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Abstract: This study reports the first complete chloroplast genome of the tea cultivar Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao.
Using Illumina high-throughput sequencing, we de novo assembled the chloroplast genome and performed gene annotation and mi-
crosatellite detection in Geneious. Additionally, genome structure visualization analysis was achieved with the IRscope tool. In the
assessment of codon usage bias, we comprehensively employed the relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU) , the effective num-
ber of codons (ENC) , and neutrality plot analysis to systematically analyze codon selection patterns and their evolutionary driving
forces. The results revealed that the chloroplast genome of Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao exhibited a typical quadripartite circu-
lar structure with a total length of 157 025 bp, comprising a large single-copy (LSC) region of 86 586 bp, a small single-copy
(SSC) region of 18 277 bp, and a pair of inverted repeat (IR) regions each 26 081 bp in length. The overall G+C content of the
chloroplast genome was 37.30%, with the IR regions exhibiting the highest value (42.95%) and the SSC region showing the low-
est (30.55%). The circular chloroplast genome was annotated with 133 functional genes, comprising 87 protein-coding genes, 37
transfer RNA (tRNA) genes, eight ribosomal RNA (rRNA) genes, and one pseudogene. Gene structure analysis revealed
marked variation in intron and exon distribution. The largest intron (2 488 bp) was identified in trnK-UUU, while the longest ex-
on (6 897 bp) was found in y¢f2. Furthermore, 247 simple sequence repeat (SSR) loci were detected, with mononucleotide re-
peats constituting the majority (63.56%) and showing a pronounced A/T bias (97.45%). We identified 40 long repeat se-
quences, comprising 20 forward repeats and 20 palindromic repeats. Codon usage bias analysis showed that the average G+C con-
tent at the third codon position (GC,, 27.59%) was significantly lower than that at the first (GC,, 46.85%) and second (GC,,
39.50%) positions. The mean value of ENC was 44. 57, indicating that the codon bias was relatively weak. The results of the neu-
trality regression analysis showed that the adjusted coefficient of determination (dej) value was 0.016 0, indicating that natural
selection was the dominant evolutionary force (with a contribution rate of 91.47%). Ninety percent of optimal codons ended with
A/T, consistent with the bias pattern identified by parity rule 2 (PR2) analysis: G content at the third position (G;) > C con-
tent at the third position (C;), and T content at the third position (T;) > A content at the third position (A, ). Phylogenetic
analysis based on 31 conserved protein-coding genes demonstrated that Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao formed a highly supported
clade (bootstrap value = 100%) with C. sinensis cv. Fuding Baihao, belonging to the core Camellia clade. This study provides
references for evaluating tea genetic resources and investigating the evolutionary mechanisms of chloroplast genomes.
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Table 1 Gene composition of the chloroplast genome of Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao
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Table 2 Types and quantity distribution of simple sequence repeats (SSRs) in the chloroplast genome of Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao

BRI S SSR

GG STR€ -3 B

3 04 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 (4

A/T 58 4 14 15 9 6 4 1 1 1 153
C/G 4 4
AT/AT 4 4
AAT/AAG/AAC/ACC/AGA/AGC/ATA/ATC/ATG/ATT 25 25
TAA/TCA/TCT/TGA/TGC/TTA/TTC/TTG 27 1 28
CAA/CAG/CTC/CTG/CTT 9 9
GAA/GAG/GAT/GCA/GCT/GGA/GGT 10 10
AAAT/AATA/AGAT/ATAG 5 5
CCeT 1 1
GAAA/GAGG/GTCT 3 3
TCTA/TCTT/TTTC 3 3
AAAAAG/CTTTTT 2 2

£33 FHSRMEERMHREERNATKEEFT!

Table 3 Long repeat sequences in the chloroplast genome of Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao

