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(1. BRI R, A frPlefsi e, L8 I8 2410005 2. LRUTE K2 EYIHRE S ES LU HERRERE
MR E, LB TE 241000)
WE: [ B8 ) #7482 Neotrichocolea bissetii 1 7 45 A A4y, T8 R4RIPF A (JUCN) 71 4 5 s, MAAHRE
PR R A M A IE R R ik, T AR D AR . RGP e AR BEERAE, [ FF ] A
KREWIHRE AMAF, 4T DNARIR, MEpREE, SAtSARRARALEH. TL55 . FAThTH, F4644
I8 AL MM TR RARNAFINMELZAL T XEZ, [ER] HASTRKLARARFI 2 KA 118423 bp, &4 1 »F
BEfmEAR (IR, 9031 bp), 1 AKREHMNK (LSC, 80837bp) A= 1 AP EH MK (SSC, 19524 bp); &4 79 NEE K%
AR, 8 AMHAER RNA (IRNA) #= 36 A~ 258 RNA (tRNA), #2% L rHGm A B b b m 3] 56 AF 2 E L2575
(SSR), X34H AT/AT ZHH R A9, EATRIFESH AL ELTRHIFA AU LEE, BT VHTERBS, 4K
Lot R AR e IR AR RBEFTHRT ., 2EEFNEAEAL E£45RE Trichocoleopsis sacculata F% % 3w By, WH
FEBTHEEA., [£8)] HRETEALAREA LR ok LEH, ARAMHSET., 2ELAROWTERAHKE S
ERBEREGRF—n &M, BS5 K3 436
KR AL ; TEARARA; BIESH; ARKXF
FESHEE: Q75 NHRFRERE: A NEHS: 2095-0756(2025)01-0055-09

Characterization and phylogenetic location analysis of chloroplast of
the endangered plant Neotrichocolea bissetii

ZHU Mengfei', HU Yingfeng', SHI Xueqin'?

(1. College of Life Sciences, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241000, Anhui, China; 2. Provincial Key Laboratory of
Biotic Environment and Ecological Safety in Anhui Province, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241000, Anhui, China)

Abstract: [Objective] Neotrichocolea bissetii, a vulnerable liverwort by International Union for Conservation
of Nature (IUCN), is endemic to East Asia. This study aims to clarify the structure traits of chloroplast genome
and phylogenetic status of N. bissetii, the results can provide theoretical reference for the species identification,
resource conservation and systematic evolution of N. bissetii. [Method] DNA was extracted, sequenced and
assembled from N. bissetii samples collected in the field. The chloroplast genome structure, repeat sequences
and codon bias were analyzed. The phylogenetic relationship was constructed based on the chloroplast genome
sequences of 19 bryophytes. [Result] The whole genome sequence of the chloroplast of N. bissetii was 118 423
bp, including a pair of reverse repeat regions (IR, 9 031 bp), a large single copy region (LSC, 80 837 bp) and a
small single copy region (SSC, 19 524 bp). It contained 79 protein-coding genes, 8 rRNA and 36 tRNA. In
addition, a total of 56 simple sequence repeats (SSR) were detected in the whole chloroplast genome, most of

which were AT/AT dinucleotide sequences. Codon preference analysis showed that the codon preferred to ends
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in A/U. With the exception of a few variable regions, the IR boundary regions of the chloroplast genome of the
N. bissetii were very conserved. Phylogenetic tree showed that this species was most closely related to
Trichocoleopsis sacculata. [Conclusion] The chloroplast genome of N. bissetii is a typical tetrad structure and
relatively conserved. Phylogenetic tree analysis indicates that N. bissetii and 7. sacculata into a branch
structure. [Ch, 5 fig. 3 tab. 36 ref.]

