
ar
X

iv
:q

-b
io

/0
40

80
11

v1
  [

q-
bi

o.
PE

] 
 1

5 
A

ug
 2

00
4

U N ID EN T IFIA B LE D IV ER G EN C E T IM ES IN

R AT ES{A C R O SS{SIT ES M O D ELS

STEVEN N.EVANS AND TANDY W ARNOW

A bstract. Therates{across{sitesassum ption in phylogeneticin-

ference positsthatthe rate m atrix governing the M arkovian evo-

lution ofa characteron an edge ofthe putative phylogenetic tree

istheproductofa character-speci�cscalefactorand a ratem atrix

that is particular to that edge. Thus,evolution follows basically

thesam eprocessforallcharacters,exceptthatitoccursfasterfor

som echaractersthan others.Toallow estim ation oftreetopologies

and edgelengthsforsuch m odels,itiscom m only assum ed thatthe

scalefactorsarenotarbitraryunknown constants,butratherunob-

served,independent,identically distributed drawsfrom a m em ber

ofsom eparam etricfam ily ofdistributions.A popularchoiceisthe

gam m a fam ily. W e consider an exam ple ofa clock-like tree with

three taxa,one unknown edge length,and a param etric fam ily of

scale factor distributions that contain the gam m a fam ily. This

m odelhastheproperty that,fora genericchoiceofunknown edge

length and scale factor distribution,there is another edge length

and scalefactordistribution which generatesdatawith exactly the

sam edistribution,so thateven with in�nitely m any data itwillbe

typically im possibleto m akecorrectinferencesabouttheunknown

edge length.

1.Introduction

Statistically-based estim ations ofphylogenetic trees are popularin

m olecular system atics,with Bayesian M CM C [HR01]and m axim um

likelihood m ethods[Swo96,GG03,PM 00,Lew98,OM HO94]used with

increasing frequency. Such statistically-based m ethods assum e that

the observed sequencesare the resultofa stochastic processthathas

operated on a tree,and they m ake assum ptions aboutthe stochastic

process(i.e.,m odel)thathasproduced the data.The m odelsused in

phylogenetic inference com bine a (typically param eter rich)m odelof
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2 STEVEN N.EVANS AND TANDY W ARNOW

individualsite evolution with the assum ption that the di�erent sites

evolve under a rates{across{sites m odel, so that each site c has an

associated rateofevolution rc which isconstantacrossthetree.Thus,

sites evolve under essentially the sam e evolutionary process,and are

just scaled up (or down) versions ofeach other. (Thus, the rates{

across{sites assum ption im plies that ifone site is expected to evolve

twice as fast as another site on edge e,then it is expected to evolve

twiceasfastastheothersiteon every edge.)

Such rates{across{sitesm odelsin which each characterhasitsown

unknown scale factor are discussed in [SOW H96],but these m odels

stillpose di�cultinferentialproblem s. Asrem arked in Chapter13 of

[Fel04]:

Asthenum berofsitesincreases,thenum berofparam e-

tersbeing estim ated risescorrespondingly.Thisiswor-

risom e:in such \in�nitelym anyparam eters"casesm ax-

im um likelihood often m isbehavesand failsto converge

to thecorrecttreeasthenum berofsitesincreases.

Indeed,ourown exam ple below shows thatrelative edge lengthsare,

in general,unidenti�ableforsuch m odels.

A popular‘�x’thathasbeen proposed forthisproblem istoadopta

random e�ectsapproach and suppose thatthesuccessive scale factors

rc areunobserved,independentrandom drawsfrom a m em berofsom e

param etricfam ily ofdistributions.Thisreducesthedim ensionality of

the problem by replacing the determ inistic sequence ofrc param eters

with thesm allnum berofparam etersthatdescribethegenerating dis-

tribution (see,forexam ple,[UC71,NCF76,Ols87,HKY87,Yan96]).

A popular choice of distribution for the random scale factors is

the two param eter fam ily ofgam m a distributions. This fam ily has

the m athem atical advantage that likelihoods still have analytically

tractable closed form s. The choice ofthe gam m a fam ily isoften sup-

ported by claim sthatitissu�ciently 
exibletom im icthevariation of

ratesbetween charactersthatislikely to be seen ‘in practice’. There

also appearsto bea generalsense am ong m any practitionersthatthe

choiceofdistributionalfam ilyforthescalefactorsisprim arilyam atter

ofconvenience and that,provided the fam ily isrich enough,substan-

tially correct inferences ofrelative edge lengths willbe possible with

su�cientdata.To ourknowledge,thereisno argum entin any setting

justifying why an assum ption ofan exactgam m a distribution forthe

scalefactorsisbiologically reasonable.Asrem arked in [Fel04]:
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There is nothing about the gam m a distribution that

m akesitm ore biologically realistic than any otherdis-

tribution,such asthe lognorm al. Itisused because of

itsm athem aticaltractability.

