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Abstract

Background: High-throughput re-sequencing is rapidly becoming the method of choice for studies of neutral and
adaptive processes in natural populations across taxa. As re-sequencing the genome of large numbers of samples is
still cost-prohibitive in many cases, methods for genome complexity reduction have been developed in attempts to
capture most ecologically-relevant genetic variation. One of these approaches is sequence capture, in which
oligonucleotide baits specific to genomic regions of interest are synthesized and used to retrieve and sequence
those regions.

Results: We used sequence capture to re-sequence most predicted exons, their upstream regulatory regions, as
well as numerous random genomic intervals in a panel of 48 genotypes of the angiosperm tree Populus trichocarpa
(black cottonwood, or ‘poplar’). A total of 20.76Mb (5%) of the poplar genome was targeted, corresponding to
173,040 baits. With 12 indexed samples run in each of four lanes on an Illumina HiSeq instrument (2x100 paired-
end), 86.8% of the bait regions were on average sequenced at a depth ≥10X. Few off-target regions (>250bp away
from any bait) were present in the data, but on average ~80bp on either side of the baits were captured and
sequenced to an acceptable depth (≥10X) to call heterozygous SNPs. Nucleotide diversity estimates within and
adjacent to protein-coding genes were similar to those previously reported in Populus spp., while intergenic regions
had higher values consistent with a relaxation of selection.

Conclusions: Our results illustrate the efficiency and utility of sequence capture for re-sequencing highly
heterozygous tree genomes, and suggest design considerations to optimize the use of baits in future studies.

Keywords: Poplar, Sureselect, Exome, Population genomics
Background
Population and quantitative geneticists interested in a
wide variety of evolutionary questions are increasingly
bypassing conventional genotyping strategies in favor of
high-throughput re-sequencing. Tradeoffs between sam-
ple size and marker density can largely be overcome by
these methods, making it possible to acquire dense gen-
omic coverage in relatively large populations at a reason-
able cost. A significant advantage of this approach is
that it bypasses the conventional SNP discovery phase,
ameliorating the problem of ascertainment bias and
allowing for the scoring of SNPs without regard to a
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priori selection based on minor allele frequency. Several
options exist for data acquisition in what can be gener-
ally called ‘genotyping-by-sequencing’ (GBS). While the-
oretically desirable, whole-genome re-sequencing may
be too costly for species with large, complex genomes
such as many plants, and may result in an unwieldy
dataset in terms of the computational effort required for
assembly and annotation. Genome complexity reduction
provides an alternative, with the goal of reducing the
genomic space that is sequenced [1-3]. Transcriptome
sequencing (RNA-seq) is one option that has been avail-
able since the beginning of next-generation sequencing,
and takes advantage of the natural ‘genome complexity
reduction’ of the cellular transcriptional machinery [4,5].
RNA-seq has some advantages, most notably the ability
to re-sequence much of the gene space, which is
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presumed to harbor a substantial fraction of the func-
tional variation present in the genome. However, up-
stream regulatory regions are expected to harbor
functional variants due to the potential for relatively
minor changes to have profound effects on gene expres-
sion affecting fitness [3,6,7], and copy number poly-
morphisms with functional consequences cannot be
scored from transcriptome data [8]. On the other hand,
studies of neutral evolutionary processes (e.g., demo-
graphic history, population structure, gene flow) must
avoid (or try to avoid) areas of the genome that may
have been the targets of natural selection, and the ability
to also score polymorphisms well outside of genes is
therefore advantageous in such studies.
With these constraints in mind, two primary methods

for genome complexity reduction have come to the fore
in recent years: restriction enzyme-based approaches
that recover a subset of the genome in a random but
(mostly) repeatable manner, and sequence capture, in
which specific genomic intervals are retrieved through
hybridization of fragmented genomic DNA with labeled
baits. The former class of methods have many variations,
but all involve the use of one or more restriction
enzymes to digest genomic DNA followed by size selec-
tion and sequencing [1,9-11]. The number of fragments
isolated in this way depends on the choice of enzyme(s),
and it is possible to enrich for regions that include tran-
scribed genes by using an enzyme sensitive to methyla-
tion status. Due to the large size and repetitive content
of many plant genomes, filtering out methylated hetero-
chromatin prior to sequencing has been a popular way
of enriching genomic libraries for gene-rich regions. This
approach was initially applied Sanger-based EST sequen-
cing [12], and subsequently to next-generation libraries
[11]. Contemporary restriction-enzyme-based GBS is
relatively inexpensive, avoids repetitive regions, and is
amenable to situations where a limited number of haplo-
types or extended linkage disequilibrium (LD) are
expected, for example, in domesticated species or
advanced pedigrees. That is, the goal of restriction-
enzyme approaches is not necessarily to capture func-
tional variants, but rather to saturate the ’haplotype
space’ of the genome. This is similar in principal to con-
ventional QTL mapping, but allows denser sampling of
the genome and hence finer mapping of QTL in popula-
tions with lower LD than conventional backcross QTL-
mapping pedigrees, but more LD than exists in wild
populations.
Sequence capture involves designing long oligonucleo-

tide ‘baits’ specific to regions of interest in the genome.
In the original formulation, these baits were immobilized
on a solid support, but solution-based capture using
biotinylated-baits is more common at present [13-15].
The latter is more cost-effective and scalable for custom
projects. While significantly more expensive than
restriction-enzyme-based methods, sequence capture
has a number of advantages for studies of genetic vari-
ation relevant to adaptation in large, unstructured, nat-
ural populations. These include more consistent and
complete recovery and sequencing of the gene/exon
space than restriction enzyme-based approaches. At the
same time, sequence capture allows recovery of select-
ively neutral intergenic regions that can be used to esti-
mate the effects of demographic processes such as
migration history and population structure, a step that is
usually required in association and landscape genomics
studies. Another significant advantage of sequence cap-
ture is the ability to target long stretches of DNA such
as entire exons or genes. Re-sequencing of longer frag-
ments allows estimation of the site frequency spectrum
and identification of cases of genetic hitchhiking – a
hallmark of natural selection [16]. In general, for associ-
ation mapping in trees, the haplotype-tagging approach
relied on in human genetics may not be successful due
to low LD in natural populations, and identifying func-
tional variants requires denser genotyping [17-19]. How-
ever, while most long-lived tree species have very low
LD, recent data from black cottonwood (Populus tricho-
carpa) suggest somewhat slower LD decay, on the order
of a few kilobases, which may facilitate haplotype-
tagging [20]. In balsam poplar (P. balsamifera), a close
relative to P. trichocarapa, little average decay in LD was
observed within genes [21].
Sequence capture was first used for targeted re-

sequencing of the human genome [22-25], and is of par-
ticular current interest to studies of human disease, as it
enables cost-effective genotyping of SNPs in large popu-
lations without a priori selection of SNPs based on
minor allele frequency. While few reports exist at
present, there is also considerable interest in the se-
quence capture approach for studies of complex traits in
other taxa [26-29]. With large and complex genomes
that harbor extensive repetitive elements, this technol-
ogy is particularly useful in plants. Fu et al. [30] reported
the application of a two-stage solid-state approach to the
large and complex maize (Zea Mays) genome, in which
libraries were first de-enriched of repetitive sequence,
and then enriched for a 2.2Mb target region. Others
have used both solution-based [31] and array-based [32]
capture to successfully re-sequence target genes in big
sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata) and soybean (Glycine
max), respectively. Here we report the application of
solution-based sequence capture to black cottonwood
(also known simply as ‘poplar’). We targeted most of the
poplar exome, as well as regions immediately upstream
of genes (‘promoters’) and random genomic control
intervals, and sequenced these in a preliminary panel of
48 individuals from across the natural range of the



Zhou and Holliday BMC Genomics 2012, 13:703 Page 3 of 12
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2164/13/703
species (Figure 1). The success of this approach as well
as design considerations for future sequence capture
studies are discussed.

