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Abstract

Cucumis melo L. var. agrestis Naud. belong to the genus Cucumis in the Gourd family, it is rich in oil. It

can extract high quality edible oil and provide raw materials for medicine and food industry. The chloroplast genome

of Cucumis Melo L. was sequenced for the first time. The results showed that the chloroplast genome of Cucumis

Melo L. was similar to that of common melon. This study can provide a theoretical reference for breeding.
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2H 2H ¢ 51 A A (Anton et al., 2012) . & JIN(Cucumis
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133 NEER L ERAM S GC & &N 36.9% (Zhu
et al., 2016). F FH 2R A4 JE PR 2 5 48 7~ 1 e v il
JICHE T & Bl 138t £ 2 #F P (Phan et al., 2010). Fi H
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tRNA37 4>, rRNAS >, mRNAS88 /N(F 2). MR 1A 1)
FER ThEE E B NE A A R B R E K| H Ah— Lk
FEH, AMEE — S ThREAR JT T FE I (3R 3).

1.2 H KK F HE g

I3 T S A S5k DR 20 DR 3 0 P 10 BUSE B R
ST 1), 21K 156 017 bp, A45 1 5 R M EE(IR) X

1 e gt

Table 1 Sequencing data statistics

(25 797 bp)~ 1 K11 545 DI(LSC) X (86 336 bp) Al
1 AN/ FL 42 UL(SSR) X (18 087 bp), 4= 3 [A] 21 1
GC &8N 37.45%.6 > ATP &3 11 /> NA-
DH Jit & 5= A

1.3 RSCU ZFmiF 1%
P0G U 1 22 B, TGG B0 36k S Trp 4 B4

Sample ID ReadSum BaseSum GC (%) Q20 (%) Q30 (%)
Cucumis_melo L. var. agrestis Naud. 55968670 16790601000 37.45 96.83 91.75
2 MR RE R RAE BT

Table 2 Statistics of chloroplast gene annotation information

#ID Gene Trna Rrna Mrma Pseudo
Cucumis_melo L. var. agrestis Naud. 133 37 8 88 0

Cucumis melo

L var. agrestis Naud.
chloroplast genome
156,017 bp
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Figure 1 Chloroplast genome map
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Table 3 Classification and Statistics of chloroplast gene function

Category Gene group Gene name
ES EHA H P
Photosynthesis Subunits of photosystem I psaA, psaB, psaC, psal, psa]
Subunits of photosystem II psbA, psbB, psbC, psbD, psbE, psbF, psbH, psbl, psb], psbK, psbL,
psbM, psbN, psbT, psbZ
Subunits of NADH dehydrogenase ndhA *, ndhB * (2), ndhC, ndhD, ndhE, ndhF, ndhG, ndhH, ndhl,
ndhJ, ndhK
Subunits of cytochrome b/f complex petA, petB *, petD *, petG, petL, petN
Subunits of ATP synthase alpA, apB, apE, aipF *, aipH, apl
Large subunit of rubisco rbel
Subunits photochlorophyllide reductase -
Self-replication Proteins of large ribosomal subunit pll4, pll6 *, pl2 *(2), pl20, rpl22, rpl23(2), pl32, mpl33, pl36

Other genes

Proteins of small ribosomal subunit

Subunits of RNA polymerase
Ribosomal RNAs
Transfer RNAs

Maturase

Protease

Envelope membrane protein
Acetyl-CoA carboxylase

c-type cytochrome synthesis gene
Translation initiation factor
Other

psll, ps12 ** (2), rpsi4, rpsl5, rps16 *, msl8, msl9, ps2, rps3,
rps4, mps7(2), rps8

poA, rpoB, rpoCIl*, poC2

rrml6(2), rrn23(2), rrn4.5(2), rrm5(2)

trnA —-UGC * (2), trnC-GCA, trnD -GUC, itrnE -UUC, trnF -GAA,
trnG-GCC, imG-UCC *, trnH-GUG, trnl-CAU (2), trnl-GAU *(2),
trnK-UUU *, trnl.—CAA (2), trnL-UAA *, trnl.—-UAG, trnM-CAU,
trnN-GUU (2), trnP-UGG, trnQ-UUG, trnR-ACG (2), trnR-UCU,
trnS—-GCU, trnS—-GGA, trnS-UGA, trnT-GGU, trnT-UGU, trnV-GAC
(2), tmV-UAC *, irnW-CCA, trnY-GUA, trnfM-CAU

