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IHE A & #EA ® K

wE e e

(1. HFH RSN TR, 167 810016; 2. FRE BB KA AW 78 A, BRI 430072; 3. [ BL2 5 K2, Jb 5L 100049;
4. FFUGE R VR N 2T, TR 811399; 5. 1 R L BE S m L RER, A K 050599)

WE: MR FKE L F (Juncaginaceae) R A K B _LATERI G, = & /KELRBM B LS B TR, BF 705
54628 (Triglochin maritima)F /K 3% %4(Triglochin palustris) SEARZER AT T . H3E. FERBERRRE 54T,
HEEHESMHREHNRAKE KR AR KE L g i 5L R H SR iS58, 2K 705N
1558814155803 bp, 73 7l % %€ i 7 571601~ SSRs S 494K F 57 7 41 o i HAE S 17K 32 48 - S U 35 [R] 4 Al - i
M VLA/UZE RIS T . RGKE I RHKE LR WFE N —3L, H5HIEGRREE R S0, T
78.67 MYA 5 R T 3¢ J& (Potamogeton)~ W B J& (Phyllospadix). KW & J& (Zostera). —. % J& (Halodule)-
BT & (Syringodium) )1 & ¥ J& (Ruppia) K UK 53 3= 004 25 GV AR S TR RHIE SCRAIE K Z X8
AR LT TR A IR FT oK Z2 A S Ak Tk R 2H 45 1) 1 AK B 5 B JEAM, 58 /K 22 4B B 5%

SREED RN ORI AR SR A B AR -

XBEIE: KELRL MM RARE; REKRE,; 40T
CEHE: 1000-3207(2025)04-042516-13

FESES: S567.23°9  STHEAFRIREL: A

7K 2 %4 F} (Juncaginaceae) £ J& T % 75 H (Alis-
matales), A—FAEBEZFAERAERR, 275010 T
w72 R E4EE R A A ) Tl E
IKFE & B (Triglochin)— &' . IKFE & BRI AFRY
1354, B EM i AE 32 (Triglochin maritima)F1 7K 22 4
(Triglochin palustris) 20, F= 2541 T E Kb K&
TR SR Y. KA S N R E E
B A 5AEBIEY, RABSAESHESZ
FAOMES . BRI X K 22 R B R IR S B FE k2
Erh TASHEREYARS I RS T,
X R G B AT BT LD, DI R AR AE — 8
il HI1TS3EMBETKEZLRG, 1ZIBEM 5
KA LS T BB, RN E S KRG
T IR T 0 2K R G rp R K AR TE SR
5P b B AR S AR FE T 2% % H (Najadales). J&
A0 THEYFI RV K E X85 % H A

5= B ER: 2024-09-09; 1&1T H#A: 2024-11-18

PR 2k Rz, 5875 HIR-1 SRR Bk
RISEZ R B, DR K 2 4 J8 N H 70 5 ok,
AN B, ROk Z &R, (b EEY
F) U (hEESEEE) "WOKELR S
iR T3¢ £} (Potamogetonaceae) H V- 22 2R B A7 £ AH LA
AR AL L 0 TR SRR AE B AT AR, TR kg 7k 32
2 J@ R or NIR T3, HVF 2 B N A3 R IR VE
KELFIX— 4K, ChEESEMMERZ
Y AIMeringZs! BT 9t 3 B K 3 A B T RS A
R ALy sh f AL 15 5, BB BB B AR T3
REHARA TR B A H 25 R T AR, e A 4
PRI SR K %2 & @ THRR R, 5 4h, FEIx — B B
KM & (Zostera) WNEFEEJE (Phyllospadix). )11 &
¥ J& (Ruppia) — %] ¥ J& (Halodule). %t W ¥ J&
(Syringodium) MR 12 B 7355 o DK - 38 g AR
T 8 B R4 B K I 9 B (Zosteraceae), 1| & ¥ JE - T
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N E % EH(Ruppiaceae), — 24 34 J& A& 8 & A
AN 228 R Cymodoceaceae). H BT, #i/KE 48 2
FN Y N E e ey A VAR LD Sl o 95 % S A= Y7 3
MBS 2 B3 =257 T A5 B RS RE SR AH B 1 IE
I, PR e U 75 A8 20 5 8 R (5 BN R 15
TR 45 BTSRRI RA K E EAAAER
il