g £t 1/%[567\5932 % 1?&%%@&% £ 2/%56%5’932 % 2?5%%@!1% wEE 2 TEEFH (H
KB (bp) {38 (bp) KB (bp) ¥ (bp) [ (4 5 (bp )
1 26 081 86 587 26 081 130 945 P 0 0
2 82 93 854 82 93 872 F -3 7.09%x107*
3 82 93 854 82 149 659 p -3 7.09%x107
4 82 93 872 82 149 677 P -3 7.09%x107*
5 82 149 659 82 149 677 F -3 7.09x107*
6 70 93 866 70 93 884 F -2 1.08x107%
7 70 93 866 70 149 659 P -2 1.08x107%8
8 70 93 884 70 149 677 p -2 1.08x107%®
9 60 93 876 60 93 894 F -1 9.39x107%
10 60 93 876 60 149 659 P -1 9.39x107%
11 60 93 894 60 149 677 P -1 9.39x107%
12 60 93 854 60 93 890 F -3 4.82x1072!
13 60 93 854 60 149 663 p -3 4.82x1072
14 60 93 890 60 149 699 P -3 4.82x1072
15 60 149 659 60 149 695 F -3 4.82x1072!
16 52 93 866 52 93 902 F -2 4.08x107'8
17 50 76 695 50 76 695 p -2 6.03x107"7
18 42 79 146 42 79 146 p 0 3.59x1071
19 42 100 937 42 122 869 F 0 3.59x10710
20 42 122 869 42 142 634 p 0 3.59x10710
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2025 4F 5 41 & 5 7 W)

#£3Kk3 Continued3

o) BN EL 51 Ha R LG 52 WA ER 552 F R LR VE R 2AEE T Bl
S (bp) {1 (bp) K JE (bp) fL (bp) [B] A HE 25 (bp)

21 42 93 876 42 93 912 F -1 4.52x107
22 42 45 582 42 122 868 F -3 1.11x1071°
23 42 93 854 42 93 908 F -3 1.11x1071°
24 42 149 659 42 149 713 F -3 1.11x10710
25 39 45 585 39 100 939 F -2 1.53x1071°
26 39 45 585 39 142 635 P -2 1.53x1071°
27 38 60 758 38 60 774 F -3 2.09x1078
28 35 40 539 35 42 763 F -3 1.04x107°
29 34 93 866 34 93 920 F -2 1.19x1077
30 32 9 048 32 37 381 F -3 5.03x1073
31 31 38 704 31 38 704 P -3 1.83x107*
32 30 9 050 30 47 298 P 0 6.01x107°
33 30 14 203 30 14 203 P -2 2.35x107°
34 30 37 383 30 47 298 p -3 6.59x107*
35 30 45 597 30 100 951 F -3 6.59x107*
36 30 45 597 30 142 632 p -3 6.59x107*
37 30 91 418 30 91 460 F -3 6.59x107*
38 30 91 418 30 152 123 p -3 6.59x107*
39 30 91 460 30 152 165 p -3 6.59x107*
40 30 152 123 30 152 165 F -3 6.59x107*

PLIISCES s FL BRI A E H PN 2 N ARG BB MR, 24 £ /DT 1.0x107 0 DR OS5 SR B B35 5 3

5B RGE MR YT Sk R SSRFRAEA L, AHF5E
RILH) SSR MAL (247 ) BEFEE T ORI T8
(Lespedeza) i) (75~78 DA IR E A ) " (B
FHIE2 1991 B RRE R ) ™', £ W SSR /Y +
JEAEAE AR S (B T B 0, DU
FRE A (12 1) M IREE (2 1) MK 45T
TEBAIFFE b 2k SSR L BAAZ TR/ WU A IR/
SRR T LR
24 FERGMAEREMHREERAFBLFERR
ysdicd
2.4.1 RAXZEAFmIFE RIK1TRER, A
22 IR SRR IE A 52 AN 2K P 4 A 3R TR
GCYMEH 27.59% , W ELT 6C HIHIME (46. 85%)
1 GC,IM¥IME (39.50%) , 2B GC,>GC,>GC, 1
B, RS M Y [ anie B 2% ( Helianthus
annuus J-01) "2 ] Ko B~ I AF ) - 2 4 5 DR 26 6
SRR AR — 3, i T 5 3 RS X A/T
f14) i S R A, T B 55 SR AR R DR 4 Hh 3 A7 Y A/
T PR PE AR FE I AH G, i — 2T & B, FE A
() ENC {H N 34.24 ~53. 16, ¥ {H Jy 44. 57, Horp 51
ALY ENC {E>35. 00, 22 BB R 285 7 1) fi -

55, R [R) SCR RS- A P 3 A7 3 58 AR - AR
S AR 52 S0 8 B R R (A
HIRSE  A rps14 FE ) ENC {H (34. 24) 5 E LT H
M FEP, vTRE T T RE T oK (AN BRI B mRNA
FEPE) Z B R A SRR

