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RESEARCH ARTICLE Open Access
De novo reconstruction of the Toxoplasma gondii
transcriptome improves on the current genome
annotation and reveals alternatively spliced
transcripts and putative long non-coding RNAs
Musa A Hassan1, Mariane B Melo1, Brian Haas2, Kirk D C Jensen1 and Jeroen P J Saeij1*
Abstract

Background: Accurate gene model predictions and annotation of alternative splicing events are imperative for
genomic studies in organisms that contain genes with multiple exons. Currently most gene models for the
intracellular parasite, Toxoplasma gondii, are based on computer model predictions without cDNA sequence
verification. Additionally, the nature and extent of alternative splicing in Toxoplasma gondii is unknown. In this
study, we used de novo transcript assembly and the published type II (ME49) genomic sequence to quantify the
extent of alternative splicing in Toxoplasma and to improve the current Toxoplasma gene annotations.

Results: We used high-throughput RNA-sequencing data to assemble full-length transcripts, independently of a
reference genome, followed by gene annotation based on the ME49 genome. We assembled 13,533 transcripts
overlapping with known ME49 genes in ToxoDB and then used this set to; a) improve the annotation in the
untranslated regions of ToxoDB genes, b) identify novel exons within protein-coding ToxoDB genes, and c) report
on 50 previously unidentified alternatively spliced transcripts. Additionally, we assembled a set of 2,930 transcripts
not overlapping with any known ME49 genes in ToxoDB. From this set, we have identified 118 new ME49 genes,
18 novel Toxoplasma genes, and putative non-coding RNAs.

Conclusion: RNA-seq data and de novo transcript assembly provide a robust way to update incompletely
annotated genomes, like the Toxoplasma genome. We have used RNA-seq to improve the annotation of several
Toxoplasma genes, identify alternatively spliced genes, novel genes, novel exons, and putative non-coding RNAs.

Keywords: Toxoplasma, RNA-seq, Trinity, LincRNA, Alternative splicing, Transcriptome
Background
Toxoplasma gondii is a highly prevalent obligate intra-
cellular protozoan parasite causing disease in immuno-
compromised individuals and congenitally infected
infants. Ten Toxoplasma strains, representing predom-
inant strains in Europe, North and South America [1,2]
and a type II/III recombinant strain [3] have been
sequenced, with the ME49, a type II strain, genome used
as a reference. The Toxoplasma genome, which is pub-
licly available in the Toxoplasma database (ToxoDB), is
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approximately 65Mb, made up of 14 chromosomes, and
8155 genes, with an average of 4.1 introns per gene and
a 52% G / C content [4].
While computational tools such as GlimmerHHM

and TigrScan [5], and TwinScan [6] have been useful
resources for Toxoplasma gene model predictions, dif-
ferences in the algorithms used by these programs have
often resulted in different gene models, leading to uncer-
tainties in the current gene models [7]. Accurately anno-
tated gene models are imperative for genomic research
on Toxoplasma but sufficient genomic data, such as full-
length complementary DNA (cDNA) sequences, is not
available to refine the computationally predicted gene
models. Additionally, even though there are reports of
Ltd. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
ommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
iginal work is properly cited.
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alternative splicing of some Toxoplasma genes [8-10], it
is currently unknown what the extent of alternative spli-
cing is in Toxoplasma. Transcript sequence data, such
as expressed sequence tags (ESTs), full-length cDNAs
(FL-cDNAs), and cDNA sequences, provide reliable evi-
dence for resolving gene structures [11] because they de-
fine the intron-exon boundaries and are similar to the
genomic sequence. FL-cDNAs would be ideal for gene
annotation, since they encode the full-length transcript
with well demarcated exon-exon junctions, but the
current cost of Sanger sequencing makes this method
very expensive. Although there is an abundance of
EST and end-sequenced cDNA data (mostly used for
UTR annotations) [4,7,12,13], few FL-cDNA sequence
data is available for Toxoplasma. RNA sequencing
(RNA-seq) [12,14-16] which generates short cDNA
sequences (shorter than ESTs), has become a powerful
tool for gene expression studies and for the de novo as-
sembly of transcriptomes [17-19]. The short sequences
generated by RNA-seq, however, must first be assembled
into full transcript structures using either of two strat-
egies [20,21]: 1) ‘mapping-first’ strategy [22-24], which
involves first aligning the short reads to a reference gen-
ome followed by merging of sequences with overlapping
alignments, and spanning splice junctions, or 2)
‘assembly-first’ (de novo) strategy [17-19], which uses the
reads to directly assemble transcripts that can then be
mapped to a reference genome.
Generally any approach used to reconstruct tran-

scripts from RNA-seq data must be able to navigate
the complications imposed by: i) low expression of
some genes that are in turn represented by low RNA-
seq data thus making them difficult to fully recon-
struct, and ii) short read lengths and alternative
splicing which often makes it hard to correctly match
each isoform with a read [21]. While the ‘mapping
first’ approach is ideal for model organisms with
complete genomes, it still requires correct alignment
of the reads to the reference genome, a fact that is
convoluted by alternative splicing and sequencing
errors. Furthermore, even in well annotated genomes,
like the mouse and human genomes, there are still
novel gene annotations being discovered [23], making
it imprudent to completely rely on currently available
gene structures. Nevertheless, this approach promises
maximal sensitivity and requires less computational
resources compared to the assembly first approach. On
the other hand since the ‘assembly first’ approach does
not require a reference genome, it is well suited for
reconstructing transcripts from organisms with incom-
plete or no annotated genomes. However, besides the
large amount of computational infrastructure required,
the key challenge to this approach is the partitioning
of reads into components representing transcript
isoforms. That is, as the number of reads increases, it
becomes difficult to determine which reads should be
joined into a contiguous contig. However, this prob-
lem has been resolved by the use of the de Bruijn
graph which models overlapping sequences rather
than reads, thereby reducing the complexity of deal-
ing with multiple reads [25-27]. Additionally, by ana-
lyzing the graph paths taken by the reads and read
pairs and applying a coverage cutoff to determine
which path to follow or to remove [18,21], the prob-
lem posed by sequencing errors from variations,
which can make the graph complex by introducing
branching points are easily resolved [21]. Overall,
both of these approaches have been reported to ac-
curately reconstruct several transcripts and alternative
isoforms [23,24,28], therefore, the choice of which
method to use is invariably dependent on the avai-
lability of a well annotated reference genome and the
biological question to be answered.
We sequenced cDNA from polyadenylated RNA

