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Research on Cotyledonary Embryo Culture of Cinnamomum camphora L.

DU Li
(School of Life Science and Technology , Nanyang Normal University, Nanyang, Henan 473000)

Abstract; The cotyledonary embryo of C. camphora as the explants were cultured on MS medium supplemented with the

different plant hormones combinations at different concentrations, the effect of plant hormones on the cotyledonary

embryo culture was studied. The results showed that the highest germination frequency was 41. 7% by using MS+BA

2.0 mg/L+1IBA 1.0 mg/L.

Key words : Cinnamomum camphora L. ;cotyledonary embryo;tissue culture;germination;somatic embryogenesis
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(GSH) R, i Ak B S H0 IR it BR 38 B A i 38 ifn FR™ %2  CUSP# CodonW B4 #7
fEASPUIR I RS LA AR . M REAIR T TR M ER B M3k & % DHAR EERNZEBFRIFHE
ﬁ‘jﬁ"]%;ﬁfo E% DHAR %BW}%F&&%,E{%%% Table 2 Analysis on codon bias of DHAR gene in
,f/E%iEfL‘ jz: ﬂﬂ@‘a‘% E"J %% ﬁﬁz L &iﬁ_ ﬂ}}ﬁq’. %?iz * strawberry analyzed using CUSP and CodonW program
MRS AR O T AR, TN AR TDT R e, ERI
MR E R RGN R B K EERAE, FBAEY GCA A 0.167 6. 550 3 0.67
DR SCEEHS T 9 {5 P 7 7 O 4 B f56 8 [7) — 4 o o A o o
i R L 0 B T R o R o A oen  zmon  n 240
TGC c 0. 367 24.017 11 0.73
PUE 1 78 £ 72 FF EMBOSS K CodonW, 43 #7 T TGT c 0.633 41485 19 127
DHAR SEW BT RITHE 6 SRS 7 filfipry 0 D o0l o
DHAR 2N %1 ¥ it #47 lb B, F B 2 A GAA E 0.765 28. 384 13 1.53
DHAR 3 P35 1015 Kl FF 1 e 18 5T f 322 DR 41 2570 e r e o
FHEAT T W HL s, DA S i — 25058 DHAR ZEH GTE g g;gg i::g; 185 1‘—(2)8
R S5 D REBE s JEAl , I TS E M RIB R G GGC G 0. 281 19, 651 9 1_12
o § m o GGG G 0. 094 6. 550 3 0.38
SRR T AR AR . coo o om w3 =
gy s CAC H 0. 350 15. 284 7 0.70
1 #R5E7E CAT H 0. 650 28. 384 13 1.30
L1 FEF kIR 1 ATA 1 0. 100 4. 367 2 0.30
ATC 1 0. 200 8.734 4 0. 60
FEF A o ik B B A R A5 B ATT 1 0.700 30568 14 2.10
> Chttp://bioweb. pasteur. fr) f 7F £k 2 4. CodonW, :‘:é I; 2: Zg i (1)(1); 161 %
CHIPS #1 CUSP, ¥ % DHAR X N F %) 3k F F CTA L 0.098 8.734 4 0.59
GenBank(http://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/genbank) (% ((j:((; i 2 (1)2 16(?'59515 2 g: Zi
S5 HMO045477) , IREIT R 0 E A /N2 KA T i e me 2 L®
ZHEYIR DHAR 2 FFRIET GenBank, JWE 1, X TTG L 0.268  24.017 1 1.61
BB A B TR F Codon T M L maw L
Usage data base(http://www. kazusa. or. jp/codon/ ), AAT N 0.562 19. 651 9 L12
CCA P 0.423 24.017 11 1.69
#* 1 DHAR EEMZEHBEXFIIKIE cee P 0.115 6. 550 3 0.46
. COG P 0.077 4.367 2 0.31
Table 1 The complete coding sequence of DHAR gene coT P 0. 385 21 834 1 154
P35 % B YrFh CAA Q 0. 529 19. 651 9 1.06
GenBank accession No. Species CAG Q 0.471 17. 467 8 0.94
AY074785 R Arabidopsis thaliana AGA R 0. 500 13.100 8 3.00
AY074787. 1 MHE Nicotiana tabacum &Gi ﬁ 2 (1):; ‘21' TZ; f (1) (5)8
DQ322706. 2 SER Malus sieversii (Led. ) Roem oGC R 0: 167 4: 367 2 1: 00
NM-001247893 FEh Solanum Lycopersicum CGG R 0. 083 2.183 1 0.50
iris vin fera CGT R 0..000 0..000 0 0.00
e e [ T
: Titicum aestroum Linn AGT S 0. 095 8.734 4 0.57
AY074786. 1 7K# Oryza sativa TCA s 0.167 15. 284 7 1.00
L2 R TCC S 0.190 17. 467 8 114
TCG S 0.024 2.183 1 0.14
FHE L BE T (ENe) 481t , R ¥4 CHIPS TCT s 0.452 41. 485 19 2.71
e . ACA T ) !
HAT I CDS KK GC o RIS T A2 3 BOBREER ac 1 o bae s i
GC & & (GC3s), #H *F [F] X % 7% + fi Al fE (Relative ﬁi T 000 0000 o 000
synonymous codon usage, RSCU) HI %8 T Fi A %K, i5 GTA 4 0.250 15. 284 7 1.00
B Codn¥ B0 CUSP R DIAR EERFEN % L S BT L ol
RUFHEROBE ST 1 SPSS BT or v oawm s 1 L
TGG w 1.000 17. 467 8 1.00
2 HEBREHIF TAC Y 0.474 19. 651 9 0.95
TAT Y 0. 526 21. 834 10 1.05
2.1 BRI S TAA . 0.111 6. 550 3 0.33
KRB TAAREA R AERI AT o . o e o
SRS R R R, IR SO RS {8 AR X M R Y. KTF 19 RSCU (i FRIAHER.
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(RSCUYF R, R RSCU -5 A8 . 5B T & FEFR 4,
ot B R 8 FF A S 00 L BT L R B O S Bk H 4 D
A RET . BE -7 RSCU H%ETF 1
A, Ui B RS TR A R . RSCU E AT 1, W%
RS T R AR R . F BB T ARG
Xof 7 B8 FE R 1 RS 1 H BT o A EL B A Fract 2R, 4
LLBIAEIN AR 1, 2558 %KM, H% DHAR HH MLk
BT B TAA . TAG . TGA.GCT.TGT.GAT .GAA.
TTT 4 24 DL A 8% T 545 RS 11 RSCU A
¥ARTF 1, H Fract [EHEK, HIRIFELF; KEZHLL G
g CHfFE4: B 1S T /9 RSCU {HA Fract {5
(2,

