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SCALING LIMIT OF THE ALDOUS-BRODER CHAIN ON REGULAR GRAPHS:

THE TRANSIENT REGIME

OSVALDO ANGTUNCIO HERNANDEZ, GABRIEL BERZUNZA OJEDA, AND ANITA WINTER

ABSTRACT. The continuum random tree is the scaling limit of the uniform spanning tree on the complete graph with N vertices. The Aldous-
Broder chain on a graph G = (V, E) is a discrete-time stochastic process with values in the space of rooted trees whose vertex set is a subset of
V which is stationary under the uniform distribution on the space of rooted trees spanning G. In Evans, Pitman and Winter (2006) [EPW06]
the so-called root growth with re-grafting process (RGRG) was constructed. Further it was shown that the suitable rescaled Aldous-Broder
chain converges to the RGRG weakly with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. It was shown in Peres and Revelle (2005) [PR04] that
(upto a dimension depending constant factor) the continuum random tree is, with respect to the Gromov-weak topology, the scaling limit of
the uniform spanning tree on Z¢, d > 5. This result was recently strengthens in Archer, Nachmias and Shalev (2024) [ANS24] to convergence
with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff-weak topology, and therefore also with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. In the present paper
we show that also the suitable rescaled Aldous-Broder chain converges to the RGRG weakly with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff topology
when initially started in the trivial rooted tree. We give conditions on the increasing graph sequence under which the result extends to regular
graphs and give probabilistic expressions scales at which time has to be sped up and edge lengths have to be scaled down.
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In this paper we study the scaling limit of an algorithm generating trees that span simple,
connected graphs. We say that a graph is simple when it does not contain multiple edges be-
tween a pair of vertices nor a self-edge from one vertex to itself. A spanning tree of a finite
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simple, connected graph G = (V,E) is a subtree, T = (V,E’), with E’ C E. The uniform span-
ning tree of G (denoted by UST(G)) is the random tree which is uniformly distributed on the
set of all trees spanning G. It is closely related to several other topics in probability theory,
including loop-erased random walks ([Wil96]), potential theory [BLPSO1], conformally in-
variant scaling limits ([Sch00, LSWO04]), domino tiling [BP93, Ken00], the Abelian sandpile
model [Dha90, Jar18], and Sznitman’s interlacement process [Tei09, Szn10, Hut18].

A simplest way to generate the UST(G) is the following: run the random walk, W =
(W(n))nen,> on G, where Ng := {0,1,2,..., }, until the first time the walk has visited all the
vertices. Obviously, the random subgraph .7 := (V,E’) with edge set given as

(1) E'={{W(o,—1),v};ve V\{W(0)}},

where 0, := min {k €eNp: W(k) = v}, is a spanning tree of G. Less obvious though, Aldous
([A1d90, Proposition 1]) and Broder ([Bro89, Corollary 4]) showed independently that .7 is
the UST(G), or equivalently, (V,E’,W(0)) is the uniform rooted spanning tree provided that
W (0) is distributed according to the stationary distribution of W (compare also with [AT89]).
A related algorithm generating the UST(G) faster than the cover time is the Wilson algorithm
([Wil96]) which allows us to sample the UST(G) by joining together loop-erased random
walk paths on G. Given a path segment ¥([0,7]) := (¥(0),...,¥(n)) € V011, the loop erased
path segment LE(y([0,n])) is the loop free path segment obtained by erasing all loops in
chronological order. Recently, some modifications of the Aldous-Broder algorithm have been
studied as well ([Hut18, HLT21]).

Exploiting the reversibility of the driving random walk the idea behind the two above al-
gorithms can be turned into coupling from the past. For that we consider yet another version
of the Aldous-Broder algorithm ([Sym84, AT89, Ald90]). Consider now the random walk
(W (1)) nezn(—e,0) On the finite simple, connected graph G = (V, E) run from time —oo to zero,
and let for v € V and for an interval I C Z bounded by above,

(2) L,(I):=max{kel: W(k)=v}

be the time of the last visit of v during /. Then it is obvious that the subgraph G” = (V,E")
with

3) E":={{wW(L,0)+1)};veV\{W(0)}},

is a tree spanning G. Moreover, it is shown in [AT89] that the stationary distribution of the
Aldous-Broder chain is for each rooted tree .7 = (V,E,p) spanning G = (V,E) given as

(4) P(7)=Cc"' ] (degg(x)”’
xeV\{p}

with a normalizing constant C. Here we denote by deg;(x) the degree in G of the vertex x.
In particular, if G is a regular graph, i.e., if all vertices have the same degree in G, then the
UST(G) is stationary for the Aldous-Broder chain.
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FIGURE 1. Illustrates an AB-move in the Aldous-Broder algorithm on a lattice
graph in discrete time. The red cross indicates the current root. One can see that
the new root was already contained in the tree, and thus it gets connected with
the old root. At the same time, we erase the edge connecting the new root with
the vertex visited one step after the last visit of the new root. Note that here we
jump from a spanning tree of intrinsic height 13 to one of intrinsic height 9.

We can use the idea behind this algorithm, and provide a stationary Markov chain, Y =
(Y9 (n))nen,, with values in the space of rooted trees which we start that time 0 in the trivial
tree and which has the UST(G) as its invariant distribution. For that, we define the Aldous-
Broder map (AB-map) that sends the random walk path W = (W (n)),cn, to a rooted tree
(T'(n),E(n),p(n))sen, given for every k € Ny as follows:

o T(k):={W(0),...,W(k)},

o E(k) :={{n,W(L,(k)+1)};veT(k)\{W(k)}}, and

with L, (k) = L,([0,k]) as defined in (2). This yields a discrete-time stochastic process,

(5) Y9 = (Y%(n))nen,,

taking values in the space of rooted trees of G whose invariant distribution is the UST rooted
according to the stationary distribution of the random walk on G.

This so-called Aldous-Broder chain starts in the trivial tree Y¢(0) = ({W(0)},W(0)) (and
trivially rooted at Y°(0) := W(0)), and has the following one step transition (compare with
Figure 1): given the current state (7, E,p) at say time 7, then in the next step with probability

% we remain in (7, E, p), while with probability % we do the following:
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(AB-chain) We pick a vertex v adjacent to p in G at random according to the simple
random walk transition probability P(p,v) = ———, where p is the current root, and

. degg(p)
then do the following:

— Root Growth. If v € T, we add v to the set of vertices and we insert a new edge
between v and p.

— AB-move. If v € T, we insert a new edge between v and p but erase the edge
that connects v with W(Ly (n) +1).

— New root. In any case we let v be the new root.

The main goal of the present paper is to present a scaling limit of the Aldous-Broder chain
YC for a class of increasing regular graphs including d-dimensional tori of side length N as
N — o, d > 5. For that purpose we encode our trees as rooted metric trees. For that we refer
to a pointed metric space (T,d,p) as a rooted metric tree if p € T and (7,d) satisfies the
following two conditions ([ALW 17, Definition 1.1]):

(4pe) (T,d) is 0-hyperbolic, or equivalently, satisfies the 4 point condition, i.e.,

d(x1,x2) +d(x3,x4)

©) < max {d(xl ,x3) +d(x2,x4),d(x1,x4) +d(x2,x3) },

for all x;,x0,x3,x4 € T.

(bp) (T,d) contains all branch points, i.e., for all x1,x5,x3 € T there is ¢ = c(x1,x2,x3) € T
such that for 1 <i < j <3,

(7) d(x;,¢) +d(c,x;) = d(x;,x;).

We will refer to a metric tree (T, d) as an R-tree if it is in addition path-connected.

To measure the distance between any two rooted metric trees, (T,d,p) and (T’,d’,p’), we
introduce the notion of correspondences and their distortion (compare e.g. with [Gro99] or
[BBIO1a, Theorem 7.3.25]). We call a subset R C T x T' a correspondence if (p,p’) € R, and
if for all x € T there is x’ € T" with (x,x’) € R and for all y’ € T’ there is y € T with (y,y’) € R,
and denote its distortion by

(8) dis(R) := sup { ‘d(x,y) —d'(Xy)|; (x,x),(n)) € R}

Obviously, two metric spaces are isometric if and only if there exists a correspondence be-
tween them of distortion zero. We consider two rooted metric trees (7,d,p) and (T’,d’,p’) to
be equivalent if there exists an isometry @ : T — T’ with ¢(p) = p’, and denote by T, the
space of equivalence classes of pointed compact metric trees. Define the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance (GH-distance) between two equivalence classes [(T,d,p)] and [(T',d’,p")] as

) dGH(KTvdvp)]v [(T/>d/>p/)]) = %ig%fdis(%)a
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where the infimum is taken over all correspondences ‘R between any representatives from the
two equivalence classes. We say that a sequence ([(7y,dn, pn)])nen converges to ([(7,d,p)])
in the topology of Gromov-Hausdorff-convergence (GH-convergence) if

(10) don ([(Tv, dy, pw)) (T, divs p)]) 2 0-

Note that T, equipped with the topology of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence is a Polish
space ([EPWO06, Theorem 2]).

As for a scaling limit, it was shown in [EPW06, Proposition 7.1] that the family of Aldous-
Broder Markov chains {Y*”; m € N} on the complete graph KK,, with m vertices can be suit-
ably rescaled as follows: suppose that each tree Y*7(0) is a non-random spanning tree of K,
and such that m—1/2yKm (0) converges in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology to some
rooted compact metric tree, X (0), as m — oo. Then there exists a piecewise deterministic
Markov process, X = (X(#));>0, such that

a1 Zyen 0) (" ((md1])) ) = Zio) (X)) )

N—o0

where convergence means weak convergence in Skorokhod topology of random cadlag paths
with values in T, equipped with the topology of pointed GH-convergence. The so-called
Root Growth with Re-grafting dynamics (RGRG), X = (X(t));>0, appearing in the limit is
the piecewise deterministic Markovian jump process with the following dynamics: given the
current state (7,d,p),

e Re-grafting.  For each v € T, a cut point occurs at unit rate 474 (dv) with A
being the length measure on (7,d) (see [EPW06, Section 2.4]). As aresult 7\ {v}
is decomposed into two subtree components. One of them containing the root p. We
reconnect by identifying v with p, i.e., redefining all mutual distances accordingly.

e Root growth. In between two jumps the root grows away from the tree at unit speed.

RGRG is a deterministic pure jump process if started in a tree of finite length. A rigorous
Poisson process construction of the RGRG for general initial trees is given in [EPWO06]. The
RGRG is invariant under the random real tree known as the Brownian continuum random
tree (CRT). The CRT appears as the scaling limit of suitably rescaled Bienaymé branching
trees with finite variance offspring distribution given a fixed number of m vertices, as m — oo
([Ald91, Ald93]). If we choose for the offspring distribution a critical Poisson distribution
and condition on its size to be m, then the resulting tree equals in distribution the uniform tree
with m vertices, or equivalently, the UST(K,,,). This implies that

(12) g(m—5UST(Km)> ﬁzz(CRT) ,

where here = denotes weak convergence of probability distributions on T, equipped with
the topology of the GH-convergence.



SCALING LIMIT OF THE ALDOUS-BRODER CHAIN ON REGULAR GRAPHS: THE TRANSIENT REGIME 6

Apparently, as conjectured by Pitman, the CRT is also the scaling limit of the UST for a
class of graphs that are relatively fast mixing. This class includes the d-dimensional discrete
torus

(13) 74 =1{0,1,....N—1}¢

mod N*

And indeed, it was shown in [PR04, Theorem 1.1], that for d > 5 there exists a constant (d)
such that

(14) 2 (N73UST(Z4) ) = (B(d) - CRT),

N—ro0

where convergence is with respect to a related topology of Gromov-weak convergence. The
constant f3(d) is of the form B(d) = M) with

v o(d)

(15) (d) =P(LE(W!([0,0))) "W3([1,e0)) = 0)
and
(16) a(d) =P(Q12N013N023)

where for i, j € {1,2,3}, Q; ; denotes the event {LE(W([0,))) NW/([1,)) = 0}, and with
W', W2 and W3 independent lazy random walks on Z¢ starting at the origin (see [PR04,
Lemma 8.1]). The result was extended in [Sch09, Theorem 1.1] to d = 4 up to some logarith-
mic term correction the scaling factor. Recently, the CRT up to a scaling factor was also shown
to be the scaling limit of the UST on sequences of dense graphs that converge in graphon sense
and thus also for the UST of the Erdds-Renyi graph in the dense regime ([AS24]).

This convergence was recently stated in [ANS24, Theorem 1.1] to even hold, for d > 5, with
respect to a stronger notion of convergence, namely in the GH-weak sense, and thereby also in
the topology of GH-convergence (compare [ALW 16]). This suggests that it might be possible
to also rescale the Aldous-Broder chain on the high-dimensional in GH-topology such that the
scaling limit is invariant under the CRT.

If we observe how the distance of the initial root to the current root is changing over time,
then (11) implies that on the complete graph for all initial positions k € K,

() Zi((mAd (" ([mbe]),p"(0)) ) = Lo (R()) ).

m—oo

where here = is weak convergence with respect to the Skorokhod topology for [0, c)-valued
cadlag paths, and where R = (R(t)),>0 is the Rayleigh process, i.e., the piecewise deterministic
[0, 00)-valued Markovian jump process with generator

(1) 0700 =7+ [ ()~ 1) du,  Fe# (0,.))
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Its invariant distribution is the Rayleigh distribution which has density xe 2, x¢€ [0,00).

In [SchO8, Theorem 1.1,Remark 1.2] the dynamics of the length of a loop erased path of a
random walk on Z¢, was studied. It was shown that this process has in d > 4 also the Rayleigh
process as its limit. In d > 5, the result reads as follows: if Wy is the simple random walk on
Zj'\l, starting in O, then

a9 2 HLEW(0.N),) = 2 (B (R/a(@)) s ).

N—o0

where here = is once more weak convergence with respect to the Skorokhod topology for
[0, 00)-valued cadlag paths.

Our main result generalizes this to the whole Aldous Broder chain as follows:

Theorem 1 (Convergence of the Aldous-Broder chain on Z$,, d > 5). Let {Y Iy, N € N} be
a family of Aldous-Broder chains with values in rooted metric trees embedded in 7., d > 5

which start in the rooted tree Y2 (0) = ({0},0). Then with the constants 3(d) and a(d) from
(14) and (16), respectively,

(20 3”({0},0)<(N_gYZ?V(LNng)>tZO):>$({p}79)(<ﬁ(d>'X( a(d)t));zo>’

N—oo

where = stands for weak convergence in Skorokhod space on T,,,.. in the topology of GH-
convergence.

As we see in Theorem 1, the spatial dependencies inherent in the trees spanning Z¢,, d > 5,
are not relevant on the space and time scale N %. Notice that d > 5 1s considered as transient
regime in the sense that if WAI, and WZ% are two independent lazy random walk on the torus ZZ,
d > 5, then the mean number of intersections, H Z{\ until the mixing time (see (21) below), is
uniformly bounded as N — c. In this transient regime the lazy random walk on Z% allows

until a time of the order N for a separation between short versus long loops (compare with
Assumption 4.1). That is, lazy random walk paths frequently self-intersect by closing loops
much shorter than the mixing time, while rarely they are closing a loop longer than the mixing
time, and if so its length is of macroscopic order N g,

On Zj’f,, the rate at which the latter happens equals N -9, Thus, running the Aldous-Broder
chain on the time scale N? results in a finite number of macroscopically long loops. Due to the
transience of the random walk on the whole lattice Z4, d > 5, loops of length N g would not
be observable on Z¢ on our time scale N2. This explains why the constants B(d) and o (d)
can be expressed as intersection probabilities of the random walk on Z¢. This is similar to
what is known as the finite system scheme which compares the behavior of large finite particle

systems or interacting diffusions on the torus with the infinite system on the whole lattice
([CGY%4, CGS95, CDGO4, GLWO05]).
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To sketch the main ideas of the proof, notice first that due to the local geometry of the torus,
the Aldous-Broder chain is very hard to handle on a microscopic scale. We therefore introduce
for each s > 1 with the s-skeleton chain (or skeleton chain) a simpler chain which is still very
close to the Aldous-Broder chain in GH-distance. In the s-skeleton chain, at many of the time
indices at which the lazy random walk closes a loop of length at most s, we are going to erase
this loop completely rather than doing only the required AB-move, i.e, just erasing the edge
from the current position of the random walk to the vertex it went to after the last visit of this
position. However, in doing so we need to be careful, as a loop of length at most s might be
twisted with a loop longer than s in such a way that erasing the smaller loop would disconnect
the tree grown so far into two disconnected components (see Figure 3). We want to avoid
the latter. For that purpose we introduce the notion of s-ghost indices (see Definition 4.1),
and define the rooted s-skeleton tree at a given time n € N as the subgraph obtained from the
rooted Aldous-Broder tree at time n restricted to the non-s-ghost indices at time n. We then
assume that the Aldous-Broder chain is driven by a good path y: N — V that is a path with
the following two properties: for given s, s,r € N with r > 3s+1 > 185"+ 1,

e separating loop lengths. there are no loops of length larger than s” and shorter than r,

e dense set of 2s'-local cut points. for each n € Ny with n > 25’ there is a so-called
2s'-local cut point ¢ € [n,n+ s| satisfying RY([{ — 25" /]) NRY([{+ 1,£+25"]) = 0,

where once more we write RY(A) := {y(n), n € A} C V for the range of the path y over the
time index set A C Ny. Under these conditions, loops of length at most s get erased in the
s-skeleton chain if they are not twisted with a loop of macroscopic length. The conditions also
ensure that we can rule out such a twist if these loops of lengths at most s are not closing too
shortly after a time index at which a macroscopically long loop was closed. We can further
show that for all n € N the s-skeleton chain at time » is connected and thus a rooted tree that
is in GH-distance at most r from the Aldous-Broder tree at time 7 (Proposition 4.18). Finally,
the dynamics of the s-skeleton is easy to describe: it consists of root growth, AB-moves mostly
only when a macroscopically long loop is closed, and erasure of loops no longer than s.

Consider next a sequence of simple, connected regular graphs {Gy; N € N} in the transient
regime, 1.e., such that limsupy_, ., H GN < oo, where

21) HO .= sup Zm (owow) Wa (D) =Wy (1)),
PNEVN

for two independent lazy random walks WAI, and W]\z, on Gy (see (31) for our definition of Tgf\)’()
Put

(22) (cGN(rN))2 =P Gy gy (LE(WAl,[l, ry — sy]) intersects with Wi ([1,ry — sn]))
and let

(23) T (ry) := E cy [#HLE(Wy(AY))].
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Assume that we can find a sequence (ry) C N, such that

Gy r
(24) (1n(#VN)) Ny < I;GN—((r;\j)) = O0(\/#Wy)

(compare Corollary 2.18). In order to establish a scaling limit for the skeleton chain on Gy,
we further choose (sy) C N such that

(25) (In(#Vy))* 19 < sy < (log (¢ (ry)))°rw,

and rely on the fact that for any time intervals AjlV , A12V ,...of equal size, ry — sy, and separated
by at least sy, the segments WN(AN ) are up to time of order G ( ) nearly independent and
N

identically distributed like the path segment Wy ([0, ry]) of the lazy random walk started in
the stationary distribution. Moreover with high probability lazy random walk paths are good
paths up to time of order G ( -t We are then using these segments to mimic points in the

complete graph. To do so, we refer to a segment ¥(I’) as the s-local loop erased path segment
y(I), for a path y: N — V, a finite interval I C Ny and I’ C [, if y(I’) is obtained from y(I)
by erasing all loops of size at most s in chronological order. We then say that the ;" segment
performs

e Root growth, if the range R"V (A]]V ) does not intersect with the range of any of the sy-

local loop erased path segments WN(Af.V ), 1 <i < j. In this case we glue the sy-local
loop erased path segment W,, (AZJV ) to the tree grown so far.

e an AB-move, if the range RV (A]JV ) intersects with, say the sy-local loop erased path

segment WN(Aﬁ-V ) for some 1 < i < j. In this case we perform an AB-move on the
segments, i.e., we take away the sy-local loop erased path segment which had latest
been glued to the sy-local loop erased path Wy (AY) before.

With the choice of our scaling parameters we can couple the Poisson process driving the
limiting RGRG and the lazy random walk driving the skeleton chain in such a way that with
high probability up to time of order cGA?(VrN) such that we find a Poisson point in the square

G
BZ jN(rN ) where for ¢ > 0

(26) ‘—{ x,y): (j—De<x<je,(i—1)c<y<ic}

for some 1 <i < j, if and only if the j"-segment performs an AB-move involving the sy-loop
erased i"-segment. On such an event we obtain good bounds on the GH-distance between
the sy-skeleton chain and the RGRG. As in between two AB-moves branch lengths grow like
those of a loop erased random walk and these lengths concentrate around the mean, after

<N(ry)

rescaling edge length in the Aldous-Broder chain by = TN (ry)”

we converge to the RGRG in the

Skorokhod topology.
We shall therefore generalize Theorem 1 as follows:
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Theorem 2 (Scaling the Aldous-Broder chain on regular graphs: transient regime). Assume
that (Gy)nen is a sequence of finite simple, connected, regular graphs in the transient regime,
i.e., limsupy .. HON < oo, and such that we can choose (sy) and (ry) such that (24) and (25)
holds. Let {Y®N;N € N} be a family of Aldous-Broder chains with values in rooted metric
trees embedded in Gy which start in the rooted trivial tree, i.e., YN(0) = ({pn}, pn). Then,

CN t

@ Lo (et (o) ™)iso) 722 0010 (K0 o)

where = here means weak convergence in the Skorokhod space of cadlag paths with values
N—roo

in Tetric equipped with the pointed GH-convergence.

Outline. The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we introduce the random
walk driving the Aldous-Broder chain as well as a locally loop erased version. We then get
bounds on the intersection probabilities of a random walk segment with an earlier and locally
loop erased segment (Lemma 2.14). We also show a concentration inequality of a locally
loop erased segment around its mean (Lemma 2.17). In Section 3 we recall the Poisson point
process construction of the RGRG from [EPWO06]. In Section 4 we construct with the skele-
ton chain an auxiliary discrete-time chain with values in rooted tree graphs that is close in
Skorokhod distance with respect to the pointed GH-distance when rooted tree graphs, and for
which it is much easier to prove the convergence to the RGRG dynamics after our rescaling.
In Section 5 we show that with high probability the random walk paths on the macroscopic
time scale can be decomposed into nearly independent and identically distributed segments
separated by gaps with lengths of a slightly larger order than the mixing time. In Section 6 we
bound the GH-distance between the skeleton chain and the RGRG. In Section 7 we present the
coupling between the Poisson process driving the RGRG and the lazy random walk driving
the skeleton chain. In Section 8 we collect all our results and prove Theorem 2. Finally, we
discuss that high-dimensional tori in d > 5 satisfy all of our assumptions.

2. ESTIMATES ON RWS AND LOCALLY ERASED RWS ON REGULAR GRAPHS

In this section we provide estimates on the lazy random walk that will be useful for the proof
of our main result. We start in Subsection 2.1 with estimates that allow to compare a family of
path segments of the lazy random walk with path segments of an i.i.d. family of lazy random
walks. In Subsection 2.2 we give bounds on the mean number of certain self-intersection
events involving the lazy random walk. Finally, in Subsection 2.3, we introduce loop-erased
and locally loop-erased random walks and state a uniform concentration inequality for the
length of (locally) loop-erased path segments (Lemma 2.17).

Let G = (V,E) be a finite simple, connected graph with a finite vertex set V = V(G) and
edge set E = E(G). Write x ~ y if the vertices x,y € V are connected by an edge, i.e., if
{x,y} € E. As usual the degree of a vertex x € V is given as deg(x) := ¥,,cy 1e({x,y}). We
then say that G = (V, E) is a finite simple, connected, regular graph if the map x € V — deg(x)
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is constant. To avoid trivialities, we always assume #V > 2 (and thus #E > 1), where for any
finite set A, we denote by #A its cardinality.
We consider the time-homogeneous discrete-time Markov chain W := (W,,),,cn, such that

ifx =y,

=N

@8)  P(W(1)=y) =P(W(1) =y|W(0) =x) = {
m, X~y eV.
We refer to W as the lazy random walk on G.

