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Abstract

The Yuleprocess generates a class of binary trees which is fundahtergopulation genetic models and
other applications in evolutionary biology. In this papeg introduce a family of sub-classes of ranked
trees, called2-trees, which are characterized by imbalance of interndero The degree of imbalance is
defined by an integer 8 w. Forcaterpillars, the extreme case of unbalanced trees, 0. Under models of
neutral evolution, for instance the Yule model, trees wittall w are unlikely to occur by chance. Indeed,
imbalance can be a signature of permanent selection pegssuch as observable in the genealogies of
certain pathogens. From a mathematical point of view it iergsting to observe that the space&nfrees
maintains several statistical invariants although it iastically reduced in size compared to the space of
unconstrained Yule trees. Using generating functions,tugyshere some basic combinatorial properties of
Q-trees. We focus on the distribution of the number of sulstreith two leaves. We show that expectation
and variance of this distribution match those for uncomstiétrees already for very small valuesaf
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1. Introduction

Given a direction by time, ancestry relationships betw: es, individuals, alleles or cells can be
modeled as trees. Assuming the Yule model (forward in tirdgpf the Kingman coalescent (backward in
time) ﬁ] trees are rooted, binary, un-ordered and ranl&mth processes generate identical distributions
of treeﬁsto olo |es (cIadogramEj é 4] and their combinatgroperties have attracted attention since long
(e.g [E

i ortant statistic, which has been investigated in ss\studies, is the number of subtrees of given
size E)EEEIDS]. The first results in this series concesuddrees with two leaves, calletierries[d].

A different, but also purely topological, tree-parameter is lari@e, measured, for instance, Bglless
index orSackirs index mJIB]. These measures are summary statistiteafégree of imbalance averaged
across all internal tree nodes. Imbalance of evolutio has found several applications: as a measure
of speciation dynamics and species relations@s@%] as a characteristic of the phylodynamics
in virus strainsﬁB] and as an ingredient of tests of the raéevolution hypothesi$ [19, P0,[21].

The goal of this work is to introduce and to investigate a fgraf trees which is characterized by a
condition of imbalance valid for all internal nodes.
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The motivation for this is twofold. From a biological point\ew, imbalance of genealogies has been
identified as a feature of populations which evolve undarsgrselective pressure. For instance, the ge-
nealogies of influenza viruses or the intra-host geneadagfiéllVV show a strikingly unbalanced branching
pattern EZ]. From a mathematical point of view, the glastrees considered here naturally extends the
one of so-callectaterpillar genealogies [11]. Due to their simple structure, the retsbr of a general tree
problem to caterpillar-like trees often provides a solutio combinatorial problems which is not available
in a more general context (S@[EI 23)]). It is then of intetegeneralize the notion of caterpillar shape
to comprehend a larger, but still topologically simple,igbr of trees. To do so, we consider the following
constraint. Given a trelegenerated by the Yule process, we callsizeof t the number of iténternalnodes.
Further, we denote by; the size of the smaller of the left and right subtrees origiggat nodd. Given
now an integew > 0, we say that is anQ®-tree (or simply a2-tree) if wj < w for all internal nodes.
Q-trees form a subset of un-restricted trees. For any paittefiersw, ’ with w < ', we haveQ® ¢ Q¥
where strict inclusion holds it < w* = [(n—1)/2]. Otherwise, the setis maximal, i.e. all trees of sizze
actuallyQ-trees withw > w*. Thew-constraint bounds the complexity of tree-shape. This isedf, for
instance, when studying the structure of so-cailkelliced subtregsvhich appear naturally in sub-sampling
or boot-strapping problems. Induced subtrees are gemdrgtextracting only those branches of an existing
tree which connect a subset of leaves to their most recentmomancestor.

Obviously, for smalky, it is very unlikely that am2-tree is generated by chance under the Yule process.
Despite of this, they can represent the entire un-conglddiree space. For instance, focusing on cherries,
we show that the moments of the number of cherrie-inees converge fast to those in unconstrained trees.
The number of subtrees with two leaves is then invariant utigeo-constraint.

Our approach, which makes extensive use of generatingifumigtchniques, can be extended to higher
level subtree-statistics. It will be interesting to invgate in the future other topological properties which
are invariant under strong node imbalance.

