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Abstract

In 2023, Defant and Li defined the Ungarian Markov chain associated to a lattice L. This Markov
chain has state space L, and from any state x € L transitions to the meet of {z} U T, where T is a
randomly selected subset of the elements of L covered by z. They defined £(L) to be the expected
number of steps until the maximal element 1 of L transitions into the minimal element 0 in the Ungarian
Markov chain, and investigated its asymptotics when L is the weak order on Sy, or the nth Tamari lattice
Tam,,. This paper resolves a conjecture of Defant and Li and makes partial progress towards another,
by proving that £(S,) is linear in n, and proving an n'=°® lower bound on &(Tam,,).

1 Introduction

Let n be a positive integer. Consider any permutation ¢ € S,,. An index i € [n — 1] is a descent of o
if (i) > o(i +1). Let Des(c) denote the set of descents of 0. Now, given a permutation o € S,, and a
subset T' C Des(c), the Ungar move on o associated with T consists of reversing every descent in T', where
consecutive descents in 7' are treated as blocks to be reversed. For example, given o = 416523, if only index
1 is selected then the Ungar move sends 416523 — 146523, while if both indices 3 and 4 are selected, then the
Ungar move sends 416523 — 412563. In the case that T' # &, we call the Ungar move nontrivial. Note that
for every o € S,,, the Ungar move associated to Des(X) is called the mazimal Ungar move. This corresponds
to the pop-stack sorting map Pop: S, — S,, which maps a permutation through the so-called pop-stack
data structure in a right-greedy manner.

Ungar moves were first studied by Ungar [I1] to answer the question posed by Scott [§], of the minimum
number of distinct slopes formed by the lines connecting each pair of points within a set of (not all collinear)
n distinct points in a plane. To this end, Ungar proved the following bounds on the number of Ungar moves
necessary to transform the permutation n(n — 1) ---1 into the identity.

Theorem 1.1. ([11l]) Consider any integer n > 4.
(a) At most n — 1 mazimal Ungar moves suffice to send any permutation to the identity.

(b) Consider a sequence of Ungar moves which send n(n —1)---1 to 12---n. Given that the first move in
this sequence is nontrivial and not mazimal, the total number of moves in the sequence must be at least
n if n is even, and at least n — 1 if n is odd.

In [3], Defant and Li studied the Ungar moves in a probabilistic setting by introducing random Ungar
moves, defined as follows. Fix p € (0,1]. Then, given any o € S,,, select T' C Des(o) by choosing any element
of Des(o) with independent probability p. The random Ungar move is now the Ungar move associated with 7T'.
In particular, note that any nontrivial Ungar move decreases the number of inversions, and hence repeatedly
applying any sequence of nontrivial Ungar moves to any permutation will eventually reduce it to the identity.
Motivated by this, Defant and Li raised the question of the expected number of random Ungar moves that
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must be applied to the decreasing permutation n(n—1) ---1 until we reach the identity permutation 12-- - n.
To this end, they defined the Ungarian Markov chain on S,, (with parameter p) as the Markov chain whose
states are the elements of S,,, and transitions are given by the random Ungar moves [3]. They also defined
Ep(Sn) to be the expected number of steps for the permutation n(n —1)---1 to transition to the identity
12---n. In particular, they derived the following bound on &,(Sy):

Theorem 1.2 ([3], Theorem 1.9). For fized p € (0,1), we have that as n — oo,
8
n—1+o0,(1) <&(Sp) < ];nlogn + O,(n).

Defant and Li conjectured that for fixed p € (0,1), £,(S,,) is linear in n. The first main result of this
paper proves this conjecture.

Theorem 1.3. For fized p € (0,1), we have that as n — oo,

1+1—-p
p

£,(Sn) g( >n+0p(n).

1.1 Ungarian Markov Chains on Lattices

Throughout this article, we will assume all partially ordered sets (posets) to be finite. A lattice L is a poset
such that any two elements x,y € L have a greatest lower bound, denoted with z Ay and called their “meet,”
and a lowest upper bound, denoted with  V y and called their “join.” In [3] Defant and Li noted that by
considering S,, under the right weak order, the definition of the Ungar move generalizes readily to any lattice.
In particular, for any y € L, define covy(y) = {x € L : < y} to be the set of elements that y covers in L.
Then picking a subset T' C Des(o) and swapping all the selected descents is equivalent to picking a subset
T C covg, (0) and sending o — A({c}UT).

In this manner Defant and Li generalized the definition of random Ungar moves and the Ungarian
Markov chain as follows.

Definition 1.4. Fix some p € (0, 1] and a lattice L. For any element « € L, a random Ungar move on x is
an operation that picks a subset T' C covy, (z), where each element is included with independent probability
p, and then maps z — A({z} UT). Moreover, the Ungarian Markov chain on L is defined as the Markov
chain with state space L, satisfying that for all z,y € L, the transition probability of x — y is given by

P(z —y) = Z plTI(1 — pyleove@I=IT1,
TCcovr(x)

A{z}uT)=y

It is well-known that every finite lattice L has a minimal element 0 and a maximal element 1. Evidently
from any state in the Ungarian Markov chain on a lattice L, we may reach 0 in a finite number of steps (i.e.,
the Markov chain is absorbing). Hence we may generally define £,(L) to be the expected number of steps
until 1 transitions to 0 in the Ungarian Markov chain.

In [3], outside of investigating the Ungarian Markov chain on S,,, Defant and Li mainly considered one
other class of lattices; the c-Cambrian lattices associated to a Coxeter element c of a finite Coxeter group W,
that Reading first introduced in [5], [6]. For the Coxeter groups A,, B,, and D,,, they proved using lattice-
theoretic techniques and results from the well-studied last-passage percolation with geometric weights process
that for fixed p € (0,1), if an element ¢, was picked from every A, then &,(Camb,, ) would be bounded
above by a linear function in n (with identical results holding for B,, and D,,). They also investigated the
special case of the nth Tamari lattice Tam,, (to be formally defined in Section 7 first introduced by Dov
Tamari in [I0], which can be understood as a Cambrian lattice of type A, _1. To introduce their results
on &,(Tam,), let (,(n) be the probability that the maximum of n independent geometric random variables,



1.2 Acknowledgements 2 PRELIMINARIES

each with expected value 1/p, is attained uniquely. In [2], Bruss and O’Cinneide proved that if we define

1t (g = [P ket = p)te P p <
p(x)i 0 else

then lim, o (p(n) — Tp(n) = 0. Now, let ¢, = liminf, . (p(n) and ¢ = limsup,,_,, (y(n). Note that
T,(1—p)x) =T,(x) for all z > 0, so thus

¢H = max Y,(z)

p 0<w<1
~ = min Y > p(1 —p)eP™ L.
G = gmin, Vo) = (1 = p)e

Defant and Li established the following bound on &,(Tamy,,):
Theorem 1.5 (3], Theorem 1.21). For fized p € (0,1), we have that

,(Tam,) < ;‘;(\/cp—(l G- cp)nw(n).

Defant and Li also presented the question of establishing any nontrivial lower bound on &,(Tam,,). The

second main result of this document establishes the following bound on &,(Tam,, ), which notably for fixed
: 1—0(1)
pisn .

c 2
Theorem 1.6. There exists absolute constants c1,co > 0 such that for all n > e 2/ ,

n
gP(Tam”> = ec1(loglogn)3 *

The paper is now organized as follows. Section [2] presents introductory material on statistics and well-
known Markov processes (notably, the multicorner growth Totally Asymmetric Exclusion Process) that will
be used to prove Theorems and Section [3] proves Theorem Section [4] presents an interpretation
of Tam,, that will be used to prove Theorem Section [5] proves Theorem
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2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, the sequence ci,co,... denotes a sequence of positive, absolute, effectively com-
putable constants. Moreover, any implied constants are assumed to be positive and absolute, unless otherwise
indicated. Implied constants that are not absolute are indicated by subscripts denoting the dependence.

2.1 Background on Posets

For further reference, see [9].

