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ZRKK 2R R EFEFHER RA LB 7

AEfE, AES, FAR, 28, EWE, miR

(mEIE Ry bbb, W 650500)
W B —hkoKZ2 B (Sycopsis triplinervia) 5& 4 253 F} (Hamamelidaceae ) 7K 22 %1 J& (Sycopsis)
FI—Fh i R EEAR . T K2R 1 RGN G MAAAFAE G H S5 RICREE  (Distyliopsis)
W BERS & (Distylium) 25T 2 )@ Z (B RISE 8 R M AN I, 20T 00 = IKK 22 B4 - 25 4
BRIZHBEAT 7P 5%, R4 & o~ 8k B vh G 2 R AR D R - SR R D A 8, TR
TSR A T R EE R H R AR E . 858REW: (1) =RMoKLFLEEFH K
9159 375 bp, gkt 133 MK, AFE 8 A rRNA £ 37 /> tRNA ZEH . 87 AN H
P LRI 1 MR . (2) FEEEPRAH rp kil 3 33 MEEEREEFA. 39 MHRIKEERF
HIF 82 A E ZFH] (SSRs) o (3) HMFWiFLh A/U 58, HKEE I MR ENET
B miT F 22 BRI .  (4) SIESMAEL, =hkoK 2238 (1 -3 4 5k [ 20 52
IR . WKL BLJE TRk B 15 A8 e KIS EH T T8 e M. (5
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R, W B2 B BEARORRG KR, Hoh =Wk 223851255 30 i oA 288 5o aH Ik
B AR, KeR)E . BETEORIE . BRICREE A RER R I AR B R o X0 N S 2R R
SR B FR A 7 R A BAE NS .
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Analysis of chloroplast genomic characteristics and
phylogeny in Sycopsis triplinervia
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Abstract: Sycopsis triplinervia is an evergreen shrub in the genus Sycopsis (Hamamelidaceae).
The phylogenetic position of Sycopsis has been a subject of debate, and its evolutionary
relationships with closely related genera such as Distyliopsis and Distylium remain unclear. Here
we sequenced and assembled its chloroplast genome and conducted comparative genomic and
phylogenomic analyses together with publicly available Hamamelidaceae chloroplast genomes.
The results were as follows: (1) The chloroplast genome of S. triplinervia was 159 375 bp in
length and encoded 133 genes, including 8 rRNA genes, 37 tRNA genes, 87 protein-coding genes
and 1 pseudogene. (2) A total of 33 interpersed repeats, 39 tandem repeats and 82 simple sequence
repeats (SSRs) were identified in the genome. (3) Codon usage was biased toward A/U endings.
Nine optimal codons were detected, and natural selection was determined to be the main driver of
codon usage bias. (4) Overall, the chloroplast genome of S. triplinervia was highly conserved
relative to its close relatives. Fifteen highly variable regions were identified as potential markers

EEWH: EXARPIERESE (32360065) .
F—fef: BEF (1999—) , WLEHFALE, WHATROAEEGEY S,  (E-mail) xs1882022@163.com.
BEEE: WK, B, #eR, FENEHEWARG SHAR,  (E-mail) huangyuanynnu@aliyun.com.


https://chinaxiv.org/abs/202503.00187V1

for molecular identification in Sycopsis. (5) Phylogenetic analyses indicated that Hamamelidaceae
was monophyletic, and the six genera Hamamelis, Parrotiopsis, Sycopsis, Distyliopsis, Parrotia,
and Distylium formed a strongly supported monophyletic clade. Within this clade, S. triplinervia
was sister to the remaining taxa. However, Sycopsis, Parrotia, Distyliopsis, and Distylium were
each non-monophyletic. This study provides fundamental data and a valuable reference for further
phylogenetic research on Hamamelidaceae.

Keywords: Sycopsis triplinervia, chloroplast genome, Sycopsis, Hamamelidaceae, phylogenomic
phylogenetics

S 25 FL (Hamamelidaceae) CLH ZREGTE I TR ARFEA N, H 27 /&, 80~120 Ff,
B AT T NARHAS, 296 =0 2 — HIFh A e v [ 7 # (Zhang et al., 2003; APG 1V, 2016).
SEMRHE PR RN RGN EE, WA RO RE =W E B A R & 2 RHE
YAt (Zhang etal., 2003) . &ZEMGRHEM R IGVER S 28V, DL EOZBHEILE SRS
ik TR A S 7 T BB Z AL, 88 SONAEY) 2= KRBT R T AR IR S e ) B R
B GREFRE, 1999) .

