H#E % . EM AKE (Manglietia pachyphylla ) & F 48 & &

oHifcEMBIE S HIte

JE /K 3E (Manglietia pachyphylla ) EFHERE"

AR E BT AR BT RGBT R BT T R REST e
Q.7 ARLHERAEBRAREFRERZL, ;A7 M 510950;2. PEARFZRLHHEAYE,. S AL AN FETEERE, T E
HERBUAESAGHEMKEL S FRELELRE, A M 510650;3. B EHEME,. S £ M 51065034, F BAF %k
F,b%  100049;5. PEMAFREGEDE . PERFEHD T REP S THEAAELLRE, S A7 M 510650)

HWE . JEMAKE (Manglietia pachyphylla) K 2B (Magnoliaceae) K% J& (Manglietia ) W ARA Y . & B 4y
A TR AR A TP AR X O E K R R B AR AR . T e A R D 2 S st 2R
PEA BT Bk R 3 R0 R A e R, S BV ) R ) A R A L O I AR O 9 v R U R X R
R 3 5 DAL R A7 00 0 o 5 R0 D00 50 i T e D kA S s R 2 R ] ) 2 266 5 22 i R T 2 2 g R AT ) L e
HIL P ML AT R B MR ZIGE 3 Hr . SRR A iy IR AR B RE P 2H K/ Ry 2 092 298 891 bp,
£ 5 676 AHREF F1 NSO CHF2H 3% 19 3 91 e R BE 1l K B/INHEAT SR, >4 200 3 54> 7 41 i, 2200 % {8 A & 1A
2H 50 Yo 1K BE I b 2 B9 K B E R N50) S 7 961 115 bp; #il ] BUSCO (Benchmarking Universal Single-
Copy Orthologs) , £ X} “eudicots” Ml “embryophyta” X Pi 1> BUSCO P45 01 Fk [K FE , % 3 (R 21 41 2% i) 5 5% 1 it
AT VEAR L 21 25 1 JR I R S 3k PR 4 52 38 1 0 0 o 96. 6 %0 Fn 98. 8%, B REILH A A 76. 5% T35 W EHE ¥
G, A 37 900 A EE A, XS LN i T 41 675 MEEBT . RAEKB M ARET RESHE £ 2
(Magnolia biondii) BAE— , ¥ % 4 AL B E] KBk 10 500 000 4R, JRE A SE 5 A5 /9 1 35 L L2l 26
F122 R OGEVE T LA K 22 i R A AR5 RH OG0 35 PR 5 W 38 7 5K G o R A ARG AR DG Bk DA 7R JEE i R B R 4 |
S HIE R v L ok U KR TR 9 Sk RN i S 1 2T BE 5 R I OR R E I e TR R B R OG . AR AR 2 [ N Ak
AR LB & 1A B PR 2 AR T8 Ay G DR A7 RN T A JEE I R S R AR 2 Al ) A ) A B R AR R T s AL AR R
Mz%,

KR L JE R TE s R 2B RS R 5 AL A A 5 DR 2 2 5 R DR T 5 R R 50 BRI R

hE S ES.QL6 X EEERIRAD : A X E S .1005-9164(2023)06-1079-12
DOI:10. 13656/j. cnki. gxkx. 20240125. 006

YA B #:2023-06-10 5B B 1 :2023-07-22

x TR A E B FOR A& iR BUE (2022B1111230001) & £ F 38 & (2022B1111230001-2-5) . )~ K A AL R K F & S 8 4 47 K “ B oh K 3% f 2 E & |
WHEY & HEM AER LR AEAARLER LT RARE“GAT L LA HBAMNRF EHER K.

(% —1E#H/]

HHEAIT0O-) . B, HA IR, EENFALERAL R 5EEALR.

[« x &5 1F# FH ]

FHIEQIT3-). B HRR.EFENERP EYFMMEBREFH R, E-mail: wzl@scib. ac. cn,

L5 H A x]

HHE,EY, KB, %, B K #E (Manglietia pachyphylla) 3 H A E E[J]. ) 7 & 2#,2023,30(6) :1079-1090.

GAN X J,BIN Y.CHEN H J,et al. Draft Genome of Manglietia pachyphylla []J]. Guangxi Sciences,2023,30(6) :1079-1090.