Let P be a poset. A subposet of P is a poset P’ C P, such that for any z,y € P’, we have that z < y
in P’ if and only if x < y in P. For any z,y € P, we say that x covers y (which we denote using y < x) if
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x > y and there does not exist a z € P such that > z > y. The Hasse diagram of a poset P is a drawing,
where the vertices are the elements of P, and for any two x,y € P, if y <z, then the corresponding vertex of
2 is connected to the corresponding vertex of y via an edge and x is drawn higher (vertically) than y. Now,
a chain of P is a subset C such that all its elements are comparable; such a chain is mazimal if there does
not exist another chain C’ for which C C C’. The length of such a chain C is |C| — 1. Finally, a graded poset
is a poset where all maximal chains are of the same length.

2.2 Probabilistic Background

In this section we will prove two useful probability lemmas that will be used in the proofs of Theorem [I.3]
and These two lemmas will all follow from standard applications of well-known results in statistics (e.g.,
the Markov bound, Chernoff bounds, random walk theory).

2.2.1 Sum of Geometric Variables

Throughout the proof of Theorem we will often use the following tail bounds on a sum of independent
geometric random variables. Note that throughout this paper we will assume all geometric random variables
to take on positive integer values.

Lemma 2.1. Fiz ap € (0,1]. Let G1,Ga,...,Gy be independent geometric random variables with parameter
p. Then for all t > 0, we have that

i k k S - a k k E— -
]P’(ZGi>p+t p3> <e wraVplE and P(ZGi<p—t p3) <e 22Volk,
i=1 i=1

Proof. We only prove the first bound, as the proof for the other bound is analogous. Extend G1, G, ... to
an infinite sequence. Let

B — 1 i=37", Gj for some m
0 else.

Then evidently each B; is given by an independent Bernoulli variable with parameter p. Let p = k+t\/k/p
and § = —LY*_. note that (1 = &) = k. We thus have that by a Chernoff bound,

1+t/Vkp’
e

k
P ZGi>E+t LS S Bi<k)<e 2= mRii
i=1 p p3 i=1

as desired. O

2.2.2 Random Walks on Z

Consider an infinite sequence X1, Xs, ... of i.i.d. random variables in Z, where
x |1 probability 3
’ —1 probability %
The simple random walk on Z is defined as the infinite sequence of random variables S7, So, ... where

Sn = X1+ -+ X,,. The hitting time of any nonzero integer m is the random variable 7,,, denoting the
smallest ¢ € Z* for which S; = m. Note that 7, is a sum of m i.i.d. copies of 71 for all positive integers
m (and by symmetry, 7, = T_,); just consider the random variable denoting the number of steps between
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when S; is first £ and S; is first £k + 1 for all 0 < k < m — 1. Now, it is well known that the generating
function E[z™] of 7y satisfies

1—+v1—22

z

E[z"] =) P(r =n)z" =
i=0

In particular, by elementary calculus we may find that (71)”(5421) = O(n~%/?). Using the information
above, we may derive the following bound.

Lemma 2.2. There exists an absolute constant cs such that for all positive integers n and reals ¢ > 0,
P(1,, >n?)>1— ecam/n

Proof. By the above, we have that there exists an absolute constant ¢4 such that
P(r =2n —1) > eyn™/2,

Thus, there exists an absolute constant c3 such that

P(r, > n?) >

c3
n
Now, for every absolute constant ¢ € (0, 1], note that there exists an absolute constant ¢’ such that for all
x €10,¢, e=¢? <1— g < e *. Adjusting ¢z, we find that for all n > 1,

P(r < n?) <e /™,
Now, recall that 7,,, may be viewed as a sum of m i.i.d. copies of 7y. Thus we have that

P(1, < n?) < P(r < n?)™ < e"em/m

hence
P(7,, > n2) >1-— e_c?’m/”,
as desired. O]

Now, fix some parameter ¢ € (0,1/2]. Consider an infinite sequence Y7,Y53, ... of i.i.d. random variables
in Z, where

1 probability ¢
Yi=40 probability 1 — 2¢
—1 probability q.

The lazy simple random walk on Z with parameter ¢ is defined as the infinite sequence of random
variables T1,T5, ... where T,, = Y7 + -+ -+ Y,,. We may again define the hitting time of any nonzero integer
m as the random variable 7/, denoting the smallest ¢ € Z*, for which T} = m. The following corollary will
be useful in the proof of Theorem [T.6]
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Corollary 2.3. There exists an absolute constant c3 such that for all positive integers m and integersn > 1,
P(r}, > n?)>1- e—cam/n

Proof. Let 7%, be the number of indices ¢ between 1 and 7, inclusive for which 7; # 0. Then evidently

* Ll

77, < 7! ., and moreover 7%, shares the same distribution as 7,, (essentially 7%, “ignores” the T; equal to 0 in

calculating the hitting time.) Hence, we have that
P(Tyln > n2) > P(T; > nz) >1-— e_c?’m/",

as desired. O

2.3 Ungarian Markov Chains on Posets of Order Ideals

For any lattice L and element 2 € L, we let Tr(x) be the random variable denoting the number of steps
elapsed in the Ungarian Markov chain of L until x has transitioned into 0. We also write Ty, (1) = T/(L). We
also define &y, (z) = E(Ty(z)). Note that by definition, £,(1) = &,(L).

Now, consider any poset P. An order ideal of P is a subset I C P such that for any x,y € P for which
x >y, we have that x € I implies y € I. We establish a partial order on the order ideals by stating that
I < Jif I C J; under this partial order, the order ideals of a poset P form a (distributive) lattice, which we
will denote as J(P).

Now, consider any order ideal I of a poset P. Evidently cov;(py(I) is precisely the set of order ideals .J
that are obtained by removing a maximal element of I. Hence, we may reformulate £,(J(P)) as the Markov
chain with state space J(P), that given any I € J(P) deletes a randomly selected subset of the maximal
elements of I. In particular, for any « € P, let G, be the random variable denoting the number of steps in
which x remains the maximal element of P. Note that G, is evidently given by a geometric random variable
with parameter p. Now, define MC(P) to be the set of maximal chains of P. Note that when we run the
Ungarian Markov chain on J(P), any maximal chain C' € MC(P) containing the last maximal element to
be removed from the order ideal satisfies T'(J(P)) = >, .~ G». Hence,

T(J(P)) = max ZG

CEMO(P) 4

This interpretation reformulates the Ungarian Markov chain on J(P) as the well-studied last-passage perco-
lation with geometric weights random process. In particular, under this formulation we readily retrieve the
following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. For any order ideal J' € J(P) and any t >0, P(T;py(J') > t) <P(T(J(P)) > t).

Proof. Interpret J' C J(P) as a subposet P’ of P. Then evidently the subposet {z € J(P): z < J'} of J(P)
is isomorphic to J(P’) as posets. Now, note that every maximal chain of P’ is contained within a maximal
chain of P, so thus simulating J(P) using the geometric random variables G, and simulating J(P’) as a
subposet of J(P), we obtain that

Typy(J) =T(I(P))

= max E Gy
ceMC(P’
€ ( )xeC
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From this, we readily obtain that for all ¢ > 0,
P(Typy(J) > t) <P(T(J(P)) > 1),
as desired. 0

Now, for any n,m € Z*, consider the poset R,, ,, defined as the product of a chain of length n and a chain
of length m. In this case, the last-passage percolation with geometric weights random process corresponds
to the multicorner growth Totally Asymmmetric Simple Exclusion Process (TASEP) with parameter p.
Loosely defined, this is a random sequence of Young diagrams {\g}, where \g = & is the empty set and
Ak+1 is constructed by adding in each external corner of A\; with independent probability p. Now, consider
the Hasse diagram of R, ,,; then note that the subset of elements that are not contained in the order
ideal, may be viewed as the subset of a Young diagram which evolves according to the multicorner growth
TASEP (specifically, the subset of the diagram within the first n rows and m columns). This correspondence
is illustrated more clearly in Figure [T} in particular, note that the subsets of the corresponding Young
diagrams outside of the first n rows and m columns do not influence the number of steps required for the
Young diagram to contain at least m elements in each of its first n rows (which is precisely T’y Rm,n)-) For
more information on the multicorner growth TASEP, see [7, Chapters 4, 5]. Now, an important ingredient
towards the proof of Theorem B will be the following convergence of the rescaled distributions of T;(g,, ),
taken from [7, Theorem 5.31] but originally appearing as [4, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 2.5. Consider any 0 < p < 1. For any x,y > 0, define

Qp(2,y) = %(w+y+ 2¢/(1 —p)zy),
_ 1/
molery) = S (e T =) (v + VT =P,

p
Now, let {my}32, and {ny}32, be sequences of positive integers, satisfying that

lim myg = lim ng = oo,
k—o00 k—o00

m m
0 < liminf — < limsup—k < 00.

k—oo Nk k—oo Nk
Then we have that
tim p( L Emend)) = Op(mesm) ) g L a2 o302,
ko0 Mp (ks k) - 32mt3/2

Note that in the original statement, the right hand side is given by the Tracy-Widom Distribution Fs(z).
The above slightly modified statement may be obtained by applying [I, Equation 25].