K FBL)E (Sycopsis) R ZEMRIN—AN/NE, B 50A0 T B 1) 75 R %24 FED 2 45 1
(Zhang et al., 2003) . [ 1818 4F R. Brown 3L | &ZEMRHE, WFREFNIESMLNE, 1%
R UL 5 F R G 555 7 T G MR T I KRBT, 0 7 20 14 Ne2 iR 28
%4t (Harms, 1930; Bogle & Philbrick, 1980; Endress, 1989; Li, 1997; 7k& 4z, 1999; Zhang et
al., 2003; APG 1V, 2016) AR IR RGN KLEL)E . BIEEE (Distyliopsis) ~ Pk
KIE (Parrotia) « WEEHRE (Distylium) VL RARZEME)E (Shaniodendron) W73 RALFAE
4=—%. Endress (1970) IKHEA RN S8 T 7K 2348 1) 4 PR M AZIE 73 H 7 i —
Wi —— B ELE, NN 5K L REREG 5 SR B R &Y. (PEEME) X
E & MR R RGAT TBIT, WOWKLREILEE 9 MR, 0 K LR JE A 4
KRG, ALFENOKLEE S BBREE (KA, 1979) o SETEEFMN T RE
IEYE, 2R84 (1997) F Flora of China #i\ 7K LR @A S 2~3 NMFR, K223y
M=K 22435 Ry b R, WK 2348 45 th s BEHE BA — € & B2 (Zhang et al.,
2003) . APGIV R4 (2016) WICHHBRICEEE IMALE, KR T 5 A K 23L& i 5 4
VIFRERA S T RISCREE . KZBL)E . BISCRER BB @ DL A ISR JE 2 R REAH FLA4 2T,
ZeAE RN T P SEAR Z 6] (Endress, 1989; Johnson, 2024) o K, (& E &4
TEXS 7K 22 BL R A BEAT 43 28 W AN UERA, X% SRR 58 N4 A TSR AE . BER 8%
M RAREBRRGELZERME (X4, 2016) o EFRETHEAEIER maK WEKRGK
B R IK 22 8L 8 5 U RER JE AL A Ik R (Lietal., 1999a) o [FIF, 7E3ETFH% ITS 751
(R 5 R i SISO R S8 5 (R ISC B T AR ok 23 =, i 7K 2234 ) 5 i B hoR T DA S AR 28 8 2
SR X REGL (Lietal, 1999b) o Wang %5 (2022) B TSk AL R A M i T & 250}
FIRAREW, RIKLEL (Sycopsis sinensis) FEHRAEICREN & N8 . 7201 A FIX LR,
IK 22 B g 5 A IR e B — AR R, A IR B AR T BRI BEE, A I B K 2234 & 2 15
R, UAHEIRGREZ MRS KR Kk, FEN/KLE)EIATE Z M E 2
1537 RS0 F R R MR K 22348 S E0scBHE . BB B SIE LRI RA KB KR,

BT rbcL marK F1ITS 55 7 BP AU 5 T R G20 98 Be HE s — 28 A [\ 40 KB oo il &
GRERFR, HHT BT EAE BAL A R Bt AN, KA@M Rk E M
A2 (BRINERSE, 2022) « N TMEFENIRENRGKEN, TEREETE 2L HEE
CRIZH 04t o Bt —ARMI P HR R R, MaRk LR H T R R AR E - 1
SRARFERNH I RN — A 107~218 kb, WP RAIS, Bz A B A R st AL A e A
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AEAERRNEHEA L, FiEENHTHEY 25 &k 8 ML 78 (Corriveau & Coleman, 1988;
Grevich & Daniell, 2005; Ravi et al., 2008; Daniell et al., 2016) . 7K£2%)F 7K 22 B4 [yt 434
SRR AP EAHRIEL (Peng et al., 2020) , {H/KZALE L RYIFI AR ARHER RFE K E
FHOR 53 B 55 J7 THI AR 58 BRI i 2R L A
Rk, AT =ZWkK£28L (Sycopsis triplinervia) WERARIE R H AT . H A7

B, 456 B PE OO 1 G AR SR AR L D A E0 s , 3047 T LR R A M R SR & 7 i,
WD LR RFER R (1) ZMoK LB MR L A ) 70 7450 (2) =RkoK2254m-4%
IRFERH I E L P, SSRs A7 ji LA LB Tt s (3) T IS A Jik DR 20 S0cahe ) i 4 2
R ARG K EW, ST —=MOKLRM RGENE, RN K2R JE S5 ERICEEE . B )R LA
JSURERY a8 2 [8] ) Ok SR BB 1 o FE s -

U i

1.1 BFFRMEL K% DNA 8. WF

= WKAK L BAEY) 77 T M BER A T M KOG E =T 435 (103°56'20" E. 28°12'47" N,
EHUVERRAS REFRF e, BT ARG i T T B, FE M 2w'5 9 08CS358, Hrds
PRAFAE T E BBt B ST bR ALE (95 : KUN1325573) o RH SR I CTAB 2%

