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E B EHFBICESCREHREICBVTEL 3L 220 AN - FTEMRIER, BEHHE Jee
W7o 7HR - FIEFER) 2HOTRRT B5IENTES, AR/ TR, EPDBEFLEREFICBT 55
IS EDFENIIZ =2 DA EHRITIEELH L 3.

F—OMEE, TEERET - 517500 5> ORI ERIOBEICHE - TEL 3. SFEEROaSEFRICE
S HNEFEES & L THEREERHT 5 & (Minaka, 1987), HBOBTIHWAHEROES % B—0 Hasse (&
LTERBETAHENTES, RHEMESERE 3SR, IEF#EE L ToRMiid, SERE R
0, HEFFRBEZRE VO BDIEFBE» SEESINTVENLSETH S, £k, ThoONERIDESIEH S
#£4 Boole REDH S LR & h, NEKOBEF - BEEE (Minaka, 1990) 8 & VIEFEHEEERT
%%, HEROEFR, 82X OTU #icE L LWikoc% b2 Boole RO IHEE & L THIKD Hasse
Kz 5. REHIC T D Hasse ZBIRT 3L, & EORBEROTXTONEHOASRICBET 515
W3z IRES ATV, HEXIOER S F 7-EO#IRD Hasse RIEZKT 5. LA L, Z D Hasse X
MEH T Eh B Boole fREUE S L DOAKERIL D bERILTH B, ThSDHRKERE, EHOFEND
OEREMRICBENT 2OICAVE I EMNTE S, HEFICES HEROERER VS b5 —>DFHE,
RiERH 5032 DEELD bOIEFEREE 2IEFEROEROEMEE L TERILTE2 L THS. b
3RO NEFFL ARO[ L, ZORBERIONERF 1 77V DL(EESD Hasse K S5HHETE 5.

EOMEE, AENOLEICHET AREATOHASERNEETH 2. HESHORMTE, FNSHB L
URARH EBFRO RN 6H LS. NEREOEHAHE L, SFECHT IHEROESEZ#MET5%
RAZEMNTOHEEAHTH L. CORAMELRINCELTHET S Lk, BEAHNESNS.
OIS RIEOBD (BRT—1100) 3, BHOBRKE ST, B, HESMHIcBVLTR, 2K
REILCTHIEORE 2 AR OB OEEICET 3ERSLkDATV S, BENS, MEMMERETLLE
DEHEOHIL, HEREOMEOEEEZTHR (RRMICERT3) LFTLTVWENLTHS.

BB, » 253X b & TORBNIEREOREKIFZETIcBR L TV 5, Farris (1970) &
Swofford and Maddison (1987) 2, INEFEMIEEIc> W, HTU HTOHDOHEAXIBR L. BiF,
Hanazawa, Narushima and Minaka (1992, to appear) 4, B SDAHEEZ LD —f{Ltd 2371 TY ol
% 7-. Hanazawa et al. |3, Swofford and Maddison (1987) ic % W CAFBAMBRIE TH - - BEDOEL 1LEEHH
25z, &N ARKICHT 5 —BLETREY, 5Z5hEHRO b & TTNTOAFEL KT
#) HTU JEERERE AR T 2B 7 V0 ) XL 2% L., HEOREHN HTU EENSEFEET S &
&, Tholdd IEFBRICED K N7 bV %EHEKT 5. ACCTRAN BELE & DELTRAN ELEIZC D~
7 P VERICBOWTENRENERKE « BvMEE 1251255, HTU WEIREEDQETT H 3 AEREE « TH¥ s
DR -7 R Yl

F—0— F: REHEE, OBMEY, REWMRE, By dedn ik

1. REFFFEREHC-T

SRR AR T 3 2 &3, EBIclT 51
BIEHERRIEL, THICESLTHREY OIS
T35 T E2EWRT 5. Z DK, St oRELd I
b b REREOMIE LB TRENE VL, EYNcBT
BREEREN S b ORI L b > TEH « FEIL
BERIECTRETET, BULHTERSOERI

TERAL] SNt WX 31255, FER, FEERE
BRI TE1-DOEEEALITEONEVIETH
3, JCTR, BESHEBST, BEEROKRL
DEMAEEZ 2L,

EAEEHELT, {EF, 41X, ATA}EVSIHE
EYBAEZ D, CNODEYNE, ) v xRABBEAHE
FETE, Mloki>caficshtwa X1 oKE
THRGEREXFRTAEERIVC2dH B, O
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1. BEEBHIFEEREDBEROME. EEEFRICE D RERS KK & BRI ERERE L3 LICHEE
FBEVS DN, DESFEFOEZHTHS. HERIcEWTR, SEOTHEYSIELHER (1L, 4
X, EMBLO R, P OGEHEFRETTIEEL, F05008RAETRE T AEERRSHRMICER
T&5%. Lhl, BENSHEERTE, SHEEMOTGSMFRZTHIIRNICE RSN S,

=—EFDEFHE

HIIL IX ek

K 2. ERAHIERICB T BEESHOKE.
X1 EECAEBCBET 2, b5 IERETTN B
HEOHENHORE. {(Hz, 1 X}E0VIH
BERE2E-> CoNER ETir, EEEE VIR
ONTAEZFAT 201, 2EOFEEELEERL
TW3,

5% MR Kovic FBOFEE] LVWH o0
EA£2 5%, AERAXEEPCRESATVS
H, BERSEIRTICOHLTVWBIZETHS. C
DL E, FORBBHISBEEZOR > TV i (D8
HoRloE&HRMNASBFROME] (&, 21X (clado-
gram) EWSH 75 71k > THERTBIENTE B,
COEEHROEERESR TV S “Venn diagram”
FHOWTHERBETZENTE, ({4 X, b
rERENB, ThTR, JOMERIE, EEOE
WEEDIIIERELLTVBDIEA I, IRD 2 &
FIEMT A ENTES:

1) FHEo HEEH] oXR: ThThoEEs
EOEYICBEShBEDH,, %1, HEKHE
2HETAEYRENLDES NI S,

2) EHEo EEH] OFR. KEREOSHD
FERISIE S BB S IS, FIZE, B5R
HEHFOOOEEER~NS L, BEEL
BT orRE s LE T oL EMAERE L
LTEELTWEDT, ¥EOANLVEER
HoFEm» (BHOLWV) HERETHE L

b b,

EEEHECE WA ST Ltk D,
FEoSMIC BT 2 BMsBMNCERIShTVE T
LiIcEEI NV, BROKRILE VS EES SHE
AROFMET TR 51, - & bBHICEEERY
BT E 3 NHBRIRELAERE L TEIREN B0
TH 5. HlAE, Eofic{{irzr, 4 xIER}EL
SxiRan (K2 4288 252 3&, ONHER
WEBORENME S (HATE TS, HRELVD
O SFENAREHRAICHATE L, K20
SALRERD & & T, EREEVSEEOS/EA 2
Le bTRIL IR L AT ER S Wh S, EN
HOBHOBLED 513 T ONHEERIIENRNTH
5.