T AR ,2023 £,30 %, 5 6 #§ Guangxi Sciences,2023,Vol.30 No.6

AR 22 Bl (Magnoliaceae) J& f JR IR B #% T-HH 9 , H
IR SN SIUE 4 SO X DR SR i 7/ F R | B <
R FRE A 22 B U b RS T, R oK
R R AR Z N B F B A Y
Pt JRE AR 22 B Bl B 2 B0 A 3R AR
EARAT ML DL IS A )T PR VA XL B A R
FA . ARERHRIR 2 W) R RE 0 36, i 284 55 L (5
PEEEHE , AEIE 45 5 A6 5 U H s Dt e LB
T Y W E 3 e RN Ny S X7/ RN NE S N R
T8 & A R VEAR LY AE R A Fhoa] DL fl 25
SR AT B0 i BT L S e S M AT LA R
2ERE A i A Uk A A P 0 AR R R AR
GO R 2R — S R B BRI A
I3 WRR BE 7 DL K sk RAE AT, o A N TRk,
SERUMOIl 42 5 R R 5 ) L — 2K 2 R R R T
STNE N N i v i A N | I A S 53 TS IS I v
i RN 1 [ I N % - K7/B e et A RE 4= S il
D2 T4F L AP4E T AT S0 A 1 1038 SR Al A3
AR S e

JB I K3 (Manglietia pachyphylla) AR =% F}
RIEJR (Manglietia) W ARARAEY) , 2 Bl R A Fh, H
BB Sp A T3 E T R4 M P9 R B A X R
500 m Lh A5 G I bR e e R R S Y
REAE S AT DG Y S Jo JRE I, ] A DAy el b s A AT A
Pt R AR FhRE D, A R B /N L 25 50 AR, Fh
F O, AR 2 g R
PSR I AR Y . B AT E NS E R R R
HEREVE 20000 JEREIE AT R i Ry AR S A v
AIBIETTE B R AT O T I8 I A S 1) 35t A 22 R A B HL
DAL EH B AF 9 4R 00 . A D] 2 R ik T i DT 2 e 1) 4 A
% ZAEPERE ST, AT DL 2R W R gk A AR L N T A
Wb 3 I M O — A0 R T R R S,
ABIF 5T R T AN = A s i 0 T B xR R
LA AT 0 Y o 20 e JLFE DR A B 81, o 4 5 T 47
TF AL 5L ZREVET TS e 2%

1 MHERFIE

1.1 ##

FEJTARA T M T AR X R R TR 48 K SR PR3 X
PEERE 1 AR R it R 35 BAE KR AR K i 3 B R
113°55'31. 84"E,23°45'1. 25"N) , H: Iy & £ 48 (Diam-
eter at Breast Height, DBH) & 22. 4 cm, SR8 H o &t
WS BE ARt 3 . SR AR IR I T BY T BT RS L

B T AL IS L 2B ARG T 2 )5 R R ik 2
DUAR K 21 A W HOR A BR 2 7 AT e il 2 DU )
1.2 A&

WAL 3 A J7 1 W N %% . — J2& 2k Fil Nanopore
PromethION I JFF {5 X J& i A 4 i 7 =05 I 41
WF, —J& Rk Al MGI DNBSEQ-T7 | )7 &5 X J& i
ARIEAT ZACEEF AWM P . =R A MGI DNBSEQ-
T7 M5 65 %8 JEE b R S5 1 A e Si 200 ) LA S5 3
WHES % Wang 55 BOBF 58, &1 X P45 #0054
s ) A [ A8 e T K040 Ak LR 35 R 26 20 286 L 437
TE R4 b B R vp 32 B AR A S 4 e R
P Ig A7 b A8 o X BN S BT sl I 2 7E S B AR
i,
1.2.1 ol jp R a4 22
A WF 5% #| H Sickle v1. 33 Chttps://github.
com/najoshi/sickle) % J& M- A 32 — X 3L K 240 0 7 %0
o EAT ok g L 25 RO R b B B /N T 30, B
K EE/NT 80 bp M ¥ B dlE . ok RS 9 AR Y A
i Fl RECKONER v1. 17"V g 47 4] 4%, XHDE{%%
L S S fR A B e SO A A A I P 2
U8 O AL U, AW 5T KR Porchop 0. 2. 4 (htf
tps://github. com/rrwick/Porechop) X J& i K 3%

