TRAERT SRR E E B EFE 5
AXPHAE L2, KR b2, WEWEE L2, Fifis b2, Rig L7
(L BEMR2E SON A BRAR VRIS S BRI 72 by, SN 44 i B L bR AR 7 3 S S 2, BB 5500255 2. $tHK%E bk
BE, BtRH 550025)

W OE. B (Cinnamomum bodinieri) ¥ 545 =F 5 WK TN, A 55 B 10 [ R SR A0 B b 0T 28 5% B
BB FA AR L R 2 T AR EA 2 . AR R SR R R AR IE R R AR E R R, 1%
TrRiEENF-Fa#ATIR, MRESE 7w Bt SRR SR 20, FExT FLR DRI H 4 i) . BRI A
KT HVE ST BT R R Ar AT 0 b, AR R E R AR AR E R AR E
B GERFN. (1) MR SAIE R 4K 152 727 bp, BFE—XF 20 132 bp [ [ A EE F51 (IRs)
[X . 93 605 bp FIKHEE UL (LSC) X F1 18 858 bp HI/NHHE I (SSC) X, & GC &N 39.13%. (2)
ZR N A I gmiD 127 MK, B 83 MEAFRISIEERE (PCGs) . 36 MMEiz RNA JE[H (tRNAs)
A1 8 MZMEA RNA FE[A (rRNAs) ; FL% 5@ 92 /4> SSR A7, Hh K72 A/T 4R A% H IR
HEFA: HWEFERTEE (CAD 4 0.166, AR T4 (ENc) N 54.68; Miiw i S fh int 4%
AFERH FEAE IR KFAPHAS SC XA EAAE—EMZER . (3) 24 MREIEHEYIN KRG K B W &
N, NERE SRR RSO R I, R SCRE TS - AR 8 2 32 (Cinnamomum-Ocotea Clade) H HEJ&-
WIARZE T84 32 (Laurus-Neolitsea Clade)~ 4 J&-534 J& 43 32 (Machilus-Persea Clade) )& 7. . % 7T
FE TEEE TR E R, E—PE TR FEEEN RS K G .
REEIE. ek, MEHARERYL, SSR, HHLTEHMmMIFTE, REKE
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Analysis on chloroplast genomic characteristics of Cinnamomum
bodinieri

ZHAO Yuanxiang'-2, LIANG Daqu'-2, XIE Shuangqin'-2, WANG Haoyun'-2, WU Feng'-?*

(1. Institute for Forest Resources and Environment of Guizhou, Key Laboratory of Forest Cultivation in Plateau Mountain of

Guizhou Province, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China; 2. College of Forest, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025,
China)

Abstract: Cinnamomum bodinieri is important landscaping and economic tree species, which is rich in
essential oils in branches and leaves. However, there are few theoretical researches on the genomics of C.
bodinieri. In order to reveal the chloroplast genomic characteristics and phylogenetic relationship of C.
bodinieri, the complete chloroplast genome was sequenced based on Illumina platform and assembled
through de novo. The genome structure, gene composition, repeats, codon usage bias and phylogeny were
analyzed subsequently. Furthermore, the phylogenetic tree was constructed with the chloroplast genome
data of the main species of Subfam. Lauroideae. The results were as follows: (1) The complete chloroplast
genome of C. bodinieri was 152 727 bp in length including two inverted repeats (IRs) of 20 132 bp, which
were separated by large single copy(LSC) and short single copy(SSC) of 93 605 bp and 18 858 bp,
respectively, and the GC content was 39.13%. (2) The genome encoded 127 functional genes, including 83
protein-coding genes, 36 tRNA genes, and 8 rRNA genes. 92 SSR loci were detected in the chloroplast
genome, and most of the SSRs were composed of nucleobase A and T. The codon adaptation index and
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effective codon number were 0.166 and 54.68, respectively. There were some differences in IR region and
the boundary of two SC regions of the chloroplast genomes between C. bodinieri and related species. (3)
Phylogenetic tree based on 24 species of Subfam. Lauroideae showed that the C. bodinieri was closely
related to C. camphora. The phylogeny strongly supported the establishment of the three clades,
Cinnamomum-QOcotea, Laurus-Neolitsea, and Machilus-Persea. This study enriched the information on the
genetic resources of C. bodinieri, and further clarified the phylogenetic status of the main genera of Subfam.
Lauroideae.

