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BINARY SEARCH TREES OF PERMUTON SAMPLES

BENOIT CORSINI, VICTOR DUBACH, AND VALENTIN FERAY

ABSTRACT. Binary search trees (BST) are a popular type of data structure when dealing with ordered
data. Indeed, they enable one to access and modify data efficiently, with their height corresponding
to the worst retrieval time. From a probabilistic point of view, binary search trees associated with
data arriving in a uniform random order are well understood, but less is known when the input is a
non-uniform random permutation.

We consider here the case where the input comes from i.i.d. random points in the plane with law
u, a model which we refer to as a permuton sample. Our results show that the asymptotic proportion
of nodes in each subtree depends on the behavior of the measure p at its left boundary, while the
height of the BST has a universal asymptotic behavior for a large family of measures . Our approach
involves a mix of combinatorial and probabilistic tools, namely combinatorial properties of binary
search trees, coupling arguments, and deviation estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Context and informal description of our results. A binary search tree (BST) is a rooted
binary tree where nodes carry labels (which are real numbers) and where, for each vertex v, all labels
of vertices in the left-subtree (resp. right-subtree) attached to v are smaller (resp. bigger) than the
label of v. Binary search trees are a popular type of data structure for storing ordered data. One key
feature is that the worst-case complexity of basic operations (lookup, addition or removal of data) is
proportional to the height of the tree.

Given a BST 7 and a real number x distinct from the labels of T, there is a unique way to insert x
into T, i.e. there is a unique BST 7 1% obtained from 7 by adding a new node with label z. Iterating
this operation starting from the empty tree and a sequence y = (y1, ..., yn) of distinct values, we get
a BST T (y) with n nodes. An example of the sequence of trees obtained from y = (2,4,1,6,3,5)
can be found in Figure 1. The shape of T(y) (i.e. the underlying binary tree without node labels)

depends only on the relative order of the numbers y1, ..., y,, and not on their actual value. We can
thus assume without loss of generality that the sequence y is a permutation o of the integers from 1
to n, and write 7 (o) = T (01, ...,0y,) in this case.

In the worst case, the tree 7 (o) has height n — 1 and further operations such as lookup, addition
or removal of data will have a linear complexity, which is far from optimal. However it has been
proven by Devroye [Dev86] that, if o is uniformly distributed in the symmetric group S,,, then the
height h (7 (o)) is asymptotically equivalent to ¢* log(n) for some constant ¢*, yielding a much better
complexity for later operations. Assuming that ¢ is uniformly distributed means that the data used
to construct our BST arrived in a completely random order, which is in general unrealistic. It seems
therefore natural to study BSTs associated with non-uniform random permutations, and in particular
to see how Devroye’s result is modified when changing the distribution of o.

A first step in this direction has been performed in the papers [ABC21, Cor23|, where the BSTs
associated with random Mallows and record-biased permutations are studied, showing interesting phase
transition phenomena. In the current paper, we will consider some geometric models of random
permutations, sampled via i.i.d. random points in the plane with some common distribution u. These
models will be referred to here as permuton samples, and denoted by oy;; they appear naturally in a
recently developed theory of limiting objects for large permutations, called permutons [HKM™13]. The
goal of studying such models is twofold. First, it is a much larger but still tractable family of models
than those considered before (permuton samples are indexed by probability measures on the square,
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FiGURE 1. Iterative construction of the BST associated with the sequence y =
(2,4,1,6,3,5). Let us detail the step where 3 is inserted. Since 3 is bigger than
the root label (here 2), it should be added in the right-subtree attached to the root.
We then compare 3 to the label of the root of that subtree, which is 4 in our example.
Since 3 is smaller than 4, it should be added in the left subtree attached to 4. This
subtree is empty at this stage, so we simply attach 3 to the left of 4.

while Mallows and record-biased permutations are one-parameter families of models). Second, since
permutons describe the “large-scale shape” of permutations, it enlightens the connection between this
“large-scale shape” and the associated BST.

Our first result (Theorem 1.1) shows that for a large family of permuton samples, the asymptotic
behavior of the BST height is the same as the one found by Devroye for uniform random permutations,
namely h (T(aﬁ)) is asymptotically equivalent to ¢* log(n). We also consider the repartition of nodes
in various branches of the BST, using the formalism of subtree size convergence recently introduced by
Griibel in [Grii23]. In this setting, Theorem 1.2 below proves the convergence of the BST associated
with permuton samples, under some mild assumption, where the limit object depends on the permuton
only through its “derivative” at the left edge of the unit square [0, 1]? (the derivative of a permuton at
{0} x [0, 1] does not make sense in general, but the mild assumption in the theorem precisely postulates
its existence).

In the remaining part of the introduction, we present the model of permuton samples (Section 1.2),
state our results precisely (Sections 1.3 and 1.4) and give an overview of the proofs (Section 1.5).

1.2. Our model: binary search trees of permuton samples. There is a natural way to map a
(generic) finite set of points P C R? to a permutation o(P) and a binary search tree 7(P), which we
describe now. Let P = {(z1,41),---, (Zn,yn)} be a set of points in R? with distinct z- and distinct
y-coordinates, and let {(x(1),y(1)) -+, (Z(n);Y(n))} be its reordering such that z(;) < ... < x(,). Then

there exists a unique permutation o = o(P) such that (y),...,ym)) and (o1,...,0,) are in the same
relative order. We let T(P) := T (y(1), - - -, ¥n)) and note that the trees T(P) = T (yq), ..., Y(n)) and
T{(o(P)) = T{(o1,...,0n) have the same shape since the two sequences have the same relative order.

They do, however, have different sets of labels: {yi,...,yn} for T(P) and {1,...,n} for T{a(P)).
These constructions are illustrated in Figure 2. The shape of 7(P) is indeed the same as that of
T(o(P)) (see the last image in Figure 1).
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FIGURE 2. A set of points in R? and its associated permutation and binary search tree.

Now consider a probability measure ; on R? and take a set Py of n iid. points in R? with distri-
bution p. In order to make sure that the associated permutation and binary search tree are always
well-defined, we need the coordinates of the points to be all distinct. To this extent, we assume for the
rest of this work that the projections of ;1 on both axes have no atom. Moreover, since the permutation
and the shape of the tree only depend on the relative positions of the points, without loss of generality
we can re-scale y so that its support is in [0, 1]? and so that, for any Lebesgue-measurable subset A of
[0, 1]:

(1) p(A < [0,1]) = p([0,1] x A) = A(A4)

where X is the uniform measure on [0,1] (see [BDMW23, Remark 1.2] for details). Such measures
(4 with uniform projections on the axes are called permutons. Permutons are natural limit objects
for large permutations, see e.g. [HKM 13, BBF"20]. The associated model of random permutations
o(P;) will then simply be denoted by o};. This is a broad generalization of the uniform measure on
permutations of size n, which corresponds to u = Lebjg 1)2, the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1)2. Such
models have been considered in the literature under various perspectives, see e.g. [DZ95, BDMW23,
Dub23a, Dub23b, Sj623].

In the current paper, we are interested in the binary search tree T<Uﬁ> of this random permutation
model. Since we will be interested only in the shape of this tree (height, subtree size convergence), we
may and will equivalently consider the tree T(P};) instead of T (o};).

1.3. First main result: universal behavior of the BST height. For a (labeled binary) tree T,
we denote by h(T) its height, i.e. the maximal distance from a leaf to the root. As mentioned in
Section 1.1, Devroye [Dev86] proved that for uniform random permutations o™ of size n, the quantity
h (T {(o™)) /logn converges in probability and in L? (for all p > 1) to a constant c¢*, defined as the
unique solution to clog(2e/c) = 1 with ¢ > 2. Our first result gives a sufficient condition on a permuton
1, under which the same result holds for the height of T(P{D. In the following, a permuton g is said
to satisfy assumption (A1) if u has a bounded density p on the whole unit square [0,1]2, which is
continuous and positive on a neighborhood of {0} x [0, 1].

Theorem 1.1 (Universality of BST height for permuton samples). Let p be a permuton satisfying
assumption (A1l). Then, as n goes to infinity, the following convergence holds in probability and in LP
for anyp > 1:
h (T(P}
(TP

c*logn
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The constant c¢* in the above theorem is the same as in the uniform case, i.e. the unique solution
to clog(2e/c) = 1 with ¢ > 2.

Let us comment on the assumption (A1l). A natural sufficient condition is that the density p is
continuous on the whole square [0, 1]? and positive on the left edge {0} x [0,1]. In Section 5.1, we will
see that this positivity assumption cannot be skipped. Indeed we exhibit, for any § > 0, a permuton
j15 with a continuous density vanishing on {0} x [$, 1] such that T(P%) has height at least ©(n(1~9)/2)
with probability tending to 1.

We also provide an example of a permuton j with density 1 on the band [0, 8] x [0, 1] and for
which, for any € > 0, the tree ’T(PL’;) has height at least };Tf log n with high probability. Choosing

and ¢ such that (1 —3)/(8+¢) > ¢* gives us an example of permuton which has a positive continuous
density on a band [0, 8] x [0, 1], but for which the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 fails. Hence the existence
of a density on the whole square in assumption (A1) is needed.

On the other hand, we could not construct a permuton p such that h (T(Pﬁ)) is asymptotically
smaller than c¢* logn with a non-vanishing probability. This leads us to the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1. For any permuton p and € > 0, one has

limP[h(ﬂm<c*—€] =0.

n—oo logn

As evidence supporting Conjecture 1, we show that the statement holds for permutons with a density
assumed to be continuous and positive around a single point (0, y) on the left edge of the unit square;
see Proposition 5.3.

