J&HWh  Guihaia Oct. 2022, 42(10) ; 1740—1749 http://www.guihaia—journal.com

DOI; 10.11931/ guihaia.gxzw202103066

WRmBR, JKaESE, Mfkil, % R RS ERINAMTRAER R TR [J]. VY, 2022, 42(10) : 1740-1749.
CHEN LQ, ZHANG ZR, YANG JB, et al. Plastid phylogenomic insights into the phylogeny of Convolvulaceae [ J]. Guihaia, 2022,
42(10) : 1740-1749.

RhRGAEERARTELNREALE LR
R, KER, HRW, FEE, W

(1. P EBABE PSRN R Y 255D, = SIS 666303; 2. EFLEBE K, Jba 1000495 3. E RN
EL A T 0T v E P RS A AR R B R IR ELEH 650201 5 4. h EIRF A B A O 4 B AR B AR 2 b R L
= B 666303 ; 5. HERLEBE R B AW LRI L, oF B 666303 )

W OE. R 2ERE B TS SRR E A E A2 SR, SR, B TR £
BUGRRI RGE R E KRR — BRI, HENTIEERI N RRE KB LR, VAR L BUEER A 8 41k
40 NP T A 4 D AU BCE i B R USRI AN DU e AT R B R B T, S5 (1) ETER)
JETAAKE LR 20 X5 A DO GRS 48, BT AR BE TR 2 K /N A 113 273 ~164 112 bp , 2 1 B 4 5L ECH 2 66~79 4>, (2)
FEFFLAH DNA 404 (B WCG .CDS \LSC IR .SSC) MY R G & B A4 S B /R , WCG JEFE R CDS 45 M4 Al 41 Fh 4%
FFEAR— 35 AL BG5S SRR AT 25 5 s LSC JEFE RN WCG i B 1R FN 25 4 25 S 7 T 24 Tk S B & e
FELF AL R G B AU K IR FI SH A IS 25 51 B /R, WCG 4R P4 M1 SSC A FE 5 IR A B B4R TGS F A5 i 2% b
%, (3) ARG LB W RY BN | P 22T I8 A T i 4 iR AR AL G A0 HEAE W R, AL BRI 454, (4) H&
T WCG HiFEFN CDS M M4 b b ff e T HEAE R 8 MEZ M R G LB K ZR, MDA T A BEE R N —
L EOEMTEAE R L 3k | B G R 24 T R 5 AR 2 M, (5) RGER B RNA S HIIESL,
P T 0 B R AR ) 2 £ B B R R 22 RIS DR T F T T T2 14 43 268 Ml A7 R £ 38 0 1 R0 4

KA BEALR, REKRB LR, TRERNY, HLT)E, MRk

FESES: Q949  XEFRIREG: A XEHS: 1000-3142(2022) 10-1740-10

Plastid phylogenomic insights into the
phylogeny of Convolvulaceae

CHEN Liqgiong'?, ZHANG Zhirong’, YANG Junbo’, LI Dezhu’, YU Wenbin'**"

(1. Center for Integrative Conservation, Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical Garden, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Mengla 666303, Yunnan, China;
2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China; 3. The Germplasm Bank of Wild Species, Kunming Institute of Botany, Chinese
Academy of Sciences, Kunming 650201, China; 4. Center of Conservation Biology, Core Botanical Gardens, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Mengla
666303, Yunnan, China; 5. Southeast Asia Biodiversity Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Science, Mengla 666303, Yunnan, China )

Wt BH: 2021-07-19
E€WA . hEPAGE KRR A5 B (2017-LSF-GBOWS-02) ; =R 7 AT “ H IR AA "B H [ Supported
by the Large-Scale Scientific Facilities of Chinese Academy of Sciences (2017-LSF-GBOWS-02) ; Ten Thousand Talents Program of Yunnan
for Top-notch Young Talents |,
F—1EE . BRIBL(1996-) , BiHAF 554 WF5E 7 o AR A W2 |, (E-mail ) chenliqiong@ xtbg.ac.cn,,

