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Abstract: In order to analyze the codon usage patterns of the chloroplast genome of Firmiana
pulcherrima and Firmiana major. Fifty-two genes selected from these two species of chloroplast
genome, were analyzed using CodonW, CUSP and SPSS software. The result showed that the GC
content in Firmiana pulcherrima was 38.12%, and Firmiana major was 38.05%, suggesting that
A/T base was rich in chloroplast genome. The effective number of codons in F. pulcherrima
ranged from 36.91 to 56.46, and F. major ranged from 36.55 to 58.04, meaning the codon bias was
weak in F. pulcherrima and F. major. F. pulcherrima and F. major both had 29 codons with
relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU) greater than 1 and 28 codons ending with A and U base.
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Neutrality plot showed that there was not significant correlation between GC; and GC,, and the
regression slope was 0.195 in F. pulcherrima, and 0.304 in F. major, suggesting that codon bias
was mainly affected by natural selection. ENC-plot analysis showed that most of genes fell below
and followed the standard curve, and ENC ratio of most genes ranged from -0.04 to 0.10,
suggesting that the mutation also affected the formation of codon bias in F. pulcherrima and F.
major. In addition, 17 codons were identified as optimal codons in F. pulcherrima, and 18 in F.
major. We concluded that the codon usage bias of F. pulcherrima and F. major are formed under
effect of mutation and selection. Although the codon usage pattern of F. pulcherrima and F. major
are very similar, there are some differences, which may be related to the evolutionary mechanism

of adaptive environment.
Keywords: Firmiana pulcherrima, Firmiana major, chloroplast genome, codon usage bias,
optimal codons
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M NCBI 7K 2RI FESEMAEN . = p G SRR B R AT FIE B, B35 5
N NC_036395.1(F. pulcherrima ZEFiAEAH). NC_037242.1(F. major = FatEM). 43753k 82
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Table 1 GC contents and the third base of codon in chloroplast genes of Firmiana pulcherrima and

F. major (%)

P17¢ Species Crs Ces Cas Ces Cecr Cecz Cocs  GC ENC

SENNFEMT F. pulcherrima 4656 17.40 43.07 18.09 46.10 3814 30.11 38.12 50.00
Z FEFEH F. major 46.67 17.23 4317 18.03 46.17 38.06 29.92 38.05 49.94
2R 2 PFRAE A H SRR Gm D 3 R D 7 GC 5 &=(%)

Table 2 Genes GC contents in Firmiana pulcherrima and F. major chloroplast

£H ENFEAT F. pulcherrima = MFEMR F. major
Gene
Coct Coc2 Cocs GC ENC Coc1 Cec2 Cocs GC ENC
accD 40.37 35.50 26.57 34.14 47.29 40.37 35.29 26.57 34.08 47.11
atpA 54.72 40.16 28.15 41.01 47.63 54.92 40.35 28.15 41.14 47.84

atpB 56.11 41.28 31.86 43.09 48.20 56.51 41.48 31.86 43.29 48.50



atpE
atpF
atpl
ccsA
cemA
clpP
matK
ndhA
ndhB
ndhC
ndhD
ndhE
ndhF
ndhG
ndhH
ndhl
ndhJ
ndhK
petA
petB
petD
psaA
psaB
psbA
psbB
psbC
psbD
rbcL
rpl14
rpl16
rpl2
rpl20
rpl22
rpoA
rpoB
rpoC1l
rpoC2
rpsil
rpsi2
rpsl4
rpsi8
rps2
rps3
rps4

52.24
47.57
50.00
36.11
41.74

39.36
4121
41.88
48.76
40.86
38.24
36.77
43.50
50.00
42.86
52.20
44.25
52.96
49.54
51.55
52.46
48.98
49.44
54.22
53.39
52.82
57.44
56.91
48.53
51.27
38.98
41.67
45.43
50.33
50.44
46.45
56.12
52.42
42.57
35.29
45.15
47.95
51.49

40.30
32.97
37.50
38.58
28.70

31.21
38.46
39.14
34.71
37.85
35.29
35.55
34.46
36.29
37.50
37.74
4513
35.83
41.20
40.37
43.68
43.13
43.79
45.97
46.20
43.22
43.19
38.21
52.21
49.09
44.92
41.07
32.01
37.72
37.90
37.40
57.55
48.39
47.52
41.18
43.46
33.33
38.61

