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Abstract

We define and study a natural category of graph limits. The objects
are pairs (7, 1), where 7 (the distribution of vertices) is an abstract prob-
ability measure on some abstract measurable space (X,.A) and p (the
distribution of edges) is an abstract finite measure on the square (X, .A)?.
Morphisms are random maps between the underlying measurable spaces
which preserve the distribution of vertices as well as the distribution of
edges. We also define a convergence notion (inspired by s-convergence) for
sequences of graph limits. We apply tools from category theory to prove
the compactness of the space of all graph limits.
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1 Introduction

It is quite common to apply category theory in the study of graphs, see e.g. the
early survey paper [8], or the more recent monograph [9]. We devote this paper
to showing that category theory may be useful in the world of graph limits. As
it is emphasized in the preface of [9], not only graphs themselves, but also graph
homomorphisms should be of central interest in graph theory. This resembles
the general approach from abstract category theory, where morphisms are (at
least) at the same level of interest as objects. This leads to the question whether
there is some natural notion of a morphism between two graph limit objects. We
provide such a notion and we use it to prove the compactness of the space of all
graph limits (see Theorem[Z£.5]). While we still have to deal with certain technical
difficulties, the main idea of the presented proof is quite straightforward and,
as we believe, it nicely demonstrates that category theory may provide a very
useful theoretical framework for the study of certain problems arising in the
theory of graph limits.

We define graph limits, which we call O-graphons, as pairs (m, 1), where 7 is
an abstract probability measure on some abstract measurable space (X, .4) and
p is an abstract finite measure on the square (X, .4)?. This is an obvious gener-
alization of graphs: the measure 7 describes the distribution of vertices, while
the measure p describes the distribution of edges. Convergence of sequences
of O-graphons (and, in particular, convergence of graph sequences) is defined
in a very similar way as in [I1I]. However, in our abstract setting, it immedi-
ately seems to be a good idea to employ the language of category theory. To
accomplish that, we establish morphisms between some pairs of [l-graphons.
We define them as random maps (formally represented by Markov kernels) be-
tween the underlying measurable spaces which, in a certain sense, preserve the
distribution of vertices as well as the distribution of edges. The values of these
random maps are not given deterministically; we only know the probability that
a given point is mapped to a given (measurable) set. This is not a new idea.
Indeed, it was discovered by Lawvere in an unpublished paper [12] (and later
described by Giry in [7]) that one can define a category with measurable spaces
as objects and Markov kernels as morphisms. For more information on this cat-
egory, the interested reader may also consult the paper [4], where applications
to probabilistic programming are presented. The preservation of measures by
Markov kernels was also considered in the above papers, so the only (but crucial)
novelty of our definition is the requirement that two measures (the distribution
of vertices and the distribution of edges) are preserved at the same time.

The main advantage of our approach is that we do not restrict ourselves
to O-graphons on some fixed measurable space. This allows us to construct
O-graphons whose underlying measurable spaces are, for example, products of



some given families of other measurable spaces. Representing such [J-graphons,
let us say, on the unit interval would only cause unnecessary technical difficulties.
This advantage is clearly demonstrated in the proof of Theorem [£5] where we
prove the compactness of the space of all graph limits. Namely, the limit of
the convergent sequence (7, tin)oe, from Theorem is constructed as a O-
graphon on the infinite product of finite measurable spaces.

Although our definition of convergence, described by convergence of all
k-shapes in the corresponding Vietoris topologies, is heavily inspired by s-
convergence from [I1], let us emphasize one subtle difference. For every k € N,
we define the k-shape of a given [J-graphon as a set of certain weighted graphs
on k vertices, where weights are assigned to all edges and to all vertices. In [11],
the k-shape of a given s-graphon can be also interpreted as a set of certain
weighted graphs on k vertices, but weights are assigned to edges only. This
corresponds to the fact that we define [J-graphons as pairs of measures (one of
them representing vertices and the other representing edges), while s-graphons
are defined as single measures (representing edges) on the square of the unit
interval (where the distribution of vertices is fixed as the Lebesgue measure on
the unit interval). Nevertheless, in Section Bl we show that this little difference
has no real effect on the notion of convergence.

Let us say a few words about the overall strategy of the proof of the com-
pactness of all graph limits (Theorem [£5]). For a given convergent sequence of
O-graphons, we are asked to find its limit. By the definition of convergence, we
know exactly how the k-shapes of the limit should look like. We will use this
information to construct two inverse systems of measure spaces (which corre-
spond to the distributions of edges and vertices, respectively) and we find their
inverse limits. These two inverse limits will describe the distribution of vertices
and edges, respectively, of a new [J-graphon. By the construction, it will follow
that this new [J-graphon is, indeed, a limit of our fixed sequence.

In Section Bl we compare our definition of convergence with s-convergence
from [I1] and, as a corollary, we reprove the compactness of the space of all
s-graphons (which was one of the main results of [I1]).

Finally, in Section [6] we characterize isomorphisms in the category of all [I-
graphons (on reasonable measurable spaces) and we start exploring the equiva-
lence relation of ‘having the same k-shapes’.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Markov kernels

A Markov kernel from a measurable space (X, .A) to another measurable space
(Y,B) is a map x: X x B — [0,1] with the following properties:

e for every x € X, the map «(z, ) is a probability measure on (Y, B),

e for every B € B, the map (-, B) is measurable.



To simplify the notation, for a bounded measurable function f: Y — R and
x € X, we write shortly [, f(y)x(z,dy) instead of [, f(y)dr(x,-)(y).

We will often interpret maps between measurable spaces as Markov kernels
in the following way. Let (X,.A), (Y, B) be measurable spaces. A measurable
map f: X — Y is represented by the Markov kernel x¢ from (X,.A) to (Y, B)
given by

0, f(z) ¢ B,

In other words, for every x € X, the probability measure k(z,-) is the Dirac
measure concentrated at f(z).

reX,BeB.

For later references, we present some auxiliary results here.

Let L be a non-empty finite set. Let (X,.A) and (Y, B;), I € L, be measurable
spaces. Let x; be a Markov kernel from (X, A) to (Y;,8;), ! € L. Then we define
amap [[;cp mi: XX ([[,ep, Bi) — [0,1] (here, [],c;, Bi denotes the corresponding
product o-algebra) by

(Hlil)(l',R):(HFL[(&L‘,'))(R), :CEX,REHBZ, (1)

leL leL leL

where [],c; wi(z,-) is the corresponding product measure on the measurable
space [ [, (YZ,BZ).
Lemma 2.1. Let L be a non-empty finite set. Let (X, A) and (Y;,8;),1 € L,

be measurable spaces. Let k; be a Markov kernel from (X, A) to (Y1,B), 1 €
L. Then the map [],cp ki defined by (@) is a Markov kernel from (X, A) to

HleL(YlvBl)-

Proof. The only nontrivial thing to prove is that, for every fixed set R € [],.; B,
the map
x (H ki(z, )) (R), ze€X,
leL

is measurable. Let R be the collection of all sets R € [[,c, B for which this
holds true. It is clear that all measurable rectangles (i.e., sets of the form
[1,cr Bi, where B; € By, | € L) belong to R. Moreover, it is easy to check that
the collection R is closed under complements and countable disjoint unions. So,
by the 7-A theorem (see [0, Theorem 10.1 (iii)]), it holds that R = [[,., B;. O

Let (X, A), (Y,B) be measurable spaces. Let x be a Markov kernel from
(X, A) to (Y, B). Then we define a map x%%: X2 x B2 — [0, 1] (here, again, 32
is the corresponding product o-algebra) by

k22((x1,22), B) = (k(x1,-) X 6(z2,))(B), (21,22) € X2, Be B2 (2)

Similarly, for a measurable map f: X — Y, let f®?: X2 — Y2 be the (measur-
able) map given by

(@1, m0) = (f(21), f(22)),  (21,22) € X°.



Example 2.2. Let (X, A), (Y,B) be measurable spaces and f: X — Y be a
measurable map. Then ﬁ?2 = Kje2.

Lemma 2.3. Let (X, A), (Y, B) be measurable spaces. Let k be a Markov kernel
from (X, A) to (Y,B). Then the map k%2 is a Markov kernel from (X, A)? to
(Y,B)2.

Proof. 1t is easy to check that, for both ¢ = 1,2, the map
((w1,22), B) = k(z;, B), (x1,22) € X* B € B,
is a Markov kernel from (X, .4)? to (Y, B). Now it is enough to apply Lemma 211
O

2.2 Categories

By a category, we mean a structure consisting of
e a collection of objects,
e a collection of morphisms from a to b, whenever a and b are objects,
e a partial binary operation o on morphisms,

which satisfies the following conditions:

e go f is defined if and only if there are objects a,b,c such that f is a
morphism from a to b and g is a morphism from b to ¢; in that case, go f
is a morphism from a to c,

e if f is a morphism from a to b, g is a morphism from b to ¢ and h is a
morphism from ¢ to d then ho(go f) = (hog)o f,

e for every object a there is a morphism 1, from a to a such that, for every
object b, every morphism f from a to b and every morphism ¢ from b to
a, it holds that fol, = f and 1,09 = g.

The operation o is called composition and the morphism 1, is called the identity
morphism for a.

A morphism f from a to b is called an isomorphism if there exists a morphism
g from b to a such that go f =1, and fog=1,.

The following example will play a crucial role when we introduce our category
of graph limits in Section [Bl

Example 2.4. In the unpublished paper [12] (and in the later paper [7]), the
category of measurable spaces was defined as follows:

e objects are measurable spaces,

e morphisms are Markov kernels,



e the composition of a morphism  from (X, .4) to (Y,B) and a morphism
k' from (Y, B) to (Z,C) is given by

k' ok(x,C) = / k' (y, C)k(z,dy), z€ X,CeC. (3)
%

Let us also mention that, in [6], this category (explicitly described in Section
4 of that paper) is shown to be a special case of a so called Markov category.

Example 2.5. Suppose that (X,A), (Y,B), (Z,C) are measurable spaces. Let
f: X =Y and f': Y — Z be measurable maps. Then Ky o ky = Kyof, where
Ky o kg is defined as in (3.

Later, we will need the following basic fact.

