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Abstract: Camellia sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’ is the main raw material for making Liupao
tea. To explore the genetic background of C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’, especially its
phylogenetic position and evolutionary history, 27 and five individuals of C. sinensis var. sinensis cv.

‘Liupao’ and C. costata were sampled for genome skimming and transcriptomic sequencing. The
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phylogenetic relationship between C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’ and other Camellia was
reconstructed, the divergence time of the chloroplast genome sequences of C. sinensis var. sinensis
cv. ‘Liupao’ was estimated, and the genetic diversity was investigated. The results were as follows:
(1) On the chloroplast tree, 27 samples of C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’ were divided into two
distantly-related groups, one was nested within a clade mainly consisting of C. sinensis, being
interspersed among other cultivated C. sinensis, while the other group formed as a well supported
lineage that was most closely-related to and nested within C. costata; On the nuclear gene tree,
however, all the 27 samples formed a clade with other C. sinensis as well as some other Camellia
species with generally unresolved relationships among them. Despite the lack of resolution in this
clade, it was definitely far separated from C. costata; The cytonuclear phylogenetic conflict
suggested once ancient introgression hybridization of C. costata with the ancestor of some C.
sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’ individuals so that the latter captured the chloroplast genome of
the former. (2) The time estimate indicated that the introgression hybridization event occurred in the
Quaternary period, ca. 1.55 million years ago, long before the history of tea cultivation and
production by humans. (3) In addition, both the chloroplast genomes and nuclear genes revealed that
the C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’ had high haplotype diversity, possessing high evolutionary
potential. This study could provide important references for the germplasm protection, breeding, and
utilization of high-quality C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’ strains.
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& Tsumura, 2009) . Meegahakumbura 55 (2016) X 392 17> Z5FF 5 I8 A% 43 1 & B0 30% FEIFE i
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DRI 2 S5 AR A, 10 R A AR DU E R [FR IR R 7 20 R I gk 7 2 B RGEKE
TR AW MOIRIE AL 8 (Yang et al,, 2015; Wu etal,, 2022; Zan et al., 2023) .
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Table 1 GenBank accession numbers of the transcriptome data of the 38 samples

I SSR 5 o SSR 5
Species name SSR number Species name SSR number
LS IR EM 7
SRR19266728 SRR 19266726
Camellia angustifolia C. pubescens
NP S Fetig
SRR19266723 SRR 19266679
C. arborescens C. sasanqua
EAREE S TEHAK
SRR19266735 SRR1849929
C. atrothea C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘AJBC’
JEHh % PLL9 T
SRR19266722 SRR 19266668
C. crassicolumna C. sinensis var. assamica cv. ‘YH9’
FHEETE A =P 105
SRR19266665 SRR 19266725
C. danzaiensis C. sinensis var. assamica cv. ‘YK10’
R KAy
SRR19266754 SRR 19266669
C. furfuracea C. sinensis var. assamica cv. ‘Z)’
TR EPEYTA
SRR19266743 SRR2781847
C. grandis C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘BJG’
T3 A4 HEF 1T
SRR19266731 SRR5075641
C. gymnogyna C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘HJ1’
YRS TP G
SRR19266667 SRR2191769
C. hekouensis C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘JX’
P IIPIS TH 25
SRR19266730 SRR2730141
C. jingyunshanica C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘NZ2’
ERUSIRANTIP S (g
SRR19266700 SRR1928149
C. jinshajiangica C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘SCZ’
NS (PPN
SRR19266738 SRR 19266672
C. kwangsiensis C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘FDDB’
NS et 43 5
SRR19266666 SRR19266721
C. kwangtungensis C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘LJ’
IE S B
SRR19266732 SRR 19266671
C. leptophylla C. sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘TGY’
R UNEE S
SRR19266734 SRR 19266737
C. makuanica C. tachangensis
MRS SRR19266761 PP SRR19266733


