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Abstract

A dynamical picture of phylogenetic evolution is given imntes of Markov models on a state space,
comprising joint probability distributions for charactgpes of taxonomic classes. Phylogenetic branch-
ing is a process which augments the number of taxa underdmyasion, and hence the rank of the un-
derlying joint probability state tensor. We point out therdmnatorial necessity for a second-quantised,
or Fock space setting, incorporating discrete countinglafor taxa and character types, to allow for
a description in the number basis. Rate operators desgritmth time evolution without branching,
and also phylogenetic branching events, are identified. tAilde development of these ideas is given,
using standard transcriptions from the microscopic foatiah of nonequilibrium reaction-diffusion or
birth-death processes. These give the relations betweehasitic rate matrices, the matrix elements of
the corresponding evolution operators representing tlagah the integral kernels needed to implement
these as path integrals. The ‘free’ theory (without bramghis solved, and the correct trilinear ‘inter-
action’ terms (representing branching events) are predefithe full model is developed in perturbation
theory via the derivation of explicit Feynman rules whicliabtish that the probabilities (pattern fre-
guencies of leaf colourations) arising as matrix elemefitiseotime evolution operator are identical with
those computed via the standard analysis. Simple examgpigtogenetic trees with 2 or 3 leaves), are
discussed in detail. Further implications for the work arefty considered including the role of time
reparametrisation covariance.
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1 Introduction and background

The use of Markov models of change to taxonomic charactdygtitity distributions is a standard tech-
nigue for describing mutations, and for inferring ancdstkationships between taxa. A general stochastic
framework for phylogenetic branching models is as folloBg assumption, different ‘taxonomic units’ are
identified, and classified by a set of defining charactesstased on morphological features for example,
or on sequence data for a particular gene or protein say. diotasion is ascribed a probability density on
the set of characters, and it is the task of phylogenetiargcoction to infer ancestral relationships within
a group of taxa, given observed pattern frequencies forachears amongst the taxa (definitions are given
later in the text) . In such phylogenetic reconstructiom, Markov chain model describing the stochastic
evolution of characters is extended appropriately to em@s®s ‘branching’ where the number of taxa is
augmented as new taxonomic types evolve (for example byamcor gene duplication), from an initial
single progenitor, through to the final number of types ursledy. For details of the subject, incuding
overviews of applications, current problems and new divest we refer to recent textbooks, for example
[21,9].

In recent work[[2] 213, 24, 10] it has been pointed out that aftriiapproach to phylogenetic analysis is
afforded by taking the formal perspective of multilinearger algebra familiar from physical systems. For
example, in the analysis of symmetry properties (of the Markate matrix, and of the branching process) it
is natural to considarontinuous Lie transformation groups acting on the tensor spaces,tanddsociated
representation theor [23]. Furthermore, a remarkabléoggadetween branching processes (where the
technical constraint of local conditional independendd [2imposed) and state entanglement in quantum
physics has been noted[24]. In particular, for 2 charadengsivalent to single qubit (2 state) systems
in quantum physics) the well-knowlvg det distance measure for 2 taxa is essentially ¢becurrence
(for 2 qubits, related to the von Neumann entropy of a padélsity operator); equally thngle (an
entanglement measure for 3 qubits) has been proposed asuhmsasure of distance for 3 taxa in the
two character case, and the analysis of its properties iptiilpgenetic context has been initiatedl[24, 25].
Further applications of classical invariant theory for lagenetic analysis are developed(ini[10].

In the letter [[2] it was argued that a further useful perspeobn phylogenetics, again inspired by
physics, can be gained by interpreting ‘branching’ in thedei@s a linear operator whicugments the
rank of the tensor corresponding to the joint probabilistidibution of character types (see alsal[23, 24)).
In order to regard the entire model, including especialgytime development represented by the branch-
ing dynamics, in a uniform way, it is natural to seek a setimguultilinear algebra where the linear space
describing state probabilities for taxa can be lifted tojgprapriate free algebra in the sense of tensor prod-
ucts, or ‘Fock space’ in physical language, so that the fittganching operator’ has a uniform (extended)
domain of definition. Possible interaction terms repraserthis operator, corresponding to phylogenetic
branching events, can then readily be implemented in thgulage of second quantization as shown in
[2]. Although formal, the transcription to physical langgsprovided does indeed establish that the entire
Markov branching model can be regarded as a standard Matain,cbut with dynamics on a suitably
extended state space — a fact not noted explicitly befor¢éh Blbsed form expressions for the probabilities
in hand, it may also be possible to investigate these fromowam@nalytical viewpoints not accessible hith-
erto. Moreover, the physical language is quite flexible, @@y suggest useful insights into the models as
well as generalisations.

In the present paper a further step towards such analyticastigations and generalisations is taken,
in that the second-quantised framework is transcribedtimdanguage of path integrals. The dynamical
guantities of interest become phylogenetic ‘path’ vaegshor ‘classical fields’), defined over a discrete
spatial lattice. Time evolution of the system is developegerturbation theory, yielding standard proba-
bilities as convolutions of the appropriate kernel with iiigial probability distribution, that is, as matrix
elements of the evolution operator. Similar models of lieaetliffusion or birth-death processes have been
extensively investigatedl[5] 6.118.113] so that there is dthved technical experience within this approach,
and possibilities for generalisation. These introducttmynments are supplemented in the conclusions by
further discussion of possible applications (see summelg.

The outline of the paper is as followsin §2 below, we give an analysis of standard accounts of phy-
logenetic processes (as used for example in analyses @oriimd ancestral trees) to justify our claim that
a multilinear tensor description is appropriate, and eajeivt to the usual approach. A standard notation
is introduced including the branching or ‘splitting’ opsawhose properties are discussed{fithe rate

1For the benefit of readers unfamiliar with the subject-matechnicalities in various sections below are treatedudly fis
possible.



operator and the branching operator are re-formulatedtasaittion terms in an extended time evolution
over Fock space. Attention is given to the ‘copy space’ ndédéentify taxa — both for the observed taxa
(leaves) and ancestral stages (‘internal’ edges of theogleyletic tree) — and it is argued that for models
with L distinguished leaves, 2" -dimensional ‘label’ space is needed. Label summationgestgp nat-
ural identification with the ‘momentum’ space for periodim€tions over a hypercubic ‘spatial’ lattice in
L dimensions (with2” nodes in the unit cell), leading to the possibility of viegithe system dually in
‘position’ space # gives a brief pedagogical review of standard path integdiniques as applied for the
analysis of nonequilibrium reaction-diffusion systemsimicroscopic approach. §H these ingredients
are synthesised in a path integral formulation for a ‘frdg/lpgenetic system, that is a collection of upfto
taxa with no phylogenetic association (not necessarilystationary state). It is shown that the abstract dy-
namics, represented by the evolution kernel of the systeheipath integral approach which is formulated
and derived explicitly, does indeed make the system evaohgestandard way according to a continuous
Markov branching process. H the question of the branching operator is resumed, andiplatinterac-
tion terms (and corresponding normal kernels) are intreduic the path integral language. It is shown in
simple examples (trees with 2 or 3 leaves) that, in both theaipr and path integral language picture, the
probabilities arising as matrix elements from the dynarofabe model are identical to those computed in
standard likelihood analyses for inferring phylogenages. This is borne out in the appendii, where
formal Feynman rules are derived directly from perturlbratieeory, and which can immediately be seen
to encode the usual sum over extended leaf colourationsmafons. The conclusiondd, reiterate the
main points of the paper and further implications and apgilims of our work are briefly discussed. In
particular, we comment on the role of the group of time repataisations (diffeomorphisms), in the issue
of assigning ‘true’ historical time to phylogenetic events

2 Tensor methods and stochastic models of phylogenetic branching

It is usual to pose the standard stochastic model of phyktiEnby stating transition probabilities [3,
12,[21.[9]. Itis, however, possible to present the same sy8tean abstract multilinear tensor setting.
Our philosophy here is similar to that of |17] (see alsb [4]).such a formulation, the evolution of the
phylogenetic system is represented by a group action orsaitenoduct space, with the branching structure
formalized by the introduction of linear ‘splitting’ opecas which increment the rank of the tensor space.
As pointed out in the introduction, this basis-independiggcription has many advantages, prompting
the investigation of the rich algebraic structure of thetesys The door is opened to the discussion of
symmetry groups and subgroups, representation theoryiagdrthlization, the differential structure of the
rate operators and orbit classes of their action, and tigestmicture of invariant functions (see[23] 24, 10]).

