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EXTREMA OF LOCAL MEAN AND LOCAL DENSITY IN A

TREE

RUOYU WANG

Abstract. Given a tree T, one can define the local mean at some subtree
S ⊆ T to be the average order of subtrees containing S. It is natural to ask
which subtree of order k achieves the maximal/minimal local mean among
all the subtrees of the same order and what properties it has. We call such
subtrees k-maximal subtrees. Wagner and Wang showed in 2016 that a 1-
maximal subtree is a vertex of degree 1 or 2. This paper shows that for any

integer k = 1, . . . , |T | , a k-maximal subtree has at most one leaf whose degree
is greater than 2 and at least one leaf whose degree is at most 2. Furthermore,
we show that a k-maximal subtree has a leaf of degree greater than 2 only
when all its other leaves are leaves in T as well.

In the second part, this paper introduces the local density as a normaliza-
tion of local means, for the sake of comparing subtrees of different orders, and
shows that the local density at subtree S is lower-bounded by 1/2 with equality
if and only if S contains the core of T. On the other hand, local density can
be arbitrarily close to 1.

1. Introduction

In the early 1980s, Jamison [3, 4] initiated the study of mean order of subtrees
and density of a tree T. There are two types of means studied therein. First is the
global mean, which is the average order of all subtrees of T. Then density is defined
as global mean divided by |T | (known as the order of T, equal to the cardinality of
the underlying vertex set). The other type is the local mean at a subtree S ⊆ T,
where only subtrees containing S are taken into consideration, i.e., the average
order of all subtrees containing subtree S. Local means can be compared among all
the subtrees of the same order. Throughout this paper, a k-maximal subtree is a
subtree of order k that attains the maximal local mean among all the subtrees of
order k.

In [3, 4], among other results, Jamison laid the groundwork for subsequent re-
search in this area:

• global mean is no greater than local mean at a vertex,
• local mean manifests monotonicity with respect to set inclusion (i.e., for

subtrees S ( S′, local mean at S is greater than local mean at S′),
• the local mean at S is lower bounded by (|S|+ |T |)/2, etc.

Several conjectures and open questions were raised in these two papers, most of
which have been solved successively during the 2010s. In 2010, Vince and Wang
proved in [7] that for a tree with no vertex of degree 2, the local mean is at least
half of |T | and less than 3

4 of |T | , which proves the conjecture [3, (7.2)]. Later on,
in 2014, Haslegrave provided characterizations for both bounds in [2]. Wagner and
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Wang [8] studied the ratio of local mean (at a vertex) to global mean and showed
that it is bounded above by 2, proving the conjecture [3, (7.4)].

There are two questions from [3, 4] that still remain open at this moment. The
first, [4, (5.6)], concerns the change of global mean under contraction of an edge.
Luo, Xu, Wagner and Wang [5] proved the special case when the edge contains a
leaf, while the general case is still open. The other is the caterpillar conjecture [3,
(7.1)], which asks whether the tree of maximal density is a caterpillar. Attempts
and progress were made continuously on this question, with the most recent ones
given in [6, 1], but a final answer is still unknown.

This paper mainly concerns the extremal local mean in a tree. The idea origi-
nated from the following question [3, (7.5)]:

• For any tree T, is the largest local mean (at order 1) of T always taken on
at a leaf?

This question itself is solved in [8] by Wagner and Wang. They showed that a 1-
maximal subtree can have degree equal to 1 or 2. Since local mean is defined for all
subtrees and can be compared among all k-subtrees with k = 1, . . . , n, it is natural
to ask the following general question about the subtree that attains maximal local
mean among all k-subtrees:

• If S ⊆ T is a k-maximal subtree, what can one say about S?

The main results are shown in the following two theorems.

Result 1 (see Theorem 3.3). If S is a k-maximal subtree, then S contains at

most one leaf with degT > 2 and at least one leaf with degT ≤ 2.

Result 2 (see Theorem 3.4). Let S ⊆ T be a k-maximal subtree. If there exists

a leaf w ∈ S with degT > 2, then all other leaves of S have degT = 1.

To facilitate the proof, we introduce a new notion, index , which reflects the exact
change of local mean when a subtree includes a neighbour or excludes a leaf. In
brief, when a subtree includes a new neighbour, its local mean increases by the
amount of the index of that neighbour with respect to the subtree, and when a
subtree excludes a leaf, its local mean decreases by the amount of the index of
that leaf with respect to the subtree. The index not only greatly simplifies some
proofs but also provides some insight into the behaviour of local mean and density.
Using the index, we give a simple proof to the following theorem, which was first
proved by Wagner and Wang in [8]. The analysis of the index also yields a parallel
description of the vertex that attains minimal local mean.

Result 3 (see Theorem 4.3). The vertex that attains maximal local mean has

degT = 1 or 2.

Result 4 (see Theorem 5.1). Let T be a tree that is not a path. Then the

vertex that attains minimal local mean has degT ≥ 3.

In the last part of this paper, we introduce and study the local density at a
subtree S ( T, denoted by DT (S) , for the sake of normalizing the local means,
so that one can compare subtrees of T at different orders. Hence it is valid to ask
what is the subtree of T that attains maximal local density. Just as the density
of a tree T, introduced also by Jamison, can be interpreted as the probability of a
random vertex being contained in a random subtree, the local density at subtree
S represents the probability of a random vertex outside S being contained in a
random subtree containing S. It will be shown that local density can be arbitrarily
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close to 1. On the other hand, the lower bound is characterized in the following
theorem.

Result 5 (see Theorem 6.4). Let S 6= ∅ be a proper subtree of T. Then
DT (S) ≥ 1

2 , with equality if and only if S contains the core of T (or equivalently,
T − S contains only paths as components).

2. Notations and Preliminaries

Let T = (V,E) be a tree, where V is the set of vertices and E is the set of edges.
For adjacent vertices v, w ∈ V, denote the edge by vw. The order of T, denoted
by |T |, is the cardinality of the vertex set of T. For a subtree S ⊆ T and a vertex
v ∈ S, let degS (v) be the degree of v in S, and degT (v) be the degree of v in T. If
some vertex w ∈ T lies outside of S and is adjacent to some vertex in S, then w is
called a neighbour of S or equivalently w is adjacent to S.

The following are notations related to number and order of subtrees to be used
herein. Let v ∈ T − S and (S, v)T be the smallest subtree in T generated by S and
v. We define

NT : number of subtrees of T ,

RT : total cardinality of all subtrees of T ,

NT (S) : number of subtrees containing S,

RT (S) : total order of all subtrees containing S,

NT (v;S) : number of subtrees R that contain v and satisfy R ∩ (S, v)T = {v},

RT (v;S) : total cardinality of all subtrees described above.

Here NT (v;S) counts the number of subtrees that are rooted at v and grow away

from S, and RT (v;S) is the sum of cardinalities of such subtrees.
Finally, we introduce some notations about mean and density:

µT (S) =
RT (S)

NT (S)
: the local mean at subtree S,

µT =
RT

NT
: the global mean of T ,

DT =
µT

|T |
: the global density of T.

Next, we introduce some preliminary results which will be used throughout this
paper.

Let v1, . . . , vd be the neighbours of v in T. Let T1, . . . , Td be the corresponding
subtrees rooted at v1, . . . , vd respectively, with v removed. Denote Ni = NTi

(vi)
and Ri = RTi

(vi) , for any i ∈ {1, . . . , d} .
First, one has

(2.1) NT (v) =
d
∏

i=1

(Ni + 1) .

Indeed, to form a subtree containing v, one simply chooses, for each i, any subtree
containing vi from Ti (there are Ni ways to complete this step) or leaves it empty
(contributing the +1).
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Next,

(2.2) µT (v) = 1 +
d
∑

i=1

Ri

Ni + 1
.

