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Abstract; Based on the sequencing result of chloroplast genome of Juniperus przewalskii Komarov by
using Oxford Nanopore PromethlON sequencer, sequence alignment and inverted repeat (IR) region
boundary analysis were conducted for chloroplast genomes of five tree species including J. przewalskii and
Juniperus squamata Buchanan-Hamilton ex D. Don, which originally belong to Sabina Mill. and now
belong to Juniperus Linn., and phylogenetic analysis was performed for 15 tree species in Cupressaceae.
The results show that the chloroplast genome of J. przewalskii is a loop tetrad structure, but the tetrad
structure is not evident, and the total length of genome is 127 317 bp, encoding 118 genes in total ; there
are 23 708 codons in total, and A or U is preferred ; there are 289 simple repeat sequences in total, and
are mainly AA or TT; there are 38 long repeat sequences in total, in which forward repeat sequence is the
most abundant. There are high similarities among chloroplast genomes of five tree species participated in
comparative analysis, and the regions with significant variation are mainly concentrated in noncoding
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sequence; IR regions of five tree species show an obvious reduction phenomenon, and the lengths are
within 257-265 bp. The phylogenetic analysis result shows that species originally belong to Sabina has a
relatively close genetic relationship with species in Juniperus, and the positions of some species in two
genera in the phylogenetic tree show an interlaced phenomenon, in which J. przewalskii and J. squamata
are clustered into one branch, and their genetic relationship is the closest. The comprehensive study result
shows that the chloroplast genome of J. przewalskii is relatively small, which shows a nontypical tetrad
structure,, and the IR regions are obviously reduced ; in the amino acid sequences encoded by chloroplast
genome, Leu is the most abundant amino acid, and AAA (encoding Lys) is the most-used codon; the
chloroplast genomes of species originally belong to Sabina are highly conserved, high variation regions
only exist in single copy region, and three identified genes with significant variation namely accD, ycfl,
and y¢f2 can be regarded as high variation regions, which can provide rich phylogenetic information for
defining closely-associated taxonomic groups.

Key words: Juniperus przewalskii Komarov; chloroplast genome; Juniperus Linn.; sequence alignment;

932 %

phylogenetic tree

ARIE R AA ( Juniperus przewalskii Komarov ) S FA %}
( Cupressaceae ) $llFH J& ( Juniperus Linn.) Fv A | J5iU& T
B4 )& ( Sabina Mill.) ,J& A E 55A B R, £ 20 T
o I H N T PG 8RR S L DU b IX A
TR 2 600~4 000 m [ BB 3% AR
AT N PSR T FE TR AR R Ak A AR i
W52 5 D3 AR Y 32 2R S B AR R 2
—2 . HRT, A AR B AR ST 32 B A TR
ARRR AR 2D A A AR OR A R o AR
AR CAB A AR A5 T O T ) R VR R AE Y
WA W B, it a5 A 1 45 % A %t
REVR IR ZREE RS2, {5 AR I R R ]
AT B BYA SCHRIA , T AR (B R SR S b %) i
VRS R A 58 R T RARHE ) 3 10 53 288 2 R A o dt
fR2E T,

SR AR AR Sy S A ) SR A Al L 2 | 3515 15 8
w, HEA BOREAE YRR A B T X432 28 A4t
Witk e R, R LR KGR R TR,
FEHERL( Cycadaceae ) AR} ( Ginkgoaceae ) F1K iR
R ( Gnetaceae ) FH 1 A5 | o 2 AL R 21 2 — > it
R FRAR DU 43R 2548, A 45 1 AR P8 ILIX (LSC) |
1 A/INEPE DLIX (SSC) F1 2 A B A Y J 1m) H &2 IX
(IR) M HAMH IR TE SR B P IR KR AT
035 B AU RD 2 R BR G TR XA 4 ek RN 25 2l By
WA A B ) i SRR AE 22— FE Z i A A 5T
o R R R B AL R 0 4 F 5 A O — AR S
WA 2K o A IR AT R > A 2l
JA & 53 R M A 2H ( Sect. Juniperus) | [ A ZH ( Sect.
Sabina ) FALH . 4] 41 2H ( Sect. Caryocedrus )™