Remark 1. For Mallows random permutations o, , with parameter ¢, it is known that there is a
phase transition for ¢ =1+ 8n~! + o(n™!), for which the model has a non-trivial permuton limit vg
depending on B [Sta09]. This limiting permuton vz has a continuous density, which is nonzero on the
whole square [0,1]2. From Theorem 1.1, we know that T(oy,) has height (c* + o(1))logn. Besides
it was proved in [ABC21] that, in this regime, 7 (o, 4) has height (¢* + o(1))logn as well. None of
these results imply the other one since o, ; and oy, have different distributions, but these two regimes
can be coupled in a rather strong way (see [MS13], where such a coupling is constructed to study
the longest increasing subsequence), and it would have been surprising that the heights of their BSTs
behave in different ways.

Remark 2. There is a natural way to construct the sequence of permutations (Uﬁ)nZl on the same
probability space: we consider a single infinite sequence ((x;,¥;))i>1 of i.i.d. points with law p, and
construct each o}, using the first n points of this sequence. We may wonder whether the convergence
in Theorem 1.1 holds almost surely for this construction. We do not know whether this is the case,
even for = Lebyg 1j2. It has been shown by Pittel in [Pit84] that, if Y,Y5,... is an infinite sequence
of uniform random variables in [0,1], then h(7(Y1,...,Y,))/logn converges a.s. to a constant .
Combining with the above-mentioned result of Devroye, the constant 8 must be equal to c¢*, as noted
in [Dev86, Section 5]. However, the sequence (h(7(Y1,...,Yy))),~; considered by Pittel does not
have the same distribution as (h (7‘(73,:‘>))n>1 for 1 = Lebjg 1j2. Indeed, while both have the same
distribution for each n, the couplings between different values of n are different: in Pittel’s model,
the new element Y, is always added at the end of the sequence Y7,...,Y,, while in our model, the
new element of Y(y),...,¥(,41) is added in a uniformly random position in Y(yy,..., ¥, (Y(z) depends
implicitly on n, not only on i).

1.4. Second main result: subtree size convergence of the BSTs. In this section, we state a
limit theorem for 7(P)) (under a mild assumption on x) in the sense of the subtree size convergence
recently introduced by Griibel [Grii23]. We first recall this notion of convergence.

From now on, we identify nodes in a binary tree with finite words in the alphabet {0, 1} as follows:
the empty word @ corresponds to the root, and for a node v encoded by w, the words w0 and wl
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obtained by appending 0 or 1 to w encode respectively the left and right children of v. Moreover, we
let V = {0,1}* be the set of all finite words on {0, 1}, representing all nodes of the complete infinite
binary tree. With this notation, a labeled tree is identified with a function from a subset of V to R,
where the domain of the function is the set of nodes in the tree, and a node is mapped to its label. In
particular, 7 (v) denotes the label of the node v in 7. We also write v € T to indicate that the node
v is in the tree 7.

Given a finite (potentially labeled) tree 7 and a node v € V, we let

tH(T,v) = {uET:vju}‘,

1
7]
where v < u means that v is a prefix of u. In words, ¢(7,v) is the proportion of nodes in 7 which are
descendants of v.

Further write ¥ for the set of functions ¢ : V — [0, 1] such that (&) = 1 and such that, for any
v € V, we have ¢¥(v) = ¥(v0) + ¥ (vl). Then a sequence of binary trees (7"),en is said to converge to
a function ¢ € W if and only if, for any v € V, the quantity ¢(7",v) converges to ¥(v). If that is the
case, we write T, — 1, and refer to this as subtree size convergence.

We now define two important objects for the subtree size convergence of BSTs of permuton samples.
For any complete infinite BST 7 : V — (0, 1) with labels in (0,1), we define Tier, : V — R as follows.
First of all, if v consists only of zeros, we let Ties;(v) = 0. Now, given that v = v'10* for some k > 0, let
Tets(v) = T (v'). Informally, Tier (v) is the right-most ancestor of v to its left. Define similarly Trigne
such that Trignt(v) = 1 if v consists only of ones, and Tyignt(v) = T (v') whenever v = v/01* for some
k > 0. In words, Trignt(v) is the left-most ancestor of v to its right. See Figure 3 for an illustration of
Tete and Trignt. We note that these definitions imply that Tiep (v) < T (v) < Tright(v) for any v € V.

i 7;ig,ht (U>

FIGURE 3. Representation of Tyighe and Tiere on a labeled BST, for the node v = 011.

Given a probability measure m on [0, 1] without atoms, write ¢, € ¥ for the following random
object. First, let Y = (Y1,Y5,...) be an infinite sequence of independent random variables distributed
according to m and write 7™ = T (Y) for the corresponding (infinite) BST. Then, let ¢, = Teignt — Tete-
This is well-defined, since 7™ is complete with probability 1 (this follows from [Dev86, Theorem 6.1]
and the fact that the shape of 7™ = T(Y') is independent of m). Further note that this object indeed
belongs a.s. to ¥, since Tie(v0) = Ters(v), Tiets(v1) = T (v), Tright(v0) = T (v), and Tright(vl) =
7;ight (U)

To illustrate this construction, take m = 2xdx, where dx is the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]. Here is
an i.i.d. sample of size 10 from m: (0.73,0.33,0.75,0.35,0.68,0.28,0.72,0.87,0.25,0.67). Its associated
BST, which is the top part of the BST 7™ = T(Y) associated with an infinite sample, is given
in Figure 4, left. The associated realization of the function v, is then given in Figure 4, right.
For instance, for the node v = 011 as chosen in Figure 3, we have ¢, (v) = Ty, (v) — Tigf (v) =
T™(@) —T™(01) =0.73 — 0.35 = 0.38, as written in Figure 4.
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FIGURE 4. Example of realizations of 7™ and v, with m = 2zdz. Note that we do
not have enough data to compute two of the values of 1, on nodes in the third level;
those nodes are marked with question marks.

We can now state our second main result. A permuton is said to satisfy assumption (A2) if there
exists a probability measure po on [0, 1] without atoms such that

(2) (0, %) — o,

where the convergence occurs according to the weak topology of probability measures on [0,1]. As-
sumption (A2) is weaker than (A1): in particular, (A2) holds whenever p admits a continuous density
on a neighborhood of {0} x [0, 1], without any further assumption on that density.

Theorem 1.2 (Subtree-size convergence of BSTs of permuton samples). Let p be a permuton satisfying
(A2) and let pg be defined by (2). Then, we have the following convergence in distribution for the
subtree size topology:

UGHET

It is interesting to see that the limit depends on p only through py. The assumption that pg does
not have atoms is important. A first difficulty when po has some atom is that the BST 7 (¥1,Ys,...)
where Y7, Y5, ..., are i.i.d. random variables with distribution pg is ill-defined since some of the Y;’s
are equal. We can also see that, in this case, the limit of T{PI% may not depend only on . Indeed,
consider the permuton u! (resp. u?) supported by the set y = % + 2 modulo 1 (resp. y = 5 — 2z modulo
1). They both satisfy (2) with pg = d1/o. But it is easy to see that the trees 7'(7331) and T(P;Q have
different limits in the sense of subtree size convergence: in particular, one has

. n 1 . . n _
nh—>Holo t(T(P,1),11) = 3, while nlgr;Qt(T(”PM2>, 11) = 0.

1.5. Decomposition of BSTs and proof strategies. In this section we present a useful decomposi-
tion of the BSTs drawn from permuton samples, and provide an overview of the proofs of Theorems 1.1
and 1.2.

Decomposing a BST from a permuton sample. A basic idea in this work consists in decomposing the
BST drawn from a permuton sample, as a top tree to which hanging trees are attached. To this end, we
first consider the K left-most points in the sample Py (i.e. the K points with smallest z-coordinates).
These K points are the first ones to be inserted in the construction of 7(P};) and are therefore inserted
at the top of the tree. We will refer throughout the paper to the part of T(Pﬁ) corresponding to these
first K points as the top tree. The labels in the top tree correspond to the y-coordinates y(1y,. .., y(x)
of these first K points. Now, consider the subdivision Iy, ..., x4 of [0,1] induced by these numbers
Y(1),---»Y(k)- In the construction of T(’PL‘), further points (z,y) will be inserted between some pair of
consecutive vertices in the top tree, depending on the index j such that y € I;. Hence the tree T(Pff)
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is obtained by grafting to the top tree one subtree for each interval I;; see Figure 5. These trees will
be refered to as the hanging trees.

I

I

Iy

top tree hanging trees

FI1GURE 5. A sample of points and its associated BST, decomposed as top and hanging
trees (for K = 6). The BST has been rotated of 90 degrees to the left, so that it can
be drawn directly on the set of points.

Subtree size convergence. From this decomposition, the proof of the subtree size convergence is rela-
tively simple. We take K large, but independent of n. First of all we prove that, under the regularity
assumption (A2), the first K points look like i.i.d. random variables sampled from the left distribution
o (see Proposition 2.1 and Corollary 2.2). Moreover, since a permuton g has by definition uniform
projections, the proportion of points in each horizontal band seen in Figure 5 is asymptotically given
by the height of the band. By choosing K large enough, this gives us the proportion of nodes in all
subtrees until any given depth, thus proving the subtree size convergence (see Lemma 2.3 and the
proof of Theorem 1.2).

