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B E KRR (Oleaceae) HJE T X THHMNIEKH (Lamiales), ZFHEWIE A B 1T (925 (8 F1#
e P I RO BB T )32 %, (AL BRI 43 o F v S e AP AR R e, P L BEAS 1 A BRI 4 % U5
IR AR o ARBFFEM NCBL N T 27 AR RISRAREE A7 5, s 1 ARBE S ANk 4 S 19
ANE 8 AN 27 ANFh, S LHEAT SR AR FE R4 EL A B DNA & TEH5 0041 S5 REM (1) AREHEY) I H 244
SR 85 0y R R DO A3 AR 5 K, K /NTE 154 kb~159 kb, (L5 80 MR AIGHEA, 30 /N tRNA K 4 > rRNA;
) WU RgE M LLE R I, LSC 5 IRb K SSC 5 1Ra X Ik 111 S IE K 43 AN rpl2 A yefl, ABAEJEE 2 IA
[FFEFE S g Aok o LI T RIIRREL 5 MR INAE R E R (Jasmineae) H K A4~20 kb {57 A1
aceD BRI ES, BRI HITHARE: (3) AR T EBR@EH KM, FRATIE R0 1) 58 5 v BRI S gk
DRI 2 E5 0 0 A R RH IR (1) 25 8 e D KR B3R T (4) T AR EARBRIRA K EN, 2RIFFBAR
BRI N S AR AN, S A REA S Kk, AREFFUESL T g R R AR R BHE Y 1) %
EH EAEEER, NARRKBERHEVIN RS R B ML 2 M IR DT 78 250 B FE Al .

REEE KRR AR ARTERI A PUMAZE R LS DNA KR, R E

Comparison and DNA Barcoding Analysis of Chloroplast

Genomes in Oleaceae

LiuRui Wang Bei GuoPeng LiuYanpei Wang Yihan Shang Fude” Lin Nan”

College of Life Sciences, Henan Agricultural University, Zhengzhou, 450002

*Co-corresponding authors, fudeshang@henu.edu.cn; linnan93@163.com

Abstract Oleaceae, one of typical family within Lamiales, is widely cultivated in the world due to the high
ornamental and economic value. The definition and discrimination have been challenging based on traditional
taxonomy, which highly impedes the protection and utilization of Oleaceae plants. In the current study, 27
chloroplast genomes were downloaded from NCBI, covering 5 tribes, 4 subtribes, 19 genera, 8 sections and 27
species of Oleaceae. We are aiming to explore the comparison and DNA barcoding of chloroplast genomes in
Oleaceae, and our results showed that (1) the chloroplast genomes of Oleaceae exhibited a typical quadripartite
structure, and the length of chloroplast genomes of Oleaceae ranged from 154 kb to 159 kb, including 80 protein-
coding genes, 30 tRNA, and 4 rRNA; (2) comparison of quadripartite structure found the boundary genes of
LSC/IRb and SSC/IRa were rpl2 and ycfl, respectively, but degrees of gene expansion and contraction have been
various among different tribes of Oleaceae. Meanwhile, synteny analysis revealed that Jasmineae was distinct from
other tribes of Oleaceae by ~20 kb inversion and the loss of accD gene; (3) compared to international universal
barcodes, variable hotpot regions and chloroplast genomes greatly improved the identification rate of Oleaceae
species; (4) our phylogenetic trees based on different matrixes were highly consistent and supported Oleaceae
divided into 5 tribes and 4 subtribes, the result was basically consistent with previous studies. Therefore, this study
confirmed that chloroplast genomes play an important role in the identification of plants in Oleaceae, and our study
will lay a theoretical foundation in promoting phylogeny and the research of genetic diversity in Oleaceae.
Keywords Oleaceae; Chloroplast genome; Comparison of quadripartite structure; DNA barcoding; Phylogeny
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ERA 27 NE, 29700 DMFE (Green, 2004) o HEAT 180 R FH, FEAFhEIE 85%LA b R E &% R
(Forsythia). T #&J& (Syringa). % V)& (Ligustrum) FIAJ# & (Osmanthus) AR Aty . AR EHEY) 5
i) 2, BAEENATHAESIME, BIEZMAH. TR MR O S Y, Bt @ s Eym
PR B R, EtHE R 2 A I FhREE . B T PREE AU AR AN N S 20 46 S DR 3 350 AR Bl e A i a1
AKBEML R SRR L, B2 ZMEYWG KL H—TH, ETHRENIEE SR IENAKRRHE
W R AN ] e B BRI Bk 1, i — B BRI AU R BRI T KR . R, PR R
BHE YR BT GHIR HERR 258, JUHIR 0 B B B It A3 S e ) A R OT e 431 R 4 % A DNA 2% 1Y
IR 7T 28 R B L o

WA AR R B 70 K20 5T, 500 32 SR R S i R ALK R R BL i — B Rl 7> AAS IR (Fraxineae,
) T#EIE (Syringeae, #iR). KB (Oleeae, 1% H). FEEHE (Jasmineae, HKRXAE), BLE | ARBEEHY
BEAGRRG (TEMEYERBE 2, 1992). BEET REOEELIS AR BRIV R RGP 5%EE, +
R IEE (Forsythia, x=14) FIE W& (Fontanesia, x=13) 437 )\ T & ji% (Syringeae) F1#4 % (Fraxineae)
PSR, BEHTES T IEMK (Forsythieae, x=14) fIE W% (Fontanesieae, x=13) (Johnson, 1957). A EREREHE
WIESEBR S FR R EEDAE . RSO ZEE e R, DR 20 2 i O S A R R A R, DAALE SEBR I
S S D] P S A [ YR R S 22 0] RN R R R ) () R S e ok — e I R HE . B I R R
ARIVERE WP A AR LA R A S BER A PR M52 iy, 1Y) DNA 50265 2.0 ME& 51N (ZEplek
MG HEE, 2015), EEEZNFHA (Genome skimming) 373 M- 4% 442 K 2H (Chloroplast genome, cp genome)
FIAZ L K 40 1 #Z B4 DNA (Nuclear ribosomal DNA, nrtDNA) 741, FA ¥ 2 0] ZRREE DA S MR ml ae 7y,
BE G R RS K GG SR NI 5 K 5 RS € SRt 8 %1% (Fu et al., 2022).

