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A PROBABILISTIC APPROACH TO THE LEADER PROBLEM IN RANDOM GRAPHS

LOUIGI ADDARIO-BERRY!, SHANKAR BHAMIDI?, AND SANCHAYAN SEN'!

ABSTRACT. Consider the classical Erd6s-Rényi random graph process wherein one starts with an
empty graph on n vertices at time ¢ = 0. At each stage, an edge is chosen uniformly at random
and placed in the graph. After the original fundamental work in [19], Erdés suggested that one
should view the original random graph process as a “race of components”. This suggested un-
derstanding functionals such as the time for fixation of the identity of the maximal component,
sometimes referred to as the “leader problem”. Using refined combinatorial techniques, Luczak
[25] provided a complete analysis of this question including the close relationship to the critical
scaling window of the Erdds-Rényi process. In this paper, we abstract this problem to the con-
text of the multiplicative coalescent which by the work of Aldous in [3] describes the evolution of
the Erdds-Rényi random graph in the critical regime. Further, different entrance boundaries of
this process have arisen in the study of heavy tailed network models in the critical regime with
degree exponent 7 € (3,4). The leader problem in the context of the Erdés-Rényi random graph
also played an important role in the study of the scaling limit of the minimal spanning tree on
the complete graph [2]. In this paper we provide a probabilistic analysis of the leader problem
for the multiplicative coalescent in the context of entrance boundaries of relevance to critical
random graphs. As a special case we recover Luczak’s result in [25] for the Erdés-Rényi random
graph.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the foundational work of Erdés-Rényi [18,[19], asymptotics in the large network limit
for random graph models in general, and the evolution of dynamical properties in particular
have motivated an enormous amount of work in the ensuing decades. Let us briefly describe
one of the motivating questions of this paper and then motivate renewed interest on this prob-
lem over the last few years. One of the main models studied in the original work of Erdés-Rényi
in [18] is the following “random graph process” {G(n, M)} y>¢ on [n] :={1,2,...,n}. At “time”
M =0, start with the empty graph G(n,0). For M = 1, G(n, M) is obtained from G(n, M — 1) by
choosing one of the (’2’) — M + 1 edges not present in G(n, M) uniformly at random and plac-
ing this in the system. Write 6, (M) (respectively |6, (M)|) for the k-th largest component
in G(n, M) (respectively the size of this component), breaking ties arbitrarily. Here we have
suppressed dependence on 7 to simplify notation.

In [19], the following “double jump” was identified where it was shown that for M <« n/2
|€1,(M)| = Op(logn), if M = n/2, the so called critical regime then |6,,(M)| = ©p(n?'%), whilst
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if M = cn/2 with ¢ > 1 then [6,,(M)| ~ f(c)n for a deterministic function f satisfying f(c) >0
for ¢ > 1. This stimulated an enormous amount of work (see [12}21,25,26] and the references
therein) both in understanding what happens close to the critical regime and dynamic proper-
ties of the above construction wherein components merge via the addition of new edges. This
resulted in the following fundamental result of Aldous [3]. Fix A € R and consider the process
of normalized component sizes close to the critical value arranged in decreasing order:

C,(V) = (n_2/3‘<€(k) (n/2+An*"3) Dk )
For any p = 1, consider the metric space,

o0
lf::{x:(xi:izl):xlzxgz...zo,lep<oo}, (1.1)
i=1

equipped with the natural metric inherited from / lp .

Theorem 1.1 ([3]). View the process {C,(A) : —oo < A < oo} as a Markov process on llz. Then as

n — oo the above process converges weakly to a Markov process on ll2 which is now referred to as
the standard multiplicative coalescent.

We will describe this result (as well as the entrance boundary of the Markov process) in more

detail in the next Section; much more extensive discussions of this process and the relationship
to the evolution of the Erdés-Rényi random graph can be found in [3]. We are now in a position
to state the main problem motivating this paper.
Leader problem: Erdds suggested that one should view the original random graph process
{G(n, M)} =0 as a “race of components”. One fascinating aspect of this view was studied in
[25]. First we need some definitions. For any graph G, call the maximal component 6, € G,
the leader of the graph (breaking ties arbitrarily). Now suppose we place a new edge e in the
graph G and consider the resulting graph G U {e}. If e does not belong to 6, and results in
merging two components in G such that the new component has size larger than €6, (result-
ing in a new maximal component), say that a change of leader has occurred and call the new
maximal component of G U {e} the leader of this graph. Now consider the Erdds-Rényi process
{G(n, M)} p=o. Define,

LY :=min{s = 0 : a change of leader does not occur in the process {G (1, M)} p=s}- (1.2)

Thus this is the last time a change in leader occurs in the evolution of the above proces. Then
Fuczak in [25) Theorem 7] showed that

the sequence of random variables {n~*3(L% —n/2)} _., is tight. (1.3)

n=1
Aim of this paper: The original proofin [25] is highly intricate using careful and refined combi-
natorial analysis of the number of components of various complexities including trees of var-
ious sizes, coupled with a “symmetry rule” relating properties of the process below and above
the critical threshold. These estimates are combined with a “scanning method” to prove (1.3).
This paper is motivated by the following two threads:

(i) In the last few years, a host of random graph models have been shown to belong
to the Erdés-Rényi or more precisely, the multiplicative coalescent universality class
[5H8,[10,17,120,22,29]. This includes the configuration model [11,28], a large sub-class
of the inhomogeneous random graph models as formulated in [13], and the so-called
bounded size rules [30]. It is hard to generalize Luczak’s result in (I.2) via the beautiful
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counting arguments in [25]. Thus the aim of this paper is to give a short probabilistic
proof of the above result that is robust and applies to the general setting of the multiplica-
tive coalescent. The classical Erdds-Rényi case can be recovered from our result; however
the techniques in this paper apply to a number of other entrance boundary conditions for
the multiplicative coalescent that have arisen in the study of heavy-tailed critical random
graphs [6,[17,22].

