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OhO| At MY BE M| 215} B

MEfAT

gof: HHAS IYS= RUAOIM= DNA &7| Ml 217t 2=0]2t= 712 ©RIE O|RH Lo
Off|ledts A|YolCt Wetd T I FHAe| ZAtzistet A0l JA0IA, (1) 2=0|2tk= 7
=CRIE FAISt T3] DNA 7| 2|20 283 = DNA 2|22d, (2) Z=2=2528 HAH
Oto|:=4to] HAstol| 2 HE & Of0[eth 2[EZE, (3) M7HS| HYIMES] #sto| 2ds & 2= 2
S, O|FH I L0 MI7EA| | 12|o] 2 S 42teh 4= ULt 0| == (MEiZ 2022)01| A
DNA 2|2} Zgh2 B|wof thsl &2 Bt At 2 ==20M= 0|H =201 0|0{A Otb[ =4t
2N I = DA Cfofl ZFStCt. 5 M S/ 2 S 0|88 2AAlS e 24 8, 24t
TEOM 2488 AA O YO thish =2|stt &42| o|A[E IQ-TREE, PAML 2043 0|8
St 20{=Ct

$/E: DNA 2%, oj0| =4t 23, 3= 23, Shimodaira-Hasegawa 24, AFHME, @, dy /ds
HBGA AL S5 L 0[2fZ26 IR AH74

O

17 = (M 2022)0)| 4 ARt e} o] DNA 71 2[¢ B2 A, C, G, T, Yl T/ 471 Atel9] A
e

TAslal 0] 5 4 x4 X 2Hg P2 T oFfl= Tamura and Nei (1993) 22 7} GTR (General
Time Reversible model; Tavaré 1986) . o] of| o]},

A C G T A C G T
A [ e KiTg Tr ] A [ anc brng cnr ]
R™ = ¢ T — g knr | s RETR = ¢ amy — dmng emr (1
G KiTa Tic — r G bry dne — Tr
T | T Kmc TG -] T | ¢Tta emc TG -
AZI Y T/ = 2 H719] WIS Yetll= E4p0] 1L, ki, ko= F F7-2] transitiono]] HE | 2HE-2,
a,b,c,d,e="F Z59] transitionT} A| ZF 2] transversion®]] Z}Z} T2 2|85 Shdsl= B4o|th o] g

3t 188 o] 85}to] 7L (likelihood) & AATS S~ 9111, 715 L & 0]-835}o] AIC (Akaike Information
Criterion; Akaike 1974), BIC (Bayesian Information Criterion; Schwarz 1978)5-2 AAIsto] R -& A 7FA
02 HWE 5 S At =R A Ay Fct?

S =
e Fel §A7014 DNA @7] Al7A7} shbe] 3= (codon) S 0] = FE-E ¥ o] (trans-

olt

L2 e 2o SAHE G R A §olt AT EAE FulolA e 19 (202112 Faste] Mstgic
http://www.kss.or.kr/bbs/board.php?bo_table=psd_sec

22 182 gL Exl ofd &R (5 2022)9] &S %Ak 7

ATEEE o] 8 Al ET ASHEE oA RS, 1R A A4

41
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lation)THg o] A Shite] ofu| e Abg 2] ghet. FET ofn] i Atk o] BAIE st IE HolE2
ol whet ol oheFet e Hol |7] A dlolE it ofy et A= HolEk tesHA HsteS &
2~ o}’ BE 7= g o]E(standard codon table)Q] 7% A7) AAF =T} 617429 AAFTE (sense
codon; o} e AbS A 5= FE)o] Y=l 61709 AlATEo] 20709 ofn|leib-S A otE 2 Y5 &

F9] FEo] FY ol itE A sHA "k 5Y o] iAlE AT FEAOIY] A2 FoA @
(synonymous substitution; [F]ZE #1), A= T ofu|ieilS XA ct= F= Ato] 9] X|ghS Hl-52] %] %}
(nonsynonymous substitution; Jf:[F]# & #t) o] 2 Shet.* 5 0] X g FA|oF H]F o] 2| $HghS T ejols B
o] opu| i AbX] g Yo al, F ol x| gk} H]- 5o | gk L& 5
9] z1gto] Foj | ghof| Hof AntgtF w27 dojup=715 3 =
Hg3}stal o] 5 o]-g-sto] EApol 285 AAAE o] A7 5 SR (AR H-§-2 Felsenstein

2004, Yang 20062 #F=5}2}).
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ook, S Fol ML A 24, AFSES] A v, AT A7 5 Aok
_H"__/H

q ALl S erstA 71 &g,

Ot0| At 2|2 23 (Amino acid model)

44 PP DNA B2 AYsHe 347} v 5517 ofm] eih )8 2% 20 x 20 L= ofu] it Abo]
o A1g-&= oAttt FE 9 (i, j) ae A ofu|leil a7} jHA o] kit a; = 2| 9hE = AT
Urehm chgat o] Ao et

Raiaj = Saja; Ta;, (2)

7NN A s4,a; B2 A THE-S A A oh= o] A o] ofn|icat A o] Hlw & gt A H groloh?
Ta; & O] eAt a;0] Hlko|th. DNA R ga} nph7bx] = (A HA 2022 %) ofr]ieit R AJZH7}
o1 /d(time reversibility)-& 7Rk AZMFA S-S M, Rya; = Ty Raje, BHe 38 S 7S 1|5t o=
Saia; = Sajars 2P| QRO

%719 ¥HE01 %] Dayhoff et al.(1978) g2 ofu] it A F dlo|E o] dafl-& $It AF o] Aklo|
5] AFEE AT 7007 1E0] Tl A F HolE =R E FAETL 85 % o]Ql AEE AET &
o] EZF H|W &2 -2 15000 7] €] opu| et 2|8 F/d-Z o]-§oto] B3-& F/d 5Tt (Mount 2004). ©]

—_

320234 11¥ @A) https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/Utils/wprintge.cgi o= 26 9] 7= g|o]|Eo] S x| o] it}
4312 synonymous/nonsynonymous substitutiong 22 §t2F 251l AR AL [[F/IERIZE B, LA [/
3F|7§§ Bia(E2 B o2 sty gl
35a, ;= 2] exchangeablhty coefficientz}1! F-Et}. A7 A QD Ho|H S| FR27F 2 4,
o7 1AE 7k AFESHot
NS oA AAF] MolS Sl AAW, YRS 02 TBEAA ALH AL oheh A AL
PVa1A o AL B AN AlZbol 27,
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S dlo|H &] 27t F7shH Kot A= /do] &2 ofm| Al 2| g BT
Whelan and Goldman 2001;Le and Gascuel 2008), B|EZE gJopu} o

)1 At 28 B8 5 Z9E] 9l th( Adachi et al. 1996, 2000). 0] 5L TEZH o 2 Al (2)0] e A o]
Hgofl whet FAIA RN 40, A5 B2t A= FEHE 22 "