2.2 RFEHEY DHAR 3R %857 iV Y i

2.2.1 BEEEMBLTE(ENOM GC & &40  ENc
{8 (Effective number of codons)fCFEREF R ER K F[F X
TR T X A e R A D G R B S X D B S D
FREF % W IEH AT . ENc {7 20~61 22 Ja], ENc &
FBEIT 20, ULHA RS F IR AT PEASSR . B9 BT B R
DHAR A ENc {8} 50. 279, 7] I, ENc B4R » Ji81
Fi# DHAR 5 R £ %515 778 g5 2 F BR it H B A 451 %
Lo % ¥4 B % DHAR RN 43 X GC & B8 1K, N
0.419,GC3s {E MK, Jy 0. 358, £ B 7E 2% DHAR %
MREXFIHF A+T F8&KF G+C, BRI L
AT & RHEB T,

2.2.2 DHAR 3 ENc.RSCU & GC 4 B4 #
P 1 2235 7K F RT AR $8 ENc (B Fi , — Bk i3, ENc {E
/N, R B R ) R 3k /K R R » ENc fE/N T 30 [ AT il

MR FRFEN , KT 55 BRI AR R RFENT . K
3 ATLIE W BIRIT W SER B E B E RS T
i B SRR AL, R TR AEYIK RS /NE ENe BN
56. 133 F1 55. 480, MITHEEHE K F, WIEIT. H 5. MW
R EAN SN MY GC AT 0.5, 1
B E GC MR T 0.5, WiRE T i Y 1)
DHAR FHXt AT BA —E W m i1, 27 i AE 4 W)
Xt G.CH—E M RiTiE.
£3 8ANFh DHAR EEH ENc .
GC {1 GC3s S BB

