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Abstract: The reduced dependence on photosynthesis in heterotrophic plants often leads to
significant heterogeneity in their chloroplast genomes. However, the variation patterns of
chloroplast genomes in hemiparasites (a specialized group of heterotrophic plants), particularly at
inter- and intraspecific levels, remain to be further investigated. In this study, a comprehensive
comparative analysis was performed on 39 chloroplast genomes from 22 species within

Rudes-Craspedotrichae Clade of the genus Pedicularis. The results were as follows: (1) This

EE&TH: ExEREFEES (32570243, 32371700, 32071670).

F—EHE: TFET (2002—), Wit, WA NEY ARG, (E-mail) wangzexun@mail kib.ac.cn.

AR T4, W, R, R vEEEAEY S 55, (E-mail) wanghong@mailkib.ac.cn;
RS, 1A, WAL, BHATT RN RS 5, (E-mail) yuwenbin@xtbg.ac.cn.



clade is strongly supported as a monophyletic group, which can be resolved into 8 subclades. (2)

The overall structure of chloroplast genomes in this clade was relatively conserved, with
significant IR expansion detected only in P. dolichocymba and P. galeata of Subclade 3. (3)

Pseudogenization or gene loss occurred in 2—7 genes, including ccsA4, ycfl15, accD, and several
ndh genes. (4) Significant intraspecific variation was observed in several ndh genes (ndhA, D, F, G,
D) of P. rhodotricha from Subclade 7. (5) Nine highly variable regions were identified in the
chloroplast genomes of this clade, and all 78 protein-coding genes were found to be under
purifying selection. This study elucidates the characteristics of chloroplast genomes in
Rudes-Craspedotrichae Clade, highlights the necessity of multi-population sampling at the
intraspecific level for understanding chloroplast genome evolution in hemiparasites, and provides

valuable insights for subsequent integrative taxonomic research on the genus Pedicularis.
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ISR Ao — P ML AR Y )2 B LR . EEEDCEER . R A
BCSARE P R IS OIER, JHEY RIS N 5 T At BT B 2 X (Stirbet et al.,
2020; Zhang et al., 2020). {ERZHAEEHEDIH, HEEREERARK KD Gty RS EM
HEZ T 450 S B0 52 AR <7 P (Palmer, 1985; Wicke et al., 2011). £ FE R4 K BI85 N
140~180 kb, Hi 1 N KH.$E T[X (large single copy, LSC). 1 /N4 I [X (small single copy,
SSC) 12 AN M EE XK (inverted repeat, IR) 2%, ZIEF 4B H WL 114 NIERH, £
5 80 /MR A Zm i %L [K] (protein-coding genes, PCGs ). 30 M%12 RNA FEK Al 4 MZ A RNA
F Kl (Wicke et al., 2011)o XA O 57 14 32 2 iy - PR $HAZ 0042 BT BEAT SR 1K) 9t R 24k % 4 e
731 (Palmer, 1985; Birky, 1995; Wicke et al., 2011).

SR, SR ARIE R ZH X b OR s M R AR 480 BMEAEAR 48 B TR <7 1 B 7R AEY)
W, SRR BE DR ZH A R I R A AR A, W S R R R S AR . S L
FEAFE LSC-IR-SSC i 5 X 38 A% 57 DL S FE DR 2H B HR (BRI B S5, 2025). fildn, fE4E4E LT
%l (Geraniaceae) Pelargonium transvaalense ', F IR X ¥ 5k % 87 724 bp, HEKEM
72.33%(Weng et al., 2017). 1 /£ &%l (Fabaceae) — ~JE K4 ——IRLC (Inverted
Repeat-Lacking Clade) ", WZpfdk A2 ks % 2% 7 1 4™ IR [X(Wojciechowski et al., 1999).
Ak, KA BUF P EHRAE 2 AN a0 R b il wdEds )L R #5RER (Campanulaceae)
M EJE (Corydalis) (Cosner et al., 2004; Ruhlman & Jansen, 2018; Raman et al., 2022). {E%&
Rl s 2T, SR L R B R A B R R I R AR AR 3, U infd FEDRIAERE - HEY R AR
T Z RS E K (Millen et al., 2001), T yefl F yef2 ZFRNFERAEL (Poaceae) HH ik %
%%(Guisinger et al., 2010). AR F LD TME 2 5, M b, rHag ik K M A
Wl AE AR, AR AR B LR R e SR p L R I ) Bl ) 38 4% 23 4k (Widmer &
Baltisberger, 1999). F& 7 BAZHIK Z &M (SNPs). #fiA/EK (Indels) DA R EEJ7H 85
S5 W2 4N (Widmer & Baltisberger, 1999; Muraguri et al., 2020), #4340 75 3 K 41 K /N A
gt R B R N AR R a0, BT IR KN FRRI I E R, 3038 B R 5 (Campanula
americana) M AR FERI 40 K/ NEAME TR AFAE FIA 13 kb [ 2 7 (Lopez-Caamal et al., 2025).
MAEEWFATEH (Peucedanum japonicum) ", #i53MAE IR XE | 7 LSC X 1 MKk 17.1 kb
PR B, 2RI R A A R (S-type) FIKA (L-type) WA (Joh et al., 2025).
XL IR, M R A (I Az b AE Ge N Fn S R %, T Al Al B S s, e
BB R OR AR S 1) S SR h R AT BN R, AR IR AR ER



SFEME e — AR IR T ARG A A FH A 3R AR 58 7 B4 B07E FR AR YY), B4 7 R A

FE B 7Y (Merckx et al., 2009; Nickrent, 2020). H 5 6 &4 I I AMCHIFE B P4, 795
RELA 1R P S 2 (R 2 5 3 22 7 56 S R 2 B AR AL o X R BESR IR 6 6 B FAH S R (Al psas
psh- pet ndh FERD K EERBUERIE R FEDAL 146 /0N UL KBRS ) 45 44 B HE(Wicke et
al., 2016). TR, BEE M TFHE AL, O RECNEZUHE, BAIRN BT 50 E )
BN IKT . X RS AL 1 ELRTE AU D, (H TP R i SRR R (PR IR R R — . 2R
PERE AR, TR AT S0l R 0] JOoM KT 230 & B ) S e . BN, fE22J@ (Cymbidium)
W, ndh FE DR RS B ANOR AEAERRTE], AR e L 22 A A M 7K (Kim & Chase, 2017).
eI 28 (Hexalectris) A2 T VU2 TR ML DGR FAE, AR IR R & A8 7 [
FEAEAE T FP R KF (Barrett et al., 2019). %1%} Corallorhiza striata complex 1] Z St 14 Fh P BURE:
Srir R, [F A A B JE A TR 2 U R PO M ST B AR - S Ak ik DR 4
(Barrett et al., 2018). £ EJrik, DUMAEWFFERIN, Fi N 7K1 () i S A 25k DR 20 S Jo P ] gt S
FRREPAE AL I AR A () — Ak HL B B REE . SR, H TR XS SR A AR Y KT ) b A
RIZH 2R A AR B =, U IR A F, X —EAB R G2 R AR