242 FHSM(GCC,-GC,2 ) WNFK 4 iR, H
RIS R SE K 4 GC 18 (19.85% ~ 37. 02%)
BAKME T GC, 11 (32.11%~55.04%) , % 25 5% 55
TPy - o A R PR 281 53k L5 B Y G i ) P —
B, AT AR R 2 B R B T a2 R
T A/T R 228 sl 6CL(Y) 5
GC(x) WP I A AY | % B — 28 () 2 [l 19 ) A
4 Y= 0.408 0+ 0.085 3x, X I 1Y #¢ IE P 5E & %
(R;)=0.016 0, A1) 5 40.085 3, &M [ SR 4%
XTSI AF R A DTN 91.47% , 35 T 5=
AR R BT Ek (8.53%) 1, IR R, (RL<
0.050 0)#&/~ GC,, 5 GC, [ Tt i 3 ek, i —2F
AR IS AR I DR 2 B ) e e A7 3 A AR
Bk Al 52 ) 5748 s B 3 3 BT
FEGE TR LT S A Ik R 7 Ak i op A2 BRRIOR
RS2 3 S A A U o o AR
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a, :accD ;b ratpA;c, raipB;d, :aipE ;e :apF ;1| aipl; gy 1 cesAsh, ccemA ;i i clpPyj, :maiK; k| :ndhA; 1, :ndhB;m, :ndhC;n, :ndhE;o, :ndhF;p, :

ndhG;q, :ndhH;r| :ndhl;s, :ndhJ;t, :ndhK;u, :petA;v, :petB;w, :petD ;x| :psaA;y, :psaB;z, :psbA;a, :psbB b, :psbC;c, :psbD ;d, :rbcL s e, s 1pll4;

£y :pl16;58, :1pl25hy 1pl20;1, :1pl22 5], :1poA sk, s 1poB 31, :1poCl s my :1poC2 5 ny srpsl] 0, :1ps12;py 1 1psi4 sy :TpsI8;ry crps2s s, i rps3 sty 1 Tpsdsuy .
1ps7 3V, :1ps8 Wy 1 ¥ef 1 3%a 1 ¥ef25 ¥, 1 ¥ef3 325 1 yef4 s GC S F45 1 MEBHIEH G+C MY & i 6C, . T4 2 Ui G+C 11 & =
GCy RT3 3 (DAL T G+C P A GC  BRSF A TSN T G+C 1P 3 & & ENC . U W40 6C,, - IT i B 158 3 (i

B G+C oo 55 3 AIBRAL R A A L,

1 G+CEESEHEMFH(ENC B) EEMRMHAZERENREERBHIT LD 5

S

Fig.1 Comparative analysis results of G+C content and effective number of codons ( ENC values) among genes in the chloroplast genome

of Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao
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243 GC,-ENC 547 WER 460 LIAH,52 3 PESZ MR, 30 2 B F A B ) ENC A ]
) ENC 5 2 %053 A 7£.39.00~ 54. 00, ‘- B {H Ky (P<0.01) , $2/m B i FIRE 032 BIHE 52 A2 i )
44.57, 2 29 AL ENC H>45.00, R A2 R 5 20 % w0 ce, A 4y A 0 B Bk A
TR ISR AR I R 4 AR B S T IR B A5 Y . (19.85% ~37. 02%) ,iX— B4 5 A BHE Y ( Theace-
(AR, Ira JL RS2 ENC {E 41 21K ae) M [0 H 2% ( Helianthus annuus ) M 23 44 5& R 4H 1)
FRT CC A HIE T [ B S HN T CC, AL, B R BT A/T BfmirtE
FIAL 2828 1 (B G+C &4 ) BK ), AN52 [ 4R 3k

F4 FHEHAEREHGEEEATRTHFER

Table 4 Analysis of codons in the chloroplast genome of Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao

SR WA GO, e BNC o e oo, e ome S M
C A A RALRE accD 3833 2058 4528 054 0.34 psbB 5059 3124 4442 053 0.39
ATP AR H apd  47.84 2402 4186 055 048 psbC 4979 3165 4128 046 0.44
alpB  49.00 2846 4465 053 0.46 psbD 4746 31.64 4338 043 0.37
apf 4403 2761 4311 0.62 044 |[BECUINSEERARER  rbel 5116 30.04 4629 050 042
appF 4000 3568 4279  0.62 0.50 | PRAZHEAT S pll4 4635 2602 4284 053 0.49
apl 4355 2661 4495 044 043 pll6 51.84 1985 3539  0.63 0.59
¢ WA R ccsA 3525 2422 4481 050 0.46 ml2 4891 3236 5174 051 0.49
NN cemA 3254 3147 4968 048 0.43 20 41.10 2542 4880  0.63 0.49
E dpP 4822 2551 4657 0.6 0.49 pl22 3911 2500 4088  0.56 0.54
ARG matK 3540 27.60 4524  0.54 043 | RNA RATG I mpoA 3839 2530 46.13 056 047
NADH Jfii Ut I ndhA 4039 2060 3922 049 0.49 poB 4421 2773 4606  0.64 0.49
ndhB 4002 3112 4546 042 0.46 mpoCl 4364 2836 4858 035 0.48
ndhC 4008 2479 4789  0.67 041 moC2 41.84 2848 4666 053 0.48
ndhE 3628 2451 4020  0.56 0.35 | VIMZFEARTIILER A mpsll 5504 2086 4722 0.59 048
ndhF 3632 2283 4069  0.60 0.39 mpsI2 5000 2742 4328 044 0.53
ndhG 3757 2203 3983 054 041 mpsl4 4554 3168 3424 072 0.58
ndhH 4340 2462 4540 0.6l 0.49 mpsI8 3922 2647 3574 0.67 047
ndhl 39.88 2798 4887 049 0.44 ps2 4262 2827 4873 0.8 045
ndh] 4403 3145 4749  0.60 0.40 mps3 3927 22.83 4643 038 0.60
ndhK 4187 2580 45.14 0.5 043 mpsd 4357 2574 4741 048 0.51
MIE b/f BERTHRE pead 4471 2835 4692 056 0.43 mps7 4872 23.08 4527 0.6 0.58
petB 4514 3056 4257 059 0.40 ms8 4155 2721 3844 049 0.52
petD 4503 2733 4126 055 0.50 | RSFIYBGEMEATFIC yor7 3201 2520 4638 0.54 0.52
JeFRG [ psaA 4787 31.82 4696 049 042 =00 yof2 3802 37.02 5120 054 0.43
psaB 4592 3061 4567 0.6 0.38 yof3 4320 2899 5316 0.5 0.47
RS psbA 4661 3249 3909 033 033 yefd 4270 29.19 4609 054 0.41

NADH ; 76 S O MR IEEN 1% P s ATP ; — BRI P  ENC « F1 BB ) T GC < T T30 1.2 DRIET G+C P EI 5 i GC, - B 728 3
LT GHC PRI & R G/ (G4 Cy ) R4 3 BIIIET G R GH+C AT I EL I A,/ (A 4Ty ) 5T 3 (0 E T A 3 J 17 AT
BRI

2.4.4 PR2# M4E PR2 MMfAras R, HzZR BRI RERRMNE, @BdIHE 6,/(6,+C,) Fl Ay
A SR AL R A 3RS 5 3 ALREE IR Ar I (A, +Ty) KB, FERU S5 3 5 A7 7 G,>C,



B SCUR A « 20 it R 1 22 B S VAR R A 5 4 TR A B HL ) 7l P 4 1407

[ G,/ (G+C) HMES0. 501 Fl Ty> A [ A/ (A+T,) ¥
{H<0. 50 | IR (3R 4) o (HAR T R IE, psbA HEH]
) Gy/ (G +Cy) (HAT Ay/ (A +T5) (B 5 A% (0.33)
R T 3 A% CT A9 I -1 fe i, 31X 5 1
ZRAA psbA Fk R 38 3 A7 A2 DL C 45 % 1) i 41
— 33 BRI, rps14 B Y G,/ (G, +Cy) HE =
(0.72) ,rps3 KN A,/ (A, +Ty) {5 (0.60) , 41
NS T gm A SE R 1] e A2 BN IR T HAL T R
FEIR A i 7

2.4.5 RARZATH ML AR EARE(RSCU>
1.00 H.ARSCU=0. 08) , A 78 — I M 22 25 W
I 24 I PR 2 3 5 Y 20 IR RS T, Ho 90%
F RS LA A 55T 245 (40 GCA \GCT ,.CGA 55) , Lt
B Em T UL G/C S RIMEM T (£ S5), X—54

x5 FhHmMEERMHREERNSAERT

SRR, R I AR R 2 R B X A/ T 45
R 1 1 aR SR L, 5 BRI Y R R BR (Adiantum
capillus-veneris) (75% LI A/T %45 8 ) HR AT 15 5K Bk
( Ceratopteris richardii) (89% VA A/T 45 ) S5 Y
WL i i PR 2 v i — B HE— 25 A
IR, IX T i S T B I A AR PR 20 AT ) A/
T 5 b RS A5 i 2 DUAR O | )i 1 AR e 4
J1 AT RESE AL B RO SR AL TR R (E
PR R B 5 0 1 1Y e A0 %5 5% 1, GCA (9
TNZIR ) (GCT (Hi it N IR ) 55 = ML i 1~ 5 58
# ( Bupleurum falcatum ) W £ 14 3k [F 2 vp 55 3% 34 %
W FAAAEE S SR [l i ] 7 - S fA B PR 3
KRR 7 HAAAE—E R ORSFE

