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Abstract: The taxonomy of Tacca remains controversial. Schizocapsa guangxiensis is considered
to be the same species as T. plantanginea, but some taxonomists classify them into different
species based on their morphological differences. In order to clarify the genetic differences and

phylogenetic relationship between S. guangxiensis and T. plantanginea, this study conducted high-
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throughput DNA sequencing of S. guangxiensis, assembled a complete chloroplast genome using
bioinformatics software, and compared it with the published 7. plantanginea chloroplast genome.
The results showed that: (1) The chloroplast genome size of S. guangxiensis and T. plantanginea is
162 149 bp and 160 749 bp, respectively, and they have the same GC content (36.90%). Notably,
the gene types and gene amount are exactly the same in these two species, including 89 protein-
coding genes and 37 tRNA genes, and 6 rTRNA genes. (2) Codon preference analysis shows that
there are certain differences in the codon frequencies used by the two species, but they both prefer
codons ending in A/T(U). (3) Compared with T. plantanginea, the SSC boundary of S.
guangxiensis has obvious expansion, which is the main factor leading to the length variant in
chloroplast genome between the two species. (4) There are some sequence divergences between S.
guangxiensis and T. plantanginea in the LSC and SSC regions, especially the intergenic region,
which can be exploited as species-specific molecular marker. (5) Phylogenetic results show that S.
guangxiensis and T. plantanginea have a rather distant genetic relationship. Although S.
guangxiensis is placed in Tacca, they belong to two different species. This study enriches the
genetic information of the chloroplast genome of S. guangxiensis and provides a theoretical basis
for species classification, genetic diversity analysis and species protection of S. guangxiensis.
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34 55 2 J& (Tacca) & Z 7 F(Dioscoreaceae) ' — MNR/NW B, B& 2 15 MEY), |25
ARTE R AT HL X o XY R & £ 8 I RRIE Sy, B 2 897 &M
U FI 2= 2 0E, 2005). Fln, FEZMRM S A FE NS ARE ML 2R
sy, BADUMRE . EAVIRE . BRI A R OB R Sh (M SC, 2013). HAH T
WITERAT S . S B RAUE G M R SR (T A IR A %, 1993). AL, iXJEME
PIREANMERIR &, RETEMAET KIMEN, MY ) ZHEbk. TER, hTA
BRI . i IR AR AR SRR R, VF 2 Bl ST I A WA 1 XU (1 57 [ RN 4 S B
1992), PRIk, s F ARG A ] FRae R 2 S0 E T . AR, M0 x 3 35 8 1w 7t &
BUAERIERASE T WYY oy B 2GR ORI SR 3R A5 T T (E A%, 2004; Liu et al,
2006; Jiang et al., 2014; ZZHEM 5, 2023), R THRGKE KR WFhIEE 2 BEE AT R 5
Y547 (R AF SCATF FE AT SR AH %12/ (Zhang et al., 2011). EEE AR, 555 EHEM 4%
Pt — BELAFAE S, IR R E 2 RIR K. B 1881 £E 1 7 4 B % J& (Schizocapsa) VLK, 2
H B G 2 TR 2 R A I B 55 8 1 ) @ 4+ 8 AR . Drenth(1972) N N5 R 2 8 AN fE
FAL—JE, FONTFRPARELREA R DR E — R . EEREY AT, REZEOH
KBNS E R T, M PR ES. guangxiensis) SRR Z (T, plantanginea)Vd 3+ 1A
—WpFh. SR, AT FE VO TR R R LR AN AR R AU vs. AR
s MR ST, INFRAERE B LU AR R /N 12 A vs. AN IR AN, K
ACHE R OETE, AEAERT LLAMR IR R R e TSR 3 AL B il vs. IR 3 R
FEIE 1. tbAh, WRIEHEED G g H R R SR ER, INVREEE
ABEVAIF 25555 F Jm, T RIS ROy B (RN T R, 1982; MERE, 1985, HE A
YR 45k, 2023). BE%E DNA FKIEIH AR R EMH#RE, Zhang 5(2011)FH ITS.
atpA~ rbcL.  trnH-psbA F trnL-F 4 F 1 5 1) 54 55 Z IR W R 1¥) 32 G0 R & W RAE W7 I8 Py 4
MAGKE KRR, (HRZAGZ TUREZRAR, RIS R AR 3 &

SRR SRAE D) U N B A OSSR YR 6 2 ThRedn Moo, LI DN A 4500 o B R s, Dt
TR AR DY 3R 254, BB — AN K548 DX (large single copy, LSC). —AN/NELEE JIX