Keyword: Cinnamomum bodinieri, chloroplast genome, SSR, codon usage bias, phylogenetic

MR R A0 R A A, ORGSR EE S B, eI AL TR R R A ) e %
Ry 2x AR 4] (Shinozaki et al., 1986) o K2 B LA M 2R AR 41K /ME 107 ~ 218 kb 211,
SR H M AR AR L, 8455 B A AR 8> (Daniell et al., 2016) o {H 243 K120 4K
TR, BA S TRBMAML, BEERFE. IR R R B 5 FURI R & ) 5
J¥ % E 5 (Simple sequence repetition, SSR) J:[K FESEAL £ (Dobrogojski et al., 2020) o I 4 KBl # 5
WEWFFEARKERE, WHE CHA SR BRa TR R B R AL, /7R 1 AN
AN R 22 18] L Fp AN SE K J5 T AR 57, IR LEBFUXt — LM RGER B Rl e ) AL 70 SE A Y
Pk R A T E R TIER (Njuguna et al., 2013; Daniell et al., 2016)

RRHED 2 30 A0 T 1 & R Ry 5 LA L IX, B85 50 21N J& 3 500 2 (Chanderbali et al.,
2000) o F I KRG, WA A LS AR ARR AR R 0 s SE AR IC AR VA (Kostermans, 1957),
M — B UK RGER B R RS, RS R RRERAE AR FrisEssEn R4
KRB HALSE > B % . B HE T EAN B AN I SR S B L R (X B S5 0 1 P I B A ) R G K
BRR K SE m AL RHE Y 7 R BEAR,  AEARSRAFAE — D D PR BRI R 3 70 52, Bk, H
WA, MELARFIESZ BRI ATIE R M R GKE R R (HAKYE, 2021) o IR IEE T
SRARFE R H 450 R0 A Hypodaphnis 533« Beilschmiedia-Cryptocarya 4332~ Neocinnamomum 73
Caryodaphnopsis 773~ Chlorocardium-Mezilaurus 73>« Machilus-Persea 73>~ Cinnamomum-Ocotea
7 XM Laurus-Neolitsea 533 (Song et al., 2020) , M Machilus-Persea 43>~ Cinnamomum-Ocotea
93 Laurus-Neolitsea 77 SCRAFE T RHAY) 0 R RGP SR 2 WEHE. AR, Mok A
AL LD AR E DL R BB R S A O i B — 2% (Liuetal, 2021) . ik, f£H
BURERHE AL HE R . SRR BRI I e . e R R R I ATIR T, I Gk i R 4 by 8
TR R G K B MAIIAE AT A 8T Btz — (Song et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2021) .

Wit (Cinnamomum bodinieri) EREFWE @ H LR, J&/= T E, FEAMETING . W
BUHFEANMAL B VG (Fangetal,, 2011) o ARSI, BIEIESL, AP BHREE, A5, A&
Wk, SR R (Xiao et al,, 20200 , 2 HE I ARSI FIAZ A, CA B 24
PR A SRHE (H/NSAE NN, 20110« PRtk CRIFHESE, 2012)  REAEM (KI5,
2014) , HAREFREAR (B CEE, 20200 6500, #A R TIRAE I xR SE R AL X R G0 R & J5 i )
W98 AWFFEHET Nlumina W PP, X551 M HIAGAT - SRR 4 JE DRI BEAT I e . A FIVERE, AN
M-SR AL IR A 4544 . SSR A7 s« B T M . IR X 195K 5048 LR RS0k & 507 T WAL,
[F) I 45 S LR 2R 1) 23 MM R RGO, SRR A RE R DL R E R (D) fE
Fa SR AR PRI BB AR AE ;s (20 JRAEI G4 R KT SSR A s R R 3 i T AF PRI s (3D M
P GG AL IR K2R, (4) RiEM SRR EE RS K G TR 3.
| RS 7
1.1 WEAR

