FYIFIE  2025,45(6):873 ~887

Bulletin of Botanical Research

#F5E 18 3C Original Paper

BEUREY I SREERAEWSFENREAE
EER HERT kEE NEFE' R om' kgE>
(. TG A ARl 22 B, 18T 8100085 2. VHT R, VT 810008; 3. H EARkFE Ve Ik i I A i 5 i, P 7° - 810008)

B OE e RS A5 RRIE RE A S MU ) R M B R R F ML C R o WS I Mumina 5 38 &
WS- 15 % 7 MR (Tamaricaceae ) #4456 DR AL HEA T 0 P RN 36, 0F 5 & & 3R mOREMIR B HG 3 2% b
ML G B A i Lt R I B A 7 41 AR B VB AR VR RIS SR R IS F IR E R R R R E -
Z R R < 10 FEEMIRHAR ) I 2 AR [H 20 S5 4 249 O DU 73R S5 4, 41 154 684~156 178 bp s 4R L [ 41 21
BUARARL, 29 130 AL AR 2 FE TR 29 111 AN s GC 7t R85 A5 41 P Al e 1k 340 5 I8 1) e A g b S AR B TR
LA, K 2 27~54 A fa] P A3 41 (SSRO A a5, SSR S s Ml 1] 1 A 8% T AL s REE K T 4T 4h B se R 1
SERMN (Tamarix austromongolica) - Ak (Myrtama elegans)Uﬂ A KA & (Myricaria) » LA W R R,
10 Tl RE IR AR 4y M- Lt A L DR 20 5 K e AR AL, 3040 W R AEAE 22 533X AT R 3 BT RE I RHAEL ) R 98 R B G R AN
SE PRPBLRE -

KR AEHIRL AL R AL PR s REKH

RE S ES Q943 XERFREFG A doi:10. 7525/j. issn. 1673-5102. 2025. 06. 005

Structure Characterization and Phylogeny of
Chloroplast Genomes in Tamaricaceae
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Abstract  Structural characteristics of chloroplast genome could reflect the phylogenetic and evolutionary
relationships among plants. In this study, the chloroplast genomes of seven species from Tamaricaceae were
sequenced and assembled by the Illumina HiSeq platform. Combined with published chloroplast genome
sequences from Tamaricaceae and its allies, we conducted comparative analyses of chloroplast genome
sequence variation, structural characteristics, relative synonymous codon usage of protein-coding genes, and
phylogenetic relationships. The results showed that the ten chloroplast genomes of Tamaricaceae exhibited a
quadripartite structure, with a total length ranging from 154 684 bp to 156 178 bp. These chloroplast genomes
contained approximately 130 protein coding genes, including 111 non-redundant genes. The GC content and
relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU) were consistent with those of typical angiosperm chloroplast genomes.
Moreover, we identified 27-54 simple sequence repeats (SSRs) in each genome, which are predominantly
composed of A/T bases. Phylogenetic results supported Tamarix austromongolica and Myrtama elegans as
members of Myricaria. The results revealed the conserved chloroplast genome structures across the ten
Tamaricaceae species, with distinct interspecific variations that offer valuable information for resolving
phylogenetic relationships and identifying species within this family.
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ENEGIL:E7E- Y e D0 B S iy T N A S B
FOrHT IF A 2R 58 R E RN AR R A A B e
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Li 555 T X 2 881 Al (A Ik [ 2 2 11 G i) )
G o B A 2 N R R A R Gk
AR BE TR AR RGAELE iRk TR
Yy s JE ) 5L, I N 4 792 Fl FF 26 AE 4 v $E BUH
80 LR A B B AR R PR IR, ey T H i e e
TR R G R B W, il or P e RE 7 2K 4
HET S Ma 57X 9 RUAIIAE & (Impatiens)
H ) It S R R LA A7 43 A, 4t v 7 IR AR T 4
KA MMESIE R R KB P, £ GG m
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PRIE PN ISR G , BEAT I 2R RS D L DF % 4
TR LB BT R RA Y R R F R
Z, N oy HrEEMIRLAS [R] W) Fh 22 58 6 8 O R AR E
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1 #MR5FE