LB & (Pedicularis L.) 7251 24 %} (Orobanchaceae) H ¢ K12 27 2E J& (Yang et al., 1998;
Fischer, 2004), & B 1P 2 FEPE R 0T 90 S TR A A - S A ik DRI ZEL e A0 PR B AR ) o DAATE 0T
ZIE IR R, SR SR AR B R & B R S5 0 EAAEZ M AR e, A5 IR
X2 ok skl i, PARIEANFERE R KA ndh yefs rps aceD~ cesA %53 R B 3E
[RI4L k2 2 (Cho et al., 2018; Li et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2022). /&ML, XK ILZ T XF
ANEREAL 73 SO B AP EURE 0] 12 8 P 2 s ik DR ZHL AE 30 2 M ] KA P ) 2% e AT ik = AT
RNk, AR ERSEEBEN I AT H>MMEH ——HE-Z%EH X

(Rudes-Craspedotrichae Clade) {ERHFTER R, %450 SO NS & 13 A FEHA S H
%5 X (Yuetal, 2015)0 ARBFFEX %533 22 MR 39 MM SR AR SE R HEAT T8
RGBT, RN BUR R (1D ETHSRERAEE, EEEs XMRGEKE R
F; (2) FEMPAIFIFR N KT, BRI Z 2 SO SRR R 20 AE K/ . 450 R, HEJFS
SOTHMARHE; (3) ERGKEMERT, @i ERFA R A RETT R

QY VL SRS WIRES

L1 FERER

TR o 8 R AL Y -2 B 40 3 22 MIFE (B9 A E ) AE NI FEAL KL, I DL 2 i J 2
KB 4 NMAENENZSH[QIERE S5%E (P angustilabris) « FRE D% (P
kandingensis). ¥ 751 (P. grandiflora) TR 55EE (P tsekouensis) % 1 43]. 1EiX 43 4y
FEA A, 26 4y HAHTE 5T 5E Bl /77 o oAk, 8 50 29k 25 ALY FA & (Phtheirospermum
Japonicum) VLK HFFEYIEI . (Lindenbergia philippensis) 1ENAMNERE. FEMREH (S
BT 1.

1.2 MR FE R 2 40 3% 5738

AT TR B B B CTAB #:(Allen et al., 2006), M ZRRE RS T4 R - B A R AR A7 1Y
B ZF R BUS DNA KA S 1) DNA T W i1 3K FE 29 500 bp 9 77 B, 487 Ff NEBNext® Ultra
II DNA Library Prep Kit for Hlumina® & FF SO . i Z4A/E Tlumina Hi-Seq 2500 ~F & 5 XX
AUl 7, BRSSP AE 2 3G B IR AR s .



2R AR R 2H 2248 F GetOrganelle v1.7.5(Jin et al., 2020317 k4 2% (de novo) . @i
Bandage v0.8.1(Wick et al., 2015)%f 2H 2% B b A7 AT ARG B0 IE o FE PRI 2H 33 R 1 e i@ it PGA(Qu et
al., 2019)H 358 i, 45 R I 5 5\ Geneious(Kearse et al., 2012)+, UL H FRAMERNE RN S %,
TR HoA Mt SRAREE R I 5 . e ah/ 2 1R B RS 1.

L3 RGERE ST

NEFERGRKERR, AFRME T 3 M EEEE: (1) BBHSEERARESE, 25
PR 1 IR X5 (2) %f5 /7 1] (coding sequence, CDS) #fa £ ; (3) FE[A[H] [X (intergenic
spacers, IGS) H ¥4 . TEEM AR H I E W ERED T 5 H MAFFT
v7.490(Katoh & Standley, 2013) LA BRI\ Z H k4T 2 21 LEXT, b 45 2R B J5 A TrimAl
v1.4.1(Capella-Gutiérrez et al., 2009117 H 8 85 17) DL 2= BRAK i & X 3k, i 24 7E Geneious(Kearse
et al, 2012) P AT F K IE. CDS M IGS HIE LMW ERE W ~: B %k FH
PlastomeRegionBurstAndAlign.py il A (https://github.com/damcadam/PlastomeBurstAndAlign
-CIS625-Group14), VL& PR ERE (taxcutoff=45) $HEHUILH 1) CDS A1 1GS 741, B
J&,» f# F MACSE v2.03(Ranwez et al., 2018) Xt &4~ CDS #E47 3 T %79 7 EL Xt £
MAFFT v7.490(Katoh & Standley, 2013)% 54~ IGS #E47 EuXt, FE7E Geneious HH 43 il Ll 4
(¥1FP 41 R IEG, T B CDS A IGS 2 R R o B30t £ 155 21 10 IGS B 2 K 75 6H TrimAl v1.4.1
H &8 HH7E Geneious HFFNHF1E .

EEXF Bk 3 AN RS, PR & ORI YE (maximum likelihood, ML) A 1 - 3
Wr ( Bayesian inference, BI ) M F 7 X H # R4 K § K & . ML 7 #f /£ RAXML
v8.2.12(Stamatakis, 2014) 1 5E B, KA GTR+IHAL, JFdid 1000 ¥ & KVT Al &1 5
F5 2% (bootstrap support, BS). BI 7347 & 5 f# H jModelTest(Posada, 2008)3& T U1 - {5 J2. v
(BIC) N BHE ML VAL fe A R B A2, B /5 38T MrBayes v3.2.7(Ronquist et al.,
2012)58 . 73 M 15 B A ST (1) B JR 1] SR 8% 52 4% <% (Markov Chain Monte Carlo, MCMC)iz
17, BHAE 4 &5, 81T 500 JiX, B 1000 ARHHAE 1 k. AT 25% MBS, FIH
Tl A% (IR A 2 — O DATH S 35885 (posterior probabilities, PP 2284 B R GE K B W1l
Fi tvBOT(Xie et al., 2023)i 4T A] AL .