KEBRY T RS FME 5 7, Wallander 1 Albert (2000) 3T rps16 F1 trnL-F F B BOW AR B EF 25 4
& 76 NFIE ARG EN, SRR WRKT, B 5 AN, R TEEASAR, ARRHR
(Oleeae) H (1) (Oleinae) FIH5JE (Fraxinus) 1 ZSAr BANICIEWE T . Dupin 5 (2020) BEAZERifAR . HH2gik
MZEEE N RSk G bR — P50 uE T KRB RHEY 50 LA 5 M (Fontanesieae, Forsythieae, Oleeae,
Myxopyreae, Jasmineae) fll 4 4~ % (Oleinae, Fraxininae, Ligustrinae, Schreberinae), {H Oleeae H—LLJ&E [ &
GR B RAZVIAYIMT . Dong 55 (2022) 73 2 T 2R AAZE 4L, #% SNP B SR E R G R B ISR
BREMED > 5 AR 4 0. HAT, BT TR, RBEHN RS K B KRR/ ITIARAER 2]
ST Fitk, FNEES CRERIARBRIMSAERA#THESTIFEERLRGEKFTRAR: () I
B R} et S Ak 5 R 2L DY - 25 40 A e 17 0 S A AR s (2) 73 W ik 1 s i 5k IS RV 5 R 1 6 [X PR R %2
S (pi), TEERS A BAENAKRREHEYEE R DNA 28, (3) T A EEEE (SRR RAH, 79
MNMEAREEER, 106 MERMEX, 3 MEREHFEME, 3AEERFB) 2l EERRRRGKE K
R, VAL AS RO S0 R BRI RN ) S € e T, I A AR BB B 1A 08 28 B A SR B 5 9% U 10 4%
ZREEHE TSR I S
1 RS54
1.1 R B R} -S4k R 40 25 49 LB A 4T

0 27 AN RBHED I SRARFE R RN T AR R 22 53 SR DR R 3 H SR AT St A b, &5
R 27 AR B BB i S AR 5 R ZH 1) 02 BRI DY 7 A 465 0, B3 K 848 DX (large single copy, LSC). /)
FAFZ DI[X (small single copy, SSC) & 2 4~ [f] E & [X (inverted repeats, IRs). 27 /NMA B FBHE ) 25 4R 5 K] 28
K/INFE 154 849 bp (Trib. Oleeae: Nestegis apetala)-159 404 bp (Trib. Jasmineae: Jasminum fruticans), GC & &
1E 37.5% ~ 38%, LSC K E AT 81 851 bp (Trib. Myxopyreae: Myxopyrum hainanense) - 91 710 bp (Trib.
Jasmineae: Jasminum fiuticans), SSC [T 16 888 bp (Trib. Oleeae: Priogymnanthus hasslerianus) ~ 19
047 bp (Trib. Oleeae: Syringa yunnanensis), IR X [{JHKJELE 24 898 bp (Trib. Jasmineae: Jasminum fruticans) ~
26 646 bp (Trib. Oleeae: Priogymnanthus hasslerianus). A NEEFEH R 113-114 4~ HApfH 15 4 FEH
(rpsi6, atpF, rpoCl, petB, petD, rpll6, rpl2, ndhB, ndhA, trnG-GCC, trnL-UAA, trnl-GAU, trnA-UGC, trnV-
UAC, trnK-UUU) &6 1 NS T, G 3 DR (psl2, yef3, clpP) BAG 2 AN E T il SR ok



T, KIUAE R B (Jasmineae) 1] Jasminum fruticans FE/> aceD 7 (3R 1),

AW IEFEREARBEE K L 5 ANFh (Forsythia mandschurica, Fontanesia philliraeoides subsp.
fortunei, Syringa yunnanensis, Jasminum fruticans, Myxopyrum hainanense), XtV -ARZE R 34T LEE 0T
BRI, LSC 5 IRb K& SSC 5 IRa XM FIEK 538 rpl2 A1 yefl (B 1), #E IRb 1 SSC X,
Fontanesia philliraeoides subsp. fortunei (Fontanesieae) 1) ycfI 1] SSC X{W#% I 59 bp, Syringa yunnanensis
(Oleeae) [ ycfl ] SSC fw#% 7 1001 bp, £ SSC 1 IRa [X, Syringa yunnanensis (Oleeae) [] ycfI [ IRa ff%
7 871 bp. 1M Jasminum fruticans (Jasmineae) [] ycf1 1] IRa fw#% 1 1 358 bp (K 1).

