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Abstract: Let a stick be broken at random at n — 1 points to form n pieces. We consider three problems
on forming k-gons with k out of these n pieces, 3< k < n, and show how a statistical approach, through
a linear transformation of variables, yields simple solutions that also allow fast computation.
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1. Introduction
Consider a stick broken at random at n — 1 points to form n pieces. We explore three problems on the
formation of k-gons with k out of these n pieces, where 3<k <n:
I. What is the probability that no choice of k pieces out of n forms a k-gon?
I1. What is the probability that every choice of k pieces out of n forms a k-gon?
I1. If k pieces are chosen at random out of the n pieces, all such choices being equally probable, then
what is the probability that the k chosen pieces form a k-gon?

Although the broken stick and related problems have a long history (see e.qg., Clifford, 1866; D’ An-
drea and Gémez, 2006; Goodman, 2008), it is only very recently that problems | and Il received
attention in full generality. Verreault (2022a) studied problem Il and found a unified analytical solu-
tion that covers earlier results pertaining to special cases of k and n. This was done via a link with
order statistics from an exponential distribution. He also mentioned | as an open problem and re-
marked that it remains intractable even if one attempts to use the link with exponential order statistics.
Thereafter, Verreault (2022b) obtained a solution to problem | using deep combinatorial techniques
which first consider integer valued breaking points and associated Diophantine inequalities, then em-
ploys MacMahon’s (1915-16) partition analysis, and finally passes from the discrete to the continu-
ous case. His ultimate interest was in the continuous case and his main theorem, indeed, dwells on
this case, giving a solution to problem | via generalized Fibonacci numbers. We refer to Verreault
(2022a, b) for further references; see these papers the references there for an indication of how the
broken stick model can be useful in diverse areas ranging from biology (MacArthur, 1957) to finance
(Tashman and Frey, 2009).

In this paper, one of our main objectives is to report an alternative solution to problem I through a
direct statistical approach. Specifically, we show that the issue left open in Verreault (2022a) regard-
ing this problem can be settled quickly by exploiting the link with exponential order statistics to a

fuller extent by means of a linear transformation of these statistics. Our solution, presented in Section



2, is much simpler and shorter than the one in Verreault (2022b). We hope that this will be appealing
to a statistical audience because it shows the power of relatively straightforward statistical consider-
ations over more demanding combinatorial arguments in so far as a resolution of problem I is con-
cerned. For academic interest, we also satisfy ourselves in the appendix that, with appropriately de-
fined notation, our solution perfectly matches the one in Verreault (2022b).

The idea of linear transformation employed for problem | is pursued in Section 3, where we show
that it yields an appreciably shorter solution also to problem 11, compared to Verreault (2022a). Fi-
nally, problem 11 is investigated in Section 4, leading to a surprise answer which depends on k alone,
and not n.

For ease in reference, before concluding the introduction, we briefly describe the aforesaid link
between the broken stick problem and exponential order statistics. Without loss of generality, let the

stick have length 1,and let A,,...,A,be the lengths of the n pieces when it is broken at random at n —
1 points. Write A ;) <...< Ay, for the order statistics corresponding to A;,...,A,. Also, let Y1 < ...<

Yn be the order statistics based on a random sample of size n from the exponential distribution with

mean 1,and W = Y1 +...+ Yn. From earlier findings in Rényi (1953) on order statistics (see also Pyke,
1965), Verreault (2022a) deduced the following proposition.

Proposition 1. The joint distribution of A(l),...,A(n)is the same as that of Y, /W,...,Y, /W.
2. Problem I: Probability of never forming a k-gon
Let e1,..., en be the unit vectors of order nx1, and define vectors bai,..., bn recursively as

bi=e1,br=er+br1(r=2...,k-1), br=¢, +=X2Ip,_, (r=k,...,n). (1)

Let =/_4b,=(f,,... B,)", where the prime stands for transpose. Then the following result, giving a

simple solution to Problem | through a direct statistical approach, holds.