AR PR 2 I e B8t AT 4 Sk U
1.2.2 AEaAX /R Eax

B R R R 3 AR BdE ) Genome-
Scope 2. 0% 3 47 3 [H 240 R/NHIN (B 804~k 217).,
BN JE I A 3 = AR B L AS BIF 5T R T 10 kb
i i 41, #] ] NextDenovo 2. 3. 1Chttps://github.
e T N R
29 B K 40 F) Al Pseudohaploid Chttps://github.
com/schatzlab/pseudohaploid) #I Purge _
L. 2. 659 RBRIUARIT I (N2t & F B BH ¥ 9D . 2
J& M racon v1.5. 0% ,hapo-G v1. 3. 2" 1 polyp-
olish v0. 5. 0 JEAT 414 J7 51 £ 5 .t X 20 %€ 52 1
ROEE R 4, #] F BUSCO (Benchmarking Universal
Single-Copy Orthologs) v5. 4. 67 %} B “eudicots
0db10. 2020-09-10" 1 “ embryophyta_odb10. 2020-
09-107 P> 545 DLk P 7 R AT 241 %% S8 B PR A9 A
1.2.3 FEAAFFAABAGTR, ZH

AR FH EDTA (Extensive De-novo TE An-
notator) v2. 1. 0" #1 RED (REpeat Detector)
v2. O8I JEE i K 3 5L R 4 b i A AL
BEDTools v2. 29. 2" 1 ) “merge” fiy &6 W 1~ 8 &

com/Nextomics/NextDenovo) i#

Dups v



J7 5 T 25 2R G I 5 A “ masklasta” fiy 4> K i
P P BEichE . EEXT BRI T E R )T SR A,
e M BRAKER2MY , 6] B 25 £ 4% 5 4 408 i 9
AP R0 EE ST B (R 1) 100 R O S 3 PR 4 4]
BT I I BE A 5 8K S5 B 25 SR A funannotate pipe-
line v1. 8. 13 Chttps://github. com/nextgenusfs/fu-
nannotate) H1, [l FE LS & e s 2 B4l A 9 W ) 2R
1B 37— 20 T 52 et A 342 5 TR 2 20 2% P 91 v 1Y
B X — i B AR 3 A AP B Al 4« “ funannotate
train”“funannotate predict” fll“funannotate update”,
TE“predict” 2 B fiff F B9 2 20 4 “- max_intronlen
100,000 -busco_db embryophyta -organism other”,

DR T 45 R A 8 A [ Y 2 1 B T R
4368 U 1) B PR aE AT D RE 23 A, B2 4 : dbCAN (Data-
1 BMAUEHAKEEFREERNS EYH

H#E % . EM AKE (Manglietia pachyphylla ) & F 48 & &

Base for automated Carbohydrate - active enzyme
ANnotation)v10. 0"*', eggNOG-mapper (Evolution-
ary genealogy of genes:Non-supervised Orthologous
Groups - mapper) v5. 0. 27, GO (Gene Ontolo-
gy) 8 KEGG (Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and
Genomes)""® ,InterPro (The Integrated Resource of
Protein Domains and Functional Sites) v5.60 -
92. 0", MEROPS v12.0**", Pfam ( The protein
families database)v35. 0“1 Fl SignalP 5. 0b™",

2 18 B TE R Y L A oA ] AR B D) R RO L TR EA T
PO R 2 R F 5 v 25 B T 4% ) il B AT b g T AR Y
YI7= Az i B PR, O OR B b e i B IR O 5 AT
Wi

Table 1 Reference species used for gene prediction of Manglietia pachyphylla genome assembly

L/ LI 8 Sk
Species Chinese name Data source

Arabidopsis thaliana LRI GCF_000001735. 4(GenBank)
Aristolochia fimbriata EoEER itk GCA_019845555. 1(GenBank)
Chimonanthus salicifolius A9 I W http://xhhuanglab. en/data/Chimonanthus_salicifolius. html
Cinnamomum micranthum YLK fi https://ngdc. encb. ac. ecn/gwh/ncbi_assembly/55517/show
Corymbia citriodora GCA_014858505. 1(GenBank)
Liriodendron chinense T8 2 Ak https://doi. org/10. 5061 /dryad. sdmw6m947
Magnolia biondii HEEZ https://doi. org/10. 5061/dryad. sémw6m947
Nymphaea colorata T AL IR S GCF_008831285. 2(GenBank)
Persea americana iz https://genomevolution. org/CoGe/SearchResults. pl? s=293058&.p = genome

