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1 Introduction

Ribonucleic acid (RNA) plays an important role in various biological pro-
cesses within cells, ranging from catalytic activity to gene expression. RNA
is described by its sequence of bases: A (adenine), U (uracil), G (guanine),
and C (cytosine). These single-stranded molecules fold onto themselves form-
ing helical structures, by forming base pairs where A pairs with U while G
pairs with C (and sometime the non-Watson-Crick base pair G with U). The
sequence of bases of the RNA molecule is known as primary structure, and it
is determined experimentally. A configuration of a molecule with helical struc-
tures consistent with a planar graph is known as a secondary structure. RNA
sequences have a chemical orientation from their sugar-phosphate backbones.
This orientation is designated by end labels 5′ and 3′, with the 5′ end typically
appearing on the left.

More than four decades ago, Waterman and his coworkers pioneered the
combinatorics of RNA secondary structures (Smith and Waterman 1978, Stein
and Waterman 1979, Waterman 1978, Waterman 1979). Since then, the com-
binatorics of RNA secondary structures has been one of the most important
topics in computational biology, see Clote (2006), Clote et al. (2012), Hofacker
et al. (1998), Heitsch and Poznanović (2013), Han and Reidys (2012), Lorenz et
al. (2008), Li and Reidys (2018), Liao and Wang (2003, 2004), Nebel (2003),
and references therein. In particular, enumeration of RNA secondary struc-
tures by some structural characteristics, like hairpins and cloverleaves (Smith
and Waterman 1978), and base pairs (Schmitt and Waterman 1994) was first
studied. Subsequently, further filtrations of RNA secondary structures were an-
alyzed, as for instance, helices, components, loops by Hofacker, Schuster and
Stadler (1998), orders of structures by Nebel (2003), hairpins and cloverleaves
by Liao and Wang (2003), saturated structures by Clote (2006), the 5′-3′ end
distance by Clote, Ponty and Steyaert (2012), Han and Reidys (2012), and the
rainbow spectrum by Li and Reidys (2018). The space of all RNA secondary
structures was explored using topology by Penner and Waterman (1993).

It is fair to say that the recursive nature of RNA secondary structures is
well understood. Thus, it is possible to use recursion to count secondary struc-
tures by certain structural characteristics, and then obtain functional relations
of the corresponding generating functions. However, it is not necessarily easy
to derive exact formulae as in Schmitt and Waterman (1994) and the major-
ity of the contributions in the field is concerned with asymptotic results. In
Schmitt and Waterman (1994), the exact number of secondary structures over
a sequence of length n that have k base pairs is obtained by establishing a bi-
jection (see Section 2) between secondary structures and plane trees, and then
enumerating the corresponding plane trees, e.g. by Chen’s bijective approach
(Chen 1990).

In this paper, we focus on helices and loops of RNA secondary structures.
Helices and loops are important characteristics of RNA secondary structures
that have already been extensively studied in many works, as their numbers
and sizes are relevant for computing the free energy of secondary structures and
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other purposes (e.g. Zuker, Mathews and Turner 1999). In particular, for the
first time, we obtain exact formulae counting RNA secondary structures with
a given number of helices as well as a given joint length distribution of helices
and loops. The asymptotics on the average number of helices (stacks) and the
probability for a helix (stack) to have a given length were obtained by Hofacker,
Schuster and Stadler (1998) two decades ago. In addition, we introduce partial
stacks as a new characteristic and enumerate secondary structures according
to the number and sizes of partial stacks, which refines the result of Schmitt
and Waterman (1994).

Our approach is combinatorial using the new bijection (see Section 2) be-
tween secondary structures and plane trees discovered by the first author
(Chen 2019) and our variation of Chen’s bijective approach (Chen 1990) of
counting trees by forests of simple trees (see Section 3). Through the new
bijection in Chen (2019), the key is to realize that the helices of secondary
structures are encoded in the structures of the children of even-level vertices
while the loops are encoded in the structures of the children of odd-level ver-
tices of the corresponding plane trees.

2 Bijections between secondary structures and trees

In this section, we review two bijections between RNA secondary structures
and plane trees, the Schmitt-Waterman bijection (Schmitt and Waterman
1994) and the new bijection in Chen (2019). We first recall the definition of
RNA secondary structures following Waterman (1978). Let [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}.
An RNA secondary structure of length n is a simple graph with vertices in [n]
and edges in Y satisfying

– if (i, j) ∈ Y , then |i− j| ≥ 2;
– if (i, j) ∈ Y and (k, l) ∈ Y , where i < j and k < l, and [i, j]

⋂

[k, l] 6= ∅,
then either [i, j] ⊂ [k, l] or [k, l] ⊂ [i, j] (where [i, j] denotes the interval
{r : i ≤ r ≤ j}).

We typically draw an RNA secondary structure in the following manner: we
place all vertices in a horizontal line and we draw an edge as an arc in the upper
half-plane. Then, the second condition in the above definition guarantees that
any two arcs do not cross with each other. An arc determines a base pair. The
vertex of an arc with a smaller label is called the left-end of the arc, and a
vertex not adjacent to any edge is called an isolated base. In addition, if (i, j)
is an arc, we say that another arc (i1, j1) (resp. an isolated base k) is covered
by (i, j) if [i1, j1] ⊂ [i, j] (resp. k ∈ [i, j]), and we also say that the arcs (i, j)
and (i1, j1) nest with each other.

A plane tree T can be recursively defined as an unlabeled tree with one
distinguished vertex called the root of T , where the unlabeled trees obtained
by deleting the root as well as its adjacent edges from T are linearly ordered,
and they are plane trees with the vertices adjacent to the root of T in T as
their respective roots. In a plane tree T , the number of edges in the unique
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path from a vertex v to the root of T is called the level of v, and the vertices
adjacent to v on a lower level are called the children of v. The vertices on level
2i (resp. 2i − 1) for i ≥ 0 are called even-level (resp. odd-level) vertices. A
vertex without any child is called a leaf, and an internal vertex otherwise. The
outdegree of a vertex is the number of children of the vertex, i.e., one less than
the degree of the vertex. We will draw plane trees with the root on the top
level, i.e., level 0, and with the children of a level i vertex arranged on level
i+ 1 left-to-right following their linear order.

The Schmitt-Waterman bijection (Schmitt and Waterman 1994).
For a given RNA secondary structure, add an arc (i.e. (0, n+ 1)) covering all
bases and view each arc and isolated base as a vertex in a tree rooted at the
vertex corresponding to the arc (0, n+1), where the left-to-right children of a
vertex v in the tree are the vertices corresponding to the left-to-right arcs and
isolated bases directly covered by v (if v is an arc). Therefore, the Schmitt-
Waterman bijection maps an RNA secondary structure with k isolated bases
to a plane tree with k leaves.