Obviously, W is irreducible and reversible. Also, the degree distribution

deg(x)
29 Y (x) = 14
is the stationary distribution. Specifically, if G = (V,E) is a regular graph, then ¥ is the
uniform distribution on V, i.e., #%(x) = (#V)~! for x € V. Moreover, W is aperiodic. Thus,
W (n) converges, in distribution, to 79, as n — .
For all € € (0, 1), we denote by
G

(30) tS ;. (W;€) :=min{n € Ny : max

Py (W (n)=y) _ 1‘ < 8}.
x,yeV o

G (y)

Put

31) t& =15 (W) =15, (W;}).

mix mix mlx,goo
That is, for any n > tf and x,y eV,

(32) n%(y) <Px(W(n) =y) < 37°(y).

2.1. Decomposition into nearly independent random walk path segments. In this subsec-
tion we decompose the path of a lazy random walk into nearly independent segments.

We refer to y: No — V as a path on G iff {y(n),y(n+1)} € E or y(n+ 1) = y(n), for all
n € Ny. For any m,n € Ng with m < n, abbreviate

IS
INIS

(33) [m, n] ::{jENo:mgjgn}.

We use the convention [m,n] = 0 if m > n.
If I C Ny, we write

(34) y(I) = (y(n): nel) e V¥,

for the map which sends each time index n € I to a vertex y(n) € V. If I is a finite interval,
i.e., I = [m,n] for some m,n € Ny with m < n, then y(I) yields a path segment. By convention
we define y(0) := 0.



SCALING LIMIT OF THE ALDOUS-BRODER CHAIN ON REGULAR GRAPHS: THE TRANSIENT REGIME 12

For two lazy random walks (W;,W>), we denote by P, ¢ their joint law when each starts
independently from the stationary distribution, and P(, 5 starting each on the same vertex
p € V. Similarly, for several lazy random walks, the notation P ¢, .. ,¢ Will be used.

The first result extends [Sch09, Lemma 2.5]. It says that probabilities of path segments
W(Ay),...,W(Ay) of alazy random walk, each happening after a long period of time, can be
bounded by path segments of independent random walks Wi (A1), ..., Wi(Ax) that start in the
stationary distribution. After this lemma, we give a more precise estimate to approximate such
quantities.

Lemma 2.1 (Nearly independent after mixing). Let G = (V,E) be a finite simple, connected
graph, k € N, and W Wy, ..., Wy independent lazy random walks on G. Consider s € N with
s > 15 + 1, and finite intervals Ay, ...,A;, with min(A;) > s, min(A;,1) — max (A;) > s for all
i€{0,....,k—1}. Then forall F : VI #i Ryandp eV,

(35) E, [F (W(A)),... ,W(Ak))} < By ono [F (Wi(A1), ... ,Wk(Ak))] ,
and
G6) By [F(W(AL), . W(AD) | > 2 Boecno [F (Wi (AL, ., Wilai) |

Remark 2.2. In the setting of Lemma 2.1, note that since each Wy, ..., W, starts in the station-
ary distribution, we have

(37) Epoy. o [F(Wl(Al),...,Wk(Ak))} = E 6006 [F(Wl([l,#Al]),...,Wk([l,#Ak]))}.

The latter implies that the expectation, only depends on the length of the intervals Ay, ..., Ay.
Proof. We will show that for all 3, € V#*i i=1,....k,and all p € V,

(38) Pp (W (A1) = Y1, W (AK) = %) < 2’<fIIIP>,rG (W(a) =).

For that we shall proceed by induction on k. Let k =1 and define A—b:={a—b:a € A},
for any finite non-empty interval A and b € Ny. Since minA; —1 > s—1 > ¢9, then for all
ye V*1iandall p € V, by (32),

Py (W (A1) =7) = LBy (W (mind; — 1) =v) P, (W (4 —mind; +1) = 7)

(39) <2 Y 20 (W([1,#41)) =7)
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where the last inequality follows by stationarity.

Assume next that (38) holds for all k € {1,...,m — 1} for some m > 2. Then, writing
= (1(1),...,7(#A;)) € V*iforalli € {1,...,m}, then forany p € V,

)
Py (W (41) = 11,.... W (4 m>:ym)
=P

(W( ) = Foees W (A1) = Tt ) By yia, ) (W (A~ maxa 1) =)

(40) < om-1 H P_s < %> 2P ¢ (W (Am — maxAmq) = 3/1)

= ZmHPnG ( %')

where we have applied the induction hypothesis and (39) in the third line together with the
assumption minA,, — maxA,,_| > s.
The proof of (36) is similar by using the lower bound in (32). ]

Recall from (30) the uniform mixing time 16

il (W;€) of alazy random walk on G. For all
€ (0,1), we denote by

W) B ] B W00 ) 0] <
2y
= min {n € Ny xer\rflilx)évm (W(n) €A) —n%(A)| < e}.

Note that if G = (V,E) is a finite simple, connected, regular graph such that #V > 2, then
forall € € (0,1),

E
&)
We are thus in a position to apply [LP17, (4.32)] together (32), to conclude that for all g € N
and n > gt m,

(43) max Y [Py (W(n) =y) —7%(y)| <2-477.
xeVv yev

mix,/ mix,loo (W 8) rglx 4 (W;

(42) G W55) <15

Lemma 2.3 (Distance to independence). Let G = (V,E) be a finite simple, connected, regular
graph, k € Nand W, Wy, ..., Wy independent lazy random walks on G. If s,q € Nwith s > qt% +

mix

1, then for all finite non-empty intervals Ay, ...,Ar C N such that min(A;) > s, min(A;4) —
max(A;) > s foralli € {0,...,k— 1}, all functions F : VEC#i 5 R and all pev,

(44) ‘Ep [F(W(A),-...W(AD))] = Eron. oo [F(Wl(Al),...,Wk(Ak))H < 2kd||F .o,
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Proof. Note that by the triangle inequality it is enough to show that forall k € Nand p €V,
we have

k
(45) ) ‘PP(W(AI) = Y15 WA = %) — [ [P (W(A)) :yj)‘ < 2k4™4,
j=1

y eV ,...,}’kEV#Ak

Indeed, for k = 1, we see that

[ [F(W(41)] = Bxa [F (W (41))]
:‘ Y Fm)P,(WA)=n)- Y, F(Yl)PnG(W<A1):YI)’
y, eV nevhi

<IFle ¥ |Pp(W(A) =1) —Pro(W(A1) = 1)

nevii

(46)

)

and a similar argument for general k& shows that (45) is sufficient.

We shall proceed by induction over kK € N. Let k = 1, and consider A; C N a non-empty
interval with min(A) > s. To prove (45), we sum over all y:= (y(1),...,Y(#41)) € V¥ and
apply the Markov property at time minA;. Recall the notation, A —b:={a—b:a € A}, for
b € Ny, ,and set 7= (Y(2),...,Y(#A41)) € V#1~1 Thus, for all p € V we have that
(47)

Y [Bo(W(A1) =7) ~Peo (W(A) = )|

yevil
= ¥ [Bp(W(minAy) = y(1))Py) (W (A1 —minAy) = 7)
yeViAl
1 .
- WPY(I) (W(A; —minA;) = y)|
. I | |
< Z ‘PP (W(minA,;) = y(1)) - W‘ Z Py(l)(W(Al \ {minA;} —minA;) =)
Y(1)ev Fev#r-1
. 1
= X [Ro(wminay) =7(1) -
y(1)ev
<2.474

where we have used in the second line that used that 7€ is the stationary distribution, and (43)
in the last line. This implies (45) for k = 1.

Assume next that the statement (45) holds for all k € {1,...,m} for some m € N. We shall
show that it also holds with k = m+ 1. Fix p € V. Then conditioning on the history up to
time maxA,,, noting that minA,, | —maxA,, > s (which implies no overlap between the sets),
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adding a zero and using the triangle inequality, we have

(48) |
m+
Y B (W(A1) = 11, W (A1) = 1) TP D=1
}’1€V#A1 ,...,’)/,n+1€V#Am+l
NEVHL L Ypyr€VFAmtl Jj=1

Py (maxa,,) (W(Am+1 —maxAy) = Ym+1)
+ ‘]P)W(maxAm) (W(Am—i-l —maxA,) = YM+1) —Pro (W(Am—i-l) = Ym—i—l) ’ HIP)TL'G (W(Aj) - y])}
j=1
<2(m+1)471.

Here we used in the last line the induction hypothesis with k = m and k = 1. As the right hand
side in the second last line does not depend on p the claim (45), and thus (44) follows. ]

2.2. Estimates on intersections probabilities of random walks. In this subsection, we
bound probabilities on self-intersection of random walks. For a path y: Ny — V and A C Ny,
we write

(49) RY(A):={y(n): n€ A} CV.

for the range of y(A), i.e., the set of distinct vertices visited by ¥ during times in A. By
convention we define R7(0) = 0.

Proposition 2.4 (Range self-intersection probabilities). Let W be he lazy random walk on a
finite simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E). If s € Ngwith s > 15 41, and ifA,A2,A3 C

N are finite intervals with min(A;) > s and min(A; ;1) — max(A;) > s, i = 1,2, then for all
pev,

(50) P, (RY (41) NRY (4,) £ 0) < %,
and
2
G Bp(RY(4) R (4a) £ 0,.RY (4) NRY (43) £ 0) < S #AHA;

(#V)?

Proof. Let Wi, W,, W3 be 1.1.d. lazy random walks on G and independent of W. Recall that
since we assume that G is a regular graph, for all i = 1,2,3 and n € N,

(52) Pr(Wi(n) =x) =n%(x)=—, xeV.
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We start with the proof of (50). It follows from (35) in Lemma 2.1 that

P, (RY (A1) NRY (A7) # 0) < 4P 64,6 (RY1 (A1) NR™2(4,) # 0)
(53) <4 Z ]PJ'EG(XWZ?G (W] (n) = Wz(m))

neA|,meA,

By independence and (52), we have that for all m € Ay,n € A,

(54) P 6526 (Wi(n) = Wa(m)) = Z Pre(Wi(n) =x)P(Wi(m) =x) = —.

xeVv

Thus (50) follows from (53).
Next we prove (51). It follows from (35) in Lemma 2.1 that
P, (R (A1) NRY (42) # 0,R" (A1) NRY (43) # 0)
(55) < SIPnGQ@nG@nG (RWI (Al) NR™ (A2) # 0, RM (Al) NRM (A3) 7 0)
<38 Z ]P)n-G®n-G®n.G (Wl (n) =Wa(m),Wy(u) =W (V))

n,ucA|,meA,,veA3

On the other hand, by independence and (52),

Pﬂc®nc®nc (Wl (n) =W, (m),W1 (u) =W; (V))

1
(56) _ Z P.c (Wz(m) :Xl)PTEG (Wg(v) = Xz)]P)n-G (Wl(n) = x1, W (u) = xz) = T
X1,X€V
Thus, (51) follows from (55). [

We can prove an analogous formula to (50) for which in Proposition 2.4 the assumption
min(A;) > s is dropped.

Corollary 2.5 (Range self-intersection probabilities starting at zero). Let W be the lazy ran-
dom walk on a finite simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E). If s € Ny with s > tfix +1,
and if A1,A; C N are finite intervals with min(A|) = 0 and min(A;) — max(Ay) > s, then for
all p €V we have

2#A1#A>

(57) P, (RY (A1) NRY (4,) #£0) < my

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as the proof of (50) in Proposition 2.4. Indeed, let W,
and W, be two independent lazy random walks on G. Then, by a proof analogous to that of
(35) in Lemma 2.1, we have that

(58) Py (RY (A1) NRY (A2) #0) < 2P, 16y (R™ (A1) NRY2 (A7) £ 0).

p, ¢
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Note that (58) and an argument analogous to the proof of (50) in Proposition 2.4 (using also
(52)) imply that

P, (RY (A1) NRY (A7) # 0)

2HA #A
(59) <2Y Y Y Pp(Wiln) =x)Pro(Wa(m) =x) = ==

n€EA|1 meA, xeV

[J

For a given path y: Ny — V on a finite simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E), and
m,n € N such that m < n and y(n) = y(m), we refer to y([m,n]) as a loop of length n —m.
The next lemma estimates the probability that up to a given time there are no loops of an
intermediate length.

Lemma 2.6 (Separation of s’-short and r-long loops). Fix s',r € N withr > s +1 and s' >
tG +1, and let W be the lazy random walk on G = (V,E). Then, for all N € Ny and p €V,

2(r—s'+ 1)(N+1)
#V '

(60) P, <W(n) 7 RW([n+S’,n+r]),Vn € [O,N]) >1-—

Proof. For all p € V, n,k € N with k > s/, by the Markov property and Lemma 2.1,
Py (W(n) = W(n+K) = ¥ Pu(W(K) = 2)Pp (W (n) = x)

xeVv

<2) P (W(k) = x)Pp (W (n) =x)

er

Z Pp(W
xEV

2
CHY

(61)

Hence by the union bound,

U W) eRY (st r))}) < 3 Y. By (W(n) = Win+5)
(62) nel0,N] n=0k=s'
< 2(r—s"+1)(N+1)
— #V 9
which yields the claim. [

We next define local cut points that will later be useful in the approximation of the AB
chain by the so-called skeleton chain. Note that our definition is slightly different from that
in [PRO4, p. 13] or [Sch09, p. 337]. These points will be crucial to approximate the Aldous-
Broder chain with a simpler chain (see Proposition 4.18).
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Definition 2.7 (s’-local cut point). Fix s’ € N. Let y: Ny — V be a path on a finite simple,
connected graph G = (V,E). We say that £ > s’ is an s'-local cut point of the path 7 if

(63) RY([e=, 0] ) RV ([e+1,0+5]) =0,

Note that in accordance with the terminology of [PR04] and [Sch09], we used the name
s’-local cut points. Nevertheless, a more appropriate name is s’-separation points, since from
their Definition 2.7, they separate a part of the path into two segments that do not intersect.

For all s € N and a finite interval A C Ny of length at least 2s" + 1, set

(64) CP”*(A) := {/ € [minA + s',maxA — '] : £is an s'-local cut point} C A.

Next we define the probability that segments of length s’ € N of two lazy random walks,
W and W, on G = (V,E) that start both in the same uniformly distributed vertex and are
conditionally independent do not intersect. That is,

65) () =~ Y Py (R ([0,5) NR™([1,5]) #0).
#V pov
The next result bounds the probability that up to a given time N all times on [0, N| are at
most at distance s from a 2s'-local cut point. It corresponds to [PR04, Corollary 4.1]; see also
[Sch09, Proposition 2.13].

Lemma 2.8 (Existence of local cut points). Let W be the lazy random walk on a finite simple,
connected, regular graph G = (V,E). Fix s,s',N,q € N such that N > s, s > 6s' and 2s' >
qtS +1. Then forall p €V,

mix

(66)

Pp (CP 2 (fmm 5] £, ¥ m e 0N —s]) 2 1= (V=5 1) (@) + 5575

We prepare the proof of Lemma 2.8 by showing the following identity.

Lemma 2.9 (Non-intersection probabilities identity). Let W be lazy random walk on a finite
simple, connected, regular graph G = (V. E). Then for all { > s' > 1,

(67) g°(s) =RY([t—s5,0) NRY ([ + 1,0 +5]) #0).

Proof. Set v := (y(0),...,7(s)) € vs+1. By the Markov property, conditioning on W([¢—
s’ 1),

P (RY([(—5,0)NRY ([¢+1,0+5]) £0)
— Z Py (RY ([0 =5, ) NRY ([¢+1,0+5]) £ 0)

_ 1

(68) #

B LV Z Z Pp (W([€_5/>£]) = Y)PY(S’) (RY([O’SI]) mez([l’S/]) 7 0)’
E cVs /41

Y
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where W, is a lazy random walk on G. By time reversibility (see e.g., [LP17, (1.30)]), for all
y c Vs/—O—l,

©9)  7O(P)Bp(W([l—5',4]) =7) = 2 (¥(5"))Pyis) (W([0,5]) = %, W(0) = p),

where 7%, := ((s),...,¥(0)). Since 7°(v) = (#V)~!, for v € V, we have that
(70)
PEG<RW<[e—s’,e1>mRW<w+ 1,e+5)) #0)

:% Y Y Py (W([0,5]) = %, W(L) = p)Pyery (RY([0,5']) NRY2([1,5]) # 0)

Yy EVS 'r1peV

7 L Pro(W(0.5]) = %) Py (R (0.5) R ([1,51]) 70)

’)/GVS /+1

Z ]P)(y(s’),y(s/)) (RWI ([0, S’]) N RWZ([I,S,D 75 @) ,
Y(s)ev

1
#V

where W and W, are two conditionally independent lazy random walks on G starting uni-
formly in the same vertex. [

Proof of Lemma 2.8. Let s,s',N,q € N such that N > s and s > 6s’ and 25’ > qt% + 1. Then
by the union bound
(71)

N—s
Py (CPY2 ([m,m+s]) #0, Vm € [0,N—s]) > 1— Y Py (CPY? ([m,m+s]) = 0).
m=0

Moreover, by Definition 2.7, we have that, for all m € [0,N — ],
Py (CP"> (Im,m +5]) = 0)
@) =Pp(RY([£=25,0)) RV ([£+1,0425]) #0,9C € [m+25 m+5 - 25
<Py (RY ([t —25,6]) "R ([0 +1,6+25]) #0, vk € {1,...,[5/65]}),

|}. Next, we use (72), apply (44) in Lemma 2.3

where () :=m+ (6k—2)s", fork e {1,...,[ &
.,1g7]}, and Lemma 2.9 to obtain that

with Ay := [l — 25", £, +25], for k € {1,..
IP)p (CPW;ZSI([m’m _I_s]) — @)

=
73) < 1 Pao (R ([ =29, 6] ) NRY ([l 1, 66+25]) #0) +2[ |47
(=1

e
S (qG (2S/>> 6s + 3 ' :_qs/ .
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Note that we used that minA; =m+2s' > qt% + 1 and fork € {1,...,|&] — 1}, minAg; —
maxA; = 25’ > qt¢ + 1 and that [m, m + s] has length at least 65’ + 1 by hypothesis.
Therefore, the combination of (71), (72) and (73) imply our claim. ]

We will close this subsection with an upper bound on g°(s). For that we introduce the
following quantity. Let W be the lazy random walk on a finite simple, connected, regular
graph G = (V,E). Form € Ny and p € V, define

(74)
HY (mn):=Y Y Py (W(i+j)=p) and  H)(m):=) Y Py(W(i+j)=p).
i=0j=0 i=0 j=0
We also define
(75) HS(m,n) := pg{/ ﬂG(p)HzV(m,n) and  HY%(m):= p;/ nG(p)Hg/(m).

Note that for any p € V and m,n € Ny we have H;V(m,n) > H;V(O,O) = 1> 0, and thus,

H%(m,n) > 0. The next result provides upper bounds for the functions Hgv and H® which
will be useful later in this work.

Lemma 2.10. Let W be the lazy random walk on a finite simple, connected, regular graph
G= (V,E). Fixp €V anm,n € N such that m > n > tS + 1. Then

5 m?

w 4 W (.G

(76) Hy (m,n) < Hy (m) < 22€Hp (t9) _|_§W

and in particular,

(77 HO () < HO(m) < sup HY (1) + 27
? - — pEV P mix 2#V .

Proof. Fix p € V and m,n € N such that m > n >t% +1. Note that Hgv(m,n) < H;V(m)
by (74), and clearly (77) follows from (76). Thus, it is enough to upper bound Hgv (m). By
symmetry, (32) and (52), we have that

Hy (m) <Hy' (1) +2 ), Y Pp(W(i+j)=p)
(78) i:tn(l’;x—i-l Jj=0
5m?
<HY (19 )+ =—.
— P ( mlx) —l_ 2#V

(Note that i + j > ¢

mix

+1,fortY +1<i<mand0< j<m) O
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Lemma 2.11. Let W be the lazy random walk on a finite simple, connected, regular graph
G = (V,E). Then, for any s > t% 41,

mix

10s? 1 10s2 1
(79) qG(s)§1—<1— S) - g1—<1— S) —
#V Suppev HP (S) #V SuPpEV HI‘)}V (S) _|_ 2 57

Proof. We call a pair (i, j) € [0,s] x [0,s] an s-last-intersection pair if

(80) Wi(i) =Wa(j) and R™([i,25]) NR™([j+1,2s]) = 0,
and denote by LIP® the set of s-last intersection pairs on [0, s] x [0, s]. Define also the set
(81) 0% :={W;(k) = W1({) for some (k,¢) € [0,2s] x [0,2s] with max(k,¢) > s}.

By the union bound, symmetry and (32), forall p € V,

=2 ), Y ) Pp(Wik) =x)P, (Wa(t) =x)

(82) (=s+1k=0xeV

l=s+1k=0x€V
B 10s2
C#HV
We now claim that
(83) {W1(0) = Wo(0)} N {#LIP® > 11\ 0° = {W;(0) = W»(0) } \ OF.
To see this, first choose the largest values i € [0,s] and j € [0, s] such that W) (i) = W»(j) and

R" ([i,s]) NR™([j + 1,5]) = 0 (which exist in the event {W;(0) = W,(0)} \ 0%). Then by
(&1),

(84) R ([i,26]) NR™([j+1,26)) 1 ({W1(0) = W2(0)}\ 0%) = 0,

which implies (i, j) is an s-last intersection pair. Therefore, on the event {W;(0) =W,(0)} \ O¢
we have #LIP° > 1 and (83) follows. Thus

10s2
5 > S > > >1] - —.
(85) ]E(pvp)(#LIP ) > P(p’p)(#LIP >1) > P(pm(Os) > 1 Y
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Note that, by the Markov property, for any (i, j) € [0,s] x [0,s] and p € V we have

P(pp)((i, /) € LIP)

(86) = L Pip.p) (W1(0) = Wa(j) =2)Preg (R™ (0,25 =) NRT([1, 25 ]]) = 0)

< Z IP)(p,p) (Wl(i) = WZ(.]) :x>P(x,x) (RW] ([O,S]) mRWZ([lvs]) = 0)7

xeV

since s < 2s —iand s < 2s — j. Therefore by (85),
87)
IOs

Z E
= (p.p)
WO pev

| (HLIPY)

N

ZZZPPP(l] € LIPY)

peVi=0 ;=0

IN

N

Z P(x,x) (RW1 ([0,s])N RW2 [1,5]) = p;/z i P (p.p) W1 = Wa () :x)

xeV 0;=0

supzzzppp Wi (i) = Wa(j) = x).

xeV peV i=0 j=0

IA
3
g~ Z-

On the other hand, P, (Wi (i) = W2(j) = x) = Py (W1 (i) = x)Pp(W2(j) = x) by indepen-
dence. Applying Lemma 2.10 together with (69), we obtain for any x € V,

N N
3P ILAL =)= ¥ Y Y B(W(0) = p)By (Wal) =
peVi=0 ;=0 pEVl 0,j=0
(88) —ZZ]P’X(Wl i+j)=x)
i=0,j=0
<supl () + 35
ey P T gy
Finally, the combination of (87) and (88) implies the claim. [

2.3. Locally non-erased time indices on regular graphs. In this subsection we give es-
timates on intersection probabilities of a random walk path with an earlier loop erased or
locally loop erased path segment. We will also state a concentration inequality for the length
of (locally) loop erased path segments. As commonly known, given a path segment ([0, n]),
n € N, the (s-locally) loop erased path is obtained by erasing all loop (of length at most s) in
chronological order (compare with Figure 2). Given a path y: No — V on a finite, simple,
connected graph G = (V,E), and a finite non-empty interval A C Ny, we define a function
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v 7
N
LE? > Ao § — 1
AB7 7 1 /K

T

FIGURE 2. A path segment y = ((0),y(1),...,y(n)), n =1,...,8,9,..., 14 to-
gether with its loop erasure. Here NE¥(1) = [0, 1], NE?(8) = [0,8], NE¥(9) =
{0,9} and NE?(14) = {0} U[9, 14].

NE”# : A — A as follows. Set NE"(minA) = {minA}, and for n € [minA + 1, max A], define
recursively

(89) NE"(n):={m e NE"(n—1): y(n) ¢ R"(NE" (n—1)N[minA,m]) } U{n} C A.