Lemma 2.6. Let (X,.A), (Y,B), (Z,C) be measurable spaces. Let k a Markov
kernel from (X, A) to (Y,B) and ' be a Markov kernel from (Y,B) to (Z,C).

Then

®2 ®2

)®2=I$I o K®2,

(k' ok
where o is the operation given by ().
Proof. For every (z1,72) € X? and every C;,Cy € C, it holds that
(k' 0 K)®?((z1,22),C1 x Cy)

=k' o k(x1,C1)K o K(x2,C2)

:/ H’(ylacl)ﬂ(xhdyl)/ K (y2, Co)k(z2, dy2)
Y Y

- / K22 (41, 2), C1 X Ca)w®2((z1, 22), (1, y2))
Y2
:FL/®2 o K®2(($1,$2), Cl X CQ)

So, for every (z1,72) € X2, the probability measures (x’ o k)®?((x1,z2),-) and
k'®20k%2((21,22), ) coincide on the collection of all measurable rectangles, and
so they must be the same. The conclusion follows. O

2.3 Pushforward measures

Let (X, A), (Y, B) be measurable spaces and x be a Markov kernel from (X, .A)
to (Y,B). Let 7 be a measure on (X,A). Then we define the pushforward k.m
of the measure 7 along the Markov kernel s as the measure on (Y, B) given by

pom(B) = /X w(w, B)drn(z), BeB. (4)

Example 2.7. Let (X,.A), (Y,B) be measurable spaces and f: X — Y be
a measurable map. Let 7 be a measure on (X,.A) and f.7 be the (classical)
pushforward of w along f. Then f.m = (kf)..



Proposition 2.8. Let (X,.A) and (Y, B) be measurable spaces, k be a Markov
kernel from (X, A) to (Y,B) and p be a measure on the measurable space
(X, A)2. Suppose that the measure i is symmetric, that is, for every Ay, As € A,
it holds that (A1 x Ag) = p(Az x Ay). Then the measure K%y on the measur-
able space (Y, B)? is symmetric, as well.

Proof. For every By, By € B, we have

KEu(By % Ba) = [ k(on, Bu)w(oa, B) du(on )
X2

— [ w1, Btz By) duar, )
X2

:H(§2IU(B2 X Bl)

We will need the following basic results.

Lemma 2.9. Let (X, .A), (Y, B) be measurable spaces and £ be a Markov kernel
from (X, A) to (Y,B). Let © be a measure on (X, A). Then k. w(Y) = n(X).

Proof. We have
kem(Y) = /X k(z,Y)dr(x) = n(X).
O

Lemma 2.10. Let (X, A),(Y,B) be measurable spaces. Let m be a measure
on (X, A) and k be a Markov kernel from (X, A) to (Y,B). Then, for every
measurable function f:Y — [0,00), it holds that

/Y J(y) dim(y) = /X /Y F (), dy) dr(z). (5)

Proof. If f is a characteristic function of a measurable set, then (&) is just
a reformulation of {@). If f is a simple function, we apply the linearity of
integration. The general case follows by monotone convergence theorem. O

Corollary 2.11. Let (X, A),(Y,B),(Z,C) be measurable spaces. Let 7 be a
measure on (X, A). Let k be a Markov kernel from (X, A) to (Y,B) and ' be a
Markov kernel from (Y, B) to (Z,C). Then

(K o K)o = K. (Ku7),

where k' o k is the Markov kernel from (X,.A) to (Z,C) given by (@3)).



Proof. For every C € C, it holds that

(k' o k) m(C) = /X k' o k(z,C) dr(x)

_ / / K (y, C)k(x, dy) dr(x)
XJY
Lemm:a/y Iil(y,c) dli*ﬂ'(y)

=r (k.)(C).

2.4 Inverse limits of measures

Inverse systems of measure spaces, as well as their inverse limits, were introduced
in [2, Chapter 5] as a natural generalization of product measures. While inverse
limits of inverse systems of measure spaces do not always exist (see, e.g., [1),
there are many instances where the existence is guaranteed. The aim of this
subsection is to formulate one such instance, where the inverse system is of a
very special form. First, we will assume that the inverse system is indexed by
a countable set. Second, we will assume that all the measure spaces from the
inverse system have finite underlying sets. Third, we will assume that all the
bounding maps of the inverse system are projections (which also requires to
assume a special form of the underlying sets).

To keep things simple, we refrain from repeating the general definitions of
inverse systems of measure spaces and their inverse limits (the interested reader
can find them in [2], or in [3]). Instead, we define only the following special
cases of these notions.

Let D be a countable index set. For every d € D, let Fy; be a non-empty
finite set and 2% be the discrete o-algebra on Fy. Let Z be the set of all
non-empty finite subsets of D. For every I € T, let p! be a finite measure on
[1ge:(Fa, 2Fa). Then, for the purposes of this paper, we say that the collection
(p!)1ez is a simple inverse system of measures if

PI = (PI,J)*pJv Ia‘] € Ivj C ']7 (6)

where P ; is the canonical projection from HdeJ Fy to Hdel F;. Moreover, we
say that a finite measure p on [] . p(Fy,25) is the inverse limit of the simple
inverse system (p!);ez if

pl = (PI)*pu I€I7 (7)
where Py is the canonical projection from [[,cp Fa to [, Fa-

Lemma 2.12. FEvery simple inverse system of measures has a unique inverse
limat.



Proof. Suppose that (p!)rer is a simple inverse system of measures, where we
follow the notation preceding the lemma. Namely, p! is a finite measure on
[Tye;(Fa,254), I € Z. Let R be the collection of all subsets of [] e, Fa which
are of the form
PrYF), Fc][Falcer
del

Then R is closed under finite intersections, and so every finite measure on
[Tyep(Fa,25) is uniquely determined by its values on R. Further, if p is the
inverse limit of (p!);ez, then its values on R are uniquely determined by (7).
This shows uniqueness.

Now we prove existence. It is easy to check that the collection R is a ring
(that is, it is closed under relative complements and finite unions). We define a
map p': R — [0,00) by

P (PPHF) =p(F), FC][FasleL (8)
del

To verify the correctness of this definition, suppose that I; € Z and F; C
[laes, Fas @ = 1,2, are such that

PRl (F) = Pl (F),
and put F = P, np, 1, (F1). Then it clearly holds
Fy=P L (F) and Fp=P L, . (F)

So, by (@), we have
pl(Fr) = ph2(F) = p (Fy),

which verifies the correctness of the definition of p’.
Now we will show that p’ is finitely additive. So suppose that I; € Z and
F; € 1aes, Fa, i = 1,2, are such that
P (F) N PN (Fy) =10,

and put F' = PI:,lIlub (F1) U Pl;lhub (Fy). Tt clearly holds

Prl(F) U PLN (Fe) = Pl (F)
and
P o (F1) NP o, (F2) = 0.
So we have
o (P (FL) U PL (F2)) =9 (P, (F))
=p"V(F)
=phttz (PI:,thIg (F1)) + phor (PI;lIIUIz (F2))
Dot (Fy) + ()
=p' (P (F)) + 0/ (P, (F»)),



which verifies finite additivity of p’.

Let us equip [[,cp Fa with the product topology (where we consider the
discrete topology on each of the finite sets Fy, d € D). Then every set from R
is open and compact. So, whenever R € R (which is compact) is the disjoint
union of R, € R, n € N, (each of which is open), then only finitely many of the
sets R, € R, n € N, are non-empty. So, by finite additivity of o/, it follows that

P(R)=> p(R).

neN

This shows that p’ is even o-additive.

We verified all assumptions of Carathéodory’s extension theorem. As the
ring R generates the product o-algebra [],. 274 we conclude that the map p’
extends to a measure p on ], p(Fu, 2Fa). Then, by @), p satisfies (), and so
it is the inverse limit of the simple inverse system (p!);ez. O

Remark 2.13. The presented proof of Lemma[212is inspired by [I1], Lemma 2.2].
However, the assertion concerning existence in Lemma [2.12]is just a very special
case of [2| Theorem 5.1.1] (or, alternatively, of [3, Theorem 2.2]).

3 The category of [I-graphons

The key notion of this paper is the following generalization of a graph.

Definition 3.1. Let (X, .A) be a measurable space. A O-graphon on (X, A) is a
pair (7, 1) where 7 is a probability measure on (X, .A) and y is a finite measure
on (X,A)2.

To define the categorical structure on the class of all (J-graphons, we first
introduce the notion of a morphism.

Definition 3.2. Let (7x,ux) be a O-graphon on a measurable space (X,.A)
and (my, py) be a O-graphon on a measurable space (Y, B). A morphism from
(rx,px) to (my, py) is a Markov kernel x from (X,.A) to (Y,B) such that
Ty = kemx and py = k9% ux.

Because of the importance of the definition above, we explicitly write down
the formula for the measure €2y (which is obtained by putting (@) and (@)
together):

K&y (B) = / (k(1,) % a2, ) (B) dpx (e1,22), B € B2,
X2

It is a classical result (easily obtainable from the 7-A theorem) that, if two finite
measures on (Y, B)? coincide on the collection of all measurable rectangles, then
they are the same. So, to verify that uy = k®2ux, it is enough to check that

py (B1 X Ba) :/ k(z1, B1)k(ze, B2) dux (x1,22), Bi,Bs € B.
X2

10



Example 3.3. Let (7x, pux) be a O-graphon on a measurable space (X, .A) and
(my, uy) be a O-graphon on a measurable space (Y,B). Let f: X — Y be a
measurable map. Then ¢ is a morphism from (7x, ptx) to (my, py) if and only
if 7y = furx and uy = f%ux.

Next, we introduce the composition operation.

Definition 3.4. Suppose that (7x, ux), (7y, puy), (72, uz) are O-graphons on
measurable spaces (X, A), (Y,B), (Z,C), respectively. Let x be a morphism
from (7x,px) to (my,py) and ' be a morphism from (my, uy) to (7z, uz).
Then we define the morphism ' o  from (7x, ux) to (7z,pz) by @).

