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Abstract

Speech and language play an important role in human vocal communication. Stud-
ies have shown that vocal disorders can result from genetic factors. In the absence of
high-quality data on humans, mouse vocalization experiments in laboratory settings
have been proven useful in providing valuable insights into mammalian vocal devel-
opment, including especially the impact of certain genetic mutations. Data sets from
mouse vocalization experiments usually consist of categorical syllable sequences along
with continuous inter-syllable interval times (ISIs) for mice of different genotypes vo-
calizing under various contexts. ISIs are of particular importance as increased ISIs
can be an indication of possible vocal impairment. Statistical methods for properly
analyzing ISIs along with the transition probabilities have however been lacking. In
this paper, we propose a class of novel Markov renewal mixed models that capture
the stochastic dynamics of both state transitions and ISI lengths. Specifically, we
model the transition dynamics and the ISIs using Dirichlet and gamma mixtures, re-
spectively, allowing the mixture probabilities in both cases to vary flexibly with fixed
covariate effects as well as random individual-specific effects. We apply our model
to analyze the impact of a mutation in the Foxp2 gene on mouse vocal behavior.
We find that genotypes and social contexts significantly affect the length of ISIs but,
compared to previous analyses, the influences of genotype and social context on the
syllable transition dynamics are weaker.
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1 Introduction

Spoken language plays a crucial role in almost every aspect of human life as we
use it to share information, communicate ideas, and express emotions. However,
our vocal behaviors might be restrained by a wide variety of impairments, some
of which are highly inheritable. According to the National Institute on Deafness
and Other Communication Disorders, the prevalence of speech and sound disorder
among young children is 8 to 9 percent and the majority of such disorders have
no known cause (NIH-NIDCD Report, 2020). As many speech-related disorders are
inheritable (Vargha-Khadem et all [1998), it is thus important to study the genetic
and evolutionary development of human vocal communication to identify and remedy
vocal disorders.

Since data on human vocalization disorders are not easily available, neither can
humans be studied under experimentally induced impairing conditions, neuroscien-
tists have turned to studying mouse vocalization systems to gain insights into human
vocal communication processes (Jarvis, 2019). Although unlike speech, the mouse
vocalization is mostly innate (Arriaga and Jarvis, 2013; Mooney, 2020) and is a par-
ticularly attractive model to study for several reasons. Adult mice ‘sing’ ultrasonic
vocalizations (USVs) to communicate with each other. Being mammals, they are also
physiologically and genetically similar to us humans. The patterns of USVs may be
influenced by the mouse genotype or environmental factors such as stimulating social
contexts (Chabout et al., 2015)). Mouse vocalization data sets thus typically comprise
songs sung by mice from different genotypes under various social contexts. Systematic
differences in the syllable dynamics across various genotypes and social conditions can
provide insights into their roles on vocal abilities and behavior (Chabout et al., [2016)).

Our research is motivated by the need for sophisticated statistical methods for
analyzing mouse vocalization syntax generated in laboratory experiments that are
conducted to understand the effects of certain genetic mutations and social contexts
on mouse vocal behavior. We introduce a novel class of Bayesian mixed models for
analyzing categorical sequences with continuous inter-state interval times under the
influence of multiple exogenous factors. In particular, the values of the exogenous
factors remain fixed throughout the sequence and contributes a fixed group effect.
Each sequence is also associated with an individual that exhibits a random individual
effect. We are interested in the inference of the stochastic dynamics of the sequences,
specifically, the transition dynamics of the discrete states as well as the distribu-
tion of the continuous inter-state interval times. Statistical methods for analyzing
the syllable dynamics have previously been developed by [Holy and Guol (2005) and
Chabout et al.| (2015, 2016)). Sarkar et al. (2018]) developed a flexible Bayesian mixed
effects Markov model for vocalization syntax incorporating exogenous influences of
covariates as well as random heterogeneity of the sampled mice. While these meth-
ods looked in detail into the systematic differences in the syllable dynamics, they



did not properly analyze the inter-syllable intervals (ISIs) which can be an additional
important indicator of vocal deficits as impaired mice will tend to remain silent with
longer ISIs. To accommodate this effect, the aforementioned methods discretized
large ISIs into one or multiple special ‘silent’ syllables and then treated the songs as
Markov sequences with this appended vocabulary. This practice, however, mixes the
influences of covariates on transition probabilities and ISIs which could result in less
accurate scientific conclusions. The previous methods largely ignore the differences
in the distributions of the ISIs from different mice under various combinations of
the covariate values and may miss out important evidence that can be deduced by
properly modeling the ISIs.

Here we develop an approach to address these concerns by appropriately analyzing
the syllable transition dynamics using a slightly modified version of the mixed Markov
model of Sarkar et al.| (2018) while separately modeling the distribution of ISIs using
a novel flexible mixed model of gamma mixtures, thereby providing inference for
both syllable transitions dynamics and their ISIs. The method accommodates fixed
covariate effects as well as random individual effects in both the syllable transition
dynamics and the ISI distributions. A hierarchical cluster inducing mechanism for
the levels of the covariates allows straightforward, formal tests of their significance.
We design an efficient Markov chain Monte Carlo sampler for fitting our model. We
demonstrate the performance of our model by analyzing a data set where the mice are
either wild-type or carry a mutation on the Foxp2 gene implicated in causing vocal
impairment in humans. Previous analyses of this data set by (Chabout et al.| (2015,
2016); [Sarkar et al.|(2018), with large ISIs treated as an artificial syllable, have shown
significant differences in the syllable dynamics between different genotypes and social
contexts. When reanalyzed using our proposed approach, the results suggest that
genotype and context strongly impact the ISIs, but their influences on the syllable
transition dynamics are weaker than what previous analyses had inferred.

Our proposed model is a type of Markov renewal process (MRP) where the state
transitions evolve as a Markov chain while the state durations follow a transition
density function that depends on both the previous and the current state. MRPs
were originally introduced by |[Pyke (1961). MRPs and their variations, including
semi-Markov models (Levy, [1954; Smith| |1955), have found success in a variety of
applications such as in modeling clinical trials (Weiss and Zelen, [1965)), sleeping pat-
terns (Yang and Hursch| [1973)), HIV disease occurrences (Foucher et al., 2005)), etc.
Bayesian methods for MRPs have also been developed. Phelan (1990)) designed an
MRP where the prior consisted of a family of Dirichlet distributions for transition
matrices and a Beta family of Levy processes for state duration times. Muliere et al.
(2003) and Bulla and Muliere (2007) developed Bayesian nonparametric reinforced
MRPs. Bayesian MRPs with Weibull distributed inter-occurrence times have been
developed for seismic data in [Alvarez| (2005); |[Epifani et al.|(2014). Unlike most clas-



sical MRPs that focus on modeling a single sequence, we jointly model a collection
of sequences, each one associated with an individual as well as a set of time-invariant
external covariates, accommodating fixed effects of the covariates as well as random
effects of the subjects for both the transition probability matrices and the distribu-
tion of the ISIs. We also allow the selection of important covariates for both the
state transition dynamics and the ISI distribution via probabilistic partitioning of the
covariate levels. These are in contrast to existing methods on classical MRPs where
typically only a single sequence is modeled and the distribution of state duration
depends only on the current state.

Besides being directly useful for analyzing mouse vocalization data sets, the
methodology proposed in the paper can be used for a great variety of applications
where MRPs are useful such as the examples cited above. Our proposed model for
the ISIs may also be of independent statistical interest in developing mixture models
for continuous variables with mixed covariate and individual effects which, to our
knowledge, have not been explored much in the literature.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, we provide
details of the Foxp2 data set and its scientific background, and review some previ-
ous statistical methods. In Section [3 we present our novel Bayesian Markov renewal
mixed model. In Section[d] we briefly outline our Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
algorithm to sample from the posterior. We illustrate the results of our method ap-
plied to the Foxp2 data set in Section[5] Section[6]contains discussions and concluding
remarks.

2 Data Set and Preliminaries

The Foxp2 (foxhead-box P2) gene is a transcription factor that regulates other genes
(Chabout et al. 2016). It is found in mice and in similar forms in humans (Fisher
and Scharff, 2009)), and its mutation has been implicated to cause speech and lan-
guage deficits in adults (Lai et al 2001). Previously, [Fujita et al.| (2008) compared
the vocalizations for wild-type, heterozygous Foxp2 and homozygous Foxp2 mice and
showed that both heterozygous and homozygous Foxp2 mice have vocal impairment
to some extent. |Castellucci et al.| (2016) showed that mice with a Foxp2 mutation vo-
calize less and produce shorter syllable sequences. (Gaub et al. (2016) discovered that
compared to wild-type, mice with Foxp2 mutations displayed quantitative differences
in USVs. Other than genotypes, social contexts can also influence mouse vocaliza-
tion. |Chabout et al.| (2012)) showed that the amount of USVs emitted by male mice
is positively correlated with the scale of their social interactions. Gaub et al.| (2016))
studied the USVs of adult mice with increasing stimulus intensity including water
and female urine.

The overall properties of the song syllables provides some information. The se-
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(b) Part of a song produced by a wild-type male mouse under the urine context (U).

Figure 1: Spectral diagrams of mouse vocalizations, reproduced from (Chabout et al.,

2016, with permission.

quencing rules of the syllables, call syntax, provides additional information about song
complexity. Research has thus also been conducted on the vocabulary and structure
of the songs, referred to as ‘syntax’ (Holy and Guo, 2005 Moles et al., [2007; [Scat-|
toni et al., [2011; Musolf et al.l [2015; (Gaub et al), 2016). Adopting the vocabulary in
Chabout et al. (2012, [2015] [2016]), the mouse vocalization syllables can be grouped

(a?

into four categories based on their spectral features (Figure as: ‘s’ simple syl-

L ).

lables Wlthout any pitch jumps; ‘u’: complex syllables with a single upward pitch

jump; ‘d”: complex syllables with a single downward pitch jump; and ‘m’: more com-
plex syllables with a series of multiple pitch jumps. Songs are made of a sequential
arrangements of these syllables (Figure with ISIs varying mostly between 0 and

250 milliseconds (Table [1} Figure [2).

