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Abstract ; In this study, we used the information on the chloroplast genomes to analyze the phylogenetic relationships of

Myrtales (97 species representing 44 genera in six family) and related groups ( Geraniales, 25 species representing five
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genera in two families). The results were as follows: (1) The genome size of Myrtales ranged from 152 to 171 kb,
including 74-90 protein-coding genes. The genome size of Geraniales ranged from 116 to 242 kb, including 75-132
protein-coding genes. (2) Phylogenetic analyses of whole genome and protein-coding genes yielded contradicting
topologies for intra-order and Geraniales, but congruence results were found in Myrtales. (3) The phylogenetic tree
based on protein-coding genes provided strong support for the monophyly of Myrtales and Geraniales and for the
placement of Myrtales sister to the Geraniales; Within Myrtales, two major clades were identified, the first clade
comprised a Melastomataceae lineage sister to a Myrtaceae + Vochysiaceae lineage and the second clade included
Combretaceae sister to a subclade formed by the Onagraceae and Lythraceae lineages; At family level, Myrtaceae,
Vochysiacea, Melastomataceae, Lythraceae, Onagraceae, Combretaceae and Geraniaceae were strongly supported as
monophyletic (family that represented by only one species was excluded). (4) The placement of Punica and Trapa in
Lythraceae were supported. (5) Additionally, the sequence divergence of the protein-coding genes was estimated. For
Melastomataceae, 53 variable protein-coding genes were identified, with the variation percentage ranged from 5.84% to
29.53% among the 19 genera. In Myrtaceae, the proportion of variability of 57 variable protein-coding genes ranged from

1.31% to 15.78% among the nine genera. Our study provides an important framework for further phylogenetic study in

