oL OR Mk K F F IR, 2024, 41(4): 696-705
Journal of Zhejiang A&F University
doi: 10.11833/}.issn.2095-0756.20230498

ZLZMHREERAZBFRTFES T
', WK, & W', AEA, 2 &
(1 JA R K2 Bt S TR AR, TTRE P 471023; 2. St MOV BLAIGE e, St StFE 550005)
WE: [ B8] KK R L& Dendrocalamus farinosus *F AR K B FE TR M X, S # a0 &4 BT
12 RARIF I L2 RA, SFHEREELTF, A+ A Bambusoideae #4y ot R A WAL AR R AERIE, [ ik ]
#%& ¥ GenBank & % 5 MZ681865.156 A % H B R £ 4 H K15 & F & (NCBI) 4% & ¥ T & 85 & F L A4t kAW A
7], #| M CodonW, CUSP & R &= &M 547 A 2 F AT 4 (ENC). i B I5H (CAI) A= R SUE AL -FAasb4E A & (RSCU) %
J64%, 2 RSCU #4753 47, 4RI ENC A= RSCU M & AT #4745, [#R ] B LA TRRA R AT AT 6
By 2ok (G) FRerER (C) BT b 9l 3 (GC W) F35 % 39.48%, H GC1(47.69%)>GC2(39.70%)>GC3(31.05%), % #F
FALAIARIF A A/U 45 B; ENC %404 35 A L, CALH 16.6%, EBEAFIRiaeis; FHAB LS. ENC-plot 2
Fa PR2-plot 47 &P : Hra R b AH T KA RAE DT RhifFke) T2 REAZ A\ Rie#, 34 GCA. GCU, UUC &
GGU ¥ I8 AMEAFHEE AR LA RARARBRGRHRELT ., (4] ARAERRLAHTRAARBERLT
Fadg ity 2B &, ki B LAATEKRAREA GCU, GAU AR GGU ¥ 18 ARAELTF, B 5K 5430
ERIE: RLAA; BATRIEFE; HEARLARN; REEST
FESZES: S$795.5; S722 XHAFRAERD: A TEHS: 2095-0756(2024)04-0696-10

Analysis of codon preference in chloroplast genome of
Dendrocalamus farinosus

WEI Ya’nan', GONG Minggui', BAINa', SU Jiajie', JIANG Xia’

(1. College of Food and Bioengineering, Henan University of Science and Technology, Luoyang 471023, Henan,
China; 2. Guizhou Academy of Forestry, Guiyang 550005, Guizhou, China)

Abstract: [Objective] The objective is to explore the preferred usage patterns of chloroplast genome codon in
Dendrocalamus farinosus, analyze the main reasons affecting the codon usage preference of D. farinosus, and
determine the optimal codon, so as to provide reference for chloroplast genomics research in Bambusoideae
plants. [Method] According to the GenBank login number MZ681865.156, 85 chloroplast gene sequences of
D. farinosus were downloaded from National Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI) database in the
United States. CodonW, CUSP and R language software were used to analyze the effective number of codons
(ENC), adaptation index (CAI) and relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU). Correspondence analysis of
RSCU was performed and the codons were sorted based on ENC and RSCU values. [Result] The average ratio
of guanine (G) and cytosine (C) in the chloroplast genome codon (GC ratio) was 39.48%, with GCl1
(47.69%)> GC2 (39.70%)> GC3 (31.05%), and the last codon base preferred to end in A/U. The majority of

ENC value was above 35, and CAI value was 0.167, so the codon preference was weak. Neutral plot analysis,
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ENC-plot and PR2-plot analysis showed that natural selection was the main factor affecting the codon
preference of the chloroplast genome of D. farinosus. A total of 18 codons, including GCA, GCU, UUC, and
GGU, were identified as the optimal codons for the chloroplast genome of D. farinosus. [Conclusion] Natural
selection is the main factor contributing to the codon preference of the chloroplast genome in D. farinosus, and
18 optimal codons such as GCU, GAU, and GGU are screened for the chloroplast genome of D. farinosus. [Ch,
5 fig. 5 tab. 30 ref.]

Key words: Dendrocalamus farinosus; codon preference; chloroplast genome; optimal codons

RN AL B A YIRS LS R . BRE NS DNA Z R M E LN, TEEYIRs S i 5
W g 2 OCHE B APEIY gt R — 2 BE IR A AN [R] 25 A PR o () SO | TR R 28 A8 Fn 3 SR e
(s, L ] SRS 76 A 0 B R R P A A S A, R S I R AR A
(A= W2 DB 5 B 05 O A PR UIAR O, RS A AN SR LS i A 40 2 ) 25 DR 1) 28 11 I 6 s 23
FPRERM ) B2 RS . TS FEE A mRNA B9& AP, IR R . [El— el o2 o & A0
R, ELAG AR B 65— O - (AR X, 3 5 20 B 0 e 1) 285 A e e P A i ) o 22 i) ) R PR
N, MR RYF ZEEE DGR, @ e s, RRa8 5 b i B 4 Fh A 1k il i v A
PYFEIR AR, A S TR AR B R A H bR LR R LS AR 5D

