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Codon preference analysis of chloroplast genome of Chinese wolfberry

DU Yu!, LI Xiaoxiong?, JIA Xibei', HU Xiaotong!, LIU Yun', MA Yanjun'
1. Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou 730070, China

2. Lanzhou Resources & Environment Voc-tech University, Lanzhou 730030, China

Abstract: Objective To explore the use pattern and influencing factors of codons in Chinese wolfberry. Methods Based on chloroplast
genomes of L. chinese, L. barbarum and L. ruthenicum, CodonW 1.4.2 software, Python software and Excel software were used to analyze
the codon usage bias of Chinese wolfberry. Results The three Chinese wolfberry chloroplast genomes had similar codon usage patterns,
and the average GC content of the third base of codon was 25.68%—25.77%. The ENC values were all above 35, indicating that the codon
bias of Chinese wolfberry chloroplast genomes was weak. The results of ENC-plot, PR2-plot and neutral analysis showed that the codon
bias of Chinese wolfberry chloroplast genomes was mainly affected by natural selection. Based on the analysis of relative synonymous
codons, there were 13 optimal codons in Chinese wolfberry plants. Conclusion The third base of codons of the L. chinese chloroplast
genomes mainly ends with A/T, and the codon bias is mainly affected by natural selection. Through the cluster analysis of L. chinese plants,
the genetic relationship and the influencing factors of codon usage patterns of Chinese wolfberry plants were revealed, which provided a
reference for the subsequent exploration of the phylogenetic development of Chinese wolfberry plants.
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Table 1 RSCU analysis of amino acids in chloroplast genomes of L. chinense

o= —TERR EEE —EANE A
BET BE  NEBWE  EnT BR A EREAE  wRT R RS
Phe uuu 737 131 uuu 740 1.32 uuu 740 1.32
uuc 384 0.69 uucC 384 0.68 uucC 384 0.68 trnF-GAA
Ser UCU 442 1.73 UCU 440 1.72 UCU 440 1.72
ucc 243 0.95 ucc 244 0.96 ucc 244 0.96 trnS-GGA
UCA 316 1.23 UCA 312 1.22 UCA 312 1.22 trnS-UGA
UCG 144 0.56 UCG 144 0.56 UCG 144 0.56
AGU 300 1.17 AGU 302 1.18 AGU 302 1.18
AGC 91 0.36 AGC 89 0.35 AGC 89 0.35 trnS-GCU
Tyr UAU 597 1.62 UAU 597 1.62 UAU 597 1.62
UAC 141 0.38 UAC 141 0.38 UAC 141 0.38 trnY-GUA
Cys UuGuU 158 1.44 UuGuU 157 1.44 UuGuU 157 1.44
UGC 61 0.56 UGC 61 0.56 UGC 61 0.56 trnC-GCA
Leu UUA 681 1.90 UUA 681 1.90 UUA 681 1.90 trnL-UAA
UuG 443 1.23 UuG 443 1.23 UuG 443 1.23 tmL-CAA
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F1 4
BT Al SRS R RNA
EALER o FDCENME MY e RDCEEARE BET Hug FDCKEERE
Leu CuU 462 1.29 CuU 462 1.29 CUU 462 1.29
cuc 147 0.41 cuc 145 0.40 Ccuc 145 0.40
CUA 278 0.77 CUA 281 0.78 CUA 281 0.78 trnL-UAG
CUG 144 0.40 CUG 143 0.40 CUG 143 0.40
Trp UGG 380 1.00 UGG 380 1.00 UGG 380 1.00 trnW-CCA
Pro CCu 347 1.61 CCU 346 1.61 CCU 346 1.61 trmP-UGG
ccc 156 0.72 ccc 155 0.72 Ccc 155 0.72
CCA 247 1.14 CCA 245 1.14 CCA 245 1.14
CCG 114 0.53 CCG 116 0.54 CCG 116 0.54
His CAU 372 1.54 CAU 370 1.54 CAU 370 1.54
CAC 111 0.46 CAC 111 0.46 CAC 111 0.46 trnH-GUG
Arg CGU 2717 1.34 CGU 280 1.36 CGU 280 1.36 trnR-ACG
CGC 80 0.39 CGC 79 0.38 CGC 79 0.38
CGA 307 1.49 CGA 307 1.49 CGA 307 1.49
CGG 88 0.43 CGG 87 0.42 CGG 87 0.42
AGA 355 1.72 AGA 356 1.73 AGA 356 1.73 trnR-UCU
AGG 129 0.63 AGG 129 0.63 AGG 129 0.63
Gln CAA 566 1.50 CAA 568 1.50 CAA 568 1.50 trnQ-UUG
CAG 188 0.50 CAG 188 0.50 CAG 188 0.50
Ile AUU 843 1.47 AUU 843 1.48 AUU 843 1.48
AUC 343 0.60 AUC 342 0.60 AUC 342 0.60 trnl-GAU
AUA 529 0.93 AUA 526 0.92 AUA 526 0.92
Thr ACU 406 1.57 ACU 403 1.56 ACU 403 1.56
ACC 213 0.82 ACC 212 0.82 ACC 212 0.82 trnT-GGU
ACA 310 1.20 ACA 311 1.21 ACA 311 1.21 trnT-UGU
ACG 104 0.40 ACG 105 0.41 ACG 105 0.41
Asn AAU 756 1.53 AAU 759 1.53 AAU 759 1.53
AAC 234 0.47 AAC 233 0.47 AAC 233 0.47 trnN-GUU
Lys AAA 808 1.53 AAA 810 1.54 AAA 810 1.54
AAG 247 0.47 AAG 245 0.46 AAG 245 0.46
Met AUG 454 1.00 AUG 455 1.00 AUG 455 1.00 trnM-CAU
Val GUU 423 1.49 GUU 422 1.48 GUU 422 1.48
GUC 131 0.46 GUC 133 0.47 GUC 133 0.47 trnV-GAC
GUA 432 1.52 GUA 432 1.52 GUA 432 1.52 trnV-UAC
GUG 153 0.54 GUG 152 0.53 GUG 152 0.53
Ala GCU 506 1.78 GCU 507 1.78 GCU 507 1.78
GCC 198 0.70 GCC 199 0.70 GCC 199 0.70
GCA 317 1.11 GCA 321 1.12 GCA 321 1.12 trnA-UGC
GCG 118 0.41 GCG 115 0.40 GCG 115 0.40
Asp GAU 657 1.59 GAU 655 1.59 GAU 655 1.59
GAC 168 0.41 GAC 171 041 GAC 171 0.41 trD-GUC
Gly GGU 461 1.29 GGU 461 1.29 GGU 461 1.29
GGC 168 0.47 GGC 167 0.47 GGC 167 0.47 trG-GCC
GGA 551 1.54 GGA 550 1.54 GGA 550 1.54 trnG-UCC
GGG 252 0.70 GGG 253 0.71 GGG 253 0.71
Glu GAA 833 1.50 GAA 834 1.51 GAA 834 1.51 trE-UUC
GAG 274 0.50 GAG 271 0.49 GAG 271 0.49
Stop UAA 27 1.59 UAA 27 1.59 UAA 27 1.59
UGA 14 0.82 UGA 14 0.82 UGA 14 0.82
UAG 10 0.59 UAG 10 0.59 UAG 10 0.59
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Table 2 Chloroplast genomes of L. Chinese plants