H AT, BEE 24 B e W Fh 58 44 1 3] o it R Aa s, A
KX 2 A @R or SO I TR TS B T
AN & AR T B A 2P Fh i itk iR 5L H
AIPEARE ' SRR SRR I R 4] 51 R Ak
FERHFIE R R G R B KRR MR T 2540,
HEMA BT 1 iR 0 3 26 AL A% 2060k

YT, R AL Oxford Nanopore £ A 58 1 1
A1 3% [BA S (A T R A DU T, 8538 1 408 22 I3 A -
IR HRE | IF 5 NCBI 045 2 (https : // www.ncebi.
nlm.nih.gov/) P EARIER 4 NEJE T RS ST
R & P Fh i SRARBE I AL AT T LA, edh BT
FARE 15 DR i SRR SE RN 1T T RE KT 5
B, AR 5 S il R e A A 1 o3 B i F & DA R
T 53 R385 22 55 D7 T I RIS B LA

1 ARAe 7 ik

1.1 #F#

PECAARE AR % 18 A 23 AT T B AR LK (AR &
94°10" ~103°04" At 35°50" ~39°19") , B2 8 a,
T 2022 4 3 HFEHLRAE 5 4~ SRR A B AY BB, B Bk
KAE 2 MR IR R BT T UK RAT, BERAETT
S| 0 XY N W7 N R e W= =10 T AN B BN
(%5 M YL-382072) ,

1.2 FHik

1.2.1 % DNA R 505 FlIHMEKE CTAB 3£
PRIARIZE [BIAT DNA £ . DNA A SR DU & 4% 5, fiff
FHE 5 R (B3 100 W, 22 [E Covaris 23 7)) Bl
MUITIBE, 2R ImIE 5 n A B iniil 43k 4lifk PCR
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B, A5 AR B SR IR IE N L7 SRR S A 3

P AL R SE L DNA SCPEH A, Bk G A% Y DNA SC
JiE & Oxford Nanopore PromethlON il J5 1% ( J£ [
Oxford Nanopore Technologies 23] ) /5, il 7 TAFE H
DDV ARHEE IR 55 A7 PR 2w 58 1

122 RAwawks:z8 FH Flye v2.8.3 TEee T
H.(https ; // github.com/fenderglass/Flye ) ''*' Xf 15 %] (1§
RO AT B AL BF 4, DL R0 AE ( Juniperus
communis Linn. ) ( GenBank % %5 >4 NC_035068.1)
A SR AR BE PR 2 A D I 5 525 L R 2 R A T X T
LU X0 175 150 B A A B 7 91 2 2 25 3R | LASJRAS 50 HE 1 -
PRBEIRIZH A0S 32 (A 57 8 10 - 2t A R DR 2 0l 1
£ Z NCBI %4 2 , GenBank % 5 5 & OM780071,
FIF CPGAVAS2 v2 1B (hitp: //47.96.249.172
16019/ analyzer/ annotate/ ) "' JE47 5 PR B K i R 41
ElER 2, ARAEEEA L G A C b Y He il
GC i,

1.2.3 ZFAFmiFod  FlH CodonW v1.4.4 7F
28 T H (http: // bioweb. pasteur. {r/seqanal/ interfaces/
codonw. html/ ) X[ 32 [5 411 - 2t 4 I DR 241 % 35 - 4
PEFEAT 43 B, Ak SRR X [] SC %5 B ¥ BE (RSCU)
H 3 BER T 300 bp, HLL ATG \ TTG ,CTG (ATT,
ATC GTG 1 ATA 4G, TGA [ TAG Fl TAA % 1k
B PR 51 AT 25 85 i 4 23 B s RSCU 2R T 1,00
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B 8.4.4.3.3 H1 3;2 AN LEL AP EI Z [T
] #E A B i 100 bp B P 9 N B & H K2 ¥ 5
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(http: // www.vmatch.de/ ) 2 $% PSR4 L R 41 g
HIZ P B, BE B/ N BOT KN 30 bp,
1.2.5 A8+ 5 AP et 2p iR R B 2089 )4k 7k NCBI
BE T A A ( Juniperus procumbens ( Endlicher)
Siebold ex Miquel ) 7% 4 111 [B 41 ( Juniperus scopulorum
Sarg.) | [# ¥4 ( Juniperus chinensis Linn.) Fl & L A

