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Abstract. The (preorder) traversal conjecture states that starting with
an initial tree, the cost to search a sequence S = (s1, s2, . . . , sn) ∈ [n]n

in a binary search tree (BST) algorithm is O(n), where S is obtained by
a preorder traversal of some BST. The sequence S is called a preorder
sequence.
For Splay trees (candidate for dynamic optimality conjecture), the pre-
order traversal holds only when the initial tree is empty (Levy and Tar-
jan, WADS 2019). The preorder traversal conjecture for Greedy (can-

didate for dynamic optimality conjecture) was known to be n2α(n)O(1)

(Chalermsook et al., FOCS 2015), which was recently improved toO(n2α(n))
(Chalermsook et al., SODA 2023), here α(n) is the inverse Ackermann
function of n. For a special case when the initial tree is flat, Greedy is
known to satisfy the traversal conjecture, i.e., O(n) (Chalermsook et al.,
FOCS 2015).
In this paper, we show that for every preorder sequence S, there exists
an initial tree called the preorder initial tree for which Greedy satisfies
the preorder traversal conjecture.

1 Introduction

Binary search trees (BSTs) stand as foundational data structures, ranging from
elementary education to advanced courses in data structures. Their simplicity
of understanding, coupled with their underlying complexities, makes them a
subject of continual exploration. There are many problems in BST that are yet
to be solved. One such problem is the dynamic optimality conjecture, which has
been around for more than four decades. The dynamic optimality conjecture
states that there exists an online BST such that the cost of the BST to serve
an input sequence is the same as the optimal offline cost to serve that sequence.
To be precise, let A be an online BST algorithm and let CostA(S) denote the
cost of the algorithm A on the sequence S = (s1, s2, . . . , sm). A is said to be
dynamically optimal if

CostA(S) = O(OPT (S))

for all sequences S, where OPT (S) denotes the optimum cost to serve the se-
quence S. The two prime candidates for dynamic optimality are Spaly trees
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[ST85] andGreedy ([DHI+09,Luc88,Mun00]). There are many corollaries of the
dynamic optimality conjecture that are known to be satisfied by both Greedy

and Splay trees, such as balance theorem, static finger property, static optimality,
working set theorem [ST85,Fox11], dynamic finger [Col00,IL16].

Pattern avoidance: For simplicity, we discuss only the permutation search
sequence. Consider a permutation P = (a1, a2, . . . , an) and a permutation pat-
tern P ′ = (b1, b2, . . . , bl). We say that P contains the permutation pattern P ′ if
there exist indices i1 < i2 < · · · < il such that aij < aik if and only if bj < bk for
all j, k ∈ [l]. In simpler terms, this means that P possesses a subsequence that
follows the same relative order as P ′.

Formally, P avoids P ′ if there does not exist a subsequence in P that matches
the relative order of P ′. For example, P = (50, 40, 30, 20, 10) does not contain
the pattern P ′ = (1, 2), as there is no subsequence in P that is order isomorphic
to P ′.

The dynamic optimality conjecture, if true, will imply many other conjec-
tures. One such conjecture is the (preorder) traversal conjecture stated as fol-
lows:

Conjecture 1. ((Preorder) Traversal Conjecture)
A BST algorithm A is said to satisfy the traversal conjecture if starting with

an arbitrary initial tree I, the cost to search an input sequence S = (s1, s2, . . . , sn) ∈
[n]n in A, where S is obtained by a preorder traversal on another binary search
tree A′ in [n], is O(n).

Definition 1. (Preorder Sequence)
A sequence S = (s1, s2, . . . , sn) is called a preorder sequence if S is obtained

by a preorder traversal of a binary search tree A′ on [n]. Alternatively, S is a
preorder sequence if S avoids the pattern (2, 3, 1).

The path towards the dynamic optimality conjecture involves traversing
through the preorder conjecture, making it a potential stepping stone towards
achieving dynamic optimality. However, since the traversal conjecture remains
unresolved, it indicates the complexity and challenges associated with proving
the dynamic optimality conjecture.

For Splay trees, very little is known about the traversal conjecture apart
from the result of Levy and Tarjan [LT19], where they show that the preorder
sequences are O(n) when the initial tree is empty (or flat). In [CH93], the authors
show that Splay trees cost O(n) for preorder traversal if preprocessing is allowed.
For an arbitrary initial tree, it is not known whether the preorder sequence is
o(n logn).

