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Analysis of codon usage features of CsNRT1.1 gene in Camellia sinensis
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Abstract: The codon usage characteristics of CsNRTI.1 gene, tea plant( Camellia sinensis) genome and NRTI. 1
gene of different species were analyzed by CUSP and Condow programs, and the codon preference differences between Cs-
NRTI.1 gene and different model species were also compared. The results showed that the CsIVNRT1.1 gene coding region and
codon end of tea plant preferred A/U and G/C respectively, there were 26 preferred codons with RSCU value>1, among
which AGG (RSCU > 2) was strongly preferred. There were differences in codon preference between CsNRTI.1 gene and
tea plant genome, and a total of 25 codon usage preferences were obviously different, five amino acids had the same codon
preference. A few NRT1.1 genes including CsNRT1.1 had
higher ENc, lower CAI and CBI values, indicating lower

codon usage preference and lower gene expression level.
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certain extent.
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NO; 8K LM, # CsNRTI. 1 AT REXS T 2544 4R R 1
WA &= (NOy ) & 3 % K ot ik, A 2 25 XS
CsNRTI.1 F:[FIFF B 5T,

UTAERE R A 4 %85 % 1 O M AT 58 AH 2K 4T
AT R CE AT MO
TE RERHEY Y AF L AR O A 5
B AZ , BT TR A R L E A
BR85S AT T A AR
SR CBFT S B - AR R | i B 4
O T BB IERE SN T ICE RN/ F b >
XSO TE B A T 2B A [ i PR 8 %8 05 ol A A

AWFFESHT CsNRT1. 1 SR I 305 T m bk, JF
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(B F 22 5%, CsNRTI.1 B AMERIA T
ER PR R iRk, UL R CsNRT1. 1 FE R D RESR e
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1.1 BMEREKERFIE

CsNRT1.1 FEF VLI Al B2 B AR R A M B
FERTAF R E R TE B T A%, cDNA 424471 880 bp,
FFHCRSEHE (ORF ) 1 788 bp, 4 fith 595 N4 LMk, 1
GenBank Hiii 156 95 /N ASH & K 4 A 137 51 (CDS) , 1E
SRR FE DR 2 5 0 A o3 AT O RE AR [R] B AR
GenBank Hiifiik 25 AN HAWAL Y PRI NRT1. 1 3EH
CDS J¥41, CDS fifivedic R Sharp 29 HTIE
1.2 FFREFESH

[ S % B -~ A X6 i ( Relative synonymous
codon usage, RSCU) J&48 5 — %11 k¥ 5
TG g P A7 P 8 LAY, 8 92 S ke M 5 5 -
JFHO R G- PR 3 B 306 T80 ( Effective number of
codons, ENc) J&:5E H B %65 i AR 5 7] %0
TV el A 0 25 1 ML, B s ke ) S %
TR (8 FH 0 I 4 B2 B 5 GG Ran SE R b ik 5 %%
B+ G M CIEEE,T3s,C3s,A3s . G3s 1 GC3s
SINRR BT 3 AE T.CLA .G FG/C T
i, GC STy M PR 28748 e T i 55 , GC3s WU A 4
FAImPEA B ) C & 5 BE5% 18 W1 48 24 ( Codon ad-
aptation index, CAI) HIEAf i [7] %%+ 5 %%+
A0 FH AR A5 A 0 AR 5 85 15 T I 4 48 4 ( Codon
bias index, CBI) 8z B4 % F-fi: , CBI HTEH 0~
1,CBI N 1 B3R B0t e K, 8 0 Bf RO %%
F Tt ABFFE N CondonW ( version 1.4.2)
FEIF X B3 2% CDS JP 8 HEA 70w -1 S5 (424& RSCU |
ENc .GC,GC3s ,CAI CBI %) i1+5, 30 5 L ¢ Cs-
NRTI. 1 JER S5 ER L HAb Y R NRTIL 1 3
DR R b

