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Exact formulas for the variance of several balance indices
under the Yule model

Gabriel Cardona, Arnau Mir, and Francesc Rosselld

Dept. of Mathematics and Computer Science, University of the Balearic Islands, E-07122 Palma.
{gabriel.cardona,arnau.mir,cesc.rossello}Quib.es

Abstract. One of the main applications of balance indices is in tests of null models of
evolutionary processes. The knowledge of an exact formula for a statistic of a balance index,
holding for any number n of leaves, is necessary in order to use this statistic in tests of this
kind involving trees of any size. In this paper we obtain exact formulas for the variance
under the Yule model of the Sackin, the Colless and the total cophenetic indices of binary
rooted phylogenetic trees with n leaves.

1 Introduction

One of the most thoroughly studied properties of the topology of phylogenetic trees is
their symmetry, that is, the degree to which both children of each internal node tend to
have the same number of descendant taxa. The symmetry of a tree is usually quantified
by means of balance indices. Many such indices have been proposed so far in the literature
[0, Chap. 33]. The most popular are Colless’ index C' [4], which is defined as the sum,
over all internal nodes v, of the absolute value of the difference between the number
of descendant leaves of v’s children, and Sackin’s index S [17], which is defined as the
sum of the depths of all leaves in the tree. We have recently proposed an extension of
Sackin’s index, the total cophenetic index & [12]: the sum, over all pairs of different
leaves of the tree, of the depth of their least common ancestor. The main advantages
of @ over S are that it has a larger range of values and a smaller probability of ties.
Moreover, @ retains other good properties of S: it makes sense for not necessarily fully
resolved phylogenetic trees (unlike Colless’ index), it can be computed in linear time,
and the statistical properties of its distribution of values can be studied under different
stochastic models of evolution, like for instance the Yule [723] and the uniform [3[16120]
models. This last property is relevant because one of the main applications of balance
indices is their use as tools to test stochastic models of evolution [I3/I§].

Exact formulas for the expected values under the Yule model of C, S, and ¢ on
the space T, of fully resolved rooted phylogenetic trees with n leaves have already been
published. More specifically, if we denote by H,, the n-th harmonic number,

these expected values are, respectively,

Ey(Cn) = (Tl mod 2) + n(HL%J — 1) [8
Ey(S,) = 2n(H, — 1) 9
By (®,) =n(n—1)—2n(H, —1) [
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As we have already pointed out in [12], the last two formulas imply that the expected
value under the Yule model of the sum @ = S + @ on 7, is

Ey(®,) =n(n—1),

a quite simpler expression than those for Ey (S,,) or Ey (®,). This index @ has the same
good properties of @, but the formulas for its statistics under the Yule model tend to
be simpler than the corresponding formulas for other indices. We shall find here another
example of this fact: the variance.

The goal of this paper is to provide exact formulas for the variance of S, C, @ and @
on 7, under the Yule model. As a byproduct of our computations, we shall also obtain
the covariances of S with @ and @. The variances of S and C on 7,, under this model
were known so far only for their limit distribution when n — oo [1]:

2

o2 (Cn) ~ (3 - % —log(2))n?
o3 (Sn) ~ (7 2—7;2)#

Also, Rogers [14/15] found recursive formulas for the moment-generating functions of

C and S under this model, which allow one to compute recursively as many values of

02.(Cy) and 0¥ (S,,) as desired, but he did not produce explicit exact formulas for them.
In this paper we obtain the following exact formulas for these variances:

0D = T2 o[ 2] 2 22
—8(n+ 1){n+2J — 6nH, + (%gJ _n(n— 3))HL%J

_nQH@)J + (n2 +3n — Z{gJ)H ntz| — QHHL%J

03(S,) = Tn? — 4n’H® — 2nH, —n

1

o3 (By) = E(n4 — 1003 + 13102 — 2n) — 6nH,, — 4nH? — 4n(n — 1)H?
— n

o2 (P,) = 2(4)

n
where H\? = > 1/i%2. We also obtain the following exact formulas for the covariances,
=1

under the Yule model, of S with @ and @ on T,,:
covy (Sn, Bp) = dn(nHP + H,) + én(n2 —51n+2)
covy (Sp, @) = 2nH,, + én(n2 —9n —4)
All these formulas are valid for any number n of leaves, and therefore they can be used

in a meaningful way in tests involving trees of any size. The proofs consist mainly of
elementary, although long and technically involved, algebraic computations.



The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In a first section on Preliminaries
we gather some notations and conventions on phylogenetic trees and some lemmas on
probabilities of trees under the Yule model and on harmonic numbers. In the next section,
we establish a recursive formula for the expected value under the Yule model of the square
of a balance index satisfying a certain kind or recursion (a recursive shape index [11])
that lies at the basis of all our computations. Then, we devote a series of sections to
compute the variances of S, @, @, C and the covariance of S with @ and @, respectively.
These sections consist of long and tedious algebraic computations, without any interest
beyond the fact that they prove the formulas announced above. We close the paper with
a section on Conclusions and Discussion.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Phylogenetic trees

In this paper, by a phylogenetic tree on a set S of taxa we mean a binary rooted tree with
its leaves bijectively labeled in the set S. We shall always understand a phylogenetic tree
as a directed graph, with its arcs pointing away from the root. To simplify the language,
we shall always identify a leaf of a phylogenetic tree with its label. We shall also use the
term phylogenetic tree with n leaves to refer to a phylogenetic tree on the set {1,...,n}.
We shall denote by 7(S) the set of isomorphism classes of phylogenetic trees on a set
S of taxa, and by T, the set T({1,...,n}) of isomorphism classes of phylogenetic trees
with n leaves. We shall denote by V;,,+(T') the set of internal nodes of a phylogenetic tree
T.

Whenever there exists a path from u to v in a phylogenetic tree T, we shall say
that v is a descendant of u and that w is an ancestor of v. The lowest common ancestor
LCA7(u,v) of a pair of nodes u, v in a phylogenetic tree T is the unique common ancestor
of them that is a descendant of every other common ancestor of them.

The depth d7(v) of a node v in T is the length (in number of arcs) of the unique
path from the root r of T' to v. The cophenetic value ¢7(i,j) of a pair of leaves i, j is
the depth of their lowest common ancestor [19]:

or (i, j) = 67 (LCAT(4, 7))

To simplify the notations at some points, we shall also write ¢7(i,4) to denote the depth
op(i) of a leaf i.

Given two phylogenetic trees T, 7" on disjoint sets of taxa S,S’, respectively, their
tree-sum is the tree T"T"on SUS’ obtained by connecting the roots of T'and 7" to a (new)
common root. Every tree with n leaves is obtained as TkAT;L_ o for some 1 <k <n—1,
some subset S, C {1,...,n} with k elements, some tree T}, on S; and some tree 7)., on
Sg={1,...,n}\ Sk; actually, every tree T' with n leaves is obtained in this way twice.