(ii) Coupled with renewed interest in the critical regime, the last few years have also witnessed
an explosion in the study of of various models of information propagation on network
models. In this context one major model that has been explored in great detail is the
minimal spanning tree (MST) problem [14}[15]. Here one typically starts with a network
model in the supercritical regime (having a giant component). Each edge is assumed to
have a random positive length sampled in an iid fashion across edges from a continuous
distribution on (0,00). The aim then is to understand the (metric) structure of the MST on
the giant component; e.g. the typical distance between points on the MST. Till date the
only rigorous result in this context is [2] where the following was shown:

Consider the MST .4, on the complete graph £}, and view this as as tree with

edge length one. Rescale each edge of .#, by n='/® and view this a compact

metric space M. Then as n — oo, My, converges in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense

to a limiting random compact metric space ..
A key ingredient in the above proof is the following result shown in [1]: Consider the
Erd6s-Rényi random graph in the critical regime as in the setting of Theorem[L.1

Fix L € R and k = 1. Consider %6;,(1) as a metric space where each edge has

length one. Write %6, for the resulting metric space where each edge is rescaled

by n~/3. Then there exist limiting random compact metric spaces M;, such that

%6 (1) converge in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense to M.
The n~'/3 scaling in each of these results is not a coincidence. One of the key ingredients
in [2] is showing that the MST .#,, looks (in a strong sense) like the maximal component in
the critical regime %,;,(1) “for a large A”. A key ingredient of this step is the leader result of
Luczak implying that for large A, the identity of the maximal component does not change.
Extending the above analysis to more general random graph models (including those with
heavy tailed degrees) requires the extension of the leader result to more general settings,
which is accomplished in this paper.

1.1. Notation. Throughout this paper, we make use of the following standard notation. We let
2, denote convergence in distribution, and R convergence in probability. For a sequence
of random variables (X},),;=1, we write X,, = op(b,,) when |X,,|/b,, L, 0 as n — oo. For a non-
negative function n — g(n), we write f(n) = O(g(n)) when | f(n)|/g(n) is uniformly bounded,
and f(n) = o(g(n)) whenlim,_., f(n)/g(n) = 0. Furthermore, we write f(n) = ©(g(n))if f(n) =
O(g(n)) and g(n) = O(f(n)). Throughout this paper, K, K’ will denote positive constants that
depend only on the sequence {c;};>1, and their values may change from line to line. Given two
functions fi, f>: [0,00) — [0,00), we write f; =< f, on AcRif

K'f2(x) < fi(x) < Kf>(x) forall x€ A.

If Ais not specified, then it will be understood that A = [M, co) for some large M > 0. Similarly,
for two sequences {a,},>1 and {b,};>1, {an} = {b,} or simply a,, = b,, will mean that

C'b,<a,<Ca, forall n=1.
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For any x = (x,Xxp,...) € [0,00)N and 7 = 1, we will write o, (x) := Zizle € [0,00] for the r-th
moment of this sequence. We say that a sequence of events (&},) ,>1 occurs with high probabil-
ity (whp) when P(&,) — 1. Throughout this note a = 1/(7 - 1).

1.2. Organization of the paper. We start with a precise description of the multiplicative coa-
lescent and our main results in Section[2l Our main results are stated in Section[3] Section[4]
contain all the proofs.

2. MODEL FORMULATION AND ASSUMPTIONS

We start by giving a precise description of the multiplicative coalescent. We will work with
x" = (", x3",...,x"), n = 1, satisfying x}” = x,” = ... = x;;’ > 0 and one of the following two
conditions:

Condition I. (Pure Brownian limit regime) As n — oo,

(n)
xl O3 (x(n))

——a ()
oo xmy o (xm)3 1, and  o2(x™) —0. 2.1)

Condition IIz. (Pure jump limit regime) There exists ¢ = (¢; = ¢ =...) such thatas n — oo,

(n)
X
J
03 (x(n)) 3

_—— <y
op(x™)3 7

—cj foreach j=1, (2.2)
and o,x"™) —0.

Additionally,

1 1
- forsome 7€ (3,4) (or equivalently a € (1/3,1/2)). (2.3)

Ci = —=
VT

The scalings in the assumptions follow [3}/4]. Corollary[3.4shows how to recover the original
result in [25] via a proper choice of the weight sequence.

Remark 1. Limiting sequences c of the form (2.3) are of particular interest to us as they de-
scribe the scaling limit of standard random graph models with degree exponent 7 € (3,4), see
[6,[16,22]. The assumption 7 € (3,4) (equivalently a € (1/3,1/2)) in Condition IIT implies that
ce Z? \ éf, which by [4] is necessary for the existence of a scaling limit of the maximal com-
ponents. The reason for the terminology “pure Brownian limit” and “pure jump” following [4]
can be found in Section[dl Briefly: under Condition I, the maximal components of the mul-
tiplicative coalescent (defined below) at any fixed time converge to the excursions from zero
of reflected inhomogeneous Brownian motion; whilst under condition II, the same objects are
described via excursions of a so-called “Levy process without replacement”.

Remark 2. Many standard sequences of weights can be rescaled to satisfy one of the two above
conditions. An important example is the case of uniformly elliptic and bounded weights: x;"” €
[a,b] forall n>=1and 1 <i < n, where a > 0. Then the rescaled weights

1/3
— o3(x™)
X = cxt™ =

! i’ T2(x™)

satisfy Condition I.
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We will start with a system of particles with weights given by x, and let them evolve like the
multiplicative coalescent. In words, this is a Markov process such that starting at any state
z:= (z1,2,...) € I?, where we view z; as the “weight” of cluster i, any two “clusters” i and j

merge at rate z; - z; into a new cluster of size z; + z; resulting in the new state 2"/ € llz. The
generator of this Markov process «f is given by
Ag(2)=) ) zizj(gz"") - g(2)). (2.4)
i j>i
For any connected component ¥, its size is given by #'(€¢) := )_,c¢ x,. We will denote the
graph at time ¢ by ¢ (x, 1) and the sizes of its components by MC(x, 1), i.e.,

MC(x, 1) = (# (€) : € componentin ¥ (x,1)). (2.5)

The component containing x, in ¥(x, ) will be denoted by €' (x,;x, f). When the initial se-
quence x" is clear from the context, we will simply write X (#) instead of MC(x", t). Its com-
ponent sizes in decreasing order will be denoted by X" () = X;"(#) = .... The following general
convergence result concerning the multiplicative coalescent was shown by Aldous and Limic
[4].