(Juniperus squamata Buchanan-Hamilton ex D. Don) 4

AR T B E  BUE T A0 R b G i A SR [

5, FIFH mVISTA v7 74k T. B (hitps: // genome.
Ibl. gov/ vista/mvista/submit. shtml ) 22T L2 79 1
XF, LAAR i (58 f i S (R B R 40 S 2 2% | 7R Shuffle -
LAGAN BExUF LU EaRAARL 5 A £ 5L F 20
BY225 . 7E JSHYCloud *F- 5 (http Vi cloud.genepioneer.
com:9929/) b F|H Organelle Analysis FJF 4T IR X
B2 S50

12,6 AAHEH 0 R AL HE 247 TE NCBI 8 %
Hhid B A B ( Pinaceae ) 4 F1 2% # ( Pinus densiflora
Sieb. et Zucc.) fE R HNERE, 73 A RIS Y R B A
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Hickel) , VA & & M1 J& ( Thuja Linn.) 1 = ¥ ( T.
sutchuenensis Franch.) Fl b 3¢ & ¥ ( T. occidentalis
Linn.) (W RGE KT KL FR ., FIH TBrools v0.665 7EZk T.
H.(https: // github.com/CJ—Chen/TBtools/ ) BIFE R
FORE 15 A Fh K2 AR b 1) 58 8 77 51 b 2 B % )7 371
A MAFFT v7.037 405 i ab 315 17910647 2
JFAI H X2 AT 1Q - TREE v1.6. 12 # 4 rh iy
ModelFinder FHIE HY il 5 192 AL TVM+F +
R2, SRJ5 5T L BTUHERT B AT 1 000 4~ 28 L A7 51
R RAUIA (ML) RGER B W, IR AT TOL v5
TEZR T H (https // itol.embl.de/ ) "¢ X5 B i) R G2 &
H AT i

2 HERMAMN

2.1 {BEEEM R E FE A

W7 45 9 7 . E45 3 31 885 698 45 reads , FHIE
JFi e reads (3 BB /NTF 7 BFE ) 1 98 5 15 5
31 885 188 4% reads, Pf H2 J5 15 21| 1Y #1512 5 A1 i 2% {4
LD A Ry FRAR D oA 28 A (BT 1) 46 1 AR5 I
X (LSC) 1 A~/INBAFE DL X (SSC) Ph K 2 AN 1) 85 &2
X (IR) ,(HPU R G5 AN BT i, FER BN IR X &
AW RARWIRG . RSN 4 4 K 127 317 bp, &
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WM. tES | Photosystem I ; M: J6&RS I Photosystem 11 ; M. A2 b/f B 451K Cytochrome b/f complex; M. ATP & i ATP synthase;
NADH it & fiff NADH dehydrogenase ; M. A% EE -1 ,S—L%Mﬁklﬁﬁkﬂki Large subunit of rubisco; ll; RNA AT RNA polymerase ; [, AZHHAR N
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Fig. 1 Chloroplast genome map of Juniperus przewalskii Komarov

GC &N 35.1% ; Horp \LSC IXHT SSC XK 43508 > tRNA ZEIAT 4 > rRNA BEH, HEA7 14 S EEH &
90 990 F1 35 806 bp, i 2 4~ IR XK LN 258 Fl  HNE T, BHE 8 MEH ML IEH A 6 4 tRNA F
263 bp, LSC X ,SSC X FI IR Xy GC F& il B, 2508 petB \petD ,atpF .rpoC1 ,rps12 rpl2 rpl16 Fl
34.2% 36.8% 1 34.2% yef3 UL trnA-UGC irnG-UCC irnl-GAU .irnK-UUU |
FERFBLER (R D) BR ABERMMT AL inl-UAA F1 ormV-UAC FER  Horp rps12 1 yef3 F A
HILGAY 118 NI f045 82 MEHREMEN 32 SH2IMNS T, HA RAERNEGE 1 MNET,
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Table 1 Annotation information of chloroplast genome of Juniperus przewalskii Komarov

