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Ta aOyxpova TIEIPOUATIKA OEAOUEVA TIEPIYPAPOLV TNV LTTAPEN
YEVETIKIC TIOIKIAOTNTOC OTOVC OPYAVIOUOUC, OE HOPIOKO ETTTIEDD
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AnMIovpyida YEVETIKAC TTOIKIAOTNTOG

1. mutation 2. drift 3. natural selection

population
mean

28 (Ah) /28 —
1) (i$ = e
R URCAY S

genetic drift over TIME /\
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MeTAAAOEN | HETOAAOYN

* AUBOPUNTN OAAOYT] VOUKAEOTIOIWVY, OOUNC KOl apIBUoL Twv
XPWUOOWUATWY, apIBpoL Twv yovidiwy, K.a.

NEa aAAnAouopga
[MPWTOYEVAC TINYI] TIOIKIAOTNTAC

* 'Evd EAAXIOTO TIOOOOTO OTIO QUTEC ONUIOLPYOLV VEQ

OAANAOUOP@A, TIOU TEAIKA BEATICOVOUV TNV TIPOCOPUOCTIKOTNTA
£VOC TIANBLOPOL OTO TIEPIBAAAOV TOUL

PuBpuog petaAAaéewv aro 10° w¢ 10 ava yevia



MeTAAAOEN | HETOAAOYN

e AKOMN KOl PE aUTOUC TOUC OPYOLCE PUBOLC PTTOPOLV VA
dNUIoLVPYNBOLV TIOAAG VEX OAANAOHOP@PO AOYW TOUL PEYAAOU
LEYEBOULC TOU YOVIBIWHOTOC KAl TWV TIANBUVOUWV

>ToV avBpwTtto: 500-1000 yovidla pe VEEC HETOANAEEIC O€ KABE
YEvia

e H peTdAAaEN atto povn tNC 0V aAAALEl CNUOVTIKA TIC
OUXVOTNTEC TWV OAANAOMOPPWY TWV YOVIdIWV OTIO YEVIO O€
YEvia

ANUIOLPYEI OPWCE VEA AAANAGHOP PO

5



Mia vEa HETAAAOEN wWC TTPOC TNV
T(POCOPHOYN

e  Mia peTAAANAEN dNUIOLPYEL Eva VEO OAANAOUOPYPO
- EmBAafEg
* E&agaviletal | TIAPAPEVEL OE DTIOAEITIOPEV HOPEPL OTOVC
€1EPOLVYOUC, O€ XapunAR ocuxvotnta
- OudEtepo
* [MapouEVEL GTOV TIANBLOUO
- ETweeAEg
e AUEAVETAI N CLXVOTNTA TOL AOYW PULOIKAC ETTIIAOYIC
* O Eva VEO OAANAOHUOPEMO UTIOPEI VO XABEL yia TuXaioug AOYoUC (YEVETIKN EKTPOTIN)
e Ertionc éva emIBAABEC 1] OLOETEPO AAANAOUOPPO UTIOPEI VO YIVEI ETIWPEAEC € Eva

VEO TTEPIBAAAOV
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looppoTtio HETAAANENC KOl (PUOIKNC
ETUAOYNC

e € &vav TTANBLOPO, N HETAAAOEN ONMUIOLPYEI VEO OAANAOUOPQO
(@ e aLXVOTNTA Q) KOl N QUOIKN ETIIAOYT TO JIWXVEL

— PuBpocg yetaA\aéng ava yevia: u

— JUVTEAEOTNC ETUIAOYNC: S
e Otav VTTAPXEI IOOPPOTTIA, TOTE:




MeTAAAOEN KOl YEVETIKN EKTPOTIN

e € Evav TTIANBUOUO UIKPOUL

PEYEBOULC, N METAANOEN PEPVEL Generations from Timie between
VEXQ OAANAOUOP@A KOl 1 birth f°4i'xaf'°"1| | fixa’riog caven‘rslI

1.0 g
I

YEVETIKI EKTPOTII TO DIWXVEL - ; i

- looppoTtia HETAANOENC —
EKTPOTINC
e Karola aro ta vea
OAANAOHOP@O B0 PEIVOLY OTOV
TIANBuoPO Kal KaTtola Ba
£€0AVIOTOLV
E (p Published by Joanne Cantu

in SlideServe

Allele frequency
\
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H poipoa oG vEOC OVOETEPNC METAAAUENC

e OcwPOLUE Evav TIANBLOPO peyeBoLC N PYE AAANAOHOP@O a POVO
O€ VO YOVidIo
— q:].
* Mia vEa JETAANOEN Ba QPEPEL EVA VEO OAANAOUOPPO A PE
ouxXvoTnta p:

P=5N

U,=p=
, , , 2N
 H mBavotnta va Ttayiwdsi 1o A givat: —

* Hmbavomta va xabeito Agivar: - _ ;1
a=A 2N 9
D



H poipoa piog vEag OLOETEPNC METAAANENC

> € €vav TTIANBuopo, n TuBavotnTa
TTayiwong evog VEou
OAANAOUOPQOL gival TTOAD

Fate of Alleles in Mutation-Drift Balance

1.0

e u Time to fixation of a new HIKPOTEPN OTIO TNV THBAVOTNTA
08 population mutation is much longer than OTTWAEING TOU
time to loss
0.6
0.4+
( ) = | >€ évay MIKPO TF)\r]GUGU(')’, n
o2} . A - ULp)= N TOaVOTNTA TIOYIWoNE EVOC VEOU
= i ST D, OAANAOUOPQOUL Egival HEYAADTEPN OE
e 20 “ T I— 1 oX£EQN PE Evav MEYAAO TIANBLCUO
u(g)=1-—
u An equilibrium occurs between 2N
freago':l?:t“ew mutants, and u(p) is probability of fixation
oss by dri : i
u(g) is probability of loss Published by Dale Reed 10



H ovdetepn Bewpia TnNC (MopIaKNC) €EEAIENC

e [MpotaBnke aro tov Motoo Kimura, lartwva YEVETIOTN
TIANBLO WV
e Ocwpei 0TI N €€EAIEN O€ POPIOKO ETTITIEDO KABOPIZETAI KLUPIWC
OTTO TN YEVETIKI EKTPOTIN
— H eruAoyn diwxvel atto evav TIANBUOUO TA EAATTWUATIKA
OAANAOUOP@O
— To OVOETEPA AAANAOLIOP@O TIAYICVOVTAI OTOUVE TIANBLVOPOUC JE
v TuBavotnta (1/2N)

— Ta GAANAOUOP@O TIOV TIAEOVEKTOUV €€ OPXNC Eival TIOAU OTtavIO
KOl OV TTai(ouV POAO 0T LOPIOKN €EEAIEN
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MoOVTEAQ EPUNVEING TNC YEVETIKAC TTOIKIAOTNTOG

1. Neo-Darwinism 2. Neutral Theory 3. Nearly Neutral

Motoo Kimuré |
Tomoko Ohta
1924 - 1994 1933

H @UGIK| £TIAOYA &ival N HlveveTikn eKTporth ehval H YEVETIK) EKTPOTIA KOl N QUOIKA

ETUAOYI OAANAETTIOPOUV

TTI0 loXUPN) d0VOUN n 1o 1oxvpr duvaun

Source: Joseph P. Bielawski Lectures
Department of Biology, Department of Mathematic
and Statistics, Institute of Comparative genomics,
Dalhousie University, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada




MoOVTEAQ EPUNVEING TNC YEVETIKAC TTOIKIAOTNTOG

1. Neo-Darwinism 2. Neutral Theory

beneficial beneficial

neutral

: deleterious
deleterious

H @uaolikr) eTiAoyn €ival n H yEVETIKN) EKTPOTIN Eival

TUO 1oXULPN dUVOMN N TUO loXupPnR SLVAWN

3. Nearly Neutral

range of beneficial

% neutral
deleterious v

range of deleterious

H YEVETIKI] EKTPOTTI KOl N QUOIKN

ETUAOYI OAANAETTIOPOUV

Source: Joseph P. Bielawski Lectures
Department of Biology, Department of Mathematic
and Statistics, Institute of Comparative genomics,
Dalhousie University, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada
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NEo pETAAAOEN KOl
OPMOOCTIKOTNTA

0.3
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— .
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S ., O1 TIEPIOOOTEPEC METOAAAEEIC
= (oTnV TIEPITITWON TOU
015 Ttapadeiypatoq) ival
. ETUBAABEIC, OLOETEPEC )
| OXEOOV 0LOETEPEC. EAGXIOTEG
0.05 auEAVOLV TNV OPPOCTIKOTNTA
. @ m | TIAVW OTI0 T0 1 KOl
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Fitness