To verify the corectness of Definition 3.4 it is necessary to check that the
Markov kernel £’ o k from (X, A) to (Z,C) defined by (B) satisfies (k' o k)smx =
7z and (k' o kK)®?ux = pz. The former equation follows immediately from
Corollary2.11l The latter equation follows by an easy combination of Lemma[2.6]
and Corollary 2111

It is straightforward to verify that morphisms from Definition B2 together
with the composition operation from Definition [3.4] define a categorical struc-
ture on the class of all O-graphons. Indeed, the associativity of the composition
operation is granted for free by the associativity in the category of measurable
spaces from Example [Z4] (it can also be easily verified using Fubini’s theorem).
Now assume that (7wx,ux) is a O-graphon on a measurable space (X,.A), and
let ix be the identity map on X. Then the Markov kernel «;, from (X, A) to
(X, A) is the identity morphism for (7x, tx).

We conclude this section by a few examples.

Example 3.5. Let G = (V, E) be a finite graph with a non-empty vertex set
V. We may allow any combination of the following: loops, multiple edges,
weighted vertices and/or edges, directed edges. Then G can be naturally un-
derstood as a [-graphon (7g, i) on the measurable space (V,2"), where 2V
is the discrete o-algebra on the vertex set V. Indeed, let mg be the normal-
ized counting measure on (V,2") (with an obvious modification in the case of
weighted vertices) and let ug be the measure on (V,2")? defined such that, for
every v1,v2 € V, ua({(v1,v2)}) equals the number of edges from vy to ve (with
an obvious modification in the case of weighted edges).

Sometimes, it is useful to additionally use some kind of normalization to the
measure fq.

Example 3.6. A graphon (in the general form) is defined as a pair (X, W)
where X = (X, A, mx) is a probability space and W: X2 — [0,1] is a symmetric
function which is measurable with respect to the completion of the o-algebra
A2 (see [13] p. 217]).

Every graphon (X, W), where X = (X, A, mx), can be naturally understood
as a O-graphon (mx, pw) on the measurable space (X,.A). Indeed, just define

,uw(g) = /~W(x1,x2)dw§((x1,x2), Ae A2
A

11



Example 3.7. In [I1, Definition 4.6], s-graphons are defined as symmetric
Borel probability measures on the square of the unit interval (which is equipped
with the Borel o-algebra and with the Lebesgue measure). Then every s-graphon
can be naturally viewed as a special case of a [J-graphon.

Example 3.8. Let (X, .A), (Y,B) be measurable spaces. Suppose that (7, u)
is a O-graphon on (X, A). Let x be a Markov kernel from (X,.A) to (Y, B).
Then (k.m, k221) is a O-graphon on (Y, B) and & is a morphism from (r, 1) to
®2

1)-

(o, K
Example 3.9. Let {2; be a non-empty finite set and 2% be the discrete o-
algebra on €);, j = 1,2. Suppose that f: Qs — ; is a surjective map. Let
(p1,v1) be a O-graphon on (21, 2%). Let & be the Markov kernel from (€4, 2%1)
to (Qa,2%2) given by

CIFA ()]
“n F) = e

Let (p2, ) be the O-graphon on (g, 2%2) defined by

w1 € Ql,F C Q,.

P2 = K«p1 and 1o = mi??ul
(so that x is a morphism from (p1,v1) to (p2,2)). Then the Markov kernel ¢
from (Qg,22) to (Q1,2%) is a morphism from (p2,v2) to (p1,v1).

Example 3.10. Let (rx,ux) be a O-graphon on a measurable space (X, A).
Suppose that all singleton subsets of X are measurable and put

A={ze X :nx({z}) > 0}.

Let (Y,B) be the measurable space obtained from (X,.A) by replacing each
x € A by a copy I, of the interval [0, 7x({z})] with its Borel o-algebra B,.
More precisely, we put
Y=X\4u | L
r€A
and
B={BCY:B\Ac Aand BN, € By,z € A}.

For every x € A, let A\, be the Lebesgue measure on (I, B,;). Let x be the
Markov kernel from (X,.A) to (Y, B) given by

1, reX\Aand z € B,
k(z,B) =<0, reX\Aand x ¢ B,

Ae(BOL) g

mx ({a}) 2 ’

BeB.
Let (my, py') be the O-graphon on (Y, B) defined by

2
Ty = Rex and py = n? wx

12



(so that x is a morphism from (wx,ux) to (wy,uy)). Let f: Y — X be the
(measurable) map defined by

f(y)—{y’ yexid,

x, yel,,xzeA

Then the Markov kernel ¢ from (Y, B) to (X, .A) is a morphism from (ny, f1y)

to (mx, px).
Obviously, if the measurable space (X, A) is standard Borel (see, e.g., [10,
Section 12.B]) then (Y, B) is stadard Borel as well.

4 Convergence

In this section, we introduce so called k-shapes and the notion of convergence for
sequences of [J-graphons. Both these notions are heavily inspired by definitions
of k-shapes and s-convergence from [11].

For every k € N, we define a measurable space Fj by

where 2] is the discrete o-algebra on the set [k] = {1,...,k}. For every -
graphon (p,v) on Fj, we can define ey (p,v) € RIKVIE? by

en(p.v)(0) = (i), i€ k)
and

er(p,v)(i,5) = v({(i,)}),  (i,4) € [K*.
Then ey, is an embedding of the set of all [J-graphons on Fj, into RV We
equip the space of all [-graphons on Fj with the topology which makes the
embedding e; a homeomorphism of the space of all O-graphons on ]-";2c onto
its image (which is endowed with the topology inherited from RIFVIFI™),  In

particular, a sequence (p,,vy,)2; of O-graphons on Fj, is convergent to a O-
graphon (p,v) on Fy if and only if

T pu({i}) = p({i}), i€ K],
and

lim v, ({(3,5)}) = v({(&,)}), (7)€ [K]*.

n—oo
Let < be the preorder on the class of all (J-graphons given by
(my,py) 2 (mx,pux) << there exists a morphism from (7x,pux) to (my, py).

For a given [(J-graphon (7, ), let (7, 1) be the <-downward closure of (7, ).
That is, (m, u)* is the class of all (-graphons (p,v) =< (7, ). For a O-graphon
(m, ) and k € N, we also define

(w,u)t ={(p,v) € (m, u)* : (p,v) is a O-graphon on Fi}.
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Definition 4.1. Suppose that (m, p) is a O-graphon. Then, for every k € N,
we define the k-shape Si(m, ) of (m, i) as the topological closure of (ﬂ',,u)t in
the space of all O-graphons on Fj.

Lemma 4.2. For every O-graphon (w, 1) and every k € N, the k-shape Sy (m, )
1§ a nonempty compact set.

Proof. We fix k € N and a O-graphon (, ;) on a measurable space (X,.A).
For every Markov kernel « from (X, A) to Fy, the O-graphon (r.m, k9%u) be-
longs to (m, u)J,; (by Example B8). In particular, the set (w,u)t is non-empty.
Consequently, the same is true for the k-shape Sy (m, u).

It remains to show that Si(m, 1) is a compact set. That is, we must show
that the closure of ey ((, u)t) in the image of the embedding ey, is a compact set.

We note that the image c2)f e is a closed subset of RIKIVIK Indeed, it contains
exactly those a € RIFIVIE” which have all entries non-negative and which satisfy
> ik (1) = 1. So the closure of ek((ﬂ',,u)t) in the image of ey, is the same as

its closure in RIFVIF®, So, to prove the compactness, it is enough to verify that

e ((m, u)t) is a bounded subset of RIFVIF* |

For every (p,v) € (w,u)t, there is a morphism from (7, u) to (p,v), and
so v([k]?) = u(X?) (by Lemma Z9). This, together with the fact that p is a
probability measure on Fy, gives us that

doelen)@+ D enlpv)id)

i€[k] (i,5)€[k]?

=> o+ Y vl

i€[k] (i.9)€lk]?
=1+ u(X?).

So the set ek((w, ,u)t) is bounded, which completes the proof. O

For every k € N, let i be the space of all non-empty compact subsets of
the space of all [-graphons on the measurable space Fj. We equip the space
Ky, with the Vietoris topology (see, e.g., [10, Section 4.F]). By Lemmal[£.2] each
k-shape is an element of Kj.

Definition 4.3. We say that a sequence (m,, i, )22, of O-graphons is conver-
gent if, for every k € N, the sequence (Sk(wn,,un)):;l of the corresponding
k-shapes is convergent in K.

If, moreover, (m, 1) is another O-graphon then we say that (m, i) is a limat
of the sequence (m,,, y )52 if, for every k € N, the k-shape S (m, ) of (m, p) is
the limit of the sequence (Sk(wn, un))io | in K.

We conclude this section by an easy example.

Example 4.4. Suppose that (m,p) is a O-graphon on a measurable space
(X, A). Suppose also that the measure p is not symmetric. Then there is
(p,v) € (7, u)s C Sz(m, ) such that v is not symmetric.

14



In order to see it, fix A1, Ay € A such that pu(A; x Ag) # p(Az x Ay). If the
sets A1, Ao are not disjoint, then it is easy to see that either

1((Ar \ A2) x Aa) # p(Az x (Ar\ A2)),
p((Ar N Az) x (A2 \ A1)) # p((A2 \ A1) X (A1 N Az)).

So, without loss of generality, we may assume that 4; N Ay = 0.
Let f: X — [3] be the (measurable) map given by

1, .IeAl,
flx) =<2, z€ A,
3, .IGX\(AlUAQ)

We put

p=for and v=fu.

Then (p,v) € (, u)é (as witnessed by the morphism ) and
v({1} x {2}) =f2%u({1} x {2})
=p(Ar x Ag)
#1(Az x Ap)
=127 n({2} x {1})
=v({2} x {1}).

4.1 Existence of limits

This subsection is devoted to the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5. Every convergent sequence (Tn, tin)o, of O-graphons has a
limgt.

We start with some auxiliary lemmata.

Lemma 4.6. Let Ly C Lo be non-empty finite sets. Let (mw, u) be a O-graphon
on a measurable space (X, A) and, for everyl € Lo, let (p,v;) be a O-graphon
on a measurable space (Y1, B;). Suppose that k; is a morphism from (m, ) to
(pi,v1), L € La. We put

®2
pLi:(HmOw and I/LiZ(HIil) W, 1=1,2.

leLl; IEL;

Let Pr,r, be the canonical projection from [[,cp, Yi to [[;cp, Yi- Then the
Markov kernel kp,, ., is a morphism from (pF2,vE2) to (phr, vEr).
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Proof. We must show that

le = (PLle)*pLz

(9)
and

I/L1 = (PL1L2)®2VL2.

