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Abstract

In their seminal paper [Sleator and Tarjan, J.ACM, 1985 ,dhthors conjectured that teplay tree
is dynamically optimabinary search tree (BST). In spite of decades of intensiseaxch, the problem
remains open. Perhaps a more basic question, which hastistied much attention, is if there exists
anydynamically optimal BST algorithm. One such candidate ®E&DY which is a simple and intuitive
BST algorithm [Lucas, Rutgers Tech. Report, 1988; MunroAEZ00; Demaine, Harmon, lacono,
Kane and Patrascu, SODA, 2009]. [Demaine et al., SODA, 260@lved a novel connection between a
geometric problem and the binary search tree problem cktatéhe above conjecture. However, there
has been little progress in solving this geometric problem t

Since dynamic optimality conjecture in its most generahfeemains elusive despite much effort,
researchers have studied this problem on special sequéteesntly, [Chalermsook, Goswami, Kozma,
Mehlhorn and Saranurak, FOCS, 2015] studied a type of seggémown ak-decomposable sequences
in this context, wherd parametrizes easiness of the sequence. Using tools frdridfien submatrix
theory, they showed that’E&EEDY takesn2°(<) time on this sequence and explicitly raised the question
of improving this bound.

In this paper, we show that’EEDY takesO(nlogk) time onk-decomposable sequences. In contrast
to the previous approach, ours is based on first principlase @ the main ingredients of our result
is a new construction of a lower bound certificate on the parémce of any algorithm. This certifi-
cate is constructed using the execution (fE&DY, and is more nuanced and possibly more flexible
than the previous independent set certificate of Demainé €llds result, which is applicable to all
sequences, may be of independent interest and may leacdtherfprogress in analyzing&EEDY on
k-decomposable as well as general sequences.
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1 Introduction

Binary search trees (BSTs) are a well-studied and fundaahdata access model. We store keys from the
universe{1,...,n} in a binary search tree and given an sequence of q&ys. ., pn) we would like to access
these keys (and possibly any associated data) using theWeevould like to minimize the total cost of
accessing the keys in this sequence, where the cost for gneekech is the number of nodes touched for
accessing that key. Various versions of this problem haem Istudied and some of them are very well
understood, e.g., when the sequence of keys is generatetagrto some probability distribution with
known access probabilities (and some additional regiris)i then optimal search trees are known (see the
references in [14]). But what happens for general accessesegs? The tree need not be static and can
adapt to the access sequence. Such self-adjusting BSTtlafgsmwvere considered by Sleator and Tarjan in
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their seminal paper [14], where they introduced splay trdd®se trees change dynamically vidations
after processing each access request. Sleator and Tagamedhhat the amortized cost of the splay tree
is O(logn). They famously conjectured that splay trees have the muohggr and attractive property of
dynamic optimality for any (sufficiently long) sequence the total cost of thiagpree algorithm is within

a constant factor of the total cost of the optimuoifiine binary search tree (i.e. the cost of the best BST
algorithm that is given the access sequence in advancehasd#&n decide how to change the tree based on
this knowledge). Splay trees, by contrast, anine the decision of how to change the trees must be based
on the current access request only and cannot depend orttine faquests. The above conjecture is called
thedynamic optimality conjecture

There has been much work on this conjecture, as well as on ¢ie fundamental question of whether
there existanydynamically optimal BST algorithm (see [9] for a recent ew). In the past decade progress
was made on this latter question and BST algorithms wittebetimpetitive ratio were discovered: Tango
trees [6] was the firsD(loglogn)-competitive BST; Multi-Splay trees [15] and Zipper tred$ &lso have
the same competitive ratio along with some additional priigge Analyses of these trees use lower bounds
for the total cost to process a request sequence. Wilberdd®d two different lower bounds. Wilber's
first lower bound is used in [6, 15, 1] to obtal{log logn)-competitive ratio for the respective trees. These
techniques based on Wilber’'s bound have so far failed togfiog logn)-competitiveness. Researchers have
also proved conjectures implied by dynamic optimality; soof these can be interpreted as pertaining to
easysequences, e.g. for splay trees the amortized access tmgaighmic in the distance in the key space
to the previous key accessed (dynamic finger theorem) [2d],amortized accesses cost is logarithmic in
the temporal distance to the previous access to the curegr(itorking set theorem) [14].

It turns out that even the problem of designing offline optiB&T algorithm has seen limited progress.
Lucas [10] and Munro [11] designed a simple offline greedy B&jbrithm and conjectured its cost to be
close to the cost of optimum offline BST algorithm. Demainal 6], using a novel geometric point of view
of the problem, showed that surprisingly the offline greeldyp@thm can in fact be turned into an online
algorithm called ®REEDY with only a constant factor loss in the competitive ratice(tltio between the
cost of the online algorithm to the cost of the offline optimianthe worst case access sequence). Thus the
conjecture about the the offline greedy would imply tha&e&DY is dynamically optimal. The geometric
view of the BST problem mentioned above leads to a completiffgrent looking clean problem about
point sets in the plane. This raises the possibility of nexediof attack that might be harder to conceive
in the BST view. Unfortunately, so far success has beenduingven with the geometric view. The current
state of the art by Fox [8] shows thaR&EDY takesO(nlogn) time for any arbitrary sequencg’.

Given this state of affairs, it has been suggested by sexesahrchers to study the problem for easy
sequences (see [2] and references therein). Just as for tepés, the question arises about the perfor-
mance of REEDY on easysequences; in particular, does the geometric approact? helghis context,
Chalermsook et al. [2] initiated the study oREGEDY ondecomposable sequenaesd brought to bear tech-
nigues fromforbidden submatrix theoripo this problem and some other problems. (Some of the toos fr
forbidden submatrix theory have been used previously byeHé&R, 13] to achieve better bounds for splay
trees on deque sequences and a new proof of the sequengakabeorem for splay trees.) They showed
that GREEDY takesn2°() time on k-decomposable sequences. Furthermore, they showed bpfitire
cost fork-decomposable sequence®iglogk). We quote from their paper:

“A question directly related to our work is to close the gapween QT = O(nlogk) and n20(<) by
GREEDY on k-decomposable sequences (wikea w(1)). Matching the optimum (if at all possible) likely
requires novel techniques: splay is not even known to balina preorder sequences with preprocessing,
and with forbidden-submatrix-arguments it seems impdessiobtain bounds beyor@(nk).”



Though the authors mention that forbidden submatrix theeay give anO(nk) bound, it is not clear
how to achieve this goal. We solve the above open problem tyisky

Theorem 1.1. GREEDY takes @nlogk) time on k-decomposable sequenf&ith preprocessing.

Our approach is based on first principles and does not use firmoh forbidden submatrix theory. We
carefully analyze execution of REEDY on k-decomposable sequences and discover some new structural
properties of ®REEDY. Our proof also uses the aforementioned general technifjgenstructing lower
bound certificates on the cost of the optimum and relating ltthwer bound to the cost of the algorithm
being analyzed. One such lower boumjependent sdbwer bound was provided by Demaine et al. [6].

It was, however, not clear how to relate it, or its close reds, to the cost of @EEDY. Our lower bound
certificate is derived from the execution oR&EDY; it builds upon the ideas of independent set lower bound,
but provides a more nuanced and possibly more flexible @atifi Our certificate construction works for
general sequences and not justkatecomposable sequences. We are hopeful that our apprahigadto
further progress in understanding the performance REEbY on k-decomposable and general sequences.

2 The Geometric Problem

Let[n] = {1,2,...,n} denote the set of keys. L&b1, p2, ..., pn) denote a permutation arkeys, i.e.p; # pj
for i # j. We can represent this permutation by a sat pbints in the plane: Key; is represented by the
point (p;,i). For a pointp, let p.x denote itsx-coordinate and lep.y denote its/-coordinate. We will denote
sets of points obtained from permutations of keys in this tyay?". There is exactly one point ™ on the
line x =1, fori € [n]; and there is exactly one point frof#” on the liney =i, fori € [n]. Clearly, there is a
one-to-one correspondence between the permutations tnof gmints as defined above. For the most part
we will use the point set view.

In our paper, the positive-axis (representing key space) moves from left to right dedobsitivey-axis
(representing time) moves frotap to bottom(this latter convention is different from most previous eep
in this area). For a pair of poinfsandg not on the same horizontal or vertical line, the (closed3-akigned
rectangle formed by andq is denoted by, if 0.y < p.y andg.x < p.xand,[19if g.y < p.y andp.x < g.x.

1 L] ° L] ® L]

2 ® [ ] ® ® ° [ ® [ ] { ]

3 L ° e ¢ o e o o o o o

4 L] ° L] ® ° [ L]
5 L ° L L ¢ 9 o
time

Figure 1: The first picture shows the point 3&t{3,1,2,5,4. In the remainder of the paper we do not show
the x-axis and the y-axis (along with the first row and colurfithe grid). The execution of gDy is
shown from the second picture onwards.

1The preprocessing step is the same as in [6, 2], that is,tinfiezlements into aplit tree before processing any requests.
Preprocessing is independent of the access sequence., 8¢#ofemore details



Definition 2.1. A pair of points(p,q) is said to be arborally satisfied with respect to a point setfR1)
p and q lie on the same horizontal or vertical line or, @)e P\{p,q} such that r lies in the interior or
boundary ofJ, (or p[1%).

We say that the rectangfe], (or ,(19) is arborally satisfied if condition (2) holds, otherwisésitarbo-
rally unsatisfied. Consider the following proble@iven a point set?’, find a minimum cardinality point
set? such that each pair of point in the sgf U ¢ is arborally satisfied.

If each pair of points inZ" u ¢ is arborally satisfied then we say that the g6tu ¢ is an arborally
satisfied set otherwise it is not. In their remarkable papemaine et al. [5] formulated the above problem.
They showed a novel connection between tleemetricproblem and binary search tree (BST) problem,
and designed a simple algorithm, henceforth callet=8>Y, for the above geometric problem. L€tbe
the set of points added by this algorithm described as faliow

Sweep the point se?” with a horizontal line by increasing the y-coordinates. ¢ point p be
processed at time.p. Attime py, place the minimal number of points on line-yp.y to satisfy the rectangle
with p as one endpoint and other endpointf u ¢ having their y-coordinate less thanyp This minimal
set of points N is uniquely defined: for any arborally unsatisfied rectanfiened with p in one corner,
add a point at the other corner at¥y p.y in . Please see Figure 1 for the executionGHEEDY.

One can show that th&” U ¢ is an arborally satisfied set; see [5] for detalils.

