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Abstract

The frozen Erdős-Rényi random graph is a variant of the standard dynamical Erdős-Rényi
random graph that prevents the creation of the giant component by freezing the evolution of
connected components with a unique cycle. The formation of multicyclic components is forbidden,
and the growth of components with a unique cycle is slowed down, depending on a parameter
p ∈ [0, 1] that quantifies the slowdown. At the time when all connected components of the graph
have a (necessary unique) cycle, the graph is entirely frozen and the process stops. In this paper
we study the fluid limit of the main statistics of this process, that is their functional convergence
as the number of vertices of the graph becomes large and after a proper rescaling, to the solution of
a system of differential equations. Our proofs are based on an adaption of Wormald’s differential
equation method. We also obtain, as a main application, a precise description of the asymptotic
behavior of the first time when the graph is entirely frozen.
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1 Introduction and main results

We study a variant of the standard dynamical Erdős-Rényi random graph which generates a dynamical
random graph with only simple connected components. By simple, we mean either a tree (the number
of edges in the connected component is equal to the number of vertices minus one), or a connected
component with a unique cycle, called a unicycle (the number of edges in the connected component
is equal to the number of vertices). In the standard Erdős-Rényi graph, there is essentially one
non-simple connected component: the giant component, which emerges in the so-called supercritical
phase, the other non-bounded components being simple with high probability. Our variant model in
a sense prevents the creation of the giant component by freezing the evolution of the unicycles. This
model was introduced recently by Contat and Curien [12], motivated by connections with a parking
model on a Cayley tree, and then studied by Viau [33, 34] and Krapivsky [19] in the physics literature.
It is a discrete-time evolving model of graph on n labelled vertices {1, . . . , n} which may be frozen or
not frozen. Its dynamics depends on a parameter p ∈ [0, 1] which slows down the growth of unicycles
in the standard Erdős-Rényi graph and prevents the formation of multicyclic components, that is
with more edges than vertices. We denote this model by(

Fp,n(m),m ∈ Z+
)

and refer to it as the p-frozen model. Its construction proceeds recursively on m ∈ Z+ at follows.
Initially, Fp,n(0) is the graph composed of n isolated and non-frozen vertices. Then at step m, given
Fp,n(m− 1), one of the n(n− 1)/2 possible edges is selected uniformly at random and:

• If the selected edge connects two vertices of trees of Fp,n(m− 1) (this may be two vertices
of a same tree, or of two different trees), then it is added to the graph to form a new
connected component (the other connected components of Fp,n(m− 1) remain unchanged).
If two different trees were involved, this operation produces a new tree and none of its
vertices are frozen. Otherwise it produces a unicycle component and we decide that this
unicycle and its vertices are frozen. This operation gives us a new graph: Fp,n(m).

• If the selected edge connects two vertices of unicycle components of Fp,n(m− 1) (possibly
the same unicycle), then it is discarded and Fp,n(m) = Fp,n(m− 1).

• If the selected edge connects a tree and a unicycle of Fp,n(m − 1), then it is added with
probability p and discarded with probability 1−p. If added, the tree is glued on the unicycle
to form a new, bigger unicycle, whose vertices are all frozen. This gives Fp,n(m).

Recall that the standard Erdős-Rényi graph evolves similarly by selecting at each step an edge uni-
formly among the n(n − 1)/2 possible edges, but then the selected edge is systematically added to
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the current graph. Throughout the paper we will denote by (ERn(m),m ∈ Z+) a version of this
standard model. We emphasize that various other variants of this standard model with different
constraints preventing the formation of components, or destroying components, have been studied,
see for example [9, 20, 27, 28] and the references therein, or [3, 6] for other models of frozen graphs.

Returning to the frozen model, the forest part of Fp,n(m) is its subgraph corresponding to the set of
trees. The gel of Fp,n(m) is the set of all frozen vertices, that is the set of all vertices involved in a
unicycle. A vertex of Fp,n(m) is thus either in the forest or in the gel. We will call total gelation time
the first time when all vertices are frozen: from this time the graph is completely frozen, i.e. it no
longer evolves.

This paper addresses two main questions, namely 1) the existence of a fluid limit, or law of large
numbers, for several statistics of the p-frozen model Fp,n, such as its number of frozen vertices,
discarded edges, trees of a given size, etc., and 2) the asymptotic behavior of its total gelation time
as well as the distribution and extinction of the number of trees of a given size in the neighborhood
of the gelation time. In general, the size of a connected component refers to its number of vertices.

These questions have natural counterparts in the standard Erdős-Rényi graph, respectively the fluid
limit for the size of the largest component and the time needed for the graph to be connected. Both
questions have been deeply studied and it is well-known since the initial works of Erdős and Rényi
[14, 15] that the size of the largest component in a graph with n vertices exhibits a phase transition
when the number of edges approaches n/2. This can be resumed as follows: the largest components of
ERn(m) are of order ln(n) when m/n ∼ t < 1/2 (subcritical regime), of order n2/3 when m/n ∼ 1/2
(critical regime) and there is a unique, giant, component of order n when m/n ∼ t > 1/2 (supercritical
regime), the others being of order at most ln(n). Among their numerous results, Erdős and Rényi
displayed the expression of the fluid limit of the size of the giant component in the supercritical
regime, and proved that it is determined by the unique non-null function gER verifying the following
equation

gER(t) = 1 − e−2tgER(t), t > 1/2.

Since then, the phase transition has been studied extensively. We refer e.g. to [24] for a study of the
subcritical regime, to [2, 17, 21] for the critical regime and the emergence of the giant component,
and to [5, 25, 26, 30] for the supercritical regime and especially for results on the fluctuations around
the fluid limit. For an overview on Erdős-Rényi random graph, one could also refer to the books
[4, 8, 32] which also address the connectedness of the graph. This last issue has been initially raised
by Erdős and Rényi [14] and mostly investigated in the early papers on the subject [14, 15, 30]. Erdős
and Rényi proved that the time needed for the graph to be connected, say AER,n, coincides in the
limit with the vanishing time of isolated vertices, which enabled them to show that

AER,n
n

− ln(n)
2

(d)−→
n→∞

Gu
2 , (1.1)

where Gu denotes a standard Gumbel distribution, P(Gu ≤ x) = e−e−x
, x ∈ R.
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For the frozen model Fp,n a similar phase transition at m/n ∼ 1/2 has been demonstrated in [12] for
p = 1/2 and generalized in [34] for all p ∈ [0, 1]. This will be recalled later in more detail. The aim of
this paper is to understand the effect of the gelation, and the induced slowdowns, in relation to the
standard Erdős-Rényi graph, essentially in the supercritical regime when m ≫ n/2.

Remarks. 1) In the frozen model, when p = 1, the tree components are systematically added to the
gel when the selected edge connects to the gel. There is then an obvious coupling with the standard
Erdős-Rényi model so that the forest part of the frozen model coincides with that of the standard
Erdős-Rényi (and the gel coincides with the set of vertices in components with at least one cycle,
namely the cyclic components, in the standard Erdős-Rényi). So, several results that we will state
below retrieve similar results on the standard Erdős-Rényi.

2) In contrast, the tree components of the frozen model when p = 0 are never added to the gel when
the selected edge connects to the gel.

3) Although there is no obvious monotonicity of the gel size in the parameter p ∈ [0, 1], there is also
an obvious coupling, for each p, so that the gel of the p-frozen model is included in the set of vertices
in cyclic components of the standard Erdős-Rényi model: the gel process in F1,n is thus stochastically
larger than the gel process in Fp,n, whatever p ∈ [0, 1].

We present our main results in the three forthcoming subsections, focussing in this paper on the case

p ∈ (0, 1].

This is implicit in all statements. The case p = 0, where unicycles become unattractive as soon
as they are created, shows partially different behavior and requires an adapted approach, although
several of our intermediate steps for the implementation of the main results are still valid for p = 0.
We discuss the expected results and open questions on this case in Section 7.

Notation. We will use the following notation throughout the paper, for m ∈ Z+:

- Gp,n(m) is the size of the gel at time m, that is the number of frozen vertices

- Dp,n(m) is the number of discarded edges at time m

- Vp,n(m) is the number of vertices in the forest part of Fp,n(m)

- Ep,n(m) is the number of edges in the forest part of Fp,n(m)

- N (k)
p,n(m) is the number of trees of size k in Fp,n(m), k ∈ N.

Note the following obvious relations, which we will regularly use to pass from one quantity to the
other,

Vp,n(m) +Gp,n(m) = n and Ep,n(m) +Gp,n(m) +Dp,n(m) = m. (1.2)
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Of course, for n fixed, the processes Gp,n and Dp,n are non-decreasing. Note also the trivial bound
Gp,n(m) ≤ min(m,n).

Remark. As usual in dynamical random graph models, it may be easier in some situations to work
with a continuous version of the model. In Section 5 we introduce a Poissonized counterpart of Fp,n.
This will be useful for studying the total gelation time. In this introduction the main results are
stated on the discrete model, their continuous counterparts will be given in the core of the paper.

Remark. Krapivsky’s paper [19] has related interests and was published in the physics literature
while we were working on this project. He obtained, via a more intuitive approach, the expression
and some properties of the fluid limits of the gel, of the number of trees of size k ≥ 1 and of the
average number of unicycles of size k ≥ 1, by identifying the differential equations there are solutions
to. He also develops heuristics for the total gelation time. Our paper confirms and completes his
predictions.

1.1 Fluid limit of the gel

We start by defining the function that will describe the fluid limit of the gel (size) Gp,n. An equivalent
definition, as a solution to a differential equation, is given in Section 3.

Definition 1.1. We call gel mass function the function gp : [0,∞) → [0, 1) which is null on [0, 1/2]
and defined on [1/2,∞) as the inverse of the function fp : [0, 1) → [1/2,∞) given for t ∈ [0, 1) by

fp(t) = 1
2 + t

2p

∫ 1

0

u
1
p

1 − tu
du = 1

2

∞∑
n=0

tn

1 + pn
.

Note that fp is decreasing in p and so gp is increasing in p. This monotonicity was a priori not obvious
since there is no stochastic monotonicity in p 7→ Gp,n(m). However, as already observed, the gel size
Gp,n(m) is stochastically smaller (whatever p) than the total number of vertices involved in cyclic
components at time m of the standard Erdős-Rényi graph, which is distributed as G1,n(m). So the
bound gp ≤ g1 was predictable.

We will work in detail on the function gp in Section 3, but already emphasize here that gp is infinitely
differentiable on (1/2,∞), gp(1/2) = 0, g′

p(1/2+) = 2(1 + p) and gp(t) = 1 − e−2pt + o
(
e−2pt) as

t → ∞. When p = 1, the inverse function f1 is particularly simple

f1(s) = − ln(1 − s)
2s , s ∈ [0, 1),

and we see that the gel mass function g1 is indeed equal to the fluid limit gER of the giant component
in the classical Erdős-Rényi random graph.
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We introduce simultaneously the function dp : [0,∞) → [0, 1) defined by

dp(t) = t− gp(t) − t(1 − gp(t))2. (1.3)

Note that dp(t) = 0 for t ∈ [0, 1/2], dp(1/2+) = 0 and dp(t) ∼ t− 1 +O(e−2pt) when t → ∞.

Our main result expresses the scaling limit of the processes Gp,n and Dp,n in terms of these deter-
ministic functions. All other results of the paper rely on this one.

Theorem 1.2. As n → ∞, for the topology of uniform convergence on compacts,((
Gp,n(⌊nt⌋)

n
,
Dp,n(⌊nt⌋)

n

)
, t ≥ 0

)
P−→

((
gp(t), dp(t)

)
, t ≥ 0

)
.

(a) The functions g1 (blue) and g1/2 (red) (b) The functions d1 (blue) and d1/2 (red)

Remark. When t < 1/2, the limits gp(t) and dp(t) are null. The phase transition at t = 1/2 for
the frozen model Fp,n was revealed by Contat and Curien [12] (generalized in [34] for p ̸= 1/2).
They proved that, as for the Erdős-Rényi graph, the sizes of the connected components of the frozen
model behave in n2/3 when m is of order n/2, as well as the size of the gel, and more precisely
that appropriately rescaled in the critical window ⌊n/2 + λn2/3⌋, λ ∈ R, the connected components
converge, as a process in the variable λ, to a frozen multiplicative coalescent, generalizing thus the
well-known result of Aldous [2] for the standard Erdős-Rényi model. This is completed by the paper
[33], which studies the behavior of the gel at the exit of the critical window. Theorem 1.2 therefore
completes these results by describing the asymptotics in the supercritical regime t > 1/2. Note that
for p = 1, it gives the functional convergence of the rescaled number of vertices in cyclic components
of the standard Erdős-Rényi graph towards the function gER.

A word on the proof. The approximation of trajectories of random processes by solutions to dif-
ferential equations has been deeply studied. See e.g. Darling and Norris’s survey [13] for background
and references. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is based on the so-called differential equation method as
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developed by Wormald [36, 37] for discrete-time processes (notably related to combinatorial struc-
tures) whose jumps are not too big and well approximated by sufficiently smooth functions. The
implementation of this method will not be trivial here because the differential equations involving the
limit functions gp and dp (see (E(0)), (Ẽ(0)) in Section 3) are not smooth enough around the critical
time t = 1/2 to apply the method as is. Bypassing this flaw will require a detailed technical work
based on approximations of the differential equations, which will be undertaken in Section 4. We
also emphasize that to obtain the fluid limit of Gp,n via this approach, we really need to consider the
two-dimensional process (Gp,n, Dp,n) and apply the method to this bivariate process. The reason is
that the expectation of the jump of Gp,n at time m given the past of the process (Gp,n, Dp,n) until
then depends both on (and only on) Gp,n(m) and Dp,n(m).

At the heart of our approach there is a useful connection between the frozen Erdős-Rényi model and
uniform random forests: conditionally on its number of vertices and edges at a given time, the forest
part of the frozen model is a uniform random forest. This was highlighted by Contat and Curien
[12] in the case p = 1/2, generalized without difficulty in [34] to any p ∈ [0, 1], and called the free
forest property. Let us state it formally and denote, for N ∈ N and M ∈ Z+, by W(N,M) the set of
unrooted unordered forests with N labeled vertices {1, . . . , N} and M edges (hence N −M trees).

Proposition 1.3 (Free forest property, [12],[34]). For any n ∈ N,m ∈ Z+, conditionally on Gp,n(m)
and Dp,n(m), the forest part of Fp,n(m) is uniformly distributed over W (Vp,n(m), Ep,n(m)) when
Vp,n(m) ≥ 1.

This property will be crucial at different steps of our study.

Further results. To complete the results of Theorem 1.2 and those of [12] and [34] in the critical
window, we note that when t < 1/2, the gel Gp,n(⌊nt⌋) is bounded in probability:

Proposition 1.4. For all t < 1/2, Gp,n(⌊nt⌋) = OP(1).

Indeed, as previously mentioned, Gp,n(⌊nt⌋) is stochastically smaller than the total number of vertices
involved in cyclic components at time ⌊nt⌋ of the standard Erdős-Rényi random graph, and it is known
that for t < 1/2 this number converges in distribution as n → ∞ (see e.g. Theorem 5 of [24]; in
fact this theorem states the convergence in distribution of the total number of vertices involved in
unicycles, but jointly with the well-known fact that at time t < 1/2 the number of vertices which are
not involved in trees or unicycles converges in probability to 0, this gives the result).

Let us also emphasize the following corollary of Theorem 1.2, which identifies the asymptotic distri-
bution of the first time a which a given vertex is frozen. It follows from the fact that the probability
that a given vertex is frozen at time ⌊nt⌋ is equal, by exchangeability, to E[Gp,n(⌊nt⌋)]/n.

Corollary 1.5. Let τ∗
p,n be the time at which the vertex 1 is frozen in the p-frozen model, p ∈ (0, 1].

Then,
τ∗
p,n

n

(d)−→
n→∞

Xp,
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where Xp is a random variable with cumulative distribution function gp.

Other consequences of Theorem 1.2 are developed in the next two sections.

1.2 Fluid limit of the forest

With the relations (1.2), the asymptotics of the number of vertices Vp,n and edges Ep,n of the forest
part of the graph Fp,n follow directly from Theorem 1.2, as well as that of the ratio

Rp,n(m) := Ep,n(m)
Vp,n(m) , m ∈ Z+,

where we use the convention 0/0 = 0. Recalling the free forest property of Proposition 1.3, this ratio
is a major source of information since there is also a phase transition for uniform random forests
depending on the position of the ratio relative to 1/2, see Britikov [11] and Luczak-Pittel [22] (their
results are summarized in Section 2). This point will e.g. lead to the forthcoming Corollary 1.7.

We complete these asymptotics with the behavior of the number of trees of a given size. In that aim,
consider the functions tp,k : [0,∞) → [0, 1), k ∈ N, defined for t ≥ 0 by

tp,k(t) = kk−2

k! (2t)k−1 (1 − gp(t))k e−2kt(1−gp(t)). (1.4)

We emphasize that for each fixed t ≥ 0, the weights

k · tp,k(t)
1 − gp(t)

, k ≥ 1

are those of a Borel distribution of parameter 2t(1 − gp(t)) ∈ [0, 1], see the Appendix A.1 for back-
ground. Such a distribution is, among other things, the distribution of the total progeny of a sub-
critical Galton-Watson tree with Poisson offspring distribution with mean 2t(1 − gp(t)). Based on
Theorem 1.2, we obtain:

Theorem 1.6. As n → ∞, for the topology of uniform convergence on compacts,((
Vp,n(⌊nt⌋)

n
,
Ep,n(⌊nt⌋)

n
,Rp,n(⌊nt⌋)

)
, t ≥ 0

)
P−→

(
(vp(t), ep(t), rp(t)), t ≥ 0

)
where

vp(t) = 1 − gp(t); ep(t) = t(1 − gp(t))2; rp(t) = t(1 − gp(t)).

Moreover, ((
k ·N (k)

p,n(⌊nt⌋)
n

)
k≥1

)
, t ≥ 0

)
P−→

((
k · tp,k(t)

)
k≥1

)
, t ≥ 0

)
for the usual norm ∥x∥1 :=

∑
k≥1 |xk| on ℓ1, the space of summable sequences.
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(a) The functions e1 (blue) and e1/2 (red) (b) The functions r1 (blue) and r1/2 (red)

Some properties of the functions vp, ep, rp and tp,k will be highlighted in Section 3, in connection with
the functions gp and dp. For example, their right-derivative at t = 1/2 are respectively e′

p(1/2+) =
−1 − 2p and r′

p(1/2+) = −p. We will also see that the ratio rp is increasing on (0, 1/2], decreasing on
[1/2, 1), with a maximum equals to 1/2 reached at t = 1/2 (whatever p ∈ (0, 1]). In particular,

rp(t) < 1/2 for t ̸= 1/2.

This means that for t ̸= 1/2 the forest part of the graph Fp,n is in a subcritical regime. For p = 1, this
is related to the facts that the complement of the giant in the standard Erdős-Rényi graph behaves
as a standard Erdős-Rényi graph conditioned to have connected components smaller than the initial
giant, and that t(1 − gER(t)) < 1/2 for t ̸= 1/2. For general p ∈ (0, 1], this subcriticality leads to:

Corollary 1.7 (Largest trees). Let #T (i)
p,n(m) be the size of the i-th largest tree in Fp,n(m). Then for

all i ∈ N:

1) When t < 1/2,
#T (i)

p,n(⌊nt⌋)
ln(n)

P−→
n→∞

1
2t− 1 − ln(2t) .

2) When t > 1/2,

#T (i)
p,n(⌊nt⌋)
ln(n)

P−→
n→∞

1
2t(1 − gp(t)) − 1 − ln(2t(1 − gp(t)))

.

Informally, we have therefore, for large n,

#T (i)
p,n(⌊nt⌋) ≈

t→0

ln(n)
| ln(t)| , while #T (i)

p,n(⌊nt⌋) ≈
t→∞

ln(n)
2pt .
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Remark. To complete the above corollary, let us state the results of [12] and [34] in the critical
window a little more precisely: if we let #U (i)

p,n(m) be the size of the i-th largest unicycle in Fp,n(m),
then the process of couple of sequences#T (i)

p,n(⌊n2 + λn2/3⌋)
n2/3


i≥1

,

#U (i)
p,n(⌊n2 + λn2/3⌋)

n2/3


i≥1

 , λ ∈ R


has a limit in distribution in ℓ2 × ℓ1 towards a frozen multiplicative coalescent.

We finish this section with a corollary on the geometry of a typical tree.

Corollary 1.8 (Typical tree). Let CC∗
p,n(m) denote the connected component of Fp,n(m) containing

the vertex 1, with vertices relabeled in increasing order from 1 to #CC∗
p,n(m). Then,

CC∗
p,n(⌊nt⌋) | CC∗

p,n(⌊nt⌋) is a tree (d)−→
n→∞

GWPoi(2t(1−gp(t))),

where GWPoi(2t(1−gp(t))) designs a Galton-Watson tree whose offspring distribution is Poisson with
mean 2t(1 − gp(t)), equipped with uniform random labels from 1 to #GWPoi2(1−gp(t)) on its vertices,
and where the original order is forgotten, as well as the root. In a related way,

P
(
CC∗

p,n(⌊nt⌋) is a tree of size k
) (d)−→

n→∞
k · tp,k(t).

As already mentioned, the function t 7→ 2t(1 − gp(t)) = 2rp(t) is increasing on (0, 1/2], decreasing
on [1/2, 1), with a maximum equal to 1 reached at t = 1/2. The Galton-Watson tree appearing in
the limit above is therefore subcritical for t ̸= 1/2 and critical for t = 1/2. When t ∈ (0, 1/2], since
gp(t) = 0, it is simply a Galton-Watson tree with a Poisson offspring distribution with mean 2t.

1.3 Total gelation time and vicinity

Theorem 1.2 also leads us to a precise asymptotic for the first time at which the n vertices of Fp,n are
all frozen, as well as related quantities. We call this time the absorption time or total gelation time
and denote it by

Ap,n := inf
{
m ≥ 0 : Gp,n(m) = n

}
.

Similarly to what happens in the standard Erdős-Rényi model for the first time at which the graph
is connected, we will see that Ap,n is identical, with high probability, to the first time at which there
are no more isolated vertices in the process. This is explained by the fact that larger trees aggregate
more quickly to the gel and so disappear earlier. If we let A(k)

p,n denote the last time at which there
are some trees of size k ∈ N in the process and A

(k+)
p,n the last time at which there are some trees of

size larger or equal to k ∈ N (so that A(1+)
p,n = Ap,n), we will see that for n large

Ap,n ≈ A(1)
p,n ≈ n lnn

2p

11



and more generally that

A(k+)
p,n ≈ A(k)

p,n ≈ n

2 ·
( ln(n)

kp
+ (k − 1)

kp
· ln

( ln(n)
kp

))
.

In the following we set
t(k)
p,n = ln(n)

kp
+ (k − 1)

kp
· ln

( ln(n)
kp

)
, (1.5)

and, to describe precisely the above asymptotics, introduce the following notation:

- γE is Euler’s constant

- ψ is the digamma function, that is ψ(x) = Γ′(x)
Γ(x) , x > 0, with Γ the gamma function

- Gu is a standard Gumbel random variable, that is with cumulative distribution function e−e−x ,
x ∈ R.

