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The degree sequence (N; j(k),1 <i,j<d,k>0) of amultitype forest with d types, is the number
of individuals type i, having k children type j. We construct a multitype forest sampled uniformly
from all multitype forest with a given degree sequence (MFGDS). For this, we use an extension of
the Ballot Theorem by [CL16], and generalize the Vervaat transform [Ver79] to multidimensional
discrete exchangeable increment processes. We prove that MFGDS are extensions of multitype
Galton-Watson (MGW) forests, since mixing the laws of the former, one obtains MGW forests with
fixed sizes by type (CMGW). We also obtain the law of the total population by types in a MGW
forest, generalizing Otter-Dwass formula [Ott49, Dwa69]. We apply this to obtain enumerations of
plane, labeled and binary multitype forests having fixed roots and individuals by types. We give an
algorithm to simulate certain CMGW forests, generalizing the unitype case of [Dev12].

1. INTRODUCTION

Bienaymé-Galton-Watson forests (GW forests) are a simplified model for the genealogy of pop-
ulations, where individuals have the same reproduction law. A natural generalization of such
model are the multitype Galton-Watson forest (MGW forests), applied when several types of in-
dividuals coexist (leading to different reproduction rates). Such MGW forest have applications
in biology, demography, genetics, medicine, epidemics, and language theory (see [Har63, San71,
Jag75, GP75, CKB™, AJ97, Allll, Durl5, KA15]), and others. But also they have several ap-
plications for pure mathematics. Miermont [MieO8] has proved that under certain conditions,
MGW forests converge to Aldou’s Continuum Random Tree (CRT, see [Ald91a]). Conditioned
random forests also provides us with several applications. In the unitype setting, GW forests
conditioned on its population coincide with various combinatorial models, and also provide us
with the computation of characteristics in several branching processes conditioned to be large (see
[Ald91b, Pit98, Dev98, Dev12, Jan12] for applications and motivations). The scaling limit of such
trees towards the CRT, was proved by Le Gall [LGO5], which, together with the work of Aldous,
opened the path to the study of random real trees.

In this paper, we work with MGW forests conditioned to have a total number n; € N of indi-
viduals type i, for i = 1,...,d, that is, conditioned with the total number of individuals by types
(CMGW forests). Such work is based on the law of the total population by types given in [CL16]
(see also [Wan14, ADG18]). Another way to condition a forest is by its degree sequence, that is,
the number of individuals having a fixed number of offspring, as done on [BM14b, Leil9] in the
unitype setting. With no doubt, this model helps to the study of invariance principles for random
graphs with a prescribed degree sequence, introduced as the configuration model by [BC78, Bol80]
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(see also the discussion in [BM14b]). The interest in such random graphs lies on their matching
with observations of large real-world networks (having features not present in the Erd6s-Rényi ran-
dom graph [ER60]). For example, with this model, one can obtain forests having degree sequence
with power law tails (multitype degree sequences are studied in [Ros18]).

Another reason to study MFGDS, is that they are more general than CMGW forests. Indeed,
under an independence assumption on the progeny distribution, the law of a CMGW forest can be
written as a linear combination of the laws of MFGDS (see Section 4). Thus, some results of the
latter model can be recovered to the former.

Simulating such conditioned forests is not trivial, since the independence assumption is gener-
ally lost, or the conditioning event is too complicated. Some papers giving explicit algorithms for
generating MGW trees are [PV91, AS95, Ste98]. We emphasize that neither explicit constructions
of CMGW forests nor of MFGDS are available in the literature. In this paper we construct both
forests and provide easy algorithms for their simulation. We also apply our construction of CMGW
forests to enumerations of some combinatorial multitype forests with given roots and individuals by
types (see Theorems 5.49 and 5.54 of [B(j7] for some enumerations of multitype labeled forests).

Conditioned multitype forests have been analyzed in several papers [DJOS, P11, P16, ADG18,
Ste18, FK18, HS19], where typically its asymptotic behavior is studied. See also [P10] for ap-
plications to epidemiological risk analysis. In fact, the standard interest when studying random
multitype (conditioned) forests, is to prove its convergence towards a limiting object, such as the
multitype generalization of Kesten’s infinite forest or a continuum random forest ([Nak78, Mie(08,
dR17]). An open problem in this regard, is to generalize the results of [LGLJ98, DLGO02] to ob-
tain the covergence of MGW forests to multitype Lévy forests. A work in progress with Dr. Sandra
Palau Calder6n is to obtain the convergence of the generation sizes of multitype forests conditioned
with the number of individuals by types.

We state the known results in the unidimensional case, and how we generalize them. Consider
a unidimensional degree sequence S, that is, a sequence of integers S = (N;,i > 0) such that s :=
1+ Y iN; = ¥ N;. From such sequence we can obtain the child sequence ¢(S) := ¢ = (cy,...,cs),
a vector with Ny zeros, N, ones, and so on. In the paper [BM14b], the authors give an algorithm
to construct, from a discrete exchangeable increment (EI) process, a uniform tree from the set of
trees with given degree sequence S as follows: define W” a walk with increments (com(j) —1,j €
[s]), where 7 is a uniform random permutation on [s], and let W be the walk with increments
(com(i* + j) —1,j € [s]), where i* + j is considered modulo s and i* is the first time W? reaches its
minimum value (that is, apply the Vervaat transformation [Ver79]). From such excursion W we can
recover the desired tree. This algorithm was extended to unitype forests in [Leil9], the distinction
is that one has to carefully chose the cyclical permutations that lead bridges to excursions.

We extend the previous construction to multitype forest, uniformly chosen from the set of mul-
titype forest with a given degree sequence. In order to do this, we generalize the above algorithm:
define a multitype degree sequence, construct dxd exchangeable increment (EI) processes, and ap-
ply to them a generalized Vervaat transform. We use the results in [CL16] to know how many
cyclical permutations lead to paths coding a multitype forest.

Also, using the results in [CL16], we obtain the law of the total population by types of a MGW
forest, under certain conditions. The unitype case is known as the Otter-Dwass formula [Ott49,
Dwa69]. This formula says that the total number of individuals in a GW forest 7, with k trees, say
#7;, having offspring distribution v is given by

k
P(#Tk:n):*P(Xn:I’l—k),
n

where X is a random walk with step law v.
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It turns out that, using the law of #7;, it has been obtained the total number of plane, labeled and
binary forests having k trees and n vertices, see [Pit98]. This paper generalizes those elementary
connections between combinatorics and probability about enumerations of forests and lattice paths
given in [Pit98]. An example of such connection in the unitype case is the following. Let .7 ,l;me
be a uniformly distributed forest from the set of plane forests having k trees and »n individuals; let
% » be a GW forest with k trees and Geometric(p) offspring distribution, with p € (0,1). Then we

have
1

Hemn )

for every plane forest F' with & trees and » individuals. Similar equalities in distribution are avail-
able for the Poisson and the Bernoulli distribution. We generalize the above formulas, obtaining
the number of multitype plane, labeled, and binary forests having an specified number of roots and
individuals of each type.

Finally, we give an algorithm to simulate MGW forests conditioned to have n; individuals of
type i, for i € [d], and having offspring distribution v = (vy,...,V,). Indeed, an algorithm of
Devroye [Dev12] simulates a GW tree conditioned to have size n, using a uniform tree with a given
degree sequence; thus, we use both of our constructions to generalize such algorithm. Devroye’s
algorithm is: generate a multinomial vector S = (Ny, Ny, ...) with parameters (n; Vo, Vi, ...), repeat
until 1+ Y iV; = n and apply the algorithm to generate a uniform tree from the set of trees with
degree sequence S. Our algorithm is analogous: generate d x d multinomial distributions with
laws (n;;v; j(0),v;;(1),...) until they form a multitype degree sequence, and apply the algorithm
to generate a uniform multitype forest with such given degree sequence.

9£iane 4 (Gp|#%p=n) and P(%,=F|#%,=n)=

1.1. Preliminaries.

1.1.1. Coding of unititype and multitype forests. A rooted plane tree T is a connected graph with
no cycles having a distinguished vertex, together with a natural identification of each vertex by a
finite sequence of non-negative integers (denoting its location on the tree). The root of 7" will be
denoted by r(T'), or simply r. A rooted plane forest is a directed planar graph whose connected
components are rooted plane trees, those are ordered according to its roots. We will only consider
finite rooted plane forests in the following.

We consider forests where each tree is labeled according to the breadth-first order (BFO), that
is, from the initial individual to the top, traverse each tree generation by generation from left to
right. We define the vector with ith component, the number of individuals having i children, for
any i > 0.

Definition. Let T be a tree. The degree sequence S = (Ny, Ny, ...) of T is a vector with
Ni:=Ni(T)=|{uecT:clu)=i}|,
where c(u) is the number of children of individual u.

Let (u;); be the individuals in BFO of a plane forest. It is well known that the walk with incre-
ments (c(u;) — 1,i > 1) codes the branching forest, that is, determines its structure completely (see
[Pit06, Lemma 6.2]). This is called the breadth-first walk (BFW) of the forest. Now, we briefly
recall the analogous coding in the multitype case, following [CL16].

Define [n] = {1,...,n} and [n]o = {0, 1,...,n} for n € N. For a forest F, let cy : v(F) — [d] be
an application from the set of vertices of F to [d], such that the children of each vertex are ordered
by color, that is, if u;,u;y...,u;+j € v(F) have the same parent, then cr(u;) < cp(uip1) < -+ <
cr(uitj). The couple (F,cr) is a d-multitype forest. A subtree of type i of (F,cr), denoted by T,
is a maximal connected subgraph of (F,cr) whose all vertices are of type i. Subtrees of type i are
ranked according to the order of their roots, and with this ordering, we define the subforest of type
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FIGURE 1. Multitype tree with 2 types and its breadth-first walk. We show type 1
individuals as filled circles, and type 2 individuals as empty circles. The breadth-
first order of the (unitype) tree is depicted at the left of the vertices, and the breadth-
first order of the subforests type 1 and type 2 are depicted at the right of the ver-
tices, labeled by 1,2,3,4,5,6 and 1/,2',3’,4’ respectively.

i of (F,cp) as FU) = {T(i), .. .,Tk(i), ...}. For u € v(F), denote by p;(u) the number of children of
type i of u. Let n; > 0 be the number of vertices in the subforest F!) of (F,cF). The coding of the
forest, called breadth-first walk (BFW), is the d-dimensional chain x() = (x"!,... x*!) € Z¢ with
length n; € N, defined for 0 <n <n; — 1 by

(1) il =l = pil )~ 1{i=j}  ijeld.

We set x(()l) = 0. The set (u’;n > 1) is the labeling of the subforest F() in its own breadth-first
order. In Figure 1 we show the BFO and

The cyclical permutations that we use are the following. For n € N, consider any application
y: [n)o — Z4 with y(0) = 0. The n-cyclical permutations of y are the n applications 6, ,(y), for
q € [n— 1]y given by

6, 1(y) = y(i+a)—v(q) j<n—gq
! Yi+g—n)+y(n)—y(q) n—g<j<n

We say that the path y : N+ 7Z is a downward skip-free chain, if yyi1 —yr € Z+ U{—1}. The
possible paths that a coding of multitype forest can take are the following.

Definition. Fix any n = (ny,...,n,) € Z4, and define S, as the set of [Z?]?-valued sequences
x=(x,... x@) such that for all i € [d], x) = (x,... x') is a Z¢-valued sequence starting at
zero of length n;, and where x"/ = (x/,k € [n;]o) is non-decreasing when i # j, and a downward
skip-free chain when i = j.

The n-cyclical permutations of x € S; are given by

Oq.n(x) 1= (64, 1, (x(l)), R qu’nd(x(d))) Vq=(q1,...,94) suchthat 0 < q <mn— 1,
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with 15 = (1,...,1) of length d. Each sequence 6 n(x) will be called a cyclical permutation of x.

