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Abstract

Using a tensorial approach, we show how to construct a one-one correspondence between
pattern probabilities and edge parameters for any group-based model. This is a generalisa-
tion of the “Hadamard conjugation” and is equivalent to standard results that use Fourier
analysis. In our derivation we focus on the connections to group representation theory and
emphasize that the inversion is possible because, under their usual definition, group-based
models are defined for abelian groups only. We also argue that our approach is elementary
in the sense that it can be understood as simple matrix multiplication where matrices are
rectangular and indexed by ordered-partitions of varying sizes.
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1 Introduction

In a series of papers from 1989 and the early 90s, Hendy and colleagues introduced the Hadamard
conjugation as a novel tool for phylogenetic analyses dHﬁmi;L&_&unyl, 1989 |ngdy|, 11989,
ML&_&QQ;J, M) They found an invertible relationship between a phylogenetic tree, as
characterized by an edge length spectrum, and the probability of each site pattern (referred to
as the sequence spectrum). Originally introduced only for the 2-state symmetric model, the
Hadamard conjugation was later extended to the K3ST model (Hendy et all, |;I_9_9_4I) and further
to any of the so-called “group-based” models (Szekély et all, ﬂ_&%ﬂ) Hadamard conjugation
has been used as both a tool for simulation (Hendy & Charleston, 1993) and to look at statis-
tical properties of methods, exploring the inconsistency of parsimony under a molecular clock
dHendv & Pennyl, [1993; [Holland et all, [2_0_03) For these sorts of applications, following the no-
tation in [Felsensteinl (2004), we can use the Hadamard transform H to start with an edge length
spectrum v and calculate the sequence spectrum s = H~!log(H+~). The beauty of Hadamard
conjugations is that one can also begin with an observed sequence spectrum § and perform the
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inverse of the conjugation to empirically obtain an edge length spectrum 4 = H~!log(H3). Al-
though it is not expected that the 4 spectrum will precisely match a tree, [Hendy (1991) proposed
using a optimisation criterion to map from 4 to the “closest tree”.

Several authors have commented that it is potentially a useful feature of Hadamard conju-
gation that data isn’t forced onto a fixed tree. The conflicting information can be retained and
interpreted in the form of a “lentoplot” (Lento et all,11995) or a splits-graph (Huber et _all,12001),
with both of these methods implemented in Spectronet (Huber et all,2002). [Schliep (2009) gives
some more statistical justification for such an approach by making a link to modern statistical
techniques such as the Lasso and Ridge regression.

von Haeseler & Churchill (1993) seems to be the first paper that explicitly suggests using
Hadamard conjugation to provide a likelihood framework for networks. The chief idea being
that one can start with an edge length spectrum that encodes a set of incompatible splits, use
the Hadamard transformation to get site probabilities and use these to determine a likelihood.
This idea was further explored by [Bryant (2005), and Bryant (2009) followed this through defin-
ing the “n-taxon process” for group-based models. It should be noted that likelihoods calculated
via Hadamard are not equivalent to likelihoods calculated by taking a mixture of trees. Indeed,
Matsen & Steel (2007); Matsen et all (2008) used Hadamard methods in combination with phy-
logenetic invariants to show that mixtures of trees with the same topology can exactly mimic
another tree under the 2-state model. Considering biological applications, thinking in terms
of mixtures of trees or partitions where the data can be thought of as arising on a set of trees
(Griffiths & Majoram,1996; |Griffiths & Marjoram, 11997; |Jin_et all,2006) seems more reasonable
than the Hadamard conjugation. [Strimmer & Moulton (2000) suggested using split networks as
a spring board to likelihood-based analyses on DAGs, but later identified several problems with
the approach (Strimmer et all, 2001)); most notably, in split-networks internal nodes do not have
a biological interpretation as an ancestor.

In |Sumner et all (2012h), we gave some additional insight into the interpretation of applying
the Hadamard conjugation in a network setting. We showed that permutation group structure
inherent to the Hadamard transformation — as for any group-based model — restricts the resulting
process from being capable of reproducing truly convergent processes. This is a serious limitation,
as one of the biological motivations for explicit network models is the ability to model convergent
processes. We also presented an alternative algebraic formalism for the general Markov model,
analogous to the n-taxon process, but capable of reproducing convergent processes. From the
point of view of group representation theory, the inversion of group-based models relies on the
fact that the irreducible representations of an abelian group are one-dimensional, and the model
structure essentially reduces to group characters — hence the standard presentation of a Fourier
inversion. In this article, we make this connection concrete. For the general Markov model, it
is then immediately apparent that an analogous inversion is not possible because the underlying
irreducible representations are not one-dimensional. In fact, to obtain one-dimensional represen-
tations for the general Markov model, it is necessary to apply higher-degree polynomial maps
(beyond the degree 1, linear case), and define “Markov invariants” (Sumner et all, 2008). These
invariants present one-dimensional representations but at the cost of the higher degree — degree 5
in the case of the general Markov model on four states on quartet trees (Sumner & Jarvid, [2009;
Holland et al),12012). This connection between Hadamard transformation and Markov invariants
is an interesting one, but we do not discuss it further here.

In this paper we approach the inversion of group-based phylogenetic models by taking a
representation-theoretic perspective and working explicitly with tensor indices. Our approach
rests heavily on the formalism of “phylogenetic tensors”, as presented in [Bashford et all (2004),
for the binary-symmetric and K3ST model, and [Sumner et all (2008, 2012}), for the general
Markov model.



2 Background

In this paper we consider the continuous-time formulation of Markov processes, and show how to
implement the inversion of a group-based phylogenetic model based on any abelian group. We
note that such an inversion requires a map from tensor product space (where elements are indexed
by ordered-n-partitions) to phylogenetic splits (where elements are indexed by bipartitions). We
achieve this by finding canonical maps from bipartitions to ordered-n-partitions.