. (10)
For every R € [],c 1, Bi and every every x € X, it holds that
(H 71) (@, R) @(lgl () (R)
=( 1T (=, ')) (PEIILQ(R)) (11)
€Ly
@( H m) (:E,PL_IILQ(R)).
€Ly

So, for every R € [[;cp,, Bi, we have

which verifies ().

Similarly, for every Ry, Ry € HleLl B, and every (z1,22) € X2, it holds that

H Iil)®2((I1,I2),R1 X RQ)

K1 ($1,R1)( H Hz)(Iz,Rz)

lely

)
(12)
nl) (xl, P511L2 (Rl))( H m) ($27 P511L2 (R2))
)

lEL>

=

! ®2((I1,:1?2), ((PE) ™ (R x 32)))-
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So, for every Ri, Rz € [[;c, Bi, we have

VLI(Rl X RQ) :( H HI)TQIU(Rl X RQ)
leLy

:/)(2 ( H m)®2((x1,x2),R1 X Ry) dp(w1,22)

leL,

@A@U}

“l>®2((””17x2)= ((PE2,)7 (Ry x R2)) ) du(wr, @)
leLs

(L) )

=l ((PE2,) 7 (B % Ra)),
which verifies ([I0). O

Lemma 4.7. Let (7, ) be a O-graphon on a measurable space (X, A) and let
k € N be fized. Suppose that (p;,v;) is a O-graphon on Fy and that k; is a
morphism from (7, ) to (pi,vi), i = 1,2. Let P7: X?> — X be the projection
on the jth coordinate, j = 1,2. Let ~ be the measure on (X, A) given by

y=m+Plu+ Pp. (13)
Let n > 0 be such that
k1o ) = o fmD) 1y <70 € [KL (14)
Then it holds that

lpr({m}) — po({m})| <n, m € [K],

and
1 ({(m1,ma)}) — v2({(m1,m2)})| < 21,  (ma,mg) € [k]>.

Proof. For every m € [k], it holds that
lpr({m}) = p2({m})| =[(k1)sm({m}) — (r2).m({m})]
:‘ / k1(z, {m})dr(x) —/ ko(z, {m})dr(x)
p's p's

<[l fm) = s {m )
(@), @@
< .
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Similarly, for every (mi,ms) € [k]?, it holds that
[r1({(m1,m2)}) — va({(m1,m2)})]
=|(k0) P2 u({(m1,m2)}) = (k2) 22 u({(m1, m2)})]
| [ maCorfm s o fma) duar, 22

= [ ratar P, {ma) dutar, )
S/ k1 (21, {ma })r1(z2, {ma}) — k2 (21, {ma}) ke (22, {m2})] du(z1, 22)
X2
S/Xz k1(w1, {m1}) - [k1(z2, {ma}) — k2(22, {m2})| du(z1, z2)
+/ Ko (w2, {m2}) - [k1(z1, {ma}) — k2 (21, {ma})| du(z1, z2)
X2

SH’“('? {m2}) - ’i2('7 {m2})HL1(p*2#) + H’il('v {ml}) - “2('7 {ml})HLl(p*lu)

(@3, @
< 2n.

O

Lemma 4.8. Let (p,v) and (p',v") be O-graphons, both on the same measurable
space (2,2%), where the set Q0 is non-empty and finite and 2% is the discrete

o-algebra on . Let k be a Markov kernel from (,2%) to a measurable space
(X, A). We put

m = max|p({w}) = p'({w})]
and

M= max [r({(wi,wa)})— v ({(w1,w2)})]-

(w1,w2)EN?
Then it holds that
ep(A) — kup! () < mIQ|, A€ A,

and _ _ _
K22 (A) — k2 (A)] < MIQP2, A e A%

Proof. For every A € A, we have
eaple) = () =] [ wl ) dofe) = [ o, )/ (0)
<> lp{w}) = o ({wh)|r(w, A)

we
<m|Q|.
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Similarly, for every A € A2, we have
|59%0(A) — K22/ (A)]
:’ /Q (w1, wa), A) dv(wy,ws) — /m K22 ((wy,ws), A) dV' (w1, ws)
<

r®%(
< Y wnwe)}) =V ({(wr w2) DIEFA((wr,w2), A)

(w1,w2)€EN?

<M|Q|?.

Now we are ready for the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [4.5] We fix a convergent sequence (7, ftn ) e of O-graphons.
By Definition 3] for every k € N, there is a compact set Sy which is the limit
of the sequence (Sk (7n, Mn))zozl in the Vietoris topology of the space K. We
fix a countable dense subset Dy of Sk, k € N, and we put D = UkeN Dy.

The main idea of the proof is as follows. Let Z be the set of all non-empty fi-
nite subsets of D. We will construct a collection (p!, v!) ez of O-graphons which

will give rise to two simple inverse systems of measures (which we introduced

in Section 2.4]):
e the system given by the probability measures p’, I € T,
e the system given by the finite measures v/, I € 7.

We will then apply Lemma 212 to deduce that both these simple inverse systems
have inverse limits. The two inverse limits will give rise to a O-graphon (, u).
It will follow from the construction that, for every k € N, the k-shape of (m, )
contains the set Dy. We will also show that the k-shapes of (7, ) are not much
bigger than that, namely, that Sg (7, ) = Dy = Sk, k € N. This will prove that
the O-graphon (7, ) is the desired limit of the sequence (my,, ty )32 ;.

For every d = (p,v) € D, let kq € N be such that d € Dy, C Sk,. Since S,
is the limit of the sequence (Sg, (7n, tin )52 1 in the Vietoris topology of the space
K, there is a sequence (pp, vy, )22, of O-graphons with (pp, vy) € Sk, (7, tin),
n € N, which converges to d = (p,v) in the space of all O-graphons on Fy,.
As (ﬂ'n,un)td is a dense subset of Sg,(mn, n), 7 € N, we may assume that

(Pn,Vn) € (wn,,un)td, n € N. For every O-graphon d = (p,v) € D, we fix such a
sequence (pn, )22, for once and for all. Further, for every d = (p,v) € D and
every n € N, we also fix a morphism x¢ from (7, ttn) to (pn, V) for once and
for all.

In the following, we denote by (X, A,,) the underlying measurable space of
the O-graphon (7, tn), n € N. We also denote by F! the measurable space
Hdef]:kd’ el
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Now we will construct the collection (p!, v!) ez of O-graphons. We fix some
I €7 and n € N. By Lemma 21 we know that [],.;x% is a Markov kernel
from (X, Ay) to FI. We define a O-graphon (pl,v1) on F! by

®2
pflz(HnZ) T, and V,Il:(Hfi‘fl) Lo

derl del

so that the Markov kernel [],.; x2 is a morphism from (m,, s to (pf,v}). By
compactness and the diagonal argument, there is an increasing sequence (n,)p24
of natural numbers such that each of the countably many sequences

(eh,m)" . Rk TeT,
b= del

and )
I ~ oo ~
(Vnp(R)) . Rg (H[kd]) ) IEI,
P= del
is convergent. Let us note that it is enough to prove that the subsequence
(Tnys fn,)peq has a limit as then the original sequence (7, tin )52, being con-
vergent, has necessarily the same limit. So, without loss of generality, we may
assume that n, = p, p € N, that is, that there is no need to pass to a subse-

quence. Then, for every I € Z, we can define the [-graphon (pf,v!) on F!
by

p'(R) = lim p(R), RC ]Ik, (15)
del
and )
VI(R) = lim v(R), RC (H[kd]) . (16)
del

Later, we will show that (p!)rez is a simple inverse system of measures.
Ideally, we would like to know that (v!);c7 is also a simple inverse system of
measures. Then the inverse limits of these systems would represent the dis-
tributions of vertices and edges, respectively, of the desired limit [J-graphon.
However, this is not completely correct as one has to distinguish between prod-

uct spaces of the form (] d[kd])2 and [[,[kq]®. Indeed, the underlying set of

cach v! is (T],e I[kd])2. But to obtain a simple inverse system indexed by Z, we
need measures whose underlying sets are [[,c,[ka]?, I € Z. To deal with this
small technical issue, let

6: (,g;[kd])2 — dell)[de

be the obvious bijection. Similarly, for every I € Z, let



be the obvious bijection. Further, for every I € Z, let P; be the canonical
projection from [, plka] to [[,c;[kal, and let Pr be the canonical projection
from [],cplkal? to [[se [ka)?. Similarly, for every I,J € Z with I C J, let

Py ; be the canonical projection from [ ], ;[ka] to [ [, [kal, and let Pr.; be the
canonical projection from [T, ;[ka]? to [, [ka]>. We note that

0" o P22 = Prog, I€eT, (17)
and

0" o PP2 =P 007, I,JeZ,ICJ. (18)

Now we will show that (p!);ez and (01v!);cr are simple inverse systems of
measures. We need to verify that

pl=(Pry)p’, I,J€I,1C, (19)
and _
0l = (Pr.).(0/v7), I,JeZ,1CJ (20)

So we fix I,J € Z with I C J. For every n € N, by Lemma (4.6, the Markov
kernel rp, , is a morphism from (p;,v;]) to (pl,v}). In particular, this means
that

pL = (Pr.j)epl and vl =(Pr )%, neN. (21)

n’

Consequently, for every R C [],c;[kq], it holds that

P'(R) 2 1im pL(R)

n—ro0
B tim (Pr).pl(R)
= lim p;(P; ;(R))
B (i),
which verifies (IJ). Similarly, for every R C [] gerlkal?, it holds that
oL (R) =" ((6") " (R))
D i ufl((ﬁl)_l(f{))

n—oo
D tim (Pr) P20 (0971 (R)
= lim v;/((0" o PE5)(R))

V(070 PPHTHR))

g 1B

VJ((ﬁI,J ° HJ)_I(E))7

which verifies (20).
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By Lemma [2Z.12] both simple inverse systems (p!)rez and (01v!)rez have
inverse limits. Let 7 be the inverse limit of (p!);ez, and let y/ be the inverse
limit of (#!7);ez. In particular, 7 is a finite measure on the measurable space
[Tsep Frar and g/ is a finite measure on the measurable space [[,cp Fr,- In
fact, 7 is a probability measure as each of the probability measures p!, I € Z, is
the pushforward of 7 (along the corresponding projection). We define a measure

1 on the measurable space (HdeD 'de)2 by
=0,y (22)

Then (7, i) is a O-graphon on [],;c p Fr,-

By the definition of inverse limits of simple inverse systems, for every I € Z,
it holds that
= (Pr)«m (23)

and
0L = (Pr).p (24)

For every I € T and every R C (TLic I[kd]) we further have
v (R) =01 (61 (R))

D (Br)ii (6'(R))
=0; (9 < (07 (R))))

@U( R)))) (25)
=u((Py (0" (R)))
(" o PP 01 7))
‘u( P®2 )
:(Pz)f?zu(R)-

By [@3), (28) and Example[33] the Markov kernel £ p, is a morphism from (7, p)
o (pl,v!), I €.