obtained from murine bone marrow derived macro-
phages infected with a type II Toxoplasma strain (Pru).
Because currently there is no annotated genome for
the Pru strain, and the ME49 reference genome is not
complete, we then used Trinity-based de novo tran-
script assembly [18] to reconstruct transcripts from ap-
proximately 270 million RNA-seq reads. Finally, we
used PASA (Program to Assemble Spliced Alignments)
[29-31], and the published ME49 reference genome
(ToxoDB) [4], to filter invalid assemblies and tran-
scripts likely resulting from sequencing errors, and to
reconstruct more complete transcripts. PASA assembles
overlapping and compatible alignments, which are
defined as overlapping alignments transcribed on the
same strand and have identical introns in the regions
of their overlap [31], and is therefore suitable for the
discovery of alternative splicing variants and novel
transcripts. Transcripts derived from de novo assembly
and alignments to a reference genome are reported to
provide a template for genome annotation that com-
pares well with the utility of FL-cDNAs [11]. Using this
hybrid approach (de novo assembly followed by align-
ment to a reference genome), we provide transcript-
based gene structures that we then use to confirm
ToxoDB gene models, update existing UTRs, update
current ToxoDB predicted intron/exon boundaries,
identify new gene models that represent alternatively
spliced isoforms, and identify new genes. In summary,
we have identified 2,930 transcripts not overlapping
with any known ME49 genes; some of which may be
novel genes, or non-coding RNAs. Additionally, we
have identified 50 alternatively spliced transcripts and
report on their differential usage amongst 3 clonal
Toxoplasma strains.
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Results and discussion
De novo full-length transcript assembly
Approximately 1.2 billion 40 base-pair (bp) paired-end
RNA-seq reads generated from murine bone-marrow
derived macrophages infected with Toxoplasma were
used to assemble Toxoplasma full-length transcripts in
Trinity [18] and PASA [29,31]. A flow chart of the steps
Trinity transcript assembly
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Figure 1 Schematic of methods used for de novo transcript assembly
used to assemble and annotate Toxoplasma full-length transcripts using RN
multiple categories (i.e. fused genes, changed exons, and changed UTRs) w
followed to assemble and annotate transcripts is pre-
sented in Figure 1. Because the parasites used to infect
the murine macrophages were grown in human foreskin
fibroblasts (HFFs), we initially used the genome align-
ment tool, Tophat [32,33] to sequentially align the RNA-
seq reads to the mouse (mm9) and human (hg19) reference
genomes and a collection of mouse and human splice
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junctions [34], to filter out mouse and human reads.
Since the two genomes (mouse and human) are almost
complete, about 270 million reads, which did not align
to them, were considered to be mainly Toxoplasma
derived and were used as input for de novo transcript as-
sembly in Trinity (Materials and Methods). In total, we
assembled 29,294 contigs (hereafter referred to as Trinity
contigs).
The transcript assembly strategy employed in Trinity

(detailed in Grabherr et al. [18]) requires Trinity contigs
to be joined only if there is a substantial overlap between
them. Therefore, reads obtained from an alternatively
spliced gene will be assembled into one complete tran-
script and one contig representing the unique region
from the second isoform. Additionally, lowly expressed
genes may not generate enough RNA-seq reads for
complete transcript assembly, particularly for longer
genes. Consequently, the Trinity contigs will be a mix-
ture of complete transcripts (includes one isoform of
each alternatively spliced gene), unique regions of alter-
natively spliced transcripts, and fragments from lowly
expressed genes. Thus, to filter Trinity contigs and iden-
tify alternatively spliced transcripts, we used PASA to as-
semble and cluster them based on the positions they
aligned to in the type II (ME49) Toxoplasma genome.
Following assembly in PASA, 23,898 out of the 29,294
Trinity contigs (81%) had valid ME49 genome align-
ments and were clustered into 16,462 transcripts (hence-
forth PASA transcripts), while 5,396 had invalid
alignments and were excluded from PASA analysis
(Additional files 1, 2, 3 and 4).
A major limitation to both de novo and ab initio tran-

scriptome assembly is that overlapping transcripts can
be joined even though they are not from polycistronic
RNA (reviewed in [35]). For overlapping transcripts
transcribed on opposite strands, this problem can be
mitigated by the use of strand specific RNA-sequencing
[36,37]. However, overlapping transcripts transcribed
from the same strand can only be separated by using
cap- or end-specific RNA-seq [35]. However, amongst
the requirements for valid transcript alignment to the
genome in PASA is that all inferred exon-intron bound-
aries must have consensus splice sites, a requirement
that is unlikely to be met when overlapping UTRs from
two adjacent genes translated on opposite strands are
joined in Trinity to form a spurious intron. Furthermore,
during transcript annotation update in PASA, some
fused transcripts will be rejected if considered to result
in transcripts that are out of frame with the existing
gene structures. Additionally, transcripts can only have
valid alignments in PASA if 90% of their length has 95%
sequence similarity with the ME49 genome. Conse-
quently, we postulated that some of the 5,396 Trinity
contigs that did not have valid alignments to the ME49
genome in PASA contain Toxoplasma transcripts that
were erroneously joined in Trinity due to overlapping
UTRs and transcripts that did not meet the 90% length re-
quirement. Indeed when these 5,396 Trinity contigs were
aligned to ME49 proteins using Blastx [38], 749 matched
known ME49 proteins. We envisioned two possible sce-
narios for overlapping genes joined by chance in Trintiy:
a) if two fully assembled transcripts are joined due to
overlapping UTRs the resulting transcript will produce 2
ORFs, each significantly matching either one of the two
overlapping genes, and b) if only one transcript of the
joined pair is completely assembled then it will align to
the protein sequence of only one of the genes. Of the 749
Trinity contigs having significant matches against ME49
genes in Blastx, 95 significantly matched at least 2 adja-
cent ME49 genes (Additional file 5). An example is the
Trinity contig comp489_c0_seq1, which significantly
matched three adjacent genes; Rop18 (TGME49_005250),
TGME49_005240, and TGME49_005230, but produced
only 2 ORFs one matching Rop18 and the other match-
ing TGME49_005240 and TGME49_005230. Thus,
TGME49_005240 and TGME49_005230 seem to be a sin-
gle gene but the 3’UTR of TGME49_005240 gene was er-
roneously joined with the 5’ UTR of Rop18. Indeed
splice junction tracks, supported by RNA-seq data,
available in ToxoDB confirm the existence of a splice
site between the last exon of TGME49_005230 and
the first exon of TGME49_005240 (Additional file 6).
We conclude that these 95 transcripts were errone-
ously joined in Trinity due to an overlap in their
UTRs and were therefore, rejected by PASA. The
rest of the 654 Trinity contigs that aligned to ME49
proteins are Toxoplasma transcripts that were dis-
carded in PASA because they did not meet the 90%
alignment length requirement imposed in PASA. The
other 4,647 Trinity contigs that did not match ME49
genes produced significant matches against mouse
and human bacterial artificial clone (BAC) sequences
available in the NCBI non-redundant nucleotide data-
base, and none mapped to known mouse or human
genes.
We hypothesized that the limiting factor for full-

length transcript assembly is the RNA-seq coverage of
each gene. To test this, we calculated the number of
RNA-seq reads overlapping each full-length PASA tran-
script (we define full-length PASA transcripts in this
case as transcripts translated into proteins with identical
sequence and length to those predicted in ToxoDB) then
binned the PASA transcripts based on RNA-read cover-
age. Because there is a high probability of sequencing
cDNAs from long compared to short transcripts, reads
from longer transcripts tend to be over-represented in
the sequencing data. We correct for this bias by present-
ing coverage as a fraction of transcript length, reads per
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kilobase (RPK). We have also provided the raw read
coverage for each PASA transcript (Additional file 7). As
expected, we found that the ability to assemble complete
transcripts was improved with high read coverage of
each gene (Additional file 8).

