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%A A Nlumina HiSeq M FF & XM B E &R A EHAHATN T, B AR 5 BRI T EELEALFF, £H M-
SA | IQTREE #7 CodonW £ 2k Pkt L3 B Z ot xRk 2 2L 4L B9 4 T 2 L & (microsatellite site) | B8 TR F 4R R 5L F AT
S, BERW, ARIERZETZERLEHRAKE H 163 602 bp, EHA FH G+C 4 E X 36. 1% , LKk #E3 (large sin-
gle copy, LSC) X A1/N 4 I (small single copy, SSC) XK & 4% % 88 626 bp #1 15 426 bp, WK A E & (inverted repeat,
IR) RKEH29775bp, LT EHHKER A4 M 132 ANEH, @486 MNEH %M IR, 38/ tRNA F F A 8 4> rRNA

W, e ERARFY a2 132 A F 2 =4 5 7| (simple sequence repeat, SSR) fiL 5, HF B H®R  —HEBR, =
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Abstract To explore the characteristics and codon usage bias of the whole chloroplast genome (chloroplast DNA, ¢pDNA) of Amo-
mum maximum, this study used the Illumina HiSeq sequencing platform to sequence the whole chloroplast genome of A. maximum,
and obtained the complete chloroplast genome sequence through assembly and annotation. The microsatellite sites, codon bias and phy-
logeny of the chloroplast genome of A. maximum were analyzed by software such as MISA, IQTREE and CodonW. The results showed
that the complete chloroplast genome of A. maximum was 163 602 bp in length, with an average G+C content of 36. 1% . The lengths
of the large single copy (LSC) region and the small single copy (SSC) region were 88 626 bp and 15 426 bp, respectively, and the two
inverted repeat (IR) regions were 29 775 bp. The chloroplast genome of A. maximum encoded 132 genes, including 86 protein-coding
genes, 38 tRNA genes and 8 rRNA genes. A total of 132 simple sequence repeat (SSR) sites were detected on the chloroplast genome
sequence. Among them, the numbers of mononucleotide, dinucleotide, trinucleotide, tetranucleotide and pentanucleotide were 65,

35, 5, 24 and 3, respectively, most of which belonged to the A/U type of single base repeat. Phylogenetic analysis showed that

FEWH . AW E TR A AR KRS B TR H (21JK16) &= A E TR 2400 H (2022)1045) 2[R % B
SUNRE MEHE, SBEIA, SRS, 55, 2024, JUIH G5 IS (R R DR 20 R E K CHL B T A R A, R IR A S AP
43(1): 17-30. [FU W X, GUO Y T, ZHANG X M, et al., 2024. Analysis of chloroplast genome characteristics and its code usage bi-
as of Amomum maximum. Genomics and Applied Biology, 43(1): 17-30. ]

WAEEE T D5 e, BRI, 25 Y ThaE S i 5T

Wk H BT 2022-11-19; #2532 A 2023-03-05
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A. maximum was clustered as a separate branch in the genus Amomum. This laid a foundation for the research of identification, evalua-

tion and species formation mechanism of A. maximum germplasm resources.

Keywords

UG FE (Amomum maximum) JEZF} (Zingib-
eraceae) S L)@ (Amomum) AW GNA FERAE
Wy, BT 350 ~800 m AR BANEAL, JTEZ A T
FE N 25 T R AR AR B R DX (P R e B B
YT, 1997) . MERTLSE 258, JUB GREMR
REZEFNR T TIRITTH AL RGP (Chetia et al.,
2014; Luo et al., 2014; Guo et al., 2015), H#IFH
HA BN IMIE, SR AL MG (Ji et al,
2019; Lu et al., 2022) , HAE | RABCEELAFIL T
WE AR EH (Huong et al., 2015) , FEMEERZG T
BHRAADGICE, JUM SRR ARVERS () | P4k
(85, EIRIETFRIKIE . TH AL RN OG5 IR
& (MHETF %, 2003; &AL, 2017)