COBERHIM S bbb B LI, SHEERORIL
AV oo dH B E &I, HEBHOEHEVSE
BMESH SIGRE OB BTG T3 C & o5aThkic
15, MIRRDO > B, b- & bBICHENRES
WTxBRMEERT B E VS FEE— [HEHHNME
(parsimony) DJFE | &WH—It, HHFEROHEL
EZZ5LTEOHTEERRETHEEVWA B, K
WERBICE O REHEEE: ((HE%9#:] parsimony
method &FEIFNB) 13, b &b ERDEDEF (cla-
distics) & WV S BESTHEDO—FHiEICHKT 2 60T
& 5 (Wiley, 1981; Wiley et al,, 1991). LA L, B
TRIEEEIE T TR BF L RVOES| 7 — 4
LT ERFEE LTEEEICBLTLECAHAVS
hTuna,

SR B < IR — [ 38 & %] (phy-
logenetic sysytem) & W5 —%2ET DD HE
BEEXEHMBEESATHE, 20%—i3, LTk
NI REIRREICE D < HEER T & 3 BREIH BRI A
HERBL LTEDL I BHRHIMEEFE > TV a0 &
WHOMBETH 5. HHE, CORIL2VTRELE



HAEERIESD S R RHHEE

(maximum likelihood method) & EHifikd X%
DREITHERILARENRONS, DEHEFICBVLTE
BEN TV AREHNREICE S REHER, EEO
#t7 o+ 2T ARE (E7V) 2RDICLoD
SEROBEETEE D LT 5. JOETHREE
i3, BLEFNVERFRET 2RAELIRE-T
W5, L L, Sober(1988) Asikd - & 5 i, &K
BEHBFVELE F IS D REHEER E AT
o, BKENEOEZ 2 BRIIEAHEMTH S C
EDEBHE NS LNV, TSR L ST
(HBEA T3 £ 72 “open problem” 7575%), S &
BLEAER, BUBHELEF VDS ETORALHEETT
BHEVIEATHBELTVWAEWNZBKESS.
EEHREOSIEAEFIC BT AAESFICBL T
3, P - BEEY - BatER S s g S uEAh,
SERINTVWAS, ThoORBICEBDO S 358
13, BERIE%AXHd 5 Sober (1983, 1985, 1988) &
A% %4 % Felsenstein (1983, 1988) H & U3k
Fi4% (Felsenstein and Sober, 1986) # &R x it
Wy,

2. HEUHRMEEL L TORGHEE

EEMEO S X £ RAEE, AEITERL HKE
FHEEZ T2 <, A€ (combinatorics) &—
HB0IE D - & —RERIC BRI (discrete mathe-
matics) &—EHEREFRER > EBHISN TV S,
(RESEFCHEE T 2EBAOBBEFE I VT,
=dh (1991) @ [k 2BBIhcwv.) 7578
AR - EFERIE EATET 2 HEEFE,
bo LBFLVHEO—MEETH B, EAKIEICE
DK RHHEE OIRARED W < 2 h FEEEEFE DL
filE L CHEKEVEEERRELTw3 (=d, 1991,
1992a). LITT MHE&EHTI] LWHIFEEZHVWS L
&, THIMRC S &7 2RIV EEBEFENNICRA 5 C
LEERT 5.,

HEERNICT 7o —F T2 REHEBBEL L
T, BEMICROZo%2ERT 5. 1) KO
(bEov—) OHE; 2)H50ERD b & TORE
FIEEIREEOET. F—ORIEIRTERD S & - IR
¥ LORRERDS, E - HF0 7 — 5 isREIc RS
NTVB5ATE, KEDHEFRS > Hdic KX
VRS 2 Fik & 18 5 N X O (M O FFM 5
DEIFSKELRBE L ->TV S, FoOMER,
RITFE—ORREICHET 2 ZIRASHIEEEZ SN T
Wiz, L L, RENLERSE TOREKEDETE,
DER DR OHETE & 1 F 7B DOBAL L /- f A B iR
BRETH B EDbhh > TER. BEDITHIFEPLERE
FILB 5 [HEHE] (comparative method) Hs2E
AL OBRIFIIER & AHBEE R/ T A L DS T, T
DEHIESIHE->TVBE (=, 1991).

3. HEROERE (FRoJ—) OHE

HHET — 7 Db & TOREHINLGHIERHEE
i3, 75 7 DKNEGESE (OTU: #ERISTRBEAAD 1CBET 5
HlFRME JEEREE) BEZ ohics X, W 20D
BRI (HTU: (RAERISEREAD) 284108
ELEMNS, 2ERBRDVENE IS 7E2RET S ED
SREE LTERILTE 3. C0H 55K MHOL L
TORE 5 7OHELWHSHER, 75 78ART
13, [Steiner ] & L THEZTH 3. EEE, REH
FHEICHED { REFHETE IZ—R D Steiner & L TH
73 &N 5. Sankoff and Rousseau (1975: 240) ic & h
13, ZEEHETEICHB 1T B Steiner i & 12, OTU O2E
IREEDERMS S 2 Shic & 2, BYSRENSER
{if (HTU: Steiner & $IEIZN 3) %X D NERSY
BEIcEEET 5 &ick D, 2ERMNB/NE 353K
DEENLEREEREST BELERTES. L1t
»-T, KL HTU REKEDRIFHEE£TIE S &4
ENd b, ChIIEECREIEETH D, FAERE
% FOREERIER TH 5 [NP 5££ | (NP-complete)
EWHHFTY —iZJFL T3 (Graham and Foulds,
1982). NP T2MEIAENICEBREATHLRL
(RRAFEM EHIDEZ L bh>TVIEWL), L
L, AEWLTEEMOHE T, RENSENETS
WHd 2 VWIERRENERT 20007V Xaldk
CHREShTVWE, kEZE, TEREBICL3AEN
BEHNIENEFERET 5 odic, SEFRER (branch-
and-bound method: Hendy and Penny, 1982) A5G4
REhTwa, i, SBEREENELLTVIZIESL
D OTU 25T F—7icxLTid, HEXH|TSIE
KL 2RO L EVWHEREFERT 31007 VT
) ZaBnL ohFEETHN TV S (Swofford and
Olsen, 1990). (BEHN Y BEROMEEEL, o v
Ea— 9 —2F0VERESHTY 7 b9 2TIZ20T
i3, = 257 (1992) 52 DY R FE{E>72.)