Identification of novel Toxoplasma genes
Since the Toxoplasma genome annotation is incomplete,
we postulated that some of the PASA transcripts were
putative novel ME49 and Toxoplasma genes (we de-
fine novel ME49 genes as genes already described in
other Toxoplasma strains but not in ME49 and novel
Toxoplasma genes as those yet to be annotated in any
Toxoplasma strain in ToxoDB). Because the PASA
transcripts are annotated based on the region they
aligned to in the ME49 genome, we searched for
PASA transcripts whose genomic coordinates over-
lapped with known ME49 genes in ToxoDB (hereafter
ToxoDB genes) using BEDtools [39]. We confirmed
some of these intersections by simultaneous viewing
of individual PASA transcripts and ToxoDB genes in
the Integrative Genomics Viewer (IGV) [40]. We
identified a total 13,533 PASA transcripts with, and
2,929 PASA transcripts without genomic coordinate
overlap with known ToxoDB genes (Additional file 7).
Approximately, 93% of the 2,929 transcripts were pre-
dicted to be from single exon genes, and 65 (2%)
aligned to sequences on the ToxoDB DS984XXX-
designated scaffolds, corresponding to scaffolds yet to
be assigned to the 14 Toxoplasma chromosomes. Be-
cause the 2,929 transcripts align to the ME49 genome
but do not overlap any known ME49 gene, and have
substantial raw RNA-seq reads pile-up (Figure 2), they
are potentially transcribed from novel genes.
To investigate if any of these PASA transcripts were

indeed novel protein coding transcripts, we performed a
Blastx search against the non-redundant protein data-
base in NCBI (www.ncbi.nih.gov), with an expectation
R
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2039480 2032039644

Genomic coordinate (T

Figure 2 2,930 PASA transcripts did not overlap with any of the curre
Shown is a PASA transcript S2826 (Black) that aligned to a genomic sequen
We also show RNA-seq reads pile-up (histogram represented as reads per k
mapping to the exon-exon junction. This transcript produces an ORF of 14
from the type 1 GT1 strain, but has no homology to any annotated ME49 p
cutoff of 10-10. 27 of these transcripts matched known
ME49 proteins and were excluded from potential novel
genes. We postulate that these 27 transcripts may be
novel genes but produce ORFs that are partially identical
to other known ME49 proteins. 212 of the remaining
2902 transcripts had significant matches against other
proteins in the non-redundant NCBI database. Interest-
ingly, the majority of the transcripts, 202, significantly
matched sequences from either Neospora caninum, a
close relative of Toxoplasma, or from other Toxoplasma
strains. 18 transcripts out of the 212 were of the same
length and had identical sequences to proteins already
described in other Toxoplasma strains (VEG and GT1)
indicating that these are genes yet to be annotated in the
ME49 strain (novel ME49 genes); the strain to which we
aligned the PASA transcripts (Additional file 9). While
another 16 transcripts significantly matched Toxoplasma
proteins of the same length in the NCBI database, the
percentage of sequence similarity ranged from 91-99%.
Potentially, these 16 are novel ME49 genes, but unlike
the first 18, are polymorphic between ME49 and the
other Toxoplasma strains. An example of this is a 125
amino acid long protein, which produced two signifi-
cant hits against GT1 (TGGT1_064380) and VEG
(TGVEG_059280) proteins with three mismatches; two
mismatches occurring at positions where the GT1 and
VEG proteins showed polymorphism, and the other
mismatch was at a position where the GT1 and VEG
proteins were homologous. The other proteins that
aligned to Neospora proteins may be proteins yet to be
described in any of the Toxoplasma strain i.e. novel
Toxoplasma genes.
The remaining 2,690 PASA transcripts that produced

no significant Blastx match are unlikely to encode pro-
teins and are potential non-coding RNAs or spurious
transcript assemblies. However, some of these transcripts
could be fragments from novel genes and therefore not
all of them can be regarded as non-coding RNAs.
13

9812 2040405 2040568

GME49_chrIV), “+” strand

ntly annotated (ToxoDB) type II (ME49) Toxoplasma genes.
ce on TGME49_chrIV but did not overlap with any of the ME49 genes.
ilobase per million reads or RPKM) on the exons and 13 reads
6 amino acids, which is homologous to the TGGT1_124090 protein
rotein.
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Nevertheless, about 80% of PASA transcripts with RPK
values above 900 were fully assembled (Additional file 8).
We therefore, investigated the likelihood of the 2,690
PASA transcripts being pieces of incompletely assembled
novel genes based on their RPK values. Of the 2,690
PASA transcripts, 9 (6 of which have a single exon) had
RPK values above 900 and a minimum length of 200bp
(in mice and humans lincRNAs are defined as non-
coding transcripts longer than 200bp [41,42]). Even
though majority of the 9 transcripts have single exons,
based on the RPK values, these 9 transcripts are likely
to be fully assembled. Because lincRNAs are often
expressed at low levels compared to protein-coding
genes [24,41,43], deeper sequencing might clarify if the
other transcripts are fragments of new genes or are pu-
tative lincRNAs.

Toxoplasma gondii gene model annotation
Following the identification of transcripts overlapping
known ME49 genes, we compared our predicted PASA
gene models and the current ToxoDB gene models. Even
though each PASA transcript overlapping with a ME49
gene is likely transcribed from that gene, some of these
PASA transcripts could be fragments sequenced from
retained introns, misassemblies, antisense transcripts,
misalignments, or non-coding RNAs transcribed from
within known genes. Consequently, to identify which of
the 13,533 PASA transcripts overlapping with known
ME49 genes were protein-coding, we performed a Blastx
search against known ME49 proteins, with an expect-
ation cutoff of 10-10; 9,592 non-redundant PASA tran-
scripts produced significant matches, with 2,073
transcripts producing ORFs of identical length and se-
quence to the protein from the ME49 gene they over-
lapped. The remaining 3,941 did not produce any
significant match and were excluded from further ana-
lysis. It is plausible that the PASA transcripts with no
significant match are fragments from larger genes not
fully reconstructed due to insufficient RNA-seq read
coverage. However, about 9 of these transcripts had RPK
values >900, the level at which about 80% of the tran-
scripts were fully assembled (Additional file 8). Conse-
quently, we propose that some of these transcripts are
putative non-coding RNAs transcribed from within
known Toxoplasma genes, are antisense RNA (aRNA),
are translated on different frames from those used in
predicting ToxoDB proteins, or that some of the cur-
rently predicted ToxoDB genes overlapped by these
PASA transcripts are spurious.
When we compared PASA and ToxoBD gene models,