Itwasshown in [SSH94]thattheuseofrandom scalefactorsm ight

notbe com pletely withoutproblem s. In theirpaperthey gave an ex-

am ple ofa speci�c choice ofedge lengths for each tree topology and

a speci�c choice ofdiscrete distribution for the scale factors (rather

than a continuousdistribution such asa gam m a)such thattheresult-

ing distribution forthedata undertheNeym an two-statem odelisthe

sam eforalltreetopologies.Thisresultm eansthatunderthediscrete

distribution m odel,m odeltreesare notidenti�able. However,the re-

sultdoesnotshow thatallm odeltrees(i.e.,alltreeswith particular

discretedistribution forthescalefactors)arenotidenti�able.

In thispaperwego further,atleastin som edirections,and provide

an exam pleof:

� a rooted tree with three taxa and one unknown edge length

(with the rem aining edge lengths either known or �xed by

the clock-like constraint that alllineages have the sam e total

length),

� a ten param eterfam ily F ofscalefactordistributions,

� a nineparam etersub-fam ily G ofF ;

such thatfora genericchoice ofunknown edgelength � and m odelin

G 2 G thereisa choiceofedgelength �6= � and m odelin F 2 F with

theproperty that:

� data generated according to the Neym an 2-state m odelwith

known ancestralstate,scale factordistributed according to G,

and edgelength �,hasthesam edistribution asdata generated

according to a Neym an 2-state m odelwith the sam e ancestral

state,scale factordistributed according to F,and edge length

�.Thus,even with in�nitely m any data,itwould beim possible

to decide whethertheunknown edge length is� or� { even if

onesom ehow knew in advancethatthedistribution forthescale

param eterwasoneofeitherF orG.

Here the term generic m eans thatthe setofexceptionalm odelsG

and edgelengths� forwhich nocorresponding F and �existisalower

dim ensionalsubsetofG �R + . In particular,the setofG and � that

have corresponding F and � is an everywhere dense open subset of

G �R + .

M oreover,the fam ily G consists ofdistributions with sm ooth den-

sities and contains allthe gam m a distributions as a subfam ily. Any
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gam m a distribution and any edge length t willhave a distribution

G 2 G and �arbitrarilyclosetothem such thatthereisacorresponding

F 2 F and �6= � asabove.

Also,ourexam ple applies notonly to the Neym an m odelbutalso

to any m odelsuch asthe binary GeneralTim e-Reversible m odelthat

containstheNeym an m odelasasub-m odel.Furtherm ore,ourexam ple

applies to the GeneralTim e-Reversible on an arbitrary �nite state-

space,because one can choose the substitution rate m atricesforsuch

a m odelto be su�ciently sym m etric so that a suitable m any-to-one

binary encoding ofthe m odelis M arkovian and evolves according to

theNeym an m odel.

In conclusion,the attem ptto achieve identi�ability and reasonable

inferenceofedgelengthsin therates{across{sitesm odelby using ran-

dom scale factors that com e from som e com m on distribution can be

problem atic.

The rest ofthe paper is organized as follows. W e begin with an

introduction ofthe m athem aticalterm s in Section 2,and we present

ourexam ple in Section 3. W e conclude with a discussion ofthe ram -

i�cations ofthis result,and directions for future research in Section

4.

2.Basics

In phylogeneticinference,thedataaretherespectivestatesofan en-

sem bleofcharactersexhibited byeach ofacollection oftaxa.Them ost

com m only used statisticalm odelsin the area are param eterised by a

rooted tree with edge lengths(which typically representthe expected

num beroftim esasitechangeson theedgewhen thesubstitution m ech-

anism isin equilibrium )and asetofM arkovian stochasticm echanism s

fortheevolution ofsuccessivecharactersdown thetree.Itisusuallyas-

sum ed thattheobserved statesfordi�erentcharactersarestatistically

independent.Thegoalofphylogeneticinferenceisto estim atesom eor

allof: the shape (topology)ofthe tree,the lengthsofthe edges,and

any unknown param etersinvolved in thespeci�cation oftheevolution

m echanism .

