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WE Tk, BEE NP EORIER . WP A K B A A5 S AT T R, R4 SE R AR T Sl R R . AR
(Lauraceae)F @ # 7 HMIAR K, a4, Ykt 2 rethe, P RZWA BA EENARFMESME, HitckE&a
FES NI IE R A o %SO MR A B PR AT TUBDIR . 2 R A AIE R AT A LA K% Ty e ik PRI A i PR 544 T AT
R, B EA PRI T AR AR LR BARRN R A RN I 2 A A DAL SRR E 8 B #EAL A A 5%

(RIZED %558 . S5 ST FUBUIR R B T AL I LR LRI S (4 A JRe T 1, A V3L e 98 )y 25 P8 4 7 S AR AR I SR BAT e Bk A
BRI, ST FE AR S5 8 2 e 3 D8] LB X 12 S0 5t TR D RE R EAL R B A

XEIR R, B, BRI, DhRERE, RgRkA

B8, Bk (2024). FEMARBFHEY) 2R K AL F ATt e, Y7k 59, 302-318.

204k, F PRI AW 7T % K JE(Sun et al.,
2022b; Kress et al., 2022). Wl 7 ARMAD (5 B
ARV HERT -, (EFRENAH ., sk, A4
MRS 2 H 2 A 7 B SO P RE, IR bR 1
T ) A ) 2 & UK T A (W P2 15 %%, 2021; Sun et
al., 2022a; Kress et al., 2022). A~ [Fl 4734 K 21 5 3
VAN [R] BSON IR 2R R 58 AR 257 0] R i) B L RR Al (Sun
et al., 2022b). Zhang’(2020)i it %24 & (Ficus)
FE R ZH ALK #5 /N g (Eupristina verticillata) it FE
I HEAT LU, R0 7 AAEAR L I [ ok S o e
FEPRBEIE, RS YRR AL 5
fit 7 YR, %% (Takakia lepidozioides). 21
75 %k (Cycas panzhihuaensis). i ¥4 (Pinus tabuli-
formis) . © % == (Welwitschia mirabilis) 1 JC yi &
(Amborella trichopoda) % 5 K 25 #1357 AR B 52
Rl b A AR A AL S AL 1 AR, I — P
TR R T ¥ ¥E (Amborella Genome Project, 2013;
Wan et al., 2021; Liu et al., 2022; Niu et al., 2022;
Hu et al., 2023b). i it X} 7K f&(Oryza sativa) (Jing et

Wodke H 391: 2023-03-13; #5252 H#: 2023-11-14

al., 2023). #i%](Vitis vinifera) (Dong et al., 2023)#7
75 /X (Citrullus lanatus) (Wu et al., 2023)% & AEXIHY
FE DR 2B 50 R HH 5 o O AH O 1) B SRR I, A AATTEE
FIEAED RIS . B2 LN T 2 EZAEY)
I T Rl —— kAR ML R 7RI (The Earth Bio-
Genome Project), H )& $& F+ fl 5 ¥ A A1 £ 9
o B RGBA FEE, fE IR 2 RN IR
AE DRI FRA, I B RBIR B2 b A2 i 25k DR 4H B0k
2 FNZE K B K (Lewin et al., 2018; Blaxter et al.,
2022).

W 5 W A R 2 U AR TR B AR A R A3k
KUK RE, ERERNAM A IEAES . BHE11
T W) IR 417 % 4% 3] 0B (The  Arabidopsis Genome
Initiative, 2000)LL3K, #%%20204FE)K, £ 788/MH
Y A1 0314 3 B 20 B e AR 3E (Sun - et al,
2022b). H A AR A B R 2Ly 32 B T 2 1R o0,
&9 Fh i £ 1R A Bl (Poaceae) . -+ 4¢ #t
(Brassicaceae)fll & £l(Fabaceae) ) N & E 1 & 57 E
YR Sun et al., 2022b) . EIRPRAY ) Fh I K 4L A 70 B

FEETH K E AR T I(No.2022YFD2200100) . [ 5 [ 44 F 2% 9 4: (N0.32270217, No.31970205). iT3544 [ SA B2 3k 4 (No.
BK20211279). {LI2& W5 AERHITAIHTTHRI(No. KYCX231117 ) Fl g ML R 227K AZ 34 1 H
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HORJE, ST TR FIE218F, & Ol 4k A
Mr29% (E1A) (MRS, 2021), T2 AAMEY)
IRRH RSB ENE B . ELEREKIIS M ARAEY)
Rl (Beech et al., 2017), (LA Bk& RN ( Myrtaceae)
Sl P24 N e AR, NEMF AR Z MEL, SR
# & £l (Rubiaceae) . 1% %} (Lauraceae) I K Bk #}
(Euphorbiaceae){{ f JL/ MR ERYF 76 Bl 7 (E11B).
FERHE T AR YA AR HE S5 414 KR (Beech et al.,
2017), &t AL4%E50/8, 2 500-3 000F, WEINE
337, BIRE(Cinnamomeae). H H:ffE(Laureae).
5 AL )% (Perseeae). L i (Mezilaurus Group).
15 J A% % (Caryodaphnopsideae) . % % (Neocinn-
amomeae). I i % (Cassytheae). JE 72 kE % (Crypt-
ocaryeae) Al % ff: % (Hypodaphnideae), 41 k£
BOWARAR, T B (Cassytha) 202 Fh N H i 257 A4
B X (Rohwer, 1993; The Angiosperm Phylogeny
Group, 2016). F&RHE R IE AR I TR B,
2 T Fs e AR AR AR, R S
18 (Rohwer, 1993; Liu et al., 2021). #Rle R iG#;
TRV E AT T E 2R, SRR T AR
=2y 3C i H (Laurales), B A ARSI RIGTER Fv\ 1€
J> 25 B AR M 0 AR S (W AR AT B PEAE) (The An-
giosperm Phylogeny Group, 2016; Chen et al.,