J
SAE AE 4713 S|4 of
Z

[e] Sk =
19 1-& PAML T2 1 3(Yang 2007)0] Z3HE lg.dat T o] Y80 2 ofn|l- A L g o] H| WA
Z|Zofl 7HH LG 2 (Le and Gascuel 2008) 9] 54,0, #h52 WERH Z o]t 20 x 20 PHF- F=ohct 7
=] H= 37 S o [e) = =
PO UL BAG AR 500, = 500, OV LR $HFTE RHA O 22 g5 0] 91X 5HA Ak b2}
= = — — = v
W FH O FEol BAE o LG Yo ﬂiE 7H8sh= otu|leAt Rk 7F i & o] glet. of Hl
L=ye) =] =7} S o n
Ee2 Y ofulleat M HoJH 2R E sqq, b5 F7 FoI ol ofn] el Yo HEER
=L g | =1 5 )= = =1
A A SHz obu] At ¥l BA wlo] e o] ¥k ok APt o] 7} 9lo] KAl Hlo]E o] Mk g Abghe
= L Z 0 L_ = o =
o] Hrp Aol 5 T2 Bl 78771 Bt o] A" Fold HlojHo M A ¥ H=g
= = = = = = .
AT T HF B 18 B o) 2ol F7RiThel: LGHE).
0.425093
0.276818 0.731878
0.395144 0.123954 5.076149
2.4859084 0.534551 0.528768 0.062556
0.969594 2.807908 1.695752 0.523386 0.084808
1.038545 0.363970 0.541712 5.243870 0.003499 4.128591
2.066040 0.390192 1.437645 0.544926 0.569265 0.267959 0.348347
0.358658 2.426601 4.509238 0.%27114 0.640543 4.513505 0.4238581 0.311484
0.14%530 0.126991 0.191503 0.010690 0.320627 0.072854 0.044265 0.008705 0.108882
0.395337 0.3018458 0.068427 0.015076 0.594007 0.582457 0.069673 0.044261 0.366317 4.145067
0.536518 6.326067 2.145078 0.282959 0.013266 3.234294 1.807177 0.296636 0.697264 0.15%9069 0.137
1.124035 0.484133 0.371004 0.025548 0.893680 1.67256%9 0.173735 0.139538 0.442472 4.273607 6.312
0.253701 0.052722 0.089525 0.017416 1.105251 0.035855 0.018811 0.08%9586 0.682139 1.112727 2,592
1.177651 0.332533 0.161737 0.394456 0.075382 0.624294 0.419409 0.196961 0.508851 0.078281 0.249
4.727182 0.858151 4.008358 1.240275 2.704478 1.223828 0.611973 1.73%990 0.99001Z 0.064105 0.182
2.13%501 0.578987 2.000679 0.425860 1.1434580 1.080136 0.e604545 0.1Z%836 0.58942p2 1.033739 0.302
0.180717 0.593607 0.045376 0.029890 0.670128 0.236199 0.077852 0.2658491 0.597054 0.111660 0.619
0.218959 0.314440 0.612025 0.135107 1.165532 0.257336 0.120037 0.054679 5.306834 0.232523 0.299
2.5475870 0.170887 0.083688 0.037967 1.959291 0.210332 0.245034 0.076701 0.119013 10.649%107 1.70
0.07%066 0.055941 0.041%77 0.053052 0.012937 0.040767 0.071586 0.057337 0.022355 0.08Z2157 0.099
B R N ol C 8] E 3 H I L E M F F 5 T WY W
Ala Aryg Asn Asp Cys Gln Glu Gly His Ile Leu Lys Met Phe Pro Ser Thr Trp Tyr Val

29 1. PAMLE 2 1380 %3 lg.dat 1), LG ofu] il 28 29 9 5,,,, 2k} ofm]ie AT W7} A4 wof it
PAML I & 9 o= Th4:0] *.dat m}elo] glo] 1o} -2 a0 2 ofu]ic it mgo] pet RS B gk,

HEAL ofolieAl BT Y ¥ FFE FOIE AL 00, AES A2} 5}0] 17 20] HABHS
oh7 B3] tha Wol7} Mol AR A ABPFS AT FATE & S ek Fe sara
23780] W53 obul A7l 47 A8 A F21, 72072 o)

O

I
2E BYL 30 JATES AL 61719 TE Atole] &S AT BYo|ch? Ao TE B
(Goldman and Yang 1994; Muse and Gaut 1994)0] AJA]H o]zl o] & 7}2] B 9] I = o] A7[E] o]

RN Aol ool Al 1517} 55 s A E S ol
}

g, GEE FESHET LG Ho]E o] FRE eIk 3 55 o] 712 Pelolet e 4 glet.
o Rt S el 5] £ 5ol Al Lt ST, 55 5] ol ol 25 4)o]
et B = Bol AL Mo HE T ES APESR AWSHAIE, 7|4t (3-8 T2 2E Ho|Helw SokA 28 HL.
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value value
o 100
° °
g 75 9 6
_E 5.0 _8 4
S €
< 25 < 2
0.0 0
Amino acids
mtREV24
Arg
Leu
Ser
Ala
Gly
Pro
Thr-
val value
.'S lle- g 7.5
8 Asn- 8 ‘
_E Asp- .g 5.0
£ os- £ T2
Gln-
Glu-= 0.0
His
Lys~-
Phe -
Tyr =
Met-
Trp-=
Amino acids Amino acids

3% 2. ofm| e At B O 50, BT Saa; REC] LT ST ofm| et A2 Z]gho] HIHSHA] dojd-S ofn|gitt. o=
LG(Le and Gascuel 2008), WAG(Whelan and Goldman 2001), mtREV24(Adachi et al. 1996), JTT(Jones et al. 1992) U]
25 ofu| it X8 BES Ak 7hR % obuli At 4] (ol A 9k Al obuli T 441 (S1ef 4] ook
2t
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01} 07| A= vl A da] AF2E= Goldman and Yang (1994)0] F= 2|3 28 (0]s} GY94RLE)
1 ool teFs] Attt GY94 B2 F = r= R H FEss v 42 AXHEe dojue A ghaS
a1k ol 4t

0,  DNA 947] %74 o]/ 2| &t
0KkT,, H]Z2]2]%} & transition
H]5- 9] x| 2} & transversion , 3)

K7, =2]2|&} & transition

T = 90]2| 3} & transversion

A7|A fi= Fa= 5O RIS oJn]ettt. GY94 B2 “F= 2|2k DNA ¢7]2|gho] Z2] & o] Loty

71k, 22131 o} B A17H kol DNA 971750l ghil et dofuba S o] 4pe] 1779
o] FAlo dojuAlE e=rhal ZH R §H1 o] 7| x]gho] dojd, | 7] | gho] transitionE} Qo] H
KE 55} transition?} transversion®] 2}o] & 23} Jit}. o)== DNA R Fof| A HKY X & (Hasegawa et
al. 1985; el 20227} §AHgH A AoIch Eo|A|gHe oful 1AL Ws}A 72 ghon 2 Halge] 93
5 77 oo w0 uFe) AR AuHoR HAY] GFL 714 5 donz Jayde] G
=) Thof 2 gk ofmfiito] ZfA O] AHEo FEfstrtH 1 H[FO] A=A|ghe F x| ghof| HIS}

wkz7] Qo Zo] 11, Aol Eelstetnl 1 v
A A A7 AR 22D 52 P
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52,
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foh i
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ZRE R E 5 0] 2|31 o] 2457 kol FHH 0.2 Asfste
4744 P A1) A0S A o] A o] ASALG A A% 01, 0> L0 <
o] gt} ufeb Po|H 2R E F4% 17| o] B4 wo] 27|12 S Po|Hel A seo] 4astdA]
T g 4 gl Zlolth