Mouse 1D Genotype Syllable ISI (in seconds)
1 F S 0.082
1 F S 0.017
1 F m 0.114
2 w ] 1.546
2 |44 d 0.712
2 w S 0.549

Table 1: Part of the data set associated with the anesthetized female context (A).



The Foxp2 data set that we analyze here collects the songs produced by mice of
wild-type (I¥) and mice that have a mutation on the Foxp2 gene (F') under three
different social contexts — fresh female urine on a cotton tip placed inside the male’s
cage (U), awake and behaving adult female placed inside the cage (L), and one
anesthetized female placed on the lid of the cage (A). The data set has 70818 rows,
including 49 songs sung by 18 mice, 10 with the Foxp2 mutation and 8 wild-types.
Five mice sang 2 songs each (with id 1, 2, 4, 10, and 11) and the rest 13 mice sang
3 songs each. Each mouse sang the songs under different contexts. Therefore, the
combination of covariates and individuals associated with each song is actually unique.
The distribution of songs across different combinations of covariates is presented in
Table 2| (left). There is no missing or censored data. The empirical distribution of
syllable transitions is displayed in Table [2| (right). The number of transition types
stratified by genotypes and social contexts can be found in the Appendix A in the
supplementary materials.

Distribution of songs

Genotype Context # Songs Distribution of syllable transitions

current syllable

r L 10 d_m s U

r A 10 d 2780 964 5980 268
W U 6 preceding m 987 983 3187 257
W I 3 syllable s 5920 3213 42138 1742
W A . u 305 257 1705 132

Table 2: Empirical distributions of the Foxp2 data set: song distribution across
different combinations of covariates (left) and number of transitions for all pairs of
syllables (right).

Since the complexity of the four syllables vary, it is reasonable to assume that
mice with vocal impairments will produce songs with fewer transitions to difficult
syllables such as m. It is also expected that mice with vocal impairments tend to
remain more silent with longer ISIs. Table [3| shows the empirical distribution of the
mean and standard deviation of ISIs grouped by each covariate and Figure [2| provides
the histograms of ISIs given a genotype. We see that mice with the Foxp2 mutation
are likely to have longer ISI than that of wild-types, with a 42% increase in the
empirical distribution of ISI mean.

The development of sophisticated statistical methods for mouse vocalization syn-
tax started with [Holy and Guo, (2005) who analyzed the songs using a Markov model.
Chabout et al.| (2015, [2016)) developed statistical tests for accessing global and local
syntax differences across genotypes and social contexts. |Sarkar et al.| (2018)) devel-
oped a mixed Markov model for the transitions of four syllables and an extra artificial
syllable for large ISIs. In the latter three works, each ISI of length greater than 250
milliseconds (ms) was treated as a silent state (‘x’). Inference was then performed

b}



mean s.d.
U 0.257 (0.237) 0.504 (0.424)
L 0.166 (0.168) 0.319 (0.335)
A 0.211 (0.218) 0.426 (0.399)

mean s.d.
F0.228 (0.227) 0.433 (0.417)
W 0.161 (0.163) 0.333 (0.320)

mean s.d. mean s.d.
(d,d) 0.134 (0.127) 0.236 (0.241) (s,d) 0.168 (0.154) 0.341 (0.303)
(dm) 0.119 (0.126) 0.261 (0.239) (s,m) 0.131 (0.129) 0.253 (0.246)
(d,s) 0.180 (0.181) 0.355 (0.351) (s,s) 0.217 (0.221) 0.423 (0.407)
(d,u) 0.172 (0.144) 0.343 (0.300) (s,u) 0.167 (0.151) 0.338 (0.294)
(m,d) 0.118 (0.138) 0.234 (0.267) (u,d) 0.130 (0.157) 0.290 (0.319)
(mm) 0.120 (0.129) 0.231 (0.245) (u,m) 0.126 (0.130) 0.210 (0.246)
(m,s) 0.145 (0.144) 0.295 (0.301) (u,s) 0.165 (0.144) 0.373 (0.303)
(mu) 0.120 (0.155) 0.228 (0.305) (u,u) 0.139 (0.174) 0.294 (0.341)

Table 3: The empirical and posterior (in parentheses) means and standard deviations
of the ISIs, grouped by different covariate levels.

treating the resulting sequences as Markov chains with five states {d, m, s, u, x}.
Though this was done to achieve significant analytical convenience, the resulting
stochastic dynamics also got dominated by transitions to x. Moreover, the distribu-
tion of the ISIs varied greatly between different experimental conditions and subjects
(Figure [2). Ignoring the ISIs with lengths shorter than 250 ms, as well as treating
longer ISIs as blocks of silent syllables, resulted in loss of important information in
addition to diluting the transition dynamics among the original syllables. In order
to obtain a more accurate inference of the data set, it is important to treat the ISIs
differently from the four original syllables and model them properly as a continuous
variable.

Our proposed approach addresses these concerns. We model the ISIs separately
instead of treating it ad-hocly as the ‘silence’ syllable. In this way, the ISIs can be
used as evidence for vocal impairment aside from the transitions of the four syllables.
Moreover, we allow both the transition probabilities and the mixture probabilities for
the ISIs to be governed by a convex combination of population level fixed effects and
individual level random effects.

3 Markov Renewal Mixed Models

In this section, we detail our model for mouse vocalization syntax. Consider a se-
quence s of Ty syllables. y, denotes the syllable at time ¢ for sequence s, and is one
of Y ={d,m,s,u} = {1,2,3,4}. The collection of syllables is denoted by {ysyt}iirﬁ:l
where sq is the total number of sequences. Within a sequence s, we have T, — 1
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Figure 2: Histogram of the ISIs grouped by genotypes with the group means (dotted
lines). The histogram has a long tail and the x-axis is cut off at 1 second for better
visualization. The actual range of the ISIs is from 0.01 seconds to 258.8 seconds.

inter-syllable interval (ISI) times, denoted by {7’87t}§2ﬁ:2, where 7, represents the

interval time between the (t — 1) and #** syllable for sequence s. Each sequence s is
generated under two exogenous factors — genotype z,; € Xy = {F,W} = {1,2}, and
social context @0 € Xp = {U, L, A} = {1,2,3}, as described in Section[2] With some
abuse, we use the same notation to denote the variables as well as their specific values,
greatly simplifying the exposition. Table [4 provides a complete list of variables used
in our model detailed below.

Ts,2 Ts,3 Ts,t Ts,t+1 Ts,Ts
@ @. B @ @ ......... y87t ......... yS7TS

Figure 3: Graphical model showing the data structures: ys, denotes the observed
state at the " time location in the s** sequence and Ts+ denotes the observed ISIs
between the states ys ;1 and y,; each sequence s is also associated with an individual
i, and a set of exogenous time-invariant covariates xs1,. .., zs,. The Markov renewal
mixed model considered in this article analyzes the state transitions y,; and the ISI
lengths 7,;, accommodating fixed effects of the covariates xs1,...,2;, and random
effects of the individuals 7.

We recall that for each sequence s, (y,7) is a Markov renewal process when we
have

p(ys,t, Tst | Ysit—1 Tst—1y - - -5 Ys,15 Ts,15 Otrans, eisi) = p(ys,ta Ts,t ‘ Ys,t—1, 0trans, 91’31)7
where 04,.,s and 0, are the parameters specifying the transition and ISI distribu-
tions, respectively. We further assume that (i) the ISI lengths 7,+’s depend on both
the preceding syllable y,,_; and the current syllable y,, (Figure[3)), and (ii) the state



X1 Set of genotypes, {F, W}

X Set of social contexts, {U, L, A}

NY% Set of four sound syllables, {d,m, s, u}

Ys.t Sound syllable at time ¢ for sequence s, y,; € Y
Tsit IST between (t — 1) and ¢ syllable of sequence s
Ts1 Covariate 1, genotype, z,; € X}

T2 Covariate 2, social context, z;9 € X

(Ysi—1,Yst) Covariate 3, the preceding and the current syllable, ys;—1 € Y, ys: € Y

Notations for the Transition Dynamics of the Syllables

Ztrans,jz,; Cluster label of wg ;

cV) Partition of X;

trans

Etrans; ~ Number of clusters of partition Cfﬁgns

Airanszi 0, Lransition probability vector for covariate z; and

Atranshih, Lransition probability vector for cluster h; and hq

Transition probability vector for mouse ¢

Tanso  State-specific probability of fixed effect of mouse ¢

Thans1  Otate-specific probability of random effect of mouse ¢

Notations for the Distributions of the Inter-Syllable Intervals

Zisi st Component label of gamma mixtures

Zisir e Cluster label of z,,

Zisir(Ye.om 1 e.t) Cluster label of (ys¢—1,Ys.t)

CZ(;) Partition of A,./Y
Kisir Number of clusters of partition Ci(;)
Aisizwa,(ye_1ye) Mixture probability vector for covariate xy, xo and syllables
(-1, Y1)
Aisiog1.92.93 Mixture probability vector for cluster g, g2 and g3
/\52 Mixture probability vector for mouse 7
5270 Component-specific probability of fixed effect of mouse ¢
775?21 Component-specific probability of random effect of mouse

Table 4: Notations used in our Markov renewal mixed model for vocalization syntax.

transitions and the ISI densities do not share any parameters, i.e., @y.qns N Bisi = ¢.
Then, we can further write

p(ys,ta Ts,t | Ysit—1, Otransy 07,51) = p(ys,t | Ys,t—1, Otrans) : p(Ts,t | Yst—15Ys,t, Oisi)-
The joint posterior of (@¢rans, Bisi) then also factorizes as
P(Otrans, Oisi | Y. T) < p(¥ | Otrans)P(T | Bisiy ¥)Po(Otrans)Po(@isi)
X p(etrans | y>p(ezsz | Yy, T)a



where pg(-) denotes a generic for the priors. In what follows, we thus discuss the
models for the syllables and the ISIs separately.