A

TR, 218, 29%

AR, 94, 13%

HE, 28,4%

E1 SRR R

AR, 395, 54%

W HEMARRHEY) e A Pt it e 303

2020b). MERHEME & 2 M AW, HA KK
AR, A ROy BB 2 BRI KRR (R
Rk b Y S92 R4, 1982; Chen et al,,
2020b). T AR KA Y, Fenl 2 2 5
7 Ew A E Y, FEMEYDE T 0 R A 0 1k 2 R
gy AEABThRERMEL X R (Chen et al., 2020a; Xiong
etal., 2022). MIEF KPR ERHTEL . 168
AL 53 T UEHE JRR R R IR 8 A% BE il AN A%
WA BHE D) I A 2R v . T R B B s A &
B A SEFH(Chen et al., 2020a), 9% B # T
TEAE A B AL A0 R 55 B AL & P TR 1k
BB AL W i o

A 20224 K, Al H8 MUKW RN A
FFHIRTE, R ARZRRGNE . MomEH RS
R 1) R DL e 4 7 AR P I 4 B A5 5 T
HY 75 7 3k g (Han et al., 2022; Wang et al.,
2022). ARG T OR R AR B P ZH 0 P 7
S50, MWLUF 377 AT IR o (1) F T J% R 20 B 1)
FRE I AU AERIE 7T, (2) 2 ARk 2 2 A0 (0 95
ANEAHEFT; (3) FERUE AR AL KRR A 4
AR E IR . Ak, B R T AR R 4
TR R JiTa), LA AR o 1) 4 ik DR 4L F i 43
B8 S%,

B
TH 5405 8 8
PR 4827 2 24
BE&IRAL 4330 26 1
R 2930 3 18
KEA 2008 2 24

(A) SRR AETERI A0, B PR JORRIE ARV B L BOE A S 4 R B 1 2 B (B3R 1); (B) TR & % (54 BH
Fei& it S PSR B Sunss(2022b); A3 H >k B GIFT 44 2 (Weigelt et al., 2020)

Figure 1 Overview of sequenced tree species

(A) The distribution of the growth form of sequenced species, growth form, species number and the percentage of the number of
sequenced vascular plants were indicated (Appendix 1); (B) Overview of sequenced top five families with the largest number of
tree species. The datasets of sequenced species were obtained from the paper of Sun et al. (2022b); the corresponding datasets
of growth form were obtained from the GIFT database (Weigelt et al., 2020)
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1 HEREEEAMRHER

1.1 EFRBEHRER

H2019F /AL 1A 2L R4, BRI 44 (Cinnamom-
um kanehirae=Camphora kanahirae) (Chung and
Hsieh, 2023))2 4751 & % Lok (Chaw et al.,
2019), HkleRRE AN T RN ED KRS . H
A A 8/ A e N 7 (K12, 3R1), /A0 THRE3AS
J%:(3/9) 61°JE(£16/50). Atk I AR AR E A
56 J A R AL Fr i A, R R 220 S AN I e
[ F(Chaw et al., 2019). %6 51 425 [RI2H 2 TR
W YARZEGXFHEMP R R, KiE 15 AR
FREIEER . B8, 7E2019-20204, #EFHE K
BHEAL (Persea americana). L2 JE L T
(Litsea cubeba) LA A fIt R A 44 Fii 4] i (Phoebe bou-
rnei) {3 K 2 A 4 & % (Rendbn-Anaya et al., 2019;
Chen et al., 2020a, 2020b). XY FHEEHFHEE T
FERFRE D H B e, R R H A AU B8 1 B A

20224 J& 1B BE N 2L AT 98 B R R R 2 4, = AR
BOAR B K R 5 5 2 PacBio 23 & 18 5 35 11 I e A X
(circular consensus sequencing, CCS) 4 jik HiFi
reads (high fidelity reads)JH Rk T A& R} 4 3 A
I FHE 72 (Sun et al., 2022a), X —4E (] HE A7 9 A
BRI 4w kK (K2C; %£1), #%(Camphora offi-
cinarum) (Jiang et al., 2022; Shen et al., 2022; Sun
et al, 2022a; Wang et al., 2022) . i #&
(Cinnamomum burmanni) (Li et al., 2022). BAfEEA
T(Litsea coreana) (Zhang et al., 2022) % 1L {1 #
(Lindera glauca) (Xiong et al., 2022){) 4% R 47
FIKH Gk A AR, i BN ] A 1 A DR 2E o R AT B 4R T
(Han et al., 2022; Nath et al., 2022). JtHAETF
MR, MR EREZENZTENF, 202206445
Ji EE L R 2H AN A SR AT 5 R SR (BI2B; K1)

1.2 HEEBHE
FERIZH KN e et A B & L R H I SEARGSAE, 20
FRHBE

A B 01234567
o FAZEF, 1 >, Ak 1
(Cinnamomeae) / B, 4 5
A LLIAR, 1 N HIBEAREF 1
(Laureae) \ =T
AL D
(Perseeae) A, 2 fiz3d, 2