3 Proof of Theorem [1.3

Next we will prove a more general version of Theorem [I.3] Note that the ideas in the following proof are
modeled after Ungar’s argument in [I1].

Theorem 3.1. For any o € Sy,

1+/1—-p
p

Es, (0) < < )n + 0p(n).

Consider any integer 1 < k < n —1. Let t; , = t; be the random variable denoting the number of steps
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Figure 1: An example of an order ideal of R34 and a corresponding Young diagram.
The indigo dots form the order ideal, while the red dots display the Young diagram.
Note that the Young diagram may extend beyond the 3 x 4 box of dots forming Rj 4,
but the growth of the Young diagram in this region does not influence the evolution of
the corresponding order ideal.

until all the elements < k in the current permutation are left of all the elements > k. Our key claim is as
follows.

Claim 3.2. For allt > 0, we have that
Pty > t) <P(T(J(Rin—k)) > t).

Proof. For any permutation o € S,,, let m;(c) be the NE (North-East) path of length n, considered as the
string made when we replace any element z < k in ¢ with “N” and any element y > k in ¢ with “E.” Note
that we may associate each such path with an element of J(Rk,,—x) by taking the set of unit squares lying
to the left of the path.

Now, we in fact prove the strengthened claim that for all o € S,,,

Pty > t) <P(Ty(r, ,,_y)(mK(0)) > 1).

Note that this is indeed stronger than the original claim by Corollary We prove this by induction
on the number of inversions of the permutation, and on ¢. The claim is trivial for any permutation already
satisfying that the elements z < k are all left of the elements y > k. Now consider any permutation o for
which the claim has been proven for all permutations of smaller Coxeter length. Note that any consecutive
pair of elements (z,y) with > k and y < k forms a descent, whilst any consecutive pair of elements (z,y)
with z < k and y > k does not form a descent. Call all such former pairs critical. Now, for any subset S’ of
the set of critical pairs S, let og: be the permutation achieved when only the pairs in S” are swapped in o.
Also let © = mi(0), xgr = mx(0s/), and z,» = 7 (0’) for any permutation ¢’. Then, by the above properties
it is clear that

1. The elements that x can transition to are precisely the xg for the subsets S’ C S.

2. The probability that o transitions in the Ungarian Markov chain of S, to a permutation ¢’, for which
the subset of critical pairs swapped is precisely S’, is precisely the same as the probability that x
transitions to g in J(Ry pn—k)-

3. For any o’ satisfying that the subset of critical pairs swapped is precisely S’, we have that z, <
Toy, in J(Rgn—k). Hence, by Corollary we have that for all ¢ > 0, P(Ty(g, ,_,)(zs) > 1) <
P(TJ(Rkt,ﬂ,—k)(xo-S/) > t)'

Also, clearly the probability that o transitions to itself is at most the probability that x transitions to itself.
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Now, note that the claim is trivial for ¢ = 0. For any permutation o', let Q.+ be the set of permutations
that ¢’ can transition to. For ¢ > 0, we now have:

Pty >t) =Plo > o)Pt >t -1+ > > Plo—01)P(tpe, 2t—1)
o#£S'CS oleQUS/

<P(@ = 2)P(Tyr,, o(m(0) Zt=1)+ > D> Plo—=o)P(Tyn,, »(we)>t-1)
@#S'CS 01€Qoq g,

< P(SC - z)P(TJ(Rk,7L7k)(7Tk(U)) t— 1 Z Z U - 01 (TJ(Rk,n—k)(xUs/) >t— 1)
@#S/CS Ulng

=Pz = 2)P(Tyn,,_)(m(0) 2t =1+ > Plo = 0s)P(Tyr,, ) (Toy,) >t —1)

@#S'CS
=Pz = 2)P(Tyn,,_(m(0) 2t =1+ > Pl —z5)P(Typ,, ) (Tey) >t —1)
@#S'CS
= P(TJ(Rk,n—k)(x) 2 t)
This thus proves the inductive step and hence the claim. O

We now return to the original problem. Consider any odd m € Z*, and for all integers ¢ let ay . =

[%-\ Assume n > 2m; then evidently for each 1 < k < n — 1 there exists a unique integer 1 < ¢ < m

such that
Gn,m,c—1 + 1 é k S Gn,m,c-
For all k within the range above, we thus have

B(ty, > t) < P(T(J(Rinr)) > 1)

P
P(T(J (Rap e tnmm—ei1))) = 1),

IN

as evidently J(Rpy ) is a subposet of J(Ra,, .. ..an mom-—ci1)-
Now, fix m and p, and recall the definitions of ®, and 7, from Theorem 2.5} For m and p fixed, we have

that 9, (an,m.c, Gnm,m—ct1) = Om p(n 1/3) Also, by elementary calculus we may find that @, (an m,c, Gn m,m—ct1)

is maximized when ¢ = m+1 . Hence, let A be the event that

te > Dy m, (m+1)/2> Gnym, (mt1)/2) + V1

Then, by Theorem 2.5 we find that for all sufficiently large n, there exists constants cs, ¢, possibly dependent
on p, m such that:

Hence, by the union bound,

( U A; ) < cyn¥/deeon'? (1)

Now, let A = U;L;ll A;, and let B be the event that Ts, (o) > n?/p. Evidently, if it is true that for all
1 < k < n—1, the elements less than or equal to k are all left of the elements greater than k, then the current
permutation must be the identity. Hence, —A implies that Ts, () < ®p(an,m,(m+1)/25 Gnm,(m+1)/2) + V7,
and thus for all sufficiently large n, B C A. To estimate the contribution of B to &,(S,), we now use the



4 BACKGROUND ON TAMARI LATTICES

following lemma, first proved in [3].

Lemma 3.3 (|3]). We have that
B(B)E(Ts, ()| B) = O(npe " 7/%).

Proof. Recall that S, is a graded poset, where every maximal chain is of length (Z) +1< %2 Hence, any
chain from o to the identity permutation has less than %2 elements. Each step, the probability that we
transition to a strictly lower element in the lattice is at least p, so we evidently have that T, (o) < Zz(i)l G,
where each G; is an independent geometric random variable with parameter p. Thus, applying Lemma [2.1

we find that

o0

P(B)E(Ts, (0)|B)= Y mP(Ts,(0)=m)
m=[n?/p|+1

< ) (m+1DP(Ts,(0) > m)
m=[n2/p)

Z (m + 1)e~(@p/m)(m—n?/2p)*

m=[n?/p|

IN

oo

Z (m + 1)e”"?/2
m=[n?/p|

= 0y(n*e™™/?),

IN

as desired. ]

Applying Lemma [3.3] and Equation [I] we now find that for all sufficiently large n,
&s,(0) = P(-A)E(Ts, (0)[-A) + P(A - B)E(Ts, (0)|A — B) + P(B)E(Ts, (0)|B)

2
—cent/ n _
< By (@, (m41)/2: T (s 1)/2) + V7 + csn?/ e eon <p> +Op(n2e™"/?)
= (Pp(an,m,(m+1)/2a an,m,(m+1)/2) + Op,m(n)

_ (1 + 1@) (n(m+ 1)) + opm(n).

p m

The above statement is true for all odd m € Z™, so

1+I—p
p

o) < ( Jr-toutn)

as desired.