(small single copy, SSC)FM Az [F] #E & JF ¥l (inverted repeats, IRa Fl IRb)ZH Ef(Dobrogojski
etal., 2020). AN[EIFE A -3 A4 ik PR 2H 22 Ta) P 284 22 1 AR TR IR XA BE A 7 [ b ) A2
b, X2 T BRI 2 K /N AR A A B B DL PR A,y B A3 R TR 1) 2 2 R 38 (Mehmood et al.,
2020). M ERARE PR 2 B F R 42 D e AT LAy 9 500 E /R FHAE OCRR IR L B G ALk BRI R A1)
FFTBUH EAE (Dobrogojski et al., 2020); BT AR AT & 7, ASEIAE YA FH B35 A1 (e 10712 2
fEE—E 2% 57 (Zhou et al., 2008). SA%FEF HFLRIARFLL, HERAIER AL BEH
i R e TR A B 7 T 52 300 B v PR DR ST, R SR v 10 3 e 238 A T A i R A R 2 A
F A4 2 18] (CBOL Plant Working Group, 2009). H §i &4 £ 44K 5 R K BLgogT & -+
MIMETE . REUR B MEHAEL Z 1 85T (CBOL Plant Working Group, 2009). ¥4k,
it By v 308 M 7 e AR R it A A FE DRV AL AT 73 A, R DLSE DTS it 1 g F (8l () R R &
KA MBI AL g5 DL S HER 45 2 L )P (Daniell et al., 2021).

AR TR F v 38 B W PP B AR ) P R AT R A R I T, S5 S R
AT KR I 55 2 R SR AR B DRI 20, JERT DL )& (1)3a ek i S A 5k BT 41 B A
Rl VE R R AR E e 2 R AR Q)i M AR EE N H R 5K B R HERT
VUERE MBI B HRG R R, N TR R Z W I 10 R (8 1 70 7k .

1 bR 7

1.1 SER PRI BE R IR
JUURRRE YR AL BV B X R A ST R Sy e

AT il I A B BRI AT O (R 8 (B 1) RSB A 3, A SRAKMEET 155 IRk
ET R, HB$EECE DNA. kA, 34138 NCBI 4% # (The National Center for
Biotechnology Information)f % 3 F # LA KK 1 22 MMt AR H 2 KF 5], A
B2 ZHBYM, o 5 & S 2 [Dioscorea alata(OP787126)] « = ' 2 3 [D.
biformifolia(0Q526002)]+ D. brevipetiolata(NC062811) T M [D. bulbifera(NC039708)]+ D.
cayenensis(MZ848368)« EE[D. cirrhosa(NC065059)]. = fMZEFHi[D. deltoidea(0Q525993)]-
D. depauperata(NC062812) . i H J¢ [D. elephantipes(NC009601)] . & I 2 % [D.
futschauensis(ONC039808)] #3852 #i[D. persimilis(NC057257)]« D. praehensilis(NC039837).
E K Z F7[D. quinquelobata(NC057067)]« D. sagittifolia(NC039854) . & =] 1 jid 7 2 #7 [D.
sansibarensis(NC039838)]« 4 [D. spongiosa(0Q525998)]« LLIEfE[D. tokoro(0Q525999)].
JE& 22351 [D. zingiberensis(NC027090)]« #itR 2 [Tacca chantrieri(KX171420)]. 455 % [Tacca
leontopetaloides(NC036658)]+ %4 R 2 [Tacca plantanginea(MT419421)] A1 1 A HE A 5 Bl
Y B 55 [ Zephyranthes bifida(NC064147.1)].



A FREREYAAESE; B HREENESRHE; C. 7 ERREENAES; DI AR EENIEESRHE.
A. Habitat of Tacca plantaginea; B. Flower characteristics of 7. plantaginea; C. Habitat of Schizocapsa
guangxiensis; D. Flower characteristics of S. guangxiensis.
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Fig. 1 Morphological characteristics of Tacca plantaginea and Schizocapsa guangxiensis
1.2 DNA #REAF

