selection of filtering parameters
was based on Sanger re-sequencing of multiple gene
fragments that were also targeted by the wheat sequence
capture assay. To identify indels, gapped alignment was
performed using BWA with default parameters [67].
The alignment files in BAM format were processed with
Dindel [68] to extract the list of indels from the Ld and
Td genomic alignments. Finally, we performed filtering
step 1 as described above to eliminate indels present in
highly abundant sequences.
Two approaches were used to identify genes showing

evidence of CNV in Ld and Td. The first method of
CNV detection relied on the ratio of target coverage in
Td relative to Ld in a sliding window. The observed
ratios were statistically assessed by estimating the prob-
ability of a random occurrence, given no CNV, using
the method implemented in the CNV-seq software [69].
Only those targets that had at least four overlapping
500-bp windows (250-bp overlap) showing a statistically
significant log2 coverage ratio were classified as CNVs.
As a second approach, we utilized the depth of read
coverage at variable sites to detect CNV assuming that
gene deletion in one of the wheat genomes should be
accompanied by reduced or absent coverage data for
one or another variant in either the Ld or Td genomes.
The gene targets that had at least 70% of their sequence
covered by at least one read were selected for this CNV
analysis.
For validation purposes, a total of 20 gene targets were

re-sequenced using the Sanger method. Gene fragments
were PCR amplified using exonic primers and amplicons
were sequenced on an ABI3730xl instrument. Sequence
alignment and variant discovery were performed using
the Sequencher package (Gene Codes, Ann Arbor, MI,
USA).

Patterns of molecular variation
Annotation of FlcDNAs, including the 5’ UTR, exon,
and 3’ UTR boundaries, were downloaded from
TriFLDB [57]. Functional annotation of gene targets
included in the wheat capture was performed using the
BLAST2GO program (v.2.4.5) with default parameters
[70]. Gene annotations were mapped to high-level
broader parent terms, referred to as GO Slim terms,
using the GO Slimmer tool [71]. The distribution of
non-synonymous mutations among different functional
categories of genes was compared with that of synon-
ymous mutations using the Fisher exact test with multi-
ple test correction as implemented in the BLAST2GO
package.
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The ancestral state at each SNP site was validated by
comparing reference sequence with coding sequences of
rice [72], Brachypodium [73], Ae. speltoides, Ae. tauschii
and T. monococcum [6].
To estimate the distribution of FlcDNAs across the

wheat genome, FlcDNA sequences were compared with
deletion bin mapped ESTs [41] using the BLASTN pro-
gram. Only hits with at least 97% similarity over 80 bp
were considered. FlcDNAs with a significant hit to dif-
ferent ESTs were removed, as well as FlcDNAs with a
significant hit to several ESTs mapped to different chro-
mosomes. Chromosome arm positions for each mapped
EST were defined by the middle of the deletion bin frac-
tion length. If an EST was mapped to the same group of
homeologous chromosomes, the deletion bin mid-points
were averaged. TEs were annotated by comparing
FlcDNA sequences with repetitive elements in the TREP
[74] and RepBase databases [75] and the recently anno-
tated set of TEs found by Choulet et al. [23]. The hits
showing 80% similarity over at least 80 bp were consid-
ered significant. FlcDNA targets showing high depth of
coverage but no significant hits to known TEs were ana-
lyzed individually for the presence of smaller TE
fragments.

Additional material

Additional file 1: Depth of read coverage near exon junctions. The
improvement of depth of read coverage near exon junctions was
obtained by iterative alignment and trimming unaligned reads by one
nucleotide after each step. Depth of coverage along FlcDNA1028
obtained without read trimming (black) and with read trimming (red).
Median depths of coverage for the gene obtained without read
trimming or with read trimming are represented, respectively, by black
and red horizontal lines.

Additional file 2: Capture assay statistics. This file provides the details
of alignment statistics (length of reads, total number of reads generated,
total number of reads aligned after and before trimming, percentage of
target covered) obtained by mapping captured reads to the reference
sequence.

