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Abstract: Analysis of codon usage bias for different species, an important characteristic of genetic information
transfer in organisms, is important for understanding the rules of genetic information transfer. To better under-
stand the characteristics of Phyllostachys edulis, coding DNA sequences (CDS) of 26 103 proteins in this
species were analyzed. The content of G+C at three positions of codons’ the Effective number of codons
(ENC) and frequency of synonym codon usage for genes were calculated the “optimal codons”were determined
by Codon W, CHIPS and CUSP. Then, the frequency of codon usage for Ph. edulis with other organisms in-
cluding five model value species (Drosophila melanogaster, Saccharomys cerevisiae, Escherichia coli, Ara-
bidopsis thaliana, and Nicotiana tabacum) and three other Gramineae species (Oryza sativa, Zea mays, and
Triticum aestivum) were compared. Results showed that the content of G+C at the first and third position of
codons was much higher than that of the second positions, and genes preferred codons with C or G in the syn-
onymous position. Meanwhile, 26 codons, ending with G or C, were determined as the “optimal codons”. Fre-
quency of codon usage also had fewer differences for the three Gramineae species than it did for the six model
value species. To some extent, differences in the size of codon bias reflected the evolutionary relationships be-

tween species. These results provided the useful information for understanding the evolution of Ph. edulis [Ch,
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Table 1 GC content of different positions and effective number of codons in Phyllostachys edulis
B WA 551 L 552 L EORRACH KEVACE =] AR TR
26 103 11 634 464 0.56 0.44 0.57 0.52 57.88
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A 34 DEMF R RSCUE R T 1, XU BAT I KN MG, Hd 2y 173 /%1
AU S5, 2/3 BT L G/IC 258 . AGG (415 Arg), CUC (415 Leu) Fl GUG (4355 Val) i RSCU {f 4t
TR 360, Jrmlh 1.57, 1.45 F1 1.39, CUG (4 #i% Cys) L J AAG (%t Lys) Fl GGC (4t Gly) #HxS T H
[7i] SR 1 (o F R 5, 4230k 1.36 F1 1.31, 3% 5 A0S kAR ST o 4 R 35 1 -

4/~ NUA #7571 RSCU 1%, AUA J 0.69, CUA J 0.52, GUA 34 0.47, UUA J 0.45, FHX
JUAS 2 B A 5 DR 3R (i T A 25 1 7 4 4 NCG 19 RSCU B AH X SR Bi 35 38 TP K E T AL, CCG K
0.99, GCG 4 091, ACG 2y 0.76, UCG 4 0.75, FWIEATIA N K H B KT AT RR AR E 4, X A
NCG:NCC By A (R 0.82) WA F th o 2R 51 UGA 75 BATHE P i it AT R B AR 2 AN R %S+
B R 1.02, HRJE UAG, RSCUE K 0.67, UAA i FHM R FAK, (U Hk 0.55,
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Table 2 Frequency of synonymous codons in genes of Phyllostachys edulis

