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Abstract

We show that the probability that two randomly chosen trees are iso-

morphic decays exponentially for rooted labelled trees as well as Galton–

Watson trees with bounded degrees. In the former case a full asymptotic

expansion is derived. We also show that, in general, we cannot obtain

exponential decay for Galton–Watson trees. Lastly, we prove joint con-

vergence to a multivariate normal distribution for vertices of given degrees

in pairs of labelled trees conditioned on being isomorphic.

1 Introduction

The study of random trees is a rich and active subject in combinatorial prob-
ability theory. Just as it is a classical subject within combinatorics to study
the symmetries and isomorphism classes of trees, it is natural to ask about the
isomorphism classes of random trees. In this paper we answer the fundamental
question of how likely it is that two random trees, drawn from some family of
such trees, are isomorphic to each other. This question has preciously been stud-
ied for the family of phylogenetic trees (full binary trees labelled at the leaves)
in [1]. We extend their results by studying other examples from the general class
of Galton–Watson trees. Similar questions can be studied for other families of
random trees, see e.g. [2] where the probability of two randomly chosen binary
search trees being identical is considered.

A Galton–Watson tree is a rooted tree obtained by a growth process. The
root obtains a number of children according to some random variable X that is
assumed to take values in the non-negative integers including 0 and some integer
larger than 1. Then, the tree grows by letting any offspring in the tree have
children according to the same distribution, independently of all other vertices.
We will mainly focus on conditioned Galton–Watson trees, i.e. trees conditioned
on having size n. Given the offspring distribution X , we let T denote Galton–
Watson trees and Tn denote Galton–Watson trees conditioned on having size n.
For specific realizations of these types of trees we use T, Tn. Furthermore, we
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let w(T ) be the probability (more generally called the weight) of the Galton–
Watson tree T and W (T ) be the total weight of the isomorphism class of T .
An alternative classification of Galton–Watson trees is in terms of generating
functions. Let

T (x) =
∑

T∈T

w(T )x|T |

be the generating function for a class of Galton–Watson trees and let

Φ(z) =
∑

k≥0

wkz
k

be the probability or weight generating function where wk is the probability of
a vertex having k children. Then, T (x) satisfies

T (x) = xΦ(T (x)). (1)

In the context of generating functions, Galton–Watson trees are a special case
simply generated trees, which are also defined by the functional equation (1) but
without the requirement that the weights are probabilities. In both cases, and
under the (mild) assumption that there exists a positive τ within the radius of
convergence of Φ(z) such that

Φ(τ) = τΦ′(τ) < ∞,

we can find ρ = τ
Φ(τ) such that [3, Theorem 3.6]

P(|T | = n) ∼ Cn−3/2ρ−n.

The result is proved using the method of singularity anlaysis, and ρ is the
smallest (positive) singularity of the function T (x). It is a general fact that the
singularity of a Galton–Watson tree satisfies

τ = ρΦ(τ),

1 = ρΦ′(τ),

which, formulated in words, means that the implicit function theorem fails at the
point (ρ, τ). By choosing different distributions, we can obtain different classes
of random trees. Some examples of Galton–Watson trees are labelled trees, plane
trees and binary trees. Distributions for which EX = 1 are called critical. In
this case, we always have ρ = 1 so that the probability P (|T | = n) decays
like n−3/2. Under the condition that we can find a τ as above, we can always
assume that our trees, whether they are conditioned Galton–Watson or simply
generated ones, are critical Galton–Watson trees, with slight modifications to
the offspring distribution [3, Subsection 1.2.7].

Pólya trees P are rooted, unordered, unlabeled trees. They are not Galton–
Watson trees, even though they share many of the same properties. The can be
defined by their generating function

P (x) =
∑

T∈P

x|T |,

2



that satisfies the functional equation [3, Section 1.2.5]

P (x) = x exp





∑

j≥0

P (xj)

j



 .

We can also study Pólya-like trees PD with degrees restricted to lie in some set
D

PD(x) =
∑

T∈PD

x|T |.

In this paper we will study rooted labelled trees and general Galton–Watson
trees with vertex degrees restricted to lie in some finite set D. By the orbit-
stabilizer theorem, the number of isomorphism classes under the action of the
group G is

|G|
|AutT | .

