Figure S12

Figure S$12. Simplified published admixture graph for West Eurasian groups from Sikora et al.
(2019) and alternative graphs found with findGraphs (13 populations, 6 admixture events).
Model parameters (graph edges) that were inferred to be unidentifiable are plotted in red.

a, published model, with chimpanzee added as an outgroup and 4 low-level gene flows from
the Neanderthal lineage dropped
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A claim by Sikora et al. 2019 relying on the admixture graph above:

The Mal’ta (MA1_ANE) lineage receives a gene flow from the Caucasus hunter-gatherer
(CaucasusHG_LP) lineage.



Figure S12

b, models fitting nominally better than the published one and not supporting the claim
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Figure S12

LL=67.6, WR=3.51, admix=6 LL=68.3, WR=3.78, admix=6
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Figure S12

¢, models fitting nominally better than the published one and not supporting the claim

LL=63.6, WR=3.57, admix=6

e
5 l47
~ 65%

/#  ( Dinka ) F 7%

93% ‘46 35%
JSSLAEE EEEEELLL, N
Y Altai_Neanderthal

\9 147

36% ( Denisovan )

66% </Y;r; 1}%\:)

Y
1
s T—_ 2
2z

34%

88% T

— L”"———\
(_ MAI_ANE »

// \ h
//és 58 s \ 7 79%
Y, L ¥ N

4 C fﬁ]{asternHGﬁI’\;Imh) {'\/k;)stenkiiWI-IE%':;‘

C JérunghiriUrl; /3
12% 21%

12
"/C;ucasusHGilr.rl’r‘%r )

_— A/,/,, -
C Bichon WHG »

N

( Dinka )

:/EaucasusHG_Lifr’%

LoschbourﬁWHaw

K
97% 3% \49

\ T— —

45%

62% 5
? </§1;nghir_ljl;%>
176 38%
S B -
( Kostenki_ WH!

82

I g, )
~ Loschbour WHG

Vxlitai_Neandenl;;irln i

LL=69.1, WR=3.78, admix=6

. %Demsovanr D

L CmALANE
2% \\23

85% h!

15% 48
_— v —
_ EasternHG M

" Bichon WHG



Figure S12

LL=69.2, WR=3.78, admix=6 LL=69.7, WR=3.72, admix=6
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Figure S12

d, models fitting nominally better than the published one and not supporting the claim

LL=70.8, WR=4.33, admix=6
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Figure S12

LL=66.2, WR=3.92, admix=6
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Figure S12

e, models fitting nominally better than the published one and not supporting the claim
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Figure S12

LL=71.2, WR=4.33, admix=6

LL=70.7, WR=4.33, admix=6
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Figure S12

f, models fitting nominally better than the published one and not supporting the claim

LL=70.7, WR=4.33, admix=6 LL=71.1, WR=4.33, admix=6
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Figure S12

LL=71.4, WR=3.78, admix=6 LL=72.2, WR=3.78, admix=6
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Figure S12

g, models fitting nominally better than the published one and not supporting the claim
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97% 3% 46

SR R
L &K Altai_Neanderthal
\ e

i

R W S B
 Sunghir UP <Yana7UP )
45% |1
wo64%
75
I T
£ C MALANE
A (MALANE
|
L 36% |50
S B
85% ¥ EasternHG M
36
Y
15% 43%

”éaucasusHGﬁL’]”

B

¥
Loschbour WHG

/Eostenki_WHE ;

LL=73.2, WR=3.78, admix=6

~
318
Dinka ¢
9% 3% 45
140 7‘ o
) W /J‘ Altai_Neanderthal
Denisovan ) —~ — -
81%

A
D) QFana_Uﬁ)

/ CaLANE >

N

57% e
30% 25% 52 159%
vy
Y& EasternHG_M 9
70% 81
¥
CaucasusHG_LP
10
e _ —
Bichon_ WHG Loschbour WHG
I

BiCh0ﬂ7WH6

142
y G
Denisovan

-12 -



Figure S12

LL=73.4, WR=4.33, admix=6
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Figure S12

h, models fitting nominally better than the published one and not supporting the claim
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Figure S12

LL=75.1, WR=4.33, admix=6
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Figure S12
i, models fitting nominally better than the published one and supporting the claim
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