LRHE YRR 2w [ R Z AL, HE R
PRG3R — BAAEF L, AFBFFEA B
ARHIE  BRACRRME | AU R A>T R SR 2 A
XFERHEYHATYE, X ZRHEY KA A HEE
X (Huong et al., 2015) . RE LAY SR IEA
—E X, AEX THORZ SR S M S e =, 1%
G T HRBRYE A% 58 v 2 F R % 24 BE PR A
Yy S E FEOR IR S, s IR | & .
DR BT AFRRAE, RARIZOT ] B,
WM, HCHERR MO TR e F &R, BT
H e R SO AR LA e (BRI 55, 2013)
WIS E | B E 8 SIS 2 B B WL 2
T3k, R R . BB MR R, S E
MEE MR E M2 (Xu et al., 2017) . JLBT
ARG AR EOR B, HAREE SRR, @il b
HELRE A, AFEEE R (A tsacko) . =R E
5% (A. repoeense) 5, 1RVE i Z 0] 1 24 FH A% 3 A1 2D
WOAFAE—E 22 5%, 2RI IR T 2442 42 B BT IR Y
AIHRFELRI (ARHETS , 2003) o O T HRIIE U 5 AR
B e, h PR 25 1 22 A R, HAEA 4 51 1Y
i) B0 A A

TERE 25 M 1 53 %52 J7 10T, DNA ZRJERS 2
ORI RS E T ik (KA 45, 20125 A
85, 2021) , EEESL T IE SR 25 DNA 751
eI, AR SE 0 i S AR BE ) matK 1 rbel, AT LA
S O ZR AT 14 O i R DX ke, i 5

Amomum maximum; Chloroplast genome; Microsatellite sites; Code usage bias; Phylogenetic analysis

FIE S, TE AR W IR A o W AT AR FE A L N ITS
(ITS2) F psbA-trnH AT P | HERG AL %] ( China
Plant BOL Group et al., 2011; T &5, 2018), H
HITEY)HY) DNA 258 A5 %) 0 2 T4 32 S48 vh 7 &
PRFEDRIZH I PR R I S A 5 DR 2 A0 5 K o ()3t 15 1R
B, AR T — AN ER B 58 JE Rl (Zeng et
al., 2018) ; IM4R{K DNA AR R B HoRiE , 7EN
FH ARG B 2 (A 35 PRI 201 1) 2 ) DX R E 4 B X
W Fii b B 22 7 W 2, S TARZM RS
2#WF59% (Razi and Muneer, 2021) ; P& 3 40 K
ANIE R N Y A AE W S I S A PR A 22 ()
HA RPN, T B, Wik, mhgkik
SN AAEAE 3 H 5 YR KT B R G k B SR
HAHE LS, IFHEHELEEZENEM (Xu et
al., 2001 ; #hif 5%, 2018)

A HE T e 30 Y B R A Y AE B oA
Jrids, PR RN U G R R 4 Y
M, SR G LT FHAT 54T, AT L 5K
SRR 3 P Al 254, LA Ry U3 5 7 R R K
G FRORAP AR T K A AR AR A

1 4R

L1 ABEEMEEERBERFHE

JUM E RE R R 4 B PR 4] 5 00 78 e A 4
SRARFERN A SR ARARL, AL Hr A G RS PR 73
4K 163 602 bp, J&HLI B U RS54, P —
ASRELPE DX Kl 88 626 bp, — N/NEAPE I [X K
BER 15 426 bp, PIAN M B XK B 29 775 bp,
AN G+C FHE N 36.1% , HHP IR XY G+C
SRR E (41.2%), LSC X (33.8%) #i1 SSC X
(29.8% ) MIHLAR (18 1), A G A 41 3
4G 132 AN (HhEEEHEA . ndhB, ml2,
pl23 | rpsl2 | rps7 . rrnd6 rrn23 | rrnd. 5 S| trnA-
UGC . trnH-GUG . trnl-CAU ., trnl-GAU ., trnl-CAA .
trnN-GUU ., trnR-ACG | trnV-GAC | ycf2) , f1+5 38 4~
tRNA JE[H | 8 4~ rRNA FEH FI1 86 4~ & H Jit 4t 5 3k
K, rpsi2 FEKEA AU, H 5 5 T LSC
X, 1 3 s F IR X (K1),



AR AR U S S A R A R SO T I Mo e 19

B1 hBEEMHEREEEARE

Figure 1 Chloroplast genome map of Amomum maximum

AR I T 5006 1E AR 3L A
454, dE S OGRS T RER | 1510675
M3EH ., 6 MO E b/t S RmEBEER, 6 4
ATP G HIER | 12 4~ NADH B EEHHE | 14
A A N = S PSR R R DS
BRIk TRNA JEH AT RNA JERSN, iR HG 15 S

