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1. Introduction

Computer science applications that involve large networks form one of the main motivations to
develop methods for the analysis of large graphs. The theory of graph limits, which emerged in a
series of papers by Borgs, Chayes, Lovasz, S6s, Szegedy and Vesztergombi [4,6,5,18], gives analytic
tools to cope with problems related to large graphs. It also provides an analytic view of many standard
concepts, e.g. the regularity method [ 19] or property testing algorithms [ 14,20]. In this paper, we focus
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on another type of discrete objects, permutations, and we give permutation counterparts of some of
classical results on large graphs. It is worth noting that not all results on large graphs have permutation
analogues and vice versa as demonstrated, for example, by the finite forcibility of graphons and
permutons [9] (vaguely speaking, finite forcibility means that a global structure is determined by
finitely many substructure densities).

Both our main results are related to the dependence of possible densities of (small) substructures.
In the case of graphs, Erdds, Lovasz and Spencer [8] considered three notions of substructure densities:
the subgraph density, the induced subgraph density and the homomorphism density. They showed
that these types of densities in a large graph are strongly related and that the densities of connected
graphs are independent in the sense that none of the densities can be expressed as a function of the
others. The result has a natural formulation in the language of graph limits, which are called graphons:
the body of possible densities of any k connected graphs in graphons, which is a subset of [0, 1]¥, has
a non-empty interior (in particular, it is full dimensional).

Our first result asserts that the analogous statement is also true for permutations. As in the case
of graphs, it is natural to cast our result in terms of permutation limits, called permutons. The theory
of permutation limits was initiated in [12,15] (also see [21]) and successfully applied e.g. in [14,17].
To state our first result, we use the notion of a indecomposable permutation, which is an analogue of
graph connectivity in the sense that an indecomposable permutation cannot be split into independent
parts. Let T? be the body of possible densities of indecomposable permutations of order at most q in
a permuton (a precise definition and further details can be found in Section 2.1). Our first result says
that T? has a non-empty interior for every q. In particular, it contains B(w, ¢), for some vector w and
some & > 0, where B(w, ¢) denotes the ball of radius ¢ around w.

Theorem 1. For every integer q > 2, there exist a vector w € T? and & > 0 such that B(w, ) C T4,

Our second result is related to algorithms for large permutations. Such algorithms are counterparts
of extensively studied graph property testing, see e.g. [2,3,10,11,22]. In the case of permutations,
two of the authors and Moreira and Sampaio [13,14] established that every hereditary permutation
property is testable with respect to the rectangular distance and two of the other authors [16]
strengthened the result to testing with respect to Kendall’s tau distance. In addition to property
testing, a related notion of parameter testing was also considered in [14] where testable bounded
permutation parameters were characterized.

However, the interplay between testing and the finite forcibility of permutation parameters was
not fully understood in [ 14]. In particular, the authors asked [ 14, Question 5.5] whether there exists a
testable bounded permutation parameter that is not finitely forcible. Our second result gives a positive
answer to this question.

Theorem 2. There exists a bounded permutation parameter f that is finitely approximable but not finitely
forcible.

Informally speaking, we utilize the methods used in the proof of Theorem 1 to construct a
permutation parameter that oscillates on indecomposable permutations, with bounded amplitude,
so that the parameter is testable though it fails to be finitely forcible.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the notions used throughout the paper. Most of our notions are
standard but we include all of them for the convenience of the reader.

2.1. Permutations

A permutation of order n is a bijective mapping from [n] to [n], where [n] denotes the set {1, ..., n}.
The order of a permutation o is denoted by |o|. We say a permutation is non-trivial if it has order
greater than 1. We denote by S, the set of all permutations of order nand let & = | J,,o S». Aninversion
of a permutation o is a pair (i, j), i,j € [|o]|], such thati < jand o (i) > o (j). Aninterval I in [m] is a
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set of integers of the form {k | a < k < b} for some a, b € [m]. An interval I is proper if a < b and
I # [m].