Additional file 3: Median depth of coverage per base around GPC
locus target boundaries. A set of 17 boundaries from the GPC locus
having a depth of coverage less than 61× was selected. The average
MDC was calculated for 17 off-target/on-target boundaries, including 500
bp upstream and downstream sequences.

Additional file 4: Influence of bait properties on capture efficiency.
MDC was calculated for 47,874 2× tiled baits. All baits with a MDC above
200 were removed from the analysis. MDC was plotted against different
bait parameters values: GC, bait GC content; k-mers, median frequency of
the bait sequence in the Chinese spring genome; PMFE, probe minimum
folding energy; PHFE, probe hybridization free energy; HS, bait Hairpin
score; DS, bait Dimer score; Tm1 and Tm2, melting temperatures 1 and 2.
Details of parameter estimations are provided in the Materials and
methods. Red curves represent the median of MDC per value of a
parameter.

Additional file 5: Capture efficiency for 1× and 2× tiled regions of
the GPC locus. (a) The cumulative distribution of MDC for 1× tiled (black
lines) and 2× tiled regions (red lines). (b) The MDC per base along the
bait for 1× tiled (black lines) and 2× tiled targets (red lines).

Additional file 6: Impact of GSSs and SNPs on coding sequence.
Excel file showing the distribution of GSSs and SNPs between silent and
replacement codon positions.

Additional file 7: List of discovered insertions and deletions. Excel
file containing indels identified in the Ld and Td genomes.

Additional file 8: Validation of SNPs and GSSs by Sanger re-
sequencing. Excel file containing a comparison of GSS and SNP sites
between the sequence capture and Sanger sequencing datasets.

Additional file 9: Impact of mismatches between captured DNA and
bait sequences on the median depth of coverage. The number of
mismatches (includes SNPs and GSSs discovered between Ld and Td)
between the captured DNA and bait sequences were plotted against the
median depth of target coverage obtained for a region covered by bait.

Additional file 10: Annotation of CNV genes. Excel file listing CNV
targets based on the CNV-seq analysis.

Additional file 11: FlcDNAs showing gene deletions in Ld or Td.
Excel file listing five cases of PAV based on MDC and nine cases of
homoelog-specific gene deletions based on the absence of a second
variant at IVSs.

Additional file 12: Density of GSSs and SNP in coding and non-
coding regions. Excel file showing the density of GSSs and SNP sites in
5’ UTRs, exons and 3’ UTRs.

Additional file 13: Distribution of SNPs along the wheat
chromosomes. Excel file showing the location of each FlcDNA in the
wheat deletion bin map [41] determined by comparing FlcDNA
sequences with the sequences of wheat deletion bin mapped ESTs using
the BLASTN program.

Additional file 14: Annotation of targeted genes. Excel file showing
the annotation of genes included in the wheat sequence capture assay.
Annotation was performed using the blast2GO program followed by
assigning genes to functional groups defined by plant GO terms.
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FDR: false discovery rate; FlcDNA: full-length cDNA; GO: Gene Ontology; GSS:
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Langdon; LOF: loss-of-function; MDC: median depth of coverage; ORF: open
reading frame; PAV: presence/absence variation; PHFE: probe hybridization
folding energy; PMFE: probe minimum folding energy; SNP: single
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UTR: untranslated region; WGD: whole genome duplication.

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by the USDA National Institute of Food and
Agriculture (CRIS0219050), BARD (IS-4137-08), and Triticeae CAP (2011-68002-
30029) grants. We would like to thank Keith Edwards (Bristol, UK) for
providing early access to the genomic sequence of hexaploid wheat, Vasile
Catana and Shylaja Chippa (KSU, Manhattan) for help with bioinformatics
data processing, Dan Volok from the KSU Department of Mathematics for
suggestions regarding statistical analysis and Miranda Gray (KSU, Manhattan)
for valuable comments on the earlier versions of the manuscript.