For rooted labelled trees, G will be the symmetric group Sn acting on the labels
so that |G| = n!. For Galton–Watson trees, there is always an implicit ordering
(we can talk about a first child etc.) and the proper action to study is the one
that, for each vertex in the tree, permutes its children. The isomorphism classes
of rooted labelled trees correspond exactly to Pólya trees, and the isomorphism
classes of Galton–Watson trees with degrees in the set D to Pólya-like trees with
degrees in the same set. We will talk about Pólya trees and the isomorphism
classes of labelled or Galton–Watson trees interchangeably.

Let V (T ) denote the vertex set of the tree T , deg(T ) its root degree and
deg(v) the degree of a vertex v ∈ V (T ). Also, let B(T ) be the root branches of
T and BI(T ) be the unique root branches up to isomorphism. For the group
action on Galton–Watson trees that permutes the branches at every vertex we
have

|G| = deg(T )
∏

B∈B(T )

|GB | =
∏

v∈V (T )

deg(v)!,

where GB is the group action restricted to the root branch B. In a similar vein,
the size of the automorphism group of any rooted tree T satisfies

|Aut T | =
∏

B∈BI(T )

mult(Bi)!|AutTi|mult(Bi), (2)

with mult(B) being the multiplicity of the branch B. In both of these cases,
this mirrors the fact that the group is built up by iterated direct and wreath
products of symmetric groups. Thus, the total number of plane representations
PR(T ) of a Pólya tree T (or an isomorphism class of Galton–Watson trees) is

PR(T ) =

∏

v∈V (T ) deg(v)!

|Aut T | .
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To get the total weight W (T ) of the isomorphism class, we need to multiply by
the weights:

W (T ) = w(T )PR(T ) =

∏

v∈V (T ) wdeg(v) deg(v)!

|AutT | .

Let pn be the probability that two rooted labelled trees on n vertices are
isomorphic when we pick them uniformly at random. Then there are

∑

T∈P:
|T |=n

n!2

|Aut T |2 ,

pairs of isomorphic labelled trees, out of n2(n−1) pairs of such trees in total. We
can define the bivariate generating function

P (x, t) =
∑

T∈P

|Aut T |tx|T |.

Then, the probability is given by

pn =
1

n2(n−1)

∑

|T |=n

n!2

|Aut T |2 =

(

n!

nn−1

)2

[xn]P (x,−2). (3)

In other words, we sum over all isomorphism classes of labelled trees (of size n)
and square the probability of a tree belonging to that class. This gives a con-
nection between the probabilities pn and the coefficients of P (x,−2), indicating
that the method of singularity analysis can be of use.

1.1 Results

For labelled trees we prove that the probability that two trees are isomorphic
is, asymptotically, exponentially small.

Theorem 1. The probability pn that two labelled rooted trees are isomorphic
has the full asymptotic expansion

pn ∼ an3/2bn

(

1 +
∞
∑

k=1

ek
nk

)

,

where a ≈ 2.39768, b ≈ 0.35438 and the ek are constants that can be calculated
numerically.

We cannot get a full asymptotic expansion for Galton–Watson trees with
bounded degrees with our methods, but we can still prove exponential decay of
the probabilities.
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Theorem 2. The probability gn that two Galton–Watson trees with degrees in
a finite set D are isomorphic satisfies

gn ≤ abn,

for some constants a, and b < 1.

At first glance, one might hope to prove similar results for any type of simply
generated or conditioned Galton–Watson trees, but it turns out that this is not
possible without fairly strong restrictions. For example, the probability that
two plane trees are isomorphic exhibits subexponential decay.

Theorem 3. The probability that two plane trees are isomorphic decays subex-
ponentially. Thus, we cannot obtain exponential bounds on the probability that
two conditioned Galton–Watson trees are isomorphic, in general.

We can also condition on the event that two trees are isomorphic and study
the number of vertices of a given degree in these trees (note that this quantity
must be the same for both trees as they are isomorphic). In the case of labelled
trees, we have the following result on the degree distribution of the vertices.

Theorem 4. Let Xn be a random vector that counts the number of vertices of
(out)degree d = (d1, d2, . . . , dk) in either of a pair of isomorphic rooted labelled
trees of size n. Then

EXn = µn+O(1),

CovXn = Σn+O(1),

for a vector µ = (µ1, µ2, . . . , µk) and a matrix Σ = (σi,j)1≤i,j≤k. Furthermore,
we have joint convergence to a normal distribution

Xn − EXn√
n

d−→ N(0,Σ).

