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Abstract: In this study, we used the information on the chloroplast genomes to analyze the
phylogenetic relationships of Myrtales (97 species representing 44 genera in six family) and
related groups (Geraniales, 25 species representing five genera in two family). The genome size of
Myrtales ranged from 15.2 kilo base pairs (kb) to 17.1 kb, including 74 to 90 protein-coding genes.
The genome size of Geraniales ranged from 11.6 kb to 24.2 kb, including 75 to 132 protein-coding
genes. Phylogenetic analyses of whole genome and protein-coding genes yielded contradicting
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topologies for intra-order and Geraniales, but congruence results were found in Myrtales. The
phylogenetic tree based on protein-coding genes provided strong support for the monophyly of
Myrtales and Geraniales and for the placement of Myrtales sister to the Geraniales. Within
Myrtales, two major clades were identified. The first clade comprised a Melastomataceae lineage
sister to a Myrtaceae + Vochysiaceae lineage and the second clade included Combretaceae sister to
a subclade formed by the Onagraceae and Lythraceae lineages. At family level, Myrtaceae,
\Vochysiacea, Melastomataceae, Lythraceae, Onagraceae, Combretaceae and Geraniaceae were
strongly supported as monophyletic (family that represented by only one species was excluded).
The placement of Punica and Trapa in Lythraceae were supported. Additionally, the sequence
divergence of the protein-coding genes was estimated. For Melastomataceae, 53 variable
protein-coding genes were identified, with the variation percentage ranged from 5.84% to 29.53%
among the 19 genera. In Myrtaceae, the proportion of variability of 57 variable protein-coding
genes ranged from 1.31% to 15.78% among the 9 genera. Out study provided an important
framework for further phylogenetic study in Myrtales and related groups.
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T RGAF KL, NTE R RA B 83 J LA R RN R A K E R R,
XTSRS, A ReAS BRI RSG5, T T RS R R, Wk A AR A (1 2R
BRI SRRE, T R IR B AL, BEFTIE B FH . i BB H B
T, £ ERE L, PRE USRS RGEK B0 PR SO . g AP+
AR RE, WP RARIBAC, 115 REK G HK A NS A . SRR R4 BT HR/NE
b (TN AR SR e Pt R, HAEAN IR R 2 1A A R P 3L 2 ok B vt AN 2Rk, 2010),
NERGER B MR ER 2N . Bk 2019 45 4 H NCBI i 12 Hh 1) H- 4445 R 20 $
&35 3000 24, TAE 2010 4E 10 AAUA 146 4, HEHEMK 2R, NRGEEHR
PRft TR B, HAT, A RERACNH TR FEYARNZNRERKE KRR,
Un#H 4% J& (Citrus) (Carbonell-Caballero et al., 2015). # & (Gossypium) (Wu et al., 2018).
AAK}(Poaceae) (Pessoa-Filho etal., 2018). *:%}(Orchidaceae) (Dong etal., 2018). 17T
H (Caryophyllales) (Liu et al., 2018). ZH (Zingiberales) (Wu et al., 2018) M#i FE%Y)
HEZ2 (Bausher etal., 2006).

PR H Myrtales SRJE T 5%5C, HONBRER, B3] JREFM T RAE SRR
SCRE, MIBkEIR SR T RGN ERE, —EHAMREE . FT rbel 704
REW, PhEiR B EEHEZE A BAHE (Hiluetal,, 2003). Zhuetal. (2007) %+ 14
BRARTER] . 2 DMHLRAK S 1 MR Ry BRGS0 i B S5 R W, &R H TR A= )L s
H (Geraniales) ) 5% REE (o SCREER), FLRIZH AR 1354828 1 JE 5 283 . 1 Wang et al. (2009)
BT 12 MR (10 MHSRAREEDR . 2 MZEERD BRA /4 R, Bha i B A4 )L
I HRREUL, USSR —3C, BRIE T 25250 Y) malvids (R E %7k — %)
eurosids 1), 95 ZESAEY) H AR AHIRRE -

