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Abstract: Rhododendron capitatum and R. przewalskii are ornamental flowers and medicinal plants. The chloroplast
genomes of R. capitatum and R. przewalskii have been sequenced using Illumina HiSeq 4000 platform to explore the
genetic structure and evolution features. After assembly and annotation, comparative genomic analysis and phylogenetic
analysis of the chloroplast genomes of R. capitatum and R. przewalskii were analyzed and compared with those of other
Rhododendron species. The results were as follows: (1) The chloroplast genomes of R. capitatum and R. przewalskii
exhibited a typical quadripartite structure, including a large single copy region (105 990, 109 191 bp), a small single
copy region (2 617, 2 606 bp) , and a pair of inverted repeat regions (45 825, 47 516 bp). And the two Rhododendron
species chloroplast genomes were 200 257 bp and 206 829 bp in length, respectively. (2) In addition, the 263 SSRs
were detected in the chloroplast genomes of R. capitatum and R. przewalskii, most of which had A/T base preference;
the codons preferred ending in A/U. (3) The chloroplast genomes of Rhododendron species exhibit structural variation
such as gene loss and genomic rearrangement. The study enriches the genomic resources of Rhododendron species and
provides the theoretical reference for resource exploitation, genetic evolution, breeding, and phylogeny of R. capitatum
and R. przewalskii.

Key words: Rhododendron capitatum, R. przewalskii, Rhododendron L., chloroplast genomes, sequence characteristics,
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structural variation

¥ B J& ( Rhododendron L.) J& ft 8% 1£ #h
(Ericaceae) Pl KM E , W EZ YR N F &M
—AJE, R 1000 AR, FRIEL 571 Fb, 4
TR e LI (B DE S, 1999) . MRS JE
YT 2 eI 56 HA T, S [F PR A 24
T MR GG+ RAEZ—, B4 AKRAAE
FFZE" BTG B S (Fw KAE,2019)
e A B A AL RS AR R R R s 1
K, Ao R JEE 1 B 5P 3 Oy R [ O e AL RS AE O
i R Je AL B A8 i A I ST SR A T A R SRR (HR
TREAS JE ALY B 5 R B4R bR R Y F
8 AR I L v S5 T At el AR A 35 114 1 52 R X
(FRilE 2017 ; E°F,2019) , —J5 1, A A Jw A6 )
i R () 48 5 434k (Milne et al., 2010) DA K 4
B FPE] 2238 (Ma et al., 2016) E45 72, A kI
L2 S S R ol ] 2 52 26 Y | 25 B A b RS R A W)
R o B U0 26 S S A R R M 5 3 — T T, e A
YA R A0 B e, LAl 55 (KBS, 2021)
TEAR KRR EE b 2 1 KL BS 4B & F (0 3 B K 5% I
248 A H A BERE

Sk AEFERY ( Rhododendron capitatum ) FIPE %) Ft B
(R. przewalskii) Y1 A #t: 55 J& v 3fe AT 4 w8 24 FH A (B R
WLBCEL B W SR HE AR, Sk AR AL BY AN Bl &3 AL BY 4 LA
W FEAZG, TR T JE AR | e e 55, 2 e i 11X
R Y B >0 256 (5 14 24 b ARG 30 BT 7
WA T S 2 W5 T, 19965 B 1k 14,2018 ) 5 3 X
FRAEYIRIE AR 36 A8 GHam B i b Ho i 9€

i 5 3 I M 5 A5 D7 T Y P R, AT AR S R A R
AL W) B Fh 1 56 AR R (B SCHk, 2001 5 2 K
42,2011, PRl RR B Bl AOUE 5 A0 1 0 R 4 14 7 Ml Ak
HiIst, FED, XX PR AL AS 0 B 58 32 24 P AR D) Rk
PR (TR AT, 2021 ; Yang et al., 2021) b2z plisy
(Liao et al., 2017; Bai et al., 2019) A= 75 1E W P4
(TRTENEAE, 2003 5 1 BE 40 45, 2009 ) 257 Ifl B9 BF 5T,
2T HB AL 75 S A iE 5 it b, B st 1% 75 5+
A ) TR A ROR TG S PR PR W 9 il i o
TR F R 7 03X T R ORE S R AR ) AT R
BHA AR R B B

