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Table 1 Count of every codon and percentage of codons for every amino acid in Arabidopsis thaliana

Amino acid Codon Count Percentage Amino acid Codon Count Percentage
Ala( A) GCT 299 447 43.02 Pro( P) CCT 202 463 38. 14
GCC 107 596 15. 46 cce 57 681 10. 87
GCA 193 372 27.78 CCA 179 059 33.73
GCG 95 589 13.73 CCG 91 598 17.26
Cys(C) TGT 123 400 60. 45 Gln(Q) CAA 220 367 57.20
TGC 80 725 39.56 CAG 164 898 42. 80
Asp( D) GAT 416 904 68. 74 Arg(R) CGT 96 508 16. 11
GAC 189 628 31.26 CGC 41193 6. 88
Glu( E) GAA 394 403 52.39 CGA 71 716 11.97
GAG 358 436 47. 61 CGG 54 207 9.05
Phe( F) TTT 253 598 53.04 AGA 213 787 35.69
TTC 224 519 46.96 AGG 121 678 20. 31
Gly(G) GGT 237 279 33. 60 Ser( S) TCT 280 575 28. 16
GGC 98 311 13.92 TCC 121 407 12. 19
GGA 258 143 36.55 TCA 205 984 20. 68
GGG 112 560 15. 94 TCG 101 532 10. 19
His(H) CAT 158 382 62.51 AGT 162 022 14. 49
CAC 95 002 37. 49 AGC 124 706 12.52
Ile( 1) ATT 244 028 41.18 Thr(T) ACT 193 115 34.00
ATC 201 460 34.00 ACC 111 456 19. 63
ATA 147 120 24,83 ACA 178 480 31.43
Lys(K) AAA 351 259 49. 31 ACG 84 877 14. 95
AAG 361 077 50. 69 Val( V) GTT 301 496 40. 42
Leu( L) TTA 149 050 14. 12 GTC 137 960 18. 49
TTG 239 171 22. 65 GTA 115 334 15. 46
CTT 267 577 25. 34 GTG 191 171 25.63
cre 174 083 16. 49 Trp( W) TGG 140 546 100. 00
CTA 114 224 10. 82 Tyr(Y) TAT 170 130 53.35
CTG 111 680 10. 58 TAC 148 772 46. 65
Met( M) ATG 271 269 100. 00 STOP TAA 10 564 36. 30
Asn(N) AAT 260 432 53.08 TAG 6 279 21.58
AAC 230 188 46.92 TGA 12 256 42.12

Table 2 Comparison of codon preference among Human, E. coli and Arabidopsis thaliana