1.2.4 ARRZFERALELRE 2

FIJH OrthoFinder 3. 0. 07" J:-45 4 Hifth 9 4
P (& 1) 9 2 A 5 5 A7 5 R R . fE Or-
thoFinder 43 #7 3 #2 o, B2 7 11 201 43 A7 3545 4 Ff [ 114
e DU FE R, I FH ik 26 ot DL SE R AT R G K & W
&, FAMEN RS L EM, 8 H MCMCTree™ it
AT ] o3 A E] B Al B8 7R 3K — o A o R v 7
22 CAT YR A] 9 20 AL S E) L AR 55 M hetp: //time-
trec. org/ AR 1F X LEAF B, IFAER 2 thal i, 7E15 F
A 5B Y R GE & B WG BRI cafe (Computa-

- 4

tional Analysis of gene Family Evolution) v5™™ #17
B PR G B 3 RIS 45 73 A 5 %0 HG v S 2 T R AN 4
9 3 R 5 %, WA T TBtools v1. 1155 847 GO A
KEGG W& £ ¥r.

% 2 M http://timetree, org/3% 15 9 49 Fh X 18] 53 1L B 18]
Table 2 Species pairs and their estimated divergence times

from http://timetree. org/

A 0 £ 43 AL B )/ O A i
Estimated divergent time/
(million years ago, MYA)

L/R DO

Species pair

Nymphaea colorata-Arabidopsis

thaliana 168.4-91.6
Cor'}{mbiu citriodora-Arabidopsis 100.0-112. 2
thaliana

Magnolia biondii-L. chinense 27.8-50.0
Chimona_nthus salicifolius- 105.0-115. 9
P.americana

L. chinense-P.americana 114.0-130.3

1.2.5 A B ¥ 4 (Gene duplications)
I wad v1. 1. 29 PEAT 56 N 4 i 4 3 N 4 &
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% (Whole genome duplication) - {F 43 #7 . iZ i 12 2
T8 PR 2H v R 47 5 DR 1) 6 ] 90 23 A k380 1 ) 95
LA IF 0 P P[] 9 L TR E A7 [R) %€ 4% %8 (synony-
mous substitution rate, Ks) i1 5& ., Z G & F Ks [H1Y
G TN 4 RN DN eV S R o A i
k% A5 1 — 25 Ml ] Doubletrouble v0. 99. 1 Cht-
tps://github. com/almeidasilvaf/doubletrouble) #
et EE N, P E K (Tandem duplica-
tions) 3£ [l | T ¥ B & (Proximal duplications) H& A |
5 8 & (Transposed duplications) 3& R i 7 B &
(Dispersed duplications) P #9435 #r >, Hovpr, BRIk
oA DR S 45 1 MM % 252 B v JR] [R] B AN B O 5 S HiAth
& DR 0 2 e R 5 30 vty o 52 R DR % 82 43 A L v (] ]
B AN R A 10 AN JHE A 356 PR )l 2% 56 TR % AT R I
2 FH A AR A S I SRR DR 5 T A R R R B AL )
A7 A% B 1R S 53T i A T, A TBrools 4
T A BE PR A AT D L R I R AT R DA L o R AR R
BT GO Fl KEGG & 45017,

2 HREHSMH

2.1 EMASEEFANFESALE

AR 7T A AR FE AL 23R K 2 118.1 Gb
W H5 A ARSE DR AL 7 3k A5 29 264. 1 Gb I %k
*£3 EMAEEEAAEER

Table 3 Statistics of genome assembly of Manglietia pachyphylla

W e SN AR5 24 31, 4 Gb I FEBCHE . R4
SRR BUHE B L fF = GenBank, =% 3£
ZH 0 50 HE 51 5 o SRR24423593 , SRR24423594
SRR24423595; — 4% 3% [K 41 I 5 % 4 7 51 5 R
SRR24390471,SRR24390472 . SRR24390473 ; #% 5% 4H
W $ 88 515 9 SRR24415003, # F§ Genome-
Scope 2. 0 4¢ #7 J& it K % B 4 K /N K
1 969 269 649 bp,