We emphasize that the function p ∈ (0, 1] → ψ(1/p) + γE is decreasing, equal to 0 when p = 1 and
to 1 when p = 1/2, and that ψ(1/p) + γE ∼ − ln p when p → 0.

Theorem 1.9. For all k ∈ N, as n → ∞,

P
(
A(k+)
p,n = A(k)

p,n

)
−→
n→∞

1

and
A

(k+)
p,n

n
− t(k)

p,n

2
(d)−→
n→∞

Gu
2kp − ψ(1/p) + γE

2p + ln(kk−2/k!)
2kp .

In particular, the absorption time Ap,n behaves as
Ap,n
n

− ln(n)
2p

(d)−→
n→∞

Gu
2p − ψ(1/p) + γE

2p .

The proof of Theorem 1.9 uses a continuous version of the p-frozen model. In this continuous frame-
work, we obtain exact expressions of the factorial moments of the total number of vertices involved
in a tree of size k ∈ N at any time t ≥ 0, which depend on the (continuous version of the) gel process
Gp,n. Theorem 1.2 will then give their asymptotic behaviors. As an intermediate and complementary
result to Theorem 1.9, we obtain via this approach the behavior in distribution of the number of trees
of size k around the threshold times n · t(k)

p,n/2. More precisely, if we let N (k)
p,n
(⌊
n ·
(
t(k)
p,n + c

)
/2
⌋)

be the
number of trees of size k at time

⌊
n
(
t(k)
p,n + c

)
/2
⌋
, for c ∈ R, in the discrete model Fp,n, one then has:

Proposition 1.10. For all k ∈ N and all c ∈ R

N (k)
p,n

(⌊
n

2 ·
(
t(k)
p,n + c

)⌋) (d)−→
n→∞

P
(
kk−2e−kpce−k(ψ(1/p)+γE)

k!

)
,

where the notation P(λ) refers to a Poisson distribution with expectation λ > 0.

Additionally, each positive moment of N (k)
p,n
(⌊
n ·
(
t(k)
p,n + c

)
/2
⌋)

converges to the corresponding moment
of the Poisson distribution.
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Remark. When p = 1, using that the forest part of the frozen model is distributed as the forest
part of the standard Erdős-Rényi graph, Proposition 1.10 recovers a result by Erdős and Rényi [15]
for the number of trees of size k in their model. When k = 1 this result is well known, but the cases
k ≥ 2 are perhaps less known. Regarding Theorem 1.9 again when p = 1, the case k = 1 corresponds
to the asymptotic behavior of the connectedness time AER,n in the standard Erdős-Rényi graph and
retrieves (1.1). We are not aware if similar counterparts when k ≥ 2 were investigated for the standard
Erdős-Rényi model. In any case, Theorem 1.9 gives the asymptotics for this model of the last time
at which there are some trees of size k (say A(k)

ER,n), and the last time at which there are some trees
of size larger or equal to k (say A(k+)

ER,n), with P
(
A

(k+)
ER,n = A

(k)
ER,n

)
→

n→∞
1 and

A
(k+)
ER,n
n

−
t(k)
1,n
2

(d)−→
n→∞

Gu
2k + ln(kk−2/k!)

2k .

1.4 Organization of the paper

In Section 2, the connections of the model Fp,n with uniform random forests are used to obtain
asymptotics on the jumps of the processes Gp,n and Dp,n, which are preliminary results needed
to establish the fluid limit results. Some properties of the functions gp, dp, vp, ep and rp are then
highlighted in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to the proofs of the fluid limit results, Theorem 1.2 and
Theorem 1.6, as well as Corollary 1.7 and Corollary 1.8. A continuous, Poissonized, version of the
model is introduced and studied in Section 5. It is used in Section 6 to prove continuous counterparts
of Theorem 1.9 and Proposition 1.10, and then these results themselves. Finally, in Section 7, we
discuss the case p = 0 and some open questions concerning the sizes of unicycle components in the
supercritical regime, for any p. The paper ends with an Appendix A recalling background on the
Borel-Tanner distribution and Wormald’s result on the differential equation method which we will
use for the proofs of the fluid limit.

2 Frozen Erdős-Rényi and uniform random forests

As stated in Proposition 1.3, it turns out that conditionally on its number of vertices Vp,n(m) and
edges Ep,n(m), the forest part of the frozen model Fp,n(m) is a uniform random forest. This property
is crucial for our study. We develop here several consequences.

A main point concerns the expressions of the distribution of the jumps of the processes Gp,n and Dp,n

at time m, given their history until then. This will be fondamental to implement the results on the
fluid limit. We use in the following proposition and throughout the paper the notation

∆Gp,n(m) = Gp,n(m+ 1) −Gp,n(m),

and similarly for Dp,n, to denote the increments of these processes, and let (Fp,n(m),m ≥ 1) design
the filtration generated by (Gp,n, Dp,n), or equivalently (Vp,n, Ep,n) recalling the relations (1.2). Recall

13



also that for N ∈ N and M ∈ Z+, with M ≤ N − 1, W(N,M) denotes the set of unrooted unordered
forests with N labeled vertices {1, . . . , N} and M edges.

Proposition 2.1. For every n ∈ N, m ∈ Z+ and k ∈ J1;Ep,n(m) + 1K,

P (∆Gp,n(m) = k | Fp,n(m))

=
(
Vp,n(m)

k

)
· kk−2 · #W(Vp,n(m) − k,Ep,n(m) − k + 1)

#W(Vp,n(m), Ep,n(m)) ·
(
k(k − 1) + 2pkGp,n(m)

n(n− 1)

)
,

with the conventions #W(0, 0) = 1, #W(N,N) = 0 for any N ∈ N, #W(−1, 0) = 0, and

P (∆Dp,n(m) = 1 | Fp,n(m)) = 2(1 − p) · Gp,n(m)(n−Gp,n(m))
n(n− 1) + Gp,n(m)(Gp,n(m) − 1)

n(n− 1) .

Proof. Given that a tree of size k is a connected component of Fp,n(m), it will freeze at time m+ 1

- either if the edge selected at time m+ 1 involves two vertices of that tree, which happens with
probability k(k−1)

n(n−1)

- or if the edge selected at time m + 1 involves a vertex of the tree and a vertex of the freezer
and is retained, which happens with probability p · 2kGp,n(m)

n(n−1) .

Next, with a set of Vp,n(m) ≥ 1 vertices, one can build for k ≤ Vp,n(m)(
Vp,n(m)

k

)
· kk−2 different trees of size k

(recall Cayley’s formula: there are kk−2 different trees on a fixed set of k vertices). And since the
forest part of Fp,n(m), conditionally on Fp,n(m), is a uniform random forest with Vp,n(m) vertices
and Ep,n(m) edges, the probability that a given tree of size k ≤ Ep,n(m) + 1, k ≥ 1, belongs to this
forest is

#W(Vp,n(m) − k,Ep,n(m) − k + 1)
#W(Vp,n(m), Ep,n(m)) ,

with the conventions of the statement when Ep,n(m) = Vp,n(m) − 1 or Ep,n(m) = Vp,n(m) = 0.
Gathering these remarks gives the stated expression of P (∆Gp,n(m) = k | Fp,n(m)).

Regarding Dp,n, simply note that the edge selected at time m+ 1 is discarded

- either if it involves two vertices of the freezer of Fp,n(m), which, conditionally on Fp,n(m),
happens with probability Gp,n(m)(Gp,n(m)−1)

n(n−1)

- or if it involves a vertex of the forest and a vertex of the freezer and it is not retained, which,
conditionally on Fp,n(m), happens with probability (1 − p) · 2 · Gp,n(m)(n−Gp,n(m))

n(n−1) .
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In the rest of the section we recall some background on uniform random forests (Section 2.1) in order
to evaluate the asymptotics for n large of the above conditional distributions (Section 2.2) and to get
estimates on the largest jump of Gp,n (Section 2.3).

2.1 Background on uniform random forests

We gather here the information we need on the enumeration of uniform random forests, following
Kolchin [18] and Britikov [11], and on the sizes of the largest connected components of the forest,
following Luczak-Pittel [22] and Bernikovich-Pavlov [7]. A key point is that the sizes of the connected
components of a uniform random forest can be interpreted as the increments of a conditioned random
walk. For x ∈ (0, e−1] consider the probability measure

µx(k) = kk−2

k! · xk

T (x) , k ≥ 1, with T (x) =
∑
k≥1

kk−2

k! xk. (2.1)

Setting x = θe−θ with θ ∈ (0, 1], one checks that T (x) = θ − θ2/2 , that the expectation of µx is
2/(2 − θ) and its variance 2θ/(1 − θ)(2 − θ)2 (see e.g. Lemma A.3 in the Appendix).

The following result dates back at least to Kolchin [18] and Britikov [11] and was formulated as is by
Contat-Curien [12].

Proposition 2.2 ([18],[11],[12]). Let N ∈ N, M ∈ Z+ with M ≤ N − 1 and for x ∈ (0, e−1],(
S

(x)
i : 0 ≤ i ≤ N −M

)
be a random walk with i.i.d. increments of law µx, started from S

(x)
0 = 0.

1) Whatever x ∈ (0, e−1], the cardinal of W(N,M) is given by

#W(N,M) = N !
(N −M)! · T (x)N−M

xN
· P
(
S

(x)
N−M = N

)
.

2) If W (N,M) is a uniform random forest of W(N,M) and C1, . . . , CN−M denote the sizes of
its connected components indexed in a uniform random order, then, whatever x ∈ (0, e−1],
the vector (C1, ..., CN−M ) has the same law as the increments of

(
S

(x)
i : 0 ≤ i ≤ N − M

)
conditioned on S

(x)
N−M = N . Moreover, conditionally on their sizes, the connected components

are independent uniform Cayley trees.

Britikov [11] used the first point to estimate the asymptotic of #W(N,M) in different regimes, using
for each of them an appropriate value of x (depending possibly on N,M) to obtain relevant estimates.
The case x = e−1 is of particular interest in the critical regime: the resulting measure µe−1 is then
heavy-tailed, in the domain of attraction of a 3/2-stable law, with µe−1(k) ∼

√
2
πk

−5/2 as k → ∞,
and its expectation is equal to 2. Let

p1(x) = 1
π

∫ ∞

0
e− 2

3 t
3/2 cos

(
xt+ 2

3 t
3/2
)

dt

be the density of the corresponding 3/2-stable law. Britikov’s result reads as follows.
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Proposition 2.3 (Britikov [11]). Let ω = (2M −N)/N2/3, with N ∈ N, M ∈ Z+, M ≤ N − 1.

1) (Subcritical regime) When ω → −∞,

#W(N,M) = (1 + o(1)) · N2M

2MM ! ·
(

1 − 2M
N

)1/2
.

2) (Near-critical regime) When N → ∞ and ω is bounded,

#W(N,M) = (1 + o(1)) · NN−1/6

2N−M (N −M)! ·
√

2π · p1 (ω) .

3) (Supercritical regime) When ω → ∞,

#W(N,M) = (1 + o(1)) · NN−2

2N−M−1(N −M − 1)! ·
(2M
N

− 1
)−5/2

.

Note that ω → −∞ or ω → ∞ implies N → ∞.

Using these estimates, Luczak and Pittel [22] studied the asymptotics of the largest components of
uniform random forests in each of the three regimes, showing similar, yet different, behaviors to
the Erdős-Rényi graph: a phase transition occurs according to whether M/N < 1/2 (with largests
components of order ln(N)), M/N ∼ 1/2 (with largests components of order N2/3) and N/M > 1/2
(where a giant component emerges); however in the supercritical regime, removing the giant tree
results in a critical random forest, whereas removing the giant component in the Erdős-Rényi graph
gives a subcritical Erdős-Rényi graph. We specify some of Luczak and Pittel’s results in the subcritical
regime – which themselves are based on results of Erdős and Rényi [15] in the subcritical regime of
their model – as we shall need them later.

Proposition 2.4 (Luczak-Pittel [22], Theorem 3.1 (ii)). For i ∈ N, let Li(N,M) denote the size of the
i-th largest tree in a uniform random forest with N vertices and M edges. Then, when

(
N,M/N

)
→

(∞, c), with c ∈ (0, 1/2),
Li(N,M)

ln(N)
P−→ 1

2c− 1 − ln(2c) .

2.2 Asymptotics of expected conditional jumps

Combining Proposition 2.3 with Proposition 2.1 gives the asymptotics of Corollary 2.5 below. In this
statement, we specify the variable of the Landau notation o(1) by writing ol(1) for a (deterministic)
quantity that vanishes as l is large (this function may differ in each assertion) . Also, for all n ∈
N,m ∈ Z+ such that Vp,n(m) ≥ 1 and all k ∈ N, k < Vp,n(m), we set

Ωp,n(m) = 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m)
(Vp,n(m))2/3 , Ω(k)

p,n(m) = 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) − k + 2
(Vp,n(m) − k)2/3

and Ωp,n(m) = 0 when Vp,n(m) = 0, Ω(k)
p,n(m) = 0 when k ≥ Vp,n(m).
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Corollary 2.5. Let ϵ : Z+ → R denote a positive function that vanishes at infinity.

1) When (Ωp,n(m), Ep,n(m)) → (−∞,∞),

P (∆Gp,n(m) = k | Fp,n(m)) =
(
1 + o(Ωp,n(m),Ep,n(m))(1)

)
· k

k−1

k! ·
(

2Ep,n(m)
Vp,n(m)

)k−1

× e−2kEp,n(m)
Vp,n(m) ·

(
k − 1 + 2pGp,n(m)

n

)
n−Gp,n(m)

n
,

where the function o·(1) is uniform over all k such that 1 ≤ k ≤ ϵ(Ep,n(m)) (Ep,n(m))1/2.

2) Let c > 0 be some arbitrary constant. When |Ωp,n(m)| ≤ c and Vp,n(m) → ∞,

P (∆Gp,n(m) = k | Fp,n(m))

=
(
1 + oVp,n(m)(1)

)
· 2kk−1

k!ek · Vp,n(m) − Ep,n(m)
n

·
(
k − 1 + 2pGp,n(m)

n

)
·
p1
(
Ω(k)
p,n(m)

)
p1 (Ωp,n(m))

where the function o·(1) is uniform over all k such that 1 ≤ k ≤ ϵ(Vp,n(m)) (Vp,n(m))1/2.

3) When Ωp,n(m) → ∞,

P (∆Gp,n(m) = k | Fp,n(m))

=
(
1 + oΩp,n(m)(1)

)
· 2kk−1

k!ek ·
(
k − 1 + 2pGp,n(m)

n

)
Vp,n(m) − Ep,n(m) − 1

n

where the function o·(1) is uniform over all k such that 1 ≤ k ≤ ϵ(Vp,n(m)) (Vp,n(m))1/2.

Remark. A consequence of 2) and 3), together with Stirling’s formula and the fact that the function
p1 is strictly positive on R, is that for any A > 0 and any function ϵ that vanishes at infinity, there
exists a constant cA,ϵ,p > 0 such that for every Vp,n(m), Ep,n(m) verifying 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) ≥
−AVp,n(m)2/3 with Vp,n(m) large enough, and then every 1 ≤ k ≤ ϵ (Vp,n(m)) (Vp,n(m))1/2,

P (∆Gp,n(m) = k | Fp,n(m)) ≥ cA,ϵ,p
k3/2 · Gp,n(m) (Vp,n(m) − Ep,n(m) − 1)

n2 . (2.2)

Proof. We shall repeatedly use the following consequence of Stirling’s formula: as l ∈ N → ∞,
uniformly for all integers k ∈

[
1, ϵ(l)

√
l
]
l!

(l − k)! = (1 + ol(1)) · lk.

1) When Ωp,n(m) → −∞, one has Vp,n(m) → ∞ and so Ω(k)
p,n(m) = Ωp,n(m)

(
1 + oVp,n(m)(1)

)
,

uniformly in 1 ≤ k ≤ (Vp,n(m))1/2. Applying the subcritical regime estimate of Proposition 2.3
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together with Stirling’s formula, we thus get

#W(Vp,n(m) − k,Ep,n(m) − k + 1)
#W(Vp,n(m), Ep,n(m)) =

(
1 + oΩp,n(m)(1)

)
· 2k−1 · (Vp,n(m) − k)2(Ep,n(m)−k+1)

Vp,n(m)2Ep,n(m)

× Ep,n(m)!
(Ep,n(m) − k + 1)! ·

(
(2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) − k + 2)Vp,n(m)
(2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m))(Vp,n(m) − k)

)1/2

=
(
1 + o(Ωp,n(m),Ep,n(m))(1)

)
· 2k−1 · Vp,n(m)−2k+2Ep,n(m)k−1

× e−2kEp,n(m)/Vp,n(m)

when (Ωp,n(m), Ep,n(m)) → (−∞,∞), uniformly for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ϵ(Ep,n(m)) (Ep,n(m))1/2. Together
with Proposition 2.1 this leads to

P (∆Gp,n(m) = k|Fp,n(m)) =
(
1 + o(Ωp,n(m),Ep,n(m))(1)

)
· k

k−1

k! · (2Ep,n(m))k−1 Vp,n(m)−2k+2

× e−2kEp,n(m)/Vp,n(m) Vp,n(m)!
(Vp,n(m) − k)! ·

(
k − 1 + 2pGp,n(m)

n(n− 1)

)

=
(
1 + o(Ωp,n(m),Ep,n(m))(1)

)
· k

k−1

k! ·
(

2Ep,n(m)
Vp,n(m)

)k−1

· e−2kEp,n(m)/Vp,n(m)

× (k − 1 + 2pGp,n(m)) (n−Gp,n(m))
n2

uniformly for all 1 ≤ k ≤ ϵ(Ep,n(m))(Ep,n(m))1/2, where we used again Stirling’s formula and that
Vp,n(m) = n−Gp,n(m).

2) The proof is similar. Observe that under the hypotheses we make here we have
∣∣Ω(k)

p,n(m)
∣∣ ≤

c+ oVp,n(m)(1), uniformly in 1 ≤ k ≤ (Vp,n(m))1/2. We can thus apply the asymptotics in the critical
regime of Proposition 2.3 to estimate both #W (Vp,n(m) − k,Ep,n(m) − k + 1) and
#W (Vp,n(m), Ep,n(m)), and then plug them in the first identity of Proposition 2.1 to get the re-
sult.

3) When Ωp,n(m) → ∞, again Vp,n(m) → ∞ and Ω(k)
p,n(m) = Ωp,n(m)

(
1 + oVp,n(m)(1)

)
, uniformly in

1 ≤ k ≤ (Vp,n(m))1/2. So we now apply the asymptotics of the supercritical regime of Proposition 2.3,
together with Proposition 2.1, to get the expected result. Note that here one may have Ep,n(m) =
Vp,n(m) − 1, in which case the cardinal #W(Vp,n(m) − k,Ep,n(m) − k + 1) is null for each k, as well
as the probability P (∆Gp,n(m) = k|Fp,n(m)).

2.3 Estimates on the jumps of Gp,n

We will also need to control the jumps of Gp,n, which, by Proposition 1.3, are related to the sizes of
the trees in uniform random forests W (Vp,n(m), Ep,n(m)). In that aim, we settle here estimates on
the size L1(N,M) of the largest tree in a uniform random forest with N vertices and M edges, in the
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spirit of what has been done by Luczak-Pittel [22] and Bernikovich-Pavlov [7]. We refine slightly their
results, relying on Proposition 2.2 and its notation. The first lemma below concerns the subcritical
regime, and the second the supercritical regime.

Lemma 2.6. Fix ε > 0 and consider a function B such that B(N) → ∞ as N → ∞. Then for N
large enough and all M verifying 2M −N ≤ −εN ,

P (L1(N,M) ≥ B(N)) ≤ Cε ·N2

B(N)2 · exp
(

−ε2B(N)
2

)

where Cε ∈ (0,∞) only depends on ε.

For the proof, we use the following local limit theorem stemming from Britikov [11]. Recall the
notation µx (2.1) and S(x) from Proposition 2.2, and for θ ∈ (0, 1), set

m(θ) = 2
2 − θ

and σ2(θ) = 2θ
(1 − θ)(2 − θ)2 .

Lemma 2.7 (Britikov [11], Lemma 5). Let x = θe−θ for some θ ∈ (0, 1) which may depend on N,M .
Assume that N −M → ∞, (N −M)θ → ∞ and (N −M)1/3(1 − θ) → ∞. Then, if z = N−m(θ)(N−M)

σ(θ)(N−M)1/2

lies in some finite interval, one has

σ(θ)(N −M)1/2P
(
S

(x)
N−M = N

)
= (1 + o(1)) 1√

2π
e−z2/2.

Proof of Lemma 2.6. Throughout the proof we consider M ≥ B(N) − 1 since otherwise
P(L1(N,M) ≥ B(N)) is null and the statement is trivially true. By Proposition 2.2, if X(x)

i , i ≥ 1,
are i.i.d. random variables with law µx, whatever x ∈ (0, e−1], one has

P (L1(N,M) ≥ B(N)) =
M+1∑

r=B(N)
P
(

max
1≤i≤N−M

X
(x)
i = r

∣∣∣ S(x)
N−M = N

)

≤ (N −M)
M+1∑

r=B(N)

µx(r) · P
(
S

(x)
N−M−1 = N − r

)
P
(
S

(x)
N−M = N

)
≤ N −M

P
(
S

(x)
N−M = N

) ·
M+1∑

r=B(N)
µx(r). (2.3)

Following Britikov [11], the strategy is then to choose wisely x ∈ (0, e−1]. We take here x = θe−θ with
θ = 2M/N . Note that under our hypotheses on M , one has θ ∈ (0, 1) and then m(θ) = N/(N −M).
And also, (N −M)θ ≥ M → ∞ (since M ≥ B(N)−1) and (N −M)1/3 (1 − θ) ≥ ε (N −M)1/3 → ∞
as N → ∞. Lemma 2.7 thus yields that for N large enough and every M ≥ B(N) − 1 verifying
2M −N ≤ −εN

P
(
S

(x)
N−M = N

)
≥ 1

2
√

2π
· (N −M)1/2(N − 2M)1/2

M1/2N
.

19



Plugging this bound in (2.3), and using again that 2M −N ≤ −εN , we get

P (L1(N,M) ≥ B(N)) ≤ C1 ·NM1/2
M+1∑

r=B(N)

rr−2

r! · xr

T (x)

≤ C1 ·NM1/2
M+1∑

r=B(N)

rr−2

r!

