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Abstract

Single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) often appear istets along the length of
a chromosome. This is due to variation in local coalescemtgicaused by, for example,
selection or recombination. Here we investigate whetheomdination alone (within a
neutral model) can cause statistically significant SNPtetusy. We measure the extent of
SNP clustering as the ratio between the variance of SNPslfiouibins of lengthy, and the
mean number of SNPs in such bing= ;. For a uniform SNP distribution?= ;= 1, for
clustered SNPs?= ; > 1. Apart from the bin length, three length scales are importan
when accounting for SNP clustering: The mean distance legtweighboring SNPs, ,
the mean length of chromosome segments with constant tinfetmost recent common
ancestor,'q, and the total length of the chromosome, We show that SNP clustering is
observed if < ‘o L. Moreover, ifl ‘seg L, clustering becomes independent
of the rate of recombination. We apply our results to theymiglof SNP data sets from
mice, and human chromosomes 6 and X. Of the three data seiigated, the human X
chromosome displays the most significant deviation fronmtnatity.

INTRODUCTION

Single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) are the most alminmtaymorphisms in most pop-
ulations. Due to their ubiquity and stability they are usafuthe diagnosis of human diseases

ping in organisms as diverse as humah&(NNES eral, 2001) Arabidopsis thaliana (CHO

et al., 1999), androsophila (BERGERe? al., 2001). For this reason, several large-scale SNP-
mapping projects are currently under way in eukaryotic rhodganisms including\. thaliana

(1Wtp:/8rabidopsIS DTG/ Ceréomrosophila (FIGSKINS 21 l; 2001), mouse (1NpBLAD -Tow
et al., 2000), and human ITERNATIONAL HUMAN GENOME SEQUENCING CONSORTIUM,
2001 THE INTERNATIONAL "SNP MAP WORKING GROUP, 2007).

A central question in the analysis of data collected in theext of these projects is how SNPs
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are distributed along a chromosome and what inferenceg abtaction might be drawn from
this distribution. This question can be addressed at thet tdindividual polymorphisms (&

This clustering may either be due to variation in local motatates, or variation in local coa-

lescent times. The hypothesis of local differences in nutaates in mice was rejected, leaving
differences in local coalescent times as the most likelytaxation of SNP clustering. In the

case of the mouse genome such variation in coalescent timyeb@due to selection in the wild

or selection for unusual coat colors (c.f. breeding of ‘fdmice in the eighteenth and nine-
teenth centuries). Another possibility mentioned is tHeatfof inbreeding (LNDBLAD -TOH

et al., 2000).
On the other hand, recombination alone leads to fluctuaiioiing time to the most recent com-

ancestor is proportional to the number of SNPs found in tepeetive chromosome segment,
recombination in a neutral model might be sufficient to actdor genome-wide SNP cluster-

ing.
A well established stochastic model for neutral geneticati@n is the constant-rate mutation
coalescent process under the infinite-sites model. Acegrth this model, the total number

of SNPs found in a sample is expected to be Poisson distdlwith parameter = T..=2,
whereT. is the total time to the most recent common ancestet, 4N .y, u is the probability

for a review). This is alobal property of any contiguous stretch of DNA, and holds in the
absence of recombination, where all sites have the samealggygand thus the total time...

to the most recent common ancestor is constant along thencls@me). In the presence of
recombination, the number of polymorphisms conditionatfengenealogies of all sites is still
Poisson distributed with parameter

Z L
— AT ) 1)
2 0
Herex denotes the position on, andthe length of the chromosome. Since the value of param-

eter (1) fluctuates between samples, the total number of &N#slonger Poisson distributed,
except in the case of very frequent recombination where #nance of this parameter tends

study the implications of this idea for the analysis of expental SNP data.

Specifically, we address the following five questions. Hogngicant is SNP clustering caused
by recombination? How does the clustering depend on theress of the model (the sample
size, the mutation rate, and the recombination rate)? Oghwlength scales are such clusters
expected? How does the clustering depend on the length@tal&ich it is observed? Finally,
can recombination alone account for the clustering of SNIBsiwed in mice (LNDBLAD -TOH




MODEL AND METHODS

We use coalescent simulations under the neutral infiniés-snodel to generate allele samples
(HUDSON, 'T990; NORDBORG 2001). As usual, this model incorporates mutation (witle ra

= 4N_.u) and reciprocal recombination (with rake= 4N .r, wherer is the probability of a
recombination event per generation per sequence).