(Porebski et al., 1997) HEHUTFMF [ DNA, JEXF DNA 4 #4758 (0D260/0D280 A
1.91; #SEZ N 160.96 ng-ul!) o WIEA#E 518k A5 ECK R Y DNA BEE N 150 bp Fr Bty
BRI AT m B R R, TSR3 2.1 G raw data. NP A AR GG 8 © 4% 2= NCBI
5 %E (Submission ID: SUB14370161; BioProject ID: PRINA1098481)

1.2 MR RA AR 5HER

BT fastp v0.23.2 X} IR 4G E A AT 4% (Chen, 2023) , [ /518 H GetOrganelle v1.7.3.5.
(Jin et al., 2020) B X 2RAR IR R A0 3R AT 2H 2 . 20250710 7 41 46 5 N Geneious Prime 2023
H1{fi ] Repeat Finder i€ X M B 751, SR @i NCBI 1] blast £ AR LI & = 105
B[ W B W C Distylium racemosum ) 11 N & %, FH AT H £ & B 1 GeSeq
(https://chlorobox.mpimp-golm.mpg.de/geseq.html) X /37 5@ 477 ERE (Tillich et al., 2017) -
BERLT I P PILE Geneious Prime 2023 BEAT a5 IE, JER RBP4 A% 2 NCBI 45
B G835 8 PP625971) . feai@id fEL it CPGView (http://www.lkmpg. cn//cpgview)%:
il = ik 7K 22 B i S R i DR 4 (1 B T4 B TR

1.3 HEEERHAEEFH5 SSR 17

f# H REPuter (Kurtz et al., 2001 ) 4 I = ik 7K 22 % - & 44 i [H] 41 1) B4 7E 52 5 7 41
(Interpersed repeat) , HAASH W EMT: R/PDERTKEN30bp, WHEE RN 3. fiH
MISA (Beier et al., 2017) 734t = k7K 22 ZL -2 A 5L R 40 1) faf S #2751 (Simple Sequence
Repeats, SSRs) , SHE PRI N RN G/NERRE A4 104 5. 4. 3. 3 A0
3. A, HERER P (Tandam repeat) 1#IT Tandem Repeats Finder (Benson, 1999) H#4T
I3t .
1.4 BWEFREFE T

ffi [} Geneious Prime 2023 $2H = k7K 22 RS AR L KIZH (K] CDS 741, ik th 7 S1HC B
=300 bp i1 CDS /741, BEEFIRRE—%, HRFHPEEMEE AL T. C. G H

B HR RN EAT 24 1R 3RS T SRJFIZAT CodonW v1.4.2 (4 (Peden, 2005) THHAHN [ S 265
FHEHE (relative synonymous of condon usage, RSCU) Fl X% 15 T4 (effective number of
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codon, ENC) . H{ EMBOSS (https://www.bioinformatics.nl/emboss-explorer/) H f#J CUSP %
JFitHEAR % CDS JPAIH) GC & E UL 3 M ER GC & & (4ralicdE GCaw GCis
GC, 1 GC3) - GC1 Al GCo [P IME LA [F] XS T2 3 A2 GC & &= 43 e AE GCia f GCsso

SPTE S ENC B AT HET , Wi 5538 H 5 AR R ARR IS ZE R, 115 ARSCU
fH . FEHLARSCU>0.08 )% 14 F1E N mRIAE M T, 4546 RSCU>1 [ = Ml % % 15 1 5
ARSCU>0.08 =& IA %M 113 2 S %157

PAEE 67 5111 ENC Fll GCss 73 AN AL R FIRE AL bR 2 i) ENC-plot #i Bl LARESE 741
1) GC3 1 GCr2 73 M AL bR« AR FR 2 i I R A B, ARG . R 3
MEGA v7.0.26 5% 15 = AL/ MZE R & & (A3, T3. C3. G3) , LIRS CDS 741
] A3/(A3+T3) M G3/(G3+C3) AL il i I 14T PR2-plot 70 #1. Fads T ¥4kt R &
ggplot2 v3.4.2 5.

1.5 e R A K B T

i FHAEZR 544 CPJS draw (Lietal., 2023) FLELLLR 7 2 & 28 Mg RHE W 1 - SR A R 21
A IR i 55 B, BI=koKk 2238 (PP625971) /K%L (NC071198) « fRILE} (Distyliopsis
dunnii, NC071205) . #&H-{BUSCEE (Distyliopsis laurifolia, NC071202) « /NHISRERE (Distylium
buxifolium, NC059888) . H AU I (Distylium chinense, NC059885) F Wik A (Parrotia
persica, NC071840) . {fHH Geneious Prime 2023 # {4+ [¥] Mauve ffiff (Darling et al., 2004)
AT BIR 7 S A SR A DU B A 278 8 I AE 2 B A mVISTA(Frazer et al., 2004),
K LAGAN 21T HE7HT 7 26 SRk 3 TR 40 1) e 1) — 301k