34.33
34.05
28.63
27.47
30.87

28.83
23.35
31.31
25.62
30.32
2451
2551
25.42
28.68
27.98
32.08
28.32
33.02
31.48
22.98
34.75
32.52
33.90
30.84
33.12
32.49
31.66
26.83
27.21
32.73
24.58
25.00
28.35
30.44
27.11
30.65
22.30
27.42
34.65
27.45
27.85
26.48
26.24

42.29
38.20
38.71
34.05
33.77

33.33
34.34
37.44
36.36
36.34
32.68
32.61
34.46
38.32
36.11
40.67
39.23
40.60
40.74
38.30
43.63
41.54
42.37
43.68
44.30
42.84
44.10
40.65
42.65
44.36
36.16
35.91
35.26
39.50
38.48
38.17
45.32
42.74
41.58
34.64
38.82
35.92
38.78

56.46
47.85
45.14
44.28
43.32

49.32
43.59
47.84
51.23
49.72
47.06
46.61
45.52
48.67
49.10
55.77
51.27
54.37
45.78
38.90
51.08
49.66
41.16
47.51
47.53
44.73
50.22
48.98
40.54
53.68
47.40
48.62
49.64
50.32
48.73
51.16
43.94
46.53
37.18
38.51
49.70
51.99
50.43

52.24
47.57
50.00
36.11
40.87
57.07
39.76
41.48
41.88
47.93
40.86
38.24
36.91
43.50
50.00
43.45
52.20

52.96
49.54
51.55
52.46
48.98
49.44
54.22
53.38
52.82
57.11
56.10
48.53
51.64
38.98
41.67
45.12
50.23
49.78
46.16
55.40
52.08
42,57
35.29
45.57
47.95
50.50

40.30
32.97
37.50
38.27
29.13
38.38
31.21
38.19
39.14
34.71
37.85
36.27
35.28
34.46
36.80
37.50
37.74

35.83
41.20
39.13
43.68
43.13
43.79
46.17
46.41
43.22
43.30
38.21
52.21
49.09
43.22
41.07
32.01
37.72
37.66
37.60
57.55
47.22
47.52
43.14
43.46
33.33
38.61

35.07
34.05
28.63
27.16
30.87
3131
27.83
23.63
3131
25.62
29.68
2451
24.83
25.42
28.17
27.98
32.08
Pseudogene
33.02
31.02
22.36
34.35
32.52
33.90
30.45
33.12
31.92
31.55
26.83
27.94
32.00
25.42
25.60
28.05
30.25
26.98
29.99
22.30
31.25
34.65
27.45
28.69
25.57
26.24

42.54
38.20
38.71
33.85
33.62
42.26
32.94
34.43
37.44
36.09
36.13
33.01
32.34
34.46
38.32
36.31
40.67

40.60
40.59
37.68
43.50
41.54
42.37
43.61
44.30
42.66
43.99
40.38
42.89
44.24
35.88
36.11
35.06
39.40
38.14
37.92
45.08
43.52
41.58
35.29
39.24
35.62
38.45

58.04
46.83
45.61
44.89
43.59
53.89
49.79
44.45
47.84
51.23
49.23
47.01
45.68
44.97
49.08
49.70
55.77

54.87
45.57
37.55
50.66
49.46
40.64
46.86
47.14
44.89
50.39
47.88
40.54
53.17
48.82
49.25
49.04
50.28
48.60
51.23
43.71
49.59
37.18
38.30
50.74
51.05
50.90