2. Preliminaries

We start with some basic definitions. Anary rootedtree is a tree with a root and in which all nodes
have outdegree either 0 or 2. Nodes with outdegree 2 areléainal, nodes with outdegree 0 aggternal
External nodes are also calleghves We consider the sizeof a tree to be the number of its internal nodes.
Thesubtreeof an internal nodeéis the tree with root. A tree is said to ben-ordered(in graph theoretical
sense) if subtrees stemming from an internal node have mft-6dht order. Disregarding branch lengths,
we consider the following class. A binary un-ordered tresipén is said to be aanked tredf the set of
internal nodes is totally ordered by lab¢ls2, ..., n} in such a way each child-node label is greater than the
parent-node label (see Fig. 1). The total order of interaiadls can be interpreted as a historical time order.
To emphasize this Hardin [6] called such tréestories

The set of ranked trees of sirés denoted byR, andR = [ J,, Rn. Furthermore, given a tréewe denote
by I(t) the number of internal nodes whose children are two legSash internal nodes are calleterries
of the tree. |Ib] have shown that the random varidblée. number of cherries, is asymptotically normal
for largen with expectationtf + 1)/3 and variance 2(+ 1)/45. Figl2 shows, for several valuesmfthe
distribution ofL for ranked trees of size.

The w-constraint. Let us now introduc&-trees as a subclass®f Fix w € {0,1, 2, ...,n,...} and, given
atreet € Ry, we say that is aQ-tree ifeachnodei of t satisfies

min(t. (), Itr()]) < w,



wherety (i) (resp.tr(i)) is theleft (resp.right) subtree of. For fixedw, we denote by2¥ the set ofQ-trees
of sizen. Observe tha‘Iz,H(”’l)/2J = Ry for everyn.

If wis small, the constraint has a strorfgeet on the topology of the resulting trees QAtree looks as
in Fig.[3. It has an extended back-bone to which "small” trefesize atmostw are appended. The length of
this path, i.e., the number of nodes it contains, is bounftech(below) by 6 — w)/(w + 1). Forw small, it
provides a measure of tlieepthof the tree, where the latter is the number of archs ifldhgestpath which
connects the root to a leaf. In an un-constrained rankedtesminimum depth is logn+1). Average depth
is depicted in Fig. 4 and was obtained by simulations &fradked treeéﬂ4] each for= 10, 20, 30, 40, 50.
Note, forn sufficiently large, average depth of un-constrained trees idlenthan the lower bound for
Q-trees.

The dfect of thew-constraint becomes manifest also in the number fi€int subtrees. Indeed, for
eachn’ > w, aQ-tree contains anostone subtree of size’. The tree shown in Fif] 3 has size 9 and belongs
to Q2. It does not contain any subtree of size 4 and just one of size 3

3. The number of Q-trees

In this section we count the number of the possibl&rees of sizen. In other words, we determine the
cardinality ofQ%. Furthermore, recalling that under the Yule model the pbdig of a ranked tred of size
nwith | cherrles is given by Tajima’s welglﬂ

2nfl
-

>

p:

we also need to consider the number of cherries in our endioiesa
Let (en)n=0 be the sequence &uler numbers. They enumerates un-constrained trées [Bled.e.Rnl.
The first terms of the sequence are

1,1,1,2,516,61,272 13857936 50521 ...

which means, for example, that there are exactly 5052&reéint ranked trees of size 10.

Let us fixw and note that if € Q% with n > 2w + 1, thent is built appending to a common roofatree
ty with |t;] > w and a ranked tree with k = |t;| < w. Finally we need to merge the order of the nodes of
t; with the one for the nodes @f. This can be done in exact(y’?;l) ways since there are no symmetries
betweert; andt,. Thus, considering that for the firsw2+ 1 values we have

Q7] = €y, Q5] = &, ..., 195,,,1] = €01,

we can define, fon > 2w + 1, the following recursion

w

|Q?:|=Z(” )|Q e

k=0

In order to consider also the number of cherries, we needitterthe previous formula. Let,; be the
number of trees iR, having exactlyt cherries. Similarly2y), is the class of-trees of sizen with | cherries.
The recursion above becomes thﬁﬁl e ifn< 2w+ 1 ‘while, whenn > 2w + 1, we have to consider