Amino acid codon Ara (%) E. coli (%) Human ( %) Aral hum Aral Eco Ecol hum
Ala( A) GCT 2.69 1.70 1. 86 1.45 1. 58 0.91
GCC 0.97 2.42 2.8 0. 34 0. 40 0. 85
GCA 1.74 2.12 1.6 1.09 0. 82 1.33
GCG 0.86 3.01 0.76 1.13 0.29 3.96
Cys(C) TGT 1. 11 0.52 0.99 1.12 2.13 0.53
TGC 0.73 0.61 1.22 0.60 1.20 0. 50
Asp( ) GAT 3.74 3.27 2.23 1.68 1. 14 1. 47
GAC 1.70 1.92 2.60 0.65 0. 89 0.74
Glu( E) GAA 3.54 3.92 2.91 1.22 0.90 1.35
GAG 3.22 1.87 4.08 0.79 1.72 0. 46
Phe( F) TTT 2.28 2.21 1.69 1.35 1.03 1.31
TTC 2.02 1.61 2.04 0.99 1.25 0.79
Gly(G) GGT 2.13 2.55 1.08 1.97 0.84 2.36
GGC 0.88 2.72 2.29 0.38 0.32 1.19
GGA 2.32 0.95 1.63 1.42 2.44 0.58
GGG 1.01 1.13 1.64 0.62 0.89 0.69
His( H) CAT 1.42 1.25 1.04 1.37 1.14 1.20
CAC 0.85 0.93 1.49 0.57 0.91 0. 62
Tle( 1) ATT 2.19 2.98 1.57 1.39 0.73 1.90
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g %
Amino acid codon Ara( %) E. coli (%) Human (%) Aral hum Ara/ Eco Ecol hum
ATC 1.81 2.37 2.15 0.84 0.76 1.10
ATA 1.32 0. 68 0.71 1.86 1.94 0.96
Lys (K) AAA 3.15 3.53 2.40 1.31 0.89 .47
AAG 3.24 1.24 3.29 0.98 2.61 0.38
Leu (L) TTA 1.34 1.43 0.72 1.86 0.94 1.99
TG 2.15 1.30 1.25 1.72 1.65 1.04
CTT 2.40 1.19 1.27 1.89 2.02 0.94
cre 1.56 1.02 1.94 0.80 1.53 0.53
CTA 1.03 0.42 0. 69 1.49 2.45] 0. 61
CTG 1.00 4.84 4.02 0. 25] 0.21 .20
Met (M) ATG 2.44 2. 64 2.23 1.09 0.92 1. 18
Asn (N) AAT 2.34 2.06 1.67 1.40 1.14 1.23
AAC 2.07 2.14 1.95 1.06 0.97 1.10
Pro (P) cCT 1.82 0.75 1.73 1.05 .43 0. 43
cece 0.52 0.54 2.00 0. 26/ 0.96 0.27]
CCA 1.61 0.86 1.67 0.96 1.87 0.51
cCe 0.82 2.09 0.70 1.17 0.39] 2.99
Cln (Q) CAA 1.98 1.46 1.18 1.68 1.36 1.24
CAG 1.48 2.84 3.46 0. 43] 0.52 0.82
Arg (R) ceT 0.87 2.00 0.47 1.85 0. 44} 4.26
cGe 0.37 1.97 1.09 0. 34 0.19 1. 81
CGA 0. 64 0.38 0.63 1.02 1.68 0. 60
CGG 0.49 0.59 1.19 0.41) 0.83 0. 50
AGA 1.92 0.36 1.15 1.67 '5.33] 0.31
AGG 1.09 0.21 1. 14 0.96 0.18
Ser () TCT 2.52 1.04 1.46 1.73 .42 0.71
TCC 1.09 0.91 1.74 0.63 1.20 0.52
TCA 1.85 0. 89 1.17 1.58 2.08 0.76
TCG 0.91 0.85 0.45 2.02 1.07 1. 89
AGT 1.46 0.98 1.19 1.23 1.49 0.82
AGC 112 1.52 1.93 0.58 0.74 0.79
Thr (T) ACT 1.73 1.03 1.28 1.35 1.68 0. 80
ACC 1.00 2.20 1.92 0.52 0.45 1.15
ACA 1.60 0.92 1.48 1.08 1.74 0. 62
ACG 0.76 1.37 0.62 1.23 0.55 2.21
val (V) GTT 2.71 1.98 1.09 2.49 1.37 1. 82
GTC 1.24 1.43 1.46 0.85 0.87 0.98
GTA 1.04 1.16 0.70 1.49 0.90 1. 66
CTG 1.72 2.44 2.89 0. 60 0.70 0. 84
Trp (W) GG 1.26 1.39 1.28 0.98 0.91 1.09
Tyr (Y) TAT 1.53 1.74 1.20 1.28 0.88 1.45
TAC 1.34 1.22 1.56 0. 86 1.10 0.78
Stop TAA 0.09 0.20 0.07 1.29 0.45 2. 86
TAG 0.06 0.03 0.06 1.00 2. 00) 0. 50
TGA 0.11 0.10 0.13 0.85 1.10 0.77

Data with means that the rate is 22.0 or <0. 5.
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Analysis of Genetic Code Preference in Arabidopsis thaliana

. . ® - . . . . . .
FAN SamrHong , GUO ArGuang, SHAN LrWei, HU Xiao-Ping
{ Northwest Sci-Tech University of Agriculture and Forestry, Key Laboratory of

Agricultural Molecular Biology in Shaanxi Province. Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract The frequency of codon usage often affects the expression of foreign gene in transgenic research. A
statistics of the frequency of codon usage in Arabidopsis thaliana was made, and a direct comparison of genctic
code preference among A rabidopsis thaliana, Homo sapiens and Escherichia coli was carried out. T he results
show that Arabidopsis thaliana like Homo sapiens its frequency of codon usage is obviously different from
Escherichia coli, and there is a considerable difference between Arabidopsis thaliana and Homo sapiens. The
data will give some suggestions to those researchers who want to introduce a animal gene into plant or a plant

gene into bacteria.
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