Height universality. To prove Theorem 1.1, we use the same decomposition of the BST into a top tree
and hanging trees, but this time we take K = n 4 op(n) with 8 small but independent from n. The
heights of the top tree and hanging trees are controlled via different approaches.

For the top tree, our assumption (A1) (specifically the continuity and positivity of the density near
the left edge) ensures the following: for 5 small enough, the density restricted to the left vertical band
[0, 5] x [0,1] is close, up to a multiplicative factor, to a density depending only on the y-coordinate.
It is easy to see that if the density only depended on y, then the associated permutation would be
uniformly distributed, and thus the BST would have height (¢* + op(1))log K = (c¢* + op(1)) logn.
We then use comparison arguments to prove that the top tree also has height (¢* + op(1))logn under
assumption (A1). Such comparison arguments need to be handled carefully, since adding a single point
to a point set can halve the height of the associated BST (see Remark 3). On the other hand, we
show that removing a point cannot decrease this height by more than 1 (Lemma 3.2), and use this to
control the height of the top tree.

It remains to argue that the hanging trees all have height op(logn). For K = fn + op(n), the
horizontal bands in Figure 5 contain O(1) points on average, but the largest number of points in a
band is actually O(logn) (see Proposition 4.4). The hanging trees are themselves BSTs of random
point sets, and therefore we expect them to have height O(loglogn) <« logn. However, there are
O(n) hanging trees, and we need all of them to have height o(logn). To prove this, we need good
deviation estimates on the fact that the BST of a point set has a height negligible compared to its size.
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Such estimates are provided by Devroye for uniform BSTs [Dev86, Lemma 3.1], but the monotonicity
properties of BSTs are not good enough to use direct comparison arguments. We solve this difficulty by
comparing, for any point set, the height of its BST and the length of its longest monotone subsequences,
and then by using monotonicity properties and deviation bounds for the latter (see Lemma 3.5 and
Corollary 3.7).

Fized number of points and Poisson point processes. As in many results considering point sets, it is
often more convenient to work with a Poisson number N ~ PoOISSON (n) of points, instead of a fixed
number n. Indeed, the point set then becomes a Poisson point process on [0, 1]? with intensity nu and
gains useful independence properties: conditionally given the labels y(1),...,y) in the top tree, the
hanging trees are independent from each other.

In Theorem 3.4 we provide a general de-Poissonization result, relating the asymptotic height of a
BST constructed from a Poisson point process with intensity nu to that of n i.i.d. points with law
. The proof of this result uses the comparison lemma already mentioned above (Lemma 3.2), and
is made difficult by the fact that we only have a control in one direction (recall that adding a single
point to a point set can halve the height of the associated BST).

1.6. Basic probabilistic facts and notation. Throughout the paper, “with high probability” (or
w.h.p. for short) means “with probability tending to 1, as n tends to co”. We also use the notation
X, = op(Yy,) to say that X,,/Y,, converges to 0 in probability.

We start by stating a useful lemma, which compares the size of random subsets to binomial random
variables. We write X <Y (resp. X > Y) to denote that X is stochastically smaller (resp. larger)
than Y.

Lemma 1.3. Let m be an integer and let i,j < m. Let I,J be subsets of {1,...,m} of respective sizes
i,J, where I is fixred and J is uniformly random. Then the following stochastic domination holds:

m—1

[T N J| < BINOMIAL (i, J )

where by convention the law BINOMIAL (n, p) with p > 1 is the Dirac law at n.

Proof. By symmetry, |I N J| would have the same distribution if J were fixed and I taken uniformly

at random among subsets of size ¢ of {1,...,m}. In this situation, I can be constructed by uniformly
picking i elements of {1,...,m} without replacement. Each picked element has probability at most
—L— of being in J, which proves the lemma. O

Next, we record some well-known asymptotic estimates for Poisson random variables with large
parameters. If N is a PO1sSON (n) distributed random variable, then N/n converges to 1 in distribution
and in moments: i.e., for any fixed integer p > 1, we have

(3) E[N?] =nP(1+ o(1)).
Furthermore, we have the following tail estimates, easily obtained via Chernoff bounds.
Lemma 1.4. Let A > 0 and X be a POISSON () distributed random variable. Then, for x > X\, we

have .
P[X > z] < (d> e,
T

PX <2] < (e’\)xe*.

T

while, for x < X, it holds that

Proof. Assume x > X\. For 6 > 0, we have

0X
P[X > 1] < E[eex ] _ e,\e"—,\—egc7
e

and the first inequality in the lemma follows by setting e/ = xz/\. The second one is proved similarly.
O
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We conclude this section with a variant of the classical Glivenko—Cantelli theorem for triangular
arrays.

Proposition 1.5. Let u be a probability measure with distribution function F(z) := p((—o0,z]), and
a finite fourth moment. For each n > 1, let (X; n)1<i<n be i.i.d. random wvariables with common
distribution p and let

1, .
F,(z):= - ‘{z <n:X;,< x}’
be their empirical distribution function. Then, a.s. it holds that F,, converges uniformly to F'.

Proof. A classical fourth moment computation, together with Borel-Cantelli lemma — see, e.g., [Bil12,
Theorem 6.1] — shows that, for any fixed z, F,,(z) converges a.s. to F'(z). The rest of the proof is
similar to that of the classical Glivenko—Cantelli theorem which considers a single sequence X; of
i.i.d. random variables instead of a triangular array, but does not require a fourth moment condition;
see, e.g., [Bil12, Theorem 20.6]. O

2. SUBTREE SIZE CONVERGENCE

2.1. Convergence of the first elements. In the following proposition, p is a permuton and for
each n, we let N be a PoIssoN (n) distributed random variable. We drop the subscript p for clarity
and let PN = {(XiN, YiN)}KN be i.i.d. random variables with distribution j; equivalently P is a

Poisson point process on [0,1]? with intensity nu. Also let ((X(]y),Y(%)) be its reordering such
i<N

N N
that X7, < - < XN,

Proposition 2.1. Assume that there exists a measure pg satisfying (2), that is

1
$h_1>% E:U'([va} x ) = Ho,

where the convergence occurs according to the weak topology. Then, for any fized K > 1, we have the
following convergence in distribution:

(Y(Ilv)>-~,Y(1}§)> — (Yi)i<k<r

n—0o0

where (Yi)1<k<k i a sequence of K i.i.d. random variables distributed according to fi.

Note that, at this stage, we do not need to assume that o has no atoms as in (A2).

Proof. Let I, ...,Ix be intervals of [0,1] whose boundaries contain no atom of p9. We aim to show
that:
(4) Pk < K, V@) € L] — po(h).. polIk).

Fix ¢ > 0 and set L := |1/e%]. By taking e small enough, we can assume that L > K. Using the
assumption (2) and the Portmanteau theorem, there exists xg > 0 such that for any x < xg and any
k< K:

()

';M([O7x) x Ix) = po (I)| < ¢/L,

ET
blocks and columns:

Bi,k:{ ! Z+1>><Ik and ci;{ ’ Z“)x[o,u.

Set ng := {%] and consider any n > ng. For all 0 <i < L —1and 1 < k < K, define the following

Len’ Len Len’ Len
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Using Ein < zo and (5), we have foreach 0 <i<L—1land 1 <k < K:

TMO(IIC) (|:O,LZZ:‘7”L> X Ik)

©  [ulB - o)

1+ 1 141

0, —— I, | — I
M({’L5n>x k) Lsnuo( K|+
citle Qe
— Len L Len L

2
< —.
~ nL
Now define the events

IN

Bu={vi<L-1, [PV nC| <1} and Bri=<| |J GinPY|>K
0<i<L-—1

In words, E; is the event that each one of the first L columns of width 1/Len contains at most one
point, while Fs is the event that there are at least K points in total in all those columns that is in

the set [0,1/en) x [0,1]. Each |PN N C;| follows a Poisson law of parameter nu(C;) = 2=, thus

1
— P[Ey] :IP[EI@'SL—L PN ¢yl 22] gL(1_e—Lz _Le—;g) .
&

Recalling that L = [1/£3], it follows that

P[E1]21—0<L1

52) =1-0(),

where the constant in O(+) is independent from n and e. Likewise |(UZCZ») npN | follows a Poisson law

of parameter 1/e, so P[Es] > 1—0(1) as € — 0, for any fixed K and uniformly in n. We conclude that

the event F := Fj N E5 satisfies P[E] > 1 — d(g), where lim._,00(¢) = 0 and ¢ does not depend on n.
Under the event E, each column C; contains at most one point, but all the columns together contain

at least K points. This means that the column indices i1, . .., ix of the K left-most points of PV satisfy
0<i <...<ig <L—1. Thus, we get
P[{ngK, Yy e]k}mE] - 3 ]P’HngK, (X{Z),Y(f,j)) GB,;M}QE].