This equality simply reflects the following fact: the local mean at v can be calculated
by 1, which corresponds to the vertex v, plus the adjusted local mean (adjusted
to include the empty subtree, with the +1 in the denominator) at each vi of Ti.
The reason for adjusted mean here is that one needs to include the empty subtree
(conventionally the definition of mean subtree order does not count the empty
subtree), as one or more empty subtrees at vi of Ti are acceptable when counting
subtrees at v. A more detailed proof can be found in Lemma 3.2 (b) of [3], or
Lemma 1 of [4].

From Theorem 3.6 in [3], one has the following lower bound for the local mean
at v,

(2.3) µT (v) ≥
n+ 1

2
,

where n = |T | and equality holds if and only if T is astral over v (T is either a path
or v is the only vertex of degree > 2 in T ).

Now let v, w be two adjacent vertices of T. Denote by Tv and Tw the two com-
ponents of T − vw containing v and w respectively, as in Figure 2.1.

. . .

T TwTv
v w

. . .

Figure 2.1. Tv and Tw.

Then

(2.4) RT (v, w) = NTw
(w)RTv

(v) +RTw
(w)NTv

(v),

where RT (v, w) is the total order of subtrees of T containing both v and w. We split
every subtree containing v and w into two parts in a natural way, namely the subtree
rooted at v without w and the subtree rooted at w without v, and then count. Now
each subtree at v combines with each and every subtree at w exactly once in the
sum of RT (v, w), hence it occurs exactly as many times as the number of subtrees
at w of Tw, i.e., NTw

(w) times. So each subtree at v contributes to RT (v, w) with
a factor of NTw

(w), summing over all subtrees at v gives NTw
(w)RTv

(v), which is
the first summand of (2.4). A symmetric argument gives the second summand.

The last observations are concerned with contraction with respect to a subtree.
For a tree T and a subtree S, let T/S be the new tree obtained by collapsing S

to a single vertex s and keeping all the adjacency relations in the natural way: a
vertex is adjacent to S in T if and only if it is adjacent to s in T/S.

Now let S ⊆ T be a subtree and U ⊆ S a subtree of S. Then one has a natural
bijection induced by contraction with respect to U :

{subtrees of T containing S} ↔ {subtrees of T/U containing S/U} .
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Furthermore, through the same bijection, one sees that each subtree of T in the left
set has an order greater than the corresponding subtree of T/U in the right set by
exactly |U | − 1. Hence, the same applies to the local means, namely

(2.5) µT (S) = µT/U (S/U) + |U | − 1.

3. On maximal local means

Lemma 3.1 (Index Lemma). If w is a neighbour of subtree S ( T, then

µT (S + w) = µT (S) +
RT (w;S)

NT (w;S) (1 +NT (w;S))
.

The last expression on the right of the above equation turns out to appear in
many different places. We give it a name for the sake of future convenience.

Definition. Let Tv be a rooted tree with root v. Define the index of the rooted
tree Tv to be

i (Tv) :=
RTv

(v)

NTv
(v) (1 +NTv

(v))
.

Furthermore, let T be a tree and S ⊆ T a subtree. For any vertex v outside of S
or a leaf of S, define the index of v with respect to S to be

(3.1) i (v;S) :=
RT (v;S)

NT (v;S) (1 +NT (v;S))
.

Remark. With notations as above, i (v;S) is the same as i (Tv) , where Tv is the
rooted tree at v that “grows away” from S.

The index of a vertex v is well-defined once a subtree rooted at v is assigned
by the context without ambiguity. When this reference of “direction” is clear from
context, we will sometimes drop the second parameter and write i (v) .

Example. In Figure 3.1, Tw (indicated by the dashed ellipse), is the rooted tree
at w that grows away from S. We have

N (w;S) = 4, R (w;S) = 8, N (v;S) = 5, R (v;S) = 13,

and

i (w;S) = i (Tw) =
2

5
, i (v;S) =

13

30
.

�

. . .
S

Tw

v w

Figure 3.1. Indices of v and w.

Let w be a neighbour of v. It is proved in [3, Lemma 3.2c] that

(3.2) i (v;w) ≤
1

2
with equality if and only if the component in T − w containing v is a leaf or a
path, as in Figure 3.2. Following the conventions in [6], we call a maximal path
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containing a leaf and vertices of degree 2 a limb and call a vertex v in a limb a limb

vertex . Note that v is a limb vertex if and only if i (v;w) = 1
2 for some neighbour

w of v. Moreover, call the remaining part of a tree, namely T − {limbs} , the core
of T, denoted by T ∗.

a leaf

. . .
vw

(a) v is a leaf of T .

a path

. . .. . .
vw

(b) deg
T
(v) = 2 and the component of

v away from w is a path.

Figure 3.2. i(v;w) = 1
2 .

Remark. Being a limb vertex is a necessary but not sufficient condition for having
index 1

2 , as index depends on the reference to a subtree. It is possible for some limb

vertex v to have an index not equal to 1
2 . For a simple example, consider the tree

in Figure 3.3. Then v is a limb vertex (in fact, so are all vertices except for c), as
i (v;S) = i (v; c) = 1

2 , but i (v;w) 6= 1
2 .

S

cvw

Figure 3.3. Limb vertex.

We now restate Lemma 3.1 using the index and prove it.

Lemma (Index Lemma restated). If w is a neighbour of subtree S ( T, then

µT (S + w) = µT (S) + i (w;S) .

Similarly, if v is a leaf of S ⊆ T and S 6= {v}, then

µT (S − v) = µT (S)− i (v;S) .

Proof of the Index Lemma. By (2.5), one can always contract S and it suffices to
show the case when S is a single vertex, say v. So the situation reduces to that for
adjacent vertices v, w ∈ T. Let Tv, Tw be the components of T − vw that contain
v, w respectively. We need to show

µT (v, w)− µT (v) = i (w; v)

RT (v, w)

NT (v, w)
−

RT (v)

NT (v)
= i (w; v) .

Note that any subtree of T containing v is either a subtree of Tv containing v or a
subtree of T containing both v and w. Hence, NT (v) = NTv

(v) (NTw
(w) + 1) and
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RT (v) = RTv
(v) +RT (v, w) . Then using (2.4), one has,

RT (v, w)

NT (v, w)
−

RT (v)

NT (v)
=

NTv
(v)RTw

(w) +RTv
(v)NTw

(w)

NTv
(v)NTw

(w)

−
RTv

(v) + (NTv
(v)RTw

(w) +RTv
(v)NTw

(w))

NTv
(v) (NTw

(w) + 1)

=
NTv

(v)RTw
(w)

NTv
(v)NTw

(w) (NTw
(w) + 1)

=
RTw

(w)

NTw
(w) (NTw

(w) + 1)

= i (w; v) .

�

Remark. Since the index is a positive number whose value lies in (0, 1
2 ], the previous

lemma immediately implies

µT (v) < µT (v, w) ≤ µT (v) +
1

2
,

for any adjacent vertices v, w in T ([3, Lemma 4.1]), and other ’continuity’ results
[3, Theorem 4.3 and 4.5].

In [8], it is shown that a vertex achieving maximal local mean has degree 1 or 2.
An immediate result following the Index Lemma is a refinement of this description.

Let T be a tree that is not a path. Consider the set of all maximal paths in T,
namely all subtrees that are paths whose end-vertices both have degree 6= 2 and all
other vertices have degree 2 in T. Observe that there are only two kinds of paths
in this set, namely those paths with both end-vertices of degree ≥ 3, which will be
called core-paths (as they appear only in the core of a tree), and limbs. Then the
refinement can be stated as follows.

Theorem 3.2. Let T be a tree that is not a path. Let v ∈ T be a vertex that

achieves the maximal local mean at size 1. Then v is either a leaf, or it lies in a

core-path.

