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Abstract: Rhododendron capitatum and R. przewalskii are ornamental flowers and medicinal
plants. The chloroplast genomes of R. capitatum and R. przewalskii have been sequenced using
[llumina HiSeq 4000 platform to explore the evolution features and genetic structure. After
assembly and annotation, the chloroplast genome structure of R. capitatum and R. przewalskii
were analyzed and compared with that of other Rhododendron plants. The results were as follows:
(1) The chloroplast genomes of R. capitatum and R. przewalskii exhibit a typical quadripartite
structure, including a large single copy region (105 990, 109 191 bp), a small single copy region
(2 617, 2 606 bp), and a pair of inverted repeat regions (45 825, 47 516 bp). And the two
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Rhododendron chloroplast genomes were 200 257 and 206 829 bp in length, respectively. (2) In
addition, the 263 SSRs were detected in the chloroplast genome of R. capitatum and R.
przewalskii, most of which had A/T base preference; the codons preferred ending in A/U. (3) The
chloroplast genomes of Rhododendron species exhibit structure variation such as gene loss and
genomic rearrangement. Our study enriches the genomic resources of Rhododendron plants and
provides the theoretical basis for resource exploitation, genetic evolution, breeding, and phylogeny
of R. capitatum and R. przewalskii.

Keywords: Rhododendron capitatum, R. przewalskii, Rhododendron L., chloroplast genome,

sequence characteristics, structural mutation

E%JE (Rhododendron L.) 7EttES4EF} (Ericaceae) F i KE, 22t RNFEE
FI—ANE, &BRILAH 1000 &80, REZ 571 &, E£FF=THE. EEBX (BIEEL,
1999) . tHRYBHEFRE 2, TEARE H AR, 2 Brm&ierr, weREAsE X
HbZ—, A KRBT o “GEhfm” fEs (oW, 2019 o HERHR
A B A A RS AR B e T I S, A5 R E I SRR A O 3R R AT RS AT ML AN T fE
FERS AL SRR TR A R 2% A, B TALRS B A A B 51 AR AL . B AR RIS R Bt 9 1
PEENZE Iz 17 fa T AR AR Rk ) B R X (R, 20175 FE°F, 2019) o« — 5T, ft
Y JE A )& T P 4R 5 04k (Miilne et al., 2010) PLEFE A0 A] 4228 (Ma et al., 2016)
VBT, BRI R 2 P AR SRR ) A S8 8 A, 28 5 A0 b S Ja8 AL 470 D e J 500 0 28 68 o e
RWNAE; F3—J71H, REFESALE MRS, s GROEEE, 202D , AR
ok 4TI = D TN Nt i = ) @i K ok 7 oSNt e o

SKAEAEEY (Rhododendron capitatum) FIPE & FLES (R. przewalskii) Y2 8FES & 3A 1%
1o 24 FH O AE AU BB IR 5 SRIBEAR o SAEA RS A Bl &) A B 5 AR L TENZ, FT96 77 55400
TeIRAE, e ORI X R () Bt ) 258 IR 24 ik 560 BT R 1 44 = 245 i T T
1996; Zik, 2018) ; HIXWAEAMIEILIE . FEOHN, K, . it F .
T& SRR ST T AR A, AT AR R EEAR A B MR SE A M R (B SOk, 2001 2
K4, 2011, BRITARE R AOW S E A R A AT 5t HET, XX PR RS I 7T
FAERIEDhREMIR (X F1%%, 20215 Yangetal, 2021) . fL2%% %4> (Liao et al., 2017; Bai et
al,2019) . AF&EMNE GREEESE, 2003; HBIESE, 2009) 55T MHIWITT, o< Hik
B SR FT 2D, WA LB AL 1 50K O B3R A 0N L S IR R DR B 0, g i aded 731
WAL 27 B M7 VNS I A A B Je A A AT A BT A R b o R B B

