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PAZAE ) 3 8 T AE T B S S5 AR R AP AEAR
KESR. 5o, ARSCOEE T AT I A7 i A B
(PWM), 48 A7 ORI BCEHE FE(PCWM) 14
BERTPI A ) FREAT I 3 00, EX A TR () 4y
PR, A R X R o KA AEAR 8
(A R ORIDENE

1 BiERAE

1.1 HiE&E

A SCWE SR KLY Pol- T 3 8h T 3 #5 A
PlantPromDB 3 HUH, % 35 SR A YY) Pol- 1T
JA BT H# AL SEIESEN, JEVUARI, HATHMN
SR AR AT AT (TSS) IR BEE IR A7 RU(TIS)E B £
I PE LU AR 305 45454 Pol- T B 8 1% %1, M
TATA KR 5 T 175 4, TATA-less 25 )5
130 k. BRRFHIKEEY N 251 bp, B HERK
IR AT 4 E3F 200 bp 1R UF 50 bp, o TSS 4
O f7 i, Sk, A X R4 5 3l 117 41 S R
S FTEIRN. gD I AL O A RR A AT T
HRE.
1.2 GC/AT-Skew

KZWFLEYE ) AR st a8l Ui R A
E—A> CpG B9, ALKk 100~ 1000 bp
H&E® CpG AR CpG &y S S ib T K H Ak
W&, FEH S 56% 11 N\ 28 5L R 201 4 A 36 BRI AH G
Ktk CpG AR 2 WO FL3h P 3 2 11— AN
FURFAES. A, LEAH N AR P30 st I B 1 DX Sk
KRR LI CpG By Re ik, 102 A7 75 1R 5 1K)
GC-Skew, RIBgAE C (18 & TH2E G (15 =0,
R Ak A, GC-Skew B3, ZEiHESY
R, WL R IE R S 8)) 7 XSOk
RIL GC-Skew Rk, X PR HE L 43 22 Fp HERF R Y
ZAMY A B THRATII®. AT 175 45 TATA
130 4% TATA-less Jii &l 1 {7 s GC/AT-Skew 7 5
BT EL ST

SEMFER R

SEPR 1 S 4 32 R K FE Protein-DNA AH H
YERL, BREESERTE 4 )(PIC) IR DNA 341 E#%
DA T IO AT k. R SR G B 8T
DX I A 1) DNA 78RR 75 B J— 2 1) g 38 2 1)
iy, HEZ MR TR Z T, 4k
RNA 55 Wi dEAH 00 IF 5 %0 8 g o A 4 5
XASAS A )77 51 5 S At 3 41 b B R 1R R
o5 E AN AR AU R E . H T, O — LUt
FEAH A B X S S5 AR AR EA T J3 21 0 1 2%
W, R TR IR R, R RS B X
HAT RS (R 25 AE . 30T Goni 250318 HI 4
BT ERA i, AR DR R AN R OR ST
FEXT NFFER B 2775111 6 K& MR e AT 40T
T, SRR, AR NARIE LR
ST ) B G b, R SOl I UF 5 TATA JH 30 1 fl
TATA-less )3 2l T #H &F A7 #5 2 [8] [f) Twist.  Tilt.
Roll. Shift. Slide. Rise % 6 FS&EA4FAEM), LUfH
MR SERIERAE 42 T TATA J5 8) T F1 TATA-less
B F % B IS FREAE B S b b k. X
6 Ff 5 Ky A0 23 S 035 3 Bl A 15 S 4 (Twist. Tilt.
Roll) 1 3 Filt i B £ % (Shift. Slide. Rise): Tilt.
Roll. Twist 735l i AR &8 B 2 2% [ P 1fn B R i
i~ KIS DL, Rises Slides Shift 431
R WA AT L 25 AR B B B S 24 i
B B, 3K 6 B2 Hom ik 2 i iR DNA
JPHIE 2R (M 450 7RI o, AR ATTRE 8 B RN
HURIF 7 5 S 4R I I DNA P81 16 JR 3B # % 2 S
PE. 1E DNA JPHISEMIFRERIWT S S, Bt &
AR IAMORE S FR B IR N . BTS2 B0
AN ST 205, AR Yanagi S50 TR U,
Bl s IR I AT AR AL A B H S 10 25, e
R AA(=TT), AC(=GT), AG(=CT), AT,
CA(=TG), CC(=GG), CG, GA(=TC), GC, TA.
6 G5 S E B AR E IR AN 2R 1 Frostd.

