g P B 2025,53(1) :35-47 Journal of Shanxi Agricultural Sciences

PRGERR  BOCHE 2R . B FeF6 HIJEIN B985 7w 4 3 AT, tvi 4l B2, 2025, 53(1) :35-47.
SUN X C,HUANG W J,LI H R. Codon bias analysis of FcF6'HI gene in Fraxinus chinensis|J]. Journal of Shanxi Agricultural Sci-
ences,2025,53(1):35-47.

doi:10.3969/j.issn.1002-2481.2025.01.04

HEER FCFEHT ZE R E TR IF o i

ImAELEXR L FRRC
LB o B 25K 2 5 o 24 0 M A8 8 S ) 09510/ 28 24 0 R 9 O 2 50 46 2 (O )
BT R 71208352, BRI BE L2 E 9 5 FF B Be . 5 £ 1R 653100)

B  Z.FJ CodonW .EMBOSS TE £ F2 15 43 BT [ i At FeF6"H 1 35 B0 35 0 T 41, X 25/ B TR S TE R .
KRR LA R A6 A M 3R I M R R R F6TH T Y L R R T R AT M L R4 1B LENC-plot 43 #1 Fl
PR2-plot i & 40 Hr , WF 55 R 0 (1 ME B F el 6'H 135 R %% 00 Qi de M A TR 26, 3L it Fe 6" H T 548 XA W) Y 460 F
{5 P AR 2 LR IR AR 2 K . S5 R FE W, ISR FeF6'HI I GC.GC1.GC2.GC3 M GC12 & & 43514 0.431 2.,
0.5125.0.349 0.0.432 1 /1 0.430 8, CAI{H } 0.216, ENC {4y 57.84, F W] [ W& It FeF6'H 1 K2 P B 4 M 4059 5
PE2: B \ENC-plot Fll PR2-plot i fay 43 #1725 1 22 WA, 90 3 28 25 Rl [ SR 26 5 35 2 58 W FeF 6'H 1% 15 F 1) D 4 1
CDS HEAEA AT RSCU B 240 M1 45 R 58 4 — B, (U R R A (S FeF6'H 15 AR XM _023028611.1 . XM _
023036788.1. XM _023034893.1 T K —2& i T FO'HI I ) 6 4 Fe AL B T, 20 Bl & CUC.AUC.AAG .
GAG UCG I ACA ; 5 1 (i FH AT R 43 A1 3¢ B 485 2028 W v 38 i FHH 5038 5 1 Sk 8t A% B Ak 32 A4, R 1R 3635 7
BEAVER FcF6'HI W SRR IR ERAR . SCREMIE BT (S FeF6'H 156 3575 16 il FH AL

KGR ISR FeF6'H T %0 TR 4P s ENC-plot; PR2-plot; 5 i ik

B E 4 %S .S792.41 SR ARIR D A X EHE1002-2481(2025)01-0035-13

Codon Bias Analysis of FcF6 H1 Gene in Fraxinus chinensis
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Resources(Cultivation) , Shaanxi University of Chinese Medicine, Xianyang 712083, China;
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Abstract: In this study, the codon bias analysis of FcF6'HI gene in Fraxinus chinensis was analyzed using CodonW
software and EMBOSS online program, cluster analysis, neutral plot, ENC-plot and PR2-plot of the codon of FcF6'H1 gene
in Rutaceae, Leguminosae, Umbelliferae, Oleaceae, Arabidopsis, tobacco and tomato was conduceted, the factors affecting
information of the codon bias of the FcF6'HI gene in Fraxinus chinensis were studied, the best receptors were obtained by
comparing the codon usage frequencies of FcF6'HI and model organisms. The rsults showed that the content of GC,GC1,
GC2.GC3, and GC12 of FcF6'H1 in Fraxinus chinensis was 0.431 2, 0.512 5, 0.349 0, 0.432 1, and 0.430 8, respectively,
CAI was 0.216, and ENC was 57.84, indicating weak codon bias of FcF6'HI in Fraxinus chinensis. The results of neutral
analysis, ENC-plot analysis, and PR2-plot analysis indicated that codon bias of FcF6'H1 was affected by base mutation and
natural selection. The results of CDS evolutionary tree and RSCU cluster analysis were not completely consistent, but both
indicated that FcF6'HI in Fraxinus chinensis and XM _023028611.1, XM _023036788.1, and XM _023034893.1 of Olea
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europaea var. sylvestris were aggregated into one category. Six optimal codons of F6'HI gene were identified, they were CUC,

AUC, AAG, GAG.UCG, and ACA. The codon usage frequence analysis showed that in the model plants, tomato tobacco

were suitable for the genetic transformation receptors, and the Escherichia coli expression system was suitable for the

heterologous expression vector of FcF6'HI. This study preliminarily clarified the codon usage pattern of FcF6'HI gene in

Fraxinus chinensis.