TRREIT R E ST SR T B KA X (106°67' B, 26°43' N, £ 485 A B J8 A .
BEAR 2R R AL PG PR A7 T-80 "CUKAf



1.2 HEE2EFH DNA RS0 F

IEHU LR, R 3L R ZH DNA #2805 & (TIANGEN Beijing China) #2HUf#1% DNA,
23 1%BE IR RE e IR F VK58 A0 3 D' FE H Al o & J5 A1 Tllumina NovaSeq ~F- £ 58 Jil 8 &l 7
ARSI AR 4% I lumina 2 "] 52 B FIFRHETTVEIAT, 4 DNA R BUb)E, F Fr BUG ) DNA #547 A
Braifb. RimfEE. 3’ wihn A RN TE:SL, £ PCR Y G R /7 SO, SO ks &4 Ja 4TI
o
1.3 MHE 2R RA N HE 5

KH SPAdes (v3.10.1) #ff (Bankevich etal.,, 2012) ZH2EMSRIRFERILL . K FH B FP 7 ik0f 4
RIER AT R, DR SRt B, (A prodigal (v2.6.3) %+ (Hyatt et al., 2010)
TEREH 44K CDS, {# ] hmmer (v3.162) %A (Collyda et al., 2006) il rRNA, 1 ] aragorn(v.1.2.38)
B4t (Laslett & Canback, 2004) Fiill tRNA. HK, R4 NCBI L@ AL gy, FRELREF
5, SXJ5 1% H blast Chttps:/blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi) XTI, 15215 —MiERLE R,
SR JE I B 2B R TR LOUR IR, W€ 24N R T 5, SRS RAMTER. 5T e
(R - 4 B DR 20 7 313 22 2 NCBI Chttps:/www.ncbinlm.nih.gov/) , 3Xf3%5%5 (MW381013) .
1.4 MEREZEL SSR AL AT

i MISA (v1.0) B+ (Beier etal., 2017) 82 M-Sx R 414 1Y) SSR brid, WE FAZTHIRE
HUH >10, “BEEREZRE >5, ZRHFRESXE >4, WKHKR. IZTR/SEZEER SSR
HERE > 3.
1.5 T w1 o 47

HRYE 127 AFEI ) CDS P31, ik ME— i) (2445 DUEE PR e £ — 5 DD HFP 31K T 300 bp
[f) CDS, FFH CodonW (v.1.4.2) #ff (Wongetal., 2010) 1 iHaEAN 25451 (KA X [F) S 0L 1~ i

(relative synonymous codon usage, RSCU) . H RS T4 (effective number of codons, ENc) F1% fi5

FiE W FE%L (codon adaptation index, CAI) -
1.6 A 553 Hr

FIHIEZ Y FEHRE (Neocinnamomum delavayi) « W (Cinnamomum cassia) « ¥R (Sassafras
tzumu) « AKE (Laurus nobilis) F1RKMH K ZE T (Neolitsea levinei) W EgRFEHRIH, @i Irscope

(https://irscope.shinyapps.io/irapp/) TEZEHF (Amiryousefi et al., 2018) HEATATAALXTEL, 20 #T 4 4>

IR AR AL, Al 2 IR X4 sk A4 DL S IR/SC 34 R R A AN B A2 4L
1.7 HREERARGRE 5T

I At 2 AR L R AL AT NCBI T #) 23 MR LA} (Subfam. Lauroideae) 4% 2544 K1 21
MHERGRKER. FIH MAFFT (v.7.475) #fF (Nakamura etal., 2018) #7274 LLxT, SRJEFIH
IQ-TREE (v.2.0.3) ¥ (Nguyenetal., 2015) #HERZAGERKEN, SKEK 1000 %K.
2 4150
2.1 M-SR EE R H 45

At SR IE R KN 152 727 bp (B 1D, R P RLER, H 93 605 bp 1K H.45 1
[X (large single copy, LSC) . 18 858 bp [J/IN#L#E UI[X (short single copy, SSC) #H 20 132 bp ] —*}
S 7] B [X (inverted repeats, IRs) 41/ ZEFZHA GC &8N 39.13%, IR X GC & E K E (44.37%),
HIRLSC (37.94%) , SSC ik (33.83%) o WHERAARENAIH 127 DMK, QHHE F 54655
83 >\ tRNA ZE[H 36 1> rRNA JE[H 8 4>, IREINAERGILA 72l 4 28 (R D, KA & /ERIAM
KEER 45 4>, BHIREHIAICEER 70 4, HAbE A gwmISEER 54, READIREER 7 4. R4
EIERA T, 71 D2 INFER (1RNA-Leu) 4 N=# IR (tRNA-Ser. tRNA-Arg. tRNA-Met
A (RNA-Val) AU12 ASXFE DR 17 MRRESHAE T, o 14 DEREH 1S T 3404
(yef3< clpP M rps12) SH 2NN E T
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Cinnamomum bodinieri

chloroplast genome

152 727 bp

M tE5%i1  Photosystem 1
B H#F% Photosystem Il 5
I #ifafsZHAY  Cytochrome b/f complex & B8 oD
[0 ATP#EiM# ATP synthase <