JERED Bk ThiE
Gene! Number  Function
FeA1ERZE A Photosynthesis genes
psaA ,psaB ,psaC ,psal ,psa] ,psaM 6 YeFES 1 Photosystem |
psbA ,psbB ,psbC ,psbD , psbE , psbF , psbH ,psbl ,psb] , psbK , psbL , psbM ,psbN , psbT , 15 FEG 1 Photosystem I
psbZ
petA ,petB * | petD * | petG petL ,petN 6 M b/f BAK Cytochrome b/f complex
atpA ,atpB ,atpE ,atpF * ,atpH , atpl 6 ATP 4 1§ ATP synthase
ndhA ,ndhB ,ndhC ,ndhD ,ndhE ,ndh¥ ,ndhG ,ndhH ,ndhl ,ndhJ ,ndhK 11 NADH Jii E i NADH dehydrogenase
rbel 1 KEHRE-1,5- B R ALl K 3L Large subunit
of rubisco
A A K HEA Self-replication genes
rpoA ,rpoB ,rpoC1 * [rpoC2 4 RNA B4 RNA polymerase
rps2 ,rps3 ,rps4 ,rps7 ,rps8,mpsl 1 rps12 * [rpsi4,rpsl5 rpsl8 , mpsl9 11 KA A/INIEHE Small subunit of ribosome
pl2 ® ,rpl14 ,rpl16 * ,rpl20,rpl22 ,rpl23 ,rpl32 ,rpl33 ,rpl36 9 HWER K I  Large subunit of ribosome
rrn4.5S ,rrn5S ,rrn16S ,rrn23S 4 rRNA
trnA=UGC * ,trnC—GCA ,trnD-GUC ,irnE-UUC ,trnF—=GAA , trnfM—-CAU , trnG— 32 tRNA

UCC * ,trnH-GUG ,trnI-CAU ( X2) ,trnl-GAU * ,trnK-UUU * ,trnL.—CAA ,trnL—
UAA * [trnL-UAG ,trnM-CAU ,trnN-GUU ,trnP-GGG ,trnP-UGG ,trnQ-UUG
(x2) ,trnR-ACG ,trnR-UCU ,trnS—-GCU ,trnS—GGA ,trnS—UGA ,trnT-UGU ,trnT-

GGU ,irnV-GAC ,tirnV-UAC * ,tirnW—-CCA ,trnY-GUA
HABIEH Other genes

accD

cesA

cemA

clpP

infA

matK

chlB ,chlL ,chIN

AHNTEEFH A Unkown function genes
yof1,yef2,yef3 %, yef4

1 CERTBE A R AL IE B Subunit of acetyl-CoA
carboxylase

Yl 13 C Cytochrom C

P 1 Envelop membrane protein

M Protease

FHPEAL AR K F Translational initiation factor

B Maturase

4§ & B Chlorophyll synthesis

W om = = = -

4

D s &4 1 AMNE T Containing one intron; *% ; 74 2 NN E T Containing two introns; (x2); 2 #4#% Il Two copies.

22 MEERHEHEEEFRAZBFRFESHT

IS 3% (B R Pt 2 (A 5 IR 21 X6t 1 23 708 A~ %5 A
T, Gihi% 20 PP SERR, S50 (K 2) BN 4t Leu 1)
EWTRE R Z, N 2 574 ;4 AS Pro, Tyr, Cys .,
His ,GIn Met F Trp [ %565 T804 /0F 1 000 4>,
AR [7) S5 7~ FHBE (RSCU ) &, 25 1 o 2 ) ik
KR 30 Fh5 A 19 RSCU KT 1,5 UUG 4
PLA B U S5, U0 HA 8 3% 5 A0 i 2 14 5 PR 41 4 1 T
St i PRLEAG B 7w P, ER G A 80U,
23 MERMMEGERARREEFIMKES
F5I45