The name NEY* stands for non-erased time indices by the loop-erased path on A, that is,
LE(y(AN[minA,n])) = RY(NE"(n)) for n € A. Thus NE"(n) represents all the time indices
that were not erased by the loop-erased path of Y on A up to time n — 1, and that are not inside
a loop created by the last step y(n) (if any). On the other hand, the erased times indices can
be defined recursively by letting E*A(minA) = 0, and for n € [minA + 1, maxA],

(90) EY(n):=E"(n—1)U{m e NE" (n—1): y(n) € R"(NE"(n—1)N[minA,m)) },
i.e., E¥4(n) = A\ NE"(n).
For a finite interval A C Ny of length #A4 > 2s+ 1, with s € Ny, and a path y: No — V, put
NE”"*(A)

oD = {m € [minA 4 s,maxA — s : RY(NE"" =" (m)) \RY ([m+ 1,m+s]) = (Z)}.
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We refer to indices in NE*(A) as (A, s)-locally non-erased, which are called locally retained
in [PRO4, Definition 3]. We also define the so-called (A, s)-locally non-erased path as

(92) R?(NE”*(A)),

compare with [PRO4, Definition 4].
Remark 2.12. Note that NE"*(A) only depends on the values of the path segment y(A).
As a preparation we state the following:

Lemma 2.13 (Intersection of independent walks). Let Wi and W, be two independent lazy
random walks on a finite simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E). Then, for any n,m € Ny
andp €V,

(93) Pip.p) (Wi(n) = Wa(m)) = Pp(Wi(n+m) = p).

Proof. On the one hand, by independence, we get that

(94) P p) (Wi(n) = Wa(m)) = Y Py (Wi(n) = x)Pp (Wa(m) = x).

xeV

On the other hand, recall that 7% (x) = (#V)~!, for x € V, is the stationary distribution. Then,
by time reversibility (see e.g., [LP17, (1.30)]), Py (Wz (m) = x) =P, (Wz(m) = p). Thus,

Pp.p) (Wi(n) = Wa(m)) = Z Pp (Wi (n) = x)Py(Wa(m) = p)
(95) x€V

=P, (Wi(n+m)=p).
]

Recall the definition of (A, s)-locally non-erased time indices in (91). The next result bounds
the probability that a segment of the lazy random walk intersects with a locally non-erased path
segment of an independent lazy random walk.

Lemma 2.14 (Intersection probability bounds). Let Wi, W, be independent lazy random walks
on a finite simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E). Then, for any finite intervals A,B C Ny
such that #A N#B > 2s + 1 we have

(96) Proeq0 (R"1(B) NRM2(NEM24(4)) #£0) < %EEG [#R"2(NE"24(4))].

Furthermore,

Preeq0 (R™ (B)NR™(NE">*(4)) # 0)
97) N #B
= 4#A#VHG (max{#A — 1 #B —1})

(Ena #R™2(NEY25(4))] ) g
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Proof. Define
(98) J=I(W1,Wa) : YEIRWZ NEW2+5 (A ))(Wl (n)),
and note that

(99) P oo (RM(A) NRY2(NEM25(A)) # 0) =P g6 (1 > 1).

The upper bound (96) follows from independence, the fact that 7¥ is the stationary distri-
bution (see (52)) and the union bound. To be precise,

Proone(J=>1) <Y Y Pr6(Wi(n) € R(NE"(A)))P6 (Wa(A) =)

neb yev#A

(100) =) X

neb yev#A

#B
= B 4R (NEWZ’S(A))} .

We now prove the lower bound (97) we use the second moment method, 1.e.

(]EEG®7IG []] )2

#RY( NE% (A))

P (Wa(A) =)

101 >
1oy ]PJEG@?TG(J 1) N ]EEG®7¢:G[J]
Note that by (52),
JrG®7rG[J Z Z ]P)JrG®7rG Wl ) S R}/(NE%S(A)))]P)EG (W2(A) = 7)
(102) neByert
= VEEG #RY2 (NE™24())] .

On the one hand, by symmetry, we deduce that
Eroenc 7] <2Y Y Progme(Wi(n) € R"2(A), W (m) € R"2(A))

neBmeBm<n

<4 Z Z Z Z P 60n6 (W] (n) =Wa(v),Wi(m) = W2(u))

neBmeBm<nveAucA,u<yv
On the other hand, note that, for m <nand u <v,
(104)
]P)”G®7rG (Wl (n) = Wz(v),Wl (m) = Wz(u))

- ZV]P)EG@nG (Wi(n) = Wa(v)|Wi(m) = p,Wa(u) = p)P 6556 (Wi(m) = p,Wa(u) = p)
pe

(#V)ng{,lppp Wl(n m) = Wz(v—u))

(103)

Z Po(W(n—m+v—u)=p),
o
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where W is the lazy random walk on G. Hence, (75) and (103) and (104) imply that

EﬂG@mG #sz Z Z Z Z]P’p(W(n—m+v—u):p)
neBmeBm<nvecAucAuvpeV
4#A#B #B—1#A—1
(105) - e L Z pr (i+/)=p)
peV i=0 j=0
4#A#B
= HY(#A—1,#B—1).
#V
Thus, the combination of (76), (101), (102) and (105) show (97). ]

Recall the definition of the function HEV in (74). The following result bounds the expected
number of (A, s)-locally non-erased indices by a fraction of the number of indices in the set.

Lemma 2.15 (Bounding the expected number of (A, s)-locally non-erased indices). Let W be
the lazy random walk on a finite simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E). Fix s € N such
that s > fmG,-X + 1. Let A C Ny be any finite interval such that #A > 2s+ 1. Then,

(1 10s2) #A — 25

(106)
#V /sup,ey H,‘,V (s)

< E,c[#NE"*(4)] < #A.

Proof. The upper bound is obvious. We therefore only need to prove the lower bound. By

(O1),

E ¢ [#NE"*(4)]
_ y Pe (R (NEW =59 0m)) nRY ([ 41,4+ 5]) = 0)
(107) ¢€[minA+s,max A—s]
> Z IP’EG(RW([E ANNRY([0+1,4+5]) = )

¢e[minA+s,maxA—s]

Then, by (107) and Lemma 2.9, we deduce that, for W; and W, independent lazy random
walks on G,

#A — 2s
E ¢ [#NEV*(A)] > P RY1([0,s]) NR™2([1,s5]) = 0
(108) [ ( )} my p;/ (p,p)( (10,5]) ([1,s]) )

= (#A —25)3%(s).

Thus the claim follows from Lemma (2.11). ]

We continue by transferring the bounds of Lemma 2.15 on the expected number of (A, s)-
locally non-erased indices to the expected number of elements in a (A, s)-locally non-erased
chain. The following result corresponds to [PR04, Corollary 4.2].
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Lemma 2.16 (Bounding the expected number of points in an (A, s)-locally non-erased chain).
Let W be the lazy random walk on a finite simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E). Fix
s € N such that s > tf + 1. Let A C Ng be any finite interval such that #A > 2s+ 1. Then,
(109)

. 1052\  #A—2s 2(#A —25)?
( #V ) SUp,ey HY (s) #V

<E,c[#RY(NEV*(A))] < E,c[#NE"*(4)] < #A.

Proof. The upper bound is obvious. We therefore only need to prove the lower bound. Let
y: No — V be a path on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V, E). Note that

(110) #RY(NE™(A)) = ) Lpy(oerv(NEY (4){minAts f—1])}-
KENEYS(A)

To see this, note that the sum on the right-hand side counts the time indices k € NE*(A)
such that there is not j € NE"*(A) with j < k and y(j) = y(k) (that is, all different values in
RY(NE"*(A))). Thus,

(111) #RY(NE*(A)) =#NE"(A) — Y Liyu)erv(NEP()n{mind-tsk—1])}-
kENEY*(A)

On the other hand, note that

Y LymerrNE () {mind-+sk—1))}

KENEY- (A)
- Z l{y(k)ERV(NE%S (A)N{minA+s,k—1]),keNE"*(A)}
k€[minA+s,maxA—s]
(112) < ) Y Liy)=y(j)keNEFS(4) jENETS(4)) -

k€[minA+s,maxA—s] j€[minA+s.k—1]

Since for any j > s, 7(j) € RY(NEVU=57(j)) by (89), it follows that if y(k) = () for k €
[minA + s,maxA —s| and j € [k — s,k — 1], then

(113) RY(NEPV=I(j)) ARY([j+ 1, j+5]) # 0.

This implies that such an index j satisfies j ¢ NE"*(A), by (91). The latter together with (112)
implies

Y Lpyerv(NETS ()0 {minAs —1])}

kENET (A)
< ) ) Ly ()=y(j) KENET(4) JENES (4)}
k€[minA+s,maxA—s| j€[minA+s,k—s—1]
(114) < ) Y Liyo=y(j)}-

k€[minA+s,maxA—s| j€[minA+s,k—s—1]
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By combining (111) and (114), we obtain that

E ¢ [#RY (NE"*(A))]
(115) > Eq6 [#NE"(A)] - ) Y Po(Wk)=W())
k€[minA+s,maxA—s] j€[minA+s,k—s—1]

Note that, by the Markov property and (52),

Pr6(W (k) Z&P W(k—j)=x)Prc(W(j)

1

By
2

< —

— #V

2

H#Y

I
S~
N—

Po(W (k— j) =)
xeV
Pra(W(k—j) = x)

xeV

(116)

where to obtain the third inequality we have applied (35) in Lemma 2.1 since k—j>s+1 >
tC +2.

Finally, the upper bound follows from (115), (116) and Lemma 2.15. ]

We finish this subsection with a concentration inequality for the length of a locally non-
erased chain, on a finite interval. It corresponds to [PR04, (25) in Lemma 5.3].

Lemma 2.17 (Concentration of the length of a locally non-erased chain). Let W be the lazy
random walk on a finite simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E). Let s,q,q' € N and A
be a finite interval A C Ng such that #A > 25+ 1,

In(2#V)
In4

(117) minA >s, 3s+1<g<#A+s and s>q't +1 with ¢ >

mix

Then, fory >2(3s+1+¢*/(#A+5)) and p €V, we have

Pp (‘#RW (NE"(A)) — E o [#RY (NEV(4))] ‘ > (#A+5)> )
(118) q

#A+s<y)2) #A + s

< 2ex (— .
P 29 \q q#V

Proof. This lemma will be proved by breaking down A into smaller segments that are separated
by a distance of at least s from each other. Then we approximate the original lazy random
walk on each of the smaller segments, with 1.i.d. copies of lazy random walks starting from
the stationary distribution. This will allow us to apply Hoeffding’s inequality and conclude
the result.
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For g,s € N such that #4 > 2s+ 1 and 3s+ 1 < g < #A + s, we define
(119) AP = [minA+ (j— 1)g,minA+ jg—s—1] C A,

for j € {1,...,k}, where k = [ (#A + )/ |. Since g > 3s+ 1, the sets qu’s),...,A,((q’s) are
disjoint. Consequently, by (91), NE"* (A ) ,NEY* (A( ” )) are also disjoint. Note also
(45

that mm(qu s)) =min(A) > s and min(A +1)) max(AE.q’ )) =s+1,forall je{l,....k—1}.
We therefore have

k
(120) Y #RY(NEP(4(1)) ) <#RY(NE7*(4))
=1
and

SN 4 Y _
#RY(NEY (4] ))+jzzl<3s+1)+#A+s kq

7(NE* (4 )))+#Aq+s<3s+1)+

#RY(NE"*(4)) <
(121)

o

To obtain the first inequality in (121) note that the number of points between two consecutive

intervals [minAE-q’s) +35, maxAE.q’S) —s] and [minAg.er’sl) +35, maxAS.(fl) —s|, forje{l,....k—1},
()

is bounded above by 3s + 1, while the difference between maxA — s and maxA,”™ — s is
bounded by #A + s — kg. Then, the triangle inequality, (120) and (121) imply that, for y >
2(3s+1+q*/(#A +5)),

Pp (‘#RW (NEW(A)) — E 6 [#R" (NEW*(4))] ‘ S (#4 ;L S)y)

<P, (( Xi: (#RW (NEW#(A19))) —E 6 [#RY (NEW’S(AEQ’S)))])‘ > W),

(122)

Let Wi,..., W, be i.i.d. lazy random walks on G with initial distribution given by 7. Then,
(122), (117) and (44) in Lemma 2.3 (using the latter with ¢’) imply that, for y > 2(3s+ 1+

7/ (#A+5)),
(123)
Ep ([#R" (NEY*(4)) — o [#R" (NE" (4))] | 2 @)
< ]PyrG@..-@yrG( i (#RWJ NEWJ’ (AE ))) —E ¢ [#RWj (NEWj,S(qu,S)))}) ‘ > W)
#A +s

i
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Note that for any path ¥ on G, we have #R”(NE”’S(A;‘]’S))) < g. Since, under P 6. 16,

#RW1 (NEW ’S(qu’s))), ..., #RWi(NEWe (A](Cq’w)) are i.i.d. random variables, (123) and Hoeftd-
ing’s inequality [Gut13, Theorem 1.3 in Chapter 3] imply that, for y > 2(3s+14¢?/(#A +5)),

Py ([#RY (NEW<(4)) ~ E o [#RY (NEW*(4)) ]| > (#ATJFS)y)

(124)

HA+5s /y\2\ #HA+s
()

2q q gV

<2exp (—
q

[J

2.4. Asymptotic estimates. In this subsection, we establish asymptotic estimates for the
probabilities and quantities introduced in the preceding sections, which will be used in the
proof of our main result.

Let (Gy;N € Np) be a sequence of finite simple, connected, regular graphs, with Gy =
(Vv,En), such that #Vy — oo as N — oo. For every N € Ny, let Wy = (Wy(n))en, be a lazy
random walk on Gy. Suppose further that there are sequences (s )nen, (Sn)ven and (ry)yen
in N such that

In(2#Vy )\ 2 In(2#V,
(125) 1< (M> (v < M) 0 o < (V)

In4 mix In4

and

12\ \ ¢
(126) (m <%)) sy < Ty
N

Next, we introduce Assumption Transient random walk, which bounds Hg/ Nin (74) up to
the mixing time tg){v . (Compare this with Condition (2) in [PR04].)

Transient random walk: There exists 6 > O such that

ot
(127) sup sup H;VN(IIS}{V) = sup sup Z Z Py (Wn(i+j)=p) <.
N>1peVy N>1pEVy =0 /=0

From (74), it follows that necessarily 6 > 1 since Hg/ N(m) > 1 for all m € Nj.

The next result is an immediate consequence of our bound on the intersection between a
random walk and an independent locally non-erased chain (Lemma 2.14), together with our
bound on the expected number of elements in a locally non-erased chain (Lemma 2.16).
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Corollary 2.18 (Uniform bounds on (A, s)-locally non erased indices). Let (Gy;N € Ny) be
a sequence of finite simple, connected, regular graphs such that are (sy)nen, (SN)nven and
(ry)nen in N that satisfy (125). Suppose also that (Gy;N € Ny) satisfies the Assumption
Transient random walk. Let (An)nen and (By)nen be a sequence of finite intervals of Ny
(i.e., An,Bn C Ny, for all N € Ng) such that By C Ay, for all N € N,

(128) jéglgoi?—NN:I and Al/i_r)rzo%:l

Then

(129) E_cy [#R"V(NE"W*N¥(Ay))] = O(ry), as N — oo,

and

(130) PGy, q00 (R™(By) "R™V(NEYE¥ (Ay)) # 0) = © (%) . as N — oo,

where Wy, = (Wy(n))nen, and Wy = (Wg(n)),en, are two independent lazy random walks on
Gy.

Proof. By (125) and (128), we can assume throughout the proof that N is sufficiently large
such that sy > zﬁ{v + 1 and #Ay > 2sy + 1.

First, we prove (129). It follows from the upper bound in (109) of Lemma 2.16 that
(131) E_cy [#R"V(NE"V¥ (Ay))] < #Ay.
On the other hand, by (76) (with m = sy) and the lower bound in (109) of Lemma 2.16,

E_cy [#R"Y (NE"V¥ (Ay))]

(132) - (1 B los?v) #AN — 25y 2(#An —25n)*

#Vn Gy 5 S%/ N #Vn

1%
SuppevNHp N(tmix ) + Q#_VN

Then, by (125), (128) and Assumption Transient random walk, we have that

#A
(133) By [#R™ (NE"Y(Ay))] > =25 +o(#Ay), as N e

Thus, (131) and (133) imply (129).
Now, we prove (130). It follows immediately from the upper bounds in (96) and (109) in
Lemma 2.14 and Lemma 2.16, respectively, that
#BNH#HAN

(134) oy (R (B) NRM(NE" (Ay)) < =0
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On the other hand, by the lower bound in (97) of Lemma 2.14, and (77) (withm =#Ay — 1 =
max{#Ay — 1,#By — 1}) and we have

P 6 (RN (By) MRV (NEWW5V (A )

(135) 4By
o 4#AN#VN

Then, by (125), (128), (132) (or (133)), and Assumption Transient random walk we have that

5(#ANy — 1)
sup H (1) 4 > AN 1)

.
peVy #Vy > (E oy [#R™(NE"™V(Ay))] )2 :

#AN)? (#AN)?
136) P RY(By) NRYE (NEE(4y)) > AN
( ) 71:GN®7Z:GN( ( N)ﬁ ( ( N)) = 493#VN+0 iy ,

as N — oo, Thus, (134) and (136) imply (130). L]

Recall the definition of g®V in (65) and H;,V Nin (74). In the next corollary we bound g
It also proves that Assumption Transient random walk and (125), give a bound on the number
of times that a random walk on Gy, comes back to its starting position between the first i + j
steps, for i, j < 2s},. The latter can be thought as a condition for the random walk on the graph
to be transient.

Corollary 2.19. Let (Gy;N € Ny) be a sequence of finite simple, connected, regular graphs,
and consider (sy)nen, (SN)ven and (ry)yen in N that satisfy (125). Suppose also that
(Gn;N € Ny) satisfies the Assumption Transient random walk. Then,

1
(137) limsupg©™ (2sy) < 1— e

N—oo

where 0 > 1 is the constant defined in the Assumption Transient random walk.
Moreover,

SN
(138) (#Vy)? (% (2sy)) ! o(1), as N — oo

Proof. By (125), we can assume throughout the proof that N is sufficiently large such that
2s§v tmlx + 1. It follows from the definition of qGN in (65), Lemma 2.11 (with s = 2sN) and
the Assumption Transient random walk that

10(2s%,)? 1
(139) gV 2sy) < 1—(1— (2s) -
2 #Vy

Then (137) follows from (139) and (125).
Next, we prove (138). Note that

140) a0k @) N —enm (5 (S + S 5 a2 )

Since by (125), (si/sn) In(#Vy) = o(1) and sy /sy = o(1), then (138) follows from (140) and
(137). 0

—_



SCALING LIMIT OF THE ALDOUS-BRODER CHAIN ON REGULAR GRAPHS: THE TRANSIENT REGIME 33

Fix r,s € N with r > 354 1. For each i € N, define the following sub-intervals of Ny,
(ns) . 1/: . (ns) . /s :
(141) A = [(i—1)r+s,ir—1], and B :=[(i—1)r+2s,ir—s—1].

The following result gives us the asymptotic order of Yy and cy. Its proof is simply an
application of (129) and (130) in Corollary 2.18, and (125).

Corollary 2.20 (Uniform bounds on (Al(rN N ),sN)—locally non erased indices). Let (Gy;N €
No) be a sequence of finite simple, connected, regular graphs such that are (sy)nen, (SN)NeN
and (ry)nen in N that satisfy (125). Suppose also that (Gy;N € Ny) satisfies the Assumption
Transient random walk. Further, let WN,WAI, and WAZ, be independent lazy random walks on
Gn. Define the sequences (Yw)nen in Ry and (cy)nen by letting

(142) w=E_qy [#RWN (NEWN,SN (AYN,SN)))} :
and
(143) (en)? = —InP Gy gy (RN (AUVY)) ARMH (NEW ¥ (4 V))) — ),

for N € N. Then, as N — oo,

2
(144) w=0(y) and =0 (F—N) .
#Vy

We now prove that the length of the range of all (Al(rN N ),sN)—locally non-erased indices is

asymptotically close to Yy, as N — oo, uniformly for all i within a specified interval.

Corollary 2.21 (Asymptotic concentration of the length of a locally non-erased chain). Let
(Gn;N € Ny) be a sequence of finite simple, connected, regular graphs such that Gy =
(VN,EN), for all N € N. Suppose also that (Gn;N € Ny) satisfies the Assumption Tran-
sient random walk. Assume that we can find sequences (ry)nen and (sy)yen such that
(125) and (126) hold. Let (Yn)nen and (cn)yen be the sequences defined in (142) and
(143), respectively. Further, let Wy = (Wy(n))nen, be a lazy random walk on Gy such that
Wy (0) = py € V. Fix 0 < T < 0. Then, for N large enough, we have that

TN,S 1/6
(145) Py sup  [ERWNEM (A | <y (B4) ) = 1 0(1).
0<i<|T /en] N

Proof. Our approach involves applying the result from Lemma 2.17. However, prior to its
application, we must carefully select the appropriate sequences to ensure that the conditions
outlined in Lemma 2.17 are satisfied. First note that Corollary 2.20 allows us to select a
sufficiently large value for N such that T'/cy > 2.
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Let gy 1= L(rNsN)%j , for all N € N. Observe that #AEVN’SN) = ry — sy and minAl(rN’sN) = SN,
for all N € N. By (125), we can (and will) choose N large enough (independently of i € N)
such that #A ErN SN) > 2sy + 1 and the interval A l(rN V) satisfies the conditions in (117) of Lemma

2.17 with ¢ = 2 Define

(146) =5l

By (125) we can (and will) choose N even larger and also (independently of i € N) so that

D?/rw)-

D=

(147) > 2(3sn+ 143/ HA™Y ™ 4 s3)) = 2(3sw+ 1+ (| (rvsw)

On the one hand, observe that

(148) (#ASrN,SN) +SN)yN . rNS]2\]/3r]1V/3 <SN) 1/6
el =rIN|— )
QN (rNSN)l rN
and
r 4/3 2/3

(149) (#Al( N,SN)+SN) (y_N>2> N N/ ,,N/ :1<7_N> 1/6

2qn an) "~ 2(rysy)r ™NSN 2 ’
On the other hand, by (125),

(TN,SN) 1/2
#A

(150) AT 4N N N e

QN#VN I/Z#VN

Thus, by (150), we can (and will) select a larger N (independently of i € N) such that

(#Al(rN,SN)+SN) g 2}’1/2

(151) < .
an#Vy si/ 2 #Vy

Recall the definition of the sequence (yv)nyen given in (142). By combining (148), (149),
(151) and applying (118) in Lemma 2.17, we obtain that, for N large enough (independently
of i € N),

oo - (2) )

< By ([HRIVNETS (A59)) | < (a0 4 50 2)
4gN
1 1/6 1/2
(152) gze‘?<W> + 1/2N .

#Vn
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Then, by using the union bound and (152),

PPN ( sup ‘#RWN (NEWNaSN (Al(rzvaSN)) YN‘ <ry ( N> 1/6>

0<i<|T /en] 'N
(153) T _l(,ﬂ)l/ﬁ 1/2
> 1 - e 2 SN + L
TN sy )

Next, (144) in Corollary 2.20 implies that for sufficiently large N there is a constant C > 0,

1/6 1/2 1/2 o\ 1/6 1/2
2 (ezm L )<CT<#VN> (eam L )

N N /2 #Vy N ! /2 #Vy

/6
1n((#VN)1/2/rN)—i(rﬂ>l 1
154 <CT 2 sy + .
(154) - (e (snra#V) /2

Therefore, our claim (145) follows by combining (153) and (154) together with (125) and
(126). ]

In the following corollary, we establish a bound on the number of intersections between the
range of a segment and the range of locally non-erased indices from a preceding segment. To
that end, for any n € N define

1:(58) (1) =
(155) AT = L Ve )Ry (B 203

1<i<j<n

with A 1(5)(0) = A 759 (1) = 0.

Corollary 2.22. Let (Gy;N € Ny) be a sequence of finite simple, connected, regular graphs
such that Gy = (Vy, Ey), for all N € N. Suppose also that (Gy;N € Ny) satisfies the Assump-
tion Transient random walk. Assume that we can find sequences (ry)yen and (sy)nen such
that (125) holds. Let (cy)nen be the sequence defined in (143). Further, let Wy = (W (1) )nen,
be a lazy random walk on Gy such that Wy (0) = py € V. Then, for any o € (0,1) and
0<T <oo,as N — oo,

(156) P,y (JVWN’(rN’SN)(LT/CN )< c;a) —1—-0(1).