B2 R A T R

B
©
1

RBERACER

2

Ll

0

2019 2020 2021 2022
G20

(A) BRLRGAEM (S %LU et al,, 2021); (B) HRH T T Fe 22 R 4 50 $r 28 IEIAN & e I PP 2 PR LB R DF IS, (C) LA

KA R A AR

Figure 2 Overview of sequenced species of Lauraceae

(A) Phylogenetic tree of Lauraceae (refer to Liu et al., 2021); (B) Line chart of the number of sequenced genome of Lauraceae,
and pie charts of numbers of sequenced species of every tribe; (C) Number of articles on Lauraceae genome in recent years
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F1 CIFEREL R AR S
Table 1 Information of sequenced Lauraceae genomes
PR
} MBI RGMG G g kg TRETIE
Frs LiEil Tt KN HH {}Z* A ﬁfk;i (BUSCO) (BUSCO) W77 % K ZH R
(Mb)  (2n) (%) (%) (%) (%)
1 Wi (Litsea HHE:E 1325.7 24 — 31329 946 88.4 89.2 PacBio CLR #:ffifk Chen et al.,
cubeba) (Laureae) FIHI-C 2020b
2 EiEARET 1139.5 24 1.1 32445 971 94.0 - lllumina. Yetofk Zhang et al.,
(L. coreana) PacBio CCS 2022
FIHiI-C
3 LR 20922 24 1.4 65145 944 94.2 92.3  |lllumina. Yetafk Xiong et al.,
(Lindera Nanopor#il 2022
glauca) Hi-C
4 s iy 730.7 24 - 27899 - 89.0 - lllumina. getrfi Chaw et al.,
(Cinnamo- (Cinna- PacBio CLR. 2019
mum kanehi- momeae) ‘Chicago’ il
rae=Camph- Hi-C
ora kanahirae)
5 %(C. cam- 755.4 24 — 24883 924 96.2 - PacBio CCS #:if4 Jiang et al.,
phora=Ca. off- FIHI-C 2022
6 icinarum) 7231 24 1.2 36411 979 952 90.0 lllumina. e ik Wang et al.,
PacBio CCS 2022
FIHI-C
7 719.9 24 29 28789 999 953 89.8 lllumina. etk Sunetal,
PacBio CCS 2022b
FIHiI-C
8 785.0 24 — 29919 854 95.2 90.8 PacBio CCS #uffifk& Shen et al.,
FIHi-C 2022
9 MH#&(C. bur- 11776 24 0.7 41549 988  89.7 - lllumina- aeafh Lietal,
manni) PacBio CLR 2022
FIHiI-C
10 [H#E(Phoebe 251}k 989.2 24 1.5 28198 - 95.0 81.0 PacBio CLR Scaf- Chenetal,
bournei) (Perseeae) fold  2020a
11 941.8 24 1.4 30096 99.2 92.1 91.7 PacBio CLR. #:fafk Hanetal.,
BioNano#il 2022
Hi-C
12 %5l (Persea 912.6 24 — 24616 46.2 85.0 - PacBio CLR #:ffif4& Renddn-Ana-
americana) yaetal,
2019
13 913.0 24 — 42769 98.8 98.9 96.6  llluminafll Btk Nath etal.,
PacBio CCS 2022

BN Z LA 3R . 324 N1k, BRI ik
e H 0T 703 55 24 4N & (£124/50) 1364 Ff (£1136/
3 000) (Oginuma and Tobe, 2006; Rice et al., 2015).
FERMIFR 2 0 454K, BHn=12 (K3; FiR2). Jefafk
HHARNARER BN 5% W, Hd A8 (Laurus)
Yettihn=18, 21, 24, 27, 30, 33, 36, I L+ M
So AR CUR R AR IR 20 500 (G006 4 2L D 4
I8 WIFN) (F1; M3), FERFEFEH KN RNT19
()2 982 Mb (H k(Laurus nobilis)). H K% A
A IR K TR A 5 AR (F14A) .

FEDRA R/, 26 B AN 26 5 5 41 b A9 26 2 ) 3
IR 202 24 FE S O A (R ek €45, 2018). B 44 SE R4
FE WU 0 2 2 T 2 T I A P R M (v i T 55
2018). TP RERFIEA AR (2n=24) KR A6 4
(#1), FEHEHKNNF719-2 092 Mbzja]. Hril
BAARCEE R 20 72 C 0 Rt Fb b s K B ERL4H, 29K
Fe A EBM PR 245 (1) RERMR B2 KT
A ER S (E4AB), BRIEREEN0.7%58, HAe
IR 2 A TE Y K T 1%. Sun%s(2022a)ill 7 [ 15 3k
DRI 2H 2% &5 JE 12 152.9%, 72 CUl o A RL S R 20 4
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(2006) (Fffsx%2)

Figure 3 Variation in chromosome number of various genera in Lauraceae
Cirde sizes represent the percentage occurrence of chromosome numbers across genera. The data was extracted from chro-
mosome counts database (CCDB, version 1.66) (Rice et al., 2015) and result from Oginuma and Tobe (2006) (Appendix 2)

JE R v . AR R 4 H AT PR 41 EE A5 0946.1%—76.8%,
FERRSRRE KA rh 2R (BI4C) . HEERREE R 51 it
B, IE60%, oI E SR S s,
76.8%. KAKuiEEF4(long terminal repeat, LTR)
R} DR 26 v f S LB % A T (transposable elem-
ents, TE). LTREARICAREER A 5 H17.0%—
52.5% (K14D), TE#ZHIIEPEZH A Lo efik, (H7E [ fr
R 20 H e i =i (Chen et al., 2020a).

o A% BE R R B EE AT 1 4 AR R DR 2R e 4
Bk TR AE . B SR AR, B55L Lts T
R[] A %) 5 D] 2 2B 3 5 L MIG (BUS CO4H 2 56 %
JE AN I 90% ) i X 2H 34 1| Scaffold /K~ (% 1) . =A%
=AM 7 EAR GG KAEYE BBOR B R &R K
fem U aRRH AR TR, SRR R 2 2 e
AER L N KR HE . 454 Hi-C (highthrough-
put/resolution chromosome conformation capture)
A HAR I BioNano ) 2 K1, AR} E PR 4H 2H 4% i) 4
ARG RN R, AILRT46.2%-94.6%1%
TH295%LL F(F1).

