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Analysis of codon use features of CBF gene in Camellia sinensis
GUO Xiu-Li, WANG Yu, YANG Lu-Cheng, DING Zhao-Tang

Tea Research Institute, Qingdao Agricultural University, Qingdao 266109, China

Abstract: CBF (C-repeat-binding factor) transcription factor exists widely in all kinds of plants. It is an important regu-
lative factor in the process of plant resistance adversity. In this paper, Camellia sinensis CBF1 gene sequence was analyzed
by Codon W, CHIPS, and CUSP programs online, and then compared with C. sinensis genes, genomes in other species, and
CBF genes from 39 plant species. It is important to identify the codon usage of CsCBF1 gene and select appropriate expres-
sion systems. The results showed that CsCBF1 gene and selected 70 C. sinensis genes had distinct usage differences.
CsCBF1 gene was bias toward the synonymous codons with G and C at the third codon position, but 70 C. sinensis genes
were bias toward the synonymous codons with A and T. The differences in codon usage frequency between CsCBF1 gene
and dicotyledons such as Arabidopsis thaliana and Nicotiana tobacum were less than monocotyledons such as wheat
(Triticum aestivum) and corn (Zea mays). Therefore, A. thaliana and N. tobacum expression systems may be more suitable
for the expression of CsCBF1 gene. The analysis results of CBF genes from 40 plant species also showed that most of the
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CBF genes were bias toward the synonymous codons with G and C at the third codon position. The reason of this phe-
nomenon is possible due to special functions of these genes.

Keywords: Camellia sinensis; CBF1 gene; codon bias
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(CBF1 ) CBFL ) (70 70 )
GCA A(Ala) 9 1.16 590 117
Gce A 4 0.52 465 0.92
GCG A 7 0.90 225 0.45
GCT A 11 1.42 740 1.47
TGC C(Cys) 3 1.50 230 0.92
TGT c 1 0.50 268 1.08
GAC D(Asp) 12 1.26 540 0.74
GAT D 7 0.74 928 1.26
GAA E(Glu) 10 0.95 841 0.86
GAG E 11 1.05 1122 1.14
TTC F(Phe) 4 1.00 591 0.97
TTT F 4 1.00 622 1.03
GGA G(Gly) 4 0.94 571 117
GGC G 2 0.47 366 0.75
GGG G 4 0.94 404 0.83
GGT G 7 1.65 605 1.24
CAC H(His) 5 1.67 332 0.98
CAT H 1 0.33 343 1.02
ATA I(1le) 2 0.86 285 0.58
ATC [ 1 0.43 501 1.02
ATT [ 4 1.71 684 1.40
AAA K(Lys) 4 0.57 784 0.81
AAG K 10 1.43 1157 1.19
CTA L(Leu) 1 0.32 271 0.62
cTC L 2 0.63 523 1.19
CTG L 1 0.32 329 0.75
cTT L 5 1.58 587 1.33
TTA L 0 0.00 238 0.54
TTG L 10 3.16 692 1.57
ATG M(Met) 9 1.00 665 1.00
AAC N(Asn) 2 0.50 532 0.92
AAT N 6 1.50 627 1.08
CCA P(Pro) 7 1.40 529 1.35
cce P 3 0.60 265 0.67
cceG P 6 1.20 229 0.58
ccT P 4 0.80 548 1.40
CAA Q(GlIn) 0 0.00 497 1.12
CAG Q 2 2.00 392 0.88
AGA R(Arg) 2 0.80 327 1.56
AGG R 8 3.20 362 1.73
CGA R 1 0.40 150 0.72
cGC R 1 0.40 108 0.52
CGG R 3 1.20 144 0.69
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(CBF1 ) CBFL ) (70 0
cGT R 0 0.00 163 0.78
AGC S(Ser) 1 0.30 342 0.96
AGT S 1 0.30 311 0.87
TCA S 8 2.40 428 1.20
TCC s 2 0.60 316 0.89
TCG S 4 1.20 232 0.65
TCT S 4 1.20 506 1.42
ACA T(Thr) 6 1.50 450 1.18
ACC T 1 0.25 413 1.09
ACG T 2 0.50 157 0.41
ACT T 7 1.75 499 1.31
GTA V(Val) 3 0.86 236 0.47
GTC v 2 0.57 405 0.81
GTG v 5 1.43 639 1.28
GTT v 4 1.14 724 1.45
TGG W(Trp) 6 1.00 363 1.00
TAC Y(Tyr) 2 1.33 440 1.06
TAT Y 1 0.67 288 0.94
=12 RSCU

