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FINDING PURE NASH EQUILIBRIA IN LARGE RANDOM GAMES
ANDREA COLLEVECCHIO, TUAN-MINH NGUYEN, AND ZIWEN ZHONG

ABSTRACT. Best Response Dynamics (BRD) is a class of strategy updating rules to find Pure Nash
Equilibria (PNE) in a game. At each step, a player is randomly picked and they switches to a
“best response” strategy based on the strategies chosen by others, so that the new strategy profile
maximises their payoff. If no such strategy exists, a different player will be chosen randomly. When
no player wants to change their strategy anymore, the process reaches a PNE and will not deviate
from it. On the other hand, either PNE could not exist, or BRD could be “trapped” within a
subgame that has no PNE. We prove that BRD typically converges to PNE when the game has N
players, each having two actions. Our results are more general and are described as follows. We
study a class of random walks in a random medium on the N-dimensional hypercube. The medium
is determined by a random game with N players, each with two actions available, and i.i.d. payoffs.
The medium contains obstacles that can be of two types. The first type is composed of the PNE of
the game, while the other obstacles are known in the literature as traps or sink equilibria. The class
of processes we analyze includes BRD, simple random walks (SRW) on the hypercube, and many
other nearest neighbour processes. We prove that, with high probability, these processes reach a
PNE before hitting any trap.
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1. INTRODUCTION.

1.1. Motivation. Understanding the “typical” structure of games is paramount to designing algo-
rithms that solve games efficiently, i.e. find Mixed Nash Equilibria (MNE) in a reasonable time. In
this context, an NE is a profile in the set of randomized strategies such that no player, considered
individually, has an incentive to change strategy. A class of MNE is formed by the Pure Nash
Equilibria (PNE), which is on the space of strategies rather than probability measures of strategies.
Whereas a finite game always exhibits MNE, they might contain no PNE. The reader can think of
the familiar Rock-Paper-Scissors game. Although the definitions and properties of mixed strategies
and mixed equilibria are clear, the concept of PNE is “more natural”. It is worth mentioning that
Osborne and Rubinstein discussed the interpretation of mixed equilibria in Section 3.2 of [17] with
two different paragraphs individually signed by the two authors as they could not reach an agree-
ment. Generally, PNE exhibit a stronger epistemic foundation than mixed equilibria. As mentioned
earlier, the main issue of PNE is their existence. In order to understand the typical behaviour of a
game, it is natural to consider what happens in the stochastic case, where the payoffs are random.
We consider the simplest model in which players’ payoffs are identically independent distributed.
It is natural to address the following questions.

e How many PNE does a random game with N players, each having two actions, typically have?
Answers to this question were given in the literature as follows.

(1) [20, 14, 24, 21, 22] focused on the case when the payoffs are atomless, i.e. the probability
that two payoffs are equal, which we denote by «, is equal to zero. In this case the number
of PNE, which we denote by #PNEs converges to a Poisson with mean one.

(2) [3] studied the case where ties are allowed, i.e. o € (0,1). In this case

(#PNEs) — (1 + )V
(1+ a)N/?

converges in distribution to a standard normal. This is used to prove that #PNEs is con-
centrated around (1 + ). For example, consider a win-loose game, where the payoffs are
ii.d. Bernoulli(1/2), with 100 players. In this case a = 1/2, and the number of PNE is
“very close” to (1.5)10.

e How to find PNE? A natural way is to devise iterative procedures that converge to a PNE. For
instance, some adaptive procedures start from a strategy profile and allow a single player (picked at
random) to choose a different strategy. In the case of Best Response Dynamics (BRD), introduced
by Gilboa and Matsui [0, 12], the selected player myopically switches to a “best response” action to
the actions chosen by other players. The new strategy profile corresponding to this best response
gives the highest possible payoff to the player. If no such strategy exists, the player will not move,
and a different player will be chosen at random. The process is either absorbed by PNE if they
exist, or could get stuck on some subgraphs called ‘traps’ or ‘sink equilibria’ (see e.g. [7]). The
following results for random games with N players, each having two actions, were proved in [3].

i. If @« =0, then BRD converges to a PNE conditionally on the existence of the latter, which
holds with probability 1 — e~ + o(1).
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(A) When a = 0 (no ties), (B) When « € (0,1),
#PNEs % Poisson(1). (1+ )~ N2 (#PNEs — (1+ a)V) % N(0,1).

FIGURE 1.

ii. If 0 < a < 2%* — 1 ~ 0.6818, then the BRD converges to a PNE with high probability,
as shown in [3], as there are many PNE, as mentioned above, and there are no traps, i.e.
subgraphs that prevent BRD from reaching PNE, with very high probability.

For a formal definition of PNE, traps and BRD see Section 1.3.
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FIGURE 2. Iterations needed for Best Response Dynamics (red) and Simple Random
Walk (blue) to reach a PNE for N = 15 and a € {0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9}, with 500
trials. The boxes and the whiskers are corresponding to (0.25, 0.75) and (0.05, 0.95)
quantile intervals respectively.

