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Abstract

The Priifer code is a bijection between trees on the vertex set [n] and
strings on the set [n] of length n — 2 (Priifer strings of order n). In this
paper we examine the ‘locality’ properties of the Priifer code, i.e. the
effect of changing an element of the Priifer string on the structure of the
corresponding tree. Our measure for the distance between two trees T, T
is A(T, T*) = n—1—|E(T) N E(T")]. We randomly mutate the uth
element of the Priifer string of the tree T', changing it to the tree T, and
we asymptotically estimate the probability that this results in a change
of ¢ edges, i.e. P(A ={|p). We find that P(A = £| ) is on the order of
n~ /3o for any integer £ > 1, and that P(A = 1| u) = (1—p/n)?+o(1).
This result implies that the probability of a ‘perfect’ mutation in the
Priifer code (one for which A(T,7T*) =1) is 1/3.

1 Introduction

The Priifer code is a bijection between trees on the vertex set [n] := {1,...,n}
and strings on the set [n] of length n — 2 (which we will refer to as P-strings).
If we are given a tree T, we encode T as a P-string as follows: at step 7 (1 <
i < n — 2) of the encoding process the lowest number leaf is removed, and it’s
neighbor is recorded as p;, the ith element of the P-string

P:(plv"'ap’rLfQ)v pze[n]) (IS’LSTL—2)

We will describe a decoding algorithm in a moment.

First we observe that the Priifer code is one of many methods of representing
trees as numeric strings, [3], [6], [7]. A representation with the property that
small changes in the representation lead to small changes in the represented
object is said to have high locality, a desirable property when the representation
is used in a genetic algorithm [2], [6]. The distance between two numeric string
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tree representations is the number of elements in the string which differ, and
the distance between two trees T, T™* is measured by the number of edges in one
tree which are not in the other:

A =AM = AT, T%) :=n —1—|E(T)NE(T")],

where E(T) is the edge set of tree T

By a mutation in the P-string we mean the change of exactly one element of
the P-string. Thus we denote the set of all ordered pairs of P-strings differing
in exactly one coordinate (the mutation space) by M, and by M, we mean the
subset of the mutation space in which the P-strings differ in the p th coordinate:

n—2

M= U My, M, = {(P,P*) : p; = p; for i # p, andpu#p:i},

1=p
where
P:(plv"'vpn*Q)a P*:(pI""7prL—2)’

so IM| = n"2(n —2)(n — 1), and |[M,| = n""?(n — 1). We choose a pair
(P, P*) € M uniformly at random, and the random variable A measures the
distance between the trees corresponding to (P, P*). Using P ({event}|o) to
denote conditional probability, we have

P(A:e):nip(A:m(P,P*) € M,)P((P,P*) e M,)
p=1

=S P(A=L(PPT) e M) ——.

n—2
p=1

Hereafter we will represent the event (P, P*) € M,, by pu, as in
P ({event} | p) :=P ({event} | (P, P*) € M,,).

Computer assisted experiments conducted by Thompson (see [7] page 195-
196) for trees with a vertex size as large as n = 100 led him to conjecture
that:

1
Tim P (A 1) - (1.1)

and that if u/n — «, then
Tim P (A<"> =1 !u) —(1-a)? (1.2)

In a recent paper [B], Paulden and Smith use combinatorial and numerical meth-
ods to develop conjectures about the exact value of P (A =/¢|u) for £ = 1,2,
and about the generic form that P (A = ¢|u) would take for ¢ > 2. These



conjectures, if true, would prove (LI))-([L2)). Unfortunately, the formulas repre-
senting the exact value of P (A = £|p) are complicated, even for £ = 1,2, and
the proof of their correctness may be difficult. In this paper we will show by a
probabilistic method that (I))-([L2) is indeed correct, proving that

P(A(n)zl‘u) :(1_M/n)2+0(n—1/31n2n), (13)
and showing in the process that
P(A® =¢|p) =0 (v 2n), (1) (14)

Of course (3) implies (L)), because fol(l — a)?da = 1/3. In order to prove
these results we will need to analyze the following P-string decoding algorithm,
which we learned of from [1], [5].

1.1 A Decoding Algorithm

In the decoding algorithm, the P-string P = (p1,...,pn—2) is read from rear
to front, so we begin the algorithm at step n — 2 and count down to step O.
We begin a generic step ¢ with a tree T;11 which is a subgraph of the tree T
which was encoded as P. This tree has vertex set V; 1 of cardinality n —: — 1
and edge set E;11 of cardinality n — ¢ — 2. We will add to T;11 a vertex from
Xit1 := [n] \ Vit1, and an edge, and the resulting tree T; will contain T;; as
a subgraph. The vertex added at step i of the decoding algorithm is the vertex
which was removed at step i+ 1 of the encoding algorithm, and will be denoted
by y;. A formal description of the decoding algorithm is given below.

Decoding Algorithm

Input: P = (p1,...,pn—2)and X1 :=[n—1], Vo1 ={n}, En_1 =0, pp—1 :=
n.

Step i (1 < i < n—2): We begin with the set X;;1 and a tree T;4; having
vertex set Vi1 and edge set F;;1. We examine entry p; of P.

1. prz S Xi+1, then set Yi = Di -
2. If p; ¢ X;41, then let y; = max X; 11 (the largest element of X;11).

In either case we add y; to the tree T;41, joining it by an edge to the vertex p;y1
(which must already be a vertex of T;4+1). So X; = Xip1 \{vi}, Vi = Vig1 U{u:},
and E; = Eity U{{yipis1}}.

Step 0: We add yo, the only vertex in X7, and the edge {yo,p1} to the tree
T, to form the tree Tp = T.




