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Constructing the TreeFam database

Li Heng (Major in Theoretical Physics)
Directed by Zheng Wei-mou

The Institute of Theoretical Physics

Chinese Academic of Science

Abstract: TreeFam is a database of phylogenetic trees of gene families. It aims
to develop a curated resource that presents the accurate evolutionary history of
all animal gene families, as well as reliable orthologs and paralog assignment. In
developing TreeFam, four novel algorithms were designed to improve the accuracy
of tree building or to serve special needs for development. The first is a constrained
neighbour-joining that efficiently adds new sequences to an existing tree while
maintaining the original topology at the same time. This method is used to
expand a seed tree to a full tree without losing any information added by manual
curation. The second algorithm is a leaf reordering that orders the leaves of a tree
according to the weights of leaves. When it is drawn as a picture, one tree can
be displayed in different ways, depending on the order of leaves. This algorithm
helps to display trees in a consistent algorithm and facilitates visual examination of
trees, which is particularly helpful when comparing two trees. Thirdly, duplication
and loss inference is fit into a more general theoretical framework and extended to
allow for a multifurcated species tree. A fourth algorithm has also been developed,
which is a new algorithm for merging trees. The tree merge algorithm itself is
not a tree building algorithm, but it reconstructs an optimal tree from several
trees that are built from an identical sequence set with different tree building
methods. The resultant tree should combine the advantages of, and so outperform,
all the candidates. This is shown to occur successfully in a large-scale benchmark
presented in the last chapter. This benchmark is one of the few evaluations
that are based on real data in the phylogenetics literature. It also highlights the
fact that each tree-building algorithm has its own strength, although ML and
parsimonious methods are slightly better in general. TreeFam is freely available

at http://www.treefam.org or http://treefam.genomics.org.cn.

Keywords: molecular phylogenetics, tree reconstruction, database
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Chapter 1

Hs /A

ARG (phylogenetics) 52 W 9T — FEP B 5L R EAL ¢ 2 (phylogenies) [ — ']
B [1]e BN REEARM R B A RER FIra P aa — 3L R SE (common
ancestor), FEMXAMLE TG ARRIR R @ o IXAMB IR 318 /R 3 (Darwin), Ff
NG RZ B 5§ ER s rub W] (2] HEA 1A AR A 2 B (tree of life) —H
SER A AT AT 2F H AR

& S HE ALl BRI A B A TR S SRR AR R ST . X
FiOE BRI AE B AR T FE I I RS KRB HE R EAER 3. A M
7E1965%F Zuckerkand F Pauling [4] & & 7 A ATT il A 1% 3C % K U6 81 43+ )7 %)
WA DA BRI R AR, 20 T R E E TR SRS, JEREAE
TR BE D A ZR Gl A 27 R e o R b & A R — AN i . A A
W Z B T REAMER AT g R, st 7SR A gt 2 KR R

1.1 HRAH

T b 1R A iy 2R A 2 PR AZ O ), T R S A R DR 2 1 2 T AL
U RS A 7 e 91 R Ak S 4o i A = s e B A MU N R (B e SPS P9 i R S
A T BRI s, B R IS DR OB . S DR Ak OC AR I A
INf, N B3 R O — AN A DR () S 56 245 3 mT DLl e 1Ak O R AL e 21 )
—NIRR KRR, R AR AN [RI A B R DR R A R R N AR, IX
A RS R R UIL B e B 2 e 2. Rl EEA SR A oG R
JT RIS R AU (R A4 T LB R SR gE— 20 e B S R D e 4 it 1
R 2R UL, BE D AEAS [ I 152 2 e 4 6 0 AN I 7 7 2R PR D R vk
AR, MAHENXMIRA, BFEK (pseudogene) FUH A H W 48 #5 w] LLAIRELL AR A 4 B
M4 LAHERT[5, 6]. 34, PSR KGR B EAL O¢ R B 9 A5 N 7%+ (intorn) 14k



Chapter 1. 54

FRIRE PRI 20 52 o 25 0 e kAL 23 B il 1 3 B

IR S R S, VF2 HE PR ) T RE ORI REAL s, BT
BFEKOG [7], PANTHER [8], SYSTERS [9] PhIGs [10], Ensembl-compara [11],
OrthoMCL [12]f1HOGENOM [13]. X 2654l 22 4 o b Ak 27 1) e 4 it 1 i 22
S, AHEATTAR AT I R R — A ). A A R (R A AR 2 TS ) LA
e R AU S R A P ) 3 —[14) 0 3 470 5 R A1 (B 66 DAL R A R A
AL ) AN ) 52 B () A A 2R (Lt i e 6 BT AN [ 28 e LAAH ] 32 AL ) #4
SR PR . B A BN RE R KA O T AERR R . o T
LD (0 0 P A 4% SR SE T, 3 1) i 24 DA B o

1.2 B3R

TreeFamsg — N K T (FE BN AL £ 122, 2F AR 2 1% 25040 122 1 32 22 e
eI K TreeFam HE R, FRATEEE AN T7 [nl i Pl i A w56, 3kdAl]
FER T —ASE R EE g m BBl i s ok, FRATTSEEL T A AR LA
TE R IS N AR IE (A5 S E 20 38 e B R AR Ik o AN SRS R4 i IR X £
Y, I HA a5 A TreeFam B Hs FEAH OC B R /0 41, AdG: BEAHE S AR
P BB He SRR

TEAFEF T BN o FRATTRE ) B 2 1 1B 2 B A s A Sl
5 EEIA T TreeFam 4544 & A SR . 28 = Fiian |78 @ v vF 2 41
XN AR B EL R J7 10, JCHE E YRR T TreeFamMURe () ANV 22l
By g SEHE L . RS VU IRATILS T X 293 YR AT 5 14 /i R HE
Writ 50, FF 2 AN — B HE S . SE F R VRN b AS T S IR R,
XA TreeFam$E =1 B )@ R 2 2EH . S /N IRAE H TreeFam 1 £8
I A T AR A WS T 25 R A SR AT TR BTN, RN B B R
g, B114H T &EEZRIFKR.

Figure 1.1: %52 AR RE.
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BT AT, AR AR R WIS R, R RA
S (1A T B MR . AV R 0LA SR8 SR
T TR

1.3 ARGk Ik

i R Gt (phylogeny ) fa P fh w3 X 2 (M 7EEAL _ERIIBCR o IXRh ¢ & AT LLRAE Y
— BB, FRAGEH AR (phylogenetic tree). FRELIREAL ¥ (phylogenetics) & 5T #EL
RGEMIRLY, WA — D E . RGN 3 B0 A ] B 2l 52 R
BEAL D7 S A0 5w A 8 Ji BT AR A AR i

TEASCIA TG S PR AR . PR B (species tree) 5L K44 (gene tree).
PRSI, SRR RERT DUAE P AR A8 BAT T 1T A BEAN FLE Rl AT B
AR RIS S T 2 TR I il 2 M)A ) O R BEACAY , TR —
AN 45 1 (leaf node, external node) #AAFRAE W14 wT UYL 2 (AT )% (present
species), 1M B HIH&F— N 45 4 (internal node) AR 7E [ 5 AFAE I %W
Fili (ancestral species)o —AMFHAGH MR & L3 K4 (taxon ) Kdn 44 . Holn, fHG
Yikh Butheriaflt 235 73 38 4 ButheriaJT G35 8 55 0 42 3840 A ) d5c 3 L (R AH 569
o AR iy 42 M3 R B2 I R G070 J8 (taxonomy), &M BEAL A —
Mk

BBl (gene) i€ O — BAT D RE R A FIDNA v B, AEBAT W AN D REIN — A
LR T AL 91 L B S AR A AE TR U O Rk R AR FE DA AR HEAL b A LI
Mo [AYE I Bl (homolog) 22 7 52 BN — AN IR R RE L R 1) — AL [16]; H
Z [A) Y A (ortholog) I & A AN W B 1) B 30 £ [A) #H 4% (last common ancestor,
LCA) ) —ANEF B R i —41E R [17); W R — DR Em A SRR S —8)
Tt (R A JE DXL AN A P b O LC AR — AN FE R R Tk, BRI m + n A>3 K]
Jim o n B ARFE(EL.2). WEX ER, HARFURRERE % S U i [H
AN I AR [A) U 0 TR U5 BE DRI B i 5% &% TR YRR IR (paralog) o 1 SO, — MR
J% (gene family) e I\ —HH 56 56 R4 SR i — 2 G 15 . 35 PR 20 v 256 IR 11 3

TR ST R SRR S b R NS SCRRBE PR R, B S AT SRR R A T OO, T A
TR NERH, ZHRCAMENSR, RV ARERREE T Re AR, AV R4 HIAH
MHJSSCAMES H o T34k, T SCHERRR R, R 5 I APDE A 2 b 4 HAE D S

2http:/ /www.edu.gov.nf.ca/curriculum/teched /resources/glos-biodiversity.html

SR R G 2KE, AN EEAE SN EZEE R BRIy, 4% KRB DI
‘B A1J&: kingdom. phylum. class\ order. familyfligenus. LA N4, ftb/ihjE T~ %) 5
#: Animalia (kingdom), Chordata (phylum), Mammalia (class), Primates (order), Hominidae

(family), Homo (genus), and Homo sapiens (species).
4http:/ /www.gene.ucl.ac.uk /nomenclature/guidelines.html

S TreeFam 1A I3 A RIS B I g A AN ) o ML o525
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WA AT AL e R, X FRAIE IR (gene tree) . FEfBUHNL, L DAIR 1) &
A SR AT, TR AP AR T LA AL
MNEEAL

) T 5 00 K] B i AH T IR AR A - ) A R DL AR  HE T, i B R
BEAE LR RE B S T A A O R o [RIE, JE DRI 8 AT g i T R R A
4 (duplication), k2K (loss) Al 7K V-3 KT #% (lateral gene transfer, LGT)%5 1t 4k
FATFTA R TR0 s X Le At R EEIE R 55 WAt ()% Rl 5 (tree reconcili-

Homo/Pan/Gorilla Human
Chimpanzee

Eutheria w: Mouse
Amniota et
Dog
Euteleostomi Chicken
~ Chordata) Tetraodontidae T.nigroviricis
Pufferfish
C.intestinalis

CCNI_human
W: ENSPTRT00000030141_chimpanzee
Eutheria ENSCAFT00000013762_dog
Ccni_mouse
Eutheria Hﬂ ENSMUST00000058380_mouse
GENE1 MOUSE ENSMUST00000054409_mouse

Amniota Murinae XP_214007 rat
Euteleostomi XP_420590_chicken
GSTENT00004608001_T.nigroviridis
Tetraodontidae SINFRUT00000165765_pufferfish
Euteleostomi
GENE? [Eutheria loss]]
ENSGALT00000011124_chicken
Chordata Euteleostomi GSTENT00033752001_T.nigroviridis
Tetraodontidae SINFRUT00000148117_pufferfish

ENSCINT00000007140_C.intestinalis

Figure 1.2: #F0 b L RUB 451 7 o 1 B 4 Chordata#M () — R R A, A SCHE
B X R . N R Cyclin BRI SR B RL IR o P9 45 055 30 1 2
A ok A B A N AH 5 BE DR I AEL ST A 42 o AE SRR S DRLR R A F 3 EAICCNI_human Al
X FFIXP_420590_chicken /& 1:1 H & A&, K4 & ATTEK J& A 3 [6] #H 26 Amndotaft]) —
ASFEDR R ok o fH X AN K 35 AL ATENS GALT 00000011124 _chicken H & 4 38 [7] Y5 11
AN H AR, X2 R R P KE R TE Buteleostomi & — /N LA, B AITHE ARG
L[4 56 Aminotarb & W5 A JE I (GENEIFIGENER) . 4k, XANFERI B 45 it T )L
N E R FEE -, e, JEEIENSCINT00000007140_C.intestinalisFH] B i g > ik
[AISINFRUT00000165765_pufferfish 5 SINFRUT00000148117_pufferfish/&1:2H % [A] ¥ »
BRI IR S M IRAE SR DU B, RS LA g HEE 2 14l .
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ation) i FEFFIL . TreeFam$ s fE——H B AR L—— NSRRI Z A 2T K
SR SEWD A RS DR B 2 18 (1 00 AR HETREAL R AF,  JF XA OC SRR S B 3
B i

1.4 WA S

R, WRERERAREIIEERE, ©H4% M (node or vertex) il #2 45 S
H1(branch or edge)dl il . — &5 i nl DA & W& B — 45 1 9 4 45 1 (external
node)t 7] DA 3% 32 ) 4% 50 5 22 30 1K) N 45 1 (internal node). &b 45 mi L FR O it
4f ri(leaf)

PERG UL, BE BRI AR AT A AR (rooted tree), ARFAG AL T 1) 1
BIRIAR 45 5 (root ) AR AG W v PTG ) pp sl DAL o - (R A R RE S o AR AR &g
— AN & A E I T4 i (children or daughter); B TARSS &, RE—ANgh AR
H— A4 ri(parent) . SEITAHR AL (G 50 FRON B O RL (4 ), g dT i
PIPR AR IR (S5 1) o 28— DS IS, 7 50 X B 4 U i IR 5 mURR A
B 4L [R]#H 56 (last common ancestor, LCA); IXANE A T A 11 45 mi &8N eAT]
ILCAZ, Ryl H K .

B TS (R L — B T (binary tree), € (IR — A 4 4 54T LAY
AW TEim. HTE BRI a R TG RN, R #R
CL R E B (resolved tree)o {HIE, W15 AN IE L 1) 704k 25 A 76y 58 AR A ) I
()N R A, EATTAE A IS AR A AR A X 0 (), DRI AR S — AN 4 Al 7o
VFH =ANEE 2 745 0, XREI 5 RPRI 2 43 78 i BOR € A (multifurcated
node, unresolved node, or polytomy), & 2 7 X i B8 FR A 2 43 XA Bl R
Y8 B (multifurcated tree or unresolved tree). HLAE] ¥z Al H FINCBI) 4 2%
B (18] 2 BRZ 43 B o

1.4.1 WHERR

WoR— B R BT R e AR AR b (HE, —ANEEREA e E
TS RS IR B A BEAR T (I v SRR ook AL 2, DR 3 AT T4 0 SO B LA &
FTE 5 R A 2 LAVE AN ) 3R A7 SR R 8092

TEARSCTATRAL F =M i 2 m 777 137K (graph representation), “F4F
i 271 (string representation) fI4E & K78 (set representation). I P FP K 78 1K
e NI, e =R msI N, 5, SR mMESR LT
AWy A M W SRR RTAIE ]
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Ko € Xl

B 1A LR AT TN R AR EA A I S IR S, RN E
SAL 5 R ] T4 8 3Ce AR IBA TN M ER_E AT 2EY A1 IERI A
Jo, AT BRI . BR T AR BATVRF IR W 5 RS TR MY, 7
ALY KAy A% ST o AE253.3 1 FATF B U] 1y To AR AR AR

8 8

Figure 1.3: H TMBEE A S W — M0 7. ERGE NI, lca({4,6}) =
SFlw(8) = {1,2,3,4,5} 7. WRA = {3,5}, WA BRAE AL RH FAR T
WT|ar FEXERW HFVE(T|A) = {3,5 LA K&VI(T|a) = {7,887 . ZHEM &
FWT| 4, 45 mTH A — A7 45 . BT LA IXFE ) — MNew Hampshire s fF
HFOLARNTSREIR: ((1,2)6,3,(4,5)7)8; W R AT 705, taf PLER
B ((5,4)7,(1,2)6,3)8. BT KL, T|afNew Hampshire¥ 5 F£x
H: ((3,(8)7)8).

BTRRARK, V(T)EMg s, Ve(T)RETHAM, st 45 554,
MV (T) NG k. 4w — Mg mv, EMT4RE&ESchi(v) c V(T), &
142 4h s A par(v) € V(T).

X4 i, v € V(T), R ulodt Ak EATN du < vilv > uo 45 mioffiE
P S A RS R

wr(v) ={u € Vg(T) : u < wv}. (1.1)

FH, A C V(T)7E 5 Mg SIS A
wr(4) = | J wr(w). (1.2)

u€A

AWAERAE N SCH I T, BAT R wr(v) fid Aw(v).