LhL, 262 bR E I, 2075 713E
DS UHEERED, FABEREERELTVWEDOD
K2\ TE, 4T SHREMTEBESEIILLTWS
DI TIE W (Minaka, 1987). 7z, $3FHF— %
DHET, AFERTNTONEX DA LD L S 1S
HEARERTOMIOVWTIE, FHEHENIEE -1
£H 0 TH 3 (Hillis, 1991; Huelsenbeck, 1991). &
NoSDEICSVT, MBGOEZ LT LAUMOHL
5,

3.1 SHIERKDKEEERIE

DEX%EH5BOREMTH B LARBTHOIE
(Wiley, 1981 ® & Hi2), HEHEVSFEERZD D
OEAEMIEIRBZE 5B BE55. LoL, FAl3,
PR & FFS I TN T RS 2 EHEOMBERRL
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TV EEZ TV, HERRSFERHoagMEERE:
K975 7THBDICKL, FHERHE OTU (Fif L)
OEIDHEFRBFETRT /77 TH 5, HERER
ML, FRBREN TV AMROBEC 2R -
TVWB3H00, &bicdIEFRROEEERT S
7THBEVIHATRE K BELREBL, DR
REERDIEFEEETH B L VWO BEIIMT A L, %
NS OB ICK T 5 FIAFEER (theory of partial
orders) HIISERATIREICIL B, VL E, HEHRTH
5 0TU DESE%ES &L, S OENEGLEKOESE:
P(S) [S DEEALVWI] LBEL, ToLEHEK C
L RROEMEEET-T p(S) DENES [CHEE LT
5] @257 (Hasse X)) T»H3 (Minaka, 1987, =
g1, 1991):

1) SEC »D ¢&C,

2) FED X, Y (EC) ITHLT XNY+#¢ 15
iE, XCY £/ 13 YCX;

3) FED x, vy (ES) I LT x#y 1251,
RO 2 &EARICHERETS X, YV (EC) »8
HBHESTS:

ZH1) x€X Mo y&EX;

K42 xEY hoyeEy.
COEFRICES L XD, WEDOWH LR B5IEXIE,
p(S) LW S BEREADERTH 5. HHERIDFIEF
HRMEFLE L TO CHSEIR, EARNLASGR
ZRHRE LTERINA TV S, CoOET, bhbh
3 TRESTcBOTRIERET 200 7] LWV SR
Bt d b BREEB:. T1bb [HREASO
I ATERINAEHFRICLZFEIEFES pS) O
BRAEATH S CHELEI OB IES) OHTOE

Lo &S i HIEFERICEHRR = EH T 5 &, ¥
RIGHEICEBIN TV > WL ShOEEIHS
MICT B EMNTES (Minaka, 1987; =1, 1991).

1585, 8H(1992a,b) &, ZRFTZERNTOBILE
& (%4 Boole ¥ L EFEIR) OIEXI LSRR DI
Doy avETars aERRFELL S5, LA
KWE v 7 b Mathematica™ %2 B vwhig, 3 v
Ea—§ — 2BV — RO LIEFFHEE O REAT ASTHES
A9 (Skiena, 1990 £H).

3.1.1 DRI & DRFEHESDHE]

PIERNI IR & 73 ZEMBOHNEET X TH OB
BEEADS A TERESNLIAFHETH 2 (B
BIEXE & BIEFHE D Hasse KEZEBRTH 3). —
H, BETHRERE VO HIBOIEFEFREEZ 5 &,
ZDMHEFHBEHERS N EEED S A TONEFHE
ERFRTH 5 EHETX % (Minaka, 1987). 435
RS & RFRBIES ORI IR BEEMNEHETE,
Z DERNMEHES OLER T RHMESEEFNE

TEHIEMEHEN, Ld->T, SENSEAERM
A REMSHETREFRERRTE757THD L
EZBHhED, MEOMIC I OMBIIEELL
V. ThRMERDSHEENICREM L D baEHLE S
57 TH%EWS Nelson and Platnick (1981) o F
ROMENXETH 5. BHARIDOERIC>WVWTIEHID
ECAICHELLEVWTWASDOT (Minaka, 1987, =
th, 1989), #hoEBHEI N0,

3.1.2 HIFKDES Boole fLEHADIEHAHL

HEALTERI N 2 TEMFRIC & 2 HERIEFHE
DL, 2RELEEERLE L TROIEFES (EH:
semilattice) (3% ® Hasse KASS I RHRKIC 73
B, Lzt -> THOWRII & 2 &%l 7 ¢ F ot &
WA B, COEHHEEICE SICEESEMML TEIK
HAERS U2 5 (lattice) & WL, HICEESD
2 ERIIES Boole L WS H AT 5 (Davey
and Priestley, 1990). C D%4 Boole fR# & W5
SRIEFHEEL LToNEREE SIc—fbLi:bD
Thh, EEOHEILH %4 Boole I DI
HwELTEBINS, £4E Boole fR¥dZ D Hasse
R BT ZE N DAL HETH 572, DS &
12 Z DBRTTERBOTICHEDIAEFN S I &IciE B, &
% Boole fREUI LK D REE £ 53479 2 BRI
2525,

BHEDF - 5 OFFICBL T, EHRONERKOE
BEEELBIFNERESEWEAHDIR VL, #ilx
W, [EFREICERERINE SR ASE S g E &b,
B RO S D158, 50, BHEEMRE
R 25aMTIc Y3 BL3HiEZBR). &5,
LYW HE i P2 (vicariance biogeography) icB W T
13, EHOENIEX (species cladogram) DL E #
NoOESHERE S T X LIRS IEK (area clado-
gram) OREEHBETH % (Page, 1990). Lo L, H
HEORIESFF T E—DRERIDOFO1EH AT 5
FBRIEFE-> TV 3D, HHOREROES2EIFH-
ERAERT L2 DA LoD T A ERIERE SRR
LTwizwn, EEOSE D> 5 A& ER (consensus
tree) 2 ET L L VWIFELH ED, b LORER
EHOFOERIIb R EbhTLES (314 Hix
BI). %4 Boole REEHWSE Z &3, #RR~D—
SOFHPDICIE B LRI ER S, COMEIE, 5%
I SRAPEMSFFEN S (T7E BV IER O
RoEE&EBREEMHE L TV % Ragan, 1992, in
press = b BRI/ ),

3.1.3 SHMEHDEMEER

YK % ZIRITTHIL AR T H 5 £ E Boole RED
—MFEER BRRO—DI, BHONKKICEEh
HHMEMATE B LV AN BET ON B, SRR
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a) abc PIEX  abe
ab EB bc
a c a b c
c)
abc abc
m
a b c
IR £57—) M‘c"”i
X 3. MO BEMERE. KON A, Kigs (OTU) » oA EETH S, 1E2E, N

A ab 3 ES {a, b} 2B T 5. a) Zo0RUEZNEKOEMFEE. b) BEEBEOCHRES N GH
K. o) BIRK%E 3IRTTES 7 — VRRED DAL, BRI, FEREE ISR 55X A58 5 E
FHETAHEE, ThODREHMERET LU LICHVW S,

x S
ab Q@
a b c ¢
\I/
¢
abced

¢ IR

FERICHEEH TS 5185, BT BIFEMED
Hasse 3 SMEHITH 5 A5, FEBEMIAITH 24581012
Hasse X3 #BIRHNC 1S 2, & DHFIR Hasse I4TED

£ET IR

E4. HEXKEOBEREEE. a, b c, HS5EKED
X & d D& D 5k 53 (singleton) DD
EREE azFrLvicesnhFhosEgRic
TS (@) 2T 3. b) _>D0NER OB T
AEMROERENETS. o) BoniERE 4
RTES 7 - WRECHE DAL, EREERHE
RNHOFEA BFEO M RAERICH S IAL & 2L &I
Huoh b,

SR OEADIFF#E £ ERICIRT % 3 NXKEH
THb. Lird, KHEBRREEHEDOELEFVER
ETAHLERE -V, #Hik Hasse ME b EicL
T, Zo0ORIER OIS L HET 2EMEE (direct
sum: ¥ 3) &NEICRHEEER M AALIEED
RIRHEE (direct product: [ 4) %5E# ¢ 5 (Minaka,
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As{A}
B&{B}
Co{C}
D<{B,C}
E<{A,B,C}

K5 SERONEFA 770 (EFH¥RE 308 E LTERLTVWA). KEIRLESEX DR (E) 24

TECTXTOHIK RFA 77 4) ZREIRL K.