Chen’s bijection (Chen 2019). Let R be an RNA secondary structure
of length 2a + k with k isolated bases. We construct a plane tree ϕ(R) as
follows:

S1: Add an arc (0, 2a+ k+1). Label the isolated bases in R with b1, b2, . . . , bk
left-to-right, and label the arcs with e0, e1, . . . , ea based on the left-to-right
order of their left-ends, e0 being (0, 2a+ k + 1).

S2: Let b1 be the root of ϕ(R), and generate k1 children for b1 if there are
k1 arcs covering the isolated base b1, where the children from left to right
correspond to these k1 arcs from the outermost to the innermost and are
labeled correspondingly.

S3: For j = 2 to k, put a new child to the left of all existing children of the
vertex that corresponds to the innermost arc covering the isolated base
bj in the current partially constructed tree and label the newly generated
child with bj. Next generate kj children for the vertex bj if there are kj
unused arcs (i.e., those with labels not appearing in the current partial
tree) covering the isolated base bj , where again the children from left to
right correspond to these kj arcs from the outermost to the innermost and
are labeled accordingly.

Then we have: (i) the vertices bi for all i correspond to the even-level vertices,
(ii) the sequence e0e1 · · · ea will be obtained if the children of even-level ver-
tices (in the order b1b2 · · · bk) are collected left-to-right sequentially; (iii) the
sequence b1b2 · · · bk will be obtained if the even-level vertices are searched by
depth-first search from right to left. (i) and (ii) are straightforward, and (iii)
can be shown by induction. As a result, the labels of the vertices can be easily
and uniquely recovered after being removed. Therefore, the obtained structure
with labels removed is a plane tree with a+ k edges.

We refer to Schmitt and Waterman (1994) and Chen (2019) for details
about the bijections, see Figure 1. Combining the two bijections leads to a
new bijection on plane trees Chen (2019). The new bijection in Chen (2019)
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reveals that the joint distribution of horizontal and vertical decompositions is
in a sense the same as the joint distribution of odd- and even-level vertices
over plane trees.

level 0

level 1

level 2

level 3

level 4

Fig. 1 The Schmitt-Waterman bijection (left) and Chen’s bijection (right).

The results derived here, however, are based on Chen’s bijection and not
easy to obtain using the Schmitt-Waterman bijection.

3 Exact enumeration

For simplicity, unless otherwise stated explicitly, we view an RNA secondary
structure of length n as the one with the auxiliary arc (0, n + 1). So, every
RNA secondary structure automatically has at least one arc.

A partial stack is a sequence of consecutive bases x, x + 1, . . . , x + k − 1
for some x ≥ 0, k > 0 that are left-ends of some arcs while x − 1 and x + k

are isolated bases (or not existing). Equivalently, a partial stack is a maximal
set of mutually nesting arcs whose left-ends are consecutive. The number k is
called the length of the partial stack. The concept of partial stacks here relates
to helices already widely studied in the literature. A helix (or a stack) in an
RNA secondary structure is a set of arcs mutually nesting with each other
such that there are no isolated bases between two adjacent arcs (i.e. one arc
and the arc directly covered by it). That is, both the left-ends and right-ends
of a helix are consecutive.

Loops in RNA secondary structures have been extensively studied, as it is
important for certain energy models predicting the folded secondary structure
of a given RNA (primary) base sequence. A loop consists of a set of isolated
bases that are directly covered by the same arc (Hofacker et al. 1998), i.e. the
innermost arc covering these isolated bases. The length of the loop is the size
of the set, and we refer to the arc as the arc of the loop. The degree of a loop
is one larger than the number of arcs directly covered by the arc of the loop
(Hofacker et al. 1998).

Loops have been classified into different types: hairpin loops, interior loops,
bulges, and multi-loops. An hairpin loop is a loop where the arc of the loop
does not cover any arcs, i.e. degree one. An interior loop is a loop where there
is exactly one arc directly covered by the arc of the loop, i.e. degree two. Bulges
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are special interior loops. Other loops, i.e. degree larger than two, are called
multi-loops.

In this paper, for our purpose of enumeration, we define the size of a loop to
be the number of elements, either isolated bases or arcs, immediately covered
by the arc of the loop, that is, one less than the sum of the degree and the
length of the loop. Furthermore, we view every arc as the arc of some loop,
thus loops of length zero (i.e. empty loops) are allowed.

In the following, we explicitly enumerate RNA secondary structures ac-
cording to parameters concerning partial stacks, helices and loops. We first
show how Chen’s bijection immediately allows us to derive results by applying
the Lagrange inversion formula. Next, we obtain the rest of results in a com-
pletely combinatorial manner by decomposing certain plane trees into forests
of even simpler trees.

3.1 Combinatorics on loops and partial stacks

We first enumerate RNA secondary structures with constraints on partial
stacks and loops, e.g. the maximal length and the number.

We recall the following version of the multivariate (bivariate) Lagrange
inversion formula (Bender and Richmond 1998, Gessel 1987). Let g(x1, x2),
f1(x1, x2), f2(x1, x2) be formal power series in x1, x2 such that fi(0, 0) 6= 0.
Then the set of equations wi = tifi(w1, w2) for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 uniquely determine
the wi as formal power series in t1, t2, and

[tp1t
q
2]g(w1, w2) = [xp

1x
q
2]g(x1, x2)f

p
1 (x1, x2)f

q
2 (x1, x2) det

{

1− x1

f1

∂f1
∂x1

−x1

f2

∂f2
∂x1

−x2

f1

∂f1
∂x2

1− x2

f2

∂f2
∂x2

}

,

where [tp1t
q
2] denotes the coefficient of tp1t

q
2.

The following lemma follows from Chen’s bijection.

Lemma 1 The number of RNA secondary structures with b + 1 (b ≥ 0) base
pairs, k isolated bases and l partial stacks is the same as the number of plane
trees with b + k edges where there are l even-level internal vertices out of a
total of k even-level vertices.

Theorem 1 The number of RNA secondary structures with b + 1 base pairs,
k isolated bases and l partial stacks is given by

{

1
l−1

(

l+b−1
l−2

)(

b+1
l

)(

b+k−1
k−l

)

, for l > 1;
(

b+k−1
k−1

)

, for l = 1.

Proof Based on Lemma 1, we enumerate the corresponding plane trees T . Let
Cl(b, k) be the desired number. Then, Cl(b, l) is the number of plane trees of
b + l edges where there are b + 1 odd-level vertices and l even-level internal
vertices. We first have

Cl(b, k) =

(

b+ l + k − l − 1

k − l

)

Cl(b, l) =

(

b+ k − 1

k − l

)

Cl(b, l).
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That is, from each of the Cl(b, l) trees without even-level leaves, we can insert
k − l leaves at the sectors around the odd-level vertices to obtain plane trees
with k even-level vertices and l even-level internal vertices. Note that the
total number of sectors around the odd-level vertices is the total degree of
the odd-level vertices. The latter equals half of the total degree of all vertices,
i.e. b+ l, whence each will generate

(

b+k−1
k−l

)

distinct desired plane trees. Next,
we compute Cl(b, l).