Yyf K JE/bp GC1/% GC2% GC3/% GCall_s/% ENC
Hh [ Fg A 155 655 49.80 39.85 25.77 38.47 48.06
M 154 978 49.80 39.83 25.68 38.44 48.05
AR 154 976 49.80 39.83 25.68 38.44 48.05
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Fig. 1 Correlation analysis of codon parameters in chloroplast genomes of L. Chinese

3.2 ENC-plot 7%

4 ENC {H A1 GC3 f 5 BE 43 #T LA K s 4 i
2 110 B B R ) W ot 5 Y 1 i 4 R R AR
KR MR EEHR, #E F 20 4m 1 ih
G, ez i K 7 3 4E H . 4 ENC-
plot 7t (& 2>, KW 3 Pk HEDH ENC

B KT 30, HZEHE M T iL&itia. 446
ENC HEME AR (R 3) IR, 3 Fiffd i
SEARFER L A 20 21, 21 AIEE AL T bk
2R B, 4 B 31, 30, 30 /N FE R I B b v
2k, KR KR B R A R 2 H AR
T

#*3 ENC LLESRES
Table 3 Frequency distribution of ENC ratio

LR _ [ g A _ FAMAC _ EP S
B LENA B e B B %
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Table 4 RSCU values of codons in chloroplast genomes of L. Chinese plants

