arXiv:2012.06415v2 [math.CO] 4 Mar 2021

Percolation of a strongly connected component in simple directed
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Abstract

We study site and bond percolation on directed simple random graphs with a given degree
distribution and derive the expressions for the critical value of the percolation probability
above which the giant strongly connected component emerges and the fraction of vertices in
this component.
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1 Introduction

Percolation on infinite graphs is typically studied in the setting where edges (or vertices) are
removed uniformly at random and some connectivity-related property is being traced as a func-
tion of the percolation probability 7 € (0, 1) that a randomly chosen edge (or vertex) is present.
Conventionally, such a traced property is chosen to describe connected components or clus-
ters, that is maximal vertex sets in which any pair of vertices is connected with a path. Many
results about sizes of connected components are known for percolation in infinite lattices [I]
and random graphs [2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. Closely related to percolation are studies of random graph
models that continuously depend on a parameter, such as the well-studied Erdés Rényi random
graph G(n,p), but also various models for directed random graphs, often refered to as D(n,p)
or G(n,p) [7, 18,1, 10, [IT].

Fountoulakis [2] and Jason [4] studied percolation in random graphs with well-behaved de-
gree sequences using techniques that rely on Molloy and Reed’s theorem [12] [13], which indicates
whether a simple undirected random graph with a given degree sequence contains a giant com-
ponent and how large it is. These authors showed that if one starts with a simple random graph
generated by the configuration model and then removes edges (vertices) uniformly at random,
the resulting percolated graph can again be studied with the configuration model, albeit with a
modified degree sequence. In this paper we construct a similar argument for studying percola-
tion in directed graphs, also known as digraphs. Although there are several points of analogy,
directed graphs generally require a distinct treatment from that of undirected graphs.

In digraphs, there exist several non-equivalent definitions for a connected component, all of
which give rise to an interesting percolation problem. Let G = (V, E) be a simple digraph and
n = |V|. We say that C C V is a strongly connected component (SCC) if for all v1,vy € C there
are directed paths that connect v; with vy and vy with v1, and no other vertex from V can be
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added to C without losing this property. Suppose G,, is uniformly sampled from the set of all
digraphs with a fixed graphic degree sequence

d":= ((dy,df), (dy ,d3),..., (dy,dy)) (1)

where d;; and d; indicate correspondingly the in- and out-degree of vertex v € V. Let addition-
ally g := limy_,00 p(n) where p(n) :=n=1Y o dy =n~tY o, df, be the expected number
of edges per vertex and g1 := limy, o0 pt11(n), with p1(n) :=n=! Y vev d,, d. Several authors
have formulated the existence criteria for the giant component in the context of directed graphs,
see for example Penrose [14], Coulson [15] and Cooper and Frieze [16]. Cooper and Frieze con-
sidered sequences (d"),en and showed that under certain regularity conditions on the degree
sequences and providing that 17 — @ > 0, the size of the largest strongly connected component

C (Gy) is of the order n,

n—00 n

=c>0. (2)

Moreover, a SCC with this property is unique in the sense that the size of the second largest SCC
is o(n). If the latter limit holds, we say the random graph contains a giant strongly connected
component (GSCC). Likewise, if the sign of the inequality is flipped, p11 — p < 0, then the size
of all SCCs is o(n), and the random graph is said to contain no GSCC. This result shows that
there are two classes of limiting degree sequences, those that correspond to the size of the largest
SCC being ©(n) and those for which the size is o(n).

In this paper we study the percolated graph G7, in which each edge in G,, is randomly
removed with probability 1 — 7. We show that if the GSCC exists in the original graph G,,,
removing a positive fraction of edges (or vertices) can modify the degree distribution just in the
right way to flip the sign of the inequality, while keeping the percolated graph to be uniform
in the a set of all graphs with a fixed (modified) degree distribution. By combining the latter
observation with the theory of Cooper and Frieze, we show that the ‘phase transition’ from
©(n) to o(n) takes place at a critical value 7. = ;/-, such that only for 7 > 7., G} contains a
GSCC with high probability (w.h.p.). The critical threshold . is the same for bond and site
percolation, and the expressions for ¢(r), as used in (2)), are closely related, ¢*'*®(7) = 7cPo"d ().
This work and the related proofs, are inspired by the results for percolation in undirected graphs
by Fountoulakis [2] and are based on Chapter 4 of Thesis [17].

2 Main result

This section introduces our main theorems for the percolation threshold of the GSCC. We
consider two types of percolation processes on simple digraph G, = (V,,, E,), n = |V,,| that
result in a random subgraph G7, on the same vertex set:

e Bond percolation, fix percolation probability = € (0, 1), then each edge of G, is removed
independently of the other edges with probability 1 — 7.

e Site percolation, fix percolation probability = € (0,1), for each vertex of Gy, all the edges
incident to this vertex are removed with probability 1 — 7 independently of the other
vertices. Such a vertex is then referred to as a deleted vertex.



It should be clear from the context which type of percolation is discussed. Strictly speaking,
existence of the GSCC is a limiting property of a sequence of graphs (G, )nen, in which each
element is defined by a finite graphic degree sequence d”. Thus we refer to an infinite sequence
of degree sequences, (d"),en, as the degree progression, where n is the index and the number of
vertices in the n'" element of this progression. Although our ultimate goal is to make statements
about random graphs satisfying a specific degree distribution in the limit n — oo, the bulk of
the paper is spent on determining whether a growing degree progression (d"),cn maintains or
acquires some property of interest w.h.p.

To make valid statements about the GSCC, we need to impose several requirements on
the degree progression. We are interested in simple graphs, which indicates that each degree
sequence in the progression has to be graphic as required by the equivalent of Erdds-Gallai
theorem for directed graphs [18, Theorem 4]. In Section Bl we progressively add several more
technical constraints on (d™),cn, namely Definitions Bl B2l and B.3] which we jointly refer to
as the requirements for a proper degree progression. The latter condition guarantees a sufficient
regularity of the degree progression to allow us to reason about the limiting behaviour of the
corresponding random graphs and connected components therein.

Definition 2.1. The percolation threshold of a proper degree progression (d"),cn is given by

C(Gr
ﬂc:sup{ﬂ€(0,1)|Va>0, limP[Mzs]zo}, (3)
n—00 n
where superscripts are used to further specify the type of percolation, i.e. ﬂ?ond or mite,

For each n, the probability in this definition is taken with respect to G, — random graphs that
remain after percolation on uniform simple random graphs obeying (d"),en.

The following theorems can be regarded as generalisation of [2, Theorem 1.1] to digraphs.
They determine the percolation threshold for the existence of the giant strongly connected
component, and, if this threshold exists, the theorems additionally identify the fraction of the
vertices in this component for the bond and site percolation processes.

Theorem 2.2. Let (d"),en be a proper degree progression and pi1(n) — p(n) > 0 for all n.
Then the thresholds for the emergence of the giant strongly connected component during bond

and site percolation are the same and equal to: w. = % < 1.

Let N; . (n) be the number of vertices with in-/out-degree (j, k) in Gy, and let p; , := li_>m Njk(m)
n o
exist. Let additionally,
Ubond (g, y) == Z pix(l—7m+mz) (1 -7+ )k,
J,k=>0

0 0

- -1 -1

Uy () := (mp) a—yUfond(xyy)\yzl and  U[(y) := (7p) %U}?md(way)!x:la

be formal power series in x and y, having 7 € (0,1) as a parameter.