Keywords: Fraxinus chinensis; FcF6'H1; codon bias; ENC-plot; PR2-plot; heterologous expression
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Tab.1 Condon bias of F6'HI gene in different species

FEH A SR
Gene accession

o3
Sort

WAh

. T3s
Species s

C3s A3s G3s

number

CAI CBI ENC GC3s GC GCl1 GC2 GC3 GCl2

ARBREL R
Oleaceae AR
ABRBE
AHRHE
ARARBE
2R R

Legumi-
nosae

Isoform0057303 0.424 0 0.236 7 0.3111 0.318 4

XM
XM
XM _
XM
NM._
XM._
_003530041.3 0.3958 0.243 8 0.342 1 0.285 7
XM _
XM _
XM _
XM
XM
XM
XM

XM

023028611.1 0.4520 0.224 2 0.338 3 0.286 9
023034893.1 0.438 6 0.214 0 0.359 3 0.279 2
023036788.1 0.449 0 0.207 5 0.3956 0.239 7
023043182.1 0.422 4 0.270 8 0.360 6 0.236 5
001253251.3 0.4357 0.2607 0.3256 0.262 9
003520322.5 0.393 6 0.266 0 0.326 8 0.294 4

007134245.1 0.406 5 0.251 8 0.326 9 0.297 9
007146169.1 0.435 3 0.266 2 0.347 3 0.2350
007146170.1 0.434 9 0.256 5 0.3452 0.243 4
014660601.2 0.4209 0.233 8 0.2934 0.3390
016092410.3 0.439 3 0.2214 0.386 4 0.241 7
016318780.2 0.4357 0.221 4 0.406 8 0.226 9
003599672.4 0.4452 0.2297 0.397 7 0.213 0
039832318.1 0.4558 0.2226 0.3930 0.2227

0.216
0.191
0.197
0.177
0.214
0.205
0.167
0.177
0.204
0.203
0.193
0.198
0.181
0.183
0.198
0.199

-0.046
-0.114
-0.095
-0.160
-0.082
-0.088
-0.201
-0.190
-0.111
-0.068
-0.088
-0.096
-0.158
-0.143
-0.086
-0.092

57.84
54.21
53.63
51.32
53.47
49.03
48.71
50.63
50.54
46.44
47.14
56.30
49.58
48.70
46.98
45.00

0.415
0.375
0.366
0.331
0.382
0.394
0.423
0.406
0.414
0.378
0.378
0.429
0.348
0.336
0.332
0.331

0.43120.51250.3490 0.4321 0.430 8
0.4100 0.498 6 0.3380 0.3934 0.418 3
0.4081 0.4986 0.343 5 0.3823 0.4211
0.4007 0.4987 0.3531 0.3504 0.4259
0.4174 0.5434 0.3109 0.397 8 0.427 2
0.4252 0.5256 0.3381 0.4119 0.4319
0.436 9 0.502 8 0.361 6 0.446 3 0.432 2
0.437 3 0.5225 0.3624 0.427 0 0.442 5
0.4376 0.518 3 0.354 9 0.4394 0.436 6
0.41450.5156 0.3314 0.396 6 0.423 5
0.416 9 0.519 2 0.336 3 0.3953 0.427 8
0.4397 0.508 5 0.3559 0.454 8 0.432 2
0.408 2 0.493 2 0.350 7 0.380 8 0.422 0
0.4009 0.484 9 0.3479 0.3699 0.416 4
0.39550.5141 0.3220 0.350 3 0.418 1
0.39250.5099 0.318 3 0.3493 0.414 1
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HR1 AEAYMF6HIERZBFREEST
Tab.1(Continued) Preference related parameters of F6'HI gene codons in different species
)

A% W (j:cjil;n T3s C3s A3s G3s CAI CBI ENC GC3s GC GCl GC2 GC3 GCI2

Sort  Species number
@ XM _017586437.2 0.4107 0.239 3 0.301 2 0.336 2 0.199 -0.128 55.62 0.431 0.437 9 0.5056 0.3559 0.4520 0.430 8
P XM _019609848.1 0.407 9 0.227 4 0.397 7 0.2532 0.166 —0.17 52.21 0.361 0.4088 0.5028 0.3352 0.388 3 0.419 0

