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Abstract Tropical geometry with the max-plus algebra has been applied to
statistical learning models over tree spaces because geometry with the tropical
metric over tree spaces has some nice properties such as convexity in terms of
the tropical metric. One of the challenges in applications of tropical geometry
to tree spaces is the difficulty interpreting outcomes of statistical models with
the tropical metric. This paper focuses on combinatorics of tree topologies
along a tropical line segment, an intrinsic geodesic with the tropical metric,
between two phylogenetic trees over the tree space and we show some prop-
erties of a tropical line segment between two trees. Specifically we show that
a probability of a tropical line segment of two randomly chosen trees going
through the origin (the star tree) is zero if the number of leave is greater than
four, and we also show that if two given trees differ only one nearest neighbor
interchange (NNI) move, then the tree topology of a tree in the tropical line
segment between them is the same tree topology of one of these given two
trees with possible zero branch lengths.
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1 Introduction

Due to the increasing amount of data today, data science is one of the most
exciting fields in science. It finds applications in statistics, computer science,
business, biology, data security, physics, and so on. Most statistical models in
data sciences assume that data points in an input sample are distributed over a
Euclidean space if they have numerical measurements. However, in some cases
this assumption can fail. For example, a space of phylogenetic trees with a
fixed set of leaves is a union of lower dimensional cones over Re, where e =

(
n
2

)
with n as the number of leaves [2]. Since the space of phylogenetic trees is a
union of lower dimensional cones, we cannot just apply statistical models in
data science to a set of phylogenetic trees [21].

There has been much work in spaces of phylogenetic trees. In 2001, Billera-
Holmes-Vogtman (BHV) developed the notion of a space of phylogenetic trees
with a fixed set of labels for leaves [3], which is a set of all possible unrooted
phylogenetic trees with the fixed set of labels on leaves and which is a union
of orthants; each orthant contains possible unrooted phylogenetic trees with
a fixed tree topology. They also showed that this space is CAT(0) space so
that there is a unique shortest connecting path, or geodesic, between any two
points in the space defined by the CAT(0)-metric. We can also generalize this
tree space to the space of rooted phylogenetic trees with a given set of leaves.

There is some work in development on machine learning models with the
BHV metric. For example, Nye defined the notion of the first order principal
component geodesic as the unique geodesic with the BHV metric over the tree
space which minimizes the sum of residuals between the geodesic and each
data point [14]. However, we cannot use a convex hull under the BHV metric
for higher principal components because Lin et al. showed that the convex hull
of three points with the BHV metric over the tree space can have arbitrarily
high dimension [9].

Another space of phylogenetic trees with a given set of leaves is the edge-
product space [22,8]. Metrics defined over the edge-product space are as-
sociated with probability distributions on characters and the Hellinger and
Jensen–Shannon metrics are used between two distributions over the edge-
product space with a given set of leaves [8]. This space is also well studied
from the view of algebraic geometry (for example, [22]). Since the edge-product
space is based on distributions on a set of characters to represent phylogenetic
trees with a given set of leaves, it is natural to conduct statistical analysis
over such tree spaces using information geometry. For more details, Garba
et al. summarize these three tree spaces in a recent their work [7] and they
extended the edge-product space to a new tree space called the Wald space.

In 2004, Speyer and Sturmfels showed a space of phylogenetic trees with a
given set of labels on their leaves is a tropical Grassmannian [16], which is a
tropicalization of a linear space defined by a set of linear equations [21] with the
max-plus algebra. It is important to note that the tree space defined by Speyer
and Sturmfels is not isometric to the tree space defined by Billera-Holmes-
Vogtman although they are homeomorphic to each other. The first attempt to
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apply tropical geometry to computational biology and statistical models was
done by Pachter and Sturmfels [17]. The tropical metric with the max-plus
algebra on the tree space is known to behave very well [1,6]. For example,
contrary to the BHV metric, the dimension of the convex hull of s tropical
points is at most s− 1 [9]. There has been much work done with the tropical
metric over the tree space of equidistant trees to analyze a set of phylogenetic
trees with n leaves X = {1, 2, . . . , n}. For example, Yoshida et al. defined
tropical principal component analysis (PCA) with the tropical metric over the
space of equidistant trees to reduce dimensionality and to visualize data sets
[21]. Also Tang et al. developed hard and soft tropical support vector machines
(SVMs) and the authors applied them to classifying sets of equidistant trees
[18]. For more details on applications of tropical geometry to tree spaces, see
[20].

One of the challenges in statistical learning models with the tropical metric
over the space of equidistant trees is the difficulty to interpret outputs from
such methods. For example, the principal geodesic developed by Nye in [14]
has a natural interpretation of the geodesic with the BHV metric over the
space of phylogenetic trees with n leaves. However, it is not obvious how to
interpret a tropical principal polytope developed by Yoshida et al. in [21,15].
Interpretation of the output from a statistical learning model is one of the
most important processes in data analysis. Therefore, this paper focuses on
the interpretation of a tropical “geodesic” with the tropical metric on the space
of equidistant trees with n leaves. However, a tropical geodesic between two
equidistant trees is known to be not unique (e.g., see [13]). In fact, there are
infinitely many tropical geodesics between two points. This makes it difficult
to analyze behavior of a tropical geodesic between trees, thus in this paper we
consider a tropical line segment between trees which is intrinsic and unique on
the space of equidistant trees [13]. Thus, here we use a tropical line segment
between two equidistant trees as a tropical geodesic between them.

In this paper, we focus on rooted phylogenetic trees with n leaves. More
specifically we focus on equidistant trees, rooted phylogenetic trees whose total
branch lengths from the root to each leaf are the same for all leaves. It is
important to note that the tree spaces defined by Billera-Holmes-Vogtmann [3],
Speyer-Sturmfels [16], and the edge-product space with a distribution based
metric [8] can be applied to a space of rooted phylogenetic trees, but they do
not assume equidistant trees.