(2M
N

)r
e− 2Mr

N · N2

2M(N −M) ,

with C1 ∈ (0,∞) depending only on ε. We used Lemma A.3 to obtain T (x). Next, by Stirling’s
formula, still under our hypotheses on M , this leads to

P (L1(N,M) ≥ B(N)) ≤ C2 ·N2

B(N)1/2

M+1∑
r=B(N)

r−5/2er
(2M
N

)r
e− 2Mr

N

≤ C2 ·N2

B(N)1/2

M+1∑
r=B(N)

r−5/2e−r(1−2M/N)2/2

for some C2 ∈ (0,∞) depending only on ε, and all N large enough, where for the second inequality
we used that ex(1 − x) ≤ e−x2/2 for x ∈ [0, 1]. Finally we get

P (L1(N,M) ≥ B(N)) ≤ C2 ·N2

B(N)1/2 exp
(

−
(

1 − 2M
N

)2 B(N)
2

)
M∑

r=B(N)
r−5/2

which leads to the upper bound of the statement. □

Lemma 2.8. Consider two functions ω, g such that, as N → ∞, ω(N) → ∞, ω(N) = o
(
N1/3),

g(N) → ∞ and g(N) = o (ω(N)) . Then, for N large enough and every M verifying 2M − N =
ω(N)N2/3,

P
(
L1(N,M) < g(N)N2/3) ≤ C · ω(N)5/2N2/3 · exp

(
−ω(N)
g(N)

)
,

for some C ∈ (0,∞) independent of N .

Proof. We use here Proposition 2.2 with the measure µe−1 and letXi, i ≥ 1, be i.i.d. random variables
with law µe−1 . The proof is inspired by [7] for similar results in the case of unlabelled forests. We recall
that the expectation of µe−1 is equal to 2 and introduce the centered random variables Yi = Xi − 2,
i ≥ 1, as well as S̃N =

∑N
i=1 Yi and S̃

(r−2)
N =

∑N
i=1 Y

(r−2)
i , with Y

(r−2)
i = Yi1{Yi≤r−2}, for N, r ≥ 1.

From Proposition 2.2, for any r ∈ N:

P (L1(N,M) ≤ r) =
P
(
maxi≤N−M Yi ≤ r − 2, S̃N−M = ω(N)N2/3

)
P
(
S̃N−M = ω(N)N2/3

)
≤

P
(
S̃

(r−2)
N−M = ω(N)N2/3

)
P
(
S̃N−M = ω(N)N2/3

) .
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The measure µe−1 being in the domain of attraction of a 3/2-stable law, the local limit theorem (see
e.g. [16]) yields, under the assumption 2M −N = ω(N)N2/3 with ω(N) → ∞ and ω(N) = o

(
N1/3),

P
(
S̃N−M = ω(N)N2/3

)
= (1 + o(1))√

2π
· ω(N)−5/2N−2/3. (2.4)

We now want to get an upper bound for P
(
S̃

(r−2)
N−M = ω(N)N2/3) when r = g(N)N2/3 with g(N) → ∞

and g(N) = o(ω(N)). Since
∣∣r−1Y

(r−2)
1

∣∣ ≤ 1 and ex ≤ 1 + x+ x2 for all x ∈ [−1, 1], we have that

P
(
S̃

(r−2)
N−M = ω(N)N2/3

)
≤ e−r−1ω(N)N2/3

E
[
er−1Y

(r−2)
1

]N−M

≤ e−r−1ω(N)N2/3
(
E
[
1 + r−1Y

(r−2)
1 +

(
r−1Y

(r−2)
1

)2
])N−M

.

The distribution of Y1 yields the existence of a, b ∈ (0,∞) such that for every r large enough

E
[
Y

(r−2)
1

]
≤ −a√

r
and E

[ (
Y

(r−2)
1

)2 ]
≤ b

√
r

which then leads to

P
(
S̃

(r−2)
N−M = ω(N)N2/3

)
≤ e−r−1ω(N)N2/3 (1 + br−3/2

)N−M

≤ e−ω(N)/g(N)ebNr−3/2/2.

Together with (2.4) and since Nr−3/2 = g(N)−3/2 → 0 as N → ∞, we get the expected upper bound
for P

(
L1(N,M) ≤ g(N)N2/3).

3 Properties of the fluid limit functions

In the Introduction, the function gp : [0,∞) → [0, 1), which will describe the fluid limit of the
gel in the p-frozen model, was defined on [1/2,∞) in Definition 1.1 as the inverse of the function
fp : [0, 1) → [1/2,∞) given for t ∈ [0, 1) by

fp(t) = 1
2 + t

2p

∫ 1

0

u
1
p

1 − tu
du = 1

2

∞∑
n=0

tn

1 + pn
(3.1)

and for t ∈ [0, 1/2] by gp(t) = 0. All other functions dp, vp, ep, rt and tp,k, k ≥ 1 were defined from
this function gp. We propose in Section 3.1 an alternative definition of gp and of the couple (gp, dp)
as solutions to a (system of) differential equation(s) and develop several properties of these functions.
One difficulty when we will implement in the next section the differential equation method to determine
the fluid limits of the processes Gp,n and Dp,n is that the differential equations characterizing gp and
(gp, dp) are not Lipschitz in the neighborhood of t = 1/2, which is the source of technical difficulties
in the proof of Theorem 1.2. For this reason, we need to approximate these differential equations by
smoother ones, which is done in Section 3.2. Last, Section 3.3 is devoted to a system of differential
equations satisfied by the functions tp,k, k ≥ 1.
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3.1 The functions gp, dp, vp, ep and rp

We will see in the forthcoming Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 (these lemmas are proved in a more general
context and therefore postponed to the next section) that the function gp : [1/2,∞) → [0, 1) is the
unique strictly increasing solution to the equation

g′(t) = 2pg(t) (1 − g(t))
1 − 2t (1 − g(t)) , t > 1/2, with g(1/2) = 0, (E(0))

and that there is a unique solution of strictly increasing functions to the system of equations
g′(t) = 2pg(t) (1 − g(t))2

1 − 2t+ g(t) + 2d(t)

d′(t) = 2(1 − p)g(t) (1 − g(t)) + g(t)2
, t > 1

2 , with g(1/2) = d(1/2) = 0 (Ẽ(0))

which is denoted
(
gp, dp

)
, with gp as above. There is no conflict of notation here, since Proposition

3.1 below shows that dp indeed corresponds to its definition via gp in (1.3).

Given the relations (1.2), the functions vp, ep, rp are defined for t ≥ 0 by

vp(t) = 1 − gp(t); ep(t) = t− gp(t) − dp(t); rp(t) = ep(t)
vp(t)

,

and, again, Proposition 3.1 shows that this corresponds to their definitions in the statement of
Theorem 1.6.

Proposition 3.1. 1) For t ∈ [0, 1/2], gp(t) = dp(t) = 0, vp(t) = 1, ep(t) = rp(t) = t.

2) The functions gp, dp, vp, ep, rp are infinitely differentiable on (1/2,∞), with
g′
p(1/2+) = 2(1 + p) = −v′

p(1/2+), d′
p(1/2+) = 0, e′

p(1/2+) = −1 − 2p, r′
p(1/2+) = −p.

3) As t → ∞, 1 − gp(t) = vp(t) ∼ e−2pt, dp(t) − t+ 1 ∼ e−2pt, ep(t) ∼ te−4pt, rp(t) ∼ te−2pt.

4) The ratio function rewrites rp(t) = t(1 − gp(t)), and therefore ep(t) = t(1 − gp(t))2 and
dp(t) = t− gp(t) − t(1 − gp(t))2, for t ≥ 0.

5) While the functions gp, dp, vp are monotonic on (0,∞) (gp and dp are increasing, vp is decreas-
ing), the functions rp and ep are increasing on (0, 1/2] and decreasing on [1/2,∞). In particular,
rp(t) < 1/2 for t ̸= 1/2.

6) The function gp is concave on [0,∞). The fonction dp is convex on [0,∞).

Proof. Most assertions of this corollary are easy to check by using the differential equations defining
gp and dp and the relations between the different functions. We leave their proof to the reader. We
wish however to point out that the identity rp(t) = t(1 − gp(t)), t ≥ 0 stated in 4) is shown in the
proof of the forthcoming Lemma 3.4, and we detail here the two following points:
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5) The function rp is decreasing on [1/2,∞) (note that this implies that ep = rpvp is also decreasing
on [1/2,∞)). Indeed, to see this use that rp(t) = t(1−gp(t)) and note that this function is decreasing
on [1/2,∞) if and only if t 7→ fp(t)(1 − t) is decreasing on [0, 1). Using the series representation (3.1)
of fp, we get that

fp(t)(1 − t) = 1
2 − p

2

∞∑
n=0

tn+1

(1 + pn)(1 + p(n+ 1))
which is clearly decreasing.

6) The concavity of gp is a consequence of the convexity of fp on [0, 1), which is an immediate conse-
quence of the series representation of fp. To see the convexity of dp, note that
d′′
p = 2g′

p(1 − p+ 2pgp) on [1/2,∞) (and 0 otherwise), which is positive.

Next, in order to establish the asymptotic behavior of the absorption times A(k)
p,n, A(k+)

p,n stated in
Theorem 1.9, we also emphasize the following identity.

Lemma 3.2. Recalling that γE denotes Euler’s constant and ψ the digamma function, defined by
ψ(x) = Γ′(x)

Γ(x) with Γ the gamma function, we have

(1 − p)
∫ ∞

0
(1 − gp(t))dt = ψ(1/p) + γE

2 .

The function ψ(1/p) + γE is decreasing in p, equal to 0 when p = 1 and to 1 when p = 1/2, and
ψ(1/p) ∼ − ln p when p → 0.

Proof. Using that gp(t) = 0 for t ∈ [0, 1/2] and that (gp(t))t≥1/2 is solution to (E(0)), we have∫ ∞

0
(1 − gp(t))dt = 1

2 +
∫ ∞

1/2

1 − 2t(1 − gp(t))
2pgp(t)

g′
p(t)dt

=
s=gp(t)

1
2 +

∫ 1

0

1 − 2fp(s)(1 − s)
2ps ds

= 1
2 + 1

2p

∫ 1

0

(
1 −

∞∑
n=1

sn−1(1 − s)
1 + pn

)
ds

= 1
2 + 1

2p − 1
2p

( ∞∑
n=1

1
(1 + pn)n −

∞∑
n=1

1
(1 + pn)(n+ 1)

)
.

We then use that
ψ(x+ 1) = −γE +

∞∑
n=1

x

n(n+ x) for x ≥ 0,

(see e.g. [29]) and that ψ(x + 1) = ψ(x) + 1/x for x > 0 (a trivial consequence of the relation
Γ(x+ 1) = xΓ(x)) to get∫ 1

0
(1 − gp(t))dt = 1

2 + 1
2p

( 1
1 − p

(ψ(1/p) + γE) − (ψ(1/p) + γE + p)
)

= ψ(1/p) + γE
2(1 − p) .
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Last, the above series representation of ψ shows that it is increasing, with ψ(1) + γE = 0 and
ψ(2) + γE = 1. Moreover ψ(x) ∼ ln(x) when x → ∞, which gives the asymptotic behavior of the
integral when p → 0.

3.2 Approximation

In order to introduce more smoothness, we consider the following equation for any ε ≥ 0, generalizing
thus (E(0)):

g′(t) = 2pg(t) (1 − g(t))
1 − 2(t+ ε) (1 − g(t)) , t > 1/2. (E(ε))

For a ∈ [0, 1), an increasing continuously differentiable function g : [1/2,∞) → [a, 1) such that
g (1/2) = a and g verifies (E(ε)) is called a solution to (E(ε)) starting from a. This implies in
particular that g(t) → 1 as t → ∞ and that 1 − 2(t+ ε)(1 − g(t)) > 0 for all t > 1/2.

Lemma 3.3. 1) For ε ≥ 0 and a ∈
(

2ε
1+2ε , 1

)
, there exists a unique solution to (E(ε)) starting

from a. We denote it here by g(ε,a)
p .

2) Let 2ε
1+2ε < a < b < 1, then g

(ε,a)
p (t) < g

(ε,b)
p (t) for all t ≥ 1

2 and

sup
t≥1/2

∣∣g(ε,a)
p (t) − g(ε,b)

p (t)
∣∣ ≤ |b− a|.

3) Take 0 < ε1 < ε2 and a > 2ε2
1+2ε2

. Then g
(ε1,a)
p (t) < g

(ε2,a)
p (t) for all t ≥ 1

2 .

4) There exists a unique solution to (E(0)) starting from 0, which is our function gp defined as the
inverse of the function fp (3.1). In particular gp(· + ε) is the solution to (E(ε)) starting from
gp(1/2 + ε).

Proof. 1) We could use the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem but prefer to give here a direct proof "by
hands", that gives explicitly the inverse of g(ε,a)

p and adapts immediately to prove the point 4) - for
which Cauchy-Lipschitz does not apply. Assume that g(ε,a)

p exists and let f (ε,a)
p : [a, 1) → [1/2,∞)

denotes its inverse. Then f
(ε,a)
p is solution to the linear differential equation

f ′(t) = 1 − 2(f(t) + ε)(1 − t)
2pt(1 − t) , t ∈ [a, 1)

and one easily checks that it writes

f (ε,a)
p (t) = 1

2 − ε+ εa1/p

t1/p
+ 1

2pt1/p
∫ t

a

u1/p

1 − u
du.
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This shows that g(ε,a)
p is uniquely determined, if it exists. Its existence will be proved if we show that

f
(ε,a)
p is strictly monotone, that is

(
f

(ε,a)
p (t) + ε

)
(1 − t) < 1/2 for all t ∈ [a, 1). In that aim, note that

f (ε,a)
p (t) + ε = 1

2 + εa1/p

t1/p
+ t

2p

∫ 1

a/t

u1/p

1 − tu
du

≤ 1
2 + εa1/p

t1/p
+ t

2p(1 − t)

∫ 1

a/t
u1/pdu

≤ 1
2 + εa1/p

t1/p
+ t

2p(1 − t) · 1 − (a/t)1+ 1
p

1 + 1/p

and then (
f (ε,a)
p (t) + ε

)
(1 − t) ≤ 1 − t

2 + εa1/pt−1/p(1 − t) + t

2(p+ 1)
(
1 − (a/t)1+ 1

p
)

= 1
2 + h(t)

t1/p

with

h(t) = εa1/p(1 − t) − pt
1+ 1

p

2(p+ 1) − a
1+ 1

p

2(p+ 1)
a decreasing function on [a, 1). Consequently, for every t ∈ [a, 1) we have h(t) ≤ h(a)
= a1/p (ε− a (ε+ 1/2)) and thus

(
f

(ε,a)
p (t) + ε

)
(1 − t) < 1/2 as soon as a > 2ε

1+2ε .

2) The function f
(ε,a)
p defined above is in fact well-defined for all t ∈ (0, 1), and for a fixed t, a ∈(

2ε
1+2ε , 1

)
7→ f

(ε,a)
p (t) is decreasing. This implies that g(ε,a)

p (t) < g
(ε,b)
p (t) for t ≥ 1/2. Then note that

for s > 1/2, the function

x ∈
(

1 − 1
2s, 1

)
7→ G(s, x) := 2px(1 − x)

1 − 2s(1 − x)

is positive, decreasing. Finally write for t > 1/2

0 ≤ g(ε,b)
p (t) − g(ε,a)

p (t) = b− a+
∫ t

1/2
G(s, g(ε,b)

p (s)) −G(s, g(ε,a)
p (s)) ds

≤ b− a.

3) Here we just use that for any t ≥ a, the function,

ε ∈ (0,∞) 7→ 1
2 − ε+ εa1/p

t1/p
+ 1

2pt1/p
∫ t

a

u1/p

1 − u
du

is decreasing.

4) We proceed as in point 1) and show similarly that fp(t)(1 − t) < 1/2 for every t ∈ (0, 1) which
leads to the result.
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We now turn to an approximation of (Ẽ(0)). For ε ≥ 0 consider
g′(t) = 2pg(t)(1−g(t))2

1−2(t+ε)+g(t)+2d(t) ,

d′(t) = 2(1 − p)g(t) (1 − g(t)) + g(t)2
t >

1
2 . (Ẽ(ε))

We call solution to (Ẽ(ε)) starting from (a, b) ∈ [0, 1) × [0,∞), a couple of strictly increasing continu-
ously differentiable functions (g, d) : [1/2,∞) → [a, 1) × [b,∞) such that g (1/2) = a, d (1/2) = b and
(g, d) verifies (Ẽ(ε)), which implicitly means that 1 − 2(t+ ε) + g(t) + 2d(t) > 0 for every t > 1/2.

For ε ≥ 0 and (a, b) ∈ [0, 1) × [0,∞), we set

δ(a,b)(ε) = ε− b− a2/2
(1 − a)2

(which may be negative).

Lemma 3.4. Consider ε ≥ 0 and (a, b) ∈ [0, 1) × [0,∞) such that δ(a,b)(ε) ≥ 0.

1) If (g, d) is a solution to (Ẽ(ε)) starting from (a, b) then g is a solution to (E(δ(a,b)(ε))) starting
from a.

2) If either a > 2δ(a,b)(ε)
1+2δ(a,b)(ε) or a = 0 and b = ε, there exists a unique solution to (Ẽ(ε)) starting

from (a, b). In particular, there exists a unique solution to (Ẽ(0)) starting from (0, 0), denoted
by (gp, dp), with gp the inverse of fp (3.1).

Proof. 1) Consider (g, d) a solution to (Ẽ(ε)) starting from (a, b) and set

r(t) = t+ ε− g(t) − d(t)
1 − g(t) , t ≥ 1/2.

The first part of (Ẽ(ε)) rewrites for t > 1/2

g′(t) = 2pg(t)(1 − g(t))
1 − 2r(t) .

Our goal is to prove that r(t) = (t+ δ(a,b)(ε))(1 − g(t)) for every t ≥ 1/2 which will yield the claim.
In that aim set for t ≥ 1/2,

h(t) = r(t) − (t+ δ(a,b)(ε))(1 − g(t)).

By definition of δ(a,b)(ε), h (1/2) = 0. Then, for t > 1
2

h′(t) = 1 − g′(t) − d′(t)
1 − g(t) + g′(t)

1 − g(t)r(t) − (1 − g(t)) +
(
t+ δ(a,b)(ε)

)
g′(t)

= −h(t) g′(t)
1 − g(t)
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which implies that h is identically zero.

2) When a > 2δ(a,b)(ε)/(1+2δ(a,b)(ε)) or a = δ(a,b)(ε) = 0, Lemma 3.3 gives the existence of a solution
g to (E(δ(a,b)(ε))) starting from a. Defining then d from g by

d(t) = b+
∫ t

1/2

(
2(1 − p)g(s) (1 − g(s)) + g2(s)

)
ds, t ≥ 1

2 ,

one sees that (g, d) is a solution (Ẽ(ε)) starting from (a, b) (using the same strategy as above with the
ratio function r).

To prove the uniqueness, we use 1) together with Lemma 3.3 which gives the uniqueness of a solution
g to (E(δ(a,b)(ε))) starting from a (this function being gp when a = δ(a,b)(ε) = 0). The function d is
then uniquely determined from g.

3.3 The functions tp,k

We now turn to the functions tp,k arising as the scaling limits of the number of trees of size k, k ≥ 1,
which are defined from the function gp by

tp,k(t) = kk−2

k! (2t)k−1 (1 − gp(t))k e−2kt(1−gp(t)).

Proposition 3.5. The sequence of functions (tp,k, k ≥ 1) is the unique solution to the following
system of differential equations:

t′k(t) =
∑
i+j=k ijti(t)tj(t) − 2ktk(t) (1 − (1 − p)gp(t)) , t ≥ 0,

t1(0) = 1; tk(0) = 0 for k ≥ 2.

Proof. For the uniqueness of solutions to this system, note that if (tk, k ≥ 1) is a solution to this
equation, then t1 is the solution to a linear differential equation of the first order, and so it is uniquely
determined by its initial condition t1(0) = 1. Then we proceed by induction on k, noticing that, given
the functions ti, i ≤ k − 1, the function tk is also solution to a linear differential equation of the first
order and so is uniquely determined by its value at t = 0.

To prove the existence, we just have to check that the functions tp,k, k ≥ 1 are solutions. Regarding
the initial conditions, we clearly have that tp,1(0) = 1 since gp(0) = 0, and tp,k(0) = 0 for k ≥ 2.
Then, setting uk(t) = tk(t)/(t1(t))k for k ≥ 1, we note that the system of equations rewrites

t′1(t) = −2t1(t)(1 − (1 − p)gp(t)), t1(0) = 1

u′
k(t) =

∑
i+j=k ijui(t)uj(t), uk(0) = 0 for k ≥ 2

t ≥ 0.
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We immediately see from the definition of tp,1 and (E(0)) that t′p,1(t) = −2tp,1(t)(1 − (1 − p)gp(t)),
∀t ≥ 0. Next, consider the functions

up,k(t) := tp,k(t)
(tp,1(t))k = kk−2

k! (2t)k−1 , t ≥ 0

and write for k ≥ 2

∑
i+j=k

ijup,i(t)up,j(t) = (2t)k−2 ·
k−1∑
i=1

ii−1

i! · (k − i)k−i−1

(k − i)!

=
(by (A.1))

2kk−3

(k − 2)! · (2t)k−2.

The left-hand side is equal to u′
p,k(t), which shows that the functions tp,k, k ≥ 1 are indeed solutions

to the system of differential equations of the statement of the proposition.

4 Convergence to the fluid limit

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2 and the ensuing results Theorem 1.6, Corollary 1.7
and Corollary 1.8. As announced in the Introduction, we will use the differential equation method
as developed by Wormald (see Theorem A.4 in the Appendix) for processes with relatively small
one-step jumps, which are approximated by sufficiently smooth functions. To this end, we start
by implementing preliminary results in Section 4.1. Among other things, we recall there that the
processes Gp,n and Dp,n are respectively of order n2/3 and n1/3 at time ⌊n/2⌋. So, immediately, these
processes divided by n and accelerated in time by a factor n converge to 0 uniformly on the interval
[0, 1/2], and in the rest of the section we can focus on the interval [1/2,∞). Since the differential
equations (E(0)) and (Ẽ(0)) involving gp and dp do not satisfy the necessary Lipschitz assumptions
at the critical point t = 1/2, Wormald’s theorem cannot be applied directly around that point. We
will therefore start by proving the fluid limit for the processes beyond time (1/2 + ε)n, for ε > 0,
see Section 4.3, after having setting up suitable estimates for the process Gp,n at time (1/2 + ε)n in
Section 4.2. We will then proceed by approximation, letting ε tends to 0, to conclude the proof of
Theorem 1.2 in Section 4.4. Theorem 1.6 and Corollaries 1.7 and 1.8, are then proved in Sections 4.5
and 4.6 respectively.

We recall that Fp,n denotes the filtration generated by the process (Gp,n, Dp,n).

4.1 Preliminaries

4.1.1 Approximating a process via its conditional jumps

A key point underlying our proofs and the differential equation method is to approximate a sequence
of processes with small (in n) variations by its conditional jumps. Formally, we will need the following
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consequence of Azuma-Hoeffding inequality.