R AR SE A X 7 FREUN #0UEE, &)
15, HR/NKZAF107—218 kb, R EFIHE T
H 52 B SR IE R 4K 22 ARG ™. 40,
BT LA AR i, 20 9 Bk A4 B DR 40 1 Ah Tk
(315, Je A%k R At Aol 26 (13 4 4, Rt T
2N T RS K I, B fRE 171 2 K58
EN G SN2 ¥ 4= =0 M (= R = el o)
K AR R FAR B Ch B &) PR i iR
TR 58 B 2 Ak J5 PR 2H A DB 5T AH X 55,
H LuoZs "%k 2 1) % - BR T3 (Potamogeton perfo-
liatus)HH SR AR B RN 2H DLOR, 2538 )8 . IR R |
AR 3¢ J& (Potamogeton) 1| & 3 J& « & 8 &
K38 350 50 M I 2 Do R 2H 41k 3 (https://'www.
ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/), H7K 3 4 J& 13 = 3% J& (Posido-
nia) MR W5E B SR AR LRI H . H ATz O kE
(1) et S Ak i PRI 2 350 R DY 4R S5 44 o

AT T 2 B 2R (D) ARE H B K AR
2P e B SR AR R R A, IR . A
- S PR R 4 S 7 TN LR AT AT, i — 2P
FEZRB RS B TE. QHBKELRY
b o I 2 ST S A Tk DR 2L A7 AE (1) )T 91 5 4 2
T, LR SR AR L R 2H 25 1) A SR it 55 B
Bl () SR AR PR 4 Hh 2 B st AR (5 B
IKEZLFB OB GRBEN R R E KR, AT 505
INFTR) PRI 50, R SR IR 2 AR It 2 AN 23 8 2 i fr
i e SR HEFIR AR .

1 MR5ERE

1.1 PFRESNF

HFAESEAK A T20214E7 H 16 H % E it
BV N AR 24 B R (36°13'N, 98°09'E). T
FARDP305 1A 74 £ {8 1 24 B A9 CTABIE M g 4
SR ZEZ 4 1) DNA. 28 J5, [ I VAHTS Univer-
sal DNA Library Prep Kit for Illumina V3is 7] & 1
B S . B Ja, f# F Ilumina Novaseq 6000°F
£ #EATPE 15001 . 18 Fl Trimmomatic!™ % 3K i £|
Hiraw datadt 17 %, # bRk 75 5, LAd bp N
1, 5 B8 QIS LA R 17 41, e bkt k-, 51
PR /NF75 bp 51

1.2 MERiFEERFEERE. ERSANK

CL R Pyt s AR SR R 2 7 B 2 28 0K 22 4
07078213; % 1k 3 : 0Y821795)iz Fi] Getorganelle
v1.7.7.0" 20 B A SR K 2 & 52 BRI - 454 1]
Y, k-merS H B N21. 45, 65, 85H1105. H5 R
Kuiireads B 21| -4 B DR 20, AR 78 75 BE kAT 4
PRV DOUKZEARHEG RN R
FiE F (Potamogeton crispus; NC_069582). f A iR
“F 3% (Potamogeton maackianus; NC_077521)F1 Zos-
tera muelleri (NC_068805) £ AR L K 4HE NS5,
%?Geseqm] (https://chlorobox.mpimp-golm.mpg.de/
geseq.html) Wi A SR A 7K 22 4 [ i A 2k DR AH 3R AT
BEDRVERE, 1 I F2 o A FHHMMER X CDSHIrRNA
HEAT TN, tRNAscan-SE v2.0.7%F tRNARE 4T 71,
BLATX} & [ 4 13 /7 %1l (Coding sequences; CDS)-
¥ B 7K RNA (ribosomal RNA; rRNA)A # iz RNA
(Transfer RNA; tRNA)AT I . # )5, 14 FH Sequin
VIS SOTRANEREA R I REAT I . AR S
SEREIN SRR I R 2 A% ENCBIEWE F (https://www.
ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/), i AESE 5 35 APQ4A51111, /KFE
K335 HPQ4A51110. FET-76 22 M 3t Chloroplot”
(https://irscope.shinyapps.io/Chloroplot/)it 17 ¥ HE 32
F7K S A it G Tk [R] 41 13 1) 23 11
1.3 ZERFREFIED