Among these three tree spaces: the BHV space; the edge-product space; and
the tree space with the tropical metric, a tree space with the tropical metric has
the least attention because the geodesic between trees with the tropical metric
is not unique and also is hard to interpret in terms of tree topologies. Therefore
we focus on combinatrics of tree topologies on the geodesic between trees with
the tropical metric, especially tropical line segment between trees, which is a
unique geodesic in terms of the tropical metric. Monod et al. investigated tree
topologies along a tropical line segment over the space of ultrametrics and
characterizes symmetry of tree topologies on a tropical line segment in [12].
Therefore, we investigate explicitly how tree topologies change over a tropical



4 Ruriko Yoshida, Shelby Cox

line segment for some specific cases. Specifically, we show that the probability
of a tropical line segment of two randomly chosen trees going through the
origin (the star tree) is zero if the number of leaves is greater than four.
In addition, we also show that if two given trees differ by only one nearest
neighbor interchange (NNI) move, then the tree topology of a tree in the
tropical line segment between them is the same tree topology of one of these
two given trees with possible zero branch lengths. We end this paper with
a conjecture that tree topologies of trees on a tropical line segment change
by a sequence of NNI moves. Through this paper we propose open problems
to understand combinatorics of tree topologies along a tropical line segment
between equidistant trees.

2 Notation and Definitions

2.1 Tropical Basics

In the tropical semiring (R ∪ {−∞},⊕,�) , we define the basic operations of
addition and multiplication as:

a⊕ b := max{a, b}, a� b := a+ b where a, b ∈ R.

In this semiring, the identity element for addition is −∞ and 0 is the identity
element for multiplication. An essential feature of tropical arithmetic is that
there is no subtraction. Tropical division is defined to be classical subtraction,
so (R∪{−∞},⊕,�) satisfies all ring axioms (and indeed field axioms) except
for the existence of an additive inverse. In tropical geometry, we work on the
tropical projective torus, Re/R1, where 1 denotes the all-ones vector, i.e., for
any x = (x1, . . . , xe) ∈ Re/R1,

(x1, . . . , xe) = (x1 + c, . . . , xe + c),

for any constant c ∈ R.

Definition 1 Over the tropical semiring (R ∪ {−∞},⊕,�) , suppose u =
(u1, . . . , ue), v = (v1, . . . , ve) are in the tropical projective space Re/R1. Then
the tropical metric dtr is defined as

dtr(u, v) = max
i
{ui − vi} −min

i
{ui − vi}.

Definition 2 (Tropical Convex Hull) The tropical convex hull or tropical
polytope of a given finite subset V = {v1, . . . , vs} ⊂ Re/R1 is the smallest
tropically-convex subset containing V ⊂ Re/R1: it is written as the set of all
tropical linear combinations of V such that:

tconv(V ) = {a1 � v1 ⊕ a2 � v2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ as � vs | a1, . . . , as ∈ R}.

A tropical line segment between two points v1, v2 is the tropical polytope of
{v1, v2}.
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Example 1 Suppose we have two vectors

v1 = (0, 0, 0), v2 = (0, 3, 1),

over R3/R1. Then we consider the tropical line segment between v1 and v2,
that is

tconv(V ) = {a1 � v1 ⊕ a2 � v2 | a1, a2 ∈ R}.

Note that

a1 � v1 = (a1 + 0, a1 + 0, a1 + 0) = (0, 0, 0) = v1,

and

a2 � v2 = (a2 + 0, a2 + 3, a2 + 1) = (0, 3, 1) = v2.

Also

a1 � v1 ⊕ a2 � v2
= (max{a1 + 0, a2 + 0},max{a1 + 0, a2 + 3},max{a1 + 0, a2 + 1})
= (max{a1, a2},max{a1, a2 + 3},max{a1, a2 + 1}).

When we have a1 ≥ a2 + 3, then

a1 � v1 ⊕ a2 � v2
= (max{a1, a2},max{a1, a2 + 3},max{a1, a2 + 1})
= (a1, a1, a1)
= v1.

When we have a2 + 1 ≤ a1 < a2 + 3, then

a1 � v1 ⊕ a2 � v2
= (max{a1, a2},max{a1, a2 + 3},max{a1, a2 + 1})
= (a1, a2 + 3, a1)
= (0, a2 + 3− a1, 0)
= (0, l, 0),

where l = a2 + 3− a1 for 0 < l < 2.
When we have a2 ≤ a1 < a2 + 1, then

a1 � v1 ⊕ a2 � v2
= (max{a1, a2},max{a1, a2 + 3},max{a1, a2 + 1})
= (a1, a2 + 3, a2 + 1)
= (0, a2 + 3− a1, a2 + 1− a1)
= (0, l + 2, l),

where l = a2 + 3− a1 + 1 for 0 < l < 1. Therefore the tropical line segment v1

and v2 are the line segments from v1 to (0, 2, 0) and from (0, 2, 0) to v2.

Let Γu,v be a tropical line segment between two ultrametrics u, v ∈ Un.
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(0, 2, 0)

(0, 3, 5)v3 = (0, 2, 5)

(0, 0, 3)

v2 = (0, 3, 1)

v1 = (0, 0, 0)  

Fig. 1 Tropical polytope of three points (0, 0, 0), (0, 3, 1), (0, 2, 5) in R3/R1.

Example 2 Suppose we have a set V =
{
v1, v2, v3

}
⊂ R3/R1 where

v1 = (0, 0, 0), v2 = (0, 3, 1), v3 = (0, 2, 5).

First, we compute the tropical line segment Γv1,v2 as Example 1 shows.
Then, similarly we can compute the tropical line segment Γv2,v3 which is a
line segment of

v2 = (0, 3, 1), (0, 3, 5), v3 = (0, 2, 5),

and the tropical line segment Γv1,v3 is a line segment of

v1 = (0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 3), v3 = (0, 2, 5).

The tropical polytope tconv(V ) of V is shown in Fig. 1.

2.2 Space of Ultrametrics

A phylogenetic tree is a weighted tree with labels X = {1, . . . , n} on its leaves
and its internal nodes do not have any labels. Each edge on a phylogenetic
tree has non-negative weight which represents evolutionary time and mutation
rates. A phylogenetic tree can be rooted or unrooted. Throughout this paper
we assume that all phylogenetic trees are rooted. Also we assume that all
phylogenetic trees are equidistant trees, that is, rooted phylogenetic trees with
the property that the distance from the root to each leaf is the same for all
leaves and all trees have the same height. This is the same assumption of the
multispecies coalescent model [11], one of the most popular models to model
gene trees under the species tree.

A dissimilarity map is a map uij : X ×X → R+ such that

uij =

{
uji if i 6= j

0 if i = j,
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for any i, j ∈ X. Suppose u = (u12, . . . , un−1n) are dissimilarity maps. Then,
note that u is a metric if u satisfies the triangle inequality. If there exists a
phylogenetic tree T with the leaf label X such that uij is a pairwise distance
from a leaf i ∈ X to a leaf j ∈ X, then we call u a tree metric.