W e willrestrictattention to the case where each characterhasthe

sam e �nite set ofpossible states. For exam ple,the characters could

be nucleotidesexhibited atdi�erentsiteson the genom e,and so each

characterisin one ofthe fourstatesfA;G;C;Tg.In the exam ple we

willgivein thispaper,wewillworkwith (binary)charactershavingone

oftwo possible states,0 or1.Foreach charactercand each edgee in

thetree,onethen hasaratem atrixQ c;e thatdescribestheevolutionary
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processon edgee forcharacterc.Thus,given thatthecharacterisin

stateiatthebeginning oftheedge,theconditionalprobability ofthe

(possibly unobserved)eventthatitisin statej attheend oftheedge

isthe (i;j)entry ofthe m atrix exponentialexp(tQ e;c),where tisthe

length ofe.Them atrix Q c;e hasrow sum sequalto 0and non-negative

o�-diagonalentries:�Q c;e(i;i)istherateatwhich thecharacterleaves

thestateiand �Q c;e(i;j)=Q c;e(i;i)istheprobability thatitjum psto

statej when itleavesstatei.

Singlesitesubstitution m odelscan rangefrom thevery sim ple(e.g.

theJukes-Cantorand Kim ura2-param eterm odels)totheverycom plex

(e.g.theGeneralM arkov M odel),which,fora �xed characterc,allow

the Q e;c m atricesto vary signi�cantly from edge to edge,and to have

m any free param eters. However,the variation between the di�erent

m atrices obtained by varying the character c is typically m ore pro-

scribed.Them ostcom plex m odeliswheretherearenoconstraintsare

placed on the Q c;e;thisiscalled the \no com m on m echanism m odel"

[TS97]. Under this no com m on m echanism m odel,it willclearly be

di�cultto recoverany inform ation aboutedge lengths. The sim plest

classofm odelsin which itispossibletoextractinform ation aboutedge

lengthsisthe classin which Q c;e isthe sam e forallcharactersc and

edges e. Even for this sim ple m odel,there is { as is well-known { a

certain lack ofidenti�ability,becausethesam eprobability distribution

forthe data would arise ifthecom m on ratem atrix wasm ultiplied by

a com m on scalefactorand alledgelengthsweredivided by thatsam e

factor.Thus,even forthism odelonecan only hopetom akeinferences

aboutrelative edgelengthsunlessatleastoneedgelength isassum ed

to beknown.

The m ore com m only used m odels assum e that the di�erent Q c;e

m atrices are them selves the product ofa rate m atrix speci�c to the

edge e,and a scale factor that is speci�c to the character c. Thus,

the evolutionary process that governs one character is identical, up

to a scalarm ultiple,to thatgoverning anothercharacter. Thisisthe

rates{across{sites assum ption in m olecular phylogenetics,and it has

theratherstrongim plication thatifa charactercisexpected toevolve

twice as fast on edge e as character c0. then c is expected to evolve

twiceasfaston every edgein thetree.

Because ofthe inferentialdi�culties ofallowing the rates for the

di�erentsitesto be arbitrary,these random scale factorsaretypically

assum ed to bedrawn from a distribution.Ofthem any possibledistri-

butions,them ostpopulardistributionsarethetwo param etergam m a

distributions. In fact,in practice,alm ost allestim ations ofphyloge-

netic treesare based upon the assum ption thatthe ratesacrosssites
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are drawn from a gam m a distribution,ora discretized gam m a distri-

bution.

3.T he example

W ewillpresentan exam pleofa treewith threetaxa,and with sites

evolvingundertheNeym an two-statem odel(i.e.,thetwo-stateversion

oftheJukes-Cantorm odelofevolution).

Consideratreewith threetaxax,y,and z;rootv;and internalnode

w that is ancestralto x and y. The edges (w;x) and (w;y) have a

known length,which we can take as1.Suppose furtherthatthe edge

(v;w)hasunknown length �and thatthethetreeisclock-like,so that

theedge(v;z)haslength �+ 1.

Supposetherearef0;1g-valued characterslabelled 1;2;:::thathave

evolved on thistree.Theith characterevolvesaccordingtotheNeym an

m odelwith rateri.Thatis,thetransition m atrix foran edgeoflength

tis

e
� 2rit

�
1 0

0 1

�

+
1

2
(1�e � 2rit)

�
1 1

1 1

�

:

Assum ethatsuccessive charactersevolveindependently.