Key words: Neotrichocolea bissetii; chloroplast genome; characteristic analysis; phylogenetic
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AR AE R AFAE 1A KRB 8 E A FHIIX (IR), IR 1K P DX (LSC) Al 1 AN/NEpE UL X (SSC) b
TE, WEk{R DNA K/ R Z AT LU IR KK B AR B, HE, MR IE A e )iz
AT EEEYNRGE KB SN A MZARRIE R AT L, R A R 41 245 44 7 2 LA
SF, RIFHNG AT, X T 2 5 Bt A AT

U E Neotrichocolea bissetii K J& T 9 E J& Neotrichocolea, Z BN EHBE 1 7, NEVEE
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LIU %0 T30 R BEadr, IRAESE T3 & I8 M55 & Trichocoleopsis W R 58K 8 X R M A2
B, MRSRZEAEEE RS SR, HREEENE, HRAGIEW 5 R R A . &
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B EARARE TLBE 1L (30°14'N, 118°16'E), FEIEFRAS (20220715-76A) Ltk T4 )5 /A7 T4
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(. DNAM, 38 o8 35 i b 6 e Fi Uk 23 66 BE VA 3 DNA P2 1 5 B AV . T AT 5 4% 11 DNA FEAR
AT [ Y e S A A R BT R A AR 2 S T HE T R AU
1.2 EFEAARFERE
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5 FPEBEFEY) (OB S5 NC 010359, NC_019628, NC_019628, NC_043786. NC_043789) fijiH-Li{Ak
SR A I AT LR, A SR SE A ry S 5Lk, GC & &t . LSC., SSC Al IR, FIHFELk T A
IRscope W] MLAL -2 {4 5L K 2H 1) LSC/IR/SSC 1 8K,
15 REXKEST

HTES&HEY R AT WEY YU FEPD BT, PUNEERES & Haplomitrium blumei (NC_043789)
RHNERE, BETROE . RYE I NCBI AR T E O A 17 M &Y (8 1) SR B R 4751
MERGEKEW ., X 17 FEEHEY ) E T & 4 Jungermanniopsida, L7 T H T ) 3 A~ AL F# L
Bf . X EH 2K Metzgeriidae i 2k F & Aneura pinguis 1 A. mirabilis, 1% & J.2¥ Pelliidae §Y 5F1% & Pellia
endiviifolia, A% 14 #1549 Jungermanniidae.,

z1 1THESHEVYHELRER

Table 1 Information of 17 samples of bryophytes

HyFh GenBank & 3%%5 Yy GenBank &35

Aneura mirabilis NC_010359 VU 545 H5 Heteroscyphus argutus NC_043788
% & Aneura pinguis NC_035617 BH-& Jubula hutchinsiae NC_043782
ZR W HEE Bazzania praerupta NC 043785 & Pellia endiviifolia NC 019628
8 & Calypogeia fissa NC_043757 P8P E Plagiochila chinensis NC_043784
F18% & Cheilolejeunea xanthocarpa NC 043777 Bl E Porella perrottetiana NC_043780
WIMEERS & Cololejeunea lanciloba NC 043778 MBI & Ptilidium pulcherrimum NC 015402
JEFFM- & Frullania nodulosa NC_043783 H A Ji =5 # Radula japonica NC_043781
EHEE Gymnomitrion concinnatum NC 040133 K31 A M5 Scapania ciliata NC 043786
JERRE S & Haplomitrium blumei NC_043789

FIF MAFFT 27 %13 45 & Fn At & B AL ) i h SR AR R R 2 i A T L PR 4 b 320, {fi H PhyloSuite
v.1.2.2C° i ModelFinder J/ £ 23 S35 5 R AISR (ML) F1 UL -4 T (BI) WA . ML A F1 BI B 49 1)
F RAXML v.7.2.8%"V 1 MrBayes v.3.1.22% #J#

2 HRGH

2.1 MEREEEAEHINEERSS

B E SR AR B DR ZH S SR (Y DU SR 2R, S BE R 118 423 bp, Hi A3 4E 1 X IR (9 031 bp). 14>
LSC (80 837 bp) Al 1 4~ SSC (19 524 bp)(Kl 1), &K GC Fih 33.3%, IR 1Y GC & i (47.0%) =T
SSC (31.2%) F1 LSC (29.3%). #r i & ek 5L F 4 7 51 He gt 132 A6, Hoh 8 (4w pg L A 87 14,
rRNA FE[A 8 4>, tRNA FEH 37 4~