Myrtales and related groups.
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Table 1 Taxa included in the study with GenBank accession numbers, genome size, and number of genes
HH R HH R
GenBank ity 3[R GenBank ity He R
Y i FrolK B BH 4 % RS A
Taxon CenBa.nk Length Numbf:*r of Taxon GenBa.nk Length Numbér of
Accession (bp) protein- Accession (bp) protein-
Numbers coding Numbers coding
genes genes
B4 H Myrtales W28 Onagraceae
i FA} Combretaceae Epilobium ulleungensis MH198310.1 160 912 85
LIMI4 Lumnitzera littorea  MG182696.1 159 687 84 BHN Ludwigia octovalvis ~ KX827312.1 159 396 82
Laguncularia racemosa MK726017.1 160 378 84 Oenothera argillicola EU262887.2 165 061 84
Terminalia guyanensis MK726027.1 159 750 83 HWLE 0. biennis EU262889.2 164 796 84
TJEZERL Lythraceae 0. elata subsp. elata KT881169.2 165 403 84
Lagerstroemia fauriei KT358807.1 152 440 85 0. elata subsp. hookert KT881170.1 165 359 84
L. floribunda KX765488.1 152 240 85 #AHA WE 0. glazioviana  EU262890.2 165 359 84
FEMRE B L. guilinensis KU885923.1 152 193 85 0. grandiflora KT881173.1 166 545 84
5% L. indica KF572028.1 152 231 84 ih)F A WL 0. oakesiana KT881176.1 163 575 84
% L. indica KX263727.1 152 205 86 /NEA WEE 0. parviflora EU262891.2 163 367 84
R L. intermedia KX852427.1 152 330 85 0. picensis subsp. picensis KX118607.1 167 092 87
L. speciosa KU821692.1 152 476 85 0. villaricae KX118606.1 165 779 87
L. speciosa KX572149.1 152 526 84 KEHWE KX687910.1 164 312 84
0. villosa subsp. villosa
IR L. subcostata KF572029.1 152 049 84 Vochysiaceae
L1 ¥ Punica granatum KY635883.1 158 633 84 Vochysia acuminata MK726031.1 171 315 87
Z2F} Trapaceae Salvertia convallariodora MK726026.1 171 267 87
Trapa maximowiczii KY705084.1 155 577 82 Ruizterania albiflora MK726023.1 162 345 84
¥4} R} Melastomataceae Qualea grandiflora MK726022.1 163 026 84
Allomaieta villosa KX826819.1 156 452 85 Korupodendron songweanum ~ MK726013.1 161 149 83
Barthea barthei KY873324.1 155 951 82 Erisma bracteosum MK726009.1 160 687 85
Bertolonia acuminata KX826820.1 156 045 85 Callisthene erythroclada MK726008.1 161 626 84
Blakea schlimii KX826821.1 155 862 85 Pe L H Geraniales
Eriocnema fulva KX826822.1 155 994 85 He= )L A} Geraniaceae
Graffenrieda moritziana KX826823.1 155 733 84 Erodium absinthoides KJ523886.1 162 618 90
Henriettea barkeri KX826824.1 156 527 85 E. carvifolium HQ713469.1 116 935 75
Melastoma candidum KY745894.1 156 682 85 E. chrysanthum KJ701602.1 168 946 97
Merianthera pulchra KX826825.1 156 168 85 Monsonia emarginata KT692738.1 156 877 82
Miconia dodecandra KX826826.1 157 216 85 M. marlothii KT692739.1 134 416 75
Nepsera aquatica KX826827.1 155110 85 Pelargonium alternans KF240617.1 173 374 97
Opisthocentra clidemioides KX826828.1 156 352 85 P. australe KM459517.1 165 508 97
Pterogastra divaricata KX826829.1 154 948 84 P. citronellum KM527888.1 171 223 97
Rhexia virginica KX826830.1 154 635 85 P. cotyledonis KM459516.1 166 111 97
Rhynchanthera bracteata KX826831.1 155 108 85 P. cucullatum KM527887.1 170 963 97
Salpinga maranonensis KX826832.1 153 311 83 P. dichondrifolium KM459515.1 167 836 97
Tibouchina longifolia KX826833.1 156 789 85 P. dolomiticum KM527889.1 202 749 117
KB MF663760.1 155 663 84 P. echinatum KM527891.1 170 212 97
Tigridiopalma magnifica
Triolena amazonica KX826834.1 156 652 85 P. exhibens KM527890.1 171 665 98
BE& IR} Myrtaceae P. exstipulatum KM527892.1 168 732 97
Acca sellowiana KX289887.1 159 370 85 P. fulgidum KM527893.1 171 502 97
Allosyncarpia ternata KC180806.1 159 593 85 P. incrassatum KM527894.1 173 196 97
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GenBank i A 3 P GenBank i A P
Ty EiRe JPAK gE| s EiRe JPIK #H
GenBank Length Number of GenBank Length Number of
Taxon . . Taxon . .
Accession (bp) protein- Accession (bp) protein-
Numbers coding Numbers coding
genes genes
Angophora costata KC180805.1 160 326 85 P. myrrhifolium KM527895.1 173 272 99
A. floribunda KC180804.1 160 245 85 P. nanum KM527896.1 173 496 97
Corymbia citriodora KP015029.1 159 995 85 P. quercifolium KM527897.1 170 569 97
subsp. citriodora
C. citriodora subsp. variegata KM885985.1 160 146 84 P. tetragonum KM527899.1 173 410 99
C. eximia KC180802.1 160 012 85 P. transvaalense KM527900.1 242 575 132
C. gummifera KC180800.1 160 713 85 P. trifidum KM527898.1 199 553 116
C. henryi KP015032.1 160 095 85 Hypseocharis bilobata KF240616.1 165 002 85
C. maculata KC180801.1 160 045 85 Vivianiaceae
C. tessellaris KC180803.1 160 127 85 Viviania marifolia KF240615.1 157 291 86
C. torelliana KP015033.1 159 994 84 HhZERE Outgroups
Eucalyptus aromaphloia KC180789.1 160 149 85 +~ 4 H Brassicales
E. baxteri KC180773.1 160 032 85 +E1ER} Brassicaceae
TRk E. camaldulensis KC180791.1 160 164 85 BUE-JT Arabidopsis thaliana ~ KX551970.1 154 515 83
E. cladocalyx KC180786.1 160 213 85 FRINIHSE Brassica napus GQ861354.1 152 860 87
E. cloeziana KC180779.1 160 015 85 T 1E H Huerteales
E. curtisit KC180782.1 160 038 85 AR R Tapisciaceae
E. deglupta KC180792.1 160 177 85 PR Tapiscia sinensis MF926267.1 161 100 85
E. delegatensis KC180771.1 159 724 85 #2EH Malvales
E. diversicolor KC180795.1 160 214 85 FEHIF} Sterculiaceae
E. diversifolia KC180774.1 159 954 85 0] ] Theobroma cacao HQ336404.2 160 604 85
E. elata KC180776.1 159 899 85 PR Malvaceae
E. erythrocorys KC180799.1 159 742 85 [t HiA Gossypium hirsutum — DQ345959.1 160 301 85
Wikt E. globulus KC180787.1 160 267 85 Je ARl Dipterocarpaceae
Wik AY780259.1 160 286 90 Shorea pachyphylla MH841940.1 150 753 81
E. globulus subsp. globulus
K¥e E. grandis HM347959.1 160 137 74 ToH#BFH Sapindales
E. guilfoyle KC180798.1 160 520 85 WA RL Aceraceae
E. marginata KC180781.1 160 076 85 =AM Acer buergerianum KY419137.1 156 461 88
BEWKE E. melliodora KC180784.1 160 386 85 2575 Rutaceae
JNIERE E. microcorys KC180797.1 160 225 85 18 Citrus sinensis DQ864733.1 160 129 89
E. nitens KC180788.1 160 271 85 Wi Bl Burseraceae
E. obliqua KC180769.1 159 527 85 Commiphora wightii MF957201.1 156 064 86
E. patens KC180780.1 160 187 85 5 AP} Simaroubaceae
E. pauciflora MG921592.1 159 942 84 Leitneria floridana KT692940.1 158 763 87
E. polybractea KC180785.1 160 268 85 BEMEL Anacardiaceae
E. radiata KC180770.1 159 529 85 R Mangifera indica KY635882.1 157 780 83
E. regnans KC180777.1 160 031 85 E. verrucata KC180772.1 160 109 85
W4 E. saligna KC180790.1 160 015 85 Plinia trunciflora KU318111.1 159 512 84
E. salmonophloia KC180796.1 160 413 85 T AW Psidium guajava KX364403.1 158 841 84
E. sieber KC180775.1 159 985 85 FAW P. guajava KY635879.1 158 896 33
E. spathulata KC180793.1 161 071 85 Stockwellia quadrifida KC180807.1 159 561 85
E. torquata KC180794.1 160 223 85 558 Syzygium cumini GQ870669.3 160 373 87
E. umbra KC180778.1 159 576 85
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Table 2 Comparison of genome sizes and protein-coding genes