Theorem 2.1 ([4]). Fix A € R, and consider the multiplicative coalescent run with initial condi-
tion x. Then under Condition I (resp. Condition IIt), there exists a limit random vector y (1)

(resp. ¥ (1) such that X" ([o2]71 + 1) R Y(A) (resp. y,(A)) as n — oco. Here, convergence in
distribution is with respect to ll2 topology.

Explicit description of the limits are given in Section[4.3lunder Condition I and Section 4.4l
under Condition II7. The exact form of these limits are not important at this stage, rather the
above result will explain the time scaling in our main result below.

Remark 3. As described below Proposition 4 in [3] (and used explicitly in our proof of Corollary
B.4lbelow), taking x;.”) =n~?3forall 1 <i < n gives back the Erdés-Rényi random graph in the
critical regime.

3. MAIN RESULTS
We can now state our main results.

Theorem 3.1. For each n = 1, start with a system of particles with weights x" and let it evolve
like the multiplicative coalescent. Let L™ :=inf {t = 0 : a change of leader does not occur after
time t}, and let

My :=L" — (02(x™) "
@ If{x"},>) satisfies either Condition I or Condition IIt for someT € (3,4), then M, is tight.
(b) If{x"},>1 satisfies Condition I, then M,, is tight.

Under Condition II7 we make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 3.2 (Born winner/silver spoon regime). Suppose {x“”}n21 satisfies Condition IIt
for some 1 € (3,4), and let M,, be as in Theorem 31l Then there exists 6 > 0 such that
liminf,_..,P (M, =K)>§ forallK >0.

Further, let #;, denote the event that the component containing x\" is always the leader, i.e.,
the identity of the leader never changes. Then, if ¢, > ¢, we conjecture that under Condition IIt,
liminf, . P(#}) > 0.
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In contrast, under Condition I, the following result holds.

Theorem 3.3. Consider the setting of Theorem[3.1], and let N denote the number of times the
leader changes in [0, (02(x™))""]. Then under Condition I, N* L, .

We can recover the result for the classical Erdés-Rényi random graph from Theorem[3.1]

Corollary 3.4. Consider the Erddés-Rényi process {G(n, M)} y=o, and let LY be as in (L2). Then
n=2B3(Ly — nl2) is tight.

4. PROOFS

For a fixed ¢ > 0 and a weight sequence z := (z1, 2, ..., 2,), recall the definition of the graph
% (z, t) in the definition of the multiplicative coalescent in Section[2l The graph ¥(z, t) can be
constructed as follows: for each i # j € [n], place an edge between i and j with probability
1-exp(-1z;zj), independent across edges. The following is a simple lemma that leverages this
construction.

Lemma4.l. Letz = (zy,...,2,), t >0, and assume that to,(z) < 1. Then

E[# (€22, 0)] < —2
ikl T 1-toy(z)

Proof: Using the above description of ¢4 (z, t) and the simple inequality 1 —exp(—x) < x for x = 0,

we see that for i # j,

P(zi € €(zj;2,0)< Y Y ...> (tzjz),) x (12}, 2),) % ... x (tzj,_, 2j,) % (12} 2)

k=0 j] jk
k 12;zZj
=1z;Zi tos(2)) = ———.
: ],go( 2(2)) 1- to,(2)
Hence @
zZitos(z Z;
E(W (€22 0)<zj+——=— T
1-toy(z) 1—-toq(z)
as desired. [ ]

4.1. Proof of Theorem[3.1I]@). The following two propositions form the heart of the proof.

Proposition 4.2. Consider a system of particles with weights Z(0) := (z(0),z1(0),...,2,(0)),
where the particle with size zy(0) is “tagged,” and z,(0) = ... = z,(0). Let the system evolve like
the multiplicative coalescent, and let

Z(t) = (20(1), 21(0),...)

be the sizes of components at time t, where zy(t) is the size of the component containing z((0)
and the remaining component sizes are arranged in increasing order with z;(t) = zp(t) =.... Let

f be the function given by
2

V4
f(z):= —

02(2)
acting on nonnegative vectors z = (z9,z1,...) of finite length. Then {f(Z(t)): t =0} is a sub-
martingale. As a consequence, if f(Z(0)) = 1—¢, then

P(zo(1) < malxzi(t) for some t=0) <5¢. 4.1)
1=
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Proposition 4.3. Assume that x™ satisfies either Condition I or Condition IIt for someT € (3,4).
Then for all € > 0, there exists A, > 0 depending only on € and the sequence {x"} > such that

(X" (12,))"

——— —>1-¢|=1-€¢ forall n=1, 4.2)
o2(X" (1)) I
where ty = A1 + [ag(x(’”)]_1 forAeR.

Completing the proof of Theorem[3.1i@): The result follows upon combining Propositions[4.2]
and [

4.2. Proof of Proposition[4.2l Recall the generator </ of the multiplicative coalescent as de-
fined in (2.4), and z = (2o, z1,...) have finite length. Then

(20 + 27)° zg
Af(z2)=) z zl( - ) 4.3)
d Pzi “Noa(2) +2202 02(2)

2 2
+ZZZ1Z]( )ZO “0 ):: Ty + To.

