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UNIDENTIFIABLE DIVERGENCE TIM ES IN
RATES{ACROSS{SITES MODELS

STEVEN N.EVANS AND TANDY WARNOW

Abstract. The rates{across{sites assum ption in phylogenetic in—
ference posits that the rate m atrix goveming the M arkovian evo—
lution of a character on an edge of the putative phylogenetic tree
is the product of a character-speci c scale factor and a ratem atrix
that is particular to that edge. Thus, evolution follow s basically
the sam e process for all characters, exoept that it occurs faster for
som e characters than others. To allow estim ation oftree topologies
and edge lengths for such m odels, it is com m only assum ed that the
scale factorsare not arbitrary unknow n constants, but ratherunob-
served, ndependent, identically distrbbuted draw s from a m em ber
of som e param etric fam ily ofdistrbutions. A popular choice is the
gamm a fam ily. W e consider an exam ple of a clock-lke tree with
three taxa, one unknown edge length, and a param etric fam ily of
scale factor distrbutions that contain the gamma fam ily. This
m odelhas the property that, for a generic choice ofunknown edge
length and scale factor distribution, there is another edge length
and scale factor distribution which generatesdata w ith exactly the
sam e distrdbution, so that even w th n niely m any data it willbe
typically in possible to m ake correct inferences about the unknow n
edge length.

1. Introduction

Statisticallyased estin ations of phylogenetic trees are popular In
m olecular system atics, with Bayesian M CM C HROI] and m axin um
Ikelhood m ethods [Swo96,G G 03,PM 00, T.ew 98,I0M HO 94] used w ith
Increasing frequency. Such statisticallyJased m ethods assum e that
the cbserved sequences are the result of a stochastic process that has
operated on a tree, and they m ake assum ptions about the stochastic
process (ie. m odel) that has produced the data. The m odels used In
phylogenetic nference combine a (typically param eter rich) m odel of

Date:M ay 23, 2019.

Key words and phrases. phylogenetic Inference, random e ects, gamm a distri-
bution, identi ability.

SNE supported in part by NSF grant DM S-0071468.

TW supported by N SF grant BC S-0312830.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/q-bio/0408011v1

2 STEVEN N.EVANSAND TANDY WARNOW

Individual site evolution w ith the assum ption that the di erent sites
evolve under a mtes{across{sites m odel, so that each site ¢ has an
associated rate of evolution r. which is constant across the tree. T hus,
sites evolre under essentially the sam e evolutionary process, and are
Just scaled up (or down) versions of each other. (Thus, the rates{
across{sites assum ption in plies that if one site is expected to evolve
tw ice as fast as another site on edge e, then it is expected to evolve
tw ice as fast as the other site on every edge.)

Such rates{across{sites m odels in which each character has is own
unknown scal factor are discussed in [SOW_H 9d], but these m odels
still pose di cult nferential problem s. A s rem arked In Chapter 13 of
Felnd]:

A sthe num ber of sites increases, the num ber ofparam e~
ters being estin ated rises correspondingly. T his iswor—
risom e: In such \In nitely m any param eters" casesm ax—
Inum lkelhood often m idoehaves and fails to converge
to the correct tree as the num ber of sites increases.

Indeed, our own exam ple below show s that reltive edge lengths are,
In general, unidenti able for such m odels.

A popular ' x’ that hasbeen proposad orthisproblem isto adopt a
random e ects approach and suppose that the successive scale factors
r. are unobserved, ndependent random draw s from a m enber of som e
param etric fam ily of distrdbutions. T his reduces the din ensionality of
the problem by replacing the detemm inistic sequence of 1, param eters
w ith the an all num ber of param eters that describe the generating dis-
tribution (see, for exam ple, UC71,INCF 76,10 1s87,IHK Y 87, Y an94]) .

A popular choice of distrbution for the random scale factors is
the two param eter fam ily of gamm a distrdbutions. This fam ily has
the m athem atical advantage that lkelhoods still have analytically
tractable closed fomm s. The choice of the gamm a fam ily is often sup-
ported by clain sthat it issu ciently exidble tom im ic the variation of
rates between characters that is lkely to be seen ‘In practice’. There
also appears to be a general sense am ong m any practitioners that the
choice ofdistribbutional fam ity for the scale factors isprim arily am atter
of convenience and that, provided the fam ily is rich enough, substan-—
tially correct Inferences of relative edge lengths w ill be possble w ith
su cient data. To our know ledge, there is no argum ent In any setting
Justifying why an assum ption of an exact gamm a distrbution for the
scale factors is biologically reasonable. A s ram arked in Fel04]:
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There is nothing about the gamm a distrbution that
m akes it m ore biologically realistic than any other dis-
trbution, such as the lognom al. Tt is used because of
s m athem atical tractability.