Theorem 1. The probability that no choice of k pieces out of n forms a k-gon is given by
P(k,n) = n!I/(TT7 53,).
Proof. By Proposition 1,
P(k,n) =P(Yr> skdy,_, r=k,...,n);
cf. Verreault (2022a, Section 3). Thus,
P(k,n)=n!f;exp(-Z_1y, )dy, )

where dy =dyi...dyn and

S={(yL,...,yn):0<y1<..<yk-1andyr> skly ., r=k,...,n}k ©)

Make a linear variable transformation, with Jacobian unity, as given by

2



X1=y1, Xr=yr—yr1 (r=2...,.k=-1), xr=y, —skdy  (r=k..,n. (@

by (3) and (4), (y1,..., yn) €S if and only if xa,..., Xxn > 0. Moreover, writing x = (X1,..., Xn)’, by (2)
and (4), yr = bix, (r = 1,...,n),sothat =7y, = =/ b/ x=27_,5,%,. The result is now immediate
from (2). i

Theorem 1, aided by the recursion relation in (1), yields P(k,n)almost instantaneously. This hap-
pens even for relatively large n and k such as (n, k) = (200, 196), when it is advisable to apply the
theorem as P(k,n) = TT1},{(n—r+1)/ 3.} to avoid division of a big number by another. Of course,
P(k,n) is typically close to zero for large n, a point that one expects intuitively and is foreshadowed
by the fact that P(n,n)=n/2""!; see Verreault (2022a).

While Theorem 1 alone suffices for the practical purpose of computing P(k,n) efficiently, it is of
considerable theoretical interest to reconcile it with the corresponding result in Verreault (2022b).

This is done in the appendix based on a backward recursion relation among g, ,..., 3,,, as given by

Bo=1  py=Ll+3)Ip (j=k-2..,n-D),

Bi=1+pia+27 s (i=1..,k=9), )
where the last set of equations arises only when k > 4, and we take
,Bn+1 == :Bn+k—2 =0. (6)

The initial conditions (6) make the sums in (5) well-defined even when j + k —1 exceeds n. The above
recursion relation is proved in the appendix where we also note certain simplifying features related
to Verreault’s (2022b) result. Together, these quickly lead to the desired reconciliation.

We remark that the recursion relation in (5) and (6) does not entail any computational gain over

the direct calculation (f,,..., 5,)' = Z74b, using (1), because as noted earlier, the latter is almost
instantaneous. The only purpose of (5) and (6) is matching Theorem 1 with Verreault’s (2022b) resul.
This reconciliation also shows that even if one is interested in reaching the form in Verreault (2022b)
for P(k,n), the statistical approach via the transformation (4) provides a more transparent route, com-
pletely bypassing elaborate combinatorial arguments.
3. Problem I1: Probability of always forming a k-gon
In Theorem 2 below, we find a solution to this problem, in terms of the complementary probability,
again using the idea of transformation of variables. In what follows,

¢ =(j+2)(k-1-r)+n-k+2  (r=1..,k-1;j=0..,n-K) ()
Theorem 2. The probability thata k-gon cannot be formed for at least one choice of k piecesoutof

n is given by



~ _ k k-2 \-
Q(kvn) (n—k+2)! k+2)' ( 1) (nj+l+1)(n =1 er) .
Proof. By Proposition 1, Q (k,n) = P(Yn > Z'r‘;er) ; cf. Verreault (2022a, Section 2). If one recalls

the well-known form of the joint density of Y1, ..., Yk-1and Yn , then one obtains

Q)= " k).JT exp{-(2y, + o) Hexp(-Yi 1) —exp(-y,)} dy

=@ sl G (T, (8)
using binomial expansion, where dy =dyi...dyk-1dyn, and
1= fexp[HZf 3y, + (k= D)yga +(j+Dya}dy (i=0,...,n k), 9)
T={(y1, ..., yk-1,yn): 0<y1 < ..<yk-1and yn > =¥y, }.
Make a linear variable transformation, with Jacobian unity, as given by
X1=Yy1, Xr=Yr=Yyr-1(r=2,...,k-1), xn=y, —Z'ﬁ;llyr, (10)
which is equivalent to what (4) would become for n =k. Then
yr=xi+ .. +x(r=1,....k-1), =¥ty =skIk-r)x,
and hence
Si3ye + -k = j)yca + (i +Dy,
= 23 (k=% + (N =k = D%, + () + DT (k= 0% + X} =255, + (J + D)Xy
recalling (7). Moreover, by (10), (y1, ..., Yk-1,Yn) e T if and only if X1,..., Xk -1, Xn > 0. Thus, from (9),
we obtain 1= {(IT;c;)(n+k-2)(j+D} ', as c;=n+k - 2whenr =k — 1 The result now
follows from (8) after a little simplification. O
The special case of Q(n,n), which is the same as P(n,n)in the last section, is of some interest. If
k =n,thenby (7), c,p=2(n-r) (r=1,...,n - 2) and Theorem 2 reduces to Q(n,n)=n/2""1. Indeed,
even without invoking Theorem 2, this follows almost effortlessly from the above variable transfor-
mation approach. To see this, observe that Q (n,n)= n!f exp(-=y Y, )dy, where dy =dy:...dyn and
T={(y1,..., yn):0<y1 <...<yn-1and yn >y1 +...+ yn-1}. Now, with
X1=y1, Xr=Yr=Yr-1 (r=2...,n-1), xn=y,-='ly,,
one gets (i) =4y, = 22?;%(n— r)x, +x, and (i) (y1,..., yn)eT if and only if x1,..., xn > 0. So, we