The Yule, or Equal-Rate Markov, model of evolution [723] is a stochastic model of
phylogenetic trees’ growth. It starts with a node, and at every step a leaf is chosen
randomly and uniformly and it is splitted into two leaves. Finally, the labels are assigned
randomly and uniformly to the leaves once the desired number of leaves is reached. This
corresponds to a model of evolution where, at each step, each currently extant species can



give rise, with the same probability, to two new species. Under this model of evolution,
different trees with the same number of leaves may have different probabilities. More
specifically, if T" is a phylogenetic tree with n leaves, and for every internal node v we
denote by k7 (v) the number of its descendant leaves, then the probability of 7" under
the Yule model is [221]

2n—1

P(T) = n! H

vEVint (T)

_
kr(v) —1

(1)

The following easy lemma on the probability of a tree-sum under the Yule model will be
used in our computations.

Lemma 1. Let 0 # Si € {1,...,n} with |Sg| = k, let T, € T(Sk) and T _, €
TH1,...,n}\ Sg). Then

2
(n = 1))

Proof. This equality is a direct consequence of applying equation (1) to compute Py (T}),
Py (T! ) and Py (T~ T _,), using the fact that Vj,,(T% 7T, _,) is the disjoint union of
Vint(Tk), Vine(T),_ ) and the root r of T},"T) _,. O

Py (T T, ) = Py (Ty.) Py (T;,_1)

2.2 Harmonic numbers

For every n > 1, let
i=1 i=1

Let, moreover, Hy = Héz) = 0. H, is called the n-th harmonic number, and HT(?), the
generalized harmonic number of power 2. It is known (see, for instance, [0, p. 264]) that

Hy = n(n) 47+ — — — +O(1)

) 2? B 12n21 n3
@_™ ., * il
Hy 6 n+2n2+0(n3)

where ~ is Euler’s constant.
The following identities will be used in the proofs of our main results, usually without
any further notice.

Lemma 2. For everyn > 2:
n—1
(1) > Hy=n(H,—1)
k=1
n—1 1
2 kHy, = - - 1)(2H, -1
(2) 3 kil = guln = V{2t ~ )

(3) :2: K2H,, = %n(n 1120 — 6)H,y — dn — 1)

4



I H, 1 @
> = —(H? - H?
(5) > Hp =nH.—(2n+1)H, +2n

n—1
(6) Y H =nHP - H,

n—1

(7) 3 HyHyj = (n+ 1)(H2,, — HY)) — 2H,41 +2)
k=1
n—1
n+1
(8) S kHyH, ;= < ; )(Hg ~H?)| —2H,,1 +2)
k=1

- 1 n |2
(9) 2 kHpja) = 5n(n—1)Hjpj) — bJ
k=1

n—1
Hk (4n—1)
- — H, + 2H,,
];%Jrl om — 1 T

Proof. Identities (1)-(6) are well known and easily proved by induction on n: see, for
instance, the chapters on harmonic numbers in Knuth’s classical textbooks [0, §6.3, 6.4]
and [10, §1.2.7]. Identities (7) and (8) are proved in [22] Thms. 1,2]. We shall prove (9)
and (10) here.

As far as (9) goes, if n is even,

(n—2)/2 (n—2)/2
ZkHLk/2J_ Z 2jH; + Z (2j+1)H

n/2—1 n/2 1

—4ZJH+ZH n—l)Hn—(%f

while if n is odd,

(n—1)/2 (n—1)/2—1
Zka/gJ_ ZQ]H + Z (2 +1)H

(n—1)/2—-1 (n 1)/2— -
:4Zng+Z n—1H7l1—%n(n_1)H%_(n 1)2

j=1 2

Both equalities agree with identity (9).



As far as (10) goes,

— Hk - Hk & 1
Z:: +1_Z2k—11 Z Z2k—1_zk(2k—1)

k=2 " k=2 k=2
H Hy, 1 2
:%2]3{_k1—1+22 1+k22(k2kn1)1
:%2]{;{_’“1—1+22 o+ Hy — 2];2%_11
_Z2k—k1 1Jr2n_1+H — 1= 2(Hop — 5Hp) +2

4dn — 1
Zka—l (2n—1)H"_2H2”'

which is equivalent to (10). 0

3 Recursive shape indices

A recursive shape index for phylogenetic trees [11] is a mapping I that associates to each
phylogenetic tree T a real number I(7") € R satisfying the following two conditions:

(a) It is invariant under tree isomorphisms and relabelings of leaves.
(b) There exists a symmetrical mapping fr : Nx N — R such that, for every phylogenetic
trees T, T" on disjoint sets of taxa S, S’, respectively,

I(T™T") = I(T) + I(T") + f1(IS],|S")-

As we shall see in later sections, the balance indices considered in this paper are
recursive shape indices in this sense. The following two results extract a common part
of the computation of their variances. In them, and henceforth, Fy applied to a random
variable will mean the expected value of this random variable under the Yule model.

Lemma 3. Let I be a recursive shape index for phylogenetic trees. For every n > 1, let
I, be the random variable that chooses a tree T € T, and computes I(T). Then,

1 n—1

> (2By (1) + 4f1(k,n — k) By (I) + 2By (It) By (L)
k=1

Ey(I2) =

n—1

+fr(k,n — k)?).

Proof. We compute Ey (I2) using its very definition and Lemmalll Recall that every tree
in 7, is obtained twice as Ty, T}, _,., for some 1 < k < n— 1, some subset S C {1,...,n}



with k elements, some tree T}, on S and some tree 7, _, on Sf.

= Y 1T Py (1)

T€7;L

=—Z >y SN IV TL_ ) Pr(TC T )
k=1 SkClLom) TRET(Si) Ty, €T (5§)
A

SOV S R w0
k=1 Tw€Ti T Y 1k €Tn—k
2

'mPY(Tk)PY( T k)

(T, e frlleon — k)2 + 21(Ty) (T, )
k 1 Ty T’ &

+2f7(kyn — k)I(T) + 2f1(k,n — k)I(T) )| Py (Te) Py (T, )
1 n—1

— 3 [Z > (T3> Py (Ty) Py (T, )

n—13 s T,

+Z Z (T}, _)* Py (Ty) Py (T} _})
T, T/,

+)° Z fr(k,n — k)2 Py (Tp) Py (T'. )

T, T/,
_|_QZ Z fr(k,n — k)I(Ty) Py (Ty.) Py (T}, ;)

+QZ 2 fi(k,n — k)I(T5, ) Py (Ti) Py (T5, )

Tk T’ ke

+23 03 (T (T}, ) Py (Ty) Py (T3, )}
T, T,
n—1

n=l3 T .

+2fo k,n — )I(Tk)Py(Tk +2 Z I1 kvn_k)[( n— k)PY( n— k)

Ty,

T —k
+2(ZI Ty) Py (T, )( Z I(T5, ) Py (T, k))}

—k

1 n— 1

= —= > (B (D) + By (L2 4) + filk,n — )’
k=1
+2f1(k,n — k) (By (It) + By (In-1)) + 2By (1) By (I 1))
n—1
= i 1 > (2Ey(113) + 4fr(k,n — k)Ey (I) + 2By (I) By (I,_)
k=1

+fr(k,n — k)2)

as we claimed.