1.1 BRADRLAE ) I 4R B B S E N E
L11 #HEHEERR

BRI 7 AN EEMIRHE P 1 B A RUREAS 43 510 H
SEAEHN  Z AR B AL AR (T. arceuthoides) . )

B IK AL (M. prostrata) | 58 45 /K FAIKL (M. bractea-
ta) LIRS FITAEZLRD (R, kaschgarica) o MY AM R AR
Bl gy i HIRE I T4 5, 8 T UKAR h-20 CIRAT,
FEUEFR AT v B 2 e DU b s JUAE M 5 e
T A bR A (HNWP) o &2 B RS (7.
laxa; GenBank J¥ 51 5 : NC_066442.1) ., £ 3 £ H)
(T. karelinii; GenBank J7- 515 : NC_066443.1) Vb A=
M (T. taklamakanensis; GenBank J¥ %1 5 : NC_
054218.1) M 2R (R ZE 4351 T NCBIH R 8. B
MRAEFEIEL,

x1 YHRERFR

Table 1 Species collection information

Yt J& R A Hb HR AR bR FEUERRAR

Species Genus Locality Geographical coordinates Voucher

Tamarixiftﬁfpongolica Efgﬁ Deiﬁz%?gzhai 37°37N,96°58'E QXA0075

Tamaiﬁ%{fﬂssima ;ffgi Deigz%é\irnzhai 37°37N,96°388 QXA0176

Tamarﬁﬁfzi{ljhoides j‘frfgf;c Du?fféflihai 33°3IN, 98°TE QXA0191

Tamari)j&:fljli};:iplzanensis E‘fgﬁ Tajfi%fa;nﬁ ngnf)i/:\n{%an g 38°12'N, 80°%45°E TD-04001

Vorcuiapmaran Movia Dutan Qing SN QXA

Myrfﬁzk;iﬁeam ;{I(;Ejfrlzﬁi W:Tl’:f é%iihai 36°45'N, 98°11'E QXA0346

Reaumuflj'f/fongarica Rfijr/tnjﬁ;’ia Dujé:fii%ghai 36°33'N, 98°40°E QXAD436
Reaumris aschgarica Reaumaria G Qing STNOVWE QAL

T - * ANCBI_E T 89 B R R M S R L K 4L P 81 K8l

Note: * indicated the published chloroplast genome sequence data downloaded from NCBI in this study.

1.1.2 DNA#RREL R A

K AL CTAB 27 UFEAS 1 2 10 mg YA
MR P 15 7K 20 2 rp $2 O 284K DNA | 38 3o iR
TR JSE R K 6 i HL 5 A i 26 2 A v R B R
Ho A A R wlfby 4 B R 4/ v BESCE .
Mlumina /5 38 32 1 57 F- 55 NovaSeq 6000 # 17 Ji
150 bp B 8L I, JE 46 I P 0 28 Trimmo-
matic 0.33 #EATHE B 3 5 B i U8 , 455 FastQC
11.8 B A 5K it Jye 1) Jot &t PFAL , B 28 3845 5 T &
clean reads Hl TG e W15 B 220 o
1.1.3 B RAA R AR s

F) A GetOrganelle 1.7.5 A% H AR 15 3
fasta 46 2 SR AR I (R 21 ) 91 SO 5 2 2 i
# fasta SCAFFAEL T. B CPGAWAS2 (hitp://47.96.