K H 75 AR = AR IR (CTAB) LR B 74 2 SR 2 5L DNA(Doyle & Doyle, 1987),
53 A FH 2 i W 6 i FEL K A NanoDrop-2000 48 #1736 /6 & 1 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA)
Kl DNA )i s AR E . FIH Ilumina HiSeq 2000 “F- & 347 Xl /57, W #3244 150 bp.
FIH FastaQ 3 8 R 6 %53E, BREZ RN T, Rt EESk AR 5751, 558
Hdfs 504 5200.34 Mb (1) 151 57 50 5 Hi 3 (clean data) ] T /5 22 1 SR AR SR DR 4 41 3
1.3 MR R A AR

i IR SRS 1 clean data 751 5 A\ 2| GetOrganelle v1.7.5.0 # {4 (Jin et al., 2020) Mk 34T
MR E A H L, SR E AERINE . R 45 ] gfa 5 A\ Bandage #fFHr, Xt
4 % 5g B R k4T A AL AL 2 BT (Wick et al, 2015) o A FE & M SRR &
CPGAVAS2(http://47.96.249.172:16019/analyzer/home) L % B 2 (Tacca plantaginea)
(MT419421. 1) N Z LRI ZH, W SR B B B B i B A . tRNA HIT rRNA #E 47738 (Shi et
al., 2019). 1# il GB2sequin & 2% 3 [X] | %] (Lehwark et al., 2019), J&H 2 B4 5 4 & 1
RNA i p %0 75K, HF FHREHERAER. B £ LTk T A
OGDRAW!(https://chlorobox.mpimp-golm.mpg.de/OGDraw.html) 2 fil] M £ 4k 3 [K 41 B &
(Greiner et al., 2019). SERER PHR R AL R H(E B C B& % NCBLEUREFE, %5
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A OR805469.
1.4 FE T8 R w0t

R A A G A e P s A AR S M AR A R 3R F) AR AR o AR S
CodonW v1.4.4 A0 i AR J5k PR AH 1) 2 1 i b 22 DRI BEAT I A P 20 B, R AR (] SO
{5 H & (relative synonymous codon usage, RSCU)iE {7115 (Gupta et al., 2004). A T Jk/im %,
P R S X K B2 =300 bp. d#IT R 15 5 heatmap 3% RSCU 47 ] #lAt. 24 RSCU
E>1.0 0, RUNZEN T IR S T H AR SCE 7 2 RSCUH=1.0 i}, RIIZH
-7 Jo A I w12 5 T 24 RSCU B <<1.0 I, SR BB 151 A8 AR T oA [F) S b1
(EHESE, 2019).
1.5 EREFHI0H

F| I MISA TE £k 43 #7  3 (https://webblast.ipk-gatersleben.de/misa) 4t 11 - %5 44 3 [K] 2H vh
1] {5 5. 5 & 7> 71l (simple sequence repeats, SSR)(Beier et al., 2017), ZHCRHERIME, B §4%
TR “HHR. = HR. WRHR. TR IZ BRI /32 0 5108 10,
8+ 4. 3. 3. 4, SSRZIAME/NESE N 100 bp. St FHAKB WA E L 751, FATF
FI REPuter 7£ £k 43 H7 ™ 3ifi (https://bibiserv.cebitec.uni-bielefeld.de/reputer/manual.htm1) 4T 4 52
S E NHENEE P 30 bp, (XA 2 (Hamming distance) % & A 3(Kurtz et al., 2001).
1.6 FH &R AR ZE R 4 IR 7457 HL BRI 43 i X 3 58

AN TRIRE A ) T R R ZELAE TR 3 5 DA AN RIAR BE WA Ak, o e I S ik R R 2
BEACRHIER 25 R, b e ) B XAE AR e MG AR 25 40 7 T R 35 & ELRERT . O T BEIE
M b R I R R S AR SR B R A IR U R 2 {5 5, FRATR A IRscope 72k 77
A7 4 33 (https://irscope.shinyapps.io/irapp/) % ] AN 47) Fift [ i 2 4% Jik [R] 20 32 743k 47 W AR AL 25 7
(Amiryousefi et al., 2018) . X T J¥ 51 4r B X 1) %5 7€,  FRATH A mVISTA 7E £ 73 # 3K 14
(https://genome.lbl.gov/vista/index.shtml) H [] Shuffle-LAGAN #5&4, DL FEZENZEY)FH,
XTIV R R 55 R 3 NP SR AR I R 2 3R AT [RIYE 4 L XS (Frazer et al., 2004) .
17 RERE

AW TE NCBI Edle e T 82 R RN 22 M SRR =Ky, B 21 S FHE
PIFhRL 1 AR EBED O SR FHAGE) . 8 PhyloSuite(V1.2.3) 84 H ) MAFFTVT {47
FEBILEXT AR A 2, FI AT 1Qtree2 LA KALSR % (Maximum Likelihood, ML)# i R4 K &
W, ZHBLE NN Minh et al., 2019). K52 B SCAF 3B FigTree P 2B AT 1E4E &
gt .
2 85 R 500
2.1 R B R R AR