Corollary 1. Let I be a recursive shape index for phylogenetic trees and, for everyn >

let I, be the random variable that chooses a tree T € T, and computes I(T'). Set

er(a,b—1) = f (a,b) — fr(a,b—1) for everya >1 and b >
Ri(n—1) = Ey(I,) — Ey(I,—1) for everyn > 2

If Ey (1) =0, then

n—2

1 [f1n = L) Ey (Ina) + 2 > Ey(Ig)Ri(n—k—1)
— n—1 =

B 2 n—2
+f1(” 1,1) + ! > (frlk,n —k)? = fr(k,n—k —1)%).

k=1

n—1 n—1

Proof. By Lemma [3]

2 n—1 4 n—1
Ey(I}) = — 1 > Ey(I})+ ] > filk,n — k)Ey (I),)
k=1 k=1

2 n—1 1 n—1
+———> " Ey(It)By (In—x) + —— > _ fi(k,n — k)?,
n—1 = n—1 =

and in particular

By (I2_, ——ZEY I?) —|——Zf1 — k)Ey (I;)
9 n2 1 n—>2
5 2 By () By (Ina-k) + —— >~ fi(k.n =k —1)*.
n 23 k=1

L



Therefore

-2
By (12) =" Z Ey(I}) +

[2

n—2 4 'C 2
. ZEy(Ik)(f](k,n —1- k) +E[(l€,n —1- k))

n—1 n-—

—f1(n = L 1)Ey (In-1)
n—2
2 ZEY Ik (Ey([n 1— k)—i-R[(n—k— 1))

n—2

n—1 n—2

2
+n—EY(In 1)Ey (1)

1
qr-z2 1 nif kon —k — 1)2 +—nzlf — k)2
n—1 n—2 1 1(k
n —
n—l n— ijkn— —1)
T2 (2 )+ — By (I D+ 1 ni (kyn— 1 — k) Ey (It)
T YT T R YAtk
9 n—2
f[(n—l 1)Ey([n 1)—|- ﬁ ZEY I R[(’I’L—k‘—l)
kl

[ - 2 L 2
+mkz::1fl(k‘an—k7) —mkz::lfl(k'an—k’—l)
n—2

n 4
= Ey (I? S k.n—1—kEy(I
n_1 Y(n—l)_‘_n_lkglef( , N )Y(k)

2 n—2
f[(n— 1 1)Ey([n 1) + ﬁ ZEY I R[(’I’L— k— 1)
k=1

1 n—2

+—1 Z(fl(kvn_k)2_fl(k7n_k_1)2)—1_% 'f[(n_171)2

as we claimed. O

4 The variance of Sackin’s index

The Sackin index of a phylogenetic tree T' € 7, is defined as the sum of the depths of
its leaves:

It is well known (See for instance, [15, Eq. (6)]) that if T} € T (Sk), for some @ # S C
{1,...,n},and T _, € T(S§), then

S(Ty T—y) = S(Ti) + S(T;_y) + n.



Let S,, be the random variable that chooses a tree T' € 7, and computes S(7T'). Its
expected value under the Yule model is [§]

By (S,) = 2n(H, — 1).

In particular Ey (S7) = 0. Actually, the Sackin index of a tree with only one node is 0.
Notice moreover that Ey (S,,) satisfies the recurrence

Ey (Sn+1) = Ey(Sn) +2H,.

Indeed,

(n+1)(Hpt1 — 1) —2n(H, — 1)

1

Ey (Sn+1) — Ey(Sn) =2
2

In this section we prove that the variance of \S,, under this model is (see Cor. [2])
03(S,) = n? — 4n’H'® — 2nH, — n.
Theorem 1. Ey(S2) = 4n?(H? — H® —2H,) — 2nH,, + 11n> —n

Proof. As we have seen, Sackin’s index satisfies the hypotheses in Corollary [ with
fs(k,n — k) =n, and hence eg(k,n —k — 1) = 1, and Rg(k) = 2H}. Therefore

4 n—2

By (Si_1) + ] > Ev(Sk)
k=1
9 n—2

p— 1nEY(Sn—1) +to— kz::l Ey (Sk)2H,—k—1

2 1 n—2

-y > (n* = (n—1)%)

n—1 n—lkz1

n
n—1

Ey(5;) =

_l’_

n—2
n

4
_ 2 = _
= 1Ey(5n_1) + n_1 kE:1 Ey(sk) + 8’1’L(Hn_1 1)

4 n—2

Ey(Sk)Hpyjp—1+3n—2
”_1;::1 v (Sk)Hp—g—1+ 3n

+

Now, by Lemma 2]

4
n—1

n—2 n—2

8
> By (Sk) = ] > k(Hp—1)
k=1 k=1

= n i 1 (i(n - 1)(” - 2)(2Hn—1 - 1) — %(Tl — 1)(n — 2))
= 2(” - 2)(2Hn—1 - 3)

10



and

nkl——zk nk—l

= kffkffn—k—1-—-————- kH, 1
n—1 — n—1 =
8 n—2 n—2
= > kHyHp, 1 — — (n —k —1)H,
=l k=1
= 4An(H? — H®) —2H,, +2) SZHk+—Zka

= 4An(H2 — H®) —2H, +2) — 8(n —1)(Hpq — 1)
+2(n — 2)(2H,_1 — 1)
1
= 4An(H2 —H® —2H,_; —2. ~+2) —4nty .y + 60— 4
—dn(H? — H® —3H, 1)+ 14n — 12

and thus
Ey(S2) =

(S2_)+2(n—2)(2H,_1 —3) + 8n(H,_1 — 1)
+4n(H2 — H® —3H, 1)+ 14n — 12 + 3n — 2
n

= — 1Ey(5,%_1) +4n(H2 — H®) —8H,,_y + 3n — 2

Setting z,, = Ey (52)/n, this equation becomes

H,_ 2
T = Tpq +AHE — HP) g7l 43 =
n
The solution of this recursive equation with z; = 0 is
n
B 2 @y Hik—1 2
xn—kz:z(4(Hk H?) -8 k +3 k)
2) ~ 1
=4 (H? - H.) -8 )—2
Z k Zk+1 Zk

=4 Z HE — H?) —4(H2 — H?) + 3(n — 1) — 2(H,, — 1)

_42 H} —HP)) —2H, +3n—1

= 4(nH§ (2n+ 1)H, +2n —nH® + H,)) — 2H,, +3n — 1
= 4An(H? — H'® —2H,) — 2H,, + 11n — 1

and therefore

By (S?) = nz, = 4n*(H? — H®) — 2H,) — 2nH, + 11n*> — n
as we claimed.
Corollary 2. The variance of S, under the Yule model is

0%(S,) = Tn? — 4n*HP — 2nH, —

11



Proof. This formula is obtained by replacing

By (S2) = an?(H2 — HY — 2H,) — 2nH,, + 11n?® —n
By (S,) = 2n(H, — 1)

in the identity 02 (S,) = Ey(S2) — Ey(Sn)%. 0

From this exact formula we can obtain an O(1/n) approximation of 0% (S,), which
refines the limit formula obtained in [1J.

