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Analysis on the phylogenetic classification and molecular evolution
of the matK gene in 40 fern species

Xiong Zhe-Ming', Gao Yi-Bo', Ren Hui-Ying', Xu Bo?, Wu Si-Wan', Peng Yuan®*, Sen Lin'*
(1. College of Pharmacy, Hubei University of Chinese Medicine, Wuhan 430065, China;
2. Institute of Gerontology, Hubei University of Chinese Medicine, Wuhan 430065, China)
Abstract. The matK gene is the only group II intron maturase encoded in the chloroplast
genome. It is the potentiality left untested that applying the matK gene as the molecular marker
reconstructs credible fern phylogenetic trees under estimated timescale. Using the relaxed
molecular clock model, positive selection model, and co-evolutionary analysis, we attempted
to unravel the evolutionary pattern of the matK gene. Results showed that matK had certain
application value in the phylogenetic study of ferns, and the reliability of the phylogenetic tree
was significantly enhanced when combined with rbcL and psaA. The study also indicated a
few positively selected amino-acid sites in the MATK protein. Multiple pairs of amino-acid sites
in the MATK protein evolved to form a co-evolutionary network. The modification of the MATK
protein by site adaptation and the protein intra-network may be important factors that benefited
the adaptive evolution of ferns under the change in photosynthetic environment after the rise of
angiosperms.
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REVTHRAE : 40 FIREAHEY) matk J R R 58 5302 K o F AR5 11

(L SNSRI ) eI /R i & WL INS WA
2 (Whisk ferns) . K2 (Horsetails) . 7 #42
(Lycopods) FIE RS (Ferns) 4 25, Hhi 3 k4
FRIL PR 25 (fern-allies ), H BR 28 X% Bk 28
(ferns) " Bl 43 F W4 H R FEBR AL W) R 4
LR, BRAERGEZR T A
P b AR, ST AAEM TR,
Yoy 2 ZO IR IAF R ZAH Y 1] ( Pteridophyta) 9
YR T R kB EHE, I LIRS (Monilo-
phytes ) FIA #AZEHE Y ( Lycophytes) 44 ¥4 1y Fh itk
FTEHX > AR RGHRIA Y 5 4 K
AT, HPERR (Leptosporangiate) | J& 3 ( Eus-
porangiate) . ARMFFAF R . — BN K, FEBE
THYNH G, BRI R A R
o, YR 22 B PE 0= A 20 R RS SR,
R R, WES TR, TRy
T IO B A PR A B A B Rl S H R
Tk S HE W3 IO B G TS LA B 0 s S5 B0 5 i 263
()53 T HILBHE v R 52 42 RV |

FEAE BB R E A It HAE G AR ik
OB g — S LR AT e P e 25 P o s S i e A3
NPESEAR VAT AET BT AR, AR R 2R H At R
M psbD e HEAL R A 55 FRRED T JE g
£ kI, KR BRF (Pteridaceae) i 5 4=
Gy KA G SR A 43 S rbel FEIR A2 B[]
FREE (ULEREE J7; Sen 450000 il S AR 1l 4 U xR 2K
FYPDEA RGO I gt I R (W o 45 SR,
FRISHEYIEA R 8t T A0 A Gt psbA JEH A
GRG | O E A IS psaA 58S [F] Y
fefa#s; Sen %2 PN FAEYIM I LB, H
rbcL Fl psbA FE R 8 7F IE B BAE T &4 T 2
AR A T A D R R R AN W3S N AR A IR B 1) 0
T, O HGE PR A AR5 R T B AR s
PANSSiI R IR

matK FERAL T 24K trnK LR B & 5,
K29 1500 bp, Hifh—FlAl K, NS5
Mg I BN & F s, W R RS K,
trnA. trnl, atpF S 3L G AR, X AERE I 2 {4
IEHIIREA EEE X, HHSHRGE matkK 3£
FERRSAEY) R G2 PR — Lo B R R G0
Zia e kg AU matK 1 rbel Pk
[FIVE R RS A% 0 DNA IEA5 07 Fetid) &

GisEttod, RN SR P EE 2 AR
DS NRN IV B SO N 3 - o S == /N = i
matK 3 R B A P N H Tz, (HRZ L
matK F53 FE5UE R4y FARic 0, matk &K fr
IR B IR A RRESE . S35k, Fill BBIFE R
psaA FH I TE MY R G =t h B A
IS T matK ., rbel J psaA H:H 4R
TER G R B T RO Ry et — DR