IR WA BRI Ak R i IR Y IR B R € R G (PO )ijﬁ%
(RSCU) (RSCU)
JEN 4 E Phe  UUU 177 259 15.202 0.84 W& Tyr UAU 127 108 10.901 0.85
UUC 245 828 21.082 1.16 UAC 171 249 14.686 1.15
$5% 8 Leu  UUA 83 127 7.129 0.45 TER UAA 6 422 0.551 0.74
UUG 200316 17.179 1.08 UAG 71782 0.667 0.89
CUU 213205 18.284 1.14 2 % His CAU 141 958 12.174 1.00
cuc 269 853 23.142 145 CAC 140 843 12.079 1.00
CUA 97 208 8.336 0.52 BB Gln CAA 167 201 14.339 0.79
CUG 254016 21.784 1.36 CAG 254 576 21.832 121
S e AUU 192 698 16.526 1.12 KA Asn - AAU 211 015 18.096 0.99
AUC 206 620 17.720 1.20 AAC 216 215 18.542 1.01
AUA 118 527 10.165 0.69 1 2: Lys AAA 207 746 17.816 0.69
B Met  AUG 278 037 23.844 1.00 AAG 395 286 33.899 131
4iEE Val  GUU 215712 18.499 1.10 KAL5E Asp GAU 331 197 28.403 1.05
GUC 205738 17.644 1.04 GAC 297 586 25521 0.95
GUA 92 064 7.895 0.47 B Glu GAA 281 313 24.125 0.76
GUG 274313 23.525 1.39 GAG 457 181 39.207 1.24
248 IR Ser ucu 179 360 15.382 1.10 AR Cys  UGU 81 296 6.972 0.74
uce 183 357 15.725 1.12 UuGCe 138 420 11.871 1.26
UCA 177 440 15217 1.09 TER UGA 11 899 1.020 1.37
UcG 121 924 10.456 0.75 8,5/ Trp UGG 152 825 13.106 1.00
Jifi &R Pro ccu 165 860 14.224 1.07 KA W Arg CGU 74 482 6.388 0.62
cce 125 023 10.722 0.81 CGC 138 100 11.843 1.14
CCA 173 732 14.899 1.13 CGA 62 215 5.336 0.51
CCe 152 555 13.083 0.99 CGG 125 552 10.767 1.04
JEE The  ACU 141 566 12.141 1.02 22 5k Ser AGU 127 392 10.925 0.78
ACC 152 386 13.068 1.10 AGC 189 258 16.231 1.16
ACA 155 105 13.302 1.12 K 5 iR Arg AGA 134 872 11.567 1.12
ACG 105 160 9.018 0.76 AGG 189 633 16.263 1.57
Wi Ala GCU 258 646 22.181 1.03 &R Gly GGU 192 842 16.538 0.90
GCC 284 302 24381 1.13 GGC 280 247 24.034 131
GCA 235235 20.174 0.94 GGA 187 574 16.086 0.88
GCG 227989 19.552 0.91 GGG 195 121 16.733 0.91
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Table 3 Codon usage of high/low expressed genes in Phyllostachys edulis
i 1 &) fie
RERCEET Ty mscU mam msou | O FBT Tl RscU mwc RseU
Phe uuu 550 0.07 17 107 1.28 Ser UCU 780 0.17 21 517 1.67