Table 3 Comparison of ENc,GC and
GC3s value of DHAR gene in 8 species
Yo ENc {H GCfE GC3s it
Species ENc value GC value GC3s content
B % Fragaria ananassa 50. 279 0.419 0. 358
BT Arabidopsis thaliana 49. 995 0.434 0. 487
MHEE Nicotiana tabacum 51. 431 0.418 0. 378
3ER Malus sieversii (Led. ) Roem 50. 596 0.458 0. 395
FE Solanum lycopersicum 50. 151 0. 451 0. 436
% Vitis vini fera 50. 189 0. 446 0. 357
INFE Triticum aestivum Linn 55. 480 0.573 0. 585
K Oryza sativa 56.133 0. 503 0. 580

F 4G T £ YF DHAR 3 H i) RSCU, i1 #
RSCU ] YA T f#ix LA DHAR 3 [H %55 7 i B4k
BN, BE 4 8HLX 8 MR, FE R DHAR
HE ML I 58T AP E =T A, &R
FERR AN . T EY PRI A 33 N EET
#) RSCUERFET 1, MEH 33 1N ERFA 35 &K
HiA 34 4~ HEA 3410 A B T 45 R RSCU B

*4 7 DHAR ERE# RSCU
Table 4 RSCU of DHAR gene in the species
EHT B MRS P R & i MNE kg
Codon Fragaria ananassa Arabidopsis thaliana Nicotiana tabacum Malus sieversii (Led.) Roem Solanum lycopersicum Vitis vinifera Triticum aestivum Linn Oryza sativa
GCA 0. 67 2.00 1.54 0. 67 0.31 0.73 1.11 1.54
GCC 0. 67 0. 50 0. 62 1. 67 0. 62 1.45 1.11 0.92
GCG 0.22 1. 00 0.92 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 1.56 0.15
GCT 2.44 0. 50 0. 92 1. 67 3.08 1.82 0.22 1.38
TGC 0.73 1. 00 0.75 1. 06 0.18 0. 80 1. 20 1.16
TGT 1.27 1. 00 1.25 0. 94 1.82 1.20 0. 80 0. 84
GAC 0. 80 0. 29 0.57 1. 00 0.92 0. 86 1.00 0. 40
GAT 1. 20 1.71 1.43 1. 00 1.08 1.14 1.00 1. 60
GAA 1.53 0. 00 1.33 1. 87 1.09 1. 69 0. 50 1.62
GAG 0.47 2.00 0. 67 0.13 0.91 0.31 1.50 0. 38
TTC 0. 80 1.33 1.07 0. 80 1.00 0. 38 0. 00 1. 00
TTT 1.20 0. 67 0.93 1. 20 1. 00 1.62 0. 00 1. 00
GGA 1. 00 0.57 1.14 1.20 1.20 1. 66 1.09 1.53
GGC 1.12 0. 00 2.10 1.07 0. 40 0. 83 0. 00 0.94
GGG 0. 38 1.71 0. 38 0. 67 1. 60 0. 28 1. 45 0. 47
GGT 1. 50 1.71 0.38 1.07 0. 80 1.24 1. 45 1.06
CAC 0. 70 2.00 0. 67 1. 00 1. 00 0. 50 1. 20 1.08
CAT 1. 30 0. 00 1.33 1. 00 1. 00 0. 50 0. 80 0.92
ATA 0. 30 0.92 1.12 0.79 0.63 0.33 1. 29 0.75
ATC 0. 60 0.92 0.56 0.79 1.26 1. 00 1.29 1.88
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BT B WA P R & i hE KA
Codon Fragaria ananassa Arabidopsis thaliana Nicotiana tabacum Malus sieversii (Led.) Roem Solanum lycopersicum Vitis vinifera Triticum aestivum Linn Oryza sativa
ATT 2.10 1.15 1.31 1.42 111 1. 67 0.43 0.38
AAA 1.29 1.17 1.52 1. 60 0.97 1.25 1.27 2.00
AAG 0.71 0. 83 0.48 0.40 1.03 0.75 0.73 0. 00
