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Abstract

It was conjectured by Alon and proved by Friedman that a random d-regular graph has
nearly the largest possible spectral gap, or, more precisely, the largest absolute value of the non-
trivial eigenvalues of its adjacency matrix is at most 2v/d — 1+ o(1) with probability tending to
one as the size of the graph tends to infinity. We give a new proof of this statement. We also
study related questions on random n-lifts of graphs and improve a recent result by Friedman
and Kohler.
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1 Introduction

Consider a finite simple graph G = (V, E) with n = |V| vertices. Its adjacency matrix A = A(QG)
is the matrix indexed by V' and defined for all u,v € V' by Ay, = 1, 1 cp where 1 denotes the
indicator function. The matrix A is symmetric, its eigenvalues p; = p;(G) are real and we order
them non-increasingly,

/Jnggﬂla

We assume further that, for some integer d > 3, the graph G is d-regular, that is, all vertices
have degree d. We then have that pu; = d, that all eigenvalues have absolute value at most d,
and pu, = —d is equivalent to G having a bipartite connected component. The absolute value of
the largest non-trivial eigenvalues of G is denoted by u = u(G) = max{|u;| : |pi| < d}. Classical
statements such as Cheeger’s isoperimetric inequality or Chung’s diameter inequality relate small
values of p or ps with good expanding properties of the graph G, we refer for example to [10, 16].
It turns out that p cannot be made arbitrarily small. Indeed, a celebrated result of Alon-Boppana

implies that for any d-regular graph with n vertices,

p2(G) > 2Vd — 1 — g4(n), (1)
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where, for some constant cq > 0, g4(n) = c4/(logn)?; see the above references and [29, 13, 27].
Following [23, 21|, one may try to construct graphs which achieve the Alon-Boppana bound. A
graph is called Ramanujan if i < 2v/d — 1. Proving the existence of Ramanujan graphs with a
large number of vertices is a difficult task which has been solved for arbitrary d > 3 only recently
[22]. On the other end, it was conjectured by Alon [2] and proved by Friedman [13] that most
d-regular graphs are weakly Ramanujan. More precisely, for integer n > 1, we define G4(n) as the
set of simple d-regular graphs with vertex set {1,...,n}. If nd is even and d < n — 1, this set is
non-empty (for nd odd, a definition of G4(n) is given in [13]). A uniformly sampled d-regular graph

is then a random graph whose distribution is uniform on G4(n).

Theorem 1 (Friedman’s second eigenvalue Theorem [13]). Let d > 3 be an integer and nd be even.

If G is uniformly distributed on G4(n), we have for any e > 0,
lim P(,ug Vpn| = 2vVd—1 —|—€) =0,
n—oo
where a V b = max(a,b) and the limit is along any sequence going to infinity with nd even.

The first aim of this paper is to give a new proof of this result. The argument detailed in
Section 2 simplifies substantially the original proof. A careful reading of the proof actually gives
the following quantitative statement: for any 0 < a < 1, there exists ¢ > 0 (depending on d and a)
such that for all integers n such that Gy4(n) is non-empty,

log1 2
P(ugvlunl 22¢d—1+c<%> ) <ne 2)

The method is robust and it has been recently applied in [7] to random graphs with structure
(stochastic block model).

The second aim of this paper is to apply this method to study similar questions on the eigenval-
ues of random lifts of graphs. This class of models sheds a new light on Ramanujan-type properties,
and, since the work of Amit and Linial [3, 4] and Friedman [12], it has attracted a substantial at-
tention [18, 1, 20, 30, 14]. To avoid any confusion in notation, we will postpone to Section 3 the
precise definition of random lifts and the statement of the main results. In Section 4 we will give
a simpler proof of a recent result of Friedman and Kohler [14] and establish a weak Ramanujan

property for the non-backtracking eigenvalues of a random lift of an arbitrary graph.
Notation. If n is a positive integer, we set [n] = {1,...,n}. If M € M,(R), M* denotes its
conjugate transpose and we denote its operator norm by

[Mz|2
|[M]| = sup .
TER™ x#£0 ||l‘H2

For positive sequences a,,, b,,, we will use the standard notation a,, ~ b, (if lim;,,— ay, /b, = 1),
an = O(by,) (if imsup,,_,o an/by < 00) and a,, = o(b,) (if lim, o0 @y /by, = 0). Finally, we shall
write that an event €, holds with high probability, w.h.p. for short, if P(QS) = o(1).



2 Proof of Theorem 1

2.1 Overview of the proof

Let us describe the strategy of proof of Theorem 1 and its main difficulties. Following Fiiredi and
Komlés [15] and Broder and Shamir [8], a natural strategy is to estimate the trace of a high power

of the adjacency matrix. Namely, if we manage to prove that w.h.p.
k
tr(AF) < dF + n(2\/d —1+ 0(1)> . (3)

for some even integer k = k(n) such that k > logn then Theorem 1 would follow. Indeed, from

the spectral Theorem, (3) implies that w.h.p.
k
gk 4k < tr(AF) —dk < n<2\/d -1+ 0(1)) .

Therefore, w.h.p.

12V |t < nl/k<2\/d “T+ o(1)> = ovd—1+o0(1),

where the last equality comes from n'/*¥ = 1 + o(1). From Serre [31], we note that for any & > 0,
there is a positive proportion of the eigenvalues of A which are larger than 2v/d — 1 — . This
explains the necessary presence of the factor n on the right-hand side of (3). Observe also that
the entries of the matrix A* count the number of paths of length k& between two vertices. Since
k > logn, we are interested in the asymptotic number of closed paths of length k& when k is much
larger than the typical diameter of the graph.

To avoid the presence of d* on the right-hand side of (3), we may project A onto the orthogonal
complement of the eigenspace associated to u; = d and then compute the trace. If J is the n x n

matrix with all entries equal to 1, we should then prove that w.h.p. for some even k, k > logn,
k k d g k
tr(AF) — d :tr(A—;J) §n(2\/d—1+0(1)) . (4)

The main difficulty hidden behind Friedman’s Theorem 1 is that statements (3)-(4) do not hold
in expectation for k > logn. This is due to the presence of subgraphs in the graph which occur
with polynomially small probability. For example, it follows from McKay [25] that for n large
enough, the graph contains as subgraph the complete graph with d + 1 vertices with probability
at least n~¢ for some explicit ¢ > 0. On this event, say (2, the graph is disconnected and ps = d.

Hence, for k even,

k
Etr(A¥F) — d* = Etr <A - %J) > d*P(Q) > d*n~°.

For k£ > logn, the right-hand side is much larger than n(2\/d -1+ 0(1))k. The event €2 is only an
example among other unlikely events which prevent statement (3)-(4) to hold in expectation, see

[13] for a more detailed treatment of this key issue. In [13], the subgraphs which are responsible for



the large expectation of the trace are called tangles. In this paper, we will use a simpler definition
of the word tangle (Definition 5).

The proof is organized as follows. First, as in the original Friedman’s argument, we will study
the spectrum of the non-backtracking matrix B of the graph instead of its adjacency matrix A.
Through the Ihara-Bass formula, the eigenvalues of A and B are related by a quadratic equation.
It is easier from a combinatorial viewpoint to count the non-backtracking paths which will appear
naturally when taking powers of the matrix B. This step will be performed in §2.2: will restate
Friedman’s Theorem in terms of the second largest eigenvalue of the non-backtracking matrix of
the random configuration model.

We will not directly apply the high trace method to B. We shall fix some integer ¢ of order

log n. The second largest eigenvalue of B in absolute value, say Ao, satisfies,

Blx
|)\2|f < max || ||2,
(@x)=02#0 [|z2
where y (all entries equal to 1) will be a common eigenvector of B and B*, its conjugate transpose,
associated to their largest eigenvalue. We will then use the crucial fact that w.h.p. the graph is free

of tangles (forthcoming Lemma 9). On this event, we will have the matrix identity
BY = B,

where B is the matrix obtained from B’ by discarding non-backtracking walks that encounter
a tangle. Thanks to elementary linear algebra, we will then project the matrix B® onto the

orthogonal complement of the vector x and give a deterministic upper bound of

1B
max —————
(@x)=0,2#0 [|z|2
in terms of the operator norms of new matrices which will be expressed as weighted paths of length
at most ¢. This step is done in §2.3. It is inspired from Massoulié [24] and was further developed
in [7].

In the remainder of the proof, we will aim at using the high trace method to upper bound the
operator norms of these new matrices of weighted paths of length at most ¢: if C' is such matrix,

we will write

E|C|P™ = E||CC*|™ < Etr(CC*)™ ()

for some integer m of order log n/loglogn. By construction, the expression on the right-hand side
is an expected contribution of some weighted paths of lengths k = 2m/ of order (logn)?/loglogn.
We will thus haved reached paths of length of size k = 2m¥f > logn by using an intermediary step
where we modify the matrix B¢ in order that it vanishes on tangles.

The study of the expected contribution of weighted paths in (5) will have a probabilistic and

a combinatorial part. The necessary probabilistic computations on the configuration model are



gathered in §2.4. We will notably estimate the expectation of a single weighted path of polynomial
length thanks to an exact representation in terms of a special function. In §2.5, we will use
these computations together with combinatorial bounds on non-backtracking paths to deduce sharp
bounds on our operator norms. The success of this step will essentially rely on the fact that the
contributions of tangles vanish in B®). Finally, in §2.6, we gather all these ingredients to conclude

our proof of Theorem 1.

2.2 The non-backtracking matrix of the configuration model

In this subsection, we restate Theorem 1 in terms of the spectral gap of the non-backtracking
matrix. For the forthcoming probabilistic analysis, we define in a slightly unusual way this non-
backtracking matrix. It is tuned to the configuration model. This probabilistic model is closely
related to the uniform distribution on G4(n) and it is simple enough to allow explicit computation;

we refer to [6]. To this end, we define the finite sets
V=[n and E =[n]x[d].
An element of V will be called a vertex and an element of E, a half-edge. The subset of E

E(v) = {v} x [d], (6)

is thought as a set of half-edges attached to the vertex v € V. If X is a finite set of even cardinality,
we define M (X) as the set of perfect matchings of X, that is permutations o of X such that for all
z€X,0%(z)=zand o(z) £ z. If o € M(E), we can classically associate a multigraph G = G(0),
where a multigraph can have multiple edges between the same pair of vertices and loops, edges
that connect a vertex with itself. This multigraph G(o) is defined through its adjacency matrix
A € M, (R), by the formula for all u,v € V,

d d d
A= A =30 S o) = (0,.9)) = 3 ol ) € B(v))
i=1 j=1 i=1
Graphically, G(o) is the multigraph obtained by gluing the half-edges into edges according to the
matching map o.
Recall that Gg4(n) is the set of simple d-regular graphs on the vertex set V. Observe that
G = G(0) € Gy4(n) if and only if for all u # v € V, Ay, = 0 and Ay, € {0,1}, equivalently
o(E(w)) N E(u) = 0 (no loops) and |o(E(u)) N E(v)| € {0,1} (no multiple edges). It is easy to
check that if o is uniformly distributed on M (E) then the conditional probability measure of G(c)
given {G(0) € Gy4(n)} is the uniform measure on G4(n) (that is, for any g € G4(n), P(G(0) = g)
does not depend on g). Importantly, from [6, Theorem 2.16], the following holds
lim P(G(0) € Ga(n)) = e~ (@ ~D/4, (7)

n—oo



The Hashimoto’s non-backtracking matrix B of G is an endomorphism of RZ defined in matrix

form, for e = (u,i), f = (v,7) by

Ber = 1(0(e) € E()\{/})-

There is an alternative expression for B. Let M = M (o) be the permutation matrix associated to
o, defined for all e, f € E by
My = Mye = 1(o(e) = f). (8)

Let N be the endomorphism of RE defined in matrix form, for e = (u,i), f = (v,j) by
Nop = Njo = 1u = v3i £ j). ©)
Since (MN).f = Zg MecgNgys, we get easily
B = MN. (10)

If m = nd, we denote by Ay > |A2] > ... > |\,,| the eigenvalues of B (we index the eigenvalues
of B of equal absolute values in an arbitrary way). Let x € RZ be the vector with all entries equal
to 1. Observe that by construction N is symmetric, Nxy = (d — 1)y and My = M*x = x. We
deduce that

Bx=(d—1)x and B*y=(d-1)y, (11)

Hence, the Perron eigenvalue of B is
A =d—1.

The Thara-Bass formula asserts that if G € Gg(n) and r = |E|/2 — |V| = m/2 —n,
det(Iz — Bz) = (1 - 22 " det(Iy — Az + (d — 1)2°1y), (12)

for a proof, we refer to [17, 32]. We use this formula as a dictionary between the spectra of A and
B. If 0(A) and o(B) are the set of eigenvalues of A and B, we get

o(B) = {1} U{X: X2 —pA+(d—1) =0,u € o(A)}.

Consequently, it is straightforward to check that if u € o(A) with |u| = 2v/d — 1(1 4 6) and 6 > 0,
then there exists a real A\ € o(B) with |A| = vd — 1(1 +5+ /6(2+6)) > /d — 1(1 ++/9). Hence,

from (7), Theorem 1 is implied by the following statement.

