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— Some properties of the distortion index on all MPRs —
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TTEE DL AR R R 2 B R, BERM O E D> b BEFIFEIZHE > TEL ORI
FHET D LWV BEOHEMNERL L ZOMEFED LTS, 4, £OHFTHH~
SN EICTERE B RAME S N7 BMERAEE N 5 b & &1, TOEMNR/N LD
X5 RNA~DEMNTEE XD &5 E 1 BEiREST (Most-Parsimonious Reconstruction;
MPR) BIEZE 5. ETIIREOERLHET 5.

KT COREICANTIE[3, 6,7, 10, 11] 145 . T = (V = Vo U Vi, B, 0) & Eof4
T o Vo = Q IC k> THEIRICIHE S Nz BptifERIA L 35, {BL, QITRPIERF %2
FOBMEESEZ R LTS, UBEET IV CIMEN D Q 2HFABEN & ¥
. Fi, VIZTEAES, Vo 34 A (RE 1 OER) £6, Vg TNAES, £ LT E 0%
BEFNEFNRLTVS. 20X ) &L R 4 iZel-tree LFFA TS, el-tree T 35
Zbnil &, NV (Vo CEBBEGIR LN Mo EFELVE SR T OFTHEK~OMER
AV 2 Q%TOETEESL el-tree TIETABEXDNTLLE, il ec BT
LCEEBEL(e) & I(e) = |\(u) — M), e = {u,v} LEET D% ELZDOLEHETIANEX
bhi-t x0T OEMEZFDIORIORIEERTS. B, L(T|N) =Y cplle). &5
o, T OEMEOR/ME L*(T) U T O L 5 IKE#HT 5:

L*(T) = min{L(T|\) | X is a reconstruction on T'}.

= DOEHED well-defined THHZ LIXBFHICOMD. ZIT, L(T|A) = L*(T) 725 &
HRMETE N B T ORBEHET(MPR) LS. 2B, —HKHIZ el-tree iT— 2L LD
MPR % #-= L RELRTNS. £2 T, T O MPR £4D%EA% Rmp(T) LB . *
72, RTEAuIZEBR L, £ MPRBZOTER u TRV HHEDCES {M(u)|) € Rmp(T)} %
u ODMPR-set & FEWY, S, L EL<.

Bz 5t el-tree TIZDOWT, HBTEA r # (root) L EH D Z & T, rooted el-tree
T LEHETED. uDFR v THBHEE, u—vERIFu=p() LEFEL. 2B, ikr 24
HTHY, rDF% s & Lizd &, £0 rooted el-tree T 24T = (T, r) £ EL. E£o
BEBR X A EL T 70, RTRVAEZIE (leaf) L E D Z L1275, rooted el-tree DIEED
EEuIZDWTu b ZOFRMORDIEOARE T, LELZLIZTD. HELVERICON
T3, 7| BRI,

I i€ A) 2 Q LOMRMEL L, I; D2 TONADPH 2 /A (median two point) %
(z,y) L&D, Zo k&, FARM [2,y] & L (i € A) OPRMREM (median interval) & EE
L, med(I; : i € A) £E<. rooted el-tree DETER u({E LRBHRDOHE, ThEk<)
[ZOWT Q EOBARME I(u) ZUATO L S ICHRIICE X D:

_ ) [o(u),0(u)] if u is a leaf,
Iw) = { med(I(v) : u — v) otherwise.

LTI E T % el-tree EORNA~DEMITEEKTHL LEXTHRY
2%, Q RICHEYRRESEHEINTVWA LD LREL TS



ZOBKE I(u) % u ORMERM, 721 % T LOMERMAER LS. T LIS IMPR
BRI T A —EDORXDF—arE S b ThHD.

\ﬂ’abcdefghijklmnop
A1|333336325681 7134
X|333446325681 7134

X3|1333556325681 7134
\ M|334446425681 7134
X51334556425681 7134

/ X|335556525681 7134
4p M|444446425681 7134
7134

m7 Agl444556425681
Xg[445556525681 7134
X 1: An undirected el-tree T #.1 Rmp(T)

5z b el-tree TR LT, 2 DEEHERE L*(T), £TEHR u ® MPR-set S, 2R
BB T L= U X ARBECBLR TS ([3, 7). E7, el-tree 123517 5 MPR DR
SHLUTOER (B) IKE>TEXBATND

Theorem A T % rooted el-tree (Ts,r) L L, N T LOETLTS. A\BT O MPRT
DI DDUBEFLSEMEIFER u € Vg IZBWT, Au) € med([A(p(u)), AMp(u))], I(v) :
u—v) (BLIRT LOBERMER) 2T e THL.