obtain Q (n,n) = n'/{2”‘1H”‘1(n —r)}=n/2""1 and these arguments appear to be even more elemen-

tary than those in Verreault (2022a, Section 2).



For general k and n, the proof in Theorem 2 for Problem 11 is considerably shorter than its coun-
terpart in Verreault (2022a). We now observe that Theorem 2 is in agreement with Verreault’s (2022a)

main result, according to which the probability that all k pieces form k-gons is

Q) =iz 1 AT RO TS )Y
where 2= r+1+{(n—-k+2)/ j}. It suffices to show that Q (k,n)in Theorem 2 equals 1- Q(k,n).
Note that TT¥_34,, = nl/(n—k +2)!, while for j >2,

1525, = @/ 2T3{(r+1) +n—k + 2}
=@ ik -1-r)+n-k+2}= @/ j**)nZe, .
Hence, recalling Theorem 2, upon a little simplification,
Q(k,n) = 1+W‘Enk+2)zn k+2( )R k+2)}(Hk_1Cr 1—2)_1: 1- Q(k,n).

4. Problem I11: Random selection of k pieces

Suppose k of the n pieces are chosen at random, the selection being equiprobable over all such

choices. Let P4 (k,n)be the probability that the k pieces so chosen do not form a k-gon. Interest-
ingly, as Theorem 3 below shows, P,,,4 (k,n)does not depend on n, but equals P(k, k), i.e., the prob-

ability of not being able to form a k-gon when a stick is broken at random into k pieces.
Theorem 3. P, (k,n)=P(k,k).

Proof. We first condition on the k pieces chosen and then employ Proposition 1 to get
Prang (K, 1) = {L/()IZy PLY(i) > Yiiy +-+ Y 3 (11)
where V = {(iy,...,iy) : iy,...,iy are integers satisfying 1<i; <...<i, <n}and X, denotes sum over

(if,...,iy ) € V. Recalling the well-known form of the joint density of i) V(i)

PG > Yy -+ Yo}

n! i
) Hﬁii(ir—1_ir_1).fT{Hr—1w(z DN (2,) - W (z,)Y 1] dz, 12)

where dz = dz1...dz, T= {(z1,..., 2): 0 < 71 <...< zc -1 and zx > =¥z, }, w()and ¥(.) denote, re-
spectively, the density and distribution functions of the exponential distribution with mean 1, and
=0, iku=n+1l  W(z)=0  ¥(z,1)=1 (13)

Note that the right-hand side of (12) is written in terms of dummy variables z,,..., z,,
rather than the more customary Vi) Vi) This not only simplifies the notation but

also makes the derivation more transparent, as we shall now see. Write j, =i, —1—i,_,
r=1,..., k. Then using (13),



(n—k)!
le(:ll(ir -1- ir—l)!
(n—k)!

T =k = jy == )]

where the sum on the right-hand side extends over integers j;,..., j, > 0 such that j; +...+ j,<n - Kk,

-
v TTEH{¥(z,) - P (2} T

=3

[TK{%(2,) = P (2, )Hr L= ¥ (2, )} b

and hence equals 1. Therefore, by (11) and (12), together with a comparison with (2),

Prand (K, 1) =€) o b A aw (2 )3z = Ky exp(-2f_y 24 )dz = P(k, k),

which proves the result. o

One may wonder about a possible alternative proof of Theorem 3 by considering the marginal joint
distribution of a normalized version of the lengths of any k of the n pieces. While this may have some
intuitive appeal, a formalization of such a proof, with necessary arguments for all intermediate steps,
is unlikely to be any simpler or shorter than the one presented above.

Let H(k,n)be the number of choices of k pieces out of n that do not form a k-gon when a stick is
randomly broken into n pieces, 3< k <n. As a corollary to Theorem 3, we readily get an expression
for E{H (k,n)}. To see this, note that H (k,n)= X, H{(i,...,ix );n}, where H{(iy,...,i} );n}equals 1

it Ay >Aq) +-+A,_and 0, otherwise, so that by Proposition 1,

E[H{(ll,, Ik ), n}] = P{Y(Ik) > Y('l) +... +Y(ik—1)}'
Hence, by (11) and Theorem 3,

E{H (K M}= ()Pana (k,1) = Pk k)= ()k/247,
because P(k,k)=k /2%, as noted earlier in Section 2.