NHERADKRE WA RIRT I BT XA S A, Llca(A) WA
BALHE RS . AT AR ca(A) B AT HE R0 (A) BRI 7. XHE
T A TN -

V(T|a) ={v e V(T): wr(v) Nwr(A4) # 0} (1.3)
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FATWHILT |y AT o B 1385 T 0T RXEERE I — AN AR 1.

P45 5 7~ : New Hampshiret 5\

New Hampshire (NH), BiNewickt 2@ bRt B vHEHL AT R0 IR 8 7m 5.
EAHIH BRSNS KRR IS R, NI AL A 45 ds, R
NH 5 (NH string).

NHAg 223 fii] 50 iy 5 L3tgr 7 —A 1. e B
1% (formal grammar)®, NHA& AT L™ A% M5 plotn B I A

<tree> — <cell>;

<cell> — <nhcell> | <nhcell>[<comment>]
<nhcell> — <node> | <node>:<dist>

<node> —  <id> | (<list>) | (<list>)<id>
<list> —  <cell> | <1list> , <cell>

X Hl<comment>. <id>MI<dist>rill R niERE. FRIRFFAIBREY, EA1584 1] LA
H IE ) 238 5 (regular expression) K&K/~ L F, TreeFamfT il I 4% = 2
§7 R NHA% 20 (New Hampshire eXtended, NHX). IXFfag 0B 45 5 ) g 5 8 LA
—FlRF E W= BRI T <comment > . NHXHE sz i 1 Zmasek 55 A 1
H[19].

FATT 5200 R 2 [\ — RS ] DLV 2 AN R NHS ok R0, 1K 48 5 A3 4T
R FEFER IS, BT A AR T M 45 705 5 B e AN [\l o 7258 H
R PATT S AR b g 1 AR AR B T o 2 R BB R ENH R,
K13 I TERATT ST 18 Lo H R oR o ((1,2)6,3, (4,8) ) s AR e FH. M
Xl B, —NHFE R M ETEAE BRI XN IE R

WAy BT R i, B AT LLR I AR 1 BB s R NH Y e R4S
IXLE P TR RN R AR A [ — R, (HfE N IR e 2R R . 45w ™
PR L E ARG5S RRE, G SRR 25 R HE S A AR AL, B
FRDE b LR AR AR 2 A R IRAE (P o vt — > BA TR — D i i ) 500 b B2
PA T AR = B i A 1) i

1.4.2 oM 4 AR

GmaE M EABV, VI A 4 XA MK FANB, &R
NA|BHEBIA, 'Ei: (1) ANB =07 H (i) AuUB=V. &T = (V(T), E(T))%&

AT T SR g 1 I B O R P BV 5 18 R T 1
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—RBRLRP, V(T)e Mg ik, B(T)&Ube, WHRTH R — &L T 75
PR ANAHAZ #8535 AR BATT A IX DA E 3 P (R 1 45 )R AR 5 20 990 o AR,
WA|BFZEV (T A0y o IXFE, THIRE ST HX N ADNV(T) =5 A|B,
DL BATT AT BASE X

T = {A|B : {4 T — 41U BTV (T) 15> A| B} (1.4)

BIR|T| = |E(T) Lo 24T = &I E(T) iE B RAE2 - |V(T)| -3, |T| 5
A2 \V(T)| =30 FEARIL, WERBAU “IHA|BETHAAAE” , IRATIRA|B €
T, si# i, T 4105 A BAX N . CLEIT.3 060, 121(8, 6)% W ) —
e {1,2}3{3,4,5},

FATTINTG, A5 &5 5 42 0 B AR ol LLEAT B T A TVRIT, A2
PIARTCARA , FFHV(T) = V(T), firE e i AR FIRobinson-Fouldff
BI20) M :

dr(Ty, Ty) = |[(Ty UTy) \ (Ty N'TY)| (1.5)
AR B FH S A TAEAE S — M EAEE T 5 — B A Zh e

45 W AE IR RN FEPIRRR H A2 AE, Rd s KA 2 - (|V(T)| - 3), EAE
MR M TR Ty 58 AN R I E
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MNHEAG R A B A DR S v B B R AR L OGIRE) o A 17 AE ) Ao [ A% 38
DRIVE R B A S LA RO T 9 e DR 3R A R A, 0 B — A 3 BT S v i R )
R FR S B REEN, MBI — H B R U 5 R0 b 1A 5k DA 5 1
R BEACH AL T T B R — 40y, WOt DT e e PR 4t T2
fii TreeFam [15] (Tree families database) i ¢ T5E B K E AL B4 IO 208 22 . &
) H AR T I R 20 N TR E B B8 s LAER 25 tH P 41 22 40 1o 30 4 6k DRl e )
A7 2 DL BE T HEAC I % FHAE T o 753X — B JRATPRE A TreeFam B4 1% 1 Y
FRIE A LA S 3 TreeFam ¥y H B EE

2.1 TreeFamii%"q

2.1.1 T4 2&TreeFam

T St TreeFam2 — A7 RHH . 40 0 3t R X e v & — A4
FGEMELZEWN FRIKwS . AR5 RKEHEE, WKOG [7], PAN-
THER [BJFISYSTERS [9], #B & i ik /¥ 41 2 (8] () AH AL BE o &1l 43 2 1A
{HTreeFam Ul AN AR o B4 AN 3 IR 2 0 i SR 22 40 i 2y 1) A ] #HL 56 v i —
ANGER, B W I BIAE 2 A sl A ) AN SR DR HH R i) BRI
F5 b, DURABIE: 2355 A 2 I 3304 3 2 AT AN [R] 0 6 DAL 2 Tl A AR K 22 7 1
BET AL 5 SR DR] S I AN 1] 38 41 1) 2 508 SR SR BB P Aulf FH P i i 80,
K A Z A LR . M2 T, TreeFam A48 FXAE 1) . 1
WIPhIGSH G 22 (10145 I, 1% TreeFamiX #£ W HEAL A 15 52 B0 3 AR 4 06)
BB AU, s, B AR .

H W, TreeFams& B &R [F ¥ 3& K (ortholog) ) £ #5 FE . & M &
ZO I BE AL B A B E R AU R B . AR G T R R N RCRE ) A
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8-SV S 1< 0 = A7 G 1 T N A T~ S PR N (975 o 1 e S P
P PR AR A T X M U7 vk, A FE : NCBIfHomoloGene [18], Ensembl-
compara [11], OrthoMCL [12]f1Inparanoid [21]. 4 IX LEE 35 28 % [ Y 2 [A]
HIHEWTE 21 T BRI, (HS R R BN, e Tia I . Xt T
JNS HEWT N AT & B ISR, ot T VAR o U e SO N SR A T L B
M H AR FRIER o BP0, R T VELEAN R RioRs L R I8 T e & AH
JEHT o 28T o ABRBIE R g1 A go LA 2 go i g3 73 ) PN i —— LA A (1:1 or-
tholog), Wlg, Mgz ¥ EHNE—— BRI (HHBXHEWT 7, g fllgsnl
REBHENT BUA R LI E R FIE, X2 B =05 (g1, g2)~ (92, 93)F1(gs, g1) 72 70
AL B, BN TIEANESREATZ 2 Bn . M2, 5T
WL VEZ DRI E B DR, XS] U AN AP AE T o IR A, B
T TreeFam H 77 HATHOGENOM [13] \BEAL B L 4E T B &R [RIJR L A

B, TreeFamsg — N N TR IERIEE . S bR S 550 WA A [R] i
FRMUAS [) B PR 5 B 1) R AL R AN TR o AERY B 3h i 4R 202 AR WA B4
Sl fe B PR PR 22— o IR 2 Ny A A ) 7 K RO a0 T R R A A 1 T £ A
s A AN AN IR 11 SR AE T oS 7k IR Rl o RV TreeFam T & 18T #5592 LA
fe R e TE, A ERIE R AR N TAIEAEE HA AR 1)
a2 7 E e, AT NRER I T BEAL A% LUED) 27 (& o TreeFam’
R AT e g N TR IER

2.1.2 TreeFam/[{JE A4y

TreeFamf) 3 7 45 1R {2 Pfam(22—— A~ A T K I ) 3 1 5 45 H95 (protein
domain) ¥ 4 JIE . (% Pfam— Ff, TreeFamth & W N34 0. &b N T IE
(I TreeFam-A, F1HB)E K TreeFam-B; B3 # WG FR IR P21 28
B T IE SN PhIGS K 7 1751 (seed), LA RAEFN T 1751 I HT 51011 T
BRA A (full) e B 2.1(A) g T IR B 22 (R R ZR o LRI 40 5 A5 T T

e

2.2 g ANEHE
2.2.1 FHIEE

TreeFam-2£1 {5 MGenBank [18] SGD [23]. WormBase [24]. GeneDB [25]fEnsembl [11]%%
el R B9 SRR RZ T MR 1P 91 (6 2.1) o SR B e SR i I
DRI i DA 2 m 8 AR B N 2 B 1 o 45 R B, 3 S8 B0 R I A\ TreeFam. 7
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( PhIGs cluster ) - -‘ Seed sequences Full tree
H Muscle
'
'

BLAST W
EE
: Preliminary full sequences [- - - - -
Seed-B H . theratgre
! HMMer ‘( | sequences < | Annotations
'

Remove incorrect |
| Taxonomy

, Add missing
sequences

'
seed-to-full : Full sequences

Full-B H Muscle +  Adjust topology |
'
'

Full alignment

| Label internal |

manyal ' d i I In-house Tools I
'

curatiot H . — . —
'
' °
'
'
:
. Neighbour- Curated tree

manual H
seed-to-full curation ! Joinin: Constrained
. Neighbour-joining
'
:
-------------- W\cor tting
Cut tree

Figure 2.1: TreeFamMIWifE &l . (A) HEAAL K . TreeFam-BH i Ff 5~ 7 51 (seed) K H
TPhIGsE i FF o X L6 il ik (B) i 4 0k B2 i 7 je b 58 8% 41 (full) e N TR IE
4 TreeFam-B¥) 3 K Z AL 1E J TreeFam-A, 1 TreeFam- A ¥ 5 A 55t v] ATE H J5
BIRLIE . (B) v B2 5g At B o M 2 K (201 52 1) 30 3R IX e ok #8 HUA7 7
F I TreeFam-1.x, 1) 2K (15 5 1 5 HE 2 78 AH OGB4 I AE TreeFam-2H A FT 4%

FERM A, SRRy R e B R R F R RS . 2 TreeFam-BAs;
1F K TreeFam-AR, B TreeFam-AfFFh 7 F LA K, 56475 H B0 H TreeFam-
Bo (C) NTRIEMEY . XA IEREIS A ) 152 SR 1 S F7 il — e TreeFamF A T2 H AT
Ho

AF, TreeFamp ¥R i F A TFSEQ.

TEL9/ NP, PYRRIERERI R T (A thaliana) #4E R AMEE (outgroup) .  1E3E
PRI, AMIEE DR e s H BT 22 i M s A el L [RIAEL S 1 B 2 A, AT
FH T Wi 2 75 PR 2 8 ) e KT S 1293 31 A TreeFam G PR 5% i A & — A~ 7]
PATE, AMEEIRIIA S E T 55 R 505 (R E Fo

2.2.2 Frra4E

FEATreeFam H 2 it F£ 1 L 15 & TreeFam-BF G5 H &7, X W2l i 528
Hik . I ZPhIGs & 4 I AT 1 7 208 P sh W i e kAT 7 5%
Ko {EPOIGSEHRE Eh, &F— AN L DR A2 A 2845 @ W) Fh i 3L [ #H 26—
ANSEPRI AR s BRI T Ak OC FR AN & 22 1) AR, RS 1 SR 2R Ak
H AUPhIGs M sl fg (Rl R 2 —FiE Xt A S HESI I SE R 2R, — i@ oxt
P Z M 8. BANMRALT, 58 R R I— AN KIEG X N T —
MNTreeFam P 3ER Kk . BTk, TreeFamikid T KX — 201 B HPhIGsH]
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FAE K TreeFam-BIF 1.

2.2.3 H'eHds

AR AR AL T I SRBEAG 1 1, e HE B B S A3t

THERf, Pehn: A (intron) HEAL,  HR 1 S5 A A KRR DN Th RE AR BT 9

KT B IX S S B AT B S A S B A TreeFamo.  H TreeFam-2j2, &,
ML IANBI YA 4505 B, fETreeFam-3F A DB — D LRIAE B, &
DAL i Bk () 2 R 5 SRR GOYERE (GO ontology [26]) A A RE A RE K .

2.3 TreeFam 3R E

TreeFam-21 i H 1) H 2 i F2 flTreeFam-1.x42 A [7] () o 31X AN [5) 44K B 78 75

Ai: PhIGs[E SR “5%

[N

7 TR .

Table 2.1: TreeFam-2H 8 & (1T 5¢ 2 F W0 Fh o BIFREEBRE(S. pombeF S. cerevisiae) I
AR T (A thaliana)VE A AN

Tax ID | Tax Name abbr. | Common Name
9606 | Homo sapiens HUMAN | Human
9598 | Pan troglodytes PANTR | Chimpanzee
10090 | Mus musculus MOUSE | Mouse
10116 | Rattus norvegicus RAT Rat
9615 | Canis familiaris CANFA | Dog
9031 | Gallus gallus CHICK | Chicken
8364 | Xenopus tropicalis XENTR | Western clawed frog
31033 | Fugu rubripes FUGRU | Japanese pufferfish
99883 | Tetraodon nigroviridis TETNG | Green puffer
7955 | Danio rerio BRARE | Zebrafish
7719 | Ciona intestinalis CIOIN
7227 | Drosophila melanogaster DROME | Fruit fly
7165 | Anopheles gambiae ANOGA | African malaria mosquito
7460 | Apis mellifera APIME | Honeybee
6239 | Caenorhabditis elegans CAEEL
6238 | Caenorhabditis briggsae CAEBR
4896 | Schizosaccharomyces pombe | SCHPO | Fission yeast
4932 | Saccharomyces cerevisiae YEAST | Baker’s yeast
3702 | Arabidopsis thaliana ARATH | Mouse-ear cress
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2.3.1 TreeFam-BF 1214 1%

fETreeFam-1.xH1, AT H # HPhIGsS A = AN 80 2 3 9 58 A i 28 ok 1
HTreeFam-BIf) # 1. X1, H TPhIGs 7 KM Bt P Al H T 1R ™ 1 4%
P, 0 500 0 )8 L E A AR PR INE e A I s AN R DR S A3 Ay R
XFEPOhIGSH Z R A WM/, A BPEER FIE W T 55 A LA RER
HEARKEA K. R IEEREP KPR A KA, KW &
£ TreeFam-2H1 £EPhIGs [ 56R I B R 2K

fETreeFam-21, PhIGsH 284z~ 7 R K. B5E, IR T P
I HBLAST! [27]5 TreeFam/ 7 FI4E TFSEQAH LL 5, B B8 {1 (E-value) 1) 8 {1 &%
££0.01. text B ITFSEQ JHHMMER? [28) 1 #k47 — i tu ot #8211 28 45 %
££0.1; AP HMMER #5725 0 I HMUSCLE? [29]% Ji 45 PhIGsZS 1 1 J3
FIBEAT I 22 Fe A0 ) EE X R 1Y o B AT T AHMMERK) 45 R P g — > 0 &
K, EIXANEF, A4l (vertex) X NV A — AN UG FIPhIGsZE, & —4 M
B3 (weighted edge)fURAE I RE S ILF KSR . HHEMME, 45 E
—PhIGsHu, 2 R, 2 A+ Fe A1 VLR I+ HHMMER 73 #0847 UL e A
SRR S (TFSEQI 74E), WRR, N R, # ORALNAEut v [1]
b4k, ﬁ%ﬂllﬂ@ﬂ%yﬂ%o XA I 2 g5, FRATTt AT
DU - Fh e T B 1 SR R VAR AT B8 2K o {E TreeFam-2, FATTSEHL T — A
fEZdobnovas N [30] HISEIER [ it i) — AL 2560 507 (heuristic algorithm),
XA TR K 2 W 08— FEal B e 3 IR B i A 5 B 2R R
—AAMER Y G, B R MPhIGSEH & IEE—BAE B R 1. R
IR IR R AT DL S AT B A R A ks B A A B P R B
B2 R IR K 2 S EUL 2 AL LA S IR 22 I 1) 8 28 I (superfamily ),
X AT R N 24 B 2 1 R AR Ok 2 JEHMMER 23 22 f A U PR FRATT
X PhIGsBEAT T — IR, I R = HIRAE Il

'BLAST (Basic Local Alignment Search Tool) & FH 48 2 [F] Y5 77 71 (1) d5e 52 WO (I FE 7o e
W — KPR — AP AR P I RE— S5 PR I BEAT LS, tESELEXS 208 JFHBL—SRBENLF A1
(RIS R B RTL 26 BOXT I EE 0 B X000 2 250 B8 o P P 37 80 02 30 B2 (E-value) S A 2 R D 2 25

,K;Eo

HMMERW & BEAT A LS (1 C R . & B B /- BER A A (Hidden Markov Model, HMM)
h 2 341 Ee X6 45 (alignment profile),  F FH & 4 iR Rk iy 2 H g e 91 2 35 s s 2 741 L
SHHUCE .t THMMERAE ] T £ 45751, HMMER 8% b A st Eext O BLAST 58 iUt
TR EE R RS .