B

A XM_020369703.2 0.42250.2359 0.3333 0.2833 0.172 -0.18  48.09 0.392 42.91 0.5099 0.360 6 0.416 9 0.435 3
A XM_020384523.2 0.439 7 0.248 2 0.323 2 0.268 9 0.199 -0.097 47.37 0.391 41.93 0.5212 0.3314 0.405 1 0.426 3
WAL XM_021111754.1 0.4174 0.2391 0.4211 0.201 1 0.177 -0.112 50.66 0.333 39.55 0.4814 0.3356 0.369 5 0.408 5
WAEA XM _025769767.2 0.428 6 0.221 4 0.392 5 0.2458 0.175 -0.166 49.93 0.351 40.91 0.493 2 0.353 4 0.380 8 0.423 3
WAEA XM _025818674.1 0.4357 0.221 4 0.406 8 0.226 9 0.183 -0.143 48.70 0.336 40.09 0.4849 0.347 9 0.369 9 0.416 4
WAEA XM _025822317.1 0.432 6 0.227 0 0.399 2 0.230 1 0.185 -0.139 49.98 0.344 40.53 0.489 1 0.3497 0.377 0 0.419 4
FUET XM _027486381.1 0.4354 0.241 5 0.3190 0.278 9 0.186 -0.105 48.66 0.394 42.41 0.5229 0.3369 0.412 4 0.429 9
FUET XM _027486998.1 0.437 1 0.258 3 0.3321 0.2490 0.207 -0.065 48.65 0.384 41.96 0.517 3 0.3387 0.4027 0.428 0
MUET XM _027488094.1 0.4613 0.2359 0.324 1 0.2655 0.205 -0.111 49.33 0.374 41.50 0.5100 0.344 7 0.390 3 0.427 4
BIH XM _028052360.1 0.4179 0.217 9 0.296 6 0.3515 0.199 -0.114 55.22 0.426 44.26 0.5154 0.358 5 0.453 8 0.437 0
9T XM _028074878.1 0.4388 0.244 6 0.351 4 0.257 6 0.208 —0.063 45.50 0.374 40.89 0.5099 0.3229 0.393 8 0.416 4
WA H XM _028359722.1 0.4357 0.260 7 0.325 6 0.2629 0.205 -0.088 49.03 0.394 42.52 0.5256 0.338 1 0.4119 0.4319
WA H XM _028369093.1 0.393 6 0.266 0 0.326 8 0.2944 0.167 -0.201 48.71 0.423 43.69 0.5028 0.3616 0.446 3 0.432 2
Bk XM_028384402.1 0.3958 0.2438 0.3421 0.2857 0.177 -0.188 50.46 0.406 43.63 0.5225 0.359 6 0.427 0 0.441 1
ST/ XM _045956028.1 0.4894 0.1809 0.4319 0.1826 0.185 ~0.115 43.59 0.272 37.37 0.4958 0.3296 0.2958 0.412 7
STAERIE XM _045961390.1 0.4894 0.1809 0.4341 0.1775 0.188 -0.105 43.53 0.269 37.46 0.4986 0.3324 0.2930 0.415 5
HG M XM _054926754.1 0.3717 0.253 9 0.327 2 0.3324 0.192 ~0.089 52.66 0.446 44.60 0.499 0 0.367 8 0.471 2 0.433 4
WA XM _054942588.1 0.430 8 0.253 8 0.342 6 0.274 8 0.214 -0.045 53.42 0.391 42.41 0.5355 0.3225 0.414 2 0.429 0
SR BFHIE N XM_017366059.1 0.373 6 0.3150 0.328 1 0.2629 0.217  0.007 60.34 0.443 45.31 0.5507 0.347 8 0.460 9 0.449 3
Umbel™ gpa g5 | XM _017366063.1 0.378 6 0.239 3 0.341 3 0.3420 0.176 -0.101 54.42 0.432 43.37 0.5170 0.3324 0.4517 0.4247
WIETAC e 9 I XM 017367700.1 0.397 8 0.259 1 0.334 6 0.309 3 0.187 ~0.099 5418 0424 4233 0.50000.329'5 04403 0.414 8
FFHIE R XM _017401370.1 0.340 7 0.337 0 0.280 2 0.353 4 0.201 -0.059 55.64 0.513 46.55 0.5269 0.337 1 0.532 6 0.432 0
w&F MK XM_006445579.2 0.43710.2517 0.3074 0.277 1 0.211 -0.083 53.62 0.404 43.28 0.5138 0.3619 0.4227 0.437 9
Rutaceae g XM_006488844.4 0.437 10.2517 0.306 3 0.276 0 0.209 ~0.086 53.77 0.404 43.28 0.5166 0.359 1 0.4227 0.4379
MR B XM_004228918.2 0.487 8 0.177 7 0.404 6 0.233 2 0.188 -0.137 49.06 0.295 36.30 0.4500 0.322 2 0.316 7 0.386 1
Solana~ gt XM _004251190.4 0.476 9 0.2100 0.349 8 0.260 5 0.224 -0.098 53.14 0.349 40.83 0.5417 0.3139 0.369 4 0.427 8
U FE XM 0042511913 0.439 3 0.2214 0.4627 0.1883 0.207 -0.073 52.91 0.301 38.45 0.4860 0.343 6 0.3240 0.414 8
FA XM_004251192.4 0.446 1 0.220 6 0.357 1 0.266 7 0.200 -0.019 54.64 0.363 40.70 0.4690 0.360 5 0.391 5 0.414 8
FA XM_004251392.4 0.42450.248 2 0.448 3 0.176 0 0.205 -0.042 49.03 0.319 38.83 0.4832 0.3408 0.340 8 0.412 0
F#f XM_010328989.3 0.503 6 0.1857 0.390 6 0.227 3 0.197 -0.125 49.72 0.297 36.43 0.4507 0.323 9 0.318 3 0.387 3
MEE XM_016581648.1 0.5192 0.174 2 0.369 8 0.2213 0.203 -0.083 49.36 0.296 39.29 0.5165 0.343 4 0.3187 0.430 0
M XM_016590293.1 0.449 6 0.230 2 0.3184 0.294 6 0.217 -0.085 53.96 0.391 42.27 0.5391 0.3184 0.4106 0.428 8
M XM_016605403.1 0.464 3 0.2357 0.400 0 0.204 3 0.194 -0.088 54.32 0.326 39.70 0.4931 0.3490 0.349 0 0.421 1
M XM_016606995.1 0.5739 0.1197 0.4423 0.1609 0.180 -0.192 42.28 0.203 33.33 0.4432 0.329 6 0.227 1 0.386 4
MEH XM_016609607.1 0.4659 0.2222 0.400 8 0.220 8 0.204 -0.072 54.15 0.325 39.52 0.5014 0.3380 34.63 41.97
M XM_016610138.1 0.508 8 0.208 5 0.334 6 0.248 9 0.204 -0.11 49.37 0.333 39.17 0.4833 0.336 1 0.3556 0.409 7
M XM_016619361.1 0.5197 0.1649 0.404 5 0.1958 0.209 —0.088 46.63 0.269 37.51 0.5014 0.3287 0.2953 0.415 1
M XM_016627673.1 0.508 7 0.181 2 0.358 8 0.2427 0.192 -0.115 50.53 0.314 39.56 0.5110 0.3379 0.337 9 0.424 5
M XM _016635503.1 0.516 0 0.202 8 0.334 6 0.237 9 0.194 -0.098 50.04 0.324 38.84 0.4846 0.3361 0.344 5 0.4104
FFIERE B NM 1044044 0.37190.34390.3346 02267 0254 0.075 51.28 0.440 0.43650.5055 0.348 1 0.455 8 0.426 8
(er;l;: WA NM_112207.4  0.39240.3229 0.284 6 0.2805 0.239 0.053 55.41 0.462 0.4512 0.5359 0.342 5 0.475 1 0.439 2
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FI JHl IBM SPSS Statistics 22 & 4 X} % % +
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Tty B R R (K 2), 200 W Rl F6'HT A
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(P<<0.01) , FHH 255 1 34 Bl & 4 a4 8L ; GC
GC1.GC3,GC12 5 ENC & # W 1F M % (P<
0.01),GC2 5 ENC £ 1 3 A E (P<C0.05) , & ¥
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Tab.2 Correlation analysis of codon parameters of