uuc* 14 471 1.93 9 706 0.72 ucc 9 894 2.20 7 839 0.61
Leu UUA 107 0.02 10 064 0.85 UCA 575 0.13 20 029 1.55
uuG 1172 0.19 17 142 1.45 UCG* 7 656 1.70 3 859 0.30
CUU 1074 0.18 18 765 1.58 AGU 392 0.08 14 622 1.13
CuC* 19 835 3.28 6 415 0.54 AGC* 7735 1.72 9612 0.74
CUA 605 0.10 8 271 0.70 Pro CCU 1 054 0.19 15 839 1.63
CUG* 13 472 2.23 10 464 0.88 CCC* 7 554 1.36 4 437 0.46
Ile AUU 536 0.12 18 226 1.45 CCA 1105 0.20 15 688 1.62
AUC* 11 396 2.73 8 154 0.65 CCG* 12 521 2.25 2 834 0.29
AUA 611 0.15 11 292 0.90 Thr ACU 494 0.11 14 804 1.53
Val GUU 836 0.11 21 662 1.73 ACC* 8 693 1.92 5 894 0.61
GUC* 13 280 1.77 7 106 0.57 ACA 587 0.13 15 321 1.59
GUA 493 0.07 9 334 0.75 ACG* 8 327 1.84 2 583 0.27
GUG* 15 329 2.05 11 844 0.95 Ala GCU 1 895 0.17 23 625 1.72
Tyr UAU 316 0.06 12 303 1.31 GCC* 21775 1.90 7 404 0.54
UAC 10 241 1.94 6 541 0.69 GCA 1754 0.15 20 285 1.47
His CAU 530 0.12 14 620 1.46 GCG* 20 410 1.78 3769 0.27
CAC* 8 171 1.88 5 466 0.54 Cys UuGU 223 0.06 8 175 1.15
Gln CAA 681 0.13 17 457 1.05 UGC* 6 655 1.94 5992 0.85
CAG* 9 443 1.87 15 734 0.95 Arg CGU 707 0.16 5582 0.82
Asn AAU 641 0.12 23 601 1.34 CGC* 12 045 2.74 2 958 0.43
AAC* 9 785 1.88 11 686 0.66 CGA 565 0.13 4 509 0.66
Lys AAA 650 0.09 22 589 0.98 CGG* 8 353 1.90 3 555 0.52
AAG* 13 132 191 23 377 1.02 Arg AGA 427 0.10 13 864 2.03
Asp GAU 1 393 0.14 33 692 1.46 AGG 4 306 0.98 10 524 1.54
GAC* 18 250 1.86 12 413 0.54 Gly GGU 1432 0.18 17 148 1.37
Glu GAA 984 0.10 30 614 1.13 GGC* 20 195 2.53 8 623 0.69
GAG* 18 403 1.90 23 754 0.87 GGA 1551 0.19 15 565 1.25
GGG* 8 780 1.10 8 577 0.69
YA . 2RI A A2 1 BAT R I S LS
3 _H, W i8] ﬁ:‘lrcﬁbid.opsis thalian :’—
¥ Nicotiana tabacum
6 K AL B b, R R kAL Bk B FE Saccharomys cerevisiae
BERE I I R, B, (ERT— vy T Plostach edulls 7
B 2T MU 10 95 65 10 L PR 4 B A Homo sapions ——
VB, i B S AR L $§mmemmw___1_
W, RFEWIFEEIG R T % BB S 9% 0 T i kf- S48 Drosophila melanogaster
PEo FESEAEN TR EAGE ey FKZeamars
BTSNk, BRI Ry ) k0  Escherichiacoll m—
T P50 - X T 5 A S5 DR A B £ i B 0 e