249.172: 16019/analyzer/annotate ) H £ 17 1 B , #i
i gb 4 Y ISR AR BE R 4H T 91 S . R Sequin
15.50 B4 A i A6 I D1 E A Sl U A7 A R 5 Y
FrBE, BLAST HEX Jo T8 A B 4t i 7 B, — o 4
IS i 4 5 R LR S AL B R B U Y
gb SCHF A fasta SCHF . I FH OGDRAW 75 22 i 1
(https: //chlorobox. mpimp-golm. mpg. de/OGDraw. ht-
ml) X 75 B f) gb SCHF 22 il - 2 1A 3 DY 20 B AR 25
FPEL
1.1.4 KELFF 4 SSRFik

F4 fasta CAF T REPuter 78 28 T. H. (https ://bi-
biserv. cebitec.uni-bielefeld. de/reputer) H i 17 - 4
AL R K 5 4 8 10 BT (S 508 Match

Direction: -f, -1, -¢, -p; Maximum Computed Repeats:
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50;Minimal Repeat Size:8), B A5 T Ak, 15
B BEANFHAE Y - S AR BE AR K P A 1A 8
fasta 34 F MISA 7E 22 84 (https : //webblast. ipk-
gatersleben.de/misa/index.php? action=1) H1 43 #7 i
SRARFER A B AT S (SSR), Geit 40 #1 SSR (2
T BRI
L1.5 HZHFRE MM

7E Linux R 48 P27 MAFFT 7.409 214, HoXF
RIS 0 I SR AR SE R A fasta )7 51) , AR 9645 21 19 5
fasta SCAF 0 A7k K 20 25 A0 4 A, SETTARMIR} 104
P ib i B AT N 5 715 B o BB fasta SO A
DnaSP 6.12.03 # A4, X A% IR 22 25 MR kAT
Gttt 52K,
1.1.6 AZMAHY T RALA R B S

| F mVISTA %k 44 (https : //genome.1bl. gov/vis-
ta/mvista/about.shtml) 7 i LAGAN B =, DAV A= 1%
WIS 225 Y, REREHIRL 10 4> 52 1< 56 PR 2H AR
LRE HEAT PTAR AL LE XS 23 A o FIHT R 4.2.2 8044
IRscope 0.1.R KAk, 7E R 4.2.2 Hp{di F install 762>
LA T B R, [ F Library &6 00 22 B 45 10
WA 58 UG 3217 IRscope 0.1.R B F, i A gb C
1, 2 T 4 Wy ol sz 1) i /AP DL IX el i e b KR IR
I3 A L
L1.7 BATARIFES

K FH B RS P SN L 43 BT 05 %, 2T MAFFT
7.409 A 58 WA B AT R PP 51 L XS, 85 Co-
donW 1.4.2 A4 (https : //codonw.sourceforge.net/ ) Xif
i 16t 1) H AR R R AL T AT R g .
EMBOSS 7£ £k # {4 (http : //femboss. toulouse. inra. fr/
cgi-bin/emboss/cusp) A it GC & . XA RHEW T
HH (ENe) X [R] SRS T8 HTE (RSCU) L #565
¥ 1 AR B (GAD) FR] S % 2 3L GC 7 i
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FI 2 A, SRR T SR T AT
1.2 RERBSHUSN
1.2.1 HFERR

JE BEAE M (GenBank J7 815 : NC_066442.1)
h Mo AE AN (GenBank 751 55 : NC_066443.1) , 1h 7}
FEHI (GenBank J751 45 : NC_054218.1) . FE4 (Gen-
Bank J741 5 : MN229512.1) . 5 14 ( GenBank J3- 51l
= . NC_063470) . H 8% K #94: (M. squamosa ; Gen-
Bank J7 51 %5 : NC_060684 ) . #i {£.7K #1 4L (M. laxiflo-

ra; GenBank ¥ 51 5 : NC_072270) . ¥ &% i figh 46
(Frankenia laevis ; GenBank JF# 415 : MK397868.1) .
M W fE (F. pulverulenta; GenBank J¥ %1 5 .
MK397869.1) £ (RS K 21 7 51 T NCBIH R 4
G55 AT I 7 A4 ol R A - g A PR 2 0
o8, 2R AT 14 MR MIRHE P A0 2 Fh SRS AE
Pyt AR R A BRI R K B
1.2.2 RALXFHHME

