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Here we review these factors that influenc the translation processes and their corresponding optimization methods in the

process of gene design. We emphatically discussed codon bias and codon pair bias and their optimization methods. In

particular, the latest theories of codon harmonization and codon pair harmonization were discussed and compared with the

traditional codon and codon pair optimization strategies in gene design.

Keywords: recombinant expression, gene design, gene optimization, codon optimization, codon harmonization, codon

pair bias

Bl 5 BRACHE B TR AR Y TR LR AR R
e, TR AR A Y S, IR
BE2y . Aalk . FRORFNE LS5 A, ] S
WRIERG A H KPR HWEHEAHC
BRI A RN A TR BRI TE A B
i ERRSE, FAREE ERBHERAEA LA
Vs B, FHRATRREERSHM®
Bk Ry ok, SRRk P R Tk g
i EHA X BB 5, ARSI K
WEFN oy B alifl 20, AR T AR
ZWA; HHh, FERIK P E Prigr g E R
AW, TR MEN T, AR Tk
S il PR IS T 1T 5 | & A v XU .

1977 4F, Genentech 2\ ) Ttakura 2B vk
SEINHE R I SRR TR, Bk A U AR R
KAMR LA LAAN B-21 ZLWE 1 gL D il 5 B X
SR K IAFFTA E. coli Hh3ik, I 5 HAT
INRETEPER E KINER . BEE AW EARA WA E,
76 R 2R FE AR RE 1 i PCR (Polymerase chain
reaction) F1 RT-PCR (Reverse transcription -
Polymerase chain reaction) %5482 14 £ R 15
), [HRZEEH GBI A RER e 2R, AT
PCR 4" B AR SAT 10 5 B ik [A] e g 21| e Tk A
IR RS ER AN, WEMRRNLEAR
RERIA I HA M, BRI BRI/
WHEM . PPN G & T B e TR
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(L, KA PCR 434 4 4 i £ 1 BE DA 7 AN R] B
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S 24 B i 21 A RO R R P 9 A HLAR AR W PR N 3R
IR, ATRETERE SR . BN AR AN R SR IB KK 2 3
AR R BRG] . e, AASTR] A X JE 9y
S BEAT DU B EH AR 2 1y 41 A 2 [ ik
TF LA o 2 1 R 4 0K O RO R B AR
BRI T Z — o H H AT B R
R A, BMINBERSZEAT, A
SRR A GE , RELA TN BT EA
I FRIB R T ST

1 E&Fhk

1.1 ZEBRFEMERRENG

N [ 4 o £ 5 TR 8 R o A7 AR W
B D d L L R [ A P AS TR) T R ) B R
T R WA RN E S, BT
T MR H 4 AR A S IR R R B TR 2 R I
mi e, FEJEAL AW, BT AR B 2
SE A T M R 1) i DXL P 2 e e o i i R P
2 G i 2 M TE EAZ A W D9 R R S i 2 1 3
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SR 11 A 1 RN A Ik
R B DT S PR XEERG (RNA 9 A
SEEIK 7 (RNA 5 5 P 1 25 1 BV A
o P R . AT R T 2B 1
AR,

1.2 BT AZE

— N HRREBERERA A C ML
P, T, TN E A Y)Y B RS 2
FEAEZESE, SRUR R IE 0T BB I ih 4w 5 25 4 26 11 1Y)
5 TR DA A 22 1 2% B 8 B2 i) 0 3% D A 3
Fo AT R — AR E2 o S 6 R Tk R BE 1)
HEARZ —,
121 ¥EEFE

FESRCLA (RNA A= 7T GBS B0 1 i
A BB 7E A 1 A o AR e B R R AR
BZOE, MR EKE B EREAL, HRE R
Tk R IR TE RN IR IR 2 BRI, WA T
—FPETE FARN GEF RN ) 8 TR RS 7S
Wi A7 B T X Y tRNA AR IS 17 8 1 265k
AR X FR T 7E E. coli H s AR # 8
(1 pRARE2), ¥ Z4MEE FITE E. coli Hhik
A ERETL FR, eI B Rk
PRI tRNA RETE— & B2 B B TE = 1Y % 051 O
T ERON I H = B R R IA LA, L]
P IE BH 285 0~ i 22 1 238 A 45 ) T R A9 (RNA =
R B R R O IR E I
W PL A3 s 8 R A R 2 —
122 WABWLTER

