arXiv:2002.04954v3 [math.PR] 29 Jul 2021

THE STABLE GRAPH: THE METRIC SPACE SCALING LIMIT OF A CRITICAL
RANDOM GRAPH WITH LI.D. POWER-LAW DEGREES

GUILLAUME CONCHON--KERJAN AND CHRISTINA GOLDSCHMIDT

ABSTRACT. We prove a metric space scaling limit for a critical random graph with indepen-
dent and identically distributed degrees having power-law tail behaviour with exponent « + 1,
where « € (1,2). The limiting components are constructed from random R-trees encoded by
the excursions above its running infimum of a process whose law is locally absolutely con-
tinuous with respect to that of a spectrally positive a-stable Lévy process. These spanning
R-trees are measure-changed a-stable trees. In each such IR-tree, we make a random num-
ber of vertex-identifications, whose locations are determined by an auxiliary Poisson process.
This generalises results which were already known in the case where the degree distribution
has a finite third moment (a model which lies in the same universality class as the Erd6s—Rényi
random graph) and where the role of the a-stable Lévy process is played by a Brownian motion.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. Inrecent years, a wide variety of random graph models have been introduced
and studied. Many of these models undergo a phase transition of the following type: below
some threshold, the connected components are microscopic in size (in the sense that they
each contain a negligible proportion of the vertices) and possess few cycles, whereas above
the threshold, there is a component which occupies a positive fraction of the vertices and
contains many cycles, and all other components are again microscopic. We are particularly
interested in the behaviour exactly at the point of the phase transition, and in a precise
description of the sizes and geometric properties of the components, which is typically much
more delicate than in the sub- and supercritical cases. We will first give a brief overview of
the setting in which we are interested, and of our main results, deferring a more detailed
account with proper definitions, as well as a summary of the pre-existing literature, to the
next section.

We consider a uniform random graph on n vertices with a given degree sequence, where the
degrees themselves are independent and identically distributed random variables, Dy, ..., D,.
(If /' ; D; is odd, we replace D, by D, + 1.) For simplicity, we impose the condition that
P (D; > 1) = 1, so that there are no isolated vertices. We also assume that P (D; =2) < 1
(otherwise we have a random 2-regular graph, which contains many cycles of macroscropic
size [10]) and that var (D) < oo (otherwise the graph behaves very differently; see [31]). The
phase transition then occurs when the parameter 6 := [E [D;(D; — 1)] /E [D;] passes through
1: if & < 1 then the proportion of vertices in the largest component tends to 0 in probability
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as n — oo, whereas if 8 > 1, this proportion instead converges to a strictly positive constant,
again in probability as n — oc.

At the critical point 8 = 1, there is a sequence of components whose sizes are comparable
(rather than a single giant component, as in the supercritical case) and which, even after
rescaling, retain some randomness in the limit. The sizes and geometric properties of these
components depend on the tail of the distribution of D;. In particular,

2/3

e if E [Dj] < oo then the largest components have sizes on the order of #*/? and diam-

eters on the order of n!/3;
e if P (D; = k) ~ ck~(**2) for some constant ¢ > 0 and & € (1,2) then the largest com-

ponents have sizes on the order of n%/(“*1) and diameters on the order of n(*~1)/(«+1),

(It will be convenient to refer to the first of these as the “a = 2 case”.)

These scaling properties are either proved or conjectured to be universal, that is to hold for
whole families of random graph models with similar asymptotic degree distributions. We
will discuss the issue of universality in some detail below.

1.2. Our results. Let us now state our scaling limit theorem. Let G, G}, ... be the (vertex-sets
of the) components of the critical random graph, listed in decreasing order of size, with ties
broken arbitrarily. We think of these as measured metric spaces, by endowing G with the
graph distance, d, and the counting measure on its vertices, y}'. Formally, each is an element
of the Polish space of isometry-equivalence classes of measured metric spaces endowed with
the Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov distance, which we will define properly below.

Theorem 1.1. Fix « € (1,2]. Then under the conditions above, there exists a sequence of random
compact measured metric spaces (G1,d1, 11), (G2, d2, 42), . .. (whose law depends on w) such that, as
n— oo,

((Gp ettt e/ ae ) i > 1) %5 ((Giydiypi) i = 1)

in the sense of the product Gromov—Hausdorff~Prokhorov topology.

The same result also holds for a multigraph with the same degree sequence generated ac-
cording to the configuration model (see Section [2.1| for more details).

In the terminology of [3], (G;, d;) is a random R-graph for each i > 1. For reasons which will
shortly become clear, we refer to the whole limiting object as the a-stable graph if « € (1,2) or
the Brownian graph (instances of which have already occurred several times in the literature)
ifa =2.

This theorem, in particular, implies the scaling properties mentioned above. The a = 2 case
may be deduced from a more general theorem due to Bhamidi and Sen [20], proved by dif-
ferent methods. For a € (1,2), Bhamidi, Dhara, van der Hofstad and Sen [19] considered the
setting of critical percolation on a supercritical uniform random graph with given degree se-
quence, having similar tail behaviour to ours, and proved a scaling limit theorem in the sense
of the product Gromov-weak topology. (This has recently been improved to a convergence in
the product Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology for degree sequences satisfying certain
conditions in [[18]].) We will describe the results of [19] in more detail below and will, for the
moment, simply observe that there are situations which are covered by both theorems, and
where the limit objects must therefore be the same, but where this is certainly not obvious

from their respective constructions.
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One of the most striking aspects of our results is the characterisation of the limit spaces which
we are able to give, which is completely new for & € (1,2), and generalises one which was
already known for « = 2. In order to give this characterisation, we must first introduce some
stochastic processes which play a key role.

Let u = E [D4]. Fora € (1,2), let L be a spectrally positive a-stable Lévy process with Laplace

transform ( )
cI'2—a) .,
_ — i S > >
E [exp(—AL¢)] = exp <P“"(“ — 1)/\ t) , A>0, t>0,

where ¢ > 0 is the constant such that IP (D; = k) ~ ck~(**+2). Such a process can be thought
of as encoding a forest of continuum trees; the standard way to do this goes via a (somewhat

complicated) functional of L called the height process H (we will define this properly below).

Let
_I(2—a)

Y oa(e—1)7
We will create a new pair (L, H) of processes via change of measure as follows: for suitable
test-functions f : D([0,#], R)? — R, let

~ o~ 1 rt C“tlx-i-l
1) E [f(Lu, H,,0<u< t)} =E [exp (_V/U sdLs — W
For a = 2, letting 4 = E [D1] and B = E [D1(D; — 1)(D; — 2)], we instead take

éBt and Ht == 2\/ﬁ <Bt — inf B5> ,
u B 0<s<t

where B is a standard Brownian motion (in the Brownian setting, the associated height process
has the same distribution as a reflected Brownian motion, up to a scaling constant). In this
case, define

)f(Lu/Hu/O <u< t) .

L

o~ o~ t 3
2 E [f(Lu,Hu,o <u< t)} = E [exp (—;/ sdLs — 5;)) F(Ly, Hy, 0 < u < t)} .
0
In either case, let
Ri=L;— inf Ly, t>0.
0<s<t

Now write ({;,i > 1) for the ordered sequence of lengths of excursions of R above 0. These
excursions give rise to spanning R-trees for the limiting components. For i > 1, let ¢; :
[0,Zi] = R4 be the ith longest excursion of R (with its argument translated in the natural
way to [0,;]). Fori > 1, letk; : [0,;] — R, be the corresponding (continuous) excursion of
H above 0 (which has the same length as ;). Let (7~1, d, i), (’7}, do, fi2), ... be the measured
R-trees encoded by El, Ez, ... respectively, and write p; for the canonical projection from [0, {;]
to 7;, for i > 1. Conditionally on R, now consider a Poisson point process on Ry x Ry
of intensity %Il{xg R.ydtdx. (Equivalently, we can think of this as a Poisson point process of
intensity 1/ in the area under the graph of R.) The points tell us how to identify vertices in
the R-trees in order to create cycles. For i > 1, suppose that a number M; > 0 of points fall
within the ith longest excursion €;. Given €;, we then have M; ~ Poisson (% fooo Ei(u)du). If
M; > 1, write
(si1,%i1), (Si2,Xi2) -+ s (SiMy0 XioM,)
for the points themselves (with their first co-ordinates translated to the interval [0, {;]). For
i>land 1<k <M let
tie = inf{t > s 0 €(t) < X
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Now fori > 1, let (G;, d;, u;) be the measured metric space obtained from (T, d;, #i;) by making
no change if M; = 0 or, if M; > 1, by identifying the M; pairs of points

(pi(sin), pitin)), -, (pi(sim;), pi(timg,)) -

(Formally, this is done by taking the quotient metric space in a standard way which is de-
scribed in detail, for example, just before Lemma 21 of [2].)

Conditionally on the ordered lengths (3, (5, ... of the excursions and numbers M, M, ... of
Poisson points, we may give an attractive alternative description of the excursions encoding
the spanning forests of the a-stable and Brownian graphs. These are closely related to the
canonical family of random IR-trees encompassing the Brownian continuum random tree
[4,5,16] and a-stable trees [35, 34], which are the scaling limits of critical Galton—-Watson trees
conditioned to have size n with offspring distribution in the domain of attraction of a Normal
or a-stable distribution respectively.

First consider « € (1,2), and let @ be a normalised (i.e. length 1) excursion of the stable
process L, and let h be the associated normalised excursion of the height process, which
would encode an a-stable tree. Now for m € Z. ., define tilted excursions &M and h(™) via

gle,b) (fy e(wdu)”|
E [(fol e(u)du) m]

for suitable test-functions ¢ : D([0,1], Ry ) x C([0,1],Ry) — R. Let (7(,d™), 5(m) be the
R-tree (7),d™) encoded by h(™), along with its natural mass measure ji"™). Write (")
for the projection [0,1] — 7. If m > 1, now sample m pairs of points in the tree as
follows. First pick (s1,x1),..., (Sm, xm) independently and uniformly from the area below the
excursion &™) and above the x-axis according to the normalised Lebesgue measure. Define
t; = inf{t > s; : 8" (t) < x;}. Finally, identify 5" (s;) and p(")(t;) for 1 < i < m in order to
obtain (G, dm), (M) Set (GO, 40, 1,0)) = (%(0),5(0),;7(0)),

3) E [g(&"),B™)] = all

7

Something very similar works in the Brownian case. Here, we take e to be a normalised
Brownian excursion (which is, in particular, continuous); in this context, h = 2e, so there is no
need to consider two different excursions. The function 2e encodes the Brownian continuum
random tree (in the normalisation adopted by Aldous [4]). Again define &) as at (3) and let
(70, dm 71(m)) be the measured R-tree encoded by 28", and write p(™ for the projection
0,1 — T, If m > 1, now sample m pairs of points in the tree as follows. First pick
(s1,%1),--.,(Sm, xm) independently and uniformly from the area below the excursion am)
and above the x-axis according to the normalised Lebesgue measure. Define t; = inf{t >
s; : @™ (t) < x;}. Finally, identify p(")(s;) and p(")(t;) for 1 < i < m in order to obtain
(G, dm 1 (m)_ Set (GO),dO), 40y = (70,400, 70,

Theorem 1.2. Conditionally on the lengths (1,0, . .. of the excursions and the numbers My, M, . . .
of points, the measured R-graphs (Gy,d1, u1), (Ga, da, t2), - . . are independent with

(G, di, i) < (g(M»,gl(H)/ad(M»,giV(Mi))

foreachi > 1.

This shows that, in order to understand further the geometric properties of our limit object,

a key role will be played by the family of random R-graphs ((G™),d™), u(™)),m > 0). These

are studied in depth for a € (1,2) in the companion paper [38]; the Brownian case was the
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subject of the earlier paper [1]. From the absolute continuity relation (3), for any « € (1,2)]
it is straightforward to see that (G™),d("™), (")) has Hausdorff dimension a/(a — 1) almost
surely, since this is true of the appropriate Brownian/a-stable tree and one cannot change the
fractal dimension by making finitely many vertex-identifications.

The branch-points of the a-stable tree are almost surely all infinitary (i.e. removing any of
them breaks the tree into infinitely many connected components), and this property is in-
herited, via absolute continuity, by (7~'(m),d~(’”)) for w € (1,2). It follows from the properties
of the excursion &™) (see [38] for an in-depth discussion) that the vertex-identifications in
(70, c?(m)) are almost surely all from a leaf to a branch-point of infinite degree. In contrast,
in the @« = 2 case, the vertex-identifications are almost surely all from a leaf to a point of
degree 2 (see [2, [1]).

In [T}, B8], it is further shown that one may explicitly determine the law of the kernel of G(")
(that is, the multigraph with edge-lengths which encodes its cycle structure), and that G(m)
may be constructed by gluing together randomly rescaled Brownian/stable trees. Finally, it is
shown in [T} 38] that G (") possesses a line-breaking construction, that is, a recursive construction
which starts from the kernel and successively glues on line-segments of random lengths to
random points, obtaining a convergent sequence of approximations to the final R-graph.

2. BACKGROUND

In this section, we give some background material on our random graph model, and discuss
the previously known results on its critical behaviour. We also give a brief account of the
scaling limit theory for Galton—-Watson trees. We then give an overview of the proof of
Theorem This is followed by a brief summary of some related literature, and some
open problems. Finally, at the end of this section, we give a plan of the rest of the paper.

For a sequence of random variables (Ay),>0 and a sequence (a,),>0 of real numbers, we
write A, = Op(a,) to mean that (A, /a,)n>0 is tight. We write A, = Op(a,) to mean that

A, = Op(a,) and A;! = Op(a,!). We write A,, = op(a,) to mean A, /a, P 0asn — .

2.1. The configuration model. We wish to sample a graph uniformly at random from among
the graphs with the given degrees D1, D, ..., D,. There is a standard method for doing this,
which originated (in varying degrees of generality) in the work of Bender and Canfield [12],
Bollobas [26] and Wormald [61], called the configuration model. (We refer the reader to the
recent book of van der Hofstad [60] for a full account of the configuration model and for
proofs of the results quoted below.) We begin by first describing the setting where the vertex
degrees are deterministic. More precisely, suppose that we have vertices labelled 1,2,...,n
where vertex i has degree d;, for 1 < i < n. Suppose thatd; > 1 forall 1 < i < n and
that ) !' ; d; is even. To vertex i, attach d; stubs or half-edges. Label the )} ; d; half-edges in
some arbitrary way, and then choose a pairing of them, uniformly at random. Join the paired
half-edges together to make full edges, and then forget the labelling of the half-edges. In
general, this procedure yields a multigraph (i.e. with self-loops, or multiple edges). However,
if there exist one or more simple graphs with the given degree sequence (that is, if the degree
sequence is graphical) then, conditionally on the event that the configuration model yields a
simple graph, that graph is uniform among the possibilities.
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We are concerned with the setting where the degrees themselves are independent and identi-
cally distributed random variables Dy, D, ..., D,. An immediate issue is that we cannot guar-
antee that Y/’ ; D; is even. We get around this problem by always assuming that if } ;" ; D;
is odd, then we in fact give vertex n degree D,, + 1. For the regime and properties in which
we are interested, this makes only a negligible difference, and we will ignore it in the sequel.
Write v = (vk)x>1 for the probability mass function of Dj, that is vy = P (D1 = k), k > 1. Let
M,,(v) be the multigraph resulting from the configuration model with these degrees. It re-
mains to resolve the issue that the degree sequence may, in principle, be non-graphical. How-
ever, it is possible to show that if D; has finite variance and 6 = 6(v) = E [D1(D; — 1)] /E [D1]
then
lim IP (M,,(v) is simple) = exp(—6/2 — 0%/4),

and the right-hand side is strictly positive (see for instance Proposition 7.13 of [60]). Let
G, (v) be a graph with the distribution of M,,(v) conditioned to be simple; this is our uniform
random graph with i.i.d. v-distributed degrees, and is the main object of study in this paper.

If v ~ ck~(“*2) for some a € (1,2) as k — oo, we will have that max;<;<, D; = @p(n!/(*+1),
We will see in the sequel that vertices of degree ®(n'/(**1)) play an important role in the
structure of the graph, and “show up” in the scaling limit as vertices of infinite degree (often
known as hubs). However, since « > 1, with high probability we will not observe edges
directly joining two vertices of degree ®(n!/(**1)) and, indeed, the vertices of highest degree
will be typically well-separated. If E [D?] < oo, on the other hand, then max;<;<, D; =
op(n'/3) and there are no hubs in the limit.

An important property of the configuration model is that the pairing of the edges may be gen-
erated in a progressive manner. This makes possible the use of an exploration process in order
to capture properties of the (multi-)graph. We do this in a depth-first manner, conditionally
on the vertex-degrees, and making use of the arbitrary labelling we gave the half-edges, as
follows. Start from a vertex v chosen with probability proportional to its degree D,. We
will maintain a stack, namely an ordered list of half-edges which we have seen but not yet
explored. Put the D, half-edges attached to v onto this stack, in increasing order of label,
so that the lowest labelled half-edge is on top of the stack. At every subsequent step, if the
stack is non-empty, take the top half-edge and sample its pair uniformly at random from
those available (i.e. the others on the stack and those which we have not yet observed in our
exploration). If the pair half-edge belongs to a vertex w which has not yet been observed (i.e.
if the pair half-edge does not lie in the stack), remove the paired half-edges from the system,
and add the remaining D, — 1 half-edges attached to w to the top of the stack, again in in-
creasing order of label. If ever the stack becomes empty, select a new vertex with probability
proportional to its degree, and put all of its half-edges onto the stack. Repeat until the whole
graph has been exhausted. Notice that the stack is empty at the end of a step if and only if
we have reached the end of a component, and that in each step except the one at the start of
a component, we pair two half-edges. Let R" (k) be the size of the stack at step k. Then, for
example, we may read off the numbers of edges in the successive components as the lengths
minus 1 of the excursions above 0 of the process (R"(k),k > 0). It turns out that this process,
as we shall explain below, in fact encodes much more information about the multigraph.

Write |G| for the size of the vertex set of a graph G. For a connected graph G, write s(G)
for its surplus, that is how many more edges it has than any of its spanning trees (which
necessarily have |G| — 1 edges). Write G}, G}, ... for the connected components of G, (v),
in decreasing order of size, with ties broken arbitrarily. Similarly, write M}, M5, ... for the

ordered connected components of M, (v).
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2.2. The phase transition and critical behaviour of the component sizes. As we have already
mentioned, G,(v) undergoes a phase transition in its component sizes depending on its
parameters [51) 52, 42]. Indeed, if 6(v) < 1, then the largest connected component G} of

G (v) is such that |G}'|/n 0. On the other hand, if 6(v) > 1 then |G}|/n LA p(v), where
p(v) is some strictly positive constant. These results also hold for My, (v). To give an idea of
why the quantity 6(v) is important, imagine performing the depth-first exploration outlined
above, but ignoring any edges which create cycles. Then it is not hard to see that, at each
step which is not the start of a component, the degree of the vertex to which the half-edge
on the top of the stack connects (as long as it does not connect to something on the stack and
thus create a cycle) is a size-biased pick from among the remaining possibilities. So, at least
close to the beginning, the exploration process should look approximately like a branching
process with offspring distribution given by D* — 1, where P (D* = k) = kv /E [D;]. But
then 6(v) = E [D* — 1], and so the critical point for the approximating branching process is
indeed 6(v) = 1. Our interest is in this precisely critical case, and a significant part of this
paper is devoted to making the heuristic argument just outlined precise.