4 (3)9] ols12 571 9181 61 x 61 B F F3] QXL ok27] UL TsHz A4 0] BE ALo] o
8-S ofefor o] b glrt. o & o] CGT2HE CGCRZ 9] Mg WA T7} CE Hl X
o] o= transition ©] L2 X $HE-S CGCO| W meae®t ko] FO] FH|E Lhetojzlth, CGTREH
AGAZ O] |82 7 0] @17] 1) 8HS 4-315h0 2 2|3H&-2 00] HT}. Hh L5 5 o|x]gho| 0 0 Bt

5] ety FojFE7|2E AT Lol 2to]7} 917] ufiel(codon bias) HHEIA] At ] GgFo] Qlrkie & 4
§lo (S S©1, Plotkin and Kudla 2011) H]-F2] 2] ghof] H]shH 21 G2 1] 10}E}L 7 4 Sl
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EFE 2] =t
CGT cGC CGA CGG AGA AGG
cer [ - KTcGe TcGA TcGG 0 0 ]
CGC KTCGT - TicGA rolele 0 0
CGA TeGr TeGe - KTcGG  TaGA 0 4)
CGG TeGr TeGe KTCGA - 0 TAGG 7
AGA 0 0 TTcGA 0 - KTTAGG
AGG 0 0 0 TCcGG KTAGA - ]

M & 20| Bl uwel 4y

Q1E £o]L} DNA o] Tl Tg5)] 9= 97]4 9L DNA 2|3 mgufel] Aglo] of )7}

20
>
e

-

"1 (DNA, o4t = HY) O Yol 4§ 7Hesl 23

A =1 (AEA 2022)0 4] AIC &2 BICE 2] JREF 7|55 ©]
t}orel DNA R3S ulTots A8 ekt 2.8 B 0 2 ofelr) ofliedt 2, 52 3
S BN, B9 4, HlolE O] AL (Dl E A FulolE o do] AT o]-§ste] AIC, BIC
£ 4o & 1Al o] 5 T B H|w 7} 7F5 St oA " DNA B 15 oA, &2 ofnfieit g
IEWNA, &2 F= By TIFHolA o] B Hlule o] &9 480 Agsto] vl a] £A & 4 Sl
SR A2 E}—E— 250) w9 nat 18 Dol Qo Al 18-S 2edes dole] 227 oha
oh Al 159 B2 212 4, 20, 61712] 971, otm]leqt, F=710] 2] g2 A oJshal Qlo] 2| gha P E o
S ehezol, Sol oAl UL 2 ololiAto 2 WiteHE 2igle] Sarsle] o] e
AeFslslA] ¢F o™ AIC, BICS 2] H| = 7F561A] ¢t} Seo and Kishino (2008, 2009)= 4-state DNA

o)L At 15, 61-stae T= B o] k2 A ASH HI-S A2 H 64-state R 0 2 7HFE

E
Kl
lo

(]
ofo
ol

2

],

rir
K
ofl

O

DNA B8-2 Ul 557 @71 Aole] 218 1efat7] 2o o]l o] Zhelo] o} A4t we] & % 9]

3, wrebA] dpe] Blole B4 Aag 4 glrhs g2e] Slek. shAIgh DNA B4 R A0 2 %71

H]@A21Q) S ek ), A ARES] W} 00 ofueki A ch B4 HA LED AL TE

Aolel, Ze) 31 A E 7], A gho] WAYE 4 Sk /- Gk whok DNA o] 7hgol] whebd] s

of A Aol Eo) A MY sHA ZRH02 G7] Mho] Yoldrhel o Lxbeli= A EC] FRI| %
.

Stal, AT =AMl AF =0 2|gho] By | e g Zolt). SRRt o] A4F2 AA| Zlshaprg oA
Aal7] ol gk oA Y T 7hA] rEol L WA 7o) DNA 29| 458 Asfels agles
ZF82-51}H(Seo and Kishino 2009).

otu|lo At X2k B2 thEFo] HlojH = e FdA o2 L ofu| et A2k A K (s, AE)E WYt
Th= o] Alek. 3k, vl E- 2] gt 112 6}7] w7of 5 9] 2] ko] A Sl(saturation)of] FF-S 2] of+=

a2 o 2 74 ekl ghAleh o] 2812 Q] Fx7F R 07 o5 75k By o] Hrk(Seo and Kishino 2009).
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dojut Z AT of 71712 7 o] 2 2 (Maynard Smith and
4] S5 oot 142 Asen A 424

Z Q3 HAHE 71271 glof o] 2 UEH o
A& 714 & 4= th(Seo and Kishino 2008).

FE 2L AU|AE Fo/HFe] Agor TR & Alo]o] ATHAQ HAYES HFHo=
Hlasto] ZAppEo A 283t A O] A7 E SAT 4 Utk Aol DNA 2ol ofm|le it
R 9Dt T e Ao myo] gojg AFEE $257 ofu| At 25 A B E vl sl
50l B2 gFAFE o] & A th(Seo and Kishino 2008, 2009). 5}, 61711 2] 5 = Afo] o] 2] 8-S 11 235}

w2l go] o] AHlo] $H A 0 2 F7ste] AibA|7ke] Bho] ARths go] 9L
A 50 B0 AL B 10 el strh. ADeo]H o] T2, ALLE $I5t 2] £20] A, o

B BAj0] Ba5 A9e F34 02 nefote] YL vla/ad ol & Hlolct

2 ok =4

(1) DNA |8 2.9 AREE T} e ma“ﬂﬂeﬁﬁwbﬂﬂ

@) oPulicAt X1 B | AFHOR AL X3 AR v
50|28 Hifol AeFS WA kS | FOINT AR £
() PE AP R AR 4% Vs AR E Y

B 1A IF 299 4

Glojef £412| of

PAML (Phylogenetic Analysis by Maximum Likelihood; Yang 2007) & 1 o] Sof| A §-3g
2|17} % (Maximum Likelihood;ML) 24 -8 o]-&5}to] theket Bxl2s} BAL & 4 9]
A 7] Z]olc. thdRt T2 IS 2ol Q= 11 FollA FE BP0 o) ieqt RS
BA% 49l 1z 7382 codemlo|t}.1?