Introduce a set)C, which consists of K discrete elements, conventionally labelled by the integer
{0,1,2,..., K — 1}. Consider a system consisting 8f ‘samples’ to each of which can be attributed one
of K distinct characters. Associated with such a system we nevedt of frequencies

total number of occurrences of charaater
Pt = N , a=0,1,.... K — 1.

In particular we are interested in the character frequemieurring in the genome of a given taxon. The
archetypical example is that of the DNA sequence, whereshmples’ are sites, and with four characters
{A,G,C,T}, but it is, of course, possible to envisage the use of otharadier sets derived from the
molecular data, sd¥ is left general in this discussion. Examples include thenangicids ( = 20),
codons (X = 64) or instead of nucleic acid bases themselves, a binary pyiner’purineY/R classi-
fication of them (X = 2). For practical purposes, the usual practice is to take amngcplar gene of an
organism as being the representative for the taxon classugh it would be possible to sample a whole
genome or set of genomes and calculate the character freigeexcross that set, and take those frequencies
as the representative for that taxon. Practical considesasside, we proceed to model the time evolution
of these frequencies stochastically.

Introduce a random variabl& which takes on values iiiC. It is necessary to define a set of time-
dependent probabilities which are the theoretical limit

p(t) =P(X = a,t) = lim p*(¢). (2-1)

The stochastic evolution of the probablities is assumedtisfg the continuous time Markov property, that



is that the state at time depends only on the immediately preceding state at timejt say, and hence

pi(t) = > P(X = a,t|X = f,t — dt)p’(t — ot), (2-2)
BeK

which in turn implies, assuming linearity and differentlé,

d oo . P(X =a,t+0t|X = B,t) — 5% ,
a0 =3 Jim - PP(0). (2-3)

We define the (time dependent) rate matrix

ROu(t) = lim DX =@t H X = Bi1) = 0%

5t—0 ot (2-4)

To preserve reality of the probabilities and the propexty, p*(t) = 1 for all ¢ it follows that R is a
real-valued zero column sum matrix. In order to preservéipitg of the probabilities it must also be the
case that for alk

R(t) >0, Va#pB;  RY%(t)<0 (nosum) (2-5)

For a homogeneous model the rate matrix is assumed to béritggendent, with solution

P =D MO0 (0),  Mp(t) =[], (2-6)
8

whereexp(Rt) is calculated using matrix multiplication.

Phylogenetics is concerned with deriving the past evahatig relationships of multiple taxa. As al-
ready mentioned, the modern approach is to compare the genofhihe taxa. An essential part of the
analysis is the ability to align the genomes of distinct tawacessfully. (The possibility or otherwise
of such alignment is not discussed here). Having alignedyémomes it is possible to calculgtattern
frequences. These patterns are read off ‘vertically’ extbs aligned sequences. The data is then

total number of occurrences of patterpas...arp,
N )

ﬁOCIOQ»»»aL —
ay, 09, ..., =0,..., K —1.

Introduce random variableX(, X5, ..., X; each of which takes on values in the individual character
spacesC, and X = (XX, ... X;) which takes on values in the -component character spatex K x
---x K. We model these pattern frequencies by again defining a set@fdependent probabilities which
are the theoretical limit

Poo20n(f) = P(X = aqag..ap,t) = lim PO1O20L(¢),
N—o0

The Markov property for this system is expressed as the digpee ofP(X = ajas ... ar,t) only onits

values at the immediately preceding timte; 6t say. Itis also assumed that the transition probabilities ar

conditionally independent across different taxa. Thisssamdard assumption [21,/9.112] and is quite well

founded from a biological perspective. Again assumingedéhtiability and linearity, a solution is found

to be

Porezar(p) = 3" My, (M 5, (1) MOt g, (£) PP (0), (2-7)
The final part of the model is to introduce the branching. k& tase of two taxa diverging from a

common ancestor, considering that at the time of branchiagcharacter frequencies are identical, the
correct formula for the pattern frequencies is given by feeexamplel[15])

Pz () =3 My () M 5(£)p?(0), (2-8)
BeK



as will be derived in detail below. This situation can theniteeated for the case of arbitrary trees (see
for examplel[7[B] as well as the standard texts already citddving given the standard stochastic model
of phylogenetics we proceed to abstract the presentatiomoduce the vector spacd’ = CK , with
preferred basigeo, e1, ..., ex—1} . We associate the set of probabilitiEs{2-1) with the unieretor

pe(t) = p(t) = > p*(t)ea (2-9)

aell

Having made this abstraction it is possible to view the sasth evolution given by[{2}6) as linear group
action onV, clearly an appropriate one parameter subgroug-éf( K'). The structure of the Markov
group is discussed in_[l4], and from the viewpoint of invatitheory in [24[25[°10]. For the case of
phylogenetics, the obvious generalisation is to the tepsaduct spacel’®, with group action as the
appropriate subgroup of the direct product grap(K)**. The final step is to descibe the branching
process upon this tensor product space.

In order to formalize this we introduce tisplitting operatory : V' — V ® V. Progress is made by
simply expressing the most general actiomyobn the basis elements 6f :

§rea=Y T Tegwe,, (2-10)
a,B,7,

where I',”” are an arbitrary set of coefficients. Imposing conditiomalependence upon the distinct
branches in order to constrain these coefficients, we nelgadonsider initial probabilities of the form

P =08, v=0,1,. K—1 (2-11)

Consider a branching even at timeso that the initial single taxon state a small time befor@bhing is

Poy(®) =D by (Hea =Y 0tea = en. (2-12)
Directly subsequent to the branching event the 2 taxon itéiterefore given by
Poy(t) =6 -poy(t) = > 05T e, @ ey (2-13)
a,B,y

On the other hand, conditional independence leads to:

]P)(X = 041042,t+ 5t|X1 :XQ = )\,t)
= P(Xl = a1, t+ 5t|X1 = A,t) . ]P)(XQ = OLQ,t + 5t|X2 = )\, t) (2-14)

Using the tensor formalism these transition probabilitesloe expressed separately as

P(X1 = a1, b+ 68| X1 = A\ t) = > Mi™,(30)pfy, (D),
P

P(X = ag, t + 68| X = A1) = > Ma ,(86)pl) (). (2-15)
p/

However, from[[Z=I) we have

]P)(X = q109,t+ §t|X1 = X5 = /\,t)
= > My, (5t) My, (5t)S T2 .

pip’ 0

Implementing [Z=1K) [[2Z=12) and considering the limit — 0 with M©,(6¢t) — §*, then leads to the
requirement that

INGEROT (2-16)

2Although the above presentation involves onggl numbers, we work overC to allow for the use of more convenient sym-
metry adapted bases, or other ways of diagonalising ratda@s{23] . Of course, measurable quantities are refereett ko the
distinguished basis at the end of the analysis.
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Figure 1: The general Markov model for four taxa with trgé(23)4)) (or (1((24)8)) in terms of binary
edge labelling). Thell 's are arbitrary transition probabilities (Markov matisg®n the designated edges.

and the definition for the splitting operator in the prefdrbasis becomes simply
0 eq =€o R eg. (2-17)

Using the above notation we are now in a position to write dimvmally expressions for the probabil-
ities on arbitrary trees. As an example, the expressioniwtiédines the general Markov model on the tree

- =,

(1((23)4)) (or® (1((24)8))) is given by (see figurd 1)
P(T((il)g)) = (MI@ M§® MI® Mg’)l ® 5® 1(1 ® M€® 1)1 ® 5(1 ® Mﬁl)d - p (2-18)

where p is the initial single taxon distribution and th&/ 's are arbitrary stochastic operators (Markov
matrices) on the designated edges.