1.6 BHBREZMEN T

{# ] DnaSP v6.0 (Rozas et al., 2017) *f/K 2251 J@ =Bk /K 22 ZARI /K 22 BLSL 4 S AR FE
Hr ¥ (Sycopsis triplinervia PP625971 « Sycopsis sinensis NCO71198 . Sycopsis sinensis
MT323104 F1 Sycopsis sinensis MN496080) X1 2 [ /57 4 i X I ARG A X CRLFE N & 1 AEE A
IR 73 B BEAT AL IR 2 SR Hr

Y b5 [X 1) $2 EUA/E Geneious Prime 2023 #C 4 o 58 e - JE 4w i X 1) 32 HX 1 perl A A
3 extract bed coding and noncoding 52, T A HE IS, R B FEEUN 7412517 MAFFT
EeXt, 54 L7 17 515 N DnaSP v6.0 BHTHZ R 2 251 04T

L7 RGERE ST

9 B = koK 2234 5 S 2R AW R I R G E LR, M NCBL B FEH FH T 53
Fh & 25 RHE Y 60 2% &k 2 B 7 41 R0 3 MRl (Altingiaceae) THA)IN 4 Sk 4%
EATERA TS, N EARRAR R =loKe2E, it 65 ZFFH T RAKE 7. LA
HRRHEY R SRR FE R 2 O IR0, M@ G2 Rl SR RE A3 CDS R4 K B WA
MR R NARG R EW

5 CDS & W, DLt BE R ORI K 22 By = 5 KR A, i GeSeq

(https://chlorobox.mpimp-golm.mpg.de/geseq.html) 7ELLF A (Tillich et al., 2017) X 65 2k

SRR R 7 A AT HE R VRS . T python JEIASZEUH 65 267 HIFA 11 78 /> CDS, )5
FIFH MAFFT v7.525 8t (Katoh et al., 2002) Xf#FA> CDS BEATLLXS, f /5 LARIM RHE 10
LR AR DR ZH 9 A58, A 1Q tree v2.1.4 B (Nguyen et al., 2015) 42 28 gk} -S4
FERNHILH CDS Rk B W .

SRR A S R AL, B 65 2677 B MAFFT v7.525 B4R R AT EL R il — N 41
KEF%E, SR f# A Trimal v1.4 /4 (Capella-Gutiérrez et al., 2009) %[RRI Z X, S
LB N “gt N0.75, resoverlap N4 0.90, seqoverlap N 0.90” . ] 1Q tree v2.1.4 Hf4F,
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SHKEF F, T TVMAF+HHR3 B ES AR, MERGRKEM.

7 1Q tree v2.1.4 WG () 25 R SR AR L ZH AL CDS R4G0K B BT SR AA 42 ik [R]
HARGR B, 1@ EEZ WK 10 000 K ¥ SH I AUMSR L (SH-aLRT) AR H JE£ 1% (UFboot)
PPAE 5 0 SC IS FEE (Guindon et al., 2010; Hoang et al., 2018) . M 4554 E T Fig tree
AT AR .

2 GRS

2.1 =RKK£2 B SR A 2 IR 4 2 R B ACRRAE

=K 2B SRR S 445 K 159 375 bp, GC B8N 38% (K1) . H, K#e
DX (large single copy, LSC) & 88 067 bp, GC & & 36.2%; /N4 JU[X (small single copy,
SSC) 18 808 bp, GC # & 32.5%; H/NKRIAEEX (inverse repeat, IR) 1+ 26 250 bp, GC
T 43.1%, BT LSC XA SSC X (R 1) o B4, =HksK 22 Bt S ph It K 41 St 4 i
T 133 AR, HA S 8 S rRNA K, 37 A tRNA FEK AT 87 A8 I gmfid L R 1AM
BH (Byefl) o HEFIREEE 0 4 K, HDGEERMCER. BRI SR,
HARIER L R FnThfedE R (£2) o H, ndhB. mpl2. rmd.5. rnA-UGC. ycfl5 %5 17
ANFERAT 2 035 00, FLRFER IS s DR . ghah, = RoK B4 SRR 4 A 18 A4
FHENE TR, Hrh 15 NEE CapF ndhA. ndhB. pefB+ petD. 1pll6. rpl2. rpsl6.
rpoCl. trnA-UGC. trnG-GCC . #rnl-GAU. trnK-UUU. trnL-UAA. trnV-UAC) fF{E—A
WET 3R (rps12. clpP. yef3) FHERANHNE T

“ng
Q)

7516 (p,
.54) \/

traK.
matK (0.47
’ 3 o0 BN (0.64)
PsbA (0.53) | i p;}f;}l g-i} == ps £
trnH . sHI(0;