Proof. Corollary 2.20 allows us to select a sufficiently large value for N such that T /cy > 2.
By applying (125), (35) in Lemma 2.1, and possibly increasing N further as needed, we obtain
that

]P)PN (RWN (NEWN,SN (AL(VN’SN)) N RWN( rNaSN )) # 0)

(157)
< 4P 6y poy (R (NEWN’SN (AT ARV (B V)Y 2£ ),
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for 1 <i< j<|T/cy], and WAI,,WZ% two independent lazy random walks on Gy. Thus, by
using Markov’s inequality and the union bound, we have

Py (AN (T fey ) = )
(158) T2
<45 aPnGN@)n

Gy (RWI% (NEWI%,SN (AngaSN)) N RWN( (rN»SN) )) 0)
N

Then, by combining (144) with (130) from Corollary 2.18, we conclude that for sufficiently
large N there is a constant C > 0 (which may vary from line to line) such that

Bo (AT fen]) 2 )
(#VN) 1—a/2

2—a

<cr? P ey (RS (NEMRSV (ATVV)) R (BIN)) 2 )

(159) (#VN)I—(X/Z 2

Finally, our claim follows from (125). [

3. THE RGRG DRIVEN BY A POISSON POINT PROCESS

In this section, we recall the construction of the RGRG from [EPWO06] and obtain estimates
for the probability of the process to be decomposable up to a given time. When the process
is decomposable, we will be able to establish a coupling between indices of intersection of
paths, coming from the Aldous-Broder chain and from the RGRG (see Section 7).

Definition 3.1 (Nice point cloud). We refer to a set
(160) T CAL={(t,x) eR::tcRy,x€ (0,1]} CR2
as a nice point cloud if it has the following properties:
(a) Forallt >0, #xN({t} x[0,7]) < Tand #xN(Ry x {¢}) < 1.
(b) For all t > 0, the set zN {(¢',x) € RZ : x <#' <t} is finite.
For a nice point cloud 7 € A%, put 7o(7) = 0 and define recursively for all i € N,
(161) (7)== inf {x > 7,_1(7) : Iy € [0,x] with (x,y) € 7}.

For each i € N, let p;() be the unique point such that (7;(x), p;(7)) € 7.
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We shall introduce the root growth with re-grafting map (RGRG map), denote by RGRG" :=
(RGRG"(t)),>0, that takes a nice point cloud and maps it to a path with values in the space of
rooted R-trees. For ¢ > 0, let

(162) T,:=[0,¢t] and p;:=t,

and define RGRG”"(¢) := (]0,t],d”, p;) inductively as follows. Assume we have already de-
fined the process for all ¢’ € [0, 7;(7)] for some i € Ny. We then define the metric d for all
t € (ti(m),7i41(w)]. We will distinguish the two cases between ¢ being a root growth or a
re-graf time.

Root growth. Assume that ¢ € (7;(7), ;1 (7)) and define d* by

dg(n)(x,y), if x,y € [0, 7;(7)],
‘y_xla if x,y € (Ti(n)?t]a
‘X—Ti(ﬂ:)‘ +dg(n-)<fi<n)ay)7 ifx e (Ti(n)vt]ay S [Oa Ti(n)]
= ()| 4+ % (), 2), iy € (1), ], € [0, 5(m)

(163)  df(xy) =

Re-Grafting. Assume thatt = 7,1 (7). Given a rooted metric tree (7,d,p) and a pointx € T,
we denote by

(164) ST:=si"P) —{yeT:xe[p,y]}

the rooted subtree of (T,d, p) above x and rooted at x (here we denote by [p,y] all the points
between p and y in T'). Define the metric dJ* by

. T
(dtn (x7y)’ lfx’yGSPtiJrl(”)’T
d* (x,y), ifx,yel0,0)\S'™ .,
(165)  dF(x,y) = ¢ tn( y) ] ! ye| )\Ttpz-H(TL') I
dt ('X:?pt )+d[—(pl+1(7t)7y)7 lfxe [07t)\Spl+1( yESpl+1( )
. T T
\dtn ( )—f—df_(pi+1(7l'),x), lny [O’t)\Spi+1( SP-H( m)"

In words, at time t = 7;;1(7), RGRG"(¢) is obtained from RGRG"(r—) by pruning off the
subtree SZ’f (7) and re-attaching it to the root.

i+1

Note that the process RGRG”(¢) is cadlag with respect to convergence in the Gromov-
Hausdorff topology.

Remark 3.2 (Poisson point processes are nice). The conditions on 7 for being a nice point
cloud will hold almost surely if 7 is a realization of a Poisson point processes on A%r with the
Lebesgue measure A as the intensity measure. It is this random mechanism that will produce
a stochastic process having the root growth with re-grafting dynamics. [l
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Definition 3.3 (Root growth with re-grafting (RGRG) process). We define the root growth
with re-grafting (RGRG) process X = (X (t));>0 by letting for each r > 0,

(166) X(¢) := RGRG'(r),
where II is the Poisson process on A%r with the Lebesgue measure as intensity measure.

For each ¢ € (0,) and (i, j) € N x N with 1 <i < j, consider the square
(167) B ;)= {(x,y) € RZ: (j—1e<x<je,(i—1)c<y< ic}.
For that we need that the point cloud is c-decomposable up to time 7 in the following sense.

Definition 3.4 (c-decomposable point cloud). Fix ¢ > 0 and T € R, such that L%J > 3. We

will refer to a nice point cloud w C A%r as a c-decomposable point cloud up to time 7T if the
following holds:

(i) Up to time T each square contains at most one point, i.e.,

(168) MEAT) = 21§i<j§LTJ Lignos, 22y =0

<
(ii) There are no upper triangles up to time 7 that contain a point, i.e.,

(169) Ny (T = ZlngLTJ Lannee=1y =0,

<
where upper triangles are subsets of Ai of the form

(170) EJC-::{(x,y)GAi:jc§x<(j+1)c,jc§y§x}, J € Np.

(iii) Up to time T there are no two squares in the same row that contain a point, i.e,

M. 17r A(T) = Z 1{#7rmel.7j

1<i<k<j<| L]

C — O
>1.#70Bf, \>1}

(171) )

(iv) Up to time T there are no two squares in the same column that contain a point, i.e,

My (T) = Z 1{#7:03&}.

1<i<j<k<| L]

=0.
>1 #4108 ) =1}

(172) ) (

In the following we also write forall T € R,
(173) ENT) :={mC A% : T is c-decomposable up to time T},
and let for a nice point cloud & C A2,

(174) o™ :=max{T eR.: we &T)}.
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Lemma 3.5 (Decomposability up to time N). Let I1 be a Poisson point process on A2+ with the
Lebesgue measure A as the intensity measure. Then for all ¢ € (0, %) and T € R such that
123

(175) P(c™¢>T) >1-3c2T*— 1T — LT
In particular, limC%OIP(GH’C > T) =1forall T € R,.

Proof. Note that by the union bound and Markov’s inequality,

P(Me& (T))>1- ) PHINB;;>2)— ) PHINEj>1)
1<i<j<[L] 1<j<| L]

_ PHIINE, . > 1, 411NBS, ., > 1
(176) . Z T ( (i,)) (k,j) )
1<i<k<j<| 7]

- ) PHINBj ;) > 1,#IINB{ ;) > 1).

1<i<j<k<| L]
Next, by using that forallx > 0,1 —e™* <xand 1 —e™ —xe * < %2, we obtain that
P(ITe &4(T)) >1— %c_sz(l e cze_cz)

2
(177) _ C—lT(l . 8—7) . (%c—3T3 + %C—ZTZ)(I . e_C2)2
>1-— %csz — %CT — %CT?’.

For ¢ > 0 we introduce the c-RGRG, denoted by X(¢) = (X()(1)),>0, by letting
(178) X©(t) :==RGRG" (t A 6™), for t€Ry,

where 7 is a nice point cloud on A2+. When instead of a nice point cloud, a Poisson point
process on A%r with the Lebesgue measure A as intensity measure is used, we denote the
¢-RGRG as X™1(¢).

Corollary 3.6 (Convergence to the RGRG). Let I1 be a Poisson point process on A%r with the
Lebesgue measure A as its intensity measure. Then, for all 0 < T < oo, we have that,

. IL,(c . . -
(179) lclﬁ)ltes[l(l)%] don (X ( )(t),X(t)) =0, in probability.
In particular,
(180) (X (1))0 = K00,

where = stands for weak convergence of random variables with values in the Skorohod space

PR, T).
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Proof. Note that (179) is a mere consequence of (178), Lemma 3.5, and the union bound.
Clearly, (179) implies (180). ]

3.1. Behavior of the RGRG map between re-grafting events. In this subsection, we show
that between re-grafting events, the RGRG map undergoes exclusively root growing transi-
tions, as outlined in (163).

Fix ¢ >0and let &7 C A%r be a nice point cloud; see Definition 3.1. Recall the definition of
the sets Bf; ,’s in (167). For (i,j) e Nx Nwith I <i< j, we define
(181) Zi5) = Varse, 40}

If Zg’;) = 1, then we call j a cut-time and i a cut-point. The following lemma proves that

if a c-decomposable nice point cloud contains no points within the interval [0,%c|, for any
k € Ny, then the RGRG map exhibits path-like behavior, characterized solely by root-growth
transitions.

Lemma 3.7. Fixc >0and 0 < T < o such that T /c > 2. Let © C A%r be a nice point cloud.
Fix any 0 < k < |T/c|, suppose that

(182) zg’j) =0, forall 1<i<j<k.
(If k < 2, then (182) is satisfied by vacuity.) If 6™¢ > T, then RGRG” (kc) is the metric space
equivalent to the interval |0,kc| endowed with the Euclidean distance.

Proof. If k = 0, then our claim is trivial since in this case RGRG”(0) is a point. For k = 1,
given that 6™ > T, the nice point cloud is c-decomposable. Consequently, it fulfils property
(ii) of Definition 3.4 and (a) in Definition 3.1, namely that 7 contains no points within the set

(183) {(x,y) €RY :x € [0,c],y € (0,x]}

(that is, 71() > ¢). Therefore, RGRG”" undergoes only root-growth transitions within the
interval [0, c], resulting in RGRG”(c¢) being a metric space equivalent to the interval [0, c]
endowed with the Euclidean distance.

For 2 < k < [T /c|, the nice point cloud 7 is c-decomposable, given that 6™ > T. Con-
sequently, properties (ii) of Definition 3.4, (a) of Definition 3.1, and (182) collectively imply
that 7 contains no points within the set

(184) {(x,y) € RY :x € [0,kc],y € (0,x]}

(i.e., 71 () > ¢). As aresult, RGRG”" undergoes exclusively root-growth transitions within the
interval [0, kc|, leading to RGRG” (kc) being a metric space equivalent to the interval [0, kc]
endowed with the Euclidean distance. L]
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The next step involves generalizing the preceding lemma. Intuitively, we show that the
RGRG map, during any time interval devoid of points from the nice point cloud, undergoes
exclusively root-growing transitions. To formally state this result, we require the following
definitions.

Fix c>0and 0 < T <oosuchthat T /c >2. For2 <k < |T/c|, suppose that there exists an
integer 1 <n < |k/2] and indices 1 < iy, < j, <k, for 1 <m <n,suchthatiy,... iy, ji1,...,jn
are all distinct,

(185) ZF¢ =1 and ZF

(i) iy =0

forall 1 <i< j <k witheitherior jnotin {i,...,in, ji,---,Jn}-
In particular, the latter implies the existence of at least one point of 7 within the set

(186) Bfim,jm) ={(x,y) € R2 : (jm—1)e <x < jme, (im— e <y < imC},

for 1 < m < n. Moreover, by property (a) of Definition 3.1, & has not point within the sets

(187) {(Gn=1)e} x [0,ine] and Ry x {(in—1)c},
forl <m<n.

Now, we remove the intervals U” _, ((im — 1)c,inc) U ((jm — 1)c, jmc) from [0,kc]. More
precisely, let i,...,i,, be the sequence iy,...,iy,j1,...,J, ordered in increasing order, that

is, i) <---<ij, Setig=0andi, , =k+1. Form=0,...,2n, define the following sub-
intervals,

(188) =0 if - [fe, (0 = 1)) =0,
i, (0,01 — 1)c] otherwise.

For m = 0,...,2n, let Branch(I,) be the metric subspace of RGRG” (kc) restricted to the
interval I, (that is, we equip Branch(/;,) with the metric induced by the restriction of d,
to I$). Note that due to the way the intervals IS, are defined, then Branch®(I,) is a compact
metric space when equipped with the euclidean distance. Finally, we consider the metric
space | J>"_, Branch®(I¢) formed by the union of the metric spaces Branch®(I¢,). This union is
naturally endowed with the metric induced by the restriction of d". to this set.

Lemma 3.8. Fixc>0and 0 < T < o suchthat T /c > 2. Let T C Ai be a nice point cloud.
Fix any 2 < k < |T/c| and suppose that there exists an integer 1 < n < |k/2| and indices
1 <iy < jm<k for1 <m <n, such thatiy,...,i,, ji,...,Jj, are all distinct, satisfy

(189) 7% =1 and 7"

(im»jm) i) =0

forall 1 <i< j<kwith eitherior jnotin{iy,...,in,j1,---,Jn}-
Suppose that 6™¢ > T. Then,
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(i) For m = 0,...,2n, Branch®(I5)) is the metric space equivalent to the interval I, en-
dowed with the Euclidean distance, with length (i), | —i,, —1)c V0.
(ii)
2n
(190) di (RGRG”(kc), § BranchC(I,;)) < 2e.
m=0

(iii) Consider m =0, ...,2n such that I, # 0. Let yy,y> € I, such that y; < y,. Then,
(191) c(uz —uy — 1) VO < drgra(e) 01,52) < c(ug —up — 1) VO+2c,

where uy,uy € {ij, +1,...,1, .} are such that uy < u, y1 € [(u1 — 1)c,uic) and y; €
[(l/tz— l)c,uzc).

(iv) Consider different my,my € {0,...,2n} such that I,  F0and I, #0. Lety, €I, and
y2 € I, such that yy < y,. Fori=1,2, let j be the boundary poznt in I, that is zn the
path in RGRG’r (kc) from yy to y». Let

(192) My, ={m€{0,...,2n} : Branch®(l},) is contained in the path fromy; to y, }.

Then,

(193)  drgror(ee)(V1,2) > clua+us—ur —u3—=2)VOo+ Y iy —ip—1)VO
meM§

Y12
and
(194)
drara (ko) V1,y2) < clup+ug—ur —uz —2)VO+ Y c(i g —ip,—1)VO+4c+2cn,
meM;l ¥
where uy,uy € {1, +1,...,5, .1} and uz,us € {i,, +1,...,1, .} are such that u; <

up, uz <ug, y1AF1 € [(u1 —1)c,uic), y1 VI € [(uz— 1)C,M20) Y2AP2 € [(uz —1)c,u3c)
and y, V $ € [(ug — 1)c,usc).

Proof. First we prove (i). If Iy, = 0, then our claim follows immediately. Then, we suppose
that ¢, # (0. Recall that the nice point cloud 7 is c-decomposable since ™ > T. Thus, by
properties (ii) of Definition 3.4, (a) of Definition 3.1, and (189), & contains no points within
the set

(195) {(x,y) R :x €IS,y € (0,x]}.
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Then, RGRG” undergoes exclusively root-growth transitions within the interval IS, leading to
RGRG”(max I¢,) restricted to I, being a metric space equivalent to the interval IS, endowed
with the Euclidean distance.

To conclude that Branch® (/) is the metric space equivalent to the interval IS, endowed with
the Euclidean distance, it enough to justify that 7 contains no points within the set

(196) {(x,y) € R : x € (max S, kc],y € I}

But this is a consequence of properties (ii) towards (iv) of Definition 3.4, (a) of Definition 3.1,
and (189).

Next, we prove (ii). This follows directly from an equivalent definition of the Hausdorff
distance between metric subspaces 2 and % of a metric space (Z,d) (see e.g., [BBIOI1D,
Exercise 7.3.2])

(197) du(Z,%) :—max{sup d(x,@),supd(%,y)}.
XX ye¥

Now we prove Parts (iii) and (iv) of the lemma. First, we remark that if, say yz = max/,
then necessarily y, = (i}, ,; — 1)c, which justifies that u, can take the value i, ;. Now,
the proof of (iii) and (iv) follows by decomposing the path connecting y; with y, within
RGRG" (kc). Indeed, note that ¥, M c(i,.1 — i, — 1) V0 is the size of each Branch®(Iy,)

contained in the path from y; to y;, by '(i). The term c(u, —u; — 1) V 0+ 2¢ accounts for the
distance between y; and ¥ in I}, by (iii). Finally, the term 2cn bounds the removed intervals

U1 ((im = 1)¢,ime) U ((jm — )¢, jme). ]
4. THE ALDOUS—BRODER CHAIN AND THE SKELETON CHAIN

Recall from the introduction the map ABY such that ABY(0) := ((0),0,7(0)) (that is, a
single-vertex tree) and for n € N, is the rooted tree graph given by

(198) ABY(n) := <RV ([0, 1)), {{x, Y(L(n— 1) + D) }sx € RY([0,n — 1)\ {¥(n)} }, ¥(n )

where for a path y: Ng — V on a finite simple, connected graph G = (V,E), n € Ny and
x € RY([0,n]),

(199) Li(n) = L([0,n]) := max {k € [0,n] : y(k) =x}.

The goal of this section is to construct with the skelefon chain another discrete-time chain
with values in rooted tree graphs that is close in Skorokhod distance with respect to the pointed
Gromov-Hausdorff-distance when rooted tree graphs are encoded as pointed metric spaces.
For that purpose we shall use that for typical paths we can separate short from long loops,
where a loop is short if it scales down to a point under our scaling. Thus for time indices
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within short loops it should not matter whether we erase one edge as required in the Aldous-
Broder move or erase the whole loop. We therefore think of those time indices as ghost
indices. In Subsection 4.1 we define the sets of ghost indices up to a certain time, and prove
in Lemma 4.3 that under certain typical events, the ghost indices are indeed those that would
be locally erased on that interval. In Subsection 4.2 we then introduce the skeleton chain
as the chain which for a given time is the rooted subgraphs obtained from the rooted trees
of the Aldous-Broder chain at that time spanned by the non-ghost time indices up to that
time. For this skeleton chain is then easy to prove the convergence to the limit dynamics of
root growth and re-grafting after our rescaling. In Subsection 4.3 we then bound the Gromov-
Hausdorff distance between the skeleton chain and the Aldous-Broder chain uniformly in time
(Proposition 4.18).

4.1. The sets of ghost indices. Fix s € N with s > 2, and let y: Ng — V be a path on a finite,
simple, connected graph G = (V,E).

Definition 4.1 (Ghost index chain). Set ¢7*(0) := 0. Suppose that we have constructed
G75(n—1), for some n > 1. Define

(200) G (n) =97 (n—1)U{me [0,n—1]\ 9" (n—1) : msatisfies (G,)},

where we say that m satisfies (G,,) if

(G,) It holds that
(201) y(n) eRY([n—s+1,m]\ 4" (n—1)),
and that for m; :=max{h € [n—s+ 1,m|\ 4" (n—1) : y(h) = y(n)}, we have that

(202) v(k) €RY([0,k—1]\¥"*(n—1)), forall k€ [mi,n—1]\G"*(n—1).

If me[0,n—1]\¥9"(n—1) is a ghost index in ¥"*(n), then we will say that it satisfies
(201) and (202) in (Gy,).

From the definition of ghost index chain, note that it will be important to differentiate be-
tween loops of the path y with length smaller than s. Recall from the discussion above Lemma
2.6, the definition of short and long loops. We will frequently consider paths that satisfy the
following property for some fixed s’,r, N € N such that s’ < r:

No loops of intermediate length: If y(m;) = y(m,), for some mj,mp € [0,N], then |m; —
my| & [s,r].

In subsequent sections, we will show that if the path is a lazy random walk on G, then with
high probability it has no loops of intermediate length over an adequate interval (see Definition
5.1 and Proposition 5.3).
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v(ko) = (k) y(my) = 7(n)

FIGURE 3. We illustrate why we impose (202) to later ensure that the subgraph
restricted to the non-ghost indices is connected. A loop shorter than s is closing
at time index n+ 1. There exists k € [m,n]\ 4"*(n) and kg € [0,k — 1]\ 47*(n)
with y(ko) = y(k). If k — ko > s, a loop longer than s is closed at time index k. If
we would erase the recently formed loop [my, ...,n|, the graph would disconnect.
We therefore need a condition that prevents that indices in {m;, ..., n} are declared
tobe in " (n+1).

Remark 4.2 (laziness indices immediately become ghost indices). Let y: Nyg — V be a path
on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E). If y(n) = y(n+ 1) for some n € Ny, then
ne€9Y*(n+1), or equivalently, n € 4%*(m) for all m > n+ 1.

Recall from (91) the set NE"*(A) of (A,s)-locally non-erased indices. Recall also from
(92) that RY(NE"*(A)) denotes the (A, s)-locally non-erased path. The next result will play a
crucial role later in the proof of the main result of this work. We will use it in Corollary 4.10,
to compare segments of the subgraphs spanned by the non-ghost time indices of the Aldous-
Broder chain and the locally non-erased paths, whenever the path on such segments satisfy
certain only ghost indices conditions.

Lemma 4.3. Fixr,s,s’ € Nwithr>3s+1> 185 +1. Let A C Ny be a finite interval such that
minA > s and #A > 3s+ 1. Fix N € N such that N > maxA. Let v: Ny — V be a path on a
finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E) that satisfies Assumption No loops of intermediate
length, and the following properties:

Local cut points: For all m € [0,N — s|, the interval [m,m+ s| contains a 2s'-local cut point.

Only ghost indices (1): For all m € [minA + s,maxA — s| and 2s'-local cut-point { € [m —
s,ml, ifny € [{+1,m] and m € [l,ny — 1]\ 4"*(ny — 1) are such that y(n;) € RY([n| —
s+1,m]\9"*(ny —1)), then

(203) (k) €RY([0,k— \G (m — 1)), forall ke [my,n—1]\G7(n;—1),

where m; = max{h € [n] — s+ 1,m]\ 4" (n; —1) : y(h) = y(m) }.
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Only ghost indices (2): For all m € [minA +s,maxA —s|, ifnp € [m+1,m+s— 1] and m €
[minA + s, maxA — 5]\ 4" (ny — 1) are such that y(ny) € RY([ny — s+ 1,m]\ 47" (ny —
1)), then

(204) y(k) €RY([0,k— 1]\ 9" (ny— 1)), forall ke [mi,np—1]\G"(nx—1),
where m; = max{h € [ny — s+ 1,m]\ 9" (na — 1) : y(h) = y(m2)}.

Then,

(205) NE”*(A) = [minA + s,maxA — 5]\ 4"*(n), forall n¢c [maxA,N)].

Remark 4.4. In Assumption Only ghost indices (1), whenever ¢ = m, then (203) holds by
vacuity.

Remark 4.5. The assumptions of only ghost indices in Lemma 4.3 will simplify to prove when
a non-ghost index transitions to a ghost index as the path y evolves. Given these assumptions,
if a small loop has been just created at time n and m is a non-ghost index at time n — 1 satisfying
(201), then it will be a ghost index at time n. The latter can be deduced from the following
reformulation.

Only ghost indices (1): Fix m € [minA +s,maxA — 5| and a 2s"-local cut-point £ € [m —s,m)].
Assume ny € [{+1,m] and that m € [(,n; — 1]\ 97"*(n; — 1) satisfy (201) in (G,,). If
furthermore (203) holds, then m also satisfies (202) in (G, ). In particular, by Defini-
tion 4.1, we have that m € 47 (ny).

Only ghost indices (2): Fix m € [minA + s,maxA —s|. Assume n, € [m+ 1,m+s— 1] and
m € [minA + s, maxA — s] \ 47*(np, — 1) satisty (201) in (G,,). If furthermore (204)
holds, then m also satisfies (202) in (an). In particular, by Definition 4.1, we have
that m € 47°(ny).

Before we prove Lemma 4.3, we need the following two technical results. The first result
implies that whenever every index in the interval [m + 1,n], for some n > m > s, does not
satisfy (201), then the ghost indices ¢7*(-) in that interval do not change.

Lemma 4.6. Fix r,s,m,n € N with r >3s+1 and n>m >s. Let y:No—V be a path
on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E). Suppose that, for all k € [m+ 1,n], y(k) &
RY([k—s+1,m|\ 9" (k—1)). Then,

(206) [m—s,m\9"* (m) =[m—s,m\9""(k), forall kée][m+1,n|.

Proof. Since 47%(m) C 97*(k), we have that [m —s,m|\ 4"*(k) C [m—s,m|\4"*(m). Then,
it only remains to prove that

(207) [m—s,m|\ 9" (m) C [m—s,m\ 9" (k).
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The above is proved by showing that every m € [m —s,m] \ 4"*(m) does not satisfy (201) in
(Gg). Then, we proceed by induction.