4 Background on Tamari Lattices

A rooted tree is a (graph-theoretic) tree where we specify one vertex to be the “root.” Within a rooted tree,
we may naturally assign an orientation to each of the edges by having them point “away” from the root; if
two vertices v, w are connected by an edge pointing towards w, then we say v to be the parent of w, and
w to be the child of v. If a vertex has no children, then we call it a leaf. An ordered tree is a rooted tree
where we also specify an ordering of the children. We may view ordered trees as trees that we may draw on

10
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a plane, such that each parent is “higher” than their child, and the ordering of the children of each vertex
from left to right is precisely the ordering we have defined. Hence ordered trees are also called plane trees.

A forest is a disjoint union of trees. An ordered forest is a forest equipped with an ordering on each tree,
along with an ordering on the trees of the forest. The preorder traversal of an ordered forest on n vertices
is a labeling of the vertices from 1 to n, iteratively assigned as follows.

1. We assign the label 1 to the root of the leftmost tree.
2. If the label i was just assigned to a non-leaf vertex, we next assign ¢ + 1 to its leftmost child.

3. If the label j was just assigned to a leaf vertex, and i is the largest index less than j which has at least
one still-unlabeled child, then we label the leftmost unlabeled child of 7 with the label j + 1.

4. If after assigning the label 7, all vertices in the tree containing vertex i are labelled, then we next assign
i+ 1 to the root of the tree immediately right of the tree containing vertex 1.

Note that throughout the rest of the paper, we will label the vertices of a forest using the preorder traversal
labeling, and we will identify each vertex with its label.

1

Figure 2: An example of a forest in Tamis. The labels in the diagram are given by the
preorder traversal.

We now define a poset on the ordered forests on n vertices, that we later prove to be isomorphic to
Tam,,. To do so we first define an operation on vertices of an ordered forest as follows.

Definition 4.1. Consider any ordered forest F', and a vertex v of F. If v has a parent, denote it with w.
An operation on v maps F' to a new ordered forest, defined as follows.

1. If v is a leaf, the operation maps F' to itself.
2. Assume v is not a leaf. Let the rightmost child of v be v’.
(a) If w exists, delete the edge from v — ¢/, and draw a new edge from w — o', such that v’ is
immediately right of v as a child of w.
(b) If w does not exist, delete the edge from v — v’. v’ and its descendants hence form a new tree

within the forest immediately right of the tree containing v.

Note that the preorder traversal labeling is preserved under any operation, and hence any Ungar move.
Notably, when the Ungarian Markov chain is run on Tam,, starting at 1, the labels of the vertices of the
forest F} produced after any number of steps is not dependent on the random Ungar moves beforehand, but
are always given by the preorder traversal labeling of F;.

We now define the poset structure on the ordered forests on n vertices as follows.

Definition 4.2. Given any two ordered forests F, F’ on n vertices, say that F' < F' if we may obtain F by
starting with F’ and operating on any one of its vertices.

11



4 BACKGROUND ON TAMARI LATTICES

Figure 3: The tree on the left is labelled via the preorder traversal. The middle tree
is obtained by operating on vertex 2 of the left tree, and the right tree is obtained
by operating on vertex 1 of the left tree. Note that the preorder traversal labeling is
preserved in both operations.

Note that every operation on a non-leaf vertex decreases the number of descendants of that vertex, and
leaves the number of descendants every other vertex has unchanged. Hence this covering relation indeed
defines a partial order. We now prove that this poset is isomorphic to Tam,,, and characterize its random
Ungar moves.

Theorem 4.3. The poset defined on the set of ordered forests on n vertices via the partial order defined in
Definition[{.2 is isomorphic to Tam,,. Moreover, consider any forest F within this poset, and fix a probability
p € (0,1]. For every vertex of F, select it with independent probability p. Then a random Ungar move on
F operates successively on each selected vertex of F', going in order of smallest to largest index under the
preorder traversal.

Note that throughout the rest of the paper, we will write that during a given Ungar move, a vertex v
receives an operation or is operated on if an Ungar move is applied to the given forest and v is one of the
vertices selected in said move.

To prove Theorem[4.3] we introduce an alternative formulation of the nth Tamari lattice, first introduced
in [5]. Call a permutation o € S,, 312-avoiding if there do not exist indices 1 < i1 < i3 < i3 < n such that
o(i1) > o(iz) > o(iz). Consider S, as a lattice under the right weak order, and let Av,(312) denote the
sublattice of S,, consisting of the 312-avoiding permutations. Then Av,,(312) with the given poset structure
is isomorphic to the nth Tamari lattice as a poset. Moreover, to describe the random Ungar moves on
Av,,(312), Defant and Li defined in [3] the following projection operator m : S, — Av,(312). Given any
permutation o € Sy, if there exist indices 4, j such that i +1 < j and o(i+ 1) < o(j) < o(¢) we can perform
an allowable swap by swapping the entries of o (i) and o(i+1). Then 7| sends ¢ to the permutation obtained
by starting at ¢ and repeatedly applying allowable swaps until no more can be performed. Now, as shown
in [3, Section 8|, applying a random Ungar move to o within Av,(312) is equivalent to applying a random
Ungar move to ¢ within S,,, then applying the 7 operator.

Proof of Theorem[].3 We first construct a bijection between the 312-avoiding permutations and the ordered
forests on n vertices. Given a 312-avoiding permutation o, consider its plot; that is, the set of points
pi = (i,0(i)) in R%. Given any two integers i, j € [n] with i < j, connect the points p; and p; by an edge
going from p; to p; if

e (i) > o0(j), and
e no points in the plot (other than p;, p; themselves) are contained within the rectangle [z, j] x [0(3), o(5)].

Note that o being 312-avoiding implies that the graph with vertices p; and edges defined above is indeed
a forest. Now, correspond to o a plane forest with vertices denoted q,...,q,, satisfying the following
properties:

12



4 BACKGROUND ON TAMARI LATTICES

e vertices ¢;,q; are connected by an edge if and only if p;, p; are connected by a (directed) edge;

e if for any integers i, j € [n] satisfying i < j, the vertices ¢;,q; are connected by an edge, then g; is
vertically underneath g; in the plane;

e if for any three integers 4,4,k € [n] satisfying ¢ < j < k, the pairs ¢;, ¢x and g;, g, are connected by
edges, then the vertex g¢; lies to the left of the vertex g;.

Evidently such a plane forest is unique (up to isomorphism on ordered forests), and one can inductively
construct a 312-avoiding permutation in S,, that corresponds to any given ordered forest on n vertices.
Hence, this correspondence bijects the 312-avoiding permutations in .S, and the plane forests on n vertices.
Figure[d] demonstrates one example of such a 312-avoiding permutation and the corresponding ordered forest.

yZ
g6
D5

b2

g3
p1 qs

Y%
a1 q2 qa

De

Figure 4: On the left is the plot of the permutation o = 342651 € Sg, with edges drawn
between the vertices of the plot as described above. On the right is the corresponding
ordered forest. Note that the vertex ¢; does not generally have the label i under the
preorder traversal.

Now, consider any integer ¢ € [n] such that ¢; is not a leaf, and suppose j € [n] satisfies that ¢; is the
rightmost child of ¢;. Then by the bijection above, we have that j must be equal to i —1 for the corresponding
permutation to be 312-avoiding, and applying an operation at g; corresponds to swapping the descent ¢ — 1
and then applying the 7| operator. Hence the given bijection respects the covering relations on the two
posets, and is hence a poset isomorphism. Moreover, this implies that for any o € Av,(312) corresponding
to a forest F' on n vertices, applying a random Ungar move to o in Av,(312) corresponds to selecting each
vertex of ' with probability p, and then operating on the vertices in the order given by the preorder traversal
of F. Hence the theorem is proved. O

Throughout the rest of the paper, we will use the following properties of the aforementioned operations
and preorder traversal labelings, all of which may be readily checked.

