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WAEDT 7 a7y 27 VORI E &I, KA RAEWICEL T 2 ABED
T — & & O 72 RAEHIEE (Phylogenomics) 236 Z b b K51k > T&E 72 BAlT—4 &
OBEMPBHBIICAEHTH D ZLIEES T aWD, & LRAMBHEEOBRIZEE T 5
LETF VIO D > 72058, SofamaB8nTLES 22D 5. ARFETIE, KEDBEIE
THSN AR ST — 4 2 v b O (Concatenate model) TIXIZ 6 K 34D ThH A I Bt
R E < ZF L7208, BInTZ &2 B 2 LT T EZIRE L 72358 (Separate model) 1%
O RARMHEE DR D AR T 2 & S s 2l 2 E 03 5. KAWL Tl 2,789 HDE{R T-HA
(IMbp BLE)DF =& &y b &G, HEEOUIMNME L, $4abb7 7 ) HEME Gk, Aty
EHOM O RFERICE U Ttk Wi &2 6 2 s 5 72, Z OFER, RO %) 2 fif
MA:TH AHEIAH D Concatenate model TIX T 7 V) H BREH & B HGFHD LRSS 100% D
T—=1F2A L7y 7 BPMEEMN S TR EN/22, EETRHITRA 2 8EE - S 2 -V %
RE§ 5 Separate model TIEZDIGHMTE A c k572, ZOFER» S, BIATE
BT — AR TH > TEREFINRF L CH—DEILET L ERE L TLE S Liko oG4
B ZEIZE>TLEHIZENDD, FThElT) 57201013 bd)E - b/ S8 — v 2EIE T
TR B Z & HNE T B Separate model AT RETH B Z LR E N

F—U—F HECHOYIMEL, 7 7R ORIMEE, 7/ LRHF, Separate

model.

1. @FU®IC

2001 fEICk b7 ADBEERSBMETE X N0 EIZ LD E LT, e rAEMEDLr ) L
DNA ffgi 70y x 7 P AR EHICHED 5 b KD 12k 572 WHFSETIZEAA L T2 7 /o
B ARFIREEGE XN, SSIZ 20 MM EDY AT aY 2y F TR TH B, ST T —
& % ORI OB BIR 2 HEE 3 5 0 T RMFIS B W, EFEORT /) AT — 413
T TSR E B EA 5 A2 T s, REBHEEICBEOTE 1 Db 5 WIEDROBIE TR %
NI B DR—fEH 5 S5 TH B A, Taxa MDD & &k ENFERTHEIZED WEL 258
BH5. LPLUKEOBIZTFT — 23T 95 LEARREE/ NS 5720, A2 77 LK
IZAB T 7 AEREFIH L 2R E 4 18 2 b K512k ->T&ER 251

VRt TR A P TEIZER ¢ T 226-8501 AR GEX BAHNT 4259-B-21
2 H A @RISR © 220 Handan Road, Shanghai 200433, China
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72 SRR D JUBRHTIC & > TEFMEO SOREB A E S h, S6Icthaiifil LT
7 LRERHEEEN E D & D BELRFE AR DO EHEET A Z N WREE BB, 2H LT
70 —F37 ) LR (Phylogenomics) EWHE N, KX M7/ ABEROFH LA E LT
M. LD2Dd 3% (Rokas et al., 2003; Soltis et al., 2004; Delsuc et al., 2006). L2 LA&25, &L
RBHEEIC BV TURET 2 ELET VIR A3 b - 7256, B 7 lFiE RS XRLTLE
ST END BT EMNRARE XN TE TS (Blair et al., 2002; Phillips et al., 2004; Delsuc et
al., 2005; Dopazo and Dopazo, 2005; Philippe et al., 2005a; Jeffroy et al., 2006). L 722357,
KEDT /5T — 2 GEFEOERG 2 HEE T 57201213, T Lmb 2/ hE<33
TIEEMEL T 5 Z EBBEARTRTH S, BUE, WIS\ TIM A LMDy / 470y <
7 F BRI LTCED, ZOT = EREBIIFICAZIRIUCH B, Lan->Tr s s%4
ST E T B A A R - Bl 5 7201, 29 LAEWRLEO 2 47 — 2 2RI LR
BHEEA B Z 65 2L RETH D EEAOND. AT, HEEOMTEDZIL—T 5
RN L 72D % AT 2728, 7/ LARBFANFEERC Wi 2 B 2 k- 7=

2. EREOMEE(

WFLEIIEUE 4 TR LEARIShTE D, BELOAL S FHRRCG N L THEZ Enb
HWER ETRABRL TV TH S 5D T05, BHAOWRISHEIZ 20 BicpfHchTuv
57, ZOHTEHILEPHREIIENYIINC g L 222 —TTh 5. %5 18 HIZET
BT TN TR LM A S, HEUH (F 213 A BB L Tn s, HFLEHO /M
HEALIZBE LTI & B % < DOIEREER), WEYIER, 0 R ANmRs s Zabh T2
73, 1990 FAHTF: & TIE T RNV 2 [BRE DD 7 & 7 & MRE TR FEF R O
BfRiZd F0MBHI T A2 572, Uh LIHFSHD 7 REFIE 2 2 10 R CRUBICREL
BAETIEE VNIV OGFHBER O RMBEARIZIZE A EHH X 72L& 5 % % (Madsen et al., 2001;
Murphy et al., 2001a, 2001b; Kriegs et al., 2006; Nishihara et al., 2006). FERMIZ, 75T F —
25 BHEE ENTREEHE T M & TIRE BN SR I N T E 720l & 3k & < Bk
D, PERDIG A BT H % H > 72 (Cao et al,, 2000). 1 RFENREGRTIL, BlEOEE
FHIZKP L T7 7 ) 8B (Afrotheria), B PESH (Xenarthra), JLJ7ESH (Boreotheria) D 3 DD
ERATERC YT oG, 77 AEEIE, VY, BREEC Ty - F T4 -), M Ty
DA, TUVw, FVEST, VFTL, NIVFXIEGL 6 AN ORB SR TH .
7 7 ) A BTN R E < LA BT T DTZEENICIEZ OBRMMEIEZRD 5 hTtn
BB, G REFNENE 2 5132 OHRFMEITHEEN WL ShTnwd, F220%< O
M7 I VAR LTS Z e 77 ) AMBEORKEIZT 7Y A KETHD, »DTT 7Y
B KBEDMD KPEL Zr 8 LTI L TO IS 7 7 ) A D LA ZE B Z 61T
W3, —Jf, BRI T ALY 0, FerE/, TVIAPOKBE—DHTHD, 7O
WBHKKPETH B EEAZLN TS, FlbFEHIZ 11 BA2ASKD, 1 2E50BRALZ
DIV —FIZET 5. JHEEIIIHIE L7222 0 502 L 23y B Y £ E SRS
HEYMESEE N, JEFICKRE 2 TH 5. JLFEHIE 2D TR PERICFEL 2 -5 &
TREEALK - 2—F ¥ 7 KEE) BlEEFHETH B LELZ LN TS,