For Greedy, the scenes are better than the Splay trees. For preorder se-
quences with empty or flat tree, Greedy is known to be O(n) [CGK+15]. For

arbitrary initial tree, in [CGK+15], the authors gave a bound of n2α(n)
O(1)

for
any preorder sequence. This was recently improved to O(n2α(n)) [CGJ+23].

In a recent work [BKO23], the authors show that any optimal binary search
tree that avoids a fixed pattern must cost O(m), where m is the size of the search
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sequence. These results further strengthen that the cost of the optimal preorder
sequence is O(n), which is a barrier to dynamic optimality for both Splay tree
and Greedy.

1.1 Our result

In the context of Greedy, our objective is to broaden the range of preorder
sequences on the initial tree that yields a linear bound. Keeping this objective in
mind, we establish a simple result for Greedy. Informally (Lemma 1), we show
that for every permutation sequence S, there exists an initial tree - distinct from
the flat initial tree - such that the cost of Greedy on S, denoted as Greedy(S),
is same for both the initial trees.

Using Lemma 1 and the fact that preorder is O(n) on the flat initial tree for
Greedy [CGK+15], we get our main result. Informally (Theorem 1), for every
preorder sequence S, there exists an initial tree - different from the flat initial
tree - such that Greedy(S) = O(n).

1.2 Organisation

In Section 2, we provide preliminaries. In Section 3, we discuss the initial tree
and prove Lemma 1. In Section 4, we discuss preorder and prove Theorem 1. We
provide conclusion and open problems in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

Each integer in [n] is called a key. Consider a permutation search sequence S =
(s1, s2, . . . , sn) where each si is a key. This sequence can be visually represented
as points in a plane. In this representation, the point (si, i) denotes the search
key si at time i. Let P denote the set of points corresponding to sequence S.
To simplify notation, we refer to both the search sequence and the set of points
in the plane as S. As both the coordinates of any point in S are positive, the
point set S lies in the first quadrant. For any point p in the plane, p.x represents
its x-coordinate, which signifies the key, while p.y represents its y-coordinate,
indicating the time. We now define the mirror of a point set S, denoted as M(S)
as follows:

Definition 2. (Mirror point set)
Let S be the set of points in the x, y plane. The mirror point set of S, denoted

as M(S), is the mirror image of the points in S across the x-axis, i.e., a point
(si, i) ∈ S becomes (si,−i) in M(S).

For brevity, we also denote the mirror point set as a search sequence. Let
(s, t) ∈ M(S), then we say that the key s is searched at time t.

Consider any two distinct points p and q in the plane. If p and q do not lie
on the same vertical or horizontal line, they define a rectangle denoted as �pq if
p.x < q.x, and otherwise denoted as �qp.
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p

q

(a) Arborally unsatisfied rectangle

p

qr

(b) Arborally satisfied rectangle

Fig. 1: Figure (a) denotes an arborally unsatisfied rectangle �pq. Figure (b) de-
notes an arborally satisfied rectangle �pq due to point r.

According to [DHI+09], a rectangle �pq is termed arborally satisfied in a
point set X if there exists another point r ∈ X \ {p, q} such that r lies in �pq

(See Figure 1b). Otherwise, the rectangle �pq is said to be arborally unsatisfied
in X (See Figure 1a). We define an arborally satisfied set as follows:

Definition 3. (Arborally satisfied set)
A point set X is arborally satisfied if there exists another set Z minimizing

|X ∪ Z|, where every pair of points in X ∪ Z is arborally satisfied.

In [DHI+09], the authors established that the problem of finding the best
binary search tree execution for a sequence S is formally equivalent to identifying
the minimum cardinality set Z for which the union S∪Z is arborally satisfied. To
determine the set Z, the authors designed an online algorithm called Greedy.

Key

Time

Fig. 2: Execution of Greedy. Red points denote the searched keys. Blue points
denote the keys touched by Greedy at any time i to make all the rectangles

arborally satisfied at time i.



Greedy on Preorder is Linear for Preorder Initial Tree 5

Greedy algorithm: For a given search sequence S, conduct a horizontal line
sweep at each time i. At time i, identify all rectangles with one endpoint at si
and the other endpoint at z, where z is positioned below the sweep line. If the
rectangle �siz is not arborally satisfied, introduce a point at the corner of the
rectangle on the sweep line to make the rectangle �siz arborally satisfied at time
i. See Figure 2 for the execution of Greedy.