Form,n € Zi, write m < n if m < n (the inequality understood component-wise) and if there
exists i such that m; < n;. Sequences x € S; will be denoted by x = (x;'c’j,k € [nilo,i,j € [d]),
and the vector n = (ny,...,nyg) € Zi, is called the length of x. Fix any such x of length n, and
r=(ri,...,rq) € Z¢ with Y r; > 0. We say that the system (r,x) admits a solution if there exists
m < n such that

d
2) ri+Y X (m)=0 Vjeld.
i=1
If there is no smaller solution m < n for the system (r, 8¢ n(x)), then we call 6q n(x) a good cyclical
permutation. It is proved in [CL16] that only such good cyclical permutations code multitype
forests, and the next lemma tells us how many there are.

Lemma 1 (Multivariate Cyclic Lemma [CL16]). Let x € Sy with x"(n;) # 0 for every i € [d|.
Consider the system (r,x) with solution n as above. Then, the number of good cyclical permutations
of x is det ((—x" (ni)>i7j€[d]>-

Since in most of the cases, we fix the number of roots or number of individuals of each type, we
need the following definition.

Definition (Root-type and individuals-type). We say a multitype plane forest with d € N types has

root-type ¥ = (ry,...,rg) € N, if it has r; roots of type i for i € [d], with r > O (that is, r; > 0 for
some i). Also, it has individuals-type n = (ny,...,ng) € N? if it has n; individuals of type i, for
i€ [d].

1.1.2. Multitype Galton-Watson forests. Consider a (unitype) branching forest with k trees and
progeny distribution v on Z., that is, each of the k individuals at generation 0 has offspring ac-
cording to v, and each of its children has offspring independently of the others and with the same
law. Such forests are also called GW forests. A multitype Galton-Watson (MGW) forest in d-types,
is a branching forest, where each individual has a type i € [d], and has children independently of
the others, according to a law v; on Z<. The progeny distribution of the forest is v = (vi,...,V4).
The formal definition is the following.

Definition. A multitype Galton-Watson process is a Markov chain Z = ((Z,gl), ... ,Z,(ld)) n > 0)

on Zi, with transition function

P(Zn+1 = (kl,...,kd) |Z = (rl,...,rd)) = Vikrl *w-*V;r‘i(kl,...,kd),

where V is the progeny distribution, and v;‘] is the jth iteration of the convolution product of v; by
itself, with vl-*0 =&.

Forr € Z<, the probability measure P, is the law P (:|Zy =r). As in Theorem 1.2 in [CL16], we
consider MGW trees satisfying the following. For i, j € [d], let m; ; = Yoezi? ;Vi(z) be the mean
number of children type j given by an individual type i, and set M = (m; j); ; as the mean matrix of
the MGW tree. Whenever M is irreducible, by the Perron-Frobenius Theorem (see [AN04, Chapter
V.2]), it has a unique eigenvalue which is simple, positive and with maximal modulus. We say in
such case that the MGW tree is irreducible. If the unique eigenvalue equals one (is less than one),
then we say the tree is critical (subcritical). The tree is non-degenerate if individuals have exactly
one offspring with probability different from one.

1.2. Statement of the results.
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1.2.1. Multitype forests with a given degree sequence. To define uniform d-type forests with a
given degree sequence, having root-type r > 0, we first define a multitype degree sequence. A
multitype degree sequence S = (S; j,i, j € [d]) is a sequence of sequences of non-negative integers
Si,j = (NiJ (k),k € [ml'J]()), where mi ;€ N, satisfying:

(1) nj = Y N; j(k) for every i, j € [d], with n; > 0 for some i,

(2) nj=rj+ Y kN j(k) 4+ Y kNg j(k), for every j € [d], with O < r; < n; for every i, and

r; > 0 for some i,

(3) det(—k; ;) > 0 with k; j := Y kN; j(k) —n;1{i = j} and k; ; < O for every i € [d].
The value N; ;(k) represents the number of individuals of type i with k children of type j, so n;
represents the total number of individuals of type i. Thus, the total number of vertices is s :=
ni+---+ng =Y Nij(k)+---+ YNy j(k) for j € [d]. The last condition is imposed to obtain a
forest with such degree sequence (see page 12). For simplicity, we will assume that our multitype
degree sequences satisfy the third condition and we focus on the first two conditions. Table 1
summarizes the case d = 2. More explicitly, the tree in Figure 1 has multitype degree sequence
Sl,l = (4, 1, 1), Sl’z = (3,3), 8271 = (3,0, 1) and S272 = (3, 1).

Si1=®MN1(0),....,Nyi(m11))  Si2=(Ni2(0),...,Ni2(mi2 ny =Y N (k)
So.1=(N2,1(0),...,N21(m21)) S22 = (N22(0),...,Nao(ma2 ny =Y N j(k)
ni :rl+zkkN1’1(k)+kN271(k) I’lz:r2+zkkN172(k)+kN2’2(k) n+n=s

)
)

TABLE 1. Relations on the degree sequence of a 2-type forest.

As in the unitype case, we construct the canonical child sequence ¢ = (c; j,i,j € [d]) from the
degree sequence, that is, let ¢; ; be a sequence whose first NV; ;(0) entries are zeros, the next N; j(1)
entries are ones, and so on. Let 6; ; be any permutation on [n;], and construct w” = {wf’ pij€ldl},
where

k
wi (k) = l; (cijooi()—1{i=j}), ken).

Remark 1. Note that k; ; := wf{ j(ni) does not depend on the permutation, so it is deterministic.

Also, note that the system of equations (r,w”) admits n as a solution, since by definition

d d
ri+ Y wlini)=ri—nj+ Y. Y kN j(k)=0  Vje[d].
i=1 i=1
Finally, note that —k; j = r; + Y, ;k; ; since by definition, we have
—kjj=nj— Y kN (k) =rj+ Y Y kNij(k) =} kNj (k) =rj+ ) kij.
k ik k i#]
Trivially, whenever r; > 0 we have —k; ; > 0.
From the Multivariate Cyclic Lemma 1, we know that det(—k; ;) is the number of good cyclical
permutations of w’, considering the system (r,w”). We define a Vervaat-type transformation of

w?, given by choosing uniformly at random a good-cyclical permutation from all the good-cyclical
permutations. After that, the algorithm is similar to the unidimensional case.

Definition (Multidimensional Vervaat Transform). Fix any w? as constructed above, with corre-
sponding r and any u € [det(—k; ;)]. Define V(w”,u) as follows: enumerate the det(—¥; ;) good
cyclical permutations of w’, using the lexicographic order on the set of q such that 9q7n(wb ) codes
a forest; then, let V(w”, u) be the u-th good cyclical permutation.
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FIGURE 2. MFGDS with three types, having 8 000 vertices.

Let ;s be the set of multitype plane forests with degree sequence S, having root-type r and
individuals-type n. Let W = (W, ;,i, j € [d]) be a random process taking values on S;. Then, we
denote by P, the law in which each W; ; starts at W; ;(0) = r;,1{i = j}.

The next result gives us a simple way to obtain the BFW (as constructed in (1)) of a MFGDS
(the proof is given on page 12).

Theorem 1 (Uniform multitype forest with a given degree sequence). Fix the degree sequence S
of a multitype forest having root-type r and individuals-type n. Let W be the BFW coding a forest
taken uniformly at random from Frg. Let © = (m; , i, j € [d]) be independent random permutations,
where m; j takes values on [n;], and let U be an independent uniform variable on [det(—k; ;). Define

the processes W’ = (‘/Vlbj,l,] € [d]) as

k
Z] ¢ jomy(l)—1{i=j}), keln],

where ¢ = (c; j,i, j € [d]) is the child sequence of S. Then
VIWE UYL W,
under the law Py and the uniform law on F s, respectively.

From the proof, we obtain |, g|, the number of multitype forests with a given degree sequence
S (cf. Theorem 3.3.2 in [Ngul6])

det

sl = AT )

In Figures 2 and 3 we depict two simulations of MFGDS.

1.2.2. MGW forests conditioned by types. Before turning to the joint law of the number of indi-
viduals of type i € [d], of a MGW forest, we prove that the latter model is a mixture of MFGDS in
Section 4. This justifies the importance of MFGDS.
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FIGURE 3. MFGDS with three types, having 32 000 vertices.

Let X = (X, ... X)) be d random walks on Z¢, where

3) P(x{" =k) = vi(k+e),
k is a vector with entries in Z, except at position i, which takes values on Z, U{—1}, and e, is the
vector with zeros except a one at position i. We will write X() = (X“!, ... X?). Our hypotheses

are the following:
H1: For every i € [d], the law v,- has independent components, that is

v (k+e) H]P(X’f = k= (ki,....kq),k; € Zy for j #iand k; € Z, U{—1}.

H2: Forevery i, j € [d], with i # j

E (Xri;j? Y X, =nj— rj) = < Y X =nj— ’”J)
I€[d] le[d]

It is important to remark that we do not assume that the components v; have the same distribution.
The following result (see page 15 for the proof) is a generalization of the Otter-Dwass formula
[Ott49, Dwa69] (Lemma 3.8 in [ADG18] also gives a formula for the joint law of the sizes of a
MGW forest, but less explicit).

Theorem 2. Consider an irreducible, non-degenerate and (sub)critical MGW forest, and let n; > 0
for every i and r > 0. Suppose that H1 and H2 and are also satisfied. If O; is the number of type i

individuals, then
(Z Xri}i—ni_’"i) ;
=1 le[d]

r d
Py (0; =nj,icd *H
wherer=ri+---+rqgandn=n;+---+ny, and r; < n;.

3



MULTITYPE FORESTS WITH GDS AND MGW CONDITIONED BY TYPE SIZES 9

Remark 2. Under the assumption n; > 0 for every i, the proof is simpler, but we think this hypoth-
esis can be dropped as in [CL16].

Remark 3. On page 17, we obtain the case when n; = r; for some i’s. Since Theorem 2 has a
different formula on such case, the law of } ;¢4 O; (computed on Corolary 1) does not have a nice
expression.

For the next results denote by Ffyq lane Flabezed and Fblna” the set of d-type plane, labeled and
binary forests having root-type r and 1nd1V1duals -type n, where r; < n; for every i and r > 0. Our
labeled multitype forests have labels on [n], that is, for F € F’rf‘gded , each individual v has a unique
label i € [n] and a type cp(v) € [d]; also, F has fixed root set [r], that is, the r| type 1 roots have
labels on {1,...,r1}, the rp type 2 roots have labels on {r; +1,...,r; +r2}, and so on. Using
Theorem 2, we give in Subsection 5.1 three examples of distributions were the law of a MGW
forest conditioned by the number of individuals of each type can be computed explicitly. This
generalizes the constructions given in [Pit98].

Proposition 1. For fixed p € (0,1), let 4, , be a d-type GW forest with root-type ¥, having geo-

metric offspring distribution with parameter p independently for each type, that is, vi(ki, ..., kg) =
[1: p(1 — p)&i for k; > 0. Let #:%, , be the number of type i individuals in %, ,. Then
1
P(%,=F#%,=n;i€ [d]) = VF € FPlre,

i—ri—1
7 et (")
thus, such conditioned forest is uniform on FY’ la"e.
Proposition 2. For i € R, let P, be a d-type GW forest with root-type r, having Poisson off-
spring distribution of parameter | independently for each type, thatis, vi(ky,... kg) =[T;e *u*i /k;!

for ki > 0. Let #; Py, be the number of type i individuals in Py . If P, is Py n relabeled by d
uniform random permutations, one for each type, then

P(c@;p = F|#i‘@r,p =n;,i € [d}) = VF e Fi‘i{l[:el&la

r pyn—r
-n
n

thus, such conditioned forest is uniform on Fl“bel“’.

Proposition 3. For0 < p <1, let By, be a d-type GW forest with root-type r, having Bernoulli off-
spring distribution with parameter p, for each vertex independently of the type, that is, Vi(ky,... k) =
[1P% (1 — p)' =k with k; € {0, 1}. Assume that n; — r; is an even number for every i € [d]. Since any
vertex v has zero or two children with probability p or 1 — p respectively, then vi(ci(v),...,cqa(v)) =
[1p<M/2(1 = p)t=<M)/2, Let #,Pr. p be the number of type i individuals in %y . Then

1 .
P(Brp=F|#iBep=nii€[d]) = > VFFH™,

% H ((l’l,’—r;'i)/z)

thus, such conditioned forest is uniform on Fbma'y.