F2 CsCBFLERS 6 MIMERBAMZFINEMLE

CIA CIN cIT ciz CIE cry
GCA A(Ala) 1.98 1.50 2.25 2.07 1.68 2.15
Gce A 1.49 1.23 0.47 0.49 0.6 1.23
GCG A 2.99 4.64 1.21 1.16 0.85 4.41
GCT A 1.49 1.36 2.58 2.01 2.71 2.01
TGC C(Cys) 16 1.60 0.85 0.95 1.67 2.45
TGT c 0.37 0.39 0.75 0.69 07 0.48
GAC D(Asp) 2.68 2.73 1.59 1.44 2.48 2.28
GAT D 0.74 0.73 1.57 1.18 0.84 0.71
GAA E(Glu) 1.12 1.07 2.51 1.93 1.01 0.79
GAG E 1.31 1.44 1.11 1.04 2.39 2.22
TTC F(Phe) 0.71 0.85 0.62 0.61 0.91 0.85
TTT F 0.74 0.61 1.25 1.22 0.66 0.59
GGA G(Gly) 0.64 0.66 1.03 1.15 1.71 1.41
GGC G 0.84 0.69 0.25 0.25 0.28 0.79
GGG G 151 1.47 0.86 1 1.36 2.56
GGT G 1.21 1.21 1.97 1.91 1.1 1.12
CAC H(His) 2.21 2.21 1.39 1.29 1.96 25
CAT H 0.28 0.29 0.46 0.38 0.28 0.28
ATA I(1le) 0.61 0.55 1.15 0.92 1.42 0.43
ATC | 0.21 0.28 0.16 0.17 0.16 0.23
ATT [ 0.72 0.55 1.31 1.11 0.52 0.51
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CIA CIN cIT ciz CIE cIY
AAA K(Lys) 0.5 0.47 1.47 1.02 0.46 0.36
AAG K 1.18 1.15 1.02 0.98 3.59 1.25
CTA L(Leu) 0.39 0.41 0.52 0.53 0.9 0.29
cTC L 0.48 0.63 0.28 03 1.42
CTG L 0.39 0.38 0.17 0.15 0.08 0.37
cTT L 0.8 0.80 1.56 1.22 1.64 1.59
TTA L 0 0.00 0 0 0 0
TTG L 1.84 1.72 3.18 2.96 2.75 1.42
ATG M(Met) 1.41 1.38 1.42 1.43 1.28 1.66
AAC N(Asn) 0.37 0.43 0.36 0.35 0.36 0.31
AAT N 1.03 0.82 2.2 171 1.24 0.64
CCA P(Pro) 1.67 1.36 1.15 1.95 3.17 1.48
cce P 2.18 1.75 0.79 0.85 1.99 17
cceG P 2.68 4.62 1.41 1.46 1.06 4.35
ccT P 0.82 0.82 1.31 1.22 2.11 1.13
CAA Q(GlIn) 0 0.00 0 0 0 0
CAG Q 0.51 0.51 0.2 0.32 0.26 0.64
AGA R(Arg) 0.4 0.48 1.15 0.87 2.65 0.36
AGG R 2.8 2.52 2.37 2.08 16.19 3.34
CGA R 0.61 0.73 1.28 0.87 0.99 1.28
cGC R 1.01 0.99 0.3 0.27 0.18 1.48
CGG R 2.35 3.12 13 121 1.83 6.79
CGT R 0 0.00 0 0 0 0
AGC S(Ser) 0.34 0.39 0.23 0.23 0.24 0.40
AGT s 0.27 0.29 0.58 0.49 0.4 0.27
TCA s 1.68 1.75 2.90 2.80 3.94 1.64
TCC S 0.69 0.75 0.43 0.47 0.86 0.54
TCG S 1.65 2.90 1.44 1.44 1.77 1.81
TCT S 0.61 0.77 1.49 1.28 1.77 0.65
ACA T(Thr) 1.47 1.33 2.54 2.2 2.81 1.3
ACC T 0.37 0.40 0.2 0.23 0.17 0.31
ACG T 1 1.71 0.79 0.7 0.52 0.97
ACT T 1.54 1.33 2.93 2.52 2.96 1.33
GTA V(Val) 117 1.01 2.18 1.80 1.04 0.98
GTC v 0.6 0.69 0.36 0.37 0.51 0.66
GTG v 111 1.14 0.77 0.75 0.75 1.81
GTT v 0.57 0.57 1.08 0.98 0.83 0.7
TGG W(Trp) 1.85 1.89 1.92 1.78 1.52 2.24
TAC Y(Tyr) 0.56 0.57 0.37 0.4 0.64 0.53
TAT Y 0.26 0.22 0.46 0.4 0.23 0.2
TAA * 4.27 3.50 6.41 7.69 1.92 3.85
TAG * 0 0.00 0 0 0 0
TGA * 0 0.00 0 0 0 0