WS A RS P T 400 P A T 2 AR ) A
M EERM A RS, 2 5N ERKET,
TERE YT A AL T B v R 45 2 O EH E AR
(Daniell et al., 2016) , B YGRS 4 —
el — A 120~ 160 kb (1 BUE R 435, B —
AR HHE D] X (large single copy, LSC) (81 ~90
kb) . — A~/ 45 DT X (‘small single copy, SSC)
(18 ~20 kb) Je — X 58 4= M [A] 09 [z ] & & IX.
(inverted repeats, IRs) (20~30 kb) ZH % ( Jansen et
al., 2005) . K&EB> = 55 4y - A4 L TR 20 R B
L GO, S Km0 e 5 R, =Y
U (U =R R A il L A S TS T VA B o A
T AU R BRI, b & EY ek R |
LTI E WEY AR E R AL T 0TI (Gu et
al., 2019; T &% 2021; Zhang et al., 2022),
HEAh, BT AR T DNA KB R (Yan et al.,
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2015; FEFESE,2019) A fb 3 AL I e 4 R (2=
= K& 2019, BRI 56, 2020) 5L R4 3% 2 I
H AR (Fu et al., 2022) FFE K4 A Box A RS J@ A Y
MRGKRE XRIT TR, BARILAGE PG H
RGRR  H A XL RS JE B 4 FE 058 R 2L BR
N = 4 5 Y T M 7 A £ 22 [
IS I BE S AT B 55, 44 5L DR 40 0% 51 4 1 4k
N BEAL R RIS K R AR R RS T A L E
5 LS T Z B E R, BA R PR,
AT LIFER DNA 945 5 4 1 0 90 i 2 A4 7 o
B9 %5 (Kane et al., 2012; Xie et al., 2019)
ARHIRGE LA Sk A6 B S A0 B % AL BS R 0F 58 6 R
FETFCHEA T | 2 R R i) Sty I, 4 T i AT
HF 585 MR IR, PG 2 KRR 7 MBS S
Fa Ayt SR AL R A P B AT LB A3 T . AR LA
FRERE (1) kA8 ES | B % FL B i Sk A A
TN T LARHE 5 (2) FBS & R i (A S PR 2
A AT AHEAARAE 5 (3) A RS & AR 4 - S R L R 41 1)
A A R A I R KR AT 4, ARARSOR i — 2D
Sk Sk AC KLY | B B R AS KA B JE A A s AL R
W S5 550 B G R T R ) FH S I Y B B AL R

1 #MHEF*

1.1 E#

SLAEMES T 2021 4E 9 H 6 HR A H A
i E B HE (102°15'90.11" E 37°00"16.11" N) |
B & FLHS F 2021 4F 8 A 11 H R A 48 i Lk
%G M TR E (101°80712.39" E 37°25'19.25"
N, SR Hsf 35k B BRE A A 190 7 66 B s A e e o
THELRAE , FH T DNA $2 L, [7] B R 45 4y 76 51 1 4
A F RS E ., A EIE A th 84
H X ) A AT 2 0 S, R AT A
W BE bR AR I (S AE MBS . 6321261.Y0192, B &) £t
A% .632126LY0128)

1.2 ik

1.2.1 A W4 DNA #R 50 5 & DNA fJ#
HUR A 22 v A 4 32 DR 2 e 42 BGR ) £ (Plant
Genomic DNA Kit, Beijing) # 17, 2k | NanoDrop
2000 ( Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) il DNA 4§
B, K A Quantus Fluorometer ( Picogreen ) il DNA
WRBE R B IR PR GE I F kR DNA S22
H#EAT DNA SCE g, JF Al ] Iumina HiSeq

