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Strong modeling limits of graphs with bounded
tree-width*

Andrzej Grzesik! Daniel Kral’t Samuel Mohr?

Abstract

The notion of first order convergence of graphs unifies the notions of conver-
gence for sparse and dense graphs. Nesettil and Ossona de Mendez [J. Symbolic
Logic 84 (2019), 452-472] proved that every first order convergent sequence of
graphs from a nowhere-dense class of graphs has a modeling limit and conjectured
the existence of such modeling limits with an additional property, the strong fini-
tary mass transport principle. The existence of modeling limits satisfying the
strong finitary mass transport principle was proved for first order convergent se-
quences of trees by Nesetfil and Ossona de Mendez [Electron. J. Combin. 23
(2016), P2.52] and for first order sequences of graphs with bounded path-width by
Gajarsky et al. [Random Structures Algorithms 50 (2017), 612-635]. We estab-
lish the existence of modeling limits satisfying the strong finitary mass transport
principle for first order convergent sequences of graphs with bounded tree-width.

1 Introduction

The theory of combinatorial limits is an evolving area of combinatorics. The most
developed is the theory of graph limits, which is covered in detail in a recent monograph
by Lovasz [23]. Further results concerning many other combinatorial structures exist,
e.g. for permutations [I4,[17,18,22] or for partial orders [16,20]. In the case of graphs,
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limits of dense graphs [5H7,,24,25], also see [8,[9] for a general theory of limits of dense
combinatorial structures, and limits of sparse graphs [IH4,[12,[15] evolved to a large
extent independently. A notion of first order convergence was introduced by NesSettil
and Ossona de Mendez [33/135] as an attempt to unify convergence notions in the dense
and sparse regimes. This general notion can be applied in the setting of any relational
structures, see e.g. [19] for results on limits of mappings. Informally speaking, a sequence
of relational structures is first order convergent if for any first order property, the density
of /-tuples of the elements having this property converges; a formal definition is given
in Subsection 2.Jl Every first order convergent sequence of dense graphs is convergent
in the sense of dense graph convergence from [6,[7], and every first order convergent
sequence of graphs with bounded degree is convergent in the sense of Benjamini-Schramm
convergence as defined in [2].

A first order convergent sequence of graphs can be associated with an analytic limit
object, which is referred to as a modeling limit (see Subsection [2Z1lfor a formal definition).
However, not every first order convergent sequence of graphs has a modeling limit [35]
and establishing the existence of a modeling limit for first order convergent sequences
of graphs is an important problem in relation to first order convergence of graphs: a
modeling limit of a first order convergent sequence of dense graphs yields a graphon, the
standard limit object for convergent sequences of dense graphs, and a modeling limit
of a first order convergent sequence of sparse graphs that satisfies the strong finitary
mass transport principle (see Subsection 2.1] for the definition of the principle) yields a
graphing, the standard limit object for convergent sequence of sparse graphs.

Nesetfil and Ossona de Mendez [35] conjectured that every first order convergent
sequence of graphs from a nowhere-dense class of graphs has a modeling limit. Nowhere-
dense classes of graphs include many sparse classes of graphs, in particular, classes of
graphs with bounded degree and minor closed classes of graphs; see [261-29/31] for further
details and many applications. The existence of modeling limits for convergent sequences
of graphs from a nowhere-dense class of graphs was proven in [34].

Theorem 1 (Nesetfil and Ossona de Mendez [34]). Let C be a class of graphs. Every
first order convergent sequence of graphs from C has a modeling limit if and only if C is
nowhere-dense.

Theorem [ gives little control on the measure of vertex subsets in a modeling limit,
which naturally have the same size in finite graphs, e.g., those joined by a perfect
matching. The strong finitary mass transport principle, vaguely speaking, translates
natural constraints on sizes of vertex subsets to measures of corresponding vertex subsets
in a modeling limit. We refer to Subsection 2.1] for further details.

Nesetfil and Ossona de Mendez [34] conjectured that Theorem [[lcan be strengthened
by adding a condition that modeling limits satisfy the strong finitary mass transport
principle.



Conjecture 1 (Nesetfil and Ossona de Mendez [34], Conjecture 6.1]). Let C be a nowhere-
dense class of graphs. FEvery first order convergent sequence of graphs from C has a
modeling limit that satisfies the strong finitary mass transport principle.

The existence of modeling limits satisfying the strong finitary mass transport prin-
ciple is known for first order convergent sequences of trees of bounded depth and more
generally sequences of graphs with bounded tree-depth [35], sequences of trees [33] and
sequences of graphs with bounded path-width [13], which can be interpreted in plane
trees. Our main result (Theorem [2]) establishes the existence of modeling limits satis-
fying the strong finitary mass transport principle for sequences of graphs with bounded
tree-width.

Theorem 2. Let k be a positive integer. Fvery first-order convergent sequence of graphs
with tree-width at most k has a modeling limit satisfying the strong finitary mass transport
principle.