Definition 3 u := (u12, u13, . . . , un−1n) is called an ultrametric if

max{uij , uik, ujk}

for distinct i, j, k ∈ X = {1, 2, . . . n} is achieved at least twice.

It is well-known that u = (u12, u13, . . . , un−1n) is an ultrametric if and only
if u = (u12, u13, . . . , un−1n) is a tree metric with an equidistant tree T [13]. In
phylogenetics it is called the three point condition [4]. Therefore, here we work
on the space of ultrametrics as a space of equidistant trees with n leaves. Let
Un denote the space of all ultrametrics in the tropical projective space Re/1R
where e =

(
n
2

)
.

Note that Un can be considered as the space of equidistant trees since for
each equidistant tree there is a unique ultrametric to define the equidistant
tree.

Let Ln be the subspace of Re defined by the linear equations xij − xik +
xjk = 0 for 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ n, where xij , xik, xjk are variables. The tropi-
calization trop (Ln) ⊆ Re/R1 is the tropical linear space consisting of points
(v12, v13, . . . , vn−1,n) such that max(vij , vik, vjk) is obtained at least twice for
all triples i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1 (Theorem 3 in [21]) The image of Un in Re/R1 is trop (Ln).

Therefore, we can think of Un as a tropical linear space. Also note that Un
is a tropical linear space over the tropical projective space. Therefore Un is
tropically convex. Thus, if we take any two points u, v ∈ Un then the tropical
intrinsic geodesic between u and v is in Un. This means that all points in
a tropical intrinsic geodesic between u, v ∈ Un are ultrametrics and there
are equidistant trees associated with these ultrametrics. These leads to the
following problem: Suppose we have two equidistant trees Tu, Tv with their
ultrametrics u, v ∈ Un, respectively. Then how do tree topologies change along
a tropical intrinsic geodesic between ultrametrics u, v?

This is one of the most important questions in order to develop data science
models using the tropical metric over Un since this will answer the interpreta-
tion of results from a model with the tropical metric. For example, the output
from the tropical principal component analysis (PCA) is not obvious to inter-
pret.

It is very important to note that tropical geodesics between two points are
not unique. For example, we consider two points from Example 1. Then we
have the distance over the tropical line segment between v1 = (0, 0, 0) and
v2 = (0, 3, 1) is dtr(v1, (0, 2, 0)) + dtr((0, 2, 0), v2) = 2 + 1 = 3. But the straight
line from v1 to v2 is also a tropical geodesic since dtr(v1, v2) = 3.

However, if we consider a tropical line segment defined in Definition 2 be-
tween two ultrametrics u, v ∈ Un associated with equidistant trees, that is,
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a tropical polytope generated by u, v ∈ Un, then the tropical line segment is
unique. Let Γu,v be a tropical line segment between two ultrametrics u, v ∈ Un.

Proposition 2 A tropical line segment Γu,v of u, v ∈ Re/R1 is unique, it is
a geodesic in Un, and it is intrinsic.

Proof The first part of the statement is directly from Proposition 24 in [13].
The second and the third statements can be proven by the fact that Un is a
tropical linear space by Theorem 1 and a tropical line segment is a tropical
polytope of two points in Un.

Thus, we consider the following question:

Problem 1 Suppose we have two equidistant trees Tu, Tv with their ultra-
metrics u, v ∈ Un, respectively. Then how do tree topologies change along the
tropical line segment between ultrametrics u, v?

We can generalize this question to a tropical polytope generated by finitely
many ultrametrics u1, . . . , uk ∈ Un.

Problem 2 Suppose we have k equidistant trees T1, . . . , Tk with their ultra-
metrics u1, . . . , uk ∈ Un, respectively. Then how do tree topologies change in
the tropical polytope generated by ultrametrics u1, . . . , uk?

In the paper by Page et al. in [15], we partially addressed this problem.

Definition 4 Let P = tconv (u1, . . . , uk) ⊆ Re/R1 be a tropical polytope.
Each point x = (x1, . . . , xe) in Re/R1 has a type Q = (Q1, . . . , Qe) according
to P, where an index i is in Qj if

uij − xj = max(ui1 − x1, . . . , uie − xe),

where ui = (ui1, . . . , u
i
e) for i = 1, . . . , e and j = 1, . . . , e. The tropical polytope

P consists of all points x whose type Q = (Q1, . . . , Qe) has all Qi nonempty.
Each collection of points with the same type is called a cell.

For more details on a cell of a tropical polytope, see [15].

Theorem 3 ([15]) Let P = tconv (u1, . . . , uk) ⊆ Rn/R1 be a tropical polytope
spanned by ultrametrics. Then any two points x and y in the same cell of P
are also ultrametrics with the same tree topology.

Now it is natural to ask the following question:

Problem 3 How do tree topologies change if a tropical geodesic crosses be-
tween two cells on a tropical polytope P over Un?
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3 Drawing a Tropical Line Segment on Un

In this section we interpret the algorithm to compute a tropical line segment
in [10]. In order to compute the tropical line segment between equidistant
trees T1 and T2 with leaves X, we adapt the algorithm shown in the proof of
Proposition 5.2.5 in [10]. Note that Proposition 5.2.5 uses the min-plus algebra,
whereas we are using the max-plus algebra. Recall that we use the max-plus
algebra because the tree space is a tropical Grassmannian with the max-plus
algebra [16].

Let Γu,v be a tropical line segment between two ultrametrics u, v ∈ Un.
Suppose u and v are ultrametrics corresponding to equidistant trees Tu and
Tv, then we use a notation ΓTu,Tv

as well. First we adapt the algorithm shown
in the proof of Proposition 5.2.5 in [10].

Algorithm 1: Tropical line segment in Re/R1

Input: A point u = (u1, . . . , ue) and a point v = (v1, . . . , ve) in Re/R1
Output: A tropical line segment Γu,v between u and w in Re/R1

1 Compute λ = v − u = (v1 − u1, . . . , ve − ue).
2 Set L = ∅ and set y0 = v.
3 for i← 1 to e do
4 Find the ith smallest coordinate in λ, and denote its value as λi.
5 Set yi = (max{λi + u1, v1}, . . . ,max{λi + ue, ve}).
6 Set L = L ∪ {yi}.
7 Set ye+1 = u.
8 return the line segments of lines from yi to yi+1 in L for

i = 0, 1, . . . , e.