rps7 52.56 4551 23.72 40.60 45.00 52.56 4551 23.72 40.60 45.00
rpss 40.00 41.48 29.63 37.04 36.91 40.00 41.48 28.89 36.79 36.55
ycfl 36.53 29.30 25.52 30.45 48.07 36.62 29.13 25.09 30.28 47.94
ycf2 42.30 34.41 37.05 37.92 53.75 42.17 34.32 36.97 37.82 53.62
ycf3 47.93 38.46 33.14 39.84 55.71 47.93 38.46 32.54 39.64 53.19
ycfd 41.62 41.08 31.35 38.02 50.11 41.62 41.08 30.27 37.66 49.45
3 PR G T L R 25 55 T HH S S RN AR S i
Table 3 Correlation coefficient between the parameters of genes
FE TN AEAR = EIFEMT F. major
F. pulcherrima Cect Cocs Cacs GC ENC SL
Coc1 1.000 0.401** 0.273 0.841** 0.288* -0.158
Coc2 0.404** 1.000 0.083 0.747** -0.257 -0.302*
Coes 0.222 0.005 1.000 0.509** 0.317* 0.214
GC 0.840** 0.743** 0.452%* 1.000 0.133 -0.170
ENC 0.253 -0.261 0.313* 0.109 1.000 0.230
SL -0.155 -0.309* 0.262 -0.161 0.220 1.000

T

*RIRAE 0.05 /KPR MR

**RIRAE 0.01 7K B E AR

Note: * indicates significant correlation at 0.05 level, ** indicates significant correlation at 0.01 level.

2.2 PR S HT
i 1 o, SKIAEAR K 2x4A CDS ) Cocs 5 Cacio & B4 4539114 0.223 0~0.370 5.

0.329 2~0.568 4, = &M 0.223 0~0.369 7. 0.328 8~0.564 8, Fi# I/ ATl JLFHE 4,
Yt P R AR - 2 AT PR BN AR S o PRI AREAR ) Cocs 15 Cocre I Pearson 2% 2 %7373
0.121 1 0.206, #—Z Uil Cocr M Coco 5 Coas AHRMEANLZE, HHGT N5 1. 2 Aride
555 3 MR A R 2 S, RS Im S5 58 3 AL ARG, [RINE, B 2}
7399 0.195 A1 0.304, R HIGLFR L /s P A RE A J iH- S A Ik P 21 % b O 1 ) 5
BEAL, RASKE D AT — € IREN, 25 AR A SRR 85 0l 1 52 1) SR AR 1) i 1y
TR AEAR .

M 2 55 »
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Fig.1 Analysis of neutrality plot Cgc1o against Cgees

2.3 PR2-plot £ & 4347
PR2-plot £ [ /& i3 % 2500 155 3 AT hs k2 BsEAT 204, $R 1T AR A [ ARG 0T 5 1 1

I PERISE0E, 20055 3 frBE Ry A=T F1 C=G, EKH] DNA Wi HAME EATF
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Note: Open circles indicate the average position for each plot. Firmiana pulcherrima; average position is x=0.453
240.073 9, y=0.450 3+0.103 7; F. major average position is x=0.454 4+0.073 6, y=0.451 5+0.107 8.

2 PR2-plot £ & /3 #r
Fig.2 Analysis of PR2-plot [A3/(A3+T3)] against [G3/(G3+C3)]

2.4 ENC-plot 2B

ME 3 AT LR e, PRI 0 R 43 R B A T AR - AR R, BT ENC
185 ENC #IB{E B N#EE, 11 rps8. rpsld. rpsl8. petD. rpll6. psbA i Bl i B8 A vk fih 22
Bz, H ENCEEUN, HFiEEsE. i A (ENC me-ENC 5i)/ENC waZi it K ENC
I AR (R 4), SERER: KHB I ENC A%+ 1-0.04~0.10 2 ], #E—H£ MW
KR4 BE TR IK) ENC A 5 ENC JHERME 22 S B0/, RT3 56 PR A1 i Mk 2 32 3 AR (K
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Tab.4 Distribution of ENC frequency ratio

HRR g SNAEAT F. pulcherrima = HFEHR F. major

Class boundary ~ Class mid-value ZH%{ Number #4145 Frequency #5i%t Number #HJi Frequency

-0.1~0 -0.05 9.00 0.17 9 0.17

0~0.1 0.05 30.00 0.58 29 0.56

0.1~0.2 0.15 9.00 0.17 10 0.19

0.2~0.3 0.25 3.00 0.06 3 0.06

0.3~0.4 0.35 1.00 0.02 1 0.02
% Total number 52.00 1.00 52 1.00
2.5 RSCU 4317

FIF CondonW F5 F7 Xt P RfFE A I SR BE R4 52 D gmfig kR 34T RSCU 43 #r, 455300
5, WERAPATLURIL, PR 0 S iS 1 (RSCU>1) &4 29 4>, HrEr UUG(RSCU
KT 14, BLAIT 45 R 1ES T RSCU EIAFE 1 PAF, SR MOAEAR %S 1 257 FH DL AT
SERMEN T, HNAERE Y SRS T RSCU MR, 325 W GRS ]



