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Abstract

In the evolving voter model, when an individual interacts with a neighbor having
an opinion different from theirs, they will with probability 1 — « imitate the neighbor
but with probability a will sever the connection and choose a new neighbor at random
(i) from the graph or (ii) from those with the same opinion. Durrett et al. [7] used
simulation and heuristics to study these dynamics on sparse graphs. Recently Basu
and Sly [I] have analyzed this system with 1 —a = v/N on a dense Erdés-Rényi graph
G(N,1/2) and rigorously proved that there is a phase transition from rapid discon-
nection into components with a single opinion to prolonged persistence of discordant
edges as v increases. In this paper, we consider the intermediate situation of Erdss-
Rényi random graphs with average degree L = N® where 0 < a < 1. Most of the
paper is devoted to a rigorous analysis of an approximation of the dynamics called the
approximate master equation. Using ideas of [12] and [15] we are able to analyze these
dynamics in great detail.

1 Introduction

We consider a simplified model of a social network in which individuals have one of two
opinions (called 0 and 1) and their opinions and the network connections coevolve. In the
discrete time formulation, oriented edges (z,y) are picked at random. If z and y have the
same opinion no change occurs. If x and y have different opinions then: with probability
1—a, the individual at x imitates the opinion of the one at y; otherwise, i.e., with probability
a, the link between them is broken and x makes a new connection to an individual z chosen
at random (i) from those with the same opinion (“rewire-to-same”), or (ii) from the network
as a whole (“rewire-to-random”). The evolution of the system stops when there are no longer
any “discordant” edges that connect individuals with different opinions.

Holme and Newman [10] were the first to consider a model of this type. They chose
option (i), rewire-to-same, and initialized the graph with large number K of opinions so that
N/K remained bounded as the number of vertices N — oco. They argued that there was
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a critical value a, so that for a > «,, the graph rapidly disconnects into a large number
of small components while if o < «., a giant community of like-minded individuals of size
O(N) formed.

The work of Holme and Newman [10] was followed by a number of papers in the physics
literature. References can be found in Durrett et al. [7] and Silk et al. [I5]. Recent papers
study several variants of the model include [11], [I3], [14], and [4]. Here we will stick to the
basic version. Let p be the initial fraction of voters with opinion 1 and let 7 be the fraction
of voters holding the minority opinion after the evolution stops. Through a combination of
simulation and heuristics, Durrett et al. [7] argued that

e In case (i), rewire-to-same, there is a critical value «, which does not depend on p,
with 7 ~ p for a > a, and 7 =~ 0 for a < a..

e In case (ii), rewire-to-random, the transition point a.(p) depends on the initial density
p. For a > a.(p), m = p, but for a < a.(p) we have 7(a,p) = m(c, 1/2).

The graphs in Figures [I] and [2 should help clarify these claims.
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Figure 1: Simulation of rewire to same model for Erdds-Rényi graphs with 100,000 vertices
and average degree 4. We start with an initial product measure with density p = 0.5, 0.25,
0.1, or 0.05 and vary a. As « decreases from 1, the ending density 7(p) ~ p and then at
a. =~ 0.42 it drops to 7(p) = 0.

If we formulate the evolving voter model in continuous time with each oriented edge
subject to updating at rate 1, then arguments in [10] and [7] suggest that for o > a..(p) the
disconnection takes time O(log V), i.e., O(N log N) updates, while for o < a.(p) the time
becomes O(N), i.e., O(N?) updates. The first conclusion is easy to explain: if we rewire-to-
same and « = 1, then disconnection will occur when all of the edges have been touched. If
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Figure 2: Simulation of rewire to random model for Erdos-Rényi graphs with 100,000 vertices
and average degree 4, starting from product measure with densities p = 0.5, 0.25, 0.1, or
0.05. In [7], @ — 7m(a,1/2) is called the universal curve because for p < 1/2, 7(a,p) is
constant for a > a.(p) and then follows the universal curve.

there are M edges, then by the coupon collectors problem, this requires time O(M log M)
where M is the number of edges.

The explanation for the long time survival is more complicated and, at the moment,
is based on phenomena observed in simulation and not yet rigorously demonstrated. The
intuitive picture is motivated by a result of Cox and Greven [3]. To state their result we
recall that the voter model on the d-dimensional lattice with nearest neighbor interactions
has a one parameter family of stationary distributions vy, indexed by the fraction of sites in
state 1.

Theorem 1. If the voter model on the torus in d > 3 with N sites starts from product
measure with density p then at time Nt it looks locally like vou) where the density 0(t)
changes according to the Wright-Fisher diffusion process

df, = \/Bq - 20,(1 — 6,)

and By is the probability that two random walks starting from neighboring sites do not hit.

In words, this is true because there is a separation of time scales:

(%) The time to converge to equilibrium is much smaller than the time needed for the density
to change, so if time is scaled appropriately then the system is always close to an equilibrium
and the parameter follows a diffusion process.

Let Ni(t) be the number of vertices in state 1 at time ¢. Durrett et al. [7] demonstrate
that (x) is true for the evolving voter model by plotting various statistics versus Ni(¢) and
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showing that values were close to a curve, i.e., the values of all of the statistics are determined
by Ni(t). That is, there is a one parameter family of quasi-stationary distributions and the
densities change slowly over time. Simulations supporting this claim for the evolving voter
model on sparse graphs can be found in [7]. Here, we will present simulation results for
the version of the model in which the average degree of vertices is L and the voting rate
1 —a=v/L. (We will describe the system in more detail in the next section.)
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Figure 4: Plot of Njgy versus N; when N = 2500, L = 50, v = 2.5

Figure 3] gives a simulation of the system with N = 2500, L = 50, v = 2.5 and shows that
the (Ni(t), N1o(t)) is well approximated by the quadratic equation 1.9238x(1 —z) — 0.11464.
Following [7] we call this curve the “arch.” Let Njgy be the number of (z,y, z) in the graph
so that y is a neighbor of z, z is a neighbor of y and the states of x,y, z are 1,0, 0. Figure [4]
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plots the number of Nygg(¢) in the graph versus N;(t). Again the values are close to a curve
indicating the statistic N1go is determined by Nj. This time the fitted curve is a cubic, which
has the same zeros as the quadratic.

To describe the implications of this picture for the (conjectured) behavior of the process,
we note that the fitted quadratic in Figure[3|has roots at 0.0737 and 0.9263, as does the cubic.
If we start from p = 1/2, then the system rapidly comes to a quasi-stationary distribution
t1/2. On the time scale Nt it is close to pg) until the value of the parameter reaches one
of the endpoints of the “arch”where Njg = 0 and disconnection occurs. When N is large
the initial density will not change significantly at times o(N), i.e., o(N2L) updates (this
will be proved later, see Section |3) . Thus we expect the same final behavior if the initial
p € (0.0737,0.9263), while if p is outside the interval then rapid disconnection occurs.

Figure |5 gives a simulation of N = 2500, L = 50, v = 1. The arch is now smaller with
endpoints at roughly 0.3 and 0.7. If v > v,(1/2) and we let a(v),1 — a(v) be the endpoints
of the arch then

ve(p) =inf{v :p € (a(v),1 —a(v))}.
By arguments in the last paragraph when v < v.(p) rapid disconnection occurs, while if
v > v.(p) the ending minority fraction is the same as if we started from p = 1/2. Changing
variables a = 1 — v/L, we see that the intuitive picture agrees with the behavior shown in
Figure . As explained in [7] the behavior in the case of rewire to same shown in Figure
is due to the fact that when the arch exists it end points are always 0 and 1. See Figure 8
in that paper.
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Figure 5: Plot of Nig versus N; when N = 2500, L =50, v =1

The rest of the paper is devoted to different approaches to analyzing the evolving voter
model. In Section |2 we describe the recent results of Basu and Sly [I] for the process on
G(N,1/2) and we extend two of their results to the case of thick graphs. In each case the
bounds do not depend on L supporting our conjecture that v. does not depend on L. Proofs
are deferred to Section 13|

In Section [3, we provide exact equations for the evolution of finite-dimensional distribu-
tions in the model: e.g., V;; = the number of ordered pairs of adjacent sites in state ¢ and j,
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and Nj, = the number of ordered triples of adjacent sites. Derivation of these equations are
deferred to Section[7] As is often the case in interacting particle systems equations for k site
probabilities involve k+ 1 site probabilities so these cannot be solved. One approach is to use
the pair approximation to express three site probabilities in terms of two site probabilities to
obtain a closed system. When we began this work we thought (or hoped) that since L — oo
the pair approximation would give the right answer. As we explain in Section 3.1, this is not
true for the simple reason that the second moment is larger than the square of the mean.