For a group G with order |G| = d, we write G = {01,09,...,04}, and, when necessary,
write € € G to specify the identity element of G. Consider the vector space C¢ = (G)e =
(01,02,...,04)c = {v =101 +v202 + ... +v404 : v; € C}, with scalar multiplication and vector
addition defined via

v+ M = (V101 +v202 + ... +v304) + ANV]o1 + vhoa + ...+ V0q)
= (v1 + M})o1 + (va + Mb)oa + ... + (vg + \v)))og,

for all v,v’" € (G)c and X € C. The regular representation, preg : G — GL(d,C), is then defined
by setting the group action

o:vov=uv1(001) +va(o0o2) + ...+ v4(004),

for all v € (G)¢ and 0 € G. If we fix {01,09,...,04} as an ordered basis for (G)c, it is then
clear — via Caley’s theorem — that each group element o gets mapped to a permutation matrix
K, := preg(0), with K,0; = Zj [K,]l0; := 00;. Thus K, has matrix elements

1, if 05 = 00y,

J_
(Kol = { 0, otherwise. (1)

Consider the unit column vectors
& =(1,0,0,...,007, & =1(0,1,0,0,...,007, ... & =1(0,0,...,0,1)7;

and identify o; = §;, so that the group action becomes o : §; — K& = §; where 0; = 00;. Thus
the matrix elements [K,|! have i as the column label and j as the row label.

With the regular representation in hand, it can then be shown (see [Sumner et all (20124d))
that the group-based model defined by G has rate matrices of the form

Q=-M+ Y oK,

e#0€eG

where each 0 < a? € R and A = Z#Uec a’.

The regular representation is one example of the general concept of a representation of G on
a vector space V, defined as a homomorphism p : G — GL(V) satistying p(g192) = p(g1)p(g2) for
all g1,92 € G. A representation is said to be reducible if there exists a proper subspace U C V
satisfying p(g)U C U, i.e. the set of matrices p(G) send vectors in U back to U. In this case,
U is called an invariant subspace. The representation p is then called irreducible if V' does not
contain any invariant subspaces.

The reader should note that the usual construction of a “group-based” model (Semple & Steel,
2003) stipulates that G be abelian. Although the construction just given using the regular
representation allows for non-abelian G, we will nonetheless only consider the abelian case in
this paper, because, as discussed in the introduction, it is only in the abelian case that a (linear)
inversion of phylogenetic models is possible. In this case the irreducible representations of G are
all one-dimensional (Sagan, 12001, and hence reduce to the group characters, as is exploited in
the previous approaches using Fourier analysis (Szekély et all, [1993h).



Figure 1: Markov evolution on a single followed by a branching event (illustrated on the left),
is equivalent to a branching event on a single taxa followed by correlated Markov evolution of
two taxa (illustrated on the right). Mathematically, this equivalence can be implemented by
exploiting the equality given in (2)).

2.1 Phylogenetic tensors

As is shown in|Sumner & Jarvis (2005) and in more detail in[Sumner et all (2012b), phylogenetic
distributions on the state space [d] := {1,2,...,d} can be represented as tensors in the n-
fold tensor product space ®"C? := C? ® C? ® ... @ C%. If we choose {&1,&2,...,&;} as an
ordered basis for C?, and ordered basis {&, ® &, ®...® &iaYiryin,....ine[d) for the tensor product
space, a “phylogenetic tensor” P = Z“@ vvvvv ineld] Pivig..in&iy @&, ®...R&, € ®@C? has the
interpretation that the components p;,;,.. ;. represent the probability that the n taxa take on
the states 1,19, ...,1, respectively.

Phylogenetic branching events can be generated by the linear operator § : C* — C? @ C?
defined on the chosen basis via

0(&i) ==& ®&, é(v) = 5(2 vi&i) = Zvi5(€i) = Zvi&' ®&;.

n

The remarkable fact for group-based models, central to the present article, is that the rate
matrices “intertwine” particularly simply with the branching operator:

(K o&i) = 6(&a(i)) = Eoi) @ &oi) = Ko @ Ky - 0(&;).

Thus we have

§-Q=-M®1+ ) oK, ®K, |-,
e#0€eG

which in turn implies (via the linearity of §) that

§-e9 =eMexp Z K, K, | -0. (2)
e#£0€eG

This relation shows that mathematically, and hence conceptually, “Markov evolution on a single
followed by a branching event” can be replaced with “Branching event on a single taxa followed
by (correlated) Markov evolution of two taxa.” This equivalence is illustrated in Figure [Il

In |Sumner et all (2012b) we showed how to generalise this intertwining action to the case of
the general Markov model. Interestingly, the general intertwining has quite different structure
from what occurs in group-based models, and the simplicity of (@) is actually quite misleading
for the general Markov model. We refer the reader to [Sumner et all (2012b) for more discussion
on this point.



{1,2,3,4,5}

Figure 2: A six taxa tree rooted at taxon 6 with edges labelled by subsets of {1,2,3,4,5}.

Returning to the case of group-based models, for each subset A C [n], we define a linear map
on ®"C? as the tensor product K¥ = KiroKPr ... K¢ where a; = 1if i € Aand 0
otherwise. For example, if n =5, we have

K{124) — K, 9K, 9190 K, ®1.