Appendix: Reconciliation
We show that the expression for P(k,n) in Theorem 1 is in agreement with its counterpart in
Verreault (2022b). For ease in presentation, this is done through a few steps.

Proof of a recursion relation: We first prove the recursion relation in (5) and (6). Write (4) in matrix
notation as x = Ay, where X = (X1,..., Xn)’ andy = (y1,..., yn)". Clearly, then the matrix with rows

bi,...,by,, as given by (1), equals A~L. Hence, writing 1n for the nx1 vector of ones.

(Buo )= Zraby = LA™, e (Bl fr)A= 1 (A1)
Now, let A= (a,;). By (4), the following hold for A:
() each diagonal element of A equals 1,
(ii) any off-diagonal element ayj equals -1 if
either j=r-1,2<r<n oo r-k +1<j<r-2k<sr<n;
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i.e., interchanging the order of j and r, if
either r=j+1, 1<j<n-1 or maxKk,j+2)< r<min(n,j+k-1), 1<j<n-2,
or equivalently, splitting the range of j, if
either r=j+1, 1<j<k-3 o k<r<minn,j+k-1), 1<j<k-3,
oo j+I<r<mn(n,j+k-1), k-2<j<n-1; (A.2)
else a;=0.

The first two conditions in (A.2) arise only when k > 4. By (A.1), and (i), (i) above,

B, =1, ﬂ-—1+zwﬁiﬁhﬂﬂr(j:k—2w”n—D,

Bi=1+p,+xi™MI* Vg (j=1,..,k=-23).
The truth of (5) is now immediate invoking (6).
Some notation: We now tune our notation with that in Verreault (2022b) for the purpose of the desired

reconciliation. Let &; = B, _» j,0<j<n,and if k > 4, thenlet 4; = B 4_j,2<j<k-2 Our

result in Theorem 1 can then be expressed as
P(k,n) = ntA(IT] &) 5 05)} (A.3)
where the product k- j=2 ,u i does not appear when k = 3. Moreover, by (5) and (6),

fp=w=53=0  §,=1 &=l 50¢, (I=k-1..,n), (A4
and if k > 4, then

Hp :1+§n+21|:§égn—r’ Hj :l+luj—l+2|:;2j§n—l’ (B=j=k-2), (A-5)
with the equation for 3 <j <k — 2 arising in (A.5) only when k > 5.

Verreault’s result: For completeness, we now present Verreault’s (2022b) result on P(k,n). Let
Fu=0(u=0,...,k-3), Fe2=1 Fu=3rIF, B (u>k-1), (A.6)
f()=0(j=0...k=3), f(})= =), ,F (izk-2), (A7)
gU)=1+2{,f(n-r) W=2....,k=2), h(j)=fM+=),g9(k-r) (j=2...k-2). (A8
Then Verreault (2022b) obtained P(k,n) as
P(k.n) = nU/[{IT ], f(DHITZZ3h(DH, (A.9)
where the product H h( j) does not appear when k = 3. One notes a striking similarity between

(A.3) and (A.9) which will now be formalized.
Simplifying features and reconciliation: We now note that the f(j)and h(j)in (A.7) and (A.8) can

be expressed in a simpler manner as



f0)=..=f(k-3) =0, f(k-2)=1, f(j)=1+ =kFf(j-r) (i=k-1...,n), (A.10)
h2) =1+ fM)+=fZf-r), h(j) =1+h(j-)+=kJfn-r) B<j<k-2), (A1)
where the Fy and g(u) do not appear. As in (A.5), the two equations in (A.11) are meaningful only

when k >4 and k > 5, respectively. All equations in (A.10) and (A.11), except the last one in (A.10),
follow readily from (A.6)-(A.8). See Verreault (2022b, Lemma 3) for an inductive proof of the last

equation in (A.10); for a direct proof, one has to note that f(j)= Zdzo F, (j =0), substitute this on

the right-hand side with j replaced by j — r and then change the order of summation.
A comparison between (A.10), (A.11) with (A.4), (A.5) yields &= f())(j=k-2,...,n),and M

= h(j)(2<j <k —2),when k > 4. Hence our expression for P(k,n)in (A.3) is in agreement with
Verreault’s (2022b) result as shown in (A.9).
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