Theorem 2.3. Let (d"),en be a proper degree progression and m € (e, 1), then there are unique

values c*"(t) and c*¢(m), such that for all e1,e9 > 0, li_>m P H%ﬂ - cb””d(ﬂ)‘ > 51] =0,

for the bond percolation, and li_)m P H@ — c“te(w)‘ > 62:| = 0, for the site percolation, where
n o0

Cbond(ﬂ_) =-1— Uﬁond(l'*, 1) o U,?O”d(l,y*) + Uﬁond(l’*,y*), csite(ﬂ_) — 7_‘_cbond(ﬂ_)



and z*,y* € (0,1) are the unique solutions of z* = U; (z*), and y* = U7 (y*) correspondingly.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Section [3]lays out the technical premise:
Subsection B.1] introduces different classes of degree sequences. Subsection introduces the
link between random digraphs and the directed configuration model by repurposing several
theorems available for undirected graphs. Subsection B.3] gives the definition of a giant strongly
connected component and formulates the Cooper and Frieze’s existence theorem, Theorem [B.13]
Subsection [B.4] formulates a corollary of McDiarmid’s inequality (Corollary B.16l), which is used
in the proof of the main result. Section ] proves Theorems and 23] separately for the cases of
bond and site percolation in respectively Subsections[dIland [£2l Both of these subsections have
a similar structure: first, we show that the configuration model introduced in Section B.2] can
be used to study percolated digraphs; second, we find the degree distribution after percolation;
third, we show that the corresponding degree progression is almost surely proper in large graphs
and therefore the existence theory from Section B.3]is applicable.

3 Random digraphs

3.1 Degree sequence, degree progression, and degree distribution

A degree sequence, as introduced in equation (), can be uniquely defined by adopting the
lexicographic order, see Ref. [I8] for details. Let Ggn be the set of all directed multigraphs
obeying degree sequence d”. Since we are interested in sampling from Ggn, we want to be sure
that for a given d"™, Gg» # (). This is always the case for valid degree sequences.

Definition 3.1. A degree sequence d" is valid if m := >  d; =Y, df, where m = |E| is
the number of edges.

If Ggn contains a simple graph, d” is called graphical. Theorem 4 in [I8] gives necessary and
sufficient criteria for d” to be graphical. Let Ggn € Gg» be random directed multigraph uni-
formly chosen from Ggr, and Ggn € Gg» — a uniformly chosen simple digraph. To be on the safe
side and make sure that the subset of Gg» containing simple digraphs does not have vanishing
measure for large n, we impose restrictions on the limiting behaviour of d™. Let

dmax(n) := max {max{dy ,d;,...,d; },max{df,df,....d}}}

be the largest degree in d” for each index n € N. We will refer to this quantity as simply dpax,
implicitly assuming dependence on n throughout the paper.

Definition 3.2. A degree progression (d"),c is called feasible if 1) all d™ are graphical, 2) the

Ny k(n)

bivariate probability distribution p;j := lim has finite partial moments:
n—oo

pa = lim > % = 'K pjk € (0,00), i,1=0,1,2,

n—00
7,k=0 7,k=0

and 3) dpax = O (/n). Note that according to Definition Bl we have p:= u19 = po-

We refer to p; . as the degree distribution of a feasible degree progression.
Finally, to apply the theory developed by Cooper and Frieze for existence of the giant strongly
connected component [16], we further narrow down the class of degree progressions.



Definition 3.3. A degree progression (d")en is proper if it is feasible and additionally satisfies

nl/12
Inn

2kN; i k2N,
2. p(n) := max (Z;,Okzo jp%ﬁk(n)? Zﬁ:o U%W) = 0(dmax)-

Thus far, we have defined a chain of classes for (d"),ecn: valid D graphical D feasible D proper,
where the definitions of valid and graphical are extended from d" to (d"),en element-wisely.

1' dmax S

3.2 Directed configuration model

The behaviour of simple random digraphs can be studied with the directed configuration model,
as defined bellow.

Definition 3.4. Let d” be a valid degree sequence. For all vertices enumerated with ¢ € [n],
let the set of in-stubs W, consist of d; unique elements and the set out-stubs Wf contain dj

elements. Let W™ = U;c;yW;” and W+t = Uie[n]W;’. Then a configuration M is a random
perfect bipartite matching of W~ and W™, that is a set of tuples (a,b) such that each tuple
contains one element from W~ and one from W and each element of W~ and W™ appears in

exactly one tuple.

A configuration M prescribes a matching for all stubs, and therefore, defines a multigraph Ggn
with vertex set V = [n] and edge multiset

E=1(i,j) | W;" 2 a, W. 2, and (a,b) € M]. (4)

Note that multiple configurations may correspond to the same graph. We will now study the
probability that the configuration model generates a specific multigraph Ggn.

Proposition 3.5. Let Gqn be a multigraph with degree sequence d™, and T;; be the multiplicity
of edge (i,7) in Ggn. Then there holds

~ I I A A I A
P [CMn (dn) — Gdn:| — _'HZ:I 7 Hz:l '2 . (5)
m. ngi,jgn Ty ;!

Proof. This proof is based on [19, Proposition 7.4] formulated for undirected graphs. There are
m! different configurations. As the configuration is chosen uniformly at random,

P [CMn (d") = édn] - %N (édn> :

with N <édn> being the number of distinct configurations inducing Ggn. It follows from equa-

tion (@) that permuting the stub labels results in a different configuration that induces the same
multigraph. There are [, d; ! [[, ! such permutations. For a,a’ € W;© and b,V € W,
with (a,b), (a’,b') € M, any permutation swapping a with a’ and b with & results in the same
configuration. We compensate for this by a factor T; ;! to obtain:

[T, d T 4!
M
ngi,jgn Tij!

which completes the proof. O

N (édn) -



Corollary 3.6. Conditional on the event that configuration model generates a simple digraph,
an element of Ggn is chosen uniformly.

Proof. Fix d" and let the edge multiplicity Y; ; < 1 for all edges, then the sampling probability
() is constant. Hence, the model generates all elements Ggn € Ggn with equal probability. O

Generally speaking, we are interested in the statements of the form

lim P |Gqn € A(d")] ~1, (6)

n—o0

where A (d") is a set of all graphs that obey the degree sequence d” and additionally satisfy
some desired property. If this limit holds for a given property .4, then we say that the random
graph has this property with high probability (w.h.p) or asymptotically almost surely (a.a.s.).
The goal of the remainder of this section is to show that if equation (@] holds, then

li_>m P [édn € A(d") | Ggn is simple] =1.

First, we show that the probability that the configuration model generates a simple graph is
bounded away from zero.

Proposition 3.7. [20, Theorem 4.3] Let (d™),en be a feasible degree progression. The probability
_p11 (Boo—m)(po2—H)
that the configuration model generates a simple graph is asymptotically e A >0

Proof. The proof follows from the proof of [20, Theorem 4.3]. The main difference is that in [20]
the in-degree of a vertex is independent of its out-degree. It suffices to replace Condition 4.1
and Lemma 5.2 from Ref. [20] with the requirement of a feasible degree progression. O

Lemma 3.8. Let (d")nen be a feasible degree progression, and let A(d") be a set of multigraphs
all satisfying d™. Let Ggn be a random multigraph generated by the configuration model.