While it may seem at the first sight that a proof of Theorem ] can be an easy
combination of a proof of the existence of modeling limits satisfying the strong finitary
mass transport principle for trees from [33] and for graphs with bounded path-width [13],
this is actually not the case. In fact, the argument in [I3] is based on interpretation of
graphs with bounded path-width in plane trees, i.e., the results in both [13] and [33] on
the existence of modeling limits satisfying the strong finitary mass transport principle
do not go significantly beyond the class of trees.

We have not been able to find a first order interpretation of graphs with bounded
tree-width in (plane) trees, and we believe that this is related to a possibly complex
structure of vertex cuts in such graphs, which need to be addressed using a more general
approach. Specifically, the proof of Theorem [2] is based on constructing modeling limits
of rooted k-trees, whose orientation essentially encodes the universal weak coloring orders
studied in relation to sparse classes of graphs [31], so the proof may be amenable to an
extension to graph classes with bounded expansion in principle. We remark that our
arguments can be easily adapted to show the existence of modeling limits of first order
convergent sequences of graphs with bounded tree-width that are residual, which could
yield an alternative proof of Theorem 2] when combined with the framework described
in [33] Theorem 1].

The proof of Theorem [2, similarly to the proof of the existence of modeling limits of
plane trees in [13], has two steps: the decomposition step, focused on distilling first order
properties of graphs in the sequence, and the composition step, focused on constructing
a modeling limit consistent with the identified first order properties. These two steps
also appear implicitly in [33[35], in particular, the decomposition step is strongly related
to the comb structure results presented in [33,35]. The arguments of the decomposition
step of the proof of Theorem [2 are analogous to those used in [13, Subsection 3.1].



The composition step however requires a conceptual extension of techniques used for
modeling limits of trees as we had to deal with vertex separations of sizes larger than
one. This was achieved by a careful analysis of different types of paths arising in the
orientation corresponding to a weak coloring order. This analysis allows defining the
edge set of a modeling limit in a measurable and consistent way for vertex separations
of sizes larger than one.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce notation used in the
paper, in particular, notions related to graphs with bounded tree-width, first order con-
vergence, and model theory. In Section B, we overview the decomposition step from [13]
and phrase the presented results in the context of graphs with bounded tree-width. The
core of the paper is Section 4l where we construct modeling limits of edge-colored rooted
k-trees that satisfy the strong finitary mass transport principle. This construction is
then used in Section [f] to prove Theorem 21

2 Notation

We first introduce notation specific for this paper. For the notions not defined here, we
refer the reader to [I0] and [I1] for the graph theory terminology and the model theory
terminology, respectively. Some of the less common general notation that we use here
include the following. The set of the first k positive integers is denoted by [k] and N*
denotes the set NU{oo}. If x is a real number and z is a positive real, we write z mod z
for the unique real 2/ € [0, z) such that x = 2/ 4+ kz for some k € Z. Finally, if G is a
graph, then |G| stands for the number of vertices of G.

A graph has tree-width at most £ if and only if it is a subgraph of a k-tree. We next
define a notion of a rooted k-tree; the definition is recursive. Any transitive tournament
with at most k vertices is a rooted k-tree, and if GG is a rooted k-tree and vy, ..., v, are
vertices that form a transitive tournament, then the graph obtained from G by adding
a new vertex v and adding an edge directed from v to v; for every i € [k] is also a
rooted k-tree. Observe that every rooted k-tree is an acyclic orientation of a k-tree (the
converse need not be true). In the setting above, assume that vy ---v; is a directed
path; we say that the vertex v;, i € [k], is the i-parent of the vertex v. We extend this
notation to the initial tournament by setting the out-neighbors of each vertex to be its
1-parent, 2-parent, etc. in a way that a vertex with ¢ out-neighbors has an i-parent for
every i € [¢] and there is an edge from its i-parent to its i'-parent for every i < i’. An
edge from v to its ¢-parent is referred to as an i-edge. Hence, every edge is an i-edge for
some i € [k]. To simplify our exposition, we say that e is an A-edge for A C [k] if e is an
i-edge for i € A. Finally, when ¢ is not important for our considerations, we may just
say that v is a parent of v, and v is a child of v, if there is a directed edge from v to v,
i.e., when v’ is an i-parent of v for some i € [k].



We state several simple properties of rooted k-trees in the form of propositions to be
able to refer to them later in our exposition.

Proposition 3. The tree-width of a graph G is the minimum k for which there exists
an orientation of G being a subgraph of a rooted k-tree.

Proposition 4. Let G be a rooted k-tree, v a vertex of G, and w and w' the i-parent
and i'-parent of v for some i < i'. Then the vertex w' is an i"-parent of w for some
i <.

In our exposition, we will consider rooted k-trees with edges colored with two colors,
which we will refer to as 2-edge-colored k-trees. We would like to emphasize that the
edge-coloring and the notion of an i-edge for i € [k] as defined above are independent,
in particular, the color of each edge of the rooted k-tree does not depend on whether
the edge is an i-edge or not in any way.