Lemma 4.1. Let (un)n∈N be a deterministic sequence of positive real numbers. For each n ∈ N, let
(Yn(m))m∈Z+

be a stochastic process starting from Yn(0) = 0 and such that |∆Yn(m)| ≤ un for every
m ∈ Z+. Let then (Gn(m))m∈Z+ denote the filtration generated by the process Yn, and consider Tn
a stopping time such that Tn ≤ An almost surely, for some deterministic A > 0 independent of n.
Then, for all ε > 0,

P
(∣∣∣∣Yn (⌊An⌋) − Yn (Tn) −

⌊An⌋−1∑
m=Tn

E [∆Yn(m)|Gn(m)]
∣∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
≤ 2 exp

(
− ε2

8Anu2
n

)
.

In particular, when un = o(n1/2),

Yn (⌊An⌋) − Yn (Tn) −
∑⌊An⌋−1
m=Tn E [∆Yn(m)|Gn(m)]
n

P−→
n→∞

0.

Proof. For each n ∈ N, introduce the process Mn defined by Mn(0) = 0 and

Mn(m) =
m−1∑
k=0

(∆Yn(k) − E [∆Yn(k)|Gn(k)]) , m ≥ 1.

This defines a martingale (with respect to the filtration Gn) with bounded jumps: |∆Mn(m)| ≤ 2un,
∀m ∈ Z+. The stopped process defined by MTn

n (m) = Mn (Tn ∧m) is also a martingale, and so is
Mn − MTn

n . The jumps of this last martingale are uniformly bounded by 2un and we conclude by
applying Azuma-Hoeffding inequality to Mn −MTn

n at time ⌊An⌋.

4.1.2 The processes before time n/2

From [12, 34], the size of the gel Gp,n and of the number of discarded edges Dp,n are respectively of
order n2/3 and n1/3 at time ⌊n/2⌋ (in the sense that appropriately normalized those random variables
have a limit in distribution). Which we summarize roughly as

sup
t≤1/2

Gp,n(⌊nt⌋)
n2/3 = Gp,n(⌊n/2⌋)

n2/3 = OP(1); sup
t≤1/2

Dp,n(⌊nt⌋)
n2/3 = Dp,n(⌊n/2⌋)

n2/3 = oP(1). (4.1)

4.1.3 The forest part of Fp,n is never too supercritical

An important point in our approach is to evaluate the criticality of the forest part of the graphs
Fp,n(m),m ∈ Z+, with the vocabulary of uniform random forests of Section 2.1, see in particular
Proposition 2.3 and the following paragraph. From the relations (1.2), the number of vertices Vp,n(m)
and number of edges Ep,n(m) in the forest part of the graph Fp,n(m) verify

2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) = 2m− n−Gp,n(m) − 2Dp,n(m). (4.2)
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The sub/sur/criticality is determined by the asymptotic position of this quantity relatively to
(Vp,n(m))2/3. Clearly, the forest part of Fp,n(m) is (sub)critical when m ≤ n/2 and truly subcritical
whem m = ⌊n(1/2 − ε)⌋ for some ε > 0.

The lemma below shows that for m ≥ n/2 also the forest part of the graph Fp,n cannot be "too
supercritical". It will be crucial in the proof of the key Proposition 4.3, which in turn implies that the
forest part of the graph Fp,n(m) is subcritical with high probability when m = ⌊n(1/2 + ε)⌋ for some
ε > 0. Heuristically, the idea of the proof of the lemma below is that if the forest were supercritical
at some time, it would contain a giant tree, which would freeze quickly with high probability, which
then would lower down the criticality.

Lemma 4.2. For every A ∈ (1/2, 1), there exists cA > 0 such that for n large enough

P
(
∃m ∈ [n/2, An] : 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) ≥ ln(n)3n2/3

)
≤ e−cA ln(n)2

.

Remark. This lemma can in fact be extended to all A > 1/2. To do this, the proof should be refined.
As we will only need the version with A ∈ (1/2, 1) in the following, we will leave it as is.

Proof. Fix A ∈ (1/2, 1). Consider the stopping time

Tn := inf
{
m ≥ n/2 : 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) ≥ ln(n)3n2/3

}
and the random time

Sn := inf
{
s ∈ [n/2, Tn] ∩ Z+ : ln(n)3n2/3

2 ≤ 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) < ln(n)3n2/3 ∀m ∈ [s, Tn)
}

(with the convention inf{∅} = ∞). Using that the positive jumps of the process m 7→ 2Ep,n(m) −
Vp,n(m) are smaller or equal to 2, we see that for n not too small {Tn < ∞} ⊂ {Sn < ∞} and
that when Tn < ∞, 2Ep,n(Sn) − Vp,n(Sn) ≤ ln(n)3n2/3/2 + 2. This in turn implies that for all
m ∈ [Sn, Sn + n2/3],

ln(n)3n2/3

2 ≤ 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) ≤ 2Ep,n(Sn) − Vp,n(Sn) + 2n2/3 ≤ ln(n)3n2/3

2 + 2n2/3 + 2.

Consequently,

{Tn ≤ An} ⊂
⌊An⌋⋃
s=⌈n2 ⌉

An(s) (4.3)

with, for s ∈ Z+,

An(s) =
{

∀m ∈
[
s, s+ n2/3

]
,

ln(n)3n2/3

2 ≤ 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) ≤ ln(n)3n2/3

2 + 2n2/3 + 2
}
.

Heuristically, on An(s) the forest part of the graph is supercritical over the time interval [s, s+ n2/3]
and this supercriticality hardly varies. In particular, the vertices of a tree of size larger than 2n2/3 +5
at time s, if there are any, will not be frozen at time ⌊s+ n2/3⌋.
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Let T (1)
p,n(s) be the largest tree in the forest at time s (if several trees have the largest size, we choose

such a tree at random) and #T (1)
p,n(s) its size. We use the splitting

An(s) ⊂
{

#T (1)
p,n(s) > ln(n)n2/3, the vertices of T (1)

p,n(s) are not frozen at time ⌊s+ n2/3⌋
}

∪
{

#T (1)
p,n(s) ≤ ln(n)n2/3,

ln(n)3n2/3

2 ≤ 2Ep,n(s) − Vp,n(s) ≤ ln(n)3n2/3
}

to obtain a relevant upper bound for P(An(s)). Note that at each step in the process Fp,n, the
probability that the new arriving edge creates a cycle in a given tree of size k (sending therefore this
tree in the gel) is k(k−1)

n(n−1) . Consequently,

P
(
#T (1)

p,n(s) > ln(n)n2/3, the vertices of T (1)
p,n(s) are not frozen at time ⌊s+ n2/3⌋

)
≤
(

1 − ln(n)2n4/3

n(n− 1) + ln(n)n2/3

n(n− 1)

)n2/3

∼
n→∞

e− ln(n)2
.

Next, recalling that L1(N,M) denotes the size of the largest tree in a uniform random forest with N
vertices and M edges, Proposition 1.3 yields

P
(

#T (1)
p,n(s) ≤ ln(n)n2/3,

ln(n)3n2/3

2 ≤ 2Ep,n(s) − Vp,n(s) ≤ ln(n)3n2/3
)

≤ E
[
P
(
L1 (Vp,n(s), Ep,n(s)) ≤ ln(n)

(1 −A)2/3 · Vp,n(s)2/3,

ln(n)3

2 · Vp,n(s)2/3 ≤ 2Ep,n(s) − Vp,n(s) ≤ ln(n)3

(1 −A)2/3 · Vp,n(s)2/3
∣∣∣ Fp,n(s)

)]

where we used that (1 − A)n ≤ Vp,n(s) ≤ n for s ≤ ⌊An⌋ and recall that Fp,n is the filtration
generated by (Vp,n, Ep,n). Recall also that A < 1. Lemma 2.8, whose assumptions are clearly satisfied
here, implies that the conditional probability above is smaller than c1(ln(n))15/2n2/3e−c2 ln(n)2 for
deterministic constants c1, c2 ∈ (0,∞) (that depend on A) and all n large enough, whatever s ≤ ⌊An⌋.
All in all, we have shown that

P(An(s)) ≤ e−c3 ln(n)2

for some c3 ∈ (0,∞) and all n large enough, whatever s ≤ ⌊An⌋.

Finally, applying the union bound to (4.3) gives the result.

4.2 The gel just beyond the critical window

The aim of this section is to provide the following bounds for the gel size just beyond the critical
window. This will allow us to implement the stochastic differential method in the next section.
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Proposition 4.3. For every p ∈ (0, 1], there are constants c(p), C(p) ∈ (0,∞) such that for ε > 0
small enough

P
(
Gp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
∈
[
(2 + c(p))εn ; C(p)εn

])
−→
n→∞

1.

Observe with (4.2) that this implies that the forest part of the graph at time ⌊(1/2 + ε)n⌋ verifies
with high probability

2Ep,n
(⌊

n

2 + εn

⌋)
− Vp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
= 2εn−Gp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
− 2Dp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
≤ −c(p)εVp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
which indicates that the forest is in the subcritical regime. Since the largest tree in a subcritical
forest is "small" (Lemma 2.6), so are the jumps of Gp,n. This will help us to verify the boundedness
hypothesis of the differential equation method (Theorem A.4).

The proof of Proposition 4.3 is quite involved and divided into several steps. The difficulty lies in
proving the lower bound (2+c(p))εn. For the upper bound, we can simply use a comparison with the
standard Erdős-Rényi graph, which yields a constant C(p) which could be any number larger than 4.
So C(p) does not depend on p with our approach (we let however the notation depends on p since in
principle one could obtain the statement with any constant larger than 2(1 + p)).

4.2.1 Proof of the lower bound

Since p > 0 we can choose c(p) > 0 and define c̃(p) such that:

2 + c(p) < 2(1 + p)2

1 + 2p and c̃(p) = 2 + c(p)
2(1 + p) ∈ (0, 1).

Our goal is to show that for ε ∈ (0, 1/2) sufficiently small, the probability of the event

An(ε) :=
{
Gp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
< (2 + c(p))εn

}
converges to 0 as n → ∞.

Heuristics and preparatory work. Our aim is to approximate Gp,n
(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
by the sum of the

conditional expectations of its jumps E [∆Gp,n(m)|Fp,n(m)], using Lemma 4.1, and to evaluate these
expectations with the help of Corollary 2.5. There are several obstacles on our way to implement this
properly. We will therefore have to position ourselves a little beyond the exit of the critical window
and consider only small jumps. Heuristically, we will use the approximation

Gp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
≈ Gp,n

(⌊
n

2 + c̃(p)εn
⌋)

+
⌊n2 +εn⌋−1∑

m=⌊n2 +c̃(p)εn⌋
E
[
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}|Fp,n(m)

]
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to get a lower bound forGp,n
(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
, using Lemma 4.2 to get a lower bound forGp,n

(⌊
n
2 + c̃(p)εn

⌋)
and Corollary 2.5 to estimate the conditional expectations of the jumps. Even if Lemma 4.2 only
gives a crude lower bound, we will be able to show that the drift of the process over the time interval[
n
2 + c̃(p)εn, n2 + εn

]
is large enough to compensate for this shortfall. We have chosen c̃(p) in such a

way that it is both sufficiently large to move away from the critical window, but also small enough so
that the information about the drift over

[
n
2 + c̃(p)εn, n2 + εn

]
can provide the compensation. This

will be detailed in the proof of Lemma 4.4, but we already observe here that

An(ε) ⊂
{

∀m ∈
[
n

2 + c̃(p)εn, n2 + εn

]
, Gp,n(m) ≤ 2(1 + p)

(
m− n

2

)}
. (4.4)

Let us now introduce a series of events that all have a probability converging to 1 as n → ∞ and on
which it will be easier to work:

• Bn(ε) =


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

⌊ n
2 +εn⌋−1∑

m=⌊ n
2 +c̃(p)εn⌋

(
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4} − E

[
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}|Fp,n(m)

] )∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε2n


• Cn(ε) =


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
⌊n2 +εn⌋−1∑
m=⌊n2 ⌋

(
∆Dp,n(m) − E [∆Dp,n(m)|Fp,n(m)]

)∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε2n

 ∩
{
Dp,n

(
n

2

)
≤ ε2n

}

• Dn(ε) =
{

∀m ∈
[
n

2 ,
n

2 + εn

]
, Gp,n(m) + 2Dp,n(m) ≥ 2m− n− ln(n)3n2/3

}
.

Lemma 4.1 and (4.1) imply that P(Bn(ε)) → 1, P(Cn(ε)) → 1 as n → ∞, while Lemma 4.2 and the
identity (4.2) imply that P(Dn(ε)) → 1. We can therefore focus on

Ãn(ε) := An(ε) ∩Bn(ε) ∩ Cn(ε) ∩Dn(ε)

to prove that P (An(ε)) → 0 as n → ∞.

We finish this preparatory part by a few remarks. First, since we have taken ε in (0, 1/2), Vp,n(m) ≥
(1/2 − ε)n, ∀m ∈

[
0, n2 + εn

]
, which improves on An(ε) in

Vp,n(m) ≥ (1 − (2 + c(p))ε)n, ∀m ∈
[
0, n2 + εn

]
. (4.5)

Next, since (by Proposition 2.1)

E [∆Dp,n(m)|Fp,n(m)] = 2(1 − p)Gp,n(m) (n−Gp,n(m))
n(n− 1) + Gp,n(m) (Gp,n(m) − 1)

n(n− 1) , ∀m ≥ 0,

there exists cD ∈ (0,∞) such that

Dp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
≤ cDε

2n on An(ε) ∩ Cn(ε). (4.6)
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Then, using this upper bound (4.6), we see that for n large enough and all m ≥ n
2 + c̃(p)εn,

Gp,n(m)
n

≥ 2c̃(p)ε− (1 + cD)ε2 on An(ε) ∩ Cn(ε) ∩Dn(ε). (4.7)

Last, using the identity Ep,n(m) = m − Gp,n(m) − Dp,n(m), we see that for ε > 0 small enough, on
the event Ãn(ε)

Ep,n(m) ≥ n

2 + c̃(p)εn− (2 + c(p))εn− cDε
2n ≥

(1
2 −

√
ε

)
n (4.8)

for all m ∈
[
n
2 + c̃(p)εn, n2 + εn

]
.

We now turn to the proof of the following lower bound for the conditional expectations of ∆Gp,n on
Ãn(ε), which will allows us to show that P(Ãn(ε)) → 0, and consequently P(An(ε)) → 0, as n → ∞,
for sufficiently small ε > 0.

Lemma 4.4. There exists c ∈ (0,∞) such that for ε > 0 small enough, and then n large enough and
every m ∈

[
n
2 + c̃(p)εn, n2 + εn

]
,

E
[
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}|Fp,n(m)

]
1Ãn(ε) ≥

(
2(1 + p) − cε

)
1Ãn(ε)

Proof. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1/2) small enough such that the conclusion of (4.8) holds on Ãn(ε). Corollary 2.5
and its consequence (2.2) provide A > 0 (depending on ε) such that for n large enough (the threshold
also depends on ε) and all m ∈

[
n
2 + c̃(p)εn, n2 + εn

]
, on the event Ãn(ε):

• for m ≥ 1 such that 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) ≤ −AVp,n(m)2/3 and every k ∈ {1, ..., Vp,n(m)1/4}

P (∆Gp,n(m) = k|Fp,n(m)) ≥ (1 − ε)k
k−1

k!

(
2Ep,n(m)
Vp,n(m)

)k−1

e−2kEp,n(m)
Vp,n(m) 2pGp,n(m)(n−Gp,n(m))

n2

(4.9)

• for m ≥ 1 such that 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) > −AVp,n(m)2/3 and every k ∈ {1, ..., Vp,n(m)1/4}

P (∆Gp,n(m) = k|Fp,n(m)) ≥ cA
k3/2 · Gp,n(m) (Vp,n(m) − Ep,n(m))

n2 (4.10)

where cA ∈ (0,∞) only depends on A.

Here we used that, on Ãn(ε), Ep,n(m) and Vp,n(m) are deterministically large as soon as n is large,
thanks to (4.8) and (4.5), and also that Vp,n(m) − Ep,n(m) − 1 ≥ (Vp,n(m) − Ep,n(m))/2 for n large
enough, since Vp,n(m) − Ep,n(m) = n−m+Dp,n(m) ≥ (1/2 − ε)n when m ≤ n/2 + εn.

We will need the existence, ensured by Lemma A.2, of δ > 0 and N0 ∈ N (depending both on ε) such
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that:

SN0(2z) =
N0∑
k=1

kk

k! (2z)k−1 e−2kz ≥ 1 − ε

1 − 2z , ∀z ∈
[
0, 1

2 − δ

]
(4.11)

2p · (1 − ε) · c̃(p)ε · (1 − (2 + c(p))ε) · SN0(2z) ≥ 2(1 + p), ∀z ∈
[1

2 − δ,
1
2

]
(4.12)

N0∑
k=1

cA√
k

(1
2 − ε

)
c̃(p)ε ≥ 2(1 + p). (4.13)

We then distinguish three cases to show the expected inequality of the statement for
m ∈

[
n
2 + c̃(p)εn, n2 + εn

]
:

Case 1, when 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) ≤ −2δVp,n(m): using (4.9) and (4.11) we get that for n large
enough, on Ãn(ε),

E
[
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}|Fp,n(m)

]
≥ (1 − ε)2 2p Gp,n(m) (n−Gp,n(m))

(1 − 2Ep,n(m)/Vp,n(m))n2

= (1 − ε)2 2p Gp,n(m) (n−Gp,n(m))2

(n− 2m+Gp,n(m) + 2Dp,n(m))n2 .

Observe that on Ãn(ε), by definition of An(ε), (1 −Gp,n(m)/n)2 ≥ (1 − (2 + c(p))ε)2 , and then use
(4.4) and (4.6) to see that the inequality above implies

E
[
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}|Fp,n(m)

]
≥ (1 − ε)2 (1 − (2 + c(p))ε)2 2p

(
1 + 2m− n− 2Dp,n(m)

n− 2m+Gp,n(m) + 2Dp,n(m)

)

≥ (1 − ε)2 (1 − (2 + c(p))ε)2 2p
(

1 + 2m− n− 2cDε
2n

p(2m− n) + 2cDε2n

)
.

Since m ≥ n/2 + c̃(p)εn, the desired inequality follows in this case for some well chosen constant
c ∈ (0,∞), independent of ε and n.

Case 2, when −2δVp,n(m) ≤ 2Ep,n(m)−Vp,n(m) ≤ −AVp,n(m)2/3: (4.9) yields that for n large enough,
on Ãn(ε),

E
[
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}|Fp,n(m)

]
≥ (1 − ε)2pGp,n(m) (n−Gp,n(m))

n2 SN0

(
2Ep,n(m)
Vp,n(m)

)
.

Assume now that ε is small enough such that (1+cD)ε ≤ 1. On Ãn(ε), one then has Gp,n(m) ≥ c̃(p)εn
and n−Gp,n(m) ≥ (1 − (2 + c(p))ε)n by (4.7) and the definition of An(ε) respectively (taking n larger
if necessary). The above inequality therefore leads, together with (4.12), to the lower bound

E
[
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}|Fp,n(m)

]
≥ 2(1 + p).
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Case 3, when 2Ep,n(m) − Vp,n(m) > −AVp,n(m)2/3: (4.10) implies that for sufficiently large n, on
Ãn(ε),

E
[
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}|Fp,n(m)

]
≥

N0∑
k=1

cA√
k

Gp,n(m)(Vp,n(m) − Ep,n(m))
n2

≥
N0∑
k=1

cA√
k

(1
2 − ε

)
c̃(p)ε

where we used that for m ∈
[
n
2 + c̃(p)εn, n2 + εn

]
, on Ãn(ε), Gp,n(m) ≥ c̃(p)εn by (4.7) and Vp,n(m)−

Ep,n(m) = n−m+Dp,n(m) ≥ (1/2 − ε)n. We conclude using (4.13).

End of the proof of the lower bound of Proposition 4.3. We take ε > 0 small enough such
that the conclusion of Lemma 4.4 holds. As announced in the heuristic introduction, we use that

Gp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
≥

Gp,n (⌊n2 + c̃(p)εn
⌋)

+
⌊n2 +εn⌋−1∑

m=⌊n2 +c̃(p)εn⌋
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}


to get, with the definition of Bn(ε) and (4.7), that on Ãn(ε)

Gp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
≥

2c̃(p)εn+
⌊n2 +εn⌋−1∑

m=⌊n2 +c̃(p)εn⌋
E
[
∆Gp,n(m)1{∆Gp,n(m)≤n1/4}|Fp,n(m)

]
− (2 + cD)ε2n


≥
(
2c̃(p)εn+ 2(1 + p) (1 − c̃(p)) εn− (2 + cD + C)ε2n

)
with C ∈ (0,∞), where we used Lemma 4.4 to get the second inequality. Since Gp,n

(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
≤

(2 + c(p))εn on Ãn(ε) by definition of An(ε), this implies that

(2 + c(p)) ≥ 2c̃(p) + 2(1 + p) (1 − c̃(p)) − (2 + cD + C)ε.

Now, note that by choice and definition of c(p), c̃(p), one has (2 + c(p)) < 2c̃(p) + 2(1 + p)(1 − c̃(p)).
The above reasoning therefore implies that Ãn(ε) = ∅ for ε sufficiently small and all n large enough.
So finally, since Ãn(ε) = An(ε) ∩ Bn(ε) ∩ Cn(ε) ∩ Dn(ε) and the events Bn(ε), Cn(ε), Dn(ε) all have
a probability that converges to 1 as n → ∞, we have indeed that P(An(ε)) → 0 for small values of ε.

4.2.2 Proof of the upper bound

The proof of the upper bound is easier as we can used a comparison with the standard Erdős-Rényi
model. Indeed, as already observed, for any m, Gp,n(m) is stochastically smaller than CER,n(m), the
total number of vertices involved at time m in cyclic components of the Erdős-Rényi random graph.
For t > 1/2, with high probability as n → ∞, the giant component of the Erdős-Rényi graph at time
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⌊nt⌋ is a cyclic component and the number of vertices involved in other cyclic components is bounded
(see e.g. [8, Theorem 6.11]). Consequently, one has

CER,n((⌊nt⌋)
n

P−→ gER(t) = g1(t).

Since gER(1/2) = 0 and g′
ER is bounded on [1/2,∞) (by g′

ER(1/2+) = 4), one has gER(1/2 + ε) < Cε

for some finite C > 4 and all ε ∈ (0, 1]. The result follows.

This proof has the advantage of being concise, but relies on results on the standard model. Alterna-
tively it is possible to set up a self-contained proof, based on a similar approach to that used for the
lower bound, with the additional difficulty of controlling potential large jumps.

4.3 Differential equation method for the process beyond time (1/2 + ε)n

Throughout this section we let ε > 0, c(p), C(p) be such that Proposition 4.3 holds and keep a certain
amount of flexibility with ε, allowing us to choose it arbitrarily small if necessary. Our aim is to
prove, via Wormald’s theorem (Theorem A.4), that the process(

Gp,n (⌊nt+ εn⌋)
n

,
Dp,n (⌊nt+ εn⌋)

n

)
t≥1/2

converges in probability to a fluid limit which will approximate, when ε goes to 0, the couple of func-
tions (gp, dp), solution to (Ẽ(0)). The convergence of (Gp,n (⌊tn⌋) /n,Dp,n (⌊tn⌋) /n)t≥1/2 to (gp, dp)
as settled in Theorem 1.2 will mainly follow by using the triangular inequality, see the next section.

