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Comparative analysis of gene family size provides insight into the
adaptive evolution of vertebrates

Yu Meng, Ruolin Yang

College of Life Sciences, Northwest A&F University, Yangling 712100, China

Abstract: Copy numbers of homologous gene families vary greatly among different species, which is caused by the
differences in the rates of gene gain and loss. It is well known that gene copy number variation can be responsible for the
phenotypic novelties of particular species. In this study, 64 species that represent the main vertebrate groups spanning
evolutionary period of about 600 million years were selected and the homology of gene families across these species were
established, thereby revealing the evolutionary patterns of gene family size in vertebrates. The results show that among the
6857 gene families inferred to be present in the most recent common ancestor of the vertebrates, 6712 had changed their

sizes in at least one lineage, and these gene families had contracted in most cases. Gene families in Choloepus hoffmanni
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and Danio rerio had undergone the greatest contraction and expansion, respectively. Based on the highly dynamic evolution
of vertebrate gene family size, we sought to identify any genomic signals that might be related to the evolution of specific
vertebrate populations from the perspective of the distinct gene family size changes. We observed a high proportion of gene
family amplification occurred, probably due to genome-wide duplication in the recent common ancestral genome of teleosts,
which was followed by contraction in the decedents due to the extensive gene fractionation. Furthermore, we found
evidence that orphan genes in the bony fish might contribute to the adaptive evolution of fish in aquatic environment. For
example, some orphan genes were involved in fin development, tail development and kidney physiology. Overall, our work
provides novel insights into the evolution of vertebrate gene family size and provides several lines of evidence for

understanding the relationship between the genome evolution and phenotypic diversity in vertebrates.

Keywords: vertebrates; gene family; adaptive evolution; orphan gene
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®1 66 MIMERREERAEERYE

Table 1 Numbers of gene families and member genes in each of the 66 species

(Ciona savignyi) 9396 552 (1104) 223 (949) 10 171 (11 449) 45
(Ciona intestinalis) 12 962 825 (1650) 288 (1173) 14 075 (15 785) 20
(Petromyzon marinus) 7017 902 (1804) 291 (1319) 8210 (10 140) 52
(Lepisosteus oculatus) 12 458 1390 (2780) 713 (3088) 14 561 (18 326) 50
(Astyanax mexicanus) 13 454 2269 (4538) 1139 (5032) 16 862 (23 024) 82
(Danio rerio) 12 204 2311 (4622) 1414 (8745) 15 929 (25 571) 601
(Gadus morhua) 12 261 1760 (3520) 938 (4206) 14 959 (19 987) 79
filfi (Takifugu rubripes) 10 221 1845 (3690) 1053 (4560) 13119 (18 471) 23
fili (Tetraodon nigroviridis) 11 306 1948 (3896) 1021 (4354) 14 275 (19 556) 20
(Oreochromis niloticus) 11 069 2085 (4170) 1253 (6192) 14 407 (21 431) 164
(Gasterosteus aculeatus) 11 897 1913 (3826) 1058 (5046) 14 868 (20 769) 152
fif§ (Oryzias latipes) 11 453 1823 (3646) 993 (4480) 14 269 (19 579) 45
(Xiphophorus maculatus) 12 020 1976 (3952) 1034 (4384) 15 030 (20 356) 18
fit (Poecilia formosa) 12 233 2458 (4916) 1403 (6458) 16 094 (23 607) 95
(Latimeria chalumnae) 11 917 1491 (2982) 855 (4650) 14 263 (19 549) 147
(Xenopus tropicalis) 10 810 1277 (2554) 782 (5069) 12 869 (18 433) 174
(Anolis carolinensis) 11 653 1336 (2672) 717 (4125) 13 706 (18 450) 185
(Pelodiscus sinensis) 11 692 1254 (2508) 656 (3948) 13 602 (18 148) 508
#8(Ficedula albicollis) 11123 1130 (2260) 446 (1710) 12 699 (15 093) 20
(Taeniopygia guttata) 11 461 1570 (3140) 543 (2695) 13 574 (17 296) 151
(Anas platyrhynchos) 11 050 1213 (2426) 443 (1684) 12 706 (15 160) 12
(Gallus gallus) 11 108 1125 (2250) 496 (2115) 12 729 (15 473) 111
(Meleagris gallopavo) 10 126 1112 (2224) 448 (1695) 11 686 (14 045) 11
(Ornithorhynchus anatinus) 14 068 1787 (3574) 788 (3896) 16 643 (21 538) 470
(Monodelphis domestica) 13 268 1470 (2940) 851 (5017) 15 589 (21 225) 482
(Sarcophilus harrisii) 12 961 1384 (2768) 700 (3037) 15 045 (18 766) 80
(Macropus eugenii) 11 281 1038 (2076) 488 (1882) 12 807 (15 239) 14
(Dasypus novemcinctus) 14 393 1650 (3300) 960 (4962) 17 003 (22 655) 99
(Choloepus hoffmanni) 9570 871 (1742) 256 (977) 10 697 (12 289) 18
(Echinops telfairi) 12 173 1164 (2328) 482 (1976) 13 819 (16 477) 36
(Loxodonta africana) 12 959 1384 (2768) 863 (4245) 15 206 (19 972) 66
(Procavia capensis) 12 105 1028 (2056) 474 (1840) 13 607 (16 001) 27
(Erinaceus europaeus) 10 914 1058 (2116) 385 (1483) 12 357 (14 513) 13
K &5 (Sorex araneus) 9772 901 (1802) 341 (1528) 11 014 (13 102) 119
(Sus scrofa) 12 841 2270 (4540) 990 (4154) 16 101 (21 535) 24
(Vicugna pacos) 9370 744 (1488) 223 (847) 10 337 (11 705) 16