CIEBEMEE ARO[ DTS 5L BTSSR M A R S8 5 84E , (E-mail ) yuwenbin@ xtbg.ac.cn,,



10 4 PRI IS : iR R Gk B AN AT LR R R T K FR 1741

Abstract: Convolvulaceae is a cosmopolitan family with rich morphological characteristics and important economic
values. However, the phylogenetic relationships among the major branches or tribes in the family have not been fully
resolved. In order to resolve these relationships, we sampled the complete plastome sequences from 40 species,
representing eight tribes of Convolvulaceae, and reconstructed phylogenetic trees by using both maximum likelihood and
Bayesian inference approaches. The results were as follows: (1) Convolvulaceae plastomes had the typical quadripartite
structure,, with the plastome size ranging from 113 273 to 164 112 bp and including 66—79 protein-coding genes. (2)
Phylogenomic analyses using five DNA matrixes (i.e., WCG, CDS, LSC, IR, and SSC) showed that the topologies of
the WCG and CDS trees were basically the same, with slight differences in support values for some branches. Topological
differences were found between LSC and WCG topologies, especially for the positions of Cuscuteae, Dichondreae and
Cresseae. The AU and SH tests showed that topological conflicts were significant between the WCG matrix and the SSC
and IR matrixes. (3) All phylogenetic analyses confirmed that Cuscuta and Dichondreae were nested in Convolvuloideae
and should be treated as tribes. (4) Phylogenetic relationships among the eight tribes were well resolved using the WCG
and CDS matrixes; Cardiochlamyeae and Erycibeae formed a clade as the first divergent group of Convolvuloideae,
followed by Cuscuteae, with the remaining five tribes forming two major clades. (5) The phylogenomic analyses

confirmed that Merremieae were polyphyletic, especially Merremia, and that the circumseription and taxonomy of both

Merremieae and Merremia will need revision.
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HELERLE  ( Convolvulaceae ) R B T i H
(Solanales ) , 7% 56 J& , 2 1 900 #, )3z /A Tt
SR B IR AT LX) BR T S8 MR W, T S IR
P X FR5 A ( Brummit & Staples, 2007), JEfE
B REA — Lo PR T E A& H [ 7 2 (Ipomoea
batatas) ] 25 FIFIFE AR A GERAEY) , AT — 26 7E
AR A PRI 22 FEE Iy T B 200 A 4 ( Brummit
& Staples, 2007; Costea & Stefanovié, 2009)

BEAERHE Sy — > T S, K KR
SIS F T, Choisy 7£ 1834 KK T4 —
MRRRG MR REIE S w2 Irkd s 72
16 NHEERFHY 32K R GE (Austin, 1973) , 1T
AN 2E 38 % 3 MR AL R — | R B0y 26
FRGEEAL T 1 900 05 F0 25 QR S A AETE 2 2%
HAT, )82 B 3 6 Ry B SCRIT SC, Bk SLRY
EAEFHEY R —F AR BB EL A, 2L A
FLIT, BB 448 o, it B A SR e RS AR 5E
PIPE  AE 5 M, AL S0 H A 5 2 W1 I i i vh Ay
THEAGE AR 1 8% 2 A (Stefanovié et al.
2002; Brummit & Staples, 2007; 25, 2020) . J
R P A B8 A 5 P SO S ) 3 B S R kA
AR IX 45 T AL B ] B FVRR P A R R
—EMERE, B TP R A A RS KR
( Humbertia ) . % 22 T J& ( Cuscuta ) 1 5 I 45 %
(Dichondreae) , MR/ I2E#H B EIX 3 P HE