7poA (0.37)

o ©3) 7\

VS N o
ol

B ) R4l Photosystem T
B 3 R Photosystem IT o
B 4t b/ 54 {4 Cytochrome b/f complex ¢
B ATPAEHS ATP synthase o
O NADHJB4TH§ NADH dehydrogenase

O AR A B R LR R RubisCO large subunit
B RNAZS 41 RNA polymerase

O B4k 28 1/l 3 Small subunit of ribosomal protein
B BEIATR 1 KT Targe subunit of ribosomal protein
B cIpP marK, infA

O {RUSE M- BIEAE Hypothetical chloroplast reading frames
B #3ZRNA Transfer RNAs

B 4 {ERNA Ribosomal RNAs

B Jt{ 5 Other genes

N

(150 &P ’\

B 1 =RkoK £eFUm-ax p 2 R A R i

This version posted 2025-03-19.


https://chinaxiv.org/abs/202503.00187V1

Fig. 1 Genomic map of the chloroplast genome of Sycopsis triplinervia

R 1 =Kk 4F M REERAANRMER GC &

Table 1 GC content at different locations in the chloroplast genome of Sycopsis triplinervia

EAS RN VAR LAY ey A= GC & &

Name Sizes (bp) Start position End position GC content (%)
AEFEIX (LSC) 88 067 1 88067 36.2
INEEETX (SSC) 18 808 114318 133125 32.5
REEEX A (IRA) 26250 159375 133126 43.1
REEZEX B (IRB) 26250 88068 114317 43.1

2.2 EEFFIF SSR B AT

FFH REPuter 7£ = k7K 22 5Lt S AR SE I A 2 1 33 A 30~69 bp LA EE 751,
HH 1P RAERFS], 17 ANIERERFIIN 15 ADECSCFH, Rl E EAEZFH,
FEIREEELFPAhA 22 4> (B4 14 MERES ., 7 MASCESM 1A REELZFSD T
yef2« psaB. psaA. ycf3. ndhA. rps12. rps3. cesA ndhD R b 3 AN SCE SR S AL ]

(yef3 Al ndhA) FIZE[R [A]REIX Cintergenic spacer, IGS) ; 4 4> (1 NIERIEE R 3 /Mol L E
) AT IGS, 44 QA EREEM 2 ANESCEE) 7T W EF XK. #id Tandem repeats
finder HAFTME] 39 MRIKER 751, HAKER/NKN 24 bp, HKHIH 132bp, FHH
WK PP ) Z A AE 1GS X (64.10%) o

AL 7 B AR B AT, AR = NOK 22 B S PR 4 v SRS ) 82 > SSRs A i (1 2)),
BFE 61 MRZEIR. 9N B, 3AM=BER. T MUBERR. 245 BER. =Rk
22 ZA SRR IE DR 2H R34 SSRs A7 8 (70.73%) AT 2E R ARG X . th4h, A/T BHZETE SSRs
B e, AE 61 NALHTRR SSRs 1, A 26 1 SSRs B3 A Bk, £ 33 4> SSRs
BT k.

SSRs% & Number of SSRs

910 12 13 14 1516 9 12 9 10 11 12 13 14 4 4 5 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
= e~ =~

A c T 5 § RPE3IEE93336REF

<o < E L BB EO

<<0PFHP§E

HE K EMEE)JFH] Length of repeat (bp) and repeated sequence

B 2 =Rk L m SR ER A SSRs KRB KK E
Fig. 2 Type and number of SSRs in the chloroplast genome of Sycopsis triplinervia
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R 2 =RKK 22 B fa i TR 4 B R 4 R

Table 2 Gene annotation of the chloroplast genome of Sycopsis triplinervia

B Thee sk FR A R 4
Category of gene Group of gene Name of gene
ATP 4 B .
ATP synthase atpA, atpB, atpE, atpF , atpH, atp 1
bl psbA, psbB, psbC, psbD, psbE, psbF, psbH, psbl, psbl, psbK,
Photosystem I1 psbL, psbM, psbN, psbT, psbZ
NADH Jli & A ndhA*, ndhB*x2, ndhC, ndhD, ndhE, ndhF, ndhG, ndhH, ndhl,
JeaVE AR NADH dehydrogenase ndhl, ndhK
Genes for photosynthesis M2 b/t A . .
petA, petB, petD", petG, petL, petN
Cytochrome b/f complex
JRG ]

Photosystem I
TR A B A Tl K ML
RubisCO large subunit
A RNA
Ribosomal RNAs
AL S PN
Large subunit of ribosomal
protein
RNA F& 1
RNA polymerase
R R B /NI