2.1 First order convergence

We now formally define the notion of first order convergence. This notion can be used
for all relational structures and beyond, e.g., matroids [21], however, for simplicity, we
limit our exposition to graphs, which may (but need not) be directed and edge-colored.
In particular, in the case of 2-edge-colored k-trees, we have k + 2 binary relations, k
of them encoding the relation between vertices and their i-parents, i € [k], and two
encoding the edge-coloring. If v is a first order formula with ¢ free variables and G is a
(finite) graph, then the Stone pairing (1, G) is the probability that a uniformly chosen
(-tuple of vertices of G satisfies 1. A sequence (G,,)nen of graphs is first order convergent
if the limit nh_)rglo (¥, G,) exists for every first order formula . Every sequence of graphs

has a first order convergent subsequence, see e.g. [30,32]35].

A modeling M is a (finite or infinite) graph with a standard Borel space on its vertex
set equipped with a probability measure such that for every first order formula v with ¢
free variables, the set of all /-tuples of vertices of M satisfying a formula 1) is measurable
in the product measure. In the analogy to the graph case, the Stone pairing (i, M) is
the probability that a randomly chosen /-tuple of vertices satisfies ¢. If a finite graph
is viewed as a modeling with a uniform discrete probability measure on its vertex set,
then the Stone pairings for the graph and the modeling obtained in this way coincide.
A modeling M is a modeling limit of a first order convergent sequence (G, )nen if

Tim (4, Gy) = (1, M)

for every first order formula ).
Every modeling limit M of a first order convergent sequence of graphs satisfies the
finitary mass transport principle. This means that for any two given first order formulas



Y and 1), each with one free variable, such that every vertex v satisfying ¢(v) has at
least a neighbors satisfying ¢/’ and every vertex v satisfying ¢'(v) has at most b neighbors
satisfying 1, it holds that

a(tp, M) < b(y/, M) .

For further details, we refer the reader to [33].

A stronger variant of this principle, known as the strong finitary mass transport
principle, requires that the following holds for any measurable subsets A and B of the
vertices of M: if each vertex of A has at least a neighbors in B and each vertex of B
has at most b neighbors in A, then

ap(A) < bu(B),

where g is the probability measure of M. Note that the assertion of the finitary mass
transport principle requires this inequality to hold only for first order definable subsets
of vertices. The strong finitary mass transport principle is satisfied by any finite graph
when viewed as a modeling but it need not hold for modelings in general. In particular,
the existence of a modeling limit of a first order convergent sequence of graphs does not
a priori imply the existence of a modeling limit satisfying the strong finitary mass trans-
port principle. The importance of the strong finitary mass transport principle comes
from its relation to graphings, which are limit representations of Benjamini-Schramm
convergent sequences of bounded degree graphs: a modeling limit of a first order conver-
gent sequence of bounded degree graphs is a limit graphing of the sequence if and only
if M satisfies the strong finitary mass transport principle.

2.2 Hintikka chains

Our argument uses the topology space of Hintikka chains, which was used in [13] and
which we now recall. We remark that this space is homeomorphic to the Stone space of
FOP* studied in [33-35]. Hintikka sentences are maximally expressive sentences with a
certain quantifier depth, and, informally speaking, Hintikka chains form a local variant
of this notion with a single free variable.

Consider a signature that includes the signature of graphs and is finite except that
it may contain countably many constants. In the exposition of our main argument,
the signature will consist of relational symbols for i-edges, i € [k], the 2-edge-coloring,
and constants ¢;, ¢ € N. A first order formula ¢ where each quantifier is restricted to
the neighbors of one of the vertices is said to be local, i.e., it only contains quantifiers
of the form V,x or 3,z and z is required to be a neighbor of z. For example, we can
express that a vertex z has a neighbor of degree exactly one with the local formula
¥(z) = 3,2 Voy y = z. The quantifier depth of a local formula is defined in the usual
way. A formula is a d-formula if its quantifier depth is at most d and it does not involve



any constants except for the constants cq,...,cq; a d-formula with no free variables is
referred to as a d-sentence.

The same argument as in the textbook case of first order sentences yields that there
are only finitely many non-equivalent local d-formulas with one free variable for every d.
Let FOP* be a maximal set of non-equivalent local formulas with one free variable, i.e.,
a set containing one representative from each equivalence class of local formulas with
one free variable. If d is an integer, the d-Hintikka type of a vertex v of a (not necessarily
finite) graph G is the set of all d-formulas ¢ € FOP* such that G |= ¢(v). A formula
Y € FOY with quantifier depth at most d is called a d-Hintikka formula if there exist
a (not necessarily finite) graph G and a vertex v of GG such that v is equivalent to the
conjunction of the d-Hintikka type of the vertex v of the graph G (note that i) must
actually be equivalent to one of the formulas in the d-Hintikka type of v).