/N FEEER | 11 MR R FE LK AT 4 4> DNA
WA RNA G MEEE 5 HAMNEA 6 S HAbD REHE:
PUFT S ADDIREARFNIEA  JU &2 R I K 24 v
THNEFREEREIE 19 4, HAfaFE 5 4> (RNA 3
BRI 13 SR B w5, Ho ndhB | mpl2 | rpsi2
trnA-UGC 1 trnl-GAU FEH 2 MHNET (£ 1),
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1 FBENABEEMEEERAERIE
Table 1 Annotated gene list of chloroplast genome of Amomum maximum
eS| BEH Ay BN A Kot
Category of gene Group of gene Name of gene Amount
3% 52 il HHOCEE A MR RNA 23" rmS5"  rml6” | 4. 5° 8
Self-replication related gene TRNA
%32 RNA tmH-GUG™  trnl-CAU™  tml-GAU™  tral-CAA™  tml-UAG 38
tRNA tmL-UAA  tmV-GAC tnV-UAC tmA-UGC*  tnR-ACG"*
trnR-UCU  traN-GUU™  trnP-UGG  trnW-CCA  trnM-CAU
trnF-GAA  trnT-UGU  trnT-GGU ~ trnS-GGA  trnS-UGA
trnS-CGA  trnS-GCU  trnfM-CAU  trnG-UCC  trnE-UUC
trnY-GUA  trnD-GUC  trnC-GCA  trnQ-UUG  trnK-UUU
FZHEAAR /NP S ms2  1ps3  ps7°  ipsd mps8  psll rpsI2” rpsl4 15
Small subunit of ribosome mpslS
mpsl6  1psl8 rps19*
(A NS mpll4  pll6 20 ml22 23" mpl32  ml33  pl36 11
Large subunit of ribosome ml2*
DNA it RNA 3R & i rpoA  mpoB  poCIl  rpoC2 4
DNA dependent RNA polymerase
S VERTAH R HFRG 1 WA psaA  psaB  psaC psal psa] 5
Photosynthesis related gene  Phtotsystem |
B3 | -8 psbA psbB  psbC  psbD  psbE  psbF  psbH  psbl  psb] 15
Phtotsystem Il psbK  psbL  psbM  psbN ~ psbT  psbZ
MR b/t BEK petA  petB  petD petG petl petN 6
Cytochrome b/f complex
ATP A7 5 atpA  atpB  apE  atpF atpH  atpl 6
Subunits of ATP synthase
T RRRAZ AR A BT S rbel. 1
Large subunit of Rubisco
NADH Jlit S i 17 4 ndhA  ndhB*  ndhC ndhD ndhE ndhF  ndhG  ndhH 12
Subunits of NADH dehydrogenase ndhl ndhJ ndhK
HoAty ZhresE A ST matK 1
Other functional gene Maturase
AR A cemA 1
Envelope protein
LR A BRALRE I S accD 1
Subunit of acetyl-CoA-carboxylase
c-FUAH ffd £, 38 5 L K cesA 1
c-type cytochrome synthesis
ATP-HRI i) 25 1 B I 5 P clpP 1
ATP-dependent protease subunit P
REE IR R T infA 1
Translation initiation factor
UIfe AR AR FEI B EAE yeofl yef2* yef3 yefd 5

Functionally unknown gene

Open reading frame

T o« TR,

Note: * refers to two copies.
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1.2 ABEEMNZRELEFAZBFRTFED T
T W RE I SR 4 L TR 21 A 50 1 50 effec-
tive number of codon,Nc) 5 54. 4, RGP TS, HiY
TS =0 LAY G+C BZE & it GC3s 7 33.7% , G+
CHERN37.1%, ¥/NF 50%, UiB U o Rkt 4
A DR 20 P 235 05— (o R T ) 1 A 0T BE . B L
T I SR R FE PR A DU R X3 ) A+T & kT4
i1, LSC X, SSC X, IR X[ A+T & &% N

66.2% ., 70.2% . 58.8% , HiHt IR X A+T & i
G2t TR ST I rRNA BE PR 43043045 R I IX 8]

JU3 7 58 I AR PR 2 R X ) S 0 -
(relative synonymous codon usage, RSCU ) 73#7 41 3% 2
fis, 78 64 M FH, RSCU H KT 1 B ¥
A 324, HP L A B U Bikss BAELT4 29 4,
ML C 5% G BEZE M R 3 4, RIJUA T REM 4%
PRILH L3S T n DL A 5% U BSEES .