(=0.5, =2)
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ENc GC GC3s
(Zea mays) NM_001158421 35.95 0.713 0.889
(Arabidopsis thaliana) NM_118681 54.43 0.507 0.460
(Prunus tenella) HQ908653 51.85 0.526 0.602
(Ammopiptanthus mongolicus) EU840990 47.18 0.591 0.671
(Populus trichocarpa) EF151456 37.58 0.502 0.404
(Cucumis sativus) DQ776899 54.45 0.505 0.455
(Oryza sativa) AF243384 60.54 0.586 0.639
(Capsicum frutescens) HM748942 48.87 0.436 0.304
(Eucalyptus globulus) DQ523829 42.63 0.624 0.808
(Prunus persica) HM228387 55.75 0.532 0.609
(Tritium aestivum) AF376136 34.39 0.712 0.925
(Ageratina adenophora) EF413000 54.53 0.519 0.541
(Citrus trifoliate) FJ861083 40.21 0.561 0.627
(Iris lacteal) DQ131497 55.50 0.513 0.475
(Citrus Sinensis) FJ861084 37.13 0.558 0.622
(Capsicum annuum) AY368482 49.61 0.459 0.372
(Solanum tuberosum) DQ887515 40.43 0.421 0.289
(Eucalyptus gunnii) DQ241821 41.69 0.624 0.822
(Prunus avium) AB121674 51.55 0.546 0.647
(Solanum lycopersicum) NM_001247194 47.31 0.433 0.337
(Thellungiella halophila) EF520733 50.63 0.578 0.633
(Hippophae rhamnoides) EF502044 60.17 0.550 0.557
(Glycine max) NM_001248578 48.98 0.564 0.628
(Brassica rapa) DQ022954 59.01 0.542 0.603
(Brassica napus) AY437878 57.99 0.540 0.571
(Lolium perenne) AY960831 49.15 0.688 0.637
(Vitis riparia) AY390370 56.71 0.499 0.464
(Pyrus Pyrifolia) HQ622623 50.74 0.588 0.643
(Corylus heterophylla) HQ639413 57.55 0.530 0.526
(Atriplex halimus) JF451138 61.00 0.503 0.479
(Oryza Sativa indica) HM807364 57.91 0.476 0.429
(Galega orientalis) FJ223566 47.34 0.451 0.376
(Aloe vera) DQ981484 41.97 0.581 0.726
(Sabal palmetto) DQ497730 46.35 0.643 0.769
(Medicago sativa) EU233782 58.09 0.449 0.420
(Taxus cuspidate) EU549861 45.13 0.455 0.344
(Coco nucifera) DQ497739 44.72 0.645 0.772
(Dypsis lutescens) DQ497738 51.64 0.635 0.753

(Elaeis Oleifera) DQ497734 44.08 0.629 0.740




12 : CBF1 1621

ENc 34.39 61.00 , 49.52 ENc 35 , 40
CBF , 9 GC 0.5, CBF
, ENc , ENc GC GC3s 0.5 66%,
30 55 CBF GIC
91 , Capsicum .
. (Capsic 232 T CBF LH F TRk 18 K A it
annuum) (Prunus avium) (Thellungiella
halophila) (Lolium perenne) (Pyrus Pyri- CBF
folia) (Dypsis lutescens) CBF ENc 8
50 , ; (Oryza 1 1
sativa) 11 CBF ENc 55, , 40 , 29 1
; (Populus trichocarpa) 2 : (Aloe vera)
(Citrus Sinensis)4 CBF (Elaeis Oleifera) 4
—
23 ——
25
26
13
31 |
1
20
4 |
3
33 | I |
37
|
20 I
30
2% | 1
2 |
p— |
r ‘
R
21 }—|
9