Theorem 2. Let d > 3 be an integer and nd be even. Let o be uniformly distributed on M(E) and

Ao be the second largest eigenvalue of B in absolute value. For any e > 0,
lim ]P’(])\g\ > Vi1 —l—&?) ~0,

where the limit is along any sequence going to infinity with nd even.



The remainder of this section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 2. We remark that in order
to prove (2), we will prove that for any 0 < a < 1, there exists ¢ > 0 (depending on d and a) such
that for all n > 3 with nd even,

log1
p(w Vi T+ %> <n-o. (13)

2.3 Path decomposition

In this subsection, we fix two positive integers n,d and set E = [n] x [d] as above. Let o € M(E)
be a perfect matching of E. We consider the multigraph G = G(o) and its non-backtracking
matrix B = B(c) defined in (10). Our aim is to derive a deterministic upper bound on the second
eigenvalue of B (in forthcoming Proposition 8).

In the following, we endow C™ with the usual inner product and denote by L the orthogonal

complement. We start with an elementary algebraic lemma.

Lemma 3. Let R,S € M,(C) such that im(S) C ker(R) and im(S*) C ker(R) where S* is the
conjugate transpose of S. Then, if A is an eigenvalue of S + R and is not an eigenvalue of S,
Ne o 1S+ Rals
zeker(S),z£0 l|||2
Proof. If A # 0 is an eigenvalue of S + R and is not eigenvalue of S then it is an eigenvalue of
R (indeed, we have det(S + R — \) = det(S — M) det(I + R(S — A\)~!) and R(S —\)~! = -A"'R
since im(S) C ker(R)). Consequently, there exists x # 0 such that [A| < ||Rz|2/||x|l2. Now, we
write © = y + 2, with y € ker(S) and z € ker(S). Since ker(S)* = im(S*) C ker(R), we get
Rz = Ry = (S + R)y. Finally, [ly[l2 < |[z[]2 and we get [A] < [[(S + R)yll2/[lyl2- O

Consider again the non-backtracking matrix B = B(c). We fix a positive integer ¢. From (11),
we may apply Lemma 3 to the symmetric matrix S = (d — 1)*xx*/(nd) and R = B* — S. We find
the inequality,

Dol < sup Bl (14)

z:(z,x)=0,||z|l2=1
where we recall that Ay is the second largest eigenvalue of B in absolute value. The right-hand side
of the above expression can be studied by an expansion of paths in the graph. We introduce some
definitions for the sequences v = (y1,...,%v2041) € E261 which appear when we express the entries

of BY as a count of non-backtracking paths in the graph, see Figure 1.
Definition 4. For a positive integer k, let v = (y1,...,7%) € E*, with Y = (v, i¢).

- We define the set of visited vertices and of unordered pairs of half-edges of v to be, respectively,
the sets Vo, = {v; : t € [k]} and B, = {{ya—1,72} : 1 <t < k/2}. We denote by G., the
multigraph with vertex set V., and edges given by E.: where each element {(u,1),(v,j)} € E, is

viewed as an edge in G~ between u and v.



- The sequence v € E¥ is a non-backtracking path if for all t > 1, vorr1 = vor and Yyorr1 # Yo
that s =1, where N was defined by . = 20+ 1, the subset of non-backtracking
hat is Noyyine,,, = 1, where N d d by (9)). If k =204 1, the sub backtracki

paths in E2Y s denoted by TC. Ife f e E, we denote by Fgf paths in T such that v = e,
Yoer1 = f, and similarly for Eff

v=(1,1(1,2)(1,1)(2,2)(2,1)(3,1)(3,2)(4,1)(4,2)(3,3)(3,2) (4, 1)(4,2)(5,1)(5,2)(2,3)(2,1)(3, 1)

Figure 1: A non-backtracking path v € E' and its associated graph Gy. Wehave V,, = [5] and E, =
HODE,2)5 {1, 1)2,2)1 {2, 13, 1)}, {(3,2)(4, 1)}, {(4,2)(3,3)},{(4,2)(5, 1)}, {(5,2)(2,3) } }.

We use the convention that a product over an empty set is equal to 1 and the sum over an

empty set is 0. By construction, since B = M N, where N was defined in (9), we find that

¢ l
(Bg)ef: Z HM’yzs—l’stN’yzs’yst = Z HM')stl'YZs’

P204+1 =1 e s=1
’\/EEef s 'YEFefS

where M = M (o) is the permutation matrix associated to o defined by (8). Note that, in the above
expression for BY, we have pulled apart the configuration and combinatorial parts: the set I'* does

not depend on o, only the summand depends on it. We set

1

Observe that M is the orthogonal projection of M onto x*. Also, N is symmetric and x is an
eigenvector, so it preserves x*. Hence, setting B = M N, we get from (10) that, if z € x*,

B'z = B'x. (16)
Moreover, using (B)! = (MN)*, we find
l
(Ee)ef = H M'YZsfl')Qs’ (17)
Fef s=1

The matrix B will not be used in our analysis. As pointed in §2.1, there are events of polynomially

small probability which have a dominant influence on the expected value of B¢ or BY. We will first



reduce the above sum over Fﬁ 7 to asum over a smaller subset. We will only afterward project onto
x . This will create some extra remainder terms.

In the following definition, a neighborhood of radius £ in a multigraph is the subgraph spanned
by vertices at graphical distance at most ¢ from some fixed vertex. Following [13, 9, 28, 7], we

introduce a central definition.

Definition 5. A multigraph H is tangle-free if it contains at most one cycle (loops and multiple
edges count as cycles); H is (-tangle-free if every neighborhood of radius ¢ in H contains at most
one cycle. Otherwise, H is tangled or £-tangled. We say that v € EF s tangle-free or tangled if G
is. Finally, we use F* and Fff to respectively denote the subsets of tangle-free paths in Tt and I‘ﬁf.

For example, the path ~ in Figure 1 is tangled. The following matrices play a central role in

the following analysis.

Definition 6. For each integer £ > 1, we introduce the matrices BY) and BY in RE, defined for
alle, f € E by

?
(BNer = > I Mo 1. (18)

l s=
PYEFef s=1

¢
(E(Z))ef = Z HM’stfl'st' (19)

¢ 5=
yeF,, s=1

For ¢ =0, BO = BY equal to the identity matriz.

Obviously, if G is ¢-tangle-free then
Bf = B, (20)

Beware that it is not true that if G is (-tangle-free and £ > 3 then B = B (in (17) and (19)
the summand is the same but the sum in (17) is over a larger set). Nevertheless, as in (16), we will
now express Bz in terms of B Oy for all z € X+ plus some extra terms, culminating in (23). We

start with the following telescopic sum decomposition:

Lemma 7. Let { be a positive integer. For any e, f € E, we have

4
(B = B+ 3 ml), (21)

k=1 'yEFe‘Zf

where for all k € [] and v € E*! we have set

k—1 )4
pk(f}/) = pk(’}/? U) = (H M’ygsl’yQS) < H M’YZSI'}QS) N
s=1 s

=k+1




Proof. In (18), for all v in Fe » we apply the identity,

s:ﬁlws snlstrZ(Hys) Tk — Yn ( ﬁ xs>-

s=k+1

to xs = M,,, . and ys = M . Since x5 — ys = 1/(dn), it gives (21). O

Y2s—172s

S TR Ve N

V2k+1 W Yokt1

Figure 2: Tangle-free paths whose union is tangled.

-

We now rewrite (21) as a sum of matrix products for lower powers of B® and B®) up to

some remainder terms. Fix k € [¢], we decompose a path v = (y1,...,720+1) € I as a path 7/ =

(Y1 -+ 72k—1) € TF71, a path " = (yar—1, 72k Y2k+1) € I and a path 7" = (yagq1, ..., Y2e41) €
I~k If the path v is in F? (that is, it is tangle-free), then the three paths are tangle-free, but

the converse is not necessarily true, see Figure 2. This will be the origin of the remainder terms.
For each k € [¢], we denote by F} the set of v € I'* such that, with v/,7",4" as above, 7/ € FF~1,
7" e F' =T!and " € FF=¢. Fore, f € E, let F]fef = FfﬁE%Jr1 We have the inclusion F* C FY.
We write in (21)

o= D> - D ).

Fff 'yEFIf’Ef 'yeFIf’ef\Fff

We observe that the cardinality of Fif =F elf is d — 1. If x* is the conjugate transpose of y,

xx* is the matrix on RE with all entries equal to 1. The rule of matrix multiplication gives

k—1 {—k
Z pr(y) = Z Z (HM'véswés> (HM%’; 1m>
meptH

YEF{ s abe By eFl I eF ),y s=1 s=1

= (d—1)(B* Vxx*BEH), ;.

For each k € [¢], we introduce the matrix in RE , defined for all e, f € E by

(RV)es = S (v (22)
eF]fyef\Fé’f
We deduce from (21) that
l
BY — ZB(k Dyy*B Z
k:

10



Observe that if G is (-tangle free, then it is also k-tangle free for all k € [¢]. Hence, from (11)
and (20), we find xy*B¢*% = y*B** = (d — 1)*"*x*. Consequently, if G is /-tangle free and
(x,x) =0, we find

V4
1
Bz = BOgz_— - SRV (23)
k=1

We use the triangle inequality to estimate ||B‘z|. From (14), we deduce the main result of this

subsection, which is the following proposition.

—

Proposition 8. Let £ > 1 be an integer and o € M(E) be such that G(o) is £-tangle free. Then,

if Ao is the second largest eigenvalue of the non-backtracking operator B = B(o), we have

L 1/¢
4
Ao < (WH + %ZHR;S)H) .
k=1

2.4 Computation on the configuration model

The configuration model allows some explicit probabilistic computation. In the remainder of this
section, o is uniformly distributed on M (E), the set of matchings on E = [n] x [d] and G = G(0) is
the corresponding multigraph. The next lemma states that G is ¢-tangle free if ¢ is not too large.
It is an already known fact, see [19, Lemma 2.1], it can also be extracted from [26]. We give a proof

for completeness.

—

Lemma 9. Let d > 3 and { be positive integers. Let o be uniformly distributed on M(E) with
E = [n] x [d]. Then G = G(0) is {-tangle free with probability 1 — O((d — 1)*/n).

Proof. We fix v € V and build a process which sequentially reveals the neighborhood of v. In-
formally, this process updates a set Dy of half-edges e € E which are in the neighborhood of v
but whose matched half-edge o(e) has not been revealed yet. We start by the half-edges in E(v)
(see (6)) and then the half-edges which share a vertex with an half-edge in o(E(v)) and so on.

Formally, at stage 0, we set Dy = E(v). At stage t > 0, if D; is not empty, take an element e;11

in Dy which has been added at the earliest possible stage (we break ties with lexicographic order).

Let fiy1 = o(esr1) = (ugy1, Jev1). If frpr € Dy, we set Dy = Di\{eir1, fr41}, and, otherwise,

Dy = (Dt U E(Ut+1)>\{€t+1a Jer1}-

At some stage 7 < dn, D, is empty, and we have explored the connected component of v. Before

stage

11



we have revealed the subgraph spanned by the vertices at distance at most £ from v. Also, if v has

two distinct cycles in its f-neighborhood, then S(v) = Syar > 2, where, for t > 1,

t
Sy = ZES and & = l(ft S Dt—l)'
s=1
At stage t > 0, 2t values of o have been discovered (namely o(es) and o(fs) for 1 < s <t) and

1Dy =d+> (d—2)(1—¢c,) —2) e, =d(t+1)— 2t — dS;.

s=1 s=1

Denote by F; the o-algebra generated by (Dy,--- ,Dy) and by Pz, the conditional probability

distribution. Then, 7 is a stopping time and, if t < 7 AT, for some constant ¢ > 0,

|De| — 1 T
Prm=D=rr5—gsc5) = ¢

Hence, for any integer k, P(S(v) > k) is at most the probability of [k,o0) for Bin(7),q), the
binomial distribution with parameters (T, q). The probability that Bin(7T', q) is at least k is at most
¢~ (g) < ¢*T* . In particular, from the union bound,

n

P(G is (-tangled) < Zn:]P’(S(v) >2) < Zn:q2T2 = O(M)

v=1 v=1

This concludes the proof of Lemma 9. O

The next crucial proposition gives a precise estimate on the fact that the variables M, ; defined
by (15) are weakly dependent. They are also approximately centered since for e # f, EM, ef =
1/(dn—1)—1/(dn) = O(1/(dn)?). We first introduce some new definitions which extend Definition
4.

Definition 10. Let k be a positive integer, v = (71, -+ ,v2r) € E2* and E, = {{va—1,72:} : t € [k]}

its visited edge set.

- The multiplicity of an half-edge e € E s my(e) = Zfil (v =e).

- The multiplicity of an edge {e, f} € E, is m ({e, f}) = Zle 1{vat—1,72t} = {e, f}).

- An edge {e, f} € E, is consistent if m(e) = m(f) = m,({e, f}). It is inconsistent otherwise.