x2 AWPERMHEREERAZEDTF RSCU S

Table 2 RSCU analysis of codon in chloroplast genome of Amomum maximum

RARMBA BT Wi T K RSCU {8

Amino acids/ending codon Codon and RSCU values

R R Trp UGG 1.00

H B 2 Met AUG 1.00
KN Phe Ulu  1.28 UUC  0.72
fi% &R Tyr UAU 1.37 UAC  0.63

P ER Cys UGU  1.26 UGC  0.74
HE R His CAU  1.44 CAC  0.56
B E B Gln CAA  1.38 CAG 0.62
KA Asn AAU  1.41  AAC  0.59
AR Lys AAA  1.40  AAG  0.60
REHR Asp GAU  1.45 GAC  0.55
B AR Glu GAA 141  GAG  0.59
FILER 1le AUU  1.19 AUC  0.68 AUA 1.12
41T TER UAA  1.23  UAG 0.76 UGA  1.01
Jifi % E2 Pro CCU 1.17 cce 0.94 CCA 1.26 CCG  0.63
IR Thr ACU .22  ACC 0.95 ACA  1.25 ACG  0.85
SR Val GUU 1.41 GUC 0.66 GUA 1.29 GUG 0.64
AR Ala GCU 137  GCC 0.86 GCA  1.21  GCG  0.56

R Gly GGU  1.06 GGC  0.54 GGA  1.48 GGG  0.92

2L Ser ucu 149 UCC 109 UCA 1.28 UCG 0.71 AGU 0.8  AGC 0.75
Z5 R Leu UUA 154 UUG 1.15 CUU 121 CUC 0.66 CUA 0.93 CUG 0.51
AR Arg CGU  0.71 CGC 0.40 CGA 107 CGG  0.71 AGA  1.99  AGG 1.12

T I EEEFRIR RSCU KT 1,
Note ; The bold data indicates that the RSCU is greater than 1.

1.3 ABEZEMFREESEREAR SSR 41

W MISA T RAGH, Ui 55 i S i [N 21
rh3EAg 132 AR PR 91 (simple sequence repeat
SSR)fisi (K3, #4), &P pl, p2, p3. p4, p5.
p6 S ANF R PRI R | R EE | SRR
PURRIE A | LIRS | NEE R, ¢ FoRA G
SSR i 55, B~ SSR Z [AIAHBEAS i 100 bp, H:

LA 65 4y, THRFEE A 35 >, ARk
254, U EE 24 4, AEER 314, 415
HEEASAS, KK RS EZ A5, SSR JLT
HBEEAE LSC Xk, X AR5 LSC X KA X,
AT E RN A R ELS REZAZ N
A/THEE, RYIJLM T 5 SSR W ar T H A 5
T B2
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R3 ABERMEEEEASH SSR XKE