Proof. We only need to eliminate the possibility of v being a limb vertex. Suppose
v lies in a limb and v is not a leaf. Denote the neighbour of v closer to the leaf by u.
Observe that the component containing u in T − v is a path, while the component
containing v in T − u is not, due to the existence of the branching vertex at the
other end of the leaf path. So we have i (u; v) = 1/2 and i (v;u) < 1/2. Then by the
Index Lemma, µ(u) = µ (v, u)− i (v;u) > µ (v, u)− i (u; v) = µ(v). This contradicts
the assumption that v achieves maximal local mean. �

Next, we state the aforementioned result regarding the k-subtree that achieves
maximal local mean.

Theorem 3.3. Let S ⊆ T with |S| = k where k is some positive integer. If S is

a k-maximal subtree, then S contains at most one leaf with degT > 2 and at least

one leaf with degT ≤ 2.
In particular, when k = 1, the vertex that achieves the maximum of the local

mean has degree 1 or 2.
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Proof. In the case k = 1, the statement is first proved in [8, Theorem 3.2] and
an alternative proof will be given in Theorem 4.3. Assume k > 1. To start, fix a
neighbour w of S that has the minimal NT (w;S) , i.e., NT (w;S) ≤ NT (a;S) for
any neighbour a of S. Note that the vertex adjacent to w inside S could be a leaf
of S or not. Next we pick a leaf of S with degT > 2 and not adjacent to w. If there
exists no such leaf in S, then the statement is automatically true. Now assume v
is such a leaf of S with degT > 2. Then i (v;S) < 1

2 by (3.2) as it cannot be a limb
vertex. The strategy is to show that including w and removing v increases the local
mean and then reach a contradiction. By the Index Lemma, this is equivalent to
i (w) > i (v) , i.e.,

(3.3)
R (w)

N (w) (1 +N (w))
>

R (v)

N (v) (1 +N (v))
.

(The subscript T is dropped as there is no risk of ambiguity.) Now, for the purpose
of establishing an inequality, we exclude two cases: either w is itself a leaf in T, or
the only neighbour of w outside of S is a leaf in T. In both cases, i (w) = 1

2 > i (v)
and the statement follows. Now with these two cases excluded, one has

R (w) ≥ 2N (w) .

Indeed, in all cases other than the two above, there is at least one subtree rooted at
w (outside of S) having order 3, and all other such subtrees, except the singleton
subtree {w} , have order at least 2. Hence,

R (w) ≥ 1 + 3 + 2 (N (w)− 2) = 2N (w) .

So the left hand side of (3.3) satisfies

R (w)

N (w) (1 +N (w))
≥

2

1 +N (w)
.

Denote all the outgoing (with respect to S) neighbours of v by v1, . . . , vl, and let
Ni := N (vi; v) , Ri := R (vi; v) . From the choice of w, we know that N (w) ≤ Ni

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , l} . Continuing with the right hand side of (3.3), we have

R (v)

N (v) (1 +N (v))
=

(

1 +
l
∑

i=1

Ri

1 +Ni

)

1

1 +
∏l

i=1 (Ni + 1)

≤
1 +

∑l
i=1

Ni

2

1 +
∏l

i=1 (Ni + 1)
,

where the first step used equations (2.1) and (2.2), and the second step used (3.2).
What is left to show is

2

1 +N (w)
>

1 +
∑l

i=1
Ni

2

1 +
∏l

i=1 (Ni + 1)

2 >

(

1 +
∑l

i=1
Ni

2

)

(1 +N (w))

1 +
∏l

i=1 (Ni + 1)
,(3.4)

where 1 ≤ N (w) ≤ Ni, l ≥ 2 (this follows from the assumption degT > 2). For
simplicity, denote N := N (w) for the rest of the proof.
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The right hand side of (3.4) gives
(

1 +
∑l

i=1
Ni

2

)

(1 +N)

1 +
∏l

i=1 (Ni + 1)
=

1 + 1
2

∑l
i=1 Ni +N + 1

2

∑l
i=1 NiN

2 +
∑l

i=1 Ni +
∑l

i,j=1,i<j NiNj + (higher order terms)
.

Since N ≤ Ni for all i, if one collects and compares terms from numerator and
denominator by their powers, one has

linear terms:
1

2

l
∑

i=1

Ni +N ≤
l
∑

i=1

Ni,

quadratic terms:
1

2

l
∑

i=1

NiN ≤
l
∑

i=1,i<j

NiNj ,

for all l ≥ 2 and positive integers Ni and N such that N ≤ Ni for all i. Hence the
right hand side of (3.4) is actually less than 1 thus trivially less than 2, and the
statement follows. �

Remark. By the above theorem, one of the following two descriptions regarding
leaves of a k-maximal subtree S ⊆ T is true:

case I: all leaves of S have degT ≤ 2,
case II: there is only one leaf of S with degT > 2 and one of its neighbours outside

of S, say w, satisfies NT (w;S) ≤ NT (a;S) for every neighbour a of S.

�

The next example shows that both situations can occur.

Example. Let T be the tree obtained by connecting the centres of two 2-stars K1,2

by a path of 2n vertices P2n. Let v, w be the two adjacent vertices in the middle of
the path, as shown in Figure 3.4.

. . . . . .
v w

nodes
n+ 1

nodes
n+ 1

c
d

Figure 3.4. n = 1: {c, d} is 2-maximal; n > 1: {v, w} is
2-maximal.

First, we have µT (v, w) ≥ µT (a, b) for any adjacent pair a, b from the path.
(The proof is postponed till Section 5 (Figure 5.1), where we consider a more
general setup.) Moreover, by the bijection induced by the contraction and equation
(2.5), the calculation in [8] implies that {v, w} has a local mean (at order 2) of

µT (v, w) = 1 + (n+ 2) (n+ 6) / (n+ 4) .

In order to determine which 2-subtree achieves the maximum of the local mean at
order 2 in T, we need to calculate µT (c, d). We have
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µT (c, d) = 1 + µT−d (c)

= 1 + 1 +
1

2
+

(1 + 2 · 2 + 3) + 2n · 4 + (1 + 2 + · · ·+ 2n)

2n+ 4 + 1

=
4n2 + 28n+ 41

4n+ 10
,

where the second step follows from (2.2). Taking the difference,

µT (v, w) − µT (c, d) =
2n2 + n− 4

(4n+ 10) (n+ 4)
.

To conclude, when n = 1, the subtree {c, d}, which has one leaf of degree 1 and the
other of degree 3, is 2-maximal in T ; when n > 1, the subtree {v, w}, whose both
leaves are of degree 2, is 2-maximal in T. �

Now, a natural question to ask is:

When does a k-maximal subtree S contain a leaf with degT > 2?

The next theorem tells us that a necessary condition for it to occur is that any
other leaf of S is actually a leaf of T.

Theorem 3.4. Let S ⊆ T be a k-maximal subtree. If there exists a leaf w ∈ S with

degT > 2, then all other leaves of S have degT = 1.

Proof. Let w1, . . . , wd be the neighbours of w outside of S. From the assumption,
we know d ≥ 2. Denote the components in T − S containing wj by Tj . Assume, for
the purpose of contradiction, that v 6= w is a leaf of S with degT > 1. By Theorem
3.3, we know degT (v) = 2. Denote the only neighbour of v outside of S by v1, and
its corresponding component in T − S by C1, as shown in Figure 3.5. From the
remark right after the proof of Theorem 3.3, we know that one of w1, . . . , wd has the
least number of rooted subtrees outside of S among all neighbours of S. Without
loss of generality, let it be w1. Then we have N (w1;S) ≤ N (wj ;S) , j = 2, . . . , d,
and N (w1;S) ≤ N (v1;S) . For simplicity, we drop the reference to S in this proof.