P21 2847 Dendrocalamus farinosus Jg& 77 . Bambusoideae #1477 J& Dendrocalamus, X 45 W4T HIEL
JRAT, JEr E PR X R L G ARC, AEREEE, dE MR, AR RER e, R TOL R A ST
Vidh, S 8AT Bambusa rigida #JE 77 4 A3 1 AR A O BT SRR 50 B8 LU 2R A I S AR L DR 20 %%
T fift A A 1 A A e DR o R T SR A b A R FUR G2 L AT R R BE I EL, ARFSE LA L ZEAT
2R AR SE N E 9 A SR XT 52, A3 T FLBE A O P (o R RS, R0 0T 8 A DG 3R 8 JE IR %) 25 1) - (v
L2 OV BB - A R TN e 3N P S R [ S 6 3 O 2 P O A v A B 2 I (e T ) =S 4
LU AR Ay It A R PR TR e it S I S (AL B Al

1 MoK 5 7%

1.1 MEEEERE A F 5 H3REL

HR % GenBank % 5% 5 MZ681865.156 7£ 3¢ [H [H 5 A= W H A7 Bt (NCBI) £088 1 8 = T 202
INZEAT AL N AL 91, SE 85 4 4mfd 741 (CDS). 741 8 42 5i/NT 300 bp £ % 88 M 4 P45 H
(R s = AR S i U2 PR R R A R AT IR E , BB T A /N T 300 bp HEE (19)7 51, FRIGE 16 %65 1
HATG, ZAE% 0 TAG. TGA Fl TAA MIF4], B2k 15 51 % CDS JFIUE NG L3t BIREA T 51
1.2 FRFAERSW

izH] CodonW1.4.2 (http://sourceforge.net/projects/codonw) 1 EMBOSS (http://imed.med.ucm.es/EMBOSS/)
THEARESTH (ENC)., &R FREL (CAD . i FImtETE 40 (CBD) . WML &S F4K (FOP) LA K ST
EIMEFRA. T. C. GHEE (31Eh A3, T3, C3. G3). FIH ENC W% 6%+ bf 72
ENC>35 UtHI % Fmbar vk b5 ;s Rz, UiMmar R, @it CUSP #AF 4317 01 A5 2% 5+ 1 1
WS (G) FILMENE (C) BT i (¥ HL 36 (GC L) B GC T LA (GCyy), T SPSS 25.0 B X 11 ZE AT 25
THALE I GC HR Y ENC #4741 5650HT
1.3 AN EXZBFERES R

izl CodonW 1.4.2 X} [m] SCEF S F-AHXd HIBE (RSCU) AT 2347, RIZ % 5 1 S5 o feff FH AR 3 5 L 3
W HSPRI HAE, 4 RSCU KF 1, R ESTRAHE FZ ST, RN RS 24 RSCU
T LB, BT 24 RSCU /N 1B, S80S~ Fi s d g 55 )
1.4 HELES T

T PR 22 1] 53 AT 2 X S T 2 65 4R A A 1k 0 O B IRV R AT A A, Xk GC3, Y#lh GC1 M
GC2 (I F¥ME , 2 4 W B X GC3 A1 GC12 (£ 3E [ GC1 Al GC2 1 F- ¥ {8 1 #H & M 2E 47 70 Bt
(GC1, GC2, GC34rHMtEEEE 1. 2. 3 MM THY GC i), A PIHREEET 1, 18% GC3 il GC12 &
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EAOG, BRI 225, UL R AR RS B A e R RN R A IH R BRI 0, MR A
SRIEFE R EEINE
1.5 ENC-plot 4B o

ENC-plot £ [#] 5317 2 I 25 i1 19 {5 Pl -1k 32 B 98 A8 F1 [ SR BERR A2 A2 B2 . (] Python 3.7 #E47
ENC-plot £ I /3#T, MABUS A, BEVRERS 5 GC3. ENC, JF4:Hl ENC MIFRIERZE . B 7 f 5
IEEAEPRERN R L, FRIARAS R B IRt ry EZE N ER, A A s FbR e 2 s AR,
WY O ok S22 PR A SRR .
1.6 PR2-plot {RE&F 5

PR2-plot 73 A7 & I FE P th 85 A - 19 55 3 A B L A A BRI 0 o 1T 0 L v 5 3 037 1 4 Pl
A. T. C. GWl, G3/(G3+C3) N X%l, A3/(A3+T3) N Y, % PR2-plot HUS A, rfts s Bk e
B A=T. C=G HIR9fE, FCFALT I X I 2 - FF- Jo fif w1
1.7 HMEBFIH