We say that a permutation o of order n is indecomposable if there isno 1 < m < n such that
o ([m]) = [m]. Note that

Pg (o is not indecomposable) <

A

3

ﬂ‘

I
3

M1
N
S =
N—
|

o€eSy n!
2 /' 2 2
=-+ =-+Mm=3) (1)
no A=\m n nn—1)

Thus, lim,—, o Prses, (0 is indecomposable) = 1.

We say that a permutation o is simple if it does not map any proper interval onto an interval. For
example the permutation (o (1), ...,0(4)) = (2,4, 1, 3) is simple.

Albert, Atkinson and Klazar [1] showed that a random permutation is simple with a probability
bounded away from zero. Specifically, they proved the following.

lim P, s, (o is simple) = e 2. (2)
n—oo

Let v be a permutation of order k and o a permutation of order n. We introduce three ways in which
JT can appear in o: as a subpermutation, through a monomorphism and through a homomorphism.
We say that 7 is a subpermutation of o if there exists a strictly increasing function f : [k] — [n],
such that 7 (i) > m(j) if and only if 6 (f(i)) > o (f(j)) for every i,j € [k]. We then say that f ([k])
induces a subpermutation 7 in 0. Let Occ(r, o) be the set of all such functions f from [k] into [n] and
let A(w, 0) = | Occ(m, o)|. The density of  in o is defined as

-1
n .
t(r.0) = A, o)<k> if k < nand
0 otherwise.

A non-decreasing function f : [k] — [n] is a homomorphism of 7 to o if o (f(i)) > o (f(j)) for every
i,j € [k]suchthati < jand w(i) > m(j), that is, f preserves inversions. A monomorphism is a
homomorphism that is injective.

Let Hom(rr, o) and Mon(zr, o) be the sets of homomorphisms and monomorphisms of 7 to o,
respectively, and let Anom(T, 0) and Apen (77, o) denote the sizes of the respective sets. Note that
Occ(r, 0) € Mon(wr, o) € Hom(rr, o). The homomorphism density thom and monomorphism density
tmon are defined as follows:

-1
n .
tmon (77, 0) = Amon (T, 0) (k) ifk < nand

otherwise,
n+k—1\""
thom (7T, 0) = Apom (7, o) k .

The three densities that we have just introduced are analogues of the induced subgraph density,
homomorphism density and subgraph density for graphs studied in [8].
Let g be an integer and let {4, ..., 7.} be the set of all non-trivial indecomposable permutations
of order at most q. We consider the following three vectors
ti(o) = (t(r1,0), ..., t(z, 0)),
t?non(o') = (tmon(flv U), L) tmon(trs O—))y and

tgom(ﬁ) = (thom(71,0), . . ., thom(Tr, 0)).
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Our aim is to understand possible densities of subpermutations in large permutations. This leads
to the following definitions, which reflect the possible asymptotic densities of the indecomposable
permutations of order at most g in permutations:

T9={veR |3(on)ie, suchthatti(o,) — vand |o,| — o0},

T, = {veR | 3oy, suchthatt! (o,) — vand|oy| — oo}, and
Th = {veR" |30y, suchthatt] (oy) — vand |oy| — oo}.

In Section 2.2, we will see that T? and TZ,, have another, simpler definition in language of
permutons. Now we give three observations on how the sets T%, Tmon and Ty relate to each other.

Observation 3. The sets T3, and Tﬁom are equal for every q € N.

Proof. Observe that for every fixed integer k,

k k—1 k—1
Ahom(T,U)_Amon(Ta 0) < 2 n =O(Tl )a

for every o of order n and t of order k.
Hence, for every permutation t and every real ¢ > 0 there exists ng such that |tmon(7,0) —
thom(T, 0)| < € for every permutation o with |o| > ng. The statement now follows. O

In view of Observation 3, we will discuss only Tgho, in the rest of the paper.

Observation 4. For every q € N, the set Tgon is closed.