Small subunit of ribosomal

H H A i 2 A

Self-replication gene )
protein

18 RNA
Transfer RNAs

LT A R ABE Y5
Subunit of
acetyl-CoA-carboxylase
C RUAH It 3 & Bk A
C-type cytochrome synthesis gene
B
Envelop membrane protein
&I
Protease
BRI T
Translational initiation factor
e ali=2

Maturase gene

Hop I
Other genes

psaA, psaB, psaC, psal, psal
rbcL
rrnd.5x2, rrnSx2, rrn16x2, rrn23x2

rpI2*x2, rpll4, rpll 6", rpl20, rpl22, rpl23%2, rpl32, rpl33,
1pl36

rpoA, rpoB, rpoC1*, rpoC2
ps2, 1ps3, rps4, rpsTx2, 1ps8, rps1l, rps12™ x2, rpsl4,

rpsls, rps16*, rps18, rps19

trnA-UGC" x2, trnl-CAU %2, trnl-GAU" x2, rnL-CAAX2,
trnN-GUUX2, trnR-ACGX2, trnV-GACx2, trnC-GCA,
trnD-GUC, trnE-UUC, trnF-GAA, trnfM-CAU, trnG-GCC*,
trnG-UCC, trnH-GUG, trnK-UUU", srnL-UAA", trnL-UAG,
trnM-CAU, trnP-UGG, trnQ-UUG, trnR-UCU, trnS-GCU,
trnS-GGA, 1rnS-UGA, trnT-GGU, t#rnT-UGU, #rnV-UAC”,
trnW-CCA, trnY-GUA

accD

ccsA
cemA
clpP™

infA

matK
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1R E A B B HE
Hypothetical chloroplast reading #ycfl, yefl, ycf2x2, ycﬂ**, yef4, yef15x2

frames

RATFEHE R

Unknown functional gene

T *PFROREEE —ANNE T SRR EEAWANNE T #ROREREEE <2 FoREAMAE L.
Note: * indicates a gene with one intron; ** indicates a gene with two introns; # indicates a pseudogene; x2

indicates a gene with two copies.

2.3 BT IR 5r

X = RKoK 22 BUM SRR B ZH ) o M, 53 MR B S AR R IL A 21 394 MES T (R
3), HA 22214 (10.38%) A4S ERR (leucine, Leu) ¥, NAF 243 4 (1.14%)
TN T IR R IR (cysteine, Cys) » 3K BIFE = k7K 22 BLI- S A4 J RN 40 A 4 e 22 1) e 52
AR, EHRDIEERER. EE%E 7, 578K (soleucine, lle) H1) AUU &
R B 2, BN 885, M8 IR EUE D I IR R 1 UGC, IRECH 54. 3 A%
1EZ5 01 F UAA I8 FI R B s (UAA: 50.94%; UAG: 24.53%; UGA: 24.53%) . =fik/k#
ALt SRR B R B A5 -, RSCU fH f i NN ZIE 11 GCU (1.88) 5 SfR AN 2 & F 1
AGC (0.33) . A 30 M7 RSCUME KT 1, BR Leu (UUG) XfM RS T-4F, Hx 29
ANEILL AU 52, B = koK 22 ZLH SR 5L DR 40 38 8 1 5 1F) LA A/U 45 )

BT ENC HEY T & RRIEENE G, HHEHARSCU H, B3] 7 28 N =kKk£5,
2R R R RIS S 7, Hp 3/7 WELT UL A/U SR . 46 TMERRNmRIA%E
MR BN 7, REMEE T 9 MRIRENS T (R 3 P MELT) o Hd, B
ERS T HILL A/U S5

Xof = kK 2 B SRR I [R 20 2R 158 =Bk HE1T PR2-plot Z0bT (I 3: A) , ZER%
B AR AR A B MARAE A3/(A3+T3)<0.5 Al G3/(G3+C3)>0.5 HIIX 1%, MAKZINH 2500158 =17
WL G AT MIERAR KT C A, Ui BH = koK 22 B G A Ik [R] 4 %50 - fi 4 52 B0 Wi ik 2
R EHRERR . WK 3: BALUEH, FEFEEEAR FEEEMZE T, MR =
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Table 3 Analysis of codon preference of chloroplast genes in Sycopsis triplinervia