Now the following algorithm is to compute a tropical line segment between
ultrametrics in Un modified from Algorithm 1:

Algorithm 2: Tropical line segment in Un
Input: An ultrametric u = (u12, . . . , un−1n) computed from an

equidistant tree T1 with n leaves and an ultrametric
v = (v12, . . . , vn−1n) computed from an equidistant tree T2
with n leaves

Output: A tropical line segment Γu,v between u and w in Un
1 Compute λ = v − u = (v12 − u12, . . . , vn−1n − un−1n).
2 Set L = ∅ and set y0 = v.

3 for i← 1 to
(
n
2

)
do

4 Find the ith smallest coordinate (i1, i2) in λ, and denote its value
as λi1i2 .

5 Set yi = (max{λi1i2 + u12, v12}, . . . ,max{λi1i2 + un−1n, vn−1n}).
6 Set L = L ∪ {yi}.

7 Set y(n
2)+1 = u.

8 return the line segments of lines from yi to yi+1 in L for

i = 0, 1, . . . ,
(
n
2

)
.
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Example 3 Suppose we have two points

v1 = (0, 0, 0), v2 = (0, 3, 1)

from Example 1. We wish to compute the tropical line segment Γv1,v2 using
Algorithm 1.

First we compute λ = v2 − v1 = (0, 3, 1). Then, order elements of λ from
the smallest to the largest, that is

λ = (0, 1, 3).

Then first we compute

max(λ1 + v1, v2) = (max{0 + 0, 0},max{0 + 0, 3},max{0 + 0, 1}) = (0, 3, 1).

This is one of the end points of Γv1,v2 . Then we compute

max(λ2+v1, v2) = (max{1+0, 0},max{1+0, 3},max{1+0, 1}) = (1, 3, 1) = (0, 2, 0).

This is a point where Γv1,v2 bends. Finally, we compute

max(λ3+v1, v2) = (max{3+0, 0},max{3+0, 3},max{3+0, 1}) = (3, 3, 3) = (0, 0, 0).

This is one of the end points of Γv1,v2 . Thus, Γv1,v2 is a line segment

v1 = (0, 0, 0), (0, 2, 0), v2 = (0, 3, 1).

Here we show some properties of tropical line segments:

Proposition 4 Let Γu,v be the tropical line segment between ultrametrics u, v ∈
Un. If x, y are in one straight line on Γu,v, then x and y have the same tree
topology.

Proof This is a corollary of Theorem 3.

Theorem 5 If we take x, y randomly from Un from a uniform distribution on
equidistant trees with fixed height of the equidistant trees, then the tropical line
segment Γx,y between x, y ∈ Un goes through the star tree (the origin in terms
of ultrametrics) with probability zero for n ≥ 5.

Proof Note that the tropical line segment Γx,y ⊂ Un between x, y ∈ Un is a
tropical polytope generated by x, y. We will use Lemma 3.3 from [15] which
states that the origin is contained in Γx,y if and only if x⊕ y = 0. Suppose the
trees both have height h > 0.

When n = 3, if two trees are in the different polyhedral cones, the tropical
line segment between them has to go through the origin.

When n = 4, suppose we have two trees with ultrametrics such that

x = (2a1, 2h, 2h, 2h, 2h, 2h, )
y = (2h, 2a2, 2h, 2h, 2b2, 2h)
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L1 R1 L2 R2

T1 T2

Fig. 2 Two trees the proof of Theorem 5 for n ≥ 5.

for any a1, a2, b1, b2 < h, then we have x⊕ y = 0. So the tropical line segment
between them contains the origin for any a1, a2, b1, b2 < h.

For n ≥ 5, consider the two trees T1 and T2 shown in Figure 2.R1, R2, L1, L2 ⊂
[n] := {1, . . . n} such that L1, R1 partition [n], i.e., L1 ∩R1 = ∅ and L1 ∪R1 =
[n], and L2, R2 partition [n], i.e., L2 ∩ R2 = ∅ and L2 ∪ R2 = [n]. Denote
L t R = [n] be a partition {R, L} of [n] for R,L ⊂ [n]. Suppose x is the
ultrametric of T1 and y is the ultrametric of T2.

Also note that

(L1 ∩ L2) t (L1 ∩R2) t (L2 ∩R1) t (L2 ∩R2) = [n].

Since n ≥ 5, therefore, one of the four sets must have at least two elements.
Since n ≥ 5, there exist a pair of two leaves i, j from one of (L1∩L2), (L1∩R2),
(L2 ∩R1), and (L2 ∩R2). Then we have

xij < 2h, and yij < 2h.

Therefore, (x⊕ y)ij < 2h. Therefore, x⊕ y is not the star tree, so by Lemma
3.3 from [15], the tropical line from x to y does not pass through the origin,
i.e., the star tree.

Now we interpret Algorithm 2 in terms of equidistant trees. Before the
algorithm to draw a tropical line between two equidistant trees, we have the
following definition:

Definition 5 Suppose we have an equidistant tree T with n leaves. An exter-
nal branch of T is an edge directly attached to a leaf i ∈ X.
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Definition 6 Let T be an equidistant tree with n leaves and let bi be the
external branch lengths of leaf i in T for i = 1, . . . , n. Also let αT be an
equidistant tree with n leaves such that the tree topology of αT is the same
as the tree topology of T and its external branch length of leaf i is α/2 + bi
for i = 1, . . . , n.

Algorithm 3: Tropical line segment in Un written in terms of equidis-
tant trees

Input: An ultrametric u = (u12, . . . , un−1n) computed from an
equidistant tree T1 with n leaves and an ultrametric
v = (v12, . . . , vn−1n) computed from an equidistant tree T2
with n leaves

Output: A tropical line segment Γu,v between u and v in Un written
a sequence of equidistant trees associated with segments in
the tropical line segments

1 Compute
λ = (λ12, . . . , λn−1n) = v − u = ((v12 − u12), . . . , (vn−1n − un−1n)).

2 Set L = ∅ and T 0 = T2. for i← 1 to
(
n
2

)
do

3 Find the ith smallest coordinate (i1, i2) in (λ12, . . . , λn−1n), and
denote its value as λi1i2 .

4 Initialized T i as a star tree.
5 for each pair of leaves (k, l) do
6 Compare the height of the internal node of (k, l) in λi1i2T1

which equals to λi1i2 + ukl with the height of the internal
node of (k, l) in T2, which equals to vkl.