[ NADP/E4L8§ NADP dehydrogenase

B S MBS KT IE  RubisCO large subunit =

Il RNAKAM RNA polymerase

O BB EA/MTEE  Ribosomal protein small subunit

B B kE G KT Ribosomal protein large subunit

E cipP. mark3H  cipP. mafK gene

B J4hIEE  Other genes

E g?ﬁ‘l“’rﬂ#ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ Hypothetical chloroplast reading frames

JZRNA  Transfer RNAs
B HEBHARNA Ribosomal RNAs

P 1 A SR AR i PR 4 P

Fig.1 Chloroplast genome map of Cinnamomum bodinieri

1 A SR AR R AR R (S R
Table 1 Annotated gene information of Cinnamomum bodinieri chloroplast genome

BRI RE 2K 2 SPLES B ID
Gene functional Gene group Gene ID
classification
F6E A FH AR LA HRAI psaB, psaA, psal, psal, psaC
Genes related to Photosystem |
photosynthesis
HRHI psbA, psbK., psbl, psbM., psbD, psbC, psbZ,

Photosystem II psb), psbL, psbF, psbE, psbB, psbT, psbN, psbH




B R bif Hak
Cytochrome b/f complex

ATP &
ATP synthase

NADH it &
NADH dehydrogenase

TR A BB R A ORI
RubisCO large subunit

H R A DG I A RNA R &7
Self-replicating RNA polymerase
related genes
RZHE AN H

Ribosomal protein small subunit

L ALINIZ
Ribosomal protein large subunit
#i2 RNA
Transfer RNAs

hEfR RNA
Ribosomal RNAs

FoAtr
Other genes

Maturase gene

B RLIA T

Translational initiation factor

OB A ALK I
Subunits of Acetyl-CoAcarboxylase

B 2

Envelop membrane protein gene
gl
Protease gene
PRAFTT TN e B HE

Conserved open reading frames

RANTHRERE K

Unknown genes

peiN, petA, petlL, petG, petB*, petD

atpA, atpF*, atpH, atpl, atpE, atpB

ndh), ndhK, ndhC, ndhB*®, ndhF, ndhD, ndhE,
ndhG, ndhl, ndhA?*, ndhH

rbcL

rpoC2, rpoCl*, rpoB, rpoA

rps12*2°, rps162, rps2, rpsl4, rps4, rps18, rpsll,
rps8, rps3, rps19, rps7?, rps15, rpsT

pl33, rpl20, rpl36, rpll4d, rpll6, rpl2®, rpl23,
1pl32

tRNA-His, tRNA-Lys*, tRNA-Gln, tRNA-Ser*,
IRNA-Gly*?, (RNA-Arg™, (RNA-Cys, tRNA-Asp,
tRNA-Tyr, tRNA-Glu, tRNA-Thr*?, tRNA-Leu™,
tRNA-Phe, (RNA-Met™, tRNA-Trp, tRNA-Pro,
IRNA-Val™, (RNA-Ala®, tRNA-Arg, (RNA-Asn"?,
tRNA-1le*, tRNA-Val?

rrnl16S™?, rrnd.58", rrn5S™, rrm23S™

matK

infA

accD

cemA

clpP®

yef3®, yefd, yef2, yef1?, ycfos™

T 2R RN R DL 2, 3 ROFLASEHE a Ml b B HFRRE 12 NS T
Note: 2 and ™ indicate that the gene is copied 2, 3 times respectively and so on; a and b indicate that there are 1 and 2 introns,
respectively.
2.2 MR FEF 4 SSR A7 S 4T

ToATE I 2R PR A P LA B ) 92 4> SSR A5 (18] 2) o SSR E M fE LSC [X (70 4, 76.1%),
H U SSC X (18 4 SSR) AIIR [X (4 A SSR) o SSR A7 i {4 68 ™l AL H & /741 (73.9%).