55 +22;z; 0'2(2)

For convenience, we will write o, for 0, (z) throughout the rest of this proof. Now

20Z;
=Y #((zg +25 +2202;)02 — 25 (02 + 2z0zi))
Zi02(02+2202;)
AY4]
=) —’(zfaz +220zi(02 - Zg))
S 02(02+2202;)
zf’ ) Z?(ijl Zi)
=gy — L o2y = I
iZ102+220z; 51 02(02+2202;)
Using 2zpz; < 02, we get
3 2 2

T1>ZOZ _2X(ZZ12) . (4.4)

=1 02+2z0zl o5 i=1

Next
2z?z§ ) ZZ?% zg 52
e RY Y d vy A (v @5
i=1j>i 02(02 +2lej) izlj>i O3 o5 i>1

Combining (4.3), (4.4), and yields o f = 0, which shows that {f(Z(¢)): t =0} is a sub-
martingale.
To prove (4.1), define the stopping time

T=inf{s=0: f(Z(s)) =4/5},

where infimum of an empty set is understood to be +oco. Further, since f(Z(t)) is a bounded
submartingale, f(Z(oc0)) :=lim;_., f(Z(?)) exists almost surely. Thus when f(Z(0)) =1 —¢,

l-e<E[f(Z(T)] = glP(f(Z(T)) <4/5)+P(f(Z(T)) >4/5).

This shows that P(T = co) = 1 —5¢. Since f(Z(t)) > 4/5 implies that zy(#) > 2max;>; z;(1),
follows. u
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4.3. Proof of Proposition[4.3lwhen Condition I is satisfied. Fix A € R and let
Wi(s) = B(s) + As—s%/2, s=0, (4.6)

where B(-) is a standard Brownian motion. Let W, () denote the reflected version of the process
at zero namely,

W(s) = Wy(s) - in W),  s=0. (4.7)

Lety;(A), i = 1, be the excursions of the reflected process from zero such that, [y (A)| > [y2(1)| >
.... Aldous in [3] showed that y(1) := (ly;(A)|:i=1) € llz. Further, if a weight sequence x"
satisfies Condition I, then by [3} Proposition 4],

MC(x", A+ [02(x™)] ") % y(A) on 2. (4.8)
Now for any A = 2,
At—t?12= 7 for te(2,21-2).
Further,

IF’( sup |B(t)|2)t)sCexp(—)L/4), forall A=2.
0<t<2A

Hence, forall 1 = 2,
P(y1 (0] =21 -4) = P(Wy(1) > 0 for te (2,2A-2)) =1~ Cexp(-A/4). (4.9)
Fix € > 0 and using (4.9), choose A, > 8 such that
P(ly1 (A0 <22, -4) <e. (4.10)

Now to prove this result for a general initial weight sequence x' satisfying Condition I, we
start by specializing to the Erd6s-Rényi random graph in the critical regime so as to derive
properties of the limit distributional limit £(A). Thus let €,,,; (1) be the ith largest component
of the Erdés-Rényi random graph G(n, n™! + An=*/3). Using [@.8), choose ny(&) such that

IF’(n/Z > |6n1 (AL = (21, —4)n2’3) >1-2¢ forall n=ng(e). (4.11)
Now
P(X Iy PP > 1) <liminf P( Y 1, A > n*?) (4.12)

i>2 i=2
< 2¢ +liminf h IP(Z; i A2 > n'3 ‘ Gn1(AL) = H]P(an,lmg) = H),
where ), denotes sum over all connected subgraphs H of the complete graph K;, such that
QAL —4)n?B < |V(H)| < n/2. (4.13)
Define the event E(n, p, m) as follows:
E(n,p,m) = {size of the largest component of G(n, p) is smaller that m}

Fix a connected subgraph H of K, that satisfies (4.13) and let m = |V (H)|. Then conditional on
{€n1(AL) = H}, G(n,n™! + A.n™43)\ 6,1 (1.) has the same law (after a relabeling of vertices) as
G(n—m,n"' +ALn*'3) conditional on E(n— m,n~! + A.n~*'3, m). Letting

1 g1 AL

n=n-m, and ———x=—+—+
’ mo 3 n A3’
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and using (4.13), we see that

/ 1/3
“:( 1 1 A )n4/3>(2%_4_ Ae )n4,32(15—4)n1
ng n n*3)! nnl/3  pa3 )l nl/3

> AL,

where :=27%/3. Hence

IP(E(nl, n Tl ALn™43, m)) > P(|‘€nl,1(—ﬁ/1;)| < m)

and
P{Xi=1|€ ,'(_[M')|2> 413
P L 160 (AP > n'® | 6110 = H) < (Zizt [P ) (4.14)
= P(lcgnl,l(—ﬁﬂfgﬂ < m)
Now
1 n
WE(;W”““_M)'Z) = R EIC (Vs =2

where V,, ~ Uniform[n;], and € (V;,; —BAL) is the component of Vj,, in G(ny, ny! — pALn;*"3).
Since |6 (Vn,; —BA%)| is upper bounded by the total progeny of a Galton-Watson tree with a
Binomial(n;, n! — fALn;*'3) offspring distribution,

P(|(5n1,1(—,5/12)| > m) < |]3>(Z1 |C€n1,i(—ﬁ)t;)|2 > n4/3)
1=

1/3

n . / n ”1 1
s—n4/3[E|<€(an,—ﬁ7L5)| < prTche BT < A

Combining this with (4.14) and (4.12), we get
IP(Z Y (A2 > 1) <2e+CIAL. (4.15)

i=2

Now let us consider the multiplicative coalescent started with a general weight sequence x"
satisfying Condition I. Combining (4.8) with (4.10) and (4.13), we see that holds for all
n = ngj, where n; depends only on ¢ and the sequence {x"},,>1. This completes the proof.