A2 R AT o R Ik PR 4 7 PR )7 9 e i SR
W3, KEZIFIGITLE RN K 4, BR(EK3) B
AR E 21 2R B T4, 3k 289 A K EEAE

8~22 bp Z[a], Horp WU R F & P 5 AU fe %2
143 A DL AA 8 TT 3=, i IR (B iS4 R
DRI 2 EL A P b ) e FL S B8 e AR
WO AR TRE S P51 (112) PRI IR B 2 741
(20) =RERELZITFH(10) AR E LTS
() A EREZ T (2) , Horb AL iR 27
S L A BT Ry, HeAR, e E) 138 A E
¥,

SRR 4) IR AR B - 1A PR 2 e oA
P 3 RKEH T, I 38 4, KEFE 30~224 bp Z
] Horp IR A (F) P A AR e 2, ol 28 A4, £
HREEA (T) Mlel SCH A (P) FP 51 9 i 050 o 6 il
44, KELFIIKE FZE T 30~40 bp, Xk
FPA b BT EL 61%
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Table 2 Relative synonymous codon usage of chloroplast genome of Juniperus przewalskii Komarov

AR [a] L A AR [a] L% AR [a) S
BB gy g WIRIUE)RER e gy BIRARRER ggpe g BIUE
mino Relative Amino Relative Amino Relative
acid Codon Number synonymous acid Codon Number synonymous acid Codon Number synonymous
codon usage codon usage codon usage
Phe uuu 969 1.43 His CAU 409 1.59 AAG 373 0.49
vuc 383 0.57 CAC 104 0.41 Val GUU 429 1.41
Ser ucu 523 1.96 Arg CGU 326 1.45 GUC 145 0.48
ucc 209 0.78 CGC 107 0.48 GUA 436 1.43
UCA 327 1.22 CGA 273 1.22 GUG 210 0.69
ucG 122 0.46 CGG 73 0.33 Ala GCU 648 1.92
AGU 322 1.21 AGA 447 1.99 GCC 161 0.48
AGC 100 0.37 AGG 120 0.53 GCA 422 1.25
Leu UUA 863 2.01 Gln CAA 675 1.57 GCG 120 0.36
uuG 522 1.22 CAG 185 0.43 Asp GAU 842 1.61
CuuU 514 1.20 Ile AUU 1010 1.48 GAC 207 0.39
cuc 169 0.39 AUC 338 0.50 Glu GAA 1161 1.60
CUA 362 0.84 AUA 694 1.02 GAG 292 0.40
CUG 144 0.34 Met AUG 540 1.00 Gly GGU 521 1.42
Pro CCU 435 1.79 Thr ACU 484 1.77 GGC 140 0.38
(o{6(0) 164 0.67 ACC 173 0.63 GGA 623 1.70
CCA 250 1.03 ACA 318 1.16 GGG 181 0.49
CCG 123 0.51 ACG 118 0.43 Tyr UAU 705 1.58
Trp UGG 422 1.00 Asn AAU 853 1.56 UAC 188 0.42
Cys uGU 196 1.44 AAC 243 0.44
UGC 76 0.56 Lys AAA 1163 1.51
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Table 3  Statistical result of simple repeat sequences in chloroplast
genome of Juniperus przewalskii Komarov

Type Repeat Number|| Type Repeat Number
frequency frequency
A/T 8 48 AG/CT 4 11
9 24 5 1
10 17 CC/GG 4 2
11 14 AAA/TTT 4 6
12 1 5 1
13 2 || AAG/CTT 6 1
14 3 7 1
15 1 AAT/ATT 4 1
C/G 8 1 AAAA/TTTT 4 7
9 1 AAAC/GTTT 4 1
AA/TT 4 72 AAAG/CTTT 4 2
5 31 AAGT/ACTT 4 1
6 3 ACAC/GTGT 4 1
7 4 || ACCT/AGGT 4 1
AC/GT 4 3 ATAT/ATAT 4 6
6 1 ATCC/ATGG 4 1
AT/AT 4 6 || AAAAA/TTTIT 4 1
5 3 ACTAT/AGTAT 4 1
6 3 AAGAAG/CTTCTT 4 2
7 3

F4 WMERHHFREEERAKESFIFITLE
Table 4  Statistical results of long repeat sequences in chloroplast
genome of Juniperus przewalskii Komarov