As a simple consequence of our results, we obtain the following enumerations.

Lemma 2. The number of d-type plane, labeled, and binary forest, with root-type r and individuals-
type n is given respectively by

n+n—ri—1 ro,_ r n
- -n"r d - .
,g] < i —Ti > A ”H (("i—ri)/2>

Finally, we give an algorithm to simulate MGW processes conditioned by its types. This is done
using the following proposition and an Accept-Reject method (see Algorithm 9).
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Proposition 4. Let W be the BFW of a CMGW(n) forest satisfying the Hypotheses of Theorem 2,
having offspring distribution v, and root-type r, with 0 < r; < n; for every i. Generate independent
multinomial vectors S; j = (N; j(0),N; j(1),...) with parameters (n;,v; j(0),v; j(1),...), and stop
the first time that rj +Y.; Y kN; j(k) = n; for every j. Denote by S the multitype degree sequence
obtained, and let V(W? ,U) be the BEW generated by Theorem | using the degree sequence S.
Then,

1 .
Pe (VW U) =w) = o e (F = FI 7 =¥ ),
ro Ilni

for every multitype forest F' coded by w, with root-type r, individuals-type n, multitype degree
sequence (n; j,i,j € [d]) and with k; j = Y kn; j(k) —n1{i = j}.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we construct uniform unitype forests with a
given degree sequence. This will be used in Section 3, to construct MFGDS and prove Theorem
1. In Section 4 we prove that under an independence assumption, the CMGW forests are mixtures
of MFGDS. Section 5 is devoted to prove the joint law of the number of individuals by types in
a MGW forest, which is Theorem 2. In that section we also obtain in Corollary 1, the law of the
total population in a MGW forest. Examples satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem 2 are given in
Subsection 5.1. The algorithms are given in Section 6.

2. CONSTRUCTION OF UNITYPE RANDOM FORESTS WITH A GIVEN DEGREE SEQUENCE

A well-known encoding of forests by skip-free random walks is given as follows. Define the set
of all bridges finishing in position —m at time s, as

B ={(y(1),....5(s)) € Z°: y(j) —y(j —1) = —1for j € [s], y(s) = —m}.

Fori € [s] — 1 and y € B*™, define 6;(y) as the cyclic permutation of y at i, that is
. y(j+i) =yl JHi<s
() ()= VT IO T
y(j+i—s)+y(s)—y(i) s—i<j<s.

This transformation puts the last s — i increments of y as the first s — i increments of 6;(y), and the
first i increments of y as the last i increments of 6;(y).

For any u € [m] — 1 and y € B*™, let 7, be the time that y hits min(y) + u for the first time. The
Vervaat-type transformation V' that we use is given by

V(y,u) = 6g,(y)-

Note that this transformation leads the set of bridges, to the set of excursions of size s finishing at
—m

E ={(w(1),...,w(s)) € Z°* :w(j) —w(j—1) € {—1,0,1,...} for j € [s], w first reaches —m at time s} .

Now, let F' be a forest with trees 77, ..., T, for m € N. The degree sequence of F is given by
m
N;(F) =Y Ni(T;).
1
Note that, any finite sequence of non-negative integers S = (N;,i > 0), such that for some m € [|S|],

we have

s = ZNi = ZiNﬁ—m,
is the degree sequence of some forest with m trees. In this case we call S a degree sequence. The
size of the forest F will also be denoted by |F|.
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Fix any degree sequence S and obtain its child sequence ¢ := ¢(S). As before, we obtain an
EI process using uniform permutations of the child sequence ¢. Let 6 be any permutation on [s].
Define the bridge

J
W)=Y (coa(—1) jels,
1
with w?(0) = 0. Note that w”(s) = —m. The set of paths taken by w? is

Bs = {(y(1),...,¥(s)) € B*™:[j:y(j) —y(j— 1) =i—1| = N; for every i > 0}.
From the excursions in E*™, we consider those with fixed number of increments of given size:
Es={(w(l),...,w(s)) e E* :|j:w(j)—w(j—1)=i—1]=N;,i >0}.

Define Fg as the set of all forests with degree sequence S. Using Lemma 6.3 of [Pit06], it can be
proved that there exists a bijection between Eg and Fg, and we know that |Fg| = = (N,- ‘§>0).

It is clear from a picture, that a bridge is sent to an excursion by the Vervaat transformation. Let
us prove this is also the case for bridges in Bg, that is, bridges coming from a degree sequence S.

The next three lemmas are inspired in [Leil9].
Lemma 3. For any u € [m|— 1 and y € B, the path V (y,u) belongs to Eg.

Proof. By definition of 7,, the minimum value that can take y(t, + j) — y(7,) for j+ 1, < s is
—u > —m. These are the first s — 7, times of V(y,u). On the remaining times {s — 1,,...,s}, the
minimum of V (y,u) is attained for the first time at time s. This implies V (y,u)(j) > —m for j <,
and hence V(y,u) € E. Since the Vervaat transformation only permutes the increments, it is clear
that if y € Bg then V (y,u) € Eg. O

Lemma 4. Let w € Eg. Then, the number of different pairs (y,u) € Bg x ([m] — 1) such that
V(y,u) =wis exactly s.

Proof. Consider any i € [s] — 1 and the cyclical permutation y' = 6;(w). It is clear that 6;_;(y’) = w.
In fact V(y',u) = w for some u € [m] — 1. This holds true since the last s — i increments of w are
the first s — i increments of y’, then y’ hits y'(s — i) = w(s) — w(s — i) for the first time at time s — i.
Hence, the Vervaat transform can be applied at u = y'(s — i), giving us the path w.

Note that the path of w can be partitioned in m subexcursions, each one of the form (w(j+7;),j €
[Ti+1 —T;]), with i € [m] — 1 and T; the first hitting time to —i. First assume that w can be partitioned
in k,, € [m] identical subexcursions, each of length [,,. It follows k[, = s. This is equivalent to
say that there exists k,, values u such that V (w,u) = w. Those values are w(jl,,) +m € [m] — 1 for
J € [ky]. In this case, there are only /,, different cyclic permutations 6;(w) of w, each one having
ky, distinct values of u such that V (6;(w),u) = w. This proves that w has exactly s preimages. If w
cannot be partitioned in identical subexcursions, for every cyclical permutation 6;(w) there is only
one u such that V(6;(w),u) = w. This concludes the proof. O

Now, we construct a uniform forest on Fg.

Lemma 5. Consider a degree sequence S of a forest having m trees and s individuals, and let F
be a forest taken uniformly at random from Fg. Let w be a uniform random permutation on [s], U
an independent uniform variable on [m| — 1, and define the bridge

W”(j>=i<con<j>—1> je ksl

where ¢ is the child sequence of S. Then

viwr,u) L 7,
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under the law P,, that makes W? start at m and the uniform law on Fg.

Proof. Fix any w € & and any of its cyclical permutations w” € %s. From the s! possible values
that 7 can take, only []N;! give the same bridge w. This is true since we can permute the labels of
the &; individuals having i children and obtain the same bridge. Hence

1
P, (Wb = wb> = ,
(v, o)

which does not depend on w”.

By the previous lemma, there are s distinct pairs (w”, u) that are mapped to w. Denote such pairs
as (W%, u) € Ps, for k € [s]. Then, using the independence of W? and U, and that the former is
uniform, then

S
1
P, (V(Wb,U) - w) -y P, (W” —whU = uk> _3p, (Wb - wb> - 0
k=1 m |Fs|

3. CONSTRUCTION OF MULTITYPE RANDOM FORESTS WITH A GIVEN DEGREE SEQUENCE

Recall that from a given multitype degree sequence, we can construct bridges w” taking values on
S, such as before the remark 1, together with its multidimensional Vervaat transform V (w?, u) 1.2.1.
The set of possible paths of w” constructed in this manner, will be denoted by B, s. Explicitly, this
is the set of d x d bridges (w? ;,i, j € [d]) in Sy, where w} ; finishes at k; j = Y kNj (k) — 1 {i = j},
and with N; j(k) increments of size k — 1, for each i, j € [d] and k. The set of plane forests with
degree sequence S having root-type r, will be denoted by [ g, and the set of BFWs coding such

forests by [E, s. Now we are ready to construct a forest taken uniformly at random from F, s.

Proof of Theorem 1. First we prove that from any multitype degree sequence, we can construct a
multitype forest. From Remark 1, we can associate to the degree sequence a system of equations
(r,w?) with solution n. To such system we can associate a multitype forest using the Multivariate
Cyclic Lemma 1 (note that k;; < 0 by definition of multitype degree sequence), since any good
cyclical permutation codes a forest.

Now, define S; j = (N; j(k);k > 0), and write

(Srfl;) - (Ni,j(o)afr\lfij(l),---)'

Fix any bridge w” € B, s. From the possible [1;(n;!)? values taken by the random permutations
(mij,1,j € [d]), exactly [T;T];[1x N j(k)! form the bridge wP. This is true since, permuting the
labels of the N; ;(k) individuals type i having k children type j, we obtain the same bridge. This
proves the assertion since this is true for every i, j, k. Therefore

1
P (Wb =wh ) = .
' M)
Now, fix any w € E,s and i € [d]. We obtain the number of different pairs (w’,u) that can be
mapped to w using the multidimensional Vervaat transform. The point is that such bridges can only
be of the form 64 n(w), that is, cyclical permutations of w. Hence, each component w(® comes from
a Vervaat transform V (0;(w(")),u) for some j,u. By Lemma 4, the number of pairs (8;(w(?)),u)

that can be mapped to w'!) are exactly n;. This being true for every i implies there are []n; unique
pairs (Oq.n(w),u) such that V((6qn(w),u)) = w. Denote such pairs as

A(w) = { (W) € Bes x [det(—k; )] : V() = wik € [[]ni] }
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This implies
P, (V(W”,U) - w> — P, ((W”,U) c A(w))

Y B ((WhU) = nfw)
kE[HI’l,’]
1 1

- ke[%m] [I1 (sr:,) det(—ki )
1
S N (4

_de

This concludes the proof since the right-hand side is independent of w, so V(W?,U) is uniform. [J

Remark 4. From this lemma we can conclude that the set of plane forests with degree sequence S
having root-type r is

det(—

sl = ST o) ).

4. RELATION BETWEEN MFGDS AND CMGW FORESTS

Before turning to the results about conditioned MGW forests, let us prove that under an inde-
pendence condition, a MGW conditioned by its degree sequence has the same law as a MFGDS.
For any given n = (ny,...,ng) € Z4 and r = (ry,...,r4) € Z¢ with ¥ r; > 0, define the set of all
degree sequences having n; individuals of type i, as

={S= (k),i,j€[d],k>0):
ni=Y Nij(k), nj= rﬂ—ZZkNU j(k)y>0fori,je [a’]}
3

Also, for any given multitype forest F, define its empirical multitype degree sequence N(F) :=
N = (N;j(k),i, j € [d],k > 0) as

Y {ei() =k},

v eF )

where the product is taken over all vertices of subforest F(), and ¢; j(1) is the number of children
type j, that the /th individual of the subforest F () of vertices type i has.

Lemma 6. Fix any n = (ny,...,ng) € Z4 and x = (ry,...,r4) € Z4 with Y,r; > 0. Consider a
multitype degree sequence S = (Nj j(k),i,j € [d],k > 0) € DS(r,n). Consider a MGW forest with
progeny distribution v = (vy,... vd) such that each v; has independent components. Then, the law

of a MGW forest conditioned to have multitype degree sequence S is the same as Ps, the law of a
MFGDS. Also, the law of a CMGW(n) forest is a finite mixture of the laws (Ps,S € DS(r,n)).