The following theorem, due to Joseph [43], summarises some of the possible behaviours for
the component sizes in the case 6(v) = 1. A version of part (i) was proved independently by
Riordan [56] (see below for further discussion). Let

Eﬁ: {(xl,xz,...) ERN:xy>x> ... 20,2x?<oo}.
i>1

Theorem 2.1. (i) Suppose  that P (D; =2) < 1, E|[D] = u and
E [D1(D; — 1)(D1 — 2)] = B. Let B be a standard Brownian motion, and let
(4) L= \/EBt — ﬂztz, t>0 and Ry=L;— inf L, t>0.
U 2u 0<s<t

Then
nR(GHLIGE )~ (@)
asn — oo in Ei, where (1,02, . ..) are the lengths of the excursions above 0 of the process
(Rt)t>0. The same result holds with (|G}|,|G5/, . ..) replaced by (|M}|, |M}],...).
(ii) Suppose that limy_,., k**2IP (D1 = k) = c for some constant ¢ > 0 and some & € (1,2), and
that IE [D1] = u. Let X be the process with independent increments whose law is specified by
its Laplace transform

t 00
_ A c 1 _xy
E [exp(—AX;)] = exp (/0 ds/0 dx(e”™ —1 +Ax)ﬁwe xs ”) ,A>0,t>0,
and let
(5) ft:Xt—M“, t>0 and Ry=Li— inf Ly t>0.
a(w —1)ps 0<s<t
Then

- d
n V(MY MG ) 5 (GG )
as n — oo in Ki, where (1,0, . ..) are the lengths of the excursions above 0 of the process
(Re) 0.

The sequences ({1,02,...) appearing in Theorem must, of course, have the same distri-
butions as the lengths of the excursions above 0 of the processes (R, t > 0) from the Intro-
duction. Indeed, the processes L defined in @) and have the same distributions as those
defined at (2) and (T)), respectively. We prove this in Proposition 3.2 below.
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Joseph [43] conjectures that Theorem [2.1| (ii) should also hold with M,,(v) replaced by G, (v).
We show in the sequel (Section that this is indeed true (this has been proved indepen-
dently by Dhara, van der Hofstad, van Leeuwaarden and Sen [32]). In consequence, all of our
scaling limit results hold interchangeably for G, (v) and M, (v).

The common structure exhibited by the two parts of Theorem [2.1|is no coincidence. In both
cases, the proof proceeds via an exploration of the graph similar to the one described ear-
lier. As outlined above, locally, the components resemble critical branching processes. Since
the components have small surplus, the lengths of the excursions of the stack-size process
above 0 approximately encode the component sizes. Moreover, the stack-size process behaves
approximately like a reflected random walk. A weak convergence result for the stack-size
process then yields the convergence of the component sizes.

Riordan [56], in fact, proves a more refined version of Theorem (i), but under the (non-
optimal) assumption that the degrees are bounded. Firstly, his results are stated for a uniform
(n)

random graph with a given n-dependent deterministic degree sequence (d;"’);>1, where the
moment conditions on D are replaced by appropriate convergence results for the moments of
the degree of a uniformly chosen vertex. In particular, he is able to consider the components
anywhere in the critical window, rather than precisely at 6 = 1. (We refer the reader to [56]
for the details.) Secondly, he takes account also of the surplus of each component. Jointly

with the convergence of the rescaled component sizes, he shows that

(s(G1),s(Gh),...) -5 (My, My, ....)

for a non-trivial random sequence (M, Ma,...) € Z]f. The sequence (M;, My, ...) is again
obtained using the process R in (@): on top of the graph of the random function R, superpose
a Poisson point process of intensity 1/u in the plane. Then M,; is the number of points falling
in the area beneath the excursion ¢; and above the x-axis, for i > 1.

The first result of this kind was proved by Aldous [7] for the Erd6s-Rényi random graph,
G(n,p) at its critical point. More precisely, consider the graph GER obtained by taking n
vertices and connecting any pair of them by an edge independently with probability p = 1/n.
Write GER’”, GER’”, ... for the components listed in decreasing order of size. Define L and R
as in (4) with p = u =1, let {1, (>, ... be the lengths of the excursions of R and let My, M, ...
be the numbers of points of a Poisson process of intensity 1 falling in each excursion.

Theorem 2.2 (Aldous [7]). Asn — oo,
(722 UGER L IGER™, ), (S(GER™),s(GE¥), ) =55 (@1, 2as- ), (M1, M, )

wherle the convergence is in éﬁ for the component sizes and in the sense of the product topology for the
surpluses.

The limit is the same as in Theorem [2.1|(i) in the case § = u = 1. This should be intuitively un-
surprising, since the vertex degrees in the Erd6s—Rényi random graph approximately behave
like i.i.d. Poisson(1) random variables, for which Theorem would apply with = u = 1.
(Aldous’ theorem in fact treats the whole critical window, i.e. G(1n,1/n + An~4/3) for A € R.

The effect is to introduce an extra drift of At into the process L; we omit the very similar
details for the sake of brevity.)

2.3. Branching processes and their metric space scaling limits. As alluded to above, the
components of our critical random graphs behave approximately like critical branching pro-

cess trees. It will be useful to spend a little time now exploring what happens in the true
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branching process setting, since what we do later will be analogous. Suppose that we take a
sequence of i.i.d. Galton—-Watson trees, with offspring distribution represented by some non-
negative random variable Y with E [Y] =1 and P (Y = 1) < 1. (This entails that each of the
trees has finite size almost surely.) We use the standard encoding of this forest in terms of its
Lukasiewicz path or depth-first walk, given by S(0) = 0 and S(k) = Y¥_,(Y; — 1) for k > 1 (see
Le Gall [45] or Duquesne and Le Gall [35] for more details). Here, as usual, we explore the
vertices of the forest in depth-first order, and Y; is the number of children of the ith vertex that
we visit; these get added to the stack to await processing. The stack-size process is essentially
a reflected version of S, given by (1 + S(k) — ming<j<x S(j))s>0- It is straightforward to see
that the individual trees correspond to excursions above the running minimum of (S(k))>o;
it is technically easier to work with the depth-first walk than with the stack-size process, since
S it is an unreflected random walk. An even more convenient encoding of the forest is given by
the height process, which tracks the generation of the successive vertices listed in depth-first
order. (It is, however, considerably harder to understand its distribution.) In terms of the
depth-first walk, the height process (G(n)),>0 is defined by G(0) = 0 and

(6) G(n) ::#{je{0,1,...,n—1}:S(j): min S(k)}.

j<k<n

The different trees now correspond to excursions above 0 of G.

The following generalised functional central limit theorem indicates some of the possible
scaling limits for S in this setting (see, for example, Theorem 3.7.2 of Durrett [36]).

Theorem 2.3. (i) Suppose that E[Y] = ¢? < co. Then

nY2(S(|nt]),t > 0) -5 (B, t > 0)

as n — oo, in D(Ry, R), where B is a standard Brownian motion.
(ii) Suppose that limy_,., kK* 1P (Y = k) = c for some constant ¢ > 0 and some a € (1,2). Then

n Ve (S([nt]), t > 0) -5 (Ly,t > 0)

as n — oo, in D(IR4, R), where L is a spectrally positive a-stable Lévy process, with Laplace
transform

E [exp(—ALt)] = exp (C;((j__f)))x”‘t> , A>0, t>0.

We now turn to the behaviour of the height process. In the Brownian case, this turns out to
be asymptotically the same as that of the reflected depth-first walk, up to a scaling constant.
In the stable case, however, matters are a little more complicated. Consider the a-stable Lévy
process L. Chapter 1 of Duquesne & Le Gall [35] shows that it is possible to make sense
of a corresponding continuous height process, defined as follows. First, for 0 < s < t, let

N

Lgt) =Lt — L_s)— and let Ms(t) = SUPy<, < iﬁ”. Then define H; to be the local time at level 0
of the process L) — M(*). We may choose the normalization in such a way that

1 t
7) Hy=lim- [ 1 ds

el0 € Jo MP-L<e}
in probability. Theorem 1.4.3 of [35] shows that H has continuous sample paths with prob-
ability 1, and so we may (and will) work with a continuous version in the sequel. Corollary

2.5.1 of [35] entails the following joint convergences.
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Theorem 2.4 (Duquesne & Le Gall [35]). (i) Suppose that E[Y] = 0> < co. Then
~1/2 ~1/2 d 2 o
(n=/2S(|nt]),n"""*G(|nt]),t >0) — <(7Bt, - (Bt Oggl%&) > O) .

asn — oo in D(Ry,R?).
(ii) Suppose that limy_,., K**1IP (Y = k) = c for some constant ¢ > 0 and some a € (1,2). Then
we have

(n=7#5([nt]), =D/ (|t ]), £ > 0) <5 (L, Hi t > 0)

as n — oo in D(R,R?).

There is also a conditional version of Theorem for the depth-first walk S" and height
process G" of a single Galton-Watson tree, conditioned to have total progeny n. (Let us
assume that P (Y =k) > 0 for all k > 0, so that the event of having total progeny n has
positive probability for all #; this is not really necessary, but will facilitate the statement of
the theorem.)

Theorem 2.5. (i) (Marckert & Mokkadem [47])). Suppose that E [Y] = 0 < oo. Then
(28" (|nt]),n " Y2G"(|nt]),0 <t <1) - (ae(t), ge(t),o <t< 1) ,

as n — oo in ID([0,1],R?), where e is a standard Brownian excursion.
(i) (Duquesne [34]). Suppose that limy_,c k1P (Y = k) = ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0 and
some a € (1,2). Then we have

(nfl/fxsn(LntJ),n*(“*l)/“G”(LntJ),t > 0) SN (e(t) h(t),0<t<1)

as n — o0 in ID([0, 1], R?), where e is a normalised excursion of L and h is the corresponding
normalised excursion of H.

We now describe briefly how a limiting height process excursion may be used to define a
limit R-tree (and the reader to the survey paper of Le Gall [45] for more details). Suppose
first that 1 : [0,{;] — R4 is any continuous function such that #(0) = h({;) = 0. Define a
pseudo-metric on [0, 1] via
dn(x,y) =h(x)+h(y) =2 min hz), xy €00

Define an equivalence relation ~ on [0,{;] by declaring x ~ y if dj(x,y) = 0. Now let
Tn = [0,{n]/~ and endow it with the distance d; in order to obtain a metric space. This
metric space is compact: one can easily check that it is a Hausdorff space, and that it is
sequentially compact. Then (7, d;) is the R-tree encoded by h. Write p;, : [0,¢4] — Ty,
for the canonical projection. We may additionally endow (7}, d;) with a natural “uniform”
measure i having total mass (j, obtained as the push-forward of the Lebesgue measure on
[0, )] onto the tree. Write M for the space of compact metric spaces each endowed with a
finite (non-negative) Borel measure, up to measure-preserving isometry. We equip M with
the Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov distance dgyp, defined as follows. (See Section 2.1 of [3]
for more details and proofs of the results claimed below, as well as further references to the
literature.) Let (X,d, u) and (X', d’, u’') be elements of M. We say that C is a correspondence
between X and X’ if C € X x X’ and, whenever x € X, there exists x’ € X’ such that
(x,x") € C and vice versa. The distortion of the correspondence C is

dist(C) := sup{|d(x1, x2) —d'(x, x5)| : (x1,x}), (x2,%5) € C}.
10



Write C(X, X') for the set of correspondences between X and X'. Write M(X, X’) for the set
of non-negative Borel measures on X x X'. Write p and p’ for the canonical projections from
X x X' to X and X' respectively. We define the discrepancy of m € M (X, X') with respect to p
and ' to be

disc(rt; p, p') = || — purt|| + |1 — plrl],

where ||v|| is the total variation of the signed measure v. We define the Gromov-Hausdorff-
Prokhorov distance by

deur (X, d, u), (X, d', 1)) :=

1
o i —dist(C) Vv di S, ARV ce .
CEC(X/X')l,nneM(X,X’) {2 ist(C) V disc(7t; p, p') v 7t( )}

Then (M, dgpp) is a Polish space. We observe a very useful upper bound for the Gromov-
Hausdorff-Prokhorov distance between R-trees encoded by continuous excursions:

deur ((Th, dis in), (Tg, dg, pg))

® szmax{ sup [h(x) = g(x)], sup h(x)+ sup g(x)é@—ég\},

0<x<{pAgq CnN\Gg<x<lj CnN\lg<x<(g

The random R-trees encoded by 2e for « = 2 and h for a € (1,2) are known as the Brownian
continuum random tree, for which we will write (7),d(?)) (with mass measure 1)), and the
a-stable tree, for which we will write (7(®),d(®)) (with mass measure (%)), respectively. (Note
that because of our choice of Laplace exponent, this is a constant multiple of the usual a-
stable tree.) We note the important point that, for any a € (1,2], the mass measure u® is
concentrated on the leaves of 7 ().

Let T,, be our Galton-Watson tree conditioned to have size n. The natural way to take a
scaling limit of the tree itself is to consider it as a metric space using the graph distance d,,.
Create a (probability) measure y, by assigning mass 1/n to each vertex of T,,. An important
consequence of Theorem [2.5|and the bound (8) is the following.

Theorem 2.6. (i) Suppose that E[Y] = 0% < co. Then

s d 2 42 )
<Tn; \/ﬁdn,‘un> — (T ,d ,]/l ).

as n — oo for the Gromov—Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology.
(ii) Suppose that limy_,, k1P (Y = k) = c for some constant ¢ > 0 and some a € (1,2). Then

(T 0y, ) 5 (T, ), 1)),

as n — oo for the Gromov—Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology.

Returning now to the setting of Theorem the excursions of the limiting height process
can heuristically be thought of as defining a forest of random IR-trees. (Since there is neither
a shortest nor a longest excursion, there is no sensible way to list these trees. For definiteness,
let us instead think of restricting to an interval [0, ] in time, for which there is a longest
excursion, and then list the trees in decreasing order of size.) Using the scaling properties
of the underlying Lévy processes, these consist of randomly rescaled copies of the Brownian
continuum random tree in case (i) or a-stable trees in case (ii), respectively. We refer to these

as the Brownian and stable forests.
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2.4. Our method. Our approach to proving Theorem [1.1]is as follows. Firstly, we show that
the law of the depth-first walk of the graph is (up to a small error) absolutely continuous
with respect to that of a centred random walk which is in the domain of attraction of the
spectrally positive a-stable Lévy process L. This enables us to give an alternative (and per-
haps more “conceptual”) proof of Theorem We also show that the convergence of the
depth-first walk can be boosted to a joint convergence with the corresponding height process.
The joint convergence of this pair of coding functions in the setting of a sequence of i.i.d.
Galton-Watson trees, Theorem is a highly non-trivial result. The corresponding result
in our setting, however, follows relatively straightforwardly from Theorem [2.4] via absolute
continuity and some integrability lemmas.

The height process is the key ingredient in proving a metric space convergence for these
graphs, and allows us to show the convergence of a spanning forest of our graph. In order
to obtain the full metric space convergence, we must also control the edges which form
cycles. We call these back-edges. We prove that the number of back-edges edges in the “large
components” is a tight quantity. This firstly allows us to resolve Conjecture 8.5 of Joseph [43],
by showing that all of the above results extend to the case where the multigraph is conditioned
to be simple. Secondly, we are able to capture the full graph structure by tracking also
the locations of these back-edges in the spanning forest. We finally show that all of these
quantities can be passed through to the limit in such a way that we get convergence to the
stable graph.

2.5. Related work on scaling limits of critical random graphs, universality, and open prob-
lems. This paper is a contribution to a now extensive literature on scaling limits of critical
random graphs. In this section, we will place our work in context by giving a summary of
related results.

As mentioned above, the first critical random graph to be studied from the perspective of
scaling limits was the Erd6s-Rényi random graph, in the work of Aldous [7], who considered
both component sizes and surpluses. Addario-Berry, Broutin and Goldschmidt [2} 1] built on
Aldous” work in order to prove convergence to the § = y = 1 Brownian graph, in the sense
of an ¢* version of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance. (It is straightforward to improve this to
a convergence in an /4 version of the Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov distance, which appears
as Theorem 4.1 of Addario-Berry, Broutin, Goldschmidt & Miermont [3].)

Several models have been proved to lie in the same universality class as the Erdés—Rényi
random graph, which is roughly characterised by the property that the degree of a uniformly
chosen vertex converges to a limit with finite third moment. Already in [7], Aldous had,
in fact, also considered another model: a rank-one inhomogeneous random graph in which,

(n)

for each n > 1, we are given a sequence of weights wn) = (w§”),w§”), ...,wy’) and each
pair of vertices {i,j} is connected independently with probability 1 — exp(—q(”)wl(n)w](")), for
1 <i,j < n. Such graphs may be constructed dynamically by assigning an exponential clock
to each potential edge and including the edge when the clock rings. It is straightforward
to see that, in consequence, the component sizes then evolve according to the multiplicative
coalescent. In his Proposition 4, Aldous gave conditions on sequences (w(™,q("),~; for
which one gets convergence of the rescaled component weights to the same limit as for the
component sizes in the Erd6s—Rényi case. These results were generalised by Bhamidi, van
der Hofstad and van Leeuwaarden [23] (following on from work of van der Hofstad [59]) to
give convergence of the rescaled component sizes in the Norros—Reittu model [54] (for which

g above is replaced by 1/ Y1, wf”)) to the sequence ({1, (2, ...) appearing in Theorem
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(i), with a general f and p. The convergence of the component sizes was also treated in a
similar setting but with i.i.d. vertex weights by Turova [58].

Nachmias and Peres [53] proved the convergence of the rescaled component sizes for crit-
ical percolation on a random d-regular graph, for d > 3, to the excursion lengths of the
reflected Brownian motion with parabolic drift for appropriate g and p. As we have already
detailed above, Riordan [56] and Joseph [43] proved analogous results for the critical con-
figuration model with asymptotic degree distribution possessing finite third moment, with
Riordan treating the surpluses as well as the component sizes. Dhara, van der Hofstad, van
Leeuwaarden and Sen [30] improved these results to give the scaling limit of the sizes and
the surpluses under a minimal set of conditions on the (deterministic) vertex degrees, which
essentially amount to the convergence in distribution of the degree of a uniform vertex, along
with the convergence of its third moment. In a somewhat different direction, Bhamidi, Budhi-
raja and Wang [16] considered critical random graphs generated by Achlioptas processes [25]
with bounded size rules. They again proved convergence of the rescaled component sizes,
along with the surpluses, as a process evolving in the critical window, building on results
for the barely subcritical regime proved in [17]. Federico [37] has recently proved a scaling
limit for the component sizes of the random intersection graph which is related to that of the
Erd6s—-Rényi model.

Turning now to the metric structure, very general results concerning the domain of attraction
of the Brownian graph have been proved by Bhamidi, Broutin, Sen and Wang [15], building
on earlier work for the Norros—Reittu model by Bhamidi, Sen and Wang [21]. In particular,
[15] gives a set of sufficient conditions under which one obtains convergence in the Gromov-
Hausdorff-Prokhorov sense to the Brownian graph. It is also demonstrated in that paper
that these conditions are fulfilled for certain critical inhomogeneous random graphs (of the
stochastic block model variety), and for critical percolation on a supercritical configuration
model with finite third moment degree distribution. A crucial role is played by dynamical
constructions of the graphs in question, and by the idea that some pertinent statistic of the
evolving graph may be well approximated by the multiplicative coalescent. Bhamidi and
Sen [20] later proved convergence to the Brownian graph for the critical configuration model
(rather than for percolation on the supercritical case) in the Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov
sense, under the same set of minimal conditions as in [30], and used it to deduce geometric
properties of the vacant set left by a random walk on various models of graph.

We have mentioned a few examples of critical percolation on graphs for which the resulting
cluster sizes lie in the universality class of the Brownian graph. This is expected to be true in
much greater generality: for a wide variety of finite base graphs which are sufficiently “high
dimensional”, although the percolation critical point will be model-dependent, the behaviour
in the vicinity of that critical point should essentially be the same as in the mean-field case
of percolation on the complete graph, i.e. the Erd6s—Rényi model. We refer the reader to the
book of Heydenreich and van der Hofstad [39] for an in-depth discussion of this universality
conjecture.