1.4 SRR FE R 4 BB A

] Geneious(Kearse et al., 2012)G8 i & FEA R LRI FRAE, OHRERF A K/, FF
. AR L LSC. SSC AT IR X[ GC & o ik F AN [ DX 38 )32 KAk 7 -4
RS R A ) 45028 5 . f# ] REPuter(Kurtz et al., 2001)% & 8 {E 5 & /77 51 (dispersed repeat
sequence, DRS), S & B F: K =25bp, WHHEE=3, HKITHELZXE=150. #H
MISA(Beier et al., 2017)f I & 5. 5 & /3741 (simple sequence repeat, SSR). %5 & KA
NEERBREREWNT: R (mononucleotide) =10, — % (dinucleotide) =5,
—“MFFIR (trinucleotide) =4, JUIZEFFER (tetranucleotide) =3, TLAZTFFIR (pentanucleotide)
=3, EZFR (hexanucleotide) =3. f# ] CodonW v1.4.2(Peden, 1999) 11 EAH X [A] L %45
FTfEHE (RSCUD, iItHE P HBR TIT&IEHEN T, REASRMEHAEL T A
Chiplot(https://www.chiplot.online)i# 1T F] ¥4k .
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1.5 FEE T RFFIZR 5T

AW TR A DI R AT TIEFRE 0. I IEE, KX Se B Rk 8 =2 e
VERIAHOGHE R | o A4 a8 A% SR IA AH DG TR BR] DA S oAl L (Rl o 5 8 ) MACSE v2.03(Ranwez et al.,
2018)¥ BN F PR 5 b = B 1) [R5 7 134T LU, B S A8 FH TBtools v2.018 (Chen et al., 2023)
H1) “Simple Ka/Ks Calculator” A THE &R B Ka/Ks f. HH, KaKs>1. =1 Fi<]
SRR IEER: . PR P MaifER:; 2 Ks=0 B, Ka/Ks {1t NA. BIBRB7EATA FE
A B EERAG ) yef15 Fl cesA FEH G, 13 3IF R 78 /N H gnhd 2k K B A FE A Ka/Ks {H
SAEARSE, USRI O L AT . A AR T -5 B A S SR AR R 4 PR e AR
S X35, FA'11# F DnaSP v6.12.03(Rozas et al., 2017)%F1% 43 3¢ M- R IE R 2 BT 738 & 047 o
ST, EW KB E N 600 bp, KN 200 bp, FHiFHE TEANE DR TRZ S
(nucleotide diversity, Pi).

L6 RS EZ T

N B -2 B0 SO B R B R AR AL AL T 1, AR T HER ARG KB,
A R i 5 ) phytools f(Revell, 2024) #EAT IR E R . SRS ER M,
FEPRE W A=A B Thage R CRE 0, MWiDFHI5EE) . BERK CRE 1, 72
AT LIRSS 1) MER CIRE 2, FHISK) . FATHLRL 135 R A (ERD . X PR
(SYM) FigAFEFKER (ARD) X =FHEHARBR, FEURGE ARG BAEN (AIC) 2%
TRAEMAEM, R R EHA T, JATEL 1000 KEEHLHR EIEBHAL S T NS
RS IRS A

2 RS0

21 RERKEER
B TR —A IR XS i A SR R 2B A, 5 IALL AR VR DL o B b 9 P 7y 32 ) e
B EHN BN ARGEREN (B 1), R LHMT-SES X NE R
(BS/PP=100/1.00). JX—FL AR HE P 1 2 SCAE,  FF gt —2B 90 8 MEA B
FERRIM 3o 433 1A A3 1 FIMEAr 3 20 WAr 3¢ 1 (BS/PP=100/1.00) .5 i ¥
FAAR S5 (P tristis) o JLURIREE AW 252 2 (BS/PP=100/1.00), & 4 MoFh, He,
WE S8 (P decora) BRI NZ ZR, S5 IRESeE (P, dunniana) FIRLEF 556 (P rudis)
B B 2 BERRN 6 AN Lo T & IR HEA DL 5E (P dolichocymba)
BB %E (P galeata) TS 3, ErtHAb 5 N LK. G, X&EE
WS (P lasiophrys) W3S 4 AUEE T 5568 (P retingensis) W33 5 VLA
PaE L B 5 (P xigingshanensis) Y53 6 IR ALK . 45332 7 (BS/PP=100/1.00) £
T TIAMAELE (P rhodotricha) MEZHLSE (P trichoglossa). H, E#HELY%
B W2021094 FEAS B T4 B D5 E N (BS/PP=100/1.00). 4332 8 (BS/PP=100/1.00)
VR RFEEWTSL, EB8&T 10 M. ZT5 XAAEHENZ RIS, WEH
A8 (P trichocymba) YEfENTIE 3 DA E, If5HABDIFHRA -

NEIAR S X RGEKEES, RAVET b7 5 FMEER X E T RGRKE R (O
K2, Bsk 3). XN EEREME N RS K B MES ATty B 5 aRL R AM —2, W]
I3\ 3, AR A 17 S A B R Ak . [EAERENE, 76 CDS W, W4
3R EAEEE (BS/PP=63/0.58), Ab-THHEF-Z 0> i FEil.
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Fig. 1 Bl tree of Rudes-Craspedotrichae Clade based on chloroplast genomes

2.2 A EEHIE MR E R

FHLET -2 B0 M SRR FE R 4L K /NTE A 149 496 bp~165 182 bp, 45K ZHFEM (36/39)
£ErPfE 151578 bp ~152 178 bp Z[8]. 4 ANDXIRAIKFEAZ U : LSC 82 831 bp ~83 493 bp:
SSC 387 bp ~17 440 bp; IR 25 478 bp ~40 856 bp. F$% UL [X 55 I [ F & [X [{)30 L6 K 2
iR A R FEARE (B 2), EAERKA MR E DS R IR X RET K (4
40 kb) PLK SSC X2 El4a%s (/NF 500 bp). 7E P. trichocymba S11971, P. craspedotricha
S11013, P. rhodotricha S11794 X =M FEA K ILIA R X K7W 5, rpl2 BB T
LSC-IRa i 5. FLHF-Z E 5 XM SR IE R 4] GC & EMVEE N 37.82%~38.38%, Fr LSC
[X. SSC X IR X 75N 36.37%~36.50%; 28.80%~32.58%; 39.23%~43.41%. K4 IR X
Tk KA DA E AR K T e GC & B S HAb AR F, H IR X1 SSC X GC &