AL AR ( Frequency ) 2678 %65 175 4w
T35 R BV AD - Hh B A, ol R % 11
FAEL AT FH oK A 5 9 b 1) 4 65 1 O B P 22 5 B
0.5~2.0 R/ H T bFPERCN I, i =2.0
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5 <0.5 W) IR % 0w 4 1k 22 R . B ot
(Arabidopsis thaliana) .} %% ( Nicotianatabacum) | /)N
# ( Triticumaestivum) 5K ( Zea mays) FEHEH ( Sac-
charomyces cerevisiae ) FIINFT# ( Escherichia coli) F&
PRI 20 1Y %% 5 {48 R 248 N Codon Usage
Database ( http ://www. kazusa. or. jp/codon/ ) H1 K &
53], i /H EMBOSS ( http://emboss. toulouse. inra.
fr/ ) TELLFRF P Y CUSP F2FFIHA CsVRTI. 1 JEP Y
RS AR, IF 40 I35 CsNRTI. 1 5 & W1 Fh
WA AR LA
1.3 EFEZEEFERRKEMEN CDS WERESH
XELAE R TEN I 26 D AR Fl NRT1. 1 HE A
PEAT R 28 73 M, HEBR 9 5 (5 22 (Trp) | H A TR
(Met) B 5 L2 3 AN T, L RSCU (A 7%
i, 2 TG J7 BB SR F SPSS18.0 B 227U Al
(Ward ¥ ) dE47 % 0% 7w M R &0 . BT
NRTI. 1 3£ CDS #YRZEI3Hrk Hl MEGAS. 1 73 Hr
B4, >R Neighbour-joining 75717 R 850H7 .

2 55T
2.1 CsNRTI. | EEFMFZFHEERATUEDFH
(ENc)#1 GC & &

250 CsNRTI. 1 3K B ENe .GC 1 GC3s {55351
7 55.89.0.479 F10.527( £ 1), EHF ENc {Hik
1% MW ff R . CsNRTI. 1 3K ENe (B AW K, P9
CsNRTI. 1 %5t A7 W S A -1 ; Rl B GC R
0.479,GC3s {H M 0.527, 15 B H: 2 15 IX i 47 15
A/U M85 AWML G/C,

&R 1 CsNRTI 1 BRMFHEREEMN GC.GC3s 1 ENc
Table 1 The GC, GC3s and ENc values of CsNRT!.] gene and ge-

nome of Camellia sinensis

FH CAI CBI ENe GC3s GC

CsNRT1.1 0.193 -0.001 55.89 0.527 0.479

AP SE A 21 0212  -0.029  56.12 0.459  0.469
CAL #5738 R VEAR B CBI. %5 T IR YRS B0 ENe . A 5500 F 5
GC3s B ¥4 3 fije G/C WY& ik; GC. HEH h T A % %1 G A C
RSNl o

FMIERZH ENe . GC Fl GC3s (B4 5] M 56. 12,
0.469 F10.459 (3 1) , Ui B AW 3k P 21 2% 1 -l
WA U AR GFE , g b X% S KBB4 Cs-
NRTI. 1 FEPRER S b 1 A/U
2.2 CsNRTI.] EEFMFENEEEAZBEFRFHE

Xt CsNRT1.1 F R ) % 1t 1~ Fi YR B0F RSCU

AT 00T, 45 S 3200 RSCU > 1 W% S T4 26
A(BIh CsNRTI1. 1 fbf 2 +) , A DL A/U 45
ERA 11 4,6/C 25 15 4, RN S5
G/C 45 R MR (1X 5 CsNRTI. 1 Ywtis X % 5% 1 L)
A/U G5 R (0 4 AN T[] ), JHG o g & PR e ol 1 HOA
AGG(RSCU H>2 KGR ARIBELT) (£ 2), Cs-
NRTI.1 H' AAA [ AAG ,CCU ,AUG 1 UGG 1) RSCU
E8 1, UEBH I A b (2 2) .