3 Fock space and momentum labels for binary trees

In the previous section we have presented a descriptionydbglnetic systems in terms of a multilinear
tensor calculus based on copies of the basic state sgaceC* . This comprises vectors with positive
coefficientsp® in the distinguished basis, corresponding to the thealgtimbabilities for observation of
a particular charactetv, o = 0,..., K — 1; higher rank tensor?®1®2--*» represent joint probability
densities. Moreover, we introduced a linear operatol — V @ V', again defined by its matrix elements
in the distinguished basis, representing phylogenetindiizmg viewed dynamically as an event occurring
at a specific time.

In this and the following sections we wish to argue for a mariwersal view which is appropriate for
arbitrary trees. Given that branching might occur at various timds,rtteans that the ‘state space’ might
be anything fromV" (for the root edge of the tree), to ® V' (if there is only one branching), and so on,
upto Ve VeV...®V, L times, if the final number of taxa (humber of leaves of the)tred.. The
only logical way to encompass all these possibilities withme description in linear algebra is to adopt as
the proper state space, an approprgiek space F' associated with/, in this case for example

Fl=CoVeVeVe - aVeVe -0V
=oL_,(@"V). (3-19)

3n terms of the binary labelling introduced below, this tise(1((24)8)) , with the remaining edge assignments determined
additively.



The advantage of this formal change of perspective is thatdtvs both the normal time evolution (as
described above, the Markov rate operator acting on each @abp’ ), and the branching operator (as
described above§, or its natural extensions & 1... ® § ® ... 1, simultaneously to be regarded as
operators onF’.

In physical settings it is conventional to apply the abovestauction for the description of ‘composite’
systems where the state spakecorresponds to a single subsystem, and the tensor prodlmtsfar
copies of V' corresponding to different numbers of subsystems. Inivédtit systems this is of course the
setting for elementary particle interactions, but the safea is also appropriate in the nonrelativistic case.
However, in quantum systems the Pauli principle mandatgstiie general spacdd @V ® --- ® V' are
too big — the individual subsystems arglistinguishable in that the ordering of individual state vectors in
the tensor product is immaterial (up to a possible sign factofermionic systems). This means that the
relevant Fock spaces are technically speaking the linearesg+, F'~ associated respectively with the
symmetric (for bosons), or (for fermions) the antisymmneetn exterior tensor algebras:

Ft=CoVeVVV e - VVVV..-VV...,
=®nZo (V'V);
FT=CaeVaVAV G @& VAVA---AV,
= By (A"V) (3-20)

In adopting the machinery of Fock space to the phylogenetfitext, the ‘subsystems’ become the in-
dividual taxa extant at any particular stage of the brangpiocess, and the (anti)symmetrisation principle
would need to be interpreted as saying that all taxa are alguit; or that the tensor probability density
of rank n, is totally symmetric or totally antisymmetric. Thus for aen choice of observed characters
represented by theymmetric probability densityP*1¢2--%= | it would be immaterial which taxon (fror
to n in this case), carried which character:

Po1az-On _ PQolQoz...Con (3-21)

for any permutationss. In phylogenetic branching, this symmetrisation may welldppropriate for
cases where it is suspected that a number of siblings arggdigefrom a common origin witlequal rate
matrice$, but in general, we would certainly wish to be able to digtiist between taxa.

These considerations imply that the higher rank tensorespic® V ® --- ® V' introduced above
should be regarded technically as products of a numbéabefled spaces, for example for the findl
taxon system}V; ® Vo ® --- ® Vi, where eachV/, is a distinct copyof V', V,, ~ V, n=1,... L.
However, since then taxon spaces required for the system at earlier times rfgrisom branching at
intermediate nodes above the leaves of the tree) can cangoyssubsets of the labels, ..., L, we are
led necessarily to a labelling system apppropriate to theepset2”, or simply to the well-known system
of edge labelling for binary trees, by binatk-vectors, whereby leaf edges are labelled by powers or
decimal equivalents, 2', 22, - .. 261 and the assignments for the remaining edges determindgivatid
(for an example see figulé 2).

To this end we therefore introduce the following (extendeak space (we discuss only the bosonic
case in this paper):

Ft=CoVaoVVV @& - @VVVV---VV+-
= ©nzo (V'V);
Y= Z & Vi. (3-22)

kenZyL

The linear operators which can be used to construct the biagoperator are defined in terms of the
so-called creation and annihilation operators Bri. For v, € Vi, v%* € Vi define the operators
af(v) : VPV — vrHY | a(vk*) 0 vy — vV by (see for examplé[22])

al (Vi) v, V iy Voo Vi, =i Vi, VUi, V...V Uk

n
k k ok =
a(v") v, Vg, V... Vo, = E 0k, 0 (v, v, VLT, -V UK,
m=1

4A similar situation may apply in the antisymmetric case, watshall not consider it further here.



where v denotes the omission of the corresponding vector (the ditedrahas been formally extended
to be zero on differently labelled spaces, and the corredipgni®y, factor displayed explicitly). The
operators so defined should then be formally summed to giegatgrs on the whole ofF* (and by
definition a¥(v*) - C = 0), for which we retain the same symbol. In particular for timit wectors ey,
and their duals*> we define

a'(exa) ::ala, a(eX?) := ake. (3-23)

The operatorsa(u*), af(v) fulfil the commutation (ordering) relations(u*)af(v) — af(v)a(u*) =
[a(u*),a’(v)] = u*(v)1, where 1 is the unit operator o * ; in particular for the mode operatoré(a,
ak® we have

(%, af;] =0%10° 1. (3-24)

Moreover if we define the ‘ground’ state to be<lC, we have the algebraic means to writeaahitrary
element of the corresponding distinguished basis in Foakesp

€kiar V Ckyas VUt Ckpan, ::U“Iclal : U“LQOQ T alnan -1 (3'25)

In what follows it will be notationally more compact to inttoce the so-called Dirac bra-ket notation for
vectors inV and their duals. Thus formally we write

1600), 1" (0

Eka <—>aLa|O> = |k, a), e’k & (0] = (k, al;
€xyon V Ckoas V¢ €k, ::aLa1 . aLzaz . ~aLnan|O> = ki, koag, - k),
where the latter list may include repetition. In this casedhplicit notation

Ky, my; koag, ma; -+ Ky, my) =(af, 0 )™ - (al, )" - (af, )™ |0), (3-26)

(corresponding to the so-calledmber basis) is occasionally mandatory. Finally we introduce the naitur
Cartesian inner product on these state vectors (witrefigorthonormal in)), extended taF*+ in such
a way that each creation and annihilation pair is mutualtyrtitean, and in general

r
<k1a1, mi; k2a21 ma;- - krara mr|11617 ni; 12ﬁ21 ng;- .- lsﬁsa ns> :(Srs H §kqlq§aq6q . 6mqnqmq!
q=1

(3-27)

Although the general structure will be needed in the foramlbelow, sample states are in practice those
belonging to a fixed numbet of subsystems (for example = L, the number of taxa), with (distinct)
labelled momenta without multiplicity, of the general form

K-1
Py= Y PU kg, koo, knon). (3-28)

ay,02,0n=0

Such state vectors can immediately be attributed to a thiear@robability density forn taxa provided
that the coefficients are positive and that their sum is ufity technical reasons we introduce an auxiliary
‘reservoir’ state (dual, or ‘bra’ vector)

K-1
M= Y (ko ke, kea|

0,02, 0n =0

so that this condition can be written

K—-1
MQPy =1 «— Y pmeren= (3-29)

a1,02, -an=0



In full generality, the auxiliary vector (allowing for migticities and summing over different momenta)
becomes

-1 ko

Qf = (0le=kerrg Lazo @ o 3-30
(Q :==(0 (3-30)

X(Q] =(0]e> kg Dm0 Xuad™ (3-31)
where the latter form is convenient for notational purpdgeth the understanding thaf,, — 1).

We shall be concerned with general functiohgsuch as the probabilitie®, and below with opera-
tors built from the creation and annihilation mode opergtarhich are obtained as formal sums of terms
depending on the ‘momentum’ labels, sgy... . With the convention we have adopted (of scaling Kis
by ) to any such function we can associate functions over a ga@kesx, y - - - € ZL by a formal Fourier
transform. This is of course the discrete Fourier-Hadanrartsformation (the phase factors are simply
+1), and the functionsf on ‘configuration’ (position) space are periodic with pels@a for a € ZZ . In
particular for the constant function in one variablg 4 1,

6(X) — (2%) Z ei(k»x)7 1= Z 6 —z kxs)

kenZk x€ZY

(whereod(x) = d(x,0)). More generally,

f(x) = (%) Y A o= flx)e ) (3-32)

kenZl x€Ly

In two variables, we have in turn

f(X y ( ) Z Z .fkle (k-x+1- y) fkl — Z f(X, y)e—i(k.x-ﬁ-l.y)’ (3_33)

kenZl lenZy x€ELY

and generally
flx+2a,y+2b,...)=f(x,y,...).