AW 5% F | NextDenovo 2. 3. 1 #E47 B I K 3%
FE DR A A %6, A5 3 3 R 2 41 2% K/l 2 350 821 062
bp, & 1 436 4~ PF #1551 (contig) , N5O CHf 41 ¢ 1)
J7 9 4% R R R B0/ NEEAT B0, 24 B 2 A )
I S04 (i A PR 4 50 Y6 i BE I, 0 8 1 K
BI % N50) & 6839 193 bp, & K B 1 )% 5 K
26 073 671 bp, & 4 PF 4 ¥ 51 4 16 675 bp, Tk
1 637 062.0 bp. ZKERICARIT I A 4 )5 . e 40 5
P20 %5 /Nl 2 092 298 891 bp. £ 7% 676 P
¥ 51, N50 K 7 961 115 bp, &% K $f 3% )5 5 K
26 180 362 bp, & 4 Pf 45 ¥ 51 2 27 281 bp, K
3095 117 bp, M A G 1T 5 B W3 3. 45 M
JE K SE 3 R AL B [ & GenBank, 55158 JA-
SAUF000000000,

e R T B AR
Initial assembly Final assembly
HETHIH /b HETINRT HETHIHK L/ bp HE T HIWRIT
Length of sequence/bp Order of sequence length Length of sequence/bp Order of sequence length
N10=17 193 138 L10=12 N10 =17 470 745 L10=11
N20 =12 987 901 1.20=28 N20 =14 043 218 1L.20=24
N30=10 742 051 1.30=48 N30 =11 767 464 L30=40
N40 =9 305 499 L40=71 N40 =9 970 083 140 =60
N50 =6 839 193 L50=101 N50=7 961 115 1.50 =83
N60 =5 187 776 L60 =141 N60=6 110 540 L60=113
N70 =3 522 166 L70=195 N70=4 743 283 L70=152
N80 =2 135 406 1.80 =282 N80 =3 234 931 1.80 = 206
N90 =653 184 L.90 = 489 N90 =1 764 892 190 =292
N100 =16 675 L100=1 436 N100 =27 281 L100=676
Note:in the table,"N" and "L" before "N10","N20" ,+-+,"N100" and "L10","L20",+-+,"L100" refer to the length of the contig and the number
of contigs when the cumulative length and number of contig account for 10% ,20% ,+++,100% of the total length and number of contigs; The accu-

mulating process is performed from the longest contig to the shortest contig in order.

BUSCO %I #H %5 At 3 K 40 58 2 1 BE AL o,
Yt “eudicots_odb10. 2020-09-10" HL4% U1 3L A & , 43

2326 /> BUSCO #.35 D1 3L 5, 96. 6 %0 BUSCO H.4%
DVIE R AR B R R 4 52 4 DU i, Horp, B Sg 2k
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PERCFE| BUSCO F$5 UKL A 2 17 HL7E 5 I A 3% i K]
2H vt R B PR DAY SR RS 90. 86, i o7 K DT T %)
BUSCO F$% DU [ e {5 7 5 i R S SE R A vh oy 2
5 OLRYFER (7 5. 8% A5 UL L 5] BUSCO Hi4% Il
RN FENA 27 4, 4 1.2% 3/ 54 4 BUSCO #
$5 D1 PR R AE J2 i R 3% 56 PR 4 ) 56 R o DG JE 31, o
2.3%, HXF“embryophyta_odb10. 2020-09-10" ¥ 4%
DUFED B, 446 1 614 4~ BUSCO H48 Dl & 7
98. 8% BUSCO HL48 DI J [A 75 J& it A 34 & K 21 5
# T , fE S8 BT BE 3 BUSCO B4 D1 36 P % i H 78
JEL I A 32 R DR A v Al 2 BB DL R PR 95. 304, g
SEA VL E] BUSCO Hu48 DKL R PR (H 78 J& I K 3 3
x4 EDTARAMNEEF

Table 4 Repeat type and sequence detected by EDTA

Ay 28 DL 3L 5 3,550 AN 58 % UL fid 5]
BUSCO H#5 DR FEM SR A 12 4, 5 0. 7%/ 7
A~ BUSCO 48 DU PR R 78 &8 i R 34 56 P 20 g 56 1A
HICECE], 0.4 %,
2.2 EMAEERATRE

TEJE M AR E S A, RED 1 EDTA 3 51 K6 ]
| 1 342 604 397 bp (64.16%) Fl 1 447 436 839 bp
(69. 170 EHE ¥, M# G IF 5145 1 601 108 919
bp ME T, A F 41 76.52% . EDTA Kl
GREW R ARELNA P EL T L MR
Gypsy K R ¥ 8 &2 J¥ 51 (Long terminal repeat)
475 508 695 bp, di LR 22. 73% (F ),