Equivalently, an edge {e, f} of 7 is consistent if its half-edges are distinct and if they are uniquely
paired together: that is, e # f and {t : e € {yo—1,72:}} = {t : f € {ra—1,72}} = {t : {e, f} =
{v2t—1,72t}}. For example, in Figure 1, the edges {(1,1)(1,2)},{(1,1)(2,2)}, {(4,2),(3,3)}, {(4,2),(5,1)}
are inconsistent. We are now ready to state the main result of this subsection.
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Proposition 11. Let E = [n] x [d] with nd an even positive integer. Let o be uniformly distributed
on M(E) There exists a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that for any v € E?F with 1 < k < Vdn
and any 0 < kg < k, we have,

ﬁ ﬁ 1\%/ 3k \“
E|[M M < 02b<—> <—>
—Y2t—172t Y2t—172t | — ’
=1 t=ko+1 dn) \vdn
where a = |E,|, b is the number of t € [ko] such that {ya—1,72t} is an inconsistent edge of
multiplicity 1 in E, and a1 is the number of t € [ko| such that {ya—1,7v2¢} is a consistent edge of
multiplicity 1 in E..

The important part in Proposition 11 is the factor (3k/vdn)®. It reflects that the variables
M, are nearly centered and weakly dependent when k = o(v/dn). We will use the Pochhammer

symbol, for non-negative integers n, k,

k-1

(n)k = [[(n—1).

t=0

Recall the convention that a product over an emptyset is equal to 1. We start with a technical
lemma which bounds an expression which will be closely related to the expectation of product of

distinct M., in the proof of Proposition 11.

Lemma 12. Let z > 1, k > 1 be an integer, 0 < p,q < 1 and N be a Bin(k,p) variable. If
4(1 = p/(q(1 = p)))? < 2qk* <1, we have

N—-1 1
E _Z
11 (-n)

Proof. Let f(z) = IEHQ[:_O1 (zn—1/z),d = —zqand e =1 —p/(q(1 —p)). By assumption, we have
le] <1/2. We write

=3 (M) —p)k—tjﬁ (- =0 (1o Tavom

t=0 =0 t=0 n=0

< 4(3@/@)5

(we note that the function f can be expressed in terms of the confluent hypergeometric function
U(a,b, z), for definition, see [11, (13.2.7)], the lemma is then a consequence of a known asymptotic

in [11, Chapter 13]. We will however give a full proof). We write

t—1 t—1 s t—1
[Ta+on)=14+> 6> J[ni=1+>_8P)
n=0 s=1 (s) i=1 s=1

where Z(s) is the sum over all (n;)1<i<s all distinct and 1 < n; <t¢— 1. We observe that ¢t — Ps(t)

is a polynomial of degree 2s in t. Moreover, Ps vanishes at integers 0 < t < s and for all integers

13



t > s+ 1, we have

Setting Py(t) = 1, we get

(24)

We will use some cancellations in the above sum. Indeed, consider the derivative of order m

of (1+z)F = Zf:o (’;)xt It vanishes at x = —1 for any 0 < m < k — 1. We get that for any
0<m<k-—1,

"k

0= () -1
t=0

Since Q,(x) = (), is a monic polynomial of degree m, the family (Qo,...,Qr_1) is a basis of

Ry_1]z], the real polynomials of degree at most k — 1. Hence, by linearity that for any P € Ry_1[x],

0= Zk: (i) (—1)'P(2). (25)

t=0
Since P is a polynomial of degree 2s, (25) can be used to cancel some terms in (24). First,
since |e| < 1/2, for any s > 0, we have

k

k
k 2s69—s k1.2s569—s
Z<t>( 1+¢)f Z<>3/2k2 = (5/2)Fk*2
t=0
where we have used that Zt 0 ( )(3/2)F = (5/2)F and |Py(t)| < (k?/2)°. It follows that
k—1 kL
I = Pt <t>(—1+a)tPs(t)
s=55t ]+ 11=0
5\ S ek2\°
< e
<)z (%)
s:[%J—l—l

IN

k 2\ k/2
(a) (7)
2 2
where we have used that |5]k?/2 = 2qk?/2 < 1/2 and D esr ok <227 if 0 <2 < 1/2. We get

I< 2((5/\/§)k\/@>k. (26)

For integer 0 < s < (k — 1)/2, we may exploit (25) as follows. We use again the binomial
identity

(1—e) =S (o) (t) = Ti(t) + Rialt),



where T}, 5(t) = Zf é 2 (—g)" (!) is a polynomial in t of degree k — 1 — 2s. Using || < 1/2 < 1,

we find
: : t k—2s0t
< k)—28 < —82'
| (] s £ ()=

r=k—2s
Moreover, from (25), for all integers 0 < s < (k —1)/2,

Zk: (i) (—1+e)'Ps(t) = Zk: (i) (—1)! Ry, o (£) Ps(2).

t=0 t=0

’Rks

Hence, since |P,(t)| < k?27%, for all integers 0 < s < (k —1)/2,

i() —1+¢)'Py(t)

We deduce that

k
k _ _ _ _
< Z <t> |€|k 2s2tk,252 s _ 3k|€|k 2sk2s2 s

155+

J o= > o

zk; (})+erne

s=0
< (3l g (’Z"‘;)
< 23k ('5"“’2) ,

where at the last step, we use the assumption that |§|k?/(2¢?) > 2 and Y \_, 2 < 22" if > 2. So
finally, J is bounded by 2((3/\/§)k\/z—q)k From (24), |f(¢)] < I+ J and from (26), this concludes
the proof of the lemma. O

The following simple lemma bounds the expected product of random variables in terms of the

expected product of the random variables conditioned by the other variables.

Lemma 13. Let T, (X¢)i>1, (2¢)i>1 be random wvariables defined on a common probability space
with T' a non-negative integer variable and Xy, x; real variables. Let F; = o(T, (xs)s, (Xs)s£t) be
the o-algebra generated by all variables but X;. We assume that for all t > 1, E[|Xt| | ]:t] < xy.
Then,

T
S EHmt
t=1

Proof. By conditioning on the value of T, we may assume without loss of generality that T is

deterministic. Let G; = o((xs)s, (Xs)s<t), since G C F;, we have

E<§|Xt|> :E@j X | E[|X7| | G7] > = (H | X E[E[| X7 | Fr] |9T]>

15



Applying our assumption, we find, since z7 € Gr,

E(}i\Xﬂ) §E<ij[;[_11!Xt\>-

We then repeat the above step. O
Proof of Proposition 11. We will use that, if k(kVt) < an, kVt<n/2,
(n)y > e 2nfF  and  (n—t)* > e 20k, (27)

(indeed, (n)g > (n—k)* and (n —t)¥ = nFexp(klog(1—t/n)) > n* exp(—2kt/n) since log(1 —x) >
—z/(1—x) for 0 <z <1).

The proof relies on a conditional expectation argument. We set E, = {y1,...,y.} and y; =
{et, ft}. We also set m = dn and

E :E\ U {er, fi}-

1<t<a
We have |E*| > m — 2a. The multiplicity of y; is equal to p; + ¢+, where p; is the multiplicity of y;
in (v1,...,%m%k,) and ¢ its multiplicity in (yogg+1,---,72k). We write

a

ko k
o _ Pt qt
P= HM“{%?W% H MV?FW% - HMetftMEtft'
t=1 t=ko+1 t=1

Let T be the set of y; = {e, fi} such that y; is consistent, p; = 1 and ¢; = 0. By assumption
|T| = a;. Note that if t € T, e; # f; and for all s # ¢, {es, fi} N{es, fs} = 0. Let T* C T
be the random subset of ¢t € T such that o(e;) € E* U {f;} and o(f;) € E* U {e;}. In words,
elements in 7™ are either matched by o (that is, o(e;) = f¢) or their are matched outside ~y
(that is, {o(e;),o(f;)} € E*). Similarly, let S C T be the random subset of ¢ € T such that
{o(er),o(fr)} N{es, fs} # 0 for some s € T\{t}. In words, elements in S are matched by o to at
least another element in 7.

By construction, if £ € S, .

147 q _ _
MetftMettft - MEtft - _E'

We thus have
P = (—m) ¥Ip*qQ,

where

P* = HMetﬁ and Q= H MY M,
teT* tgSuT*

Now, we define F to be the o-algebra generated by the variables T* and o(e;),o(fi),t ¢ T*.
We denote by E r the associated conditional expectation. By construction, the variables S, T and

@ are F-measurable. We get

ELP)| = [E[(-m) I QEAP]|| < E[m~15 QI [E£P]]. (28)
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where the last step follows from Jensen’s inequality.
We start by evaluating Er-[P*] in (28). If N is the number of ¢ € T* such that o(e;) # fi, we

e ()G

We now determine the law_’of N given F. Let m = |E*| — ZtiT*(la(et)eE* + 1a(ft)ef§*) be the
cardinality of half-edges in E* which have not yet been matched when the values of o(e;), o (f),t ¢

T* have been revealed. We set, for integers t > 0, k > 2 even,

have

t—1 k/2—1
(k)e =k —2s) and k= ] (k—1-2s).
s=0 s=0

Note that k!! is the number of matchings of a set of size k. If t € T* and o(e;) # f; then
oler),o(ft) € E*. Thus, given F, for 0 < z < |T*|, the number of matchings such that N =z is

equal to (E‘)(m)m(m —2x)Il = (E‘)((m))xm” We deduce that

N |77 m . 7| *
Pr(N =x) = (“"3)# with Z = Z <u;; ’> (M)
x=0

First, since m > m — 4a and a < y/m, we obtain from (27), for some ¢ > 0,

> E T=c(l+ > I
Cx < >m C( m) cm

From what precedes, we get,

e = (o) ()
L O
1 N-1
= ZE ] @y—m),
y=0

where N has distribution Bin(|7*|,1/m). By Lemma 12, applied to z = 2, k = |[T*|, p = 1/m and

q = 1/m, we deduce that, for some ¢ > 0,

EAP) <o(2)" (20)

with € = 3a/v/m (since 3|T7*|\/2/2 < 3a).
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We now evaluate |@Q| in (28). Let F; be the o-algebra generated by o(es),o(fs),s # t. For any
t € [al,

et # f)1QF) _ 1
]P)]‘—t(MEtft = 1) = ! mi ! < m*’

(30)

where m* =m —2a+ 1, my = m — [{o(es),o(fs) : s # t}| — 1 and ; € F; is the event that for
some s £ t, {o(es),o(fs)} N{es, fr} # 0. We get, for p > 2 and g > 0,

Er|MP , M? | <Exr|M 2 < 1)1 —1 1 <1
]:t’_etft etft‘ - Ft‘—etft‘ — 1 - E m* + m2 1 - m* — m*' (31)
Similarly, if ¢ > 1,
Ex|MP  M! | <EgM,,; < 1 (32)
Frle, fr e firl = HFMerfr = m*’
We also have the weak bound,
1 1 1 1 2
<(1-= —(1- <.
EFt‘Metﬁ‘ - <1 m> m* + m <1 m*> ~ m* (33)

This last bound can be improved for ¢t € T\(S U T*) as follows (recall that p, = 1, ¢ = 0 for
all t € T). First, observe that the variables S and 7™ are F;-measurable for any ¢. On the
event t € T\{S,T*}, by construction, the event }; holds and thus M., = 0. It follows that if

te T\(SUTH),
1 1

E}—t |Mpt Mqt < .
m m*

—etft Tetft

We may estimate E[|Q| | (S, T*)] as follows. If y; is such that p; > 2, we use (31), if ¢ > 1,
we use (32). If y; is an inconsistent edge such that p, = 1 and ¢ = 0, we use (33). Finally, if
t e T\(SUT*), we use (34). From Lemma 13, we find that

a—|S|=|T"|
< 2*’< . > .
m*

Putting this last bound together with (29), we deduce from (28) and (27) that for some ¢ > 0,

TN A
EP| < c2bE<—> (3)
m

m

a
Y (l> e g,

| = E]:t |M6tft| = (34)

E[|Q[] (8,T%)] ZE[ IT a2, p, || (S, 7)
t¢ SUT™

m

To conclude the proof, it thus remains to show that Ee~IT\T"| < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0. The
event that {|T\7T*| > x} is contained in the event that there are [x/2] pairs {s,t}, s # t, such that
{o(es),a(fs) N{es, fi}} # 0 (the latter can be further decomposed in the union of the four events,
oles) = e, o(es) = ft, o(fs) = €4 or o(fs) = fr). From the union bound, we get

N
P(T\T*| > z) < <4a ) .

m*

18



Indeed, the factor (4a?)[*/21 accounts for the choices of the possible half-edges to be matched. The
factor (1/m*)[#/2] is an upper bound on the probability that these half-edges are matched by o
(from Lemma 13 and (30)). Since 2a < 2k < 2y/m and [z/2] < z/2+ 1/2, we get from (27),

P(T\T"| > ) < (%)

Recalling ¢ = 3a/y/m, we find

Ee~ T\l < ZE‘”C]P’(\T\T*] >x) < CZ <§> = 3c.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 11. O

2.5 Path counting

In this subsection, we give upper bounds on the operator norms of BY and Rf defined by (19) and
(22). We will use the high trace method and it will lead us to enumerate some paths.

2.5.1 Operator norm of BW

Here, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 14. Let d > 3 and 1 < £ <logn be integers. Let o be uniformly distributed on M(E)
and BY = E(Z)(a) be defined as in (19). Then, w.h.p.

IBO|| < (logn)'®(d —1)"/2.