As an example of the creation and annihilator formalismytegive an operator ofF  equivalent to
the branching operata¥: V' — V ® V' introduced above (which has to be extended case by caseto all
for branchings on particular factors gf"V' for a particular tree). Recall that the general form

8(eq) =Tues @ e, (3-34)

was subsequently specialised fp,”” = d*gd“, on the basis of conditional independence. Next as-
sume that the copies df involved are distinguished by different labdtsl, m so that there is no differ-
ence between the above use®fand the correct/ as far as the symmetric algebra is concerned (below
we shall see that the momentum labels are such khat 1+ m). Consider then the operatak =

> ap, Do "a%at gat, , andits action on a statl 5 |p) = p°|0) + p'[1) ... +pX MK —1) = 3, p[¢)

Alp) =Y Toalgal, aapram(» (3-35)

a, B,y

:ZFM Tsal, Zp a®,a’¢[|0)
a,B,y

= 3" rat gat,p0)
a, B,y

= > [P°Ta"18,7).
a, B,y

Thus, indeed, the requisite branching from the initial atreg density|p) = > p“|a) to the density
for 2 taxa after branching, with characters shared equal) (= ), p®|o, a) for the special choice
@=18) of I'), has been effected, and the operatorprovides a generalisation of the splitting operator



§ of @=10), [Z=IF) suitable for representing embeddingsheflatter on individual factors of the tensor
product, as in[[2=18). 148 below, we return to this operator in the context of a dynaiibange model
for branching. As will be seen, it needs to be embellisheddgeemomentum’ labels in order to generate
appropriate phylogenetic trees, and also to be assignedeadiependence corresponding to the fact that
branching events will occur at specific times in an evoluigrsense. These apparent complications need
to be contrasted with the fact that if the splitting operadors used in its original form, for a specific
tree, its action on tensor products must be extended on abyasase basis, as il {2118). §f4,[H below,

we turn to a review of the path integral method for solvingtihee evolution of systems described in the
operator language, and then apply the technique to a sy$teixeovhich is ‘free’, that is, evolving without
any phylogenetic association, after having developed pipecgriate form for the rate operator of such a
system.

4 Review of path integral formalism

In this section we review briefly the path integral formalimthe representation of the time development
of stochastic processes whose ‘microscopic’ states reptg@sobabilities of certain ‘particle’ numbers at
each time. The aim of the next section will be to apply the némphe to the multi-linear representation
of taxonomic states developed # and transcribed into the ‘occupation number’ represiamtan §3
above. The task at hand is to transcribe the abstract odonpatmber representation (as developed for
our purposes in the previous section) into a formalism ofgral operators acting on generating func-
tions representing the appropriate probability densitielsis section closely follows the presentation of
Peliti[Z8].

For a single system we therefore have microscopic statdsedbtm (seel[3=23))n) = af"|0), with
the creation and annihilation operatars and a being hermitean conjugates of each other with

a'ln) =jn+1),  aln) =|n—1),

(n|m) =ndmn. (4-36)
Next we make the transcription from states
0) = _¢"n),  (Ble) =D nlonth,
n=0 n=0

to a space of functions
|6) < 6(2) = D dnz",
n=0

where the variable 'z’ is a formal variable if (as in the usstattistical context}y(z) is meant as a formal
generating function. However for the present developméstionvenient to allows to be complex and to
regard thep(z) as analytic functions belonging to a Hilbert space. In tevfitefining path integrals can
be taken to be real, or analytically continued subject téadeiprescribed asymptotic behaviour (possibly
together with constraints forcing its passage throughiipd@oints of the complex plane).

Using the elementary identity
d
7)"0(2) (4-37)

z

W 0mn = / dzz"(
(which can be established by integration by parts) the spataluct [2=3b) becomes

0l) = [ dsop(-508e),  or
6l) = [ S oo (4-39)

Associated with the matrix element$,,,,, = (m|A|n) of any operator in the number basis is the integral
kernel A(z, ()

Az, =Y ﬁAmn% (4-39)



such that
=Alg) = Z 'm ”' 1)

can be expressed via(z) = > ¢, 2™, with

v() = [ T Al (ic e (4-40)

easily established using the identify(4-37) above. Siyikhe integral kernels of the produetB of two
operatorsA, B is:

dndn’ -
AB(z.0) = [ L Az n) Bl e (a-1)

The integral kerneld(z, ¢) has a natural combinatorial connection to the normal kert{el {) where A
is expressed in terms of creation and annihilation opesator

A= Z '™ A,na”,  define

m,n=0

A(z,¢) = Z 2™ A ™.

Then there is the simple relationship
A(z,¢) =" A(2,¢).

Consider the effect of stochastic time evolution on theesystin the linear case the state probabilities
are assumed to change according to the master equation

d
E(bn = Z (Tmﬂnﬁbm - Tnﬂmﬁbn) (4'42)
m#n
wherer,,_,,, are the transition rates. Itis convenientto defidg, = r,,—, aNd Ry, = — > Thosm =

l n nmy¥Ym

with the understanding that the rate matrix satisfi€g R,.,, = 0, for all m, or introducing the reservoir
state (2| from above, and regarding(t) as an operator on state space which can be time depé&ndent

L16() =Rlo(0), with (0]R(1) = 0. (4-44)

With the above notation we can now develop a path integrabssmtation for the evolution kernel of
the system. Approximate the form of evolution operator fenzall change as\/(; ;) ~ efiMot and
for the evolution operator as a whole as a product of infiitaschanges

M0y =M1 1-5t) - M(1—5¢,7—25¢) - M(25t,5t) - M(5t,0)-

Approximating each of the exponentials by a linear expoggsand using the above relation between
normal and integral kernels leads to

Miyst,1)(2,C) 2> (1 + StR(t)(2, ).

5This entailsd¢y, /dt = (n|R|¢)/n!, consistent with the resolution of the identity (SEE3-&8)ve).




Using this and iteratind{Z-31)to give a multiple integegpresentation of this product, assumifig= Nét,

we have
dndn), e~ imm dnadny e~ in21m;)

M7,0)(2,¢) Z/M(T,Tfét) (z,m) Mr_st,m7—26t) (N1, 12) ————— - - -

2T 2
dnn _1dny _ e~ iIN -1y 1
- M(as1,50) (M —2,IN—1) - 217T Mst,0)(ny—1,€)
N-1 dnedn), N-1
v . . z
= / II #-exp(Z [—mzH(mH—ne>+5tR<t><mzH,m>]> LN (4-45)
£=0 £=0

which leads formally in the limitNV" — oo to the path integral representatianf( [18] equations (2.23),
(2.24))

T
Mr(2,¢) =/d[n]d[77’] exp (/0 dt (—in’(t) 7 (t) +iRt(in’,n)) +z77(T)>- (4-46)

Here the2r factors have been incorporated into the path integral nmeaand the integrations over paths
n(t), n'(t) from 0 to T are made with the boundary conditions on each endpoint d¢iyen

n(0) =¢, i (T) =z (4-47)

The additional boundary terrxp (2n(7")) also arises from the continuunM — oo) limit of the iterated
product representation.

It is important to point out that the path integral repreaéon [18,[5,6] also allows closed form
expressions to be written down for the means (and in priadiiher moments) of any desired observable
guantities. This has not only formal significance but alsgeahding on the operator, opens an avenue for
explicit analytical calculations.