22 1
Corollary 3. 02(S,) = (7 - %)n2 +n(3—2In(n) —2vy) =3+ O(E)

5 The variance of the total cophenetic index &

The total cophenetic index of a phylogenetic tree T' € 7, is defined as the sum of the
cophenetic values of its pairs of leaves:

1<i<j<n

By [12, Lem. 4], if Ty € T(Sg), for some ) # Sx € {1,...,n} with k elements, and
T, € T(S5), then

B(T3" Tpp) = B(Ty) + D(Tpy) + (5) + <" 5 k)

Therefore, @ is a recursive shape index with fg(k,n—k) = (g) + ("gk), and in particular
eg(k,n—k—1)=n—k—1.

Let &,, be the random variable that chooses a tree T" € 7, and computes its total
cophenetic index @(7T'). The expected value under the Yule model of @, is [12]

Ey(®,) =n(n—1)—2n(H, —1) =n(n+1—-2H,).

In particular, Ey (®1) = 0. Actually, the total cophenetic index of a tree with only one
node is 0. Moreover, we have that

Ey(@n) = Ey(@n_l) + 2(71 —1- Hn_l),

and therefore R(k) = 2(k — Hy,).
In this section we prove that the variance of @,, under this model is (see Cor. [))

1
n* — 1003 + 131n? — 2n) — 4n?H® — 6nH,

o (@) =

Theorem 2.
1
By (#2) = E(13n4 + 14n® + 14302 — 2n) + 4n?(H? — H?)
—2(2n% + 2n? + 3n)H,,

12



Proof. As we have seen, @ satisfies the hypotheses of Corollary [, with

eg(k,n—k—1)=n—k—1, R(k)=2(k— Hy).

Therefore, by the aforementioned result,

By (@) = "By (@) + = > (n— k— DBy (@)

- 2
4 n—1 1 n—1
By (Pp_1) + ——
+n—1( 2 ) v( "1)+n—1( 2 )

n—

Z 2By (Pr)((n —k —1) — Hyp—1)

’I’L

kl
1 =2 /K n— k\\2 k n—k—1\\2
+n_1,;<<(z)+( D) ()
] n—2
— 1Ey(q5 )—l——Zn— —1)(k* + k — 2kHy,)
k=1
+2(n —2)(n—1)(n —2H,—1)
4 =2 1
n_lkzﬂn po1(k* +k —2kHy) + + 5 n—2)(7Tn? — 21n + 12)
1
n
= 1Ey(q§3_1) —4(n—2)(n — 1)H,_y
n—2 16 n—2
—162ka+—Zk2H
kl
n—leanl_ Zankl
+LTLZ21<:H H + = 1 —(n —2)(39n? — 37n + 12)
s kddn—k—1 12
= Ejy(gl5 ) — 4(n — 2)(77, — 1)Hn_1
n — 1
—162ka+ Zszk
zln2 4 n—2
—n_lz(n—k—l) Hk—n—Zn— —1)H,
k% k=1
n 1
ZkaHn k1 + —(n — 2)(39n? — 37n + 12)
n kl 12

13



(452 ) —4(n —2)(n—1)H,_,
16 n—2 n—2

—16Z]€Hk+ Zszk—l-iZk‘Han k-1

k=1

—4(n—1)z_:Hk+8Zk:Hk——Zk2Hk—4ZHk
k=1 k=1 n-1i3 k=1

4 1
t— Z kHy + o5 (n = 2)(39n2 — 37n + 12)

1 @n D=4 =20 = YH,y

n— n—2
2
j Z K H, 4n > Hy
k=1 k=1
n—2 1
Z kHLH, 1+ —(n —2)(39n% — 37n + 12)
n k ] 12
= ——By(#)_;) —4(n—2)(n — )H,y
”’L [e—
12 1
s 18. %1(71 —1)(n—2)((12n — 18)H,_1 — 4n + 3)
—— 1” (= 1)(n = 2)2H,1 — 1) = 4n(n = 1)(Hy1 — 1)
8 (N 2 ) 1. 2 _
+n—1<2>(H" H,” —2H, +2)+ 12(n 2)(39n° — 37n + 12)
— " By (#2_,) +4n (H2 ~ H?) - 8nH,

—8(n —1)%H,_, +55 (39n — 5902 + 94n + 24)

- -Ey (@) + 4n(Hn — H®) - 8(n2 —n+ 1)H,_;

1
n3 — 59n% + 94n —
12 39 99 94 72

Setting z,, = Ey (®2)/n, this equation becomes

1 1 72
- (2) _ — —
Ty = Tp— 1—|—4(H — HY) — S(n 1+n)H 1+ 12(39n o9n + 94 n)

The solution of this recursive equation with x1 = 0 is

v ) 1 1 79
l‘n—g;(‘l(H;?—Hk )_S(k_1+k)Hk 1+12(39k:2—59k+94—?))
_ (2)
=43 HE a3 ] -
1 72
+— 39k:2—59k;+94——
12k 2( k’)

n

- n—1
=4ZH,3—4ZH,§ —SZk’HH—1122(39k2—59k+94—7—;)
k= =2

14



— 4n(H? — H?)) — 8nH, + 8n — 2n(n — 1)(2H, — 1) — 6H,
1
+—(13n3 — 10n% + 71ln — 2)

12
= 4n(H2 — H®) - 2(2n* + 2n + 3)H,, + 112 (13n® 4 14n? + 143n — 2)
Therefore
By (#2) = nx, = 4n*(H? — H?) — 2(2n3 + 2n% + 3n)H,
112(13n + 14n3 + 14302 — 2n)
as we claimed. 0

Corollary 4. The covariance of @, under the Yule model is

1
03 (P,) = — (n* — 10n® 4+ 131n% — 2n) — 4n?>HP — 6nH,

12

Proof. Simply replace in the formula 0% (®,,) = Ey (92) — Ey (®,,)? the value of Ey (¥2)
obtained in the last theorem and the value of Ey (&,,) recalled above.

Corollary 5.

o2 (®,) = %7#1_ g 3 (% - 23i2) 2 _6nln(n) + (— —6y)n—5
+0(>)

6 The variance of &
For every T € Ty, let

HT)=ST)+d(T)= Y. ¢r(i,j)

1<i<j<n

Lemma 4. If T), € T(Sy), with O # S € {1,...,n} and |Sk| =k, and T, _,. € T(S§),

" BT, y) = B(Ty) + B(T,_,) + (kgl) + (”‘ff 1).

Proof. Since S(T},"T), ;) = S(Tx) + S(T),_;) +n and

S(T0T ) = B(Ty) + D(T'_) + (];) + (” N k)

we have that

_ o k —k
BT T,_)) = B(Ty) + B(T_y,) + 2) - (” , ) +n

~amy o+ () (),

15



So, & is a recursive shape index for phylogenetic trees with fg(a,b) = (a;rl) + (bgl),
and hence ez(a,b) = b+ 1.

Let @, be the random variable that chooses a tree T' € T,, and computes &(T). Its
expected value under the Yule model is [12]

Ey(®,) =n(n—1).