Table 3 Type of SSR in the Amomum maximum choloroplast genome

5 SSR % L KM bp & I JIF A X 4
Number SSR type Base composition Size/bp Origin point ~ Terminal point Region
1 p2 (AT)5 10 2 661 2 670 LSC
2 pl (T)10 10 4393 4 402 LSC
3 c (TA)4(<TA>TT) (TATT)2 20 4 878 4897 LSC
4 pl (A)10 10 5242 5251 LSC
5 pl (T)11 11 5635 5 645 LSC
6 pl (A)10 10 6 199 6 208 LSC
7 ¢ (AT) 6ttatt. . ---atatgga(T) 11 120 6 583 6 702 LSC
8 pl (T)10 10 7 022 7 031 LSC
9 pl (A)10 10 7 235 7 244 LSC
10 c (C)10(A)10 20 7 488 7 507 LSC
11 pl (T)10 10 8 677 8 686 LSC
12 pl (T)10 10 10 453 10 462 LSC
13 p4 (TTAT)3 12 12 800 12 811 LSC
14 c (T)10ccac(TTTA)3 26 13 730 13 755 LSC
15 p4 (AAAG)3 12 13 961 13 972 LSC
16 pl (A)10 10 14 722 14 731 LSC
17 c (ATATA)3aga---. . . . aggata( AT) 6 125 14 879 15 003 LSC
18 ¢ (AATA ) 3atactat( AATA ) 3atactat(AATA ) 3 50 15 193 15 242 LSC
19 pl (T)10 10 17 406 17 415 LSC
20 ¢ (T)10ctgtg:. . . aata(T) 12 117 19 527 19 643 LSC
21 pl (A)10 10 19 775 19 784 LSC
22 p2 (AT)5 10 21 003 21 012 LSC
23 pl (T)10 10 24 065 24 074 LSC
24 p2 (TA)8 16 28 527 28 542 LSC
25 pl (A)11 11 28 929 28 939 LSC
26 c (T)10c(A)11 22 29 442 29 463 LSC
27 pl (A)10 10 29 811 29 820 LSC
28 pl (T)10 10 30 781 30 790 LSC
29 pl (T)10 10 32 883 32 892 LSC
30 ¢ (ATTT) 3t. t (TA) 5a(T) 10a.. a (TTAT) 3 91 33 641 33 731 LSC
(ATTT)3tt. t(TA)5.a(T)10aa( TTAT)3
31 p3 (TCT)4 12 35 000 35011 LSC
32 p2 (TA)6 12 38 532 38 543 LSC
33 p2 (AT)5 10 38 696 38 705 LSC
34 pl (A)10 10 39 008 39 017 LSC
35 ¢ (TAG) 4ttccat---cttetg(C) 11(A) 10 62 39 373 39 434 LSC
36 p4 (ATTT)3 12 48 212 48 223 LSC
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Continuing table
g SSR 2! B2 I KM bp B I JIT A DX
Number SSR type Base composition Size/bp Origin point  Terminal point Region
37 pl (T)10 10 49 210 49 219 LSC
38 c (TA) 5te. .. ctat (TA) 6attt ( TA) Stec. . ctat 123 49 751 49 873 LSC
(TA)5t(TA) 6ataa. . . atgat(A) 10
39 p2 (TA)7 14 50 055 50 068 LSC
40 p2 (AT)8 16 50 337 50 352 LSC
41 p4 (CAAA)3 12 50 457 50 468 LSC
42 pl (T)10 10 53 401 53 410 LSC
43 p2 (AT)6 12 54 179 54 190 LSC
44 pl (A)11 11 54 430 54 490 LSC
45 p4 (ATTT)3 12 56 227 56 238 LSC
46 pl (T)11 11 58 703 58 713 LSC
47 pl (T)11 11 58 874 58 884 LSC
48 pl (T)13 13 59 238 59 250 LSC
49 pl (A)10 10 60 889 60 898 LSC
50 p5 (TATTA)3 15 61 247 61 261 LSC
51 c (AT) 5tgt. . . atattttttg(T) 11 87 63 239 63 325 LSC
52 p2 (AT)6 12 63 436 63 447 LSC
53 pl (A)10 10 65 183 65 192 LSC
54 p2 (AT)5 10 67 143 67 152 LSC
55 p4 (AGAA)3 12 67 498 67 509 LSC
56 p2 (TA)5 10 69 368 69 377 LSC
57 p4 (GAAA)3 12 69 487 69 498 LSC
58 pl (T)12 12 69 729 69 740 LSC
59 p4 (CATA)3 12 70 676 70 687 LSC
60 pl (T)11 11 70 842 70 852 LSC
61 p3 (TTC)4 12 71 892 71 903 LSC
62 c (A)10tagaca. . . tct(AGA ) 4 104 72 676 72779 LSC
63 pl (o) 11 73 385 73 395 LSC
64 p2 (TA)7 14 74 169 74 182 LSC
65 pl (T)11 11 75 178 75 188 LSC
66 p4 (ATAA)3 12 75 375 75 386 LSC
67 pl (A)11 11 75 713 75 723 LSC
68 pl (T)10 10 75 921 75 930 LSC
69 pl (T)10 10 76 863 76 872 LSC
70 pl (A)11 11 79 274 79 284 LSC
71 p2 (TA)S 10 81 699 81 708 LSC
72 pl (A)10 10 84 165 84 174 LSC
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Continuing table
¥ SSR 2 B A2 KM bp A %A JITTE X 4
Number SSR type Base composition Size/bp Origin point  Terminal point Region
73 p3 (GGA)4 12 84 746 84 757 LSC
74 p4 (TTCT)3 12 86 987 86 998 LSC
75 pS (TATAT)3 15 88 154 88 168 LSC
76 pl (T)13 13 89 070 89 082 IR
77 pl (T)11 11 89 297 89 307 IR
78 p2 (GA)S 10 94 650 94 659 IR
79 pl (A)10 10 95 921 95 930 IR
80 p2 (TA)5 10 99 595 99 604 IR
81 pl (T)11 11 104 195 104 205 IR
82 pl (T) 10 10 116 648 116 657 IR
83 p4 (ATTT)3 12 117 419 117 430 IR
84 p4 (GAAT)3 12 118 170 118 181 IR
85 P2 (AT)5 10 118 408 118 417 LSC
86 pl (A)12 12 118 871 118 882 LSC
87 c (A)12taa. .. t(A)12 67 119 004 119 070 LSC
88 p2 (AT)S5 10 120 363 120 372 LSC
89 pl (A)10 10 122 945 122 954 LSC
90 p4 (TTTA)3 12 123 092 123 103 LSC
91 pl (A)14 14 125 385 125 398 LSC
92 c (TA)S5at. .. ag(TA)5a. . ata(AT)5 132 125 938 126 069 LSC
93 p4 (TATT)3 12 128 206 128 217 LSC
94 p2 (TA)8 16 128 651 128 666 LSC
95 p2 (TA)S 10 130 435 130 444 LSC
96 pl (A)12 12 130 553 130 564 LSC
97 pl (T)10 10 121 253 121 262 LSC
98 p4 (AATT)3 12 133 439 133 450 IR
99 p4 (CATT)3 12 134 047 134 058 IR
100 p4 (AAAT)3 12 134 799 134 810 IR
101 pl (A)10 10 135 572 135 581 IR
102 pl (A)11 11 148 024 148 034 IR
103 p2 (AT)5 10 152 624 152 633 IR
104 pl (T)10 10 156 299 156 308 IR
105 p2 (TC)5 10 157 570 157 579 IR
106 pl (A)11 11 162 922 162 932 IR