To develop a phylogenetic tensor on a tree, we root the phylogenetic tree at taxon n, and label
edges by subsets ) # e C [n — 1], where i € e if the path from taxa n to taxa i crosses the edge
labelled by e. A five taxa tree with this labelling, is presented in Figure2l To each edge labelled
by 0 # e C [n — 1], we assign the rate matrix

Qe := — A1+ Z ol Ky,

e#£0€EG

where each af > 0 is the rate of substitution for all states o1 to oy satisfying o = o207 1, and
Ae = D peq 0. Each edge is then assigned substitution matrix M. = e®e. so that the time
parameter for each edge is absorbed into the definition of Q..

Now iterating (2]) multiple times, Bashford et all (2004);Sumner et all (2012b) show that any
phylogenetic tensor can be written as

P=ce¢exp Z QK | . 5n i, (3)
f#eCln—1],0€G

where A =325 cluo1] Ae = D seCin_1)etocc OC, and d"~1ris the d x d x ... x d tensor that
represents the “zero edge-length star tree” distribution on n taxa. It is this form of phylogenetic
tensors that will do a lot of the heavy lifting in the discussion that follows. The reader should
note that under this representation, there is no need for the edge parameters {ag : ) # e C
[n —1],0 € G} to be chosen to be compatible with a particular tree, hence the possibilities for
generalising to non-tree-like or network models, as discussed in the introduction.

The stationary distribution for group-based models is uniform (because the rate matrices are
doubly stochastic). In this paper we always assume a stationary distribution, so that:

T=21(1,1,...,1)7T,



and 6"~ 17 has tensor components

1 .p - . .
[5”717@ _l @ ifiy =i =...=1p,
i1d2...0n 0, otherwise.

This concludes our discussion of the tensor presentation of phylogenetic probability distribu-
tions under group-based models. We now review the standard Fourier analysis of these models,
and make the connections to representation theory explicit.

2.2 Connection to Fourier analysis

In this subsection we briefly point out the connection between the standard Fourier analysis and
representation theory. Understanding this connection — or indeed the underlying representation
theory — is not required to understand our general method, so the uninterested reader may wish
to skip forward directly to the next section.
Given an (abelian) group-based model the crucial aspects of the Fourier transform that are ex-
ploited in the phylogenetic context (e.g|Chor et _al) (2000);[Evans & Speed (1993);[Hendy & Penny
(1989); Hendyl (1989); Hendy & Pennyl (1993); Hendy et all (1994); Hendy & Snix (2008); [Sturmfels & Sullivant
(2005); ISzekély et all (19934)b)) are as follows.

Result 1. Let fi1, fo be functions from a finite abelian group G to C and 1 the constant function.

1. The group G and the dual group G = Hom(G,C*) are isomorphic as abstract groups.

2. Fourier transform turns convolution into multiplication, i.e., JT*\J% = J?l . fg, and
3. If x € G is irreducible, then 1(x) = |G| if x =1 (the unit in G) and 1(x) = 0 otherwise.

We recall the aspects of the representation theory that are needed in our discussion and
express the above in terms of them. For the reader who is unfamilar with the general theory, we
recommend the excellent elementary text [Sagan (2001)).

Result 2. Given a representation p : G — GL(V) and an irreducible character x : G — C, the
projectors onto the irreducible representations of G are given by

Oy = 17 Loea X(9)P(9)-

Result 3. The regular representation contains each irreducible representation p, exactly dim(p,) =
x(e) times.

Result 4. The irreducible representations of an abelian group are one-dimensional.
Result 5. The character table of an abelian group G diagonalizes the regular representation.

Result 6. Any (finitely generated) abelian group G is isomorphic to a direct product of cyclic
groups of prime-power order, ie. G = Ly, X Ly, X Ly, where each r; = q;"* where q; is prime and
n; 1S a positive integer.

Result 7. The irreducible representation of Z, are given by p;(o) = w® withi =0,1,2,...,7r —1
and w" = 1.

Result 8. The irreducible representations of Zy, X Ly, X ... X Ly, are given by pi,.i, =

pgll) ® pg) ®...® pz(-g), where pg) (05) = (wi)* and (0;)" = e; with e; the identity in Z,, and

(wi)"e =



Proof. The representation p := p; ® p2 of G = G X G4, constructed from irreducible represen-
tations pj, p2 of G1, G2 respectively, is irreducible. The result follows from induction. [l

Result 9. The Fourier analytic results of Result[] have representation theory counterparts:
1. The regular representation is faithful, i.e. injective.

2. The columns of the character table project onto the irreducible subspaces. Therefore, the
character table of an abelian group G diagonlizes the reqular representation.

3. For an abelian group, the identity column of the character table obviously sums to |G| and
the other columns are orthogonal, thus the other columns sum to 0.

In what follows, we discuss the inversion of abelian group-based models. We present the
simplest case with G = Z5 in §3} the G = Z3 case in & the G = Zy x Zs case in §0t the general
G = Z, case in §0t and finally we discuss the case of any abelian group in 7}

3 The binary-symmetric case

We begin with the inversion of the so-called “binary-symmetric” model. Consider C? with

standard basis
to=(0)e-(1)}

As a group-based model, the binary-symmetric model arises by taking the group
G :=Zs = {0,1} { (mod 2) = (o|o? = ¢),

with a generic rate matrix given by
-1 1
S R

where K = ( ) is the permutation matrix representing ¢ in the standard basis.

Now

0 1
1 0
Z2—>M2(C)

Preg* o\ L K

is the regular representation of Zo, and the character table of Zs given in Table [ is easily
recognised to be the Hadamard matrix

(1)

As 75 is an abelian group, the irreducible representations are one-dimensional (Result ). Re-
calling Result 2] the corresponding projection operators can be read off from the columns of the
character table. That is, the operators

Oiq: =
Osgn 1 =

project preg = id @ sgn onto the id and sgn representations of Zs, respectively.



id sgn
e] | 1 1
o] | 1 -1

Table 1: The character table of Zs.