F6'HI gene in different species

parameter O GCl1 GC2 GC3 GC12
GC1 0.704”

GC2 0.470"  -0.063

GC3 0.9757  0.587"  0.418”

GC12 0.872"  0.8337  0.500"  0.7417

ENC 0.589  0.344™  0.280°  0.601"  0.454

RN R 3 A G (P<C0.01) , #3878 18 3% A 56 (P<C0.05) -
Note: ** indicated extremely significant correlation(P<C0.01),

* indicated significant correlation(P<<0.05).
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2.3 F6'HIERZMFHMEIERE (RSCU) S

M RSCU=1.0 0, F7m %5 TR HA 4 1
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SR BTG LA A/ U5 RES T BB F UAA,
AGG M GGU 1y RSCUfH 4351 7y 3.0.2.5 #1 2.0, &

B HA A e 1 s AGU \UAG I UGA 1) RSCU
HI°0 0, F W] FeF 6" H 1 PR B4k 13 26 3% 5 1
20 AP F6'HT 3 R RSCU 43 M7 45 - n & 3
FIER 20 9 Fh F6'H 156 R % 1 14 4R x4
(RSCU) 4> Hréh S vp . A 28 %1% 1 B9 RSCU 1
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Tab.3 Relative synonymous codon usage( RSCU) analysis of F6'HI gene coding sequence of 20 species