Ht, ASBFFE X 25 BF 40 i HA 0 M 1 Bk
FHEY) matK FEHR AL IX T R G kB EHE, &
NEPEEA BT B SRS O RIF ST, IRFTAE LA 43
TR AR, matK J B 7 51 G875 1E ) 21 1 BR 25
T 4 RBEREECR, IF BOZ N 5% 5057
FHRic rocl BER | ot Fhnid psaA B KK A
B A (R) BT i 1 R G R W B AT A B RO
PR B A 0 43 BR S M W 0 W) b AR B, matK gk
ST A2 Bk B R )M kAR IR N M A A
MATK & R 07 U ) i SRR G R, LAIBT
AT % 25 A 35 7 A 5% 722 Ak 43 - AL I F 9 2
Sl

1 RS

1.1 H#@mER

AW EE 4 KZEBE 25 BF 40 FhEkISHI Y 1)
matK ., rbcl J psaA FER S XK P (F£ 1),
Hodr, BH Hu Bk ( Botrychium ternatum ( Thunb.)
Sw.). & & BB # Bk ( Botrychium japonicum
(Prantl) Underw.) #l & # ( Botrychium virginia-
num (L.) Sw.) 3k 9 ZEE R ¥ 5 el iy 75 1 4Kk 7%
M bR A BARfE B R 2, Hifh ¥ 51 W GenBank
M3k (https :/www.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/) F #5351,
1.2 DNA#REL, PCR ¥ &Rl

Uttt o, RIS 9 CTAB #2511 HEEUE
DNA, 1di Ji| Primer Premier 5.0 #k {4 43 %l % it
matK . rbcl F1 psaA 3RS 1519, PCR 2
MR ZR N 25 pL k&R, Hi 445, 2xTag PCR
Master Mix 12.5 pL, 1E, Jm 5% (2.5 ymol/L)
#1ul, S DONA 1L, FI8REF . 94°CHIAEE
5 min, 94°C 254 30 s, 52°CiEk 30 s, 72°CHE
60 s, 35 MEM; &5 72°CHEA 5 min, Xf
FHVED S8 ATy, P8R MEGA 7.0 4%
PEATDFE LA ARAS A R B4 35 R i [X 4 P31 22



12 1Y R 2= 2 i %38 &
F1 SHRAENHED R E GenBank X5
Table 1 Sampled plants and GenBank accession numbers
matK rbclL psaA
25 B4 4 GenBank Ko GenBank Ko GenBank Ko
Classification Family Species B Lenxth oy Lenxth oty Lenxth
GenBank (bg) GenBank (bg) GenBank (bg)
acc. no. p acc. no. P acc. no. P
1 .
Aspleniaceae KIPERAER Asplenium o nacass 1508 NC_035838 1428 NC_035838 2253
prolongatum Hook.
phEk R Hymenas-
plenium unilaterale NC_035856 1497 NC_035856 1428 NC_035856 2253
(Lam.) Hayata
Athyriaceae Athyrium opacum (D (o oasgat 1506 NC_035841 1428 NC_035841 2253
Don) Copel.
Xt PR Deparia
lancea (Thunb.) Fraser- NC_035844 1506 NC_035844 1428 NC_035844 2253
Jenk.
T5 25 5 & Woodwardia
Blechnaceae unigemmata (Makino) NC_028543 1509 NC_028543 1428 NC_028543 2253
Nakai
Austroblechnum
melanocaulon ( Brack.)
Geasper 8V A O Dp. NC-035840 1503 NC_035840 1428 NC_035840 2253
trich
AN T il /
Cibotiaceae sz Cibotium NC_037893 1509 NC_037893 1428 NC_037893 2253
barometz (L.) J. Sm.
¥ Alsophila spinu-
Cyatheaceae Josa (Wall. ex Hook.) NC_012818 1503 NC_012818 1428 NC_012818 2253
R. M. Tryon
Cystopteridaceae gﬁ]’f;gpte”s ChINensis  \c 035843 1503 NC_035843 1428 NC_035843 2253
. -
Dennstaedtiaceae VK Preridium NC_014348 1494 NC_014348 1428 NC_014348 2253
n aquilinum (L.) Kuhn
TR i e
Leptosporangiate JIIR)8% Diplaziopsis
ptosp 9 Diplaziopsidaceae cavaleriana (H.Christ) NC_035847 1512  NC_035847 1428 NC_035847 2253
C. Chr.
Homalosorus pycno-
carpos (Spreng.) Pic. NC_035855 1524 NC_035855 1428 NC_035855 2253
Serm.
PETIAR Cyrtomium
Dryopteridaceae  devexiscapulae NC_028542 1503 NC_028542 1428 NC_028542 2253
(Koidz.) Koidz. & Ching
K NEEERR Dryopteris
decipiens ( Hook.) NC_035854 1506 NC_035854 1428 NC_035854 2253
Kuntze
Dicksoniaceae Dicksonia squarrosa— 56q69g 1506 KJ569698 1428 KJ569698 2253
(Forst.) Sw.
Diplopterygium glaucum
Gleicheniaceae (Thunb. ex Houtt.) NC_024158 1518 NC_024158 1428 NC_024158 2253
Nakai
YAVl 1
Lygodiaceae iy 2 Lygodium NC_022136 1518 NC_022136 1428 NC_022136 2253
japonicum (Thunb.) Sw.
INHE4R TS Lygodium
microphyllum ( Cav.) NC_039378 1518 NC_039378 1428 NC_039378 2253
R. Br.
Marsileaceae MR Marsilea —\« 0op137 1507 NC_022137 1428 NC_022137 2253
crenata C. Presl
Onocleaceae SER Ik Matteucoia NC_035859 1506 NC_035859 1428 NC_035859 2253
struthiopteris (L.) Tod.
TR Onoclea NC_035860 1500 NC_035860 1428 NC_035860 2253