3.1 Model for Syllable Transitions

We use the Bayesian mixed effects Markov model of Sarkar et al.| (2018) for syllable
transitions. We describe the model here to keep this article relatively self-contained.
We begin with specifying the transition dynamics as a mixed Markov model as

Pr(yse =y | ts = 1,061 = 01, Ts2 = T2, Ys -1 = Ye—1) = B&an,@(yt | Ye-1),

pl) (0

The mixed effects transition probabilities pY (y¢ | y1—1)’s are modeled here as

trans,r1,xr2
a flexible convex mixture of a baseline fixed effect component Aiyansay 2o (- | Y1-1)

for the exogenous covariates, namely genotype and context, and a random effect
(1)

(@) _
trans,0 and 7Ty =1-

component )\tmns( | y;—1) for the mouse. The weights 7 rans.1

(4)

trans,0
the coefficient for the convex combination did not vary between the individuals but

T of the two effects are also allowed to be mouse-specific. In|Sarkar et al.| (2018),

was fixed at Tyans1(Ye—1). The population-level model obtained after integrating
out the A\

trans
of predictor dependent transition probabilities, including accommodating all order

(ye | y¢—1)’s was shown to be able to characterize all possible cases

interactions between them, and the individual-level model could also accommodate
deviations from it very flexibly. Our specification here retains the nonparametric
nature of the population-level model but by allowing the coefficients ﬂ—igi)ans,l(yt—l) to
be mouse-specific, which accommodates more flexibility in characterizing individual
heterogeneity.

For the fixed effects of each covariate j, we try to further identify its levels that
have a similar effect on the song dynamics. This is done by creating a probabilistic

{Ct(iins h; Zt_T_“’{” of its levels. Given partitions ¢l . and C)

trans
and ¢ then share the

same baseline transition probability Aganshyn, (- | ye—1). The specification of the

partition c)

trans T trans»

songs with covariates in the same clusters, say cW

trans,hy trans,ho’

probabilistic partition models is facilitated by introducing latent cluster allocation
variables {ztmnw g} = 1 =15 With Zirans ;e indicating the cluster label for the 0t level
of the j covariate. Two levels (1,0, € X; = {1,...,d;} will be clustered together if
and only if 2ans je, = Ztrans,jeo- FOr example, Zians j=2.0=2 = Ztrans,j=2,=3 = 1 means
that songs produced under contexts L (j = 2,£ =2) and A (j = 2,{ = 3) belong to
cluster ¢V=% of CY=

trans,ha=1 etc. Importantly, when the levels of a covariate j are all

trans )
clustered together, i.e., Kkpqns; = 1, the transition probabilities do not vary with the
levels of covariate j. The covariate j thus has no effect on the transition dynamics

when Etpqns ; = 1, allowing us to easily and formally test its significance based on the

trans,xr1,To (yt | yt—l) = Trlg'rl“izns,O(yt—l)AtTanS,xlny (yt | yt—l) + ﬂ-tg':’izns,l(yt—l)Atrans (yt | yt—1>'



posterior probability of the event kiqns;j = 1.

Keeping these conditioning variables implicit, the final transition probability of
syllables in a song s produced by a mouse 7, = ¢ with genotype z,; in cluster h; and
context xo in cluster hy is given by

P e 0m1) = T 0 Wem) Aeransinia (| Yem1) + Toonst (Ue—1) Aonns (- | 1)

We assign conditionally conjugate Dirichlet priors to the fixed effect components

Atra'rm,hl,hz(' | yt—l) ~ Dir {atrans,O)\trans,O(l | yt—l)y cee 7atrans,0>\trans,0<4 | yt—l)} .

For the random effect distribution, for any 3,1 € Y, we let

Afﬁ?ans( | yt—l) ~ Dir {aggz)zns)‘ﬂans,o(l | yt—l)’ s 7a§70~¢)1ns)\trans,0<4 | yt—1>} :

We assign a Beta prior to the mouse-specific coefficient for any y,_; € ) as

Wzgwi"zzns,o (yt—l) ~ Beta<at7"ans,0a atrans,l)-

Centering both A¢rans py ne and Aij?m around the same mean vector Ayqns 0 facilitates
(4)

posterior computation. The random effects A,

and ng)ans,o can be easily integrated
out to obtain a closed-form expression for population-level probabilities as

Ptrans,hl,h2<' | yt—l) - 7Ttrams,OAtrams,in,hg(' | yt—l) + 71-237"(177,5,1Atrans,()(' | yt—1)7

where

atrans,[) o atrans,l
) Ttrans,1 =

Ttrans,0 =

atrans,O + atr‘ans,l atrans,O + @tr‘ans,l

We assume that some states in ) are naturally preferred regardless of the values of
the covariates. To capture this, we let A¢yqns0 center around a global A¢yqns00. Lastly,
(0)

the hyper-parameters o, 4,5

and uyqnso are given gamma hyper-priors.
The complete Bayesian hierarchical model for the transition dynamics can then

be summarized as follows.
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(

-1 = Yi—1,1s = 1, Ztrans,l,xSJ = hl, Ztrans,2,:cs 5 — h2) ~

Mlﬂt {Ptrans hl,hQ(l | yt 1) Pt(’f‘C)LTLS hl hg (4 | yt—l)} y

P 1 U1) = Thrhns 01 Xtransn i (| 9-1) + T s (Y1) Nbons (- | 91-1),
Ztransge ~ MUt {fttrans i (1) - -5 ftransi(d5)} 5 Biransj ~ DIt(Qrans gy - - - > Qtrans.j),
Afvons (| 4-1) ~ Dir {aégl)ms)\tmns,o(l | Yemt)s - s s Atrans (4 | Y 1)} (2)
)\tmns,hl,hz(‘ ‘ ?Jt—l) ~ Dir {Oétmns,O/\tmns,O(l | yt—l)a cee 7at7"an5,0>\t7”ans,0(4 | yt—l)} )

Atroms,O(' | yt—l) ~ DII' {a/trans,OO)\trans,OO(l)a oo 7atrans,00)\trans,00(4)} )

ﬂ-gins,o(yt—l) ~ Beta(atrans,07 atrans,l)a

(0) (0) (0)
atrans,[) ~ Ga(atr(zns,m btrans,O)v Airans ™ G (atrans7 btrans)

3.2 Model for Inter-Syllable Intervals

For the inter-syllable interval (ISI) times {7, t}so’?st 5, We associate each ISI from song

s with 3 covariates: two exogenous, namely genotype zs; € X; = {1,2} and social
context rso € Xo = {1,2,3}, and one local, namely the pair of the preceding and
the current syllable (ysi—1,9s:) € Y x Y ={1,2,3,4} x {1,2,3,4}. Given the values
of these covariates, we model the log-transformed ISI times 7, ; = log(7s: + 1) of the
mouse 7, = ¢ using mixtures of gamma kernels as

f(;si | is = ia xs 1 — 1’1,$52 X2, (ys,t—lays,t) = (yt—lyyt))

K 5
- Z P)'LSZZ)U{: | Ty, T2, (yt—17 yt))Ga(?s,t | Ak, /Bk)a

where Gal(- | ag, k) denotes a gamma mixture kernel with shape «ay and rate fj and
K is the total number of mixture components. Pz(m)(k | 1,29, (Yi—1,y:))’s are mixed
effects mixture probabilities that vary with the associated covariate values and are
also specific to the subject. Introducing latent variables {z;s; s} indicating the index

of the mixture component, we can write

f(?s,t | Zisi,sit — k) ~ Ga(?s,t | A, Bk’)a

Pr(zisi,s,t =k | Z.s = i, Ts1 = T1,Ts2 = T2, (ys,t—lay&t) = (yt—byt)) = Pz(;l)(k ‘ L1, T2, (yt—la yt))

Model is structurally similar to model except that we are now modeling the
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distribution of a latent categorical variable z;g; s, as opposed to the observed categori-
cal variable y, ;. The number of components K in is thus also unknown and needs
to be inferred from the data, bringing in significant additional challenges. Neverthe-
less we can use similar strategies to model the mixed effects mixture probabilities

‘stz (k | Ty, T2, (yt 1, yt))

P () = T Wi () + T (D),

where Aigi 2, w0, (ye_1.5) (+) 15 the fixed effect component for the associated covariates,

namely genotype, context and the preceding-current syllable pair, and )\m(~) is the
(i)

7,820 and ﬂ-()l — ]__

random effect component for the mouse. The weights 7 ioi

Tisi ,0 of

the two effects are also allowed to be mouse-specific, as before.
To assess the significance of each covariate r, we induce a clustering Cm

51,7

18%,gr }g *1

e

g1, g2 and g3, share the same fixed effect mixture probability component A

of its levels so that ISIs with associated covariates in the same clusters, say

151,91,92,93 *
3,dr
as

This is done via introducing latent cluster allocation variables {zigiruw}rot wets

before, with 2, ,,, indicating the cluster label for the wt level of the r covariate.
Importantly, as in the case of transition probabilities, when the levels of a covariate r
are all clustered together, i.e., k;s;» = 1, the covariate r has no effect on the ISI distri-
bution, allowing us to easily and formally test its significance based on the posterior
probability of the event kg, = 1.

Keeping these conditioning variables implicit, the ISI mixture probability in a
song s produced by a mouse i; = ¢ with genotype z,; in cluster g; and context
in cluster g, and syllable pair (ys;—1,ys.) in cluster g3 is given by

Pl o () = T (D Nisisgngmes () + Ted 1 (DAL ().