4000 “F-HFEATMF . FIAEHE (raw reads) 7E NGS
QC ToolKit( Patel & Jain, 2012) fh ¥E475d €, 2R
Horp I 1 X 5 15 2 FR2H 25 7 51 (clean reads)
1.2.2 vHER R R B 0 205K R B A A 32 B i 44
My DL A R B Y i A 4 R R4 O 51 (NG
053746) B =2 FF 5, %1 18 J5 B0 clean reads TE
GetOrganelle X440 ( Jin et al., 2020) FfEF72H %%
ZHE 5 LA R 22 BE TR 20 )7 51 R | CPGAVAS2
A% (Shi et al., 2019) #E171E B, H-7E Geneious
Prime % 4 ( Drummond, 2012) ' L) [& 47 ¥ A
(R. platypodum, NC _053746) . 75 HE # B89 ( R.
concinnum , MT239366) M- 2f 1K 4= FE K 4 Sy 2 4%
EdE R R, B g ERA TS A
OrganellarGenomeDRAW %X { ( Greiner et al.,
2019) H, HEAT W) BRI G A 22 . 18 4 Geneious
Prime R4S A 0 1R 1Y Sk AEFEHS | Ble % kL S i 4
IR 75 FAE R GenBank B
1.2.3 A4 1o 47 (I MISA 722 T H. (Beier
et al., 2017) X Sk AEALRY | By & 4L AY LR (] 20
() fij B L & ¥ 9] ( simple sequence repeat, SSR) #E47
Kl B % B8 ( mono-nucleotide ) SSR . — #% 1 &
(di-nucleotide ) SSR , = #% # M2 ( tri-nucleotide ) SSR .
PUH% 1Y FR ( tetra-nucleotide ) SSR |, T #% 11 R ( penta-
nucleotide ) SSR F1754% H & ( hexa-nucleotide ) SSR [
F/NE(EIIBEE N 10.5.4.3.3 71 3,

XF 9 AL S Ja AF A - g (R TR A rP Y 2 T G
i FE A (protein coding gene, PCG) #1715 , S Bk
TS LUK /N T 300 bp iR SRS AE A
SR i B 2 1 B Y R 91 455 ] MEGA
X B (Kumar et al., 2018) X X $675F & 4% 1 1) 5
PR PP 310 32 A 2365 % (500 P i e 0 A, DS e s
AH N 28 B PR 1) 2% B 1 AR 4

AR AL RS (NC_053746) ISt PR L 4145 Sy
Z2Z 7 5, 8 mVISTA 7E4k T H ( Mayor et al.,
2000) 1 shufffle-LAGAN 23X ( Brudno et al., 2003)
XF 9 AKLHS Ja HE A - S A PR 20 ) 90 R4 T 40 A
1.2.4 ZRZF o4 AT B0k AL HLAY 0B %)
FASTEALAS B T B R GER T AL E, AW 17
SR SRR R 20 9 HEAT R IR R BR
TASHIF ST I RE A Sk A6 AT BY RN B 2 R B i SR AR 3
PILLFFSIAh , oAy 15 203 F 40 A NCBIL 4% 7 2%
FEHS JE& A5 9 1y 51, 3 2% 3R W J& ( Gaultheria Kalm
ex Linn.) HHY) ¥ 51, 3 254 J& ( Vaccinium Linn.)
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T3, I LL 1 4% B 156 5 R ( Pyrola Linn.) %)
FHH 1 2552 38 ( Chimaphila Pursh) f%) ¥ 5]
FANERE, WL E 1T Rk e A T A
MAFFT v.7 ¥ ( Katoh & Standley, 2013) F1 47
Xt He X B9 25 SR 78 ModelFinder %14 ( Rozas et
al., 2017) Wit S R A 005 19 A% 1 IR B AR 2L AN
MRS 8, 4l L B KL AR % ( maximum
likelihood, ML) F1 Il i Hf 25 ( Bayesian inference,
BI) HEAT & G5 R B 007, ML A 7E RAXML v8.2.4
BAF (Stamatakis, 2014) H# &, Sk BN
Models = GTR + GAMMA , bootstrap = 1 000 ; BI ##f
TE MrBayes v3.2.6 3K ( Huelsenbeck & Ronquist,
2001) 4 #, 2 8K B N Models = GTR +
GAMMA, Generations = 2 000 000,
Freq = 1 000, Burnin Fraction = 0.25,