TOERLPE IMPRBEOEARERLIFEATNWS. SEINEHANVWASZ & Tel-tree T

@é’CO) MPR %5535 & %)_Iab'C‘ZbZ)ﬁ, Q=NOHETHITARTIEHDHD

— iz MPR IZHE5EMU LEETS. 22T, BEAWENBE RN LEAI NS0
@fﬁm:h_’)b\fit’\%’). b i%)ﬁ'ﬂ‘ﬁﬁb‘ &7z rooted el-tree IZDOWTEHZEINT
BV, 0 &2 ACCTRAN # 5T & FETH, BICIEVIE TR ORI (L NE T DHE 21
5. F¥2 4 H Ve 21X DELTRAN #5T & T, ZHiddficEEOELEBOED LW
HE RO, b OELEMERNRERICOWVWTHELLIX[4, 12 28RBSz, 2
¥, ACCTRAN #Hx% AacT, DELTRAN #HT% A\pET EENTFNEL. ZTNDHIXLTO
IS ICARDEFERICHE L TERIVICER(ILTE 2 ([10, 11]). 5% b7z rooted el-tree
T = (Ts,r) X LT, ZOEBEDEK wlZBNT,

Aact (v) median{Aact(p(u)), min(Z(u)), max(I(u)))
Aper(u) = median(ApeT(p(u)), min(Sy,), max(Sy)).
LEWD S, {BL median(a, b, c) 131 a,b,c DF THHEDEZRT KL T 5.

ZD2oDETLH MPR TH D LW ) Z EIRBEIRENTEY, £ ACCTRAN B
TAZOWTERFRIL OB T & bR THERFBRIR I TN S ([10, 11]).

Theorem B rooted el-tree T = (Ts,r) £O ACCTRANE IR EMEL -, BN
T DL TOESARDEM % HK/AMET 2HE—D MPRTH 5.
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wIZ, ETEOBRERRDEICT OBETEEOESIIX L TE 0O IEFBEFRNE
A&z ([5]). ENHD S b, FIMOBHEIMEF < LIZETOER w BT A(u) < p(u)
DEE NS LEREIND. ZOIEFBEIEFTHD Z LITBEFIZOND. Tk el-tree
T ® MPR £#%%#4 Rmp(T) i L THEA L TH LN D HIEFES 2 BEEIEF O MPR-
poset & IFUY, (Rmp(T), <) EEL. ZOPREFERDOFEKRT/B/ITICOVTUTORBR
BELR TS ([10]).

Proposition C T % el-tree £ 35 . Apax (Amin) ZFEARuICBNT A(u) = max Sy, (min S,,)
%25T EOBTLT S, ZOLE, Amax (Amin) 13 (Rmp(T), <) DERKTT (F/hE) THD.

INDLREROFERZEE 2, ACCTRAN 5t & DELTRAN H it D BIfR % /<3 H77- afn
BELUTICEZXS.

Proposition 1 el-tree T IZBWT, b L (Ts,r) LT ACCTRAN# L& DELTRANE T
WELSRDEDRERT € Vo BHEET L7261, |Rmp(T)|=1ThH 5.

WIC—RRICHERAELL ETEET 5 MPRICOWT, ZREFHET 5 EAEL LT [5]IcB N T
# A\ X 7zdistortion index ZLA T D X 5 IZER(ILT 5.

rooted el-tree T' = (T, 7) IZKBWT, T ED MPR A I\ TE D distortion index Ip(A)
%=

Ip(\) = Z (L(TulAcus) — L*(TW)),
u€Vy
EEDD. ABL Mgy 12T DEHART, ITHIR LI X & 5.

EED el-tree T 122\ T, ZOH/hER L*(T) 2RDD0I121%, Z OTEAEIZBE L TR
R THoTH B &V I BEMORER ([3]) 225, /EE D MPR @ distortion index Ip())
ERODZOICHERARICEH L THRERM T THI L bnD.

T Z T, distortion index \ZB8 2B & 2T 5. B.1 IZ/RE 47z el-tree & 1 T rooting L
FrE H2EEHBEIN, Ty Ty Ty Ty, Te, Ty, £ LT T, BEDRTOWMSAE 22
H. ZDEERIIIFNIFEINEZLTO MPR M ZOWT, ZREND distortion index DE
Ip(A) IIR2EDBEYRDDZLBRTED.