1990). EFIIEIRERE I EFHFIRI SR O FIR O1F
WEHKATHEAIMHA S, —F, ERIFBEARHD
SEMRESERICHSAL L SR EIER 5.

3.14 2RIEFHKICED HEROBHRE
FIgFERIL, FaEROIEFEREENET
TEEARRICT 5. HFHMECHEREOREL LT
i3, 2MERFLK (linear extension: Stanley, 1986) A5
BYTHBEENTWS (Atkinson, 1985, 1989). £
NEFFERERD Bicid, TR UEDIC, H3HEROD
NEFF A F7 a2 dXTKD B (X5 Iz ZEOWKHER
L), lEFF1 770 & i3, FEROR (K5 D E) %
EUEAKRTH B, KROT, BohkIERF1 77 VE
& ® Hasse K%k 4 % (X 6). D Hasse D&
INTED S BRILA DEFGRERE D A RIMEFHL K O
BThbd nHlOER FAIESE) »omk3IiFHE
DL2NEFIEARDBEAMEE I n! (KEIcHIET 3) TH
5. Lich=-T, RIBFLEADOEKE z &5 &,

4
1=_10gzﬁ

TEZS N 5 E (Atkinson, 1985) &, ZOREXD

IS HREOREE LTV Sh 3,

COLIEFIEAERWA C Licky, e 0AEX
DIFFEHRED 412 59, HIK Hasse RIOER IcHS
SNIAEBONEROESLEDOEREEHIHELT 2
EMTES. FIZE, kD SIERERBRISSEE O
BREOXRICAVONTX - EHEMNSERIZ, 2IE
FIERDRED & & T3, WiEd 281K Hasse K& H
RTIEFERES/NE L EL S ERPEBEONS (=
i, 1993a).

HETFHRBROEE XK T 5 %k i3, LTER
L CHEDORE#EL L TH®INE, £/, RO
DFRFEF T3 unrooted tree 2E3 T EMB LA
(=rh 7575, 1993), CDS 4 7DY 57135 &M
%723 rooted tree (Bl IFER) OEALRLS
TEMTESB, 2%, H5 unrooted tree iF, £h
% rooting 3 Z &LICk DB ONBTNTORIERID
EATHLLERTE .

32 MRSHOESERINTE
SR DS A FI NI 2k}, b
DEET — 8 o o OEFRFMHICE S T—v X b
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8 ABCDE

25BCDE

CDE

I = 3.907

%)

J(C) = {ABCDE,ACDE,ABDE,
BCDE,CDE,BDE,AED,AE,DE,E,2}

K6 SHEXOLIEFILKEFERE X5 TR
LENEFEA 57 VoS £(C) iIoxtd % Hasse
XAE{ERRT 5. B/INETHBEES (@) D OoKxRK
TLTH5bEDHNEX (“ABCDE” TH/R) £T
@ Hasse X EDOREEE (HAH) OfEK 20
2, £OREXOZIEFILEROMEBICELYL. &
DETIE 2(C)=8 TH5Hh 5, ZDHEXDIEF
153 = —10gx(8/5)=3.907 &LitExh 3.

5 » 7'tk (Felsenstein, 1985b) L HEH DD E & D
HENT (BES/H) SEHH5. figdaENos
EEMNENEIEBRENS M EFARLHETHID
XL, BEROELOFEF -7 IcEh3LOREF
FERSE TN TV ELAEFANSE HETH S, T—
A b5y THERINE TOHITFENAEE LTLLH
WONTERD, WMEAHOBITIZELALEATY
Whotz, K71, SHEBEHOERKIGERRICBWT
CO, M VAL KILA il 4 2 BEF# Rubisco KXY
72 =y bBIEFO DNA EERFICED < SO
BMENfT& 5 (Fujiwara et al,, to appear). OTU ¥
75 10 RS O W MBI AE S R I 2 FEAE I B O CIE
HERESTMREER T &M TED. £,
OTU Meh & bREMWIFGHICE, NERO2EE
A SEEAMET A Licky, BESHOEEH#
FEThELv., 7=Vt 5y TEIBEES OZRHE
DV 7 b9 = TIHBRAEN TV B Y, BEAGR
¥t PAUP version 3.0 (Swofford, 1990) R\ hid
Ak TH 5.

3.2.1 HESH - A2 - B9
ChFETCIOROBMESHT»SBONBEHRELT
3, DHMEROEE (skewness) BERTHB Wb

17 A
34
L« B
Confidence level (%) 34
C
>95
12 9 41 ED
13 33 11
35
108 8 G
39 H
3] L=657steps
2 N A | CI=0.848
J RI=0.802
34 RC=0.680
ELTRAN
7 K DELTRA
| Exact Tree-length Distribution
600000 (34,459,425 trees)
gl =-1.533
500000
12
[
]
+= 400000
k]
g
€ 300000 1
2
z
200000 |
. 1 {Min =657
o L N \
600 650 700 750 800 850 900 950 1000 1050 1100
Tree length

X 7. DNA EEEFICE-D  BREOEHIK 7k
K EfEDfH a)XakoRIE (Calvin [E
) BT CO, DEVIAHICEES T 5 BEHR
Rubisco () 7o —2_Y YEH VK F ¥ it/
BMAERNBER OKY 72=y b (rbcl) D
DNA EEEFIcE S BEHIMER. 751
Fujiwara et al. (to appear) B\, B&3IiLS
(A~K) T#RL7:. DNA EERFIOKXEZ
1491 IEHENITH 543, EBEOFHETIE GC &&
DNA T RAFEEDTDT 3 7 BEHNICEH L 12K
Fl7—% (497 7 3 /B RV, SEREEC
SO HERNEREITE -1 DEKOBED Y147
F1000BlDT—Y A b5y FICEIL(EHEL
#L, SHEucHHF 28l id DELTRAN Sad{tEd
B 42HIBB) DL TOERORES (Bt
¥) ThH3. b)lDF— Db ETORENT.
OTU A 11 D & ZEDA[RER T X T D HIHK
(unrooted tree T 34,459,425 f#) O#IEEZ¥Z
3 Eick ek Lz, §TEE, PAUP ver-
sion 3.0 (Swofford, 1990) ic & 5.