we found inconsistencies which we classified as follows:

a)Variations in ToxoDB UTRs annotation: Inaccuracies
in the UTRs of annotated ToxoDB genes has
previously been reported [7]. This set constituted the
majority of variation evidenced between our
predicted models and those available in ToxoDB.
Since computational models, which is the basis for
most of the ToxoDB gene models, are based on the
prediction of coding sequences (CDS) while
transcript-based models rely on the whole RNA,
variations in UTRs between computational and
RNA-seq predicted gene models are expected to
dominate. This set will produce ORFs with identical
sequence and length to the proteins of ToxoDB
transcripts they overlapped, but will have different
gene coordinates due to differences in UTR lengths
(Figure 3a).

b)Fused genes: This category includes transcripts
predicted in PASA to be single genes but are
reported in ToxoDB to be more than one
individual gene. As indicated above, genes
transcribed from the same or opposite strands that
were spuriously joined due to overlapping
UTRs did not pass the PASA filter. Consequently,
the transcripts included in this set are those
that had splice sites at the inferred exon-intron
junctions, had RNA-seq reads supporting the splice
junctions, and were in frame with the annotated
ToxoDB genes that were predicted to be fused.
About 74 transcripts were included in this
category (Figure 3b).

c)ToxoDB genes predicted in PASA to have either
different transcription start sites or novel 5’ exons:
This group includes transcripts which even though
they have ORFs that are identical in sequence
to the protein of the ToxoDB gene they overlap, the
ORFs differ in length from the ToxoDB protein.
Amongst these were transcripts with extra 5’ exons
not predicted in the ToxoDB gene they overlapped,
and transcripts with the same exon counts to the
ToxoDB gene but different 5’ start sites
(Figure 3c).

d)Inaccuracies on the 3’ end sites of ToxoDB genes.
These included ToxoDB genes predicted in PASA to
have extra 3’ exons or different 3’ end sites
(Figure 3d). Like c above, these transcripts produced
ORFs that were identical to the proteins of the
ToxoDB genes they overlapped but were of variable
length either due to a novel 3’ exon or different 3’
end site.

e)Novel exons within predicted ToxoDB genes: We
found transcripts with at least one novel exon in
regions annotated for introns within protein-coding
ToxoDB genes (Figure 3e).

f ) Of the changed ToxoDB genes, we found genes with
fewer or spurious exons compared to the PASA
transcripts (Figure 3f ).
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Hassan et al. BMC Genomics 2012, 13:696 Page 7 of 13
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2164/13/696
It is worth noting that there are overlaps in the iden-
tities of ToxoDB genes grouped into these categories
and that unlike inaccuracies in the UTRs, variations in
the 5’ start and 3’ end sites result in proteins of different
lengths to those predicted in PASA. Additionally, due to
the possibility of some of the PASA transcripts being in-
complete assemblies, we did not investigate longer Tox-
oDB genes that are potentially several genes fused
together (the reverse of “b” above).

Assessing alternative splicing in Toxoplasma gondii
To determine the extent of alternative splicing in Toxo-
plasma, we used the protein-encoding PASA transcripts
overlapping (9,592) and not overlapping (239) with
known ME49 genes. Transcripts were considered to be
splice variants if they aligned to the same genomic locus,
and were transcribed from the same stand. Because
variants supported by a single RNA-seq read can be due
to sequencing errors, reads from pre-processed RNA,
and errors in transcription, we computed the number of
reads supporting the regions unique to each isoform i.e.
reads supporting the existence of an alternative isoform;
all the remaining variants were supported by at least two
unique reads. In total 77 genes were alternatively spliced,
resulting in 152 transcripts. However, only 50 alterna-
tively spliced genes resulted in different transcript and
protein isoforms (Additional file 10). We did not observe
any unique splicing patterns in the current study with
splicing in Toxoplasma generally taking the forms previ-
ously described in other eukaryotes [44] and included 1)
alternate acceptor (AA), 2) alternate donor (AD), 3) al-
ternate terminal exon (ATE), 4) retained intron (RI), 5)
spliced intron (SI), 6) skipped exon (SE), 7) retained
exon (RE), and 8) initiation within intron (IWI), where
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RE and SE, and RI and SI are reciprocals. The descrip-
tion of each class is contained in Campbell et al. [31]
and an example of each is presented in Figure 4. In our
data, the majority of the alternative events (40%)
belonged to the AD class. Additionally, because the iso-
form annotation is based on pooling of reads from 27
samples, the distribution of this splice isoforms amongst
the individual samples is not apparent in the current
study.
(A) Alternate donor

(C) Retained or spliced intron

(D) Retained or spliced exon

(E) Initiation within an intron

(F) Alternate terminal exons

(B) Alternate acceptor
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Figure 4 Alternative splicing in Toxoplasma takes similar forms descr
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Alternate Terminal Exons (F). ToxoDB genes are depicted in blue and PASA
observed.
The limitation of our method for alternative isoform
discovery is that junction read coverage of some genes
may be insufficient to detect all mRNA isoforms. There-
fore to determine the effect of gene expression level
on the sensitivity of our alternative isoform detection
method, we assessed whether the genes with the highest
read coverage exhibited a frequency of alternative
splicing different from that of genes with lower cover-
age. Briefly, we first identified all single-exon protein-
UTR

UTR

UTR

UTR

UTR

UTR

UTR

UTR

UTR

ibed in other eukaryotes. Types of alternative splicing included
Retained or Spliced Exons (D), Initiation Within and Intron (E) and
transcripts in black. Red arrows indicate regions where variation is
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encoding PASA transcripts; 3,958 were confirmed as sin-
gle exon genes and did not have any alternative isoforms
and were not considered further. The remaining 5,873
set of non-redundant multi-exonic genes was binned
based on read coverage. We then determined the frac-
tion of alternatively spliced genes in each bin
(Figure 5A-B). We found that the ability to detect alter-
natively spliced genes was dependent on expression
level, with alternatively spliced genes significantly
enriched in the top bin (Chi-square p= 0.0001). To dif-
ferentiate major and minor isoforms, we compared their
relative expression levels (Additional file 9) and desig-
nated the most abundant as the major isoform. We ex-
pect that with transcriptomes from different host
infection models, different Toxoplasma growth stages
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Figure 5 The ability to detect alternatively spliced isoforms
using RNA-seq data is dependent on read coverage. Shown are
fraction of alternatively spliced (from a total of 50) (Black bars) and
multi-exonic genes (from a total of 5,873)(Grey bars) identified in
bins (A) grouped by the Log10 of the expression level as reads per
kilobase (RPK) or (B) grouped by the Log10 of raw coverage.
Alternative isoforms are more likely to be detected amongst highly
expressed genes compared to genes with low expression. See also
additional file 9 for the relationship between read coverage and full
assembly of transcripts.
(bradyzoites, tachyzoites) and strains, and with higher
RNA-seq read coverage, more alternatively spliced Toxo-
plasma genes will be detected in the future.