%2 CsNRTI.] BERAMZFRERAZBFHEMNE X ZHBFHEI
ERE
Table 2 Codon number and relative synonymous codon usage in

CsNRT1.1 gene and genome of Camellia sinensis

CsNRTI.1 FEH PNLE YK

BRI WIT L MMONE . AT

(RSCU) (RSCU)

A(Ala) GCA * 10 0.89 511 1.21
GCC * 16 1.42 371 0.88
GCG 5 0.44 180 0.43
GCU 14 1.24 626 1.48
C(Cys) UGC 5 1.25 202 1.01
uGU 3 0.75 197 0.99
D(Asp) GAC =* 12 1.14 435 0.75
GAU =* 9 0.86 727 1.25
E(Glu) GAA 9 0.95 681 0.89
GAG 10 1.05 853 1.11
F(Phe) UucC = 24 1.33 475 0.98
UUU =* 12 0.67 490 1.02
G(Gly) GGA =* 6 0.57 477 1.18
GGC * 14 1.33 318 0.79
GGG * 13 1.24 333 0.83
GGU = 9 0.86 483 1.20
H(His) CAC 4 0.80 251 0.93
CAU =* 6 1.20 290 1.07
1(Tle) AUA 8 0.67 233 0.58
AUC =* 14 1.17 397 0.98
AUU 14 1.17 585 1.44
K(Lys) AAA 14 1.00 635 0.78
AAG =* 14 1.00 986 1.22
L(Leu) CUA 10 0.82 195 0.55
cucC 14 1.15 406 1.15
CUG 5 0.41 294 0.83




YR 45 250 CsNRT. 1 BL 1R B0 11t PR A0 b7 899

%53 2 Continued

CsNRTI1.1 3K A I R 4
RIWR WIT L MMONE T
(RSCU) (RSCU)
CUU = 10 0.82 482 1.37
UUA 10 0.82 202 0.57
uuG 24 1.97 536 1.52
M( Met) AUG 17 1.00 539 1.00
N(Asn) AAC =* 12 1.26 416 0.91
AAU =* 7 0.74 498 1.09
P(Pro) CCA 9 1.50 410 1.39
CCC 5 0.83 218 0.74
CCG 4 0.67 182 0.62
CCU = 6 1.00 371 1.26
Q(Gln) CAA 18 1.57 391 1.05
CAG 5 0.43 357 0.95
R( Arg) AGA =* 3 0.86 278 1.45
AGG 10 2.86 331 1.72
CGA 1 0.29 143 0.74
CGC 2 0.57 119 0.62
CGG 3 0.86 111 0.58
CGU 2 0.57 170 0.89
S(Ser) AGC * 9 1.29 237 0.84
AGU = 8 1.14 233 0.82
UCA 10 1.43 342 1.21
UCC * 4 0.57 276 0.98
UCcG 5 0.71 158 0.56
UCU = 6 0.86 450 1.59
T(Thr) ACA * 12 0.91 352 1.17
ACC 21 1.58 333 1.11
ACG 6 0.45 113 0.38
ACU 14 1.06 403 1.34
V(Val) GUA 4 0.34 202 0.48
GUC =* 22 1.87 335 0.80
GUG = 7 0.60 557 1.32
GUU 14 1.19 589 1.40
W(Trp) UGG 14 1.00 243 1.00
Y (Tyr) UAC =* 8 0.94 336 1.07
UAU =* 9 1.06 293 0.93
TER UAA =* 1 3.00 28 0.88
UAG 0 0 28 0.88
UGA =* 0 0 39 1.23

Bl k22 S W RO + BRIC, TER FoRZLBHT,

TE GenBank Ui ¥E 21| 95 > A5 M Ke A, FL 3t
22 9324, Hirp RSCU fE>1 BB 745 29 4
(BPRZ R R ALt 1) o L A/U &5
4 20 1~,G/C S5 BIA 9 (3R 2) , BAIAZE M 3k
DR 2 e A 4 T DL A/ U 25 R (35 -, 25 L
HZH T AUG UGG 4 RSCU ] 1, %5 7-(d P AT
TRt (3£ 2) .