Results
Data preprocessing and alignment
We designed baits and completed hybrid capture of
20.76Mb of the P. trichocarpa exome, which included at
least one exon from each predicted gene, as well as 320
randomly selected intergenic control regions. The 48
samples were pooled post-capture and sequenced in four
lanes in a 2x100 paired-end format on an Illumina HiSeq
instrument (12 samples per lane). For each clone we
obtained an average of 12.48 million, 100bp reads, with
a range of 9.49 to 14.78 million. An average of 86.7%
(with a range of 83.9-90.0%) of the total raw reads
passed our quality filters (see Methods section), and an
average of 79.6% (with a range of 77.4-82.1%) of the raw
reads remained in pairs after the preprocessing proced-
ure (Additional file 1: Table S1). Read pairs for each
clone were aligned to the unmasked poplar genome
using the BWA alignment tool, and 97.1 ~ 98.8% of the
quality-filtered reads were mapped onto the poplar gen-
ome. The vast majority of the reads (92.7 ~ 94.7% of the
Figure 1 Map of sampling locations. Range of P. trichocarpa is
indicated by green shading, and closed circles indicate origins of
individual clones included in this study. Scale provided in units of
kilometers.
total inputs) were uniquely mapped (Additional file 2:
Table S2), and those that did not were excluded from
further analysis. One particular clone, SV08, had a much
lower percentage of uniquely mapped reads, gapless
alignments, and perfect alignments, and we therefore
excluded this clone from further analysis.

Efficiency of on-target enrichment
Alignment of the reads to the poplar genome showed a
high level of on-target enrichment efficiency (Figure 2).
The 173k designed baits correspond to a total of
20.76Mb of genomic regions, which account for ~5% of
the poplar genome. The number of baits per million
base-pairs ranged from 47 to 858, with an average of
440. On average, 86.8% of base pairs in the bait regions
were covered by uniquely mapped reads at ≥ 10X depth,
and only 3.3% of the target regions were not covered.
Due to the variable length of sheared DNA fragments in
the prepped library, and because the median length of
the sheared fragments (~150-200bp) was greater than
the length of the baits, we acquired additional coverage
in regions adjacent to baits. For analysis purposes, we
defined these regions as up to 250 base pairs flanking
both sides of the bait. On average, 37.7% of the adjacent
area were covered at a depth ≥ 10X (Additional file 3:
Figure S1). In contrast, little coverage was found in the
off-target genomic regions, defined as those > 250 bp
from any bait (Additional file 4: Figure S2). With a strin-
gent cutoff of ≥ 10X coverage in all clones, we acquired
data on 25.62Mb of the genome, whereas 64.09Mb of
the genome was covered at ≥ 10X in at least one clone.

Sequencing coverage in bait regions
Coverage among the 48 poplar clones was highly con-
sistent and uniform in both target regions and their ad-
jacent regions (Figure 2; Additional file 3: Figure S1). In
target regions, the 47 clones (excluding SV08) had a nar-
row mean coverage range between 33X and 51X, with a
mode ranging from 20-32X, and a median from 30-45X.
Of the targeted bases, 67.4% were unanimously covered
at least 10X, in addition, 18.2% of the base pairs within
250bp of either side of a given bait are also unanimously
covered 10X or greater. To illustrate the depth of cover-
age within and adjacent to baits arrayed across the gene
regions, we extracted coverage data for the gene model
POPTR_0006s12590 as an example (Figure 3). Coverage
depth for this gene, which was targeted by 30 baits,
showed a consistent relationship between coverage
depth and the positions of baits, and coverage was rela-
tively uniform among clones.

Coverage decay in regions adjacent to baits
To investigate the decay in coverage moving away from
the baits, we retrieved genomic regions adjacent to baits



Figure 2 Cumulative distribution of coverage depth in bait regions. Both mean coverage across all 48 genotypes (red line) and mean
coverage for individual genotypes (colored points) are provided.
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for which there was no neighboring bait within 1000bp.
Sequencing depth in these ‘bait wings’ showed a consist-
ent decay with distance from the bait (Figure 4a), with
similar decay patterns between the left and the right
wings. On average, approximately 80 base pairs nearest
the bait were sequenced at a depth of 10X or more. We
also extracted genomic regions that were covered by
pairs of baits immediately adjacent to one another, and
Figure 3 Example of coverage depth for 47 clones across a single gen
features and bait positions are indicated. Exons less than 150bp were assig
for longer exons.
for which there was not another bait within 1000bp on
either side. Interestingly, coverage analysis of these
double-baits (Figure 4b) indicated a diminished effect on
coverage in adjacent regions. On average, double-baits
had a total of 386 bp (i.e., 240bp in the double baits and
146bp in the wings) that were covered at ≥10X, while
single baits had 292bp (120bp on the bait and 172bp in
the wings).
e (POPTR_0006s12590) with multiple bait regions. Gene
ned a single bait, whereas multiple baits were placed end-to-end



Figure 4 Mean coverage depth as a function of distance from the 50 (left) and 30(right) edges of bait regions (a) and coverage depth
for target regions with single and double baits (b).
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Parameters affecting capture efficiency
Although coverage depth for a given region was fairly
uniform among clones (Figure 3), there was wide vari-
ation in coverage among target regions. As the algorithm
Agilent Technologies uses to design baits is proprietary,
we assessed the role that two variables played in capture
efficiency: GC content and gene duplication. A clear re-
lationship between GC content and coverage was appar-
ent, with decreased coverage for target regions with both
low and high GC content (Figure 5). To assess this rela-
tionship, we linearized the data by taking the absolute
values of mean-subtracted GC content and found a
highly significant but weak relationship with coverage
Figure 5 Hexbin scatterplot and loess fit (black line) of the
relationship between mean GC content of a target region and
coverage depth. Colors reflect the density of data points.
depth (P < 0.001, R2 = 0.047). Another parameter that
may also affect the recovery of target regions is the level
of gene duplication. To determine if mean coverage
depth and variance was affected by the presence of para-
logs, we separated the data for target genes into two cat-
egories: single-copy and those with retained duplicates
from the salicoid whole-genome duplication. Coverage
depth was slightly higher for the duplicate class, while
variance in depth of coverage was similar between these
two categories (Additional file 5: Figure S3).