0<ig<--<ig<L—1

The latter event is equivalent to the conjunction of four facts: i) for each & < K, B;, ; contains
exactly 1 point from PV; ii) for each k < K, the remainder C;, \ B;,  of the column C;, contains no
point; iii) the columns C; with ¢ < ix and i € {i1,...,ix} are empty; and, iv) each column C; with
ixg <1< L —1 contains at most 1 point. In a Poisson point process, the number of points in disjoint
sets are independent Poisson random variables, so we get

K
P [{Vk <K, Y} e Ik} QE] - ¥ [HW(Bik,k)e—w(Bik,we—n(u(cik)—u(Bik,m

i1<-<ik k=1

[ @ T e ).

i<ig i=ig+1
ig{in,ix }
Combining all the exponential terms simplifies to e~"#([0 me)X[0,1]) = g=1/¢,

we have u(C;) = Therefore, we get

Moreover for each ¢ > ig,

Len

1 L—ix—1 K
P HVk <K Yje Ik} mE} =nfe e Y <1+ Le) I1xBix -

i< <iKg k=1
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Using (6), we deduce that

(7) P HVk <K, Y} € Ik} N E}
1 L—ix—1 K 1 9
< nfe1/e Z <1 + Ls) H (LEHMO(IIQ + nL>
i <<t k=1
K
H (Mo Ii) + 26)
where
1\K e L-1 L\ETiE
(8) c(e) == (LE) e iK:szil (1 + Lg) (K - 1>.
Likewise
K
(9) P[{ngK,Y{,j)eIk}mE]zc H(ﬂofk—QE) )

where we use the notation 2 = max(z,0). Moreover this reasoning can be applied with each Ij being
the whole interval [0, 1], yielding:

c(e) (1 —26)% <P(E) < c(e) (1 +20)F
Since 1 — d§(e) < P(F) < 1, we get the following bounds for ¢(¢):

1-4(e) < () < 1 '
(1+2e)K (1-2e)K
In particular, this implies that lim._, ¢(¢) = 1. Using (7), we now deduce that, for any n > ng:
K
P[ngK, Yy e]k} gIPHVk<K Y eIk}mE} +8(e) < e(e) [ (no(L) +2¢) + 6(<),
k=1

and likewise with (9):
P[ngK, Y(f,j)efk} zP[{ngK, Y(],X)efk}ﬂE] > cle ﬁ(ﬂo I,) — 2) )

Both bounds converge to po(I1) - - pto(Ix) when € — 0, proving (4). This concludes the proof of the
proposition. O

We now “de-Poissonize” the previous result. We use the notation of Section 1.2, namely (X", Y")i<n

is an i.i.d. sample of fixed size n and common distribution g, and (Xg), Y(?))z'gn is its reordering with
increasing x-coordinates.

Corollary 2.2. Assume that there exists a measure ug such that

tim ~p((0.2] ) = o

z—0 T

where the convergence occurs according to the weak topology. Then, for any fired K > 1, we have the
following convergence in distribution:

(}/(rlb)771/(rlb()> (Yk)1<k<K7

where (Yi)1<k<k 15 a sequence of K i.i.d. random variables distributed according to pi.
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Proof. For each n € N, let PN = ((X{V,YlN),...,(XJ]VV,YK,V)) be a Poisson point process of in-
tensity (n + n%3)u, listed in a uniform random order. Since the number N of points follows a
PoissonN (n + n2/3) law, for large n, it has fluctuations of order y/n around its mean value n + n?/3.
In particular, the event {N > n} happens w.h.p. as n goes to infinity. Conditionally under this
event, {(X{',Y™),...,(X2Y,Y,N)} is a family of n i.i.d. random points distributed under y. We de-
note by (X(I\{), Y(Ilv)), e (X(JX,)7 Y(%)) and (X(”l), Y(’{)), e (X(T:L)7 Y(’:L)) the reorderings, by increasing
a-coordinate, of {(X{¥,YM),... (XN, Y} and {(X{V,V{Y),..., (XY, YV, YV)}. Let 7 be the unique
permutation of size N satisfying X(Ni) = Xf_\él.) for all 1 < ¢ < N. Since 7 is uniformly random and
since N < n + 2n2/? w.h.p., the event {7(1) <n,...,7(K) < n} happens w.h.p. as n goes to infinity.
Informally, this event means that the K left-most points of the whole Poisson point process PV belong
to the subset of its first n points. Conditionally under this event, one has:

n n n n N N N N
((X(1>’Y<1>)7~-~’ (X<K)’Y(K>)) = ((Xu)vY(l))v--v(X<K>’Y(K>)) :
Corollary 2.2 then follows from Proposition 2.1. 0

2.2. Proof of subtree size convergence. Recall from Section 1.4 that for a finite tree 7 and a node
w in V, we denote by ¢(7,u) the proportion of nodes of 7 which are descendants of u (including u
itself). In a binary search tree, this can be computed as follows.

Lemma 2.3. Let y1,...,y, be distinct numbers and let T := T {(y1,...,yn) be the corresponding BST.
Let u be a node in T and let k be such that T (u) = yr. Then we have

(10) t(7—7 U) = T;~| ’{ykv v 7yn} N (ﬂcft(u)aﬁight(u))

where Tiere and Trigne are extended to finite binary search trees using the definition from Section 1.4.

i

Proof. Consider the iterative construction of T (y1,...,yn). A number y; in the list is inserted in a
node which is a strict descendant of w if
e the node u has been filled before, i.e. if i > k;
e the number y; compares in the same way as y;, to all numbers 7 (u'), where v’ is an ascendant
of u. This condition is equivalent to y; € (et (w), Trigne (u)), see Figure 3.
Hence, the numerator in (10) is indeed the number of descendants of w in T (including u, which
corresponds to the label y;). This proves the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let T™ := T(P};), skipping the dependency on p in the notation. Since the
subtree size topology is by definition the pointwise convergence of the function (¢(.,u)).ey, we need
to prove the convergence of finite-dimensional distributions. Namely, we need to prove that, for any

d>1and uy,...,uqg in V, we have the following convergence in distribution as n tends to co:
(11) (t(Tn’ui))igd — (¢N(ui))i§d'
As usual, for each n, let (X7, Y"),..., (X7, Y,") be the i.i.d. random points in [0, 1]? with common

distribution p used to construct 7(P)) and reorder them as (X("l),Y(’f)), - (X, Y(hy) such that
Xy << X

From Corollary 2.2, we have the following convergence in distribution for the topology of pointwise
convergence:

(12) (V) ko1 2 (Vidrz,
where Y7, Ya, ... is an infinite sequence of i.i.d. random variables with distribution . Using Skorohod’s

representation theorem [Bil99, Section 6], we might assume that the above convergence holds almost
surely.

Since o has no atoms, the numbers (Yj)r>1 are a.s. distinct. Moreover the tree 7(Y7,Y5,...) has
a.s. shape V (i.e. there is no empty branch). Consequently, a.s., there exists a (random) threshold K
such that all nodes u; belong to 7(Y1,...,Yk). Using the convergence (12), we know that there exists
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a (random) threshold ng such that for n > ny, the relative order of (Y}, ..., Yk,) is the same as that
of (Y1,...,Yk). This implies that the trees T := T(Y{}),...,Y/})) and Tg° := T(Y1,...,Yk) have
the same shape Tk. Moreover, for any v in Tk, the values Tg(v) and Tg°(v) correspond to Y} and
Y, respectively, for the same index i. Therefore, using again (12), we know that 772 (v) converges to
T2°(v) (a.s. in the probability space created by the application of Skorohod’s representation theorem).

Now, using Lemma 2.3 and the fact that each w; is filled in 7, before step K = Op(1), we have that

1
HT™ ) = = [ Y O (i), T ()| + 02(1).

Introducing the empirical distribution function of the (Y;")i<n

1 n n

we have
HT" ui) = Fo (T (wi)) = Fo (Tl (ui)) + 0p (1)

For each fixed n, (¥;")1<i<n are i.i.d. random variables in [0, 1]. Since u is a permuton, it satisfies (1),
and the common distribution of the Y;*’s is the uniform distribution. From Proposition 1.5, we
infer that F), converges a.s. uniformly on [0, 1] to the identity function (the earlier use of Skorohod’s
representation theorem implies that the (Y;")i1<;<» are coupled in a nontrivial way for different values
of n, but Proposition 1.5 applies nevertheless).

Moreover, the above discussion implies that 71, (u;) and Ty (u;) converge a.s. to 759 (u;) and

756 (u;) respectively. Therefore, a.s. in the probability space created by the application of Skorohod’s
representation theorem, we have that, for all ¢ < d,

BT i) = Tiigne(wi) = Tk (ui) + 0p(1) = Py (wi) + 0p(1).

Since a.s. (joint) convergence implies (joint) convergence in distribution, (11) is proved, concluding the
proof of Theorem 1.2. O

3. SOME COMPARISON ARGUMENTS AND CONSEQUENCES

3.1. Height modification by adding/removing points. Given a tree T, a chain in T is a subset
C of its nodes such that for every pair (v, w) in C, either v is an ancestor of w, or the converse. We
note that the height of 7 is simply the maximal size of a chain in 7, minus 1. We extend this definition
to point sets as follows: given a set of points P = {(z1,¥1), ..., (Zn,¥yn)} with distinct coordinates, we
say that C' C P is a chain in T(P) if the corresponding nodes in 7(P) form a chain.

Lemma 3.1. Let y = (y1,...,Yn) be a list of distinct numbers and T = T (y) be the associated BST.
If i < j are two indices then the following are equivalent:

(i) y; is an ancestor of y; in T (the converse cannot hold);
(11) there is no k < i such that yy is between y; and y;, i.e. such that (y; — yr)(y; — yr) < 0.