107 pl (A)13 13 163 147 163 159 IR




AR AE . U B S A R AL RPAE SO S T e i 25

Table 4

x4 ABEREMEZMEERE SSR =

SSR number of chloroplast gene in Amomum maximum

B BRI
Nucleotide type

HE TS

Repeat sequence

Repeat times ( number)

HE IR

Number of repeat sequence

HIZAT TR A/T 10(36) 11(16) 12(6) 13(3) 14(1) 62
Single nucleotide /G 10(1) 11(2) 3
THHRR AG/CT 5(2) 2
Dinucleotide AT/AT 5(20) 6(7) 7(2) 8(3) 9(1) 33
=R AAG/CTT 4(3) 3
Trinucleotide ACT/AGT 4(1) 1
AGG/CCT 4(1) 1
DU IR AAAC/GTTT 3(1) 1
Tetranucleotide AAAG/CTTT 3(4) 4
AAAT/ATTT 3(14) 15
AATG/ATTC 3(2) 2
AATT/AATT 3(1) 1
ACAT/ATGT 3(1) 1
FAZH IR AATAT/ATATT 3(3) 3
Pentanucleotide
Bt 132
Total

TE: R PES NEGE, FORZIEBIRY ST A R A BT SEi TS 2 A B

Note: The number in parentheses in the table represents the number of repeat sequences of this type calculated at different repetition times.

1.4 REHLSH

BTN GRS 14 MIEYEL RE KT,
FI45 2 B T 5E 8 1Y P (Amomum longiligu-
lare) . 5.5 (Amomum krarvanh) FI1FL S, FEH} 22
J& ( Zingiber) B 3% ( Zingiber officinale ) F1 W #. 32
(Z. spectabile) ; ZFHUZJE ( Kaempferia) HI1LZS
( Kaempferia galanga) T 48 {6 1L 25 ( Kaempferia ele-
gans) ; ZFREEIE ( Curcuma) WIRAR 4 ( Curcuma

wenyujin) . 2% ¥ ( Curcuma longa ) F1 W & 2%
( Curcuma roscoeana) , VA X PIANFN ISR, A5 £ R}
( Costaceae) i ] ¥ 22 ( Hellenia speciosa ) il & M- [4]
% (Costus pulverulentus) , E#S % B} ( Strelitziace-
ae) ik N ( Ravenala madagascariensis) o #3719
RGERBEM (K 2) R, WG S GEEHEY
BB IR S — 3, URRA LSRG OC R B, R A
TN 2R g 5y — 3¢, R EANTRA ik 4L F 4
Jefh,
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Figure 2 Phylogenetic tree based on chloroplast genomes of 14 plant species

2 Wit5H

B AE ) 1 P S A AR G ik S Y S R 4,
FERAAE BAEE Y b s FE RS, [R] s i ¢ 1A 5
AN L, (AHIEHEA T2/, il —E
FAR PO HATA #4815 4 S A5 B, BAET
SRR O N RV Y R Gk B 1 E KR
(Li et al., 2020) , A 3Cil i< i 38 w0 I % L G RE
SRR SE R ZH AT IR 5E 4007, U O R S ik 4 B
KIZHEK 163 602 bp, £F& HETC &R M G 5E @ AHY)
MR AR N 4HK JE 162 766 ~ 164 069 bp ( f1 kT
45020105 Dhk#i 45 2021) , FB ok fm A e 0t
SRRFEN LA m AR sFYE . EIRGE A S JE e R R
FEFEETE 133 ~ 135 4 (AEE R HE A g5 H 7E
79 ~ 80 1), JUMH L AR A T R R 132 4>
FEH (38 4 tRNA JE[H | 8 4~ rRNA JE[H | 86 NEH
iR ) SRR SR BRI G+C
AL, I7E 36. 0% ~36. 1% , 3 H. LSC X (33.7% ~
33.9% ) F1SSC X (29.8% ~ 30.1% ) ff) G+C &
BEMT IR X (41.1% )19, HEZLFHE S 8 4~ G+
C ey rRNA R TE IR XA C, FE9
T2 B -y, &R0 25—t 1T 32 AH b JHG A ]
SUEW R R (B AEEK S, 2005), JL#E
2RI A 1 [A) SCEERSF Ne {54 54. 4, BEHA L@
5t SR R A B i G PR RS, R A s A
REWHRNKNES, TR G REM SRR FE A ) G+C
T GC3s Fr syl i 37. 1% 1 33.7% , 1 Hedg
AN, URIRIZ I SRR I P A AR B AL A R T B
WL, HAE 64 MM T+, RSCUMAKRT 1 1%