1ARRAE 5 AR 2R S PRI 28 DU 7 A S5 40 LE A
T KRG SCAFRR A ZYFAEE Sh o Ai
Figure 1 Comparison of quadripartite structure among five tribes chloroplast genomes of Oleaceae

Note: If the species name is not marked in Chinese, it means that the species is distributed abroad
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Table 1 Statistics of structural features among 27 chloroplast genomes of Oleaceae
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;u‘\ﬁ K¢ N
BRE  MEEAN ocaR mE g RWABRsopr ssckr REE g mup
Fh i3 : . i K K% Length
. . Accession Genome GC Protein Length of  Length of Boundary
Species Tribe number size(bp) content /%  codin Number  Number — Total LSC (bp)  SSC (bp) of IR ene
P genesg of tRNA of rRNA  genes P P (bp) 9
ARIEA b3
Abeliophyllum FoYrI; thieae NC031445 155 982 37.8 80 30 4 114 86 742 17 834 25703 rpl2
distichum Y
TR SRTI
Chionanthus gﬁfg :?ﬁ MH817897 155 637 37.8 80 30 4 114 86 483 17 858 25648 rpl2
retusus
. . EN 3R
Jasminum fruticans . NC056244 159 404 375 79 30 4 113 91710 17 898 24 898 rpl2
Jasmineae
et
Fontanesia S MG255754 155 992 37.7 80 30 4 114 86816 17 936 25620  rpl2
philliraeoides Fontanesieae
subsp. fortunei
Forestiera K RM
pubescens var. ol e MK299390 155183 37.9 80 30 4 114 85 956 17 781 25723 rpl2
pubescens eeae
AR e
Forsythia RS MH559275 156 396 37.8 80 30 4 114 87 130 17 844 25711 rpl2
. Forsythieae
mandschurica
%.E' (i . A B MH817907 155602 37.9 80 30 4 114 86 433 17 765 25702 rpl2
Fraxinus americana  Oleeae
] 52 H5
HU W . . AR B MW599993 155610 37.8 80 30 4 114 86 486 17 760 25682 rpl2
Fraxinus chinensis  Oleeae
Fraxinus ol e NC052770 155 689 37.8 80 30 4 114 86 498 17 803 25694 rpl2
hupehensis eeae
7K H A S
Fraxinus éﬁﬁmﬁ% MK299393 155 560 37.8 80 30 4 114 86 332 17 820 25705 rpl2
mandshurica eeae
Haenianthus BRI MH817913 155 928 37.7 80 30 4 114 86660 17,832 25718 rpl2
salicifolius Oleeae
g IR A e
Myxopyrum o NC047485 156 064 37.7 80 30 4 114 81851 17 837 25688  rpl2
Myxopyreae

hainanense




Nestegis apetala

Noronhia lowryi

Notelaea
microcarpa
R

Olea europaea
subsp. europaea

Olea lancea

Mot A
Olea paniculata
PR N
Olea tsoongii
Osmanthus
americanus
Ligecia
Osmanthus
yunnanensis
etk 5 PP
Phillyrea
angustifolia

Picconia excelsa

Priogymnanthus
hasslerianus

Schrebera arborea

KT H
Syringa oblata
M
Syringa
yunnanensis

AT HE
Oleeae
Y NEEY )

Oleeae

AR R
Oleeae
Y NEEY )
Oleeae
AR HE
Oleeae
AR
Oleeae
AR R
Oleeae
NS
Oleeae
AR R
Oleeae

AR R
Oleeae
ARFREH
Oleeae
Y NEEV )
Oleeae
AR R
Oleeae
P NEEY D)
Oleeae
A M
Oleeae

MG255758
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MT560031
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155 602

155 019

155872

155 863

155 625

155 237

155 553

155 482

155 335

155 355

156 760

155 657

155 569

156 822

37.8

37.8

37.8

37.8

37.8

37.8

37.8

37.8

37.8

37.8

37.8

37.6

37.8

37.9

38
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80

80

80

80

80

80

80

80

80

80

80

80

80

80
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30
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30

30

30

30

30

30

30
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30

30

30
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114
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114

114

114
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114

114
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114

114

114

114

85 898

86 384

86 119

86 601

86 633

86 444

86 135

86 277

86 584

86 516

86 449

86 580

86 622

86 200

86 651

17 505

17798

17 474

17787

17798

17785

17 818

17 840

17 490

17 501

17 496

16 888

17 553

17 903

19 047

25723

25710

25713

25742

25716

25698

25642

25718

25704

25609

25705

26 646

25741

25733

25 562

rpl2

rpl2

rpl2

rpl2

rpl2
rpl2
rpl2

rpl2

rpl2

rpl2
rpl2
rpl2
rpl2

rpl2

rpl2
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Note: If the species name is not marked in Chinese, it means that the species is distributed abroad



PLZARAGER (Forsythia mandschurica) W SRR IERIHAE NS H 741, 8L E 5 DR BRHEY)H- 2%k
B P HHAT R 512 o0t (B 2), SRR, AR 5 [ 4L 1) ke ] 1) 8 X 1) e 971 222 S 2 8 T
51X, Forp IR XAHHE LSC X Ik E LR (K] 2)o  [RIBS 5o A JR B A i S A B DR 40 4047 FR 26 1 43 Hr (B 3),
g5 R IUNAE Jasminum fruticans (Jasmineae) (M) SRR LR ZH 1) LSC X342 7~20 kb MRS, KA
BRI R RILE yefd-yef3 Z 18], THEARBEE 4 AT S AR K A R BONIRST , AR IA R ) B
HESEMI I AR (K 3).