¥ 51 23R THFHES G 1 ENC 15 Pt 109% B9 ar iy . IRFRIA R E . it CodonW B4t
BE 24 3K % % F 9 RSCU Rl ARSCU,  [d] B i 2 i 430 %% %+ (RSCU> 1) il iy 3 3k %5 i ¥
(ARSCU=0.08) 1Y A it %117,
1.8 RLEMAMEM/LFENZDFRIFELLES T

1£ Codon Usage Database (http://www.kazusa.or.jp/codon/) F# 5 IF R iAME BRI, BiGFE
WAT D. farinosus. 3 WRAT D. sinicus. /N IEAT D. pulverulentus . 3k 84T . KW ¥R A B Escherichia
coli. MR¥E Nicotiana tabacum . FARGIT Arabidopsis thaliana FIEY BEEE Saccharomyces cerevisiae 554 Fh %
PRI 20 25 - ) A A, 5 G L 2T 5 DR 2 5 A 0 AU LU AR A T LU B, M 2R 1L 2R A s -
R L A A Y (A =2.0 5 < 0.5 B, UEBZ -5 92 1L 28 AT i [) SO i fiff A g 1k 22 S K
B HEATE FIRJE R N, R 2 A2 205 - 0 e G- P s 400
1.9 XFRzZ4rHh

B SRR FL R a0 1 IR i T iR 43S, A CodinW 34, EBEXT R T i A AR A A AR R Y
RSCU, For#r 2 oA fe 59 demm=salrh, A dabm i) i xd i o

Fz1 RLEMMFREERSEHD

Table 1  Structural analysis of the choroplast genome of D. farinosus

T2 B 44 LR 2R
&G 1 3R psad. psaB. psbA. psbC. psbD. psbB
; RS T HH etd . petB. petD

HARGIEH B P P P
A5 2 b/ A AR atpA . atpB. awE. apF . atpl
=R A R ndhA. ndhB. ndhC. ndhD. ndhE. ndhF. ndhG. ndhH. ndhl. ndhJ. ndhK
JHIEIE R EERS — B H IR E A T REIE R beL
AR AL T R R K] A, rpoB. rpoCl. rpoC2

e E S T A TR A BRI i rpoA. rpoB. rpo rpo
RNAR G il HE 5L rps2. rps3. rps4. rpsT. rps8. rpsll. rps12. rpsl4. rpsl8
AR /NI I A pl2. rpll4., rpll6., rpl20. rpi22
ARG K ] matK

AL B B cemA
g2t ket g e 4| cesA
ik B 1 - fide 2 TR K] clpP

RINTIREFEA  BUE M- A (] B AE yef2. yef3. infA

2 HERGHT
2.1 EFHETFRIEEHR ST

ST ZEAT SR ARFE K 20 CDS P2 BB ZE 1l . 2 1L ZRAT 1 4 Tl e i of oz 14 ) S %85 %~ 1) 5
3B 3L LB (T3s. A3s. C3s. G3s) 437N 45.28% . 42.07%. 18.13%. 17.96%, T3s Fil A3s it & T
G3s Fl C3s, FWIZE I ZEAT M SR FE DR 2 % 0 A0 55 3 (i 0dE L A/U 50 3. RIZEATH ENC 2h
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50.40, CAIH 16.6%, %5 3 {iiln] LT GC L3 (GC3g) 4 28.1%, & W FLI- 2R (A5 DX 21 %5+ 4
PERCE

Bl BT SRR L A B ) GC B L3y 39.48%, H GC1 (47.69%)> GC2 (39.70%)>
GC3 (31.05%). ENC J 39.04~61.00, ¥J{H K 49.51, GC FLRIEFN BT FIFRA L) A (3 2).
ENC FI# 15 7 3 ML E GC AR KT (R 3) 45 R AI: ENCH GC3 LR B FH K, 5 GCl1,
GC2 AW EHE, UiHH 2+ R Bt 2 GC3 B2 mifE R KT GC1. GC2.

£2 PUEHMEGEEASEEFHTALSHEIT

Table 2 Statistics of codon related parameters of various genes in the chloroplast genome of D. farinosus
GCH#/% GCLE#/%
H ENC CAI  FOP S ENC CAI  FOP
GC GCl GC2 GC3 GC GCl GC2 GC3