‘ R HE R 91 2t
S Number of dlfferent length sequences
Type

30-40 bp 41-50 bp 51-60 bp =61 bp
HCH & Tandem repeat 5 0 0 1
[FISCEE & Palindromic repeat 2 0 0 2
IEM % Forward repeat 16 7 1 4

2.4 HE 5 MRFH S AR EAN R

24.1 ARAFFIAT RS RS AL
AR X 485 5 (8] 2) S o IS 328 [ A - Sk 32 [
A SRR A B JE X P 25 N HE S 5l A 2k 1L
A TR A LA R i 2R AR SE PR LF- AR A, 5 A
BRI g PR L DR 21 7 37 1 AR LA PR ST , CEB 0 4
IE DL S fr A5 rRNA ZZ R AN, fE7E B B A 5
A DX 3R A TR A R R AR R S 5 8, Gt T 51 (A1
) TAETE 3 S B9 IR T aceD | yefl F yef2
3AEEEMNIE, BHEE BT RIEZX (IR)
ARV, v A8 S X S HUAEAE TP DL Xk, R F 4 D

X (LSC) B i i T/NERHE DLIX (SSC)
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sbF trnP-UGG _
sl sbT petd p<th CCApl33 trnp AGGG
rbel. accD psbB ps}al_> cemA psb.] pst {etG} E]S rps‘12 clpP  cesA

el VAT AT
T

n2 AL L Y
v

1ps8
pl23 pl2 ¥pl22  rpll6 rp136 rpoA  petD  petBpsbH
L2 T 0, gttt

p‘p pl20

YV v oy

SAC AN
VAV awsevr

AR

18 kb 21kb 24 kb 27 kb 30 kb

0kb 3 kb 6 kb 9 kb 12 kb 15 kb
eSS (emN-GUU
yefl trnl.-CAA yef2 trnl-CAU ndhB  rps7 trnV-GAC trnl-GAU rrm23S rrm3S  ndhl
) } ) - » )

WAV P [TV

AT\ TRy

33 kb 36 kb 39 kb 42 kb 45 kb

ndhA 1mQ-UUG trnS-GGA
ndhl  ndhl;  ndhD trnl.~ UAA rps4 yef3
- P m— ( < —

ndhl’ rpl32  ndhH
- pm—

66 kb 69 kb 72 kb 75 kb 78 kb
IrnS GCU

96 kb 99 kb 102 kb 105 kb 108 kb

111 kb

50%
100%
50%
100%
50%
100%
| 50%
51kb 54kb 57kb 60 kb 63 kb
B pcc PSOD 1ny-GUA perN
"PS14psbZ pobC " imT-GGU pshi nzl( -GCA 1poB  rpoCl
- e

nfM ! r 74 ,—lI 'I n]— U

90 kb 93 kb

81 kb 84 kb 87 kb

matk A naﬁC
trnK-UUU trnH-GUG ~ chIN  ndhJ trnV-UAC aipB atpls
— pre . <= —>->
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Fig. 2 Sequence alignment results of chloroplast genomes of five tree species of Cupressaceae

242 wHEARARA IR RARM 2 F o4 455E
(1 3) s HaRE 5 ARt A L I 4 LSC XA BE
1£90 794 ~91 388 bp Z[A], SSC XK FEAE 35 643 ~
35919 bpZ[i], IR X A2 %, & A B b 46 0k, K FEFE
257~265 bp ZI[H, 5 MW FhFSEAARFE R 4] TRa XA
IRb X N AR R 0@ R, H 5 LSC XA SSC X
B3 FA0FE trnl trnT psbK F1 chiB K, 5 B FHR ]
SR ARFER 4 JSB 1 L (IRb X5 SSC X i 5L ) Fl
JSA I FL(SSC X5 TRa KL 5t ) 28K, Hrpr,

A5 322 [R5 0 AT N BT R I SRR S R 4 TR X A
B,
25 MRBREYMRZLEST

PLIRAS Jg SNERE  BE T 15 AN b i) I S R 3 1R
A FH) EREKER, 2R (E 4) BoR. A
L F, &R RN —3Z, BREMS, FE TR
VIR 8 v LAY 40 322 [BRRET 78 A R 66 L (B80T 5
e By R RIE AL SE R AL SR — 3, Horh 548 % 15
RS2 SESFSlnpay=lIYis