Ip(A3) = X yevy (L(TulMscys) — L*(Tw))
=14+3+9+14+17+2+6
—-(1+34+9+14+154+2+6) =2
Ip(M) =0, Ip(X2) =1, Ip()\y) = 2,
Ip(Xs) =3, Ip(Xe) =4, Ip(A7) =3,
Ip(As) =4, Ip(A9) =5

2: distortion index D& #& in (Te,1)

CITEEBIYVUTOZEIZEHATHS.
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Corollary 1 rooted el-tree (Ts,r) \Z8 T, ACCTRAN ETi

Ip(Aacr) = Aer‘{?.i,’;m Ip(A\) =0

72 5%—D MPRTh 5.

ZN TN Ip ORKBEIZONTIIE D TH A 5 . £ED MPR D distortion index
D ITIIRIBER T+ T, —fRIC MPR IZEEELU LEET 3 - DBz FiL x5
ZELTRDDZ LIIENPE. T Z T distortion index DEHEREZ U T OEICER T
5T LERT.

Lemma 1 rooted el-tree (Ts,r) IZBWT, EB D MPR X @ distortion index 1%
Ip(N) = Y |Aw)=Aacr(u)l,
ueV\Ve

THd. BL Ve={ue VISp) € I(u)}.

ZOREN D
Ip(M\) < E (max S, — min S,,)
uEVH\VC

MR D STDZ L REHICDRS. KIS, BEAuE V\ {r} LT fu: Su = Q %
cueVo\{r} DL &, S, DEBEDE (BN o(u)) KL T, fulz) =0.

cueVo DEE, S, DIERDME 2 T LT

ful@) =) max fi(y).

u—v YESulz

cueVy\Ve L&, S, DEEDHE 2z 2R LT

fu(z) = ;yrggj(z foly) + [Aact(u) — z|.

DIRICHRANCERTD. 20L& Lemma 1 LY UTOZ ERnbhb. B, T OEHHA
T, BT 2THREEE V(T,) LEL.

Lemma 2 T % rooted el-tree (Ts,r), A% T DEBD MPR E¥5. DL XKES uIT
BT,
> Pacr(®) = AW)] < fu(Au))
veV(Tu)\Ve
N ARVASH

INOOHBEE S HIEDD LUTOL ) REESELND.



110

Theorem 1 T % rooted el-tree (Ts,7), A& T DEED MPR L T%. ZDL &, Ip(A) =

egxa.x( Ip(p) THDZIHDOUBE+SEEZE, FEOTERue V\ {r} ZENT, AMu) €
m

u(z) = u 7z T
{z]fu(2) pesi ))f (y)} 2y eTHD.

Z DFER & F W TEBIZ distortion index 23K & 72D MPR RZ DR KELZ KD D%
DFHERIL f, ZRODALOHERBIIKELEKETD. LAL fu2ERLBVICTKDLO
FHEFICDHERNEN. 22T, ERICLBELE RDIOBEER w BT, EEDE 2 € Sy,
st LT yreni)i:xfu( y) = fu(2) 2 BMEz € Sylz THDH. ZDZ k %P E %, distortion index

HfR & 725 MPR RZ DRKEICET 5 UTORRBFLNI.

Theorem 2 rooted el-tree (Ts,r) (ZFBWT, LFDZ & ARLLT 5.

o T DEED MPR AIZOWT, Ip(A) € max  fs(y).
y€SsNo (V)

o FEDEAueV\{r}iZBNT,

Au) € {z|fu(z) = max fu(W)}

yESu|A(p(u))Na (V)

MDD DT O MPRABEREL, Ip(\) = max_ fs(y).
y€SsNa (V)
Corollary 2 rooted el-tree (Ts,r) (23T, £ D distortion index DR KRB K U KAl % B
5% 5755 MPR % ERICHEET 5OICIIEAE 0 IOV T O(n?) THATHD.

¥ 7=, Theorem 2, Corollary 2 T/~ L7=fER % AV T, distortion index (ZBd % BBRTE
WERBE LI

Theorem 3 rooted el-tree (Ty,r) \IZHEWT, FEEDEwW € Q (0 < w < max,crmp(r) ID(1))
CPNT, Ip(A\) =w ERBE ST O MPR ABHFEL, T OTEAE n 22T O(n?)
TEBRICEETED.

B2, Bk L7z ACCTRAN #t & DELTRAN #7TiZ2V T, distortion index D& K
fEx 5 MPR ¢ Db 2 RTHREEXS.

Theorem 4 rooted el-tree (Ts,r) {28 T, ACCTRANETLA (Rmp(T), <) DHRARTE
I3 8/NETH B & &, DELTRAN T distortion index DI KB %5 MHe—D MPR
Thb.
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