As earlier, we assign conditionally conjugate Dirichlet priors to the fixed and
random effect components, and give a Beta prior to the mouse-specific coefficient,

Nisigrgags () ~ Dir{cisioNisio(1), .. ., QisioNisio(K)}
Az(;z( ) ~ Dir {azsz )\151 0(1> ) Oéz(gz)/\lSZ,()(K)} )

ﬂ—z(;z,o(k) ~ Beta(aisi,Oa aisi,1>'

The random effects )\Em and 7TZSZ o can be easily integrated out to obtain the closed-

form population-level mixture probabilities as
Pisigi,g2.95(K) = Tisi 0 Nisig1 92,91 (K) + Tisi 1 Aisio (),
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Qisi,0
Qisi,0tQisi,1

global A4 00 and the hyper-parameters a§§3 and g are given gamma hyper-priors.

Qisi,1

where Tisi,0 = @isi,0tQisi,1

and g1 = . Finally, we let A5 0 center around a

The complete Bayesian hierarchical model for the ISIs may be summarized as

(ﬁ,t | Zisi, st — k?) ~ Ga(%\:s,t | ak;ﬁk)a

is - i, Risi s — Y1 Fisi2xs0 — 925 Zisi,?),(ys,t,l,ysyt) - 93) ~
MU].t {382791,g2,g3(1)7 R Pig?,gl7g2,g3 (K)} ?
P k) = 78 o (k) Nisi k) + 7 ()AL (K
isi,gl,gg,gg( ) 71-isi,()( ) 2817917!]2,93( ) + 71-isi,l( ) isi( )
© Ga(a(o) b(O)) (5)

iS1 1817 Vist

(Zisi,s,t

A@
Nisiogrogongs (1) ~ DIr {@isi 0Nisio(1), - -+, QisioNisio(K)},  usio ~ Ga(aisio, bisio),
Xisi,o(+) ~ Dir {eisi00Nisi00(1), - - -, Qisi00Nisi,00(F) }

) (k) ~ Beta(aisi0, Gisin),

i54,0

() ~ Dir {OJ(O))\Z‘SZ’70(1)7 Ce ,Q(O))\isi’g(K>} y (0%

181 1St

Qg ~ Ga(aisi,07 bm;,o), B ~ Ga<aisi,07 bisi,())-

Gamma mixtures, in other forms, have appeared before in Chen| (2000); [Wiper
et al.| (2001)); Hanson| (2006), etc. Such mixtures can approximate a large class of
distributions on [0, 00) (see, e.g., Theorem 14 in Wu and Ghosal, [2008]). The gamma
kernel, however, brings in computational challenges which we address briefly in Sec-
tion 4] below and then in detail again in Appendix D in the supplementary materials.
There also exists some literature on flexible mixture and partition models for condi-
tionally varying densities of continuous random variables in the presence of covari-
ates (MacEachern, [1999; |Chung and Dunson), 2009; Miiller et all 2011} etc.). To our
knowledge, however, flexible mixed effects mixture models of the type proposed here
that accommodate both fixed effects of covariates as well as random heterogeneity
of subjects while also allowing simultaneous covariate selection have not appeared in
the literature before.

4 Prior Hyper-parameters and Posterior Inference

The choice of prior hyper-parameters, including the choice of the number of mixture
components K in the gamma mixture model for which we use predictive model
selection criteria, are discussed in Appendix B in the supplementary materials.

Our posterior inference is based on samples of the model parameters drawn using
an MCMC algorithm. The full conditional posterior distributions are mostly obtained
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in closed-form and hence are easy to sample from. One exception is the sampling of
the gamma mixture parameters. The conjugate prior for gamma distribution with
unknown shape parameter is known to be analytically intractable (Damsleth| |1975;
Miller} |1980), posing difficulty in sampling the parameters «;’s and §;’s. We experi-
mented a number of sampling methods and ultimately used the strategy introduced
in Miller| (2019) which uses a gamma density function to approximate the full condi-
tional for gamma shape parameters. After sampling the shape parameters a;’s, the
rate parameters (§;’s can be easily sampled from their closed-form conjugate gamma
full conditionals. As the results of Sections [5| and Appendix F will illustrate, this
method worked well with real data as well as in our simulation experiments, converg-
ing quickly, mixing well and providing accurate estimates of the target distributions.
Details of the posterior sampling algorithm can be found in Appendix D in the sup-
plementary materials.

5 Results for the Foxp2 Data Set

In this section, we discuss the results of the proposed Bayesian Markov renewal mixed
model fitted to the Foxp2 data set. We present the results for syllable transitions
and ISIs separately. In Section [5.1] we analyze the influence of genotypes and social
contexts on syllable transitions. In Section[5.2] we analyze the influence of genotypes,
social contexts and the preceding-current syllable pairs on the distribution of the ISIs.

5.1 Results for Syllable Transition

Figure 4] shows the estimated posterior mean of the population-level transition prob-
abilities, Pians o, .2. (Ut | Yi—1), given genotype x; and social context z5. We see that
regardless of the covariate values, the s syllable is predominantly transitioned to and
u is the least likely syllable to transition to across different genotypes and contexts.
This is reasonable since the s syllable is presumably the easiest to pronounce and u
is the least pronounced syllable across all sequences.

Consider the following hypotheses for the impact of genotype and social context.

® Hiansoj: The population-level transition probabilities Pirans 2,20 (Yt | Y1—1) do
not vary based on values of x;,7 =1, 2.

® Hiransaj: The population-level transition probabilities Prrans o120 (Yt | Y1—1) vary
based on values of z;,j = 1,2.

By the construction of our model, Hyyqns,1,5 is true if and only if kypqns; > 1. Figure
displays the estimated posterior distribution of k45 ; for genotype (j = 1) and social
context (j = 2). The estimated posterior probability that kt.ans1 greater than 1 is
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Figure 4: Results for transitions for the Foxp2 data set showing the estimated pos-
terior mean of the transition probabilities Piransz, s (Yt | y2—1) of syllables yi, y:—1 €
Y = {d,m, s,u} under different combinations of genotype x; € {F,W} and social
context zo € {U, L, A}.

ﬁ(ktrans,l > 1| data) ~ 0.56. In contrast to the findings reported previously in
(2018)), the evidence that the mutation on the Foxp2 gene impacts the transition
probabilities of the syllables has thus become somewhat weaker. This illustrates that
treating ISI as a separate continuous variable results in less distinctions between the
transition dynamics of the two groups. Conforming to the previous analyses in
, there is, however, very clear evidence of the influence of social context
on the transitions probabilities. In Figure [, we see that the estimated posterior
probability ﬁ(ktmns,g > 1 | data) = 1, with ﬁ(ktmm,g = 2 | data) = 0.58 and
ﬁ(kt,«ansg = 3 | data) = 0.42. Specifically, whenever there were two clusters, the
contexts U and A were clustered together. In Figure [l we see that there is strong
evidence that contexts U and A have similar impact across genotypes. Compared to
U and A, the L context has smaller transition probabilities for transitions types d — d
and m — d across the two genotypes. The decrease in the transition probabilities of
d — d and m — d seems to be explained by the increase in the probabilities of d — s
and m — s, suggesting that the mice vocalized short and simple symbols more often
under the L context.

In Sarkar et al.| (2018)), the coefficients (7trans0, Wirans,1) Were assumed to be
shared between all mice, whereas here we have allowed them to be mouse-specific
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Figure 5: Results for the Foxp2 data set showing the proportions of the number of
clusters ktpqns,; for each covariate j among thinned samples after burn-ins for syllable
transitions. The x-axis represents the number of clusters. The green/orange bars
represent the posterior distribution of P(kyans ;) for genotype x;-; € {F,W} and
social context x;—o € {U, L, A}, respectively.

(%) (4)

trans.0> Tirans,1)- 10 investigate the effectiveness of this, we looked at the values

as (m
for these coefficients for different mice. Given a preceding syllable 1, 1, we compare

(@ for each individual i. We present these results in Table 3 in

the coefficient 7, o

Appendix E in the Supplementary Materials. From the table, we see that these co-
efficients differ substantially between different mice, especially for preceding syllables
u and m, justifying our decision of making them mouse-specific.

5.2 Results for Inter-Syllable Intervals

We first transform the observed ISIs to 75, = log(1 + 75;). The original 7,,’s have
a wide range with a minimum of 0.01 and a maximum of 258.8 seconds. This pre-
processing step helps shorten the range of the data and produce better graphical
summaries for the results. We add 1 to the original 7,,’s before taking the log to
avoid negative 7 ;’s.

Figure [6a] shows the histogram of the transformed ISIs along with the posterior
mean (red curve) averaged from samples after burn-ins and thinning. Table (3] in
Section [2] shows the empirical and posterior means and standard deviations of the
[SIs side-by-side. We see that our proposed model fits the ISI data very well, whose
two peaks are captured by the mixture gamma distribution. Figure [6b] displays the
histogram for each mixture component along with the corresponding gamma densities
with shape and rate parameters taken from the last iteration of the MCMC sampler.
It is clear that components 1 and 3 represent the two peaks we see in Figure
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whereas components 2 and 4 assign more probability mass to larger values of the
transformed ISIs. The shape and rate parameters for the gamma distribution of each
component are presented in the first table in Table[5] The shape and rate parameters
for components 1 and 3 are much larger than those of components 2 and 4, capturing
the concentration of the small values of the transformed ISIs.

Component 1 Component 2
o
™
o)
o =]
N
o <
o
N+ —
o
9{ n e T T T 1 O T T T T T 1
0.05 010 0.15 0.20 0 1 2 3 4 5
S, © - log(ISI+1) log(1SI+1)
g Component 3 Component 4
a © g ©
< 8 ~
o
<
N - ~
N
e T T T T T 1 e T T T T 1 b T T T T T 1
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 00 02 04 06 08 10
log(ISI+1) log(ISI+1) log(1SI+1)

(a) Histogram of the transformed ISIs (b) Histograms of the transformed ISIs for

with the estimated posterior mean (red each component of the gamma mixture
line) of their marginal gamma mixture model along with the component density (red
density based on MCMC samples after lines) from the last MCMC iteration. The x-
burn-in and thinning. axes are adjusted for better visualization.