The results of the present paper primarily concern cases where the degree of a uniformly
chosen vertex has infinite third moment and a power-law tail with exponenta +1 € (2,3), and
in this context the picture is more complicated. As in the Brownian case, it is to be expected
that, as long as the degree of a uniformly chosen vertex has the right properties, we should get
the same scaling limit irrespective of precisely which model we consider. It is technically more
straightforward to consider rank-one inhomogeneous random graphs than the configuration
model. In the context of component sizes, this was first done by Aldous and Limic [8] for

13



the rank-one model treated by Aldous in [7] but with appropriately altered conditions on the
weight sequence. These different conditions correspond to different extremal entrance laws
for the multiplicative coalescent. Aldous and Limic obtained the analogue of Theorem [2.1] for
the component weights, where the limit is now given by the ordered lengths of the excursions
above the running infimum of the thinned Lévy process,

(9) (KBt + At + Zl?i(]l{EiSt} - l9it)> ’
i>1 t>0

where E; ~ Exp(9;) foreachi > 1,k > 0, A € R, and ¢; > ¢, > ... > 0 is a sequence
such that } ;- 19? < oo and, if x = 0, also Yis1 191.2 = oo. This was extended in the xk = 0
case by Bhamidi, van der Hofstad and van Leeuwaarden [24] to give the convergence of the
component sizes for the Norros—Reittu model with a specific weight sequence. Heuristically,
the choice of entrance law for the multiplicative coalescent is determined by the properties
of the barely subcritical graph. For the configuration model, the first work in the power-law
setting was that of Joseph [43] detailed above for the case of i.i.d. degrees. The convergence of
the sizes and surpluses for much more general (deterministic) degree sequences were treated
by Dhara, van der Hofstad, van Leeuwaarden and Sen [32], with the possible scaling limits
being driven by the same x = 0 thinned Lévy processes as in the Norros—Reittu model.

A significant challenge in obtaining a metric space convergence in the power-law setting is
that one often does not have direct access to a scaling limit result for the height process of
the spanning forest discovered by a depth-first exploration. (That we have such a result in
the case of i.i.d. degrees is of considerable help to us.) The first metric space scaling limit
in the power-law setting was obtained by Bhamidi, van der Hofstad and Sen [22] for the
Norros—Reittu model with the specific weight sequence used in [24]. Here, the convergence
is in the product Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov sense, and the limit object is constructed by
making vertex identifications in tilted inhomogeneous continuum random trees (of the sort
introduced by Aldous and Pitman in [9]).

Broutin, Duquesne and Wang [27, 28] use a very different approach in order to prove a unified
metric space scaling limit for the Norros—Reittu model with very general weight sequences.
They are able to treat situations where the scaling limit of the depth-first walk is a thinned
Lévy process for any k > 0, A € R and sequence (8,8, ...), recovering the generality of
Aldous and Limic’s paper [8]. They embed spanning subtrees of the components of the graph
inside a forest of Galton-Watson trees, and exploit the convergence of this (bigger) forest on
rescaling to the sequence of R-trees encoded by a Lévy process (as in Duquesne and Le
Gall [35]), whose height process also converges. This enables them to obtain the convergence
of the height process of the true spanning forest in the Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov sense;
the surplus edges can also be tracked, in order to obtain a product Gromov-Hausdorff-
Prokhorov convergence of the whole ordered sequence of graph components.

Let us finally turn to the work of Bhamidi, Dhara, van der Hofstad and Sen [19], who proved
a metric space scaling limit analogous to that of [22] for critical percolation on a supercritical
configuration model. Among the settings studied so far, theirs is the closest to ours, although
the technical content is rather different. Their work relies on a connection to the multiplica-
tive coalescent that, in particular, requires the careful analysis of susceptibility functions in
the barely subcritical regime; we do not need to study the latter at all. We will describe their
setting precisely, in order to provide a comparison with Theorem They take a (deter-
ministic) degree sequence 9,05, ..., such that ' ; 97 is even and, if ©, is the degree of a
typical vertex, then
14



(1) nil/("‘“)bf‘ — % as n — oo for each i > 1, where 8 > &, > ... > 0 is such that
Yz 9 < cobut ¥jmq 87 = o;

(i) Dy, i> ® as n — oo, along with the convergence of its first two moments, for some
random variable ® withP(® =1) >0, E[Q] =pand E[9(® —-1)]/E[®] =0 > 1,
and

lim lim sup n3/(at1) Z (0’»‘)3 =0.

1
K=eo 0 i>K+1

Let 0, = E[9,(D, —1)] /E [D,] (which, by (ii), converges to § > 1). They then perform
percolation at parameter

for some A € R, which yields a graph in the critical window. In this setting, their Theo-
rem 2.2 is the precise analogue of our Theorem [1.1/ but with the convergence in the product
Gromov-weak topology and with the limit object ((G;, d;, pt;),i > 1) constructed by making
vertex identifications in the tilted inhomogeneous continuum random trees mentioned above.
Subsequent to the first version of our paper, this convergence has been improved to a prod-
uct Gromov-Hausdorff-Prokhorov convergence under an extra technical condition in [18]. A
precise description of the limit object would be too lengthy to undertake here, but it is instruc-
tive to compare the scaling limit of the depth-first walk in the two settings. For us, this is the
measure-changed stable Lévy process L; for Bhamidi, Dhara, van der Hofstad and Sen it is
the thinned Lévy process in (9) with x = 0. To make the connection between the results, sup-
pose now we take © such that P(® =1) >0, E[Q] =, E[9(®—-1)]/E[®] =6 > 1 and
P(®=k)~ ck=%72, Let 9],...,0; be an ordered sample of i.i.d. random variables ©1,..., D,
with the same distribution as ©. Then conditions (i) and (ii) above are satisfied almost surely
for some sequence of random variables ¢, %, . .. (see Section 2.2 of [32]). Perform percolation
at parameter p = 1/6 to obtain new degrees D1, D5, ..., D, which are mildly dependent but
whose ordered version behaves very similarly to the order statistics of a i.i.d. sample which
satisfy the conditions of our theorem. (In particular, using results of Janson [41], such mild
dependence can be shown to have a negligible effect on the properties of the graph.) Then it
should be the case that Bhamidi, Dhara, van der Hofstad and Sen’s limit object is the same
as the stable graph. In particular, the process defined at (9) with ¥ = 0 and A = 0 should,
for this particular random sequence (91,9, ...), have the same law as L. Similarly, if it is the
case that the scaling limit is the same as for the analogous inhomogeneous random graph
setting, then our limit object should also coincide with a particular annealed version of that
of Broutin, Duquesne and Wang [27, 28].

It is perhaps worth emphasising that, in contrast to the bulk of the other papers cited here, the
multiplicative coalescent (and its relationship to percolation) appears nowhere in our proofs,
and is conceptually absent from our approach.

Let us now give a list of open problems and conjectures arising from our work.

(i) Prove that the stable graph is, indeed, an annealed version of the limit object from [19]
or [27,28].

(ii) The convergence in our main theorem occurs with respect to the product Gromov-
Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology. For sequences A = (A1, Az,...) and B = (By, By, ...)

of compact measured metric spaces, we may obtain stronger topologies using the
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distances

1/p
(10) dist,(A,B) = (Z dGHP(AirBi)p>
i>1
for p > 1. For the Erd6s-Rényi random graph, the analogous convergence to the
Brownian graph holds in the sense of dist;. We conjecture that it should be possible
to improve our main result for a € (1,2] to a convergence in the sense of dist,, /(a—1)-

(iif) One reason for wanting to prove such a result is that it would imply the convergence in
distribution of the diameter of the whole graph (i.e. the largest distance between any
two vertices in the same component). In order to prove convergence in disty, /(,—1), we
would need bounds on the component diameters in terms of powers of their sizes for
the whole graph (we can do this for the parts explored up to time O(n*/ (1)) using
the methods of this paper, but that is not sufficient). A finer understanding of the
barely subcritical regime for the configuration model would presumably help to resolve
this issue.

(iv) As shown in Proposition the measure change used in this paper makes sense for
a large family of spectrally positive Lévy processes (see Section |1| for the precise con-
ditions). Any such Lévy process may be intuitively thought of as encoding a forest
of continuum trees, although the analogue of Theorem [2.4{ holds only with the impo-
sition of extra regularity conditions (see Theorem 2.3.1 of [35]). Is it possible to find
a sequence of degree distributions (v"),>1, depending now on n and such that the

regularity conditions are satisfied, so that if we take DYZ),. .oy D,(f) to be i.i.d. random
variables with distribution v then we get convergence of our discrete measure change
to its continuum analogue? Or does the self-similarity inherent in the Brownian and
stable settings play a key role? If a generalisation to the Lévy case is possible, what
is the connection to thinned Lévy processes, or to the approach of Broutin, Duquesne
and Wang [27, 28]]?

For simplicity we have restricted our attention in this paper to the case where 6(v) = 1.
The critical window is obtained by considering the situation where the degrees DY, ..., D,
are i.i.d. but now with some n-dependent degree distribution v", such that IE [D}] — u for
some p as n — 00, O(v") = 1+ An~(@"1/(+1) and P (DI = k) ~ ck~*~2 as k — oo, for some
fixed A € R. An extension of our approach to this regime has very recently been made by
Donderwinkel [33].

2.6. Plan of the rest of the paper. In Section [3, we study the process L which gives rise to
the stable graph. In particular, we establish the local absolute continuity relation between L
and L, and present some results in excursion theory. The section concludes with the proof of
Theorem In Section [4] we study a forest which is closely related to M, (v). We show that
the absolute continuity relation (1), (2) may be seen as the limit of a discrete measure change
between the degrees in the order we observe them when we explore this forest in a depth-first
manner and an ii.d. sequence of random variables whose law is the size-biased version of
v. The main result of this section is Theorem which gives the joint convergence of the
depth-first walk and height process of the discrete forest to their continuum counterparts. In
Section 5, we explore the multigraph M,,(v) in a depth-first manner, and record its structure
via coding functions close to those of the forest in Section [}, and show their convergence in
law. We also deal with the occurrence of the back-edges, and prove that M, (v) and G, (v)
cannot have different scaling limits. We must then extract the individual components of the
graph in decreasing order of size, and prove that their individual coding functions converge.

We adapt an approach of Aldous [7] using size-biased point processes; this is perhaps the
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most technical part of the paper. Section |5 culminates in the proof of Theorem The
contains various technical results. In particular, in Section [T we give a formulation
of the measure change in (1) and (2) for a general class of Lévy processes, which may be of
independent interest. In Section |4, we show the natural result that a single component of
G, (v) or My, (v) conditioned to have size | xn®/(**1) | has a component of the a-stable graph of
size x as its scaling limit.

3. THE LIMIT OBJECT: THE STABLE GRAPH

3.1. An absolute continuity relation for spectrally positive a-stable Lévy processes. We
begin by discussing the coding function R discovered by Joseph [43], which was defined in
@). Fix « € (1,2), u € (1,2) and ¢ > 0. Recall that L is the spectrally positive a-stable Lévy
process having Lévy measure 71(dx) = ﬁx_(““)dx. This process has Laplace transform

E [exp(—AL:)] = exp(t¥(A)), A>0, t>0,

where - c
T(A)::/‘ C @ gy 1 4 Ax) = 1A%,
0 U M
with
_I(2—-a)
Y oa(e—1)7
Recall also that X is the unique process with independent increments such that

t [<9)
E [exp(—AX;)] = exp </0 ds/0 dx(e™ -1+ )\x);xﬂ}ﬂe"s/"> , A>0, t>0.

Let
o
At - _CtX —_—

o

and define

Ly = X, + Ay
We observe that X is a martingale and A is a finite-variation process, so this is, in fact, the
Doob-Meyer decomposition of the process L.

Proposition 3.1. We have
Ly — —oc0 a.s.

ast — oo.

Proof. Lemma B.3 of Joseph [43] gives the convergence in probability; we adapt his argument.
Since A; is deterministic and tends to —oo, it will be sufficient to prove that
limsupt *X; =0 as.
t—oc0
Consider a Poisson point process on R x R of intensity

Ex—(atl)p=xs/p g dx,

H
with points {(s,As)}. Let X(1) be the martingale arising from compensating the jumps of
magnitude at most 1, formally defined as the e — 0 limit of the family {X(1¢),e > 0} of
processes given by

X(LE) _ AT _ td 1d E —a,—xs/
t —Z sdle<n <)} 0 S . x]/lx e ,

s<t
17



and let
X% = Y Aslp sy —/

s<t 0

t %) c
ds/ dx—x e *s/H,
1 H

Then X; = Xt(l) + Xt(z). By Doob’s L?-inequality, we have

2
sup Xs(l)’
0<s<t

For every s > 0,

/1 dx Sx—(a=1)p=xs/p — gu—2 /S/y _C ) gy, < Mstx—{
0 U 0 U o

2
| (enl)
0<s<t

for some constant C > 0. Hence, applying Markov’s inequality, we get

P sup Xgl)‘ > plat)/2) < E
n—1<s<n

As this is summable in 7, the Borel-Cantelli lemma gives that

P| sup
n—1<s<n

Since « > 1, it follows that

E

t 1
< 4E (X(l))2 =4[ ds | dxSx@De=xs/n,
f o Jo u

and so

S Ctﬂéfl

Xﬁl)) > plat1)/2 i.o.> —0.

(1)

limsupt™X,” =0 as.
t—o0

Turning now to X () for all t > 0 we have the straightforward bound
sup XS(Z) < Z AsTip>1y-
t>0 >0

The right-hand side has expectation

/oo ds /oo dxgx""e’xs/" = c/Oo dx x~ (@) /Oo dsfe”‘s/" = c/oo x~ @t gy — E.
0 1 U 1 0 U 1 o

Since the jumps are all non-negative, this computation also entails that

inf X% > -,
t>0 e

Hence by Markov’s inequality, we have for all n > 1:

P sup Xs(z)‘ > n(ﬂé+1)/2 < ¢
n—1<s<n

@iz
As for X1, the Borel-Cantelli lemma gives that

lim sup t*”‘Xt(z) =0 a.s.

t—o0

The result follows. |

The main purpose of this section is to expand considerably our understanding of the pro-
cesses L and R. Our first new result says that the law of the process L is absolutely continuous

with respect to the law of the Lévy process L on compact time-intervals.
18



Proposition 3.2. For every t > 0, we have the following absolute continuity relation: for every
non-negative integrable functional f : ID([0,t],R) — R,

~ 1 t tﬂé+1
E |:f(LS,O S S S t):| = |:eXp (-H/O SdLS — CD‘W) f(LS,O S S S t) .

This proposition is a consequence of a more general change of measure for spectrally positive
Lévy processes, Proposition [ 18] which is proved in the [Appendix below.

In the Brownian case, we instead have L; = \/E B;, where B is a standard Brownian motion,

(11) I - \/EBt _ zflztz,

and Proposition [ 18| gives
~ 1t
E [f(LS,O <s< t)} =E [exp (_}1/0 sdLs — 6";t3t3> f(L,0<s< t)] .

In order to harmonise notation, let us define C; := /2, so that Proposition is valid as
stated for all « € (1,2].

Remark 3.3. The absolute continuity cannot be extended to t = oo: the process (L, t > 0) is
recurrent whereas, by Proposition |3.1| for « € (1,2) or for & = 2, we have Ly — —oo a.s.

as t — oo. (In particular, (eXP (‘% Jo sdLs - C“ﬁ

uniformly integrable.)

> O) is a martingale which is not

Recall that H is the height process which corresponds to L. Then for any a € (1,2], we may
define a pair (L H) of processes via change of measure as follows: for suitable test-functions
f:D([0,#], R)?> = R,

~ o~ 1 t Cattx+1
E [f(Li, 0 <u <] =F |exp _V/O sl — oyt ) (b Hu 0 < w < 1

3.2. Excursion theory. We begin with some notation. Write ID; (R}, R ) for the space of
cadlag functions f : Ry — R4 with only positive jumps. We write £ for the space of
excursions, that is

E={eecDy(Ry,Ry):3t>0s.t.e(s) >0fors € (0,t) and e(s) = 0 for s > t}.

For ¢ € &, let {(¢) be the lifetime of ¢, that is the smallest ¢ such that ¢(s) = 0 for s > t. Let
E* = £ U {9}, where the extra state, 9, represents the empty excursion, with {(9) = 0.

Let Iy = info<s<¢ Ls. It is standard that the process —I acts as a local time at 0 for the reflected
Lévy process (L; — info<s<t Ls,t > 0) (see Chapter VII of Bertoin [14] or Section 1.1.2 of
Duquesne and Le Gall [35]). Indeed, we may decompose the path of the reflected process
into excursions above 0. Now write

op=inf{t >0:1; < -/},
so that (07, £ > 0) is the inverse local time. We observe that oy is a stopping time for the (usual
augmentation of the) natural filtration of (L;)¢>¢. For £ > 0, write
L0 _ {(€+ Ly, +u,0<u<oy—op_) ifoy—op->0

d otherwise.
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Then the following theorem is standard (see Theorem VII.1.1 of Bertoin [14], converting from
the spectrally negative case, or Miermont [49] for a convenient reference).

Theorem 3.4. (a) The inverse local time process (oy, ¢ > 0) is a stable subordinator of index 1/«
and, more specifically, with Lévy measure
1/«
# x Vg,

CY*ar(1—1/a)
(b) There exists a o-finite measure IN on € such that the point measure on R x & given by

(12) Z 5(5,8(5))

§>0:05—05—>0
is a Poisson random measure of intensity d¢ @ IN(de). Moreover, the excursion measure IN
satisfies
1/«

N(E(e) €d) = o If‘(l - 1/a)x—1—1/a i

Consider the excursions occurring before time 0y. With probability 1, only finitely many of
these are longer than 7 in duration for any # > 0. So, in particular, they may be listed in

decreasing order of length as (254),1' >1).

Since L is self-similar, it is possible to make sense of normalised versions of N i.e. N (.) =
IN(|¢(e) = x), which are probability measures. (Again see Miermont [49] for more details.)
For example, the law of ¢ under N() is the same as the law of

((e/2(@) " e(¢(e)s/x),0 <5 < x)

under N(-|Z(e) > #) for any fixed 5 > 0. In particular, we have that under IN(), the rescaled
excursion (x~/*e(xu),0 < u < 1) has the same law as e under N(), It follows that the
excursions &) appearing in may be thought of in two parts: as their lengths {(e®*)) =
0s — 05— and their normalised “shapes” e(*) := (g(e<5>)—1/“e<5>(g(e<5>)u),0 <u< 1) where,

crucially, the collection of shapes (e(s),s > 0) is independent of the collection of excursion
lengths ({(e®)),s > 0). We will write [Ey for the expectation with respect to IN(*).

We observe that the excursions of the Lévy process L above its running infimum and the
excursions of the height process H are in one-to-one correspondence and have the same
lengths. In particular, we can make sense of an excursion of the height process h derived
from e, under IN or its conditioned versions. The scaling relation for the height process is
that under N®) the rescaled excursion (x~(*~1/*h(xu),0 < u < 1) has the same law as h
under NV, The usual stable tree is encoded by (a scalar multiple of) a height process with the
distribution of h under N(),

Much of this structure can be transferred into our setting, by absolute continuity. Recall that
thzt— inf ZS, tZO
0<s<t
We will make use of the following properties.
Lemma 3.5. The following statements hold almost surely.
(i) For each € > 0, R has only finitely many excursions of length greater than or equal to €.
(ii) The set {t : Ry = 0} has Lebesgue measure 0.

(iii) If (11, 71) and (Ip, o) are excursion-intervals of R and 1y < I, then le > Elz-
20



(iv) Fora >0, let B, = {b > a: L,_ = inf,<,<}, Ls }. Then B, does not intersect the set of jump
times of L.

Proof. Part (i) is a consequence of Lemma B.3 of Joseph [43]. For parts (ii), (iii) and (iv), we
first argue that the claimed properties are almost surely true for the Lévy process L and then
use absolute continuity to deduce them for L.

The analogues of both (ii) and (iii) are standard for L (see, for example, Chapter VII of
Bertoin [14]; indeed, these properties are necessary for Theorem to work). It follows
by absolute continuity that P (Leb({s <f: R; =0}) =0) =1 and

P (le > le for all (I1,71), (I, 72) excursion-intervals of R with I; < I < t) =1,
for fixed t > 0. But then (ii) and (iii) follow by monotone convergence.