CsNRT1.1 FEPRIFNZ SE H 4 rp Ak 3] 25 4305
T (GCA,GCC,GAC ,GAU, UUC, UUU,GGA , GGC.,
GGG, GGU, AUC, AAG., CUU, AAC. AAU, CCU .
AGA . AGC, AGU, UCU, ACA, UAC, UAU, UAA,
UGA) i W PEAF7E B i 25 57 . i e — 3
HIEFERRA 5 Fl( Cys Glu His Gln Fl Val) ; % it
PPk 58 4 AN Al i 2 5L W2 A 8 Flt (Asp , Phe | Gly,
Lys .Asn . Pro Tyr il TER) , %55 1 Pk 58 4 A [a] 1
8 Fha Fem A 5 Fi( Asp.Phe Lys, Asn Tyr) H 2
ANESCEARS T, HRFA %1 DL U/C 85 (R
2),
2.3 CsNRTI.1 ERS5H#EY NRTI1.1 EEZG
FIRIFIELL R

CsNRTI. 1 ¥ X CAI, CBI 1 ENc 1843 %N
0.193.-0. 001 F155. 89( % 3) , ULl CsNRT1.1 #H%
FAREFERAR . XF 25 FOHABAE Y)Y Fhh NRT1. 1 Hs
R B RST0 b (K 3) , K3 25 R NRT 1. 1
F) ENe (HA T 49. 50 F160.97 Z 1], SFH{E Ky
54.62, ULHIS W R R NRTI. 1 R ¥ — P55 4, %
T~ I PEAAR ; CATE AT 0. 166 F1 0. 242 Z 1],
SEXIE R 0. 192, CAT {E R IEA [A] LS T 5 2% 05
T AR A A A B R, CBI {4 F - 0. 103 F01
0. 108 ZJa], ¥I{H M—-0. 023, X Vi B NRTI. 1 FLR %
TR ; GC {HAT 0. 431 10. 563 Z[A], #4{H
0. 466, GC3s {E4 T 0.391 F1 0. 675 Z[a], ¥I{H Ky
0. 475, BiBHKEBA> NRTI. 1 3RS+ B4
AR A/U 53X 5 CsNRTL 1 H Al —2L,
2.4 CsNRTI.]1 ERSEHMYMHEFRABZBFRETF
MR EE B

FL# CsNRTI. 1 JEPR 58I JF AR NZE &
K RBHAT B RN TR BF B 2% 55 1 (50 A%, &5 51 R
CsNRTI. 1 SEH 545 Yy Fp a5 R LA = 2.0
B <0.5 R0 13 14 18 16,15 F1 20 Fif
(£ 4) VA CsNRT1. 1 3N 5 1 Sl a] 7778 A [
PR BT brtE 22 5 Hd CNRTI. 1 3K
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%3 CsNRTI1.] EEFMEAMF NRT1.1 ERZBEFRITFES T

Table 3 Codon preference analysis of CsNRTI.] gene and NRTI.] genes in other plant species

