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Abstract

Objective

Gall oak (Quercus infectoria), is one of the extraordinary tree species and a valuable medicinal
plant for its products, including galls and tannins. It is one of the most important species of the
Quercus genus, which has been recognized and utilized as a medicinal plant since ancient times.
Despite the importance of this species, limited basic genetic information has hindered research
on this species. EST-SSR molecular markers, due to their high number of polymorphic loci, can
provide specific genetic information. In this study, EST-SSR markers were identified in the Q.
infectoria transcriptome generated through de novo assembly of RNA-Seq reads.
Materials and methods

The RNA sequencing technique was used for de novo transcriptome assembly and sequencing
was performed by Illumina HiSeq 2500 platform. De-novo assembly was performed for high-
quality reads using CLC Genomics Workbench (v7.5.0) software. For identification of
microsatellite markers, MISA (Microsatellite searching Tool) was used. In this study, the
microsatellites from mono-nucleotide to hexa-nucleotide were detected. To functionally group
genes, GO analysis was performed. Also, mappingagainstthe Plant Reactomepathway databases
was performed to the identification of biological pathways associated with EST-SSR-containing
unigenes.

Results

From 96,225 transcripts in the Q. infectoria transcriptome, 20,505 EST-SSR markers were
identified across 13,368 unigenes, with 4,355 unigenes containing more than one marker locus.
Among all types of repeats, mononucleotide repeats (11394, 55.57%) were the most abundant,
followed by dinucleotide and three- nucleotide repeats with 23.92 and 18.82%, respectively. The
highest percentage of mono-nucleotide motifs was A/T type, the highest percentage of di-
nucleotide motifs was AG/CT type (68.46%), and the highest percentage of 3, 4, and 5 nucleotide
motifs were AAG/CTT, AAAT/ATTT, and AAAAG/CTTTT type, respectively. Identification of
biologically active pathways associated with SSR-containing unigenes was carried out using a
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plant database. Most unigenes were linked in signal transduction, protein metabolism, cell cycle,

and gene expression (transcription) pathways. Analysis of the enriched pathways with SSR -

containing unigenes also showed that the highest abundance was related to the membrane,

nuclear, and metabolic pathways of compounds containing nucleobases.

Conclusions

This study provides valuable set of EST-SSRs for Q. infectoria and can provide the way for

further functional and comparative genomic research on this species.
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Introduction
Gall oak (Quercus infectoria), is one of the extraordinary tree species and a valuable

medicinal plant for its products, including galls and tannins. Q. infectoria is widely distributed in
severalregions ofthe Middle Eastand Mediterranean areas and plays animportant ecological and
medicinal role.It is one of the most important species of the Quercus genus, which has been
recognized and utilized as a medicinal plant since ancient times. The galls produced on this
species are rich in tannins and other bioactive compounds that have long been used in traditional
medicine, pharmaceutical preparations,and industrial applications. Despite the importance of this
species, limited basic genetic information (genomic and transcriptomic resources) for this species
remain limited compared with other model plants. The development of molecular markersderived
from expressed sequences can therefore provide an effective tool for understanding the genetic
structure and functional diversity of plant species. EST-SSR markers, which originate from
expressed regions of the genome, are particularly valuable because they are often associated with
genes that participate in biological processes and metabolic pathways. These markers are also
known for their relatively high transferability among related species and their usefulness in
comparative genomic studies. Totally, EST-SSR molecular markers, due to their high number of
polymorphic loci, can provide specific genetic information. Hence, in this study, EST-SSR
markers were identified in the Q. infectoria transcriptome generated through de novo assembly
of RNA-Seq reads. Therefore, identifying and characterizing EST-SSR loci in the transcriptome
of Q. infectoria can contribute to the development of genetic resources that support future research
on diversity, evolution, and functional genomics in this medicinal oak species.
Materials and methods