Codem! 2 785 o] g5t to]8] B4 AL A T F2 S Ri=fo] AL TR h (Alvarez-
Carretero et al. 2023). Alvarez-Carretero et al.-2 138 91 (Hou et al. 2007)]| 4] 2415t 9 =2}
o] 21 9] A712} A ko] gk REAIE, A Ado] H T AS4: Aol 914
23912 o] g5fe] 2ASH WS AWk ook 2 = RelAE Alvarer-Carretero et al.o] 447
91742 Hlo] ] o] §5}0] DNA 23, ofu Al B, B R 0 2 HAATHE 745k S 71

z

[¢]
2Fo] A ohal, T3 S F= RS o] 85 o B4 F45hs 24 oS Hol At Alvarez-Carretero

I2DNA 23t =& © 2 ML 342 5= baseml, 7] S =4 35}= memctree, A G |0 E] 2] A BH|0] 4L 2=385}= evolver
= ookt =2 T3 o] mjj7] 2] of] GHE] o] )t} http://abacus.gene.ucl.ac.uk/software/paml.html
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ctal o] TE2] R4 HofE AQAH B7HE A st B4 (A,
M7, M8 AH B 952 g st

C)

Y942 5H5- 0] Mla, M2a,

o]
Z7b2 Agaof & AR Bol 2 =Rl Ak ek, 1
14 %

R

oll

Mx 5+ 2= myxovirus©f| tff 5] % Hg (antiviral activity)2 WA st= FdAke|H, AP A(Hou et
al. 2007)°1 A Rt 12F(Z7 2F, ZF-F 105)2] 24 A} Fofl o] 2 ATl oFe A= o]
ZFe gl 71 L9 2 O] ISl A o] = 2 _4 2 A Eo] 28309 0] oFaf At} Alvarez-Carretero et al.(2023)
+ Hou et al.9] =] 7|&d A2 weh d71M 92 diolH Hlol 225 H Q)= Ad™ato] 12 1989
d719] glolg HEES At B =R o A= Alvarez-Carretero et al.(2023)0] AAHgH A}l glo] el S
ol BAg Bt ¢

O

IQ-TREEE 0| &%t ML A&2| =4
F= A HlolE 745 917t codeml & T2 A5 FAY 7]50] glof AR Als4-E A A Sllok
Shoh AR of] Fo 7 Al BA7E oW TS AMESHH H oW, o7 A= AlFEATE
8-S st Asa 54 DARE AlARiTh

7] DNA 2 &-& 0]-&5lo] ML Al54-5 S sl A} o] A =7 (A=A 2022)°f| 4] A g3 IQ-TREE
n2 ;B8 A8t P Qo WY NETEES

ilies

o] (2t7] — cmd.exe Q12 5 clg]) T2 7 Al
& 24 (B EAoME U2 C:\tempE A7) 2 o] 5t} Alvarez-Carretero et al. =5o] A AL-&-¢
Mx_aln.phy o} 7} IQ-TREE 27158 Adfo] »Q3t libiompSmd.dll, igtree.exe 1tU-S 22 ET
= A},

oJubA o 2 el I o) © Azt 31 = o] A Aol EVt F0] %] EH0) AL 7t Wol A5t 7} uf -2
w2 o}, webA] FEo] AHA Afo|EE W o] mle]do g 7t - 4
39] 8-S mtd Y partition_info.txto] E]AE BT 2 A s}A}. ]_11:_ Mx_alnphy o 24 97]4
glolg 9] mte]d AHE AT # nexus’= AA FAlo] A o

1.4

N
_O,L

l >
0%
1>
oo,
o
11
)
rlr
N
1©
I
o
I

3

#nexzus
begin sets:
charset partl = Mz_aln.phy: 1-1989~3 2-1989~3;
charset part? = Mz_aln.phy: 3-1989-3;
charpartition mine = GIR+F+G:partl . GTRE+F+G:partZ:
end ;

39 3. e Ad 2178 3 oA E 2] mhd partition_info.txto]] Ml HHE A4ttt

‘begin sets;’ 2} ‘end;” 7] Y= Ato]of o] A A A-S 25t} ‘charset’ @} ‘charpartititon” 7] ¢ =& ©]-85}
o] TE] A2 A oJ3tch. ‘1-1989\3° 2 A0 E 1,4,7,--- ,3k+1,--- 19875 o]u|5}al 2-1989\3’-2 Alo]E

13 Alvarez-Carretero et al.o] ZHA1E 9] :=Eo] 4] -Z7H3F PAML -,ETEE'J ot https://github.com/abacus-gene/paml-tutorial o] F=
28-S 0] 83t thoFst B o] AJfE|o] Qlot B =RoA TR M0 R8-S o]-235F B2 Alvarez-Carretero et al. 9] £ 1}
A 41 4 SOIA o7k Ajelst glovt Aate] 2 e Rl

l4glolg &4: https://github.com/abacus-gene/paml-tutorial/tree/main/positive-selection/00_data

Dhttp://www.iqtree.org/ 2 =50 A= version 1.6.12-2 AL-&5t53 ).

mquiﬂ B217135} glo]o| g BAlo) &5] AFEE= AA oFAlo|t}.

17 Alvarez-Carretero et al. =50 x| = RAXML I & 7 28 (Stamatakis 2014)-& o]-2-5}o] o}he] 4 A glo] ML AlB4E =4 6l=
o] Aol QIck. 1% 38 RAXMLo] AL§3H= e 7Rk 74 491 1842 RAXML A8 A2 225},
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2,5,8,+,3k+2,-- 19885 oJu|5}H ‘3-1989\3" I H|=ot WhA] 0 2 A olHnt. o] P42 =9 A

| AtO]EE-S mhE] 48} SHed] A4 0] A4 gh4lo|th ! o] % part] mHE]A

part2 ThE] Ao & GTR+F+G |3 23S & 9

dolZl Zh= AFESHH(+F 5 4), AuHEE R Alo] EXF
A

whel 4% o) partition.info.txt & A4 Fol Wed MBI E O the} ol At ol 7)o

OlfO il
>
N

C:\temp> 1igtree -seed 1 -s Mx.aln.phy -spp partition_info.txt -bb
1000 -redo

I8 4. Mx 9714 & H|o]Efo]] GTR+F+G DNA ¢ 2-§, ML Al5+& F45t= TH.

= & Mot} “-spp partition_info.txt”

=
SAe g 9 304 24t oheld HHE A7 “-bb 1000”= 2 E i (bootstrap) RHE314E 4]

Hohe AL UehiTh A E Y d.2 datelH 7 Aol E o] 48 AR 2Y 223t 1 A4S
FA5l= A2 UHESloe] Fo]7 clade?] ABE S EAE 35 (bootstrap probability;BP) =2 7 kst

H
Stc}h(Felsenstein 1985). IQ-TREE+x= Ultrafast bootstrap BI'H-& AFg5l=t] o]&= ML A5 &4 114
S AAT AeTE S8t THe R W52 RAEH ol H|sto] w2t 73 o] ot (Minh
etal. 2013). “redo” 52 T~ o o] & AT A o] A= 7-F ool B whLd ol WA-9-AL ThA]
A3} 918 Aok S s Aol

A1) A TLo] ZpA|SE U]-8-& partition_info.txt.igtree T} of] Z A= T 11

o %] =
gt GTRE G S| B(4] 19] a,b,c,d,e), FHAY Ao}&E TS SIS & Ity ML A'E+ parti-

ol 3 AETE FANEAL 18 49 Adow AL A md=& 4

18] WMeIg Fo 1% 67} Zo] APTE. o714 st NT2AA" §HE DNAZTE ofu]ieito

L= g|o]E (standard codon table) -2 AF-&3stth= oJnmjoltt. ‘NT2AA’ 0] A4St HT E
o ARE 5 Utk 71, R EY nEZEore] 9 NT2AA2E, &

Lo n[EZE2[oe] 79 NT2AA3E, o|fiA o2 I E Ho]lES A2t (AAe A2 IQ-TREE

812 Alo| EE mle] M 0 2 A A S wi= 1-200.400-500° o] H Al 0 2 Amo| AR wo] A 17HS ] AFTh E dlo]H &
97 35 oD PR 302 Lhe UM A E /|20 2 188 st Ao] o gl Heltt.