First, we consider the case k =m+ 1. Note that [m—s+2,m—s|=[m—s+2,m—s+1] =0
and thus, by Definition 4.1, [m —s,m —s+ 1]\ 9"*(m) C [m—s,m|\ 4"*(m+1). On the other
hand, we have by our assumption that y(m+1) € RY([m —s+2,m|\ 4"*(m)), for all m € [m—
s+2,m|\ 4" (m). Thus, by Definition 4.1, [m—s+2,m|\ 4" (m) C [m—s,m]\ 4" (m+1).
By combining the two inclusions established earlier, our claim (207) for k = m+1 is proven.

Suppose that n > m + 1 and that

(208) [m—s,m\G" (m)=[m—s,m\G" (k—1),

for some k € [m+2,n]. If k—s+1 > m, we have that [k —s+ 1,m| =0, for all m € [m—s,m] \

7S (m). Thus, by Definition 4.1, [m —s,m]\4"*(m) C [m —s,m] \ 4"*(k), i.e., (207) holds.
Now, suppose that k — s+ 1 < m. Note that [k —s+ 1,m| = 0, for all m € [m — s,k —s]\

7S5(m). Thus, by Definition 4.1, [m — s,k — 5]\ 4V*(m) C [m —s,m] \ 4"*(k). On the other

hand, we have by our assumption and the induction hypothesis (i.e., (208)) that

(209) y(k) € RY([k—s+1,m]\G"* (k- 1)),
forallme [k—s+1,m|\4"*(m)=lk—s+1,m]\9"*(k—1). Thus, [k—s+ 1,m]\G"*(m) C
[m —s,m]\ 47* (k). By combining the two inclusions obtained, we conclude (207). O

Lemma 4.7. Fixr,s,s’,m,N e Nwithr >3s+1> 185 +1and N >m > 2s. Let y: Ny — V
be a path on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E). Let { € [m —s,m| be a 2s'-local cut
point of ¥. Suppose also that Yy satisfies Assumption No loops of intermediate length, and for
the given m and /:

Only ghost indices: Ifn; € [(+ 1,m] and m € [{,n; — 1]\ 9V (n; — 1) are such that y(n,) €
RY([ny —s+1,m|\9"*(n; — 1)), then

(210) v(k) RY([0,k—1)\G"*(n1 — 1)), forall k€ [mi,n —1]\G"" (n;—1),
where m; = max{h € [nj —s+ 1,m|\4" (n; — 1) : y(h) = y(n1)}.

Then we have,

211) [0,n)\ 97 (n) = [(,n)) "\NEY" =™ (0 forall n e [¢,m).

Remark 4.8. Note that the only difference between Assumption Only ghost indices (1) and
Assumption Only ghost indices is that in the former we take any m € [minA + s,maxA — s]
whereas in the latter we take a fixed m > 2s.

Proof. Note that {£} = [¢,{]\ 975 (¢) = [¢,£] "\NEYI*=54(¢) (i.e., our claim for m = £ holds).
Then, we assume that m —s < ¢ < m and proceed by induction. The case n = ¢ should be
clear. Then, suppose that

(212) [0,n—1\%"(n—1) = [t,n— 1]NANE""=m( 1),
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for some n € [(+ 1,m]. Note that n € [¢,n]\ 47 (n) and n € [¢,n] \NEV"~5"] (). Thus, it is
enough to prove that [(,n — 1]\ 47 (n) = [¢,n — 1] ANEV"=s" (1),

First, we show that [(,n— 1]\ 475(n) C [(,n— 1] ANNEY"~5"] (). Suppose that [¢,n— 1]\
G75(n) # 0 and consider m € [¢,n — 1]\ 4"*(n). In particular, m € [{,n— 1]\ 94" (n—1).
To reach a contradiction, assume that m satisfies (201) in (G,) for such n, that is y(n) €
RY([n—s+1,m|\¥9"°(n—1)). Recall Remark 4.8 and the reformulation of Assumption Only
ghost indices (1). By Assumption Only ghost indices (using it with n; = n), we have that
m satisfies (202) in (G,) and thus, by Definition 4.1 we have m € 4"*(n). The latter is a
contradiction. Hence, by Definition 4.1, we must have that

(213) y(n) €RY([n—s+1,m]\ 4"’ (n—1)).

Note that n —s < ¢ <m < n—1. Then, since £ € [m —s,m] is a 2s’-local cut point (see
Definition 2.7), the Assumption No loops of intermediate length implies that

(214) y(n) €RV([0V (n—s"+1),m] \ g7 (n—1)).
On the other hand, since by the induction hypothesis (212),

[0V (n—s'+1),m\ G (n—1)=[tV (n—s+1),m| N ([(,n—1]\ G (n—1))
(215) = [0V (n—s"4+1),m] N (NEX" =" (n — )N [6,n—1]),

we conclude that
(216) ¥(n) RY([0V (n— 5 +1),m] ANEV" =57 (n — 1)).

We also conclude from (215) that 7z € NEV"~5"(; — 1). Moreover, again by Assumption No
loops of intermediate length and since £ is a 2s’-local cut point, we have that

(217) y(n) €RY([m—s,4V (n—s"+1)]).
Therefore, it follows from (216) and (217) that iz € [¢,n — 1] ANEY =5 (1) (recall (89)).

Next, we show that [¢,n — 1] \NEY "=/ () C [¢,n— 1]\ 97*(n). The idea is to show that
every i € [(,n— 1]NNEY"=5 (1) does not satisfy (201) in (G,). Suppose that [¢,n—1]N
NEY"=57](n) = ¢ and consider i € [¢,n — 1] ANE""=5"](). In particular, by (89) and the
induction hypothesis (i.e., (212)), note that

(218) me[l,n—1NNEP" ="y 1) = [0,n—1]\ 9" (n—1).
On the other hand, by (89),

(219) ¥(n) & RY(NEVI=5"(n — 1Y [m — 5, m)).
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Since £ € [m —s,m| is a 2s'-local cut point (see Definition 2.7), Assumption No loops of
intermediate length implies (217), and thus (216) holds. Moreover, by using the induction hy-
pothesis again and (215), we deduce that (214) also holds. Finally, by using again Assumption
No loops of intermediate length and that n —s < £ <m < n— 1, we obtain (213). That is, by
(218) and Definition 4.1, m € [{,n— 1]\ 47" (n). O]

We have now all the ingredients to prove Lemma 4.3.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Throughout the proof, we fix n € [maxA, N|.

First, we show that NE"*(A) C [minA + s, max A —s] \ 4"*(n). We proceed by contradiction.
Suppose that NE*(A) # 0 and that there exits m € NE"*(A) such that m ¢ [minA + s, max A —
s\ ¥9"*(n). Then, m € [minA + s,maxA — s| N ¥"*(n), i.e., by Definition 4.1, there exists
n € Nsuch that m <n <n, m € [minA+s,maxA —s]\ 4" (n—1), m € [minA + s, maxA —
s| N4 (n) and m satisfies (Gj). Thus, by (201) (with n = n),

(220) Y(R) eRY([i—s+1,m]\ g7 (H—1)).

Note that such a time index n must satisfy m < n < m+ s for the above to be true. Moreover,
by the Assumption No loops of intermediate length,

(221) y(n) eRY([A—s"+1,m]\ g (n—1)).

On the one hand, by Assumption Local cut points, we know that the interval [m — s, m| contains
a 2s'-local cut point, say £. Then, by the Definition 2.7 (of 2s’-local cut point), and (221), we
have that

(222) y(n) eRY([(v (A—s"+1),m\g"* (n—1)).

On the other hand, since ¢ € [m — s,m] is a 2s"-local cut point, the Assumption No loops of
intermediate length, the inclusion ¢¥°(m) C ¢"(n— 1), the Assumption Only ghost indices
(1) (which implies Assumption Only ghost indices of Lemma 4.7), and Lemma 4.7 imply that

(223) 6V (=5 4+1),m]\ g (n—1)

@4 = (([Lm\GT )\ G G- 1)) (Y (7= + 1),m] \ G 1))
(225) = NE"" =™ (m) [0V (- '+ 1),m] \ 97 (7 —1)).

By (222) and (223),

(226) ¥(7) € RY(NEYI"=s"l(m)y N ([0v (=5 4+ 1),m] \ 47 (7 —1))),

which implies that y(77) € RY(NE""=5"(;51)) and thus, m ¢ NE*Y(A) (recall (91)). This is a
contradiction and thus, NE*?(A) C [minA + s,maxA — 5|\ 47 (n).
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Next, we show that [minA + s, maxA — 5] \ ¥7*(n) C NE®Y(A). Suppose that [minA +
s,maxA — 5]\ 47*(n) # 0 and that m € [minA + s,maxA — s] \ 4"*(n). In particular, m €
[minA + s, maxA — s] \ ¥"*(n), for all n € [m+ 1,m+ s — 1] (recall that n > maxA). To reach
a contradiction, assume that such an m satisfies (201) in (Gj;) for some n € [m+ 1,m+s—1],
that is y(n) € RY([n —s+ 1,m] \ ¥4"*(n—1)). But then, by the Assumption Only ghost in-
dices (2) (with np = n), we have that m also satisfies (202) in (Gy). By Definition 4.1, this
contradicts that m ¢ ¢%*(n). Thus,

(227) y(n) €RY([n—s+1,m\¥"*(n—1)), forall ne[m+1,m+s—1].

In particular, by (227), Lemma 4.6, and since [m —s,m|\ 4"*(n) C [m—s,m|\ 4" (n—1) we
conclude that

(228) y(n) €RY([n—s+1,m\ 4" (m)), forall ne[m+1,m+s—1].

On the one hand, by the Assumption Local cut points, we know that the interval [m — s,m|
contains a 2s’-local cut point, say £. Then, by Assumption L.ocal cut points, Definition 2.7 (of
2s’-local cut point), and (228), we have that

(229) y(n) €RY([(V (M—s+1),m]\ 4" (m)), forall ne[m+1,m+s—1].

On the other hand, Assumption No loops of intermediate length, Assumption Only ghost
indices (1) and Lemma 4.7 (with n = m) imply that

(230) [0V (=54 1),m]\ G (m) = [V (A — s+ 1),m] ANEV"=57 (),

forall n € [m+ 1,m+ s — 1]. Hence, by (229) and (230),

231)  y(R) €RY([(V (F—s+1),m] ANE"I"=" ()} forall 7€ [m+1,m+s—1].
Finally, Assumption No loops of intermediate length and (231) imply that

(232) y(i) € RY(NEV" 5" (m)),  forall @€ [m+1,m+s].

In the above expression, to include m + s recall that NEY"=5" (1) C [m — s,m]. Therefore

from (232) we conclude that m € NE*(A) (recall (91)), and [minA + s, maxA — s] \ ¥7*(n) C
NE”*(A). 0

The next result of this subsection states that 2s’-local cut points are not ghost indices.

Lemma 4.9. Fix r,s,s' € Nwithr > 3s+1> 185+ 1. Let y: Ny — V be a path on a finite,
simple, connected graph G = (V, E) that satisfies Assumption No loops of intermediate length.
Let £ € [25',N — 25'] be a 2s'-local cut point of the path y. Then, { € [0,n]\ 4"*(n), for
n e [¢,N].
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Proof. Clearly ¢ € [0,£]\ 474 ({), by Definition 4.1. On the other hand, since ¢ € [2s', N — 25']
is a 2s’-local cut point (recall Definition 2.7), Assumption No loops of intermediate length
implies that y(n) &€ RY([n—s"+1,¢]), for all n € [¢+ 1,N]. Then, it is straightforward from
Assumption No loops of intermediate length and Definition 4.1 that £ € [0,n] \ 47*(n), for
n e [¢,N]. O

To conclude this subsection, we prove a key result showing that if the path 7y satisfies certain
non-intersection properties, then Lemma 4.3’s conditions Only ghost indices (1) and Only
ghost indices (2) hold.

Recall from (141), the definition of the sub-intervals Agr’s) and Bgr’s). We also consider the
%( I ))

sequence of times (7; icN, defined recursively as follows. Let N € N as in Assumptions

No loops of intermediate length and Local cut points. Set TO’(r’S) =0and foreachi e N,

(233)
/) =int{k € (707 + 1, [N/ 1) RYNEP(AT) ARY(B)) # 0 some j < k}:;

with the convention inf® = [N /r| + 1. Recall that y: Ny — V is a path on a finite, simple,
connected graph G = (V,E). Consider the following properties:

(P.1) If there exists i, j € [0, | N/r]] such that R¥(B, B\ )) ﬂR”( ) # (0, then

(234) RY(B{"")NRY(B{"™)

0,
for all k1,ky € [0, |[N/r]] with k; € {i, j} and k; ¢ {i, j} .
(P.2) For every i € [2,|N/r|], we have that
(235) RY([(j— 1)r, jr— 1]\ B"*)) NRY([minB!"*), max B"*) +3]) = 0,
for all j € [0, |N/r|] such that j < i.
(P.3) Forevery i € [2,|N/r|], we have that

(236) RY([0,maxB\"*))) "\RY([(i — D)r,ir— 1]\ B/"")) = 0.

Corollary 4.10. Fix r,s,s’ € N with r > 3s+1> 185 + 1. Let y: Ny — V be a path on a
finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E) that satisfies Assumptions No loops of intermediate
length, Local cut points and properties (P.1)-(P.3). Then, if N > r, for k € [1,|N/r|] and
ic| W’S)Jrl zv’< )1

(237) NE" (A = B\ @), forall nelir—1,N].
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Before we prove Corollary 4.10, we need the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 4.11. Fix r,s,s' € N with r > 3s+1> 185 + 1. Let y: Ny — V be a path on a
finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E) that satisfies the Assumption Local cut points. Fix
m € [s,N] and £ € [m—s,m] a 25'-local cut-point. Suppose that

(238) RY([0,00\ 9" (k— 1)) NRY([(+ 1,k— 1]\ 9" (k—1)) =0,

forallk € [+ 1,m—1]. Then, forall n € [{+ 1,m]| such that y(n) e RY([{+1,n—1]\¥4"*(n—
1)), we have that

(239) v(k) €RY([(+1,k—1]\9"*(n—1)), forall k€ [mi,n—1\G"(n—1),
where mj :=max{h € n—s+1,n—1]\9"(n—1):y(h) =y(n)}.

Proof. If m € {{,... . £+ 3} our claim holds by vacuity. Then, suppose that m > ¢+ 3 and
proceed by induction on n. For n = ¢+ 1,¢+ 2 our claim also holds by vacuity. Suppose that
n = ¢+ 3 is such that y(n) = y(h) for some h € [{+ 1,0+ 2]\ 4"*(¢ +2). Indeed, we must
have h={¢+1. Since [( + 1,k—1]\9"(n—1) =0, fork e [{+1,0+2]\ 4" ({+2), we
conclude that (239) 1s satisfied.

Next, suppose that for some n € [{ + 1,m], we have shown that for all 7 € [¢+ 1,n— 1] such
that y(n) e RY([{+ 1,n — 1]\ ¥7"*(n— 1)), we have that

(240) (k) gRY([(+1,k—1]\¥"*(n—1)), forall ke [m,n—1]\¥" (n—1),

where m; = max{h € [n—s+ 1,n— 1]\ 9" (n—1) : y(h) = y(n)}. Then, we prove that if
y(n) e RY([{+1,n—1]\ 9" (n—1)), we have that

241)  y(k) €RY([(+1,k—1]\¥"*(n—1)), forall ke [m,n—1]\g" (n—1),

where mj :=max{h € [n—s+1,n—1]\¥"(n—1): y(h) = y(n)}.
We proceed by contradiction. Suppose that

(242) Y(k) eRY([(+1,k—1]\F"*(n—1)),

for some k € [my,n— 1]\ 4"*(n—1). Hence, there exists k € [mj,n— 1]\ 4¥5(n— 1) and
hell+1,k—1]\9"(n—1) such that y(k) = y(h). In particular, since k —s+1 <n—s <
m—s</lhe[l+1,k—1]\g"(k—1) and it satisfies (201) in (Gy). Define my = max{h €
k—s+1,k—1]\&"(k—1) : y(h) = y(k)}. However, by the induction hypothesis (240) (with
7 =k and m; = my), we have that

(243) y(ki) € RY([0+ 1,k — 1]\ &7 (k—1)),
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for all k| € [mz, —1]\¥"* ( 1). Moreover, our assumption (238) (with k = k) implies that
(244) y(ki) € RY([0,0]\ 97 (k—1)), forall ki € [fin,k— 1]\ (k—1).

Thus, (243) and (244) show that h does not satisfies (202) in (G;) and we conclude that

h € 975 (k). This contradicts the fact that & € [+ 1,k— 1]\ 4"*(n—1) (recall k < n—1) and
finishes our proof. [

Proof of Corollary 4.10. First, we consider the case r <N < 2r—1. Then |[N/r| =1 and

y’(rs = 2 (that is, k=1landi= 1). We verify thatA( *) satisfies Only ghost indices (1) and
Only ghost indices (2).

We start by proving that the Only ghost indices (1) property holds. Let m € Bgr’s) and
¢ € [m—s,m| a2s'-local cut-point. Forn € [{+1,m|and m € [¢,n; — 1]\ 4"*(n; — 1) such that
y(n1) € RY([n; —s+1,m|\ 4" (n; — 1)), define m; = max{h € [nj —s+1,m]\4"*(n1—1):
y(h) = y(n1)}. By the Assumptions No loops of intermediate length and Definition 2.7 of
2s’-local cut-point, we must have that

(245) my € [0+ 1,m)\ & (n; —1).

On the other hand, since ¢ € [m — s,m] is a 2s’-local cut-point (see Definition 2.7), m € BY’S),

the Assumption No loops of intermediate length implies that

(246) RY([0,00\ 9" (k—1)) NRY([(+ 1,k— 1]\ 9" (k—1)) =0,

for all k € [¢ + 1,m — 1]. Therefore, by (245) and (246), Lemma 4.11 implies that

(247) v(k) €RY([0,k— 1]\ ¥"*(n; — 1)), forall k€ [mi,n;—1]\9"" (ni—1).

This proves that AY’S) satisfies the Only ghost indices (1) property.

Next, we show that the Only ghost indices (2) property holds. Let m € Bgr’s). For ny € [m+
I,m+s—1]and m € B(lr’s) \¥7%(ny — 1) such that y(ny) € RY([ny —s+ 1,m]\ 47" (n, — 1)),
define m; = max{h € [np —s+ 1,m|\ 4" (ny — 1) : y(h) = y(n2)}. On the one hand, by the
Assumption Local cut points, there exists £ € [ny — s,n,] a 25’-local cut-point. Then, by the

Assumptions No loops of intermediate length and Definition 2.7 of 2s’-local cut-point, we
must have that y(ny) € RY([{+ 1,np — 1]\ ¥"*(np — 1)) and so,

(248) mi € [0+ 1,n— 1]\ G (ny —1).

On the other hand, since ¢ € [ny — s,n,] is a 2s’-local cut-point (see Definition 2.7), m € B(lr’s),

and the Assumption No loops of intermediate length imply that

(249) RY([0,00\ 9" (k—1)) NRY([(+ 1,k— 1]\ 9" (k—1)) =0,
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for all k € [ + 1,n, — 1]. Therefore, by (248) and (249), Lemma 4.11 implies that
(250) y(k) & R"([O,k— 11\9"*(ny — 1)), forall k€ [my,ny—1]\4" (np—1).

This proves that Agr’s) satisfies the Only ghost indices (2) property.
Then, we have proved that, for k = 1, i = 1, Lemma 4.3 implies that

(251) NE"# () = BU"I\ 9%5(n), forall ne€[r—1,N].

We henceforth suppose that N > 2r and thus, |N/r]| > 2. Consider the case k=1 and

proceed by induction on i € [’Cg’(r’s) + I,Tf/’(r’s) —1] = [l,ff/’(r’s) —1]. For i = 1, a similar
argument to the one used previously, based on Lemma 4.3, shows that

(252) NE"# (")) = BU"I\ @%5(n), forall ne[r—1,N].

Suppose that, for all j € [0,i — 1],

(253) NE"*(AVY) = B" )\ @75(n), forall ne [jr—1,N].

We will prove that

(254) NE"(A")) = B\ @75 (n), forall né€ [ir—1,N].

To do so, it is enough to prove that the interval Al(r’s)
(1) and Only ghost indices (2) in Lemma 4.3.

First, we verify Only ghost indices (1). Fixm € Bgr’s) and a 2s'-local cut-point £ € [m —s,m].
For ny € [+ 1,m] and m € [{,n; — 1]\ 47*(n; — 1) such that y(n;) € RY([n; —s+ 1,m] \
G75(n; — 1)), define m; = max{h € [n; —s+ 1,m|]\ 4" (ny — 1) : y(h) = y(n;)}. By the
Assumptions No loops of intermediate length and Definition 2.7 of 2s’-local cut-point, we
must have that

satisfies the properties Only ghost indices

(255) my € [0+ 1, \ 9" (n; — 1).
By the definition of 7/""**) in (233), the induction hypothesis (253) and (P.1),

58 (rvs) (ras) _ (rvs) )8 (V,S) —
(256)  RY(NE™(AVY))nRY(B/™) =RY(BY")\ 97 (k—1))nRY(B/"")) = 0,

1

forall j€[l,i—1]and k € [(+ 1,m— 1]. We remark that the previous holds for k > ¢+ 1 since
¢4+1> (i—1)r—1. Note that if i = 1, then (256) holds by vacuity. Moreover, from (256),
(P.2) and (P.3) we obtain

(257) RY([(j— Drjr—1\BY ) nRYB™) =0, forall je[l,i—1],
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and
(258) RY([0,(i—1)r—s—1])NRY([i— 1)r,(i— 1)r+2s—1]) = 0.

(r,s)

On the other hand, since ¢ € [m — s, m] is a 2s'-local cut-point (see Definition 2.7), m € B; ™,

the Assumption No loops of intermediate length, (256), (257) and (258) imply that
(259) RY([O,E] \ GV (k— 1)) ﬂR”([E—i— 1Lk—1]\9" (k- 1)) =0,
for all k € [¢ + 1,m — 1]. Therefore, by (255) and (259), Lemma 4.11 implies that

(260)  y(k) RV([0,k— 1]\G" (n; — 1)), forall ke [my,n—1]\G"(n —1).

This proves that Al(r’s) satisfies the Only ghost indices (1) property.

Next, we verify the Only ghost indices (2) property. Letm € Bl(r’s). Forny € [m+1,m+s—1]
and m € B\ @75(ny — 1) such that y(n2) € RY([na — s+ 1,m] \ 97%(ny — 1)), define m; =
max{h € [np —s+1,m]\4"*(np — 1) : y(h) = y(nz) }. On the other hand, by the Assumption
Local cut points, there exists £ € [np — s,ny] a 2s’-local cut-point. Then, by the Assumptions
No loops of intermediate length and Definition 2.7 of 2s'-local cut-point, we must have that

Y(n2) € RY([0+1,ny — 1]\ 9"*(ny — 1)) and so,

(261) my € [{+1,ny—1]\9"(np - 1).
By the definition of 7; ) i (233), the induction hypothesis (253) and (P.1),
(262)  RY(NE™(AVY))nRY(B/™) =RY(BY")\ 97 (k—1))nRY(B/"")) = 0,

forall j€[l,i—1]and k € [{+ 1,np, — 1]. If i = 1, then (256) holds by vacuity. Moreover, by
the Assumption No loops of intermediate length, (P.2) and (P.3),

(263) RY([0,(i— 1)r+2s— 1)) NRY([ir —s,ir—1]) = 0.

(r:s)

i ’

On the other hand, since ¢ € [n; — s,n] is a 2s’-local cut-point (see Definition 2.7 ), m € B
the Assumption No loops of intermediate length, (257), (258) and (263) imply that

(264) RY([0,\9"*(k—1)) NRY([{+ 1,k—1]\¥"*(k—1)) =0,
for all k € [{+ 1,n, — 1]. Therefore, by (261) and (264), Lemma 4.1 1 implies that

(265)  y(k) RY([0,k— 1]\G" (n;— 1)), forall ke [my,nm—1]\G"(ny—1).

This proves that A" satisfies the Only ghost indices (2) property.

i
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(s)

Then, we have proved that, fork=1andi € [’L'O’(r’s) +1,7/""" —1], Lemma 4.3 implies that

(266) NE"(A)) = B\ @75 (n), forall n € [ir—1,N].

Finally, to prove the general case (237) for all k € [1,|N/r]], one proceeds by induction

on k. Recall that we have assumed k > 2r. Then, as in the case of k=1 and i € [TO’(r’S> +

(}",S) _ 1]

L7 , a similar argument will prove our claim. L]

4.2. The skeleton chain. In this subsection we introduce the skeleton chain which is obtained
from the Aldous-Broder chain by restricting the latter to the non-ghost indices.