In Section[4] we introduce the approximate master equation (AME) for Ay (t) the number
of sites in state 1 at time ¢ that have £ neighbors in state 1 and ¢ in state 0, and By, the
number of sites in state 0 that have k neighbors in state 1 and ¢ in state 0. Since we do not
know the state of the neighbors of the neighbors, we use ratios of known probabilities to find
their distribution. For example, we use Nig;/Njp to estimate the number of 1 neighbors of
a 0 that is adjacent to a 1, in contrast to the pair approximation which declares that this is
always equal to Noj/Ny. If we view a particle in state ¢ with k neighbors in state 1 and ¢
in state 0 as a point at (k,¢) in plane 7. This leads to an interesting system where vertices
walk around in two planes (one for those in state 1, the other for those in state 0) and jump
to the other plane when voter events change their states. Using recent results of Lawley,
Mattingly, and Reed [12] we can prove this system converges in distribution as ¢t — oc.

In Section [5, we use an approach of Silk et al. [I5] to derive properties of the limiting
distribution. We write a pair of partial differential equations for the generating functions
Qt,,y) = Y 4y Apo(t)zkyt and R(t,z,y) = D ki By.o(t)zFy", scale the degrees by L and
then take the limit L — oo to arrive at PDEs for the limiting generating functions U (a, b)
and V (a, b) for the equilibrium distribution, see and ([23)).

In Section [6] we postulate power series solutions for the generating functions and study
the symmetric case p = 1/2. As is often the case in interacting particle systems, there are
not enough equations to find the coefficients but we are able to compute U,,, Uy, and Uy,
from U, (which is the expected number of 1,0 edge). If we use simulations to find U, then
the predicted values Uy, and Uy, are off by only 1% while the predicted value of U,,, the
number of 111’s, is off by 10%.

The total number of edges is not conserved in the AME. Our initial goal was to find
self-consistent solutions to the AME. That is, values of the five parameters given in ([14])
that result in an equilibrium in which the statistics agree with parameters. Silk et al. [15]
carry this out for the rewire to same dynamics but our computer skills do not allow us to
replicate their computation. We would try harder if it was possible to use the method for
the asymmetric case.

The remainder of the paper is devoted to proofs. Section [7] provides the derivation
of equations for the evolution of the “finite-dimensional distributions” in the evolving voter
model. To derive these equations, we fix a pair of adjacent vertices x, and y. Then we consider
all possible cases of voting and rewiring that can change the states, or the connectivity
between those two vertices. Summing over all possible pairs gives us the desired equations.

From the exact equations, we can obtain the pair approximation, a closed system of
equations. In Section [§, using these modified equations we can find the average number of
neighbors of a site in state ¢ that are in state 1, J;, and in state 0, K;. These computations
make a prediction about the critical value, which simulation shows is incorrect. However,
the pair approximation value might be a lower bound on the true critical value.



Section [9] and Section deal with the analysis of approximate master equations. As
we have mentioned, AME transforms the evolving voter model into a system of N particles
moving on two planes and jumping between them. In Section [9] we analyze the differential
equations for each individual plane, and show that they have globally attracting fixed points.
Building on this, in Section [L0| we show that the two plane system has a unique stationary
distribution. Here the results of Lawley, Mattingly, and Reed [12] are helpful. Although,
their set-up does not quite match ours, we can adapt their techniques to make it work in
our case. Standard techniques from renewal theory, and ergodic theory helps here.

In Section [11| we derive the differential equations corresponding to the generating func-
tions of Ay ), and By ,(t). Again, this follows upon a careful consideration of all possible
cases of voting, and rewiring. Section (12| provides the derivation of the moment equations
corresponding to the limiting generating functions U and V' in the symmetric case p = 1/2.

In Section [13], we provide the proofs of extensions of two result of Basu and Sly to thick
graphs. Our improvements in their proofs are minor. Our Lemma [3| gives a better control
on the maximum degree of the evolving graph after an amount of time O(N L), which helps
us to obtain better bound on the threshold for both the theorems (see the statements of
Theorem [f] and Theorem [6] in Section [2)).

2 Results of Basu and Sly

Recently Basu and Sly [I] have rigorously proved the existence of a phase transition for the
dynamics described above on the dense Erdés-Rényi graph G(N, 1/2). They work in discrete
time with voter events occurring with probability 1 —« = v/N. They prove three results. To
state them we need some notation. Let 7 be the first time there are no discordant edges. Let
N, (t) be the number of vertices holding the minority opinion at time ¢ and for 0 < e < 1/2
let 7.(€) = min{t : N.(t) < en}.

In all three results stated here the system starts from product measure with density 1/2.
In their first result, they use the efficient version of the model in which only discordant edges
are chosen at random for updating.

Theorem 2. There is a vy so that for all v < vy and any n > 0

P(tr < 10N? N,(7)>-—n)—1 as N — oo.

DO | —

The number of edges M ~ N(N — 1)/2. Separation requires O(N?) updates rather than
O(M log M) because the efficient algorithm always picks discordant edges while the one with
random choices takes a long time to find the last few remaining discordant edges. The second
result says that the density of voters with opinion 1 does not change much from its initial
value of 1/2. Since the number of voters with opinion 1 is a martingale this follows easily
once rapid disconnection is established.

They prove their second and third results for the discrete time algorithm in which edges
are chosen at random. The next theorem is the main result of their paper and has a very
long and difficult proof.



Theorem 3. Let € € (0,1/2) be given. There is a v,(€') so that for v > v.(€') we have
To(€) < 7 with high probability and

lim lim inf P(7 > c¢N?) = 1.

cl0 N—oo
If each edge were chosen at rate 1, then O(N?) updates translates into time O(N) and is
consistent with the results stated in the previous section.

Theorem (3| gives a lower bound on the disconnection time and shows that if v is large
then before disconnection occurs the minority fraction has been < €. The next result shows
that in the rewire-to-random case for fixed v there is a lower bound on the minority fraction
when fixation occurs. This is consistent with the simulation for sparse graphs shown in
Figure 2| but is believed to be false for rewire to same on sparse graphs, see Figure

Theorem 4. Let v > 0 be fizred. For the rewire-to-random model, there is an €.(v) so that
T < Tu(€) with high probability.

2.1 Results for thick graphs

The evolving voter model on a dense Erdds-Rényi random graph G(N,1/2) is ugly because it
will quickly develop self-loops and parallel edges. To avoid this problem, while retaining the
simplifications that come from having vertices of large degree, we will consider Erdés-Rényi
random graphs in which the mean degree is L with L = N* and 0 < a < 1. This regime
is intermediate between dense graphs with L = O(N) and sparse graphs with L = O(1), so
we call them thick graphs. Since a Poisson distribution with mean L has standard deviation
V'L there is little loss of generality in supposing that we start with a random graph in which
each vertex has degree L. To do this, we have to assume LN is even.

Following Basu and Sly, voting occurs on each oriented edge (x,y) at rate v/L, i.e., x
imitates y; while at rate 1, x severs its connection to y and connects to a randomly chosen
vertex z that is not already one of its neighbors. We can drop the —v/L from the rewiring
rate since v/L — 0, but in this section we will retain it to have a closer connection with [1J.

Theorems [2| and [4] generalize in a straightforward way to the new model. Here, and
throughout the paper, we will consider only the rewire-to-random version and let p be the
initial fraction of vertices in state 1. In the next two results, we consider discrete time and
use the efficient algorithm in which at each step a discordant edge is selected for updating.
Theorem [2] becomes

Theorem 5. Supposep < 1/2 and let e > 0. Ifv < (0.15)/(1+3p) then with high probability
T < 3pNL, and at time T the fraction of 1’s is between p — € and p + € with high probability.

Note that the bound does not depend upon the average degree L. When p = 1/2 the bound
is 0.06.

Sketch of the proof. Here we have followed the proof in [I] with some improvements in
the arithmetic. Let X,, be the number of discordant edges after m updates. Independent
of the current frequency of sites in state 1, every time a rewiring event occurs X, decreases
by 1 with probability 1/2 and stays the same with probability 1/2. To handle voting events,
we take the drastic approach that they can at most increase X,, by Djne(m), the maximum
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degree of vertices in the graph, and D, (tNL) < (1 + € + t)L, the second bound resulting
from estimating the number of times a vertex is chosen to receive a rewiring, ignoring the
fact that vertices will lose neighbors due to rewirings. O

Our next result is Theorem 6.1 in [I], from which Theorem 4| stated above follows easily.
Let G(p, N, L) = graphs with vertex set V = {1,2,,..., N} labeled with 1’s and 0’s so that
the number of vertices in state 1, Ni(G) = pn, and the number of edges is NL/2.

Theorem 6. Let v > 0 and ¢ > 0 There is a p(v) < 1/2 so that for all G(0) € G(p, N, L)
with p < p(v), we have with high probability T < TN L and the fraction of vertices in state 1
at time 7 is € (p — €,p+¢€).

Since this result assumes nothing about the graph except for the number of edges, it follows
that if the density of 1’s gets to p(v) then rapid disconnection will occur. The proof will
show that we can take p(v) = (v/60)e~'", which again is independent of L. When v = 1,
p(v) = 1.26 x 107''. Even though the value is tiny the form of the bound allows us to
conclude that for p < py the threshold for prolonged persistence v.(p) > (1/21) log(1/p) — oo
as p — 0.