In Section 2 we derive a functional equation necessary for the proof of The-
orem 1 given in Section 3. We prove Theorem 2 in Section 4 while we provide
a counterexample that proves Theorem 3 in Section 5. Section 6 is devoted to
proving Theorem 4. As an example, we also estimate the mean number of leaves
in a pair of isomorphic labelled trees in Subsection 6.1.

1.2 Acknowledgments

The author would like to thank Stephan Wagner for many helpful discussions
and suggestions during the writing of this article.

2 Functional equations

The functional equation for the bivariate generating function counting the size
of the automorphism group of Pólya trees has previously been derived in [4].
We reproduce the calculations here for completeness.
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We have the following symbolic decomposition of Pólya trees

P = • ×
⊗

T∈P

(∅ ⊎ {T } ⊎ {T, T } ⊎ . . .),

which, by (2), translates to the functional equation

P (x, t) = x
∏

T∈P

(

∞
∑

n=0

xn|T |n!t|Aut T |nt
)

(4)

when we take automorphisms into account. We rewrite this as follows:

P (x, t) = x exp

(

∑

T∈P

log

(

∞
∑

n=0

xn|T |n!t|AutT |nt
))

(5)

= x exp





∑

T∈P

∞
∑

k=1

(−1)k−1

k

(

∞
∑

n=1

xn|T |n!t|Aut T |nt
)k


 (6)

= x exp
(

∑

T∈P

∞
∑

k=1

(−1)k−1

k

∑

λ1+λ2

+...=k

(

k

λ1, λ2, . . .

) ∞
∏

n=1

(

xn|T |n!t|Aut T |nt
)λn

)

.

(7)

For an integer partition λ, write λ = (λ1, λ2, . . .), where λi is the number of i’s in
the partition. We let |λ| = λ1 +λ2 + . . . denote the total number of summands,
and we write λ ⊢ j to denote that λ is a partition of j, i.e., j = λ1+2λ2+3λ3+. . ..
We use this to rewrite (5).

x exp

(

∑

T

∞
∑

k=1

(−1)k−1

k

∞
∑

j=1

∑

λ1+λ2+...=k
λ1+2λ2+...=j

(

k

λ1, λ2, . . .

)

xj|T ||AutT |jt
∞
∏

n=1

n!λnt

)

= x exp

(

∞
∑

j=1

∑

λ⊢j

(−1)|λ|−1

|λ|

( |λ|
λ1, λ2, . . .

)

(

∞
∏

n=1

n!λnt

)

∑

T∈P

xj|T ||Aut T |jt
)

= x exp

(

∞
∑

j=1

∑

λ⊢j

(−1)|λ|−1

|λ|

( |λ|
λ1, λ2, . . .

)

(

∞
∏

n=1

n!λnt

)

P (xj , jt)

)

.

We now have the functional equation

P (x, t) = x exp



P (x, t) +

∞
∑

j=2

c(j, t)

j
P (xj , jt)



 ,

where we define

c(j, t) = j
∑

λ⊢j

(−1)|λ|−1

|λ|

( |λ|
λ1, λ2, . . .

)

(

∞
∏

m=1

m!λmt

)

.
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We recover the case that we are interested in by setting t = −2, which yields

P (x,−2) = x exp



P (x,−2) +

∞
∑

j=2

c(j,−2)

j
P (xj ,−2j)



 . (8)

For later reference, we note that we can expand (8) and collect according to
root degree as

P (x,−2) = x
∑

k≥0

∑

λ⊢k

∏

j

(

c(j,−2)P (xj ,−2j)
)λj

jλjλj !
. (9)

This can be seen by introducing an extra variable y in (4) that keeps track of
the root degree as follows

P (x, t) = x
∏

T∈P

(

∞
∑

n=0

xn|T |n!t|Aut T |ntyn
)

,

performing the same calculations as above, and then extracting the coefficient
in front of yk.