Yrfh P s T3s C3s A3s G3s CAT CBI ENe  GC3s GC
K5 ( Glycine max) NM_001251041.2 0.333  0.299  0.365 0.224  0.180 -0.021 52.49  0.420 0.432
BE 5 (Sorghum bicolor) XM_021463813.1 0.285  0.338  0.298 0.283 0.189  0.015 5591 0.508 0.493
A% N ( Daucuscarota)) XM_017379391.1 0.292 0342  0.284 0.312 0.213 0.057 60.97 0.520 0.474
K (Hordeum vulgare) AB251946.1 0.368 0.256 0.337 0.251 0.191 -0.053 52.15 0.408 0.448
L6 (Arachisduranensis) XM_016333201.2 0.230 0365 0317  0.306 0.191  0.028 52.99 0.544  0.483
BN ( Cucumissativus ) XM_004147569.2 0.287  0.291  0.341  0.300 0.180 -0.070 56.09 0.474  0.461
HRAE ( Gossypiumhirsutum ) XM_016850186.1 0.327  0.270  0.377 0.237 0.172 -0.076 49.75 0.411  0.433
B3R ( Cucurbita moschata)) XM_023101987.1 0.215  0.357 0.285 0.362 0.189 -0.060 53.60 0.581  0.500
5218 [ ( Gossypiumraimondii ) XM_023067507.1 0.333  0.343  0.292  0.240 0.205 -0.007 59.41 0.475 0.470
I IF (Arabidopsis thaliana)) NM_101083.4  0.292 0.346 0304 0.261 0.203 0.021 57.38 0.498  0.488
% ( Vitisvinifera ) XM_019222641.1 0.338 0306 0.328 0.242 0.198 -0.008 55.15 0.443  0.461
HBIRIAE ( Nicotianatomentosiformis) ~ XM_018773585.1  0.357  0.255  0.368  0.229  0.178  -0.063 54.82  0.391  0.431
B4 ( Gossypiumarboreum) XM_017783494.1 0.317 0279  0.386 0.228 0.172 -0.072 49.50 0.412  0.433
T B MR ( Quercussuber) XM_024072909.1 0.336  0.285 0.286  0.302  0.194 -0.011 54.48 0.474 0.472
IKFE (Oryza sativa) XM_015776737.1  0.360  0.266  0.329  0.277 0.220 0.016 53.59  0.428  0.447
45K ( Cucurbita maxima) XM_023114122.1  0.267  0.320 0.307 0.318 0.166 -0.103 5491 0.516  0.481
Mt ( Prunuspersica)) AB089677.1 0252  0.390 0.287 0290 0.190 -0.036 54.29  0.552  0.488
B3P 5 5 ( Lupinusangustifolius ) XM_019591155.1 0.320 0277 0.369 0.269 0.177 -0.042 5242 0.433 0.434
1] H 2% ( Helianthus annuus) XM_022144642.1 0.325  0.287  0.332  0.263  0.191 -0.043 56.71  0.447  0.460
I ( Triticumaestivum) FB829196.1 0.387  0.248  0.333  0.262 0201 -0.077 51.49  0.401  0.445
M3 ( Brassica rapa) XM_009112421.2  0.294 0332 0320 0.262 0.209 0.028 56.29 0.485 0.477
THHIAE ( Olea europaea) XM_023020390.1 0.335 0279 0364 0.236 0.178 -0.042 5572 0.416 0.447

CAI .CBI .[ENc .GC3s .GC W3 1 ¥, T3s.C3s A3s .G3s /3 HIFRRBI T4 3 2 T.C.AGAISE,

INEE BB IR 22 A K, X SR b
GER—3 R, CsNRTI. 1 3K 5 K 5 5 1 4
PR R T XA HAED IR IT A, 25 R R BT
AR ) B 05 T e 5 CsNRT1. 1 KEPR B 4630, 5
A CsNRTI.1 WINEZRIA . BERER  KIBAT R 430 )2
eH N B B MR R KRR G, L
CsNRT1.1 53X 2 28335 R G0 (0 % 15 1 AT % H
fi,=2.08(<0.5 BE 5354 15,20 1, B
CsNRT1. 1 BEPH 5 1 B T 35 65— fi - B 480
2.5 ARE4YF NRTI.] EEBESH

T NRTI. 1 3 %505 105 1 O 1 ) SR 20 B
GERLW A AR 5 RIS, Hoh 280 5
SRR —28 w2 RO

TSN NAFIHA—2E, R /NZE HUK AR A L5
AL VA D — 28, e B A 4 AR S8 O — 36 ([
1), MAERET IR CDS 3R Hrh, BT A I
S 5 R, sk AR G4 N —3, Tk K
R KA F/NAE RO —2 R AR 2 W AE A B8 A ) ol
RA—AK (- 2), nl WL, PR R TT k45 B AY 4521
FEAETR AR Z Ak, BERIAR X CDS 52K % 5 i
USRS L REFR 73 Sz Wy b ] 2 % 06 AR Y I 3T 5 [
W PR IE B R 2 R A —E 25 5, R 6 T
CDS 1 3RS 1 % 1 i 4~ P8 114 3R 218 B 4
S ek S i R G002, BN T OKAE CDS 263
A Fp S5 R A5 BT AR ) UE) O — 8 T A % i
USRI N S SR A R A — 2
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&4 CsNRTI.] BERFMAREX DA ZELFERMELE 4% 4 Continued
Table 4 The ratio of codon usage frequency between CsNRTI. ] "I T c/A C/N C/T C/Z C/S C/E
gene and other species CGG 1.03 1.36 057 0.53 296 0.81