Sketch of the proof. The proof is clever but again uses arguments that are extremely
crude. One uses a special construction in which counters K (v, m) determine if an event on
an oriented edge (v,u) at update m will be a voting (the counter is 0) or a rewiring. The
K (v, m) are initialized to be independent geometrics and 1 is subtracted each time the vertex
is used.

To study the dynamics, we divide the graph into the set of vertices S with initial degree
<11L and T'=V — §. The key observation is that if a 0 in S is changed to a 1 by voting
and the counter for the site is assigned a geometric that is > 20L (called a stubborn choice)
then with high probability it will not change back to 0 before 7/N L updates have been done.
Thus if we can show that there are at least 1.1p/N vertices in S that flip to 1 by time 7N L
and are associated with stubborn choices we will contradict Lemma [4] below, which shows
that with high probability the fraction of vertices in state 1 will be € (p — €,p + €) up to
that time. The last result holds because only voter events change the number of 1’s and we
expect TvN of them by time TN L. ]

The last two results are proved in Section [I3] Based on the fact that the bounds do
not depend on L, and on our analysis of approximate models below, which remove the
dependence on L by letting L — 0o, we conjecture that the critical value v, does not depend
upon L, or to be precise

Conjecture 1. If we let L = N® and N — oo then the limiting critical value does not
depend upon a.

In support of this conjecture, Figure [f] gives a simulation of the system with N = 2500,
L = 25, v = 2.5 and shows that the (Ny(t), Nio(t)) is well approximated by the quadratic
equation 1.9059z(1 — z) — 0.11633. In Figure |3 we saw that for the system with N = 2500,
L =50, v = 2.5 the curve (Ny(t), N1o(t)) is well approximated by the quadratic equation
1.9328(1 — 2) — 0.11464.
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3 Exact Equations and Pair Approximation

The results of Basu and Sly [I] described in the previous section establish the existence
of a phase transition, but do not give very much information about it. Our first step in
obtaining more detailed (but approximate) results for the evolving voter model is to write
down evolution equations for “finite dimensional distributions.” Define

Ni = Lewi

Ny =Y Lew=iew=it

Ty~
Nik= " Y, Hewe-icw-ise-k)
TY~ET,Z~Y ZFET

where y ~ x means y is a neighbor of z, and {(z) denote the opinion of vertex x. More
abstractly, in the terminology of the theory of the convergence of random graphs N;;; is the
number of homomorphisms of the small labeled graph drawn below to the one on N vertices.

i j k
 — 00— 0

Note that Nj; counts each 1 — 1 twice, once for each orientation. Similarly Nig; counts each
1 —0—1 twice. It is natural to think of these as finite-dimensional distributions but they
are not. If we let d(z) be the degree of vertex z, Then

Z Nij =) dx)=NL (1)
> Nigw=)_dx)(d(x) —1) (2)

1,7,k T
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The first quantity is constant in time, but the second one is not.

Let p = Nj/N be the initial fraction of vertices in state 1. Our first observation, which is
implicit in the arguments given in the previous section, is that in determining whether rapid
disconnection occurs we can suppose p is constant . To do this we note that rewiring events
do not change the number of 1’s. The number of oriented edges is NL. Thus the number
of 1’s is can increase by 1 with rate at most (NL/2)(v/L), and decrease by 1 with rate at
most (NL/2)(v/L). Ni(t)/N is a martingale, so

E(N:(t)/N = p)* < +

and therefore the fraction of 1’s will not change significantly until times of O(N).
Using reasoning from [7] it is easy to show (see Section [7)) that

dN v
dtlo = —Nyp + Z[Nloo — Noio + Ni1o — Nio1] (3)
1dN v
2 dt11 = pNip + E[NIOI — No1 (4)
1dN, v
3 dtoo = (1 — p)Nw + Z[Now - NlOO] (5)

Note that N;; = O(NL) while N;j; = O(NL?) so the terms on the right-hand side of (3)- ()
are of the same order of magnitude. In writing these equations we have omitted terms of
the form (v/L)N;; since there are O(N). Note that implies three equations sum to 0.

3.1 Pair approximation (PA)

As is often the case in interacting particle systems, the derivatives of probabilities concerning
two sites involve three sites and if one writes differential equations for probabilities concerning
three sites one gets expressions involving four sites. One way to deal with this problem is to
use the pair approximation to express three site probabilities in terms of the density of 1’s and
two site probabilities. In the sparse graph case considered in [7] this was an approximation
that did not give a very good answer, see Figure 9 there.

When we began this research, here we thought (or hoped) that when the degrees are
large, the pair approximation would give the right answer. Intuitively, if y is a neighbor of
x then since x is one of O(L) neighbors of y the state of = has very little influence on the
state of y and even less on the states of the neighbors of .

To do the pair approximation, let J; and K; be the average number of 1 neighbors and
0 neighbors of a vertex in state ¢. By definition

Nljl :N117 NOKOZNOO; NlKlzNOJ(]:NlO‘

The pair approximation in this context states that if jo(y) is the number of neighbors of a
vertex y in state 1 then when we average over the neighbors of x, having opinion 0, we get

the mean Jy. That is,
Nior = Z Z Jjo(y) = NioJo.
z:€(z)=1y:{(y)=0

11



Applying similar reasoning for the other N;;,’s we have

1dN v

B} dtH ~ pNip + E[Nlojo — No1 1, (6)
1 dN, v

5 dtoo ~ (1 — p)NIO -+ Z[N(nKl — NlOKO]- (7)

Analyzing these equations in Section [§] gives the following predictions about the means in
equilibrium

Lp

2 1— 2
si=p(1-EEE), e 2 s)
14 1%
2 1—p)? L(1 -
Kf-L(l—w)(l—p), Kg_Ker%. (9)

In equilibrium we must have J§, K; > 0. This leads to the following:

Guess. In the rewire-to-random model, rapid disconnection occurs for v < v.(p) = p?+ (1 —
p)?, and prolonged persistence for v > v.(p).

Unfortunately simulation shows that the second conclusion is not correct. If we let N = 1600
and L = 40 then this guess predicts that if the starting frequency of 1’s is = 1/2 then the
phase transition occurs at v = 1/2, while simulation shows that rapid disconnection occurs
for v = 0.8. To see the flaw in the intuition used earlier note that

Nior = Z Jo(x) - (Jo(x) — 1) =~ NlE[jo(x)Q]-
z:£(xz)=0

Since E[jo(z)?] > [Ejo(x)]* = JZ unless the distribution of x is degenerate, we have
Nior 2 JoN1Jo = NigJo.

Conjecture 2. The critical value from the pair approximation is a lower bound on the true
value.

If one can show that the pairs (Jy, Ko) and (J;, K;) are each negatively correlated this would
follow. This is far from obvious since Ny and N; are random.

4 Approximate Master Equation (AME)

Most of the work in this paper is devoted to studying an improvement of the pair approxi-
mation that was also used in [7]. For more on the PA and the AME and their use in studying
dynamics on networks, see [8,0]. The AME (i) uses ratios such as Nyg; /Ny as parameters
rather than approximating them by Ny /Ny and (ii) tracks not only the means but the joint
distribution of the state of a site and the number of neighbors with states 1 and 0. We
visualize our system as N particles, one for each vertex, moving in two planes. A point at
(1, j, k) means that the state of the vertex is 7, there are j neighbors in state 1, and k in state
0. Voting events at the focal vertex x cause jumping from (1,7, k) — (0, j, k) at rate vk/L
and from (0,j, k) — (1,4, k) at rate vj/L. For the rewire-to-random model the transitions
within each plane are as follows:
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v Niig

v iNio iNo 4 v ;Noig
LJ Ni1 N + L] No1
4 Nio Nio
N N
Nio Nig
N N
G -
plane 1 plane 0
k kN1 + szml szom
N LV N L™ Noo

Here the rates on horizontal and vertical edges which come from rewiring are exact.
On the diagonal arrows kN; /N and jNy/N are exact but the others come from e.g., using
Nijk/Ni; to compute the expected number of neighbors of z in state k& when z is in state i
and y is in state j. It is important to note that while the number of edges is conserved is in
the original model, that is not true for our approximation.

On the time scale of our calculation N; = Np stays constant, so the dynamics in plane

1 can be expressed as

dji Ny v Nio v Nipo .
i _ 1o ko 4+ — . by — — .10
it~ N Iy S R A VAR
dk; Nio v N v N .
— = — —k—pk — —- ki + — )
7 S A A Sl
Writing ¢ = 1 — p the plane 0 dynamics are
dGo N .. v Now +Z.N001k
dt N Jo — 4qJo L Ny Jo L Noo 05
dky Ny . v Ny v Nooi
>t 1o Z e, 2 200l
it~ N R L

To go from the first set to the second exchange j <+ k, 0 <> 1, and change p to q.

To study this system, we will introduce

_ N _ N
a = ) 5 - )
Nig Nyy

Ui

and analyze the general system

djx
dt
dky
dt
djo
dt
dko
dt

_ Mo

NOOI
€ = .
NOO

5= NOIO
N Noi’

v v
=n + pk1 + —aky — —BJ,

L L

v v
=n— ki —pki — —ak; + Zﬁ]l,

L

. . v . v
=1 — Jjo — qJo — +0jo + —€ko,

L L

i vV .. 1%
= + qjo + Z(Sjo — —eky.