SR AR Y T A Y R AR RS, R R TS S E A ES, S 5EMINAK
RE, EHEDEKAELERE T RS ZRHEEM/EN (Daniell etal, 2016) o S EAIH
SEREERH — B — DN KRN 120~160 kb [IXUEEIRAR 737, H— DK DX (large
single copy, LSC)  (81~90kb) . —/N/INHEFENIX (small single copy, SSC)  (18~20 kb)
X 5E M R H Je ) 8 Z X (inverted repeats, IRs) (20~30 kb) ZH % (Jansen et al., 2005).
KER Ty e SR AR B A O BE R A, Z5i Ry, 5 REMBEEER, RMEMiEfk
RIFAL BAE ZREE A N 07 &P IE A A5 EoRUE, AR THEYIE R
ol 2 mAiE E BRI G 1R 4E T 724l (Gueetal., 2019; £ 55 /755, 2021; Zhang et al.,
2022) o tbAh, HTACRA T DNA 454 R (Yanetal, 2015; A& ES%, 2019) | fifbk:
FAHMFHEA (F 5, 2019; #KESE, 20200  BFEMAERZEMFHEA (Fuetal, 2022)
SSHRH BN S BEY N RGR B R AT TIRER, EARREIHEHRE KRR, HIAX



FERSJE B0 K TR Z AR T8« 8 sl %5 53 2K oo, W T4k, WE2H . 4 20 18] 1) 4 )
RE I TS o ISR AARIE R A 7 91 43 T3S, R RIE 1, K Il 2 TS 7 S (R L s
BE TEZMBEERE, BAERIS PR, v LMEN DNA B KA Y P47 ik
W% 5] (Kane et al., 2012; Xie et al., 2019) .

AHIEFE LA AEAT RS AT B B AL G A Fibkl, AT AT IR . BRIV R AL b, 4
MR P 5 S5 MFIE, G B RERM 7 MNLRY BRI Sk I R 4 71 3E 4T LR A oy
Bro WERTTCA R RIS (1) SkAErtES. Pr@dhas SR B R4 7 MG A ARFE? (2
FEY B AR FE R A AL RFE?  (3) FEAES JE A Y 4 A 5 DR 4 1 A8 S A 2 8
AR A A7 AT — 20 Sk e RS BB AT RS S A B JBAE ) (8L B Fl . P &
ol K SRR T ) FH S A LA s A% DU

1R ik

1.1 HE R

KAEHBES T 2021 4 9 H 6 HXRAFBEBAEARATHIE (37°0016.11" N,
102°15'90.11" E) , BE&ALRS T 2021 4 8 H 11 HR B H A EACHER 516 M T EE
(37°25'19.25" N, 101°80'12.39" E) , SRR M1 B fift FEAE R (035 o 4 BN R Ji b TR O A7
AT DNA $2HL, [FIEREFLRIHEEH TEBRESSE. TA R AR F A+
P e X H AR E FAEAIMEE, IHFERTHEBEPEREFAE CRES: KIEHES:
632126LY0192, B#ittAS: 632126LY0128) .
1.2 ik
1.2.1 EHEH4 DNA 257

& DNA BIHRHCR H A 22 v i 2 PR 4 P 32 B 77 & (Plant Genomic DNA Kit,
Beijing) #17, NanoDrop 2000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) #ill DNA 4%, Quantus
Fluorometer (Picogreen) il DNA AE, ERfEbEEER B kAL DNA se%tk. #5117
DNA SCREREE, JERIAH Tllumina HiSeq 4000 “F & H#EATIIF . JRAAHRE (raw reads) £ NGS
QC ToolKit (Patel & Jain, 2012) W Tt Ji&, ZbrH b K EXEHE 242751 (clean
reads) .
1.2.2 MRS R A A2 . 338 DL 3 I () ey o