J VR EIR 2 SRR R DR A B D SR OO DO A S R (B 2), P s — A
LSC X\ — SSC XA IR [Xo )" PH AR MIZER 2 1M 2R B IR AH 4 K 2350
162 149 bp 1 160 749 bp, W7 HIKEZ A 1400 bp, &) GC & EH# 2 36.90%. M
TP LSC K JZ 73514 84 541 bp 1 84 671 bp, SSC K JE 4514 10 072 bp A1 8 318 bp, IR
KJE 393179 33 768 bp Al 33 880 bp(F 1). | PH R R 25 A1 2 - SR A 3k DR 4L 1) 22 PR R SR AN
HH e 4 — 8, R 132N RE, B 89 M EA M MILER, 37 A (RNA FEE A6 A
rRNA Zfd 5K (% 1o [ HRRE 5 GEHMKIEER 44 40 BREHIHK KRR 53
A HARTE PRI T BEAH G R R 6 SRR A DI REAHOCEE R 5 MK 2). FEREEIER T, ndhA .
ndhB. atpF. rpoCl. rps12. rpll6. rpl2. trnA-UGC. trnE-UUC. trnK-UUU. trnL-UAA .
trnT-CGU &5 H—ANWET, MEFE yef3. clpP FEHMANE TG 2).
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Table 1 Comparison of chloroplast genome of Schizocapsa guangxiensis and close relatives

LyEi iiEmi 2 fiigisE FIEE

Species S. guangxiensis Tacca plantaginea  T. chantrieri T. leontopetaloides
4

%’Hj(_d\ 162 149 160 749 163 007 162 477

Genome size (bp)

KEHEITX

LSC length (bp) 84 541 84 671 85241 84 094

/NERLEE DTIX

SSC length (bp) 10072 8318 10 092 10 103

IR B

IR length (bp) 33768 33 880 33837 34 140

GCH&E

GC content (%) 36.90 36.90 39.10 36.70

= e

8 B 132 132 133 132

Total number of genes

Z Y,

ﬁﬂ% A % 89 89 87 86

Protein-coding genes

tRNA # =

Number of tRNA 37 37 38 38

rRNA % &

Number of rRNA 6 6 8 8

[ S A R 4

Schizocapsa guangx iensis mk-UUY

matK

psbA
chloroplast genome mirGUG

162 149 bp K

WER%: 1 Photosystem |
Wt #%; 11 Photosystem 11
401 2 #b/f5 54 Cytochrome b/f complex
EATP§ ATP synthase
CINADHJ (/% NADH dehydrogenase
BB AR R LS I AE RubisCO large subunit
NA polymerase
1/NIE4E Small subunit of ribosomal proteins (SSU)

H 1K EHE Large subunit of ribosomal proteins (LSU)
W%IZRNA Transfer RNAs
W HEARNA Ribosomal RNAs
WclpP, matk
WA JEA Other genes
OB sE M4 15HE (vef) Hypothetical chloroplast reading frames (yef)




ARFBERRA R GEMEER; ABIRKONRRE GC T/, HWAOMAR AT & & FME R R T
JrT e, PR A2 A
Different colors represent genes with different functions; Dark gray in the inner circle represents GC content, the

light gray represents AT content; Genes drawn outside the circle are transcribed clockwise, and those inside are