Ph4 i H 7 9 Bl 380 J&, £ 13000 ' (The Angiosperm Phylogeny Group, 2016), %
17 6%/ A7 %O BT IR EEE . H R P 4E ) 9 ML, Crypteroniaceae Alzateaceae
J% Penaeaceae T ELHE IR ELE L, 99% L PR AT T H A 6 B, KONk & IR
(Myrtaceae). 4L} Bl (Melastomataceae). #ii32F} (Onagraceae). T i 3£l (Lythraceae). 1
H ¥ Fl(Combretaceae) /2 Vochysiaceae. X THk& R H 7>+ RG2# 5t 24 : Conti et al.
(1997) FET- rbel 7 A Tt 45 B3R bk Bl vl R 5 BP AL PHRE G RBGE, M-SR
JESERHE HGRRE, TR TR RS E A E . Sytsmaetal. (2004) 3T rbcL Al ndhF J#51,



BB RCRAREE, BH7C 7RSI A AR Z R R GR B RR, SeREE TR AL
ZH MR, 5 H AR EROVHRER R GLRRRAED, PR r] R B 4L R+
Memecylaceae [FIZHEREF, W SR T SR IR IREE & R IREG = 3CFFR - Soltis et al. (2011)
BT 17 AR B 25 R IRk A0 H A ) LR F O BHIRAE, 3R S SRR SR

gi b, BhetH LGSR E, H FRZERRAMTE . oafs 7245
TR ZIA T, T AR RS U E RS 2T, WARGIRENARAK T
B o AHIE FER 2~ S0 e AT R IR & IR H 6 > 2R K T G 1 2 PR 2 A
HEE, B RGKAWER, FEEFRHRD RIS A ARG KSR, #E
TR H SR )L H IR R AR, Rt A 1A TR I SR T JE SR
QHIRAE . BEAN, BRATO B SR ANET AL PR 3 15T 2 A 2 B 1) 7 91 38 SRR REHEAT T it o0
B, NIGEEHRBHIR G K B TR S % .

1 MBI %

1.1 BaEl&E
M GenBank #i#fs P T E C A RKIBk IR H 6 B 44 J& 97 A4 JLET H 2 B 5 J& 25
TRy S A L DR 20 7 970 I B 1 s ] (3R 1D 3 B4 2% H (Malvales )3 Fi. +5-1EH
(Brassicales) 2 . +14 £ H (Huerteales) 1 ', ¢ & 1 H (Sapindales) 5 Ffr, {F A#PEEE(E 1),
I Excel G it45> S 5 PRI R/ K B 1 o g ik R HH
R LYMAHR, FoGS, TR NFIEER % H
Tablel Taxa included in the study with GenBank accession numbers, genome size, and number of

genes
e GenBank 4 5 AR %EE‘?%@%
#HH
Number of
GenBank Accession ) .
Taxon Length (bp) protein-coding
Numbers
genes
BE&IRE Myrtales
fE-F# Combretaceae
245 Lumnitzera littorea MG182696.1 159 687 84
Laguncularia racemosa MK726017.1 160 378 84
Terminalia guyanensis MK726027.1 159 750 83
TFJEEF Lythraceae
Lagerstroemia fauriei KT358807.1 152 440 85
L. floribunda KX765488.1 152 240 85
FEARERAL L. guilinensis KU885923.1 152 193 85
4% L. indica KF572028.1 152 231 84
8% L. indica KX263727.1 152 205 86
ZFIETR L. intermedia KX852427.1 152 330 85
L. speciosa KU821692.1 152 476 85
L. speciosa KX572149.1 152 526 84
FI%E7% L. subcostata KF572029.1 152 049 84
£i#4 Punica granatum KY635883.1 158 633 84

R} Trapaceae
Trapa maximowiczii KY705084.1 155 577 82



4 SR Melastomataceae
Allomaieta villosa

Barthea barthei

Bertolonia acuminata
Blakea schlimii

Eriocnema fulva
Graffenrieda moritziana
Henriettea barkeri
Melastoma candidum
Merianthera pulchra
Miconia dodecandra
Nepsera aquatica
Opisthocentra clidemioides
Pterogastra divaricata
Rhexia virginica
Rhynchanthera bracteata
Salpinga maranonensis
Tibouchina longifolia
JRFifE Tigridiopalma magnifica
Triolena amazonica