5 Evolution kernél for free phylogenetic system

With our review of path integrals for stochastic systemsandy we now return to the discussion of phy-
logenetic systems in the notation @l. We concentrate here on the ‘free’ system, that is, phyletie
evolution without phylogenetic branching. As we now arghe,normal kernel of the rate operator can be
taken to be quadratic, so that the entire path integral ass@aussian form and admits a formal steepest
descent evaluation. In the next section we also introdutegantions along the lines di{3335) and indi-
cate in simple examples which indeed reproduce the expewtddtion (at least if the rate matrix is time
independent) that this leads to the correct probabifities

Transition rates have been discusse@@rin the tensor formalism, and @ in introducing the path
integral representation. However in the contexjf@fthe appropriate time evolution must be the assignment
of a rate operator to each possible edge ‘momentum’ ldbel,7Z% . In contrast to[[4=42) then, in which it
is assumed that the rates,_,,, and the|m), |n) refer todiffering occupation numbers, we thus construct
initially a number-conserving rate operator, at least inasmuch as the ‘particle numberaipr does not
distinguish between the character types- 0, 1, ..., K — 1 which take on the status of ‘internal’ degrees
of freedom. Indeed the number operator for edges

Nie =) af,a**, suchthat
[e3%

[Nk7 QLQ] = air(ou [Nka aka] = _akav
[Ny, al a¥’] =0 Va,p (5-48)

This means of course that the rate operator must be bilingawth creation and annihilation operators of
type k, leading to the second-quantised expression

R= Y Ri= > > al Rpa*. (5-49)

kenZ¥ kenzl a,p

6The formalism also applies to the inhomogeneous case (ependent rates), provided that the ‘propagator’ is knosee (
below).



As mentioned ing3d above, we will be concerned witingle occupation numbers for each momentum
mode (for generalisations see the concluding remark&imelow). Thus for a general tensor stdfe (B-28)

(cf. ),
| P) = R|P)
K-1
= Y P RIkim,keve, ko).
V1,72, ¥n=0
Using the fundamental relation

[Roal]=[ Y > al,R"ga* al ]

kenzy a.B

= Z ZaLaRkO‘B[ak’B,GL]

kETrZzL a,B

= al.R, (5-50)

where [3=2K) has been used, together With (13-26), we findyiaalrequired

K-1

. e Y172 " Vn
|P)= > P k171, ko2, -+ knyn),  Where
V1,725 Yn=0
o Y1Y2"Tn
= Z (Rklvavm---'yn + Ry, PV Rkn%vpvrm---'y) ’
¥

(5-51)

whence P72 (T) = ZMT%&MTWZJQ .. ,MTvnénpélé»»»én’ where (5-52)

04

M5, = (eTRki )% 5

It remains to transcribe these results into the path integtation [4=46) and verify that the same time
evolution is predicted in the ‘free’ (Gaussian) case attlémstime-independent rates. Clearly, for each
degree of freedonk, a there is a pair of classical path§(t),,, . n(t)kﬁ or collectively simplyn/(t), n(t).
From the fact that the rate operator is expresse@hyl(5-4®)imal form we take

Ry(in',n) = > i/ (D) Rit gn(t)’.
k,a,8

In these circumstances the time evolution kernel is pdditusimple. Explicitly

T
Mr(.0) = [[lanllalexp | [ iS00 o 0+ 3 o @B sn(0) + 3 (D ).
0 Ko k,o,8 Ko
(5-53)

subject to the appropriate boundary conditions. The imtégn over all paths)’(¢) , imposes a functionad-
constraint ony(t) , namely

ko
n(t) =Y Rigm®),
k,3

whence  p**(T) =) M gn(0)*° (5-54)
k.8

(if the transition rates are time-independent), whéfe, is given by [55ll) above. Thus thgt) path
integral contribution (up to a normalisation consfamomes from the boundary term which gives using

For this case the discrete version can be worked out explasta (multidimensional) standard Gaussian integral, taadimit
N — oo considered. In the present heuristic discussion we simgsyrae that the steepest descent method yields the comsatit re



@-41)

M, €) =CeXtn e Mri 507

(5-55)
for some integration constaat

For a phylogenetic tensor state (as discussed above, witthagupation number in momentum modes
ki, ko, ..., k,) we set

K—1
ro AN IR XL T / /
Pi(z1,29,...,2,) = E P " ey o P+ Py, (5-56)

0,02, an=0

Denoting the state collectively a& (z’) we then have fron{{4-30)

Pr(z) = / [T 1d¢ calldC ] M (2, ()™ B ™ By (i), (5-57)
k,«

Substituting[[5=56) it is evident that thg integrations impose a functional-constraint 6(i¢’ — 2’ - M),
or

PT(Z/) :Po(zl . MT), or
K-1
o ’ Qo f / /
Pr(zy,29,...,21) = E pyrez 2" M1k, 0,2 MTkor,a, -2 MTkoy 0,5 OF
ag,an, =0
K-1
o / Qo f / / :
Pr(z21,29,...,21) = E P o Penars -+ Dy, »  Where finally
a0, an=0
PT'YI'Y2""Yn — § MT% 5 MT’YZJQ .. ,MT’YnénPglévv»t?n (5-58)
d;

as derived explicitly above.
It is instructive to re-write the classical ‘free’ evolutidkernel in Fourier transform space. Recalling
the duality between ‘momentum’ labeks 1 € 7Z," and ‘position’ coordinates, y € Z,", define

. 1 _
ko o —ik-x ik-
() => " n(x,t)e ", W (e = 52 > iy, t)e™?,

X Yy

R(t)g s = Z R(z, 1) 4™, so that [5-5B) becomes
z . .
Mr(Z',C) :/ [dn][dn'] exp </0 dt(=i Y (%, 1,0+ Y 1, (%, ) R(x =y, 1) 51% (x, 1))+
+Z 20 (x)n*(x, T)) (5-59)

6 Interaction termsand simple examples

In this section we turn to the complete phylogenetic systerorporating ‘interaction’ terms. In the pre-
vious section we constructed the ‘free’ part of the evoluti@rnel My = [ [dn][dn'] exp So[n, '] for
the phylogenetic ‘fields’/, (x,t), n*(x,t). Incorporating interactions, the kernel will acquire dtidtial
trilinear terms.S; in the exponent representing phylogenetic branching syémtsuch a way that the
manifest translation symmetry in ‘position’ space is presd.

In g3 above, it was pointed out that the ‘branching operaiowhich was formally introduced i {Z=1L7)
of 2 can be represented by a trilineak— 1 type operator in Fock space (compdre(3-35) above). In the
case where there are up fo extant taxonomic units labelled by binady-vectors (edge ‘momenta’) to
allow for the development of a particular ancestral binagg tthis vertex interaction must be given definite

8Setting the arbitrary integration constant to 1.



momentum labels. The labelling is of course always suchahatdgek € Z,~ bifurcates to edges m
with k = 1+m . Moreover, if the branching is pictured as a dynamical psecthe interaction must be time
dependent. The simplest possibility is that the systemIfdaxa will evolve as a result of a fixed number
M of branchings at times$;, I = 1,..., M between timesy = 0 (from which time some assumed
ancestor(s) evolved) antd; ., = T (the final time of measurement). A means of forcing thesetsvien
via 0(t — t7) interactions attimes; < --- <t; <--- <ty (With 0=ty <t; andty <typ41 =T).

With the above motivations we propose the following ‘intti@n’ term S; for the full evolution kernel
My = [[dn][dn']exp S[n,n'] of the phylogenetic system, wher® = S, + S; with Sy given by
GHIGEDD) and

T
Sy = _/O dt% YD 8t —tr)d(k = 1—m)f (£),,7 (8) s T (D)

I k1lm

T
- ‘/0 dt% Z Z 6(t - tl)n/(xa t)an/ (X, t)[jraﬁvn(xa t)’y' (6'60)
I x

As expected, the binary edge labelling is reflected in theifestriranslation symmetry of this expression.
With the complete modeb, + 51, the path integral formalism can now be used to construc ¢ertur-
bation expansion, see below) the evolution kernel for thesfistem, and hence transition probabilities for
evolution, from any initial state to any final state. In thee&f phylogenetic inference, one is of course
interested in evolution from an initial root edge (at time= 0) to (at time¢ = T') an observed joint
probability density for character types éf taxonomic units.

