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ERERECBY 2REEHE Ly F A1 7R

BRE B (MNERKRE - BEHE)

e BE (HEEEKE - —f%#F)

§1. BLBic

DFEVFENFEORZC LD, EVELOVWAVWARATE:2BERERS FoELE L
TEBNIKBITTE2L5EBY, ZhoDF—9 %2 b icHFELOBEZHENICH
BTEBZELDIRB-TER, 1EXE, vawPasonNx (fresophifa) WBIT2ERA
DNAZBHT 2REOHDFEFASERFHIHARICL Y, HABRADPHFRBILTO S HEIE
TRDNAZEZOBDLDBRE S W IAXBEEILTWS ([1]1, (2], [3]) .

CORBUEROLIICEBRT BIEDTES., DPEOBRBKDOEHL DNABEEL
BETHETSH. HREKICED, ThooBREREMOBNICBIT5EEHESRER, H
AREKICX L THIL (neutral) WDNABEBEEAFIEKEL T, BE<HAS5hTWwW3 &3 3,
COXIBERBAMBECDNABEBAOLOEETHABRIBMEIENATWE ET 3 &,
CORHTORIURDNABEEM BT 2ERNEHMESELTAI SN S I EXHFS
ha., CoHhBRE v F 14 7%E (genetic hitchhiking effect) &MEIEH 2 ([4]) .

o FrA4 7 RoHEBEARREELTR, BEANBRERBREIIE2E A&, EHFD
FIURXDNABREBATOERNEHEOBLEEENICHEIRL, F—7 o Ed» 5,
BTV HRBERKOHEAZHIPICT A EBEIZ OIS, EB, REHRV—FEERE
Pk ([4], 051, [61, (71, [8]) ~@EHEEIK ([91, [10], [11]) BEH VTV EHEEOE v F 1
AR CBELTR, ¢+ TIELLOHENITHLATH S,

—F, AFEMLCHSERBROBRNDO 1 2 & LTHRENERBR® S 2. COBRE
KHEARNRBEOS vy o RLEHicHlBELbDTh 2. BEODETHREBA T LT
R, —MIcHBEEEEEZIONS., LA, —H, BRBURKENIFRT B LHLC
DEICOKESE BBV, COBHEMNEBEMI ANEARABRERX 2HERER
#IEHR#E Ik (autocorrelated stochastic selection) &WH ([12],[13]) . HEEAHER
HEHARBEREFVEIEZENEESERLZ -, Boh3BITNEBERIBESILTVWSE, &
TR, COHRBAERBIOTTO L vy FAAL 7R IcEALTCHERITEa Y Ea—5 -
YiaVv—vaVvEHHALTEOKEEREZHE T 5.

§2. EFW
FHEEYOREFAZEL, 2OEAYE N IEBEEEOCARETHEIET S, 2o0&
=FE A, B tEZHBL, E10o8EFRICR2>OWIEEF A1, A, BELEL, 5

2OBEFERCS2ODDOWINERLF B, B, WEAELBZ LT 3. $RbbL, EEEKR
A{B1, A1Bo, A2B1, AsB ouwFhdhickh@EMWaEns (K1) . BEERERNT



K1 2#@EFE2HIEEFEFNV
BBrEL, EnttRics832 AiB; O%%E Nis;™ &43&
(1) 0 < Ni;™ £ N
(2) 1,512 Ni;™ = N

MDA (i,j =1,2; n=20,1,2,... ) . EntRickit2 A:B,; oMHWHEES
Xi3™ &8 &

(3) Xig™ = Ny ;™
N
(4) S, X35 =1

THsbH, CDEE

(5> X(n) - (Xil(n), X‘12(n), X21(n))
REEBRCBI2EFHOBEEHNEREES LS. BT, X™ oBEL{tz2z0BER &
KERILT 3.