The goal of this paper to fill the gap, and study in detail the case where there is a competition
between PNE and traps. We prove that the process still converges to PNE, for any o € (0,1). Our
result (see Theorem 1.3 below) holds for a large class of nearest neighbor processes. In the proof, we
use a coupling between random games and percolation on hypercubes established in [3] to describe
the geometrical structure of the model.
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The study of random subgraphs of a given graph has been an intensively active field for over
half a century, lying at the intersection of probability theory, statistical physics, combinatorics
and computer science. In the simplest setting, each edge of the graph is considered independently,
retained with probability p, and otherwise deleted. One classical example is the Erdos-Rényi random
graph, and another is bond percolation on Z? (see [10]). The term percolation originates from a
physical interpretation, asking whether the resulting subgraph is sufficiently connected that water
can percolate through it. For this reason, regardless of the form of the original graph, random
subgraph models are often referred to as percolation models. A key feature of such models is the
existence of a critical threshold p = p., such that for p > p. a giant connected component (or
cluster) emerges.

1.2. Further background. The probability that a random two-person game contains a PNE was
first studied for zero-sum games in [9] and for games with i.i.d. payoffs in [3]. The result in [] was
later extended to N—person games with i.i.d. payoffs in [5] and [18]. Moreover, it was shown that
if the distribution of the payoffs does not admit atoms, then the number of PNEs is asymptotically
Poisson(1) when the dimension of the game grows (see, for example, [19, 21, 20]). Much more
difficult to study is the case where the distribution admits atoms. This case was studied in [3],
where the authors obtained a central limit theorem for the number of PNEs, with a description of
the rate of convergence. Other models with a large number of PNEs related to vector payoffs and
common payoffs were investigated in [23] and [21]. It is worth mentioning that the framework of
games with random payoffs was extended to graphical games in [1], in which a graph is defined
whose vertices represent the players of the game and edges correspond to the strategic interaction
between players. The payoff of vertex v depends only on the strategies of v and its neighbours.
The authors in [1] investigated how the structure of the graph affects the existence of PNEs and
studied the convergences to Poisson(1) of the number of PNEs. The relation between the one-shot
deviation property and the stochastic stability of random games having a PNE was established in
[16]. Recently, [1] studied the connection between the dominance solvability of random games and
the iterated elimination of pure-strategy strictly dominated actions required for the convergence to
PNE.

As for the adaptive processes on random games, the behaviour of BRD and better response
dynamics (bRD) on games with i.i.d. atomless payoffs, two players, and a large number of actions
was studied in [2]. In particular, the authors in [2] established that BRD does not converge to
PNE, whereas bRD does whenever at least one PNE exists. More precisely, BRD is absorbed
in a trap of length v/N, where N is the number of actions, with high probability, for N large
enough. Additionally, the behaviour of BRD in random games with correlated payoffs was studied
in [15]. The authors in [15] described a phase transition in the convergence of BRD, in terms of the
correlation parameter of the payoffs.

The case of N players each with two actions available was treated in [3], where the authors proved
that BRD converges whenever o € (0,2%4 — 1) where « is the probability that two payoffs coincide.
In the present paper we show that BRD reaches a PNE before hitting any trap for all « € (0, 1)
and for all large enough games, i.e., when N — co. Our result holds not only for BRD but also for
a large class of processes.



FINDING PURE NASH EQUILIBRIA IN LARGE RANDOM GAMES 5

1.3. Basic concepts from Game Theory. A game I is a triplet (P, (S;)icp, (¢i)icp), where P
is the set of players, S; is the set of strategies of each player ¢ € P and ¢;: S; — R be the payoff
function of player 7.

Let N be a natural number which is not smaller than 2. Set [N] := {1,2,..., N}. We assume
throughout this paper that I' = I'y is a game with N players and each player has exactly two
strategies. More specifically, we set P = [N] and S; = {0, 1} for each i € [N].

Set Vy := 51 X Sy x -+ x Sy ={0,1}¥. An element u € Vy is called strategy profile. For each
i € [N], denote by u(” the strategy profile that differs from u exactly in the action of the i-th player.
A pure Nash equilibrium in a normal form game is a profile of strategies, one for each player, such
that, given the choice of the other players, no player has an incentive to make a different choice. In
other words, deviations from equilibrium are not profitable for any player.

Definition 1.1. A strategy profile u € Vy is called Pure Nash Equilibrium (PNE) of the game
[y if
gi(1) > gi(u®) for all i € [N].