N T HRTEMIRHE R R G LT LR, L%
ol T T R 08 46 R 8 46 A SR, A1) - g A 2
F1 4 5 X581 (CDS ) M - R G K F M. [ 1] Phy-
loSuite 1.2.3 X -2 (A 2K 1 4 11 IX 7 51 4R 347 L
Xof | SCEAE HE REARLTE PR, A8 5 AR SR AR T DL
357 A% 5 A5 2 9 A1) B SO AR ITOL 78 28 1
(https:/fitol.embl.de/) 1 HEAT 2R 55 & B A 119 Gt 48 A1
LIE! R o

2 HRE5HMH

2.1 EHRHEY SR EE BT
2.1.1 BApFHES AR B AR 5 R i
JIT 395 A5 A9 B A A W g A R DR A ) 4 K B SR
154 684~156 178 bp, M- AR P 41 24 2 4> I 1]
FE X AR R DUXA LA/ DL X ZH
R DU oA 2 40 SE R ZH R an P 1 iR . e
K HLHE DL X (LSC) K B2 84 374~85 859 bp, A HL
5 01X (SSC) K 4 17 540~18 308 bp, JX [7] &
X (IR) KB 4y 26 004~26 575 bp(£2) . WRIGHY
25 IR, 10 FPARAIN AL AR 4 S (A 3 R 20 41 A
AL A 130N, EEEEEA 1114, H
W HE G S JE R 2 78 Fh, rRNA JE A 4 Fh , tRNA
FEH L 29 (F£3),
2.1.2 kFARFNHHESSRIFELER
REPuter 73 71 4% 5 5 7~ , % AL B M0 L £h Mo A
M AR AEAE 3 FP A (M SCE R L IE W
BRI E G ) A T R R IR ) AEAE 4 FhE
H(MXEL GEMER RIMEE HAEE),
10 PRI R Y 244 50 ST FS), HInlSCHEE
FNEmEE S FEEE I, EEIFHRE
S AHE 10~50 bp(E12) . FIH MISA 73 Hr AR
Y SSR, G5 R, SSR A S ya IRy 27~54 41, ¥ H AT
THATRA AR ER AT S RRZ,C/G F iR
/b AUEAE T H SN . P ie P i SR 44 A
ZH R Y SSRs % H polyA B polyT ZH i (£ 4) .
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Reaumuria

chloroplast genome

chloroplast genome 154 684~155 514 bp

154 690~156 178 bp

B Y- Z 4:1 Photosystem I

B Y Z 48 11 Photosystem 11

B 4 {6 Zb/f2 A1 Cytochrome b/f complex

@ ATPA i ATP synthase

1A . O NADHf = # NADH dehydrogenase

Myricaria B IR (LB 2 RubisCO large subunit

chloroplast genome - B RNAZ B RNA polymerase

154 686~154 704 bp = o A/ N LB Small ribosomal subunit proteins (SSU)
& B ARV JE 5 1 Large ribosomal subunit proteins (LSU)

B #%ZRNA tRNA

B ZHEARNA rRNA

m EEEE, EBEK ClpP, matK

B HAth Others

O {55 M- 4444 REEHE Hypothetical chloroplast reading frames

E1 FUREYIREERARKE

Fig.1 Chloroplast genome ring map of the species in Tamaricaceae

®2 10FENRMEYMHREEEALHER

Table 2 Structure information of chloroplast genomes in 10 species of Tamaricaceae