Fix a d-Hintikka formula . Observe that if v is a vertex of a graph G and v’ is a
vertex of a graph G’ such that G |= ¢ (v) and G’ |= ¥ (v’), then the d-Hintikka types
of v and v’ are the same. So, we can speak of the d-Hintikka type of 1); these are all
d-formulas )" such that if G | ¥ (v), then G |= ¢/(v) for any graph G and any vertex v
of G. A Hintikka chain is a sequence (¢4)4en such that 1, is an d-Hintikka formula and
the d-Hintikka type of 1, contains vq,...,1%4_ 1. If ¥ is a d-Hintikka formula, the set
{(¥s)ien : g = 1} of Hintikka chains is called basic. The set of Hintikka chains (formed
by Hintikka formulas with a fixed signature) can be equipped with the topology with the
base formed by basic sets; basic sets are clopen in this topology. This defines a Polish
space on the set of Hintikka chains.

3 Decomposition step

Our main argument consists of two steps, which we refer in the analogy to [13] as the
decomposition step and the composition step. In this section, we present the former,
which is analogous to that for plane trees given in [I3] Section 3.1]; this step is also
closely related to comb structure results presented in [3335]. As the decomposition step
follows closely [13, Section 3.1] and the arguments are analogous, we present the main
ideas and refer the reader to [13, Section 3.1] for further details.

We start with recalling the following structural result from [35].

Theorem 5. Let C be a nowhere-dense class of graphs. For every d € N and € > 0,
there exists N € N such that every graph G € C contains a set S of at most N vertices
such that the d-neighborhood of every vertexr G\ S contains at most €|G| vertices.

We will enhance the signature of graphs by countably many constants ¢;, ¢ € N; these
constants will correspond to vertices described in Theorem B, whose removal makes the
considered sequence of graphs residual in the sense of [33,34]. We will require that these



constants are interpreted by different vertices, and some of the constants may not be
interpreted at all. We will refer to graphs with some vertices being constants as marked
graphs following the terminology used in [34]. A sequence of marked graphs (G, )nen is
null-partitioned if the following two conditions hold (the definition is analogous to that
for plane trees in [13]):

e for every k € N, there exists ng € N such that all constants ¢y, .. ., ¢; are interpreted
in GG, for every n > ng, and

e for every ¢ > 0, there exist integers ng and kg such that the size of each components
of G\ {ci,...,cp } is at most €|G,,| for every n > ny.

Note that the first condition in the definition above guarantees that for every first order
formula ¢, there exists ng such that ¢ can be evaluated in every G,, n > ny.

The following lemma, which is a counterpart of [13, Lemma 4] and the proof follows
the same lines, readily follows from Theorem [, and corresponds to the existence of
marked quasi-residual sequences used in [34].

Lemma 6. Let C be a nowhere-dense class of graphs. Let (G,)nen be a first order conver-
gent sequence of graphs G,, € C such that the orders of G,, tend to infinity. There exists
a first order convergent null-partitioned sequence (G',)nen obtained from a subsequence
of (Gyn)nen by interpreting some of the constants c;.

The first order properties are linked with Ehrenfeucht-Fraissé games [L1]. It is well-
known that two structures satisfy the same first order sentences with quantifier depth d
if and only if the duplicator has a winning strategy for the d-round Ehrenfeucht-Fraissé
game played on two structures, in our settings, on two 2-edge-colored rooted marked k-
trees. The d-round Ehrenfeucht-Fraissé game is played by two players, called the spoiler
and the duplicator. In the i-th round, the spoiler chooses a vertex of one of the k-trees
(the spoiler can choose a different k-tree in different rounds) and places the i-th pebble
on that vertex. The duplicator responds with placing the i-th pebble on a vertex of the
other k-tree. At the end of the game, the duplicator wins if the mapping between the
subtrees induced by the vertices with the pebbles that maps the vertex with the i-pebble
in the first k-tree to the vertex with the i-pebble in the other k-tree is an isomorphism
preserving the j-parent relations, j € [k], and the edge colors. If two 2-edge-colored
rooted marked k-trees satisfy the same d-sentences if and only if the duplicator has a
winning strategy for the d-round Ehrenfeucht-Fraissé game.

The following theorem is the counterpart of [13| Theorem 6]; the argument to estab-
lish it are completely analogous to those in [13, Lemma 5 and Theorem 6].

Theorem 7. For every integer d, there exist integers D and I' such that for any two
(not necessarily finite) 2-edge-colored rooted marked k-trees G and G' if the k-trees G



and G' have the same number of vertices of each D-Hintikka type or the number of the
vertices of this type is at least I in both G and G', then the sets of d-sentences satisfied
by G and G' are the same.