HHEB  Amino acid #i5F  Codon RSCU B Amino acid #i5F  Codon RSCU
Phe uuu 1.03 Trp UGG 1
uucC 0.97 TER UAA 0.7
Leu UUA 0.79 UAG 0.4
uuG 1.28 UGA 1.9
CUU 1.44 Pro CCU 1.82
CcucC 0.97 CcCC 0.67
CUA 0.99 CCA 1.23
CUG 0.53 CCG 0.28
Ile AUU 1.37 Thr ACU 1.42
AUC 0.91 ACC 0.95
AUA 0.72 ACA 1.38
Met AUG 1 ACG 0.25
Val GUU 1.38 Ala GCU 1.74
GUC 0.63 GCC 0.46
GUA 0.62 GCA 1.56
GUG 1.37 GCG 0.24
Tyr UAU 1.23 Cys UuGuU 0.94
UAC 0.77 uGC 1.06
His CAU 1.49 Ser AGU 0.91
CAC 0.51 AGC 1.16
Gln CAA 1.55 ucu 1.26
CAG 0.45 uccC 0.66
Asn AAU 1.33 UCA 1.55
AAC 0.67 UCG 0.46
Lys AAA 0.98 Arg CGU 0.53
AAG 1.02 CGC 0.25
Asp GAU 1.51 CGA 0.7
GAC 0.49 CGG 0.31
Gly GGU 1.39 AGA 2.17
GGC 0.58 AGG 2.04
GGA 1.29 Glu GAA 1.11
GGG 0.74 GAG 0.89

BRI R R (- 4), 500 84/, I
i XM _016619361.1, XM _016610138.1 1 7 fii
XM _004228918.2 . XM _010328989.3 K Ky — 3£ ; &

+4(0-

BHE ¥ SR XM 054926754.1. XM _054942588.1,
£ XM _014660601.2 FIHL T XM _028052360.1 &
B — % T XM 0042511924, 4= JF BLEF 25 |
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XM _017367700.1, 2% 7 #} 1fi # XM _006445579.2
XM _006488844.4 Fl H{ # XM _016606995.1, XM _
016635503.1 K —32, AREBEHEY) 5 FcF6H
FE, ARRHE XM _023036788.1. XM _023028611.1,
XM _023034893.1 1 & F 5 ¥ M B + XM_
027486381.1, K & XM _003530041.3, B K & XM _
028384402.1 &y — 3 ; S FH M W ¥ 4L 4= XM
021111754.1.XM _025822317.1. XM _016318780.2,
XM _025818674.1, XM _025769767.2 Fl & f§ /£
XM _016092410.3 R 2 — 32 ; G B4 ¥ M &
XM _027486998.1, XM _027488094.1, A & XM._
020384523.2, ¥ & XM_007146169.1, XM
007146170.1, 8T & XM _028074878.1, K & NM_

001253251.3, ¥ Kk & XM _028359722.1, £ 4 il %
XM _045956028.1, XM _045961390.1, ¥ 22 H 7F
XM _003599672.4 . XM _039832318.1 & Ky — % ; 4
BOXM _016581648.1. XM _016627673.1. XM _
016605403.1. XM _016609607.1. XM _016590293.1,
& M XM _004251191.3, XM _004251392.4 . XM _
004251190.4, %% 3] J & XM _019609848.1, A &
XM _020369703.2, K T XM _003520322.5, B K &
XM _028369093.1, A #EH; XM _023043182.1, 3% &
XM _007134245.1, % & XM _017586437.2 % Jg —
T A BB b XM _017366063.1, XM _
017401370.1. XM _017366059.1 il #l 7 3% NM_
104404.4 NM _112207 .4 B Jy—37 .

I

XNI034025754 1Prosopis dineraria

XM_014660601.2Vigna_radia 3
XM_028052360.1Vigna unguiculata

1

I 0

XM_016610138.1Nicotiana tabacum
XM 004228918.2Solanum lycopersicum
XM_010328989.3Solanum lycopersicum

XM_027486381.1Abrus precatorius

XM 017367700.1Daucus carota

XM 006445579.2Citrus sinensis

XM_006488844.4Citrus sinensis

XM_003530041.3Glycine max
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XM_016609607.1Nicotiana tabacum
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Fig.4 Heatmap of relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU) for F6'HIgenes
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24 mMREBZEWFOM 0.44) AAG(ARSCU 0.23) .GAG(ARSCU 0.3) .
RAERPE T FHI I FH 1 6 4 5 4 8351 UCG(ARSCU 0.97) . ACA(ARSCU 0.45) .
T, R CUC(ARSCU 0.69) \LAUC(ARSCU