1.3 EiFEFBEL

131 ARZXWEAGELEXFR
3 e DR L300 3 3 K ) B DA R DR B o R

AR R R IR R (B R K AR R LT
AN(CEMHAXIFH, 2020). A=K, HXFHE A
T 1A B A G B — B PUE H % 2K (Guo
etal., 2023), RECH T ZARZRERAKE, BF]
R, R MR IA SR M8 T HE P R G
K4 #(One Thousand Plant Transcriptomes Initia-
tive, 2019; Li et al., 2021; Hu et al., 2023a), {HAK =
e FXUF I A AN BRI ) 2 TR R A Ok SR ATI AR
TEE4(Shen et al., 2022). FaRHME A 2E 5 K1
#H(The Angiosperm Phylogeny Group, 2016), A==
SRS e VA = ey o B Y P EAER W I E = A
o ARRFRE R A0 AH 5¢ S oA 1R i IR AT T
Wi (1784.6%). TERRIEERI AR TR Kb, R=KM
RGN E R a5 R (EI5B): 1282 X1 HHEA)
(RVEHIRAE, 11282 FNF AR B AR DA 1 S
MAHIARE . FLhE5ISEE W, 13375 SCE IS .
TER R G0 R ARSI, A3 R AN (R R SR . 3K
PR, BRHEN DT TR SRBARZ KRG K
R EERIAS—F(Chen et al., 2020b; Han et al.,
2022; Zhang et al., 2022; Hu et al., 2023a), CR*E
R ik DR 2H Sk v, F 9 2 3 A A A 100-3004
P NV E R E R G AR, HEREBRAR
Fettko B, AR BB &5 22 HYF A 4
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Figure 4 Comparison of characters of sequenced Lauraceae genomes
(A) Genome sizes; (B) Genomic heterozygosity; (C) Ratio of repeat sequences; (D) Ratio of long terminal repeat

FHETEWang®%(2022) (1) 5 R A7 b o B 1 43 2 5
TR FIAT R 0 i 8] B B 2 5 0 0 0 &85 14 1 ) SE 4,
T AN 5] () Bl R R 73 A T it o P A AN A R 45 2R
Chen%(2020a) 4 T 1% 1 B2 Fr 1) 48 F DL $0r v g 2
1) 2R G0 R AR DL S T G R 7 4 A F e BV A 3
MLVEN B R GE R AW ) SCRE SR AN S5 11, T 2 T 4%
R 7 4 A8 A DGR AN AR VA AL 2 1) R G R A 3
FRRFN 4511 Zhang % (2022) 3 T H R F 2 8 7
HUAE F B IBCVE A 1) R G R AR R SRR A S L, T
IR A3 45 R SRR AN S RN . AN 5E 4 R 7 ik
(incomplete lineage sorting, ILS)#% il Jy i A %
KRG KR RZA— B E Z K K (Rendon-Anaya
et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2020a, 2020b; Zhang et
al., 2022), {HAE D EMFFAT THIR . FEEFK
% i 2243 # (turnover analysis)# B, 7F 1 E 4 1
TP 53 S IR 47 5K R 2o A5 o A7 A8 W 8 ) B 53 R TR B
B, N 17 KA A R ik A A (Ren-
don-Anaya et al., 2019). & T #tHIEASTRAL S HT
KW, B PRE A T RER A T AN e A
%4y 1%(Chen et al., 2020a; Zhang et al., 2022). [%
RGRAEWIN, FLLAE AT AR 2R HE R R iR
BEEE ZAEdE . EEEFLUILR A0 7, Rendon-Anaya
S5 (2019) 2 TILZRME I R G0k A= 4, FIRAL T [RIUR
LAV B RIE R R P01 22 5, SCRFAR 22285 8

TR AN R (R GH AR SR

132 ERHNAGZLEXR

H20004E R E R 2 T RAF L ERK KUK
(Rohwer, 2000), BHEAZ AR R ) RS E
RAVEWM THZ 55, ERER RS KA AT
I B (Tian et al., 2021). FH R K 3 EAH2 4. (1)
HUREAREMEAS L - LiuZ5:(2021) ) FH £ 35 [R] 21 g 7t
TR H AT B HOCR R RS T R KA, H
IR BB 150% (£925/50), FliE14% (4
129/3 000). JEAMARAL /N TEASHFAT B Ak B
¥ S BTN > KT T LLELNAE, DL AR AR KAEHE DA
BB Hs AR, 3G R A AR AR A, 2 5
BHEAEACRIERI2A FZ R (L et al., 2004; ZHEA
58530, 2004; Tian et al., 2021). (2) 7> FhricfE =R
AN w1 B, tomatK . trnL-trnF. trnT-trnl
HpsbA-trnH 1) 43 #F 3 A L LA A 5E 1Y) 3R G K AL
(Rohwer, 2000; Chanderbali et al., 2001; Li et al.,
2004, 2008; Rohwer and Rudolph, 2005), Tif&E#®l
ITS/F HIAFEAE B IR R AAS 58 2 — Bt gk Ak, i il B 4%
MR R A - B G BLER, ik api gty
SEM T R (PR 2RSS, 2016). ELARIE I A 4k
IREEDH € T RER I EEARRELE, (HARRH 2R B ]
ARy, TVEMRE T SCNERRG KRR
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A
. ERNAEREM
R
(Lauraceae)
R=K
(Magnoliids) AR

N (Perseeae)
/ \\\\.. -
| —

E5 MRSyt RGAER R

BRALT B

(Litsea coreana)

HIPLY Y
(L. cubeba)

ITEE:E

(Lindera glauca)

o HXUT MY

(Camphora officinarum)

A

(C. kanahirae)

S

(Cinnamomum burmanni)

M

(Phoebe bournei) g

P

BTEY

Ay NS
(Persea americana)
A2H
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FXLF A
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LTI A
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ANASF3Z

HXLTHAEY)
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(A) FR S TR R GRS %Liu et al., 2021; Han et al., 2022) (KGRI AEIRIZ i M4 R R4 = 5 F 1), (B) Mik
FHE PR SCHR AR B AR 2228 T FHE A AN 7 IR R G A R R 2R A 4544

Figure 5 Phylogenetic relationships of sequenced species of Lauraceae

(A) Phylogenetic tree of sequenced species in Lauraceae (refer to Liu et al., 2021; Han et al., 2022) (The grey ovals represent
predicted whole genome duplication events in Lauraceae); (B) Two topologies of the relationship of magnoliids, eudicots and
monocots in the published papers based on the studies on Lauraceae genomes

(Xiao et al., 2020, 2022; Trofimov et al., 2022; Xiao
and Ge, 2022).

