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Codon use bias analysis of chloroplast genome of Cistanche
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Abstract: Objective To clarify the codon usage bias and influencing factors of chloroplast genome in four medicinal plants of
Cistanche spp. Methods The codon usage bias parameters of Cistanche deserticola, C. salsa, C. sinensis and C. tubulosa were
analyzed by CUSP, CodonW 1.4.2, SPSS and Microsoft Excel. Results The chloroplast genomes of four Cistanche species had
similar codon usage patterns, with the third base of the codons all ending in A/T and tending to use the A/T bases more favorably.
The ENC (effective number of codon) values of the four species were all above 35, indicating that the codon preference of the
chloroplast genes in Cistanche spp. is weak. The results of neutrality plot, ENC-plot, PR2-bias plot and correspondence analysis
indicated that natural selection was the main factor influencing chloroplast genome codon usage bias in Cistanche spp. The RSCU
(relative synonymous codon usage) values were used to identify four optimal codons shared by four species of Cistanche spp.
Conclusion In this study, we analyzed the codon usage bias of chloroplast genomes of four species of Cistanche spp. and revealed
the influencing factors affecting codon bias, which provided the corresponding theoretical basis for studying the systematic evolution,
environmental adaptation and breed improvement of Cistanche spp. at molecular level.
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Fig. 1 GC content of different positions of codon in chloroplast genome of Cistanche
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Correlation analysis of chloroplast genome-related parameters of Cistanche
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Table 2 RSCU analysis of protein coding region in chloroplast of Cistanche