Let m be a positive integer. With the convention that es,, 11 = e1, we get

IBOPm = IBOBY" | < w{(B9BO7)")

= Z H(E(Z))e%fl762i(§(é))62i+1762i

€1,...,eam =1
2m L

- Z H HM'Yijtfl'Yijt’ (35)

v i=1t=1

where the sum is over all ¥ = (y1,...,72m,m) such that v = (yi1,...,7%i20+1) € F* (that is, non-
backtracking tangled-free path) and for all ¢ € [m)],

Y2i1 = V2ir1,1 and  Y2i-1.2041 = V2i,2041,

with the convention that ygp,4+1 = 1. We set v;; = (viy,Jit). Note that the product (35) does

not depend on the value of v2;_1 2041 = Y2i,20+1, ¢ € [m]. Moreover, if y9;_1 2¢ and ~g; o¢ are given,
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then vo;_12041 = 72i20+1 can either take (d — 1) possible values (if jo;j—192¢ = Joi2¢) or (d — 2)

possible values (if jo;—1,2¢ # Jjoi2e). On the right-hand side of (35), for all ¢ € [m], we sum over

Y2i—1,2041 = V2i,2¢+1, and perform the change of variable, for all (i,t) € [m] x [2/], 72i,t = Y2, 2041—t-
a

Since, M is symmetric, we may rewrite the right-hand side of (35) as follows:

2m /£
BOPE™ < S g [[T]Mo 0 rorae (36)
VEW i=1t=1

where W, is the set of v = (y1,...,72m) € E20<2m guch that Y = (Vi1,---,%,2¢) is a non-
backtracking tangle-free path and for all i € [m],

v2i1 = v2i—12¢ and Y2411 = V2i 20, (37)

with the convention that vom41 = 71 and i = (vit, jit), see Figure 3. Finally, in (36), we have

set

Q('V) = H (d —-1- 1]'22'71,2@75]'21',1) < (d - 1)m' (38)

V2i—1,2¢ = V24,1 V1,20 = V2,1

Figure 3: A path v = (71,...,72) in Wy, each 7; is non-backtracking and tangle-free.

The proof of Proposition 14 relies on an upper bound on the expectation of the right-hand
side of (36). First, for each v € E**2™ e define G, as in Definition 4: V, = U;V,, = {v;; :
(i,t) € [2m] x [20]} C [n] and E, = U;E,, = {{Vi2e—1,7i,2¢} : (i,t) € [2m] x [¢]} are the sets of
visited vertices and visited pairs of half-edges along the path. For v € V,, quy(v) = {vit : vig =
v for some (i,t) € [2m] x [20]} C E(v) is the set of visited half-edges pending at v.

In order to organize the terms on the right-hand side of (36), we partition E2*2™ into iso-
morphism classes. For 7,7 € E2ZX2m, we write 7 ~ 4/ if there exist a permutation a € S,
and permutations (51,...,8,) € S§ such that, with v, = (v],,;,), for all (i,t) € [2m] x [24],
v, = afvig) and ji, = Bu,,(jit). We may define a canonical element in each isomorphic class
as follows. We say that a path v € E2(%2™ ig canonical if Vy, = A{1,...,|V,|}, for all v € V,,
E)V(v) = {(v,1),..., (v, |E,(v)])} and the vertices in V, and the the half-edges in E)V(v) are visited
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in the lexicographic order (z before z + 1 and (z, j) before (x,5 4+ 1)). Note that v € Wy, and
7' ~ ~ implies that 4" € W;,,. Our first lemma bounds the number of paths in each isomorphism

class.

Lemma 15. Let v € Wy, with |Vy| = s and |E,| = a. If g = a — s+ 1, then ~ is isomorphic to
at most n®*(d(d —1))°(d — 1)?971 paths in W p,.

Proof. For v € V,, let d, = |Eiy(v)| and, for ¢t € [d] integer, recall the Pochhammer symbol,
(d)y =d(d—1)---(d—t+1). Observe that, if s; = > 1(d, = t), we have

veVy
Z sg =s and E ts; = 2a.
t>1 t>1

By construction, v is isomorphic to

S
(n)s [[(@a, <n* ] ()™
v=1 t>1
distinct elements in W ,,,. However,

[T (@)% < dxes(d — 1)Ze 0% = @#(d — 1) = (d(d — 1))*(d — 1)*~".

t>1

The conclusion follows. O

Our second lemma gives an upper bound on the number of isomorphic classes. This lemma is
a variant of [7, Lemma 17]. It relies crucially on the fact that an element v € Wy, is composed of

2m tangle-free paths.

Lemma 16. Let Wy ,(s,a) be the subset of canonical paths with |V,| = s and |E,| = a. Let
g=a—s+1. If g <0, Wyn(s,a) is empty. If g > 0, we have

Wim(s,a)| < (4€m)6mg+6m.

Proof. For any v € Wy ,,, due to the boundary conditions (37), the graph G is connected. Hence
|Vy| —1 < |E,|. It implies the first claim of the lemma. In order to upper bound [W (s, a)|, we
find an efficient way to encode the canonical paths v € Wy ,,,(s,a) (that is, find an injective map
from Wy ,,,(s,a) to a larger set whose cardinality is easily upper bounded).

For (i,t) € 2m]x [€], let @54 = (Vi2e—1, Vi,2t) and y; ¢ = {Vi20—1, 73,2t} € E- be the corresponding
visited edge. We explore the sequence (z; ) in lexicographic order denoted by < (that is (i,t) < (i+
1,¢') and (i,t) < (4,t+1)). By convention, we set (i,¢+1) = (i+1,1) (if i = 2m, (2m,£+1) = (1,1)).
We think of the index (i,t) as a time. We say that (i,t) is a first time, if v; 9; has not been seen
before (that is v;9; # vy for all (¢/,t') < (i,2t)). The edge y;¢ will then be called a tree edge.

As its name suggests, the graph, spanned by the edges {{v;2:—1,vi2:} : (4,t) first time} is a tree,
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it is a spanning tree of G. An edge y;; which is not a tree edge, is called an excess edge, and we
say that (i,t) is an important time (see Figure 4). Since every vertex in V,, different from 1 has its

associated tree edge,
Hy € E,: yis an excess edge}| =a—s+1=g. (39)

Since ~y; is non-backtracking in the sense of Definition 4, the path +; can be decomposed by the
successive repetition of (i) a sequence of first times (possibly empty), (ii) an important time and
(iii) a path on the tree defined so far (possibly empty). Note also that, if (i,¢) is a first time then
Yiot = (m+1,1) and v; 2¢41 = (m + 1,2) where m is the number of previous first times (including
(2,t)). Indeed, since + is canonical, 711 = (1,1) and every time that a new vertex, say v, is visited,
the half-edge (v, 1) will be seen first.

O—0@—~0——=0

7 = (1,1)(2,1)(2,2)(3,1)(3,2)(4, 1)(4,2)(2,3)(2,2)(3, 1)(3, 2)(4, 1)(4, 2)(2, 3)(2,2)(3, 1)(3, 2)(4, 1) (4, 2)(2, 3)(2, 2)(3, 1)(3, 2)(5, 1)

Figure 4: A canonical path 7 (non-backtracking and tangle-free) and its associated spanning tree.
The times (1,¢) with ¢t € {1,2,3,12} are first times and ¢ = {4,7,10} are important times, (1,4)
is the short cycling time, (1,7),(1,10) are superfluous. With the notation below, t; = 4, ¢ = 2,
t=12, 7 =13.

We can thus build a first encoding of Wy ,,(s,a) as follows. If (4,¢) is an important time, we
mark the time (i,t) by the vector (v;2t,7%i2r—1), where (i,7) is the next time that y; , will not
be a tree edge of the tree constructed so far (by convention, if the path -; remains on the tree,
we set 7 = ¢+ 1). From (37), for t = 1, we also add the starting mark ~; 2,—1 where (i,7) is as
above the next time that y; » will not be a tree edge of the tree constructed so far. Since there is
a unique non-backtracking path between two vertices of a tree, we can reconstruct v € Wy, from
the starting marks and the position of the important times and their marks. This defines our first
encoding.

The main issue with this encoding is that the number of important times could be large (see
Figure 4). This is where the hypothesis that each path 7; is tangle-free comes into play. We
partition important times into three categories, short cycling, long cycling and superfluous times.
For each i, we consider the smallest time (4,t1) such that v; o, € {v;1,...,vi2,-1}. If such time ¢;
exists, the last important time (i,¢) < (i,¢;) will be called the short cycling time. Let 1 < o < t;
be such that v; 2, = v;2,—1. By the tangle-free assumption, C; = (Vi20—-1, - ,Vi2t,;) Will be the
unique cycle visited by ;. We denote by (i,%), t > t;, the smallest time that Yi2i—1 0 not in C;
(by convention ¢ = £ + 1 if 4; remains in C;). We modify the mark of the short cycling time as
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(’yi72t,vi,2t1,f, Yi2#—1), where (i,7), T > t, is the next time that y;,» will not be a tree edge of the
tree constructed so far. Important times (z,t') with 1 <t <t or 7 < t' < k are called long cycling
times. The other important times are called superfluous. The key observation is that for each
i € [2m], the number of long cycling times on ~; is bounded by g — 1 (since there is at most one
cycle, no edge of F, can be seen twice outside those of C;, the —1 coming from the fact the short
cycling time is an excess edge).

We now have our second encoding. We can reconstruct « from the starting marks, the positions
of the long cycling and the short cycling times and their marks. For each ¢, there are at most 1
short cycling time and ¢ — 1 long cycling times. There are at most £2™9 ways to position them.
The number of distinct half-edges v;; in v is at most h = 4¢m. There are at most h? different
possible marks for a long cycling time and sh?¢ marks for a short cycling time. Finally, there are

h possibilities for a starting mark. We deduce that
’WZ,m(Sy CL)‘ < €2mg(h2)2m(g—l) (Sh2€)2m(h)2m
Using s < 2¢m, the last expression is generously bounded by the statement of the lemma. O

For v € Wy, the average contribution of v in (36) is

2m £

,u(v) =k H H M“/i,2t—1“/i,2t' (40)

i=11t=1

Observe that if v ~ +/ then p(y) = u(y’). Our final lemma uses Proposition 11 to estimate this

average contribution.

Lemma 17. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that, if 2(m < Vdn and v € Wy, with |V,| = s,

|Ey| =a and g =a— s+ 1, we have

1\%/ (66m)? (a—2g—(£4+2)m)+
< gtm | .
el < e () (B4

Proof. Let E{ be the set of y € E, which are visited exactly once in 7, that is which are of
multiplicity one in the sense of Definition 10. We set a} = |E{|. Similarly, let ag the number of

y € E, are visited at least twice. We have
aj+ay=a and a}+2ay < 2m.

Therefore, aj > 2(a — ¢m). Let Ey be the subset of y € E} which are consistent and let E; the set
of inconsistent edges (in the sense of Definition 10). Using the terminology of the proof of Lemma
16, a new inconsistent edge can appear at the the start of a non-empty sequence of first times or
at a first visit of an excess edge. Every such step can create at most 2 new inconsistent edges.

From (39), there are g excess edges. Moreover, every non-empty sequence of first times started in
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Vi, © € [2m], either is followed by a first visit of an excess edge or ends 7;. Hence, if a1 = |E;| and
b = |E;|, we have b < 4g + 4m and a; > a} — 49 — 4m. So finally, a1 > 2(a — 29 — (¢ + 2)m). It
remains to apply Proposition 11. O

Proof of Proposition 14. For n > 3, we define

logn
=|——" . 41
{13log(log n)J (41)
The integer m is positive for all n large enough. We claim that it is sufficient to prove that
S= > |u()| < nletm)™(d - 1), (42)

’YEWk,m

where ¢/ = £ + 2 and p(y) was defined in (40). Indeed, from (36), we get for some new constant
c> 0,
E[BO|P™ < n(ctm)*™(d — 1)

Thus, from Markov inequality, for any « > 1,
]P’(HE(Z)H > 0/ M) (eom)3(d — 1)4/295) < g7, (43)

1/(2m)

For our choice of m, n = o(logn)” and ¢m = o(logn)?. Proposition 14 follows.

We now prove (42). Using Lemma 15, Lemma 16 and Lemma 17, we obtain,

S max e Wy iy ~ X Wim(s,a)| x  max
E:lazs:l’YEWZm(sa |{7 tm = 7}| | Z,m( )| 'yEWe,m(s,a)'u(/}/)

Shalt ; ——— (6t 207
gagln(d(d—l)) (d — 1)2971 (40m)0m9+0m o+ <dn> ( - >

where g = g(s,a) = a — s+ 1. We perform the change of variable a = s + g — 1, we get for some

constant ¢ > 0 and all n large enough,

§ = 30 () oy v (LTI (0t T

< i:: i n(dtm)®™(d — 1)* < (c%:)b’m > I ( (627:)2 > (8—9—1—f’m)+’

= 51+ 5+ 853,

where 57 is the sum over {1 < s < ¢'m,g >0}, Sy over {'m+1<s50<g<s—1—¥¢m}, and S
over {'m+1<s,9>s—m}. We have

'm

0 Am)6m\ 9
S, = n(dtm)™ Z(d —1)° Z <(€T)>
s=1 g=0

< 2n(dtm)®™(d — 1)“™ f: <M>g



For our choice of m in (41), for n large enough,

(c/em)ﬁm - (lOg n)12m

< < /3,
n n

In particular, the above geometric series converges . Hence, adjusting the value of ¢, the right-hand
side of (42) is an upper bound for S;. Similarly, with ¢ = (6/m)?/dn = o(1), for some constant

d >0, for n large enough,

e s—1—0'm ’Em g
Sy = ’I’L(C/fm)ﬁm Z (d— s es—1- 'm Z < >

s={'m+1

< antmp Y <d—1>s(m>s -

n
s=0'm—+1
/ 6m \ P
= 2n(d0'm)"™ £m+1z <ﬂ> .