N T %= 7z (Hillis, 1991; Huelsenbeck, 1991). n D4
K5 58 2 MEAHOEE IIIRORXTREN S
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4

AN
9

B4 7

K 8. kRS - [ -« FESHOMER. 6 o OTU (A~F) 1L T 2 o " fEHIEE m,, m, HEHE
SNnfc LB AIEETS 106 T NTOREK (unrooted) Ic>WT, BEHEICHT 242K (1 LIE3LT) %
2IRTEDSFENM TR L OMEENHTH 2. ThZhoEicst L TZoRIBAHRENE T2 Eic L
DRASHHBR/ONG. S5, m+m, #ICH L CEBAHZHE T 5 EEEAOGEON . EEHEIC
BIF B m—m, WARERELCEEERF OSBRI OBEN T EZRERT ERBRTx2, Lhl, BESHICIR

L ONIEKEOZER IR E T,

1 &g
nZ(L;L)

&= 1 = A8
G Be-oys

L;:i HEHOREXOLE

L:n HOREROLEDTE
g1<0 D& 2N TEICEA TV S (left-skewed)
EWL, g,>0 D& E [HIKEATW 3] (right-
skewed) &\ 5. b & DIEBERSRHENIIEHRE
ZELBLIEE (V4 XHBD1IIVIEE), HEAHLER
BH, BERLOREHHAOMEENS, HESHOC
OWHEIL, HEFICIEFANSN TV, RITHITFE
BELRE-IEHDTH 3.

WE 2 MO MEREE 1, 2,....n 2% 4, #IFEHD
b & TOHMEX DB D 2 Ee %2 R my, my, ..., m,
LET. BiHO {EIRENZENEN a; & b
DREICALIcET B E (a+b,=2F8), HREH
m; D5 EEL filai, b)) (&

(m;—1)!(2n—3m;)(2n—5)!!
filew b)= (@2n—2m—1)!!
X N(a;, m;)N(b;, m;)

(2x—y—1)!
E—nily—1)12*

IZ & - TR RIR T X 3 (Carteret al,, 1990). T
DSAESMUER f; & n BE BT % 5 2 EES%
fro. . DREISNHTHBEHBEEINSE, 2% 0, IE&
DilcxtLT

722U N, y). =

fila; bi)=n§ifl.2...4»(alv Qg ey Agy by, by, ..., by)

VS BRXSEHA NG, 2 BHICEYT 22RO 2
EL &,

L:= Aém,'

LEHSNE DS, 2E L OWRN L EOREMST
D n Kl my, my, ., m, OO TH B, -
&b, BllmiTREIRE M P RHE D ORI &5
R ohTHEW,

BRI « [EE53 4 « ISR OMERFRIc> W T
i3, K8I/RLRBEFZR SN\, —oDfH
my,my IO WTDEEFAESAD b & T, BENHE
my+m, HREIOEICIR >3 TH 5. Lizhi-T,
Z DR (my—m, FlaD) OERIIKENMICE
WTREDNTVWB T EICHS, ETAH, DL



M RIEED O B RHHEE

HEDOERE 3, FEIRRE OREWIME % R AR (B
SHEIL) OMEMNEREXT 315 TH 3. Filz
i, M8OHEAMMTLEEILVWHIREEH> 10
D[EIFRRE IS KEHIV S HMERIC > WT, & & D[RS
MTIRZ OEEH m,my)=(1,2) IZBL, B3I
(my, me)=2, N IKBLTW3B. DHEXDHED S 2 b
SWAE, FRNAFLEDSE (1,2 KBLTVW3 5o
SHERIE (ABC) WSk (F/:1d clade) 2HBE LT
WBDIKL, H (2 1) IBLTWS 5 HoAERI
(BCD) W H BB L TV, LI, bEDHE
K53 % my+m, FENCHHE L TRESREIES &,
my—m, FRIDERIIBTO ATV 3,

BZ ol F— 5 Db & CRERE I HETN L5 i
RO OBENZRIC>WTIE, BEMELEEE-T
W5, Bz E, Hendy et al. (1988) i353 I8 IR D ¥l
f& (symmetric difference metric) %\ TERE#ST
I X e > & 2 W BE B % Il E L T W 5. Maddison
(1991) 13 ES O EIEIC & » THB X O FILE
ERELTOVAS. LhL, 2057 1 RTHIE RS
ERTIINEKE OB IRHEF I LORETER
WeEBbha, LA 2R LEOEZEMTOERE
K72 2 BRI ICE D { SBRIOEEST 2 His T4
BhH B EFIFEZTVWS (=, 1992e, to appear).

3.22 $IHBESHICE D SIERKOESHEEEMR

BESHCBET 3 65— OlIEIR, HERED
ERTMIETH 5. BREWSBERIOGEVWREER 25
BRI~ # oY —HIcEWELNUT 3 @EmxH 5 (=
th, 1992b). T DFEXIF, RKEHE L CERTNSE
KoOESIEEBEOENHZLERELTVS, 5
wWhrihid, ThS>ORERSLVWEEEH D’
REHMD L THEMLEERE > TWEroTHEEE
Aoh3. BEAREAVIE, 30RO (F
1213 clade) DEFELED, DERDEES DT [y
B ICREEIC S ORERML TV A3 ERNSC
ENTES (=, 1992d). LITo#&ERTE, HES
HEE2HABTCL - THRES NI DD ERET 2. &
IO 2EEESH S DEIEAMEBOZEIC O VLTIZT
CTEwRLAEW, .

WE, B G OEES: b £ o Y-GSt
TENKRDOESEEL, &0t EORENT%:
(G #IIAFi flg MR &I 3. G 4IHDHDS
L TORES flc DI E LB|EMNATGf (bED
BEDAD) OFE BT B &IckD, 2OKEGOD
BEHEAOEBRELH B2 E5TE 5, 2%, %
DEDOEEEHIE Lo E T 2 ESHOFEE
7, b EOBEHVWMESHOFEEL D b/hS VRS
i, BZontcF— 9 Db & TE DRI DR
o L TEENICEOE#BE LIt LHES NS,
ZIT, COREHMENOEENEREER G O [E

Confidence level (%)
— >95

70-95
50-70

81

%91 -
A(F+G) = -343 F4 6298
500 %92 : D+E
T4 = 624.1
A(D+E) =-5.74
@
E w00
@
o
S
«
© 300
K
3
§E m
z
100
‘,.WWPI’ Tree-length

540 560 580 600 620 640

9. NERIcxd 2HEENHIN. a) K 7a 05
RO _>DEOBEEFANE, BHF+G B8
UK D+E 2ZhZThElf 1 8L U2 LIF
. T=v2R+35 .y FEHEE (bootstrap repli-
cates 1B ZHBERK: 322HBM) T}, &
F+G 3B D+E L bEFHESFLIGVWI L
KEEShZV. SR BXUHBK 2D &
TORENT. SHEOME 4 %2R3E, & F+
G i3, B D+E LB L T, NIRRT
HUTEOREBEDOEMELTVWEEWVWZ B,

| (strength) EFETE, 4(G) EFETEILT 3. D

4G) BEOEHIcXDRRTEEsh B!
4(G):=E; (L)—EAL)

12150 EJL) EWAHKRBER, g EVWHIBENFOD

ETONEROLE L OFEEEE®T 5. 4(6)<0

DEEW G RIEQOER, —HJG>00E&EHG I

AOEREL T3,

COBE 4G 2RELLTEEONERIcZEN
32 NE DR DREIM: Xt B IR R % i
Bd5E, REHNIEAERTIEIE O &K EIHE
GestEo R E LB OME) 2H>0icxt L, FEEEHT
IR TIE SR DOEE I3/NE W (EDME £ 72 i3 #ext