10 M ES T (10.9%) 3 DM=EELTFA] (3.3%) « 8 MUMIEELFH (8.7%) . 2
MNHBFEETTY] (22%) DL 1 AN ET TS (1.1%) « BTR SSR NZ FIREE (A)
M2 pgesng (T) BEE . SSR EPK P HIBMIEH K H, A B0 T 4] SSR 4 85.8%, FRHIMARE -S4k
[¥) SSR it A A1 T A B B AL H

KHHEIK LSC ,
B LXK SSC § 12
Bl A EEX IR

SR

™

&

=0

gm%

8

‘N

&2 Total 26
U 7
< B .
76.1% =, i g
1% 247 7
T |

w1

R

o
.

AAAAT [~
ATCAAl- [
TTCTAT |

Length of repeats (bp) and repeats sequences

B 2 e g AR JE R 2H SSR A i 73 By
Fig.2 Distribution of SSR loci of Cinnamomum bodinieri chloroplast genome
2.3 M SRR FE R AL T R iF i
TR SRR SE IR 40 S i T30 (ENe) M 54.68, RS FiEN 5% (CAD M 0.166, RSCU>1
RS A 30 (k2 , HPLLAU (T) GRIA 26 1, UL G/C G5RIIA 4 o LIEN L
WE BB /E 2510 158 =AM IR (GC3s) 4 33.8%, HMGAIEFH GC & (39.13%) i,
2 WA G A 5 DR AL AR 0o ) SO A5 PR A 1 B

Table 2 Relative synonymous codon usage analysis of Cinnamomum bodinieri chloroplast genome

IR EILES & (RSCU) AR T HrE (RSCU)
Amino acid Codon Number (RSCU) Amino acid Codon Number (RSCU)
BHER uuu 760 (1.11) * 227K ucu 490 (1.45) *

Phenylalanine uucC 605 (0.89) Serine ucCcC 379 (1.12) *
SRR UUA 662 (1.49) * UCA 413 (1.23) *
Leucine UUG 578 (1.30) * UCG 209 (0.62)
CuuU 513 (1.15) * i 2 R CCU 384 (1.29) *
cuc 265 (0.60) Proline cCC 285 (0.96)
CUA 419 (0.94) CCA 323 (1.09) *
CUG 233 (0.52) CCG 195 (0.66)
TSR AUU 913 (1.33) * IR ACU 437 (1.39) *
Isoleucine AUC 503 (0.73) Threonine ACC 295 (0.94)
AUA 641 (0.93) ACA 349 (1.11) *
SRRV AUG 581 (1.00) ACG 178 (0.57)
Methionine
AR GUU 489 (1.32) * R GCU 564 (1.64) *
Valine GUC 214 (0.58) Alanine GCC 255 (0.74)
GUA 507 (1.37) * GCA 394 (1.15) *

GUG 272 (0.73) GCG 161 (0.47)




i SR UAU 653 (1.42) * BRI UGU 274 (1.25) *

Tyrosine UAC 266 (0.58) Tryptophan uGC 164 (0.75)
HEATR CAU 479 (1.40) * KR CGU 334 (1.14) *
Histidine CAC 205 (0.60) Arginine CGC 130 (0.44)
AN CAA 648 (1.35) * CGA 376 (1.29) *
Glutamine CAG 309 (0.65) CGG 191 (0.65)
R RE AAU 769 (1.41) * 25 IR AGU 357 (1.06) *
Asparagine AAC 325 (0.59) Serine AGC 174 (0.52)
TR AAA 911 (1.38) * R AR AGA 461 (1.58) *
Lysine AAG 412 (0.62) Arginine AGG 542 (1.17) *
RERAR GAU 666 (1.47) * HER GGU 375 (0.90)
Aspartic acid GAC 238 (0.53) Glycine GGC 262 (0.57)
BHER GAA 888 (1.38) * GGA 677 (1.42) *
Glutamic acid GAG 398 (0.62) GGG 371 (0.60)
Z R T UAA 196 (1.06) * 2T UGA 163 (0.88)
Termination Termination
codon UAG 195 (1.06) * codon UGG 443 (1.00)