Figure 6: Results for ISIs for the Foxp2 data set.

Table 5| displays the mixture probabilities taken from the last MCMC iteration
for each covariate: genotype (F' and W), social contexts (U, L, and A), and every
preceding-current syllable pair. ~ We see that mice with the Foxp2 mutation have
a smaller mixture probability in the components 1, 3 and 4 compared to wild-types
but have a significantly higher probability for component 2 (+0.08). Recall that
component 2 has the smallest rate parameter, which indicates a higher probability to
have a larger value compared to the other components. A large mixture probability
in component 2 indicates a high ISI value. This suggests that the ISI length for
mice with the Foxp2 mutation concentrates on larger values than the ISIs of wild-
types, which supports our hypothesis that mice with such mutation needs a longer
ISI before pronouncing a new syllable. One interesting discovery from Tables [3[ and
is that male mice in the presence of a live female (L context) tend to have shorter ISIs
than those under the other two contexts since the mixture probability is much higher
in component 3 for the L context compared to the other contexts. This suggests
that male mice need a shorter interval between pronouncing two syllables in the
presence of a live female. This finding, along with the discovery that transitions to
the simplest syllable s are more frequent under the L context, shows that male mice
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shape.k ratek F w U L A
Comp 1 2347 33641 Comp1l 0.52 0.57 Comp 1 0.56 0.42 0.65
Comp 2 1.28 1.69 Comp 2 0.16 0.08 Comp 2 0.15 0.11 0.09
Comp 3 7.79 423.98 Comp 3 0.08 0.11 Comp 3 0.05 0.18 0.05
Comp 4  2.89 20.59 Comp4 0.24 0.25 Comp 4 0.23 0.29 0.21

Estimated gamma shape  Estimated mixture prob- Estimated mixture prob-
and rate parameters abilities for genotypes abilities for contexts

(4.d) (dm) (ds) (du) (md) (mm) (ms) (mu)
Comp1l 0.65 065 045 047 065 0.65 047 0.55
Comp 2 0.07 0.07 0.16 0.12 0.07 0.07 0.12 0.14
Comp 3 0.05 0.05 0.10 0.17 0.05 0.05 0.17 0.07
Comp 4 0.23 0.23 0.29 0.24 0.23 0.23 0.24 0.24

Estimated mixture probabilities for each preceding-current syllable pair

(s.d) (s.m) (s,8) (s,u) (wd) (wm) (a5) (uu)
Comp1l 056 065 035 055 047 054 047 0.56
Comp 2 0.14 0.07 0.23 0.14 0.12 0.11 0.12 0.14
Comp 3 0.06 0.05 0.11 0.07 0.17 0.11 0.17  0.06
Comp 4 0.24 0.23 0.31 024 024 0.24 0.24 0.24

Estimated mixture probabilities for each preceding-current syllable pair (cont’d)

Table 5: Results for ISIs for the Foxp2 data set taken from the last MCMC iteration.

exhibit different vocalization dynamics when there is an awake female mouse present.

The last two tables in Table [5| show the mixture probabilities associated with
each preceding-current syllable pair. The 16 pairs of syllables have similar weights in
the 4 components except for (s,s), which has a much larger mixture probability for
component 2, indicating a longer ISI between pronouncing consecutive s syllables.
This corresponds to the result in Table |3| where the ISIs are usually longer when both
the preceding and the current syllable are s, no matter what the genotype or social
context is.

We are also interested in testing the significance of the impact each covariate
has on the ISIs. In particular, let H;g o, be the hypothesis that the distribution of
ISI does not vary with the values of the covariate r. Similar to syllable transitions,
His;i 0, is true if and only if k5, = 1. In Figure , we plot the estimated posterior
probabilities ﬁ(kisi,r | data) for each covariate r. We have I/D\(kisw> 1| data) =1
for r = 1,2, 3, implying strong evidence of the influence of genotypes, social contexts
and preceding-current syllable pairs on the distribution of the ISIs. Particularly for
genotype, 13(7%51',1:1 = 2 | data) = 1 indicates that both levels of genotypes are
significant for the length of ISIs. On the other hand, not every level of the social
contexts and the syllable pairs is significant. Since the number of clusters for every
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Figure 7: Results for the Foxp2 data set showing the proportions of the number of
clusters k;s;, for each covariate r among thinned samples after burn-ins. The x-axis
represents the number of clusters. The green/orange/white bars represent the poste-
rior distribution of P(k;s ) for genotype x; € {F, W}, social context x5 € {U, L, A}
and preceding-current syllable pair (y;_1,%) € Y x Y = {d,m, s,u} x {d,m, s,u},
respectively.

covariate is at least two, we conclude that all three covariates are significant for the
distribution of ISIs.

6 Discussion

This paper introduced a new class of Bayesian Markov renewal mixed effects models
that allows inference of both state transition probabilities and continuous inter-state
interval times. On the statistical side, our main novel contribution is a mixed effects
gamma mixture model for the inter-state intervals. The mixture probabilities build
on carefully constructed convex combinations of a fixed effect component for the
associated covariates and a random effect component for the associated individual,
resulting in a highly flexible and computationally tractable model. At the same
time, covariate values that induce similar effects on the response are probabilistically
clustered together and significant covariates are identified.

We used the model to reanalyze the Foxp2 data set which comprises a collection
of songs sung by adult male mice with or without a Foxp2 mutation under various
social contexts. In contrast to previous analyses, we found weaker evidence that the
transition dynamics of the syllables within the songs vary with genotype and social
context. On the other hand, there is significant evidence that all three covariates,
namely genotypes, social contexts, and preceding-current syllable pairs, influence the
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lengths of the ISIs. On the application side, the important scientific implication is
that the vocal impairment of the Foxp2 mice is manifested in their having longer
I[SIs than wild-types, not just in the syllable transition dynamics as previous analyses
suggested.

Our proposed model for the transition dynamics builds on the work of Sarkar
et al. (2018)) where they discretized the ISIs into (consecutive) ‘silent’ states and
then modeled the transitions between the states. It is difficult to directly compare
our work with theirs as they did not model the continuous ISIs separately and, as
a result, the influences of the covariates on the transition probabilities and the ISIs
are mixed together. By separating the two inferences, we found that the influences
of both genotype and social context are weaker for transition probabilities among the
original four syllables. On the other hand, the covariate effects for ISIs are significant,
indicating that it is possible the influence of covariates on transition dynamics found
in Sarkar et al.| (2018) largely comes from ISIs.

Moreover, the mixture gamma model for the ISIs that we proposed here may be
of independent interest outside the scope of the Foxp2 application. The model is
non-trivial and brought in additional statistical challenges, including posterior com-
putation for unknown gamma parameters and selection of the unknown number of
mixture components. To our knowledge, sophisticated mixed effects mixture models
for continuous variables that also simultaneously allow covariate selection have not
been proposed in the literature before.

Our model is quite genetic in nature and hence can be used to analyze other
data sets comprising categorical sequences and associated continuous inter-state in-
terval times, both of which may potentially be influenced by various exogenous factors
as well as subject-specific heterogeneity. The field of vocal communication neuro-
science constitutes an important area of neuroscience research. Investigating scientific
questions using animal models in controlled laboratory environments is a standard
practice in this field. These researchers often use the standard two-way ANOVA
design like the Foxp2 study analyzed in our manuscript. Our method is broadly ap-
plicable to such studies. We also cite below some examples from other application
domains that can benefit from such analyses. In a study of asthma patients, Combes-
cure et al.| (2003) estimated the control states (optimal, sub-optimal or unacceptable)
of 371 asthma patients with different BMI and disease severity over a four-year pe-
riod. In an education assessment study, Zhang et al.| (2019)) recorded sequences of
writing states, characterized by keystroke logs, for 257 eighth graders of various gen-
ders, races and socioeconomic statuses. These works used Cox regression models to
incorporate potential covariate influences but ignored the heterogeneity among the
individuals (Dabrowska et al., [1994; Krdl and Saint-Pierre, 2015 |Guo et al., [2019)).
To our knowledge, there exists no other statistical approach that flexibly accommo-
dates population and individual-level effects in the transition as well as the inter-state
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interval distributions while also selecting the significant covariates for both.

Finally, in this paper, we focused on discrete exogenous factors due to the nature of
our motivating Foxp2 application. A simple but practically effective way to incorpo-
rate continuous covariates into the model is by categorizing them using, for example,
their quantiles. Future research could investigate more principled ways to incorporate
continuous covariates in our model. The proposed model also points to possible di-
rections of research in Markov renewal models that consider different aspects of state
transitions (transition probabilities, inter-state intervals, state durations, etc.) and
help make novel discoveries in important practical applications.

Supplementary Materials

The supplementary materials discuss the choice of the prior hyper-parameters, de-
tails of the MCMC sampler, additional results for the Foxp2 data set, and a sim-
ulation study. An R package BMRMM implementing our method is available at the
Comprehensive R Archive Network (CRAN) and can also be accessed at https:
//github.com/abhrastat/BMRMM. A ‘readme’ file is included here that instructs
how to use the package to run the specific analysis reported here.
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S.1 Additional Information on the Data Set

Recall that the Foxp2 data set contains 70818 rows, including 49 songs sung by 18
mice with different genotypes (F' or W) under one of the three social contexts (U, L
or A). The song consists of syllables, which can be of type d, m, s, or u. We present
the transition types stratified by genotypes in Table and by social contexts in
Table S.2l

Genotype F Genotype W
d m S u d m S u
d 1101 336 2444 94 d 1679 628 3536 174
m 366 399 1282 91 m 621 584 1905 166
S S
u u

2381 1317 20629 757 3539 1896 21509 985
125 89 729 42 180 168 976 90

Table S.1: Empirical distributions of the syllable transitions stratified by genotype.