2 ARBRFL 5 AN RN SRR BRI 20 AR 7 L (UL Forsythia mandschurica {E9%7%5)

e BT OHET SRR IR K R SR TT ) PARAR R IRTEE AN 50%-100% 8751 — B [ 40 b s CNS: fRSFRIARGRAS X ;R
5 P SRR TR AZ YR [ A1 73 AT

Figure 2 Structural alignment among five tribes chloroplast genomes of Oleaceae with Forsythia mandschurica as reference

Note: Grey arrow above the alignment indicate genes and transcriptional directions; the vertical scale indicates the percentage of
identity, ranging from 50% to 100%; CNS: conserved non-coding sequences; if the species name is not marked in Chinese, it means
that the species is distributed abroad

3 RBERE 5 AN L SR I A 3L 2 A 3

. MEBERRFEEXE, OEEZAER CDS, SEMAE RNA, ZEMRE RNA; K5 CLARERZYPLEE S0
Figure 3 Synteny analysis among five tribes chloroplast genomes of Oleaceae

Note: Blocks of the same color represent homologous regions, the white rectangle is CDS, the green rectangle is tRNA, the red rectangle
is TRNA; if the species name is not marked in Chinese, it means that the species is distributed abroad

1.2 B KTERS KTE L KRR R B %

IR 27 AN BB ) 1) 1 G A K DR R o A ) B X3 AT R R 2 M (pi) i, RILER A 4niY
FLAH) pi fE7E 0.000 79~0.045 23 (K] 4A), fEEHIAIRGXIRA, FpifH7E 0~0.079 1 (K] 4B). ZEGHE
KRRy SR A B PR 20 b (9 78 S A i (S B L B B T B R BRI R A, R E A RS IX, ik
H AR ST A EUAL T BT = AR 4 02 clpP (0.261). rpl22 (0.164). rps18 (0.151) (B 2), {EFE K 6] b
X, fik AR AL AL T /T = B 3E K 5 52 trnH-psbA (0.311)« ndhF-rpl32 (0.247) rpl32-trnL



(0.224) (£ 2). AWFFH— P LR T H brid H &Y (matK, rbeL, trnH-psbA) Fjiik H R 3 A w28 R
B (trnH-psbA, ndhF-rpl32, clpP) [FFPIANEAE BE S, 45 BRI marK FERUA rbeL FE PR (/) Fof 6] 38 A 15
BITE 0~0.015 28], T trnH-psbA FEIRTE 0~0.035 28] (B 5A). b4k, fmk kG 2 AN mas s B
ndhF-rpl32 Fl clpP {7 8] 3845 BE 85 43 I 7E 0.005~0.035 Z [A] A1 0~0.05 2 7] (B 5B).

P 4 27 AR R A A 2 19 4 g ke ) AR K] i) s DX A% PR 22 251k
Figure 4 The nucleotide diversity of protein-coding genes and intergenic spacer regions among 27 species of Oleaceae
R 2 AR 1 g Jk PR 5 5 R ) B X ) e 2 S P B

Table 2 Highly variable fragments of protein-coding genes and intergenic spacer regions in Oleaceae

L. FEF iN=Yiva

- A AL B oy TR g e o0
Genes length No. of variable No. of parsimony % of variable % of parsimony

sites informative sites . informative sites

(bp) sites

clpP 675 176 28 0.261 0.041
rpl22 489 80 19 0.164 0.039
rpsi8 464 70 9 0.151 0.019
trnH-psbhA 586 182 76 0.311 0.13
ndhF-rpl32 547 135 47 0.247 0.086
rpl32-trnL 940 211 79 0.224 0.084

P 5 AR SR A o 8 FH 2% TR RN 5 38 S5 v BT W) 288 4% B S 20 A

Figure 5 Distribution of interspecific genetic distances for international universal barcodes and highly variable fragments of Oleaceae



13 ETHRGEERARBHNRALFTRR
AT WIFET 27 DA BRRHEY) E RIS AARFE R ZH (179 165 bp) . 79 M T A ZRISFEE (66 672 bp)

106 MERAIFEIX (36 736 bp)~ 3 A EPRIEF 4TS (3 355 bp). 3 NEAEF A B (1 449 bp) 3% 5 MRS (E
3), ZrplFETERORAUSR (Maximum likelihood, ML) F1 U-1172; (Bayesian inference, BI) #J## R4t K B, 45%
KRB, Fe T BRI H ST R i A 5 1 B I ) R GE R B R BRRME I %€ BE 170 71 48.15% (13/27)
(Kl 6A) 1 59.26% (16/27) (Kl 6B), {HEAESF BN RGK B RAEAR B (Oleeae) W (Olea europaea
subsp. europaea~ Olea lancea Olea paniculata. Priogymnanthus hasslerianus. Haenianthus salicifo
lius) VIARREAT BVELFHIAENT, SCREZRIINCT 50%. FET-E M YRt Jik (Al R J5k DA ) g DX R A 1) SR 8 K B TR 4
TERE 130 88.89% (24/27) (Kl TA; I 7B), 112 TSR AR JE R ZH AR R BHE Y %5 58 D 2 mik 100% (27/27)
(Kl 8).

R3ARBRE 5 FhEn M 24

Table 3 The parameters for constructing phylogenetic trees in five data sets of Oleaceae