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=648845
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=1840596
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=2944735
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=182300
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=542714
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=1407748
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=261999
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=1339356
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=261999
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=301147
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=261999
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=147916
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=674062
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=674063
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=1840586
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=452959
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=648846
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=542762
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=1840587
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=542762
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=542733
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=542762
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=2811441
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=542753
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i EANIIE S R
SRR19266689 SRR19266711
C. pitardii C. tuberculata
SSl S PPN TS
SRR19266727 SRR 19266757

C. ptilophylla Polyspora speciosa
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B CEAHMD) , B¥FHE (Apterosperma) 1 # . BRATX—WFpIE R4 29 467 94b, H AR BEH
T —% 75, f# F MAFFT 7.490 #{+ (Katoh & Standley, 2013) X} i F¢ 5t 47 L, 754
BioEdit 7.2.5 #ff (Hall, 1999) F L% . &/ MEGA 7.0 #ff (Kumar et al., 2016) 50t
CRAREE RN HFE R RE . A8 e o sl DL AR 2 e . DL far (AL oblata) ANEEE (EW
B, 2021 , ETHARRFEA TS, B RaxML 7.2.6 3 (Stamatakis, 2006) H1 )5 KL
982 (maximum likelihood, ML) 8 RG K G, B & HuAR A ¥ GTRGAMMA, H
HUEGEA , HERE B S HIRE 100 KI5 3CRF (bootstrap support) .

FH muscle 3.8.1 ZfF (Edgar, 2004) X 798 A~ 5148 DUREE [R5 51 7 Sl g AT bE X, SR )5 H E
£ R £ alignmentFilter Chttps://github.com/qiangzhang04/alignmentFilter) i€ HL XA 7] 5E X B,
MERER K (gap) IS 90%HIAL AT, -2 45 RE B v FR A BEAR T 100 bp F7 51 SRR A AR T
500 bp [FE ], B2 3845 689 ALK H T+ 5 2L 73 #7 - il id PhyloSuite 1.2.2 ¥ f:(Zhang et al., 2020)
K 689 MZIER BEAT R L, THE SRR PR R . AR A i DL R EE A B, IR RALL 2Rt
VUNIRSkZE (Polyspora speciosa) NANKERE (Wuetal., 2022) MERG K BN, HiEESHK
BY5 FIRHE.

#2103 M SFEEEABIER GenBank B3R5

Table 2 GenBank accession numbers of the chloroplast genome of the 103 samples
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R RS N R RS o Y 4 N
. Accession . Accession : Accession
Species name Species name Species name
number number number
R e A%
MT317095 MN579509 C. sinensis cv. ‘Chamnok’ LC625850
Camellia amplexicaulis C. lungzhouensis
SR nHERR RELH
OL435568 OK546696 MT773374
C. amplexifolia C. luteocalpandria C. sinensis cv. ‘Dahongpao’
LIIFRA INBEAETR et 43
MN756594 KY 626042 B KF562708
C. anlungensis C. luteoflora C. sinensis cv. ‘Longjing43’
EAFS SV FANIIE S P
OK382089 KY406767 ) MT773375
C. atrothea C. mairei C. sinensis cv. ‘Rougui’
FLAG L % NRITE
KY856741 MT956593 C. sinensis cv. ‘Sangmok’ LC488797
C. azalea C. meiocarpa
XS INMEBAETR K41
NC_052752 NC_058646 MT773376
C. brevistyla C. micrantha C. sinensis cv. ‘Shuijingui’
WHLLL 2% TR BRI
MG431968 NC 046699 MT773377
C. chekiangoleosa C. mingii C. sinensis cv. ‘Tieluohan’


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=2915798
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=182317
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=1840594
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=1840597
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=648849
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=319931
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Browser/wwwtax.cgi?mode=Info&id=182316
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C. chrysanthoides

RIEBAER
C. chuongtsoensis
NRFIAETR
C. confusa
C. costata
AN N

C. crapnelliana

s

IN 3 R
RIETT

C. cuspidata

C. danzaiensis

TR BT
C. debaoensis
KEEER
C. elongata
BIREER
C. euphlebia
TR A
C. fascicularis
EWESER
C. fraterna