Envelope protein gene

counterclockwise.
B 2 )T RIR B B SRR R R 4 P T
Fig. 2 Chloroplast genome map of Schizocapsa guangxiensis
R ARRENHSARERANTRERER
Table 2 Annotated gene information of Schizocapsa guangxiensis
bl LRI FEF 2R
Function Gene category Gene name
TR G
Photosystem I psad, psaB, psaC, psal, psaJ
KRS psbA, psbB, psbC, psbD, psbE, psbF, psbH,
- I K, psbL, psbM, T
Photosystem II psbl, psbJ, psbK, psbL, psbM, psbN, psbT,
psbZ
NADH [t & ndhA, ndhA* ndhB*(2), ndhC, ndhD, ndhE,
Seo Ve NADH dehydrogenase ndhF, ndhG, ndhH(2), ndhJ, ndhK
Photosynthesis W E b/ B
4 A =
Cytochrome b /  complex petA, petB, petD, petG, petL, petN
ATP i ¥
ATP synthase atpA, atpB, atpE, atpF*, atpH, atpl
TR A R R A Al K I
. . rbcL
RubisCo large subunit
RNA R 5 x
RNA polymerase 1poA, rpoB, rpoC1*, rpoC2
*Z*}%ﬁiﬁﬁd\ﬂ% . rpsll, rps12*(2), rps14, rps15(2), rps16,
Small subunit of ribosomal proteins 18 19 5 3 4 70 8
(SSU) rps18, rps19, rps2, rps3, rps4, rps1(2), rps
% H
M%}?{ZF%.E RIE . rpll14, rpl16%*, rpl2*(2), rpl20, rpl22, rpl23(2),
Large subunit of ribosomal proteins o33, 1i36
(LSU) L
H & il
Self-replication trnA-UGC*(2), trnC-GCA, trnD-GUC, trnE-
UUC, trnE-UUC*(2), trnF-GAA, trnG-GCC,
trnH-GUG(2), trnK-UUU*, trnL-CAA(2), trnL-
%12 RNA UAA*, trnL-UAG, trnM-CAU(4), trnN-
Transfer RNAs GUU(Q2), trnP-UGG, trnQ-UUG, trnR-ACG(2),
trnR-UCU, trnS-GCU, trnS-GGA, trnS-UGA,
trnT-CGU*, trnT-GGU, trnT-UGU, trnV-
GACQ), trnW-CCA, trnY-GUA
FpER RNA
16S(2 23802 2
Ribosomal RNAS rrn16S(2), rrn238(2), rrn5S(2)
AT ]
matK
Mature enzyme gene
o R A R cIpP**
Other genes Protease gene P
(O =P
cemA




LIBE-CoA- AL B 1 7 3

Subunits of acetyl-CoA- accD
carboxylase
c TUZR it 3R A Ik
cesA

Type-c cytochrome synthesis gene

LS Gy S S .
T, infA
Transcription initiation factor
RENThRe ABURE I 43 B B AE (vef)
2 2 2 ** yefd
Unknown function Hypothetical chloroplast reading yef12), yef15(2), yef2(2). yof3*, yef
frames (ycf)

e ST T AR A T

Note: * indicates the presence of one intron; ** indicates the presence of two introns.

2.2 W18 F R

FEADAE 534 2 T B A FH R85 25 0 o ARRA YD, E Ak R v el T (R SR 0 | SRk
P S EORFE AR MR R A R 2 mir S, R A [ I (Romero et al.,
2000). AHFFFI S 2 EL M SE THE A 1) 74 2 SR 2 AN SR L S Rk BE R 2 1Y) 2 1
Gt 7 51 [F) SCEE RS T IR F FE(RSCU) o S5 IR, | PR Z a4 (1) & (A i ig 1X
K 85 844 bp, HL4ifY 54 049 NERS T, 64 FhErh, Hgwmbd 20 Fha FE R, b UAA.
UAG. UGA NZ 7. | P R 2R 2 2 g i % B =y 1 %09 702 AGA(Arg, FE&
fR), {HZL B4R 2.03) L) TR R 2 (1.96) 1 AR m (B 3). | iR R E MR 2
15 FH 5 1 O 4 1 (I 1) & CGC(Arg, RS &), [ AR # AN RSCU=0.42. L4t —F&
i FH I AUGGEZR)M UGGt & 1R) ) RSCU=1, FHIKA H T hift:, HEHEKZ
R IER AL Tos BB PR . |G R S TR I RSCU > 13545 304, Mg
RS R RSCU > 13545 314, b GGG(Gly, HEBR)ER R E R AR T
PERRE ., HEWE TR PE RSCU > 13 HEE =47 Bl A/T(U)Z5 R I8 1[5 4 28 4,
PR B E D GRS RN RA 1 NMAGG), MARZEDILL G WAL RENA 2 MAGG)N
(GGG), —#HUL CHRFEGERHA 1 NUCC). | TR R Z % 1wl £ RSCU < 1 3
29, MR REFM M RSCU < 1347 284, ZHERKZHEMTHU CE G4 R,
MR (B 3). BA B drah SRR, | PER R 2 S R B S Sk R 2H % B e 4o
FEBLL A/T(U)SE IS5, (B —H a0 P AR EAR 2R