BE &AL Myrtaceae
Acca sellowiana
Allosyncarpia ternata
Angophora costata

A. floribunda

Corymbia citriodora subsp. citriodora

C. citriodora subsp. variegata
C. eximia

C. gummifera

C. henryi

C. maculata

C. tessellaris

C. torelliana

Eucalyptus aromaphloia
E. baxteri

FR¥% E. camaldulensis
E. cladocalyx

E. cloeziana

E. curtisii

. deglupta

. delegatensis

. diversicolor

. diversifolia

m m m m m

. elata

KX826819.1
KY873324.1
KX826820.1
KX826821.1
KX826822.1
KX826823.1
KX826824.1
KY745894.1
KX826825.1
KX826826.1
KX826827.1
KX826828.1
KX826829.1
KX826830.1
KX826831.1
KX826832.1
KX826833.1
MF663760.1
KX826834.1

KX289887.1
KC180806.1
KC180805.1
KC180804.1
KP015029.1
KM885985.1
KC180802.1
KC180800.1
KP015032.1
KC180801.1
KC180803.1
KP015033.1
KC180789.1
KC180773.1
KC180791.1
KC180786.1
KC180779.1
KC180782.1
KC180792.1
KC180771.1
KC180795.1
KC180774.1
KC180776.1

156 452
155951
156 045
155 862
155994
155733
156 527
156 682
156 168
157 216
155110
156 352
154 948
154 635
155 108
153 311
156 789
155 663
156 652

159 370
159 593
160 326
160 245
159 995
160 146
160 012
160 713
160 095
160 045
160 127
159 994
160 149
160 032
160 164
160 213
160 015
160 038
160 177
159 724
160 214
159 954
159 899

85
82
85
85
85
84
85
85
85
85
85
85
84
85
85
83
85
84
85

85
85
85
85
85
84
85
85
85
85
85
84
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85



E. erythrocorys

W5#% E. globulus

W% E. globulus subsp. globulus
K#% E. grandis

E. guilfoylei

E. marginata

A% E. melliodora

/NMIERE E. microcorys

E. nitens

E. obliqua

E. patens

E. pauciflora

E. polybractea

E. radiata

E. regnans
Mint#% E. saligna
. salmonophloia

. Sieberi

. spathulata

. torquata

. umbra

m m m m m m

. verrucata

Plinia trunciflora

F M Psidium guajava
AW P. guajava
Stockwellia quadrifida

8 Syzygium cumini
MiH-3E#F Onagraceae
Epilobium ulleungensis
EH . Ludwigia octovalvis
Oenothera argillicola
HJLEEL O. biennis

O. elata subsp. elata

O. elata subsp. hookeri
#1E A WE 0. glazioviana
O. grandiflora

7 H ILEE O. oakesiana
/IMEA JLE O. parviflora
O. picensis subsp. picensis

O. villaricae

KFE A WLE 0. villosa subsp. villosa

Vochysiaceae
Vochysia acuminata

Salvertia convallariodora

KC180799.1
KC180787.1
AY780259.1
HM347959.1
KC180798.1
KC180781.1
KC180784.1
KC180797.1
KC180788.1
KC180769.1
KC180780.1
MG921592.1
KC180785.1
KC180770.1
KC180777.1
KC180790.1
KC180796.1
KC180775.1
KC180793.1
KC180794.1
KC180778.1
KC180772.1
KU318111.1
KX364403.1
KY635879.1
KC180807.1
GQ870669.3

MH198310.1
KX827312.1
EU262887.2
EU262889.2
KT881169.2
KT881170.1
EU262890.2
KT881173.1
KT881176.1
EU262891.2
KX118607.1
KX118606.1

KX687910.1

MK726031.1
MK726026.1

159 742
160 267
160 286
160 137
160 520
160 076
160 386
160 225
160 271
159 527
160 187
159 942
160 268
159 529
160 031
160 015
160 413
159 985
161071
160 223
159 576
160 109
159 512
158 841
158 896
159 561
160 373

160 912
159 396
165 061
164 796
165 403
165 359
165 359
166 545
163 575
163 367
167 092
165 779

164 312

171 315
171 267

85
85
90
74
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
84
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
85
84
84
83
85
87

85
82
84
84
84
84
84
84
84
84
87
87

84

87
87



Ruizterania albiflora MK726023.1 162 345 84
Qualea grandiflora MK726022.1 163 026 84
Korupodendron songweanum MK726013.1 161 149 83
Erisma bracteosum MK726009.1 160 687 85
Callisthene erythroclada MK726008.1 161 626 84
B4 )LEH Geraniales