TARES

C. gauchowensis

T ERRM
C. gigantocarpa
NGRS
C. grandibracteata
PNENIIE S

C. granthamiana

PR (KIS

C. grijsii cv.
‘Zhenzhucha’

Fhik

MZ618349

MT663341

NC_058854

NC_061904

KF753632

KF156833

KF156834

NC_057958

KY406791

OL405564

NC_053896

MT663342

NC_053541

NC_058879

KJ806274

MG782842

MT916932

MH394403

IR
C. nitidissima var.

nitidissima

J\FEhE R
C. octopetala
il PrS
C. oleifera
G IRES
C. osmantha
EHEC S
C. parvisepala
NRAETEAE
C. petelotii var.

microcarpa

T A%

C. pingguoensis var.

terminalis
[ EANIIE S
C. pitardii
EAVEARIIPS
C. polyodonta
B
C. ptilophylla
SEVIIES
C. pubicosta
C. pubipetala
AR E=NIRT
C. pyxidiacea var.

rubituberculata

BH LK

C. renshanxiangiae

VRIS
C. reticulata
SRS
C. rhytidophylla

BREIER

C. rostrata

A

MT157617

MNO095258

KY406750

MZ128138

NC_058924

MT157619

OK149109

KF156837

NC_060777

MT721159

KJ806277

NC_054365

MZ424202

MH253889

KY406793

MT663343

NC_058254

MH782189

A 2K Al

C. sinensis cv. “Wuyi Narcissus’

v
C. sinensis cv. “Youhuaxiang’
ELRIER S
C. sinensis var. assamica
ELRIER S
C. sinensis var. assamica
ELRIER S
C. sinensis var. assamica
WP IR %
C. sinensis var. assamica cv.
‘Duntsa’
=P 10 5
C. sinensis var. assamica cv.
“Yunkang10’
YN
C. sinensis var. dehungensis
HER
C. sinensis var. pubilimba
HER
C. sinensis var. pubilimba
HER
C. sinensis var. pubilimba
*®
C. sinensis var. sinensis
BE1LE
C. sinensis var. sinensis cv.
‘Qianchal’
=y
C. sinensis var. Sinensis cv.
‘Tieguanyin’
C. suaveolens
EREET S

C. szechuanensis

MY 65 CKIHD
C. tachangensis cv. ‘Xingyi6’

RE K

MT612435

MZ379786

JQ975030

MH394408

MH394407

OL450397

MHO019307

KJ806279

NC_061691

OM262114

KJ806280

KJ806281

MZ043860

MW148820

MT123282

KY406778

NC_056149

JQ975032



C. gymnogyna C. sasanqua C. taliensis
BN BT [P S IS
KY626040 MT317096 0K405020
C. huana C. semiserrata C. tetracocca
REH 5%
HZHAD S S RARIIPS
MZ004951 C. sinensis cv. 0OL450428 OK 181904
C. “Xiari Qixin’ ) C. trichosperma
‘Chuyeqi’
M1k < AE 4% * B A
KF156835 KC143082 MNO078085
C. impressinervis C. sinensis C. viethamensis
RMBAETR NN
#* BT LA AR
C. indochinensis var. OK135162 MZ153237 MKS820035
C. sinensis C. weiningensis
tunghinensis
- XS S
th% LR ER i S
MW602996 C. sinensis cv. MHO042531 NC 061602
C. japonica C. xiashiensis
‘Anhua’
RSB * (NP
NC 053915 MH460639 NC 053622
C. kissii C. sinensis C. yuhsienensis
[SRLPR .
25 Eia R NIps
KJ806275 C. sinensis cv. MT773373 KF156838
C. leptophylla C. yunnanensis
‘Baijiguan’
B 15
SRR R %R ARIRN TS
OKO046127 C. sinensis cv. MNO086819 NC 058253
C. leyeensis C. zhaiana
‘Baiyel’
. SN/
NC 061603 C. sinensis cv. MWO046255 KY406751
C. liberofilamenta . Apterosperma oblata
‘Bantianyao’
g &R RS
OM238071
C. limonia

