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, N(UZ2)=n(CUZ)+n(GU2Z); n(CZ)=n(UCZ)+
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64,
DAMBE 5.0.52
RSCU [*# Java Codon Adaptation Tool(http://
www.jcat.de/) W. pipientis wMel
CAl % CodonwW 1.4(http:/
codonw.sourceforge.net/)

, GC3s

0.157~0.361

RSCU . Spearman
SPSS 16.0 (1827
2
2.1
W.pipientis wMel
GC 0.282~0.432
1 Wolbachia pipientiswMel 8
20, , . , , L
0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
A GCU 4031 L CUA 2426 GC3s
A GCG 1077 L cuc 1035
A cce 818 L cUG 1454 1 Wolbachia pipientiswMel  Nc-plot
A GCA 5452 L Ccuu 3438
G GGU 3920 P CCA 2556 22
G GGG 1271 P ccc 368
G GGC 1887 P ccu 2042
G GGA 3573 P CCG 570
R CGA 399 s UCA 3038 Nc ¢ 2.
R CGC 637 S ucc 840 , GC3s
R CGG 193 S UucG 724 CAl | .
R CGU 1218 S ucu 3271 (R=0.123, P<0.01),
T ACC 957 \Y GUU 4621
T ACA 3044 \Y GUG 2390
T ACG 797 Vv GUC 807 2.3
T ACU 3339 \Y GUA 3827 RSCU
2 Nc, GC3s CAl
oo X + SD*
Nc GC3s CAl
1 =3000 9 48.800+1.861 0.274+0.029 0.476+0.034
2 2000 = and < 2999 32 47.371+3.278 0.260+0.036 0.502+0.049
3 1000 = and < 1999 190 47.203+3.266 0.256+0.031 0.508+0.040
4 500 = and < 999 190 46.873+3.967 0.251+0.033 0.514+0.044
5 <500 57 45.703+5.377 0.242+0.039 0.536x0.060
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6.59%,

~0.312, P<0.01).

, CAl

ENC(R=-0.584, P<0.01),

GC3s(R=-0.779, P<0.01) ,
5.92%.
. ENC(R=0.270, P< axisl (5%) RSCU
0.01), GC(R=0.260, P<0.01) (R= ( 3, 11
0.123, P<0.01), CAl (R= , 11
3 Wolbachia pipientiswMel
3
RSCU RSCU RSCU RSCU
Phe uUuu 211 1.60 221 1.66 Ser UCuU* 105 1.79 101 1.42
uuc 52 0.40 45 0.34 ucc 20 0.34 35 0.49
Leu UUA* 183 2.38 169 1.95 UCA 75 1.28 104 1.46
UuG 88 1.15 85 0.98 UCG* 29 0.50 14 0.20
Cuu 71 0.92 104 1.20 Pro CCcu* 62 2.05 46 113
CucC 17 0.92 41 0.47 CCC 9 0.30 9 0.22
CUA 80 1.04 73 0.84 CCA 43 1.42 87 213
CUG 53 0.52 81 0.44 CCG 7 0.23 21 0.52
lle AUU 171 1.13 205 1.24 Thr ACU 81 1.59 96 154
AUC 58 0.38 78 0.47 ACC 24 0.47 24 0.39
AUA* 225 1.49 213 1.29 ACA 82 161 106 1.70
Met AUG 110 1.00 160 1.00 ACG 17 0.33 23 0.37
val GUU 142 1.73 144 1.56 Ala GCU 106 1.68 127 1.52
GuUC 17 0.21 28 0.30 GCC 10 0.16 28 0.33
GUA* 131 1.59 113 122 GCA 124 197 147 1.76
GUG 39 0.47 84 0.91 GCG 12 0.19 33 0.39
Tyr UAU 121 1.48 130 1.37 Cys UGU* 34 1.19 31 0.78
UAC 43 0.52 60 0.63 uGC 23 0.81 49 123
TER UAA 11 1.43 13 1.70 TER UGA 8 1.04 3 0.39
UAG 4 0.52 7 0.91 Trp UGG 43 1.00 57 1.00
His CAU 43 1.23 74 1.38 Arg CGU 0.37 57 1.98
CAC 27 0.77 33 0.62 CGC 0.23 32 111
Gln CAA 76 1.42 112 1.48 CGA 0.05 14 0.49
CAG 31 0.58 39 0.52 CGG 0 0.00 10 0.35
Asn AAU* 182 1.56 219 1.38 Ser AGU 7 1.32 103 1.45
AAC 51 0.44 99 0.62 AGC 45 0.77 70 0.98
Lys AAA 194 1.30 326 147 Arg AGA 53 2.45 53 184
AAG* 105 0.70 118 0.53 AGG* 63 291 7 0.24
Asp GAU 134 1.49 211 1.60 Gly GGU 73 1.40 139 1.55
GAC 46 0.51 52 0.40 GGC 31 0.60 68 0.76
GAA 145 1.39 232 1.36 GGA 75 1.44 126 1.40
el GAG 63 0.61 110 0.64 GGG* 29 0.56 26 0.29
a)*
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