=iEE

B/ &) FEEsEnshns (=, 1992
d). @93, Ao 7 ORIV T, BELEo
ZED OfEBEVIEEOHERESTRTH B, #l
Y1 (F+6G) BL U4 2 (D+E) b & TOHFIKE
NHOFHEIR, FhEFN 5955,624.1 TH5. Li:
DT, WEAHTOLEE 6298 LHh~B &, &
1 & 20WERZAZTN 4F+G)=—34.3, 4(D+E)
=—574 &1 5. TOFRIF, F+6 VIO (iR
1) BEEECH L TEEicRETERE L TL
%[5\ K THBH, D+E WSk Bl 2) 3E
HMEBREO/NS VIV TH S I LEEKT 5.
T, LTlREBMESGHETE T -V 25y
TotholkEgE LT (M10). MEIRE bICTE
Koo T4 2B 5 & W HLEDOH
BEHE-TW3. LhL, ZOFHBEDOHENRKE -T
W3, F—0EWVWZ, F-IOEKWTHBE TV R
b5y THHTTE, bEDIEEF— 5% BRENL
EEED [REE] BIEAESR) LIREL, Z0JE
Br—- s 2BEMEA6 L THREOEMHEAE Y E
7. TOHERBONLRENF -0z T hicoV
TEHEIMEER (bootstrap replicate & FESs) A {ERK
L, #honHERIcE T s0HEREHELTE
DEDEFEHORE LT LI THSB. —FH, BES
FRTTIE, bEDF—FidE VWS L, F
ZoEVIR, BEWNRE LR ORETM O
THb. 77—V RE35y TN TRETHING KR
P EH#ENE. —h, MESHEITTR, dLoF-
Fioxt L CREHIN - FEREHIOWHA DT
NTONERORHEEHET 5.
MEDINSDBEVWEEZ L1 51F, BEOHBT
LT =Y R b5y PO RHERL 2H A S KR O
BORYMAFMLTVEODEVZBESS. Fh
FhoFEoEREGRICOVTI, 4B OIER
TELENH B (=, 1992f, 1993b).

4. HB3HEROH ETORBHEEKEDOET

LER/MEE W D REHIEE L 13 AR O
DRES NI E X, FEOMEE L TREMMERN
(HTU) TOFBNZEREORE &V 5 REN S 5.
Tabb, OTU OFERECHERNSZ SN, [EiF
IKRERIOBTE b 52 5N TWVWa & &I, HNERSIES
ICHIE S 5 HTU 0REHN S RENZEIRERSE %
RETBHLETHS. HrEOBEObLET, %
DEEAELS I, HTU x4 2 REHFEIR
EOREHNRE 2T 5 L3, #EolkEzh
BEREREBD5 14 7OMAERNLEETH S, b
HAA, T T~ NP 522 TH 5 REHMEX O
B E ORI & i, ORI EIRED IR
EREIRHEEMSED. ZhTHUEB, 773 7ERDD
ATELERBROMELEZ LRI TL 3,

D [ | D Do .os. D,
= '
T B T T ... T,

T, Bootstrap2ift = {E38R
& Bcladeld.

T: ¥x BT —SIC50T

: B EOBEBRShEr? )
: s B

£

: HES = BE )
T, & Boladeld,

i S DREAIIES

EREGERLTVES?

& 10. BESMHBITE T — Y R+ 5 9 THIT.
T—YRALT o THIATIE, bEDF—9H oD
B ER VR LTV, HEKOEOHHR%:
boTEFEORE LT 3. BESHBITTIHE,
b &7 — 7 B HREY - EREHIAER D2
BEAN, H3BOEESNIEKES LK RKE
HEc X L BRI EoREOERZ LTV 3
hEL->THEORELT 3.

(Minaka, 1992; Hanazawa et al., 1992, to appear; %,
WEIZ A, 1993).

4.1 REMEERKEOET7ZIVITU XA

IO IES DR TR, REMEREORE
EREHA R ORE B — DRI - 2. EB,
Hennig (1966) DR rEERS Farris (1970) @
Wagner tree HER T3, REWRFEHIRE 2 L [EHF
i HTU TORENFZERESRES h TV D
12, Th o OERICED RN EIKEELE | B
HWEBEDO—>TIH$H 3. LhL, SIRELRETHINIA
BOTNTAEHHET 525D TIENED - k- (Swofford
and Maddison, 1987). KIZERE LELEREEHER
ZODMBETH D LRI AT LM, TTREHIC
METHS (=h, 1992¢).

DT}, BEELUTHBRNTEERES L 0K
FEEZ S, UL, ZoBSNEAE DI, FEE
FHE IS & < RSN 3 [EFHY] (ordered) EHE &
DNA OEEEFIF— s icBIMIcRon 5 TEIEF
#1] (unordered) BED _>D 54 Fhdb 5. =&
ZiE, a—b—c EWVWHEERBRRIIERIEFHIRE
BrREZBE, KiEah s c ~DOE{LDFDIT ST
PRPREE b 2ZBH L EFAEE SV, Licd-T,



HEERIEED S RicRfHEE

T : unrooted

T: - T;s : subtrees

R:- R; : roots
X : HTU
lai, b:] : Farris interval of R:

el

root

2
4

B 11. (REMFEEIKERE OMRNKE. a) IEFNIZEICBY % Hanazawa et al. 1B < HTU FHEIK
BOBFEIL7 VT ) XA, bEOHERIDH S HTUKX) 2#BBELE L TZhICHEdT 2 HTU (413 OTU:
KTt Ri~R,) 2BEELTHWMAK (T, ~Ts) 2EZ 5. FHHKRDOKIE (OTU) » SBAE L THRIRHIIC
HTU O Farris KEAHEL W<, X ic#Ed 3 R ~R; @ Farris KEIAREEI K, Zho0XE D
AVT vEFETIAE X KB 5 MPR set (A[RER T X TOREHZEKREOES) MRH SN B, b)
HTU FEREEDETDER (Swofford and Maddison, 1987 ®fl). 5fHd HTU (a~e) IcXtd 3 MPR set

(P& LTRR L) DEmahi.

KEEam s c~NDOELICET 2Z{bEIHIE2 TH 5.
—7%, ZTORENHEIEFHITH 31561, EEDIKE
BfhoEEDIREEIC 1 57 v 7 TEILTE 3.