Z D 3 57RO RWBER, b HEMDOHM TED I I — T HREAN L L 7=Dh & D
BIEICBIL TIEZNETI b3y P 7REGEE TR &2 W T ST & 72203, BIfETY R
BHXhEWEETH5. XSITAETIIEROBRRTEY A LT -4y F2AHVGR
TW3300, ZOMBIIMIRE NisHh -7 (Waddell et al., 1999; Delsuc et al., 2002; Waddell
and Shelley, 2003; Amrine-Madsen et al., 2003; Springer et al., 2004). — i, L baRJ D
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fRAIS S — VI HED W R S Ll 2 habh T b, Bl 213 Kriegs et al. (2006) 3B M
HARYNZ G L T7 7 ) A8 LI MEPHRM TH S5 Z L AT L b aRy VfAEIE
THEE 2 ORR LT3, %72 Murphy et al. (2007) (&7 7 V) 7 ¥EH & 2 pRSEO BRI %R
THEIATREE 2 OWME L THD, Kriegs et al. (2006) & 1ZFIE LR E L >TS, LiL
ENRL, ZALIEWTHEBIETHEORI DL, VIR VERIZEKET 5 ascertainment
bias DAIREVE S & 5 728, Z OMIE%E R 2 aEHl & L TIEFg.

— 5T, BRI DO THEERIZIE T 7 ) hKREEEFRKENEN 72TV Pk
BEMNTEAEL, ZhAW 1 EAFATIC I X iz & 4 B REEAHRIE X Ty 5 (Smith et al., 2004).
FEEBEO 3 LT L 7208 8K 7 1 BEATH 5 EHEE N TS (Kumar and
Hedges, 1998). €D 7=0ARIZ7 7 V) J BRI & AKFHO HRMMEAGE v, KBED 57l
1> TR E EREZ S -mEE 85 2 54115 (Waddell et al., 1999). L7=2->7T, Z
D 37N —TRDORGEREHE 22§25 2 &id, HEFEOKKEZ RT3 DL 5T, Kbk
B & WHFLEED I - BAEOMIE A RIS 2 7-0 I B BEZ L TH D, AiFETIE, 7/ 4
T = A=A 5 2,789 BIATF (#Y 1 Mbp) DESIF — 4 £ v b #JUEL, REHEIZESTZO
37N —THEORGIEN % 5T k- 72,

3. ElxFEIFT—2OMF

AR TIELITO 5 DOFIMEAIZ & > TEIEFES T -2y P ERELZ. Qe 7/ A
25 201bp Y LEOT XY VEGIEE, QBFBEHCOSTa)EHOT -4 %K% Bebox
FYVENDOFEQ S ET IV A ELOTIT ) A ETAIYODT ) AT — 25 MR,
WPWEL 722 %Y YRR O KT 0 7 2 MOHFLET 7 47 — 2 » 5HUS, (5) &ESID T 7 4
AV MEBIEORETA P ekE KFHOFA LI TIZEET.

KR T b7 ) 25210 ®D, ITEAEDT — K % UCSC Genome Bioinformatics 7 — &
N — 2 (Hinrichs et al., 2006; http://genome.ucsc.edu/) 7 GEfF L7z, & 7/ A1ZB LT
2003 fEIZRFRENSE T L, &7 7 AEIT — 4 # Q@R Z L ICHUS e TH 5. F£72 UCSC 7 —
AN — 2 TILBIA T O EGHR (refFlat) SR L TH Y, ZhEBB L2 &k, AR TIE
NP LT —2ON=D 3 & LT hgl7 #FHVTWS., FTZOEZTOMEERE SR
L, BT BT — a6 3043 — F§52F%FY VEDIETRTEREM L &
DFE, T F Y VA2 D BLAST BRICK T 5 R T S OHBEASKEEC K 3 720 E X H
201bp L EDOTF Y VIZERE LA WIS, BohT+y VEDFIETBLAST Yus' 7 4%H
W MHEIMERZR A B 2 5w, EEESIT — 4 #3%R L7z ZOBICASOES DA O ldH] 57—
AN 1x 107" LITFOD E-value > Tk v b LRI a s BHTH 5 L AL L, Hifid
WEF—2ty b 2EBRELE ZOBMEIZKD 505271 DXV VEFIHBEKD, Zhbide b
F I AIBEWCH—aVY—TharLELILNS.