Pae) dujet ohg R A HSHE AR 7Psoin, T @714 TS AFete AR sPselt 2 BA6 AL F Tl
o] ATA 0 2 GTR+F+G BH-S A4t o] 4 =B 20204 d Bgu| S Fsto] 21o] nge Heyx4sh
R e Qo

2GR, +F, +G’ A thgh A2 o] =8 (A&7 2022)& F15}el IQ-TREEE +G'E “+G4' & <14ttt

2INNI(Nearest Neighbour Interchange), SPR(Subtree Pruning and Regrafting), TBR(Tree Bisection and Reconnection)g ThFsh
Z2Fo] 1t} hitps://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tree _rearrangement
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=31 s}ete] 4]

VOL. 2

97

100

100

98

88

100

100

100

100

Rhesus_macaque_Mx

Orangutan_Mx

Chimpanzee_Mx

Human_Mx

Dog Mx | Carnivora

Pig_Mx

Cow_Mx

Sheep_Mx

Rat_Mx

Mouse_Mx

Duck_Mx

Chicken_Mx

Rodentia

Outgroup

Primates

Cetartiodactyla

719 5. partition_info.txt.treefile I of] A A= A5 YR EQ] 2= BAE FHEo|tt AlES 717 9

dolg FAISIAL AT eAR 2t

cladogram

ool

ola}at.

C:\temp>
-redo

igtree -seed 1 -s Mx_aln.phy —-st NT2AA -m LG+F+G4 -bb 1000

729 6. Mx @714 Hlo]E|o] LG+F+G4 ofu] 1Al RUS K8, ML AESE 5
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AYAE FZ5kE. “-m LG+F+G4” A4 0 &, LG o] leqt AR F(LG), obr] kAt Bl k1= H|o]E 9
A DA Zhe AFE (+F 24), Ao EZF RISk o] o] - A] (Rate Heterogeneity Among Site, RHAS;
Yang 1994)2 U711 &) 7HH| A2 & 7HA] = o4t ARhE 2 (+GH = Ag et ZAZ2 o] A 82
Mx_aln.phy.igtreext & of|, 4 & 7|52 Mx_aln.phy.treefile 5} of] AZHt. A5+ S¢lstd 19
S9H thE ML A% 27} 910171tk Dog Mx©] €]2]5H th2d] B(H) A1) $570 2 Qorsiae 13
89] Tree22] & Efjo]™ Carnivora(Dog Mx)7} 1A% 1 & 2] BP= 62%°]|t}.

SOR GYH TE BYOE ATHE FAHRA. 1T 69] Ao 2L AW BASS AW
w9Jgh Fof] 17 73} o] AWTE o7] 4] “-st CODONI” S HETES AFgaehe ofnjolc}

C:\temp> igtree -seed 1 -s Mx.aln.phy -st CODON1 -m GY+F+G4 -bb
1000 -redo

]_

oL

ot
rr

I 7. Mx 714 € tlo]gfo] GY94+F+G4 T = HdS 28, ML Al E+8 74

L= 0] R EZE ot 79 CODON2E, 8 R o] nEFEg|otf] 79 CODON3E, o] Alo=
CODONH| o] 52 Eof thekst FE=H o] ES AT 4= T} “-m GY+F+G4” AR o= GY¥H4 I =
1Y, I RlE dolHoA dojl gk AR (+F 541), AFR] EXF X314 9] o] 4] (RHAS)E Y|
7o} ZHEl L& 7HA] = o4t v 2(+GHE ARttty = O AdYo] uH FAH AlFsee
Mx_aln.phy.treefile ©|2t= oA o] A H ). o] & ¢olSol™ 18 53 TS A5 A ojda &
4= Qlt}. CarnivoraZ} QA% F 9]0 BP= 56%% GTR X J-& AFgolo] €& 19 59 88 H = thA
Ul
o]/Fe] AtE g oFstH, DNA Rt Fi= B2 A FlSmw= 19 89 Treelo], ofu| it o
AHE S T+= Tree27t, ML Al 552 Aol F{th? o] A9 A-got= Bl mhabA], T2 22 myolzt
54 Ao whebA (el +G] A -7, obr] At B Fol A & LG, WAG, ITT-5 A8 of whet
o2 A7 dold = dh? 28 g o5 AlSS 7He] $4uATL BAH R fojusittal &
T =71 7k DNA R A= Treelo] 7 & Algol AT, oA o] Tree2Hth 46| Frhal
T 4= QIE7? ThoF Tree27} of&ob&5HA miste] 155 SHA| 23t Z o2t Tree2 ™ Treel 22| g7
S UA L2 = ofof g Aot
2 FRAEATTEY FEIATT AR L= {O5HA] ofd ] AA 5= o g2 o217t
-80]

oty 2 2pA|5t A -2 kst al o] 7] of A= Kishino-Hasegawa test

A

- H

_4

)
_}l_l
o
<
e
rr
Mo
1o
N
i,
:’%

(KH 7 4; Kishino and Hasegawa 1989)2} Shimodaira-Hasegawa test (SH 7 %J; Shimodaira and Hasegawa
1999)9] 7| & ofolt]of Bl = 775 Ax} oA " aE 7HeFsHA| A7 etk KH A 8-2 AP ol -4 8A 7t
AAEA] o2 T Aso 2I7FsE (log-likelihood) A5 0] 2po|7F SAX O & {-2J3hA] FA}
SR upol 1, SH 4L ofelle] A%4 5 At A701E 71 AF4ot Lol 2] AB4e] 2310]e]
28 =fol 2Ae EA2 e BPL o] &3 tlolH BAo| B s T-5-7] AZTA o thet AA|F =)= Akt
23Hou et al.(2007)-2 ofu] LAt A & 9] p-distance(O]-U] LA A F o] EY A v 78] 2 AAD ol Neighbor-Joining B (Saitou

and Nei 1987)-& 0]-85}0] Tree2 & %] 9] AlT4=2 At Alvarez-Carretero et al.(2023)-2 DNA 28-S ]85+ ML HFH (&
SRR Tl SHEIS Mool A 080 Te £ £ AT chabel A {8 A Tee £ 702 A ek
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#ol7k FAHOE fOlg] ARSI Wit Qi 0B AFFY SABAS 3T £
9} 1 919 AFSete] 230] Zol7k §oI7tA] obuir] W], KH @R Hrk: SH @o] mrt
Agolet & 4 Slek KH 243} SH 7 of

T codeml T2 T o] F slfo|tt.

oY,
o
tlo
>,
)
e
e
30,
rlr
|E
Ll
[
o
Mo
i)
S
N
=
_0|L
rr
fin}

Primates _|: Primates Primates
Carnivora Cetartiodactyla Rodentia

Cetartiodactyla ~———————— Carnivora Carnivora

Rodentia | '————————————— Rodentia Cetartiodactyla

Outgroup Outgroup Outgroup
Tree 1 Tree 2 Tree 3

A Z{F 512 AT EA. Treel 2 Mx 5-AHE DNARY, I EHP O = FAlsto] A2
ML A54=0] 11 Tree2:= ofu| LAt B 0 2 A8 ML A& 40|t} Tree3-2 Song et al. (2012)0] H115H & A&
& A|5h= AlFS=olth.