1.3

Table 1 The six physical feature parameters for different dinucleotides

AA AC AG AT CA CcC CG GA GC TA
Twist 0.026 0.036 0.031 0.033 0.016 0.026 0.014 0.025 0.025 0.017
Tilt 0.038 0.038 0.037 0.036 0.025 0.042 0.026 0.038 0.036 0.018
Roll 0.02 0.023 0.019 0.022 0.017 0.019 0.016 0.02 0.026 0.016
Shift 1.69 1.32 1.46 1.03 1.07 1.43 1.08 1.32 1.20 0.72
Slide 2.26 3.03 2.03 3.83 1.78 1.65 2.00 1.93 2.61 1.20
Rise 7.65 8.93 7.08 9.07 6.38 8.04 6.23 8.56 9.53 6.23
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EXEL: ETFIIEMIFED Y TATA 1 TATA-less BT <865
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X P A TATA 3301, N UK TATA-less
JRET. BRIV, IR ks (A K 4)
O3 T ST B 0 AL R AE TATA JE 3) 142
TATA-less 38 T 73, XFERESR)THIHR &
1FEN 2 ANE, WA ME R, eH e W —2K,
WAI(S).
1.7 iFiEER

JE B - T R VEAN T b A U (S,)
SRS, PRI A A ) FIAHSE R B (Mec) 5.

WU (sensitivity): S, = TP/ (TP+FN).

¢ 5P (specificity): S, = TN/ (TN+FP).

V- 35 YU % (average accuracy): AAc= (TP+TN)/
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#H % % % (average accuracy): Mcc = (TP+TN)/
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FHAL I REAE, 7R JE B 1 X 0E & AT B,
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2.1.2  GC/AT-Skew 73 #fr. FEM) 5 8 1 HsHE 5 =
BANEBI TR KA, FEALEEFLE3h )
JA B TR CpG . Fujimori 58k I =y A 4
Ja Bl 1A S SR AR A 55 (TSS) B 3 A7 76 AR 5t (1)
GC-Skew. i &5 FATXHEY) TATA J& 3 THAE 5
B4 52, Gt xf 175 45 TATA JE3)7H1 130 4%
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) 3 i JA B 1 X3k N AE AR AR 9 Y GC-Skew
(Value >0), M %MW &f £ TATA-less J& 81 H.AR
FAEEFFAHE, WX+ AT-Skew, 75 EAEHY)
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Fig. 1 The position conversation of six physical structure features
A : The TATA promoter; O: The TATA-less promoter.
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TATA-less i 8l T A # B AT 2 AR IR A7 05,

BT HCH 2 A 7R — AN K 100 bp S A 1 X 3
. Siah, KR A VRE S v S DR ) O 3l 1 4 2
TATA-less FEHU[1), B BA R 8 I 7 kol 46
Pk, XA BEAETS TATA-less i 8 7 ANTELERT
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SN E BN A, TATA box 5 TFIID f—4
BN EE BRI TATA 4557 EmW)&m%ﬁl
MRS ES. TATA box 5k aA AT /5 i EH
Z5(TSS) 5 Ui i sk W e e kA AR SR 1) DG G241,
51T Ponjavic S520%5 /NI 5" cDNA ZEit &3, /)
B3 AT () TATA-box 38 i A2 T TSS(0 bp) - i 1)
-32 bp~-29 bp —/ME/NMUTERIAN, HA1-31 bp Al
~30bp 2 M7 AR BRI B A 2 A HE AR SR R A Uy
SV, MR, f B TATA box £ T TSS _E i (1)
—28 bp kb, FEDRME L IEME M. FATMH
MEME # %} 175 4« TATA J5 %1 1) TATA box
SIS VI (R OR VAR S R G s g
5 TSS frpidheg, 455w 2 FE 3 pros.

H P 2 A4, TATA box [RIBRIEAL i fsr 5
W FLZh ) TATA Ja 8 FIEA—3, fFE—1MKY
9 bp Ao A PR S X sk, L IE R A Lk CTATA
[AT]A[TAJA. WK 3 Mgt g /ol E/ i, 50
i) TATA box {7 B/ i AL, TATA box {EFEH)
JAB T AT IRARE) 2 28, 2 73.7% ] TATA
box 7 A {E IR 25 % 5 AR A7 1 —35 bp~-29 bpit[H
W, 27 16.5% ¥ TATA box 73 Afi {iBH B s AR dh A
=50 bp~-36 bp Ju [l N, 4 HIE 3.6%
TATA box F3Aii 718 55 4 s 4 A7 2 (TSS) Ll 60 bp
CAAM RGN, AR S 00 0 43 A A6 TSS 1T i X
B8, WG BT TATA box IXFh /3 Af Y0 ) IR0 4
e S EMY) Z A L2 AR RN Z —.
232 DRSFBUARAG 22 etk givt o . hidE—2 4
Mt TATA J& 5 1 F1 TATA-less )i 5 1 16 5 5% A 1

X A ""cA
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Fig. 2 The WebLogo images showing the plant TATA box
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Fig. 3 The TATA-box located around TSS site

ghi G EIHRRIE, FRATEH MEME B4R 34K
FHUT I Weblogo f7 s PR ~F PR 23 BT B4R, XX PR
JA Bl SR RS AR B 3 30T ity X358 P A7 PR R S A
GG, R RIE ) FAE P AR A0 E A
TEARKIZE . BATHAE R A 21 rh 48 3 2 £
NPT IS, P8 )A B F Top01 ~
Top 10 B 1) 17 ) ek A EAT T IR RUDR SRR A
AN TR 2 IR 3 .