2 R 59

2.1 MEEE EAHERFIE

Sk AE A HS 5 Bl % A Y I S A 5 DX 40 8 3
HAOWEE 4> T, B2 8 1 DU BE U254, L H6 — Ak
FPE DX (LSC) \—/INEHE DLIX (SSC) A K A~
R B (IRs) (1), Sk AEAE RS 2 R A
ZH ( GenBank % 5% 5, OL804295) 4 K (Full) &
200 257 bp,LSC X .SSC X LA KB4~ IRs XA FE 43
W) 105 990 .2 617 .45 825 bp ; by & A1 B -2 A I
A2l ( GenBank % 5% %5 OL871190) 4= K (Full) A
206 829 bp,LSC [X SSC X DA KA~ TRs XA JE 4>
WIS 109 191 .2 606 .47 516 bp, Sk AEK:BS F B %
FEES B SRR R N 4 B GC =0 R 35.8% Fi
35.7%,IRs XY GC & 1 (36.6% .36.5% ) ¥ & T
LSC X (K 35.4% .35.1%) } SSC X (29.8% .
30.0%) o 9 AL RS AL Jm Al W 1) i 2 A Ik R 21 4K
JLFIR 193 798 ~208 015 bp, Hh i KAy & R %
FERS, /N2 SH AL RS (J5AE R s LSC XK EE
FEl 7105 990~ 110 593 bp,SSC XA J&E A 26~
2 621 bp,IRs XKL 40 583 ~47 516 bp; &
GC &N 35.7%~36.0% , R AK(FK1),

SLAEAT B SR AR R A g fid 138 N3N, 46
86 TME LI (PCG) 44 4~ t(RNA FE[H K 8 4>
rRNA JE ] 5 Bl 25 S - 2 (A 35 D] 20 D 44 i 143 A~
LR, 4245 89 4~ PCG .46 > tRNA [ & 8 4
rRNA LR, HETE &R0 9 ik HSJE 4 i k4

Sampling

RPN H A FE N 123 A4S [ 280 B (JRAEF) ]
2 150 DN ORLZKAERY) A5, B H g E [ 80 4
[ SHERFEHS (JEARFR) ] ~ 95 AN (ARLT K HEAY) | tRNA
BN 35 A [ BZEAERG (JER) | ~47 A (CORZIRH:
%) ,rRNA BERI 8 A~ (3R 1), 5l & H M £ 4
JEIR & yefl  yef15  tmR-UCU , iraM-CAU . trnH-GUG
accD infA SFFERLETR TP R (K 2)
22 BEEERFIISH

3 2 X8 Sk 4B AL B 0 Bl ) KBS S A R Y 2 )y
FIHEAT MISA 3 A1, LA I i 263 A~ fij B & &2 )P
HI),6 FpER (AL ER SSR, %R SSR . =#%
12 SSR .\ MUAZ TR SSR\ HAZ 1T R SSR RIS
% SSR) . 7E 3k {6 At AY kil 3 130 4> SSR, H:
W ,74 > SSR 43 i £E LSC,2 4~ SSR 43 fii 7 SSC
X, A~ TIRs 24045 54 4~ SSR, e & A2
H R SSR (86 A4), Hk & —# H R SSR (19
M)A ER SSR (12 )  PUAZ 1 R SSR (112
A ANEAFER SSR (1 AY), KA 2 1 &% 1 iR
SSR., TEB %) f B AL A b G £ 133 4~ SSR, A
87 4~ SSR 4 i 7£ LSC X, 3 4~ SSR 4 i 7 SSC
X, P~ IRs X 4534 43 4~ SSR, 4 46 71 4
HRFFIR SSR.19 > PR SSR .25 4~ =& FF
iz SSR .16 PR R SSR, LA H R SSR /S
T2 SSR &£ —"1 (£ 3),
23 ZEWTFERARFED T

T HEAT 9 FhokL RS JE R L A B PR A 1) %
Bt Pl - M o0 A, L0 28 1 436 SR A A
(2R 1 G i R 3], L Sk A AL RS 47 2% B &
FLHS 49 4 FHEALHS 49 4% DL ARKAY (R AT Fh)
44 Z RLUKHLRS 54 %% R FAERS 49 & BRI
50 45 FURE 49 SAANEAANALHG 45 45, XL
S Ja8 AR I 2t 1k 35 DR 20 25 A o ) A 2 12 4 T
P & 2 AT, E K 43 kL B i AR W - S AR R TR 4
i RSCU> 1 Y & 401 % 5+ 2L 30 4~ (AGA
UAA (GCU %§) , Hirh 29 NPL A/U BRELZS R, T LA
G/C Z5RMAL 1 A, B KBS & HE P - 44 2% 15
TImZT L A/U 452 ;RSCU<1 MBS T4 32
~(AGC .CGC UGA %) VL G/C 45 29 1,
LLA/U S5 3 A, TSk A6RERS | BRI R
PR I A 5E 2H ) BR UGA 5 e 4 fift FH 4b
(RSCU>1) , KRBT 1Rt —28, DL g5
T AT, 9 A Y JE ) Fh 2 ) 4% 65— 1 O &7 1
PREFE M —20,
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B BALEY R. przewalskii
206 829 bp