Authors’ contributions
CS designed the sequence capture assay, prepared enriched genomic
libraries, performed bioinformatics and statistical analyses and participated in
drafting the manuscript; DZ performed bioinformatics and statistical
analyses; EA conceived the experiment, designed the sequence capture
assay, performed bioinformatics and statistical analyses and drafted the
manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 7 May 2011 Revised: 1 August 2011
Accepted: 14 September 2011 Published: 14 September 2011

Saintenac et al. Genome Biology 2011, 12:R88
http://genomebiology.com/2011/12/9/R88

Page 15 of 17

http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S1.PDF
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S2.XLSX
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S3.PDF
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S4.PDF
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S5.PDF
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S6.XLS
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S7.XLS
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S8.XLS
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S9.PDF
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S10.XLS
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S11.XLS
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S12.XLS
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S13.XLS
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/gb-2011-12-9-r88-S14.XLS


References
1. Tang H, Wang X, Bowers JE, Ming R, Alam M, Paterson AH: Unraveling

ancient hexaploidy through multiply-aligned angiosperm gene maps.
Genome Res 2008, 18:1944-1954.

2. Comai L: The advantages and disadvantages of being polyploid. Nat Rev
Genet 2005, 6:836-846.

3. Preston JC, Kellogg EA: Reconstructing the evolutionary history of
paralogous APETALA1/FRUITFULL-like genes in grasses (Poaceae).
Genetics 2006, 174:421-437.

4. Sheehan MJ, Kennedy LM, Costich DE, Brutnell TP: Subfunctionalization of
PhyB1 and PhyB2 in the control of seedling and mature plant traits in
maize. Plant J 2007, 49:338-353.

5. Chaudhary B, Flagel L, Stupar RM, Udall JA, Verma N, Springer NM,
Wendel JF: Reciprocal silencing, transcriptional bias and functional
divergence of homeologs in polyploid cotton (gossypium). Genetics 2009,
182:503-517.

6. Akhunova AR, Matniyazov RT, Liang H, Akhunov ED: Homoeolog-specific
transcriptional bias in allopolyploid wheat. BMC Genomics 2010, 11:505.

7. Bottley A, Koebner RM: Variation for homoeologous gene silencing in
hexaploid wheat. Plant J 2008, 56:297-302.

8. Nomura T, Ishihara A, Yanagita RC, Endo TR, Iwamura H: Three genomes
differentially contribute to the biosynthesis of benzoxazinones in
hexaploid wheat. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2005, 102:16490-16495.

9. Zhao J, Buchwaldt L, Rimmer SR, Brkic M, Bekkaoui D, Hegedus D:
Differential expression of duplicated peroxidase genes in the
allotetraploid Brassica napus. Plant Physiol Biochem 2009, 47:653-656.

10. Thompson JD, Lumaret R: The evolutionary dynamics of polyploid plants:
origins, establishment and persistence. Trends Ecol Evol 1992, 7:302-307.

11. Van de Peer Y, Maere S, Meyer A: The evolutionary significance of ancient
genome duplications. Nat Rev Genet 2009, 10:725-732.

12. Devos KM: Grass genome organization and evolution. Curr Opin Plant Biol
2010, 13:139-145.

13. Chalupska D, Lee HY, Faris JD, Evrard A, Chalhoub B, Haselkorn R,
Gornicki P: Acc homoeoloci and the evolution of wheat genomes. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 2008, 105:9691-9696.

14. Dvorak J, Akhunov ED: Tempos of gene locus deletions and duplications
and their relationship to recombination rate during diploid and
polyploid evolution in the Aegilops-Triticum alliance. Genetics 2005,
171:323-332.

15. Dvorak J, Zhang HB: Variation in repeated nucleotide sequences sheds
light on the phylogeny of the wheat B and G genomes. Proc Natl Acad
Sci USA 1990, 87:9640-9644.

16. Dvorák J, Terlizzi P, Zhang HB, Resta P: The evolution of polyploid wheats:
identification of the A genome donor species. Genome 1993, 36:21-31.