Proof. As in Section 1.5, we see T as a top tree, formed by the insertion of the first i — 1 elements,
and hanging trees. The condition (ii) above exactly stipulates that y; and y; are in the same hanging
tree in this decomposition. If this is the case, then y; is the first vertex inserted in this hanging tree,
and therefore is its root, so that y; is indeed an ancestor of y;. Conversely, if y; and y; are in different
hanging trees, then y; cannot be an ancestor of y;. O

Lemma 3.2. Let P_ C Py be two sets of points with distinct x- and y-coordinates. Then, for any
chain C of T(P4), the set CN'P_ is a chain of T(P_). Consequently, if C is a chain of mazimal size
in T(Py), we have

B(T(P_)) 2 h(T(Py)) — € N (P4 \P-)).
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Proof. Write y™ = (y,y5,...) and y~ = (y;,95 ,...) for the sequences of y-coordinates of P, and
P_ read by increasing z-coordinate, so that T(P,) = T(y*) and T(P_) = T(y~). Using Lemma 3.1,
if C = (y;t, e ,y;:) is a chain of 7 (y™*) then for any triple of indices k < i; < ;s one has

(& — i) (i, —wii) > 0.

Since y~ C yT, this property still holds when restricted to y~, and therefore C' Ny~ is a chain of
Ty~

Now if C is a chain of maximal size in 7 (y"), one has h (T (y*)) = |[C| — 1. But CNy~ is a chain in
T{y~), implying

(T ) >|Cny |—-1=[Cl—|cnT\y )| -1=nr(TE")) —|CnyT\y)| O

Combining the above lemma with standard thinning properties of Poisson point processes, we get
the following useful proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Let p_ < py be two intensity functions defined on the same support S C R?, and
P_, P+ be two Poisson point processes with intensities p— and py. Then, we have

B (T(P_)) = BINOMIAL (1 FRTPH), b M) o

o L =8 = 1 py(w,y) = 0. We couple

P+ and P_ according to the classical thinning process, meaning that P_ is constructed by keeping
each point (z,y) of P, independently with probability p_(z,y)/p+(z,y) > r. Let C be a set of
points of P corresponding to a chain of maximum length in 7(P;) and denote by K = [CNP_| =
|C| — ’C N (P \73_)‘ the number of points on this chain kept by the thinning procedure. Using the
thinning process, conditionally given P, the following stochastic dominance holds:

K > BINOMIAL (|C, r) .
Then by Lemma 3.2, since |C| = h (T(P4)) + 1, we have
h(T(P-)) > h(T(Ps))—|C N (PL\P-)|=K—1. O

Proof. Write r = inf(, )es where, by convention

Remark 3. Considering as in Lemma 3.2 two sets of points P_ C P, with distinct z- and y-coordinates,
the height h (T(P-)) can be much bigger than h (7(P4)), even while removing a single point. To see
this, take n odd, let P_ = {(i/n,i/n),0 < i < n}, and P, = P_ U{(0,1/2)}. The points in P_ form
an increasing sequence, so that 7 (P_) consists in a single branch growing to the right, and has height
n — 2. On the other hand, the root in 7(Py) has label 1/2 and divides the tree into two equal parts
of size (n — 1)/2. Each of this part has height (n — 1)/2 — 1, so that A (T(P4)) = (n —1)/2.

3.2. A de-Poissonization result. The comparison lemma can also be used to de-Poissonize con-
vergence results for the height of BSTs. Recall that P} and ’PIJLV denote respectively a sample of n
ii.d. random points with law u, and a Poisson point process with intensity nu.

Theorem 3.4. Let p be a permuton. Let f : N — [1,00) be a function such that there exists % <a<l
satisfying

f(n+9)

13 sup |—————-1] — 0
( ) 5] <ne f(n) n—00
Then we have

h (T (P} T(PN

MTPD) vy o MOED) v,

f(n) f(n)
h(T(P])) ‘ ‘ ) ‘

as n — 00. Moreover all powers of —Fmy - are uniformly integrable if and only if all powers of

N
% are uniformly integrable.
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h(T(P]))
f(n)
w.h.p. it holds that n—n® < N < n4+n®, so the regularity hypothesis (13) on f implies f(n)/f(N) 51

R(T(PY)) P
——t — 1.

f(n)
Now suppose that all powers of h(%f)’» are uniformly integrable, or equivalently that for every

n P N p
integer p, the sequence E [W} is bounded in n. This implies that the sequence E [W}

R(T(P))) P

Proof. First suppose that 5 1. Then I 1 as n — co. Moreover, since o > 1/2,

and we conclude that

is also bounded in n. Therefore:

h (T(PN))” T(PNY)P
E (fén)up» <E WlNﬂKna +E[Np1\N7n|>na]
" (T<Pﬂv>)p su M 2p -n no
<E|=HRp | S, gy VEINTIEQN —al> )

The first term is bounded by assumption, while the second one is easily proved to tend to 0, using

n P
h(T(P“))} is bounded in

Lemma 1.4 and Equation (3). We conclude that, for any p, the quantity E [ Fn)7

AT D)

n, and thus, all powers of o are uniformly integrable.

The converse implications require de-Poissonization and are more subtle. The global idea is to
bound the height of 7(P}!) by two Poissonized versions, using Lemma 3.2. However, making this idea
work (both for probability convergence and for LP boundedness) requires some computation.

Let N4 ~ Po1ssoN (n +n®) and P+ be a Poisson point process of intensity (n+n®)u. Since o > 3,
the event £y = {N; > n} holds w.h.p. as n — co. Under E, define P™ as a uniform subset of size n
in PN+, Then P" is a set of n i.i.d. points distributed under g. Similarly, let N_ ~ POISSON (n — n®)
and note that the event E_ = {N_ < n} holds w.h.p. as n — oo. Under the event E_ and conditionally
given N_, define PN~ as a uniform subset of size N_ in P". Then conditionally under E_, the set
PN- is distributed like a Poisson point process of intensity (n — n®)u conditioned to have at most n
points. By applying Lemma 3.2 to both P* C PN+ and PV~ C P, conditionally under £ = E_NE,,
we have that

(14) h(T(PNH)) —[Cy 0 (PN \P™| < h(T(P™) < h(T(PN=)) +|C n (P"\ PN-)|

where C,C are arbitrary chains of maximal size in 7(PN+) and T(P") respectively. Under E and
conditionally on Ny and h (T(PN+>), we may apply Lemma 1.3 to obtain:

Ny —n
(15) Kuﬂwm\wﬂf&mw“o+hﬁwmﬂqmh&mmwJ'

Similarly, assuming E and conditionally given N_ and h (7 (P"™)), it holds that:

(16) |C N (P"\ PY-)| = BINOMIAL <1 +h(T(P™), — hrz;(g;)) — 1) .

N n
% i tasn goes to infinity, and we want to prove that w
h(T(PV+)) P
w7 1.

We now suppose that

tends to 1 in probability as well. Using the regularity hypothesis (13) on f, we have
Throughout the proof, we fix constants § € (o, 1) and § > 0.
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Lower bound on h (T(P})). Using (14), as n goes to infinity:

P[h(T(P{})) (1—6)f(n)}
<P[h(T(P}) <(1—0)f(n) A E] +P[E]
IP{ (7¢
[ (T

T pN+ ) ‘C+ PN+ \PM)| <1 —5)f(n)} +o(1)
<P[n(TP¥) <(1-8/2fn >]+PUO+ N PP 2

]

2f(n)] +o(1).

In the last line, we can conclude directly from the convergence % — 1 that the first probability

is a o(1), but the second one requires more attention.
Notice that under the event |C. N (PN+\ P")| > g f(n), we have f(n) < 2(N4 — n). Moreover,

w.h.p. as n — oo, it holds that Ny —n < nf and 1 +h (T(Pivﬂ) < 2f(n). Thus the parameters of

the binomial random variable in (15) are bounded w.h.p. by 2f(n) and 2n”~! respectively (recall that
B < 1). Denote by S,, a BINOMIAL (|2f(n)], 2n”~!) random variable to obtain the following:

P||Cy 0 (PY\P)| > gf(n)} <P [Sn > gf(n)] +0(1)< 25[(‘27;] +o0

This concludes the proof that
P [h (T(Pﬁ)) <(1- 5)f(n)] — 0.

n—oo

Upper bound on h (’T(’Pﬁ)) For each n € N we distinguish between two cases.

e Suppose f(n) > n”. Then we use (14) as before:

P [h(T(PR)) = (1+6)f(n)]
(T(PY)) +[C 0 (PPAPY)| = (1+8)f ()] +o(1)
(T(PN-)) > (1+6/2)f(n)] +P[n— N_ >n/2] +o(1)

e Suppose f(n) < n”. From (14) and the trivial bound |C N (P"\ PN-)| < n— N_, we have
n—h(T(P")) > N_—h (T(PN-)). But, w.h.p., N_ > n—n” and h (T(PN-)) < 2f(n) < 20,
implying that n —h (T(P™)) > n—3n”. Using again that n — N~ < n® w.h.p., the probability
parameter of the binomial random variable in (16) tends to 0 in probability. Hence w.h.p., one

has [C N (P \ PV-)| < f ﬁh(T(P”)) (recall that § is an arbitrary positive constant, and

thus, so is I/W) The upper bound of (14) yields w.h.p.:
6/2 N
1———h "y < h -
(1= 22 ) nTem < 1 (TP
and then

P[h(T(P}) > (146)f(n)]
5/2

_p { 1 ; 5) T(PD) > (1+6/2)f(n)
<P[h(T(PY-)) > (1+6/2)f(n)] + o(1)
=o0(1).