WFLHOPT7 7 V) A EESC AR A & RS ISAE L2V —T D ) ATa v 2 o
FEHETHRTH B, AT, 77 HEFEORFEEL LTT 7V Y (Lozodonta africana),
AWFHDOREFL LTaa /7~ P (Dasypus novemcinctus) D 2x > a2 v b H YV EHIT —
& % DDBJ 2 H6HUS L, MW= RIZ, BLAST 7u 2 3 45 HWTE b7 40561
LY VESIORET T A2 ZD 2D ) AR L. ZOKIZ1Ix 107 DIFD
E-value Zff> Tkt v b LZZBSDAEZEIG L7253, ZORHEGT 2 208 B v + L72GE
s usouElns b AL, TOIFY VESIET -4y b SKBRELE 25 L
T7068 FHOFER L H L N, VY, TSV OB TIEL -

UCSC Genome Bioinformatics 7 — 4 NX— 2 TlE, b M ERWATHEDET /) LT 54 XY
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NF— 2 DHUETE D, ZZTIDTIAAY VF—2 5B T 7 HOWIAEY » 2056 %
IV VESIOF = a s B EL . WM, F 2732 P — (Pan troglodytes, 75— =3
V& panTrol), 7 %17 %L (Macaca mulatta, rheMacl), ~ % A (Mus musculus, mm7), 7
I (Rattus norvegicus, rn3), 4 X (Canis familiaris, canFamQ), % 3 (Bos taurus, bosTaul),
* R v B & (Monodelphis domestica, monDoml) TH 5. KR TIX, ARy H 245277+
V=T L THW ZOEBETAMBEAZES %R 72012, 1 ETEENT — 2 BHETE
B, 23T FY VESINIZZA by 7a Py E NSl ToF Y v -4
Bz, ZhICK->TLEER 10 AL ZhZEh 4,782 T Y VESIBINEZh, 734 XV
FEBIES7z BTX Y VEGNEE 1 BRD OEF| L U THEA L, blastz (Schwartz et al.,
2003), ¥ &0 multiz (Blanchette et al., 2004) 722 5 A% HWTT IA AV b ek Ik o7,
ZOTa 5T ATIERMNEHRE AT 5720, ALFEFHNOBIRIZBE L Tidit 20 Sk (Murphy
et al., 2001b; Nishihara et al., 2006) &£ (2 L CEEIZMRIA S T 2 [fBIR A iR & L7z 7
TAAV VB o7 77 AEME, AR AL7ECEBORRIZZ gkl L7z £ D1k,
TIARXAY PENERT -2 ERIFY VICHEIL, EHIC1DOBETHLEROTFY
YEHOWTORGAGICIERFIEICZF Y VARG L. E515, $LbsMICkVWTa P
YIWTHIA - REPBR I N8548, 203 F VRS ERW 2. ZHICKDRE S N7z 3,148 3
ETFOTF =24y MIFA - REDIFAEL BV DL x>0, FIET 2 8EFESI L 135D
BuEbBA0nH5. £, MWl by A BB Lz VESIE 201 bp BLETH % 73,
BLAST MBOBHZIEF ICFOES DA v b T 256155, T ORRE S h 7k oz
THANZBRET 5728, 120bp KOBIEFHSNT -2 & T -2y b2 SREL .

A Joo[— Human B "’Mr Human
IQO{ -

100{ Chimpanzee Chimpanzee
e Macaque --—-—  Macaque
90
100 - —_— D
- ~ -~ Do T Y%
100{ 2 1@[
) e Cow
100 e Cow 0
o Armadillo { -——— Armmadillo
100L-.c. - . Elephant 90% — - Elephant
-—  Mous
Joo—— Mouse 7 100 ouse
77777 Rat Rat
Opossum Opossum
50000 changes 10000 changes
Human 100 [ Human
Chimpanzee Chimpanzee
100 Macaque Macaque
Armadillo
100
Elephant Cow
Dag Armadilo
Cow 100 Elephant
,7Mouse ,—Mcuse
ol py |uol—aa[
Opossum Opossum
— —

0.02 0.02

1. &F =44ty b EHOZ MP &0 NI R, (A) EIES % Hv 7z MP SRETE,
(B) 7 X 7 B & F\ 72 MP SRR,  (C) SRS % FV 72 N SR8t (Tamura-Nei
model), (D) 7 3 7 &lcs & Fvy 72 NJ 2488 (Poisson model) .
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RARHIZ 2,789 BWIE 15— & & v 1 (1,011,870 bp, 337,290 2 F V) % YL4E L LA RAf AT
IZHHW2, ZhETDT 7 ARMA BN TRER T kbp DF — 2 £ v b &AW SH
LDARTH72H, KFRTHNET—4+1y M 1Mbp L EE WS EWIZH5E2EDTH
D, EEARWHKEZLET FVESIR/ 8T 02 - BEIETIERE TREAR D Bz 20 ) izl nT
BHNC G RRAITICHE L 728D ThH B EELEND.

4. EBHEEES L UREKIE £ B U 2 REGEET

WHELET -2ty M &R, F9HEBESES (NJ) ik KO REH (MP) % W 72 R
B2k o7 NI R#BHE MEGA3.0 2 W C Tamura-Nei 7L K 0 i@t L, MP Rt
i& PAUP* 4.0 % VT branch-and-bound 12 & » TR 2 R L7z, ZORBERAX 1 TH
5. WThORMBHZ W TEERBEOH T SHE(Z Y X - 7 v M) BRHNIHIEL 72 &0
IMERIZE 572, L2 LAEDS ZNE TOMTHRER 6 F - E AN I &G Eh 5 Z
EFEEVE D A, ZTHIEMS 2 > REOEEE S ENZ L BFERETE Z 5 7z
long branch attraction T& % &iEanfHy 5 b, —F, 73 /7 BEY & O - RICREEIC I
WTRAEFEEO BRMME I8 < XF & - GEIZEIE 3 5). fido L5207 —4ty
MIT 4 2V POBICIEHEENHRM TH 2 L0 REREED TED, ZhiZEBb
59 NJ £ KU MP JEIZ & 2 #8712 long branch attraction DEEE R R TLE -4 LT
5.