Again, the geometric series are convergent and the right-hand side of (42) is an upper bound for
So. Finally,

Sy = n(dtm)"" i (d—1)° i (@)g

s=0'm+1 g=s—{'m
) o\ 6 s—0'm
< m(dem)™ N (d-1)° <M>
s={'m+1 n
o0 /6
= 2n(c '€m mz -1) < m)° >
p=1
The right-hand side of (42) is an upper bound for S3. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 1. Markov inequality (43) applz'ed to x = (log n)b actually implies that for any a > 0,
there exists ¢ > 0 such that the event |[BY|| < (logn)¢(d — 1)6/2 has probability at least 1 —n~% for

all n large enough.

2.5.2 Operator norm of ng)
o)

We now adapt the above subsection to the matrices ng .

Proposition 18. Letd > 3, and 1 < £ < logn be integers. Let o be uniformly distributed on M(E)
and for k € [{], let ng) = ng) (o) be defined as in (22). Then, w.h.p.

¢
S IED ] < (logn)*(d - 1)",
k=1
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Let m be a positive integer and k € [¢]. Arguing as in (35), we find

2m k—1 )4
£) 12
”ng ) H " S Z H H M’Yi,ztfl’ﬁjt H M’Yi,Qt—l'Yi,2t7 (44)
v i=1t=1 t=k+1

where the sum is over all v = (y1,...,72m) such that v = (y5.1,...,%i20+1) € F,f\FZ, and for all
i € [m],

Y2i1 = V2ir1,1 and  Y2i-12041 = V2i,2041,
with the convention that 72,41 = 71. The product (44) does not depend on the value of vo;_1 2041 =
Y2i20+1 for all i € [m]. Moreover, given the values of 72,120, Y2i2¢, the half-edge y2i_1 2041 =
Y2i—1,20+1 can take (d—1) or (d—2) possibles values. On the right-hand side of (44), for all i € [m],
we sum over the values of y9;_12/41 = V2i—1,2¢+1, and we perform the change of variable for all

(i,t) € [m] X [€], 7, = V2i2041—¢, We find

IROIP™ < S Py, (45)

k
'yEWe’m

where ¢(v) was defined in (38) and Wéfm, Py () are defined as follows. We set for i € [2m],

i
p=g b Tredd (46)
{—k+1 ifieven

The set Wzlfm is the collection of v = (y1,...,72m) € E**¥™ such that for all i € [2m], 7 =
(7,1, - - -+ 7%i,2¢) is non-backtracking and tangled but

I

Vi (%,1,---,%,2@—2) and %{/:(%,2ki+1,---,%,2e)

are tangle-free. We also have the boundary condition (37) with ~;+ = (vi4, ji+). Finally, in (45),
for v € ngfm, we have set

2m k;—1 ¢
_ =0 >
Pk(’V) - H H M%,ztﬂ%‘,zt H M'\/i,2t71’
i=1 t=1 t=k;+1

where M¢® = M if ¢ is odd and M® = M if 7 is odd.

As in the previous subsection, for each ~ € Wéfm - E2ZX2m7 we associate the multigraph
G, introduced in Definition 4. We also partition Wzlfm into isomorphism classes exactly as in
the previous subsection. We define a canonical element in each isomorphic class thanks to the
lexicographic order.

We note however that for all v € Wéfm, the scalar Py (vy) does not depend on the value of
(Vi 2ki—15Vi,2k,; ). We thus need to introduce a new multigraph for elements in Wzlfm. This multigraph
is G,’j = UZ-(G%( U G%{/) where G%(, G%{/ are as in Definition 4. More precisely, the vertex set G,’j of
V,Yk = Ui(V; U V) = {vig 2 (i,8) € 2m] x [2] : ¢ ¢ {2k; — 1,2k;})} and the set of visited pairs of
half-edges is Eﬁ = Ui(Ey U E ) = {{vi2—1, %2t} (4,) € 2m] x [€], # ki }.
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Lemma 19. Let v € W[ with \Vﬁ/k] = s and ]E,’j\ =a. If g=a— s+ 1, then v is isomorphic to
at most n®(d — 1) (d(d — 1))°(d — 1)?9~! paths in Wlffm.

Proof. The proof of lemma 15 implies that ~ is isomorphic to at most n* (d — 1)>™(d(d — 1))*(d —
1)257’_1 where s’ = |V,|, ' = |E,| and ¢’ = a’ — '+ 1. Since v; 2111 = v; 2, we have V, = Vvk and
thus s’ = s. Also, a’ < a + 2m. Hence, ¢’ < g+ 2m. The claim follows. O

We have the following upper bound on the number of isomorphism classes. This lemma is a

variant of [7, Lemma 18].

Lemma 20. Let ng(s,a) be the subset of canonical paths with |V.F| = s, |E¥| = a. Let g =
a—s+1. If g <0, Wéfm(s,a) is empty. If g > 1, we have

W5, )| < (dem)t2mo+ion.

Proof. Let v € Wé’fm. By assumption, for each ¢ € [2m], 7; is tangled and non-backtracking. It
follows that either G’n’- U G%u is a connected graph with a cycle or both G’n’- and G’n’-’ contain a cycle
(see Figure 2). Notably, any connected component of Gs has a cycle, it follows that |V7k| < |E’§|
It gives the first claim.

For the second claim, we adapt the proof of Lemma 16 and use the same terminology. For
i € [2m], we define for t € [{|\{ki}, i+ = (yi2t—1,7%i2t). We then explore the sequence (x;;),
(i,t) € T = {(i,t) € [2m] x [{] : t # k;} in lexicographic order. We denote by (i,t)_ the preceding
element in T for the lexicographic order (with the convention (1,1)_ = (1,0)). For (i,t) € T, we
set i+ = {Vi2t—1,%2:t}. For each (i,t) € T, we build a growing spanning forest F; ; of the graph
visited so far as follows. The forest F o has a single vertex v1; = (1,1). By induction, for (i,t) € T,
if the addition of y;; to F(; ;) creates a cycle, we set Fj¢ = F(;;)_, and we say that y;; is an excess
edge. Otherwise, we say that (i,t) is a first time, that y;; is a tree edge, and we define F;; as the
union of Fi; ;) and y; .

Let p the number of connected components of G{j. Since Fj,, ¢ is a spanning forest of ij, there
are a —s+p = g-+p— 1 excess edges. Let g; be the number of excess edges in the i-th component.
We have ), g; = g+p— 1. Besides, each connected component of G has a cycle, and thus g; > 1.
It follows that there are at most g excess edges in each connected component of G,.

We may now repeat the proof of Lemma 16. The only difference is that, for each i, we use that
v, and 7/ are tangled free, it gives short cycling times and long cycling times for both v/ and ~/'.
We also need a starting mark for ~/" equal to (7, 2k,—1, Vi .2k;» Vi,2r—1) Where (i, 7) is the next time
that y; » will not be a tree edge of the forest F{;j,41)_ constructed so far. Then, for each i, there
are at most 2 short cycling times and 2(g — 1) long cycling times (since each connected component
has most g excess edges). There are at most ¢4™9 ways to position these times. The number of

distinct half-edges 7;; in v is at most h = 4¢m. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 16, we get that

\Wé‘fm(s,a)] < €4mg(sh2€)4m(h2)4m(g—l)(2a)2m(h3)2m7

27



where the factor (h3)?™ accounts for the extra starting marks of 7. Using s < 2¢m, we obtain the

claimed statement. O

For v € W[ | the average contribution of 7 in (36) is

2m k;—1 )4
ﬂk('y) = EPk('V) = EH H M’iii,gtfrﬁ,zt H M’?iiztfl'
=1 t=1 t=k;+1

Note that if v ~ 4/ then pg(y) = pup(v').

Lemma 21. There is a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that, if 6¢m < v/dn and v € ngfm with
|V~/k| =35, |EI»§| =a and g=a— s+ 1, we have

1 a
< g+m .
le(v)] < e <_dn>

Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma 17. Let E; be the set of inconsistent edges of U;(/,~/). Using
the terminology of Lemma 20, a new inconsistent edge can appear at the the start of a non-empty
sequence of first times or at a first visit of an excess edge. Every such step can create at most 2 new
inconsistent edges. Moreover, every non-empty sequence of first times started in 4} or v/, i € [2m)],
either is followed by a first visit of an excess edge or ends 7/ or 4. There are at g +p — 1 excess
edges where p is number of connected components of G’;. By construction p < 2m. Hence, we find
|E;| <8(g+p—1)+8m < 4g + 24m. It remains to apply Proposition 11. O

Proof of Proposition 18. We repeat the proof of Proposition 14. For n > 3, we define

Since ¢ < logn, for this choice of m, ¢m = o(logn)?. We will prove that for some constant ¢ > 0,
for all k € [¢],

Se= Y ()] < (ctm)®™(d —1)*, (48)
'\/EWlffm

Then, from (45), it implies
‘ 4
EY IR IP™ < 6d = 1) (clm)™™ (d - 1™,
k=1

It remains to use Markov inequality to conclude.
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We now check that (48) holds. Using Lemma 19, Lemma 20 and Lemma 21, we obtain, with
g=g(a,s) =a—s+1,

2/m oo
Sk = Thax RS AR X [WEF, (s,a)| x  max
S22 i O S W e
2¢m oo .
S S m _ m m m 1
< ZZn (d(d —1))*(d — 1)*™(d — 1)297 (40m)12ma+16m 9+ (d_n>
s=1 a=s

20m oo h
_ Z Z(d _ 1)8((1 _ 1)4m(d _ 1)2h+1(4£m)12mh+28mch+1+m (i) ’

dn
s=1 h=0
where at the last tine, we have performed the change of variable h = a — s = g — 1. We find that
for some new constant ¢ > 0, for all n large enough,

20m 00 ok
Sk < (dm)®m Y (d—-1)*) (c(d — 1)%(46m)"? >
s=1

dn
h=0

For our choice of m in (47), we have, for n large enough, (4¢m)'?™ /n < n='/?%. Hence, the above

geometric series converges and the right-hand side of (48) is an upper bound for Sj. O

Remark 2. Markov inequality and (48) imply that for any a > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that the
event ), HRIg)H < (logn)e(d — 1)* has probability at least 1 — n~ for all n large enough.
Remark 3. A careful treatment in Lemma 21 of edges visited once allows to prove that w.h.p. ||R,(f) | <

(logn)°(d — 1)“"%/2. This refinement seems useless.

2.6 Proof of Theorem 2

All ingredients are finally gathered. We fix some 0 < k < 1/4 and consider an integer sequence
¢ = {(n) such that ¢ ~ klog;_; n. By Lemma 9 and Proposition 8, if Q is the event that G(o) is
{-tangle free,

IP’<|>\2| 2M+5) - IP’<|>\2| 2\/dT1—|—6;Q>+0(1)
< P(JV' 2 VI-T+¢) +o(1),

where J = | BO| + LS _ HRIg)H. On the other end, by Propositions 14-18, w.h.p.
log n)3°
d

J < (logn)™®(d—1)4? + ( (d—1)*

n

< (log)!5(d — 12 + o(1),
since (d—1)* = n*t°(). Finally, since ¢ < logn, (logn)'*/* = 14+0(loglogn/logn). This concludes
the proof.

Remark 4. For the proof of (13), we take 0 < k < a/4, and use Remarks 1-2. We then choose

e = clogn/(loglogn) with ¢ large enough in the above argument.
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3 New eigenvalues of random lifts

We now introduce the model of random lifts and present an analog of Theorem 1 in this new
context. Notation is independent of the previous section, but they are kept similar to help the
reader.

Let us first introduce an abstract terminology for graphs. Let V' and E be countable sets.
Elements of V are called vertices and elements of E are half-edges or directed edges. We assume
that E is a set of even cardinality and that E comes with a matching ¢ : E — E (:2(e) = e and
u(e) # e for all e € E). This defines an equivalence classes on E, e ~ f iif e = ¢(f) with two
elements in each equivalence class. An equivalence class is called an edge, the edge set is denoted
by E. Finally, there is map o: E V. We interpret o(e) as the origin vertex of the directed edge
e and t(e) = o(c(e)) as the end vertex of e. The quadruple G = (V, E, ¢, 0) will be called a graph.
In words, GG is the multigraph with vertex set V and edge set E, where an edge connects the origin
vertices o(e) with e one of the two directed edges in the equivalence class of the edge, see Figure 5.
This definition allows loops, which would correspond to directed edges e € E such that o(e) = t(e),
and multiple edges, corresponding to e # f € E such that (o(e),t(e)) = (o(f),t(f)).