Table 5 Optimal codons in the chloroplast genome of Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao

FEH A [E-Sus- 37| fRF IR
HILR CATES ARSCU
Ho (4) RSCU Bk (A4) RSCU Ko (1) RSCU
R (Ala) GCA = 42 1.15 17 1.15 25 1.02 0.13
GCT s 78 1.84 37 2.51 41 1.67 0.84
FE 2R (Arg) CGA s 72 1.42 26 1.84 46 1.37 0.47
CGT s 53 1.39 20 1.41 33 0.99 0.42
2R (Cys) TGT s 36 1.52 6 2.00 30 1.43 0.57
A WEHEIR (Gln) CAA s 101 1.53 19 1.73 82 1.43 0.30
BH R (Glu) GAA * 153 1.53 33 1.53 120 1.34 0.19
HEm (Gly) GGT s 70 1.30 31 1.91 39 1.04 0.87
SR (Leu) CTA = 61 0.78 13 1.15 48 0.90 0.25
CTT = 94 1.25 18 1.59 76 1.43 0.16
TTA s 82 1.98 18 1.59 64 1.20 0.39
TTG =* 94 1.23 18 1.59 76 1.43 0.16
MR (Lys) AAA s 158 1.53 31 1.72 127 1.30 0.42
IR (Pro) CCT s 58 1.65 15 1.76 43 1.38 0.38
225 % (Ser) AGT s 69 1.30 17 1.52 52 1.05 0.47
TCT s 101 1.79 22 1.97 79 1.60 0.37
FRE R (Thr) ACC s 35 0.74 11 1.07 24 0.71 0.36
ACT % 64 1.65 20 1.95 44 1.30 0.65
HAR (Val) GTA sk 55 1.53 18 1.85 37 1.25 0.60
GTT s 59 1.48 19 1.95 40 1.36 0.59

RSCU : A% ) ST 1 FARUR ; ARSCU ;AR X [7] SC 2% 85 - i JH L 22 57, ARSCU = RSCU 5 =RSCU g 5 * 3278 0.08 < ARSCU<0.30; % KR

0.30< ARSCU<0.50; ##x F/R ARSCU=0.50,

2.5 REERESW
T A 2 AR S fE s AL A IS 3
ARABY EERIE (Zea) . H BEJE ( Saccharum) /)

# J& ( Triticum) M A& )& ( Oryza ) FLIAE R HMRE, BT
31 AMPRSF AR 5T i L PR B Lo s B, R
FERR (ML) IR G R TR, B 2 458 5
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R, HZRBZP 5 A Z 5 (C. sinensis cv. Fu-
ding Baihao) JE j 55 BE S R¢ 19 53 32 [ A 2% {H ( boot-
strap) = 100% ]| , H5ihZE P 5 ( C. sinensis,
01450428.1) F N —2& UL H o e Jg T 1L 2%
JB PRI HAFE RS, P2 R T
TEWIILAS)E ( Camellia) 55 2 W43 I8 ( Polyspora ) ¥4 R,

QIR , TS 25 )8 (Stewartia) WA T 4557 53 32, W
F 22 R 5 2 R AR 135t 4% o3 AL R BEAR T -
HEZREYIM TR, X450 5 SR
WY LA PRSP PERRIE — B0, 3 — 0 SR R
5 2 Ly ok DAL A BT L 25 i Al 2 0 78 5 22 077 T AT 8K
‘@[57,591 i

100 | F12£5(Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao) PQ066596

66

100

10

100
86

N

Plert

100

100

96

89
100

lﬁf@?ﬁ H 2 (Camellia sinensis cv. Fuding Baihao)

X (Camellia sinensis) OL450428.1

— 2220 11178 (Camellia subintegra) NC_067087.1
ZR-2023all1 5 (Camellia sp. ZR-2023a) 0Q556867.1

100 100<|£ L8 =TI R A5 (Camellia pyxidiacea var. rubituberculata) MZ766253.1
OL ol A% (Camellia leyensis) OK046127.1