SMUSCLE % Clustalw— £ [ 2 7 I LR 7 o e 40— 41741 Ex 21— 2 DL e 113545 16
A X A5 LLVURS . — ki, MUSLCE Eb Clustalw S84t 55 vEAf .

s b, MCLAYE [BUBFE &G,
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2.3.2 AP B K

fETreeFam-197,  F R 01 72 SE BY A (tree-cutting) FE R PUE I o XA VLN
M2 41 B s 4 S R AE 4G 55— AN S5 DRLEE A HE R 1 1) 53 ] (homolog) AR _E IR o
HUACIR SR, IR P E I E R RATIT R . (HJR S bR N H s T PR R
T Ty FAw UL SR e Kok BT Gy R AR 2, XA H AL
—/MNTreeFamZK R 5 F L AN ZE T XN KIEW TP IXFELETreeFam-1.xH1
— AN AT A S T LA E R LA KR, ARG SN BET, BHE AT
BAEH R T2 IR0 5341, BT B R A 2 ARV 2 AN b 2P 51 HE R 2 il
LI, A HERE5004% 74 IS R I B 225 mT AL E, X KN Tis 5
fidH . Rk, FAiTk & fE TreeFam-2+0 JF & ST (K) J7 %

fE TreeFam-211,  [AJJE AL (homolog) ()48 2 i & HE 45 & BLASTATHMMER >k
SER, B SE I BLASTHIG 5 F MMUSCLE FE X} 8 37 T HMMER K K 41 Bk ik
X 2 5, B4 HIEAT 40 L BIHMMER 2 805 K AN Z g s i HL
WER — N FIEAL S — AN A RN T AR B D) L, A HMMER 43 3 = (1)
BV XM R T ok XX — D e R — N ER FR M L D ifie T .

PR AT S bR M52, i Sl 7 13 71 1) 3 2 AR i HMMER J7 725 (14 46 1R #E A
A, KEZHENYRER,  J6H S A HE 4 55 R T DUAR o 14 29 T 380 5 DR K
W o AHYS R A LA A B L) &5 SRR ZE I, HMMERI® 23 504 PR
AT S 8GR . IFH, JERIVPEIER (orphan gene) FIFf 145 (A sE e th £ 5%
Wi )45 B BAE— NN R TATRf] & TreeFam ZK %, 60 & 247 384T 1 4
Bl MAEBLASTHHMMERK 780 21K, 76 F—McAH, FAl1aifix e
] T LA TE 2 (1 G .

2.3.3  JTIuE BRI IR EE

TreeFam¥ N T AL 1E 15 B AE T TreeFam-A R 8. R0 Bl 7 51 52 1) T+ 2%
[Fi] — AN JE PR R 5 45 (1dentifier) 7] B8 23 B3 AT AE TH IRCAS T 744 (seed tree) K2
ERIE o IXIN A AT At s ik O, T W R I AE S R R Sk A, N TR
IERIE AT R . I 3X AT LU 2R 1) 38 P 56 Tree FamiX £ [N A% 1F 24
PP 2 K HL L

TreeFam-2H FATLE 73 BE S P40 2 G vk 17— % 1T GRS SR B ER P A
WA TR AN [R] R Rl i 44 o FLIEA AR, B w44 mT LR TH FR3AH D B Y. 12 3
REAFAER: (1) PAFZIKR A E—2F (i) BATLEAH VLS ) g 65 XL 41
Al (iii) WA SR AR S B e P . S () (i) ] LUR 2 5

PIX AR (1) TreeFam-3 11 237 Tl %
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(K3 ELR AT, i 265 =AW LR [H RRCAS I AR 45 1t A AR Hh 7 21 AR IR
L B TH P AN RCAS 1) 268 DR A 3 [R] £ A &5 i I ATT ] I 4 ) — A R . 1 2.2
T

*CCNI-wrong_PANTR
E CCNI-old_PANTR
“Ceni-new_MOUSE

{Ccni-old_l\ﬁou%

*CCNI-wrong_CHICK
CCNI-old_CHICK

——

Figure 2.2: ] T fi# B¢ 2 DA A DR BR BR 10 — A0+ o 3X BR B B A0 46 W9 S Ik A
[F] % A K bx iﬂ(identiﬁer)aﬁz ) B (OR L FAK), A FE kAR bR R AR
JP A0 (R AR TR B A T AR AR T Uﬁﬁfﬂﬁtﬁﬁc KR, P
HIJCCNI- old_PANTRﬂl*CCNI -wrong PANTR ANV JE [ —4%, X /& K hCCNI_HUMANHE Jif &g
ITHT# ;. P ICCNI-01d_CHICK 5 *CCNI-wrong CHICKANNY A [l — 4%, KA e A1 0] 1)
PREBORK; HA /N U PIANJE RIE T IH RRCAS 2 [F] — AN BB A

2.3.4 ALY 2

H T3 Gk KN - TreeFam-2 14— AN SO0 AR G B i AN 115805 T 50 1 a1
Fllo M TreeFam-1.xAH, @RI FT P2 EE MG 2, WA R IRR
SRV B N A SE A R R A W g Sa4b, FRATTAE B ARAS s B 4
KM G IEEE, XA T3 ma i e v

76 B B TreeFam-BH ,  5¢ 3 84 /& t [A] S 4B £ B (synonymous neighbour-
joining tree, i F [A] L Z€4% (synonymous mutation) FE B4 & #E 2 B H 28 42
% (neighbour-joining ) & A ) F13E [A] AT M (nonsynoymous neighbour-joining
tree) I M & I HIE M A RN o #E TreeFam-AH, 4 8 58 FEM ISR E DA T
LM FIAE AL, 2, H3IREL .

N T 3RAG S UHER ) B SEER, FRATIE S0t [R] SCAREER, R [F] AR EaR, &
AT R (AR RABLAR B4 (maximum-likelihood tree) FIEZ 1 8 KABSA R 3 FH A 5
SV (R T ) S o TC T8 2 B /N B ) VPI IA J2 N TR I PR O v (1) L 8 8 2
RGO T E R AE . &I AE TreeFam-3m A 4% 5K ITEH] .
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DB ) T A

MG F e R I AR ARER T b A 1 1 S T AN S A B A1) 2 TR AR AL o I
SR ESEAAER,  IER R RS FLSEI, B i S 2 R AR Pk S AR
So RS —T7, PSR ORRR R FOE RN, AR A g X R EE B (1)
MM ESE . A A B FRSEAE T EEEE, H b T A R AR N
M, EWATRERIA TR R i, IR DR I BEAKEE A AR AL .
TART D B0 R AFIARL R A P 52 L SIE (R A 1y S 1 B AR 27 i P T

X PR TreeFamag WA 7E45 € — A 2 )7 H1 OO IS A G R IR o 7%
KR EEAE RS f ., BATE LN A TreeFam P 25— AN S ARAN R R 5%
2 ARk (constrained neighbour-joining). JoHEA 1) e AR AT &5 i EHHEE LR
SFUUAN A, XA AR A I JS AR BE SR BE A OC . 7E TreeFam-1.xH1, Al
AT T 4890, (H A TreeFam-2.00F4f, AT AN T8 2 (L7 Sk
FEARASRIEFIRS 5 . IR EIVEIER ORI AT . 28 TR PR A0 ks
GRS SN SR AR LV

3.1  hpAEEMEIE

JVE A5 B EAL BV A ol DU KA BB, 7 7B 2 S R E s ] A2 5
FULLIS SEIUR R AL o 22 7 5 O S S A BEALAR (R 5, AN SR AR LA 2 )7 81
EEXE Ao BN o AR NE A, A BN AE S TR

M EIE LA VIS PR, 499k, URIEMBayes ik, & Fld
A BN SS f. AR AR, BT SRR IZ 2 A E
PRATESEM R . AR NE RV, Xt W .
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3.1.1 PEZ

EENEIRPAE S wb el N A ISP SN R (P <3 v N R R PR SR R =0 g E Bl
MEE—DICHEM R T X PG 2 18 2 P Bt B o IR B i
W 22 e B EE S R PR SR ARALLRE . ] DUt B A 20 2, B IR A A B (OO
fp-distance), BEH MEERPGETIASLRL b A8 1 L A0 B A K

TET A BRE, UPGMA [32)2 i 711 B 1 % 48 58 25 (hierarchical
clustering) IS 15, B — DK B B B R A — XRS5 SR . UPGMA T V4 € Fr
H U 2% DUAH [R) 1 3 B2 A6 (43 7 81 %, molecular clock hypothesis), {HIXJf
AR RFE U REE B A AT 2R IXAME B . #219674F, Cavalli-
StorzaMEdwards [33]4& H 1E B 3E A6 W o AR ] 93 - 5 OB 1 e A A 2 (B e
PR 45 R A I RO N 1% T RE S B B AR R 4 L B B B A, X e
P 7 — e 51 (Least Square, LS). {H MY GELSH 75 £k [y #EAN B 2% [|] DL H
RN, XMt EEEAMELLEZ M. B GFitchfilMargoliash [34)43 FH 3z AL
b T /s IREE IR Gt T AN SRR AT AT W AR o B EIR R R R
RAAEL98TH:, X —4FSaitouMINei [35]42 H T 4BFEVZ (neighbour-joining, NJ).
BB VE A BRUPGMARE A 3% e 0 S 30T 1 45 5010 2 3 46 e /) #F 4 (minimum
evolution, ME!)[36]7& SN I — Xz 2 (neighbour), M T A 7 75 22 40 1 8 (1 17
TEo ABBLT M EM . w2 WA M k2 — o AEAR VL
BL104E 2 J5 , BIONJ [37])FilWeighbor [38)F A AHARIEH, EATERIE 148 4%
ARG, WA S A e . ek b, ABRE R BN
FoLITAL, BIEAERE— A NMER LN, H I A CRAUE BE A IS A 4 R L
MER . #zilt, DesperfllGascuel [39]4 T 1~ f5 /N B4k (balanced minimum
evolution, BME) I HRHESE, FEIXFEEIS T, MEM nJ DU i /16 F4 4 .
AT H B S P B L AR Rk S AR R AR s A L SR . 585 /N B PO 38 70k
ST R

R BRI LA I R R e BT, A S T 100045 P 51 HE A B it —
Hgik. R, AW AP BELE M N L T F 25 B— W& P01 &
AL R PR s A B T N o XRG4 R R R AMBE SR T
ERHER T, R TR EER e PN . B, A R SR AN e RN AR S
o, ARG TS M S H . FEIR BRSO N AT G LB T

g N EA D BEAC ] TR A I R OB, SRR B ARAR T N I S K R 2
B, Rzhetsky HINeiil: B [36] 4 H—xh s e EALEE B RO A THE S E 2 ot i) 9F HA O
T/ AT, MR DR S B R BEAA I A R
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3.1.2 K4k

9 — BRI R — AN Z R AL, AT Re v B A 45 H I gk s TF B R
W TR 25 50 B E I B N B s AN R BB XA d /N B Rt AN A [R] o S5 K 1
2175 (Maximum parsimony, MP) [40] 1] /& 75 2% 1] v S R A% B /N85 40 5 e /N 1
REAE R BRI

FET BRI 7J (Ockham’s razor) i Ul ——F5 I i a7 B PR 210 38 5 A IE A 1)
—— TR 2095 DL d f B R SO B PR IE A IR 5 e D I B e, e
Al AN A AT AT AR Y . SR, RV TR 2 AR e 2 BB e IR R
AW 7, Givt2A R FAMOE L. AP 7 207578 B KR AN R 2
IEFARIR [41]); AT RRTT 2935258 BAROE T — D EATE R AR AT i S I ] 5 i
b HAR )T AN ) SE B P B B [42];  ARATT 48 1A 2V AN R AL AR VR T A
B Z MG . BARTIIG AP S PR R, T 20ERR N B = K P %z, IF
TESE R BoR T e I HERTE [43].

3.1.3 M RBIRVEF Bayes i1k

W RASR T (maximum-likelihood, ML) [44]7EA 2% (] Hh 8 2 #E — AN e BE LB Y
AT AR AL S R R SRR D E AR o IR TR B, AR
USRE R I R I SEAR T 5 S R — R U S, T DN ) 2 ) e e M 2
B R ABERIS o Bl RARLAR 4G 1 T — N BB HESE, &1 SRR N FH K 5E - ik
AL, T REAB A B T LA R, URVER T s 2, &
AT BAES T ARG v AR ZE N F AR IHENT R . Sk, LSRR U 2 f
HER A 55 [45, 43] 2800 Tl 2 K AR U RO AR L I A E R gtk
AIXAN SIS — IR A

SR, ARUARIE AL 75 RO I vk S B RIAT AR 22 M ek vk i ok 2
J& (46, 47, 48] H-—ARA L B AN S R BB Ik R IRHER), B AN EE N B AT
% IR H J& (bootstrapping) K% (53.4715) T o F4b, JREMRASRIE R VF & it
ARSI, AR P — i BRASE FH A A 105k P 38 1 1 BB BT A g 7 fH 1)
B A Y BRSPS AR 45 G o X BHAS T B ORAARYEAE S st AL R I N

Bayes /7 %0 LB MUE B R ASRIER T — PR TE o EAZBAUSRIEAAE 32 5l il
[ BEAS B [B] ok - AR R AL RE 2R B, i A& 3 )i MCMC(Markov Chain Monte
Carlo) K K 5 & 152 84 e 7= A 1 B4R B, 0 1y 4 21 B2 K A 5 56 1k 26 1 IS R
B [49]. Bayes 725 KL it e L 50 LI R IEYE . T8 AR b iy AN A2 o6
FREMTFEME R, THER R N W A I 2 2R R AT U 50T LLAS DURE
EXAEFRATAT LAAE Bayeste 58T 77 48 1A H 5045 & % Bl 52 2% B 5 ACRAE A
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b BARBIHERT &R S H, A T R S B S IR A A I AL, S48,
FEMCMCIE A2 P (PR AR A FE PR B b Al mT U B A R [50]. T8I B4 IX
LESRAEA AT AT DL (8 (v 5 0 2 A i AN TG EOR R R . A, 2%
BRI B A 1T 5 T (excessively high) IEAfI 235 1H [51, 52, 53],

3.2 ZAWAREL

FIT A I A% 48 G B 7 v A TE B B (unsupervised) 5 vk, E AT KR TEEEFIH A
REBE O A E B R AT ENTE — SR S5 AR 5y — 1By JT Y, EE
B A BEATT A REIE IR AE T o SR AE TreeFam ™, FRATT 0 20 5E % £ 1 5¢ B
B (full tree) S PR B A7 34 (seed tree) I #i 4, B YR IEH A, X2 —
15 1B (supervised ) it #2 o FRATT 0 200 ¥ v 3T B SREV R SE B AX — SRk, A )
R BN ARAMIRIER S, TR TR Z R XA
HTreeFam )5 — N RBEH L, LQRBILIE. EREWILH Y202 2 A # b
AN DA $h o

3.2.1  ARMELRHELL
0SS AE R A A b 0 I 4 5 1) B A K 2% T B 8 40 B (distance
matrix) 24 HH K, I8A X ANBE B M BERR A 7T BN (additive) . SR, st
A BB AR A AT, U6 A7 A0 AR A T N S K TSR o A B [35] 3 AL
THEXBM R o

TEIE AR, 45— B — AR X 4B (neighbour) i 37 () 7 45 25
BB T2 R — AR FRAOAE BEdyy,  — X A8 2 T T B A (3, ) A
13D, N 4 L, b Dy e SR

Dy = dij— (ri+ 1)
1 n

. = d

" n—Q; F

P XEAR (L, J) OB 4 s KON, e I8 (R B g B 504 -

1
dixk = i(dIJ“‘TI_TJ)
djx = dij—dix

1 KABTAT B 45 i R -

de:%(dlm+dJm—d1J),form:1,2,...,n,m7£]andm7éj
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Bt TR TN ER AT K A, TR EIn x nE R (n — 1) x (n — DIFHFE. 2
I RIA A . XA R B AT, BERIFEFEACA3 x 3 k2, BEEIE R
AR BATTPT LLAG 21— R 2 JOARBY, XA A o T LR B R P 2 TN
Pk (additivity), XA 2 AT A nT e SO A . Durbin®s A1 [2]H 45
H TR .