By the stationarity and independence of increments of L, it is sufficient to prove (iv) for a = 0.
But this then follows from Corollary 1 of Rogers [57]. In particular, if we let J be the set of
jump-times of L, by absolute continuity we get P (B, N [0,t] N J # @) = 0 for any ¢t > 0. By
monotone convergence again, we obtain IP (B, N J # @) = 0. 0

Let Tt = infp<s<; fs. As for the reflected stable process, we have that —T acts as a local time
at 0 for R. We write (dy,¢ > 0) with 0, = inf{t > 0 : I < —{} for the inverse local time,
(8, ¢ > 0) for the collection of excursions above 0, indexed by local time (with &Y = 9 if
oy — 0oy = 0), and (E“),E > 0) for their shapes. In order to understand the laws of these
quantities, we first need to prove two preliminary results, Lemma [3.6{and Proposition

Lemma 3.6. Let « € (1,2]. Then for any 6 > 0,

Epo [exp (9 /0 1e(t)dt)} < oo.

Proof. This is well known in the & = 2 case; see, for example, Section 13 of Janson [40]. For
« € (1,2), observe that

1
/ e(t)dt < sup e(t).
0 te[0,1]

By Theorem 9 of Kortchemski [44] (see also the discussion at the top of the 12th page), for
any ¢ € (0, -%7), there exist constants C;, C; > 0 such that

N [ sup e(t) > u | < Crexp(—Coud),
t€[0,1]

for every u > 0. (Note that since Kortchemski works with the Lévy process having Laplace

exponent A%, his normalised excursions are a constant scaling factor different from ours. But

this changes the bound only by a constant.) Since we may take § > 1, the result follows. [

For t > 0 write

1 t Cat“H
D(t) :=exp (_V/O sdLs — WW) .

In Lemma [17]in the we show that @ is a particular instance of a family of expo-
nential martingales for spectrally positive Lévy processes.
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Proposition 3.7. Let « € (1,2]. For any ¢ > 0 we have that (®(t A oy),t > 0) is a uniformly
integrable martingale and, thus, E [®(0y)] = 1.

Proof. By Lemmaw1th 6 = , vy=46=0and (dx) = } x~ (@1 dyx, the process (®(t),t > 0)
is a non-negative martingale of mean 1. Since for any ¢ > 0, oy is a stopping time for L and
since ® has right-continuous trajectories, (®(f A oy),t > 0) is a martingale with respect to the
natural filtration of L. So by the almost sure martingale convergence theorem, we must have
P(t Noy) — P(0y) almost surely as t — oo. Then (P(t Aoy),t > 0) is uniformly integrable
if and only if this convergence also holds in L!. By Fatou’s lemma, we get IE [®(0y)] < 1, so
that ®(oy) is integrable. Now, for any ¢t > 0,

E [|P(0y) — (t Aoy)|] = E [|P(07) — P(H)[1g,51] < E [@(00)1g,opy] +E [P(H)Lig,51] -

Observe that by the definition of the measure-changed process, we have E [CID(t)]l{Uptﬂ =
IP (g, > t). So

E [|®(07) = D(tA0p)|] <P (0¢ > t) + E [®(07) Lig,p] -
Since ®(0y) is integrable (and hence uniformly integrable) and since 0; < oo almost surely, we

have lim;_,e E [®(07)L(s,~1)] = 0. By Proposition 3.1, we have that L; — —oco almost surely
as t — o0, and so 0y < co almost surely. So lim;_,o P (07 > t) = 0 and we get

E[|®(0y) —D(tAay)|] =0

as t — oo. Hence, (®(t Aoy),t > 0) is uniformly integrable and, in particular, we may deduce
that E [®(0y)] = 1. O

We are now in a position to characterise the joint law of (05,0 < s < ¢) and (E(S),s < /). We
will find it convenient to list the excursions occurring before local time ¢ has been accumu-

lated in decreasing order of length, as (E{if),i > 1). Proposition [3.7] implies that we may use
the Radon-Nikodym derivative ®(t) to change measure at the random times 0;. As earlier,

we write (856),1' > 1) for the excursions of L occurring before time 0y in decreasing order of

length. For an excursion ¢ € £* = £ U {9}, write a( fo u)du for its area.

Proposition 3.8. For suitable test functions f and g1,$2, 3, ..., and any n > 1, we have

E|f@0<s<0]]g (Eﬁf))]
i=1
¢ a+1
exp (;/ o dr — (CM> flos,0<s<0)
0

o+ 1)]/1“+1
exp ( Jale S“)) gi (") 'ae%” .
~{0)

exp( 2”85[ )‘ ),k >n
]>n
In particular, the excursions (€;,i > 1) are conditionally independent given their lengths. Moreover,
for any i > 1 and any suitable test function g,

Ene [exp (£ [y e °)
Bl (@) ) o] - [ean(Ofo ))} |
— Ena [exp (X1;/ fo e(t) dt) xl/%('/x))]
Eno [exp (XHW fo dt)} |

22

=E

H]E




Proof. By integration by parts and writing Ls = I; + (Ls — I;), noting that L,, = —/, we get

0y
—;/[des_m /Ld E‘TM /Isds+ /  — 1)d
0

Changing variable in the middle term, and using the fact that I,, = —s, we obtain

g"u /Iggdas—i— / (L — ) M—/ sdos + — / (Ls— 1)

Another mtegratlon by parts yields that this is equal to

1 r¢ 1 roe
f/ asds+—/ (Ls — I,)ds.
1 Jo 1 Jo

Finally, we can integrate the excursions of L — I separately to obtain that this is equal to

1 /¢ 1
— | ods+— Y a(e
V/OUSS a(e

s</l
Hence,
13 (o) = 7/ dr + — ()t |
(13) (07) = exp (V i 7, r—l—yséa(s ) Ca D
Now,

E

exp ( Y a(e® )ﬁfl (sge)) ‘(JS,OSSSE)]
M i=1

As discussed below Theorem [3.4} the excursions of the stable Lévy process are conditionally

independent given their lengths, which yields the first expression in the statement of the
proposition. The final statement is an immediate consequence of the scaling property for
stable excursions; we observe that this change of measure for the excursions is well-defined

by Lemma

Lemma (i) implies that we can list all the excursions of R in decreasing order of length:
write (&;,i > 1) for this list. Write (h;,i > 1) for the corresponding height process excursions.

Proposition 3.9. The pairs of excursions (&, hii > 1) are conditionally independent given their
lengths ({(€;),i > 1), with law specified by

Ene |exp f ¢, h)

() e ] - e G0
_ Eno lexp (£ [ e(t)dt) g(x/e(-/x), x=V/ah(- /)
IENu) [exp (x1+1/a fo dt)} .
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Proof. The excursions of R occurring before local time ¢ has been accumulated are a strict
subset of all the excursions that ever occur. By Lemma we have that

sup{{(¢) : €is an excursion of R starting after time } 50

ast — coand —I; — oo as t — oo. The latter implies that 0y < o a.s., and since —1I; < o for
each t > 0, we also have 0, — o0 as £ — oo. Hence,

sup{{(e) : €is an excursion of R starting after time 0} 20
as ¢ — oo. It follows that
CE",i>1) - (@@E),i=1) as

in the product topology, as £ — co. The result then follows from Proposition [3.8| since the
expressions there do not depend on the value of /. O

This enables us to give the proof of Theorem assuming the definition of ((G;, d;, ;),i > 1)
from L given following Theorem

Proof of Theorem With Proposition 3.9|in hand, it remains to deal with the Poisson points
which give rise to the vertex-identifications. We have straightforwardly that, given g;, the
number M; of points falling under the excursion is conditionally independent of the other
excursions and has a Poisson distribution with parameter % fooo €;(u)du. Moreover, condition-
ally on the number of points, their locations are i.i.d. uniform random variables in the area
under the excursion. For any suitable test function g,

E [g (Eﬁi) L Mi=m} ‘ ¢E) = x}

9 (Ei,ﬁl) exp <—;11 /Ooogi(u)du> % (:{

=E

\
S—
3
m
S
[
=
N———
3

Ene [exp %foxe(t)dtﬂ

and so
Ene [ (4 Oxe(t)dt)mg(e,h)}

Exeo [ (1 fye(dt)"]
Enon [ (Jo e(t)dt)” g(x1/e(-/x), x0-V/n(-/x)|

B Exo [ (i e(tdt)”]

The claimed result follows. O

E [g (Ei,ﬁi) ‘ (&) =x,M; = m} =

4. CONVERGENCE OF A DISCRETE FOREST

The multigraph M,,(v) contains cycles with probability tending to 1 as n — co. However,
its components will turn out to be tree-like, in that they each have a finite surplus, with
probability 1. In this section, we study an idealised version of the depth-first walk of the
multigraph, ignoring cycles.
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Let (D’f, Dg, e, ﬁ,’j) be Dy, Dy, ..., D, arranged in size-biased random order. More precisely,
let X be a random permutation of {1,2,...,n} such that

D) Dy Do(n)
n n
Lj=1Do(j) Lj=2 Doj) Do)

P (X =0|Dy,...,D,) =

and define
(D1, D3,...,Dn) = (Dsy, Dsa), - - Dy ny)-
Now let §"(0) = 0 and, for k > 1,

Then S" is the depth-first walk of a forest of trees in which the ith vertex visited in depth-first
order has DI — 1 > 0 children. Define the corresponding height process,

G" (k) = #{j € {0,1,...,k—1} : §"(j) :ji?ikgn(@}'

The purpose of this section is to recover Theorem 8.1 of Joseph [43] and, indeed, to strengthen
it by adding the convergence of the height process to that of the depth-first walk. We will
prove the following.

Theorem 4.1. We have
(n*%év ([n=1t)), n= 53 G (| nate]), £ > o) s (T4, Hy,t > 0)

asn — oo in D(R,R)?2,

In order to prove this theorem, we will begin by showing that there is an analogue in the
discrete setting of the change of measure used to define L.
Write Z1, 25, ..., Z, for ii.d. random variables with the size-biased degree distribution, i.e.
P(Zi—k) =% k>,

H
Observe that u € (1,2) since, firstly, D; > 1 and, secondly, E [Dﬂ = 2p and we must have
var (D1) = p(2—p) > 0. Thenwe have E [Z;] =2, P (Z1 > 1) = land P (Z; = k) ~ £k~ *+1)
ask —ooifw € (1,2),orvar(Zy) = B/pif a =2.

Proposition 4.2. For any ki,k»,. .., k, > 1, we have
. . A (n—i —|— 1)
]P(D’l1 :kl,Dg :kz,...,DZ :kn) :kll/k]kzvkz .k nVk, H
i=1 Z] i
Moreover, for 0 < m < nand ky,ky, ..., kyn > 1, let

¢g1(k1,k2,. . ,km) = IE

ﬁ (m—i+1)u ]
i=1 Z}ﬂ:i kj + Epm |
where E,_,, has the same law as Dy, 11 + Dyio + -+ - +

gZZT%Rﬁ,,

(14) E [¢(D},D5,..., D) =E(¢p(Z1,Z2, ..., Zw)§(Z1,Z2, ..., Zm)] .
25
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We have not found a precise reference for the contents of Proposition[#.2] The analogue of
for continuous random variables is equation (1) of Barouch & Kaufman [11]; see Proposition
1 of Pitman & Tran [55] for a proof. The proof of Proposition {4.2|is elementary and may be

found in the

We now show that the Radon-Nikodym derivative in the change-of-measure formula con-
verges in distribution under appropriate conditions. Until the end of this section, we restrict
our attention to the case a € (1,2); the proof for the Brownian case is similar but a little more

involved, so we defer it to Section [.3]in the

Proposition 4.3. Let
O(n,m) = ¢p,(Z1,22,...,Zm)

1 t C,XtDH_l
@(t) = eXp <_l,[/0 SdLS - WW) .

Then for fixed t > 0, ®(n, | tnw |) LN ®(t) as n — oo. Moreover, the sequence of random variables
(®(n, [t |)) =1 is uniformly integrable.

and recall that

In order to prove this, we will need some technical lemmas.

First, we consider the asymptotics of S(k) = Y_,(Z; — 2). The generalised functional central
limit theorem, Theorem [2.3| (ii), entails that

(15) ACe) (s (un“/@‘“u) > o) (Lt > 0)

as n — oo in ID(IR4,R), where L is the spectrally positive a-stable Lévy process introduced in
the previous section. We will need to deal with functionals of S converging, which we will do
via the continuous mapping theorem (Theorem 3.2.4 of Durrett [36]). We give here the details
for the functional which will arise most frequently in the sequel.

Lemma 4.4. Forany t > 0,

- t
S(k) -4 / Leds
0

T
o

as n — oo.

Proof. We have

o

[T |1 [n T no R [t | .
% S(k) = 1/ s(m)dvz/ n- 1 S(luns |)du,
0 0

n
by changing variable. Then the convergence in law follows from the fact that n™ ) |tn akﬁj —t
and the continuous mapping theorem.

Lemma 4.5. Let L(A) :=E [exp(—AD1)]. Then as A — 0,

2-1) 5 CAtH
AS —
2 (a+1)

(16) L(A) =exp <—y)\ + i + 0(/\"‘“)) :

Proof. First observe that
L"(A) = —E [D}exp(—AD1)] = — ¥ Ke .
k=1
26



Since v; ~ ck~(**2), the right-hand side is finite and, by the Euler-Maclaurin formula, asymp-
totically equivalent to

/Ooo ex! e Mdx = AT (2 — w),
as A — 0. In other words,
L"(A) = —cA* T2 —a) +0(A*?),
as A — 0. We also have E [D;] = y and E [D?] = 2. So integrating three times, we obtain

cI'(2—a)

L(A) =1—pA+pA* — (@ —Da(a+1)

/\a-&-l =+ O(/\zx-i-l),

and it is straightforward to see that this implies

_ . H2—u) o . CoA* ! a+1
E(A)—exp( HA + 5 A (1x—|—1)+0(/\ ) ). O

Lemma 4.6. For m = O(n*/(“+1)), we have
C @b [ (m T _ Gem
exp <m o n L ” = (1+o0(1))exp (a+ Dpetine )

Proof. By (16), it is sufficient to show that

m_(z"‘,u)miz_}_(n_m) (_“lﬂﬂ_’_}/{(z_‘u) m2 _ Ca le-H )

ZV n nu 2 nzyz (uc + 1) nuc+1yoc+1
Cam"‘“
= Tz i 7o)

as n — co. But this is now easily seen to be true on cancellation and using m = O(n®/(®+1)),
The result follows. 0

Lemma 4.7. Let s(0) = 0 and s(i) = Z};l(kj —2) fori > 1. Then if m = O(n*/ (1), we have

m Camzx—i-l

O (ki ks, k) > exp (1 3" (s(i) — s(m))

np = B (o + 1)prtina

) (1+0(1)),

where the o(1) term is independent of kq, ..., ky > 1.

Proof. First rewrite

Then




Now note that for any x € (—1,00), we have log(1 + x) < x. We also have log(1 —i/n) >
—i/m—m?/n for1<i<m-—1.So0

(ki ko, oo k)

s (B0 eo (=525 ()]

(u—2)m m3

We have m3/n? = O(n%) = 0(1) and so the final exponential tends to 1 as n — oo. The
desired result then follows from Lemma O
Lemma 4.8. Let (Xy,)n>1, (Yn)n>1 be two sequences of non-negative random variables such that
Xy > Yy and E [X,,] = 1 for all n. Suppose that X is another non-negative random variable such that
E[X]=1andY, % X. Then X, % X and (Xn)n>1 is uniformly integrable.

Proof. Since X, > Y,, we have that
limsupE [| X, — Yu|] = limsup E [X,, — Y,,] =1 — lIminfE[Y,].

n—oo n—o00 n—oo

But by the Portmanteau theorem,

liminfE [|Y,|] > E[X] =1

n—00

and so X, — Y, — 0in L. Tt follows that X,, — Y, i> 0. But then by Slutsky’s lemma we

have X, % X. Now, we prove that X, — X in L', which will imply the desired uniform
integrability. By Skorokhod’s representation theorem, we may work on a probability space
where X, — X almost surely. But then we also have E [X,] = E[X] = 1 for all n and so
E [| X, — X|] — 0 by Scheffé’s lemma. O

Proof of Proposition Recall that S(k) = Y5, (Z; — 2). By Lemma 4.7} for m = [tna+ |,

m Clxmwrl

1 .
®(n,m) > P(n,m) := exp ("V Z;)(S(l) —S(m)) — (@t Dpeiine
By and Lemma we have

1 & . a 1 [t
i (50 = 8m) <5 [0~ L
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Hence, by the continuous mapping theorem,

e d 1 t p CatﬂhLl
9(7’1, U’Tlvﬁ J) — exp I,[A (Ls —Lt) S — W
1t Cptetl
= _Z Lo~
eXP( y/o sl <oc+1>w+1>'
and the right-hand side is, of course, ®(t), which has mean 1. We also have

E {q)(n, | tna | )} =1 for all n. So by Lemma we must have

®(n, [t ]) L @(t)

as n — oo, as well as the claimed uniform integrability. O
We are now ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem It is sufficient to show that for any t > 0 and any bounded continuous
test-function f : D([0,#],R)? — R,

1 ~

E [f (n_mS”(Lnaa?uj),n_%é”(mﬁuj),o <u< t)} ~E [f(fu,ﬁu,o <u< t)} ,

as n — oo Let us write S'(u) = n_ﬁS( |n#1u]) and, similarly,
G'(u) = i G(|[n¥1u]). Then, by changing measure, we wish to show that for any ¢ > 0
and any bounded continuous test-function f : D([0, ], R)* — R,

E [cp(n, [tnw1 ) £(S" (u), G (1),0 < u < t)] — E[®()f(Ly, Hy,0 < u < 1)),
as n — oo. From the proof of Proposition we have that
E [|@(n, [tni®1]) = @(n, i1 ])|] -0
as n — oo, and so it will suffice to show that
E [g(n, [tn=1 ) F(5" (1), G (1),0 < u < t)] — E[®(t)f(Ly, Hy, 0 < u < 1)].

But

¢ 1’10‘%1 a+1
D(n, Ltnw”ﬁj) = exp (:{/0 (gn(u) —gn(t))du - m> .

In particular, for a path x € ID([0, t],R), let

t a+1
O(x, ) = exp (;/O (1) — x())du — (ai;)LH)

and observe that © is a continuous functional of its first argument. Then we have
E Hg(n, [t ]) — @(E”,t)H 0.
So it suffices to show that
E 0", )f(5"(u),G"(w),0 < u < t)| = E[O(L 1) (Ly, Hay0 < u < 1)].

But this now follows from Theorem and uniform integrability. O
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5. THE CONFIGURATION MULTIGRAPH

The processes S" and G" encode a forest of trees where the numbers of children of the vertices,
visited in depth-first order, are f)l’? —1,i > 1. Let us write Fn(v) for this forest. In this section,
we wish to encode similarly the multigraph M,,(v). Let us first describe the organisation of
this section.

In Section 5.1} we simultaneously generate and explore M, (v) using the depth-first approach
outlined in the Introduction: we view each connected component of the graph as a spanning
tree explored in a depth-first manner plus some additional edges, creating cycles, that we
call back-edges. In Section we prove that the exploration process is close enough to S”
in order to have the same scaling limit, and add the joint convergence of the locations of
the back-edges in Section [5.3] (Theorem [5.5). In Section we split the multigraph into its
components by showing that the (rescaled) ordered sequence of component sizes converges
to the sequence of ordered excursion lengths of the continuous process R (Proposition [5.6).
We improve this result in Section by adding in the locations of the back-edges under
each excursion (Proposition . In Section we study the height process and show in
Proposition the joint convergence of the height process excursions and the locations of
the back-edges. This finally allows us to prove Theorem [1.1|in Section

5.1. Exploration of the multigraph. We work conditionally on the sequence
(D1, D4,...,D"). Let us declare that the vertex of degree Df is called v;. This means that
we have already determined the (size-biased by degree) order in which we will observe new
vertices. We will couple F,(v) and M, (v) by using the same ordering on the new vertices we
explore.