PO i PR 1% O it P 1%
TCMAE SRR YDA B TP EhAE R WK EIERAE
Phe UUU 1.32 131 1.28 1.38 Tyr  UAU 1.38 1.34 1.40 1.45
uuc 0.68 0.69 0.72 0.62 UAC 0.62 0.66 0.60 0.55
Leu UUA 1.53 1.44 1.39 1.61 TER UAA 1.37 1.30 1.18 1.36
UuG 1.17 1.21 1.23 1.19 UAG 0.68 0.74 0.79 0.77
Cuu 1.19 1.22 1.24 1.15 His CAU 141 1.33 1.37 1.42
CcucC 0.74 0.76 0.75 0.60 CAC 0.59 0.67 0.63 0.58
CUA 0.82 0.87 0.87 0.93 Gln CAA 1.41 1.37 1.39 1.39
CUG 0.54 0.50 0.51 0.52 CAG 0.59 0.63 0.61 0.61
lle  AUU 1.29 1.26 1.20 1.32 Asn  AAU 1.43 1.40 1.41 1.40
AUC 0.69 0.69 0.71 0.64 AAC 0.57 0.60 0.59 0.60
AUA 1.03 1.05 1.09 1.04 Lys AAA 1.43 1.42 1.39 1.42
Met AUG 1.00 1.00 1.00 100 AAG 0.57 0.58 0.61 0.58
Val GUU 1.43 1.36 1.35 131 Asp GAU 1.45 1.38 1.47 1.43
GuC 0.76 0.73 0.71 0.67 GAC 0.55 0.62 0.53 0.57
GUA 121 1.20 1.18 1.3 Glu GAA 1.33 1.36 1.36 1.37
GUG 0.60 0.71 0.75 0.72 GAG 0.67 0.64 0.64 0.63
Ser UCU 151 1.46 1.54 1.50 Cys UGU 1.25 1.25 1.16 121
uccC 1.01 1.05 1.06 0.97 UGC 0.75 0.75 0.84 0.79
UCA 1.10 1.27 131 1.32 TER UGA 0.95 0.95 1.04 0.88
UCG 0.77 0.72 0.64 0.64 Trp UGG 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Pro CCU 1.20 1.12 1.18 1.23 Arg CGU 0.72 0.68 0.66 0.72
CCC 1.01 1.06 1.01 1.01 CGC 0.44 0.44 0.45 0.38
CCA 1.15 1.17 1.19 1.17 CGA 1.04 1.00 1.01 0.97
CCG 0.64 0.64 0.62 0.59 CGG 0.62 0.64 0.66 0.58
Thr ACU 1.25 1.14 1.19 1.13 Ser AGU 1.00 0.91 0.84 0.98
ACC 0.96 1.03 1.01 0.99 AGC 0.62 0.59 0.61 0.58
ACA 1.16 1.24 1.19 1.30 Arg  AGA 2.02 2.13 2.00 2.20
ACG 0.64 0.60 0.61 0.58 AGG 1.16 11 1.21 1.14
Ala GCU 1.37 131 1.19 1.33 Gly GGU 0.99 1.02 0.94 0.96
GCC 0.91 0.94 0.99 0.96 GGC 0.64 0.66 0.66 0.59
GCA 111 1.12 1.17 1.07 GGA 1.44 1.38 1.42 1.36
GCG 0.61 0.63 0.66 0.64 GGG 0.93 0.93 0.98 1.08
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Table 3 Optimal codons in chloroplast genome of Cistanche
PR AR IR BIRPIR
#19F {i RSCU 15 RSCU ARSCU #15-F {i RSCU 1% RSCU ARSCU #15F {i RSCU 1% RSCU ARSCU #15%F {i RSCU f RSCU ARSCU
Phe  UUU 2.00 114 -0.86 UUU 2.00 154  -0.46 UUU 1.75 1.09 -0.66 UUU 1.80 175 -0.05
yuc™  0.00 0.86 0.86 yuc™ 0.00 0.46 046 yuc™ 0.25 0.91 0.66 UUC 0.20 0.25 0.05
Leu UUA 2.50 142 -1.08 UUA 2.45 162 -0.83 UUA 1.83 092 -0.91 UUA 261 205 -0.56
uuG 1.75 126  -0.49 UUG 1.64 097 -0.67 UUG 2.61 148 -113 UUG 1.57 0.68 —0.89
Cuu 1.00 0.9 -0.05 cuy™ 1.09 1.46 037 cuy™ 1.04 1.48 044 cuy™ 104 1.36 0.32
cuc™ 025 1.26 1.01 cuc™ 0.27 0.81 054 cuc® 026 0.54 0.28 cuc 0.26 0.27 0.01
CUA™  0.50 0.95 045 CUA® 055 0.65 0.10 CUA™ 0.26 0.95 0.69 CUA®™ 052 0.68 0.16
cuGg®  0.00 0.16 0.16 cuc™ 0.00 0.49 049 cuc™ 0.00 0.62 0.62 cuc™ 0.0 0.95 0.95
lle  AUU 1.34 118 -0.16 AUU 1.50 098 052 AUU 2.14 132 -0.82 AUU 1.55 1.08 -047
AUC* 052 0.79 0.27 AUC™ 043 0.82 0.39 Auc™ 0.00 0.75 0.75 AuC™ 0.52 0.84 0.32
AUA 1.14 103 -011 aya* 107 1.20 013 AUA 0.86 0.93 007 AUA® 093 1.08 0.15
Met  AUG 1.00 1.00 0.00 AUG 1.00 1.00 0.00 AUG 1.00 1.00 0.00 AUG 1.00 1.00 0.00
Val - Guu 3.43 133 -210 guu 3.43 168 -175 guu 2.00 148  -0.52 guu 4.00 175 -225
cuc™ 0.00 0.44 0.44 cuc* 0.00 0.26 026 guyc™ 0.00 0.64 0.64 guc™ 0.00 0.50 0.50
GUA™ 0.00 1.93 1.93 GUA™ 0.00 1.68 168 GUA™ 0.00 1.16 116 GUA™ 0.00 1.38 1.38
GUG 0.57 030 -0.27 GUG 0.57 039 -0.18 GUG 2.00 072 -128 GguGg™ 0.00 0.38 0.38
Ser cuU 2.40 091 -1.49 ucu 2.73 162 -111 ycu™ 0.90 1.69 0.79 UCU 2.33 183 -0.50
ucc™  0.90 1.27 0.37 ucc 0.82 069 -0.13 ucc 1.20 1.07 -0.13 UcC 0.67 026 041
UCA™™ 0.00 1.09 1.09 UcA™ 0.00 0.69 0.69 UCA™ 0.90 1.30 040 UCA™ 0.33 1.83 1.50
UCG 0.60 055 -0.05 ucc® 055 0.69 0.14 UCG 0.60 0.67 0.07 UcG 0.67 052 -0.15
Pro ccu™ 133 1.82 049 ccu™ 133 2.24 091 ccu™ 0.73 1.31 058 ccy” 171 1.80 0.09
CccC 2.00 091 -1.09 cCC 2.00 0.64 -136 CCC" 0.73 0.91 0.18 CcC 171 080 -091

CCA™ 0.0 0.91 091 CCA™ 0.00 0.96 0.96 CCA 2.18 1.07  -111 CCA™ 0.0 1.20 1.20
CCG 0.67 036 -0.31 CCG 0.67 016 -0.51 CCG™ 0.36 0.71 0.35 CCG 0.57 020 037

B

AHEM

>
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Hk3

WA thEARE WHE BIARE

AR

T & RSCU & RSCU ARSCU #1H%F {ik RSCU & RSCU ARSCU #1147 1% RSCU % RSCU ARSCU #1¥ fi% RSCU & RSCU ARSCU

Thr ACU 145 076 -069 ACU 109 035 -074 ACU™ 036 162 126 ACU 145 075 -0.70
ACC 182 133 -049 ACC 218 157 -061 ACC 218 058 -160 ACC 182 125 057
ACA™ 073 152 079 ACA™ 073 157 084 ACA" 109 119 010 ACA™ 073 125 052
ACG™ 000 038 038 ACG™ 000 052 052 ACG* 036 062 026 ACG™ 000 075 075