Fix a first order convergent null-partitioned sequence of 2-edge-colored rooted marked
k-trees (G)nen. We associate the sequence with two functions, v : FOP® — N* and
p: FOYeal = [0,1], which we will refer to as the discrete Stone measure and the Stone
measure of the sequence (strictly speaking, v and p are not measures as they are not
defined on a o-algebra, however, each can be extended to a measure on the o-algebra
formed by Borel sets of Hintikka chains as argued in the next paragraph). If ¢» € FOP!
then (1)) is the limit of the number of vertices u such that T, = ¢ (u), and p(v) is the
limit of (¢, T,). If M is a modeling limit, then it is also possible to speak about its
discrete Stone measure and its Stone measure by setting v(¢) = [{u s.t. M = ¢(u)}|
and p(v) = (1, M) for ¢ € FOe!,

As we have already mentioned, the Stone measure p defined in the previous paragraph
yields a measure on the o-algebra formed by Borel sets of Hintikka chains. This follows
from [35, Theorem 8] but we present a short self-contained argument. Let R be the
ring formed by finite unions of basic sets of Hintikka chains; observe that R consists
of finite unions of disjoint basic sets of Hintikka chains. Let X € R be the union of
disjoint basic sets corresponding to Hintikka formulas 1y, ..., and define pur(X) =
w(ty) + -+ -+ p(yy). Clearly, the mapping pg is additive. Since every countable union
of non-empty pairwise disjoint sets from R that is contained in R is finite, ug is a
premeasure. By Carathéodory’s Extension Theorem, the premeasure ugz extends to a
measure on the o-algebra formed by Borel sets of Hintikka chains. We will also use u to
denote this measure, which is uniquely determined by the Stone measure p; we believe
that no confusion can arise by doing us so.

The following lemma relates first order convergent sequences of 2-edge-colored rooted
marked k-trees and their modeling limits. The proof is analogous to that of [I3, Lemma
7], and it can also be derived from [33, Theorem 36].

Lemma 8. Let (G,,)nen be a first order convergent null-partitioned sequence of 2-edge-
colored rooted marked k-trees with increasing orders and let v and p be its discrete Stone
measure and Stone measure, respectively. If M is a 2-edge-colored rooted k-tree modeling
such that

e the discrete Stone measure of M is v,
e the Stone measure of M is p,

e the r-neighborhood in M \ {c;,i € N} of each vertex in M \ {c¢;,i € N} has zero
measure for every r € N,

then M is a modeling limit of (G,)nen-



4 Composition step

The following theorem is the core result of this paper.

Theorem 9. Fiz a positive integer k. Let (G,)nen be a first order convergent null-
partitioned sequence of 2-edge-colored rooted marked k-trees and let v and u be its discrete
Stone measure and Stone measure, respectively. Then there exists a modeling limit M
such that

e the discrete Stone measure of M is v,
e the Stone measure of M is j,

e the r-neighborhood of each vertex in M \ {c;,i € N} has zero measure for every
r € N, and

e the modeling M satisfies the strong finitary mass transport principle.

Proof. We start by extending the mapping v to Hintikka chains. If ¥ = (1;);en is a
Hintikka chain, then
v(U) = lim v(vy).
11— 00

Observe that the support of the measure p is a subset of v~1(c0). Assume to a contrary
that v(V) = k € N for some W in the support of . Then there exists a d-Hintikka chain
1y such that v(¢y) = k. Hence, there exists ng such that every G,, n > ng, contains
exactly k vertices wy,...,u, such that G, = ¥4(u;) for i € [k]. Since the sequence
(Gn)nen is null-partitioned (in particular, the orders of (G, )nen tend to infinity), it
follows that p(14) = 0. Consequently, the measure of the basic set of Hintikka chains
corresponding to 14 is zero and V¥ is not in the support of pu.

The proof is next split into several steps, each of which we start with a brief title of
the step.

Vertex set. The vertex set of the modeling M that we construct consists of two
sets: V} contains all pairs (U, ) where ¥ is a Hintikka chain such that v(¥) € N and
i € Y(V)], and V, = v~1(o0) x [0,1)?*. Note that the set V} is countable. Also observe
that it contains all vertices interpreting the constants.

A Hintikka chain encodes many properties of a vertex. In particular, it uniquely
determine the Hintikka chains of the i-parent of the vertex for every i € [k], which
we will refer to as the i-parent Hintikka chains. The Hintikka chain also describes the
existence or the non-existence of finite paths consisting only of A-edges for arbitrary
A C [k] between the parents of the vertex. Further, the Hintikka chain determines
whether the vertex is one of the constants or contained in the initial tournament (initial
stands here for initial in the recursive definition of a rooted k-tree). Finally, the Hintikka

10



chain also determines the numbers of its children satisfying a particular local first order
formula. In a slightly informal way, we will be speaking about all these properties as
the properties of the Hintikka chain.

Constants. We now continue with the construction of the modeling M with setting
the constants. For each constant ¢;, there is at most one Hintikka chain ¥ with v(¥) > 0
such that the vertex of U is the constant ¢;. If such a Hintikka chain ¥ exists, then
v(¥) =1 and we set the constant ¢; to be the vertex (¥, 1) € V.