matK

clpP **

cemA

accD

cesA

infA

Genes of unknown Conserved hypothetical chloroplast ORF ycf1(2), ycf15(2), ycf2(2), ycf3 **, ycf4

function

(B 1), Met 2 3%t N GTG.ATT.ATG Al ATC %
. Arg.Leu i Scr #EXJ L 6 NS+ 4 (K 2).
Y 1 M B 45 SRR B UAA R GCU 1B 5%
H(F 4), 1M GCG.UGC.UAG Hl UGA % H A % #%
R(EE 4).

14 HEEEFT

BCE EE R 4 46 R W - 1 [ 5 R [m] S AR B
B2, MR IAESHERD, BEANEZRAE 3).
1.5 cpSSR &£ R

i N SR AR FE R A P % R SSR
191 N 5), 15 66.55%; 1% E R SSR 11 4, =#
T2 SSR A 71 4, 15 24.74%; VUKL TR « FLAZ T R

FI7SAZE R SSR B/, 7358 9.3 Fl 2 AN(FR 5).
BHREEFT A TR ETREENERL,C.GH
EHREZHER DA 4),
1.6 KaKs £G4 R

3 [R] S AR R (Ka) AT [F] S5 5 (Ks) 1) AR )
Ti B 52 B Rl B - BUE R T 1, 52 31 1E ik
BRI T 1, U A Ak ik 4E B . KaKs fE 7E
0.4~0.8 2 [a], Ui B A gl ik B4 H (& 8).
1.7 1% B 1% pi DT

ssc Al IR X3P pi 5, 1% B R 4 1% X 3
AF SRR RER, T 1se XA EE 5/, AR J R T
BN 5).




I FHEVIE R (2% )

RSCU

Ala

cGT

CGG

GCT | €GC GGT
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Figure 2 RSCU codon preference
K 4 T B R A R
Table 4 RSCU codon preference
IR s whT e (CYsREs
Amino acid Symbol Codon No. RSCU
* Ter UAA 56 1.909 2
* Ter UAG 15 0.5115
* Ter UGA 17 0.579 6
A Ala GCA 398 1.136 4
A Ala GCC 223 0.636 8
A Ala GCG 148 0.422 4
A Ala GCU 632 1.804 4
C Cys UuGC 89 0.566 8
C Cys UGU 225 1.4332

1.8 IRscope i3 45 R

I 23 4k 255 TR 2H R 3R 25 74, IR 5 LSC Al SSC
FHE 4 AL 5, W) LSC-IRb. IRb-SSC . SSC-IRa /I I-
Ra-LSC. 7EF: AT FEF, IR iU &Rk A 5k
s, RS IE N IR X e DX, {EH
Perl "] SVG B 545 Bl AL (B 6). JLA
IR 2 8] A5 /s 22 5, Ji DR 40 K Rt A S oA
], 75 DU 10 5t 2 (A FE RS A AN [R], RAA A2 ),
A BEIX AT ) 22 53, kTR g T AR A i il U &S
&5, IR R (K 6).

Len Lys Met Phe Pro Ser Thr Trp Tyr Val
176G TCT
TTA TCG
CTT GIG CCT | TCC | ACT GIT
1.9 MR &M LE 3L

2R AR E5 A 2 — AN IR G 4, 3 L A Y
JeE PRt I o, 5 R LU B B /D K s AN R A
oAt A RE FE B (1 7).

1.10 HUMBRLER

BRI W S5 R ZR T, TN BT g IO — 2%,
[RER(EVINSE= 1 K3 DI 29NN YIS S8 = i ]
5535 B 22 JRAE SR 400 R B0 (K 8)

1.11 FHERAER P 51 R)IR R AL et 0 4

i F§ Mauve (http://darlinglab.org/mauve) # {4 Bk
INSHOHAT BRI L, 17 4[R2 B, St )5 0
A CEEE I B 31 Y JAT R AR AL, 722D
AL EAARFE A, K5 e AL el e Bk
SR EE L. 57K, 22 TUHEEBGE (B 9).