ETHREL - & 51ic, Hennig D RESFHAL
Farris @ Wagner tree BEg T3, AJFEE RETFINAR
BEARAICERRTERLV, I TORER, OTU
RT3 5 2 oNEROBET, TNTOR
BN EIRERE vy — v 2B T 5L TH
5. NEFFHIFZEIC > W T}, Swofford and Maddison
(1987) BEERINICIBIEL TV, Lo L, BEDHER
BIHRENRFEEICRES N TB Y, FEHOIHN
HEBIHICREL TH » 7. Hanazawa et al. (1992,
to appear) {3, Swofford and Maddison (1987) D&
REMATIL, EEROEHSEHISEXD S & TD HTU
Bt Bd 5 —RYEBOA & BERE LT LT Y
X L DERAFEEITIE - 12,

ZoTNVIY XA (K11 BB) @, RO2 257
M 5EX % (Hanazawa et al., to appear):

Z2F v 7 1) & HTU I 2 HEXEORE:
% HTU cBAL TH L DR ER OB AR Y

B %, unrooted tree %{E3. R\WT, Kif
OTU »5ZpigEE Nt HTU IcWh5BET
DFXTD HTU @ [Farris Xf&] (Swofford
and Maddison, 1987) & &XIN{ERT 5. &
DFER, fEE& N/ HTU 4 3 HTU
FhZhicxtd 3 Farris XEIAERE 3. #5F
SN/ HTU ioxt U CRIBE S R ETIN 2 R E K
ERBO%ES (X Swofford and Mad-
dison, 1987 @\ 5 “MPR set”) 3, ZhicfE
#:9 % HTU @ Farris X4 <X Tohdefl (#
VT V) THA IDRFy 71, Ko
OTU #» SfgE &Ntz HTU ic@» > RO
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}/\\I ACCTRAN

\ / DELTRAN

2 4 5 6
12, REMAEERERE O RKENHEE K
11b OFIT O (MPR set) o< 4~
To HTU FEIKRERLE /<y — v DESIHIAF
B P % 8 A4 5. ACCTRAN K & &
DELTRAN K& i3 @ Hasse IO TtEhZEh
BARTEB/ TS T 3.

7o R TH5.
Z7 w7 2) & HTU [CX$d 3 BATKN LR
EERORE:

HB—>0D HTU ic2W\WT, % DEHXRA
WEESNLLE S, Z0MXEICBT 3EE
ORBIREZRIEET B &ick D, fhoT~T
D HTU (2 51} 3 REFIN S EIRERE 2 o
RIEE L THRNICRETES, CORTF Y7
213, IEEEI N/ HTU H»S5KED OTU ich
S [EON] 7022 TH 5.

JEIFFH-EIc >\ Tid, Fitch (1971), Hartigan
(1973), Rinsma et al. (1990) 7% & DIFFEHMNT TICdH
5. Hanazawa et al. (to appear) D7)V 3 X 43,
HUEES 3513 T, < OIENEFRHITE OB EiHHIES
BELJZASbDEEDLN S,

42 {[RERNERRKEERORRNOERE
IREVIFZEIREDEE ¥ ¥ — v O DOREE T,
HEERE O S EIC 813 B IRIBRITCEIREEOH T H 5
HIREEN 7 b VORFES (N7 +VER]) MRED

E|H &S, Swofford and Maddison (1987) i,
HTU FEIRERE 0K D iBi2 TH S h i DR

By — VY DEBIIBVT, RO OWMBHILEE
Ny — v DEEEERL (12588
DELTRAN H#{tEE (EHZHREIER®ILE
&)
THIREEDZEALAS T E 3 1215 SHERK D KT <
THL 3L 51 HTU O EIREEARE T 5.
ZDFER, PEONBEESERILEN S,
ACCTRAN H#{tEcE (RHZRIRERBE{LE
&)
FERBEDZE{LAS T & 3 1213 K DIRAGE <
THL 3L 51 HTU O EIREEZRET 5
ZOER, EHEOWEEKI RIS, <
i3, Farris (1970) @7 AT ) XLtk <
REHETH 5.

Swofford and Maddison (1987) DX T3 NEFH
FHEEIHERI N TORY, HERYF—s0L>
1 IENERFHIEE - bEIED ACCTRAN/DELTRAN
HIECEMTFAET 5 (=« 538k, 1993).

L& L, @ ACCTRAN/DELTRAN {IEZE A,
BEESN/$XTO HTU EERERBEDO~ 7 b L%
flohTEDL S BT oNE DM E VSR
FIERBRTH D, COME~NDT 7o —-FELT,
ZONY S VERICBEFROR/NEAFRICE I LT
AP 2 BAT 2 (=6, 1991 [EFEH): &
352 oD n @D HTU ick i 2 RABHTE
BIREAEF LT B 2D n IRIENJ b L

a=(a, a ..., a,), b=, b, ..., b,)
XL,

Vi, a;<b;Sapb

L& O EIEFRRP 2 EERT 5. C OFIEFRFRP %=
HA Lt nRIE~N7 b VERICREATTER/NTO
HBEL, #hizzhFh ACCTRAN H#L~7 b
& DELTRAN S8 b~ r vicdiGd 32 2 &3 FH
ShTW3, Chid, ZOn R~y b VERDHEAE
ERLTWBDOTRIEWHEWVLS FHETH S,

BRI EIRRED < 7 b VZERASHENARFRE P 1B
L THE{L T & 77 51, ACCTRAN/DELTRAN
HREESUTNTORBMEEIKEDRE <5 — v
ERRTBENTESLEAS, BEMICWLS &,
» B DIEK OB AUCKE L THRIC[ED S HRIOR
ifl] ACCTRAN/DELTRAN {bi & KK icHD S
HE DR ACCTRAN/DELTRAN {bEw> —&
BOWEETHEEREA B EMTES. K121,
K 11 THEI L B EXRE] (MPR set) icBE2oWT, ¢
~NTOHES HTU FEIRERLE v 9 — v 2 &R L1
bDTH 5. KOHDRAZPICE-S < EIFFMERT
»5,

TRABMIFCER R E (3, ol O LA B TR
18- T3 [k | (comparative method) & #%
KHFBRLTWS (S, 1991). FME#ELOBBHETT



HAERABED 5 B RHHEE

558, FHMEFREOEEIHEETXL L (Felsens-
tein, 1985a). HAREROE &S, SEEELE <
B8l > TRHEDERE E D & S ICHlAAL DI
LT, WD bIBEMSHL IR TV S (Pagel and
Harvey, 1988; Harvey and Pagel, 1991). & C T,
SR DR A FIR$ % He#d: (Maddison, 1990) i<
SRS EL T TR L0,

PERD ETHEABED L S L Lzh% b
V=T A720icid, HTU REIREERLE % £ TiE
Ligrugis 57w, FilZ1d, Maddison (1990) D
1B 2 HOHBMOREX, WRELEZ H>0H
D b O EFIEIRERESFi b > TEX 5
NTVWBI LERIRET S, TOKE, HTU EENSE
155 EXIREREVEDEREBLEZT L2000
SRR, FEULSHENILENH L. HlEKERVE
WEEERITIE D187 > TR, MEOEENSERS
L UEH OB HTU JEEIRERE &V 5 > DR
BICHEHET 5. B—ORERS LR O EAR O M8
i1, Pl iEzh S 0SB OEEFIEUEICE SR
% (Maddison, 1991), & 3 W IFSEKIOE M E -
REEICESCES DT ICLBK0AL (FAEED
AVF)IRE-T, RSN BEhB LAV, T,
FEoMEIc o VWTIE, FEEELCBEY 2 HIERIC
E-S5<¢ HTURBOEA DS FIck-T, 530V RSF
LNV ORI T — 5 OBA I BN ERE L E 7
DbETOHTU BEEOAEAHE ST 5 &1k D,
L OVBORE Ny — VA BRTEDL LIS E DD
L (Zguidd, 1993). £/, Y1alb—vav
Ic& 2 HTU BB 0 F B0l (Maddison, 1990) &
TRIBENSZZAH., IhoiBL T}, S5
T~ &AL L TV 5,