Here we will work on the event

In(ε) =
{

(2 + c(p))εn ≤ Gp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
≤ C(p)εn

}
∩
{
ε3n ≤ Dp,n

(⌊
n

2 + εn

⌋)
≤ (2C(p) + 1)ε2n

}
(4.14)

whose probability tends to 1 as n goes to infinity (at least for ε small enough) as a consequence of
Proposition 4.3, together with (4.1), Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 4.1 (regarding the bounds on Dn,
we proceed similarly as around (4.6)). We will see in Lemma 4.7 that on this event, provided that ε
is sufficiently small, the equation (Ẽ(ε)) defined in Section 3.2, has a unique solution starting at time
t = 1/2 from

(
Gp,n

(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
/n,Dp,n

(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
/n
)
, for all n ≥ 1, which legitimates the following

definition.

Definition 4.5. For ε > 0 small enough and all n ≥ 1, we define the (random) couple of functions(
g

(ε)
p,n(t), d(ε)

p,n(t)
)
t≥1/2 as:

• the solution to (Ẽ(ε)) starting from
(
Gp,n

(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
n

,
Dp,n

(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
n

)
on In(ε)

• (gp (t+ ε) , dp(t+ ε))t≥1/2 on In(ε)c.
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With this definition, we have the following convergence.

Proposition 4.6. For ε > 0 small enough,((∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊nt+ εn⌋)
n

− g(ε)
p,n(t)

∣∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣∣Dp,n (⌊nt+ εn⌋)
n

− d(ε)
p,n(t)

∣∣∣∣))
t≥ 1

2

P−→
n→∞

0

for the topology of uniform convergence on compacts.

The proof of Proposition 4.6 consists in verifying the different hypotheses of Theorem A.4, which is
done in Section 4.3.2. To achieve this, we start by setting up some preliminary steps.

4.3.1 Preliminaries

Definition of the domain. To start with, we need to introduce a domain where the target functions
are confined and within which the increments of the process are well approximated by the derivatives
of the target functions. Technically, to proceed directly with Theorem A.4, it is simpler to work with
processes starting from 0, so we consider the shifted process defined for t ≥ 0 by(

g̃(ε)
p,n(t), d̃(ε)

p,n(t)
)

=
(
g(ε)
p,n(t+ 1/2), d(ε)

p,n (t+ 1/2)
)
.

The following lemma lays the foundations.

Lemma 4.7. For ε > 0 sufficiently small:

1) For all n ≥ 1, there exists on In(ε) a unique solution to (Ẽ(ε)) starting at time t = 1/2
from

(
Gp,n

(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
/n,Dp,n

(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
/n
)
, so the couples

(
g

(ε)
p,n, d

(ε)
p,n
)

of Definition 4.5 and
its shifted version

(
g̃

(ε)
p,n, d̃

(ε)
p,n
)

are indeed well-defined.

2) There exists a deterministic constant κ̄ε > 0 and, for all A > 0, a deterministic constant
K̄ε,A ∈ (C(p)ε, 1) such that simultaneously for all t ∈ [0, A+ 1] and all n ≥ 1:

(a) g̃
(ε)
p,n(t) < K̄ε,A

(b) 1 − K̄ε,A

2 <
t+ 1/2 + ε− g̃

(ε)
p,n(t) − d̃

(ε)
p,n(t)

1 − g̃
(ε)
p,n(t)

<
1
2 − κ̄ε.

Proof. We use Lemma 3.4. In that aim, introduce

an(ε) =
Gp,n

(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
n

, bn(ε) =
Dp,n

(⌊
n
2 + εn

⌋)
n

and δn(ε) = ε− bn(ε) − an(ε)2/2
(1 − an(ε))2 .

1) By definition of In(ε), it is clear that for ε > 0 small enough, 0 < δn(ε) < an(ε)/2 on In(ε). The
existence and uniqueness of a solution to (Ẽ(ε)) follows from Lemma 3.4 2). Moreover Lemma 3.4 1)
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says that g(ε)
p,n is the unique solution to (E(δn(ε))) (this equation is defined, as (Ẽ(ε)), in Section 3.2)

starting from an(ε), which will be useful below.

2) First observe that for any ε > 0, the couple (gp(· + 1/2 + ε), dp(· + 1/2 + ε)) verifies the desired
inequalities (a) and (b) for well-chosen constants κ̄0

ε > 0, K̄0
ε,A ∈ (0, 1), see Proposition 3.1 for details.

Then observe that for ε > 0 small enough, δn(ε) < 2ε on In(ε). Consequently, if ĝp,(ε) denotes
the (well-defined) unique solution to (E(2ε)) starting from C(p)ε, since moreover, still on In(ε), g(ε)

p,n

is the solution to (E(δn(ε))) starting from an(ε) ≤ C(p)ε, we have by Lemma 3.3 that g̃(ε)
p,n(t) =

g
(ε)
p,n(t+ 1/2) ≤ g

(ε)
p,n(A+ 3/2) ≤ ĝp,(ε)(A+ 3/2) for all t ∈ [0, A+ 1]. This yields the upper bound (a)

with K̄ε,A = max(K̄0
ε,A, ĝp,(ε)(A+ 1)) ∈ (0, 1).

Next, working again on In(ε), we have seen in the proof of Lemma 3.4 (up to a time shift of 1/2)
that for every t ≥ 0

t+ 1/2 + ε− g̃
(ε)
p,n(t) − d̃

(ε)
p,n(t)

1 − g̃
(ε)
p,n(t)

= (t+ 1/2 + δn(ε))
(
1 − g̃(ε)

p,n(t)
)

=: r̃(ε)
p,n(t),

leading to the lower bound of (b). Moreover, observe that r̃(ε)
p,n verifies

r̃(ε)
p,n(0) ≤ 1

2 − c(p)ε
2 and

(
r̃(ε)
p,n

)′
(t) =

(
1 − g̃(ε)

p,n(t)
)(

1 − (t+ 1/2 + δn(ε)) 2pg̃(ε)
p,n(t)

1 − 2r̃(ε)
p,n(t)

)
, t > 0.

For ε > 0 small enough, by continuity of r̃(ε)
p,n, the time T := inf

{
t ≥ 0 : r̃(ε)

p,n(t) ≥ 1/2 − ε2} (with the
usual convention inf{∅} = ∞) is strictly positive. It T were finite, there would exist η ∈ (0, T ) such
that for every t ∈ [T −η, T ], r̃(ε)

p,n(t) ≥ 1/2−2ε2. As g̃(ε)
p,n is increasing and verifies g̃(ε)

p,n(0) ≥ (2+c(p))ε,
it is easy to see that for ε > 0 small enough, this would lead to

(
r̃

(ε)
p,n
)′(t) ≤ 0 for any t ∈ [T − η, T ],

which would contradict the definition of T . Thus, T = ∞ on In(ε) and the claim follows with
κ̄ε = min(κ̄0

ε, ε
2).

Now set
Kε,A = 1 + K̄ε,A

2 and κε = κ̄ε
2 ,

and consider the following domain.

Definition 4.8. For ε > 0 small enough and A > 0,

Dε,A =
{

(t, g, d) ∈ (−ε,A+ 1) × (0,Kε,A) × (0, A+ 1) : 1 −Kε,A

2 <
t+ 1/2 + ε− d− g

1 − g
<

1
2 − κε

}
.

Additionally, define for (t, g, d) ∈ Dε,A,

Fε (t, g, d) = 2pg(1 − g)2

1 − 2(t+ 1/2 + ε) + g + 2d.
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Some consequences. This way, the process
((
t, g̃

(ε)
p,n(t), d̃(ε)

p,n(t)
)

: t ∈ [0, A]
)

is confined in a compact
subset of Dε,A, according to Lemma 4.7 and the definition of the event In(ε) (which gives strictly
positive lower bounds for the processes g̃(ε)

p,n, d̃
(ε)
p,n). The function Fε is chosen so that

g′(t+ 1/2) = Fε (t, g(t+ 1/2), d(t+ 1/2)) , t > 0

for any couple of functions (g, d) solution to (Ẽ(ε)). Moreover, observe that for all (t, g, d) ∈ Dε,A

the denominator in Fε(t, g, d) belongs to the interval [(1 −Kε,A)2κε,Kε,A] ⊂ (0, 1), so that Fε is
well-defined, bounded and Lipschitz continuous on Dε,A.

Let us now define, for ε > 0, the time-translated processes:

G
(ε)
p,n(m) = Gp,n(⌊m+ (1/2 + ε)n⌋) D

(ε)
p,n(m) = Dp,n(⌊m+ (1/2 + ε)n⌋)

V
(ε)
p,n (m) = Vp,n(⌊m+ (1/2 + ε)n⌋) E

(ε)
p,n(m) = Ep,n(⌊m+ (1/2 + ε)n⌋)

m ≥ 0

and
(
F(ε)
p,n(m)

)
m∈Z+

be the associated filtration. Consider their modifications,

(
G̃(ε)
p,n(m), D̃(ε)

p,n(m)
)

:=


(Gp,n(⌊m+ (1/2 + ε)n⌋), Dp,n(⌊m+ (1/2 + ε)n⌋)) on In(ε)

n ·
(
gp
(
m
n + 1/2 + ε

)
, dp

(
m
n + 1/2 + ε

))
on In(ε)c,

as well as Ṽ (ε)
p,n (m) = n−G̃

(ε)
p,n(m), Ẽ(ε)

p,n(m) = ⌊m+ (1/2 + ε)n⌋−G̃
(ε)
p,n(m)−D̃

(ε)
p,n(m). Note that these

processes are adapted to the filtration F(ε)
p,n. These modifications eliminates potential initialization

issues since, as already observed, Lemma 4.7 and the definition of Dε,A imply that(
0, G̃

(ε)
p,n(0)
n

,
D̃

(ε)
p,n(0)
n

)
∈ Dε,A.

Consider then the exit time

HDε,A := inf
{
m ≥ 0 :

(
m

n
,
G̃

(ε)
p,n(m)
n

,
D̃

(ε)
p,n(m)
n

)
/∈ Dε,A

}
, (4.15)

which is a stopping-time with respect to the filtration F(ε)
p,n. Note the following consequences of the

definition of Dε,A: for every m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
Ṽ (ε)
p,n (m) > (1 −Kε,A)n (A1)

and for n small enough (depending on ε an A)

1 −Kε,A

3 <
Ẽ

(ε)
p,n(m)

Ṽ
(ε)
p,n (m)

<
1
2 − κε, (A2)
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which implies that the forest part of G̃(ε)
p,n(m) is subcritical as long as m ∈

[
0, HDε,A

)
, and more

precisely that

Ω̃(ε)
p,n(m) := 2Ẽ(ε)

p,n(m) − Ṽ
(ε)
p,n (m)

Ṽ
(ε)
p,n (m)2/3

≤ −2κε(1 −Kε,A)1/3 · n1/3. (A3)

Combining (A1) with the lower bound of (A2) also yields for n small enough and any m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
,

Ẽ(ε)
p,n(m) ≥ (1 −Kε,A)2

3 · n. (A4)

Approximation of the conditional jumps. We have now the material to prove the following
lemma, which is a key point of the proof of Proposition 4.6.

Lemma 4.9. As n → ∞, uniformly over m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
, one has∣∣∣∣∣E [∆G̃(ε)

p,n(m)|F(ε)
p,n(m)

]
− Fε

(
m

n
,
G̃

(ε)
p,n(m)
n

,
D̃

(ε)
p,n(m)
n

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ(n)

for a deterministic function λ(n)=o(1).

Proof. For n ≥ 1 and m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
, using the definition of Fε, we have that

∣∣∣∣E[∆G̃(ε)
p,n(m)|F(ε)

p,n(m)
]

− Fε

(
m

n
,
G̃

(ε)
p,n(m)
n

,
D̃p,n(m)

n

) ∣∣∣∣ (4.16)

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣E
[
∆G(ε)

p,n(m)|F(ε)
p,n(m)

]
− 2pG(ε)

p,n(m)(n−G
(ε)
p,n(m))

n2
(
1 − 2E(ε)

p,n(m)/V (ε)
p,n (m)

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣1{In(ε)}

+

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 2pG(ε)
p,n(m)(n−G

(ε)
p,n(m))2

n3
(
V

(ε)
p,n (m) − 2

(
m/n+ 1/2 + ε−G

(ε)
p,n(m) −D

(ε)
p,n(m)

)) − 2pG(ε)
p,n(m)(n−G

(ε)
p,n(m))2

n3(V (ε)
p,n (m) − 2E(ε)

p,n(m)
)
∣∣∣∣∣∣1{In(ε)}

+
∣∣∣∣n(gp (m+ 1

n
+ 1

2 + ε

)
− gp

(
m

n
+ 1

2 + ε

))
− Fε

(
m

n
, gp

(
m

n
+ 1

2 + ε

)
, dp

(
m

n
+ 1

2 + ε

))∣∣∣∣1{In(ε)c}.

We will show that each of the three terms in the right-hand side of (4.16) is deterministically bounded
by a function independent of m that converges to 0 as n → ∞.

1) We start by bounding from above the last term: since (gp(· + ε), dp(· + ε)) is a solution to (Ẽ(ε)),
one has for every m ∈

[
0, HDε,A

)
,

n

(
gp

(
m+ 1
n

+ 1
2 + ε

)
− gp

(
m

n
+ 1

2 + ε

))
=
∫ m+1

m
Fε

(
s

n
, gp

(
s

n
+ 1

2 + ε

)
, dp

(
s

n
+ 1

2 + ε

))
ds

= Fε

(
m

n
, gp

(
m

n
+ 1

2 + ε

)
, dp

(
m

n
+ 1

2 + ε

))
+O

( 1
n

)
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where the O (1/n) is uniform over m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
, as a consequence of the Lipschitz continuity of Fε

over Dε,A and the fact that the derivatives of gp and dp are bounded.

2) Regarding the middle term in the right-hand side of (4.16), we note, using e.g. (A3), that it is
bounded from above by a constant times

m/n+ 1/2 + ε− ⌊m/n+ 1/2 + ε⌋
n2 ≤ 1

n2

for all m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
.

3) Last, on the event In(ε), for every m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
,∣∣∣∣∣∣E

[
∆G(ε)

p,n(m)|F(ε)
p,n(m)

]
− 2pG(ε)

p,n(m)(n−G
(ε)
p,n(m))

n2(1 − 2E(ε)
p,n(m)/V (ε)

p,n (m)
)
∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣∣E
[
∆G(ε)

p,n(m)1{∆G(ε)
p,n(m)≤V (ε)

p,n(m)1/4}|F(ε)
p,n(m)

]
− 2pG(ε)

p,n(m)(n−G
(ε)
p,n(m))

n2 S
V

(ε)
p,n(m)1/4

(
2E(ε)

p,n(m)
V

(ε)
p,n (m)

)∣∣∣∣∣
+ E

[
∆G(ε)

p,n(m)1{∆G(ε)
p,n(m)>V (ε)

p,n(m)1/4}|F(ε)
p,n(m)

]

+ 2p
∣∣∣∣∣ 1
1 − 2E(ε)

p,n(m)/V (ε)
p,n (m)

− S
V

(ε)
p,n(m)1/4

(
2E(ε)

p,n(m)
V

(ε)
p,n (m)

)∣∣∣∣∣
where SN is defined in (A.3) for N ∈ N. It remains to show that on the event In(ε) and uniformly
over m < HDε,A , each of the three terms in the right-hand side of this inequality is smaller than a
deterministic function of n that converges to 0 as n → ∞. In the lines below we implicitly work on
In(ε) and with m ∈

[
0, HDε,A

)
.

• By (A4), E(ε)
p,n(m) is greater than a constant times n, and by (A3), Ω(ε)

p,n(m) is smaller than a
negative constant times n1/3. Since moreover V (ε)

p,n (m) ≤ n, Corollary 2.5 1) applies and implies that
uniformly in 1 ≤ k ≤ V

(ε)
p,n (m)1/4,∣∣∣∣∣∣∣P

(
∆G(ε)

p,n(m) = k|F(ε)
p,n(m)

)
− kk−1

k!

(
2E(ε)

p,n(m)
V

(ε)
p,n (m)

)k−1

e
−2k

E
(ε)
p,n(m)

V
(ε)
p,n(m)

2pG(ε)
p,n(m)

(
n−G

(ε)
p,n(m)

)
n2


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤
(
o(
E

(ε)
p,n(m),Ω(ε)

p,n(m)
)(1) +O(

E
(ε)
p,n(m),Ω(ε)

p,n(m)
)(1) · n

1/4

n

)
· k

k−1

k!

(
2E(ε)

p,n(m)
V

(ε)
p,n (m)

)k−1

e
−2k

E
(ε)
p,n(m)

V
(ε)
p,n(m) .

There thus exists a deterministic λ1(n) (independent on m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
) that converges to 0 as

n → ∞ such that∣∣∣∣∣E[∆G(ε)
p,n(m)1{∆G(ε)

p,n(m)≤V (ε)
p,n(m)1/4}|F(ε)

p,n(m)
]

−
2pG(ε)

p,n(m)
(
n−G

(ε)
p,n(m)

)
n2 S

V
(ε)
p,n(m)1/4

(
2E

(ε)
p,n(m)

V
(ε)
p,n (m)

) ∣∣∣∣∣
≤ λ1(n) ·

∑
k≥1

kk

k!

(
2E(ε)

p,n(m)
V

(ε)
p,n (m)

)k−1

e
−2k

E
(ε)
p,n(m)

V
(ε)
p,n(m) ≤ λ1 (n) · (2κε)−1
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where we used (A.2) and the upper bound of the inequality (A2) to get the last line.

• As we just implicitly said, (A2) implies 2E(ε)
p,n(m) − V

(ε)
p,n (m) ≤ −2κεV (ε)

p,n (m). Recall also that,
by (A1),V (ε)

p,n (m) is deterministically bounded from below by a constant times n. Lemma 2.6 and the
free forest property of Proposition 1.3 thus imply that for n large enough

E
[
∆G(ε)

p,n(m)1{∆G(ε)
p,n(m)>V (ε)

p,n(m)1/4}|F(ε)
p,n(m)

]
≤ nP

(
∆G(ε)

p,n(m) > V (ε)
p,n (m)1/4|F(ε)

p,n(m)
)

≤ c1nV
(ε)
p,n (m)3/2 exp

(
− c2V

(ε)
p,n (m)1/4)

≤ c1n
5/2 exp

(
− c′

2n
1/4), (4.17)

where c1, c2, c
′
2 belong to (0,∞) and only depend on ε and A.

• Using again that the ratio E(ε)
p,n(m)/V (ε)

p,n (m) belongs to the compact [0, 1/2 − κε], we can bound
from above the last term by a deterministic function that converges to 0 as n → ∞, thanks to Lemma
A.2 1) and the fact, by (A1), that V ε

p,n(m) ≥ (1 −Kε,A)n.

4.3.2 Proof of Proposition 4.6

We have now the material to apply Theorem A.4 to the process
(
G̃

(ε)
p,n, D̃

(ε)
p,n
)

introduced in the pre-
liminaries, working on the domain Dε,A of Definition 4.8 for some fixed A > 0. Let us check all the
hypotheses of the theorem. First, both processes G̃(ε)

p,n, D̃
(ε)
p,n are uniformly bounded by n. Then, recall

the definition of Fε (Definition 4.8) and set

G(t, g, d) = 2(1 − p)g(1 − g) + g2, for (t, g, d) ∈ Dε,A.

The functions Fε and G are Lipschitz continuous on Dε,A: this is obvious for G and was discussed
for Fε in the paragraph after Definition 4.8. Besides, by construction, Dε,A contains the closure of
the set {

(0, g, d) : P
((
G̃(ε)
p,n(0), D̃(ε)

p,n(0)
)

= n · (g, d)
)

̸= 0 for some n
}
.

Next, recall the definition (4.15) of the exit time HDε,A , and check:

• The boundedness hypothesis. Since g′
p is bounded on [1/2, A+ 3/2], we have for n large

enough

P
(
∃m ∈

[
0, HDε,A

)
: ∆G̃(ε)

p,n(m) > n1/4
)

= P
(
∃m ∈

[
0, HDε,A

)
: ∆G(ε)

p,n(m) > n1/4, In(ε)
)
.

Consequently, proceeding in a similar way to (4.17), recalling also (A1), we deduce that

P
(
∃m ∈

[
0, HDε,A

)
: ∆G̃(ε)

p,n(m) > n1/4
)

≤
⌊(A+1)n⌋∑
m=0

E
[
P
(
∆G(ε)

p,n(m) > n1/4,m < HDε,A |F(ε)
p,n(m)

)
1In(ε)

]
≤ c1n

5/2 exp
(

− c2n
1/4),
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where c1, c2 belong to (0,∞) and only depend on ε and A. Besides, |∆D̃(ε)
p,n(m)| ≤ 1 for all

m ≥ 0. This therefore yields the boundedness hypothesis of Theorem A.4, with, keeping the
notation introduced there, β(n) = n1/4 and γ(n) = c′

1n
5/2 exp

(
− c′

2n
1/4).

• The trend hypothesis. By Lemma 4.9, for every m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
∣∣∣∣∣E [∆G̃(ε)

p,n(m)|F(ε)
p,n(m)

]
− Fε

(
m

n
,
G̃

(ε)
p,n(m)
n

,
D̃

(ε)
p,n(m)
n

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ(n)

with λ(n) = o(1). With a similar (but much simpler) approach, we get that simultaneously for
all m ∈

[
0, HDε,A

)
, thanks to Proposition 2.1 and the definition of dp via (Ẽ(ε)),∣∣∣∣∣E [∆D̃(ε)

p,n(m)|F(ε)
p,n(m)

]
−G

(
m

n
,
G̃

(ε)
p,n(m)
n

,
D̃

(ε)
p,n(m)
n

)∣∣∣∣∣ = O

( 1
n

)

for a deterministic O(1/n) independent of m ∈
[
0, HDε,A

)
.

Finally recall from Definition 4.5 and Lemma 4.7 that
(
g̃

(ε)
p,n, d̃

(ε)
p,n
)

is the unique solution to equation
(Ẽ(ε)) starting from

(
G̃

(ε)
p,n(0)/n, D̃(ε)

p,n(0)/n
)

and that
((
t, g̃

(ε)
p,n(t), d̃(ε)

p,n(t)
)

: t ∈ [0, A]
)

is confined in a
compact subset of Dε,A. All in all, all this implies that the conclusion (b) of Theorem A.4 holds with
η(n) = max(λ(n)+n−1/2 +2nγ(n);n−1/13) = o(1) and σ(n) = A, yielding that, with high probability
as n → ∞,

G̃(ε)
p,n(m) = n · g̃(ε)

p,n(m/n) + o(n) and D̃(ε)
p,n(m) = n · d̃(ε)

p,n(m/n) + o(n),

uniformly over m ∈ [0, An]. Since
(
G̃

(ε)
p,n, D̃

(ε)
p,n
)

coincides with
(
G

(ε)
p,n, D

(ε)
p,n
)

on In(ε), whose probability
tends to 1 as n tends to infinity, and since g̃(ε)

p,n (⌊nt⌋ /n) − g̃
(ε)
p,n(t) = O (1/n) uniformly on compact

sets, this in turn yields that((∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊nt+ (1/2 + ε)n⌋)
n

− g̃(ε)
p,n(t)

∣∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣∣Dp,n (⌊nt+ (1/2 + ε)n⌋)
n

− d̃(ε)
p,n(t)

∣∣∣∣))
t≥0

P−→
n→∞

0

for the topology of uniform convergence on compacts, which is equivalent to the statement of the
proposition.