Proof. Consider a convergent sequence (Wp)neny < Tohon and let w = lim,,_, o, Wy For each n, choose
o, such that ||tho,(6,) — W, || < 1/n. Observe that t}o, (0,) converges tow. [

Observation 5. The set T is a non-singular linear transformation of Tghon for every q € N.

Proof. Note that Amon(7,0) = Y /p A(7', o), where P is a set of permutations " of the
same order as 7 such that the identity mapping is a monomorphism from 7 to 7’. Consequently,
tmon (7, 0) = Zn’eﬂ’ t(7’, o). This gives that T2, is a linear transformation of T9. Observe that if we
order 7y, ..., T, by the number of inversions, the coefficient matrix of the induced linear mapping is
upper triangular with diagonal entries equal to 1. We conclude that the linear transformation of T9 is
non-singular. 0O

2.2. Permutation limits

In this subsection, we survey the theory of permutation limits, which was introduced in [12,15] (a
similar representation was used in [21]). We follow the terminology used in [ 17]. An infinite sequence
(01)ien Of permutations with |o;| — o0 is convergent if t(t, o;) converges for every permutation
T € &. Observe that every sequence of permutations has a convergent subsequence. A convergent
sequence can be associated with an analytic limit object, a permuton. A permuton is a probability
measure @ on the o -algebra of Borel sets of the unit square [0, 1]? such that & has uniform marginals,
ie, @ ([a,B] x[0,1]) = @ ([0,1] x [, B]) = B — a forevery 0 < o < B < 1. We denote the set
of all permutons by ‘L.

Given a permuton @, a @-random permutation of order n is a permutation o , obtained in the
following way. Sample n points (x1, y1), . .., (Xa, ¥) in [0, 1] at random with the distribution given
by @. Note that the values of x; are pairwise distinct with probability one and the same holds for the
values of y;. Let iy, ..., i, € [n] be such thatx;, < x;, < --- < X;,. Then the permutation o , is
the unique bijective mapping from [n] to [n] satisfying that o4 ,(j) < 04.,() if and only if Vi < Yi
for every j,j’ € [n]. Informally speaking, the values x; determine the ordering of the points and the
relative order of the values y; determines the relative order of the elements of the permutation.
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Fig. 1. The limits of sequences (7r}'),_., (77) ;e (77)cn-

If @ is a permuton and o is a permutation of order n, then t(o, @) is the probability that a @-
random permutation of order n is 0. We say that a permuton @ is a limit of a convergent sequence of
permutations (o;)iey if

lim t(z, 07) = t(r, @)
1— 00

for every t € &. Every convergent sequence of permutations has a limit and the permuton
representing the limit of a convergent sequence of permutations is unique.

We now give some examples of the notions we have just defined (the corresponding permutons
are depicted in Fig. 1). Let us consider a sequence (nil)iEN such that yr,-l is the identity permutation

of order i, i.e., T[i] (k) = k for k e [i]. This sequence is convergent and its limit is the permuton [
with support {(x, x), x € [0, 1]} and measure uniformly distributed on its support. Similarly, the limit

of a sequence (r?),_,, where 7/ is the permutation of order i defined as 77(k) = i+ 1 — k for
k € [i], is the permuton with support {(x, 1 — x), x € [0, 1]} and measure uniformly distributed on its
support.

Next, consider a sequence (7T,~3)i€N such that nf’ is a uniformly random permutation of order i. This
sequence is convergent with probability one and its limit is the uniform probability measure on [0, 1]?
with probability one.

Similarly to the subpermutation density, we can define the monomorphism density of a
permutation t in a permuton @ as the probability that the identity mapping to a random &-
permutation is a monomorphism of 7. Since we view permutons as representing large permutations,
if we defined homomorphism densities in a natural way, they would coincide with monomorphism
densities. So, we restrict our study to subpermutation densities and monomorphism densities in
permutons. By analogy to the finite case, we define the vectors

t1(®) = (t(11, @), ..., t(z;, ®)) and
t?non(d)) = (tmon (71, @), . . ., tmon (Tr, P@)),

where g € Nand {1y, ..., 7;} is the set of all non-trivial indecomposable permutations of order at
most g.