The coalescent process generates genealogies for albsitesn sequences in a given sample.
In the absence of recombination, these genealogies argadkfor all sitesx. In particular,
the total time to the most recent common ancestgr is the same for all sites. For a given
genealogy, mutations are generated as a Poisson processateit = T..=2. This implies
that the density of SNPs along the genome is uniform: in the&® SNPs do not cluster.

If the recombination rate is non-zero, the total time to tlwestmecent common ancestoy,. ),
mutation rates (x) = T x)=2. In the presence of recombination, the distribution of SNPs
is thus determined by a Poisson process with fluctuating rates (x). Figure'l shows such a
process for realizations of (x) corresponding to three different sets of parameter vallbs.
fluctuating rates (x) are shown as solid lines. Note thatx) is constant over segments of the
chromosome which are identical by descent (called MRCA segsin the following). The
figure illustrates possible local clustering of SNPs as asequence of local variation in(x)

due to recombination. While the density of SNPs in the toplasttom panels is uniform, the
middle panel exhibits clustering in regions of higlk).

In the remainder of this paper, the local clustering suchasexhibited in the middle panel of
Figure'l is described quantitatively. It is customary inexxmental SNP surveys to count SNPs
in bins of lengthl. Such a bin might, for example, correspond to a sequencedsgjte (STS),
or some arbitrarily chosen stretch of sequence. The meabeuoh SNPs per bin is then

l I5431‘.05
1= nj @) (2)
Nbins .
j=1
and its variance
%ins
1 2
f = Kl ny 1) 17 (3)

=1

wheren; (1) is the number of SNPs in bifandN ., is the total number of bins surveyed (c.f.
Figurer2). In some SNP studies, the bins are arranged contsfyialong the chromosome (as
depicted in Figure;2), in some cases the bins are randomtiytdited, or equidistributed but

non-contiguous.

We compare empirical values fof= ; with results of coalescent simulations. In these simula-
tions we determine the ensemble average (denotédiyn the following) and the distribution

of #overrandom genealogies with mutations. We keep the totaben of mutationss, fixed

to the empirical value. The local ratesx) are then given by

() = (S=L) Teor ®)=2; (4)
and the value of ; is constant between different realizations of the ensenhe has , = =
where L=S is the mean distance between neighboring SNRsr uniformly distributed

h p i,

Lf s fluctuates from sample to sample,= L=hsi= i k 1 . Herenisthe sample size.

n
k=

3



SNPs generated with anindependent rate,?= ;= 1. In the case of fluctuating rates

=.>1 (5)

is expected, since spatial fluctuations ak) give rise to an increased “compressibility” of the
sequence of SNPs. In other word$= ; measures the “compressibility” of the sequence of
SNPs: the larger?= ,, the more significant SNP clustering is on scalaad larger.

To meaningfully speak about SNP clustering, it is necesttaal is much smaller tham..
This is the case considered in the following. In addition,agsume that bins are much shorter
than the chromosome on which they are placed, i.e., we maki®llbwing assumptions

1 L and L: (6)

It is clear (Figure 1) that the statistical properties &£ , crucially depend on how rapidly the
rate (x) fluctuates as a function of. It is convenient to define a length scalg; as the ratio
of L. and the (average) number of jumps ok) along the total length of the chromosome. This
length scale corresponds to the average MRCA segment lamffilgurei1. Here the average
is over the chromosome for a given realization ak) as well as over an ensemble of such
and MARJORAM, 1997). The Telative Siz6s of the mean spacingetween neighboring SNPs,
of the bin sizel, the chromosome length, and of the average MRCA segment lengily will
play a crucial role in determining SNP clustering.

In the following section, we analyze local SNP clusteringhe model described above. We
determine the significance of the four length scales; .., andL for the statistics of the ob-
servable ?= ; and analyze for which parameter valueR , and on which length scales SNP
clustering due to recombination is expected to be mostfgigni. In the final section, we dis-
cuss the implications of our results in relation to genonaevsurveys of SNPs in mice and
humans.