LA A B U BEZE RS +4 29 1, ikl C
ol G B RN RA 34, BN FHREZEL A KU
TSR, kiR SSR HE DB AR R e —Fp 2
M5 FHnic, SSR o Fhnic HA H R e | o
U, DARCHE 5 VRS RE A, TEas G ZHEPE 50 . DNA
FRacE S e | FE R A R R A T T N )
2 (SRSLER 5, 2012; ZEFEHE 4F, 2019)
AHFFEH ] MISA SR FESRAZ IR . LT IR |
AR, U R . RO R M S A R /D
BREE N 10,5, 4,3, 3, 3 MEN T LA F
132 4~ SSR, HHZ Al A/T, AT/TA . AAAT/ATTT
FAATT/AATT 1A%, 3X 3% B U8 o7 5 St A 5 [
Y SSR U S ER A B THE , NEFEELT D
Mg, ZRMIFBE 0 2 KRB 2ERE, TR
Rh—3, ZiwE ., IWEE, ZEWEN—3, H
ZEMUABBEZR P EE R KRIE, REE W
HWH R T SR 4 MM ELGRR, K
iR S A DRSO RESR, UGN E T
SR 32, A, ASBFTR AR ] i A S ]
HATAB R ZRIFI RGE LT KR, HIRAMH
ZRHHPIIEAL | L A BRI T 555

3 MRIEFIE

MBS - PRI

JUH G E AR MR T 22 Pl 48 V5 XU N o [
B PU XU AN SR A bel | R A HORT S 4 B I
ZWARRKST, BT -80 CUKMEMRA &M, HHaik
H PR A5 B A% 21 NCBI Rl B8 128 (R 5

3.1
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5. 00448893)
A= FEEF A DNA REFINF

K TIANGEN #84) DNA $2 BGR 57 & 32 5L
P RE L N 41 8 DNA, i i B RO R i e kA
NanoDrop2000 W&t 7366 RE TR I DNA FY 26 B il
el [RIAHE F Qubit 2. 0 986 5E B /U DNA )
W R . BEJS 1 Agilent 2100 X 3222 B4 A F Btk
TR, i A R BER/NRF & T, ] Q-PCR
T VX6 SCE (A A A80H BE E AT T E i, DARAIE ST
PRI, DT e R 2 B B W AR 4 Y 5% B 43
SEES L SR .

3.3 ABSEREMFEERARRKMTRE

SCPE o A JE AT AR 4 AR AR FE Tlumina
Hiseq MIJ5-F- 5 X 3L RIZHINTY , 2455 2 G raw da-
ta, Q30 KT 80% . 733l il AR+ FastQC A1 Trim-
momatic ( Bolger et al., 2014 ) Xl ¥ 75 2| f) raw reads
HERTBORG F BT 4R, 2% B e Sk RV B i B ds . DA
(GenBank ID; NC_044775) M-4¢{RIEN 0 Jy 5 % 5k
R, ff HEA: Get Organelle v 1.7.5.2 (Jin et al.,
2020) #EATESE, TAEEFRUNT . 18 Bowite2 i
13, FIH Seed T HX} reads #4T Mapping ( Langmead
and Salzberg, 2012) ; i id Contigs A IEMHHTHL reads ;
P SPAdes #KHi £ X% Contigs #4741 253K Graphs
( Bankevich et al., 2012); ¥ BLAST £ %} Graphs
47149 (Camacho et al., 2009) , 3845 Complete fas-
ta SCHE M gfa SCAF; 7€ Bandage #X4: ( Wick et al.,
2015) H A gfa UGG, HIE R H bR HEY)
HOFEPRIZH R BT, ZHARSE IR ] PGA #EAT IR, i
B AT S FE ] TBLASTN die /N R 590 AT 2% [ {15 N
80% , A TERELE LA H Geneious Prime F-aHF1E,
FIH OGDRAW #i14: ( Greiner et al., 2019) X LK £
B A T LR 2 R o