sensibilis L.
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HFRA
matK rbel psaA
K5 N 4
s Fra i Genbenk g CgnBank gy CGenBank gy
Classification Family Species KT Lenath RS Lenath oK Lenath
GenBank (bg) GenBank (bg) GenBank (bg)
acc. no. p acc. no. P acc. no. P
Osmundaceae Osmundastrum cinna- o oo4157 1548 NC_024157 1428 NC_024157 2253
momeum (L.) C. Presl
Polypodiaceae | OWPOAIM glycyrmhiza y 1a5a55 1503 KP136832 1428 KP136832 2253
D. C. Eaton
Pteridaceae KR Cheilanthes NC_014592 1503 NC_014592 1428 NC_014592 2253
lindheimeri Hook
ggj;%pte”s richardi\ \os2729 1503 KM052729 1428 KMO052729 2253
W Rhachidosoraceae Fr AR Rhachido- o gacees 1488 NG 035862 1428 NC.035862 2253
) sorus consimilis Ching
Leptosporangiate
Schizaeaceae g\fvh’zaea pectinata (L) o 035808 1473 NC_035808 1428 NC_035808 2253
WS4 B Macrothe-
Thelypteridaceae  lypteris torresiana (Gau- NC_035858 1506 NC_035858 1428 NC_035858 2253
dich.) Ching
e B R T i
FHRSAIR Thelypteris v gaseet 1506 NC_035861 1428 NC_035861 2253
aurita (Hook.) Ching
HB AR Woodsia
Woodsiaceae polystichoides D. C. NC_035865 1503 NC_035865 1428 NC_035865 2253
Eaton
tI88k Helmintho-
stachys zeylanica (L.) KM817788 1503  KM817788 1431 KM817788 2253
Hook.
Mankyua chejuensis
B. Y. Sun, M.H.Kim & NC_017006 1500 NC_017006 1434 NC_017006 2253
C. H. Kim
Ophioglosssaceae BAHLIR Botrychium ter-
- natum (Thunb.y Gw MN080170 1500 MNO30172 1428 MNO30171 2253
Eusporangiate H IR BT Botrychium
japonicum ( Prantl) MNO030167 1500 MNO030169 1428 MN0O30168 2253
Underw.
e j
I Botrychium MNO030173 1500 MNO030175 1428 MNO30174 2253
virginianum (L.) Sw.
Marattiaceae ;\:QC’O‘;ZT angustifo- \ o 00300 1521 NC_026300 1428 NC_026300 2253
AW Equisetum NC_020146 1467 NC_020146 1428 NC_020146 2253
INLES ) hyemale L.
Horsetalls Equisetaceae S Equi
I3l Equisetum NC_014699 1473 NC_014699 1428 NC_014699 2253
arvense L.
I Psi
FARFRR Psilotum NC_003386 1512 NC_003386 1428 NC_003386 2253
PR . nudum (L.) P. Beauv.
Whisk ferns Psilotaceae Tmesipteris elongata
p g KJ569699 1518 KJ569699 1428 KJ569699 2253

Danguy
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Table 2 Information on sequencing samples
TEIERRAE AR AR NCBI ##li 515 5. NCBI database e
ik T vy - L
Species oucher ping HH 4 GenBank ¥3%%  Specimen storage
specimen no. position Gene Accession no.
matK MNO030170
BHHLIR Botrychium ternatum YJDO1 W Uit rbel. MNO030172 WAL A R 25
psaA MNO030171
matK MNO030167
AEIRFHHLER Botrychium japonicum HD201 WL BBt rbcl MN030169 i Bl Rl N o
psaA MNO030168
matK MNO030173
BRIL Botrychium virginianum JQo1 WAL rbel MNO030175 WAL B 2GRk
psaA MNO030174