Given two sets E and O of vertices, we call a plane tree T a set-alternating
tree if the vertices on any path starting from the root of T alternate in the
two sets. Let PE denote the set of set-alternating plane trees with root in E

and every E-vertex is an internal vertex and let PO denote the set of set-
alternating plane trees with root in O and every E-vertex if any is internal.
Consider the generating function

w1(t1, t2) =
∑

T∈PE

t
#vertices in E in T
1 t

#vertices in O in T
2 .

Clearly, the number Cl(b, l) of plane trees of b+ l edges where there are b+ 1
odd-level vertices and l even-level internal vertices is the same as the number
of set-alternating trees of b+ l edges with root in E such that there are b+ 1
odd-level vertices and l even-level internal vertices. Thus, we have Cl(b, l) =
[tl1t

b+1
2 ]w1.

Note that the subtrees of a tree T ∈ PE are trees in PO and there is
at least one such a subtree as we require every E-vertex in T is internal. Let
w2(t1, t2) be the generating function for trees in PO, i.e.,

w2(t1, t2) =
∑

T∈PO

t
#vertices in E in T
1 t

#vertices in O in T
2 .

Then, we first have

w1 = t1(w2 + w2
2 + · · · ) = t1

w2

1− w2
.

Similarly, the subtrees of a tree T ∈ PO are trees in PE , but there could be
by definition no subtrees at all. Thus, we have the equation

w2 = t2(1 + w1 + w2
1 + · · · ) = t2

1

1− w1
.

In terms of the above bivariate Lagrange inversion formula, we obtain

g(x1, x2) = x1, f1(x1, x2) =
x2

1− x2
, f2(x1, x2) =

1

1− x1
.
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Compute

[tp1t
q
2]w1 = [xp

1x
q
2]g · f

p
1 · f q

2 · det

{

1− x1

f1

∂f1
∂x1

−x1

f2

∂f2
∂x1

−x2

f1

∂f1
∂x2

1− x2

f2

∂f2
∂x2

}

= [xp
1x

q
2]

x
p
2

(1− x2)p
x1

(1− x1)q

(

1−
x1(1− x2)

(1− x1)

1

(1 − x2)2

)

= [xp−1
1 x

q−p
2 ]

(

(1− x1)
−q(1− x2)

−p − x1(1 − x1)
−q−1(1− x2)

−p−1
)

=

(

q + p− 2

p− 1

)(

q − 1

q − p

)

−

(

q + p− 2

p− 2

)(

q

q − p

)

=
1

p− 1

(

p+ q − 2

p− 2

)(

q

q − p

)

.

Note that the last formula only holds for p > 1. In case of p = 1, the second
last formula gives us one. Setting p = l and q = b+ 1 completes the proof.

We next analyze partial stacks and first note:

Lemma 2 Let R be an RNA secondary structure of length n. The length of
a partial stack uniquely corresponds to the outdegree of an even-level vertex in
ϕ(R).

Now we are in a position to compute the number of RNA secondary struc-
tures with every partial stack of length at most h.

Theorem 2 The number Hh(b, k) of RNA secondary structures R with b+ 1
base pairs and k isolated bases such that every partial stack has a length at
most h is given by

Hh(b, k) =
1

b+ k

(

b+ k

k

)
i≤ b+1

h+1
∑

i≥0

(−1)i
(

k

i

)(

b+ k − i(h+ 1)

k − 1

)

. (1)

Proof Based on Lemma 2, the number Hh(b, k) equals the number of plane
trees T with b+ k edges where there are k even-level vertices and every even-
level vertex has at most h children. The latter can be computed as shown
below:

Given two sets E and O of vertices, let

ζ1(t1, t2) =
∑

T∈HE

t
#vertices in E in T
1 t

#vertices in O in T
2 ,

ζ2(t1, t2) =
∑

T∈HO

t
#vertices in E in T
1 t

#vertices in O in T
2 ,

where HE denotes the set of set-alternating plane trees with root in E and
every E-vertex having at most h children while HO denotes the set of set-
alternating plane trees with root in O and every E-vertex having at most h

children. Then,

ζ1 = t1
1− ζh+1

2

1− ζ2
, ζ2 = t2

1

1− ζ1
.
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Clearly, we have
Hh(b, k) = [tk1t

b+1
2 ]ζ1.

Analogously, based on the above multivariate Lagrange inversion formula, we
obtain the formula for Hh(b, k).

We remark that Theorem 2 is essentially the same as Theorem 3.4 regarding
enumeration of certain class of trees in Chen (2019) and more details can be
found there. Note that for any RNA secondary structure with b+1 base pairs,
a partial stack can have a length at most b + 1. Thus, Hb+1(b, k) counts the
total number of RNA secondary structures with b+1 base pairs and k isolated
bases. From this we can recover:

Corollary 1 (Schmitt-Waterman 1994) The number of RNA secondary
structures with b+ 1 base pairs and k isolated bases is given by the Narayana
number

1

b+ k

(

b+ k

k

)(

b+ k

k − 1

)

= Hb+1(b, k).

Based on Theorem 1 and Corollary 1, we immediately have the following
expression of the Narayana number in the form of a sum which seems new.

Corollary 2 The following identity holds:

1

b+ k

(

b+ k

k

)(

b+ k

k − 1

)

=

(

b+ k − 1

k − 1

)

+
∑

l>1

1

l − 1

(

l+ b − 1

l − 2

)(

b+ 1

l

)(

b+ k − 1

k − l

)

.

Applying Theorem 1 and Corollary 1, it is easy to compute the total num-
ber of partial stacks and the total number of RNA secondary structures, re-
spectively. As a result, we can obtain the exact expected number of partial
stacks. Along these lines, we can obtain the expected length of a partial stack
in a random RNA secondary structure.

Lemma 3 Let R be an RNA secondary structure of length n. The size of a
loop uniquely corresponds to one plus the outdegree of an odd-level vertex in
ϕ(R).