We have thus proved that W A
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N\ \P
Uniform integrability. Finally suppose that for every integer p, the sequence E [W} is

N_ P
bounded in n. Thanks to our hypothesis on f, the sequence E {Wl E} is also bounded

in n. Then (14), together with the convexity inequality (a +b)? < 2P~!(a? +b?) for a,b >0 and p > 1,
yields:

h(T(PL)" h(T(PN-))" | n (P \PY)[”
17) E|———2L2| <n? P(E)+ 2P 'E | ———"1p| + 2" 'E 1
() l Fn)y () Fap F Fap
But n? - P(E€) converges to 0 (as a consequence of Lemma 1.4, the probability actually decreases at
n?e-

least as fast as e™ 1), while the second term was already identified as being bounded in n. Let us
consider the last term, which we split as follows

|C n (P \PN)F
(18) E o 1p
Cn (P \PY)” C n (Pm\ PN
-/ iy | T — Fny | 1Elh<fr<7>N—>><"’3]

For the first term, we bound |C' N (P™\P"-)| by (n— N_) and, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we get

C pn ,PN7 p n—N_)h T,PAL b
(19) E l| 4 (f(n;p )| 1E1h(T(7’N>)ZnB] <E l( néj ) ( f<(n)P >) 1E]
(n—N_)2] | h(T(PN-)*
: E[ w7 }E 0% IE]

Since n — N_ = n® — (N_ — E[N_]) and since it is well known that \/niW(N* — E[N_]) converges in
distribution and in moments to a standard Gaussian random variable, the first expectation under the
square root tends to 0 as n tends to co (recall that 8 > « > %) Also, it has been observed above that
the second expectation under the square root is bounded in n. Thus the left-hand side of (19) tends
to 0 as n tends to oo.

We now consider the second term in (18). From Lemma 1.4, one has N_ > n — nP outside a set of
exponentially small probability. When this holds together with the events E and h (T(PV-)) < nf,
one has, for n large enough,

n—N_ < nf < 981
n—h(T(P*)—-1"n—-nf-1" '

Hence, using (16), and writing S,, for a BINOMIAL (1 + h (T(P}})) 2n#~1) random variable, we get:

|C 0 (P \ PN Sh ] I R
Fap Lty | SB | g0 | £ BN <) =B |75 ot

The moments of a BINOMIAL (M, ¢) random variable X are easily bounded by E[X?] < M? ¢, implying
that

(L+n(T(PM))" e,
HOL ]2 +o(1).

Using this last estimate, (17)-(18) and the fact that (19) tends to 0, we get that

cn (P \PY)[”
[| ) 1E1h(mw<nﬂ] <E

h(T(P1)" s | LR (T(PD))"
E| =0 <O(1) + 20" 'E oD ]
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Using again that (a +b)? < 2P~ 1(aP + bP) and since 2n°~! tends to 0, this implies that | [W}

is bounded (for all p), proving the uniform integrability of all powers of % O
3.3. A connection with monotone subsequences and extreme deviation bounds. We start
by recalling standard definitions. Let o be a permutation of {1,...,n}. An increasing subsequence of
o is a sequence of indices iy < --- < i} such that o(i1) < --- < 0(ix). The maximum length of an
increasing subsequence of o is then denoted by LIS (o). We define similarly LDS (o), the maximum
length of a decreasing subsequence of o.

Lemma 3.5. Let o be a permutation of {1,...,n}. Then
h (T (o)) < LIS (o) + LDS (o).

Proof. Let iy < --- < i, be a sequence of integers such that o(i1),...,0(ix) label nodes on a chain C' of
T (o). Define I (resp. I.) as the family of i,’s such that the node following o (i;) in C lies in its right
subtree (resp. left subtree). By construction of the BST, Zr U {ix} and Z; U {ix} form respectively an
increasing and a decreasing subsequence of ¢. The lemma follows. O

Combining this lemma with [BGS22, Proposition 3.2], we get that for any integrable function p, the
quantity %h (T(P,ﬁv >) tends to 0 in probability, as n — co. We will need a more quantitative version
of this, valid only for bounded functions p. We start with an extreme deviation bound® for the longest
monotone subsequences.

Lemma 3.6. For each integer n, let o™ be a uniform permutation of {1,...,n}. Then we have

P {LIS (e™) > <exp(—n+o(n)).

logn
Proof. This is a straightforward application of the first moment method. Write, with k = L@ :
1
P (LIS (¢™) > < E [number of increasing subsequences of length k in ¢"] = — "
logn E'\ k
Now, using Stirling’s formula along with k = \_%J = o(n), we obtain
1/n n! log .
- ' _ _nlogn-n—2klog k—(n—k)log(n—k)+(n—k)+o(n) _ —n—+o(n) ) 0
k! <k> K2(n— k) ¢

Corollary 3.7. For any M > 0 and € > 0, there exists ng = no(M,e) such that the following holds.
For any 0 < ¢ < 1, any function p : [0,1]> — [0,00) bounded by M and supported on some rectangle
[a,b] X [¢,d] with (b—a)(d — ¢) < ¢, and for any integer n > ny/(:

P [k (T(PZ,V>) > 2e(n] < dexp (—%gnlog(Cn)) .

Proof. By increasing the size of the rectangle [a,b] X [¢, d], we can assume that (b—a)(d—c) = ¢. Now
let us stretch p from [a, b] x [c, d] onto [0,1]2. Define

g: (2,y) € [a,b] x [, d] — (2_‘23:2) € [0, 1]

Then P = g (’P[]‘)V) is a Poisson point process with intensity n{p o g=! on [0,1]2. Moreover, the
transformation g does not change the relative order of points, so 7(P) and T(P)Y) have the same

shape. From now on we work with P.

We use the term “extreme devitation” since, for the longest increasing subsequence, the usual “large deviation
framework” consists in studying P [LIS (¢™) > z+/n] for z > 2, see [Sep98]. We look here at much rarer events.
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The density p o g~! is bounded above by M on [0,1]2. Thus, by a standard thickening procedure
we can construct a Poisson point process P w1th constant intensity n( M such that a.s. P CP. Let &
and ¢ be the permutations induced by P and ”P respectively. Using Lemma 3.5, a.s. it holds that:

(20) h (T<75>) < LIS () + LDS () < LIS () + LDS (5) .

The permutation ¢ has a random size N , which follows a POISSON (n¢ M) law. Moreover, conditionally
to its size, it is uniformly distributed. By Lemma 1.4, for any n large enough such that € log({n) > M,
we get:

~ B e¢nlog(¢n) e
P [N > e(n log(Cn)} <M (dmg]\ém) < exp <€C" log(¢n) log (slmg]\(i“n)» '

For large enough {n (with a threshold depending on M and ¢), it holds that log (W(Cn)) —1, and
thus

(21) P [N > eln log(Cn)} < exp (—e¢nlog(¢n))

Define n/ = [e¢nlog(¢n)| and write o™ for a uniform permutation of {1,...,n'}. As log 5 < &Cn for

large enough (n, we have
/

P[LIS () > e(n] < P {LIS (U") > )} +P [1\7 > en 1og(<;n)] .

_n
log(n/
Using Lemma 3.6 and Equation (21), we get that, for large enough (n,

P[LIS (5) > e(n] < e~ Ho(n) | o—eCnlog(¢n) < 9 3E¢nlog(Cn)

The same holds for LDS (), and Equation (20) allows us to conclude the proof of the corollary. O

4. HEIGHT OF BSTS OF PERMUTON SAMPLES

Before starting the proof, let us introduce some notation related to the decomposition presented
in the introduction (Section 1.5). Let P = {(z1,1),---,(zn,yn)} be a set of points in (0,1)? with
distinct z- and y-coordinates. For any 8 € (0, 1), write P(8) = PN ([0, 5] x [0,1]) for the set of points
in a band of width 8 on the left. Now write Kz = [P(8)| and let y(1) < --- < y(k,) be the ordered
y-coordinates of the points in P(3). Then for each integer 0 < k < Kjp, define Iy = (yw), Yik+1))
where we used the convention y) = 0 and y(x,+1) = 1. In words, lo,..., Ik, are the gaps between
the points {0,y(1),- -, ¥Y(k,), 1}, enumerated from lowest to highest. Fmally, define

Pe(B) :==P N ((B,1] x I).

Recall that T(P(3)) and (T(Pk(ﬁ)>)0<k<KB
trees of T(P). One can see that the top and hanging trees are indeed subtrees of 7(P(8)). The
entire tree can then be reconstructed as follows: start with 7(P(8)), and for each 0 < k < Kz do
the following. Write vy, resp. vp41, for the node labeled y ), resp. y(p41), in T(P(3)) and notice that
necessarily one is an ancestor of the other. If vy is deeper than vy then attach T (Py(5)) to the right
of vy, otherwise attach it to the left of vi41. Finally, attach T(Py(5)) to the left of the node labeled
Yy and T (Pk,(B)) to the right of the node labeled y (k). The reader can go back to Figure 5 for an
illustration. This construction yields the following lemma:

are respectively called the top tree and the hanging

Lemma 4.1. Let P be any set of points of [0,1]? with distinct x- and distinct y-coordinates. Then for
any B € (0,1):

R(T(PB) < h(T(P) < A(T(P(A)) +1+ max {h(T(P(B)}.

0<k<Kgz
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4.1. Controlling the height of the top tree.

Proposition 4.2. Let R = [x1, 23] X [y1, y2] be a rectangle with non-empty interior and p : R — (0, 00)
be a continuous, positive intensity function. For each integer n, let P[])V be a Poisson point process with
intensity np. Let m < M be positive real numbers such that m < p < M holds a.e. on R and write

M —m
n=-—-"".
m
Then for any € > 0, we have
h(T(P)
lim IP’[ ( < p>)—1 >n+e| =0.
n—oo c*logn
h(T(PY))"

Moreover, for any p > 0, the sequence of random variables is uniformly integrable.