2 i 55

SN R AN 5, A0S T 5K
X AR ) HA) 5 R I S A PR R R DR AL T . BT A
KW, Gy N5 F JE 2 R (Cucumis Melo var.
Conomon) (156 017 bp). & JK (Cucumis Melo var.
Makuwa) (156 016 bp)- & JIKIEFH (Cucumis Melo subsp.
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Table 5 Statistics of SSR analysis results

BT SSRs #( & 73 3(%)
Unit size Number of SSRs Percent (%)
1 191 66.55

2 11 3.83

3 71 24.74

4 3.14

5 1.05

6 0.70

Agrestis) (156 016 bp) LT . I ZRA4 5 471 [A) 5 Je 3t
2 M 43 AT 3 B T 96 T TR T 25 L e — 3, T
514K, 5 R4 7E tRNA DR B AR KX F .
REMEE LR, RN S NG oy, 7R
JRJUANF g A, 5 30 8 I e T T B R 200
D RS PR 21 4, 5 RN S FREA—
H(EEN, 2017). XUt HEHEY+, LIRS
A AH A B SR, 3% 55 81 25 0E 16 5 i R o [
VR TGP S AR A S 45 08— B 52T, 2020a) . T

7 SSR G it 45 R
Table 7 Result of SSR primer design

# 6 SSR 44

Table 6 Results of SSR analysis

ID SSRnr. SSR type SSR size start end

1 1 p2 (TA) 7 14 132 145

1 2 pl M9 9 1524 1532
1 3 c (A) 8 taagt (A)8 21 1675 1695
1 4 pl Mm9 9 2170 2178
1 5 pl (A)8 8 2837 2844
1 6 p3 (TTC) 3 9 3081 3089
1 7 pl (A) 12 12 3220 3231
1 8 p3 (AAT) 3 9 3541 3549
1 9 pl (T) 8 8 3954 3961

SR AT DR 20 5 A AE AR S P, T DL T 350 B A2
T RISE S 0GR o AT 55 3% BH 5 v JICAE 153 4% 5 AT
SR E ST NS R — B0 (R, 2020a).
FHII N GC & & 36.9%. 8 NAIE N 36.9% (Zhu
et al., 2016), il /N GC &8N 37.45%. 1M LSC
& H 55.34%; SSC & 11.59%, IRs & & 33.1% 5
R AAH [F] (Zhu et al., 2016).

#Gene_ID FPr1(5'-3') RPr1(5'-3") PSize Start End
11 AATCCACTGCCTTGATCCAC GCATGAACGTAATGCTCACAA 259 88 346
12 GGACTCCCAAGCACATGAAT TCCGACTAGTTCCGGGTTC 280 1375 1654
13 TCATTAATATGGGTTGCCCG GAAAAATGCAAGCACGGTTT 114 1610 1723
14 AGAACCTGTTCTTGCTCCGT GATCGATTCGTCGGATTTTG 234 2025 2258
15 GGAAAATGGATTCGTATTCACA GTTCAAATCCTTCGCTCCTG 190 2767 2 956
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Table 8 analysis and Statistics of chloroplast gene KaKs

K ik KalKs P-Value
Gene Method

rps12 vs MF536699 rps12-2  MLWL 0.864801 0.565321
petD vs MF536699 petD MLWL 0.6753 0.159274

1ps12-2 vs MF536699 1ps12-2
ycfl-2 vs MF536699_ycfl-2

MLWL
MLWL

0.864801 0.565321
0.456595 0.0830734

3MBETIE
3.EM R

Ty IR D e i o SRR b RO BB T ARl
BB R W

32 EMEEEST
4 Clean Data % 225 W) Fit 1) I 2 4 2 [ 20 7

@

Number of repeats
LTE Eil'i‘- ?IJ #

FIBEAT P B A2, 3R A5 2 AR P S AL 2 45 R, it
ZRAR PP 51| 2 206 45 IR HEAT J DR 5 M R, ) - 2 A
SEALIEE, S HT AR R AL SSR A5 AL %
KaKs 737 KRG E e s BN . ] fastp
(version 0.20.0, https://github.com/OpenGene/fastp) 4k
08 SR AR B R AT oL i, 1 P AR AR