4 )LERL Geraniaceae

Erodium absinthoides KJ523886.1 162 618 90
E. carvifolium HQ713469.1 116 935 75
E. chrysanthum KJ701602.1 168 946 97
Monsonia emarginata KT692738.1 156 877 82
M. marlothii KT692739.1 134 416 75
Pelargonium alternans KF240617.1 173 374 97
P. australe KM459517.1 165 508 97
P. citronellum KM527888.1 171 223 97
P. cotyledonis KM459516.1 166 111 97
P. cucullatum KM527887.1 170963 97
P. dichondrifolium KM459515.1 167 836 97
P. dolomiticum KM527889.1 202 749 117
P. echinatum KM527891.1 170 212 97
P. exhibens KM527890.1 171 665 98
P. exstipulatum KM527892.1 168 732 97
P. fulgidum KM527893.1 171 502 97
P. incrassatum KM527894.1 173 196 97
P. myrrhifolium KM527895.1 173272 99
P. nanum KM527896.1 173 496 97
P. quercifolium KM527897.1 170 569 97
P. tetragonum KM527899.1 173 410 99
P. transvaalense KM527900.1 242 575 132
P. trifidum KM527898.1 199 553 116
Hypseocharis bilobata KF240616.1 165 002 85
Vivianiaceae

Viviania marifolia KF240615.1 157 291 86
4h35%E Outgroups

+=1£H Brassicales

+=1E#} Brassicaceae

ME-JF Arabidopsis thaliana KX551970.1 154 515 83
KiPHM=E Brassica napus GQ861354.1 152 860 87
+7EE Huerteales

PR Tapisciaceae

PRI Tapiscia sinensis MF926267.1 161 100 85
#3%H Malvales

FBAARL Sterculiaceae

T 7] Theobroma cacao HQ336404.2 160 604 85



£35R} Malvaceae

R Gossypium hirsutum DQ345959.1 160 301 85
&R Dipterocarpaceae
Shorea pachyphylla MH841940.1 150 753 81

FHBFH Sapindales
WAL Aceraceae

=AM Acer buergerianum KY419137.1 156 461 88
ZE&F} Rutaceae

EH#E Citrus sinensis DQ864733.1 160 129 89
MHERL Burseraceae

Commiphora wightii MF957201.1 156 064 86
AR Simaroubaceae

Leitneria floridana KT692940.1 158 763 87
BWEL Anacardiaceae

=5 Mangifera indica KY635882.1 157 780 83
1.2 MRRIERE

ALK 27 %) # F CIPRES Science Gateway (Miller etal., 2010) 7E£E T H MAFFT v
7.394 (Katoh & Standley, 2013) 2fxfFFAIEAT LLXS, SR E AEIME. MR EE
I i hd 3 R 3% B, 3%E4%, KA CIPRES Science Gateway 7£ £k T. L MAFFT v 7.394
BAPR P AT EEXS o EEXS 45 RAE MEGA 7.0 B/ (Kumar etal., 2016) k4750 N LR
1Es
13 RAEKE ST

BET BT AT O AE B 3 79 SR FH B K AULSR72: ( Maximum likelihood, ML) Bz JUH-#fE T (B
AT R E . RaxML 7 Hriz FH#fF RaxML ver.8.2.8 (Stamatakis, 2014), %+
GTRGAMMA 7Y, 5% PR #tACE (rapid bootstrap) 43 #7, B4 1000 ¢/ (Bootstrap, BS).
N il MrBayes v 3.2.5 (Ronquist & Huelsenbeck, 2003) kAT ULH-Hr k04, %%
GTR+GAMMA 157 , Bl 73T IS0 B : KA MCMC (Markov chain monte carlo) 537,
1247 1000 000 1%, % 1000 ARHUEE—IR, FFUGMT 25%FE AE NZAFEA (Bum-in samples)
FEIT DATRARAE AL g 32 R — B 5% S 5 SR E 22 (posterior probability, PP
2 Z5iR 550
2.1 ERAKRA

B4t B R 4 B PR 2H K /NFE 152 049~171 315 bp 2 ], “F341E 4y 15.9 kb, & )i 4
T FE R HAE 74~90 2 J8], “FHIME K 85 (R 2. B 1). #d: )Ll H Sk a3k R4 K /N
116 935~242 575 bp 2 [d], F:PZHR/NFEME N 17.0 kb, 5 i gmhd R R4 H 78 75~132 2
], FHMEHN 97 (K2, E 1.