rps12 41.87 52.00 4720 2640 4485 0.140 0.341 rps18 3353 3450 39.77 2632 39.04 0.147 0.333
psbA 4256 49.72 4294 3503 4133 0313 0.532 rpl20 36.11 3833 40.83 29.17 5097 0.112 0.298
matK 3444 40.82 3242 30.08 4949 0.166 0.329 clpP 43.01 5253 3825 3825 5237 0.175 0.337
psbD 4444 5339 4350 36.44 4899 0.242 0.456 psbB 44.01 5442 4597 31.63 50.73 0.190 0.380
psbC 44.66 5359 4473 3563 4891 0.183 0.386 petB 41.06 4893 4120 33.05 4731 0.191 0333
rpoB 39.19 49.81 38.01 29.74 49.69 0.153 0.353 petD 40.37 5093 39.13 31.06 49.46 0.161 0.305
rpoCl 39.87 4993 38.07 31.63 5277 0.156 0.347 rpoA 37.06 46.18 3559 29.41 4994 0.151 0311
rpoC2 3895 49.01 36.64 31.18 5229 0.154 0.333 rpsll 4352 50.69 5625 2361 4433 0.174 0.396
rps2 38.40 40.51 4093 33.76 5255 0.168 0.338 infA 4035 43.86 3596 4123 61.00 0.181 0.409
atpl 38.84 4758 3629 32.66 5055 0.163 0.353 rps8 36.50 41.61 41.61 2628 46.62 0.122 0.374
atpF 3827 47.62 3545 31.75 53.17 0.147 0.353 rpll4 3871 5484 37.10 2419 51.90 0.181 0.392
atpA 42.06 56.01 3996 30.12 4996 0.182 0.385 rpll6 4476 52.14 5357 2857 39.41 0.115 0.354
rpsl4 39.42 3942 46.15 32.69 41.73 0.135 0.384 7ps3 33.47 43775 31.67 2500 48.03 0.193 0.402
psaB 41.81 4871 43.13 33.61 4934 0.172 0.350 rpl22 37.56 4133 36.67 34.67 47.48 0.188 0.415
psad 43.68 51.80 4328 3595 5207 0.198 0.373 rpl2 4456 51.77 4858 3333 5333 0.143 0.361
yef3 39.69 47.40 38.15 33.53 5545 0.156 0.343 ndhB 38.16 42.07 3933 33.07 46.71 0.156 0.348
rps4 37.13 4752 37.13 26773 49.59 0.169 0.386 1psT 3949 49.68 4522 23.57 4831 0.164 0.373
ndhJ 39.38 4938 36.88 31.88 51.48 0.176 0.356 ndhF 3419 37.84 3892 2581 46.19 0.144 0.321
ndhK 38.60 41.70 43.72 3036 5191 0.159 0.329 ccsA 33.64 3374 41.10 26.07 45.60 0.152 0.307
ndhC 39.67 50.41 3636 3233 4875 0.177 0.345 ndhD 36.19 40.72 3693 3094 4898 0.133 0.314
atpE 4251 52.17 39.13 3623 5951 0.167 0.405 ndhE 3333 41.18 3235 2647 59.06 0.144 0.316
atpB 42,62 5391 41.68 3226 4743 0.192 0.381 ndhG 3446 44.07 32777 2655 4577 0.125 0.250
rbcL 44.14 57.11 4393 3138 50.19 0.271 0.454 ndhl 3499 37.57 38.67 2873 52.09 0.171 0.345
yef4 4122 4839 39.78 3548 47.14 0.162 0.385 ndhA 33.98 4242 3636 23.14 4435 0.140 0.321
cemA 33.62 4199 2771 31.17 5591 0.176 0.342 ndhH 37.82 50.76 3477 2792 4995 0.155 0.322
petA 40.29 5358 352 3209 51.12 0.155 0.331

®3 ZLEMHEREERAPZIERSHHBEXES

Table 3 Correlation analysis of various gene parameters in the chloroplast genome of D. farinosus

SR GC1 GC2 GC3 ENC CAI CBI FOP GC3s GC
GCl1 1
GC2 0.300%* 1
GC3 0.265 —0.009 1
ENC 0.142 —0.425%* 0.389%* 1
CAI 0.409%* 0.076 0.370%* 0.012 1
CBI 0.438%* 0.272 0.322* —0.092 0.774%* 1
FOP 0.402%* 0.312%* 0.341%* —0.064 0.797** 0.965%* 1
GC3s 0.271 —-0.029 0.946%* 0.445%* 0.330%* 0.330%* 0.370** 1
GC 0.814%* 0.673** 0.525%* 0.010 0.407** 0.512%* 0.518** 0.499%* 1

P R BEASE (P<0.05); **Emi i E ¢ (P<<0.01),
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22 HEXMEXZBFEREST

o1l BT i S A SR DR 2H rh 0 B 18110 MRS (R 4), BT gAY 20 D EER, BT ECh
12~705 4>, HHEHT UGA i 1214, BT & BERZ MRS E ZMRN GAA, A 7054, 21l
AT SRR IR 2R 1 4B )7 81 RSCU Zr BT R B . ZBE 1R & B4R AT 52 2R (Leu) MRS R (Arg), 3
H 6N gAY, gmiS R &R & UUA., UUG. CUU, CUC., CUA fil CUG; iR mRMA
AGA. AGG. CGU, CGC. CGA Hil CGG; Britbz4h, HZMR (Met) MEAZER (Trp) B HA 1 MELT 4
i, Z5E AUG Fl UGG, HARZEIER BT i ™01 2~4 1,