In the rest of the proof, we will show that (, ) is a limit of the sequence
(T, tin)nen. That is, we will show that

Sk(ﬂ-nu) = Skv ke N.

To this end, for the rest of the proof, we fix k € N. We also fix d = (p,v) €
Dy, C D for a while. We recall that

p;[zd} = (F@Z)*Wn =pn, MEN, (26)
and
i = (kH22, = v, neN. (27)

22



Since the sequence (pn, ;)52 converges to d = (p,v) in the space of all [I-
graphons on Fy,, we obtain from (I5)), (I8), (26) and (7)) that

d = (p, 1y, (28)

We already know that the Markov kernel £p,, is a morphism from (7, ) to

(pt9}, v4d}) and so it follows from (28) that that d € (m, u)x. As this is true for
every d € Dy, we conclude that

Sk :D_k - (Wvﬂ)"l; = Sk(wvﬂ)'

To complete the proof, it only remains to show the reverse inclusion. But before
we continue, we need a little detour.

For every J € Z and every a = (aa)des € [[4es[kal, we put

U, = {(ﬂd)dep € H [kq] : Ba = aq whenever d € J}.
deD
Claim 4.9. Let~ be a finite measure on [[,c p Fry- Let Ym: [[4eplka] = [0,1],

m=1,...,k, be measurable functions with 251:1 Ym = 1. Let n > 0 be given.
Then there are J € T and functions ¥, : [[4eplka] = [0,1], m = 1,...,k, with

anzl Yl =1 such that, for every m =1,...,k, we have
o for every a € [] ¢ [kal, the function 1), is constant on U,

o [[Ym — VL) <.
Proof. We put

W =~( H[kd])-

deD

The assertion is trivial if W = 0, so we may assume that W > 0.

We equip the set [];cp[ka] with the product topology (where we consider
the discrete topology on each of the finite sets [kq], d € D); then [],;cp[kd]
becomes a metrizable compact space. The sets Uy, where o € ], ;[kq] and
I € Z, form a base of the topology. As the topology generates the product
o-algebra [, p 2%, by [5l Theorem 7.8], every finite measure on [, F, is
regular. In particular, the measure v is regular.

By Lusin’s Theorem (see, e.g., [5, Theorem 7.10]) and regularity of v, there
are a compact set K C [],cplka] and continuous functions ¥}, : [T,cplka] —
[0,1], m =1,...,k, such that

V(T Mk \ K) < 55,

deD

and such that

Ym(B) =L (B) whenever B€ K, m=1,...,k.
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Then, for every § € K, we have

m=1 m=1
By an easy modification of the functions ¢, m = 1,..., k, on the set [ ], p[ka]\
K, we may assure that 3% _ @l =1.
We put
n
b= —.
2kW
By continuity of the functions 7}, m = 1,...,k, every element of [, [ka] is

contained in some set U, (for some o € [, ;[ka] and I € T) such that, for every
m = 1,...,k, each two values of ¥}, on U, differ by at most 6. As the space
[14eplkal is compact, it can be covered by finitely many such sets, let us say
by Uays- .., Uq,. Forevery j =1,...,r, let I; € Z be such that a; € Hdelj [ka).
We put J = Uj_;I;. Then it is easy to verify that the cover

{Ua . ac H[kd]} (29)

(consisting of sets which are open and compact at the same time) of [],c (k4]
is actually a refinement of the cover {Ual, ey UQT}. Consequently, for every
o € [1yeslka] and every m = 1,... k, each two values of ;. on U, differ by
at most 6. For every m = 1,...,k, let ¥2: [[,cplka] = [0,1] be the function
given by

Un(B) = minyy,, € Un o€ [ lkal

deJ

Finally, we define the functions v, : [[,cplka] = [0,1], m =1,...,k, by

1/);71:1/)72717 mzla"'vk_lv
and
k—1
V=1 i
m=1

the fact that all values of 1)}, belong to [0, 1] follows by the obvious fact that
k—1 k—1
0< D> Uh <Y ¥n<l
m=1 m=1

Then the functions ¢/, m =1,...,k, sum to 1 and each of them is constant on
each set from the collection ([29). We clearly have

12, — ey <6, m=1,...,k—1.
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"7 J"]

Pn > Vn
HdV &)
(s fin) (&lpy", (B2
n—o0 VJ ) n—00

w7 (p™, vM)
\ lﬁ—)0+

Figure 1: The red arrow represents the convergence which we want to prove.
Black arrows represent morphisms in the category of all (J-graphons. The or-
ange arrow represents convergence in the sense of (I8l and ([I@). Blue arrows
represent convergence in the space of all (J-graphons on Fy.

It follows that, for every m =1,...,k — 1, we have

[m = VllLiy) Sm — VL) + [1¥m — Uil

<y ([T kal \ K) + 1L, = w2 ey ( T kal)

deD deD
<L 4 ws )
2k
_n
=
Finally, it holds that
k—1 k-1
llvbw — 2/’;cHLl('Y) :H(l - Z wm) - (1 - Z w:n)HLl(»y)
m=1 m=1
k—1
< Z 19m = Vil 1)
m=1
G
<.
This concludes the proof of the claim. O

The basic structure of the rest of the proof is captured in Figure [l

As we already explained, it remains to show that Sy (m, ) C Sk (where k still
remains fixed). In fact, it suffices to show that (ﬂ',,u)t C Sk, because Si(m, p)
is the topological closure of (ﬂ',,u)t and the set Sy is closed. So we fix (p,v) €
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(ﬂ',,u)t. Let x be a morphism from (7, i) to (p,v). Let PI: (HdeD[kd])2 —
[14c plka) be the projection on the jth coordinate, j = 1,2. Let v be the measure
on [[4cp Fr, given by

y=7+4+Plu+ Ppu.
We fix n > 0 arbitrarily small. By Claim applied to the functions
k(- {m}), m=1,... .k,

we obtain J7 € Z and functions ¢, : [[,cplka] — [0,1], m = 1,...,k, which
sum to 1, such that, for every m =1,..., k, we have

o for every o € [];cn[ka], the function 1), is constant on U,
o [[x({m}) =il <

Let " be the Markov kernel from ], Fr, to Fi given by

KMu, F) =>4l (w), we [][ka, F C [K].

meF deD
Then, for every m = 1,...,k, we have
[£(, {m}) = &7 AmPlLry) = I6({m}) = ¥pllLr) <n- (31)

Let (p(, 1) be the O-graphon on F}, given by

p =kTr and v = (K7)®2, (32)
Then @I) and Lemma E7 immediately imply that (p(™, ™M) — (p,v) in
the space of all [J-graphons on Fj as n > 0 tends to 0. We will show that
(p, v € Sy, for every > 0. Since Sy is a closed set, it will follow that
(p,v) € Sk, which will conclude the proof.

So we fix > 0 for the rest of the proof. We recall that the Markov kernel k"
is a morphism from (m, u) to (p(, ™) (by B2)) and that the Markov kernel
Kp,, is a morphism from (m,u) to (p”",v7"). We will use these facts to find
a morphism from (p”",v7") to (p(,v™). By our definition of ", for every
a € [[ e ynlka] and every F' C [k], the function (-, F) is constant on Uy. In
other words, for every a € [[,cjn[ka], the probability measure x"(u,-) on Fy
does not depend on the choice of u € U,; let us denote this probability measure
by p7. Let & be the Markov kernel from F“ " to Fy given by

Rn(avF) :pZ(F)v o€ H [kd]uF c [k]
deJn
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Then, for every F C [k], we have

P (F) =rln(F)

:/ K"(u, F) dm(u)
[Taeplkal

= Z 7(Ua)pi (F) (33)

a€]] ¢ ynlkdl
> " {ahRE (e F)
Otel_ldem {kd]

=ilp”" (F).

Similarly, for every F C [k]2, it holds that
v (F) =(k")Eu(F)

:/ (M2 ((u,ua), F) dp(un, us)
(Hdep[kd])

= > 1(Uay X Uay) (P, % p2,)(F)
(ar,a2)€ (TTae yulkal)”

= > v ({(an, 02)}) (7 (0, ) x & (a2, ) (F)
(ar,02)€ (TTae yulkal)”

=@ ().

(34)

By (B3) and (B4), we obtain that A7 is a morphism from (p”", /") to (p™, (M),
Let us recall that the O-graphon (p”’ vt n) was defined from the sequence
(p",v7")e2, as in ([[H) and ([B). Thus, Lemma A8 easily implies that the se-

quence (ilpy", (")%2v;]" )™ | of O-graphons converges to (o™, M) = (&lp”", (k")22v7")
in the space of all O-graphons on Fj. For every n € N, the Markov kernel
"o ([Igesm K2) is a morphism from (m,, un) to (R1p)", (EM)%21;]") (see Fig-

n
ure[l]). In particular,
(’%Qp}{na (%77)5?21/’;{") € (7771, ,Un)t c Sk(ﬂ'na ,Un)a n € N.