TERE— B B H R e /DG D I — R &5 UAHIE AN A2 8 dse /M bd 10—
XA, X243k SUPGMAR FZ X 22— 7 TR K (molecular clock
hypothesis) () 28 245 L IR A A RFAE, 104 KA LI UPGMA J7 i 5 25 2
VAR o S/ MU D, P LB GOXFE B R, IS A K Ab . BT
A AR R SR 2 B AT, R LS HARAR A 2 wT i, (H R
ZEMANK,  ARFEFAR T LLAER T AL IE A I A

3.2.2 ARk

LY AL B SR AR AR B, & Ml AR VA ME — I AN ) A R A ek Ak
1IR3 S A AW R A B AR TR 20 I B &5 TR 2 1 e, A
Wr R VFIERE AR . L B, WERIATE BB — Ik i L ge kA
P A A A &5 s PRS- fiz 8], JRATTsv] AR &R — IR A R — AN A SR I i 4
2R B (constraining tree), K 4T H I 29 A R T A 2 F 8982 &5 s AR — A
BrE g fle HHT AT R AT A IL RIS T AEO (1) SE B, AT 2 AT 2
FEVFHREE T AABAEO (1) I TR SE B PRI M 249 DROAR 2 R0 8 38 AR F292: A3 6 AH [R] 1) B
MR IEO(N3) . 3.1 5 T —ANHBAA v FiEMiraiid 2 aEs3.1, Xk
AL T ARHE L.

3.2.3 #H—LHiTiL

FH b, LRAREVE A AR XA . B A BERAE — Xk
£ (neighbour) S BE LI 45 o X I Rk 29 SR AR 428 1 2 B e 20 B & — B A AR
B, A RS I E A MR 0 I SR AT 1) e A 8 4 4 0 18 S ST (suffix or-
der)> KB ATH . A THERIZ 8, BAVKE 40T Be®MNEG B3
BE((1,2),3,4) HARMEINI 7 vk gt o NI LR, M1 k&
TEARVE T 48222 (0] o BRAE FRATT 4k SR8 e iR G X B O (((3,4),2) , 1) I H
XANARMAE LR ASALEN LR AR BavE I, R BAEMEAr (1,2) 4
2 IR A O 2 A IR A — N PN & R = AR IR

SN LUS BRI A i g — MR AT AR B BT A 45, BG4 0 2 58 TR R & i g
7,
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TR AT ELIRN, (3,4 - E PR K. Wik, ARRES
FTRLIE BRI 1 A A <012 S
D SR R Al AL T, R A SR S S R AR B A
TR AP R BE AR A, B2 ERRES )OI JF AN EE,  JE 18 LU (R 1 45
SRREEMFERH . AN, SR TR RADWAL, RIAEE PR e
MINIBAE N LI, LR ER A S 2 2R R SMH RN AN R A
XA, JATETF AT 53— Fha] BLELEHR B O 20 1 49 iR L

Constraining-tree Joining-procedure
Step-1:
12]
1 2 3 1 5 i 3 3 1 5
Step-2:
45
[12] 3 4 5 [12] 3 4 5
Step-3: /\ /J\
[12] 3 [45] [12] 3 [45]
Final-tree:
12 45]
1 2 3 4 )

Figure 3.1: LAIWABHEM — M1 o R0 =4k, ZZLMR AL B 2100, 4
ST T AR ) G5 NS Al e . RS =20 K = ANl BT S B A — ' B
AN . AN RE R TERE—H . BEEREME, 450033 IR R
H, WRAESE A S5 SRS I Al (neighbour), ‘] BAH RT3 45 R 4R
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29

FE T 45 HY A7 rb OB A SR RS IE R A SE L AT (1, ) A IR S . X2
NO(N3) L, HERALZRBEN T 2 2O, A5 00 e N a) 52 2% i

Table 3.1: LYRARELIL . BRELSTFSRAOAT AL T LA BIbR R QB 1%

* K K X X ¥ X X

Input:
Distance matrix (d;;)

A rooted constraining tree C' with all its leaves appearing in the matrix

Output:
A neighbour-joining tree 7' = (V(T'), E(T))
Procedure:
Let £ be the set of nodes that appear in the distance matrix
V(T)— L
E(T) <0
while |£| > 2 do
for each node 7 € £ do
Ty < ﬁ Ekeﬁ dik
for each node pair (i,j) € L x £ do
M — oo
Dyj —dij — (ri + 1)
if Dij < M then
if {i,j} ¢ Lo OR par (i) = par,(j) then
M «— D;;, I <—itand J «j
V(T) — V(T)U{K}
E(T) — E(T) U{(K, 1)} U{(K,])}
for each node m € L do
de — %(d}m + dJm - d[J)
drg %(d1J+7’I —ry)
djg < dry —drx
L—(LU{K}\{L ]}
if {I,J}N L # 0 then
if chi(par,(I)) = {I,J} then
parg () — parg (par(1))
else if [ € L then
parg(K) — parg(/)
else if J € L then
parg(K) « parg(J)
Lo— (Lo U{K}\A{L, ]}

add a new node K that joins the remaining three nodes in £
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S XAFIRATIISY IR o2, BA X R AL,

3.3 MHIER

WERIRATIN g o3k b e W A8 A — AN 3R FAH G, A B i BEA b 2 A1
MR, RIEEA AT 7 10 e AHAE, 5 T SRRV AR R ARLAR V2 R iyt TG AR
W, BRI FRAT 0T SR TEAR E MR . ER M —FEE L, —DMERE
FRF ARG AN A R REAL D R

ERA =Mk B —MEAES S @R 45 i ik AN, R
JEAEAR B E AR RN Ak o A0S, RS>0 AEPE o i 1%
T, AMEREEEAR A, JOH X TR L R IE R K o A TreeFam () & —
IR KRR & — DM R AL BRI, BRI T AR AE TreeFam A

55 RN NI A R s R e S B R A ARBY XA THEAR E A
45 s R e KB AR A e AR PP A R BE A BE AT 5 0 T8 oA, XM ALV e
W25 H IERA AR [2]. Huelsenbeck [54)5F N X HE— ¥ X P 744 N\ T BayesE
HIHESE

FEEFI S 5 MR, XA TreeFam T I 800 o 1M ARD Vil ak 6 A
YA IS AT REAH G A ARBERE AR [55), MAE Ml —FEIRATSFH 2], XA
R RIS DRI FRT AL T L DI DRI i 0 8 Py e i 240 35 1 /e 2R A5k T
AN BB, T SR 2 5 R () e S A I S T AN SRR SO e 21 9 HLAE XA
FWREAT RAAR Z Wk R FAE, XA T7 08— AR RE R BE A A AR o (A5 =)
s 1 BE MGk I AR N iz B R E M AU s W =~ R 80 2 A M
[Fi) £ B K A AR b [56].

3.4 HERKK

MGETH AR, F T 10 e 51 R LA 2 5 6 SRR A A5 2 1) B A e 2 1 i
FE, DR AR MR R B — BN R, W50 XA BEL AR B AR E
PE, RARES— AR S S BEHL om0 SR A 43 G B

AILA BT DL R M R e, B R ZK &R E
% (bootstrap)[57, 58], H LM 2 7 I X (X)) nsem FINXANEE
P ) — AR T, o X0 e 2B a 45 e w1 s A B IR s B REVE I
HOETH B — 4502 HIAE X AT LA 2B S 1) LU 45 RO AR R A% . AR B3t
fE—% AR, FRATAECRE (X)) m B AL s A iy T80T i 3 52 Ak, B kth
A, IERERRE om0 L (PR AR A B X ) (X))o 3RAT
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P XA 20T (B o AR, JFLRE TR MTHA 4k AB e T,
WRA BT, WA BRI vHE BRI AWAI. S3A 1T A
AR FE AR 10000k 5, B A|B ERTHEUFR D B A, BORIERLT
FEPEAS I, 45 O (X ) e AU (X)) AT, FEAAE LG 20X
FE— AN B RS :
X7 = Xy, (3.1)

BN RT, 5 = 1, .., mRA[L, m) b 8 B 5 0 A, BIXE BTk =
L...,m, Pr{J; =k} =L, ST RMNX"HEMB, T 4LAB e THHE
RN

1
B(A|B) = Pr{ "4 A|B € T"} (3.2)

AR, W BN A R R SR n] DU AR T B, B
MR AE, SXFP AR A W 4k, B VAR el U+ F R IR R e it &
RIH 5, AR SR

3.5 g EHEEE

M B, B AR SR, e 4l s AN B i A I )
s HEMIEW RS B, BATLIHEH 7 He 2 NP . 8 TSI XA
P EAT AR B AR R B DGR AN AN (identical ), EIXEEAAE N FIHR
R RERANAH IR o 7] ARAR $Z AN 5] I3 3 o 4 38 AL b ] BEAR A TIC i 20 s P
PR HEAT LUHR, R BA— B 0 B O IR R o SRR 2 IR 2 1Y
7 2 L RO A 1 k7|03 L

FEIX /N TORE R TR A2 AN i 17 s ok, s B S AR
2 AR TR, AT AU R AL SE SR ARELR . TR RIX—H
(K1, BATE A EE IR T BCGE, IRt H AR R U AR & 45 2
DAL, BN &5 T T HEFIAE R K 45 20T XML RErT B
AN BRI X HERIRO (V) S S o

Ay B L, XN R IRATAR @ o X ST AR A HE T LS B AR A
VR

3.5.1 Wb i E AR R A Sk

4 MRS AR ARG, WVE(G)] = n, 5 XGIH— AN
J¥(order) g A BUINT : Vp(G) — {1,....n}, (ERAFEANHT H (NH
string) i Lo € Vp(G)HMIMAE T H PRSI (o) MEE B WRGR —D %W,
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AR 2V AR, ARG fEn — I WSl AR IR e, Gy
i BT isf 8 R (Section 1.4.1), NH 7 H3 A A48 LR BB A H AR X W
KA, WP IEsE EYoE TNz LB fEge B (L E3.2). W ikdk
A1 — BT RS o MEW (v) € R, 45 U E A ) SR 2] I
PP AEA500 R H b ek 2 /) -

Y W) —al(w)? (3.3)

veVE (G)

Hra > 02— NHEL. HTLE AW, W WRAAALE, BATH T LK
JiFE3.3 TN

i=1

XRE, g R R Sk A TS R R OR
ii W (I(3)) (3.4)
i=1
A C
B D
] C A
D B

Figure 3.2: W45 pUBY T o & E S 25 1R 93 AN W88 48 A7 AH IR £ 3 40 A0 A7 25 A [R) 1R IR
J¥(order). ZEAIM INHTH: 2 ((4,B), (C,D)), WILI(A) =1, I(B) =2, I(C)
3LLKRI(D) = 4 {EA L, NH¥ H h((C,D),A,BHYRMI(A) = 3, I'(B)
4, I'(C) = 1MI'(D) = 2.
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2 ) e LR K SR MO T A T e, (HIXA SR T B i i 22
o s b, ANFEEE T BACHRAN ALK, Wate W AURAE— 450 E
¥ 73 B A R 18 KA H b pR 5 (7 FE3.3) IAEL, el e B BT A i AN A 3
EEE KT A R P, FRATTE BER HIn — 1RMASL ) 70 B ok 4k 2 B
(R1r=o BLAE, R AR 1) gl A2 Qo 5 A2 I3l 1A o XS B
Fe AR e A2 DN GE R, S BTGB Je 7 L 24 SR N T
EA T ERPFRGE . JATRIEWIX— £l

jfl j‘f'l
s N
j+k+1 ji+
INESRIN

Figure 3.3: /i ACHe G AT o ACHZ JGAE /e UM 265 (5 + DACE Byt
MAEATAWE GG+ 1+ DALE By WG +E+ )N FHIET (G +1). Bedth—u,
=1 kW, I +i) =d+1+0 M= 1.. . INII7Yj+k+1) =7 +io

1334 T P NI« A4S He B ORI B BT, Awy = W (i) LA
Bow! = WG, i = 1. Wi 26 FFTT 19 850 1 45 2L,
Ml TR S5 45 2 IRCTE o WA T o 24 Hh 10 I 7 D0 1 A 35k e A R
S0

w;, = w, (t=1,...,7, j+k+i+1, ..., n)
Wit; = wz’.+j+l (Zzl,,]{?)

Wiyjpw = wiy;  (@=1,...,1)
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SEFEBA T T LAAE A iy B2 H b e %34
Eywwﬂm—waww»
i=1 i=1

= Zn: Tw; — z": i,
1=1 1=1

Gk Gtk+
SR
1=j+1 1=j+1

- l _
= |+ wis + > (k) wien| -

Li=1 =1

PF

k
@+j)ng%—§:(v+j+wuﬁw+1
1 i=1

<.
I

- -
= > z+yQM+]+-§: (i4j+k)wisjon| —
Li=1 |

M-

k
(i+jﬁm+ﬂ%4—§:(¢+j+lﬁm+1
= i=1 1 i=1

k
= Z kwisjk — Z lwiy
=1 1 l =1 1 .
= ki- <7 Z Witj+k — % sz’ﬂ')
i=1 i=1

AR T, LS AT ZE FROT I 4 SR, LY wipg
RATTRIOTIRE. B, S 28 TRT SRR BRI Ok AR A 75 5
SO RE . BN T b B RO A, ETTIER T

r
.
Il

~

3.5.2  BUHE KA E X

B B B ()P E T 48 % ] k. TreeFam H i F P RIAL s 8. 4
— TR O G WU (order) IR, B U3 T e T 1) 3 A
e
B ATHE — BRI S LI, - VE(S) — {1,...,|Ve(S)|}, M4ikg
V(G AL ] 5 XN -
Wi(g) = L(M(g)) (3.5)

Hrh M (g) € Vep(G)2&HER gt 3XFE ) — AN R ZU0 n) T4 3 IR GG
g5 AR LT DR
gl SR AR A W) T EERN R AN e F1 A b i R ) P RR A AR o B 152 AT
AR G E I — AP Ly, FRATTAEHEFH 73— P SRVE A 2 A G L AH AL B
PR R FATTAT BLE X
Wo(g) = Io(9) (3.6)
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Lo =1, MHRH AR B AR 833555 T, A PIRR k25 LA 58 4 A1 )
(K7 SRAERL U E AR B OK o (H ZEE TR0 WUR AR ASZARAAN I, H b
B3 3BT REA F o IXAEDUREAEM A H b B 18 T -2 e 1 % 18N
25 s MR A (B13.4) 0 TG PIRRIY S A5 40 A7 A R #4125 LA B 1 4
BORAE S B L. - RmELs T IE B .