Definition 4.12 (The skeleton chain). Fix s € N and a path y: Ny — V on a simple, connected
graph G = (V,E). For each n € N, let Skel’**(n) be the subgraph of ABY(n) restricted to the
vertex set R7([0,n] \ 47 (n)) rooted at y(n). We refer to

(267) Skel”* := (Skel”*(n))

neNy
as the skeleton chain.

Note that Skel”*(0) is the trivial tree with only one vertex. Note also that Skel”*(n) is not
necessarily connected but that its connected components are trees. The first result states that
Skel?*(n) is connected.

Lemma 4.13 (Connectedness). Fix s € N. Let v: Nog — V be a path on a finite simple, con-
nected graph G = (V,E). Then, for each n € Ny, Skel”*(n) is connected. In particular,
Skel”*(n) is a subtree of ABY(n) rooted at y(n).

Proof. We proceed by induction on n € Ny. Recall from Definition 4.1 that ¢%("%)(0) = 0,
and that therefore Skel”*(0) is the trivial tree rooted at ¥(0). Now, we suppose that, for some
no € N, Skel”*(¢ — 1) is a connected tree rooted at y(¢ — 1), for all £ € [1,np]. We shall show
that Skel”*(ng) is a connected tree rooted at ¥(ng). We consider the following three cases:

e Case 1. y(ng) € R7([0,ng— 1]\ ¥"*(ng—1)).
e Case 2. y(ng) € RY([0,ng — 1]\ G"*(nop—1)) but ¥¥*(ng — 1) = 4"*(ny).
e Case 3. y(ng) € RY([0,ng— 1]\ ¥"*(ng— 1)) and ¥*(ng) \ 9"*(np— 1) # 0.

Case 1 (Root growth). Assume that y(ng) € RY([0,n9 — 1]\ 4"*(nop — 1). Then 47*(ngy) =
G75(np— 1) by Definition 4.1. As Skel”*(ng— 1) is a connected subtree of ABY(ny— 1) rooted
at y(no — 1) by the induction hypothesis, Skel”*(ng) is obtained from Skel?’**(ny — 1) by adding
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the vertex y(no) and the edge {y(no— 1), ¥(no)} and letting y(np) be the new root. In particu-
lar, Skel”*(ng) is a connected tree rooted at ¥(ng) which yields the induction claim.

Case 2 (Aldous-Broder move). Assume that y(ng) € RY([0,n0—1]\4"*(ng—1) but 4" (ng) =
G7S(ng—1). The latter implies that y(ng) # y(no — 1) by Remark 4.2. As Skel”*(ny — 1)
is a connected subtree of ABY(ny — 1) rooted at y(ng — 1) by the induction hypothesis and
as Y(no — 1) # ¥(no), {Y(Ly(n,)(mo— 1) +1),¥(no)} must be an edge in Skel”*(np — 1) and
Y(Ly(ny)(mo — 1) +1) € Skel”*(ng — 1). Therefore Skel”*(n) is obtained by removing the
edge {Y(Ly(n,)(no—1)+1),¥(no)} and adding the new edge {y(no — 1),¥(no)}. In particular,
Skel”*(ng) is a connected tree rooted at y(ng) which yields the induction claim.

Case 3 (ghost loop erasure). Assume that y(ng) € RY([0,n9 — 1]\ ¥"*(np — 1) and that
GV (ng) \ 9" (nog— 1) # 0. We first claim that ng — 1 € ¥"(ng) \ 4"*(np — 1). Indeed
no—1 ¢ 4"5(ny — 1) by Definition 4.1. Moreover, by the assumption in Case 3 (in partic-
ular, since ¥7%(ng) \ 9"*(no — 1) # 0), we have that ny — 1 satisfies (G,,) in Definition 4.1,
that is, y(ng) € RY([no —s+ 1,n9 — 1]\ 4"*(np — 1)) and with

268)  m*(no—1) == max{h € [no— s+ 1m0 — 1\ G (ng— 1) : ¥(h) = y(no)},

we also have that

(269)  y(k) & R(0,k — 1]\ &7 (np— 1)), for all k € [m*(no — 1),m0 — 1]\ &7 (np — 1).
We claim that

(270) GV (no) \ G (ng — 1) = [m"(ng — 1),n0 — 1],

and thus that Skel”*(ng) is obtained from Skel”*(ng — 1) by erasing the loop of length ny —
1 —m*(np— 1) (that is, the vertices RY([m*(ng — 1),np — 1]) and letting the new root be y(ny).
Provided we have shown (270), it remains to show that the graph obtained from this ghost
loop erasure is still connected.

To show (270), consider first m € [m*(ng — 1),n9 — 1]\ 47*(nop — 1). Note that m clearly
satisfy the condition (Gy,), i.e., Y(no) € R([ng —s+ 1,m]\ 47"*(no — 1)) (because y(ng) =
y(m*(ng—1)), and thus y(no) € RY([ng—s+1,m*(y(no—1))]\ 4" (ng—1))) as well as y(k) &
RY([0,k— 1]\ ¥"*(no— 1)) for all k € [m*(no—1),n9 — 1]\ 4"*(ng — 1) (due to (269)). Thus
[m*(no —1),n0 — 1] € 4"5(ng) \ 4"*(np — 1). Consider next m € [ng—s+ 1,m*(ng— 1) —
1]\ 97"%(np — 1)). In this case m does not satisfy the condition (G,,) (because if y(ng) €
RY([ng—s+ 1,m* (ng—1)—1]\¥"*(np—1))), then y(m*(np— 1)) € RY([0,k— 1]\ 47" (ny —
1)) which violates (202) with k = m*(ng — 1)), and thus m & 47(ny) \ 9" (no— 1) = 0. As
GV (ng) \ 4" (ng—1) C [ng— s+ 1,n9 — 1] by Definition 4.1, (270) is confirmed.

We close the proof by verifying that deleting the vertices RY([m*(ng — 1),n9 — 1]) from
Skel”*(ng) yields a connected graph. Assume to the contrary that there are ky,k, € [0, m*(no—
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1)]\47*(ng— 1) such that the unique path in Skel”**(no— 1) connecting y(k;) with y(k;) goes
through a vertex in RY([m*(ng — 1),np— 1]). In this case there would be an ¢; € [0,m*(ng—1)]\
G7S5(ng— 1) such that y(¢;) # y(no) and ¢, € [m*(ng— 1) 4+ 1,n9 — 1] such that y(¢2) = y(¢;).
However, by (270), ¢, € [m*(ng — 1) + 1,n9 — 1] implies that ¢, must satisfy (G,,) which
means in particular that y(¢2) & RY([0,0, — 1]\ 4"*(no — 1)) 2 {y(¢1)}, which contradicts
that y(£1) = y(£2). [

From the proof of Lemma 4.13 we can easily derive the dynamics of the skeleton chain (see
Figure 4 for an illustration). Recall the definition of the times L,(n) in (199) for x € R¥(]0,n])
and n € Nj.

Remark 4.14 (Dynamics of the skeleton chain). Fix s € N. Let y: Ny — V be a path on

a finite simple, connected graph G = (V,E). The skeleton chain (Skel*(n)), ey, has the

following dynamics. Skel”*(0) is the trivial tree. Then, given Skel”*(n — 1), for some n € N,
we construct Skel”*(n) by distinguishing three cases:

e Root growth. If y(n) is not a vertex in Skel”*(n — 1) then Skel”*(n) is obtained from
Skel”*(n — 1) by adding the vertex y(n) and the edge {y(n—1),y(n)} letting the root

be y(n).

e Aldous-Broder move. If y(n)isa vertex in Skel”*(n—1) and 97*(n) \ 4" (n—1) =0
then a cycle is created and Skel”*(n) is constructed from Skel”**(n — 1) by applying the
Aldous-Broder algorithm. That is, the edge {y(Ly(,)(n—1)+1),7(n)} is replaced by

the edge {y(n—1),y(n)}.

e Ghost loop erasure. If y(n) is a vertex in Skel”*(n— 1) and 47 (n) \ 4" (n—1) £ 0
then the ghost indices ¥4¥*(n) \ 4"*(n— 1) created at time n form a loop of length at
most s, and this loop is erased in the skeleton.

In the context of Remark 4.14, consider the specific instance where the skeleton chain under-
goes a Ghost indices erasure move. That is, y(n) € Skel”*(n—1) and 47 (n) \ 9" (n—1) #
(. In this case, ABY(n) performs an Aldous-Broder move, that is, ABY(n) is constructed from
ABY(n— 1) by replacing the edge {Y(Ly(n—1)+1),y(n)} by the edge {y(n—1),y(n)}.
(7(n) is the new root of ABY(n).)

By removing the edge {Y(Ly(,)(n—1) +1),¥(n)} from ABY(n— 1) (before adding the new
edge) we disconnect ABY(n — 1) into two connected components (or two subtrees). Namely,

the subtree above y(n) rooted at y(n), denoted by S‘;(E), and the subtree that contains the root
y(n—1) of ABY(n— 1), denoted by C}’f‘(lz_l). Then, by adding the edge {y(n—1),y(n)}, one
only attach to C)‘/X(Eil) the vertex y(n). Denote this new subtree by CN’;}B . Thus, ABY(n) is

~ (n)
obtained by gluing together C;f‘(lz) and S2B. at the vertex y(n). Indeed, by the Aldous-Broder

v(n)
algorithm, C;’f(lz_l) is the subtree of ABY(n) above y(n— 1), rooted at y(n—1).
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FIGURE 4. Illustrates the dynamics of the skeleton chain. In the left-hand side,
the skeleton up to a certain time is shown. In the first row, the last steps of the
random walk are depicted in red. From left to right, there is root-growing, the
Aldous-Broder algorithm is applied, or a small cycle is erased. In the bottom row
the resulting skeleton is shown for each of the corresponding possibilities.

To conclude this section we show that, under certain assumptions, the number of vertices

of the subtree C;f(lz_l) can be bounded. To this end, we establish some key properties of its

vertex composition. Recall from (64) the set of s'-local cut points, cp" (A), in an finite
interval A. In the following result, for v € V we use y~!(v) to denote the inverse mapping

{neNy:vy(n)=v}.

Lemma 4.15 (Key properties of ghost loop erasure). Fix s € N. Let y: Nog — V be a path on
a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E). If n € Ny is such that y(n) € Skel”*(n—1) and
GV5(n)\ 9" (n—1) # 0, then the following holds:

(1) If v is a vertex ofC%?_l) then v~ (v) C 475 (n).

(ii) Letn>2, me [l,n—1]NG"(n), L € [0,m—1), and k € [0,€]. If hy € [k,{]NG"*(n)
and hy € [{+1,m|NYG"*(n) with y(hy) & RY([k, ] NG"*(n)) such that {y(h1),y(h2)}
is an edge in C;f(lz_l), then y(h)) € RY([{+1,n—1]NY"5(n)).

(iii) Let n > 2 and 11,1 € [0,n — 1]NYY*(n) with I, < I and such that y(l,),y(L,) are
vertices in C;,*(E_l). If we can choose { € [l1,l, — 1] such that RY([l},¢]) "RY([, +
1,n]) = 0, then there exists I € [{+ 1,15] and a path connecting y(l;) and y(I;) in
C;f‘(lz_l) with edges {J£7’(ij)>7’(ij+1)}}0§j§12—1 such that ig < iy < -+ < iy =13, Y(ip) =
')/(ll), g € [l],é] and k € N.

Proof. (i) follows immediately since Skel”*(n) is connected by Lemma 4.13.
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To prove (ii), assume that i € [k, ] NGV (n) and hy € [{ 4+ 1,m]NG"*(n) with y(hy) &
RY([k, (] N¥4"*(n)) such that {y(h),y(hz)} is an edge in C?(E—l)' Then y(hy) and y(hy) are
different from y(n) because y(n) € Sﬁ(ﬁ) and S/;(]fl) ﬂC;f‘(E_l) = 0. Clearly, y(h1) = Y(Ly,)(n)).
If L,y (1) > ha, then our claim follows immediately because L, y(n) € 4%*(n) by part (i)
and hy > ¢+ 1 by assumption.

Now, assume that iy < Ly, )(n) < hy. Then, y(hy) = Y(Lyp,)(n) + 1) by (198). Thus
Lyny(n), Ly (n) +1 € G7*(n) by part (i). Since Y(Ly,)(n) +1) = y(h2) € RY([k, 4] N
473 (n)), it follows that Ly, ) (n) +1 € ([0,k—1]U[€+1,n])NG"*(n). Further, since Ly y(n) +
1> hy+12>k+1, it follows that Ly, y(n) € [(+1,n— 1], and thus y(h1) = ¥(Lyq;,)(n)) €
RY([¢+1,n]). This together with L, y(n) € ¢7*(n) gives the claim.

To prove (iii), recall from the Aldous-Broder algorithm (see (198)) that there exists a path
connecting v(l1) and y(2) in ABY(l2) with edges {{¥(i;), Y(ij+1)} }o< j<z_; such thatip < i <

- < iy = b, Y(ip) = y(I,) and k € N. Suppose ¢ € [I,l, — 1] is such that R¥([I,£]) "R ([l +
1 n]) = 0. Since y(ip) = y(l1), we have i € [[1,¢]. Furthermore, we can and will choose
io = Lyq,)(l2). Put k(£) :== max{j € {1,.. Lk}iij</t}and i = i(¢)+1- Then, in particular,

(271) RY({io, ... ix0 }) "RY([l2+1,n]) =0,

and y(ip),.. ., Y(ix)),¥(l5) are vertices in the path connecting ¥(/;) with y(l) in ABY(n).
It follows from (198) that the collection of edges {{¥(i;),¥(ij+1)}}o<;<z_; form a path in
AB”(n) connecting y(I;) with y(I3) such that it is contained in the path connecting y(/;)
with y(l;) in AB”(n). Since C}/}(Eil) is a connected subtree of ABY(n), the path with edges

{{r(i7), ¥(ij+1)} o< j<i—1 is also a path in C?(E—l)‘ U

Remark 4.16. In the setting of Lemma 4.15. Note that (i) shows that the vertices in CA(E N
are only images of ghost indexes under the path 7.

Recall the definition of the interval Bl(r’s), fori e N, as given in (141). Recall that y: Ng —V
is a path on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E). Consider the following additional
properties that complement properties (P.1)-(P.3):

(P.4) We have that
(272) RY([0,r|N/r] —1])NRY([r|N/r] +25,N]) =0
and

(273) RY([0,r|N/r| —s—1])NRY([r|N/r],r|[N/r| +2s—1]) = 0.

Lemma 4.17. Fix r,s,s' € N with r > 3s+1> 185 +1. Let y: Ny — V be a path on a
finite, simple, connected graph G = (V, E) that satisfies Assumptions No loops of intermediate
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length, Local cut points and the properties (P.1)-(P.4). Then, for all n € [0,N), such that
v(n) € Skel”™*(n—1) and 9V (n) \ 4" (n—1) # 0,

AB
(274) #HCOE | <.

Proof. We assume n > r+ 1, otherwise (274) holds trivially. By Lemma 4.15 (i), the vertices
of C}‘}(E_l) belong to R¥(47*(n)), where ¢¥*(n) satisfies (270) (with n = ny), and C;f(lz_l) does
not contain vertices of RY([0,n] \ ¢47*(n)).

Recall thatn > r+ 1 and n— 1 € ¥7*(n) by (270). Recall also that C;,*(E_l) is the subtree of
ABY(n) above y(n— 1), rooted at y(n — 1). By the Definition of C;;“(E_l) and Lemma 4.15 (i),

the subtree C;;“(E—l) is a subgraph of the subgraph of AB(n) restricted to RY([0,n—1]N¥"*(n)).
AB

For simplicity, we will also use C?(E_l) to denote the vertex set of Cy(n_l).
Next we use the properties established in Lemma 4.15 to control the size of C}’f‘(l,?,l), or more

precisely, its vertex set. Let £ € [n—s—2,n—2] be a 2s’-local cutpoint (by Assumption Local
cut points, this 2s’-local cutpoint exists). Note that C;\(S_l) NRY([{+1,n—1]NYGY*(n)) # 0.

Case (i). Suppose that R7([0,/]|NYY*(n))NRY([{+ 1,n—1]NG"*(n)) = 0.
We claim that in this case C}‘}(Eil) is a subgraph of the subgraph of AB(n) restricted to

RY([(+1,n—1]N¥"5(n))). (That is, Cﬁ(g_l) CRY([(+1,n—1]NG"5(n)))).

To prove the above claim, we proceed by contradiction. Suppose that there exists /; € [0,£] N
G75(n) such that y(I;) € C?(E_l) and y(l;) € RY([{+ 1,n—1]N¥Y"5(n)). Since y(n—1) €
C}‘f‘(],i_l) NRY([(+1,n—1]N¥"*(n)), then Lemma 4.15 (iii) implies that there are /; € [0,¢] N
G7S(n) and hy € [0+ 1,n—1]NY"*(n) such that {y(h;),y(h2)} is an edge in C;,*(E_l). But this
is a contradiction to Lemma 4.15 (ii) with k = 0. Indeed, since RY([0,¢]N¥"*(n)) NRY([¢{ +
1,n—1]N¥"*(n)) =0then y(h;) ZRY([{+1,n—1]NG"*(n)) and y(hy) € RY(]0,£]N4G7V*(n)),
which are conditions required in Lemma 4.15 (ii).

This finishes the proof of the claim in Case (i).

Next, we will consider the case
(275) RY([0,]nZ"(n)) NRY([{+ 1,n—1]NG"*(n)) # 0.

However, our assumptions allow us to simplify this case further. Recall that £ € [n—s—2,n—
2] is a 2s'-local cutpoint. Then, by Definition 2.7 and the Assumption No loops of intermediate
length,

(276) RY([n—r—1,4)NRY([{+1,n—1]) =0.
The above implies that we only need to consider the case

(277) RY([0,n—r—=2]NG"*(n))NRY([{+ 1,n—1]NL"*(n)) £ 0.
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Recall the definition of the interval Bl(r’s) in (141). Since the interval [/ 4 1,n— 1] is of
length at most s + 1, if (277) holds, then by (P.1)-(P.4), there must exists a unique pair ji, jo €
[0,|N/r]] such that j; < j, and

278)  RYBYN[0,n—r—21ng(n)) NRY(BY N[0+ 1,n— 110G (n)) #0,

(r’s) c 1 (r,s) (I’,S) —
(279) RY((B}7)°N[0,minB, " —2s— 1])NRY(B, " N[{+1,n—1]) =0,
(280) RY( [O,mang’s_)l]) N RV([mint-;’s) — 2s,minB§-;’s) —1]Nn[+1,n—1]) =
and

. p(ns) (r,s) (,5) .
(281) R7([0,minB," — 1])NRY([max B~ + 1,max B, +s]N[{+1,n—1]) = 0.

Note that in (279) we denote by ( Bl )) the complement of B( 9, Thus, we only need to
consider the following case. By the Assumptlon Local cut pomts there exists a 2s'-local cut

1 2 1 (V,S) 1 (r,s) ~(r7s) P 9 (ras>
point £ € [minB;™ —s—1,minB; " —1]. Define B} ™ := [+ 1,maxB;™].

Case (ii). Suppose that there exists a unique pair ji, j» € [0,|N/r]|] such that j; < j, and
(278)-(281) hold.

We claim that C;f(]z_l) is a subgraph of the subgraph of AB(n) restricted to RY((ES,:’S) Ull+

1n—1)NG"(n)). (Thatis, CAB_ | C RY((BY” U[t+1,n—1))ng7(n))).

Before proving our claim in Case (ii), we make some useful observations. Since (278) holds
and the interval [¢ + 1,n — 1] is of length at most s + 1, we necessary have

(282) [0+ 1,n) C [(ja— 1)1, jor — 1] = [minB'"*) — 25, max B/"*) +4].
In particular, we have that n —r —2 < (j, — 1)r — 3. Then, by (276) and (279)-(281),
(283) RY([0,]U[minBY" + 1,) NRY([¢+ 1,n—1]) = 0.

This implies that the segment R([¢+ 1,n — 1]) intersects only with R(B; B\ )) On the other

hand, since ¢ € [mian’s) —5— l,minBX’s) — 1] is a 2s-local cut point (see Deﬁnltlon 2.7), the

Assumption No loops of intermediate length and (P.1)-(P.2) imply that

(284) RY([0,4]) NRY(B) = 0.
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We now turn to the proof of the claim stated after Case (ii). Namely, that C}‘f‘(]flil

subgraph of the subgraph of AB(n) restricted to R”((Eﬁ:’s) U+ 1,n—1])N¥Y""(n)). We
proceed by contradiction. Suppose that there exists m € ([0, /] \Eg:s)) N¥"*(n) such that
y(m) € C;f‘(lz_l) and y(m) ¢ RV((§§:’S) U+ 1,n—1]) NG (n)).

There are two sub-cases:

s a
)

1. Assume m € [mang-:’s) + 1,4]N%"*(n). Since y(n—1) € C?(},il) NRY([(+1,n—1)),

then Lemma 4.15 (iii) implies that there are 4y € [maxBY™ +1,£)N%7*(n) and hy €

[0+ 1,n—1]NY"(n) such that {y(h;),y(hy)} is an edge in C}‘f‘(lz_l). But this is a
(r

contradiction to Lemma 4.15 (ii) (with kK = max B jl’s) + 1) since by (283),

(285) RY([max BV + 1,6 ng7(n)) NRY([€+ 1,n— 1] N 97 (n)) = 0.

2. Assume m € [0,0] N9 (n) and y(m) & R”([maxB%’s) + 1,4)N¥"*(n)). Again, since
y(n—1) € C;\(E_l) NRY([¢ + 1,n—1]), Lemma 4.15 (iii) implies that there are h; €
[m,()NGY*(n) and hy € [( +1,n—1]NY"*(n) such that {y(h;),y(hy)} is an edge in
CAB_I). (Note that (k1) must be an ancestor of y(m) in the tree AB(n).) Then, there

Y(n
are three sub-cases:

21. If hy € [maxBS.:’s) + 1,/)N¥Y"5(n), then a similar argument as in sub-case 1. yields a
contradiction to Lemma 4.15 (ii).

22.If hy € [( + 1,maxB§-:’s)] NY"*(n) and y(h;) & RV([maxBx’s) + 1,4 N¥"5(n)), then
since y(h) € Cﬁ%_l) ARY([(+ l,maxBE-:’s)] N%YS(n)) and y(h;) is an ancestor of y(m),
by Lemma 4.15 (iii) there are I3 € [h1,£]N%"*(n) and Iy € [(+ 1,h] N4Y5(n) such

that {y(13),y(ls)} is an edge in C;f(lz_l).

First, if y(I3) € Ry([maxBE.:’s) + 1,4]N¥"*(n)), then there exists Is € [maxBS.:’s) +1,7]
such that y(13) = y(Is) and ¥(Is) & RY(([(+ 1,n — U [0+ 1, maxB*]) n97*(n)) by
(283) and (284). Then a similar argument as in sub-case 1. yields a contradiction to
Lemma 4.15 (ii). On the other hand, if y(I3) & RY( [maxBx’s) +1,0)N%"5(n)), then we
get a contradiction to Lemma 4.15 (ii) since by (283) and (284), we have have

(286) RY([0,]n %7 (n)) NRY(([(+ 1,max B U[€ 4 1,n — 1]) 975 (n)) = 0.

2.3.If hy € [0,£]N%"*(n) and y(h;) € RY([( +1,(] N4"5(n)), then we have two further
cases to consider (by (278)). Namely, y(hy) € RY([¢ + 1,maxB§:’s)] N¥75(n)) and

Y(ha) € RY([(+1,max BV NG5 (n)).
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First, suppose that there exists L€ [Z + l,maxBx’s)] N¥"*(n) such that y@) = v(hy)
(i.e., y(hy) € RY([{ + l,maxBx’s)] N¥"*(n)). Then a similar argument as in the pre-
vious sub-case 2.2. yields a contradiction to Lemma 4.15 (ii). On the other hand, if
Y(ha) & RY([0+ 1,max BV N 975 (n)) (e., ¥(l2) € RY([£+ 1,n— 1] N D75 (n))), we
get a contradiction to Lemma 4.15 (ii) since by (283),

(287) RY(([0, 4] U[max BV 4 1,6) n97* (n)) NRY([¢ + 1,n — 1] N7 (n)) = 0.

This finishes the proof of Case (ii).