FERZH KN T 5T G i [
_ Genome size Protein-coding gene
e
Group ﬂzﬁj{ﬁ */]‘ (ﬁzi EF‘igﬁ */]: (’ﬁzi
Standard Standard
Mean .. Mean ..
deviation deviation
e if H 159 374 3763 85 1
Myrtales
e LB H 170 721 22175 97 12

Geraniales

Bk E R H W L H B AN B (HE R 2) |
ARk SR E (R 4) X4 L B
(FEFE 6) BYFERE .

FERE(E BT W AR 3, 3R 3 I, hgedk L
B ISR 4 5 DR 41 e 371 A B A 6 42 B I 5 e
K, KEH 762 293 bp, Hp A48 F 467 55 (1% B R 205
260, 15 B A7 S AIECH H 93 186(12.22% ) , B4 %
HeBiH 77.60% ., A H Ak 4 1R H 04 2R 1 5 4 A 3k PR
P R A R B RE B 4 B/ A B 113 097 bp, i
RS SR BCH N 26 162, 15 B A RBH M 18
171(16.07% ) , R 54 L 51h 30.09%
23 ETAEEMEHERG LR

Xof TN R BCHE SE T A Y R g & B A5 R
HEAT T OB AT, SRR T, T SRR A
P2 P 91 5 36 T8 L RS L I R 5 & B W 7E
HiE, KB4 BN A H R 25, BERFIL
Wi HN, 3 T2k 2 3L AL P 51 M 31 R Gk
B RS R R W] AR, A SRR = 95% 1 73 X
Sk 68% , 1M 5 T 2R [ 3 4 5 5L R T A R 1 R 8k
BT, SRR =95% M 95% (E12)

g # o5 1m, XFELEE 139 KRS R Gk
BREHEAT 2 BT, P9 B AR 2 P bk A AR B R A
L BB BT B R SRR 100% , S h
()40 2% H 78 2 35 I 417 50 B0 4 v o R T8 i R
(E3), BhaiRH MBI EN RE R T W
FNEE A B AR — B ANTEARL B ( Eucalyptus ) F1H WLFE
J& ( Oenothera) WA /N2 5 . He4- JL Y H A
BRI R R G kT D5 R U A A

1o o N o S IS I T SR S S [

( Geraniaceae) A JE WU HL 2 , W 28 LG BN 4 4= L

M J& ( Erodium) . K % 3% J& ( Pelargonium ) F
Monsonia YA IE B 525 1 25 11 5 2 5 3k DR 8504
S M ILE R AR T BB R R (E 4)
24 kERBMMFILEENREGEELEXR