2 FEDRIZH R/ IR R o G R 56 R B st

Table 2 Comparison of genome size and protein-coding genes

b FRZH KN E Ve TR
Groups Genome size Protein-coding gene
Tt P2
Standard Standard
SEXIE Mean deviation FEIME Mean deviation

B H Myrtales 159 374 3763 85 1



Pet )L H Geraniales 170721 22175 97 12
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Fig. 1 Comparison of genome size and protein-coding genes

ERELBA N Genome size

EORBBLEA P
3

~
=3

2.2 FEEESHT

NT AR SR FE R AR R R EITCRGE K E AT N AN, BATME T HER
R, B 3 T M- A 4 T DRV 4 20 2 ol P R e AR 3 - B 10 R 4 L 5 RS FR AR L R« 22 3 471 B Xt
FMNTARIERAT—HL3K15 6 NEFE: (1) M-Sk eI R AL F 5 S 3 MERE: Hbk4 i
H. 2L B AR R ALFE 139 P AR RE CRERE 1), mbk &R H M ) B dE
103 ZJF FIMIARE CHERE 3). B4 )LE H ARG 25 257 FIMAERE (FERE 5)5 (2) H
A R Im A SE R IR 3 ANFERE: AH I BBk &R B « 4248 )L B AR R (RERE 2D,
TR EIRE GEFE 4) FAEFEEA )L H R 6) AERE.

FEREAS S VE LR 3o Horp g4 2F JL T H ISR Ad 4= L DR 20 2 B R R A A B B AR B 5 B K
KN 762 293 bp, H A AR A7 A% H A 205 260, 15 B AHI%EH v 93 186 (12.22%),
S SR B LA 77.60% . AN HI Bk A H 2 103 G 0 255 (R AG) R L R B R R 4 e/, KB
113097 bp, HA AR A7 S HIEH N 26 162, 15 B4 A HI%H N 18 171 (16.07%), Bk
B ELN 30.09% (K 3).

* 3 MM EREgH

Table 3 Information of matrix

pAsl TR AR AL AR (EF-SDASY [N E
Matrix All sites Variable sites Par5|mon¥-lnf0rmat|ve Missing data
sites

FEF% 1 Matrix 1 592 879 249 452 149 806 72.80%
FEF%E 2 Matrix 2 186 769 53 589 39 804 57.36%
5% 3 Matrix 3 240 022 87 025 64 590 33.60%
HEFE 4 Matrix 4 113 097 26 162 18171 30.09%
%% 5 Matrix 5 762 293 205 260 93 186 77.60%
#EF% 6 Matrix 6 159 381 31722 18 004 47.86%

2.3 BT AFREREHERGFUHN

AT I T A FE B E R RGER B S RIAT 7 . ScRdsm, & T
2R 4 B BRI 1) 5 5 1 B R S B TR ) R e B W AE H (8], KB4 H A IR 22
o ABIEMEA L H N, Tk e 5L R A 7 SR ) R SR B W SRR B R, o
THFF>95%1) 5> 3N 68%, 13T 2 R gm i B R T I R AR B, STREFR>95%(1)
N 9B%  (E2).
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Fig. 2 Summary of bootstrap values for maximum likelihood analysis
FANERG T T WP ELHE 139 257 HI I R G R B W AT 704, AN S 2 bk & i H AN
e )L BIGTER T HAR, SCRRRON 100%, ~MREEH (14055 B 78 255 R AP 51 5 45 b o
RIEHEZ (B 3. Bk H A EIREN RGEKE W RIS IR AR —8, UERE
Eucalyptus A1 7 W.%.j& Oenothera WA /N2 5. 44 )L H N MR R ERGEKE
PN RN R 2 5, ek e R A B R4, e LR} Geraniaceae A JE B
R, A ) LR AL )L 8 Erodium. K 24328 Pelargonium Al Monsonia ¥R T 55 &
M2 E s b ZE R R AR b, 4 LR AR TSI R R (4.