Finally, recall that n > r+ 1, n— 1 € ¢%%(n) by (270) (with n = ng), and that C}f\(lz_l) is
the subtree of ABY(n) above y(n— 1), rooted at y(n — 1). Recall also that the interval [¢+
1,n— 1] is of length at most s+ 1. Since ¢ € [minBE.:’s) —5— 1,minB§.:’s) — 1] is a 2s'-local
cut point, (274) follows from the claims in Case (i) and Case (ii) by noticing that the interval

[0+ 1,maxB§.:’s) ] is of length at most r — 2s. O
4.3. Distance between the Aldous-Broder chain and the skeleton chain. We have proven
in Lemma 4.13 that if the path y: Ny — V on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E)
satisfies the Assumption No loops of intermediate length, then Skel”*(n) is a rooted subtree
of ABY(n). We then view Skelg,r’s) (n) and ABY(n) as pointed metric measure spaces, where as
usual a finite rooted graph-theoretical tree (T,d, p) is identified with the pointed metric space
(T,d,m, p) With d,,,,, being the graph distance. Recall the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff distance
between two compact pointed metric spaces defined in (9).

Proposition 4.18 (Bounding the GH-distance of the Aldous-Broder chain to the skeleton
chain). Fix r,s,s’ € Nwithr>3s+ 1> 18s'+ 1. Let y: Ny — V be a path on a finite, simple,
connected graph G = (V, E) that satisfies Assumptions No loops of intermediate length, Local
cut points and the properties (P.1)-(P4). Then, for all n € [0,N],

(288) du (Skel”*(n), ABY(n)) <r.

Proof. Recall by Lemma 4.13 that Skel”*(n) is a rooted subtree of ABY(n), for all n € [0, N].
We claim that for all x € ABY(n), there exists y € Skel”*(n) such that

(289) d\ (x,y) <,

for all n € [0,N], where d;’.fgh denotes the graph distance relative to the tree ABY(n). Clearly,
(289) implies (288). Therefore, we proceed to prove (289) by induction.

If n € [0,r— 1], then, by Lemma 4.13, for all x € ABY(n), there exists y € Skel”*(n) such that
dg(fgh(x,y) < r. This shows (289) for n € [0,r — 1]. Then, we assume that for all x € ABY(n—1),
there exists y € Skel”*(n— 1) such that

(290) d" Dy <,
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for n € [1,N]. By using the dynamics of the Skeleton chain described in Remark 4.14 and the
induction hypothesis (290), we will prove (289) by considering the following cases:

Case 1 (Root-growth type I). Suppose that y(n) ¢ Skel”*(n—1) (i.e. y(n) ¢ RY([0,n—
1]\ 9" (n—1))) and y(n) ¢ ABY(n—1). In this case, both trees Skel”*(n) and AB”(n) are
obtained by adding the same vertex y(n) and the edge {y(n—1),7(n)} (the new root in both
trees is y(n)). Therefore, it should be clear that by the induction hypothesis (290), (289) is
satisfied.

Case 2 (Root-growth type II). Suppose that y(n) ¢ Skel”*(n — 1) and y(n) € ABY(n —
1). On the one hand, Skel”*(n) is obtained by adding the vertex y(n) and the edge {y(n —
1),7(n)}. On the other hand, ABY(n) is obtained by doing an Aldous-Broder move, that is,
AB(n) is constructed from ABY(n — 1) by replacing the edge {Y(Ly(,(n—1)+1),y(n)} by
the edge {y(n—1),y(n)}. (Again, y(n) is the new root in both trees.)

Note that the removed edge {¥(Ly(,)(n— 1)+ 1),y(n)} does not belong to Skel”(n — 1)
since in this case the Skeleton chain is doing a root-growth movement (recall Remark 4.14).
Moreover, by removing the edge {Y(Ly(,)(n—1)+1),y(n)} from AB”(n— 1) (before adding
the new edge) we disconnect ABY(n — 1) into two connected components (or two subtrees).

One is the subtree above y(n) rooted at y(n), denoted by S‘;‘(]fl). The other component contains

the root y(n — 1) of ABY(n— 1) and is denoted by C;’}B 1)- Then, by adding the edge {y(n —

(n— -
1),v(n)}, one only attach to Cﬁg‘_l) the vertex y(n). Denote this new subtree by C;f(g). (That

is, ABY(n) is obtained by gluing together CN’}‘}(E) and S2B at the vertex y(n).)

¥(n)

Clearly, Skel”*(n) is a subtree of 5;212). Then, by the induction hypothesis (290), we have

that for all x € 5?(12), there exists y € Skel”*(n) such that dg(sp)h (x,y) <r. On the other hand, from
the induction hypothesis (290), we know that for all x € S‘?(E) there exists y € Skel”*(n— 1)

such that dg('Zp; b (x,y) < r. However, note that necessary y(n) is in the path connecting x and y

in ABY(n— 1). Then, d\")(x,y(n)) = d\"; " (x,7(n)) < r. But y(n) € Skel”(n) (indeed, y(n)

gr

is the root of Skel?”*(n)). Thus, the above shows that (289) also holds in this case.

Case 3 (Aldous-Broder move). Suppose that y(n) € Skel”*(n— 1) and ¥7*(n) \ 4"*(n —
1) = 0. In this case, both trees Skel”*(n) and ABY(n) are obtained by replacing the edge
{¥(Lyoy(n—=1)+1),y(n)} by the edge {y(n—1),y(n)}. (Again, y(n) is the new root in both
trees.)

Note that by removing the edge {y(Ly(,)(n—1) +1),¥(n)} from AB”(n— 1) (before adding
the new edge) we disconnect ABY(n — 1) into two connected components (or two subtrees).
Namely, S}‘}(E) and C}’}(E_l) defined as in the previous Case 2 (Root-growth type II). Let 5}‘,*(12)

denote the subtree defined as in Case 2 (Root-growth type II).
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Similarly, by removing the edge {¥(L,(,)(n—1)+1),¥(n)} from Skel”(n — 1) (before
adding the new edge) we disconnect Skel”*(n — 1) into two connected components (or two

subtrees). One is the subtree above y(n) rooted at y(n), denoted by Ssé‘e)l The other component

contains the root y(n — 1) of Skel”*(n— 1) and is denoted by Csé‘el ) Then, by adding the
edge {y(n—1),v(n)}, one only attach to C;é‘nel_ py the vertex y(n). Denote this new subtree by
5;%‘:)1 (That is, Skel”*(n) is obtained by gluing together 575/%‘;)1 and S%f)l at the vertex y(n).)

Clearly, S}S,%(,f)l 1s a subtree of S‘?(lz) and 5;%‘;)1 is a subtree of 57"/*(]3). Since y(n) € Skel”*(n) (in-

deed, y(n) is the root of Skel”*(n)), it follows from the induction hypothesis (290), that nec-
essary for all x € S4B GA(B) there are y € SSFC)I and y' € Csé‘e)l such that démp)h( x,y) <r

Yo and X’ €
and dfmgh( y") <r. Thus, (289) also holds in this case.

Case 4 (Ghost indices erasure). Suppose that y(n) € Skel”*(n— 1) and ¥7*(n) \ ¥7*(n —
1) # 0. In this case, all the ghost indices created 47 (n) \ ¢"*(n— 1) form a small loop at time
n (that is, a loop of length less or equal to s’ — 1 by the Assumption No loops of intermediate
length). This loop is erased in the skeleton.

On the other hand, ABY(n) is obtained by doing an Aldous-Broder move, that is, AB(n)
is constructed from ABY(n — 1) by replacing the edge {¥(L,(,)(n—1)+1),¥(n)} by the edge
{y(n—1),y(n)}. (y(n) is the new root of AB¥(n).) As in Case 2 (Root-growth type II)
and Case 3 (Aldous-Broder move), by removing the edge {y(Ly(,(n—1) +1),¥(n)} from
AB”(n— 1) (before adding the new edge) we disconnect ABY(n — 1) into two connected com-
ponents (or two subtrees). Namely, S/;(]fl> and C?(Eq) defined as in Case 2 (Root-growth type

II). Let 53;“(12) denote the subtree defined as in Case 2 (Root-growth type II).

Similarly, by removing the edge {¥(Ly(,)(n—1)+1),¥(n)} from Skel”’(n—1) we dis-

S 78/5(:) and

Cs(ke 1) defined as in Case 3 (Aldous-Broder move). Then, Skel”(n) is exactly the connected
component S)S/}‘ne)]

Clearly, Sf,%(,f)l is a subtree of S}‘f(g). Then, by the induction hypothesis (290), we have that for

connect Skel”*(n — 1) into two connected components (or two subtrees). Namely,

all x € S‘;‘(]?l), there exists y € S%f)l such that dg<23h (x,y) < r. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.17,

#C;f‘(]?l) < r. Then, since y(n) € Skel”*(n) (indeed, y(n) is the root of Skel”*(n)), it follows that

necessary for all x € CAB. d,(x,¥(n)) < r. Thus, the above shows that (289) also holds in
this case.

This concludes our proof. [

4.4. Behavior of the skeleton chain between long loops. This subsection establishes anal-
ogous results to those in Subsection 3.1. Informally, we prove that between long loops of the
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path y (those with a length of 4 1 or greater), the Skeleton chain exhibits purely path-like be-
havior, equivalently, it only exhibits root-growth or ghost indices erasure (recall the dynamics
of Remark 4.14).

Fix s,s',r € N such that r > 35+ 1 > 185’ + 1. Recall that y: Ny — V be a path on a finite,
simple, connected graph G = (V,E) and the definition of the intervals Agr’s)’s and Bl(r’s)’s in
(141), for i € N. For each (i, j) € Nx N with 1 <i < j, we define

Vi(ns) .
(291) Zijy = l{RY(NEVvS(A( )R (B0}

Justasin (181), if Zgll.’ (jr)’s) =1, then we call j a cut-time and i a cut-point. First, we show that
if the path y does not form a long loop (with a length of r+ 1 or greater) within the interval
[0, kr] for some k € Ny, then Skel”*(kr) is a connected path.

Lemma 4.19. Assume r,s,s' € Nwithr > 3s+1>18s'+ 1. Fix N € N such that N/r > 2. Let
v:No — V be a path on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V, E) that satisfies Assumptions
No loops of intermediate length, Local cut points and Properties (P.1)-(P.4) on [0,N). Fix any
0 <k < |N/r| and suppose that

(292) Zg.’g?)’s) —0, forall 1<i<j<k.

(If k < 2, then (292) is satisfied by vacuity.) Then, Skel”*(kr) is a connected path, and

k k
(293) Y #NEY(A) < #Skel™ (kr) < Z #NEPS(AY) 4 3ks + 1.
i=1 i=1

Proof. First, we prove that Skel”*(kr) is connected, for 0 < k < |N/r|. In fact, by Lemma
4.13, we know that Skel”*(n) is connected, for all n € [0, | N/r]r]. Subsequently, we focus on
demonstrating that Skel”*(kr) is a path.

We fix k € {1,...,|N/r|} and proceed by induction to prove that Skel’**(n) is a path for
every n € {0,...,kr}. Forn =0, 1, note that Skel”*(n) is clearly a path. Then, we assume that
Skel”*(m) is a path for every m € {0,...,n— 1} and prove that Skel?”*(n) is a path.

We will prove that at time n, the Skeleton chain undergoes either a root-growth or a ghost
indices erasure movement (refer to Remark 4.14). Consequently, by the inductive hypothesis,
Skel”*(n) maintains its path structure. We consider two cases:

Case 1. Suppose that y(n) ¢ RY([0,n — 1]\ ¥4"*(n—1)). In this case, the Skeleton un-
dergoes a root-growth movement at time n (refer to Remark 4.14). Consequently, Skel”*(n)
unequivocally remains a path.

Case 2. Suppose that

(294) y(n) e RY([0,n—1]\ 4" (n—1)).
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We start by showing that

(295) y(n) eRY([n—s+1,n—1]\¥"(n—1))
and
(296) Y(n) € RY([0,n—s]\ G (n—1)).

If n € [0,5 — 1], then (295) and (296) are satisfied. Suppose that n € [s, kr]. By the assumption
of No loops of intermediate length, we know that

(297) v(n) ZRY([0V (n—r),n—s]).

If n € [s,r — 1], then (297) implies that (295) and (296) are satisfied. So, we assume that
n € [r,kr]. Recall the definitions of the intervals Bl(r’s)’s in (141). Since n € [r,kr], there exists
j€A{2,...,k+1}suchthatn € [(j—1)r, jr—1]. Onthe one hand, ifn € [(j—1)r, jr—1] \Bgr’s),
then (P.3) implies that

(298) v(n) € RY([0,n—r—1)).

On the other hand, if n € By’s), it necessarily follows that j < k since n € [r,kr|. Thus, (292)
and Corollary 4.10 (note that, k < 1| ’(r’s)) imply that

J—1 j—1

(299) v(n) & JRTINER (47)) = RV B\ 97 (n—1)).
i=1 i=1

Hence (299) and (P.2) imply that

(300) Y(n) €RY([0,n—r—1]\G"*(n—1)).

Therefore, if n € [r,kr], then (295) and (296) follows from (297), (298) and (300).
Next, we prove that there exists m| € [n —s+ 1,n— 1]\ 4"*(n— 1) such that y(m;) = y(n)
(that is, m; satisfies (201) in (G,,)) and

(301) v(k) €RY([0,k—1]\¥"*(n—1)), forall k€ [mi,n—1]\F"*(n—1)

(that is, m; satisfies (202) in (G,)). But by the induction hypothesis, we know that Skel(n — 1)
is a path. Recall from Definition 4.12 that Skel(n — 1) is the subgraph of ABY(n — 1) restricted
to the vertex set RY([0,n— 1]\ 47*(n—1)). In particular, we have that any m; € [n—s+1,n—
1]\ ¥475(n—1) such that y(m;) = y(n) satisfies (301). (Note that, by (295), there is at least
onemj € [n—s+1,n—1]\9"*(n—1) such that y(m;) = y(n).).

Consequently, by (295), (296) and (301), it is established that at time n, the scenario aligns
with Case 3 within the proof of Lemma 4.13. This implies that at time n, the Skeleton
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undergoes a Ghost indices erasure movement (refer to Remark 4.14). As a result, Skel(n)
maintains its path structure.
This concludes the proof of the first part of Lemma 4.19.

Finally, we prove that (293). Clearly, for k = 0, 1, the inequality (293) holds. Suppose that
ke {2,...,[N/r|}. Recall from Definition 4.12 that Skel(kr) is the subgraph of ABY(kr)
restricted to the vertex set RY([0,kr] \ ¥7*(kr)). On the other hand, note that, RY([0,kr] \
G75(kr)) is equal to

(302) kr}uURY (S)\ @75 (kr)) UURY ([(i = D)ryir— 1]\ B\ 975 (kr)),
i=1

which by (292) and Corollary 4.10 (note that, k < 7/""")) is equal to

(303) {y kr}UUR” (NE"*(A URY [(i— D)ryir— 1]\ B"™ )\ 97 (kr)).
i=1

Note also that (292) and Corollary 4.10 imply that the sets
(304) RY(NE"*(A"))) = RY(B")\ 973 (kr)),

fori =1,...,k, are disjoint. Therefore, the lower bound in (293) is a direct consequence of
(303). The upper bound in (293) also follows from (303) in conjunction with the observation
that

(305) ({}/ (kr) }UURY [(i—1D)ryir— 1]\B " )\%Y’S(kr))> <3ks+1.

This concludes the proof of (293). ]

The next objective is to generalize the preceding lemma. We aim to prove, under specific
assumptions regarding the path 7, that the Skeleton chain, when restricted to an interval en-
compassing segments not involved in any intersection, exhibits a path structure. To formalize
this, we require the following definitions.

Consider N € N such that N/r > 2. Fix 2 < k < |N/r| and suppose that there exists an
integer 1 <n < |k/2] and indices 1 < iy, < j, <k, for 1 <m <n,suchthatiy,... iy, ji,...,jn
are all distinct,

vi(ns) v.(rs) _
(306) Z(l.me)_l and Z(l.’j) =0,

forall 1 <i< j <k witheitherior jnotin {iy,...,in, j1, -, Jn}-
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Next, suppose that the path v : Ng — V satisfies the Assumption Local cut points on [0, N].
Leti),...,i, be the sequence iy, ..., iy, ji,.. ., j, ordered in increasing order, that s, i{ < --- <

i), Setil =0and i, , =k+1.Form=0,...,2n, define I}y C [0,N], as
—1] =0,

+1

0 if [minBy ,q,maxBy
(307) I = if [minB; 41, maxB;,
[0}, +1,02] otherwise,

where £} is the largest 25'-local cutpoint in [minBj . —s,minBy ], and 2 is the smallest
2s’-local cutpoint in [maxBi:n+1 —1tLmaxBy 45+ 1], whenever [min By |, max By ] #
0. (By Assumption Local cut points, those 2s’-local cutpoints exist.)

For m = 0,...,2n, let Branchy(l,gf’s)) be the subgraph of ABY(kr) restricted to the vertex
set R”(I,Sf’s) \ ¥V*(kr)). Note that Branchy(l,g,r’s)) is a subgraph (not necessary connected)
of Skelg,r’s) (kr). Moreover, if [minB; +1,maxBi:n+]_1] = 0, then, by Lemma 4.9, y(£2,) €

RY(I)\ 97 (kr)).

Finally, in the following result, we also consider the metric space |J>", Branchy(l,gf’s))

formed by the union of the metric spaces Branch”(l,gf’s)). This union is naturally endowed
with the metric induced by the restriction of the metric of Skelg,r’” (kr) to this set.
Lemma 4.20. Assume r,s,s’ € Nwithr > 3s+ 1> 18s'+ 1. Fix N € N such that N/r > 2. Let
v:No — V be a path on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V, E) that satisfies Assumptions
No loops of intermediate length, Local cut points and Properties (P.1)-(P.4) on [0,N]. Fix any
2 <k < |N/r| and suppose that there exists an integer 1 < n < |k/2| and indices 1 < i,, <
jm <k, for 1 <m <n, such that iy,...,i,,ji,...,Jj, are all distinct, and

aon n=1 i =0
forall 1 <i< j<kwitheitherior jnotin{iy,...,in,j1,---,jn}. Then,

(i) For m = 0,...,2n, Branchy(l,gf’s)) is a connected path. In particular, for each n €
i \ G5 (kr), there is no different n' € i \ G5 (kr) such that y(n) = y(n').

(ii) It holds that

2n
(309) di (Skel%s(kr), U Branchy(l,gf’s))> < 2r 4 6s.

m=0

(iii) Form =0,...,2n such that 1,§{’S) =# (0, we have that
(310)
i1~ i1~ 1

Y #NEY(AY)) < #Branch? (1) < Y #NEY(A)) 4 3s(i,, — il — 1) VO + 25,
h=ij,+1 h=ily+1
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(iv) Consider m = 0,...,2n such that I ;é 0. Let ny,ny € Iy (rs) \ 475 (kr) be such that

ny < ny. Then,
311)
uy—1 upy—1
Y #NEY(A"Y) < dgaron (Y1), ¥(m2)) < Y #NE(AY) 4 3s(uz —uy — 1) VO 427,
h=u;+1 h=u1+1
where uy,uy € {i;,+1,...,i .} are such that u; < uy, ny € [(uy —1)r,u;r—1] and

ny € [(up — 1)r,upr —1J.

(v) Consider different my,m, € {0,...,2n} such that Im 7& 0 and Imrzs #£0. Let n| €
1 ls) \ GV (kr) and ny € 1,5{;” \ GV5(kr) such that ny < ny. For i = 1,2, let ii; be the
boundary point in I,s,ri’s) \ &V (kr) that is in the path in Skel”*(kr) from y(ny) to y(ny).
Let
312)
M,(,1 o, ={me{0,...,2n}: Branchy(lg’s)) is contained in the path fromy(n)) to y(nz)},

Then,

dsierrs (i) (Y(11), ¥(n2))
up—1 us—1
(313) > Y #NEP(A)+ Y #NET(AY)+ Y #Branch’(1,;")

h=u;+1 h=u3+1 mEM,gq’f,)qz

and

dsierrs (k) (Y(11), ¥(n2))

uy—1 ug—1
< Y #NEPAP) 4 Y #NEP@A) + Y #Branch?(15Y)
h=u;+1 h=u3+1 mEM,gl 2!2
(314) +3s(up —uy +ug —uz —2)VO+4r+2rn,
where uy,uy € {i, +1,...,0, 1} and uz,ug € {i,, +1,...,1, .} are such that u; <

up, uz <ug, ny Aty € [(uy — D)ryuyr—1], ny Vi € [(up — V)ryupr — 1], np Ay € [(u3 —
Dryusr — 1] and ny V iy € [(ug — 1)r,usr — 1].

Proof. Fix k € {2,...,|N/r]} and m € {0,...,2n}. Assume that i # 0. Note that /2 =
maxl,gf’s) and E}n +1= minl,gnr’s). First, we prove that

(315) RY((1” 11[0,n)) \ 97 (n)) NRY([0, 63, — 1]\ G () = 0.
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(r.5)

for all n € I,SI’S). This is equivalent to prove that for each n € I,
G16) ¥ ZRI(0.6,~1\GT (), for he (4 N[0,n) \ G (n),

Fix n € 1,${’S) and consider h € I,SI’” \ 47*(n). Note that & > ¢} > s. Since ¢} is a 2s"-local
cutpoint (recall Definition 2.7), the assumption of No loops of intermediate length implies that

(317) y(h) ZRY([0V (h—r), £y, V (h—5)]).

If h € [s,r — 1], then (317) implies (316). So, we assume that & € [r,£2] and ¢2, > r. Since
h € [r,0%), there exists j € {i},+1,...,i), ; — 1} such that h € [(j — 1)r, jr — 1]. On the one

hand, if h € [(j — D)r, jr— 1]\ B j”>, then (P.3) implies that

(318) v(h) € RY([0,h—r—1]).

On the other hand, assume h € By’s>. Thus (308) implies that
j—1

(319) v(h) ¢ |J RY(NEP (4]")).

i=1

Recall the definition of Tiy’(r’s) given in (233). By (308), there exists k € [1,|N/r]] such that
{i,+1,...,0,., —1} C [tE_(IS) +1, t]%/,(r,s) — 1]. Therefore, by Corollary 4.10

m—liu+1 1 m— llqul 1
(320) U U RNE»@A)) = () | RBWN\NG (n—1))
u=1i=i' +1 u=1i=i’ +1
and
j—1
(321) U RY(NEY*(A U RY(B"\ 975 (n—1)).
i=i 1 i=i 1

Moreover, note that
(322) URNEP (4)))) € | RY(BY™)

u
u=1 u=1

and thus, by (308), (319), (322) and (P.1),

(323) v(h) ¢ | JRY(BLV\ 7 (n—1)).
u=1
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Hence (319), (320), (321), (323) and (P.2) imply that
(324) Y(h) € R7([0,h—r—1]\ ¥ (n—1)).

Therefore, if 1 € [r,£2], then (316) follows from (317), (318) and (324).
This concludes that proof of (316) and thus of (315).

Next, we prove that
(325) RY( \ 9™ () NRY (£, + 1] \ 974 () = 0,
for all n € [¢2, + 1,kr]. This is equivalent to prove that for each n € [¢2 + 1, kr],
(326) y(h) RY(ISIN\ G5 (n)), for he [(A+1,n]\ 9" (n).

Fix n € [(2 +1,kr] and consider h € [(2,41,n]\ 9"*(n). Note that h > £2 +1 > r—s. Since
2 is a 2s'-local cutpoint (recall Definition 2.7), the assumption of No loops of intermediate
length implies that

(327) y(h) ERY([0V (h—r), 65,V (h—5))).

If h € [r—s,r — 1], then (327) implies (326). So, we assume that & € [¢2 + 1,n] N [r,n] such
that [(2 +1,n] N [r,n] # 0. Then, there exists j € {i’,+1,...,k} such that h € [(j— 1)r, jr—1].
On the one hand, if & € [(j— 1)r, jr— 1] \BSV’S), then (P.3) implies that

(328) y(h) € RY([0,h—r—1]).

On the other hand, assume h € Bgr’s). Thus, (308) and Corollary 4.10 imply that

il i
Im+1 -1 lm+1 -1

(329) y(h) ¢ |J RY(NE™(A U RY(B"\ 97 (n—1)).

i=il,+1 i=i,+1
Thus, by (329) and (P.1),
(330) y(h) €RY([0V £y, h—r— 1]\ 4" (n—1)).

