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Symbolic Complexity for Nucleotide Sequences. A Sign of the Genome Structure
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We introduce a method to estimate the complexity functiosyafibolic dynamical systems from a finite
sequence of symbols. We test such complexity estimator weraesymbolic dynamical systems whose
complexity functions are known exactly. We use this techeitp estimate the complexity function for
genomes of several organisms under the assumption thabenges a sequence produced by a (unknown)
dynamical system. We show that the genome of several orgarsibare the property that their complexity
functions behaves exponentially for words of small lengfh < ¢ < 10) and linearly for word lengths in
the rangell < ¢ < 50. It is also found that the species which are phylogeneticdtise each other have
similar complexity functions calculated from a sample @itlcorresponding coding regions.

PACS numbers: 87.15.Qt, 87.18.Wd, 02.50.-r

During the last decade there has been an intense debateler to obtain a good estimation. Assume, for sake of def-
about what does complexity mean for biological organismsniteness, that we are producing a random sequence, from
and how it has evolved. Moreover, the problem of howa finite alphabet, as a fair Bernoulli trial (i.e., with the in
to measure such a complexity at the level of nucleotidevariant measure of maximal entropy on tiodl shift [6]).
sequences, has became a challenge for geneticists [1-#the produced worc were of infinite length, then, all the
Even having some well defined mathematical measures a¥ords of all the lengths woultypically be present. Indeed,
complexity (most of them coming from the dynamical sys-counting directly the number of differeitwords appear-
tems theory), there are several problems in implementin@ng in x we would obtain#.A* almost alwayswhere#£.A4
such measures in real scenarios. The main difficulty liestands for the cardinality of the alphabédt However, if
on the fact that, due to the finiteness of the sample, the stéhe produced sequengehave a finite length (which oc-
tistical errors are generally very large and the convergenccurs when we stop the process at some finite time) then the
in many cases cannot be reached (see Ref. [4] and refemumber of/-words appearing ig should be regarded as
ences therein). a random variable which depends on the number of trails.

Here we will be concerned with the complexity func- Then, to compute the value of the complexity from a finite
tion C'(¢) (particularly for genomic sequences) defined assequence we need to have a large enough sample in order
the number of sub-words of length(lets us call’-words  to have an accurate estimation. For exampld, # 20
hereafter) occurring in a given finite string. The impor-and the alphabet has four elements, then, as we know for
tance of estimating such a quantity lies on the fact that itandom sequences, the complexity20) = 4*° ~ 10'2.
should give some information about the structure of thelhis means that for estimating this number, we would need
considered string, or, in other words, the mechanisms that string with a size at least d0)'*> symbols. This exam-
producesuch a string. The problem of determining the ple makes clear that the difficulty we face when we try to
complexity function for finite sequences (and in particu-estimate the complexity function is the size of the sample.
lar of genomic sequences) has been previously considerddellow we will show that, even with a small sample we
by several authors [4| 5]. It was found that the complexitycan give accurate estimations for the symbolic complexity
function for a finite string has a profile which is indepen- by using an appropriate estimator.

dent on how the string was producedi[4, 5]. For small val- The point of view that we adopt here is to regard the
ues of/ (approximately’ < 10 for nucleotide sequences) complexity as an unknown property of a given stochastic
the complexity is an increasing function 6f after that, system. Hence, this property has to be estimated from the
it becomes nearly constant on a large domain, and eveRealization of a random variable. The latter will be defined
tually becoming a decreasing function that reach zero aellow and has a close relation with the number of dif-
some finitel. This behavior is actually a finite size effect. ferent /-words occurring in a sample of size. In this
Indeed, if we would like to compute the complexity func- way the proposed estimator lets us obtain accurate esti-
tion for the string, we would need a very large sample inmations for the complexity finction of symbolic dynamical
systems. We use this technique to give estimation of this
symbolic complexity for coding DNA sequences. In Fip. 1,
we compare the symbolic complexity obtained from coding
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of Homo sapiensPan troglodytesGorilla gorilla gorilla, Now lets us state the setting under which we give the es-
Pongo abeliandMacaca mulattd@aken from the GenBank timator for the complexity. Assume that a genome is pro-
database [7]. From every sequence we taken a sample dficed by some stochastic process on a given symbolic dy-
10° words of lengths in the range— 50 bp. Then we cal- namical systenfY, o). HereY C A" is a subset of semi-
culated the corresponding values if for every/ which  infinite symbolic sequences, made up from a finite alphabet
is our estimation of the symbolic complexity (see Ed. (4).4, which is invariant under the shift mapping Although
bellow). In this figure we appreciate that the human codinghe underlying dynamics producing the genome of a given
sequences have the lowest complexity of all the species amdividual is not known, we can assume that the set of al-
alyzed. From the same figure, we should also notice thiowed realizations of the genomé (the “atractor” of such
progressive increasing of complexity as the species gets dynamics) can be characterized bpiaguage]15]. The
away from human, in the phylogenetic sense, according ttanguage of a symbolic dynamical system is defined as the
the reported phylogenetic trees [8]. In such a figure we cadet of all the words of all sizes, appearing in any point be-
also appreciate a behavior which seems common to all otenging toY. If A, the set of all the/~-words appearing
ganisms analyzed. First, we can observe that almost all thie any pointx € Y, then thelanguageof Y is U,,cnA.,.
“genomic words” in the rangé — 10 are present in the The symbolic complexity ot is then given by the cardi-
(coding) nucleotide sequences analyzed. This is clear fromality of A,, i.e.,C(¢) := #.4,. Within this framework, a