YA A IS R A S R A RGN A R
ik, R AL ) TR SN T
P BT RTE B A BTl 2 L, o
FE1ZME £ P RIA AR EELHEA, B,

WURFA B RS R W N-uR k)
sE DABCER IR 2 B, D2 1 ) R 3R ol
— B REARC). B AL AT JLRp, — bk
R T = v S SR e i [aRr X ]
TR w0 AT DL i R AR I 1
A s TR e R SR ) R A, B A
HREAR N AS . T3 b, XA 2 A AR A FE AN
T XTI SRS ) mRNA 7 FIAE H 388 K ek
g, BRIRIA LN mRNA ZEE bR e g
HA WA, BT 7 2 GEREAI
T mRNA MR B AR R A B, 55— Fh
D5 ¥ ST HEBR I ih R R v B R A 1 Y R
TR A G, R 5 i 2 R A T
P M XA TR T RER S TR
A REAR PR AIF 9 3 75 2 X0 5 Ry 4 gk A 7 Ay TR
B, LG BR A PR D) A A8 . mRNA 3
E A
123 RERBBEENEENEHFERS

WA R IR SRR R G R A — &
PYAH G, SRS R 0 ) A B A G LY
W EYE, R T AR O 2 VX
FEIRFE M B KRS, B TR B 5 vk R T S R
15 A ARSI 2 M 0 S IR Rk e FErh R
kX —HE

F) [ I % 35 (Homologous expression)
BERLIAYIRASNED, JUHEERIR,
Z Rk 2 1) e . AR IR HOR T LU R
IRTEH A SRR R hoE LIR IR,
FARFEZE R, Mayfield 25U7E #4)5
EF 4% Phanerochaete chrysosporium H a2 4
KT RS FEGE S 1) A B R R S
DAl Jia IRV 400 5B SR B R Burkholderia

cjb@im.ac.cn



1204 ISSN 1000-3061 CN 11-1998/Q Chin J Biotech September 25,2013  Vol.29 No.9

cepacia i [F] P FR K 1 7 = & ik TR
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Bl 75 % B 1 R IR F S AR A, BFFEA B
R BRI A = vy s Y BRI R AR AE — E 1Y
WA B F . X5k T AT TR A RS
KREAMPIESE . B TEREARY mRNA A JE X
() B AR AT 22 5, JF HAE U BUTEAZ AR RE 8
PEAT BT S, Thanaraj S54RI, B
D12 AT RSB AR KBS T Sk B2 . T —25
WETER I, o A BAS My 58 2 Th] 18 32 e XA

Cluster of

FE A (Protein domain boundary) 18 & Hi
RNA b B8 00 Xt (181 1), R 2K
X R 3 DX 2 B R R 22 2 RE A% 3 1ok 5 A b
TAS 8T A JOR B 3 T A A R 34 A D T 0 0% T 93 3
HAUEEL N, AA RS E AR T &
FEARZMAT AR, A E R BTN
X, B4h, Komar Z5UhE i) SRR S0
TIE B[] S -1~ 22 [] F) B 45 I A 2 7™ A% AR 170 3K
GEAS, ERERE R AR T B A AR A B AR, A
M7 30 A & I RE A AR 28k . X R B 2
PRI R 7 91— e B B e T EAHE AW
ZitAINRE. RIRPERERY], Wi
U5 R = R AR R, ARl o — R
Hi A AR AT A TR R R A A SRIA AT RE
EFEGH AR, HEMARZERAN
FE 18 38 5 5 1 D0 Ak e 52 R e A% e iR W] g2 K
Bl 5 T 75 T

slow-translating codons

3" mRNA

5 'f /,\ij,_‘,,,_«»f\ \/[v.,mw-/\w«

Formation of secondary
structure

B 1 i RREEENF R IR S iR AT B A

Fig. 1 Local discontinuous translation actively coordinates co-translational folding of the nascent chain
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BE SR 34 422 R 1 i b M o R v B A IX R
% i 47 b A FH — RGN R W R, W] E R
i A 1) 25 1 1 A X SE SRR T B R L &
RIS, Angov ZEUTHEH T — MRl RR N B T
4L (Codon harmonization) F) %1514k
BRI, K BE DR 7R IS0 i 3 P9 38 ) 2 1 40
BB T e, IRl R T AL A
il B T 2 SR R R A J2 . BT UL e
oo 3 ol AR 3 R A S ok
i mRNA 998 5 BRI, R gmbt 2 11 451
TUMF Y e B 2 X AR e ] SR S T
e 480 51 235 g 35k R 1) 1 2 TP AN Y
T AR R e RS AL