3 Overview

We give a brief overview of our techniques in this section.r @oal is to provel¥| = O(nlogk) which
immediately implies Theorem 1.1. The starting point of oppr@ach was an attempt to construct an in-
dependent set of rectangles of original points certifyigveer bound on the number of points that must
be marked. We attempt to construct such a certificate by zinglythe execution of @EEDY. Our final
certificate will not be an independent set however.

In Sec. 6, for each point i we associate a tuple of points (which we also think of as anrggte) from
£ using a map called AR (). At a high level, this can be thought of looking for a reasonvidy the
point in% was marked by @EeDy. We partition RIR(¥) into two sets called.: (pronounced zig) and*
(pronounced zag). The visual notationand. :* depicts how RIR (p) is located w.r.tpe ¢. In Sections 7
we show that'.:| = O(nk) and in Sec. 8 we improve it to.:| = O(nlogk); this has a relatively short proof
and uses properties af: andk-decomposable sequences.

We then showl.:*| = O(nk). The proof of this is in two parts. First we construct the pari .:* =
GooD(.:*) U BAD(.:*) (Sec. 9.1). The set @oD(.:*) consists of rectangles from* that do not have
any original points in their interior (thus this set can pmeably be quite different from an indepen-
dent set). In Sections 9.2 and 9.3, we analyzeo®(.:*) and show that it provides a lower bound cer-
tificate for |OPT(.2")| similar to the independent set certificate of Demaine et5l. [GooD(.:*)|/2 +
|27 < |OPT(Z") u Z7|. We remark that this result holds for alf” and not just fork-decomposable se-
guences, and hence may be of use in future work on the gerretdem. Chalermsook et al. have proven
|27 L OPT(Z")| < O(nlogk) for k-decomposable sequences, which impl@sob(.:*)| = O(nlogk). Fi-
nally, in Sec. 10 we shoyBAD(.:*)| = O(nk) and then in Sec. 11 improve it {BAD(.:*)| = O(nlogk). For
this, we use some structural properties @ftB. :*), *.:, andk-decomposable sequences. The above results
together imply our desired boun®| = |PAIR(¥)| = O(nlogk) (Sec. 12).



4 Basic Properties of GREEDY

In all our diagrams, a point i?” is denoted by a black circle and a point4ris denoted by a blue circle. A
pointin (2" u¥) is denoted by a gray circle. A point it will be called arnoriginal point and a point iry
will be called amarkedpoint. When we refer to a point without specifying whethsrritarked or original,
then it is a point from(.2" LU ¢). We use following notation:

1.

2
3
4,
5
6

p
pis above glor qis belowp) or ] if p.y <g.yandp.x = Qg.x.
q

. pis to theleft of g (or g is to the right ofp) or p—qif px<gxandp.y=q.y.

. qis to thesouth-easbf p (or pis to the north-west of)) or P~ if p.y <qyandp.x <q.x.

qis to thenorth-eastof p (or pis to the south-west af) or ,,/9if p.y > q.y andp.x < q.x.

. (p09)° denotes the interior g 9.

. While processingp e 27, GREEDY may put marked points on the line= p.y (there is no other

original point on this line as?” comes from a permutation sequence). For any such marketigoin
we define its original point ©(q) to be p. We also set ®(p) := p.

. Forqe 2" u ¥, define WP(q) :=qif qe 27, and WP(q) := pif ge ¢4, wherepe 2 is the unique

original point abovey (see the discussion before Observation 4.1 below).

qe P P P q
i . \ /
op pe q q P

ql:‘ p qu g belowp or qright of por g south-east op or q north-east op or
p aboveq or pleftof gor p north-west ofg or p south-west ofy or

P
g peq Pg p 9

Figure 2: Basic Notations

We now show some basic properties and lemmas related to ¢loation of GREEDY.

While preprocessing, GREEDY adds a marked point at the bottom right (bottom left) corrfereot-
angle (19 (9Jp) only if it is an arborally unsatisfied rectangle. This implignat whenever &EEDY puts
a marked point there exists another point (marked or origad@ove it. Using this property, we claim that
the top point on the line =i (1 < i < n) must be an original point, i.e., a point frod". The following
observation follows:

Observation 4.1. For any point pe 2", GREEDY does not put any marked point above p.

We now prove some lemmas regarding the executionrREEDY:

Lemma 4.2. Consider a rectanglg 1% where pge (2" u¥). Then there exists a poiner(2" v ¥)\{p,q}
such that (1) re o9, and (2)5 or p< .
P



Remark 4.3. This lemma is a special case of Observation 2.1 in [5]. Thears true for any point se?
for which (2" u %) is an arborally satisfied set.

(i) (ii)

Figure 3: (1) Lemma 4.2 states that there exists a poitinu ¢)\{p,q} on the thick lines adjacent to.
(2) lllustration of the case argued in the proof wheie the closest point tp in ,[19.

Proof. Since(Z" U ¥) is an arborally satisfied set, there exists another point fr@” U ¢)\{p,q} in ;9.
S

Let s be the closest point tp in ;1% (closest in Euclidean distance) (See Figure 3(ii))} &r p< s, then
p

we are done. Else, look at the rectanglé®. Sincesis the closest point tp, ,[° does not contain any other
point from (2" U ¥)\{p,s}. This implies tha{,° is not arborally satisfied. This leads to a contradiction as
(Z v¥)is an arborally satisfied set. O

Similarly, we can also prove a symmetric version of the ablemama:
Lemma 4.4. Consider a rectanglé"], where pge (2" u¥). Then there exists a poiner(2 v ¥)\{p,q}
r
such that (1) r= 9p, and (2)3 or r < p.
p
We now move on to another important property (#€EDY.

Definition 4.5. A point r hidesq from p where po,r € 2° U and™,, if either (1) g—r and re 9Jp, or
(2) re (Op)°.
For p,q such that,,”9 the definition is symmetric.

In other wordsy hidesq from p, if it's different from p, g and lies in the union of the “top-line” and the
interior of 9], (or ,[19).

ep Pe

Figure 4:r hidesqfrom pe 2

Lemma 4.6. Let r hide g from p where jo,r € 2" U ¥ and 9% ,. Assume that there exists a point s below
g such that,”". Moreover, let s be the first point below g with this propemyenop(s)/r.
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se [ ]
OP(s)
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p

Figure 5: lllustration of bad case in the proof of Lemma 4.€ew'H\op(S)

Proof. Assume that lies in (J,)° (the argument below applies evengf-r). By Observation 4.1,
GREEDY does not put any marked point above any original point. $6sOcannot lie below. Assume
then for contradiction thadt\,op) (See Figure 5). Since REEDY putss while processing &(s), it must
have encountered an unsatisfied rectah@[gp(s) such that is the first point above. We claim that cannot
lie to the north-west or left of as therfDoP(s) is arborally satisfied by. This implies that,”". But thent
is the first point belowg such that ", which contradicts the assumption of the lemma. So our asgom
that™\op(s) Must be false. O

We also state the symmetric version of the above lemma:

Lemma 4.7. Let r hide q from p where jo.r € 2" 0¥ and 9. Assume that there exists a point s below
g such that™\s. Moreover, let s be the first point below g with this propeftgien’ ™ op(s)

5 Decomposable Sequences

Given a permutation of the keygs, pz, . .., pn), represented by point sét” in the plane as described above,
we call asefi, j] :={i,i+1,...,j} ablock of Z" if {pi, pis+1,...,P;} = {c,c+1,...,d} for somec,d e [n].

In words, a block represents a contiguous time interval ivetapped to a contiguous key interval by the
permutation. We say that” is decomposable intio-blocks if there exist disjoint blocksy, b ],.. ., [ak, bk]
such thatu,[as,by] "N = [n].

We can recursively decompos#” till singleton blocks are obtained. This recursive decositmn
can be naturally represented as a rooted tree where eaclrem@sents a block. At the root of the tree
is the block 2™ = (p1,p2,...,pn). Let us call this tree @ecomposition treef 2°. We say that? is
k-decomposablé there exists a decomposition tre@EEDECOMPOSITION Z") such that the number of
children of each internal node in this tree is at most

Figure 6: The point se?'={3,1,2,5,4 and its decomposition



Let PARENT(B) denote the parent & in TREEDECOMPOSITION.Z"), and let $8LING (B) denote the
set of children of RRENT(B) exceptB. Let Tor(B) := aif ae B anday < p.y for all pe B. In words,
Tor(B) denotes the first (in time) key in blod Note that a keya can be the first key of multiple blocks
(at different levels). In Fig. 6 , ®R(3,1,2,5,4) = ToP(3,1,2) = Tor(3) = 3. Let ToPBLOCK(a) be the
block B that is closest to the root and satisfiesP[B) = a. In Fig. 6, ToPBLOCK(3) = (3,1,2,5,4).

In the rest of this paper we deal wikhkdecomposable permutatio®’, or more precisely, with point
sets.Z” representing such permutations. We fix sonReEDECOMPOSITION.Z") such that every internal
node has at modt children. Henceforth when we talk about blocks, it will bettwiespect to this fixed
TREEDECOMPOSITION .Z").

For a blockB, let Box(B) := {r | 3p,qe B s.t. r.x = p.x andr.y = g.y}. In words, Box(B) contains
those points in the plane such that both the horizontal and vertical lpeessing through have at least one
point fromB.

Define UPPERBOX(B) := {r | r.y < Tor(B).y and3p € B such thatp.x = r.x}. In words, UPPERBOX(B)
is the set of points in the plane that come before all poin&imtime, but share the key with some point in
B. Please see the Figure 7.

UPPERBOX(B)

Box(B)

Figure 7: Box(B) and UPPERBOX (B) contains the set of all the points in the two region shown éfitpure.

By definition, a block represents a contiguous key interddknce, there exists no poigte 2 in
UPPERBOX(B). Also by Observation 4.1, for any poigte 2", GREEDY does not put any point aboge
so we have

Lemma 5.1. There is no point fronf.2" L ¢) in UPPERBOX(B).

Remark 5.2. For brevity, our definitions and theorem and lemma statemeot not explicitly quantify
over 2, but there is always an underlying “For a permutation seque®™. In Sections 6 and 9, this
guantification is over allZ” of size n; and in Sections 7, 10, and 12, it is over all k-deawsaple Z" of size
n.

6 Pairs

We define a map fror# to pairs of points inZ".

Definition 6.1. Let pe ¥. The mapPAIR : ¥ — 22 is defined as follows: Let g be a the first point above
p, thenPaIR (p) := (OP(p),OP(Q)).