1.3 FIHE

il MEGA 7.0 #f-4urb Clustal W( #H#51)
Jr TR LR, LUXT IS matK 5 P8 SR 1 B
i 1620 bp, rbcl ¥ EKE R 1434 bp, psaA
B e KR 2253 bp, A T i LL#, i 57
S5 S B BR ( Pteridium  aquilinum (L.)
Kuhn., NC_014348) Ry E:H ¥4, M@ 7 4
R4, (1) VA matK 4t X, (2) 1AL 45
rbcl atgIx; (3) U dE psaA gtdIX ; (4) matK
K rbcl gt IX K ¥ 55 (5) matK J psaA 4
XK 5, (6)rbel K psaA 4ild X 4K FF51,
(7)8H matK, rbcl M psaA %fil X 4K ¥ 51,
Z 7 9B A AR T8 R 2 R R A X 427 51 e
FHIEAS 2],
1.4 ZitsHHm

K Modeltest v2.1.10 443 5l i B ik 7
AN BUHE AR I 5l % PR AL AL 29720 4y iR A
BEAST v1.8.4 #{4:# UCLD( uncorrelated lognor-
mal distributed relaxed clock model) 43 4 455 AU
5 R GO AN T A 0 o I ) 1200 3 3 [
FSERF ] ( tymen ) A IE F2 B0 S 43 B[R] . 3
FEPRIAE D) SRR teca (R 299.9 Mya (H 4%
W) ; #AMER ( Psilotaceae ) i /K /N % ( Ophio-
glossaceae) M tyscs AR 135.7 Mya' ™™ R 5
jModeltest v2.1.10 K Fr L B ) GTR + | +G #42
Al FE BEAUt v1.8.4 {4 rfisz 8 D1 i 17 22 AR A
®, matK., rbcl K psaA %t X B 4 2% A5
3 x 10°4%; matK + rbcl, matK + psaA & rbcl +
psaA BAEHEEACIE 4 x 10°4%; matK + rbcl +
psaA BRA B E I 5 x 10°4%, Frfg ks

B A 1000 FRARAE 1 BEREAS; BT ZS R A
Tracer v1.6.0 FRA4: kI 25 2 505 56 HE 25 1 i s e
BE, A S EUN A SO R/ (efficient sampling
size, ESS){HEI KT 200 }, i i 17k 28
L5 KSR S: A TreeAnnotator v1.8.4 #cffh 4
BRI 10%MFEAJS , FHFRIARFEAS b KR K
T 95% )4 F &5 ke B i 1] RN i — Bl )
H Figtree v1.4.3 F{FRIT 7 M E 45 A — 20
HOEZEEAT AN

FIF PAMLx v1.3.1 {442 it fry I 3 426 A5 AU
(M2a, M5, M8) 5xf Il (M1a, M7, M8a)
HEAT A A8 B PR AT it 6 SR R AR
R matK F P A a5 R RE R T (oo ) TS S04
ROPH), BMAARAT matk 3K 1Y IE BEF07 A5
(w>1), FHEMA (0w = 1) MHREFEA N (0 <
1), PR I BE AR AR 5 R 0 1% X RO AR SE 47 {8 A%
KAl (likelihood ratio test, LRT) , il id Hobimy
(i) 22 S 19 S 2 MR TS Al O ABE AR DT o 2
TAETEIE BN o o Ry 1 AR UESS WM A 2 AT i 1
WP, W matK G BE A i B X SO K I8 1 o A
)X IR BRI, A3 B A& 502 A & R A 4 )
matK B a5, P TE L AT

FIH CAPS A4 43 H7 R 254 ) 2 1 BT MATK
PR ) e A S SR A
2 ZERESW
2.1 FIKE

AWFFE H rbcl F psaA H K8 AR SE, T

matK e B 22 S8R, BR-E 48 Bk ( Helminthos-
tachys zeylanica (L.) Hook.) #1 Mankyua chejue-
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nsis B. Y. Sun, M. H. Kim & C. H. Kim LA%h, Ff
AV rocl FER KN 1428 bp; Fr A WY
psaA FH KA 2253 bp; FE matK FH 4K
J¥%1k 1506 bp, AW ( Equisetum hyemale L.) 1)
matK 3 KK B B¢ 8 (1467 bp), Osmundastrum
cinnamomeum (L.) C. Presl iy matK & [H K & %
(1548 bp) , ULMABRIEHEY) matK F A AT fig 1 it

e B Kt T BRI B A A BB R, AT g

SRR troK SEBH I B R G,

2.2 ET7MEESHENREENRRLEXR
AHEFER Uk TR R SR E

KA, SRR (B B 2), ARBIEEEER

ARG AW BRI A — 2, R . ORI

FIRA BRI RO — 32, SRRk B T 25 )