CTA 0.59 0.35 0. 00 0. 57 0. 46 0. 67 0. 00 1. 56
CTC 0.73 0.71 1. 36 1.14 1. 38 1.33 1.11 0. 67
CTG 0. 44 1.18 0. 82 0. 86 0. 69 1.33 2.22 1.33
CIT 1.76 1.18 1.36 1.43 1.38 1.56 0. 89 1.11
TTA 0. 88 0.47 1. 36 1.14 0. 46 0. 89 0. 00 0.44
TTG 1. 61 2.12 1.09 0. 86 1.62 0.22 1.78 0. 89
ATG 1.00 1.00 1. 00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1. 00 1.00
AAC 0. 88 0. 57 0.44 1. 33 0. 60 0. 88 0. 00 0. 80
AAT 112 1.43 1.56 0. 67 1. 40 1.12 2.00 1. 20
CCA 1. 69 1.82 1. 67 1. 33 1.33 1.69 0. 65 1.12
(600 0. 46 0.73 1. 67 1. 33 .11 0.46 0.97 1.28
CCG 0.31 1.09 0.33 0. 00 0.22 0.31 1.51 0.48
CCT 1. 54 0. 36 0.33 1. 33 1.33 1.54 0. 86 1.12
CAA 1.06 0. 80 1. 86 1.83 0.57 1.06 1. 20 1.64
CAG 0.94 1. 20 0.14 0.17 1.43 0.94 0. 80 0. 36
AGA 3.00 3.26 1.91 1.04 3.00 3.00 1.38 1.16
AGG 1. 00 1.37 0.82 0. 00 0. 60 1. 00 2.12 0.19
CGA 0. 50 0. 34 1. 36 1.83 0. 60 0. 50 0. 88 1. 35
CGC 1. 00 0. 00 0. 27 1. 30 0. 00 1.00 0. 62 0.97
CGG 0. 50 0. 34 1. 09 1. 30 0. 00 0. 50 0. 38 0.77
OGT 0. 00 0. 69 0. 55 0.52 1. 80 1.00 0. 62 1.55
AGC 0.43 1.33 0. 00 0.51 0. 86 0. 50 0. 81 0. 86
AGT 0.57 1. 00 1.24 0. 69 1.54 0.57 0.23 1.03
TCA 1. 00 0.33 0. 62 0.51 1. 20 1. 00 1. 62 0. 69
TCC 1.14 0.33 1. 86 1.54 0. 00 1.14 0. 81 1.03
TCG 0.14 0. 67 0.21 0.17 1.03 0.14 1.38 0.51
TCT 2.71 2.33 2.07 2.57 1.37 2.00 1.15 1. 89
ACA 0. 95 1.25 0.57 0. 80 0.40 1.33 1.14 0. 50
ACC 1.14 0. 25 1.71 2.00 0. 80 1.33 1.71 1.50
ACG 0. 00 1.25 0. 00 0. 00 0. 00 0.44 0.57 0. 50
ACT 1. 90 1.25 1.71 1.20 2. 80 0. 89 0.57 1.50
GTA 1. 00 0.24 1. 00 0. 80 0.48 0. 36 0.00 0.84
GTC 0.71 0. 94 0. 67 0. 40 0.97 2.18 1.07 0.42
GTG 0. 86 1.41 0.33 0. 80 1.33 0. 36 2. 40 0.63
GTT 1.43 1.41 2.00 2.00 1.21 1.09 0.53 2.11
TGG 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 1.00 1. 00 1.00 1.00
TAC 0. 95 0. 00 1.20 1. 60 1.20 0. 80 0. 00 0. 67
TAT 1.05 2. 00 0. 80 0.40 0. 80 1.20 0. 00 1.33
TAA 0.33 0.41 0. 62 0. 67 2.40 1.29 0. 20 0.43
TAG 0.33 0. 95 0.75 0. 67 0. 30 0. 00 0.40 0.43
TGA 2.33 1.64 1. 62 1. 67 0. 30 1.71 2.40 2.14

RTHET 1N T MBEITAE 174 WA 22 43¢
RA 20 N FAA 20 AR 23 4, BT A/
ZRKREREHTH RSCUERTET 1 MilF 32
33 KA L A BT AL R 3A 13 A
234~

2.2.3 ETEBTHEAMENRERE KEXRLP
TR FE B (RSCUD, 158 H & W Fh 2 8]
MR G 77 BE B AR 4. AR B F J7 BE 8 AR it — 28 00
L% DHAR F DX 385 1 F 22 53 R/, ) ol
(] Ry R D7 BE B AR E R, R s 2 MR S T