Differential isoform usage amongst different
Toxoplasma strains
Differential isoform usage has previously been shown to
be a determinant in disease progression in mice [45],
humans [46], and parasite virulence [8]. Having detected
alternatively spliced genes, we evaluated differential iso-
form usage amongst 3 clonal strains of Toxoplasma preva-
lent in Europe and North America (two type II strains Pru
and ME49 and a type I strain RH) using the mixture-of-
isoforms (MISO) algorithm [47]. MISO leverages the
number of reads aligning to exons and exon junctions,
taking into account the insert lengths for paired-end se-
quencing, to compute the percentage spliced in (PSI)
value, which is the relative fraction of reads supporting
the inclusion isoform [47]. The percentage spliced in (PSI)
values for select genes are presented in Table 1. Based on
the PSI values, there is evidence for alternative isoform
usage by the Toxoplasma strains.
However, because PSI is based on the number of

reads, which varies between samples, the PSI value will
be more informative for each sample and not between
samples. To correct for the variations between samples
when comparing alternative splicing, MISO uses the
Bayes factor to calculate the odds of differential splicing
occurring. We illustrate this by comparing splicing in
Pru and RH strains, two commonly used lab strains
representing type II and type I strains, respectively, and
present a summary of genes, with at least 5 times (Bayes
factor of 5) probability of being spliced in either strain,
together with the corresponding values of reads suppor-
ting each isoform (Table 2). As further evidence for the
presence of the different transcript variants, we show a
piling of RNA-seq reads on a pair of isoforms in Pru
and RH (Figure 6a-b). The alternatively spliced tran-
scripts are from genes encoding a protein phosphat-
ase, myosin light chain, rhoptry neck, a micronemal,
a RNA debranching enzyme, and RNA-binding pro-
teins, amongst others. Because some of these genes
are known to play some role in parasite invasion of
cells, and alternative splicing leads to two protein iso-
forms, there is a potential for this variation to alter
parasite virulence. For example, the one isoform of the
micronemal protein is 769 amino acids long [48] while
the alternative isoform has only 727 amino acids, which
would possibly affect the biology of the parasite e.g. host
cell invasion.

Conclusions
In the current study, we have used approximately 270
million 40 bp paired-end RNA-seq reads to reconstitute



Table 1 Percentage spliced in (PSI) (shown as a fraction) values for some of the alternatively spliced transcripts in the
three clonal strains of Toxoplasma gondii

Gene ID Description ME49 Pru RH

TGME49_053370 Roptry neck 4 L1 homologue 0.41 0.23 0.16

TGME49_008740 microneme protein, putative 0.28 0.31 0.46

TGME49_078510 protein phosphatase 2C, putative 0.71 0.72 0.61

TGME49_038230 serine/threonine protein phosphatase, putative 0.48 0.08 0.09

TGME49_112660 Hypothetical protein 0.50 0.55 0.05

TGME49_097470 Myosin light chain 2, putative 0.34 0.43 0.02
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Toxoplasma full-length transcripts de novo, evaluated
the level of alternative splicing and accuracy of gene
model prediction of ToxoDB genes. We have discovered
a higher percentage of ToxoDB gene model inaccuracies,
especially in UTR and terminal exon regions, than previ-
ously reported [7] and report on alternative transcript
isoforms as opposed to the single transcript per gene
currently reported in Toxodb. Our results indicate that
RNA-seq is a robust and a relatively cheap method com-
pared to full-length cDNA sequencing that can be used
to annotate Toxoplasma genes and transcripts. However,
as indicated by our results, this method requires high
RNA-seq read coverage. Some of the alternatively
spliced transcripts that we have identified are products
of genes known to play some role in Toxoplasma biology
e.g. attachment to and entry into the host cell. However,
the relevance of each of these alternative transcript iso-
forms in parasite virulence needs further investigation.
Based on our preliminary analysis, some of the tran-
scripts identified are putative long intergenic non-coding
RNAs but further conclusive analysis is necessary. Once
the genome sequencing of the Toxoplasma gondii strains
currently underway is completed, a strategy similar to
that employed for the identification of mouse and zebra-
fish lincRNAs [24,43,49], may be employed to determine
if some of these transcripts are lincRNAs.

Methods
Generation of Toxoplasma mRNA and RNA-sequencing
The Toxoplasma parasite strains (types II PruA7 and
ME49, and type I RH) used in this experiment and its
Table 2 Differential isoform usage between Pru and RH strain

Gene Pru

TGME49_008740 (0,0):3272,(0,1):62,(1,0):14,(1

TGME49_112660 (0,0):580,(0,1):2,(1,0):4,(1,1):6

TGME49_078510 (0,0):2647,(0,1):15,(1,0):15,(1

TGME49_097470 (0,0):1648,(0,1):12,(1,0):22,(1

(0,0):x indicates x reads align to both isoforms but are not used in support of either
from the spliced site, (0,1):x, x reads support the second isoform but not the first, (1
reads supporting both isoforms. Missing values for RH indicate the absence of read
Table 1.
maintenance has previously been described [50-53].
Bone marrow derived macrophages (BMDM) obtained
from 25 6–10 weeks old AxB/BxA recombinant inbred
mice and their progenitors (AJ and C57BL/6J) were
seeded in 12 well plates and infected with Toxoplasma
at a multiplicity of infection (MOI) of 1.3 for 8 hours.
Additionally, bone marrow derived macrophages from
C57BL/6J mice were infected with either ME49 or RH
Toxoplasma strains for 24 hours. Total RNA excluding
mirRNA was extracted using the Qiagen RNeasy Plus kit
(Qiagen, USA). Integrity, size distribution and concen-
tration of RNA were then checked using the Agilent
2100 Bioanalyser.
The RNA samples were then processed for high-

throughput sequencing according to standard Illumina
protocols. Briefly, after mRNA pull-down from total
RNA using Dynabeads mRNA Purification Kit (Invitro-
gen), mRNA was fragmented into 200–400 base pair-
long fragments and reverse transcribed into cDNA be-
fore Illumina sequencing adapters were attached to each
end. Samples were barcoded (each barcode was unique
to each sample) and 4 samples were multiplexed in a
single lane on an Illumina sequencing flow cell for
paired end sequencing on an Illumina HiSeq 2000 ma-
chine. Our preliminary RNA-seq experiments of infected
BMDM have shown that 4 samples per lane still results
in enough read density for reliable gene expression ana-
lysis while significantly reducing the cost of sequencing.
The Illumina sequencing pipeline performed primary
data acquisition, determined base calls and calculated
confidence scores.
s

