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Codon Usage Bias in Chloroplast Genomes of Two Medicinal Species of Notopterygium H. de Boissieu

WANG Lin-xuan, WANG Gao-feng, GU Wei et al ( College of Life Sciences, Qinghai Normal University, Xining, Qinghai 810000)
Abstract This study analyzed the codon usage bias and affecting factors of the protein coding genes (CDS) of the chloroplast genomes of two
medicinal plants, Notopterygium incisum and N. franchetii. The results showed that the chloroplast genomes of N. incisum and N. franchetii
had a total ENC value of 49. 79 and 49. 70, respectively, indicating weak codon usage bias. The third base of the codon of the two chloroplast
genomes preferred to use A/T. The analysis of PR2-plot showed that selection pressure and nutation were the main factors affecting the bias of
codon usage in N. incisum and N. franchetii CDS, while neutrality plot and ENC-plot analyses both illustrated selection pressure was the main
factors affecting codon usage bias in the two species. Relative Synonymous Codon Usage (RSCU) analysis determined 30 high-frequency co-
dons used in N. incisum and N. franchetii, almost all ending with A or U, with only UUG ends with G. There were nine optimal codons identi-
fied in N. incisum, and seven optimal codons found in N. franchetii. The five optimal codons shared by N. incisum and N. franchetii were
namely UUG, CAU, CGU, AGU, GGA. The results provide important basal data for the future study of gene expression, protein translation

and molecular breeding of medicinal Notopterygium plants.
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Table 1 GC contents and the third base of codon in chloroplast genes of Notopterygium incisum and N. franchetii

Wb Crs Ces Cy Ces Cocr Coea Cocs Cec ENC
Species % % % % % % % % ’
JEWE N. incisum 46.97 17.05 42.75 18.26 46. 16 38.17 29.97 38.10 49.79
P JENG N. franchetii 47.12 16. 65 43.02 18.46 45.99 37.91 29.67 37.86 49.70

fii F CUSP S it 2 I8 1 I & 4 5 R 201 g 1 56 PR 1Y)
CicCooi Coer Coes JENC, 55 | 535 1 58 1 58 1 1) -
R g i L H Y C SEY1E R 38. 64% Fi1 38. 44% (3
2), ERAK, BIEMGE ST P Coe i L
ps11, Coe FARMIFER R yofl o IFEIE FTE I IE I S i e 1R 1Y
ENC {50 Bl 43 312 36. 33~55. 03 37. 97 ~57. 09, 1fij HL I 75 4
H 83%miS R R ) ENC {ER T 45. 00, S S836 A 79% 4t
FEH B ENC KT 45. 00, 156 B 2255025 5% 35 R 29 R (5 FH O
PERES . 2 FPIETE A rps8 1Y ENC {H />, 23 3 2k 36. 33 FlI

37.97, 3] rps8 1E 2 FhIE I A B5 L IR v i P Foc ok
X2 il SE I ) i SR AR G A B ALY Coy  Coca Cocs LGC
ENC SR L K Fr 81 < (sequence length, SL) %2 4¢
BEATRASCIE T, 25 R AT 2 Fh G176 A R 2 A Sk i
I, Coe 5 Cory MM EFMIK(E3), H Co, Co, #BH
Cooy JLMFANINE; 2 FHIEHEAY GC i 52 1.2.3 41K
PR FE A JETE S W I IE 9 SL 5 Coe \Cora Cocs
GC.ENC ¥ MRk 2 RhIEHs i SC R 4 R oAy
TE—E 2250, Jetli ) ENC 15 Coes M B ERHSC, T 5E I35 19



50 %3 4 ks 2 AP RS A AL 0 T R B AL ATk R AR AT 97

ENC B 745 Cooy iR ERIZSN, 385 GC BEHIRK,
®2 2MEFEHEGRLEREDT GC 4R

Table 2 GC contents of genes in Notopterygium incisum and N. franchetii chloroplast