Carboniferous

B BB
Paleozoic + 4 & Mesozoic ¥ £ K
Permian Triassic Jurassic Quaternary
=y, 34 =X 3 HhEFw A T gt
‘/—rgi
’ 2>
gfk
1
l—(ﬁ)
I 3 I
—2 [
D D
L

Paleozoic & £ K Mesozoic ¥ £ K
Permian Triassic Jurassic Neogene __ Quaternary
| &R EX Y gt it Fa=r

Carboniferous
Py 3

T1. E3E £ B ( Macrothelypteris torresiana) ; T2. B AR L Wik ( Thelypteris aurita) ; B2, .0} % Bk ( Deparia lancea ); B1.
Athyrium opacum; N1. JEFK ( Matteuccia struthiopteris) ; N2. BRFBk ( Onoclea sensibilis) ; C2: Austroblechnum melanocaulon;
C1: TS ( Woodwardia unigemmata) ; U. B3P %55k ( Woodsia polystichoides) ; R: 545 H ¥k ( Rhachidosorus consimilis) ;
H2. Homalosorus pycnocarpos; H1. NE MR ( Diplaziopsis cavaleriana) ; A2. 1%k fi Bk ( Hymenasplenium unilaterale) ; A1
K-8k A BR (Asplenium prolongatum) ; F. Cystopteris chinensis; 11 3t 5 Ak ( Cyrtomium devexiscapulae) ; 12. % A8 Bk
( Dryopteris decipiens); P: Polypodium glycyrrhiza; G. KRN ( Pteridium aquilinum) ; Q2. Ceratopteris richardii; Q1. KBk
( Cheilanthes lindheimeri) ; D. 4% ( Cibotium barometz) ; E. f3#% ( Alsophila spinulosa ) ; J:. Dicksonia squarrosa; M. &5 H
FH( Marsilea crenata) ; K. Diplopterygium glaucum; L1: 47 ( Lygodium japonicum) ; L2. /NI4T0 ( Lygodium microphyl-
lum); S: Schizaea pectinata; O: Osmundastrum cinnamomeum; V5. BRI ( Botrychium virginianum) ; V4. %< MK ( Botrychi-
um japonicum) ; V3. FAHLER ( Botrychium ternatum) ; V1. -L48W% ( Helminthostachys zeylanica) ; V2. Mankyua chejuensis ; Y1.
AR ( Psilotum nudum) ; Y2. Tmesipteris elongata; W: Angiopteris angustifolia; X2 03] ( Equisetum arvense) ; X1. Kk ( Eqg-
uisetum hyemale)

@ ~ COftFeE it VIR T Bk AS BIG TT ST 5, IR 3, MELLRFRIZA LG RMFERT 90%, MG 5LFRIZS L MM R
70% ~90%Z [fi] ,

The numbers in the circles (i. e. 1M—39) represent the nodes estimated from Bayesian approaches respectively, as shown in Table 3.
Thick lines indicate posterior probability greater than 90% and blue lines indicate posterior probability between 70% and 90%.

1 BT matK + rbcl + psaA B SHBEMENREEY RELE R

Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree constructed from combined matK + rcbL+ psaA dataset based on Bayesian analysis
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A: matK; B: psaA; C: rbclL; D: matK + psaA; E: matK + rbcL; F. rbcl+ psaA, YiF g S FE 1, BFE(Flm, K2, Abpg1 ~
HRESRBEK BRI EIAERIET 70% 0953 X, MR KRR L TG RMAE KT 90%, WAL FIR %5 E MR TE 70% ~

0% [6], L FLRIZ SRR T 70%,

Species number is consistent with Fig. 1. The numbers (e. g. 1-7 in Fig. 2. A) represent the branches in each phylogenetic tree
whose posterior probability is less than 70%, respectively. Thick lines, blue lines, and red dotted lines indicate posterior probability
greater than 90%, between 70% and 90%, and less than 70%, respectively.

2 ETRHEIEERE 6 MEESAINENRLENRELER

Fig. 2 Six different phylogenetic trees constructed from distinct datasets based on Bayesian analysis

b, $RIERRATRE AR R AN, R R
SRAERFERSESD, REWBESR0 T aEs™
AERRR Y 43 R BE A, AN [R) 8 T I 55 R B (Athyri-
aceae) 1Y B % # 55% ( Deparia lancea ( Thunb.)
Fraser-denk.) #l1 Athyrium opacum ( D. Don)
Copel. AR —L (KBl 2. A), 7 MEHEED,
matK + rbcl + psaA WM RZAE KT R R A &
EAEE (KA, MRS ERBEE KT