Note that if RIR(p) = (OP(p), OP(q)), then CP(p).y > OP(q).y.
Our goal is to upper boun@?|. We do this by connectingf/| to the set of allpairs PAIR(¥) =
{PAIR(P) | pe ¢}, partitioning the set AR(¥) into two sets.: and.:*, and then bounding.:| and|.:"|

from above.

Definition 6.2 (*.2). Subset.: of PAIR(¥), pronouncedig, is defined as follows. For ¥, let q be the first
point above p andPAIR (p) = (OP(p), OP(q)). We say thaPAIR (p) €.+ if (1) OP(p) <> p and" @~ 5p ),
or its symmetric version (2) 4 OP(p) and op(p),/ 7.

Or(q)

Or(q) q
[ ] [ ] [

® o

L[ L )
p OP(p)

0 (ii)

bl J

[ ]
OP(p)

Figure 8: RAIR(p) €°.:. In Figure (i) RIR(p) € R(*.%) and in Figure (ii) RIR(p) € L(*.2)
Note that the symbol.: mimics Fig. 8(i). Let R*.:) = {PAIR(p) | PAIR(p) € *.t and CP(p) < p}.
Similarly, L(*.:) = {PaIR(p) | PAIR(p) €*.tandp«< OP(p)}.
Definition 6.3 (.:%). Subset:- of PAIR(¥), pronouncedzag is defined as follows. For ¥, let q be the

OP(a)
first point above p andPaIR(p) = (OP(p), OP(q)). We say thaPaIR(p) €.:*if (1) OP(p)<—pand ( { or
p

o . . . OP(q)
0”7y, or its symmetric version (2) ¢ OP(p) and ( § or OO~ ).
p

q q Op(q) q Op(a) q
[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
OpP(p) ® [ ] OpP(p) @ [ ] L] ) [ [ ]
p p P OP(p) P OP(p)
(i) (it) (iif) (iv)

Figure 9: RIR(p) €.:".

Note that the symbal:* mimics Fig. 9(ii).
The following observation follows from the definition af:

Observation 6.4. If PAIR(p) = (OP(p), OP(q)) andPAIR (p) €.:*, then p lies to the leftright) of OP(p) in
" ow(p) (0p(m°"Y)-

Henceforth, we will abuse notation and usefp;) (with PAIR(p1) €.:%) as an ordered paip,q) as
well as9], (or p[1%). This makes sense as there is a one-to-one correspondetvoeeh the tuples from
Z and rectangles with endpoints #i" as.2” comes from a permutation sequence.

We now show some properties okiR(-). Let Ry := {pe ¥ | OP(p) < p}; define Ly similarly.



Lemma 6.5. Let pi, p2 € Ry. If p1 # p2 thenPAIR(p1) # PAIR(pP2).

Proof. Assume for contradiction thataR (p1) = PAIR(p2). Thenp; and p; are on the same horizontal
line. Assume w.l.o.g. thap; < py and Cp(p1) = OP(p2) = p. Assume that while processinge 27,
GREEDY marks pointp; and p, due to unsatisfied rectangjg1™ and p[1%. This implies thath™,,, as
otherwisep[]% is satisfied by (since p1 < p2, g1 < ). Also note that RIR(p1) = (p,OP(q1)) and
PAIR(p2) = (P, OP(0p)). Sinceqy.y # 0.y, OP(01) # OP(02). So RIR(p1) # PAIR(p2), contradicting our
assumption. O

This implies thaiRy| < |PAIR(¥)|. By symmetry, we also havé ¢ | < |PAIR(¥)|. This gives
Corollary 6.6. |¥9| = |Ly| + |Ry| < 2|PAIR(Y)].

We now show that for anp € ¢, PaIR(p) is either in*.: or in.:* (thus the third possibility of pairs in
Fig. 10, or its symmetric version, does not arise):

Lemma 6.7. For pe ¢, eitherPAIR(p) €.z or PAIR(p) €.:".

q
Or(q) ® @

OpP(p) ® °
p

Figure 10: lllustration of the bad case which arises in cayef(the proof of Lemma 6.7

Proof. W.l.0.g., let CP(p) < p and letq be the first point abovp. So, RIR(p) = (OP(p), OP(q)). We have
PAIR(P) ¢ *-: and RIR(p) ¢ .:* only if op(p), %@ and O (see Fig. 10). So, (q) hidesq from
OP(p) (as QP(g) <> 0 in opp)[1%) and p s the first point belowg such thaP™ @~ (this follows from the
definition of IR (p) where we said thaq is the first point abovep). Then by Lemma 4.9~ o).

This contradicts our assumption tr@J(p)/OP(Q). So our assumption on the position oP@) must be
false. O

This shows that RR (%) is partitioned by.: and.:":
Corollary 6.8. |*.:| + |.:*| = |PAIR(9)].

We now show some properties ofIR(-) when the sequenc&’ is decomposable. The following
property is independent of whethesIR(-) isin-.:or.:".

Lemma6.9. Let p e 4 and pge 2" andPaIR(p1) = (p,q). If pe B but p# Topr(B), then ge B.

Figure 11: Lemma 6.9 shows that the scenario depicted in gueeficannot occur, i.ep # TOP(B),
PAIR(p1) = (p,q) andq ¢ B
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Proof. Assume for contradiction thatalR (p1) = (p,q) such thatq ¢ B (see Fig. 11 for an illustration).
W.l.o.g., letp— p1. Let ;0% be the unsatisfied rectangle, that made GREEDY nmarWwhile processing
pe 2 . Note that @(qg;) = g can lie to the right or left ofy; or it can be same ag (though in Fig. 11 it
lies to the right ofg).

Let Tor(B) = r. Note thatr cannot lie above (as points fromZ” come from a permutation sequence)
or to the north-east g as then,[ 1% is already arborally satisfied duertoSo'™\,, as shown in Fig. 11. By
Lemma 5.1, no point lies in BPERBOX(B). This implies that @EEDY should find evep[J% unsatisfied.
In that case, @EEDY should put another marked point, sdyto the right ofr below q;. However, this
contradicts our deduction that while processmgGREEDY found p[J% unsatisfied (because thgni® is
already satisfied by/). So we arrive at a contradiction and our assumptiondl¥aB must be false.

O

In words, the above lemma says that for a blBakl the points marked by &EeDY for p € B have pairs
local to B if TOP(B) # p. However, if Tor(B) = p, the above claim does not hold. In Section 5, we saw
that there can be many blocks for whiph= Topr(-). Let ToPBLOCK(p) = B. For suchp, B, we now show
that all points marked by EEEDY will have non-localpairs.

Lemma 6.10. Let pge 27, p1 € 4 and ToPBLOCK(p) = B. If PAIR(p1) = (p,q), then ge B’ where
B’ € SIBLING (B).

Proof. By definition, if PAIR(p1) = (p,q) thenqg.y < p.y. Sincep is the first original point inB with
the leasty-coordinate,q ¢ B. Since ToPBLOCK(p) = B, p # ToP(PARENT(B)). Hence, by Lemma 6.9,
ge PARENT(B). This implies thaty € B’ such thaB’ € SIBLING (B). O

7 Upper bounding |- {|

In this section, we prove
Theorem 7.1. ].:] < 2n(k—1).

Consider a poinpe 2. In Section 6, we proved Lemma 6.10 which says thatiRPp;) = (p,q;) and
TopBLoCK(p) = B, thenq; € B; whereB; € SIBLING (B). We will now prove a certain strengthening of
thislemma. Let R.:)p = {PAIR(pi) e R(*.) | PAIR(pi) = (p, i) for someq; € 27} In the next section, we
prove Lemma 7.3 which essentially says thatAifp;),...,PAIR(py) € R(*.1)p with PAIR(pi) = (P, i),
then blocksB; containingg; are pairwise distinct. By thke-decomposability of2”, there are at mos&t— 1
siblings ofB, hence we havé< k— 1, which givegR(*.1)p| < k—1. The same reasoning holds fof L) .
And this immediately gives the bound ¢nz|.

The following lemma will be used in proving Lemma 7.3.

Lemma 7.2. For pe 27, let p, p2 € 4 be two points such that > py < p2 and PAIR(p1), PAIR(p2) €
R(*.t)p. Let [0 and ,[1'2 be the two unsatisfied rectangles that le@#EEDY to mark p and p, re-

S
spectively, while processing p (thsy,). Then there is a points 2~ such that*~and ({ or %, or
r2
rZ/S)-
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OP(ry) ry OP(ry) ry
[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]

[ ] [ ]
OP(rp) 2 OP(rp) r2

h=l J
°
°

=l J
o
[ ]

(i) (ii)

Figure 12: (i) The setting of Lemma 7.2: (IMR(p1), PAIR(P2) € R(*.2)p and (2) [0t and (12 are two
unsatisfied rectangle encountered while processgindii) Illustration of the case (4) in the proof when

rl‘/vU P(r2)

Proof. Note thatry,r, ¢ 2” since RIR(p1), PAIR(p2) € .. We consider four cases depending on the posi-
tion of Up(rz):

1. UP(rz) =1TIs.

Since RIR(p2) €*.3,12¢ 2. So UP(rz2) # ro.

2. rl'\.UP(rz)-

S
In this case we can set= UP(r,). So, we have found an original poisisuch that'¢~and?).
r2

. 11— UpP(ra).
Since RIR(p1) € *.t andr; is the first point abovey;, hence @(r1) «<>r1. So Up(rz).y # r1.y; in
particularr; < UpP(r2) cannot happen.

) r:L‘/VUP(I’z).

Let t be the first point above, such that, " (see Fig. 12(ii)). Since we assumed that'V™("2),
UP(r,) is one such candidate. This implies thathidest from p(asri e (p1)°). Lett’ be the
first point belowt such that'~,. Such a point exists as is one such candidate. By Lemma 4.7,

t t/
"Neor(ry- [N that caset’ # ra since 9PN, (since RIR(pz) € R(*.1)). Soti andri. This implies
! 2

that either®”t),, or,,”°""). So we have found an original poist= OP(t') such that*~s and
(S\I’Z or r2/s)'

O

The following lemma will allow us to use tHedecomposability of2” to get at upper bound dn.:|.