1.3.4 FETAZ 3L DR A4 L DRI 40 BT
NG 7S BRSBTS RN FAZ IR A 2 (8] & BAFAE R R, 4 9 JF R T STRUCTURE

BRI D £ 5%: (ABBA-BABA 4iit#64%) . STRUCTURE 2)#7: FI PGDSpider 2.1.1.5 # {4
(Lischer & Excoffier, 2012) 4 32 11 7S EE A BEAARTH A S B ASHE fi 0 AZ 2L ] 5 AR B AN FASTA
F L 4R VCF #4320, 1@ id Admixture 1.3.0 #ff (Alexander et al., 2009) 43 #7 32 34 i B F
FELE M AEAE IRA TR, 0 AR RE &b I 70 B8 (K AED N 1~10 3EAT 3R 2K, Hii4E CV error (Cross
validation error) 7335 fE K (CVerror /M) . D ¥4 : i H Dsuite 0.4 142 #AFIHEAT T
ABBA-BABA %iit#i4: (Malinsky et al., 2021) . %56 F U425 %58 P1. P2, P3 A1 O,
LA O NAMEE, ¥ PL ORI P2 fEy— X tlekAt, # P3 /E 5 Pl u P2 HAT LR R YAt o
it B ABBA Fl BABA %50 BRI A AL i & . D Siih &k 3 T 5 D=(nABBA-nBABA)
/ (nABBA+nBABA) , 3+ nABBA 1 nBABA 435 N H 15 ABBA 1 BABA #5007 s 84
W DF#0, Z-score >3 Al P{E<0.05, WIAFEREPIR. MIWHRERFMER, HRWRIES
7S BRBEARPIE fh il R 5 R A E IR, ik, AT PIRIEZERN RGK E K Rik
FEFEA A AIME N PLL P2y P3. O #H4T D kaer: P1 73l H S5 /N EEZRBFAR R 1) 12 Bedi %
Fedh (fRFK: ZPC) « HNEEARBHARILZ M H A 4 DR AEY (RiFR: NO-ZPC) M5



SHINERBERFN 13 0 FES (RIFR: LP) 5 P2 W4 5 RN AIE & /S AR 14 43
Feat (f8FR: LP-TLC) M5 ZRIEZ M /S EAFHAM 13 ke (BIFR: LP) 5 P3 Al FHRM
A5 rrEsn (fRiFR: TLC) M5 RZFRIEZE 2 MM (fiiFR: NO-TLC) ; O NHPERE, ik
BRGKERRER RINBEMBZHADF IS B ISR E 3 MR — 5 SRR .
1.3.5 FNERFSTERFIRE i (149 - 3 4k I [ 20 4 53k A B [ Ay B

AR AR IR BN ER RN RAKERR, BHEAEGRGERKEEMEM 6
e, BRI BUEE A R, ARERA R RIE P R 2R AR FE RN 7 51 (L5 R o)
K 6 A Il 1R P R R TR AL P 51 8 5 380 R 3 0 LU b o0 Ao I T Ay S50 T PR o AR 6 R 2 8
Pk (Yuetal,2017) , 3L 77 pFf s, HEXEHEFEK RSN 156 954 bp. S Yu 56 (2017) (1)
Jrik, W8 MEAFRE R, A BEAST 2.6.6 #(ff (Bouckaert et al., 2014) fili 5N £ 5 HE 14
T - & A B DR A0 P 1) 43 Bk A R OGSV AL A R AR N TR, BRSBTS R
birth-death #£84, SR FA 5t 7> 78 #278 lognormal (UCLN) relaxed clock, &1T 5 144X, &5
JIREURE— R i Tracer 1.7.2 #ff (Rambaut et al., 2018) KA YLSLIEIL, LAHATRA BORAE
fE (ESS) ¥JKF 100. f#FH TreeAnnotator 2.6.6 ¥ fF (Bouckaert et al., 2014) & 74 HI46G )
20%KEA, FIF TR 80% 4 B K nI {5 FERS A1 (maximum credibility chonogram; MCC) .
J& H Figtree 1.3.1 #X {4 (Rambaut, 2010) X [RI# 34T @R RIS
1.3.6 1A ZRE1E AT

F|H Dnasp 5.10 # 4+ (Librado & Rozas, 2009) X 7~ €& A AT (1) i 24 I DR 24 1) 4
HER A% BE DR 7 21 6 MR AT 183 4% 2 REIE 20 A s e it AL LB H (HBD | RS R 2 e (HdD
BHRZ M (PD  FHIBRTRER (K « BENZHEERIEZE (Sh DL A Z
Ti#E (Vi) .