PAML(codeml)2 0|83t 201 Hel 2.3
Codeml 32 1.8 o]g5}0] Mx §02to] 288 A H o] 4715 5
0] W3} AL ket of e 7h2] A ERGo] GOt of 7]of A ] A Bgh B Q) MO 28 7} Branch
Lt zkeks] ARstAlTh MO 2E-L 4] (3)9] w7} A 4Arl

=
cFa1 Fha e, T oA Qojubs ofu| it X|ghe] oiE-e g 1)

Sas 52 £4A717) o
2ol o A < 1)°] A5t X|3ke] F3] YH-Hglo] S Aol £ 9o 4] 715 GAHAIA
Al > o] Z-§5Hs Zlo] Aubaolth. E5t ko] s AF4ge] AFEA FHH 0= Uof
U= 497t Bk olel @ 0] Wt ope TelehA) o A5 A

a4 sl FEE 03t TeHE AL WIS Tohs 23 HLsi
W AL EA Bl
% Z

2 Z7to] A= T2 0

1==Ne)
| L,
o

[e)
B o™, AT wtd g, 23 wpdgo] 21 "t Codeml Z2 10712 AlF4E FH5h= 7|50l 8l

)
of
-
ﬂl\ﬂl
>
oo
)
AN
N
i)
o
o
1%
:O‘L_I‘
(0]
9
S
u
re
£
>
=2
>,
rr
<
r
o
=
=
o
Q
o
e
3
2
=
i)
rir
H
me
o
ot
S
=
w
=
1o

24 Alvarez-Carretero et al.(2023)-2 MO 231} Branch &3 8ut o}u] g}, Site 23 Branch-Site 23 0] 24 Alg| & Agsty
01\;].
oIt

BH o] 590 PAML version 4.9j2 £ =] It}
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segfile = Mx_aln.phy # Path to the alignment file
treefile = Mz _unrooted_trees.tzt * Path to the tree file
outfile = out_MO.txt # Path to the output file
noisy = 3 * How much rubbish on the screen
verhose = 1 * More or less detalled report
segtype = 1 * l:codons: 2:3As; Jicodons--rAds
CodonFreg = 3 * 0:1-61 gach, 1:F1¥4, 2:F3¥4, 3:icodon tahle
* 4:F1x4MG, 5:F3z4MG, 6:FMut3el0, 7:FMutlel
icode = 0O * D:universal code; l:mammalian mt; Z-10:see helow
madel = 0 models for codons:

Drone, 1lih, 2:2 or more dN-dS ratios for branches
models for AAs or codon-translated Als:

O:poisson, l:proporticnal., Z:Empirical. 3:Empirical+F
b:FromCodon, 7:8AClasses, B5:REVaa_0. 9:REVaa(nr=189)

LI I

fix_omega = 0 * 1: omega or omega_l fized, 0: estimate
omega = 0.5 * initial or fizxed omega. for codons or codon-based Afs
fiz_alpha = 0 * (: estimate gamma shape parameter; 1: fix 1t at alpha
alpha = 0.5 * initial or fized alpha, O:infinity (constant rate)
neatd = § * # of categories in dB of MN3sites models
cleandata = 0 * remove sites with ambiguity data (lives, O:no)?
method = 0 * Optimization method 0: simultaneocus: 1: one hranch a time

Genetic codes: O:universal, l:mammalian mt., Z:yeast mt., 3:mold mt.,
4: invertebrate mt., 5: ciliate nuclear, 6: echinoderm mt. .

7: euplotid mt., 8: alternative veast nu. 9: ascidian mt..

10: blepharisma nu.

These codes correspond to transl_table 1 to 11 of GENEBAME.

I I ]

Y 9. M0 2§ B4-2 9]t codeml.ctl T}

ATTE AASATE A MA ot taxa] ot B4 tiAf AT 5 JF¥stu® 1 o £F
2|t 2 AlsTE NewickZul © = {3ttt Dog Mx (Carnivora)®] 912|7} o Al F/-9] Al
1% 1049 skt flolA ATE e v o] Treel ) Tree2+= Z2F DNA R (T18|1l FE=R )
T} oju| At B o7 Ao AELo|r) Tree32 Song et al.(2012)0] H o} e taxa®} -84 =} djo] g (37
taxa, 447 FAZPE o|-gote] FAHT AF TAL} FA|oh= AFsoltt 19 1000 AlFS 7HA] <]
4 o](branch length)7} 3= o] 31| |55 ol Foith 8 H dol= FAH

a A
1! codemlo] ML B © 2 7}2] o] & FAltt. = A g0 E& EA5tE 2 codeml.ctl T of A]

i)

i

AR, et

mn 5

(Sheep_ Mz, Cow_ M:
(Sheep_ Mxz,Cow_ M:
o

12 3
{(({({(Chimpanzes_ Mz Human_Mx),Orangutan_Mz),Rhesus_macague_Mz)
(reie
oot use_Mz,Rat_Mxz)

A
{((Chimpanzee_ Mz, Human_ Mz) ,Orangutan Mz) ,Ehesus_macague Mx),
-

E
(Chimpanzee_Mz ,Human_Mx) ,0rangutan_Mz) ,Ehesus_macague_Mz) . (M

29 10. 5] 2 $13 Al E52] A5 Newick 4]

‘seqtype=1"%= 2745t F=2] ¥l
W= A E L2 A3t
]

= RE AolE, BE AES7

L += ‘CodonFreq=3’= @@5}04 21 (3) 9] mo] S Aol H ol A
28 eode=0’ 0.2 BFE FEH o] EL A5t ‘model=0’ 0.2 MO &,
oA LEO] Z Zeth= 7S ?_E]-. ‘fix_omega’ @} ‘fix_alpha’ =0

2og1oF BATAR] AE 7} ofetE 1201 o@Ale iRt o] % A WA A4 9lo] ThE AB4E FAH
Branch 2132 o]-&5t BAlof| A ZF115}4].

27,6 207} A5 (gene tree)2} % A B (species tree)i= o1 2] 712] £.91) 9]a] T2 4 S)ck. Song etal.o] HIF A=
Asaolt

Bolg ML o2 A5 AX 7H53IAT 60702 RS 2Aofstng We ALMAZES a3ttt FIX4, F3X4E
FEo| Rk} Lﬂ T 971 RE9] Fof vl ste] 2Y = dAolth. PAML A9 A S fFxole}.; ‘CodonFreq=3" 442
Alvarez-Carretero et al.2] A3} th2 0 g2 Ax}o] v Wof| glojA] —r—4 £ a3tk

e
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o2 A4 (5, o 2t a g2 2 E gro g2 245tA] ¢l dlo|H 27 E F4hsto] ML o= =4
S ShEE 5ha 247 71 ohS efele] £712kS As] ANET 1 919 AL4at 44 PAML A
(Yang 2007)E =5}t