HES T R R IR BN, MR A BN RS, FhlE 22 7800 .
5 PIFEM %S+ RSCU K L& i+
Tab.5 Relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU) of genes and the optimal codons in Firmiana

pulcherrima and F. major chloroplast

2TAFEAA F. pulcherrima = EAFEAE F. major

L BT
A Wk mEE REE | WeE mkis ks

Amino Acid Codon
Cp High Low Cp High Low

genome  expression expression genome expression expression

GCA* 1.09 1.14 0.90 1.08 1.14 0.99
Ala(A) GCC 0.67 0.34 0.63 0.68 0.34 0.64
GCG 0.47 0.80 0.70 0.48 0.80 0.60
GCU 1.76 171 177 177 171 1.77
Cys(©) UGC 0.50 0.40 0.59 0.52 0.40 0.63
uGuU* 1.50 1.60 141 1.48 1.60 1.37
Asp(D) GAC 0.42 0.93 0.35 0.41 0.93 0.38
GAU 1.58 1.07 1.65 1.59 1.07 1.62
GAA*(*) 151 1.48 124 1.50 1.56 124
Glu(E) GAG 0.49 0.52 0.76 0.50 0.44 0.76
Phe(P) uuc 0.68 0.26 0.98 0.67 0.35 0.96
Uuyuy*r** 1.32 1.74 1.02 1.33 1.65 1.04
GGA* 1.56 1.65 1.50 1.57 1.65 1.50
GIy(G) GGC 0.43 0.35 0.47 0.43 0.35 0.51
GGG 0.72 0.61 0.95 0.68 0.61 0.92
GGU** 1.29 1.39 1.08 1.33 1.39 1.07
His(H) CAC 0.51 0.40 0.50 0.50 0.40 0.51
CAU* 1.49 1.60 1.50 1.50 1.60 1.49
AUA 0.93 11 1.00 0.94 111 1.00
le(1) AUC 0.57 0.32 0.74 0.57 0.32 0.71
AUU(*)* 1.50 1.58 1.27 1.48 1.58 1.29
AAA** 1.50 1.60 1.23 151 1.60 1.24
LK) AAG 0.50 0.40 0.77 0.49 0.40 0.76
CUA 0.81 0.57 0.87 0.81 0.57 0.84
cuc 0.37 0.19 0.58 0.37 0.19 0.59
Leu(L) CUG 0.39 0.00 0.54 0.39 0.00 0.61
Cuu 1.23 1.52 1.44 1.25 152 1.50
UUA*** 1.97 2.19 1.10 1.96 2.19 0.99
UuG 1.23 1.52 1.48 122 152 1.48
Met(M) AUG 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AAC 0.47 0.72 0.48 0.46 0.69 0.48

Asn(N)