A FE R H BT ER 2 R IR R G K AR TR
AR EREIE, o 7 RERHE it fELL
GTRERANT TS, HTEN RS SHERMEE EE
BRI AN e AR, RN 2H ) AR R 2R ) &
G0 R B R RS TH IESE (Chen et al., 2020b). 1%
BT 70 AR o} 2 S 20 B3 v 25 5 L 27 50 B DAL
BRI, K FH ER IBCVE A A VR HE T AR R R e K AR R R,
F 7 RERH QIR A6 1 T 14 3R Gt A A o B 9T e A
bk PR 5 i AR 2 o A ) A O 25 72 St (L et
al., 2021), HA— U7 s A7 75 5 P A0 P R g )
MR EFAARM T, JE 7 8 (Cryptocarya) & A} H
ERTE A IRTE, A% BE DRI rpoAR R i — 1) 2 2 A T
AT R i 2 e R 4R TE (Chen et al.,
2020b). IHE45 IR 5 LIAESE T A%k A B A 701 Fr B

B — B 45 A LU (Rohwer, 2000; Chander-
bali et al., 2001; Rohwer and Rudolph, 2005). £ %
GuR AR A b, A B AL P e AT
o AN5E4E R ik, J238 (hybridization) FlE K #ii5
(gene introgression)&& A4 4 [K & LA K £ 4 Ak #1072
IR BE LR 2R G iR 22 S5 AR AR P DR 3R R PT BE G R S
RAEWA—F(EMHMXIA, 2020; Steenwyk et al.,
2023). HERFFRGE R AW WD A P A R
SR T % A YR RN IR A 6 L 2R R 48 K AR R R
) B 52 (Liu et al., 2021). 1 F A . A A Al
RGN T PR oA, A TTREZ B T A SR R
Ik 2 (Xiao et al., 2020, 2022; Liu et al., 2021;
Xiao and Ge, 2022).

TEJB 710, JE R ZH 00 o ) SR Ja e
J& T MBI RGRKAE R RS 7R W, TR SE A
MBI, R T R Y O5ER T XS
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(Cinnamomum  s.L.) A PIFIKISEZ 56 & (Wang et al.,
2022). F|F H I B A A SR IR 2 A A A
(single nucleotide polymorphisms sites, SNPs)F1d
NBRRAL i (insertions and deletions sites, InDels)#)
T R B2 MM R G K M BN, 1% )E(Camp-
hora) 1 4 J& (Cinnamomum) 5 ¥ & B % K70 52 . itk
Ah, B LR RE 41, Lids(2022) K BUAH & T AR A
Mg, Getofhgs M FILTRE A A B A B a7
PIREAE I 5 . X e 45 IS FFYang55(2022a) ) A%
J& Kl 73 A JeE AR A S () b 2

1.3.3 BB ELEG

% 1 ft.(polyploidy) 5% 4= JE K 41 # & (whole genome
duplication, WGD)5{f-{ 5 [K 40 N Jir 7 5 R A= o
8, NEBAGREL TR AE AR, BN R
(N3 2% (Wu et al., 2020; &4, 2022). ZELES
Te MR JC NS, o) Hoad W PR A 7 A
i (Wu et al., 2020).

T B 5 DAL B 7 o 25 0 3R 2 A AL F A (]
2A). FERERLETA W DR 2H A AR A I R 2= 5 R A
H o4k 2 51 & £ 11 R WGD 14 (£1118-147 Ma)
(Sun et al., 2022a; Han et al., 2022) L & £l 45 A}
VR 3L (R AH 5 Ak AR 1R WGD S (21 76-95 Ma)
(Shen et al., 2022; Han et al., 2022). %I Rl
WGDH 5 1 1 S 40 FARE RHE Y BE A X FL 48 KRt
()53 2L 4R 5 3 AL [ I ] — E (Chanderbali et al.,
2001). WGDIH -3t i B3 e A A= BT 3 A1 4] A
RO IR B AR AL P I R I i, (R T R R
T (P AR 5 (Chen et al., 2020a; Jiang et al., 2022;
Sun et al., 2022a)., {EFERENZ, WEABEERLE
AR LS 7 9105 (14.90-23.18 Ma)jil 4 4 /7
TARZ A, 5RA0E (23 Ma) J R tRE R
S [l —2(Qin et al., 2023). H AR
o e R S PR SRR, T2 S0 A AE L R ML Ay
X, SRV #AT o S AR R @ AR (LD et al., 2004;
Qin et al.,, 2023). XX Z G FEA FEULFABEA
W 457 B AR R A ORI 1 5 G R R A BE 2 1)
B ARSI (£1) (Xiong et al., 2022), H, 5
5 A7 A ) RO DS I R R R R AR K, AT
RE X Ly AR A 2 3 R A A A 7 A B AR
(Pichersky and Raguso, 2018; Xiong et al., 2022),

W HEMARRHEY) SR A POt et e 309

A T LR LR OE T 2R T 2 R AT 5] A W g R
Z(Qin et al., 2023).

1.4 ThaeBEFEEZRE
10 3 5 DR ZEL N 2 i R P 1 B D e R AL e AR
I8 % I 2E AT ) B 56 I A Rk DR 2L B A UL AR 5K
(Eckardt et al., 2021), X LA NP, KT A
Ihie A3 4 T 8 UL AR (Eckardt et al., 2021).