Proof. Let .# be a MGW tree. By the assumption on Vv;, we can write v;(z) = []; vi j(z;) for any
z=(z1,...,24) € Z4, any i, and some laws V;; on Z;. Let (Fi,c(F1)) and (F>,c(F>)) be two
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multitype forests having degree sequence S € DS(r,n). Then

P (7 =F,N H H HVIJCU

! k: V/\EFI() J

=TT Tvis ™
_H [1 Hvl,c,,

i k: VkEF( 0
=P (F = B, N(F) = S).
This implies the first assertion. Let O = (Oy,...,04) be the vector with the total number of indi-

viduals of each type in a MGW forest. To prove the second assertion, we sum over all the values
in DS(r,n), obtaining

1
P (#€0=n)=——— IP’ (ﬁ):S)
Pr(o - ) S€[§rn)
S.0= .
_ y BERZS0=mp (5 s )
SeDS(r.n) ( l’l)
= Z A’S]P)S (3? € ) ’
SeDS(r,n)
where
As :]P’r(N(ﬂ) :S\O:n).
Note that trivially Yscpg(r,n) As = 1. O

5. LAW OF THE NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS BY TYPES OF A MGW FOREST

The main result in [CL16] is the following.

Theorem 3 (Theorem 1.2, [CL16]). Let Z be a d-type branching process, which is irreducible,
non-degenerate and (sub)critical. For i € [d], let O; be the total number of individuals of type i, up
to the extinction time T, and for i # j, let A; ; be the total number of individuals of type j whose
parent is of type i, up to time T. Then, for all integers r;, n;, k; j such that r; > 0 withr >0, k; ; > 0
fori# j, — kjj=rj+Yizikij and n; > —k;; we have

P (O; =ny,i € [d),Aij = kij,i,j € [d],i # j)

4 det(—kij) ¥ n
@ = MHV;"’ (it - - Kigi—1)s i + Kiiy ki 1) - - ki)
nlvuond 1

where ¥ = (r1,...,rq), i; = n; V' 1 and (=kij); je|q) is the matrix to which we remove row i and
column i, for every i such that n; = 0.

For simplicity, we use n; > 0 for i € [d] in the following. Let us give a hint on how to derive the
law of the population by types for a 2-type GW forest, having r; < n; type i roots, for every i. Recall
the hypothesis H1 about the independence in the components of v; of Theorem 2. Recalling the
definition of (X%/ i, j € [d]) of Subsection 1.2.2, from Theorem 3, summing over all the possible
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values of (k; j) we have

(5)
Py (01 =n1,02 = ny)

NS i j 4 i
— Y ¥ ARTAIERI (M X12) = (0 — i — i, ) P((XE X22) = (isn2— 2 — )

ny ny

i=0 j=0 ninz

o Re it j+ni 11 . 12 . 21 . 22 .
=Y L o P =mon )P =) PX =) P(X =)

i=0 j=0

We perform each summation in columns, obtaining three terms of the form

ny—ri ’12 n

Z kil’lp(X,:I’l =ny—r —l X21 Z k,272]P’ Xll’2 = ]) P(X,i’z =Nny—1n —]) s
i=0

where k;, 1 can be r| or i, and k;, » can be r, or j. Hence, in order to perform the summation for
any dimension, we need to expand the determinant det(—k; ;), perform the summation in columns,
and divide in cases: either a constant or a variable multiply the above probabilities. Note that,
in the first case the summation is only a convolution. Is precisely the second case why we need
Hypotheses H2. First, we describe explicitly det(—k;;).

Definition. An elementary forest is a forest of .%, that contains exactly one vertex of each type. In
particular, each elementary forest contains exactly d vertices and is coded by the d couples (i}, j)
for j € [d], where i; is the type of the parent of vertex type j. If the vertex of type j is a root, then
we set i; = 0. We define the set D of vectors (iy,...,iz), with 0 <i; < d such that (i}, j), i € [d]
codes an elementary forest.

Recall Definition 1.1.1 of S; of coding sequences of multitype forests.

Definition. Forany r = (ry...,r;) € Z% withr > 0, let S5 be the subset of S, of sequences x whose
length belongs to N¢ and corresponds to the smallest solution of the system (r,x).

Joining Lemmas 4.4, 4.5, 4.6 and 4.7 in [CL16], we obtain the following easy consequence,
which is a precise description of the number of good cyclical permutations of x € SJ,.

Lemma 7. Let x € S, where r > 0. Assume that n = (ny,...,ng) € Zi is a solution of the system
(r,x). Then, the number of good cyclical permutations of x is

det(—k,-J) = Z szj Js
(i1-sia)ED J=1
where we set ko j =rj, and —kj j =rj+Y,;kij, j € |d], and ki j = x"I (n;).
Now, we prove our theorem.

Proof of Theorem 2. By the independence imposed on V;, the product in Equation (4) can be ex-
pressed as follows:

d
P(K) :=TTv"™ (kit,-- - kig—1)sni+ kiis kigis 1) - - Kia)
1

d

j=1 i#] i#j
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We define the index set
A(r,n) = {K = (kij) :kij > 0 fori # j,0 < —k;; < nj,—kjj =r;+ Y ki;,Vj € [d]},
i#]
and use the notation } g c4(rn) to denote the summation over all k;; with i, j € [d] and i # j, such
that K = (k;;) € A(r,n). Also, fix j € [d] and define the index set
Aj(r,n) = {Kj = (k]j, . 7k(jfl)j7k(]+l) kd]) li >0forl#j,0< Zklf <n;-— r]}.
I#j
Use the notation Y gica (rn) to denote the summation over all k;; with [ € [d] and [ # j, such that
K7 = (kij,. . k(j—1)j,k(j+1)j -~ -kaj) € Aj(r,m). Then, we have

P (O; = n;,i € [d)) o Y Y  [Ix.PK).
L Ke ] j=

Denote by m the number of summands in det(—K) for any K = (k;j) € A(r,n). This is the
number of elementary forests, hence, it does not depend on K. Note that there exists m functions
o : [d] — [d]o with 0;(j) # j for every [, j, such that

(ngE

d
det(—ku) = kG[(j)j
=1

J

~
I
—_

This means that for K’ = (k;;) € A(r,n), we have

det(—

\\Ms

51k,

Now, fix any of the m permutations ;. We analyze the summation } xcy (rn) Hf 1 kg, (), P (K).
The determinant det(—k; ;) is the sum of m terms, each having one and only one term ke (j),; of
each column j. Hence, we can join such term with the corresponding probabilities (in the jth
column) involving the walks X,/ for i € [d]. This means that, for every j € [d] we can join the
terms K/ € A;(r,n) as follows

)3 Hko,

KeA(rn) j=1
(6) )
=1 X kP (X,{,’-’ =nj—rj— ka‘) HP(X,ﬁ;’ = kl,j) :
J=1KJi€A;(rn) 1) 1£j

Note that whenever o;(j) # 0 we have

Y ka()P (Xr{;j an—rj—Zkz,j> [1P(x)7 =kj) = ( A0S Yyl _r]>
)

KieAj(rn I#£j I#£j leld]
which is related with Hypotheses H2. Thus, we define
For(j)) = rj 0(j)=0
o1(j).) — .
W gy (nj—ri)/n 1) #0.

The idea is that in Equation (6), when performing the summation with kg,(;) ; # r; we use the

Hypotheses H2, whereas when kg, () ; = r; we simply use the convolution formula Yicld) X,,, This
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implies

d d__

Il [Ta2( X 7=,

KeA(rn) j=1 = le[d]
therefore
d ~
Pr(O;i=n;ic(d Hn, HIP’ Z nj—rj Hk’JJ
j=1 le[d (l],...,id)GDjzl

Define the matrix K as a d x d matrix with entries k; = nk; i =ni(n;—
—]_ij = nrj—i—anc,-j = nrj—l—Zni(
i#j i#]
Then, using Lemma 4.5 of [CL16], which computes a determinant for integer valued matrices (k; ;)
satisfying our conditions, we have

rj) for i # j, and diagonal

nj—rj)=nrj+nj—rj)(n—n;) =nj(n—n;+r;).

(l]....,id)G
To prove that det(—K) = ndi [ 17, factorize in row i the factor n;, obtaining
n—nyi+r —(m—r) —(ng —r4)
det(— H”l : : :
(nl—rl) —(nz—r2) n—ng+ry

Multiply the last row by minus one,

and add it to every other row, to obtain

n 0 —-n
— O n —n
det(—K) :Hn,-
—(n—r1) —(ma—n) n—ng+ryg

Multiply by (n; — r;

det(—

;)/neachrow i€ [d—

n 0

I,

O 0

”—Zﬁl('ﬂi—

and, being a diagonal matrix, it follows that det(—K) = n?~'r[[n; = n¢

1], and add it to the last row

ri)

-
+ [1n; as wanted.

Now we treat the case r; = n; for some i. For simplicity assume r; < n; fori € [d — 1] and ry = ng.
This implies neither there are children of type d nor type d individuals have children. Thus, from
Theorem 3 we have

]P’r(Oi:l’li,iE[d] Alj_kl]7l7.]€[ ]

det(—kij) n %
= 7‘/ d v nl
ny--ng H ll?

| # j,Aig =0,Aq = 0,1 #d)

z(z 1) nl+kllvk(z+l) ki(d—l)ao)'
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Since the matrix (—k,-j) has zeros in column and row d, except at —ky;y = ry = ny, we have
det(—kij) = nqdet(—kij); jela—1)- Using the independence of Hypotheses H1, we reduce the prob-
lem to the joint law of the first d — 1 components:

Pr(0; = njji € [d],Aij = kij,i,j € [d—1],i # j,Ajg =0,Aq = 0,1l # d)
=Py, (Oi=niyi € [d—1],A;; = kijyi, j € [d— 1])HIP(X5{;1 - 0) HP(x,{sz - 0) .
J Jj#d
From this and the proof of Theorem 2, we obtain

P (0= e ) =TT#(xt7 =0) [T (i =0 o) L lr’ﬁp< y X,g;:n,,_r,)
J ii=1

Zl 'n l€fd—1]

Zd lrl ; ;
HP ZXVIU :n,-fr,-,X,i; =0

Y 1€[d]
— = dj _ Jd
_P(rl 77777 rdil)(O,—nl,lG[d*l])HP(Xnd _O> HP(X'U _O)'
J Jj#d

This shows that the formula of Theorem 2 does not work for the case n; = r; for some i. By the
same reason, the next result, which is the law of the total number of individuals in a MGW forest,
has four additional terms.

Corollary 1. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 2 are satisfied, that (X'/,i € [d]) are identically

distributed for every j, and thatd =2. Let O =} ic(4y) Oi, n € Nand r <n. LetX( ) have law Y Xn
forany ny+---4+ng =n. Then

P (0 =n) = P( x4 x?® = _r)
+- ilrzp(x,@,z =n—rx{)=0)B(x =0)
+nfrlp(x,§1>:0)lp( X2 —0.x? )rl_n_r)

- TR(x =) (% =0) - TR (i =0) (X =),

Proof. We have to sum over all nj,n, such that ny +n, = n. Note that n; > r;, and also r| < n; <
n— ry. It follows

Py (O =n)
= Z IP’r(Olznl,Oz:n—nl)—I—Pr(Ol:r1,02:n—r1)—|—IP’r(01:n—r2,02:r2)
nyri<ni<n—ry
_r Z IP(X“-I—X,, n —nl—rl)P(X12+Xn n —n—nl—r2>
n ny:r Snl <n—nr
(01:r1,02:n—r1)—|—IP’ (0121’!—1’2,0221’2)
P(X” +X2 =n—r)P(X,?,, + X7 =0)— IP’(X”—i-an'rl_O) (X2 +Xx.2

n—rp n—ry n—rp — N I") :
Making the change of variables n; — r; = [;, using the convolution formula and Theorem 2, gives
the desired result. U

5.1. Application to the enumeration of plane, labeled and binary multitype forests with given
roots and types sizes. We provide three examples where Hypotheses H2 are satisfied, under the
assumptions of Theorem 2. For simplicity, we consider d = 2, but the proofs also work for any
d > 3. We perform the summation in Equation (5) explicitly in the next examples.
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5.1.1. Geometric Offspring. Fix r = (r1,r;) € N> WITH r = r; +r, >0 and n = (ny,n;) € N%r.
Denote by nyl,f”e the set of two-type plane forests having r; roots and »; individuals of type i, for
icld].

