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Abstract: In order to explore the structure characteristics, gene information and phylogenetic
relationship of the chloroplast genome for Rhodiola tangutica, which is an important medicinal
plant growing in Northwest China, this study sequenced its complete chloroplast genome using the
high-throughput sequencing technology with Illumina NovaSeq6000. We analyzed the genome
structure, gene function and genetic relationship of the chloroplast genome based on NOVOPlasty,
GeSeq, PGA, IRscope and MISA. The results were as follows: (1) The chloroplast genome of R.
tangutica had a typical and quadripartite circular structure of 150 863 bp in length, including LSC
(82 121 bp), SSC (16 996 bp) and IR (25 873 bp). Total GC content was 37.8%, among which the
IR regions had the highest (42.9%). The genome encoded 131 genes in total, including 85 PCGs,
38 tRNAs and eight rRNAs. (2) Among the 32 471 codons, cysteine (Cys) had the smallest
percentage (1.18%), while isoleucine (Ile) had the highest (8.24%). There were 29 codons with the
value of RSCU above one. (3) The analysis of IR regions showed that both rps/9 and ndhF were
expanded into the IRB region. (4) Phylogenetic analysis indicated that R. tangutica and R.
quadrifida had the closest relationship. Estimates of divergence times indicated that the origin of
Rhodiola species was estimated to be around 15.50 Mya (95% HPD: 6.0-21.0 Mya). In this study,
we clarified the chloroplast genome characteristics of Rhodiola tangutica and obtained a
reasonable phylogenetic relationship of Rhodiola, which provided a theoretical basis for the study
of genetic diversity, the discussion of adaptive evolutionary mechanism and the protection of

germplasm resources of Rhodiola.
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I 2R A4 Gk C R D REAT A A FRD RE 3 40 1) — Ph B 20 [ 32 R 40 L 38
(Corriveau et al., 1988; FA/F/F4%, 2022) , "l KBHASHE oML ERE, HEE
VIR B KR E Mt i v 77 T B A AR (Suzuki et al, 2012; RE%E,
2017) o TV SRAATER H R /NEE T 120~180 kb, ZHONEEREHME,
VIR BCR B g, it m IR, HEHE RS (IS5, 2019; A
K, 2022) 3 BAMARIMARDY B R4, K EEE DX (large single copy
LSC) . /N DX (small single copy » SSC) MK A EE X A (inverted repeats
A, IRA) Mz HEKEX B (inverted repeats B, IRB) M 4443 K 4 % 4
i3 110~130 NEF (Daniell et al., 2016; Raman et al., 2020; Xu et al., 2020) , 3}
Cl 2 B TRy 2514 5 (Jansen et al., 2006; RS, 2018; EIE
25, 20200 « RGIKE KA (Jansen et al., 2006; 5K AL, 2021) BRI (L
45K (Twyford et al., 2017; R7ES, 2022) KYIFIE LS| (%, 2023) 2
W2, BN, SRR NEE (2023) JE LD 2 WG BT 52 2% (Paphiopedilum
parishii) WHEEREERIZHRRFAE 34, &I SSRs. KFFIHEE . SNPs. InDels K
R R 7 410350 S 50 s PR P o 22 R, DU E 22 6 AN/ T I S A 5 PR 4H P 31 SR AE
—ie B 5K 2 BN R kB VLRSS (2023) F T SRR R AL LU 1 %
J& (Trichosanthes) WA Z, 45 R ARG B B A A M SR ARk R 2 A7 A8 7 31 B
e, SR P R 3, MR SUNE (ndofevillea) WISEGIRIT, AN
5 D] (1 1 ) e 36 3 ORE RS A A 1Y) S S A
JE 45K (Rhodiola tangutica) 52 5t R FH Crassulaceae) 21 5t K J& (Rhodiola)

) —FhE W Z A REY, FESMTRE/RIGOX, @8 EK TR 2
000~4 700 m [/ LA S8 AT K (P ERFE P ERYERZES, 1984) o fE
N—FR G IR 2GR 20, iR SR VRIS R . Ml
M s, ML ZEPAIANZG, BBk, ML TR0, TEM. SRR (B

55, 2012) o HAREEAN, B RRAGIE. e BRER
R PUEFTEIR (A%, 2013) o HAT, Y2802 Rk 1
REFME (TBIASE, 2013) « fRidr (3%, 2014)  ZFER (EFH/ES,
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1992; B ESE, 2005) MFF BT CRE RS, 2021) ST Fotse. B,
LS (2013) FFH AR BE 09 R AR o 20500 M7, S5 5K 0.3 g L
PRI RE R Z AR SR TR R RFFFRFIREE, BikE&ET 03 gLt
I U S5 S I b T s 2B (2014) RIS AR A VA 77 B U o 40 5 R I
WSy, RMFESALE. B B, BERSEYR Aa R R TN SENEET
RACL RN &R, LEREE (2021 A E HH 45K E S BHHS R RL I
TELAR BO0T B SRR C L, R Bt o ZEANAR A S A 3R AT AN [F) SR I LT
A H S TE R FE R S5, T tH B U B AMEAR it e, B FRZERC EE O MS+6-BA
(0.5mg- L") +NAA (0.5 mg- L") , XELHf 5T A A 5 TR R A7 AN T 9140 %R
BRAR AL T BRI . SR, H BTG TR T LS OR A TR 2H 25 R FVREAE LA K R
GiR B KRNI T ARIGE o $5 06, AW FT LU T 20 50K SR A BE DR A A 50
%, FHE@EEN PR TME, KA NOVOPlasty. GeSeq. PGA. IRscope-
MISA % Z A P)ME B iR Ah, IR LAUR R (1) 205 R S At
R SEMRFAE:  (2) JEFEE . IR R AitE Il (3) SSR A s SRFIE s
(4) BEPRUEFEEENL: (5 BRI 55k (6 LRRBYRGEK
BRALFEEOFRAGNE.