17. Willcox G: Archaeobotanical evidence for the beginnings of agriculture
in Southwest Asia. In The Origins of Agriculture and Crop Domestication.
Edited by: Damania AB, Valkoun J, Willcox G, Qualset CO. Aleppo, Syria:
ICARDA, IPGRI, FAO and UC/GRCP; 1997:25-38.

18. Dubcovsky J, Dvorak J: Genome plasticity a key factor in the success of
polyploid wheat under domestication. Science 2007, 316:1862-1866.

19. Akhunov ED, Akhunova AR, Linkiewicz AM, Dubcovsky J, Hummel D,
Lazo G, Chao S, Anderson OD, David J, Qi L, Echalier B, Gill BS, Miftahudin
Gustafson JP, La Rota M, Sorrells ME, Zhang D, Nguyen HT, Kalavacharla V,
Hossain K, Kianian SF, Peng J, Lapitan NL, Wennerlind EJ, Nduati V,
Anderson JA, Sidhu D, Gill KS, McGuire PE, Qualset CO, et al: Synteny
perturbations between wheat homoeologous chromosomes caused by
locus duplications and deletions correlate with recombination rates. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 2003, 100:10836-10841.

20. Charles M, Belcram H, Just J, Huneau C, Viollet A, Couloux A, Segurens B,
Carter M, Huteau V, Coriton O, Appels R, Samain S, Chalhoub B: Dynamics
and differential proliferation of transposable elements during the
evolution of the B and A genomes of wheat. Genetics 2008,
180:1071-1086.

21. Gu YQ, Coleman-Derr D, Kong X, Anderson OD: Rapid genome evolution
revealed by comparative sequence analysis of orthologous regions from
four triticeae genomes. Plant Physiol 2004, 135:459-470.

22. Luo MC, Deal KR, Akhunov ED, Akhunova AR, Anderson OD, Anderson JA,
Blake N, Clegg MT, Coleman-Derr D, Conley EJ, Crossman CC, Dubcovsky J,
Gill BS, Gu YQ, Hadam J, Heo HY, Huo N, Lazo G, Ma Y, Matthews DE,
McGuire PE, Morrell PL, Qualset CO, Renfro J, Tabanao D, Talbert LE, Tian C,
Toleno DM, Warburton ML, You FM, et al: Genome comparisons reveal a

dominant mechanism of chromosome number reduction in grasses and
accelerated genome evolution in Triticeae. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2009,
106:15780-15785.

23. Choulet F, Wicker T, Rustenholz C, Paux E, Salse J, Leroy P, Schlub S, Le
Paslier MC, Magdelenat G, Gonthier C, Couloux A, Budak H, Breen J,
Pumphrey M, Liu S, Kong X, Jia J, Gut M, Brunel D, Anderson JA, Gill BS,
Appels R, Keller B, Feuillet C: Megabase level sequencing reveals
contrasted organization and evolution patterns of the wheat gene and
transposable element spaces. Plant Cell 2010, 22:1686-1701.

24. Paux E, Roger D, Badaeva E, Gay G, Bernard M, Sourdille P, Feuillet C:
Characterizing the composition and evolution of homoeologous
genomes in hexaploid wheat through BAC-end sequencing on
chromosome 3B. Plant J 2006, 48:463-474.

25. Akhunov ED, Akhunova AR, Dvorak J: Mechanisms and rates of birth and
death of dispersed duplicated genes during the evolution of a
multigene family in diploid and tetraploid wheats. Mol Biol Evol 2007,
24:539-550.

26. Dvorak J, Akhunov ED, Akhunov AR, Deal KR, Luo MC: Molecular
characterization of a diagnostic DNA marker for domesticated tetraploid
wheat provides evidence for gene flow from wild tetraploid wheat to
hexaploid wheat. Mol Biol Evol 2006, 23:1386-1396.