HER FETE N. incisum FaIENE N. franchetii

Gene Coc /% Coca /)% Cees//% Coc//% ENC Coer /)% Coca//% Cocs//% Coc //% ENC
accD 41. 63 35.51 28.98 35.37 47. 11 41. 63 35.71 29.18 35.51 46. 05
atpA 56. 50 39. 96 25.20 40. 55 47.07 56. 69 39. 57 25.20 40. 49 46. 73
atpB 56. 02 42.17 29. 92 42.70 48. 88 55.31 42. 08 30. 46 42. 62 49. 26
aipEl 49.25 40. 30 30. 60 40. 05 55.03 51. 06 39.01 29. 08 39.72 55.59
atpF 48.35 34. 62 35. 16 39.38 48.83 48.35 35. 16 34. 07 39. 19 50. 07
atpl 49. 19 37.50 28.23 38.31 45. 61 49. 19 37. 50 28.63 38. 44 47. 68
ccsA 34.26 37. 04 27. 47 32.92 50. 90 34.77 36. 00 26. 15 32.31 46. 33
cemA 40. 43 28.26 30.43 33.04 45.54 38. 82 27. 06 28.24 31.37 50. 72
clpP 57.58 37.37 30. 81 41.92 49. 83 57.58 36. 87 32.32 42. 26 53. 14
matK 41. 06 33.79 30. 06 34.97 52.07 40. 91 33. 60 29.25 34. 58 51.94
ndhA 43. 68 39. 01 22. 80 35.16 42.78 43. 41 39. 56 22.25 35. 07 42.74
ndhB 42.19 39.55 31.24 37. 66 48. 89 41. 68 38.94 31.12 37.25 48. 44
ndhC 44. 63 32.23 25. 62 34. 16 46.79 47.93 33. 06 25. 62 35.54 47. 85
ndhE 40. 59 34. 65 21.78 32.34 43.03 41. 18 34.31 20. 59 32.03 38. 18
ndhF 36. 39 35. 44 24.53 32.12 43.77 36.33 35.12 23.99 31. 81 43.43
ndhG 45.20 35.03 28. 81 36.35 47. 96 46. 33 35.03 25.99 35.78 45.32
ndhH 51. 02 36. 80 27. 41 38. 41 47.75 51.02 36. 55 27. 16 38.24 47.39
ndhl 39. 88 37.50 25. 60 34.33 46. 65 37.39 34. 87 28.99 33.75 43. 67
ndhJ 49. 69 36. 48 30. 19 38.78 50. 77 49. 69 36.48 30. 19 38.78 44.93
ndhK 44. 69 44. 25 26. 99 38. 64 50. 97 44.25 44. 69 26. 99 38. 64 49. 85
petA 52. 96 36. 76 32. 40 40. 71 53.75 52. 65 37.38 31. 15 40. 39 52.74
petB 48. 61 41. 67 33.33 41.20 46. 04 49. 07 41. 67 29. 17 39.97 42.71
petD 51.55 39.13 24. 84 38.51 39.38 51. 55 39.13 22.98 37. 89 39.13
psaA 52. 60 43. 41 31. 69 42.57 49. 05 52. 60 43. 41 33.02 43.01 50. 33
psaB 48. 98 43.27 31.70 41.32 47. 46 48. 84 43.27 32.52 41. 54 47.217
psbA 50. 00 43. 50 33.33 42.28 39.12 — — — — —
psbB 55.21 46. 56 31.83 44.53 49.49 54. 81 46.76 31.24 44.27 48. 34
psbC 53. 16 45. 99 32.91 44. 02 45. 40 53. 16 45. 99 31.43 43.53 44. 75
psbD 52.26 43.22 32.49 42. 66 45.25 52.26 43.22 33.05 42. 84 46. 44
rbeL 58.19 43. 07 32. 14 44. 47 49.37 58.40 43. 07 32.14 44. 54 49. 49
pl14 56. 10 38.21 30. 89 41.73 46. 69 55.28 38. 21 31.71 41.73 45.32
pl16 50. 00 52.94 22.79 41.91 37.72 — — — — —
pl2 — — — — — 50. 55 49. 09 33.09 44. 24 54. 12
pl20 38.76 41. 09 24. 81 34. 88 49. 26 38.76 41. 09 25.58 35. 14 48. 83
pl22 40. 00 35.76 29. 09 34.95 49. 12 41.21 35.76 28. 48 35.15 47.75
rpoA 46. 33 32.49 28. 81 35. 88 51.99 46. 33 32.77 28. 81 35.97 52. 87
rpoB 50. 89 38. 10 29. 04 39.34 49. 10 50. 23 37. 63 28. 01 38. 62 47.91
rpoC1 50.29 37.61 27.70 38.53 49.77 49. 56 37.76 29. 01 38.78 50. 47
rpoC2 45.94 36. 76 29. 86 37.52 50. 52 45.72 36. 38 29. 48 37.19 50. 35
rpsll 54. 68 55. 40 27.34 45. 80 54. 05 53.24 56. 12 28.78 46. 04 52.97
rps12 52.42 48.39 27.42 42.74 46. 99 52.42 48. 39 27.42 42.74 46. 99
psl4 44. 55 47.52 37.62 43.23 50. 28 45. 54 48.51 35. 64 43.23 49. 95
ps18 38.24 43. 14 29. 41 36.93 49. 25 37.25 43. 14 30. 39 36.93 49. 40
ps2 42. 62 41.77 29. 54 37.97 49. 32 43. 46 40. 93 29. 11 37.83 49. 41
ps3 45. 41 33.49 26. 15 35.02 49. 86 46. 58 33.79 24.20 34. 86 50. 55
rps4 50. 99 38. 12 31. 19 40. 10 54. 15 51.49 38. 12 30. 20 39.93 53.72
ps7 53.21 45. 51 22. 44 40. 38 44. 46 51.92 44.23 23. 08 39. 74 47. 25
ps8 41. 48 40. 00 24. 44 35.31 36. 33 40. 00 37.78 24. 44 34. 07 37.97
yefl 34.43 30. 32 27.59 30.78 48. 08 34.43 29. 82 26. 30 30. 18 47. 84
yef2 41. 84 35.18 36. 83 37.95 52. 96 41.95 35.09 36. 46 37.83 52.76
yef3 48.52 38. 46 28.99 38. 66 49. 49 47.93 38. 46 31.95 39.45 54. 88