¥4, HARBIK (selection) L 2ZE/b2EZ 2. E10BETFED A & Ay 12 H
RERICEALTHIITH S ET 5 ([14],[15)) . —F, E20EEFED B, & By i
BROFBHHERNEHRBRLEH &35 ([16]) . By oEnRicB T 2 8HE (&
FER) 2 W™ &L, Entticsi32 B, © B, X 2N EILE %

(5) W(n) - Wl(n)
WZ(n)

45 (k=1,2) . HEEGE w %
(1) w ™ = exp (s M)

ERBTHEE, s ™, n=0,1,2,... B {-s, s} LowrasEgET
(8) P (s MDD o gy oy g

(9) P (S(n+l) = -5 (n)) = q



(10) P (s@=35) =P (s @ =_-5) ='1

MERODI->ET S, 22T, s BHRBKOBRE (s20) , q BREBEOLHER
(0=q=1) 25%, q = 13HRTEOFAYWHES, ¢ = 1,/2 RUKRTEcHTE
HBERNEY, 0<q<1,/2 REETEENLE, @ = 0 I—FBECHEBELTW 3.
REOLEEEER ¢ i

(11) T =% (k+1) Q (k) = 1
k=0 q
THEXoh3, 27T,

(12) Q (k)

P (inf{j:s‘“ﬂ') # S(n)} - kls(n) =~ S(n-l))

1}

q (1 - q)*

B (k+1) HRECBVBEZHNDECZ2HRTH 2. s M oRHL L8R, #h 7
n o0 & s?2 &3, BEntHRicBiF3 AiB; OBIEEEZ Wi; ™ L, AiB; O
A2B RTAHEMBEIEEEL wis ™ &45&, AL & A, othyyiE LDy

(13) wis™ o= W™

W22(n)
(14) Wll(n) = W21(n) = W(n) = exp {S (n>}
(15) wiz2™ = wor™ =1

XD, HRBRBEALEZD AiB; OMMIEE £, &3

(16) Eij(n) = “]ij(n)Nij(n) = Wij(n)xij(n)
( (
Tk om=12 Wkm ™ Ngn ™ Tkom=1° Wikn ™ Xgm ™

THZoh 3.
Ric, ZRZE (nutation) KX AL(LEEZ 2. B1 LE20BEFEIcEIT 3 HEHA
HDODORARERER, THhZEFN ua & usg £95%5& (F2), AiB; 5 AxBan ~

Ay <(—> A, Bi1 <—> B>y
ua us

K2 ZXAZEEOKK
DRRERE ui,™ i

22 _

(17) U112l = u2%? = ugytt

= 112212 = ua



(18) u11'? = u21%? = uiet! = uz?l = us

(19) uis® = 0 (otherwise)
ERD, HRBRKEEREESIEMALLEDO AiB; OHEMEE 7™ &

(20) 715 = (1 - Sxm=1? uas®™) E15™ 4 Zxm=1? ukn' T Exn™
THEAoh 3.

wic, BEFOHEAHA (recombination) P& ZE$ 2 (K3) . 2290 EEFEM

A B Ay B2 _.
__________________ __——-> e e -
Ao B> Aor B4
A, B A1 ____.Ba .
—————————————————— _————_> _—— = = -
A B> A B4
M3 BEFOESRA

OCHEHRYD OHEABEIEEL ¢ (0c=£1,72)
AMEI -7k D AiB; OMMEE (.5 &

T L, HRBK, RAZELHMSHR

{U(m - ﬂij(n) +

(21) (-1) e (212020 = g1 W p22™)
THZiZohns (i,ij =1,2).

B#ic, EEBERICELZEENIBLELEH TH 5 randon sampling drift B&E I B &3 5.

i, HENCERZE AL 2BxHBABL (K4) , 2oEFVE
Ai1B1 A1Bo Ao>B1 A>Bo>
:Hm) {12(1'1) (21(71) :22(71)
VB
A1B A1B> A2B A2B2
Xll(n+l) X12(n+1) X21(n+1) X22(n+1)
K4 random sampling drift



Wright-Fisher model &MEEHN 3 ([17]) . TOHERENR, BELHomEEE s W
»EEST 5 &

(22) P (X“(n+l) = _i_: XIZ(n+1) =i, X21(n+1) - Kl Xll(n). XIQ(N), X21(1’\))
N N N
i j k N-i-j-k
= N! (11 ™) (£12™) (€20 (£22)

itjtkr(N-i-j-k)!
THZoN B, T IT, random sampling drift & HZEHNBRBERBZEWREIITH Y,
(XMW s ™Yy FeravBBEREN, X™ HBBIZ s YV BT EICHITIRES
Zl&, wravBRBERELSHV,

§ 3. BEERHOZHEN

EotlRickiFs A OMMHEE x ™, B: oMMEE v W &

(23) XM = X W b X g™

(24) vy oo X, M X, ®
THEALNG.