27. Krattinger SG, Lagudah ES, Wicker T, Risk JM, Ashton AR, Selter LL,
Matsumoto T, Keller B: Lr34 multi-pathogen resistance ABC transporter:
molecular analysis of homoeologous and orthologous genes in
hexaploid wheat and other grass species. Plant J 2011, 65:392-403.

28. Barbazuk WB, Emrich SJ, Chen HD, Li L, Schnable PS: SNP discovery via
454 transcriptome sequencing. Plant J 2007, 51:910-918.

29. Novaes E, Drost DR, Farmerie WG, Pappas GJ Jr, Grattapaglia D, Sederoff RR,
Kirst M: High-throughput gene and SNP discovery in Eucalyptus grandis,
an uncharacterized genome. BMC Genomics 2008, 9:312.

30. Van Orsouw NJ, Hogers RC, Janssen A, Yalcin F, Snoeijers S, Verstege E,
Schneiders H, van der Poel H, van Oeveren J, Verstegen H, van Eijk MJ:
Complexity reduction of polymorphic sequences (CRoPS): a novel
approach for large-scale polymorphism discovery in complex genomes.
PLoS ONE 2007, 2:e1172.

31. Van Tassell CP, Smith TP, Matukumalli LK, Taylor JF, Schnabel RD, Lawley CT,
Haudenschild CD, Moore SS, Warren WC, Sonstegard TS: SNP discovery
and allele frequency estimation by deep sequencing of reduced
representation libraries. Nat Methods 2008, 5:247-252.

32. Albert TJ, Molla MN, Muzny DM, Nazareth L, Wheeler D, Song X,
Richmond TA, Middle CM, Rodesch MJ, Packard CJ, Weinstock GM,
Gibbs RA: Direct selection of human genomic loci by microarray
hybridization. Nat Methods 2007, 4:903-905.

33. Porreca GJ, Zhang K, Li JB, Xie B, Austin D, Vassallo SL, LeProust EM,
Peck BJ, Emig CJ, Dahl F, Gao Y, Church GM, Shendure J: Multiplex
amplification of large sets of human exons. Nat Methods 2007, 4:931-936.

34. Gnirke A, Melnikov A, Maguire J, Rogov P, LeProust EM, Brockman W,
Fennell T, Giannoukos G, Fisher S, Russ C, Gabriel S, Jaffe DB, Lander ES,
Nusbaum C: Solution hybrid selection with ultra-long oligonucleotides
for massively parallel targeted sequencing. Nat Biotechnol 2009,
27:182-189.

35. Okou DT, Steinberg KM, Middle C, Cutler DJ, Albert TJ, Zwick ME:
Microarray-based genomic selection for high-throughput resequencing.
Nat Methods 2007, 4:907-909.

36. Teer JK, Bonnycastle LL, Chines PS, Hansen NF, Aoyama N, Swift AJ,
Abaan HO, Albert TJ, NISC Comparative Sequencing Program, Margulies EH,
Green ED, Collins FS, Mullikin JC, Biesecker LG: Systematic comparison of
three genomic enrichment methods for massively parallel DNA
sequencing. Genome Res 2010, 20:1420-1431.

37. 1000 Genomes Project Consortium, Durbin RM, Abecasis GR, Altshuler DL,
Auton A, Brooks LD, Durbin RM, Gibbs RA, Hurles ME, McVean GA: A map
of human genome variation from population-scale sequencing. Nature
2010, 467:1061-1073.

38. Fu Y, Springer NM, Gerhardt DJ, Ying K, Yeh CT, Wu W, Swanson-Wagner R,
D’Ascenzo M, Millard T, Freeberg L, Aoyama N, Kitzman J, Burgess D,
Richmond T, Albert TJ, Barbazuk WB, Jeddeloh JA, Schnable PS: Repeat
subtraction-mediated sequence capture from a complex genome. Plant J
2010, 62:898-909.