EWRART 2 XN HARYIF R 1D,

FHEF -2 B0 I SRR BORAE 113 ~114 A2 6], A% 73 ~78 4> PCGs- 30 > tRNA
FERL 4 > tRNA BEFPLK 2 ~6 MEFEHR . FEA P galeata P89 H 7 MNIERI K £ TN RE, 2k
TR B o cosA R TR0 RAS ML A S5t @il R ERIE L (Bt 4>, 7ER -2
BT, yofl s B T & RS AS FHEAT BB AL (B3R 5D aceD F R LR 1k
RAEBB S S (M 6). thah, EKAGLE. RELLES. 4E5%E. BEY
Jeih ORI ndh FEF FBEEEAER R (8] 2D,

1 GRER RISk R 4 HRHE

Table 1 Overview of physical properties of chloroplast genomes in Pedicularis and outgroups

(i3 EREARM RAARX KT X AN X EEHR BEREMEE R

Sample Genome size IR region LSC region SSC region Number of genes Pseudogenes/Physical loss*
(bp, %) (bp, %) (bp, %) (bps %) (PCGs/tRNA/rRNA)

4135 Outgroup

Lindenbergia philippensis 155 103(37.78) 25812(43.22) 85594(35.81) 17 885(31.86) 80/30/4 —

Phtheirospermum japonicum 153 372(38.27) 25608(43.38) 84 478(36.43) 17678(32.28) 80/30/4 —

HAhT 5% Other Pedicularis

P. angustilabris S16559 151614(38.31) 25744(43.31) 82836(36.42) 17290(32.45) 78/30/4 ccsA; aceD

P. grandifiora P118 152061(38.39) 25779(43.32) 83238(36.53) 17265(32.62) 79/30/4 ccsA

P. kangtingensis P062 151577(38.32) 25743(43.31) 82805(36.44) 17 286(32.42)  78/30/4 ccsA; aceD

P. tsekouensis P121 145626(38.31) 23883(43.71) 83453(36.30) 14407(32.01)  68/30/4 ccsA; ndhA, B* C, D, E, F*, G* H, I, J, K

HFF-4E4 X Rudes-Craspedotrichae Clade

P. cinerascens P114 151885(38.31) 25620(43.33) 83 281(36.43) 17 364(32.52)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. craspedotricha $11013 151832(38.32) 25521(43.41) 83446(36.42) 17 344(32.53) 78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. decora LR202072210 151944(38.30) 25741(43.25) 83 125(36.44) 17337(32.48) 78/30/4 yef15; ccsA

P. decora W2021033 151578(38.34) 25718(43.27) 82831(36.50) 17311(32.51)  78/30/4 yef15; ccsA

P. decora W2021034 151857(38.32) 25711(43.27) 83099(36.47) 17336(32.47) 78/30/4 yef15; ccsA

P. decora WY2023043 151578(38.34) 25718(43.27) 82831(36.5)  17311(32.51)  78/30/4 yef15; cesA

P. decora WY2023056 151892(38.31) 25717(43.28) 83 112(36.45) 17 346(32.45)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. dolichocymba P115 165 182(37.82) 40856(39.23) 83 083(36.47)  387(31.09) 75/30/4 ycf15; ccsA; ndhD, E, F*
P. dunniana S10447 151900(38.32) 25717(43.28) 83 117(36.47) 17 349(32.45)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. galeata P989 164 204(37.84) 40265(39.36) 83 239(36.43)  435(28.80) 73/30/4 ycf15; cesA; ndhA, D, F* H, |
P. ingens LR202072006 151819(38.32) 25624(43.35) 83214(36.43) 17357(32.51) 78/30/4 yef15; ccsA

P. ingens W2021046 151819(38.32) 25624(43.35) 83214(36.43) 17357(32.51) 78/30/4 yef15; cesA

P. kongboensis WY202235 151793(38.32) 25622(43.36) 83218(36.43) 17331(32.53) 78/30/4 yef15; ccsA

P. lasiophrys P116 151709(38.30) 25586(43.32) 83214(36.42) 17323(32.47) 77/30/4 Yyef15; cesA; aceD

P. lophotricha S06765 151642(38.33) 25517(43.37) 83 169(36.44) 17 439(32.58)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. prainiana S15401 151 887(38.32) 25717(43.28) 83 142(36.46) 17 311(32.49)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. pseudosteiningerlLR202071107 151 823(38.32) 25 624(43.34) 83 226(36.43) 17 349(32.51)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. retingensis WY202243 152 058(38.26) 25608(43.34) 83 459(36.37) 17 383(32.40)  77/30/4 yef15; cosA

P. rhodotricha LR202071504 151880(38.32) 25636(43.35) 83 234(36.45) 17 374(32.45) 76/30/4 Yyef15; cesA; ndhF, G

P. rhodotricha $10908 151892(38.33) 25632(43.35) 83 255(36.46) 17373(32.49) 76/30/4 yef15; cesA; ndhD, |

P. rhodotricha $11794 149 496(38.38) 25478(43.40) 83 434(36.39) 15106(32.46)  75/30/4 Yyef15; cesA; ndhA, D, F*
P. rhodotricha WY2023070 151833(38.32) 25642(43.35) 83 160(36.45) 17389(32.44)  78/30/4 yef15; cesA

P. rudis W2021072 151 578(38.34) 25718(43.27) 82831(36.50) 17311(32.51)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. steiningeri S04326 151908(38.31) 25624(43.34) 83261(36.42) 17399(32.54)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. steiningeri S04330 151854(38.31) 25623(43.34) 83 255(36.42) 17 353(32.50)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. steiningeri S10047 151908(38.31) 25624(43.34) 83261(36.42) 17399(32.54)  78/30/4 Yyef15; cosA