Tt was shown In [SSH 94] that the use of random scale factorsm ight
not be com plktely w ithout problem s. In their paper they gave an ex-—
am ple of a speci ¢ choice of edge lengths for each tree topology and
a speci ¢ choice of discrete distrbution for the scal factors (rather
than a continuous distribution such asa gamm a) such that the resul—
Ing distrdbution for the data under the N eym an tw o-state m odel is the
sam e for all tree topologies. T his result m eans that under the discrete
distrbution m odel, m odel trees are not identi abl. H owever, the re—
sult does not show that allm odel trees (ie., all trees w ith particular
discrete distrbution for the scale factors) are not identi able.

In this paper we go further, at least in som e directions, and provide
an exam pl of:

a rooted tree with three taxa and one unknown edge length
W ih the rem aining edge lengths either known or xed by
the clock-lke constraint that all lineages have the sam e total
Fngth),
a ten param eter fam ily F of scale factor distributions,
a nine param eter sub—fam ily G ofF ;
such that for a generic choice of unknown edge length  and m odel in
G 2 G there isa choiceofedge length & andmodelin F 2 F wih
the property that:

data generated according to the Neym an 2-state m odel w ith
known ancestral state, scale factor distribbuted according to G,
and edge length , has the sam e distribution as data generated
according to a Neym an 2-state m odel w ith the sam e ancestral
state, scale factor distributed according to F , and edge length
. Thus, even with In nitely m any data, it would be in possibl
to decide whether the unknown edge length is or { even if
one som ehow knew In advance that the distrdoution forthe scale
param eter was one ofeitherF orG .

Here the tem generic m eans that the set of exceptional m odels G
and edge lengths forwhich no corresponding F and  exist isa lower
din ensional subset of G R ; . In particular, the set of G and that
have corresponding F and  is an everywhere dense open subset of
G R.,.

M oreover, the fam ily G consists of distributions w ith an ooth den—
sities and contains all the gamm a distrbutions as a subfam iky. Any
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gamm a distrbution and any edge length t will have a distrbution
G 2 G and aritrarily closetothen such that there isa corresponding
F2F and 6 asabove.

A Iso, our exam ple applies not only to the Neym an m odel but also
to any m odel such as the binary G eneral T in eR eversible m odel that
contains the N eym an m odelas a sub-m odel. Furthem ore, our exam ple
applies to the General TimeReversbl on an arbirary nite state—
soace, because one can choose the substitution rate m atrices for such
a model to be su ciently symm etric so that a suitable m any-to-one
binary encoding of the m odel is M arkovian and evolves according to
the Neym an m odel.

In conclusion, the attem pt to achieve identi ability and reasonable
Inference of edge kengths In the rates{across{sites m odel by using ran-—
dom scale factors that com e from som e comm on distrbution can be
problam atic.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. W e begin wih an
Introduction of the m atheam atical term s in Section [J, and we present
our exam ple in Section 3. W e conclude w ith a discussion of the ram —
i cations of this resul, and directions for future research In Section
M.

2.Basics

In phylogenetic inference, the data are the respective states ofan en—
sem ble of characters exhbited by each ofa collection oftaxa. Them ost
comm only used statistical m odels In the area are param eterised by a
rooted tree w ith edge lengths (which typically represent the expected
num ber oftin esa site changes on the edge w hen the substitution m ech—
anisn is n equilbbrium ) and a st 0ofM arkovian stochasticm echanian s
forthe evolution of successive charactersdow n the tree. It isusually as—
sum ed that the observed states for di erent characters are statistically
Independent. T he goal ofphylogenetic Inference is to estin ate som e or
all of: the shape (topology) of the tree, the lengths of the edges, and
any unknown param eters involved In the speci cation of the evolution
m echanism .

W e w ill restrict attention to the case where each character has the
sam e nite set of possibble states. For exam ple, the characters could
be nucleotides exhiited at di erent sites on the genom e, and so each
character is in one of the four states fA ;G ;C;Tg. In the examplk we
w illgive In thispaper, we w illwork w th (oinary) charactershaving one
of two possble states, 0 or 1. For each character c and each edge e In
the tree, one then hasa ratem atrix Q ,. that describes the evolutionary
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process on edge e for character c. T hus, given that the character is in
state i at the beginning of the edge, the conditional probability of the
(possibly unobserved) event that it is In state Jj at the end ofthe edge
is the (i;J) entry of the m atrix exponential exp (Q.,.), where t is the
Jength ofe. Them atrix Q ., has row sum s equalto 0 and non-negative
o —diagonalentries: Q ., (i;1) isthe rate at which the character leaves
the stateiand Q e (17 J)=0 ¢ (1) is the probability that it jim ps to
state j when it leaves state i.