Proof Note that, by definition, each arc of an RNA secondary structure covers
(not necessarily directly) at least one isolated base. In Chen’s bijection, an arc
e must be a child of the leftmost isolated base covered by e in ϕ(R). With
the exception of the leftmost element (either an arc covering the leftmost
isolated base or the leftmost isolated base itself) directly covered by e, any
other element directly covered by e induces a unique child of e in ϕ(R). That
is, an isolated base other than the leftmost one directly covered by e clearly
induces a child (a leaf) of e; for an arc e′ directly covered by e, the leftmost
isolated base covered by e′ must induce a child of e in ϕ(R) and everything else
covered by e′ will be in the subtree rooted on the induced child. Therefore, the
number of children of e in ϕ(R) will be one less than the number of elements
directly covered by e in R (i.e. the size of the loop having e as its arc), and
the lemma follows.
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Theorem 3 The number Ll(b, k) of RNA secondary structures R with b + 1
base pairs and k isolated bases such that every loop has a size at most l is
given by

Ll(b, k) =
1

b+ 1

(

b + k

b

) i≤ k−1

l
∑

i≥0

(−1)i
(

b + 1

i

)(

b+ k − 1− il

k − 1− il

)

. (2)

Proof Based on Lemma 3, the number Ll(b, k) equals the number of plane
trees T with b + k edges where there are b + 1 odd-level vertices and every
odd-level vertex has at most l − 1 children. The latter can be computed as
shown below:

Given two sets E and O of vertices, let

ξ1(t1, t2) =
∑

T∈LE

t
#vertices in E in T
1 t

#vertices in O in T
2 ,

ξ2(t1, t2) =
∑

T∈LO

t
#vertices in E in T
1 t

#vertices in O in T
2 ,

where LE denotes the set of set-alternating plane trees with root in E and
every O-vertex having at most l− 1 children while LO denotes the set of set-
alternating plane trees with root in O and every O-vertex having at most l−1
children. Then, we have

ξ2 = t2
1− ξl1
1− ξ1

, ξ1 = t1
1

1− ξ2
.

Clearly,

Ll(b, k) = [tk1t
b+1
2 ]ξ1

and employing the multivariate Lagrange inversion formula, we obtain the
formula for Ll(b, k).

For l being sufficiently large, we recover Corollary 1. Furthermore,

Theorem 4 The number Ph,l(b, k) of RNA secondary structures R with b+1
base pairs and k isolated bases such that every partial stack has a length at
most h and every loop has a length at most l is given by

Ph,l(b, k) = [xk−1
1 xb+1

2 ]
(1− xh+1

2 )k

(1− x2)k
(1− xl

1)
b+1

(1− x1)b+1

×

(

1−
x1x2(1− x2)(1− x1)

(1− xl
1)(1 − xh+1

2 )

[ 1− xh
2

(1 − x2)2
−

hxh
2

1− x2

][ 1− xl−1
1

(1− x1)2
−

(l − 1)xl−1
1

1− x1

]

)

.

(3)
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3.2 Joint distribution of helices and loops

Next we enumerate RNA secondary structures with a given joint size distri-
bution of helices and loops.

In a plane tree, we call a maximal set of (left-to-right) consecutive odd-level
leaves and an immediately following odd-level internal vertex if any that are
children of the same even-level vertex a E-block. By definition, for an even-level
internal vertex v, if its rightmost child is an internal vertex, then the number
of E-blocks of v (i.e. determined by v) is the number of odd-level internal
vertices that are children of v; otherwise, the number of E-blocks determined
by v is one plus the number of odd-level internal vertices that are children of
v. Accordingly, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 4 The number of E-blocks in a plane tree equals the sum of the num-
ber of odd-level internal vertices and the number of even-level vertices whose
rightmost children are leaves.

Inspecting Chen’s bijection ϕ, we realize that E-blocks encode the infor-
mation of helices in the secondary structures.

Proposition 1 Let R be an RNA secondary structure. Then, the number of
helices in R is the number of E-blocks in ϕ(R). In addition, the size of a helix
of R uniquely corresponds to the size of an E-block in ϕ(R).

Proof We have shown that the children of an even-level internal vertex cor-
responds to a partial stack. Since a partial stack is a set of mutually nesting
arcs whose left-ends are consecutive, a helix is contained in a partial stack
and a partial stack may consist of multiple helices. Thus, it is necessary to
look at the right-ends of a partial stack, since any maximal set of consecutive
right-ends determines a helix.

If the right-ends of one arc e and the arc immediately covered by e in the
same partial stack are not consecutive, there must be at least one isolated
base between the two right-ends. According to Chen’s bijection, the leftmost
such an isolated base must induce a child of e in ϕ(R), so the arc e is an odd-
level internal vertex, see Figure 2. Note that in a partial stack the arcs from

1 2 3 4
1

2
3 4

b1 b2

b1

b2

the leftmost isolated
 base in the shadow

an E-block

Fig. 2 From helices to E-blocks
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the outermost to the innermost are arranged from left to right as children of
some even-level internal vertex. Therefore, each odd-level internal vertex and
the leaves to its left, i.e. an E-block, determines a helix, except for that the
rightmost E-block (i.e. the helix determined by the inner most arc) may not
contain an odd-level internal vertex (for instance, in Figure 2 vertex 4 is not
an internal vertex), and the proposition follows.

Remark. Based on the Schmitt-Waterman bijection, it is easy to observe
that helices (and partial stacks) correspond to certain special paths in the
corresponding plane trees. However, paths, in a sense, do not reflect the obvious
recursive organization of plane trees as E-blocks (or degrees) do, which makes
enumeration harder.

Accordingly, counting secondary structures by helices can be done by count-
ing (set-alternating) plane trees according to E-blocks. The latter can be
achieved by enumerating labelled set-alternating trees according to E-blocks,
as the labelled case and the unlabelled case just differ by a multiplicity. A la-
belled set-alternating E-tree (resp. O-tree) is a plane tree where the even-level
vertices carry distinguishable labels from a set E (resp. O) and the odd-level
vertices carry distinguishable labels from a set O (resp. E). We shall enumer-
ate labelled set-alternating E-trees based on our variation of Chen’s bijection
(Chen 1990) dealing with uniformly (i.e. using only one set of labels) labelled
plane trees.

In order to state our bijection, we set some notation. A forest is a set of
trees. An even-level internal vertex whose children are all leaves is called young.
A (labelled) small tree is a (labelled) tree with only two levels in total. A small
set-alternating tree is a set-alternating tree with only two levels. The size of
a small tree is the number of edges in the small tree. We shall call a small
set-alternating tree with a root in E (resp. O) a small E-tree (resp. O-tree).

Our bijection is between certain labelled set-alternating trees and certain
forests consisting of some small E-trees and some small O-trees, where addi-
tional labels besides the ones used in the plane trees will appear in the forests.
We shall mark each of the additional labels by ∗ and refer to them as starred
labels. In contrast to Chen’s bijection (Chen 1990), we need to deal with two
sets of labels and carefully control their distribution in the forests. As the local
structure of the children (e.g. distribution of leaves and internal vertices) of
an odd-level internal vertex is not relevant, we call all children of an odd-level
internal vertex an O-block. In the following, we sometimes refer to a vertex
by its label.