In this algorithm, we do not need to know the values of p1, ..., p; until after
step ¢ + 1. We will take advantage of this by using the principle of deferred
decisions. With p fixed, we will begin with p,1,...,pp—2 determined, but
with pi1,...,pu, as yet undetermined. We will then choose the values of the p;
for 1 <14 < p when the algorithm requires those values and no sooner.

This will mean that the composition of the sets X;, V;, E; will only be deter-
mined once we have conditioned on p;, ..., p,—2. When we compute the proba-
bility that p;—; is in a set A; whose elements are determined by p;, j > 4, (for
example X; or V;) we are implicitly using the law of total probability:

P(pi1 € Ai|p) =) P(pie1 € Ai | Pi; i) P (P | ),
p;

where the sum above is over all P-sub-strings P, = (pi,...,pn—2) of the ap-
propriate length, and P (P; | ) is the probability of entries ¢ through n — 2 of
the P-string taking the values (p;, ..., pn—2). We will leave such conditioning as
implicit when estimating probabilities of the type P (p;i—1 € A; | ).

In the next section, we will use the principle of deferred decisions to easily
find a lower bound for P (A =1]|u), and in later sections we will use similar
techniques to establish asymptotically sharp upper bounds for P (A = 1| u), as
well as for P(A =/|u) (¢ > 1). The combination of these bounds will prove

(@L.3)-(T.4).

2 Lower Bounds

For a fixed value of i, we will construct a pair of strings from M, starting our
construction with two partial strings

P,u+1:(p,u+1a"'7pn72); P;+1:(p;+1a"'ap:,72)7 pj:p;a

where p; has been selected uniformly at random from [n] for p+1 < j < n—2. We
have not yet chosen pj, p; for j < p. We run the decoding algorithm from step
n—2 down through step p+1, and at this point we have two trees T),4+1 =T,
as which P41 = Pj; have been partially decoded. Of course we also have the

sets V41 =V and X1 = X4, where

Vii={j:jisavertex of T;}, V;:={j: jisa vertex of T, },

and X; = [n]\V;, X = [n]\V;*. We let E;, E represent the edge sets of T;, T}
Now we choose p,, and pj, # p,., and execute step u of the decoding algorithm.
There are two possibilities:

L. If both py,pj, € Vg1 U {max X,,41}, then y; =y = max X,,1. We have
added the same vertex and the same edge (y; and {y;, pu+1}) to both T4
and T, ,. We have V, =V and E, = E.

2. One of p,, p;, is not an element of the set V},11 U {max X, 41}.



We will denote the first of these two events by
£ = {bOth p#,pz S V,qul U {HlaXX#Jrl}}, (21)

and we will show that on this event, A = 1 no matter what values of p; = D
(1 <j <p—1) we choose to complete the strings P, P*. Thus

£C{A=1} = P(E|p) <P(A=1]|p).

Let us now prove the set containment shown in the previous line.

PROOF. Suppose that event £ occurs, so that V,, = V;j and X, = X/, and
T, = T,;. Now choose pi, ..., p,—1 uniformly at random from [n], with p; = p;
for1 <:i:<pu-—1.

At steps p— 1, —2,...,0 of the algorithm, we will, at every step, read the
same entry p; = p; from the strings P, P*. Because X, = X} and p;,—1 = pj,_y,
the algorithm demands that we add to T),,T}; the same vertex y,—1 = y;,_1.
This in turn means that X, = X;:_l. In a similar fashion, for 0 < i < p — 2
we have

Xipn =X = v =y

Thus at every step ¢ < u of the algorithm we add the same vertex to Vi1, V.
Furthermore, at every step we are adding the edge {y;, pi+1} to Fiy1 and the
edge {yi,pjy,} to Ef,,. Since p; = p; for i # p and p, # pj;,, we add the
same edge to T;;1 and T} ; at every step except at step u — 1 at which we add
{Yu-1,pu} to Ty and {y,—1,p;} (# {yu-1,pu}) to Tj;. Of course the same edge
cannot be added to a tree twice, so at no point could we have added {y,-1,p};}
to T or {yu—1,pu} to T*. Thus T and 7™ must have exactly n — 2 edges in
common, and

A=A"NT,T*) :=n—1—|E(T)NE(T")|=1.

0

Note: We have proved that if X, = X}/ for £ < p then X; = X;-‘ for all

j < k, that the same vertex is added at every step 7 < k, and that the same
edge is added at every step j < min{k, u — 2}. We will need this result later.

Now we bound the conditional probability of event &£.

n—u n—p—1

PA=1[p) 2P (&|p) =

n n—1
2u  p? _
:1—7+F+O(n .

Thus we have

P(A=1[p)>1—pu/n)?+0(n").
Of course P{A=(}NE|p) =0 for £ > 1, so in order to prove ([[3)-(LA4) it
remains to show that

PUA=0NE|p) =0 (n-1/3 In? n) . (=1 (2.2)



This endeavor will prove more complicated than the upper bounds, so we will
need to establish some preliminary results and make some observations which
will prove useful later.

3 Observations and Preliminary Results

Recall that after step j of the decoding algorithm we have two sets X;, X7 of
vertices which have not been placed in T}, T7. For j > p+ 1, we know that
Xj = X7, but we may have X; # X7 for j < u. So let us consider then the set
Xj = Xj U X;

Our goal is to show that either X; = X, or X; consists of X; N X and of
two additional vertices, one in V; \ V;* and one in V}* \ V;. This means X; has
the following form:

Xji={m < <zq <min{zj,z;-‘} <ol < 0 < Tgap <

max{zj, ZJ*} < Tgapte < -+ < xa+b+c}7 (31)
where
z; € VE\VS, 22 e VIV, meX;nXy, 1<i<a+b+o),

and a,b,c > 0, with a + b+ c = j — 1. We will consider a set &; = X; to also
have the form shown above, but with {z;, 27} = 0 and b(j) = ¢(j) = 0, a(j) = J.
Thus when showing that & is of the form (B.1]), our concern is to show that 1)
there is at most one vertex z; € V; \ V", and 2) that there can be such a vertex
if and only if there is exactly one vertex z; € V' \ Vj, so [{2;,2]}[ is 0 or 2.