This observation prompts us to work in the alternative basis:

Jo:=0i4-& = Oia- & = h&o = o + &1,
fl::ngn'g():*@sgn'gl:hglzgofgl-

In this basis the permutation matrix is diagonal:

f(::hKh—lz(l 0),

0 -1
~ = 0 0
Q.1+K<O _2>.
The representation-theoretic perspective on K is to observe that id(o) =1 and sgn(c) = —1.

Referring to (@), we know that we can write a generic phylogenetic tensor as

P=c¢exp Z acK© | 5,
0#eC[n—1]

where A = Z@#g[n_l} Qe.

We index matrix and tensor indices by using 4, j,k = 0,1 € Z3 and allow multiplication x in

the ring of integers Z. The Hadamard matrix then has matrix elements [h]] = (—1)"J where j

is the row index and 7 is the column index. Observe that in the diagonal basis, the permutation
matrix has elements

Thus we have expressions such as
~ J13273 o
({2,3}) S i+
{K{ ' S *511J1512J2513J3(*1) 2 3,
111213

where K({23) =19 K @ K.

As we are dealing with tensors of arbitrary size, it is convenient to represent a string such as
i1ig .. .1y as an ordered-bipartition p = po:py of the set [n], where g, 1 C [n] with j € uy if and
only if i; = k. For example we have the following equivalences:

00110 = {1,2,5}:{3,4}, 01111 = {1}:{2,3,4,5}, 10001 = {2,3,4}:{1, 5},
and inequivalence:
01010 = {1, 3,5}:{2,4} # {2,4}:{1,3,5} = 10101.
We then have

[I?(e)}jljzmjn - [}?(e)}y _ [[?(6)}”0:”1 _ 5#01/05#1111(*1)‘60#1"

1112...0n © Kot



Defining 2™ := A"~ @ h where h()) := h, in the diagonal basis P := (™) . P and using our
notation A has tensor components

n o1 1182...0n

The zero edge-length star-tree initial distribution has tensor components

[577,7171_} - 15’L1i25i1i3 . 5i1in7

i1dg.in 2
(where, although it seems we have given preference to the taxa 1 in this expression, there are
many ways that this distribution can be expressed using the d;;). In the diagonal basis with
on=lx .= h{™ .57 17 we have components

G

.....

_ % Zjl (71)(i1+iz+m+in)m

— % (1 4 (,1>i1+iz+...+in) ,

192 in

which is exactly the statement

I s I A (EA G

W Ho 1

Since K is diagonal in the transformed basis, we can conclude that

[ﬁ} = [ﬁ:| —e exp Z Qe [}?(6)}#0:#1 % (1 4 (_1)\#1\) .
n o OkeClom] o

Of course many of these tensor components will be zero and we would like to ignore these.
Take u = ug:uy as an ordered bipartition of the reduced set [n — 1], so that u = iyia...0p—1
where j € uy if and only if i; = k, and define

(u) = 0, if |u1] is even,
TUIZ 1, if w] is odd;
— 2— (Oluo| + 1hur]) (mod 2),

and interpret u - y(u) as a string: u - y(u) = i1z ... ip—17(u).
If we make the definitions

Py = {13} er(w)’ Ny = %Z@;ﬁeg[nﬂ] Qe [IA((e)E::za
then we can write the non-zero components as
Pu=eexp(nu),
with inverses
Ny = 1In (Py,) + A (4)

This is the first part of the inversion.



We would like to go further and actually recover the individual edge weights a.. To do this
we define the (square) 277! x 2"~ matrix F with components

u-y(u) e

[F]z = [f(\'(e)} _ (_1)\eﬁu| _ [h(n_l)}

u-y(u) u

with e a subset and u an ordered-bipartition of [n —1]. As (h(""V)2 = —L1, we see that F

provides its own inverse F'~! with components

[F7]0 = w=r P,

-
Defining the column vectors & = {a.} and 77 = {n,}, we can write the matrix equations
7= Fa, a=F"14.

Together with the first part of the inversion (@), these equations give a one-one map between
pattern probabilities and edge weights for the binary-symmetric model.

4 Inversion of the Z3; model

Taking confidence from the previous case we now discuss the inversion of the group-based phy-
logenetic model with G = Zs. We take Zs = {0,1,2} 4 (moa 3) = (0|0 = €) and, by analogy to
the Zs case, index tensors with indices i, j = 0,1,2 and allow multiplication x by extending Zs
to the ring F3 = {0, 1,2} 4 x (mod 3)-

In this case a generic rate matrix is given by

~(@+8) 8 o
Q= o  —+p 8
8 o —(0+h)

=—(a+ )1+ ak; + BKs,

where

0 0 1
K1: 1 0 0 B K2:
01 0

_ o O
S O =
O = O

are the matrices representing the permutations o = (123) and ¢? = (132) under the regular
representation, respectively.

We define w = €27/3 and present the character table of Zs is given in Table @l The decom-
position of the regular representation is preg = id © w @ w?, and the columns of the character
table give the projection operators onto the (one-dimensional) irreducible subspaces:

O,q:= % (6+0‘+0‘2)
O, := % (e+wo+w202)
O.2:= % (e+w20 +w02)
Therefore, the matrix
1 1 1
f=11 w w? |,
1 w? w



id w  Ww?