(Tursiops truncates) 12 387 1052 (2104) 514 (1990) 13 953 (16 481) 20
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(Ovis aries) 14 376 1498 (2996) 801 (3419) 16 675 (20 791) 27
(Bos taurus) 13 565 1400 (2800) 829 (3590) 15 794 (19 955) 32
(Myotis lucifugus) 12 393 1570 (3140) 863 (4103) 14 826 (19 636) 65
(Pteropus vampyrus) 12 761 1050 (2100) 523 (2065) 14 334 (16 926) 18
(Equus caballus) 13 080 1334 (2668) 813 (4628) 15 227 (20 376) 514
(Felis catus) 13922 1320 (2640) 704 (2889) 15 946 (19 451) 40
(Canis lupus familiaris) 14 076 1365 (2730) 727 (3013) 16 168 (19 819) 45
(Ailuropoda melanoleuca) 13 853 1308 (2616) 695 (2781) 15 856 (19 250) 22
(Mustela putorius furo) 14 474 1306 (2612) 690 (2794) 16 470 (19 880) 21
(Ochotona princeps) 11 811 1120 (2240) 459 (1857) 13 390 (15 908) 66
(Oryctolagus cuniculus) 12 584 1431 (2862) 808 (3793) 14 823 (19 239) 56
(Cavia porcellus) 12 813 1365 (2730) 724 (3021) 14 902 (18 564) 37
(Ictidomys tridecemlineatus) 12 836 1389 (2778) 755 (3158) 14 980 (18 772) 25
(Dipodomys ordii) 11 789 1001 (2002) 497 (1945) 13 287 (15 736) 24
(Rattus norvegicus) 13 739 1762 (3524) 1015 (4966) 16 516 (22 229) 78
(Mus musculus) 13 837 1523 (3046) 1016 (5627) 16 376 (22 510) 122
f1(Tupaia belangeri) 11 437 1037 (2074) 423 (1855) 12 897 (15 366) 78
(Otolemur garnettii) 13 278 1480 (2960) 774 (3210) 15 532 (19 448) 48
(Microcebus marinus) 12 209 1050 (2100) 496 (1902) 13 755 (16 211) 16
(Tarsius syrichta) 10 438 872 (1744) 337 (1360) 11 647 (13 542) 22
(Callithrix jacchus) 14 436 1567 (3134) 761 (3255) 16 764 (20 825) 44
(Chlorocebus sabaeus) 13710 1299 (2598) 664 (2781) 15 673 (19 089) 41
(Macaca mulatta) 14 794 1633 (3266) 831 (3626) 17 258 (21 686) 44
(Papio anubis) 13 570 1316 (2632) 698 (2940) 15 584 (19 142) 38
(Nomascus leucogenys) 13 543 1272 (2544) 588 (2452) 15 403 (18 539) 41
(Pongo abelii) 14 409 1429 (2858) 671 (2773) 16 509 (20 040) 34
(Gorllia gorilla gorilla) 14 595 1512 (3024) 713 (2929) 16 820 (20 548) 27
(Pan troglodytes) 13 502 1277 (2554) 615 (2560) 15 394 (18 616) 42
(Homo sapiens) 13 037 1799 (3598) 1077 (5810) 15 913 (22 445) 200
( ) 13.467 ) (Gallus gallus) 9
13.467 (0.0006 I
x 22 445 ) ) 12
1.5 EFERIEF GO (Gene Ontology)iE ( )
Expression Atlas 16  Bgee [30.31)

(



163

21 BEERBEXNMIEMH I HEN

OrthomCL 4
64 2
(1 1A) 1149492
32498
1648 64
3
8210 ( Petromyzon
marinus) 17 258 ( ) ( 1
11 ( Meleagris gallopavo)
601 ( ) (1
( 1B)
12.4% ( ) 21.1% ( )
(34.2%)
(47.7%)
(7.2%) (80.1%) ( 1B)