Table 2 Regular expression of probable TFBSs discovered by MEME

TFBS TATA Frequency TATA-less Frequency
TopO1 CTATA[AT]A[TA]A[CG][CA] 175 A[AG][GA]A[AG]A[AG]A[AGIA[AG]A 53
Top02 C[TA][TC][TC][TC]T[CT][TC][CT]T[TC] 79 [TCI[CTITC[TC][CT][CT]CTC[CT] 45
Top03 [AG]AA[GAC]A[AG][GAJ[AGC]A 79 AA[GC][ACT][ACT]G[AG]GG[GC]G 23
[AG]A[GA] [CTA]
Top04 [CTJACGTGG[CT][AT][TC][TC]C 29 [GC]G[AGT]GG[ATIGG 17
Top05 [TG][GC]C[AC]T[GC]CA[AT]GC[AT] 25 G[AC]CAC[GC]TGTC[ATG][CT] 12
Top06 G[CG][CT][CG][GA]C[CAIGGC[GC]G 13 [GT]GC[CT]A[CT]GCGGGC 11
Top07 [CTG]GG[AG]GA[GAT]GA[GT]GC 13 [CG][AG][CG]C[TG]TGGGCCC 6
Top08 [GC]TGC[CAJ[AG][CG]CCC[GTIG 9 [CG][AG]TGC[AG]ICGTGCT 4
Top09 GACTTGACC[GA]TC 7 CCGCG[GA]CGCGA 3
Topl0 GAGTC[TC]GGTA[TC]C 7 CGGACGGCTCGG 2
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Table 3 The position conversation of different motifs discovered by MEME
TFBS TATA TATA-less
2 2
B14 214
Top01 mO_GTATAQATA mO_AAAAAAAAAAAA
1234567891011 1234567891011
5/ 5/ 3
2 2
£ T T L1 T Tc
5 B c
Top02 mo_cl'zcg_glg pLu 2 IEF glg—?—g L™
1234567891011 1234567891011
5/ 5 3
24 2
21 2
Top3 2 AA_A_AA_AAAAA m(jAA_zz___ _UN=G.
5,123456789101112 s 1234567801012
2+ 2+
‘2]— ,421,
Top04 mo QAC TA Q:ZTC m()__ = -
12345678 9101112 1 23 4 5 6 7 8
5, 51 31
2 24
211rc0alcCAeGCa 210 CACST
m m
Top03 o ravel evafsy A 04 Aves I <
12345678 9101112 123456789101112
5/ 3 5 3/
24 24
21 2
o 8116ccecCaG0e (i £!lcGoca ochiocl
1234 101112
512345678 91011124 5 345678910 3
2+ 7.
=14 @ 1
Top07 mo_::_ A A_ A_ m0_(:"":=C__T ng
s 1234567809100 5 1234567809101112
2 2
2 | 214
Top0s @ T CC CCCC_ CDO_el’\T CAC T CT
5 567809101112, 5 1234567809101112
2_
21
v 2ACTTSACCSTC  2rlecace _cocea
0= —
5 1234567809101112 5 ,1234 678910113,
2 2
1%} 1%2]
2 0AGTeaG6TAC 2]
Toplo & Lx L +JCGGACGGCTC
12345678 9101112 123456789101112
5/ 3 5 3
MR 3 AR H, X T TATA J53) 1, T IR SR 3 AT 25 ORI E 31

MEME A5 48 53 3] 1) 5 5 P 57 BEAA 1) 1 ) 3 X
) CTATA[AT]A[TAJA[CG][CA], 5z XA
SERA IE & TATA JA 301 7 5 d E 2L i Sk R 7
SE45 7 Fi——TATA box. %[ T° TATA-less 151,
BT K5 3 1 R R R 2 Ry 2 /M st o
{7 RU(TSS), e s IR 145 G A s o3 A IO AT m o e
X959, A[AG][GAJA[AG]A[AG]A[AG]A[AG]A
FARLE TATA-less Ja 87 RSP, PIRIE )