3 Singularity analysis for labelled trees

We can now solve the functional equation (8) in terms of the tree function T (x),
satisfying T (x) = xeT (x), to get

P (x,−2) = T



x exp





∞
∑

j=2

c(j,−2)

j
P (xj ,−2j)







 . (10)

We want to bound the radius of convergence α of P (x,−2). Let ρ ≈ 0.33832
be the known singularity of the univariate generating function for Pólya trees
P (x) = P (x, 0). Now note that α is at least as large as ρ since |AutT |−2 ≤ 1 for
all T . We can get an upper bound by noting that, by Cauchy-Schwarz, we have
pn ≥ 1

|Pn|
, i.e., we cannot do worse than when all of the isomorphism classes

are equally likely. We know that

P (x) ∼ Cn−3/2ρ−n,

implying that the radius of convergence of
∑ 1

|Pn|
xn is 1/ρ. By (3) and Stirling’s

approximation, the coefficients of P (x,−2) are ∼ e2n

2πn3 times as large as pn.

[xn]P (x,−2) ∼ e2n

2πn3
pn ≥ e2n

2πn3|Pn|
.

Since larger coefficients imply a smaller radius of convergence, and since only
the exponential factors affect the radius, this gives an upper bound of

α ≤ 1/(ρe2) ≈ 0.40002.
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As this is smaller than 1, we find that the radius of convergence of P (xj ,−2) is
larger than P (x,−2) for any j ≥ 2. Furthermore,

1

|Aut T |2j ≤ 1

|AutT |2

so that P (xj ,−2j) is analytic in a larger region than P (xj ,−2) and, by exten-
sion, P (x,−2).

From the definition of c(j, t), we get that

|c(j,−2)|
j

≤
∑

λ⊢j

( |λ|
λ1, λ2, . . .

)

.

This counts the number of partitions of j when we take order of the parts into
account. By definition this is the number of compositions of j, which is known
to be 2j−1. Thus, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=2

c(j,−2)

j
P (xj ,−2j)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∞
∑

j=2

2j
∑

T

|x|j|T |

|AutT |2j ≤
∑

T

1

|AutT |2
∞
∑

j=2

2j|x|j|T |

=
∑

T

4|x|2|T |

|AutT |2(1 − 2|x||T |)
= O(P (|x|2,−2)).

Now, the Weierstrass M-test gives that

∞
∑

j=2

c(j,−2)

j
P (xj ,−2j)

is a uniformly convergent sum of analytic functions in some region |x| < α + ǫ
for some ǫ > 0, so that the sum, too, is analytic there. Let ξ(x) denote the
expression inside the tree function in (10). Then this is the composition and
product of analytic functions so that it, too, is an analytic function.

We can compose the Taylor expansion of ξ(x) at α with the singular expan-
sion

T (x) = 1−
√
2
√
1− ex+ . . . ,

at the dominant singularity 1
e of T (x). Then, singularity analysis gives that

[xn]P (x,−2) ∼
√

eαξ′(α)

2π

α−n

n3/2
,

and furthermore, a full asymptotic expansion can be obtained. By combining
the asymptotic estimates with Stirling’s approximation, we get

pn ∼
√

2πeαξ′(α)n3/2 1

(e2α)n
,
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for the asymptotic probability that two trees are isomorphic. We can obtain
numerical estimates by truncating the power series P (xj ,−2j) for j ≥ 2 as well
as

∞
∑

j=2

c(j,−2)

j
P (xj ,−2j)

and, based on this, estimating the smallest positive root of ξ(x) − e−1. Then,
ξ′(α) is obtained by plugging in the estimate for α. This gives

√

2πeαξ′(α) ≈
2.39768 and 1/(e2α) ≈ 0.35438.

4 Galton–Watson trees with bounded degrees

For an isomorphism class A, say that a conditioned Galton–Watson tree has
property SA if it consists of a tree from A together with a giant branch attached
to the root of A. We know that a conditioned Galton–Watson tree has such
a giant branch with probability tending to 1 ([5, Section 7]). Furthermore
P (Tn has property SA) converges to some probability pA such that

∑

A

pA = 1,

when we sum over all possible isomorphism classes. To see this, consider a tree
T of size n with one giant branch of size n− |A|, where, by abuse of notation,
|A| is the size of a representative of the isomorphism class. The probability of
{Tn has property SA} is

P(|T | = n− |A|)
P(|T | = n)

w(A)PR(A)(deg(A) + 1),

as we need to choose a tree of size n− |A| for the giant branch, an embedding
of A and, finally, a position to attach the giant branch to A. Asymptotically,
P(|T )| = n) ∼ Cn−3/2ρ−n so, in the limit, this probability is

ρ|A|w(A)PR(A)(deg(A) + 1).