39. Haun WJ, Hyten DL, Xu WW, Gerhardt DJ, Albert TJ, Richmond T,
Jeddeloh JA, Jia G, Springer NM, Vance CP, Stupar RM: The composition

Saintenac et al. Genome Biology 2011, 12:R88
http://genomebiology.com/2011/12/9/R88

Page 16 of 17

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18832442?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18832442?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16304599?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16816429?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16816429?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17181778?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17181778?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17181778?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19363125?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19363125?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20849627?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20849627?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18564382?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18564382?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16260753?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16260753?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16260753?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19345111?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19345111?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21236040?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21236040?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19652647?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19652647?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20064738?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18599450?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15996988?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15996988?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15996988?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11607134?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11607134?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18469969?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18469969?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17600208?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17600208?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12960374?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12960374?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12960374?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18780739?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18780739?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18780739?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15122014?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15122014?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15122014?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19717446?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19717446?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19717446?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20581307?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20581307?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20581307?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17010109?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17010109?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17010109?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17135334?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17135334?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17135334?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16675504?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16675504?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16675504?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16675504?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21265893?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21265893?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21265893?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17662031?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17662031?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18590545?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18590545?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18000544?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18000544?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18297082?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18297082?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18297082?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17934467?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17934467?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17934468?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17934468?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19182786?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19182786?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17934469?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20810667?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20810667?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20810667?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20981092?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20981092?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20230488?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20230488?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21115807?dopt=Abstract


and origins of genomic variation among individuals of the soybean
reference cultivar Williams 82. Plant Physiol 2011, 155:645-655.

40. Hodges E, Xuan Z, Balija V, Kramer M, Molla MN, Smith SW, Middle CM,
Rodesch MJ, Albert TJ, Hannon GJ, McCombie WR: Genome-wide in situ
exon capture for selective resequencing. Nat Genet 2007, 39:1522-1527.

41. Wheat EST database.. [http://wheat.pw.usda.gov/wEST/].
42. Sears ER, Okamoto M: Intergenomic chromosome relationships in

hexaploid wheat. In Proceedings of the Tenth International Congress of
Genetics, 20-27 August 1958, Montreal, Canada. Edited by: Boyes JW. McGill
University, Canada; 1958:258-259.

43. Akhunov ED, Akhunova AR, Anderson OD, Anderson JA, Blake N, Clegg MT,
Coleman-Derr D, Conley EJ, Crossman CC, Deal KR, Dubcovsky J, Gill BS,
Gu YQ, Hadam J, Heo H, Huo N, Lazo GR, Luo MC, Ma YQ, Matthews DE,
McGuire PE, Morrell PL, Qualset CO, Renfro J, Tabanao D, Talbert LE, Tian C,
Toleno DM, Warburton ML, You FM, et al: Nucleotide diversity maps
reveal variation in diversity among wheat genomes and chromosomes.
BMC Genomics 2010, 11:702.

44. Gore MA, Chia JM, Elshire RJ, Sun Q, Ersoz ES, Hurwitz BL, Peiffer JA,
McMullen MD, Grills GS, Ross-Ibarra J, Ware DH, Buckler ES: A first-
generation haplotype map of maize. Science 2009, 326:1115-1117.

45. Bansal V, Tewhey R, Leproust EM, Schork NJ: Efficient and cost effective
population resequencing by pooling and in-solution hybridization. PLoS
One 2011, 6:e18353.

46. Springer NM, Ying K, Fu Y, Ji T, Yeh CT, Jia Y, Wu W, Richmond T, Kitzman J,
Rosenbaum H, Iniguez AL, Barbazuk WB, Jeddeloh JA, Nettleton DS,
Schnable PS: Maize inbreds exhibit high levels of CNV and presence/
absence differences in genome content. PLoS Genet 2009, 5:e1000734.

47. DeBolt S: Copy number variation shapes genome diversity in Arabidopsis
over immediate family generational scales. Genome Biol Evol 2010,
2:441-453.

48. Hill WG, Robertson A: The effect of linkage on limits to artificial selection.
Genetical Res 1966, 8:269-294.

49. Dvorak J, Luo MC, Yang ZL: Restriction fragment length polymorphism
and divergence in the genomic regions of high and low recombination
in self-fertilizing and cross-fertilizing Aegilops species. Genetics 1998,
148:423-434.