=i2(n oo @
=



Note that we can compute the numbe{sthrough a standar@iaylor expansion centered at= 0 of the
following exponential generating function

Y(zx) = Z Z:]_T(I 1. 2(xexp(2\/—2x+ 1)—x) '
omr M (V=2x+1-1)exp(zV=2x+1)+ V-2x+1+1
Indeed we have [8]

en = Nl x [2'X]Y(z x)
and the first values are listed in the following table.

enl n=1|{n=2|n=3|{n=4|n=5|{n=6|n=7[n=8|n=9|n=10
=1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
=2 0 0 1 4 11 26 57 120 247 502
=3 0 0 0 0 4 34 180 768 | 2904 | 10194
=4 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 496 | 4288 | 28768
=5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 496 | 11056

The recursion defined ifJ(1) can be improved by the use of géingrfunctions techniques. This pro-
vides a much better understanding of the enumerative piiep@f the trees we are considering.

Firstly, we characterize the generating function assediafith the number€|. Infact, it is possible to
translate the natural "root-subtrees” decompositioféfees into a functional equation which completely
determines the exponential generating function

|
v,= Y X

[tI>w+1

Inthe easiest case = 1, the recursive decomposition gives far= 3., Z"n—,x' the following equation

X22 XZZ?’ Xlzn+1 XI+1Zn+2
=7t +;>2(n+1)! +“22(n+2)! x(n+ 1)

which becomes, considering the derivative with respegt to
P1(zX)

d 272
Y:
1z —XZ +Y1 - (1 + X2).

dz
Similarly Yz = 3.5 22 is defined by
X2 xZ2 X2 X Xzt X112 X123 (n+2)!
Y2 = T+?+T+E+st(n+1)! " Zinv2) X(”+1)+m23(n+3)! X om
which gives
P2(zx)
%—ﬁ+g+ﬁ+ﬁ+Y 1+xz+E
dz 2 22 g '’ ‘



The polynomial$?;, P, in the above dierential equations correspond (after integration) toglib$rees
which we considered as the starting step of the recursivstaation forY,,. We have to pay attention to
those trees we use at the initial stage of the procedure.ethdbserve that, to avoid redundancies in the
construction, the two subtrees we append to the root of ayngerierated tree must logferentas ranked
trees (otherwise we could create wrongly the same tree Ywitéollows that each ranked treesuch that
[tl < w must not be counted in the starting step of the procedureteidstwhy our functiorY,, counts only
trees withit) > w+ 1. Once we avoid a certain tree because of the previous reasanust afterwards insert
artificially in the mentioned polynomials those trees oégizeater tham which - otherwise - would not be
created. This process gives rise to the mononialandP; in the above equations.

Going a step further, we can say that, for a generithe correspondiny,, must satisfy an equation of
the form

gié'z Pw'+\Q)'VL,
dz
where i
X
Vo= Q. AT
telUiZo Ri

andP,, is also a polynomial. In particular,

6 3 24 6 12 12 72 36 72°

_xZ . 11x%7* . X3z . x?2° . 32 . 5x228 . x5 . x4 . x?z! . 5x32/ . x4z . x?Z . 3B . Nerad
24 24 6 8 4 144 9 72 144 144 36 1152 144 72
and, more in general, one has

Py =

Pa

1 dv, 1
P,=2V2- —24x-Z2,
YT 2@ dz 2
whereddl; is the derivative of the monomials associated with rankegtof size at most and the remaining
summands give the derivative of those of size at mast2.
Summarizing we have

Theorem 1. For a fixedw, the exponential generating function

2%
Yo = Yu(zX) = Z e
[t>w+1
satisfies
dy, .
i P, +Y, -V, with Y,(0,x) =0, (2
where g g
X 1, vV, 1
V, = w(z,x)—t UZWZR - and P, = P,(z X) = évw— d +X— >
€Ui=o i

The solutionY,, to () gives, by Taylor expansion, the numbegbfrees of given size and number of
cherried. Results forw = 2 andn < 10 are given in the table below.



w=2|n=1{n=2|n=3|n=4|n=5|n=6|n=7n=8|n=9|n=10
=1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
=2 0 0 1 4 11 26 47 75 111 156
=3 0 0 0 0 4 34 160 | 573 | 1677 | 4044
=4 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 346 | 2578 | 13495
=5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 192 | 4170

The defining equatiof]2) will be used in the next sectionssscdbe how-trees are distributed in the
two dimensionald, I)-space.