Codeml.ctl I+ AAo] R Ty We T2 0 Eof olgfQ} 20| codeml-S Al A S}

C:\temp> codeml codeml.ctl =

19 11. codeml.ctl I of] R E AL A6t €]} Zro] Q&6 codeml T2 15 o] AP =,

99 A= codemletl o)A 2T out MOt o] et 23} 74 o] b4 m} e 28
S B2 (29 12). 713 83} 1094 AASH Al 7 A5 2+2+9] 271 7FsE (log-likelihood) A~ 5 07}
AAFE|o] QT (i D), A % HH 9] ABL(FR AL Treel)s} Lo]7] £ ABZ2}e] £70] 2jols
Dli &ofl A ¥o] qlrt. pkKHE ¥ pRELLE o] Axto] et 122 AJeFstal pSHE O] Atof] 24
S pSHE-S SH 77 $AF] pib& tehfol Do) gto] $A40 2 ela fee 4 9
o7& AlSRH (R A A E 4 Treelof Fo{H -1.000° g2 ofn] gle B FASE Fot). Tree 17} Tree
29] AF o] 2fol=3.031 (=~ —12307.766 — (—12310.797))°] 1 SH A 2] pat-2 0.434 (pSH €)o| 2z
Tree 13} Tree20] Ao]= 1047 27 ghek AL %}4 )k, WHATHA 2 Treel 7} Tree3 9] 2310] Ao] =
Frol5tA] etk (pSH=0.136). =, DNA 237} 7 © 2 FA} ML Al'$= Treel o] A7 ThE 7
A& Tree22} Tree3 = Treel o] H|5Fo] “1TtA] ‘41@7\] %}% Asaete A oneith

—

] O

rr ml

Tree comparisons (Kishino & Hasegawa 1989; Shimodaira & Hasegawa 1999)
Humber of replicates: 10000

tree li Dli +- ZE pEH pEH pRELL

1= -12307.766 0.000 o.000  -1.000 -1.000 0.667
2 -12310.797 -3.031 5.488 0.z90 0.434 0.z298
3 -12317.040 =9.0274 5.416k 0.043 0.136 0.035

pEH: P walue for FH normal test (Kishino & Hasegawa 1989)

pRELL: RELL hootstrap proportions (Kishino & Hasegawa 1989)

pSH: P wvalue with multiple-comparison correction (MC in table 1 of Shimodaira & Hasegawa 1999)
(-1 for P values means N-&)

39 12. M0 2. AlE7 Aol tie SHEHAE

‘out_MO.txt” I of| = Treel, Tree2, Tree3 A|F-F2| Ale4= ZH2 ol thofj A 4 H =9} Al 54 7HA]
O] Aol7} A= o] Qltt. 19 13°]= Treel ©] A¥vha UeR T 0] 374 2]+= 0.254250] 1L o] ZL2
= 7hA]ofl thsl], ’= Ate] Eof tisf] F A5ttt 19 139] shehofl A dN/ASE-2 AlE= 7HA] Zh2tof| o
F4E ogls YErATh MO Rgo| B2 5 FAT 41(0.2542)2 2hal Qv

O|Hofl+== Branch R 0 2 wZh-g FAEA}F. 18 94 ‘model=1"2 474 5}o] Branch 22 %
95} “fix_alpha = I’} “alpha = 0" A 5}o] AO]EZF A1BHEE0] Mol 2 7hs}x] grrt?
‘method=1"2 =75}0] A4to] w27 Bl = At A4t A17HS £017] 18] 11 109] AA
1212 S73t0l Al AF 4] BT AT Treelof a5 $412 SHES: s, 7o) Byt

v}

l

By g0
el

ok o

Branch 14 7t /A|ute} 0gh& F5H7] HEo] MO B g Rk e A4 Alto] &2 Hlek. Codeml %2 192 Branch
BT fix alpha=0& 5410 o451 SFErh A FEE Fol7] 913 o) 4 gl Aolck
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TREE # 1: (({(((3, 4), 2), 1y, (((8., 7)., 6), 5)), (10, 9))., 12, 11);: MP
InL{ntime: 21 np: 24): -12307.766006 +0.000000

13..14 14..15 15..16 16..17% 17..18 15..3 15..4 17..2 16
2.994459 0.325955 0.345201 0.053578 0.022700 0.015648 0.022608 0.026465 0.0°
Mote: Branch length is defined as number of nuclectide substitutions per code
tree length = 8.230340
((((((3: 0.015648, 4: 0.022608): 0.022700, Z: 0.026465): 0.053578, 1: 0.0758
(((({(Chimpanzee_Mx: 0.015648, Human Mx: 0.022608): 0.022700, Orangutan_ Mx:
Detailed output identifyving parameters
kappa (ts-tv) = 2.65054
omega (dH-/dE) = 0.25425
alpha (gamma, K = 5) = 1.2968588
rate: 0.15800 0.43595 0.76320 1.23429 2.40856
freg: 0.z20000 O0.20000 O0.20000 O0.20000 O0.20000
dN & dS for each branch
branch t 1 3 dH-d3 di d3  MedN  Sedd
13..14 2.994  1453.2 535.8 0.2542 0.5576 2.1930 810.2 1175.1
14..15 0.326 1453.2 535.8 0.2542 0.0607 0.2387 88.2 127.9
15..16 0.345 1453.2 535.8 0.2542 0.0643 0.2528 93.4 135.5
16..17 0.054 1453.2 535.8 0.2542 0.0100 0.03%2 14.5 Z21.0
17..18 0.023 1453.2 535.8 0.2542 0.0042Z 0.01e6 6.1 8.9
18..3 0.016 1453.2 535.8 0.2542 0.0029 0.0115 4.2 6.1
10 A [ R R 14AC2 7 caoc O mooaC AT moonndT [ i B = bl (=]
I3 13. MO o] o5 4 K4
HuEmed] 17 119 go] Yste L2 Tio] A E|n] 17 1422 vt QlojAlr). R R ol

TREE # 1: ((((((3, 4), 2), 1), (((8, 7), &), 5)). (10, 9))., 12, 11): MP
Inl (ntime: 21 np: 43): -12525.800361 +0.000000
13,14 14,15 15...15 L&, 17 17..18 18:..3 15..4 7.2 16

2.968843 0.223108 0.300390 0.048883 0.020762 0.0135864 0.020561 0.023494 0.0
Neote: Branch length is defined as number of nucleotide substitutions per cod
tree length = 6.900743

((({((3: 0.013864, 4: 0.020561): 0.020762, 2: 0.023494): 0.048883, 1: 0.0640
((({({(Chimpanzes_Mxz: 0.013864, Human Mz: 0.020561): 0.020762, Orangutan Mx:
Detalled output identifying parameters
kappa (tsstwv) = 2.37994
w (cdN-d3) for branches: 0.10773 0.37561 0.16725 0.17723 0.12587 0.43194 0.1

dN & d5 for each branch

branch t H = dH-dE di di  NedH E=d:
13..14 2.969 1467.4 321.6 0.1077 0.3120 2.89%962 4537.8 1510.5
14..15 0.223 1467.4 321.6 0.3756 0.0318 0.1379 76.0 71.9
155,16 0.300 1487.4 321.6 0.1673 0.0434 0.2597 63.7 135.4
16..17 0.049 1467.4 3Z21.6 0.1772 0.0073 0.04153 10.8 Z1.6
17..18 0.021 1467.4 22l.6 0.1259 0.0025 0.0195 Jj.e 10.2
557 0.014 1467.4 321.6 0.4319 0.0034 0.0080 3.0 4.1
19 4 n N2t 14R7 4 E?1 A& N 1011 0 onnN?1 o0 nNens T n 10 A