— VI Kk 25 (Polyspora tonkinensis) NC_067734.1

SkZ& (Polyspora axillaris) ON755230.1

K
E[ R KKK (Polyspora hainanensis) MK994520.1
100

KA (Polyspora axillaris) NC_035645.1

100[ R (JFARN ) (Stewartia sinensis var. sinensis) 0Q948159.1
2K ==(Stewartia sinensis var. shensiensis) MH753078.1
282K (Stewartia obovata) NC_041472.1
INEEEZK (Stewartia micrantha) NC_041471.1
FE L (Stewartia villosa) NC_041469.1
I 482E (Stewartia cordifolia) MH782183.1
EH L (Stewartia laotica) NC_041509.1

100— FAK(Zea mays) NC_001666.2
[ HI(Saccharum officinarum) NC_035224.1

FART GC,(46.85%) Hl GC,(39.50%) , I GC, >

100 L(: WAl /NZZ (Triticum aestivum) NC_002762.1
0.001 61 FETE(Oryza sativa subsp. japonica) NC_001320.1
2 ETHEEAEFRANERNAMAZERENREHLST
Fig.2 Phylogenetic analysis of Camellia sinensis cv. Baihaozao based on its chloroplast genome
3 4w

ARWFGEH N T 2 R I (A I PR 20 ) A
PO AMARZE R (LSC/SSC/TRa/IRb ) Ko Ho g 4 1 28 i 45
1E, HB K 157 025 bp, 5 2808 FAEY iR %L
LR AR 2G0T i IR K B G+C RN
42.95%, 4. F B T LSC X (35.33%) 1 SSC X
(30.55%) , (EARERE, JEFERL R B R, trmK-
UUU W FR/NHR 2 488 bp , bR 2 B ik
FER PN 7 7B [ A0 4 W& ( Chrysosplenium ) #5 4
IR & F R BEAR 523 bpt® ], AT g AR
RNA B HLHIHE

FE RS I -1 5 18, GCL B YIE (27. 59% )

GC,>GC, MBI | 15 0L A ) e b A 3 PR 241
r LS 5 Ry 3 I i U ( T,/ € P38 ' — 3, ENC
EA A (B{E K 44.57) It GC, 5 GC, E AR Ktk
(R2;=0.016 0) , R H HARLEFEM Tk A B & " T
RASE ), (HAF T AR RIS T 90% L A/
T 258, S8/ NI 4h DL A/T S5 210
WD TG B B R BRI A T B
IR T8, X 54 CsNRTI. 1 JEF UL A/
T 45 B i 20 F i L il 85% MY AF 53 245 A0 B
TE, ™ 4 T LR 4 - S A R R 2 A R T e
B B R AR AR

SSR M4t R 1E 247 DR EE ) B
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HRREE N 63.56% (A/T G4 %), 51l
A JE A SR AR BRI A 1 SSR 28R40 A (SR A TR
HRE G R 65.20% ) A LL MRS, e T 8 7E
TR 75 A R 3452 3] AT SR O 3 iy o
ZUBRZH

4 45 i

ARG IET 2 AW I SRS R 4 i 2540 5
PECRFIERT ST, AR R G JAR A T 40 TR
P 22 I AR I Ao A 35 PR 2 S LR D 3 R BAOIR 235 4
(S 157 025 bp) , A4E K HH DX (LSC) /N5
DUIX(SSC) F1 1 X BB EEZIX (IR) , G+C & &4
A HA B E W KRS PE IR X (42.95%) P& &
rRNA R M4 5, SSC X (30.55%) K A/T i Ii1)
SRR ML, A2 Rn2k 133 A TReRE Y
B 55 L2 TR o FE — 3, BIE T i e
L B RSP . SSR A Hr 4 SR o | 78 A% 1T
FREE PR RTTIR A/T A i 97.45%, lL2E
AT R i AR S TR SR B IR IR AL AR 5T, 0
T Ir e SRR, AR e R IR R,
TIHRE N 91. 47% ,90% Fe AL B /S F LA A/T 458, )X
e S (A L PR 4 A7 3] R 35 5 56 K 0 5 i) 1) 30 £k Ry
Tk, RGEEE LR — LIRS, A2 RAM 5
A 2 A5 TR B BE S RE 1Y 43 32 (Cbootstrap =
100% ) , SZHEHIAJE F I AT SR AZ D2, ABFSE
B Z MR T 288 A 2 50 4 Fhric 5 i
RIS LR IR R G503 25 B A Ty R Ak B
FEPRUE T B S
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