In particular, Ey (®1) = 0 (actually, ¢, = 0) and Rg(k) = 2k. In this section we compute
the variance of @,,.
In this section we prove that the variance of @,, under this model is (see Cor. [6)

o2(B,) = 2(2)

Theorem 3. Ey(@i) = & (13n* — 30n® + 23n2 — 6n).
Proof. @ is a recursive shape index for phylogenetic trees with
eglk,n—k—1)=n—k, R(k)=_2k.

Then, by Corollary [,

B = B @ S () 1)

-1,= n—1

4 n — 2 2 —

— (L) + ) By @) + =5 Y 2By @) -k - 1)

11”(22> kE+1 n—k:+11k:21 k+1 n—k\\2
s ()OO

= n i 1EY@$L—1)

4 =2 e
+n_1;(n—k)k(k—1)+n_l((2)+1)(n—1)(n—2)
+i7§k(1@—1)(n—k—1)+L((” c1)’
n;lﬁj L n—lk 2

n— r " n—k)?
g en-n((" ) (1) e we
= - ﬁ 1Ey(§i_1) + in(li&nz — 33n +22)

Setting x,, = Ey (5%) /n, this recurrence becomes
1 2
Ty = Tp_1 + 1(1371 — 33n + 22)
and the solution of this recursive equation with z; = 0 is

1
T, = E(13n3 — 30n% + 23n — 6)

16



from where we deduce that

_ 1
By (32) = na, = 15 (130" —30n° +23n% — 6n)

as we claimed. 0

Corollary 6. The variance of ®,, under the Yule model is

9 = n
D) =2
oy (Pn) ( 4)
Proof. Simply apply that 0% (®,,) = Ey (52) — By (0,)% 0

7 The variance of Colless’ index

The Colless index C(T') of a phylogenetic tree T € T, is defined as the sum, over all its
internal nodes v, of the absolute value of the difference between the number of descendant
leaves of v’s children. In other words, if for every internal node v we let vy, vy denote its
children, then

C(T)= > |sr(v1)—kr(va)|

UE‘/'Lnt (T)

It is well known (see, for instance, [I5, p. 100]) that if T € T(Sk), for some () # Sy C
{1,...,n} with k elements, and 7}, _, € T({1,...,n}\ Sk), then

C(TTh_y) = C(TR) + C(T}_y) + |n — 2]
In particular, it is a recursive shape index with
fela,b) = 1b—al.
We have, then,

1 ifb>a+1

€C(a7b_1) :fC(avb)_fC(a7b_1):|b_a|_|b_1_a| = {—11fb<a

Let C, be the random variable that chooses a tree T' € 7T, and computes C(T). Its
expected value under the Yule model is [§]

n
Ey(Cn) :n(H\_%J —1) —I—(’I’L mod 2) :nHL%J —Q{EJ.

In particular, Ey(C1) = 0 and Ey (C,,) satisfies the recurrence

By (Cyy1) = By (Cp) + Hi 2.

[NIB]

Indeed
Ey(Cn_H) — Ey(Cn) = (Tl + 1)(HLnT+1J — 1) + ((n + 1) mod 2)

—n(Hn| —1) — (n mod 2) = ()

Now we distinguish two cases, depending on the parity of n

17



— If n is even
(*):(n—kl)(H% —1)+1—n(H% —1):H7§L :HL%J
— If n is odd

() =+ D)(Hozr = 1) =n(Hazs —1) = 1

2
:(n+1)(HnTﬂ+n—H)_anTﬂ—2:HnTﬂ :HL%J

In this section we prove that the variance of C;, under this model is (see Cor. [7))

0D =T g [ 2] a2 22
—8(n + 1){n+2J — 6nH, + (2£J —n(n—3))Hz,

)+ (0 4 3n = 2 5] ) Haga) — 2y,

4

Theorem 4.

(e = 21T o] o[ 5|22
2)J) — 6nH, + (3n—n2 — (4n —2) {gJ)HL%J

Proof. As we have mentioned, Colless’ index satisfies the hypotheses in Corollary [l with
Rc(n) = HL%J’ fc(k,n - k) = ]n — Qk’,

1 if2k<n—-1

€C(k’”_k_1):{—1 if 2k > n — 1

Therefore, by the aforementioned lemma, for n > 2
Ey(CrzL_l) + — Z ec(k,n—1—k)Ey(Cy)
—1 n—1 =

92 n—2
(’I’L — 2)EY(Cn_1) + m kgl EY(Ck)HLn—IgflJ

(n - 2)?
n—1

Ey(C) = -

+n—1

n—2
- : > ((n—2k‘)2—(n—2kz—1)2)
" k:1n—2

By (C2_)+ % S colkn — 1 - K)Ey (Cy)
A(n—2)

n—1

n
n—1

+4(n — 2)HLnTAJ + ((n —1) mod 2)

92 n—2
Z EY(Ok)HLnflchlJ - 3(7”L - 2)
k=1

+n—1 -

18



We need to compute now

4 2 n—2

n—2
X, = Y cclkyn —1—k)Ey(Cr), Yo=——=> By(Cp)H ni,
n—1 = n—1:m~= 2

In both of them, we shall have to distinguish several cases, depending on the parity of
n.

n—2

4
(1) Set X,, = | E ec(k,n —1—k)Ey(Cy). Notice that
k=1

_ 1 k< (n-1)/2
ec(bn—k—1)= {_1 if k> (n—1)/2
(n—2)
(n—2)

1 k< (n—2)/2
€C(k’"_k_2)_{—1 it k> (n—2)/2

Now, on the one hand, if n — 1 is even,
0ifk<(n—1)/2
ec(k,n—k—1)—eclk,n—k—-2)=< 2 ifk=(n—-1)/2
0 ifk>(mn—1)/2

Then,

_9 4 n—3
X, =2 S ec(k,n—k —1)Ey(C)
k=1

n—l.n—2

4
= 160(” - 2,1)Ey (Cr—2)

n—2 4 =3 8
:n_l.n_2;ac(k,n—k—2)Ey(Ck)+mEY(ch,l)
4
—721 — 1EY(C'n8—2) 1
T <(” 2)(thng )+ ((n—2) mod2))
M iaH L, =2
n—1 8 L4J1 n—1 p)
n_
+n_1(( 5 mod 2) — 1)

On the other hand, if n — 1 is odd, then
ec(k,n—k—1)=ec(k,n—k—2) forevery k=1,...,n—3
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and therefore

n—2 4 =3
Xn_n_l-n_2];sc(k,n—k—1)-Ey(Ck)

+

4
160(71 - 2 1)Ey(Cn_2)

_n-z 260 —k —2)- Ey(Cy)

n—1 n—2

_ni«” —2)(Hn2) = 1)+ ((n—2) mod 2))

—1
n—2 4(n — 2)
B R Rt
Setting x, = (n — 1)X,,, we have
Tp—1 —4(n —2)(H -1) if n is even
Tp = o1+ 4n — 1)H o 1J—4(n—2)Hn23
—1—8((% mod 2) — ) if n is odd