139 14. Branch 2 3j o] oJoff =7 X4,
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Dae WS} Sheke] INGSES Bk 1 137 Fel 2 PR AROHE 0ghe 71S o 4 itk
718, e & 133} L E 145 A4 5H= 71X = Chicken_Mk2} Duck_ Mk 2] F-=FAlo]| A
o] 7FA1 2] w3ke] 0.1077¢4L Qu|gtth 0 o2 R E 712 & wgko] 1X.th ZHo} Branch

go] F&o] 47 ehee & 4 et

Hjnm

o= A71E-S oAt o 2 HAGE Fof opn| o4t B 0 2 B A& s H A} 719 99] codeml.ctl
whl & 18 153} 2] S48k sequpe=3' 02 FEo| A oful e tho 2 1S g AL HAISL.

seqfile = Mz aln.phy * Path to the alignment file
treefile = Mz unrooted_trees.txzt * Path to the tree file
outfile = out_AA lg.tzt * Path to the output file
nolsy = 3 * How much rubbish on the screen
werhose = 1 * More or less detalled report
seqtvpe = 3 * l:codons: Z2:AAs: J:icodons--:AAs
CodonFreg = 3 * 0:1-61 each, 1:F1¥4, 2:F34, F:codon table
* 4:Flz4MG, 5:F3x4MG, B:FMutSeld, 7:FMut3el
icode = 0 * N:universal code; limanmalian mt; 2-10:ses helow
model = 3 * models for codons:
* N:one, 1:h, 2:2 or more dHN-dS ratios for bhranches
* models for Als or codon-translated Alds:
* [(:polsson, l:proportional., Z:Empirical, J:Empirical+F
* f:FromCodon, 7:22Classes, 8:REVaa_0, 9:REVaa(nr=189)
MNisites = 0O * N:one w;l:neutral;Z:selection: J:discrete:;d:fregs;
* Digamma;b:Zgamma; 7 iheta;8:hetadw; 9 ibetalyamma;
* l0:khetafgamma+l: 1ll:beta&normal>1; 1Z:0&8Znormal>l:;
* 13:3normal>0
aaRatefile = lg.dat * only used for as seqs with model=empirical (_F)

* dayvhoff.dat, jones.dat, wag.dat, mtmam.dat, or your own

fix_omega = 0 * 1: cmega or omega_1l fixed, 0: sestimate
omega = 0.5 * 1initial or fized omega, for codons or codon-based Afs
fiz_alpha = 0 * 0: gstimate gamma shape parameter; 1: fix it at alpha
alpha = 0.5 * initial or fixed alpha, O:infinity (constant rate)
ncatd = 5 * # of categories in d3 of H3sites models
cleandata = 0 * remove sites with ambiguity data (l:yes, Oino)?
method = 0 * Optimization method 0: simultanecus; 1: one branch a time

* Qenetic codes: O:universal, l:mammalian mt., Z:veast mt.., J:imold mt..
* 4 invertebrate mt., 5: ciliate nuclear, 6: echinoderm mt.,
* 7

cnlotid mt - altarnatisra sraact nn G- acridian mt

1% 15. codeml.ctl THl, ofn] - A 2|3 2. LG.

‘model=3"E Z|7A5}to] 4] (2)9] ofu|i4t RIS Hlo|E oA TaHE Y= 3t} ‘aaRatefile=lg.dat’
7191 ot} g B I8 1o e LO ool RYE el i e B2
A E]o] Q%o lg dat?] o] wag.dat, jones.dat, dayhoff.dat5-2] T}

% 129 117} Zo] At
242 TH outfile="o] 45 HEo} o] out AA Ig.txt ihele] AAHHLE. 4] £5 AL 22l ot
ML 348 857} BA1 53 sped o] nhxjete] 4] AES0] 2755 Axolatol 7t EA A0 2 §olg
Z

2] 39 163} o] EAETH ML AlE4E Tree20] 1 7T AT 0|7} 7F4 =t} (-7471.036). Tree22}

03 744 Slefl A BE Al E7} 5 A5 010778 07k ZHeths AAolth AhEo 2 AR Aol =t Al e] 4
2w 32 AZksHR [ elo] Wolxk Hlo] 47 olshE Zlolth.



2023 AE - obalic At 4G 515 AGe) 218t m g 57

Tree comparisons (Kishino & Hasegawa 1989 Shimodaira & Hasegawa 1999)
Mumber of replicates: 10000

tree 1i D1li +- BE pKH pSH pRELL

1 -7472.960 -1.924 3.360 0.283 0.541 0.270
2% -7471.036 0.o0a0 0.000 -1.000 -1.000 0.690
3 -7480.352 =93 16 6.287 0.069 0.088 0.040

pEH: P wvalue for KH normal test (Kishino & Hasegawa 1989)

pRELL: RELL bootstrap proportions (Kishino & Hasegawa 1989)

p3H: P wvalue with multiple-comparison correction (MC in table 1 of Bhimocdaira & Hasegawa 1999)
(-1 for P values means HN-A)

I3 16. LG 2. AF7 Asrol tigt SHHAE

Treel 8] A5 0] 2}o]=1.924 (=~ —7471.036 — (—7472.960)) o] 11 pSHE o] A1to| A & 4~ 50| SH
HIAE Q] pZt(pSH)-S 0.5410| W 1thx] 2] ¢Fct. Tree29} Tree3 2] 2Fo] 2] pZh: 0.0880] 2} 11thA] 2]
ortlh = MLHMH O 2 LG ofn| A 52 A A AH A2 ML A5 S4% Tree20| A9 Treel, Tree3& LG
otu| LAt B stof| A IthA] 4-55HA] 2 AlFEte A oJn gtk

= =wollM = ot Al Xgh Begvt 3
8l9] 2] sl £AAIE Fofe] Arw gt Eet AAAE 249
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BB HEH R A AVt uht ZH AE(robus) 3] A H = o] Foh?

e AES Bt AosH & 4= 9l E Site P (0= APIERR HETH 0 > 191 Ao ES E4
7Hs3h). Branch-site . F(0= APCIESH AT 7HAEE t2H 0 > 19] AP|ESt AT 7HAE &
4 7VeEE AT AE neste] B =RolA ohRA] 25 Zlo] 74 o4t Alvarez-Carretero et
al(2023)°f:= Site &9, Branch-site .32 ©]-8-3F = 150 A9Y Hfwo] AHA| 5] A =] o] Q1 oLt o=

£ =0]7] YA = YA =F(Nielsen and Yang 1998; Yang and Nielsen 2002)-2- 3|4 2 D Q 7} Q.
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Title: Evolutionary models of amino acid and codon sequences

Abstract: In the evolutionary analyses of protein-coding DNA sequences, 20-state models of amino acid
replacement and/or 61-state models of codon substitution are widely adopted. In this review article, we briefly
overview the features of amino acid and codon models and discuss their advantages and disadvantages. By
using example sequence data from mammalian species, we also show how to infer and compare phylogenies
and how to measure positive selection applied during molecular evolution.
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