DCRR OG0 5 % T i e E A B 1 R R
KO ZUOEM AR B ME R
Plasmodium falciparum Z5#)3EH AT & & &k
80% "8 PRI FH E. coli S5 R %5 mal ik
S DR 25 5 1) 8 11 S8 SR ME . Darko 26U 4515
FUMARIPLA T, 40 BIARAT T i B e i
HER FVO W E3 FRMmEN 1 (Merozoite
surface protein, MSP1) f C ¥4 42 kDa fY
FE B MSPlyy (FVO) JE K A W Ah 1k 3 [
FMP003 Fl LSA-NRC", 4351l % [ 78 0 ¢) 2 11
S 3% e DX I AR T — AN AU 4 9 1
WA LA, PIFPSE R E B S B T e
JEH MSPly, (FVO) R BRI ERIR
Angov Vg Darko ZEHF5T HELRE I, R Y8 HLE:
T3 bR R g B kR MSP142
(FVO) .MSP142 (3D7) #1 MSP142 (Camp) HYJ )it
U FE U5 F WML L LR FE E. coli
RN BL, 452 W IE Ak Y S R A1 T e
FIREEAMRIKEIAEE, SR REAE

AR T 4~1 000 F5ASE . 5540, flfiTik Eb
T %S MSP142 (EVO)HY 3L 43 51l 5% BUA
[F) I ACAE DT R AL ROCR 4521 s B 1 B
LRS- 7 51 LSA-NRCH 7£ E. coli iy ik
A 300 1 6T I R 4 B A A RS B A
BAR1519)% %) LSA-NRCE, Chowdhury %2%
1 BEASF UhR AL AR A T VR B HLEE E. coli
KRG RS T RME IR U [ Pfs48/45,
i EARAS B 41 2 11 CH-rPfs48/45 REREHL XTI
14 R SR B 1 AT D DR 8 1 B e B AR TEU 1)
Kb, #6572 A %05 T AL ok
W — A EE B AN T, AT B H A DL E SR
RERGTEARBNEATLIHEERE, U
FORTGERIEME . TIRetE R E N

2 ®AF (Codon pair) {4

21 EWFWNEEAFRIEKEXR
bR T % RS R AR B A, ok
2 R4 3R B % A% 1 R 45 (Codon context)
A T S & i a1 1R 2851 BN
5 10 M R A A ) TR e A TR A SR R X T
XGRAR T BAESE, DEIRE R BLIC LSS
il ¥ (Suppressor) X} Jo X %t - 1 $1 il %%
R ST o e d:i0h A T il = :i9 2 16
o, e A A A X SO A A A5 A A 92 71 i T
HE22 mAR BRI X G S A T A
Tl T 1 52 %8 Bt PR 58 5 i 3% W 28 1 E 2% % 1
PR FIR R IAEMAER . 5, X RIGAT
WE O gRET I Mg ot s, 1%
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fi (Random expectation) AHLt, 432 6% ¥ Xt
(4 S B HE AR 3R s T ROAEL, FR O wad BEAR
i (Overrepresented); #5434 i 1~ X 1) 52 s HH BR
MR AR T W E, ORI E W
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FTRIEEP AR D A A1 P AL SR AR A
tRNA Z [ AHZEYE, FIREE 5 B fe v i
B 7 BRI 00 B0 i DR 20 s Al AR 7 b T g 1ok
WU B AR, DT B I Y AR AR R )
K2z —.
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Wk SR N, B A AR S R
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o A 114 %88 B %t AT g ORI 1 PR ) 2 v A
RS T, AT A T 35 IR R e ik )
VG R O 22 RS ARL, AN T) A 0 1) 285 B % fi
MR Z WA R 2R, BA&ANELT
XH &M (Codon pair bias)? !, M., 4HiSE
HE AW HMRR TSN R B RGP L
IR, A% i 2% 1 T BB A 5 e 2R 1 EE A SR
IR EERRZ —.