Lemma 7.3. Let pe 2" andToPBLOCK(p) =B. Let p <> p2 < --- < p; be such thaPAIR(pi) € R(*.2)p
forall 1 <i < /. Assume thaGREEDY marks points p« p; « --- < p; due to unsatisfied rectangles
o J'1,p072,...,p[0", respectively. By Lemma 6.10pP(r;) € B; for B; € SIBLING (B). Then B+ Bj fori # |.
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Proof. Considerp; <> pj. One can check that.y < rj.y. By Lemma 7.2, there exists an original post
S

such thati™s and (f or *~;, or t")-
T

Since®™N,, and®P")N, (as RIR(pi), PAIR (pj) € *.3), this implies thaP™") N s andoe(,),*. Also,
we havep € B with OP(r;).x < p.x < sxandp¢ B; (sinceB; is a siblings o). By the definition of a block,
all the points inB; should be contiguous on theaxis. Sos¢ B;.

Thus we haves¢ B; and CP(r).y < sy < OP(r;).y. Again, by the definition of a block, all the points in
Bi should have contiguous time interval. S®(@) does not lie irB; andB; # B;.

]

Since there are at madst- 1 sibling ofB, by Lemma 7.3|R(*.2)p| <k—1. SO,|R(*.1)[ = X - [R(+ 1) p| <
n(k—1). Similarly, we can show thgt (*.:)| < n(k—1). Since|*.:| = |R(*.2)| + |[L(*.2)|, we have proved
Theorem 7.1.

8 Improving the bound on | .|

In this section we prove:
Theorem 8.1. |*.¢| < 14nlogk.

To improve the the bound dn |, we need to show some more properties of a blockiEEDECOMPOSITIONZ").

8.1 Properties of a Block

Let MAXTIME(B) := argmaxg{zy}. Thatis, MAXTIME(B) is an original point inB that has the max-
imum y-coordinate. We can similarly defineIMI'ME(B). Note that OP(B) = MINTIME(B). Let
MAXKEY (B) := argmax.g{z.x} and MINKEY (B) := argmin.g{zXx}.

MINKEY(B) ®

® MAXKEY(B)

@
MAXTIME(B)
Block B

Figure 13: Pictorial representation ofAM TIME (B), MAXKEY(B) and MINKEY (B)

Definition 8.2. (Left and Right points of block B) L&torPBLoCK(p) = B. DefineLEFT(B) to be the first
point to the left of p marked bBREEDY while processing p. DefinRIGHT(B) in a symmetric fashion.

Note that LEFT(B), if it exists, satisfies EFT(B).x < MINKEY (B).x since by Observation 4.1,KEEDY
cannot put any point above any other original poinBinSimilarly RIGHT(B).x > MAXKEY(B).x. This
implies that GREEDY does not put any point in 8x(B) while processing ©rP(B).
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Observation 8.3. GREEDY does not put any marked pointsBox(B) while processingropr(B).

Lemma 8.4. Let TOPBLOCK(r) = B’ and PARENT(B') = B. So r Topr(B). While processing rGREEDY
can put marked point (1)BelolwerT(B) or/and (2)BelowRIGHT(B) or/and (3) InBox(B).

LEFT(B) RIGHT(B)
° o o ° e o

[ ]
r

o e ] 0
°

Block B

Figure 14: LerT(B) and RGHT(B) of a blockB. Note that REEDY cannot put any point in 8x(B) while
processing DP(B). Lemma 8.4 shows that while processing any potTopr(B), GREEDY can put points
only in the rectangles shown in the figure.

Proof. Assume that GEEDY puts a pointr; while processing. Consider the following two cases for
contradiction:

1. ri.x < LEFT(B).X

Up(r1) cannot satisfy the propertyp(rl)/'-EFT(B) as then (r1).x < MINKEY (B).x. By definition of
decomposability, all the original points with time betwddror(B).y, MAX TIME (B).y] should have
their key value= MINKEY(B).x. However, Up(r1).x < LEFT(B).x < MINKEY(B).x.

So assume théfp('l)\LEFT(B). Letr’ be the first point above; with the property thatr'(\LEFT(B)
or r’ < LEFT(B)). Such a point exists asRfr;) is one such candidate. This implies thatAT(B)
hidesr’ from r as LEFT(B) lies in"'[J,. Letr” be the first point below’. Such a point exists ag
itself is one such candidate. Also, note that due to the wiydefined,»,“5*"® By Lemma 4.6,
ur(rry” -5 ®). This again leads to contradiction ag(”).y is betweeri ToP(B).y, MAX TIME (B).y]
and its key value B(r”).x < LEFT(B).x < MINKEY (B).x.

2. LEFT(B).x < r;.x < MINKEY(B).x

Letr’ be a point above; with leasty co-ordinate and the property tHetF®)X_,,. If no such point

exists then defing :=r;. Let GREEDY mark pointr’ while processing ©(r’) € B due to an unsatisfied
rectangle”’ op(). By definition of LEFT(B), r” cannot lie to the right of EFT(B). S0, grrg)/" -
This implies that there exists a non-top elemenBpDP(r’) with PAIR(r") = (OP(r"),OP(r")) and

OP(r") ¢ B. This contradict Lemma 6.9

The case whem.x > RIGHT(B).x and MAXKEY(B).x > r1.x > RIGHT(B).x are symmetric to above two
cases respectively. O

We now need to calculate the number of points added Rggby in Box(B) while processing. To
this end, we define some notations.

Definition 8.5. LetREG(B) := {(a,b)|UP(a) € B and b> MAx TIME (B).y and b< MAX TIME (PARENT(B)).y}

14



In words, REG(B) denote the region below®«(B) till the last original point in RRENT(B). If # is
the set of blocks, then defineeR(%) := U #REG(B).

Lemma 8.6. Let ToPBLOCK(r) = B’ and PARENT(B’) = B. Then while processing IGREEDY can
put marked point only (1)belowEFT(B) and/or (2)BelowRIGHT(B) and/or (3) inREG(B”) where B €
SIBLING (B').

Proof. By Lemma 8.4, while processing GREEDY can put marked point in 8x(B), below LEFT(B) and
below RGHT(B)). However by observation 8.3,KEEDY cannot put any marked point indX(B’) while
processing.

Let B” € SIBLING (B). By Lemma 5.1, ®EEDY cannot put any marked point in RPERBOX(B”)
while processing. Also, GREEDY cannot put any marked point ind(B”) while processing. This
implies that while processing all the points marked by DY in Box(B) are in REG(B”) whereB’ €
SIBLING (B'). O

Block PARENT(B)

Block B

REG(B)

Figure 15:B has four siblings. RG(B) is the region shaded belowd (B)

We will now describe properties of the points that are addeREG(B).

Definition 8.7. A point p is a key-new point iREG(B) if there is no point g REG(B) such that (1)p< = g.x
and gy < p.y, else it is called key-old.

In other words, if no point exists in &5(B) with the same key ag.x before timep.y, thenpis key-new.

Definition 8.8. Let pe 2" be an original point with least .y and the property (1) .y > MAXTIME(B).y
and (2)px < LErT(B) or LEFT(B) < p.x < MINKEY(B). Then we say that p is the left-relative of B or
pe LEFT-REL(B). Similarly defineRIGHT-REL(B) in a symmetric fashion.

In words, LEFT-REL(B) contains the first original point in the sequengé that comes after all the
points inB and has key strictly thangrT(B).x or in the rangd LEFT(B).x, MINKEY (B).x]. Note that there
are at most 2 original points in the setET-REL (B).
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Lemma 8.9. Let q be an original point that satisfiesxa< LEFT(B) and qy > p.y where pe LEFT-REL(B)
and px < LErT(B).x. ThenGREEDY cannot mark any key-new point REG(B) while processing g.

LEFT(B)

Block B
p
[}

q

[ ]
Figure 16:pe LEFT-REL(B). Lemma 8.9 states that while processing any other gpihat arrives aftep
and is to the left of EFT(B), GREEDY cannot mark any key-new point ing(B).

Proof. Assume for contradiction that ®EEDY put a key-new point while processingy in REG(B) due
to unsatisfied rectanglg1®. This implies that RIR(s) = (g, OP(s)). Since we have assumed tiss a
key-new points’ cannot lie in REG(B), so it lies above RG(B). By Lemma 5.1, no point can lie above
Box(B). Sos lies in Box(B). We first note that @(s') # Tor(B) as then,(® is satisfied by EFT(B).

Let us assume that@s) # Tor(B). SinceqI° was an unsatisfied rectangle, there exists no point in
it when GREEDY processes|. Consider the poinp € LEFT-REL(B) with p.x < LEFT(B).x. By definition,
p.y <q.y. Consider the rectang[@s'. We claim thaquS' is an unsatisfied rectangle as (1) there are no point
in qD§ when CREEDY processep and (2) By Lemma 8.4, for any poimt# Tor(B), GREEDY does not
put any point to the left of EFT(B) and (3) There is no poimtwith the property thaty > MAXTIME(B).y
andp, " and"™\q- Indeed, if such a point exists, then definee a point which satisfy the above property
and has the leastcoordinate. Ifop(r)\q, then O°(r) € LEFT-REL(b) and notp which contradicts our
assumption. ®(r) cannot lie ing 1 and in REG(B). SOMAXTMEBX ) and GREEDY markes the point
r while processing ®(r) due to unsatisfied rectangle, Saylop(). Note that,,M**T"E®) as otherwise
r'Dop(r) is satisfied by Mx TIME (B). However, this implies that is the point with leasy-coordinate and
the property that’.y > MAXTIME (B).y p/r/ andr'\q. This contradicts the definition of

This implies thatpDS' is unsatisfied when REEDY processep. So GREEDY should put a point, say
s’ belows. However, this implies that” is a key-new point and natcontradicting the assumption of the
lemma. O

Similar to the above lemma one can also prove the followingha.

Lemma 8.10. Let q be an original point that satisfidserT(B) < g.x < MINKEY(B) and qy > p.y where
pe LEF-REL(B) and LEFT(B) < p.x < MINKEY(B). ThenGREEDY cannot mark any key-new point in
ReG(B) while processing g.

Similarly one can prove the symmetric versions of the abexelémmas. We now describe the impli-
cations of the above two lemmas. The lemma suggest that atfowwgoints ( 2 in LEFT-ReL(B) and 2 in
RIGHT-REL(B)) can be responsible for adding key-new points EGRB).
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Corollary 8.11. GREEDY can mark key-new points IREG(B) while processing points iheEFT-REL(B) u
RIGHT-REL(B) only.

We define some more properties of the points addedes(B).

Definition 8.12. A key b is live inREG(B) at time t if there is a point g REG(B) such that px = b and
p.y <t and there exists no point p REG(B) such that (1) px < p.x or pf.x> p.x and (2) t> p.y > p.y.
We say that key b is not-live REG(B) if such a point pexists. A point p is said to be key-live at time t in
ReG(B) if key px is live INnREG(B) at time t, other-wise it is key-not-live.