] | 1 1 1
0] | 1 w w?
] 1 w? w

Table 2: The character table of Zs.

diagonalizes the generic rate matrix for this model:

N 0 0 0
Q=fQf =1 0 aw+ puw? 0 ,
0 0 aw? + Pw
or, equivalently,
R 1 0 0 R 1 0 0
Ki=fKif'=[0 w 0 |, Koy=fKof7'=1 0 w? 0
0 0 w? 0 0 w

We recall our basic result [3B)) that for group-based models, a generic phylogenetic tensor can
be expressed as

P=e¢texp Z (aere) + BeKQ(e)) Son T,
0#eCln—1]
where A =373 (1) (e + Be). We take the stationary distribution as initial distribution, so
_ (1 1 1\T
™= (g; 33) ) o
The matrix elements of f can be expressed as [f]] = w™J, where we extend i,j € Z3 to
include multiplication x from the ring of integers Z. Similarly,

~ 17 . ~ 17 .
|:K1:| = 51'ij, |:K2:| = 5ij(w2)z.
More generally, tensorial components can be expressed as
—~ —~7J1J2]3 ioti
{1 ® K1 @ Kl} = 0y O O T
111213
We represent a string i1is .. .4, as an ordered-tripartition, i1is...1, = p = fo:f1:M2, of the
set [n], where j € py if and only if i; = k. For example, if we take n = 5, we have
00000 = {1,2,3,4,5}:0:0,
00120 = {1,2,5}:{3}:{4},
01122 = {1}:{2,3}:{4,5}.

Taking n=3, we have

[I?f{m})} _ [1 ® K ®IA{1} _ [1 o R, ®ff1} oz %walm{z,s}\+2m2m{2,3}|,
1 M Ho:p1ip2
and in general:
{f({e)} Y § ol 2l [fgﬂ Y = § et 2leninl,
I3 I3

11



Taking the uniform distribution as initial distribution, the intial star-tree distribution can be
written as

n—1 I O S L.
i PSR

Defining f(") = f("»=D @ f where f() = f, we have

1) = ()2 < (1 Uy = s,

w i192..in i
1. 1
and in the transformed basis, where 6"l := f(® . 5717 we have

1o 1 i1 X j14i2 X ja+...Fin XJ
n— — 1 i XJ1Ti2XJ2T . Tin XJn § . . .. .
[5 ”}hw”in 3 Zjl,j27,,, G Y 0j1ja0j1js « -+ Ojrgn

— % E]l wj1X(i1+i2+...+in)
= % (1 4 irtizttin 4 (wz)i1+z‘2+...+in) )
Indexing by ordered-tripartitions, we conclude that

=

W % (1 4o htiatotin 4 (wQ)i1+i2+m+in,)

% (1 4wl l+2lp2| (w2)\u1\+2\u2|) .
Now suppose |p1| 4+ 2|u2] = 0 (mod 3), then

[ﬁ} —l4141)=1
"

If |p1| 4 2|p2] = 1 (mod 3), then

[7Tr] =3 (1 +wre?) =0,
Iz

and if |u1| + 2|pe] = 2 (mod 3), then

[ﬁh:%(l +w2—|—w) =0.

Thus we have found a basis where all the elements of the initial star-tree tensor are zero unless
the tripartion p satisfies |u1] + 2|u2| = 0 (mod 3). Crucially, this statement also holds for the
phylogenetic tensor P because in this basis the rate matrices of this model are diagonal:

A~

7], = P

e e o1 2
=e Mexp (% Z@;&eg[n—l] ozer )4 ﬂeKé )}

" >%(1+w1#1|+w2u2)_
HO:H1 2

We deal with this condition on p by taking u = wp:ui:ue as an ordered-tripartion of the

reduced set [n — 1] and setting p = u - y(u) (considered as the concatenation of strings) where

0, if |U1|+2|U2| =0
y(u) = 1, if Jug| 4 2|uz| =2

=3- (0|U0| + 1|U1| + 2|U2|> (mod 3)

12



If we make the definitions

u-y (u)
Pui= [13} w T > ek 8Ky :
u-y(u
0#eC[n—1] u-y(u)
we then have the first part of the inversion
Pu=eYexp (), Ny = 1n (Py,) + A (5)

As in the Zsy case, we would like to use 1, to recover the rate parameters ., . for all
) #e C [n—1] and thus complete the full inversion for this model. Of course, it is little bit
more difficult this time.

Recall that p = po:p1:pe with p; C [n], whereas u = wg:ujiug with u; C [n— 1], and
) # e C [n— 1]. Considering

[Kﬂ“ — lenml+2lenyial
n
it follows that
u-y(u)
|:K(e)i| — w|eﬂu1|+2|eﬂu2\’
u-y(u)

and similarly

{Kée)]“”(“) _ lenuzl+2lenua|

u-y(u)
We make the observation that
[Fl]z = |:f(n71):|ec:e:@ _ w|u1ﬁe\+2\ugﬁe| _ |:Kae):|u~’)’(u),
UQ:UTL U 'u,’y(u)
and
[FQ]Z = {f(nfl)}ec:ﬂ:e _ w|u2ﬁe\+2\ulﬁe| _ {K(e)}uﬁ(u),
UQ:UL U2 u’y(u)

where F} and Fy are 271 x 37~1 matrices.
Thus we may write

N = Z ae[Fl]Z + Be[FQ]Z-

0£eCln—1]

Defining the column vectors @ = {a.}, 5 = {8} and 7= {n,}, we can write
i = Fid+ Faf,

and define two 3"~ ! x 2771 matrices G; and G as

[Gil; = {f_l(nil)}:c:e:@’
Gl =[]

ec:P:e

13



where

1 1 1
=11 w w |,
1 w? w

with ff~! =1.
Considering that
= 5uw7

T Ml

for all ordered-triparitions u,w of [n — 1], we have the matrix products

v

GiFy =1, GiF;=0,
GoFy = 1, GoF; = 0.

Thus the second part of the inversion for this model is
d=Giif,  f=Gai.