If @ is a permuton and o; is a @-random permutation of order i, then the sequence (o;)icx is
convergent with probability one and @ is its limit. In particular, this means that for every finite set
of permutations & and every € > 0, there exists a permutation ¢ such that |t(;r, @) — t(7, 9)| < &
for every m € &. This yields an alternative description of T? as the set {t/(®) | @ € B}. Similarly,
Tr?wn = {t(rznon((p) | (2SS ‘B}

2.3. Permuton constructions

In this section we introduce constructions of step-up permutons and a direct sum of permutons,
which we use in Section 3, and we derive formulae for densities of indecomposable subpermutations
in the constructed permutons.

The step-up permutons are permutons with simple structure corresponding to a weighted
permutation. They are defined as follows. Let o be a permutation of ordernandletv = (vq, ..., v,) €
R, be such that Zie[n] v; < 1, where R, is the set of positive reals. The step-up permuton of o and
v is the permuton @) such that the support of the measure @} is formed by the segments between
the points (3 _; vj, D~ <oy V) @0d (35 Vs D <oy V) fOr i € [n] and the segment between the

j<i
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/

Fig. 2. The permuton @) foro = (2,4, 3, 1) andv = (1/6, 1/4, 1/12, 1/4).

®3

@y

051

Fig. 3. The permuton (1/3, &) ® (1/6, @,) & (1/4, ¥3).

points (Z};l vj, Z}‘Zl vj) and (1, 1). Note that this uniquely determines the permuton @} because it
must have uniform marginals. See Fig. 2 for an example.

We now define the direct sum of permutons with weights. For k € N, a sequence of permutons
(P)ierrg and (pi)ieky € ]R’jr such that Zie[k] pi < 1, the direct sum of permutons ®; with weights p; is

denoted by & = EBiE[k] (pi, ®;) and is defined as follows:

k+1

®(S) =) p®i(6:(SNC))

i=1

for every Borel set S, where @;1 = I (the first permuton in Fig. 1), ppy1 = 1 — Zf‘;l Di,

i1 i 2
(@ [zpj, zpj] 3
=1

j=1
and 6; is a map from G; to [0, 1]? defined as
i-1 i-1
X—=3pj Y= 2D
j=1 j=1

) = | — = —

for everyi € [k + 1]. See Fig. 3 for an example.
For a permutation t of order k, we call an ordered partition > = (P, ..., P;) of [k] a T-compressive
partition if

e P;isaninterval for everyi € [£],

e a < bforeverya e P;and b € P; withi < j, and

o for everyi € [£], there exists an integer c;, such that 7(a) = a + ¢; for every a € P;. (In particular,
T(P;) is an interval for every i € [£].)
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We denote the set of all T-compressive partitions by R (7). Note that for every permutation t, there
exists at least one T-compressive partition: the partition into singletons.

For a permutation 7 of order k and a t-compressive partition > = (Pq,...,P;), let /% be a
subpermutation of t of order ¢ induced by {ay, ..., a;} where a; € P; for every i € [£]. Note that /P
is unique, in particular, it is independent of the choice of the elements a;.

In other words, the permutation 7 /& is a permutation that can be obtained from t by shrinking
each interval P; and its image into single points, without changing the relative order of the elements
of the permutation. For instance, # = ({1, 2}, {3}, {4, 5}) is a (4, 5, 1, 2, 3)-compressive partition,
with (4,5, 1,2,3)/? = (3, 1, 2).

Observation 6. Let t be a non-trivial indecomposable permutation of order k, o a permutation of order
n>kandletp = (p1,...,pn) € RY besuch that Zie[n] pi < 1.1t follows that

1P| lPi

|
t(r, @F) = k! Z Z 1—[ ITZT,)
!