An example with two players is given in Table 1. In this example, the strategy profile (0,0) is a
PNE. We can identify the game’s strategies as the vertices of a hypercube Hy = (V,Ex) where
an edge connects two vertices if they differ in exactly one coordinate. Define the Hamming distance
d: Vy x Vy—{0,1,... N} as

d(u,v) = card(i € [N]: u; # v;),

in which for a set A, we denote by card(A)

the cardinality of A. We write u ~ v to P2 0 1
denote that w and v are neighbours in Hy, P1

i.e., are connected by an edge which is equiv- 0 (0.322,0.412) | (0.469, 0.233)
alent to having Hamming distance one. A 1 (0.214,0.878) | (0.202,0.311)

subset of vertices W C Vy is connected if
for any distinct vertices u,v € W there is a TABLE 1. Representation of a game I'; on {0, 1}>.
path (zg,x1,...,x) such that xg = u, xp =

v and {x;_1,2;} € &y for all i € [k]. The vertex (0,0,...,0) € Vy is denoted by O.

In order to identify PNEs, it is sufficient to know

(0,1,1) (1,1,1) the ranking among the payoffs and not their specific

It ? values. This suggests that it is enough to describe the

(0,1,0) game using a partially oriented hypercube ﬁ(f‘ N),

It ! as follows: to each pair of neighbors u,u® is associ-

\ ated either an oriented edge pointing from u to u¥ if

. gi(u) < gi(u), denoted by (u, u¥), or an unoriented

(1,0,1) edge if gi(u) = g;(u?). In this context, a PNE is a

. . vertex u of H(I'y) which is incident only to edges
(0,0,0) (1,0,0) that are either unoriented or pointing towards wu.

(0,0,1) o

FIGURE 3. Representation of I's on {0,1}3.
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For an oriented subgraph @ of ﬁ(F ~), we denote
by VN(B) and ?N(ég
ented edges of 8 respectively. For a pair of distinct
vertices u,v € VN(B), we say v is accessible from u in g if there is an oriented path (zg, z1, ..., xx)
such that o = u, zx = v and (z;_1,1;) € ?N(B) for all i € [k]. We say G s strongly connected if
every vertex is accessible from every other vertex in that graph.

) the sets of vertices and ori-

A trap is a strongly connected induced oriented subgraph 7' of ﬁ(F ~) with four or more vertices,
such that, for all u € VN(?) and all v ¢ VN(?), we have that v is not accessible from u in ﬁ(FN).
As Hy is a bipartite graph, the smallest cycle of the graph are squares, i.e., cycles of length four.
Fig. 4 shows an example of a game with four players. The subgraph displayed in Fig. 4(A) is a trap
of size six, i.e., the cardinality of its vertex set is six.

13 14 13 14
o———<————o o—————o
10 / 7 10 / 7
11 e———— ° ° ° 11 o——<—— ° ° °
12 o ® 15 12 o e 15
2 e l ® 3 20 T ® 3
S e—<————o ) ) S e—» o ) )
9 4 5 9 4 5
[ ] [ ]
0 1 0 1
() Representation of T'y on {0, 1}* (B) Dual version.
FIGURE 4.

We define a Best Response Dynamic (BRD) process as follows. It is a Markov chain on the
oriented hypercube ﬁ(F ~). It starts from O and jumps to the nearest neighbours until reaching
a PNE. At each step, the process chooses an edge uniformly at random among the ones incident
to the present position and pointing out from it, then the process moves towards that direction.
The process stops when it reaches a PNE. To see an example, the reader can refer to Fig. 3. The
red dots are PNEs of the game. The process starts at 0, and it follows one of the two blue edges,
which share the same probability of being chosen. This is equivalent to picking a player randomly
and asking if they want to change their strategy, upon which they agree only if they would receive
a better payoft.

1.4. Random games. We aim to study random games with /N players, each having two actions,
an i.i.d. payoffs. As mentioned above, our goal is to prove that a large class of random walks in
random media on the hypercube Hy. These processes, which include BRD, converge to a PNE
with a probability quickly converging to 1. Then we appeal to the first Borel-Cantelli lemma to
show that this convergence holds for all large N.
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Consider a probability space (€2, F,P), on which the following sequence of random games is
defined. Let =y be a game with N players, each with two strategies available, and random i.i.d.
payoffs. Formally, for each € Vy, the payoff g;(u) is the realization of a random variable Z*, and

the random variables (Z});c[n],ucvy are ii.d.. We use Z to denote a generic independent copy of

Z* and let o :==P(Z; = Zy) and 5 := (1 — «)/2, where Z; and Z, are i.i.d. copies of Z.

We associate to the random game =y a random partially oriented graph ﬁﬁ = (Vn, ?N) in the
way described in the previous section. In particular, (u, u®) € Ey if and only if Z* < Z*”. The
choices of orientation for each edge in ?N, uniquely determined by a distinct pair of random variables

in (Z)icinjuevy, are independent to each other. We provide a proof to the edge-independent

property of 7—[@ in the Appendix, Lemma 3.7. The set of oriented edges ?N can be seen as a
random medium induced by =y on the unoriented hypercube Hy.