AAU 1.53 1.28 1.52 1.54 131 1.52



CCA 1.13 0.78 1.22 1.12 0.67 1.24

Pro(P) CccC 0.76 111 0.85 0.75 1.22 0.86
ro
CCG 0.56 0.78 0.64 0.57 0.78 0.56
CCu 1.55 1.33 1.28 1.56 1.33 1.33
CAA*** 1.55 2.00 1.37 1.54 2.00 1.42
GIn(Q)
CAG 0.45 0.00 0.63 0.46 0.00 0.58
AGA 1.77 1.94 1.76 1.80 1.92 1.89
AGG 0.62 0.68 0.98 0.62 0.67 0.99
CGA*(*) 1.39 1.61 147 1.40 1.67 1.36
Arg(R)
CGC 0.49 0.42 0.42 0.49 0.42 0.46
CGG 0.43 0.25 0.65 0.40 0.25 0.56
CGU** 1.29 1.10 0.72 1.29 1.08 0.73
AGC 0.39 0.67 0.30 0.37 0.55 0.32
AGU~* 1.23 1.20 1.02 1.25 1.23 1.01
UCA 1.18 0.93 1.14 1.20 0.95 1.18
Ser(S)
ucc 0.97 1.07 1.12 0.96 1.09 1.12
UCG 0.54 0.80 0.81 0.55 0.82 0.76
UCu 1.69 1.33 1.61 1.67 1.36 1.62
ACA* 1.23 1.37 1.20 1.22 1.37 1.25
ACC 0.80 1.03 0.77 0.78 0.91 0.69
Thr(T)
ACG 0.40 0.23 0.67 0.42 0.23 0.79
ACU(*) 1.57 1.37 1.37 157 1.49 1.28
GUA*** 1.46 2.32 1.24 147 2.32 1.23
GUC 0.48 0.13 0.45 0.48 0.13 0.41
Val(V)
GUG 0.59 0.13 0.82 0.60 0.13 0.82
GUU 1.47 1.42 1.48 1.45 142 1.53
Trp(W) UGG 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
UAC 0.41 0.00 0.43 0.41 0.00 0.42
Tyr(Y)
UAU** 1.59 2.00 157 1.59 2.00 1.58
Codons No. — 21138 635 3076 21124 635 3079

HH: *FRIRARSCU=0.08 HIMZr{AREAIZH RSCU>1; **3RISARSCU=0.3 HIF4RREEFIZ] RSCU>L; ***3&
/RARSCU=0.5 A4 K4 RSCU>1, ARSCU iR K 1A 5 K Al B 3R 1 2 2%

Note: * means ARSCU=0.08 and chloroplast RSCU>1 ; **means ARSCU=0.3 and chloroplast RSCU>1;
***means ARSCU=0.5 and chloroplast RSCU>1, ARSCU means RSCU difference between highly expressed

genes and low expressed genes

2.6 BRINEET 2T

Xof PR TR A A A - o s B DR A BE TR ) ENC AEEATHERY 1% tH AR ) 10%E IR
IR FE PR, H o I ook i Jg - 2 A Ji PRI 2 v R IB BE KA rps8. rps14. petD. rps18. rpl16,
“F-14 ENC 184> )4 38.41(F. pulcherrima).38.02(F. major); F. pulcherrima {35 % K yef2.
petA. ycf3. ndhJ. atpE , T F. major 4 ycf2. clpP. petA. ycf3. ndhJ. atpE, “F3% ENC



{8435}y 55.21(F. pulcherrima). 55.24(F. major). 2r5lit5im . KFIAILFZER RSCU fH,
Frt BN 1) ARSCU fH (MR 1A RSCU {H-KRIAFE RSCU 1H), IHHEALZ L+
) RSCU fH &5 & bLAL, it th ARSCU {=0.08, H#{k RSCU>1 HH S+, & SNk
W7o 20 nlhE 7 17, 18 MRARBE L T (WK 4), 477518 GCA. UGU. GAA. UUU,
GGA. GGU. CAU. AUU. AAA. UUA. CAA. CGA. CGU. AGU. ACA. ACU(N F. major
PBETDF) GUA. UAU, IXUELRERESAD T35 0L AJU 5. Bedh, A0SR 3 Pk A i
Wt 4 ik B A f R 0B S T R A A R, (HL ARSCU fE /A —E I ZE 5, F.
pulcherrima H/ GAA. CGA #1531 /ARSCU>0.08 1<0.30, i F. major #1 ARSCU>0.3,
AUU KHUAH KR, ACU A F. major I8 Z S+, 7E F. pulcherrima HF ARSCU=0, #El
A BE -5 PR AR IA i o I A P P 2 R ik R 22 57 A K

3 WitH4iR

TR AR E R AEA AL, RS EARER N, OB T
b3k R A A FA BB (B P58, 2010). 5514 FH i 12k A2 P b AN T gk A i 7 ) 465
FOR L 52 2 AR 2R BORE R, Hrh SRAR AR FIAN B AR 1 7 e HL o M B3R (B R 4%
2018). ANFEYA. FEF GOR P AL A — B ZE S, DRIk, B O kA
W RRHE R AL A 50 2R S ) B B AR 2 —