®4 F6'HIEERMEDTF
Tab.4 The optimal codons of F6'HI gene

R , [SE e i ks LA AL . Rk SR A ek kLA
Amino &,ﬁ—%% Highly expressed gene LO\Y expressed gene ARSCUlAmino ﬁé_jﬁ%% ng}ﬂy expressed gene Low expressed gene ARSCU
acid Codon HE - pgep B ey acid Codon B Loy B psey
Number Number Number Number
Phe UUU 64 0.93 71 0.92 0.01 Ser UCU 53 1.22 43 1.08 0.14
uuc 73 1.07 83 1.08 -0 ucce 30 0.69 33 0.83 -0.1
Leu UUA 39 0.8 55 1.03 -0.2 UCA 56 1.29 83 2.09 -0.8
uuG 57 1.16 82 1.54 -0.4 UuCG 44 1.02 2 0.05 0.97
CUuU 56 1.14 89 1.67 -0.5 Pro CCU 88 1.74 119 2.04 -0.3
Ccuc 62 1.27 31 0.58 0.69 ccce 25 0.5 39 0.67 -0.2
CUA 37 0.76 43 0.81 -0.1 CCA 56 1.11 72 1.24 -0.1
CUG 43 0.88 20 0.38 0.5 CCG 33 0.65 3 0.05 0.6
Ile AUU 93 1.21 139 1.51 -0.3 Thr ACU 28 1 66 2.13 -1.1
AUC 87 1.13 64 0.69 0.44 ACC 27 0.96 28 0.9 0.06
AUA 51 0.66 74 0.8 -0.1 ACA 39 1.39 29 0.94 0.45
Met  AUG 79 1 63 1 0 ACG 18 0.64 1 0.03 0.61
Val  GUU 100 1.37 105 1.39 -0 Ala  GCU 87 1.78 109 2.2 -0.4
GUC 60 0.82 41 0.54 0.28 GCC 25 0.51 20 0.4 0.11
GUA 36 0.49 57 0.75 -0.3 GCA 53 1.09 64 1.29 -0.2
GUG 97 1.32 100 1.32 0 GCG 30 0.62 5 0.1 0.52
Tyr UAU 69 1.13 82 1.3 -0.2 Cys UGU 18 0.84 14 0.9 -0.1
UAC 53 0.87 44 0.7 0.17 UGC 25 1.16 17 1.1 0.06
TER UAA 2 0.6 1 0.3 0.3 TER UGA 6 1.8 8 24 -0.6
UAG 2 0.6 1 0.3 0.3 Trp UGG 52 1 46 1 0
His  CAU 67 1.44 76 1.58 -0.1 Arg  CGU 16 0.71 2 0.12 0.59
CAC 26 0.56 20 0.42 0.14 CGC 8 0.35 0 0 0.35
Gln  CAA 67 1.35 91 1.53 -0.2 CGA 20 0.88 5 0.29 0.59
CAG 32 0.65 28 0.47 0.18 CGG 11 0.49 3 0.18 0.31
Asn  AAU 122 1.27 138 1.41 -0.1 Arg  AGA 38 1.68 67 3.94 -2.3
AAC 70 0.73 58 0.59 0.14 AGG 43 1.9 25 1.47 0.43
Lys AAA 123 0.94 155 1.17 -0.2 Gly GGU 65 1.31 63 1.39 -0.1
AAG 140 1.06 110 0.83 0.23 GGC 30 0.6 22 0.49 0.11
Asp  GAU 133 1.29 167 1.51 -0.2 GGA 74 1.49 63 1.39 0.1
GAC 74 0.71 54 0.49 0.22 GGG 30 0.6 33 0.73 -0.1
Glu  GAA 113 0.95 146 1.25 -0.3 Ser AGU 44 1.02 40 1.01 0.01
GAG 125 1.05 88 0.75 0.3 AGC 33 0.76 37 0.93 -0.2
25 AR F6 HI1EEK F 5tk it 016581648.1. XM _016619361.1, XM _016606995.1

Xt 204~ W) b 59 25T 4 A8 8 2R G it AL A AT BHh—2, SIERHEFHE N XM _017366059.1 XM _
GER G R (E5), B N6 /MG, AR FcF6HIE  017366063.1, XM _017367700.1, XM _017401370.1
A OH B XM_023028611.1., XM _023036788.1 . 5P IF NM _112207.4 NM _104404.4 B H—2 .
XM _023034893.1, 4 # XM _016627673.1, XM _ 25 & B Ifil # XM _006445579.2, XM 006488844 .4
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5 SR YR R — 2, 43 2 S XM 43 . XM _014660601.2, 3¢ & XM _007134245.1, &
054926754.1, ¥% 4£ & XM _016318780.2, XM._ XM _020369703.2, K & XM _003520322.5 . XM _
021111754.1, XM _025769767.2. XM _025818674.1,  003530041.3, B} Kk & XM _028369093.1, XM _
XM _025822317.1, & f£ £ XM _016092410.3, Bk it 028384402.1 K K —k ., HABGRHAEYI R b —%.
PE T XM _019609848.1, 7% 7. XM _017586437.2,