MR iR gh R AT T4 139 &7 5
136 AW Fl (445 AP ) 14 25 1 J5 2 6% B A 1) 6 B
(HERE 2) , 43 0 HEAT S KA AR v ) B DL it 387 43
Mo JEFEKE N 186 769 bp , HiAZE S0 5 A9 % H
53 589, {5 B AT B KL H O 39 804 (21.31%) ,
SRR B L 57.36% R H B KA SR 74 3R AT
PR T B PR RELER (K 5), KPP X
RN 95% , SCRF R = 95% M 32 Fr b L
87.5% ., HYPKN- SPRBEMMZEH 54 H T
WAL H BT H S NERMk IR E e L
HE 2R (BS=100%;PP=1.0) . BFZIKF-, B
IR E T ARk S WA B AL PR SR T
KB AFHE F B Vochysiacea M4 LT H T Y
i A= L BE 2 Sy B R (AR AR — DR RO BLER Sb)
(BS=100%;PP=1.0) , JE&HAKF-, Bk & IRB} 0+
J& MR AKJE (Angophora) , M ZEBAS H L& & |
T SR L85 & ( Lagerstroemia ) | HE2F LB B
P )L B R B A Monsonia YRR (JE T
LG — R ER S ) (BS=100% ;PP =1.0) . #k
SIRBAY Corymbia NI 2R IERE,

Bt H o B R 6 RE, B du 4 6 PRk E ¢
AR R, k4 W EAT Vochysiacea & RELIT,
e — 3, 5 B4 PR IR B . Ml SERL A T
JeE SRR AR , (5 LR A0 SR+ T i SRt
PUBHIRAE . TSR X — 03 CEHE T 588 A
)& ( Punica) X 22 )& ( Trapa) , He A 18 J& #E (h
EHEY &) PR JE T A HE(Punicaceae ) , 7E Flora
of China WA REIEH S T T Ja R}, 22 )& W s
J& T 2Rt (Trapaceae) , MM S3ERHX — 73 L4617
AWHRJE, T & 2EE (Ludwigia ) . Wl 1 3% &
( Epilobium ) , o T 75 21 J& S L300, H W R &
ISR N — S, B PR 19 & JE (A
ARG R R 5T AN K T IS % 54 (Renner,
1993 ) K 24K A Bt ( Renner, 2004 ; Goldenberg et
al.,2012) IWTFE S5 RAT A . 28 T Pr e 45 i Jg A7
IR, E2Er 10% 44, BB RS — 1)
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Fig. 4 Maximum likelihood (ML) of phylogenetic tree of Geraniales based on different datasets
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Table 3 Information of matrix

gisl FEREA B A5 AV 5 B BRI HE E 43 L
Matrix Matrix length Variable site Parsimony-informative site  Missing data percentage (%)
S5 1 Matrix 1 592 879 249 452 149 806 72.80

S 2 Matrix 2 186 769 53 589 39 804 57.36

SR 3 Matrix 3 240 022 87 025 64 590 33.60

SR 4 Matrix 4 113 097 26 162 18 171 30.09

SR 5 Matrix 5 762 293 205 260 93 186 77.60

SFF 6 Matrix 6 159 381 31722 18 004 47.86

x4 FHABVYVERMKERAMIBENEORFEHBEERFIESR(>200 bp) 4it
Table 4 Sequence divergence of variable protein-coding genes ( >200 bp) from 19 chloroplast

genomes of Melastomataceae and nine chloroplast genomes of Myrtaceae

WS} R} Melastomataceae B4 IR AL Myrtaceae
e A e W A B0 wm w0 ome omA f xm

Frgmen  KIE T B Gk M0 mamc KE ST mR Bk R Aau

At oo 1 S b Aty Nl 81 G vy
(bp) position tion of indel 1er'lgth of (%) (bp) position tion of indel 1ef1glh of (%)
indel indel