We denote by Z, and N = Z, \ {0} respectively the set of non-negative integers and the set of
natural numbers. Let X™) = (Xt(N))tez . be a discrete-time random walk in the random mediun
induced by =y, in which i}s distribution is defined as follows. The process takes values in Vy. For
each fixed outcome H of ’H]BV, we denote by Pz the conditional probability measure corresponding

to P on the event {ﬁﬁ = ﬁ} The distribution of X*) under P4 is called the quenched law. Let
Hn be the set of all possible outcomes of ﬁjﬁv The distribution of X, which is called the annealed
law, is given by
(V) _ ) 75 _H
(1.1) P(XM e d)= > Py(X™M e AP(HY = H)
ﬁEﬁN

for each Borel measurable subset A of VY.

1.5. Main result. From now on, we assume the quenched law of X™) satisfies the following
conditions.

%
Assumption 1.2. For any fixed outcome ﬁ of HZBV, we assume that under P, the process
X®) is a time-homogeneous Markov chain taking values on Vy such that Pﬁ(XéN) =0)=1

and its transition probabilities satisfy the following conditions. If z is a PNE in ﬁ, then
Pﬁ(Xt(N) =z | X = z) = 1. Otherwise, Pﬁ(Xt(N) ~ XM x™) = 2) = 1 and for each
Yy~
N N —k
Py(X™ =y | X =2) > ;iNT5, a1,
where 0 is the usual Dirac mass, x; and k9 are positive constants which do not depend on N,
x,y and H.

The class of processes described in Assumption 1.2 conti%ns BRD, and both simple random walk
(SRW) on Hx and SRW on the connected _c)omponent of #% containing 0.
Define PNEsy to be the set of PNEs in H%5. Let

™ = inf{t: X" € PNEsy}
be the absorbing time of the process XV to a PNE. Let
¢ = inf{t: XM e VN(}) for some trap F of ﬁﬁ,}
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be the first time the process XV) hits a trap. We note that these random times are not necessarily
stopping times with respect to the natural filtration of the process.

We say that a sequence of events (Ay)y holds with small probability (w.s.p.) if >y P(An) < o0.
We say that (Ayx)y holds with high probability (w.h.p.) if (A% )n holds w.s.p..

Theorem 1.3. Assume that a € (0,1) i.e. B € (0,1/2). Let (X)) be a sequence of processes
such that for each N, the distribution of XN) is given by (1.1) and its quenched law satisfies
Assumption 1.2. Then the sequence of events ({7™) < €M) ysy holds w.h.p., yielding that for
large enough N, the process XW) eventually hits a PNE, almost surely.

Remark 1.1. Theorem 1.3 generalises the result in [3], where the authors proved that BRD converges
to a PNE for 0 < a < 2%/* —1 ~ 0.68, by using different tools. With such a parameter «, it is very
likely to have at least one PNE and no traps, which in turn implies that with high probability, the
best response dynamics converges to a PNE. In contrast, it was shown in [11] that if at each step
the players are not chosen at random, but they follow a fixed deterministic cyclic order, then the
process, called ‘clockwork’” BRD, does not converge to a PNE for either a large number of players
or a large number of strategies. Moreover, [2] studies a two-player game with N actions, and it was
there proved that it is unlikely for BRD to reach a PNE.

1.6. Strategies of the proof. In Section 2, we couple the random oriented hypercube ﬁ]ﬁv with
an i.i.d. bond percolation on Hy, in which the geometry of the latter is well-described in [13]. The
coupling hints that even though there are many traps, the PNEs outnumber them and they are all,
roughly, uniformly distributed on the hypercube. Hence, the process XV is very likely to hit a
PNE rather than a trap.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is presented in Section 3. Our strategy can be roughly described as
follows. We cover the set of absorbing states such that each group of traps and PNEs which are close
to each other within a certain distance will be included in a cover set called cluster. We show in
Lemma 3.3 that the process XV can visit a large number of clusters satisfying a ‘regular’ property.
We next demonstrate in Lemma 3.5 that with high probability these clusters contain PNEs only.
We then establish in Lemma 3.6 a lower bound for the probability that upon a visit to the boundary
of a regular cluster, the process will reach a PNE inside this cluster. The reciprocal of this lower
bound is polynomial in N, but much smaller than the number of regular clusters. Combining the
above-mentioned results, we deduce that with high probability, the process eventually hits a PNE
before hitting any trap.

2. RANDOMLY ORIENTED HYPERCUBE AND BOND PERCOLATION

Denote by the oriented hypercube which has a dual orientation with respect to ’Hﬁ More

B is obtamed from 7—[5 by inverting the directions of the oriented edges in 7—[ and

precisely,
keeplng the unorlented ones still unoriented. The graph % is called the dual graph of 7—[6 Let
EB >~ be the collection of vertices u such that there exists an oriented path in % connectmg 0
to u, i.e. the set of vertices accessible from 0 in %B Define MB’ =Yy \ EB’ In words, MB’

contains all the vertices that are not reachable from 0 in %16\,
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We next define a coupling between the randomly oriented hypercube describing the game and an
i.i.d. bond percolation which was previously mentioned in [3].