F4 PUEMHREERAEAHRDF RSCU S

Table 4 RSCU of protein coding region in the chloroplast of D. farinosus
AR WS T Bud Rscu || AR WS T Ui RScu || @R WS T Rdd Rscu || &R WHT #dd Rscu
Phe UUU* 644 1.29 Tyr UAU* 532 1.59 Ser UCU* 343 1.58 Cys UGU* 151 1.53

Phe UUC 351 0.71 Tyr UAC 137 041 Ser UCC* 260 1.19 Cys UGC 47 047
Leu UUA* 634  1.94 TER UAA* 28 1.56 Ser UCA* 222 1.02 Arg AGA* 322 175

Leu UUG* 362 1.11 TER UAG 14 0.78 Ser UCG 119  0.55 Arg AGG 119 0.64
Leu CUU* 420 1.29 TER UGA 12 0.67 Ser AGU* 273 1.25 Arg CGU* 261 1.41
Leu CUC 138 0.42 Trp UGG* 328  1.00 Ser AGC 89 041 Arg CGC 95 051

Leu CUA 295 0.90 Gln CAA* 477  1.53 Thr ACU* 403 1.68 Arg CGA* 234 1.27
Leu CUG 107 033 Gln  CAG 148 047 Thr ACC 181 0.75 Arg CGG 76 0.41
Ile AUU* 740 148 Glu GAA* 705  1.46 Thr ACA* 259 1.08 Gly GGU* 421 1.24

Ile AUC 295 0.59 Glu GAG 263 0.54 Thr ACG 116 048 Gly GGC 145 043
Ile AUA 461  0.92 Lys AAA* 647 144 Ala  GCU* 493  1.73 Gly GGA* 538 1.58
Met AUG* 416  1.00 Lys AAG 253 0.56 Ala  GCC 172 0.60 Gly GGG 259 0.76

Val GUU* 382 147 Asp GAU* 522 1.54 Ala  GCA* 343 1.20 Pro CCU* 286  1.48
Val GUC 126 0.49 Asp GAC 155 046 Ala  GCG 135 047 Pro CCC* 196  1.01
Val GUA* 390  1.50 His CAU* 311 1.47 Asn  AAU* 528 148 Pro CCA* 209  1.08
Val GUG 139 0.54 His CAC 112 0.53 Asn  AAC 187  0.52 Pro CCG 84 043

Pl . *FRRSCUKRTF I E N T

P AT SRR FE R 4] RSCU KF 1 65750 H b 34 4~ (43515 UUU, UUA, UUG. CUU,
AUU, AUG, GUU, GUA, UCU, UCC, UCA., AGU, ACU, ACA, GCU, GCA., AAU, UAU,
UAA. UGG. CAA. GAA., AAA, GAU, CAU, UGU, AGA, CGU, CGA. GGU, GGA, CCU,
CCC 1 CCA), WPk T 34 M EiEis 7, HpLl A, U, C. GZRMEHEETA 13, 16, 2 Fl
1A, XU B FIRiF LA A FT U 45, RSCU K 3 %15+ 43 51 UUU (1.94). CUA (1.73) FlI
uCu (1.75).

23 FHELESH

R R M AL HARE R R R I Z R, MU 3 ANE TS Z I ECR . 4550 R0 .
W ARAR GC3 BB K 23.14%~41.23%, AR GC12 HIEUEH 39.04%~61.00% (& 1), Z21LIZEFTHY Pearson
MRFRECN 017, RIEMKXR, BIRMEEEIEREHN 0.1868, HeE RE (RY) B/, 4 0.0282,
GCI12 1 GC3 WIASCHEAR B, ULRH LI SRR EL R 21 2 T 41 52 A SRIEFERZ AR
2.4 ENC-plot £ B4

K2 7R : ENC IR, Do frEtnfE & mhin, @A D5 amrErrfEth 2 Lo, 78
) ENC ¥ RF 35, 5T ENC A 220, BB 20T %00 T 4 45 55 L B AR5 6 R 98 AR 4 % HoAf
AR . TS ERRERN R T SR B FL A 22, T DA 1L 28 3 DR A 530~ 0 P i e e 32 2
Z H AR .