Recall that we start from vertex v; with degree [A)’f. We maintain a stack, namely an ordered
list of half-edges which we have seen but not yet explored (remember that the half-edges
come with an arbitrary labelling for this purpose). We put the D half-edges of v; onto
this stack, in increasing order of label, so that the lowest labelled half-edge is on top of the
stack. At a subsequent step, suppose we have already seen the vertices v1,vy, ..., 0. If the
stack is non-empty, take the top half-edge and sample its pair. This lies on the stack with
probability proportional to the height of the stack minus 1 or belongs to vy ; with probability
proportional to /' 4 D?. In the first case we simply remove both half-edges from the stack.
In the second, we remove the half-edge at the top of the stack (which has just been paired)
and replace it by the remaining half-edges (if any) of vy, ;. If the stack is empty, we start a
new component at vy 1.

Let us now describe the forest F,(v) from which we will recover M, (v). Whenever there is
a back-edge in M,,(v), say from vertex vy to vertex v; with i < k, remove the back-edge and
replace it by two edges, one from vy to a new leaf and the other from v; to a new leaf. To
recover M, (v) it is then sufficient to remove the edges to the new leaves and put in a new
edge from v; to vy.

Our aim is to encode the forest F,(v), firstly via its depth-first walk and then by its height
process. We will simultaneously keep track of marks which tell us which vertices we should
identify in order to recover the multigraph.

Our first observation is that the vertex-sets of pairs of components in F,(v) correspond pre-
cisely to the vertex-sets of subcollections of components in M, (v). (This is illustrated in
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Figure [I{ to which the reader is referred in the following argument.) More precisely, without
loss of generality, let the pair of components of F,,(v) be the first two, on vertices v1,va, . . ., U,
and Uy, 1, Omy 42, - - - Umy+my- Suppose that the same vertices in M, (v) are adjacent to b back-
edges. Now vertices v; and v,,, +1 each possess one more half-edge in M,,(v) than they do in
F,,(v) (since in F, (v), if v; is the first vertex of a component, it has D; — 1 edges and not D;). In
particular, adding an edge between v and v,,, 1 clearly produces a tree with my + my vertices
and % Zlm:lf "2 D? = my +my — 1 edges. We now “rewire” this tree to obtain the relevant com-
ponents of My, (v). The effect of adding a back-edge is to shunt all of the subsequent subtrees
along in the depth-first order. (See Figure ) The overall effect is that each back-edge causes
a new component to come into existence. Each time we observe a back-edge, it occupies two
half-edges, so there are two subtrees which get pushed out of the component. The earlier of
these subtrees in the depth-first order becomes the basis for the next component of My, (v).
The root of this component has one more child than it had in the original tree. This allows
the absorption of the second subtree, whose root gets attached by its free half-edge to the
root of the component. Subsequent back-edges similarly each generate one new component.
Following this through, we see that we end up with b+ 1 components of M, (v). (For the
purposes of intuition, note that because the vast majority of vertices lie in components of size
o(n®/(«+1)) with high probability at most one of them will be of size ®@(n*/(**1)) and thus
show up in the limit. So, at least heuristically, this rewiring process cannot affect what we see
in the limit.)

It is clear that the effects of adding back-edges are relatively local and so it is at least intuitively
clear that the depth-first walk of the forest F,(v) should be similar to that of l~3n(1/), as long
as there are not too many back-edges. Let X" denote the depth-first walk of F,(v). We will
now describe how to construct X" from 5", and also how to keep track of the back-edges. We
will write R" (k) for the number of half-edges on the stack at step k. We will let N" count the
occurrences of back-edges, and U" the positions of their targets on the stack. We will write
M" (k) for a set of marks (in IN) at step k, indicating back-edges which have not yet been
closed, and 7,(k) for the number of vertices already seen at step k (note that we see a new
vertex if and only if the current step does not involve a back-edge). Finally, let C"(k) be the
number of components of F,,(v) we have fully explored by time k. So we will have that for all
k>1,C"(k) = —ming<y<x X" (), and that R" (k) = X" (k) + C" (k).

We start from X"(0) = N*(0) = 0, M"(0) = @ and 1,,(0) = 0. For k > 0, we might encounter
the following three situations.

e New component.
If X"(k) = ming<j<k—1 X"(i) —lork =0,let t,(k+1) = 1, (k) + 1, N*(k+1) = N"(k),
M"(k+1) = M"(k) and

X"(k+1) = X"(k) + S"(tu (k) + 1) — §" (T (k)) + 1.

e Start a back-edge or not.
If X" (k) > ming<;<x—1 X"(i) — 1 and X" (k) ¢ M"(k),
- With probability

X" (k) — ming<j<x X" (k) — |[M" (k)|
X (k) — ming<j<i X" (k) — [M" (k)| + Xy, 41 Df
31
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Ficure 1. For simplicity, the labels given are those corresponding to the depth-
first order. Top: the first two components of the forest fn(v). Middle: the first
four components of My, (v), on the same vertices. Three back-edges are marked
in red. The subtree surgery required to get from F,(v) to M, (v) is indicated.
The back-edge from 8 to 5 moves the subtree rooted at 9 to the next available
half-edge, also belonging to 5. This shifts further the subtrees rooted at 13 and
16: 13 gets connected to 1, which has one more edge in M,,(v) than in F,(v)
(D, instead of D; — 1), as any first vertex of a connected component of M, (v).
Vertex 16 starts a new component. Bottom: the first four components of the
forest F,, (v) with marks.



let 7,(k+1) = 1,(k) and X"(k+1) = X"(k) — 1. Let N"(k+1) = N"(k) +1,
sample U" (k + 1) uniformly from

{min X"(i),..., X" (k) - 1} \ M (k),

0<i<k

and let M"(k+1) = M"(k)u{U"(k+1)}.
— With probability

A

27:Tn(k)+1 D7
Xn(k) - minogl’gk X" (k) - |M1’l(k)| + Z?:Tn(k)-i—l D;,l
let 7,(k+1) = 1, (k) + 1,
X"(k+1) = X"(k) + §"(ta(k) + 1) — §" (1 (k)),

N"(k+1) = N"(k) and M"(k+1) = M" (k).
e Close a back-edge?
If X"(k) > ming<j<x—q X"(i) — 1 and X"(k) € M"(k) then let 7,(k+1) = T,(k),
X"(k+1)=X"(k) =1, N"(k+1) = N*(k), and M"(k+1) = M"(k) \ {X"(k)}.

It is straightforward to check that this is the depth-first walk of the forest F*(v). We observe
that for k > 1 we have
X" (k) + min X"(i) = §"(ty(k)) +1 = N"(k) —#{i < k: [M"(D)] < [M"(i =1)[}.
<i<
Hence, X" (k) + ming<;<x X" (i) is the number of half-edges seen but not yet paired or reserved
for back-edges, in the currently explored connected component (if — ming<;<x X" (i) = j, this
is the (j + 1)-th component). Indeed,

S (tu(k))+1= (D1 —1) =14+ D2—2+...+ Dy )1 — 2+ Dy — 1
is the number of half-edges seen and not paired in the spanning forest of the components
explored so far. N"(k) +#{i < k: |[M"(i)| < |IM"(i —1)|} is the number of half-edges that
have been paired in or reserved for back-edges. Note that |M"(i)| increases (resp. decreases)

by 1 exactly when a back-edge is initiated (resp. closed). N" (k) counts the number of back-
edges started.

In particular,

(17) §"(1y(k)) — 2N" (k) < X"(k) + min X"(i) — 1 < §"(7,(k)).

0<i<k

5.2. Convergence of the depth-first walk and marks. Let us first prove a bound on the num-
ber N" (k) of back-edges which have occurred by step k.

Lemma 5.1. For every t > 0, the sequences of random variables <N (| tn®/ ("‘“)J )) o and
n=z

(SupogkthnW(Hl)j T (k) — kI)n>1 are tight.

Proof. Fix t > 0. We observe that k — 2N"(k) < 7,(k) < k so that it is enough to prove that
i we can realize

(N”( | tn®/ (@) | )) . is tight. As underlined at the beginning of Section
n>
M, (v) by first generating the sequence (D');<¢<,, and then proceeding to pair the half-edges

as we perform the exploration. At time i, the number of half-edges on the stack is R" (i), and
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the total number of unpaired half-edges is Z?:T,,(i) +1 D;?, so that the conditional probability of
starting a back-edge is
R™ (i)
?:Tn(i)“‘l D]”

Note that if the component we are exploring at step i began at step j, then R"(i) < 2+

ZZ":(Z (].)(D,’(l — 2), since at most Dﬁn Gt t Dﬁn(i) half-edges have been seen, and at least
2(7q(i) — 14(j)) of them have been used to connect the first 7, (i) — 7,(j) + 1 vertices of the
component. Hence,
n . < ~n . _ . ~n . < ~n . _ . ~n .
RU(7) = 2+ max §(7a(j)) — min, §"(7a(j)) < 2+ max §(j) — min, $"(j),
since 7,({1,...,i}) € {1,...,i}. Moreover, 7,,(i) + 1 < |tn®/ @D | 11 for every i < |tn®/(*+1)],
Therefore, conditionally on (D})1<x<,, for every 1 < i < [tn®/(*+1)] irrespective of what hap-
pened in the first i — 1 steps of the exploration, the probability of creating a back-edge at time
i is at most _ _
2 +maxyj< | pesern) | S" () = MiNg e perern | S ()

A\ 7

n n
Z]': Ltna/(aJrl)J +1 D]

which is a measurable function of (D!);<;<, only. Therefore, conditionally on (D");<;<,, the
random variable N"(|tn*/(#+1)]) is stochastically dominated by a Binomial random variable
with parameters | 7%/ (*+1) | and

2+ maxg. < | estarn) | S () — MiNg e | pariasn | S()

7

Z;l: Untx/(aJrl)J_i_l D]Tl
For K > 0, define
& = {2 + max S"(i)— min §"(i) < Knl/(’”l)}
1<i< [t/ (@+1) | 0<i< [t/ (#+1) |

and

n
— § AN
]':Ltnoc/(a+1)J+1

Fix € > 0. Theorem 4.1, Lemma[2T]and the fact that # > 1 imply that there exists K > 0 such
that for n large enough,
]P(glﬂgz) >1—e.

On the event £ N &, we have

2 MaXo<j< | e/ a+l) gn(]) minOS‘g tna/ (a+1) §n(]) K
<L J j<L J
- po/(at+1)"

Z;‘/l: Ltna/(a+1)J+1 D]n
Let Y ~ Bin([tn®/ (1) ],2K/n*/(¢+1)), Then there exists K’ > 0 such that for 1 large enough,
P (N"(Ltn“/(““)J) > K’) <P (Y>K)+P((£N&E)) < 2e.

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, the result follows. O

In particular, the steps on which back-edges occur are negligible on the timescale in which
we are interested. Write I; = info<s<¢ Ls for t > 0 and recall that

Ri=1L;,—1I.
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Proposition 5.2. Asn — oo,
(Tl_l/(a+1)§n(Ltna/(a+l)J ),n—l/(zx+l)Rn( Ltntx/(zx—i—l)J )’n—l/(oﬁ—l)cn(Una/(zx-&—l)J ),t > 0)
i> (Z’t/Rf/ _%E/t 2 O) 7

in D(R;,R)3.

Proof. Recall that says that

S"(1,(k)) — 2N" (k) < X" (k) + min X"(i) — 1 < §"(7,(k)).

0<i<k

Let 1 < j < k be such that X"(j) = ming</<x X"(£). Then X"(j) + ming<,<; X"(£) = 2X"(j)

and so

Jin <X (0) +Or£1i1££X (1)) =2X"(j) = 20%1%)( (0).

It follows that

1 n > . n - "
2 min X%(£) 21+ min (5"(7(£)) — 2N"(£))

> s Qn . n
>1+ Or&lgks (ta(£)) —2N"(k),
since (N"(i));>0 is non-increasing. Thus, by again, we have

s Qn 2 _ n < : n < s Qn 2 )
1+0r;1(}£k5 (ta(€)) —2N"(k) < 20?51&)( (£) < 1+0ré1£1£k5 (tu(¥))

By Theorem |4.1]and the continuous mapping theorem,

(nl/(a+1> min  S§"({),s > 0) 2 (I,s>0)
<<

Lsne/ @+1) |

and combining this with Lemma 5.1{and recalling that C" (k) = — ming<y<x X" () yields
(n/ e ([sn/ 65D, s > 0) <5 (~3T,s > 0)

Another application of gives

1+ §"(7,(k)) — 2N"(k) — 2 min X" (i) < R"(k) < 1+ 8" (1, (k)) — 2 min X" (i)

0<i<k Ozisk
and since
(n~ V@G (g, ([t D)) > 0) —4s (T, > 0)
we have

(n~ V@ ORA (|t @1 ), £ > 0) s (R, £ > 0),

jointly with the convergence of the minimum.

O

Thus the exploration of F,(v) sees approximately twice as many components as that of F,(v)
but the limiting reflected process is the same for both. In particular, asymptotically the two
processes have the same longest excursions. This fact will play an important role in the sequel.

35



5.3. Back-edges. We will now show that the parts of the multigraph we observe up until well
beyond the timescale in which we are interested are, with high probability, simple. To this
end, let A" (k) be the number of loops and edges created parallel to an existing edge, up until
step k of the depth-first exploration of F,(v). Call these anomalous edges.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose ;5 < p < 5. Then we have

P (A"([nf]) > 0) =0

asmn — oo.

Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma 7.1 of Joseph [43] (which applies in the finite third
moment setting). Self-loops are obviously associated with a unique vertex. We associate extra
edges created parallel to an existing edge with their vertex which is discovered first in the
depth-first exploration. Consider a particular vertex of degree 4 in the exploration before time
|nP |. Tts kth half-edge (in the order that we process them) creates a self-loop with probability
bounded above by
d—k
Z?: [nP]+1 Dln
It creates a multiple edge with probability at most
k—1
Z?: [nP]+1 D:q
This vertex therefore possesses an anomalous edge with probability bounded above by
did—1)
Z?: [nP]+1 D

Hence, by the conditional version of Markov’s inequality,

P (A"([nf]) >0 ( Dy, D4,..., D) < (Z()) A

i=|nf|+1 Df

But ) nf+1 D =yr,Dr— ZWJ Dr>yr, ZWJ (D)2, By Lemmasand and
the bounded Convergence theorern, we obtain that
P (A"([nf]) > 0) =0

as n — oo. O

Let p(n) = inf{k > 0 : A"(k) > 0} and note that the event that M, (v) is simple is equal to
{p(n) = oo}. The last proposition shows that we observe any anomalous edges long after
the timescale in which we explore the largest components of the graphs. This allows us to
conclude that all of the results we prove using only the timescale n*/(**1) for the multigraph
are also true conditionally on {p(n) = co}. In this way, we may give a proof of Conjecture 8.6
of Joseph [43]. (See also Theorem 3 of [32].)

Theorem 5.4. Conditional on {p(n) = co}, as n — oo,
(n_l/(“+1)Rn(Lsn (a+1) J n— V(1) C”(Lsn “+1)J,S > 0) 4, (RS, —%TS,S > 0) ,

in D(Ry,R)2.
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Proof. Given Propositions [5.2|and [5.3] this follows in exactly the manner as Joseph’s Theorem
3.2 follows from his Theorem 3.1. U

Henceforth, using exactly the same argument, statements about our processes should be
understood to hold either unconditionally or conditionally on the event {p(n) = co}.

We now turn to the locations of the back-edges that do occur. Recall that if a back-edge occurs
at step k, then U" (k) is its index in the stack. For steps k such that N"(k) — N"(k—1) = 0,
declare U" (k) = 9, where 9 denotes that no mark occurs.

For s > 0, let (Ns,s > 0) be a Cox process driven by (Rs/y,s > 0), and define marks

=9 if Ng— N,_ =0
"1 ~U[0,Ry] if Ny—Ns_ =1.

Then, conditionally on (R;,s > 0), we have that

Y. b

5>0:
Ns*Ns—:1

is a Poisson point process on {(s,x) € Ry x Ry : x < R} of constant intensity 1/ p.

Theorem 5.5. We have jointly

(nfl/(szrl)Rn(LsnﬁJ )/nfl/(ozﬂ)cn( Lsna/(zHl)J/Nn( LSYZ“%J ),S > 0)

i> (RS/ _%L/ NS/S Z 0)/

in D(Ry,R)3 and

k>1: 5>0:

d
L i) 5 o
N"(k)—N"(k—1)=1 Ns—Ns_=1

for the topology of vague convergence for counting measures on R3 .

We observe that, in particular, for fixed t > 0 we have sup,_,., Rs < o0 a.s. and so N; < oo
a.s.

Proof. We refine the argument from the proof of Lemma We will find it convenient to
build all of our random variables and stochastic processes, for all n > 1, on the same prob-
ability space. By Proposition and Skorokhod’s representation theorem, we may assume
that this probability space is such that the convergence

(18) n~ V@) (R (|snai1 |),s > 0) = (Rs,s > 0)

occurs almost surely. Since R” is a measurable function of (f)l’)lgign for each n > 1, we have
that R is a measurable function of the collection of random variables {[A)lm :1<i<m,m>1}.
For definiteness, let us assume that all additional randomness needed to generate the processes
X", N", M" is independent between different values of n.

Let 7' = (T({Blm :1<i<m,m>1},X"(i),N"(i), M"(i),0 < i < k) and so, in particular, F/
contains o({D" : 1 <i < m,m > 1}) for every n > 1. (Recall that in the construction of M,,(v)
at the beginning of Section we condition on (D%, D%, ..., D!") before doing the exploration,
so that having this information available at time 0 is consistent with our construction.)
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At step k + 1, conditionally on F}', the probability of seeing a back-edge is

R"(k) — |M" (k)|
R (k) = [M"(k)| + 2 r, )41
where |M" (k)| < N"(k). Now

Eay 4

n
A

Y DP < R*(k) — [M" (k)| + i D

i=k+1 i=t"(k)+ i

But then by Lemma the almost sure convergence (18) and Lemma [21] (in the [Appendix),

we obtain

DI+ R (k).

[\1:

I
—

/(1) RY([sn/ (D) — | M ([snt/ D ])) _0<s<t
R”( Lsna/(aJrl)J) _ |Mn( Lsn”‘/("”rl J)’ + 27 Ty ([sn®/ (@41 | )41 D]n S

(19) ?(Rs,o <s<t)
in D([0,t],R). Then (N"(k),k > 0) is a counting process with compensator
k—1 Rn() ’Mﬂ ‘ ’
Neomp (k) = : L)
comp ]221 R (j) — M7 ()| + T- i {(xr(j)gM(j)}
Since
B RGoMG
= R() = M)+ Xis, )1 DF : :
SN 1) R (j) - \M”(')\

1)o<rf1<ak 1R"(j) — |M™n(j )|+Zl (]

and n%/ @O N (| g/ @+ |y 5 0 by Lemma ﬂ using we get that

na/ + ny: .
B (| ) ) o ZJ B RG) = MGy
= RG) = M)+ Xy, )+ DF
So by (19), we obtain that for each t > 0,
= R"(j) — |M"(')|

Nglom tut/ochl) An
(L) = L = MG+ g a D

—>—/ Rsds.
1 Jo

Finally, applying Theorem 14.2.VIII of Daley and Vere-Jones [29] yields that

P
xe(jeme(jy = O-

En( Ltna/(utJrl)J )

(Nm /ey 0 <5 < t) (N, 0< s < 1)

The marks are uniform on the vertices of the stack which do not already carry marks, and so
it is straightforward to see that they must be uniform in the limit. O

5.4. Components of the finite graph. We now turn to the consideration of the individual
components of the multigraph. Let ¢”(0) = 0 and for k > 1, write

(k) =inf{j > 0: C"(j) > k}.
This is the time at which we finish exploring the kth component of the forest F,(v). Let

" (k) = " (k) =" (k= 1),
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the corresponding length of the excursion, which is equal to the total number vertices within
the component, since precisely one of these is killed at each step. But then {" (k) is also equal
to the number of vertices in the corresponding component of M, (v), plus twice the number
of back-edges. Let

(1) = n /) (X107 (k= 1) + [0/ ) = X (0" (k= 1))

for 0 < t < n=%/(@+1)77 (k) be the kth rescaled excursion of X", with length {(e}) = n~*/(@+1)¢" (k)
and rescaled left endpoint g/ = n~*/ (@) (k —1).