For j > p+ 1, the set X; = X; = X7, and it is easy to see that &), is of the
form (B.1). Also, we showed in the previous section that if X = X} for k < p
then X; = X7 for all j < k. Thus it is enough to show that if X; (j < p) is
of the form (B.I)) with {2;,2}} # 0, then X;_; is also of the form (B.I). This
will be shown in the process of examining what happens to a set X; of the form
BI) (with {z;, 25} # 0) at step j — 1 of the decoding algorithm, an examination
which will take most of this section. In this examination we present notation
and develop results upon which our later probabilistic analysis will depend. We
begin by considering the parameters a, b, c.

Of course,

a=a(j), b=0b(j), c=c(j),

depend on j, (and on p;, and p;, i > j), but we will use the letters a, b, c when
7 is clear. We let

Aj={x1 < - <z}, Bj ={Zet1 < - < Tays},

and
Cj = {Tatp+1 <+ < Tatbtel,

SO Xj = Aj U Bj U Oj U {Zj, Z]*}



Ultimately, we are interested not just in the set Xj, but in the distance
between two trees, i.e. A. We will find it useful to examine how this distance
changes with each step of the decoding algorithm, so we define

AJ = AS”) (ijT;aTj+17T;+1) = 1_|EJQE]*|+|EJ+1QE;+1|7 (O S] < TL—2),
and observe that

AW —n 1 |EyNE;| + |En1 NE:_|
—Agt Ay (3:2)

(recall that T,,—1 is the single vertex n and T = Tj). We add exactly one edge
to each tree at each step of the algorithm, so the function Aj; has a range in
the set {—1,0,1}. It is easy to check that A, = 1 as long as min{p,, p;;} ¢
Vir1U{max X, 41} (so on £°), and that A, 1 > 0 (because p, # pj,). Further,
if X; = X7 and j < p, then we will add the same edge at every step i < j, so
A; =0 for all i < j.

Finally, we will need some notation to keep track of what neighbor a given
vertex had when it was first added to the tree. Thus for v € {1,...,n — 1} we
denote by h(v) the neighbor of v in T}, where j is the highest number such that
v is a vertex of Tj. Formally,

for v = Yj» h(’U) = hP(U) = Pj+1, (P = (plv v ,pn72))- (33)
For example, if our string is (4,3,2,2,7), then
h(1) =4, h(2) =7, h(3) =2, h(4) =3, h(5) =2, h(6) = T.

Now we are prepared to examine the behavior of the parameters a, b, ¢, and to
make some crucial observations about the behavior of A;. In the process we
will show that if X; is of the form ([B) with {z;, 2]} # 0 then &;_ is of the
same form (but possibly with {z;_1,2} ;} = (), meaning Xj_; = X;_1). The
observations below apply to all 1 < j < u, except observations about the value
of A;_1, which apply only to j < p— 1. For j > u we only need to remember
that A, =1on &°and A, > 0.

1. If pj_1 € AjUB; UCj, then y;_1 = y;—l =p;_1, while z;_1 = 2, Z;_l =
2}, and Aj_; = 0 because we add the edge {p;_1,p;} to both of T}, T?.

(a) If pj—1 € Aj then a(j — 1) = a(j) — 1, while b(j — 1) = b(j) and

c(j = 1) = c(4)-

(b) If pj_1 € Bj then b(j — 1) = b(j) — 1 while a(j — 1) = a(j) and
c(j = 1) = c(4)-

(c) If pj_1 € Cj then ¢(j — 1) = ¢(j) — 1 while a(j — 1) = a(j) and
b = 1) = b(j).

Thus in every case, one of the parameters a, b, ¢ decreases by 1 while the
others remain unchanged.



2. Suppose that pj_1 € V; :=V; N V. Then

(a)

(b)

If b(j) = c(j) = 0 then y;—1 = 27 and y;_; = z;, so X;—1 = X[ ;.
While A;j_; could assume any of the values —1,0,1, we have A; =0
foralli < j—1.

First suppose that z; < z7 and b(j) > 0,¢(j) = 0. Then y;_; = za4s
and y;_1 = z;-*, making 2;71 = Tatb, Zj—1 = %j. We have B;_; =
Bj \ {Zats}, s0 a(j —1) = a(j), b(j —1) =b(j) =1, ¢(j —1) = 0.
Further, A;_; = 0 if and only if the event

Hi_y = {hp(z) = p;} (34)

occurs, and otherwise A;_; = 1.

Similarly, if z; > 27 and b(j) > 0,¢(j) = 0, then y; 1 = z44p and
Yj_1 = z; with 2j_1 = ey, 2j_y = z]. The change in the values of
a,b, c are the same as in the case of z; < z7. We also have Aji—1=0
if and only if the event

Hj—1:={hp(z;) = pj} (3.5)

occurs, and otherwise A;_; = 1. In summary, if b(j) > 0,¢(j) =0
and pj_1 € V;, then A;_; =1 unless H;_1 UH]_; occurs.

If b(]) > O,C(]) > 0 and pj—1 € Vj then y;—;l =1Yj—1 = Tatbt+c € Cj,
zj—1 = 2j, zj_y = z;, and we have a(j — 1) = a(j), b(j — 1) =
b(j), c(j —1) = ¢(j) — 1. Since we add the edge {Zq+tp+c,p;} to both

of T;, T} we have A;_1 = 0.