We can perform calculations where we let n → ∞ and sum over all A to obtain
(we let T be the set of the Galton–Watson trees)

∑

A

ρ|A|w(A)PR(A)(deg(A) + 1) =
∑

T∈T

ρ|T |
∏

v

wd(v)(deg(T ) + 1)

∑

k≥0

(k + 1)wkρ





∑

T1∈T

ρ|T1|
∏

v∈V (T1)

wd(v)



 · . . . ·





∑

Tk∈T

ρ|Tk|
∏

v∈V (Tk)

wd(v)





= ρ
∑

k≥0

(k + 1)wkT (ρ)
k = ρΦ′(T (ρ)) = 1,

9



where we use the general fact that ρΦ′(τ) = 1 in the last step. As the sum is 1,
we indeed have a giant branch and the associated probability distribution when
n → ∞.

Let d be the maximal degree that a vertex can have. Fix 0 < ǫ < 1 and
choose a finite family of isomorphism classes F as well as a positive integer n0

such that, for all n ≥ n0

∑

A∈F

P(Tn has property SA)
2

+ d!P(Tn does not have property SA for any A ∈ F) < 1− ǫ. (11)

To see that this can be done, note that

∑

A∈F

p2A <

(

∑

A∈F

pA

)2

≤ 1

since we can safely assume that pA > 0 for more than one A. At the same time,
we can take the family F to be large enough to make

d!
∑

A/∈F

pA,

arbitrarily small. As the probabilities P(Tn has property SA) converge to the
pA, the inequality (11) must hold for large enough n.

The proof now proceeds by induction. Take some constant 0 < c < 1, to be

determined later. We want to show that P(T (1)
n ≃ T (2)

n ) ≤ cn−n0 for all n. As

the basis for our induction argument, it is clear that P(T (1)
n ≃ T (2)

n ) ≤ cn−n0 for
all n ≤ n0 as the bound is trivially larger than 1 in that case. Now assume that
the induction hypothesis holds and take two conditioned Galton–Watson trees

T (1)
n and T (2)

n of size n. If T (1)
n has property SA, then the two trees can only

be isomorphic if T (2)
n does as well. If they both have property SA, we use the

induction hypothesis on the giant branch, and otherwise we use the induction
hypothesis on each of the, at most d, root branches. If we condition on their
sizes being m1,m2, . . . ,md, we get cm1−n0+m2−n0+...+md−n0 = cn−1−dn0 as an
upper bound on the probability that they are isomorphic. Summing over all
alternatives, we obtain the bound

P(T (1)
n ≃ T (2)

n ) ≤
∑

A∈F

P(Tn has property SA)
2cn−|A|−n0

+ P(Tn does not have property SA for any A ∈ F)d!cn−dn0−1.

where we get a factor of d! since any permutation of the root branches of a tree
Tn yields a tree isomorphic to it. By the choice of F we can assume that |A| is
bounded by n0 and, by extension, by 1 + (d − 1)n0. This leads to a bound on

10



the expression above in the form of

cn−n0

(

∑

A∈F

P(Tn has property SA)
2

+ d!P(Tn does not have property SA for any A ∈ F)

)

c−(1+(d−1)n0)

≤ cn−n0(1− ǫ)c−(1+(d−1)n0).

Note that we can take c arbitrarily close to 1 to guarantee that

(1− ǫ)c−(1+(d−1)n0) ≤ 1,

so that we have the bound

P(T (1)
n ≃ T (2)

n ) ≤ cn−n0 .

This finishes the inductive step and shows that we have exponential decay. The
argument indicates that the correct value of asymptotic decay might be the
constant c that satisfies

∑

A∈P

p2Ac
−|A| = 1

provided that such a constant exists. One can hope to improve on this and get
a full asymptotic expansion for the probabilities, as was done in [1], though this
is a work in progress.