O[n] the other hand, for any p € (0,1) let %, , be a two-type Galton-Watson forest with r; roots of
type i, having geometric offspring distribution with parameter p independently for each individual,
that is, v;(ki,k2) = p(1 — p)Kp(1 — p)k2. Recall that for any F € FL4"™, we denote by F() the
subforest of type i of F. Suppose that F € Ff},ﬁme has k; » type 2 individuals whose parent is of
type 1, and k> ;1 type 1 individuals whose parent is of type 2. Hence, n; —ri —k» 1 is the number of
individuals type 1 whose parent is of type 1, and similarly for the type 2 individuals. Denoting by
¢;(v) the number of children type i that vertex v has, then

P(%p=F)= [] vilci(v),c2(v)) T] valc1(v),2(v))

vef() vef?)
_ pZn(l _p)nlfrlfkm (1 _p)/qz(l _p)k2| (1 _p)n2*r2*k12
— p2n(1 _p)nfr’

wheren=n;+mn yr=ri+n.

Now, we compute the left-hand side of Hypotheses H2. Recall that the sum of k independent
geometric random variables with parameter p, has a negative binomial distribution NBy ;, of pa-
rameters k and p. From Equation (5), one obtains the sum

ny—ri
Y iP(X) =n—r—i)P(X5 =)
i=0

ny—rp _ —i—1 1 — 1 . .
'y i<n1+n1 i ><n2+.t >p"1(1_p)"l—’l"p”z(l—p)’

i—0 n—ry—i l

_ M i ng—rp—i—1 ny+i—?2 .
:pn(l_p)nl 1 Z{ < i i1 (nz—l—l—l)
=

=p"(1—p)" " mifl(nﬁi) (nl Fmonm T 1) ("2+i_ 1>

= n—r—1—i i

making a change of variable in the last step. For any m,n;,n; € N, we use the equality

i ni+m—i—1\(np+i—1\ (ni+np+m—1
= m—i i N m ’

which can be proved comparing the binomial coefficients in the convolution of two negative bino-
mial random variables. Hence, if we define a function f : [n; — r1]o — R, as

f(k):”l_f’_ki<n1+n1—r1—k—i—l> <n2+.i—l>’

= n—r—k—i i
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we obtain

n+n—r—2 mnl = —1—i—1\ (m+i—1
0) =
f() I’l2< nl—rl—l >+ Z ! nl—rl—l—i i

i=0

:n2<n—|—n1 - —2> )

nl—rl—l

”‘i,:‘ <I’l+nl -7 —1—j>
=np .
j=1 ny—ry—Jj

ny—ri—1 n_1+ .
=n Y ( : ]>,

J

making a change of variable. Now, for any m, r € N use the identity

B0

to deduce that

ny—r B 1
(7) Z i]P)()(nll71 =ny—n _l)]P)(anzl = l) =ny <n+l’l1 n { >pn(1 _p)m*rl .
i=0 nl _rl J—

We compare this quantity with the right-hand side of Hypotheses H2:

ny np n+n1—r1—1
;(I’l] —I‘])]P)(NBn’p =n —I‘]) = ;(I’l] —r1)<

T

ny—ri
_my (ntnp—r—1)!

— _= n 1_ ni—ri
n (nl—rl—l)!(n—l)!p( P)

-1
:n2<n—|—n1 r )p”(l—p)”‘_”,

nl—rl—l

which is identical to (7).
Thus, using Theorem 2, denoting by #;%; , the number of individuals of type i, we obtain

r{n+n—ri—1\(n+nm—rn-1\ ,, ner
HJ)(#lggr,p :nla#Zgr,p = I’Lz) = < > < >p2 (1 _p) .
n ny—n ny) —rnr

It follows that

1

G I Gy

P(gr’p :f|#lgr,p:n17#2gr,p :nz) = VfGFff:lme,
being uniform on the set of two-type plane forests with r; roots type i, and n; vertices of type i.
Note that this implies that the denominator on the right-hand side is the number of two-type plane
forests with root-type r and individuals-type n. We also obtain the distributional equality
d
ffr’fﬁane = (gr,p’#lgr,p =ni 7#2gr,p = nZ) )

lane .. . I
where .ZF " is uniform on Frp™.

General case
In the general case d € N, using Theorem 2, denoting by #;%. , the number of individuals of
type i of % ,, we obtain

. Y in n—r n+ni—ri—1
P#%,=n;,Vie [d])zﬁpd (1-p) H < >

i€[d) ni—Ti
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It follows that
1

n et ("™

. Note that the previous agrees with the unidimensional case, see Formula

P(%p =F [#%, =n,Vic [d]) =

1
v F e Frlaw,

) . I
being uniform on FYy"

(35) in [Pit98].

5.1.2. Poisson Offspring. Letr = (r,r;) € N2 withr=r;+r, >0andn= (n1,ny) € N2, For u €
R*, let 2y, be a two-type GW with r; roots type i, and Poisson offspring distribution of parameter
u, for every individual, independently from anyone, that is, v;(ki,k2) = e *ukte=*uk / (k; k, ).
Similarly as in the previous example, consider any F € Ff lane having r; roots type i, ki 2 type 2
individuals whose parent is of type 1, and k5 ; type 1 individuals whose parent is of type 2. Then

P(Pey=F)

1 1 1 1
_ ,2uny  my—ri—kyp k12 —2uny  na—ra—ki2 | kai
e U U [ e u e T1
vef) c1(v)! vef) c(v)! vefO c1(v)! vef2) ca(v)!
1
_ ,—2un, n—r
e ] ,
imer C1vi)lea(vi)!

where the product is over any enumeration of the n vertices in F.
We compute the left-hand side of Hypotheses H2. Recall that the sum of £ independent Poisson
random variables with parameter i, has a Poisson distribution with parameter k. Then

ny—r

Z] iP(X,! =ni—r —i)P(X: =i)
i=0

e uZ ()" 1" (nap)’
= (np—rp—i) !

_ o ()" "'Z”l.<n1 —rl) <”2>1
(m—r)! = i n
To simplify the sum, note that
e (n—n (m)
L ()G

:(nl_”l)nli"” (ny—rp—1)! <nz>’

= (=1 —r =i \m

n1—r1—l _ _1 | i
—(m—r)2 Yy - e =11 .)' ,<nz>

ng = oil(n—r—i—1)! \n

Hence, it follows that
melt nm=rop
iIP’X“:n —r —i]PXZl:i :e—nﬂ'ui 21’[ — )
i—g(’) ( ny 1 1 ) ( ny ) (nl_rl)! I’l( 1 1)
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This is the same as the right-hand side of Hypotheses H2, since

n

n np)tm"n
;2(111 —rl)IP’(P,m =n —r1) :efn“f(nl —rl)L

(I’ll—l"])!

ny—r
g MU mp

I’l]—r]'
(np—r1)! n

=e (ny—r1)n

Denoting by #; %, , the number of individuals type i, using Theorem 2 we obtain

,2;1#( n—r
e n) r
P, (#1@r,u =n, Py = nz) - (ny—r)(na—r)! n'

and hence

(6'1(V1’;17:-,rc1'1(vn)) (Cz(vsfi-,rcz‘z(vn))

ryn—r
—n
n

P(@r# = F‘#l ‘@r-ﬂ = nl,#zﬁr”u = nz) =

V£ e Frie

General case
In the general case, from Theorem 2 we obtain

—dnu n—r
P (P = i i € [d]) = - )

o [T —r)
From which we have
Il (c-(vlgli rci’-(v )) /
P(Pry =F#Pry=ni,Vie[d]) = ’Lnn’;‘; Al VF e F23".

Note that this agrees with the unidimensional case, as seen in Formula (39) of [Pit98]. Since the
right-hand side depends on F, it is not uniform on the set of plane forests. To obtain a uniform

forest, we introduce a function as in [Pit98]. Define ¥ : Fi?ﬁezed — Fff,’f”e as follows:

(1) Order the trees of the forest, according to the natural order of the labels in the roots of type
1, then order the type 2 roots, and so on.

(2) For each vertex v; of type i, order its ¢1(v;) children of type 1 according to its labels, its
¢2(v;) children of type 2 according to its labels, and so on.

(3) Erase the labels.

Now, we find the number of forests in F/2¢/ed that are sent to a given plane forest F. For each i,
there are (n; — r;)! ways to label the type i vertices (recall that our rooted labeled forests have root
set [r]). But the permutation of the childrens of a fixed type of each vertex also lead to the same
forest F. That is, if vertex v has ¢;(v) children type i, there are ¢;(v)! labelings of such children
leading to F. This being true for every type and every vertex, we have

_ [1i(ni —r:)!
#Y ()= L
() [LerITici(v)!
This is exactly the numerator in the formula obtained above. Thus, we have the following inter-

pretation: let ﬁrlf‘nb”ed have uniform distribution over the set of all d-type labeled forests, where

the roots are in [r], with roots-type r and individuals-type n, and let &7, be &, , relabeled by d
uniform random permutations, one for each type, then

g!ﬁf)eled é ((@:j’p \#iﬂw = I’l,’,\V/ i€ [d]) .
We note that the previous formulas coincide with the results in [Pit98, Section 7] for the unitype
case. But our formulas also relate directly enumerations of multitype labeled forests with the
unitype enumerations. Recall our labeling on page 9 for forests in .7/%¢/d The above formulas

also imply that the number of multitype labeled forests in ngrlﬁf’eled with root set [r] coincides
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with the number of unitype labeled forests on [n] with root set [r], which by Cayley’s formula is
(r/n)n"~". This comes from the following bijection. Regard each multitype forest F € ﬁr’f‘,f’e’ed
as a unitype labeled forest on [n], together with the following labeling: the roots retain their labels
and, according with the order on F, the remaining n; — r; type 1 individuals now have the new
labels {r+1,...,r+n; —r }, the remaining n, — r» type 2 individuals have the new labels {r -+
ny—ri+1,...,r+ny—ri+n,—r}, and so on.

5.1.3. Bernoulli Offspring. Letr = (r,r2) € N*> with r = r{ +r, > 0 and n = (ny,ny) € N%. For
0<p<1,let %), be atwo-type GW with r; roots type i, and Bernoulli offspring distribution of
parameter p, for each vertex independently of the others, that is, v;(kj, k) = p*t (1 — p)! =1 pk(1 —
p)' 7% with ki, k, € {0,1}. Since any vertex v has zero or two children with probability p or 1 — p
respectively, then v;(c;(v),ca(v)) = p1/2(1 — p)l=a1 (/2 pea()/2(] — pyl=a)/2,

As before, consider any F € Fffﬁary having r; roots type i, kj » type 2 individuals whose parent

is of type 1, and k; ; type 1 individuals whose parent is of type 2. Note that k; > and k> | are even
numbers, as well as n; — r; fori = 1,2. Hence

P(Brp=F) = (p/(1=p))" 02 (1= p)" (p/(1 = p))*=/2(1 = p)"
x (p/(1=p))tm 822 (1= py (p/(1 = p)) /(1 = p)™
_ p(nfr)/Z(l _p)an(nfr)/Z.

Recall that twice the sum of n independent Bernoulli random variables with parameter p, has
distribution two times the Binomial distribution B, , of parameters n and p. If n is even, we denote
the sum over the even numbers up to n as {0,2,...,n} = 2[n/2]y. The left-hand side of Hypotheses
H2 is

iP(X,' =n—r —i)P(X3' =)
i€2[(n17r1)/2]0

(" i ny—i n ny—ry—i ny—(ny—ry1—i
_ i -1 n
= 2pm=r2 (1 — pyr=m=r)/2p, (712 >< : >
| ) i€2[(n12r|)/2} i/2=1) \(m—r—i)/2

-1 n
=2 (m—r)/2 1— n—(ny—ry)/2 ny | .

i€2[(n17r172)/2]0
Note that, since there are n individuals type 2 and at most each can have 2 children, the num-
ber k| of individuals type 2 having children type 1 is bounded by 2n,. Nevertheless, we have
]P’(anz’l = i) = 0 for i > 2n,, which agrees with the definition of (}) = 0 whenever n < k for posi-

tive integers. Using Vandermonde’s identity, and adding the term (n; —r)/2 in both the numerator
and denominator, the above is equal to

—1
2 plm=ri)/2(1 _ pyn—(m=r1)/2, ( n )
p (1=p) 2\ —r —2))2

. " (m=r)/2(] _ pyn—(m=n)/2
R L e

The right-hand side of Hypotheses H2 is

n _ _ _ _ n . n (mi—r1)/2(1 _ \n—(ni—r1)/2
n(”ll r1)P(2Byp =n1—r1) n(nl rl)(<n1_rl)/2)l? (I-p) :
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Therefore, Hypotheses H2 are satisfied and

r n n
P.(O, = 0, = _ . (n—r)/2 1— 2n—(n—r)/2.
r( 1 ny, U n2> I’l<(l’ll—l’1>/2> ((nz_rz)/2>p ( p)

Denoting by #; %, , the number of individuals type 7, we have

1

P(«@np =F ’#1%,—7,, = nl,#zf@ryp = nz) = 7 m VF e F?iﬁary’
Z((n17r|)/2) ((nzfrz)/Z)

. . b' 5
being uniform on Fy'x"”

General case
For d € N, Theorem 2 implies

P(#:Pry = ni, Vi€ [d]) = p""/2(1 — dn—(n-r)/2" n )
(#i%eu = mi, Vi € [d]) = p" (1= p) L 2
This implies
1
% H ((n,fr;,)/z)
being uniform on the set of binary d-type plane forests with root-type r and individuals-type n.