2 R0

2.1 MRS EERH I EE AR G5

27 Uy 7N BRI I - S A i DR 2HL K B2V [ Ol 156 430~157 131 bp, [P 4IFIKEEN
156 928 bp, GC E &I 37.3%. 7NERFSHFAA T (1) L A4 Jk DR 20 46 7 D SRS R FOIR DY 4344, HH
— N KHFFE DX (large single copy, LSC) , 2 MR ME KX (inverted repeat, IR) L&z —A>
/NELEEDUIX (small single copy, SSC) ZHAk (K 1) o LSC HIKEEVERIN 85 531~86 669 bp, P
BN 86 513 bp; IR FIK VRN 26 018~26 090 bp, T A 26 051 bp;  SSC K &
TGN 18 258~18 294 bp, “FHI KN 18 276 bp. 27 /NI BEAAFEL MM & 132 ML,
Ho 87 MEARGISIER, 37 S RNA FEF, 8 4 rRNA H[F (£ 3)



ooy B
Fibig
et
ped AR AR SR RE AT 21

e UVG
Camellia sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’ el
chloroplast genome

156 430~157 131 bp

waK-UUU
mark

PsbA
-G

23
abCay,

Photosystem |
S0 Photosystem 11
Th/F Al Cytochrome b/ complex

& (o
O ATP I ATP synthase && z
I NADHIE (% NADH dehydrogenase < 3
W R FRALMIE R RubisCO large subunit & &
Wl RNAZ G RNA polymerase

[mEES: ANIFHE Ribosomal protein small subunit
KIS Ribosomal protein large subunit
A Transfer RNAs
ERNA Ribosomal RNAs
elpP. marK KEH ¢lpP, maiK genes
ALl Other genes
PSR4 EHE Hypothetical chloroplast reading frames (vef)
11:E ORFs

OO0NEERE

B 1 NEIARBEY I S i 2 R 41 IR

Fig. 1 The chloroplast genome map of Camellia sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’

32T HANBRBEMHSGGRERNANELER

Table 3 Basic information of the 27 chloroplast genomes of the Camellia sinensis var. sinensis cv.

‘Liupao’
LSCIX IRIX  SSCIX EAMGDE  RNA  (RNA
FERIH . . . Sk e _ s e CG &
. K KB KR EEE KR OHE
F i KN B CG
LSC IR SSC Number of Number Number
Samples  Genome Number ) ) content
] length length  length protein-coding of
size (bp) of genes (%)
(bp) (bp) (bp) genes rRNA tRNA

H1 156 876 86562 26025 18264 132 87 8 37 373



H2 156850 86531 26025 18269 132 87 8 37 373
H3 157062 86626 26078 18280 132 87 8 37 373
H4 156884 86560 26025 18274 132 87 8 37 373
H5 156884 86560 26025 18274 132 87 8 37 373
H6 156829 86535 26018 18258 132 87 8 37 373
H7 156875 86531 26025 18294 132 87 8 37 373
H8 157098 86656 26080 18282 132 87 8 37 373
H9 156850 86531 26025 18269 132 87 8 37 373
H10 156875 85531 26025 18294 132 87 8 37 373
H11 157131 86669 26090 18282 132 87 8 37 373
H12 157063 86627 26078 18280 132 87 8 37 373
Q13 157026 86587 26081 18277 132 87 8 37 373
Q14 156850 86531 26025 18269 132 87 8 37 373
Q15 156430 86123 26019 18269 132 87 8 37 373
Ql6 156829 86535 26018 18258 132 87 8 37 373
Q17 157131 86669 26090 18282 132 87 8 37 373
Q18 156880 86561 26026 18267 132 87 8 37 373
Q19 156430 86123 26019 18269 132 87 8 37 373
Q20 156866 86562 26020 18264 132 87 8 37 373
Q21 157066 86642 26072 18280 132 87 8 37 373
Q22 157025 86586 26081 18277 132 87 8 37 373
D1 157088 86625 26085 18293 132 87 8 37 373
D2 157088 86625 26085 18293 132 87 8 37 373
D3 157025 86586 26081 18277 132 87 8 37 373
D4 157025 86586 26081 18277 132 87 8 37 373
D5 157025 86586 26081 18277 132 87 8 37 373
ARl
Average 156928 86513 26051 18276 132 87 8 37 373
value