(25) Ha™ = 2 x ™ (1 - x ™)

(26) Hg™ = 2y ™ (1 - y ™)

EBlE, IhoiR, ThEIhE L, E20EEFREBVWTEF»S S ¥ Al H
LE220BERFBREBIWIELGT THL2HERTHD, heterozygosity XN 3 EH
ODEENEREORE TS, 1 0oEEFEoTIIKHLY, v™ & Hp™ & x ™
KRBELRW, —F, x ™ & HA™ 3 vy ckBETS. EnHRcBII2PIE
{ZFE DT heterozygosity 2E [Ha™ ] , HRABR OB EzTEDOFEH
heterozygosity 2 E [Hg™] &¢FEL, Tho0EERECBITAME, b L RERMH
S A

(27) E [Hal = lim E [Hs™] = 1lim Za=0L E [HA™]
n— oo T— o T + 1
(28) E [Hs] = lim E [Hg™] = lim ZXn-0 E [Hsg™]
n— o T— oo T + 1
&9 5.

Eoit, BRBROBCEAGTFEOEENTWESE (s = 0) oEntRicbiFsd
YEEFEDOFTY heterozygosity 2 <HAM>, zoEBREICEITZES:

(29) <HA> = lim <HA™>

n— <o



43, T
(30) FA(U) =1 - HA(n)

EBE, FA™ BEIOAEFELBVIERD» LS Vv ARRO B LA 2 >DEET
BEI—DOWUBERFTCHIERTHD

(31) SFa™ D> = 1 /8 + (1 = 1/M{[{ - ua)? + uaJ<Fa™>
+ 2ua(l - ua) (1 = <Fa‘™>))

B>, oK &

(32) <HA™> =1 - <F,™>

)
(33) <HA™ > = SHa> - 8" (< HA> - <HAO>)
(34) <Ha> = 2Nua (1l =1/ (1 - un)

1+4Nuas (1 -1/8) (1 - ua)
(35) B = (1 -1/78) (1 - 4ua(l - un)}

ERBL. ERRBILBIT 2PIRETFEDFEY heterozygosity E [Hal o+ 2 H&
HROBCERTFEOEEERTEELT

(36) Ra = E [Hal
< Ha>

ZEMBAL, Ra CHTBETF VD05 2~y IRGHEERT B,

By OMMMAE v ™ HBEHBMBEZAETHD, TORRENRE 1 BEFESET

THaHP5 A OHEXMEE x ™ KEELBW. —F, x @ oRREAR v ™ ok
T95. ChoOMBEEHMERBRE v & (x™, vy ™) B, 2&%0FcElE
REEEEETH A2 MBBRBTEM TN S ([181, [19]) . & ©FELUI ISR
(diffusion approximation) , dEfl& 7z E F L IZILEEF v (diffusion model) & MEF
NERRHAERFILBWTEERRE 2B - TR~ ([17],[20]) . L L,
(x ™, y ™y LT, BEEMER VT bFHY heterozygosity i 7 3 (B8 45
FEAEZE L IREETH S, T I Tid, strong selection, weak mutation limit i
BUIIMEBRT EAETERILEN A Wright-Fisher model DI vy Ea—% « 3 2 L —
YaYZEMRWT Ra ORBITZITS. UT TR, 27— &Nt 3 2—-s%