Together with (Bl), these equations give a one-one map between pattern probabilities and edge
weights for the group-based model with G = Zs.

5 Inversion of the K3ST model

We now consider the K3ST model (Kimura, [1981) which occurs as the group-based model with
G = ZoxZy = {(0,0),(0,1),(1,0), (1, 1)} + (mod 2) = ((12)(34), (13)(24)). In this model a generic

rate matrix is given by

Q=—(a+p+7)1+aKy + LK+ 7K1,

where
01 0 0 00 1 0
1 0 0 O 0 0 0 1
KOl*].@K— 0 0 0 1 B Klo—K@)l— 1 0 0 0 s
0O 01 0 01 0 O
(6)
0 0 0 1
0 01 0
Kh=K®K = 010 0
1 0 0 O

We already know that the 2 x 2 Hadamard matrix h diagonalizes K, so we see immediately that
H = h ® h diagonalizes this model:

1 0 0 0

B L . 0 -1 0 0

0 0 0 -1
1 0 0 0 1 0 0 O
_ S o1 0 o 5. | 0 =100
KlO L= HKloH = 00 -1 0 y K11 = HKllH = 0 0 -1 0
00 0 -1 0 0 0 1

14



Of course H is the character table of Zy X Zs and the permutation matrices (@), together
with Koo := 1, give the regular representation preg = id ® id @ id ® sgn @ sgn ® id © sgn ® sgn,
where we recall the basic result that the tensor product of two irreducible representations of a
group G gives an irreducible representation of G x G.

Simplifying notation, for this model we index tensors with indices given as pairs: 4,5 =
00,01,10,11 € Zy X Zs; and we express the individual parts using lower case Roman characters.
For example, we write ¢ := ab = 01, with ¢ = 0 and b = 1. This gives matrix elements:

e cd b
[Km} = dacOpa(—1)7,
ab
~ cd
|:K101| - 6ac(sbd(_1)aa
ab
~ cd b
(K| = ductha(—1)"*,
ab
and more complicated tensor products such as
~ ~ cidicadacads bitb
Kot ® Kon ® 1} = 5111015b1d16@2025b2d26a3036b3d3(_1) 1T

a1biazbzazbs

Again we interpret strings such as y = ajas...a, and v = b1bs...b, as ordered-bipartitions
= po:p1 and v = vg:vy of the set [n]. We can then write matrix elements of tensor products as

7> (e HI’V env:
[ ((11)} = Sy (—1) 101,

v
~(e)H s
|:K§O):|# v = 5##’51/1/’(*1)‘ Np ‘7
~ w v
[KS)L = 5W,5W,(_1)\eﬁu1\+|enu1\.

Taking the stationary distribution m = i(l, 1,1,1)T as initial distribution, the zero edge-
length star-tree distribution is given by

(6" x] irigdn = 28ivin0ivig - - - Oiyins
which in the finer index representation is
[5"*17r]a1b1a2b2__anbn = 20a1020a1a; - - - Oaran Ob1bsObybs - - - Obib, -
Recall that elements of the Hadamard matrix can be written as [h]; = (—1)2*?, where

a,b € Zs and we allow multiplication X by extending to the ring of integers Z. In the transformed
basis, we have

o,
ai1biasbs...anby ™%
dy,da,...,dn a a an b b by
= i 201170227.“,% (Al [M)es - [R] [R gy [Rl g - - - TR]G" OarasOaras - - - Oaran Obrbs Obibs - - - Obybs,

— i ch,dl (_1)(a1+a2+~--an)Xcl+(b1+b‘2+~~-+bn)><d1

_ i (1 + (_1)a1+a2+---+an, + (_1)b1+b2+---+bn + (_1)al+a2+~~~+an+b1+b2+---+bn)

0, if either |uq] or |v1| is odd;
1, if |u1] and |v1] are both even.

15



We recall ([B]), so under this model we can express a generic phylogenetic tensor as

P=etexp Z ozeKéi) + ﬂerg) + 'yeKﬁ) o
0#eC[n—1]
To exclude the vanishing components we define, for all ordered bipartitions u = ug:uy of the
reduced set [n — 1],
(u) = 0, if |uy]| is even,
TZ01, i Jug is odd;
=2 — (0]ug| + 1u1]) (mod 2),
and intepret u - y(u) as the string u - y(u) = ajag...an—1y(u). Then, for each pair u,v of
ordered-bipartitions of [n — 1], we define
u-y (u),v-y(v)
Nu,w = Z OéeK(()i) + ﬂerg) + ’YeKﬁ) )
PreCln—1] wy ()0 (0)

and

Py = |P]

uy(u),0y(v)?
This gives the inversion

Py = e exp (nu,v) )
Nuw = A+ 10 (Pyy).

Consider the 2™ x 2"~! rectangular matrices Fy;, Fig and Fi; with components

[Fonl, = [Ké?r’v = (=1l [Fiol,, = {ng)r’v = (—1)lenul,

[F11]ZU = [Kﬁ)} T = (71)|eﬂu1|+\emu1|;

u,v

where e C [n — 1] and u = ug:u; and v = vg:v; are ordered-bipartitions of [n — 1]. If we define
the column vector 77 := {1, } indexed by pairs of ordered-bipartitions and the column vectors
&= {a.}, B = {ae} and 7 := {a.} indexed by subsets of [n — 1], we then have the matrix
equation

7= Fo1d 4 Fiof + Fi17.