Singl site substitution m odels can range from the very sinpl (€g.
the JukesC antorand K in ura 2-param eterm odels) to the very com plex
eg. the GeneralM arkov M odel), which, fora xed dcharacter c, allow
the Q ;. m atrices to vary signi cantly from edge to edge, and to have
m any free param eters. However, the variation between the di erent
m atrices cbtained by varying the character c is typically m ore pro-—
scribed. Them ost com plex m odel is w here there are no constraints are
placed on the Q ., ; this is called the \no comm on m echanisn m odel"
T S97]. Under this no comm on m echanisn m odel, it will clearly be
di cul to recover any inform ation about edge lengths. The sin plest
class ofm odels In which it ispossible to extract nform ation about edge
Jengths is the class In which Q ., is the sam e for all characters ¢ and
edges e. Even for this sin ple m odel, there is { as is welkknown { a
certain lack of identi ability, because the sam e probability distribbution
for the data would arise if the comm on rate m atrix was m ultiplied by
a comm on scale factor and alledge lengths were divided by that sam e
factor. Thus, even for thism odelone can only hope to m ake inferences
about relative edge lengths unless at least one edge length is assum ed

to be known.

The more commonly used models assum e that the di erent Q .
m atrices are theam selves the product of a rate m atrix soeci ¢ to the
edge e, and a scak factor that is speci ¢ to the character c. Thus,
the evolutionary process that govems one character is identical, up
to a scalar multiple, to that goveming another character. This is the
rates{across{sites assum ption in m olcular phylogenetics, and it has
the rather strong In plication that ifa character c is expected to evolve
tw ice as fast on edge e as character . then c is expected to evolve
tw ice as fast on every edge in the tree.

Because of the Inferential di culties of allow Ing the rates for the
di erent sites to be arbirary, these random scale factors are typically
assum ed to be drawn from a distrdbution. O fthe m any possible distri-
butions, the m ost popular distributions are the two param eter gamm a
distrdoutions. In fact, n practice, alm ost all estin ations of phyloge-
netic trees are based upon the assum ption that the rates across sites
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are drawn from a gamm a distrloution, or a discretized gam m a distri-
bution.

3. The example

W e w illpresent an exam ple of a tree w ith three taxa, and w ith sites
evolving under the N eym an two-state m odel (ie., the tw o-state version
of the Jukes< antor m odel of evolution).

Consider a tree w ith three taxa x,y, and z; root v; and intemalnode
w that is ancestral to x and y. The edges W ;x) and W ;y) have a
known length, which we can take as 1. Suppose further that the edge

(v;w) hasunknown length and that the the tree is clock-lke, so that
the edge (v;z) haslength + 1.

Suppose there are £0; 1g-valued characters labelled 1;2; :: :that have
evolved on thistree. The i character evolves according to the N eym an
m odelw ith rate r;. T hat is, the transition m atrix for an edge of length
tis

2rit

o 0
1

1
1

=

1 1 2r;t
_I_ — 1
0 > 1 e )
A ssum e that sucoessive characters evolre iIndependently.
T he probability distrbution for the i character (that is, the m ar—
gihal Ikelhood for this character) is thus a lnear com bination of the
tem s

1

exp ( 2r;)
exp ( 4r;)
exp ( 2r; )
exp(2r;(l+ ))
exp(2r;@2+ ))
exp(2r; 3+ ))

exp(2r;1L+2))
exp(2r;@2+ 2))
exp(2r; 3+ 2)):
A s described in the Introduction, we w ill adopt the random e ects
approach and assum e that the r; are, In fact, realisations of a sequence

of ndependent, dentically distrbuted random varables that we will
denote by @A ;).
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W e are Interested In  nding such a sequence @ ;) and ancther inde-
pendent, identically distributed sequence B ;) such that the distrdbu-
tion for the data Induced by the random choice of scale factors @A ;) is
the sam e as that .nduced by the B ;) foranother choice ofedge length

6 .
W ethushaveto nd positive random variablsA and B w ith distinct

distrdoutions and distinct positive constants and w ith the property
that

Ekxp(2A)]= Exp(2B)]

Efkxp(4A)]= Efexp( 4B)]

Eexp(2A)]=Ekxp(2 B)]
Eexp( 21+ )A)]=Ekxp(21+ )B)]
Eexp(2@2+ )A)]=Ekxp(22+ )B)]
Eexp( 23+ )A)]=Ekxp(23+ )B)]
Eexp(2(01+2)A)]=Ekxp(201+ 2 )B)]
Eexp( 2R+ 2 )A)]=Ekxp( 22+ 2 )B)]
Eexp(2Q@+ 2 )A)]=Ekxp(2Q@+ 2 )B)]:

Take A to have the distrbution which has Laplace transfom

( )
Y7
Efkxp( A)l= @+di) ! a+e)ta+f)’?