Consequently, as the sequence (S (7, 4n))52; of compact sets converges to Sy,
we easily obtain that (p(, (") € S). This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.10. The underlying measurable space of the limit [J-graphon (7, p)
constructed in the proof of Theorem [3lis the countable product of finite spaces.
In particular, all its singleton subsets are measurable. By Example [3.10] there
is a O-graphon (7', ') on a standard Borel measurable space such that the
measure 7’ is continuous (that is, all singletons have 7/-measure zero) and such
that there are morphisms between (m, u) and (7', ') in both directions. Then
(m, 1) and (7, 1) have the same k-shapes, and so (7', ') is also a limit of the
convergent sequence (o, fin)ory -
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This shows that the limit (J-graphon of a given convergent sequence can be
always chosen in such a way that its underlying measurable space is standard
Borel and such that the probability measure describing the distribution of ver-
tices is continuous. Consequently, by an application of the isomorphism theorem
for measures (see e.g. [10, Theorem 17.41]), we can even find the limit (J-graphon
in such a way that its underlying measurable space is the unit interval and that
the distribution of vertices is the Lebesgue measure.

5 Comparison with s-convergence

The notion of convergence of [J-graphons from Definition 3] is inspired by
s-convergence of graph sequences introduced in [I1]. Both these convergence
notions are defined as convergence of certain k-shapes in the Vietoris topology;
the only difference is hidden in the definition of the k-shapes. In Definition 1]
we defined the k-shape Sg (7, 1) of a O-graphon (7, i) as the topological closure
of the set

(w,u)t ={(p,v) € (m, u)* : (p,v) is a O-graphon on Fi}.

Alternatively, in the spirit of [11], we could require all elements of the k-shape
to have the same fixed distribution of vertices, namely the normalized counting
measure on Fj, which we denote by ;. To realize this idea, for every k € N,
let us consider the space of all finite measures on ]-"]f as a topological subspace
of R[k]z, and let us define the k-shape gk(w,u) of a O-graphon (7, u) as the
topological closure of the set

{V: (e, v) € (w,u)t}.

Up to a simple identification of non-negative k-by-k matrices with finite mea-
sures on F7, this is a straightforward generalization of the k-shapes (of finite
graphs/s-graphons) introduced in [I1]. The main goal of this section is to show
that, no matter what definition of k-shapes we use (cither Si(-) or Si(-)), we
obtain the same convergence notion.

In the following, for any non-empty finite set F', we denote by d, the maxi-
mum metric on R, We identify finite measures on the measurable space (F, 2f")
with the corresponding elements of RY, so that we can measure the d -distance
of two such measures. We also identify [J-graphons on Fj with the correspond-

(k] [K]U[k)?

ing elements of RIKIY , so that we can measure the dgsg -distance of two

such [J-graphons, k£ € N.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that (7, 1) is a O-graphon on a measurable space (X, A),
k€N and (p,v) € (ﬂ',,u)t. Suppose that

1
d:=d¥ (p, ) < 2 (35)
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Then there is a finite measure v/ on F2 such that (y,v') € (m, )} and such
that
A (v, 0') < 4(1 4 2u(X2))k(k — 1)d.

Proof. The idea of the proof is taken from the proof of [I1, Lemma 3.1].

Let k be a morphism from (7, 1) to (p,v). Inductively, we will modify the
Markov kernel « (in finitely many steps) to obtain a new Markov kernel £’ from
(X, A) to Fj such that (among other properties) it holds that . m = 7. As the
first step, we put k' = k. Now suppose that, for some j € N, we have already
constructed a Markov kernel x? from (X, A) to F such that

dgz] (Kllﬂ—v ’7/6) < du (36)

and such that 1
[{m e W wlm(fm}) = 7} 25— 1. (37)

If kim = ~i then we put ' = k7 and stop the construction. Otherwise, as ki
is a probability measure, there are my, ms € [k] such that

. 1 . 1
rim({mi}) > A and  rim({ms}) < 7 (38)
Then it holds that
1
D tn(my)
_ / W (2, {mn }) dre()
{mEX:M(m,{ml})§2dk} (39)
+ W (. {1 ) d ()
{mGX:Rj(m,{ml})>2dk}
<2dk +m({z € X : k' (z,{m1}) > 2dk}).
For every 8 > 0, let Fg: X — [0,1] be the function defined by
Fg(z) = max {x’(z,{m1}) — 8,0}, =z€X. (40)
Then we have
/ Fy(x) dn(x) :/ K (z, {m1}) dr(x)
X X
= rlm({m1}) (41)
@1
k
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and

F. —2dk) d
/X 2a /{zeX k9 ( {m1})>2dk} ( 7 {m) ) (@)
g/ & (z, {m1}) dr(z) — 2dkr ({z € X : &/ (z, {m1}) > 2dk})
X
@/{j ({m1}) — 2dk(% — 2dk)
@% —d+4d*K?
@3 1
< -
~k
(42)
By the obvious continuity of the map
50 [ Fawydnto). o
X
it follows from {I) and ([@2]) that there is some Sy € (0, 2dk) such that
1
/ Fg,(x)dn(x) = T (43)
b's
Let k771 be the Markov kernel from (X, .A) to % given by
K (x, {m}), m € [k]\ {m1, ma},
K’j+1(xa {m}) = FBU (J;), m=mzi,
Kj(xv {ml}) + Kj(xv {m2}) - Fﬂo(x)v m=mz,
veX. (44)
Then it holds that
kITIm({m}) = wln({m}), m € [k]\ {m1, ma}, (45)
as well as 1
KT r({mi}) = % (46)
(by @3)), and
Wi in(ma) — 1
- / W, ) d(a) - ¢
x k
= /X (2, {m1}) dn(x) + /X x,{ma}) dr(z / Fg,(z)dn(z) — =
, 1 ,
D (win(imiy) - 1) + (wr(imap) - 1))
(E3), B8)
< d.
(47)
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By (36l), {@3), {@6) and {T), it follows that

dLIZ] (/11—’_1777”)%) <d.
Also, (7)), B8), @3) and Q) imply that
; 1
[{m € [k s x({m)) = 1] 2 5
This finishes the inductive step. We note that, by {#0) and @), it holds that
W (a, {m)) — W (o, {m))| < fo < 2k, zeXmelk.  (48)

By (B7), since each kim is a probability measure, the construction stops at
the [th step for some | < k. Then, as k = k' and &’ = x!, we obtain from (@S]
that

|k(z, {m}) — K/ (z, {m})| < 2k(k —1)d, =€ X,m € [k]. (49)

Let P7: X2 — X be the projection on the jth coordinate, j = 1,2, and let ~y
be the measure on (X, .A) given by

y=7+4Plu+ P
Then, by [{@3), it holds that

|6(, {m}) — K'(-, {m}) ||L1 21+ 2u(X*))k(k — 1)d, m € [k].

So, if we put v/ = (k')®2u (so that (yx,v') € (w,u)t), then Lemma (.7 implies
that

[v({(m1,m2)}) — v/ ({(m1, ma)})| < 4(1 4+ 2u(X>)k(k — 1)d,  (m1,m2) € [k]*.
This completes the proof. O

Corollary 5.2. Let (w,u) be a O-graphon on a measurable space (X, A) and
let k € N be fized. Then

Skwu {V (i, v ESk(w,u)}.

Proof. Suppose first that v € S (m, u). By definition, that means that there is
a sequence (v,,)2%, of measures on F2, with (yx,v,) € (7, 1)}, n € N, which
converges to v. Consequently, the sequence (7, vn)p2; of [-graphons converges
to (yk,v), and so (Y, V) € Sg(m, 1). This proves the inclusion ‘C’.
Now suppose that v is a measure on F7? such that (y4,v) € Sg(m, u). Then
there is a sequence (pn, vy )52, of O-graphons, with (p,,vy) € (w,u)t, n € N,
which converges to (v, ). This means that

A (pp, k) = 0, n— o0 (50)
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and ,
dE5 (1, v) =0, n— oco. (51)

o0

We may assume that do (Pns k) < g5z, n € N. Then, for every n € N, we can

apply Lemma [5.1] to find a finite measure ¢/, on F2 such that (v, /) € (m, 1)}
and such that

dM (v, 1) < 41+ 2u(X2)k(k — 1)dY (o, ). (52)
By (B0) and (52), it follows that

dM (v, V) >0, n— oo.

o0 n

Consequently, by (EII), we also have
dM (W 1) =0, n— oo

It follows that v € Sy, (m, 1), which completes the proof of the inclusion ‘2°. O

For any non-empty finite set F, let d¥; be the Hausdorff distance on the
hyperspace of all non-empty compact subsets of RF, arising from the maximum
metric df, on RY.

Corollary 5.3. Let (rx, ux) and (wy, py ) be O-graphons on measurable spaces
(X, A) and (Y, B), respectively. Let k € N and suppose that

dig ™ (Su(mx, jx), Si(my ) < g5 (53)

Let
U = max {px (X?), py (Y?)}.

Then

dyy” (Sk(mx, 1x), Sk(my, py))
< (14 (14 2001k — 1)) A5 (S (. ), Su(ry oy ).

Proof. By symmetry, it is enough to show that, for every v! € Sk (rx,px) and
every (small enough) € > 0, there is v € Si(my, uy ) such that

d¥ (vt 1?) < (1 + (L +2U)4k(k — 1)) (d[};]u““ﬁ (Sk(mx, ux), Sk(my, py)) + 5)-

So we fix v! € gk(ﬂx,ux) and € > 0 such that

1wk

€<4k2 H

(Sk(mx, px), Sk(my, py ) (54)
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(which is possible by (53])). By Corollary[5.2} it holds that (v, v!) € Sk(rx, ux).
As (Wy,uy)t is a dense subset of Si(my, py), we can find (p,7) € (Wy,uy)t
such that

dL’Z]U““]Q ((%71/1)7 2 ﬁ)) < d[;;]u[k] (Sk(ﬁxaux),gk(ﬁyauy)) +e. (55)

Then, in particular, we have

(%) 2 GD 1
d¥ (B, ) < d%]u[k] (Sk(mx, px), Se(my, py)) +¢ < el

By Lemmal[5.1] there is a finite measure 2 on F2 such that (yy,v%) € (y, py )y,
and such that

A (7,0%) < 4(1+ 20 (V2)(k — 1)d (7, 38). (56)

oo

Then

2 @)»@) 2
di @,0%) T A2y (V))k(e1) (M (Sk(mx 1), ey oy )) ).
(57)
Finally, we have

A (' v2) < d¥ (1, 7) + dE (m,07)

mvm 2
< (12 (V)R = 1) ) (0 (el x), ey ) +),
and the conclusion follows. O

Proposition 5.4. Let (mx,ux) and (wy,py) be O-graphons on measurable
spaces (X, A) and (Y, B), respectively. Then the following conditions are equiv-
alent:

(i) Sk(rx,ux) = Sk(my,py), keN,
(i) Sk(mx,pux) = Sk(ry,py), keN.