4. Probabilistic properties of Q-trees

In this section we present some propertieQefees when considered under the probability distribution
of the Yule model. First, we compute the probability of @rtree of given size. Then, we show that the
expected value (resp. the variance).dbr a randonf2-tree is close to the expected value (resp. the variance)
of L for un-constrained trees, everuifis small (i.e.w = 2, 3).

The starting point is the fact that, in terms of generatingcfions, under the Yule model the probability
to generate &-tree of sizen can be expressed as

P(t e Q) = [Z'][Yu(22 1/2)].

Furthermore, the expected vallg,,(n) and the variance Vay,(n) are respectively given by

WAPteqy)  NPteqy)-l  [F[(HE2) ]

LIPteQn) | PCeQR) | [Z1Yu(221/2)]

(2] [( dZYwéi?x/Z))le]
[Z1[Y,(22.1/2)]

and

EL,w(n)

+ ELo() = (ELo(n)®

Var ,(n) Ei2,,(N) — (ELo(N)? =

4.1. The probability of @-tree of given size
Look first at the probability of &-tree of given sizer. Considering that

dv, (21 X) 1 dv (22 %)

dz \""2)7 2 dz
equation[{R) upon substitutingoy 2z andx by x/2 becomes
dY, (22 %) X X X
— =Pz g)2n(eg) vz 5) ®)
from which we have ( 1)
dY, (22 3 1 1 1
Equation[(#) can be re-writtenas
dy, ~ T
— =2P, +2Y,-V,, 5
e + )



whereY,, = Y,(2) = Y, (22 3), P, = Pu(d = P, (22 3) andV,, = V(2 = V., (2z ). With boundary
conditionY,,(0) = 0, one has the family of solutions

Y, = exp(2f\7wdz)-Zfozexp(—zfvm(y)dy) P.,(y)dy, (6)

where, for simplicity, we writef f(X)dxinstead offoX f(w)dw.
Transfer. Setting
Y = exp(2 f \7wdz), 7)
we now compute for several values of the parametarconstant,, such that, fon large enough,

[27[Y.] _

2~ C,. (8)
[2]0Y:]
Indeed we observe thif; is solution of
ave o - -
d; =2Y; -V,, with Y;(0)=1 9)

P, is a polynomial of degreei2and, if one takes the derivative in equatids (5) &hd (9) 2 times, we have
for bothY,, and\?:) the same dierential equation of order2+ 2 (with different boundary conditions). It is
then stficient to check the desired properfy (8) for a finite (and spmalmber of possibl@’s to conclude
that it must hold for alh sufficiently large.

Take for exampley = 2. In this case we haw, = 1+ z+ 2, P, = % +Z2+ % and the two dierential
equations of order 6 which are derived frdm (5) dad (9) are

YO = 40Y¥(2) + 1011+ 22Y(2) + 2(1+ 2+ D)V (@), (10)
with conditions
¥2(0) = 0, ¥52(0) = 0, Y2(0) = 0, Y(0) = 3! = 6, ¥{"(0) = 4! = 24,Y(0) = 5! = 120

and
7@ = 40,92 + 101+ 22V, + 2(1+ z+ 2)V;O(2), (11)
with conditions
¥;(0) = 1,Y;(0) = 2, ¥;(0) = 6, %;(0) = 24, ¥;1(0) = 108 ¥;©)(0) = 552

Now observe that -5 s @)

Y;7(0) Y 0) Y 0) N

92(5)(0) ?;(4)(0) ?;(3)(0)
and then, sincd (10) and {11) are linear, the same constapagates for the ratios involving higher order
terms. Estimating, numerically one finds, = 0.22399.