K SR
- Length/bp Number of gene

Species %ﬂ;ﬁ:mqgli #?Lmqéi iﬁ;z ufcﬁﬁiifﬁ FRIZRNA - BEBRIERNA fifiﬁi‘ A

LSC SSC IR genome (RNA TRNA gene Total
LA Tumarix karelinii® 84787 18247 26571 156 176 36(29) 10(4) 84(77) 130(110)
FAMEAEEMI Tamarix laxa” 84781 18260 26561 156 163 36(29) 10(4) 84(77) 130(110)
VPHERRM Tamarix taklamakanensis™ 84 778 18257 26 571 156 177 36(29) 10(4) 81(75) 127(108)
BEALRN Tamarix arceuthoides 84766 18247 26575 156 163 36(28) 10(4) 84(77) 130(109)
HEAEMI Tamarix austromongolica 84379 18303 26 004 154 690 36(28) 10(4) 85(78) 131(110)
LA Tamarix ramosissima 84802 18254 26561 156 178 37(29) 10(4) 85(78) 132(111)
FERKHIAL Myricaria bracteata 84374 18304 26 004 154 686 36(28) 10(4) 85(78) 131(110)
B KR Myricaria prostrata 84380 18308 26 008 154 704 36(28) 10(4) 85(78) 131(110)
FAELIRY Reaumuria kaschgarica 85859 17571 26 042 155514 37(29) 10(4) 86(79) 133(112)
211V Reaumuria songarica 85046 17540 26031 154 684 37(29) 10(4) 85(78) 132(111)

T A5 AR R S A H 5+ ANCBI I N80 C & RS AL P 4177 51 B8
Note: The number of non-duplicated genes was in parentheses; * indicated the published chloroplast genome sequence data downloaded from

NCBI in this study.
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Table 3 Chloroplast genome encoding genes of the species in Tamaricaceae

2 el L AR FEE
Category Group Gene name Total

trnA-UGC” . trnC-GCA . trnD-GUC .trnE-UUC . trnF-GAA . trnM-CAU ,
trnG-GCC , trnG-UCC , trnH-GUG  trnl-CAU” , trnl-GAU . trnK-UUU ,

%E\II?A trnL-CAA™ trnL-UAA .trnL-UAG ,trnM-CAU ,trnN-GUU" . trnP-UGG, ~ 28
trnQ-UUG . trnR-ACG" , trnR-UCU , trnS-CGA , trnS-GCU" , trnS-GGA ,
trnS-UGA .trnT-GGU ,trnT-UGU ,trnV-GAC"
PERRNA " . . N
1 F 5 44 G L )rz}ﬁiiiAN rrn4.5 rrnd rrnl6  rrn23 4
Self-replication
telaiedigenes Largﬁfﬁ jﬂfilszunit 10132 1p133 1p120 1pl16 \1p122 pll4 pl2 rpl23 rpl36 9
T A /NI 3 rpsd. rpsll ., rps12°, rps3. rpsl5. rps7 . rpsi4. rpsl8. rpsl6. rps2. 12
Small ribosomal subunit rps19” . rps8
DNA it RNA R4 il
DNA dependent RNA polymerase TparlSpOCZEnpo SRt a
P—
N ADEIZI&?}E gfo?jfiﬂsze%lbunit ndhD .ndhA .ndhl .ndhE .ndhH .ndhF .ndhG .ndhJ .ndhC .ndhK .ndhB" 11
ZWRRRA N A R A BT vbel. i
RubisCO large subunit
ATP £ B
eI ATP syr?thase subunit atpA .atpE .atpH .atpF .atpl .atpB 6
Photosynthesis
1 RS T Wk
related genes i s;fmnit psal \psaJ .psad .psaC .psaB 5
SR G EE PpsbB \psbE psbL psbC.psbZ.psbF .psbH .psbN .psbK .psbl.psbJ.ps-
Photosystem Il subunit bM .psbA .psbT .psbD
2L 5 25 b/f A A IF
petB .petd .petG .petL .petN .petD 6
Cytochrome b/f complex subunit
C RN 2R A cosd |
C-type cytochrome synthesis '
B LG T infi {
Translation initiation factor
ST A RAG RIS aceD .
oL Acetyl-CoA carboxylase subunit
Other genes R K
Maturase K matk !
H N
P 1
Protease clp
f FE A cemd 1
Envelop membrane protein
RENTfig A A o N
JEN4 i) 152 HE .
Genes of B S P A vef3 \yefd yef2 \ycfl 4

unknown function Hypothetical chloroplast reading frame

T MRG0 E S B NI s AR BRIC * BR BEA 15 VLRI, #3081 DUFE I, #* 308 35 DL A

Note: This table counted the number of non-duplicated genes; Unmarked * indicated no gene copy, * indicated a 1-copy gene, ** indicated a

3-copy gene.