Definition 4. (Touched key) A key x is said to be touched at time t if a point
p = (x, t) was added by Greedy at time t. We also say that Greedy added the
point p at time t.

The cost of the Greedy algorithm for a permutation sequence S is n plus
the number of touch points added by Greedy for the execution of the sequence
S.

3 Initial tree

Let S = (s1, s2, . . . , sn) represent a permutation search sequence. In the context
of BSTs, an initial tree refers to the tree structure existing prior to the execution
of a sequence. In the case of Greedy, an initial tree corresponds to the set of
points located on the x, y plane before executing a sequence (See Figure 3).

In the existing literature, typically, for Greedy, the initial tree is either
entirely flat (equivalent to having no points in the plane prior to execution),
which we denote as If (See Figure 3b), or it is arbitrary (See Figure 3a). These
represent two extreme scenarios considered for the initial tree. By using a pre-
processing step, one can convert any arbitrary initial tree to If (See Section 2
in [CGK+15]), which is then considered as the initial tree. However, the cost
of Splay tree and Greedy are sometimes also considered on specific types of
initial trees [LT19,CGK+15]. Here, we define an initial tree for Greedy named
Permutation initial tree.

Definition 5. (Permutation Initial Tree)
An initial tree denoted as Ip is called a permutation initial tree if the set

of points in the plane before the execution of Greedy on a sequence is a per-
mutation, i.e., there are no two points p1 and p2 in the initial tree such that
p1.x = p2.x and p1.y = p2.y.

Observation 1. Let Ip denote the set of all permutation initial trees on n keys
then |Ip| = n!.

Before the execution of a sequence, the initial tree is already established. In
this initial tree, the y-coordinates of the points are negative. This is because,
in the context of the sequence execution, the y-coordinates represent time and
points on the initial tree exist before any searches are performed. Hence, they
are associated with negative time values.

Let Ip = (z1, z2, . . . , zn) be a permutation initial tree (See Figure 4), where
each zi represents a point parallel to the x-axis at time −i. In other words, zi is



6 Akash Pareek

t = 0

(a) Arbitrary initial tree

t = 0

(b) Flat initial tree

Fig. 3: Greedy with initial tree. Hollow points below time t = 0 represent the
initial set of points (initial tree). (a) depicts an arbitrary initial tree. In (b) the
initial tree is flat (equivalent to no initial tree).

a point in the initial tree corresponding to a key with negative time, indicating
that it exists prior to any search.

Remark 1. We can also view the permutation initial tree Ip as a permutation
sequence.

t = 0

z1

z2

z3

z4

z5

z6

Fig. 4: Example of permutation initial tree.

With the definition of permutation initial trees in hand, we now show that
for any permutation sequence S, there exists a permutation initial tree Ip 6= If
such that the cost of Greedy to execute the sequence S on If and Ip is the
same.
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Lemma 1. Let S be a permutation search sequence, and let Ip be a permutation
initial tree such that Ip = M(S), then GreedyIp(S) = GreedyIf (S).

Proof. Analyzing Greedy on a flat initial tree (or no initial tree) is straight-
forward. When Greedy performs a search si ∈ S at time i, it can only touch
the search keys up to time i − 1. This means Greedy at time i does not touch
keys that have not been searched yet. However, if the initial tree was not flat,
Greedy might have touched keys that are yet to be searched (See Figure 3a).

Let us consider an initial tree Ip corresponding to the search sequence S, such
that Ip = M(S). In other words, Ip represents the mirror image of the permuta-
tion sequence S projected onto the x-axis. We want to show thatGreedyIp(S) =
GreedyIf (S). To prove this equivalence, we need to establish that at any given
time i, the search key si ∈ S when the initial tree is Ip touches the same keys at
time i when the initial tree is If , among all the searched keys up to time i− 1.
Also, no other key from the initial tree Ip is touched. We first prove the latter
condition.

Let si ∈ S be a search key at time i. We want to show that no keys from
the initial tree Ip are touched at time i. As Ip = M(S), we know that there is a
point zi below si at time −i. Any point below zi in the initial tree Ip forms an
arborally satisfied rectangle with si at time i as all these rectangles are satisfied
due to zi (See Figure 5).

As Ip = M(S), we know that any point in the initial tree Ip, above zi, has
already been searched till time i − 1. Therefore, si can only form an arborally
unsatisfied rectangle with search keys s1 to si−1. Hence, no points in the initial
tree can be touched due to a search at time i.