Proposition 4.4. The preorder traversal labeling satisfies the following properties.
o The labels of a vertex and its descendants form a contiguous subset of [n].

o Consider any two vertices v < w, and consider a sequence of Ungar moves applied to 1 € Tam,,. For
every vertex i, let h; be the index of the first move in which i receives an operation. If h, > h, and
hy > h; for alli € v+ 1,w — 1], then w will become a child of v after h,, moves.

e For any m € [n], let G be the induced subgraph of the current state (interpreted as a graph-theoretic
forest) formed by the vertices in [m,n]. Then, given any other G’ € Tam,_,, 11, the probability that
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5 PROOF OF THEOREM]I.6

the current state transitions to a new state with G' as the subgraph formed by the vertices [m,n], is
precisely the probability that G transitions to G’ in the Ungarian Markov chain on Tam, 1. In
particular, this probability is independent of the current state.

5 Proof of Theorem [1.6

The proof of Theorem [I.6] is organized as follows. We will first present several definitions that will be used
repeatedly throughout the proof. The bulk of the proof of Theorem [I.6] will be dedicated to proving Theorem
and Lemma [5.8, We will spend Section [5.1] proving Lemma and in Section [5.2] we will return to
prove Theorem [5.7] and Theorem

Now, as discussed in Section [ identify the vertices of any forest in Tam,, with its labels under the
reverse preorder traversal labeling. The proof of Theorem [I.6] will require us to simulate the Ungarian
Markov chain using a specific algorithm that will be fully defined in Lemma However, this algorithm
will simulate the first operation on every vertex as follows. For all i € [n], define g; to be a geometric random
variable of parameter p that takes on positive integer values. Then do not operate on vertex ¢ for the first
gi — 1 steps, and operate on vertex i on the g step. Now, given any subinterval I = [i, j] C [n] and positive
integer m, let Er ,, be the event that g; = m and g, < m for all I € [i + 1, j].

Definition 5.1. A two-rowed array A = {al a2 al] is n-childlike if:

bl b2 bl

for all ¢ € [1], a;,b; € [n],
® a1 = 1,

en<ay>...>a =2, and

by > by > b3 > by >--- 2> by
The following random array will keep track of (a large subset of) the children of vertex 1.

Definition 5.2. Simulate the first operation on every vertex using the algorithm described above. Then

J= [ 9 7 % the random array defined as follows.
by by - b
® ] = 1.

e ay is the largest j satisfying g; = max(g; : ¢ € [2,n]).

e For ¢ > 2, q; is inductively defined as the largest j satisfying g; = max(g; : | € [2,a,-1 — 1]). In
particular, we terminate the sequence at a; = 2.

e Foralli € [l], b; = g;.

Observe that J is completely determined by the values of the terms g;. Moreover, note that if g1 > g2,
then J is n-childlike.

Definition 5.3. Given an n-childlike array A, define F4 to be the event that J = A.

Suppose we simulate the first operation on every vertex using the algorithm described above. Then,
after g1 — 1 steps, Proposition [£.4] implies that conditioned on E4, the current state is a tree with vertex 1
as its root and with vertices ao, ..., a; all as children of vertex 1.

Definition 5.4. Given any decreasing subsequence I = {ay,...,a;} of integers in [n], its n-summary is the
subsequence I" = {a;,,...,a;, } chosen inductively as follows:

14



5.1 Proof of Lemmal5.§ 5 PROOF OF THEOREM]I.6

e we set a;, = ay;

@ij—1

e for each j > 1, pick a;; to be the smallest integer which corresponds to a vertex and satisfies a;; > Tog -

If no such vertex exists, the subsequence ends.

ai e a]

Definition 5.5. Given any n-childlike array A = [b b
Lo b

}, let {a;,,...,a;,} be the n-summary of

_ ar @i, Qi - a,

{aa,...a;}. Then the n-summary of A is the subarray A’ = { o T .
b1 by, by, o by,

a’l e al

Definition 5.6. A two-rowed array A = [b b
Lo by

} is n-good if it is m-childlike, and its m-summary

ar Qi Gip o G4y,

A =
by by, by, - by,

] satisfies that a;, > % and a;, < (log n)3.

Intuitively, J being n-good is a length condition that ensures the Ungarian Markov chain on Tam,, does
not terminate too quickly.
Note that, by definition, a;,,, < IZ;kn for all positive integers k. Since a;; < n, this implies that
' < 15 lcl’g" . Moreover by the bound a;, ,, > lai, we clearly have that I’ > ; 101’?;" — 4.
g logn ogn oglogn
Now, let T;, be the random variable denoting the number of steps when running the Ungarian Markov
chain on Tam,, starting at 1 until vertex 1 is disconnected from every other vertex. For an absolute constant

¢7 > 1 to be chosen later, define

z .
max <1, e(c7k>glogm)3) if x Z 16,

fz) =

1 else.
The main ingredient in our proof of Theorem is the following theorem.

Theorem 5.7. For all positive integers n,m,

P(Tw = f(n) +m = 1Ep n)m) =

DN =

The proof of Theorem mainly relies on the following lemma, which we dedicate the next subsection
to proving.

Lemma 5.8. Consider any n-good array A whose bottom leftmost entry is m. Then

P(T,, > f(n)+m —1|E4) > 0.9 — 402(log log n)Qe*p‘/ﬁ.

5.1 Proof of Lemma 5.8

For any sequence a = {ay, ..., a,} of positive integers, let E, be the event that g; = «; for all . Call such
a sequence A-creating if E, implies E 4. We will instead prove that for all A-creating «,

P(T, > f(n) + a1 — 1|E,) > 0.9 — 402(log log n)2e~PV™.

This evidently implies the lemma above. Throughout the rest of the proof of Lemma [5.8] we will treat the
gi as fixed (rather than random) variables, as the result of conditioning on F,,.

We proceed by induction on n. Clearly, there exists an absolute constant cg > 1 such that for all
n < eecs/pz, f(n) = 1 and hence the theorem is trivial (in the proof that follows we will often adjust the
effective range of the theorem by adjusting cg to a new absolute constant; this will simultaneously be an

c 2
adjustment of ¢7). Henceforth assume n > e¢ s/
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5.1 Proof of Lemmal5.§ 5 PROOF OF THEOREM]I.6

ap a2

We now describe an algorithm for simulating the Ungarian Markov chain on Tam,,. Let A = { b b
1 02

and let A’ = Zi Z: Z: Z:;: be the n-summary of A. Recall that I’ > 101;1%;” — 4; adjust cg such
that 1o§ign — 4 > 402(loglogn)?. Now, we will simulate the Ungarian Markov chain on Tam,, as follows.

e As discussed before, for every i € [n], let g; be a geometric random variable of parameter p, taking on
positive integer values. Then, for every i € [n], let vertex i receive its first operation on the g;th step.

e Now, forall t € Z*, i € [2,n], let B;; and B, be independent Bernoulli random variables of parameter
p. Also, for all t € Z*, and even j € (402loglog n,402(loglog n)?], let C;; be an independent Bernoulli
random variable of parameter p.

—If2<i< i g 10 1o )2 then if ¢ < g;, operate on vertex i on the tth step if and only if t = g;.
Else, operate on vertex ¢ if and only if B;; = 1.

=I5 > Qi 105100n0 53V € [aj,a;_1 — 1] for some j € [2,440210g10gn] (here when j = 2, replace a;
with n + 1). Then on the tth step:

x if t < g;, then operate on i if and only if t = g;;

* else, if ¢ # a;, then operate on ¢ if and only if B; ; = 1;

* else, if vertex 1 is connected to vertex aj_; after ¢ — 1 steps, then operate on ¢ if and only if
B =1,

* else, operate on vertex i if and only if B} , = 1.