S 9 o5 R R A He )/

(*:Tii (%i(:i;n 1,&5(3%1; Percentage of repeat sequences
in the genome/ %
Long terminal repeats Copia 267 375 254 612 532 12.17
Gypsy 501 489 475 508 695 22.73
Unknown 606 245 353 364 188 16. 89
Terminal inverted repeats CACTA 234 311 86 471 640 4.13
Mutator 419 086 103 230 948 4.93
PIF_Harbinger 181 913 44 020 258 2.10
Tcl_Mariner 14 856 5113 434 0.24
hAT 347 915 96 850 898 4.63
nonTIR Helitron 109 850 28 264 246 1.35
Total 2 683 040 1 447 436 839 69. 17

A5 R B I A 3 L DR A o Ay R DR A R A
37 900 AMFE A, 3 S 3 [ L 4 A5 T 41 675 R AR 1.
I B0HE P ot 3 26 2 1 5 A0 0 AT T RE v R, v
32 249 4 (T7. 4V EH BT IIERES T 8 AN AR
BT 6 5s 2 iy — A BRI .17 886 A~
JRF B R GO Bl 5 .21 430 4~ (A RF 905 R
2] InterPro 032 &, 31 146 & A ¥ 5 iE B 2
eggNOG-mapper 4 % . 23 203 4~ M i )7 51 73 B
#| Plam 5048 % .1 160 28 4 537 41 7 B 5 dbCAN
R IE .1 016 4~ [ 5T 51 3 R 2] MEROPS %
.3 078 A~ 1 0 ¥ 4 v B ] SignalP %48 .
15 752 N8 A BT 5 B B KEGG Bl 5 . 2 H i
RSO A% 5 rp R 2 Bie A6 pi A ) el 8090 A i T
(https://doi. org/10. 57841 /casdc. 0001214) ,
2.3 EMAEEERESEERAHNL S

AR AIF 5T X AL F5 JE I AR SEAE Y I 10 SRR i 2R 1

Y A HEAT T R G5 oy i L 45 R 345 #) 24 616 4>
SEH RN . I35 Gt g5 Rl LLE H L R AR E SE
P AT 34 319 AP IF O Horp — AN 36 B R 5 B
FEY 90. 6% XF TR 22 BEH: Al 1 4> 4 Fi 58 5 A8k R
2R o e g (N S| B S R R S PSR L S
95. 7% F 93. 4%, i T JEE I AR 3 5 H JEE it K 3 R A
3T 15 894 AN KPR ZK % b, o 4 Bk R 5 1
64. 6% ; MRS HE A EF £ 22 9 SLH B AE 13 858
114 935 NEER G, A EB A KR 56. 3%
A1 60. 7% ALTF R KIE, 24 616 NIFEHE P A
710 AR OR SRR B K, XSRS T
3373 AR RERLH, REEMMBE £ LRA 1
SN F 43 ) 2 437 10999 4, AR — MK FIE A
TERFA BN EECE  — A TR AR E R A FE K
ECH AR TN & 5L B 51k 6 845 Al
4 543) Y7 TR0 AGE , 17 HLax SRR 35 DA A
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Y4 B BT A LR B s TR AR B BERS GO: 0030433, GO 0036503) . i & 4 1% i (Glucan
LR 19.4% (K 5.8 1), 3R R YL E H metabolic process) (GO: 0044042, GO 0016762,
PR A 345 (L D), GO:0046527) | Ji ¥ 4= W i P (Prokaryotic defense

Sof JE K A B R R ERE T GO il KEGG system) 2K 4 B2 /L8 (Phenylalanine metabolism)
AT, 2 SR 2 W X S L PR R BT A A R SR R Y %% ¢ (Transcription) % A % Chttps://doi. org/
FIRE S 40N Fa A (GO: 0055067, GO: 0006885, 10. 6084/m9. figshare. 23690001. v3,% S1 fl S2)
*5 BEERKRBREREEEESGIT