Block B

L

L2
o5

Timet

REG(B)

Figure 17: Keyp1.X, p2.X and ps.x are live at timet and Key p3.x and ps.x are not live. Similarly point
p1, p2 andps are key-live and poinps andps are key-not-live.

By Lemma 8.9, only points in EFT-REL(B) U RIGHT-REL(B) can add key-new points to&&(B).
Let pe LEFT-REL(B) such that ®REEDY adds a key-new poing in REG(B) while processingp due to
unsatisfied rectanglg1¥. Sinceq is key-new in REG(B), ¢ must lie in Box(B). This implies that @(q)
B. Sincep is a left-relative ofB, it lies to the left of MNKEY(B). This implies that RIR(q) €.:*. So, we
have proved the following lemma:

Lemma 8.13. All key-new points added by original pointslieFT-REL (B) in REG(B) havePaIR(:) €.z
One can also prove the symmetric version of the above lemrmaaimilar way.

Lemma 8.14. All key-new points added by original pointsRiGHT-REL (B) in REG(B) havePAIR(-) €.:".

8.2 Improving the bound on|.:| to O(nlogk)

Let B be any block of REEDECOMPOSITION.Z") that has at most(¢ < k) children. Let these chil-
dren beBy,Bsy,...,B; where MAXKEY(B;j).x < MINKEY(Bj;1).X, or in words, each key of the block
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B; is smaller than each key of blodg;, 1. We recursively partitior¢ blocks into two half till a sin-
gleton block is obtained. This partition can be represemied tree called theARTITION(B). At the
root of PARTITION(B) is the region RG(By,By,...,B;). We then divide this region into two half
REG(By,Bz,...,By/2) and REG(By/241,By/212, -, Br). In Lemma 8.15, we will show that the total number
of points (with RAIR(-) € *.2) added by ®EEDY in REG(By/2..1,By/242, - - - ,Br) while processing points in
{Tor(B1), TOP(By),..., TOP(B, ) }\TOR(B) is O(¢). Similarly, the total number of points (withalR(-)
*.?) added by ®EEDY in REG(By,Bs,,...,B;) while processing original points in

{ToP(By/2+1), TOP(By/242), - .-, TOP(B) }\TOP(B) is O(¢). Note that the top element of the bloBks ex-
empted as it cannot add any point in thedBs,Bsy,...,B/). In general we have to show the following
lemma:

Lemma8.15.LetB,Bi.1,...,Bii2n1 be the set of consecutive children blocks of BREEDECOMPOSITION.Z").
The number of points added byor(B;), TOP(Bj11),..., TOP(Bi1m-1)}\TOP(B) in REG(Bi;m,Bi+m+1,---,Bi+2m-1)
with PAIR () €*.is < 12m.

By symmetry one can also show that the number of points adged b
{ToP(Bitm), TOP(Bitm+1),--., TOP(Bi12m-1)}\TOP(B) in REG(B;,Bj1,...,Bitm-1) with PAIR(-) €*.tis
< 12m.

LetY(B):=T(B1,By,...,By) be the total number of points (withARR (+) € *.z) added by REEDY while
processing points ifiToP(By), TOP(By), ..., ToP(B,)}\ToP(B) in REG(B1,B,,...,By). It can be calculated
as follows: Y (B) = T(By,By,...,By) = T(B1,Bz,...,By2) + T(By/241,By242,---,B¢) + 12 This would
imply thatY (B) = T(By,By,...,B;) < 12¢log/.

We would charge these 4bg/ points to the following/ — 1 original points:

{Tor(B1), TOP(B,),..., TOP(By)}\ToP(B). That is, each top point of children of blo&except one gets
< 13log/ charge.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 8.1

Proof. Let ToPBLOCK(r) = B’ and RRENT(B') = B. By Lemma 8.4, ®EEDY can put at most two point
below LEFT(B) and RGHT(B). And by the analysis above, the amortized number of poinith (RaIR (-) €
*.?) added by ®EEDY in Box(B) while processing with PAIR(-) € *.tis 13logl < 13logk where/ is the
number of children oB. So, amortized number of points addedrby 2+ 13logk. So|*.:| < 14nlogk. O

The rest of the section is devoted in proving Lemma 8.15.

8.3 Proof of Lemma 8.15

Let B1,By,...,B; be the children oB in TREEDECOMPOSITION.Z"). Let B;,Bi;1,...,Bitom—1 be the
consecutive & children ofB. Let &y = {B;,Bi1,...,Biim-1} and%; = {Bi1m,Bi+m+1,---,Bit2m-1}. Let
B = {B1,By,...,Bi_1} and %,y = {Bi1om,Bi+om+1,...,B¢}. LetC denote the set of key-live points in
REG(%,) after GREEDY finished processing all the points till step

Lemma 8.16. Let B € {#;, Bu}. Let Nrops;), Rrors;) be the set of key-new and key-old points added by
GREEDY in REG(% ) while processing or(Bj). Then QaxTiMe(B;) y+1 < CMINTIME(B) ).y — max{0, (|Rropm)| —
2)} 4 2|{Bx € %:|ToP(B) € LEFT-REL(By)}|.

2we drop the floor notation for readability
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Proof. Let p; < py< ...« ppbe the set of points added byrREEDY in REG(%; ) while processing ©P(B;).
Note that the key{ p1.X, p2.X, ..., pn.X} are live in REG(%;) at time TopP(B;).y. By definition, onlyp; and
Pn can be live at time ©P(B;).y+ 1 as each other poirg; is hidden by the poinp;_; and pi+1. p1 and
pn can be key-new or key-old point. Consider only the pointR{@P(Bj). All the keys inRTOP(Bj) are live
at time ToP(Bj).y and only 2 of thesef; and p,) can be live at time ©pP(B;).y+ 1. So, the number of
key-live points decrease at least by fl@xRrope;)| — 2} after processing IP(B;).

Consider the points iNtopg;). By Lemma 8.9, if OP(B)) € LEFT-REL (By) for By e %, then GREEDY
can add key-new points out of which only only at most two (fjdgsp1 andpy) are live. So the total number
of key-live points added by BEEDY while processing is at most By € %,|ToP(Bj) € LEFT-REL(By)}|.
This impliesCropg;).y < Cropg;).y—1 — MaXO0, (|Rrops;)| — 2)} + 2|{Bk € Z;|TOP(B)) € LEFT-REL (Bk)}|.

Consider a point| € Bj such thaig # Tor(B;). By Lemma 8.4, all the points added byrR6EDY while
processingy are either in BX(B;) or below LEFT(B;j) and RGHT(B;). Note that only RGHT(B;) can
lie in REG(%;). Whenever ®EEDY adds a point below RHT(Bj), key RGHT(Bj).x is live at time
g.y. So GREEDY does not increase or decrease key-live points while progess This implies that
CMAXTIME(BJ) y+1 == CTOP(B )y max{0, (|RT0P(BJ |—2)}+ 2|{BJ € %r”OP(BJ) € LEFT'REL(BJ)H [

Similar, we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 8.17. Let Bj € {#}. Let Nrors;): Rrors;) be the set of key-new and key-old points added by
GREEDY in REG(%; ) while processmg’op(B,) Then GuaxTive(g)).y+1 < Crop(s)).y —Max{0, (|Rrope;) | —
2)} +2|{Bj € %;|ToP(Bj) € RIGHT-REL(Bj)}|.

Lemma 818 Let BJ S %r. Then Q/IAXTlME(BJ) y+1 S CMlNTlME(BJ) y + 4

Proof. Let p = TOP(B;). Let p1 < p2 < ... < py be the set of points added byRGEDY in REG(%)
while processingp. By definition, onlyp; and p, can shift their status from key-not-live to key-live at time
p.y+ 1 as each other poin is hidden by the poinp;_; andpi;1. Letqe B;j such thaiy # Tor(Bj). By
Lemma 8.4, all the points added byrR&EDY while processingj are either in Bx(Bj) or below LEFT(B;)
and RGHT(B;). Note that all the points that are added i®X8B;) are neither key-live or key-not-live as
they do not lie in RG(%;). So, they cannot change their status from key-not-live telike. So after
processing point MX TIME (B;), at most 4 keys.X, pn.X, LEFT(B;).X, RIGHT(Bj).x can shift their status
from key-live to key-not-live. This implies th&yaxtime(s))y+1 < CminTives))y +4- O

By Lemma 8.16, ifBj € %, CyaxTime(s))y+1 < Crom).y (|RT0P(BJ | —2) + 2|{Bx € %|TOP(Bj) €
LEFT-REL(By)}|. By Lemma 8.16, ifBj € Ay, CMAleME(B )y+1 < Crops,)y + 2/{Bk € %|TOP(Bj) €
LEFT-REL(By)}|. By Lemma 8.17, ifBj € Zir, CuaxTive(s))y+1 < Croms))y + 2/{Bk € %:|TOP(B)) €
RIGHT-REL (By)}|

The above two sums along with the inequality in Lemma 8.18elescoping sums that starts at the top
of the parent block B and ends ataM TIME (B). Adding them gives the following expression.

CwmaxTime(®).y+1—CrorB)y < — 2g,e, (IRTorB))| = 2) + 2je( 4,2} 2{Bk € % | TOP(B;) € LEFT-REL (By)}| +
2.8,c %, 21{Bx€ %;|TOP(Bj) € RIGHT-REL (By)}| + X g, 4- Since, there are no points ireR(%, ) at time
ToP(B).Y, Cropm)y = 0. Also there can at most be two points iE#T-REL (Bx) and RGHT-REL (By), so
2|{Bx € %;|TOP(B)) € LEFT-REL(Bk)}| + 2|{Bx € %|TOP(Bj) € RIGHT-REL(By)}| < 4> g 5 2 = 8m.
This leads to the foIIowmg inequality: @ —> g g, (|Rroes;)|) + 8M+4m. S0,3 g g, (IRrors)|) < 12m.
While processing ©P(B;), all the points added by REEDY other tharRTop(B ) are key-new. By Lemma
8.13, these points are in". Note that even points iRrogg;) can be in.:*. However, we have shown that
number of such points is 12m. Thus we have proved Lemma 8.15.
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9 Upper Bounding|.:*|: Good Pairs

To prove that ®REEDY has small competitive ratio we need to show 4| 2" v OPT(Z")| is small. But
our understanding of this ratio remains quite limited wile best upper bound beir@logn). One way

to prove that ®REEDY has small competitive ratio, sidestepping the above issaeld be to prove éower
bound on @T(.2") (the minimum cardinality point set that must be added?tdo make(.2" v OPT(.Z"))
arborally satisfied) by constructingcartificateof the lower bound and then show that the the ratio between
|| and the lower bound is small. While working with the lower hdumight give a worse guarantee, but it
might also allow more flexibility in the proof. This is a stamd approach in proving approximation ratios
of algorithms. For the BST problem, there are many lower bisumown (see [5]). One lower bound,
called the independent set lower bound from Demaine et psUybsumes the previous ones. It is defined
as follows: rectanglesp,q) and(r,s) with p,q,r,se 27, areindependentin .2") if they are not arborally
satisfied and no corner of either rectangle is strictly iesfte other. They showed that the cardinality of any
independent set of rectangles provides a lower boundZor OpT(Z7)| as follows:

Claim 9.1 (Claim 4.1, [5]) Let 2" contain an independent set of rectangles | anddetr(2") be a min-
imum cardinality point set that must be added 46 to make(.2" v OPT(.2")) arborally satisfied, then
|2 UOPT(Z)| = |I|/2+|Z|.