FHEAEBY R. concinnum
207 236 bp

Lh RS (EAS R R. delavayi var. delavayi
193798 bp IE T

IRELLKRALERY R. griersonianum
206 467 bp

RFEFLEY R subsp. lingb
208 015 bp

WL H5L LN

WL R. micranthum
207233 bp

k]

V-5 R. molle
197 877 bp

FAIREES R. platypodum
201047 bp

ANTR =
N 23
K B &
3
i 5e
A2 B8 /3 small subunit
e b/f complex gene B #fi{ 5k omal large subunit

FEERNA T s

iz rans
I B #ARNA Ribosomal
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RubisCO large subunit

1 9 Mt EEYMMHEELERAYERIL

Fig. 1 Physical maps of nine Rhododendron species complete chloroplast genomes
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Table 1 Comparison of general features of nine Rhododendron species chloroplast genomes
K& Length FE R B GC
(bp) Gene number (%)

YyFp 785
Species Accession No. s

Full LSC SSC IR I"F(;tbal PCG tRNA rRNA Full LSC SSC IR
SKACKERY 01.804295 200 257 105990 2617 45825 138 86 44 8 35.8 354 29.8 36.6
R. capitatum
B %) ¥t B 01871190 206 829 109 191 2606 47516 143 89 46 8 35.7 35.1 30.0 36.5
R. przewalskit
75 HEAE RS MT239366 207 236 110 326 2602 47 154 138 89 41 8 359 354 30.2 36.6
R. concinnum
EL AL RS (JRASF)  NC_047438 193798 109957 2612 40583 123 80 35 8 360 353 29.8 37.1
R. delavayi var.
delavayi
P SAWNin: L] NC_050162 206 467 108922 2611 47467 150 95 47 8 358 353 30.0 365
R. griersonianum
REFRY MT239363 208 015 110 593 2 606 47 408 136 86 42 8 35.8 35.3 30.0 36.6
R. henanense subsp.
lingbaoense
JEqI=] MT239365 207 233 110 376 2621 47118 141 89 44 8 359 354 36.7 36.7
R. micranthum
B MZ073672 197 877 110 189 26 43831 145 91 46 8 360 353 7.7 369
R. molle
(7] A S NC_053746 201 047 109 134 2613 44 650 143 93 42 8 35.9 353 30.0 36.8

R. platypodum

2.4 BB Rk E E A&

FIFH mVISTA Bf%F 9 Fokt BS & AH 4 it 2 14
FERA AT T 2T 5 Xk, K3 R RS
R I o 4 6 DT 2 R [ & 1A B 5 0550 0 0 fR 51
P, G % DX LG A 2 i DX PR S, 2 1] B 521X L )
PEOLIXARAY . 72 9 Fh AL RS SR AE ) b, 20 A e 55
B2 matK —yef3 | trnM — CAU = rpoB | trnT - GGU -
accD [ rpoA—psb] . trnM—CAU~-rrnl6 [ trnl-CAU-rps16
1 rps16—psall PIEHBIFFEX (K 3)

2.5 RERE A

BT 17 DR R 4 B DY 2H 9 B B
GURE AR (K 4) s, ML FBI R0k B W
FFbai iy 58 2 — B, BT A 1 73 SORR BAT B 1Y 3
i (BS=63% ,PP=1), FH5JE (1Y 5 3 P4 215
FUSZRF(BS=100% ,PP=1) , HEIRM & 55 &
IR R (BS=100% , PP =1) , J:[m) ¥ e AL 55 8 19
WRIRME , SCRFRELR (BS=100% ,PP=1) . fEFLHS
WNER,9 LS R Y AR N — 3, A ES TR 5
ANFh [ Bl kL G | RE A R A R 20 R RE Y | 2k
A (A ) R FEALRS ] R — 3L (BS=100%,
PP=1) FA9EJE 3 AP (FHAEMRY BRI kA