Definition 2.1. Fix a parameter 5 € (0,1). Each edge in Hy is open with probability /3
independently of other edges, and is closed otherwise. The random subgraph with vertex set
Vy, obtained by deleting the closed edges, is called (bond) percolation with parameter (.

Recall that we assume § = (1 — «)/2 € (0,1/2] as a € [0,1). Define the process
Q; = {0} and, for each k € N, Qy 1 = QU {v € Q5 : Ju € 9 such that (v,u) € ?N}

Start with a bond percolation on Hy with parameter g that is independent of the random variables
(Z;")ic[N]wevy- Call the resulting graph B;. For every k € N we will update By by changing the
status of some edges at each stage, in such a way that By is still a bond percolation with parameter
S. For each edge e € Ey, we define Byle] the status (open or closed) of edge e in By,. We obtain By
from By, by updating all and only the edges in £y that connect an element of Q; to an element of

0Qy. More precisely, for any u € Qy and any w € 0Qy, with u ~ w, set

open, if (w,u) € &y,

Byi1[u, w] = {

closed, otherwise;
for all other edges e € €y, we have By.1[e] = Bile].

Set By := Byn. We note that BY is not necessarily connected. Let £5° be the set of vertices in
the connected component of the percolation graph BJBV that contains 0. By construction, we notice
that Q,~ is exactly equal to EJBV’O and that

%
(2.1) L0 =Lk

The coupling with percolation mentioned above allows us to give a detailed description of the
geometry of PNEs. Denote by EJBV the set of vertices in the largest connected component of the
percolation BY. The following result strengthens the statement of Proposition 2 in [3].

Lemma 2.2. Assume that o € [0,1), i.e. § € (0,1/2]. There exists a constant 6 € (0,1) such
that -
P(LR # LR°) <oV

%
Proof. Recall from (2.1) that E%O =L ]@0. Hence, it is sufficient to show that there exists a constant
0 € (0,1) such that

(2.2) P(LR # LR°) <oV,

We first consider the case § € (0,1/2). Let M% =Yy \ E%, the fragment of the percolation B]BV.
Fix € > 0 and set

(v =E [card (Mﬁ,)] + e/ N(2(1 = B))N.
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From the proof of Lemma 1 in [3], we have

(2.3) P(L5 # £5°) < C—N + P (card (M5) = Cv) -

Furthermore, in virtue of Theorem 3 and 1nequality (2) in [13], we have that for 5 € (0,1/2),
(2.4) E [card (M]Bvﬂ =(2(1=8)Y(1+O(N(1—B)Y)) and P (card <M]BV) > CN) < 6N,

for some 6 € (0, 1) which depends only on € and f. Combining (2.3) and (2.4), we infer that (2.2)
holds for all 8 € (0,1/2). Similarly as in the proof of Proposition 2 in [3], the case § = 1/2 is
proved by using the fact that EJBV is monotone in f. O

For r € N and v € Vy, set Ball,(v) = {u € Vy : d(u,v) = r}, where we recall that d is the
Hamming distant on Hy. Let
mg = [(—logy(1 - 3))7"].
The following result follows from [13, Proof of Theorem 2(a)] (see also Remark 5 in [3]), with a
slight adjustment which is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 2.3. Fiz § € (0,1/2]. There exist 6 >0 and 0 € (0,1) such that
P (EI v: card <Ball[5m (v) \ %%0> > mﬁ) <oV,

Define
Absoy := {U C Vy: either U = {v} for some v € PNEsy or U = VN(y)
for some trap ? of ﬁﬁ,},
Abso}y = {U C Vy: U € Absoy and card(if) < mg} and Trapy = Absoy \ PNEsy .

Lemma 2.4. Assume that o € (0,1), there exists a constant 6 € (0, 1) such that
e
P(3U € Absoy: UN L5 #0) <0V,

Proof. Assume that there exists U € Absoy such that U N EB O£ (. Bach edge in 7—[ connecting
a vertex of U to one in U¢ is either unoriented or pointing towards . As U N EB O£ (), the vertex
0 is accessible in ’HB from a vertex in U. Hence we must have that 0 € U.

To complete the proof, it is sufficient to show that there exists a constant 6 € (0, 1) such that
(2.5) P(3U € Absoy: 0 € U) < OV.
Fix a small € € (0,1). In virtue of [3, Theorem 2], we have

P(card(PNEsN) (1—¢)(1+ a)N) >1-0Y

for some constant 6 € (0,1) which depends only on € and 5. A PNE is said to be ‘good’ if it is
incident to at least (8 — €)N oriented edges. Using a Cramer-Chernoff bound, we notice that, with
probability at least 1 — 6% there are at least (1 — 2¢)(1 + )" good PNEs. On the event that
there exists an element U € Absoy containing 0, all PNEs in PNEsy \{U/} belong to Vy \ EBO
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<_
Hence, with probability at least 1 — 0V, there exists a good PNE v <t_hat belongs to Vy \ Eﬁ;o.
Hence, v is incident at least (3 — €) N vertices that also belong to Vy \ EJBV’O, which in turns implies
<_
card (Ballw\q (v)\ EJBV’O) > mg. Combining this fact with Lemma 2.3, we obtain (2.5). O