. . .
v w

v1 w1 wd

...
...

...

C1 T1 Td

. . .

S

Figure 3.5. degT (v) = 2 and degT (w) > 2.

Since S is k-maximal, from the Index Lemma, we know i (v) ≥ i (wj) , j =
1, . . . , d. Equivalently,

R (wj)

N (wj) + 1
≤ i (v)N (wj) .

Assume that v is a limb vertex, i.e. i (v) = 1
2 , which implies i (v1) = 1

2 . With

d ≥ 2, w cannot be a limb vertex, so i (w) < 1
2 . Hence, i (v1) > i (w) , which means
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one can obtain a higher local mean of order k by removing w and including v1,
contradicting that S is k-maximal. So, i (v) < 1

2 and it follows that i (wj) <
1
2 for

all j = 1, . . . , d. Then N (wj) ≥ 4 for all j = 1, . . . , d. Indeed, as wj is not a limb
vertex, the smallest case for Tj is the 3-star K2,1 with wj at the centre, and the
number of subtrees containing the centre is 4.

What is left to show is that i (v1) > i (w) . We start with the observations that
N (v) = N (v1) + 1 and R (v) = R (v1) +N (v1) + 1. So we have

i (v1) =
R (v1)

N (v1) (N (v1) + 1)

i (v1) =
R (v)−N (v)

(N (v)− 1)N (v)

i (v1) =
R (v)

(N (v)− 1)N (v)
−

1

N (v)− 1

i (v1) > i (v)−
1

N (v1)

i (v1) +
1

N (v1)
> i (v)

2 i (v1) > i (v) .

Indeed, the last inequality follows from i (v1) >
1

N(v1)
, which is further equivalent

to µC1
(v1) > N(v1)+1

N(v1)
. The last inequality holds trivially given that N (v1) ≥ 4.

Indeed, N (v1) ≥ 4 implies that C1 has at least 3 vertices, then µC1
(v1) ≥

3+1
2 >

5
4 ≥ N(v1)+1

N(v1)
. On the other hand,

i (w) =
R (w)

N (w) (N (w) + 1)

=
1 +

∑d
j=1

R(wj)
N(wj)+1

∏d
j=1 (N (wj) + 1) + 1

=
1 +

∑d
j=1 i (wj)N (wj)

∏d
j=1 (N (wj) + 1) + 1

≤
1 +

∑d
j=1 i (v)N (wj)

∏d
j=1 (N (wj) + 1) + 1

=
1 + i (v)

∑d
j=1 N (wj)

∏d
j=1 (N (wj) + 1) + 1

<
1 + 2 i (v1)

∑d
j=1 N (wj)

∏d
j=1 (N (wj) + 1) + 1

.
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Next, we claim that 1 < i (v1)
∑d

j=1 N (wj) and postpone the proof to the end.
With this inequality, one proceeds as follows:

i (w) <
3 i (v1)

∑d
j=1 N (wj)

∏d
j=1 (N (wj) + 1) + 1

=
3
∑d

j=1 N (wj)
∏d

j=1 (N (wj) + 1) + 1
i (v1)

< i (v1) .

To see the last step, recall that N (wj) ≥ 4 for all j and d ≥ 2. For each fixed d, the
coefficient of i (v1) on the right hand side is a decreasing function with respect to
each N(wj). Indeed, if we temporarily denote N(wj) by xj and the entire coefficient
part of i(v1) by y, then taking the derivative of y with respect to xi leads to

∂y

∂xi
=

∂

∂xi

(

3
∑d

j=1 xj
∏d

j=1 (xj + 1) + 1

)

=
3
(

∏

j 6=i (xj + 1) + 1
)

− 3
∑

j 6=i xj

∏

j 6=i (xj + 1)
(

∏d
j=1 (xj + 1) + 1

)2

=
3
∏

j 6=i (xj + 1)
(

1−
∑

j 6=i xj

)

+ 3
(

∏d
j=1 (xj + 1) + 1

)2 ,

which is negative if xj ≥ 4 for all j. Therefore, it suffices to show that y is less than
1 for every d ≥ 2 when xj = 4 for all j. But in this case, the coefficient y reduces

to 12d
5d+1

, which is obviously less than 1 for all d ≥ 2.

At last, we prove the claim 1 < i (v1)
∑d

j=1 N (wj) . We know that for all j =
1, . . . , d,

i (v) ≥ i (wj)

µ (v)

N (v) + 1
≥

µTj
(wj)

N (wj) + 1

1 + R(v1)
N(v1)+1

N (v1) + 2
≥

µTj
(wj)

N (wj) + 1

R (v1)

(N (v1) + 1) (N (v1) + 2)
≥

µTj
(wj)

N (wj) + 1
−

1

N (v1) + 2
.
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Then with N (v1) ≥ N (w1) , it follows that

i (v1) =
R (v1)

N (v1) (N (v1) + 1)

>
R (v1)

(N (v1) + 1) (N (v1) + 2)

≥
µTj

(wj)

N (wj) + 1
−

1

N (v1) + 2

>
µTj

(wj)

N (wj) + 1
−

1

N (w1) + 1
.

where the third step follows from the inequality established in the previous para-
graph. In particular, for j = 1,

i (v1) >
µT1

(w1)− 1

N (w1) + 1

>
1

∑d
j=1 N (wj)

,

as N (wj) ≥ 4 and µT1
(w1) ≥ 2. Indeed,

N (w1) ≥ 4 ⇒ |T1| ≥ 3 ⇒ µT1
(w1) ≥

|T1|+ 1

2
= 2.

�

At the end of this section, we state a refining result on the leaves of k-maximal
subtrees.

Theorem 3.5. Let S ⊆ T be a k-maximal subtree. Then the leaves of S with

degT = 2 either all lie in core-paths, or all lie in limbs.

Proof. Suppose v and w are leaves of S both with degT = 2, and v lies in a core-
path, w lies in a limb. Let w′ be the neighbour of w that does not lie in S. We
know i (S; v) < 1/2 and i (S;w′) = 1/2. Then removing v and including w′ yields a
k-subtree with higher local mean, which contradicts the assumption. �

This theorem states that it is impossible for the degree-2-leaves of a k-maximal
subtree to be a mixture of the aforementioned two kinds. To conclude, the leaves
of a k-maximal subtree S ⊆ T can be described by one of the following three
situations:

case I(a): a mixture of leaves of T and vertices in a core-path;
case I(b): a mixture of leaves of T and vertices in a limb;

case II: one leaf has degT > 2 and all other leaves are leaves of T.

Examples of case I(a) and II are given previously. For an example of case I(b),
consider the tree obtained from first connecting the centres of two 2-stars K1,2 by a
path of two vertices and then extending each of the four leaves by an extra pendant
vertex, as shown in Figure 3.6.

Consider the case of k = 3. Then the 3-subtree, shown in blue in the figure,
which contains two limb-vertices and one branching vertex has maximal local mean
at order 3 (though not unique). Indeed, other 3-subtrees that do not share the
same local mean are readily seen to have lower local mean by the Index Lemma.
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Figure 3.6. An example of case I(b).

4. On indices: a detour

The index with respect to a subtree S in T is well defined for any vertex v that
is either a leaf of S or lies outside of S. In this section, we take a closer look on
how indices vary among these vertices. More specifically, for a prescribed S, we
compare the index of vertex v with that of its neighbour(s) that lies one step away
with respect to S, i.e., an adjacent vertex whose distance to S is one greater than
the distance of v to S. We call such a vertex an outer neighbour of v with respect to
S. If there is no risk of ambiguity from context, then we just say an outer neighbour
of v.