L

13

(12)

(13)

(15)
(16)
(17)

(18)



Once this is done we will look for self-consistent parameters, i.e., values of the Greek letters
so that holds in equilibrium.

Suppose for the moment that there are no jumps between planes. To find the equilibrium

in plane 1, we add and to get

d(j1 + k1)

=2n — ky.
di n 1

so in equilibrium & = 2n. Using this in (15 we have

v - v

A similar calculation shows that j; = 2n and

Voo, v
E-ek0:n<1+2q+25z>.

This equilibrium (j;, k}) is globally attracting because, as we show in Section [9] the linear
differential equations in and have solution

Jit) = g1 (t) 71(0) = 71 (0)
= exp|At ,
(i) i) =ewtan (B66) G
where A is a matrix with two negative real eigenvalues. See Section [J] for details.

To analyze our two plane system, we take advantage of results of Lawley, Mattingly, and
Reed [12]. To put our system into their setting, we assume that the values of Ny/N, No/N
and Nypg/NL are fixed. When this holds the individual particles move independently. If we
let N — oo scale space by L, and suppose

o g U

— & — B — 7 6—>
— a — —_— —
LY 7% 7"t 7

: % — & (19)

=gl

then in the limit we get a one particle system that moves according to the following differ-
ential equations in plane 1

d[El _ _ 3
o =1 + pyp + vay, — vpxy,
dy B B -
d—tl =17 —y1 — py1 — vay, +vpr;.
and in plane 0 according to
d$0 _ < _
T =1 — Ty — qrg — Voxg + VEY),
dyo _ < _
o =1 + qro + Boxo — Beyo.

The particle jumps from plane 1 to plane 0 at rate vy; and from plane 0 to plane 1 at rate
Vxp.
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If there are no jumps between planes then the system in plane 1 has a fixed point with
Yy = 27 and B
vBry = (1 +2p+ 2va),

A similar calculation shows that z{ = 2n and
Veyy =1 (1 +2q + 21/5) .

By almost exactly the same reasoning used on the previous system, the fixed points in each
plane are globally attracting. Building in this, in Section (10| we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 7. Fiz v > 0, p € (0,1) and let ¢ = 1 — p. For any &, 3,5,€,7 > 0 The two
plane system has a unique stationary distribution that is the limit starting from any initial
configuration.

The proof, which we learned from [12], is based on a variant of a trick used in random
matrices (and other subjects). To prove that the product A; - - - A,, converges in distribution,
we show that A_,,- A_,,.1--- A_1 converges almost surely. To apply this trick we first study
the embedded discrete time that tracks the locations of the particle when the process changes
planes. Using the fact that the linear ODEs in each plane are contractions the almost sure
convergence of the backwards version is easy. To get from this to the convergence of our
continuous time process we use a little (Markov) renewal theory. See Section [10] for details.

To get a feel for what the stationary distribution looks like, we turn to simulation. Figure
EI shows a simulation with & = 0.3625, 5 = 0.3074, 7 = 0.0833. These values correspond to
the system with v = 2, see the first line in Table [I| in Section 5.

160
200 200

Figure 7: Picture of the stationary distribution for the one particle chain. The curves for
planes 1 and 0 are plotted on the same graph.
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5 Generating Functions, PDE

Theorem [7] only asserts the existence of a unique stationary distribution in the two plane
system, and it does not provide any further information. In this section we begin the process
of identifying the limit distribution in Theorem [/} The calculations here are inspired by
work of Silk et al. [15], so we change our dynamics slightly to match theirs. In our revised
dynamics each oriented edge (x,y) is chosen at rate 1 then x imitates y with probability v/L,
and x rewires to a new neighbor with probability 1 — v/L. Let Ay ¢(t) (By(t)) be fraction
of vertices in state 1 (0) with & neighbors in state 1, and ¢ neighbors in state 0 at time ¢.
For ease of writing, we suppress the dependence on ¢, and continue to write Ay, and By,
instead. Note that with this definition Zk,ﬂ Ay = p the fraction of vertices in state 1 (recall
at the time scale in which we are interested the fraction of 1 does not change).

Let Q(t,z,y) = Y., Aeez™y’ and R(t,x,y) = >, , Brex®y’. Writing Q,, Q,, etc for
partial derivatives, one can with some patience (see Section arrive at

v
Qt:zﬁ( _x)Qx —rR,

([ +ozZ+p1—u/L)]( y)—i—(l—y)—%)Qy (20)
+(1—v/Lnz —1)Q+ (1 —v/Ln(y — 1)Q.

where we have set n = Nyjo/N.
Writing ¢ for 1 — p, similar reasoning gives

Rt:([%+55+q(1—u/L)] (y-2)+(1-2)- )R, (21)
yQy —6(1’ —y)Ry+ (1 —v/L)n(z - 1R+ (1 —-v/L)n(y — 1)R.
To go from the @) equation to the R equation, interchange the roles of x and y and change
the constants « — 9, B — €, p — q.

Silk et al. [I5] considered “rewire to same.” If in their notation we take p = 1 — p and
p = v/L then their equation (13) becomes

Q= 7y —2)Qs + 7R,

(= + 1=y = 7)Q+(1—v/Ly(e - 1)Q,
R, = ([1+5%} (y—x)—i—(l—x)—%) R,
+2YQy + Telw = y)R, + (1= v/L)((x = DR,

+([1+4aZ
a_
L

[ I—

where v = @Q,(1,1)/Q(1,1) = Nyo/Ny and ¢ = Nyo/Ny replace n = Nyg/N. Inside the square
brackets in and Ni/N and Ny/N are replaced by 1 and the last two terms collapse
to one in rewire to same, because in that case rewiring cannot cause a 0 to become a neighbor
of a 1.
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5.1 Limit as L — o©

Let J; (K;) be the number of neighbors in state 1 (0) for a randomly chosen vertex in state
1. Now we express the notations «a, 3,7 etc in terms of functions of J; and K;. To begin, we
note that K7 = Nyo/Ny, and also n = Nyjg/N.

Ry (1,1)  E(Jo(Jo—1))
OR.(1,1) EJy ’
_ Qu(1,1)  ELK

Q.11 EJ

B n=pEK,.

If p= N;/N is the fraction of vertices in state 1 then as L — oo

Q(1+a/L,1+b/L) — Ula,b) = pEexp(aJ;, + bK}),
R(1+a/L,1+b/L) — V(a,b) = (1 —p)Eexp(aly+ bKy).

where J; and K; are the limits in distribution of J;/L and K;/L. To derive the partial
differential equations that U and V satisfy we note that

Ua(a,b) = pE[J; exp(aJ; + bK,)],

while

1 J i—1 k
7Qa(1+a/L,1+b/L) = ]zk: (1 a/LY 7 1+ b/L) Ay
— pE[J; exp(aJy + bK,)] = U,(a, b).
Plugging in z =1+ a/L, and y = 1+ b/L in and using p = N7 /N we have
v b a a b
0—35(3‘3) N (”z”z)
v

a b
+ L(l—I—a/L)RI (l—l— Z,1+Z>

+ ([%+Oz%+p(1—u/L)] (%—%) —%—%> Q, (1+%,1+%)
+(1—V/L)n<%)cg(1+%,1+%> +(1—u/L)n<%)Q<1+%,1+%).
Using @, 3 and 7 as the limits of a/L, 8/L, n/L we have
0=v8(b—a)U, + vV, + ([p+ av)(a —b) — b — v)U, + fal + 7bU. (22)
Similarly,
0 =veé(a—b)Vy+vU,+ ([p+ 0v](b—a) —a— v)V, +5aV + qbV. (23)

This concludes the derivation of the limiting PDEs.
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6 Analysis for the symmetric case p =1/2

In Section [5| we obtained limiting PDEs for the generating functions @) and R of (Ag¢)k e,
and (Byy)ks, respectively. In this section our goal is to obtain solutions that satisfy the
PDEs and . To this end, we restrict ourselves to the symmetric case, i.e. p = 1/2.
It will be evident from below that symmetry plays a crucial role in this computation. In this
symmetric case Q(a,b) = R(b,a), so we look for solutions of the form

U(a,b) = Z Cmna™b", V(a,b) = Z Crm@™b". (24)

m,n m,n

Calculations given in Section [12| show that the coefficients satisfy

0= ﬁcm—l,n + ﬁcm,n—l
+vBemiina(m+1) — (vBm + (3/2 + va)n)cmn + (1/2 + va)em 1na(n+1)  (25)

+ VCnm+1 (m + 1) — VCmn+1 (n + 1)

Notice that there are terms of order m+n—1, m+n and m+n+1. Now we try to solve for the
unknown coefficients ¢, ,. Since m!nlc,,,, = da™ob"U(0,0), we therefore obtain equations
involving different partial derivatives of U evaluated at (0,0). Since all the derivatives are
evaluated at (0,0), for convenience in writing, we suppress the argument (0, 0).