Iterating these recurrences we obtain that:
— If n is even

Tp = Tp—2 + 4(7”L — Z)HL%J — 4(’1’L — 3)H%
+8((2%52 mod 2) — 1) — 4(n — 2)(Huz — 1)
=Tp_2+ 4(7”L - Z)HL%J — 4(’1’L - 3)H%
+8((2%52 mod 2) — 1) — 4(n — 2)(Hozs + 325 = 1)
=Tp_o+4(n— 2)HVLszJ —4(2n — 5)Han4 +4(n —6)
+8(%52 mod 2)

— If nis odd
—4(n - 2)Hn s +8((25* mod 2) — 1)
+8(25% mod 2)

From these recurrences, and noticing that 1 = x2 = 0, we obtain that, for every
m=>1

m—1

x2m:z(Sk'HL&J—4(4k—1)Hk—1+8(k—2)+8(k m0d2))
k=1
m- m—1 m—1
:SZkHL —162 ~D)Hp1 =12 Hyg +8 > (k
- k=1 k=1
ml
+8 Z (k mod 2)
k=1

20



m— m—2 m—2
=8 kHjx —16 > kHy—12 Y Hi+4(m—1)(m —4) + 8| 7|

k=1 k=1 m k=1
= dm(m —1)H | — 8|~ . | (bj —1) = 4(m = 1)(2m — 1)Hp

+4(m —1)(2m — 3)

m

x2m+1:2(8kHLEJ—4(41<:—3)Hk_1+8(k—2)+8(k mod 2))
k=1

=8> kH 4Z4k 3)Hp— 1+82 kaod2

—; 1:n1kH 4m1H 4 :mH

= z:: — 6]; L — 231 k +4m(m — 3) + 8{TJ

m-+1 m+1

(m+1)HLmTHJ—8L 5 (] 5 | = 1) = 4m(@m — 1) H,y,
+4m(2m — 3)

Both formulas correspond to:

n;—lJ({n—Zl—l

S ) el )

o =4| J—1))HLnT+1J —2(n —1)(n = 2)H a1

Finally,

1
Xn:n_lznn

_ ! {4 2% | ([”;rw 1)) Hjss) 20— )0~ D H s

n_l—%"IW(WIIY—0+4V;1K4§J—®}

(2) Set

n—2

n—2

so that Y,, = 2y,,/(n — 1). If n = 2m, then

m—1 m—
Yom =, 2j(Hj = ) Hyp—j 1 + Z (27 + D)(Hj = 1) + 1) Hppj1
— —
m—J2 m—2
= > 2j(Hj = VHpjor + Y (25(H; — 1) + Hj) Hpja
7j=1 7j=1
m—2 m—2 m—2
=4 jHiHp jo+ Y HiHpjo1—4Y jHpj1
7j=1 7j=1 7=1
m—2 m—2 m—2
=4 JH;Hp—j_1 + Z HH,_j_1—4 Z(m—l—j)H]
7j=1 7j=1 7=1



m—2 m—2

m—2
=4y jHjHpy_j1+ Y HjHp j_1—4(m +4 > jH;
7j=1 7=1 7=1 7=1

:4(2>(H2 — H® —2H,, +2) + m(H2, — H? — 2H,, + 2)

12 (et — 1)+ (m = 1)(m — 2)(2H 1 — 1)
= m(2m — 1)(H2, — H?) — 2m(3m — 2)H,, + m(7m — 5)

MS

If n=2m+ 1, then

m—1

Yom+1 = Z 2j(H Hy—j + Z (25 + 1)(Hj -1+ 1)Hm—j—1
=0
m—l m—1 7= m—2
=2 jHjHpu—j—2) jHuj+2) jHiHy j
j=1 j=1 j=1
m—2 m—2
23 jHm_j1+ Y HjHpm j1
j=1 i=1
m—1 m—2 m—2
=2 jHHpj+2 > jHiHpn j 1+ Y HiHp j1
7j=1 7j=1 j=1
m—1 m—
~23 (m Z —1-j)H
j=1 j=1
m—1 m—2 m—2
=2 jHiHpy j+2Y jHiHu j 1+ > HiHp i
j=1 j=1 J=1

m—2

m—
2(2m — 1) Z j+4Y jH;—2H,
j=1 Jj=1

~H® —2H,, +2)

H<2 —2H,, 4+ 2) — 2(2m — 1)(m — 1) (Hpoq — 1)
)(2Hp—1 — 1) — 2H,,_y
= m(2m + 1)(H2 H<2>) 6m>H,, + m(7m — 1)

m + 1
ngrl m+1 —2Hpq1 +2)

2

an

Both formulas can be summarized into

m=5)C["5) )y - #fd)

2 5)([5) +2L" 5 e + (5] Gl5) 457 )

and therefore




We can return now to our recursive formula for Ey (C2), which now becomes

By (C}) = ——=Ey(C}_;) +4(n = 2)H a1 = 3(n —2)
+4(: 12)(( — 1) mod 2)
1 n+1 n+1
- {;LLL; J(L;J 1) Hps 2 - 2n — 1)(n — 2)H nes
B[RO CETRE)
B ey
bJ(bJH{ DA+ 3165 4 - 1)}
n Ey(02 )+(n )(2Hn 1J—3)
4”21(1”21 )Hm—S_”IlJ({”IlJ—l)

—
3
[

[

3 1) (Hpy) — HZ)

+2|5] (2| %)
4§J(§J n21J) 3+25|6lz) +8l5] - 1)

+4(n —2) ( n — 1) mod 2)}

—

2|
-a5(15) +2]

2
+4(n — 2)((n — 1) mod 2)}




"1 k-1
Sin) =123 ———|F =
a(n) g::zk(k—l){ 2 |

U k(o k—1
Ss(n) = 2,§m-ﬂ (2[*=] +1) (2, - E)
1 ki (k| k=1
So(n) :4;::2 Kk — 1) 2 QiJ +2{TJ)HL§J
L kyfak k=1
Sr(n) = 2;;; Wk —1) 5] <3L§J +8) 5= - 1)

“ 1
Sg(n) =4 —(k—2)((k—1) mod 2
() =43 gy (= (k1) mod

in such a way that
zn, = S1(n) + Sa(n) — S3(n) — Sa(n) + Ss(n) — Sg(n) + S7(n) + Ss(n).

Now, we compute each one of these sums. To simplify the results, set

Sum S1. We consider two cases, depending on the parity of n. If n is even, say n = 2m,
then

mo—1 mlo 1
$12m) =3 —— QHia = 3)+ > 5 (2H, = 3)

[\
~
_I_
—_

If n is odd, say n = 2m + 1, then

2m —1
2m+1
= —10m — 3 +4mH,, + 6Hop 1 —

4m — 2 6m —3

H -

tom 1™ T a1
:—10m—6—|—(4m—|—2—

(2H,, — 3)
6
2m+1

51(2’171, + 1) = Sl(2m) +
— (H? — H?) — 48,

m m

m)Hm + 6Homsy — (H2 — HP)) — 45,

Both formulas agree with
n 8 1n
S1(n) = —3n —;9) — 4{§(J2)—|— (2n -4+ - {gJ)HVELJ +6H,
—(Hig) — Hy)) — 4513
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Sum So. We consider four cases, depending of the class of n mod 4. If n = 4m — 2, then

mol-1 el L VR
52(4m—2) :4(l:1 mHl_l + ; EH[ + ; mHl
m=l 9141
;2(4l+1) l)

m—1 I m—1 I m—1 21 — 1 m—1 2] 1
=4( :14l+1Hl+l:141—1Hl+l;2(41—1 Z} 4111 )
:4m—1 l N l +2l—1+2l+1)l

S\l A -1 0 2(41-1) 241+ 1)

m—1

Now, if n = 4m — 1, then

2m(2m — 1) 16m?
4m — 1) = So(4m — 2) +4 Hpy= [, —4
Sa(4m — 1) = Sp(4m = 2) + 4 4m —1 "

If n = 4m, then

2m(2m — 1)

Sa(Am) = Sp{dm = 1) + 4=

H,, = (4m + 2)H,, — 4m

And finally, if n = 4m + 1, then

m2m+1) (4m+2)?