yef4 44.32 42.16 37.84 41.44 54.29 44.32 41.62 36.76 40.90 57.09
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Table 3 Correlation coefficient between the parameters of genes in Notopterygium incisum and N. franchetii
FETE T IE0E N. franchetii
N. incisum Ceci Coen Cecs GC ENC SL
Coar 1. 000 0.459" " 0. 266 0.835"" 0.192 -0. 178
Coex 0.451" " 1.000 0.276 0.795" " 0.124 -0.242
Cecs 0. 186 0. 055 1. 000 0.584" " 0.601" " 0.179
GC 0.843" " 0.756" " 0.471° " 1.000 0.349" -0.152
ENC 0.035 -0. 105 0.477" " 0.131 1. 000 0. 106
SL -0.173 -0.250 0.216 -0. 145 0. 158 1. 000
TE: * FRTE 0. 05 ACTFWEARIE; + * FIRTE 0. 01 7K ZAHC
Note: * indicates significant correlation at 0. 05 level; # * indicates significant correlation at 0. 01 level
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Table 4 Distribution of ENC ration

IR 2R FEWE N. incisum P IENE N. francheti
Class boundary Class mid-value ZH% Number ZH 45 Frequency ZH% Number 24 Frequency
-0.15~<-0.05 -0.1 1 0.02 1 0.06
-0.05~<0.05 0 24 0.47 23 0.44
0.05~<0. 15 0.1 19 0.45 20 0. 46
0.15~<0.25 0.2 6 0.04 6 0.04
0.25~<0.35 0.3 1 0.02 0
Jit Total 51 1.00 50 1
x5 2MEFNRNEZERTFERE
Table 5 RSCU analysis of Notopterygium incisum and N. francheti
e JETE N. incisum TiMJENE N. francheti
No. FAHRTR AA RS Codon ¥+ Number RSCU FARTR AA R Codon %3 Number  RSCU
1 Phe UuuU 763 1.33 Phe Uuu 777 1.36
uuc 384 0.67 uuc 368 0.64
2 Leu UUA 693 1.94 Leu UUA 697 1.96
uuG 437 1.23 uuG 431 1.21
CUU 456 1.28 CUU 450 1.27
cuc 137 0.38 cuc 136 0.38
CUA 284 0. 80 CUA 279 0.79
CUG 131 0.37 CUG 138 0.39
3 Ile AUU 819 1.43 Ile AUU 842 1.47
AUC 347 0.61 AUC 316 0.55
AUA 554 0.97 AUA 564 0.98
4 Met AUG 462 1.00 Met AUG 451 1.00
5 Val GUU 420 1.51 Val GUU 413 1.48
Guc 127 0.46 Guc 132 0.47
GUA 401 1.44 GUA 402 1.44
GUG 168 0.60 GUG 170 0.61
6 Ser UCu 425 1. 68 Ser UCcu 416 1. 66
ucc 245 0.97 ucc 238 0.95
UCA 296 1.17 UCA 288 1.15
UucG 149 0.59 UucG 164 0. 66
7 Pro CCu 345 1.62 Pro CCu 336 1.57
CCC 153 0.72 CCC 160 0.75