Combining Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 2.5. Fiz « € (0,1).There exists a constant 6 € (0,1) such that
P(AbsoN g Absojv) <oV,

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

3.1. Strong construction of X&), Without loss of generality, we use the following strong con-
struction of the process X™) throughout this section.
Let (X})kenweyy be independent exponential random variables with parameter 1, which are in-

2

%
dependent of (Z;')icin],ucvy- For a fixed outcome ﬁ of H]BV, let (p7(2,9))zyevy be a transition
probability matrix such that if = is not a PNE in H then > yye P (T, y) = 1 and

pg(,y) 2 mINT6,

%
otherwise p (v, 7) = 1. Let XéN) = 0. Assume that for some t € N, Xt(ivl) —wand H?, = H. The
next position of the process is given by
Xi
pg(u,v)
%

It is immediate that conditional on the event {H5 = ﬁ}, the process X(V) = (Xt(N))teZ . above-
constructed is a Markov chain with transition probability matrix (pg(2,y))syevy. Furthermore,

Xt(N) = argmin,,q,

the annealed law of X is given by (1.1) and the quenched law satisfies Assumption 1.2.

3.2. Absorbing states clustering together. Let (1"),cy, be independent exponential random
variables with parameter 1, which are also independent of (§})renvevy and (Z7)ic(n]vevy -

For each element U € Abso},, denote by des(U) one of the vertices in U such that
des(U) = argmin, 1",

i.e. des(Uf) is uniformly chosen among vertices in U. We call des(Uf) the designated vertex of U. Let
D be the set of designated vertices

D :={u € Vy: u=des(Ud) for some U € Abso},}.

For two distinct vertices u = (uy,ug, -+ ,uyn) and v = (vy, Ve, -+ ,vy) We say u is smaller than v
in the lexicographic order if u; < v; for the first j where u; and u; differ. For each vertex u € Vy,
let <, be a order on Vy which is defined as follows. For two distinct vertices z,y € Vy, we denote
x &, y if either d(z,u) < d(y,u) or d(z,u) = d(y,u) and x is smaller than y in the lexicographic
order. Note that for any pair of distinct vertices x and y, we have either x <, y or y <, .

Set

Iy :={u € Vn:d(u,D) <mg—1}.
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Notice that Ty is not necessarily connected but it is partitioned into connected component(s). For
each vertex u € Ily, let V(u) be the connected component of IIy containing u. Let 91,09, ,9;
be the designated vertices in V' (u) which are arranged in the ascending order corresponding to <.
Set

DW= {0, : 1 <k<min{j,mg}} and C(u):={veVy : d(v,D™) < mg — 1}.

We call C(u) the cluster of w.

Definition 3.1. Let ¢¥) be the first time the process X(™) hits a designated vertex, i.e.
o™ = inf{¢: x®M e D}.
We define a new process X = (Xt(N))teZ+ as follows. We set X}N) = Xt(N) for 0 <t < o®)

and at time ¢t > o™ we set

Xt(N) = argmin__ ¢ Xy

t—1
In other words, the process moves like a simple symmetric random walk on H after hitting D.
We call the process X) an eztension of XV,

Note that o) is a stopping time w.r.t. the filtration (Fn)nez, where F,, is generated by (X;)o<i<n
and D. For the sake of simplicity, we use from now on the notations X and X instead of X®¥) and
XM,

FIGURE 5. Every pair of designated vertices (in red) is connected with a dash line if
the Hamming distance between them is less than or equal to 2mg — 2.

We define recursively a sequence of random times (Si)rez, as follows. Set Sy = 0, and let
S) = inf {t > SL_1: Xt elly \ Uf;%C(ij)}

Note that (Sk)ren are stopping times w.r.t. the filtration (ﬁn)nEZ . where F, is generated by
(Xt)lgtgm HN and 'DN _ _

We notice that C(Xg,) # C(Xs,) for all 1 < j <k — 1. Roughly speaking, a new cluster C(X, )
is revealed by the process X at each time S, for k € N.
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Definition 3.2. We say a cluster C(u) is good if d(DNC(u),D \ C(u)) > 2mgz — 1. We define
i ={Sk < o0} N {C()?Sk) is good}.