2.2 ERFIMHAL

TN 2R TG SR R A B R S R R —
SMNIEEEER, XS X AT U0 Ak AT RE A A E)
Bl —R . Hatfield 2500 FH 2505 10 i 28 1,
BT — R B BE I B Ak 7 % CODA
(Computationally optimized DNA assembly), 7£
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A A Fe BB o0 e Be kA r AL Rk Ry 45 2R o
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X F R AR FL R AE E. coli HAYEL, RAEML
AL Be i S T AR (S AR
77 2 RE R St H I E R RIBKF, [HE
TR 5O A BE At b A7 28 651X O 22 1 ) G
b, BR 3k Gk B A 2R 2 A - X 1) s B AR Ak
%, R AR IR AR B T K bR
frik— iR

A, RS X0 f 2 , BEE K ie
Bt T H R R0 2 AR R T &
GEo LA LB ORI . 4l A
Ji H S5 D 5 | R ) AT P B B SR
— . Coleman %P5 i3 & A ok #5955 2 T 7%
(Synthetic attenuated virus engineering, SAVE)
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B 1 e DR BT 7 Xof oy o A 58 2R 1 ) B R
AN, DTS Bt 8 1 I R A
PR B8 K TR e R PE IS s 2, $Emid
JEE AR 1 285 5 X 190 e AT B D0 it v 7 % 12 i
FEATCE A BIFEAKY . 2 NBEIMY, XFhE
R SHBIIEETE E. coli REH IR MLEE, JI
PR L 11 85 B XA ) 3 2 1 A R 32 I e A
JZ. BJF , Muller %P2FI ] SAVE Jr ik f 43k
D5 2H 3 B A %85 A - 0 R 48, X O RO = A
A/PR/8/34 AT B B PRI O B DL . 5
Coleman ZF YA REAARL, ARXS T 5 A 2 (14 i 8o
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BELE/NERU R BRI s o b RS R AT BRI S
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TE R 2L 30 4 /) LA 1 %85 B i 2% P XoF 2 38
(AR A 5 J5 A2 4= 97 E. coli B =CTE H AT .
XA RE IR IR R AT O, R L
YRR Lo H At T 288 2 ) A AR 1) 25 15— PR 5
SPEERT, B, XIEANREME R R ORISR 4
. Coleman %513 3 xof 25 5 1 X} 5 e ) 3 [N
BEIT XTIl R BEER B Streptococcus pneumoniae
PEAT RS, AATTAE DR IR 2 5L R 17 91 AN 25 1)
it b R AR R AN L 1 B A % H R G
iy S. pneumoniae MYIMYE 3 A (SP3) MUIAMLE
(Pneumolysin, ply) JEH, SEPARISE ply 6
1% Aply SP3 TRFAH LL , 5B X A B Rl ()
2R AR E PR, I BN B R L
AR A 5 | S () S RE S50 #2543k R
AL 8 T IR A% A= 11 S. pneumoniae il E. coli, %
T X T 8 11 2R AR AR i AR A

Zx BT, WA R M 5 R R IR
S A AE DG, DRI, 2o X 2 R o) g 2 M i
AR S R EHEANEEAR T Z
—o BRI, ANEAEYIARN, TR X i 2
X B AR B VR PR AT AN [R], AH G A
FAALERAL P AR, BRI, B REAS [ 9 A= 4
H B SR A T 25 A X6 Ot 22 1k I A
2.3 BHRFIAK

St AL BIE XN, BRSOk P
G5 AE) B 5 S8 2 1) 1) 3% X IR B 1 e R A
A RNA BRS80S iy, TR i gt 2
G B 43 DX I ) e BRI T 4 L 48 W AEAE RE A8 il
e S A N L O U2 E2 g g =3 %
fith N Ao 92 e B s 1 A ST 2 L RRE I B Ty3 IR
e GAG MYARTEHR S i BO RE R Y 9 7E 28 1