ANALYSIS OF SNPCLUSTERING

Characterization of the spatial fluctuations of (x): For a given genealogy under the neu-
tral infinite-sites model with recombination SNPs are dstted according to an inhomoge-
neous Poisson process, that is, according to a Poissonsgrogth a rate (x) varying along
the chromosome (see Figures 1b and c). Given the functigh the probability of observing
n 1) = k SNPs in binD;1jis
1 Z . Z
Pnd=k (x)=§' dx &) exp dx (x) : (7)
. 0 0

Moreover, given the function (x), counts of SNPs in non-overlapping bins are statistically i
dependent.

Theoretical predictions are computed as ensemble avemg@egandom genealogies, corre-
sponding to averages over random functiong). These ensemble averages introduce corre-
lations in the combined process. Such correlations may laé&weit they can be long-ranged.
Their range is determined by the length scale on which théxarrate (x) varies. As Figure;1
shows, (x)is a piecewise constant function: along an MRCA segmentdteeis constant, and
varies between MRCA segments. The three panels in Figureréspmnd to the three cases
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w5 = L (), ‘g L (b), and oy (c). The average MRCA segment length
depends on the sample sizas well as on the recombination rate According to GRIFFITHS

and MARJORAM (1997)
w=Lfl+ [ 2R=n=0+ Dig'; (8)

where the denominator denotes the expected number of chahgacestor along the chromo-
some [notice that eq;:(8) does not describe the expected eruwhBites with the same MRCA

correlations between local mutation rate&) decay. Fok < ., these correlations are strong.
Forx ‘., onthe other hand, the correlation function

h ) ¢+ x)i h )f
C = 9
«) h?y)i h ¢z )

T+ pertaining to two loci in am -locus model decay according to * for large values of

C (herec is the recombination rate between those loci). Identifyingvith an effective re-
combination rater., = xR=L (whereRr is the recombination rate between the ends of the
chromosome) one concludes thatx) decays asx * for largex. In summary, for any finite
value ofR, correlations between local mutation rates are large olescap to ', and decay
for larger distances. These correlations may affect theufitions of 2.

Fluctuations of 2: The empirical observable?= ;is expected to fluctuate from sample to
samplé. Since correlations betweeny) and ( + x) decay askjgrows, the fluctuations of
2= ;tend to zero in the limit of infinita, (with ', and1constant):

lim 2= = h %i= ,:
by TR (10)
‘wy ;1 finite

In this limit the process is thus self-averaging (ergoda): (I0) implies that the averages of
n (1) and of its moments along the chromosome equal the ensendriggean 1)iof n 1) (and

by replacing the recombination rate in this equation vilkk1.. One obtains

2C + 13 pﬁl3+ pﬁ
P p— (11)

, 12h 23C + 101
c+p p— " p
2C + 13+ 9713 97

c? 2 97
cC 5 c?+13c +18 *
2 18

log

withc = IR=L. Eq. {I1) is approximate (it was derived foransite model in which each site
obeys the infinite-sites assumption, in the limitof! 1 ).

WhenL is large (much larger tharand ) but finite, the distribution of {= ,is expected
to be narrow, since{= ,itself is an average over a large number of (approximatelygpen-
dent bins. When the sample-to-sample variations’ef ; are small, theoretical models for SNP

2|n our simulations 2 does, but ; does not, since andL are constant.
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clustering are easily tested (and possibly rejected). Eoghly determined observables [such
as, for example, the variance in the number of loci that difietween pairs of haplotypes in

longer and longer contiguous chromosome segments havesbgaanced and locally averaged
observables such ag= ;are now available. In empirical studies usually L. Consequently,
it is the ratio ‘=L which determines the statistics of= ;.

As pointed out above, recent empirical data féwere obtained for contiguous non-overlapping

distribution of bins over the chromosome? The expectedevafu ? is independent of the dis-
tribution of bins [if ; ', L it is approximately given by eq: (11)]. The fluctuations gf
however, critically depend on the number and distributiohkins. The following analysis is
performed assuming contiguous bins. When comparing witpigeal data, however, confi-
dence intervals for 2= ; were obtained using the empirical number and distributidoirts.

Finally, as ., approaches, the fluctuations of 2= , are expected to increase. In the absence
of recombination (., = L), SNPs are distributed according to a Poisson process arftiith
tuations tend to zero (if L).