Compare this formula with the number of binary trees, which is related to the Catalan numbers,
see Theorem 2.1 in [Drm09].

P(«ggnp =F ’#if%)r,p =n;,Vi€E [d]) = VFe Fﬁizary’

6. ALGORITHMS

In this section we present algorithms for the simulation of the unitype random forests presented
before. Then, those algorithms are generalized to the multidimensional case.

First, we construct a (deterministic) degree sequence which is close to the (random) empirical
degree sequence of a CGW tree. After that, hubs are added to the algorithm to ensure individuals
with a lot of children. Being able to obtain degree sequences, we repeat the algorithm to simulate
a uniform tree with such given degree sequence. Using this we describe the simulation of CGW (n)
trees given in [Dev12]. The construction for forests was given in Lemma 5, but we explicitly write
the algorithm. As a side note, a new algorithm is proposed to simulate a tree which has offspring
distribution almost as a CGW(n). This is done by fixing n;,m € N, and constructing a CGW(n)
tree, where |n—n;| < m.

After that, we present the counterparts in the multidimensional case. First, we give a construction
of multitype degree sequences approaching a given offspring distribution. Then, we recall the
simulation of uniformly sampled multitype forests with a given degree sequence, which is Theorem
1. Finally, we present an algorithm to obtain MGW forests conditioned by its number of individuals
for each type, which is a generalization of Devroye’s algorithm.

6.1. Construction of unitype degree distributions approaching a given distribution. Let T be
a GW tree with critical offspring distribution v = (v;;i > 0), and denote by (N;;i > 0) the empirical
degree sequence of T, that is

IT|
(8) Ni=Y 1(c;=1),
j=1

with ¢; the number of children of individual j. Define the normalized empirical degree sequence
¥ = (¥;3i > 0), where ¥; = N;/|T|. It turns out that for a CGW(n) tree 7" having n vertices and
offspring distribution v, the convergence of the normalized empirical degree sequence has been
proved in Lemma 11 of [BM14b] (under the assumption of a finite variance offspring distribution).
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The latter means that if we want to construct degree sequences, we can construct them roughly as
NI'" 2 | Visp .

We generalize such lemma of [BM14b] by dropping the finite variance condition. Let v be
an offspring distribution that is in the domain of attraction of an «a-stable law, for short DA(«),
with parameter o € (1,2). This means that v([j,e)) = j~*L(j) where L : R, — R is a slowly
varying function, that is lim,_,.. L(tx)/L(x) = 1 for every t > 0. See [BGT89, Chapter 8.3] for
more details. Denote by P, the probability distribution of 7. The law of CGW(n) is denoted by
P%(-) =Py (-| |T| = n), and we only consider n for which this has sense.

Lemma 8. Let v be any critical and aperiodic distribution in DA(a), for a € (1,2). Then, under
Py, we have

~ (d

o4 v,

The proof of the multidimensional case of this result is given in the Appendix, page 36.
This lemma, together with the following, justifies constructing a degree sequence S, = (N/',i >
0) with s, = |Sp|, using an approximation of an empirical degree sequence as
N
9) L —=v, Vi>O0.
Sn
Thus, we can obtain uniform trees with a given degree sequence, behaving as trees having a Pareto
distribution, which is the content of Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Generate a degree sequence from a given distribution

Input: Any critical distribution v and a natural a,,.
Output: A degree sequence, which normalized, approaches v.

Let M = sup{i: |a,Vi| > 0}.
fori=1toMdo

N; = LanV,'J
end for

Set s, = 1+ YV iN;.
Set Ng = s, — YA N;.
Define the degree sequence Sy, = (No, ..., Ny).

NN R Ry

Lemma 9. Let S, be defined as in Algorithm 1, and consider any sequence a, 1 o. Assume the
distribution v satisfies the Hypotheses of Lemma 8. Then the convergence in (9) holds true.

Proof. We emphasize the dependence of the degree sequence in n writing N}, and also M". Since,
for any i > 1 we have 0 < iN""/a, < iv; for every n, then, by the Weierstrass test
M)‘l

LI VLA JICAGN i
1

ap  dp 1 An an 1 an

which equals 1, since Vv is critical. This easily implies N /s, — v; for every i > 1, and also

Ny _ g Lawvi] .

-y —1-) vi=w. O

Sn 1 Sn 1

Next, we add hubs to the degree sequence, that is, individuals with many children. Those in-
dividuals will have Iy; ;. ; = |Bibs,] children, for M fixed positive reals f§; > --- > By; > 0 and
where by, is the spacial scaling for the BFW to converge. If necessary, we choose ¢, big enough
such that | Bit1bs, | < | Bibs, | whenever B < B;. This condition ensures there are no unnecessary



MULTITYPE FORESTS WITH GDS AND MGW CONDITIONED BY TYPE SIZES 26

repetitions in the child sequence. We also impose | Bzb5, | > M, since M is the maximum number
of children obtained in Algorithm 1. This is given in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Generate a degree sequence from a given distribution and having hubs

Input: A distribution v, a natural a,, and M positive reals ; > -+ > By;.
Output: A degree sequence, which normalized, approaches v, and has individuals with | B;b;, |
children, for i € [M].
Obtain a degree sequence S, = (Np, . ..,Ny) and s, from Algorithm 1.
Define the degree sequence Sy, = (No, Ny, .. NIM), as
ifie{l,...,M} then
Ni = N,'
elseif i € {I;,h,...,I;;} then
Ni :#{k . Ik :Ii}
else if i = 0 then
No=No+Y¥ (I, - )N,
else
N;=0
. end if
Set 5, = ZNI

R A A A o

—_ -
M =2

The fact that this algorithm gives us a degree sequence, follows from

M

ZNiZNo—I—fN Z

1

M:.

-_— M -_— M -—
(L= V)N, + Y N, = s, + Y LN,
- :

Il
_

and
_ M Mo M
1+ Y iN; =1+ Y iNi+ Y N, = s, + Y LNy,
1 1 1

Note that the ratio of the number of individuals from the two algorithms is given by
M A7I
0 1
In Lemma 9 we proved the first term goes to one, thus, it suffices to assume the second term goes
to zero to ensure such new degree sequence also approaches to the given distribution v.

:\2

Sn Sn

Lemma 10. Let S, be defined as in Algorithm 2, and consider any sequence a, 1 oo. Assume the
distribution v satisfies the Hypotheses of Lemma 8. If

then, for every i > 0 the convergence

holds true.
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6.2. Constrained simulation of unitype random trees with a given degree sequence and GW
with given size. The paper [Dev12] gives an algorithm to simulate unitype GW trees with offspring

distribution v conditioned to have size n. The idea is: simulate a multinomial vector (N, ..., Nk)
with parameters (n, Vo, vi,...) such that
(10) n=Y N;=1+Y N,

that is, simulate the degree sequence of a CGW(n). Then, obtain a uniform tree with degree se-
quence (Np, ...,Nk). The resulting tree will have law P7..

First, we give an algorithm to simulate uniform trees with a given degree sequence S = (N;;i > 0)
satisfying (10). Algorithm 3 is obtained from [BM14b] and was proved in Lemma 5.

Algorithm 3 Generate uniformly sampled trees with a given degree sequence

Input: A degree sequence S = (N;;i > 0) with Y N; = 1 + Y iN; = 5.
Output: A uniformly sampled tree with the given degree sequence.
1: Define the vector ¢ = (cy,c2,...,c), with Ny zeros, N ones, etc.
2: Set w = (m,..., ) a uniform random permutation of [s].
3. For j € [s] define the walk

Wh(j) = i@(m) 1,

satisfying W?(0) = 0 and W?(s) = —1.

4: Let i* = min{j € [s] : W?(j) = min;<;<;W”(i)} be the first time the partial sums reaches its
minimum.

5: For j € [s] define the walk V(W?) of length s as

J
Z 7Tl*+] —1
1

with i* + j mod s.
6: Generate the tree with breadth-first walk V (W?).

Using Algorithm 3, we give and prove Algorithm 4, which was proposed in [Dev12].

Algorithm 4 Generate a GW tree conditioned to have size n

Input: A distribution v and n € N.
Output: A tree with law P,
Generate a multinomial vector S = (Ny, Ny, ...) with parameters (n, Vo, Vi, ...).
Let K be the last non-zero component of S, that is N; = 0 for j > K and Ng > 0.
Define E(S) = 1+ Y. iN;.
if 2(S) = n then
go to step 9
else
repeat from step 1
end if
Apply Algorithm | to the degree sequence (N, ...,Nk).

R A A R oy

The following lemma proves Algorithm 4 gives us an CGW(n) tree.

Lemma 11. Let S;) be the ith vector obtained by step 1 of Algorithm 4, and let K = inf{i: E(S ;) =
n}. If Tk is the tree obtained in step 9, then T has the same law as a CGW(n) tree.
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Proof. Let S be a vector with the same distribution as S(;). For any vector s = (no,...,ng) with
Y n; = n, by definition we have

Ps=9=(,, ", )T

Denote by W? the bridge with increments ¢(7;) — 1, where 7 is a uniform permutation of the
child sequence ¢ = (c;), the latter obtained from ). Denote by W its Vervaat transform, which
codes the tree 7(x). Then, for any bridge w? of size n, having Vervaat transform w and degree
sequence s = (ny,...,n;) we have

P(sz)znP(Wb:wb) == P(Six) =s),

G )
g, ... Mk

since there are n bridges mapped to w by the Vervaat transform, and there are (no " nk) different
labelings of such bridges. For the last term, we sum over all possible values of K and use indepen-
dence between simulations

Note that

- n "
PE®S)=m= )} PS=s5= ) <n n>IIVi :
S:(n07":): s:(no,..:): 05«5 N
Yn=1+Yini=n Y ni=1+Yinj=n

where the sum is over all degree sequences of plane trees having size n. We relate this with v*",
the n-th convolution of the law v with itself. Using the formula for the convolution

Fix any degree sequence (n;,i > 0) with }_n; = n, and note that the number of vectors (iy,...,i,)
with } iz = n— 1 such that

ﬁ vi = [TV
k=1 k>0

is equal to the number of different bridges w” of size n, having degree sequence (n;,i > 0). This
number is (, " ), therefore

n
Vo= b ( )I [vi.
S:(”O,...): ny,...,ng i

Y ni=1+Yinj=n

The latter, together with the Otter-Dwass formula [Ott49, Dwa69] imply

(11) P(E(S) =n) = v(n— 1) = nP(|t| = n).
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If w codes the tree ¢, then

n 1
P(tx =t) = P(S=s,2(S) =
B ()
_ I
P(z| =n)
=P(rt=t||t| =n),
proving the assertion. U

A fast way to generate the multinomial vector (Ny,Ny,...) is using the binomials

Ny NBIN(H,V())
Ni ~ BIN(n—No,vi/(1 —vp))
Ny NBIN(H—N()—N1,V2/(1 —V()—Vl))

Using this conditional construction, the vector (N, Ny, ...) has the desired multinomial distribution
(see [Dev12]).