DR AR AL B [ i S 4 BE IR 47 51 (NC_053746) A% 751, ¥l €)5 1 clean reads
f£ GetOrganelle #FE (Jinetal, 20200 HdEATH%E . 428 56 B SR A 42 55 R 4AH 7 1) )
M CPGAVAS2 #ff (Shietal,2019) #EATERE, JF4E Geneious Prime #ff (Drummond,
2012) FCAREWIHEYS (R. platypodum, NC_053746) . F5HEALEY (R. concinnum, MT239366)
MR R TR H NS ERIEERS R . Ktk B R H 75 3 A OrganellarGenomeDRAW
B4 (Greiner et al., 2019) /1, HATYHEER 26| f)5, L Geneious Prime 44+
KB TG R SR ACAE RS Bl &AL RS 2R AR A BE 47 81 EAE % GenBank 4 .
1.2.3 FEAKFIE 73 H

i MISA 7E£8 T H (Beier etal,, 2017) X SkAEAEAS B & A1 A -4 ik DR 4 o ) £
HE S TH] (simple sequence repeat, SSR) #EATALM, HAZTFR (mono-nucleotide) SSR.
“A%F R (di-nucleotide) SSR. =% (tri-nucleotide) SSR. VUI%1FER (tetra-nucleotide)
SSR. HA% 1R (penta-nucleotide) SSR FI/NI%H L (hexa-nucleotide) SSR /N FAH 7
BBEEN 100 5. 4. 3. 3 1 3,



XF 9 AMKERS R AR SR AR R 2H v ) B B g R DR EAT O 0%k, A o E R R PRI DL R K
/NT 300 bp IEEDE], RABFF G A0 gmAS R B R SR P, BB MEGA X Bt
(Kumar et al., 2018) XX BEFRF & 25 (5L K Fp A1 BE 4T %85 108 FH W 4F L0 Ar, - DA g i AH
9 B8 FEE TR 11 5 55 FH i 7«

PLREARALES (NC _053746) WM&k IR AE NS HE T4, I mVISTA fE4 T H
(Mayor et al., 2000) [1] shufffle-LAGAN #5X (Brudno et al., 2003) %F 9 ANMFLAESJE Pl
SRR EE R H e 5 BEAT 73 M7
12.4 RGUKE

N T ISR AEAL RS AN B A RS EAL RS SR T I R GEK B AL E, AWT AR 17 M Skt
PRI ZH PP B BEAT SR GE A R 2 o R 17 AT 38T 0 R 1O Sk AR A RS R Bl 263 A6 B P2 4 3 TR 4
FIA, HARKI 15 53N #E NCBI, 4 7 SFALRSBEYIFFS, 3 % AHNIE (Gaultheria
Kalm ex Linn.) tH#Y)F%), 3 2kii&E )8 (Vaccinium Linn.) HEYIF5, HUL 1 KERER
(Pyrola Linn.) H#FHIF 1 %545 )& (Chimaphila Pursh) HHY)T 5 NINERE. ¥ LA L
17 M SRR 3L K20 S N MAFFT v.7 #/4 (Katoh & Standley, 2013) {7 Euxt, ELXT i)
75 BAE ModelFinder #f4: (Rozas et al., 2017) "+ B AR & A% 1R B AL AL I A B 2
Blo 49 Phi KAARYE (maximum likelihood, ML) A1 J1iH-#77% (Bayesian inference, BI) it
ITRGEKE . ML WL RAXML v8.2.4 ¥ (Stamatakis, 2014) iy, SHBEN
Models = GTR + GAMMA, Bootstrap = 1 000; BI #7E MrBayes v3.2.6 % (Huelsenbeck &
Ronquist, 2001) H 4%, ¥ E N Models = GTR + GAMMA, Generations =2 000 000,
Sampling Freq =1 000, Burnin Fraction = 0.25.