SNP clustering: We have determined the fluctuations @& ; using coalescent simulations
for sample sizen = 2, proceeding in five steps: (1) generate a large number of lesngb
sequence pairs of length [the results discussed below correspond to valugs @nging be-
tween10° and1:610%bp]; (2) determine the SNPs within each sample (each paeaqiences);
(3) assign the SNPs to contiguous bins as illustrated inrEigu (4) calculate ?= , for each
sample; (5) finally, average over samples.

In these coalescent simulations, the bin sia@as taken to be much smaller thapcorrespond-
ing to, say the length of an STS compared to that of a mouseragdsome. Figure;3a shows
the results of coalescent simulations in comparison with €4l) and:(14). In keeping with the
above discussion, eq: (11) is adequate whepis much smaller tham.. In this regime, the
fluctuations of 7= ;are small (but finite since ;s = L=L1is finite). As ‘., approaches,
eqgs. (11) and (14) are inappropriate, and the fluctuaticrease significantly, as expected.

Three qualitative observations emerge from our simulation

1. intheregion < .y, L, the observed values of= ; are larger than unity. If. is
much smaller than , or if ., approaches, 2= ;! 1;

2. for small values of, 7= ;exhibits a plateau for intermediate values'gf (indicated by
a dashed line in Figure 3a);

3. for larger values of, the plateau disappears.

These qualitative observations can be understood as ®llow



1. In the absence of recombination, whegg = L, a uniform SNP distribution is expected.
In this case

=a1=1 (12)

[contradicted by equation (12)? and if not, why not?] as falrout above. Conversely, if
‘w5 IS much smaller thamand , the Poisson process averages over the fluctuating local
rates (x). One thus expects [see eg. (7)] local uniformity of SNPs watke

Z

x+ 1

dx® &9 : (13)

X

Again, ?= ;= 1.Incontrast, in theregime < ‘., L significant SNP clustering is
observed.

2. Consider the situation ‘g L. In this regime, sincel is much smaller than
‘w5, Most bins overlap with only one MRCA segment and geneatogi¢hin a given
bin are identical. Since., is much smaller tham, = ;can be calculated assuming
independent genealogies for each bin. The result can beneldtbom eq. (11) in the
limitof c ! o

=0 1+ E (14)

This means that?= , exhibits a plateau as a function &f; (its value is equal ta + =
and thus independent of, or R). Result {I4) is shown as a dashed line in Figure 3a.
The plateau is cut off byfor small values of'.,, and byL for large values of.

3. There are on average SNPs in a bin of siza. If ‘., is much smaller than, these
SNPs are distributed over many MRCA segments. If the colatMRCA segment were
statistically independent, one would expeét/ ‘., and thush #ito increase roughly
proportional to ‘., (eq. (L1) shows that there are logarithmic corrections i gimple
model). As ‘., approaches, this increase is cut offy fi= ; ! las'y, ! L. If lis

large (L° L), there is no plateau.

In summary, 2= ; reflects local SNP clustering. It is expected to be most Saamit in the
regime < ‘., L. In many organisms is of the order okR. Forn = 2 eq. (8) implies that
w IS roughlyls5 . Insuch cases, recombination alone gives rise to SNP diugte

This clustering is observed on length scales of the ordeLpfEq. {I1) shows that its effect on
h 2i= ;is most clearly seen if > ‘., (compare Fig.:3b). This observation has two important
consequences: (1) in empirical situations it is advisablehoose the bin sizeat least as
large as’.,; (2) deviations from the model considered may be associatédlength scales
much longer than's,. Such deviations will be most clearly seen if the bin sileequal to or
larger than this length. In short: the dependence’ef ; on lindicates on which length scales
clustering of SNPs occurs.

DATA ANALYSIS

In the following we discuss the implications of our analyfsisthe interpretation of SNP data
from mouse and human. In both cases we ask whether the nenatdgl can be rejected.
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Mouse data: In their survey of SNPs in mice,INDBLAD-TOH ef al. (2000) observed that
SNPs were not distributed uniformly across the genome. Aiptesexplanation for this is
selective breeding, which has certainly taken place in gcemt evolution of the mice strains
investigated. On the other hand, the SNP clustering in mightalso be due to recombination

alone.