1) If li_)m P [édn € A(d")} =0, then li_)m P [édn e A(d") | Ggnis simple] = 0.
2) If li_)m P [édn € A(d")} =1, then li_)m P [édn € A(d") ]| Gan is Simple] = 1.

P[Gan€A(d™)]

Proof. 1) By Bayes’ rule P |:édn € A(d") | Ggn is simple} < PlGan T simple]” Proposition 3.7 as-
. . ~ .. _pa1 _ (pog—r)(Ho2—H#)
sures that the denominator does not vanish: P |:Gdn is sunple} =(1+4o(l)e » " ,

hence lirr_1> inf P [édn is Simple} > 0; while the numerator converges to zero by assumption.
n o

2) It is enough to apply 1) to the complement event A (d") := Ggn \ A (d™). O
3.3 Giant strongly connected component in a directed graph

A natural definition of a path in a directed graph requires that a path respects edge directions:

Definition 3.9. Let G = (V, E) be a digraph. A pair of vertices vi,v; € V is connected by a
directed path if there exist distinct vertices vo, v, ..., vp_1 € V such that for all ¢ € {2,3,... k}
(vi—1,v;) € E. We refer to such a sequence as a directed v; — v path.

This definition of connectivity can be extended to define connected components:



Definition 3.10. (Strongly connected component) Consider a directed graph G. The strongly
connected components of G are the maximal subsets of V' such that between any pair of vertices
u, v, directed u — v and v — u paths exist simultaneously.

Definition 3.11. Consider a directed graph G = (V, E) and take v € V. Then the strong-
component of v, denoted by SCC (v), consists of v itself and all vertices w € V for which both
v —w and w — v paths exist.

Let C (G,) be the largest strongly connected component. The notion of a giant component is
introduced as a limiting property of the sequence of C (G,,).

is said to contain a giant strongly connected
[{v| SCC(v)CC(Gan )}l _ (>0

n

Definition 3.12. The graph progression (Gan) .

N
MZC>001¢b) lim

n—o0

component (GSCC) if: a) li_)m
Criteria a) and b) are equivalent.
Let z*,y* € (0,1) be the unique solutions of respectively x* = U~ (2*) and y* = U™ (y*),
where 9
Ut(y) = p = =
(y) H Ox ($7y)| =1,

_ 4 0
U ($) = 1a_yU(x7y)|y=17

and U (z,y) := ka:(] pj7kxjyk is the generating function of p; ;. Let further,

C:=1-U(z",1) - U(L,y")+ U(z",y").

Theorem 3.13 (Existence of GSCC). [16, Theorems 1 and 2] Consider a proper degree pro-

gression (A" )nen and a uniformly random sequence of simple graphs (Gdn)neN' Then,

1. If “ﬂi < 1, the size of any SCC is O (d?mX In n) with high probability.

2. IfU~(0) >0, UT(0) > 0 and % > 1 then with high probability there is a unique giant
strongly connected component with vertex set of size (n.

3.4 Concentration inequalities

We introduce concentration inequalities that are later used in the proof of Theorem to treat
two sources of randomness: the multigraph is random and percolation randomly removes edges.

Theorem 3.14. (Hoeffding’s inequality)[21] Let X1, Xs,..., X, be independent random vari-
ables. Suppose that a; < X; < b; for all i € {1,2,...,n} and define ¢; = b; — a;. Furthermore
define Sy, = Y1 X;. Then there holds

2
B(1Ss — E[Sa] > 1] < 2exp (—22%12) . (7)

The following concentration inequality is a corollary of a theorem by McDiarmid.



Theorem 3.15. [22, Theorem 7.4] Let (V,d) be a finite metric space. Suppose there exists a
sequence Py, P1,. .., Ps of increasingly refined partitions with Py the trivial partition consisting
of V' and Py the partition where each element of V is a partition element on its own. Toke a
sequence of positive integers co,c1,...,cs such that for all k € {1,2,...,s} and any A, B € Py,
with C satisfying A, B C C € Py_1 there exists a bijection ¢ : A — B with d (z,¢(x)) < ¢ for
all z € A. Let the function f :V — R satisfy |f(z) — f(y)| < d(x,y) for all z,y,€ V. Then for
X uniformly distributed over V and any t > 0 there holds

2
P(£C0) - BCO) > 1) < 20w (- ).
k=0 Ck
Corollary 3.16. Consider two finite sets Ay and Ay with |Ag| = ag and |A1| = a1. Let
S = Uieropt(x,4) | @ € A;}. A subset of S containing by elements with i = 0 and by elements
with i = 1 is called a (by,by)-subset of S. Let V be the space of all (by,by)-subsets of S. Let
f:V = R be a function such that for any B,B’ € V there holds |f (B) — f(B')| < |BAB/|.
Here BAB' denotes the symmetric difference, i.e. BAB' = (BUB')\ (BN B’). Then for X
distributed uniformly over V. and any t > 0 there holds

2

PISCO) ~ ELFC0] > 1 < 200 (~ g ) )
Proof. Consider a (bg, b1)-subset of S. Assign each element a unique number from the index set
{1,2,...,bg+ b1}, such that for all elements with ¢ = 0 this number is smaller than by + 1. Note
that this implies that for each element with ¢ = 1 its index is larger than by. A (bg, b)-subset of
S with such a numbering is called a (bg, by)-ordering of S. Define W to be the set of all (bg, by )-
orderings of S. The function f: V — R can be extended to a function f: W — R by regarding
each (b, by )-ordering as (bg, by )-subset. This extension respects the relation | f(z)— f(y)| < zAy,
i.e. it holds for x,y € W as well. This is true since for any two orderings z,y their symmetric
difference as (bg, by )-orderings is bounded from bellow by their symmetric difference as (bg, b1)-
subsets. The next step in proving equation (&) is applying Theorem to the metric space
(W, 0).

We will now define a sequence of refined partitions on W using the notion of an i-prefix. An
i-prefix determines the first i elements of an ordering. This allows for all k£ € {0,1,...,by + b1}
to construct the partition Py by defining its elements to be the sets of orderings with the same
k-prefix. The partition Py is the trivial partition consisting of W. As each (b, b1)-ordering has
bo + b1 elements, Py, 1, Will be the partition where each element is a single ordering. Next the
values ¢ need to be determined. Take B, D € P, with C satisfying B,D C C € Pi_;. This
implies that any ordering in B has the same k — 1-prefix as an ordering in D. Furthermore
these orderings must differ at the &' element. The remaining by 4+ b; — k elements can be any
element that is not present in the k-prefix that lead to a valid ordering. Denote the k™" element
of any ordering in B by ap . Similarly let ap j denote the k™ element of any ordering in D.
Define the bijection ¢ : B — D by taking z € B and mapping its k' element to apk. If x
contains ap j at some position [ > k, map the I*h element of z to a B,k- All the other elements
are unchanged by the bijection. By definition this is an element of D.