Recall from Section [3] the notation (¢;,i > 1) for the ordered excursions of R above 0 and {(&;)
for the lifetime of €;. Denote by g; the left endpoint of €;. Recall also that fi = {(x1,x2,...) €
RN:xy>x,>...>0, Yis1 xi2 < oo}. Let T be a countable index set and write Ei(F) for the
set of non-negative sequences (x, : v € I') such that } .p x3 < co. Write ord : /3 (T) — Ei
for the map which puts the elements of (x, : v € T') into decreasing order. For a sequence
(e, Ax)k>1 where g is an excursion of length {(ex) and Ay is some other random variable,
write

ord (¢(ex), Ak, k > 1)

for the same sequence put in decreasing order of {(g).

This section is devoted to proving the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6. We have ({(g;),i > 1) € (2,

ord ({(e}), k> 1) -5 (((&),i 2 1)
asmn — oo in Ei, and

ord (Z(}), g k > 1) -5 (¢(&), 81,1 > 1),

where the convergence is in Ei for the first coordinate and in the product topology for the second.

We apply a method outlined in Proposition 15 of Aldous [7], which is most conveniently
recounted in Section 2.6 of Aldous and Limic [8]. This is very similar to Theorem 8.3 of
Joseph [43], who omits many of the details of the proof. We feel that the argument is suffi-
ciently subtle to merit a full account, which we now give.

Essentially, there are two steps to proving the desired convergence. First, we need to show
that the longest excursions of R” and R occurring before some finite time match up for large
enough n. Then we need to show that long excursions of R" cannot “wander off to time co”.
Proposition [5.7 below is designed to deal with these issues.

Following Aldous, we introduce the concept of a size-biased point process. Suppose we have
random variables Y = (Y, : v € ) in £2(T). Given Y, let E, ~ Exp(Y,) independently for
different y € I'. Set

(20) Z(a) = ) Yylig, <o)

yel
and note that X(a) < o a.s. Let £, = X(E,). Then & = {(¥,,Y,,) : v € I'} is the size-biased
point process (SBPP) associated with Y. Write 7t for the projection onto the second co-ordinate,

so that 7({(s4,y7)}) = {v+ }-
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Proposition 5.7 (Proposition 15 of [7] and Proposition 17 of [8]). Let Y" € Ki(l"”) for each
n > 1, let X" be the analogue of and let &" be the associated SBPP. Suppose that

d . moo

=N
B

[1]

7

as n — oo, for the topology of vague convergence of counting measures on [0,00) x (0, 00), where E*
is some point process satisfying

(1) sup{s: (s,y) € E® for some y} = co a.s.
(2) if (s,y) € E® then Yy ycmmig<s Y = s a.8.
(3) max{y : (s,y) € E* for some s > t} B 0ast — oo,

Then Y := ord(r(E®)) € £} and ord(Y") s ord(Y®) in (3. In addition,

ord(Y7, =%, v € T") % ord(Y,, £y, 9 € T)

as n : oo, where the convergence is in Eﬁ for the first coordinate and in the product topology for the
second.

The original statement does not mention the last convergence. It is, in fact, implicitly con-
tained in the proof of Proposition 15 given in [7], more precisely in the assertion that the

tightness of the sequence (X"(a)),>1 for arbitrary 2 > 0 and the convergence Z" 4, B

together imply the convergence ord(Y") LN ord(Y*) in /2.

For k > 1, we let
i =n=/ @ (k) — (N" (0" (k) = N* (0" (k= 1)) +1)] .

Recall that at the end of the exploration of the (k — 1)th component of M, (v) in depth-
first order, we choose a new vertex from the unexplored parts of the graph with probability
proportional to its degree. So we pick a component with probability proportional to the sum
of its degrees, which is twice the number of its edges. Since the number of steps it takes
to explore a component of M, (v) is the number of its vertices (which is the number of its
non-back-edges plus one) plus twice the number of back-edges (unlike the non-back-edges, a
back-edge takes one step to create and another step to close), it follows that Y}’ is the number
of edges of the kth component of M, (v) times n~%/(«+1),

For k > 1, let
k-1
=Y Y =n ) o (k- 1) - N"(0"(k— 1)) —k+1],
i=1

and put

' ={(ZL YY) k>1}.
It is easy to see that &" then has the same distribution as the SBPP associated with
n=®/ @ (g1 (k) — N"(0" (k) + N" (0" (k = 1)) = 1,k > 1).

Recall from Section [3| the notation (E“),E > 0) for the excursions of the reflected process
(R¢,t > 0) indexed by local time ¢, and (0, ¢ > 0) for the inverse local time process. Let £
be the point process given by

E® = {(7-,0E")) 1 > 0,60 — - > 0}
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By Proposition [3.Tjand Lemma properties (1), (2) and (3) from Proposition [5.7|above hold
for E*. In order to apply Proposition it thus remains to establish the convergence of
E" to 2. We do this by first proving a deterministic result for a suitable class of functions,
extending Lemma 7 of Aldous [7] from the setting of continuous functions to the setting of
cadlag functions satisfying certain conditions.

For a cadlag function f : [0,00) — R with only positive jumps, let E(f) be the set of non-
empty intervals e = (I,r) such that f(I) = inf;<; f(s) = f(r) and f(s) > f(I) for all s € (I,r).
We say that such intervals are excursions of f. Let S denote the set of functions f : [0,00) — R
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) f is cadlag and has only non-negative jumps.

(2) f(x) = —coas x — oo.

(3) If 0 <a<band f(b—) = inf,<s<p, f(s) then f(b) = f(b—).

(4) For each € > 0, E(f) contains only finitely many excursions of length greater than or
equal to e.

(5) The complement of U(; g (f)(l, ) has Lebesgue measure 0.

(6) If (11,1’1), (12,7’2) S E(f) and [; < I, then f<11> > f(lz)

Lemma 5.8. Let f € S and let (fu)n>1 be a sequence of cadlag functions such that f, — f asn — oo
in the Skorokhod sense. For each n € IN, let (t,;)i>1 be a strictly increasing sequence such that

(i) ty1 = 0and im; , t,; = oo,
(Zl) fn(tn,i) = infsgtnli fn(S),

(iii) for each s < 0o, limy o Max;y, ,<s(fu(tni) — fu(tniy1)) = 0.

Write 2= {(l,r—1): (I,v) € E(f)} and E, = {(tni, tnit1 — tni) :i > 1} for n > 1. Then
Hy — 82

as n — oo, where the convergence holds in the topology of vague convergence of counting measures on
[0,00) x (0, 00).

Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma 4.8 of Martin & Rath [48]. Suppose that (I,7) is an
excursion of f. Fix e € (0,7 — ). Since f € S, there exists § > 0 such that

> f(l)+dforall x € [0,] —e/2]
f(x) > f(l)+dforallx € [I+€/2,r—€/2]
< f(I) — ¢ for some x € (r,r+€/2].

The first line is a consequence of conditions (1) and (6) in the definition of the set S: if for
every n > 0, there exists x, € [0,] —€/2] such that f(x,) < f(I) + 1/n, then by condition
(1) there would be an accumulation point xe, € [0,/ — €/2] of the sequence (x,),>1 such
that f(xe) < f(I), and hence there would exist an interval (I’,7") with ¥ < r such that
f(r') < f(xe) < f(r). But this contradicts (6).

The second line follows from a similar argument: there cannot be an accumulation point
Xeo € [l +€/2,7 —€/2] such that f(x~) < f(I) since (I,r) is an excursion interval. The third
line is again a consequence of condition (6) in the definition of the set S.

Since we have f, — f in the Skorokhod sense, there exist 1y and a sequence of continuous
strictly increasing functions A, : [0,00) — [0,00) such that A,,(0) = 0, limy_,e An(t) = o0 and
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for all n > ny,
|fn(An(x)) — f(x)| < 6/2 forallx € [0,7r+€/2]
and
[An(x) —x| <e/2 forallx € [0,r+€/2].

Then for n > ny,

fa(An(x)) > f(l)+6/2forall x € [0,] —e/2]
fa(An(x)) > f(l) —d/2forallx € [ —e/2,1 +€/2]
Falhall)) < F(1) +5/2

fa(Au(x)) > f(I)+6/2forallx € [[+€/2,r—€/2]
fa(An(x)) < f(I) —6/2 for some x € [r,r +€/2].

For the second point, note that f,,(A,(x)) > f(x) —6/2 > f(r) —6/2 = f(I) — /2 for every
[ +¢€/2 < x < r. Therefore,

fu(x) > f(I)+d/2 forall x € [0,] — €]

fa(x) > f(l) —6/2forallx € [l —¢,] + €]

fa(x) < f(I)+6/2forsomex € [l —€/2,1+¢€/2].
fa(x) > f(I)+6/2forallx € [ +€,1—¢€]

fa(x) < f(l) —6/2 for some x € [r —€/2,r+€].

From the first and third inequalities, the set I := {x € [ —¢,7 + €], fu(x) < infy<;_c fu (y)}is
not empty. Let | (M) .= inf I and let (x}) k>1 be a decreasing sequence in I converging to ! (m),
Since f, is right-continuous, fn(l(”)) = limy o fu(xx), and fn(l(”)) < infy<j_¢ fu(x), so that
1" = min 1. Clearly,
fa(I™) = inf fu(x)
XSI(")
Similarly, from the first, second, fourth and fifth inequalities, we obtain the existence of rm e
[r —€,7+ €] such that
fa(r™) = inf f,(x).
x<r(n)
Now fix 7 > 0. We can find t > 0 such that there are no excursions of length exceeding
1 in E(f) which intersect [t,00). Then there exists a finite collection {(l;,r;) : 1 < i < m}
of excursions in E(f) with [; < t 47 for 1 < i < m and such that Uj<;<,,(l;, ;) covers all of
[0, t + 1] except for a set of Lebesgue measure at most #7/2. Set € = 17/4m and apply the above
argument for each excursion, to see that for n sufficiently large, there exist disjoint intervals

@, ey, L, #Y such that
1 _ ;| <n/4m and P ril <n/4m for1l <i<m.
i U ! U

But then the remaining length in [0, t + 7] is at most 77 and so, in particular, we must have cap-
tured all possible intervals (t,,;, t,i+1) with t,; < t+#nand t,;+1 —t,; > 1, up to an error of at
most 17 /4m at each end-point. The required vague convergence follows straightforwardly. U

Lemma 5.9. We have L € S almost surely. Moreover,

(o]

[1

g 4,

as n — oo, where the convergence holds in the topology of vague convergence of counting measures on
[0,00) x (0, 00).
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Proof. L is clearly cadlag with only non-negative jumps almost surely. The other conditions
required for a function to lie in S follow from Proposition [3.1)and Lemma

Now let f = L and f, = n~ V@)X (|n®/(@+1). ], Tt is clear that Z* is & of the previous
lemma for this f. Forn > 1,i > 0, let t,; = n=%/(@+Dg" (i), Then t,o = 0 and lim,_,, ty i = oo.
By construction, the t,; are times at which new infima of f,, are reached. Moreover,

Fulti) = faltnivr) = n= /@XM (0" (i) = X" (0" (i + 1)) = n~H/(FD),
Hence, the (t,;);>1 satisfy the conditions in Lemma It follows that

. d -
n = {(tnistniz1 — tni),i > 1} — &

[1]

as n — oco. Now we have

s

P =t —n Y CEDVIN (0 (i) + ]
and
Y =ty —tyiq —n Y @VIN (0" (i) — N (0" (i — 1)) +1].
Since n~*/(«*VUN"(¢"(i)) — 0 for each i > 0, it is straightforward to see that &" and
i

)
{(tni, tni+1 — tni),i > 1} can be made arbitrarily close in the vague topology by taking n
large. Hence, & mn Ly B as desired. U

Proposition [5.7] tells us that we may now extract the ordered excursion lengths, and that we
can add the convergence of the starting points of the excursions. This completes the proof
of Proposition As an aside, we observe that Proposition gives us an analogue of
Corollary 16 of [7], as follows.

Corollary 5.10. The point process 2% = {(¢9),7(8(¥))) : £ > 0,5, — &, > 0} consisting of the left
endpoints and the lengths of the excursions of R is distributed as the SBPP associated with the set of
excursion lengths of R.

5.5. Marked excursions. We now strengthen the convergence in Proposition [5.6 to a conver-
gence of ordered marked excursions. Let us first prove a deterministic analytic result, similar
in spirit to Lemma which we shall use to handle the positions of the back-edges (recall
that when a back-edge is discovered, its other endpoint is explored at the first time when the
corresponding mark in the stack reaches the top of the stack).

Lemma 5.11. Let f € S and let (fy)u>1 be a sequence of cadlag functions such that f, — f
as n — oo in the Skorokhod sense. For each n € IN, let (su,y,) be a pair of points such that
sy > 0and y, < fu(sn). Let (s,y) be such that s > 0, f(s—) = f(s) and 0 < y < f(s). Let
ty =inf{u > s, : fu(u) <yn}and t = inf{u >s: f(u) <y}. Suppose that (s,,yn) — (s,y), that
t is not a local minimum of f and that f(t—) = f(t). Then t, — tas n — oo.

Proof. Fix 0 < e < t—s. Since f € S,y < f(s), f(s—) = f(s), f(t—) = f(t) and ¢t is not a
local minimum of f, there exists 6 > 0 such that

f(x)>y+46 forallx € [s—e/2,t—€/2]

f(x) <y—46 forsomex € (tt+¢€/2].

As f, — f, there exist ny and a sequence of continuous strictly increasing functions A,
[0,00) — [0,00) such that A,(0) = 0, limy_,c0 Ay (x) = o0 and, for all n > ny,

|fu(An(x)) — f(x)] < /2 forall x € [0,t+€/2]
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and
[Au(x) — x| <e/4 forallx € [0,t+e€].
Then
fn(An(x)) >y+06/2 forallx € [s—e/2,t—€/2]
fa(An(x)) <y—6/2 forsomex € (t,t+€/2].
By taking ng larger if necessary, we also have
|s—su| <€/4 and |y—y,| <d/2
for all n > ng. Then for all n > np, we have |A,;1(s,) —s| < €/2 and so
fu(x) >y+6/2 forallx € [s,,t —€].
It follows that
fu(x) >y, forall x € [s,,t—e€l.

Moreover, it must be the case that f, goes below y, in the time-interval [A,(t —€/2), A, (t +
€/2)], i.e. we must have t, € [A,(t —€/2),Au(t +€/2)]. But then t, € [t —¢,t + €] for all
n > ng. As € was arbitrary, the result follows. O

Let

M (k) = N*(c"(k)) = N*(¢"(k = 1)),
be the number of back-edges falling in the excursion ¢}. Suppose that M"(k) > 1. Then for
1 <r < M"(k), let g} +s{, be the rescaled time at which the rth back-edge is discovered in

the kth component and let n!/(«+1) x” x;, > 0 be its position on the stack. Let gi' + i be the
rescaled time at which the correspondmg marked leaf in the stack is killed, thus closmg the
rth back-edge. This is the first time that the stack size goes below the height of that leaf after
its discovery (the stack being a LIFO queue), so that we have

tp, = inf{t > sp rep(t) < xp, — p=1/ @),

Finally, if M" (k) > 1, let P! = Zﬁ\inl(k) d(sp ) define a point measure on [0, C(en>. 1f M" (k) =
0, let P}’ be the null measure. Let o

(k)

=TTt

k>1 r=

the point measure encompassing all of the pairs of rescaled times at which a back-edge is
opened and closed.

Turning now to the limiting process, recall that (¢;,i > 1) are the excursions of R listed in
decreasing order of length, and that the sequence ({(€;),i > 1) lies in Kﬁ. Let M; be the
number of marks falling in the excursion €;, and if M; > 1, write s;1,...,s; », for the times
and x;1,...,x;, for the positions of the marks, respectively. For 1 < r < M;, let

ti,r = inf{t > Sir I;‘Z(t) < xi,y}.
If M; > 1, write P; = Zﬁil (5(51_,7,”, ) and if M; = 0, let P; be the null measure. Finally, let

Q Z Z 5 gl+slr gl+t17

i>1r=

Recall that N
" (i) = min{k : S"(k) < —i}
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and let {"(i) = ¢"(i) — &"(i — 1) be the length of the ith excursion of S" above its running
minimum. Since the components of F,(v) again appear in size-biased order, an argument
completely analogous to that above gives that n=*/(*+1ord (" (k),k > 1) converges in distri-
bution to ({(&),i > 1) in £;. In particular,

n*ﬂé/(ﬂ‘i’l) n.;alxgn(o i> g(gl)’

where we recall that {(¢7) is the length of the longest excursion of R above 0; in particular, by
Proposition |3.1|and Lemma [3.5/ we have {(£7) < o a.s.

For i > 1, let M"(i) be the number of back-edges falling among the vertices corresponding
to the (2i — 1)th and 2ith components of F,(v), and let N, = max;>; M" (k). On the pair
formed of the (2i — 1)th and 2ith components of F,(v), at corresponding vertices, we have
that the size of the stack in F,(v) is bounded above by the size of the stack in F,(v) plus 1.

Proposition 5.12. We have

ord (¢ (ef), e}, Pit,k > 1) = (£(8), &, Pyyi > 1)

as n — oo. Here, for each k > 1, the convergence in the second co-ordinate is for the Skorokhod
topology and in the third for the Hausdorff distance on R ; then we take the product topology over the
different indices.

Proof. Observe that {(s;,, x;,) : 1 < r < M;} are the times and marks of the marked Cox
process (see Theorem which fall into the excursion ¢;, for each i > 1. Equivalently, they
are picked uniformly from the Lebesgue measure under the excursion ¢;. Such an excursion
has only countably many discontinuities (all of which are up-jumps), and so the conditions
of Lemma are fulfilled almost surely. Combining this with Theorem we may deduce
the joint convergence in distribution as n — co of

(n =V @EOR ([t @HV 1), £ > 0) — (R, t > 0)

in the Skorokhod topology and Q" — Q in the topology of vague convergence on R3 .

By Skorokhod’s representation theorem, we may work on a probability space such that this
joint convergence holds almost surely. Fix K € IN. We have already shown that, given § > 0,
there exist M > 0 and ng sufficiently large such that, with probability at least 1 — §, the K
longest excursions of both n~1/(«+1)R"(|. u¢/(@+1) |} and R occur in the time-interval [0, M]
for all n > ny. Since Q" — Q and Q has only finitely many points in [0, M]Z, we may
deduce that the K smaller point processes obtained by restricting Q" to each of the K longest

excursion-intervals converge in the sense of the Hausdorff distance to Py, ..., Pk respectively.
The result follows. O

We conclude this section with some technical bounds on the number of back-edges in a given
component, of which we will make use later.

Lemma 5.13. Almost surely, we have #{i > 1: M; > 2} < 00 and Npax := sup;~ M; < oo.

Proof. We will bound

E [#{i >1:M; > 2}‘(g(€i))i21} = ;JP (Mi > 2‘6(51-)) /
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where we have used the independence of the excursions given their lengths. We use the crude
bound P (Po(A) > 2) < A% For any i > 1, we have
¢(&) = x)

P (Mi > 2‘g(§i) = x) =P (Po (; /Oxa»(u)du> >2
Enw [(; foxe(u)du)zexp (% foxe(u)du)}

Ex [exp (1 f; e(u)du)]

()| "o o )

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that the denominator is bounded below by 1.