The same procedure can be applied to other values bif the following table we give,, ~ ([z”][\?m])/([z”][f(:)])
whenw =1,2,3,4,5




w=1l|w=2|w=3|w=4|w=>5
c, | 0.311| 0.224| 0.175| 0.143]| 0.122

Throughc,, we can relate the céiécients ofY,, (8) with those ofY* (7). Moreover, F'][Y:] can be
extracted, foin large enough, by standard methods of analytic comblnestomrdeedY* is an exponential
of a polynomial with positive ca@icients and one can apply results freaddle- pommethods (seéIjZ6])
supposep(z) = a1z + a2 + ... + ay,2" is a polynomial with non-negative cfiients and a-periodic, i.e.,

gedj - aj # 0} =1, then there exists a function= r(n), which is defined as the positive real solution of the
equation

dp(r)
e o0
such that 1 exp((r))
X
Zexp(p?) ~ —  ———
[Z']exp(p(2) N p
where
. dp(n)
_ . dr
A=ar)=r ar

In our case, depending ean we have

(r) = (r)—2f\7(r)dr—2£+f+ i
PO =Pt =2 JVlar =217 2 7" 031

and
A1) =) =2r(1+2r +3r%+ ..+ (w+ 1)r?).
Whenw =1,2,r =r,(n)is

(1+V1+2) \/; ;

4.223 1/3
Jo_ 1/3+(28+54n+6\/36+84n+81n2)/
(14+ 27n+3V36+ 84n + 81n2)

n\3 1
673
If w > 4, analytic solutions of - % = n are not available in general but, still, for any fixedwe can

compute numerically the valug,(n). In Fig[8 we show the result fes = 2, 4, 6, 8. Furthermore, when is
large, one can approximatg(n) as

ry(n)

r2(n)

ol I\)lH

() ~ (z)wjﬂ) - a)}- 1 (12)

Indeed, observe that
.. dpu(n)
dr
Then, the equation which defing®) = r,(n) can be written as

2r (retl — 1)

=2r(l+r+...+r¥ = —]

2r°*2 4r(-n-2)+n=0.



Now suppose large. If divide byn, the equation becomes equivalent to

2rw+2
-r+1=0.

Lettingr = (a- n)Y/@*Y 4+ b gives

2an(an)”/@* + 2ab(w + 2)n+ o(n)
n

(@)Y« _p+1=0

and then

o(n)

2a(an)¥@*V) 4 2ab(w + 2) + . (@@ _pi1=0.

Thus, forn large, the desired equality holds whae 1/2 andb = —-1/(w + 1) which giver as in [12).

Finally, putting everything together, we have

Y@ = exp(Z f \7mdz)

2 w1 \12
AU [exp('I +5+.+ L+1)]
CaNIr A+ 2 + ..+ (+ Do)’
where r= r(n) is the positive real solution of

Theorem 2. The cogicients of

satisfy

(13)

2r(l+r+...+r“)=n

and asymptotically

n\1/(w+1) 1

r(n) ~ (= .
() (2) w+1
Furthermore, the probability of &-tree of size n under the Yule model is

P(te Q) = [Z[V] ~ - [ZY].

As n grows, the probability(t € Q) goes to 0 very fast. For example when= 3, if we setn = 30,
the corresponding value is of orderf@vhile, forn = 100, the order is 1G°. This clearly shows that the
Yule process generates just a small numbebp-afees.

In the next sections we will focus on the expected value aeddhiance of the random variaklle Given
the previous theorem and equatibnl(13), we will expressesirlts in terms of cd&cients of\?j,.

4.2. The expected number of cherries in a randdtnee of given size

Let us now go back td13) to computs] [(%ﬁx/z))m]. The mentioned equation can be re-written as
Mo _2p, 429,V

dz



whereV,, = Y,z X) = Y, (22, g) P, =P,(zx =P, (22, g) andV, = V,(zX) = V, (22, g) As in (8),
with boundary condition given by,,(0, x) = 0, one has solutions

Y, = exp(2f\7mdz)-Zfzexp(—zfvw(y, x)dy) P.,(y, X)dy.
0

The expression fo?j—; is then

d?m d (f deZ) Y
= 2[—dx ) Y., (2 X) + Ho(z X), (14)
where
Ho(zX) = exp(2 f Vo(z, x)dz) (15)

Qu(y.X)

xzj;zexp(—Zwa(y, x)dy) [—2[—d(f\72(i’ X)dy)]- Pu(y, x)+(—d|36:j()):’ X))] dy

andQ,(z x) is a polynomial of orderd) + 1) + 2w = 3w+ 1inz
In particular, we also have

(d{(w) B Z[d(fvmdz)

dx dx

= ] Vu(z 1)+ Hu(z 1), (16)
x=1 x=1
whereY,(z, 1) = Y.,(2).