PeR(t) YeOcc(r/P,0) i=1

Proof. Consider k distinct points in the support of @? and label them (x;, y;), i € [k], in such a way
thatx; < x;ifi < jforeveryi,j € [k]. Leti; < iy < --- < iy be the indices of the segments of the
support (numbered from left to right) that contain at least one of the points and let # = {Py, ..., Py}
be a partition of [k] such that i € P; if the point (x;, y;) lies on the i;th segment.

Assume that the points yield the permutation t. Then, & is a T-compressive partition and the
subpermutation ¢’ of o induced by {iy, ..., iy} is 7 /. (Note that since t is irreducible, none of the
points lies on the (k + 1)st segment of the support of ®P.) The converse is also true; fix k' segments
with indices 1 < i; < --- < iy < nand a t-compressive partition &> = {Py, ..., Py} such that the
subpermutation o’ of o induced by {iy, . . ., i} is T /9. Then any choice of points (x1, ¥1), ..., Xk, Yx)
where each (x;, y;) lies on the segment i; such that t € Py yields the permutation t.

Note that k random points chosen based on the distribution P are distinct and lie in the support
of @P with probability one. The probability that they correspond to a given t-compressive partition

&P and ¥ € Occ(t/P, o) is k! ]_[ﬂ (p“/ff(‘i)/|Pi|!). Since these events are disjoint for different pairs
(P, ¥), the result follows. O

Observation 7. Let t be a non-trivial indecomposable permutation of order k and let m be a positive
integer. Let @1, ..., @, be permutons and let X = (xq,...,Xn) € RI be such that > Xx; < 1. The

permuton @* = EBielm](x,', @;) satisfies

ie[m]

m
t(r, %) =Y xt(r, o).
i=1

Proof. Observe that, if k random points chosen based on the distribution @* yield an indecomposable
permutation, then all the points lie in the same C;, for some i € [m] (where C; is given by (3) in the
definition of the direct sum of permutons). The probability that all the points are in C; is xi.‘ since
®*(C;) = x;. Conditioned on this event, the probability that the points yield 7 is t(z, &;). The result
follows. 0O

Analogues of Observations 6 and 7 for densities of monomorphisms also hold.

2.4. Testing permutation parameters

A permutation parameter f is a function from & to R. A parameter f is finitely forcible if there exists
a finite family of permutations «+ such that for every ¢ > 0 there exist an integer np and areal § > 0
such that if o and 7 are permutations of order at least ng satisfying |t (t, o) — t(t, w)| < § for every
T € A, then |[f(o) — f(;r)| < e.The set 4 is referred to as a forcing family for f.
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A permutation parameter f is finitely approximable if for every ¢ > 0 there exist § > 0, an integer
ng and a finite family of permutations 4, such that if o and 7 are permutations of order at least ng
satisfying |t(t,0) — t(7, w)| < é forevery t € A, then |f(o) — f(7)| < &.

A permutation parameter f is testable if for every ¢ > 0 there exist an integer ng andf (S —> R
such that for every permutation o of order at least 1y, a randomly chosen subpermutation 7 of o of

size ng satisfies |f (o) — f(;r)| < & with probability at least 1 — . The following was given in [ 14].

Lemma 8. A bounded permutation parameter f is testable if and only if it is finitely approximable.

3. Properties of the sets T and T,

In this section, we show that densities of non-trivial indecomposable permutations are mutually
independent and, more generally, that T? contains a ball. We start by considering the linear span of T9.

Lemma9. For every q € N, span(T9) = R’, where r is the number of non-trivial indecomposable
permutations of order at most q.