1 accD 1 650 350 270 11 80 21.21 1479 62 62 0 0 4.19
2 atpA 1512 168 168 0 0 11.11 1524 37 37 0 0 2.43
3 atpB 1497 133 133 0 0 8.88 1497 38 38 0 0 2.54
4 atpkE 423 57 57 0 0 13.48 402 7 7 0 0 1.74
5 atpF 555 91 86 1 5 16.40 570 23 23 0 0 4.04
6 atpH 246 24 24 0 0 9.76 246 5 5 0 0 2.03
7 atpl 744 75 75 0 0 10.08 750 19 19 0 0 2.53
8 cesA 960 204 201 2 3 21.25 960 60 60 0 0 6.25
9 cemA 699 109 105 4 4 15.59 690 22 22 0 0 3.19
10 clpP 591 71 71 0 0 12.01 591 13 11 1 2 2.20
11 matK 1572 426 419 4 7 27.10 1527 124 124 0 0 8.12
12 ndhA 1 095 168 168 0 0 15.34 1093 32 32 0 0 2.93
13 ndhC 363 47 47 0 0 12.95 363 9 9 0 0 2.48
14 ndhD 1512 264 264 0 0 17.46 1 506 79 78 1 1 5.25
15 ndhE 306 41 41 0 0 13.40 306 10 10 0 0 3.27
16 ndhF 2 306 558 513 5 45 24.20 2 388 171 157 4 14 7.16
17 ndhG 531 88 88 0 0 16.57 531 21 21 0 0 3.95
18 ndhH 1182 159 159 0 0 13.45 1182 47 47 0 0 3.98
19 ndhl 513 82 74 1 8 15.98 522 22 22 0 0 4.21
20 ndhJ 4717 51 51 0 0 10.69 477 12 12 0 0 2.52
21 ndhK 684 94 94 0 0 13.74 855 23 23 0 0 2.69
22 petA 978 134 134 0 0 13.70 963 37 37 0 0 3.84
23 petB 660 56 56 0 0 8.48 648 14 14 0 0 2.16
24 petD 483 37 37 0 0 7.66 483 11 10 1 1 2.28
25 psaA 2 253 168 168 0 0 7.46 2 253 57 57 0 0 2.53
26 psaB 2 205 189 189 0 0 8.57 2 205 42 42 0 0 1.90
27 psaC 246 20 20 0 0 8.13 246 7 7 0 0 2.85
28 psbA 1 062 83 83 0 0 7.82 1 062 28 28 0 0 2.64
29 psbB 1527 161 161 0 0 10.54 1527 42 42 0 0 2.75




1 3 FEFRFTE FET MRS AR B i B LG REN R AR B LR 79
gxk4
PFHE IR Melastomataceae BEA B Myrtaceae
e A BOE WA IR omm w0 w A b gy
Fragment R {y\j‘g i Ry Ko A E R f\i‘g i R K HIMEK

Alllgned Variable Nucle(.)tlde BH Total Pc?rc?n't Aligned Variable Nuc]e(.)tlde HH Total Variability

ength position sub.slltu— Nu.mber length of variability  length position sub‘stltu— Nu‘mher length of percent age
(bp) tion of indel indel (%) (bp) tion of indel indel (%)
30 psbC 1422 123 123 0 0 8.65 1422 26 26 0 0 1.83
31 psbD 1062 62 62 0 0 5.84 1062 18 18 0 0 1.69
32 psbE 252 16 16 0 0 6.35 252 4 4 0 0 1.59
33 psbH 222 22 22 0 0 9.91 222 8 0 0 3.60
34 rbcL 1428 123 123 0 0 8.61 1444 51 47 1 4 3.53
35 pll14 369 46 46 0 0 12.47 369 11 11 0 0 2.98
36 pll6 408 20 20 0 0 4.90
37 mpl20 405 83 69 1 14 20.49 369 15 15 0 0 4.07
38 pl22 552 163 100 6 63 29.53 498 39 35 2 4 7.83
39 pl33 201 33 33 0 0 16.42 201 8 8 0 0 3.98
40 rpoA 1014 217 206 1 11 21.40 1014 36 36 0 0 3.55
41 rpoB 3213 413 413 0 0 12.85 3222 103 103 0 0 3.20
42 rpoC1 2 052 282 282 0 0 13.74 2 070 48 47 1 1 2.32
43 rpoC2 4232 837 760 9 77 19.78 4179 189 186 2 3 4.52
44 rpsll 417 77 77 0 0 18.47 417 13 10 1 3 3.12
45 rps12 393 62 62 0 0 15.78
46 ps14 303 37 37 0 0 12.21 303 10 10 0 0 3.30
47 mps15 264 72 64 4 8 27.27 276 22 22 0 0 7.97
48 rps16 252 18 16 1 2 7.14
49 rps18 315 47 47 0 0 14.92 306 4 4 0 0 1.31
50 ps19 294 57 57 0 0 19.39 279 20 20 0 0 7.17
51 ps2 714 101 101 0 0 14.15 711 18 18 0 0 2.53
52 ps3 654 145 145 0 0 22.17 651 37 37 0 0 5.68
53 rps4 606 89 89 0 0 14.69 606 22 22 0 0 3.63
54 ps8 405 75 75 0 0 18.52 405 15 15 0 0 3.70
55 yefl 5712 597 583 7 14 10.45
56 yef3 507 43 43 0 0 8.48 507 12 12 0 0 2.37
57 yef4 555 88 88 0 0 15.86 555 25 25 0 0 4.50

3.53% 1 8.12% , H A “&F&AG 1 1t gk DNA Osbeck var ‘ Ridge Pineapple ’: Organization and

FIEH” Z FREY yefl (Dong et al.,2015) 78 BF 41 P}
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