B BESME Myrtaceae B vtLITFE Geraniaceae
Vochysiaceae
Vivianiaceae
#P4LIHE Melastomataceae
B 0|37 Onagraceae
B TEEF Lythraceae
B 7 7 F Combretaceae
a) MR{EEELAE Chloroplast genomes b) ZEARLISERE Protein-coding genes

|

:—

i Hu H Gossypium hirsutum I

et LA
Geraniales

HeEmA
Myrtales
a3

# i Tapiscia sinensis
_L Bif; HuAf% Gossypium hirsutum
[ Theobroma cacao
-r— Shorea pachyphylla

W3 Brassica napus

w3EH

7] 7] Theobroma cacao
Malvales

Shorea p

.S Arabidopsis thaliana R
Brassicales

kiM% Brassica napus

MH T Arabidopsis thaliana Uk Tapiscia sinensis 1 +EAER
Leitneria floridana Huerteales
1 §tMangifera indica
#ffCitrus sinensis Commipkora wight
S filacer buergerianum = fatlAcer buergerianum EBTH
Commiphora wightii Sapindales

Leitnenia floridana

=4t Mangifera indica i Citrus sinensis

e BeE RS CHIHARVE BS; HARES 100 FIA SR,
Note: Nodes are labeled with maximum likelihood bootstrap support; Nodes with 100% bootstrap support in the
maximum likelihood analysis are unlabeled.
Pl 3 BT AR AL 2 (0 Bk 4 4R H A= L B s (ML) B
Fig. 3 Maximum likelihood of phylogenetic hypothesis of Myrtales and Geraniales based
different datasets



a) MAEE Chloroplast genomes
P. cucullatum

P. citronellum

o
g

P. quercifolium
P. nanum

P. incrassatum
P. fulgidum

Pelargonium alternans

P. echinatum

53] P. cotyledonis

P. australe

P. dichondrifolium
P. exstipulatum

P.dolomiticum

P. trifidum
25

P. myrrhifolium
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Fig. 4 Maximum likelihood of phylogenetic hypothesis of Geraniales based different
datasets

2.4 &R EMEE I LEHENRAKERR

RAE FIRGEIR, FATIEFE 7 AHE 139 55741 136 M CRIFE AT 1) 5 g i 5L A
FIFERE CHERE 20, 23 A HEAT S R AASRIZ s S DUt S 23 Hr o FERE K20 186 769 bp, AR
S HI%CE 9 53589, 15 BALAHIEH A 39 804 (21.31%), HAKHELLEFIA 57.36%. K
MBRRAARERATRAT T @ HeR KRG K BN (B 5), HAFSCHR30y 95%, SCRFF>95%
ISR S ELE Ny 87.5%. HE/KF, AMEEFRZEH . 7 4eH . HiAEH. BETHSW
HREBE I E . P4 LB BB N R (BS=100%; PP=1.00. BIZuKF, #h&iH Bk
SIRBE FPAEPHRL MM RL TESRE R TR Vochysiacea S 44 )LES H T IARE
LRI N R (B —/NFRIERIBRSM) (BS=100%; PP=1.0). BHKT, BhauikHiirs
J&. MIEAJE(Angophora), MR A WLE)E, T8R4 kE (Lagerstroemia), 44
JUE RN A ) L 8 R 2224 J@ A Monsonia 3228 1 R (& A EFE— B BRFM ) (BS=100%:;
PP=1.0). k& UFHH) Corymbia AS2 # R 3HE

PR H OB R RHE, P 6 D RHORHA S RAGRE k. Bk aREHN Vochysiacea %
RBUL, W3, S PPRUR IR . M SRR T e SRR IR, 8 TR A
SRR T SR IR . T SRR — 7 SCEE T 8 3UE « A )& (Punica) 225 )& (Trapa) ,
Horh o i e b E Y & b R 8 T A KR (Punicaceae), 7E Flora of China Ho A @ & T
TESERL, 228N SR T2 FH(Trapaceae). MM SERHX —/03CEHE 7 H RHER. THEE



(Ludwigia)~ #int3¢)& (Epilobium), HrhT &2 AIEERIEHE, H L @ A 32 @ 4k —
Xo BRSS9 8, B RSGR RS ASETIRESFHAE (Renner, 1993) J 4k
& A Bt (Renner, 2004; Goldenberg et al., 2012) IR 45 EBA AN . X T FrafEHEE R,
U E AT ER 10% A4, HENENERE AR, FHHARNRAKER{A R
T REEM BT . Mk & IR B 45 F4% )8 (Eucalyptus). Corymbia. #F5EAJE. Allosyncarpia.
Stockwelli. 3Bk & (Syzygium). 7414 J& (Psidium). Acca. Plinia 3t 9 J&. 87 AT matK
RGRBEWEREKY, P&RABT L AR, 17 4Nk (Wilson etal., 2005). AHF5T
HH BT AL 1Y) 38 SR JE T Pk & AR A (Myrtoideae), 73 A T 3 AN, H il Bk JE S8 T Syzygieae,
FAHE)E . Acca 1 Plinia 3R J& T Myrteae, #RAJE. #J&. Allosyncarpia. Corymbia #l
Stockwelli 5¢J& T Eucalypteae, 3 My NH % (BS=100%: PP=1.0).