7 Set an internal node with its height max{λi1i2 + ukl, vkl} which
is the ancestor of leaves (k, l).

8 Make the height of T i the same height of T1 and T2 by
adjusting all external branch length.

9 Set L = L ∪ {T i}.
10 Set T (n

2)+1 = T1.

11 return the line segments of lines from T i to T i+1 in L for

i = 0, 1, . . . ,
(
n
2

)
.

Example 4 The input for Algorithm 3 T1 and T2 are shown in Fig. 3. Their
ultrametrics are

u = (0.4, 0.8, 2, 0.8, 2, 2)
v = (0.8, 0.8, 2, 0.4, 2, 2)

Here λ = v − u = (0.4, 0, 0,−0.4, 0, 0). The tropical line segment between
u and v is a line segment consisting of the following ultrametrics:

v = (0.8, 0.8, 2, 0.4, 2, 2)
(0.8, 0.8, 2, 0.8, 2, 2)

u = (0.4, 0.8, 2, 0.8, 2, 2)



Tree Topologies along a Tropical Line Segment 13

We sort the elements in λ from the smallest to the largest as

λ = (−0.4, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0.4).

For λ23 = −0.4, then the tree topology of the tree associated with the ultramet-
ric (0.8, 0.8, 2, 0.4, 2, 2) is T2. For λi′j′ = 0 for (i′, j′) = (1, 3), (1, 4), (2, 4), (3, 4),
then the tree topology associated with the ultrametric (0.8, 0.8, 2, 0.8, 2, 2)
is the tree with leaves 1, 2, 3 are attached to a single interior node. When
λ12 = 0.4, the tree topology of the tree associated with the ultrametric
(0.4, 0.8, 2, 0.8, 2, 2) is T1. The output from Algorithm 3 is the set of trees
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0.6

0.2

0.2

T2

4           1          3        2

= 0

4         3        2         1

0.6

0.2

0.2

T1

0.6

T

4           1          3        2

0.6

0.2

0.2

T

4           1          3        2

0.6

0.2

0.2

T2

4           1          3        2 4         3        2         1

T1= 0.4

0.4

0.6

0.2

0.4

4         3        2         1

0.6

0.2

0.2

T

1

2

6

Fig. 3 Trees shown in Example 4.

in the left column in Fig. 3. The tropical line segment between T1 and T2 for
this example is a line segment from T1 to T2 via the bending point which is
the tree with the ultrametric (0.8, 0.8, 2, 0.8, 2, 2).
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Proposition 6 (Proposition 5.2.5 in [10]) The time complexity to com-
pute the tropical line segment between T1 and T2 with n leaves is O(n2 log n) =
O(e log e).

4 Tree Topologies along a Tropical Line Segment

Now we consider Problem 1, i.e., tree topologies along with the tropical line
segment between two trees. In order to solve Problem 1, we need to consider
relations between an equidistant tree and its ultrametric. First we consider
when one of the two trees in the end of a tropical line segment is the star tree.

Definition 7 A sequence {t1, . . . , tk} is called speciation times in a given
equidistant tree T with n leaves if ti is one half of the ith smallest pairwise
distance dij for any i, j ∈ [n].

In terms of an equidistant tree T , a speciation time ti is the height from
the leaves to the internal node which is the ith smallest branch length from
its offspring leaf.

Example 5 Consider the tree shown in Fig. 4. t1, t2, t3 are speciation times.
For this tree t1 = 0.2, t2 = 0.4 and t3 = 1.

4         3        2         1

0.6

0.2

0.2

t1

t2

t3

T

Fig. 4 An equidistant tree T for Example 5.

For an equidistant tree T with n leaves and with a sequence of speciation
times {t1, . . . , tk}, we define a sequence of trees T 1, . . . T k associated with the
tree T , where k ≤ n − 1, such that T and T i have the same tree topology
except that T i has the sequence of speciation times {t1, . . . , tk} for 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
In general T 1 = T . Also note that T k is the star tree with n leaves.

Example 6 Consider the tree with 8 leaves shown in Fig. 5. Then we have
T 2, T 3, T 4, T 5, T 6 as shown in Fig. 5. T 7 is the star tree.

The shortest pairwise distance is the distance between leaves 7 and 8. So
t1 = 0.2. The second shortest pairwise distance is the distance between leaves
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3 and 4. So t2 = 0.3 and by Theorem 7, T 2 is same as T , except the pairwise
distance between 7 and 8 which is equal to the pairwise distance between 3
and 4 (= 2 · t2 = 0.6).

The next shortest pairwise distance is the pairwise distance between leaves
5 and 6. So, by Theorem 7, T 3 is same as T 2, except the pairwise distances
between leaves 7 and 8, between leaves 3 and 4, and between leaves 5 and 6
are equal to 2 · t3 where t3 = 0.4.

Then, the next shortest pairwise distances in T are the pairwise distance
between two leaves from {2, 3, 4}. So by Theorem 7, T 4 is same as T 3, except
leaves 2, 3, and 4 form a polytomy with its height t4 = 0.6, and the pairwise
distances between leaves 5 and 6 and between 7 and 8 are 2 · t4.

The next shortest pairwise distances are the pairwise distance between two
leaves from {5, 6, 7, 8}. So by Theorem 7, T 5 is same as T 4, except leaves 5,
6, 7, and 8 form a polytomy with its height t5 = 0.7 and leaves 2, 3, and 4
form a polytomy with its height t5 = 0.7. The next shortest pairwise distances
are the pairwise distances between leaves i and j for i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. Thus,
by Theorem 7, T 6 is the equidistant tree where the leaves 1, 2, 3, 4 form a
polytomy with its height 1.0 and the leaves 5, 6, 7, 8 form a polytomy with
its height 1.0.

The tropical line segment from the star tree to T is the line segment of
ultrametrics computed from the trees T, T 2, T 3, T 4, T 5, T 6 as shown in Fig. 5
and T 7 which is the star tree.

Theorem 7 Suppose we have an equidistant tree T with n leaves and a se-
quence of speciation times {t1, . . . , tk} where k ≤ n− 1. Then the tropical line
segment from T in Un to the origin, i.e., the star tree with n leaves, is the line
segments of lines between the ultrametrics of trees T i, T i+1, for i = 1, . . . , k−1
associated with the tree T .