Observe thaH,(z 1) satisfies

dH,(z 1)

7= QU1+ 2H, 1) V(2 1)

and, given Ehaf/m(z, 1) = V,(2), we can apply td,,(z 1) the same trick used before to relate itsfioents
to those ofY;,. Indeed,H,(z 1) andY;, satisfy the same linear equation of order 8 3. As before, fon
large enough, the ratiod]|[H.,(z 1)])/([Z"][ Y} ]) converges to a constar,, see the following table.

w=1l|w=2|w=3|w=4|w=5

h, | 0.224| 0.155| 0.119| 0.097 | 0.082

, . 4d(fV,d2)
We are almost done. If we go back fa16) we have not yet coreidine polynomial éT)le
which multipliesY,,(z 1). By the definition o, andV,, we have that

d(f\7wdz) w_(Ti/2] j '2i_ja,j .
I N [,Zﬁ W]Z 1 (17)

10



w f|/21j 2i- JQ .
- Z[I Z i! J] z*

0

(— ELR(l)) z*l_§+i(il.”?) z+1_§ —i

i=2

=

Me

(.O

from which we can compute, forlarge enough, the céiecients

(de(Zz, x/Z))
x=1

(7] I

— Ve 2 N —i— Ve Ve
~e [V + 2, [izzj[f 11[Ym1] +h, - [ZUY)

If we now divide by E"[Y,,(2z, 1/2)] we have the desired expected value.

Theorem 3. The expected value of the number of cherries in a ranfetmee of size n generated under the
Yule model is

EL,w (n)

) (G 1 B 45 9 [Z[zn'll[Y*] h, 8
C

[Z1[Y. (22 1/2)] [2][Y] [(Z10Ye]

(0

Graphs of eq[{18) are drawn in Hijy.6 for= 1,2, 3.

4.3. The variance of the number of cherries for a randestree of given size

Given that
d%y,,
21|(%5), |

[21[ Yo (22 1/2)]
the variance of. can be computed as

= EL m(n) EL,(u(n)

(2] [("sz“)x_ |,

Y (97 179 2

Var,,(n) = Eiz,(n) - (ELo(M)? =

Then, all we need is to derive frofn {14) the value B} [( v )X 1].
Using the fact that,, satisfies[[T#) and that,,(z X) is as in [I5) we have

v, 2dz(f\”/de) . d(fV d2) d¥, dH.(zX)
e dx2 @ - odx der dx

z(ﬁziféﬂé]%u+2rﬂf0@da)k[d(f0@dg

dx2 dx dx ]'Y‘”-FH“’(Z’X)

+2(d(fvwdz)

I ] Hu(z X) + My, (2 %),

11



where

Mo(z X) = exp(2f\7w(z,x)dz)

><2]:exp(—2f\7w(y, x)dy)(—z

[Z)M(z 1]
[Z0Y:]

d( [ Va(y. x)dy) dQu(y.%)
T] “Qu(Y, X) + (T)] dy

and ~K,, with k3 ~—-0.093 k, ~ —0.057, k3 ~ —0.046 k4 ~ —0.038 ks ~ —0.032

Thus

B.(2
¥, ([ V,,d2) d(fV.d2) ) ..
[Zn] [(W)xl] B [Zn] {2[ dx )xl : 4( dx ]xl .Cwa

+dh, [— [2207;] + 1[2[2“-' 1][Y*1)]+m-[f1[?:1,

i=2

whereB,,(2) is a polynomial of order @ + 2 with codficientsb,,; = [Z][B.(2)].
Therefore we have the variancelos follows

Theorem 4. The variance of the number of cherries in a randQnatree of size n generated under the Yule
model is

21](5),..