According to definition of ¢ for any z € B we have |[tA¢(z)| < 4. Thus we may take ¢, = 4
for all k € {1,2,...,bg + b1}. Applying Theorem we find that equation (8) holds for any
t > 0 and X distributed uniformly over W. Remark that each element in V' gives rise to by! + b1!



different orderings. All these orderings have the same value under f. Thus the probability that
f(X) = ¢ does not change when we take X to be a uniformly random element of V' instead of
W. Together with the above equation, this proves the claim. O

4 Proofs of Theorems and 2.3

Theorems and 23] are proven separately for bond and site percolation by using similar
techniques as in the proof of [2, Theorem 1.1], which determines the percolation threshold in
undirected graphs. Although these theorems are formulated for simple digraphs, we instead
prove the statements on random directed multigraphs introduced in Section The results
on the multigraphs are then transferred to simple digraphs using Lemma B8l After percolation
with parameter 7, a fixed degree sequence d” becomes a random variable with a distribution of
outcomes. We use D to denote this random variable and d7} to refer to a fixed outcome of D7.

4.1 Bond percolation

Bond percolation removes edges in a graph, thus in a configuration, it removes in-stubs to-
gether with their matched out-stubs. Let W™ and W™™ denote the in-stubs and out-stubs
surviving percolation. Conditional on D} = d” there is a bijection between the configuration
on (W=™ W) and the configuration on <W(1_2,W£rz>, i.e. the stubs inducing the degree
sequence d?. Let us fix such a bijection, and let D,, be the probability space containing all
degree sequences d7 that can be obtained by applying percolation to a random configuration
on (W=, WT). The probability assigned to each d” is the probability that it is induced by
(W=™ W*™). The probability space for the degree progression (dﬁ)n N is the product space
D = [12, D,, with the product measure v.

The remainder of this section is as follows: in Section AI.1] we show that conditional on
the degree sequence after percolation, each configuration on VVd_g and W;g is equally likely.
In Section we determine the limit of the expected number of vertices with degree (j, k)
after percolation. Combining these results in Section 13| the proofs of Theorems and 23]

are completed by showing that an element of D is v-a.s. proper, which authorises applying
Theorem B.13

4.1.1 A percolated configuration is a uniformly random configuration

In this section we show that conditional on the degree sequence after percolation, the configu-
ration on (W=™ W17) is also a uniformly random one. The proof is split into two lemma’s.

Lemma 4.1. Let | out of m edges survive bond percolation applied to a uniformly random
configuration M on (W~ ,W™T). Then the surviving stubs W™ C W~ and W™ C W are
uniformly distributed amongst all pairs of subsets of W~ and W of size l.

Proof. Since the graph contains m matches of which [ = |[W ™| = |[W 7| survive percolation,
the probability that exactly those [ matches remain is ﬁ It is left to investigate the probability
1

that all stubs in W =™ have their match in W7, that is that M can be decomposed into a
perfect bipartite matching of W=7 with W7 and a perfect bipartite matching of W=\ W=7
with W* \ W™, Between two sets of size [ there are ! perfect bipartite matchings, hence



the probability that M decomposes as desired, is I!(m — [)!/m!. Thus the probability that

(W™, WH™) are the stubs surviving percolation is ani,_l)'ﬁ = W This is the probability
l l
that W™ C W~ and W™ C W™ are uniformly random subsets both of size I. O

Lemma 4.2. Conditional on having degree sequence dt after bond percolation, i.e. DI = dZ,
all configurations of Wy, with W;; are equally likely.

Proof. It suffices to show that for any perfect bipartite matching M™ of Wd_g with W&E:

s n n 1
P [M"|D =d"] = L 9)
where [ is the sum of the in-degrees of d?. Using P[|W 7| = l|D;‘ =d?] = 1 and Bayes’
formula we obtain:

PMTNDE=d;||W—m| =]

P[M™D} =d}] =P [M™| W =1,D} =d}] = P Dz = aa[W—] =1 . (10)

which will show to be equal %. Let S(d?) be the collection of pairs of subsets of (W=, W)
that induce the degree sequence d?. Recalling that |W ™| = |[W 7|, we see that for any pair
of subsets in S(d?), both sets must contain / elements. In combination with Lemma 1] this
implies that

P[Dr=d}| W =] = (11)

Next, we investigate P [M™ND? = d? ‘ |[W=T| =1]. By definition, D? = d? implies that
(W= WH™) € S(d?). Let (W™, W*™) € S(d?), we aim to find the probability that the

configuration on these stubs induces the configuration M™ on (Wgn,W;'n). As we fixed a
bijection between (W™ W) and (W(;L,W;'n>, exactly one configuration of (W=7 W)

induces the configuration M™ on (Wd_;w W;'g) However we are free to choose the configuration
on (W= \W=" W+ \WH™). Thus assuming that (W=, W) € S(d?), the probability
that it induces the configuration M™ on (W™" W™T7) is % Thus for any collection of
remaining stubs that induce the right degree sequence, it has probability % to induce the
right matching. However, as we condition only on the size of W™, we also must take into

account the probability that exactly the desired [ edges survive percolation. Hence, we have:

(m — 0! S(dz)]

mt (%)

P[M*NDE=d2||W | =1] =

which, when combined with (II]) and plugged into equation (I0)), recovers equation (). O

4.1.2 The expected number of vertices with degree (j, k) after bond percolation

In this section we derive an expression for the degree distribution after bond percolation.
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Lemma 4.3. Let N’T (n) be the number of vertices in the bond-percolated graph (or configura-
tion) with in-degree ] and out-degree k. The following limit exists

IE[N“()

7k ]
bond . — for j,k € N, (12)

pjr = lim

n—oo

and
bond (AT ik d=—j+d+—k
Bt =30 3 e () () ) m (13)
d—=j d+=k

Proof. When j, k > dpax, p?%nd N7 (n) = Njg (n) = 0. Let j, k < dmax and remark that

E [NJ, (n)] = ZE[N;} m) | Iw=T =1 B W =1, (14)

which, when conditioned on |W™7™| = [, can be rewritten as

dm ax max

£ [N;rk (n) ‘ W= = l} = D> Naar P[d,d%) = GR) W7 =1],

d—=j d+=Fk

where (d~,d") is the degree of a vertex before percolation and (j, k) — the degree after percola-
tion. As Lemma[ZTlimplies that the surviving stubs are chosen uniformly at random, conditional
on the size of W ™7, there holds

m—d~ —dt
(" —j ) <d+> ("=%)
(1) Nk (7)
Since the edges are removed independently of each other, the size of W ™7 is the sum of m

independent Bernoulli variables, each having expectation 7. Applying Hoefdding’s inequality
(Theorem [B.14]) shows that |WW™™| concentrates,

P(d,d*) = (k) |[W =1] = <d._>

J

P[[W—T| €] <exp [-Q(In*n)], (15)
where
I := [mm — Inny/n,mm 4+ Inny/n] . (16)
Note that as an immediate consequence of this inequality we have P[l ¢ I] = o(n®) for any
1/1

a < 0. Since we consider proper degree progressions, there holds dyax < -, and for [ € I:

P[(d,d%) = (k) |[W™T|=1] = (i > (d]:>7r?+k (1—m)d +d =ik (1 +0 ( 1?/?8))

for all d~,d" < dpax. In combination with equation (I4]) and the bound N (n) <n, we find:

™ Inn o A7\ (AT ik d=+dt—j—k 1
B [7, ()] = <1+O<n7/18>> > 3 N 7)) ro()
jdt=k

(17)
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where we set a = 5 in the estimate for P[l ¢ I] when calculating the error term. We will now
show that for all € > 0 there exist x (¢) and N (¢) such that for all n > N,

(dmaxydmax)

(d d
e d—+d+t—j—k
n > Na d+()<j><k>ﬂ'] (1—m) <= > Nd a+ (n) <e. (18)
(d=,dT)=(0,0) (d=,d*)=(0,0)
d~ 2n+1ord+>n+l d~ >n+1ord+>n+1

The left inequality follows from the binomial theorem, which implies that zj 0( )il -

)4 I = iio (d,:)w (1—m)%" =% = 1, yielding that (j )(dk) itk (1 — )?” +AT=i=k < 1 for all

j <d ,k < d*. The right inequality holds since lim N]+(") = pjk for j,k > 0, which follows
n—oo

from the degree progression being proper. When combined together, equations (I7)) and (I8

prove the claim. O

bond

Elementary calculations show that Py is normalised and has the following moments:

7r bond bond bond
Z Z Jpjk Z Z kpir© =mu,

]OkO 7=0 k=0

0o oo
7r bond Z jkpbond — 2 Z Z d—d‘i’pd,’dJr = 7T2/L11.