Context U

d m s u
d 613 153 977 31
m 158 142 350 22
s
u

961 348 6349 180
44 28 161 8

Context L Context A
d m s u d m s u
d 1001 549 3019 181 d 1166 262 1984 56
m 577 684 2171 205 m 252 157 666 30
s 2979 2214 24627 1228 s 1980 651 11162 334
u 190 194 1229 104 u 71 35 315 20

Table S.2: Empirical distributions of the syllable transitions stratified by context.

S.2 Choice of Hyper-Parameters

S.2.1 Hyper-Parameters for Syllable Transitions

For the inference of the transition of syllables, we set atrans00 = 1 and Ayans00(Yr) =
>oet Huse = wi}/ >, Ts, the overall percentage of syllables among all songs. We

set each upans; at the value for which po(Hotrans,j) = Po(Ktrans; = 1) = 1/2. For
the remaining fixed hyper-parameters, we set Girans0 = Grans,1 = Otranso = aﬁfgm =
b(o)

wans = 1. In numerical experiments, results were robust to these choices.
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S.2.2 Hyper-Parameters for Inter-Syllable Intervals

For the inference of the inter-syllable intervals, ;s 00 is set to 1 and the global
probability vector Ay 0(-) is the ratio of the component size, determined via k-
means, over the total sample size. Similar to the syllable transitions, we set
Qisi0 = Qisi1 = bisio = aggg = b§§3 = 1, and, as before, the results were seen to
be robust to these choices.

Now we discuss how we determine the number of mixture components, K. To find
a suitable choice for K, one use the log pseudo marginal likelihood (LPML) (Geisser
and Eddy, 1979) or the widely applicable information criterion (WAIC) (Watanabe
and Opper, 2010), which are easily calculated and hence particularly useful for com-
plex Bayesian hierarchical models like ours. Specifically, let f(7s: | o, 3, 7) be the
mixture gamma density function for the transformed ISI 7,; with shape and rate
parameters «, f and mixture probabilities 7. The LPML and the WAIC are then

defined as follows.

1
LPML =~ log B ;.7\ 77z |
; 0og [ o,B,7| T {f(rs,t | o, B, ) H

WAIC = -2 [Z logE, g7 {f(Tos | @, B,7)} = pwarc

st

)

where pwarc = 2 Z [log Ea,gmﬁ- {f(Tsr |, B,m)} — Ea,g,ﬂ% {log f(Tsr | @, B, W)}] -
s,t

They can be straightforwardly estimated using the MCMC samples of «, 3, 7.

Figure displays the LPML (left) and WAIC (right) for mixture gamma dis-
tributions with K € {2,3,4,5,6,8,10} mixture components. Larger values of LPML
and smaller values of WAIC indicate better model fits. We see that K = 2 and
K = 3 have much worse scores compared to K > 4, suggesting that three or fewer
components are highly insufficient. Starting at K = 4, both the LPML and WAIC
scores converge, suggesting that having more than four components does not improve
the fit significantly. By Occam’s razor principle, among the models with similar fit,
we choose the simplest one, that is, K = 4.

S.3 MCMC Initialization

S.3.1 Initialization for Syllable Transitions

For the two covariates, genotype and social contexts, we initialize fty,q,,, = (1/2,1/2)"
and fy, .0 = (1/3,1/3,1/3)T. We assume, at the beginning of the simulation, that
cach covariate value has its own cluster and initialize 2iqns;n at h for h =1,...,d;.
Accordingly, the associated Airanshine(ye | ¥—1) are initialized at ZM Hys: =
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(a) LPML scores for different K’s. (b) WAIC scores for different K’s.

Figure S.1: Results of the model comparison for K = 2,3,4,5,6,8, 10, including
LPML (left) and WAIC (right) scores. Larger values of LPML and smaller values of
WAIC indicate better model fits.

Yty Yst—1 = Yt—1,Ts1 = h1,$s,2 = hz}/ Es,tl{ys,tfl = Yt—1,Ts1 = h1,$s,2 = hz}-
The individual effect )\(’)(yt | ;1) is initialized at stt Hyst = U, Ysto1 = Yi—1,1s =
i}/ 2o Hyoem1 = yeryis = iy For each yoy and é, {m 0 (Ye1): T 1 (v1-1)}
is initialized at (0.8,0.2), indicating a higher initial probability for population-level
effect.

S.3.2 Initialization for Inter-Syllable Intervals

For the gamma mixtures, we use k-means to form the initial K = 4 components
and set z;4 5, as the label of the component based on the results of k-means. Sim-
ilar to syllable transitions, we initialize {Wl(;zo(k:),ﬁgzl(k)} as (0.8,0.2) for each ¢
and k = 1,..., K. We assume, initially, that each level of x, for covariate r forms
its own clusters and initialize the latent cluster allocation variables zs; ., at w for
w = 1,...,d, for r = 1,2,3. Then the population-level mixture probability vec-
tor is set t0 Nisigrgags(K) = Do Weisist = K, Ts1 = 91,252 = G2, (Ysp—1,Yst) =
g3}/ Zs,t Hzs1 = 91,252 = 92, (Ysu—1,Yse) = g3} for K =1,..., K. The individual-
level mixture probability vector )\Z(?Z(k) is initialized at ), 1{zisisx = k,is =
it/ >, {is =i} for k = 1,..., K. The mean probability vector Aisi0 1 initial-
ized at7)\i5i700.

S.4 Posterior Computation

Samples are drawn from the posterior using a Gibbs sampler that exploits the con-
ditional independence relationships depicted in (2) and (5) in the main paper. For
convenience, we use a generic variable ¢ to denote all other variables, including data
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points. In the following two sub-sections, we detail the step-by-step posterior com-
putation for each variable of the syllable transitions and ISIs, respectively.

S.4.1 Posterior Computation for Syllable Transitions

1.

Sample each 2iqns ¢ according to its multinomial full conditional

p(ztrans,j,ﬁ = hj | Ztrans,j’ £ = ] a] 7& ] C) X Htrans h; X

H H B{atrans,o)\trans,()(1|yt71)+nh1,h2(llyt 1)» aatrans,O)\trans,O(4|yt71)+nh1,h2(4|yt71)}
Yt—1 hl,h2 ﬁ{atrans,o)\t'rans,O(llyt—1)7-~~7at7‘ans,O)\trans,0(4|yt—1)} )

where Ny he (yt | yt—l) = Zs7t 1{y8,t = UYt)Yst—1 = Yt—1, Utrans,s;t = 07 Ztrans,l,xs,l =
hi, Ztrans2,0,, = ho}. Note that vianssy € {0,1}’s are latent variables for
Ys+'s, indicating if the transition probability follows the population-level effect

(Vtrans.st = 0) or the individual-level effect (viansst = 1), as in Sarkar et al.
(2018).

Sample each p,,,, ; according to its Dirichlet full conditional

{,utrams,j(]-)a ooy Htrans,j (d])} | C ~ Dir {atrans,j + nj(l)a <o oy Orans,j + n](d])} )
where n;(h) = Z?il H{ ztrans,je = h}.
Sample each vyyqns s+ according to its Bernoulli full conditional

p(vtrans,s,t =v | 1y = i; C) X Wt(:;)ans,y(ys,t—l) X )\trans,v(

~1),

where 5/\trans,0<' | ytfl) )\tr(zns hl,hz( | Yi— 1) with (Ztrans,l,x&laztrans,2,w5,2) =

(hh hg), and Xt’/‘oms,l(' | yt—l) A1(37’0,77,5( | Yi— 1)

Sample ),

ditional

= {ﬂt(iln&o(yt_l), ﬂgizzm’l(yt_l)}T’s according to its Beta full con-

{ﬂ_trans O(yt l) Wt(:zzns,l(yt—l)} | C ~ Beta {atrans,O + nél) (yt—1>a atrans,l + ng” (yt—l)} )

where n1(JZ) (yt—l) = Zs,t 1{Ut7‘ans,s,t =V, Yst—1 = Yt-1, s = Z}
(4)

tmns( | y:—1)’s according to its Dirichlet full conditional

Sample each A

{)\trans(l | yt—l), RS )\Ei)ans<4 | ytfl)} ‘ C ~

Dir {affhAmanso(1 | 91-1) + 201 g11), - b Mranso(d | 911) + 094 |y}
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where n® (yy | ye—1) = D0, MYt = Uts Ys—1 = Y1-1, Vorans,s = 1,45 = i}.