A\ LA

g: mt mou1 mou2 hum chz g. um chz mou1 moug mt
I(g) :

G1 Ga
g: mt/m/oul<mo>\cm 91 m0u1 mou2 mt hum chz
Wi(g): 1

Gz Gso

Figure 3.4: W5 B HEVA I — 017 WG BRAF P IR . BATI H 152
K Go 45 S S GARBMIY o A7 EJ7 BB RoR T GolF R IR o 75 g5 4 i
JET R IIARCE 4.5 AT T IRCER, FEIXAN 5 Al e A T AT 204 T 7
MIBE . MRS s, 22 TR RFRIBCE R R T A TR, JRAIACH > B 49 2 5 24 1)
iR (S NTT)e RABITH, EHEG M7 MG B E, R AR A
Al o



Chapter 4
S5 DRI 186 R 5l 2 P 4 b

FLAZ S R 0 1 B AL = AN B R g s W) ) b (speciation) . K& A A%
4 (duplication) 55 J& Kl 6 2% (loss) o B 25, W0l 434 (1) ] INF 4 55 KT 23 4 20 A
[F A A, AN R DR 50 ) oy S S e s A g A i b s AN Y
Fft (ancestral species) 74 T, & A I BE PRI 2 0 A B 1) 5 AR AR R AR P AH
X IST I K RE o Fh o A AS R AR BT IR JE L, AR IR 38 2 — DN kb R H s
AE AN B FEDL, T3 ] it F AR RN A BE K . M 2 RIE S,
BE DR SR G PR PN W A D e R WA R PR BE R JEDRIE AL . AR RIS T,
W2 TR KR st B 4145 T AN LU A IS A R A R
FEFE B R A 1 o an SR BATT 452 18 o o b IR BT, I8 0 3 i KT 5
AT D 52 X RE . AR SE T Chordata AT — N SER IXANSERIAE 4L
2| Buteleostomiff &£ T — R & Hil; A XA RLE Buteleostomitli A3 T AN 5
DU BB—AN DA R et pib E b, S AEmouser P BIE K AEW IR
—MNAE Butheriaf AT — RGBS o IX 50X BT 22 B A D R

R DR A 8 R0 5 2R g 20 I L B 35 DR AR R ) AR 75 HE SR, X — I R I i
“PIElE” (tree reconciliation). M EA 55 HGoodman [63)#E Y, < JGHTZ
28 AH 4k SEHL I R [64, 65, 66]. fiTZmasek FMIEddy [55)%5 H T — AN i
R IEACR A T R EG I RE, M Dufayard%E N XK 2 HET 2 PR & f
Z o XWIETE, RAEMAIBA SR . UL ISP sk TRidik, 4
S8 HEDRIR 5 WA e AR A 1S 5 e R s /N B HENT o 3R, Arvestad 5§
N (6781 T Bayes H LR HEW {38 R 2R, 76PN B ABAT T3 WX PP I T4
THI BT DA Rk WA HE BT HA SR ) A5 3 S5 i Ok A

EIX—2rh,  FRATTIG AL 1 /i e HEWT 2 T 30 — AR I BB HE L JF 45t — 8T

UKL R IEH (Lateral Gene Transfer, or LGT) W& 5L Kb R £ 2 —, HELGTS
R AT RR R R 28], AR R T A 2 g AR [59, 60, 61, 62
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S L . FRAT LS T Zmasek FIEddy I TAE, {HRRVF 250 XA

4.1 Wit

T IR LGS I SR, BATT TR EAE RN L DR 2 TR AT AN
YIRS (species map)o PR IS A — AN BIAT K DR iR 5 i DR Bl S5 3104 473X A
SLD Dy (O BAH SE ) o MR ENE T RN E TR, AT
SRR Rh AR DR B AR G, STy sk g 17 S HE T

WATHECE A SRR X . 2GR DIEERNW, SEMRH. X
PERERW . e ANRARERg € Ve(Q), £s, € Ve(S)2&EH I Hgll
WA W, WHBHEM : V(G) — V(S) X&—"1g € V(G (i)
mRg € Ve(G), WM(g) = s (ii) X P fig" € walg)s sy < M(g)s (iii)
Rg < g WM(g) < M(g')s DFIM (g) BT HFEFgM PPl WUR ML |
W — BRI FIBHR AN KRR, BRI T W0 dE A 2 e s i B KT IK AR R TH
A, AR BUAK FED RN ISR M B AT TRt REHEWT 1 J7 58 F B A7 1 A 36 5
ST o DA R S e o AT R, e R AR R G

Y5 — MR MR R DRI,V 22 RSS2 T PN G RO AUARVE 1B 2
A AL MR S K I AN WS o XA IR AR RE R o 5 2 ANTR] IR A TR 243
{7 P P 2B B d K TRT 0 )P W MR EATHE W, e R 7 £ WS S A2 HE T H e /N K
SR B SR . FEARSCRRAT AN INE B 148 H M AT LA AD R R 3

M(g) = lea{sy : g € wa(g)} (4.1)

CCNI_human
W: ENSPTRT00000030141_chimpanzee
Eutheria ENSCAFT00000013762_dog
Ccni_mouse
Eutheria Hﬂ ENSMUST00000058380_mouse
GENE1 MOUSE ENSMUST00000054409_mouse

Amniota Murinae XP_214007 rat
Euteleostomi XP_420590_chicken
GSTENT00004608001_T.nigroviridis
L TW SINFRUT00000165765_pufferfish
Euteleostomi
GENE2 [Eutheria floss]]
ENSGALT00000011124_chicken
" Chordata| Euteleostomi GSTENT00033752001_T.nigroviridis
Tetraodontidae SINFRUT00000148117_pufferfish
ENSCINT00000007140_C.intestinalis

Figure 4.1: FERHEALI— M50 7245 00 ERMAT A2 7ot A 5 A e A AL SE)
Flto AETHE AT (AL ) AR I (A0 5 HE ) o FAS 55 1A 2R 1K) i IR
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RIS, Moo MR, e ISR AT RER & N g (M 5 Sl I FE . 31X
W JE M4 4 04 T L) PRl A B D 2 — o 4245 HY T ] 20 W A0 A i 2 1k
ST

4.2 FEREEE /ORI HERT (DLI)

FEFARE BT, i BT A% 88 W] DL 3 0 ¢ AN i i) R B A H B 2 Ok
3] WR B ARG T, Xt n] DR . H 2 2R sk kA,
T T B P SR 2 T 0 A 1 SR AT A A W N S B SR R
MR A B BRI &5 R o X —BR 0 A A B, JRATTmT DL g B 0 B
B M(g)F M (par(g)) [55], #M(g) = M(par(g))& ., W {Epar(g) K HE—IKE
Hile AEXS—ERZ AWMR, XBME S 2 AT SR A . B 435 T —

Human Rat Mouse Chicken hum  rat mou chi

Human Rat Mouse Chicken hum ' . ' rat  mou chi

Figure 4.2: Ui WIYIFF RIS 961 5o i 0 B s T W0k SRIEE DA W G 1) e fi £ ) ol
RSN Mo FEIXASWRES TR, AN DA AL 0 B A 1T A A 2 e 0 T e SR <. R i
MR T 55— N RERI RIS M o W RGN DR A S5k, XA HE D 5 22 2D
ST UG (RS Ry )P IRBR (B IR ER) o AEIXAME T Hh . BB AT
3 AR TTE
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MIT o AR, gllg, = par(g) AR TR LSS WL ) Butheria, {Hg,ik
s AT R, AN e o TR B I 21 22 50 SCH) Rk
IS TE, 3AT 6 20 Ak AP A A DR v i S PR P ok

Human Mouse  Rat Dog Chicken hum rat dog chi

S G

Figure 4.3: U WHo()EHPIB 7o Ll — a2 0 S mmamws. il
WA — AR R WG, 45 fg € V(G)TE & i 29 %) Bl WS T B T M*(g),
Mg, B4 T M*(g,) = M*(9)o (£ XAHI 5 Ho'(9) = {Human, Rat}, o(g) =
{ Human, Mouse, Rat } LA Jewg(M*(g)) = { Human, Mouse, Rat, Dog}. 1X = MEAEIL
AF: BT/ (mouse) F — MG, o (g)tho(g)/ s THHTM* (9)&— =707
R, ws(M*(g))Ha(g) Ko

N T IEENE i, BATGIAA B E

0'(9) = {sy - 9’ € wal9)} (4.2)

LA K&
a(g) =0d'(g)U{s € Vg(S): 3s' € d/(g), lca(s,s') < M(g)} (4.3)

G0’ (g) AT RT KR o LI 3 B AT A, T AR 3 S ARG Tk
BE TG, PRI . B Go (o) A T RS 0L G B i
LA

REELEGo(gEXFRK TR, HXELEK. X ff L
Ma'(g)~ o(g)Mlws(M(g)) X =MEBKREHK: o(9) C o(g) C ws(M(g))
Mo ROL R, R H YRR B (9) = o(g), 1M 4¥M(g)2 = % 75 5
Nao(g) = ws(M(g))BA7. 43U TIR=ANEAHAR . BAE N LSE
Bllo(g)fEAEHG /B RAE W A 45 B2 .

4.2.1  FERIAEBER A [F)YRIE R B FHE T

WNRAEg € VI(G)RAE T — IR F A Be A R A R gk ae sk, BT e &
Flo'(g1) = 0'(g2) (chi(g) = {91, 92}) I, WRERKET, o'(g1) No'(g2) =
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DT RES WAL AR, o(g) MR BURFEHR T, K2R e AMEASS T 5
TER ORI I PRl WA TR, NECE B, W e(g1) No(ge) #
O, M4 g — M8 45 53 (duplication node) B UEAE ST Rig i A T A5G 3
o El4.4%5H T HIF.

QT SAS [R) R R PR A 55 DR 3K P AN ) 1) sl L [ #HL 6 v — AN ST, DR
XA LR by B & [ JEFE A (ortholog) [17]; AHRNR, E—ERIERIB b, PHANIR
A IR gy Fll go 7 B AR [ U I8 DR 3 A2 5 1calgy, go) e — MG 4, . ULk
XA ] BRI S A A SE A A T AR R4S R IE X

4.2.2  FERIEE A HERT

T HIFRATE LA K Lloss(g) € V(S), ENEAGAE A TEg, = par(9)idth
Flg W HR T TR, EXME T, loss(g)se e XA (g, g,) I
1), AE—Nghm ERHERT AN S 2 2L 4 i — BRIE DRI B A, 5 1) S e 2R 4
XTI loss(g) | =R A

T Fh o> AR R A I AR G A AW 2 i, g e i 8 — A 4
M RHERT AT A o Mg, 28— MEB 45 R, TG, G| N 1% A7 TR

G1_Human
g1
Eutheria
Murinae|
Amniota G1_Rat
G1_Chicken
0
Amniota
G2_Chicken

Figure 4.4: B D% 58 /6k 2K 4 W 00 HAR ] 1 o X gk — A5 1 45 s
M SN R U S I N S el VI DI A i v S i 7/ L Y G S N |
SO T N £ £ - S I R T N = 2 U € B R N2 3 8PS IO B v e S P I 3
— oL & W T o(Glorat) = {Rat}, o(G2chicken) = {Chicken}, o(gy) =
{Huamn, Mouse, Rat, Chick}VA o (g1) = {Human, Mouse, Rat}. 17 figy &5 IF A
I AEGL ratHlgq 18] & AE IRk 2K R { Mouse} s gor&— % 38 15 s A1 G2_chicken il go [A] &
AR I IR Ko (go) \ o(G2_chicken) = { Human, Mouse, Rat}, 1XF5%H— Kk
K{ Butheria}iX— MR FAF5 .
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FERI Rl XA EE ERETRRIRAE, s € o(gy) \ o(g)BEITHKRE
FERIER M. W g, & — Mg s, BR Ts e o(gy) \ o(g) X5, —
AN ARSI R P Bl sIB N IRAE M (g,) 85 M (g) 7R, BEENT I, s 002003
flca(s, M(g)) < M(g,). “loss'(g) Mg, L2 g AEHR P, Wloss'(g) T Tt
=P

loss'(g) = o(par(g)) \ o(g) if par(g) is a duplication
g {s € o(par(g)) \ o(g) : lca(s, M(g)) < M(par(g))} otherwise
(4 4)
Floss'(g) AU S R MBAWF, HXIEAWE . Bk ML=
A e AR R B G, BE TR Z S50, FRATTR 1% H ] — Rk Rk i llﬂjﬁaﬂ]
FIN:

loss(g) = {s € V(9) : ws(s) C loss'(g),ws(par(s)) ¢ loss'(g)} (4.5)

e loss(g) G T Lk 1) FET AR ws(A) = loss'(¢) i /NA C V(S).
ik = B4 By, AR %ﬁ BR *XT EP loss’(ENSGALT00000011124 chicken) =
{human, mouse, rat, dog} ~ If Hloss(ENSGALT00000011124 chicken) =
{Butheria} % 3, M Butheria 1F & 6tk R AR P M. B4t T 55— A4
Bl

4.3 {53 R BURE 2 pR L

R85 BR RN K R AR 2 e SAEV(G) L) e AT e XN -

1 if g is a dupliation
D = 4.6
c(9) { 0 otherwise (4.6)
La(g) = Z [loss(g’ (4.7)

g’ €chi(g)

3G PR B D (g) BT T gle 5 MG EE AL, SRR AL G(g) i3k T Hgli e 2
EI T A R AR FAE ARG ARYIE, BRI DI AR R BT AT IR A G A
R FAE BT MNY Dalg) 5y Lalg) . R —BRIPIF LM, f%ilgliﬂﬂ
R bR IR S SCHCT S R GRAO SR A S (EESR BAT AL Tl Lo R S

P A bR B8 RT LA A R AR PR AR IO G . BRATTAE SR =AY 2 %WH’J%A%@TZ}:/‘
HBT B AR AN ]
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4.4 TEYRBE KGR

Yy if i MWE—PoE T S B HERT, RN, AR SRR e ik
FEM o TR LIRS RS S5O, — ROl N BTk R, H 2R
B NZIR G KA T 258 S50k, Moo S R A 1k
M- A e, X FRATNAZH SRR . Arvestad® A\ [67, 68 X1t
OB T — P BayesH VR MR X A M . AEAS, FAIASE Z e
M BayesHIVE AN, 1 R T8 2075 5 Bayes 7 VA LLEAE —L49F 8 .

7EBayesHIHESL T, 1E Al I N A% g KA S R Pr{ M |G, S}, &)
PATHE A -

Pr{M, G|S}
Pr{G|S}
1
- . Pr{M, G, 11, S} dy d
ST // (M, G, 1, \|S} du

1
~ Pr{G|S} '//Pf{MaG\S,u, A} Pr{p, A|S} dp dA

1
B W'//Pf{MvG\S,u,A}p(u,AIS)dudA

Pr{M|G,S} =

PR P AR, o SRR, Tip(u, N S) A& 52— BRVIBI RSN (A, ) ()
SO MR . BRI AT 2, BAT - G AL A A 5 0y
A, Arvestad®5 N B2 XA . 72 BRI TR T, HG% €N Pr{G|S}2&—
MHEEMAZ HWR . BABLATRAELFTPr{M,G|S, pn, N} R IA MBI

- Murinae

hum rat  mou chi

G

Figure 4.5: i 294 Bl B 55 2K 80 — A0+ o B s S0 SE R BB Ak D e A — Ik
B4 (1E Eutheria) T W9 IR R K (90 3 7E Murinaef Human) F 4%, X FE 7N ) (mouse) ¥
FEA R B AR AR o 9 AT A 17 £ 0P WS M 2 U 0 8 A R i A 0t AR
B DR L AR [
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BRI 75 43 185 5 —— A5 111 T4 454 A A 3 180 0 e —— A B RS P AL, T
LPr{M, G|S, j1, N} T LA i 2B 7 B 7 e

Pr{M,GIS, = [ JI  alos) (4.8)
seV(S) geM 1 (par(s))
HH, qolg, s)&par(s) AL E] s par(s) H I —ANFE P g A0 110 A FE IR0 1)
B M T e nrt par(s)) 96(95 5) ATl par (s) A2 s T AT HE KB (B
T AT —2 T AE [69, 70], ArvestadZy i T 15 qe(g, s) 4071 .