4.4. Proof of Proposition[4.3lwhen Condition II7 is satisfied for some 7 € (3,4). Throughout
this section ¢1,¢>,... will be independent random variables with ¢; ~ Exp(c;). Let
Ve($):= ) ci(Lg= —CiS), and Wy e(s):=As+Ve(s), s=0. (4.16)
i=1
Let W .(-) be the corresponding reflected process at zero, defined as in (@7) but now with
W) ¢(-) as in (4.16). Let y; (1), i = 1, denote the corresponding excursions of W . from zero
with [y1,c(A)] > |y2,¢(A)] > .... Under Condition II7, by the general theory developed for the

entrance boundary of the multiplicative coalescent [4, Proposition 7], for each fixed 1 € R,
Y :=(yicMl, iz € lf and

XA+ 1/02(x")) -y ), (4.17)

with respect to I topology.
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Lemma 4.4. Assume that c is as in (2.3). Then there exist positive constants Ao, Gz 1g, and ( :]
that depend only on the sequence {c;};>1 such that for all A = Ay,

PE loglogﬂt)

P(|)/1,c(/1)| = QHSIALS) = eXp(_ Gr1g Viog1

Further, there exist positive constants 6 and Gg_1q) that depend only on the sequence {c;};>1 such
that for all A = Ay,

(4.18)

—

T—

P( Y ¢=<0+A)=<qgmgr .

ie?’l,c(/l)

W

(4.19)

We now finish the proof of proof of Proposition[4.3lassuming Lemmal[4.4]
Completing the proof of Proposition 4.3 Write 0, = g2(x"™) for simplicity, and recall that
Hh=2A1+ [02] 1 Let %pn,i(A) be the component of 4 (x", t}) having the ith largest mass le”’ (ta).
Then by [9, Lemma 5.5], for i = 1,

Y Ko Y (4.20)

VEGy,i (L) VEYic(A)
Fix € > 0. Using (4.20) and Lemma [4.4} we can choose A, > 0 and ny(¢) = 1 such that with
probability > 1 —¢,

X" (1) = C-/l”' and cgzmxﬁ/agz(namg. (4.21)
VEGy,1 (g

Let E be the event in (4.21). Define

X = (xp 1 VEBn1(Ae), and 62:=02(x™) =0,— Y x5
VEG,1(Ae)

Writing A¢ + [02] " = A’ + [62] ", it follows that on the event E,

-6 1+8)o21
p=92"02 ,  UXO0e ) s s (4.22)
0202 0202
Write
=A+[62)"", P[-1=P[ - [€n1(A)], and E[-]1=E[ - |n1(As)].

Then

[E[az(Mc(xfn>, Z_ME))] . x,,[*E[W(%(x,,;xm),i_M))] (4.23)

U€<€n,1(/15)
Xy B 1

< Z Xy — — ,
vy 1= 02082, O

where the second step uses Lemmal4.1l For x = 0, define the event

F(x) := {W () < x for all component € in 4(x, t;,)}.
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Note that conditional on 6,1 (A¢), the graph ¢ (x", t;,) \ €,,1(A) has the same distribution as
¢(x", 1y,) conditional on F(X"(t3,)). Hence

]1Exuﬁ>(ZX;">(%)221) ]lEXIP(Uz(MC mg) 1| F(X{"(1p )))

i=2

oo (M ”) ) wer

<1gx = ’
I]:D( AT 3 ) 1_1/(6/18)
where the last step uses (4.22) and (4.23). Hence, for all n = ny(¢g),
1/(6A¢)
P[Y X"t )?=>1]|<e+ ———5—,
(BZZ P z1) e 1-1/0A¢)
The rest is routine. [ |

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Lemmal4.4l We will make use of the follow-
ing tail bounds.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that c is as in (2.3) and define

ZW:= sup Zci(]l{giss}—ﬂﬂ’(éiss))‘ and Z? := sup Zc?(]l{giss}—ﬂ”(fiss))‘.

sef0,ul ' =1 sel0,u] ' j=1

Then there exist constants Gz 77, Céﬂ]’ G175, Cim that depend only on the sequence {c;};>1
such that for every u = max{c, e},

P(2 = x(u*logu)'"*) < exp (- Grzgrloglogx) forall x=Gpyg and — (424)
IP(Z{f) > x(log u)m) < exp ( - qzi_—g_axloglogx) forall x= qﬂﬁ] (4.25)

Before starting the proof, we make note of the following asymptotics which are simple con-
sequences of (2.3):

& +2-T
(i) Forany k=2 and j=1, Z{cf(l—e‘cl‘) = sj‘krgl on 0<s<l1/cj; (4.26)
=
o0
() Y cf(1-e ) =s" on s=1/cy; (4.27)
i=1
(e 0]
(i) Y ci(cis—1+e ) =" on s=1/c. (4.28)

~
I
—

Proof of (4.24): Let Q, := QN [0, u], and define
n

Y cillyg =g —PEi < q))‘-

67€@u i=1

Z(l)n := sup

u

Then note that it is enough to prove @.24) with Z;, in place of Z;,’.
Next, Zu nw < Uyn+Vyn, where

n

Uy = sup (Z ci(ligzq —PEr = @), and Vi:= sup (Y ci(PEi < @) - Tigq)).  (4:29)
qeQy " j=1 qeQy ‘i=1

For each g € Q,, define

Rfi(y) = (ur_g’logu)_l/2

ci(lyeq - (=€), i=1,..,n.
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Then by (4.27),
n .
sup Var( > R;(éi)) < K/logu.
qeQ; i=1
Hence, by standard concentration inequalities for supremum of empirical processes (see, e.g.,
[23, Theorem 1.1 (b)], (.24) holds with U, ,, in place of Z;;’ provided we can show that

)1/2

E(Uyn) < K(u"logu (4.30)

An identical treatment will yield a similar tail bound for V,, ,, which combined with the tail
bound for U, , will result in the desired tail bound for Z;,. Thus, the following lemma com-
pletes the proof of (4.24). [