Note that on _#, the cluster C ()? s,) is a connected component of Iy containing no more than
mg designed vertices. Let

qN ‘= Le(log N)2J :

Lemma 3.3. There exists a constant 6 € (0,1) such that

2(().5) 2 1"

Proof. 1t sufficient to prove that there exists a constant § € (0,1) such that for 1 < k < qy, we
have
k—1

(3.1) P(ﬂ Zin /,;) <oV,
i=1

By Definition 3.1, we notice that the process ()?t) can not be absorbed by any element in Abso}y.
On the event ﬂf:_f i N {Sr = oo} we have either the process is absorbed by an element U €
Abso \ Absok, or D C |Ji~!'C (Xs,). By reason of Corollary 2.5, the former case occurs with prob-
ability not larger than 6% for some constant 6 € (0,1). In the latter case, the number of PNEs is
not larger than 4qu%. By reason of [3, Theorem 2|, this case occurs with probability not larger
than 6. Hence

k-1
(3.2) P (ﬂ Zin{S, = oo}) <oV,

i=1
On the other hand, on the event {Sp < oo} N {C(j(:gk) is not good}, there are more than mg
designated vertices in Ball4m% (Xs,). Hence, by reason of Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4, we infer that

(3.3) P(Sk < 00, C(Xs,) is not good) < V.

Combining (3.2) and (3.3), we obtain (3.1). O
We define

(3.4) By, .= {DNC(Xs,) C PNEsy }.

In the remaining part of the paper, we use Const to denote a generic positive constant that can
vary in different expressions and is allowed to depend on «, but does not depend on N.

Lemma 3.4. Let 0* C Vy be a deterministic subset of vertices such that 1 < card(0*) < mg.
We have

) ) 1+a\*N
P (@ C PNEsy | 0" € D) > 1— Const x 5 ;
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Proof. Denote by {91,05,...0,} the distinct elements of 9*. We have

14+ a\iN m2 1+ a\iN
et (15"
2 2
where in the first inequality of (3.5), we use the following facts:
e The probability that a vertex is a PNE is equal to (”TO‘)N
e Two PNEs could be adjacent, where the edge connecting them must be unoriented. The quantity
a4” is the lower bound for the probability that the edges connecting any j vertices are unoriented.

(3.5) P(d* C PNEsy) > 0/2(

The last inequality of (3.5) follows from th_e> assumption that 1 < j = card(d*) < mg.
Let G(9*) be the subgraph induced by H%, on the vertex set

U T.
T EAbsoy : TNo*#D

Note that an element 7 € Absoj has no more than mg vertices. As j = card(d*) < myg, the
cardinality of all possible outcomes of G(9*) is bounded by N .
To complete the proof, we show that

1+a)jN 3<1+a>(ﬂ'+3)N

(3.6) P(d* C D) < ( + Const x N™

It is immediate that the first quantity appearing in the right-hand side of (3.6) is an upper bound
for the probability that 9* C PNEsy. Let R be a possible outcome of G(0*) that contains at least
one trap in Trapy. We finish the proof by proving that the quantity ((1+ )/ 2)(J+3)N appearing
in the right-hand side of (3.6) is an upper bound for the probability that 9* C D and G(?*) = R.
For 1 <k < j, let Ry be the PNE/Trap in R containing 0. We have

J card(Ry)-N .
1 1 (G+3)N
(3.7) P(G(0*) =R,0" C D) < Const x H (%) < Const x ( ;a> ’ :
k=1

where in the first inequality we use the following facts:

e Each pair R; and Ry can be connected by at most |R;| - | Rx| unoriented edges. Thus each R
can have at most (%) m% unoriented edges connecting one of its vertices to the vertices of the
remaining subgraphs R;, with ¢ # k, which gives a contribution of constant order in (3.7).

e The probability of a fixed trap of size r is bounded by Const x ((1 + «)/2)"™.

In the second inequality, we use the fact that R contains at leat one trap and thus Zizl card(Ry) >
j+3. O

Recall that gy = |e(°2N)’ .

Lemma 3.5. There exists 0 € (0, 1) such that for all N large enough we have that

aN
P (ﬂ %k N /k) Z 1-— qNQN.
k=1
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Proof. Fix k € {1,2,--- qn}. Let 2, := ﬂle HB; N _F;. Assume that P(_Z;, Z;_1) > 0. We first
prove that

1 3N
(3.8) P(#| i @) 21— Const x +O‘) .
There exists a deterministic subset 0* C Vy such that
(3.9) P(C(Xs,)ND =0*, Z, 2p_q) > 0.

Let
W) ={ueVy : du,d)<mg—1} and H(0"):={0" C PNEsy}.

The assumption (3.9) implies that card(d*) < mg and W(9*) is connected. Note that the event
A(0*) adapts the definition %y, to the case C(Xgs,) N D = 0*. Set

(3.10) R (") :{ d(*, D\ ") > 2ms — 1} N {Sk —inf{t € Z, : X, € W)} < oo}.
Notice that
(3.11) {C(Xs,)ND =0} _# = {0* C D} NZ(0Y).

We thus have
P(# | C(Xs,) D =", fi, 2 y) =B(2(2")
=P(2(d)

where in the last identity we use the independence which is justified as follows. For a subset
W CVy,let We={zeW: if y~xthen y € W} be the set of interior vertices of .
e The event (") is determined by the orientation of edges connecting vertices in W (2*)°.
e The event %, (0*)N2;,_1 is determined by (7")vevy\w@+), (X})kenvevy\w (o+)e and the orientation
of edges connecting vertices in Vy \ W (0*)°.