— Otherwise, suppose that i € [a,,,,a;,) for some even j € (402loglogn,402(loglogn)?]. Let Fj
denote the induced subgraph of the current state (interpreted as a graph-theoretic forest) formed
by the vertices in [a;;,,,a;,;). On the tth step,

x if ¢t < g;, then operate on ¢ if and only if ¢t = g;;
x else, if after t — 1 steps ¢ is the largest root of Fj’ that has at least one child, then operate on
vertex ¢ if and only if C;; = 1;
* else, operate on vertex i if and only if B; ; = 1.
e For every t € ZT, every i < i409 log logn, and every 402loglogn < j < 402(log log n)Q, let Dy, D;;, and

D;',t be independent Bernoulli random variables of parameter p. On the tth step, say i is the largest
index satisfying that vertex 1 is still connected to vertex a;. Then

if ¢ < g1, then operate on vertex 1 if and only if ¢t = gy;

— else, if ¢ < i40210g 10g n, then operate on vertex 1 if and only if D;, = 1;

else, if i € [aj,,,,a;,) for some even j € (402loglogn,402(loglogn)?], then operate on vertex 1 if
and only if D, = 1;

— else, operate on vertex 1 if and only if D; = 1.

One may readily verify that the algorithm above indeed simulates the Ungarian Markov chain.

Now, condition on E,. For all j € [], let t; be the random variable denoting the number of steps after
the g; — 1*" step until vertex 1 is no longer connected to vertex a;. Observe that ¢; > 1, and since vertex
1 may only be operated on at most once every step, the number of children it has can only decrease by at
most 1 every step. Hence t;11 —t; > 1 for every i € [2,1]. In particular, t;_ ..., > iloglogn > loglogn. We
now establish the following bound on ¢

1402 loglogn *

Lemma 5.9. There exists an absolute constant cg and an event Ay satisfying that

e Ay only depends on the random variables
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5.1 Proof of Lemmal5.§ 5 PROOF OF THEOREM]I.6

- Dj7t7 fOTj S i40210glogn andt € Z+, and

/ . .
— Byt and By, for § > iy 1105, andt € ZY;

e A; is contained in the event that

f(n/2e(log log n)? )
1402 loglogn = 1700¢0 y

t

e P(A;) >0.9.
Before proving Lemma we will first prove the following claim.

Lemma 5.10. There exists an absolute constant cio such that for every tiogiogn < ¢ < 140210glogn, there
exists an event E; satisfying that:

1. E; only depends on the random variables

® Djy, forj<iandteZb, and
e Bj; and B}, forj > a; and t € ZF;

2. E; is contained in the event that
. flai-1—a;
t; —t;—1 2 min (Clo(pti—l —Vtio1)?, % ;

3. we have that P(E;), conditioned on the values of

e Dj;, forj<i—1andteZ", and
e Bj; and B, for j > a;_1 andt € Z7,

is always at least 0.15.
Proof. Observe that t;_1 depends on the random variables
e Dj for j<i—1andteZ", and

e B;, and B/

Y4, for j > a; 1 and t € 7t

Now, condition on the values of the random variables above, and define the following events.

e Let E; 1 be the event that

gi+ti—a
> Bau = pltici+ 91— ga) = VEio1 + 91 — Ga,-
u:gai"l‘l

e Define 7y to be the smallest ¢ satisfying that

g1t+ti—1+t

Z Diw =By, u = "p(ti—l + 91— 9a,) — Vti-1+ 91— gall : (2)
u=g1+ti—1+1

If no such ¢ exists, define 79 = 7(p(ti—1 + g1 — ga,) — VEi—1 + 91 — Ja, ). Observe that since for all u,
Dj . — Bj,, , <1, such a t must exist if it is ever true that the LHS of exceeds or is equal to the
RHS. Now, for every positive real r, let E; 5, be the event that

70 > r(P(tio1 + 1 — 9a,) — Vo1 + 91 — ga,)*-
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e Let t; be the number of steps after the g,, — 1°° step until no vertex in [a; + 1,a,_1 — 1] is a child of
a;. Let E; 3 be the event that ¢} > f(a;—1 — a;).

e Given any state of Tam,,, let F; denote the induced subgraph of the current state (interpreted as a
graph-theoretic forest) formed by the vertices in [a;,a;—1 — 1]. Given any ¢ > g1, let j; be the random
variable denoting the label of the largest j satisfying that vertex j is a root of F; with at least one
child (if no such vertex exists set j; = a;). Moreover, let ug = 0, and let u; be the random variable
denoting the I*M smallest u satisfying D, ., = 1. Finally, let ¥} = w; — u;_1.

— Given any real 0 < v < 1, let E; 4, be the event that

g1tti—a

Z Bj, t > v2p(ti-1 + g1 — Ga,)-
t=ga,+1

— Let R = min(vy2p(ti—1 + g1 — ga;), @i—1 — a;). Then given any real 0 < y3 < 1, let E; 5 (4, +,) be
the event that

R
> Vi > wsR/p.

i=1

Note that all of the events above depend only on the random variables D;,, Bj;, and B}, where
j € lag,a;—1 — 1] and t € ZT, along with the variables we have already conditioned the values of. Now,
consider the intersection Fj ;. ., ,, of the events E; 1, Ej 2., E;3, Ej4.,, and Ej 5 (, 5,)- Suppose Ej 4, ~,
is true. First, note that if ¢; + g1 < t; 4+ ga,, then we claim that after ¢ steps the number of vertices in

[a;,a;—1 — 1] which are children of vertex 1 satisfies

¢
> Bau t<gi+tio,
- - =ga;+1
#{j € ai,a;—1 — 1] : j child of 1} > 1;11571 .
Y Buwt Y Diu—Bi. t>g+ti
U=ga,; +1 u=gi1+t;—1+1

Indeed, this is because the number of such children increases by 1 whenever vertex a; is operated on and has
at least one child (the latter of which is guaranteed if ¢; + g1 <t} 4 ¢a,), and the number of such children
decreases by 1 whenever vertex 1 is operated on whilst its rightmost child is a vertex in [a;,a;—1 — 1] (in
other words, ¢ > g1 +t;—1). Hence if E; 1 and E; 2, are both true, then we have that either ¢; + g1 > ¢} + ga,
or

ti—tic1 > 710 >7(p(tic1 + 91 — gas) — Vo1 + 91 — Ga;)*-

Now, if E; 5 is true, then

ti+g1 >t + ga,
ti —tic1 >t + ga, — g1 — tic1
= flai1 — ai) = (91 = ga,) — ti-1-
Moreover, suppose that after ¢;_1 + g1 steps, there exists a vertex in [a;, a;—1 — 1] that is not a child of vertex
1. If Ej 4,4, is true, then for all ¢ < t;_; + g1 such that B;, ; = 1, we have that the number of vertices in

[a;,a;—1 — 1] increases after the tth step. Hence, the number of vertices in [a;,a;—1 — 1] that are children of
vertex 1 after ¢;_1 + g; steps is at least R, and thus if E; 5 (,, ,,) is true, then t; —¢; 1 > y3R/p. Hence, we
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have that

V3(ai-1 — ai)>7

t; —t;—1 = max (min (V:ﬂz(til + 91— 9a:), »
min(r(p(ti—1 + g1 — Ga;) — Vti1 + 91 — ga;) % flai — ai—1) — (tim1 + 91 — ga)))

Thus, if E; ;. 1/4,1/4 is true, then noting that f(a; —a;—1) < a; — a;—1, we have that

i a; — Qi—
t; —t;i—1 > min <T(p(ti—1 01— ga) — Vi1 + 01— 9a)?, f(171))
2 min (T(pti—l — Vi), W)

Hence it now suffices to prove that for some absolute constant ci;; we have that P(Ei701171/471/4) > 0.15. To
do this, we bound the probabilities of the aforementioned events as follows.

1. By a Chernoff bound, we have that P(F; 1) > 1 —e 2.
2. Let Fu, = Dayugyt,, — B

aj,u—gi—ti—1

. Then note that each Fy, , is independent with probability
distribution

1 probability p(1 — p)
Fo,u =140 probability p? + (1 — p)?
—1  probability p(1 — p).