50. Clark RM, Schweikert G, Toomajian C, Ossowski S, Zeller G, Shinn P,
Warthmann N, Hu TT, Fu G, Hinds DA, Chen H, Frazer KA, Huson DH,
Schölkopf B, Nordborg M, Rätsch G, Ecker JR, Weigel D: Common
sequence polymorphisms shaping genetic diversity in Arabidopsis
thaliana. Science 2007, 317:338-342.

51. Haudry A, Cenci A, Ravel C, Bataillon T, Brunel D, Poncet C, Hochu I,
Poirier S, Santoni S, Glemin S, David J: Grinding up wheat: a massive loss
of nucleotide diversity since domestication. Mol Biol Evol 2007,
24:1506-1517.

52. Uauy C, Paraiso F, Colasuonno P, Tran RK, Tsai H, Berardi S, Comai L,
Dubcovsky J: A modified TILLING approach to detect induced mutations
in tetraploid and hexaploid wheat. BMC Plant Biol 2009, 9:115.

53. Endo TR, Gill BS: The deletion stocks of common wheat. J Hered 1996,
87:295-307.

54. Sears ER: Cytogenetic studies with polyploid species of wheat. II.
Additional chromosomal aberrations in Triticum vulgare. Genetics 1944,
29:232-246.

55. Hahn MW, Kern AD: Comparative genomics of centrality and essentiality
in three eukaryotic protein-interaction networks. Mol Biol Evol 2005,
22:803-806.

56. Wheeler DA, Srinivasan M, Egholm M, Shen Y, Chen L, McGuire A, He W,
Chen YJ, Makhijani V, Roth GT, Gomes X, Tartaro K, Niazi F, Turcotte CL,
Irzyk GP, Lupski JR, Chinault C, Song XZ, Liu Y, Yuan Y, Nazareth L, Qin X,
Muzny DM, Margulies M, Weinstock GM, Gibbs RA, Rothberg JM: The
complete genome of an individual by massively parallel DNA
sequencing. Nature 2008, 452:872-876.

57. Mochida K, Yoshida T, Sakurai T, Ogihara Y, Shinozaki K: TriFLDB: a
database of clustered full-length coding sequences from Triticeae with
applications to comparative grass genomics. Plant Physiol 2009,
150:1135-1146.

58. Uauy C, Distelfeld A, Fahima T, Blechl A, Dubcovsky J: A NAC gene
regulating senescence improves grain protein, zinc, and iron content in
wheat. Science 2006, 314:1298-1301.

59. Langmead B, Trapnell C, Pop M, Salzberg SL: Ultrafast and memory-
efficient alignment of short DNA sequences to the human genome.
Genome Biol 2009, 10:R25.

60. Li H, Handsaker B, Wysoker A, Fennell T, Ruan J, Homer N, Marth G,
Abecasis G, Durbin R, 1000 Genome Project Data Processing Subgroup: The
Sequence Alignment/Map format and SAMtools. Bioinformatics 2009,
25:2078-2079.

61. Xia XQ, Jia Z, Porwollik S, Long F, Hoemme C, Ye K, Müller-Tidow C,
McClelland M, Wang Y: Evaluating oligonucleotide properties for DNA
microarray probe design. Nucleic Acids Res 2010, 38:e121.

62. Markham NR, Zuker M: UNAFold: software for nucleic acid folding and
hybridization. Methods Mol Biol 2008, 453:3-31.

63. Le Novere N: MELTING, computing the melting temperature of nucleic
acid duplex. Bioinformatics 2001, 17:1226-1227.

64. Kurtz S, Narechania A, Stein JC, Ware D: A new method to compute K-mer
frequencies and its application to annotate large repetitive plant
genomes. BMC Genomics 2008, 9:517.