Theorem 5 Suppose E = [k] ⊂ E∗ = [k]
⋃

{(k + 1)∗, . . . , (k + s − 1)∗} and
O = [b + 1] ⊂ O∗ = [b+ 1]

⋃

{(b+ 2)∗, . . . , (b+ 1 + lo)
∗}. Then there is a

bijection between the set T of set-alternating E-trees over E
⋃

O with b + k

edges, in which

(a) there are s E-blocks, and
(b) there are le even-level internal vertices, y of which being young, and
(c) there are lo odd-level internal vertices (b+ 1 ≥ s ≥ le ≥ y and s ≥ lo),
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and the set of forests of small set-alternating trees over E∗
⋃

O∗, F, in which:

(a*) there are in total s small E-trees and le of them have roots from E, while
s− le of them have roots from E∗ \ E, and

(b*) there are lo small O-trees, each of which having a root from O, and there
are lo small E-trees having a unique starred leaf which is the rightmost leaf,
and

(c*) y small E-trees have no starred labels, and the smallest y labels in E∗ \ E
are leaves of some small O-trees, and

(d*) there are s − y − lo small E-trees which have starred roots and unstarred
leaves. Furthermore, if (k +m)∗ is the root of such E-tree and m 6= s− 1,
then (k +m+ 1)∗ is a leaf in some small O-tree.

Proof We first introduce a linear order ‘<’ on E
⋃

O such that j < j + 1 and
any element i ∈ [k] is smaller than j ∈ [b+ 1], i.e. i < j. We also refer to the
elements in E∗ (resp. O∗) as E-labels (resp. O-labels).

The map h : T → F. For each T ∈ T, we successively construct a forest
F ∈ F of small trees according to the following iterative procedure h.

i. Let ie, io be non-negative integers initializing ie = 0, io = 0 and initializing
F = ∅. If T is not a small E-tree carrying at most one starred leaf, execute
step ii and step iii. Otherwise, add T to F .

ii. In T , find the minimal internal vertex whose the leftmost block (either
E-block or O-block) of vertices are leaves. Here the blocks, in particular
the E-blocks, still refer to the blocks (of vertices) inherited from the initial
tree instead of those determined by definition in the current tree. Remove
the small tree determined by v and the leftmost block from T , together
with all labels, and add the small tree to F .

iii. If v has a label in [k], relabel v with the label (d+ ie+1)∗ in the remaining
tree but use the original unstarred label of v for comparison in any further
executions of step ii, and update T as the resulting tree, and set ie = ie+1.
If v has a label in [b+ 1], place a vertex with label (t+ io + 1)∗ in the
remaining tree, and update T as the resulting tree, and set io = io + 1.

It should be obvious that the tree T always has a root in E∗, i.e. T is a E-
tree, and the minimal internal vertex sought in step ii always exists. The last
small tree joining F , or equivalently the last updated T 6= ∅, is associated to
the rightmost E-block of the root of the initial tree, and depending on if the
rightmost child of the root is internal, the last small tree may have a starred
leaf. In addition, if the last small tree has a starred E-label (in the case of
the root having more than one E-block), then the starred E-label must be
(k+ s− 1)∗, i.e. the last starred E-label. In the end, we obtain s small E-trees
and lo small O-trees as each block in the initial tree is associated to a unique
small tree. An illustration of the process is in Figure 3.

Note that there are four types of small trees: unstarred root and unstarred
leaves, unstarred root and starred leaves, starred root and starred leaves, and
starred root and unstarred leaves. In order to characterize these small trees,
we need to know the quantity of the starred labels and unstarred labels and
how they distribute among the roots and leaves of the small trees. We observe
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Fig. 3 An example from a tree to a forest of small trees.

– Each O-block induces a starred O-label so there are lo starred O-labels.
Each E-block, except the last removed one, induces a starred E-label so
there are s− 1 starred E-labels generated. Thus the labels in the obtained
forest constitute E∗

⋃

O∗.
– Note that each even-level internal vertex contributes exactly one small E-

tree whose root has an unstarred label. Thus, there are le small E-trees
having roots from E, and (a*) holds.

– Each odd-level internal vertex contributes exactly one small O-tree whose
root has an unstarred label. Thus, there are lo small E-trees having roots
from O. Note that each E-block contains at most one odd-level internal
vertex which implies that each small E-tree contains at most one starred
O-label. As a result, there are exactly lo small E-trees whose rightmost leaf
has a starred O-label and (b*) follows.

– By construction, each young even-level internal vertex has only one E-block
so each young even-level internal vertex generates exactly one small E-tree
containing no starred labels. Note that these y young internal vertices are
removed before other even-level internal vertices. Thus, the first (smallest)
y corresponding starred E-labels induced by the young internal vertices are
leaves in some small O-trees. Therefore, we have (c*).

– Since each small E-tree can contain at most one starred O-label, there are
s− lo − y small E-trees that have starred roots and unstarred leaves. Any
such small E-tree stems from the rightmost E-block B of an even-level
internal vertex, which is not young and whose rightmost child is a leaf,
otherwise the rightmost leaf must have a starred O-label and/or the root
has an unstarred label. In addition, if the starred root is (k + m)∗ with
m 6= s− 1, the even-level internal vertex can not be the root of the initial
tree, as discussed earlier. Suppose the even-level internal vertex has an
unstarred label b and B is its rightmost E-block. In the procedure h, at
some point, the E-block C immediately to the left of B is removed, and at
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the same time, the vertex b obtains a starred E-label (k+m)∗. Then b has
only one E-block remaining. We claim that the very next removed block
must be the block B hence we obtain a small E-tree with root (k +m)∗,
and at the same time create the starred label (k+m+1)∗ as a leaf of some
odd-level internal vertex. Since just before the removal of C, the unstarred
label b is the minimal among those whose leftmost block of vertices are
leaves. After the removal of C, this is still the case, as by construction, the
vertices in B are all leaves, see Figure 4. As a result, (d*) holds.

level 0

an E-block

level 2j-1

level 2j

*

b

b is min

level 0

level 2j-1

level 2j
(k+m)*

[b]

b is still min

level 0

level 2j-1

level 2j
(k+m+1)*

*

b (k+m)*

B BC

Fig. 4 An illustration of property (d*).

The map g : F → T. Next, we specify the procedure g that maps a forest
F ∈ F to a tree T ∈ T.

(i) Find a tree in F with the minimum root such that there is no vertex
with a starred label in the tree. If the root v of the found tree is an E-
vertex, then merge the root with the vertex having the minimum label
u∗ in the set {(k + 1)∗, (k + 2)∗, . . . , (k + s − 1)∗} in F , and label the
newly generated vertex by the label of v (and discard u∗). In addition,
if u∗ is also a root, then put the found tree (with root v) on the left-
hand side when merging. If the root v of the found tree is an O-vertex,
then merge the root with the vertex having the minimum label in the set
{(b+ 2)∗, (b + 3)∗, . . . , (b + 1+ lo)

∗}, and label the newly generated vertex
by the label of v. Update F as the resulting forest of trees. Here we remark
that a tree without any starred label always exists, because there are in
total s+ lo trees and s − 1 + lo starred labels at the beginning, and later
every time we decrease the number of starred E-labels (resp. O-labels) by
one, we decrease the number of E-trees (resp. O-trees) by one at the same
time. In addition, since the number of E-trees is always one larger than the
number of starred E-labels, we eventually obtain an E-tree.