o AWTTEAEBAT R FE Ay B LA b, X )
Zhi B A 1 DR R T DR A PR EAT T 0T, A Figure 1
REWSGRZY QTN ME . BER. R
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Cluster analysis dendrogram of frenquency of codon usage of
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Table 4 Comparison of codon preference between bamboo and other model plants
. ) B L I 2R %0 LB
BAR  EHT - - -

BT MEIF S N B S /NFE - BIA B/T B/R B/M B/W
WL A GCA  20.17 17.47 2293 17.33 13.54 15.69  1.15 0.88 1.16 1.49 1.29
AR A GCC 2438 10.34 12.65 30.82 41.27 3236 236 1.93 0.79 0.59 0.75
N R A GCG  19.55 9.03 5.94 26.70 37.34 2182 2.17 3.29 0.73 0.52 0.90
HNRAR A GCT  22.18 28.32 31.74 19.57 15.62 1636 0.78 0.70 1.13 1.42 1.36
A ¢ TGC  11.87 7.16 7.33 12.40 15.46 1338 1.66 1.62 0.96 0.77 0.89
A ¢ TGT 6.97 10.54 9.86 6.20 3.83 521  0.66 0.71 1.12 1.82 1.34
RE&ZMRD GAC 2552 17.22 17.07 28.08 38.37 2873 148 1.50 091 0.67 0.89
KEHmRD  GAT 2840 36.65 37.29 25.30 14.58 17.13  0.77 0.76 1.12 1.95 1.66
HHERE GAA 2413 34.34 35.58 21.61 12.79 15.77  0.70 0.68 1.12 1.89 1.53
BRI E GAG 3921 32.24 29.99 38.52 41.97 37.94 1.22 1.31 1.02 0.93 1.03
KNAmF  TTC  21.08 20.66 17.95 22.32 28.07 24.65 1.02 1.17 0.94 0.75 0.86
KNAmF  TIT  15.20 21.81 24.56 13.05 7.01 1281  0.70 0.62 1.16 2.17 1.19
HHAmR G GGA  16.09 24.16 23.26 1591 10.65 1546  0.67 0.69 1.01 1.51 1.04
HHAmR G GGC  24.03 9.15 11.44 29.54 39.54 30.96  2.63 2.10 0.81 0.61 0.78
TR G GGG 16.73 10.18 10.53 17.13 18.62 18.09 1.64 1.59 0.98 0.90 0.92
HHEm G GGT  16.54 22.18 22.63 14.83 10.35 13.60  0.75 0.73 1.12 1.60 1.22
HaEm H CAC  12.08 8.72 8.69 13.81 17.61 1334 1.39 1.39 0.87 0.69 091
HERH CAT  12.17 13.79 13.24 11.29 7.03 8.56  0.88 0.92 1.08 1.73 1.42
Fream 1 ATA 1017 12.60 13.86 8.78 5.39 6.89  0.81 0.73 1.16 1.89 1.48
Fredm 1 ATC  17.72 18.53 13.95 19.35 22.90 2447 096 1.27 0.92 0.77 0.72
FreaEm 1 ATT  16.53 21.49 27.51 14.18 7.29 12.04  0.77 0.60 1.17 2.27 1.37
i a1 K AAA 17.82 30.79 32.22 15.93 8.58 10.62  0.58 0.55 1.12 2.08 1.68
AR K AAG  33.90 32.68 33.92 32.17 32.79 3798 1.04 1.00 1.05 1.03 0.89
SRR L CTA 8.34 9.87 9.20 7.72 5.10 754  0.84 0.91 1.08 1.64 1.11
SRR L CTC  23.14 16.09 12.44 25.84 32.81 2748 144 1.86 0.90 0.71 0.84
SRR L CTG  21.78 9.83 10.28 20.99 33.66 2226 222 2.12 1.04 0.65 0.98
IR L CTT  18.28 24.12 23.97 15.18 9.91 12.68  0.76 0.76 1.20 1.84 1.44
HEIR L TTA 7.13 12.70 12.82 6.14 2.57 390 0.56 0.56 1.16 2.77 1.83
SRR L TTG  17.18 20.87 21.90 14.67 8.99 1240  0.82 0.78 1.17 1.91 1.39
EHEAmM ATG  23.84 24.53 24.78 23.81 23.76 2431 097 0.96 1.00 1.00 0.98
KB N AAC 1854 20.93 18.11 18.49 21.92 21.12 0.89 1.02 1.00 0.85 0.88
KA N AAT  18.10 22.30 27.54 15.10 7.78 10.38  0.81 0.66 1.20 2.33 1.74
fifi AR P CCA 1490 16.15 19.40 14.25 10.37 2349 092 0.77 1.05 1.44 0.63
i &AL P CCC  10.72 5.31 6.63 12.05 15.78 14.64  2.02 1.62 0.89 0.68 0.73
fifi &2 P CCG  13.08 8.62 4.99 17.99 24.18 1563  1.52 2.62 0.73 0.54 0.84
i AR P CCT 1422 18.68 18.39 13.57 9.96 11.83  0.76 0.77 1.05 1.43 1.20
RRAM: Q CAA 1434 19.45 20.70 13.45 7.32 4252 0.74 0.69 1.07 1.96 0.34
HREmNM Q  CAG 2183 15.24 15.26 20.73 25.90 3785 143 1.43 1.05 0.84 0.58
WaEmR AGA  11.57 18.97 15.61 10.52 6.60 6.75  0.61 0.74 1.10 1.75 1.71
WaEm R AGG  16.26 10.96 12.30 15.97 16.44 1293 148 1.32 1.02 0.99 1.26
WaEmR CGA 5.34 6.29 5.27 6.44 3.84 3.06 0.85 1.01 0.83 1.39 1.75
&R R CGC  11.84 3.78 3.96 16.18 20.22 1254  3.13 2.99 0.73 0.59 0.94
AR R CGG  10.77 4.87 3.76 13.48 15.65 849 221 2.86 0.80 0.69 1.27
AR R CGT 6.39 9.02 7.69 7.16 4.85 563 0.71 0.83 0.89 1.32 1.13
22 5k S AGC  16.23 11.34 9.89 15.99 21.70 1636 143 1.64 1.02 0.75 0.99
2 5k S AGT 1093 14.01 13.23 8.81 5.50 6.62 0.78 0.83 1.24 1.99 1.65
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Table 4 Continued
BN T H BT 2 %0 AR
M EET o TR —
BT WEIT A K7 PN N BIA B/T B/R B/M B/W