Figure'4 shows the empirically determined value é¢ , [for M. m. domesticus SNPS, see

_______________________

N I -l R

average bin lengthis the average length of the sequence tagged sites investjgae. 118bp,
smaller than . SNP clustering on the scale afis thus expected to be small. Moreover,
sincelis much smaller than.,, h 7i= ;is expected to exhibit a plateau as a function'gf,
ath fi= ; = 1:12. While the plateau is found in the simulations (Figure 4§ &mpirically
determined value of 2= , deviates significantly from neutral expectations (Fiqure# , =
1:47). This increase of 2= ; above the value expected under neutrality is consistemht tive
earlier conclusion that selection plays an important nokhiaping the genome-wide distribution
conclusively, long-range SNP data would be of great intdia@stwo reasons: (1) the larger
], the larger deviations from Poisson statistics are expgateally, 1would be of the order of
‘wg)- Figured shows the increase in neutral SNP clusterinigiincreased to 5kb. (2) Selection
may act on length scales greater thag and may thus contribute only weakly at very small
values oflsuch as those corresponding to an average STS.

Human chromosome 6: The distribution of chromosome-wide human SNP data wasm@mpi
cally determined foi.= 460bp andl= 200kb by THE INTERNATIONAL SNP MAP WORKING
GRoUP (2001). Figure5a shows our coalescent simulations cordparhe empirical data for
these length scales. Consider first the case=0f460bp. In the simulations, i= ; exhibits a
plateau for intermediate values of, ath ?i= ; ’ 1:34 [according to eq.:(24)]. This implies
that the choice of, attributed to the empirical value is uncritical. Empirigal 2= ;= 1:44.
From Figure 5a we conclude: given the degree SNP clustebagreed in the human genome

on scales of the order af= 460bp, the neutral model cannot be rejected with confidence.

The situation forL= 200kb is very different. In this case, the simulation resultsndb exhibit
aplateau. The numerical results indicate thati= ;increases roughly with.; (for «, D,
as suggested above. Furthermore, the empirical valueifer; (labeled (1) in Figuré;5a) lies
significantly above the values for the neutral infinite-siteodel with recombination [the corre-
sponding value ofy; was estimated assuming an effective population size.cf 10000 and

cally determined distribution of the number of SNPs periim (1) = k). It exhibits a strong
tail for large values ok, which may be due to selection. By ignoring this tail the restie
(labeled (2) in Figure;5a) forZ= , is reduced considerably. Given the uncertainty as to which
value of ', should be assigned to the data points, one may argue thaetond estimate is



consistent with the neutral infinite-sites model.

Human X chromosome: Finally, Figurer5b shows the empirical estimate g& ; given

1= 200kb for the X chromosome. This empirical estimate was redunediscarding the
tail in the distributiore (n () = k) for largek as was done in the analysis of the chromosome 6
data. However, both estimates of SNP clustering on the hut@momosome deviated signif-
icantly from neutrality. This observation is consistenttwthe fact that due to its hemizygosity
in males chromosome X should be affected more by selectammdlitosomes such as chromo-
some 6.

DiscussIiON

In this paper we investigate whether the observations of @bering in mice and humans are

compatible with neutral expectations. We chose the vagiam¢he number of SNPs found in

equal-length contiguous divided by the mean number of SH&sd in each bin as a measure

of SNP clustering: 2= .. Since under a Poisson distribution the variance is equaktonean,
f= 1= linthe absence of recombination. If SNPs are clustergsd,, > 1.

Whether or not SNP clustering is significant depends on tagive sizes of the mean spacing
between neighboring SNPs,, the mean length of segments with constant time to the mest re
cent common ancestor,;, and the total length of the chromosore,Specifically, clustering
isobserved if < ., L. Incontrast, if recombination is either very frequent camgal to
mutation (‘sey yorveryrare (., L), no clustering is observéd

We have shown that it is essential to consider the effecteo$tiale on which SNPs are sampled,
1 In our simulationsLdescribes the length of contiguous non-overlapping bitngs Tength is
short compared to the length of the chromosome, and thespmneling large number of such
bins leads to narrow confidence intervals aroufébr the biologically relevant parameters. As
a result, meaningful comparisons between model and olig@mnean be made. In the case of
the mouse, the neutral model is rejected with marginal Ba@arice. This conclusion depends
on the assumption of a “true” recombination rate for miceisTadifficult to know, but Figure
(4) shows that our hypothesis test is quite robust with retsfmeerrors in the estimation &
(and hence'y,).