Writing H™ = H*~Y @ H with H") = H, we note that

De
[Fouls,, = [HO] 7

e
[Fio]® , = {H(n—u}
[F11]Z,U = {H("fl)} *



and define the 27~! x 2" rectangular matrices Goi, G1g and G1; as

Gnl])" = [Hil(n_l)};j::,
[G1o])" = [H—1(nf1)}:;,
Gl = [H—1(n71)}mv

e,e

Noting that

3 {H—l(”*”}w’z [HW—U}W = GuyOu.zs

uU,v w,x
w,x

for all u, v, y, z ordered-bipartitions of [n — 1], we then have the matrix identities
Goi1Fo1 =1, GioFio =1, Gk =1,
and
Go1Fio =0=Go1F11 = GagFi1 = GioFor = Gi11Fo1 = Gi1 Fio.
Writing
d=Guil, B=GCuwil,  7=Gui

completes the inversion for the K3ST model.

6 Inversion of the Z, model

We now consider the group based model for Z, = {0,1,2,...(r = 1)}, ;04 ) = {0 : 0" =¢). For
this model the generic rate matrix has the form

Q=-)\1+ iaiK,,i,

i=1
where A = >0, o' and
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 O
K.—| o1 00 |
0 0 1 0

so that K, = K. ‘
Defining w = ¢?™/7 we have w” =1 and 1 + w+ w? +... +w"~ ! =0 and [f]] = w"” where

i,7=0,1,2,...,7 — 1. Of course, f is the character table of Z, and [ffly =1y,
j

Lemma 6.1.

Z[f@f@...@f]:[f*®f*1®...®f*1]‘:/:5##,,

174

where p, v, ' are ordered-r-partitions of the set [n] corresponding to the stringsiiis . ..in, j1j2 - - - jn

and klkg N kn

17



Proof. The result is obvious by the definition of tensor product. However, explicitly we have

’

ifefe..effteflte..af

1 i1j1+i2d2 4 ir—1dr—1,,,—(G1k1+d2ke+...+inkn)
20 1 s S(r—1) @ “

1 J1(i1—k1)+Jj2(io—k2)+...4+Gn (in—kn)
7 D01 daredr o <(r—1) @

which clearly equals 1 if ig—k, = 0 for all £, and, by repeatedly applying 1+w+w?+...+w"" 1 =0,
equals 0 otherwise. O

The regular representation contains exactly one copy of every irreducible representation and
the irreducible representations of Z, are given by the powers of w:

Z,. — C
Yoo wt

Thus the change of basis K,i — I?o-i = fK,:f~! will give diagonal matrices I?o-i. Additionally,

~ ~ 17
Lemma 6.2. In the diagonal basis, the matrices K, := fK i f~1 have matriz elements {Kgs} =
K3

w’séij.

Proof. Consider the matrix elements [Kg]z = 0o (j)- Thus

[ngsffl]; _ Zwikakas(l)wflj _ Zwigs(l)flj — Zwi(lJrs)flj — s Zwl(ifj) — wis(sij,
k1l l l l

s 9
where we have used w? (M) = ym+s, O
Now
n—1 15 5 .
[(5 ﬂ iigein = 001y 0iyig - - Oiyip s
and
n— — 1 t1J1T2)2 T TinIn §. . .o ..
{5 WL igein T 2t gaee @ " 0j132051j5 « - + O
122...1n

1 J1(i1+iz+...+in)
T Z]& w

1ifiy +i2+ ...+, =0 (mod r)
0, otherwise.

Translating this result using the ordered-r-partitions for indices, we have

Lemma 6.3. In the diagonal basis, the uniform initial distribution on the star tree has compo-
nents

)

(777 _{ 1 if Olpo| + 1|+ 2lpz| + ..+ (r = D|pr—1| = 0 (mod 1)
s = .
u 0, otherwise.
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Again recall that for this model a generic phylogenetic tensor can be written as

P=c¢texp Z ang? s,
0#eC[n—1],s€[r—1]
where m = %(1, 1,...,1)T. In the diagonal basis P = f(). P and as a consequence of Lemma [6.3]
P will have many vanishing components. To avoid these we take u = wug:uy:ug:...:u,—1 as an

ordered-r-partition of [n — 1] and set
v(u) = r — (0|ug| + L|ur| + 2ug| + ...+ (r — 1)|ur—1|) (mod r).
If we define P, := | P)| and
u-y (u)
wy ()
Ny = Z ozleA(((:;)
0#eC[n—1],s€[r—1]

uwy(u)

we then have the first part of the inversion for the Z, model:

P =e Nexp (M)
Ny = 1In (Py) + A

For each i € [r — 1], we define the column vectors @; := {az}ﬁséeC[nfl]’ and, for each () #
e C [n — 1] and u an ordered-(r — 1)-partition of [n — 1], we define the rectangular r"=! x 2n—1

matrices

Al (K] Rl (K9] im0
so we have the vector equation
n=Fay+ Fay+ ...+ F._1d, 1.
We claim that
Lemma 6.4.
B = {f(nﬂ)} e ‘e:(D!@:....@,
R =[]
' (7)

e®:0:0:0:...:e

()i, = [£7V]

[n], and e a subset of [n — 1] ‘we have

{f(g_g)} " s Olmonel 1] Nel 4ot (r=1) a1 el
I
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SO

{g(i)}m(u) — (#Oluonel+Tfur el .+(r=1) ur—1nel)

u-y(u)
because e C [n — 1]. On the other hand [f]z = w¥, so

{f(n—l)}e 0z 00z 00 _ ws(O\uoﬂe\+1\u1ﬁe|+...+(T—1)\uT,lﬁeD
Y

u

where e appears in the s position. O

n—1

Define, for i € [r — 1], the rectangular 2"~! x r"~1 matrices

u _1(n-1) ey (u):e:0:0:...:0
Gi], : = {f 1 }
@ u-y (u)

Gale < = {fﬂ(”*l)}ec-ﬂu):@:e:@:...:@

uy(u)

(Goo e = [ i) O

uy(u)

Of course G F; = d;;1, so we now have the second part of the inversion:

a; = Gm.