(1B Reads 19 I Fr 4% 3k LR 519 FP 51

()i ¥ RN T Q5 Y reads

)i yER N DMECKT 5 1 reads

ffi F§ OGDRAW (https://chlorobox.mpimp-golm.
mpg.de/OGDraw.html) il {1 i £ 44 2 DR 40 P 1 . T
TN T A SR R AN TR e 3 TR A 1
BAFAEF IR KIIAE o XA R SR 58 FH AP
Ve, UAECE D T ) W 4F 7 (Relative Synonymous
Codon Usage, RSCU). 1M X Fi i i PE#E N A2 H 2R 1%
P Y RSB ARER R GG a5 R . HtEI7E

‘Illl..lu. |‘Illll-lnl.“lllnlull-lnllu-lull-l II..u......u..

Length of repeatibp) and repeated sequences 81 43 FE #146 BF

Kl 4 SSR - RAME ST
Figure 4 Quantitative statistics of various SSR types

Polyline of geneo ;:‘i value M6 {43k FEH % X Bpif

K 5 £ IH pi HIT Lk

Figure 5 Polyline of geneo Pi value
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127 oo 11980p 25bp
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3 0p 11990p 64 bpe—”
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207 b 1B2bp 15bp
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156016 bp
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Figure 6 IR boundary change of chloroplast
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FETR I BT A 55 0 -0 ) /(1w S i R R R 1 2 1
Fh), B (B8 1 1 S B A FH A6 /12 25 ) 1 1) B9
M) . T B AT S 1 Perl BIASEEAT 115

HUE B 2 7 41 4 ) vmatch v2.3.0 (http://www.
vmatch.de/) {45 & Perl A S EHE)FH] . HS
B BN i/ K (minimum length)=30 bp, #F B
E & (hamming distance)=3, % & % X 4 VU« 1E )
(Forward)+ [A] 3 (Palindromic)- J% [ (Reverse)~ H. b
(Complement).

IH- &3 4 32 (R 41 _E (%) SSR AR 1CFR Z N cpSSR Fx

4399 bty 1199 bp 84 b

. M MISA v1.0 B AHJT € cpSSR (173 #r, S8
1-8 (FBFEE S 8 XL L), 2-5,3-3,4-3,5-3,6-3,

pi (%R 2 FEIE) Be 48 7~ AN [F) 0 Pl A% 1R 7 41 1 A8
RN A S R v TR DX 3R] DA A o gt A 2 I
L2 Fhrid . A mafft A% (—-auto A0 %) A
[] P ol 4[] Y0 ik LR 7 27 36 AT 4 SR b x5 £ - dnasp5
THEABE Y pi .

ff B % 1 CGVIEW (http://stothard.afns.ualber
ta.ca/cgview_server/) Ek N S 4, &t XS 1T YR P Fh AT
S A ik DR 26 285 ) () B 3L A o

BRUA SR FH 4 25 DR A it A0 4 23 A 3T e 211
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Figure 8 chloroplast system evolution tree
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W GC skew
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3.3 EEAHE

NTBEIRET RPN HENERE, 1
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P E AT I P o H A% O L HCR F SPAdes [1]
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S A LRI 40 o X6 2 BRI A HEAT 3 A D7 TH 1) 2 4% Sk
R 2H 206 45 SR ) HE R P

(1) reads [FILLFE R0, Sivh 26 4078 o5 55 4
AR BRADNEGER: QBERFALNSHFH, BF
FERH I OR ST 5 AL A A T Hrs (3) BRI 4L XS
S 7 GRS S, LR & 1] ) 22 57

AT H 4 H 2% JF 1| Cucumis_melo: MT240-
857.1.

fEE Tk

SR oy STt Bl A0 AT DT P T
5, FF e B T BAE A S AN B2 3 [
ERAMUR,
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