A. Tree 1
2
P
IR
Tk AL EER
=S
Flo—
FHTHIL
Favso | BEE
g | 7oungsE
N
B. Tree 2
2
P
YR
vk A EE
ek
FmTO—
ThTHFIIL
I | 7ounsisE
7aron | QwE
ARy L
C.Tree3 s
AR
YR
Tk Bl %)
ek
Foo—
FHTHIL
Frwon | BEE

J | P7uness
Ayt L

2. HEUHOWIHMEILIZBT 2 3 DORMINGE. ALHEME(Y >, 4 X, v 9 X, F9 b, &
b, FUIRVT = T AT HL) NSO RARBE R I E L7z
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£ 1. ZOORMNBUIE T 2 KT T IS L 2 BUE O, RHIGHIO TS 13K 2 124
5. Concatenate model IR RIS EIRE TN K > THAL 55 (A), Separate
model (2,789 Mfx M TRAEZEFN) TiE—EHLT Tree 1 #%F L7 (B). mLR
FRHZ 3o 1) 2 REOCEEZFEINNIZIR U, o Rk O BOCE o 2% 35 LU 1SE fEid
Kishino-Hasegawa test {Z & D i L 7. KH & wSH (&, CONSEL % W\ CEHRL
7z Kishino-Hasegawa test ¥ & U* weighted test of Shimodaira-Hasegawa {Z& % P
ART. KIZKETLD/INT A= 2 FERL, AIC IIREHREHREERT.

Concatenate or EfET) Tree <InL>AWmL + SE KH wSH BP K AIC
Separate model
Concatenate model GTR +Ts 1 -117.2 + 31.1 0.000  0.000 0.0
2 -147.3 + 29.7 0.000 0.000 0.0
3 <-4,076,316.3> 100.0 26 8,152,684.6
Codon + Ty 1 <-3,828,351.7> 88.1 81 7,656,865.4
2 =778 + 64.5 0.112 0.185 11.3
3 -1427 £ 65.0 0.014 0.026 0.6
JTT-F + T 1 <-1,905,933.9> 51.6 37 3,811,941.8
2 —84.1 + 374 0.014 0.028 0.2
3 -1.7 £ 41.9 0.478 0.637 48.2
Separate model GTR +Ts 1 <~3,963,489.9> 86.2 72,514 8,072,007.8
(2,789EIRF) 2 -1174 + 72.3 0.050  0.092 4.1
3 -914 £ 72.7 0.104 0.174 9.7
Codon + I'y 1 <-3,621,322.1> 89.6 225,909 7,694,462.2
2 -128.0 + 103.2 0.107 0.164 10.4
3 -527.9 £ 96.3 0.000  0.000 0.0
JTT-F +1s 1 <-1,799,245.4> 93.4 103,193 3,804,876.8
2 -134.9 + 88.5 0.064 0.112 6.6
3 -317.6 £ 855 0.000 0.000 0.0

5. 2EMERE LT -2ty FERAVWLERLEIC L S RGHENR

WA 2,789 B T- % H5A LT 1 DD & L (Concatenate model), ICEIZ & 2 RN %
B Zlhotz, KNIV SETLE LT, HHEERET L (GTRTs), I PV EBRETL
(4T4) (Yang et al., 1998), 7 I /BRERE T JTT-F+Ts) 2L 2. &k, LBV
T 2 1R L 72 3 DORMNGUZBI LTt U, AL EENOBIRIZEE L. D, 77
) A ERE AN A7 U 72 & 2R Tree 1, AR BRANI 705 L 72 & 2 R34 Tree 2,
JEFERFEAIRANZ 3 U 72 & § BREE A Tree 3 &I, PAML3.15 (Yang, 1997) & W T
FTINHEDER A B T o 28R, JERICMAWZ &12, TR T &4 < B 2 R H
THEN/(F1BLOK 3). £FIERAN % Concatenate model TN 5 TiEIE—ARYIZ
K<HWENEH, ZOMMHIETIE, Tree 3 (77 ) HEFHE BHRHA HRH) 23IEFIZH<
F& 7 (BP=100%). IR 2 {REH1Z weighted test of Shimodaira and Hasegawa (wSH)
(Shimodaira and Hasegawa, 1999) T& 5 < FEHI X 7z (P <0.001, BP=0.0%). Z DfEMET
WERENZ K S HCE NS HETH 720, & LIOMNIOAE T m->Tzb Tree 3 4
IELWTH A LG TLE T Lhazny, LarLaiRs, EiaZlizabby
BT 7L T Tree 3 BEH XN TL E W (BP=0.6%, P=0.026 (wSH test)), fiH D2 Tree
1 BRI & 72, —HTT 3/ BREIRE T IL T, Tree 2 BHEH XN (BP=0.2%), fi
O 2 RFUTIEIFEFE I ez, 20 & 512, KR THW S 2,789 #IE T (F 1 Mbp) %
T2ty M, [NETIEMRETILOFELB ZTRTWVWI LRSI NI
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A | — Mouse
L Rat
Cow
Armadillo
Elephant
Opossum
e
0.05
B Mouse
—
[ Rat
52
Cow
Armadillo
f—————Elephant
Opossum
P
0.05
C Mouse
—
| Rat
88
Cow
Armadillo
Elephant
Opossum
.

3. Concatenate model (2 X % RRGM. (A) FHEMRET L (GTR+Ts), B) 73/
MEEHRE T JTT-F4+Ts), (C) I FY@EMEFIL (+T4) (X1 2H).

6. BiIzF7r—2ty bEREIL BN

AR TNEL 727 — &2y MIIEFIZE S OBIZTF 2SR I N TH D, KEETHOMEL
LR N — v OENZIEFIZRR W E T/ END. 22T, KIC 2,789 HDE(E T LI

W BINT A =2 %52 THE T 3 Separate model % FHW TR 4 ¥ Z 7 - 72 (Kishino and
Hasegawa, 1989). Z Z Ti¥ MOLPHY (Adachi and Hasegawa, 1996) IZ& 41 CV) % TotalML
TaT T LEHANTET -4y NOWNBICE AR L7z, %72 Kishino-Hasegawa test (KH)

(Kishino and Hasegawa, 1989) ¥ & U weighted test of Shimodaira-Hasegawa (wSH) (Shimodaira
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% 2. Concatenate ¥ & U Separate model T L 7-BED & RBRFL x5 BP DIk
. #c, K, nldZNZh Separate model IZ#51F 2 E(ZT 7 7 TV B (#c =1 DEGHE
1% Concatenate model), /35 A — &%, WEE (34 ) 2K, ZOBETFHTT
V13 2,789 BIA T Z W T OB RIZHEDVT I L - T3 & 52557 n/K 78 40
LD RZFVEEIT AIC %, 40 Iz LVlaid AICe 2FHATR R L. £72, AIC
3 L < AICe 2W/MI % 54752 K7 THRNL /2.