ERERE R A, ST, ALK, A
P AN A SR A0 B AF DG ik (R 49 BT 72 (1€16) o
G L R R 2 S R S B, RIS R
SN2 5T A K AL FUWA (PETAL LOSS)
Pt i A8 7 R4 K B SRR I R Gt A A xF
N, 487 TRERHE T WEDIRE P« FER B AL T 7] 58
IR HEAEFT  RSETEAET, 1T BT A6 71 A2 )
Hi4(Chen et al., 2020b). Sun’(2022a)7E 1 )3 A
7T AR K B A Ok TR ) 3K 43 i AT gRT-
PCRE% iE 5. 4 + H6 ¥ 46 48 B )2 3% BRI 41 %6
ABCDE% . Nath%(2022)f@tfr 1 #5515 K 40 b
FERBERE AR s AR, I R BER AR 1,7-
—1#§fR(sedoheptuloase 1,7-bisphosphate)ix— (A
A o E FL T DR 21 rh s W 5 381 K 5 oA D7) SR I R A
CRFIEALEA 5 A AE 3B A ORI R SN, XS
K2 HOK FE UL 521 2005 12 2 g A/ S W i 0 /K e
My 2 5 1Y) 20 231012 It DL R BRORE 0 1 ML ) AS [
(Wakabayashi, 2000). Wang%%(2022)iE i bt 5545 Al
e RHE IR AT | A AN LS R R A,
1% HH R T IR S B R Bk B R FatBl (2 1B iR
JI B T e S 1)« type-B LPAATHIDGAT2b (2 5 H i
ZEREEEC), 2% A B H vl = 5 (medium-chain
triglyceride) & &g 1% »

FERHEY R A DR L K S e LN A+
W, AEARBE TR N, 1045 BR A 2k R 4 i A AT
AU ERJZ T, SCH MRS YA SR R 1T 7 Dhie
IOE(EI6). T G F ARG RS, £ i AN
MIBEZE, J2 4504 2 A AR =4 T 5 K — 2% (Chris-
tianson, 2017). ‘EAITFER ) AR P Dy B rh ke 28 ¢ T 2L
e, BFAERKKE. FEEN WEERkE LU
U A R, R AR R S A R Y R )
PEY) 5 (Nagegowda, 2020; Jia et al., 2022). k&
HiliE(terpene synthase, TPS) &£ REAL G255
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HRTE LR D, R B R B B B -4- B R 18 45 (methy-
lerythritol-4-phosphate pathway, MEP)&k H % 1% iz
i&1%(mevalonate pathway, MVA)F=4itt— G L E
FAS R 254k A Y (Jia et al., 2022). B RHEYI 4
R A WA AR R E K T BRA R
(9 R FH A AR () 2 B v T A A 3 g R T2
1982), AN [FIRE AR A= A5 (1 5 B e Ak & 40 1 o AN T,
T B GEE R HATAEY) (Xiong et al., 2022), 11t
T IR A0 2 AN R B 2R A A A
F, T R AR A A s SR A ) (Joshi et
al., 2009; Han et al., 2022). [Fitt, #Hoxii2k ol
DA 5% i B L DR R AR & 12, RS R AR K
JERAE AR )8 4 e A5 ) 5 DR ZE B P

BT R, AR 55 2 20 S 40 1 Bk
G, HRE S HERT S S EEER L EME
BRI G B R DR IR 2] 1 B A e i e i SR A
SIS TRIE AN SRR I Iok ik DA S A A B S SR, %
€ TR AT E AL A WA R DG g B R
(Chen et al., 2020b). F HLcuDXS37E sz m R iA,
A IR YR s AR5 2R 2 M 1 B & LeuTPS-

227 R R AR, R R b
FERVER A a-TR M« B-TRME . MchBE . B Mol
FIRE I ()RR B LouTPSA21 4% 95 10 . A H- B AR A}
R BRI R SRR A e Ll AR A
YA iR~ 1 R SR e A Y 3 B —
BRIED. B-F ¥ 5D-5 LM A AR R %
B R DR AR AR, i) tH S RO % 18] (Xiong
et al., 2022). Wang%%(2022)if i b i 54k 2
B e, PRk E R RIETPSHER, JHilid 5
PR R IE - A AL S B 5 W0 41 Y 5 37 45 S0 SR IE T
CcTPS16#1CcTPS54 47 il i 42 1,8- 44 - il 2 1 7 48
TEARUE (& . Li%%(2022)i i BH 7 (1 b e 35k (1] 20 2
FN 27044, 2% B 1) %% S 20 % T FE TR o [ FIqPCR 43 T,
T8 T A7 T I A BRI 2 5% S8 oy T I 4% S AR R 1 Th
REJE A, HEMIMEP % 4% nT G 2 B A & B e I8 1 1
KHEE®AE, MCbTPS-17] G2 5 8 & F 4 e
G v 7 R DG B A R R 2 —

IR AE VAN S SREE L E AR, &5
SYUmHLE] . 7E RS 85 Ytk I, Han%k
(2022) % 7 B Ry 7 (1 R H BB B i, b &9

Toe2enl WAL TS T LI 2 i BE i 5 .
. . L
L ES
S
HRLMAY
SR .

[E6  ARARE R 2 T AR KT FE A i

Qq‘} 619{0 Q‘ﬂ, Q\q Q(ﬂ’
U S L R ¢
\\% e RS “\%
S & £ &
&

Figure 6 Research hotpots of functional genes of the Lauraceae genomes
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MNTPS-adik i, & FU WL, RKINIXLEILR 2 5
B~ T+ a-BE V3t A o= vy ECL 475 25 1) A = 3% -
EMRIIE . B-ATTE & MR & &%
PR ik, 0 30 23 AT i ) PRI A I8 2 5 0 i v 250 L
BourE, {45 kA M B2 A R (Han et al,
2022). i FUIL %€ B B-A 1T I 1) 3 B P TPS-
a21HPbTPS-a25, XX Bt mfi kA Bk 5 B A
N 8 (Han et al., 2022).

VE R RL B S R 50, JRIE TP S3E K KR 1E
AR Y8 A4 7 S A B T AT R AR AR R 0 R 1 g
o ERMED) IR A G 6N TPSIE K Kk (TPS-a.
TPS-b. TPS-c. TPS-e/ffliITPS-g). TPS-af1TPS-b
W 5K 2 FEALFE S 3 = (B 5% 4) (Han et al., 2022;
Jiang et al., 2022; Shen et al., 2022; Xiong et al.,
2022), fFITPS-e/fll 5 ik R £ &2 B H & 0 1E
YIRERZ, RUPERI] AR AR R TPSH: B K ik
432 (Chaw et al., 2019; Xiong et al., 2022).