Lemma 4.6. Let U, , be as in (4.29). Then there exists a constant K depending only on the
sequence {c;}i>1 such that

E(Uyn) < K(u">log u)l/z, for all u=max{cy, e}.
Proof: Let ¢1,...,&, be i.i.d. with P(e; = 1) = 1/2 =P(e; = —1), and let (¢’,...,¢) be an inde-
pendent copy of ({y,...,¢,). Then

E[Uun] =E [ Sup [Ei(z i(Ligi=q) —]1{6;567}))]

n
C
qeQy i=1
n n
=EE; [;S& (; Ci(Lig;=q) — ]1{«5;sq}))] =L [ sop (; ci(Lig;=q1 — ]1{5;547}))]’

where E¢[-] := E[-[{4,...,¢,]. Introducing the Rademacher variables ¢;,...,&,, we see that

n
E[Uun] <E | sup (Y ciei(ligzq ~ Ligy=q)]

qeQy " j=1
n n
= [E[;g& (izzlcifi]l{fisq})] HE[;S& (izzlci(—gi)]l{égsq}”
n n
=2E | sup () cieillig,=q))| = 2EEe | sup (3 cieiligi=q) )| (4.31)
qeQyu " i=1 qeQu " i=1

Define

1/2
fq = (Cl]l{flsq}’---»Cn]l{g‘nsq}) for geQy, andlet A, := (Z Clg]l{g‘,-su}) .

i=1
Note that A, is finite almost surely since ¢ € £3. For n > 0, define
N(n) ::max{#{ql,...,qr} W fg = Fglle>n forany 1<i#j< r}.

Then standard chaining inequalities imply (see, for example, [27, Lemma 6.1] or [24])

Eg [ sup (i cisi]l{,gisq})] <3A, i 2‘j(logN(2_j_1Au))1/2.
qeQu " i=1 j=0
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Combined with (.31), this gives
oo 1/2
E[Uun] <6 277 |E(a2)
=0

<K i 2=J,T-3)/2 [ E (logN(Z_j_lAu))
=0

1/2

|E(logN(271A,)

1/2
, (4.32)

where the last step uses (4.27). Let k(j, u) be such that

2

A
2 u
Z Ci]l{fisu} = 22j+6 <
izk(j,u)

2
Z ¢; L <)
izk(j,u)+1

and let (1) < ... < {(x(jw-1 be the order statistics from ¢;, 1 < i < k(j,u) — 1. Then for any
qi,--- qk(j,u) € Qu satisfying

G <6 <2< <--- < Gk(jw-1 < Sk(j,u)-1) < Gk(j,u)>
theset{f, :1<i<k(j,u)}isa 2712 A,-covering of {f 4:q€Qu}. Hence,
N(2777'A,) < k(j, w. (4.33)
Let x; , be the smallest number such that

x]’,u(4—‘[))

j 1/2
2j+7 2 __—ciu
s » a2 (w ¥ d-erm) =1 s

1=exp Xju

Observe that by (4.26), and (2.3),

Xju < K(j+logu). (4.35)
Now
E[logk(j, u)] sxj,u+f [P’(k(j, ) >ex)dx. (4.36)
x]',u
Then,
: I &
P(k(b u) > ex) = 'P( ‘ [Z ]C?]l{fisu} ” 527+6 2 C?]l{«fisu})
i=[e* i=1
<IP( Y lgew=2 Y, ci(1-exp(— clu)))
i>[e*] i>[e*]
+P(21>%x c?(1-exp(-ciw) = 22]+620 {El<u})— T) + To. (4.37)

To bound T3, we write

T <P( ¥ (ligeu - (1-exp-ciw)) = ¥ c(1-exp(-ciw))

i=[e*] i>[e*]

< <K =— ——| @39

Var(ziz[ex] C?]l{fisu}) uexp(—x(6—r)/(r—1)) Kex (_ x(T—Z))
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where the penultimate step uses (4.26) and the fact that for x = x; ,, ucer <1 by (4.34). To
bound T>, note that for any x = x;,y,

. 1/2
2577 % cl?(l—exp(—c,-u))) <u '

i=[e”]
by (4.34). Hence,
; 1/2 4_
2577} cl?(l—exp(—c,-u))) <u M ) cl?(l—exp(—c,-u))) SKeXp(—u),
iz[e"] i=[e*] 2(r-1)

X(4-1)
2(t-1)

where the last step uses (4.26). Writing y = exp ( ), we see that

o0

TZS[F’( Z lz]l{gisu} SK) SeK[E[eXp(—yicl?]l{gisu})]
i=

i=

—

:eK

—

e 4 (1-e ) exp (- ye})| = er[l [1- (- 1-ew (- ye))|

i=1

seKexp(—i(l—e_ci”)(l—exp(—ycf))). (4.39)
i=1

Let iy be the smallest integer such that ycfo < 1. This also implies that uc;, < 1 by (4.34). Note
that, by (2.3),

i = yT12, (4.40)

Hence
[e.0]

Y (1-e7 )(1 exp (- ) Zzo: ciu (1 exp (- ycf))

i=1
=y Z 1 e c,u yul(()T 4)/(1-1) - yuy(r—4)/2 — uy(T—Z)/Z’
i= l()

where the third step uses (4.26), and the fourth step is a consequence of (4.40). Combining this
with (4.39), we have

T, < Kex (—K’uex (w]) (4.41)

2= P p A1-1 . .
We complete the proof of Lemma 4.6/ by combining (£32), (4.33), (4.36), 4.37), (4.38), @.41),
with (4.35). [ |

Proof of (4.25): The proof is similar to the proof of (4.24). Note that, in this case, the definition
of A, should be modified as follows:

1/2
. 4
Ay := (Z Ci]l{«fism) :
i=1
Thus E[A%] < ¥ ;51 ¢} < 0o, as ¢ € ¢3. This explains the factor (logu)'’? in (instead of
(u"3logu)'/? appearing in @.24)). We omit the details to avoid repetition. u

Define the functions ¢,y : [0,00) — R as follows:

p(s):= Y o2 |, and yis):= Y F(1-e7).

i>1 Ci$ i=1

cis—1+e “*
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Observe that for each A > 0, the function @, (s) := As— s¢(s) is concave and has a unique posi-
tive zero, which we denote by sy(A). Further, so(A) is strictly increasing on (0,00), and so(A) 1 co
as A1 oco.