P. tongolensis P066 151 850(38.31) 25630(43.34) 83 240(36.44) 17350(32.52) 78/30/4 yef15; cesA

P. trichocymba S04329 151749(38.31) 25622(43.34) 83 134(36.44) 17371(3247) 78/30/4 yef15; cesA

P. trichocymba S11971 151 865(38.32) 25539(43.41) 83445(36.42) 17342(32.54) 78/30/4 yef15; ccsA

P. trichocymba S16411 151881(38.31) 25624(43.35) 83259(36.42) 17 374(32.53) 78/30/4 ycf15; ccsA



P. trichocymba W2021093 151 661(38.33) 25518(43.37) 83 185(36.44) 17 440(32.58) 78/30/4 ycf15; ccsA
P. trichoglossa W2021094 151 878(38.33) 25633(43.35) 83 249(36.46) 17 363(32.51) 77/30/4 ycf15; ccsA; ndhl
P. trichomata LR202071501 151 808(38.32) 25624(43.34) 83 185(36.45) 17 375(32.46) 78/30/4 ycf15; ccsA
P, trichomata $16513 151871(38.32) 25625(43.34) 83 278(36.43) 17343(32.52) 78/30/4 yCf15; ccsA
P, trichomata WY202240 151 814(38.32) 25624(43.34) 83 199(36.44) 17 367(32.48) 78/30/4 yef15; ccsA
P. tristis P117 152 148(38.30) 25701(43.30) 83472(36.43) 17 274(32.51) 78/30/4 ycf15; ccsA
P. tristis S16506 152 178(38.30) 25701(43.29) 83493(36.43) 17 283(32.47) 78/30/4 ycf15; ccsA
P. tristis WY202409 152 174(38.31) 25700(43.31) 83 450(36.45) 17 324(32.47) 78/30/4 ycf15; ccsA
P. xigingshanensis WY202411 151 824(38.31) 25636(43.34) 83 194(36.41) 17 358(32.55)  78/30/4 ycf15; ccsA
e HROREREK.
Note: * in the table indicates gene loss.
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Fig. 2 Variations of the IR region boundary and distribution of ccs4, ycf15, accD and ndh genes
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Fig. 3 Analysis of DRSs and SSRs

2.3 MEREZEE AR AR R

AR 7RI -2 B0 XN 2 ERERAE 6 MURMM, GRS E . RS
el AEBYE . BALEE. ARG JEE (P steiningerd) MZIES S (P trichomata),
X Fe SR AR B R ZH AT T Fh N LB #T o

FEM SRARBE RN RN S S50 )2 T, ANEIFR I A RBEE M AER (1, E2).
Hodr, BIARSAeE . AlIREeE . B E . BRI E S 5 S 8 i Fh A 2 DR 240 K/
RN, HAERKZERE N 300 54, 63, 220, 366 bp. AHLLZ N, LB AHE IR
2HK/NZE FAE HIA 2 396 bp o 458428 57 J5 T AN P. trichocymba S11971 1 P. rhodotricha S11794
P FEA R H B LSC-TRa 1 A 142 A 3

TEM SRR B R B S DI RRIRS E T, 4085008 o I i R o 75 Fi At 5 N fd
o, BRI SRR N G A RIS AR IE R 1) cesA AN yef15 FER (] 2D
SR, L0l N A AAAE R 10 ndh FER DIBRIRS RV, B0, ndhF BEREAFA
P 2 IhRE e BRI LR 3 FRES s [FIRF, ndhA. ndhD. ndhG F ndhl %%
A ndh FE R LE R PRI 568 5 R R P PR ES JEAE IR o I P BR (1) 9 Bk R AR S
MG, A S MR ARSI



EEEFHZ1H, 6 NMYF) DRSs 1 SSRs & 7EF W s RN, HAph i Kk £ 57
EIAERE 74 (B 3). Flin, fERRMSSEE T, DRSs #EGEIY 76 ~79 4>, SSRs # &
T 46 ~49 4~ FELL B SE Y, DRSs #i& N 81 ~83 1>, SSRs Jy 38 ~43 4>, FHEIEH
172, 1B 5 E ) 3 MEA DRSs & 50708 79+ 81 197, Horh, S16513 HEAKEUE (97)
RS T REMEREA, @ Faae, RATRIX R IZFEAT 1 MEKE AT EE S5
BUE P AR IR A (B 9). HERRIX — IR ZE )G, ZYM I E S T EE AR N

B 22

2.4 P3| 28 & FEE S
SR EF-25 73 SCHD 39 AN SRR I BEAT P 91 2 R0, SR8 3 286 N2 AT
A A 35 PR B EIRZAEIE (P VEHDY 0~0.019, “TEMEN 0.004. fEMZR 1AL
HRAFE X, SSC X1~ Pi flifk = (0.008), HKAZ LSC X CFIMEN 0.005), T
IR X f/NCFEIME N 0.001) . H 28 X CHT 5%, Pi=0.011) B A7 F LUK X382 rps16-trnQ-UUG
trnC-GCA-petN~psbC-trnS-UGApetA-psbJ. psbE-petLrps18-rpl20.ycfl~ndhA F ccsA-rpl32
(K 4: A

XPHHEF -2 B 53 3 78 N PCGs IR J 70 M o, IXEIL Rl 22 )7 1 4lifh ik £ .
Ka/Ks i HIRE T T, CEDEEME, FIMER 0.145 (Bl 4: B). HH yef2 FEH Ka/Ks {H
i, PR 0.677. MRAEThRE, FUAREERYE o8 3 H: JeAERMCEERE (GEEFO. K
I RIBH R GEEE R MIEMER (AEEF), H Ka/Ks FHES 58 0111,
0.207 F10.355 (& 4: B).
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A. Sliding window analysis of the chloroplast genomes in Rudes-Craspedotrichae Clade. Highly variable sites (top
5% of values, Pi= 0.011) are labelled above the corresponding positions. B. Analysis of selective pressure on 78
PCGs in Rudes-Craspedotrichae Clade. Different color blocks represent different functions: photosynthesis-related

(green); genetic expression-related (yellow); and others (white). The blue dashed line represents the average Ka/Ks
of these genes (0.145).
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Fig. 4 Analysis of nucleotide polymorphism and selection pressure



2.5 HAERSERST

TEFEF-Z B, B cesds yefl5 aceD F ndh 78 P 103 K H B 2L R4 BY 2 2 .
Hrh, cesd R yef15 1% SCHTA FEAR TR R I — B MR EE R Ak . MRS E & AR,
cesA (AR R AR AE B 2 8 JB I AL [FIAHSE T, 1T yof1 s iR AR R U & A e A B -2 B )
RIS (PSR 10D ndh FERPEGERML B E R SE R TR R A, FE NI
X3 FNEASL To FEWA ST H, LB ER ndh BFINEOIRES R B E RS 7. T
W3 3%, HSDREEREIR ndhD. ndhF 3R 168 E KRB RE TR 04 2.