22 BEERKRHYIBEKE

57 28 084
6857

6857
6712
57

74 2151 )

( 912
343 ) ( 2
[32]
[33]
( 2
[34,35]
[28]
6857 148
(FDR<0.01%) 22
CT
CTAGE (cutaneous T-cell-lymphoma-associated
antigen)
/ CT
[36]
10 2
CAFE
2 CTAGE
CTAGE

[37]



164 2 i Hereditas (Beijing)

2019

41

H. sapiens

}G’. troglodytes

P Svéli

N. leucogenys
anubis

M. mulatta

C. sabaeus

C. jacchus

T. syrichta

P.
REKH
M murinus
gelangen
R. norvegicus
it
. 0.

M musculus
D. ordii

C. porcellus
M

F

A

O. aries

Q. cuniculus
EMEEE I_E
anni

D nowmcmcm.?
Atk .LE—E M. eugem:

harrisii
— M domestica

HALH .
T.

I
A, caroknmw
Pifizh¥) * X tropicalis
* |.. chalumnae
P. formosa
B T
1
G. acupfggfw
. niloticus

T'n iridis
T, rubri
g. morhua

. rerlo
— A. mexicanus
L. oculatus

FHIE A H

La c.zma
E regfam

F4%H

PR B 7 40
FHE

HHE
Y

SR

T

Tk

Bl BHIMREGELXEXRRERRERNGH

1. tridecemlineatus

Fig. 1 Phylogeny and gene family size distribution of vertebrates

A 66 (
c

Ensembl v.84
Orphan (

2.3 Orphan EERKEHK/NMDTH. FERE
2.3.1 Orphan & B K #% K a9 5 M Fh o5 A X,

orphan
[38]

o]

0 25 50 75 100 0
I HA(%)
[39]
Orphan
223  Orphan
4956
5383

25 50

7

5 100

A (%)

Orphan

226

orphan



165

2224

47/114

1/54

111/12

26/50

19/138

—
| I

3/70

25/105

135/70
1/0

5/85

75/27

1/173

100/39

21/53

12/1056

—
I
10/44

68/235

103/256

10/24
[10/247 —
i

I

12/93

11/110

7/248

24/198
6/

1/120

35/33

240/357

778/103

92/101
46
267/154 |164

B2 HHEi¥rhERERERRY B L

Fig. 2 Expansions and contractions of gene families in vertebrates

w o

1.4% ( )

orphan

19.4% (

orphan

( 10

H. sapiens (427/49)

P. troglodytes (46/427)
G. g. gorilla (243/318)
P. abelii (163/297)

N. leucogenys (148/407)
P. anubis (103/248)

M. mulatta (349/245)

C. sabaeus (95/225)

C. jacchus (381/271)

T. syrichta (48/1922)
M. murinus (78/940)

O. garnettii (348/138)
T. belangeri (79/1495)
M. musculus (171/52)
R. norvegicus (323/127)
D. ordii (66/923)

L tridecemlineatus (352/294)

C. porcellus (190/352)
O. cuniculus (311/347)
O. princeps (73/693)
M. p. furo (154/258)

A. melanoleuca (167/149)

C. L familiar is (232/222)
F. catus (186/205)

E. caballus (165/321)
B. taurus (143/135)

0. aries (247/162)

T. truncatus (40/445)
S. scrofa (987/649)

S. araneus (73/1281)
E. europaeus (102/696)
P. capensis (42/730)

L. africana (259/155)
E. telfairi (156/1097)
C. hoffmanni (74/2151)

D. novemcinctus (454/145)

M. eugenii (78/914)
S. harrisii (284/488)
M. domestica (335/378)
O. anatinus (832/1314)
M. gallopavo (210/422)
G. gallus (126/207)

A. platyrhynchos (193/416)

T. guttata (453/397)

F. albicollis (116/184)
P. sinensis (274/734)

A. carolinensis (419/690)
X. tropicalis (324/1000)
L. chalumnae (487/797)
X. maculatus (404/184)
0. latipes (163/732)

T. nigroviridis (414/469)
T. rubripes (276/348)

G. morhua (273/754)

D. rerio (912/343)

L. oculatus (206/624)

P. marinus (624/1000)

28

1055

67%
GO

.