225 S TCA  15.22 18.28 17.62 12.46 7.89 10.78  0.83 0.86 1.22 1.93 1.41
YR S TCC  15.73 11.20 10.40 16.36 20.79 1770 1.40 1.51 0.96 0.76 0.89

258 S TCG  10.46 9.33 5.38 12.35 16.41 10.02  1.12 1.94 0.85 0.64 1.04
2254 1R S TCT 1538 25.17 20.23 12.72 8.56 10.50  0.61 0.76 1.21 1.80 1.46
AT ACA 1330 15.67 17.26 11.58 7.32 941 0.85 0.77 1.15 1.82 1.41
AT ACC  13.07 10.34 9.91 14.87 17.67 18.84 1.26 1.32 0.88 0.74 0.69

AR T ACG 9.02 7.74 4.57 11.37 16.52 949 117 1.97 0.79 0.55 0.95
AT ACT  12.14 17.52 20.44 10.63 6.65 923 0.69 0.59 1.14 1.83 1.32
G RV GTA 7.90 9.92 11.25 6.78 4.45 548  0.80 0.70 1.17 1.78 1.44

SRRV GTC  17.64 12.77 11.26 20.09 25.81 2120 1.38 1.57 0.88 0.68 0.83
ARV GTG  23.53 17.36 16.74 24.27 31.54 2472 1.36 1.41 0.97 0.75 0.95
HARV GTT 1850 27.24 26.99 15.51 9.79 14.44  0.68 0.69 1.19 1.89 1.28

7R W TGG  13.11 12.48 11.82 13.86 13.36 12.08  1.05 1.11 0.95 0.98 1.09
ik R Y TAC  14.69 13.73 13.59 15.10 19.95 20.78  1.07 1.08 0.97 0.74 0.71
ik R Y TAT  10.90 14.63 17.62 9.93 4.96 839 075 0.62 1.10 2.20 1.30

* TAA 0.55 0.95 1.13 0.66 0.53 0.62 0.58 0.49 0.83 1.04 0.89
* TAG 0.67 0.53 0.51 0.85 0.91 0.63 1.26 1.31 0.79 0.74 1.06
* TGA 1.02 1.17 1.01 1.22 1.47 1.46  0.87 1.01 0.84 0.69 0.70
VL ARieA FRILMEBIR ORI =20 k<05, F&: B, M, A, T, R W SR REBAT. Tk, BIEEIF. W KR
HNZE

W TR R Volvariella volvacea S AL, B ATHE P B 1l 4 (T G/C 45 BRI 1, X Tl B
T8 P A G P AR T ORI B R A S, (S TR S A A A X R A B, el O G 22
SRR, T AEYmGE LA 8T 25 i #4000