Lemma4.7. Let (), v (), and so(-) be as above. Then the following hold.

@ soW) =AY on[l/¢, 0o).
(b) Thereexistsno > 0 such that for alln € (0,70],

W w9 $(A—-n)s)
sel2ler, 00) P(S)  se2ier, 00 P(S)

_817’

where ey > 0. Clearly, limy, .o &, = 0.
(c) Thereexistdy >0 and Ay > 0 such that for all A = Ay,

Y (so(N) = (1+80)A.
(d) Foralls>0andne (0,1), (1 -n)s)= (1 —ny(s). Further, if

yns)
) := sup LI
g R ws)

theng(n) — 0asn— 0.

Proof: Note that A = ¢(sp(1)) = (SO(A))T_s, where the final step uses (4.28). This proves (a).
Next, a direct calculation shows that the function u — (z—1+e~%)/u is increasing on R. This
proves the claim

1—
sup ¢@s) < su —(P(( ns)
s€[2/cy, 00) (P(S) s€[2/cy, 00) (P(S)

for0<n<1/2. Now

o(s) - 1-mXi= Ci(CiS -1+ e‘“‘] —Yiz1 Ci(Ci(l -ms—1+ e‘”“"”s]
P((1—=m)s) 1-ms-d((1-n)s)
Tizicin(1-e )+ e7as—emalmms) y g fi (1- 7% - isemi) du
= KsT-2 = KsT-2

where the second step makes use of (4.28) and is valid whenever c;(1 —7n)s = 1. Choose 179 >0
small so that for all u € [1 —n,1], 1 —e™* — xe™** > 0 whenever x > 0. Now it is easy to see that,

(4.42)

)

Ks™2<) ¢ (1 —e s — cise_cis") <K's"?
i=1

uniformly for u € [1-mny,1] and s = 2/¢;. This last observation combined with (4.42) shows that
sup  (¢((1-ms)/p(s)) <1,
s€[2/ ¢y, o0)

which completes the proof of (b).
Sincel—e ™ “=(u—-1+e ") /ufor ue (0,00), it immediately follows that y(s) = ¢(s) for s = 0.
Now

_ ,—CiS 7-3
m_]_:LZClz(l e _e_cis)zKS
¢b(s) b(s) i1 CiS ¢b(s)
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when s = 1/¢;. Since ¢(s) = s™73 on [1/¢;,00), it follows that there exist §;, > and s, > 0 such
thatw(s) = (1+06¢)¢(s) for all s = s, which in turn implies the existence of a 1 such that

¥(s0(1) = 1 +80)p(s0() = A +80)A

for all A = Ay. This proves (c).
Since 1—exp(—(1—mn)s) = (1—n)(1—e~), it follows that ¢((1 —1)s) = (1 —n)y(s). To prove the
last claim, note that

w(ns) yns) -3 ns s M
(n) < su + sup ——=K + sup ——|=K + )
&4 nclslz)l W(S) lsclsgl/n '(V(S) (77 1501551/77 ST_?’) (T’ C%_T)
where the second step uses (4.26) and (4.27). This completes the proof of (d). [

We now turn to
Proof of Lemmal4.4: Let 6y Ay, and g(-) be as in Lemma[4.7. Choose 7 € (0,1/2) such that

(1-n—gm)A+80) >1+50/2. (4.43)
Now
®1((1-msoh) = (1= msoW[ A= p((1 =)o ()]

> (1-mso(M) [A —(- sn)q)(som)] = 1 -msoM)Aey = KyA7S,
where the second step uses Lemma [4.7] (b) and the last step uses Lemma [4.7] (a). Similarly
@, (750(A)) = K,A73. Since ®; () is concave, it follows that

@ (s) = KA, for nso(d) < s<(1-mso(d). (4.44)

Recall the definitions of W) +(-) and Z’ from and Lemmal4.5]respectively. Then

2= sup |Wie(e) = @a(s)| (4.45)
$<sp(A)

Using (4.44), (4.45), and applying (@.24) with u = s(A) and x = gLz (logA)™""* where 8 > 0 is
very small, we see that

IP(W,LC(S) >0 forall nso(d) <5< (1- n)so(ﬂt)) >1-exp(-CAW), (4.46)

where fi (1) = Az loglogA/+/logA. Let y.(= ¥« (1)) be the excursion of the reflected process
WM(-) alive at s = s¢(1)/2. Then shows that y, is alive when 115y (1) < s < (1-1)sp(A) with
probability at least 1 — exp (— Cfi(1)). Combining this with Lemma.7((a) proves (.18).

Now, with probability at least 1 —exp (- C 1 (1)),

Y izY:=) Fl{nso) <& <1 -msoM)}

€Y« izl
Further, |Y —¢/((1-mso(A) +y(ns0(V)| =2Z7 ). Using Lemma@.7(c-d) and @.43), it follows
that

Y cf=(1+680/2)A-222

| o (4.47)
i€y«
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with probability at least 1 —exp (- Cfi(1)). Using the tail bound with x = OA/+/logA
(where 0 > 0 is very small), we see that there exists 1o > 0 such that

IP( Y s (1+60/4)7L) sexp(—Kfz(A)) (4.48)

i€y 4

for all A = Ay, where f>(A1) := AloglogA/+/logA.
Recall the breadth-first exploration of the graph ¢ (x", t) from [4]. Then [9, Lemma 5.4]
implies that the component €." (= €." (1)) of ¢(x", t}) being explored at time sy(A)/2 satisfies

(x)2 )L(IY*I, y cf)

(n)
(W(cg* )’ o (x(n))z .
vee™ 2 L€Y %

Thus, there exists ng = ny(A) such that for all n = ng, P(E"™°) < 2exp(—K f>(1)), where

(my2
(xy ) >)L(1+%), and W(%;"))zu—zn)som)}.