As we noted earlier, degree is not conserved in the approximate master equation. If the
average degree in equilibrium is L then when p = 1/2 the average degrees of vertices in states
1 =1,01s L by symmetry and we have

U+ Uy =1/2. (26)

We say that the system is conservative in this case.

Zeroth order. If we set a =b =10 in then we get
0= Vva — I/Ub.

This holds by symmetry, but is true in general since it says (1—p)EJy = pEK; or NoLEJy =
N, LFE K, which is true since each side is Nqg.

First order. If we take m = 1,0 and n =1 —m in then we find (see Section (12| for
details) that in general

ﬁ - Ub7
and we have B
0=—-vpU, + (1 + VO_z)Ub + V(Ubb - Uab)- (27)
For self-consistent solutions we can use
U, - U,
a= %: and b= Uab

to simplify this to
0=—vUuy + Uy + vUp + vUp, — vUyp,
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or rearranging we have

Ub = 2I/[Uab — Ubb]- (28)
which is a close relative of .

Second order. Taking m = 2,1,0 and n = 2 —m in then we conclude (again see
Section [12| for details)

(V/2)(Uaab - Ubbb) = ﬁUa + Uab/2 + V(dUab - BUaa)a
0= T_](Ua + Ub) — SUab/Q + Ubb/2 + V[@(Ubb — Uab)] + ﬁ(Uaa — Uab)]; (29)
(V/2)<Ubbb — Uaab) = ﬁUb — 3Ubb/2 —+ V[ﬂUab — O_éUbb].
adding the equations we get
Uawp + Uy, = Up. (30)

At this point we have four equations for our five unknowns U,, Uy, U,,, Uy and Uy, but
this still allows us to compute all of them in terms of U,. In the self-consistent case using

(28) and we get

1 1 = Uwp 1 Uy
Uar =3 (H 2y) U B= U, (H zu) 1— 20U, (31)
1 1  Up 1 1
Up=-(1-=—)0 =01 ). 32
b 2( 2y) b 0T, 2( 21/) (32)

To compute U,, now, we note that & = Uy, /U, and Uy, — Uy, = Uy /2 so va(Up, — Uyp,) =
—Uw/2 and simplifies to

0=1/2—3Uuw/2 + V[B(Usa — Ua))-

Rearranging B B
—1 = 20BUqq — (208 + 3)Uas,

so we have

_ S \y, -
Uaa - (1 + 2VB) Uab 2VB (33)

To get a sense of the accuracy of the approximate master equation we simulate the system
with N = 1600, L = 40 to find U, then use the equations , , and . The predicted
values of U,, and Uy, given in Table [1| agree well with those from simulation, having errors
that are mostly about 1%. However the predictions for U,, have errors of about 10%, showing
that 1’s are more clustered than the approximate master equation predicts.

If we go to third order then we have four new equations, see but we have three new
equations for four new unknowns so we are falling further behind. Despite this fact, as Silk et
al. [I5] explain, it is possible in the symmetric case to compute generating function and find
“self-consistent solutions,” i.e., those that have the property that if we set the values of &, 3,
and 7 and then compute the values of Uy, /Uy, Uy /U, and U, they agree with the specified
parameters. To do this they note that if one specifies the values of the Uyqqp - . . Uppey, then one
can solve for the lower order U’s then one has a fourth order approximation to the solution.
If we do the nth order approximation, choose the nth order variables so that U, + U, = 1/2,
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v Uy sim | Ugp sim (B1) | Uy sim  (32) | U sim (33

2 0.1666 | 0.1025 0.1041 | 0.0604 0.0625 | 0.2336 0.2208
1.6 | 0.1371 | 0.0907 0.0900 | 0.0466 0.0471 | 0.2859 0.2574
1.44 | 0.1216 | 0.0827 0.0819 | 0.0394 0.0397 | 0.3115 0.2810
1.32 | 0.1094 | 0.0757 0.0754 | 0.0343 0.0340 | 0.3310 0.3047
1.2 1 0.0896 | 0.0641 0.0635 | 0.0264 0.0261 | 0.3735 0.3351
1 0.0454 | 0.0339 0.0341 | 0.0132 0.0113 | 0.4690 0.4129

Table 1: Simulation of evolving voter model compared with computations for the approxi-
mate mater equation.

and let n — oo then the limit exists. They take the eighth order approximation and then
use symbolic computation to find self-consistent values of &, 3, and 7. See their paper for
results for rewire to same.

Since this is beyond our computer skills we leave this as an exercise for more capable
readers. We would be more excited if this method could be used to get results for the general
case, however symmetry seems crucial to the computation.

7 Derivation of the Equations

This section provides the derivation of the equations —. To this end, we begin by writing
the equations in the notation of [7], i.e., v is the rewiring rate not the quantity Nip1/Nig
introduced in the discussion of the approximate master equation.

Rewire-to-random. We fix (z,y) and consider (d/dt)1¢(z)=i¢(y)=;) for all possible 7, 5. To
do this we consider the various possibilities for the oriented edge (u, v) and which the update
occurs and whether the even is voting or rewriting.

I[. Pairs destroyed by rewiring.

u=x v=y rate destroy
1 0 aNqg 10
0 1 OCNI() 01
u=y v=ux rate destroy
1 0 OéNlo 01
0 1 aNy 10

I1. Pairs created by rewiring.
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u=zxz v vV=y rate create
1 0 0 aNg(l-p) 10
1 0 1 aNygp 11
0 1 0 aNy(1 —p) 00
0 1 1 OéNlop 01
u=y v vV==x rate create
1 0 0 aNp(l-p) 01
1 0 1 aNygp 11
0 1 0 aNy(1l —p) 00
0 1 1 aNiop 10

III. Internal voting on (zx,y).

10 vote rate destroy create
uv (1 —a)Nyg 10 11
vy (1 — )Ny 01 11
01 vote rate destroy create
uv (1 — )Ny 01 00
vu (1 —a)Ny 10 00
IV. External Voting
U~NT =0, Yy rate create destroy
10 0 (1 — Oé)NlOO 10 00
10 1 (1 — Oé)NlOl 11 01
01 0 (1 - OZ)NOH) 00 10
01 I (I1-—a)Noyy 01 11
u~NYyY=1v X rate create destroy
10 0 (1 — a)N001 01 00
10 1 (1 - Oé)Nl()l 11 10
01 0 (1 - Oé)N()lo 00 01
01 I (1—a)Npo 10 11

Adding up the rates from the tables gives the following equations. Note that Nyy, Nog, Ni11
and Nygo do not appear on the right-hand side. Noting that N9 = Np11 and Nigg = Noos
we have

dN + — + -
dtlo = —aNjg + (1 - 04)[ 2N1p + Nigo — Noio + Nio N101]7
1dN — .
2 dt11 O‘leo + (1 — Oé)[Nm + Nioy Noll]a (3 )
1dN, + —
2 dtoo 04(1 - p)Nw + (1 - a)[N10 N010 NlOO]'

We have separated the rewiring terms I4II multiplied by « from the voting terms 1141V
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multiplied by 1 — «. Simplifying gives

dN — 0
10 (2 a)Nlt) + ( Oé) [N100 ]VUIO =+ A]\f11 N1111]7

Let d, be the degree of x and M =) d, be the number of oriented edges. Note that

N11+2N10—|—N00:de:M~N2p

so the sum of the three equations must be 0 (and it is).
When 1 — o = v/L we have

dN- v
dtlo = —Ny + E[Nmo — Noio + N11o — Nioa,
1dN v
5 dtn = pNyy + Z[Nwl — Not1l, (35)
1 dN, v
5 dtoo = (1—p)Nio+ Z[NOIO — Niool-

8 Pair approximation

In this section we derive —@D, namely the means of 1 neighbor, and 0 neighbor under the
pair approximation. To this end, we recall @ and

1dN v

B dtll = pNy + E[ijo — No1J1), (36)
1 dN, v

5 dtoo = (1 — p)Nl(] + Z[N()lKl — NlOKO]- (37)

In equilibrium we have
v v
p—i-z(Jo—Jl):O, (1—p)+Z(K1—K0):O

or rearranging

L L(1—
R AT SRt U (38)
v v
To have four equations we recall that
pKi = (1 —p)o, (39)
p(Ji + K1) + (1= p)(Jo + Ko) = L. (40)

To simplify the equations we begin by noting that using with gives
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pJi +pK: +(1-p)Jy +(1—-p)Ky =L

(1—=p)h —(1=p)J = Lp(1 —p)/v
—pK, +pKo = Lp(l—p)/v
so we have 2Lp(1
Ji+Ko=1L+ py r) (41)
Adding the equations in (38)
L L(1 —
J1+K0—J0—K1=—p+ ( > D)
Using
Lp(1 — Lp(1 — L L(1—
oy pd=p)  Lp(l=p) _ ;0 e Lp L —p)
v v v v
so we have I )
1—
Lot LO-p” e
v v
Using now and noting Jy + (1 — p)Jo/p = Jo/p we have that in equilibrium
2 1 — 2
Ji=1L (1 - u> D, (42)
v
2 1 — 2
K;:L(l_u> (1-p). (43)
v
To finish up we note that from (38)
L 1 p’+(1-p)?
Jf:JS‘—l——p:L(l—l———u)P, (44)
v v v
L(1— 1 p+(1-p)?
K;:K}‘Jr(Tp):L(lJr;—]#)(l—p). (45)

For Ji, K > 0 we must have v > v.(p) = p* + (1 — p)®. In this case we will also have
J7, K5 > 0. To begin to check we note that

2 1 — 2
JHK;:L(HB_M)
14 1%

(1-p) _p2+(1—p)2).