1 #kHS 5%k
1.1 LR

JE T ZLRIB R K E T T U N AR I TS BT R T (38°11'44.8"N,
97°36'1.33"E, K 4 056 m) , FrlEit 7 TONARMR Ja BT e ik i 1 % iR
T IRRAE VAR A CRAE T R 22 B 16 b v S5 AR 00t 9 i 1 o e R A b
ARUE (HNWP) .
1.2 SERITHE
1.2.1 K4 DNA $#ECF 7

JE AL R 2R R 2H DNA SR A B R 1) CTAB £ (Doyle & Doyle, 1987; Tai &
Tanksley, 1990) HEATHEEL; FHARAEH 1%E g k&L FLYK - Nanodrop. Qubit 2.0
UL E EAKT DNA FI5E 8. 41T (0D260/280) Ak B HEAT B EAG M . AR
E 1% 1) DNA ¥ T Covaris i A B AGHEATBEHLAT IV, IFE P FIRIRIE S
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mA RBMM Pk, gifh. PCR ¥ 19 %5 5 #2 58 B S PE M s AN A, i s 1) A
llumina NovaSeq6000 1=y &=l /71 5 55 /N BEOSCREM T
1.2.2 Wap A PRI 4H 20 2 Ay

AZLER (R rosea) HIMHERABREEFIAH P51 (GenBank: MH410216) HZ7%,
¥ NOVOPlasty ¥ (Dierckxsens et al., 2017; Ding et al., 2020) BRI\ E 4
B LSRR FE K 4, B GeSeq B4 (Tillich et al., 2017) A1 PGA &
 (Quetal, 2019) X H A AT R R, SHOEE NI, 48 WAEHRAER)
PR FHAT N TFEIE, RRRERAIUA; Wil e T H OGDRAW (Lohse
etal, 2013) HATHRSUEE P SEREM P 51 S RS B A% 2 36 [ [H K AR )
FiARA5 B H 0 NCBI M3 (GenBank: OR120372)
1.2.3 FMY TR EF AN SSR AL K B

FIFIELEFEF MISA (Beier et al., 2017) A 1l 27 5 K H- G4 J2E K] 4 f
HEEFH] (SSRs) , HEFRREEN 10 W/NEEH. “HHR 5 k. =
HIR 4 K WU ESNAZAFIR 3 K, [FIIZH CodonW {4 (Sharp & Li, 1987; Shields
& Sharp, 1987) Gt 44T v 21 5 R R R DR 4 1) 25 3 1 2 1
1.2.4 IR I 5+ XU A ik 5 38 48 16 1 70 it

KR AR RS HIEGMKEA R K (R fastigiata) « KL TR (R
crenulata) LR (R sacra) « PRAHZL50KR (R kirilowii)  WYRLIFR
(R. quadrifida) FIESLL5K (R. himalensis) WIS JE K 20 F 51 BEAT HL BT
Hff s JE R 2 AR S 4 5, R IRscope #/F (Amiryousefi et al., 2018) R #ALZL
SRJE T NI AR R4 LSC/IRB/SSC/IRA 4 7 X 2 5 .

PAEHIZE R (R. sacra) 1E 9Z I, FIFH DnaSP v5 #f} (Librado et al., 2009)
TR & AR R B L5 R (R, tangutica) « WL 5K (R. quadrifida)-
WM 2L50R (R kirilowii) MU THZL50K (R, himalensis) 1] Ka/Ks FCAH
1.2.5 RGURE St Ay s () 4t v+

M NCBI %4 2 N 83 20 50R 23 MR GRSk IE R 7 51, LLEeK
F} (Rosaceae) « Z=J& (Prunus) « BKZ: (Prunus humilis) N5MERE, FIH MAFFT
BAF (Katoh etal., 2002) ERIABCE FHEATZ FHILLXS, A4 Gblock YY) ol
F ModelFinder 1% i L% H IR B #4528, W PhyloSuite #4460 H Y 1Q tree 3K
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A g B RAAAMY (maximum likelihood , ML) #4724t & B 74T (Guindon et
al., 2010; Nguyen et al., 2015) , JKAH (Bootstrap values) % &N 5000,
LR Al sl SCER A #E (Zhang et al., 2014) 454 TimeTree