Though the above lemma gives a lower bound, it is not clear toogonstruct the sdt (lower bound
certificate), or to relate it t&. Demaine et al. provided an alternative lower bound thaffisiently com-
putable by a procedure calledéGNEDGREEDY which is very similar to @EEDY and is within a constant
factor of the best independent set lower bound. Howeves,ribt known how to relate this lower bound to
|1, or how to relate the executions ofGNEDGREEDY and GREEDY despite their close similarity.

Our work provides a lower bound that can be relateti4tpon k-decomposable sequences. The lower
bound certificate is constructed by directly looking at tReaaition of GREEDY. Our construction builds
upon the idea of the independent set lower bound [5], but tie ionstruction does not provide an in-
dependent set, but a more nuanced certificate. The abowedeaif our technique give us hope that our
techniques can be refined to better understand the perfeentdrGREEDY.

In Sec. 6, Observation 6.4 associated each pawrwith a rectangle. The set of rectangles thus formed
(associated with the pairs in*) is tightly coupled with the execution of REEDY. We will first partition
.2* into two parts: (1) ®oD(.:*) and (2) BaD(.:*). While the set @oD(.:*) can be quite different from
independent sets, we show thabGD(.:*) behaves like an independent set in the following sense:

Theorem 9.2. Let 2" be the original point set and |€@pT(.2") be the minimum number of points that must
be added to2" to make it arborally satisfied. The" v OPT(Z')| = ‘&LS()' + 2.

The rest of this section is devoted in proving Theorem 9.2.

9.1 Good Pairs and their properties

We will now partition. :* into two parts:

Definition 9.3. (Good and bad pairsPAIR(p1) = (p,q) with PAIR(pz) € .:* is called agood pair if r ¢
(90p)° (or (p09)°) for all r € 2Z°. Otherwise,PAIR(p1) = (p,q) is called abadpair. Let GooD(.:*) :=
{pe¥ | PAIR(p) is a good pait| andBAD(.:*) := [{pe ¥ | PAIR(p) is a bad pait|.
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Towards the end of proving Theorem 9.2, we will show some g@migs of good pairs in the next lemma.
The definition of a good pair forbids any point frafti being in the interior of the rectangle. The following
lemma proves that points frofft also cannot lie in the interior of the rectangle.

Lemma 9.4. Let PAIR(p1) = P[Jq (or p[19) be a good pair. Then there are no points(fitly)° (or (p[1%)°).

L4 g1
Jde [}
s
[ ] [
OP(s)
[ d [ ]
P P

Figure 18: lllustration of the case dealt in the proof of Lean®4 whers lies in 9y, .

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to prove the lemma for rectangles/pétJ,. Note that no original point
can be in(9Jp)° as RIR(p1) is a good pair. Lety; be the first point above;. This implies that ®EEDY
marks pointp; to the left of p due to the unsatisfied rectangle],.

If g1 = OP(q1)(= q), then there are no points {fi],)° as GREEDY found %[J, arborally unsatisfied.
So let us assume thgk> Q.

If there is a pointse (97Jp)° then it must satisfy one of the following three cases (retbalt we must
havese ¥):

1. se (Bp)°.
Again, there exists no point iff"[Jp)° as GREEDY found “'[J, arborally unsatisfied. So this case is
not possible.

2. slies abovep, in (900p)°.
By the definition of RIR(-), g is the first point above;. So, such a poirdg cannot exist.

3. se (0p,)° (see Fig. 18).

Let us assume thatis the closest point tq in (9],,)°. Therefore, no point lies abowan (97, )°.
However, there exists a point abosthat does not lie if9Jp,)°. UP(s) is one such candidate. Lit
be the first point above Note that can lie to the right or north-east gf(though in Fig. 18 it lies to
the north-east of).

Note thatqg; hidest from p (as either; lie to the right oft in '[J, or g1 € ('{Jp)°) andsiis the first
point belowt such that,”%. Then, by Lemma 4.6pp(5),” . OP(s) cannot lie in(Jp,)° asJp
is a good pair; this impliegp(s)/'q. In that casegq hidest from OP(s) (as eithem lies to the left of
tin opg' Or g€ (opg')°) andsis the first point belowt such that™™s. Again by Lemma 4.7,
q\op(s). This leads to a contradiction as we have already deduceq)g[gga/q. S0 our assumption
thatse (9, )° must be false.

O
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9.2 Interaction between Good Pairs

The definition ofindependent setspecifies how two rectangles can intersect each other. Tref geod
pairs need not be independent in general. However, therecasraints on the way good pairs interact.
Specifically, we will show that if two good pairs intersecéththe point associated with one of them cannot
lie in the interior of the rectangle associated with the ptiar:

Lemma 9.5. Let PAIR (q1) = ]y and PAIR(02) = P[]y be two good pairs such thay”P. Assume that the
intersection between the two rectangles is of tfp&hen g cannot lie to the left of g iR except at the
bottom-left corner of[,.

Figure 19: lllustration of the bad case in the proof of 9.5 mhglies in to the left ofg in P[]y (but not at its
bottom left corner).

Proof. The intersection of{y andS ]y is of typerd. Lets; be the first point abovey. If o lies to the left of
g in PJq (but not at the bottom-left corner 8fg), then it lies to the left or right ofj; in PClg. This implies
thats, lies in (PCJq)°. However, Lemma 9.4 forbids such a situation.

]

Lemma 9.6. Let PAIR(q1) = STq and PAIR(r1) = SJr be two good pairs such thap"9. Assume that the
intersection between the two rectangles is of typeThen q ¢ (J;)° and g cannot be at the bottom-left
corner of%q.

L X%
{ 3T

2o
o0

Figure 20: lllustration of the bad case in the proof of 9.6 whelies at the bottom-left corner &f .

Proof. By Lemma 9.40; ¢ (1)°.

Assume for contradiction thaj lies at the bottom-left corner 6f 7, that is, it is the first point below
s(as RIR(q1) = (g,8)). This implies thar; cannot lie belowg; (as then RIR(ry) # (r,s)). SO®N,,. Let
s; be the first point above;,. Since RIR(r1) = (r,5), $ lies to the right ofs. This implies thats; hidess
from q (ass; lies to the right ofsin ;) andq; is the first point belows. By Lemma 4.6op(ql)/sl. But
Op(q1) = qlies to the south-east &f. So, we arrive at a contradiction. §p cannot lie at the bottom-left

corner off ],
O

22



The following two lemmas are also a direct consequence ofrhar®.4.

Lemma 9.7. Let PAIR(q1) = SCJq and PAIR(r1) = P, be two good pairs such that”®,,, 9. Assume that
the intersection between the two rectangles is of typ&hen q ¢ (P, )°.

Lemma 9.8. Let PAIR(q1) = SCJq and PAIR(r1) = P be two good pairs such thgy”P,;, 9. Assume that
the intersection between the two rectangles is of p&hen q ¢ (P[J,)°.

9.3 Putting it together

Let GooD(.:*)g := {90p | 90Jp € Goob(.:*)}. Similarly we can define GoD(.:*);. Demaine et al. [5]
proved that the size of andependent saif rectangles provides a lower bound @e1(.27)| (Claim 9.1).
Instead of independent sets we have to argue aboattG :*). Our argument would follow that of Demaine
et al. at a high level, but with some important changes. We $itmee lemmas below which are adaptations
of lemmas from [5] to ®o0D(.:*).

Lemma 9.9. (compare Lemma 4.4, [5]) Let g be the point # with the maximum x-coordinate such
that there exists a rectangle with g BooD(.:*)g as one of its diagonal point. L&l € GOOD(.:*)g
be the widest rectangle with q as one of its diagonal pointeriTtve can find a vertical liné passing
through the interior ofJ,, such that insidé]y, ¢ does not intersect the interior of any other rectangle in

GoOD(. %)\ {Tha}-

Proof. Let PAIR(g1) = SJq. Let Sdenote the set of all rectangles iroGD(. :*)\{°q} overlappingTly.
Let us assume for contradiction thaspans the horizontal section 9fly. Let P[], be a rectangle i® with
PAIR(r1) = P

Note that any intersection betwe#&n, andPJ;, can be of type,@,d or 2. This is due to the fact that
any other intersection will either force two points from, q,r,s} to be on the same horizontal or vertical
line (which is forbidden as these points come from a perrautatequence), or it will force a diagonal point
(in Z7) of one rectangle to be in the interior of the other. Also, by tonstruction of ]y, P, is the left
rectangle in the intersection typéand the narrower rectangle in intersection t{ge or &=

The right edge of any rectangle ind®D(.:*)g does not intersect even partially with the left edge of
any other rectangle (as points # come from a permutation sequence). So, if the rectangl&ssijpan
the horizontal section 6fy, then each boundary point to the leftapin 3], (except maybe its bottom-left
corner) lies either in the interior of a rectandle), (intersection type#, 0,87 or to the left ofq in P,
except at the bottom-left corner &f], (intersection typed andr = q).

Then by Lemmas 9.5, 9.6, 9.7, and 9.8, pajptcannot lie to the left ofy in SJq, except possibly its
bottom-left corner.