RH

,1):275 (0,0):9355,(0,1):99,(1,0):73,(1,1):799

8 (0,0):667,(0,1):23,(1,1):74

,1):178 (0,0):4612,(0,1):18,(1,0):5,(1,1):225

,1):140 (0,0):3796,(0,1):19,(1,1):297

isoform for a variety of reasons including reads aligning to exons far removed
,0):x indicate x reads support the first isoform and not the second (1,1):x, x
s supporting the alternative isoform. The gene descriptions are shown in
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Figure 6 Different isoforms of alternatively spliced transcripts are differentially expressed in diverse Toxoplasma strains. Shown is
RNA-seq read pile up (histogram) on the exons (horizontal bars) of alternative isoforms of TGME49_097470 gene that show differential isoform
usage between a type II (Pru) and a type I (RH) strain. The predominant isoform for the TGME49_097470 gene in RH has identical gene model
and protein sequence as that predicted in ToxoDB.
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De novo transcript assembly and annotation
For the purposes of de novo transcript assembly, we con-
catenated only the reads obtained from the Pru-infected
bone marrow derived macrophages (27 samples) before
using these in Trinity. Because the RNA-seq reads
obtained above originate from human (the Toxoplasma
parasite used in this experiment was grown on human
foreskin fibroblast), mouse and Toxoplasma genes, we
initially aligned all the reads to mouse (mm9) and
human (hg18) genomes using Bowtie (v0.12.7) and
Tophat (v2.0.0) with the default settings. The resulting
non-aligned reads were considered Toxoplasma reads
and were used in Trinity [18] for transcript assembly.
Trinity is a compilation of 3 distinct programs, each
relying on the result of the preceding one to assemble
full transcripts independent of a reference genome (for
detailed description see Grabherr et al. [18]). Initially
Trinity builds a k-mer (in our case 25 mer) library using
the RNA-seq data, removes error-containing k-mer and
singletons from the library, selects the most abundant k-
mer as a seed and extends the seed on both directions
by finding the next abundant k-mer with a k-1 mer over-
lap with the current contig terminus until the seed can-
not be extended any further. Once a k-mer is used in a
seed, it is removed from the k-mer library (i.e. a k-mer is
used only once). We used Trinity (trinityrnaseq_r2012-
06-08) default settings plus the jaccard clip option and
the maximal heap space.
Next we used the Program to Assemble Spliced Align-

ment (PASA) [29] (PASA-r2011_05_20) with its default
settings, to assemble contigs based on the ME49 gen-
ome (7.2 release). PASA aligned the Trinity assembled
contigs to the ME49 genome using the Genome Map-
ping and Alignment Program (GMAP) [53] (gmap-
2007-09-28), filtered invalid contigs (those most likely
arising from sequencing and Trinity assembly errors),
and reconstructed more complete transcripts from the
Trinity contigs by reporting only the single best align-
ment. To achieve this, we constrained our analysis to
Trinity contigs with at least 90% of their length sha-
ring at least 95% similarity with the ME49 genomic
sequence, and for which all the inferred exon-intron
boundaries have canonical splice sites. The use of
PASA to assemble full transcripts based on RNA-seq
data has previously been described [29-31]. Next, we
searched for intersections between the PASA tran-
scripts and ME49 gene coordinates in BEDtools fol-
lowed by alignment of overlapping PASA and ME49
protein sequences to analyze inaccuracies in gene
models.

Assessing alternative splicing and isoform usage
Once we annotated the Toxoplasma genes based on
our PASA alignments, we assembled all the exon
coordinates and chromosomal locations relative to the
ME49 genome in gene transfer file format (gtf ). We
used this file in MISO [47] to quantify the expression
level of, isoform usage of, and pile reads to the alter-
natively spliced genes amongst three Toxoplasma gon-
dii clonal strains.
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Availability
Raw short read RNA-seq data have been submitted to
the ToxoDB.
Additional files

Additional file 1: Nucleotide sequences of all the PASA transcripts.

Additional file 2: A bed file with the genome coordinates of all the
PASA transcripts.

Additional file 3: Sequences for Trinity contigs having invalid
genome alignment in PASA but aligning to the ME49 genome in
Blast.

Additional file 4: The classes of transcripts obtained at different
stages of our analysis pipeline.

Additional file 5: Blast search results of Trinity contigs rejected in
PASA against ME49 known genes.

Additional file 6: Evidence from ToxoDB showing splice junction
tracks supporting the fusion of TGME49_005240 and
TGME49_005230.

Additional file 7: Identities of PASA transcripts and the ME49 genes
they overlap in addition to the average read coverage.

Additional file 8: A figures showing the correlation between ability
to reconstruct full transcripts of Toxoplasma genes and (A)
expression (represented as reads per kilobase) and (B) RNA-seq
read coverage. We binned the transcripts based on their RPK or raw
read coverage values and we show the fractions of fully assembled
transcripts in each bin (from a total of 2073 fully assembled genes). For
this figure, fully assembled transcripts were defined as those producing
ORFs that matched the ToxoDB proteins both in length and sequence
(2073 total).

Additional file 9: Table showing novel ME49 genes.

Additional file 10: Identities of PASA transcripts supporting
alternative splicing classes and their relative expression values in
27 sequenced samples.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Authors' contribution
JPJS and MH conceived of the study and wrote the manuscript. MH and KDJ
prepared and processed the PA7 RNA and sequencing data. BH carried out
the PASA genome annotation. MM contributed the RNA-seq data for ME49
and RH. All the authors have read and approved the manuscript.
Acknowledgements
This work was supported by a NERCE developmental grant (AIO57159),
National Institutes of Health (RO1-AI080621) and by the PEW charitable trust
grants to JS and a Wellcome Trust-MIT postdoctoral fellowship to MH. MM
was supported by a Knight Templar Eye foundation Postdoctoral fellowship
and KDCJ was supported by a Cancer Research Institute Postdoctoral
fellowship. The authors wish to thank the MIT BioMicroCentre for Illumina
library preparation and sequencing, Eric Wang for helping with the setup of
the RNA-seq and MISO analysis pipelines and Emily Rosowski and Daniel
Gold for helpful comments on initial versions of this manuscript.

Author details
1Department of Biology, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge,
Massachusetts, USA. 2Genome Annotation Research and Development, Broad
Institute of Harvard and MIT, Cambridge, Massachusetts, USA.

Received: 22 June 2012 Accepted: 4 December 2012
Published: 12 December 2012
References
1. Sibley LD, Ajioka JW: Population structure of Toxoplasma gondii: clonal

expansion driven by infrequent recombination and selective sweeps.
Annu Rev Microbiol 2008, 62:329–351.