VI #% 78 RSCU>1.
Note: * indicates RSCU>1.
2.4 IR X4 F MW gaFy 3k ot

WM As it SR AR B R 20 5% R IR @ TR PR . MR AL H RN ORI B OR 22 1 R ik
RIZHHEAT ERA, 0B IR LA sk s (K 3) o 4550 EIR, 6 PSR4 IR Xk K & 2 57
BN (20 066~20 257 bp) , f7 T IR X 5 S FEp9 i i 25 B8 32 226048 yef2 yefl s ndhF yefl s
yef2 BLJ trnHo 6 AN LSC-IRb (JLB) SEHEAL LR BN yof2 FEH, SSC-IRa (JSA) JEREALII A
KI5 yefl FE[, 76 SSC X (R ELE 4 190~4 589 bp 2], ZE K, s yefl £7F IRa [X K J& 1
B . FTA K trnH ZFBALT LSC X, B IRa-LSC (JLA) A5t 1~21 bp A&, PIAERKIH-H A
Z¥ IRb-SSC (JSB) AR —A yefl FEH, HAR 4 NI yefl 78 938~1 430 bp 2 [0, KEERA,
ATRENRZE R . BT A% JSB 1 ST B2k — AN ndhF A .

JLB JSB JSA JLA
4190 bp | 1426 bp psbA
—_———
BHL Cinnamomum bodinier! [ —— . :
152 727 bp I TR T TaZ60p] 4 bp m,,‘,*/m’m
o~ I o' (i AT 2AtpngmH  psbA
R#: Cinnamomum cassia T [ i8%sbp : /
152 763 bp T L
e 4196bp 1390 bp S
K Sassafras tzumu :m T R ﬁ: =
151 797 bp T T 1hp
4589bp | 928bp L. o
¥ Neocinnamomum delavayi I =/ /i (.
150 842 b P = o
p oy 3721bp | 3 109bp 928bp | 10bp M 2bp b
H ¥ Lauras nobilis 5T R T e I
152 750 bp 3317bp 3300 bp 1367bp | 12bp
/whp ,&'ﬂ,ﬂ_, e i psbA
KHHARZET Neolitsea levinei L — e 1 : /-y i /jiﬁ;am E|
152 643 bp 3684 bp (3161 bp

B 3 et S AL G S AR S DR 2L 1K) 4 AN EESID 5

Fig.3 Four junction boundaries of the chloroplast genomes of Cinnamomum bodinieri and related species



2.5 RGKRKE ST
NI R R G R B AL, FIHBIER = EE T 24 MMt SRR R EME T R
GREM (B4 o MRIETTSSIERMER RG K B W N\ 3 Wi P e 7y SO & - % 8 75
% (Cinnamomum-Ocotea Clade) B¥E#JE (Cinnamomum) FIEARJE (Sassafras) , %55 W=
W53, W (Cinnamomum camphora) FIERE L 100% CREFRPTALR — 50 3. AHER-FiRZE T8
93 3 (Laurus-Neolitsea Clade)® 45 H )8 (Laurus) « RZTJ& (Litsea) « BiMJE (Actinodaphne)
WEHRURE (Lindera) FUEiRZETJE (Neolitsea) , HH AR, KREZEFREBALAMENE R, HAH
BRHARZEZTEANE R . HE-123L)8 7 SC(Machilus-Persea Clade) .35 1 J& (Phoebe)  #53L)E
(Persea) - HTH)E (Alseodaphne) - @& (Machilus) FZFERGJE (Nothaphoebe) . 15 RS
(Caryodaphnopsis) ~ #itiJ& (Neocinnamomum) « JE5¢FEJ& (Cryptocarya) 351 )& (Beilschmiedia) -
HWERREE (Syndiclis) NHEFR. WA, HERFEERL, FiiEE SR VEIZE (Subtrib. Cinnamomeae)
R4 JaB R A B Ok FRILITE

100 GIEHA Sassafras randaiense MW337246
100 WA Sassafras tzumu MGS581455
100 # Cinnamomum camphora LC228240 B A 9
B Cinnamomum bodinieri MW381013 Cinnamomum-Ocotea Clade