=1

forpositive param eters d;; :::;d7, €, £. Thus A has the distrloution of
the sum of 9 lndependent exponential random variablesw ith respective
means d;;:::;d;, e, £. Take B to have the distrbution which has

Laplace transform

( )
Ekxp( B)]l= @+g) " @+h)?

=1
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DenemapsP :R¥°! R andQ :R] ! R by
( )

Y7
Pi(;dy;:::;d7;8;f) = 1+ 2d;) @+ 2e)@d+ 2f)
=1
(Y7 )
Py (;di;:::;d7;6;,f) = 1+ 4d;) @+ 4e) @+ 4f)
=1
(Y7 )
Ps(;dy;:::;d7;6f) = 1+ 2d;) @A+2e)@+ 2f)
=1
(Y7 )
Po(;dy;:::;dy;6£) = 1+ 2d;3+2)) @+22@3+2))Q+2£@+ 2))
=1
and
(, )
Q1 (jgitizigrih) = L+ 2g9;) (1+ 2h)?
=1
(o )
Q. (;gitizigrih) = L+ 4g;) @1+ 4h)?
=1
(o )
Q3 ( ;gitiigrih) = L+ 29 ) @+ 2h)°
=1
(Y7 )
Qo ( ;jqriiiigih) = 1+ 29:3+2)) @+ 2h@B+2))7%:
=1

W e want to show that

(thus, J isa 9 9 matrix). Wrte K ( ;g1;:::;9;h) for the Jaco-
bian matrix of Q. A straightforward check with a com puter alge—
bra package such as M athem atica show s that the polynom ials detJd
and detK are not identically 0. W hile the determm inants could pos-
sbly be com puted sym bolically, it is easier to com pute the m atrices
sym bolically, substitute In appropriate nteger values for the param —
eters, and use exact integer arithm etic to com pute the determm inant
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for those values: For exam pl, detJ (2;3;4;5;6;7;8;9;10;11) & 0 and
detK (2;3;4;5;6;7;8;9;10) 6 0.) Becausethese determm nantsarepoly—
nom ials, the set of valueswhere J (reso. K ) is non-singular is a rela—
tively open subset of RI® (rep. RY) with a closure that is all of R 10
(resp. R?) (that is, they are everywhere dense).

is non-sihgular.

By assum ption (i) and the in plicit finction theoram (see, for ex-—
am pl, KPO02]), the range of Q contains an open neighbourhood of

W e willbe done if we can show that it is not always the case that
= for such a solution. To see this, we will x = and lt

Rem ark. Note that ifwe take g; = = g= h, then we have a
gam m a distrbution w ith shape param eter 9. A Iso, we could still pro-—
duce the unidenti ability phenom enon w inessed above ifwe raised all
the Laplace transfom s to the same power ¢ > 0. In that case, set—
ting g; = = g= h would give a gamm a distrdoution w ith shape
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param eter 9c. Since the unidenti ability occurs on a dense st of pa—
arbitrarily close to it that exhibit the phenom enon.

4. Conclusions and Future Research

T he exam ple we have given show s that the attem pt to achieve iden-
ti ability and reasonable inference of edge lengths In the rates{across{
sitesm odelby using random scale factorsthat com e from som e com m on
distribution can be problem atic.

The gamm a distrdoutions Work’, but com parably sinpl distribu-—
tions arbitrarily close to them don’t. Using the gamm a fam ily is thus
not jist a m atter of working w ith distributions that have enough ex—
Jility to capture reasonable variation In rates. R ather, identi ability
ofedge lengths for the gamm a fam ily relies on quite speci ¢ features of
that fam ily that are not shared by a som ewhat larger class of equally
reasonable distributions.

T he result has consequences for the estin ation of tim es at intemal
nodes, since if edge lengths cannot be estin ated, then neither can the
dates (sihce the edge length is a product of the elapsed tin e on the
edge, and the equilbriim expected rate ofevolution for on that edge).
Tt is also reasonable to consider the question of whether m odel trees
are identi able under generic cases ofthese sin ple distributions of rates
across sites. O ur resut does not answer this, and so further research
is necessary.

F inally, this is a theoretical resul, and the consequences of this the-
oretical result can be tested in smulation. To date, few (if any) such
studies have been done that have not presum ed that the rates are dis—
tributed by a gamm a distribution, or a distrioution consisting of som e
Invariable sites, and the rem aining sites evolving under a gamm a dis—
trbution. This also re ects the in plicit belief that the assum ption
of a gamm a distribution is acosptable. W e hope this paper w ill help
enocourage ressarchers to reconsider this assum ption.
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