8 IR 7/ I RS R TN A< TRV
ILB 99 b 91 b 5B 1sA 86 b 99 b LA
} P, 730p 4 P, —P  73pp — P
Y
Juniperus przewalskii | LSC 90 990 bp| IRb 263 bp| SSC 35 806 bpl IRa 258 bpl LSC
127 317 bp rr [ psHK ] chiB
373 bp 73 bp 186 by 1524 bp
107 bp 62 bp 239 by 50 bp
: 99 bp . 72bp 92 bp : , 86 bp . 72bp 100 bp .
A
Juniperus procumbens | LSC 91 388 bp[|Rp 263 bp[ssc 35919 bp|IRa 258 bp|LSC |
127 828 bp LirnT ‘
373 bp \7’3 bp 186 by 1524 bp
107 bp 62 bp 238 bp 51bp
— L, j 73bp } ihp f —3 L | 73bp + i i
VAL AR 0
Juniperus scopulorum | LSC 91368 bp| IRb 257 bp] SSC 35892 bpl IRa 257 bpl LSC
127 774 bp trnl, g | chiB
373 bp \Js6 bp 73bp 1524 bp
102 bp 239 bp 63 bp 50 bp
, 106 bp  72bp b 87 bp . \ 86 bp | T2bp | 107 bp .
B4
Juniperus chinensis [LSC____ 90 794 bp|IRb 265 bp[sSC 35 643 bp|IRa 265 bp| Lsc |
126 967 bp trnl | irnl chiB
372 bp 73 bp 186 bp 1524 bp
107 bp 67 bp 238 bp 50 bp
B \ 99 bp | T3bp | 91 bp | 91 bp 73 bp 99 bp
LA
Juniperus squamata | LSC 91373 bp| IRb 263 bp] SSC 35 883 bpl 1IRa 263 bpl LSC
127782 bp 1l 4 chiB
373 bp \\i86bp 73b£// 1524 bp
107 bp 239 bp 87 bp 50 bp

JLB: LSC Xl IRb X (#3515 Boundary of LSC and IRb regions; JSB: IRb Xl SSC X )il Boundary of IRb and SSC regions; JSA: SSC X Fl IRa X [
14 Boundary of SSC and IRa regions; JLA: IRa [XH1 LSC X i1 Boundary of IRa and LSC regions.

3 HMESAMHMHEEERARAENX(LSC) /MNEENX (SSC) MR AEERX (IR) L RA L E
Fig. 3 Comparison on the boundaries of large single copy region (LSC), small single copy region (SSC) and inverted repeat region (IR) in
chloroplast genomes among five tree species of Cupressaceae

47

100

100

100

I5HAPinuis densiflora (NC_042394.1)

— I Thuja sutchuenensis (NC_042176.1) JEMR
100 ——— b &M Thuja occidentalis (NC_042177.1) Thuja
—— HAAEN] Chamaecyparis pisifera (NC_057503.1)7] Ji#1/g
100L—— 2142Chamaecyparis formosensis (NC_034943.1) Chamaecyparis
‘B 7R MACalocedrus rupestris (NC_047223.1) R
100 L——— &R 1 Calocedrus formosana (NC_023121.1) Calocedrus
T H1Cupressus duclouxiana (NC_065031.1) AR
100 URITHAA Cupressus chengiana (NC_034788.1) Cupressus
3 [F ¥ 1Juniperus chinensis (NC_065032.1)
KALEIHI Juniperus tibetica (NC_041523.1)
100 =1 WA Juniperus squamata (NC_044076.1)
100 AR R #Juniperus przewalskii (OM780071) R
Juniperus

—_—
100

Hi A1 Juniperus procumbens (NC_065035.1)
PEFEIL A1 Juniperus scopulorum (NC_024023.1)
A& B uniperus virginiana (NC_024024.1)

S 4332 L EEE 0 A RS R 355 92054 GenBank % 585 The data on the branches of phylogenetic tree are bootstrap values, and the Nos. in

brackets are the GenBank accession numbers.

B4 ETHREERAFBFIINHEVHNRELEN

Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree of Cupressaceae species based on coding sequences of chloroplast genomes
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