FERS) WRAE—  (HARTE R R, AR IS
Bl 2 A BS 55 FE AR AL BS BN IH IR OC R, SRR
(BS=67%,PP=1) ;P& a5 5 BILHEL% R
FIXF AL VT (BS=100% ,PP=1) ,

3 W5 &R

AHIEFE 30 3k Xof Sk A6 AL HY | B R AL G R g A 4
FEE A RAE 28, DL 7 A2 4l /Y A RS 8
FE ) S AR i PR A L5 O3 B 4 R 3R BT, AL S 8 A
WSk A S (R 2H 235 A8 A0 3 IR % A T 3 AR
ko 5 R 59 ) - S A R DR 2 X L
B, B S JE AR ) i SR AR R R 2 TP B SSC X 2 4R
INFR AR A% XX g B A S RO 2 IR X LT SE
JEZY 2 A% L HEN IR X 9P ke T 80k Y & 4
Py R L R 20 3 R I R A B ]
A A Y 0 A R R S ) EE R B G A A ) R
OB, QR A% (Pelargonium X hortorum) M 2§ {4
FEPZH ) IR XAEJE E 75 kb, BRI 41 2K 2k 200
kb( Chumley et al., 2006) , H &M 42 ( Cryptomeria
japonica) WERRFLHAITE 2R T IR X, Hinf g
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Table 2 Genes of nine Rhododendron species chloroplast genomes

LA hE

Gene function

2P

Gene name Rea Rpr Reo Rde Rer Rhe Rmi Rmo

Rpl

RHE R I 2

Large subunit of ribosomal

TR R /N 3

Small subunit of ribosomal

RNA %45
RNA polymerase

BB RNA 257
rRNA gene

%12 RNA B[
tRNA gene

pll12
rpll4
pll6
mpl20 . . . -
pl22
pl23
l32(X2)
ps2
ps3 . . . -
rpsd
psT
rps8
mpsll
mpsl12
rpsl4
ps15(X2) -
ps16(X2) . . . -
mps18
ps19 - . . . . . . -
rpoA
rpoB
rpoCl
rpoC2
rrm4.5(X2)
rrn5(X2)
rrml16(X2)
rrn23(X2)
trnA-UGC(X2)
trnC-GCA
trnD-GUC
trnF—GAA
trnG-GCC
trnG-UCC . . ) -
trnH-GUG . . - - . - -
trnl-CAU(X2) . . . -
trnl-GAU(X2)
trmK-UUU
trnl.—CAA
trnL—UAA




1914 I - W7 43 %%
k2
e
HE[H it . A 41 7 Rca Rpr Reo Rde Rgr Rhe Rmi Rmo Rpl
Gene function Gene name

irnL—UAG(X2)
trnM-CAU
trnN-GUU(X2)
trnP-UGG
trnQ-UUG
trmR-ACG(X2)
trnR-UCU(X2) -
trnS—-GCU
trnS—GGA
trnS—UGA
trnT-GGU
tmnT-UGU
trnV-GAC(X2)
trnV-UAC - -
trnW-CCA
trnY-GUA
bYW E T psaA
Photosystem | gene
psaB
psaC(X2)
psal(X2)
psal
RGN A psbA
Photosystem 1l gene
psbB
psbC
psbD
psbE
psbF
psbH
psbl
psbJ
psbK
psblL . -
psbM
psbN
psbT
psbZ
NADH fi & /i ndhA(X2)
NADH dehydrogenase dhB
ndhC