6. Sample each Airanshyne (- | Yi—1) according to its Dirichlet full conditional

{)\trans,hl,hz(l ’ yt71)7 cety )\trans,hl,hz (4 | ytfl)} | C ~
DiI’ {Oétrans,ﬂ)\trans,ﬂ(l | yt—l) + nh1,h2(1 | yt—l)a o 7at7"ans,0)\trans,0<4 ‘ yt—l) + nhl,hg (4 ‘ yt—l)} 3

where Nhy kg (yt ’ yt_l) == Zs,t 1{ys,t =Y, Yst—1 = Yt—1, Vtrans,s;t = Oa Ztrans,l,x1 —
h17 Ztrans,2,xy — h2}

7. For ¢ = np, pny (Y1 | yi—1), sample auxiliary variables vy p, n, (Yt | Yi—1)

. Qtrans 0/\troms O(yt | yt—l)
Ve hy b (Y _ ~ Bernoulli { : : :
b h2( ! ’ Yt 1) | C -1 + Oétrans,())\trans,()(yt ‘ yt—1>

Set Upyno (Yt | Y1) = D, vg’hlth(yt | y,—1). Likewise, for £ = 1,...,n®(y, |
Y1), sample auxiliary variables véz) (e | ye—1) as

Uéi)(yt | 1) [ €~ Bernoulli{

azg(r)t)znsAtTanS,O(yt | yt—l)
g - 1 + Oéggt)zns)\trans,O(yt ’ ytfl)

Set v (y; | yeo1) =, véi) (y+ | ye—1). Additionally, sample auxiliary variables

Thy,ho (yt 1) | C Beta{atrans() +1 nhl hz yt 1)}7

. h1 hz yt 1
Shy by (Yt—1) | € ~ Bernoulh{
. nhl,hg (yt 1 + CVt’/‘ansO

T(Z) (yt—l) | C Beta{atrans + ]- n 1)}7

sO(ya) | ¢ ~ Bernoulli{ (Y1) 5

2 (yt 1 Ayrans

where i, ny (Ye-1) = 22, Thane (Ue | 91-1) and ni)(yt 1) > (e | vror)
Set v(ye | Y1) = Dopng Vi | ve1) + 2,09y | 1), Also, set
Yo = Zyt Zyt_l z:hl,h2 Uhy o (Yt | Ye-1), DIORE Zyt Zyt 12 vt (e | Ye-1),
log 79 = Zyt_l Zhl,hg log Thl,hz (Yi-1), 50 = Zyt L Zhl ho Shihe (Yi—1), log r® =
>y 2oilog r(yeq), and s =37 37 5@ ().

8. Sample aypans o and ag}()ms according to their gamma full conditionals

atrans ,0 | C Ga(atmms 0 + Vo — So, btnms 0 — 10g TO)

atrans | C Ga(atrans + U( ) 8(0) b(rans lOg T )
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9. Finally, sample Ay 45,0 according to its Dirichlet full conditional

{)\trans,0<1 ‘ ytfl)a ) Atrans,0(4 | Z/t71)} ‘ C ~
Dir{atrans,OOAtrans,OO(1) + U(l | yt—l)a oo aatrans,OO/\trans,OO(4) + U<4 | yt—l)}-

The steps to update the hyper-parameters crans o, aﬁfﬁms and the global transition

distributions Ayqns o followed the auxiliary variable sampler in West (1992) and Teh et
al. (2006).

S.4.2 Posterior Computation for Inter-Syllable Intervals

1. Sample the mixture component latent variable z;g; s+’s

p(zzsz st — =k | Zs 1, Zisi,l,er = 915 Risi 2,20 — 92, Zisi,?),(y&t_l,ys,t) = 93, C)

XX P() (k) X Ga'(Ts,t | aknﬁk)?

151,91,92,93

where P) (k) = ) Nisi.g1.g0.9s (k) + 7 Al (k) fork=1,... K.

15%,91,92,93 51,0 151,17 st

2. Similar to transition probabilities, we introduce v;s; s +’s and sample each v;g; 5 ¢
according to its Bernoulli full conditional

Pisise = v | is =1,() Wféiv(k) X Nisioo (k).
where Xisi,()(‘) = )\isi,gl,gg,gg(') with (zisi,l,mla Zisi,2,x2 Zisi,3,(y5,t,1,ys,t)) = (gl? g2, 93)7

Xisia () = AL ().

(@)

3. Sample 71'zSZ {Wm o(k), misi1(k)} s according to its Beta full conditional

{700 (k). 71 (1)} | € ~ Beta { aisio + 0 (k), aiois +nf (k) }.

where nq(f)(k:) = Zs,t Hzisiste =k, Visist = 0,05 = i }.

4. Sample each A% (-)’s according to its Dirichlet full conditional
{)\zsz( ) T zsz( )} | C ~ Dir {azsz Aisi 0( ) + n(Z)(1)7 st 7051(21‘))\1'571,0([() + n(Z) (K)} )

where n® (k) = >or Heisiog =k, Vigi s = 1,15 = i}
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5. Sample each A g, g,.45(-) according to its Dirichlet full conditional

{)‘isi,ghgz,gg(l)a s 7>‘isi,gl,gz,93(K)} | C ~
Dir{aisi70)‘i8i,0(1) + Ng1,92,95 (1)’ SR aisi,o)‘isi,U(K) + 1g1,92,93 (K)}

where ng1792793(k) = Zsﬂf 1{Zi5i787t = k7vi5i78»t = 0,Zisi1er = 91, Zisi200

92 Zisi 3, (yrm0) = 93}
6. Sample hyper-parameters ;s o and a§§3 using the approximation method intro-
duced in West (1992) for large sample size

Qisio | € ~ Ga{aisio + K —1,bisi0 + 7 +1log(n)},
ol | ¢ ~ Ga{a(o) + K -1, +~+ log(n)} :

181 151 ) Y48t

where n is the sample size and 7 is the Euler’s constant.

7. Sample the mean probability vector Ay ¢ as follows. First, for ¢ = 1,...,ng, 4,4, (k),
we sample the auxiliary variable wy as

. Qisi 0 Nisi 0 (K)
N B 11 ) 2 .
we | € ernoulli {é — 1+ qusioNisio(k)

We set myg, g, 65(K) = D we, mo(k) = 325 1 o5 Ma1,92,05 (k). We then sample
)\isz’,O as

Xisio | € ~ Dir{aisi00/ K +mo(1), ..., isioo/ K + mo(K)}.

8. Sample the mixture gamma shape and rate parameters «a;’s and ;’s

As discussed in Section 4 in the main paper, we use an approximation algorithm
introduced in Miller| (2019) to sample the shape parameters «y’s. Let a,(;_l) and
ﬁ,il_l) be the shape and rate parameter from MCMC iteration ¢ — 1. Initialize

the parameters of the gamma conditional, Ay and By, for a,gi) as follows:

I = 061(5;71)/6](:71)7

Ty = Sk/ 1 — Ry + nglog(px) — ni,
Ap = Qigio + ni /2,

By, = bigi o0 + Tk,

where Ry = Zzz:k log(7st), Sk = Zzt:k Tor and ng = {26 = k}.
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Let M be the maximum allowed number of iterations. We iteratively compute
Ay and By until convergence. For iteration 1,..., M, compute the following:

a, = Ag/ By,
Ay = Qisi0 — NAE + nai?ﬂ/(ak)’
By, = bisio + (Ar — aisio)/ar — nilog(ar) + nptp(ar) + Ty,

and return Ay and By if |ax/(Ax/By) — 1| < € for some predetermined tolerance
e. Note that ¥(-) and ¢/(-) represent the digamma and trigamma function,
respectively. Given A; and B, the shape and rate parameter for the current
iteration i, a,(j) and 6,?), can be obtained via their gamma full conditionals

O./,(;) ~ Ga(Ak, Bk),
BY ~ Ga (1 + g, 1+ Sk> :

9. Update the covariate cluster parameters k;g; and z;4;,’s

Recall kis; = (Kisi1, Kisi2, kisi3) represents the number of clusters for each co-
variate r and zs; » = (Zisir1,- - - Zisira,) indicate the cluster allocation for each
level of covariate r. For each covariate r, values of z;, partition d, levels

(r) }kisi,r
ist,gr J gr=1
for covariate r. If zig 0w = gr, the w' level of covariate r belongs to the gt

into k;s, clusters. The constructed clusters are denoted by o) = {C

1S

After integrating out A g, 4,9 and conditioning on the cluster

(r3
ist Jr=1»

cluster in C")

1S °

configurations {C we have

p(Z‘ ' | {C(r)} C) _ H ﬁ{aisi,OAiSi,U(l) + nghgz,gs(l)a S 7aisi,0/\isi,0(K) + ngl,gmga(K)}
wr e B{isioNisio(1), - - -, QisioNisio ()} ’

91,92,93

where 77’91792793(]6) = Zs,t 1(Zi3i737t =k, Risi,lzy — 91) Risi2x0 = 925 Risi3ye—1 — g3>'

To update the values of k;s;’s, we do the following. If ks, < d,., we propose
to increase k;s» by 1 by randomly splitting a cluster into two. If kg, > 1, we
propose to decrease k;s,» by 1 by randomly merging two clusters. We accept
the new clustering if the log likelihood of the proposed move is greater than a
sampled value from the log-uniform distribution.

In all our examples, we ran 10,000 MCMC iterations with the first 2,000 as burn-
ins. Additionally, the rest of the samples are thinned by an interval of 5. MCMC
diagnostic plots show no issues in mixing or convergence. The input of our program
is a cleaned data set consisting of 70818 rows and 6 columns: mouse ID, genotype,
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social context, preceding syllable, current syllable, and ISI length. We refer interested
readers to Sarkar et al.| (2018]) for details of the implementation of the model for the
syllable transitions. We provide R scripts for inference of the ISIs as part of the
Supplemental Materials.

S.5 Individual-Specific Mixture Coefficients

In our models for the transition probabilities and the ISIs, the coefficients wﬁj)amp for

the population and individual-level effects are designed to be mouse-specific. This is
in contrast to |Sarkar et al.| (2018]), where they used a similar model but the coefficients
Tirans,0 did not vary among different individuals. Here, we display in Table the
statistics of the coefficient ng)(m&o
from the last MCMC iteration.

's for transition probabilities for all 18 mice taken

min max mean standard deviation

d 0.027 0.693 0.301 0.198
m 0.028 0.966 0.518 0.292
s 0.010 0.488 0.193 0.152
u 0.009 0.956 0.383 0.326

Table S.1: Results for the Foxp2 data set showing the summary of coefficients ﬂET)(mS oS

for transition probabilities given the preceding syllable. The statistics are taken over
the 18 mice from the last MCMC iteration.