SNP calling and diversity statistics
Our pipeline called a total of 1,129,874 SNPs (the union
of 47 clones) that passed through the initial filter (≥10X
coverage and SNP quality ≥ 30) for a particular clone.
After applying additional filters (≥10X coverage in all the
individuals and no insertion-deletion polymorphisms at
the SNP loci in any individual), this SNP set was refined
down to a total of approximately 495k candidate SNPs
(Table 1). Of these, 240k candidate SNPs were from the
targeted bait regions and 225k were from adjacent
regions (i.e., within 500bp of a given bait), which com-
bined accounted for 94.0% of the total. In terms of dis-
tribution of candidate SNPs in genomic features, 240k
were from coding regions, 64k from promoter regions,
and 1150 from the intergenic regions, with the rest dis-
tributed in introns and untranslated regions (Table 1).
We used MANVa software (http://www.ub.edu/softevol/

manva/) to calculate multi-locus nucleotide diversity
and Tajima’s D, a summary statistics of the folded site
frequency spectrum, for the 320 intergenic regions, as
well as 40,668 gene regions. For both of these, flanking
regions were incorporated where coverage was sufficient.
Gene regions included upstream and downstream flank-
ing sequence, as well as introns and UTRs. We merged
gene regions in cases where two or more genes were

http://www.ub.edu/softevol/manva/
http://www.ub.edu/softevol/manva/


Table 1 Number of called SNPs grouped by both genomic location class and positive relative to baits

Category Candidate SNPS Called SNPs Percent of total

Categorized by annotation of genomic region

Promoter 152223 64534 12.8

50-UTR 30586 13433 2.7

Exon 446450 240693 47.9

30-UTR 29481 11753 2.3

Intron 329559 149919 29.8

Intergenic1 154785 22329 4.4

Categorized by position relative to baits

Within-bait 360558 241351 48.7

Adjacent to baits 568115 225581 45.5

Off-target 201201 28594 5.8
1Inclues SNPs from both targeted intergenic control regions as well as off-target regions.
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adjacent in the genome and depth of coverage between
them was sufficient. Per site nucleotide diversity, esti-
mated using Watterson’s θ and Tajima’s π, was higher in
intergenic regions – 0.0071 and 0.0064, respectively,
compared with 0.0035 and 0.0029, respectively, for the
genic regions (Table 2). The difference between these
two estimators of nucleotide diversity yielded a mean
negative Tajima’s D, which was more negative in genic
regions (D = −0.327) compared with intergenic regions
(D = −0.181). As genes with retained duplicates from the
salicoid whole-genome duplication may be difficult to
accurately align, which could lead to higher levels of
false-positive SNPs, we assessed diversity in single-copy
genes vs those with retained duplicates. Diversity was
similar between these two groups, though slightly higher
for single-copy genes (Table 2).

Discussion
While contemporary high-throughput sequencing tech-
nologies make genome-wide studies feasible in both model
and non-model species, whole-genome re-sequencing
is usually still cost prohibitive. Even where funds are
available, studies of natural variation and its relation-
ship to adaptation may be better served by increasing
sample sizes, rather than genomic coverage beyond a
certain point. Our data suggest that sequence capture
results in a dataset that is a reasonable tradeoff between
Table 2 Average multilocus diversity estimates for genic (incl
intergenic regions. Associated standard deviations are given

Regions Length S

All genes 344 (239) 6.2 (5.8)

Single copy genes 330 (251) 6.0 (5.3)

Duplicated genes 363 (219) 6.0 (5.4)

Intergenic 271 (114) 9.9 (6.4)

Abbreviations: S, segregating sites; θ, Watterson’s theta; π, Tajima’s pi; D, Tajima’s D.
cost and genotyping coverage in regions most likely to
contribute to adaptation – that is, the gene and regula-
tory space.

Capture efficiency and specificity
Our results suggest that sequence capture is a reliable
approach to score SNPs in both the gene space and non-
repetitive intergenic regions. Although the depth of
coverage varied among target regions, it was consistent
among clones for a given bait. Only about 3% of the
sequence data did not map to a target region, suggest-
ing that baits did not frequently hybridize with off-
target fragments. The only exception to this was for a
single clone collected from north central California,
USA (SV08), which had a much lower percentage of
mapped reads. Preliminary population structure anal-
ysis suggests that this clone clusters separately from
all of our other samples, and is likely either another
species – P. fremontii or a P. trichocarpa x fremontii
hybrid (data not shown).
It should be noted that the level of off-target capture

in our study may be low in part because we designed
baits for most of the poplar gene space. Hence, off-
target hybridization of one of our baits would require a
level of complementarity with the off-target region that
is probably rare given the 120bp length of the baits. By
contrast, more focused studies may observe inflated off-
uding introns and adjacent captured sequence) and
in parentheses

θ π D

0.0035 (0.0028) 0.0029 (0.0031) -0.327 (0.872)

0.0036 (0.0027) 0.0030 (0.0032) -0.308 (0.940)

0.0032 (0.0023) 0.0027 (0.0027) -0.339 (0.931)

0.0071 (0.0052) 0.0064 (0.0046) -0.181 (0.864)
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target capture in cases where the goal is to retrieve, for
example, specific members of gene families. In such
cases, recovery of untargeted paralogous genes may be
expected. This is a particular issue in Populus, which has
experienced a relatively recent whole genome duplica-
tion [33]. As sequence capture baits have some tolerance
for mismatches, it is likely that a bait designed for a
given gene will capture paralagous genes in cases where
sequence divergence is not high. While this is not a
problem in the context of whole exome capture, it may
present a problem for accurate assembly of the resulting
short-read sequence data. To evaluate this, we separated
genes into two categories – those with retained paralogs
from the salicoid whole-genome duplication event, and
those without paralogs (based on the list provided in
Rodgers-Melnick et al. [34]). If reads from a given gene
were assembling to their cognate paralog, and vice-versa,
we would expect a higher rate of putative SNPs in the
‘duplicate’ category of genes. This was not the case in
our data – both the single-copy and duplicate categories
had similar rates of SNP discovery – which suggests that
our assembly pipeline handled reads from duplicate
genes reasonably well.

Nucleotide diversity
Our SNP discovery pipeline called approximately
495,000 SNPs, although many more possible polymorph-
isms were detected before we applied rigorous thresh-
olds for accepting a polymorphism. As we recovered
25.62 Mb of sequence data including both target and ad-
jacent regions, this corresponds to about one SNP per
52bp. This value is higher than that found in recent
black cottonwood and balsam poplar studies [21,35,36],
but similar to trembling aspen (P. tremuloides) [37] and
European aspen (P. tremula) [38]. Slavov et al. [35] re-
cently reported genome-wide resequencing of the poplar
genome for 16 individuals originating from diverse loca-
tions across the range. For this panel, one SNP per
313bp were detected (using similar quality-score (QS)
filtering methods to those that we employed). Geraldes
et al. [36] reported a higher SNP rate – approximately
one per 142bp – based on transcriptome re-sequencing
of a panel of P. trichocarpa individuals that was similar
to that of Slavov et al. in terms of geographic diversity
(though with the notable addition of several clones from
near the northern range limit in the northwest tip British
Columbia). That the SNP rate obtained by Geraldes
et al. is substantially lower than our own may reflect that
fact that they studied only expressed sequences, which
are more likely to be constrained by natural selection.
Probably more important, our population was about 2x
larger and included individuals from relatively isolated
populations at the northern range limit on the south
coast of Alaska.
As SNP discovery rates per base-pair depend on the
size and diversity of the re-sequenced panel of indivi-
duals, we calculated per site nucleotide diversity – esti-
mated by Watterson’s θ and Tajima’s π – to allow us to
compare the variation in our data more directly with
studies of other Populus species. Tajima’s π for gene
regions was very similar to values obtained from a large
Sanger-based re-sequencing study of P. balsamifera [21],
a close relative of P. trichocarpa, and ~30% lower than
for European aspen (P. tremula) [38]. Intergenic regions
carried about two-fold higher diversity than the gene
regions, and data from the poplar genome sequence [33]
support this result – the number of SNPs in the inter-
genic space in the sequenced Nisqually-1 clone was
about double that of exons. That nucleotide diversity in
our data was higher for non-coding regions far from
genes suggests a relaxation of purifying/background selec-
tion compared with gene regions. The difference between
our estimates of θ and π resulted in a slightly negative
average Tajima’s D, which was more pronounced in genes
compared with intergenic regions, suggesting that selec-
tion is relaxed in the intergenic space. Deviations from the
neutral expectation for summary statistics of the site fre-
quency spectrum (e.g., Tajima’s D) are common among
forest trees [38-41]. Simulations have shown that such
results are consistent with changes in population size dur-
ing Pleistocene range expansion and contraction, and our
data suggest that similar demographic processes may have
affected the genome-wide frequency distribution of muta-
tions in P. trichocarpa [38,39,42,43]. Future studies of the
genetic targets of natural selection in this species will
therefore need to account for this genome-wide deviation
from the neutral expectation for the site frequency
spectrum.