The model[[5=53) [[5-39)[{6-60) generic in the sense that aarbitrary (but fixed) number of branch-
ing eventsM , andany compatible branching processes for binary edges, is edcdfiprobabilities For
connected binary trees, with a single root ahdeaves one should of course admitonly = L — 1
o0 -function forcing terms, and adopt standard momentum liaigeffor example forL < 1 the root edge
may be chosen as the binafy-vector (1,1,...,1), and the edges the binary-vectors(0,0,...,1),
(0,...,1,0), (0,...,1,0,0), --- (denoted below by decimal equivalents 2, 4, ---). For formal
analysis with a specific tree, it may in fact be combinatbyriadore powerful to consideall such admissi-
ble L. + 1 momentum routing schemes.

For completeness, we derive in the appendix, a formal perturbative expansion|18], and give ex-
plicit Feynman rules for the present model (see thble 1). éModution kernel forS, + Sy is re-written
by expandingexp(S1) in a power series, so that the essential ingredients ardfispgath integrals of
monomials in the phylogenetic path variables, weightedigy'free’ part. In turn, these moments can be
reduced to functional derivatives of an extended ‘freehleérwith respect to ancillary ‘external’ path vari-
ables coupled by additional linear terms to the path vaegbhich are being integrated over. The extended
kernel is again quadratic and can be evaluated as a Gausdiammis of the formal inverse bilinear form
or propagator with appropriate boundary conditions (sgeagix§A). Moreover, thed -function forcing
terms require the derivatives with respect to the exterati pariables to be evaluated at the interaction
times ¢t;. The probabilities (pattern frequencies correspondingltbinary L leaf trees with evolution
on edges determined by the specific edge rdtgé&) ) so constructed arielentical to the usual likelihood
calculation via extended leaf colourations for examplethimearlier second-quantized version, (seée [2]),
the model was constructed using the canonical (creatioraanthilation operator) formalism, and the in-
teraction term treated in time dependent perturbationrth&te emphasize that, although well-known, the
result in our formalism followsutomatically from the time evolution kernel for the model (effectively, a
appropriate Markov rate operator lifted to the whole Fockes), so that in this sense we have produced a
truly dynamical model for phylogenetic branching processe

We illustrate our results by reiterating some concrete @tasnfrom [2] together with some further
remarks. Consider the cade = 3, M = 2. Nonzero rate constants are chosen for the root and leaf
momenta? = (111), T = (001), 2 = (010) and4 = (100) respectively, together withsingle additional
momentum6 = (110) associated with the tre@ = (1(24)) of figure[2. Clearly the contribution to the
3 < 1 scattering probability (or likelihood) associated witlistiree is, as required, the term arising (in
the operator formalisni[2]) from inserting intermediatates in the above with the correct intermediate
edge momenta, or (in the perturbation expansion of the pdgigiial method) from the correct linking of
propagators and vertices at this order (see Feynman rubgspiendix §A, and tabldll).Either approach



gives finally
Prota®i =(a;1, a52, azd |Pr(T)) = (a51 as2 azd |Mr(T,0)| p=(0))
- Z MﬁaiﬁiMIaIﬁiFQﬁiﬁI’Yg ) Mé.Véﬁngo‘fﬁTFlﬁfﬁéﬂ? ) M?lfia?paf. (6-61)

Here | p=(0)) = 3 p°7(0)|az7) is the state representing the initial root edge probaliégsity, and the
M are the Markov transition matrices for the appropriate edgamelyM = e“xf with Ay the time
interval for evolution on edgé, Ax = t;- — t; where the branching times at the source and target of
edgek aret; andty.

As indicated by theT subscript in[6=8l1), the total expression fB(T") includes terms additional to
the contribution from the selected tree. In fact withoutiiddal subtraction terms (sekl [5,[6.118, 2],) the
model as formulated is not probability conserving. Howeirephylogenetic inference (for example max-
imum likelihood analyses) it is appropriate to generatamgountions fromall candidate trees for unknown
rates. In the present case the additional terms arise obedtwm other admissible trees. In fact, even
if only the rate constants for edges specific to a selectedare nonzero, there are still contributions (in
the operator approach) from intermediate states with mopggating momenta, and these also arise in the
combinatorics of the path integral perturbation expar(sieabelow). Thus in addition tb{6161) there are
the trees with effectivirivalent nodes,

Pr. :Z Mfo‘fﬁf Mi%ﬁi ialﬁiFﬁfﬁéﬁiﬁ M7 pP? (6-62)

3 =
Pr,=> M1 o M5 5, M3 ﬁirﬁfﬁfﬁ% - Mz 57p57 (6-63)

shown in figurdBB. Thé&rivalency comes by deleting edges for rates with = 0 and re-joining the target
and source nodes such that there is an effective 3 pointwesteesponding to a branching operator or
interaction vertex structure coefficient with componentsiipare[3=34)Y'.*"° = 6.°5,76.° . (Such an
effective interaction term might also be viewed as the tesfudirectly integrating out the)X, ;. variables
corresponding taR, = 0). For the tree in question, the non-propagating momentaiare (011) and
5= (101) corresponding to the treek; and 7z respectively. The terms differ from one another because
the edge evolution time¥ —t; andT — t, are distributed differently over the Markov matricés; , M5

and M as indicated by thé in (€=63), [6=6B) and the differing edge lengths in figlire 3.c@urse, it is
always possible to regard these terms as vestigial cotisitaifrom standardinary trees with very short
edges. In fact, since the usual counting relation betwegrsdnd leaves for binary trees obviously does
not hold for the trivalent trees, the formal introductioneocaling parameter would serve to distinguish
these and similar noncanonical tree diagrams.

7 Conclusions and discussion

In this paper and the previous woik [2] we have proposed atration of phylogenetic branching pro-
cesses into the language of a stochastic dynamical systelviray according to an appropriate Markov
rate operator on a suitably extended ‘state’ space. Thegyalith statistical and particle physics is that
the ‘particles’ in the phylogenetic context are the indiaditaxonomic units, and it is these which evolve
in type and number (as in Markov models of reaction diffusiofirth-death processes, or in relativistic
particle scattering) in the course of evolution. [lih [2] awentional operator approach was taken, whereas
in the present work the path integral formulation introdsitephylogenetics the familiar physical notions
of ‘paths’ and ‘fields’ (over a discrete lattice). Our treatmh including ‘interactions’ representing branch-
ing events, including explicit Feynman rules, (tallle 1 ipepdix,§A) establishes the equivalence of the
path integral formulation to the operator versioh [2] viargtard perturbation theory as the appropriate tool
for completing the transcription.

The path integral language allows a range of techniques kimotthe context of the analysis of physical
systems|[[118,15.16] to be deployed for phylogenetics. One idiate point is the relationship between the
formulation of transition probabilities in ‘momentum’ sgaversus the dual ‘position’ space - standard
in condensed matter systems, and also known in phylogerniatitie literature on transform techniques
for phylogenetic inference involving the discrete Fouttrdamard transformation, in principle to derive
an edge rate spectrum for a phylogenetic tree directly frarolzserved data set of pattern probabilities
[26,[19,12]. In the present framework, momentum consesxas a reflection of translation invariance on
the underlying discrete lattice.
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Figure 2: Binary labelling scheme for a tree on 3 leaVes: (T(ﬁ)) with branching events at intermediate
timest;, t2 . Nonzero rate constants for the model are chosen for thearabteaf moment&d = (111),
1 = (001), 2 = (010) and 4 = (100) respectively, together with single additional momentun® =

(110).
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Figure 3: Additional effectivanon-binary trees 753 and 7z contributing to the probability in the phylo-

genetic branching model for the three leaf case. Non-prafragymomenta3 = (011) and 5 = (101)
produced by the branching interaction termtatcause effective trivalent vertices with different evabuti

timesT —t,;, T — t2 onlong and short leaf edges.