8 ‘e‘op.o,@

Figure 5: Left: the graph G = (V, E,,0) with V' = [2], E = {a,b,c,d}, t(a) =b, v(c) =d, o(a) =1,
o(b) = o(c) = o(d) = 2. Right: a 3-lift of G with o, = (123), 0. = (1)(23) (permutations written

in cycle decomposition).

The adjacency matrix A of G is the symmetric matrix indexed on V' defined for all u,v € V' by

Ay = Z 1((0(6),t(6)) = (’LL,’U)).

eckE
The non-backtracking matrix B of GG is the matrix indexed on E defined for all e, fe E by
Bey = 1(t(e) = o(f)A(f # u(e)).

We have the matrix identity
B =G8N, (49)

where Sef = lf:L(e) and Nef = lo(e):o(f),e;éf-
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We set 7 = |E| and let
pr> > |pr|

be the eigenvalues of B with multiplicities. We shall assume that G is connected and |E|/2 = |E| >
|V|. Then, the matrix B is irreducible and its Perron eigenvalue p; is larger than 1, see [14].

We now define n-lifts and random n-lifts of a base graph G (also known as n-coverings), for an
example, see Figure 5.
Definition 22. Let G = (V,E, t,0) be a graph. For integer n > 1, let S,? be the family of
permutations o = (O‘e)eeﬁ such that o,y = o for all e € E. A nAlift of G is a graph G, =
(Vi Eny tny 0p) such that

Vo=V x[n] and E,=Ex]n],

and, for some o € SG, for all (e,i) € E,
in(e, i) = (u(€), 0e(i))  and on(e,i) = (o(e),1).

We write G,, = G,(0) for the n-lift associated to o € Sg. We say that G, is a random n-lift if
0 = (0¢) e s uniformly distributed on S& (that is, the permutations o., e € E, are uniform on
Sy and independent for all e # i(e)).

For some positive integer n, let 0 € S¢ and G,, = G,,(c) be the n-lift as above. Let B,, = B,(0)

be the non-backtracking matrix of Gy,. From (49), we have
B, = SNy, (50)
where for all e = (e,i), f = (f,j) € En,

(Sn)ef = le=up)loe@iy=; and  (Np)ef = loe)=o(f),ef li=j = (N @ In)ey,
with ® being the usual tensor product, N as in (49) and I,, being the identity matrix.
We consider the vector subspace H of RE»,

H = span(x. : e € E), (51)

where for e € E, Xe € REx is given by x.(f,i) = le=f. In words, H is the vector space of vectors
@ € REn which are constant on each edge of G: x(e,i) = x(e,j) for all i,j € [n] and e € E. The
dimension of H is r = |E|.

From (50), it is straightforward to check that B,H C H, B} H C H and the restriction of B,
to H is B. It follows that the spectrum of B,, contains the spectrum of B (with multiplicities). We

will denote the nr — r new eigenvalues of B, by A; with

They are the eigenvalues of the restriction of B,, to H* (they depend implicitly on o € ¢<). The

main result of this section is the following.
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Theorem 23. Let G = (V,E,1,0) be a finite connected graph with |E|/2 = |E| > |V|. Let n be a
positive integer and Gy, a random n-lift of G. Let B and B, be the non-backtracking matrices of G
and G,. If the new eigenvalues of B, are denoted as in (52) and py is the Perron eigenvalue of B,
then, for any e > 0,
. S _
Jim P(|A] > y/pr +¢) = 0.

Under an extra assumption on the graph G, Theorem 23 is contained in [14, Theorem 0.2.6].
Arguing as above, if A, is the adjacency matrix of G,, then the spectrum of A, contains the
spectrum of A. We may similarly define the new eigenvalues of A, as the remaining eigenvalues.
If G is a d-regular multigraph, then the Ihara-Bass formula (12) remains valid. As a by-product of

Theorem 23, we deduce the following corollary,

Corollary 24 (Friedman and Kohler [14]). Let G = (V, E,1,0) be a finite d-reqular graph with
d > 3. Let A, be the adjacency matriz of Gy, a random n-lift of G. If p1 is the largest new

eigenvalues of A, in absolute value, then, for any e > 0,
lim ]P’(]ull >9v/d— 1 +a) = 0.
n—oo

If d is even and G is a bouquet of d/2-loops then by standard contiguity results, Corollary 24
implies Friedman’s Theorem 1. Also, coming back to Theorem 23, Angel, Friedman and Hoory [5]
proved that ,/pr is the spectral radius of the non-backtracking operator of T', the universal covering
tree of G. In [12], Friedman conjectures similarly that, for a random n-lift, the new eigenvalues
of the adjacency matrix have absolute value bounded by p + o(1) where p is the spectral radius of
the adjacency operator of T'. In the case of d-regular multigraphs, 7" is an infinite d-regular tree
and p = 2v/d — 1. It follows that Corollary 24 is consistent with the conjecture. For the general
case, the best known result is due to Puder [30] who proves the upper bound v/3p + o(1) for the
new eigenvalues. For a large class of local operators, one may expect that the new eigenvalues of a
random n-lift will be bounded by p+ o(1) where p is the spectral radius of this operator on T'. This
phenomenon can be thought as the analog of the weak Ramanujan property for arbitrary graphs.

Theorem 23 proves this phenomenon for the specific case of the non-backtracking operator.

4 Proof of Theorem 23

Theorem 23 is proved exactly as Theorem 2. The main noticeable difference will appear in the path

counting argument. Notation are as close as possible to Section 2.

4.1 Path decomposition

In this subsection, we fix o € S& and consider its associated n-lift, G, = G,,(¢) = (Vj,, En, LnyOp)-

Let B,, be its non-backtracking matrix. From now on, elements in E,, will be called half-edges.
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Let H be as in (51) and P be the orthogonal projection onto H. Since B,H C H and B}H C H,
we have the decomposition B,, = PB,,P+ (I — P)B,(I — P). Let { be a positive integer. We apply
Lemma 3 to S = PB/P and R = B! — S = (I — P)B%(I — P). We find that for the largest new

eigenvalue of B,
Mlf< sup Bzl (53)

x€HL ||z]|2=1

We now adapt Definitions 4-5 to our new setting.
Definition 25. For a positive integer k, let v = (1, ...,7) with v = (e, 44) € E,.

- The set of visited vertices, edges and pairs of half-edges are denoted by V, = {on(v:) : t € [k]}
and Ey = {{yai—1,7v2¢} : 1 <t < k/2}. The multigraph associated to v is G, its vertex set is V,,
and to each element {e, f} € E,, we associate an edge in G, between oy, (e) and o, (f) (this can

be formalized in the abstract graph terminology).

- If for all t > 1, eay = t(eai—1), on(V2i41) = on(v2t) and yap1 # Yo, the sequence v will be called
a non-backtracking path (that is, Seyen,y = (Nn)yayyors:s = 1 with S, Ny as in (49)-(50)). If
k = 20 + 1, the set of non-backtracking paths of length £ is T't. If e, f € En, we denote by Fﬁf
paths in T such that y1 = e, v, = f. The sets F' and Fff will denote the subsets of tangle-free
paths in T'* and Ff;f (see Definition 5).

Importantly, the definitions of non-backtracking path and tangled paths do not depend on

o € S¢. Note also, in Definition 25, that if v € T, then (eq,...,eg41) € E2H1 g g proper

non-backtracking path on the graph G:

14

HS€2t71€2tN€2t52t+1 =1L
t=1

where S, N are defined in (49).
For e € E , let M, be the permutation matrix associated to o., defined for all 4,5 € [n], by

(Me)i; = Uoe(i) = j)- (54)
Since 0,(¢) = 0,1, we have M,y = M} = M;'. If e = (e,i), f = (u(e), ), we also set

Mep = Mpe = (Me)sj.

Let ¢ be a positive integer. From (50), for all positive integers ¢ and e, f € En,
¢
(sz)ef = Z HM'YZSfl'}Qs?
'yel"f;f s=1

Moreover, if G,, is (-tangle-free, we have

B! = BY, (55)

n n
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where we have set for e, f € En,

)4
(By(f))ef: Z HMPYQSflﬁ/ZS'

yeF! s s=1
Let x € R™ be the vector with all coordinates equal to 1 and x* its conjugate transpose of .

We introduce for e € E, e = (e,1), f = (c(e),]) in Ep,

*

XX

Me:MG_ and Mef:Mfe: (Me)ijv

(M, is the orthogonal projection of M, onto x*). We define the matrix on RE", defined for all

e, f € E, by
l
(ng))ef = Z HM'YZsfl'}Qs' (56)

¢ 5=
VEFL, s=1

We use the same telescopic sum decomposition than in (21), we find

(BO)es = (B)er+— 3 melo) (57)

¢
YEF, of

where, for all v € F¢,

l k—1 l
fY) = Z H ==Y25—172s H M’YZS 172s
k=1 s=1

k+1
We rewrite (57) as a sum of matrix products of E%k) and Bﬁlk) up to some remainder terms.
Fix k € [¢], we decompose a path v = (y1,...,724+1) € I'* as a path v/ = (y1,...,72%—1) € ¥, a

path 7" = (Yok—1, 72k, V2k+1) € I and a path v = (yaps1, - - -, Y2041) € D7F. For each k € [(], we
denote by Ff the set of v € T'* such that, with v/,7”,7" as above, v/ € FF=1 4" € F! =T! and
7" € F*!_ For e, f € E,, we set Ff ef N F . We have the inclusion F* C Ff. We define

(RY)es Z (7). (58)

4
k ef\F

For e, f € E,, with e = (e,i), f = (f,J), we observe that the cardinality of F}af = Felf is
Bey = (B ® xX")ef- The rule of matrix multiplication gives

Z pr(y) = (BY V(B xx)BY™)es

From (57), we find that



Observe that if z € H,
(B@xx")r=0 and B,H'C H"*

Hence, if G,, is (-tangle free and 2 € HL, then, from (55), we find
1 ¢ (0
BWy = BWgz_ = .
X n't T ,}_1 R, x

Putting this last inequality in (53), we arrive at the following statement.

Proposition 26. Let £ > 1 be an integer and o € Sg be such that Gy, = Gy (o) is {-tangle free.

Then, if A1 is the largest new eigenvalue of B,, = By,(0), we have

L 1/¢
4
Al < (nﬁ,&”u =3 HRM) .

k=1
4.2 Computation on random lifts

In the remainder of this section, G,, = G, (0) where ¢ is uniform on S¢. Our first lemma checks
that w.h.p. G,, is f-tangle free if ¢ is not too large. The maximal degree in the base graph G is
defined as

d:max‘{eeﬁzo(e):v}‘. (59)

veV
Lemma 27. Assume that d > 3. Let n and £ be positive integers. Let o be uniformly distributed
on SG. Then G,, = G, (o) is {-tangle free with probability 1 — O((d — 1) /n).

Proof. For v = (v,i) € V,, we set E,(v) = {e € E,, : op(€) = v} = {(e,7) : o(e) = v}. Note that
\En(v)\ < d. The proof is a simple adaptation of Lemma 9. We fix v € V,,, and we explore its
neighborhood sequentially. We start with Dy = En(v) At stage t > 0, if D, is not empty, take an
element e;11 = (€441,i1+1) in Dy with o, (es1) at minimal graph distance from v (we break ties
with lexicographic order). We set fiy1 = tn(ei1) = (t(€141)s Oepsy (Ge41)) - If fry1 € Dy, we set
Dii1 = Di\{et+1, fr+1}, and, otherwise,

Dyt = (Dt U EH(ON(ft+1))>\{et+la Jir1}-

At stage 7 < nr, D; is empty, and we have explored the connected component of v. Before stage

-1

7= dd-1y"" =0((@-1)),

s=1
we have revealed the subgraph spanned by the vertices at distance at most ¢ from v. Also, if v has

two distinct cycles in its f-neighborhood, then S(v) = S;ar > 2. where, for t > 1,

t
Sy = 265 and & = 1(ft € Dt—l)-
s=1
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At stage t > 0, for any e € E, at most ¢ values of o, have been discovered and |Dy| < d+(d—1)(t—1).
Let F; be the o-algebra generated by (Dy,--- ,D;) and Pz, be its conditional probability dis-
tribution. Then, 7 is a stopping time. Also, if t < 7 AT, let Ay = {(¢(et+1),7) € Dy : i € [n]} and
ng < t be the number of s < ¢ such that fs or e is of the form (c(er41),17), @ € [n]. We find
| Ay T
Pr(ett1=1) = n—ny sc . =q.

Hence, arguing as in Lemma 9, from the union bound,

P(G is f-tangled) < Z P(S(v) >2) < Z ¢P*T? = O(M)

n
veVy veVy

This concludes the proof of Lemma 27. O

As in Definition 10, for v = (y1,- - ,v) € EF, with 4 = (es,4;), we say that an edge {e, f} € E,
is consistent, if {t: e € (v 1,721} = {t: £ € {y19m}} = {t: {e £} = {ror, b} It is
inconsistent otherwise. The multiplicity of y = {e, f} € E, is >, 1({v2t—1,72t} = y). We have the

following analog of Proposition 11.

Proposition 28. Let n be a positive integer and let o be uniformly distributed on SS. Let 1 <
ko < k < /n be integers and vy € Ezk such that for all t € [k], ear = t(ea—1), where v = (eq,iz).