Edges. We next define the edges of the modeling limit M by describing the edges
leading from each vertex of M to its parents. To do so, we fix for every d € [2k] a
measure preserving bijection ¢4 : [0,1) — [0,1)? from [0,1) to [0,1)%.

We first consider the vertices contained in V;. Let (U,m) € V; (note that such
a vertex may be one of the constants). For every ¢ € [k] such that W implies the
existence of an i-parent, we proceed as follows. Let U’ be the i-parent Hintikka chain
of W; observe that W' # W as a rooted k-tree is acyclic. The definition of the discrete
Stone measure and the first order convergence of (G, )nen imply that v(U’) is a non-zero
integer which divides v(W¥). The i-parent of the vertex (¥, m) is the vertex (V' m’) where
m' = [mv(¥')/v(¥)], and the color of the edge from (¥, m) to (¥, m’) is determined
by the Hintikka chain W. This determines all edges between the vertices of V.

Next, consider a vertex (V,hy,nq,...,hg,ng) € Voo and @ € [k]. Since there are at
most k vertices without an ¢-parent, the Hintikka chain ¥ determines that the vertex
has an i-parent; let ¥’ be the Hintikka chain of the i-parent.

Let L be the smallest integer such that the Hintikka chain W implies the existence of
a finite path from (¥, hy,nq, ..., hy,ng) to its i-parent that uses only {1,..., L}-edges;
such an integer L exists since the i-parent is joined by an i-edge to the vertex, i.e., L < i.
We will describe the edge from (¥, hy,nq, ..., hg,ng) € Vi to its i-parent by uniquely
computing the name of the i-parent based on the integer L and a particular path defined
further.

Fix a path P from a vertex (W, hy,ny,...,hg,ng) to the i-parent that uses only
{1,..., L}-edges and subject to all the following conditions. Among all candidates as-
sume that P is chosen to contain the minimum possible number of L-edges and let this
number be ¢;. Subject to P having ¢; L-edges, P has the minimum possible number
of (L — 1)-edges after the last L-edge; let this number be ¢;_;. Subject to P having
the minimum possible number of L-edges and having the minimum possible number
(L — 1)-edges after the last L-edge, the path P has the minimum possible number of
(L — 2)-edges after the last {L — 1, L}-edge; let this number be ¢; 5. The definition of
the path continues until the constraint on the minimum number of 1-edges after the last
{2,..., L}-edge. Note that some ¢; defined above may be zero. We fix the path P for
the rest of the definition of the edge from (W, hq,nq, ..., hy,ng) to its i-parent.

We will call an edge e of P important if e is an j-edge and all {j + 1,..., L}-edges
of P precede e, i.e., the edges of P after e are only {1,...,j}-edges. Observe that
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the number of important edges is equal to ¢ = ¢; + --- 4+ £. Set ¥° = ¥ and define
U/ to be the Hintikka chain of the head of the j-th important edge; in particular,
U’ = W’ Next, let Lo, be the largest j such that v(¥/) = oo (possibly (o, = /)
and observe that v(U7) = oo for every j < ly and v(¥7) € N for every j > (. Set
(R0, Y, ... A nY) = (hi,na,. .., he,ng) and define (b3, nd,... hi,nl) for j =1,... s
recurswely as follows. If the j-th important edge of the path P is an m-edge and each
vertex with the Hintikka chain ¥/ has exactly M € N children joined by an m-edge that
have the same Hintikka chain as the tail of the j-th important edge, then

(hfsnds - Beml) = (G200 ), g (),
hj_1+f mod 1, Mn/~' mod 1,
1 -1 j—1
hmH, Zn-i—l""?hi ).

If the j-th important edge of the path P is an m-edge and each vertex with the Hintikka
chain W/ has infinitely many children joined by an m-edge that have the same Hintikka
chain as the tail of the j-th important edge, then

(hlvnlv o ,hi,ni) = ( 12m—1(n¥n—1>’ ety 22773—21( )
Wyt +V2 mod 1,Gn T (nd ),
hm+1> zn—i}la" h] ! nk )

If £ = {, we set the i-parent of (U, hy,ny,..., hy,ng) to be (W h nt ... hi nb).

If ¢ > (,, we define integers tgoo+1,...,tg as follows. First, we set te+1 to be
|nfey(Wh=t1)| + 1 where m is the integer such that the (/o + 1)-th edge of P is an
m-edge. Next, we recursively define ¢; = [t;_1v(07) /(W] for j = oo + 2,..., L.
Finally, we set the i-parent of (¥, hy,nq, ..., hx,ng) to be (W ¢,).

The color of the edge from (W, hy,ny, ..., hg, ng) to the i-parent is determined by the
Hintikka chain ¥ in either of the two cases (¢ = {, and ¢ > {.,) discussed above. This
concludes the definition of the edge set of the modeling limit M.