the exponential growth of words in this range which fits togenomeg of an individual can be considered as the obser-
C(¢) ~ 3.94° with a correlation coefficier?.99. Beyond  vation of a pointx € Y with a finite precision. Moreover,
the rangd — 10, our estimations let us conclude that the be-from such a point we can reconstruct the (truncated) or-
havior of the complexity becomes linear. The latter suggedbit of x by applying successively the shift map go If

that the genomic sequences are highly ordered, or, in othélne sequence observgds assumed to be typical with re-
words, the process by which this sequences are the result gpect to some ergodic measure defined on the dynamical
a (quasi) deterministic one. In the literature it can be fbun system (possibly an invariant measure of maximal entropy
that several symbolic dynamical systems having a lineafully supported ort”), we can assume that the orbit gener-
complexity are actually the result of a substitutive prages ated byg explores the whole the attractbr. Then,g must

like Thue-Morse, Toeplitz or Cantor sequences among othearry information about the structure Bf, and in particu-

ers [9,010]. Actually, the fact that the DNA could be the lar of its symbolic complexity. As we saw above, the direct
result of a random substitutive process has been suggestedunting of words of a given length as a measure of the

by complexity function requires a large sample to have an ac-
curate enough estimation.
2 5x10’ 1 AR A T Homo sapiens The prob[em we face can be stated as foIIows:_given a
i gif;“};f’ggﬁlsgzz " sample of sizen of Wo.rds of Iengtfﬂ we need to estimate
2 010 - Pongo abeli the complexityC'(¢) with the restrictionm < C'(¢) (and
F0°T ] very oftenm < C(¢) ). To this purpose, lets us assume
1 5><1077 R TR TR e that the words in the sample are randomly collected and
K™ — R 1 that the realization of every word in the sample is indepen-
1 O><107; ] dent from the rest. Lef) be a random variable that counts
' — g 1 the number of different words in the sample. It is clear that
6 T 1 < @ < m. Under the assumption that all the words are
5.0<107 equally probable to be realized in the sample, the probabil-
0.0ws ity function for ) can be calculated exactly by elementary

combinatorics,
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m—1
FIG. 1. Complexity estimation for species belongingHo-  and the expected number §f can be calculated straight-
minidaefamily. The complexity was estimated from a nucleotide forwardly to give,
sequence of x 10% bp long taken from the first and from the Cm
second chromosomes (whenever necessary to complete the men E[Q] = m (2)

tioned length) corresponding to coding regions. Then wertak .
a sample ofi0® f-words forl < ¢ < 50. Here we can appre- From the above we can see that, whenever the sample size
ciate that the symbolic comp@xity_corresponding to the aom "1S large enough_ compared to the complexitythe num-
DNA is lower that rest of thedominidae Indeed, the order we D€r of words of size) the expected value of the random

observe according to the estimated complexity correlagzd-q Variable tends to the complexiy. The variance of) can
itatively with the order in which they are found accordingato also be calculated in a closed form, giving
phylogenetic distance estimated from other means (seedon-e Cm(C —1)(m —1)

ple (8]). i Rl v B T 7o B
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From this expression we should notice that the variancé0 for every sequence. Sampling in this way we have a
of @ is small whenevelC > m, and actually it goes separation ofl0 symbols between neighbor words of the
as VafQ] ~ m?/C. This means that the deviations of max

Q from its expected value are of the order wf/+/C.

In this regime, the expected value @fis approximately 10
m — ™™= \We should notice from this asymptotic ex-
pressions that there is a regime in which the varianag of
is small compared with the differen@&(Q] — m, namely,
When\/ﬁ/m < 1. In this regime we have that almost any
realization of() result in a value in which does not deviate
significantly fromE[Q] ~ m — % due to “random
fluctuations”. The latter is important since, as we can ap-
preciate, it carry information about the complexity, which
is in this case unknown. From this reasoning we propose Word length
the following estimator for the symbolic complexify,
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_ mQ) (4) FIG. 2. (Color online) Estimations for the complexity fuiacts
Com+1-— Q’ for three symbolic dynamical systems: tfie3)-run-length lim-