(37) @ = 2Ns, 8a = 2Nua, 0= 2Nus, 7 = 2Nc

EBL LT 3.,



S SWM limit I8 2 KRG

§ 4.
F2O0BERTFELHAICKGEEBRRNEARABKOBKBESKEL (a > 1), &b
FEBHSERINAE (¢ <1 2l ¢ » 1), BREAKIBVWHRZEZ b > i
5. £, FE2O0BEERTEILBITIEARALZEREI/NIW (0 KK 1) ERETE. 0%
fR % strong selection, weak mutation limit F 721X SSWM limit &MU, OB TIZ
BEVNBIEPEB LR A2 EBMonTwad ([138], (213, [22]) . T C T, &5, 2
DDOBEEFEBMOMABRAERLNES (v 1) HEFBVWBEE2ZEAL 5. EHB1 -
DIATOARICEOERINTWAREAEFE (fixation) &3,

FEaltRICBELE (s W # s MDY BEI &4 B &, SSWM linit DIRE LD,
FB(n-DHATI By T4 B, DLWIFNLMBBREEFHEELTVWSE, &2 IE, *
hd B Thohé&d s, COBBEEHICLY, BEn-DNHRTREEETELELTL
72 B BEBHNEVWER O B tEHIFAEEET S, £L T, COREXNEVEEHOR
KEIAROBREZHE THRKETS. ThicflHLT, E(n-DERIC B, cEHEHLTL
7o A1 A OVWTFNLPAEBEHEVEMO bIcERAIABEETET 2. COl, 1
BEFED heterozygosity i 0 WWIEWHKEBILE B, 0%, ROBELTHHIE 2 T
T Bl OBEFEE®RS B, CEBLTVWAEOT, B20BRTFEORELREZY

e, ERZLZR & random sampling drift 2R & LTZ{+ 2 (K5) . E(k+1)HK

{ ]
B 1 DX SR EE j {
.r“ j
/ !
/
! 5
{ [
0
t t +k A
0.5
P B FED
] heterozygosity /-l/_[
0
t t +k AR

K5 SSWM linmit

BICBEZHBECAIHERIL Q (k) THAONZNS, RATEZEIN S
E SN TH,] % E [Hal &Ru7T.



© k
S Q (k) ¥ <HA™>
k=0 m=0

(38) E (SSWM)> I:HA:'

1]
ot

(1 - gq) (1 - B8) <Ha>
1 -8 (1 - q)

T, <HA9O> =0 T3, &5

(39) RA(SSWM) = E (SSWM) [HA] - (1 _ q) (1 _ ,B)
: < Ha> 1 -8 (1 - q)

2 Ra ERUYT. ZoxX &Ly, SSWM linit ®FT Ra%¥™ 13 ¢ =1/q, ua,
1/N OBNERTHEA EBDM 3B

§ 5, arvybEa—%-vy3ialb—ars

AiEi TR, 2 o0BETENBSEHELAESIC SSIM linit OB 2ERTE1T -
oS, CCTRINSOEZHEEZRELETWIESIK, avbEa—% - vIalb—varvitH
WT E [Hal, E [Hp] & Ra 2K®», 20EBA2 b & ic, DU BETFEOAENHE
BRECHT IEENREZHORKEHEKGEUHECEIBIARKER R EEZERT 3.

MBEREELT, X119 =1 ¢85, s @ 2 R 1,/27T s @ =5, EXR
1/2 T s 9 =-s LH5X, E2foESHFRR (16), (20), (21) ©liMH-7T, H
RERERRERLMEABMAZRERNVICE IS, CHOoDBEICID €119,
-cm®>éﬁﬂ“,cn”>m*i5.mm,ﬂﬁ%%mty(n)ﬁ@ﬁ$&%w;©
X11P, X2, XY EAKL, (25), (26) R&v HAY, HsPY 2RES 3.
&5, BLBEAVCHER @ T sV =-s @ R 1 -q T sP =5@ yp
g’ %)) S(l) C‘: Xil(l). X12(1). le(i) %Fﬁ‘:\f X11(2), X12(2), X21(2),
Ha®, Hp'® 2R3, CORMEEH/RVELT HA™, Hs™, n=0 1, 2, 3,
ERH L. tHREV T ZXMLT, REHEFY x0T E [Ha W] &