We see that the coefficient ﬂ—g')ans,0<yt—1),s differ substantially between different
mice. This happens regardless of the preceding syllable 3, _; but is especially promi-
nent for the preceding syllable u for which the difference between the minimum and
maximum coefficient is as high as 0.947 and the standard deviation among all 18
mice is 0.326. This discovery illustrates the utility of allowing the coefficients to be

mouse-spe(nﬁc to allow better characterization of animal heterogeneity. The coeffi-

cients m o for ISIs are presented in Table |S.2} Unlike WET)WS 0’8, the coefficients for
ISTs, Wl(;zo(/{?) s, come from a narrower range that is center around 0.5. This sug-

gests that the individual- and the population-level effect that govern the transition
dynamics appear to have a similar weight, regardless of the individual or the mixture
component.

S.6 Simulation Studies

We designed simulation experiments to evaluate the performance of the proposed
MRP in assessing mouse vocalization dynamics. We are not aware of any other model
for vocalization syntax that can be directly compared with ours. We thus focus here
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min max mean standard deviation

Component 1 0.347 0.629 0.491 0.069
Component 2 0.277 0.692 0.486 0.099
Component 3 0.364 0.599 0.467 0.055
Component 4 0.387 0.659 0.509 0.073

Table 5.2: Results for the Foxp2 data set showing the summary of coefficients wgi;o’s

for ISIs given the mixture component. The statistics are taken over the 18 mice from
the last MCMC iteration.

on evaluating the performance of our proposed method in recovering an underlying
‘truth’. Also, since the mixed Markov model was evaluated in detail in Sarkar et al.
(2018), we focus mainly on evaluating the model for the ISIs here. In designing
our simulation truths, we closely mimic the Foxp2 data set, including sampling the
syllables {d,m, s,u} and the ISIs using the transition probabilities and the gamma
mixtures estimated in Section 5 as the corresponding truths. We consider 18 mice,
10 with the Foxp2 mutation and 8 wild-types, that sing under three social contexts,
{U, L, A}. The first syllable for each sequence is copied from the Foxp2 data set
and the rest are sampled using the transition probabilities presented in Figure 4 in
Section 5. Given genotype, context and the preceding syllable, ISI is then sampled
using the gamma mixture shown in Table 5 in Section 5. We set the number of
mixture components to be K = 4 and analyze the following scenarios.

Q) (B) (©

o __ o _ o _
— — —
o | o | © |
o o o
0 © | o © | o © |
s ° s ° s °
2 2 2
= S S
o [} o
o o o
SIS S S <
a o o o o o
N N ~
o o o
o I S _ﬂ S J_ul U J_n
o o o
1 2 3 1 2 3 1234567

Figure S.2: Results of the simulation studies showing the percentages of the number
of clusters k;; , for each covariate » among thinned samples after burn-ins for every
study. The x-axis represents the number of clusters. The green/orange/white bar
represents the estimated posterior distribution of P(k;s; ) for genotype z; € {F, W},
social context xo € {U, L, A} and preceding-current syllable pair (y;_1,y;) € Y x Y =
{d,m, s,u} x {d,m, s, u}, respectively. The results agree with the scenario settings for
each simulation study.
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~

(A) Aisi,zl,zg,(yt,hyt) = Aisi,l,l,l for xry = 17 27 To = 17 27 37 Yt—1 = 1; 273747 and
y, = 1,2, 3,4. ISI does not vary with genotype, context or the preceding-current
syllable pair (kisi,1.0 = 1, kisizo = 1, kisizo = 1).

~

(B) Aisi,wl,mz,(yt_l,yt) = )‘isi,zl,zg,l for €Ty = ]-727 Ty = 17273a Yt—1 = 1727374—7 and
ye = 1,2,3,4. ISI varies with genotype and context but does not vary with the
preceding-current syllable pair (kisi10 = 2, kisizo = 3, Kisizo = 1).

~

(C) )‘iSi,Il,Iz,(yt—l,yt) = AiSi@l,mz,(yt—l,yt) for Ty = 1727 Ty = 172a37 Y—1 = 17273a47
and y; = 1,2, 3,4. ISI varies with genotype, context and the preceding-current
syllable pair (kisi,l,O = 2, kisi20 = 3, Kisiz0 = 16)-

Figure displays the estimated posterior probability ﬁ(kisi,r | data) for each
covariate r. We see that ﬁ(k:isi,r = kisiro | data) &~ 1 for genotype across the three
studies, showing great performance of our method in testing the relevant hypotheses.
When we let ISI vary with the context, i.e., in studies (B) and (C), the number of
clusters for the context splits between two and three, matching the result we have
seen for the Foxp2 data set in Figure 7.

Genotype=F, Context=U Genotype=F, Context=L Genotype=F, Context=A

M 0.23 0.10 [X:%] or 1 0.19 0.11 [ ] o7 M0.23 0.10 [X=<] 0.04

Y 0.29 0.14 (=24 0.05 |V GEEEEE] 0.15 0.16 -3} R 0.29 0.14 D2 0.05 INES
i 0 8 0. 8 04
B B B

3K 0.15 0.07 [l 03 Y 0.11 0.07 [ 03 3 0.15 0.07 [l 03
= 0.2 = 0.2 = 0.2
M0.13 0.10 [zl 005 X M 0.13 0.11 %0 o M0.13 0.10 [zl 0.05] X
[+] 4] [+]

d m ES u d m ES u d m ES u

to syllable ¥y to syllable ¥y to syllable ¥y

Genotype=W, Context=U Genotype=W, Context=L Genotype=W, Context=A
or 110.19 0.11 [X::] 0.04 | 1 0.23 0.10 X:X) or
0.6 0.6 06
H os = . INEEERT 0.63 [ N 0.29 0.15 [ 0.05 1 e
4 0.4 8 0.4 | 0.4

= s F) =

£ : M 0.11 0.07 Wkl 0.05 | (S <M 0.15 0.07 [k 03
‘g 0.2 'g 0.2 'g 0.2
0. M 0.13 0.11 L o M 013 0.10 kel 005 B
0 [+] 0

d m s u d m s u

to syllable ¥y to syllable ¥y to syllable ¥y

Figure S.3: Results for transitions for simulation design (C) showing the esti-
mated posterior mean of the transition probabilities Py ans 2y 00 (Yt | Y1—1) of syllables
Y, Yi—1 € Y = {d,m, s,u} under different combinations of genotype x; € {F, W} and
social context zo € {U, L, A}.

Study (C) is the closest to the Foxp2 data set where all of the covariates are
significant for the ISIs, and we now compare the results from study (C) to those
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of the Foxp2 data set. We first look at the estimated posterior mean for transition
probabilities under every combination of genotype and social context, presented in
Figure[S.3] For every transition type, given genotype and social context, the estimated
transition probability is very close to that of the Foxp2 data set (Figure 4). Next,
we turn to the results for ISIs. Figure displays the histogram of the simulated
data superimposed over the estimated posterior mean ISI distribution. The shape
of the synthesized data looks close to the real data set (Figure 6) and the estimated
posterior density fits the data well. The histogram of ISIs for each component of
the mixture gamma is presented in Figure along with their estimates from the
last MCMC iteration. We observe that there is no label switching. The estimated
values of gamma mixture parameters are presented in Table The shape and the
rate parameters are both similar to the corresponding estimated values for the Foxp2
data set (Table 5 from the main article). Similarly, the mixture probabilities for each
covariate also agree with the corresponding simulation truths. The performance of
our method in all of the different simulation scenarios, including scenario (C) where
the simulation design closely matched the real data results in Section 5, shows that
our model is capable of assessing the mouse vocalization dynamics under a wide range
of realistic scenarios.

Component 1 Component 2
o
o
@
N > Q > ©
- £« =
=4 f =4 q-
o | 8¢ 83
-
© 4 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0 1 2 3 4 5
2
g log(ISI+1) log(ISI+1)
& 1
Component 3 Component 4
< 4 ©
o
2 © 2«
o~ o 2 2
I3 j°)
0 o o«
N
o 4
T T T T T 1 °© ° ot T T° _T° T 1
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
log(ISI+1) log(ISI+1) log(ISI+1)

(a) Histogram of the transformed ISIs (b) Histograms of the transformed ISIs for

with the estimated posterior mean (red each component of the gamma mixture
line) of their marginal gamma mixture model along with the component density (red
density based on MCMC samples after lines) from the last MCMC iteration. The x-
burn-in and thinning. axes are adjusted for better visualization.

Figure S.4: Results for ISIs for simulation design (C).
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shape.k rate.k F |14 U L A

Comp 1 21.10 301.59 Comp 1 0.53 0.57 Comp 1 0.60 0.46 0.60
Comp 2 1.23 1.65  Comp 2 0.16 0.08 Comp 2 0.12 0.12 0.12
Comp 3 750 395.39 Comp 3 0.09 0.11 Comp 3 0.06 0.18 0.06
Comp 4  3.77 24.85 Comp 4 021 0.24 Comp 4 0.22 0.24 0.22

Estimated gamma shape  Estimated mixture prob-  Estimated mixture prob-
and rate parameters abilities for genotypes abilities for contexts

(d,d) (dm) (ds) (du) (md) (mm) (ms) (mu)
Comp1 062 0.62 053 050 062 062 050 0.62
Comp2 011 011 013 012 011 011 012 011
Comp 3 0.06 0.06 009 016 006 0.06 016 0.06
Comp4 021 021 025 022 021 021 022 021

Estimated mixture probabilities for each preceding-current syllable pair

(s.d) (s.m) (s,5) (s,u) (wd) (wm) (u,8) (uu)
Comp1 0.53 0.62 0.41 0.62 0.50 053 050 0.53
Comp 2 0.13 0.11 0.21 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.12 0.13
Comp 3 0.09 0.06 0.11 0.06 0.16 0.09 0.16 0.09
Comp 4 0.25 0.21 0.27 0.21 0.22 0.25 0.22 0.25

Estimated mixture probabilities for each preceding-current syllable pair (cont’d)

Table S.1: Results for ISIs for simulation design (C) taken from the last MCMC
iteration.
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