HF 75 2 W B R K 2 /N 17300 bp I CDS 2% B A1
% T 7 1) 0 0k 3t B A 221, R 38 ) PhyloSuite
v1.2. 2P R EE A SR K 2 A A R R R A
R gmts 7 1), 2 B B R R DR 4 DL SRR R K FEAS
300 bp i F Gt Fr 51, B 2870 7] 30 HR 5455 g A 3¢
CDS/F 5l MI53%% /K 22 4 CDSF I T J5 8L % 15 1
TRUF VRS o %385 2 ANCBIEE 2 A AR 5
11%& % 14 ¥ £ “The Bacterial, Archaeal and Plant
Plastid Code” 17 -

1z FHCodonW v1.4.2 (http://codonw.sourceforge.
net)”" 3 B S A SR K 32 & M Gk 5 (R 20 2K 1
Y B 7 21 B e H3 T A1) A RN 6 - # (Effective
Number of Codon; ENC). % itJ ¥-i& N 5 21 (Codon
Adaptation Index; CAT) A [R] S 5 AH %58 FH Al
(Relative Synonymous Codon Usage; RSCU), it &
ARIMARI-3pTR".
X
RSCU; =
TH, xR g R 5 A S R TR 1) 5 AN B RS ) H R
UL, ZXo2 i 2R i N R IR BRI BT RS R
BLIREL

)]
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ENC

n 9
:A+T+G+CX[Z(#)_1]+1 2)
b, nZR R B B b A %8 7 S8 AL T
G. CornMESIEN B E, piRnEAN LT
A FH A

L 1/3
CAl = (L—O) (3)
o, LIRS J: IR A S fd F 3500 740, LoRon
BRI RS AR

BE T 06 S5 (i B SR K 22 A I S Ak 6 R 2
A g 0 R, K A 4 T B g O k4
Matlab R2021b753 71l 3F 47 75 48 {14 43 #7 (PR2-plot)
A W RS T H 9 B (ENC-plot) b Hh 1 28 1’/ 43 #r
(Neutrality plot). 7£ENC-Plot4)H HHENCHz i i £
ARUA R4FTR:

ENC =2+GC3 + . 29 . 4)
[GC3%+ (1 -GC3)?]

XA, GC3IR IR & (A 9 19 38 K %65 F 258 =1L A
G/CHHIE I LA o

7 4k, F| H REL ggplot. aplotfll ggprismft: R
v4.3. 27 X6} i HE SR AN 7K S A I S 8k DR 2H B 1 R
T 36 IR B G P S FIRSCUHEA T AT AL . % T &1k
I3F(UAA. UAG. UGAZ 5 JR AT (2 1R,
AUGHIUGGS> 71 2 F it 22 R AN £, 2 B ME — (1) % %
T, PRI AE 14T S5 000 %% 5 1 75 20 BT B X 54~ 85 7
T, DA 075 10 425 SR 1 o s 1 A A Y e A,
3 )3 ELiE 4B SN 7K 22 A I S A K TR 40 2 1 i Y
R R B 81 RSCU> 1A %5 114 g i 435 1
T, it AR SEAN K F A H I g R TR LR A
it 55 DR 42 R 280305 7 B0 i B AT HE, 403
i i th 64> iR RIS FHO MR R I ZE R, DAR g ifg A
ERKELM R RFERFE, HHEEE
15 2 [AIRSCUZEMH(ARSCU), THH AR A 5 s:

ARSCU; = RSCU,;y_; — RSCUqy._; (5)

Y, RSCUpign 387 j 285 0 1E 1 20 & A [P A T
fi M2, RSCU gy 3271 355 5 T FEAIR A o v Y
AR A

¢ ARSCU =0.08 (1 % 55 1 € XL fmi K IE L il
W, RLERD AR KA R AA EER
i AW PE, R B T i R AR AL R 65 -, (Rl
J& T AR T T SO R L T