IR HhT B IR FAURE K

Amino acid Codon Number RSCU Amino acid Codon Number RSCU

KM Phe  UUU* 739 1.27 PR Ala GCU 567 1.88

uucC 422 0.73 GCC 174 0.58

A Leu UUA 690 1.86 GCA 340 1.13

UUG 469 1.27 GCG 125 0.41

CUU* 471 1.27 LIRS F UAA 27 1.53

cuc 142 0.38 TER UAG 13 0.74

CUA 297 0.80 UGA 13 0.74

CUG 152 0.41 AR His CAU 409 1.54

AR Tle AUU 885 1.45 CAC 123 0.46

AUC 391 0.64 BEBEE Gln CAA 588 1.53

AUA 559 0.91 CAG 183 0.47

FR & R Met AUG 504 1.00 KAWL Asn AAU* 801 1.57
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HiE R Val GUU 417 1.41 AAC 222 0.43
GUC 134 0.45 WiE R Lys AAA 799 1.51
GUA* 453 1.54 AAG 259 0.49
GUG 175 0.59 REHEE Asp  GAU* 714 1.60
Y25 Ser uCuU 448 1.67 GAC 181 0.40
ucc 253 0.95 B Glu GAA 871 1.52
UCA* 324 121 GAG 278 0.48
UCG 154 0.58 PP IR Cys UGU 189 1.56
AGU 338 1.26 UGC 54 0.44
AGC 88 0.33 R Trp UGG 381 1.00
JH %8 Pro CCU 371 1.65 K2R Arg CGU 285 1.34
ccc 164 0.73 CGC 80 0.38
CCA 262 1.17 CGA 292 1.37
CCG 102 0.45 CGG 94 0.44
FRER Thr ACU 435 1.59 AGA 392 1.84
ACC 211 0.77 AGG 137 0.64
ACA* 333 1.22 HHE Gly GGU 508 1.35
ACG 112 0.41 GGC 148 0.39
%2R Tyr UAU* 648 1.62 GGA* 610 1.62
UAC 153 0.38 GGG 241 0.64
I AR RNELET.
Note: * indicates optimal codon.
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Fig.3 Analysis of codon preference of chloroplast genes in Sycopsis triplinervia
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Fig.4 Analysis of chloroplast genome boundaries in Sycopsis triplinervia and its six related
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Fig.8 Maximum likelihood tree based on the complete chloroplast genome
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Fig.9 Maximum likelihood tree based on 78 chloroplast coding genes
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3R SR

3.1 RAF I R iR BE R 4 454

ZkK 2 B SRR FE R A A FE RN AL 4540 . K/, RS CE . &8 GC S| K 4 M X
KR GC &5 135S 2 RMEAR R W IETE 8 UL R ISCRER J& P Fh 2 A — 5 (Dong et al.,
2021; Wang et al., 2022) , EA & ERSFIIRE S . = oK 2 R4 SRR R 201 S GC & &1
TE AT &, HIR XK GC FEEL LSC XA SSC X . AT & & ol fe A2 i T [F
T2 AU SR, X5#EE SR EREFEMRAZE L (Shimda & Sugiuro, 1991;
Clegg et al., 1994; Liu et al., 2019) . It4#k, rRNA ZEFAT IR X H B 5 BAH K GC &
&, K IR X GC &&EAMXI 5 (Zhang et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2022) .

= koK 22 Bt SRS R H 3L g 133 MR, S5MER (Loropetalum chinense) FIZR
WELE (Corylopsis velutina) —FE#S A RIERE#ycf1 (Wang et al., 2022) o 7E AR5 R 24H 3t
i FE P AP AR I 2 R EAT, Blandd -8B (InDels) « B, B8P IIHAR R, XLk
RAFFEAF ] e T B R B2 o H R F 4k (Bendich et al., 1987; Kumar et al., 2014; Abdullah
etal,2021) o fEIEFIZE—ADIRRIEF B AT AL L 2, BEEH S DR R A
TRK I FREPE (Wickett et al., 2011; Van et al., 2014) o =Fk/K 22 FL 2k F#yefl HEEEF yefl
L5 4 557 bp, 1t B AR R DR Ak 1T B 32 B H AR R R

3.2 =Rk L2 FIM SRR R A AR R

B JPHILE S BT SR R L DR 2 A 5 4 JE PR 2 s HE DA I R G0k 6 55 5 T A = ZEIAEH
(Nie etal., 2012) o = k7K 22 Bt S IR 4H kil £ 1¥) SSRs A7 i E ZELURAZ R AIT A
¥, X5 & ZMER AR R BT TS5 R —5 (Wang et al., 2022) . #—BIGAE T 4444 SSRs
FERMB AT BRI, MEDEE C/GHRBEEERM A (Kuang etal., 2011) . @,
R AR SE 20 B 3R 1K) AT & & (Asafetal., 2018; Liu et al., 2019) , 1M A/T & &%) SSRs
ARG AT R AT & T GC &= IR A