AER  ®WNT C/A C/N C/T C/Z C/S C/E
A(Ala) GCA 096 073 1.09 1.00 1.04 081
GCC 261 215 0.82 086 213 1.07

GCG 093 145 038 036 135 026

GCT 0.83 075 143 112 1.11 1.53

C(Cys) TGC 117 1.17 0.62 0.69 175 1.31
TGT 048 051 099 090 062 0.97

D(Asp) GAC 1.17 1.19 069 0.63 1.00 1.05
GAT 041 041 0.88 0.66 040 0.46

E(Gl) GAA 044 042 099 0.76 0.33 038
GAG  0.52 057 0.44 041 0.87 0.90

F(Phe) TIC  1.95 224 1.62 160 219 253
TIT 0.92 0.80 1.64 1.60 0.77 0091

G(Gly) GGA 0.42 043 068 0.75 092 1.13
GGC 255 210 076 0.78 2.40 0.84

GGG 2.14 2,08 122 1.42 3.64 1.85

GGT 0.68 0.68 1.10 1.07 063 0.62

H(His) CAC 077 077 049 045 086 0.71
CAT 073 075 120 1.00 074 0.79

I(1Ile) ATA  1.07 096 2.00 1.60 0.75 2.44
ATC 127 1.69 0.97 1.03 137 098

ATT  1.09 0.84 201 170 0.78 0.79

K(Lys) AAA 076 072 224 1.56  0.56  0.69
AAG 072 070 0.62 0.60 0.76 2.14

L(Leu) CTA  1.69 1.79 227 230 125 430
CTC  1.46 191 0.86 0.92 435 224

CIG  0.86 0.82 0.38 033 080 0.16

CIT 070 0.70 136 1.07 136 1.47

TTA  1.32  1.25 4.53 294 0.64 1.22

TTG 1.93 1.81 3.33 3.10 148 3.10

M ( Met) ATG 116 114 1.17 1.18 136 1.05
N(Asn) AAC 096 1.12 094 091 081 0.93
AAT  0.53 042 1.12 0.87 033 061

P(Pro) CCA 094 076 0.65 1.09 083 1.80
CCC  1.58 127 057 062 1.23 1.50

CCG 078 1.34 041 042 127 0.30

CCT 054 054 0.86 080 075 1.40

Q(Gln) CAA 156 146 072 229 111 205
CAG 055 056 022 035 0.69 029

R(Arg) AGA 026 031 075 057 024 1.74
AGG 153 138 129 1.13 1.82 9.32

CGA 027 032 056 038 056 0.44

CGC  0.88 0.86 026 023 129 0.16

CGT 037 045 0.60 056 052 0.17
S(Ser) AGC 134 151 091 092 1.54 0.94
AGT 096 1.01 203 172 095 143
TCA 092 095 1.58 153 090 2.07
TCC 0.60 0.66 037 041 047 0.75
TCG 090 1.58 0.78 0.78 0.98 0.95
TCT 040 050 098 0.84 043 1.16
T('Thr) ACA 128 1.16 221 192 1.13 249
ACC 342 363 1.84 212 277 1.55
ACG 1.31 224 1.04 092 126 0.67
ACT 1.34 1.16 255 220 1.16 2.58
V(Val) GTA 0.68 059 127 1.05 0.57 0.62
GTC 092 1.06 055 056 1.00 0.79
GTG 2.12 221 148 145 342 1.4l
GIT 0.8 088 1.64 150 1.06 1.30
W(Trp) TGG 188 1.93 196 1.81 226 1.54
Y(Tyr) TAC 098 099 065 069 091 1.09
TAT 1.03 085 1.82 159 0.80 0.92

* TAA 186 1.53 280 336 1.53 0.84
* TAG 0 0 0 0 0 0
* TGA 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Fig.1 Cluster analysis dendrogram of codon usage preference
of NRTI.1
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Fig.2 Cluster analysis dendrogram of CDS sequences of NRT'I.1
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