Database 7E£k Mt Chttp://www.timetree.org/) HEAT ], FKENFIPURIHK (R
quadrifida) S5 LLER (R, kirilowii) 14> B8] A 0.93 & 3.33 5 J1 4RI

(Million Years Ago, Mya) , T4 5 K (R hobsonii) FI KA K (R
macrocarpa) 1 B TE] A 6.32-20.23 Mya. #JH PAML #4611 MCMCTree
AL E A 5 R EF AL TE], SRENSE0{# H approximate 715, B AHK
1705 BIAT JC69 AR AL, MR R, WSSt R xES
AR 1D, B801F MCMCTree 45 HL 2 T I8 8K
2 iR 50
2.1 MERRE R AR ARRE

AHE TN T 3545 8 704 701 % 2.6 G Raw Reads, ##i i 4 575 51 8 489 447

2 2.55 G Clean Reads. #4150 R M- 2R AR BRI 4H 2H ¢ f5 4K 150 863 bp, H—X
KIAESEFS] (IRA F1IRB, % 25873bp) « — AN KHFE I (LSC, 82 121 bp)
A—A/NEFE DL (SSC, 16 996 bp) AL, I T # AR DU RREH (B 1,
R BGCEHEN3T8%, HI IR X GC Fifm (42.9%) , LSC #l SSC
X GC FHE7 79 35.8%A01 31.8%; it 215 K I Zr A KL I A 3L A% 131 NEEA,
B 8 MZHEA RNA (rRNAs) . 38 M1z RNA (tRNAs) Al 85 A H 4 it 2k
(PCGs) , Hr 86 NMIHEFIALT LSC X\ 13 ZEFIAL T SSC X\ 18 NP T
IR [X; IR XEE K H 4 > rRNA Grn23. rrnd. 5 rrnl 6+ rrn3) 5 7 A t(RNA (rnl-GAU
trnL-CAA~ trnl-CAU. trnR-ACG- trnV-GAC~ trnA-UGC- trnN-UGG) , 5 /> PCGs

(rpl23+ rpsi2. rpl2+ ndhB- rps7) 12 DNINEEARFAMIFERE (yef2 A yefl) ARk

(K1, £2) . W, FEHLm R GARERAF clpPl Frpsi2 &H 2 NN
&, petB. petD+ atpF. ndhA- ndhB. rpoCl. rpl2. trnK-UUU. trnL-UAA-
trnA-UGC. trnG-UCC- trn-GAU. trnV-UAC & 1 NN EF, FHRXEEEF A Y
9 MEHEMIGEEREF 6 4> t(RNAs, MHAMIEEHAEHNET (K2 .
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R 1 FHLAFRH SRR A RS B

Table 1 The characteristics of the complete chloroplast genome for Rhodiola tangutica

eS| TiH FHIE
Category Item Characteristics
TS A R R 4 254 LSC X33 82121 bp
Construction of the LSC region
chloroplast genome IRA Fl IRB [X 1, 25873 bp
IRA and IRB regions
SSC [X 3 16 996 bp
SSC region
£ A I BRI 28 /)N 150 863 bp
Size of the chloroplast genome
LN B SPST iy 131
Gene content Total genes
E{=ETIRE PN 85
Protein-coding genes
32 RNA 38
tRNA
FZHER RNA 8
rRNA
BRI 18
Duplicate genes
LSC X 45y J: A 86
Genes on LSC region
IRA FI IRB [X 45 1] 3 K] 18
Genes on IRA and IRB regions
SSC X fsh ik K] 13
Genes on SSC region
GC it LSC X3 GC & & 35.8
GC content (%) GC content of LSC region
IRA 1 IRB X1/ GC & & 42.9
GC content of IRA and IRB
regions
SSC X #kf) GC F & 31.8
GC content of SSC region
M GC &= 37.8

Overall GC content
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LSC
GC 35.8%
82 121 bp

P68, cu
o e
Pots ms-GCY
R ’,’;@Z‘K
EEAR NI 3 S JS A
Rhodiola tangutica T
matK
chloroplast genome -
150 863 bp
GC 37.8% =
16 996 bp
W 5t %% | photosystem | .
B #5411 photosystem Il |
[0 “mfa3Eb/f E-4% cytochrome bif complex o,
I ATPAFH® ATP synthaso e &s7
[J NADH (8% NADH dehydrogenase & ¥
[ W BRI LR K TEE RubisCO large subunit § S
[ 6 R 4415 AasE i B % photosystem assembly/stability factors
Il RNA 3 &# RNA polymerase
(O] et 47 (/N IERE(SSU) Small subunit of ribosome (SSU)
[ 5 475 A JEEE(LSU) Large subunit of ribosome (LSU)
[l #%IZRNA transfer RNAs
I B KRNA ribosomal RNAs
[ cipP, matk
W HABFEE other genes
[ e 2Rk FF ok B HE(yof) hypothetical chioroplast reading frames (ycf)
B 1 R R Sk R A IR Y I
Fig. 1 Circularized map of chloroplast genome for Rhodiola tangutica
K2 FHARKRHSAERAERSE
Table 2 Annotation information of chloroplast genome for Rhodiola tangutica
e e Sl FRH A F A 44 PR
Gene category Gene group Gene name
JERYE 1 E
) psad, psaB, psaC, psalJ, psal
Subunit of photosystem I
H ARG T HE psbA, psbB, psbC, psbD, psbE, psbF, psbH,
Fe b 1E R Subunit of photosystem IT psbl, psbJ, psbK, psbL, psbM, psbT, pbfl, lhbA
Genes for photosynthesis
IR 3R b/f AR A etB b G vetl. verN
) petd, petB*, petD?, petG, petL, pet
Subunit of cytochrome b/f complex
ATP 5 g 7. 2 y
) atpAd, atpB, atpE, atpF*, atpH, atpl
Subunit of ATP synthase
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EEie=LuE 175