(ii) Iterate (i) until F becomes a single labelled plane tree T .

Note that there are two types of mergings, either vertically attaching a tree
without starred labels to a starred leaf of another tree, or horizontally merging
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the root of a tree without starred labels and a starred root of another tree.
The numbers of even-level internal vertices and odd-level internal vertices in
T are determined by the number of small trees with unstarred roots and are
obviously le and lo. It remains to check young even-level internal vertices and
E-blocks.

Young internal vertices: According to the above procedure, we have to
process these y small E-trees without any starred labels first. By assumption,
the y smallest starred labels in E∗ \E are leaves in some O-trees. Then, these
y small E-trees will be attached to these y starred leaves sequentially. Another
fact validating this statement is that each merging of these y mergings does not
generate an E-tree with an even smaller root than the ones of the remaining
small E-trees. As a consequence, each of these y small E-trees contributes
a young even-level internal vertex, and this is the only way young internal
vertices arise. Thus, there are in total y young even-level internal vertices.

E-blocks: We first claim any small E-tree with a starred root and unstarred
leaves will appear as the rightmost block of some even-level internal vertex.

Let Te be a small E-tree with a starred root (s+m)∗ and unstarred leaves.
Suppose in the procedure g, (s+m)∗ is merged with the root of some tree Tb

without any starred labels, with Te on the right hand side. Suppose the root
of Tb has unstarred label b. It is necessary that b is minimal right before the
merge. Note that the minimal tree without any starred labels that we can find
next still has root b, because the merge just completed did not generate any
smaller (in terms of the labels of the roots) trees. Next, if m = s−1, there will
be no merges involving E-labels anymore, since we have used up all starred
E-labels, the E-block Te is accordingly the rightmost one. If m 6= s− 1, then
the next found minimum starred E-label must be (k+m+1)∗. Since the latter
is a leaf of some odd-level vertex (j), the tree with root b will be attached to it.
As a result, the E-block involved in the last step remains the rightmost block
and will not be impacted later, whence the claim, see Figure 5.

indicates an E-block

min E-tree w/o *

+

(s+m)*b b

(s+m+1)*

+

min E-tree w/o *

b
j

j

Fig. 5 Appearing as the rightmost E-block.

Accordingly, in the resulting tree g(F ), there are y+(s− y− lo) even-level
internal vertices whose rightmost children are leaves. Based on Lemma 4, we
conclude that the number of E-blocks in g(F ) is y + (s− y − lo) + lo = s.

Note that in g only the relative order of the starred labels matters.
We next show that h and g satisfy g(h(T )) = T . Given T and the corre-

sponding forest F = h(T ), suppose the resulting tree after removing the first
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small tree (determined by a vertex v) is T ′ and the resulting forest with the
first small tree removed from F is F ′. Without loss of generality, we assume
v is an even-level internal vertex and initially has the unstarred label 1 and
has only one block. Let T ′′ and F ′′ be obtained by replacing the induced (by
1) starred label (k+1)∗ in T ′ and F ′ with 1, respectively. Suppose the blocks
of T ′′ are induced by T instead of being determined by definition in T ′′ itself.
By construction, T and T ′′ only differ at vertex 1.

Claim 1. Let F ′′′ be obtained from F ′′ by shifting each starred E-label
(O-label in case of v being an odd-level internal vertex) if any down by one.
Then, h(T ′′) = F ′′′.

Induction base. Obviously, if T has only one block, then F has a unique
small tree, and clearly g(h(T )) = T .

Induction step. Suppose g(F ′′′) = T ′′. As already remarked, this implies
g(F ′′) = T ′′. Our objective is to show that g(F ) = T . Let F ′′ be the forest
after the first merger of g from F . It is obvious that F ′′ and F ′′ differ only at
the trees carrying vertex 1 exactly as T and T ′′ differ at vertex 1.

Claim 2. After the same number of mergers from F ′′ and F ′′, the respective
resulting forests still only differ at vertex 1 as described above.
This follows from the fact that subsequent mergers never involve vertex 1.
Note that by induction hypothesis F ′′ eventually arrives at T ′′. We knew T

is the object that differs with T ′′ only at vertex 1, thus F ′′ must eventually
arrives at T , see Figure 6. Therefore, g(F ) = g(h(T )) = T , completing the
induction proof, and the theorem follows.

Based on Lemma 3, Proposition 1 and Theorem 5, we obtain the following
theorem concerning enumeration of RNA secondary structures by the joint
size distribution of helices and loops.

Theorem 6 The number of RNA secondary structures with b + 1 base pairs,
k > 1 isolated bases, le partial stacks and s helices such that the size distribu-
tion of the helices is 1a12a2 · · · (b+1)ab+1 and the size distribution of the loops
is 1c12c2 · · · (b + k)cb+k , where

∑

i iai = b + 1,
∑

i ai = s,
∑

i ici = b + k and
lo =

∑

i>1 ci, is given by

s!
∏

i>0 ai!

(lo − 1)!
∏

i>1 ci!

(

k − 1

le − 1

)(

s− 1

lo − 1

)(

lo

le + lo − s

)

.

Proof Following from Lemma 3 and Proposition 1, the secondary structures
correspond to plane trees with k even-level vertices, b + 1 odd-level vertices,
s E-blocks, le even-level internal vertices and lo odd-level internal vertices.
Using the bijection in Theorem 5, it suffices to enumerate the corresponding
forests of the labelled trees from the latter. Such a forest can be successively
constructed as follows.

Label the roots of the small O-trees. Note that there are lo small O-
trees and the corresponding roots have unstarred labels from O = [b+ 1]. So
there are

(

b+1
lo

)

different choices. (At the beginning, we just need to determine
which labels are roots.)
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Fig. 6 g ◦ h = id.