General considerations for the path integral formulatimeiude the further application of symmetry
principles in various ways. For examplentinuous Lie symmetry group actions on the path variables
(phylogenetic fields), for example — 7-U , n — U -n can be analysed for their effect on the dependence
of the time evolution kernel on the various rate and time patars of the model. This has been pursued in
[23] (in the explicit tensor description) for the well knowtimura 3ST model for 4 charactels 15] where
it was noted that the rate and branching operators inteetitfie action of al/(1) x U(1) x U(1) ( or
C* x C* x €C*) group so that the resultant group reduction from represiemts of SU (4) (or SL(4))
is intimately related to the properties of this model (it isliknown that the Kimura 3ST model and the
related 2P model do belong to the classlistrete colour group model$112.21]). More generally, the Lie
symmetry approach allows rate models to be consideredmeipte in terms of a hierarchy of symmetry-
breaking terms. For example, in molecular phylogenetitseaprotein mutation level, suitable symmetry
groups would be those advocated recently in relation todissiple group-theoretical origins of the genetic
code itself (see for example 24, 1]).

A deeper aspect of the branching model in the path integraidtation is the role of time reparametri-
sations,t — 7(¢), in connection with notions of the ‘molecular clock’. Givérat

dt o(r—7r) dt
dt =dr—,  S(t—t))dt=——10.
e (t=t1) dtjdr] dr"

then clearly the evolution kernel has the following covac@ property,

Mrp(tr, R (t)) = Mp(r1, R (1)), where Ry (7) = Ry(t) - % and 77 =7(t5) (7-64)

(it is assumed thatlt/dr > 0, in particular 7(¢) is not orientation reversing). This is precisely the
reason that, in standard probability approaches (see &mnpbe [12]), ‘dynamical’ considerations involv-
ing explicit time dependence can be absent — standard atitmus require only the combinatorics of the
tree (which is encoded in the present models via the bragdhites ¢; and the choice of momenta for
which rates are nonzero). However, as has been mentioreatig/rthere is good reason to formulate the
branching process temporally as presented here. In ordeyefeeralisations of theé -function forcing
interaction terms to preserve the time reparametrisatearancel{7=84), the introduction of an auxiliary
phylogenetic ‘gauge’ field would be mandatory (as in someerdime formulations of relativistic field
equations).

As an illustration of this dynamical perspective, suppose that for some edge momentuki the
edge rate can be written as proportional to some standax datrix,

Ri- (t) =\*(t) - R*. (7-65)

Then it is possible to define a phylogenetic ‘proper timé&’ (implicitly) as a functiont, by solving the
first order equation

it 1
dr A ()

together with some suitable initial condition, for exampte, = 7*(¢;) = t; wheret; is the branching
time at the source node of edde& . Then, with respect to this proper time, the edge &fe (7*) is by
definition constant, and equal toR* . By extension, if there exists a distinguishteek path P* from the
root to some leaf node, along whieh edge rate matrices possess the above multiplier profe@#),7

a global phylogenetic proper time* exists for that tree path, with the rate matrices piecewisestant
(constant along each edge). Finally, such a tree path pagktg proper time may always be adjusted to
coincide with geological or archaeological time determinationsatain points by piecewise linear affine
transformation(s) of the form* — a7* + b (which may be edge dependent along the distinguished path)
without compromising the above arguments. An extreme el@wipthis situation is of course the case
of a stationary Markov process, whereach rate matrix is (proportional to) a given fixed matrik, and
the (weighted) sum of elapsed times along each tree pathtfremoot to a leaf node, is constant — in this
case a molecular clock exists in the strongest sense. A$ lewaver, it is still impossible to disentan-
gle evolution occurring on some edges with standard sthefogttime At , from evolution occurring over
time A\At with scaled rateg\~!)R. In general, conclusions drawn from studies of ‘time degenicrate
matrices should always be treated with caution becausepafaenetrisation covariance. Related consid-
erations for general Kolmogorov equations, related to siationary finite Markov processes, but without



explicit recognition of the role of the group of time repastnisations (diffeomorphisms), have been given
in [20]; for a discussion of general time-dependent Markacpsses sek [28]. The ‘intrinsic time’ 6f[20]
is nothing but the above phylogenetic ‘proper time’ This, in turn — interpreted as a gauge fixing choice
— is essentially the Teichmuller parameter for the conigjan space of an implicit ‘einbein’ path variable
which carries gauge transformations associated with themof time reparametrisations on the interval
[0,T] (see for example[11]).

Within the present reformulation it is also possible to eismgeneralisations which may not be appar-
entin other contexts. An example would be analytical oratisystematic possibilities for the examination
of the behaviour random trees in the limit of very large nurstod leaves, or of random branching events,
for the purpose of comparative evolution studies. A furtbetension would be to include population
processes such as mutation-selection effects into the lmode

A final potentially important analytical tool is the fact th@s mentioned above) the closed form ex-
pression for the scattering probabilities representechbyetolution kernel generates contributions from
all candidate trees for a given number of leaves. It is clear foanpresentation that the characteristics of
a specific tree can be encoded via the choice of nonzero rastarts for particular edge momenta, and
that there may be several equivalent such assignments airthe@” admissible binaryL -vectors. The
exploitation of the interrelations of these assignmentghingive insights into the derivation of ‘invariants’
(in this case for the combinatorics of trees, rather thamlfiferential topology, as in the case of topologi-
cal quantum field theory) which could provide useful conatsin phylogenetic inference and maximum
likelihood ‘optimal’ tree searches. Indeed, in maximunelikood approaches themselves, it may be useful
to have a formal representation of all contributing termisheut the need for explicit tree enumerations.
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A Feynman rulesfor phylogenetic branching models

In this appendix we develop systematic expansion methotieiform of Feynman rules, for the calcula-
tion of the time evolution of state probabilities in the mbgigen by [5-58) and{5:-39). This establishes that
the model is formally equivalent to the standard presaipfor calculating likelihood functions for phy-
logenetic trees, and provides the justification for the nyuralitative discussion of the free and interacting
cases given ifg8 and® above.

Firstly note that the path integral representation of thee(ftime evolution kerneM$.(z, (), @Z8),
(B=53) and [[5=59) can be written in various equivalent symnised forms emphasising the role of the
boundary conditions, namely (using the generic fdim (4td@uppress affixed)

T . T L]
|t (=i @) 7 0+ Retint o)+ 2nT) = [ de (47 ©nte) + Rt n)) + i 0
0 0

T
= [ an (=500 i = 7 Ome) + Relinom)) + pn(r) + g 0
(1)

Now consider the complete time evolution kernel extendesdrge ancillary path variables’(¢), £(¢),
N = [ diVdla)exp i - K -n i€+ i) - O explean(@) esp Sifin ), (A2)

such thatAZ, Eliif My . The notation *’ in the exponential represents a definite integral of theiotdeg
path variables with respect to time frotn= 0 to ¢t = T, respecting of course the boundary conditions
derived earlier[[2=47y. The notation ‘ir/ - K -’ refers to the quadratic part of the integrand, in this case
in the first of the formd{A31). Finally an additional (for theoment generic) ‘interaction’ term is included,
with S; being the integral of the normal kernel.

The aim is to consider the convolution af with the initial state probability generating function, in
such a way that the the expansion of the exponential of tleedation in a power series, together with the
final state matrix element, and the folding with respect &itlitial state probability tensor, are all reduced
to formal derivatives with respect to the ancillary varilacting on the expression for the ‘free’ kernel,

M (2,¢) = / dinf Vi exp (inf - K -+ i€ -+ inf - €) exp(+an(T)). (A-3)

To this end consider the complete generating function ferfital probability state vector (compare

@),
Pr(z) = / ded¢! M (=, e S Py (') . (A-4)
£E=£'=0

The additionalS; [, in’] interaction term in the exponential can be regarded, afteveer series expan-
sion, as a series of moments evaluated on the free kernélato t

o 0
Wg"a_g] '/dédé'ﬂ%(z,C)e_“/CPo(C') : (A-5)

E=¢'=0

Sif
Pr(z)=c¢e

Also if we are interested in a final state consisting.ofaxonomic units, the relevant probability component
is by definition the generating function derivative withpest to the appropriate variables; for example

0 9 pr(z) (A-6)

Palkl---aLkL . L.
T =
Bzmk] aZaLkL 2=0

9Using either of the second two forms in the discussion fatmE=53) leads to equivalent solutions, for example
Mee (T) =155 (0)(Mir )P, andthen in’ (0)¢ = iMep (0)(Myer)? ¢

as before.
10Bearing in mind that the additional boundary contributians for specific times, and are thus produntt,integrals.