4
< IE]N(X)

By the scaling property of the excursion e,

1 ¥ 4
(/ e(u)du)
HnJjo
for some constant C > 0. Define

f(x) :=Enw [exp <i /Oxce(u)duﬂ v = Eno) [exp <2x1;1/”‘ /01 e(u)du)]l/Z.

This is clearly an increasing function of x, so that for x < {(&1) we have f(x) < f(C(€1)),
which is almost surely finite by Lemma since {(€1) < o a.s. By Proposition we have
Y1 {(€)? < o0 a.s. and so

1/2

Ep < Cx20+1/0)

[#{1>1 M; >2}‘ m} <F(2E) L IE)2H/Y <o as.
i>1
It follows that
#Hi>1:M; >2} <o as.
Since the area of any individual excursion ¢; is finite, it contains an almost surely finite
number of points and this, together with the fact that only finitely many excursions contain
more than 2 points, gives that Nyax < oo a.s. Il

5.6. Height process. In order to deal with the metric structure, we also need to know that
the height process associated with X" converges. Let
H"(k) =#4j€{0,1,...,k—=1} : X"(j) = inf X"(¢
0 =#{je b x'G) = inf X7(0)}
so that H" (k) is the distance from the root of the component being explored to the current

vertex at step k. See Figure [2] for an illustration. (Recall that M, (v) is obtained from F,(v) by
replacing pairs of marked leaves by back-edges.)

Our aim in this section is to prove that H" has H as its scaling limit, and that we can extract
its marked excursions as for the exploration process. Recall that
G'(k)=#2j€{0,1,...,k—1}: §"(j) = inf S"(¢)¢,
ORI }:5) = int 30|
which is the height process corresponding to the forest F,(v). We will compare H" and G".

It will be sufficient to do this for pairs of components of F,(v). To this end, suppose that

fora > 0 and m > 1, vertices Us41, Vat2, - - -, Va+m fOorm a pair of components of F,(v), and
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FIGURE 2. Top: three components of F,, (v). Left: X" (k) drawn with the vertices
on the stack indicated. Empty squares represent half-edges which are available
to be connected to as back-edges. Filled squares are marked vertices. Right:
the corresponding height process (with the extra vertices in red).

that there are b back-edges on these vertices in M, (v). Then the corresponding collection of
components in F,(v) together have m + 2b vertices, which are visited at times ¢ +a,c +a +
1,...,c+a+m+2b—1in the depth-first exploration, where ¢ > 0 is such that a = 7,(c + a).
We compare H" with G" at the times T,(c 4 a), T,(c +a +1),...,To(c +a+m +2b —1).

Lemma 5.14. We have

max |H'(a+c+i)—G"(t(a+c+1i))| <14+b+2b max |G"(a+i)—G"(a+i—1)]
0<i<m+2b—1 1<i<m

Proof. Suppose first that b = 0. Until we come to the end of the first component of E (v), we
have N

H'(a+1i) = G"(tu(a+1)).
Thereafter, we have H"(a 4 i) = 1+ G"(1,(a + i)), since the second component of F,(v)
becomes a subtree attached to the root of the first component of F, (v).

For b > 0, we encourage the reader to refer back to Figure

Write A = maxj<ij<,, |G"(a + i) — G"(a + i —1)|. The occurrence of a head or tail of a back-
edge at time k implies 7, (k + 1) = 7,(k). To get from F,(v) to F,(v), we unplug a sequence
of subtrees and plug them back in further along in the depth-first order. Within subtrees
containing no back-edges, the increments of the height process remain the same as they are
in the corresponding subtrees of F,(v). Finally, every time we start a new subtree there is an
extra difference of 1. It follows that the most by which the height process can be altered in
going from F,(v) to F,(v) is an additive factor of 1+ b + 2bA. O

We are now ready to state and prove the main result of this section.
Proposition 5.15. Jointly with the convergence in Theorem we have that as n — oo,
(n*%H”(Ltn"‘/(““)J),t > o) LN <I~{t,t >0)

in D(R+,R+).
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Proof. By Theorem 4.1, we have
(n—?;%é"(mﬁuj),u > o) A (Hyu>0).

By Theorem 1.4.3 of Duquesne and Le Gall [35], (H,, u > 0) is almost surely continuous. By
the absolute continuity in Proposition the same is true of (H,,0 < u < t). It follows that
forany t > 0,

(21) ni o sup |GM() -G —1)] 50

1<j< e/ @)
as 1n — o0,

By Lemma if 6 > 0, there exists K5 < oo such that
P ({(g1) > Ks) < ¢ and P (Nmax > Ks) < 6.

In particular, starting from any time k, the number of steps until we next reach the beginning
of an odd-numbered component is bounded above by 2K;n®/(*+1) with probability at least
1—-4540(1).

Now fix t > 0 and € > 0. Then by Lemma we have

P (ngﬁ sup |H" (k) — G"(1,(k))| > €>

0<k< [tne/ (1) |

<P (n"‘/(“l) max (" (i) > K5> + P (N] . > Ks)

i>1
+]P<1+K5+2K5 sup IG"(j) — G"(j —1)| >en?§+i),
1<j< | (t++2Kg)n/ (41) |
Using (21)), we obtain that
1P<1+K5+2K5 sup IG"(j) — G"(j —1)| >eng+i> =0
1<j< (42K )ne/ (241 |

as n — oo. It follows that

lim sup IP <ng+% sup |H" (k) — G™ (1 (k)| > €) < 26.

n—00 0<k< \_tn"‘/("‘*l)j

But § > 0 was arbitrary and so by Lemma |5.1) we may deduce that
(n’%H”(Lun"‘/(““)J),O <u< t) N <P~Iu,0 <u< t) . O

Now let
BH(E) = n~ @D/ B (k1) 1 [t @) ]), 0 <t <o/ @D k),
Proposition 5.16. We have
ord (e, hit, Pt k > 1) < (&,hy, Pyyi = 1)

as n — oo. Here, for each k > 1, the convergence in the first co-ordinate is for the Skorokhod topology
and in the second for the topology of vague convergence of counting measures on [0,00)?; then we take
the product topology over different k.

Proof. We derive this from Proposition by applying the same reasoning as in the proof of
Proposition using the fact that R" and H" have the same excursion-intervals. g
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5.7. The convergence of the metric structure. We have now assembled all of the ingredients
needed in order to prove Theorem Recall that M}, M5, ... are the components of the
random multigraph M,,(v), listed in decreasing order of size. We will make the distance and
measure explicit in each by writing (M, d/, u!');>1. Recall also that F,,(v) is the forest encoded
by H". In order to recover M, (v) from F,(v) we remove pairs of marked leaves and replace
them by back-edges as described above.

Proof of Theorem [I.1, Write (h’gi),P("i)) for the ith element of the sequence
ord (hz,Pk”,k > 1). Write (T}, d!, u!") for the tree with rescaled height process h’&.) and with
mass 1% (@+1) on each vertex. (For i > 1, these are the trees of the forest F,(v) listed in
decreasing order of mass.) By Skorokhod’s representation theorem, we may work on a prob-
ability space where the convergence

(hi(/li)/ p(nl)/l 2 1) — (Ei, Pj,i Z ].)
occurs almost surely. By (8), this entails that
dGHP((Tln,d?, ,u?)/ (;7\?/&;/ ﬁz)) — 0 a.s.

n

m;.
as n — co. In order to obtain (M, d}, uf') from (T7,d}, p') if Py = v Ogn tn We must

remove the vertices encoded by S(i)r and Eiyr and replace them by a single edge between

their parents, for each 1 < r < m’gz.). Since edges have rescaled length n—(@=1/(+1l) s (it is
straightforward to see (in the same manner as in the Proof of Theorem 22 in [2]) that we get

(22) deup((MF, d}, u?), (Gi, di, ui)) — 0 as.

as n — oo. The conclusion follows. O

.1. A change of measure for spectrally positive Lévy processes. Let L be a spectrally positive
Lévy process with Lévy measure 7 satisfying

(23) /Ooo(x A x?)7t(dx) < oo.

Then we may write the Laplace transform of L; as

IE [exp(—AL:)] = exp(t¥ (1)),

where
52)\2 o
Y(A)=9A+ - + m(dx) (e — 14 Ax).
0
We impose also that
(24) ¥>0, 6>0

and that at least one of the two following conditions holds:
(25) 0>0 or / x7t(dx) = oo.
0

As observed by Duquesne & Le Gall [35], assumptions (23), and together ensure that
L does not drift to +oco and has paths of infinite variation.

We note that fot‘i’(()s)ds < ooforall @ > 0andall t > 0.
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Lemma .17. For any 6 > 0, we have

E [exp <—9 /Ot desﬂ — exp (/Ot‘I’(Gs)ds> —E [exp (9 /Ot(Ls - Lt)ds>] .

In consequence, the process
t t
<exp (—9/ des—/ ‘F(Gs)ds) > o)
0 0

is a martingale.

Proof. Let M(ds,dx) be a Poisson random measure on R of intensity ds ® m(dx), and let

M(ds, dx) be its compensated version. Then

E [exp (—G/Ot /Ooo st(ds,dx))} = exp </Otds /Ooo m(dx)(e”%% — 1+ 95x)> .

If B is a standard Brownian motion, we obtain

t t
E [exp (—9/0 sst>] = exp (;62/0 szds>.

Since we may, in general, realise L as
t 0o
Ly = —'yt+(5Bt+/ / xM(ds, dx),
0 Jo

where B and M are independent, we obtain

E [exp (—G/Ot des>]
_E [exp <9/0t ysds — G/Ot(Ssst - e/ot /000 st(ds,dx))]

t t t 00
=exp |y [ Osds+ 1(52/ 0%s2ds +/ ds/ 7t(dx)(e” %% — 1+ fsx)
0 2 Jo 0 0
t

= exp </0 ‘I’(Qs)ds) .

The second equality in the statement of the lemma follows on integrating by parts, and the
martingale property follows since L has independent increments. O

This martingale plays an important role as a Radon-Nikodym derivative. Fix 6 > 0 and con-
sider the process X with independent (but non-stationary) increments and Laplace transform

E [exp(—AX;)] = exp (/Otds /Ooo m(dx)(e ™ — 1+ Ax)e_exs> .

(The process X may again be realised as a stochastic integral with respect to a compensated
Poisson random measure on R x Ry, but this time with intensity exp(—xs)dsrr(dx).) Let
1 1 1 [
Ar=—g¥(0r) = —yt = J00° — ¢ / 72(dx) (e~ — 1+ 0tx)
0

and Zt = 0B + X; + A;. (Note that this is expressed as the Doob—Meyer decomposition of L
with 0By 4+ X; the martingale part.)

Proposition .18. For any 0 > 0 and every t > 0, we have the following absolute continuity relation:
for every non-negative integrable functional F,

~ t t
E[FI,0<s<t)|=F [exp (—9/ sdL —/ ‘I’(Os)ds) F(L,0<s<1)|.
0 0
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Proof. Observe first that Lemma [ 17]entails that the change of measure is well-defined for each
t>0.

Let us first deal with the case where v = § = 0. We use a decomposition of the Lévy measure
similar to that in Bertoin [13] or the proof of Proposition 1 in Miermont [50]:

/t ds /Oo mr(dx) (e — 14 Ax)e 0

—/ds/ ~AH0)Y 1 4 (A +6s)x /ds/ (e78* — 1+ Ouxs)
/ ds/ r(dx)Ax(1 — e~ %%%)

:/o ‘I’(/\—H)s)ds—/ (0s) ds—/ ds/ t(dx)Ax (1 — e %),

The last integral on the right-hand side makes sense because of the integrability condition
([23). Indeed, it may be calculated as follows:

00 t
/ ds/ mt(dx)Ax(1 —e %) = A/ xn(dx)/ (1—e %%)ds
0 0
_A [ ) e~ 14 01x) = A (on).
0 Jo 0

Hence,
E [exp(—AX;)] = exp </0t ds /000 m(dx)(e ™ —1+ Ax)e—9x5>
= exp <—3‘F(9t) + /Ot‘I’(A + 0s)ds — /t‘P(es)ds)

0

and we obtain

E [exp(—A(X; + Ar))] = exp (/Ot\m + 8s)ds — /Ot‘Y(Gs)ds) .

Consider the stochastic integral

t t
/(A+Gs)dLs — )\Lt+0/ sdLs.
0 0

E [exp (- /Ot()\ + 95)dLs>] — exp </Ot‘~1’(/\ + 95))ds>

E [exp(—A(X; + A))] = E [exp (—ALt _ e/ot sdL, — /t‘I’(Gs)ds>] .

0

We have

and so

Suppose now that 0 = tgp < t; < --- < t,, =t. Let Ay,..., A, € Ry. Then, by the fact that X
has independent increments,

exp( Fud )] _
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By the same argument as above, we then have

exp < Z)\ ))] = ﬁ]E [exp (— /t,-til(/\i + 6s)dLs — /:] ‘I’(Gs)ds)]
E |exp (— i/ti (A +6s)dLs — /Ot‘I’(Gs)ds>] ,
i=17ti1

since L also has independent increments. Again by integration by parts, we then get that the
right-hand side is equal to

exp< ZA Ltil)—G/Otdes—/ot‘Y(GS)H .

This yields the claimed result for v = = 0.

Now let us instead suppose that 4y > 0, § > 0 and there is no jump component i.e. L; =
—t + 6B; and Ly = —t + 6B; — 50t2/2. Then by the Cameron-Martin-Girsanov formula
(see, for example, Section 5.6 of Le Gall [46]),

E {f(zs,() <s< t)} =F {exp <—59 /Otsst — 5%0? /0t52d5> f(L;,0<s < t)}
=F [exp <—9 /Otdes — /Ot‘I’(Hs)ds) f(L;,0<s< t)} )

The result for general -y, and 7 now follows using the independence of X and B. O
The a-stable case stated in Proposition is obtained by setting v = 6 = 0, 7t(dx) =
¢x—(@+)dx and § = 1/u. The Brownian case is obtained by taking v = 0, § B/u,

6 = 1/ and no Lévy measure 7.

2. Size-biased reordering. In this section, we prove some elementary results about the size-
biased reordering (D%, D2,...,D!) of the degrees. First, we prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition Denote the set of permutations of {1,2,...,n} by &,. By definition,
P (D} =ki, D} =ky,..., D} = ky)
— ]P (DZ(l) — kl, Dz(z) — kz, “ e ’DZ(H) — kl’l)
= 2 r (Dg(l) = kl, DU(Z) = kz,. . '/Dg(n) = kn,Z = 0')

ced,
kq ko ky,
— Y P (D, =ki, Doy =k, ..., Doy = ki L
Uén ( U(l) ‘7(2) U(n) ) 2,7:1 k] 27:2 k] kn

ko ks kn
27:1 k] 2}122 k] e kn/

since Dy, ..., D, are ii.d. with law v. Rearrangement of this expression yields

=n! Vi, Vi, . . - Vg,

An An An l—|-1
P (Dl = kl/Dz = k2,-~~,Dn = kn) = leklkZsz .k nVk, H v
=1 ] iy
_ k1vk, kavg, knl/kn H (n—i+1)u
wooH Mo ik
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Now
H)(f)il =k, D} =k,...,D = k)
= Y P(D=k,D}=k,....D} =ky)

km+1/-~~/kn21
k11/k kzl/k kml/k I 1
L D M TR (e
B H K1 kn>1 i1 Lj=ikj
_ kv kave, kv, )
H H H
m 1 n kf

X m n Um+ "'Uﬂ A
L HZj:ikj+Zj:m+1kf o 11 Yj—ckj

Kt yonrkn>1i=1 l=m+1 ~j=
. kll/k1 k21/k2 o kakm m n!

pow w N —m)!
Y ﬁ ! P (Df~" =k Dy = k)
X - +17e0-/ — — Kn).
km+lr---/k1121 i=1 2;”:1 kj+z;'1:m+l k] ! " o

We have that } ;7" f)]r-’_m L Yi—mi1 Dj = En—m. It follows that the last expression is equal to

k11/k1 kzl/k2 o kakm Tl!]/lm E ﬁ - 1 _ )
BoH po (m=m) i Ykt B
and the claimed result follows. O

A simple consequence of Proposition [4.2|is the following stochastic domination.

Lemma .19. We have
(DY,D5,...,Dy) <« (Z1,Z2,...,2Zy).

Proof. By Proposition 4.2l we have

. N N nn—i+1
P (D} >dy, Dy >d,,..., D) >d,) =E (nZ,)y]l{zpdl,zde ..... Zo>dn} | -
i=1 j=i <]
Let
L (n—i+1)u
flki, ko, ... ky) = -~
i=1 2}1:1' ki
and

g(kl/ k2/ A ,kn) = :[I‘{klzdl,kzzdz,...,knzdn}'
Then f is a decreasing function of its arguments and g is an increasing function of its argu-
ments. It follows from the FKG inequality that

E[f(Z1,Zs, ..., Z0)2(Z1, Za, ..., Zo)) < E[f(Z1, Za, ..., Z)E§(Z1, Zo, ..., Zy)] -
ButE [f(Z1,Z,,...,2Z,)] =1 and so
P(Df 2, D} > dy,..., D} > dy) SP(Z1 2 d1, 2 > da, ..., Zy 2 dn),
as required. 4
Lemma .20. Fix « € (1,2) and suppose m = O(nP) for some B < a/2. Then as n — oo,
1 Any\2 P
-Y (DI')? = 0.
i3
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In particular, the above holds for m = [tn®/(#+1)],

Proof. By Lemma[19] it is sufficient to prove that

By Theorem 2.5.9 of Durrett [36], we have

1 m
limsup —— Y Z?=0as.

if and only if
Y P (2> m'/F) < oo
m=1

But P (Z2 > m'/F) =P (Z; > m'/?) = O(m~*/?F), which is summable since « > 2. O
Lemma .21. Asn — oo,
1 & .
— ) D} LA 1.
i e/ 11
Proof. We have
" . no Unlx/(wl)J . " Unrx/(lx+l)J .
Y, bf = )Di- bf = ) Di- Dy
i=|tne/ (1) | 11 i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
By the weak law of large numbers,
1 p
—Y D 5 E[Di] =u
n i=1
and, since ﬁ? >1for1 <i<mn, by Lemma we have that
1 [tn“/(“+l)j A
- pr b o.
noia
O

The result follows.

.3. Convergence of the measure-change in the Brownian case. Recall that we have y :=
E [Dy], E [D?] =2 and B := E [Dy(Dy — 1)(D; — 2)], so that E [D3] = B+ 4p.

Lemma .22. Let L(A) :=E [exp(—AD1)]. Then as A — 0,
Au(2 — A3
(26) L(A) = exp (—Ay+”(2”>— 6(ﬁ+4y—6y2+2y3)+0()\3)>.

Proof. The first three cumulants of D; are
E[Di] =p, var(Dy)=pu@2—p), E[(Di—p)’]=p+4p—o6p*+21°,

and the result follows immediately.
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Recall from Proposition 4.2] that

¢ ki, ko, ... k) =E
i=1

ﬁ (n—i+1)u
Z}’Vl:l k] + En_m '
We prove the following lemma.

Lemma .23. Let s(0) = 0 and s(i) = Z;":l(kj —2) for i > 1. Suppose that |s(i) —s(m)| <
n'/3logn forall 0 < i < m. Then if m = @(n*/3), we have

1 Jn _ﬁm3

o (ki ko, ... k) > exp ( Y (s(i) —s(m)) 6;43712) (140(1)),

1o

where the o(1) term is independent of k1, ..., ky > 1 satisfying the conditions.