22 HEEEAEFR

TH- 23 A7 35 DR 2H g B O 2 B B o) i 2 310 4 Kl 162 774 bp, £08 152 625 AMAESFAL S5 AT 5 457
N FAL R B AL 1578 METLME BALA . 135 2T HI HIBIE S =P E N A =
31.1%, T=31.6%, C=19.0%, G=18.3%, HH A+T (62.7%) HIEERKH.

689 A EAHE 1% KL K] R BRAE R 42Ky 843 771 bp, 055 772 399 AMAESFAL AT 71 345 ANAg
SRS AR A 31 251 ANMELME BALA 70 KR FIIRIE S B T IME N A=27.1%,
T=26.5%, C=21.5%, G=24.9%, HF A+T (53.6%) B EISE.

2.3 RGRE R ZMFE LA

2R AT R 2H e KA B (B 20, 27 /N B BHARI T 20 8 RGR B K RBOE M 2
KMo Hb—HEAE 13 M/NEETAFRES, BN R ZEMEE (C sinensis) AT
—XHNE (BS=100%) , %50 BRI/ R AR . 5 —HEHE T RIRT 14 3758
REAFRES, EATEBAR R (BS=95%) , SRMZAE (C costata) Fii% (BS=98%) , H
MANRINZEAI G H A — X RIZEH NI (BS=51%) . MHEREEEAE RGM R T 27 4
NIRRT BEA 2/ D FE PRI, Hh—40kBE T8, 5—4kE TR
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Fig. 2 The maximum likelihood (ML) phylogenetic tree of the 135 samples based on the chloroplast
genome sequences
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Fig. 3 The maximum likelihood (ML) phylogenetic tree of the 70 samples based on the concatenated

data of 688 single-copy nuclear genes

2.4 BT R B R 7S 8B FBEAR PR SR 7R 2 BBl R 2 A

FETAZFEE], XF 32 3 /N B A REAR MR R 2R BEAT AL IR S AR R 70 T 45 R AR W, 24 K=2 I,
CVerror /)y, BB KH (Bl 4: A) o 32 3kl ] 73 2 AN REERD /S B R AR R A 5
%, PINRBEZ B BAEY RS, WARKINEZEEG (B 4: B) . DR FEAR A S
ANERBEARFRRE 2 A ERNR (R4 . FRARRERARGRETECOERN, HAN
CRBHARI AL & 5 R R A 2 A A, AE AT RE RN A S IR AR A BEAR XU B 5 AUA
ANEERREAEM A A T IR5E, @ 2RI, BRI 1 Mo g i 5 PR i 2 58 e AR
B PR AH A B SR e B IR e e R, P AR A% 2 R e 271 ARG A 3186 RT3
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Fig. 4 The optimal K value (A) and the population structure diagrams (B)
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Table 4 Gene flow between Camellia sinensis var. sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’ and C. costata revealed by