Bayes 775 Bl G L FEB0E T MU BHSHERL, B &M R IR AL
A BT BEE T AR, AEIXOMPHESE S AT BEA] H M Fiob 55 55 DRB 22 [R] (1) O &R
B g Bl By DT T A B A AR [68] . {HE, Bayes 7 VAR AW REL 7 11T
I — 63 e B M, HoE, AELSH TR ESE RS, JEAE 5
B R IEA ML BE . W 2 KA I kA, B DUR R A2 R A
SRR [T1]e IXLEF YLK A LE H AT I Bayest R AL, 5546, Bayes J7 ik L2k
SE NI AT, A BRI SE 0 R LA i HE B AR (AN B O ) SE 58 H VT R
I 2 . RIS A A M — 7T, M TreeFam [15] /)3 K #4
Fy PEAEFNNE TR MR AN 071, T ReNH T R 2R R
B LC7 A7 VF 2 A B AN R R P 205, T FHE SR K, RIENRI )38 6 30 R AR
J7 e XRIE T E o 0 AR A PR 3 DRI 7 7 DRAN 2 TR HE B R 1Y) £ 4
FiAf, HBayes/jikey, M A5 7 An bl 2 INE X —in i, X2 BREhECK
IS pWE 28 0 K 20T 1) 3~ 5 22 () A 38 /e DG <A o R B A5 39 /il 2 T R s 1 B
W E S, an SARAE SEH o ORYE T F Bayes 774, FRATTA 200X — i W BEAT VT
b

HRZHAGOUR, pMINER IR /NI, X A7k e B HEn . R —
ANPRE AT I ik S L DR K R 27k o R AR AR, (H R T3 I ) i R RS
AR, Bayes /A FH A S A BRA T INAE Lo T351, ST L140M iot
(R4S FH AR A A5 135 185 e SR 5k 2K PR B AR PN G o AEZE N RAT B 2 e I &

2k
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W& IR

WAL (phylogenetic tree) & 73+ HEAK 2 (molecular phylogenetics) % r o H T
EATRACH AL, B SE A Bevh T VF 2 SRR i i A A DUk 2 2t 1k
Py, XEET7 kAL S BE Bk (distance based), fA] 297k [40](maximum parsi-
mony), M ARBIERTE [44](maximum likelihood) F1Bayes /7 i/ [49]; IXLE77 745
SE T TR, BN T e AT 5 B AR BE AR RN 2 HeR B[R] T AR 6
FEITT [72], WAG [73], HKY [74A1CGY94 [75]. BEAR AT X 4 £ 5k
B, AR R ) A R T 2 B SORTEN, R AN R B
R AT AEAN RN I AN [ R R (a2 A 25 57 1 [76]. — MRl & 58— I TH) Be ok
A 7 SRR RY AT BEAE Sl (IS B AR B R RO HEIRT s O HBE X PRk, 3 pleax Al
B AT RN . RV - SEF CRIE RS TR (77, 78], FFEFR 1
FAGOLEAT TAFA0 34T (79, 80, 81, 82, AHAESEERN I M) = FATIE —AFFA
APPSR R A, AP AR TF S8 N8 T TR 5 Bl gl R 45 5 o — R
o A A ZOE WA R ? AT IMESBL AR B e X Ry ?
X TR 2K A ] R

N T B A ZGE WA G T LRI Y, S8 M 1. 18 5.1
T PIRR KILE IS R . B PR, [R] XW d SRR SO, A
REAEMIE N . A IE R, AW ZAZARPR A0 AT LLE 2856 4] W 7] SR IR
(1) 5 SR [F) SO A i () 43 SO IERA IR o SX MBI L T = AN (a) PIEER 73
SCHH HAR I B RESZERF s (b) [F) SR BE R R SE AR, 1R ) SRS A

Y9k W] X ¥ & (nonsynonymous distance, dy,) & T 5% Wi 24 & f2 (amino acid)”% {4, ¥ #%
1 (nucleotide) 5 48 , 1y [F] X #H £ (synonymous distance, dg)vh i T A 5% W 24 3 1R 22 1 1) 58
A2 (83, 84, 75, 85]. X WA EH B HUAE AT T4 A ) B (CDS) . BHiE bd, e S HE A 1K) 5 A
FO Ak B B, 3Kk DR Dby U 5 0 1 181 1) 7 (codon bias) & A7 7E [, dg3l H AN 52 N384 HEAK Y
(86, 1]; AT, LI R BLE N, do 2 B T (saturation) I A BEAERR Al T, [

BLd LR I I BAN TS o A, dy, BUAEZE AN TRV I AN S 1A, R e A ABL 41
RORENA BURARGS, PRbbd, BB Z3 BT T 35 AN HER
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PR ArS

45

WRATRG (c) IEFIIEEDIAR TR o A R IRATTHE B Tl SR o
SRR ER 25 ISR L, AT n] LL A s & 1 JURR AN [R) 5 00 3 1R AL

1135 2L A ROR o
JE ) LB IR S I AN R 2%

dN

X5 e B 5 T 5% (tree merge algorithm) o

CCNI_human

0oL ENSPTRT00000030141_chimpanzee
ENSCAFT00000013762_dog
ENSMUST00000054409_mouse
ENSMUST00000058380_mouse

100

Ccni_mouse
XP_214007_rat
XP_420590_chicken

100

GSTENT00004608001_T.nigroviridis

95

I
100 ———————— SINFRUT00000165765_pufferfish
ENSGALT00000011124_chicken

ENSXETT00000009033_frog

92
100

ENSDART00000050533_zebrafish
GSTENT00033752001_T.nigroviridis

100 -————— SINFRUT00000148117_pufferfish
ENSCINT00000007140_C.intestinalis

CCNI_human
U ENSPTRT00000030141_chimpanzes
91 ENSCAFT00000013762_dog

91

Ccni_mouse
92 ENSMUST00000058380_mouse
91 ENSMUST00000054409_mouse
99 XP_214007_rat

XP_420590_chicken

ENSXETT00000009033_frog

ENSGALT00000011124_chicken

ENSDART00000050533_zebrafish
GSTENT00004608001_T.nigroviridis

SINFRUT00000165765_pufferfish
GSTENT00033752001_T.nigroviridis

[
100"

[
100!

SINFRUT00000148117_pufferfish
ENSCINT00000007140_C.intestinalis

dN+dS

CCNI_human
ENSPTRT00000030141_chimpanzee
ENSCAFT00000013762_dog
Ccni_mouse
ENSMUST00000058380_mouse
ENSMUST00000054409_mouse
XP_214007_rat

100
97

91

99

95

XP_420590_chicken
GSTENT00004608001_T.nigroviridis
SINFRUT00000165765_pufferfish
ENSGALT00000011124_chicken
ENSXETT00000009033_frog

100

ENSDART00000050533_zebrafish
GSTENT00033752001_T.nigroviridis
SINFRUT00000148117_pufferfish
ENSCINT00000007140_C.intestinalis

92

100

Figure 5.1:

CAIRER S AR 17 I

EHGEAERE AT L PR X REAE A ik

MR TR SC BB A B A 3E 1 AE R AT B

¥ (nonsynonymous tree, dN tree)Fl M [A] S EE 2 B 44 3t 1) [7) X 48 42 A (synonymous
tree, dS tree)d FHFREA] 212 (neighbour-joining) M i o 31X P AR & JF )5 79 2 B R 1T 11
G o IR 2 AR SRS BB A, T R I EC AN A IS A D

KA AT R

H J& (bootstrap) 32 £ .
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B RO RAE T A {0 T R R T R A S, R
SINVFE AW, (AR TR R 050 =0 R vk, 46 2 (et
representation). A7, WA ISR LR 0T RBL o 75 VE W) B s A1
2 R BNV B AT (O LA A £ F— SRR I 4 th— S B E W
A ISR

5.1 WHIEER R

75 FLE P AR M TR e S B ANR] 5 92A00 38 0 R AR IS, 88 1 B R s AN TS
MERRIE S, FATw 2R N BB M 5 S Re e R 2 AR . {H
RANREISIFA DI FEAAMRN L, & 53T DUE— MR B BT R
i (Y R PR GORIE s BT LU MY i P SRR s 40d%, X
FER IR PP LB A B B I B, SR L EL A% .

Figure  5.2: W E S R s H . XKW E, £
Fuwa(g) = £ 8 — W 4 81K 5% 8, meH k& £ 8 WG =
({1}, {2}, {3}, {4}, {5}, {2,3},{1,2,3},{1,2,3,4},{1,2,3,4,5} }s S &Lk, 1 R &
TIAGEGERATE HMIE TG . HiE-—, WARAEMN Ly = {1,2,3}, U
HGlg = {1} {2}, {3},{2,3}.{1,2,3}}, KR TFHG|, NGRS,

BV RES, S(V) = {GE AW : Ve(G) = VIZA M
IERVIIERMINES . WITEG € S(V), BATAT AR Hwe MU (7 FE1.1) 4
iﬁ@ c 2V 3.

G={gCV:g=uwslg),g€V(G)} (5.1)

W, WRCGAGHFENLEG = Gy 14T E A FE NG G th A
o LT FE 5.1 5L EAEKGRMESGHEE T —A4— g, KGR
ALY, TR R mT LU T s A1 =40 (bipartition) KR 7R

S —NEARV, 2V = {4 A Cc VIEVIIAWTEARKES, BFEVAS M=
0. 2V B Mo A . HREI|2Y | = 2V BRI, X B2V IS k.
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HGHRF R, X E M SRR, MR, RITETIN:
Gly={9:9 cg} (5.2)
EAC TG e TR, B 5285 H T AT
TEARTEBR G GRS MR RERES RN,
5.2 EHH5ERREESER

FEHT— B R/NT4.300, S S8k s oE SO0 (J5724.6) -

1 if g is a duplication
D = 5.3
6(9) { 0 otherwise (5:3)
La(g) = ) loss(g)l (5.4)
g’ €chi(g)

X R 7 20 R A R B AL R G FR P A D, BT 45 2 — B A
RethEEAT. Fz b, RIBATH LY RIS MR HERT AT 1 58k Fi4:, X
AN B BT LLS IR A R TR . iR TR IEM AR S K n B EF eI

TR, 855 Mg NVe(G)—A T4, KBTI E4.1814.3 341
€ X

o'(g) = {sy:9 €7} (5.5)
M*(g) = lca(o'(g)) (5.6)
a(g) = d(g)U{se Vg(S):3s €d'(g), lea(s,s’) < M*(g)}  (5.7)

) i 40 5 184 e KN«

1 ifo(g G) # 0:
D*(G1,92) = D*(Go, §1) = { 1 U(gl), No(g) #0; (5.8)
0 otherwise.
{22 PRECA -
L*(g1,92) = L™ (G2, 91) = [loss(g1, ga)| + [loss(g2, 51| (5.9)
Horp:
o) o(@uge)\o(g) if D*(g1,92) =1
loss'(g1, G2) = o _ e = .
{s€a(1Uga) \a(g) :lca(s, M*(g1)) < M*(g1 U ga)} otherwise

(5.10)
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loss(g1, Go) = {s € V(9) : wg(s) C loss' (g1, §2), ws(par(s)) ¢ loss' (g1, g2)} (5.11)

XA BRI IR T T REA.4RN4.50 BUAE, T 2905 1 pR BRI SR b AT i 5 S0
FEPIAN TGS RS BRI, RSN SR s oo, BIPAS4h gk
SRR AR A RS R RATET P NESR - E 1R i /W SO S M VDR 2 = B RPN E R N
Hrry b AR 2 (515.3.271) o

5.3 MWEFHHEIE
5.3.1 M5 IFn)

W N EARMIESD = {G1,G,, ..., G}y &LV R

go) =& (5.12)
G'ed

QUGN ITAWRG C GMAR ZMGHIES, IB2QG) —ELX(V)HT
£, EUEEREG, Gy, ..., G EES(V) IR 7250 . A F SRR 1, K
(NESPEAEIPN

Glg = U Gl (5.13)

G'ed
MEEEQ(G) N LAE BUE G5, Galg, - - -y Gl g 1K BRI 25 1] 6
AP XSV LW, T WA iH) 8 (general tree merge prob-

lem)fig: 7EQ(G) T HREI AR - MGHAF BB F L. X —rIHbR R, M
IR TT QT T A W, THE IR R BTSRRI
A 53 2% 2 48 2 mT DL v Rm ERA R SRR B AR AR, AN &
TR H bRk 4L

F(G) =) f(chi(g)) = > f(51,9) (5.14)
ged geG

s —Ng, Mg ARG T4 mi . BREE (G) A WA EZERREE
S, AUk B, BB E AE2Y x 2V, XA f(chi(g)) i R Kl
BT a5pAaG%, mba5g WEKHIN LG 76 F KN gh JATH
R, XA TR UE AL ] LAEO(|®] - [V?) I TR 2] (B SO A FF )
i (special tree merge problem)¥5: 4 H xR EUH L TTHE 5. 14 7EQ(G) T 24
R 72 W GATAS R B F AR
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5.3.2  HErERE K IE

WA T RE 5.14, BHAIFFIEIARE S ARGR T RS, 7E4 g i Sk H
R, AT AZA E XN fAEAEIF B EA R . Fse b, frrDOXHE
i X

f(§17§2) = f(§27§1) = OKD*(§17§2) + BL*(.@17§2> - fyB*(ghg?) (515)

L, a,8,y > 0, D*(gu,g2) ML (g1, g2) 73 7 9 155 15 p& 5 AT B 2K o6 2L
1 B*(G1, §o) 5T H A S5 A1 { G, Go HIXRH I3 8 IR 45 IR Bl B RS RF . DAL
225 2 W B L 0 Rk RS M8 P T S0 G R R A, XA el i i T
DAIB 55 M0 Rh b AR AL, NG . BT BE X, A TE S AEAE B e —
e HE AT RENE . S8k, AR R BATTFSCRIE AL 7 SRR ARy, ATl
AT ULSRAT IR e B R . R, AR S BRI = A S 8 R T

5.3.3 W& IEL

WG VR MR IR e A MR E T, i 2 U R X B —
g e G F*(g):

F*(g)= _min F(G|,) (5.16)
GlgeQ(Flg)

REARF*(V) = min F(G) B /& AL, IXAE - H S PO v S B bl ey 3k
HF*(V), A FIRMNTTRE 5. 1A X ANME AT DL kK il . 4 T #fiRix —
P, BAVEXHG— g € G ARVF 77 s R

C(g) = {{§1a§2} . §1a§2 S g, §1 N gg = @ and gl U gg = g} (517)

G C(g) g R TE T-45 14, I %S AN T2 (g, 5o ) 0 1T LUAE Hychi(g) «
BORE, AT LA AL

F*(9)
= min  F(G
Gl3€0(Gl5) (@)
= min f(chi(g
Glz€(Gl3) XC;
g
= min min (chi( + 7 min (chi(
{gl,gz}EC(g){Ggleﬂ(gg1 Z febi(@)) + f(31,9 G|92€Qg|92 Z f(chi(a2)
91 G‘g1 92 G‘QQ

)
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M5 LS. 1605, 14FRA1 1 %038

F*(g)= min_ {F*(g1) + f(91,52) + F*(g2)} (5.18)
{91,92}€C(9)

EFEF(V) st o] LUV SRR T o

JIRES ATHI5 188 T AN 5 HSRIVEI LA . R 5145 H THEZ M. 78
SEH Y, FRATTEAL R RG A5 (hash) B AR SEILAE & BO4d N 5 HUEE, SR e S G
JCE VI TG A pR BE AR, AT HO(|\V)) I TRk T LLsg sl IR & 10 &
KGN KRR KOS i B B

g
2
gC
gs Yo
1
rat MOU1 MOU2  hum  chi rat  MOUu1 MOUz  hym  chi
Gl G2

rat mouy moug hum chi
G*
Figure 5.3: W& I EEMHARY] 1o FERIW G FIGo & IF A G* o IR 254 A5 3G 55

B A 55 30 HO B R AEAR IR 4500 R B Eet, (loss ({moui}, g3)| = [{Rat}| =
1, |loss(g§,gs)| = |{ Human, Chicken}| = 21fi|loss(ge, g)| = 0.