2.5 PR2-plot ZE4H7
Bl 3R A GAE T B 4 A4S BN A IE AR 5], FE A3/(A3+T3)<<0.5 Fil G3/(G3+C3)>
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Figure I  Analysis of neutrality plot Figure 2 Analysis of ENC-plot Figure 3 Analysis of PR2-plot

0.5 XEGEFIN iR Z . RUIG 3 MM BN T>A, G>C, RILZERH SRR H 251
IR R E ¥ drevio e S il = S 1w O [ L P B T R U R R o S e o g S P ST e iU AU
2.6 BREBHFHHE

XTZE I ZEAT I ENC #E A7 FH P HES, 1T 10% R R FL B, Bl rps18. rpll6. psbA. rpsl4. rpsll,
5 10% HAKRFIAFEE, B) yef3. cemA. ndhE. atpE. infd. F1ZEATH RSCU Fl ARSCU % B (55 5):
R ZEAT AR R AT 32 DS, it GCA. GCU 4§ 25 PRIk E ¥, w4 HfiE 184
WA AE R B Ll ZEAT R B R A W LB B, 4350 UAA. GCA. GCU, UUC. GGU. AAA.
CUU, UUA, CCA. CCU, CAA, AGA. CGU, AGU, UCC, ACU, GUA, GUU. H 161 LA
A/U 512, 2 1LL C 451,

%5 RUEMMEEEEAS SRR RSCU HH RRAZDT 5

Table 5 RSCU analysis and optimal codon analysis of amino acids in chloroplast genome of D. farinosus

T — e —

AR EET %slﬂcf [;J:zf {Ejzf ARSCU || &Mm  %iF %s[ic]f ';’:if {E:Ef ARSCU
Ter UAA*** 15600 18000 12000  0.6000 | Met AUG 10000 1.0000 1.0000 0

UAG 07800  0.6000 12000 -0.6000 || Asn AAC* 05200 08936 06250 02686

UGA 0.6700  0.6000 0.6000 0 AAU 14800  1.1064 13750 02686

Ala  GCA** 12000 12000 07347 04653 | Pro CCA** 10800 08000 05000 03000

Gee 0.6000 04571 06531 —0.1960 cce 10100 08000 1.1667 03667

GCG 04700 02286 07347  —0.506 1 CCG 04300 04444 10000 —0.5556

GCU* 17300 2.1143 18776 02367 CCU*** 14800 19556 13333  0.6223

Cys  UGCH* 04700 04000 0 04000 | Gln  CAA* 15300 15000 13684  0.1316

UGU 15300 1.6000 20000 —0.4000 CAG 04700 05000 06316 -0.1316

Asp GAC* 04600 05000 04118 00882 || Arg AGA* 17500 17234 1.5349  0.1885

GAU 15400 15000 15882  -0.0882 AGG 06400 03191 08372 -0.5181

Glu GAA 14600 11892 15789 —0.3897 CGA 12700 12766 13953 —0.1187

GAG** 0.5400 0.8108 04211 03897 CGC 05100 03191 08372 05181

Phe UUC** 12900 10417 06500 03917 CGG 04100 03191 02791  0.0400

uuuU 07100 09583 13500 03917 CGU*** 14100 20426 11163 09263

Gly GGA 15800 12537 18182 05645 || Ser AGC 04100 03846 04706  —0.0860

GGC 04300 04179 04848  —0.0669 AGU** 12500 18462 14118 04344

GGG 07600 01194 03636 —0.2442 UCA 10200 06154 1.0588 —0.443 4

GGU*** 12400 22090 13333 08757 UCC** 11900 17692 09412  0.8280

His CAC** 05300 09412 05714 03698 UCG 05500 01538 07059 —0.5521

CAU 14700 10588 14286 —0.3698 ucu 15800 12308 14118  —0.1810
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Table 5 Continued
wem  mmy DA @R RRE Lo | mem ey S mRERRE L
RSCU RSCU RSCU RSCU RSCU RSCU
Ile AUA 0.9200 0.850 7 0.949 4 —-0.098 7 Thr ACA 1.080 0 1.181 8 1.176 5 0.005 3
AUC* 0.5900 0.626 9 0.5316 0.0953 ACC 0.500 0 0.818 2 1.058 8 —0.240 6
AUU 14800 1.522 4 1.5190 0.003 4 ACG 0.480 0 0.363 6 0.588 2 —-0.224 6
Lys AAA** 1.4400 1.4717 1.1556 03161 ACU** 1.680 0 1.636 4 1.176 5 0.4599
AAG 0.560 0 0.528 3 0.844 4 -0.316 1 Val GUA*** 1.500 0 1.767 4 1.2571 0.5103
Leu CUA 0.900 0 0.8333 1.2955 —0.462 2 GUC 0.490 0 0 1.028 6 -1.028 6
CucC 0.4200 0 0.545 5 —-0.5455 GUG 0.5400 03721 0.3429 0.029 2
CUG 0.3300 0.2500 04773 —-0.2273 GUU** 1.4700 1.860 5 13714 0.489 1
Cuu* 1.2900 1.3333 1.2273 0.106 0 Trp UGG 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 0
UUA*** 1.9400 2.166 7 1.0227 1.144 0 Tyr UAC** 04100 0.5217 0.166 7 0.3550
UuuG 1.1100 1.4167 14318 -0.0151 UAU 1.590 0 1.478 3 1.8333 -0.3550