3 W4

BAHBF-SEFXRERBERR

AT AW 7t (Tkach et al., 2014; Yu et al., 2015)¥0 M T e BRI R AR GHESE . AWt
FUAESLIEAS b, RAETHAMHEE-ZE 5>, BEy KEEEE, 18 7T EAHE &SR
MRAKE KRR ARG RCFHHI-ZESR RN, FRE R RBET N 8 NE
o X8 NS AN 9 4 R (Yang et al., 1998)fF1E — & HIXT N K R WAL
1 X RIBHAR R (Ser. Tristes), W43 2 XRFHEF R (Ser. Rudes), W43 3 MRS R (Ser.
Dolichocymbae) FRZ5ZR (Ser. Galeatae), W.57r3Z 7 X NEH FZ (Ser. Trichoglossae), T
733 8 WU 32 EEXS W 2% 6 2R (Ser. Craspedotrichae) AHAFT B2 , B Afi & (Ser. Kongboenses)
RIIFPFERTE B 1A R 1% RS B AT B 5678 (P kongboensis )HIE T B 568 (P. retingensis)
EWANYIMEETES B S5%E RMRL, 7040 T PR F E0(Yang et al., 1998). fERGK B,
BT SR ANAEN. 73 3C 8 R, TE T S a8 WA T 73 32 3 M1 7 Z I8 i) 1 ARSI 5)
o [EREI I Ot U BLAE B %R (Ser. Lasiophrydes) H, % 2B & KBS E (P. cinerascens)
MEBGE, ENTEERGEKENIAFNE, SERNDTRRGHALE —ENER.

WAk, RS2 1, W LSeE I N, 7 nl 50 IR S Je S AU B 5 e B ik .
TENLIP S T, B SAEREMALB LGN £ 8 1, B SHAER 4 ke
MAERG R B 3 DR E . AR AT SNSRI, M- E 0 S 2 W8
AR A S R, A Al R A TR RS A nT R A, AT E SR AA
ARG KB _E¥E T EHE(Acosta & Premoli, 2010; Liu et al., 2020). 0, FA1HIEF 41
BUESE, FEVLSr3C 2 F1 8, o REEIIE A RMIR (WIfE B B R ST
FEI L vE P b A AR S AR (B 2R, MR AT 2Bk o HoAE DL AL . EB i G A A s AR
e A, BB S5E (P lophotricha)~ B IKREJeE (P pseudosteiningeri) 5
G By S i A = e 2 D DY TR B o T B R 3R 3K [F) (6 75 4% ¢ T 25 = W i J 0 T AR 1% 28
B AR R ZE WM. B, ZRHZ XN SRR R, ARV R FHES 24
FERIIESE, B0, 256 %58 R B0E KB 5 n] ReAAAE I R S8 AR B N, FFRI TS
FEAAR AL 755 7 VR ST VP AL LM e A

3.2 HEEEFRANRSR

AHETERM, HLEP -GBS R 2 HAh (1 2 R P LA K M ANZE R 5 & B
PR DU R EOR Tk o FLI SR AR R 2K/ E B A AE 152 kb MY, FA HIXARE Ei ) o
5B FRIMEALL, Ma AR AR AR T 2 3 kb AR AR IR, IX 32 B TR A ] X)L
RSP XA AR LA E AT & ZHCE W AR 2R R TR AH AT LA o (HAE XM OR T
M, BATFEFERI 7 RIZI A R, KA S e B AR 28 5 e i i IR XORAE 11K
ik, S SSC XJLF5Eail sk (<500 bp). IXFJRIZU 45 ) 5 20 AE - 2 AR A P R



P (Wicke et al., 2016), £ 5567 & HAR A o A HE (Cho et al., 2018; Li et al., 2021; Fan
etal., 2025), W57 25 A2 ARG 77 ST BEASORA 1 X6 I S A Ik IR 20 &6 ) 5 B IR R A R . (EAS
ERENZ, LERADNR G o XN E R Z WER R, X3CRF 7RG PH 55K H 4
R AT M 22 [RIAFAE R B B 156 (Weng et al., 2014; Zhang et al., 2016). 73R 21, AR
W cesA T yefl5 (PRI RAL A2 257 SO SR RHIE, Sk 1 L R v 46 7 58 o T aceD F1 ndh
FE RN 25 2 T 2 30 HE ZR 8000 A S 2, 30 B Ok 6 5K R 1 1) AR AR FE AN [R) 1S R b e A 1
.

AHIFFEAE By ST JE P P 2 ) 1 ik R 3 DR A PR < M 5 5 B 1R 947« TEFTIE TS 1 7S A
Yidheh (AR S SEM S5, AR ShE . BAS%E. ARSEFNINES%E),
BRLLEELEAS, AR SR I A S R A AR E e, AR R REANMA R BRI 2K /N 4
FIRZE R AR U584 — 80 e SRR R A A AR e RS . 2R, 45
S A N AN F] R B I AR AN AE LR 4K /N EAFAEZ) 2.4 kb (W2 R, BIE ndh FEHThRE 2
HAFRPPRES . AR KM B E T BENMN RN, 10UE T Barrett 55(2019)
&t (1)« S FRAE N W S A e DRI 2H PR ] R AR AE Rl R KT B o X 22 S MR I R o] Rl &
Jk(Barrett et al., 2018, 2019). X T BES> A1 )32 (PR, AS[R] XSRSt 0 )ik £ s ) 22 %
AIRERIRBN 12— TEMPEER AR AW AHITEOL R, /NP (R T8ORS e B AT B AR 15 %
WAl R F B L DR B RILE A A R B P BE AL i o B, T R TT R BAMEA LI
TEAE, T2 i 2% 355 IR 4L A) ) 6 (R #4 #% (Kim & Chase, 2017; Li et al., 2021), —Y% ndh K[ T
REBEE I (] (RS AR AN AL, fe 28 P EUX L RITE AN [R5 B Hh B ATL 25 2K