Edge consistency. We next verify the following property, which we refer to as edge
consistency. For every vertex w, the following holds: if w’ and w” are the i'-parent and
the ¢’-parent of w, ¢ < i”, respectively, and w” is the i-parent of w’ according to the
Hintikka chain of w, then w” is the i-parent of w’ in M (see Figure [I] for the notation).
Note that this property is not automatically satisfied as the definition of edges from w’
to its parents is independent of the definition of edges from w to its parents. The edge
consistency property in particular guarantees that if the Hintikka chain of w describes
the existence of two different directed paths P and P’ from w to another vertex w’, then
the same vertex of M is reached by following the edges on P and by following the edges
of P'.

12



Figure 1: Notation used in the edge consistency part of the proof of Theorem [9l

We verify the edge consistency property primarily for vertices w contained in V.
The argument for vertices contained in V; is straightforward as any parent (¥, m')
of a vertex w = (¥, m) € V; satisfies that m’ = [my (V') /v(¥)]. Fix a vertex w =
(U, hi,n1,. .., hg,ng) € Voo and integers ¢/ < . Let w’ and w” be the #-parent and the
i"-parent of w, respectively, and suppose that w” is the i-parent of w’. Let P’ and P” be
the paths from the definition of the edges from w to w’ and from w to w”, respectively,
and let @ be the path from the definition of the edge from w’ to w”. We first show that
we can assume without loss of generality that w’ is contained in the path P”. Suppose
that this is not the case and let w; be the last vertex of the path P” that is a child of w’,
and let wy be the next vertex on the path P”. The definition of a rooted k-tree implies
that both wy and w’ are parents of w;. Since w, is not a child of w’, it must be one of
its parents by Proposition @ Suppose that w’ is the i;-parent of w;, ws is the i1o-parent
of wy, and wy is the iy-parent of w’. Observe that i;5 > i; and iy < i19; the second
inequality follows from Proposition 4. Hence, the edge wjws is not important and the
path P” with the edge w;w, replaced with wiw’w, has the same set of important edges;
therefore it can also be used to define the edge from w to w”. The definition of P’ now
implies that we can assume that the part of P” from w to w’ is P’ and the definition of
@ implies that we can assume that the part of P” from w’ to w” is Q. It follows that w”
is the i-parent of w’ as required. Hence, the edge consistency property is established.

We also briefly argue that the modeling M is acyclic, i.e., it does not contain a finite
directed cycle. Again, this is straightforward to verify for vertices in V; as the Hintikka
chain of no vertex reachable from a vertex (¥, m) € V; can be V. Hence, if M has a
directed cycle, then it is comprised by vertices of V., only. Observe that if two vertices
(U, hy,nq, ..., hi,ng) and (W, B, n), ..., k), n}) are joined by a directed path, then there
exists j and m € N such that n =n; +my/2 mod 1 and niy =mn; for j' =j+1,... .k
It follows that M has no directed cycle comprised by vertices of V, only.

Measure and its properties. We next define a probability measure on V; UV,
as follows. Every subset of V; is measurable and its measure is zero. The set V is
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equipped with the product o-algebra and the product measure determined by p and the
uniform (Borel) measure on [0, 1),

We next verify that M is a modeling limit, i.e., all first order definable subsets of M*
for every £ € N are measurable, and has the properties given in the statement of the
theorem. The edge consistency of M implies that, for every Hintikka chain ¥ = (¢)4en,
the vertices u of M such that the d-Hintikka type of w is 14 for all d € N are exactly
the vertices whose first coordinate is W, i.e., vertices (¥,i) € Vy if v(¥) € N and
vertices (W, hy,ny, ..., hg,ng) € Voo if (V) = oo. This implies that every subset of
M defined by a local first order formula v is open and so measurable, and that the
discrete Stone measure and the Stone measure of M are v and pu, respectively. Since
the mappings f(z) := v ++/2 mod 1 and (¢, d € [2k], are invertible measure preserving
transformations and p is the Stone measure of a first order convergent sequence of rooted
2-edge-colored k-trees, one can argue using the way that M was constructed that all first
order definable subsets of M*, k € N, are measurable in the product measure and the
modeling M satisfies the strong finitary mass transport principle. This argument follows
the lines of the analogous argument in the proof of [33, Lemma 40], and so we briefly
sketch the main steps of the argument. We have already argued that every subset of M
defined by a local first order formula 1 is open. Next, the subset of M? given by the
i-th child-parent relation is measurable for every i € [k] because the mappings f and
¢? are invertible measure preserving transformations. Theorem [7 yields that whether a
k-tuple of vertices of M satisfies a particular formula with & variables depends on the
types of the vertices and the configuration formed by them, which can be described by
a finite encoding using the child-parent relations in a measurable way. It follows that
every first order-definable subset of M* is measurable, i.e., M is a modeling limit.