. . ited (solid lines), the Fibonacci (dashed lines) and thie(tidt-
An few calculations shows that the expected valuéa dashed lines) shifts. For each system we obtained a sequence

given by of 6 x 10° symbols by using the measure of maximal entropy.
m?2 — (C? From such sequences we obtained samplekdfsubwords of
E[K] = C+ ——P({Q = m}). lengths ranging front to 50. Then we obtained values for the
. m . . random variableg (red lines) and) (black lines) for every sys-
from which it is easy to see that proposed estim@{ois  tem. From fits of the data shown for the random varidblee es-
unbiased ifm > N. We can see that, in the case in which timated the respective complexities of the fofft¥) < exp(ht).
the probability that all the words in the sample be differentThe estimated values are: hgr;, = 0.384 + 0.0012 for the
is small, any realization oK is nearC'. (1,3) run-length limited shift,hq, = 0.461 + 0.0014 for the
Now, to implement this estimator to calculate the com-Fibonacci shift, andiang = 0.721 £ 0.0025 for the full shift.
plexity we need to state how to meet the conditions im-The approximated values obtained from analytical calmnat
posed for the validity of the distribution given in EqJ (1). €hrrL ~ 0.382, hgp, & 0.481, andhya,q ~ 0.693 respectively
We have to satisfy two main conditions) hat the words ~ (S€€ t€x1).
obtained in the sample be independent, aiijl that the i .
words of the same length have equal probability to occur. N Fig.[2 we show the values obtained for the random
Lets us assume that a sequegde a symbolic sequence of VariablesQ and K as functions of using the sample de-
length N obtained from some dynamical system. The or-Scribed above. From this figure we see that the values ob-
bit under the shift mapping generated gyan be written tained forQ as a function 0_? exhibit a “kink”, yvhlch ha_s .
asO(g) = {g,o(g),o%(g),...,c¥"(g)}. Asample of Deen previously observed in Refs [4, 5]. This behavior is
words of length? can be obtained from each point in the consistent with the predicted by Ef (2), which can be cal-

orbit by taking the first symbols. However, it is clear that culated for these cases since we know the exact value of
the words obtained in this way are not independent. Th&' (€). Then, from the values @ we can obtain the values
latter is due to the correlations between words generatd@" & which, as stated in Edl1(4), gives an estimation for
by the overlapping when shifting to obtain the points in theC'(¢)- Itis known thatC'(¢) behaves exponentially in all
orbit, and by the probability measure naturally present if€ cases analyzed, i.€(¢) < exp(h(), whereh is the

the system which cause correlations even when two word@Pological entropy. It is known that the respective topo-
sampled do not overlap. Thus, the sample should be takdfdical entropies arehgp, = In(t*) ~ 0.382 for the
from the orbit in such a way that the words are separate&l’3)'rurl'|e”92th limited shift (wher¢" is the largest solu-

as most as possible along the orbit. Using this criterium wdion of t* — = —t — 1 = 0), ha, = In(¢) ~ 0.481
estimated the complexity for well known symbolic dynam- for the fibonacci shift (where is the golden ratio), and
ical systems. First we produced long sequencésofl0¢  frana = In(2) ~ 0.693 for the full shift [15]. From
symbols from three different systems: the full shift (ran-the curves fork™ shown in the referred figure, we ob-
dom sequences), the Fibonacci shift (sequences with tHgined the corresponding estimations for theAtopoIoglcaI
forbidden word)0), and the run-limited length shift gofic ~ entropies by means of the least squares metthog;, =
shift, with a countable infinite set of forbidden words|[15]) 0.384 + 0.0012, hg, = 0.461 4+ 0.0014, andh,ang =

In every case the sequences were produced at random with721 + 0.0025. From these results we observe that the
the probability measure of maximal entropy. Then we havéetter estimation made corresponds to the one for which
taken a sample of0° words of lengths ranging fromto  the topological entropy is the lower. This is clear from
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Fig.[2 since, due to the large number of words (especiallgral proposed evolution models that include a substitutive
in full shift) we have that the random variabfg “satu-  process since the linear complexity (which we observe for
rates” ranidlv i e ahove sonfé the exnected valiie @ |large genomic words) is a common characteristic of substi-
i< tutive dynamical systems![9,/10] Moreover, the fact that the
complexity does not varies significantly from chromosome
= RARRRRRRSE to chromosome, suggest that there would exist a global ar-
8x10'|- ghede ] chitecture (danguagein the symbolic dynamics sense) for
T T ] the coding region of the genome. It would be interesting
o1t T ] to look for the (biological or dynamical) mechanisms re-
Sl 0s . e sponsible for the structure we found in the genomes of the
K o b - I Hominidaefamily and if this structure is ubiguitous to the
<107 T gl b genomes of others organisms. We particularly found that

—- Chrs. 11,12

- Chrs. 13,17

ik T ] the symbolic complexity correlates with the phylogenetic
ox10°F 1 /- trees reported for these species. We believe that by an-
i 0F al alyzing the common features of the symbolic complexity
i I several species could potentially be of help in the devel-
09070 20 30 40 50 oping of whole-genome based phylogenetic reconstruction
[ techniques.
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