Proof. The implication (ii) = (i) follows by Corollary (.21

To prove the opposite implication, suppose that there is £k € N such that
Sk(mx,px) # Sk(mwy, py); let us say that Sg(mx, ux) \ Sk(wy,py) # 0. As
(ﬂ'X”ux)t is a dense subset of Sg(mx,ux) and the k-shape Si(my,py) is a
closed set, we can fix some (p,v) € (vaﬂX)t \ Sk(my, uy), together with a
morphism & from (7wx, px) to (p,v).

Next, we construct (p/, ') € (mx, ux)5 \ Sk(7y, y’) such that all values of
the probability measure p’ are positive rational numbers. This can be achieved
by an application of Lemma [£17] as follows. We fix n € (0,1). We also fix some
mo € [k] with p({mo}) > 0. Further, for every m € [k] \ {mo}, we fix some

on € (O T gc)
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(then, in particular, 3=, ¢\ (me} ¢m < 1 < 1) such that

me

p({m}) + emp({mo}) € Q, m € K]\ {mo}. (58)
Then we define a Markov kernel ' from (X, A) to Fi by

r(x, {m}) + epmkl(z, {mo}), m € [k]\ {mo},

&' (z,{m}) = {(1 — Zme[k]\{mo} cm)n(x, {mo}), m =my,

zeX. (59)

Then it is easy to see that, if v = 7 + Plux + P2ux (where P7: X? — X is
the projection on the jth coordinate, j = 1,2), then

[ {md) = & AmD) 1y < 01+ 20 (X)), m e (KL
So, by Lemma 7] if we define
®2

p=rlm and V' = ()%

for n sufficiently close to 0, then (p',v') € (, u)t does not belong to the closed
set Sg(my, py). Also, for every m € [k] \ {mo}, we have

p'({m}) =r\m({m})
:/ K (x,{m}) dr(z)
X

G
= /X/i(a:,{m})dﬂ'(a:)—|—Cm/X’f(Ia{m0})d7T(33)

—o({m}) + cmp({mo}) T @,

and so

dmy)=1- 3 d({m)e

me[k\{mo}

Also, by the definition of x’, it is easy to see that all values of p’ = k7 are
positive. So the O-graphon (p’, 1) has all the required properties.

As all values of p’ are positive rational numbers, there are s € N and
r1,...,7% € N such that

P({m}) ===, m ekl

We fix a map f: [s] — [k] such that |f~1({m})| = r,n, m € [k]. Let K be the
Markov kernel from Fy, to Fs given by

®(m,F) = %‘Fﬁfﬁl({m})‘, m € k], F C [s].
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We define a O-graphon (p”, ") on Fy by
o' =F.p and V' =FZW.

Then, for every F' C [s], it holds that
§'(F) = / (m, F) dp/(m)
[K]
=3 Z [F T ({m))]
me (k]
:_|F|7
s
and so p”" = ~,. Thus
(s, V") = (", 0") 2 (V) 2 (7x, px ),

and so, in particular, v € S,(rx, px). We will show that (vs: V") & Ss(my, py )3
that will imply that v/ ¢ S,(wy, py ), and so S,(mx, x) # Ss(my, pry’), which
will complete the proof.

By Example3.9, the Markov kernel x is a morphism from (s, ") to (p/,v').
By Lemma L8] the map ¢ from the space of all O-graphons on F; to the space
of all O-graphons on Fj given by

&5 (5, 7) = ((57)<p, (kp) 2°D)
is continuous. Obviously, it holds
5 ((my, my)}) € (v, v )i
By continuity, it follows that
o5 (Ss(my, py)) C Sk(my, py).

So, as
or(ys, V") = (0, V') & Sk(my, py),

we must have (ys,0") € Ss(my, py ), as we needed. O
Let ~ be the equivalence relation on the class of all -graphons given by
(m1, 1) ~ (w2, p2) & Yk €N (Sp(mi, 1) = Sg(ma, pa)).

By Proposition [5.4] the relation ~ can be equivalently described by
(1, p1) ~ (w2, 02) & VkeN (gk(ﬂ1,u1) = gk(m,uz))-

For every O-graphon (m, ), let [(m, 1)] denote the ~-equivalence class of (m, u).
Let G be the space of all ~-equivalence classes. Let us consider the following
two embeddings of G into the product of hyperspaces of compact sets:

[(7, )] = (Sk(m, p)ren and [, )] = (Si(m, 1) en.
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Each of the hyperspaces is equipped with the corresponding Vietoris topology,
and their products are equipped with the product topologies. These embed-
dings provide two topologies on the space G: the topology of convergence of
k-shapes Si(-) and the topology of convergence of k-shapes Sk (), respectively.
The following theorem states that these two topologies on the space G coincide.

Theorem 5.5. Let (7, pun), » € N, and (7, 1) be O-graphons on measurable
spaces (Xn, An), n € N, and (X, A), respectively. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(a) for every k € N, the sequence (Sk(mn, un))zo: is convergent (and its limit

18 Sk (ﬂ-u /1'))7
(b) for every k € N, the sequence (gk (s i)
is Sg(m, p)).

Remark 5.6. By Definition 3] condition (a) from Theorem [5.5] can be equiv-
alently reformulated as

1

Zozl is convergent (and its limit

(a’) the sequence (my, p,) of O-graphons is convergent (and its limit is (7, p)).

Proof of Theorem [5.3. If sup{u,(X2) : n € N} = oo, then neither of the se-

quences
o0

(Sk(wnvﬂn))nzl k € N7
and _
(Sk(ﬂ-naﬂn))zozl ke N7

of compact sets is uniformly bounded (cf. the last paragraph of the proof of
Lemma [£.2). In particular, neither of these sequences is convergent in the
corresponding Vietoris topology, and so neither of the conditions (a) and (b)
holds.

So let us assume that

K :=sup{un(X?) :n € N} < cc.
Let ¢ be the embedding

[(ﬂ—vﬂ)] = (Sk(ﬂaﬂ))kel\f

of the space G into the product of hyperspaces. Let Gx C G be the space of
~-equivalence classes of all those O-graphons (7, 1) on some measurable space
(X, A) for which x(X?) < K. Then, for every k € N, the projection of +(Gr)
to the kth coordinate contains only (some of) those compact sets which are
bounded by 1 + K in the d([)@u[kﬁ—norm (again, cf. the last paragraph of the
proof of Lemma [£2)). It follows that the topology of convergence of k-shapes
Sk.(+) restricted to Gi is compact. Further, Corollary (.3 easily implies that
the identity map on G is continuous from the topology of convergence of k-
shapes Si(+) to the topology of convergence of k-shapes Si(-). Combining the
continuity of the identity map with the compactness of the former topology,
both topologies must coincide on G . The conclusion follows. O
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As a corollary, we provide a proof of a variant of [I1, Theorem 4.5] (we just
formulate the result for sequences of s-graphons instead of graph sequences).
We recall that an s-graphon is a symmetric Borel probability measure on the
square of the unit interval. Let Bjg 1) be the Borel o-algebra on [0,1], and let
A be the Lebesgue measure on the measurable space ([0, 1], Bjo,1)). We further
recall that a sequence (u,,)32; of s-graphons is s-convergent (and its s-limit is
an s-graphon ) if, for every k € N the sequence (gk (\, un))oo

n—1 1s convergent

in the Vietoris topology (and its limit is S (A, z)).

Corollary 5.7 ([I1]). Let (un)$2, be an s-convergent sequence of s-graphons.
Then there is an s-graphon p which is an s-limit of the sequence ()52 .

Proof. By Theorem 5.5, the sequence (A, i, )52 of C-graphons on ([0, 1], Byg,11)
is convergent (in the sense of Definition [3). By Theorem A5 there is a O-
graphon (7, 1) on some measurable space (X, .A), which is a limit of the sequence
(A, 14n)S ;. By Theorem .5 for every k& € N, the sequence (gk(A,un)):ozl

converges to S (m, 1).
By Remark 10 we may assume that

(X, A) = ([O, 1],8[011]) and ™=\

So it remains to show that the measure p on ([0, 1],3[071])2 is a symmetric
probability measure.

__ The facts that each p, is a probability measure and that the sequence
(Sl (A, un))zo:l converges to Sy(A, u) easily imply that p is a probability mea-
sure.

Finally, by Proposition 2.8 all 3-shapes S3(\, un), n € N, consist only of
(some of) those O-graphons whose distributions of edges are symmetric mea-
sures. By convergence, the 3-shape S3(A,u) also consists only of (some of)
those [-graphons whose distributions of edges are symmetric measures. So the
symmetry of u follows by Example 4 O

6 Final remarks

In the next proposition, we show that isomorphisms between [J-graphons with
reasonable underlying measurable spaces correspond to isomorphisms between
the underlying measurable spaces which preserve the distributions of vertices
and edges.

Proposition 6.1. Let (rx,ux) and (wy,py) be O-graphons on measurable
spaces (X, A) and (Y,B), respectively. Let f: X — Y be an isomorphism
between the measurable spaces (X, A) and (Y,B) such that firx = my and
©21x = py. Then the Markov kernel k¢ is an isomorphism from (7x, ux) to
(my, py) in the category of all O-graphons.
If all singleton subsets of X and Y are measurable, then every isomorphism
from (mx,pux) to (wy,puy) is of this form.
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Proof. Suppose that f: X — Y is an isomorphism between the measurable
spaces (X, A) and (Y,B) such that firx = my and f®ux = py. Then
fimy = 7x and (f7H)%%uy = (f®?);'uy = pux. To prove that sy is an
isomorphism, we will show that kyoky-1 = 1y uy) and Kp-10Kp = Ly uy)-
By symmetry, it is enough to show the former equation. So we fix y € Y and
B € B and compute

K,f o I{ffl(y, B) = /}{ Iif(il?, B)K,f71 (y, d.I)

=Kyg-1 (yafil(B))

_J1, yeB,

|0, y¢B,
which we needed.