FESRAR MR T B B AR R B R SR N - AT
. A, TATA Bl Fh M ELE Y
TATA-less Jii ) T AHALL (0 55 5% IR 1 45 & 7 .
W1, TATA J35) 18 Top02 5 TATA-less 351+
(1] Top02 wht & T [F) A i 3 M 7~ &5 7 1. B AR AR
PRIIRIEAT SRS IEAER 3 hehih. Bz, MFK
JE B AR SRS BT AT LR B, BIR e 812K
RULE PP HIASAAR L Bl A7 AR 2 5
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EXEL: ETFIIEMIFED Y TATA 1 TATA-less BT «869+

24 (BLERSTHED TR PCWM TN TS

FIH M@)(1D)2, k=)0 P25 8 F 34T A7 55
TRSFPEII T, BRI s AR S A ] 3 TR, ATLA
E i, TATA J3 315 TATA-less Ji &) T B 10
~30 bp 1] TATA box 7. & % 5k Uf A7 5 AR X 51 e
AN, FLAh D S BB A w5 PR I DO/, A
K 4 RIRATE R, TATA-less F85 1) 3 ) 176 #
0 O o T e o < /1 K s S VAP S W S-S R €
TATA-less )i 8)) 1 IF1 5 SR 0 50 8 IR A, 12K
JAEIT I RINEER R 2 B 2 AN sl ah A7 sl B4l
ZURE SRR . AT PRI MR PR E B)
THATAL RORHEAR S M (ke = 2, -5 6), &5
5 M@ iR Fik, RSO MR
M)PIEEH. B 5 ol LUE H, 4 k=4 I} TATA
J& BT AL AR SR S AR IR e AR, i
TATA-less 3 8l 16 I gt i A7 o5 Fife v [l py )
LT L/ BB AR 57 X 48, %4, —190 bp.
—150 bp. —105 bp ZEA7 i, IXEEAT 5 [ 4-mer (15T
PEFEG T TATA JA3) 1, TATA-less KUK 5 5 1
FEIXCAT pii R TT BELE O AH Y. (1) 53¢ DR 7SR A T 3 %
EHE, 115 TATA-less Ji 8 FAEARAELE 2 AN ] AL i
SRR R

- -180-150-120 -90 -60 -30 0 30
Position
Fig. 4 The graph of M,(l) values at different

position for plant promoters
A: TATA; O: TATA-less.

0 L 1 L L L 1 L L
-180-150-120 -90 —-60 -30 O 30
Position
Fig. 5 The graph of M () values at different

position for plant promoters
A: TATA; O: TATA-less.

it 2, K3 UL BRI HT A R, Bk
UG 817 511-30 bp Btz D 8k Py AR <7 R 9 A
B7 5 (=35, =34, -+, 2T)FJ# k-mer BE Fi BLAT
BRI PR AT 4 SR BE (PCWM), B T 4T 43 bR 3K
Score (S, X9)(A 3 5)XF TATA Ji ) 7 F1 TATA-less
JREN T2, R 10-fold A8 XA E, Y
EBUBEYES,), RS, PRI AA ) S AH
HRWERE U (Mce), S5RAT3 4.

Table 4 The results of 10-fold cross validation
test by k-mer PCWM

k-mer Sn (%) Sp (%) AAc(%) Mce
k=1 63.53 83.90 71.67 0.47
k=2 68.24 90.20 77.33 0.58
k=3 72.12 93.27 77.00 0.59
k=4 82.35 93.33 87.84 0.74
k=5 36.47 99.17 63.67 0.44
k=6 50.00 99.23 71.33 0.54

SIATER 4 ATAN, BEAECAAR kDRG0, TR R
PE(S,) 2 BRI, T T UK E(S,), P
WMIZR(AA ) BAH B IR R (Mee) W) 52 056 38 J5 5
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Analysis of Plant TATA and TATA-less Promoters by
Using Sequence and Structure Features®

ZUO Yong-Chun, LI Qian-Zhong"™
(School of Physical Science and Technology, Inner Mongolia University, Hohhot 010021, China)

Abstract Analysis of regular elements in promoter region is the base for elucidating the mechanism of gene
transcription initiation. The TATA and the TATA-less promoters of plant RNA polymerase [I gene are chosen
from the PlanPromDB. The GC bias, position structure conservation, nucleotide content and conservative motifs
of sequences, position distribution of TATA box and conservation of correlation position are analyzed. Many
specific regulars for the two types of promoters are found. These features can offer some help for revealing the
transcription regulation of plant gene. A new prediction algorithm based on position-correlation weight matrix
(PCWM) is proposed. The better discrimination results for two sort plant promoters are obtained by using score
function. It is confirmed that the performance of position-correlation weight matrix (PCWM) is superior to
single-base position weight matrix (PWM).

Key words plant pol- I promoter, features of sequence content bias, TATA and TATA less promoter,
conservative motifs, position-correlation weight matrix (PCWM)
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