SIEAER 0 B e R B A= B R )UlE AR
FHOFR o> PR, — 2852 5 8 e AT 4% A AL 380 il
A7 W) Bl ( Baillon, 1891; Pichon, 1947; Austin,
1973) . Bi4n, % 22 5 J& 0 o A= HEAR A7 W fs,
ML % FofRit f, 2R 28 HOAS a0 55 Mk 58 X
FEAERF 25 58K (2255, 2020) , Roberty (1952) &
TR AE 7 FIRE PR BT (%) 957 SRR AL 3O 4 22 5
B, X 5 Austin (1973) #4085 34 6 14 % B ) 73 45
— 2, THEA G PR PR 2 R 4 B JEAE AR
AT R A S R 43 SR B 44 B ( Dumortier, 1829)
SRIAT, Austin (1998 ) H T 128 AR (AL 45 16 5 45
(A= AR S N e NN FE R IR SR N
BH ) HAT ST, R — S VIR A7 7 B Y
AT AL, PR, A AU 25 PR ROk S E e A
FHRRI BN ER 2R REH2A AR,
BEA DNA P 5 iy PR % Jig | 56T 73 Tk
THRGEKFE B WEYNRERTLRY
WAL AR SRR ) 4 At AT R I AR (AR X
FH, 2020) . TEREEFEN, H AT 095> F R G F
T 5T 32 B0 T 20 M A% A A R DR R B, LA R SR
J7SORAER Ry — A B I 1 — 06 R 23 i 2
MR 12 5%, RIS AS AR L8 1K 1L s 1A, 2
A% A% ( Humbertieae ) ] FIEAEE R A5 11 % .0
% ( Cardiochlamyeae ) | T /A i J% ( Erycibeae) |
I 4 6 #h mr 4B R ( Cresseae ) | M % kM
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( Maripeae) ./NZE 25 % ( Jacquemontieae ) | %g 22 Ji
(Cuscuteae ) | 1 % f#E % ( Aniseieae ) | i€ f& &
( Convolvuleae) | fi # K % ( Merremieae ) 1 7 28 &
(Ipomoeeae) | (252 2020; Stefanovi et al., 2002,
2003) , fHJE, BEAE RN 32253 30 2 A Y G 28—
E A fRYE, AN Stefanovi 55 (2002) Jeik B 4 4> i
AL DR BRI A S o 8 e T Sy T A I B 11 3 S
TE J 485 T A e e TR R e A 5 R Bl 45 2R (s
BEAENE AL F B4 I B AR UG " 454 ( Stefanovi &
Olmstead, 2004 ), Refulio-Rodriguez #l1 Olmstead
(2014) 2T 10 A2 N 7 BL I 58 25 20 30450 Bt
FRR TG T2 T T TS R A, A e A6 I B i S 2
B, MWAN, 2 TR RS A B L E (Stefanovi &
Olmstead, 2004 ; McNeal et al., 2007 ) Fil ff 5 5t
43 25 b 47 i K B B ( Williams et al., 2014;
Simdes & Staples, 2017)

FFFA R B H) (U0 rbel, matK , tral-F
ITS 45 ) ) —LL 70 T R G WEFEAR D T A W) 73 2 By
TCH ARG R B R FZR W K MR 3 T X5 A8 9 25 ¥ (1]
1) 5 2 O 22 R AL T e (R DA TH (o 88 T RN 2= 1k
2011 R F 55, 2014) o SR, R BOF 9 &
RYREAF BAL A R H 4 A5 K Y 1k S0
6], A2 1 R 48 & B W Z AR AP TR Fh 45 4
25 (Rokas et al., 2003; ¥ 0§ ¥ 45, 2014)
M, N TR T RE R G KR, T RS
20 1) DR B PR 2H Bl B I BOR A H 25
A R OR B 22 (144 4 TR 28 A5 B0 I (E PR R R TR
HHAC, A R e, SCHRAT 52 2% 1, (4541048 DL Ak
PRI 16 PRI e, ok 48 i) R0 A5 7E R G2 R B A 98 b Al
FH R ) A% 5 DR A B A PR AR LT 5, AR
SENH A AE Z2 48 DL A8 S iR GE | AR SF
LR B R T8 TN 52 35t 4% B 40 52 i A5 A L, TR
R/ A= Y R T Gk A O N AT}
HEAE ) 2014 ; Gitzendanner et al., 2018b; FAHF1XI
FH, 2020) , N, 5 1 827 A~k K4 N 1y
78 L T M) F B XN R B R E
7 % ( Gitzendanner et al., 2018a) , #f — & F| H
2 881N T AL R 21 PN 1) 80 AL K FE At 4k T AE )
BRARFE R 20 R g8 A B, AT SR T AR
ARG RBHER(Li et al., 2019)