AR ) .
K & . Z, i 4
Bl b KR " ik gk RIERESE
Data sets & Method Partition ~ Best model Method Partition
(bp) score
score
i R ABM IR FX .
27 A G R4 ﬁiﬁum ﬁoﬁj EJE U
TR AE 179165 likelihood partition  -456950.857 ~ DAYSIAN -458679.761
27 chloroplast genomes inference .
Partition
B KASRIE .
79 N 1R Maximum i
C. - 66 672 likelihood 11 -158831.733  Bayesian 11 -159063.035
79 protein coding genes 1kelihge .
inference
106 /52 i) [X BRI U7
106 intergenic spacer 36 736 Maximum 7 -117418.503  Bayesian 9 -117880.886
Regions likelihood inference
3 E Bl H 45 R RAASRE T i
Three international 3355 Maximum 3 -9827.932 Bayesian 3 -9883.736
universal barcodes likelihood inference
3R T B RAIRIE Dk
Three highly variable 1449 Maximum 2 -5939.762 Bayesian 2 -5997.468

fragments likelihood inference




6 F= T HONMBARE (ML) Al DUk (BI) A4 AR BRRHE Bl F S5 TERD A 28 53 i BE R R B W
7E: K 1UF bootstrap<60%, k{LF bootstrap: 60%-100%; 5 o 4R R R ZYIFLE E 43 Fi
Figure 6 Phylogenetic trees of Oleaceae species using Maximum likelihood (ML) and Bayesian inference (BI) methods based on the

international universal barcodes and highly variable fragments
Note: The blue asterisk represents bootstrap<60%, the red asterisk represents bootstrap: 60%-100%; if the species name is not marked

in Chinese, it means that the species is distributed abroad



7 HT B R AIRE (ML) A1 U2 (BD M AR R R 79 AR I gmADHE R A 106 A~ A [H]BG X R G K B

T K FOREBORBMRE (ML) 5 UM% (BD MR RFKEMZFEA 8 REH 3 AFRITRAZ I FAE 434
Figure 7 Phylogenetic tree of Oleaceae species using Maximum likelihood (ML) and Bayesian inference (BI) based on 79 protein-
coding genes and 106 intergenic spacer regions

Note: The black asterisk represents incongruence for phylogenetic tree of Maximum likelihood (ML) and Bayesian inference (BI); if
the species name is not marked in Chinese, it means that the species is distributed abroad

DA SRAASE RN AR R B R G R BB, S5 R SRR 27 DARBREBHE R 73 9 5 DI 4 DR Hrh =L
FrRAZ AR (Myxopyreae) i 13534332, J£15 Forsythieae (545 R b0l (K 8). [N, FATMILE R BT
¥F Oleeae Al Jasmineae )35 2% ¢ R854 (BS=100%, PP=1). TEAEMjE (Oleeae) #', Schreberinae N F- 71k
HRA WIS Ligustrinae HISEZ 55 RET (BS=100%, PP=1). H:t', # Oleinae T HAEH 11 N&E,
Noronhia N5 kW JE . [FEIRFAE Oleinae W, Osmanthus ") Osmanthus yunnanensis F1 Osmanthus
americanus N5 N—3Z, {H Osmanthus americanus 5 Chionanthus retusus+Olea tsoongii 8 8—3Z; [FI’A Olea
#J (Olea europaea subsp. europaea+Olea lancea+Olea paniculata) ¥ N—37, 1 Olea tsoongii 5 Chionanthus
retusus € 9—3 . £ Fraxininae FIH — S8 (Fraxinus), %)& TH 4 MIMEN—3, MR REE
(BS=100%, PP=1). It4t, FATHIRGIK EW G FARZISCRE Forsythia 1 Abeliophyllum 35— 3Z (BS=100%,
PP=1) H5 Fontanesia H15:4 ) K508 (K 8).



8 EF R SRYE (ML) AUk (BY) MR AR BRI SRR H R G R B W

T ARG SCAFRE R Z YL S0 A

Figure 8 Phylogenetic tree of Oleaceae species using Maximum likelihood (ML) and Bayesian inference (BI) methods based on the
chloroplast genomes

Note: If the species name is not marked in Chinese, it means that the species is distributed abroad

1.4 EEFFI2H

XA R B RS R SSR W) 7 A KA R H E it AT e vk, S5 R K IAE S M (Fontanesieae) [
Fontanesia philliraeoides subsp. fortunei. %E58Ji% (Forsythieae) [ Forsythia mandschurica. KENE (Oleeae)
H Syringa yunnanensis A% A% (Myxopyreae) [ Myxopyrum hainanense % %&Ji% (Jasmineae) 1] Jasminum
Sfruticans TEEH 6 FiZEHY SSR (I ER. K ER. =&ZEFR. WEKEHER. TWiZHR. NZHR) (B
9A). {E Fontanesia philliraeoides subsp. fortunei ", EIZTEREERN 52 4>, HAPRZTREERZ (46,
88.46%), L HMRHERD (2, 3.85%), KKIA =T R. IZ TR AL EFREN . £ Forsythia
mandschurica 1, BAZFREEN 631, HPHEFHFREERZL (49, 77.78%), AR I HREE
B (1, 1.59%), KRS EFRE ., 1E Syringa yunnanensis F, EWZFREEN 714>, Hp gL
R E R % (53,74.65%), SZEHBREERD (2,2.82%). 1E Myxopyrum hainanense #, S BRI EN 79
A KPR HREERS (64, 81.01%), = HRMERD (1, 1.27%), REKIMANZETFRIE . £
Jasminum fruticans W, BMEEFRHEEN 79 1, HPRZHFRAERZE (46, 58.23%), TZFRED (1,
1.27%). Jasminum fruticans F1 Myxopyrum hainanense F S FRBERZ, YN 79 . 1E Fontanesia
philliraeoides subsp. fortunei £ &6 KB HREER D, 524, IXFE Syringa yunnanensis 1 Jasminum
fruticans TR I G H NI RZER (] 9A). SSR fE LSC. SSC K IR X ¥JH /4, {BAE Forsythia
mandschurica #, KKRIAE IR XA SSR 7344 (K] 9B).