Proof. Let {1y, ..., 7;} be the set of all non-trivial indecomposable permutations of order at most q.
For a contradiction, suppose that span(T?) has dimension less than r, i.e., there exist reals cy, .. ., ¢,
not all of which are zero, such that

r
E Civi = 0
i=1

for every (vy, ..., v;) € span(T9). Therefore,

n
ZCil’(‘C,’, (p) =0
i=1

for every permuton @ € ‘B.
Consider the permutations t; such that ¢; # 0. Among these pick a 73 of maximum order. Ob-
servation 6 yields that the following holds for s = |z| and every X = (x1,...,%) € R such that

Z§:1 X <1

LR

r r
x
)
doat@m, @X) = alnl! Y. Y. ﬁ =p(1. ... %),
i=1 i=1 FAN

PeR(t) Ye0Occ(ti/P,1x) j=1

where p is a polynomial. We now argue that p is a polynomial of degree s (and therefore it is a non-zero
polynomial). Clearly, the polynomial p has degree at most s. Since Occ(z’, ti) = ¥ forevery t’ of orders
suchthat 7" # ty, ckS!x1X; . . . X is the only term of p containing the monomial x1x; . . . X with nonzero
coefficient. Therefore, there exists x such that ZL] cit(t, cb;‘k) # 0, which is a contradiction. O

Now, we will prove the main result of this section, Theorem 1. It shows that the interior of T is
non-empty. Observation 5 yields the same conclusion for Tghp.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let {7y, ..., 7} be the set of all non-trivial indecomposable permutations of
order at most q and let @4, ..., @, be permutons such that {t?(&®;) | i=1, ..., r} spans R". Consider
the matrix V = (Ui,j)f,j:v where v; j = t(7j, ®;). Observe that the matrix V is non-singular.

Consider a vector X = (X1, ...,%) € (0,r~1)" and let ®* = @ie[r] (x;, @;). By Observation 7, we

have

r t
151 |51
t(g, ) = E X t(y, &) = E X vij.
i=1 i=1
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Let ¥ be a map from R" to R" such that
151

.
¥i(x) = x;"v; forallje [r].
i=1

Since we have ¥ (x) = t(®d*), we get that
WO, r ) = {¥® |xe O r )} T
The Jacobian Jac(¥)(x) is a polynomial in x4, . . ., ;. Since for x; = - - - = x, = 1 we have

r

Jac(W) = det(vi; - |5}, = (]‘[ |rj|) detV # 0,

j=1

Jac(¥) is a non-zero polynomial.
Hence, there existsx € (0, r~ )" for which Jac(¥)(x) s 0. Consequently, T9 contains a ball around
wforw=v¥((x). O

Theorem 1 implies that for every finite family 4 of indecomposable permutations, there exist
permutons @ and @’ and an indecomposable permutation 7 such that t(w, @) = t(r, &) for every
7w € A and t(t, P) # t(r, ®’). The following lemma shows that an analogous statement holds for
any finite family of permutations, not only for indecomposable permutations.

Lemma 10. For every finite set of permutations A = {ty,..., ¢}, there exist a permutation t and
permutons @ and &’ such that t(z;, @) = t(z;, @') foreveryi € [k] and t(t, D) # t(r, D).

Proof. Let 8 = {my, ..., Ty1} be a family of indecomposable permutations each of order n with
n > |t;| for every i € [k], such that for every 7r; € 8, thereisno ¢ < nsatisfying m;(£+1) = m;(€) + 1.
We call permutations with this property thorough. By (1) in Section 2.1 a random permutation of
order n is indecomposable with probability tending to one as n tends to infinity. Moreover, by (2)
in Section 2.1 such permutations are thorough with probability bounded away from zero, because
every simple permutation is thorough. Therefore, a family 8 of k + 1 indecomposable thorough
permutations exists for n sufficiently large.

Let ®" = @y (Wi, PR) foru = (uy, ..., 1) € (0, 771" wheren = (1/n, ..., 1/n).
— ——

nx
Observe that for a thorough permutation 7z, the partition into singletons is the only 77-compressive
partition. Hence, by Observations 6 and 7, t (7r;, ®%) = n!(u;/n)" forevery i € [k+ 1]. For everyj € [k],
the function u — t(zj, ") is continuous for every j € [k]. We consider the continuous map /" from
(0, 1/(k + 1)1**! to R* such that

r(u) = (t(ty, DY), ..., t(t, @Y).