5. AR L ORE

AT, MBS T 20 0D OHEER
IR/ Uk, SR OKE S 5\ id HTU JHEIK
FERRIE DM I3, AENICHAERNKBOMETH
5. Stanley (1986) #5659 5 & 9 i, HAERIIK
BN LEMREGOERENBTELTHIES
i, MBINANIHREMBOITE DO EE.2S5h
ICHIRY 5 C EDTEES S, DERKOKEE p@(S)
LWHEREAD ETITRbN B, —F, HTU KE
IREERL B D2 1d OTU LB IREE & K o #HE 12
Lo THEhIEE~Y r VEROD LTITHbA
5. BIXP RHEHBRINCHEET REZLDTH -
THETXELDTERWVWEWVWS REGHD S 515
I, FREFHESEFICE T RS, [{[5HD
IEFRARICE SO TR S N B S TH B &
WHABEEZREELTWS., OTU &5 EEIN S HFLE
AEFIC L T OMEREEEBRT BLIE, W8
Foniiv, AP HTU FEIRERE HsH: 4

FHNCH D AT VE VS RS T B DI, Fh
S OHEHSE OBBEDSERICITR DN S T & ARTRE
LTWa, Zofild, HFEDOHEXE LU HTU JEE
KA EZAHRIC L TRE#E LR R L s hltkic ey
b HTIRE 5.

ARG ODESTXTHZ LEFBEVHITAI, &b
TNERNEROE(LEWR S TRICHNTECES
nTwa 5L GFaly, 1991). LeL, BEtkicE &
BICH DT & LS EHMSEC 5. BERMEX %
KET2HNET VT ) XL OREESRARLIGED &
WHOEHEETFLTWVWS NP LB F0RETH 5.
FHESEEE L, COKRBOLEL b - LHEAICER
BREKDS, bbAHA, RHESFFIRET 24
AbERNEEOBIIE, REORKNEFE ISR
DETELILELALL, b EE L OBRHEEDE
FEHBONBICBALEET B T &ALV, B
BENIREICE > T TBWLLEENZ TS, T
Kb EWSEIL(1991) O, BEDRESKF
DR AEFIHEICEVEZL TV 3B,

BRORHABEE, RV S hTE ERENIE
HE» o chil, EFRHBICEREINTE/L DNA I
EBEFLAVORGF -4 2 bEBICEE LTI
BhRotkw, Lbl, KEAKBOSFF—-s2HL
12ELTh, ZTHICESOTREEHEERITH S & &1
i3, BREZET 23S AHSERVLEEIH -
boTW5, REHECHERIAVEGF— 7 DM
(DFHIEL) L > THRRSNZOTIHEL, £
kO RAERICK > TR EHEE T 500, LT
ZOFikEm AT 2 BB E & o X S IciRikd
EOMEVWSEIFEERDCH S,

B B

AR, 1991412 B 8 Bic FEER L REYEE
TEHMINE IRIEREY v RV Y & [Hotl
EAEHIEE | k1 BRADEE [OMRIXI D & kT
¥ HHEEBLUEPHIBEZIC B 3EEL LTOIA
B ] ONBE3$X-0DTHB. Kigr g e
5icy, LUTOAHXORBABEICSETOLE
Wi, ZogEED THLEHRL BV (50 FHE -
HFREY) . HAESE QLIEK » 83 - £9) - KHIBE
(MF) - HaE— GEX - 85 - £ - 8HE
AP (EBHEER) - skt (Ex@zur - ki
z) - EE—E (FERILgRE) - kig 55
HEA « PR« IEHEED) - BRIES @K B8
IHERE).

51 B 3 &

Bl -, 1991, S04 3. R 1991(9):
10-13.
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Phylogeny estimation based on the principle of
parsimony . has several conceptual and com-
putational problems, which can be approached
with the aid of discrete mathematics (combi-
natorics, graph theory and partial order theory). In
this paper I will discuss three combinatorial prob-
lems in the cladistic method in biological systemat-
ics and phylogenetics.

The first problem arises in searching the most
parsimonious cladogram(s) under a given charac-
ter state data matrix. If cladogram is defined to be
a particular type of finite set partially ordered by
inclusion relation among taxa (Minaka,1987), any
set of cladograms can be represented in a single,
partially reticulated, Hasse diagram. Phylogenetic
tree is conceptually different from cladogram be-
cause the former is a partially ordered set defined
by another different relation, ancestor-decendent
relation. Moreover, any set of cladograms can be
embedded in a Boolean algebra. It enables us to
define two cladogram operations (direct sum and
direct product: Minaka, 1990) and to measure the
order information of one or more cladograms.
Direct sum of cladograms generates a single, par-
tially reticulated, graph embedded in a Boolean
algebra whose dimension is equal to the number of
OTUs of each cladogram. Algebraically inter-
preted, such a reticulated graph includes all com-
ponent information of the original set of clado-
grams. Direct product of cladograms also produces
a single reticulated graph. But in this case the
resultant graph can be embedded in a Boolean
algebra whose dimension is higher than that of
any of the original cladograms. These cladogram
operations can be utilized in combining the infor-
mation of more than one cladogram succinctly. An
additional merit of adopting the partial-order con-
cept of cladogram is that the information content
of one or more cladogram can be quantified as the
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relative number of linear extensions. The number
of linear extensions associated with a cladogram is
calculated from the Hasse diagram constructed
from the set of all order ideals of the cladogram.

The second problem is associated with tree-
length distribution. Some combinatorial prop-
erties of tree-length distribution are discussed with
reference to the joint and marginal distribution of
the lengths of cladograms. The joint distribution
of the lengths of cladograms is a frequency distri-
bution in a multidimensional space spanned by
character axes. Tree-length distribution is derived
from a projection of the joint distribution onto the
axis of total length. The reduction of dimensional-
ity associated with the projection implies the loss
of information. In fact tree-length distribution is
insensitive to the topological difference among
equally parsimonious cladograms, because the di-
rection of the projection is orthogonal to the axis
of total length such that the topologically sepa-
rated clusters of cladograms with equal total
length are mixed together.

The third problem is concerned with how to re-

construct in a parsimonious way the hypothet-
ical character-states assignable to the hypothetical
taxonomic units (HTUs) at the interior points of a
cladogram. Farris (1970) and Swofford and Maddi-
son (1987) proposed a method for HTU reconstruc-
tion for an ordered character. Recently Hanazawa,
Narushima and Minaka (1992, to appear) devel-
oped another, more efficient, recursive algorithm
for HTU reconstruction. They proved and general-
ized several propositions about parsimonious HTU
reconstruction, some of which were mentioned
without full proof in Swofford and Maddison
(1987). When there exist two or more equally
parsimonious reconstructions of HTU character
states, the set of all parsimonious HTU reconstruc-
tions can be treated as a vector space (lattice)
partially ordered by a binary relation. ACCTRAN
and DELTRAN reconstructions are supposed to be
the maximal and minimal elements, respectively,
in the vector space. The way of reconstructing the
character states of HTU may affect the com-
pararive analyses in behavioral ecology and socio-
biology.