4.4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Convergence of the rescaled gel Gp,n(⌊n ·⌋)/n. Our goal is to prove that for any (large) A > 0 and
any (small) δ > 0,

P
(

sup
t∈[0,A]

∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊nt⌋)
n

− gp(t)
∣∣∣∣ > δ

)
−→
n→∞

0.

Recall the definition of the event In(ε) in (4.14) and that for ε > 0 sufficiently small P(In(ε)) → 1 as
n → ∞. It is therefore sufficient to prove that for a well-chosen, small, ε > 0 (that may depend on A
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and δ),

P
(

sup
t∈[0,A]

∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊nt⌋)
n

− gp(t)
∣∣∣∣ > δ, In(ε)

)
−→
n→∞

0. (4.18)

In that aim, consider g(ε)
p,n as defined in Definition 4.5 and write

sup
t∈[0,A]

∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊nt⌋)
n

− gp(t)
∣∣∣∣ ≤ sup

t∈[0, 1
2 +ε]

∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊nt⌋)
n

− gp(t)
∣∣∣∣+ sup

t∈[ 1
2 +ε,A]

∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊nt⌋)
n

− gp(t)
∣∣∣∣

≤
Gp,n

(⌊
n
(1

2 + ε
)⌋)

n
+ gp

(1
2 + ε

)
+ sup
t∈[ 1

2 ,A−ε]

∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊n(t+ ε)⌋)
n

− g(ε)
p,n(t)

∣∣∣∣
+ sup
t∈[ 1

2 ,A−ε]

∣∣∣g(ε)
p,n(t) − gp(t+ ε)

∣∣∣
where we used that the process Gp,n and the function gp are non-decreasing.

On In(ε), since Gp,n
(⌊
n(1/2 + ε)

⌋)
≤ C(p)εn and gp is continuous on [1/2,∞), we have that for ε

(determinist and independent of n) small enough

Gp,n
(⌊
n(1

2 + ε)
⌋)

n
+ gp

(1
2 + ε

)
≤ C(p)ε+ gp

(1
2 + 2ε

)
≤ δ

4 .

(We will need the “+2ε" later on.) Besides, from Lemma 4.7 and its proof, we know that on In(ε),
for ε (determinist, independent of n) sufficiently small, g(ε)

p,n is the unique solution to the equation
(E(δn(ε))) starting from g

(ε)
p,n(1/2) = Gp,n

(
⌊n(1/2 + ε)⌋

)
/n, where

0 < δn(ε) = ε− d
(ε)
p,n(1/2) − g

(ε)
p,n(1/2)2/2

(1 − g
(ε)
p,n(1/2))2

≤ 2ε

(with d
(ε)
p,n(1/2) = Dp,n

(⌊
n(1/2 + ε)

⌋)
/n). Since g(· + δn(ε)) is also a solution to (E(δn(ε))), Lemma

3.3 2) then yields

sup
t∈[ 1

2 ,A−ε]

∣∣∣g(ε)
p,n (t) − gp (t+ δn(ε))

∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣g(ε)
p,n

(1
2

)
− gp

(1
2 + δn(ε)

)∣∣∣∣
≤
Gp,n

(⌊
n(1

2 + ε)
⌋)

n
+ gp

(1
2 + 2ε

)
≤ δ

4 .

To complete, the mean value theorem gives for ε ∈ (0, 1],

sup
t∈[ 1

2 ,A−ε]
|gp (t+ δn(ε)) − gp (t+ ε)| ≤ sup

t∈[ 1
2 ,A+1]

|g′
p(t)|ε.

All in all, we have proved so far that on In(ε), for ε (determinist, independent of n) sufficiently small,

sup
t∈[0,A]

∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊nt⌋)
n

− gp(t)
∣∣∣∣ ≤ 3δ

4 + sup
t∈[ 1

2 ,A−ε]

∣∣∣∣Gp,n (⌊n(t+ ε)⌋)
n

− g(ε)
p,n(t)

∣∣∣∣ .
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By Proposition 4.6, the supremum in the right-hand side converges in probability to 0, leading to
(4.18).

Convergence of the rescaled number of discarded edges Dp,n(⌊n ·⌋)/n. We proceed similarly. For fixed
A > 0 and δ > 0, our goal is to prove that for ε small enough

P
(

sup
t∈[0,A]

∣∣∣∣Dp,n (⌊nt⌋)
n

− dp(t)
∣∣∣∣ > δ, In(ε)

)
−→
n→∞

0.

As above, we use the triangular inequality to get

sup
t∈[0,A]

∣∣∣∣Dp,n (⌊nt⌋)
n

− dp(t)
∣∣∣∣ ≤

Dp,n
(⌊
n
(1

2 + ε
)⌋)

n
+ dp

(1
2 + ε

)
+ sup
t∈[ 1

2 ,A−ε]

∣∣∣∣Dp,n (⌊n(t+ ε)⌋)
n

− d(ε)
p,n(t)

∣∣∣∣
+ sup
t∈[ 1

2 ,A−ε]

∣∣∣d(ε)
p,n(t) − dp(t+ ε)

∣∣∣ .
Regarding the initialization at time 1 + 2 + ε, we proceed as with Gp,n, recalling that Dp,n(1/2 + ε)
is smaller than a constant times ε2n on In(ε) and that dp(1/2) = 0. Recall next that for t ≥ 1

2 ,

d′
p(t+ε) = 2(1−p)gp(t+ε)(1−gp(t+ε))+g2

p(t+ε),
(
d(ε)
p,n

)′(t) = 2(1−p)g(ε)
p,n(t)

(
1−g(ε)

p,n(t)
)
+
(
g(ε)
p,n

)2(t).

Since we have seen that supt∈[ 1
2 ,A−ε]

∣∣g(ε)
p,n (t) − gp(t+ ε)

∣∣ can be made arbitrarily small on In(ε) and

since the functions g(ε)
p,n, gp are positive and bounded from above by 1, we have that, on In(ε), for ε

(determinist, independent of n) sufficiently small,

sup
t∈[0,A]

∣∣∣∣Dp,n (⌊nt⌋)
n

− dp(t)
∣∣∣∣ ≤ 3δ

4 + sup
t∈[ 1

2 ,A−ε]

∣∣∣∣Dp,n (⌊n(t+ ε)⌋)
n

− d(ε)
p,n(t)

∣∣∣∣
and we conclude with Proposition 4.6.

4.5 Proof of Theorem 1.6

Theorem 1.6 is a consequence of Theorem 1.2. The convergence of the triplet(
Vp,n(⌊n ·⌋)/n,Ep,n(⌊n ·⌋)/n,Rp,n(⌊n ·⌋)

)
follows immediately from Theorem 1.2, together with the

relations (1.2) and the properties of the functions vp, ep, rp highlighted in Proposition 3.1.

Regarding the number of trees N (k)
p,n of size k, k ∈ N, we first note that since the process

∑
k≥1

kN
(k)
p,n(⌊n ·⌋)
n

= Vp,n(⌊n ·⌋)
n

P−→
n→∞

vp = 1 − gp =
∑
k≥1

ktp,k

it is sufficient to prove separately the convergence for each k ∈ N of kN
(k)
p,n(⌊n·⌋)/n to tp,k to get the

convergence of the sequence (kN (k)
p,n(⌊n·⌋)/n, k ≥ 1) for the norm ∥ · ∥1 in ℓ1.
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Then, note from the dynamic of the p-frozen model that for all k ∈ N and all m ∈ N

E
[
∆N (k)

p,n(m)|F(N)
p,n (m)

]
=

∑
i+j=k

ij
N

(i)
p,n(m)N (j)

p,n(m)
n2 − 2kN

(k)
p,n(m) (n− (1 − p)Gp,n(m))

n2 +O

( 1
n

)
(4.19)

where F(N)
p,n denotes the filtration generated by the sequence (N (k)

p,n)k≥1, for a deterministic O(1/n)
that only depends on k, not on m. We will proceed by induction on k to get the convergence of
N

(k)
p,n(⌊n·⌋)/n to the function tp,k, relying on an approximation of the gel Gp,n by its fluid limit.

We prove in detail the initial step, when k = 1, the induction step will then proceed similarly. Fix
A > 0 and define for any integer m ∈ [0, An]

Y (1)
n (m) = N

(1)
p,n(m)
n

− tp,1

(
m

n

)
,

where we recall that
tp,1(t) = (1 − gp(t)) e−2t(1−gp(t)), t ≥ 0.

It is easy to see, using that gp is solution to the equation (E(0)), that t′p,1(t) = −2tp,1(t) (1 − (1 − p)gp(t))
for all t ≥ 0 – which is bounded as well as its derivative since g′

p is bounded – so we have for every
m ∈ N, by Taylor’s expansion,

tp,1

(
m+ 1
n

)
− tp,1

(
m

n

)
= − 2

n
· t1,p

(
m

n

)(
1 − (1 − p)gp

(
m

n

))
+O

( 1
n2

)
. (4.20)

In particular the jumps of Y (1)
n are deterministically bounded by a O(1/n). Then consider for δ > 0

the event

Jn(δ) =
{

sup
0≤m≤⌊An⌋

∣∣∣∣Gp,n(m)
n

− gp

(
m

n

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ δ

}
∩
{

sup
0≤m≤⌊An⌋

∣∣∣∣∣Y (1)
n (m) −

m−1∑
i=0

E
[
∆Y (1)

n (i)|F(N)
p,n (i)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ δ

}
.

The convergence in probability of the rescaled process Gp,n(⌊n·⌋)/n to gp and Lemma 4.1 imply that
P(Jn(δ)) → 1 as n → ∞. Next, on Jn(δ), using (4.19) for k = 1 and (4.20), we see that for every n
deterministic large enough and every m ∈ [0, An], we have∣∣∣E [∆Y (1)

n (m)|F(N)
p,n (m)

]∣∣∣ ≤ 2
n

∣∣∣Y (1)
n (m)

∣∣∣+ 3δ
n
,

which in turn leads to

|Y (1)
n (i)| ≤ 2

n

m−1∑
i=0

|Y (1)
n (j)| + δ(3A+ 1).

We then conclude with the discrete version of Grönwall’s Lemma that sup0≤m≤⌊An⌋|Y
(1)
n (m)| ≤

δ(3A + 1)e2A. Since δ can be chosen arbitrarily small, this proves the convergence in probability
to 0 of sup0≤m≤⌊An⌋|Y

(1)
n (m)⌋, which in turn gives the convergence in probability of N

(1)
p,n(⌊n·⌋)/n to

47



the function tp,1 for the topology of uniform convergence on [0, A], using that supt≥0|tp,1(⌊nt⌋/n) −
tp,1(t)| = O(1/n).

The proof of the induction step to pass from k to k+1 is similar, using that
(
Gp,n/n,N

(1)
p,n/n, ..., N

(k)
p,n/n

)
is approximated by (gp (·/n) , tp,1 (·/n) , ..., tp,k−1 (·/n)), together with (4.19) and the definition and
properties of the fonctions tp,i, i ≥ 1. Details are left to the reader.

4.6 Largest and typical trees

Proof of Corollary 1.7. Let t ∈ [0,∞)\{1/2}. By Theorem 1.6, Vp,n(⌊nt⌋)/n converges in proba-
bility towards 1 − gp(t) > 0 and the ratio Rp,n(t) = Ep,n(t)/Vp,n(t) converges in probability towards
rp(t) = t(1 − gp(t)) which lies in (0, 1/2) since t ̸= 1/2, by Proposition 3.1. Together with the free
forest property of Proposition 1.3 and Proposition 2.4, this implies that

#T (i)
p,n(⌊nt⌋)
ln(n)

P−→
n→∞

1
2t(1 − gp(t)) − 1 − ln(2t(1 − gp(t)))

, ∀i ∈ N.

Hence the result, since gp(t) = 0 when t < 1/2. □

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Fix t ≥ 0. From the exchangeability of the vertices of the model and
Theorem 1.6 (using that kN

(k)
p,n(⌊nt⌋)/n ≤ 1 and Vp,n(⌊nt⌋))/n ≤ 1 to apply the Dominated

Convergence Theorem), one has for any k ∈ N,

P
(
CC∗

p,n(⌊nt⌋) is a tree of size k
)

= E
[
kN

(k)
p,n(⌊nt⌋)
n

]
−→
n→∞

ktp,k(t).

and
P
(
CC∗

p,n(⌊nt⌋) is a tree
)

= E
[
Vp,n(⌊nt⌋)

n

]
−→
n→∞

1 − gp(t).

Then let t be one of the kk−2 trees with k vertices labeled 1, . . . , k. Recalling that the labels in
CC∗

p,n(⌊nt⌋) are an increasing relabeling from 1 to #CC∗
p,n(⌊nt⌋) of the initial labels of the connected

component containing the vertex 1 at time ⌊nt⌋, one sees from Proposition 2.2 that

P
(
CC∗

p,n(⌊nt⌋) = t | CC∗
p,n(⌊nt⌋) is a tree of size k

)
= 1

kk−2 .

Consequently,

P
(
CC∗

p,n(⌊nt⌋) = t | CCn,1(⌊nt⌋) is a tree
)

−→
n→∞

ktp,k(t)
(1 − gp(t))kk−2

= (2t)k−1 (1 − gp(t))k−1 e−2kt(1−gp(t))

(k − 1)! .

We conclude by recalling that a Galton-Watson tree with offspring distribution Poisson with mean
λ > 0 – we denote GWPoi(λ) such a tree – equipped with uniformly random labels from 1 to #GWPoi(λ)
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on its vertices and where the original order is forgotten, as well as the root, verifies for any tree t
with k vertices labeled 1, . . . , k,

P
(
GWPoi(λ) = t

)
= e−kλλk−1∏k

i=1 ni!
· 1
k! ·

k∏
i=1

ni! · k = e−kλλk−1

(k − 1)! ,

where ni denotes the number of children of the vertex i (here e−kλλk−1/
∏k
i=1 ni! is the probability

that the Galton-Watson tree, yet ordered and unlabeled, is equal to an ordered unlabeled version of
t, 1/k! corresponds to adding the labels,

∏k
i=1 ni! to removing the order, and last k to forgetting the

root). Taking λ = 2t(1 − gp(t)), this corresponds to the above limit in distribution of CC∗
p,n(⌊nt⌋)

conditioned to be a tree. □

Remark. We could have proved this result by using the continuous model of Section 5.1 together
with Lemma 6.1, and then de-Poissonizing with the help of (6.6). With this approach, one has to use
the identity

e2(1−p)
∫ t

0 gp(u)du = (1 − gp(t)) e2tgp(t), ∀t ≥ 0

to conclude. This identity can be proved by verifying that the derivatives of the functions in the left
and right hand sides are equal, using the equation (E(0)) satisfied by gp.

5 A continuous version of the model

We introduce in this short section a continuous version of the p-frozen Erdős-Rényi model, p ∈ [0, 1],
and then underline some of its properties in the fluid limit.

5.1 Poissonization

Starting with n isolated vertices labelled 1, . . . , n, we consider, on each of the n(n − 1)/2 potential
edges, independently, a Poisson point process (PPP in the following) with intensity 1/n. When such
a PPP rings, if the edge has not already been added to the graph:

- either the edge connects two tree-components of the current graph and we add it to the graph

- or it connects two vertices of unicycle-components and we discard it

- or it connects a tree-component and a unicycle-component and we add it with probability p

and discard it otherwise.

We let Fp,n(t) denote the graph at time t ≥ 0 and emphasize that if N is a standard Poisson process
(with intensity 1), independent of the discrete p-frozen model Fp,n, then,

(
Fp,n(t), t ≥ 0

) (d)=
(
Fp,n (N ((n− 1)t/2)) , t ≥ 0

)
. (5.1)
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5.2 Fluid limit in the continuous model

We let (Gp,n(t), t ≥ 0) denote the gel size process in this continuous version of the model (that is
the total number of vertices that belong to unicycle components) and state the following corollary of
Theorem 1.2. Of course, the other results on the fluid limit of the discrete model also transfer easily
to the continuous model, but we only highlight here what we will really need in the rest of the paper.
Here p ∈ (0, 1].

Corollary 5.1. As n → ∞, (Gp,n(t)
n

, t ≥ 0
)

P−→ (gp(t/2), t ≥ 0)

for the topology of uniform convergence on compacts. Consequently, for each A > 0,∫ A

0

(
1 − Gp,n(t)

n

)
dt P−→

∫ A

0
(1 − gp(t/2)) dt.

Proof. We write for t ≥ 0, Gp,n(t) = Gp,n(N ((n − 1)t/2)), where Gp,n is a discrete version of the
p-frozen model and N is the Poisson process involved in (5.1), independent of Gp,n, ∀n. Using that
the derivative of gp is bounded on R+ and the convergence in probability of the rescaled process
N (n·)/n towards the identity function (for the topology of uniform convergence on compacts), we
have that for all A > 0, as n → ∞,

sup
t∈[0,A]

∣∣∣∣gp (N ((n− 1)t/2)
n

)
− gp(t/2)

∣∣∣∣ P−→ 0.

Together with Theorem 1.2 and a standard use of the triangular inequality this leads to the announced
convergence.

The convergence of the integrals can be completed as follows:

Corollary 5.2. As n → ∞,∫ ∞

0

(
1 − Gp,n(t)

n

)
dt P−→

∫ ∞

0
(1 − gp(t/2)) dt = ψ(1/p) + γE

1 − p
.

Additionally, for any sequence of positive real numbers (tn) such that tn → ∞,∫ tn

0

(
1 − Gp,n(t)

n

)
dt P−→ ψ(1/p) + γE

1 − p
.

The proof of this corollary is partly based on the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let σn(1/2) := inf{t ≥ 0 : Gp,n(t) ≥ n/2} and set for t ≥ 0

kn(t) = E
[
1 − Gp,n(t+ σn(1/2))

n

]
.

Then, kn(t) ≤ e−pt/2 for all t ≥ 0 and all n ∈ N.
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Proof. The dynamic of the continuous model implies that conditional on Gp,n(t+ σn(1/2)) = ℓ (for
ℓ integer, n/2 ≤ ℓ ≤ n), we have that Gp,n(t+ ε+ σn(1/2)) ≥ Gp,n(t+ σn(1/2)) + 1 with probability
greater than

p (1 − exp(−εℓ(n− ℓ)/n)) ≥ p (1 − exp(−ε(n− ℓ)/2)) , ∀ε > 0.

Since the function x 7→ (1−exp(−x))/x is decreasing on (0,∞) and since n−ℓ ≤ n/2 when ℓ ≥ n/2,
the above inequality implies that

kn(t+ ε) − kn(t) = E [Gp,n(t+ σn(1/2)) − Gp,n(t+ ε+ σn(1/2))]
n

≤ −2pkn(t)1 − exp(−εn/4)
n

.

Consequently, for all t ≥ 0 and all ε > 0,

kn(t) ≤ kn

(
ε

⌊
t

ε

⌋)
≤ kn(0)

(
1 − 2p1 − exp(−εn/4)

n

)⌊ t
ε

⌋
−→
ε→0

kn(0) exp(−pt/2),

which gives the upper bound kn(t) ≤ kn(0) exp(−pt/2) ≤ exp(−pt/2) for all t ≥ 0 and all n ∈ N.

Proof of Corollary 5.2. Lemma 3.2 gives the identity
∫∞

0 (1 − gp(t/2)) dt =
(
ψ(1/p) +γE

)
/(1 − p).

Then fix ε > 0, δ > 0. We want to show that

P
(∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

0

(
1 − Gp,n(t)

n

)
dt−

∫ ∞

0
(1 − gp(t/2)) dt

∣∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
≤ δ for all n large enough. (5.2)

In that aim fix A > 0 large enough so that gp(A/2) > 1/2 and∫ ∞

2A
(1 − gp(t/2)) dt ≤ ε

3 and 3
ε

∫ ∞

A
e−pt/2dt ≤ δ

4 .

Then note that

P
(∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

0

(
1 − Gp,n(t)

n

)
dt−

∫ ∞

0
(1 − gp(t/2)) dt

∣∣∣∣ ≥ ε

)
≤ P

(∫ ∞

2A

(
1 − Gp,n(t)

n

)
dt ≥ ε

3

)
+ P

(∣∣∣∣∣
∫ 2A

0

(
1 − Gp,n(t)

n

)
dt−

∫ 2A

0
(1 − gp(t/2)) dt

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ ε

3

)
.

By Corollary 5.1, the last probability converges to 0 and is therefore smaller than δ/2 for n large
enough. Besides, with the notation of Lemma 5.3,

P
(∫ ∞

2A

(
1 − Gp,n(t)

n

)
dt ≥ ε

3

)
≤ P (A < σn(1/2))

+ P
(∫ ∞

2A−Tn(1/2)

(
1 − Gp,n(t+ σn(1/2))

n

)
dt ≥ ε

3 , A ≥ σn(1/2)
)

≤ P (A < σn(1/2)) + 3
ε

∫ ∞

A
kn(t)dt,

where for the second inequality we used that 2A−σn(1/2) ≥ A when σn(1/2) ≤ A and then Markov’s
inequality. By Lemma 5.3 and the choice of A, 3

ε

∫∞
A kn(t)dt ≤ δ/4. Whereas P (A < σn(1/2)) =
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P (Gp,n(A) < n/2) which converges to 0 by Corollary 5.1 and since gp(A/2) > 1/2, so this probability
is also smaller than δ/4 for large n. All this leads to the expected claim (5.2).

The proof of the convergence in probability of
∫ tn

0 (1 − Gp,n(t)/n) dt to
∫∞

0 (1 − gp(t/2)) dt when
tn → ∞ is similar. □

6 Total gelation time and vicinity

In order to study the first time at which all the vertices of Fp,n are frozen, and the number of trees
of size k ∈ N in its neighborhood, we work in this section with the continuous model, which offers
more independence and eases the proofs. At the end of the section, in Subsection 6.3, we transfer
the results to the discrete model and prove Theorem 1.9 and Proposition 1.10. In the continuous
setting, we recall that

(
Fp,n(t), t ≥ 0

)
denotes the p-frozen model on n vertices and

(
Gp,n(t), t ≥ 0

)
the corresponding process of mass of gel. As mentioned in the Introduction, the presence of trees of
size k ∈ N in the model is relative to the threshold time

t(k)
p,n = ln(n)

kp
+ k − 1

kp
ln
( ln(n)

kp

)
,

which is decreasing in k provided that n is large enough. Our main goal is to compare the last time
at which there is a tree of size k in the continuous model, denoted by A(k)

p,n, and the last time at which
there is a tree of size greater or equal to k, denoted by A(k+)

p,n , to the threshold time t(k)
p,n (Theorem 6.9

and Theorem 6.10). In that aim we start by evaluating the number of trees of size k at any time t. In
particular, we prove that at time t(k)

p,n+c, c ∈ R, the number of trees of size k converges in distribution
towards a Poisson distribution whose parameter depends on k, p, c, the digamma function ψ and the
Euler constant γE (Proposition 6.4) .