12 HCodonW v1.4.2 (http://codonw.sourceforge.
net) ! [¥] Correspondence Analysis of Codon Usaget¥:

S TH ST Correspondence Analysis, COA)™.
F T RSCUME S v A7 i 126 HH 1) B 19 9 L) 55 DT LSS £
594 1) 1) & 25 8] o, AN 4 FE 0T R 0% % 6 1 1
RSCU1H, M 2 47 [a] v g Ui L5200 ) 1R il 455
(e P ] 3 s 8 2 2 1 o ), A A
o7 R RS I R B R . — RN ER
1l (Axis 1) Rl 55 2501 (Axis2) b i) 2> BRFE FE #7725
RO T P X ) 3 B A A,
14 ESEFIIEE

JET/ELE R EPuter” (https://bibiserv.cebitec.
uni-bielefeld.de/reputer) 4 & i S FKFZ A K EHE
P, ZH0 R E B IR 50, S/ hEERIT RN
8 bp, &L IE M FEE (Forward; F). I8 & (Reverse;
R). H #h & (Complement; C)F1[5] 3 & & (Palin-
dromic; P) 4FP B KA. F 4k, i FHHMISA (https:/
webblast.ipk-gatersleben.de/misa/)” TEER NS R K
TR AE SE RN K 32 2 W S s 5 DR 40 b () i R E R
%1)(Simple Sequence Repeat; SSRs).
1.5 HWERFEDSH

T T AE SRR 7 &t SR AR LR A R 3R 1
T G5 7 51, {4 F DnaSP v6" B % H AT 1% 1%
JE 2743 #r, 8k v S AR R SCRAR AR LR AR 2
(KK )R FT I O3 A ik 12 v v 2 A 28 DR 26 2 1
s 35 [R] 52 3] 1 108 43 B 9 Z A0 2 52 B 4l Ak 1k R4 H
LN
1.6 LM SHR

i Fi Geneious v9.0.25 1 & ¥ Mauve X} 7K % &
B S H 3T S S P P - S A 5 DR AH i3 AT LA 43 A,
For W& P A A A7 AE B (B0 A7 5 B AFIL A
1.7 BREEGHE

FEMEGA v7°2r i Fi p-distance/ i 711 75 pairsti
T K &R I I G SR ) i ) 388 4% PR 5
(Genetic distance).
1.8 RZLAE S

1 BB VS B (Alismataceae) i BT 28 4l (Sagittaria
trifolia)~ & & % (Caldesia parnassifolia)F1 K 5§ £
Kl (Araceae)& M - H (Pinellia peltata){E 4 K FE,
456 DNCBIEHE 2 Hh R 20 A OSSR 1) 78 B 4
AT R A1 0 B8, T S AL SRR A 3R K 32
KR MIIEG R RGRKERR

3T PhyloSuite v1.2.3%"HE4T & K AUSR W 14
&, B 5 R FIMAFFT T H 0 7K 32 &R & He i %
A AR TN 7 21 3047 2 H1 Hexs, BLERAS 58
HE (¥ W 3t i DR 2L LU R 5 HG 2 fdE F Gblocks
(https://www.biologiaevolutiva.org/jcastresana/Gblocks.
html)HEAT OR 57 X () 977 128, 500 B3k e m] A2 DX AE HE W) b
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SR Z P ISR SR 5 {8 Fll Model Finder” i 4 11
4475 5. 74 I (Bayesian Information Criterion, BIC)
T 78 B A% T R S #e A5 B 9 GTRAR3+F; i3k if 4
1Q-tree™ 4T R G K B % A&, H o Number of
bootstrapi5 & 100000.
1.9 SUETEMEE

T ARG R B MO, 18 FIMCMCtree™
Tl Fh oy BT TR] o R T /K32 &R R L G 2K
T B, DA 5 A Time Tree" " iic 4
) 245 S AN T8 B B RT3 1.1—47.6 MY A
TG R AN K 7y I ] B 46.4—83.4 MY A
I3 4 8 A1) 5 T 43 BT [A] B2 38.1—83.0 MY A
VERut (8] B S RS OE . BRARS L o TR Bk
i%&$findependent rates, 43T B B L FFHK Y 8517
IEAIRET2000007K, 5 FEHT10% IS E SR

2 #£ER

21 MEREEFEGAERESEEST

21 25 15 30 1) i B SR AN K 3 & e B G I A
2 - B4 B0 3 R B 43 3 N 1053.6x111699.3%, R BAA
WF 70 20 2545 31 (1 i 4B S RIK 32 & SRR SE IR 4 %
DNHER . ¥ SR K S A 3 I Stk R TR 4 )
1 5 IUEEFR S5 (B 1) i AESERIK 2 44
A B TR 4H 4= K43 591 R 155881 81155803 bp, GC & &
¥)°836.5%, /% [n] B & [X 3 (Inverted Repeat Region;
IR)K: JiF 73 %) 2543741125590 bp, K 5.3 1 [X