]k) 0 d7:0d+:0

(19)

The generating function UP"d of p?’%nd

in Section [3.3] are given by:

and auxiliary functions U, U analogous to those used

Uf(z):=U (1 -7+ 773:), (20)
Ur (y) :=U"(1 =7 +my)
Note that Uz (0) > 0, UF(0) > 0 for all 0 < m < 1. This observation, the moments (I9) and

generating functions (20]) provide sufficient information for applying Theorem B.13] to pl;%nd and

hence formally defining the percolation threshold as such a value of © = #P°" that p™bord —

1P that is
7%_bond — L
H11

It is left to show that p?%nd is indeed v-a.s the degree distribution of the percolated graph, and

bond _ -~ bond

therefore, 7 , which we do in the following section.

bond bond

4.1.3 Determining 7w, and c

Theorem BI3|requires (d™),cn to be a proper degree progression, which is assumed throughout
this section. We make use of Lem}n&@, stating that instead of actually removing edges, one may
view the percolated multigraph G7,, as a uniformly random configuration obeying the percolated

degree sequence d7f. We show that (d) ¢y is indeed v-a.s. feasible (Lemma [1.4)) and proper
(Lemma [£5]) as an element of D, and hence, Theorem [3.13] is applicable to (Ngn) . This
ne

12



means that Theorem .13l may be applied to almost all degree progressions (dﬁ)n ey to determine
7bond and ¢Pond for random multigraphs. Conditioning on the graph before percolation being
simple will ensure that the percolated graph is simple as well. Finally we apply a variant of
Lemma 3.8 and show that similar assertions hold for a graph progression (G7,),, oy for percolated
simple graphs obeying (d"),en, hence proving Theorem [2.3] for the case of bond percolation. In

the remainder of this section, we make the above-stated argument formal.
Lemma 4.4. The degree progression after bond percolation is feasible v-a.s.

Proof. We need to show that (dﬁ)n ¢y satisfies the requirements of Definition B.2] v-a.s. To
demonstrate that

NT (n
lim L() = p?‘,)gnd, v-a.s. for j, k € Ng, (21)

n— 00 n

it suffices to show (see e.g. [23, Lemma 6.8]) that for all ¢ > 0,
>e |

By definition of pb‘md for any fixed € > 0 there is K such that for all n > K

T bond
Njk pyk

> e} < 00. (22)

1

~E [N;.j i (n)] phond| <

€
B .

This implies that

[

Lemma [4.] states that conditional on |W =7 | = [, the stubs surviving percolation (W=7 W)
are uniformly distributed amongst all pairs of subsets of (W™=, W) of size [. N7 (n) is a function

of W—™ U W7, Furthermore for two sets W™ U W™ and W =™ U W' 7 their values of
N;.rk (n) differ by at most the number of elements in the symmetric difference of W= U W7

and W' =™ UW' 7. This implies that the requirements of Corollary are fulfilled by setting
Ag=W A1 =WT,bg=b; =1 and N7 (n) as function f. Applying this corollary gives:

P[00 [ 0] > 211 =1 < 20 (22).

For [ € I, defined in (@), this probability is o ( ) By equation (I3]) the probability that [ ¢ I
iso ( ) Combining these observations we find that for all € > 0 the terms in (22]) are vanishing:

P{|N7 () ~ B [NT, ()] > e —0<nlg> (23)

which in turn proves that the limit in equation (2II) holds v-a.s.

bond
ank() PJOH

> e} <P E(N;jk(n)—la [N;jk(n)” > ﬂ .

It remains to show that the ﬁrst first mixed and second moments of —~— converge v-a.s.
to those of Pi% bond " Tpy Section A we showed that > 7 k=0 ]p?%n = Z] 0 k:pbond, and due to

13



the graph context of the problem, 3°75 _ jNT} (n) = 3°75_o kN[ (n). Therefore, it is sufficient
to show that one of the first moments converges. Let additionally @), := %Z;,Okzo jN;{k (n),
we will then show that Q := lim,,_,o Q), = Tu, v-a.s. Let X, = %Z;”:O > k0 N7} (n) and
remark that X, ,, < @/,. Since (d"),en is a proper degree progression, for all € > 0 there exists
K (€),m (€) such that for all kK > kK and n > m

(dmaxydmax)
1

- > Njr(n) <e (24)
(d=,d")=(0,0),
d~>kordt >k

Thus for k > K there holds X, ,, < @, < X, ,, + €. This implies that if

K

K
X}-@ = lim X, = Zij?,(])gnd, v-a.s., (25)

n—o0o
=0 k=0

then li_)rn Q!, = Q holds v-a.s. as well [2, (3.5)]. Thus the goal is to prove equation (25]).
Applying [23] Lemma 6.8] we can show that this limit holds v-a.s., if for any € > 0,

©° ~
Z]P) HXH,TL - X/-c
n=1
bond

We show this analogously to the proof of equation (22). By the definition of X ,, X, and p FA
for all € > 0 there exists N such that for all n > ]V, E[Xxnl — X,.| < 5. Combing this with the

reverse triangle inequality, we find for any € > 0,

> e] < . (26)

> e] <P [|X,w —E[X.]| > 5} .

S :

Remark that | X, — E [X, ]| = 2 > 5=0 2k=0J (N;rk (n)—E [N;rk (n)]) . This implies that for

€ = 22;9{]. there holds

€ | -
P|[Xan —E[Xenl| >3] < > P [#NM (n) ~E N7, ()] > 6/] .
j<mk<n
Using equation 23) we find P [|X,n — E[X,.,]| > §] < > i<k k<r© (%) <o (2#%) . Here we
used the fact that dy.x = O (nl/ 9) and that for j > dpax or k > dpax or both, there holds
N[ (n)=E [N;rk (n)} = 0. This proves (26) and hence proves that @), converges v-a.s. to Q. By

: ! % : I s € € € € €
redefining @Q;,, @, X« n, X, and setting € := mln{2, Z) SR LI) Sy 127 P ELEe) S } ,
similar derivations hold for the first mixed moment and the second moments, that is one may
show that all the moments of interest and the distribution itself converge simultaneously v-a.s.

for an element of D. Thus we have shown that (dﬁ)n cy 18 v-a.s. feasible. O

Lemma 4.5. The degree progression after bond percolation is proper v-a.s.