XM 003520322 5Glycine max
XM 028369093 1Glycine soja
XM 003530041 3Glycine max
XM 028384402 1Glycine soja
XM 020369703 2Cajanus cajan
XM 007134245 1Phaseolus vulgans
XM 028052360 1Vigna unguiculata
XM 014660601 2Vvigna radiata
XM 017586437 2Vigna angularis
XM 019609848 1Lupinus angustifolius
XM 016092410 3Arachis duranensis
XM 025769767 2Arachis hypogaea
XM 016318780 2Arachis hypogaea
XM 025818674 1Arachis hypogaea
XM 021111754 1Arachis hypogaea
XM 025822317 1Arachis hypogaea
XM 054926754 1Prosopis cinerana
[ XM 006445579 2Citrus sinensis
100 L—— XM 006488844 4Citrus sinensis
100 NM 104404 4Arabidops:s thakana
—————— 1 NM 112207 4Arabidopsis thakana
72 XM 017401370 1Daucus carota
XM 017366059 1Daucus carota
3 XM 017366063 1Daucus carota
k] XM 017367700 1Daucus carota
R a3 XM 004251192 4Solanum lycopersicum
100 XM 004251392 4Solanum lycopersicum
100 XM 004251191 _3Solanum lycopersicum
XM 016605403 1Nicotiana tabacum
XM 016609607 1Nicotiana tabacum
XM 023043182 10lea europaea var sylvestris
XM 004251190 4Solanum lycopersicum
XM 016590293 1Nicotiana tabacum
XM 054942588 1Prosopis cinerarna
XM 003599672 4Medicago truncatula
XM 039832318 1Medicago truncatula
XM 045956028 1Trfolium pratense
XM 045961390 1Trifolium pratense
XM 027486998 1Abrus precatorius
XM 027488094 1Abrus precatorius
XM 027486381 1Abrus precatorius
XM 020384523 2Cajanus cajan
NM 001253251 3Glycine max
XM 028359722 1Glycine soja
XM 028074878 1Vigna unguiculata
XM 007146169 1Phaseolus vulgans
XM 007146170 1Phaseolus vulgans
XM 016606995 1Nicotiana tabacum
XM 016619361 1Nicotiana tabacum
XM 016581648 1Nicotiana tabacum
XM 016627673 1Nicotiana tabacum
73 XM 023034893 10lea europaea var. sylvestrnis
Isoforrm0057303F raxinus chinensis
= XM 023028611 10lea europaea var sylvestris
100 XM 023036788.10lea europaea var. sylvestris
100 XM 004228918 2Solanum lycopersicum
XM 010328989 3Solanum lycopersicum

100 XM 016610138 1Nicotiana tabacum
%: XM 016635503 1Nicotiana tabacum
B 5 F6HIERSFHLH
Fig.5 Phylogenetic tree of F6'HI genes
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P B 8 A5 5 AR R AR DL R, 3 PRI R 2 R A B i 2 11.8.8 4, &
K 3y B 50 0F 5 A BB XAy e AT R RS . B W) 2 05 R 55 AT A FeF 6 H T3 IR B 18 4% e 4k 2
FcF6'HIT SN %15 fff A R SR AW B A R SRR R AT A A% ik PR 4 %% 5 7 {off P A 3%
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Tab.5 Comparsion of codon usage bias of FcF6'Hlgene in Fraxinus chinensis and 5 pattern organism genomes

#iBF  Codon ZIEE Amino acid FcF6'HI FcF6'HI/At FcF6'HI/SI  FcF6'HI/Nt  FcF6'H1/Sc FeF6'HI/Ec