EFELL EARBEL 5 MREI SRR, WHESRFAATRN, LR 4 FEEFS] (E 90).
1t Syringa yunnanensis 1, H 4 MEE)TH], HPIEMELZFHIHE (59, 52.68%), HAERFHIHRD (1,
1.69%). f£ Myxopyrum hainanense ™, RAGIE[FEEFHMECES P45, Ko EmEZFH (15,
42.86%), RICEEFF] (20, 57.14%). 1E Jasminum fruticans ', A 3 FREEFH], HA kR EE P&
% (73, 62.39%), H XA E CEEFH (42, 35.9%), &HEZF I &P 2, 1.71%). £ Fontanesia
philliraeoides subsp. fortunei 1, H 4 FpELFHIHRA, HPIEWELZTFIIRZ (25,2.04%), HIKEFCE
BIT5 (24,47.06%), RAEBEFHIFMEANELTHIIIN 11, 1.96%). {E Forsythia mandschurica ¥, KA
2MEERFH, KR EEFIIRZE 24, 52.17%), HURIEFMER T (22, 47.83%), KRAIAKIAE
B A EANE LT (K 9C). 5 MARBREH SRS K H =5 7 4 K2R 24 7 30~34bp, DEEL
FFAKEAE 50~54 bp, HEFHIKSE>60 bp XI5, Jasminum fruticans F)EE 754 H % (K 9D).
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Figure 9 Analysis of repeat sequences of five tribes chloroplast genomes in Oleaceae

Note: (A) Type of simple sequence repeats; (B) Distribution of simple sequence repeats; (C) Number of interspersed repeated sequences;
(D) Length of interspersed repeated sequences; if the species name is not marked in Chinese, it means that the species is distributed
abroad

2 38
2.1 M-SR A4k R 4 45 4 LU B¢

A FEEA TRER 27 DPARBRIM SRR A, RF TIARBE 5 M5 4 DR 19 Mg 5 H
SRR SN AT S L T R RGK B R REEE, 45 BRI B R 4 1) - S A I TR 40 285 R A R 5
RISV SR S5, R ZHKR/INE 154 kb-159 kb, R B B R} -2 4 58 (R 40 5 i AW FE R 3t B I K
& — % (Zhang et al., 2012). AT, AR A S Ad Ik D] 20 5 ¥4 7 I (0] A [R) A7 AE 2 2 I 258 5 (B 1)
ERERREE F, REWE (Jasmineae) TAELE aceD FER MBS, B R X )T HA K. fE4 TR SR}
(Fabaceae). AAE} (Poaceae). #5## £} (Campanulaceae) & E Tl Fl (Acoraceae) 15 K I aceD 3E K FE KL%
(Jansen etal., 2007) HHF 7R W] aceD FERIAEAERF IR S v & F R 4% B ZE/E H] (Kode et al., 2005).  FRIE,
HEM R (Jasmineae) H' aceD FERI 6K AT BE2 LRI PH AL IR —Fh R . tbsh, WEHEFRIN aceD
FER A E R W e S BEHEFFA K (Lee et al,, 2007), AT 20347 IR MM R BIAE R % (Jasmineae)
H, LSC XIKH yefd-yef3 Z I8 KA T~20 kb KIEIAL, AL TIX—7TfE.

FATHE— P B IL Y R SR A2 57, A5 RO DR R FHEIE LSC 5 IRb LK SSC 5 1Ra X (1iL
TR 5y A rpl2 TN yefl o ABFEAS R RIERE AL AL B B A BB 20,  FEnfe IRb A1 SSC X, AHE
FARBEBI AN yefl 1) SSC WA T (78 bp-1 001 bp), Trib. Fontanesieae (Fontanesia philliraeoides subsp.
Sortunei) 1] ycf1 {17 SSC fi#% 7 59 bp (Kl 1), WLV IR 5 SC LA X K4 59 ik 2 T BUEY H 414
FERHK AR (Kim and Lee, 2004). FLinZRigE B 25 (2022) S TAZ AR |44 3 [K] 20 45 44 48 7 1047
N, R IR/SC A S IX IR A4 s 4 vl g T 20 T KTAS [AA 23 4 25 D] 28 1 B AR A T At
SRR ERE . Rk, TEARWFFAEEL 5 ANGEF, Trib. Fontanesieae (Fontanesia philliraeoides subsp. fortunei) [f]
2R AR BRI ZH K FE (155 992 bp) 240 T HoAth 4 AN BIP0FH (156 064 bp-159 404 bp) Al g2 T IR X1 SC X
WA AR R s 595K 2 BN .

2.2 DNA & TERSHR 5T

DNA KIS EAR & — P B I Fh 558 7715, F 22PN — B B . 54 38 H B 208
A5 (1 — B DNA JF 8RS Wb A7 #ERfS % ¢ (Hebert et al., 2003). 2009 4F, CBOL 142 LG 78 /N 4142
HOR I SRARFE RN A ) matK . rbel FEIR DA SRR R R X () ornH-psbA | BAE AEYIFRAER) DNA Z%IE65
(CBOL Plant Working Group, 2009). HI AT UL E v Befiit 7 —268fF 78, Lhan, Kim 55 (2014) 3 H2gik