AWFGEWEE T T CREAERE F 203 S AR A
Ja T AR A R A B B )T SO
FEF R0 W4 T v o 4 A e AE B R kK B HE SR,

VAWI B e 22 5 I AR S8 4 6 0 B R A8 30 R0 1 70 6
PLRY A BEPE TS A RRE A B TR e AL R
T4 I R B4 BR AR, R Y 22 1 T A AR T M I R
AEREAE (R V5 5 A ) BIF 5 B A

1 M5 7 &

1.1 84

MR Stefanovi 55 (2003) B HTE 1T #Y Ie £ T &
GEHELR e K V- B X BEAE TR A7 BBORE | Hh i 25 g
FERHEY) 8 T 21 J& 40 B AR T He/E WA N I £
B3 3 AL IR B AR A R, Horb 16 T8 23
oy — A0 e K dt DA v R 2 e B WA 0 0T 5 B
v [ G R A AR ) B R R A I AR AR B
R 8 0T AR IR BR A 23 53] R A7 72 v [V R
S LR AR A 5 U R v R A B B W AR ) F O
FIARAGE (KUN) f (R 1) . 5350, 4 8 J& 17 iy
JE AL PR 2H B4 ML GenBank 0¥ T (£ 2)
I3 B Bk R B ( Nicotiana tabacum, NCO01879)
YE R AN ERE
1.2 Bk EE AN FFERE

A FH A ) 56 F 41 DNA 42 BUR 57 & [ DP320,
RARAEARHEL (Abm0) A RA ] IAEE T8 198
fief A4 A M I AR A B ORL R R IRUEL DNA | 28 58 4G
M5, #6147 ¥ )2 3 4 /7 (genome skimming )
(Zeng et al., 2018) o M) ST R /Ny 350 bp, R
F 150 bp B 250 bp B, {f FH Illumina MiSeq 5%
HiSeq 2500 A4 1, 45 A 9 M 4R A5 09 0 1y 2040
N2 G A, MFELFIFH GetOrganelle 14
£ (Jin et al., 2020) FE4T de novo 4125 | I H s IR
BT IR 4H . T 2l 4 2k UER Y A
KHCTF 3l PF 0K B, B scaffolds SCF B 3 5 A
Geneious( Kearse et al., 2012) , EBUZY) Fh 25 2% %
Fi i H A 3h W F ) Ch 2% p 8, i
LASTZ #fi {4 ( Harris, 2007 ) #£47 contigs HE /¥ Fl Ef
B¢, IFHEAT Foh e IEFPHEE . LR FREY Ipomoea nil
(APO17304) Jii 1A 4= 5L K 240 o 2 2% 5 91, {li H]
Geneious X Al € A6 B F ifE 4740 2 A DL 1 1 R
FRIES BN T0% , BEJG A TE R4S R 34T T 5)
RAE, Horh 25 1 4 A% R R 00 1 B A = 5 )7 51 R
FF L 12 HE (open reading frame, ORF) 52 i IR 25
{1 S o VA
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Table 1 Voucher information and plastome features of newly sequenced within Convolvulaceae

