
Effects of gene duplications

in D. melanogaster
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Effects of gene duplications

in C. elegans

1:1 orthologs

(non-duplicated

controls)

1:1 orthologs

(non-duplicated

controls)

1:N orthologs

(duplicated

in worm lineage)

Duplicated genes are less abundant than their non-duplicated orthologs
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slightly over-compensated
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Schrimpf et al., Figure S6

Figure S6
Expression levels of duplicated genes. 
Genes were classified as duplicated 
when an orthologous group contained 
more than one gene in one lineage, but 
only a single gene in the other lineage. 
Abundances of duplicated genes were 
either plotted separately (A), or pooled 
for each group (B). Columns marked 
with asterisks (***), are significantly 
different (p-value better than 1e-15).
 