65. CerealsDB.uk.net.. [http://www.cerealsdb.uk.net/index.htm].
66. Koboldt DC, Chen K, Wylie T, Larson DE, McLellan MD, Mardis ER,

Weinstock GM, Wilson RK, Ding L: VarScan: variant detection in massively
parallel sequencing of individual and pooled samples. Bioinformatics
2009, 25:2283-2285.

67. Li H, Durbin R: Fast and accurate short read alignment with Burrows-
Wheeler transform. Bioinformatics 2009, 25:1754-1760.

68. Albers CA, Lunter G, Macarthur DG, McVean G, Ouwehand WH, Durbin R:
Dindel: accurate indel calls from short-read data. Genome Res 2010,
21:961-973.

69. Xie C, Tammi MT: CNV-seq, a new method to detect copy number
variation using high-throughput sequencing. BMC Bioinformatics 2009,
10:80.

70. Götz S, García-Gómez JM, Terol J, Williams TD, Nueda MJ, Robles M,
Talón M, Dopazo J, Conesa A: High-throughput functional annotation and
data mining with the Blast2GO suite. Nucleic Acids Res 2008, 36:3420-3435.

71. AmiGO.. [http://amigo.geneontology.org/cgi-bin/amigo/go.cgi].
72. Rice Genome Annotation Project.. [http://rice.plantbiology.msu.edu/].
73. Brachypodium.. [http://www.brachypodium.org/].
74. TREP, the Triticeae Repeat Sequence Database.. [http://wheat.pw.usda.

gov/ITMI/Repeats/].
75. Jurka J, Kapitonov VV, Pavlicek A, Klonowski P, Kohany O, Walichiewicz J:

Repbase Update, a database of eukaryotic repetitive elements. Cytogenet
Genome Res 2005, 110:462-467.

doi:10.1186/gb-2011-12-9-r88
Cite this article as: Saintenac et al.: Targeted analysis of nucleotide and
copy number variation by exon capture in allotetraploid wheat
genome. Genome Biology 2011 12:R88.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Saintenac et al. Genome Biology 2011, 12:R88
http://genomebiology.com/2011/12/9/R88

Page 17 of 17

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21115807?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21115807?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17982454?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17982454?dopt=Abstract
http://wheat.pw.usda.gov/wEST/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21156062?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21156062?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19965431?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19965431?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21479135?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21479135?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19956538?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19956538?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20624746?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20624746?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9475752?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9475752?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9475752?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17641193?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17641193?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17641193?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17443011?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17443011?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19712486?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19712486?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17247118?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17247118?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15616139?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15616139?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18421352?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18421352?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18421352?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19448038?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19448038?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19448038?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17124321?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17124321?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17124321?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19261174?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19261174?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19505943?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19505943?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20236987?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20236987?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18712296?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18712296?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11751232?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11751232?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18976482?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18976482?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18976482?dopt=Abstract
http://www.cerealsdb.uk.net/index.htm
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19542151?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19542151?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19451168?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19451168?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20980555?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19267900?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19267900?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18445632?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18445632?dopt=Abstract
http://amigo.geneontology.org/cgi-bin/amigo/go.cgi
http://rice.plantbiology.msu.edu/
http://www.brachypodium.org/
http://wheat.pw.usda.gov/ITMI/Repeats/
http://wheat.pw.usda.gov/ITMI/Repeats/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16093699?dopt=Abstract

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Results
	Specificity and uniformity of alignment
	Factors determining sequence capture assay efficiency in the wheat genome
	Genotype calling in the tetraploid wheat genome
	Copy number and presence/absence variation
	CNV detection based on the level of target coverage
	CNV detection based on variant coverage at IVSs

	Patterns of variation and divergence in wheat genomes

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Materials and methods
	Capture assay design
	Construction of genomic DNA libraries
	Hybridization and sequencing
	Raw data processing and alignment strategy
	Thermodynamics metrics and k-mer frequencies index
	Variant discovery and copy number variation analysis
	Patterns of molecular variation

	Acknowledgements
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References