3. Suppose that p;_1 = max{z;, 2] }.

()
(b)
(c)

If b(j) = ¢(j) = 0 then the results are the same as in the case 2al

If b(j) > 0,c(j) = 0 then the results are the same as in the case 2l
Suppose b(j) > 0,c(j) > 0. If 2; < 27 and p;—1 = 2} then y;_; =
Tatbte and Y1 = z;, making 2;71 = Tatbter Zj—1 = 2. If z; > ZJ*
and Pj—1 = % then Yj—1 = Tatb+tc and y;_l = Zzj, making Zj—1 =
Tatbtes 2j_1 = 2;. In both cases, a(j — 1) = a(j), but Bj_1 =
B UC; \{Zat+btc},s0¢c(j—1)=0,b(j —1) =b(j)+c(j) — 1. In this
case we have A;_; > 0.

4. The last remaining possibility is that p; 1 = min{z;, 27 }.

(a)
(b)

If ¢(j) = 0 then y;—1 = 27 and y;_; = 2; so X;—1 = X; ;. We have
Aj_1€{-1,0,1} and A; =0forall s < j— 1.

If c¢(j) > 0 and z; < 2 then y; 1 = Taqpye and y;_; = 2;, making
Zj—1 = Tatbtes Zj_1 = Z;- If z; > z; then yi | = Zgypye and
Yj—1 = z;, making z7_; = Zatpte, 2j—1 = z;. In both cases a(j—1) =
a(j)+b(j) because the set A;_1 = A;UB;, and Bj_1 = Cj\{Za+b+c},
soc(j—1)=0,b(j —1) =c(j) — 1. In this case we have A;_; > 0.



We have shown that if &; is of the form shown in (BI) then X;_; will be
of the same form. Furthermore, if {z;,27} # 0, then {z;_1,2 1} = 0 (i.e.
Xj—1 = Xj_) can only occur if c(j) = 0, see cases[2al Bal and al In addition,
we observe that |V;| = n — j when {z;,25} = 0, and if {z;,27} # 0 then
[Vj| = n—j — 1. We have also seen that as j decreases: 1) the parameter
¢(j) never gets larger, and 2) the parameter b(j) decreases by 1 if p,_1 € B;
and otherwise can only decrease if p;_1 € {z;, z5 }. We end our analysis of the
decoding algorithm with one last observation, which is that A; = —1 for at
most one value of j, which is clear from an examination of cases [Zal [3al and Hal
since only in these cases can A; = —1, and in every case A; = 0 for all ¢ < j.

In light of the knowledge that A; = —1 at most once, that A, =1 on &°,
and of (32)), we now see that (on £¢) if there are £ + 1 indices ji,...Jmp1 < p
such that A; =1 (for all i € {j1,...Jet1}), then A > ¢. Thus in order to show
that A(T,T*) > ¢ it suffices to find ¢ + 1 such indices. So we have reduced the
‘global” problem of bounding (from below) A = Ag + -+ + A, _5 to the ‘local’
problem of showing that it is likely (on £¢) that for at least £ + 1 indices i < u
we have A; = 1. We will begin this process in the next section.

4 Upper Bounds

We now begin the process of showing that for any positive integer £,
PUA=0NE|p) =0 (n—1/3 In? n) (4.1)

The event & is the event that p,,p), € V41 U {max X,,;1}, which is the event
that X, = X, (equivalently {z,,2}} =0). So on £° we have {z,, z;;} # 0, and
&€ is the union of the following events:

Lo &= {b(u) <&} 0 {{z i} # 0}, S0 =013,
2. &= {b(:u') > 571}7

P{A=0NnEp) <P ) +PHA=0NE|p).

Let us show now that
P (1] 1) = O(6a/n). (4.2)

Proor. Consider the sets
X1 =Xy ={o1 <+ <appa}, Vupr = Vi =[]\ Xpsr

On & either: 1) max{p,,p},} € Vi1 and min{p,,p;,} is one of the 4, ] largest
elements of X, 41, or 2) p, € X411 and p;, is separated from p, by at most
|6 elements of &), 11. So denote by F the event that max{p,, p},} € V41 and
min{p,,p,} is one of the |, largest elements of &, 1. Then

F C U = {at least one of p,,p,, is one of the |d,| largest elements of A}, 11}



Because p,, is chosen uniformly at random from [n] and p;, is chosen uniformly
at random from [n] \ {p,}, a union bound gives us

P(F|p) <P U |p) < On] ( [0n] Z1 O(8,/n).

n n—1

On the event & \ F, we must have Pus Py, € Xut1 and there must be at most
|6n| elements of X}, separating p, from p;;. Thus we define

Uy == {pp=2j € Xpq1; P, € Y},
Vi = {Tmin{1, =150} - - - Tmax{ut 1,416 )3 ) V{25 C Xpiq, V] < 2060
and observe that & \ F C Us. Then we have

pt1
PUs|p)=> P(p€Vilpu=ai51)P(pu=1; € Xppr|p)
j=1
pt1
2|6,] 1
< ~ = .
- an- 1n O0n/n)

O

So we have proved [@.2), and from now on, we may assume that b(u) = |B,|
is at least [d,]. Further, B, C X; \ {#;}, and |X,| = p, so we must have
i > [6,] + 1 on the event £. So from here on we will also be restricting our
attention to u > [d,] + 1.