Proof Follow Algorithms 2 and 3. In this case we have uij = 0 for all i, j ∈
{1, 2, . . . , n}. Thus λ = v. At the for-loop in Algorithm 2 for the iteration i,
i.e., the ith smallest pairwise distance with the pair (i1, i2) in λ = v

max{λi1i2 , vkl} = max{vi1i2 , vkl} =

{
vi1i2 if vi1i2 ≥ vkl
vkl otherwise,

(1)

for all k, l ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Note that the equidistant tree corresponds to this
ultrametric in (1) is T i.

Example 7 Consider the tree with 8 leaves shown in Fig. 5. We are interested
in drawing a tropical line segment from the tree T to the origin, i.e., the star
tree with 8 leaves.

First we compute λ = u− 0 = u, where u is the ultrametric of T . Then we
order λ from the smallest to the largest, i.e.,

λ = (2 · t1, . . . , 2 · t7).

Now, we iterate for each element in λ from the smallest to the largest.
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Fig. 5 Trees shown in Example 6.

For 2 · t1, we have

uij = max{2 · t1, uij}

for i, j ∈ X with i < j. Thus the equidistant tree for 2 · t1 is T .
For 2 · t2, we have

uij = max{2 · t2, uij}

for (i, j) ∈ (X ×X)− {(7, 8)} and

2 · t2 = max{2 · t2, u78}.

Then, this ultrametric gives the equidistant tree T 2 in Fig. 5.
For 2 · t3, we have

uij = max{2 · t3, uij}

for (i, j) ∈ (X ×X)− {(3, 4), (7, 8)} and

2 · t3 = max{2 · t3, u34},
2 · t3 = max{2 · t3, u78}.



Tree Topologies along a Tropical Line Segment 17

Then, this ultrametric gives the equidistant tree T 3 in Fig. 5.
For 2 · t4, we have

uij = max{2 · t4, uij}

for (i, j) ∈ (X ×X)− {(3, 4), (5, 6), (7, 8)} and

2 · t4 = max{2 · t4, u34},
2 · t4 = max{2 · t4, u56},
2 · t4 = max{2 · t4, u78}.

Then, this ultrametric gives the equidistant tree T 4 in Fig. 5.
For 2 · t5, we have

uij = max{2 · t5, uij}

for (i, j) ∈ (X×X)−{(2, 3), (2, 4), (3, 4), (5, 6), (5, 7), (5, 8), (6, 7), (6, 8), (7, 8)}
and

2 · t5 = max{2 · t5, u23},
2 · t5 = max{2 · t5, u24},
2 · t5 = max{2 · t5, u34},
2 · t5 = max{2 · t5, u56},
2 · t5 = max{2 · t5, u57},
2 · t5 = max{2 · t5, u58},
2 · t5 = max{2 · t5, u67},
2 · t5 = max{2 · t5, u68},
2 · t5 = max{2 · t5, u78}.

Then, this ultrametric gives the equidistant tree T 5 in Fig. 5.
For 2 · t6, we have

uij = max{2 · t5, uij}

for (i, j) ∈ ({1, 2, 3, 4} × {5, 6, 7, 8}) and

2 · t6 = max{2 · t6, uij},
2 · t6 = max{2 · t6, ukl},

where (i, j) ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}×{1, 2, 3, 4} and (k, l) ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}×{5, 6, 7, 8}. Then,
this ultrametric gives the equidistant tree T 6 in Fig. 5.

Finally, for 2 · t7, we have

2 · t7 = max{2 · t7, uij},

for all (i, j) ∈ X ×X. Thus we have the result shown in Fig. 5.

With this theorem, we can solve our problem for n = 3.

Lemma 1 Suppose T1, T2 are equidistant trees with n = 3 leaves such that
T1, T2 have different tree topologies. Then tree topologies along ΓT1,T2 change
from the tree topology of T1 to the star tree, and then change from the star tree
to the tree topology of T2.
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1                              2                               3 2                              1                               3

T1 T2

Fig. 6 T1 and T2 in the proof of Lemma 1

Proof Without loss of generality, T1 and T2 have tree topologies shown in Fig
6. Let u1 = (u112, u

1
13, u

1
23) be an ultrametric for T1 and u2 = (u212, u

2
13, u

2
23) be

an ultrametric for T2. Then we have

u123 ≤ u112 = u113
u213 ≤ u212 = u223.

Then we have u2 − u1 = (u212 − u112, u213 − u113, u223 − u123). Then since all
elements in an ultrametric are non-negative, we have

u213 − u113 ≤ u212 − u112 ≤ u223 − u123.

Using Algorithm 3, for λ13 = u213 − u113, then we have T2. Also for λ23 =
u223−u123, then we have T1. So we have to see the tree topology if λ12 = u212−u112.
Then we havemax{u112 + u212 − u112, u212}

max{u113 + u212 − u112, u213}
max{u123 + u212 − u112, u223}

 =

u212
u212
u223

 =

u212
u212
u212


which is the star tree. With Theorem 7 we are done.

Remark 1 Suppose T1, T2 ∈ U3 with n = 3. Then, the tree topologies along
the geodesic between equidistant trees T1 and T2 under the BHV metric are
the same as tree topologies along ΓT1,T2

.

Example 8 In this example, we map a tropical line segment between two points
in U4 onto the BHV treespace for rooted trees with n = 4 leaves shown in Fig. 7.
T1, T2 have the tree topologies ((1, 2), (3, 4)) and (((1, 2), 3), 4) written in the
Newick format [5]. Note that with this map, we use the tree space coordinate
of the BHV metric, but technically this is not the tree space defined by the
BHV metric.

Definition 8 Suppose we have an equidistant phylogenetic tree T with the
leave set X and the ultrametric u = (u12, . . . , un−1n). A subtree of T with
leaves X0 = {i1, . . . , in0} ⊂ X, where n0 ≤ n, is an equidistant tree con-
structed from an ultrametric u0 such that

u0 = (ui1i2 , . . . , uin0−1in0
).
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Fig. 7 The tree topologies for the ends of the tropical line segment are ((1, 2), (3, 4)) and
(((1, 2), 3), 4) in Example 8.