=
b
[-5.\
b

orphan

Orphan

orphan

514

271



166

i2 f{ Hereditas (Beijing) 2019

*2 PMERM Orphan EERERKRAEE N E

Table 2 Numbers of species-specific Orphan gene families and member genes

Orphan

Orphan

(C. savignyi)
(C. intestinalis)
(P. marinus)
(L. oculatus)
(A. mexicanus)
(D. rerio)
(G. morhua)
filfi(T. rubripes)
fili (T. nigroviridis)
(O. niloticus)
(G. aculeatus)
fi (O. latipes)
(X. maculatus)
fi# (P. formosa)
(L. chalumnae)
(X. tropicalis)
(A. carolinensis)
(P. sinensis)
#5(F. albicollis)
(T. guttata)
(A. platyrhynchos)
(G. gallus)
(M. gallopavo)
(O. anatinus)
(M. domestica)
(S. harrisii)
(M. eugenii)
(D. novemcinctus)
(C. hoffmanni)
(E. telfairi)
(L. africana)
(P. capensis)
(E. europaeus)
WRE (S. araneus)
(S. scrofa)
(V. pacos)
(T. truncatus)
(O. aries)

(B. taurus)

1937
4733
1243
892
2502
1343
1443
423
1366
599
940
1218
431
693
866
632
943
884
501
1660
695
759
397
3834
1428
1294
709
1978
652
1343
561
543
694
699
1619
399
222
1222
611

76 (152)
136 (272)
32 (64)
41 (82)
50 (100)
86 (172)
27 (54)
20 (40)
31 (62)
45 (90)
20 (40)
51 (102)
6 (12)
66 (132)
58 (116)
53 (106)
39 (78)
31 (62)
7 (14)
31 (62)
3 (6)

9 (18)
1(2)

52 (104)
43 (86)
24 (48)
9 (18)
68 (136)
12 (24)
33 (66)
24 (48)
7 (14)
13 (26)
22 (44)
37 (74)
7 (14)

0 (0)

27 (54)
16 (32)

42 (145)
87 (378)
34 (201)
20 (107)
26 (106)
95 (853)
16 (70)
11 (66)
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11 (52)
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22 (122)
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1018 (1307)
946 (1227)
509 (518)
1717 (2056)
700 (708)
781 (839)
400 (405)
3926 (4179)
1508 (1944)
1329 (1389)
720 (735)
2097 (2352)
668 (689)
1405 (1589)
599 (680)
554 (584)
709 (728)
736 (818)
1657 (1697)
409 (438)
223 (226)
1255 (1307)
633 (676)

20
22
17

67

10

14

71

12

23

30

77

141

45

45

52

11

22

236

16

23

14

14

11

16

13




167

Orphan Orphan
(M. lucifugus) 976 41 (82) 25 (202) 1042 (1260) 65
(P. vampyrus) 282 12 (24) 1(4) 295 (310) 4
(E. caballus) 492 12 (24) 28 (1055) 532 (1571) 514
(F. catus) 1049 10 (20) 6 (26) 1065 (1095) 8
(C. I. familiaris) 1334 16 (32) 4.(27) 1354 (1393) 15
(A. melanoleuca) 761 7 (14) 0 (0) 768 (775) 2
(M. p. furo) 2011 8 (16) 4 (14) 2023 (2041) 4
(O. princeps) 538 11 (22) 6 (21) 555 (581) 4
(O. cuniculus) 841 31 (62) 24 (137) 896 (1040) 17
(C. porcellus) 657 25 (50) 21 (108) 703 (815) 12
(1. tridecemlineatus) 455 10 (20) 6 (20) 471 (495) 4
(D. ordii) 516 12 (24) 6 (30) 534 (570) 9
(R. norvegicus) 1054 59 (118) 36 (218) 1149 (1390) 26
(M. musculus) 752 40 (80) 39 (339) 831 (1171) 104
&(T. belangeri) 835 16 (32) 13 (130) 864 (997) 78
(O. garnettii) 805 15 (30) 5 (40) 825 (875) 20
(M. murinus) 576 12 (24) 3(12) 591 (612) 5
(T. syrichta) 574 15 (30) 8 (45) 597 (649) 16
(C. jacchus) 1591 36 (72) 12 (57) 1639 (1720) 8
(C. sabaeus) 359 1(2) 0 (0) 360 (361) 2
(M. mulatta) 1699 36 (72) 26 (149) 1761 (1920) 12
(P. anubis) 359 0 (0) 0 (0) 359 (359) 0
(N. leucogenys) 421 3(6) 1(3) 425 (430) &
(P. abelii) 819 29 (58) 1(9) 849 (886) 9
(G. g. gorilla) 950 25 (50) 4 (18) 979 (1018) 6
(P. troglodytes) 297 6 (12) 4 (13) 307 (322) 4
(H. sapiens) 332 41 (82) 15 (61) 388 (475) 12
RNA orphan ( -
orphan U P<2.20x107°) 16
orphan
292
2.3.2 orphan # B 442
orphan orphan
475  orphan ( - U P<2.20x107'%) ( 3B) 60%
orphan ( 3C)
orphan 3D)
orphan

3A orphan
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