Var ,(n) = Yo 22 1/2)] + ELo(n) = (ELo(N)? (19)
2w+2 —i1r <7
TSl 4he (1 [2E00YE] 2|[Y:] [ Y] 2
[;): ba),| . —[Zn][?:)] ]+ Cw [2 [Zn][Y* (Z [Zn][Y* ]) a + EL a)(n) - (EL a)(n))

where g ,(n) is as in [I8) and the cggcients h,; are given, forw = 1,2, 3,4, 5, in the following table

z 2 2 Z' Pl 2 [0 A A
B]_(Z) 1
B, | 1 | 4/3 | 4/9
Bs2) | 4/3| 4/3 | 16/9 | 8/9 | 4/9
Bs(2) | 4/3 | 28/15| 16/9 | 20/9 | 4/3 | 8/9 | 4/9
Bs(2) | 4/3 | 28/15 | 38/15 | 20/9 | 8/3 | 16/9 | 4/3 | 8/9 | 4/9

In Fig[d we plot Var ,(n) for w = 2, 3; we also show the fierence Varz(n) — Var_ g(n).
To conclude our analysis we compare the entire distributioime random variablé for ranked trees

andQ-trees (see Fid]8): they essentially coinciderfanoderately large. Recall that in the un-constrained
case the distribution is asymptotically Gaussian (E|ee )
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5. Conclusionsand further directions

In this work we investigated some enumerative and stadisteatures of Yule trees under strongly re-
strictive topological conditions. This restriction reéscthe variety of possible subtree shapes permitted
in an Q-tree and, at the same time, maintains representative giegpef Yule trees. In particular, for the
statisticnumber of cherrieswe have shown that this is true even if the imposed consiisairery strong.

For suficiently largew, all ranked-trees of size are Q-trees. It is then natural to ask, for any given
statistico, what is the minimum value ab = w, which makes the associated trees representatives of the
un-constrained class. We have here studied in detail treeccas L = L;. In principle, analogous results
can be obtained if- = Ly (k > 1), i.e. when the statistic in question is the number of adstiof siz&k. We
have shown (see Figl 9) that, for instance, the random Jariabi.e., the number qﬁitchforks([lﬂ]) ina
Yule-generated ranked tree, has an expectation whichyscl@se to that of un-constrained trees already for
w = 3 and ifnis moderately largen(< 50).

In order to better explore the representative powep-dfees, one would require affieient algorithm to
generate them in a way which respects the probability Bistion of the Yule process. A rejection method
based on a previous random generation of un-constrainesliseot ficient whenw is small with respect
to tree size, because numbers are prohibitive: for exarfley = 3 the probability of am-tree of size
n = 50 is on the order 1G°.

Finally, we remark that well-defined constraints on treetogy, which maintain statistical properties,
should be of interest in the design dfieient algorithms to search tree-space and we suggest thdietd
of research deserves further investigation.
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Figurelegends
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Figure 1: The sixteen possible ranked trees of size five grblyy their six diferent shapes. Within each group all possible orderings
of the internal nodes are displayed.
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Figure 2: Sketch of distributions (along vertical lines)tioeé random variablé (number of cherries) for ranked trees of sized@ <
100 according to the Yule model. Larger circles indicaténbigorobability. The grey line depicts the expected vélug(n) = (n+1)/3.

Figure 3: Example of a tree of size 9@7. The dashed lines indicate the path defining the depth ofréiee Shaded boxes indicate
substrees of size w = 2, appended to internal nodes of this path. The labelingeoirtternal nodes is omitted.
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depth

Figure 4: The average depth (solid line) acros rihked trees of size vsthe lower boundr{— w)/(w + 1) = n/(w + 1) with w = 3
(dashed line). The dotted line represents the lower boundrfaonstrained trees and is ifg + 1).
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Figure 5: Plot of the functiom,,(n) for w = 2,4, 6,8 (Eq [12)), which defines the cieients ofz" in Eq [13).
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Figure 6:A: Plot of E ,(n) for w = 1,2 (Eq[I8) and oE z(n) = (n+ 1)/3 (line labelledw = c; see section 'Preliminaries’B: Plot

of AEz = E_ 3(n) — ELz(N).

Vary w=3
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Figure 7: A: Plot of Van_,(n) for = 2,3 (Eq[IY) and of Varg(n) =

Var 3(n) - Var, g(n).
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2(n + 1)/45 (line labelledw = ). B: Plot of AV3 =
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Figure 8: Distribution of the number of cherriegor ranked unconstrained trees (grey) and@Setrees (black) of size = 50.

Figure 9: Expected value df,, the number of pitchforks, for ranked, unconstrained t(gesy) and forQ®-trees (black).
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