A HEBRET N (GTR+TY)

#e LnL K n K AIC AlCc Treel Tree2 Tree3

1 -4076316.3 26 1011870  38918.1 81526846 8152684.6 0.0 0.0 100.0

5 -4059904.9 130 1011870 7783.6  8120069.8 8120069.8 0.0 0.0 100.0

10 -4058547.6 260 1011870 3891.8 &117615.2 81176153 0.0 0.0 100.0
56 -4055469.5 1456 1011870 695.0 8713851.0 81138552 0.1 0.0 99.9
100 -4053634.1 2600 1011870 389.2  81712468.2 8112481.6 0.1 0.0 99.9
200 -4049237.9 5200 1011870 1946  8108875.8 8108929.5 0.2 0.0 99.8
558 -4035535.0 14508 1011870 69.7  8100086.0  8100508.1 1.7 0.0 98.3
930 -4022303.0 24180 1011870 41.8  8092966.0 8094150.0 3.6 0.0 96.4
1395 -4006623.4 36270 1011870 279 8085786.8  8088483.7 25.0 0.7 74.3
2789 -3963489.9 72514 1011870 14.0  8072007.8 8083203.5 86.2 4.1 9.7

B, ARVEMRETI (+1y)

#e LnL K n WK AlC AlCc Treel Tree2 Tree3

1 -3828351.7 81 337290 4164.1  7656865.4  7656865.4 88.1 11.3 0.6

5 -3810589.3 405 337290 832.8 7621988.6 7621989.6 94.3 5.1 0.7

10 -3808198.7 810 337290 4164 7618017.4 7618021.3 93.3 5.9 0.8
56 -3802941.9 4536 337290 744  7614955.8 7615079.5 93.0 52 1.7
100 -3799324.6 8100 337290 41.6 7614849.2 7615247.9 94.0 4.9 1.1
200 -3791928.7 16200 337290 20.8 76162574 76178922 91.0 8.1 1.0
558 -3766336.0 45198 337290 7.5  7623068.0 7637056.1 96.7 29 0.3
930 -3741173.9 75330 337290 4.5 76330078 7676332.8 98.0 1.7 0.3
1395 -3712084.5 112995 337290 3.0 7650159.0 7764009.4 96.2 38 0.0
2789 -3621322.1 225909 337290 1.5 76944622 8610876.3 89.6 10.4 0.0

C. 73 /BBIRETI JTT-F+TY)

#He LnL K n WK AlIC AlCc Treel Tree2 Tree3

1 -1905933.9 37 337290 91159 3811941.8 38119418 51.6 0.2 48.2

5 -1879320.4 185 337290 1823.2  3759010.8 3759011.0 63.4 0.2 36.5

10 -1877405.7 370 337290 911.6 37555514 37555522 63.9 0.3 359
56 -1875094.5 2072 337290 162.8 3754333.0 3754358.6 56.6 0.1 43.2
100 -1873607.4 3700 337290 912 3754614.8 3754696.9 58.7 0.5 40.9
200 -1870213.5 7400 337290 45.6 37552270  3755559.0 59.8 0.2 40.1
558 -1858842.6 20646 337290 16.3 37589772 3761669.7 81.2 1.1 17.7
930 -1847528.8 34410 337290 9.8 3763877.6 3771696.4 81.6 6.5 11.9
1395 -1834624.0 51615 337290 6.5 3772478.0 3791129.7 87.1 10.9 2.0
2789 -1799245.4 103193 337290 3.3 3804876.8  3895855.7 93.4 6.6 0.0

and Hasegawa, 1999) I3, CONSEL (Shimodaira and Hasegawa, 2001) & W CEIHE L7z, 7 —
M Z b Z v 7l (BP) 12 RELL ¥ (Kishino et al., 1990) ZFH\WC 1 FEIOY %V 7Y v 5k B2
Kotz ks, ETNERIROMUEL U T3RMbiEHaER%E (ATC) 28 U 7z (Akaike, 1973).

AIC =—-2logL + 2K (L =likelihood, K =737 X — 2 §)
FORER, TN LI, 738, 2 P VEBREFTLOWTICIHBENTE Tree 1 11
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Hah-(E1D)., FAEEBKIUT IV BERTTILTCIHEE T &EI20EIL 2#013 AIC (12
HOCLEEIDEWETFLTHE I EAMENSZ TR VEBRETFTLTREBZH6L/55 4 -8
NETELZ ENFRKTAICHDWPIER O NG 5728, FET 52 Le0rItBEbsd
Tree 1 ZXFFd 2 VIR E K - 72,

IFVEBETLTERONLLSIC, 2,78 HADBIZTZhZUIFEITE /3T 4 —4
B DERT 5720, ZO5HI0 AIC ORHEL S RWETILTH S LITF0Ihin. %
ZT, 202,78 BIZTA2FOMILEEZ L2 D2 A FITVIIHGY, ZOAT7TY e
WZBEBNG A= 52-ieb ko7 Thbb, FFEIETIED ML EFTHES
N % &A% (total branch length) Z48fEE LT, ZORZVWEOLE AT IV 326 %>
7z. ZFODBE, 5, 10, 56, 100, 200, 558, 930, 1395, 2,789 @D H»F TV IZHFBIL, ZhZh
IZBJ L T Separate model Z@MHA L7z, £/ Z ONTOEE, AIC T3 /ST X — 2 BHIERIZE
WETFILRRVWET L E AL SNBMEANDH 57280, ZOMO ZM1EL 72 AICe ERA L 7.
RN OBE, 735 A — 2 BU(K) 1S3 L TH A 5 (n) 2RI K & g (n/ K > 40) AIC
ERAL, /NEFHUE (n/K <40) AICc #{# 5 Z & 23{ESE Ty % (Burnham and Anderson,
2003; Posada and Buckley, 2004) .