Briefly, it is possible for an outer neighbour to have higher, lower or equal index.
A revisit to Figure 3.1 provides a simple illustration. The two leaves to the right
of w both have index 1

2 , while i (w;S) = 2
5 < 1

2 , and i (v;S) = 13
30 > 2

5 .

Theorem 4.1. Let S ( T be a proper subtree and v be either a vertex outside of S
or a leaf of S. Let d ≥ 2 and v1, . . . , vd be outer neighbours of v, as in Figure 4.1b.

Then i (v) < i (vj) for any j ∈ {1, . . . , d} .

Proof. Let Ri := R (vi; v) and Ni := N (vi; v) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , d} . Let R :=
R (v;S) and N := N (v;S) . The claim is equivalent to

(4.1)
1 +

∑d
i=1

Ri

Ni+1
∏d

i=1 (Ni + 1) + 1
<

Rj

Nj (Nj + 1)
.

As in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we exclude two cases for vj : either that it is a
leaf in T, or that the only neighbour of vj apart from v is a leaf in T. In both
cases, the right hand side of (4.1) is 1

2 , which is the maximal value of the index,
thus the inequality automatically holds. Hence we continue with the assumption
Rj/Nj ≥ 2. We relax the left hand side slightly,

LHS <
1 +

∑ Ri

Ni+1
∏

(Ni + 1)
=

1 +
Rj

Nj+1 +
∑

i6=j
Ri

Ni+1
∏

(Ni + 1)
≤

1 +
Rj

Nj+1 +
∑

i6=j
Ni

2
∏

(Ni + 1)
,
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where the summations and multiplications are taken over i = 1, . . . , d. So it suffices
to prove

1 +
Rj

Nj+1 +
∑

i6=j
Ni

2
∏

(Ni + 1)
≤

Rj

Nj (Nj + 1)

1 +
Rj

Nj + 1
+
∑

i6=j

Ni

2
≤

Rj

Nj

∏

i6=j

(Ni + 1)

1 +
1

2

∑

i6=j

Ni ≤
Rj

Nj
−

Rj

Nj + 1
+

Rj

Nj





∑

i6=j

Ni + [higher order terms]





1 ≤ i (vj) +

(

Rj

Nj
−

1

2

)

∑

i6=j

Ni +
Rj

Nj
· [higher order terms] .

Since Rj/Nj ≥ 2 and d ≥ 2 ensures the existence of at least one i 6= j, we have
(

Rj

Nj
−

1

2

)

Ni ≥
3

2
· 1 > 1,

and the main inequality follows. �

. . .S . . . . . .
v w

(a) Only one outer neighbour w:

i(v) ≥ i(w)

. . .S
v v1

vd

. . . ... . . .

(b) Several outer neighbours vi:

i(v) < i(vi)

Figure 4.1. Change of indices with respect to S.

Theorem 4.2. With notations as above, if d = 1, i.e., v has only one outer neigh-

bour w in T − S, as in Figure 4.1a, then i (v) ≥ i (w) . The equality holds if and

only if i (v) = i (w) = 1
2 .

Proof. Let N := N (w;S) and R := R (w;S) . Reversing the inequality in (4.1) and
setting d = 1 yields the following equivalent inequalities:

1 + R
N+1

(N + 1) + 1
≥

R

N (N + 1)

R+N + 1

N + 2
≥

R

N

RN +N2 +N −RN − 2R ≥ 0

N2 +N − 2R ≥ 0

1

2
≥

R

N (N + 1)
.

Then the claim follows as the right hand side is just the index of w with respect to
S. �
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The picture of how indices change can be described as follows: assume that we
are traveling away from S (towards leaves of T ) and standing at v. If degT (v) = 2,
then the (only) outer neighbour has a lower or equal index; if degT (v) > 2, then all
outer neighbours have higher indices. The situation is summarized in Figure 4.1.

In the last part of this section, we give an easier proof to the fact that the vertex
with the greatest local mean has degree 1 or 2, which was first proved by Wagner
and Wang [8, Theorem 3.2].

Theorem 4.3. The vertex that attains maximal local mean has degree 1 or 2.

Proof. Let v ∈ T be the vertex that attains the maximal local mean. Assume for
the purpose of contradiction that v has at least three neighbours and let a, b and c
be three of them.

Without loss of generality, assume that a has the highest index with respect to
v, i.e.

i (a; v) = max {i (a; v) , i (b; v) , i (c; v)} .

As i (b; v) is defined with respect to the subtree that is rooted at b and grows away
from v, it is equivalent to write it as i (b; a) . Hence the above implies

i (a; v) ≥ i (b; a) and i (a; v) ≥ i (c; a) .

The strategy is to show that including a and then deleting v yields a higher local
mean. By the Index Lemma, it is equivalent to show that

i (a; v) > i (v; a) .

But Theorem 3.2 gives

i (b; a) > i (v; a) and i (c; a) > i (v; a) ,

which completes the proof. �

5. On extremal local means: a revisit

Going back to the local means, the analysis on indices provides a simple proof
of Theorem 3.3. Suppose S has two leaves v and w with degT > 2. Without loss
of generality, let i (v) ≥ i (w) . Then by Theorem 4.1, any outer neighbour of v
has a higher index, thus also higher than that of w, which further implies that
replacing w by any outer neighbour of v yields a subtree of the same order with
higher local mean. This process only terminates when S has no more than one leaf
with degT > 2.

The parallel statement of Theorem 3.3 for the minimizing case can also be proved
by the above method. In general, a subtree that minimizes the local mean tends to
have its leaves located at vertices with degT > 2, contrary to the maximizing case.
However, it may depend on the order of subtrees k, order of T and the structure
of T. When k is big enough, all k-subtrees, including the minimizing one(s), may
have to contain more than one vertex with degT ≤ 2. For example, in the case of a
star with n leaves and k > 2, any k-subtree has k − 1 leaves.

Theorem 5.1. Let T ∗ 6= ∅ be the core of T. Let S ⊆ T with |S| = k, and k ≤ |T ∗|.
If S is k-minimal, i.e. µT (S) attains the minimum of the local mean at order k,
then S has no more than one leaf with degT ≤ 2 and at least one leaf with degT ≥ 3.
Specifically, for k = 1, the vertex that attains minimal local mean has degT ≥ 3.
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Proof. Let S be k-minimal in T. First, we show that S ⊆ T ∗. Assume that S
contains a leaf v that lies in some limb. Then i(v;S) = 1

2 . Note that k ≤ |T ∗|
implies that the rest of S cannot contain the entire core, which further implies,
by the non-emptiness of T ∗, that there exists a neighbour w of S, such that the
component of w in T − S contains at least one vertex with degree > 2. Therefore,
this component is not a path, which means i(w;S) < 1

2 . Thus one can include the
neighbour w and delete v, resulting in a subtree of the same order but lower local
mean, which leads to a contradiction. So, S ⊆ T ∗.

Now consider k ≥ 2. Assume that S has two leaves v and w with degT = 2, and
without loss of generality, i (v) ≤ i (w) < 1

2 . By Theorem 4.2, we know that the
only outer neighbour of v, call it v′, has a lower index than v, hence lower than the
index of w. Including v′ and deleting w results in a subtree of order k but with local
mean lower than S, and the desired contradiction follows. As k ≥ 2, the previous
argument immediately implies that S has at least one leaf with degT > 2 since S
has at least two leaves.

For k = 1, the process is similar. Let S = {a} and denote the local mean at
S by µ. Assume degT (a) = 2. Let v, w be its two neighbours. With out loss of
generality, let i (v; a) ≥ i (w; a) . Observe that both indices are strictly less than 1

2
since a ∈ T ∗. First, we include w and obtain a 2-subtree {a, w} with local mean
µ+ i(w; a). Then we delete a and obtain a singleton subtree {w} with local mean
µ+ i(w; a)− i(a;w). However, i(a;w) > i(v;w) = i(v; a) by Theorem 4.2. Hence w
has a lower local mean than a, which contradicts that S = {a} is k-minimal. �

Note that since there is no core in a path, the above result does not apply to
paths.