4.1 The event &,

In order to deal with &, we will begin at step p — 1, with pj,pu,...,pn—2
already chosen, and we will begin choosing values for a number of positions
pj =p; (j < p) of our P-strings. We will find that with high probability (whp)
at some step 7 = 7(P, P*) we have ¢(7) = 0, but b(7) is on the order of d,,. So
we will have at least b(7) values of p; (j < p) left to choose, and it is likely that
for at least £+ 1 of those choices we will have p; € V;11. From case [2h of section
Bl we know that when this happens there are three possibilities:

L. the event H; := {hp(2j+1) = pj 1} occurs,
2. the event H} := {hp-(2j,,) = pj+1} occurs, or
3.A;=1.

The event H; UH; is unlikely to occur often, so (whp) we will have A; =1 for
at least £ + 1 values of j < u, which means that A > ¢ (whp).

To prove this, let us define the random variable

7(2) = 7(2)(P, P*) = I;lgf{j pe() <z2p 0 (=[] +1),

10



and the events

S = {b(r(0)) > 27135, }, 6 =06, :=n'/3, (4.3)
Tii={r(0) = 7(0) <28,}, To:={r(0) <n—Bu}, Bn:i=n>’In’n.

We observe that for u < v we have 7(u) < 7(v) because ¢(j) is a non-decreasing
function of j (j < p). Further, we note that if 7(z) < u, then |Cry11] > 2 +1,
and because C; C X \ {2;}, we have | X (.);11] > 2+ 2. Since |X| = j, it must
be true that 7(z) > z + 1, and in particular we have 7(§) > 6, + 1, 7(0) > 1.
These bounds also hold if 7(d), 7(0) = p. By a similar argument we can see that
if b(7(0)) > 27124, (as on the event S) then we must have 7(0) > 272§, + 1.
Finally, the following set containment holds for any sets S, 71, Ta:

(A=0N&ECTEUTFUS NTINE)U{A=0NSNT).  (4.4)

In this section we will show first that

P(T¢ | w) =0 (n"), (4.5)
second that
P (75 |n) = O(Bn/n), (4.6)
and finally that
P(S°NTiN&|u) = O0(Bn/n). (4.7)

In section .2l we will prove that
P({A=0NSNT:|p) = O, /n). (4.8)
Combining results ([{3)- (8] will prove, via (4], that
PUA=0NE|p) =0(B/n) =0 (n-1/3 In? n) .

Since we are ultimately interested in the event {A = ¢} NS N Tz, which
depends on 7(0), why must we concern ourselves with 7(4) and 717 To explain
this, we must introduce the event

Zi=A{pj ¢ {zr1. 55t fori<j<p}, (1<i<p), (4.9)
Zs = A{pj ¢ {zjr1. 2} for 7(0) < j < p},  Zo:={p;j & {241, 2j41} for 7(0) < j < p}.

For a fixed integer ¢« > 1, we know if the event Z; occurred after examining
Dis - - s Pn—2,D,,, while the events Zs, Zy require knowledge ofall p1,...,pn—2,pj,.
Of course if we condition on 7(0) or 7(§) then these last two events require knowl-
edge of only pr,...,pn—2,p},, for 7 = 7(0), 7(5). Also, if 7(0) = u (respectively
if 7(0) = p) then the event Zs (respectively Zp) trivially occurred.

To see why we must consider 7(4), note that on the event

{pj = min{z;1, 27,4} for 7(0) < j < 7(0)} C Z5
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we could have
c(f+1) << =0b(j)=c(i+1)—1<<3dy, c(j)=0,

see case [4D] of section [Bl This is a problem because we want b(7(0)) to be at
least on the order of d,,. But if the event Z§ occurs, then for some j > 7(4)
either:

pj = min{z;;1,27,,} and
c(f+1)20+1=00) =c(i+1)=1=0n, c(j)=0,
(see case MD), or p; = max{z;4+1, Z}k+1} and
c+1) 20 +1=0b(j)=b(i+1)+c(i+1)—1>6, c(j)=0,

(see case Bd).
Thus

ZECS=S8NTiN&EC(SSNZN&E)U(ZENZ:NTL),
which means that
PSNTiN&|pn) <P(SNZyNE|p)+P(ZENZsN T |p).  (4.10)
In the process of proving ([@H), we will show that
P (250 25071 | 1) = O(Bu/n), (4.11)
and later in this section we will prove that
P(S°NZyné&|u)=0(n"). (4.12)

The combination of (Z10)-(@12) implies [@.1). To conclude our remarks on the
events Zs, Zy, we note that an examination of their definitions shows that on
Zs (respectively on Zj) we cannot have reached 7(8) (resp. 7(0)) by choosing
pj € {zj+1,2)41}. Hence for 7(6) < p (vesp. 7(0) < p) we must have reached
these points by choosing p; € Cj41 U V41, which in turn implies that the
parameter c¢(j) > ¢(j +1) — 1 for j > 7(9) (resp. 7(0)). On the other hand, on
the set Z§ we have 7(0) = 7(0).

In the following proofs, we will occasionally show that P (B8] u) — 0 by first
showing that for some event A we have P (A°| 1) — 0, and then showing that

... PBNA|p)
P(B|A; p) = P AL —0, n— oo.

Obviously the result above proves that P (BN A|p) — 0 as n — co. A condi-
tional probability like the one above is only defined as long as P (A | ) > 0, but
of course if P (A | u) = 0 then because B C AN A° we must have P (B|u) — 0
anyway. Thus whenever we discuss conditional probabilities we will assume
(and not prove) that the event we condition on has positive probability.

Let us begin proving the results we have discussed.

12



Lemma 4.1 Let T = {7(§) — 7(0) < 28,}, and let 2y, Zs5 be defined as in
H3). Then

P(T¢ ) =0 (n7"), P(Z5N 25N Tl p) = O(Bn/n).

ProOF. We will start with the second of the results above. We will condition on
the value of 7(0), and introduce notation for events conditioned on that value:

PW/[r;p):=PW|r=7(6); p).