B ERE 22 8L (Orchidaceae) HEYIIEAT S 5E, 2R KIN atpF-atpH+psbK-psbI+trnH-psbA #H6 Fr BE AT LIS
ZEHEYAT IR S E (BT E N 98.8%). Mk, TREFZRSE (2021) KILLL ITS M1 ITS2 N3, matK. psbA-
trnH 5 AT S0 25 B A iRk S IR P S AERR PR ) S8 o AR AU T S N BRI R SR B RN R R R}
TEWII %58 BE T IEAT VAL, 5 ORI e th ORIV iy 28 e BORH MR 4858 RE 1N 59.26% (16/27), B &
T EPrEH KT 48.15% (13/27). B4, BT WS4 SR A 20 RE 8 52 (i 58 22 190738 e Ao R RIS AL R, AT RA
XTYIMREATERR B4 o AT AN T SR AR BE A Rl k4T T DNA S6TERS IR 78 . LLin Fu 5§ (2022)
FET 8 NMIREEXTHLEYJE (Rhododendron) FEYNHAT DNA TS IR FT, 45 SR R I S A S PR A0 A1 RS s
Y 52%M % € R B g & T ITStmatK+rbeL+trnH-psbA (33%)  ITS+matK+trnH-psbA  (29%)-
matK+rbeL+trnH-psbA (24%)~ ntDNA (19%) %€ % ; Song & (2020) J= TS R B bR 20 J 7 BEvb 45
& (Calligonum) TYIFAT DNA SKTERSRIRETT, 45 R R AR T B il FH 25 TEAY . matK+rbeL+trnH-psbA
(33%) HISE R, 2RI DR 20 1) %5 e 2 0] DL 2] (78%); AW AN AR RHHEIT DNA LTS 5T, 455
RIABIR T =78 57 B 59.26% (16/27) 4 ERE ST, Ba T SRR B R ZH A B 1K R 40 B 0T 0P ) 46 7 e
FIEIE 100% (27/27). L4 LA LAF T 45 B3 0 1 e AR IR 41 AT F -5 AR B BHEY) DNA 2L AT ¢,
AT A R AR % VR %) A 4 5 A R R R 2 R
23 RAKE M

BT SANFERHEN KRR R A KGR ZMATEGE, #—PUESE T Wallander I Albert (2000) %f A
BREES AR 4 MR R R . B, BRATFFRIZATR (Myxopyreae) fir T R4 K B M IEERS, AR
B Bt KR R R 16258 (K 8), 1%245 35 Dong &5 (2022) & T 2R AR K 2H K #% SNP #2211 R4t
KEWMGE R FNAERES L, BRIZAKBE Myxopyreae) HIMERA [F] T A B R} HAD & A4 T 1 IR R,
JEAZ A (Myxopyreae) Alr]_E R EER (Wallander and Albert, 2000), 7] i, FEAFN 5T FIIEH 2 52 Fk
BRI A3 oK o RIS FRAT TR I SCKF Jasmineae £ Oleeae MISE4 K R, 81T AR & AL 22 Lo IR
BRI LA Jasmineae F1 Oleeae F AR I & A ARJBMIH (oleoside), #t—HZFFIX 2 MNMEMEL KRR
(Jensen, 1992), H# 5T RS kK A 45 % — 2 (Dong et al., 2022). & T &H Ao FiEds KL
Forsythieae 1 Fontanesieae 2 /NMiEH, AT Forsythia TR, Abeliophyllum F1 Fontanesia [ 55535
FRR, BN Abeliophyllum F1 Fontanesia W24 K REGE (Taylor, 1945), {H3: T G a4 1k =
53 (I TR W Abeliophyllum F Forsythia 3 (AR EE S5 N 14 IS H AR (cornoside), 1M Fontanesia
IR EE N 13 BEAEHBAR (cornoside), FILINN Abeliophyllum K1 Forsythia W35 %% & ik
(Taylor, 1945; Jensen, 1992), [FIH Dupin %5 (2020) 2T 80 NMHERAAZER L 37 AMRAIAREEDR . A% LR 73744
BARBERRG R EN, @RI FE Abeliophyllum F1 Forsythia % — 32 H A J& T3% /% (Forsythieae),
AR L RS Dupin 45 (2020) W70 45 B — 2. 7£ Oleeae P, Oleinae. Fraxininae. Ligustrinae A
Schreberinae 35 B A AH A 1) G AR L2 (x=23) WIBLLF 4 KA 22 (3 & A BT flavone glycosides)
(Taylor, 1945; Wallander and Albert, 2000). HH', 7 Oleeae #1, Schreberinae /& & /b R %,
1 Oleinae 5 Fraxininae [F3E4 ¢ R0 HAETEA F = H ARMISH N HEEA 2. Fraxininae T 4 M4
J& (Fraxinus) #Fh 5y —32, AT NBIREFu s ARG (AR EHI 0y 23, SCRP R R 3R KT, AHT T
ARG R G WSCRFZLE 18 (Taylor, 1945) (14 8).

gr b, AT R B RE P S A DR AH 540 A e S A U AT AT S, IR B TR R B A A
ARG K BN, DN 7 HYMHWCR, IARBEHEY MR IR %08 . FIH SRR AL
Ha
3RS
3.1 BlE kIR

AT 27 DNARBR AR LR 751, # N4 H NCBI (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih. gov/) 24f & 1,
HARER T ARBEL 5 AN (5/5), 44NN (4/4), 19 D& (19/27), 27 # (27/700) REFHED . HAFI PR,
FPAVE ST IR RS B LR 1.
3.2 RERIH SRR A LB ST

FIFH Geneious v. 9.0 F A% L4 K R HIAR B AL 27 /NS A4 JE R A 10 5 A 3EAT AR IE, - [R]B Xof  F7 B R (1)
K. REEE & GC & E%5E BIHTS 1T (Kearse, 2012).  HH T AR BEHEY) I ZRAR S R 2 78 1K IR 5
P, DRI R AR S DR 20 L L 73 BT ISP e B 1 AR AR BR B 5 AN IR IR AR FE R 2H. Forsythia mandschurica
(Forsythieae). Myxopyrum hainanense (Myxopyreae). Fontanesia philliraeoides subsp. fortunei (Fontanesieae).