2. Minot S, Melo M, Li F, Lu D, Niedelman W, Levine S, Saeij J: Admixture and
recombination among Toxoplasma gondii lineages explain global
genome diversity. Proc Natl Acad Sci 2012, 109(33):3458–3463.

3. Bontell I, Hall N, Ashelford K, Dubey JP, Boyle J, Lindh J, Smith J: Whole
genome sequencing of a natural recombinant Toxoplasma gondii strain
reveals chromosome sorting and local allelic variants. Genome Biol 2009,
10(5):R53.

4. Gajria B, Bahl A, Brestelli J, Dommer J, Fischer S, Gao X, Heiges M, Iodice J,
Kissinger JC, Mackey AJ, et al: ToxoDB: an integrated Toxoplasma gondii
database resource. Nucleic Acids Res 2008, 36(suppl 1):D553–D556.

5. Majoros WH, Pertea M, Salzberg S: TigrScan and GlimmerHMM: two open
source ab initio eukaryotic gene-finders. Bioinformatics 2004,
20:2878–2879.

6. Korf I, Flicek P, Duan D, Brent MR: Integrating genomic homology into
gene structure prediction. Bioinformatics 2001, 17(suppl 1):S140–S148.

7. Wakaguri H, Suzuki Y, Sasaki M, Sugano S, Watanabe J: Inconsistencies of
genome annotations in apicomplexan parasites revealed by
5' -end-one-pass and full-length sequences of oligo-capped cDNAs.
BMC Genomics 2009, 10:312.

8. Pszenny V, Davis PH, Zhou XW, Hunter CA, Carruthers VB, Roos DS:
Targeted disruption of Toxoplasma gondii serine protease inhibitor 1
increases bradyzoite cyst formation in vitro and parasite tissue burden
in mice. Infect Immun 2011, doi:10.1128/IAI.06167-11.

9. Delbac F, Sänger A, Neuhaus EM, Stratmann R, Ajioka JW, Toursel C, Herm-
Götz A, Tomavo S, Soldat iT, Soldati D: Toxoplasma gondii myosins B/C:
one gene, two tails, two localizations, and a role in parasite division.
Journal of Cell Biololgy 2001, 155(4):613–623.

10. Sampels V, Hartmann A, Dietrich I, Coppens I, Sheiner L, Striepen B,
Herrmann A, Lucius R, Gupta N: Conditional mutagenesis of a novel
choline kinase demonstrates the plasticity of phosphatidylcholine
biogenesis and gene expression in Toxoplasma gondii. Journal of
Biololgical Chemistry 2012, 287(20):16289–16299.

11. Haas B, Zeng Q, Pearson DM, Cuomo AC, Wortman JR: Approaches to
fungal genome annotation. Mycology 2011, 2(3):118–141.

12. Tuda J, Mongan AE, Tolba ME, Imada M, Yamagishi J, Xuan X, Wakaguri H,
Sugano S, Sugimoto C, Suzuki Y: Full-parasites: database of full-length
cDNAs of apicomplexa parasites, 2010 update. Nucleic Acids Res 2011,
Database Issue:D625–D631.

13. Li L, Brunk B, Kissinger J, Pape D, Tang K, Cole R, Martin J, Wylie T, Dante M,
Fogarty S, et al: Gene discovery in the apicomplexa as revealed by EST
sequencing and assembly of a comparative gene database. Genome Res
2003, 13(3):443–454.

14. Mortazavi A, Williams BA, McCue K, Schaeffer L, Wold B: Mapping and
quantifying mammalian transcriptomes by RNA-seq. Nat Methods 2008,
5:621–628.

15. Nagalakshmi U, Waern K, Snyder M: RNA-Seq: A Method for
Comprehensive Transcriptome Analysis. In Current Protocols in Molecular
Biology.: John Wiley & Sons, Inc; 2001.

16. Wang Z, Gerstein M, Snyder M: RNA-seq: A revolutionary tool for
transcriptiomics. Nature Review Genetics 2009, 10:57–63.

17. Li R, Yu C, Li Y, Lam T-W, Yiu S-M, Kristiansen K, Wang J: SOAP2: an
improved ultrafast tool for short read alignment. Bioinformatics 2009,
25(15):1966–1967.

18. Grabherr M, Haas BJ, Yassour M, Levin JZ, Thompson DA, Amit I, Adiconis X,
Fan L, Raychowdhury R, Zeng Q, Grabherr MG, et al: Full-length
transcriptome assembly from RNA-Seq data without a reference
genome. Nat Biotechnol 2011, 29(7):644–652.

19. Birol I, Jackman SD, Nielsen CB, Qian JQ, Varhol R, Stazyk G, Morin RD, Zhao
Y, Hirst M, Schein JE, et al: De novo transcriptome assembly with ABySS.
Bioinformatics 2009, 25(21):2872–2877.

20. Haas BJ, Zody MC: Advancing RNA-Seq analysis. Nat Biotechnol 2010,
28(5):421–423.

21. Garber M, Grabherr MG, Guttman M, Trapnell C: Computational methods
for transcriptome annotation and quantification using RNA-seq.
Nat Methods 2011, 8(6):469–477.

22. Yassour M, Kaplan T, Fraser HB, Levin JZ, Pfiffner J, Adiconis X, Schroth G,
Luo S, Khrebtukova I, Gnirke A, et al: Ab initio construction of a eukaryotic

http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S1.gz
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S2.bed
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S3.xls
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S4.fasta
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S5.xls
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S6.pdf
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S7.xls
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S8.pdf
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S9.docx
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2164-13-696-S10.docx
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/IAI.06167-11


Hassan et al. BMC Genomics 2012, 13:696 Page 13 of 13
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2164/13/696
transcriptome by massively parallel mRNA sequencing. Proc Natl Acad Sci
2009, 106(9):3264–3269.

23. Trapnell C, Williams BA, Pertea G, Mortazavi A, Kwan G, van Baren MJ,
Salzberg SL, Wold BJ, Pachter L: Transcript assembly and quantification by
RNA-Seq reveals unannotated transcripts and isoform switching during
cell differentiation. Nat Biotechnol 2010, 28(5):511–515.

24. Guttman M, Garber M, Levin JZ, Donaghey J, Robinson J, Adiconis X, Fan L,
Koziol MJ, Gnirke A, Nusbaum C, et al: Ab initio reconstruction of cell type-
specific transcriptomes in mouse reveals the conserved multi-exonic
structure of lincRNAs. Nat Biotechnol 2010, 28(5):503–510.

25. De Bruijn NG: A combinatorical problem. Koninklijke Nederlandse Akademie
v Wetenschappen 1946, 46:758–764.

26. Surget-Groba Y, Montoya-Burgos JI: Optimization of de novo
transcriptome assembly from next-generation sequencing data. Genome
Res 2010, 20:1432–1440.

27. Zerbino DR, Birney E: Velvet: algorithms for de novo short read assembly
using de bruijn graphs. Genome Res 2008, 18:821–829.