As rectangles of intersection tyge andd are narrower thaf{J, (by the construction of]y), these
rectangles cannot span horizontal sectioff @f. Since we assumed that rectangle$ span the horizontal
section off ], it implies thatS contains a rectangle of type or 8. Using Lemmas 9.7 or 9.6 respectively,
g1 cannot even lie at the bottom-left corner®oiy. This implies thaty; does not lie to the left of in 3.
However, this contradicts Observation 6.4 that statesliRRy1) = g, thena; lies to the left ofg in g,
So we arrive at a contradiction, hence our assumption apans the horizontal section 9fl;” must be
false. So, we can find a vertical lidehrough the interiof ], such that insid& ]y, ¢ does not intersect the
interior of any other rectangle in@dD(. :*)\ {%q}-

]
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Lemma 9.10. (compare Lemma 4.3, [5]) Givelfily € Goob(.:*)g and a vertical line/ at a non-integer
x-coordinate intersecting®]q)° and a set of pointg” such that each pair of points it U % is arborally
satisfied. We can find two pointstee (2" u %) in P such that a- b, a is to the left of, b is to the right
of ¢, and there are no points i#" U % on the horizontal segment connecting a to b.

Proof. Letaandbin (2" u %) be two closest points if ] such that is the left of line/ andb is to the
right of . Note thata exists (@ is one such candidate). Similartyexists € is one such candidate). By
construction, there are no pointsany, (or .L1°). If aandb do not lie on the same horizontal line, thén,
(or {1P) is an arborally unsatisfied rectangle, contradicting msuanption that.2” u %) is an arborally
satisfied set. O

Lemma 9.11. (compare Lemma 4.5, [5]) Given a point sgtf and another point se¥” such thatZ™ v %
is arborally satisfied, then2” v #| > |GooD(.:*)g| + | Z'|.

Proof. This proof is essentially verbatim from [5]. The propertyirmdependent set of rectangles used in the
proof of Lemma 4.5 in [5] is the existence of the lihgroved in Lemma 4.4 there). Our Lemma 9.9 proves
the existence of liné for Goob(.:*)x. Given this, the proofs for independent set and fadb(. :*)g are
the same.

We apply Lemma 9.9 to find a rectangdiely in Goob(.:*)x and a vertical line/ piercing g with
the property that no other rectangle iroGD(.:*)g intersects? in the interior ofJq. Then we apply
Lemma 9.10 to find two pointa, b horizontally adjacent in2” v % and on opposite sides éfin ;. We
mark this pair(a,b) with rectangle’]y. Then we removeé[ ] from Goob(.:*)g and repeat the process,
until there are no rectangles left inc®D(.:*)y. Whenever we remove a rectanglg, from Goon(.:*)x,
if a andb are not on the top or bottom sides 9fl;, thena andb do not simultaneously belong to any
other rectangle in GoD(.:*)\{%Jy}, so they will never be marked again. On the other hand,ahdb
are on the top (bottom) side &fly, thena andb are neither in the interior nor on the top (bottom) side of
any other rectangle in 6oD(.:*)g. Furthermore, since coordinates.# are distinct, the top side of no
rectangle in ®0D(.:*)g coincides even partially with the bottom side of a rectamgl&ooD(. :*)x. Thus,
each pair of horizontally adjacent points.i u 2 can be marked at most once. Finally, by distinctness of
y-coordinates inZ", at most one point in a pair can belong46. Therefore the number of points #1 is at
least|GOOD(. :*)x/, proving the lemma.

O

Similar to Lemma 9.11, we can also show that any arborallisféad set? satisfies|. 2" v #| >
1GOOD(.:*)| + | 2|. So|Z u | > 6000 )N‘J2F|GOOD(°- Jal |2 = |Gm37[2’(")\ +|2°|. We have thus
proved Theorem 9.2.

10 Upper bounding|.:*|: Bad Pairs

In this section we prove
Lemma 10.1. |BAD(.:*)| < 10n(k—1).

Forapointpe .2, similar to R*.:)p, define RBAD (.:*)), := {PAIR(p1) € BAD(.:*) | p>p1 and RIR(py1) =
(p,q), whereqe Z7}. Let PaIR(p1) € R(BAD(.:*))p. To upper bouanAD( *)|, we construct F) that
maps a point (with PAIR € BAD(.:*)) to a pointv (with PAIR(v) € *.2). F(-) takes at most 4 points (with
PAIR(-) € BAD(.:*)) to a point (with RIR(-) € *.2), and we already proveld.:| = O(nk). This would pro-
vide an upper bound oBAD(.:*)|. Unfortunately, F-) is a partial map, and does not map every point (with

24



PAIR () € BAD(.:*)). We show, by an argument similar to the one used for bounidinig that the number
of unmapped points i©(nk). This gives our desired bounBAD(.:*)| = O(nk).

The rest of this section is devoted to proving Lemma 10.1.ela $0.1 we construct the map mentioned
above; in Sections 10.2, 10.3 we provide upper bounds onizkeo$ the sets of mapped and unmapped
points; finally, we put these two bounds together to compteggoroof.

10.1 Construction of K-) and its properties

We begin by describing the setting used in the proof.

The setting used in the proof. Unless mentioned otherwise, we will assume in this sectiahToPBLOCK(B) =
p and RAIR(p1) € R(BAD(.:*)),. Letq; be the first point above;. Since GREEDY has put a poinp; be-
low a1 while processingp, it found ;1% arborally unsatisfied«<> p; as RAIR(p1) € R(BAD(.:*))p). This
implies that there are no points ji]* exceptp,q; and p1. If OP(q1) = g1, then RIR(p1) € Goob(.:*).
So let us assume thatrQy;) = q andag, < g (since RIR(p1) € R(BAD(.:*))p We do not havej«— ).

Since RIR(py) € BAD(.:*), there is another point it?"\{p,q} and in(,(19)°. Letr € 2" be a point in
(o19)° having the smallest-distance fromp. Let p} be the next point to the right gf;; that p; exists is
proven next:

Lemma 10.2. There is a point pto the right of p inp, [ but not at the bottom-right corner gf".

Figure 21: Lemma 10.2 states thgtexists to the right of; such thatpfl,/r

Proof. Consider the rectangfeJ;. By Lemma 4.4, a point’ lies either to the left or abovein %[J;. Since
re 2, by Observation 4.1, 8EeDY does not put any point above Also, sinceq; is the first point above
p1, I’ cannot lie on the bottom-left endpoint ¥f ;. Sor’ < r andpl/'r'.

Now consider rectangl@lmr'. Again by Lemma 4.2, a poiqi; must exist either to the right or abope
in p, (1", Sinceq, is the first point abovey; (andg; does not lie in,, (), p; cannot lie abovepy in p, "
So it must lie to the right opy in (1.

Asr’ —r, we deduce thap; cannot lie belowr. O

We are now ready to describe the construction of the partégd R-). Its domain is{ue ¢ | PAIR(u) €
BAD(.:*)} and its range i$ve ¢ | PAIR(V) € *.:}. F(-) is computed by the procedure in Fig. 22.

In the procedure for computing(p.), if we find that RIR(p;) €.:*, then we look fors), the first point
abovep). We now prove some properties gf these will be used in Sec. 10.3. By Lemma 1(@2¢cannot
lie belowr. So p,l/" (see Fig. 23). Note thg,/r or SN, or & <> r (though in Fig. 23 we have shown

the case;l,/r). Since QREEDY has put a point belovg, while processingp, hencepDS'l is an arborally
unsatisfied rectangle. Sﬂ},\sll asp; < p; and GREEDY marked these points due to unsatisfied rectangle

pJ% and pDS'l respectively. We make some other observation regasjing
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if PAIR(p}) €°+3then
| F(p1) = pi;
end
else
Let s be the first point above;
if PAIR(s;) € *+2then
| F(p) =5
end
else
| F(p1) is not defined;
end

\ end j

Figure 22: Procedure to computédr) mappingp; with PAIR(p1) € R(BAD(.:*)) to a point with RAIR(+) €
... If PAIR(p1) € L(BAD(.:*)), the procedure is symmetric.

Observation 10.3. There are no points to the left df &, pDS'l.

The above observation is a direct consequence of the faowthie processing, GREEDY found pDSJ’l
arborally unsatisfied while processiimg

Observation 10.4. There are no points in (1()‘1lm§1)O and (2) below g or to the left of § in qle/l.

Again this is due to the facts that (fy) and p) are two consecutive points to the rightmf(2) GREEDY
found pJ% andpDS"l to be arborally unsatisfied while processipg3) q; is the first point above;.

Observation 10.5.s; ¢ 2" and § < OP(s)).

Sincer is an original point in, 9 with the smallesk-distance to, s; ¢ 2. Together with our assump-
tion that RAIR(p}) € .1, this impliess; < OP(s) ).

(i)
Figure 23: In Kp1), S is the first point abovey;

10.2 Bounding the number of points mapped by )

Let PAIR(pi) € R(BAD(.:*))p. For agi € ¢, if F(pi) = q;, theng; € ¢, and eithem; is the first point to the
right of p; or g; is the first point above whereq is the first point to the right of;. Hence forg; € ¢, there

are at most two pointp; such that fp;) = g;. In other words, for eact; € ¢4, we have/{p; | F(p;) = ¢ and

PAIR(q) €°.3}| < 2. So,
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> [{PAIR(pi) € R(BAD(.:%))p | pi € domair(F)} = > [{pi | pi s.t. Hpi) = g and RIR(qy) €.}
pe2’ aey

< 2.1

By symmetry,

> {PAIR(pi) € L(BAD(.:))p | pi € domain(F)}| < 2/".3.
peZ”

Combining the above two inequalities we get

Lemma 10.6. >, [{PAIR(pi) € BAD(.:*)p | pi € domain(F)}| < 4[.:[.

10.3 Bounding the number of points not mapped by F)

We continue with the setting introduced in Sec. 10.1. SincgWwas not able to map;, the following must
be true:

1. PaR(p)) €.t
2. PIR(s)) €.t

Since RIR(p1) € BAD(.:*), there exists another point 2"\{p,q} in p1%.

Lett] be the first point above|. So RIR(S]) = (OP(s]),OP(t])). Since RIR(S)) €.:* ands| < OP(s])
(Observation 10.5), either @it]) < t; or Op(t;) = t].

Observation 10.7. Either Op(t;) < t] or Op(t]) = t].
We first make some claims on the positiort/of

Lemma 10.8. Let tj be the first point abovejsThen®™,.