Self replication

HoAhFE A

Other genes

RN REHE K

Genes of unknown function

NADH Jfii & B 37 5

Subunit of NADH dehydrogenase
TR AL R R A Bl R I
RubisCO large subunit

DNA & #it: RNA 41l

DNA dependent RNA polymerase
RZRE /NI FE

Small subunit of ribosome

3 XN 5

Large subunit of ribosome

iz RNA
Transfer RNA

FZHEA RNA

Ribosomal RNA gene
S

Translation initiation factor
A

Maturase

AEEH

Envelope protein

c LA 3R A IR

C-type eytochrome synthesis gene
LTRAHEG A R LB HE
Submit of acetyl-CoA-carboxylase
ATP MBI 2 1 i 7 5 P
ATP-dependent protease subunit P
T ] 1 HE

Conserved open reading frame

ndhA?*, ndhB**, ndhC, ndhD, ndhE, ndhF, ndhG,
ndhH, ndhl, ndhJ, ndhK

rbel

rpoA, rpoB, rpoCI*, rpoC2

rps2, rps3, rps4d, rps7, rpsll, rpsI2*, rpsl4,
rpsl5, rpsl6, rpslS, rpsi9

rpl2*, rpll4, rpll6, rpll9, rpl20, rpl22, rpl23,
pl32, rpl33, rpl36

trnA-UGC™, trnC-GCA, trnD-GUC, trnE-UUC,
trnF-GAA, trnfM-CAU, trnG-UCC?, trnG-GCC,
trnH-GUG, trnl-GAU*, trnl-CAU, trnK-UUU®,
trnL-UAG, trnL-CAA, trnL-UAA*, trnM-CAU,
trnN-GUU, trnP-UGG, trnQ-UUG, trnR-UCU,
trnR-ACG, trnS-UGA, trnS-GCU, trnS-GGA,

trnT-UGU, trnT-GGU, trnV-GAC, trnV-UAC?,
trnW-CCA, trnY-GUA

rrnd4.5, rrnS5, rrnl6, rrn23

inf4

matK

cemA

cesA

accD

clpPI®

vefl, yef2

T » RREREE 1AANE T » BrBEHEEE2AMNET: * BoREE 2 M INER; * nEH 3 MENER.

Note: a separately present an intron in protein-coding genes; b separately present two introns in protein-coding

genes;

2.2 EWEF Rt

* present two copies of genes; # present three copies of genes.

JRi oy 4T S R I A 35 R 2H 50 - 4 1 A AT 5 SR R, 104 4% CDS [R5 1Y)
ntd L R4 2 32 471 NERE T, ARFE 23 M (K2, £3) . XU
iR &R (Lew) M1 LR E (10.79%) , HIRZgmL 22 =R (Ser)
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(8.39%) &R (lle) (8.24%) [MEM T, FMEIR (Cys) F/b, L 1.18%
(3 3) o MW A LB RSF18 FE (RSCUD KT 1 (IR 2500 735 29 Fh (36 3),
R R T AL R G A B TR 2H R S A E A s, HPmigds iR (Arg)
IS T AGA I e, A 1.8035 JLT-FrA A [R] SCEE S T B K T 1
MRS 7L AU 52 (UUG BR4M) o e4h, Trp A Met (X — 10 T4,
A EW T (B2 .

R 3 FHARRERERAN F EHEFERAEST

Table 3 RSCU analysis of protein-coding region in Rhodiola tangutica

IR LT He =R17]
RSCU
Amino acid Codon Number Ratio (%)
uuu 1233 1.297
Phe 5.86
uucC 669 0.703
ucu 742 1.667
ucc 437 0.982
UCA 545 1.224
Ser 8.39
UCG 277 0.622
AGU 571 1.161
AGC 153 0.344
UAU 947 1.63
Tyr 3.58
UAC 215 0.37
uGuU 270 1.414
Cys 1.18
UGC 112 0.586
Trp UGG 582 1.00 1.79
CUU 762 1.305
CcucC 240 0.411
CUA 514 0.88
Leu 10.79
CUG 238 0.408
UUA 1043 1.786
UuG 707 1.211
CCu 495 1.488
CcCccC 277 0.832
Pro 4.10
CCA 370 1.112
CCG 189 0.568
CAU 621 1.505
His 2.54
CAC 204 0.495
CAA 873 1.51
Gln 3.56
CAG 283 0.49
Arg CGU 387 1.22 5.86