14 14

J5+K;;:L<1+

so we do have p(J; + K7) + (1 —p)(J; + K§) = L.

9 Analysis of the single plane ODEs

Recall that in Section [4| we introduced approximate master equation, where we represent the
states of a local neighborhood of a vertex by a triplet. Namely, in (i, 7, k) i represents the
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state of the focal vertex, j is the number of 1 neighbors, and £ is the same for 0 neighbors.
This gives rise to a two plane system, and we claimed in Theorem (7] that this two plane
system has a unique stationary distribution. To prove Theorem [7] we first need to show that
the sets of differential equations in the individual planes are globally attractive, which is
done in this section. Building on this, we finish the proof of Theorem [7] in the next section.
To this end, using 7 and subtracting
v v
Zakf - zﬂjf ;
v

L

0=n + pki +
0=mn—ki —pki — akﬁrzﬁjl,

we conclude:

d(jl _.]T) _ v . -k v *
I = —Zalis i) + (p+ 78) (b — kD).

diky — k) v v .
— = Ea(‘h —J1) = (1 +p+ Zﬁ) (k1 — kY),
Scaling by L and letting L — oo
d(ry — 27 3
% — —va(r — )+ (p+vB)( — v}),
d(y1 — Y7 3

Either equation can be written in matrix form as
() _ 4 (w(0)
vy (%) v1(0) )’

A= {_aa —(1p++pb+ b)} ‘

ui(t)) _ u1(0)
(vl(t)) = exp[At] <U1(0) ,
The trace of Ais —(1+p+a+0b) < 0 while the determinant is a > 0, so it is clear that both
eigenvalues have negative real part. To show that they are real we note that they satisfy

det(A\l — A) = N+ (1+p+a+bA+a=0. (46)

where

with a,b > 0 so the solution is

Solving the quadratic equation we have

—(1+p+a+b) £/ (1+p+a+b)?—4a
5 :

To show that the quantity under the square root is positive we note that if r =1+ p+b
then

A= (47)

(1+p+a+bd?—da=(r+a)?—4da=(r—a)’+4ra—4a >0

since ¢ > 0 and r > 1.
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10 AME: Convergence to Equilibrium

Building on the results of Section [9] we now finish the proof of Theorem [7] Recall that the
set of equation for plane ¢ can be written in the following form:

w;(t) u;(0)

— explA.

() =i ()

where both the eigenvalues of A; are real negative, and hence there exists a unique solution
of the differential equation in plane i starting from z = (z;,y;), which is denoted hereafter
by ®!(z). It is clear that t — ®%(z) are continuous. The matrix representations imply that

ift>0 ‘ 4
|[@(2) — Pi(w)] < Ki(t)]z — w] (48)
with K;(t) < 1. Note that K;(s +t) < K;(s)K;(t).
Let T;(z) be the time of the first jump to the other plane when the solution starts at z

in plane 7. [12] study the situation in which there are two differential equations and the kth

pair of switching times between them (7§, 7F) are independent and drawn from a distribution

1o X p1. In our situation the jump times depend on the starting point, but their method of
proof extends easily. Let F; , be the distribution of T;(z), let U}, U be i.i.d uniform on (0, 1)
and let 7F(2) = Fi;I(UZk) which has the same distribution as 7T;(z). Define the compositions

GF(2) = @if(w)(q)gg(z)(z)) where w = @25(2)(2),
HF(2) = @25(1”)((1)1{@@(2)) where w = CID%(Z)(Z).
Define the forward maps ¢™ and y" and the backwards maps ¢~ and v~" by

¢ (2)
¢."(2)

This is a well-known trick in the theory of iterated functions. The functions ¢, and ¢_,
have the same distribution but ¢_,s admit a almost sure limit:

Gro---0Gl(z), and ~l(z) = Hlo---o H.(2),
GlLo---0G(z), and A;"(z) = Hlo---o HI(2).

Lemma 1. Y] (w) = lim, . ¢, (2) and Yo(w) = lim, 00 7, (2) ezist almost surely and are
independent of z.

This follows easily from the contraction property in , see the proof of Proposition 1 in
[12].

G1L(2) gives the location of the path on its first return to plane 0, so Y] gives the equi-
librium distribution at that time. Likewise, H](z) gives the location of the path on its first
return to plane 1, so Y; gives the equilibrium distribution at that time. It follows easily from
the existence of the limit that (this is Proposition 2 in [12])

Lemma 2. Y, =, @SO(Yl)(Yl) and Y1 =4 q)il(Yo)(YO)'

The average time spent in plane 0 is vy = E7y(Y;). The average time spent in plane 1 is
11 = E7(Yy). Once we show these are finite we can conclude that the long run fraction of
time spent in plane 1 is v1/(v; + 14). To compute the limiting behavior of the continuous
time process the following picture is useful.
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vy v R %
00— ————— 00— O—
og = 0 01 09

The superscripts refer to time. In words, we start in plane 1 at location Y3 =4 Yj, we follow
the ODE for time ¢} = 71 (Y3) when we jump to Y} = (IDil(YOI)(Yol) in plane 0, etc.

Consider now the process Z(t) that is constant on each time interval and equal to the
value at the left endpoint of the interval. Z(t) is a Markov alternating renewal process.
Recall that in an Markov renewal process if we jumped into state X, at time 7} then the
next state X;,; and the waiting time #;,; until we jump to X, have a joint distribution
(Xkt1,tks1) that depends on X}, but is otherwise independent of the past before time 7.
See e.g., Chapter 10 of Cinlar [2]. Our process is “alternating” because the joint distribution
used alternates.

Call the sojurn in plane 1 combined with the sojurn in plane 0, a cycle. Let p; be the
distribution of Yy on plane 1, and let py be the distribution of Y; on plane 0. Let p; be the
measure with

dp;

dp;
pi has total mass v;. Let 7 be the measure that has density m; = p;/(v1 + 1) on plane i than
applying the Ergodic Theorem to the sequence of cycles {Z(og_1 +1),0 <t < 0 — o)1}
shows that our alternating renewal process Z(t) has stationary distribution 7. To do this
note that the cycles are simply a Markov chain on a space of paths starting from its stationary
distribution.

Let V(t) be the process that starts at Y7 at time 0, is at ®;(Yy') for ¢t < 7(Yy) when
it jumps to Y{', etc. Let L(t) be the time of the last jump before time ¢, let g(t) =
fi(Z(t) 14— L@)>s) Where fi is a bounded function with f; = 0 on plane 0. It follows from
the applying the Ergodic Theorem to the sequence of cycles that

; /otg(S) g5 ENFo)(n (o) - 2)7)

I/1+I/0

(z) = ETi(2)

t

For the use of this idea in the simpler setting of renewal theory see Section 3.3.2 in [5].

The last result when supplemented by the analogous conclusion for a function f; that
vanishes on plane 1 gives the limiting joint distribution of (Z(t), A(t)) where A(t) =t — L(t)
is the age (time since the last jump) at time ¢. Differentiating with respect to x we see that
on plane ¢ that joint distribution is given by

o) = BEPEC) > )

From this we can compute the limiting distribution of V(). If f; is as above

imERVO) = [ [Tanrnie)
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11 Derivation of the PDE

In this section we provide the derivation of , and . Writing x for the focal vertex,
y for a neighbor, z a neighbor of the neighbor y, and w some other vertex in graph. By
patiently considering all the possible changes one finds:

dA

d;’z = %[k}Bk,g — (A vote y — x
IO+ D Ares = CAnd vote 7 —

v
+ Z&[(f + 1) Ag-1,001 — LAk vote z — y, {(y) =0

v
+ Eﬁ[(k + 1) Apy1.0-1 — KAy ] vote z =y, {(y) =1
+ (L —v/L)[(£ + 1)Ag 41 — Ak ] y rewires away from x
+ (1 —v/L)p[(£ +1)Ag_1,041 — LA x rewires and connects to a 1
+ (1 —v/L)n[Ak—140 — Akl w with £(w) = 1 rewires to «
+ (1 —v/L)n[Age—1 — Akl w with £(w) = 0 rewires to «

For the last two equations note that for each discordant edge, one of the orientations brings
a 1, the other a 0.