33 HEEEFRPERERLS ZR

AHEFCRIN, (EAHET-Z B, 2R EER A TIhRe LK, A3 cesds yefls.
aceD VA Z A ndh 3: K] . cesA N yefl5 BRI EE G AR 1 70 SCIR T FEAR T o cesA
FERmE—FRER CAEMERED, ZEANFNLERES c HAMRAERNLEXie &
Merchant, 1996). ZHEEFE K ZEH 7 FEY H & F K BUEREEF 1L (Wicke & Naumann, 2018).
LS R AL FAH e, B RME R A T RIS R AR B AL, (HAEAENN S5 (P
superba) WIHLLANE, ZFL N KE T HI)RE(Li et al,, 2021). XK cesd FEH [P D REAE
FLE RIS R AT RN R E LT LR, yofl5 FEPR IR 28 R A 2 B B 6 1 29 S
Ftte RE yofls BEREVF 2T HEYT R, AR KW BN RN ER (Nuphar
advena)~ KAEEE (Ranunculus macranthus) VA ILF)E (Camellia) H=EeWpfhd A =42
Thie 4 & H (Raubeson et al., 2007; Shi et al., 2013). fEF 2R, EFEE JIHOA T -S4k 3%
DRI AH P A s i R BE B yef 15 BE DR AR E TR 4 (Wicke et al., 2013). IXUERF TSR, yefl5 &A1)
B PR A P SR A4 T BE 1R 52 1) P e AT PR o

aceD B[R9t . BE4EE A FREE (ACCase) [J— NI, X RZHHEMHIH A RE R
K H F(Kode et al., 2005).aceD K1) F 2Kk AREE AL R O AE 2 M) P4 (Konishi et al.,
1996; Graham et al., 2017; Sudianto & Chaw, 2019). 4 W 70K B E e 3 4l (Sect.
Cyathophora) W, aceD FEF O BAXIERH, FAE M SRARBE PR 20 oh — S R 2k R0 (Li et
al., 2021). 7EFEF-ZE 3P, BB LEERAET aceD MREERL, 1AL, FATEAED
P8 R L 7 SRS S e B A e S A ORI T IZIR R, X U Bk R ) (B LA AEAS
A3 R SL R A T2 IR, RJRAE— SRR I, S 2k 2 o B g

2R AR SE R 20 ndh F2 K2 5006 SRS 10 i B, T 8 25 2k B AEAE ) A A i
TEAE, ABAEX 6 G AE F OB B2 PR 1 S FR A 47 7 BE 940 % (Ruhlman et al., 2015; Shikanai,
2016). SEHi T o E R AT SR W, ndh FERI IR AR 2 1 /N N IhAE 763 2 Dh RE 2 1l it



i FE(Cho et al., 2018; Li et al., 2021). Li 2520212 H!, ndh R E K0T BEE LS E R 13
AN FEE LRI R A, 5iZJE R E IR E AR A AR AR . ARG RS T
XKW rie teoh, FAVRIN ndh FER) T AR REAR B0 SR, dE TS B 7 A -
DRIZEL A S o 1, X MAT A AR O ) o FEIX L ndh FERIH, FRATTKIN ndhF BEPPIRES A
g, WML BSEETPAEE 3 MARKDIREIRE . BET, ndh FEFERBPLSIM AR, S
R TE R BES 73 ndh 2R 0] GE FFARME ) AL A7 BT b 75 5 B A7 E H2 8 R S0 1 Th BE A MEATL
(Suorsa et al., 2012; Strand et al., 2019), KA f5idE— S5 .
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Lindanbergia phifppensis -
Phihairaspermum japonicum -
Pdoiichocymba P115 -
Pyaiaata P980 -
Poinerascans P114 -
Plasiophrys P116 -
Pxigingshanensis WY202411
Prhodotricha WY2023070
Puhadotricha S11794 -
Prhodotricha 510908 -
Prhodatricha LRE0Z071504
Pirichoglosss W2021094
Pistis WY 202409
Prristis 516506 -
Ptistis P17 -
Riichomata WY202240 -
Firighomaia 816513~
Prichomats LR202071507 -
Firichovymba W2027093 -
Ptrichucymba S16411 -
Ptrichosymba S11971 -
Plrichocymba S04329 -
FPlongolensis POGG -
Pusteiningar $10047
Pstainingert S04330 -
Pistainingert S04326 -
Ponrdis W2021072 -
Rratingensis WY202243 -
Ppsendostainingen LR202071107 -
Ppraintana 815401 -
Plophotricha S08765 -
Pkongboonsis WY202235 -
Pingens W2021046 -
Pingens LRE02072006
Raunniana 510447
Paecora WY2023056
Polecora WY2023043 -
P decors W2027034 -
P decora W2027033 -
Pdecors LR202072210 -
Paraspedotricha $17013 -

B S7 MERAZERA P 20 FhE RIS T68 F H A

Fig. S7 Heatmap of codon usage of 20 amino acids in the chloroplast genome

yef2, yef15, ndhB  ndhA,1,G,E, psaC
— [

Phtheirosp

Jjaponicum

sun

P dolich

RSCU

l‘].5
032

ba P115

P. trichomata S16513 ;

P114 b
1

i F
i .

P. steiningeri S10047 ;

P, tristis P117

P. decora WY2023043 -~

P. ingens W2021046 T

R A &
FEAR P trichomata S16513 LIAEAL 1) —AN BT &2 )7 51 330 7 HU7E A 7 91 A R R

A SSR at the red box of P. trichomata S16513 leads to misidentification of dispersed repeats.

K S8 AR BUEERR FFIKS A

Fig. S8 Distribution of DRSs in some samples



& Lindenbergia philipp

Phtheiruaperr;:um Japonicum
. P, is P121

P. grandi P118
P. angustilabris $16559
. kangtingensis P062

tristis WY202409
tristis S16506
tristis P117
rudis W2021072

Subclade 1

decora WY2023043
decora W2021033
praini. S15401
decora LR202072210
decora W2021034
decora WY2023056
dunniana 510447
galeata P989

Subclade 2

dolichocymba P115

hrys P116

EYY Sy 9

is WY202243

is WY202411
511794
trichoglossa W2021094

rhodotricha 510908
rhodotricha WY2023070
rhodotricha LR202071504

trichomata S16513

Subclade 8

i 504329
trichomata WY202240
trichomata LR202071501

ndhF

Bl functional
Bl pseudogenized
BN lost

ndhD

ycf15

is WY202235
$11013

el

UUVVVUVUTDUI LV UV VUV U LU LU L VWV OV

trichocymba S16411
trichocymba 11971
. tong is P66
P. ingens W2021046
P. ingens LR202072006