5 Counterexample for general Galton–Watson

trees

Proof of Theorem 3. We create a counterexample for plane trees, one type of
Galton–Watson tree or, equivalently, a simply generated tree. In the latter
case we can take the plane trees to have all of their weights wk = 1. We use
the pigeonhole principle to find a set of different isomorphism classes that all
contain many plane trees. By attaching all the isomorphism classes in the set to
a common root, we obtain an isomorphism class that contains a large fraction
of plane trees of a given size.

It is well known that the number of plane trees of size n is the n-th Catalan
number Cn and, thus, asymptotically of order 4n−O(logn). This implies that
the number of plane representations of any one Pólya tree (i.e. an isomorphism
class of plane rooted trees) is less than 4n.

We can now divide the interval [0, log (4)n] into cn, for some small 0 < c < 1,
subintervals (this is not guaranteed to be an integer but any rounding error is
irrelevant in the limit) and partition Pn according to which interval log (PR(T ))
falls in. Summing all plane representations of Pólya trees in Pn gives us the

11



number of plane trees of size n so, by the pigeonhole principle, one of the
intervals must contain a set of Pólya trees that has

Cn

cn
= 4n−O(logn)

plane representations in total. Furthermore, there is an x such that all trees in
the set have their number of plane representations lying in the interval [ex, ex+C ],
where C := log 4

c . Consequently, the number of Pólya trees in the interval must
be at least

K := K(n) =
4n−O(logn)

ex+C
= elog (4)n−x−C .

If we attach all of these Pólya trees to a common root, the tree we obtain in
this way will have N := N(n) = Kn+ 1 vertices and at least

K!eKx = exp (K logK +Kx−O(K))

= exp (K(log (4)n− x− C) +Kx−O(K))

= exp (log (4)Kn−O(K)) = exp

(

log (4)N −O

(

N

n

))

plane representations.
Thus, the probability of picking a plane tree of size N belonging to this

isomorphism class when we pick one uniformly at random is

exp
(

log (4)N −O
(

N
n

))

4N−O(logN)
= exp

(

−O

(

N(n)

n

))

,

which decays subexponentially with N . The probability that two trees are
isomorphic is at least as large as the probability that they both belong to this
isomorphism class, which gives a lower bound of

exp

(

−2O

(

N(n)

n

))

= exp

(

−O

(

N(n)

n

))

,

for the probability that two plane trees belong to the same isomorphism class
as well.

6 Vertex degrees of isomorphic labelled trees

We now consider the joint degree distribution of pairs of isomorphic rooted
labelled trees. We note that isomorphic trees will necessarily have the same
number of vertices of each degree. Thus, it is natural to condition on the event
that two trees are isomorphic and study the number of vertices with degree d

occurring in one of the trees. Considering two random labelled trees T (1)
n , T (2)

n ,

we let Y
(i)
d be a random vector that counts the total number of vertices of degree

12



d = (d1, d2, . . . , dk) in tree i. For m = (m1,m2, . . . ,mk) with 0 ≤ mi ≤ n, we
want to study

P
(

Y
(1)
d

= Y
(2)
d

= m
∣

∣T (1)
n ≃ T (2)

n

)

=
P ({Y (1)

d
= Y

(2)
d

= m} ∩ {T (1)
n ≃ T (2)

n })
P (T (1)

n ≃ T (2)
n )

=
Total weight of pairs of isomorphic trees with m vertices of degree d

Total weight of pairs of isomorphic trees
.

We can study this fraction by modifying the functional equation derived in Sec-
tions 3 in a suitable way and then employing general methods from singularity
analysis.

Starting from the generating function for pairs of isomorphic labelled trees
n!2P (x,−2), we now introduce more variables u = (u1, u2, . . . , uk) to keep track
of the number of vertices of degree d. From the representation (9), we can
conclude the following functional equation for this new multivariate generating
function P (x,−2,u)

P (x,−2,u) = x exp





∞
∑

j=1

c(j,−2)

j
P (xj ,−2j,uj)





+ (u1 − 1)x
∑

λ⊢d1

∏

j

(

c(j,−2)P (xj ,−2j,uj)
)λj

jλjλj !
+ . . .