L B AL T (RSCU> 1.00)H7 FRIZE; * ARSCU=0.08; ** ARSCU=0.3; *** ARSCU=0.5; AV B TH R ZEL T,

2.7 RULUEMMEMILFHEYZBFRIFELZS T

W 2 L BT LN AL B AR S B AT . RRRAT . /NIRRT RESL AT . RIGIR A ME\
0L T RG2S A 1) 35 PR A 2350 - (DR A T LR (] 4). S5 R BRSPS E T,
JRAT /N AT IR Sk AT (8 B 5l DR 0.5~2.0, BB E AT A2 A0 FH A 4 AR R mﬂﬁﬁ
%%%%%%$ﬂGmmmwﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁm&ﬁ@¥%ﬂ@mm-Ek%ﬁ%%\MQ\Mﬁ
T R R 1 1) 2 5 70 FH HUAE P 0 38 = 2.0 3 <<0.5 (0857, 20504 28 A 15, 15, 144>, FEHZEI
ZENT X e R A R U TR A —E R
2.8 XTRISTHT

W I ZEATI ST A SRR (L T BE 2 O & R | 8t RGN L AU RIR 2

b FRY T U P L e =
%Mﬁﬂ%Dmummmmmmomummmmm%cmmomﬂmmmmmmnwummm&ﬁﬂ%ﬁgﬁ
Phe UUU 1.03 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.85 0.55 0.54 0.87]10.99 1.02 1.02 0.99 0.71 0.43 0.48 0.50 UAU Tyr
UuCc 098 1.01 1.01 1.02 0.59 046 0.49 0.42]11.00 1.00 0.99 0.97 0.84 1.34 1.20 0.43 UAC v =
Leu UUA 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.01 0.53 0.24 0.25 0.46]0.92 098 0.97 0.97 2.40 2.40 2.40 4.36 UAA TER*E%/%ﬁz
UuG 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98 2.09 1.23 1.39 1.74]1.03 0.99 0.99 0.98 53.6817.8923.0110:001 UAG 54.00
CUU 096 1.03 1.03 1.10/0.23 0.12 0.11T 0.30410.99 0.99 0.99 1.03 2.01 1.54 1.68 1.89 CAU His

CuC 1.04 1.01 1.01 1.00 0.80 1.07 091 1.13]0.97 1.02 1.02 0.99 0.84 1.43 1.38 0.59 CAC 1.00
CUA 1.03 0.98 0.98 1.10 2.06 0.59 0.58 0.4911.01 1.01 1.02 1.01 1.25 0.71 0.77 1.07 CAA Gln :
CUG 1.01 1.01 1.00 1.030.55 3.81 3.61 2.1211.00 0.98 0.98 0.94[0.22 0.71 0.70 0.37 CAG
e AUU 1.00 1.01 1.01 1.03 1.32 1.00 1.05 2.89]1.01 1.00 1.00 1.03 0.68 0.36 0.41 0.66 AAU Asn 0
AUC 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.02 0.57 0.79 0.80 1.17]1.02 0.97 0.96 1.000.24 0.40 0.34 0.21 AAC
AUA 098 1.00 1.00 0.97 3.60 0.81 0.80 1.05{1.04 0.97 0.97 0.900.12 0.11 0.10 0.21| AAA Lys
Met AUG 1.0l 1.00 1.01 099 131 146 1.63 1.24]1.03 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.35 1.02 0.75 0.62 AAG
Val GUU 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.01 1.61 1.45 1.30 1.27]10.97 1.00 0.97 1.04[0.16 0.16 0.17 0.13K GAU Asp
GUC 0.97 1.01 1.01 1.00 0.52 1.07 0.90 0.46§0.99 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.79 1.79 1.48 0.55 GAC
GUA 1.01 1.02 1.01 0.99 1.29 0.66 0.83 0.56]1.01 1.01 1.01 1.000.31 031 031 041 GAA Glu
GUG 1.02 099 099 0.99 0.88 2.86 1.95 1.11]10.95 0.98 0.98 0.95 0.73 0.94 0.75 1.01 GAG
Ser UCU 1.03 1.02 1.02 0.99 0.69 0.27 0.26 0.31]10.94 1.00 1.01 1.03 1.24 0.81 0.79 0.75 UGU Cys
ucCc 1.03 1.00 1.00 1.01 1.92 1.33 1.32 7.75{0.98 1.01 1.02 1.00 3.03 6.47 5.24 4.41 UGC
UCA 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.01 3.09 1.67 1.55 2.32]1.00 0.98 0.99 1.00 13.37 14.7012.25[0:00' UGA TER
UCG 1.04 1.00 099 0.98 1.81 1.99 2.31 1.70]1.00 0.98 0.98 1.02 0.64 0.57 0.62 0.51 UGG Trp
Pro CCU 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.01 5.67 2.39 2.39 2.83]10.97 1.00 1.00 0.95/0.32 0.53 0.53 0.62 CGU Arg
CCC 1.02 1.00 1.00 0.99 6.49 498 551 3.95(1.00 1.01 1.00 1.02 1.08 5.63 5.63 2.45 CGC
CCA 1.01 1.0l 1.01 1.00 1.77 1.23 1.27 0.8910.98 0.98 098 098 5.70 1.51 1.97 3.23 CGA
CCG 1.01 1.00 1.00 1.01 0.73 2.92 3.15 3.8910.96 1.01 1.00 1.05 1.19 147 1.60 131 CGG
Thr ACU 1.02 1.03 1.03 0.90 0.84 0.38 0.37 0.27]0.99 0.97 0.98 0.95 0.84 0.53 0.54 0.58 AGU Ser
ACC 1.01 1.03 1.02 1.0470.26 0.60 0.63 0.69]1.02 1.02 1.01 1.00 1.35 3.99 3.53 3.37 AGC
ACA 096 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.83 1.52 1.32 1.3111.00 1.00 1.00 0.98 6.00 0.99 1.03 1.12 AGA Arg
ACG 1.00 0.99 0.99 099 232 6.44 7.24 3.2811.01 0.97 0.97 095 4.14 1.10 1.11 0.64 AGG
Ala  GCU 1.00 1.01 1.00 0.99 1.30 0.77 0.76 0.58]0.99 1.00 1.01 1.05 1.19 1.23 129 1.52 GGU Gly
GCC 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.94 2.41 2.54 2.02]11.02 1.01 1.04 0.99 [0.08 0.28 0.32 0.15 GGC
GCA 1.00 1.03 1.03 1.01 0.50 0.66 0.64 0.36]1.02 1.04 1.04 1.02[0.12 0.04 0.04 0.09 GGA
GCG 1.01 0.99 0.99 0.98 091 5.04 3.75 1.55]0.88 1.05 0.99 0.92[0.08 0.08 0.09 0.12) GGG