Capture and alignment for duplicated genes
Paralagous genes in the poplar genome that arose from
the salicoid whole-genome duplication event, as well as
tandem gene duplication, may create problems both for
the physical process of capturing fragments of genomic
DNA, as well as correctly aligning the resulting sequence
data. Because the solution hybridization process tolerates
some mismatch, baits designed for one gene may cap-
ture close paralogs. This is not a problem for whole-
exome sequencing so long as the resulting data can be
aligned correctly to the genome. However, in cases
where baits are designed against two paralagous genes, it
is possible that hybridization and capture could be
skewed to one or the other gene. Such a skew should in-
crease mean coverage depth in duplicated vs. single-
copy genes – though fewer genes will be captured, those
that are will be captured in greater abundance and hence
sequenced to a greater depth. At the same time, capture
bias should result in a greater variance in the duplicated
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vs. single-copy genes – because capture bias is unlikely
to be complete, some genes will be ‘over-captured’ and
hence sequenced to great depth, whereas others will be
‘under-captured’ and sequenced only lightly. We did not
observe either of these effects – both mean depth of
coverage and variance were similar between single-copy
and duplicate gene pairs – and we therefore conclude
that capture efficiency in our study was not substantially
impacted by the presence of paralagous genes. With re-
spect to the second issue noted above – the impact of
paralogs on the ability to correctly align sequence data –
we used estimates of nucleotide variability in these two
classes of genes to determine if there was a significant
problem with misalignment of genes to their respective
paralogs in the genome. Such misalignment should in-
crease the level of SNPs in the duplicate category, as
fixed differences between duplicates would be incor-
rectly called as SNPs. Our estimates of nucleotide diver-
sity for single-copy vs duplicates were very similar,
which suggests that misalignment was not a problem.
Interestingly, diversity was slightly higher in the single-
copy class of genes (π = 0.0030 vs. 0.0027 for genes with
duplicates), and Tajima’s D was somewhat less negative
(−0.308 for single-copy vs. -0.339 for duplicates). This
result suggests that genes with duplicates are slightly
more constrained by selection than single-copy genes,
which is counterintuitive. While this may simply be a
stochastic effect, more detailed analyses of these data are
warranted to elucidate what, if any, evolutionary mech-
anism may be at work here.

Possible improvement to future bait design
Particularly for whole exome sequencing in non-model
organisms – i.e., custom bait designs – the cost of the
bait pools may limit the size of targeted regions to some-
thing less than the cumulative length of the exome, as
was the case in the current study. One possible way to
circumvent this issue is to ligate index adapters and pool
samples before capture, thereby allowing for the capture
of a larger number of samples than a given kit was
designed for. Kirst et al. [44] reported success with this
approach, although a greater proportion of off-target
capture may be expected. Pre-capture pooling is now
supported by both Agilent Technologies and Roche
NimbleGen (SeqCap EZ platform; http://www.nimblegen.
com/seqcapez/), and this approach both reduces liquid
handling as well as reagent costs.
Our results suggest improvements that can be made in

bait design to recover the largest fraction of the gene
space given a particular capture size (kits vary from sev-
eral hundred Kb to tens of Mb). Specifically, we found
that on average approximately 80bp on either side of a
given 120bp target region returned sequence of accept-
able depth to call SNPs. This is not a surprising result
given that we sheared our genomic DNA preparations to
an average length of ~200bp. As a result, hybridized
genomic DNA fragments were longer than the baits that
retrieved them. Future studies that employ sequence
capture would therefore benefit from the following
changes to bait design when the goal is to maximize the
length of captured regions while minimizing the expense
of the bait pools: (i) for target regions less than ~300bp,
a single bait should be centered on the target – most or
all of the flanking regions will be recovered; (ii) for tar-
get regions >300bp, gaps of ~150bp should be arrayed
between the targeted regions; and (iii) when two target
regions are separated by <150bp, they can be treated as
one, with gaps as in (ii) allowed to fall at whatever loca-
tion the target sequence dictates (Figure 6).
With respect to depth of coverage, we acquired an

average of ~40X with 12 indexed samples in each lane,
sequenced in a 2x100bp format on an Illumina HiSeq in-
strument. It may be possible to multiplex more samples
within a single lane depending on the goals of the study
and the analytical methods used. With the relatively high
LD recently reported in Populus [20], imputation of
missing data may be a reasonable strategy. However, as
our results show, coverage depth from captured libraries
is both heterogeneous among regions and uniform
across samples for a particular region. While we show
that GC content plays a role in coverage depth for a
given target, other unknown factors are more important.
It is therefore difficult to assess a priori which targets
will exhibit poor capture and hence lower coverage
depth. With lighter coverage, a greater proportion of
regions will have low or no coverage. This missing data
will likely be missing in all samples for a given target re-
gion, thus making it impossible to impute missing data
for such targets. Depending on the purpose (e.g., associ-
ation mapping) and level of LD in the focal species,
this may be acceptable. It should be noted that the
strategy for bait design must be considered when cal-
culating the approximate mean coverage depth expected
from a given multiplex sequencing scenario. The strat-
egy outlined above is designed to maximize the cumula-
tive length of captured regions, and the amount of
captured sequence may be double the size of the bait
design.