For some universal constant ¢ > 0, we have,

a ﬁ 1\ ( 3k \™
E][M M. < 02b<—> <—>
—Y2t—172t Y2t—-172t | — ’
t=1 t=ko+1 " v
where a = |E,|, b is the number of t € [ko| such that {ya—_1,72t} is an inconsistent edge of

multiplicity 1 in E., and a1 is the number of t € [ko] such that {ya—1,72t} s a consistent edge of
multiplicity 1 in E..

Setting m = dn in Proposition 11, the two propositions are similar. This is no surprise, the
set of matchings is a subset of the set of permutations. The two proofs are nearly identical . Note
however the slight difference between the definitions of consistency (for matchings, for an edge
{e, f} to be consistent there is the extra condition e # f).

Proof. Step 1: reduction to a single edge of the base graph. Let E be the set of edges of E (recall that
an edge is an equivalence class of two half-edges). For each edge e € E, we choose a distinguished
half-edge. Let E™T be the set of distinguished half-edges. Then, since eg; = t(eg¢—1), up to reversing
Yo¢t—1 and o, we may assume without loss of generality that for all ¢, es;_1 € E*. Since the random

permutations (o¢), .z, are independent, we have

ko

k
E M'mfl“@t H M'm*W?t = H E H M“{2t71“/2t H M“{2t71“/2t

t=1 t=ko+1 ecE+ 1Zt<ko:ezt—1=e¢ ko+1<t<k:est_1=€
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It thus suffices to prove the statement for ~ € E?Lk such that for all t > 1, eg;—1 = e. We make this
assumption in the remainder of the proof.

Step 2: case of a single edge of the base graph. We may now repeat the proof of Proposition 28.
For ease of notation, we set yo;—1 = (e,4t), yor = (¢(€),jt), 0 = 0, M = M, and M = M,. We
have B = {y1,...,ya} with y; = {e, fi}, er = (e,i¢), fr = (¢(e),jt). We set

I={i,:tela]} and J={j:te€]la]},

and I¢ = [n]\I, J¢ = [n]\J. We have |I| V |J| < a. The multiplicity of y; is equal to p; + q;, where
pe is the multiplicity of y; in (71, ..,Y2k,) and ¢ its multiplicity in (Yogy+1,---,72k). We write

ko

_ Pt qt
P = HM“/zt 172t H M“f2t 172t — HMZt]tMZt]t
t=1 t=ko+1 t=1

Let T be the set of y; = {ey, f:} such that y; is consistent, p, = 1 and ¢; = 0. By assumption
|T| = a1. Note that for any t € T, i; # is and j; # js for all s # t. Let T* C T be the random
subset of t € T such that o(i;) € J°U {j;} and o= (j;) € I°U {i;}. Similarly, let S C T be the
random subset of ¢t € T such that o(i;) = js or o(is) = j; for some s € T'\{t}.

By construction, if t € S,

MZtJtMtht]t - Mitjt = _%'
We thus have
P =(-n)¥P*Q,

where

* __ Pt qt
P = H Mitjt and Q= H thMzm
teT* tg SUT*

Let F be the o-algebra generated by the variables T* and o(i;), o '(ji),t ¢ T*. We denote
by Er its conditional expectation. By construction, the variables S,T* and () are F-measurable.

From Jensen’s inequality, we get
ELP)| = [E[(-n)" 1 QE[P"]]| < E[n”15! QI [Ex[P)]]. (60)

We start by evaluating Ez-[P*] in (60). If N is the number of ¢t € T* such that o(i;) # j;, we

have
|T*|-N N
)T
n n

We now determine the law of N given F. Let i = |J¢| — Zth* 15(i,)ese be the cardinality of
elements in J¢ whose pre-image has been revealed when the values of o (i;), 01 (j;),t ¢ T* have been

revealed. By counting all possibilities for the values of o(i;), t € T*, we find for all 0 < x < |T™|,

o (Ehe. (1T
]P’;(N—x)—T with Z = Z( )
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where we have used the Pochhamer symbol, (1), = (R —1)--- (" —x+1). First, since n > n—2a
and a < y/n, we obtain from (27), for some ¢ > 0,

17|

Z> Z ( > = c(14n)T" > enl,

From what precedes, we get,

e = $5(T)e(-2)" ()
ST
- %E:(y — ),

where N has distribution Bin(|7*|,1/n). By Lemma 12, applied to z = 1, k = |T*|, p = 1/n and
q = 1/n, we deduce that, for some ¢ > 0,

Erp<e(5)" (61)

with € = 3a//n (since 3|T*|\/2/2 < 3a).
We now evaluate |Q| in (28). Let F; be the o-algebra generated by o(is), o 1(js),s # t. For
any t € [al,

Pr, (M, =1) = (62)

where n* =n—a+1, ng =n— [{o(is) : s # t}| and Q € F; is the event that for some s # ¢,
o(is) = js or 071 (js) = i;. We get, for p > 2 and ¢ > 0,

1\*1 1 1 1
E‘Ft|—1t]t 'lt]t| < E}—t|Metft|2 (1 B E) E + F (1 B n*> é 7”L_ (63)
Similarly, if ¢ > 1,
1

E]:t‘M“]t etft’ < E]:tMetft < E (64)

We also have the weak bound,

1\ 1 1 1 2

E]:t\th\< <1_E>E+E<1_E> SE' (65)

Finally, observe that the variables S and T* are F;-measurable for any . On the event ¢ €
T\{S,T*}, we have M;,;, = 0. It follows that if ¢t € T'\(SUT™),

Ez|MP. M | =Ez|M,

—t]Jt It

< (66)

3|1—‘

=it | -
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We then estimate EUQ! ‘ (S, T*)] as follows. If y; is such that p; > 2, we use (63), if ¢ > 1,
we use (64). If y; is an inconsistent edge such that p, = 1 and ¢ = 0, we use (65). Finally, if
t € T\(SUT*), we use (66). From Lemma 13, we find that

a—|8|—|T|
)
n*

Putting this last bound together with (61), we deduce from (60) and (27) that for some ¢ > 0,

a—\T*| T*
EP| < czbE<i> (i)' |
m

m

a
= ¢c2° <l> eMEe T\,
m

E[lQI | (8.1 =E| ] 1M, M

==itJtT gt
t¢SUT™

] (5.17)

To conclude the proof, we prove that Ee~IT\T"| < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0. The event that
{|T\T*| > x} is contained in the event that there are [z/2] ordered pairs (s,t), s # ¢, such that
o(is) = ji. From the union bound, we get

a2\ [#/21
P(|T\T*| > z) < <—*> .
n
Indeed, the factor (a?)/*/2] accounts for the choices of pair (s,t). The factor (1/n*)/*/? is an
upper bound on the probability that o(is) = j; (from Lemma 13 and (62)). Since a < k < y/n and
[z/2] < x/2+1/2, we get from (27),

a

P(IT\T*| > ) < (7>

n

Recalling ¢ = 3a/y/m, we find

R 1\ 7"
Ee M <N e " P(IT\T*| > 2) < ¢ <§> — %
=0

=0

This concludes the proof of Proposition 28. O

4.3 Path counting

In this subsection, we give upper bounds on the operator norms of E% ) and R,(f) defined by (56)
and (58). As in Subsection 2.5, we use the high trace method.

4.3.1 Operator norm of E%)

We denote by |- || the {*-norm in RE and, for e € E, we define the unit vector 0e(f) = 1e=s. From

Gelfand’s Formula,
1B 6|1,/ = lim |(B*)"6c [y = pu.,
k—o0

lim
k—o0

39



where p; > 1 is the Perron eigenvalue of B. In this paragraph, we consider a scalar p > p;. Then,

there exists a constant ¢, > 1 such that for all integers k > 1 and all e € E ,
1(B*)* 6|l < cpp”. (67)
We will prove the following proposition.

Proposition 29. Let p > p; and 1 < £ < logn be an integer. Let o be uniformly distributed on
SC and let B', = B’ (o) be defined as in (56). Then, w.h.p.

IBY|| < (logn)*p72.

To be precise, in Proposition 29, ¢ = ¢(n) may depend on n but p is constant. Beware that what
is hidden behind w.h.p. depends on p and G. For the main part, we repeat the proof of Proposition

14. Let m be a positive integer. Arguing as in (35),

18O < w{(B9BY7)"}
2m £

- Z H HM’Ymt—l’Yi,Qt’ (68)

v i=1t=1

where the sum is over all ¥ = (y1,...,72m,m) such that v = (yi1,...,%i20+1) € F¢ (that is, non-
backtracking tangle-free path) and for all i € [m],

Y2i1 = V2ir1,1 and  Y2i-1.2041 = V2i,2041,

with the convention that 72,41 = 71. The product (68) does not depend on the value of vo;_1 2041 =
Yai 20, © € [m]. Moreover, if 9,19/ and 72; ¢ are given and d; ¢ is the degree of 0y,(y2i—1,2¢) =
0n(72i,2¢), then yo;_12041 = Y25,2041 can take (djp — 1 — 1, , 4, ,,) possibles values. Hence, by
setting 7§,~7t = 72i,2¢+1—+ on the right-hand side of (68), we get

2m 4
IBOP™ < > a) [T Maar ivime: (69)
'YEWZ,m 1=1t=1

where Wy, is the set of v = (v1,...,72m) € E?fxzm such that for all i € 2m], vi = (Vi1,...,%i20)
is non-backtracking and tangle-free, and for all i € [m],

on(72i1) = on(V2i—1,2¢) and Y2411 = Y2320, (70)

with the convention that vo,,4+1 = 1. Finally,

m

(](’7) = H(divf -1- 1721’—1,2[3&'}/21',2[) < (d - 1)m‘ (71)
i=1
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For v € E_?Lb@m, we define V,, E, G, as in Definition 25. For v, € E%ZX2m, we consider the
isomorphism class v ~ v/, if there exists permutations (o, )ycy € SY such that, with Vit = (€it, Jit),
Yie = (€i4:di4), for all (i,t) € [2m] x [2{], €}, = e;y and ji; = g, ,)(Jie)- We may define
a canonical element in each isomorphic class as follows. For v € V, we define V,(v) = {jis :
oleis) = v, (i,t) € [2m] x [2(]}. We say that a path v € E2*?™ is canonical if for all v € V,
Vy(v) = {(v,1),...,(v,|V4(v)])} and the elements of V,(v) are visited in the lexicographic order.
Note that v € Wy, and 4/ ~ v implies that 4 € Wy ,,. The number of elements in each isomorphic

class is easily upper bounded.

Lemma 30. Let vy € E?fwm with |V,| = s. Then v is isomorphic to at most n® elements in
E2ZX2m
s .

Proof. For v € V, let s, = |V, (v)|. By construction, > s, = s and ~ is isomorphic to [[, n!/(n —

sy)! < ], n® = n® elements. O

We now upper bound the number of isomorphic classes in Wy ,,. The next lemma contains the

main noticeable difference with Subsection 2.5.

Lemma 31. Let Wy (s,a) be the subset of canonical paths in Wy, with |V,| = s and |E,| = a.
Let g=a—s+1. If g <0 then Wy (s, a) is empty. Otherwise, there exists a constant ¢ depending
on p and G such that,

Wom(s,a)| < pf(ctm)®mot10m,

Proof. Let v € Wy, with |V,| = s, |Ey| = a We set v;; = (€4, i) and v;¢ = o(e;t). From (70),
G is connected and the first statement follows. For the bound on W, (s, a), we start by recalling
some definitions used in the proof of Lemma 16. For (i,t) € [2m] x [£], let x;; = (Vi2e—1,7i,2t)
and yiy = {Vi2e—1,%2} € E,. We explore the sequence (z;;) in lexicographic order denoted by
<. We say that (i,t) is a first time, if v; 2 has not been seen before (that is v; 2 # vy ¢ for all
(i',t') < (i,2t)). The edge y;; will then be called a tree edge. By construction, the graph with edge
set {{vi2e—1,vi2:} : (i,t) first time} is a tree. An edge y;; which is not a tree edge, is called an
excess edge, and we then say that (i,t) is an important time. We denote the sequence of important
times by (z',tf]), with ¢ € [g;] and set t}) = 0, tfhﬂ = (¢ + 1. We observe that between (i, fl_l) and
(1, t;), there is a tf]_l < 7';_1 < tfl such that y;; is a tree edge for all t2—1 <t< Té_l and then (i,1)
is a first time for all 7,y <t <t;. We set s;_; = tg —7,_;. Since every vertex in V, different from

v1,1 has its associated tree edge,
{y € E,: yis an excess edge}| =a—s+1=g,

and
2m  q;

ZZSZZS—L (72)

i=1 q=0
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We mark the important times (,t}), ¢ € [g;] by the vector (’Yi,2tga’}’i,27(;‘—17€i,q) where, by con-

vention, for ¢ = ¢;, Vioer1 = Vi+1,1 and ;4 = (ei,gTé, - ’ei72tfl+1—1) is the projection of the path
(Vi2ris - v%,2t§1+1—1) on G. Similarly, for ¢ = 0, we add a starting mark (7;9.:_1,€i,0) with
€i0 = (ei,%é"" s€500 1) We observe two facts (i) there is a unique non-backtracking path
between two vertices of a tree, and (ii) if (4,¢) is a first time then 7,9, = (e;2,m + 1) and

Yiat+1 = (€i2t4+1, m+1), where m is the number of first times (¢/,¢") < (4,t), such that vy o1 = v; 2
(since «y is canonical). It follows that we can reconstruct v € Wy, (s,a) from the starting marks,
the position of the important times and their marks. It gives a first encoding.