AT (=35 4= 5 n=EE(H 4 VD)

#2103, BEHLIVAIC (3 LI AICY) R L ZMERTH 5. HRERET LTI, 5B
AlCc #HMEL L2 A T 2,789 BIZ T T IC B A B /S5 A — 2 2 52 EFLPRETH
5LV RERNEEN, Tree 1 BXFFI N/ (BP=86%). T F YV EHRET LTI n/K OfidHh
5 AIC #HUeL LTHW, 100 4 73V OFHETANRE TH b LRI Nzh, Ty Tree
1 %#%FL72(BP=94%). 727 3 JERL NIV TIE 56 717 T VIZHEIL 72358102 Tree 1 2%
TR T D 572728, Tree 3 LIFIFABEICKRENBMRICE 72 Led-T, BET%
AT TV FFUEGAIZBE TS AIC 7213 AICc 1235\ T Tree 1 25 & FIREME W2
EATRE .

AlCc=AIC +

7. EIEREORVEGFEREL 25HE

HEALHE O H VEIA T 1L, long branch attraction, YEIERHEK DR D, heterotachy 7 & D
BAERKELL, TODFERTES-RBEE2XFLTLESHAENRLIELIEH % (Delsuc et
al., 2006; Philippe et al., 2005; Brinkmann et al., 2005). L7223-7T, %5 L7281 %Ky
T Concatenate model &8 U 72354, Separate model & 6] UINEi%# T 528 Lirkwn
(Philippe et al 2005 Brinkmann et al., 2005). % ZC, A& T DOH A & #E(LEEE O B
T EBROZZGA IS RFIRGI T 2 XF» E S ET 220 &7 BIRIIZIE, 2,789 (4
TF—4sty bo)qji)’BJﬁ{tﬂEfE@EblﬂLﬁ (ERR DK Z WIIE) 12 50 BE 3Ok T 56 D
F—4ty b EAED, ZNFNIZE L T Concatenate model Z W2 #2625 > TH
RAIREZ KT % BP HOHERE 272, £ OFER, HHL XL TIEFICHS Xhdh T
Tree 3 O BP {HAELEE OB VVEE T 2R X TIZETRIMIZTAD, KD DI Tree 1 R
Tree 2 (K12 Tree DIZHT 2 BPEBIEEIRL T2 (X4 (a)). £72, 73 /BT Tree 1
R 31 L TUHRIERFRE DL FF &R LT 7223, EEE OBV EIR T %K< & Tree 3 D BP
AR T2, fRHDIZ Tree 1 O BPEAHIK L7 (K4 (). HICa FYyEBET L
2B W T D AEHRIRFAFE D 726012 100 BZ T OB T 28 (D F — & £ MBI L TR
L7zh, fE) Tree 3 PHAIE N D LI MRICELII AL 572 (X4 (b)), &k, WIFhofif
HrC & EET & KEIZER < & BSRIREH I3 2 KR BERIC 2 2 4%, T AU DN
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A. Concatenabe mode|

{a) & (GTR+ 1) By IFA (4T () FE/MUTT-F+ 1)
- A A . N
" A P T Tl g’ & i i
- ¥ w— ey X e E "
- F Sl P v r Mo
-t LS i o PN L
& 1 & R ¥ - L"_ ol B o0
- of - i - W - W W y
- b im aa 4 gt
1 i s o I.'. . AT
P - il B ' - ol o 0l
. — - -— e L R T ur S —— N ———— — B Na— &
o R PP PFSEP SRS CPPFPPSPPPPTIT
. Separate model (AFTUHLYVORETESE)
(d) 3 (GTR+ ) () I [+ T, (D FE/MUTT-F+ 1)
e -
- L ¥ - e - a
" e y
= n-._.1 M - -q,. n..."-l'\-h"ﬁ - ..‘.L..-f' \ &
- L2 # ¥ 1 - W *-..‘ F . " J‘ \ 1 "
o i ) - L | s o - y | Vi
n el b | = oty I & i ,.:’-.' :’.R'.. iy |
& 2 L .,-+ o ¥ 1 o o a I
- P o
- A i o : P ' ": J e SR v
PE— e T el | LB -4 I = -
P PP PP IF? P RP PP PP FEF Y RNy
C, Separate model (2 RETFIZHT)
(g) HE (GTR + ) (b} 2Fz- (+ 1) () FE/80 (JTT-F + )
. " -
bl i oo T TN P bl A . O "h"'-..,
. Wiy pf¥ T, e e, SV = 8 M M
» - - Fa - v
s | 1 W T o W 7 =i "1
- - i - N N f |
- " i Vi L
» " - ]
- ] -
".. -:.r_'n'i_ e o O N Fom I: - . sl I: - "
R T = SR O B A o S B L g

4. BHEREOKELEIZT % 50 $OME LU THRIT L 2BEO & R/MIRGH x5 BP s
. M3 4 2,789 R T T — 4 £y b OHLSBROZEIETERERT. AEIE, Tree
1(%), Tree 2(¥¥ %), Tree 3 (¥fk) 1Zk4 2% d. (A) Concatenate model,
B) F—sty b &R EIZ50 #IZ T3 ODH 7 T VIS Separate model T
fiidr, (C) 7 =4ty b&EZHZThOMIET T LI Separate model T, %7 — 4
oy MZBILC, HAERET L (GTR+Ts; a, d, g), I FVEHRETIL (+1y; b,
e, h), 73/ BEMRETI JTT4+Is; ¢, f, i) TEHL 7=

BIZFHFICBOWTRBRE TN T YA PP RTELZELDEKTHELEEFELONS.

EHIZZD 56 DT — 41y MZBILT, #LEEZ L1 50 > OMEETA AT T &
LCH, BT IVIZHRES/59 A —4 %57 5 Separate model 2 L7z, ZOFER, BP
D HEFLIT Concatenate model DIGH & JEFIZFHBPIL T /2, FHCT I/ BERE T LTI,
ERETHHOZEAE 56 77 TV O EIH AIC IZH W THREET L TH Y Tree 1 & Tree 3
AR IS SR 2 AR T h - 7228, MEALHEE DM OEIE T 2R < & Tree 1 12349 % BP 2
ALK 4 (). X612, ZO56HOF =2y ML T, ZhZhOEETZ L1258
L 7= Separate model & M L 7z, IERAES L ~NIL T2 Z OABIE T2 E] U 728725 AICe O
BUETIREE T L & 05, WAL, a by, 7 I 7BOVTHhOMNTIZHE TS, HELEE DM
WHEIZ T 2RO 25GE1E Tree 3 3 >72 (K 4 (g1)).