Now suppose that all singleton subsets of X and Y are measurable and that
K is an isomorphism from (7x, px) to (my, py). Then there is a morphism &’
from (my, py) to (mx, ux) such that ko s’ = 1(zy .y and &' ok = 1(zy 4y In
particular, for every x € X, it holds that

1 =1y ) (@ {2})
=" o k(x,{z})

_ / K (y, {2} )k (x, dy),
Y

and so k'(-,{z}) =1 on a set of full k(z, -)-measure. So, for every = € X, there
is at least one y € Y such that «/'(y, {z}) = 1. By symmetry, for every y € Y,
there is at least one x € X such that x(x, {y}) = 1.

Suppose that there is € X such that there are two distinct elements y1, y2 €
Y with «'(y;, {z}) > 0, i = 1,2. Let x; € X be such that x(z;, {y;}) = 1,
i = 1,2. Then either z1 # x or z3 # x. Let us assume that z7 # x (the other
case is analogous). Then

0 =1(ry pux) (@1, {2})
:,k;l o K(l‘l, {:c})
_ / W (y, {&}) k1, dy)
Y
=r'(y1,{z})

>0,

a contradiction. It follows that, for every « € X, there is a unique f(z) € Y
such that «'(f(z),{z}) > 0, and then &'(f(z),{z}) = 1. By symmetry, for
every y € Y, there is a unique g(y) € X such that x(g(y), {y}) > 0, and then
k(9(y), {y}) = 1. This defines maps f: X - Y and g: ¥ — X.
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For every x € X, it holds that
Lrx o) @(F (@), 2}) =H' 0 £(g(F (@), {2})
- /Y &y, (D) r(g(F (@), dy)

=x"(f(2), {=})
=1,

and so g o f is the identity on X. By symmetry, f o g is the identity on Y.
Altogether, f is a bijection and g = f~ 1.
For every B € B, we have

f7U(B) =g(B) = {z € X : s(z, B) = 1},

so f is measurable by the definition of a Markov kernel. By symmetry, g is also
measurable. It follows that f is an isomorphism between the measurable spaces
(X, A) and (Y, B).

Finally, it holds x = k¢, as

p(@, {f(2)}) = r(9(f(2) {f(x)}) =1, zeX,
and the conclusion follows. O

The next example shows that the situation can be more tricky if singletons
are not required to be measurable.

Example 6.2. For every k € N, let Ay be the trivial o-algebra on the set [k],
that is,
A, = {0,[k]}, keN.

Then, for every k € N, there is only one probability measure on ([k], Ax). Con-
sequently, for every k, ! € N, there is exactly one Markov kernel from ([k], Aj) to
([N, Ar). If (mk, px) and (m, py) are O-graphon on ([k], Ag) and ([I],.A;), respec-
tively, and if pux([k]?) = i ([[]?), then the unique Markov kernel from ([k], Ay)
to ([1], A;) is an isomorphism from (7, i) to (m, ).

Let C' be the Cantor set, Bo be the Borel o-algebra on C' and w¢ be the
natural probability measure on (C, B¢). In [I1l Lemma 3.1], it was shown that,
if p is a symmetric finite measure on (C, B¢)? which is absolutely continuous
with respect to 7%, then

ﬂ-Ca {V Fyka 7T IUJ } {V 7k7 7T :U’) }

This suggests that, in some cases, the topological closure from Definition 1l is
redundant. However, in the following example, we will show that it is not the
case in general.

Example 6.3. Let (¢,)22; be an enumeration (without repetitions) of all ra-
tional numbers from the interval (0,2). For every n € N, let u,, be the measure
on ([0, 1], l’j’[o)l])2 which is uniquely given by the following properties:
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e i, is concentrated on the line segment {(z,y) € [0,1]? : 2 +y = ¢, },

e the restriction of u, to the above line segment is a multiple of the one-
dimensional Lebesgue measure on that segment,

o n([0,1]%) = 5

Let p be the measure on ([0, 1], Bjg17)? given by p = 3" | pun. Let v be the
measure on F3 given by

oy Jooi=g
V({(Zaj)})—{%7 it ,j € [2].

Then the C-graphon (v2,7) on Fa belongs to Sa(\, 1), but not to (A, u)3.
Towards the proof, we first show that (y2,v) ¢ (), u)% Suppose for a con-
tradiction that  is a morphism from (A, 1) to (y2,7). Then

0=v({(1.1)})
=rZ2u({(1,1)}) 50)

_ / k(wr, {1})A(2, {13) dpa(er, 22).
[0,1]2

Let ng € N be such that ¢,, = 1. Then p,, is concentrated on the line segment

{(z,y) € [0,1]? : x4+ y = 1} and its restriction to this line segment is the %

n0+%

multiple of the one-dimensional Lebesgue measure on that segment. So, (G0Q)
together with the fact that g = >""7; u, easily imply that

0 —/[071]2 kw1, {1} k(z2, {1}) dptn, (21, 22)

ZZiO/O k(, {1})R(1 — 2, {1}) dA(x).

It follows that, for A-almost every x € [0,1], either x(z,{1}) = 0 or (1 —
z,{1}) =0. So

. (61)

N | =

A({z €[0,1] : w(z, {1}) =0}) >
On the other hand, it holds that
! 1
| e axa) = mAq1h = (1) = 5. (62)
Combining (1) and ([G2) together, we obtain that x(-,{1}) is, up to a modifi-

cation on a A-null set, the characteristic function of some Borel set A C [0, 1]
with A(A) = 1/2. By our definition of the measure u, the function

(1, m2) = K(z1, {1})k(z2, {1}), (21,22) € [0,1]?,
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coincides with the characteristic function of A2 p-almost everywhere. Thus,
by (60), we must have u(A2%) = 0.

By Lebesgue’s density theorem, we can find rational numbers 0 < g < ¢’ < 1
such that

MAﬁMdD>%Mm¢D (63)

As the map x — ¢+ ¢’ — x is an automorphism of the interval [g¢, ¢'] which
preserves the Lebesgue measure, it follows that

Mizelad):a+d —weA) =A{AN[6d ) > SA(@.d)). (69
By (G3)) and (@), it holds that
M{zelg,d]:z€Aandq+q —z € A}) >0. (65)

Let ny € N be such that ¢,, = ¢+ ¢’. Then, by definition of the measure
fn,, equation (B8] implies that ji,, (A?) > 0, which is a contradiction with the
proven fact that p(A?) = 0.

It remains to prove that (y2,v) € Sa(A, ). To this end, we must show that
(72, V) can be approximated, with an arbitrary precision, by elements of (), u)JQ’
So let us fix € > 0 arbitrarily small. We find NV € N such that

1
Let s € N be such that the rational numbers ¢, ..., gy can be written in the
form ,
QH:_nu ’I’L:1,...,N,
s
for some rq,...,ry € N. For every k € {1,2,...,2s}, we put

L= (L kY,
2s ' 2s
We define a measurable map f.: [0,1] — [2] by

1, z € I} for some odd k € {1,2,...,2s},
fe(z) = .
2, otherwise.

Then it is easy to see that, by our choice of s, it holds that

(D) % S 02D) = 3 (0,12) = o m=Loo N (60)

Obviously, the pushforward (f.).«\ equals v2. We put v. = (f.)®2u. Then the
Markov kernel &, is a morphism from (X, 1) to (72, v2), and so (2, ve) € (A, )3
We will show that

v({(1,2)) - 5] <= (68)
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In a complete analogy, one could also show that

(@2 0) - 5| <= (69)

As u is a probability measure, v, is a probability measure as well, and so it will
follow from (68)) and (69 that

}Va({(zvj)}) - V({(l,])})’ <2, i,jE€ [2]

This is all we need to finish the proof, as € > 0 was chosen arbitrarily small.
To verify (68]), we compute

(12— 5
—|(eua ) -
_’M {1 < £ ({2D) - 5 (70)
<3 [ (7000 % 7 02D) ~ g |
@ S } ) % 77 (2D) - o
n=N+

Applying the fact that 1,([0,1]%) = 5=, n € N, we can continue (T0) by

o0

1 1 1 @
Vs({(l,Q)})—g‘ < Z ol — 9Nt < 6
n=N+1

as we wanted.

Let ~ be the equivalence relation on the class of all -graphons given by

(w1, 1) ~ (w2, p2) & Vk €N (Sk(mi, p1) = Sk(ma, p2)).

It is natural to ask for some simple characterization of the relation ~ (cf. the
problem of a characterization of the isomorphism relation between s-graphons,
[11L p. 36]). It is clear that if (m, u) and (7', u') are O-graphons such that there
are morphisms between them in both directions, then (, ,u)t = (7, u’)t, k eN,
and so (m, pu) ~ (7', 1'). However, this is not a characterization, as we show in
the next example.

Example 6.4. There exist O-graphons (7, ) and (7, ') such that (w, ) ~
(7', 1) and such that there is no morphism from (7’, ') to (m, w).
Indeed, by Example [6.3] there are O-graphons (7/, u') and (p,v) such that

(pa V) € SQ(TH’ :U‘/) \ (71",//)%.
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Consider the constant sequence of [J-graphons, where each element of the se-
quence equals (7', /). Of course, this sequence trivially has a limit, but we are
interested in the limit constructed by the procedure described in the proof of
Theorem Let us recall that, if we follow that proof, we have the freedom
to choose quite arbitrary countable dense subsets Dy, of Sy = Si(7’, 1), k € N,
and then we construct the limit O-graphon (m, ) in such a way that (among
other properties) every element of Dy belongs to (m, u)t, k € N. In particular,
we can choose the set Dy such that (p,v) € Da. Then (m, p) ~ (7, 1’) (because
(7, 1) is a limit of the constant sequence) and

(p,v) € (m, 5. (71)

So if there was a morphism from (7', ') to (mw, ) then, by (1)), there would
also be a morphism from (7', i) to (p,v), a contradiction.

KkokoKkokok

Conclusion. We have defined a natural category capturing the well-established
concepts of graph limits: graphons and, a bit more general, s-graphons. Our
framework allowed us proving the convergence and compactness results, at the
same time extending the concept of a graphon in the spirit of weighted directed
graphs. We expect that our category-theoretic framework will find applications
in the classification of graph limits, possibly discovering new relationships be-
tween various types of [J-graphons.
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