10
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Ile

Met

Thr

Asn

Lys

Val

Ala

Asp

Glu

Gly

CGC
CGA
CGG
AGA
AGG
AUU
AUC
AUA
AUG
ACU
ACC
ACA
ACG
AAU

AAA
AAG
GUU
GUC
GUA
GUG
GCU
GCC
GCA
GCG
GAU
GAC
GAA
GAG
GGU
GGC
GGA

GGG

119
453
142
572
231
1284
550
841
766
674
270
491
176
1238
409
1300
469
632
211
610
246
705
242
481
162
1105
281
1278
457
680
197
862

381

0.375
1.428
0.447
1.803
0.728
1.44
0.617
0.943
1.00
1.673
0.67
1219
0.437
1.503
0.497
1.47
0.53
1.488
0.497
1.436
0.579
1.774
0.609
1.21
0.408
1.595
0.405
1.473
0.527
1.283
0.372
1.626

0.719

8.24

2.36

4.96

5.07

5.45

5.23

4.90

4.27

5.34

6.53

11
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[B) X Z RS FHE X {#E B E RSCU

" Ala Arg Asn Asp Cys GIn Glu Gly HIS lle Leu Lys Met Phe Pro Ser Thr Trp Tyr Val
FEE £ TR Amino acid name
D EEEEE-EEEeE

i 2 P LB REAER RSCU 4HH

Fig. 2 RSCU analysis of each amino acid in Rhodiola tangutica

23 FBESAA (SSR) A7

L5 5 DR AL BT o T 267657 00 SSR O PR
SR 4538 4 (A)as (Thar (AT)a FI(TA) BRI 13- 22 1F12 4.
SSRs K Z A+ 10~14 bp, 24 4~ SSRs £ LSC, 9 /MfE SSC, IRA A1IRB % 1 4>
(£ 4) . KRZHSSR AL T EFE (intergenic spacer, IGS) X, HA/b
B IAEGREY (coding sequence, CDS) [X (£ 5)

R4 FEARRHREERARBERFS (SSRs) F8

Table 4 Number of SSRs identified in the chloroplast genome of Rhodiola tangutica

HERIT KR K RANEH
Repeat unit Type Number Largest repeat
A 13 14
! T 22 18
AT 1
2
TA 2 6
ST Total 4 38
12

This version posted 2024-12-02.
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RS FEHAFRHSFIEEESA SSRs 58

Table 5 Distribution of SSRs in the chloroplast genome of Rhodiola tangutica

%5 SSR KA SSR PN Y] Ik (A

NO. SSR type Size Start End Location
1 pl (Ao 10 3390 3399 trnl-GAU
2 pl (Tn 11 23960 23970 matK
3 pl (Ao 10 27001 27010 IGS (#rnK-UUU 1 rpsi6)
4 . (T)10gaaactgcttcatttcttagtatcaaaatagttagaatatgg o6 2922 9317 1GS (psbK-pshi)

ggtataaaaatggcgaatctattctcttttttac(A)io
5 pl (Tn 11 29942 29952 IGS (#rnS-GCU~trnG-UCC)
6 pl (Tn 11 30917 30927 trnG-UCC
7 p2 (TA)s 12 31132 31143 IGS (rnG-GCC~trnR-UCU)
8 pl (T)12 12 33718 33729 atpF
9 pl (A)is 13 37294 37 306 IGS (rps2~rpoC2)
10 pl (Tn 11 39512 39522 rpoC2
11 pl (Mo 10 43619 43 628 rpoCl
12 pl (Mu 11 48 175 48 185 IGS (rpoB~trnC-GCA)
13 pl (A 11 48 718 48 728 IGS (rpoB~trnC-GCA)
14 pl (T)ro 10 50,957 50 966 IGS (psbM~trnD-GUC)
15 pl (Mu 11 53 857 53 867 IGS (trnT-GGU~psbD)
16 p2 (AT)s 12 57 880 57 891 IGS (lhbA~trnG-UCC)
17 pl (Ao 10 58075 58 084 IGS (trnG-UGG~trnfM-CAU)
18 pl (Mo 10 68 153 68 162 trnL-UAA
19 pl (T)ro 10 71434 71443 IGS (ndhC~trnV-UAC)
20 p2 (TA)s 12 79 383 79 394 IGS CaccD~psal)
24 pl (M 11 84 873 84 883 IGS (psbE~petL)
22 pl (T)ro 10 86322 86331 IGS (psbE~petL)
23 pl (Mo 10 87 346 87355 IGS (psaJ~rpl33)
by . (T)10gagaatcataatcatcgggggtgtagtatgaatctgaggtt 101 95 064 95 164 petB
ttaattaattcatagggtcttaacaagagaattcctatc(A) i
25 pl (T)ia 14 103 273 103 286 IGS (rps3~rpl22)
26 pl (T)ro 10 122323 122332 trnl-GAU
27 pl (A)io 10 130 041 130 050 ndhF
28 pl (T)1s 18 130 507 130 524 ndhF
29 pl (A)a 14 134315 134 328 IGS (cesA~ndhD)
30 pl (Mo 10 139 385 139 394 ndhA
31 pl (Ao 10 144 029 144 038 yefl
- . (T)14gattcaaaatcaaaaaaaagttgtcecttgatccttattatat 102 144 660 144 761 Joft
taataactaggacgatagcaatgtatattctttc(A)