Syringa yunnanensis (Oleeae) Jasminum fruticans (Jasmineae) #7534, & F IRscope (http://irscope.shinyap



ps.io/irapp) FEZL M3t (Amiryousefi et al., 2018) Ll AR R ZRARFE R A1) IR 14 5B, X6 DY 3 AR 25 46 A4 S5
AN FFER LG 58 5k B G 34T 90 [FIEE, LA Forsythia mandschurica (MH559275) NS5 751, 435
{# ] mVISTA (https://genome.lbl.gov/vista/mvista/submit.shtml) 7 £k f 35 # [1] Shuffle-LAGAN #% 2 MAUV
E B A1 Align sequences X AR A& A 5 DR 20 1R 45 460 7% e B HFI R AT Al (Frazer et al., 2004; Da
rling et al., 2004).
3.3 B KL IV R B AR R B I ik

FIH PhyloSuite v. 1.2.2 #AF 53 AR AR B EL 27 ANt pRFE R H v 79 AN ILA 18R B gabd AL R AT 106 A4
(5] % X HEAT R HL S LU X (Zhang et al., 2020). [FIB), FE&T DnaSPv. 6.0 H A 73wl v HHAZ H IR 2 &M (pi),
TR A A (Variable sites) Ff# 2015 B 47 &4 (Parsimony informative sites) M fiESR 1S 3 a8 A B
(Rozas et al., 2017). Ay 1 1FA% [ brid H S TR A0 AR BB BHE Y % € 86 /7, FIH] TaxonDNA v. 1.0 F {2
T“Pairwise Summary” 5 [ B8 FH 5% T RS A 1538 57t P BAE A R ) v f A [ 383 A% (e 2 4 11 A 1) 32 4% e 9
R 4341 B (Meier et al., 2006).
34 RGRE

%6 H A PhyloSuite v. 1.2.2 BATHEIIF 2] 5 MAFERIHFEH TARBREM RARK EEE, 7570 ARE
By 27 M apfRIE R, 79 NMERAMMER, 106 MERERX, 3 MEREHZENE, 340 TR
F Bt (Zhang et al., 2020). FATLLILZEBE AL (Cornaceae) LIZE B J& (Cornus) W4T &M Cornus controversa
(NC_030260) 1E NHFEEE (Lee et al., 2007), 1] PhyloSuite v. 1.2.2 #fEH1 ) MAFFT {45t 5 a2
HIEEXT 5 ERBCRCHBE (Zhang et al., 2020), AR¥E VIt Hi{E S Bayesian information criterion (BIC), #H
ModelFinder Xf DA b #5045 4 40 7] v 550 5 A6 A% 1 IR B AR B A dge 10 0 IX S &, 20 ol M) o R ABL RV
(Maximum likelihood, ML) F1 I1iH-#7% (Bayesian inference, BI) # KR EI ZRGA R E WM. HHF|H MrBayes
v. 327 BRI I RS R B, DRATREE (MCMC) K% E N 2 000 000 18, Sampling Freq %X & N
100, Burnin Fraction &4 0.25, Number of Runs % # 4 2, Number of Chains ¥ &4 4 (Ronquist et al.,
2012). FIF Tracer v. 1.7.2 B A5 Fifa S HU S 0 (Efficient Sampling Size, ESS) #H/7 4556 (Rambaut et
al., 2018). - FEABIIRIZEFI 1Q-Tree A HIEAREFL RS F M, Bootstrap BLE N 1000 K. ), FIH
Figtree v. 1.4.3 (https:/github.com/rambaut/fgtree/releases) F 145 A3 IR SCLEBEAT AT A4
3.5 EHFFSIE SSR AT

NTHRFARBRHEDH M ESL P A5, FIH REPuter (https://bibiserv.cebitec.uni-bielefeld.de/reputer)
(Kurtz et al., 2001) fEZ M3 E £ DL B 5 DA BB SRR I R4 (Forsythia mandschurica. Myxopyrum
hainanense. Fontanesia philliraeoides subsp. fortunei~ Syringa yunnanensis~ Jasminum fruticans) W5 % € H
1EA E Z ¥4 (Forward repeat, F). & [A1 5 & J7 51| (Reverse repeat, R). H.%M# & [7 1] (Complement repeat, C)
e S EE 74 (Palindromic repeat, P). S0 B Hamming distance: 3, Maximum computed repeats:
5000, Minimal repeat size: 30. [FIHf{H A MISA 7E & ™ 3k (http://pgrc.ipk-gatersleben.de/misa/misa.html)
(Thiel et al., 2003) X A FRF} - L A4 Ik R 41 1) 7 B2 8 &2 )7 %) (Simple sequence repeat, SSR) #4T4t1t, 2%
W BRI AR (Mono-nucleotide): 10, —#%F & (Di-nucleotide): 5, =#%H MR (Tri-nucleotide): 4,
VURZ IR (Tetra-nucleotide): 3, FLIZIFIR (Penta-nucleotide): 3, 7SHZTFFR (Hexa-nucleotide): 3.
YEE TTER

KIS AT ) ST BT M SEIR B FL AT N, S sl 2 i, IRSCRIRR SR, E UL SE.
XIFEEE A £ —0 2 5 LI Btk MRS 45 R0 # s s AR 2 T H B dg B3 L si N, fR S st
B by WIXCEESBH. SR # R B R R A DU
g

AW T T B A8 e S AR ORI I H (23A180011) VAT R A8 BELOK A 4 % 101(201300110900) RIS A4
SR SR IR E) I H (202102110004) F1i] 5 AR Mk 2K A G I gt i B J6 [F %58,
BN
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