WS Ay I AL AL A3 & JF Bk R i . B 2 ConsTtrRUCTGHY, T Y
P A E AT LLAEO(n - [VI(IV] = 1)) BN IFSE . 8 FKMn - (V] - DX
LA MIEN R ZHOM - V)N H . o fEOopriMizeF 2 JiGH B 1
JCE M H RN FH ARy, X2 HmEOm - |VIH). FFHHA T
FEBUILDTREEMI TREEMERGEAR AT AEO(|V]) 58 o DA L HEAN B4 25 459 1) ) 1)
HIREREOM - |V]?).

Blos3gsth T &I MR MAEE 7. EXAME T, ¢ =
{{hum}, {mou.}, {mous}, {rat}, {chi}, g1, 95, G3, 9, g, Go }, C(a7) =
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{{gs, {moua}}, {{rat},g5}}  MC(g5) = {{ga. {chi}} {57, gs}}. K
ACEOMC(GH)X AL AT AT X, HeEmreHm A &f —
MNILE. WMRFEATS F 5155 = 8 = fly = 0, ATALLI&E
£ (gs, {mouz}) = 1 +1 = 2, f({rat},g5) = 0, F*(g5) = 1LLKF"(g3) = 0,
Rl F*(g¢) = min{0 +2 + 0,0 +0 + 1} = 1, 455X {{rat},gs} . K
AU TR AT S0 38 £ (Ga, {chi}) = 0, f(35,G6) = 3, F*(u) = 1 +0+0 = 1 LA
LF*(gs) =1, BAF*(g5) =min{14+0+0,1+3+1} =1, &imixf{gs, {chi}}
o MAMWEIEM AG = {{hum}, {mou}, {mouy}, {rat}, {chi}, g5, 35, Ga}»
MEF(G) = F*(g5) = 1o

5.4 1HE

WG I EE AT Al S AW e K e, R EAR S A S - DNEW L, HE
A DL Gl AN A R e SR RS B IR0 0, B B A AN [ PR M 2% TR] 3k 48 e 5 36 1) 7
o WURFILSFRARIIAF T AL, WS IFEIRERE A5 B KRR . B2,
TEAIAN G HH S ABL I 1) 2 226 B8 AR 0 2 X AN RE RS It — BRI B —FF, an i 4
A R R, WEIFEIRT e R EURZE s A I N REFFIA H B R T 4R
HAEQR ] 2 AR 3R 41, ARG IFANRE, X2 Be BRIBREl. H4h, W& If
FE R I T H AR R 8. 1575 XA I H AR IR B4 I 50t 25 & 085 0 A
iR X LR TRATTAE AL IR 5 I S0 I W A R

R FATE 7 BES. 15 B & S, WA I E T U AR & K
B4 (consensus  tree) H VK87 & T o R B AT A nR F Hll 7 B (resampled
trees): ® = {G1,Ga,...,Gn}s TG, G2 € G(O)RATT LLKEB* (g1, §o) € LN
Wi {g1 U ge} C GG IIAEL, XIS B* (g1, g2) A2 {1, o PITARR IR A S
e, MWRIAN2a=0=0, WEIFEIEFL EPOENHTAR 2R3
PRGBGSR BN Fg X, G SR N R BOW Rt S A
Z PRI T e, B AT BT B0 A

W T S0 FH R AL B Mgk A OC Z WA ) — 20 SR DRI ) o A28 = AT
W T W e AR o WIS D urand 5 N [88]1 75 vE AT AT LA FH 4 b 356 IR
BRI 22 43 X A (multifurcated node) 73 B B 7 711 s (binary node), Kb %
O3 OB ) @it al g e ART,  “HIRRHEAOC R I XS T g R
CLERAT 25, He A 514K AN RER X — 4 X A 7
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Table 5.1: ¥&IFH L. WFECoNSTRUCTGHIE L AGHIC(5); OpTiMiZER 36 ) vt
() B AR T 45 56 85 B A7 Fselected; BuiLDTREER FEH AT — 20 1015 Bk g
G ERXNEIEPBUILDTREEA N — BRAE A Ko T HIR . AT T ] LR 25 5 (11&
HOX — il 2 AR R R T IR GE = (V(G), E(G*)).
Function:
TREEMERGE(V, Gy, Gs, ..., G,)
Input:
n gene trees G, Gs, ..., G, € X(V);
Output:
Tree G* by merging Gy, G, ..., G,
Procedures:
G—10
C—1
CONSTRUCTG(GY, ..., Gy)
for :=1ton do
for each g € G, do
G —Gu{g}
C(g) < C(g) U {chi(g)}

selected «— ()
OpTIMIZEF (g)
if /"*(g) has been calculated then
return F*(g)
min < oo
for each {71, 92} € C(g) do
score «— OPTIMIZEF (g1) + (g1, §2) + OPTIMIZEF (g2)
if min > score then
min < score
minpair — {g, g}
F*(g) < min
selected(g) < minpair

BUILDTREE(g)
if selected(g) = () then
return {g}

{1, G2} — selected(g)
return BUILDTREE(g;) U {g} U BUILDTREE(g»)

TREEMERGE(V, Gy, Gs, ..., G)
CONSTRUCTG(GY, ..., Gy)
for each v € V do

F*({v}) <0
OpTiMIZEF (V)
return BUILDTREE(V)
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LSRR R I 2 AR A AT R K 45— AN AL R (homolog) (M7 414, 5%
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DA TSI 56 B8 A 5] K 2 SRR s MERR IR EAL DGR, (AR T R d 1R
DRI 2 D710 A A CAAR S s B IR (1) A m] LA RUAE A A 300 8 K I 1)
56— W TreeFam il H ——#E#fi 3 B 2 @A 04 A7 B Tk TAE &, )
It TT DA 25008 G el TR R R T S LR )R ZE o X T TreeFam B4 7, X ¥ 1)
PRI &5 RAT A L

VP 22 A3 X0 W 5005 SR 2R TR E A kA 7 PR o AR 0 X 2 R ) AN
], IXLEPPI T LAy =2 a) R T DU B FAS T A AR (2l e Sy
T [89, 90, 91]; b) Fe TSR LS 1 KL HT 45, 43, 92]; BL M) T8
45 (1) B S A TR VP (93, 94, 95]0 RUEFIX BB PPN 595 5 A AL (K IE PR 1L
TEBTUEN, EAVERAEAEAE 5 BB B oA AR H T AR D )
BEAAR, TS B AE AR JL T B AN AL B T DLk X — A A
EFP 51 7= A A RAR AT e AT 15 T L 98 g S AT a6 je vl B Fi) i 22 s 6 T SIEHG (19 OF
DU3E ok S 56 3 R Bk DO AR, (I — N T B4 10 3o A A /R A AR IE R L 52 [ sk A
P BLIE GBI BOE RIS T MU ) FL S B, R il it AT AR A D) P 30 e
FLSLIEAL T 5

PRI B B AN FAU VI o B e B A EAS TR T CARE (9 A VP«
B, WA SRR T2 N TR IE M R RIS B S 8edl s 58 —, i FH R R A%
38 /e SR BRI I, TN SRR AT . B2 IRT R SRR
R I R 7 = R a2 i T R = o & O P 6 RN 2 NG
SRR SR AR T — N ZE W o (RIX VRPN K 5 SR B B R A6 25 1
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6.1 Z5PFN 5L A

AR VRN SR R R A Yk PR YK (distance-based method), ] £
¥%:(maximum parsimony) [40]5 # KALSR % (maximum likelihood) [44], 3%
MR S R . RGPS 5 TRl R 6.145 1 T2 517
MLTRIEACA . i JLBCE T2 R4 .

PR BSVESEBR bt — R EIVER SR, 145 Fitch-Margoliash [34] ME (Min-
imum Evolution, #/NEfk) [36], UPGMA [32] NJ (Neighbour-Joining, 2+
%) [35] AL REEVE AR T o T A o A R 1) A e A R B )N AV ) A
Witk [39), EARSCIATTAVEI TIX R VL. PP, ARHESEHINJ TREE K
PR, BN LLEE T GMEHRE B2 FIFASTMER AT K o R B RE B4 1) o 5
HTREE-PUZZLE [96]5¢ . X%t /741, FAEH THKY [74880, i/
# LU (transition /transversion ratio)! W EHE WAl 115 & ISR )T 5 FHHWAG 73]
B, Do AR FHRBEIUAL s RIS [ A %, BRI FalfilE T-1.0. th Tt

AR R Epurine (A or G)Z [l skpyimidine (C or T)Z M AR Ei: JLERK OB
RO TR L, RO A S R A, T S AT Lty D)

Table 6.1: Z 5 VPR SRR
To T AT FHCAS B AR Sk

Horb, 28k W /At o RT3 AR

Name Method

CUR Curated trees from TreeFam

NJ-NT-HKY4 | Neighbour-Joining, HKY model, C' =4, a = 1.0, x estimated
NJ-AA-WAG4 | Neighbour-Joining, WAG model, C' =4, a = 1.0

NJ-NT-dN NJ, non-synonymous distance, no correction for multi-substitutions
NJ-NT-dS NJ, sysnonymous distance, no correction for multi-substitutions
NJ-AA-MM NJ, p-distance (or mismatch) distance, no correction

NJ-AA-Kmr | NJ, with Kimura correction

ME-NT-HKY4 | FastME, HKY model, C' =4, a = 1.0, k estimated

ME-AA-WAG4 | FastME, WAG model, C' =4, a = 1.0

PAR-NT Parsimony (dnapars)

PAR-AA Parsimony (protpars)

ML-NT-HKY4 | PHYML, HKY, C' =4, a = 1.0, k estimated

ML-NT-HKY2 | PHYML, HKY, C' =2, a = 1.0, k estimated

ML-NT-HKY1 | PHYML, HKY, C' =1, a = 1.0, k estimated

ML-AA-WAG4 | PHYML, WAG, C =4, a = 1.0

MJ-NT-dM Tree merge from NJ-NT-dS and NJ-NT-dN

MERGE Tree merge from ML-NT-HKY4, ML-AA-WAG4, NJ-NT-dN and NJ-NT-dS
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SEHIITAE, AL PYAS B AR R DA ZE T 70 A [97]. TREE-PUZZLE¥E
LU XS 1R 25 A (gap) A AR R 502 F T TreeFam-1.xAd H 5 &7 ¥ (M p-distance®(—
FloA AT 2% 8 B A2 5847 (multi-substitution)* ({2 29 R My @ AR R, IR PR Y th ik
NI IR

& K fi] 29 B (Maximum Parsimonious tree) HPHYLIP [98]#k 4 f
[fJdnaparsHlprotpars>k 4 @ . a1 L2 74t 2 A R R, FAT I H
WEIEF B S . HATEENZ, dnapars M Z M. HTIER
5 358 /8l < HEWT (duplication /loss inference, DLI) H LA 5 FF (tree merge) 5H 24K
SUBEN T = X, SR AT L R LA R 34T S IR T 0 B Uy 2%
Py

PHYML [47]H T I KA o REAABE Y & 224 5 TREE-PUZZLEA# H
AR, BUZ: iP5 HHKY R, S WAG: A7 () 1d 2 (1) 22
SR T A T0MT o A KA . A TR B H AT AT 2k, BATTT 2>
A 5 BEEARC) DU R A B AL 7 AT AR 2 5 T R, DU
BT A A . FHEVER S, PHYMLAITREE-PUZZLEAE R (1) 523 b
AN ZESR . ABAT15 3 IZ A KAl S R K, 3 — AU I -
WRBATAERT A, NS B LT AR S5 8 B TATT D A
I, A RBAT ZER. (B, B TFPHYMLH A8 M B 11 A e v 55 0 25
FilE, M TREE-PUZZLE X B85 1y A fe A 2 br AE 1 B LA R 2, FRATTH
A [7) I 57 FH X PR AN S T 25 XA Bk 7N PR 22030

PR EA S IR SR A O It 2 5 T PRI . B R 45 S T IR Uk
A B R A () SCHE A 20 AL J () P AR AR AR s 5 PR 455 T DURR B R 1AL
P A% AT RN SRR A T R A R ABSR AR, L () SR 5 AR ) SO o T4 45
HEEF I HARRES (J7RE5.15), Fefi1%a = 100000, 3= 1000LL Ly =1, H
J#&4H (bootstrapping values)E ML T-0£ 1002 7], fEXFHECE F, {080/ 1) 5
RIS, HA A RN A LA ks R A e w38 4R AH [ 4
EAEH . BT RRBBRET R EEIRR, AR A - TRKRR . 7E
R AL SRARS T P4 15 i L BRATT 5 T & 1 B N800 2 T LAWK LA b e 1 [ A
D] Ay A AR A T L B VR ME R [45). EXHL, 1 A AR T e /N 1) DR DAL

ZABNAR A AE B 5 I REKs LUK R 25 A (gap ) B GBI R B, o0 b B B T A

SP-distance U FRAMASBCE 25, &5 T W47 H1 DLHEC X 38k b R A s (14 4 L

AMulti-substitutiondg £F [F]— 7 S KA ZIRRAR . in—T I EMEEAZ NG, HHEHE
AGIZRAA, X BT H e P47 Z00 2 AN A, BRATH N AZ I IR G . I AT g
WH XA ER . B2, WERNETFI IR AL, &7 282 R R A
HERf o

STREE-PUZZLER] LA # “ PURRITEL” N AR AR
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B (R S RT REX B LR IR0 25 AL R IR B AL, A A A R Tk
ot KO B LA AU R, sk KRR 2 SEH AR R A — R 22 )5

6.2 MAKIE RN R

HIX R VEW AT & T A WK B S TestSetl 5 TestSet2. % #
fETestSet 18 10414 28 1 B¢ 1E 10 36 H K % o 3X 26 40 Hig /& 7E TreeFam-1F/1
Bt MNJ-AA-MME B B R IE [, AL FE124 52 A W P B W) Bl . ARATH ( f)
P JF ) , SCHPO ( % £F ) , YEAST ( % £F) , HUMAN ( A ) , MOUSE ( /)
L) , RAT ( K ) , CHICK ( X4 ) , BRARE ( Bf ) fi ) , FUGRU ( Ji] K
f1) , DROME ( B 1% ) , CAEBR ( 2k H1 ) SCAEEL ( 75 Wy £k H1 ) . ¥
HETestSet2 0 7113/ £E TreeFam-2[1 Bt ¢ 1F 19 36 R 2 0%, 88 7 B4 5¢ 42
P . PANTR C(EEAEXE) , CANFA (X)) , XENTR (F ) , TETNG (V] K
ff1) , CIOIN, ANOGA (Z/Mr) FIAPIME (ZW%) . iX113KEH}J& 3 T MERGEM £
ER. BT HES AR, TestSet2Hi i) T & A A IE MM, I HIX
SOk AT Je R G T, S22 A, TestSet1HEAD & —SUR Mk IE AL IE IHEALRY,
ALFE—LEAE TreeFam P AR BE IO AR T B A o — BT 35, TestSet2 B3 i nl %,
RAEH =D

PR NE A I, AR IR 2 )7 51 LG #12 B H  TreeFamE 45 1272 H 3k
H o a8 be s il i IR 5 = 0 (codon) % N 46 ¥ A% A LE XS o AR e 4=
FE A HERR AR A . FRATTAS NI TREE SR AR B LU 85 22 18138 49 F1 5 i A 40 1
Bto Thompson N [99|[3CELA T i H %,

Leaf Number Distribution in TestSet-1 Leaf Number Distribution in TestSet-2

Number of Trees
1 1 1 ]
Number of Trees
[ N

0 100 200 300 400 500
1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

e ] _DDD:D::D

(0,10]  (20,30] (40,50]  (60,70]  (80,90] (100,999] (0,10]  (20,30] (40,50]  (60,70]  (80,90] (100,999]

Number of Leaves Number of Leaves

Figure 6.1: AR R 1Y s B oAl
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6.3 PFUrpRAE