With Z; defined as in [.9)), we observe that Z; C Z; 1. If the set{z;y1, 27}
is empty, then the (conditional) probability that p; € {zi11, 27, ,} is 0, and if
the set {zi11,2,,} is non-empty, and the (conditional) probability that p; €
{zit1,2f11} is 2/n. Thus we have

P(ZiNZia|Tip) <2/n, (1<i<p—1). (4.13)

To avoid having to condition also on the value of 7(0), we introduce Z,, where
¢ = max{7(d) —2|B,],0} and note that with this definition, Z,NT; C ZoN7T;.
Also, a consideration of the definition of Z; shows that on Zg N Zs we have
7(6) — 7(0) < 2|Bn].

From the law of total probability we have

n
P(25NZs|pn)= >, P(Z5NZ5 |7 p)P(r=1(5)|p). (4.14)
T=6]+1

Since 7 — ¢ < 203, we obtain from ([£I3) the bound

T—1

P(Z50Zs|mip) =) P(ZfN 2|75 )
i=¢
< 2Bn(2/n) = O(Bn/n). (4.15)

This bound is independent of 7, so ([@I5]), combined with (£I4]) shows that
P (250 Z5| ) = O(Bn/n). (4.16)
Because Z4N7T1 € Zp N 7T1, we have Z§NT; C Zg N7, so
Z6NZsNTL CZ25N2ZsNTh C 25025,
and (£I0) implies that
P (25N Z2sNTi|p) = O(Bn/n).

Further, on the event Z§ we have 7(0) = 7(d) and on the event Z; N Z§ we
have 7(6) — 7(0) < 28,,, therefore

ZECT, ZsNEZ5C T — T = TFN 2,
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Thus
P(T ) =P(T N 24| ).

Now {7(0) < 2[5,]} C T1, so when bounding the probability above we may
restrict our attention to 7(d) > 2|8, . Hence

n—2

P(TENZyp)= Y. PTENZ|m; WP (r(0) =7|p).
T7=2|fn]+1

To complete the proof of the lemma it is sufficient to show that
P(TENZy |75 1) =O(n71).

Toward this end we define

= v=va= /il k= ko= [u/enl,
observing that
knvn < Bn, ky >> 0, knv2 >> nlnn.
Then we consider the sub-string (pr—auk,.-.,Pr—1), which can be divided

into 2k segments of length v, leading us to introduce the notation
P(Z) = (pm(l)u e ,pm(ifl),l), m(l) =T — iV, (1 S ) S 2]€),

and
D; := {p; € Vj41 for at least one p; € P(i)}.

The event 7, is the event that in steps 7 — 1 through 7 — vk we add fewer than
dn elements of Cr(s5) as vertices of the pair of trees we are building. Because
every choice of a p; € V41 forces us to add a vertex from Cj41, and because
k >> d,, we have

2k
e Y o
i=k+1
So let us bound from above P (D§ | Z4; 75 1) .

On the event Zy, we have |[V;11|=n—(j+1)—1for7—2kv <j <7 -1

Thus g
n—j—
Ppj ¢ Vit1lZp5m50) =1 — —F—

3

n—2
and the events p; ¢ V,41 are conditionally independent for 7 — 2kv < j < 7—1.
Also for m(i) < j <m(i —1) — 1 we have
Vigil=n—j—2>n—(r—(i—1)y—1)—2
>n—(n—2—(i—1r—-1)-2
> (i — 1.

14



Thus we obtain the bound

m(i—1)—1
P(Df[Zg5mim)= [ P ¢VisalZes7sim)
j=ml(i)
m(i—1)—1 .
—j—2
- 11 (ku)
n—2

j=m(i)

IN

n—2

Hence

2k

P(TO|Zs5m5m) < Y P(DS| 24575 1)
i=k+1

S ke—k}u2/(n—2) — O (n—l) ,
and we find that

P(TENZg|m:p) SP(TE| 26575 0)=0(n"").

(1 - 1)1/) < o (=107 /(n-2)

(4.17)

O

Lemma 4.2 Let T3 = {7(0) < n — B,} and let Zy, Zs be defined as in ([E3).

Then

P(T5 | p) = O(Bn/n).

PROOF. Recall that by definition, 7(0) < p, so the probability above is zero if
uw<n— [, and we may assume that u > n — 8,. Now let us consider the set
Z,, where p =y — [3,] — 1, and observe that on this event ¢(j) > ¢(j +1) — 1

for p < j < p. Thus
Ty € Z5U{e(p) < [Pl +1},

and
P (T3 p) <P (25 p) +P{clp) < [Bn) +1} 1).

We first observe that, by an argument similar to that in (£I8), we have

P (25| 1) = O(Bn/n).

Then we note that
{e(p) < [Bn] + 1} Sl Ulla,

where

Uy = {max{p,,p,} € Vi},

Uy := {max{p,,p,,} is one of the [, ] + 2 largest elements of X,,11}.
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So we have

P ({c(p) < [Bn] +1} [p) <P UL p) +P Uz 1)

Now for p > n — By,

n—,u—1+n—u—1

P e |n) < “E L 0B ),
and

Py < Pl t2 V22 o4 ),
Thus

P ({e(p) < [Bn] + 1} 1) = O(Bn/n).
[

Lemma 4.3 Let S = {b(7(0)) > 27'25,}, and let Zq be defined as in (EJ).
Then
P(S°NZyN&|u) = O(nil).

PROOF. Consider the event Zy N {7(0) = 7}. On this event, if 7 < j then the
only way we can have b(j) < b(j + 1) is if we choose p; € B,11, see section 3]
case[ll On the event £ NS¢ we have b(u) > &, but b(7(0)) < 27124,,. Thus on
the event £5NS8°N Zy we must have chosen p; € Bj1 more than (1 —2712)b(u)
times over the range of indices 1 < j <y — 1. We will show that this is unlikely
to occur.