ndhD(X2) - -
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LI I fiE LA K
HE[H it . A 41 7 Rca Rpr Reo Rde Rgr Rhe Rmi Rmo Rpl
Gene function Gene name
ndhE(X2)
ndhF - - - - - - - . -
ndhG(X2) . . . -
ndhH(X2)
ndhl(X2)
ndhJ
ndhK . . . -
M2 b/t EAYHERN petA(X2)
Cytochrome b/f complex gene
petB
petD
petG
petL
petN
ATP £ Bl atpA
ATP synthase
atpB
atpkl
atpF . . . -
atpH
atpl
BRI AR AL O rbel.
Large subunit of RubisCO
TR Tt matK
Maturase
BE 4 T infA . . - - . - -
Translational initiation factor
H A cpP
Protease
WEE A cemA(X2)
Envelop membrane protein
LT-CoA FR ALV aceD . . - - . - -
Subunit of acetyl-CoA carboxylase
C A0 (3% 15 I A 1N cesA(X2) . . . -
C-type cytochrome synthesis gene
R RO RS yofl (X2) -
Conserved open reading frames
yef3
yef4(X2)
yef15 - - - - . - - - -

T - FREFIZER; - RORKZER, Rea. KIEALAY; Rpr. P& LAY ; Reo. HMEALAY; Rde. ThZEALAY (JAEFN)
Rgr. JRZLKHEHES; Rhe. REALEY; Rmi. 8811119 ; Rmo. “EBFH ; Rpl. FHF:EY,

Note: - indicates the gene presence; — indicates the gene loss. Rea. Rhododendron capitatum ; Rpr. R. przewalskii; Reo. R. concinnum ;
Rde. R. delavayi var. delavayi; Rgr. R. griersonianum; Rhe. R. henanense subsp. lingbaoense; Rmi. R. micranthum; Rmo. R. mole;
Rpl. R. platypodum.

RFEL R4l 4K R 130 kb 47 (Hirao et al., 2008) , (35.7%~36.0%) tL ¥F Z # ALY W 3 3k &
BEAh, KBS R AL sk K W4 GC & i (Aconitum L.) Hi¥) (% 38.0% ) (Meng et al., 2018) |
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&3 KILHLES B E ARG RAK
ERAPHEHREERFT
Table 3 Simple sequence repeats of the chloroplast

genomes in Rhododendron capitatum and R. przewalskii

S AEHRY I 45 AL 59
R. capitatum R. przewalskii
SSR 27
Number tage Number  tage
(%) (%)
R A/T 83 96.51 71 100.00
Mono-nucleotide /G 3 348 0 0.00
AR TA/TA 0 0.00 17 89.47
Di-nucleotide AT/AT 19 100 2 10.53
ZERAFIR AAG/CTT 10 83.33 0 0.00
Tri-nucleotide AAT/ATT 2 16.67 0 0.00
AGA/TCT 0 0.00 4 16.00
ATA/TAT 0 0.00 1 4.00
GAA/TTC 0 0.00 16 64.00
TAA/TTA 0 0.00 2 8.00
TTC/GAA 0 0.00 2 8.00
DU R AAAT/ATTT 4 33.33 2 12.50
Tetra-nucleotide o\ pyparr 0 0.00 31875
AATT/AATT 1 8.33 1 6.25
AAGA/TCIT 0 0.00 1 6.25
AGAA/TTCT 0 0.00 2 12.50
AAAC/GTTT 1 8.33 0 0.00
ATTG/CAAT 0 0.00 1 6.25
ATAA/TTAT 0 0.00 3 18.75
AAAG/ CTTT 4 33.33 0 0.00
CAAA/TTTG 0 0.00 1 6.25
AGAT/ATCT 1 8.33 0 0.00
AATC/ATTG 1 8.33 0 0.00
TTTC/GAAA 0 0.00 2 12.50
HAZH R GTCAT/ 0 0.00 1 100.00
Penta-nucleotide ATGAC
ANZH R TAAGGG/ 0 0.00 1 100.00
Hexa-nucleotide CCCTTA
AAGGGT/ 1 100.00 0 0.00
ACCCTT

TR A8 Bl ( Adoxaceae ) FH ¥ (2 38.3%) ( Fan et
al., 2018) ik, X AL GC & &t 5 M-SR R H K 241 2%
4 B HERCE (38 Jn A 56 ( Wicke et al., 2016) , H
I S A 3 D) 4 7 1 BIL D 30 AN 7 4 8 F 5
W, it A I DR 2 5 HE T R 5 I A B PR A 1 st
1974 % (Zhang et al., 2003; F ¥ % 2011),
FERG JE AR ) B LR 1 AR A SR B 2 A st