0 5 10 15 20 25

1 CBF

1 Camellia sinensis; 2 Zea mays; 3 Arabidopsis thaliana; 4 Prunus tenella; 5 Ammopiptanthus mongolicus 6 Populus trichocarpa; 7
Cucumis sativus; 8 Oryza sativa; 9 Capsicum frutescens; 10 Eucalyptus globulus; 11 Prunus persica; 12 Tritium aestivum; 13 Ageratina
adenophora; 14 Citrus trifoliate; 15.1ris lacteal; 16 Citrus Sinensis; 17 Capsicum annuum; 18 Solanum tuberosum; 19 Eucalyptus gunnii;
20 Prunus avium; 21 Solanum lycopersicum; 22 Thellungiella halophila; 23 Hippophae rhamnoides; 24 Glycine max; 25 Brassica
rapa; 26 Brassica napus; 27 Lolium perenne; 28 Vitis riparia; 29 Pyrus Pyrifolia; 30 Corylus heterophylla; 31 Atriplex halimus; 32
Oryza Sativa indica; 33 Galega orientalis; 34 Aloe vera; 35 Sabal palmetto; 36 Medicago sativa; 37 Taxus cuspidate; 38 Coco
nucifera ; 39 Dypsis lutescens; 40 Elaeis Oleifera



1622 4 f# HEREDITAS (Beijing) 2012

34

Prunus persica
Prunus vium
Prunus tenella
Corylus heterophylla
Citrus Sinensis

Citrus trifoliate

FPopulus trichocarpa
Capsicum frutescens
Capsicum annuum ! 22

Solanum tuberosum

Camellia siensis

Ageratina adenophora 70
Aloe vera

Pyrus Pyrifolia AIT

Eucalyptus gunnii

Lolium perenne
L] _’—:fﬁum aeativiem

Oryza sativa

Zea mays

|| Arabidopsis thaliana
| Cucumis sativiis
Iris lacteal
Hippophae rhamnoides
Brassica napus

Brassica rapa
Glycine max
. Medicago sativa
Ammopiptanthus mongolicus
Dypsis lutescens

Coco nucifera

Elaeis Oleifera
Sabal palmetto
e Thellungiella halophila
Vitis riparia

Oryza Aativa indica

Atriplex halimus
o1 Taxus cuspidate
—

Galega orientalis

B2 EF CBF £[E CDS 8B ERHKE ’

4 CBF
CBF 1
1 2
(Vitis riparia) (Medicago sativa)

, RSCU

, (Sabal palmetto)
(Coco nucifera)
CBF CDS (
2) , CDS 40

, CBF CDS CDS
126]

CsCBF

G/C

Solanum lycopersicum AGG (3 . 20) ) TTG (3 16)

70

[ Eucalyptus globulus CsCBF1

, CsCBF1

CsCBF1

CsCBF1

15

[25]
4

, CsCBF1

CsCBF1
CsCBF1

CBF

4 CBF
CBF
CBF

CBF

RSCU

[27]

, CsCBF1

G/C

CBF



12 : CBF1

1623

Christianson!&!

£ 2% 3k (References):

[1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(8]

[10]

[11]

[12]

. WSSV3
, 2005, 26(4): 1-7. DOI

. B

, 2007, 29(4):
420-426. DOI

M. The
synonymous
897-907. DOI
Romero H, Musto H, Zavala A. Codon usage in Chlamydia

selection-mutation-drift
1991,

Bulmer theory of

codon usage. Genetics, 129(3):

trachomatis is the result of strand-specific mutational
biases and a complex pattern of selective forces. Nucleic
Acids Res, 2000, 28(10): 2084-2090. DOI
#i.
, 2009. DOI
[ 1 , 2006. DOI

Hiraoka Y, Kawamata K, Haraguchi T, Chikashige Y.
Codon usage bias is correlated with gene expression levels
in the fission yeast Schizosaccharomyces pombe. Genes
Cells, 2009, 14(4): 499-509. DOI
Dutet L. tRNA gene number and codon usage in the C.
elegans genome are co-adapted for optimal translation of
highly expressed genes. Trends Genet, 2000, 16(7): 287-
289. DOI

, , Murphy R, ,
pipientis wMEL .