RSCU RSCU
Phe UUUIL21 UUCO.79 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ‘7 2.00 Phe UUU1.28 UUCO0.72 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 j3.00
Leu CUUL26 UUAL24 UUGI121 CUA093 CUC0.76 CUGO0.59 Leu UUA1.29 CUUL25 UUGI.15 CUAL101 CUC0.75 CUGO.56
Ile AUU 1.19  AUA 1.06 AUC0.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 1le AUU 1.24 AUA1.04 AUCO0.73 0.00 0.00 0.00
Met AUG 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Met AUG 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Val GUU 131 GUA128 GUG0.72  GUC 0.68 0.00 0.00 Val GUUI1.38 GUAIL21 GUCO0.71 GUGO0.70 0.00 0.00
Ser UCU153 UCAL17 UCCLI12 AGU09 UCGO0.71  AGCO0.56 Ser UCU1.46 UCA1.30 UCCI.13 AGUO0.80 UCGO0.72 AGC0.58
Pro CCA135 CCUIL05 CCC09 CCG0.64 0.00 0.00 Pro CCA129 CCU1.08 CCC0.97 CCGO0.67 0.00 0.00
Thr ACA 1.24 ACU 1.20 ACC 0.97 ACG 0.60 0.00 0.00 Thr ACU1.20 ACA1.16 ACC0.98 ACG0.65 0.00 0.00
Ala  GCU13l GCAl.l4 GCCO091 GCGO0.64 0.00 0.00 Ala GCA1.22 GCUI1.17 GCCO0.97 GCGO0.64 0.00 0.00
Tyr ~ UAUL36 UACO0.64 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 TYr UAU 135 UAC0.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
His = CAU 143 CAC057 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 His CAU 1.42 CACO0.58 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Gln CAA 1.38 CAG 0.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 GIn CAA1.40 CAG 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asn | AAU 143 AACO0.57 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Asn AAU 141  AAC0.59 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lys = AAA135 AAG0.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Lys AAA1.34 AAG 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asp | GAU145 GACO0.55 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Asp GAU 1.44  GAC0.56 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Glu | GAAL38 GAG0.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Glu GAA1.37 GAGO0.63 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cys | UGU124 UGCO76 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 Cys UGU1.27 UGC0.73  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Trp  UGGL00 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Trp UGGLO0  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Arg | AGA196 CGALIl AGGLO7 CGUOT2 CGG072  CGC042 Arg AGA203 AGGILI3 CGAL02 CGGO.72 CGUO.67 CGC0.42
G]y GGA 147 GGU 1.05 GGG 0.96 GGC 0.51 0.00 0.00 G]y GGA 1.53 GGG 1.02 GGUO0.89 GGCO0.55 0.00 0.00
JHERRE REE
Schizocapsa guangxiensis Tacca plantaginea
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Different colors in the figure represent the size of the RSCU value. As the color darkens, the codon usage rate
increases.

B3 AR REMRRER RSCU HAE
Fig. 3 The RSCU heat map of Schizocapsa guangxiensis and Tacca plantaginea
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WAL WIS R B SSEMA, FHTIESY RS e R S AR 2 R A
(Bayliss et al., 2004). FRATA) PER R E MG AIL R H P %58 T 66 /1 SSR A7 5, HFEE
KT 584 . WIE M) SSR B HZHIR. “HEER. —ZTR. WEHRMIZHR
(B 4: A). Bb4b, TR A/T EZ US55, 76 PHREZ b 55 SSR F2k
72.73%, FERRZE T 5 E SSR MK 68.96%(18 4: B). ML HRER KD, J"HRRE
24, (HE SSR A 3.03%, MARZEHA 14, M SSRFE 1.72%(K 4: B). =3
HEARMBINZTR. | VIR REMAYTZE S A/T. AT/AT. AAT/ATT. AAAT/ATTT.
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PR I i A5 A T 2
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RALEEH RANEE, OF 19NMECESFY. 17TNEMESTH. 94N RAEZTFHI,
3IAHMEEFHES: Ao REESFHFEEMTERARMIBX . HHEKIECELFH
I B HTE 30~60 bp Z [A](K] 5: A), HKEEFHIFFAN 46.67%F1 39.58%(K 5: B).
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Fig. 5 Distribution of different types of sequence repeats of Schizocapsa guangxiensis