Tog(n)?
Proof. Write ¢ = (x2 — x1)(y2 — y1) > 0 for the area of R. Also note that

m m—M>1 M—m_1 ] M_1+M—m_1+
M M m " ’ m m -

Using Proposition 3.3 with p_ = np and py = nM on R, we obtain
N m
h (T(PY)) = BiNOMIAL (1 +R(T(PL)), 7) —1,

where P, = P[J,\i. Since py is a constant density, the tree 7 (P4 ) is the BST of a uniform permutation
of random size PoOISSON (n¢M). According to [Dev86, Theorem 5.1], A (T{(P4)) then behaves as
c*log(|P+]) as n — oo in probability, which leads to

1+ h(T(Py)) =c"log(n¢M) + op(logn) = c* logn + op(logn) .

Using that a BINOMIAL (alogn, m/M) random variable is concentrated around its mean (am /M) logn,
we get:

h(T(PY)) > %(C* logn — op(logn)) > (1 —n —op(1))c" logn.

P
Similarly, using Proposition 3.3 with p_ = nm and p; = np we obtain
(22) h(T(P_)) = BINOMIAL (1 +h (T(PYY), %) —1,
where P_ := PZX . As before, we observe that T (P_) is the BST of a uniform permutation of random

size POISSON (n¢m). This implies

h (T(Pf])\/)) < %c* log(n{m) + op(logn) = (1 +n+ 0p(1))c* logn,

which concludes the proof of the first claim.
(T (Py))"
log(n)P
in n. Conditionally given h (T(P2X)), write S, for a BINOMIAL (1+ A (T(P))) , %) random variable
substracted by 1. Then, using Hoeffding’s inequality:

For the uniform integrability claim, let us fix p > 0 and establish boundedness of E [

P[50 < 537 (1A (T(RN)) ~1 | (T(PY)] < e (1 (T70)
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and therefore, for any n > e:

h(T(PN))P
log(n)?
h(T(PY))? h(T(PY))"
<E (log(n)p) Sn<2%(1+h(T(P§)))—11 +E (log(n)p) snz;“M(Hh(T(P;V)))—l]

<E {h (T(p;v>>P R (1+h(7’<73é")))} 4 E l((2M/m)lOéfg): 1) - l)p] |

Since the function z — aPe” 232 1) is bounded over R, the first term is bounded in n. As for the

second term, we use (22) along with (a + b)? < 2P~1(a? + bP) to deduce:

((2M/m) - (S +1) = 1)”] . <2M)E [<Sn+1>p}

log(n)P m log(n)P

o (4 (o 22 )

which is bounded in n by [Dev86, Lemma 3.1] and Poisson estimates. This concludes the proof of the
uniform integrability claim. U

E

The weakness of the previous proposition is that 7, which depends on the rectangle under consid-
eration, might be big. In the next statement we show that, for continuous positive densities p, it is
possible to choose rectangles for which the corresponding 7 is small.

Corollary 4.3. Let D be a compact domain in the plane and p : D — (0,00) be a continuous, positive
intensity function. Then for any e > 0, there exists 8 > 0 such that for any 5’ < 8 and any rectangle
R = [z1,21 + B'] X [y1,y2] with non-empty interior contained in D:

h (T(PY NR)) .
c*logn B

n—oQ

lim P[

>51 =0.

In particular, taking 7 = y; = 0 and g, = 1, the tree T(’P;V N R) is the top tree T(Pg(ﬁ)} defined
at the beginning of Section 4.

Proof. Let € > 0 and assume that € < minp p. By uniform continuity of p, find 8 > 0 such that for
any (z,y), (z',y') € D:

2= [+ly—y[<B = |p(z,y) —p(2' ) <e
Then fix 8’ < 8 and consider any rectangle R = [x1, 21 + 8] X [y1, y2] contained in D. Define

Y

fryelynyel = | ple,t)dt  and  g:y € [y, y2] =y + (y2 —y1) f W)/ f(y2).
Y1

The function g is a C! increasing map from [y1, y2] onto itself. Let P denote the set of points obtained
after applying the transformation (z,y) — (x,g(y)) to 73/1)\/ N R. This transformation does not change

the relative orders of points, therefore 7(P) and T(PY N R) have the same shape. Additionally, P
follows the law of a Poisson point process with intensity

pleg () _  fly2) ple,g~'(y))

997 () y2 — y1 p(z1,97(y))
on R. Thus we can apply Proposition 4.2 with

2
mf@)ﬁ = ),AfﬂW)O+ = >,n.€,
Y2 — Y1 minp p Y2 — Y1 minp p minp p — €
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to obtain:

lim P " <T<75>)

——= —1|>n+¢e| =0.
n—oo c*logn

Since this holds for any small enough € > 0 and since 7 goes to 0 when ¢ goes to 0, the result follows. O

4.2. Some bounds on the hanging trees. As above, let PV be a Poisson point process on [0, 1]2
with intensity nu. We use the notations at the beginning of Section 4. Moreover, for each k < [PV (B)|,
we let ¢, = |I;| be the size of the k-th gap, and Py (8) be the points of PV in the horizontal band
(8,1] x Ij.. The sizes of the bands and the number of points in each band are then controlled by the
following proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Let p be a permuton. Assume that there exists 3 > 0 such that ;0 51x[0,1] has a
continuous and positive density p : [0, 5] x [0,1] = (0,00). Then the following holds.

(1) There exists « such that

lim P {max Cp > alogn} = 0.
k n

n—-+4oo

(2) The sequence of random variables

1 Y
<10gn 0<kSP(8)] P (ﬂ)l)

1s uniformly integrable for any p > 1.

Proof. Let £ = [n/(alogn)], where the constant a > 1 will be specified later, and let us divide
vertically the rectangles [0, 5] x [0, 1] and (3, 1] x [0, 1], each into ¢ cells of the same size. Namely we
set, for 0 < < ¥,

Ci=[0,8] <[5, 5], Di=(8,1] <[4, ],
For each 4, the probability that PV N C; is empty equals e~ (C:) < e’”%, where m is a lower bound
for the density p on [0, 3] x [0,1]. Call E the event that all C; contain at least one point of PN. Tt
follows from the above computation along with a union bound that

(23) P[EC} — P{Hi: PN AN C; = @} < Eefnﬁg” < ’V ln —‘ e~ Bmalognto(logn)
alogn

as n — co. When E is satisfied, for all k it holds that ¢, < 2 < Za log" , implying

P [max G > 2alogn] <P(E°) < {
k n

e—,@ma log n+o(logn) .
alogn

The latter bound tends to 0 if we choose a > 1/(8m), showing item (1).
For item (2) we observe that, assuming F, any given band (8, 1] x I} intersects at most two cells
D;, implying

|73k )| <2 max |77 N D;)|.

O<k<\79(6 0<i<f—1

The random variables ’PNOD ’ are POISSON (nu(D;)) distributed. Since u(D;) < u([0,1] x [% #]) =
% < al‘;g”, this implies the following estimates for b > 0:

IE”[ max |77k |>2blogn,E] <}P>[ max |77 OD|>blogn}
0<k<|P(B)|

< E}P’[POISSON (alogn) > blog n}

Using Lemma 1.4, for b > a we deduce

ea\ blogn n
24 P > blogn, B| < (7) —alogn.
(24) [O<kn<1a7§ ‘Pk | oen } —\b [alogn—‘ ‘
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For a > 1 and b > ea the right-hand side is uniformly bounded by (ea/b)? for any n > e.

We now have all the necessary estimates to conclude the proof of item (2). Recall that we want
to prove uniform integrability of all powers of @maxogkgp(gﬂ |PN(B)|, which is equivalent to
boundedness in n of all its moments. Fix p > 0. We have, using the layer cake representation and (23)
and (3):

(25) E

P
maxo<x<|p(a) |Pr (8)]
logn

<E[|PV]'|P[E] +E

(maxoﬁkélp(ﬂ)l |P’iv(ﬂ)’>pljsl

logn

maxo<x<|p(a)| |Pr (8)]

ds.
logn

>s AN FE

< np(l +O(1)) lralg’gn—‘ efﬁmalogn+o(logn) +p/0 5p71P

We choose a > %, so that the first term tends to 0, and thus, is a bounded sequence in n. The
second term is bounded as follows, using (24) for s > 2ea and simply bounding the probability by 1

otherwise:
0o s/2
2
ds < / sP~1 min (1, (ea) ) ds.
0 S

/Oo p1p | maxosk<ip(e) [Pr (6)]
0
This integral is finite and independent of n, and we conclude that (25) is bounded in n. The proposition

>s AN FE
logn
is proved. U

Item (1) can be further used to control the maximal height of a hanging tree in T(P.Y).

Proposition 4.5. Let p be a permuton satisfying (Al), i.e. p has an upper bounded density p on
[0,1], which is positive and continuous on [0, 8] x [0,1] for some 8 > 0. Then we have the following
convergence in probability as n goes to infinity:

1 {h(T@en) ) —o

max
logn 0<k<|P(8)]

logn
n

Proof. From Proposition 4.4, item (1), there exists a > 0 such that max, (; < «
n — oo. We shall work conditionally given P (3), and assume that maxy (j < alo%. In particular,
as in Section 4, we let {y) < --- < y(k,)} be the ordered y-coordinates of the points in P(f), with
Kp = |P(B)], and set by convention y) = 0 and yx,4+1) = 1. Then for each 0 < k < [P(f)], the

family P;¥(B) is distributed like a Poisson point process with intensity np JIB.1)X]

w.h.p. as

Y(k) > Y(k+1)]*
For any k < |P(p)|, since (x < ah%, Corollary 3.7 applies with p restricted to [3, 1] X [y, Y(k+1)]
logn

52 . Thus for n¢ = alogn large enough:

and ( =«

P[h(T(PY(B))) > clogn] = P [h (T(PY(B))) > 2%{11} < 4exp[ ° (alogn) log(alogn)} .