Definition 9 Suppose we have an equidistant phylogenetic tree T with the
leave set X. A clade of T with leaves X0 ⊂ X is an equidistant tree constructed
from T by adding all common ancestral interior nodes of any combinations of
only leaves X0 and excluding common ancestors including any leaf from X−X0
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S1 S2 S3                   S4 S5

1.0

S1 S2 S3                   S4 S5

0.8

1.8

0.1

1.9

0.1

2.0

1.0 1.0

0.5

1.5

0.5

1.9

0.1

1.9

1.0

T1 T2

X0 = {S1, S2, S3}

0.8

1.8

1.0 1.0

0.5

1.5

1.0

T’1
T’2

S1 S2 S3
S1 S2 S3

y1y1

y1 y1

y2

y2 y2

y2

y3y3

y4

y5

Fig. 8 Example of clades in equidistant trees written in Example 9.

in T , and all edges in T connecting to these ancestral interior nodes and leaves
X0.

Remark 2 Suppose we have an equidistant phylogenetic tree T with the leave
set X. A clade of an equidistant tree T with leave set X0 ⊂ X is a subtree of
T with the leaves X0.

Example 9 Suppose we have two equidistant trees T1 and T2 with the leaf set
{S1, S2, S3, S4, S5} shown in Fig. 8. Let X0 = {S1, S2, S3}. Suppose we have
interior nodes {y1, y2, y3, y4} for T1 such that the root of T1 is y4 and we have
interior nodes {y1, y2, y3, y5} for T2 such that the root of T2 is y3.

T ′1 is a clade of T1 with leaves X0 since y1 is a common ancestor of S1

and S2, and y2 is a common ancestor of S1, S2 and S3, but we exclude an
interior node y3 from T1 since y3 is a common ancestor of {S1, S2, S3, S4},
where S4 6∈ X0.

Similarly, T ′2 is a clade of T2 with leaves X0 since y1 is a common ancestor
of S1 and S2 and y2 is a common ancestor of S1, S2 and S3, but we exclude an
interior node y3 from T2 since y3 is a common ancestor of {S1, S2, S3, S4, S5},
where S4, S5 6∈ X0.

Fig. 9 shows ultrametrics u and v associate with equidistant trees T1 and
T2, respectively. Then u0 and v0 are ultrametrics of clades of T1 and T2,
respectively, with leaves X0.

Now we consider the tropical line segment with two trees which share that
same tree topology of their clades with leaves X0 ⊂ X. In order to see how tree
topologies change over the tropical line segment when these two trees share
that same tree topology of their clades with leaves X0 ⊂ X, we let

(arg max)i{x}
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u = (2.0, 3.6, 3.8, 4.0, 3.6, 3.8, 4.0, 3.8, 4.0, 4.0) 
Index   (1,2),  (1,3),  (1,4),  (1,5), (2,3), (2,4), (2, 5), (3, 4), (3, 5), (4,5)    
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X0 = {S1, S2, S3}
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Fig. 9 Example of ultrametrics of clades in equidistant trees written in Example 9.

be the set of indices of entries of x achieving the ith largest value among entries
of a vector x. Then, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2 Suppose we have equidistant trees T1 and T2 with their ultrametrics
u1 and u2, respectively. If

(arg max)i{u1} = (arg max)i{u2}

for all 0 < i < e, then T1 and T2 have the same tree topology.

Proof Suppose we have

(arg max)i{u1} = (arg max)i{u2}

for all 0 < i < e. Then we have

arg max{u1ij , u1ik, u1jk} = arg max{u2ij , u2ik, u2jk}

where i, j, k ∈ X are distinct labels of leaves in T1 and T2. Therefore, T1 and
T2 have the same tree topologies by Theorem 1 in [19].

Theorem 8 Suppose T1, T2 are equidistant trees on n = |X| leaves and X0

is a subset of leaves X which forms a clade in both T1 and T2, with the same
tree topology in T1, T2. Then for any tree T on the tropical line segment from
T1 to T2, X0 is also a clade of T with the same tree topology as in T1, T2.

Proof Let u = (u11, u12, . . . , un−1n) and v = (v11, v12, . . . , vn−1n) be ultramet-
rics associated to T1 and T2, respectively. Let w = u�α⊕ v be an ultrametric
for any tree T on the tropical line segment from u to v.

1. The restriction of T1 to the leaves X0 is again an equidistant tree.
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Proof This is shown in Definition 9.

2. X0 is a clade of T .

Proof A clade is the collection of all descendant leaves of an internal vertex.
X0 is a clade of T if for any i, j ∈ X0 and k /∈ X0, we have

wij < wik = wjk.

By definition of w,
wij = max(uij + α, vij),

wik = max(uik + α, vik).

Since X0 forms a clade in T1 and T2 by assumption, vij < vik and uij +
α < uik + α, so wij < wik. This proves that X0 forms a clade in every
intermediate tree w.

3. T |X0 has the same tree topology as T1|X0 and T2|X0 .

Proof Let i, j, k ∈ X0, and without loss of generality, say

max(uij , uik, ujk) = uik = ujk,

max(vij , vik, vjk) = vik = vjk

(since we assume that u, v have the same tree topology when restricted
to X0, we know that the indices achieving the max are the same). By
definition of w, we have

wij = max(uij + α, vij),

wik = max(uik + α, vik),

wjk = max(ujk + α, vjk).

We want to show that
wij ≤ wik = wjk

with equality if and only if uij = uik = ujk = vij = vik = vjk Define:

λ1 = vij − uij ,

λ2 = vik − uik = vjk − ujk.
There are four cases to consider:
(a) Case 1: λ1, λ2 > α. In this case, w = v, and we are done.
(b) Case 2: λ1 ≥ α ≥ λ2. In this case,

wij = max(uij + α, vij) = uij + α,

wik = max(uik + α, vik) = vik,

wjk = max(ujk + α, vjk) = vjk.

Then
wij = uij + α ≤ uik + α ≤ vik = vjk = wik = wjk

and the leftmost inequality is strict if uij < uik = ujk, so we are done.
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Fig. 10 The tropical line segment ΓT1,T2
from T1 and T2 shown in Fig. 8.

(c) Case 3: λ2 ≥ α ≥ λ1. In this case,

wij = max(uij + α, vij) = vij ,

wik = max(uik + α, vik) = uik + α,

wjk = max(ujk + α, vjk) = ujk + α.

Then

wij = vij ≤ uij + α < uik + α = ujk + α = wik = wjk

and the rightmost inequality is strict if uij < uik = ujk, so we are done.
(d) Case 4: α > λ1, λ2. In this case w = u, and we are done.

This completes the proof.