Bl photosystem | I photosystem I[

[ NADH dehydrogenase [ RubisCO larg subunit
[ large ribosomal protein [ clpP, matK, infA
B ribosomal RNA I other

EEF

el

[ cytochrome b/f complex
Bl RNA polymerase
@ hypothetical reading frame [l trans fer RNA

(Large Single copy Region, LSC)K & 43 7l 7 85405
F185142 bp, /M HL$E J1IX (Small Single copy Region;
SSC)K:FZ 4351 A119602 119481 bp.

I A S RN 7K 37 A - A 35 DR 40 i 4 6 11 226 [
MR & E B DIRE AT 73 DY KK eG4 FAH OGOk
Rl HIREHIA IR HoAth & K 5 K S0 o 5 2
PRIC gl S o S A i R 4 R R 13 1N R A
AFES6N R FgmiFEA . 8 MRNAZEKIAI37/MRNA
FER(F 1); K F2 &G I IR 20 A a3 B 132
R, BFE86NE g JE K . 84N rRNAZE A Al
38/MRNAJE [K], A bb i B 2% & 4 3 (R 2 2 14
trnH-GUGRE R #5111,

22 FHIEFRITFMH

W AESE K & B A Ym s 2 R F 3 GC & =4y
3 N 37.76%F137.75%; ENCF- 18 43 5l N 46.51%
H146.52%; CAIF-341H 73 71 90.166F10.165. ¥ E
SERNIK 3 4 SR TR 20 85 13 g 1 356 R o B 1)
FIGC1 5 5 N45.31%H145.38%, GC2%> 7 HN37.66%
A137.59%, GC34) 1) H28.30%41128.53%, ENC4) 5
H48.36F148.49,

TEAT AR AR P 23 BT i, Y B SR 7K 32 A - R S
DR 20 8 1 G B 265 (R OK 22 028 B9 P o £, A3/(A3+T3)=
0.55 G3/(G3+C3)=0.57) F 5l 11 44 G IR vh A2 T 26
AR R ER L E R 2, 51505 R & 5D
(Bl 2A); fE/ B0 M, AR A K 22 4
-2 A 356 TR 20 B 1 4 S 356 IR B A i 2 TR 4h K 22

[ ATP synthesis
[ small ribosomal protein

1 JKEEARIH Sk R 20 P i
Fig. 1 Chloroplast genomes map of Juncaginaceae
A, #HESE Triglochin maritima; B. /K3 % Triglochin palustris



4 1

FIERESE: I T M AL R AR FKZ LR RGE KB 5

B ENCHR 1 #h 28 (K 2B); 722 B b, gk
SN IK 22 4 I G4 JL TR 4 2R A 4 G 2 TR GC 12 AT
GC3HH 2% & %043 51 M0.369510.366 (K 20), FHH
AP0 5 T O A P TR i 2 H 43 ) 52 $036.91%

#1
Tab. 1

F136.59% 1) FEAFFEIA, 52 363.09%F163.41% 1] H 48
WM . DL oA g BRI AR B A AR
S RN K 22 2 M S A 3 DR 20 98 1 (i - S it 2
W B R

FAESRM R AR RAIERER

Genes contained of Triglochin maritima chloroplast genome

FE K Ty AEGene function FEF 2R Gene type

FL[K 42 FrGene name

Je RN R

Genes for photosynthesis

J£%: 1 Photosystem |
M R4 1l Photosystem 11

4L £ 2= b/f A Cytochrome b/f complex

ATP 4 ESATP synthase
NADH /i ZffNADH dehydrogenase

R ER AT BE AR ALK P 2k Rubisco large subunit

H & i Self-replication  #ZFE/ARNA Ribosomal RNAs

RNA %4 I £ Subunits of RNA polymerase
¥ B4R /N 3£ (SSU)Small subunit of rubisco

Wil K I #(LSU) Large subunit of rubisco

#JZRNA Transfer RNAs

AR Maturase
#4 I % 1 Envelop membrane protein

HAth £ K Other genes

OB EE AR (LEB Acetyl-CoA carboxylase

c-TUAR L 8 2K 5 L

c-type cytochrome synthesis gene

1 HProtease
#: 3% JA 2l K F Transcription promoter

RANT RS BT FR R ST I 2R AT B30 B AE

Unknown function genes

psaA, psaB, psaC, psal, psaJ

psbA, psbB, psbC, psbD, psbE, psbF, psbH, psbl, psbJ,
psbK, psbL, psbM, psbN(pbf1), psbT, psbZ
petA, petB*, petD*, petG, petL, petN