SR BT ‘ GlEL \ PRI \ AR
e FREHENRSCU  EKBEMRSCU ARSCU  mREHNRSCU X EEMRSCU ARSCU  mRiEINRSCU  [RRZEHENRSCU  ARSCU
Phe UUU 0.88 133 —045 152 147 0.05 152 147 0.05
uue 112 0.67 0.45 048 0.53 -0.05 048 0.53 -0.05
S UCU() 2,00 1.66 0.34 1.54 1.66 -0.12 1.54 1.66 -0.12
uce 0.95 103 —0.08 1.08 102 0.06 1.08 102 0.06
UCAQ3) 0.95 103 —0.08 1.69 115 0.54 1.69 115 0.54
UcG 029 0.52 0.3 031 051 -0.20 031 051 -0.20
AGU 133 1.55 -0 13 1.53 -030 13 1.53 -030
AGC 048 021 027 0.15 0.13 0.02 0.15 0.13 0.02
Tyr  UAUQJ) 138 1.59 —0.21 1.89 1.59 030 189 1.59 030
UAC 0.62 041 021 0.11 041 -030 0.11 041 -030
Cys  UGU(1,2.3) 2.00 1.00 100 2.00 100 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00
UGC 0.00 1.00 -1.00 0.00 100 -1.00 0.00 1.00 -1.00
Lew  UUA 132 171 —0.39 179 175 0.04 179 175 0.04
UUG(1,2,3) 1.56 145 0.11 170 137 0.33 170 137 033
CUURY) 148 145 0.03 152 12 030 152 12 0.30
cuc 0.08 033 025 0.09 030 -021 0.09 030 -021
CUA 132 0.66 0.66 0.72 0.84 -0.12 0.72 0.84 -0.12
CUG 0.5 0.40 —0.15 0.18 0.53 -035 0.18 0.53 035
TER  UAA(1,2.3) 240 1.80 0.60 240 1.80 0.60 2.40 1.80 0.60
UGA 0.00 0.60 —0.60 0.00 0.60 -0.60 0.00 0.60 -0.60
UAG 0.60 0.60 0.00 0.60 0.60 0.00 0.60 0.60 0.00
Tp UGG 1.00 1.00 0.00 100 1.00 0.00 100 1.00 0.00
Po  CCU(123) 1.94 143 051 1.58 118 0.40 1.58 118 0.40
e 0.39 0.98 —0.59 0.73 0.82 -0.09 0.73 0.82 -0.09
CCA 1.16 113 0.03 1.09 129 -0.20 1.09 1.29 -0.20
CCG 0.52 045 0.07 0.61 0.71 -0.10 0.61 071 -0.10
His  CAUQ)) 137 1.67 —0.30 1.80 1.65 0.15 1.80 1.65 0.15
CAC 0.63 033 030 020 0.3 -0.15 0.20 035 -0.15
Arg  CGU 1.5 1.68 —0.16 12 1.66 -0.44 12 1.66 -0.44
CGC 024 0.62 —0.38 0.19 0.62 -0.43 0.19 0.62 -0.43
CGA(123) 2.08 1.59 049 2.5 1.66 0.59 225 1.66 0.59
CGG 0.08 035 027 0.09 031 -022 0.09 031 -0.22
AGA(1,23) 136 1.24 0.12 1.50 1.34 0.16 1.50 1.34 0.16
AGG 07 0.53 0.19 0.75 041 034 0.75 041 034
Gln  CAA(I) 1.56 1.37 0.19 157 1.54 0.03 157 1.54 0.03
CAG 044 0.63 —0.19 043 046 -0.03 043 046 -0.03
le  AUU(123) 1.50 140 0.10 1.55 135 0.20 1.55 1.35 0.20
AUC 0.73 0.56 0.17 0.40 0.59 -0.19 0.40 0.59 -0.19
AUA 077 1.05 028 1.05 1.06 -0.01 1.05 1.06 -0.01
The  ACU(I) 1.62 1.54 0.08 120 143 -0.23 120 143 -0.23
ACC 097 0.82 0.15 0.80 0.86 -0.06 0.80 0.86 -0.06
ACA(123) 130 1.03 027 187 100 0.87 187 1.00 0.87
ACG 0.11 0.62 —0.51 0.13 071 -0.58 0.13 071 -0.58
Asn AAU 121 1.65 —0.44 1.65 171 -0.06 165 171 -0.06
AAC 0.79 035 0.44 0.35 0.29 0.06 035 029 0.06
Lys  AAA(12)) 1.54 135 0.19 1.64 141 023 1.64 141 023
AAG 046 0.65 —0.19 0.36 0.59 -0.23 036 0.59 -023
Met  AUG 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
Val - GUU(1,23) 2.10 142 0.68 1.84 133 051 1.84 1.33 051
GUC 0.00 047 047 022 0.53 -0.31 0.22 0.53 -031
GUA(1,23) 171 122 0.49 1.62 1.24 0.38 1.62 1.24 038
GUG 0.19 0.88 —0.69 032 0.89 ~0.57 032 0.89 ~0.57
Ala  GCU(1) 212 1.88 024 121 1.89 -0.68 121 1.89 -0.68
GCC 048 0.82 —0.34 0.65 091 -0.26 0.65 091 -026
GCA 121 0.71 0.50 1.86 0.70 1.16 1.86 0.70 1.16
GCG 0.18 0.59 —041 028 049 -021 028 049 -021
Asp GAU 1.00 1.80 —0.80 113 182 -0.69 113 1.8 -0.69
GAC 1.00 0.20 0.80 0.88 0.18 0.70 0.88 0.8 0.70
Gly  GGU(1,23) 215 11 1.04 1.87 1.33 0.54 1.87 1.33 0.54
GGC 037 0.62 —0.25 0.18 0.4 -026 0.18 044 026
GGAQ)) 129 135 —0.06 1.69 133 0.36 1.69 133 036
GGG 0.18 092 —0.74 027 0.89 ~0.62 027 0.89 ~0.62
Gl GAA(123) 1.58 1.37 021 1.57 145 0.12 157 145 0.2
GAG 042 0.63 —0.21 043 0.55 -0.12 043 0.5 -0.12

1P EARR R RRHL T 2.3 MR RRHED T  3-A R RREED T TRLAR 3 FiCH e smT.
1-The optimal codon for L. chinense. 2-The optimal codon for L. barbarum 3-The optimal codon for L. dasystemum Pojark. var. rubricaulium; The underline represents the same

optimal codon for three types of L. chinense.
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