MBI IR, FED AR sk AR IR R, KA IE ARG+ infd . iR iR LR
WET T ER: 10 MEEEENEG T, cpP HAGBEREE 2 MNET (8 2),

22 EERFISH

HE I SRR I AL IEAG I B 56 4 SSR, fdf 21 N IRER TS . 20 P BHREL P .
IN=BHREETFH . 5 ADVIRFRELFIIM | D TAZTFRRELFS] ., SSR fF & M AL PA% T
MR 75, MR EE FHILL AR TAFE £, AN, A/T. AT/AT fil AAAT/ATTT ®E 7515
66.07%, VLB E Y SSR f i FH A Al T 883 (& 2).

WL AHO B E R ERZITH], ARG P Y w i 35 AEE )P, HhiEm®ER 6 4,
XHEE 284, RIEKE 141, 5 NCBIBHEETMELCES . EHE . EMAEHE . 4D
Porella gracillima (NC_082430). E ¥ E Porella grandiloba (NC_072065) 16 5 &2 BUR B & 358 FAEAE
Z5 . HPE . BUCEEREAEMN SRR EANEZTY, HR¥WEA 4 MEHEEFY. BRERDE
AN, HAh 6 FMEWER IR, BISCEE e (& 3).
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E
Neotrichocolea bissetii
118 423 bp

Wt %4t | (photosystem 1) CIAZ 444 5 (4 /N IV 2 (ribosomal proteins, SSU)
B A% 1T (photosystem IT) It b 4 25 11 K P 5 (ribosomal proteins, LSU)
B 42 ¢ 22 b/f 44 (cytochrome b/f complex) B %12 RNA (transfer RNAs)

E ATP & Bl (ATP synthase) BB & RNA (ribosomal RNAs)

CINADH fi U8 (NADH dehydrogenase) E clpP, matk

B B A A R AL R I (RubisCO large subunit) HAthFER (other genes)

C% R G20 5/84 52 KT (photosystem assembly/stability factors) T & FF U B HE (hypothetical reading frames, ycf)
B RNA 4 (RNA polymerase)

RIS I [ G (1 DA P 9 AR S R R B B s R 2k R AN R 1 )
el AIRACRINAR CG AL RKEORIAE AT SEt.

B 1 #HkS et gk A m et /B
Figure 1 ~ Chloroplast genome gene map of N. bissetii
23 FRFRITFESHT
B E SRR A L R B 39 474 RS ST, Hrh i /RN EN L, A 4136
Ay i CEBRN SN FR/D, F 4754, 64 PP FIL 400 20 P LR, ZIEER TN UAA,
UAG 1 UGA. X1 SR 5E R 4 (4 A % [A] SO0 - F & (RSCU) #6470 81, RSCU=1.00 B9 %S FA
334, DL AU S5 R AR T 28 1>, LA C/G 5B T 54 LA, ol s it 1A 35 R 4 i -2
WL AULRE, 5 GC EaEERm I HA—2 (% 3).
24 IR GFHGEER KSR
XPHORH % 7 B B R TSR RS ALY TR i ik AT 0B (1 4), Z5RET . 7 R REA
YIRS IE R 20K N Aneura mirabilis () 108 007 bp BTV & 1Y 128 728 bp A%, IR KN 16 480~
21 856 bp, LSC K J&k 77 553~88 291 bp, SSC K K 13 974~19 854 bp. trnV. trnL. ndhF. 16S.
chiL J=07 T IR h SEMHE R E 2N . 763X 7 DR R, rps12. rpl23 Fl ernL FEH AT LSC, traV KA
L F IRa. BRIREEARH &4, HAY RN LSC 5 IRb 22 8] A1 447 5 (JSB) (3 F LN B8 ndhF . 4%,
& BEEE | A mirabilis, RS RS 7R SAIE N 41 IRa 5 LSC 22 8] 93 #0715 (JLA) i1
RAREBH] 168 FEH . ol s MBS E e SR ARIL 21 LSC 5 IRb 2 [A] 9 #3507 15 (JLB) 321 5 Bz ke
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R2 HHAEHREERARLHER