L: W Cinnamomum cassia MN812496
100 JIBA Cinnamomum pittosporoides MN047450

100 H# Laurus nobilis KY085912
ﬁE BRAZT Litsea glutinosa KU382356 ARR-SAETRA %

W #HM Lindera glauca MG581443
100 {8 BB 3 PINE Actinodaphne obovata MN274947

100 KM HAETF Neolitsea levinei MT621611
100 [E4# Phoebe bournei MF315088

g HITH Phoebe chekiangensis KY346511

A Phoebe zhennan MF315089 s 1
e g
10 e $6Ki Nothaphoebe cavaleriei MZ433402 RR - 855 M 23 3

A Machilus yunnanensis KT348516 Machilus-Persea Clade
#4%! Persea americana KX437771
NPt Alseodaphne gracilis MG407593
1B Caryodaphnopsis tonkinensis MN698962 [ $:3:-97 Caryodaphnopsis
100 —— HHE Neocinnamomum delavayi L.C213014
L WITH# Neocinnamomum mekongense MF686120

100

Laurus-Neolitsea Clade

HitJE Neocinnamomum

g
[E5E: Cryptocarya chinensis 1L.C212965 | kR Cryptocarya
VI Beilschmiedia yunnanensis MTT20945 ‘ }:‘ﬁ ﬁ’ﬁ E Beilschmiedia
LM B Syndiclis anlungensis MT635400 | 1 A2 B Syndiclis

K 4 24 P L RHEY) 2R IE AL R G0R 5 A

Fig.4 Phylogenetic tree of 24 species in Subfam. Lauroideae based on chloroplast genomes
3T 4

FERHE P SR AR L R 4K AE 114 603~158 598 bp 2 [i] (HK¥E, 2021) , ZREOK, HIERA
KN FERRT IR X 5K s T2 62k (Huang et al., 2014) o fEREH 4R ASE 4K 152 727 bp,
IR X 4K 20 132 bp, HAeKEHAMERHEY AR AT (Zhang et al., 2021) , H IR XRK
AR Y Ik S0 . R SRS R I gAY 127 DIERE, Hh E AR S IE R 83 4, tRNA
36 1>, rRNA 2:[H 8 /N, R (Songetal., 2019) « VUJIILEAML (Lindera setchuenensis) (X}
&, 2021)  EPPAKRZET (Litsea elongata)  (XIFISE, 2022) BEA—H, XOITET 8 E 5 gahid i) 5k
RIS A AN, s GC S RETE 39.13%~39.20% 2 (8] o FH AT DL, A% - 23 A 25 R 2L 7 288 DR AR T 5
T AT AR ) 2 A T R A A AR K (AR ABh I, 2 BHZE AR R a3k A e i b 7 D [R) 2 R A o)
PRSF o

MR I 2 AR FE R 2H R 4 2 3 92 4> SSR 7 ft, HA DURR IR EE N T, H5HBWE (Lindera
chunii) (Tianetal., 2019) . #3%L (Persea americana) (Song et al., 2016) “EHAMAEREY) EE Fr
HIRFAEAHAL o JoAs -2 A4 L R ZH SSR A7 il 2 E AT AE B 5 DI IX (LSC #1 SSCH , Hrp LSC X 5 Huf



%, 5WEWE (Sloanea sinensis) (T —BE%, 2021) « KME/KHEH X (Fagus longipetiolata) (Liang et
al., 202154 TAEY) 0T T 45 R — 3. 1A, FrA I SSR A7 kiH, A/TAT/TA. AAT/TAT.AAAT/TAAA
£ A/T H I SSR (5 HH 85.8%, 5 HABFERHEY) KT 7t 45 5K ML (Song et al., 2016; Tian et al.,
2019) o fEFEEIA S GC & &R DNA FIFSE MRS, B, B2 0 A/T HE K SSR Al g H
ZNRANL AL, XL SSR AL R AT BE— DI R AR e T S R RHE Y N 35 4% A8 S AN A 45 52 1) 1 b
o MEAREMSRARIE R A A TS T 30 4y, Hoh A/T (UD 2510 & 86%, 1X 5 %A £ 4 5k [ 25
W5 b R A AE FE 45 SR AL (RS, 2018) , R U2 Ak PR 4H 85 00 28 = (S Bl A7 AE AN X Pk
SEmaFEH A/T (U Bk, Bhal, 1M s ig s B 7 % Y 1 58 =4 tE AR (GC3s) WREL
MERARSERIZH GC S &K, SiIL#HMUE (Zhao et al., 2018) « AKZETJE (Litsea) (Zhang etal., 2021)
VIR S A SR IRADN, R WIIGAR I SR AR Sk R A S 0 SE I 4 A/T Tl