B AL B 22 S 0 B 1 S P B S o B AR 1. 5B 2 A R AR I E
S SBEIERKISE, 5 3 MBEAAE R I, IR G R L DA I TR (1
W25, 2011). AL, #4758 3 Armstk fofe A S w7 tE s DRSS . AT 7R,
FEL A7) 2 A DRI 20 v B 7 5 — A B S 4 {6 ) A/T(Zhou et al., 2008; ZRIE(%, 2018). A
W, PFFERIEY) Crs Ml Cas T Coss Cear H Cocin Coco 315 Cogs AHRIEA R,
Coos LLBIIRAR, 1 B AEA @ M A i 2R AR ZE R 2L B 05 1 IS FH AVT DRSS R, 5 RqEF K
H Z¥(Rosa odorata var. gigantea) %4 (Cinnamomum camphora). i ¥#(Fagopyrum esculentum)
(P05, 2018; ZRE(%E, 2018; WULEE, 2015)AHMIMIAT Fo 4 F—E.

ARG 438 FH SR AR A 5 M) 2 B~ FH (i P [1%) 2 22 (K 3% (Sharp et al., 2010; Rao et al., 2011).
AHIF FEAB AL P A AE AR -2 AR L R 20 52 DMt FER] Cocs 5 Cocio MR R, #5156
3AiHlFE GC SR 55 1. 58 2 (Bl Rk, HAMERIARIZREUN, R UIW R 2 15
TS 52 BR B R R R hAh, PR2-plot AT &3, #0915 3 Armdt - AT Bt
A CIG WIS A ZAFAE 22 7, SEAWAFAE A T C BE, 1 — 203 B BMoRE AR - A4 5k ] 21
FAS AL S IEE R NG K, IEH 2 2R FEI 5N . ENC-plot 73 Hr /R KR /)%
IRE ENC {8 53915 ENC EREON RS, Hor bR 1-0.04~0.10 22 [A], R/ [A]



R RIE S 3 ALIREE N GC S AR, RALR LEMMIE EK: 1M rps8. rpsld. rpsl8.
petD. rpll6. psbA J3Afi T-HruE -IZEr) N BOn AL &,  H AR SRR H 2 A 1w 1) 32 22 A
o LA E T, ENC-plot. PR2-plot S5 4041 R B, SRR AR #5522 IR L[
SN P AIAE AR I SR SRS F o X SR B A MREIb S, IR, SRR
S B DR A 5 R - PEE 9 5 AL (I A 55, 2017 EMSR S, 2018: #AVHIL4EF, 2016:
P ytsE, 2015).

ABFFCRIN, PIAPRERD T 29 AN EAE RS F-(RSCU>L)EE 3 i EE UL AIU 452, 5
AN TE AR (0 e 4 AR A IR S, 2011; RS, 2017; ZRE%F, 2018). L
RIRER AT, Bt e R SR 3 17 A, =EakEA 18 4>, 435l
GCA. UGU. GAA. UUU. GGA. GGU. CAU. AUU. AAA. UUA. CAA. CGA. CGU.
AGU. ACA. ACU(HN F. major fE#k 2% 7). GUA. UAU, XEEHEMELTLL AU 452,
5 K 2 KA I J TR AL A PR 2 e A O 3 WA A 5 F A O e o A i R 2 % 7
55 3 ArHg L AE ] AJU 45 2 (Kawabe & Miyashita, 2003). A 5T % B, #ifhla) (5546 &
BT, s R AR L (TR R 25 4%, 2017, SKFfEE, 2018), fEAEFH, MRHE
A P B DR B R A P A PEAR O AR, (BAEAE— B I 22 5 OOk, BRFCIERIN, ENHE
Hil -84 clpP SRR IER 25, 2 R REAA AR ndhi A BEEE B, 0 793 A A 325 7 2 198 24 2% (1)
B EBE AR, ARERAGT.

AT FE 53T L5 S A A« 2 B A A I e 6] 2L 56 DR 1 5 T~ Ol P T BSG  5 )
FORUVRE R, DU PRRE A I 2k JE R 2L P S D B R, g A/ I8 R 85~ et B Al Jeg
PR L DRI ZH AR LA AT T SR Ak — 5 A B JEA
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