Table 2 Genes encoded by the chloroplast genome of N. bissetii

FEFZE5) FEFDyhe FEH 2R
ATPE AL atpA, aipB, atpE, atpH, atpl
b psad, psaB, psaC, psaJ

N HeFRG psbA, psbB, psbC, psbD, psbE, psbL, psbN, psbT, psbZ, ycf3
NADH-Jfii &0 Bf 756 ndhA*, ndhB*, ndhC, ndhD, ndhE, ndhF, ndhH, ndhl, ndhJ, ndhK
MR T AW/ petd, petB *, petD, petG
Rubiscofiff IV 5 rbel
L N S pl14, rpll6, rpl2*, rpl20, rpl22, rpl33, rpl36
DNARHAZIR TR rpoA, rpoB, rpoC1*, rpoC2
TR A/ N3 rps12%, rps19, rps2, rps3, rps4, rps8

Sl PHHARNAKER 1168 (x2), 1238 (x2), rrm4.58 (x2), rm5S (x2)

trnA-UGC (x2)*, trnC-GCA, trnD-GUC, trnE-UUC, trnE-UUC (x2)*, trnF-GAA, trnG-GCC (X2)*,
trnH-GUG, trnK-UUU (X2)*, trnL-CAA, trnL-UAA*, trnL-UAG, trnM-CAU (x2), truN-GUU (x2),
trnP-UGG, trnQ-UUG, trnR-ACG (X2), trnR-UCU, trnS-GCU, trnS-GGA, trnS-UGA, trnT-CGU*,
trnT-GGU, trnT-UGU, trnV-GAC (x2), trnW-CCA, trnY-GUA

CBEHEEARER L aceD
I ARG MIEE  cosa

HHERNAKEA

. I clpP**
H
MR g comd
I matK
PRSP FF O ] 1A yefl, yef2 (x2), ycfo6

LR R BRIC 300 A B RN & FROSER . A TIRMY T REERIC R (x2).

25

s - SHHEE SERES
ol 3 @[ EE =
<
5T &
5 i
10 X
= :
0 H —/ l_|l_|l_||_ll_|

NIRSIE NS
ARG SIS
Ll SN
Nt
fe] HL P 4] LR
B2 #HmE kA R4 SSR 12 .8 B3 7HEEMYTREALARAKE LRI 5
Figure 2 SSR information in chloroplast genome of N. bissetii Figure 3 Long repeats of chloroplast genome in 7 bryophytes