0" C D, A", Zi s )

(3.12)
0" C D).

In virtue of Lemma 3.4, we have

3N
(3.13) P(#() |2 D) > 1 - Const x (+22)"

Combining (3.13) with (3.12), and using the law of total probabilities over 0*, we obtain (3.8).
On the other hand, using independence properties similarly as above, we notice that

(3.14) P( 7 | 241) =P (/k | ﬂ /Z-) .

Combining (3.8), (3.14) and Lemma 3.3, we have

P (ﬁ@k N /k) = ﬁ[@(@k | ey Ze1) P (e | Zii)
k=1 k=1

=P <ﬂ /k) HP(@k | Ik, Di-1)

k=1
> 1 — gn0~
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for some constant 6 € (0,1). This ends the proof of the lemma. O

Let

k
= {Xsp1ms1 €C(Xs,)ND} and % =\ NN 7
=1

Lemma 3.6. There exist positive constants K1 and Ky which does not depends on N such that
for 1 < k < qn, we have
P | BN Fe NG 1) > KN

Proof. Consider a deterministic subset 9* C Vy and a deterministic vertex z; such that d(xy,0*) =
mg — 1 such that

P()?sk = LL’l,C(XSk) ND =0", By, /k,gk—l) > 0.
Recall from (3.10)-(3.11) that {C(Xs,) ND = 0*} N g = {0* C D} N %,(0*), where
Rp(0*) = { d(0*, D\ 0*) > 2my — 1} N {sk —inf{t € Z, : X, € W)} < oo}.

Let 1, %9, ..., ¥m,—1 be deterministic vertices in a shortest path in Hy which connects x; and 0
with z,,, 1 € 0*. We have

P((l’j,l’j+1) € ?N for all 1 S] S mpg — 2 ‘ )ng = xl,C()sz) ND= D*,@k, /kagk‘—l>

= P((l’j,l’j+1) c ?N for all 1 Sj S mg — 2 } Xsk = 1’1,0* Q PNESN,L@k(D*),gk_l)

(3.15)
— P((xj,:ch) € ?N forall1 <j<mg—2 } " C PNESN>
2
mg—2 mg—1
=pme P((Imﬂ—zwmﬂ—l) € CnN ‘ Tmg—1 € PNESN) = H——aﬁ =,

where in the second and the third identities we use the follows facts:

e The orientation of edges on the path (z1,7,--+,2,,,-1) is independent of the event {)?sk =
Il} ﬂ%k(b*) N%._1.
e The orientation of edges on the path (z1,7,--+, %, 2) is independent of the event {0* \

{@m;_, } € PNEsy }
Using (3.15) and Assumption 1.2, we obtain

P(,@fk | )A(:Sk = xlac()ZSQ N D= D*,%k, /Imgk—l)

> IP’()?SH]- =z forall 1 <j<mg—2 } )~(sk = a:l,C(f(sk) ND =0", %, /kﬁ%—l)

> Const x N~ f2™Ms,

The proof ends by using the law of total probabilities over 0* and ;. U
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Recall that gy = Le(logN)2J. In virtue of Lemma 3.5, there exists 6 € (0, 1)
such that

(3.16) P <ﬁ B, N /k) > 1—qno.

k=1

Using Lemma 3.6, we obtain that

aNn
P <ﬂ AN By N /k) < (1— K N~K2)™
k=1
(3.17) < e KuanNTz

The right-hand side of (3.17) is summable. Hence (JI¥, o4 N (IY, B N _Fi, occurs with high
probability. We notice that

aN aN qN k-1 k qN
UananaclJanNan(2n gi=Js%nB.0 sn%,
k=1 k=1 k=1 1 1 k=1

where we recall that ¢, = ﬂle A N HB; N _Z;. 1t follows that with high probability there exists
k € [gn] such that o, N B, N 71, NGy occurs. Recall that o) = inf{t: )?t(N) € D}. Notice that
on the event o7, N BN _7, N9,_1N{Absoy = Absoy }, we have X, = X, forall0 <t < S, +mp—1
and Sy +mg — 1 = @™ =70 < ¢ 1In virtue of Corollary 2.5, we note that, Absoy = Absok
with high probability. Hence 7(V) < ¢®) with high probability. U

APPENDIX.

%
Lemma 3.7. Fach edge in ’H% 1s either unoriented, with probability o, or follows a given
orientation, with probability 5. The state of each edge is independent of the others.

Proof of Lemma 3.7. Fix a subset of edges eq,es,...¢e, € ?N. Denote by u;, v; € Vi the endpoints
of edge e;, where v; = qu ) for some j € [N]. The orientation of e; is determined uniquely by
the two random variables Z]“ and Z;’i, which are disjoint from other edges’ depending random
variables. It suffices to prove that the orientation of e, is independent of the orientation of the
edges {e1,e3...€,-1}, and the result trivially holds as the class of random variables (Z}");c[n]ucvy

KA
are 1.i.d.. (]
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