2.4 HSAER A IR AF 0T

- S Ak S5k R 4 10 S (DAL 4 5 97 384 300 5% 6 608 4 7 W o 7 e DR 4L 465 1) 738 A R A 3 2 (Yang
etal, 2023). A 7ML PIRRE IR XEGKAERGGEY 7K, AT FIREEM D KK
1 3 A 34 55 2 @ W) AP 87 AR 2 (Tacca chantrieri)~ 3% 58 22 (T. leontopetaloides) f1 54 5 2 (T,
plantaginea) 17 P RAL 73T (] 6) . 4 FRAE A 2R AR S R A 35 3R DY 4 ARk 45 44, #E LSC
IRb. IRa il SSC u] ¥l 7 A VYA~ F, HJ LSC/IRb 14 5. IRb/SSC i 5. SSC/IRa il 5t il
IRa/LSC i1 5ts rpl22. 1ps19. trnH. rpl2. ycfl Fl psbA E3ERIAF1ET LSC/IRb. IRb/SSC.
SSC/IRa Al IRa/LSC i S22 b o FRATT R IRA [F) 543 55 S A 00 P - ¢ A 6k R 2 300 S A2 AE B
BMZER, DNEAKER ps19 FER NP F R 6 T LSC X, [ R R E MR R E N
rps19 JER B 25 IRb/LSC 3 A 484 74 bp, THAEHIHR 2 RI535 2 40 51 8 bp A1 4 bp. ERLH
EHFARE S, ndhd FEF P IRb/SSC L5, FFm] SSC X384 A AEfif 718 bp F1 794 bp,
1) P64 R SR 54 88 S (1) ndhA FERBEES TRa/LSC 17, FF43Jil ] SSC X 3k ZE A 778 bp
838 bp. TE) PR ERIGFEE N, ndhF FEKFEES IRb/SSC A, FF 171 IRb [X 43 ) LE i
106 bp f1 90 bp, %R Z ] ndhF £ R B # IRa/SSC i A3+ 1] IRa [X FEAH 206 bp, R A H;
W2 ndhF R LE SSC X H- 115 IRa/SSC U Ft 29 bp. TUMFH psbA FERBIH7 T LSC X,
FHE 7 IRa/SSC 1 7t 54~61 bp. DL BZ55RH, PR R E AR Z 1 LSC/IRb i 5
IRa/LSC U A5 B —8, TEKNE R KAEL IRb/SSC i SSC/IRa iA A E, M4k
BRI H K EAFAE 2 5 (1 E 2 (B 6).
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Fig. 6 Boundary analysis of IR regions of chloroplast genomes from Schizocapsa guangxiensis

and Tacca plantaginea
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Fig. 7 Analysis of sequence divergence in chloroplast genome between Schizocapsa guangxiensis

and Tacca species
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Fig. 8 Phylogenetic tree based on 23 complete chloroplast genomes
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TR BRI 24 B A P R 35 S R A — B E ARG Y X 7 AE — 803 B R R I 41
A RONJE NS E T hrid. & T IUA B SRR 5 R A BE 1 R iR 8 e )
PHRLIRE SR R .

T v R A I SR R R ALK B AE 120~160 kb JEFE P, 1) P 22 TR RN 2 R g
SRARFE DRI 4 45 K23 3 162 149 bp A1 160 749 bp, P& 7 HIK 2 58 1400 bp. 5 HAh 4
TR, P I SRR R 2 1 IR XA I 3 /5y GC & &, IX AR & T rRNA J7 5
B GC ISR, WETAERRIEHEEI P RE R CEZEMIMEMN, ARt —LLyME
BRI RE R 22k T A T (Qian et al., 2013). ASHIF TS K B F5URHE Y 1) - S A 5 DR AL A2 R 4K
HREREA ERAEMANE T, BN ZEMEY SRR IR R 2 1 8 B gm0 5 R v B AR 57 . %
it~ {5 P i 407 12 S 7 R P b TR (P A RN SR AR BE,  E Pb idEAb RN B AL AT U AR
HIEE X (Quax et al., 2015), X IR RE MR R E NSRBI F AR, RERKA
FR(Arg) 2 P& i 2 IR R IR, (2 PP BTl F B 3 15 e A — 4, H 2 ey
TSR ARE — B ZE 5, B R TR R e AE b 72 v B & 52 (1) 3 4 . 77 A
FAF ARt T BB AR IR . FERE SRS T(RSCU> )Y, BATRIER T UUG 2 4h, K%
AT UL AU R, HIXHAR PR E R IL R A G 1, 72 YK
FEAE K XF AP PE 2 AU R o 52 21 7 AU 3 % (Qian et al., 2013;  Asaf et al.,
2016). S [EIYE HE RIAEAS [F R b BA AR Thae, (RN R AR A #2 v el T B ik
ALK ZETIRK, BASWMGIEREMAZA R B AL 7 F e Tk, RE&FHER
Dy ReAR T R A A4k . MRS RSCU 45 R, AT A PR R E AR R 2 (7] 0] e
G REDFN A