This encoding may have large number of important times. To improve it, we partition important

times into three categories, short cycling, long cycling and superfluous times. For each i, consider

the first time (4,¢1) such that v; o, € {vi1,...,vi2t,—1}. If such time exists, the short cycling time
(i,t) is the last important time (i,¢) < (i,t;). We have t =t for some 1 < ¢ < ¢;. Let 1 <o <t be
such that v; 21, = v;20—1. By assumption, C; = (7;20—1," -+ ,7i,2¢,) Will be the unique cycle visited

by 7;. We denote by (i,%) > (i,t) the first time that Yi0i_1 in not in C; (by convention t=0+1if
7; remains on C;). We modify the mark of the short cycling time (i,t) = (4,t}) and redefine it as
(%721‘/3,%7% .t Vi2i—1> V2715 €iq), where (1, ﬂj), ?; > t, is the first time that Yi#i 1s not on the tree
constructed so far and &; , = (ei,Zﬁﬁv e ,eméH_l). We also redefine s; as t; | — 7;. Important
times (i,t) with 1 <t < o or 7 < t < £ are called long cycling times. The other important times
are called superfluous. Then, for each i € [2m], the number of long cycling times (i,¢) is bounded
by g — 1 (since there is at most one cycle, no edge of £, can be seen twice outside those of Cj, the
—1 coming from the fact the short cycling time is an excess edge). We note also that, if (i,q) is a
short cycling time and (4,¢’) is the next long cycling time then %é and &; 4 are equal to Té,_l and
€iq—1. Moreover, 8;) =0forallg<p<qg —1

It gives our second encoding. We can reconstruct v from the starting marks, the positions of
the long cycling and the short cycling times and their marks. For each ¢, there are at most 1 short
cycling time and g — 1 long cycling times. There are at most ™9 ways to position them. There
are at most £279+1) possibilities for the 7’s (of the starting marks, long and short cycling times).
There are r possible choices of e; 1. The number of distinct ;¢ in 7 is at most h = 4¢m. Also for
any integer s > 1 and e € E, ||(B*)®de]]1 is equal to the number proper of non-backtracking walks

(e1,...,€2s41) in G with e; = e. Thus, there are at most h2|](B*)8356_2 ., |l different possible
1y qu

marks for the long cycling time ¢, and h‘%H(B*)s?Ié6 |l1 possible marks for the short cycling

0,278 -1

time ¢/. Similarly, there are at most hH(B*)sgée_QAi 1 possibilities for the i-th starting mark.
4,270 —

Finally, from (67) and (72),

2m  q;

[TIT0B e, , < gretpt,

i=1q=0
We deduce that [Wy,,(s,a)| is at most

p2mg g2m(g+1) (hz) 2m(g—1) (h4€) 2mh2mc§m(g+1)ps—1_
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This concludes the proof by setting ¢ large enough. O

For v € Wy, the average contribution of v in (69) is

2m £

~=[[ [

i=11t=1

(73)

Yi,2t—174,2t "

Note that if v ~ +' then p(y) = p(y’). The proof of Lemma 17 gives immediately the following.

Lemma 32. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that, if 2m < /n and v € Wy, with |V,| = s
|Ey| =a and g =a— s+ 1, we have

1\¢ (65771)2 (a—2g—(+2)m)+
<gtm( = )
el < e () (S0

Proof of Proposition 29. For n > 3, we define

- Lﬂiﬁlzg n)J ‘ (")

For n large enough, m is positive, nt/(2m) = o(logn)? and #m = o(logn)?. Hence, arguing as in the
proof of Proposition 14, from (69) and Markov inequality, it suffices to prove that

S= > || < nlctm)!ompt™, (75)

’YEWl,m

where ¢/ = ¢ + 2 and p(vy) was defined in (73). Using Lemma 30, Lemma 31 and Lemma 32, we

find, with g = g(a,s) = a — s + 1, for some new constant ¢ > 0, all n large enough,

© X 1\¢ (6€m)2 (a—2g—L'm)4
< s s 8mg+10m g+m [ —
S < E E n®p®(clm) c <n> ( - >

s=1a=s—1

i i n(c tm)1om p* ( (0'57:)8’” ) g < (66:;,1)2 > (s—g—1—L'm) |

s=1 g=0
< S1+ 85+ S35

IN

where 57 is the sum over {1 < s < ¢'m,g >0}, Sy over {'m+1<s50<g<s—1—¢m}, and S
over {'m+1<s,9>s—{m}. Since p > 1, we have

T Z( ey

(im0
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For our choice of m in (41), for n large enough,

(ctm)®™ < (log n)'om < p 11T
n B n B

In particular, the above geometric series converges and, adjusting the value of ¢, the right-hand side
of (75) is an upper bound for S;. The treatment of So and Sj is exactly parallel to the treatment
of So and S5 in the proof of Proposition 14 with p replacing d — 1. This concludes the proof. [

4.3.2 Operator norm of R,(f)
)

We now repeat the argument for R,(f .

Subsection 2.5.2.

This a routine extension of the previous paragraph and

Proposition 33. Let p > p; and 1 < ¢ <logn be an integer. Let o be uniformly distributed on
S and for k € [€], let R,(f) = R,(f)(a) be defined as in (58). Then, w.h.p.

l
SR < (togn) ™.
k=1

Let m be a positive integer and k € [¢]. Arguing as in (45)-(69), we find

IR < 3 Py, (76)

k
'yEWe’m

where ¢(y) was defined in (71) and Wéfm, Py (vy) are defined as follows. Let k; € {k,¢ — k + 1} be
as in (46). The set Wzlfm is the collection of ¥ = (1, .. .,72m) € E2*2™ such that for all i € [2m)],
v = (Y1, -+, %i2¢) is non-backtracking and tangled but,

,_

Yi=(Yits-- s Vigki—2) and Y = (Vi2kit1s-- -5 Vi20)

are tangle-free. We also have the boundary condition (70). Finally, in (76), for v € Wéfm, we have

set
2m k;—1 V4
— 22 E4
Pk(’Y) - H H M’Yi,2t71'Yi,2t H M’Yi,Qtfl’
i=1 t=1 t=k;+1

where M¢® = M if ¢ is odd and M® = M if 7 is odd.

As in the previous subsection, for each v € ngfm C Eﬁexzm, we associate a multigraph G, as in
Definition 25. We also partition Wzlfm into isomorphism classes exactly as in the previous subsection.
We define a canonical element in each isomorphic class thanks to the lexicographic order. We also
introduce the multigraph Gs = UZ-(G%/_ UG%U) where G%, G’n’-’ are as in Definition 25. More precisely,
the vertex set G,’j of V,Yk =Ui(VyyUVor) = {on(vie) : (i,t) € [2m] x [24] : ¢ ¢ {2k; —1,2k;})} and the
set of visited pairs of half-edges is Efj =Ui(Ey UEr) = {{vi2e-1, 72} (6,1) € [2m] x [€], T # ki}.

Since oy, (7Vi2t) = 0n(7i2t+1), we have Vvk = V,. Thus, Lemma 30 implies the following lemma.
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Lemma 34. Let v € ngm with ]V,Yk\ = 5. Then vy is isomorphic to at most n® elements in ngm.
We need an upper bound on the number of isomorphism classes in Wzlfm.

Lemma 35. Let Wzm(s,a) be the subset of canonical paths in Wzlfm with |V,| = s, |Ey| = a. Let
g=a—s+1. Ifg <0, me(s, a) is empty. Otherwise, there exists a constant ¢ depending on p
and G such that,

W5, )| < p*(ctm) oma+m.

Proof. The first claim is proved as in Lemma 20: for all v € ngfm, each connected component of
G,’j has a cycle.

For the second claim, We adapt the proof of Lemma 31, using the extra input of the proof of
Lemma 20. For i € [2m], we define for t € [(]\{k;}, i+ = (Vi2t—1,7%i,2t). We then explore the
sequence (z;¢), (i,t) € T = {(i,t) € [2m] x [¢] : t # k;} in lexicographic order. We denote by (i,t)_
the preceding element in 7" for the lexicographic order (with the convention (1,1)_ = (1,0)). For
(1,t) € T, we set y; + = {7Vi2t—1,7i2¢ }. For each (i,t) € T, we build a growing spanning forest Fj ; of
the graph visited so far as follows. The forest F o has a single vertex ;1 = (1,1). By induction,
for (i,t) € T, if the addition of y;; to Flip_ creates a cycle, we set I = F|;;)_, and we say that
yit is an excess edge. Otherwise, we say that (i,t) is a first time, that y;+ is a tree edge, and we
define F;; as the union of F{;;_ and y; ;.

Arguing exactly as in the proof of Lemma 20, we find that there are at most g excess edges in
each connected component of G’;.

We may now repeat the proof of Lemma 31. The only difference is that, for each 4, we use that
7v; and v/ are tangled free, it gives short cycling times and long cycling times for both ~/ and ~/'. We
also need a starting mark for v/ equal to (V; 25,1, Vi2k; » Vi,2r—1, &?;’ o) where (¢, 7) is the next time that
yi,r will not be a tree edge of the forest F; 1, y1)_ constructed so far and 5?,0 = (€275, €2 —1) is
the projection of (i 2r,...,%i2t—1) on G and (,t”) is the next important time. If p is the number

of connected components in G,Ij. The analog of (72) is

2m q; ‘ q; ‘
P DD CON TR ETEt
i=1 \¢=0 =0

where ¢; and ¢/’ is the number of important times in ] and 4/, and (s'); and (s”); are the number
of new vertices between two successive important times in 7, and ~/'.

Then, for each i, there are at most 2 short cycling times and 2(g — 1) long cycling times (since
each connected component has most g excess edges). There are at most £4™9 ways to position these
times. The number of distinct half-edges ~;; in v is at most h = 4¢m. Arguing as in Lemma 31,

we get that |Wé‘fm(8, a)| is upper bounded by

pAmg pam(g+1) (h2)4m(9—1) (h4€)4mh2mc§m(g+1)ps—1 (r2h2)2m’

45



where the factor (r2h?)?™ accounts for the extra starting marks of v/, i € [2m] (there are at most
r possibilities for 7; o, —1 since oy, (Vi 2k,—1) = 0n(Vi2k,), Th possibilities for ~; o, and h possibilities

for ~; 2r—1). Taking c large enough, we obtain the claimed statement. O

For v € Wzlfm, the average contribution of 7 in (69) is

2m k;—1 £
€ €i
() = EPg(y EH H M’Y:m 17,2t H M’ﬁz,th’
=1 t= 1 t= kl+1

If v ~ ~" then ug(y) = ux(y'). A straightforward extension of Lemma 21 gives the following,.

Lemma 36. There is a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that, if 6m < \/n and v € ngfm with
‘Va,k’ =, !E!ﬂ =a and g =a — s+ 1, we have

o) < e (1)

Proof of Proposition 33. For n > 3, we define

- {33 I;Z%Zg n)J ‘ ()

Since ¢ < logn, for n large enough, m is positive and fm = o(logn)?. It suffices to prove that for
some constant ¢ > 0 and all k € [¢], for all n large enough
Se="Y_ lm)| < (ctm)*mp*m, (78)
YEWE,,

Indeed, from (76), this implies that

l
EZ ||Rl(f)H2m <(d- 1)m(cém)38mp2€m‘
k=1
It then remains to use Markov inequality.

We now prove (78). Using Lemma 34, Lemma 35 and Lemma 36, we obtain, with g = a—s+1,

2{m oo 1
S, < Zzn p c€m 16mg+22m g—i—m( >

s=1a=s
2fm oo h
= 33 g (clm)omict3sm et (l)
s=1 h=0 n
where, at the last line, we have done the change of variable a = h+ s. Since p > 1, we get for some

c >0, for all n large enough,

20m oo 16m > h

Se < (dtm 38mzp Z(ﬂ
-
< f1>(05m)38m 2€mz<c€+)16m>h‘

h=0

IN
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For our choice of m in (77), we have, for n large enough, (¢fm)'%™ /n < n=1/33, Hence, the above
geometric series converges. Adjusting the value of the constant ¢, the right-hand side of (78) is an

upper bound for Sy. O

4.4 Proof of Theorem 23

All ingredients are finally gathered. Recall that d > 3 defined in (59) is the largest degree of G.
Let 1 < p; < d—1 be the Perron eigenvalue of B. We fix ¢ > 0 and some 0 < k < 1/4. We consider
a sequence ¢ = £(n) with £ ~ rlog,_; n. We may take p < d — 1 in (67) such that \/p < \/p, +e.
By Lemma 27 and Proposition 26, if ) is the event that G, is f-tangle free,
B(IM] > Vi +29) < P(M| = yB+e9) +o()
< IP(JW > \/ﬁ—l—&?) +o(1),

where J = ||BY|| + 1 S, HR,(f)H. However, by Propositions 29-33, w.h.p.

(logn)*
n

J < (logn)®p"? + p < (logn)®p"’ + o(1),

since p! < n®t°(), Finally, for our choice of ¢, (logn)'/* =14 O(loglogn/logn).
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