BEFES . FBEEAMWGDY kR N K kN
EAGBE TR U6 1Y 38 4% 9 5 (Shen et al., 2022;
Wang et al., 2022). R 27K WGDH A} 1] g ik
R T L A A S R TPSEE R K &7k, Bl 5 i A BBk
AR EMRE T TPSERNREMN Z ik, F5il2
TPS-afiITPS-bil % % (Chaw et al., 2019; Chen et
al., 2020b; Han et al., 2022; Jiang et al., 2022; Li et
al., 2022; Wang et al., 2022). S5 HE LKL
B B 2 B A st BAE R Ak B A
TR 4E (Jiang et al., 2022). 7E [ i K 41 Fh 2L & A
| TPS-afll TPS-b 43 3¢ 32 #| 1E 7] ik £ (Han et al.,
2022), M4 DR 2H A A I B R RS 1 TPS--I
=143 32 52 B 1E [1i% % (Chaw et al., 2019). TPS
8 IRV 5% W 2 A0 AN [) b A LR a3 1 i 2R &)
ERFHI Z FEG . FRH B P TPSHE R K&K,
B J5 AN (R 28 A R DR 8 13 7 AN ) ) 5 Rl 4 il 72
(Han et al., 2022). =4 Al L 157 Ho 5l 05 45 5 1
TPS-bV 5 Rk 71 %, A% -k Kl s & B§ TPS-a
SRR T, AR [ e ik DR 2H TR TP SRR PR K e 95K
JEORBE T 2 A s 2K A U TPS-a v 5% A,
FER T KEM 5 SBFTPS-b# Ul (Han et al., 2022).
TPSHE PR 5K i AE AR B 5 S o 4 A7 1) 22 S 590 b
IS oy — 8, XA R T AR & 7 SCOFE I B 1
WIS AR A T AR Bk b7 5

W HEMARRHEY) S I H D POt et 311

2 WRRE

O AR R DR 2 0F TR T T 3 TR K 2295 3
RERERZMEH TR, BE TR RS KL
R, BT RAAE A R Ay AL, B T
B, N R AR AL 7 SRS B B R 1
B AL TIRARIME B AR, AE N EE R MROR KB,
2 AR R LA FEATS A V2 (B A 13— 2D BR AT 14 1) i

SR ST % S SR T Ik (N RO E
Mo (1) BRHEFRARHEE BT =. BRiEE. A
T T AN 5 A i DA A/ e s o ) i 56 R 2 K/ o DL Ak
(K2; #1).(2) 4%k BH 1 ) vh ]y A JoR 2
G E R AITRE . B, A S B R e AR R
1) A5 55 1 DM A 25 0 I i ek B AR 5 A A D 48 355 A
Fle JLIR, 20194 LIk — B R TR E 238 78 3= SR
AT, SRR MR A A, A HEELIE R 21 i [ o
B, F AR A g A 0T [ 2R A TR
. BBk, O RIRERHEE B H 5 e R O KB
(core Lauraceae), XRG4G5> SO . Bk
e BRI A SRR IR A O AR R e S kD I (81 2)
e, TEZSE AT b, D AR I B A S 2
AT, AR R A oG 1 R SRR RS S I A
(RESFLANRAG P S, X5 S 5 R R AT 5L 1)
HEEHIELZH R, (3) WREMEHIIZIEAREIREN .
FUHT, 22300000 2142 4 = 2 1) Ty e ik R - A FL 40
THLHI, (AR R 500 4 B AR B R 2 T, BheD
T fe 5L R R 30 00E S BARBLEIER 78, BRTPSHE:E KR E
AR EIE 5 AR 2R S (Han et al., 2022), X}
Th e 5L R (¥ R e 76 F0 LU 8o T+ 43 Bk = (1&16) . i
bb, G B ARMIE ORI =4 & ok 5% 1)
Th e 3 DR T L Ak, T AR RME A AR A 2 R
B, H 22 P K I s AR e AR AR o 3 A0 55
AR SR N AR AR B R 8 1 G (816)

gia BRTHET T, JATIA A RRERL I K BT 7
A LU 4AMEAR RN T 1]

(1) AR AR FEARAE. et fA% H DL
DR 20K /N 46 Ji 7 AR ) 245 I o 2k DR A F 7 ) kit
(Kress et al., 2022). YR H X T YL Rk g 31 1)
AR H AH B R O B, HR ARRL I IR 21 1) SR A
EA- 3k = (M352, B%3). Wit IR 41 5o e s 75
B BATIEREIE & T %, PeAill 5 A p s B
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W7, AR 2 1A% 0] (Kress et al.,
2022). = FER A KN 2 FE AN AE 383 A A JE
At R EZMER, M AEAESRGKF L
FYIRE (1144 (Pellicer et al., 2018). 45 & e th ik %
PR T R RN BB BB DL R 2
6] R AH LA FA LA B T B AR ) 22 R Ak o R G ik
PRl 20 A% A4 5o L& 87 PR 46 1) = L (Moeglein et al.,
2020).