PED X512, KRR THOEREBZFT -4y MIET LI LICKRES RE 545
WERNT T EHR Iz FEEAS|D Concatenate model 13 —A%XAIIZ & < FHW S N 5 ML T
BHDH, TIUZKD & Tree 3 23IEHIZM ZLF SN2 (BP=100%). ZHIZH LT, #EIEZT T
L, DAIWVTEIZT AT TN ZEIZHEILTHI A DI8T X — 4 % 5-% 5 Separate model T,
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AIC 5 LU AICc DBUEIZ LD Tree 1 ZXHFTHETADPREET N L &> 7z, Z ORGP
5, Tree 2R 3 DHEEM A FHITX 72D TIEH VD, Tree 1 (7 7V HEFAN RN /00E) D
THEME A I & WV EAVRN S . ABFSE & FHPL L T, Hallstrom et al. (2007) (33T 2,840 &
BF7 — 2 # O TEEEO Y EAMEL O REIZEL D A, Concatenate model % FW 72 f#HTIZ
077 HEEHE ARENERMTH % & T0a. Lo Lkd S RIFROMRATRER
AEETDHE, 5D FT — 4 & Separate model AT 5 & & LTI AU R 2 585
RNBOoNATREMELR DB EELONS.

8. HRMEWESIZEI LARRIXM,?

&) ARRED T — 2 EFWIZGETY, R 7270 A XF LT L £ 5 BRAWLS 29E L
bhs. (DIERL LIE7 I/ BAKOMD (Rokas et al., 2003; Phillips et al., 2004; Jeffroy et
al., 2006), (2) BT L ITHEILHEE AKX < Fik 2B Z 5 long branch attraction (Soltis et
al., 2004; Dopazo and Dopazo, 2005; Philippe et al., 2005; Felsenstein, 1978), (3) f#AfiZ vy 5
DYV 7)) v DD (Soltis et al., 2004; Blair et al., 2002; Philippe et al., 2005), (4) Heterotachy
(B4 + Z & DHEALEE DZAL) (Lopez et al., 2002; Philippe et al., 2005; Brinkmann et al., 2005;
Spencer et al., 2005; Kolaczkowski and Thornton, 2004; Lockhart et al., 2006; Shalchian-Tabrizi

% 3. TREE-PUZZLE #H\ 7=, 7 3 /[ - SEHUR 2 B3l & Hlk L 72 2 BoE.

A TE (B) £—2a K> N
Species P-value of y” test Species P-value of ¥ test
Human 97.59% Human 39.93%
Chimpanzee 97.35% Chimpanzee 34.89%
Macaque 97.56% Macaque 43.06%
Mouse 0.00% Mouse 0.13%
Rat 0.00% Rat 0.03%
Dog 59.92% Dog 0.16%
Cow 0.02% Cow 0.00%
Armadillo 91.13% Armadillo 30.99%
Elephant 99.99% Elephant 99.78%
Opossum 0.00% Opossum 0.00%

(C) = R AT (D) =20 R 2R
Species P-value of y” test Species P-value of 37 test
Human 28.59% Human 0.00%
Chimpanzee 29.27% Chimpanzee 0.00%
Macaque 23.16% Macaque 0.00%
Mouse 0.11% Mouse 0.00%
Rat 0.01% Rat 0.00%
Dog 29.54% Dog 0.00%
Cow 0.25% Cow 0.00%
Armadillo 92.38% Armadillo 0.00%
Elephant 82.46% Elephant 44.69%

Opossum 0.00% Opossum 0.00%
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% 4. FoMfHE 213 ¥ &K & Concatenate model (GTRAT'g) % FV 7= T O 3t Kok 1
D iR,

A) 7 ERSA
Tree <hL>(AlmLZ = SE) KH  wSH BP(%)

1 ~147.6 + 333 0.000  0.000 0.0
2 ~178.6 + 32.0 0.000  0.000 0.0
3 <-3,779,962.6 > 100.0

B) ToE (RUX - Fv k) ZHRA
Tree <InL>(AlnL + SE) KH wSH  BP (%)

1 -86.6 + 28.0 0.001 0.002 0.1
2 -120.9 + 263 0.000  0.000 0.0
3 <-3430106.9> 99.9

C) o EB LT L &R
Tree <InL>AInl + SE) KH wSH  BP (%)

1 -1252 + 303 0.000 0.000 0.0
2 -159.8 + 287 0.000 0.000 0.0
3 <=3127148.1> 100.0

et al., 2006) Tdh 5. & UAMENIIZIH T long branch attraction 2MEH L T\ 5 & 61F, R
Wl E TR OBEONIHTEICEIN 23T TH S, AFEOT — 4 v MW TERRS] %
Concatenate model THHT L 72FED 2B 3 TH 523, T2 TIILHEEAND YD 2, T v
b, DVICBWTEWHENRGNZ, —HT7 3 BREEMK O D % TREE-PUZZLE
(Strimmer and von Haeseler, 1996) & JIWTEMNT4 5 &, WU vY X, Iy b, w¥ilin
TREEMOARSNS (K3). ZZ T WG LS ZY YOl ZERE, AL ~LT
Concatenate model # W26 Z &> 72, & L Tree 31T T 3O LHOFHE NI NG
® long branch attraction 7 I / & - MK OO THIUL, Th b ZERO5E 12 Tree
1R 2AHFEN, Tree 31T 2 XFHIWD T2 LHIFFE NS, LArLahrs, HiRMIZIE
KATRTEHIZINE ZFRATE Tree 3 BHAD 5 TIEWITHR ZhiEdhiz, LEn- T,
Tree 3 &< X 5 £V FEHIZ, long branch attraction X7 2/ & - IO O 23H
KTidanwzAr5E2615. L2rd, RICZS LRV EREL RFTL TWB R 51T,
Separate model IZX > TZ DR ABGEI NS Z L IFHFEZIZK W, TH LT s, AT
TR LR OEVE, TR A EBETFROERIIFR 2S5 LE1 615,