2
Sa(dm +1) = Sp(dm) + 4y e = 0

m — 4m

These four formulas agree with
5o = (-3 23] e~ o222

Sum S3. We consider the same four cases as in the previous sum. If n = 4m — 2, then

(& -ni-2) = -
53(4”1_2)—8(2(41_2)4 +§ 41 —1)(4l - 2)

3)
m—1 l(l—l m—1 I )
4 4l—|—1>
1

I
+> +
S 4l(4l—1) = Al
-1

- I(1—1) =l o—1)
=8 NS 411412+ 44 —1)
l:l( + )( + ) l:l( - ) - =1 -
+’”‘1 I(1—1) )
S 44l +1)
m—1 m—1
1(1-1 1 3
=38 (2 ) (2_ - )
-1 = 20 —1 2+1
4m? — 4 4m?
=2H;, 1 —4Hop o + i =2Hp, 1 —4Hop 1 + i
2m — 1 2m — 1
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If n=4m — 1, then

8m(m — 1)
(4m — 1)(4m — 2)
4m? 8m(m — 1)
2m—1  (dm —1)(4dm —2)
4m(2m + 1)
dm —1

Sg(4m — 1) = 53(4’171, — 2) +

=2H;, 1 —4Hop 1 +

=2H,, 1 —4Hop 1 +

If n = 4m, then

8m(m — 1)
dm(4m — 1)
dm(2m +1) 2(m—1)
=2H,,1 —4Hoy—
m—1 2m—1 + dm — 1 dm — 1
=2H,, —4Hy, +2(m + 1)

S3(4m) = Sz(4m — 1) +

And if n =4m + 1, then

8m(m — 1)
Sa(4m + 1) = S3(4
slm+1) 3(m)+4m(4m+1)(
2(m —1)
— 2H,, — 4H,,, +2 1
2 +4(m(2+ )—;)4m—|—1
m(2m +
— 9H,, — 4Hy,, + —— )
2m

These four formulas correspond to

Suo) =21y 4ty + 4[5 (432[ 52

Sum Sy. If n = 2m, then

m 1 m—1 1
Si(2m) = 6 ( =1 —>

—6m_1 l - —6m_1 L 6H, -6
= \+nEi+1)  2+1) &=+
If n =2m + 1, then
Sy(2m + 1) = S4(2m) + 12 L—ﬁ(}[ -1)+ 0
! - 2m(2m +1) " 2m + 1
12m
= 6H,, —
2m +1

Both formulas agree with

Sa(n) = 6HL7_L — g . {EJ
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Sum Ss. If n = 2m, then

If n=2m+ 1, then

55(2m—|— 1) = 55(2m) +2- %

= (2m + 2)(H2, — H'?)) — 4mH,, + 4m

(HZ — HP)
This shows that
2 n
&00:0HJXH@J—HQQ—45MH%y—U
Sum Sg. If n = 2m, then
mo3l—2 m-l g
om) = 2 R > H
So(2m) < 21— 1 l+l§2l+1 l)
m—1
3 ) 2(3m — 2)
H+22" Yy
Z( 21—1 T oo

=1
dm — 1
6m(H,, — 1) — (Sm_Zm—l

= (6m + 5)H,,, — 48, — 2Hay,, — 6m
If n=2m+ 1, then

6m — 4
H,, + 2H2m) =38 + 5 Hu

6m
2m +1
= (6m + 5)H,,, — 4S8, — 2Ho,, — 6m +

Se(2m + 1) = Sg(2m) + m
6m
2m +1

6m
_ (6m+5+ 2m+1)Hm—4Sm—2H2m+1+

2m +1

Both formulas correspond to
56(77,) = (371 + 2+ g{gJ)HL%J — 4SL%J —2H,, — G{gJ + %(n — Q{EJ)
Sum S7. If n = 2m,

Mo -9 Ti-1
S7(2m)_; -1 & 2t1
_m_l(ll_l( T 13 ))+11m—9
N 2\2/ -1  20+1 om — 1

1
moo 7 13 1lm—9
_11(7”_1)_10;21—1Jr2(2m—1)JFEJr 2m — 1




Ifn=2m+1,
m(11lm — 1)
2m(2m + 1)

Im—1
=11 1 H,, — 10H-
m+1+5H,, 0Hy, + o+ 1

i+ 9
= 5Hy, — 10Han 1 + 1lm + 1+ — mjl

57(2771 + 1) = 57(2771,) +2-

Both formulas agree with

S7(n) = 5H |z | — 10H, + 5n + bJ tlrg (1+ 7)( —QEJ)

Sum Sg. If n = 2m,

Sg(2m) = 4 —4 <———):6Hm—4Hm,
(2m) Z121—1 ; A1 2

and if n = 2m + 1,

(2m—1)-0 4
Ss(2 1) = 5(2 —~ — —6H,, — 4H5,, = 6H,, — 4H. e
8( m + ) ( m)+2m(2m+1) m 2m m 2m+1+2m+1
Therefore,
4 n
Sg(n) = GHL%J — 4Hn + ;(n — Q{EJ)
Now, once we have computed Si,...,Sg, we can compute z:

n = gl("); S2(n) D S3(n) — 24(71) +253(n)8—( 56(71%)) + 57(271) + Ss(n)
n n n+ n+1)n+

— +(6+—)bj+ﬂ y |- ; {4J

+n(Hf%J_H@)J)_GH"JF(?’_n_(4_g)PJ)HL%J

2
+(n+3— %{SJ)H\-”THJ _2HL%J

And finally
By (C?) = nz,

:WT+M+(6”+1){SJ+8LHI2J2—8(7®+1)L”1—2J
+n?(HYy ) = H{3)) = 6nH, + (3n —n? - (4n - 2)| 7] ) H 3,
(’I’L —|—3’I’L—2{%J) "+2J_2nHL7ZLJ

as we claimed.

Corollary 7. The variance of Cy, under the Yule model is

e e LI IRl

—8(n+ 1) 2J —6nH, + (23] —n(n—3))Hy,
S RICE R B e
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Proof. Simply replace in the formula 02 (C,,) = Ey (C2) — Ey(C,,)? the value of Ey (C?)
obtained in the last theorem and the value of

n
Ey(Cn) = n(HLgJ — 1) + (n mod 2) = nHL%J — 2{—J
recalled above. O

Corollary 8.

n

o3 (Cp) = —g( — 18+ 7% + 1og(64)) bf — 8@ log (gD
+(20 — 8y —32log(2) + (24 - §w2 - 81og(2)) (n mod 4)) L

%J +O(1).