BALYT; Ds. EJRAT; Dp. BHBRTT; Db. /NPT Br. BESK ST, Bo. RRAHAS Hi; Nt JFE At 00857 So. MR EE.
B4 Rl AAr S ALY E BT ARG HE AR

Figure 4 Comparison of codon preference between D. farinosus and other species
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Figure 5 Correspondence Analysis on RSCU of D. farinosus

5 CAI (/=—0.001 7, P<0.01), CBI (+=0.099 0,
P<0.01), FOP (+=0.083 0, P<<0.01). ENC (+=0.1120, P<<0.01). GC3s (r=—0.1450, P<<0.01) [ HA
BEMIKFR, Hrp CAIF GC3s 2 1 M HA RAHSCICR , R KB T 1w i A 1R 32 51—
RO, FARIERE . FEDR 578 A AT e 5 0w 5% L 26T R DR 2 28 )~ fulf ) D U™
3k

ABIFFEXS G L ZEAT W S A e PR 20 2 B 7 A T P ek 2 A, S 3 51 4% CDS P4, J3 i3k B .
GC1>GC2>GC3, 1L 3 ML E ER AL, B iF L A 30 U 25 ikt HZ
L ZE AT I A B (R 2 1) ENC S4By 49.51, 3 B G S5 (A s P 201 8 % 7 0 ) O Ak 5558 o X S 3Ll
Vitellaria paradoxa Fl — 7+ % % Magnolia soulangeana™ 254 £ AR FE K 2H 2505 P - PE AR AL .

XFGE L 2B SR AR SE R 2 S 1 B4 T 22 (8] . ENC-plot 238 . PR2-plot 23T A I 2B o 7 Hh ik
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BRI R, TERERE R IRA T . B ARG TR AMIR IR TS 0, 5 MR B0 i APk A 7
BREEAL, DTS RE PRI PR AR N B AF ik

MREWF TR RIS IR IEH 44 GCU. GAU LUK GGU 4§ 18 MRS+, ek
AT R L A USSR . %45 RS & 177 Gelidocalamus tessellatus™ F1 & 11 Phyllostachys
edulis® WL RS R 20 B RS T 0 A 45 R — B0, X T RB S R CRAIL, (HAR [ fh 2 8] it £ R L [
A AL AR TP AR DR SV DG AR P i O VR AR IO LU 2R O 4 5 0 -, AT i — 2D 0 H AR PR
TEMT A, &R AT AT A A AL A, DR — O R R g T R
CRISPR/Cas9 AL R L ZEAT B 1, AT R it 22 L1 ZE AT BE TR 20 2 B 19 CasO JEDH, $ v i Bk R R 22 11 24
(BN ESS7y/ O

4 i
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