Label the roots of the small E-trees with unstarred roots. It is
clear that there are le small E-trees (corresponding to le partial stacks) with
unstarred roots and we have

(

k
le

)

ways to pick le unstarred labels from E = [k].
Label the roots of the small E-trees with starred roots. Note that

small E-trees

le roots w/o *

y having 
leaves w/o *

* *

s _ le roots w/ *

* *

lo 
_ le + y

lo

* * * *

leaves w/ *

Fig. 7 The distribution of the four types of small E-trees.

not every starred E-label can be a root of some small E-tree due to properties
(c*) and (d*) in Theorem 5 and thus we need first to exclude these starred
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E-labels. Suppose there are y small trees with unstarred roots and unstarred
leaves, see Figure 7. There are

(

le
y

)

different possibilities for assigning roots
for these y small trees from the le unstarred labels picked in the last step.
Accordingly, the smallest y starred E-labels are leaves of some small O-trees
by (c*) and thus cannot be roots. We know that there are in total s small E-
trees and lo of them have their rightmost leaves being starred. Thus, there are
s−lo−y small E-trees with starred roots but without starred leaves whose roots
need to be determined. Note that these starred E-labels can not be consecutive
to guarantee that if (k +m)∗ is a root then (k +m+ 1)∗ ≤ (k + s− 1)∗ must
be a leaf by (d*). Here we distinguish two cases, see Figure 8:

– The case of (k+s−1)∗ being a root. In this case, we have to pick s−lo−y−1
non-consecutive labels from (s − 1) − y − 2 consecutive labels (i.e. those
unused and smaller than (k + s− 2)∗), which can be done in

(

[(s− 1)− y − 2]− [s− lo − y − 1] + 1

s− lo − y − 1

)

=

(

lo − 1

s− lo − y − 1

)

different ways. In this case, the s− lo − y− 1 labels immediately following
these non-consecutive labels have to be assigned to some small O-trees as
leaves. Now there are (s−1)−y−2[s−lo−y]+1 = y+2lo−s unused starred
labels, and there are lo − (le − y) undetermined roots of small E-trees with
starred roots. Thus, we have

(

y+2lo−s
lo−(le−y)

)

different choices for these roots

and any remaining labels are assigned to leaves of small O-trees.

(k+s-1)* picked

(k+s-1)* not picked

pick s-lo-y-1  non-consecutive labels

(s-1)-y  labels in total

pick s-lo-y  non-consecutive labels

Fig. 8 The two cases when picking non-consecutive labels.

– The case of (k + s − 1)∗ not being a root. In this case, we have to pick
s − lo − y non-consecutive labels from (s − 1) − y − 1 consecutive labels
(i.e. those unused and smaller than (k + s− 1)∗), which can be done in

(

[(s− 1)− y − 1]− [s− lo − y] + 1

s− lo − y

)

=

(

lo − 1

s− lo − y

)

different ways. In this case, the s−lo−y labels immediately and respectively
following these non-consecutive labels have to be assigned to some small
O-trees as leaves. Now there are (s− 1)− y− 2[s− lo − y] = y+2lo− s− 1
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unused starred labels, and there are lo−(le−y) undetermined roots of small
E-trees with starred roots. Thus, we have

(

y+2lo−s−1
lo−(le−y)

)

different choices for

these roots and any remaining labels are assigned to leaves of small O-trees.

Label the leaves of the small O-trees. We first fix a linear order of
the roots for the small O-trees, say in increasing order. In order to guarantee
the outdegree distribution of odd-level internal vertices, the size distribution
of these (ordered) small O-trees is a sequence of the type 1c22c3 · · · (b + k −
1)cb+k . Obviously, there are lo!

c2!···cb+k!
distinct such sequences. For each such

a sequence, the leaves of these small O-trees are a permutation of the k − 1
unused labels from the set [k]

⋃

{(k + 1)∗, . . . , (k + s − 1)∗}, that contributes
the factor (k − 1)!.

Label the leaves of the small E-trees. As for the leaves of the small
E-trees, we fix a linear order of the roots for small E-trees. Note that we have
already determined which small E-trees (in terms of the roots) have starred
O-labels (as their rightmost leaves). Thus, for each fixed sequence of type
1a1 · · · (b + 1)ab+1 , we have to arrange the lo starred O-labels in lo! ways and
arrange the b+1− lo unused labels from the set [b+ 1] in (b+1− lo)! different
ways.

As a result, the number of such forests equals

(

b+ 1

lo

)(

k

le

)

∑

y

(

le

y

)

lo!

c2! · · · cb+k!
(k − 1)!lo!(b + 1− lo)!

s!

a1! · · ·ab+1!

×

[(

lo − 1

s− lo − y − 1

)(

y + 2lo − s

lo + y − le

)

+

(

lo − 1

s− lo − y

)(

y + 2lo − s− 1

lo + y − le

)]

=

(

b+ 1

lo

)(

k

le

)

∑

y

(

le

y

)

lo!(k − 1)!lo!

c2! · · · cb+k!

s!(b + 1− lo)!

a1! · · · ab+1!

(

le − y

le + lo − s

)(

lo − 1

le − y − 1

)

,

where the summation is over all possible values for y. Since k > 1, there is
at least one odd-level internal vertex which is a child of the root of the tree,
implying at least one small E-tree with an unstarred root and a starred O-
label. Thus, we first require y ≤ le − 1. It is also possible that there is no
young even-level internal vertices at all, thus y ≥ 0. On the other hand, we
know there are le − y small E-trees with unstarred roots and starred leaves,
since there are at most lo starred leaves, we have 1 ≤ le−y ≤ lo. Furthermore,
(

lo−1
le−y−1

)

= 0 if 0 ≤ lo − 1 < le − y− 1. In view of this we have 0 ≤ y ≤ le − 1.

It has been shown in Sprugnoli [18, eq. (6.14)] that

n
∑

k=0

(

x

k

)(

y

n− k

)(

k

j

)

=

(

x

j

)(

y + x− j

n− j

)

.
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Accordingly, we obtain

le−1
∑

y=0

(

le

y

)(

le − y

le + lo − s

)(

lo − 1

le − y − 1

)

=

le−1
∑

y=0

le

le − y

(

le − 1

y

)

le − y

le + lo − s

(

le − y − 1

le + lo − s− 1

)(

lo − 1

le − y − 1

)

=
le

le + lo − s

(

lo − 1

le + lo − s− 1

)(

le − 1 + lo − 1− (le + lo − s− 1)

le − 1− (le + lo − s− 1)

)

,

that allows us to get a closed form for the total number of forests. Dividing
the total number of forests by (b+1)!k!, we obtain the desired number of RNA
secondary structures and the proof is complete.

Removing the restriction on the number of partial stacks, we obtain

Corollary 3 The number of RNA secondary structures with b+1 base pairs,
k > 1 isolated bases, s helices such that the size distribution of the helices
is 1a12a2 · · · (b + 1)ab+1 and the size distribution of the loops is 1c12c2 · · · (b +
k)cb+k , where

∑

i iai = b + 1,
∑

i ai = s,
∑

i ici = b + k and lo =
∑

i>1 ci, is
given by

s!
∏

i>0 ai!

(lo − 1)!
∏

i>1 ci!

(

k − 1 + lo

s− 1

)(

s− 1

lo − 1

)

.

Proof We just need to sum over all possible 1 ≤ le ≤ s:

s
∑

le=1

s!
∏

i>0 ai!

(lo − 1)!
∏

i>1 ci!

(

k − 1

le − 1

)(

s− 1

lo − 1

)(

lo

le + lo − s

)

=
s!

∏

i>0 ai!

(lo − 1)!
∏

i>1 ci!