Now, consider any k-dimensional sphere in (0, 1/(k+ 1)]**!. The Borsuk-Ulam Theorem [7] yields
the existence of two distinct points on its surface that are mapped by I" to the same point in [0, 1].
Hence, there exist distinct v = (vq, ..., vgp1) and v/ = (v}, ..., v, ;) suchthat t(z;, ") = t(1;, oY)
for every j € [k]. However, if, say v; # vj, then t(sr;, ") = nl(vi/m)" # nl(v}/n)" = t(m;, ov).
Therefore, we may take 1 = 7, ® = @Y, and @’ = V. O

4. Non-forcible approximable parameter

For this section, we fix a sequence (t;);cy of permutations of strictly increasing orders that satisfies
the following: For every k > 1, there exist permutons &, and ®;, such that t(o, &) = t(o, P})
for every permutation o of order at most |tx_1|, and t (i, ®x) > t(wk, @;). Such a sequence (7;)ien
exists by Lemma 10. We fix such @, and &, for all k € N for the rest of this section. Let y, =
t(tk, Pr) — t(ty, @) forevery k € N.
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Let («;)ien be a sequence of positive reals satisfying ZieN a; < 1/2 and Zi>k o < ogy/4 for
every k. The main result of this section is that the permutation parameter
fulo) =) ait(z, o)
ieN
is finitely approximable but not finitely forcible.

Lemma 11. The permutation parameter f, is finitely approximable.

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 be given. Since the sum ) _,_ ; converges, there exists k such that > ,_, o < &/2.
Set A = {11, ..., T¢} and § = ¢. Consider two permutations o and 7 that satisfy |t(t, o) —t(t, )| <
§ for every T € . We obtain that

fu(0) = fu(m)| = | Y ailt(xi, 0) — t(zi, 7))
ieN
<Y ailt(n, 0) — t(z, )]
ieN
<Y ad+ Y ailt(m, o) - t(z, 7)|
i<k i>k
<5/2—|—Za,~l <e.
i>k
It follows that the parameter f, is finitely approximable. O
In the following lemma, we show that f, is not finitely forcible.

Lemma 12. The permutation parameter f, is not finitely forcible.

Proof. Suppose that f, is finitely forcible and that «4 is a forcing family for f,. Let 7;, ;, ®; and @]
be as in the definition of f, and let k be such that maximum order of a permutation in + is at most
|tk—1]. We have t(p, &) = t(p, &,;) for every p € &, t(z;, &x) = t(y, &;) for everyi < k, and
t(tk, D) — t(t, Pp) = Wi

Let ¢ = ayyk/4.Let§ > 0 be as in the definition of finite forcibility of f,. Without loss of generality
we may assume that § < &.

There exist a ®-random permutation o and a @,-random permutation ¢’ such that [t(p, o) —
t(p,0")| < & forevery p € A, |t(t;,0) — t(t;,0")| < éforeveryi < kand t(zy, o) — t(ty, 0') >
Yk — 8 > 3y, /4. Let us estimate the sum in the definition of f, with the kth term missing.

Y ait(m, o) — t(n, )

ieN,i#k
=D ai(t(m0) —t(z,0)) + Y i (t(m, 0) — t(z, a/>)‘
i<k i>k
OV | kY Ok
< a;ié + o< — 4+ — < —.

This leads to the following

Zai (t(ri, o) — t(m, U/))‘

ieN

[fe(0) = fo0") =

> ay (t(tk, 0) — t(ty, 07)) —

Z a; (t(ti, 0) — t(1;, G/))‘
ieN ik
- Ea _ M Ve

2 kVk 2 2

This contradicts our assumption that f, is finitely forcible. O




R. Glebov et al. / European Journal of Combinatorics 60 (2017 ) 89-99 99

Lemmas 11 and 12 imply Theorem 2. Recall that, by Lemma 8 the testable bounded permutation
parameters are precisely the finitely approximable ones.
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