Conclusions
The goal of this study was to test solution sequence cap-
ture as a means to genotype the exome of the highly het-
erozygous model tree P. trichocarpa. We targeted nearly
21Mb of the genome, and with 12 samples in a single
lane of an Illumina HiSeq instrument, approximately
85% of our target regions returned quality data of ac-
ceptable depth to call SNPs. In addition to the target re-
gion, we recovered ~80bp of flanking sequence on either

http://www.nimblegen.com/seqcapez/
http://www.nimblegen.com/seqcapez/


Figure 6 Proposed strategy to optimize bait usage for maximal coverage of target regions while minimizing the size of the bait pool.
Solid lines indicate bait placement, and dotted lines indicate regions for which acceptable depth of coverage is expected in the absence of bait
coverage. For target regions less than 300bp, a single bait is placed centered on the region. For targets greater than 300bp, baits are tiled with
~150bp gaps between adjacent baits. When two target regions are separated by less than 150bp, a contiguous sequence is expected to be
recovered in the absence of bait coverage between the two regions.
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side of baits. Our results show that solution sequence
capture is a reliable method to enrich the gene space in
complex plant genomes. A relatively small proportion of
off target capture was observed, and inter-sample vari-
ability in depth of coverage for a given locus was small.
With careful attention to bait design, it should be pos-
sible to recover approximately double the amount of se-
quence targeted due to the recovery of flanking regions,
though it is important to account for this additional se-
quence when determining multiplex level for sequencing.
Methods
Plant material and DNA extraction
Cuttings from 48 poplar clones were collected from geo-
graphic locations of diverse latitude, longitude and eleva-
tion (Figure 1). The cuttings were rooted in a 3:2
mixture of peat:perlite and kept in a greenhouse at am-
bient temperature of 20°C throughout the rooting
process. The ramets were misted twice daily for 30min
to limit transpirational water loss. For DNA extraction,
young leaves were sampled from an individual plant and
immediately flash frozen in liquid nitrogen before being
stored in low-temperature freezer (−80°C). DNA was
extracted from the leaves using Qiagen DNeasyW Plant
Mini Kit following the standard protocol with minor
modifications as follows: starting material was increased
to a maximum of 500mg, buffers volumes were scaled-
up proportionally to the increased tissue used, and the
column was eluted twice each with 75 μl 1x low TE buf-
fer. DNA quality was checked in a NanoDrop Spectro-
photometer, and a 260/280 ratio of 1.7-2.0 with a
minimum concentration of 20 ng/μl were applied as cut-
offs for acceptable extractions.

Probe design and capture library synthesis
Phytozome version 7.0 annotation and assembly files for
black cottonwood [33] (corresponding to assembly ver-
sion 2.2 of the poplar genome) were downloaded (http://
www.phytozome.org/), and used in design of short
genomic regions (commonly called baits) targeting
exons, promoter, and intergenic control regions. The
poplar genome assembly has a total of 2518 scaffolds,
with the first 19 scaffolds corresponding to the poplar
chromosomes. For simplicity and convenience, we gen-
erated an artificial assembly (“chromosome 20”) by se-
quentially concatenated all the small scaffolds (i.e.,
Scaffold 20 to 2518). A total of 173,040 baits of 120bp in
length were designed using SureSelect eArray software
(Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, California, USA),
which covered a total of 20.76Mb genomic regions (or
~5.0% of the entire genome; Additional file 6: Figure S4).
The baits targeted more than 39,000 of the 40,668 loci con-
taining protein-coding transcripts. Approximately 145,000
baits targeted the exons, 26,000 targeted 250bp regions up-
stream of the genes (i.e., putative promoter regions), and
600 baits targeted intergenic regions to be used as putative
selectively neutral control regions for population genetic
analyses. These control regions were roughly evenly dis-
tributed across chromosomes, and selected at random
from non-repetitive intergenic areas of the genome. As the
cumulative length of the predicted exons exceeded the
available baits, following bait design in eArray we looped
through the gene list, selecting one bait for each gene at
each pass, until the maximum number of baits was
reached. Priority was given to a small subset of 3100 genes
(or 8% of the total) corresponding to Gene Ontology terms
relevant to climatic adaptation, to which ~30,000 baits (or
18% of the total) were assigned. For these, baits corre-
sponding to all exons were retained. Using this design, a
custom biotinylated RNA bait library was synthesized by
Agilent Technologies.

Library preparation
Our targeted enrichment was based on Agilent’s SureSe-
lectXT target enrichment system for Illumina paired-end
sequencing. The 48 samples were randomly assigned to
4 groups, each of which corresponding to a HiSeq se-
quencing lane, and the 12 samples in each group were
randomly assigned to an index (1 to 12). The prepped

http://www.phytozome.org/
http://www.phytozome.org/
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library for each clone was prepared according to the
Agilent SureSelectXT protocol (version 1.2). Briefly, 3.0
μg of poplar genomic DNA (in 130 μl 1X Low TE Buffer
in a 1.5-mL LoBind tube) was sheared on a Covaris S220
instrument at the University of Georgia Genomics Core,
followed by ends repair, 30-end adenylation, adaptor
ligation, and amplification. Agencourt AMPure XP beads
were used to purify the libraries following each step. Li-
brary quality was assessed using a BioRad Experion with
DNA 1K chips.

Target enrichment
680 ng (200 ng/ μl) of the prepped libraries above were
used in the solution hybridization to the RNA baits,
which was carried out at 65°C according to the Agilent
protocol in a PCR machine (Eppendorf Mastercycler
gradient). Following hybridization, target regions were
purified on magnetic beads followed by post-hybridization
amplification of the captured library to add index
sequences.
Captured libraries were quantified using real-time PCR

and a NanoDrop Spectrophotometer, and quality-
checked on an Agilent Technologies Bioanalyser (DNA-
7500 chip). Libraries were pooled such that each index-
tagged sample was present in equimolar amounts, with
final concentration of the pooled samples of 50nM. The
pooled samples were subject to cluster generation and
sequencing using an Illumina HiSeq 2000 System in a
2x100 paired-end format at the David H. Murdock Re-
search Institute (Durham, North Carolina, USA).

Data analysis and SNP detection
Analysis of the 100bp HiSeq sequencing reads involved
custom pipelines to preprocess the raw data, align to the
poplar reference genome, and identify putative single
nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs). The pipelines were
Perl wrappers and necessary custom programming
scripts in Perl, R and Shell, which piped public software
tools for quality-control, assembly, and SNP discovery
(see below). Preprocessing of raw data included quality
control, verification of de-multiplexing, trimming the
reads when necessary, and re-pairing. A high quality
read met the following criteria: properly de-multiplexed
(up to 1 mismatch was allowed in the barcode), mean
quality score (Q-score) ≥ 30, minimum Q-score ≥ 13, and
zero undetermined nucleotides. If an undetermined base
was present near either end of a read, it was trimmed
and passed to downstream analysis if the rest of the read
met the above criteria. As a last step, the QC-passed
reads were re-paired for alignment.
Only reads that passed the above QC thresholds were

aligned to the reference genome of P. trichocarpa, which
consisted of 19 chromosomes and the one concatenated
scaffold described above. The Burrows-Wheeler Aligner
(BWA) [45], a fast and accurate short read alignment
tool that employs a Burrows-Wheeler transform (version
0.6.1), was used to align our short reads. The reference
genome was indexed using the IS linear-time algorithm.
For each poplar clone, the paired-end reads were aligned
separately using the aln command with default settings,
and then converted to alignments in the SAM format in
pairs via the sampe command.
SNPs were called using SAMtools [46] by first con-