115 DXHR AN [) e B b A7 A 5 B AR 10 o 1
PO € 2 A R S ORI/ E (S 12 SUK L UNPIEUS
e ARG T AR A T A TR, DR PR UEAT AL B AT ]
ok 58 UBT AR IRBE 1Y) o 4 F AN S A I AT
Trinh % PY7E S IE 25 55 (6 P4 5 7 0 5.
2y 4 M AP R AR E RS B0 T, A X BT
Her2/Neu B4EHT 1A (Single chain variable region
fragment, ScFv) HHEIZEEEN]AEX (Vi) FlEE
HERIARIX (Vo) ZIaAgEesk , AR SR 5 A
POk ME B 12 1K 163 HHE Cu3 MYk
(GGGGS); WAk G Jy 1 45 205 F- XAk, I
Qe R At Rk, 4R R, ife)ys)
H AT IR ) SO A Rl R A AR
30 15 AL, JF Hal g X mRNA 5 0k 58 8
RS A s e th B ScR e M e il . R
M, SRR, TR R 2
K i B2 AR A 1 4 AR D B B
Xk, T AT B R AR A B 45 1 X 7
E. coli Fr A AT By, (E1F 0 8 B B0
Fe Sk T E R A A R B A A
4TS . B, Trinh S8 TIZ S5 RIBHY
Fil £ 11 AT BETE H2 3k Ab AN 5 B 45 K
[a]. SR, H4E Coleman 25 A1 Muller &5 [ F 52
PR, XAMREERTREIF A Z Y, M REE M T
AR AEY R, SR T R R
HAMIE, 5 E. coli tife, 1EMFLPIH, o
JEARA B T XA F T E AR BE. R
— SRS TS, WRE S B S T R R A 4 18
AW, BV iy 545 1y B 485 1 S 2 ) 1) 32 4 X 3
FIAR D AT 2 — SRR A R,
AT WX, DERMAESM RS
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LKL AN R S BRI SE M IE B T B . (HE
o TSR R 8, X — R 5 2t —
AR

3 HMEERUEZR

31 EFEGCRE

oM, 3 GC & J RS ML ib
M EE AR, RFE R EN A GC & i
ARBEES, TE1E b 3Rk 5 st oAt ok i i 3k
AR 2R 5 5 R AT . GC % &Ll ¥ 8] 42
Xof 3 IR e Tk EA TR 9 R )

3.2 mRNAEM

B 2 38 TR A 43 S0 e ik K OF R R K
T, ORI, B SOKCF R CHEER, (R
mf, BFERACE S mRNA R IR 3R,
AR B3 A L SRy S AR E P 1) Y 3
Y, FETER A B RS mRNA BT BF4E
it FEZ B, (15 mRNA 158 2 8 2%
REEEIR AT, 1S3 mRNA K7
TR BT B BT, RO E R
WEBA S mRNA FaE v B BT
mRNA FE R U IR M, B b 2
SRR, MR, &1 mRNA e Rk
FiLEN GC & LAE M RS AR T
EEBFMEE,

3.3 mMRNA ZZ4E#y

WFFE SRR OB (UL RERS 1 PR EE RNA 455
IFRIABIPERY, SI4b, BORMYTE A HAERT AR
U R R A A S ft DA T R LR BRI R 0 R
mRNA QRIS O TASE 19 Rk R 45
P FNZEFRGEHY , U H R AR 6 2 A5 1 W 3 A AR
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TIREER, WS mRNA TE B AR R
A 485 FRAEAR AT 548 AT 2% ) 000 AR e 28
f 8 3 ek KB