The probability distribution forthe ith character(thatis,the m ar-

ginallikelihood forthischaracter)isthusa linearcom bination ofthe

term s

1

exp(�2ri)

exp(�4ri)

exp(�2ri�)

exp(�2ri(1+ �))

exp(�2ri(2+ �))

exp(�2ri(3+ �))

exp(�2ri(1+ 2�))

exp(�2ri(2+ 2�))

exp(�2ri(3+ 2�)):

Asdescribed in the Introduction,we willadoptthe random e�ects

approach and assum ethattheriare,in fact,realisationsofa sequence

ofindependent,identically distributed random variables that we will

denoteby (A i).
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W eareinterested in �nding such a sequence (A i)and anotherinde-

pendent,identically distributed sequence (B i)such thatthe distribu-

tion forthedata induced by therandom choiceofscalefactors(A i)is

thesam easthatinduced by the(B i)foranotherchoiceofedgelength

� 6= �.

W ethushaveto�nd positiverandom variablesA and B with distinct

distributionsand distinctpositiveconstants�and � with theproperty

that

E[exp(�2A)]= E[exp(�2B )]

E[exp(�4A)]= E[exp(�4B )]

E[exp(�2�A)]= E[exp(�2�B )]

E[exp(�2(1+ �)A)]= E[exp(�2(1+ �)B )]

E[exp(�2(2+ �)A)]= E[exp(�2(2+ �)B )]

E[exp(�2(3+ �)A)]= E[exp(�2(3+ �)B )]

E[exp(�2(1+ 2�)A)]= E[exp(�2(1+ 2�)B )]

E[exp(�2(2+ 2�)A)]= E[exp(�2(2+ 2�)B )]

E[exp(�2(3+ 2�)A)]= E[exp(�2(3+ 2�)B )]:

TakeA to havethedistribution which hasLaplacetransform

E[exp(��A)]=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ di�)
� 1

)

(1+ e�)� 1(1+ f�)� 1

forpositiveparam etersd1;:::;d7,e,f.ThusA hasthedistribution of

thesum of9independentexponentialrandom variableswith respective

m eans d1;:::;d7,e,f. Take B to have the distribution which has

Laplacetransform

E[exp(��B )]=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ gi�)
� 1

)

(1+ h�)� 2

forpositive param eters g1;:::;g7,h. Thus B has the distribution of

thesum of9independentexponentialrandom variableswith respective

m eansg1;:::;g7,h,h.
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De�nem apsP :R 10

+
! R

9

+
and Q :R 9

+
! R

9

+
by

P1(�;d1;:::;d7;e;f)=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ 2di)

)

(1+ 2e)(1+ 2f)

P2(�;d1;:::;d7;e;f)=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ 4di)

)

(1+ 4e)(1+ 4f)

P3(�;d1;:::;d7;e;f)=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ 2di�)

)

(1+ 2e�)(1+ 2f�)

:::

P9(�;d1;:::;d7;e;f)=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ 2di(3+ 2�))

)

(1+ 2e(3+ 2�))(1+ 2f(3+ 2�))

and

Q 1(�;g1;:::;g7;h)=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ 2gi)

)

(1+ 2h)2

Q 2(�;g1;:::;g7;h)=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ 4gi)

)

(1+ 4h)2

Q 3(�;g1;:::;g7;h)=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ 2gi�)

)

(1+ 2h�)2

:::

Q 9(�;g1;:::;g7;h)=

(
7Y

i= 1

(1+ 2gi(3+ 2�))

)

(1+ 2h(3+ 2�))2:

W ewantto show that

P(�;d1;:::;d7;e;f)= Q(�;g1;:::;g7;h)

forsom echoiceofparam eterswith �6= �.

W riteJ(�;d1;:::;d7;e;f)fortheJacobian m atrix ofthem apping

(d1;:::;d7;e;f)7! P(�;d1;:::;d7;e;f)

(thus, J is a 9 � 9 m atrix). W rite K (�;g 1;:::;g7;h) for the Jaco-

bian m atrix of Q. A straightforward check with a com puter alge-

bra package such as M athem atica shows that the polynom ials detJ

and detK are notidentically 0. (W hile the determ inants could pos-

sibly be com puted sym bolically,it is easier to com pute the m atrices

sym bolically,substitute in appropriate integer values for the param -

eters,and use exact integer arithm etic to com pute the determ inant
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forthose values: Forexam ple,detJ(2;3;4;5;6;7;8;9;10;11)6= 0 and

detK (2;3;4;5;6;7;8;9;10)6= 0.) Becausethesedeterm inantsarepoly-

nom ials,the setofvalueswhere J (resp. K )isnon-singularisa rela-

tively open subsetofR 10

+
(resp. R 9

+
)with a closure thatisallofR 10

+

(resp.R 9

+
)(thatis,they areeverywhere dense).