Example. Let us consider an example of two (n+ 1)-stars K1,n with their centres
connected by a path of k − 2 vertices, a more general setting than the example
in Section 3 (Figure 3.4). Let n > 1 and k > 2. We will show that a subtree
minimizing the local mean at order 2 has one vertex at one of the centres of the
stars and the other vertex in the middle path, which agrees with the prediction of
the previous results.

Let vertices be labelled as in Figure 5.1.

. . . .... . ....

l1

ln

c d

a vertices

l′1

l′n

c′d′

b vertices

vw

Figure 5.1. Two 2-minimal subtrees (marked in blue).

There are two types of 2-subtrees to calculate. The first type consists of one
centre and one leaf, without loss of generality, say S1 = {l1, c} . The second type is
an edge in the path, S2 = {w, v} . But according to the Index Lemma {l1, c} has
a higher local mean than {c, d} , since i (l1; c) = 1

2 > i (d; c) . So we only need to
calculate the second type. Denote the local mean at S2 by µ2. Then µ2 = µv +µw,
where µv is the local mean at v of the component in T − wv that contains v, and



EXTREMA OF LOCAL MEAN AND LOCAL DENSITY IN A TREE 18

similarly for µw. We have

µw =
2n + n2n−1 + 2n (b− 1) + b(b−1)

2

2n + b− 1
=

b

2
+

(n+ b) 2n−1

2n + b− 1
,

and analogously

µv =
a

2
+

(n+ a) 2n−1

2n + a− 1
.

Thus

µ2 =
k

2
+

(n+ a) 2n−1

2n + a− 1
+

(n+ b) 2n−1

2n + b− 1
,

where 1 ≤ a, b ≤ k − 1 and a+ b = k. We claim that µ2 attains its minimum

(µ2)min =
k

2
+

n+ 1

2
+

(n+ k − 1) 2n−1

2n + k − 2
,

at either end a = 1, b = k − 1 or a = k − 1, b = 1. Then the minimum of the
local mean at order 2 is attained by subtree {c, d} or {c′, d′}, which agrees with the
theory.

Proof of the claim. To see that µ2 attains its minimum at either end, i.e. a = 1, b =
k − 1 or a = k − 1, b = 1, we consider the following function,

f (x) =
(n+ x) 2n−1

2n + x− 1
+

(n+ k − x) 2n−1

2n + k − x− 1

= 2n −
22n−1 − (n+ 1) 2n−1

x+ 2n − 1
+

22n−1 − (n+ 1) 2n−1

x− 2n − k + 1
,

where 1 ≤ x ≤ k − 1. Taking the derivative, one has

f ′ (x) = An

(

1

(2n + x− 1)
2 −

1

(2n + k − 1− x)
2

)

,

where An = 22n−1 − (n+ 1) 2n−1 > 0 for all n > 1. It immediately follows that










f ′ (x) > 0, 1 ≤ x < k
2 ,

f ′ (x) = 0, x = k
2 ,

f ′ (x) < 0, k
2 < x ≤ k − 1.

So for 1 ≤ x ≤ k − 1, f(x) attains its minimum at x = 1 and x = k − 1, which
completes the proof. Also observe that f (x) attains its maximum in the middle of
the range, which justifies the claim in the previous example (Figure 3.4). �

6. On density and its localization

For the sake of comparing local means of subtrees of different orders, we normal-
ize the local mean and define the local density of T which generalizes the (global)
density in [3].

Definition. Let S ⊂ T be a proper subtree where |T | = n and |S| = k. Let µT (S)
be the local mean at S. Define the local density at S as

DT (S) =
µT (S)− k

n− k
.
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Just as density can be interpreted as the probability of a randomly picked vertex
being in a randomly picked subtree, local density at S can be interpreted as the
probability of a random vertex outside of S being in a random subtree containing

S.

Remark. In the case of S = ∅, namely k = 0, the local density reduces to the global
density. At the other end, when k = n− 1, there are only two subtrees containing
S, therefore µ (S) = k + 1

2 and D (S) = 1
2 .

Theorem 6.1. With the notations above, let 2 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. Let w be a leaf of S
and v be a neighbour of S. Then

D (S) ≥ D (S − w) ⇔ D (S) ≥ 1− i (w;S) ,

where one equality holds if and only if the other equality holds. Similarly,

D (S + v) ≥ D (S) ⇔ D (S) ≥ 1− i (v;S) .

Proof. By the Index Lemma, we have the following equivalent inequalities:

D (S) ≥ D (S − w)

µ (S)− k

n− k
≥

µ (S)− i (w) − (k − 1)

n− (k − 1)

n− k + 1

n− k
≥

µ (S)− k − i (w) + 1

µ (S)− k

1

n− k
≥

1− i (w)

µ (S)− k

D (S) ≥ 1− i (w) .

The same calculation yields the other equivalence. �

We know that the local mean trivially increases if the subtree absorbs a neigh-
bour, but for local density, this is no longer the case. Local density can increase
after deleting a leaf or decrease after including a neighbour. An advantage, however,
is that local density allows one to compare subtrees of different orders. Hence one
can say “the subtree that attains maximal local density in T ” without specifying
the order of subtree unlike the case of local mean.

Example. Consider T to be the tree obtained by connecting the centres of two
2-stars K1,2 by an edge. See Figure 6.1.

v c d

Figure 6.1. Two 2-stars.

Then T ∗ = {c, d} and we have

D (v, c) =
21

40
, D (c) =

13

25
, D (v) =

31

55
.

Thus

D (c) < D (v, c) < D (v) .
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As this example shows, local density can change in both directions by removing
a vertex, in other words, local density does not respect set-inclusion in general.
Furthermore, there are in fact four subtrees that attain maximal local density,
namely the four singleton leaves. The local densities of the remaining subtrees
(those not isomorphic to {v, c}, {c} or {v}) are indeed all equal to 1

2 , which is
justified by the next proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Let T ∗ be the core of T and S ⊂ T a non-empty subtree with

T ∗ ⊆ S. Then

D (S) =
1

2
.

Proof. From the last remark we know that for any (n− 1)-subtree the local density
is 1

2 . If there is no limb vertex in it, the statement is true automatically. Otherwise,
one can take away one limb vertex that is also a leaf of S, say v, and

D (S) =
1

2
= 1− i (v;S) ,

where i (v;S) = 1
2 since S contains the body of T and v is a limb vertex. Then

Theorem 6.1 implies D (S − v) = D (S) . Repeating the above process until all limbs
are removed yields the statement. �

Combining Proposition 6.2 and Theorem 6.1, one immediately has the following
corollary.

Corollary 6.3. Let T ∗ be the core of T. Let v be a leaf of T ∗ 6= {v} . Then

D (T ∗ − v) >
1

2
.

Next, we establish a lower bound on the local density.

Theorem 6.4. Let S 6= ∅ be a non-empty subtree of T. Then

D (S) ≥
1

2
,

with equality if and only if S ⊇ T ∗.

Proof. Let k = |S| . By contraction and its induced bijection and the equality (2.5),
we have

DT (S) =
µT (S)− k

n− k
=

µT/S (S/S)− 1

(n− k + 1)− 1
= DT/S (S/S) ,

i.e., the local density is invariant under contraction. Then (2.3) implies

DT/S (S/S) =
µT/S (S/S)− 1

n− (k − 1)− 1
≥

n−(k−1)+1
2 − 1

n− k
=

1

2
,

with equality if and only if T/S is astral over S/S, which is equivalent to S ⊇ T ∗. �

Despite the fact that it is possible for the local density to increase or decrease in
removing a vertex, with the above theorem, one can now say that the local density
(at S) does not increase in removing a vertex of index 1

2 (with respect to S).