In the case of human chromosome 6, the influenceafthe outcome of the neutrality test was
striking. Significant SNP clustering was observed for ldsgenot for smalll (Figure:'5a). For
large bins { = 200 kb) the distribution of the number of SNPs per bin had a stroosjtive
skew (Figure 5a, inset). By cutting off the tail of bins cdntag many SNPs, clustering was
reduced to its neutral level.

No such effect of cutting off the tail of SNP-dense bins wasesbed for the X-chromosome.
It therefore constitutes the most significantly non-ndu@hdP collection among the three data
sets investigated in this study.

Factors that might lead to such a rejection of the neutralehiodlude population expansion,

3Rather than the recombination ra&ewe use the corresponding length scalg as our point of reference for
discussing SNP clustering;.y can directly be compared to the other length scales of thiglgam viz. the length
of the bins in which SNPs are sampled in experimeptas well as , andL. Moreover, equation'_l(8) shows
that ‘.4 is a simple function of., R, and the sample size, thereby establishing the link between simulations
conditioned orR and our observations.



population subdividion, and variation in (physical) mudatrate. In the case of the data sets we
have investigated, some illuminating biology pertainiogitese factors is known.INDBLAD -
TOH er al. (2000) tested whether unequal physical mutation ratésdcacdount for their ob-
servation of SNP clustering in mice. Their approach wassegqaence 16 STSs with no SNPs
and 16 STSs with five or more SNPs from closely related sp@tigsce. They observed that
the classification of high-scoring and low-scoring STSs matsreproduced in these other taxa
and concluded from this that fluctuations in inherent matatates could not account for the
observation of significant SNP clustering. The claim th&&&e/e breeding has been important
in shaping the SNP distribution in mice is plausible, bueottactors such as population expan-

sion and subdivision can presumably not be ruled out.

The situation is slightly different in the case of human chosomes 6 and X, where deviation
from the neutral model was much more pronounced for the seot@bsome than for the au-

tosome. Since all chromosomes have undergone the samgylamopulation expansion and

migration, selection seems to be the only explanation fisrdtiference. The hemizygosity in

males of the X-chromosome, which makes most deleteriouatinns dominant in males, fits

well with this conclusion.
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Figure 1: Recombination leads to spatial fluctuations ialecalescent times. ) (HuD-
SON, 1990), which in turn cause fluctuations of the local mutatate (x) (solid lines). Shown
are three realizations of(x) together with the locations &f = 50 SNPs (vertical bars) fat= 2

and (@R = 0, (b)R = 10, and (C)R = 1000.

13



Figure 2: A chromosome of lengthis divided into contiguous bins of length The number
of SNPs in binjis denoted by, (D).
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Figure 3: Coalescent results far?i= ; (open symbols) in comparison with eq. (11) (thick
lines). Thin lines indicate 90% confidence intervals.H&)i= ,forn=2and =L = 10 * as

a function of ‘=L for =L = 10 “andX=L = 10 * ( ). Also shown are the values 6
from eq. {1I4) for=L = 10 *( )- (b)gi= ;forn=2and =L = 10 “
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lines) are shown.
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Figure 5: (a) Variance of SNPs for chromosome 6 in the humaome. Empirical data for
bin sizes1 = 460bp ( ) and1= 200kb ( ) are determined from the data provided byer
INTERNATIONAL SNP Map WORKING GROUP(2001). The data points labeled lay) and (2)
differ by a choice of cut-off (see text). Also shown are theameesults of coalescent simulations
corresponding ta = 460bp ( ) and1= 200kb (Diamond) and their 90% confidence intervals
(thin lines), compared to theoretical expectations frof) (thick lines). The inset shows the
empirical distribution ot () corresponding ta= 200kb. (b) Variance of SNPs for the human

X chromosome. Empirical data far= 200kb ( ) were determined from the data provided by

________________________________________________

coalescent simulations corresponding o 200kb ( ), and their 90% confidence intervals (thin
lines) compared to theoretical expectations from equdfid (thick line).

17