Using this two results, we can relax step 4 of Algorithm 4. Fix the number of initial individuals
n; € N. We find a random 7, close enough to n;, and generate an approximated CGW(n) tree.
Let m € N be the error term allowed in the simulations. Define Ay, ,, :=A={keN:nj—m <
k < ny+m}. Algorithm 5 generates an almost CGW tree (see Lemma 12 below for a explicit
description of this) by adjusting the number of leaves to obtain a tree.

Algorithm 5 Generate an approximated GW tree conditioned to have almost n; individuals

Input: A distribution v and natural numbers ny,m.
Output: A tree with law almost P}, where n € A.
Generate a multinomial vector (Np, Ny, ...) with parameters (np, Vo, vi,...).
Let K be the last non-zero component of (Np, Ny, ...), thatis N; = 0 for j > K.
Define n =14 Y iN;.
if n € A then
go to step 9
else
repeat from step 1.
end if
Redefine N =n—Y XN
Apply Algorithm 3 to the degree sequence (Nj,Ni,...,Nk).

R A A A A e

_
e

Remark 5. Note that Algorithm 5 gives us a degree sequence of size n, since
K K K

No+Y Ni=n—Y Ni+Y Ni=n and 1+) iN;,=n.
1 1 1

To prove that Algorithm 5 generates an approximate CGW(n) tree, we use the Local Limit
Theorem [BGT89][Theorem 8.4.1]. Recall from the proof of Lemma 11 that for a fixed tree t with
degree sequence s = (no, ...,ny) having size n, we have P(t =t||t| = n) = [[V;"/P(|t| = n).
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Lemma 12. Let T be a GW tree with offspring distribution v in DA(a), for a. € (1,2]. Let Si) be
the ith vector obtained by step 1 of Algorithm 5, and let
K =inf{i:Z(S;)€A}.

Let 1k be the tree obtained in step 10. Fix n € A and a tree t with degree sequence s = (no,-..,ng)
having size n. Then, for every ny big enough

[1v;" [1v;"
1 < ]P) :t < 1
P(|t| =n)+c/nl*1/a = (7 =1) < P(|t| = n)+c/nl+1/e

for some constants c,c’.

Proof. Let S be a vector with the same distribution as Sy, and denote by W the BFW of 7. Fix
the tree ¢ of size n, with w its BEW and its degree sequence s as in the statement of the Lemma. By
the definition of step 10 in Algorithm 5, we have as before

n n = !
Pmuwwzfﬁfjmﬁmzﬂ:(477MS:&M$EM@@@V55

ng,...,Nk
Hence P(W = w) =n[]v;"/P(E(S) € A). Now we prove that P(E(S) € A) /n ~ P(|t| = n). Sum-
ming over all the values in A and using Equation 11 we have
P(E(S)€A) =) P(ES)=k =Y P(W =-1),
keA keA

were W' is a random walk with law (v(j),j > —1).
By the Local Limit Theorem, we know there exists some positive constants ¢ and ¢’ such that

for every n| big enough
1 1
—< =) <Y —
c;ak_ZP(Wk 1)_c Zak’
€A keA keA
with a = k'/ “L(k) and L a slowly varying function. We will use repeatedly the Potter bounds (see
[BGT89, Theorem 1.5.6]), saying that for x,y big enough we have L(y)/L(x) < 2max{y/x,x/y}.

Thus fork € A

1n—2 2
- kmL(n—2m)§L(k)§2n+ "

We also have for the same k

L(n+2m).

(n—2m)" Y% > k% > (n42m)~Ve,
and since |A| = 2m+ 1 is bounded, then (using without distinction the constants ¢ and ¢’)
1 1 1

<y —<d—.
An+2m  ep Gk An—2m

c

Consider any constants b, b’ such that
b < 1 < 1 < v
n'/@ = (n+42m)!/* = (n—2m)t/* =~ pl/a’

and again by the Potter bounds we have

-2
iy (n) and =

L '(n—2m)<2
(n m)* n 2n+2m

Those inequalities imply
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Since there exists d and d’ such that da, ' <P(W!= —1) < d'a;' by the Local Limit Theorem, it
follows

1 1 1
c—d)— <Y ——P(W,=—1) < (' —d)—.
) < T B W = 1) S ()
This proves the lemma, since P(W, = —1) /n = P(|t| = n) by the Otter-Dwass formula. O

6.3. Constrained simulation of unitype random forests. Now we give a way to simulate uni-
formly sampled forests with a given degree distribution, this is Algorithm 6, and was proved in
Lemma 5.

Algorithm 6 Generate uniformly sampled forests with a given degree sequence

Input: A degree sequence S = (N;;i > 0) and m € Nwith Y N; =m+ Y iN; =s.
Output: A uniformly sampled forest with m trees having the given degree sequence.
1: Define the vector ¢ = (cy,c2,...,c), With Ny zeros, N ones, etc.
2: Set w = (my,..., ) a uniform random permutation of [s].
3: For j € [s] define the walk

wP(j) =i<com—1>,

satisfying W?(0) = 0 and W?(s) = —m.
4: Let i* = min{j € [s] : W?(j) = min;<;<;W”(i)} be the first time the partial sums reaches its
minimum.
5: Define an independent uniform variable U on [m] — 1, and Ty = min{j : W?(j) = W?(i*) + U}.
6: Define the process V(W?,U) of length s whose jth term is ¢ o Ty 4 — 1 with 7y + j mod s.
7: Generate the forest with breadth-first walk V (W?, U).

6.4. Construction of multitype degree distributions approaching a given distribution. The
objective now is to construct multitype degree sequences explicitly (thus, extending Algorithm 1).
Since, under certain conditions, the law of a CMGW(n) forest is a finite mixture of the laws of
uniform multitype forests with a given degree sequence (see Lemma 6), we generalize the unidi-
mensional case, to prove that under some conditions, the normalized empirical degree sequence of
a CMGW(n) forest converges to the offspring distribution v. Thus, we can also construct degree
sequences roughly as N; ;(k) =~ |n;v; j (k) |.
The normalized empirical degree sequence of the CMGW (n) is defined as

) = L Rim) = LY e 6D =m el =0

where ¢;(u/(1))) is the number of children type j of the /th individual type i of the forest.

Recall from 3 the definition of X from the offspring distribution v. For the following lemma, we
consider sequences n' = (n},...,n}), k' = (ki ;,i,j € [d]) and ¥ = (r{,...,r}) for [ € N such that
n' —oo(l,...,1), ki ;/a’, — yi j with y; ; > 0 for i # j and y;; < 0, and also r/ /a}, — x; > 0. The
justification for the election of such indexes in the scaling constants, comes from Corollary 1 in
[CPGUB17]. The following result generalizes Lemma 8, and the proof is given in the Appendix,

page 36.

Lemma 13. Consider 0!, k! and r' as above. Let v = (vi,...,vy) be the offspring distribution of
a non-degenerate and irreducible MGW forest. Assume that v; has independent components for
every i, all of which are aperiodic, and that X" has mean zero. Suppose that there exists positive
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constants (a P2 > 0) such that - XL s Y where Y is an o _j-stable process with a;; € (1,2]
anl l

and ; j € (0,1) for i # j. Then, under the law of the CMGW(n) forest, we have

nl (d
v“gv as | — oo,

As before, this lemma justifies constructing a degree sequence using an approximation of an
empirical degree sequence.

Algorithm 7 Generate a multitype degree sequence from a given distribution

Input: A critical offspring distribution v = (vy,...,V,) and a natural a,,.
Output: A multitype degree sequence.
Let M; j = sup{k : |a,V; j(k)] > 0} for i, j € [d].
fori,j € [d] do

for k € [M,"j] do

Nij(k) = lanVij(k)]

end for
end for
Sets,(j) =rj+ X Zke[M il kN;,j (k) for j € [d].
Set N; ;(0) = s, (i) — X ”IN, j(k) for i, j € [d].
Define the degree sequence Sp = (N, j(k),i,j € [d],k € [M; j]o).

D AN U s

Lemma 14. Let S, be defined as in Algorithm 7, and consider any sequence a, 1 o and root-

type 1" = (r},...,ry) with r'} Ja, — O for every j € [d]. Assume the distribution v satisfies 1 =
Y. Y kvi j(k) for every j € [d]. Then, for every k >0, every i, j € [d], as a, — o we have

Nij(k)

sn (@)

Proof. We emphasize the dependence of the degree sequence in n writing N}, and also M” Since,

lj’
for any k > 1 we have 0 < kN;';(k)/a, < kv; j(k) for every n, then, by the Weierstrass test

ST 3 ALY NS

which equals 1 by hypothesis. This implies N}';(k) /s, (i) — v; j(k) for every k > 1, and also

— Vi’j(k).

Ntn](o) M” {anvz
———=1- 7] V; =V, [
b =P =0

6.5. Constrained simulation of multitype random forests with given degree sequence and
MGW with given type sizes. Now we propose Algorithm 8, using the multidimensional Vervaat
transform as defined in page 6. This algorithm is precisely Theorem 1.

Finally, for fixed r = (ry,...,ry) and n = (ny,...,ny), we consider the simulation of multitype
GW forests conditioned to have individuals-type n and root-type r. Using Devroye’s idea of Algo-
rithm 4 we propose Algorithm 9. We denote by Pr(-|#;.# = n;,V j) the law of a CMGW(n) with
root-type r, and by v; ; the jth marginal of the distribution v;.

The following proposition, stated on the introduction as Proposition 4, proves that from Algo-
rithm 9 we construct a CMGW(n).
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Algorithm 8 Generate uniformly sampled multitype forests with a given degree sequence

Input: A degree sequence S; j = (N; j(k);k € [m; j]) satisfying n; = Y, N; j(k) for every j, and
nj=r;j+Y; Y kN; j(k), for every j.
Output: A uniformly sampled multitype tree with the given degree sequence.

1: Generate the vectors ¢; ; = (c; j(1),¢;j(2),...,cij(n;)), with N; ;(0) zeros, N; ;(1) ones, etc.,
ordered in non-decreasing order ¢; j(k) < c¢; j(k+1).

2: Generate m; j = (7; j(1),...,m; j(n;)), a uniform random permutation of [n;], everything inde-
pendent.

3: Define W? = (W, l/,l j € [d]), where

k
ZCthﬂ:lj —1{i=j}), k€ [n]

satisfying Wif’i(O) 0 and Wf(n;) =
4: Generate an independent uniform random variable U on [det (k; j)], where k; j := Y kN; j(k) —
s: Construct the multidimensional Vervaat transform V (W?,U) of W?.
6: Generate the multitype forest with breadth-first walk V (W?,U).

Algorithm 9 Generate a CMGW (n) forest .%

Input: A distribution v, and natural numbers n; > r; > 1, for i € [d].
Output: A multitype forest with law Pp.
1: Generate independent multinomial vectors S;; = (N;;(0),N; ;(1),...) with parameters
(i, vi,j(0),vi ;i (1),...).
Let K; ; be the last non-zero component of S; ;, thatis N; ;(K; j) >0 and N; j(j) =0 for j > K ;.
Define Z; := &(S; j,i € [d]) = rj+Y,; Ly kN; j(k) for every j.
if £; = n; for every j then
go to step 9
else
repeat from step 1.
end if
Apply Algorithm 8 to the degree sequence ((N; ;(0),...,N; j(K; ;));i,j € [d]), obtaining a mul-
titype forest .%o with breadth-first walk distributed as V (W? U).
10: Define ki_’j = ZkNi,j(k) —n;1 {i = ]}
11: Generate an independent uniform variable V on [0, 1].

s det( i)
13:  Accept F 90
14: else
15:  repeat from step 1.