+ (uk − 1)x
∑

λ⊢dk

∏

j

(

c(j,−2)P (xj ,−2j,uj)
)λj

jλjλj !
, (12)

where u
j = (uj

1, u
j
2, . . . , u

j
k). The u

j is needed since any term with j > 1
is, in some sense, a correction term for having multiple copies of the same
branch, and each of the additional terms introduces an extra ui if the root is
of degree di. The equation is very similar to the one we had for labelled trees
in previous sections; the difference is the extra k terms, which are polynomial
in the factors P (xj ,−2j,uj) for 1 ≤ j ≤ d. As the functions with j ≥ 2
are slight modifications of analytic functions, we have reason to think that
the equation should be well behaved. Indeed, since 0 < α < 1, we find that
0 < |αu1u2 · · ·uk| < 1 if we restrict u to some ball around 1, i.e. |u − 1| < ǫ2
for some ǫ2 > 0. Then, the higher order factors P (xj ,−2j,uj) for j > 1 are
analytic for x < α+ ǫ1 for ǫ1 > 0.

We now see that it is enough to study the expression

n!2[xn]Pu(x,−2,u)

n!2[xn]P (x,−2,1)
=

[xn]P (x,−2,u)

[xn]P (x,−2)]
,

which leads us to apply the following theorem

13



Theorem 5 (Theorem 2.23 and Remark 2.24 from [3]). Let u = (u1, u2, . . . , uk)
and suppose that Xn is a sequence of random vectors such that

Eu
Xn =

[xn]y(x,u)

[xn]y(x,1)
,

where y(x,u) is a power series, that is the (analytic) solution of the functional
equation y = F (x, y,u), where F (x, y,u) =

∑

n,m Fn,m(u) is an analytic func-
tion in x, y around 0 and u around 1 such that F (0, y, u) ≡ 0, that F (x, 0, u) ≡ 0,
and that all coefficients Fn,m(1) of F (x, y,1) are real and non-negative.

Assume that x = x0 > 0 and y = y0 > 0 is the (minimal) solution of the
system of equations

y = F (x, y,1),

1 = Fy(x, y,1),

with Fx(x0, y0,1) 6= 0 and Fyy(x0, y0,1) 6= 0. Then we get

EXn = µn+O(1) and CovXn = Σn+O(1),

where the vector µ = (µ1, µ2, . . . , µk) and the matrix Σ = (σi,j)1≤i,j≤k can be
calculated numerically. E.g., for the mean we have

µi =
Fui

x0Fx
,

where all partial derivatives are evaluated at the point (x0, y0,1). Furthermore,
we have a central limit theorem of the form

1√
n
(Xn − EXn)

d−→ N(0,Σ).

We can now write the equation (12) as y = F (x, y,u) where we have ex-
changed P (x,−2,u) with y. Then, the second part is a polynomial in analytic
functions and the variables x, y,u and thus analytic itself, and the first part is
analytic in a region containing x = α, y = P (α,−2,1) and u = 1 by the same
reasoning as in Section 3. This means that the functional equation satisfies
the conditions in Theorem 5 and we find that the random variable Xd,n that
counts the number of vertices of degree d in isomorphic pairs of labelled trees,
is asymptotically jointly normal.

6.1 Example: leaves in isomorphic labelled trees.

For the special case of leaves, i.e., when Xn is a random variable that counts
vertices with (out-)degree 0, the functional equation becomes

P (x,−2, u) = x exp





∞
∑

j=1

c(j,−2)

j
P (xj ,−2j, uj)



+ (u− 1)x,
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and we can calculate the mean as

[xn]Pu(x,−2, 1)

[xn]P (x,−2, 1)
.

By differentiating the equation above, we find

Pu(x,−2, 1) =
1

1− P (x,−2, 1)



P (x,−2, 1)
∑

j≥2

c(j,−2)Pu(x
j ,−2j, 1) + x



 .

Now set
A(x) =

∑

j≥2

c(j,−2)Pu(x
j ,−2j, 1),

then, after performing singularity analysis and combining this with the asymp-
totics we derived for [xn]P (x,−2, 1) = [xn]P (x,−2) in Section 3 we find that

EXn ∼ µn,

where

µ =

(

A(α)

αξ′(α)
+

1

ξ′(α)

)

e−1.

Numerical estimates indicate µ ≈ 0.34025. This can be compared to the case of
ordinary labelled trees, where the mean constant is e−1 ≈ 0.36788. Thus, if we
condition a pair of labelled trees to be isomorphic, they have a slightly different
shape than a uniformly random labelled tree has.
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