2 RS0

2.1 W-&34A L PN 4H B A RFAE

SLAEATRY 55 Bl &AL BY it S AR L IR AH P 2138 A AOEE 4y -, B DY B lshby, B
— AKX (LSC) « —AVNAFE DX (SSC) UUAHAMNRMELEX (IR (B 1 .
SLACH RS- 2R FE K 2] (GenBank #5365 : OL804295) 44 200257 bp, LSC [X. SSC [X
PR A IR XK JES 518 105990, 2 617, 45825 bp; [ & A AS M- 4¢4A 3L K40 (GenBank
BT 0L871190) 4= 206 829 bp, LSC [X.SSC X LPALH IR XK E4rHI4 109 191,
2606 47 516 bp. kALK BSALAG A Bl 2 AL BY ) it SRR BRI 4 2. GC & &40 mloN 35.8%
35.7%, IR Xf] GC & (36.6%- 36.5%) T LSC X (324 35.4%-. 35.1%) M SSC
X (29.8%-. 30.0%) . 9 MERGIEEME YA SRAREE R AL ZIEE Ny 193 798~208 015 bp,
HA BRI 2 R EAAY, SRR DR (FARFD 3 LSC XK ETLE N 105 990~110 593
bp, SSC XKLV 26~2 621 bp, IR XKEETEHIN 40 583~47 516 bp; & GC Z&E A
35.7%~36.0%, ZRAK (F1D .
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200 257 bp

BB ALRS R. proewalskii
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Fig.1 Physical maps of complete chloroplast genome in nine Rhododendron species



Table 1 Comparison of the general features of the nine Rhododendron chloroplast genomes

R 1 ALRYJE 9 PRI SR I DR 2 B AR AIE

WyFh Fols KJZ Length (bp) F K% & Gene number GC (%)

Species Accession No. Full LSC SSC IR Gene PCG tRNA  rRNA Full LSC SSC IR

SLAEALES R. capitatum 0L804295 200257 105990 2617 45825 138 86 44 8 358 354 298  36.6

BB ALAS R. preewalskii OL871190 206829 109191 2606 47516 143 89 46 357 351 300 365

F5 MBS R. concinnum MT239366 207236 110326 2602 47154 138 89 41 8 359 354 302 366
KRS (JRASF) R. delavayi var. delavayi NC 047438 193798 109957 2612 40583 123 80 35 8 36.0 353 29.8 371
AL KHEEY R, griersonianum NC 050162 206467 108922 2611 47467 150 95 47 8 358 353 300 365
RFEHBEY R henanense subsp. lingbaoense MT239363 208015 110593 2606 47408 136 86 42 8 358 353 300 366
W81l R. micranthum MT239365 207233 110376 2621 47118 141 89 44 8 359 354 367 367
EEREE R. molle MZ073672 197877 110189 26 43 831 145 91 46 8 360 353 7.7 369
WS R. platypodum NC_053746 201047 109134 2613 44650 143 93 42 8 359 353 300 368




SKACA RS R SE R H gmhiS 138 ANJEDH, 4 86 MNEEAZmAGRE, 44 /> t(RNA %
K2 8 /> rRNA FE[H; 1Bl &) 41 RS SR R JE R N S 143 ANEEDH, BL4E 89 MNEMA YW
IBFER, 46 1~ (RNA ZEF K 8 /> RNA £[H. HETC KRN 9 FiikBSJE iy Sp 4k
RIH G LRI AN 123 DN[SH2BAERS (JFEARRD 18 150 4> CRZKFRS) A%, HEE%
TOIEE 80 AN LAY (JEARF) 1~95 A~ CRZLKHAEAY) , tRNA FE[F 35 N[ 2HEES

REARF) 1~47 A CRZKKRY) , rRNA REEHAN 8 A (K1, FlRERMKTER
K& yefls yef15. trnR-UCU~ trnM-CAU~ trnH-GUG- accD~ infA S5FERIALE S 0 Wy F4
Bk (K2

R2HASIE 9 FPAEA M SRS DAL 2 ]