Proof. We expand the expression for o2 (C,,) given in the previous corollary, taking into
account the value of n module 4.
If there exists some m such that n = 4m, then

0%(C’n) =8m (ZmHm —2(m — 1)Hap, — 3Hym — 2mH2(722b 4 6m + 1)

= —§m2 (—18 + % 4 log(64)> + m (—8log(m) — 8y + 20 — 321og(2))
1
—240(-)

m
If there exists some m such that n = 4m + 1, then

0%(Cn) =2 (8m? +4m + 1) Hy, + (—16m? + 8m + 2) Hopy, — 24mHuypn 41
—6Hymy1 — 16m2HED — 8mHD — HP) 4+ 48m? + 32m + 6

m 2m
8 4
= —§m2 (—18 + 7% + log(64)) — gm(ﬁ log(m) + 72 + 6y — 33 + 301og(2))
2 1
+ <—210g(m) - % — 2744 - 1010g(2)) +0 (E)

If there exists some m such that n = 4m + 2, then

0%(Cy) = 16mHam 2 — 24mHym o +42m + 1)2Hppp1 — 42m + 1)? Hopa
+8Hop o — 12Hypm 1o — 16m>Hyo)  — 16mHS | — AHS)
+48m? + 48m + 10

8 82
= —§m2 (—18 + 7% + log(64)) +m (—810g(m) — % — 8y +68 —48 log(2)>

2 1
~2(6log(m) + 7% + 6 — 24+ 30log(2)) + O <E)
Finally, if there exists some m such that n = 4m + 3, then

O’%;(Cn) = (4m + 3) [4(777, + 1)Hm+1 — 4(m + 1)H2m+1 + 4H2m+2 — 6H4m+3
—(4m + 3)Hy) 1 + 10m + 11] + (2m + 1) (~2H 11 + 2Hzmpr + 24m + 19)

m

—24(m +1)* — 4(2m + 1)?
8
= —§m2 (—18 + % 4 10g(64)> —4m (2 log(m) + 72 + 2y — 23 + 7log(4)>

372 1
+ | —6log(m) — - 6y +34—17log(4) | + O (E)
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Now, using that m = [n/4] and n mod 4 = n — 4|n/4], it can be easily seen that
these formulas are consistent with the development of o3 (Cy,) until O(1) given in the
statement. ad

8 Some covariances

In this section we obtain the covariance under the Yule model of S,, and &,, from the
formulas obtained in the previous sections for Ey(@ ), By (S2) and Ey (92).

Corollary 9. covy (Sp,®,) = 4n(nHr(L2) +H,)+ %n(n2 —51n+2).
Proof. Notice that
COUY(ST din) = Ey(Sn . din) — Ey(Sn) . Ey(@n)
= §(EY((¢n +5)%) — Ey(S;) — Ey(®3)) — Ey(Sn) - By (®n)

= LB @) — By (82) - By (82)) — By (S,) - By (8,)

The formula in the statement is obtained by replacing in this identity Ey(él5 ), By (S2),
Ey (®2), Ey(S,), and Ey(®,) by their values. O

— 1
Corollary 10. covy (Sp,?y) = 2nH,, + én(n2 —9n —4)

Proof. By the bilinearity of covariances, covy (Sy,®,) = covy (Sn, Sn + @p) = 02(S,) +
covy (Sp, Pp). 0

Corollary 11.

1, 2n2 17\ , 1 1

covy (Sp, Pp,) = g —i—(T—?)n +4nln(n)+§(l2fy—11)n+4+0(5)
(Sns®r) = 0 — 50?4+ 2nn(n) + = (67 — 2) +1+0(1)
covy (Sy, Pn, =5 2n n 3 Y n -

From the formulas for 0%.(®,,), 0% (®,,), and covy (Sp,Py,), we can compute Pearson’s
correlation coefficient between .S,, and &,,,

covy(S d,)

cory (Sp,Pn) = \/ay oL@ )

The exact formula for this coefficient is

(2) Lo(n2
An(nH,” +Hyp)+ zn(n?*—51n+2)
cory (Sp,Py) = &

\/(7n2—4n2Hﬁf) —2an—n> (%(n4—10n3+131n2—2n)—4n2H,(L2) —ﬁan>

and in the limit it is equal to

1
cory (Sp, Pp) ~ = 0.89059

6,/((7— %) - %)

30




9 Conclusions

In this paper we have obtained exact formulas for the variance under the Yule model
of the Colless index C, the Sackin index S, the total cophenetic index @, and the sum
& = S+ @, as well as for the covariances of S and ®,®. Our formulas are explicit and
hold on spaces 7, of binary phylogenetic trees with any number n of leaves, unlike other
expressions published so far in the literature, which were either recursive or asymptotic.
The proofs consist of elementary, although long and involved, algebraic computa-
tions. Since it is not difficult to slip some mistake in such long algebraic computations,
to double-check the results we have directly computed these variances and covariances on
Tn for n =3, ...,9 and confirmed that our formulas give the right results. The values ob-
tained are given in the next table. The Python scripts used to compute them are available
at the Supplementary Material web page http:/bioinfo.uib.es/~recerca/phylotrees/Yulevariances/.

3 4 5 6 7
a3 (Ch) 0 2 3.5 6.8  10.072222
0% (Sn) 0 0.222222 0.805556  1.84  3.877778
o3 (®n) 0 0.888889 5.138889  17.04 42.787778
0% (Pn) 0 2 10 30 70

covy (Sn, D) 0 0.444444 2.0277778  5.56  11.912222
cory (Sp, n) - 1 0.996639 0.992958 0.989408

8 9
03 (C)[15.765079 21.089881
03 (Sn)| 5.49424  8.193827
0% ($,)]90.522812 170.350969
o3 (@,)| 140 252

covy (Sn, D,)[21.991474 36.727602
cory (Sp, ®,)| 0.986101  0.983053

Table 1. Values of 6% (Ch), 0%(Sn), 0% (Pn), 0% (Pr), covy (Sn, ), and cory (Sn, P,) for n =3,...,9.
They agree with those given by our formulas.

It can be seen in this table that the values of the variances of S,, are smaller than
those of the variance of @ or @. Actually, as we have recalled in the Introduction, O'%/(Sn)
has order O(n?), while 0% (®,,) and 0% (®,,) are O(n*). This is consistent with the fact
that @ and @ have larger spans of values than S, O(n3) instead of O(n?), and much less
ties. It is also deduced from the formulas obtained in this paper, and from this table
for small values of n, that there is a strong direct linear correlation between S,, and @,
although in the limit Pearson’s coefficient between them decreases to 0.89.

It remains to compute exact formulas for covariances of C with S and &. These
formulas can surely be obtained using a recurrence for the expected value of the product
of two recursive shape indices similar in spirit to Corollary [II but the computations seem
to be even longer than those leading to the computation of o2 (C,,).
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