T8 502 T R AR A AT &/ 42 28 5 AR, 5
R EA T EAG8A, S8 iyt ik
B DR A 2540 e A 7 S i A

MG JE AP SRR SE A A S5 AR R S 8T
FESE A GRS A R R T e
FEHEEA 2 NI LT IRa—-SSC il B H) A 5¢ 4%
LA, AT IRb—SSC $ 1Y yefl F PR )9t AT , B
F—AMBEE R B e A AL B ARG 8 Bk B8 JE A
MR AR FE R B 58 2R T yefl S, 45518
A0 I R 5 DR L R A 1 DB, S [R) 490 ol o S )
R IR SR s Z 65 IR XY 5k 5ol 45 1
FREE 2SR O, BLAk, Xt T (RNA SRk, o —3 K
5 UL e A H A S UL ] DIVE M AR 78, AR 52 g
BEAIPHAT , X 25 1A G A 35 DRk 10, U 75 R A JE R Y
Gt = Wyt s SR AR KD A N D g (2 A
2017) , W55 A AL B | T 28Rk G ( JRAR ) S5 SRR
FERA BRI T infA FER, a0 2% FE TR i 28 {4
SRR 7% B 1 4 A% b OF 3R AT R 5k BE S PR
s 1 2K 11 e iz [l - 24k 2 5 A 4 1 B0 ( Sugiura
et al., 2003; Lee et al., 2006) , 5 H& BRI H 2
ndhF S5FEPh SSC XA FL 2 IR XNt BLIL P &2
HIEAE L, M4 NADH A E Sk 5%4
T B F, % 3 T 2 A P i 6 ) ) 948 e vy |
IREE 2% A8 A1 W3 38 £50URK ( Peng et al., 20115 Silva et
al., 2016) , F 55 J& AF 4 K 22 Hb b 7™ FE AR 40119 1o i
o XM ndhF EHR ) IR BE S PR Y
IREEAE W PR G, B2, ISk A 3 (R 21 25 4 o HE
ALY B A 40 S PR Ok B A X R 4
S EAE UL G4 T A BS S A [5] 4 Fof fa] 5 R ke 2k
7 022 5 5K, U B TR S JE A 4 - A S PR 2
BB,

ST b AR AE DNA 2 it 1 72 b 0 4%
[Fi] SC%% 1 - JF ¥ £ 4 FH 79 B8 %2 (Sharp & Cowe,
1991) , X2 PyFh ek 5 54 0 3F 10 FxE [ AR BR 45
T PR A A X B G 1 A AN TR A 2z 1]
AFFEH A LA AR FEH (L et al., 2019) , %
T~ (5 ] O - 1 2 356 PR A v — A 7B Ak R
fIE W RN SRR AE YR B A EERE L, A
WRFHAEE B 22510 T 2 & R ES S Y
WS AR 11 25 R 1 FH A0 %8 32 o 1 Al 2 il
(R 52 R | DA SRy 2 v A U 5 R 1) R 3R e
5T DA St R B RS2

HE R RE A P Y SSR B 25 1Y 2 P
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Fig. 2 Heatmap analysis of relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU) values of nine Rhododendron species
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Fig. 3 Comparison of nine Rhododendron species chloroplast genomes

F, RS S s (5 B & i m SR A T ek )iz
W T R st AL 22 RE 1 S 7 4 B B R ORI R G
UL E S5 4 (Ping et al., 2021; Tang et al.,
2021) o AWFFETE K AL AL B B & AL A 2 4> nt gk
PREEIR 2H kB, SSR 2R AL BB 1T R SSR Tl 2,
HUCOh AT RR SSR M =A% 1R SSR, HAE ¥ K

FERRAS XY SSR M, JLF- T A SSR I E R
HOCFE R A T B4 A AR, T Ak A I
AL ¥4 SSR IEEF R L Z R A/T hE,
ALY T AE Y AT X A B R AEAE (Yi et al.,
2013), X4 SSR Al A ALHS B S AN LT B
Z PRSI S SR IR > AR id .
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Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree of 17 species using maximum likelihood( ML) and Bayesian

inference (BI) methods based on the chloroplast genomes
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