Mk )LE H O RISHE, Vivianiaceae NEEHIRHE, M4 )LEEUER T — N RER, Hp
Hypseocharis 3 & J& I aRAE, 424 )L @A Monsonia EH i -
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Fig. 5 Topologies of Myrtales and related groups based the protein-coding genes
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Table 4 Sequence divergence of variable coding regions (>200 bp) from 19 chloroplast genomes of Melastomataceae and 9 chloroplast genomes of Myrtaceae

B PR Melastomataceae

Mo tikl Myrtaceae

A A
EASRIS . AR BRR BRAS ERSES . AR BRE BRES
BRALE AR . L . BRAE AR . L .
B Z KEHH  RK % Z KEH  RK #
Fragment b e
. Total . Total
Aligned ) ) Percent Aligned ) ) Percent
Variable Nucleotide Number  length o Variable Nucleotide Number  length o
length . o ] variability length . o . variability
positions  substitutions  of indels of positions  substitutions  of indels of
(bp) ) (%) (bp) . (%)
indels indels
1 accD 1650 350 270 11 80 21.21 1479 62 62 0 0 4.19
2 atpA 1512 168 168 0 0 1111 1524 37 37 0 0 243
3 atpB 1497 133 133 0 0 8.88 1497 38 38 0 0 2.54
4 atpE 423 57 57 0 0 13.48 402 7 7 0 0 1.74
5 atpF 555 91 86 1 5 16.40 570 23 23 0 0 4.04
6 atpH 246 24 24 0 0 9.76 246 5 5 0 0 2.03
7 atpl 744 75 75 0 0 10.08 750 19 19 0 0 2.53
8 ccsA 960 204 201 2 3 21.25 960 60 60 0 0 6.25
9 cemA 699 109 105 4 4 15.59 690 22 22 0 0 3.19
10 clpP 591 71 71 0 0 12.01 591 13 11 1 2 2.20
11 matK 1572 426 419 4 7 27.10 1527 124 124 0 0 8.12
12 ndhA 1095 168 168 0 0 15.34 1093 32 32 0 0 2.93
13 ndhC 363 47 47 0 0 12.95 363 9 9 0 0 2.48
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16.57
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5.84
6.35
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8.61
12.47

20.49
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16.42
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5.25
3.27
7.16
3.95
3.98
421
2.52
2.69
3.84
2.16
2.28
2.53
1.90
2.85
2.64
2.75
1.83
1.69
1.59
3.60
3.53
2.98
4.90
4.07
7.83
3.98



40 rpoA 1014 217 206 1 11 21.40 1014 36 36 0 0 3.55
41 rpoB 3213 413 413 0 0 12.85 3222 103 103 0 0 3.20
42 rpoC1 2052 282 282 0 0 13.74 2070 48 47 1 1 2.32
43 rpoC2 4232 837 760 9 77 19.78 4179 189 186 2 3 4.52
44 rpsil 417 77 77 0 0 18.47 417 13 10 1 3 3.12
45 rpsi2 393 62 62 0 0 15.78
46 rpsl4 303 37 37 0 0 12.21 303 10 10 0 0 3.30
47 rpsls 264 72 64 4 8 27.27 276 22 22 0 0 7.97
48 rpsl6 252 18 16 1 2 7.14
49 rpsl8 315 47 47 0 0 14.92 306 4 4 0 0 131
50 rpsl19 294 57 57 0 0 19.39 279 20 20 0 0 7.17
51 rps2 714 101 101 0 0 14.15 711 18 18 0 0 2.53
52 rps3 654 145 145 0 0 22.17 651 37 37 0 0 5.68
53 rps4 606 89 89 0 0 14.69 606 22 22 0 0 3.63
54 rps8 405 75 75 0 0 18.52 405 15 15 0 0 3.70
55 ycfl 5712 597 583 7 14 10.45
56 ycf3 507 43 43 0 0 8.48 507 12 12 0 0 2.37
57 ycf4 555 88 88 0 0 15.86 555 25 25 0 0 4.50
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31 ETHEARRAFI EETEORMLERWEPRERTHHR