3 i A7 AN N/ ,% e e A el
- . Sequencing LSC SSC IR length .
Tribe Species Voucher Plastome Protein content
code . length length (bp) .
size (bp) (bp) coding (%)
(bp) p P gene content
S R TR I FEASE, KUN, S08256 150 529 85 700 13 901 26 815 79 37.8
Cardiochlamyeae  Dinetus decorus 15CS11317
BRI ZEKASE ) KUN,  S03014 148 628 85 092 13 394 29 081 79 37.7
D. truncatus YDDXSB107
T FRFESE | KUN, S08786 150 099 84 741 14 464 27 990 79 37.5
Porana discifera 13CS5909
FEWN e XI5, KUN, S04552 150 536 84 987 14 382 28 081 79 37.7
Poranopsis discifera 13CS6343
AR = RIS KUN, J1596 146 436 86 731 15116 26 674 79 37.7
Tridynamia sinensis 12CS4137
T AR T TR AL * A5 KUN, S08092 152 132 88 373 13 970 28 948 79 38.2
Convolvuleae Calystegia sepium 14CS9533
5 i T g A THEAE, KUN, S01846 152 365 88 433 13 542 28 100 78 37.8
C. soldanella FH-0201
EIGH YA 2 TI 250 R e + JkHE4E | KUN, S09440 135178 82905 13 859 28 117 78 37.5
Cresseae Bonamia spectabilis 17CS16107
JEAE 4 T HE ZEARE, KUN, S09953 151 345 86 158 10 747 26 705 78 38.1
Evolvulus nummularius 15CS10736
1T S AT WS, KUN, 15004 120 873 75 280 3087 26 005 66 38.3
Cuscuteae Cuscuta japonica TianXH521
KAEH 221 [ifi #% 4%, KUN, S02785 119 875 74 852 13 900 27 586 66 37.8
C. reflexa WH-2013-223
Th I 4 ik 4 S 5% KUN, S02993 164 112 86 587 3 344 25 500 79 38.1
Dichondreae  Dichondra micrantha YiSR347
TG HBETA FRFESE | KUN, S03267 113 273 71 518 14 980 26 589 79 38.9
Erycibeae Erycibe expansa 09CS1270
HET T 0T W5 A4, KUN, 16082 123094 72875 11 476 26 751 79 39.5
E. subspicata 14CS9371
FiES A K LS HAR%, KUN, S07996 162979 88 626 16 678 27 586 79 40.0
Ipomoeeae Argyreia osyrensis 15C51 1494
var. cinerea
SR SR FESE | KUN, S10321 158 269 84 851 13 673 27 809 79 37.7
A. splendens 08CS937
N e W5 445, KUN,  S09427 161 878 88 273 15 348 27 273 79 40.1
Blinkworthia 17CS16596
convolvuloides
HE KT ZEASE, KUN, S03558 153 016 87 991 11 371 22 409 79 37.2
Hewittia malabarica 13CS7249
ERE BEASE | KUN, S08462 153 621 88 896 13 765 27 252 79 39.0
Ipomoea eriocarpa 15CS11308
1 78 B HFEG ILIRE SR ¥ 7%, KUN, 13942 145 413 83 744 13 590 26 925 79 38.3
Merremieae  Merremia hainanensis LWX10031
1 4K T 414, KUN, 15226 154 887 88 860 14 640 28 432 79 37.7
M. hungaiensis WH-2012-0696
g W75, KUN, 11792 152502 88 178 14 354 27 772 79 37.7
M. umbellata 12CS4918
HuTiEAE FRFESE | KUN, 18001 154 245 88 615 14 521 28 258 79 37.7
Xenostegia tridentata 15CS10987

s * RN I NI LASTZ T8 PHE R RO M

Nole; * represents manually assembling sequence via using LASTZ.
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Table 2 Species and GenBank accession numbers

Py p GenBank %% 5
Species GenBank accession number
Cressa cretica MF067398
HITEAE MWO054627
Convolvulus arvensis

Ipomoea asarifolia MKO086048
TR e T KF242480
L. cairica

L. carnea MKO086049
L. goyazensis MKO086051
RS KF242484
L. hederifolia

Zes AP017304
I nil

sy B2 KF242499
L. obscura

L. pedicellaris KF242489
VIREYE DI KF242492
L. setosa

L. trifida MH173262
Merremia quinquefolia KF242501
Operculina macrocarpa KF242502
Stictocardia macalusoi KF242503
Turbina corymbosa KF242504
Cuscuta exaltata EU189132

13 FAILXMMRERE DN

FH TR B 2 A B FE 2 2. (1) iR 4
BERHFFHN(WCG, KR — IR X)) 5 (2) KREFE D]
X (LSC) ;(3) /NRFEDLIX (SSC) 5 (4) R I HEE X
(IR) ;(5) HE H 4G £ K] (protein coding sequence,
CDS) , LMAEREHZ% 741, F| ] MAUVE( Darling et
al., 2004 ) K45 25 PP A IR vk | RS ZRME I 7 51 R
HTF3h % 5 R L Rz, i Geneious
(Kearse et al., 2012 ) i & 5 {4356 PRI 4 DU 2 AR 4544 X
I} (LSC ,SSC . IRa 1 IRb) i1 5L, 73 B BLAS 43 IX 7
SRR (5 g 32 (R R B, 75 3 1A 50
R FE Rl 51, WCG, LSC, SSC IR X ) %% $5 1
MAFFT Online( Katoh & Standley, 2013) & T BRIA S
BT HO X, BRAF FEX R, 79 SR S E R R
TR AR 1 A 1 2 S B SR T L X A SRR
I3 WM Geneious W) MAFFT i {2 57 B 2L K &2
JP A X, PR A B B B . B 8l LR B A
Geneious VAT N T2 FIAS XS, HEBR 5 P JE 4
1R P DX, e AR 2 5 A AR S5 PR 2 0l A e,
LSC H1 SSC f TR 3 A4 IX K B | 25 1 o g it 35 R 16