verting uniquely aligned SAM-formatted records into a
binary format, and then sorting and indexing the result-
ing files. For each clone, the mpileup function (with in-
put options “-P ILLUMINA -C50 -ugf” enabled to
specify the platform and the coefficient for downgrading
mapping quality, and to compute genotype likelihoods)
was subsequently applied to generate raw variants which
were thereafter converted into variant call format (VCF)
[47] with the bcftools function in SAMtools. Putative
SNP variants were only considered if they had at least
10X coverage and a quality score ≥30, which indicates a
1 in 1000 chance of error. BEDTools [48] was used to
calculate the genome and regional coverage for each of
the clones. The coverage of the entire genome was cal-
culated for each uniquely mapped alignment (one file
per clone) using genomeCoverageBed. For coverage of
regions of interest, bed files for the regions (eg., baits,
regions adjacent to baits, promoter and gene regions)
were generated and then, coverageBed was used to calcu-
late the coverage depth. Finally, we further filtered out
those variants called from inconsistently covered regions
such that only SNPs from genomic regions that were
unanimously covered at ≥ 10X in all the P. trichocarpa
clones were selected as candidate SNPs. Using this SNP
set, we calculated diversity parameters and summary sta-
tistics for the site frequency spectrum using MANVa
software (http://www.ub.edu/softevol/manva/).
To investigate coverage decay with increasing distance

from baits, we retrieved genomic regions adjacent to
baits for which there was no neighboring bait within
1000bp (‘single baits’). Similarly, we also extracted gen-
omic regions that were covered by pairs of baits imme-
diately adjacent to one another, and for which there was
not another bait within 1000bp on either side. Here, we
refer to these bait-spanning regions as “wings”.
Finally, to assess a possible relationship between GC

content and capture efficiency, we subset the single baits
that are apart from any other baits by at least 120bp and
then calculated mean read depth across all samples (ex-
cluding one clone with a low percentage of mapped
reads – see Results section) as well as the percentage of
guanine and cystosine residues in each target region.
The results of this analysis were displayed using the
ggplot2 package in R (geom_hex and stat_smooth
functions).

http://www.ub.edu/softevol/manva/
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Data availability
The HiSeq data discussed in this publication have been
deposited in NCBI’s Sequence Read Archive (SRA)
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Traces/sra/). The SRA ac-
cession number is SRA058855.
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Additional file 1: Table S1. Statistics of raw and preprocessed reads.

Additional file 2: Table S2. Statistics of sam alignments.

Additional file 3: Figure S1. Cumulative distribution of coverage depth
in adjacent regions adjacent to baits. Both mean coverage across all 48
genotypes (red line) and mean coverage for individual genotypes
(colored points) are provided.

Additional file 4: Figure S2. Cumulative distribution of coverage
depth in off-target regions. Both mean coverage across all 48 genotypes
(red line) and mean coverage for individual genotypes (colored points)
are provided.

Additional file 5: Figure S3. Boxplots of coverage depth for
single-copy genes and those with retained salicoid duplicates.

Additional file 6: Figure S4. Distribution of baits across the 19 poplar
linkage groups. Points indicate bait locations, light blue line indicates
number of baits in 1Mb sliding windows, and red line indicates mean
depth of sequencing coverage in 1Mb sliding windows.
Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
JH designed the study, LZ collected and analyzed the data, and JH and LZ
wrote the paper. Both authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgments
We would like to thank Kyle Peer, Clay Sawyers, and Deborah Bird for
assistance with plant propagation, as well as the following organizations and
individuals for providing genetic material for this study: Drs. Chang-Yi Xie
and Alvin Yanchuk (British Columbia Ministry of Forests, Lands, and Natural
Resource Operations), Dr. Brian Stanton (Greenwood Resources), Dr. Brad St.
Clair (United States Forest Service (USFS)), Dr. Dennis Ringes (USFS, retired),
Dr. Rob Develice (USFS) and Mr. Will Haag. This work was supported by the
National Science Foundation Plant Genome Research Program (IOS:
1054444).

Received: 24 July 2012 Accepted: 5 December 2012
Published: 14 December 2012

References
1. Davey JW, Hohenlohe PA, Etter PD, Boone JQ, Catchen JM, Blaxter ML:

Genome-wide genetic marker discovery and genotyping using
next-generation sequencing. Nat Rev Genet 2011, 12(7):499–510.

2. Ekblom R, Galindo J: Applications of next generation sequencing in
molecular ecology of non-model organisms. Heredity 2011, 107(1):1–15.

3. Stapley J, Reger J, Feulner PGD, Smadja C, Galindo J, Ekblom R, Bennison C,
Ball AD, Beckerman AP, Slate J: Adaptation genomics: the next generation.
Trends Ecol Evol 2010, 25(12):705–712.

4. Ozsolak F, Milos PM: RNA sequencing: advances, challenges and
opportunities. Nat Rev Genet 2011, 12(2):87–98.

5. Gilad Y, Pritchard JK, Thornton K: Characterizing natural variation
using next-generation sequencing technologies. Trends Genet 2009,
25(10):463–471.

6. Chan YF, Marks ME, Jones FC, Villarreal G, Shapiro MD, Brady SD,
Southwick AM, Absher DM, Grimwood J, Schmutz J, et al: Adaptive
evolution of pelvic reduction in sticklebacks by recurrent deletion
of a Pitx1 enhancer. Science 2010, 327(5963):302–305.
7. Rebeiz M, Pool JE, Kassner VA, Aquadro CF, Carroll SB: Stepwise
modification of a modular enhancer underlies adaptation in a
Drosophila population. Science 2009, 326(5960):1663–1667.

8. Schrider DR, Hahn MW: Gene copy-number polymorphism in nature.
Proc R Soc B-Biol Sci 2010, 277(1698):3213–3221.

9. Rowe HC, Renaut S, Guggisberg A: RAD in the realm of
next-generation sequencing technologies. Mol Ecol 2011,
20(17):3499–3502.

10. Miller MR, Dunham JP, Amores A, Cresko WA, Johnson EA: Rapid and
cost-effective polymorphism identification and genotyping using
restriction site associated DNA (RAD) markers. Genome Res 2007,
17(2):240–248.

11. Elshire RJ, Glaubitz JC, Sun Q, Poland JA, Kawamoto K, Buckler ES,
Mitchell SE: A robust, simple Genotyping-by-Sequencing (GBS)
approach for high diversity species. PLoS One 2011, 6(5):e19379.

12. Rabinowicz PD, Schutz K, Dedhia N, Yordan C, Parnell LD, Stein L,
McCombie WR, Martienssen RA: Differential methylation of genes and
retrotransposons facilitates shotgun sequencing of the maize genome.
Nat Genet 1999, 23(3):305–308.

13. Kiialainen A, Karlberg O, Ahlford A, Sigurdsson S, Lindblad-Toh K,
Syvanen A-C: Performance of Microarray and Liquid Based Capture
Methods for Target Enrichment for Massively Parallel Sequencing and
SNP Discovery. PLoS One 2011, 6(2):e16486. doi:10.1371/journal.
pone.0016486. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Performance%
20of%20Microarray%20and%20Liquid%20Based%20Capture%20Methods%
20for%20Target%20Enrichment%20for%20Massively%20Parallel%
20Sequencing%20and%20SNP%20Discovery.#.

14. Gnirke A, Melnikov A, Maguire J, Rogov P, LeProust EM, Brockman W,
Fennell T, Giannoukos G, Fisher S, Russ C, et al: Solution hybrid selection
with ultra-long oligonucleotides for massively parallel targeted
sequencing. Nat Biotechnol 2009, 27(2):182–189.