Kudla 2t 7408 154 FlOR IR BEHL S
T[] L Z8 A5 ) GFP 25 [ 28 A8 PR P, 3 3ed o L
TER AT B P 1 8 A R TR K, 98 mRNA 37
& A WX BRI, S5 R R, FEHE
BREms T ImErEN RS, GFP EHRKFES
SR IY mRNA BYHT 40 %A R B B4 & H
B I 25 AH 56 . Tuller 251V 1 5 K g 51 A0 1R T4
P B 55 AL 5T 2 B, mRNA BYRT 40 AZ TR
FBERSF35 [ R AR /N T R EE R 40 1%
TR A B4 B i ag, RAEWTE b2
v T BB SR AT R B bR, AT K
mRNA 1A 05 T I — e g Ffe e PR
it Ak e BV A LA Bl o AR E ) B
A, Tuller Z£P°LA % B mRNA 14 41~80 #2211
S35 E AR K T HARK R 40 MORATRR A
B At Re, 13X 0T REE AR Y AGH i X BEAZ T
R A BUE i A Bt e 454, B 1k H 52 kg
B LR AT TR T 5 B LV TE 1A 5 S5 R 1 —
PR BT SGE MR Y S . Desmit 2515 1f
XTI BRI MS2 (4058 88 1 R 1% ] S35 R - 28
ASRLE K AT IR Rk, 2 R T R
IRIX ) mRNA A5 5 BIIFRCRN LR, 4
BRPBIFERLX mRNA 75 A thE4E K
1.4 kcal/mol, X1 (Y25 I BHIEEL 4R 3 FN R Gk &
M FEAE 10 f5 . (HJE, OA20U35 e, AT 248
FH IR Z 3] mRNA 245, 5% %
mRNA 5% AR I 50 F0RE AR Ik, X i e
Bl R A ST
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D, 7ESED R 0BT AL AL A I Ak JEH R R IR XA — et tifede s H &
P A FH R 47 X A mRNA 2451 E‘J%ﬁ&% PP S D50 2 8 7 5 DR T 40 ) 17 ] 2 52 31
A e B E B R R EERB K. Bk P S eI

W 9k [ N B 5E 3 Z2 RO O TE B A A
Punginelli 21 1o 58 45 K fi F 7 HF S g N
F5E G (FdnG) 175 KIS — R ER (RS),
REAIR T BHIR R R X AR T 2R IR 5 4 1 T
8D/ T mRNA Z XA & A hae, i HK

34 HtbEZE

FoAth 2 R B 7 V5 B AR A A A T TR
HEMEWSTEE, BWEAZ SN, &
RS T IR, 2R T R, RN
T BRI A AT B &I R A

B FBACOF B T 60 £F . E IR PEADLL R (IRES), BN REAFICIE, Bt
XF I V- 8 AR 22 T B 1 (R)- ik 5 G Jit Tl 5 D 1 FIE M UTR P55 K81, & B g bl

mRNA FFER LG X +1~+78 X7 45 R Sk | BlVESE L R Al bR2E ST (A

et (i E ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ@%@i&k? ek ® 1), RN, KA TR P
LRI T 4~5 %538 5 mRNA g5 M1k, NG, LA IR Ser s e e AL Fi sk ik
*1 HitgmEAREHERRITER
Table 1 Other gene design factors that influence protein expression
Gene design factors Influences and mechanisms References

Low GC content tends to terminate transcription

GC content High GC content may result in strong secondary structures of mRNA [35]
Related to codon bias

mRNA stability Influencing the accumulation of mRNA [36-37]

mRNA secondary structures Influencing the initiation and elongation efficiency of translation [39-41]

Long mononucleotide Resulting in mutation through transcription and translation slippage [46]

repeats Related to codon bias and codon pair bias

Codon repeats Related to codon pair bias [47]
Ribosome binding site in prokaryotes

D . 4

SD sequence Related to mRNA stability [48]

Kozak sequence Ribosome recognition site in eukaryotes [49]

Start codon context Strf)rllg mRNA secoqdary structures nearby start codon may decrease the 36, 50]
efficiency of translation initiation

Stop codons Different in termination efficiency of translation [51]

Stop codon context Related to translation termination (especially higher eukaryotes) [52]

Intron Resultlr.lg in shift rputatlon .through improper splicing (53]
Enhancing translation efficiency

AT-rich region Similar to transcription termination signal [35, 54]

z?;férsla)ﬂ RISRGIS il (15 Influencing translation efficiency and integrality of protein [55]

UT.R megion . (Uil Regulating translation [56-57]

region)

Signal peptide Targeting and translocating of protein [58-59]

Protease cleavage site Separation of proteins from fusion form with proteins or tags [60]

cjb@im.ac.cn
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