TATH P TR AR A Bl AR . & o8, Rl AR B 3 20 ) 5 A DE A
AHEG, EATTZ 8] B4 4 B (Robinson-Fouldsii B2, 551.4.271)dy [20]% AW
PR T0) JUAFAE T — BRI A 8 20 g (AN 2 &5 R i) 32) I > 28[45] . Robinson-
Fouldsih B dp ] LA T JEAR 22 03 XM o 4n S8 LA I AR 8 A IR e I
M0, R SEEANFEdrIE B e K20 — 601X Hnd Horp— R i i . 3
T 'Robinson-Foulds#H B, AR LA — 2 & SO 592 My B Mo [R) PR -
dar (M, My) = Z’iff;ftﬂg?) (6.1)
X Homse 2 5 VFI L R SR B di (M, Mo) A FET 55 ORI AN Sk R it
(R BEAL A% B0 E BB 55 1 IE R 2 TR AR A EE B, Tin e AH N P F 8 H o Sk iR
By G TORILZN], 1 — dpARER T RELR] I e b B335 B A () 9 20 SR EE
Bl FORTERS, da BT DAFEAS R S 2 TR AT LU B
RIEW R T BRI, & I IE A AN W] 38E S 1) 25 52 W 1 B 3) 7
ERE . R, REZE DN ERERE, RIEENAR 5RESRE b
Wi 152 TE AR R 2 W o Ol T 2 MLV &R B Sh R B, JRATTAE ) A i
3 (percent duplication)” ppHl “ P34k K (average loss)” py KA m AER 1 -

2 iy D7 (M)

pp(M) = ST =1 (6.2)
Doy Ly (M)
pL(M) = S =1 (6.3)

A Dy (M) /245 € T3 MR A 2B SE DS B4 B AR R 2, T Ly (M) S 33 DRl 35k
KA E . R B A 1) T D B R 3 ) R A O, T
Fpp My —EBAG. TR E TGO XAME B IFA R RO, (HEEAAH) &
I AZ AR o
AN B RAR TN BRI Kk . 8 T 9T 45 R A e 1k,
X TestSet2 AT & v T — A~ B &I F2 L X pp, prMildy, v 55 b5 #E f 22 (standard
deviation): B 4G, 11343 B S A% A AEBIR, A5 O T8CR] R #h B 1134 K
s RESGRERIE, FRATEEIENFE R VEIFEERr I S5 4E 0, FOBR HE D 25 o, DU
flivt A
il
L

Zirzz_B:uvz"
B-1
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H1 T 2 2 D0 K LS 1R T UG ot b A oF R 0, A2 R R PR AN i
7o W TestSet1 AT AT LAFFEVHEL, (Hl1 To FEMANMES EAIRARLL, i 5k
Wy BATEAFLEH T .

6.4 FB A HERA T

Table 6.2: FMEVE B FTPFN LR . fEIXTKKR T, dy RBIEWCURMIILE W HI4 +b
FRES, ppit 51 (percent duplication)fipr & V36K (average loss) . Frififi ZEo i
MK} TestSet2 1 10000% EAMAE MV A EI . 1 TPARS-NTSH L0458, ppMpL A
REIZERBTHEE . Kpr, PN IIASE (A T PearsontH ¢ R %040.970, Xpp 40.965,

TestSet?2 TestSetl
Type dy o PD o DL o dr Pp DL
CUR 0.000 0.000 | 0.249 0.017 | 0.388 0.029 | 0.000 0.175 0.494

NJ-NT-HKY4 | 0.225 0.017 | 0.313 0.017 | 0.786 0.042 | 0.133 0.204 0.630
NJ-AA-WAG4 | 0.256 0.016 | 0.322 0.016 | 0.901 0.050 | 0.154 0.220 0.756
NJ-NT-dN 0.201 0.011 | 0.308 0.015 | 0.796 0.040 | 0.135 0.211 0.714
NJ-NT-dS 0.527 0.017 | 0.431 0.014 | 1.761 0.041 | 0.464 0.345 1.561
NJ-AA-MM 0.225 0.012 | 0.308 0.016 | 0.823 0.042 | 0.137 0.213 0.740
NJ-AA-Kmr | 0.275 0.018 | 0.333 0.017 | 0.988 0.065 | 0.165 0.226 0.790
ME-NT-HKY4 | 0.200 0.015 | 0.307 0.017 | 0.720 0.035 | 0.131 0.202 0.620
ME-AA-WAG4 | 0.232 0.014 | 0.317 0.017 | 0.858 0.047 | 0.151 0.217 0.744

PARS-NT 0.203 0.013 - - - - 0.151 - -
PARS-AA 0.181 0.013 ] 0.28¢ 0.016 | 0.614 0.035 | 0.150 0.207 0.684

ML-NT-HKY4 | 0.152 0.017 | 0.300 0.016 | 0.676 0.041 | 0.145 0.206 0.636
ML-NT-HKY2 | 0.147 0.018 | 0.301 0.017 | 0.677 0.041 | 0.143 0.206 0.639
ML-NT-HKY1 | 0.172 0.017 | 0.306 0.016 | 0.693 0.038 | 0.143 0.208 0.647
ML-AA-WAG4 | 0.185 0.015 | 0.299 0.016 | 0.705 0.044 | 0.159 0.213 0.709

NJ-NT-dM 0.165 0.011 | 0.291 0.016 | 0.687 0.037 | 0.121 0.195 0.622
MERGE 0.092 0.015 | 0.259 0.016 | 0.457 0.033 | 0.111 0.178 0.503

26.225 T AR EVE S BRI K 4 BRI, Sk b, AR
FRAEX AR, 1X 0] DLNE/N ki 22 LG oK. {H H T TestSet1 Fl TestSet27E:
R I s A2 A I 1Y, XSG R T AR I T, A 5 DR A% 388 1) P9 15 0
tetilpp 5L R Rp W AN A o RO B e R 2, S AP Ik R L
BAHMNRRE . Mpptebr, PIANEES B Pearsontt 2k R EH0.965, pr 140.970,
X B2 U G SR SV Mo A Testetl 38 30 B AMGLF, DU M A AT [] T 7F TestSet2 |- 3
I
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MBI IE B CURIY 46 b BH 25 dy, b FI W, A JF RIMERGELL 2L & J7 ¥ R IR (1)
B . 7E K S TestSet2 I, 3X 1] fig Kl A CURZ MMERGEMS 2 1E 1 K 117,
{H 3X Fi fift BE AN BE U BIMERGETLE TestSetl [ 1) K I o fETestSetl [, % IF 2 %
TNI-AA-MMIF) o 3K U0 B AR 40 27 5% RITASE A AN R HE B 10 B HS R A 6T m) T AR IE H
—RREEUTMERGEM M o IX Ut WA 5 FF S0k ] LA 4250 0 A 2 X i S

IR A s DR A B8 1R L 3 pp A 3 5 2R 1S $lpy, |, MERGEAR AT 4 1 R I
MMERGEHE Wr H (1) 31X P9 AN B 6 35 /0 T 28 T I0e 7 ik e b . 6 I Sk 1
AR ILAENI-NT-dMo X AR A2 b Y S A 6T 7 1 00 B 30 9 A4 3 (1) BN T -NT-aN
FINI-NT-ASEFFH, (HERIVE T RIFCRASREA T AR 1, L2 SE LR
WSS PN DAY

AR B EEN S, /AR YR 2R KL AR S
BB T PR B, {H 7ETestSetl FME-NT-HKY4H ¥ W I () 2 HL . HAR
7E TestSet2 ['PARS-AAE: Sz (A (1), {H BT W & 505 th ) T-PARS-AANY (1)
Mg, EXMEWMRILNZZDHD TN EIFFE. A0 m N H
I, PHYML-NT-HKY4[{)#flf T PHYML-NT-HKY1, {EALHIFA40 0 .

TR A, BREHKYRR —S0H e T2 AT . FASTMEWAL T4H
NI FRHERR 75, X HDesperfllGascuel [39]/1) 45 18 & 4H — 2 . (EAF E T
ST, AER TR Y AR A R AT 1R L ) B A 22 o [RIRE IO B % A 7E Hollich 4%
AN TAEF &I [92].

6.2¢5 Y T BEE I ORI . [\l REE I R A AR el g s S
PR 13 5 S AR FAZ TP IR )7 B I o0 I 2L s B SV A I SR AE — ke s fe /it
WP HERR A R B0 % . MR EEA LR R E, X — AR
T Z IR A A B T RS R RE IO AR SRR A
AR X 38 o

6.5 Tt

DREE IR T 2 s e R VA R I, XSS P Fs . PRI g, — 12
JEHI LT e 1 B K EE R R R Rl R 22 e, HFOarir®
PRI R RISk 45, 43, 92]0 FRATHIINAEE 3L T TreeFam 4 22 (1) FL 52505 . th
THREGHNE AN, WCER P Pa B, FRATE TCERT & A S AR B R e
SAF NIRRT, B 2 40 M AL S R DR (R A b, A BRATTI PR AL S
=

TEIXRPEMI R, WG R RVA R (1, & BORA BE4 32 2 A2 W) 28 K AE AR IE 1N
FrH B R Pt oS R e i, WG I 5L TT DU 232 A i () 1
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Yo SRR B AR WA SRR SR A REA S - S e SR R AN A

RIS ARG AT SRR LI MERGE IS & o 5047 HA Y
Fkae - EERIT A HESE, WE IR AR SRR

NJ-NT-dS*0.43-1.76
CUR*0.25-0.39

MERGE*0.26-0.46

ME-AA-WAG4*0.32-0.86
W NJ-AA-Kmr*0.33-0.99

% NJ-AA-WAG4*0.32-0.90
NJ-AA-MM#0.31-0.82
NJ-NT-dM?0.29-0.69
| & NJ-NT-dN"0.31-0.80
i ML-AA-WAG4*0.30-0.70
a1 PARS-AA0.29-0.61
B ML-NT-HKY1%0.31-0.69
W ML-NT-HKY2*0.30-0.68

100 ML-NT-HKY4*0.30-0.68

ME-NT-HKY4#0.31-0.72

100 NJ-NT-HKY4*0.31-0.79

PARS-NT

NJ-NT-dS*0.34-1.56
MERGE*0.18-0.50

CUR*0.18-0.49
ME-AA-WAG4*0.22-0.74
@AA-WAGMO.Z}OJG
100 NJ-AA-Kmr*0.23-0.79
NJ-AA-MM*0.21-0.74
NJ-NT-dM*0.20-0.62
NJ-NT-dN*0.21-0.71
ML-AA-WAG4*0.23-0.71
53 PARS-AA*0.21-0.68
ML-NT-HKY1*0.21-0.65
00 ML-NT-HKY2*0.21-0.64
L 100L— ML-NT-HKY4*0.21-0.64
% ME-NT-HKY4*0.20-0.62
{ NJ-NT-HKY4*0.20-0.63

PARS-NT

[ 96|

Figure 6.2: AN[RIEME VLB IR b A M TestSet244 #t, N [HI 1) M TestSet 144
o Mg AT RS AN BTN B 5 3 (percent duplication)pp, £ AN AR
Gk 2K (average loss)pro HEP R FRREIRWIR o 7 S0 Vb S A b A AR S SO 22 T )
W EEBY, BT 45 SR SRR AT A NI TREE ] A 7 1) 48 42 7% (neighbour-joining) & #4
FAMEH T B/ A il B DR S A e M, B JF1008R A E# HPHYLIP A,
[FJICONSENSERE T4 & 2|, X4 Tk o510 4s i) B e S R
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T35, B TSR T BN RIS DG 1 /B R A, RS R AT W)
Tt BEAL A R B 7 B e A AL AR TP BRI S SVEANBE T TR R Tk
VB DT A7 AE AN 8 HT a0 S 240 VT 1) DRTRR o A S 0l g R A T ) 5 AL
I AL I A% SR e (R T 58 o FRATTA PRI W] 25 P SR A i . RV
(] 2B AU AR B AR 8y, Bk vl fefE Lot ol PRI B H
B 5 TSRO, 235 S 2R BRI 41 R B e B 1) ORI
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4 e

KA T HEATreeFam B4 g 16 7 1) B AR BB FI RS, G EAIA 7 7e
W TreeFamidk F2 v 24 3145 556 00 2E 40 BT 4 %% 00 . AR i S0 e, 1
LA TreeFam-2(B7.1) B4 7 o5 T A93% M ALa AN, B aEH 1515440 H
IR 2 A MBI R KR TAN &0 N TAROIE IR R K, SR IE R
FIEAFE ARG IS E O 2 MR R G N T A E L. [
i, TreeFam /N1t 1E7E S5k (14 53 37 I A TreeFam-3. {EBT FIRAH, B %
PR BINATER, SR AR Ak 2215 DLt , R R i i Bl th s 45 5
PIBHEFES . B TreeFam-3 2446 H &K i o

TreeFamZ s [ (1) S MUy 2 b 2 N TR IE AR, T N AL IEAR A )
S AV ARSI, MWIXAS A BEUE, A TreeFam & s 28 1) 5572 HL it
AR . HETSCELS T — P EE S AN L A 2 AR RS, JF 4¢3
TRTRAN TR =2 SRR R, HEESE b, XTRAR 22 78 29 AR T 29 4K
PAEAB VAT, JF B DLARSL R B PR UE LR EIE I IN A B 28 FEO(N?), X5
EIEATSEEBY B . Sk, IR AR HEAEAEAR ) o) e AR FEE By i ot
— AN W K TR 2972 (MP) IR AR AR YR (ML), AN FH I 9 5w 58 7 v ) R A
OGS SEEL E A, MWKIRE, AR T i @ 5L 2 2.

TreeFam# s 24 A & I BRI = A S @ IRORS BE, XANRE R A S
() 53— A F B TR AOGH R R 2 e o 2R T DA 42 A9 27 oK Ay JE DT A
RSN R = S N = B P 72 N vk = et (= A7 1 i B 2 | RS R A
Srn Yy = B Sy i B S ) 181 T -S4 5+ s 7 5 N N 1 R A 7
R JVE R E AR F AR R HE I 22 5, (R e 180 2 sl e 25 4h 784
i IXRIZ UL, AL B R VP B AR HE i B A R AR I, (O e s TE
AR T e Tk o ] e 22 % M B ABE 2 RS B A At T A A T O
e 94k, WG IERNE I HE S R B R0 FM 04k ) A HY T B s 3 T A
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- Q £r | &) http/fwww.treefam.org/egi-binfTFinfo pl7ac=TF 101005 M Q2 co (|G V& & ‘ -BX
| Bl TFLO1005 { 5
—
Seed / auto Symbol CHE &
Full/ auts amily Hame yelin B
Clean / auto amily Size seed: 26 / full: 39
Algnmenls Old Accessions |kt
Jkhih3
Quick Search Fvc\in Eis a G1 cyclin required for the G1 to S phase transition. Most of its functions are carried out through association
I [with cclk2 and subsequent phosphorylation of cyclin E-cdk2 substrates. eyclin E-Cdk2 activity is regulated by
sxamgle phosphorvlaﬂon anel by controlled proteoclysis of cyclin E and is often deregulated in cancer cells. [PMID: 1583851 4]
208306
I 2006-02-10
Go for families (Please mail to treefam @sanger.ae.ul if yau think this tree is wrong or have any other camments.)
Go for genes View Curated Seed Tree
Instructions ATV

Quick Launch

CCMEL_HUMAN
= ENSMUSTO0000051596_HOUSE
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A.3 Perl API
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Table Description
genes sequence ID, gene name, transcript name, symbol, description and so on
species tax ID, taxonomy name, abbr. name, and common name of species
map genomic locations of transcripts; in UCSC format
pfam Pfam predictions for each sequence
aa_seq amino acid sequences
nt_seq nucleotide sequences
family A accessions, symbols and names of TreeFam-A families
familyB basic information on TreeFam-B families
famB2A relation between curated TreeFam-A and original TreeFam-B families
phigs PhIGs accessions of TreeFam-B families
trees phylogenetic trees in NHX format
misc_feat symbols and names of B families; curators of A families
misc_key descriptions of ‘key’ used in ‘misc_feat’ table
aa_seed_align | amino acids multialignment for TreeFam-A seeds in CIGAR format
aa_full_align | full multialignment for both A and B families in CIGAR format
hmmer HMDMer scores of matched sequences

Table A.1: TreeFam%dfa e RN A . A KL A 5 HA R BATFIFEH A
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