33 pl (A 11 145219 145 229 yefl
34 pl (Mo 10 145 353 145 362 yefl
35 pl (A 11 146 682 146 692 yefl
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2.4 IR XY Za g sk 58 K /1 o pr i
AW TR L5 R 7 MR SR IL R 4] LSC. IRB. SSC AT IRA X [H]

Wi A e eI AL, RILVEATEA REBARAR LR H R A BRI (K 3) .
H, JLB (LSC/IRB) Wil 5K rps19 ¥ 1m) IRB X 7K 109~110 bp; JSB

(IRB/SSC) WL S IEH N yefl Al ndhF, FRKMILIH R, KRIEL 5 R A
ZLHRE) yefl I IRB g oh, HAYIFY R SSC X 75K 1~27 bp, 1M
ndhF )\ IRB ¥ 3K 15~61 bp. L4k, 2L KJE 7 NIFI yofl 35158k JSA

(SSC/IRA) 17, KEEMAL, 4K 16993~17 059 bp, H.H1 4 089~4 104 bp {7
F SSC [X, 5165~5183 bp fii T IRA [X; JLA (IRA/LSC) AN TF trnH Fl
rps19 Z 8. L, ZL5CRJEFTA SR AFAERER L, BEF 5 AihE
HoE. B RY Kk SUATEOUREEIR], JERH S M AR RS, A5 R,

JLB JSB JLA JSA
g s sosswplyooo o
Bt 415K % Rhodiola tangutica i R 4] S

150 863 bp

pl22 ] Qaﬂ pi. == b
BT R R R. quadrifida / 16993 //w
150 773 by oo
P 170bp,108 bo 15 bp,2205 bp 4104 bp 1080 bp ot
PR R R irllowii [T it ) e T R Y
150 914 bp
- Grali
BOARR R. himalensi: 82261 bp
150 879 bp ;
lﬁO !l‘iow 187 bp 4081 1075 bp. i
KRR R fasigian CSBH e i
151924 bp 1.5
19 bp11g bp 30 bp 2181 bp 4091 bp 1075 bp ok
j(ﬂié]ﬁ%?i R. et < [_Wﬁm_ﬂ_w_/ — r—._w
151912 bp !
Shiasikin i . ol
ZHALIRR R. sacra fritsLym RE . 4 :smi i /[T 17034bp 1 LT so
150 941 bp S tpels

B3 AFRE 7 MM REERA IR X F 55
Fig. 3 Boundary analysis of IR regions of chloroplast genomes from seven Rhodiola species
JE[R] A R (Ka) A [F] TR 56 (Ks) ) LUAEL AT LAER 7R 52 B Rk £ 1E H
Ka/Ks R T 1 RIUZ B EIEFERS, N 1 SR B A FIEH . Ka/Ks>0
R B 4 BraR, ANIRN R g A 6 TR AR A% 1 R B A % 2 AN | 1 . Ka/Ks>1
B, A FK (R tangutica) 1) psaB LR AT IEESEE ST, HARDF
[¥] psaB FER G HAEBEA; B iH25K (R tangutica) MU FR (R,
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quadrifida) ) accD R & JiAGEBFAEH, HRMADYIFE] aceD FFALT IE
LT

B FHLF X Rhodiola tangutica ™ 3EMH 45K R, kirilowii

=5 4ZLF X R. himalensis MZLTF XK R. quadrifida
3.0~
2.5
220k
g
- 1.5
|
1.0
Ll‘LI i
0.0l e 1h il il hll Ll

Az ) 4 ny » - Ab . F .
accV al\‘\”c ¢S \\“ z\“‘“t\“ ‘\“«\“‘“d\“\\w‘“ ‘\s's“"?ﬁ“\,"- p\"-'l"‘p“ *\;p“&,o( :‘,u( o N ol \F A y A

E B35 [E Protein coding genes
B 4 FHARREIESGYF Ka F Ks BHEEMT
Fig. 4 Analysis of Ka and Ks substitution rates among Rhodiola tangutica and relative species
2.5 RGN 5 2 o T ik v
PABKZ= N AN (Outgroup) , FET2L50RE 24 MRS R B R 4 7 51,
AT T A 50R 8 EsRSR (ML) B, 25 R BIRa 5K 24 Mkh
PR SCHFR (bootstrap) R (100%) — MR RFHE (B 5) o ZKHEH
Cladel F1 Clade2 Wi K73 X, HH Cladel /ML 5K (R dumulosa) « 21
TE4L 50K (R. rhodantha) ~ FZ241 52K (R. wallichiana) ~ 1641 5K (R. stapfii)-
NI RCR (R sexifolia) « A 5K (R. hobsonii) « AL 5K (R. sinuata)-
BRAEL SR (R humilis) « WA 45K (R. prainii) FEIEELL 5K (R. ovatisepala)
HE%, Clade2 H KR 52K (R macrocarpa)  KBEL 5K (R. gelida) « 415
K (R rosea)  FAA K (R calliantha) « YLK (R. bupleuroides) -
AR (R yunnanensis)  KHELL 5K (R fastigiata) « RACLLFCR (R
crenulata) ~ XML TR (R sacra)  FEHA 5K (R tangutica) VIR 5K
(R. quadrifida) -« $EM 25K (R kirilowii) 155405 K (R. himalensis) ¥
B LR RALT Clade2 Y, SIURAFRKIRG K R (B 5) .
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[ Prunus hurmils MN259192 O;g;‘.lp
[ /NI K Rnodlole dumulosaMNTO4323 T