28. Robertson G, Schein J, Chiu R, Corbett R, Field M, Jackman SD, Mungall K,
Lee S, Okada HM, Qian JQ, et al: De novo assembly and analysis of
RNA-seq data. Nat Methods 2010, 7:909–912.

29. Haas BJ, Delcher AL, Mount SM, Wortman JR, Smith RK Jr, Hannick LI, Maiti
R, Ronning CM, Rusch DB, Town CD, et al: Improving the Arabidopsis
genome annotation using maximal transcript alignment assemblies.
Nucleic Acids Res 2003, 31(19):5654–5666.

30. Rhind N, Chen Z, Yassour M, Thompson DA, Haas BJ, Habib N, Wapinski I,
Roy S, Lin MF, Heiman DI, et al: Comparative functional genomics of the
fission yeasts. Science 2011, 332(6032):930–936.

31. Campbell M, Haas B, Hamilton J, Mount S, Buell CR: Comprehensive
analysis of alternative splicing in rice and comparative analyses with
Arabidopsis. BMC Genomics 2006, 7(1):327.

32. Trapnell C, Pachter L, Salzberg SL: TopHat: discovering splice junctions
with RNA-Seq. Bioinformatics 2009, 25(9):1105–1111.

33. Langmead B, Trapnell C, Pop M, Salzberg S: Ultrafast and memory-efficient
alignment of short DNA sequences to the human genome. Genome Biol
2009, 10(3):R25.

34. Wang ET, Sandberg R, Luo S, Khrebtukova I, Zhang L, Mayr C, Kingsmore SF,
Schroth GP, Burge CB: Alternative isoform regulation in human tissue
transcriptomes. Nature 2008, 456(7221):470–476.

35. Wang Z, Martin J: Next-generation transcriptome assembly. Nature Review
Genetics 2011, 12:671–682.

36. Sultan M, Dökel S, Amstislavskiy V, Wuttig D, Sültmann H, Lehrach H, Yaspo
M-L: A simple strand-specific RNA-Seq library preparation protocol
combining the Illumina TruSeq RNA and the dUTP methods. Biochem
Biophys Res Commun 2012, Epub ahead of print(0).

37. Perkins TT, Kingsley RA, Fookes MC, Gardner PP, James KD, Yu L, Assefa SA,
He M, Croucher NJ, Pickard DJ, et al: A strand-specific RNA–Seq analysis of
the transcriptome of the typhoid bacillus salmonella typhi. PLoS Genet
2009, 5(7):e1000569.

38. Altschul SF, Gish W, Miller W, Myers EW, Lipman1 DJ: Basic local alignment
search tool. J Mol Biol 1990, 215(3):403–410.

39. Quinlan AR, Hall I: BEDTools: a flexible suite of utilities for comparing
genomic features. Bioinformatics 2010, 26:841–842.

40. Robinson JT, Thorvaldsdóttir H, Winckler W, Guttman M, Lander ES, Getz G,
Mesirov JP: Integrative genomics viewer. Nat Biotechnol 2011, 29:24–26.

41. Mattick JS, Makun IV: Non-coding RNA. Hum Mol Genet 2006,
15(Spec. No. 1):R17–R29.

42. Ponting CP, Oliver PL, Reik W: Evolution and functions of long non-coding
RNAs. Cell 2009, 136:629–641.

43. Ulitsky I, Shkumatava A, Jan CH, Sive H, Bartel DP: Conserved function of
lincRNAs in vertebrate embryonic development despite rapid sequence
evolution. Cell 2011, 147(7):1537–1550.

44. Nagasaki H, Arita M, Nashizawa T, Suwa M, Gotoh O: Species-specific
variation of alternative splicing and transcriptional initation in six
eukaryotes. Gene 2005, 364:53–62.

45. del Pilar Jiménez AM, Viriyakosol S, Walls L, Datta SK, Kirkland T, Heinsbroek
SE, Brown G, Fierer J: Susceptibility to Coccidioides species in
C57BL/6 mice is associated with expression of a truncated splice variant
of dectin-1 (Clec7a). Genes Immun 2008, 9(4):338–348.

46. Christofk HR, Vander Heiden MG, Harris MH, Ramanathan A, Gerszten RE,
Wei R, Fleming MD, Schreiber SL, Cantley LC: The M2 splice isoform of
pyruvate kinase is important for cancer metabolism and tumour growth.
Nature 2008, 452:230–233.

47. Katz Y, Wang ET, Airoldi EM, Burge CB: Analysis and design of RNA
sequencing experiments for identifying isoform regulation. Nat Methods
2011, 7(12):1009–1015.

48. Wan KL, Carruthers VB, Sibley LD, Ajioka JW: Molecular characterisation of
an expressed sequence tag locus of Toxoplasma gondii encoding the
micronemal protein MIC2. Mol Biochem Parasitol 1997, 84(2):203–214.

49. Pauli A, Valen E, Lin MF, Garber M, Vastenhouw NL, Levin JZ, Fan L, Sandelin
A, Rinn JL, Regev A, et al: Systematic identification of long noncoding
RNAs expressed during zebrafish embryogenesis. Genome Res 2012,
22(3):577–591.

50. Jensen KDC, Wang Y, Wojno EDT, Shastri AJ, Hu K, Cornel L, Boedec E, Ong
Y-C, YH C, Hunter CA, et al: Toxoplasma polymorphic effectors determine
macrophage polarization and intestinal inflammation. Cell Host Microbe
2011, 9(6):472–483.

51. Kim S-K, Karasov A, Boothroyd JC: Bradyzoite-specific surface antigen SRS9
plays a role in maintaining Toxoplasma gondii persistence in the brain
and in host control of parasite replication in the intestine. Infect Immun
2007, 75(4):1626–1634.

52. Boyle JP, Saeij JP, Boothroyd JC: Toxoplasma gondii: inconsistent
dissemination patterns following oral infection in mice. Exp Parasitol
2007, 116:302–305.

53. Wu TD, Watanabe CK: GMAP: a genomic mapping and alignment
program for mRNA and EST sequences. Bioinformatics 2005, 21:1859–1875.

doi:10.1186/1471-2164-13-696
Cite this article as: Hassan et al.: De novo reconstruction of the
Toxoplasma gondii transcriptome improves on the current genome
annotation and reveals alternatively spliced transcripts and putative
long non-coding RNAs. BMC Genomics 2012 13:696.
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


	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Results and discussion
	De novo full-length transcript assembly
	Identification of novel Toxoplasma genes
	Toxoplasma gondii gene model annotation
	Assessing alternative splicing in Toxoplasma gondii
	Differential isoform usage amongst different Toxoplasma strains

	Conclusions
	Methods
	Generation of Toxoplasma mRNA and RNA-sequencing
	De novo transcript assembly and annotation
	Assessing alternative splicing and isoform usage
	Availability

	Additional files
	Competing interests
	Authors' contribution
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	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