6.1 On the number of trees of size k

Let
N (k)
p,n (t) = 1

k

n∑
i=1

1{i belongs to a tree of size k at time t}

be the number of trees of size k at time t ≥ 0. In order to get some information on this quantity,
we introduce the following notation. If t1, . . . , tℓ are trees of size k with vertices in {1, . . . , n} and no
common vertices (so necessarily ℓk ≤ n), we set for all times t ≥ 0

P (k)
n (ℓ, t) := P

(
t1, . . . , tℓ are connected components of Fp,n(t)

)
.

A key observation is that this probability can be expressed as follows.
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Lemma 6.1. For all t ≥ 0,

P (k)
n (ℓ, t) =

(
1 − e−t/n

)ℓ(k−1) (
e−t/n

) ℓk(ℓk−1)
2 −ℓ(k−1)

e− ℓk(n−ℓk)
n

pt

× E
[
e

− ℓk(n−ℓk)
n

(1−p)
∫ t

0

(
1−

Gp,n−ℓk(u)
n−ℓk

)
du
]

where Gp,n−ℓk is the gel mass process of a Fp,n−ℓk model.

This lemma, as well as the following results below and some technical corollaries to prepare Section
6.2, will be proved in Section 6.1.1 and Section 6.1.2.

Using the fluid limit approximation in the continuous model (Section 5.2), this result will in particular
give us useful estimates to evaluate the asymptotic behavior of the moments of N (k)

p,n (tn) at some times
tn that may depend on n. Indeed, one easily sees, recalling that there are kk−2 different trees involving
a fixed set of k labeled vertices (this is Cayley’s formula) and using the exchangeability of the vertices
1, . . . , n, that

E
[
N (k)
p,n (t)

]
= n

k

(
n− 1
k − 1

)
kk−2P (k)

n (1, t). (6.1)

More generally we can express the factorial moments of kN (k)
p,n (t) in terms of the probabilities

P
(k)
n (ℓ, t). This is the aim of the following lemma, where Pj denotes the set of partitions of an

integer j, i.e. the set of finite non-increasing sequences (n1, . . . , nℓ) ∈ N, with ℓ the length of the
sequence, such that

∑ℓ
i=1 ni = j. For such a sequence and all 1 ≤ i ≤ j, we let mi denote the number

of occurrences of the integer i in the sequence.

Lemma 6.2. For all times t ≥ 0 and all positive integers j ≤ n

E

j−1∏
i=0

(kN (k)
p,n (t) − i)


=

∑
(n1,...,nℓ)∈Pj

such that ni≤k ∀i,and ℓk≤n

n!
(n− kℓ)!

(
j

n1, . . . , nℓ

)
·
j∏
i=1

1
mi!

·
l∏

i=1

1
(k − ni)!

· (kk−2)ℓP (k)
n (ℓ, t),

whereas
∏j−1
i=0 (kN (k)

p,n (t) − i) = 0 when j > n.

As said, together with the previous expression of the probabilities P (k)
n (ℓ, t), this will allow us to obtain

asymptotics of these moments. Notably this will lead us to the following estimates on expectation of
the number of trees of size k′ ∈ N at the threshold time t(k)

p,n:

Proposition 6.3. For all k, k′ ∈ N and c ∈ R, as n → ∞

E
[
N (k′)
p,n

(
t(k)
p,n + c

)]
= O

((
n

ln(n)

)1−k′/k
)
.
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And more precisely when k′ = k:

Proposition 6.4. For all k ∈ N and all c ∈ R

N (k)
p,n (t(k)

p,n + c) (d)−→
n→∞

P
(
kk−2e−kpce−k(ψ(1/p)+γE)

k!

)
.

Additionally, we have the convergence of each positive moment of N (k)
p,n (t(k)

p,n+ c) to the corresponding
moment of the limit Poisson distribution.

6.1.1 Estimates on the probabilities P (k)
n (ℓ, t)

We set up in this part results related to the probabilities P (k)
n (ℓ, t), starting with the proof of Lemma

6.1 and then several corollaries that will be useful in the sequel.

Proof of Lemma 6.1. By exchangeability, we may assume that t1, . . . , tℓ are trees of size k with
vertices in {1, . . . , ℓk} and no common vertices. Note that the evolution process of the graph reduced
to the vertices ℓk + 1, . . . , n before there are interactions with vertices 1, . . . , ℓk follows the Fp,n−ℓk

model. The trees t1, . . . , tℓ are then connected components of Fp,n(t) if and only if:

• the ℓ(k − 1) edges of the ℓ trees t1, . . . , tℓ have been added at time t, which happens with
probability

(
1 − e−t/n)ℓ(k−1)

• and, the ℓk(ℓk−1)/2− ℓ(k−1) other possible edges between the vertices 1, . . . , ℓk have not been
added at time t, which happens with probability

(
e−t/n) ℓk(ℓk−1)

2 −ℓ(k−1), independently

• and, the ℓk(n−ℓk) edges between one of the vertices 1, . . . , ℓk and one of the vertices ℓk+1, . . . , n
have not been added before time t: conditioning on the dynamic of the vertices ℓk + 1, . . . , n,
this happens with probability

E
[
e

− ℓk
n

(∫ t
0 (n−ℓk−Gp,n−ℓk(u))du+p

∫ t
0 Gp,n−ℓk(u)du

)]
= E

[
e

− ℓk(n−ℓk)
n

(
pt+(1−p)

∫ t
0

(
1−

Gp,n−ℓk(u)
n−ℓk

)
du
)]
,

independently.

This gives the announced expression of P (k)
n (ℓ, t). □

This easily leads us to:

Corollary 6.5. For any sequence of times (tn) such that tn → ∞ and tn = o(n), for all ℓ ∈ N,

P (k)
n (ℓ, tn) =

(
tn
n

)ℓ(k−1)
e−ℓkptn−ℓk(ψ(1/p)+γE)+o(1)

=
(
P (k)
n (1, tn)

)ℓ (1 + o(1)) .
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In particular, for all c ∈ R

nk · P (k)
n

(
1, t(k)

p,n + c
)

−→
n→∞

e−kpc · e−k(ψ(1/p)+γE).

Proof. • From the expression of Lemma 6.1, we immediately see that when tn → ∞ and tn = o(n),

P (k)
n (ℓ, tn) =

(
tn
n

)ℓ(k−1)
e−ℓkptn+O( tnn ) · E

[
e

−ℓk(1−p)
∫ tn

0

(
1−

Gp,n−ℓk(u)
n−ℓk

)
du+O( tnn )

]
,

where the O
( tn
n

)
in the expectation is deterministic. So by Corollary 5.2 and then Lemma 3.2,

E
[
e

−ℓk(1−p)
∫ tn

0

(
1−

Gp,n−ℓk(u)
n−ℓk

)
du+O( tnn )

]
−→
n→∞

e−ℓk(ψ(1/p)+γE).

• Applying this to tn = t(k)
p,n + c immediately gives nk · P (k)

n
(
1, t(k)

p,n + c
)

→ e−kpc · e−k(ψ(1/p)+γE).

We will also need the following control in order to apply, later in Section 6.1.2, the Dominated
Convergence Theorem.

Corollary 6.6. Fix c ∈ R. For every ε > 0, there exists ℓε ∈ N and nε ∈ N such that

n!
ℓ!(n− kℓ)! · P (k)

n (ℓ, t(k)
p,n + c) ≤ εℓ, for all n ≥ nε and all ℓε ≤ ℓ ≤ n/k.

Proof. The "constants" c1, c2, c3 appearing in this proof may depend on k and c, but not on n or
ℓ ≤ n/k. On the one hand, by Stirling’s formula, there exists some constant c1 such that

n!
ℓ!(n− kℓ)! ≤ nkℓ

ℓ! ≤ c1n
kℓeℓ−ℓ ln(ℓ), ∀n, ℓ ≥ 1, ℓ ≤ n/k. (6.2)

On the other hand, since the expectation involved in the expression of P (k)
n (ℓ, t(k)

p,n + c) is bounded
from above by 1, and since 1 − e−x ≤ x for all x ≥ 0,

P (k)
n (ℓ, t(k)

p,n + c) ≤
(

t(k)
p,n + c

n

)ℓ(k−1)

· e−
t(k)
p,n+c
n

(
ℓk(ℓk−1)

2 −ℓ(k−1)+pℓk(n−ℓk)
)
.

It is easy to see, using the definition of t(k)
p,n, that for n large enough, simultaneously for all ℓ ≥ 1,

eℓ(k−1) ln(t(k)
p,n+c)−pℓkt(k)

p,n ≤ eℓ

nℓ
.

And also, for ℓ ≤ n/k, that
e

−c
n

(
ℓk(ℓk−1)

2 −ℓ(k−1)+pℓk(n−ℓk)
)

≤ ec2ℓ
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for some constant c2 ∈ (0,∞). This implies that

P (k)
n (ℓ, t(k)

p,n + c) ≤ e(1+c2)ℓ

nkℓ
· e−

t(k)
p,n
n

(
ℓk(ℓk−1)

2 −ℓ(k−1)−p(ℓk)2
)
. (6.3)

• If p ≤ 1/2, ℓk(ℓk−1)
2 − ℓ(k− 1) −p(ℓk)2 ≥ −3ℓk

2 for all ℓ ≥ 1, so we have that, since moreover t(k)
p,n ≥ 0

and t(k)
p,n

n → 0 as n → ∞,

P (k)
n (ℓ, t(k)

p,n + c) ≤ ec3ℓ

nkℓ

for all n large enough and all ℓ ≥ 1. Together with (6.2) this clearly leads to the statement of the
corollary.

• If p ∈ (1/2, 1], consider η > 0 such that a := (1 + η)2(1 − 1
2p) ∈ (0, 1). We then use that

t(k)
p,n

n ≤ (1 + η) ln(n)
kpn for n large enough, and that − ℓk(ℓk−1)

2 + ℓ(k − 1) + p(ℓk)2 ≤ (1 + η)(p − 1
2)(ℓk)2

for ℓ large enough, to get for those n, ℓ, using (6.3),

P (k)
n (ℓ, t(k)

p,n + c) ≤ e(1+c2)ℓ

nkℓ
· e(1+η)2 ln(n)

n
·(1− 1

2p )ℓ2k = eℓ
(

(1+c2)+a ln(n)
n

ℓk
)

nkℓ
.

Together with (6.2), we obtain for those n, ℓ, assuming moreover that c1 ≤ eℓ,

n!
ℓ!(n− kℓ!) · P (k)

n (ℓ, t(k)
p,n + c) ≤ eℓ

(
(3+c2)+a ln(n)

n
ℓk−ln(ℓ)

)
= eℓh(ℓ) (6.4)

where h(x) := (3 + c2) +a ln(n)
n xk− ln(x). One easily sees that this function is convex on (0,∞), with

h(x) ≤ 3 + c2 + max
(
a

ln(n)
n

x0k − ln(x0); a ln(n) − ln(n/k)
)

when x ∈ [x0;n/k]

(whatever x0 > 0 is). For every ε > 0, there exists ℓ̃ε ∈ N such that 3 + c2 + 1 − ln(ℓ̃ε) ≤ ln(ε).
Then, take x0 = ℓ̃ε. Next, there exists ñε ∈ N such that for all n ≥ ñε, we have both 3 + c2 +
a ln(n) − ln(n/k) ≤ ln(ε) (since a < 1) and a ln(n)

n ℓ̃εk ≤ 1. All this implies that for n ≥ ñε and then
ℓ ∈ [ℓ̃ε, n/k],

h(ℓ) ≤ ln(ε).

Together with (6.4), this gives the expected upper bound.

Last, we set up the following bound, in order to prove later Corollary 6.8.

Corollary 6.7. Let k ∈ N, c ∈ R. Then for all n large enough,

sup
k+1≤i≤n

ei · ni · P (i)
n (1, t(k)

p,n + c) ≤ 1
n

1
2k
.
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Proof. From Lemma 6.1,

ei · ni · P (i)
n (1, t(k)

p,n + c) ≤ e
i+i ln(n)+(i−1) ln

(
t(k)
p,n+c
n

)
−
(
i(i−1)

2 −(i−1)
) t(k)
p,n+c
n

− i(n−i)
n

p(t(k)
p,n+c)

= eln(n)·hn(i)

where hn is the polynomial of degree 2 defined for x ∈ R by

hn(x) = x

ln(n) + x+ (x− 1)
ln
( t(k)

p,n+c
n

)
ln(n) −

(
x(x− 1)

2 − (x− 1)
) t(k)

p,n + c

n ln(n) − x(n− x)
n ln(n) p(t

(k)
p,n + c).

We let the reader check that as n → ∞,

hn(k + 1) → −1/k, h′
n(k + 1) → −1/k, h′

n(n) → −(1 − p)/kp.

Hence when p ∈ (0, 1), for n large enough, h′
n is strictly negative, and therefore hn strictly decreasing,

on [k + 1, n], uniformly smaller than −1/2k (for n large enough). When p = 1, h′′
n(x) = t(k)

p,n+c
n ln(n) for all

x, hence for n large enough gn is convex, and hn(n) ∼ −n/2k which, together with hn(k+1) → −1/k,
implies that hn is also uniformly smaller than −1/2k on [k + 1, n] for n large enough.

In conclusion, whatever p ∈ (0, 1], we have that for n large enough and then all i ∈ Jk + 1, nK,

ei · ni · P (i)
n (1, t(k)

p,n + c) ≤ e− ln(n) 1
2k .

6.1.2 Moments and asymptotics of N (k)
p,n

We start this section with the proof of the identities of Lemma 6.2. We will then see how to use them
to prove, together with the estimates of Corollary 6.5 and Corollary 6.6, the bounds on N (k′)

p,n (t(k)
p,n+c),

k′ ∈ N of Proposition 6.3 and the asymptotic distribution of N (k)
p,n (t(k)

p,n + c) stated in Proposition 6.4.
Last, in complement and to prepare the next section on the behavior of the times A(k)

p,n, A(k+)
p,n , we set

up a corollary saying that there is asymptotically no tree of size strictly larger than k at time t(k)
p,n+ c,

for any c (Corollary 6.8).

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Since kN (k)
p,n (t) ∈ J0;nK, its j-th factorial moment is null when j > n. In the

sequel we fix j ≤ n. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n and t ≥ 0, consider the random variable

Yn,i: = 1{the vertice i belongs to a tree of size k at time t}

so that kN (k)
p,n (t) =

∑n
i=1 Yn,i. The five lines that follow are classical in the study of random graphs:

using that Y 2
n,i = Yn,i, one sees by induction (on j) that

j−1∏
i=0

(kN (k)
p,n (t) − i) =

∑
1≤i1 ̸=i2 ̸=... ̸=ij≤n

j∏
m=1

Yn,im .
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Since the random variables Yn,i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n are exchangeable, this gives the following expression for
the j-th factorial moment of kN (k)

p,n (t):

E

j−1∏
i=0

(kN (k)
p,n (t) − i)

 = n!
(n− j)! · E

 j∏
i=1

Yn,i

 .
Next, E

[∏j
i=1 Yn,i

]
is the probability that the vertices 1, . . . , j belong to a tree of size k at time t. By

decomposing according to the number of vertices among 1, . . . , j which belong to a same tree of size
k – which gives a partition of j – and using that the number of trees on k labeled vertices is kk−2,
we obtain:

E

 j∏
i=1

Yn,i

 =
∑

(n1,...,nℓ)∈Pj ,
ni≤k ∀i, ℓk≤n

(
j

n1, . . . , nℓ

)
· 1∏j

i=1mi!
·
(

n− j

k − n1, . . . , k − nℓ, n− kℓ

)
· (kk−2)ℓP (k)

n (ℓ, t).

Together with the above expression of the j-th factorial moment of kN (k)
p,n (t) this gives the result. □

Proof of Proposition 6.3. We combine (6.1) with Corollary 6.5 and the definition of t(k)
p,n, to see

that

E
[
N (k′)
p,n

(
t(k)
p,n + c

)]
∼

n→∞
nk

′ · k
′k′−2

k′! · P (k′)
n

(
1, t(k)

p,n + c
)

∼
n→∞

nk
′ · k

′k′−2

k′! · n1−k′− k′
k · (ln(n))

k′
k

−1 · (kp)
k′
k

−k′ · e−k′pc−k′(ψ(1/p)+γE)

= O

((
n

ln(n)

)1−k′/k
)
.

□

Proof of Proposition 6.4. 1) We start with the convergence in distribution and in that aim use
that the probability generating function of a J0;nK–valued random variable can be expressed in terms
of its factorial moments, which here gives

E
[
xkN (k)

p,n(t(k)
p,n+c)

]
= 1 +

n∑
j=1

(x− 1)j

j! E

j−1∏
i=0

(
kN (k)

p,n (t(k)
p,n + c) − i

) , ∀x ∈ R.
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From Lemma 6.2, we rewrite the sum as follows

n∑
j=1

(x− 1)j

j! E

j−1∏
i=0

(
kN (k)

p,n (t(k)
p,n + c) − i

)
=

n∑
j=1

(x− 1)j

j!
∑

(n1,...,nℓ)∈Pj
ni≤k ∀i, ℓk≤n

n!
(n− kℓ)!

(
j

n1, . . . , nℓ

)
·
j∏
i=1

1
mi!

·
ℓ∏
i=1

1
(k − ni)!

· (kk−2)ℓP (k)
n (ℓ, t(k)

p,n + c)

=
⌊n/k⌋∑
ℓ=1

1
ℓ!

1
(k!)ℓ

k∑
n1=1

. . .
k∑

nℓ=1

ℓ∏
i=1

(
k

ni

)
· n!

(n− kℓ)! (k
k−2)ℓP (k)

n (ℓ, t(k)
p,n + c) · (x− 1)

∑ℓ

i=1 ni

=
⌊n/k⌋∑
ℓ=1

1
ℓ!

1
(k!)ℓ · n!

(n− kℓ)! (k
k−2)ℓP (k)

n (ℓ, t(k)
p,n + c)

(
k∑

m=1

(
k

m

)
(x− 1)m

)ℓ

=
⌊n/k⌋∑
ℓ=1

1
ℓ!

1
(k!)ℓ · n!

(n− kℓ)! (k
k−2)ℓP (k)

n (ℓ, t(k)
p,n + c)(xk − 1)ℓ.

Next, from Corollary 6.5, for each fixed ℓ ∈ N,

n!
(n− kℓ)!P

(k)
n (ℓ, t(k)

p,n + c) −→
n→∞

(
e−kpc · e−k(ψ(1/p)+γE)

)ℓ
,

which leads to
E
[
xkN (k)

p,n(t(k)
p,n+c)

]
−→
n→∞

e
kk−2
k! e−kpc·e−k(ψ(1/p)+γE)(xk−1),

since we can use the Dominated Convergence Theorem thanks to Corollary 6.6 (taking there, e.g., ε
such that ε(xk − 1)kk−2

k! ≤ 1/2).

Consequently, the probability generating function of N (k)
p,n (t(k)

p,n + c) has the following asymptotic
behavior

E
[
xN (k)

p,n(t(k)
p,n+c)

]
−→
n→∞

e
kk−2
k! e−kpc·e−k(ψ(1/p)+γE)(x−1), ∀x ∈ R,

and we recognize in the right-hand side the probability generating function of the Poisson distribution
with parameter kk−2

k! e
−kpc · e−k(ψ(1/p)+γE).

2) Using the same arguments, we see that for each fixed j ∈ N,

E

j−1∏
i=0

(
kN (k)

p,n (t(k)
p,n + c) − i

) ≤ j!
⌊n/k⌋∑
ℓ=1

(kk−2)ℓ

ℓ!
1

(k!)ℓ · n!
(n− kℓ)!P

(k)
n (ℓ, t(k)

p,n + c)(2k − 1)ℓ,

which, thanks to Corollary 6.5 and Corollary 6.6, is bounded from above by a finite number indepen-
dent of n. This holds for all j ∈ N, consequently any positive moment of N (k)

p,n (t(k)
p,n + c) is bounded

from above independently of n. Together with the convergence in distribution of N (k)
p,n (t(k)

p,n+ c) to the
Poisson distribution with parameter kk−2e−kpc · e−k(ψ(1/p)+γE)/k!, this is sufficient to get the conver-
gence of every positive moment of N (k)

p,n (t(k)
p,n + c) to the corresponding moment of the limit Poisson

distribution. □
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Last, the expression (6.1) of the expectation of N (i)
p,n(t) for i ≥ k+1, together with Corollary 6.7, give

immediately that with high probability, there is no tree of size strictly larger than k at times t(k)
p,n + c,

for any c:

Corollary 6.8. For every k ∈ N and every c ∈ R,

P
(
there exists a tree of size ≥ k + 1 at time t(k)

p,n + c
)

−→
n→∞

0.

Proof. From (6.1),

P
(
there exists a tree of size ≥ k + 1 at time t(k)

p,n + c
)

≤
n∑

i=k+1
P
(
N (i)
p,n(t(k)

p,n + c) ≥ 1
)

≤
n∑

i=k+1
E
[
N (i)
p,n(t(k)

p,n + c)
]

≤
n∑

i=k+1
ni
ii−2

i! P (i)
n (1, t(k)

p,n + c).

By Stirling’s formula, ii−2

i! ≤ C ei

i2
√
i

for some finite C and all i ≥ 1. Together with Corollary 6.7, this
implies that for n large enough

P
(
there exists a tree of size ≥ k + 1 at time t(k)

p,n + c
)

≤ C
n∑

i=k+1
ni

ei

i2
√
i
P (i)
n (1, t(k)

p,n + c)

≤ C

n
1

2k

n∑
i=k+1

1
i2

√
i

which converges to 0 as n → ∞. □

6.2 Asymptotics of A(k)
p,n, A(k+)

p,n

We are now ready to study the last times at which there is a tree of size k ∈ N or of size greater or
equal to k in the model Fp,n:

A(k)
p,n = sup

{
t ≥ 0 : N (k)

p,n (t) ≥ 1
}
, A(k+)

p,n = sup

t ≥ 0 :
∑
i≥k

N (i)
p,n(t) ≥ 1

 .
We recall that Gu denote a standard Gümbel distribution.

Theorem 6.9. For all k ∈ N

A(k)
p,n − t(k)

p,n
(d)−→
n→∞

Gu
kp

− Ψ(1/p) + γE
p

+ ln(kk−2/k!)
kp

.
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Since t(k)
p,n ≪ t(k−1)

p,n as n → ∞, a consequence of this result is that P
(
A(k)
p,n < A(k−1)

p,n < . . . < A(1)
p,n
)

→ 1
for all k ≥ 2. This alone is however not sufficient to claim that there is asymptotically no trees of
size larger than k after A(k)

p,n, but we can improve it as follows.