KoornL FEH, BB T HA 5 AR
25 REEREHW

T 19 FhE EEAE Y SRR L AL EE A BT AT ML W FEFR NS R B —80, 4500 0 S Rk
WAk 100%, WEERE. NRGEEEW (E5) L&, XE VWL S A mirabilis i e 508 H
K, HERBRETNNFES, THERHNG 14 MFIEK—L, WMaHE 2 MRS 2 — 30— Lt
# H Jungermanniales s.l., GAERWHIE . s . 255 WHKFEE . PEPEARBETYE; 5—
TR OGS H Porellales s.LHITEM 25 H Ptilidiales, B 4% A8 E . ks | BEAEMHE . £
HE., BICEEMHARESE, FEOBERAENE . BASMHAE . BB MEAEE 1 X,
HWHEN BRI, R%EHR 100%, BHESG S REHD).
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Table 3  Analysis of chloroplast genome codon usage in N. bissetii
AR WYY BoE RScu | @R WY Ko Rscu | AR ERS T HdE rScu || &R WHT $UE Rscu
Phe UuuU 2166 1.36 Tyr UAU 1379 142 Glu GAG 411 0.62 Ala GCC 177 0.69
Phe uuCc 1027 0.64 Tyr UAC 566  0.58 Ser UCU 637 121 Ala GCA 307 1.20
Leu UUA 1196 1.74 Ter UAA 1299 147 Ser UCC 496 094 Ala GCG 167 0.65
Leu uuG 834 1.21 Ter UAG 608  0.69 Ser UCA 650 1.23 Cys UGU 470 1.14
Leu CuUU 746 1.08 Ter UGA 739 0.84 Ser UCG 443 0.84 Cys UGC 353 0.86
Leu CcucC 422 0.61 His CAU o644 1.40 Ser AGU 495 094 Trp UGG 475 1.00
Leu CUA 571  0.83 His CAC 277  0.60 Ser AGC 437 0.83 Arg CGU 269 0.75
Leu CUG 367 0.53 Gln CAA 799 1.32 Pro CCU 383 1.12 Arg CGC 146  0.41
Ile AUU 1626 1.36 Gln CAG 410 0.68 Pro CCC 314 092 Arg CGA 395 1.11
Ile AUC 686 0.58 Asn AAU 1627 142 Pro CCA 470 1.38 Arg CGG 204 0.57
Ile AUA 1264 1.06 Asn AAC 658 0.58 Pro CCG 196  0.58 Arg AGA 720 2.02
Met AUG 609  1.00 Lys AAA 2099 146 Thr ACU 490 1.16 Arg AGG 404 1.13
Val GUU 626 145 Lys AAG 782 054 Thr ACC 425 1.01 Gly GGU 411 1.13
Val GUC 250 0.58 Asp GAU 641 1.43 Thr ACA 475 113 Gly GGC 207 0.57
Val GUA 558  1.30 Asp GAC 257 057 Thr ACG 293 0.70 Gly GGA 526 144
Val GUG 288  0.67 Glu GAA 917 1.38 Ala GCU 374 146 Gly GGG 316 0.87
JLB JSB JSA JLA
1bp 68 bp,2032 bp 864 bp 49 bp trmV /403 bp
HTYEE Neotrichocolea bissetii %/—[ 9031 by //_El%! : 1) 90.31119 ]
118 423 bp .3
’P,2209 bp 68 bp 2035 bp 864 bp 9 bp tmV 440 bp
BYE Trichocoleopsis sacculata |_l%—bL.J[WM_ /]_w /[_9551139
118 251 bp A
2 il 7 2% B — uﬁhrlvs 16 trmV /359 e
Aneura mirabilis | 77553 bp 0 szm_ /I_%l‘m /l".ﬂ,ihr ]
108 007 bp i i
trnl /‘03!)12 71bpy2041 bp. 864 bp 9 bp. 165 tmV //JSQbP
EMEME Frullania nodulosa l_% 5303 bp 7, 19422 bp /IJTs.o‘s_bg ]
119 809 bp tmv
170p 68 bp 2020 bp 864 bp9 bp tmV /44“ te
SR E Pellia endiviifolia %ﬂ 97092 bp ) 19 854 bp /[ 90925p ]
120 546 bp mv L3
trnl 119 bp 68 bp 2029 bp 864 bp 9 bp 165 traV /355 bp
LA E Scapania ciliata l_% J[__8978bp //—%%%?—/ 785p

118 019 bp

85bp 158 bp 543 bp

. trnl ndhF /1 trnV /
JREERR & Haplomitrium blumei |—%§ J[—_ 10938 6p 1/ 18581 6p lf_llm o
128 728 bp o F. |8
B4 7 BEAL A PT SRAR IR B AL R 45 AT

Figure 4 Chloroplast genome boundary analysis of 7 bryophytes
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R, 54OEEE . BEAPEES . BEAELE . BHE . RINEME Scapania ampliata TSR ALK