181028 F 22.16 1.02 0.85 0.88 0.85 0.91
uuc F 19.39 0.94 1.11 1.08 1.05 1.40
UUA L 11.08 0.87 0.77 0.83 0.42 0.64
UuUG L 13.85 0.66 0.57 0.62 0.51 1.07
CuUU L 19.39 0.80 0.78 0.81 1.58 1.34
cuc L 16.62 1.03 148 1.35 3.08 1.75
CUA L 8.31 0.84 0.83 0.88 0.62 1.48
CUG L 22.16 2.26 2.11 217 2.11 0.59
AUU I 36.01 1.67 1.28 1.30 1.20 1.22
AUC I 11.08 0.60 0.79 0.80 0.64 0.57
AUA I 22.16 1.76 1.58 1.58 1.25 1.67
AUG M 16.62 0.68 0.67 0.66 0.80 0.70
GUU \% 24.93 0.92 0.89 0.93 1.13 1.15
Guc \% 16.62 1.30 1.65 1.50 1.41 1.27
GUA % 16.62 1.68 148 1.46 1.41 1.27
GUG % 22.16 1.27 1.39 1.33 2.05 1.11
Ucu S 22.16 0.88 1.05 1.11 0.94 1.69
ucce S 5.54 0.49 0.56 0.54 0.39 0.57
UCA S 19.39 1.06 0.94 1.10 1.04 1.48
UcG S 11.08 1.19 1.98 2.09 1.29 1.35
cCcu P 30.47 1.63 1.59 1.63 2.26 3.21
cce P 11.08 2.09 1.94 1.68 1.63 1.79
CCA P 13.85 0.86 0.72 0.70 0.76 1.52
CCG P 8.31 0.97 1.81 1.66 1.57 0.57
ACU T 11.08 0.63 0.56 0.55 0.55 0.85
ACC T 13.85 1.34 1.61 1.43 1.09 0.73
ACA T 13.85 0.88 0.77 0.80 0.78 0.92
ACG T 8.31 1.08 1.81 1.85 1.04 0.61
GCU A 22.16 0.78 0.72 0.71 1.05 1.17
GCC A 2.77 0.27 0.27 0.22 0.22 0.13
GCA A 13.85 0.79 0.62 0.60 0.85 0.60
GCG A 11.08 1.23 2.13 1.91 1.79 0.53
UAU Y 19.39 1.33 1.04 1.09 1.03 0.90
UAC Y 13.85 1.01 1.12 1.03 0.94 1.18
UAA * 2.77 3.08 3.08 2.52 2.52 1.39
UAG * 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
CAU H 19.39 1.41 1.25 1.45 1.43 1.56
CAC H 8.31 0.96 1.07 0.96 1.07 1.14
CAA Q 19.39 1.00 0.92 0.94 0.71 1.35
CAG Q 8.31 0.55 0.59 0.55 0.69 0.31
AAU N 22.16 0.99 0.73 0.79 0.62 0.76
AAC N 27.70 1.33 1.60 1.55 1.12 1.36
AAA K 41.55 1.35 1.34 1.27 0.99 1.12
AAG K 41.55 1.27 1.34 1.24 1.35 2.72
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Tab.5(Continued)

Comparsion of codon usage bias of FcF6'Hlgene in Fraxinus chinensis and

5 pattern organism genomes

¥  Codon ZJEM  Amino acid FcF6'HI FcF6'HI/At  FcF6'HI/SI  FcF6'HI/Nt  FcF6'HI1/Sc FeF6'HI/Ec
GAU D 47.09 1.29 1.20 1.28 1.25 1.40
GAC D 8.31 0.48 0.55 0.49 0.41 0.46
GAA E 33.24 0.97 0.96 0.92 0.73 0.95
GAG E 38.78 1.20 1.46 1.32 2.02 2.00
UGU C 5.54 0.53 0.51 0.57 0.68 0.94
UGC C 5.54 0.77 0.83 0.77 1.15 1.01
UGA * 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
UGG W 13.85 1.11 1.03 1.14 1.33 1.03
CGU R 2.77 0.31 0.40 0.37 0.43 0.17
CGC R 5.54 1.46 1.79 1.42 2.13 0.40
CGA R 2.77 0.44 0.51 0.52 0.92 0.58
CGG R 2.77 0.57 0.89 0.75 1.63 0.35
AGU S 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
AGC S 16.62 1.47 1.79 1.66 1.70 1.16
AGA R 5.54 0.29 0.34 0.35 0.26 0.78
AGG R 13.85 1.26 1.16 1.14 1.51 3.46
GGU G 27.70 1.25 1.16 1.24 1.16 1.17
GGC G 2.77 0.30 0.29 0.25 0.28 0.13
GGA G 11.08 0.46 0.43 0.48 1.02 0.81
GGG G 13.85 1.36 1.28 1.32 2.31 1.13

TE AT s Ne R 3 SER R Ec R RIAFFIR s Sc AWERETE . +FR 2R T o T R4 SRR % 7 IR 22 Bk

Note: Az. Arabidopsis thaliana; Nt. Nicotiana tabacum; Sl. Solanum [ycopersicum; Ec. Escherichia coli; Sc. Saccharomyces cerevisiae. *

Indicated termination codon. The underline data indicated that the codon usage frequency was quite different.
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