Let Q(t,z,y) = >, Ap ™yt and R(t,z,y) = D ki By ex*yt. Writing Q., Q,, etc for
partial derivatives, the second terms in lines 1, 2, 3, 5, 6 are

Z (Ag ety =y Z Aoty = yQ,.
k.0 k.l

Similarly the second term in line 4 and the first in line 1 are

k,l kA

The first terms in lines 2, 3, 6 are

Z(E + DA 2™yt = 2Q,.

k.0

The first term in line 4 is

D (k4 1) Appreaty’ = yQu.

k0

The first term in line 5 is

Z(E + 1)Ak73+11‘ky£ = Qy.

k.0

The first terms in lines 7 and & are

S Aty =2Q and Y Apeaatyt =yQ.
k.l k.l
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Combining the formulas for the sums with formula for dAy ,/dt we have

Qi = TR, —yQ,) + 712Q, — yQ,] + ale@, —yQ,] + 7 lQ: — yQ.]

+ (1 =v/D)[Q, —yQy] +p(1 —v/L)[zQ, — yQ,]
+ (1 —v/L)nzQ — Q1+ (1 —v/L)nyQ — Q|

Taking the terms from the last expression in the order 4, 1.1 (the first part of line 1), 2436,
1.2+ 5, 7, and 8, we have

Qt: ﬁ( _I)Qz‘{' $R

L L
+([Fral+pi-w/n)] -y +1-y-2)Q (49)
F (= v/ - DQ + (1 — v/Dnly - 1Q

where we have set n = Nyo/N, and recall v = Nyo/N;

12 Moment equations

From the differential equations of (), and R, namely —, in Section , we obtained
differential equations for the limits U, and V (see (22)-(23))), where

Ula,b) = Llim Q(l+a/L,14+0b/L),
V(a,b) = Llim R(1+a/L,1+b/L).

In Section [6] in the symmetric case, we then looked for solutions of the form

b) = Z Cmn@" D", V(a,b) = Z Crm@™ D"

In this section, we provide the derivation of the moment equations of Section [6] To this end,
letting r1 = 1/2 + va, ry = 3/2 + va, it follows from that we need

0=uvp Z Cmama™ 0" (b — a) + v Z Crmma™ 1"

m,n
+ E cm,nnamb”_l[ﬁa - ’f’gb o I/] + 77 § cm,namﬂb” + 77 E Cm7n(1mbn+1
m,n m,n m,n
=vf g Cmam (@™ 0T — @™ + v E Comma™ 1"

m,n

+ E Conn 1@ — roa™b" — va™b" ]

m,n
+17 E Cnn@" O 4 1) E Conn @™ D"
m,n m,n
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The coefficient of a™b"” is

0=vBcmirna1(m+1) —vBcym+ vegme(m+1)

+r1Cm-1n41(n+ 1) = ToCman — Vempi1(n + 1) + Nem10 + NCmn—1-
So rearranging and filling in the values of the r; we have

0= NCm—1,n + NCmmn—1
+vBemiin1(m+1) — (vBm + ran)emn + T1Cm1n(n + 1)
+ Vcn,m—l—l(m + 1) — ch,n—l—l(n + 1)

First order. Takingm =1, n=0then m =0, n=1in we have

0= ﬁC0,0 — VBCLO + (1/2 + VO?)C[)J + Vcpo - 2 — vey,
0= ’F]C()’() + 1/601’0 — (3/2 + VO?)CO,I + 7/0171 — VC(),Q - 2.

Recalling m!nle,, ,, = 05*0pU(0,0) this becomes

0= 77U — VBUa + (1/2 + Vd)Ub + VUbb — l/Uab,
0 =70+ vpU, — (3/2 4+ va)Uy + vUq — vUp,.

Since p = 1/2, we get U(0,0) = 1/2, and therefore when we add these equations we find

0 =2nU — Uy,
so in general 1) = U,. Using this in the first equation we have

0= —vBU, + (1 +va)U, + v(Uy — Uy).

Second order. Taking m =2,1,0 and n = 2 —m in (25 we get

0=mnc10+0+0— 1/502,0 240+ (1/2+va)ery +vegs -3 —veay,
0 = fjcos + fjc1o + vBeap -2 — (VB +3/2 + va)eyy + (1/2 + va)cys - 2,
0=0 + 770071 + l/Bcl’l + 0— (3/2 + 1/0_4)0072 -2 + 0 + veég1 —VCy3 - 3.
Recalling again m!nle,, , = 07'0ypU(0,0), this becomes
0 = 77}Ua — VBUaa + (1/2 + Vd)Uab + l/Ubbb/Q — VUaab/Z,
0=7n/(Uy +Upy) +vBUs — (VB +3/2 +va)Uy + (1/2 +va)Uy,
0= 77]Ub + VBUab — (3/2 + l/d)Ubb + I/Uaab/z — l/Ubbb/2-
Rearranging gives
(V/2)<Uaab - Ubbb) = ﬁUa + Uab/2 + V(C_VUab - BUaa)a

0=7(Us + Up) — 3Uu/2 + Upp/2 + v[a(Upy, — Uap)] + B(Usa — Uap)],
(V/Z)(Ubbb — Ubbb) =nU, — 3Ubb/2 -+ V[BUab — @Ubb]-
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The middle equation is . If we add the equations we get
0 - 277(Ua —|— Ub) — Uab - Ubb'

Since U, + U, = 1/2 and 1 = U, we get
Uaa + Uab = Ub-

Third order. Taking m = 3,2,1,0 and n =3 — m in (25) we get

0=1co0+0+0—vfBeczo-3

+0+ (1/2+va)eas -1 +rvegs-4—vegy -1,
0 = 7jc1,1 + fea + vBesg - 3 — vBcay - 2

—(3/2+va)ey -1+ (1/24+va)as-2+vers-3 —vegs - 2,
0 = fjcos + fjern + vBeas -2 —vBerg - 1

—(3/24va)as-2+ (1/24+va)cos -3+ vegs -2 —ver 3 - 3,
0=0+1coz+vBerg-1+0

—(3/24+va)cps-3+0+wvesy -1 —vegy -4

Recalling once more m!nlc,, , = 907 U(0,0),

0 =NUaa/2 — VBUsaa/2 + (1/2 + v@)Upsa /2 + VUi /3! — VUaqas/3!,
0 = 7Uab + MUaa/2 + vBUaga/2 — VBUaa
— (3/2 4+ va)Uuwp/2 + (1/2 + va)Uappy + Ut /2 — Ui/ 2,
0 = 7Us/2 + Uab + VBUgap — vBUqp/2
— (3/2 4+ va)Uupy, + (1/2 + va) Uppp /2 + vUsarp/2 — VUi /2,
0 = 7U/2 + vBUu/2 — (3/2 + v@)Upp/2 + 0 + vUsqap/3! — VU /3!

Rearranging gives

(v/3) (Usaas — Upbp) = TUaa/2 — VBUaa/2 + (1/2 4+ v&)Uap/2,
(v/2)(Uaabh — Uabts) = MUab + NUaq/2
+ VBUaa/2 — VBUaay—(3/2 + v@)Ugap /2 + (1/2 + @) Uppy,
(v/2)(Uabes = Uaavs) = NUsb/2 + 70 (51)
4+ VBUaqp — VBU/2—(3/2 4 @) Usy, + (1/2 4+ va) Uy /2,
(/3" (Uppoy — Unaap) = 1U/2 + vBUup/2 — (3/2 + va) Uy /2.

If we add all the equations, the voter terms cancel out and we conclude that
0= ﬁ(Uaa + 2Uab + Ubb) - Uaab/2_Uabb - Ubbb/2-

If we use the fact that the first equation plus the fourth is 0 then we get a second new
equation without the fourth order variables. We have another unused second order equation
but we have three new equations for four new unknowns so we are falling further behind.
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13 Proofs of Theorems 5l and

In this section we prove Theorem [ and Theorem [6] which are generalizations of Basu and
Sly results for the thick graphs. While proving these two theorems we follow the efficient
algorithm, that is at each step we pick a discordant edge. Now let {Z;} be independent
Bernoulli(1/2). If Z; = 1 we pick the end with 1 to be the left end point of the oriented edge;
if Z; = 0 we pick the end with 0. We will have a collection of counters K (v, m) to decide
what type of event occurs (rewiring or voting). Suppose that on the mth step we decide to
update the oriented edge (v,u). If K(v,m — 1) = 0 then v imitates u. If K(v,m —1) >0
then K(v,m) = K(v,m —1) —1. We set K(z,m) = K(z,m — 1) for x # v.

To create and update these counters, let X; and X/ be independent geometric(v/L),
taking values in {0,1,2...}. In addition we have two sequences of indices /; and I} that
start with Iy = 0 and I = N, i.e., we use the second sequence to initialize the counters
K(i,0) = X[. Let Ty = 0 and let W, be i.i.d. uniform on the set of vertices V. Recall that
the set S is the collection of vertices with initial degree less than equal to 11L.

e If v € Sandvisinstate 0, set I/, = I . If K(m — 1,v) > 0 define T,,, = min{k >
Tt Wi # v, Wy o v}. Rewire to Wy, . If K(v,m — 1) = 0 v imitates u. Let
I,=1,1+1 K(v,m)= X, .

e If v &€ S orwis in state 1, set I,,, = I;,_1. If K(m —1,v) > 0 define T,,, = min{k >
Tt Wi # v, Wi o v}. Rewire to Wr,. If K(v,m — 1) = 0 v imitates u. Let
I,=1,,+1 K(v,m)= Xy .