70%), H4ax 6 DMEHE RS 5 R R BRI 3
R IMERART 70%) 9% 2 2]/l rbel
(K 2. C, 844r%), maK (Kl 2. A, 744
F) . psaA (K 2. B, 5 14r3) . matK+psaA
(Kl2. D, 4103 3%), matkKk + rbel (Kl 2. E, 2
A4332) Ml rbel +psaA BdEE (B 2. F, 2 45
H) o BB, (D) matK e RS R T X
RS AT REA W T hRic B psaA, (H



IR REVTEE55 . 40 PRSI matK BE I R GL 03 28 By T AT 5T 17

FMIXHEGER rocl L ERTF RN E; (2) ZHH
PSS (matK + rbel + psaA) e BB = RS
KB RFRWERATEE

W & B, /R /N R B Hb 3k J& ( Botrychi-
um) ) 3 S B ( B. ternatum, B. japonicum. B.

virginianum) TE& N EHR MR RE LT LR T

&3 RFECHMSFHUCLD REMGEET

BILLR 5 1) 5 SRR IR Ol — 3, A ae i e A A
4351k, 53.46 Mya( matK) . 56.39 Mya( rbcl) .

48.18 Mya( psaA) .

50.64 Mya( matK + psaA) .

53.06 Mya ( matK + rbclL) . 50.84 Mya ( rbcL +
psaA) . 51.97 Mya ( matK + rbclL + psaA) (£
3) o S AR A AE 4 45 1) B b R 8 AR 7E

RHSHE

Table 3 Estimated values at each node based on UCLD relaxed molecular clock model

Wk RoE SR S Fi4EAC  Geological timescale EQ@TE}?%‘E
Node furca 40 Period fit Epoch 1 Age Posener
p M Ag (%)

1 318.59 fimc# Carboniferous A PR Pennsylvanian  ELf1-3E/K ] Bashkirian 100

2 299.89 fi#4 Carboniferous A PRI Pennsylvanian  #4/Rk] Gzhelian 100

3 241.90 = &4 Triassic h =& Middle }MTJE*;H Ladinian 100

4 231.73 =& Triassic M=% Late e Carnian 96.73

5 211.06 =&y Triassic =% Late A Norian 100

6 200.16 TR% 42 Jurassic BRP 42 Early ByER Hettangian 73.72

7 163.34 TR& 42 Jurassic WefR® 22 Late 4t Oxfordian 100

8 143.86 ¥4 Cretaceous B4 Early DLFIB 73 Berriasian 100

9 141.49 H ¥4 Cretaceous RHYEL Early DA T3 Berriasian 100
10 135.71 ¥4 Cretaceous B AL Early FL22I5HA Valanginian 100

11 111.84 ¥4 Cretaceous RH¥EL Early FAT /R A 3 Albian 100
12 103.26 M4 Cretaceous BHFEL Early Fal /R A Albian 92.29
13 77.81 ¥4 Cretaceous 24D Late Pip Campanian 100
14 77.47 48 Cretaceous e 142 Late ALY Campanian 100
15 67.51 ¥4 Cretaceous M 4 Late Ih R LR R ] Maastrichtian 100
16 64.92 4 Paleogene Wit Paleocene e Danian 80.85
17 61.62 WiL4d Paleogene Wit Paleocene FHE# Danian 99.39
18 57.56 A2 Paleogene troprtit Paleocene e Thanetian 100
19 57.11 W4 Paleogene Wit Paleocene R 4] Thanetian 99.99
20 56.45 HriE4 Paleogene i Paleocene 3 JE 5 Thanetian 100
21 52.69 Wir4 Paleogene Uit Eocene TEHIY Ypresian 100
22 51.97 WiL4e Paleogene IH#r i Eocene P E T Ypresian 100
23 49.03 Wir4 Paleogene Uit Eocene P Ypresian 98.41
24 45.58 Wit4 Paleogene It Eocene LR Lutetian 98.81
25 44.75 Wit Paleogene tfsHr it Eocene EAFFY Lutetian 100
26 38.37 Wit4 Paleogene Uit Eocene /R3] Bartonian 100
27 36.76 Wit 4 Paleogene IH#r i Eocene LEH A Priabonian 99.99
28 36.25 Wir4d Paleogene Uit Eocene HFI WA Priabonian 100
29 35.76 W4 Paleogene 1Bt Eocene *J /A3 Priabonian 86.67
30 35.57 Wir4 Paleogene Uit Eocene WA Priabonian 100
31 32.44 W4 Paleogene Wit Oligocene ﬁiinﬂ\ﬁ;ﬁ Rupelian 100
32 30.53 WiL4 Paleogene #Wigitt Oligocene &5 R Rupelian 100
33 27.05 W4 Paleogene Wittt Oligocene B4 Chattian 100
34 26.72 HiE4e Paleogene ittt Oligocene K Chattian 100
35 24.21 HiL4 Paleogene Wit Oligocene HH: Chattian 100
36 23.16 Wi 48 Paleogene Wipr it Oligocene K 4#H) Chattian 100
37 14.19 ITHT48 Neogene g it Miocene 22 5] Langhian 100
38 0.46 FPUZ Quaternary TH i Pleistocene KHiAa H 4 Calabrian 100
39 0.06 4 Quaternary B Pleistocene KA B Calabrian 99.15