O —DODOEEME LT, ST a s\ In BT -4 Yy PRISHIVAA TS Z ERNHE L
bNd. B LITIAMNHEL TOB % 6IE, Tree 3 % XFid 2 B(ZFHICIZRHT/ ST v /5T
T=ANLZIRAL T D L, 207207 DEZTFOEMRIMOBEZFEED b
RREL BB EASETVHEENE. T T, Tree 3 #XHT 5 843 WA T ZNZF DL
DA %42 2,789 BIE T D D LI L 72, Z OO 2RI PAML3.15 % HW\ T GTR+Ts
ETUNTHT L7228 DZEIEE LTWa., BRI 5 1R T &S ISBIETOEEED 5
IZHEZ BT O NS, 735 0 2 BB AY Tree 3 2 X Hid 2 BIZFIZRHICZ VL E WD iEE
Rohkhrorz, Lizd-T, ZhETOMNr» 513 Concatenate model 1234 TC Tree 3 &%
R L 72 R K HEICHEGR DT A Z 83 TE AL - 7.
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| E=ci==d

300 O Tree 34X F 4 5 F
]
N 200
I
)

100 l l‘

0 Ll—.IT } |.‘I1I1I1[lhmm I-|
Q".) b '»,9/,";9

%’&E

X 5. Tree 3 & %594 5 848 Min T (M) &4 2,789 BT () OEMHED i, #£8IETD
2R R1Z PAML 3.15 % JHIWT GTR+T's 7L Tl L 7=

9. #R¥E

27 ARBEORS T — 4 NER SN B IZON TR HO S M B 8IS
Ko TETHED, TR ONTEEFBIOMHERE - #L S 57 — 2 O RGHHEE I RIS
BB L R RIZBI U T H T & T 5 (Gadagkar et al., 2005; Seo et al., 2005). AWFET
3% 9 L2 REOMBE TR EFRA LT — 2 2y M WA ERET LIZE > T
ROPKESELD LI MmZsflanL 7z, %72 ORI long branch attraction X*HAlHH
KORD T3, 256 BEET T L DOMLHEE - M SF -V DRZLENTHDEE A
bENb. RMMNTIZET 5 Z 5 L7z 5 —1d long branch attraction RCESIFE DD L 0 &
BHiLIZ< 0, BZ 6L MNEBRTHILEL6NS. 61025 LT —I3#IAT
TR B85 A — 2 BIRET B Separate model TSN ETE S I L &R E N7z,
PED X512, R0 TR SBIERIZIEE ICHH T DIEAREEZ/NE<T5 2
ENRTESEOO, HMIZES T — ﬁ%%ﬁbf%ﬁbftiit%k&”@%ﬂ%i7Tﬁ
WtEnd 5. U7do CREEBIRZ S 22124 2 72012137 — 2 T+ icid @ 2 4,
BFZ L OMALHRE - ML/ S 2 — v DENEZEL ~)\7h7'L Separate model %’:ﬁﬂb‘éﬁ& LTxE
TLEBEL T ZEBRETH 5.

HHA U 7= & 512, HEHOVI O R R & 14 % 2 & 3R 2 KPS E) & OB %
IS 29 % ETIERICEHEETH 5. AR TIE Tree 1 MR & ATREMESNEWZ &R Sz
N, D 2 DDOPEHAFERIZIHETES LD TR AN 72, TH Ly ) sBilEDT -4 &
MHTE s ET IV ERCTEMGmMTTohanlLaFEA L, 5HRIZE5ICE DM
ZRMIICHY, KD ZOBIETFT 4% S 5ICRVELETLEHCTRIT5 Z &8
MEE 5. FEE BHEOMIIICEWTT A7 aY 2o P BGETTThTH 728, K
DEZOMEHWSZ ENANUMIRARERTHLEELOND. FLIH LT ) LT —
AREMENIUSBET T — 2 DAL SF, L b aRy Y ORFABITO X 5 % T (Nikaido et
al., 1999; Shedlock and Okada, 2000; Nikaido et al., 2001; Nishihara et al., 2005; Kriegs et al.,
2006; Sasaki et al., 2006; Nishihara et al., 2006; Murphy et al., 2007) & & TLAMIZT 70—
FELIENREE RS, TH LT ) LT =2 EBAMIENT 5 Z LT, HFLHOME LD
T, FRCHBHO I & KPR E) & OBEME S WIS 2255 Z & LHfFE 5.

aEE

Kfgen—EBi, CEHREEREE IS, X O HAREMIREL S 2 5 QNI EH - & X
7 LTSRS TEIR AT SE £ v 2 — DM RE AW B Z kb 7.
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Power and Pitfalls of Phylogenomics: Lessons from a Genome-scale
Analysis with Respect to the Root of the Eutherian Tree
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In the post-genomic era, genome-scale approaches to phylogenetic inference (phy-
logenomics) are being applied extensively to overcome sampling errors. Sampling error
vanishes as the number of genes provided for the analysis increases, but the fully resolved
tree can still be wrong if the phylogenetic inference is biased (systematic error). In the
present study, we collected 2,789 genes (1 Mbp) from 10 mammalian genomic sequences
by screening whole-genome data, and performed an extensive maximum likelihood (ML)
analysis to determine the root of the eutherian tree. The conventional method of concate-
nate analysis of nucleotide sequences strongly suggests a misled monophyly of Afrotheria
(e.g., elephant) and Xenarthra (e.g., armadillo). However, this tree is not supported by
a “Separate model” that takes into account the different tempos and modes of evolution
among genes, and instead the basal Afrotheria tree is favored. This analysis demonstrates
that the separate model, rather than the concatenate model, should be used in cases of
phylogenetic inference for genome-scale data.

Key words: Phylogenomics, maximum likelihood, separate model, mammalian phylogeny.