Proof. The method of proof is similar in spirit to, but somewhat more involved than, that of
Lemma[4.7 Let us first introduce some useful notation. Let D] = D; — p, the centred degree
random variables, and let A,_,, := E,_,, — y(n — m) be their sum. Let ¢ be the log-Laplace
transform of Dj,

(M) = logE [exp(—ADj)],
so that as A — 0, we have

2 _ 3
@) g = THCZE A a4 21) +0(1)

x E

o (=3 10 Npm+s(m) —s(i—1)+2(m—i+1) —um
oo B ; )

We use Taylor expansion in order to approximate the exponent:

09§ (log (1= ) g (1 et S+ g 2

i=1 un
2 3
= —;% - % +0o(1)
M 1R _Q@owm?  m?
i + i Z_{(‘)(s(z) s(m)) ” + i +o0(1)
Anfm 2 1 m ) 2 _ 2...3 2 3 2 3
+ m(znzyz) + 21212 ;)(S(Z) —s(m))? + ( Zypzlr)lzm 3;;1112 - yzﬁ;m
+o0(1)
m _ 2 _ m
S 3 tom) —s()) - PR BRI o) s()
(s (m) () -
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As A,_;; is a centred sum of ii.d. random variables with finite variance, the central limit

theorem applies and we have that n=1/2A,,_,, LN N(0, /(2 —u)) as n — oo. The desired
lower bound will, however, be obtained by restricting to the moderate deviation event

En = {_(2 - V)m - 7’17/12 <Apm < _(2 — y)m + 717/12} .
On this event, for any 0 < i < m, we have
|Ap—m| = 0?3, |s(m) —s(i)] = O(n'3logn) and |(2—pu)m—2(i—1)| = O(n>/?).

So we have
sy Lo = stm)? = o), ELB Y (o) —5(9) = o(1),
Ap—m &

i L) () =0(1), and 2 9 i(s(m) (1) = o(1),

i=0

and that the remainder term (hidden in the ellipsis) in the expansion of is 0(1). Using
these facts we see that, on &, the exponent is equal to F, 4+ 0(1), where

2un 3u’n?

E, := ;}/{i(s(i)—s(ﬂ’l))— (Z_V)mz (Z_Iu)(,u_l)mg,

m(Ap—m)? m  (u—1)m?
AM%2'_@m+;ﬁﬂ Bn—m-

In order to find a lower bound on E [exp(F,)1g,], we first consider the expectation of the

stochastic part,
m(Dy—m)? m  (u—1)m?
E%W<M%2 Qm+;mﬂ Bum | Le, | -

Let & > 0 (we shall choose a specific value for 6 shortly) and define an equivalent measure Q

via 40
ap — &P (=0A—y — (n—m)P(0)).
Because the Radon-Nikodym derivative has a product form, under Q the random variables
D}, D},...,D,_,, are still i.i.d. and each have mean
E [D] exp(—6D})]
IE DI — 1 1 — _ / 0

and variance varg (D7) = 9" (0). Now fix

2

g m . m
~oun o pn?’
so that
Eq[An—m] = —(n—m)y'(6)
o [@=wm @ p)m? (B dp — 6p* 4 2p%)m?
= —(n—m) n L 2u%n?
_(Brau—e + )’ (o
2u?n3 n3
= —(2—uw)ym+0(n'’?)
and

varg(An—m) = (n—m)y"(0) = p(2 — p)(n —m) + O(n'’?).
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Using Chebyshev’s inequality and the fact that n'/3 < n7/12, it follows that

Svarg (A, — _
QUED) < QIAun + @~ | > 3712 < 2lbum) _ g -176)

So
E [eXP (W - (;’; + W) An_m> 15n]
o (2 o (5 B
> exp ((r-mpy (242 ) (e
7/12y2 2 7/12
X exp (m((z—gl);;;” /122 m ((2—;:2)212% / ))

= (i o()exp ((n = myp (1 + ;”) L@ z—ng‘;W e ;ZZ;W) |

Now,

2
(=g (o + )
nu un
_ Q—wm?® | (2—pm®  (B+4p — 6> + 2p°)m’
= (n—m) { 22 + o=~ TS +0(1)
N Gl L ) O Ve L O LAY
2un 2un? 61312 '

It follows that

¢ ki, .. k)
> (1+0(1))E [exp(Fy)1g,]

> (1+0(1)) exp ( @—pm2 | (2—p)m® (Bt 4y — 6% + 2% )m

2un 2un? 61312

+(2—ﬂ)2m3 Q-—wm®  2—wm*  2—p)(p—1)m’

2n?u? u>n? 2un 3u*n?
1 & .
+—) (s(i) —s(m
i LG0) = >>)

= (1+o0(1))exp (711# i(s(z) —s(m)) pm> ) ,

i=0 6p’n?

as claimed.

O

The event {|S(i) — S(m)| < n'/3logn for 1 < i < m} has probability tending to 1 as n — oo,

and so the analogue of Proposition 4.3/ now follows exactly as in the a € (1,2) case.

4. Convergence of a single large component for « € (1,2). In this section, we consider a
large component of the graph conditioned to have size |xn®/(“*1)|, for & € (1,2) only, and
do the main technical work necessary to prove that it converges in distribution to a single
component of the stable graph conditioned to have size x. By arguments analogous to those
in Section [5, it is essentially sufficient to consider a single tree in the forest F,(v) of size
|xn®/(@+1) | described by an excursion of the corresponding coding functions 5" and G”. The
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main result of this section, Theorem is a conditioned version of Theorem which says
that these excursions converge jointly in distribution to normalised excursions of L and H of
length x. (This is precisely the analogue of Theorem 2.5(in the measure-changed setting.) At
the end of the section, we sketch how to obtain the metric space scaling limit of a single large
component of the graph.

For simplicity, we will make the assumption that the support of the law of Dy is Z so that
excursions of any strictly positive length occur with positive probability. This assumption is
not necessary, since the condition P (D; = k) ~ ck~(*+2) implies that the greatest common
divisor of {k > 2 : P(D; —1=k) > 0} is 1, so that the claimed results all hold for n
sufficiently large.

Recall that (S(k),k > 0) is a random walk which is skip-free to the left and in the domain of
attraction of an a-stable Lévy process. Let

Ep = {S(k) > 0 for 0 < k < m, S(m) = —1},

the event that the first m steps form an excursion above the running minimum. If m =

|n%/ (@1 x| then, by Theorem

E |:f (71_1/(0‘+1)S(Lna/([x+1)ﬂ )’n—(oz—l)/(oc+1)G(Lna/(zx—i—l)tJ)’0 <t< x) ‘gm}
- N [f(e,b)].

More generally, write

Enmy = {S(ml) = min S(k) = S(my) +1}

nggmzfl

(so that &, = &y,») and, similarly,

Eny = {S"(m) = _min_ §"(k) = §"(m2) + 1},

0<k<my—1

so that 5’17}1 .m, 18 the event that there is an excursion of S" above its running minimum between

times my and my (recall that S" and G" have the same excursion intervals). This, of course,
corresponds to a component of size my — m;. Observe that the corresponding excursion of
the height process starts and ends at 0. We will prove the following result.

/M2

Theorem .24. For any bounded continuous test function f, 0 < t; < t, such that t, —t; = x, and
my = | n® )|y = | on® D | m = my — my then

E [f (n—l/(oc—H) [SNH(L(tl + t)noc/(a+1)J) _ §”( Ltlna/(zx—i-l)J )],
gn

m11m2:|

n*(ﬂcfl)/(vwrl)én(\_(tl + t>na/(a+1)“’ 0<t< nfzx/(vwrl)m)

N@ [exp (1 [ e(t)dt) f(e, )]
N®) [exp (% foxce(t)dt)}

_>
as n — oo,

We need to prove a refinement of Lemma to show that the change of measure is well-

behaved at times when the process attains a new minimum.
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Proposmon .25. sz T >0 Forn > 1and m < Tnait let kg ),ké ),...,k,(ﬁ) > 1 and let
()—ijl(]. — 2) be such that s (0) = 0 and s" () () (m) for 1 <i < m—1. Then

Ky = gy sy Cam® T
(Pn( r /---/km ) (1+5n)exp (7’1}1 ;}(S (1) 5 (m>) (0¢+1)]J“+11’l“ ’

where 6, depends only on n and T, and §,, — 0 as n — oo.

We start with a technical lemma.

Lemma .26. Suppose that m = O(n"‘/("‘“)). Let Eq1,Ey, ... be i.id. standard exponential random

variables. Suppose that for each n we have a sequence agn), aé"), ey a,(,?) such that agn) € (0,Km/n)
forall 1 <i < m for some constant K.

(a) We have

m
Y " (Ei—1) =0

Il
—_

in L.
(b) For any p > 1, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

LU pKZ 3
E |exp (p;ag)(Ei—1)>] <Cexp( " )

Both the convergence in (a) and the bound in (b) are uniform in sequences (a (n)) satisfying the above
conditions.

Proof. (a) Since the sum is centred, we have

2
!(2” (E;—1) ) ] = var (205”)(5 - 1)) =Y (@) < Ksz —0
i=1 ' "

as n — oo.
(b) For 0 < a < 1/2 we have

e—ll

E [exp(aE; —a)] = e e ? <1 + 1ia> < exp (—a + 1ia> < exp(2a?).

So for sufficiently large n we have

m
E |exp (p Za}n)(Ei - 1))
i=1

m 24,3
< exp (2;7 Z(al(")f) < exp (2;9[;2m> : O

i=1

Proof of Proposition[25] The lower bound does not rely on s(" attaining a new minimum at

time m, and has already been proved in Lemma we need a matching upper bound. To
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ease readability, we will suppress the superscripts on kg") and s (i). Now,

(n—i+1)u ]

}ﬂ:ik]'—}—Enfm
m—1 i m nu
1 (1 B n> E [Hs(m) —s(i—=1)+2(m—i+1) +En_m]
exp (_i{(s(m) —s(i—1)+2(m—i+1)+ Eyp _1}&)] ,

(1-7)
i—1 n i—1 nu

where Ey, E, ... are ii.d. standard exponential random variables, independent of Z,_,,. We
shall first consider the expectation conditionally on Eq, Ey, ..., E,. Write A, for the quantity

)
exp<_f{<5<’">—5< 1) +2(m —i+1>+anm_1}Ei>

i—1 np

E

i

-

3

X |E

El,...,Em].

Let C > 0 be a constant to be chosen later. We will split [E [A,,] into two parts, so that

ﬁ (m—i+1)u

E =

= E [Anl gy, pocuerorny| +E [Anlgp, pccmeny]

We deal with the first term on the right-hand side first. Since kj >1foralljand &, > n—m
a.s., we have the crude bound

s(m)—s(i—1)+2m—i+1)+E,p>n—i+1>n—m>n/2

for 1 <i < m and all n sufficiently large that m/n < 1/2. Then
1 m
E |:Am]].{):;n:1 Ei>cna/(rx+l)}:| é E eXp <1 — 2> Z Ei ]].{Z;nzl El_>cnzx/(a+l)}

- /na/ a+1) (x )
. x™M
o anx/(szrl r

— m - ) a/(a+1)
(2u) ]P<2V2E1>Cn )

i=1

By Markov’s inequality, this last quantity is bounded above by

n 5\ M
exp (21}1 )3 Ei)] exp (—Cn“/("‘“)) = <2(§V_> 1> exp(—Cn®/(*t1)) — 0
-1

as n — oo, as long as we take C > T(2log(2p) —log(2p — 1)), which we henceforth assume.

2u)"E

Let us now turn to the expectation of A, on the event {Y", E; < Cn®/(**1)}. Since

i (1-£) on(-252).
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we have

Am 1 {szzl E; gCn'*/@"“)}

< exp (_m(n; i (i—1) ))Ei—i<2(m_i+l)—l> Ei>

i=1 i=1 "
ol (252)=

On the event {2}”21 E; < Cn"‘/(““)}, we have LY F; = o(1). Hence, we may apply

x E

E], ceey Em] ]].{Z:n:l Ei§Cn"‘/<”‘H)}‘

np

the asymptotic formula for the Laplace transform of D; to obtain that on the event
{Zlm:l E; < Cn“/(‘”l)} we have

It follows that

Am L {Z, E;<Cn®/(a+1) }

a+1
1 &, . Cu z
< exp (ny 2(5(1_1)_5(7”))]51'_W (;Ez) +0(1))

i=1

2
C=m) (S r) 2 e e
xexp(zwl Y E; @Z(m l+1)E1+ﬁZE1 o

i=

[y

X ]l{zlmzl E;<Cne/(atD)}-

Observe that

2
Q=1 (5 — 2 it E L ™Y
2un ZEZ ny lz(m i+ 1)E+ n ;E’ 2n

27’”

1 =1
:@—W(m+ia SE 1)~ 2 Y i 1)(E 1)

i=1 i=1 np =

So

AnL(zn, B<cn/ei)

m ClxmaJrl

29)  <exp (nlﬂ Y (s(i) —s(m)) — (ot 1)perine
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where
1 m m

Xn=—3 (s(i—1)—s(m))(E;—1) — Z —i+1)(Ei—1)+ — ZE—l

nu i=1 =1 h i=1
a+1
(2 o y) m . m o C mtx-H B
+ 2]/[1’[ m—i_i:Z]:El ;(El 1) (“_’_1)”& a+1 ZE 1].

We need to understand the asymptotics of the expectation of the right-hand side of .
Recall that s has steps down of magnitude at most 1, so that we have the crude bound
s(i) —s(m) <m—i+1<mforall0 <i<m. SobyLemmal|26[a), we get

LS s 1) —sm)(E 1) = 2 Y m— i D)(E 1)+ Y (B 1) >0

s npi3 ni3

in L2, as n — co. We have

2
@-p AL
E |: < 2‘un m—+ 1221 El = E 1 ]l{z;n:l Eiscna/(wrl)}

2
<Z(Ej - 1)> ] e

2
j=1 un

- (2 _ V)Z(T+ C)2n2u¢/(0H—1)

E
4u’n?

since n®/(«+1) /p? = p(@=2)/(@=1) — o(1). If m — 0o as n — oo, it follows straightforwardly
from the weak law of large numbers that

1m a+1
~YE Poq
mi=

and so, for any m < Tn*/(e+1) we have

+1
C ma+1 <1 m )‘X p
—= [ | =Y E -1| 5o
(e + 1)nxpotl ( m =

These results imply that x, B 0on {¥7, E < Cn®/ @)} asn — oo and so

P
eXp(Xn)]l{zlt":l Ei<Cnt/@+1)} —7 1.

It remains to show that
IE[GXP(XH>1{2£1ESCnMw+D}}‘* 1
as n — oo, for which we require uniform integrability. Now, we have

2—p) ARy
exp <2,Wl m+ Z E; ;(Ei —-1) ﬂ{z;’gl E;<Cn®/(x+1)}

i=1

<1+exp (W(C—kl)mi(& — 1)> :
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Hence,

exp(x )]1{): n L Ej<Cnt/ (1)}

C, mat1
<(uc+1 ““n“)
s(i—1)—s(m m)) 2m—i+1) m o
X [exp <1=1 - T } (Ei 1))
2o((s(i—1)— ( m)) 2m—i+1) m (2-—pu)(C+1)m o
rer <;{ np o 2un }(EZ D)] '

Applying Lemma [26(b), we see that both terms are bounded in L? for p > 1. Hence, the
sequence (exp(Xu)Liym f<cpeseiny, 1 2 1) is uniformly integrable and we may deduce that

E {eXP(Xn)]l{):;gl EiSCnW(”‘“)}} -1

which concludes the proof. 4

We will also need the following lemma.

Lemma .27. Fix 0 > 0 and let m = | Tn®/ (V) |, Then we have the following uniform integrability:
for K >0,
gm] —o

Proof. The proof uses similar ingredients to the proof of Lemma On the event &,, we have

lim sup sup E

K—oco n>1

oo
exp <n 2 (8(0) - 5(’”))> L(1 o (5()-S(m))>K}

e Z ) < om (1 + max S(i )> < gT /2y =1 e <1 + max S(i)> :
n 0<i<m 0<i<m

So it will be sufficient to show that we have

. -1/ . i

hr;joljp iu;;]E exp <9m " max S(l)) L fm-1/e maxg<icn S(1)>K} 5"1] =0
We have

E |exp <9m_1/a Org?gy(ns(i)> Lt/ maxocicn S(i)>K} 5’”]
— Z e kp <max S(i) = k‘é’ >
k=|Kml/«|+1 Osism

< (K+DOPp <m1/”‘ max S(i) > K‘g )

0<i<m
+ Z Om 1/ xefm "k <max S(i) > k’5m> ,
k=|Kml/« |42 Oism

by summation by parts and the fact that e """k — efm™/*(k=1) < py=1/xgefm™"*k * Theorem
9 of Kortchemski [44] gives that for any 6 € (0,a/(x — 1)), there exist universal constants
C1,Cy > 0 such that

P (m_l/”‘ max S(i) > u‘é’m> < Crexp(— Cou® ).

0<i<m
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We take 6 € (1,a/(a —1)). So then

E |exp <9m1/“ max S(i)> L tn-1/0 maxgzicm S(i) >K}

0<i<m

:

-l-/ 0e™* 1P (m_l/"‘ max S(i) > x — 1‘8,11) dx
K

0<i<m

< e(KHDOp <m1/“ max S(i) > K)5m>

0<i<m

< Crexp((K+1)6 — CK%) + / C10 exp(fx — Co(x — 1)°)dx,
K

which clearly tends to 0 as K — oo since § > 1. The result follows. U

Proof of Theorem Recall that S(k) = YX_,(Z; —2), where Z1,Z,,... are ii.d. with the size-
biased degree distribution. Then we have
gn

E [f (w58 (L + Jns¥t]) — 8" (Lans® )], G (L(t2 + )ns1))) € ]
E [f (- (8Lt + 1)) - S (st L n G (L1 +nf1 ) 1, ]
E|lg |

my,myp

Using the change of measure, this is equal to

1E[q><mtznﬁnf(n*fﬂ[s<L<t1+->nﬁn—s<umﬁmﬂ

—x
E[@(n, |74 ) 1g,,, 0, |

a—1

ot ) ) 16,0, |

E

@(n,ttznuf“ﬁnf(nﬁ[5<L<t1+~>n«%nfs<mn«“ﬂj>1,n‘5*ﬂc<w1+~>n#J>> 5}

(30) =

E|®(n,|tn 1))

gml,n12:|

By Proposition 25 we have that on the event &, m,,

N 1 m ’ C,th—l_l
(31) D(n, [tan+i1]) = (1+0(1)) exp n ;)(5(1) —S(m2)) — e

where the 0(1) is uniform on &, »,. But using that S(my) = S(my) — 1, we get

. 1"t my Caty ™!
@, L)) = (L+o() exp | o X2 (S() = Sm) + 00— 29

< exp (; Y ([() — S(my)] — [S(m2) — s<m1>1>> .

iZ‘Vl’l]

The increments of the random walk S are independent, and so the first and second terms
in this product are independent. The first term is also independent of the argument of the
function f. So in both the numerator and denominator of the fraction (30), we may cancel a

factor of

1 miz 1 . mq Cathrl
exp (W g (S(i) = S(m)) + un @it




Using also the stationarity of the increments of S and the fact that m = my — my, we then
obtain that isequal to (1 +o0(1)) times

a—1

E|exp (4 ?;o<s<i>—s<m>>)f(n*fﬁs<Ltna“ﬁj)m*ﬁcumﬁj),ogsfﬁm)

gl’ll

E

exp (& Do (S()—S(m)) | €

Lemma|.27|gives us the requisite uniform integrability in order to now deduce the result from
Theorem 2.5 and the continuous mapping theorem. O

Let us briefly sketch how this result gives a scaling limit for a single component of M,,(v) or
G, (v) conditioned to have size |xn®/(**1)|. First note that for any e > 0 there exists a time
T > 0 such that any component of size | xn®/(“*1) | is discovered before time | Tn®/(*+1) | with
probability exceeding 1 — €, uniformly in n sufficiently large. Any such component discovered
before time | Tn®/(¢+1) | corresponds to a tree of size ~ xn®/(“+1) in the forest encoded by S"
and G" and, indeed, this tree is asymptotically indistinguishable in the Gromov—Hausdorff-
Prokhorov sense from a spanning tree of the graph component. The locations of the back-
edges can then be handled in exactly the same way as in the unconditioned setting.
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