He WS mE A,

Note: Node number see Fig. 1.
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2 4 4 38 %

20 U T AP T I R A T R RS W A 434k
(Bl 1, El2),
2.3 HREEYWMATK EAERBRMNANMHE

AW XS BRISAE Y 4 KIEHE 25 B} 40 P Fp
(1) matK FEREHRSE, A T AS [ RLX 7 1%F 4K
RISRAE (InL) A1 S H0fk e, BER M2a (BE#F) |
M5(y) F1 M8(B Fl w) ¥V o BUEK T 1, I3l
HAEE TR E (K 4), 2 LRT KK L],
M2a F1 M8 4 [t Ho okt RRASE 78 o £ 5 Fr 43 Hr 9 25 40
(#£5), HIFBEBAE B EWKE P = 1%2Z T
P S A

TSGR KT 95% 7K F L, BiAl M2a &
M8 HI¥ R T — By 4 A IEE R AT, BP. 221,
24S . 267Y 1 465V (£ 4), Kl M2a, Al M5
MR M8 1) NEB ( Naive Empirical Bayes) 43 #t

Z5RNE 3, K 4 R, BRI M2a, iR M5 R AR
Kl M8 ¥JIA R 89Q fFFEIE S, iRl M2a A hH
ZE BB S HER N P = 0.959, w = 1.96;
BIMS Nz S Z B IR P =
0.991, w = 1.65; &I M8 I\ % i ki Z eIk
FHIHER K P = 0.946, w = 1.52,
2.4 BREEY VMATK ZEANEEHLFENAELA
AR5 38 13 ek A AT S 2] 2 S AR LA
19 DL (K 6) o 2 DL S50y . 43 ~
383~417 1 43 ~417 ~424, frfg dLikfb x4 8
MY Bootstrap fH KT 95%, Hrrdtikfbhx) 45 ~
458 1 145 ~264 1 Bootstrap i K T 99%,, ik
fEXF 133 ~367 A 8 H A X R B (KT 99.9%) ,
R RAEH B, — s R AR
Je, Sy — A0 AT DL o Atk Ak Oy s AT M 2

x4 MATK EEHHEEFESERMCSRESHMGNE

Table 4 Estimated parameters and positively selected sites of MATK protein

i SRR R SR SR EHAEAT
Model No. parameters InL Estimated value of parameter Positively selected site
. po = 0.33742, w,= 0.22678; o
M1a. ¥ Near neutral 42 —-32 456.56 A FeiF Not allowed
p; = 0.66258, w; =1
P = 0.30905, w,= 0.21821;
M2a. 4 Positive selection 44 -32 436.05 p;= 0.63053, w;=1; 221, 24S ., 89Q, 267Y . 465V
p, = 0.06041, w, = 2.00192
221, 245, 89Q, 116D,
M5: vy 42 -32 379.20 a = 1.67575, b = 2.46596 200Q, 238V, 267Y, 465V,
472D, 491G, 492A
M7. B 42 -32 370.36 p = 0.73638, g = 0.44922 A A4 Not allowed
po = 0.90369, p = 0.70929;
M8. Bl w 44 -32 357.67 g = 0.53061, p,; = 0.09631, 221, 248 267Y ., 465V
w = 155714
po = 0.67148, p = 0.85174;
M8a: Bl w, H w=1 43 -32 370.65 g = 1.03963, p, = 0.32852, A FeiF Not allowed

w =1

. B G AR KT 95% M IE AL, 45 L Naive empirical Bayes (NEB) 437 Ak,
Note: Only sites with probabilities greater than 95% are listed. All results were based on Naive empirical Bayes (NEB) analysis.