H KT LA L H A, S AR IE ALy 51 5 2 T 38 A S g S S R Iy i 1) R Gk BRSNS i AN — B0, LR T REA P A5 : 5, 2
PRSIy o W S AR DRI 21 mp B PR R HR BN £ /N 1 70 SR T A DR AT PR e, AR AR /D, BEE SR TG K, AR R R & . b )L
Yokb i SRS R AU A R A JE R L HE (Blazier etal., 2011), &[R4 51 24 rh 38 RIS (AN R0 R R 22 5 0K, Sk ALy Sl LEXS I, R —
ALK E SRR AN RN B, B, BEDIERE XK P53 mK- P e B i i R 2w, BEE - SRy R, W H oK, wIRE i T2 K A
I8 DX FA) Py 0 A% S R PEE A e T 3 S50 A7 L X PRI M o DRI, LA AT 7 v, ik S kit PR AL 8 2 1 H 20KF, AT H (Livetal., 2018). 2 H (Wuetal.,



2018) FIEHHRLH (Dongetal., 2018) %KM M A5 ghd BE A 1M JE 4 BE K 40 /7
.

3.2 th&RH RHEITERBHNRAKE XA

M4t B A A LT B 3R T30, H R G E — B Fi# i id (Wang et al.,
2009; Soltis etal., 2011). A7 HE T 1L A DRI 2 EG i uE 52 7 Bk 40 B Anie2F L H e
RSS2 (BS=100%; PP=1.0).

FRFRFETHERE, BEFEED T ARG FEEYAREIIAL RGN E, FLrmt
FEERRHH ARSI SR+ T e SER O REUE (Soltisetal., 2011). A#FFiH, HT
139 P HIHRE (Bh&IRH . 4 JLHT H KA RBERE A AL R i as Rk,
{8 RS ISR+ T JE SRR O R BT, NIHIREE, SRAFE R S FF % (BS=93%; PP=1.00),
B0, SHMUAFERR AR H P BIE R (103 457 FI SRR 3L R 4 5 28 1 i gt 2L D
[0 73 A &5 SR 35) SCREASTR T RS M SR+ T JE SRR IR B ¢ &R (BS=100%; PP=1.00).

AR EREY E R R T AR, 7E Flora of China i f8 & 1T 32k, AT
SRR AR E R TR R B H AR . 25818 E R & I Flora of China 134588
TR AW KRR E T T8k
3.3 FFHLFHRL RSk EIRAL R AR B S i EE

WV ERE &, B R R B TG AT, A 156~166 J&, £ 4 500
Bl HARER 218 114 F. DN TEHPHRER GRS 08 SR 2 1 g b 2 (]
A rbcL. ndhF A1 rpl16 (Clausing & Renner, 2001; Renner, 2004) %, #k4&iREIE 130 J&
24500 Ff, FEHATHAME . BOGRI AR AR Sk indin, LN EGE AR . R
W KFPERER . SEIARGE IR £S5, REFR 10 J8 121 Fh. CNH THRERBI RS KE
I3 Hr e AR R R RS L R rbeL. ndhF. rpl16 Al matK (Sytsmaetal., 2004; Wilson
etal., 2005; Thornhill etal., 2015; Vasconcelosetal., 2017) %.

AL PERPABE S IR B ZF B KR, BE T EFERER 2 . AT RS R, b
WUANEER AL, B 2 ik L R AT DS T B A PERE IR S IR B R R B 7T . 1E izl
DNA %K1 rbcL Al matk (CBOL Plant Working Group, 2009), F4I/M bR #m, 1E
S PR AR S T2 B0 T 8.61%F1 27.10%, 7ERE G IRAEI 2351y 3.53%F1 8.12%. F
BT 144K DNA 46572 Bkt yefl  (Dongetal., 2015) 7EBF4E SRl 18 Mg
HHEFERK, ERRE B F S 5 1 0 808 10.45%. BFHPER, o038 = B 40 e
10% LA FIEERIA 39 4, 5%LA EIIA 53 Ay, TAERk&IREH, o138 R H 7 HE 10%LL
FREEEA 24, 5%UL TR 11 A4, IR BRI A BONAR R N RGK B LR EEARIL
A
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