Proposition 6.5. Let S consist of two adjacent vertices v, w with i (w; v) = 1
2 .

Then

DT (v) ≤ DT (v, w) ,

where the equality holds if and only if T is astral over v.
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Proof. This follows directly from the first half of Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.4. �

This proposition can easily be extended to a more general setting as follows.

Theorem 6.6. Let S  T and S∗ = S ∩ T ∗. If S∗ 6= ∅, then

D (S∗) ≤ D (S) ,

where the equality holds if and only if S ⊆ T ∗ or T ∗ ⊆ S.

Proof. Let L = S − S∗ be the part of S consisting of limbs of T. If L = ∅, then
S = S∗, i.e., S ⊆ T ∗, and the conclusion follows trivially. Now let v ∈ L be a leaf
of S in some limb. By Theorem 6.4, D(S) ≥ 1

2 with equality if and only if T ∗ ⊆ S.

On the other hand, i(v;S) = 1
2 . Therefore, D(S) ≥ 1− i(v;S). Then Theorem 6.1

yields D(S − v) ≤ D(S), with equality if and only if T ∗ ⊆ S. One can repeat this
process of deleting limb leaves of S and eventually reach the conclusion. �

From the results so far, we know that the lower bound D (S) = 1
2 is attained if

and only if S contains the core of T. Any other subtree has D (S) > 1
2 .

On the other hand, local density can be arbitrarily close to 1. Let T be a tree of
order n. Indeed, we know that local mean at a vertex is no less than global mean
[3, Theorem 3.9], and that there exist trees with global mean arbitrarily close to
n. Combining the two facts, there exist trees whose local densities are arbitrarily
close to 1,

1 ≥ DT (v) =
µT (v)− 1

n− 1
≥

µT − 1

n− 1
→ 1, n → ∞.

However, the story of local density on the maximal side is still far from complete.
We have not yet found a characterization for subtrees that attain maximal local
density as we have for the minimal case. What is known is that if S attains the
maximal local density in T then S necessarily attains the maximal local mean at
order |S| . This observation follows immediately from the definition of local density.
Hence the properties described in Section 3, those of k-maximal subtrees, also apply
to subtrees of maximal local density. However, it is reasonable to expect that there
exist properties that only subtrees of maximal local density have and k-maximal
subtrees generally do not.

Theorem 6.6 reveals some information about the structure of the subtree attain-
ing maximal local density. Let us call a core vertex v that is adjacent to some limb
vertex a joint vertex . Now if a subtree (not big enough to contain the core, as this
makes its local density minimal) contains some joint vertex v, then including the
whole limb connected to v would only increase the local density. So for a subtree of
maximal local density and any joint vertex v, it would either avoid v or contain v
along with its entire limb. Therefore, there are three possibilities for the structure
of a subtree with maximal local density:

(1) A proper subtree of the core that does not contain any joint vertex.
(2) A subtree that can be decomposed into two parts: a proper subtree of the

core containing some joint vertices, and their corresponding whole limbs.
(3) A proper subtree (path) of some limb that contains the leaf.

Example. Let us take a look at some concrete examples: the subtrees of maximal
local density in paths and stars.

The case of paths is straightforward since the path has no core. For a path of
order n, by Proposition 6.2, any non-empty proper subtree S has D (S) = 1

2 .
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Now consider the star T = K1,n−1 with centre c and a leaf v. For any subtree
S with order at least 2, it must contain {c} = T ∗. Hence Proposition 6.2 yields
D(c) = 1

2 and D(S) = 1
2 for |S| ≥ 2. Next, we calculate the densities of singleton

subtrees. Denote by Nc the number of subtrees of T −{v} containing c, and Rc the
total cardinality of such subtrees. Then

Nc = 2n−2, Rc = 2n−2 + (n− 2) 2n−3 = n2n−3,

and equality (2.2) yields

D (v) =
µ (v)− 1

n− 1
=

1 + Rc

Nc+1 − 1

n− 1
=

Rc

(n− 1) (Nc + 1)
.

Substituting Nc and Rc with the expressions above, we have

(6.1) D (v) =
n2n−3

(n− 1) (2n−2 + 1)
≥

1

2
= D (c) ,

for n ≥ 4 and equality holds in the middle inequality only when n = 2 or 3. Indeed,
this inequality is equivalent to 2n−2 ≥ n−1, which is true for all n ≥ 2 and equality
holds if and only if n = 2 or 3.

Therefore, the subtrees that attain the maximal local density in the star K1,n−1,
for n ≥ 2, are all the singleton subtrees consisting of one leaf. �

The last part of this section answers the following question:

Does local density always exceed global density?

From [3], we know that local mean (at a vertex) exceeds global mean, for any tree
with order greater than one. The next example eliminates the possibility for the
parallel to hold in density.

Example. Consider the star T = K1,n−1 with n ≥ 2. Let v be a leaf and c the
centre. We will compare the three quantities, the global density DT , the local
density at a leaf DT (v) and the local density at the centre DT (c). For the global
density DT , the number of all subtrees is 2n−1 + n− 1, and the total cardinality is

n−1
∑

i=0

(

n− 1

i

)

(i+ 1) + n− 1

= 2n−1 + (n− 1) 2n−2 + n− 1

= (n+ 1) 2n−2 + n− 1.

So

DT =
µT

n
=

(n+ 1) 2n−2 + n− 1

n2n−1 + n2 − n
.

Observe that DT > 1
2 , since the inequality is equivalent to 2n−1 > (n − 1)(n − 2),

which holds for all n ≥ 1. Then, on the local densities, we use the result (6.1) from
the previous example:

DT (v) =
n2n−3

(n− 1) (2n−2 + 1)
≥

1

2
= DT (c) ,

where inequality holds strictly for n ≥ 4, and DT (v) =
1
2 = DT (c) for n = 2 or 3.

What is left is to compare DT (v) and DT . Simplification yields that

DT (v) > DT if and only if 4n−2 + n(n− 1)(n− 4)2n−3 > (n− 1)2,
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where the latter is true for all n ≥ 4. To conclude, the three quantities satisfy

DT (c) < DT < DT (v)

for n ≥ 4, and

DT (c) < DT (v) < DT

for n = 2 or 3. Hence the example shows that there is no general order relation
between local densities and the global density. �

7. On the local density of two-vertex subtrees

In the last section, we study the simplest case when S = {v, w} , where v, w are
adjacent, and compare DT (v, w) , DT (v) and DT (w) .

Definition. Let Tv be a tree with root at v and order greater than 1. Call Tv of
high index type, or type H, if it satisfies

DTv
(v) ≥ 1− i (Tv) .

Call a rooted tree of low index type, or type L, if

DTv
(v) < 1− i (Tv) .

Remark. The restriction on the order is due to the fact that local density is not
defined for a singleton tree. In fact, for any tree T, DT (T ) is not defined.

Direct calculation from the definition implies that Tv being of type L is equivalent
to

(7.1) µTv
(v) <

Nvnv + nv

Nv + nv
,

where Nv is the number of subtrees rooted at v and nv = |Tv| .

Theorem 7.1. Let Tv be a tree rooted at v with deg(v) > 1. Then Tv is of type L.

Proof. By assumption, Tv can be split into two rooted subtrees Av and Bv, both
with root v and order greater than 1. See Figure 7.1.

. . .

. . .

v

Tv

A

B

Figure 7.1. Tv splits into rooted subtrees A and B.