C ( ), 2009, 39(10): 948-953. DOI
Gu WJ, Zhou T, Ma JM, Sun X, Lu ZH. Folding type
specific secondary structure propensities of synonymous
codons. IEEE Trans Nanobiosci, 2003, 2(3): 150-157.
DOl
Gu WJ, Zhou T, Ma JM, Sun X, Lu ZH. The relationship
between synonymous codon usage and protein structure in

. Wolbachia

Escherichia coli and Homo sapiens. Biosystems, 2004,
73(2): 89-97. DOI

1 1 ’ ’ ’

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

? , 2000, 45(23): 2520-2525.
DOl

Wang Y, Jiang CJ, Li YY, Wei CL, Deng WW. CsICE1 and
CsCBF1: two transcription factors involved in cold
responses in Camellia sinensis. Plant Cell Rep, 2012,
31(1): 27-34. DOI
RAV . ,
2010, 46(4): 354-358. DOI
ERF . )
2011, 31(1): 53-58. DOI
Wang L, Li XW, Zhao Q, Jing SL, Chen SF, Yuan HY.
Identification of genes induced in response to low-tem-
perature treatment in tea leaves. Plant Mol Biol Rep, 2009,
27(3): 257-265. DOI
t-PA . ,
2004, 26(1): 75-83. DOI
. 93-11
. , 2003, 30(4): 335-340. DOI
Sharp PM, Li WH. An evolutionary perspective on

synonymous codon usage in unicellular organisms. J Mol
Evol, 1986, 24(1-2): 28-38. DOI
(NAD-ME)

, 2011, 17(1): 12-17. DOI
Mathé C, Peresetsky A, Déhais P, Van Montagu M, Rouze
P. Classification of Arabidopsis thaliana gene sequences:
clustering of coding sequences into two groups according
to codon usage improves gene prediction. J Mol Biol, 1999,
285(5): 1977-1991. DOI

, 2011, 31(4): 319-325. DOI

1 ’ ’ .

, 2006, 23(3): 479-485. DOI

, 2007, 33(4): 285-293.

' , ) waxy
, 2008, 16(2): 16-21. DOI
, , , , L1l psbA
, 2011, 25(5):
927-932. DOI
' , , , waxy
, 2010, 24(3):

476-481. DOI


javascript:AL_get(this,%20'jour',%20'Theor%20Appl%20Genet.');
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-HYSC200504000.htm
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-YCZZ200704007.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/28.10.2084
http://www.lunwentianxia.com/product.sf.4084661.1/
http://cdmd.cnki.com.cn/Article/CDMD-10246-2007068705.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2443.2009.01284.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9525(00)02041-2
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTOTAL-JCXK200910005.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TNB.2003.817024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biosystems.2003.10.001
http://d.wanfangdata.com.cn/Periodical_kxtb200023011.aspx
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-ZWSL201004010.htm
http://d.wanfangdata.com.cn/Periodical_cykx201101009.aspx
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11105-008-0079-7
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-YCZZ200401015.htm
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-YCXB200304009.htm
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3104616
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTOTAL-YYHS201101004.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jmbi.1998.2451
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-CYKK201104008.htm
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-GSKK200603037.htm
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-ZWSI200704004.htm
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-YMKX200802006.htm
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-HNXB201105017.htm
http://www.cnki.com.cn/Article/CJFDTotal-HNXB201003011.htm

1624 4 f# HEREDITAS (Beijing) 2012

34

[28] Christianson ML. Codon usage patterns distort phylogen- 1221-1233. DOI
ies from or of DNA sequences. Am J Bot, 2005, 92(8):


http://dx.doi.org/10.3732/ajb.92.8.1221

	茶树CBF1基因密码子使用特性分析
	郭秀丽, 王玉, 杨路成, 丁兆堂
	关键词:  茶树; CBF1基因; 密码子偏好性
	Analysis of codon use features of CBF gene in Camellia sinensis
	GUO Xiu-Li, WANG Yu, YANG Lu-Cheng, DING Zhao-Tang
	Keywords: Camellia sinensis; CBF1 gene; codon bias
	 
	1  材料和方法
	1.1  目的基因的获取
	1.2  目的基因的筛选
	1.3  有效密码字数(Effective number of codons, ENc)、GC3s的计算
	1.4  同义密码子相对使用度(Relative synonymous codon usage, RSCU )的计算
	1.5  密码子使用频率(Frequency)的计算
	1.6  CBF基因的聚类分析方法

	2  结果与分析
	2.1  CsCBF1基因密码子偏好性分析
	2.2  与其他物种基因组密码子偏好性的比较
	2.3  与其他植物CBF基因密码子偏好性的比较

	3  讨 论
	参考文献(References): 