7 Inversion of any abelian group-based model

Lemma 7.1. Any (finitely generated) abelian group G is isomorphic to a direct product of cyclic
groups of prime-power order, ie. G = Ly, X Ly, X ... X Ly, where each r; = p;"* where p; is prime
and n; s a positive integer.

Lemma 7.2. The group-based model arising from the G is defined only up to group isomorphisms

of G.

Proof. A generic rate matrix for the group-based model arsing from G is given by

Q=-\1+ Y oK,

e#oeCG

Under a group isomorphism ¢ : G — G’, we have ¢(0;0;) = ¢(0;)p(0;).

Recall (@), so that the matrix elements [K(,]Z is set via the action o; — ooy = o;. If we
consider the regular representation of G’ we then have [K¢(g)]z defined by ¢(0;) — ¢(o)p(0;).
Now ¢(0)¢p(0;) = ¢(o0;) = ¢(0;) and, because ¢ is a group isomorphism, this occurs if and only

if 00; = 0j. Thus [Ky(,)]] = [K,]] for all i and j. O

This means that we can restrict attention to a single representitive in the isomorphism class
of G. Of course, for this purpose we choose the representative guaranteed by Lemma [7.1]

Thus, for any abelian group G, with generators o1, 09, ...,04, as per Lemma [T} the corre-
sponding group-based model has rate generators given by

LU:_1+KG.;"1 ®KU;2®...®KU(an,
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for all e # o = (07", 05%,...,04"%) € G, where K,, is the permutation matrix representing the
generator o; € Z,,. The character table f of G is simply the tensor product of the individual
character tables of the Z,,:

f=of®...0f.

In the diagonal basis we have matrix elements

J

[kaa;fk_lE = [KUJ = (wr)" 8ij,

3
where wy, is a k" root of unity. Thus

A A A J1j2---Jq . . .
Ka.;nl X Kg;nz X .. .Ka;nq} = 5i1j15i2j2 - 6iqjq (wl)h’ﬂh (w2)12m2 - (wq)lqmq .
1112...2q
We write phylogenetic tensors for this model in the form Pi 15, 61, i01000.. 000 ... igriqa.. ign >
where 0 < i5; < 7, for all 0 < s < g. We simplify notation by writing each group of indices as

') =i ... ig, where ul®) is an ordered-rg-partition of [n].

Lemma 7.3. In the diagonal basis, the uniform initial distribution on the star tree has compo-
nents

1, if, 0lus” |+ Ll 4o+ (i = 1) | = 0, Vi

—_—
|:5n717r:| —
w @ ) 0, otherwise.

A generic phylogenetic tensor for this model can be expressed as

P=e¢"exp Z azlsz“'qui?l ® Kl(je;)2 R...Q Kl(jeszl o in,
0#eC[n—1],s;€[r;—1] !
where 7 is the unifrom distribution on "7, r; states, ie. 7= (37, )~ 1(1,1,...,1)T.

In the diagonal basis P= (1i®f®...® fq)(") - P, and, as a consequence of the previous
lemma, P has many vanishing components. To avoid these, for each i € [¢] we take u® =
u((f):ugz):ug): . :ug)_1 as an ordered-r;-partition of [n — 1] and set

i(u®) =y — Oful’] + Ll + 20u$’ |+ ...+ (s = D], ]) (mod 7).
‘We then define

Puyy@  y@ = {13}
ui w oy ()@ oy (1)@ oy (@)

and

w® oy ()@ gy (u®) (@D g (u(D)

ML)y (2) | yla) = Z OézlSz..-SQI?(EE)l (24 I?l(je;)g ®X...R I?l(jes)q
P#eCln—1],s;€[r;—1] '

so that we have the first part of the inversion

A
Puru@ @ =€ " expP (Nymy@ .. @)
N u@ . u@ = A+ 1 (Pua)u@ . w@) -
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We define the column vectors @525 := {ag" """}y 4o (1) and 77 := {9, 4@ @ } where
u; is an ordered-r;-partition of [n — 1], and the (r1ra...7y)" ! x 2”71 matrices

‘ oA [ () PR
N L 0 ML) i
ULU2... Ug 71 wy-y(ur) oy uz-y(uz) " Jugy(ug)
n— e:0:...:0:e:0:...:0 e e®:0:.. :Pre:0:...:0 o ©:0e.:0ce: 0.0
:{fl( 1)} |:f2( 1)} ---[fé 1)} 7
w1 Uz g

where in each term e appears in the st position and the equality follows from Lemma
We can then write the vector equation

- __ ~5182...8¢q
n= Z Fslsg...sqa .

5152...8¢:1<s5;<r;—1
If we define the 2”71 x (rqra...74)" "1 matrices

Ui uz . g _1(n—1) e Prei O qy7eCilDiefi (n—1 e®:0:...:0:e:0:...:0
[GSIS}“S’;} — |:f1 1 :| |:f2 1( ):| L |:fq 1( ):|

e 3

Ul u2 Ugq

where in each term e appears in the s‘;h position, we have the orthogonality relations
GSlSQ...Sq Fs’ls’Z...s’q = 6515’16525’2 cee 6sqs’q1-
This gives us the second part of the inversion of any group-based model:

as182-8q — Gslsz...sqﬁ-

8 Conclusion

In this article we have given an alternative derivation of the inversion of group-based phylogenetic
models. Primarily our method relies on the remarkable intertwining relation between branching
events and Markov evolution (2], and the resulting simplified expression of phylogenetic tensors
given in [B). From there we took a representation theoretic approach concentrating on the
structure of tensor indices.
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