*5 BEREEISREIGEENMUALLERESITE(2AINL)

Table 5 Likelihood ratio test statistics between each positive selection model and null hypothesis model (2AlnL)

R [ 2
Comparis:fgelt[\j/v%en models 2AinL af X
M1a vs. M2a 41.02 9.2103
M7 vs. M8 25.38 9.2103
M8a vs. M8 25.96 1 6.6349




IR REVTER A 40 FIIREIEY) matk 3k ) 2R 587328 S o HEARBIE ST

3.0
2.5
2.01
1.5
1.0 M2a

0.5

0 100 200 300 400 500
3.0
2.5
2.0
1.54
1.0
0.54

0 100 200 300 400

PRI BT Ak B 57 05 T wfi
Estimated w at each site under 3 different models

3.0
2.54
2.0

1.54
1.0 M8
0.5

500

0 100 200 300 400

502 amino acid sites from MATK protein

B3 3#&ENEBEAETHE MATK EBEEMUAN w B

Fig. 3 Estimated w at each site in MATK protein based on NEB analysis under three different models
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Fig. 4 Posterior probabilities of w values greater than 1 (positively selected) at each site of MATK
protein based on NEB analysis under three different models

3R Wl KT
Posterior probability of w > 1 at each site under 3 different models
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*6 MATK ZEAEEFELTMAARSH
Table 6 Estimated parameters and co-evolution pairs of MATK protein
LT 1 S EZ 5N 2 S MR A A HHSEREL Bootstrap
Co-evolution pair Amino acid site 1 Amino acid site 2 Correlation coefficients (%) (%)
1 27F 124N 81.42 94.47
2 40Y 2851 92.72 95.73
3 418 70G 76.79 91.02
4 43A 383S 82.78 95.55
5 43A 4178 81.85 93.70
6 43A 424G 75.67 92.29
7 45K 458E 82.64 99.31
8 84E 383S 83.86 95.19
9 101G 452Q 78.91 92.89
10 121K 330F 72.38 91.86
1 133H 367P 99.98 95.09
12 135L 458E 71.45 94.88
13 145K 264V 77.75 99.07
14 183V 261A 70.26 90.22
15 248K 422R 67.03 92.43
16 282K 309F 75.72 91.79
17 383S 4178 86.07 91.80
18 4178 424G 71.16 95.18
19 422R 423D 80.96 98.16

A, DAZERFER A R E I UIRE
3 itig

HRG KRB RFZNEE T, matK B
psaA A, (HZEAR FAEG N rbcl FEH, HAT—
FERN N E, 75, BREEIREHITRE LT L
FRE A E R L R R AR T, SRR 2
FE RIS B SR XTI ALY R G R E R R AT
RE SN EL LY T BRI i AL ah 2

AWFFE, B ERE B9 3 A~ B ( B. terna-
tum. B. japonicum F1 B. virginianum) L1455 J5 56
BERR N —3, H MR & A, x5y 2
TR P = 100% (181 1, 9438), JrEmiiEh
0.46 Mya (55 PUZl BB R H A L), KB b
BRSBRIEEE OB IRRE, FRAMEARA P = 99.15%
(1, 458539), 4rECEfE - 0.06 Mya (55 44
ot R ) o MR 3 SR bR
PF¥ A= A S DU 28 ST R A B BT 1)
(A FREE K 25 1T RE 3 0 BH M Bk s A 4 & AR W Fh a4k
A A R T 0 A B b R R P AR A SR R A T
5ok,

5 R W, matK AR Y. 11
Y. AN RN B SR ) h 1 e A 3k 3 o A

AR128 20 R A R AR BRI ) & B matK
FHPIEERPAE S, AR, BRIEAHEY matK
BERAAE R G2 WA B RS, X
ot 2 S 1) JE R AT BRI S AT GRS ) psaA BE A
MIRFFE AL . 25—, ZHTRT matK i N PE i bt
SERIY) R KB D i AR B PR AR, A
matK B H I IE PR A5 5 AT BESk H AW 5T o i
IR, RS HRE ) 3 R, LRI
A AR — 2D 0T [T 1R e At 1l 0 P i SR A R TR
LI P A B R

R R, MATK 8 (1 4k 5% 209 2F £k R i
d, HoggsEAEw s S AENE
BILPIAH LG, BRZEHEY) matK BLPR 2 5 E R
IR 3, XA RES MATK 2 Y 45 44 A
UIRE R FE R SFA G K ok Xof 3k 6 1F Sk 4 o, (AEE 7Y
M8, s 22, 24 267 Fl465) 5T il B e iR
2R I8N 7 BT DI R S5 F AT e A2 4k

2R VN Ui Ay s Y = DD R S S Dot ]
Wb AEAE LG . ARHIESE & B MATK & L IN A 7E
() 18 Xt Itk Ak 3 R Ao o5, o SL Ak X 45 ~
458 F1 145 ~264 TERRISHEY MATK & A R sE1L i
& a] RE L 3 1 EAE FH ( Bootstrap fH K T 99%)
EHAAFE RN, MATK AR PSAA FEH—
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FEIE o E SRR s B A2 R R B A A
Ji (fitness) , XAl RES matK B kR4 %,
B 75 4 Jo R BRI ISR, A B R R R A
ST, ik — 2D i G A T DRt 0 PR A A 1 P A
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