(

k − 1 + lo

s− 1

)(

s− 1

lo − 1

)

,

completing the proof.

3.3 Exact enumeration by helices

Now we enumerate RNA secondary structures simply by the number of helices
alone. We augment the formula considering the minimum helix size σ.

Theorem 7 The number of RNA secondary structures with b + 1 base pairs,
k > 1 isolated bases and s helices such that the size distribution of the helices
is 1a12a2 · · · (b+ 1)ab+1 is

s!

a1! · · · ab+1!

1

k − 1

s
∑

lo=1

(

k − 1

lo

)(

s− 1

lo − 1

)(

k − 1 + lo

s− 1

)

.



22 Ricky X. F. Chen∗ et al.

Furthermore, the number of RNA secondary structures with b + 1 base pairs,
k > 1 isolated bases and s helices such that each helix contains at least σ base
pairs is given by

(

b− (σ − 1)s

s− 1

)

1

k − 1

s
∑

lo=1

(

k − 1

lo

)(

s− 1

lo − 1

)(

k − 1 + lo

s− 1

)

.

Proof In view of Theorem 6, we notice that, as long as the number s of E-
blocks, the number le of even-level internal vertices and the number lo of
odd-level internal vertices are determined, the enumeration of RNA secondary
structures reduces to counting the number of certain integer compositions, as
each integer composition is associated with the same number

(

b + 1

lo

)

(k − 1)!lo!(b + 1− lo)!

(

k

le

)

le

le + lo − s

(

s− 1

s− lo

)(

lo − 1

le + lo − s− 1

)

of labelled plane trees. For the former part of the theorem, it reduces to count-
ing the number of integer compositions of k − 1 into lo parts and b+ 1 into s

parts of type 1a12a2 · · · (b+1)ab+1 which are
(

k−2
lo−1

)

and s!
a1!···ab+1!

, respectively.

Dividing (b+1)!k! and summing over all possible le and lo, we have the desired
number for the former part to be

s!

a1! · · · ab+1!

1

k

s
∑

le=1

(

k

le

) s
∑

lo=1

(

k − 2

lo − 1

)

le

le + lo − s

(

s− 1

s− lo

)(

lo − 1

le + lo − s− 1

)

=
s!

a1! · · · ab+1!

1

k − 1

s
∑

lo=1

(

k − 1

lo

)(

s− 1

lo − 1

)(

k − 1 + lo

s− 1

)

.

For the latter part of the theorem, since we require each helix to have size at
least σ, we actually need to consider the number of integer compositions of b+1
into s parts such that each part has size at least σ which is given by

(

b−(σ−1)s
s−1

)

.
Each such an integer composition can be obtained as follows: allocate σ− 1 to
each part first and then combine an arbitrary integer composition of (b+1)−
s(σ− 1) into s parts. Dividing (b+1)!k! and summing over all possible le and
lo, we have the desired number to be

(

b− (σ − 1)s

s− 1

)

1

k − 1

s
∑

lo=1

(

k − 1

lo

)(

s− 1

lo − 1

)(

k − 1 + lo

s− 1

)

,

completing the proof.

Example 1 Some values obtained from Theorem 7 are shown in Table 1 and
Table 2. For instance, for b = 2, k = 3, σ = 1, the number of these RNA
secondary structures with s = 3 helices given by Theorem 7 is 9, and these
secondary structures are presented in Figure 9.
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Table 1 The number of secondary structures for σ = 1.

b = 2 b = 2 b = 2 b = 3 b = 3 b = 3 b = 4 b = 4 b = 4
k = 3 k = 4 k = 5 k = 3 k = 4 k = 5 k = 3 k = 4 k = 5

s = 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
s = 2 10 18 28 15 27 42 20 36 56
s = 3 9 31 76 27 93 228 54 186 456
s = 4 0 0 0 7 54 219 28 216 876
s = 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 51 375

Table 2 The number of secondary structures for σ = 2.

b = 2 b = 2 b = 2 b = 3 b = 3 b = 3 b = 4 b = 4 b = 4
k = 3 k = 4 k = 5 k = 3 k = 4 k = 5 k = 3 k = 4 k = 5

s = 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
s = 2 0 0 0 5 9 14 10 18 28

Fig. 9 Nine RNA secondary structures for (b, k, s) = (2, 3, 3).

In particular, Theorem 7 allows us to compute the exact average number
of helices and average size of helices. The asymptotics of these quantities were
first obtained by Hofacker, Schuster and Stadler (1998). For instance, it was
shown that for σ = 1, the average number of helices over secondary structures

of length n approaches (1−α)2(1+α)
3−2α n; the probability for a helix having a size

l approaches 1−α2

α2 α2l for some α.
As a consequence of Theorem 7, we have

Corollary 4 Let R be an RNA secondary structure chosen uniformly ran-
domly from the set of RNA secondary structures with b+1 base pairs, k isolated
bases and s helices such that each has size at least σ. Then, the probability of
R to have a helix size distribution 1a12a2 · · · (b+ 1)ab+1 is

s!(s− 1)!(b − σs+ 1)!

a1! · · · ab+1!(b − σs+ s)!
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where ai = 0 for i < σ.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we obtained exact formulas counting RNA secondary structures
with a given number of helices as well as a given joint size distribution of he-
lices and loops. Our approach was combinatorial, carefully analyzing the new
bijection between RNA secondary structures and plane trees discovered by the
first author and a variation of Chen’s bijective approach of counting trees by
forests of simple trees. While there are lots of results on the combinatorics
of RNA structures in the literature, only a few of them provide exact enu-
meration and the rest provide asymptotic results. Those asymptotic results
usually rely on certain singularity analysis. However, singularity analysis of
multivariate functions is not easy, which makes it hard to obtain enumerative
results involving multiple parameters, such as the joint distribution of helices
and loops, and thus restricts finer analyses of the space of RNA structures.
In this regard, our approach has advantages and may be further explored to
enumerate RNA structures filtered by other parameters and their combina-
tions. We conclude the paper with the following additional comments. Partial
stacks serve as an important intermediate parameter in order to study other
parameters such as helices and hairpin loops, when using Chen’s bijection. The
distribution of partial stacks represents the distribution of left-end clusters of
base pairs in RNA secondary structures. We may analogously define “partial
stacks” associated with right-end clusters. However, the biological significance
of partial stacks remains unclear at the moment, which may be worthy of
future investigation.

As one anonymous referee pointed out, it might be useful to consider the
requirement of the minimal base pair span θ (i.e. if (i, j) is a base pair, then
|i − j| > θ), which is usually set to 3. The requirement of the minimal base
pair span to be θ is essentially the same as requiring the minimum length of
a hairpin loop to be θ. Based on the new bijection between RNA secondary
structures and plane trees, with extra effort, we can handle this requirement as
well. In fact, we have another separate paper which is particularly concerned
with hairpin loops, helices and bulges [4].
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