15. Mamanova L, Coffey AJ, Scott CE, Kozarewa I, Turner EH, Kumar A,
Howard E, Shendure J, Turner DJ: Target-enrichment strategies for
next-generation sequencing. Nat Meth 2010, 7(2):111–118.

16. Nielsen R: Molecular signatures of natural selection. Annu Rev Genet 2005,
39:197–218.

17. Gonzalez-Martinez SC, Krutovsky KV, Neale DB: Forest tree population
genomics and adaptive evolution. New Phytol 2006, 170(2):227–238.

18. Neale DB: Genomics to tree breeding and forest health. Curr Opin Genet
Dev 2007, 17(6):539–544.

19. Neale DB, Ingvarsson PK: Population, quantitative and comparative
genomics of adaptation in forest trees. Curr Opin Plant Biol 2008,
11(2):149–155.

20. Slavov GT, DiFazio SP, Martin J, Schackwitz W, Muchero W, Rodgers-Melnick E,
Lipphardt MF, Pennacchio CP, Hellsten U, Pennacchio LA, et al: Genome
resequencing reveals multiscale geographic structure and extensive
linkage disequilibrium in the forest tree Populus trichocarpa. New Phytol
2012, 196(3):713–725. doi:10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04258.x. Epub 2012 Aug 3.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Genome%20resequencing%
20reveals%20multiscale%20geographic%20structure%20and%20extensive%
20linkage%20disequilibrium%20in%20the%20forest%20tree%20Populus%
20trichocarpa.#.

21. Olson MS, Robertson AL, Takebayashi N, Silim S, Schroeder WR, Tiffin P:
Nucleotide diversity and linkage disequilibrium in balsam poplar
(Populus balsamifera). New Phytol 2010, 186(2):526–536.

22. Shen P, Wang W, Krishnakumar S, Palm C, Chi A-K, Enns GM, Davis RW,
Speed TP, Mindrinos MN, Scharfe C: High-quality DNA sequence
capture of 524 disease candidate genes. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2011,
108(16):6549–6554.

23. Selmer KK, Gilfillan GD, Stromme P, Lyle R, Hughes T, Hjorthaug HS,
Brandal K, Nakken S, Misceo D, Egeland T, et al: A mild form of
Mucopolysaccharidosis IIIB diagnosed with targeted next-generation
sequencing of linked genomic regions. Eur J Hum Genet 2012,
20(1):58–63.

24. Summerer D: Enabling technologies of genomic-scale sequence
enrichment for targeted high-throughput sequencing. Genomics 2009,
94(6):363–368.

25. Sheridan R, Lampe K, Shanmukhappa SK, Putnam P, Keddache M, Divanovic
S, Bezerra J, Hoebe K: Lampe1: An ENU-Germline Mutation Causing
Spontaneous Hepatosteatosis Identified through Targeted Exon-
Enrichment and Next-Generation Sequencing. PLoS One 2011, 6(7):e21979.

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Traces/sra/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-703-S1.docx
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-703-S2.docx
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-703-S3.pdf
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-703-S4.pdf
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-703-S5.tiff
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-703-S6.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0016486
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0016486
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Performance%20of%20Microarray%20and%20Liquid%20Based%20Capture%20Methods%20for%20Target%20Enrichment%20for%20Massively%20Parallel%20Sequencing%20and%20SNP%20Discovery.#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Performance%20of%20Microarray%20and%20Liquid%20Based%20Capture%20Methods%20for%20Target%20Enrichment%20for%20Massively%20Parallel%20Sequencing%20and%20SNP%20Discovery.#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Performance%20of%20Microarray%20and%20Liquid%20Based%20Capture%20Methods%20for%20Target%20Enrichment%20for%20Massively%20Parallel%20Sequencing%20and%20SNP%20Discovery.#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Performance%20of%20Microarray%20and%20Liquid%20Based%20Capture%20Methods%20for%20Target%20Enrichment%20for%20Massively%20Parallel%20Sequencing%20and%20SNP%20Discovery.#
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04258.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Genome%20resequencing%20reveals%20multiscale%20geographic%20structure%20and%20extensive%20linkage%20disequilibrium%20in%20the%20forest%20tree%20Populus%20trichocarpa.#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Genome%20resequencing%20reveals%20multiscale%20geographic%20structure%20and%20extensive%20linkage%20disequilibrium%20in%20the%20forest%20tree%20Populus%20trichocarpa.#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Genome%20resequencing%20reveals%20multiscale%20geographic%20structure%20and%20extensive%20linkage%20disequilibrium%20in%20the%20forest%20tree%20Populus%20trichocarpa.#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Genome%20resequencing%20reveals%20multiscale%20geographic%20structure%20and%20extensive%20linkage%20disequilibrium%20in%20the%20forest%20tree%20Populus%20trichocarpa.#


Zhou and Holliday BMC Genomics 2012, 13:703 Page 12 of 12
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2164/13/703
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0021979. Epub 2011 Jul 7 http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.
gov/pubmed?term=Lampe1%3A%20An%20ENU-Germline%20Mutation%
20Causing%20Spontaneous%20Hepatosteatosis%20Identified%20through%
20Targeted%20Exon-Enrichment%20and%20Next-Generation%
20Sequencing#.

26. Grover CE, Salmon A, Wendel JF: Targeted sequence capture as a
powerful tool for evolutionary analysis. Am J Bot 2012, 99(2):312–319.

27. Nadeau NJ, Whibley A, Jones RT, Davey JW, Dasmahapatra KK, Baxter SW,
Quail MA, Joron M, Ffrench-Constant RH, Blaxter ML, et al: Genomic
islands of divergence in hybridizing Heliconius butterflies identified by
large-scale targeted sequencing. Philos Trans R Soc B-Biol Sci 2012,
367(1587):343–353.

28. Droegemueller C, Tetens J, Sigurdsson S, Gentile A, Testoni S, Lindblad-Toh K,
Leeb T: Identification of the bovine Arachnomelia mutation by massively
parallel sequencing implicates Sulfite Oxidase (SUOX) in bone
development. PLoS Genet 2010, 6(8):e1001079. doi:10.1371/journal.
pgen.1001079.

29. Albert FW, Hodges E, Jensen JD, Besnier F, Xuan Z, Rooks M, Bhattacharjee A,
Brizuela L, Good JM, Green RE, et al: Targeted resequencing of a genomic
region influencing tameness and aggression reveals multiple signals of
positive selection. Heredity 2011, 107(3):205–214.

30. Fu Y, Springer NM, Gerhardt DJ, Ying K, Yeh C-T, Wu W, Swanson-Wagner R,
D’Ascenzo M, Millard T, Freeberg L, et al: Repeat subtraction-mediated
sequence capture from a complex genome. Plant J 2010, 62(5):898–909.

31. Bajgain P, Richardson BA, Price JC, Cronn RC, Udall JA: Transcriptome
characterization and polymorphism detection between subspecies of
big sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata). BMC Genomics 2011, 12:370.
doi:10.1186/1471-2164-12-370. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?
term=Transcriptome%20characterization%20and%20polymorphism%
20detection%20between%20subspecies%20of%20big%20sagebrush%20%
28Artemisia%20tridentata%29#.