ZURFREARIC ), eI AR ) M-S AR PR L AR PR

SSR HiARHA T DU | FE Ve AR RN SR St , TEREINALT S h, B2 %
B> TARCEAR) Z B T IS N AT R MR GE o h e S5 U E . R FS M s . Bl i
FNHA 56 1 SSR, R RAVE PR HREL P, PRHFRELFIILLA M TS E. X5
V2 HAL B LAY W Pl 8 A 2 2R — 2

AL RErp, AT RO 22 2 B ARG RE | BRI | B AL AR AR R R AR 17 A e 4
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™ % & Cheiloleieunea xanthocarpa NC_043777
100/1 BIIEE% & Cololejeunea lanciloba NC_043778
100/ EBHE Jubula hutchinsiae NC_043782
00— JE A H M8 Frulania nodulosa NC_043783 JTOREE
5770 6%@%%% Porella perrottetiana NC_043780 Porellales s.1.
100/1 |: HA W2 E Radulu japonica NC_043781
HORE Neotrichocolea bissetii
EOO/I BELLE Trichocoleopsis saccul Bt EH »
100/ B E Trichocoleopsis sacculata Prilidiales 25 40
y KRBT Prilidium pulcherrimum NC_015402 Jungermanniidae
—1100/1
o0/, VUi 52 & Heteroscyphus argutus NC_043788
100/ THAENTE Plagiochila chinensis NC_043784
RHFE Bazzania praerupta NC_043785 s H
68/1 1o ™ P E Calyppogeia fissa NC_043787 Jungermanniales s.1.
100/ A Gmnomitrion concinnatm NC_040133
BLE MG Scapuniu ciliata NC_043786
SR Pellia endiviifolia NC_019628 | REH BEE WA
Pelliales Pelliidae
Aneura mirabilis NC 010359 . .
001" D XHH ME N
L G H % Aneura pinguis NC_035617 Metzgeriales Metzgeriidae
TR S Haplomitrium blumei NC 043789 | ZEHE
Outergroup

B{S5 AT 19#Z MR ARAS N MEN ZAELFH
Figure 5 Phylogenetic tree based on chloroplast genome sequences of 19 bryophytes

PEBN, R 0 SR R L A RSCU AT LA 2 %505 F IR 41, RSCU=1.00 11 25 5 T A = 4 R 2% 1 1~
RSCU<1.00, NZF/RiZ%M 1A, HoiE RSCU=1.00 B34 334, HP LA, U4E
I 5 84.8%, UiWAMRAFLL AL USERE. S5KEAEED X 18 MEGEAEY) rbeL JE A (14 %8S I 453
Hrat RAd I

IR Fll SSC i1 B9 4™ 5K Fmle 4 T SO OG5 PR 5 D1 85028 T sl iy S DX Bl A R PR 7 2, 3 I AR B P 24
L R AAE IS, R K AR ) R HC, AW, T IR R R AR onb .
trnL . ndhF. 16S Fl chiL, H A Y F ) IRb 5 SSC 2 [8) iy i B2 07 55 7 ndhF LR, EHB g & 1
IR 1 FAHRHRSE, HA WA LR B T sk, An7e JLB 1 FEMHIT B ol JER . B8 E 58405 R
J& TR ERE, MR R AR Rl B LU DR W . BR ornM SRR AL, LR B —30, Ui
WEGRBE RERBIT; “H1E IRb WS ornL B2, X THAL B Y, Uil % 5 e
G RBED,

ARG 19 Fh & BERE Y SRS R A ) RS K B W ST — 30>, e TR &+
(BT E B MBS EE) Mo, FrolERH S B SRR EM & H, IF5) O6EE BIE Sl
IRKR

4 Hip

BT AW ERRSE N 2H g ST ) DU SRS 4, IR DN 2 P81 40 Kl 118 423 bp, A1 79 MR
TS EEIN, 8 > rRNA 1 36 1> (RNA, REEAH T RasBi ol i A2+ Jm o Ik SC &, LRI
T RBHE R AWTEEE TR R TEY AR, O a Rl s ols SO G R I dEE |
FIROR P A R G AR AR 2

5 %HE Uk
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