D-statistic test

QQ2Q22 DI D2 D3 D4 DS T1 T2 T3 T4 T§

P1 P2 P3 bt Zok P fi Ho BBAA  ABBA BABA
Dstatistic ~ Z score P value 4 ratio

ZPC LP-TLC TLC 0.04 1.51 0.13 0.03 415.55 134.14  124.77
ZPC LP TLC 0.02 1.02 0.31 0.02 444.29 133.50  128.37
ZPC LP-TLC NO-TLC 0.01 0.66 0.51 0.04 358.28 141.23  137.39
ZPC LP NO-TLC 0.01 0.56 0.57 0.02 375.56 136.79  134.10
NO-ZPC LP TLC 0.02 0.61 0.54 0.02 396.32 122.65  118.21
NO-ZPC LP-TLC TLC 0.01 0.19 0.85 0.01 399.27 127.66  126.21
NO-ZPC LP NO-TLC 0.01 0.36 0.72 0.02 351.60 137.59  134.71
NO-ZPC LP-TLC NO-TLC 0.01 0.28 0.78 0.02 346.56 13335  130.75
LP LP-TLC TLC 0.00 0.21 0.83 0.00 382.56 138.59  138.06
LP LP-TLC TLC 0.00 0.16 0.88 0.00 444.13 128.01  127.60

2.5 NERBEF S R FKIZ I H
S SR A R AL A A S 0 TR AR (I 5D, B N ER SRR 1AL S KA T

1.55 5 F4ERT (95% HPD: 0.80~2.47 Ma) FZS TULC I W1 530 RN ZS It kA T

KT RINZRHIH LR SR 2 F AR 7 NSBIE AR A 7 52

A,
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Fig. 5 The chronogram based on the 77 chloroplast genome sequences

2.6 WL

INERTHAR AL ZREE DTS RBIR (R 5D, 27 iyM SRR RIAFHLE LT 16
NS, PAEZ L (Hd) 0 0.949, HRZ AL (P 5 0.000 9, FHRFRER (KD
N 140.057, FAERIZAEMETT 2 (VR) N 0.000 62, HEH ZREMEARHEZ (Sh) 4 0.025. 1
27 37N BB B DR R R B B 91 3 e ST 27 N ERAE A, R R (HdD M 1,
ZHRZ Y (PD 50.004 72, FHBTTRZESR (K) 4259837, BEMEEEMTT% (VA
79°0.000 1, FAEFRZFEVERRHEZ (Sh) N 0.01.

K5 NERBAMARZRAR KB ESHEESH

Table 5 Genetic diversity parameters of sequences from different genomes of Camellia sinensis var.

sinensis cv. ‘Liupao’
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PmtEE  ppmpg oo

LiRERIEe | QU Y 3iCE 2 BHmRZ . FrifEZ
W o N , 7 %=
a2y = FEPE FEH ) Standard
) Average number Variance of o
Data type Number of  Haplotype Nucleotide ) deviation of
o L of nucleotide haplotype
haplotypes diversity diversity haplotype
differences diversity o
diversity
I e i PR 4
Chloroplast 16 0.949 0.000 9 140.057 0.000 62 0.025
genome
HFER
27 1 0.004 72 2 598.37 0.000 1 0.01