atpA, atpB, atpE, atpF*, atpH, atpl

ndhA*, ndhB*(2), ndhC, ndhD, ndhE, ndhF, ndhG,
ndhH, ndhl, ndhJ, ndhK
rbeL

rrnl6(2), rrn23(2), rrn4.5(2), rrn5(2)
rpoA, rpoB, rpoCI*, rpoC2

rpsll, rps12¥*(2), rpsi4, rpslS, rps16*, rpsi8, rpsl9,
rps2, rps3, rps4, rps7(2), rps8

rpll4, rpll6*, rpl2*(2), rpl20, rpl22, rpi23(2), rpl32,
rpl33, rpl36

trnA-UGC*(2), trnC-GCA, trnD-GUC, trnE-UUC,
trnF-GAA, trnG-GCC, trnG-UCC*, trnH-GUG, trnl-
CAU(Q2), trnl-GAU*(2), trnK-UUU*, trnL-CAA(2),
trnL-UAA*, trnL-UAG, trunM-AUG, trnN-GUU(2), trnP-
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Tab. 2 Simple repeat sequences of chloroplast genomes of
Juncaginaceae
Repetitive type Repetitive Repeat Maximum
bases repeat size
HPRHRER A 24/30 16/15
Single-nucleotide repeat C n 10/10
G 1/0 11/0
T 26/25 15/18
—HHRER AT 3/1 /7
Dinucleotide repeat TA 2/3 8/6

iR R E SR REBR KRES AT, BA
IKEA ST R ERH RS REL AT

Note: “/” is preceded by the repeats or maximum repeat size
of nucleotide repeats in Triglochin maritima, followed by the
repeats or maximum repeat size of nucleotide repeats in Triglochin
palustris
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PHYLOGENY OF JUNCAGINACEAE IN CHINA BASED ON COMPLETE
CHLOROPLAST GENOME

WANG Lu-Yao', ZHOU Quan"*>, FAN Guo-You®, YUAN Qing', ZHANG Jing-Jing’ and LIU Hai-Rui'

(1. College of Eco-Environmental Engineering, Qinghai University, Xining 810016, China; 2. Institute of Hydrobiology, Chinese
Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430072, China; 3. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China; 4. Maixiu
Forest Farm in Huangnan Tibetan Autonomous Prefecture in Qinghai Province, Huangnan 811399, China;

5. Shijiazhuang Medical College, Shijiazhuang 050599, China)

Abstract: To investigate the phylogeny of Juncaginaceae and enrich its genetic resources, the complete chloroplast
genomes of Triglochin maritima and Triglochin palustris were sequenced, assembled, annotated, and characterized. In
addition, the phylogenetic relationships of Juncaginaceae and closely related taxa were reconstructed. The results indi-
cate that the chloroplast genomes of Triglochin maritima and Triglochin palustris exhibit circular structure with lengths
of 155881 and 155803 bp, respectively, containing 57 and 60 SSRs and all 49 long repetitive sequences. In addition,
Both genomes also show a preference for codons ending in A/U. Phylogenetic analysis shows that these two Juncagi-
naceae species form a single branch with a significant genetic distance from closely related taxa, diverging from Pota-
mogeton, Phyllospadix, Zostera, Halodule, Syringodium, and Ruppia approximately 78.67 million years ago. In
conjunction with the distributional habitat differences, this study supports the elevation of Triglochin to family status
within Juncaginaceae. This study provides a theoretical foundation for investigating chloroplast genome structure
evolution of Juncaginaceae and offers valuable insights for species conservation and scientific utilization of Juncagi-
naceae and its related taxa.

Key words: Juncaginaceae; Chloroplast genomes characteristics; Phylogeny; Divergence time
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