Toward this end, we will divide the substring (p1,...,pu—1) into segments
again, this time letting k(i) = min{0, u — in/12}, and for i > 1, we let

U; = Buﬁ{:v ¢ {pk(i)a-'-upu—l}}u U; 1= |Ul|, (Z/[O = BM)

So U; (which depends on py(;, - - -, Pn—2,p},) is the set of elements of B, which
have not been chosen as a p; for j > k(7). We will show that with high probability
wip1 > u;/2 for 0 < i < 11, because if this happens for each such i then we
must have w2 > 2721g. On the event &, this implies the event S.

Thus we have

i—1
ENSNZyC ._7102 N 52, Ji = m{u]‘+1 > ’U,j/2}, (Z > 1) (418)
j=0

As

12
P(J6HNE ) =P (IfNE|m)+ > P(IFNTio1NE|p)

=2
12

<SP(If & m)+ Y P(I T NEss ),

1=2
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it is enough to show that
P (T €5 ), P(TF | TicaNEasp) =0 (n7h), (2<i<12).  (4.19)

We will prove the result above for P (J¢ | Ji—1 N &2 5 ) — the proof for P (J¢ | €25 1)
is similar. Denote by P (|U;| = u | Ji—1 N &2; ) the conditional probability that

at the end of step k(i), the set U; is a specific set of cardinality v (U; =
{w1,...,wy}), and by P (w1 <u/2|Ti=1 NE; [Us| = w; p) the conditional
probability that u;41 < u/2 given the fixed set U; (and given J;—1 N &2, ).
Then

P (T TiciNEas ) = Z Z P (w1 <u/2|Tici N [Us| = s p)

u=[271%6,] |Ui|=u
P(Us] =u|TiciNE; 1),

where the outer sum above is over the cardinality of U; and the inner sum is
over all subsets of [n] of that cardinality. The outer sum starts at u = [27%6,]
because conditioned on J;_1 N &y, we must have

u > 27ib(u) > 2715,
So we can prove (£I9) by showing that
Pluin < /2] Tt NEs Uhl =us ) =0 (n7Y),  (420)

where the O(-) bound above is uniform over all sets U; of cardinality at least
275,

The probability in @20) is equal to N(U;)/n*O=*0+D where

1. N(U;) = the number of P-strings segments (pi(i+1);- - -, Pr(i)—1) such that

we choose at least half of the elements of Uf; as entries p; of our segment,
and

2. nk(O=FE+1) = the total number of P-strings segments (py(i+1: - - - » Pr(i)—1)-

Because we want to count P-strings segments, it is important that conditioning
on the events J;_1 N & and |U;| = u requires knowledge of (py), . .- s Pn—2), D},
but not of the value of p; for j < k(i) — 1, and it is also important that for
each 4, k(4) is a fixed number once we have conditioned on p. Before we begin
counting, let us also introduce the notation

(2);=2(z=1)---(2—Jj+1), d=|u/2],

and note that for large enough n we have d > 27126,,. To find an upper bound
for N(U;), we

1. choose d out of k := k(i) — k(i + 1) < n/12 positions,

2. choose d distinct elements of U; for those positions, and
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3. then we choose any value of p; for the remaining k& — d positions.

Thus, (for k —d > 0) we have

N </;> (U)izk’d

udkded
=0 (W)

=0 (%2l =0 (2772 ) =0 (n ).

For k —d < 0, N(U;) = 0. This proves (£.20).
In this section we have shown that
PlA=0n&p)=P{A=0NSNT2|p) +O(Br/n).

In the next section we will consider the event {A =/} NS N Ts.

4.2 The event {A =/} NSNT;

Recall from case 2D of section [3 that if b(j) > 0, ¢(j) = 0 and we choose p;j_1 €
Vj = V; NV} then there are three possibilities:

L. the event H; 1 := {hp(2;) = pj} occured,
2. the event H}_; := {hp«(2]) = p;} occured, or
3. A, =1

On the event S, we have b(7(0)) > 27126,, which implies that 7(0) > 2712§,, +1
(see the discussion following (&3])). Thus at step 7(0) we have at least 27124,
values of p; (j < 7(0)) left to choose, and we will show that it is likely that we
will have p; € Vj 11 at least £+ 1 times, and it is unlikely that H7, H; will occur
for these p;. In this fashion we will show that

PH{A=0NSNTz|u) =0 (6,/n). (4.21)
To be more specific, we will let
v=u, = 27126, /k], k:={+1,

and we will condition on the value of 7(0) (7(0) = 7), dividing the substring
(Pr—kv,---,Pr—1), into k segments of length v, as we have done before. We will
find that this time we need to leave the first element of each segment as a buffer
between adjacent segments, so we use the notation

P~ (Z) = (pm(l)a s apm(i—l)—Q)v m(l) =T -, (1 <i< k)a
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to denote the last v —1 elements of the ¢ th segment. On the event Tz = {7(0) <
n — B,} we have

Vi1l 2n—j—-2>8,-1, (1<j<7-1).
Introducing the event
Ze = {pj ¢ {zj+1, 21} for T — kv < j <7}, (4.22)

we note that

n—j—2>6n—1,
n—2 ~ n-—2

P, eVir|Z2.NTaNS; 75 u) =

and that the events p; € V;41 are conditionally independent for 7 — kv < j < 7.
We will show that the event Z¢ is unlikely to occur conditioned on 73 NS. Then
we will find that, conditioned on Z,, it is likely that the event

C := {we choose at least one p; € V41 in each segment P~ (i)}
occurs. At the same time we will prove a result which involves the buffer ele-

ments, i.e. for p(i) :=m(i — 1) — 2 (1 < i < k) it is unlikely that the event

Hpiy U H;(i) will occur. With all these results established, we will then be able

to prove ({21).
Lemma 4.4 Conditioned on 7(0) = 7, let Z, be defined as in [@22)). Then

P(Z{TanN S 75 p) = O(0n/n).
PROOF. Let us begin by defining
Z.(i) == A{p; ¢ {zjr, 2jat for T—i<j <7}, 2.(0) := {{vr, 07} # 0}
By the same argument as in ([{I3]), we have

PEZ)NZ (G —-D|TenNS;7;p) <2/n, (1 <i<kv).