Figure 1| The distribution of fitness effects of random mutations in vesicular

stomatltlls virus. In this experiment, random mutatm.ms were introduced |r.'|t0 the virus, Eyre-Walker, A.. & Keightley, P. D. (2007). The
and the fitnesses of the mutants were compared against the unmutated wild type. Sl e af finess o e e @ e hetlee.
A fitness of less than one indicates that the mutant was less fit than the wild type, so Nature Reviews Genetics, 8(8), 610-618.
the mutation was deleterious. A fitness of zero indicates that no mutated progeny

were recovered, and that the mutation was therefore lethal. Data from REF. 15. 14




NEa HETAAAOGEN KOl PUOCTIKOTNTO
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, , , , , TRENDS in Genetics
Ta emiotnUoviKa dsdopeva (B) deixvouv OTI UTTAPXOLV

TIEPIOOOTEPEC (OXEDOV) ETUPRAABEIC METAANAEEIC ATIO OTI B_a}nk’?CRet al. (2014). Thinkin?l tcéo f
: ’ , , positive? Revisiting current methods o
ave@epav td eﬁwpﬂTlKG UOVTE)\G T[G)\C(IOTSDCX (A) population genetic selection inference.

Trends Genet. 2014 Dec;30(12):540-6. 15




MOPIOKEC OTTOOEIEEIC TNC PUOIKNC ETTIAOYNC O€E
HOPIOKO ETUTIEOO

e Me TNV TIPO0d0 NG HOPIOKAC BloAoyiag Kal TNC aAAnAoUXIoNg Twv
BIOAOYIKWV HOKPOUOPIWV, EXOVUE TIOANEC TIEPITITWOEIC EUPAVIONG
YOVIdIWV KOl TIPWTEIVWV PE iXVN QUOIKNC ETTIAOYNG

— T10AU TIEPIOOOTEPEC TIEPITITWOEIC ATIO AUTEC TIOL TIPORBAETIOLV T
HMOVTEAQ TNC OVOETEPNC BEWPING

* H oudetepn Bewpia ival OPWC OKOUA TIOAD XProlun:

— Eival n uttoBeon 0 yia Tov EAeYX0 TNC ETTIOPACNC TNC PUOIKAC
ETUIAOYIC OE POPIOKO ETTTIEDO
— Eival n Baon yia 10 Hopltakd poAol

* MMapd ta TIPOoBAAUOTA TIOU EP@AVICEl Eival Yo HEB0OOC TTOL A&IOTIOIEITAI OTNV

(PUAOYEVETIKI)
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MopPIOKO POAOI

e To popIaKO POAOI PETPA TOV OPIBUO TWV 0.9
METAAAAEEWVY TIOU CLCCWPEVOVTAL OTIC YOVIBIOKEC 0.8 e n e
14 4 ’ y average rate of cnange in
OAANAOUXIEC OIAPOPETIKWVY EIOWV UE TNV TIAPOOO o7k | aminoacid sequences

(the molecular clock).

TOU XPOVOL -

* O1 €&eAIKTIKOI BlOAGYOI UTTOPOLV VO KOBopicouy TNV
NUEPOMNVIO KATA TNV OTToia dLO €idN EiXav KOIVO
TIPOYOVO

0.5
0.4

0.3

* To 1962, o1 Pauling kai Zuckerkand| tapatrjpnoav
OTI Ol HETOAANAEEIC, OV KOl TUXOIEC, cLPBAIVOLY JE
OXETIKA OTOBEPO PLOBUO

0.2

Proportion of amino acid differences

0.1

, , , , , 0 100 200 300 400 500
* [pémel va 1oxVEl N 0VOETEPN BewpPia TNG MOPIOKNC Time (mya)
eEEMENC AGypopUa HOPIOKOD poAoylol TIou SeiXVel TIC
, , , , , , UTTOKOTAOTACEIC OUIVOEEWY VA EKOTOMULPIO
e [lopa TIG ATIOKAIOEIG, EIVOAL EVO TIOAU KOAO XPOVIO yio var Seifel ToV pUBPS e ToV 0TI0i0
OUUTIANPWHATIKO EPYOAEIO OTO ATIOAIBW AT OaAAGCEL TO yovidlo CCDCO2 17
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