-@

[ ]
Or(s))

Figure 24: Lemma 10.8 shows that there exists a pggiatich that (1) it is the first point abog and (2)
Q1'\t,
1
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Proof. Consider the rectangfé[y. By Lemma 4.4, there exists a poijtto the left or aboves, in [ .
However, by Observation 10.4, there is no point in(@l[)jsll)o and (2) belowg; or to the left ofs| in qle/l.

t/
This implies thatt1 andt; € 4.
s
We now need to show thﬁt\q. For contradiction, assume that< t;. This implies that @(t]) = q
tl
andt; < q (sinces;.x < r.x < g.x and 11). But we know by Observation 10.7 thatr@; ) cannot lie to the
S1

right of tj. Thus we have arrived at a contradiction. So our assumhiatyt < t; must be false, and hence

ql\ti-
|

Our next claim is regarding the position oP@).
Lemma 10.9. Let t; be the first point above; sThen,OP(t;) # t1, and W™, opur) /™ and PN .

Proof. By Observation 10.7, €]t;) < tj or OP(t7) = t;. However, (r(t7) # t; because is the the original
point in 1% with the smallesk-distance fromp. This implies that ®(t]) < t].

We have to show th&®PW= . If ,,”79"% (and Cp(t}) «t}), it contradicts our assumption thais the
the original point inp9 with the smallesk-distance fromp (recall thatr.x > pj.x = t;.x by Lemma 10.2).
By Lemma 5.1, if ToPBLOCK(p) = B, then there are no points inRBERBOX (B). Hence®Px .

t/
This together with{ impliesop(ti)\sll. Also since® s, p, %, %Ry (Lemma 10.8) and Ot} ) ',
s1
hencegpq;) /™. O
We say that a poinp, is anobservablepoint if F(p;) is not defined.

Lemma 10.10.Let p, < p2 be observable points such th&IR (p1), PAIR(p2) € R(BAD(.:*))p for pe 2.
Assume thaGREEDY put these points to arborally satisfy 1%, (1%, respectively, while processing point
p. Then there is a point t such that'® and'™, .

~@

e

Figure 25: The setting of Lemma 10.1f; and p, are twoobservablepoints. The above figure depicts the
case when the next point to the rightf, pj # p.

Proof. One can check thaj;.y < gp.y. Let p] be the first point to the right of;. And lets| be the first
point abovep] (see Fig. 25 for an illustration). Note thatff = pp, thens, = q,. Else if p1 < p} < py,
then one can check thét'\qz. GREEDY put p; and p, due to the unsatisfied rectanglgl and p[%,
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respectively. By Lemma 10.9, there exists such thag ,/® andt\sll. We can replace; with g in the

previous statement as eith&gr= g or gi\qz.
O

Continuing the setting that was used in Lemma 10.10, f}eR &), PAIR(pi;+1) € R(BAD(.2%))p. If
TorBLOCK(p) = B, then by Lemma 6.10, €q;) is in block B;, whereB; € SIBLING (B). Similarly,
OP(Gi+1) € Bi+1 such thaB; 1 € SIBLING (B). We now prove the following lemma that is similar to Lemma
7.3.

Lemma 10.11.Let pe 2 andToOPBLOCK(p) =B. Let p <> py < --- < p; be observable points such that
PAIR(pi) € R(BAD(.:*))p for i € [¢]. Assume thaGREEDY puts these points due to arborally unsatisfied
rectangles,( 1%, ,(1%, ..., ,(0%, respectively, while processing point p. By Lemma 6Q€q;) € B; such
that B € SIBLING (B). Then B# Bj fori # j.

Proof. Consider pointg; < p;. Since RIR(p;), PAIR(pj) € R(BAD(.:))p, we haveg; < OP(q;) andgj <
OrP(gj) (OP(qi) # q; as otherwise RR(p;j) € Goob(.:*); similarly for Op(q;)). By Lemma 10.10, there is
a pointt such that,”% and'~q . This implies that, "% and'~ oe(,). Moreover, by Lemma 10.9 we
have‘\p. Hencet.x < p.x < OP(q;).x, andp ¢ B; (sincep € B andB; is the sibling ofB). Hencet ¢ B; as
all the points in blockB; should be contiguous in their keys.

Sincer,”°"%) and'\op(q,), We also have ©(g).y < t.y < OP(qj).y. Sincet ¢ B;, OP(q;) and Cp(q)
cannot be in the same block, as all the points in a block shmeilcbntiguous in time. Hend® # Bj. [

10.4 Proof of Lemma 10.1

Since there are at mo&t— 1 siblings of B, by Lemma 10.11 for eaclp € 2" we have|{PAIR(pi) €
R(BAD(.:*))p | pi is an observable poiht< k—1. By symmetry|{PAIR (p;) € L(BAD(.:*))p | pi is an observable poipjft<
k—1forpe 2. So,|{PAIR(pi) € BAD(.:*)p | pi is an observable poiht< 2(k— 1) for pe 2". We are

now ready to upper bound the number of points &DB. :*).

|IBAD(.2*)| = Z <|{PAIR(pi) e BAD(.:*)p | pi € domair(F)}| + |[{PAIR(pi) € BAD(.:*), | pi is an observable poihft)
peZ

<4 +2n(k—-1).

Theorem 7.1 gives.:| < 2n(k— 1). Hence|BAD(.:*)| < 10n(k— 1), proving Lemma 10.1.

11 Improving the bound on the number of observable points in:-

Improving the bound in Lemma 10.1, we prove
Lemma 11.1. |BAD(.:*)| < O(nlogk).

We again define the notations used in Section 8 ByeBy, ..., B| be the children oBin TREEDECOMPOSITION.Z).
LetB;,Bi;1,...,Bi+2m—1 be the consecutiver?children ofB. Let #; = {B;,Bi;1,...,Bjim-1} and %, =
{Bi+m,Bi+m+1,---,Bitam—1}. Let Nrop;) @and Rropg;) be the set of key-new and key-old elements added
by GREEDY in REG(%;) while processing ©P(B)). In Section 8.3, we proved thatg . 4 [Rrops))| <
12m. Note that these points can betinor.:. In this section, we need to bound the number of observable
points iNNropg;). To this end, we will prove the following lemma which is sianito lemma 8.15.
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Lemmall.2.LetB,Bi,1,...,Biion1 be the set of consecutive children blocks of BREEDECOMPOSITION.Z").
The number of observable points added®pr(B;), TOP(B;,1),..., TOP(Bi1m-1)}\TOP(B) in
REG(Bi—HT'h Bi+m+17 ceey Bi+2m—1) is O<m)

Proof. Consider the points iNropg ) WhereBj € %,. By Lemma 8.14, these points havelR(-) €.:". Let
Orop(s) be the set observable pointshkogg;). We will show thatZBj e, |071orB)| < [{Bx€ | TOP(B)) €
LEFT-REL(Bk)}|.

Consider any blocBy € %;. By Corollary 8.11, only points in EFT-REL (Bx) and RGHT-REL(By) can
add key-new points in BG(By). Let us assume thatdP(B;) € LEFT-REL(By) and assume that REEDY
adds two observable poim; < p, in REG(By) while processing ©r(Bj) due to unsatisfied rectangle
TOP(BJ)DQI>TOP(BJ) [1% respectively. Sincg; andp, are key-new pointsy;, g lie in Box(Bg). So OP(q1), OP(ap) €
Bk. However, this contradicts Lemma 10.11 which states tlgQ and Cp(q) are the elements of differ-
ent siblings ofBy.

So, the number or observable poifs ;)| can be bounded by{Bx € %, |ToP(B;) € LEFT-REL (Bx)}|.
And, ZBJ_G% |Otorm)| < ZBJE% |{Bx € %;|ToP(Bj) € LEFT-REL(By)}|. Since there are at most 2 left-
relative of any block, the above inequality can be WrittenE§j e, 10Tor®)| < 2pes, 2=2M.

Since, points irRy.) May also be observable, the total number of observablespadtted in RG(%;)
while processing points ifiTOP(B;), TOP(Bi1), ..., TOP(Bi1m-1) }\TOP(B) = > g c 5, (Rropg;) + Otore,)) <
12m+2m= 14m. O

Consider a blockB in TREEDECOMPOSITION.Z") having childrenB;,B,,...,By(¢ < k). LetY(B) :=
T(B1,By,...,By) be the total number of observable points added IReE>Y while processing points in
{ToP(B1), TOP(By),..., TOP(B,)}\TOP(B) in REG(By,By,...,B/). Then using lemma 11.2 and its symmet-
ric version, we can calcula¥(B) as follows:Y (B) = T (By,Bz,...,B) = T(By, By, ..., By2) + T(By241,Br/242,- -, Be)
+ 14¢. This would imply thaty (B) = T (B1,B,...,By) < 14/log/.

We would charge thege(¢log¥) points to the following — 1 original points:{ToP(B1), TOP(By),..., TOP(B;) }\ TOP(B.
That is, each top point of children of bloékexcept one gets 15ldgcharge. Similar to Theorem 8.1, we
can bound the number of observable points.

Theorem 11.3. > ,- [{PAIR(pi) € BAD(.:*)p | pi is an observable poift = 16nlogk

Proof. Let ToPBLOCK(p) = B’ and RRENT(B’) = B. By Lemma 8.4, REEDY can put at most two
point below LEFT(B) and RGHT(B). And by the analysis above, the amortized number of obskrvab
points added by @EEDY in Box(B) while processingp is 15logl = 15logk where? is the number of
children ofB. So, amortized number of points addedyby: 2+ 15logk. S0, ,- [{PAIR(pi) € BAD(.:")p |

pi is an observable poiht< 16nlogk. O

11.1 Proof of Lemma 11.1

We are now ready to upper bound the number of pointsap B:*).

|IBAD(.2*)| = Z <|{PAIR(pi) e BAD(.:*)p | pi € domair(F)}| + |[{PAIR(pi) € BAD(.:*), | pi is an observable poihft)
peZ”

< 4]*.:| + 16nlogk.

Theorem 7.1 give§.:| < 14nlogk. Hence|BAD(.:*)| < 80nlogk, proving Lemma 11.1.
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Proof of the main result

With all the ingredients at hand, the proof of the main re$hkkorem 1.1 is now short:

|9] < 2|PAIR(9)] (Corollary 6.6)
=2(]*-2[ + |-27) (Lemma 6.8)
=2(]*.:| +|BAD(.:*)| + |GOOD(.:*)|)
< 18&logk + 2|GooD(.:*)| (Theorem 7.1 and Lemma 10.1)
< 18&logk+ 4|2 L OPT(Z)|. (Theorem 9.2)

Using Corollary 1.10 in [2], namely2" u OPT(Z")| = O(nlogk) for k-decomposable sequences, we

get|¥| = O(nlogk), which immediately gives Theorem 1.1.
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