W GC &7 &, REMYIHMTFH GC & =B GCy &, MW & &1y 2 551k 5] 0.096 (Medicago
truncatula)~0.155 (Micromonas pusilla RCC299) ., #R-FHEY) . 7MY . SEEY R GC; /Y& B — Bk
PLm 5 F GG, AR i BAT GCy i GGy 1 0.12, 17 GCs & B H GG, 5 0.01, Rk 18
IR BAT B AL E B RS B AN R o RN GCs 3 BlE SE AR AS R I & AR AR f 72 —
MR UL, B G ) S0 B 2 SR A ) GCs it 2 R, o 0.690~0.854, H ¢l 0.481~0.578,
M A GCo Y & A8 7 25 S WK, Al 19 722 53 [ 0.581~0.609, 415 45 WL~ M4 47 1) A2
F{LEE S 0.335~0.482, AW BAT GCs 2 0.52, Y T 7 i Y 09742 Syl F o X R Y 4 AR A
Wik g KA, WISKE P A B Chlamydomonas reinhardtii, ¥ Volvox carteri F1 4l /N8 Micromonas
pusilla™,

AHF5E A CodonW #1143 Bt T BATIH) X4 #5 F#9 RSCU fl, & AGG, CUC, GUG, AAG F1 UGC
5 AR O AR SCH R B T T 4 4> NUA %83 1 RSCU Mk, AUA 5 0.69, CUA 4 0.52,
GUA 2y 0.47, UUA 3 0.45, RKBIBATHH #EG A UA %657, W —BRAEHMBY R b WL, 6
AR & i UA 06T mRNA @R, RmE = alo= ™ BT P& RS i Ll UGA 1)
AR, 5RKRSBHEYAHY G,

NCG:NCC Wy I (EE )2 1 T -Ah CpG ], S 1 26 X A B Ak K P, U HAE BT it .
e AL KK B 9 A A3 1F L NCG:NCC 19 e fB AR XT38, an 48l m I (0.921), 1L’ JT Arabis lyrata
(0.93); T ALK RO AY, Z AR X B, a4 4G Vitis vinifera(0.414), ##f(0.463); H A4k
RREPRENYR; ZEEP S, W3EFR Malusxdomestica(0.639), & Solanum lycopersicon(0.634) , T
PPz ey 0.819 7, SRBIBAT AR BEAL K- B9 W Rl o by o mT LAY FBEARKCF X B AT Y AR KR
AR AR,
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AR T[] S A% 7 ARG A3 (RSCU) 7 35 2 7€t 26 DM {5 1, &ffLh G/IC &5, BAT
Gt E IR GC & RF 52.4%, NIL, ABTSEERAT & — A, RIVE S GC ok ik P 41
LB TR & GCPP, il H AR — R FE IR 5 A IR A 28 48 22 () 114 25 0 7o PO 4 1k 22 5, AT
TR TR RS, S BOE R R IE ST PR ITTER S, I i 6 A5 5 LB e A R PR P A
(RIK P AT FORE B A R AL R T 0 D 5 RS R R I e A T L B RE L SR BUREOT . AW
BOEK . KRERUNEZ RS TR L, FORRI . BT S ARYM R EREEAR, 5K
Wiy T RN BE 1) 22 St de K, TS5 R BE G AR R RN M 4 e — B, I, B8 B AT S N A7 (A4
FORMS, T E T SOE, R R R IBHOR . A EOR B AT TORRE AN Rk, n] REA
MAEW T A BTN R IR o ABETE R R R R - 0% 1 I fp P 22 5 K/ME— REFR X B
SR LR R, SRS A —E MY ETE, HAE RV G, X5 H A B T 8 1 4
PERZE M A5 RIS, AR AT BE R R 2O £ B — 3 Y o IR F S 4 R 0] O B AT R AR R IR B £
T SRR ML BRI SEA, [RIE, 38 A B AT AR DR e AR AR W) b EA T Zh RE S 4R L At BT R

4 Zip

AWFFERT AT R 2 /Y 26 103 S8 1 5 2 i 56 X S R AT 1 0 A, R 408 ) SO T 1 R X felt T3
AR (RSCUE) 8 E T BT P AL # ST 26 4>, HILL G/IC LR R SEsh Y 9 MUREY F
PEAT T HCEL, BATE T AR S KA e e —

5 5% Xk
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