Table 2 Genes in the chloroplast genome of nine Rhododendron species

ok S
EH TR AT Reca Rpr Rco Rde Rgr Rhe Rmi Rmo Rpl
Gene function Gene name
rpll12
rpll4
) rpll6
TR ORI £
Large subunit of ribosomal pl20 ) ) ) )
rpl22
rpl23
rpl32(X2)
rps2 . . . . . . . . .
1ps3 . . . - . . . . .
rps4 . . . . . . . . .
rpsT . . . . . . . . .
rps8 . . . . . . . . .
T REAAR /)N 7 rps1l . . . . . . . . .
Small subunit of ribosomal rps12 * * * * * * ° * *
rpsl4 . . . . . . . . .
rps15(X2) - . . . . . . . .
rps16(X2) . . . - . . . . .
rps18 . . . . . . . . .
rps19 - . . . . . . - .
N rpoA . . . . . . . . .
RNA %5
rpoB . . . . . . . . .
DNA dependent RNA rpoCl . . . . . . . . .
polymerase rpoC2 . . . . . . . . .
rrn4.5(X2) . . . . . . . . .
A RNA rrn5(X2) . . . . . . . . .
tRNA genes rrml6(X2) . . . . . . . . .
rrn23(X2) . . . . . . . . .
trn4A-UGC(X2)
trnC-GCA
trnD-GUC
trnF-GAA
trnG-GCC
trnG-UCC . . . -
#312 RNA trnH-GUG . . - - . - -
tRNA genes trnl-CAU(X2) . . . -
trnl-GAU(X2)
trnK-UUU
trnL-CAA
trnL-UAA

trnL-UAG(X2)
trnM-CAU . . - - . - . -



truN-GUU(X2)
trnP-UGG
trnQ-UUG
trnR-ACG(X2)
trnR-UCU(X2)
trnS-GCU
trnS-GGA
trnS-UGA
trnT-GGU
trnT-UGU
trnV-GAC(X2)
trnV-UAC
trnW-CCA
trnY-GUA

ARG R

Photosystem I gene

psaA
psaB
psaC(X2)
psal(X2)
psaJ

RS 115
Photosystem II gene

psbA
psbB
psbC
psbD
psSbE
psbF
psbH
psbl
psbJ
psbK
psbL
psbM
psbN
psbT
psbZ

NADH flit &
NADH oxidoreductase

ndhA(X2)
ndhB
ndhC
ndhD(X2)
ndhE(X2)
ndhF
ndhG(X2)
ndhH(X2)
ndhl(X2)
ndhJ
ndhK

R b/if FEWHER

Cytochrome b/f complex gene

petA(X2)
petB
petD
petG
petL
petN

ATP & il
ATP synthase

atpA
atpB
atpE
atpF’
atpH
atpl




Rubisco KF. 3%

L . . . . . . . .
Large subunit of Rubisco rbe
A
K . . . . . . . .
Maturase mat
B RIAT T it L
Translational initiation factor
EA
IpP . . . . . . . .
Protease “r
P EA
A(X2 . . . . . . . .
Envelop membrane protein cemA(X2)
L CoA ALY
. accD . . - - . - - .
Subunit of acetyl-CoA
t &
AR ESFR C & Pl ) cesA(X2) . . . R . . . .
c-type cytochrome synthesis gene
YAX2) - - - o e
AR AREW yef3 . . . . . . . .
Conserved open reading yefd(X2) . . . . . . . .
yef1s - e -

TE: o FoREZEEN, - FoRHURIZEEN . Rea. SkIEHLAS; Rpr. BE&ittAS; Reo. HHEALAY; Rde. 22
FHES(EAR): Rgr. KRLZAAEHRYS; Rhe. RFEAHS; Rmi. filiH; Rmo. FEfH; Rpl MRS,

Note: « indicates the presence of the gene; - indicates gene loss. Rea. Rhododendron capitatum; Rea.
Rhododendron capitatum; Rpr. Rhododendron przewalskii; Reo. Rhododendron concinnum; Rde. Rhododendron
delavayi var. delavayi; Rgr. Rhododendron griersonianum; Rhe. Rhododendron henanense subsp. lingbaoense;

Rmi. Rhododendron micranthum; Rmo. Rhododendron mole; Rpl. Rhododendron platypodum.