We now show that when the initial tree is Ip, the search key si at time i

touches the same set of keys as when the initial tree is If . For brevity, when we
say a key (or point) is touched in Ip (or If ), we mean a key is touched where the
initial tree is Ip (or If ). We use induction for the proof. When s1 is searched at
time 1, in Ip and If , Greedy does not touch anything. Suppose by induction,
the set of keys touched by Greedy at time i− 1 in both Ip and If is the same.

At time i, when si is searched, Greedy will find all the arborally unsatisfied
rectangles in Ip and If . The set of keys that can be touched at time i are among
s1 to si−1 as we already know that no key from the initial tree is touched at
time i. We now claim that the keys touched at time i in Ip and If are the same.
Suppose, for contradiction, that a key q is touched in Ip at time i but not in If .
This implies �siq is not arborally satisfied in Ip but �siq is arborally satisfied
in If . Therefore, there exists a point, say q′ in If before time i for which �siq

is satisfied. But by induction, this point is also present in Ip, which contradicts
that �siq is arborally unsatisfied in Ip. Similarly, we can show a contradiction
for If and Ip.

Corollary 1. Let Ip be a permutation initial tree, and let S be a permutation
sequence such that S = M(Ip), then GreedyIp(S) = GreedyIf (S).

Some remarks about the above lemma and corollary are in order. When the
permutation initial tree is in the same order (starting from time t = −1) as
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t = 0

time i

zi

Fig. 5: Execution of Greedy on an initial tree Ip = M(S). The two shaded
rectangles are arborally satisfied at time i due to the point zi in the initial tree.

the permutation search sequence S (starting from time t = 1), then the cost of
Greedy on the sequence S becomes independent of the initial tree. Utilizing
Observation 1, we observe that there are n! pairs of (search sequence, initial tree)
where the cost of Greedy on the sequence equals that on a flat initial tree.

The question that naturally emerges concerns the application of Lemma 1
and its corollary. To address this, we illustrate in the following section how
they can be utilized to obtain an O(n) bound for any preorder sequence S on a
permutation initial tree Ip = M(S).

4 Preorder

In [CGK+15], the authors showed that any preorder sequence can be executed in
O(n) time if preprocessing is permitted. In the preprocessing phase, they convert
the initial arbitrary tree into a flat tree in O(n) time. Subsequently, they show
that the cost of performing preorder traversal on the resulting flat initial tree is
O(n). For completeness, we include their corollary as follows.

Corollary 2. (Corollary 1.5 of [CGK+15])
The cost of accessing a preorder sequence using Greedy, with preprocessing,

is linear.

Using Lemma 1 and Corollary 2, we get the following theorem for preorder
sequence.

Theorem 1. Let S be a preorder sequence, and let Ip = M(S) then GreedyIp(S) =
O(n).
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Let Ipre be a preorder initial tree, i.e., a permutation initial tree that avoids
(2, 3, 1) as a subsequence. An immediate corollary of the above theorem is:

Corollary 3. For every preorder initial tree Ipre, there is a preorder sequence
S = M(Ipre) such that GreedyIpre(S) = O(n).

It is worth noting a few points. Firstly, for every preorder sequence S, there
exists an initial tree other than the flat initial tree such that the cost of Greedy

on S is O(n). Conversely, for every preorder initial tree Ipre, there exists a
preorder sequence S such that Greedy(S) = O(n).

Additionally, based on the findings of [CGK+15], it is known that there are
n! pairs of (preorder sequence, flat tree) where the cost of Greedy on the pre-
order sequence is O(n). Leveraging Theorem 1, it follows that there are also n!
pairs of (preorder sequence, initial tree) where the cost of Greedy on the pre-
order sequence is O(n). Therefore, there exists a total of 2(n!) pairs of (preorder
sequence, initial tree) where the cost of Greedy is O(n).

5 Conclusion and Open Problems

In this paper, we started investigating the cost of Greedy on a specific initial
tree with a restricted permutation sequence. We compare it with the cost of
Greedy when the initial tree is flat. For the preorder sequence, we get the
desired bound of O(n). It would be interesting to look at other initial tree classes
for which the preorder sequence is O(n). This can develop new insights that
might be useful in analyzing the traversal conjecture on arbitrary initial trees.
Another direction is to resolve the following type of problem: Do other restricted
sequences exist that give optimal cost for Greedy on specific initial tree classes?
Another intriguing question is whether our results can be extended to Splay trees.
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