So
kv
P(ZI|TaNS;7im) =) P(Z.()NZ(i-1)|T2NS; 75 p)
i=1
< 2kv/n = 0(0,/n).
a
Next, let
k
C:= ﬂ Ci, Ci :=={p; € V;41 for at least one p; € P~ (i)},
i=1
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and define
k
HY = HO(P,P*) =Y Ty, ums,» o) i=m(i—1) =2,
=1

where 14 denotes the indicator of the event A. So H(®) counts the number of i
for which H ;) U H;(i) occurs.
Lemma 4.5 Let C,C; and H®) be defined as above. Then
P(CCU {H(p) > O} |Z.NTaNS; 75 ,u) = O(nil).
PRrROOF. If we condition on Z, N 72 NS, then for 7 — kv < j < 7 we have
Vitil=n—-37-2, Hz41, 21 =2,

and the events p; € V;41 are conditionally independent, with

n—j—2>6n—1

Ppj €Vin| 2N NS 7 p) = ———= 2"

Thus, as in ({I7), we obtain

p(i) .
PC1Z.NnTnS;mim= ][] (1_771 : 3)
)

< (1 — Bn _22)U1 =0 (6_6"”/") =0 (n_l) .

Since C¢ = UF_,C¢, we use a union bound to obtain

k
P(C°|Z.NTaNS;mipm) <D PC2.NTaNS;7:p) =0 (n").
i=1

Next we consider H(?). Conditioned on the event Z,N75NS, we have [{z;11, ZiaH =

2 (for7—kv<j<T), 50
1/(n—2), hp(z % Zp(i 72* I3 )

P(Howy | 2:NTNS; 75 p) = [l el p(?+l)¢{p()+2 o)
0, otherwise.

So we have

P(’Hp(i)|Z*ﬁT2ﬂS;T§M)ZP('H;@HZ*QIBQS;T;M) gm,

and a union bound gives us

* 2
P(’Hp(i)u’y’-[p(iﬂz*ﬁ%ﬂé‘;ﬂ,u) < —
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Hence

P({H(p)>0} |Z*ﬁ7-2ﬂ8;7';/1,) SE[H(p”Z*ﬁ'TgﬁS;T;M}

k
:ZP(HP(i)UH;(iHZ*ﬂ’TQQS;7.;H)

2k
< =0 (n).
T n—2 (n )
a
In order to complete our proof, we introduce the notation
g:CmZmeSm{H(P):O} (4.23)

and observe that
{A=1}nSNTz C Z°U ([CCU {H(P> > OH mZmeS) U{A=1}nG).
Lemmas [£4] and imply

PH{A=0NnSNT|r;u)=PHA=0NG|T; u)+ O (d,/n). (4.24)
so it remains only to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6

PH{A=¢tNG|7; ) =0.

PRroOF. On the event G, we will choose at least one p; € V;11 from each segment
P~ (7). Thus we can consider the (random) subset of indices

'={y(1) < <r(k)}, (4.25)

for which ~(i) is the largest element of {m/(i), ..., p(i)} such that p, ;) € Vy@iy41-
This makes p, ;) the last entry of the segment such that p; € V1.
We also define

H" = HO(P, P*) ZIHW)UH o (P P)EG). (4.26)
From the discussion at the beginning of this section, we can see that
Gn {HW - 0} C{A =1}
which means that
{A_é}mgc{ 7>>0}mgc {H(7)>O}Q{H(p):0}.

To prove this lemma, it is enough to show that

{HW > 0} N {H<P> - 0} =,
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which we can accomplish by proving that
HY(P,P*) < HP (P, P*) (4.27)
for all (P, P*) € G. We begin by noting that, conditioned on Z,,
pj € Vign = Ajt1 U Bt U{zi, 2511} = pj € Aj11 U Bjpa,
for 7 — kv < j < 7. Thus if v(i) = j < p(i), then
Pj+1 € Ajr2 U Bjpa.

Now, recall that the elements of AU Bj 2 have not appeared as any entry p;
(i > j+2), but both hp(zj41), hp+(2];;) have appeared as some p; (i > j+2).
Thus

hp(zj41), hp<(2741) & Ajra U Bjya = pj1 # hp(zj41), hp= (2] 41)-
Consequently,
70 < 0} € (Mo UHS )

which means that
H) UMy € (Ho) UM ) 090 = o)}
So for every ¢ (1 <1i < k),

IH’Y('L)UH:@') < IHP(i)UH:(i)’

which proves (£27). a

5 Conclusion

In [5], Paulden and Smith conjectured that P (A = ¢ > 1|u) was on the order
of n=! (conjecture 3 on page 16). We agree with this conjecture, even though
we have only proved that P (A = ¢ > 1|u) is on the order of n='/3t°(1) Our
bound implies that

2

lim P (A(") > pl/3—e() ‘u) =3

n—oo

Thus, for large n, we should expect that a mutation in a P-string changes the
structure of the tree by either one edge or by many edges, with little likelihood
of anything in between occurring.
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