Ala GCU 343 063 -280 GCU 333 075 -258 GCU 229 168 061 GCU 333 091 -2.42
GCC™ 000 105 105 GCC™ 000 100 100 GCC™ 000 064 064 GCC™ 000 127 127
GCA™ 057 126 069 GCA™ 067 163 096 GCA 171 128 -043 GCA™ 067 145 078
GCG™ 000 105 105 GCG™ 000 063 063 GCG™ 000 041 041 GCG™ 000 036 036

Tyr  UAU 200 133 -067 UAU 200 129 -071 UAU 200 159 -041 UAU 200 138 —0.62
UAC™ 000 067 067 UAC™ 000 071 071 UAC™ 000 041 041 UAC™ 000 063 063

TER UAA 150 000 -150 UAA 150 150 000 UAA™ 150 300 150 UAA 150 150  0.00
UAG™ 150 300 150 UAG 150 150 000 UAG 150 000 -150 UAG 150 000 -150

His CAU 200 167 -0.33 CAU 200 169 -031 CAU 150 145 -005 CAU 200 150 -050
CAC™ 000 033 033 CAC™ 000 031 031 CAC 050 055 005 CAC™ 000 050 050

Gin CAA 160 100 -0.60 CAA 160 154 -006 CAA 150 143 -007 CAA™ 156 189 033
CAG™ 040 100 060 CAG 040 046 006 CAG 050 057 007 CAG 044 011 -0.33

Asn AAU™ 129 169 040 AAU® 138 156 018 AAU" 143 155 012 AAU 123 100 -0.23
AAC 071 031 -040 AAC 063 044 -019 AAC 057 045 -0.12 AAC® 077 100 023

Lys AAA 168 152 -0.16 AAA 170 166 -0.04 AAA 160 133 -027 AAA 174 173 001
AAG"™ 032 048 016 AAG 030 034 004 AAG" 040 067 027 AAG 026 027 001

Asp GAU 160 117 -043 GAU 120 118 -0.02 GAU™ 067 163 096 GAU 167 165 —0.02
GAC™ 040 083 043 GAC 080 082 002 GAC 133 037 -09 GAC 033 035 002

Glu GAA 160 122 -038 GAA 140 133 007 GAA 160 130 -030 GAA™ 127 176 049
GAG™ 040 078 038 GAG 060 067 007 GAG™ 040 070 030 GAG 073 024 —0.49

Cys UGU 200 1701 029 UGU 200 120 -080 UGU 200 131 069 UGU 200 067 -133
UGC® 000 029 029 UGC™ 000 08 080 UGC™ 000 069 069 UGC™ 000 133 133

TER UGA 000 000 000 UGA 000 000 000 UGA 000 000 000 UGA™ 000 150 150

Tp UGG 100 100 000 UGG 100 100 000 UGG 100 100 000 UGG 100 100  0.00

Ag CGU™ 060 136 076 CGU™ 058 120 062 CGU 116 073 -043 CGU™ 056 194 138
CGC™ 020 055 035 CGC™ 019 060 041 CGC 039 024 -015 CGC™ 019 088  0.69
CGA 260 08 -178 CGA 252 075 -177 CGA 155 118 -037 CGA 225 141 084
CGG® 000 014 014 CGG" 000 015 015 CGG™ 049 061 042 CGG™ 000 035 035

Ser AGU 210 145 -065 AGU 191 18 -006 AGU 240 102 -138 AGU 200 130 0.7
AGC™ 000 073 073 AGC™ 000 046 046 AGC™ 000 025 025 AGC® 000 026 026

Arg AGA™ 200 232 032 AGA™ 213 255 042 AGA™ 174 207 033 AGA 225 088 -137
AGG" 060 08 022 AGG" 058 075 017 AGG" 097 118 021 AGG 075 053 022

Gly GGU 200 149 -051 GGU 200 125 -075 GGU™ 044 075 031 GGU 123 092 031
GGC* 000 009 009 GGC™ 000 031 031 GGC 044 041 -003 GGC 092 031 -061
GGA 167 140 -027 GGA 167 165 -002 GGA 222 187 -0.35 GGA™ 154 215 061
GGG™ 033 102 069 GGG™ 033 078 045 GGG* 089 097 008 GGG™ 031 062 031

TNRIZEFIR RSCU fH>1 ST "#RARSCU=0.08, "#/RARSCU=0.3, ™ R/RARSCU=05; fInflbric Nl idr
Underline: Codon usage with the value of RSCU>1; *: ARSCU=>0.08, ™: ARSCU=0.3, ™ ARSCU=0.5; Optimal codons are marked in overstriking
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Fig. 7 Venn diagram of optimal codons
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