If a = |Av| and b = |Bv|, then a, b ≥ 2 and a+ b = n+ 1, where n = |Tv| ≥ 3.
Observe that for any rooted tree of order m and any integer k ∈ {1, . . . ,m} , there
exists at least one rooted subtree of order k. Also note that each pair of rooted
subtrees of Av and Bv, of orders i and j respectively, corresponds to a subtree
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of Tv rooted at v of order i + j − 1. Combining these two observations, denoting
R = RTv

(v) and N = NTv
(v) , we have

R ≤
a
∑

i=1

b
∑

j=1

(i+ j − 1) + (N − ab) (n− 1)

=
ab

2
(a+ b) + (N − ab) (n− 1)

= N (n− 1) + ab

(

a+ b

2
− n+ 1

)

= N (n− 1) + ab

(

n+ 1

2
− n+ 1

)

= N (n− 1)− ab
n− 3

2
≤ N (n− 1)− (n− 1) (n− 3) ,

where the last inequality follows from n ≥ 3 and the fact that a + b = n + 1 and
a, b ≥ 2, thus ab ≥ 2 (n− 1) . Write µ = µTv

(v) , then

Nn+ n

N + n
− µ =

Nn+ n

N + n
−

R

N

≥
Nn+ n

N + n
−

N (n− 1)− (n− 1) (n− 3)

N

=
N (N − 2n+ 3) + n (n− 1) (n− 3)

N (N + n)

(∗)

≥
N

N (N + n)

=
1

N + n
> 0,

where step (∗) follows from N ≥ ab ≥ 2 (n− 1) . �

Theorem 7.2. Let Tv be a type H tree rooted at v with order at least 2. Let Tv′

be the tree rooted at v′ obtained by connecting a pendant vertex v′ to v of Tv, as in

Figure 7.2. Then Tv′ is of type H.

Tv′ Tvv′ v
. . .

Figure 7.2. Tv and Tv′ .

Proof. Let N be the number of subtrees of Tv rooted at v and R the total cardinality
of these subtrees. Denote the corresponding quantities for Tv′ by N ′ and R′. We
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know N ′ = N + 1, R′ = R+N +1 and n′ = n+ 1. The conclusion is equivalent to

µTv′
(v′) =

R′

N ′
≥

N ′n′ + n′

N ′ + n′

N ′2n′ +N ′n′ −R′ (N ′ + n′) ≤ 0,(7.2)

and the assumption is equivalent to

(7.3) N2n+Nn−R (N + n) ≤ 0.

Expanding the left hand side of (7.2) in terms of N,R and n, we have

(N + 1)
2
(n+ 1) + (N + 1) (n+ 1)− (R+N + 1) (N + n+ 2)

= N2n+ 2Nn−R (N + n) + n− 2R

(by (7.3)) ≤ Nn+ n− 2R

≤ 0,

where the last step follows from an application of inequality (2.3). �

Now we focus on the main task of this section. Let S = {v, w} be a proper
subtree of T where v, w are adjacent. Our goal is to compare DT (v, w) , DT (v)
and DT (w) . Note that at most one of v, w can be a leaf of T since T 6= S. First we
consider the case that v is a leaf of T, as in Figure 7.3.

T
Twv w

. . .

Figure 7.3. Case 1: v is a leaf of T .

Theorem 6.5 tells us that DT (v, w) ≥ DT (w) . Furthermore, by Theorem 6.1,
we know that DT (v, w) ≥ DT (v) if and only if

1− i (w; v) ≤ DT (v, w) = DTw
(w) ,

where the last equality follows from µT (v, w) = µTw
(w) + 1. That is to say, if Tw

is a tree of type H rooted at w, then DT (v, w) is no less than DT (v) and DT (w) .
If Tw is of type L, then DT (v, w) < DT (v) and DT (v) is the largest of the three.

Now assume that both v, w are not leaves, as in Figure 7.4. Let Tv (resp. Tw)
be the component of v (resp. w) in T − vw, and nv = |Tv| (resp. nw = |Tw|). Then
DTv

(v) and DTw
(w) are both well defined. Denote the number of subtrees of Tv

rooted at v and the total cardinalities of such subtrees by Nv and Rv. Denote the
corresponding quantities of w by Nw and Rw.

. . .

T TwTv
v w

. . .

Figure 7.4. Case 2: neither v nor w is a leaf of T .
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We start with an application of Theorem 6.1,

µT (v) = µT (v, w) − i (w; v)

µT (v) = µTv
(v) + µTw

(w) − i (w; v)

µT (v)− 1 = (µTv
(v)− 1) + (µTw

(w) − 1) + (1− i (w; v)) .

Dividing both sides by n− 1, we have

DT (v) =
nv − 1

n− 1
DTv

(v) +
nw − 1

n− 1
DTw

(w) +
1

n− 1
(1− i (w; v)) .(7.4)

An analogous calculation provides

(7.5) DT (w) =
nv − 1

n− 1
DTv

(v) +
nw − 1

n− 1
DTw

(w) +
1

n− 1
(1− i (v;w)) .

Before proceeding, we make some observations.

• Since
nv − 1

n− 1
+

nw − 1

n− 1
+

1

n− 1
= 1,

and each term is in [0, 1] , DT (v) is a convex combination of DTv
(v) , DTw

(w)
and 1− i (w; v) , and the same holds for DT (w) .

• DT (v, w) lies between DTv
(v) and DTw

(w) as

DT (v, w) =
µT (v, w)− 2

n− 2

=
µTv

(v)− 1 + µTw
(w)− 1

nv − 1 + nw − 1
,

and both
µTv (v)−1

nv−1 = DTv
(v) and

µTw (w)−1
nw−1 = DTw

(w) are positive quanti-
ties < 1.

• The relation between DTv
(v) and 1 − i (v;w) is determined only by the

structure of Tv, in other words, the type of rooted tree Tv.
• Theorem 6.1 says that DT (v) ≥ 1 − i (w; v) ⇔ DT (v, w) ≥ DT (v) and
DT (w) ≥ 1−i (v;w) ⇔ DT (v, w) ≥ DT (w) . Hence the relation of D (v, w) ,
D (v) and D (w) is encoded in the relation of DTv

(v) , DTw
(w) and the types

of Tv and Tw.

We get back to the case of two-vertex subtrees. Assume DTv
(v) ≥ DTw

(w) . Then
we have the following results.

Table 1. Relation of DT (v, w) , DT (v) and DT (w) under the
assumption DTv

(v) ≥ DTw
(w)

Tw : type H Tw : type L
Tv : type H DT (v, w) ≥ DT (v) , DT (w) no conclusion
Tv : type L DT (v) ≥ DT (v, w) ≥ DT (w) DT (v) ≥ DT (v, w)

Theorem 7.3. Let v, w be two adjacent vertices of tree T. Let Tv, Tw be the subtrees

of T − vw rooted at v and w respectively. Then,

(1) if both Tv and Tw are of type H, then DT (v, w) ≥ max {DT (v) , DT (w)}
(2) if Tv is of type L and DTv

(v) ≥ DTw
(w) , then DT (v) > DT (v, w) .
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Proof. We shall derive the second case and the first is obtained similarly. By
assumption, we have

DTv
(v) < 1− i (v;w) .

By equation (7.5), it implies

DT (w) < 1− i (v;w) .

The last inequality is strict as singleton rooted trees are of type H, hence we know
nv > 1 which implies that the first coefficient nv−1

n−1 is positive. Then, it is further
equivalent to

DT (v, w) < DT (v)

by Theorem 6.1. �

From the last theorem and the results on types of rooted trees, one readily
obtains the following more intuitive description.

Corollary 7.4. Let notations be as above. Then,

(1) degT (v) = degT (w) = 2 is a necessary condition for DT (v, w) ≥ DT (v)
and DT (v, w) ≥ DT (w) ;

(2) if degT (v) > 2 and degT (w) > 2, then DT (v, w) < max {DT (v) , DT (w)} .
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