Lemma 3. Suppose that initially all vertices have degree L. Let Dya(m) be the mawi-
mum degree after m updates. Let € > 0 and t > 0. While Dy, (tNL) < CL, we have
Do (tNL) < (14 €+ t)L with high probability.

Proof. While D, (tNL) < CL the number of values excluded by the conditions Wy # v
and Wy, % vis < 1+CL. Thus T,,—1T,,_ is stochastically dominated by a geometric random
variable with success probability 1 — # Since L = N° with a € (0, 1), using standard
large deviation arguments it follows that if L is large then Ty < (t + €¢/2)NL with high
probability, and hence

sup [{k < (t+€/2)NL: Wy, =v}| < (t+¢€)L.

From this the desired result follows immediately. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem [5] Before going to the proof, let us first recall its

statement once again.

Theorem 5 Suppose p < 1/2 and lete > 0. If v < (0.15)/(1+43p) then with high probability
7 < 3pNL, and the fraction of vertices in state 1 at time T 1s between p — € and p + € with
high probability.
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Proof. Let X,, be the number of discordant edges after m updates. Every time a rewiring
occurs X, decreases by 1 with probability 1/2, and stays the same with probability 1/2.
After a voting event X, can increase by at most D,,q,.(m). If 7 > m then

BexpM Xt/ D) £ exp0X/0) (1= 5) (14 5 1)
+ % exp()\Dmax(m)/L)}

Let 71 be the first time D,q.(m) > (2.5 + €)L. It follows from Lemma [3| that 7 > 1.5NL
with high probability. Let 7 = min{7, 71}. When 75 > m the quantity in square brackets is

< <1 - %) (1 + %(e_’\/L - 1)) + %exp((2.5 +e)A)

If A < Ag(e€) then e@5F9N <14 (2,54 2¢)A and e/ — 1 < —(1 — 2¢)\/n then the above is
v A v
<(1=2)(1-(05-2)+= .
< (1 L) (1 (0.5 e)L) + (14 (25 +200) (52)

—1+(25+ 26))\% — (05— e)% (1 - %)
=1+ 25v—-05(1—-v/L)+e2v+ (1—v/L)A/L

We first prove the result when p = 1/2. If we take v = 3/50 then 2.5v — 0.5 = —0.35. If
€o is small and A < A\g(€g) then for large L the above is <1 —0.34\/L < exp(—0.34)\/L). It
follows that

P(19 > m) < E(exp(AX /1) 1irysmy) < exp(A(Xo/L) —0.34mA/L)

Since there are NL/2 edges and each is discordant with probability 1/2 we have Xo < NL/2
with high probability. Taking m = (3/2)NL

P(1y > (3/2)NL) < exp(—0.02AN/2).
To prove the result for p < 1/2, note that if we only go out to time 3pNL, becomes

< (1 - %) (1 — (0.5 — e)%) + %(1 +(1+3p+20)N)

v A v

Let v = 0.15/(1 + 3p). If € is small enough then for large L the above is <1 —0.34p\/L. It
follows that for m < 3pNL

P(19 > m) < E(exp(AX /1) Lrysm)) < exp(AM(Xo/L) — 0.34mA/L)

Since there are NL/2 edges and each is discordant with probability 2p(1 — p) we have
Xo < pNL with high probability. Taking m = 3pNL

P(m9 > 3pNL) < exp(—0.02ApN/2).
which completes the proof of Theorem n
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Recall G(p, N, L) = graphs with vertex set V' = {1,2,..., N} labeled with 1’s and 0’s
so that Ni(G) = pn and the number of edges is NL/2. We now prove Theorem [f] after
recalling its statement.

Theorem [6] Let v > 0 and e > 0 There is a p(v) < 1/2 so that for all G(0) € G(p, N, L)
with p < p(v), we have with high probability T < TN L and the fraction of vertices in state 1
at time 7 is € (p — €,p + €).

Lemma 4. IfG(0) € G(p, N, L) and N is large enough then with high probability the number
of vertices in state 1 remains between (p — €) and (p+ €)n throughout the first TN L updates.

Proof. On voting events the number of 1’s changes by +1 with equal probability independent
of the past. The expected number of voting steps is 7v/N and with high probability will be
< 8vN. O

Let S be the set of vertices that at time 0 have degree < 11L and T'=V — §. It follows
that |S| > 0.9N. If not then |T| > 0.1N, and hence the number of edges in the graph is
> (0.1N)(22L)/2 = 1.1N L/2 contradicting our assumption that there are total NL/2 edges.

Lemma 5. Call an X; stubborn if X; > 20L. Let Y = |{i < Linp : X; > 20L}| be the
number of stubborn elements which are used in the first TN L steps. Then with high probability
N,(TNL) > Y.

Proof. Note that stubborn X’s are used after a v € S in state 0 has flipped to 1. Let
H={|{i<Tinp:W,=v}| <8LforallveV}

By Lemma [3, H has high probability if N is large. On H the number of rewirings to v
is < 8L. If v € S then the initial degree < 11L, so the number of vertices that are ever
connected to v is < 19L. If the number of rewiring events that are rooted at v is > 19n
then we would run out of edges. This implies that if N large then with high probability he
number of events rooted at v is < 20L. Thus when a stubborn element is used the vertex
will stay in state 1 until time 7N L. [

Lemma 6. Let RLgs denote the number of times a relabeling occurs when an edge with both
endpoints in S is chosen. For p sufficiently small RLss < vN/20 with high probability.

Proof. Let RL%¢ be the number that result in a change from 0 to 1.

RLig <min{{j <i:X; >20L} > 1.1pN}

or using Lemma [5] we have a contradiction of Lemmald] P(X; > 20L) = (1—v/L)*L > =2
if L is large. It follows that if

1.2p < %e*%“ (53)

then with high probability there are more than 1.1pN stubborn elements within the first
vN/50 and hence RLY.
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Each time a relabeling occurs it is equally likely to be 1 — 0 or 0 — 1, and these events
are independent of each other, so

P (RLSS > VN/QO, RL:S"—S < ]/N/50) < e—cuN/BO

The form of the right-hand side comes from the fact that the event is that fewer than 40%
of the first ¥N/50 have Z; = 1. O

Lemma 7. Let Rgg be the number of times an edge with both endpoints in S was picked.
For p sufficiently small Rgs < NL/10 with high probability.

Proof. Each time an edge is picked, it leads to a relabeling with probability v/L. The result
now follows from Lemma [6] and

P(Rgg > NL/10, RLgg < vN/20) < P(Binomial(NL/10,v/L) < vN/20) < e N/80
To get the Binomial large deviations we use the fact that if X = Binomial(M, p) then
P(X < M(p—2)) < exp(—Nz*/2p)

See e.g., [6 Lemma 2.8.5]. Here M = NL/10, p = v/L Mp = vN/10, Mz = vN/20,
z =v/2L, so we have
Nz? _NL v L vN

p 10 4L2 20 80

[]

Lemma 8. Let Rgr be the number of times a disagreeing edge was picked with one endpoint
i S and the other in T'. For p sufficiently small Rgr < 2.8 N L with high probability.

Proof. Let Wgr be the number of rewiring moves with one endpoint in S and the other in
T. On each of these moves 1/2 the time it is rewired with the root at S and if n is large

then with probability at least
S| -1 _ 8
>
n—1 —9
the new vertex is in S. Let Ygg be the number of S to S edges at the end and Wsr_, 55 be
the number of (5,7) to (5,5) rewirings. We must have

NL > Yss > Wsr_s55 — Rss

so if Rgs < NL/10 (which has high probability by Lemma 6.5) we must have Wer 55 <
LINL. If Wgpr > 2.7N L then we expect Wgr_,55 > (2.7NL)(4/9) = 1.2N L so

P(WST%SS S 1.1NL,WST Z 27NL) S exp(—cNL)
Since each time a disagreeing edge is picked, with probability 1 —v/L it leads to a rewiring,
P(Rsr > 2.8NL,Wer < 2.7TNL) < eNE

which completes the proof. O
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Lemma 9. Let Ryp be the number of times a disagreeing edge was picked with both endpoints
in T. For p sufficiently small Rpr < 4N L with high probability.

Proof. From the proof of Lemma [§, we see that after rewiring an edge with both endpoints
in T the chance is becomes an edge with one edge in S and one in 7" is > 9/10. Let Ysr
be the number of S to T edges at the end and Wrr_,sr be the number of (7,7) to (S,T)
rewirings. We must have

NL > Ysr 2 Wrr_st — Rsr

so if Rgr < 2.8NL (which has high probability by Lemma we must have Wrr_or <
3.8NL. Arguing as in the previous lemma we can conclude that with high probability
WTT S 3.9NL and RTT S 4N L. ]

Proof of Theorem 6. From Lemmas and [9 we see that for p < p(v) and G(0) €
G(p, N, L) we have Rgs+ Rgr+Rpr < 6.9N L with high probability so there are no discordant
edges after 7N L updates.
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