14



Proof. The degree progression (dﬁ)n N I8 feasible due to Lemmal[4.4] thus to prove that (dﬁ)

neN
is v-a.s. proper according to Definition B.3] it remains to show that for a feasible (d;‘)n ey € D
the maximum degree of the percolated degree sequence is bounded d7 ., < %/: and
- Z]O',ok:o j2/‘5N;-rk (n) Z;?k:ojkszk (n) nl/12
p"(n) := max ’ , ’ =o0 .
urn uwrn Inn
As the degree progression before percolation (d"),en is proper, there holds dpax < "1/12 . Per-

colation can only decrease the in-degree and the out-degree of a vertex, implying d7, § dimax-

Together these observations show that df,. < %5 / for any (dZ) ney € D Tt remains to show
nl/12

pT(n)=o ( — ) Consider the sum > % _ Oj2l<;N (n) (respectively 379 _ jk;2N]7.fk (n)). Each

vertex of degree (j, k) contributes j2k (or jk2) to the total sum. As the in-degree and the out-
degree can only decrease due to percolation, this implies that

(e}

Z FPENT, (n Z 7%kNjk (n) and Z JEPNT, (n) < > KNk ().

7,k=0 7,k=0 7,k=0 7,k=0

Recall that ;P = 74, and 7 is a constant. These observations, together with the fact that
(d™)nen is proper, imply that p™ (n) < @ =0 (”1/12) . Thus (dﬁ)neN € D is v-a.s. proper. [

Inn

Let E C D be the event over which the degree progression is proper. As any element of
D is v-a.s. proper, there holds v (E) = 1. For any (dz)neN € E we may apply Theorem BI3]

to a sequence of random multigraphs (égn> N arising from uniformly random configurations.
ne
Recall that Lemma implies that this is the case for all n if we condition on D} = d}. We

will now fix (d”) € E and apply Theorem B.I3]to ( d”) o distinguishing two cases for
ne

~bond bond ~bond _ g

T and m > 7 =
Let 7 < #”°". Define .Ae ( 7r) to be the set of all multigraphs obeying d? for which the
largest strongly connected component contains no more than e;n vertices for any ¢; € (0,1). As

% = W% < 1, Theorem [3.13] states that for all e;:

, with 7

lim P [G”n € A, (d) |D" = d;;} ~1. (27)

n—o0

Next consider 7 > #”°". Define B, (dﬁ) to be the set of all graphs whose largest strongly

connected component contains exn vertices, with es € (0,1). Since ’;11 = “ﬂi > 1, Theorem B.13]
states that there exists a unique e3 = P such that the value of the following limit is nonzero:
lim P [égn € B, (d7) | D" = dz] ~1. (28)

Moreover, the theorem determines that cP°nd .= 1 — ybond(z* 1) — ybond(1,y*) 4 ybond (z* ),
where x*,y* € (0,1) are the unique solutions of

v = U (), (29)
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and functions U}, U; and UP" are as defined in (20).
To finalise the proof for Theorems and 2.3 we need to supplement Equations (28] and
[27) with two minor observations. First, the theorem is stated for a percolated multigraph

progression (égn> N without conditioning on the degree progression of the percolated graphs.
ne

As v (F) = 1, an analogous argument to that of Fountoulakis [2, p. 348] is applied to show that:

o If < 7P Jim P [égn e A (d;;)] — 1 forall e € (0,1).

n—o0

o 17> 7, fim P|GF, € B (d7)| =1

n—o0

and nh_)n(f)lolP’ [~gn € B, (dﬁ)} =0 forall e € (0,1),¢ # cPond .

Second, Theorems and 2.3l make assertions about uniformly random simple graphs instead of
random multigraphs. Replace the the graph Ggn» in Lemma B8 by the graph égn and condition
on the graph to which percolation is applied (Ggn) being simple. This yields a slightly different
variant of the lemma that does not require additional changes to the proof. Now applying this
variant of Lemma [3.8 to the above limits, we deduce an equivalent statement as above for G7:

o If 7 <7 lim P[GT € A (d?)] =1 for all € € (0,1).
n—o0

o If 7 > &, lim P [GF € Bevona (df)] =1
and lim P [GT € B, (d?)] =0 for all € € (0,1), € # .

n— o0

completing the proofs of Theorems and 23] for the case of bond percolation.

4.2 Site percolation

The proof of Theorems and [2.3] for site percolation has a similar structure as that for bond
percolation. Hence, we will refer back to Section [4.1] where applicable. The proof is split into
three steps. First, in Section [£.2.Tlwe show that applying site percolation to a uniformly random
configuration results in another uniformly random configuration if we condition on the degree
sequence after percolation. Second, we determine the limit of the expected number of vertices
with degree (j, k) after site percolation, see Section[£.2.2l The proof is completed in Section [£.2.3]
by combining the first two steps with the results of Section A1l

Recall from Section [2 that deleting a vertex means that we remove all edges adjacent to this
vertex. In the setting of the configuration model this implies that all stubs attached to a deleted
vertex are removed. Let us denote these stubs by (W=" W), As site percolation removes
any edges adjacent to a vertex, the match of any stub in (W =", W) will be removed as well.
A stub in (W =", W™ ") may or may not have its match in the same set, as it might happen that
both endpoints of one edge are deleted. Let (W™ W) contain all the matches of stubs
in (W=" W*7) that are not connected to a deleted vertex. Thus W=7 U W ™™ (respectively
W JWT™) are all in-stubs (out-stubs) removed by site percolation. The stubs that survive
percolation are still denoted by (W™ W™ 7). Remark that this implies

W =W>"TUW"UW™"™ and WT=WHtTuwbH uwhm, (30)

These definitions of (W =" W) and (W™ W™) will be used throughout the proof.
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4.2.1 A site-percolated configuration is a uniformly random configuration

We show in Lemma that conditional on the stubs that are removed by site percolation,
the matching on the surviving stubs is uniformly random. This lemma, in turn, allows us to
formulate Lemma [4.7] stating that conditional on the degree sequence after percolation, there
remains a uniformly random configuration.

Lemma 4.6. Apply site percolation to a uniformly random configuration M on (W=, WT).
Conditional on the elements of (W =" W) and (W =™ WH™)  each configuration on (W =" W)
s equally likely.

Proof. According to equation (B0), fixing the elements of (W™" W) and (W™ WHm),
uniquely determines the elements of (W™=, W ™). Choosing the elements of (W ", W) and
(W™ WH™) furthermore implies that the configuration M is the union of a configuration on
(W=ruW—m WH"UW—"™) with the one on (W™ WH™). As M is a uniformly random
configuration obeying this split and the elements of (W=7 W™™) are fixed, the configuration
on (W™ W*™) will be a uniformly random one.

O

Lemma 4.7. Apply site percolation to a uniformly random configuration on (W=, WT). Con-

ditional on DT} = dZ,

any configuration on (Wd_n, W;n) is equally likely.

Proof. Define [ = |[W~™| and let S(d?) contain all sets of surviving stubs (W™, W) that
induce the degrees sequence d?. Fix a matching M™ of (Wd_m W(;rn) Then it holds that

PMTDy=d}]= > P[MTD;=dr, (W ", WH") =(4,B)] x
(A.B)eS(dy)
P[(W=™, W) = (A,B) DI =d”].