P. trichocymba W2021093
P. lophotricha S06765
P I

P. steiningeri S04330
P. steiningeri S10047
P. steiningeri S04326

Lo o
t+++ ‘ot
F‘Lﬁ:

ccsA ¢ - .:
=

B S9 cesA~ ycfl5 M ndh ZEEFIHBRESER

Fig. S9 Ancestral state reconstruction of ccsA, ycf15 and ndh genes
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Table S1. Sample information

MRy KES OIS Ykh KA
DNA no. Collection no. Morphological Species Location

Taxonomy
4N Outgroup
/ NCBI (HG530133.1) Outgroup Lindenbergia philippensis (Cham.) Benth /
/ NCBI (MN075943.1) Outgroup Phtheirospermum japonicum (Thunb.) Kanitz ~ /
HAh 5 %E Others Pedicularis
S16559 YWB-004 Ser. Recurvae P. angustilabris H. L. Li Yunnan, Yulongxueshan
P062 NCBI (MZ264878) Ser. Recurvae P. kandingensis P. C. Tsoong Sichuan, Kangding
P118 Zhou et al., ZhouCH1260 (KUN)  Ser. Grandiflorae P. grandiflora Fisch /
pP1212 Yu et al., HW10167A (KUN) Ser. Tsekouenses P. tsekouensis Bonati Yunnan, Shangeri-La, Hong Mountain
HEF-4F 4> Rudes-Craspedotrichae Clade
S11013 XiaNH0348 Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. craspedotricha Maxim Qinghai, Yushu, Dongzhongchang
LR202072006 ° LR202072006 Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. ingens Maxim Sichuan, Litang, Tuer Mountain
W2021046 @ HW10264-2 Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. ingens Maxim Sichuan, Litang, Haizi Mountain
S06765 s.n.-1 Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. lophotricha H. L. Li Sichuan, Aba, Hongyuan
LR202071107 b LR202071107 Ser. Craspedotrichae P. pseudosteiningeri Bonati Yunnan, Deqin, Baima Mountain
S04326 SunH-07ZX-1105 Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. steiningeri Bonati Xizang, Zuogong, Tiantuo
S04330 SunH-07ZX-0861 Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. steiningeri Bonati Xizang, Zuogong, Zayu
$10047 2 SunH-07ZX-1500 Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. steiningeri Bonati Sichuan, Batang, Dimucaoba
P066 NCBI (MZ264887) Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. tongolensis Franch Sichuan, Jiulong
S04329 SunH-07ZX-0948 Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. trichocymba H. L. Li Xizang, Zuogong, Zayu
S11971 ChenSL0292 Ser. Craspedotrichae  P. trichocymba H. L. Li Qinghai, Guoluori
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W2021093
LR202071501 P
S165132
WY202240
P115

P989
WY202235
WY202243
P114

P116
WY202411
LR202072210 P
W2021033 @
W2021034 @
WY2023043
WY2023056 2
$10447
S15401
W2021072
LR202071504 P
$10908 2
S11794 2
WY2023070

W2021094 @
P117

16CS13026
HW10285
LR202071501
LDZ-1106
LR20227281

Zhang and He, 08827A (KUN)

GLGS-26607
LR202208141
LR202208126

Yu et al.,, HW10311A (KUN)

He et al., 1273 (KUN)
19CS18471
LR202072210
HW10242-1
YWB201507132
LR202208032
LR202207311
YangQE1901
18CS17665
HJ1301-1
LR202071504
SunH-07ZX-0270
10CS2292
LR202207277
GLM-123893

He et al., 1340 (KUN)

Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.

Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
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Ser.
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Ser.
Ser.
Ser.
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Rudes
Trichoglossae
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U U U U U U U U U U U U U U U U UU U U U U U DU

. trichocymba H. L. Li

. trichocymba H. L. Li

. trichomata H. L. Li

. trichomata H. L. Li

. trichomata H. L. Li

. dolichocymba P. C. Tsoong
. galeata Bonati

. kongboensis P. C. Tsoong
. retingensis P. C. Tsoong

. cinerascens Franch

. lasiophrys Maxim

. xigingshanensis H. Y. Feng & J. Z. Sun
. decora Franch

. decora Franch

. decora Franch

. decora Franch

. decora Franch

. dunniana Bonati

. prainiana Bonati

rudis Maxim

. rhodotricha Maxim
. rhodotricha Maxim
. rhodotricha Maxim
. rhodotricha Maxim
. trichoglossa Hook. f

. tristis Linn

Xinjiang, Xiata

Sichuan, Yajiang, Kazila Mountain
Sichuan, Muli, Shuiluo

Sichuan, Jiulong

Sichuan, Muli

/

/

Xizang, Linzi, Bayi

Xizang, Shannan, Jiacha
Sichuan, Kangding, Zheduo Mountain
Gansu, Yuzhong, Maxian Mountain
/

Sichuan, Luding, Yajiageng
Sichuan, Batang, Deda

Sichuan, Baoxin, Jiajin Mountain
Sichuan, Maerkang, Majiangjie
Sichuan, Gonggaxueshan
Yunnan, Shangeri-La, Palahai
Xizang, Jilong, Jiangcun

Gansu

Sichuan, Muli, Shuiluo

Xizang, Kangmang, luoni
Yunnan, Yulongxueshan

Sichuan, Muli, Miaozuxiang
Xizang, Chayu

Qinghai, Hainanzhou, Amaoyakou



S16506 HJ1271-1 Ser. Tristes P. tristis Linn Gansu, Yuzhong, Maxian Mountain

WY202409 19CS18431 Ser. Tristes P. tristis Linn /
VE: bAs a il b BRI 5] B AU EUH ) P IF K BT . a. Pollen size evolution in flowering plants shows a compensatory trade-off strategy: new evidence from the genus Pedicularis

(Orobanchaceae). b. High species discrimination in Pedicularis (Orobanchaceae): plastid genomes and traditional barcodes equally effective via parsimony-informative sites.

Note: The data marked with superscripts a and b are cited from two unpublished studies from our research group. a. Pollen size evolution in flowering plants shows a compensatory trade-off

strategy: new evidence from the genus Pedicularis (Orobanchaceae). b. High species discrimination in Pedicularis (Orobanchaceae): plastid genomes and traditional barcodes equally effective

via parsimony-informative sites.
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