Finally, the modeling M satisfies the strong finitary mass transport principle since
the mappings f(z) := x ++/2 mod 1 and (%, d € [2k] are invertible measure preserving
transformations, and g is the Stone measure of a first order-convergent sequence of
rooted 2-edge-colored k-trees (this is important to translate the bounds on the sizes of
vertex subsets from G, n € N, to M, cf. [33] Lemma 40]).

Residuality. It now remains to verify the third property from the statement of
the theorem. Suppose that there exist a vertex (¥,7) € V; and r € N such that the
r-neighborhood of (¥,7) in M \ {c¢;,7 € N} has a positive measure, say ¢ > 0. Let
U = (¢;)jen. Since v(¥) is finite, there exists 1; such that v(¢;) = m and m € N.
By the definition of a null-partitioned sequence of graphs, there exist integers ny and kg
such that the r-neighborhood of each vertex in T, \ {c1,..., ¢k}, m > ng, contains at
most €|71},|/2m vertices. In particular, this holds for the m vertices satisfying ;. This
implies that the Stone measure of vertices joined to one of the m vertices satisfying 1;
by a (not necessarily directed) path of length at most r that avoids ¢y, . .., ¢, does not
exceed £/2 (note that this property is first order expressible and therefore captured by
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the Stone measure). Hence, the r-neighborhood of (V,7) in M \ {c¢;,i € N} can have
measure at most £/2, contrary to our assumption that its measure is €.

Next, suppose that there exist a vertex (¥, hy,ny, ..., hg,n;) € Voo and an integer
r such that the r-neighborhood of (U, hy,nq, ..., hg,ng) in M \ {¢;,7 € N} has a posi-
tive measure. The r-neighborhood of (U, hy,ny, ..., hi,ng) contains only vertices of Vi,

(otherwise, V; would contain a vertex whose 2r-neighborhood has a positive measure).
However, the definition of the modeling M implies that the penultimate coordinates of
all the vertices in the r-neighborhood of (¥, hy,ny, ..., kg, ny) are h £ +/2i mod 1 for
i = —r,...,+r (here, we use that the r-neighborhood does not contain a vertex from
V). Since the set of all vertices of V,, with the penultimate coordinate equal to h = v/2i
mod 1, ¢ = —r,...,+r, has measure zero, the r-neighborhood of (¥, hy,nq, ..., hg, ng)
in M \ {¢;,7 € N} also has measure zero. O

5 Graphs with bounded tree-width

Theorem [ almost readily yields our main result. For a formal argument, we use the
framework based on interpretation schemes from [35], Sections 6-8], which we now briefly
overview. Let k and A be two signatures where A has £ relational symbols Ry, ..., R, with
arities r1,...,7,. A (first order) interpretation scheme I of A-structures in k-structures
consists of a first order s-formula ®, with one free variable and first order s-formulas
®;, each with r; free variables. If K is a k-structure, then I(K) is the A-structure with
the domain {x € K : ®yg(x)} and R; = {(z1,...,2,,) € K" : Oy(21,...,2,,)}. We say
that the relational symbol R; is interpreted trivially by a relational symbol @ (from the
signature k) if ®;(z,...,z,) = Q(x1,...,2,,). The following lemma from [35] links
modelings of xk-structures and A-structures.

Lemma 10. Let k and A be two signatures and I = {®y, ®q,...} an interpretation
scheme of A-structures in k-structures. Suppose that (Ly)nen s a first order convergent
sequence of \-structures and that there exists a first order convergent sequence (K, )nen of
k-structures such that 1(K,) = L,. If the sequence (K, )nen has a modeling limit M with
a measure p and (®g, M) is positive, then the \-structure I(M) together with the measure
p' defined on the measurable subsets Z of {x € M : ®y(x)} as (/(Z) = p(Z)/{Poy, M) is
a modeling limit for the sequence (Ly)nen-

Moreover, if Kk and \ are extensions of the signature of graphs, the edge relational
symbol from X\ is interpreted trivially by the edge relational symbol from k, and the
modeling M satisfies the strong finitary mass transport principle, then the modeling
I(M) also satisfies the strong finitary mass transport principle.

Fix a positive integer k. Theorem [O and Lemma [§] yield that every first order conver-
gent sequence of 2-edge-colored rooted k-trees has a modeling limit satisfying the strong
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finitary mass transport principle. Let (G, ),en be a first-order convergent sequence of
graphs with tree-width at most k. For n € N each graph G,, can be considered as a
2-edge-colored rooted k-tree (by Proposition B]), where the 2-edge-coloring represents
which edges of the k-tree are edges in G and which not. Hence, Theorem [2] follows im-
mediately from the existence of modeling limits of 2-edge-colored rooted k-tree satisfying
the strong finitary mass transport principle using Lemma [I0l

Theorem 2. Let k be a positive integer. Fvery first-order convergent sequence of graphs
with tree-width at most k has a modeling limit satisfying the strong finitary mass transport
principle.
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