E(n) —
o x(n) 2 =
Uecgin) 2( )

Now, by an argument identical to the one given around (4.23), it follows that
4
50)6/1’

LB ¥ W@ 2x|F)<
e
where #™ is the set of components explored after exploring €.”, and & is the sigma-field

generated by the exploration process up to the exploration of €. Taking x = 6’ A3 (where
' > 0 is very small) and using Lemma A.7(a), we see that €,” = €6,” (1) with probability at

least KA~7=3, where %¢," (1) is the component such that #(€," (1)) is the largest among all
components. This in turn implies that
(xgjn))z

0
2 0 ..
P Z Ci <A(1+Z)) Slln}llnfl]:" W

i€yy,c(1) ve%f”) W
(xy")? 0o -1
stimint[p{ & S e = A0+ ) +P(6 s ot )| < kA7
ve‘gi")

o> (x(n))z -
This completes the proof of (4.19). [

8o
< /1(1+Z))

4.5. Proof of Corollary 3.4 Consider the modified Erdés-Rényi process G(n, M), where at
each step, edges are sampled uniformly and with replacement, i.e., multiple edges are allowed.
A simple computation shows that the number of multiple edges created up to M < n is tight.
Thus, it is enough to show that n~2/3 (I;”; - n/2) is tight, where Le; denotes the last time the
leader changes in G(n, M).

Consider the weight sequence x where x;” = n for 1 <i < n. Then x™ satisfies Con-
dition I and o»(x™) = n~'/3. To each pair (i, j), 1 <i < j < n, associate a Poisson process Nij
having rate n™*/3. Let

-2/3

N = U L/Vl‘j:{T1<T2<...}.

l<i<j=n

Then .4 has rate A := (n—1)/(2n""%). Construct the random graph process {4 (x", t)} ;=0 as
follows: For each k = 1, if 7, € .4}, then connect i and j by an edge at time 74. Clearly



18 ADDARIO-BERRY, BHAMIDI, AND SEN

{G(n,M)},,., has the same distribution as {4 (x",7p)},,.,. Let L™ be the last time the leader
changes in ¢(x",-). For any y > 0, define M(y) = [n/2 + yn?'?]. Then,

P(Ley = M(3)) =P(L" = Tpr().- (4.49)
Since, for any fixed y > 0,
Trp =AM +0p (A7 MG) = n'3 + 2y +0p(n7V0) = [02(x™)] ' + 2y +©p(nV9),

—(n)

an application of TheoremB.TIshows that n=%/3(L,, —n/2)" is tight. An identical argument will
yield tightness of n~2/3(L,. — n/2)”. This completes the proof.

4.6. Proofof Theorem[3.1(b). Fix A € R and recall the inhomogeneous Brownian motion W) (-)
in (@.6), the corresponding reflected process W () in @.7) and the decreasing sequence of ex-
cursions &(A) arising of normalized limits of component sizes in (4.8). We will need some prop-
erties of these distributional limits.

By [4} Proposition 18 and Eqn (80)], for any € > 0, we can choose A, > 0 such that with prob-
ability at least 1 — ¢, the following three assertions hold simultaneously:

1
| 2
Yis1|yi(=2e)]

Writing £) = A + [ag(x(”’)]_1 and using (4.8), we can choose 1y(¢) such that for all 7 = ny(¢),

AeY |ri=Aaff =172,

i=1

—Ae| =1, and Ag x |y1(-Ag)| <e.

Aea2(X"(t-,)) = 172, —Ae| =1, and A x X{"(t_3,) <€ (4.50)

o2 (X" (£-1,))
with probability = 1 - 2¢.

Let us now describe the core idea in words. Using the above estimates and Lemma 4.1}, we
will show that the maximal component at time ¢_,, cannot become too “large” by time _;.
Further by (4.8), the maximal component at time ¢_, is reasonably large. This implies that there
has had to have been a leader change whp in the interval [f_,,, _2]. We now make this idea
precise. Let X" (t_5,) =: z = (21 = 2z» = ...) and suppose we start the multiplicative coalescent
with this as the initial sequence. Run this process for 1, — 2 units of time. Using Lemmal4.1} on
the event (4.50),

21
E(#(€(z1;2,1—2)) | 2) <
(eiat-2) |9 = 17—
21 1 21 €
= X < < < 28.
02(z) % —Ae+2 0202) Ag02(2)
Hence, for all 6 > 0 and n = ng(e),
P(# (€ (z1;2,Ae —2)) = 6) < 2¢(1 +1/6). (4.51)
However by (4.8) for all > 0, there exists 6, > 0 and n; () = 1 such that for all n = n; (),
P(X{"(t-2) = 6,) = 1—n. (4.52)

Combining (4.51) and (4.52), we see that for all n = ny(e) v ny(n),
P(M, = A¢) =n+2e(1+1/6,).
We take € = nd;, to get the desired result.
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4.7. Proof of Theorem 3.3t The proof of Theorem B.II(b) shows that for any n > 0, we can
choose A}’ > 0 large so that P(a change of leader occurs between times ¢ = ¢ ,w and ¢ = 0) =
n

1 -17. By repeating the same argument, we can choose A, <A <A.... such that for j > 1,

IP(a change of leader occurs between times t = ¢_,+n and t =1_ A(j)) >1-1n/2/,
n n
It thus follows that for any j =1 and >0,
limsup P(N" < j) <2n,
n
which completes the proof. [
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