T + 1
a0l E [Hp™]1 %3HEL, 21v5% E [Ha] & E [He] B4,
T + 1
EFNDIT A — 4 (N,q,a,eA Ba, v) OWAWEBEIL->VWTaAYEa
—% v lalb—va YETH, KX T 2 IRBEHHRKGEE, BARBROBERE

ﬁ,ﬁ&&i%&ﬁﬁ%%&t.nb,T=106&kmﬁ.ﬁb,<moaum)ﬁ
X0, RaSW 43(39) REvRkeio.
RIIRELZYERKE®EE25Z 5. BL, N =100, a =139, 64 = 65 = 0.1,

y =0 EBW/, Rald g BREWEEZ q OHEMEKTED, q B/PEVE &R
a DREALERTHRE2IEBLLE., TOEHELTIE, ¢ PREWVWEEITIE By, B
PEIE R EREI ST, BERFINIURERTFEIZHREORBRILIEEISBLUDLLTH
5. —FhH, @ ¥ 0 KiITWwWEER By, B, ODEERCHIFUERTFEOSHEDO KN



q T E [Hs] E [Hal < Ha> Ra R 4 (P5WM)
1 1 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.96 0

0.5 2 0.07 0.07 0.08 0. 81 0.01
0.1 10 0.06 0.05 0.08 0. 54 0.10
0.01 100 0.02 0.06 0.08 0.67 0.54
0.001 1000 0.00 0.08 0.08 0.92 0.92

0 o 0.00 0.08 0.08 0.98 1

x1 RELHEREKFHE

R, ROBEZEHITCR+LDEIELTLEI NS TH S, T/, EvF 178
ERRICTZ2RBEHER qo (0 < qo < 1) BEETZIEHbD 3.

SSWM limit ik 2EM Ra® 3 q 8 0 WiEWEELEWERHER>TWS,
F2RERBROBREKEHEA5X2%. BEL, N =100, q =0.1 (t = 10) ,
O6a=68=0.1 9 =0 BV, RaZ a ODRPEETHS. THiE, a BRKEL

a E [(Hs] E [Ha) < Ha> Ra R 4 (5N
0 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.98 0.10
2 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.98 0.10
19 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.93 0. 10
139 0.06 0.05 0.08 0.54 0.10
461 0.05 0.02 0.08 0.2% 0.10

#2 HARBROBEKEH

#& By, Bz QRIEBEIDVDBELNAELS5THS. SSWM linit 2 & 2T
RAGSYM 14 o BMAKEVWEERBVWER ER-TWVWE I ENbD S,
KIFZMIBARKEFE-EEFAS. AL, N =100, q = 0.01 (z = 100) ,

@ =139, 6a=0p=01 Bk, HARASTMASNT, 2 20BRTFEMOEH

¥ E [Hs) E [Hal <Ha> Ra R 4 (S5WMD
0 0.02 0.06 0.08 0.67 0. 54
0.1 0.02 0.06 0.08 0.67 0. 54
1 0.02 0.06 0.08 0.69 0. 54
10 0.02 0.06 0.08 0.77 0. 54

x3 MABZIBERETH

BEWIEE Ra BREDLT B2 ENDLME. Ra®¥ i3 /hFVEEICRVWERER
- TW5,

ST, MIURBERETEOAZRNESERICHT 2EENHENEREKROELLEETF
HEOEEL I BEFE2UIEEFEFVEZEHWTER L., BEODNAEBERBLAPZ
DELSKELTODNAMFERICIE, —BIKELOKRENEELES., Lid¥-T, 2%



BERFEFVRIERERRM/PIVWEEOEML, LR, SREZ2REBIcHALEM
bEENEFNVEEZLZILENBTES, JIOBMILELT, BELEBZRENERICH 3
LT 2B H L. CORMILCB 2T YL ECTFREOEBGHEHRE LT 25K
EPEHARABEROBL ERFEOEEIT>WVW TS, Gillespie tk»TavEa—% .« v 3
abv—=—vavzHWiERBITObhTWS ([23]) .
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