2.2 FRIBEHFF 5T

T T S AR AL B R B R RS I SR AR B R 2 P B HEAT MISA 20 #fr, AR 263 AN
BETFH, 6 FikA (FMZHFIR SSR. iZHMR SSR. —#ZHR SSR. VUIZIFIR SSR.
FkZH R SSR FI/NIZHER SSR) o fERfEAtRY I Z] 130 4~ SSR, HH1, 74 4~ SSR 7
AIEREFEIX, 2 /4~ SSR /M MfE/NRFE X, WA RMEZXHMHILH 54 4 SSR;
BFE NER R TE SSR (86 /M) , HUUE I HER SSR (19 /M) . =% H T SSR
(12 )« PUEHEEE SSR (12 A« AEEHER SSR (1 A4S, REM 2| HAZ TR SSR.
7E Bie &) FE RS ARG TR LA I 2] 133 4~ SSR, A 87 4~ SSR ZpAnfE KX, 3 4~ SSR
DARLENPEDIX, AR ER XA 43 4 SRR; HA@HE 71 N TFR SSR.
19 N #ZHFEE SSR. 25 M=K R SSR. 16 MU F R SSR, FHEZFER SSR M/
HM SSR &—~ (£3) .

3 CKAEARY . P& AR ] L A
Table 3 Simple sequence repeats of chloroplast genome in Rhododendron capitatum and R.

przewalskii

SKAEHLES R, capitatum  BEEFLES R. przewalskii

SSR 7Y E i
SSR type Motif LE Lt 431
Percentage Percentage
Number Number
(%) (%)
PRZER A/T 83 96.51 71 100.00

Mononucleotide C/G 3 3.48 0 0.00


javascript:;
javascript:;

TR TA/TA 0 0.00 17 89.47
Dinucleotide AT/AT 19 100 2 10.53
AAG/CTT 10 83.33 0 0.00
AAT/ATT 2 16.67 0 0.00
o AGA/TCT 0 0.00 4 16.00
=HTRR
ATA/TAT 0 0.00 1 4.00
Trinucleotide
GAA/TTC 0 0.00 16 64.00
TAA/TTA 0 0.00 2 8.00
TTC/GAA 0 0.00 2 8.00
AAAT/ATTT 4 33.33 2 12.50
AATA/TATT 0 0.00 3 18.75
AATT/AATT 1 8.33 1 6.25
AAGA/TCTT 0 0.00 1 6.25
AGAA/TTCT 0 0.00 2 12.50
S AAAC/GTTT 1 8.33 0 0.00
TR
ATTG/CAAT 0 0.00 1 6.25
Tetranucleotide
ATAA/TTAT 0 0.00 3 18.75
AAAG/ CTTT 4 33.33 0 0.00
CAAA/TTTG 0 0.00 1 6.25
AGAT/ATCT 1 8.33 0 0.00
AATC/ATTG 1 8.33 0 0.00
TTTC/GAAA 0 0.00 2 12.50
HER
GTCAT/ATGAC 0 0.00 1 100.00
Pentanucleotide
INEETR TAAGGG/CCCTTA 0 0.00 1 100.00
Hexanucleotide AAGGGT/ACCCTT 1 100.00 0 0.00

2.3 RS F w14 i

T AT 9 PR RS JE R A A ik R A R A R A P O i PR A BT, SRR 436 KA
EEMEAMSIEE TS, HAsLIerEy 47 4. BEBARY 49 %, B 49 4. 5
PAESHRS (JFASR) 44 5. RKAEEY 54 2. REAMEY 49 4. LA 50 2. 8
B 49 ZAIFEMATLES 45 Sk dih XA BS JE AR Y S R DR 2H D A8 P AR AT 1 o i, S5 R
SR, KIS B Y SRR R4, RSCU>1 R Y 1354 30 4 (AGA. UAA.
GCU %5) , Hrp 29 NUL A/U BEEEZS R, 1L G/C RN 1 A, RUIMASEEYH
SRENTRETLL AU 452; RSCU<I MEMLTILA 32 4 (AGC. CGC. UGA %) ,
PL G/IC S5 29 AN, L A/U ZREIA 3 Ao MikIertES . FR L o =B B - 4 ik S
RIZH, Br UGA #ifmigiH (RSCU>1) 4b, HREM T mig e —8. LA R4 R o
FH, FESE 9 MR BIERD T MR L R R R — 8 (B 2) .
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Rhododendron species
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Fig.3 Comparison of chloroplast genomes of nine Rhododendron species
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