RNA sequencing (RNA-Seq) technology was employed to generate transcriptomic data for
Quercus infectoria and to facilitate de novo transcriptome assembly. Sequencing was carried out
using the Illumina HiSeq 2500 platform, which provides high-throughput sequencing capacity
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and reliable read quality for transcriptome analysis. Raw reads obtained from sequencing were
subjected to quality control procedures to remove low-quality sequences and potential
contaminants. The resulting high-quality reads were then used for de novo assembly using CLC
Genomics Workbench (v7.5.0). This assembly approach enabled the reconstruction of transcript
sequences without relying on previously available genomic information, which is particularly
important for non-model plant species with limited genomic resources. Following transcriptome
assembly, the assembled sequences were used as the input dataset for the identification of simple
sequence repeats (SSRs). Microsatellite loci were detected using the MISA (Microsatellite
Identification Tool) software, which allows systematic scanning of nucleotide sequences for
tandem repeat motifs. In this study, SSRs with motif lengths ranging from mono -nucleotide to
hexa-nucleotide repeats were identified across the assembled transcripts. The detection of these
repeat motifs provided a valuable set of EST-SSR markers derived from expressed regions of the
genome. To further investigate the functional relevance of the identified SSR-containing
sequences, functional annotation and classification analyses were performed. Gene Ontology
(GO) analysis was conducted to categorize the unigenes according to their associated biological
processes, molecular functions, and cellular components. In addition, pathway mapping was
performed using the Plant Reactome database to identify metabolic and regulatory pathways
associated with the EST-SSR-containing unigenes. This integrated analytical workflow enabled
the identification of potential molecular markers while also providing insights into the biological
roles of the genes represented in the transcriptome of Q. infectoria.
Results

From 96,225 transcripts in the Q. infectoria transcriptome, 20,505 EST-SSR markers were
identified across 13,368 unigenes, with 4,355 unigenes containing more than one marker locus.
Among all types of repeats, mononucleotide repeats (11394, 55.57%) were the most abundant,
followed by dinucleotide and three- nucleotide repeats with 23.92 and 18.82%, respectively. The
highest percentage of mono-nucleotide motifs was A/T type, the highest percentage of di-
nucleotide motifs was AG/CT type (68.46%), and the highest percentage of 3, 4, and 5 nucleotide
motifs were AAG/CTT, AAAT/ATTT, and AAAAG/CTTTT type, respectively. Identification of
biologically active pathways associated with SSR-containing unigenes was carried out using a
plant database. Most unigenes were linked in signal transduction, protein metabolism, cell cycle,
and gene expression (transcription) pathways. Analysis of the enriched pathways with SSR -
containing unigenes also showed that the highest abundance was related to the membrane,
nuclear, and metabolic pathways of compounds containing nucleobases. The distribution pattem
of SSR motifs in the transcriptome revealed that short repeat units were the most frequent, which
is consistent with the SSR profiles reported for many other plant species. The predominance of
A/T-rich motifs indicates thatthese sequencesare highly represented withinthe expressed regions
of the genome. In addition, the presence of dinucleotide and trinucleotide motifs within coding
sequences may contribute to the development of informative genetic markers that can be used in
population genetic studies and molecular breeding programs. The identification of thousands of
SSR loci across a large number of unigenes highlights the richness of the transcriptomic dataset
generated in this study. Functional annotation results indicated that a considerable proportion of
the SSR-containing unigenes were involved in fundamental cellular activities. Many of these
genes were associated with transcriptional regulation, protein synthesis, signal transduction
pathways, andcell cyclecontrol. These processes play central roles in plant growth, development,
and responses to environmental stimuli. The pathway enrichment analysis further revealed that
several SSR-associated genes participate in metabolic processes related to nucleobase-containing
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compounds, cellular membranes, and nuclear functions. Such findings suggest that microsatellite
loci are frequently located in genes that contribute to essential biological functions, highlighting
their potential relevance for functional genomics studies.
Conclusions

This study provides valuable set of EST-SSRs for Q. infectoria and can provide the way for
further functional and comparative genomic research on this species. The identification and
characterization of a large number of EST-SSR markers from the Q. infectoria transcriptome
significantly expands the available molecular resources for this medicinal oak species. The
EST-SSR markers developed in this study can therefore serve as valuable tools for a wide range
of applications, including genetic diversity analysis, population structure studies, germplasm
characterization, and comparative genomic research within the genus Quercus. Overall, the
dataset generated in this study provides an important foundation for future research aimed at
understanding the molecular basis of biologically important traits in Q. infectoria. Consequently,
the EST-SSR resource reported here represents a useful genomic platform that can support both
fundamental and applied studies in plant biotechnology, conservation genetics, and molecular
breeding of Quercus species.
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Figure 1. The results of species distribution by BLAST Top-hit based on BLASTX against
the Nr-database
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Figure 4. Frequency distribution of microsatellites marker motifs in Q. infectoria based on
motif sequence type
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