£ (CDS) AR BT 45 K 20 (WCG ) FE I | HEL R SC
15546 e 51 38 B 1% F figshare M3 (10.6084/
m9. figshare. 14329949 ) , >k ] MEGA X ( Sudhir et
al., 2018) GEITHEFERY I BE A8 S s RN R 2015 5 o2
MAEER

i RAxML # & & K 1 4% # ( maximum
likelihood , ML) ( Alexandros, 2014 ) ,5 /™%F 4 #B ik
F GTR+GAMMA +T LR Ak 55 85 I 1) 5 KA SR
( best-scoring ML tree) , 7% & 1 000 ¥X bootstrap
replicates ’ﬁi %: ﬁ?}’ i Ef/‘] i %“: K ( bootstrap support
values, BS) , WIS, BS<50 HALHF, BS =
51~79 M55 4, BS=80 Kok,

B WCG H1 CDS [ A s DU it 37 4 18 B
( Bayesian inference, Bl) , #& F PhyloSuite %X {f
(Zhang et al., 2020) "' i ModelFinder 4 {f
( Kalyaanamoorthy et al., 2017) %% I8 BIC #E Il
( Bayesian information criterion, BIC) ok £ B 1 B ik
B B A %k £ MrBayes %K £ ( Huelsenbeck &
Ronquist, 2001 ), il i 7E Z& CIPRES Science
Gateway ( Miller et al., 2010) i # g 31E AL T
A7 DU 18 43 B, B B MCMC J2 5552 000 000
R, 55 100 FUHBRFE 1 BRRGREW, Jod 30T 25%
FOFIRERT A8 2 509 1) 22 55050 — B0 ( majority
rule consensus of trees) , T4 7 55 J5 B A %
(posterior probability, PP) ., Xk BN AZ LT
P52k H Figtree v1.4.0 (http://tree. bio. ed. ac. uk/
software/figtree/ ) Il F AL 45 3. AW 52 1, PP = 0.
51~0.94 553 +E, PP =0.95 Jy5ik K+,
1.4 REEE R

X H AU K 5 ( approximately unbiased test)
( Shimodaira, 2002 ) #1 SH % ¥ ( Shimodaira-
Hasegawa test) ( Hidetoshi & Masami, 1999) , Ll H
Wr WCG £idhs 4 15 2 A9 = Po B 5 H A B dhs S 15 21
BB PO (A2 45 LSC XY ML A (IR X (1) ML % Fl
SSC X HY ML B ) J& 5 A Gt it 27 22 57 . SH K 4 3k
TAESH B 2505 0 LB Dy v e 20 AR 5 T
T RSE, 5 AU Kl —FE BE G5 A R 1 AL
e, H AU K G SH ORI 094 25 /0 . IR R S8k
B K K BY 1Q-TREE %X /4 ( Trifinopoulos et
al., 2016) , il i i KRR TT %, ff ] RELL 33k i
71 000 YR E 52 BUAE AT — R &5 R 1 P (BN T
0.05, B i 35, SR W% M85 H 5 WCG AE I 45
ST AL N & S i TE T
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A (WCG/CDS) B (LSC)
T Ipomoeeae Pay—0084 Fedig: Ipomoeeae