Theorem 6.10. For all k ∈ N,
P
(
A(k+)
p,n = A(k)

p,n

)
−→
n→∞

1.

Consequently,

A(k+)
p,n − t(k)

p,n
(d)−→
n→∞

G

kp
− Ψ(1/p) + γE

p
+ ln(kk−2/k!)

kp
.

In particular, this gives the asymptotic behavior of the total gelation time, A(1+)
p,n = inf{t ≥ 0 :

Gp,n(t) = n}.

To prove these results, we start by setting some preliminary lemmas.

6.2.1 Preliminaries

In the following lemmas, c.c. is used as an abbreviation of connected component.

Lemma 6.11. Fix ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ N. For n ≥ ℓ1 + ℓ2, consider t1, t2 two trees with vertices in {1, . . . , n}
and no common vertices, with respective sizes ℓ1, ℓ2. Then for every stopping time T > 0,

P (t1, t2 connect during the process to give a tree of size ℓ1 + ℓ2 | t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(T ))

≤ ℓ1ℓ2
p(n− 1) .

Proof. We let V (ti) denote the set of vertices of ti, for i = 1, 2. We also let T < s1 < s2 < . . . be
the times larger than T at which the PPP governing Fp,n rings, set s0 = T , and introduce for i ≥ 1
the events:

• En(si)={at time si an edge is added between a vertex of V (t1) and a vertex of V (t2)}

• Ẽn(si)={at time si an edge stemming from either a vertex of V (t1) or a vertex of V (t2) is added
in the process}.

Note that

P (t1, t2 connect during the process to give a tree of size ℓ1 + ℓ2 | t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(T ))
= P

(
∪∞
i=1En(si) ∩i−1

j=1
(
Ẽn(sj)

)c | t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(T )
)

=
∞∑
i=1

P
(
En(si) ∩i−1

j=1
(
Ẽn(sj)

)c | t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(T )
)
.
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The dynamic of the process Fp,n implies that when t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(si−1), for all i ≥ 1:

P (En(si) | t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(si−1)) = 2ℓ1ℓ2
n(n− 1)

and

P
(
Ẽn(si) | t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(si−1),Gp,n(si−1)

)
= 2

n(n− 1) ·
(
ℓ1 (n− Gp,n(si−1) − 1) + ℓ2 (n− Gp,n(si−1) − 1 − ℓ1) + (ℓ1 + ℓ2)pGp,n(si−1)

)
= 2

n(n− 1) ·
(
(ℓ1 + ℓ2)(n− (1 − p)Gp,n(si−1) − 1) − ℓ1ℓ2

)
≥ 2

n(n− 1) ·
(
(ℓ1 + ℓ2)(pn+ (1 − p)(ℓ1 + ℓ2) − 1) − ℓ1ℓ2

)
,

where we have used in the last line that Gp,n(si−1) ≤ n− (ℓ1 + ℓ2) when t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(si−1).
This leads to

P
(
Ẽn(si) | t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(si−1)

)
≥ 2p

n

(to see this note that for n ≥ ℓ1+ℓ2+1, the function p 7→ (ℓ1+ℓ2)(pn+(1−p)(ℓ1+ℓ2)−1)−ℓ1ℓ2−(n−1)p
is increasing in p and positive for p = 0 ; whereas for n = ℓ1 + ℓ2 it is decreasing in p and positive for
p = 1). We then use these bounds to get

∞∑
i=1

P
(
En(si) ∩i−1

j=1
(
Ẽn(sj)

)c | t1, t2 are c.c. of Fp,n(T )
)

≤
∞∑
i=1

2ℓ1ℓ2
n(n− 1) ·

(
1 − 2p

n

)i−1

= ℓ1ℓ2
p(n− 1) .

In fact, we will only need that the order of magnitude of this probability is O(1/n). More generally,
for every fixed i ≥ 2 and m ≥ 2, we have

Lemma 6.12. Let (ℓ1, . . . , ℓm) ∈ Nm, with
∑m
j=1 ℓj = i. For n ≥ i, consider t1, . . . , tm some trees

with vertices in {1, . . . , n} and no common vertices, with respective sizes ℓ1, . . . , ℓm ∈ N. Then for
every time t > 0,

P (t1, . . . , tm connect during the process to give a tree of size i | t1, . . . tm are c.c. of Fp,n(t))

= O

( 1
nm−1

)
.

Proof. Since only two trees can connect at a time, this is easily proved by induction on m, using the
previous lemma.
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Consequently,

Lemma 6.13. When k ≥ 2, for any c ∈ R,

P
(
a tree of size ≥ k is formed after time t(k)

p,n + c
)

−→
n→∞

0.

Proof. • We start by proving that for any i ≥ k,

P
(
a tree of size i is formed after t(k)

p,n + c
)

−→
n→∞

0. (6.5)

Indeed, for i ≥ k,

P
(
a tree of size i is formed after t(k)

p,n + c
)

≤
i∑

m=2

∑
ℓ1≥...≥ℓm∑m

j=1 ℓj=i

P
(
a tree of size i is formed after time t(k)

p,n + c from m trees present at time

t(k)
p,n + c with respective sizes ℓ1, . . . , ℓm

)
=

i∑
m=2

∑
ℓ1≥...≥ℓm∑m

j=1 ℓj=i

P
(
a tree of size i is formed after time t(k)

p,n + c from m trees present at time

t(k)
p,n + c with respective sizes ℓ1, . . . , ℓm; N (ℓj)

p,n (t(k)
p,n + c) ≤ (ln(n))

1
2

(
n

ln(n)

)1−
ℓj
k

,∀1 ≤ j ≤ m
)

+ o(1)

where the o(1) (relative to n → ∞) is a consequence of Proposition 6.3. We then conclude with
Lemma 6.12 and again Proposition 6.3 which imply that when

∑m
j=1 ℓj = i,

P
(
a tree of size i is formed after time t(k)

p,n + c from m trees present at time t(k)
p,n + c

with respective sizes ℓ1, . . . , ℓm; N (ℓj)
p,n (t(k)

p,n + c) ≤ (ln(n))
1
2

(
n

ln(n)

)1−
ℓj
k

,∀1 ≤ j ≤ m
)

≤ O

( 1
nm−1

)
·

 m∏
j=1

(ln(n))
1
2

(
n

ln(n)

)1−
ℓj
k


= O

(
(ln(n))

i
k

−m
2 · n1− i

k

)
which converges to 0 as soon as i ≥ k.

• Next, to improve this in P
(
a tree of size ≥ k is formed after t(k)

p,n + c
)

→ 0 as n → ∞, we bound
from above this probability by

P
(
a tree of size ≥ 2k + 1 is formed after t(k)

p,n + c
)

+
2k∑
i=k

P
(
a tree of size i is formed after t(k)

p,n + c
)
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and note that (since only two trees can connect at a time)

P
(
a tree of size ≥ 2k + 1 is formed after t(k)

p,n + c
)

≤

P
(
there is a tree of size ≥ k + 1 at time t(k)

p,n + c
)

+
2k∑
i=k

P
(
a tree of size i is formed after t(k)

p,n + c
)
.

So, we have

P
(
a tree of size ≥ k is formed after t(k)

p,n + c
)

≤

2
2k∑
i=k

P
(
a tree of size i is formed after t(k)

p,n + c
)

+ P
(
there is a tree of size ≥ k + 1 at time t(k)

p,n + c
)
,

and this last sum converges to 0 according to (6.5) and Corollary 6.8.

6.2.2 Proof of Theorem 6.9

Since N (k)
p,n (t) is the number of trees of size k present at time t, we have, for any c ∈ R,

P
(
N (k)
p,n (t(k)

p,n + c) ≥ 1
)

≤ P
(
A(k)
p,n > t(k)

p,n + c
)

≤ P
(
N (k)
p,n (t(k)

p,n + c) ≥ 1
)

+ P
(
a tree of size k is formed after time t(k)

p,n + c
)
.

(When k = 1, P
(
A(1)
p,n > t(1)

p,n + c
)

= P
(
N (1)
p,n(t(1)

p,n + c) ≥ 1
)
.) According to Lemma 6.13, when k ≥ 2,

the last probability converges to 0 as n → ∞. Consequently, by Proposition 6.4

P
(
A(k)
p,n > t(k)

p,n + c
)

∼
n→∞

P
(
N (k)
p,n (t(k)

p,n + c) ≥ 1
)

→
n→∞

1 − e− kk−2e−kpce−k(ψ(1/p)+γE)
k!

and therefore P
(
kp(A(k)

p,n − t(k)
p,n) + k (ψ(1/p) + γE) − ln(kk−2/k!) > x

)
→

n→∞
1 − e−e−x , for all x ∈ R.

6.2.3 Proof of Theorem 6.10

Since A(k+)
p,n ≥ A(k)

p,n, we just need to show that P
(
A(k+)
p,n > A(k)

p,n
)

→ 0 as n → ∞. Fix ε > 0 and let
cε ∈ R be sufficiently small so that P

(
A(k)
p,n < t(k)

p,n + cε
)

≤ ε for all n large enough (such a cε exists
by Theorem 6.9). Splitting the probability P

(
A(k+)
p,n > A(k)

p,n
)

according to whether A(k)
p,n < t(k)

p,n + cε or
not, we get the upper bound

P
(
A(k+)
p,n > A(k)

p,n

)
≤ ε+ P

(
A(k+)
p,n > A(k)

p,n ≥ t(k)
p,n + cε

)
≤ ε+ P

(
there exists a tree of size ≥ k + 1 at time t(k)

p,n + cε
)

+ P
(
a tree of size ≥ k + 1 is formed after time t(k)

p,n + cε
)
.

By Corollary 6.8 and Lemma 6.13, the two latest probabilities converge to 0 as n → ∞. Since this
holds for every ε > 0, we are done.
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6.3 De-Poissonization

Starting from the discrete model Fp,n and a standard, independent, Poisson process N , we work here
with the version Fp,n(N ((n − 1) · /2)) of the continuous model. All straight notations will refer to
the discrete model, while curved notations will refer to the continuous model.

To show that Theorem 6.10 induces Theorem 1.9 and that Proposition 6.4 induces Proposition 1.10,
we use the bound

P
(
|YP(λ) − λ| ≥ a

)
≤

E[|YP(λ) − λ|3]
a3 = λ

a3 (6.6)

for a > 0, where YP(λ) denotes a Poisson random variable with mean λ > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Noticing that

A(k+)
p,n = inf

{
t ≥ 0 : N

((
n− 1

2

)
t

)
≥ A(k+)

p,n + 1
}
,

we have for all fixed x ∈ R and ε > 0,

P
(
A(k+)
p,n − t(k)

p,n ≤ 2x− ε
)

− P
(

N
((

n− 1
2

)(
t(k)
p,n + 2x− ε

))
> n

(
t(k)
p,n

2 + x

)
+ 1

)

≤ P
(
A

(k+)
p,n

n
− t(k)

p,n

2 ≤ x

)

≤ P
(
A(k+)
p,n − t(k)

p,n ≤ 2x+ ε
)

+ P
(

N
((

n− 1
2

)(
t(k)
p,n + 2x+ ε

))
< n

(
t(k)
p,n

2 + x

)
+ 1

)
.

Together with (6.6) and the limit in distribution of A(k+)
p,n − t(k)

p,n from Theorem 6.10 towards an
absolutely continuous law, this yields the expected limit in distribution of A(k+)

p,n /n− t(k)
p,n/2.

Regarding the relation between A
(k+)
p,n and A

(k)
p,n, we use that

{
A

(k+)
p,n = A

(k)
p,n
}

=
{
A(k+)
p,n = A(k)

p,n
}

to
get, again with the help of Theorem 6.10, the full statement of Theorem 1.9. □

Proof of Proposition 1.10. Fix k ∈ N, c ∈ R and ε > 0. Let E(1)
n be the event "no tree of size k if

formed after time t(k)
p,n + c− ε" in the continuous model Fp,n and

E(2)
n :=

{
n

2 (t(k)
p,n + c) ∈

[
N
((

n− 1
2

)
· (t(k)

p,n + c− ε)
)
,N

((
n− 1

2

)
· (t(k)

p,n + c+ ε)
)]}

.

By Lemma 6.13 and the bound (6.6), P
(
E

(1)
n ∩ E

(2)
n
)

→ 1 as n → ∞. Then we use that

N (k)
p,n (t) = N (k)

p,n

(
N
(
n− 1

2 · t
))

, ∀t ≥ 0,

to get for i ∈ Z+,

P
(
N (k)
p,n

(⌊
n

2 · (t(k)
p,n + c)

⌋)
≤ i

)
= P

(
N (k)
p,n

(⌊
n

2 · (t(k)
p,n + c)

⌋)
≤ i, E(1)

n ∩ E(2)
n

)
+ o(1)

≤ P
(
N (k)
p,n

(
t(k)
p,n + c+ ε

)
≤ i
)

+ o(1).
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This leads, with Proposition 6.4, to

lim sup
n→∞

P
(
N (k)
p,n

(⌊
n

2 · (t(k)
p,n + c)

⌋)
≤ i

)
≤ P

(
YP(kk−2e−kp(c+ε)e−k(ψ(1/p)+γE)/k!) ≤ i

)
where we still use the notation YP(λ) for a Poisson random variable with mean λ. Similarly,

lim inf
n→∞

P
(
N (k)
p,n

(⌊
n

2 · (t(k)
p,n + c)

⌋)
≤ i

)
≥ P

(
YP(kk−2e−kp(c−ε)e−k(ψ(1/p)+γE)/k!) ≤ i

)
.

We get the expected result by letting ε → 0. □

7 Concluding remarks and open questions

We end this paper with a few remarks and related questions on the p-frozen model.

• The case p = 0, where the evolution of unicycle components is stopped as soon as they are created,
is different in nature from the cases p ∈ (0, 1]. While Theorem 1.2 should also hold when p = 0 with
a function g0 defined as in Definition 1.1 and the related function d0 (1.3), that is for t ≥ 1/2

g0(t) = 1 − 1
2t and d0(t) = t− 1 + 1

4t ,

its proof requires a partly different approach. Mainly because the forest part of the graph F0,n(m)
when m ≫ n/2 is no more subcritical (as it is when p ∈ (0, 1]) but critical. The approach of Section
4 needs therefore to be adapted, but we note that the results of Section 2 are still valid. Regarding
the total gelation time and the last times at which there are trees of size k, k ≥ 1, one expect an
asymptotic behavior in n2 – instead of n ln(n) when p ∈ (0, 1]. Although several intermediate results
such as Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 remain valid when p = 0 and points to this n2 order, the difficulty
to implement precisely the behavior of the total gelation time when p = 0 lies in the presence of trees
of all sizes in its vicinity (unlike the case p ∈ (0, 1] where there are only isolated vertices). These
questions will be considered in a future work.

• Fluid limit of unicycle components. When p ∈ (0, 1] the unicycle components continue to grow
after their formation, according to a dynamic which is asymptotically similar to the evolution of the
gel: they attract new trees with a weight proportional to their size. This is a reinforcement process,
see e.g. Pemantle’s survey [23] on that topic. One could then expect that the fluid limit of a unicycle
component after its formation is the same as that of the gel shifted in time, up to a multiplicative
random constant to determine.

• Asymptotic distribution of unicycle components at the gelation time. To complete the
result on the asymptotic behavior of the total gelation time Ap,n obtained in Theorem 1.9, it would be
very interesting to determine the asymptotic behavior of the number of unicycle components present
at that time Ap,n, as well as of the vector of their relative sizes. In this direction, Krapivsky [19]
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conjectured that the number Up,n of unicycle components at time Ap,n verifies

E [Up,n]
ln(n) −→

n→∞
1
6

(
1 + 1

p

)
.

And when p = 1/2, the question is solved thanks to Proposition 4 of [12], which implies that the
distribution of the final partition of unicycle components at the gelation time is the same as that of
a random mapping. This, in the limit, gives a Poisson-Dirichlet distribution with parameter 1/2 for
the relative sizes of unicycle components ranked in decreasing order, see e.g. [1].
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A Appendix

A.1 The Borel-Tanner distribution

The Borel distribution and its generalization the Borel-Tanner distribution [10],[31] were initially
introduced for models in queueing theory and relatively branching processes, and are also used since
then for applications in real-word phenomena. We gather here some of their basic properties and
highlight some consequences we shall need throughout the paper.

Definition A.1. A random variable B follows a Borel distribution with parameter θ ∈ (0, 1] if it is
N−valued and

P(B = k) = kk−2

(k − 1)! · θk−1e−θk, ∀k ∈ N.

For r ∈ N, a random variable Tr follows a Borel-Tanner distribution with parameter θ ∈ (0, 1] if it
takes its values in {r, r + 1, r + 2, . . .} and

P(Tr = k) = r

(k − r)! · kk−r−1θk−re−θk, ∀k ≥ r.

From our random trees perspective, the Borel distribution with parameter θ is the distribution of
the total progeny of a Galton-Watson tree with Poisson offspring distribution with mean θ, and the
Borel-Tanner distribution with parameters (r, θ) is the distribution of the total progeny of a forest
composed by r independent Galton-Watson trees with Poisson offspring distribution with mean θ. In
particular, note that if B,B′ are independent random variables, both following a Borel distribution
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with parameter θ, the identity P(B + B′ = k) = P(T2 = k) =
∑k−1
i=1 P(B = i)P(B′ = k − i) leads for

all k ≥ 2 to:
2kk−3

(k − 2)! =
k−1∑
i=1

ii−2

(i− 1)! · (k − i)k−i−2

(k − i− 1)! . (A.1)

Mean and approximation. When θ ∈ (0, 1), the expectation of B is finite:

E[B] =
∞∑
k=1

kk

k! · θk−1e−θk = 1
1 − θ

. (A.2)

We will need in Section 4 some estimates on this sum. For θ ∈ [0, 1/2) let S(θ) = 1/(1 − θ), and for
θ ∈ [0, 1/2] and N ∈ N,

SN (θ) =
N∑
k=1

kk

k! · θk−1e−θk. (A.3)

Lemma A.2. 1) The sum SN converges to S uniformly on all compact subsets of [0, 1/2), and
SN (1) → ∞ as N → ∞.

2) For any A > 0, there exists N0 ≥ 1 and δ > 0 such that for every N ≥ N0 and θ ∈ [1 − δ, 1],
SN (θ) ≥ A.

Proof. Point 1) is obvious. For 2), note that there exists N0 ≥ 1 such that SN0(1) ≥ A. Then use
that SN is non-increasing on [1 − 1/N, 1].

Connexion with the measures µx. Recall from Section 2.1 the definition of µx, for x ∈ (0, e−1],
by

µx(k) = kk−2

k! · xk

T (x) , ∀k ≥ 1, with T (x) =
∑
k≥1

kk−2

k! xk,

and note that the Borel distribution with parameter θ ∈ (0, 1] is the size-biasing of µθe−θ . This remark
leads to the following (well-known in the theory of uniform random forests) points.

Lemma A.3. If x = θe−θ with θ ∈ (0, 1] then

T (x) = θ (1 − θ/2) ,
∞∑
k=1

kµx(k) = 2
2 − θ

, and Varµx = 2θ
(1 − θ)(2 − θ)2

(the variance is infinite when θ = 1).

Proof. By definition of the Borel distribution and its expectation,

∑
k≥1

kk−1

k! · θke−kθ = θ,
∑
k≥1

kk

k! · θke−kθ = θ

1 − θ
, ∀θ ∈ [0, 1].
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Setting x(θ) = θe−θ, T (0) = 0 and differentiating the function θ ∈ [0, 1] 7→ T (x(θ)), we see that

∂θT (x(θ)) =
∑
k≥1

kk−1

k! θk−1e−kθ −
∑
k≥1

kk−1

k! θke−kθ = 1 − θ.

Since T (x(0)) = 0, this indeed gives T (x(θ)) = θ − θ2/2 for all θ ∈ (0, 1] and then

∞∑
k=1

kµx(θ)(k) = 1
T (x(θ)) ·

∑
k≥1

kk−1

k! θke−kθ = 2
2 − θ

∞∑
k=1

k2µx(θ)(k) = 1
T (x(θ)) ·

∑
k≥1

kk

k! θ
ke−kθ = 2

(1 − θ)(2 − θ) ,

leading to the result.

A.2 Wormald’s differential equation method

We give here a version of Wormald’s theorem, initially proved in [36] and then deepened in [37, 35]. Fix
k ∈ N. For n ∈ N, let

(
Fn(m),m ∈ Z+

)
be a filtration and let Y (1)

n , ..., Y
(k)
n be Fn-adapted discrete-

time stochastic processes. Assume that there exists some constant C0 such that |Y (l)
n (m)| < C0n

almost surely for all m ∈ Z+, 1 ≤ l ≤ k, n ∈ N. Let then D be a bounded open subset of Rk+1 and
for 1 ≤ l ≤ k,

Fl : D → R be a Lipschitz function.

Finally let HD(Y (1)
n , ..., Y

(k)
n ) be the first time m ∈ Z+ at which(

m

n
,
Y

(1)
n (m)
n

, . . . ,
Y

(k)
n (m)
n

)
/∈ D

with the usual convention inf {∅} = ∞. This is a stopping time with respect to the filtration Fn.

Theorem A.4 (Theorem 5.1 in [37], Theorem 2 in [35]). Assume that D contains the closure of{
(0, z1, . . . , zk) ∈ Rk+1 : P

(
Y (l)
n (0) = zln, 1 ≤ l ≤ k

)
̸= 0 for some n

}
and that the two following hypotheses hold for all n ∈ N:

• Boundedness hypothesis. For some functions β : N → [1,∞) and γ : N → [0, 1] the probability
that

max
1≤l≤k

∣∣∣∆Y (l)
n (m+ 1)

∣∣∣ ≤ β(n),

conditional on Fn(m), is at least 1 − γ(n) when m < HD(Y (1)
n , ..., Y

(k)
n ).
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• Trend hypothesis. For some function λ : N → R+ such that λ = o(1) as n → ∞, for all
1 ≤ l ≤ k, ∣∣∣∣∣E [∆Y (l)

n (m)|Fn(m)
]

− Fl

(
m

n
,
Y

(1)
n (m)
n

, ...,
Y

(k)
k (m)
n

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ λ(n)

when m < HD(Y (1)
n , ..., Y

(k)
n ).

Then:

(a) For (0, z1, . . . , za) ∈ D, the system of differential equations

y′
l(t) = Fl(t, y1, . . . , yk), yl(0) = ẑl, l = 1, . . . , k

has a unique maximal solution.

(b) Let η(n) ≥ λ(n)+C0nγ(n) with η(n) = o(1). For a sufficiently large constant C, with probability
1 −O

(
nγ(n) + β(n)

η(n) exp
(
−nη3(n)

β3(n)

))
,

Y (l)
n (m) = nyl

(
m

n

)
+O (η(n)n)

uniformly in 0 ≤ m ≤ σ(n)n and 1 ≤ l ≤ k, where yl is the solution in (a) with zl = Y
(l)
n (0)/n,

and σ(n) is the supremum of the times t to which the solution can be extended before reaching
within ℓ∞-distance Cη(n) of the boundary of D.
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