ABEFEH, 6 DRFP IR XAHZRN, BRI E P AARA—E. A7 SSC. LSC 5 IR L5 A
TN yefl M yef2, BAHNAEREAINER, SHAKME (2021) XF 34 Mg RHEY) 4045 R 4H 1Y
WHFEE IR — 30, RUIRRME Y 2R T R AH O S50 B B mi A AULBE , FEREML BB VIR R . 4
FHEPIH, AREER ye1 Coyef1) Tl yef2 C vyef2) il 2 IR X5k 5147 4 (Gu et al., 2019),
AT byefl TERBEF R FARZ T HEE,  dyef2 TERIAE . RMHIAZ T AR 6k . AHEL
HABFAFN, B yorl B2 LR BE R, ndhF WISEASGRK . AL, 6 NP yefl K2 TR,
FERINALT SSC XA LA & . Z BTHIWTTER B, yefl F1 ndhF 53 DR8I AN 90 N 453 B
5 TFEIKF (Daniell et al., 2016) o yefl FER XY A GE I B EE, HAE SSC X4 EfA
BT A 7% (Dong et al., 2015) 5 ndhF 3K 4mid 2844 NAD(P)H it EBF(NDH) & & 14 1) — 4
TEE, g4k NDH & F R 4ERFHE Y6 & /E AR BT D ia F 16 ORI I R EERRRAE A (Peng et al.,
2011) 5 KW yefl Fl ndhF SZHEEEFIE BV S, B 3F 7 RGR BB A2 B TE
(R SRR FE R 20 26 B RS (Amar, 20200 o LRI E6 45 U] YRR Rl S5 2 00 5 1048 8 S AL ik a0 .

AW FEHR FH NCBI A (AR VAR 3 22 B A i A DR 4., 385 Z e BE A 70 A i e A A E A R
YA NR Gk R . AR SRR G R, RN SEAREIEAR, SIEHAR, Uk
195 J& PR ZH (W N EE R JTHEAR W SR N — 3¢, 55 Zhang 5§ (2021) A FE45 R —5. 7% Song %5 (2020)
He - g A I DR A N R R 1) 43 28, B \AS 4> S 44 A Laurus-Neolitsea «  Cinnamomum-Ocotea
Machilus-Persea~ Neocinnamomum . Caryodaphnopsis. Cryptocarya. Beilschmiedia. Syndiclis 773
Forpr, A% J&-#HE & 53 3 (Cinnamomum-Ocotea Clade) 7y 3 G BAMEAE: AR, KETR. &
PR JE Ll SRR AUET K 22 18 V3 O H RE & -8 K 32 18 70 3 (Laurus-Neolitsea Clade), 5 Zhang 55

(2021) FIH K (2021) FHeT- M-SR EE R 7T 245 FAHL . T 8- 9538 73 3 (Machilus-Persea

Clade) O ffifiiJE . #5234)% . WMFHE . IR MEM)E, 240 CFF T Song 55 (20200 HIRIFT. BLAP,
Kostermans (1957) J&TRAVRHIEIATIE . MEARJE . BR 8 QI 70 AR, 1A ¢ s i 48 1)
J& 5T R R RBOE, X IR AR SR — 45, BIURARE 58T yefl A1 ndhF & A AE L
KIZES, MRMANERERGERE TAEERER, X8 KRR R b 2 5
JE e A SRR B R 20 F SR T RO B B 1948 5 . Wang %5 (20100 2T A-trnH. trnK Al ITS %5
FPol, Li 5§ (2016) Z54 RPB2. LEAFY A ITS FPa| VLK HIKE (2021) F T2 A SE A AL 0F 7o 2
REEW], Fiiie SE. BAREDIT, E02K ENAZRAMSIRAL, AT 4 RS T
X450, ZEPTR, RO VR SRR R A AR R HERRA . BT RS
FRAE, 20 #T VIRARAEAE AR AL DA ERHEII RGE R B R R, Nt — B AR KRGt
AE MBI T PR KR .
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