Nuclear gene

3 Wik E4R

3.0 NEFRBEM R HIRRMZFEH SRR R AR P Ed R

B4 7N IR R R P R S 7 3 T I S A S R 2 AN R R B A 1 R AW A B R R AN ]
(REREERA—HD o TEMERAER L, 50 7S B BRI RE 5 5 R il BN,
MAERZEE R b, XRS5 RIMAREG R RBUT . B T R S EABHAFAE i Ah,
RAFE S E SRR L R LA S RINFCEG R R BT . A RERE, M ARSI
MR ARG KB RAANA A EE R K 2 — (Fehrer et al., 2007; Yi et al., 2015; Liu et al., 2017),
2R A2 SRALE [R5 3 A (B A X B8 ) R AR A A 25 (1) PR ] o] BEA 2 % 2E (Acosta & Premoli,
2010) o RAICE, BFARMABETE R T IORMSEMNISE M, IR MR EAE
BB AR RE (FHES%, 2019  XERYW, NERFEMSRMBMNOAXEES,
NAAEHEAE T OTREE . BTLL, 38 S B A BE AR R 20 A5 I SRAR R 5 T 35k Bl 2 1 A
A g SR R BT e 53 SR A A e R AR T 2838, iR T RMAF I SRR A . 78
BRIPAZEER W b, 5 AT SR SRR JE (R4 (0 7S SR A BEAR AT R 5 o Ath 7S B B R AR P i
AN S RINAE B, RPIXLERE G BIR ARG, EREARZERIEARANRE
HRARNEFRBARFRAE T RAL, 2B E, XA 5 A% R A 1 R A 5L A
SR MRE, BT LA 4 S S AR EAZ ZE I B 5 R R Bl o B T A% i R A3 I P
(1% 35 DRV AT A A S I 380 7S B8 S AR PR i 55 R 2R T ) BE DR, X — 20 S 1 A
AAMAAZIE R H R BE R DA 78 0 M B (D o X —HENIR 5 2 il (0 AR A . AR
IR R ARG, RAETFRGFEA R BRI 2 P AR FE R AN — MR N B 5 — )
B, B BRI A A 20 A% 5 A IR SRR 15 Bk B AN E A F (Rieseberg & Soltis, 1991
Acosta & Premoli, 2010; Kleinkopfet al.,2019) . b4k, 2438 JaARAMA, a8k R 47 41
FRZIE R 7 50 A A U B A, XA IR RER AR RE . — PR — IR B = AR IR 2R AL
JERRAE T 04 55— TR B A AN R B B /S B8 R B AR h 5 RI8 2B 22 R B ST 4 52 o
TR AL IR R 5 4 RN B R P R FL A 2 P Bl T 5 R R, HARA e AR
i CEFHERARRE OB RIF RN RIS R, DA R 2R 2 5 AR i 15 R R AE A% B DR 4 b SR A )
FIFELRIGL, B DAFRATTHHE DU By BORE (1 7S B8 2R B A b 2% S0 it B 1] e HOAH 2 53 4 TR A AH o
RE—REZRZER. 2 Tehg Rt — PR, SNERBRF A S R R
JErE 1.55 E TR EE UL B R AR 1 4 SR SRR SR R AL A 3R, S R B BT A
FRFEAIRAMER I P 5L, Bk, A NEFRBAR Z MR IR T 1 B A A F B R R IR B
AN, ARSI R NN T TR
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3.2 NEXRBGME L BN

TEABAE M SRR I R 2 3 A3 N b, SRR BRI B A B 2 e S A% IR 2 AR 1A
o, BRAGRL 2 REPERRE S, X AT RE A R D/ B A SRR R TG I R Y 2 R, (AR
ZAEVEEDAME DUAE R Y IR 0 o /S BRSPS AR B R A R AR Y 2R (Hd = 0.949)
T T Petit Z5 115 170 FAEYI B 444K DNA ZREVERF-201H 0.67 (Petit et al., 2005) , iX
—EFRE ERUISERBEAFI B L Z R R, SHTANFET SSR X /S RS HEA A IR 47 ¥ 5t
& ZREE TR S R B Z R Em I 4510 — 30 CERMSE, 2022) . CAAK
P44 38 Bl L R VE S 4R i 2B 3 A 2 REME (Zhang etal., 2021) , NERZRBER RNt 1T 4452
R TR AT SRARSE R, AR /S B BEARP IS AL 2 AR . N RN A
F 5 I AL 2 B E RV S AT 0, R R A A R B R S AME, X G F T R
P AT RESE R R, it — A B A o R AT R SR TR B 2 (R A T R
3.3 NBRLMEFMBEIEF KA H

T (1 AR i B R A S B T I L 3 (XIS, 2013) o ASBE AR 2 A5 i
W H RS i, NS A (i i CEREE SL5E, 20100 « BEENERTIHANY K,
RN R H KRR, ANEAMHIER TSR N ERBEAR AN, 8513 T HAh sk
HppEd s, ik s 2R WHEAZER . RFE KBRS, I /S B Sl B AT 5 Fh
KIEA—, FEA M /NEA= MR T HERI MRS (XIBRARSE, 2013) o AHF
FR RN BRI LA AR B AL TS S 5, HARmEEE 2. vt —0 8
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