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Figure S1. Venn diagrams representing numbers of DEGs identified with three different algorithms 
for the wild D. carota subsp. commutatus in comparisons between time points T1 vs. T2 – 
wDEG.1.2 (A), T1 vs. T3 – wDEG.1.3 (B), and T2 vs. T3 – wDEG2.3 (C). Only DEGs confirmed by all 
three methods were used for subsequent analyses. 
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Figure S2. Venn diagrams representing numbers of DEGs identified with three different algorithms 
for the cultivated D. carota subsp. sativus 2874B in comparisons between time points T1 vs. T2 – 
cDEG.1.2 (A), T1 vs. T3 – cDEG.1.3 (B), and T2 vs. T3 – cDEG2.3 (C). Only DEGs confirmed by all 
three methods were used for subsequent analyses. 
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Figure S3. Venn diagrams representing numbers of DEGs identified with three different algorithms 
for the comparison between the wild D. carota subsp. commutatus and the cultivated D. carota 
subsp. sativus 2874B in time point T1– wcDEG.1 (A), T2 – wcDEG.2 (B), and T3 – wcDEG.3 (C). Only 
DEGs confirmed by all three methods were used for subsequent analyses. 