3.2

WA EH FEERABRFES

FIH Codon W 1. 4. 2 B4 Bt JL# 155 i &
FHAE RSCU, Ne, %5 F40 (N) 45, JExT &
TR G+C AT, Ne (HiEH7E 20~ 60 Z
(), 5 fRL A R i o MR B 55 . RSCU HE & LA 1 2
&, # RSCU>1, xS+ A3 5 #7 RSCU<
1, Z Bl AR BAIK; #F RSCU =1, I JG i
Uk

3.5 ABEEMEEERASSR REEFIH
gl

F FH MISA 4 (http://pgre. ipk-gatersleben.
de/misa/misa. html) % 52 JU# 5% ISR AR 356 (R 41
) SSR, MRSEE . SAXEELNPEH
Mt/ NE KON 10, B RER/NEZEE N 5, =
BHRE/NEZECY 4, WUAZHIR . TEHRR . A%
TR/ NER R 3, 75 /MEE 2 4> SSR Z Al fe /s
FEES A 100 bp, WISREEE/NT 100 bp, W 2 4~ SSR
POIE— R AL ERC,

REREDM

M NCBI £08 FE N # A i i 2R G E)E | 1
ZE . 2|/ ZEEANLZE S 13 MY Fh e
MHERARIE R 275, TR DT 2% i N2 Sk SRS
(25), FIHAA: Phylosuite v 1. 2. 1 458t 83 M4
A B EE RS, FH] MAFFT-7. 480 21142
Wy 83 LA FSI i T Z H X, 45 RET T A
5% 5 A KPR ( maximum-likelihood me-
thod, ML) X RGEHMCRIFT T, ML REKT
B IQTREE #PFAE R, SRR GTR+F+R2,
H J&{H ultrafast bootstrap ( UFBoot) A 1 000, #¢J5 LA
Figtree #H17 R4 & B W AT AL 53 M7 ( Kalyaanamoor-
thy et al., 2017; Xu et al., 2017; Hoang et al.,
2018) ,

3.4

3.6

R5 BHEYRGZLEHNNEILIFEREFIIS

Table 5 Establishment information of 13 plants and their serial numbers in phylogenetic tree

GenBank FEH 2 B G+C

EARE T rRNA JE[H tRNA JEH

ol BRE5 KAvhp wl% S Bt Bt -
Number of ~ Number of
Species GenBank Genome Total G+C ~ Number of protein ~ Number of ~ Number of
gene pseudogene
login ID size/bp content/% coding gene rRNA gene tRNA gene
% NC_044775 162 621 36. 1 86 8 38 133 1
Zingiber officinale
ez NC_020363 155890 36.3 85 8 38 132 1

Zingiber spectabile
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Continuing table
GenBank FEH B G+C EHSE T TRNA 2K tRNA A " "
o - o o Lo MERCR BRI
PyFp BRe K/INbp =% R B Kt
Number of Number of
Species GenBank Genome Total G+C ~ Number of protein ~ Number of ~ Number of
gene pseudogene
login ID size/bp content/% coding gene rRNA gene tRNA gene
g NC_040851 163 811 36.1 87 8 38 133
Kaempferia galanga
EAlTES NC_040852 163 555 36. 1 87 8 37 132
Kaempferia elegans
FH NC_042886 159 550 36.3 86 8 38 133 |
Curcuma longa
R4 NC_045241 162 266 36.2 87 8 38 133
Curcuma wenyujin
pUREE= NC_022928 159 512 36.3 86 8 38 133 X
Curcuma roscoeana
MG NC_036935 162 766 36.2 87 8 30 127 )
Amomum krarvanh
R NC_044774 164 068 36.0 87 8 38 133
Amomum longiligulare
R MK926774 163 648 36.4 91 8 37 136
Amomum tsaoko
EikiiES OK641589 167 158 36.3 88 8 38 134
Hellenia speciosa
UKL R KF601573 163 239 36.0 86 8 38 132
Costus pulverulentus
i PN NC_022927 166 170 37.3 83 8 38 133 .

Ravenala madagascariensis

1% sTk

HEFE AT A LI B ML R B 5 A PE T
N SRS 23 Hr NS ST AR 5 A 58 W A A
TS5 LRV AR AR &5 R A
FEMREE LA, 85 gt Bl b
WXEES BN, SWEFREC SRR RE N
A,
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