16: end if

R A A

Proposition 5. Let W be the breadth-first walk of a CMGW(n) forest satisfying the Hypotheses of
Theorem 2, having offspring distribution v, and root-type r with 1 < r; < n; for every i. Generate
independent multinomial vectors S; j = (N; j(0),N; j(1),...) with parameters (n;, v; j(0), v; j(1),...),
and stop the first time K = inf{k : £(S; ;,i € [d]) = n; for every j}. Denote by S k) the multitype
degree sequence obtained, and let V(WP U) be the breadth-first walk generated by Algorithm 8
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using the degree sequence S . Then,

1 .
P

for every multitype forest F' with root-type r and individuals-type mn, coded by w and with k; j =
Zki’lhj(k) —nil {i = ]}

Proof. We follow the same lines as in Lemma 11. Fix any d-type forest F', having r; roots and
n; vertices of type i, and degree sequence s = (n; j,i, j € [d]). Using the same notation as in The-
orem 1, let w” be a multidimensional bridge in B, s, having multidimensional Vervaat transform
w =V (WP, u) for some u € [det(—k; ;)], where k; ; := Y kn; j(k) —n;1{i = j}. Using that W has ex-
changeable increments, that U is independent and uniform, and that there are []n; pairs (6gn(w),u)
that can be mapped to w (as seen on page 12), then

P, <V(Wb,U) :w> :Hn,- P, (Wb =wh,U :u>

1
= Pr (Sx) =)
detnnlz/ Hl H/ (n”) 3
B 1 P.(S=s)
detHan,, I—H—I(nrlh) Pr (E(S;j,i € [d]):nj, Vj)a

where S has the same distribution as S(j). We compute explicitly the last fraction of the above
equation. For the term P(S = s) we use the definition of the multinomial distribution

(s

For the denominator we have
Pr (E(Sii € [d]) =nj, ¥ j) = Y  PB(S=s)

s:(n,;,j):
Y Yikni j(k)y=nj—r;¥ j
Yinij(k)=n;,¥ i

— n; ni),([)
- roan(m)nwte
s=(nij): i LJ/ 1>0
Y Yikn; j(k)=nj—r; ¥ j
Yinij(k)=n;V i

On the other hand, note that for fixed j, using the formula for the convolution,

P(Laiionon)- T Affw

ZA 121 ik g=nj=rj k=11=

- ooa(mmete.
Y Yakni j(k)=n;—r;, 1 =0
Yonij(k)=n;,V i

where in the last equality, we used the fact that []; ( /) is the number of different bridges having

the same degree sequence (n ;(0),n; ;j(1),...),.. (nd’](O),ndﬁj(l), ...). Note that the above sum
only depends on the sequences (n; j,i € [d]). Thus, multiplying for all j we have

Py (E(Sij i €[d]) =nj, V j) HP(Zkafj—nj—rJ-).
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Therefore, using Theorem 2 we obtain

1 T s v ()

P, (V(Wb,U) :w> -

det(—k;,
eHnlj Hj <Zank = _rj)
1 P (W =w)
B detl(_[nu) P (0 =nj,V j)
1 .

ro Il
with n =Y n; and r = Y r;. We remark that P, (W =w|0; =n;,V j) =P (F = F|#;F =n;,V j)
is the law of the MGW forest conditioned by its sizes.
From Algorithm 9, the first 9 steps are used to obtain a forest .%, with law V(W?,U). The re-
maining steps are a usual Accept-Reject method to obtain a sample from the law of the conditioned
MGW forest. For each multitype forest with root-type r and individuals type n coded by w, define

_ ndet(kij(w)) P (W=w|0;=n;Vj)
YTr Tm o P(V(WRLU)=w)

Recall Definition 5 and Lemma 7. For i # j, since k; ; < n; because the maximum number of type
J descendants that any type i can have is n;, then

det(—k; ;) < Z Hn] d—l—ldlnn],

Jj=

where the last inequality is true by the followmg bijection. We define a function between the set
of elementary forests on d types and labeled trees on [d + 1] vertices having root with label d + 1.
Regard an elementary forest F on d types as a unitype tree on d + 1 vertices by adding a root
with label d + 1 having children the roots of F, and assigning label i to the type i vertex (cf. the
paragraph before Lemma 4.5 in [CL16], the remark after Proposition 7 in [BM14a]). This implies
that the number of elementary forests on d types is (d 4+ 1)¢~! by Cayley’s formula.

The previous paragraph gives us the bound ¢,, < %(d + 1)4~! =: ¢. Thus the Accept-Reject
method (see [Law13, Section 8.2.4]) applies whenever the uniform V satisfies

Pr(W:w|0j:nj,Vj) Cy det(—kij)

V< =—=——<1.
P (V(WEU) =w) c (d+1)4n —

This concludes the proof. O

APPENDIX

Convergence of the normalized empirical degree sequence of CMGW trees with offspring distribu-
tion in DA. We prove Lemma 13. Recall that Lemma 8 is the unidimensional case, so its proof is
omitted. The normalized empirical degree sequence of the CMGW (n) was defined as

R 1 1 .
Vi j(m) = — Zl{c, } i,j€ld], m>0,
nl nl 1=
where ¢;(u'(1))) is the number of children type j of the /th individual type i of the forest. The fol-
lowing result proves the convergence of the normalized empirical degree sequence to the offspring
distribution. This proof is based in Lemma 11 of [BM14b].
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Proof of Lemma 13. Fix n; > r; > 0 with r > 0. Define W as the BFW of a CMGW(n) forest,
where under the law Py has root-type r. Also, let X = (X()i € [d]) with X a random walk
having step distribution as in Equation (3), and using also P, as the law in which each X%/ starts at
X(0) = r;1{i = j}. We define under P, the random time

T(X) :=min {m = (mp,...,my): q—i—ZX,ﬁ;f =0,V i}
i
which is the minimal solution of the system (r,X) (recall Equation (2)). Then, we have

W £ (X|T(X) =n),

under P,. For B = (Bi,’,j ,m>0,i,j € [d]) and By Z. If PP is the law of the CMGW(n) forest
with root-type r, on one hand

PYN €B) =P (#{l: c;(u'(1)) =m} € B/ m>0,i,j € [d] | #:F =n;, V).

On the other hand, defining M = (M; ;,i,j € [d]) with M; ;(m) = ¥/ | 1 {AX,"J - m} if P" is the

law of the random walk conditioned with 7' (X ) = n, we have
P"(M € B) = P, (#{1 AXY =m—1{i=j}} € B m>0,i,j € [d] ‘ T(X) = n) .

Let F(X) be a function of the first n increments of X, which is invariant under n-cyclical permuta-
tions, that is,

F(X)=F(6¢n(X)) Vq<n—1,.
Let K = (ki ;)i ; with k; ; > O for i # j, —k; ;= Y. 2; ki, and n; > —k; ;. Define the sets of multidi-
mensional bridges and good cyclical permutations (see Equation (2)) with fixed final values

Bin = {x=(x");; €Sq: 5" (n;)) = ki ;} and Exn:={X€ Bk : (r,x) has minimal solution n }.

Note that under P, we have X € By, if and only if X € Sy, X,i;.j =k; jfori# jand X,{JTj =kjj—rj=
—rj— Yz, ki j, in agreement with the definition of 7'(X). Since each bridge in B » can be permuted
cyclically using []n; cyclical permutations, then

e (FOXT(0 =X € Bi) = 3 B (F(0ya (X)) 7 (04n()) = 1, 04a(X) < Be)
bq<n-1y
=LY B (F(X):T(8gn(X)) = 0,X € Bicn)
[1ni q<n—1l,

- 1
_Hni

q<n-—l,

E, (F(X)l{x €Bin} Y 1{T(84n(X)) = n}) .

From the Multivariate Cyclic Lemma 1, the number of cyclical permutations that are actually good
cyclical permutations is the deterministic quantity def(—K). Therefore

E, (F(X):T(X) = 0,X € Byn) = deﬁ;_’{)zer (F(X):X € Bin).
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The later implies
det(—K) E;(F(X);X € Bkn)
[Ini E:(T(X)=n,X € Bkn)
_det(—K) E; (F(X);X € Bkn)
- Mm “CBE, (X € By)
= Er (F(X)|X € Bkn),
using Theorem 1.2 and Equation (3.18) in [CL16] (see 3).
Let .%, be the c-algebra generated by the first n; increments of X9 for every i € [d]. We will
prove that for A € 7|, 5|, with n (and possibly r and k) big enough, we have
(12) Py (A|X € Bkn) < cPr(A)
(c.f. inequality (24), in Lemma 11 of [BM14b]).
For k = (ki,...,kq) € Z% and m = (m; ;,i,j € [d]) € 7%, define X = m as X,;] = m;; for
i, j € [d]. Summing over all the possible values and using that (X7, i € [d]) has i.i.d. increments,
forall A € ‘gZLn/Zj

Er (F(X)|T(X) =n,X € Bxn) =

Po (Xp_|n/2) =k—m)
Py (Xa — k)

Pr(A|X € Bkn) = Y, Pr(A,X[n2) =m)
meZ4

We bound the numerator and denominator by a constant, using the Local Limit Theorem, and then
sum over all m. Note that by hypothesis, every random walk X’/ is centered, aperiodic, and with
law in DA(OC,-J) for o;; € (1,2]; while X'/ is non-decreasing, aperiodic, and with law in DA (e ;)
for oy j € (0,1). Thus, we apply Theorem 8.4.1 of [BGT89] to the random walk X*/ for i, j € [d].
Note that in the case i # j, the first paragraph of page 353 [BGT89] and Theorem 3 XVILS [Fel71]
imply that there is no need of centering constants b}, to obtain the convergence - 1 X,ll/ bl — Y,

while in the case i = j the random walks are already centered.

Now, we consider sequences n' =®,... l) k' = (K i b J € [d]) and vl = (rl,....r}) for

I € N such that n’ — oo, k! ¥ Ja’ a, — yi; and r / ai, — x;. But for ease of notation, we will omit the

superscript / in the following. By the 1ndependence assumption, for every € > 0O there exists L € N
such that for all / > L we have

Po (Xa (o) =k—m) = [T P(X}7, o) =kij—mi)

i,jeld]
1 1 ki j—mj
<1 ( . €+ — 8i.j (W))
i.jeld] “m2) Cni—|mi/2) i mi)2]
1
<(+0) [1

i,j€ld] pi—|n; /2]
where g; ; is the density of an ¢ j-stable distribution, which is bounded by C. Similarly, if C' =

ming; ;(yij —xi1{i = j}) (which is positive since stable densities are positive on its domain), then
for € € (0,C") we have

1 1 kij—rill{i=j
i,jeld] an; Ap; ay,

> (—e+C'+o0(1) H —
i,j€ld] a”z
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using the hypotheses for the convergence of the rescaled k; ; and r;. Joining both inequalities

Po (Xn—|n/2) = k—“‘)<csH4A an H( E )1/% Lij(ni)
Bela=k ko T W\ ta]) Tl ni2)

Using the Potter bounds (see [BGT89, Theorem 1.5.6]), there exists L' € N depending only on &
such that for every [ > L’
Llmi/2) o, Imi/2]

L(n;—|ni/2]) = ni—[ni/2]

<3,

proving Equation (12).
To prove ¥ — v, it is enough to prove niiNi,j(m) Z niill?liyj(m) — Vv, j(m), for every i, j € [d] and
m > 0. To this end, for m > 0 define
MY (m) = #{1 < [ni/2] : AX)) =m—1{i = j}}
and
M (m) = #{1 € {|n/2] +1,...,n} : AX =m—1{i = j}}.

17.]
Note that M (m) is F |2 measurable, and that

1 1 Lni/2]

~(1) i,j L.j
Y (m) = 1{AXY —=m—1{i= P(XY =m—-1{i=j}) =,
an/2J i,j (m) Lnt/zJ l:Zl { | = m—= {l J}}_> ( =m-— {l ]}) v7]( )
Since X/ has i.i.d. increments, we have that Mi%-) (m)/n; also converges to the same quantity.
Let
(1) 7(2)
W0 gy = /2 () oy /2] Mij (m)

b nimif2) 7 (m) = n omi—|mi/2]
Notice that M, " (m) — v; ;(m)/2 in probability under P,(-[X € Byn) by (12), for I = 1,2. Using
| (2.0)
” ( )—l—M (m), then for € > 0
P, (|M,~J~(m)/n,~—v,~,j(m)| > g, ] € [d] |X S Bkn)
< e (195" m) = vis(m) 2] > /2,1, € [d]) +Pr (15" (m) = i) /2] > £/2,i. € d]),

which converges to zero, proving the lemma. O

the triangle inequality, since M; ;(m)/n; =
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