2.1.3 HERAEBEAFT EF 54 B ) i 2R AR D 2 R AT A2 R LX) o SRR
PLVD AR RIS AR B A 228 R mVIS- B 10 R R MR Aot it S (A 68 AT 20 5 Ak — 2
TA(SH: LAGAN) B 4 )it X 5 A O e G X OFP 4 g HEORST L ARG ) IX 22 S 80K, e
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A = %ﬂ%f =5 z‘ﬂe%eﬁ gﬁ%ﬁm u Eﬁi%iic B H10-19bp M20-29 bp *30-39 bp M40~49 bp = >50 bp
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T

4 z 4
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(=]
T

—_
(=1
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KELZPHIECR
Number of long repetitive sequences
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A
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Sl e e % %@ O
kS ‘%Q S &
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P)Ff Species

0 e e B

ARG P HECGE BRI P
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8
5
l>(%40-
E-E 30F
[
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® 5 o0k
W%DZO
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5
- 0%& Fo N D oD S
&%@@@ @%@ Wz& m@ % »‘@y Sefate Lo
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- \).3 Q

&.
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A.Number of long repetitive sequences ; B.Length of long repetitive sequences.

B2 10MENMEYHREERAKESRFT!

Fig.2 Long repetitive sequences of chloroplast of 10 species in Tamaricaceae

R4 10 FERWRAE YRR E E B SSR 2 E
Table 4 Chloroplast genome SSR type in ten species of

Tamaricaceae
SSR & #Y
Si%ezt:s SSR type
A/T C/G AT/AT

HRHAEMN T karelinii 40 0 3
JIREREMI T laxa 44 0 3
YHEREHD T taklamakanensis 40 0 4
BALPEN T arceuthoides 25 0 2
HSEM T austromongolica 36 2 2
ZABEN T ramosissima 41 0 3
Te R KIIAL M. bracteata 44 0 6
BRI M. prostrata 36 0 3
TAELLAS R. kaschgarica 48 0 6
2K R. songarica 46 0 6

JEAN RS IF AP IS IR 4 (B13) . FIIH
DnaSP 6.12.03 A4 3 Hr i 17 1R 2 5 M: (4L win-
dow length600; step size:200) . 5K, 5 s
DUIX Hedse, 2 A 2 ) 35 421X 370 O R AR e e U
TAAE TR DX P o ([ 4) .

2.1.4 IR/SC A R5#

B IR/SC I Ao A L , o Al He e Ak sk 72 34
R R (B5) . 258 8w, Frik 10 Fix
MIRHE Y i SRR SE A RS54 . CC & i L 4l
BB K B I 4 7 T AR X RS T AE LSC L SSC.
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Table 5 Codon preference of chloroplast protein coding genes of 10 species of in Tamaricaceae
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Table 6 GC content of chloroplast genomes in 10 species in Tamaricaceae

Y FENTGCHE HWIEMTGCHE BEEMNTGCEHE HGCH&E
Species GC1 content/% GC2 content/% GC3 content/% GC content/%
LA T karelinii 45.17 37.85 28.41 37.15
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VRN T taklamakanensis 45.07 37.82 28.51 37.13
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TAELRP R. kaschgarica 4521 37.70 29.11 37.34
2L R. songarica 45.20 37.66 29.06 37.31
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Fig.6 Heat map of relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU)values of chloroplast genome of 10 species in Tamaricaceae
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Fig.7 Phylogenetic relationships of Tamaricaceae based on the concatenate sequences of CDS
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