Thus the sequence {Fy, 1, Fo, 1 + Fa, 2, ..} defines a lazy simple random walk on Z with parameter
p(1 — p), and hence we may apply Corollary to obtain that

P(Ei727011) >1- 6763/\/@'

3. By induction, we have that P(E; 3) > 0.9 — 402(loglog n)2e PV",

4. Recall that for any i, t;_1 > loglogn > cs/p?. Hence, by a Chernoff bound (applied to the Bj, ;, given
the fixed value of ¢;_1), we have that P(F;,4,v) > 1 — e—(1=72)%es/2,

5. Observe that each Y; is an independent geometric variable of parameter p taking values in Z*, and
note that ¢;_1 and R are both independent from each Y;. Also note that since t;_1; > cs/pz, R >
min(y2cg/p,1). Thus, conditioning ¢;_; to be any possible fixed value (note it definitionally must be
> cg/p?), we find that by applying Lemma (and setting k = R, t = /Rp(1 — 73), we always have

P(Essompltio) 2 1 — e~ o000/ 2r=200=1)
>1— e~ R(1=73)*/27s

>1—e min(yz2cs/p,1)(1-73)% /273

Hence, we have that P(E;5.,.,) > 1 —€~ min(yz2¢s/p,1)(1-72)*/2% in general.

Finally, by a union bound we now find that
P(E;cpy1/41/4) > 1 — e"2 —e~s/Ver _ (0.1 + 402(log log n)26*p‘/ﬁ) — e 98/32 _ o= min(9cs/32,9/8)

Adjusting cg to be sufficiently large and c;; to be sufficiently small now gives us that P(E; ., 1/4,1/4) > 0.15,
as desired. O
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We also now prove a variant of Lemma for specific sequences of consecutive 7.
Lemma 5.11. For every loglogn < j < 402loglogn, there exists an event I satisfying that
e I only depends on the random variables
— Dy, foru<ijio andt € ZT, and
— By, and B{L,t’ foru>a;, ., andt e 77T ;

o I} is contained in the event that

. n/ki —n/kitl
t’ij+2 - tij Z 0.01 min (f( / 17 / )7010(ptij Y tZ])z)’

e we have that P(F}), conditioned on the values of

— Dyy, foru<i; andt € Z*, and
— By and By, foru>a;; andt € ZF;

is always at least 0.1.

Proof. For each a € R>¢, define

gj(a) = min <010(Ptz’j -V, 1(?)>

Note that for every i € [i; + 1,4;42], the event E; is contained in the event that
ti —ti1 > gj(ai—1 — a;).

Also note that for all nonnegative reals a,b, we have that g;(a) + g;(b) > gj(a + b). Now, for each i €
[1,4j12 — 5], let X; be the indicator function for E;,,,. Let F; be the event that

G2 —1;
Z g; (ai—i-ij—l — ai+ij)Xi Z 0.0lgj(aij - aij”).
i=1

We claim that F}; satisfies the desired properties. F} clearly only depends on the random variables described.
Now, condition on the values of the variables

e Dy, for u <i; and t € Z*, and
e By and By, 4, for u > a;; and t € 7+,

By Lemma [5.10| we know that conditioning on the variables above and on the variables
® Dyy,forij <u<i;+iandteZ", and

e By, and B, ,, for a;; > u > a;;1; and t € Z7,

always gives us that P(X;) > 0.15. In particular, P(X;|X1,... X;—1) > 0.15 for all ¢ € [1,4;42 — i;]. Hence,
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for every 0 < r < g = 0.15, we have by the Markov inequality that

Lj+2 7 G2 —1;
P( Z 95i(@iti;—1 — @igi;)(1 — (I—-r) Z 9j(aiti;—1 — az‘+ij)>

i=1 i=1

j42 =1
E[ Z 9i(@ivi;—1 — aivi;)(1 — Xz)]

i=1
- 1j42—1;
(1=7) D 9i(@iri;—1 — i)
i=1
j42 =1 i 42 =1
( E gj a7,+z -1 a”LJr’L )X < r E g; a7,+z]71 aerzJ))
=1 =1

lj42—1%;
(1—-q) ( Z i (Qiij—1 — Clz'+z'j)) .
1l —=q
ij+2—1; o 1—r

(I—7) § (@i, —1 — Qiyi;)

<

42 —1; 42 —1; qg—r
( > gilaivi o1 —aii )X > > giaigs, 1 — az’+ij)> > :

‘ 11—
=1 =1

Now, note that

G421

Z 9i(Qiti;—1 — Qiti;) = gj(ais ., — ai;).
i=1

Thus, setting » = 0.01 now evidently gives us that P(F;) > 0.14/0.99 > 0.1, as desired. Now, note that we
always have ¢; 1, —tiyi;—1 > g(@iyi;—1 — @itq;)X; (as this is trivial if X; = 0, and X; = 1 implies E;). Also,
since a;; > n/k?, a;,,, < a;,/k, and g is nondecreasing, we have that g(a;; — a;,,,) > g(n/k? —n/kIT1).
Thus, F} is contained in the event that

1542
> laioy —a;) > 001g(a, — az,,;) > gln/K —n/KT),
i=ij+1
as desired. O
We now prove Lemma [5.9]

Proof of Lemma[5-9 First, adjust cg to be at least 4. Then there exists an absolute constant ¢y such that
for all t > cg/p?,

0.01cio(pt — V)2 > cop®t®.

Also, fixing ¢y, adjust cs again such that cg > e/cg. Now, let N be the number of even j € (loglogn, <
402loglog n] for which F} is true. Let A; be the event that N > 2loglogn. We claim that A; satisfies the
desired properties. Evidently, A; only depends on the variables listed. We now bound P(A;). For each even
J € (loglogn, 402loglogn], let X 1_sfioglogn/2] Pe the indicator function of Fj. Also, suppose there are J
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such even j in total. Then N = Z;.Izl X, and by an analogous argument to that of Lemma :5.11 we find
that P(X,;|X,_1,...X1) > 0.1. Thus, for every 0 < r < ¢ = 0.1, we have by the Markov inequality that

J B, (1-X;
P30 x 2 (1) < Pl R

< 1-a
—1—r
1—gq

PN <rJ) <
(W< )_1—7"
q—r
P(N J) > .
(N >r )_177"

Observe that since J > 200loglogn, plugging in » = 0.01 gives us that P(A;) > 0.9, as desired. Now,
suppose A; is true. Let s; be the ith j for which F} is true. First, note that for all j < 402loglogn,
f(n/k] _ n/kj+1) > f(n/k402 loglogn __ n/k40210g10gn+1)

> f(n/2k40210g10gn) — f(n/2e(loglogn)2).

Hence, each F} is contained in the event that t;,, —t;, > min(f(n/2e(losl8 ")2)/1700, cop*t?). Now, recalling
that loglogn > cg/p? > e/cop?, we may find by induction that for all 4, ti,, > min( f(n/2e(°8108 n)* )/1700, €2 /cop?).
Thus, A7 is contained in the event that

t

1402 loglogn Z ti52 loglog n

2 (loglogn)2 92loglogn
> min <f(n/ © ) € )

1700 T cgp?
(log log n)?
> min f(n/2e ) 7 n
1700 cop?
- f(n/2e(loglogn)2)
- 1700¢q
as desired. O]

We now prove a bound on t;,,, —1t;,, for any even £ € (402 loglogn, 402(log log n)?]. Combined with the

initial bound on ¢;,,,,.,,.,,, given by Lemma this will give us the key bound on 7;, that will allow us to

prove Lemma 5.8

Lemma 5.12. For every real t > 0 and even £ with 4021loglogn < ¢ < 402(loglogn)?, there exists an event
Vi such that

1. Vy only depends on the random variables
® Djy, forall j,t,
o Dy, forj<(+2andteZt,
e Bj; and B}, forj > a;,,, and t € Z7,
o Cjy, for for j <{+2andteZ+.
2. A1 NV, is contained in the event that

S min(tiz,n/ke).

tot2 — Vg Z 4
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3. Conditioned on the random variables

o Djy, forall j,t,

o D}, forj<tlandtelZ,
e Bj; and B}, for j > a;, and t € Z7,

o Cjy, for for j <l andteZ",
(which determine t;, ), we have that P(Vy) > (1 — e Ptie/8)(1 — e~ mi“(ptil’”/ke)/m).