Table 5 Statistics of gene families and its related gene information

. A
A% . i
N - K
K3 L REER mamw WHEN e Sl Ak
1 HE R 52 e TERENR HEHET Wi R K ; A
wobgs BAEIR pde wakie  WEs  khmh a0 opER H
" " 5 . - K
W Nihe Newbe (I PR Dok Nember @ibp /G Number  Number  Percen-
Species of genes of genes Number of genes tage of ortho- Percentage of specie- of genes in tage of
: in orth N of unas- in orth N [ unas- foUDs [ ortho sspecific specie- genes in
ro ? signed . © g/oy Ogiun(& gnto?r?iin ° ro S ortho- sspecific species-
groups genes groups/ /o Signed containing — groups groups ortho- specific
genes/ % species  containing -
species/ %, groups ortho
species/ 7o groups/ %
Arabidopsis
. 27 562 24 951 2611 90.5 9.5 12 973 52.7 944 4 649 16.9
thaliana
Aristolochia 51 750 19 099 2 652 87.8 12.2 12 751 51.8 339 1747 8.0
fimbriata
Chimonan-
thus salicifo- 36 651 31717 4934 86.5 13.5 14 639 59.5 1 356 5 694 15.5
lius
Cinnamo-
mum mi- 26 680 25 255 1425 94.7 5.3 13 392 54.4 273 1224 4.6
cranthum
Corymbia 35 628 32 099 3529 90.1 9.9 14 115 57.3 1198 6 981 19.6
citriodora
L. chinense 35 269 33 740 1529 95.7 4.3 13 858 56. 3 437 6 845 19.4
y“g".‘"““ 41181 38 481 2 700 93. 4 6.6 14 935 60. 7 999 4 543 11.0
iondii
Manglietia 37900 34 319 3 581 90. 6 9.4 15 894 64.6 710 3373 8.9
pachyphylla
N. colorata 20 488 19 359 1129 94.5 5.5 12 187 49.5 371 1632 8.0
P.americana 22 440 21 163 1277 94.3 5.7 13 280 53.9 158 414 1.8
v 80001
2
%ﬂ % 60001
[ b
N
22 40007
2 £ 437
2= 20001f 999 710
. 8'E 1 345
Number of gene families = & III 1 1
containing species - 0 Illlll----. .......
| Persea americana ° (XY <
| Nymphaea colorata I ° L [
I Cinnamomum micranthum o < <
| Aristolochina fimbriata XX 4 [
| Arabidopsis thaliana °
I Manglietia pachyphylla ° X q [ [
[ Magnolia biondii Io } I [ [
| Liriodendron chinense ° X I [ [ q
[ Corymbia citriodora ° I
I Chimonanthus salicifolius e e b ¢ L ® ¢ «

15000 10000 5000 0
B 1 )5 AR 5 A o B ] 5 i A R K
Fig.1 Upset plot showing gene families in Manglietia pachyphylla and other species



RERE T RIE AR ESEEE 2 RE—
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Draft Genome of Manglietia pachyphylla
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Abstract: Manglietia pachyphylla is in the family of Magnoliaceae,one of the earliest divergent lineages of
angiosperms. Magnoliaceae are valued for their large and fragrant colorful flowers,and medicine and timber
sources, Manglietia pachyphylla is endemic to China,and only distributes in Guangdong Province and Guan-
gxi Zhuang Autonomous Region. It is now national class [ key protected wild species. In this study,we se-
quenced the genome of Manglietia pachyphylla by high-throughput sequencing, and the sequencing data
were used to assemble a sketch of the genome,based on which,we predict its repeat sequences and genes,and
perform phylogentic and gene familes analyses. The assembly size of Manglietia pachyphylla was 2 092 298
891 bp.comprised 676 contigs with N50 (the contig length,included in the sum length of contigs from the
longest to the shortest,covers ~50% of the total genome length) of 7 961 115 bp. Benchmarking Universal
Single-Copy Orthologs (BUSCO) assessment revealed 98. 8% and 96.6% completeness of the assembly u-
sing "embryophyta" and "eudicots" BUSCO database,respectively. Up to 76.5% of the genome is repetitive,
with 37 900 genes encoding 41 675 proteins. Phylogenetic analyses of relative 10 species indicated that Man-
glietia pachyphylla was clustered in the same clade with Magnolia biondii,and divergence time between
them were estimated to be 10. 5 million years ago. We investigated genes related to phloem/xylem,actin fila-
ment,heat, photosynthesis and various plant secondary metabolites were significantly expanded,in which the
secondary metabolites were mainly derived from tandem and proximal duplications. The gene expansions and
duplications should play important roles in the adaption of Manglietia pachyphylla to the high altitude.
This study is the first genomic report of the genus Manglietia at home and abroad, which provides genetic in-
formation and reference for better conservation and development of the germplasm resources of Manglietia
pachyphylla and other species in the family of Magnoliaceae.
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