100 { A5 KR R rhodantha MNT94330
100 fT

R. integrifolia MN794327

100

100

[ AR KR sexifoliaMN109980 Clade 1
P54 R, hobsonii MNT94325
K R. sinuata MT460455

100

R. ovatisepala MN794328

——— KRLIK R macrocaipa MT460453
100 L REETRK R gelids OL742460

R rosea MH410216
E K R. calliantha MT460448
100 %2 —wui: SR R, bupleuroides MT460447
100 Z LK R yunnanensis MNT94332
—w ZHLRK R henryi MT460449 Clade 2

100
 E— {CHEZT K R, fastiglata MN794324
100 L k% R crenulata MN218690
EHLHK R sacra MN109978

{ JEHLRR R tangutica %
100 a1

VLSRR, quadrifida MT480454

100 { PENTZTIR K R, kinlowsi MT460451
.5

HUELER R himalensis MT460450

K5 ET4RKE 24 MMM SEERAFIMENREREMN
Fig. 5 Phylogenetic tree constructed based on 24 chloroplast genomes from Rhodiola species
BT AR RBYIM RGO E M Tl TH25 R WE 6, ZL5 K& Rhodiola )
ECYE IS A SF 3 15.50 Mya (95% HPD: 6.0-21.0 Mya) , Cladel #1 Clade2 JF44
I3, ARAE HR T T A A S B AR — 2P 1) A4 [R] A 1.97 Mya(95% HPD:
0.77-2.63 Mya) % 10.64 Mya (95% HPD: 4.16-14.18 Mya) .
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Mya

Outgroup

€ Prunus humilis MN259192 e

sa6 INAELHER. Rhodiola dumulosa MNT794323

SLEYRIE R rhodantha MN794330
RIZELLEN R R wallichiana MT460457

15.60 LJ FEAELLSE R R stapfii MT460456

WEGLLEER R hobsonii MN794325

329 = AMELELR R sexifolia MN109980

546

Clade 1

PR R sinuata MT460455

15.50 TEIELLEER R humilis MNT794326
1.97 BAELFR R ovatisepala MNT94328
PUEELLEER R prainii MN794329

| KEHLEUR R. gelida OL742460

! KPLFEK R macrocarpa MT460453
10.64

L3R R rosea MH410216
— SSEHLTIR R bupleuroides MT460447
10.55 3.10 FLLHLK R calliantha MT460448

10.64 ZHLRER R yunnanensis MN794332

o s it “lade 2
670 KAELZLELK R crenulata MN218690 o

KH¥ELLRR R fastigiata MNT94324
FHLIEER R sacra MN109978
SRR R himalensis MT460450
PEMFLLEE R R kirilowii MT460451
PUBLLEL R R. quadrifida MT460454
JEWLLERK R tangutica *

6.72

6.72

6.72

'l

0.02

2RO ER 95% e R B FE X TH] (95% HPD) .
Green bars represent 95% high posterior density.

B 6 HETLFRBYMRGRE W2 B /] 7

Fig. 6 Divergence time of Rhodiola species was based on phylogenetic tree
3 Wik 54w

M SRR e — o EL A N7 e B I (R 2 O Al 3%, 02 i S (eIt A T B 1
R EZ P, S5HA RS, ZERHKENT 120~180 kb, 4ifid 100~130 4%
(Xu et al., 2020; RHEE, 2022)  RFFLEREH, b a5 R Aok
[RI4H A R (PO AR £5 4, 42K 150 863 bp, JLgwtd 131 MR, & GC
N 37.8%, IR X GC T LSC M SSC X5 FEF AT # kil oy & e &
Rl BIRE IR HARRER AR A Dy Re AL N, X 5 e AT 0 20 5 K 8 A4
it S A R 2 ) 250« RRAE AT RER AL GRXFHIE, 2020 5KF9SE, 2022;
Zhao et al., 2022) , 1 Zhao 25 (2022) WXL 5 K& 6 NYIFH -S4 L K] 28
FIZH%E, RINHIERH K/ NETF 150 771~151 891 bp. GC & &N 37.7%~37.8%
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HEERFE L) SSC. LSC Al IR X3k 1)K 5 5 AHIF 72 485 SR 2 ABL, - Ul WA ARt 5
J T LSRG AR B DR A 0 2L o B VERRAS SR, RN R LI SOR R )
Pl B SRS IR 20 LA R B AR AU . A, FRATHBUCA IR A E A X AT &
rRNA B E &K GC FREZ2FH IR X GC FEK &SI EERK (Zhang et al.,
2012) .