Proof. Suppose that after m — 1 steps, vertex 1 is still connected to vertex a;,. Then, on the mth step, an
operation on any child of 1 in [a;,,,, a;,) increases the number of children of vertex 1 in [a;,,,, a;,). Now,
let N be the number of children of 1 in [a,,_,, a;,) after t;, + g1 — 1 steps. We thus have

ti,+g1—1

N > min ( Z CZ+2,i7aig+2 - aiz)'

i=g1
Now, condition on the random variables
o D, for all j,t,

o D

" for j<landte€ 7T,

e Bj;and Bj,, for j > a;, and t € Z7,
o Cjy, forfor j <landteZ".

Let Fg , be the event that Z:Z;gl_l Cry2,i > 71pt;,. By a Chernoff bound, we have that for all y; <1,

tie+g171
P( Z Cry2,i < %ptu) < e~ (=)t /2.
=91
P(Ee~,) > 1— e (1=7)%ptiy /2
Now, let Xy = 0, and for ¢ > 0, let X; be the ith smallest index j > 0 such that D; =1. LetY; =

L,g1+ti,+3
X;—X,_1. Note that the sequence of {Y;}’s are distributed as a sequence of mutually independent geometric

random variables with parameter p. Thus, conditioning on g ; /2, we find that N > max(pt;, /2, a;,,, —a;,))-
Letting R = max(pt;,/2,a;,., — a;,)), we find that vertex 1 must receive at least R operations until it is
disconnected from all vertices in [a;,,,,a;,). Thus

R
tippa —tiy > Y Y.
i=1
R .
Now, let E7 ., be the event that ) ", Y; > v2R/p. Applying Lemma (b), we have that for all o <1,

R

2Rp(1—~9)2

IP<§ Y; <72R/p> <e T mo,
=1

_21?1)(1*72)2

P(E77’Y2) >1l—e "2
Now, let V; now be the intersection of the events that Eg /o and E7;,5. Then, we have P(V;) > (1 —
e P8 (1 —e” mi“(pt’”/kz)/lg) (where here we use that a;, —a;,,, > n/k’, as previously discussed). Moreover,

i — ti, > R/2p = max(t/4, (ai,,, — ai,)/2p)) > max(t;,,n/k")/4, so we
are done. O

Vp is contained in the event that ¢
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We now return to the proof of Lemma [5.8] Define A5 to be the intersection of the events V; across
all even indices 402loglogn < ¢ < 402(loglogn)?. Suppose A; N Ay is true. By Lemma we know
that for all ¢ > 402loglogn, t;, > f(n/2e(°8°6™)) /1700¢o. Thus, by induction, we have that for all even
4021oglogn < £ < 402(loglogn)?,

£—2[201loglog n]
2

4
n f(n/2e*02(oglog n)z) <5> 200(log log n)2)

t402(10g log n)? > min (46402(10g log )2’ 1700cq n

n f(n/26402(loglogn)2) (5)

ti, = min (46402(10g log n)?’ 1700¢q 4

4

oglogn)?
> min n f(n/26402(1 glogn) )644(10g log n)?
= 4e402(log log n)?’ 1700cq ’

Adjusting ¢7 (and hence cg) appropriately, we find that

n 2
- n f(n/2e402(log logn) )644(
4e402(loglogn)?”’ 1700c¢g

n
ecr(loglogn)3”

loglogn)2> > f(n) _
Hence, A; N As implies that
T, > t402(loglog n)? +g1 -1
> f(n)+g— 1L
Now it suffices to compute P(A; N Az). Condition on the random variables
® Djy, for j <isp2loglogn and t € ZT, and
o Bj;and B}, for j > Gi,gy,0010,, and t € Z7F.

Recall from Lemma that these variables determine A;. For any even ¢ € (402loglogn, 402(loglogn)?],
note that Vo201 10g10g 07, - - - » Vi all only depend on the random variables

o Dj,, for all j,t,
o Dj,, for j<(+2andteZT,

e Bj; and B/

Y for j > a;,, and t € ZT,

o Cjy, forfor j <{+2andteZ".

Hence with an appropriate adjustment of ¢y (to establish the last inequality), we have that

2
P(Vert : Vafaottoglogn s+ Vi) 2 (1= e PHa0ziostosn/S)(1 — ¢ min(ptaosogog /10051577 12)
— €

1—ePVn,

Y

Thus,
P(Ay]Ay) > 1 — 402(loglog n)2e~PV™,

By Lemma [5.9| we know P(A;) > 0.9. Hence P(A4; N As) > 0.9 — 402(loglog n)?e V™, as desired.

5.2 Proofs of Theorem Theorem [1.6
We now come back to prove Theorems [5.7] and [L.6]
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2 2
ec8/p ec8/p

Proof of Theorem[5.7 The statement is trivial for n < e . Henceforth assume n > e . Throughout

this proof, let £ =logn. We first claim the following.
Lemma 5.13. We have that

2
P( U EAIE[l,n],m> >1— —F—.
A sood loglogn

Proof. Simulate the Ungarian Markov chain using the algorithm from the proof of Lemma [5.8] and then

condition on Efy ) - It suffices to show that J = [21 22 Zl} is m-good with probability at least
1 02 !
1-— ﬁ. Now, given any i > 2, we claim that for all reals r € [0, 1],

a; —

ir1 — 1
IP’(GHQZr:ai>2>er.

Indeed, if we condition by fixing any value of a;, the probability that the ordered set {gz,...ga,—1} is equal
to any given a; — 2-tuple is equal to the probability {ga, ..., gs;—1} is equal to any permutation of that tuple,
and this property is not changed even if we condition on Ei ,),,. Because a;y1 is defined as the largest
index such that gq,,, = max(ga,...,gs;—1), We retrieve the inequality in the case of fixed a;; the inequality
above is retrieved from summing over all possible values of a;.

Observe that by analogous reasoning we have that

P<a2_12r>21—r.
n—1

ay Qi Giy o Ay,
b by by, - by,
a;;, > n/k with probability > 1 — 1/k, and (for a suitably large choice of cg) for each j satisfying that
a;; > k3, the probability that a;,,, exists (i.e. the summary has at least j 4+ 2 columns), conditioned on
the probability that a;, exists, is at least 1 — % Moreover, by definition, for all relevant j we have that

ai, ., < ai,/k, so thus the maximum index [ for which a;, > k3 satisfies | < 2log,(n) — 7. Hence by a union

Now let the n-summary of J be J' = { ] By the claim above we have that

bound we have that

21 -6
P(J is good) > 1 — %
1 2
- loglogn’
as desired. 0

Now, by definition, if for some n-good array Ef; ), and E4 are simultaneously true, then the bottom
leftmost entry of A is m. Hence, combining Lemma [5.8| and Lemma [5.13] and applying a union bound gives
us that

2

P(T, > f(n) +m —1: Ejy 3),m) > 0.9 — 402(log log n)2e PV — Togloan

Vv
)=

as desired.

We now prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[1.6 Simulate the Ungarian Markov chain on Tam,, using the algorithm described in the
proof of Lemma [5.8] For any i € [n], M € Z*, let A; s be the event that g; > M = max;.;(g;). Suppose
A; v is true. Then, by Proposition we have that the induced subgraph formed by the vertices [, n]
transitions as per the Ungarian Markov chain on Tam,, ;.. Hence,

gp(Tamn : AuM) > gp(TamnfiJrl : E[l,n7i+1],M)
> E[Th—it1: Ejpn—it1],m]

- fln—i+1) ’

- 2
where the colons denote conditioning, and the last inequality is by Theoremm Now, note that >3, P(A; )
is the probability that ¢; > ¢; for all j # ¢, which is precisely % (by symmetry). Thus,

Ep(Tamy,) > Y~ Y~ & (Tamy, : A; ) P(A; u1)

i=1 M=1

[n/2] oo
> M Z Z P(Ai )

i=1 M=1

=60 g ),

\%

This readily implies Theorem [I.6] as desired. O
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