ERfERZE SO, B3R 5 AT /N FE KR B R
UL iX 2 AR S HE 6 XTI Y B B 3 A
WTo AT Y 2 18] B R 2 R T KR /N ZE Z [ Y
BEEY. ATLX RS T AR TR T 4 R SRS
WY RS RR—EU /NERUKES R T BT iR A
BHMHEXN T HEYHE T AR R RIEX Y5
DHAR FE[H 51 fd Fil i 4714 #) DR Oy BE g 2% sk
FRKNT . RIS, I YR Z N AR
H— MG TR T RARRE R AR AR B, R 59
AT ) RSCU (XS H A8 768 Al w4 P AT 0
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2 DAY 1) ) 8 AL Ay i DR R o 5 18 - fe P B ) I
JTEERS . BN, X TR a 53E b, HEE T AR
D B AR

59
D, = | > (RSCU, —RSCU,)*,

T FRERES) 2 I B 22 7 A/ T2 15 2
2 I 27 AR R T 3 2 A

RIEIREERE . REMFEGRILE 1. BT AR
SRR I B R T 00 A ) g o ) A [ 3 R i) 7 2
BT P 7 T F AR LB BRI . SRR R LR
HH b B AR LAY 285 6 R ARR , BT LUAR 9 5 1
TS PR BT AR 6 3R SR A R Al T S ) g e 2 i g A
KEN . WE L ATLE S MRS RUNE R A —2, BB
YR I—K,

x5 #W# DHAR EEBZ B FERRENRX FEHTESRY
Table 5 Coefficient of abosolute squared euclidean distance of codon usage bias among different DHAR genes
- A EOYBIS JH B R il i NE KAE
Specics Fragaria Arabidopsis Nicotiana Malus sieversii Solanum Vitis Piticum‘ aestivum Oryza
ananassa thaliana tabacum (Led. ) Roem Lycopersicum vini fera Linn sativa
B% Fragaria ananassa
AEFIF Arabidopsis thaliana 34. 100
MHE Nicotiana tabacum 20. 391 40. 659
R Malus sieversii (Led. ) Roem 18. 398 53.586 14. 741
i Solanum lycopersicum 28.219 40. 537 39. 889 41.476
% Vitis vinifera 12.730 39.019 25. 755 21.162 28.534
INE Triticum aestivum Linn 43. 964 30. 641 42. 653 47. 448 52.219 43.101
IK#G Oryza sativa 23. 447 37. 696 17. 948 13. 520 37.077 23. 351 1. 791

/INZZ Triticum aestivum Linn

LA Arabidoposis thaliana

i Solanum lycopersicum

IKFE Oryza sativa
SEMR Malus sieversii(Led.)Roem }_

ML Nicotiana tabacum

W Vitis vinifera

Bi% Fragaria ananassd

E 1 EF DHAREME RSCU WEBEBIRE
Fig. 1 Cluster analysis dendrogram of RSCU values of

different DHAR genes

2.3 SRMFFEE B RE R B FE D 2 B RS T A1 L AR

KIAFEIERFRRIER G BEEHE N AR B R
G, BT AT RRRBNAR, FLHFE DHAR
RN 2 BRIKXRGEH I RBERS  H#T T BT
YA . I v T B ) ol ) B A T i 1 22
HFEbR B B T MR L, RS I T HEE
DHAR PR KR A e 0 e B o 25 PR 2 A () 285 5 1
PRSI (L 1/1 000 ) KL X FH WE, 40 2R (a7
0.5~2.0 Z[0], 7R 3 W B T - VB H s 1L
E/NTEHET 0.5 . R FTHET 2.0 Rl brth 25748
KUV, GERFM, B DHAR N5 K A5 o 3£ X
HPAFREETEAFREEFBERNA 134, 5B
REHE N 20 A5 1 AR 2 BRI A 23 4>, BLEIEE
BREARZREM T RIHHERERE., BEEFEE
DHAR FEP 78 R I i sl & A3 21 R K P iRk,
T XS XL T HA T