CCA 227 1.07 CCA 226 1.06
CCG 127 0. 60 CCG 133 0.62
8 Thr ACU 431 1.63 Thr ACU 435 1. 66
ACC 195 0.74 ACC 186 0.71
ACA 311 1.18 ACA 311 1. 19
ACG 121 0. 46 ACG 114 0.44
9 Ala GCU 510 1.79 Ala GCU 485 1.77
GCC 187 0. 66 GCC 175 0.64
GCA 315 1.11 GCA 303 1. 11
GCG 126 0.44 GCG 130 0.48
10 Tyr UAU 629 1.61 Tyr UAU 629 1.61
UAC 152 0.39 UAC 153 0.39
11 TER UAA 27 1.59 TER UAA 30 1.58
UAG 11 0. 65 UAG 15 0.79
12 His CAU 367 1.49 His CAU 374 1.52
CAC 127 0.51 CAC 118 0.48
13 Gln CAA 570 1.51 Gln CAA 560 1.50
CAG 186 0.49 CAG 185 0.50

e



100 B A 2022 £
RS
Fe JEiE N. incisum P IENE N. francheti
No. AR AA 2L+ Codon ¥4 Number RSCU AR AA 2L Codon ¥4 Number  RSCU
14 Asn AAU 732 1.50 Asn AAU 744 1.52
AAC 241 0.50 AAC 234 0.48
15 Lys AAA 804 1.51 Lys AAA 827 1.51
AAG 263 0.49 AAG 268 0.49
16 Asp GAU 669 1.62 Asp GAU 669 1. 60
GAC 156 0.38 GAC 166 0.40
17 Glu GAA 818 1.51 Glu GAA 803 1.50
GAG 269 0.49 GAG 269 0.50
18 Cys UGU 165 1.54 Cys UGU 164 1.54
UGC 49 0. 46 UGC 49 0.46
19 TER UGA 13 0.76 TER UGA 12 0.63
20 Trp UGG 369 1.00 Trp UGG 358 1.00
21 Arg CGU 266 1.32 Arg CGU 263 1.32
CGC 75 0.37 CGC 76 0.38
CGA 277 1.38 CGA 275 1.38
CGG 101 0.50 CGG 94 0.47
22 Ser AGU 318 1.26 Ser AGU 312 1.25
AGC 83 0.33 AGC 82 0.33
23 Arg AGA 366 1.82 Arg AGA 366 1.83
AGG 120 0. 60 AGG 124 0.62
24 Gly GGU 479 1.35 Gly GGU 458 1.31
GGC 171 0.48 GGC 164 0.47
GGA 525 1.48 GGA 529 1.51
GGG 240 0. 68 GGG 247 0.71

x6 2WMEENRMRTRTF
Table 6 Optimal codons in chloroplast genome of Nofopterygium inci-

sum and N. francheti

o FETE N. incisum FaMIENE N. franchetii
o T EmE AR T IR
Codon Amino acid Codon Amino acid

1 uuG* " Leu uuG™ Leu

2 Cuu” Leu CCA™ Pro

3 ACU" Thr CAU” His

4 UAU™ Tyr CGU” Arg

5 CAU" ™" His AGU™ Ser

6 AAU™" Asn AGA™ Arg

7 CGU™ Arg GGA”™ Gly

8 AGU ™ Ser

9 GGA ™" Gly

e Fn ARSCU = 0. 25 = # /8 ARSCU=0. 3; # % * FEIR
ARSCU=0.5

Note: * indicates ARSCU=0. 2; * * indicates ARSCU=0.3; % % =
indicates ARSCU=0. 5
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