B A ) A A7 2 35 R A v — A EE B AR AR, 78 SR AZ A R AL AR R ) 2 AR A
(Sharp et al., 1988; Wang et al., 2011) o = k7K 22 L2445 PR 40 A 7] 58 F UAA W&k
T HEEFmer L A/U 85, Hh 9 MRAUEI Pl A/U 45, X1 Re 5 M- Sefk gk
BRIZH I AT S8R K. BT R 2 MR R sgm, b R 202 R H A
% F (Sharp etal., 2010) . Lild %2 . ENC-plot Z0Hr R, HIRIEFXT =k 2254
IH-S A 2 DRI 20 60 7 AP RS IR B K o FE X AR R 29 RHEME FREIIRT R P 3 7 —
s, MEPLR I TR S N R IR A A 2 = B 5208 K 3 (Zhou et al., 2008; Nie
etal.,, 2014; Zengetal., 2023) o IXFRHITEYINEAD T (1) 17 52 2] 22 Fh B R 5200, 1A [F]
(RIFEA) 52 3] (1) 32 B2 0 DR 38 0 i 22 7o

BT 6= A DL IR KIAEAE, WA IR R A T A M OR B 1 B4 SE A REAIE . IR X
WAR B 7 A2 38 B R AR DR 2H KN 22 e () R B R, IR X PR 5K ml g S 81 IR/SC 4 7+t
AT MHEEER s X Y, IS EEFEFE T H I (Ravi et al., 2008) « ARBFIURIL, =k
K22 Z4 IRA/SSC 1A L T2 yefl WS, F3 1 IRB/SSC iU 7t HEEE H#tyef1 I H I,
X ] e e MR A I R e AR B DR 2R FAF B (Wang et al., 2022) o I ERAKEE A
A imik B A B, ATV TR EE MRS R E . AW IEGES] 15 MEAEX
B (N psal. petL F1 rps14-psaB %5) , WAENIRITKLBLE R G085 RNEL 7 THrid.

3.3 KEBFBRAENME RHRR
M- ik AL BAT SR Oy B R IE R 5 TIP3, 80 2 THEMARSR
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B M1 (Wolfe et al., 1987; Grevich & Daniell, 2005; Daniell et al., 2016) o AHT 753 T 4 254
RIS R A B, FBRCORRURTE (ML) M T &EER ARG KEN, HEE T &%
BUERIMARZKE KRR, SRR, &40RE. A%WE. K238, RIRHE . R
JEFNICEE & 6 AN @ LRI A 1 — A3 B SR 2SR B R 00 3, JIAN B A R A BOE 3R 4
KR

RN TS ERHE A I S 2R RGAESE D, KLBL B IR B I RAK B KR
Ebir (Walker, 1944) . Endress (1970) )5 & T- /K 22 RL)& (P BUICRE . A R BESE 4 A
VIR, AL TARICREE, HEE T A ToAE e 3 R e 15 01 A7 A SRR, BRI B)
J& 5 I RER JE e RN ). T marK ALITS B0 T R G #T R R WIK 2808 . (B
BEJ& FISCRER &8 55 2% 0¢ RO, SCREMIK 23L& 3 AR ISCERE & (Li et al., 1999a, b; Xiang et al.,
2019) o FEJEASHRE b, /K22BE . BiseREJE st B IR AE AR 7 ik DL R 3 SR HE S 7 AU 5%
D7 #S B A BORZE R, AT 7K 22 B8 AVBUISURE & 3546 58 70 1) P e R AE IS EEA Jg b, 7K 22
FJE . BUSCEEJE NI BER B I AT R R 5 3. R, ABUSCBEJE B RSB — @ A PR,
VIR IR FSE G R RIE TR EE IR NPT . HiE, Dong 55 (2021) F& - A K] 21 i i BF
W I 1) R G0 K B B F0 I SCHRISCRER J8 D 5 R 2R, T ARATT (R F 0 AR JER 5 7K 22 AL AR s B
JEEIRR,  BUREAN A AT RESZIA 1 T ISCRER R A 75 5 R I

AT &5 R TRk 2288 2 MIF IR 223840 3 ANAMRER A TE L 2R 70 3 IX AT g2
(R 7K 22 BEAS [R) 1) & 3 A R B4 E 24, B Hrp SR e AN @ I 4 S 55 F 1 K - 49K,
ISR PR BE DR 20 7 8100 T PR SF ] e 3 BUX — IR o AT 70 A = ik 7K 22 B 65 A il ing BRE A i
BAREEABIERSEG KRR, XA S ENIARG M. WA B RE I FREA ¢
(Zhang et al., 2003) . &2, KT RE—CREE R T RK2A 8. BichEE . 3%
WA @ ANt B S8 2 4000 R, (HEPRE K 2 B8 I LI 4R H R G0k & IF b w47 7
b, IR ETE AT, el mEENFEAR (R EHHEN T sl
J¥ BRI ZMT ) SREUE 2 1% 2 K DNA {5 B AL AT IR AN AT 5T

B0 R v ] G g AR A o o D P R 5 S A AR A 5 B R S A ) = oK
LLHLG T IR A S AHIE TR 1385
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