96

®6 E&H DHAREBESKBHEEEAM
B ERANTL T HRmE

Table 6 Codon frequency of strawberry DHAR gene,

E. coli genome and yeast genome %o
BT AR KIGFE B DHAR/ K DHAR/ B
Codon Amino  DHAR  ®H#4A HA  rEERA  SEEA
acid E. coli Yeast DHAR/E. coli DHAR/ Yeast
GCT A 24.017 15.4 10.1 1.56 2.38
TGC C 24.017 6.4 10.1 3.75 2.38
TGT C 41. 485 5.2 6.7 7.98 6.19
GAC D 13.100 19.2 57.2 0.68 0. 23
GAT D 19. 651 32.8 13.5 0. 60 1. 46
GAA E 28. 384 39.3 13.5 0.72 2.10
GAG E 8.734 18.7 33.7 0.47 0. 26
TTC F 21. 834 15.9 20. 2 1.37 1.08
TTT F 32.751 22.2 13.5 1. 48 2.43
GGA G 17. 467 8.9 3.4 2.00 5.14
GGC G 19. 651 28.1 23.6 0.70 0. 83
GGG G 6. 550 11.8 3.4 0.56 1.93
GGT G 26. 201 24.2 20. 2 1.08 1. 30
CAC H 15. 284 9.4 33.7 1.63 0.45
CAT H 28. 384 12. 8 3.4 2.21 8.35
ATA 1 4. 367 5.5 3.4 0.79 1.28
ATC 1 8.734 23.9 60. 6 0. 37 0. 14
ATT 1 30. 568 29.7 13.5 1.03 2.26
AAA K 24.017 34.0 13.5 0.71 1.78
AAG K 13. 100 11.0 40. 4 1.19 0.32
CTA L 8.734 3.9 6.7 2.24 1. 30
CTC L 10.917 10.5 33.7 1.04 0.32
CTG L 6. 550 51.1 16.8 0.13 0. 39
CTT L 26. 201 11.4 6.7 2.30 3.91
TTA L 13. 100 13.8 3.4 0.95 3.85
TTG L 24.017 13.0 6.7 1.85 3.58
ATG M 15. 284 27.2 16.8 0. 56 0.91
AAC N 15. 284 21.7 23.6 0.70 0. 65
AAT N 19. 651 19.2 13.5 1.02 1. 46
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gx6
HBT AR KIGAre  Befi3  DHAR/K  DHAR/B:
Codon Amino  DHAR 34 Hal  HFEEREA  SREA
acid E. coli Yeast DHAR/E. coli DHAR/ Yeast

CCA P 24.017 8.4 3.4 2.86 7.06
Ccce P 6. 550 5.6 20. 2 1.17 0.32
CCG P 4. 367 22.4 10.1 0.19 0.43
CCT P 21. 834 7.2 3.4 3.03 6.42
CAA Q 19. 651 14.7 23.6 1. 34 0.83
CAG Q 17. 467 29.4 20. 2 0.59 0. 86
AGA R 13. 100 2.9 3.4 4.52 3.85

3 itit 54t

%% DHAR RN M BB FIRgHE g R EZH,
% DHAR BB RIS XFSF ,A+T S 'K T
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KRG B, PP A LR DHAR 2 &1
FAIRGFYE -5 K W B8 A B2 B B A0 25 R 40 25 0 T D 4
MABRER, FURELMESR DHAR £ B £
FIRIRLTRIE , 1 TR X AT HE 4 B 5 R

B iR e MR R DR 2 1) O 2 M 13
Xt DHAR F£ X i) 5 5 1 Ak #EAT T B9, BOA X
BpRENH BT IR ZEHEATHE T, R R AR E
B HE DN 20 1) B (o A 2 1
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Analysis of Codon Bias of DHAR Gene in Strawberry

LIU Wan-da' ,ZHANG Bing-xit? , WEI Yuan-yuan®’ , WANG Yu',DONG Chao’ ,ZHU Yan-ming®
(1. Horticultural Sub- Academy, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150069; 2. College of Horticulture,
Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150030; 3. College of Life Science, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin,
Heilongjiang 150030)

Abstract: Taking strawberry as materials, CHIPS, CUSP and CodonW were used to analyze the codon bias of DHAR gene
in strawberry, in order to select appropriate transformation receptor for strawberry DHAR gene in crop genetic
improvement and provide reference for genetic optimization. The codon bias of E. coli and yeast genome, codon bias of
DHAR gene in 7 kinds of plants and strawberry were compared,and based on codon bias of DHAR gene the cluster
analysis was made. The results showed that the strawberry DHAR gene was more suitable for introduction to apple or
other dicotyledonous plants; to improve the expression level of strawberry DHAR gene in E. coli or yeast, codon
optimization was required.

Key words:strawberry; DHAR ;codon bias;cluster analysis;gene expression
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