From the dependence of the kernel er(the first form in [A=1)), however, the derivatives merelyrigy
down factors ofy(7T") with appropriate labels, which in turn are equivalent to¢beresponding differen-
tiations with respect ta¢’ :

P;1k1--~aLkL

ii}. o _.._0
dic” agl  aig dig’

a1k

: / d¢dC' M (z, (e~ S Py (i)

= exp S [
crky Z=E=€'=0

(A-7)

Finally, from thesecond form of the kernel in[(A=IL), the path integral over will enforce a § -function
constraintidentifyingi¢’ with in’(0), or partial differentiation with respect to the appropgiadbmponents
of &:

o 0 ) ) 0\ —.
5 %) T T T ) <a£(0>) M=)

P}“kl"'(“k" = exp Sl[
OchL

z2=£=¢£'=0
(A-8)

Turning to the evaluation ofM3.(z, ¢) itself, note that the quadratic part of the integranddnljAsan
be written

T T
// dtdt'in'(t') - K(t,t")n(t) = // dtdt'in' (t)(—0wd(t — t') + RS(t — t'))n(t'). (A-9)
0 0
The formal completion of the square
i - K-n+if -n+in =il + €K K-(n+ K '€) —i¢’ - K1 -¢ (A-10)

suggests integrating out the resulting Gaussian aftertthage of variablesy’ — i(n' + ¢'K~1), n —
(n + K—1&), (which has unit Jacobian), leaving the expression

M (2,¢) = exp(—ig’ - K1 -¢€) (A-11)

up to normalisation factors ( includinget K —') and boundary contributions. However, the explicit de-
pendence onr and ¢ (which is to be integrated over iR{A-4L(A-5)) has beeneinvented by the device
of formally introducing appropriate differentiations Wwitespect to the’, ¢ variables, so thaf{A=11) nor-
malised with reference to the noninteracting case, is sefffigrovided thatk —! is calculable. For the
case of R constant this is easily checked to be

K=Yt t) = —0(t —t)et=R (A-12)

subjecttoK ~1(¢,t) =0if t <.

Consider then the noninteracting caBe_{A-B), [A-12) with = 0. Clearly the necessity to set the
ancillary variables equal to zeuwter differentiation means that the only viable initial prodépistate
vector is one also with. extant taxaand with identical momentum labels. Explicitly we have

Palkl"'aLkL — 9 . 9 . Pﬁlkl"',@LkL 9 . 9 .
T i, 1, (T) Qi€ 4, (T) ~° 9ghka(0)  9gPrke(0)
T
exp// dtdt'o(t —t') Z ig;m(t)M(”t_t,)mégam(t’) (A-13)
0 7v,0,m —emgr—
2=£=€'=0

Differentiations with respect ta¢’, ¢ with the corresponding momentum labels must be pairedijrigad
finally to

e k o k
Ppikrerk = N My, g, My g, -+ Mipae, " g Py PR (A-14)
di

as was derived informally il {(5=52[ {5358).



Turning to the interacting case, we are interested in thé $iaée probability for, taxonomic units,
assigned momentk; , ko, --- ky say, arising from an initial state with one taxon (the rooithwno-
mentumkg , thus the probability component foria < 1 scattering process in the model. Once again, the
necessity to set the ancillary variables equal to zée differentiation selects nonvanishing contributions
corresponding to precisely degrée- 1 in the power series expansion of the exponential of theactan

term S1 (5%, £ (see[AB) and(6=80)):

(L-1)
! o 0 P
Palkl'”(!LkL _ / . FQB
) (1) T klm )aila(t) OEmA(t)" 7 O, (1)

9 . 9 pboke__ 90

0igl, \ (T) digl, \ (T) "0 9hoko(0)
T

exp — /A dtdt’@(t — t’) Z ngym( )]\/[('1 t’)m5§6m(t/) (A-15)

v,6,m z=£=¢'=0

It is convenient at this stage also to choose canonical mtar(bfmaryL-vectors, with a scaling ofr
understood)ko = (1,1,...,1) for the root, andk; = (0,0,...,1), ko = (0,...,1,0), -+ kg =
(0,...,0,1) for the edges (or decimal equivalents 2, 1, ) For formal analysis with a specific
tree, |t may in fact be more powerful to consiarsuch adm|SS|bIeL + 1 momentum routing schemes,
however for combinatorial purposes any fixed assigmentff®nt.

For L = 2 there is only one interaction, whose time is forced totbe ¢; . Performing the differenti-
ation of the exponential of the free kernel with respecgfeke (0) gives

0 0 0 0 0
Pa1k1a2k2 _ 5 res . .
T k;n gla( 1) 0EmB(t) T dig, (h) gl . (T) i€, (T)

T
PPk exp + //0 dtdt' 0t —t') Y i€l () (Mt prym)” €™ ()

v,0,m

T
+/ dt Z{S\kg (t)Mtkokﬂo
0

£E=0=¢/

and carrying out the two remaining differentiations leads to

0 0 0
Pa1k1a2k2 _ 5 k—1— Fa’B .
! k;n ’yalé.allq( )8Z£a2k2( )8Z£L7(t1)
T T T
+ / dti&hy () M o | |+ / At i&) o () M | |+ / dt i€l (1) M”50 | Py
t1 ty 0
T
exp + / / dtdt'o(t —t') Z i€ e ()M (4 —pym” o E7™ (1)
0 v,6,m £=0=¢’

For a nonzero result the remainigg(¢;) and two&’(T) differentiations can only be applied to the terms
standing in front of the exponential. Moreover, the impli¢i terms require the’(¢;) differentiation to
be applied only to thek, integral, thus fixingk = kq. Finally sinceky = k; + ko = 1+ m there
are two equivalent ways to apply the remaining differeidiz (cancelling the symmetry fact(%r in the
interaction term) giving finally

poraozks 0B (Vo 9 (Mir ) (Mo ) o PE%° (A-16)

In the general case systematic diagrammatical rules (Fegnies) can easily be ascribed and tabulated
for the evaluation o fA=1I5). On the basis of the abdve-= 2 (first order) case and similar considerations
for L = 3 (second order), all possible probability component cbations for L taxa are constructed
from the matrix element fol, < 1 scattering as follows:



Element Term

tr -8k
internal edge k} (Maya)™ g,
trr —Joak
0 - Bko
root ko (Magky) o ﬂkopoﬁl‘0
tl - ako
ty - /Bki
leaf ki (Max, )
iKi B,
T -00k;
k, ok
vertex y&n I'“<gg ok —1—m)
ﬂl Bm

Table 1: Feynman rules for evaluating probabilities for< 1 scattering in phylogenetic branching
model. Trees are a combination of labelled graphical elésndBach tree contributes a term to the total
likelihood or pattern frequency.Mak)®; is t the Markov transition matrix for edgle and time interval
(edge length)A , andI'* g4 is the vertex structure coefficierts(§*3% 5 ). See concluding remarks for
comments on the role of the group of time reparametrisations

Feynman rulesfor phylogenetic trees

1 Diagrams consist oL —1 directed edgesf — 1 vertices with internal nodes, one external root and
L leaf nodes;

2 To each element is assigned character and momentum lataltablel; specifically,

3 Root and leaf edge momenta are assigned canonical binamgctors (see text); momentum conser-
vation between ingoing and outgoing edge momenta is imposed

4 \fertices (internal nodes) are assigned interaction tiondsredt; < to < ---t7_1;

5 The root node is assigned tinte= 0 = ¢y, and the leaves are assigned time T = ¢, .

To these labelled diagrammatical elements, the followigglaraic terms are associated:

6 For each directed edge, a Markov transition matrix for timterval A = (t;, —t;), 0 < I < L-—1
between the target and source nodes, and for its assignednedigientum, and matrix element
determined by the source and target character labels assjgae tablgl 1);

7 To each vertex, an appropriate component offthstructure coefficient (see talile 1);

8 Consistent combinations of these elements, summed dwetegthal momenta and character indices,
with valid momentum conservation, correspond to contriimg from all possible labelled. leaf
binary trees.

Using these rules, likelihoods can thus be written down anwously and diagrammatically, without
reference to the path integral context; however as strasstte main text, the utility of the path inte-
gral formulation is precisely to provide a self-containedgeription for them without the explicit need to
enumerate trees.
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