Example 10 Suppose we have equidistant trees T1 and T2 from Example 9.
Then, the tropical line segment ΓT1,T2

is shown in Fig. 10. The tree topology
of the clades of trees with leaves X0 on the tropical line segment ΓT1,T2

are
the same as these of clades in T1 and T2 with leaves X0.

Definition 10 For a rooted phylogenetic tree, a nearest neighbor interchange
(NNI) is an operation of a phylogenetic tree to change its tree topology by
picking three mutually exclusive leaf sets X1, X2, X3 ⊂ X and changing a tree
topology of the clade, possibly the whole tree, consisting with three distinct
clades with leaf sets X1, X2, and X3 shown in Fig. 11. One NNI move is one
of these tree moves shown in Fig. 11.

Theorem 9 Let T1, T2 be equidistant trees with leaves X such that the tree
topology of T1 and the tree topology of T2 are different by only one NNI move.
Then tree topologies on ΓT1,T2

have the same tree topology of T1 or T2 with
possible 0 branch lengths.
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X3 X2                           X1
X2 X1                           X3

X3 X1                           X2

Fig. 11 A NNI move is one of these two possible moves. Triangles with label {X1, X2, X3}
are clades with leaves X1, X2, and X3, where X1, X2, X3 ⊂ X are mutually exclusive subsets
from X.

Proof Suppose T1, T2 are equidistant trees with leaves X such that the tree
topology of T1 and the tree topology of T2 differs by only one NNI move. By the
definition of an NNI move, T1, T2 have the same tree topology, except clades
(possible full trees) of T1 and T2 differ by one NNI move shown in Fig. 11.
Let X0 = X1 ∪X2 ∪X3. Note that the clade T ′1 with leaves X0 in T1 and the
clade T ′2 with leaves X0 in T2 are equidistant trees. Also clades with leaf sets
X1, X2, and X3 in T1 and clades with leaf sets X1, X2, and X3 in T2 are also
equidistant trees. Let u = (u12, . . . , un−1n) be an ultrametric associated with
the tree T1 and v = (v12, . . . , vn−1n) be an ultrametric associated with the tree
T2. Suppose the tree topology of T1 is the top tree topology in Fig. 11. Then
we have

ui1j1 = ui2j2
ui1k1 = ui2k2

uj1k1 = uj2k2

for any i1, i2 ∈ X1, for any j1, j2 ∈ X2, and for any k1, k2 ∈ X3 since the
subtree consisting of X1 and X3 is also a clade so that it is also an equidistant
tree with the root which is the most recent common ancestor of X1 and X3.
Thus they also satisfy the condition of ultrametrics such that

ui′k′ ≤ ui′j′
ui′k′ ≤ uj′k′
ui′j′ = uj′k′

for any i′ ∈ X1, for any j′ ∈ X2, and for any k′ ∈ X3.
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If the tree topology of T2 is the left bottom in Fig. 11, then

vi1j1 = vi2j2
vi1k1 = vi2k2

vj1k1
= vj2k2

for any i1, i2 ∈ X1, for any j1, j2 ∈ X2, and for any k1, k2 ∈ X3 since the
subtree consisting of X1 and X2 is also a clade so that it is also an equidistant
tree with the root which is the most recent common ancestor of X1 and X2.
Thus they also satisfy the condition of ultrametrics such that

vi′j′ ≤ vi′k′
vi′j′ ≤ vj′k′
vi′k′ = vj′k′

for any i′ ∈ X1, for any j′ ∈ X2, and for any k′ ∈ X3.
Similarly, if the tree topology of T2 is the right bottom in Fig. 11, then

vi1j1 = vi2j2
vi1k1

= vi2k2

vj1k1
= vj2k2

for any i1, i2 ∈ X1, for any j1, j2 ∈ X2, and for any k1, k2 ∈ X3 since the
subtree consisting of X2 and X3 is also a clade so that it is also an equidistant
tree with the root which is the most recent common ancestor of X2 and X3.
Thus they also satisfy the condition of ultrametrics such that

vj′k′ ≤ vi′k′
vj′k′ ≤ vi′j′
vi′j′ = vi′k′

for any i′ ∈ X1, for any j′ ∈ X2, and for any k′ ∈ X3.
Therefore, we set dummy leaves {i, j, k} such that

uij = ui1j1 = ui2j2
uik = ui1k1

= ui2k2

ujk = uj1k1
= uj2k2

and
vij = vi1j1 = vi2j2
vik = vi1k1 = vi2k2

vjk = vj1k1
= vj2k2

then we have
uik ≤ uij
uik ≤ ujk
uij = ujk.

If the tree topology of T2 is the left bottom in Fig. 11, then

vij ≤ vik
vij ≤ vjk
vik = vjk.
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If the tree topology of T2 is the right bottom in Fig. 11, then

vjk ≤ vij
vjk ≤ vik
vij = vik.

These reduce to the trees with three leaves {i, j, k}. Therefore, by applying
Lemma 1, we have the result.

Example 11 Consider T1 and T2 in Example 9. Then, let X1 = {S1, S2, S3},
X2 = {S5} and X3 = {S4}. Then we notice that

uS1S4
= uS2S4

= uS3S4
= 3.8,

and
uS1S5 = uS2S5 = uS3S5 = 4.0.

Also
vS1S4

= vS2S4
= vS3S4

= 4.0,

and
vS1S5

= vS2S5
= vS3S5

= 4.0.

Then we introduce a leaf i such that

uiS4
:= uS1S4

= uS2S4
= uS3S4

= 3.8,

uiS5
:= uS1S5

= uS2S5
= uS3S5

= 4.0,

viS4
:= vS1S4

= vS2S4
= vS3S4

= 4.0,

and
viS5

= vS1S5
= vS2S5

= vS3S5
= 4.0.

Then we can reduce the tree with five leaves {S1, S2, S3, S4, S5} to the tree
with three leaves {i, S4, S5}.

5 Discussion

This paper is the first step toward understanding combinatorics of tree topolo-
gies along a tropical line segment between equidistant trees with n leaves.
There is still so much work to be done in order to understand outputs of
statistical learning models using tropical geometry over the space of equidis-
tant trees with n leaves X. It is still an open problem that we can generalize
Theorem 9. More specifically, we have the following conjecture:

Conjecture 10 Suppose we have a tropical line segment ΓT1,T2
between equidis-

tant trees T1, T2 with n leaves X. Then given tree topologies of T1, T2, the tree
topology changes according to a sequence of NNI moves from T1 to T2 along
the tropical line segment ΓT1,T2

.
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