32. Bolon Y-T, Haun WJ, Xu WW, Grant D, Stacey MG, Nelson RT, Gerhardt DJ,
Jeddeloh JA, Stacey G, Muehlbauer GJ, et al: Phenotypic and genomic
analyses of a fast neutron mutant population resource in soybean.
Plant Physiol 2011, 156(1):240–253.

33. Tuskan GA, DiFazio S, Jansson S, Bohlmann J, Grigoriev I, Hellsten U,
Putnam N, Ralph S, Rombauts S, Salamov A, et al: The genome of
black cottonwood, Populus trichocarpa (Torr. & Gray). Science 2006,
313(5793):1596–1604.

34. Rodgers-Melnick E, Mane SP, Dharmawardhana P, Slavov GT, Crasta OR,
Strauss SH, Brunner AM, DiFazio SP: Contrasting patterns of evolution
following whole genome versus tandem duplication events in Populus.
Genome Res 2012, 22(1):95–105.

35. Slavov GT, DiFazio SP, Martin J, Schackwitz W, Muchero W, Rodgers-Melnick E,
Lipphardt MF, Pennacchio CP, Hellsten U, Pennacchio LA, et al: Genome
resequencing reveals multiscale geographic structure and extensive
linkage disequilibrium in the forest tree Populus trichocarpa. New Phytol
2012, 196(3):713–725.

36. Geraldes A, Pang J, Thiessen N, Cezard T, Moore R, Zhao Y, Tam A, Wang S,
Friedmann M, Birol I, et al: SNP discovery in black cottonwood (Populus
trichocarpa) by population transcriptome resequencing. Mol Ecol Resour
2011, 11:81–92.

37. Kelleher C, Wilkin J, Zhuang J, Cortés A, Quintero Á, Gallagher T,
Bohlmann J, Douglas C, Ellis B, Ritland K: SNP discovery, gene diversity,
and linkage disequilibrium in wild populations of Populus tremuloides.
Tree Genet Genomes 2012, 8(4):821–829.

38. Ingvarsson PK: Multilocus Patterns of nucleotide polymorphism and the
demographic history of Populus tremula. Genetics 2008, 180(1):329–340.

39. Holliday JA, Yuen M, Ritland K, Aitken SN: Postglacial history of a
widespread conifer produces inverse clines in selective neutrality tests.
Mol Ecol 2010, 19(18):3857–3864.

40. Pyhajarvi T, Garcia-Gil MR, Knurr T, Mikkonen M, Wachowiak W,
Savolainen O: Demographic history has influenced nucleotide diversity in
European Pinus sylvestris populations. Genetics 2007, 177(3):1713–1724.

41. Krutovsky KV, Neale DB: Nucleotide diversity and linkage disequilibrium in
cold-hardiness and wood quality-related candidate genes in Douglas-fir.
Genetics 2005, 171(4):2029–2041.

42. Keller SR, Olson MS, Silim S, Schroeder W, Tiffin P: Genomic diversity,
population structure, and migration following rapid range expansion in
the Balsam Poplar, Populus balsamifera. Mol Ecol 2010, 19(6):1212–1226.
43. Heuertz M, De Paoli E, Kallman T, Larsson H, Jurman I, Morgante M,
Lascoux M, Gyllenstrand N: Multilocus patterns of nucleotide diversity,
linkage disequilibrium and demographic history of Norway spruce
[Picea abies (L.) Karst]. Genetics 2006, 174(4):2095–2105.

44. Kirst M, Resende M, Munoz P, Neves L: Capturing and genotyping the
genome-wide genetic diversity of trees for association mapping and
genomic selection. BMC Proceedings 2011, 5(Suppl 7):I7.

45. Li H, Durbin R: Fast and accurate short read alignment with
Burrows-Wheeler transform. Bioinformatics 2009, 25(14):1754–1760.

46. Li H, Handsaker B, Wysoker A, Fennell T, Ruan J, Homer N, Marth G,
Abecasis G, Durbin R, Genome Project Data P: The Sequence Alignment/
Map format and SAMtools. Bioinformatics 2009, 25(16):2078–2079.

47. Danecek P, Auton A, Abecasis G, Albers CA, Banks E, DePristo MA,
Handsaker RE, Lunter G, Marth GT, Sherry ST, et al: The variant call format
and VCFtools. Bioinformatics 2011, 27(15):2156–2158.

48. Quinlan AR, Hall IM: BEDTools: a flexible suite of utilities for comparing
genomic features. Bioinformatics 2010, 26(6):841–842.

doi:10.1186/1471-2164-13-703
Cite this article as: Zhou and Holliday: Targeted enrichment of the black
cottonwood (Populus trichocarpa) gene space using sequence capture.
BMC Genomics 2012 13:703.
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

http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021979
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Lampe1%3A%20An%20ENU-Germline%20Mutation%20Causing%20Spontaneous%20Hepatosteatosis%20Identified%20through%20Targeted%20Exon-Enrichment%20and%20Next-Generation%20Sequencing#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Lampe1%3A%20An%20ENU-Germline%20Mutation%20Causing%20Spontaneous%20Hepatosteatosis%20Identified%20through%20Targeted%20Exon-Enrichment%20and%20Next-Generation%20Sequencing#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Lampe1%3A%20An%20ENU-Germline%20Mutation%20Causing%20Spontaneous%20Hepatosteatosis%20Identified%20through%20Targeted%20Exon-Enrichment%20and%20Next-Generation%20Sequencing#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Lampe1%3A%20An%20ENU-Germline%20Mutation%20Causing%20Spontaneous%20Hepatosteatosis%20Identified%20through%20Targeted%20Exon-Enrichment%20and%20Next-Generation%20Sequencing#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Lampe1%3A%20An%20ENU-Germline%20Mutation%20Causing%20Spontaneous%20Hepatosteatosis%20Identified%20through%20Targeted%20Exon-Enrichment%20and%20Next-Generation%20Sequencing#
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1001079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1001079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-12-370
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Transcriptome%20characterization%20and%20polymorphism%20detection%20between%20subspecies%20of%20big%20sagebrush%20%28Artemisia%20tridentata%29#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Transcriptome%20characterization%20and%20polymorphism%20detection%20between%20subspecies%20of%20big%20sagebrush%20%28Artemisia%20tridentata%29#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Transcriptome%20characterization%20and%20polymorphism%20detection%20between%20subspecies%20of%20big%20sagebrush%20%28Artemisia%20tridentata%29#
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed?term=Transcriptome%20characterization%20and%20polymorphism%20detection%20between%20subspecies%20of%20big%20sagebrush%20%28Artemisia%20tridentata%29#

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Results
	Data preprocessing and alignment
	Efficiency of on-target enrichment
	Sequencing coverage in bait regions
	Coverage decay in regions adjacent to baits
	Parameters affecting capture efficiency
	SNP calling and diversity statistics

	Discussion
	Capture efficiency and specificity
	Nucleotide diversity
	Capture and alignment for duplicated genes
	Possible improvement to future bait design

	Conclusions
	Methods
	Plant material and DNA extraction
	Probe design and capture library synthesis
	Library preparation
	Target enrichment
	Data analysis and SNP detection
	Data availability


	Additional files
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgments
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