4o
A union bound then implies that, still conditionally given P(8) and assuming maxy (; < 0410%, one
has

1
max
logn 0<k<|P(B)]

h (T(P?(ﬁ))) > E] <(JP(B)]+1) - 4exp {—i(alogn) log(a logn)} )

But w.h.p., the inequality max; (; < ozlo% indeed holds and |P(5)| < n, so the unconditioned
probability tends to 0 as n tends to infinity:

1
’ h 3 >e|l — 0.
This holds for any € > 0, proving the proposition. .

Remark 4. Item (1) in Proposition 4.4 could alternatively have been derived using standard results on
the maximal gap, also called mazimal spacing, between i.i.d. uniform random variables; see e.g. [SIu78].
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Indeed, by applying a thinning procedure, maxy (i is bounded above by the maximal gap between
Po1ssON (nfAm) i.i.d. uniform variables in [0, 1], which is known to concentrate around log(n)/(ngm).

4.3. Concluding the proof of the height theorem. First, we can deduce uniform integrability of
N
%, under a hypothesis which is slightly weaker than (A1) (more precisely, we only

make an assumption regarding the behavior on (8, 1] x [0, 1]).

all powers of

Proposition 4.6. Let u be a permuton. Assume that there exists 3 > 0 such that p1/(0,5x[0,1] has a
continuous and positive density p : [0, 8] x [0,1] — (0,00). Then, for any p > 0, the family of random

variables
h(TPN)\"
logn n>2

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 4.1, together with Propositions 4.2 and 4.4, using the
trivial bound h (T(PY(8))) < |PY(B)| for the hanging trees. O

18 uniformly integrable.

Now we can combine our results to establish Theorem 1.1 under assumption (Al).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Thanks to Theorem 3.4, it suffices to prove the theorem in its Poissonized
version. We shall work with PV, a Poisson point process of intensity npu.

Fix € > 0. Let D be a compact neighborhood of {0} x [0, 1] on which p is continuous and positive,
and let 8 = B(g) > 0 be given by Corollary 4.3 applied to p on D. Therefore

R [ R

c*logn
where T(PN(B)) = T(PN N ([0, 8] x [0,1])) is the top tree of T(PY). Furthermore, by Proposition 4.5,
the quantity

-1

1
max
logn 0<k<|P(8)

{h(TPo) }

converges in probability to 0. Combining this with Lemma 4.1, we conclude that @h (T(PN>)
converges in probability to ¢*. Finally, Proposition 4.6 implies uniform integrability of all powers, and
thus LP convergence for all p > 1. O

5. EXTRA RESULTS

5.1. Permutons with partially vanishing densities on the left edge and binary search trees
of polynomial depth. Let E := {(z,y) € [0,1]? 12 <y <z +jo0ry < x— %}, see Figure 6
(left). It is straight-forward to check that the measure p defined by p(A) := 2Leb(AN E) has uniform
marginals, i.e. is a permuton.

E

FIGURE 6. Left: the support E of the permuton of Proposition 5.1. Right: the sets
E; ,, involved in the proof.
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Proposition 5.1. Let u be the above permuton. Then, for any e > 0:
lim P [h(T(P1)) 2 51— L —e)vn] = 1.

n— oo

Proof. We first consider a Poisson point process 7)’1:/ of intensity ny. We say that a point (z,y) in Pliv
is a record if there is no point in ([0,z) x (y,1]) NP}, i.e. if there is no point of P} above and to the
left of (x,y). It is easily seen that in the construction of 7(P[), a point is inserted in the right-most
branch of the tree if and only if it is a record. Hence the number of nodes on that right-most branch is
the number of records in P, which we will denote by rec(P.). Therefore, h (T(P}Y)) > rec(P)) -1,

and we will prove a lower bound in probability for rec(PI]LV ).
For any positive integer ¢ < 2,/n, let us define z; :=i/\/n and

Ei,n = {((E7y) Ti—1 S y— % S X S xz} C E7
as shown on Figure 6. We have u(E;,) = 2Leb(E;,) = 1/n, implying that each F,, contains
PorssoN (1) points in P’iv . Moreover, these numbers are independent random variables. Hence, for
any € > 0, w.h.p., at least a fraction (1 — L — &) of the sets E; , (for i < §1/n) contain a point in P} .
Each non-empty E;, contains at least one record, implying rec(P,iV) > %(1 — % —¢)y/n w.h.p. This
shows

Tim P[0 (T(PY) = (1~ —e)va] = 1.
The same result for P); is deduced using the de-Poissonization techniques of Theorem 3.4. O

On the other hand, for any permuton x with a bounded density p, we have h (T(P}})) = O(y/n)
with high probability. Indeed, this follows from Lemma 3.5 and the proof method of [Dub23b, Propo-
sition 1.3]. Hence the lower bound given in Proposition 5.1 is optimal up to a multiplicative constant.

The above example can be modified to a permuton with a continuous density. Let ¢ : [0,1/4] - R

be a continuous function satisfying ¢(0) = 0 and f01/4 o(t)dt =1/2. We then define
p(z,y) = ¢ (distz, ((z,y), EU{(1,0)})).

Going cyclically along any horizontal line, the Ly distance above grows linearly from 0 to 1/4 and then

decreases linearly again from 1/4 to 0. The same holds along vertical lines. Since fol/ * p(t)dt =1/2,
this implies that the measure p = p(x,y)dxdy is a permuton supported on E. Moreover with the
notation of the above proof, we have

/v
W(E: ) = / (1/v/7 — t)p(t)dt.

Choosing e.g. ¢(t) ~ t° for small ¢, we have

n—1-9/2

(6+1)(6+2)
implying that each E;, contains a point in Piv with probability roughly n

w(Ein) ~

—9/2_ Hence, w.h.p. at least

O(n179/2) sets among the E;,, are non-empty, showing that the height h (T(P,iv )) has polynomial
growth. This illustrates the importance of the positivity assumption on the density near the left edge
of the square made in Theorem 1.1.

5.2. Permutons with positive densities on a band and binary search trees of large loga-
rithmic depth. For 5 > 0, we consider the permuton ;g which has a mass § uniformly distributed
on the band [0, 5] x [0,1] and a mass 1 — 3 uniformly distributed on the line segment from (3,0) to
(1,1). These permutons satisfy the following.

Proposition 5.2. For any 8 > 0 and € > 0, we have

(26) lim P {h (TP)) 126, n} —1

B+e
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Proof. As usual we first consider a Poissonized version, namely let Pﬁ; be a Poisson point process of
intensity nug. As in Section 4, we let y(1) < -+ < y(x,) be the ordered y-coordinates of the points in
P(B). The number K3 is distributed as a Poisson(/n) random variable and thus Kg/(/n) converges to
1 in probability. Finally, we set (x = maxg yx4+1) — y(x) With the convention yg) = 0 and y(x,11) = 1.
Conditionally given Kg, this is the maximal gap (or maximal spacing) defined by Kp i.i.d. uniform

random variables in [0, 1], and, from a result of Slud [Slu78], the quotient % converges to 1 in
probability. Hence lg*g’?s) converges to 1 in probability.

We now observe that, since the points of Pﬁi with z-coordinates bigger than § are in increasing
order, all hanging trees T (Px(3)) consist of a single right branch, and thus i (T(Pr(8))) = |Px(8)| — 1
for any k£ < K. Conditionally given P(/3), and letting ko be such that y(x,+1) —Y(k,) = C, the number
of elements in Py, (5) concentrates around n(1 — )¢, which is close to % log n in probability. Since

h (7’(7’[);}) > (T (Pry(8))), this proved (26) with P replaced by its Poissonized version P} . The

proposition follows using the de-Poissonization techniques of Theorem 3.4. d

Our bound is once again optimal up to a multiplicative constant. Indeed, the permutons pg satisfy
n(T(PL))

Togn - are uniformly integrable.

the hypotheses of Proposition 4.6, which proves that all powers of

5.3. A lower bound result. As last result in this paper, we emphasize that the lower bound in
Theorem 1.1 holds under a rather weak hypothesis. This can be seen as a partial result towards
Conjecture 1.

Proposition 5.3. Let p be a permuton. Suppose there exists 0 < y < 1 such that p admits a
continuous, positive density p on a neighborhood of the point (0,y). Then for any e > 0:

111nIP’lh<,T<PZLV>)<1—s] =0.

n—o0 c*logn

Proof. This is relatively easy to prove, based on some intermediate results, established while proving
Theorem 1.1. Let D be a compact neighborhood of the point (0,y) on which p admits a continuous,
positive density p. Fix € > 0 and let § = () > 0 be given by Corollary 4.3. We can take 0 < 0 < 3
so that there exists at least one rectangle Ry = [0,6] X [yo — d,y0 + d] contained in D. Then by
Corollary 4.3:

lim P

n—oQ

<l-¢

[h (T(PY N Ry)) 0

c*logn

Moreover, using Lemma 3.1, one can see that each chain of T(Pﬁv N Ry) is still a chain in T(P/iv ).
Therefore h (T(PY N Ro)) < h (T(PJ)) a.s., and this concludes the proof. O
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