Remark that P [M™|D2 =d%, (W—™, W™) = (A,B)] = PMT|(W—", W) = (A,B)] as
(A,B) € S(dZ?) implies that (W™, WT) induces degree sequence d”. Using Lemma
and the bijection between (W= W™™) and (Wd_n, W;'n) we find:

1

P [MT|(W T, W) = (4,B)] = 5.

Furthermore, combining these observations with

> P[(WTWTT) = (A,B) Dl =dl] =1
(A,B)esS(dy)

following from the definition of S(d7), we obtain

1 1
PIMIDR=d7] =5 > P[(WT,W7) = (4, B)|D} = d7] = 7.
(A,B)eS(dp)

completing the proof. O
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4.2.2 The expected number of vertices with degree (j, k) after site percolation

The next step in the proof of Theorem [2.2] for site percolation is proving existence of the limit of
NT (n)
7,k
n

~ 51t0

and determining its value, pSlte Then, given pSlte 751t s determined and, in Section A2.3]
is shown to be the desired threshold for site percolation.

Lemma 4.8. Let N7T (n) be the number of vertices in the site-percolated graph (or configuration)
with in-degree j and out degree k. The following limit exists

E [N;.jk (n)}

Pk = lim , for j, k € No, (31)
and

pite _ | T2iE (4, k) # (0,0), (32)

P b b1 (k) = (0,0,

where p;?"k"d is defined in Lemma [{.3

Proof. If j,k > dpax then pj‘}f = N7} (n) = Njj(n) = 0. Consider 0 < j,k < dmax. Let
N7 .+ (n) be the number of vertices of degree (d~,d") before percolation that are not deleted.

Thus Ny- 4+ (n) — N2’ i (n) is the number of deleted vertices of degree (d~,d"). Each vertex

is deleted with probability 1 — 7 independently of other vertices, hence:
E [N}y (n)] = 7o ar (n), (33)
E[Ng- v (n) = NPTy ()] = (1= 7) Ny s (m). (34)

A deleted vertex will have degree (0, 0) after percolation with probability 1. Let P;x (d~,d") be
the probability that a non-deleted vertex of degree (d~,d") has degree (j, k) after percolation.
For (j,k) = (0,0) we have

dmax max
IE{Noo ] Z Z (1 =7) Ng- g+ (n) + 7P (d=,d¥) Ny- 4+ (n)) (35)
d-=0d+=0
and otherwise,
E[ka } ZZijkd LAY Ng- g+ (n). (36)
d——=j dt=k

Hence we need to derive the expression for P;j (d~,d"). Let
T=|WOTUW ™, sT = (WETUWT T = (W, et = (WM.

Note that there must hold s~ —r~ = st —rTass™—r~ = |W7|, st —rT = [W7| and the re-
maining configuration on (W™, W™ 7™) forms a directed graph. Let Pjy (d~,d",s™,sT,r=,rT)
denote the probability P;jj (d~,d") conditional on the values s~, s, 77, r*. We will now deter-
mine this conditional probability. Site percolation combines the independent random processes
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of deleting vertices and creating a uniformly random configuration on (W=, W ™). As these pro-
cesses are independent, we may first determine the elements of (W =" W) and then randomly
create a configuration on (W=, W™). Thus conditional on the value 7~ (respectively r), each
subset of W=\ W=7 (W* \ W) of this size is equally likely to be W™ (or W*™). This
implies that

d~ at N (b)) (ot
Pjg(d=,d" = rt,s7,sT) = (d— B j) <d+ i /<;> ( (Sd)+J) ( +(Szi+)+k). (37)
r— rt+

To approximate this probability we formulate the following propositions that show that with
high probability s, s™ remains in some bounded interval I], and r—, 7" in I,,.

Proposition 4.9. Let I}, := [mﬂ —n2Bnn,mr +n?3n n] There holds
Pls™,sTel]=1- e~ (% n)
for both s~ and s™ separately.

Proof. By using equation (B3]), we obtain: E[s™] = le‘i’az"o le‘ﬁaz"o 7d~ Ng- 4+ (n) = mm and
E[sT] = Zg‘fi"o ZITE‘:"O 7d T Ny g+ (n) = mm. Using dmax < n'/9 and Hoeffding’s inequality we
also find that:

P “s‘ —-E [3_” >n2/31n n] < e_Q(1n2 n) and P USJF —E [sﬂ ‘ >n2/31n n} < 6_9(1n2 ")7 (38)
proving the claim. O

Proposition 4.10. Let I, := [mn(1 — 7) — n*3In?n,mr(1 — ) + n?3Inn?]. There holds
Plrirel,|s,sTell]=1- e~ (1n’n)
for both r™ and r~ separately.

Proof. We present the proof for r—. The proof for r* is identical to the one for r— up to
switching the roles of in-stubs and out-stubs. Since we consider a uniformly random configuration
on (W=, W), the probability that any in-stub is matched to an out-stub in W™ is m#‘ﬁ =
(1-m) (140 (n_1/3 Inn)) as s, st € I}, Since r~ equals the number of in-stubs in W=\ W ="
with a match in W™, this implies that

m—sT

E[r7]=s" =mm (1 —m) <1+O<n2/3lnn>>.

m

To complete the proof, we will now show that
P [|r_ —-E[r7]|> n?3 n? n] < e~ n).

This is realised by applying Theorem to the space of configurations on (W=, W) with
the symmetric difference as the metric. The value of r~ plays the role of the function f. To
partition this space, we order the in-stubs of W ™. Define an i-prefix to be the first ¢ in-stubs
together with their match. An element of the partition P} consists of all configurations with
the same k-prefix for all k € {0,1,...,m}. For any A, B € Py such that A, B C C € Px_1 a
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bijection ¢ : A — B can be defined. Denote the k' pair of a configuration in A by (z,y4) and
the k' pair of a configuration in B by (z,yp). Then ¢ maps M € A to the configuration in B
with (z,ya) replaced by (x,yp) and with y4 the match of the in-stub in M matched to yp. By
definition of ¢ it follows that ¢ := |M —@p(M)| =4 for all k € {1,2,...,m}. As the value of r~
changes by at most the symmetric difference of the two matchings, Theorem states that:

4/3 112
P [|7‘_ —E [7“_]| > n?/3 In? n] < 2exp (%) = ¢~ (? "),

as m < ndmax < nt0/9, O

For r=,r* € I, and s7,s™ € I/, there holds uniformly:

(1) S (1 Yummrw (1o (2EY)

Plugging this equation into (37]) yields that

d- dt ) 3 ‘ 1
P, (d_,d+,T_,7’+,s_,s+) = (d— —j> <d+ - k>ﬂg+k (1- 7T)d +dt—j—k <1 Lo ( nl/;z>>

holds uniformly for all s=,s* € I/, and r—,rt € I,,. However we cannot yet determine this
probability if at least one of the following conditions is violated: s~,st € I or r—,r €
I,,. We show that such violations are unlikely, that is, instead of bounding the probability
Pls—¢I,vstegl vr ¢1I,Vrté¢l,], weadd a condition on N;r,’fﬁ (n), allowing us to

bound the value of E {N;rk (n)} . Theorem [3.14] implies that

P[Ngrﬁ( )—E[Ngf (n )}|>\/_lnn] < e~ %n), (39)
In combination with equation (B3] this implies that
N;r Td+ (n) € I/(d~,d") := [max {FNd—7d+ (n) —vnlnn, 0} ,TNg- g+ (n) + \/ﬁlnn] ,
with probability 1 — —Q(In*n) Combining this with Propositions and [0 gives:
P [s— g1,V st eIV T ¢ LV gL VNT , (n) ¢ I (d—,d+)}
Pls™ ¢ L] +P[s* ¢ L]+ P[1™ ¢ L] +P[r* ¢ L] + P [NJ7y, (n) ¢ I} (7, d)]
—o0 (%) +P[rT ¢ L) +P[r ¢ 1,].
By the law of total probability:

Plr™ ¢ 1] =

Plr=¢l,|s e[’ tell|P[s” eI’ tel)
[r= ¢ 1, |s™ stell|Pls” ¢1,,s" €]
[~ [P s ]
[~ [P s ]

+ o+ o+

¢1I,|s EI’ +¢I’ s GI' +¢I'
¢l,|s ¢, sT¢I|P[s ¢I st¢Tl,

o(n™?)
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In a similar fashion, it is shown that P[r* ¢ I,] = o (n™%). Thus there holds
STELVST gLV g LVt g VN (n) ¢ I (d—,d+)] —o(n%).  (40)

This allows us to determine a lower and upper bound for the value E [N;rk (n)] Since N7 p " A+ (n) <
Ny g4+ (n) and (d")pen is proper, for all € > 0 there exist & (¢) and N (¢) such that for alln > N :

(dmaxydmax) (dmaX7dmax)
S P @ AN S S N () <en (a1)
(d=,d*)=(0,0) (d=,d*)=(0,0)
d~>k+1lordt >k+1 d=>k+lordT>k+1

In combination with equation (36) this implies for (j, k) # (0,0)

Z i (47, dT) NI (n )gE[N;jk(n)] < N P (d dT)NT o (n) ben. (42)
d—=j, d~=j,
dt=k dt=k
Using equation (0) on the left-hand side of the above equation we find
E [N;fk (n)] Z Z Z Z Czd77d+Pj7k (d_, dt, 7,75, §+)
G nh ey e
x P |:7‘_ =7t =7t s =5 ,s" =357 N;”“(ﬁ (n) = dd*,d+:| +o0 <—> .
As equation (39) implies that
S de P[NP () = dg g | =B NTT ()] o (—) :
dy— g+ €I}/(d",d*)
we obtain the lower bound:

E[NT, ()] >0 (%) + f: i Ny- 4+ (n) (d_d__ j) <d+di k>><

d—=j d+t=Fk

, — gt Inn
7T]+k(1—7T)d T k<1+o<m>>

In a similar fashion, using the right-hand side of equation (42]), gives the upper bound:

E[N;jk(n)]<en+o< > P33 Ny <d_d__j><d+dik>x

d—=jdt=k

(10 (22)).

Combining the upper and lower bounds together proves convergence of the limit for j,k > 0:

site : E [N :| d* j+k d-—j+dT—k
it — S S (% )Prasm S @)

d—=j d+t=Fk
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For (j,k) = (0,0), we need to use equation (38 instead of equation (3@]). Since N7 Td+( n) <

Ny g4+ (n) and (d"),en is proper, for all € > 0 there exist « (¢) and N (€) such that for all n > N:

(dmax 7dmax) (dmax 7dmax
Tr
> (Near =N )< > Negr () S en.
(d=,d")=(0,0) (d=,d")=(0,0)
d~>k+lordt>k+1 d~>k+1lordt>k+1

Thus the equivalent of (42]) for (j,k) = (0,0) becomes:

Z Z [(Nd a+ (n) — N;T—’T,ﬁ( )>+P00(d ,dT) N7 d+ (n)} SE[N&O(n)] <

d==0d*+=0

Z Z [(Nd a+ (n) = Ng7 gy (n ))—I—Poo(d LAT) N 4 (n )]—I—Zen,

d==0d+t=0

and the analogous argument as for (j,k) # (0,0) is applied to obtain:

E NG, ()] o N\ [dH) - .
nh_{go f =(1-7m)+m~w Z Dd-d+ ( i > ( . >7TJ+k (1- w)d —j+dt—k _ pal’toe- (44)
di:j’
dt=k
Comparing equations (43]) and (@) with equation (I3]) we obtain equation (32). O

site

Analysing equation (32]), we can see that Pl s correctly normalised and has moments:

MW,Site — M71r(,)sit0 _ NgiSitC _ 7Tlu,7r’bond _ 7T M and N71rlslte o N71rlbond _ 7_[_3”11. (45)
Additionally, the generating function US*(z,y) for pSlte is given by
Uste(g,y) =1 —n+7U(l — 7 + 7z, 1 — 7 + 1Y), (46)

and auxiliary functions Uf,U- are the same as in equation 20). It is left to determine
781 If applicable, Theorem [3.13 states that the percolation threshold is such 7 = #%% that
Z] =0 jk:pjlf =3 k=0 ]p;lf Combing this with equation (45]) we find that the percolation
thresholds for site and bond percolation are equal:

7¢[_51te — I — ﬁ_bond'
H11

This can be explained by noting that the expected degree distribution after site percolation is
a rescaled version of the degree distribution after bond percolation, expect for (0,0). Hence
one expects the GSCC to appear under the same conditions. However, the GSCC after site
percolation is expected to contain fewer vertices, because the probability to find an isolated
vertex is larger.
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site site

4.2.3 Determining 73'*¢ and c

To finalise the proof of Theorems and [2.3] for site percolation, it remains to show that
moite — 7% and to determine ¢**. This is done analogously to the proof for bond percolation
in Section £.1.31 Because of the similarity between these proofs, we only explain the changes
that are made in Section 1.3 to convert it into the proof for site percolation.

First, we need to replace pbond with pSIte Lemma [£7] proves the equivalent statement
for site percolation as Lemma [4.2] for bond percolatlon therefore substituting this lemma in
Section E.1.3] will suffice. However, equation (26]) requires a different proof. Conditional on
a certain realisation of (W' W™7) and the values s~,s™ € I/, r—,r* € I,, the value of
N;{k (n) is determined by the random choice of (W =™ W*™). By changing one element of
(W=m W+™) the value of N7 (n) changes by at most 2. Thus Corollary can be applied

to obtain:

P{|N7 ()~ E N7 )] | > vanm?a | s7,s Tt (W we)]

<9 nin®n —0(In2n)
ex =e .
= 2P (m(1 — )7 +n?/3n®n)

Using Propositions and E.101 it follows that

P HN;rk (n)—E [N;rk (n)” > /nln? n} =0 <%> :

and, since & is bounded, this completes the proof of equation (20]).

The last change, is related to the fact that Theorem [3.13]is now applied to a proper degree
progression with pSlte as degree distribution instead of pbond. In Section we found that
Foite — £, and as in the case of bond percolation, we have U7 (0), Uz (0) > 0 for 0 < 7 < 1,
which fulfils the last prerequisites for Theorem [B.I3l Furthermore, in analogy to calculations in
Section [ 1.3l we choose x*, y* to be the solution of equation (29) to find that:

Csito =1 U;ito($*, 1) _ U;ite(l,y ) U51t0( Ly ) — ﬂ_cbond.

s

which completes the proof of Theorems and [2.3] for site percolation.
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