SSR T iz B T HHAE L 2% . RAK B I AE SRR S E, 22X 5%
1850 287K P W b () B 243 T-ric (Torokeldiev et al., 2019). FAlT A& B H- 444 3 R 20 1) K 22 3
SSR #fi7 T SSC Fl LSC X IR AE4mA X, (5 SSR AL 1) 80% LA o 7E) VU L Z i 24k
FEFRH A FEIME] 66 > SSR, (HEARFZERHAG 584 WEESHMAMERRAY, HE
EAFRR PR EA T ER . B2 EDH SRR A, Poly (A/T)H SSR i@ Lt I
filh SSR H G AT H L, X SSR F B T-ARmts X, 8 AR Fh 4 A8 57 14 8 2 8,
1M A R A LA B ) SSR B T-HEK 7 1, 2 BE DR Dy R R AR AR Ak e 28 0% BGET P il
38} JJZ —(Tuler et al., 2015). Kk, AHFFEH I 2] SSR A7 i 7] ) PHR R E 8L 2
FEME RSP 20 AT R G b 4 e SR AR 1 20 Al o K BOTE H5 R 271t 7 366 R 20 &5 4 7 S A
Wb oAk b & 15 % B AR F (Cavalier, 2002). SERTIURT AR R, KZHE S FHAL T H K[
X i, HUCRmGXig. AR EES 21 MRIXERTFA. 4N IEREEFA. 6 MR
MESFH. 4N EAEEFH . MAERZERLA 194N ESCERFA. 17 MEREE T,
ONRMEEFH. 3NEAEEFH. HLTR, “HEEKEAEEERFFINEE LAHE
()22 S, A2 PR b I8 A% P 5 A% S 1Y) 20 T UE R

EEOR Bl T RE IR I SR Ak B DR 2EL 78 &85 M RN R/ ARG B, (H R b AR5 2 1) IR [X
By ik A s 2 5 BOEE R AL IR 2 SRS R KN R AR ARk, A8 N 1 % T
SRR IR I8 A% 2 FEVE(He et al., 2017). FRATTRIN PHEL R 2 R34 55 2 J@ V) Fh 1) i SRR JE (R 40
IR X K B R A AL, i H & IRb/LSC A1 IRa/LSC Wi i KA FE, FEZER KAE
IRb/SSC 1 SSC/IRa iA1 Ft |, X2 T8 SSC XK R AL E BRI . Seai ihHkiE &I,
IR Z W TR SRR FE R 4L IRD X yefl LRSI RBE Rk . SR, | P2
1) IR X 1] SSC X &AL B W R ILGR, TERL T 5881 yefl ZEF . IR XH ikt 2 380
PO R SRR R AR R E B R K. A, BAIESS 55 8 HAb A b A g2 3 L 1
MG FET IR XAASHEER, AN HRRZETRINE THEEE. b TES LM
FEAAYAE, R A% 48 1) 3208 30 A o0 A R 0 b g A7 HERA X 20 B A R Pkl itk o X T ik



FERR IR, RO 2 AR #E DNA MW 56 T TEVE X 73, Db, 7 &1 e 8 A Fp o
R FEE V4> FFRic(Zhao et al., 2011). & T mVISTA EL# /0 #r, BATKIL IR Xk EL
LSC 1 SSC X I B i FE ORI HLg b X 38 b AE g b X S R 7 18 v, X5 HoAt g 118 40
2K ABL(Qian et al., 2013). | PH%4 52 ML AR KL N 41 ) LSC A SSC X 4 HL AT — & g /K P28
SA, ZHALT IR R b I8 s B AR F i X 0] B B A R Uiz Jm b 45 e R dd
R HIRRG R B IIRE ST, o] LML 1Y) 34 55 2 JE R 7 1 DNA 2620

SRR BE DR 205 38 R AL e, VENAE S e 1) “ B 2k T A el ik 2 R 1) i ok
MBIy 2507 TR R, EVFRGERE ot B . REM RN, i
IR R AR IE G B AR RE LIS €, 5ES 0 T REFW ML, 2
TR AR A FE R H SR i R 40 ) B W A 5 S S R 73 #E2%8 (Daniell et al., 2021). 1)
TGN E S, REALZRBOWHAANEFER, HHPEEY SR HRRE AR
RECPEEYE, 1985). A1, 2023 i E AW PR 4 s AT SR F 2L R B R AR Nl SL )
—J&. EABT, AT R A ILE s b T H I B SR LR 4, IR T ML 7%
HEWT T PER R ENRRENRAKE LR SRR R R ENERE RN — L CF*
100%), MR DL 100% 0 SCRFZAL T 34595 5 8 15680, R TR R EMARE R WA
SRR AR, AR E RS SEAFNRIS RGN, A1 a]SERHERTY) M
RBREREFR, WATH L ZX 88 FHAT RHRAE . BIRTE, | IR R E SER M Z4k
FERAH AT iz J@ AN ph () 73 BT TRAE 1 70 K3
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