(2) G hm 2L R A 2y s AR . B RTRRRI
J 1) RV ZBA W S 3AN IR, 3R A5 64N Ik ) TCAR K Wb
PR R R (E2; #1). BREA SR L,
MR G R AN A — b T SR — = AR
(R A BRURE e A% 5 B JE B R R RB R AE R R TERE
R L 149 2 TR 2 0408 D 588 D 000 3 AR 1 4l 3R 1) 9
MARA SR BUR & (LR PR 2%, IR AR
BRSNS E M, WA AR RGK
A (Sun et al., 2022a). — 71, RITEERI RS A4
K RAATFE B FRAT AL A B R HE E T g 2L 1A
R A RN T AL, B BE N R AP W fE A P2 it
FRGHHE . W48 (Alsophila spinulosa)di 28 5 2 14~
RUF % 61(Huang et al., 2022). B 7t # 3T 94N
07 AN RS A Fy 2 DR 28 55 00 5 A AT PR R A g
TR & B, B R R A AR T
WA, NI RS R AR A ) R R T IR A
TAERES . H—J7H, 5T RG0R AW R 74 £ T
P R N 2 A% R, AT FL SRR 2 A o0 A R A
R o il 3z AT 43 AT I JE 5 R JE R R A B
(Beilschmiedia) (Chanderbali et al., 2001), Z -1t
5 ] 7 2> A1 (118K J& (Sassafras) (Yang et al., 2022b;
Qin et al., 2023), Y- FEM 5 A7 1) L4 & (Endian-
dra) (Li et al., 2020), AR AN 53 A5 75 0 I 57 4 )
(Neocinnamomun)FI13 7341 £ 36 P ¥ 1L - i B (Cha-
nderbali et al., 2001; Liu et al., 2021). 4k, K&
A5 SRR IURE BE W o i A 5 B 53 2 1) gk A 17
SRS R (Liu et al., 2021; Tian et al., 2021). H i,
FERLRF P 0 22 45 4k R AE L S ARGES DR 2 H G 21 (1 5),
7[5 B) H FER 2 B 0 e AR AR b B TR R B R 40
(K13), B4 H AR R AN, 8 THERZ
EACER R IR

(3) KIEHRAGRRME WP, W H A TEAR
(Cassytha filiformis). 42 M — 73 A7 76 BRI H 4% T

T HEESCH AR RUEY), HIERH BA SR
kA5 1k (F 5% 2) (Chanderbali et al., 2001). [it# Il
FFHAR I 3E 8 S ARG B AT R, kB2 (1)
SR B BN, ERH KN A25.4 Gb. #%
JHE -5 1K569.4% 103 FA (Niu et al., 2022); Sl 73
G 4 IR R B LA A ) 9 1L 4 FF (Paeonia ostii),
HIER A KN N12.8 Gb (Yuan et al., 2022); LN
%1435 (Avena sativa) (Peng et al., 2022). 7£5%
ARIHESN T, ffbT H e JE DR 2 TR R AR R G A 25 4
HIBEA T 2 o TTAE SR AR 1 T AE AR Rl b, AR & A
FRASI ARG — B & SRR ZORVE o Sl bT TR R 1)
R 20 6 55 O % 1 27 2E FE W) 25 A= £ (Sapria hima-
layana) (Cai et al., 2021)#1Jf ¥f % #2 1 (Cuscuta
campestris) (Vogel et al., 2018)5 L [F NIR 7T &7 £ 4
YIRS BRI A

(4) AT DIREFERIATIRAIZIE . FaRl LR 4 D) e
FER A2 AR ThAE S0 38 B HEAG . ARITE AR  ™
Y& ARG R, H O 298 ) DhRe 5k N 2 Huk R 15
FIGAE, AR TR 1) 5 228 H (K16). filfi 5 505k
ERCYRAH O D BEBE DR RN B IR 5K, g I Pk,
PEAEANEF A2 SI PR N 32 3 B8 22 500 o« AR AR IR I 2R
GURENE, AV RHERRIE S ERA
B, AT ORI R 1) 4 LR A B T4
FEHAE N GG KB 2 5 BRI . )RR E 2
T ven Joit 72 25 DR ZEL BT 0 IR AT G 22 A ) B
fife, IR IS BB MR PR 588 N AH O 1 B R R AR
R, A THURIEETL . R E M1 M dtis
(Sun et al., 2022b; /=%, 2022). LAERLE T
LU R NG, CORERA NI R HAE G
P R L PR R B A E B P A L) B B IR R E R (FR),
L A (8] ) 3 A% 2 R (Jiang et al., 2022;
Wang et al., 2022; Sun et al., 2022b; Shen et al.,
2022). 7z H R AT A BT 3ATTER AE R A AR R
ZE 5, TR S A R P AR A SRR . ERAR H Az B A
Wt 3 B TR AR A, BIER 2021 - R AR
3 % (Malus) (Wang et al., 2023b)f1#; /)& (Populus)
(Zhang et al., 2019)JFJ& 1 iz Jk DK ZH A 97 (0 J= 1 45,
2022). {HIERIEMMBR 2% 8w ARR Y Rz
R T A B Bk ik (Wang et al., 2023a). BEE
ARIEE, PRA T 32 55 D5 2Lt 78 AN R 41 128 %
TR AR, 38 RERE AR BT AR PR L A S0 A 85 5
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JRPE R A3 FBLH, 0T B AR AP ORT A K5 A A g e 1
A EEE (R, 2022; Wang et al., 2023a).

v
W ST BEE R SR S0 Mk BORSCRIIF B
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Research Advances on Nuclear Genomes of Economically
Important Trees of Lauraceae
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Abstract With the rapid development of sequencing technology and bioinformatic analysis tools, the studies of plant
genomes has been growing in an unprecedent speed. The family Lauraceae belongs to Magnoliids and is mainly found in
pantropics with high species diversity. Species of this family are mostly woody and economically and ecologically impor-
tant. Up to now, 13 genomes belonging to 8 species in the family Lauraceae have been published. Here, we review the
recent advances on the published nuclear genomes of Lauraceae by focusing on their characteristics, evolution and
phylogeny, and the functional genes and gene families. We highlight the recent achievements in the whole genome dup-
lication events, and the genes/gene families related to the floral organ determination and metabolites in Lauraceae. Fi-
nally, we suggest further studies should be performed to improve our understanding of the function and evolution of this
family by sequencing more species as well as more representative samples in all major clades, especially by tackling
species with special value, and studying the species-specific functional genes.
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Appendix 1 The distribution of the number of growth form in the families of sequenced vascular plants
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Appendix 3 Genome size of Lauraceae estimated by flow cytometry
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