TG TR I PR A AR E B TR v T [F) SRS TR (M I G, K HE R Ty
RE Mg AD (1Rl B B, fERE L . MR RIESE TR EE NS
FAE (S, 20185 FRFH 145, 2022) o 405 R SEA TR 4 %0 T
RSCU H KT 1 AR SIS 735 29 F, HEAHEM AU WiFHE (I UUG
LAG 252, HABBILL A/U 452D , BATHENXTRe R BT AL U & B
PR AZTFFBR RAR AN M L JRAF 51 L (Du et al., 20205 FKF%%E, 2022) o fAAEE
J7 552 e 55 LA AR W i S A PR 2H K BEVE AL T 1~6 bp B 751 (Yuan et
al., 2021; BFFES, 2022) , Z&EME. SEFEMEHAFLEML LS (Powell et
al., 1995; Pugh et al., 2004) , THIFPFLE . 1BIAL 2 FE 1 4R S0 0 4 2 S5 AT 90 40
W53 72 M (Kane & Cronk, 2008; Asaf et al., 2017) o J# 7 215t K444
F4H SSRALHT AR (354 AR (34 4k, H o HHRELR
B8 ATITA, X5 CHRGE 1 RE 3 T HADARTR), 3B 2R BE R ZH 1K) SSRs &
EEH M poly A Fl poly T i, ik C 8 G IHEBLER (Pughetal, 2004) .

SEHTHE TR, Ak R 2H A P 72 e NS5 W A8 S A A2 B T IR LSC A
SSC [X 3 sk Akt 45 i i ) (Huang et al., 2014; SHEAZE, 2021) . AWFst@ET
LR LT R B 7 A SRS R LI X I e A9 JE , R B TLB A 347
T rps19 BERIIX ] BRACHFLL SR . RACLL SR EMLL RN yefl 0] IRB Y
A ISB A 54k, HARAIFH K IRB/SSC AR N T yefl Fl ndhF HIE B X
JSA A JLA IS HIFE RS KRR B 2R, RH SRGKARIEMN
VUZILT S50 R T A Utk 1938 B TR DR /AN | B8 DX A o 8 5y T 2 0 v P — M
PRI, AHIE FEIN R LT 55 K SR P ik S A 5 DR 4H 45 44 i FE RS, JLB. JSB. JSA
FILA (i AR AT e IR XAk S US4 it 225 N . itk — B o i S 2
I BEAGRR BE, KR 4 R S FLE A (10 B (B g A 2 D HEAT Ka/Ks 2347
Ka/Ks 3@ H T PPl S B gL R 0 AE . Ka/Ks ELRRBIIL R4 7 1E
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FEERE 1 L PR (BEHE D SEifbiER (<D o REFFHEE AR R N
psaB FER PR FI IE %3, aceD H R AR [F R A o H L2 22 7

T, MR K2 7 51 A2 B THEY) R Gt AR SE 200 R 480 (it
7t (Nock etal., 2011) o ZL5 KRBV E PH AL X 1) —Fh L Ge b 25, Fila)
MFNTESEREIR, RN BHELZRRELEFU, VWiPRE R RFRKEHT
AR (BEEHAANTK NI, 2012) o SN T W IE LL50R B IR /- VR i) R e B AN
CRGKRFZR, MEEIHMNRAKE KR, A0S S K41 7 51 B 4 5 R
JE 24 MR G R ERR, ERRKINAFKIEFTA S RWFE R — AN S
FERR S 100%00 5 R0, HAH BRI ARSIl s R SR 5
RENIREE, Pi# BABIENEE R R A ARBINLR KRB R G KGRI
WIS Yu S5 (2023) R SRARIE R 7 21/ Zhang 55 (2014) FET 54
DNA %65 (rbeLs matK. trnH-psbA~ trnL-F R #3HEEBG X) H @20 5
KIBRGRKERBZEER B VAR T T M GAA SR PR RA K E
PECAUERI AT SE. BhAh, SHEEFASE (2004) FIF RAPD 2 FARICIRIT T4 =K
JEBIMISRG R R, RIWAKLAFREKMLFREN L, RERREL: 7
wEE (2004) KA UPGMA R AR R 5K 5 KA 5 R K%
REABOE, X WAFRADF L RAHE— DN, TR A 3R A B 4L 5t
KIBRIRG KB RFZRBNEIN . BT /B m R, S8 sRKEM
(bR 2 R PE /LA T R R AR AE 15.50 Mya R, SR LB ISR — B 24
W, P T Z B . BUMCAIE R B, R T A S A
IR, DA SRS S AT SE AL HE £ (Zhang et al,, 2014) . BRIk, ABFFLEEA
AR EE TSR B P BN GBI R G K B R R, 1 HLIE r] R R4 50K 8 5
ZREVE L TGN EAG DL R R IR OR Y SR L R R A
75 3R
AMIRYOUSEFI A, HYVONEN J, POCZALI P, 2018. IRscope: an online program to

visualize the junction sites of chloroplast genomes [J]. Bioinformatics, 34:

3030-3031.
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