W e can therefore �nd a point(��;�g1;:::;�g7;�h)in the interiorofR 9

+

such that:

(i) them atrix K (��;�g1;:::;�g7;�h)isnon-singular,

(ii) in any open neighbourhood of(�g1;:::;�g7;�h;�h)2 R
9

+
there are

points(d1;:::;d7;e;f)such thatthem atrixJ(��;d1;:::;d7;e;f)

isnon-singular.

By assum ption (i) and the im plicit function theorem (see,for ex-

am ple,[KP02]),the range ofQ contains an open neighbourhood of

Q(��;�g1;:::;�g7;�h).Notethat

P(��;�g1;:::;�g7;�h;�h)= Q(��;�g1;:::;�g7;�h);

and so forallpoints(�;d1;:::;d7;e;f)in som eopen neighbourhood of

(��;�g1;:::;�g7;�h;�h)wecan �nd (�;g1;:::;g7;h)such that

P(�;d1;:::;d7;e;f)= Q(�;g1;:::;g7;h):

W e willbe done ifwe can show thatitisnotalwaysthe case that

� = � for such a solution. To see this,we will�x � = �� and let

(d1;:::;d7;e;f) vary. By assum ption (ii) and the im plicit function

theorem ,the im age ofany open neighbourhood of(�g1;:::;�g7;�h;�h)by

them ap

(d1;:::;d7;e;f)7! P(��;d1;:::;d7;e;f)

hasnon-em pty interior.However,therangeofthem ap

(g1;:::;g7;h)7! Q(��;g1;:::;g7;h)

isatm ost8-dim ensional,and,in particular,hasem pty interior.There-

fore,therecertainly exists(d1;:::;d7;e;f)such that

P(��;d1;:::;d7;e;f)= Q(�;g1;:::;g7;h)

forsom e(�;g1;:::;g7;h)with � 6= ��.

R em ark. Note that ifwe take g1 = ��� = g7 = h,then we have a

gam m a distribution with shapeparam eter9.Also,we could stillpro-

ducetheunidenti�ability phenom enon witnessed aboveifweraised all

the Laplace transform s to the sam e power c > 0. In that case,set-

ting g1 = ��� = g7 = h would give a gam m a distribution with shape
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param eter9c. Since the unidenti�ability occurson a dense setofpa-

ram eters(g1;:::;g7;h),any gam m adistribution willhavedistributions

arbitrarily closeto itthatexhibitthephenom enon.

4.C onclusions and Future R esearch

Theexam plewehavegiven showsthattheattem ptto achieveiden-

ti�ability and reasonableinferenceofedgelengthsin therates{across{

sitesm odelbyusingrandom scalefactorsthatcom efrom som ecom m on

distribution can beproblem atic.

The gam m a distributions ‘work’,but com parably sim ple distribu-

tionsarbitrarily close to them don’t.Using the gam m a fam ily isthus

notjusta m atterofworking with distributionsthathaveenough 
ex-

ibility to capture reasonable variation in rates. Rather,identi�ability

ofedgelengthsforthegam m afam ily relieson quitespeci�cfeaturesof

thatfam ily thatare notshared by a som ewhatlargerclassofequally

reasonabledistributions.

The resulthasconsequences forthe estim ation oftim esatinternal

nodes,since ifedgelengthscannotbeestim ated,then neithercan the

dates (since the edge length is a product ofthe elapsed tim e on the

edge,and theequilibrium expected rateofevolution foron thatedge).

It is also reasonable to consider the question ofwhether m odeltrees

areidenti�ableundergenericcasesofthesesim pledistributionsofrates

acrosssites. Ourresultdoesnotanswerthis,and so furtherresearch

isnecessary.

Finally,thisisa theoreticalresult,and theconsequencesofthisthe-

oreticalresultcan be tested in sim ulation. To date,few (ifany)such

studieshavebeen donethathavenotpresum ed thattheratesaredis-

tributed by a gam m a distribution,ora distribution consisting ofsom e

invariable sites,and the rem aining sitesevolving undera gam m a dis-

tribution. This also re
ects the im plicit beliefthat the assum ption

ofa gam m a distribution isacceptable. W e hope thispaperwillhelp

encourageresearchersto reconsiderthisassum ption.
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