A T Merremieae [

A W% [T Merremieae [T | Clade 1
JEAEIR Convolvuleae

TR I Merremieae T

hiB LR Cresseae Clade T

4% Dichondreae

4 Fik Cuscuteae
100/86 LoWEAEIR Cardiochlamyeae
T/AEIE Erycibeae

FiBl Solanaceae

C (IR)
Ppy =0.000%

o1 &2 Ipomoeeae
£ #5551 Merremieae |
P =0.000* o6 [fA 5B T Merremieae T | Clade 1
23 JiEfeik Convolvuleae
£ B B4 [T Merremieae I
LEL\%E{%}?}E Cardiochlamyeae
T/AMEIE Erycibeae

_E AL Cresseae

I %41 Dichondreae
b— Z%#Fik Cuscuteae
FiBl Solanaceae

62

Clade I
93

48 FEHE | Merremieae |

A ER 1T Merremieae I |Clade 1
JEAERE Convolvuleae

AR I Merremieae III

#4477k Cuscuteae

OpEsig Dichondreae
bk Cresseae
L#iE% Cardiochlamyeae
TR Eryeibeae

7Rl Solanaceae

P g1 =0451

60

Clade I

D (SSC) &k Ipomoecae
Pay =0.000% 56 £ R 1 Merremieae 1
P gy —0.000* fa gty I Merremieae I |Clade 1

Jigtbie Convolvuleae
AEFRI Merremieae 1T
LR Cardiochlamyeae
T/ARER% Erycibeae

3 iElE Cresseae
4 Dichondreae

%4 Fik Cuscuteae
Fif} Solanaceae

91

Clade I

B EE R IR bootstrap {8, RN 100 A543 AR . B A 1, B ASEUE IR bootstrap B ( BSyqo/BS s ) » BUF HEUE R
DUR 37 J5 B (PP /PP e ), BSyee/BSeps = 1007100 Fll PP /PP = 1.00/1.00 [453 EARbRHE

Numbers above branches indicate bootstrap value and branches with 100 bootstrap support are unlabeled. In A, numbers above and below branch
labels represent bootstrap( BSy./BS¢ys) and posterior probability (PPy../PP ), branches with BSy../BS, =100/100 or PPy../PP s =

1.00/1.00 support are unlabeled.

BT BT [ S PR A R R A S A e AE P ) R e K T A

Fig. 1

2 HERH A

2.1 REE E AT

JREACARLHTIN 7 4 Tt 349 Ay LAY 1) DU o3 AR S5 44 B
KEPEDLIX (LSC) ,/NELHE DLIX (SSC) Fil 2 A [ 1]
HEFH(IR) A, BRI A KN K113 273~
164 112 bp,LSC XK JEH 71 518 ~ 88 896 bp, SSC
XK JEH 3 087 ~16 678 bp, IR X K Ky 22 409 ~
29 081 bp, H GC & & Z24LIEH K 37.2% ~ 40.1%
(F 1), FEMNERBRSEREER, BRELTEIN, TELR
F SRR g A 2 R 5 PR sr 80 E o 78 ~
79 4>, L F Ja PR URE () 2 A ) M B0 o
R AL 66 8 H g 5L
2.2 IR

TE S AN B EE PR AL H AR B H, WCG R K

Phylogenetic trees of Convolvulaceae based on different data matrixes of plastome

166 691 bp, HA 53 093 A48 A5 (5 79 K
19 31.9% ) F 28 675 AT Z45F 500 5 (5 P HIH B
B 17.2%) , J¥ 51 2 FE P 5 &5 CDS X B Ky
76 883 bp, HA 21 748 A7AE S 55 AT 12 292 A~
A5 05, 43 b WCG R AR AV A5 R ] 294
S 41.0% 1 42.9% ;IR [XHFF K 37 107 bp,
A 9 908 NAE A S S 574 AN 25 57 5
SSC XHHRFEK 8 232 bp, HA 3 596 A48 557 i Al
1 966 M AT A5 507 5, LSC FHF4 K 112 926 bp, H
37 053 PSS S F 19 699 A 2915 50 5
23 REEEN

TE) AT (L% 4 22 + 8 A 5 B 4
), B R (TR ) A, Hofh 7 AN A
oM g (K1, KR 2), [, e
R R B 4 8 Ry o TR R B S R R £ R Y
# Merremia quinquefolia H. A Ut Wk 7 | i 1€ % #1358
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Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree of Convolvulaceae based on WCG matrix
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Table 3 Results of AU test and SH test
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