Therefore, if & € [(2, 4 1,n] N [r,n], then (326) follows from (327), (328) and (330).
This concludes that proof of (326) and thus of (325).

Having established the preceding results, we are now prepared to prove Lemma 4.20. We

start with the proof of (i). We prove that Branch”(l,gf’s)) 1s a connected path. The proof follows
an argument similar to that of Lemma 4.19, and hence we only outline the key ideas. Assume



SCALING LIMIT OF THE ALDOUS-BRODER CHAIN ON REGULAR GRAPHS: THE TRANSIENT REGIME 74

that I ;é 0, otherwise our claim is trivial. For n € Ny, let B},(n) be the subgraph of AB”(n)

restricted to the vertex set RY((Iy, Jaelle N[0,n])\ ¥7*(n)). Observe that B},(n) = Branch( 5% ,s)),
for n = kr. The goal is to prove that

(331) B’ (n) isaconnected path for every n € {0,... kr}.

Recall that 6,31 = maxl,gf’s) and 2;1 +1= minl,sir’s). Then, B,Zi(n) =0, foralln=0,... ,K}n, and
our claim follows, that is, B%(n) is a connected path. Next, an induction argument, analogous
to the proof of the first claim in Lemma 4.20 but employing (315), establishes that B}, (n)
is a connected path for every n € {¢} +1,...,¢2}. (The above is equivalent to prove that
the Skeleton chain Skel”*(-) exhibits purely path-like behaviour in the interval [¢] +1,¢2].)
Finally, to prove that B},(n) remains a connected path for n € {¢2 +1,...,kr}, it suffices to
employ (325). Notably, the latter also implies

(332) LNGT(G) = 1P\ GT (),

foralln € {24 1,...,kr}, as evident from Definition 4.1.
The “in particular” part of (i) follows from Definition 4.1. This concludes the proof of (i).

Now, we prove (ii). By (197), it is enough to bound

2n 2n
(333) SUP{ ( U Branch” (1’ (rs ))) . x € Skel”*(kr) \ U Branch"(l,,(nr’s))} .
m=0 m=0

The latter is bounded by the maximum size among the connected components of Skel?**(kr) \

,%1”:0 Branchy(l,g’s)). Those are formed by segments involving the creation of a long-loop (of
length larger than r 4 1) in the trajectory of the path y. By (307) and the definition of £} and
2, note that each of those connected components is contained in

(334)
[maxB( )1+1 mlnB( ) —1]U (Bl(’:s)\%%s(kr)) U[maxB( )—i-l mmBl( +)1 1]
U[maxB( )1+1 mlnB( ) —1]U (B;:’f)\%%s(kr)) U[maxB( )41 mmBE J)rl 1],

for some m € [1,n], where i, and j,, are defined before (306). Since the size of the set in (334)
18 at most 27 + 6s, then (ii) follows.

We continue with the proof of (iii). First note that n, could be equal to E,%i, and this could
be equal (by Definition (307)) to maxBy _j+s+1¢€ (&), — )r, i), v — 1], which justifies
uy =1, +1- The proof of (310) follows a s1m11ar argument to that of (293) in Lemma 4.20.
Recall that Branch”(l,gf’s)) is defined as the subgraph of ABY(kr) restricted to the vertex set

RY (1) \ 975 (kr)). Define
(335) D = RY(([(i — 1)r,ir— 1)\ BI )\ @73 (kr)),
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fori=1i,+1,...,0,,,—1,

(336) ) =RY([¢}, + 1, minBy ,; — 1]\ " (kr))
and

(337) CYo) = RY([maxBy _y+1,E]\G" (kr)).

Note that RY(I,SI’S) \ &7 (kr)) is equal to

m+l
(338) Ju R” BN\ @75 (kr)) uD UCYY.
i=ih,+1

Now, using (308) and Corollary 4.10, the set in (338) is equal to

/
m+1 -1

(339) ey U RY(NE™*(4))uD!™ ucy™).
i=il,+1

Note also that (308) and Corollary 4.10 imply that the sets
(340) RY(NET(a]"))) = RY(B{")\ 97 (kr)),

fori=i,+1,....i 41 — 1, are disjoint. Therefore, the lower bound in (310) is a direct con-

sequence of (339). The upper bound in (310) also follows from (339) in conjunction with the
observation that

m+l -1
(341) # c”u U D" uc” < 3s(ilyq — i — 1) +2s.
i=ih,+1

This concludes the proof of (iii).

Now we prove (iv). The proof of similar to that of part (iii). Clearly, for ny,n, € L") \
&7 (kr) such that ny < ny, there are uy,us € {i;,+1,...,i, .} such that u; <uwup, ny € [(u; —
)ryuyr— 1] and ny € [(ug — 1)r,upr — 1]. Define

(342) C(ny) =RY([ny,uyr — 1]\ G5 (kr))
and

(343) C(ny) =RY([(up — 1)r,mp) \ 4" (kr)).
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Note that RY([ny,n] \ 47 (kr)) is equal to

uy—1
(344) U | RYBN\GY (kr)UD UC(ny),
i=up+1

which by (308) and Corollary 4.10, is equal to

uy—1
(345) cim)u |J RYNEP (A uD!™ UC(ny).
i=up+1

Then, (311) follows from (345).

Finally, we prove (v). The proof follows a similar argument to that in part (iv). Indeed,
we decompose the path connecting y(n;) with y(ny) within Skelg,r’s)(kr). Then, we utilize

the fact that the branches Branchy(lr(nr’s)) are disjoint. The term Y, _ (s #Branch”(l,gf’s)) is
ny,np

the size of each branch contained in the path from n; to ny in Skelg,r’s)(kr). Also, the term

ZZZZ_M} L #NEYS (Al(r’s)) + 3s(up —u; — 1) V O+ 2r accounts for the distance between y(n;)

and y(ii;) in Branch”(l,gf’s)), by (iv). Finally, the term 2rn bounds the removed intervals
" RYBN\ G (k) URY(BUI\ 975 (kr)). 0

m=1
5. DECOMPOSABLE PATHS

In this section, we prove that the lazy random walk on a finite, simple, connected, regular
graph G = (V,E) satisfies all assumptions and properties introduced in the preceding section
with high probability up to a given fixed time. Namely, Assumptions No loops of interme-
diate length, Local cut points and properties (P.1)-(P.4) with high probability up to a given
fixed time. This will enable us to directly apply the results established in Corollary 4.10 and
Proposition 4.18.

We start by introducing the notion of decomposable paths in the deterministic setting.

Definition 5.1 ((r,s,s")-good paths up to N). Let r,s,5' € N with r > 35+ 1 > 185’ + 1. We say
that a path y: Ny — V on a finite, simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E) is an (r,s,s')-
good path on [0, N] if it satisfies Assumptions No loops of intermediate length and Local cut
points on [0, N].

In the following, we write
(346) GG (N) = {y:No—V:vyisa(rs,s')-good path on [0,N]}.

Recall the definition of B in (141).
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Definition 5.2 ((r,s,s’)-decomposable paths). Let r,s,s' € N with r > 3s+1> 185+ 1, s >
t9 +1and N € N. We define a path y: Ny — V on a finite, simple, connected, regular graph

mix

G = (V,E) as (r,s,s')-decomposable on [0,N] if y € 95("55)(N) and satisfies (P.1)-(P.4).
In the following, we write

(347) 2G5 (N) = {rve @G5 (NY : yis (r,s,s')-decomposable on 0,N]}.
Next, for (r,s,s")-decomposable 7, let

(348) o7 5) .= max {m € Ny : y € 2905 (m)}.

The next result gives an estimate of the probability that the lazy random walk on a simple,
connected, regular graph is (r,s,s’)-decomposable until a given fixed time.

Proposition 5.3 (Decomposability up to time N). Let W be the lazy random walk on a finite
simple, connected, regular graph G = (V,E). Let r;s,s',q € N with r > 3s+1 > 185 + 1,
2s' > qt% +1 and N € N. Then, for all p €V, we have

s 3
P, (GW,(r,s,S’) . N) > 1—N(6G(2s’)) &) 2(3r+2s)N B 16rN

2
8Ns(3N + 2s) sN
r#V 3-445"

where gC is defined in (65).

Proof. By Definition 5.1, Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.8 together with the union bound, for all
pev,

(350)
/ 2(r—=s4+1)(N+1) _ | s
G,(rs,s') _ _(N— G124 ey
P, (W € 2 (N)) >1 . (N S+1)((q (25)) "6 +3.4qs/)
4rN _Grulrl SN
21——#V —N(g"(25')) "¢ REWTER

Now, we define random variables that integrate the properties (P.1)-(P.4). Let

1:(n8) (A7) -
asn W= X L= s s R o) o)
L. N J1 J2 J3 J2
1<j1d2,03< 5]
V:(18) A7y -
(352) ‘/VZ (N) — Z I{RY([(j—l)r,jr— H\Bg.r.,s))mRy([minBl(r,s) ,maXBl(r’s) +5])£0) ,

2<i<| Y]
1<j<i
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V.(rs) —
(353) MTTIN) = ZN L k(0 max B DRV 1) i 11\ B0 0}
2<i<|7]
and
7.(rs) ._
(354) N (N) =Ry ([0,6(N fr| = 1) RY ([N /7| +25,N]) 0}

FLRY([0,r|N/r] —s— 1) ARY ([N /r] r [N /] +25—1]) 0} -

Note that the variables %y,(r,s) (N)'s equalling zero corresponds to the fulfilment of the cor-
responding properties (P.1)-(P.4). That is, Jifly’(r’s) (N) = 0 if an only if (P.1) is satisfied, and
similarly for the other variables. Now, for any fixed p € V, we bound PP, (%W’(r’s) (T) > 1),
fork=1,...,4.

First, we prove that
16rN?
(#V)*

(355) Bp (M) 2 1) <

Observe that (355) holds trivially when N < 3r, as </V1W’(r’s) (N) =0 in this case. Then, suppose
that N > 3r. By (51) in Proposition 2.4, for any i, j,k € N all different, we have that

. 4
(356) Pp (RW(BEr’S)) ﬂRW(Bl(C}",S)) 7& @,RW(BSF’S)) ORW(B,(:’S)) # @) < 8(€#V§’;) .

Therefore, (355) follows by observing that (356) and Markov’s inequality imply that

3 4
.S 8(1"— 35)
357 W)y > 1) <2 | M| 8381
( ) IP)p (</V1 (N) - 1) <2 r (#V)Z
Next, we prove that
W.(rs 12sN?
(358) Py (A (N) > 1) < e

Observe that (358) holds trivially when N < 2r, as JVZW’(r’S) (N) =0 in this case. Then, suppose
that N > 2r. For any j € N, note that

(359)

RY([(j— D) jr—1\BY)) = RY([(j— 1), (j— D)r+25s — 1)) URY ([jr — s, jr — 1)),
Then, by (359), (50) in Proposition 2.4 and the union bound, we have that, for any i,j € N
different,

12s(r —2s)

(360) By (RY ([(j— Drjr — 1\BJ™) NRY (IminB{™ max B{™ +5]) # 0) < ===,
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Hence, (358) follows by observing that (360) and Markov’s inequality imply that

r

. N |?12s(r — 25
(36D) By (A" (N) 2 1) < H e

Now, we prove that

12sN? 162N

362 W5 (A7) > 1) <
(362) Py (A4 (N)>1) < r#V+r#V

Observe that (362) holds trivially when N < 2r, as %W’(r’s) (N) =0 in this case. Then, suppose
that N > 2r. It follows from (359) (with j = i) and the union bound that, for i > 2,

P, (RY ([0,maxB\"]) NRY ([(i — 1)r,ir— 1]\ B"™) # 0)
— P, (R" ([0,maxB\")]) NRY ([(i — 1)r, (i — 1)r + 25— 1]) # 0)
(363) +Pp (R ([0,max B N RY ([ir—5,ir — 1]) £ 0).
Note that, once again, the union bound implies that
P, (RY ([0,maxB"))) NRY ([(i— D), (i — 1)r+2s — 1]) # 0)
=P, (R ([0,s)) NRY ([(i — 1)1, (i — 1)r+ 25— 1]) £ 0)
(364) + Py (RY ([s+ 1,max B ) N RY ([(i = 1)r, (i— 1)r+25— 1]) #0).
On the one hand, by (50) in Proposition 2.4,

8s((i—)r—1)
#V

(365) Pp(R" ([s+ 1,maxB")]) N RY ([(i = 1)r, (i = 1)r+ 25— 1]) #0) <

On the other hand, by Corollary 2.5 we have

(366) P, (RY([0,s) NRY ([(i — D), (i — Dr+2s— 1]) #£0) < %.

Then, by (364), (365) and (366),

P, (RY ([0,maxB"))) nRY ([(i — 1), (i — 1)r+2s — 1]) # 0)
8s(i—1)r 8s?
< + 3
#o O #V

Following a computation analogous to (367), we have that

(367)

4s(i—1)r 8s®

(368) P, (RY ([0,max B\"))) NRY ([ir —s,ir — 1]) £ 0) < Ty
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Hence, (362) follows by observing that (363), (367), (368) and Markov’s inequality imply that

N|*12sr |N| 165
369 P, (A Ny > 1) < |2 22X 4|22
(369) p(% (N)_)_ r #V+ r| #V
Finally, we prove that

2rN  4sN
370 W,(r,s) > < L AV
(370) Pp (A (N) > 1) < w T ay

Observe that (370) holds trivially when N < r, as ,/KLW’(V’S) (N) = 0 1in this case. Then, suppose
that N > r. By applying Corollary 2.5 and following a derivation analogous to that of (362),
we observe that

B (A" W) > 1)
<P, (RY([0,r[N/r] = 1])NRY([r|N/r] +25,N]) # 0)

(371) +P, (R7([0,r|N/r] —s=1])NRY([r|N/r],r|N/r| +2s—1]) # 0)
< 2r|N/r|(N—r|N/r| —2s+1) +4s(rLN/rj —5)
- #V #V '

Clearly, (371) implies (370).
Therefore, (349) follows from Definition 5.2 and the union bound by combing (350), (355),
(358), (362), (370). This finishes our proof. ]

We conclude this section by proving a consequence of Proposition 5.3. We show that, under
suitable conditions, with high probability, a sequence of lazy random walks (Wy )yen On a se-
quence of finite, simple, connected, regular graphs (Gy; N € Ny) converges to a decomposable
path as the size of the sequence of graphs grows boundlessly.

Corollary 5.4. Let (Gy;N € Ny) be a sequence of finite simple, connected, regular graphs
such that are (sy)nen, (sn)ven and (ry)nen in N that satisfy (125). Suppose also that
(Gn;N € Ny) satisfies the Assumption Transient random walk and let (cy)nen be the se-
quence defined in (143). For every N € Ny, let py € Gy and let Wy = (Wi (n)),en, be the lazy
random walk on Gy. Then, for any constant T € (0,0), we have that

(372) Py, (G NS > Try fen) =1 —o(1).

Proof. Note that by (144) in Corollary 2.19, we have ry/cy = O((#Vy)'/?). Also, by (125),

one can assume that N is sufficiently large such that 2s), > (ln(ffXN ) )tgﬁ" + 1. Thus, the result

1s a consequence of (349) in Proposition 5.3, (138) in Corollary 2.19, Corollary 2.20 and
(125). ]
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6. BOUNDING THE GH-DISTANCE BETWEEN THE ALDOUS-BRODER CHAIN AND THE
c-RGRG MAP

In this subsection, we compare the Gromov-Hausdorff distance between the Aldous—Broder
chain and the ¢-RGRG map. Fix 0 < T < oo, ¢ > 0 and r,s,s' € N such that r > 3s+1 >
185"+ 1. Let v: Ny — V be a path on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E) and let
T C A2 be a nice point cloud.

For each (i, j) € N x N with 1 <i < j, recall the definition of the variables ZZT 5) and Zg/’(]r)s)

given in (181) and (291), respectively. Recall also, the definition of the times 6™ and oV (1)
given in (174) and (348), respectively.
Note that for k € Ny, from (155) we can rewrite ./ 7.(r5) ag

(373) VA ZV’
1<i<j<k
This variable counts the number of indices in [1, ], involving a long loop between a segment

and a locally non-erased segment. In the context of Lemma 4.20, whenever (308) is satisfied
we have .4 (") (k) = 2n.

Lemma 6.1 (Comparing the Aldous-Broder chain and the c-RGRG). Let & C A%L be a nice
point cloud and let v: Ny — V be a path on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E).
Fix r,s,s' € Nwithr >3s+1> 185+ 1. Fixc>0and 0 <T < oo such that T /c > 2 and
(" 55) [P) A (67 /¢) > T Jc. Suppose that

(374) ZH0) =z forall 1 <i< j<|T/cl.

Then, for any a > 0,

sup dgu (a-AB”( 1t/¢|r),RGRG™ (|1 /c jc))
t€[0,T]

[7/e]
(375) < Z

=1

a-#NEV* (A —c‘ (r+s)+2c

1
2(ar—|—c)¢/V7’ )T /c])+ar.
Remark 6.2. If (374) is satisfied, then A4 V%) (k) = 4®¢(k), forall k=0,...,|T /c|, where

NTE(k) = Zl§i<]~§k2$’§). In particular, we can substitute .4 () (k) by A4 %<(k) in (375).

In preparation for the proof of Lemma 6.1, we need the next result.

+

Lemma 6.3. Let © C A%r be a nice point cloud and let v : Ng — V be a path on a finite,
simple, connected graph G = (V,E). Fixr,s,s’ € Nwithr >3s+1> 185+ 1. Fixc > 0 and
0 < T < oosuch that T /¢ > 2 and (¢V"%5) /r) A (6™ /¢) > T Jc. Suppose that

(376) ZH0) =77 forall 1<i<j<|T/el.
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(i) Fix any 0 < k < |T /c| and suppose that

(377) ZI" =0, forall 1<i<j<k.

(If k < 2, then (292) is satisfied by vacuity.) Then, for any a > 0,

k
(378) dgr(a- Skel”” (kr), RGRG” (kc)) < ) ‘a #NE*(A")) — c| 4 3ask + a.
i=1

(ii) Fix any 2 <k < |T /c| and suppose also that there exists an integer 1 <n < |k/2| and
indices 1 < iy, < jju <k, for1 <m <n, such thatiy,...,i,, ji,..., j, are all distinct,

vi(rs) v.(rs) _
(379) Z(im,jm)_l and Z(i7j) =0,

forall 1 <i< j<kwitheitherior jnotin{iy,...,in, j1,-..,]Jn}. Then, for any a >0,

dgn(a- Skel”* (kr), RGRG” (kc))

380 k
(350) Z‘a #NE"* (A ))—c +3ask+2a(r+s)+2c+n(ar+c).
i=1

Proof. The proof relies on the results from Lemmas 3.7, 3.8, 4.19 and 4.20. Observe that
the conditions of those Lemmas are satisfied. Indeed, since (67-("5%) /r) A (6™ /) > T /¢, it
follows that 67-"%) > | T /¢|r and 6™¢ > T. Thus, ¥is (r,s,s')-decomposable on the interval
[0, T /c|r] (recall Definition 5.2), and 7 is a c-decomposable point cloud up to time 7 (recall
Definition 3.4).

First, we prove (i). Recall that an isomorphism between metric spaces must be distance
preserving. Then, (i) follows immediately from Lemmas 3.7 and 4.19. Indeed, it is enough to
observe that, in this case, Skel”*(kr) and RGRG" (kc) can be isometrically embedded to the
interval [0,a - (#Skel”*(kr) — 1)] and [0, kc|, respectively.

Next, we prove (ii). It follows from the triangle inequality, Lemma 3.8 and Lemma 4.20
that

dcu(a - Skel” (kr), RGRG" (kc))

(381) < dgh <a Lzﬁ Branch? (1, U Branch®(I¢, )) +2(c+ar+3as).
m=0 m=0
On the other hand,
2n 2n 1
(382) dGH( U Branch? (1, U Branchc(lc)> = Eigl)laf dis(R),

m=0 m=0
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where the infimum 1is taken over all correspondences R between U o Branch? (I, (rs )) and
21 Branch®(I¢) and dis(R), is the distortion of DR, defined in (8).

By Lemmas 3.8 and 4.20, we know that for m =0, ..., 2n, the set Branch”([,gf’s)) 1s a con-
nected path and Branch®(Zf,) is a compact interval. We can then construct a correspondence

N, BranChy(lg’s>) x [J™_, Branch(I¢) as follows:

(x,y) € R if and only if there exists m € [0,2n] and h € {1,...,k} such that for a unique
ny € (I,Sf’s) N [(h—1)r,hr — 1]) \ 4"*(kr), we have x = y(n,) € Branch"(l,gfs)) and y € I}, N
[(h—1)c, hc). The uniqueness of n, follows from Lemma 4.20.

Let (x1,y1), (xz,yz) € R. Then, there exist m,my € |0, 2n] and hy,hy € {1,...,k} such that
o E( ﬁ[(hl—l)r hir—1))\9"*(kr) andnze( ﬂ[(hz—l)r hor — 1))\ 97 (kr),
x| = }’(nr) € Branch"(l,gfis)) and x, = y(nz) € Branch"(l,gff)),
oy €I N[(hy—1)c,hic) and y, € IS, N[(hy — 1)c, hyc).

Furthermore, we assume that the correspondence SR is constructed such that n; < ny if and

only if x| < x». We consider two cases:

Case 1. Suppose that m; = m;. Then, we have h; = hy. Without of generality we assume
that n; < np. Then, by Lemma 4.20 (iv) and Lemma 3.8 (iii), we have that

@ dsyerrs (k) (X1,%2) — drGRG® (ke) (V1:)2)|
uy—1

< Z ‘a #NE"* (A —c‘—|—3as up—u; —1)vVO0+2ar+2c
h=u;+1
(383) Z‘a ANEP(A) | + 3ask + 2ar + 2c,

where u; and u, are defined as in Lemma 4.20 (iv) and Lemma 3.8 (iii).
Case 2. Suppose that m; # m,. Without loss of generality we assume that n; < n,. A similar
computation to that in Case 1, using Lemma 4.20 (iii)-(v) and Lemma 3.8 (iv) yields to

@ dgerrs ey (*1,%2) — dRGRG”(kc) 1,32)]

k
(384) Z ’a #NE"* (A — c’ + 6ask + 4ar + 2arn+ 2as + 4c + 2cn.
i=1
Then, by Case 1, Case 2 and (8), we have that

k
(385) dis(R Z ‘a #NE"*(A )) — c‘ +6ask +4a(r+s)+4c+2n(ar+c).



SCALING LIMIT OF THE ALDOUS-BRODER CHAIN ON REGULAR GRAPHS: THE TRANSIENT REGIME 84

Finally, (380) follows from (382) and (385), completing the proof. [
Proof of Lemma 6.1. Observe that

sup dGH(a-ABY(U/ch),RGRG”(U/C jc))

t€[0,T]

—  sup dGH(a-ABY(kr),RGRG”(kc)).
ke[0T /e]]

Since (6¥() /r) A (67€/c) > T /c, it follows that 6*:("*) > | T /c|r and 6™¢ > T. Thus,
vy is (r,s,s")-decomposable on the interval [0,|7 /c|r]| (recall Definition 5.2), and 7 is a c-
decomposable point clouds up to time 7T (recall Definition 3.4). It follows from (386), the
triangle inequality and Proposition 4.18, that

swp don (a-ABY(Lr/C |r),RGRG"(|1/c]| c))

(386)

< sup dGH<a-ABV(kr),a-Skel%S(kr)>
kel0,[7/c]]

+  sup dGH(a.Skel%S(kr),RGRG’f(kc))
kel0,[7/c]]

< sup don <a : Skel%S(kr),RGRG”(kc)) tar
kel0.[T/c]]

Next, we use Lemma 6.3 to bound,

(387)

(388) don (a . Skel” (kr), RGRG”(kc)) ,

fork €[0,|T/c|].
Since yis (r,s,s")-decomposable, it satisfies (P.1), and thus,

1,(rs) Y (rs) _ 7.(r8) 7. (rs) _
(389) z{WzZE =0 and  z[BZE ~ o,

for all i, j,i’, j' € [1,k] such that i # i’ and j # j’. Then, by (389), we only need to consider
two cases:

Case 1. .#"("3)(| T /c|) = 0. In this case, we are in the setting of Lemma 6.3 (i), and thus,
(378) holds.

Case 2. A7) (|T/c|) = 2n for some n € [1,|k/2]]. In this case, we are in the setting of
Lemma 6.3 (ii), and thus, (380) holds.

Then, by Case 1 and Case 2, we have

k
dcu (a Skel”* (kr), RGRG” (kc) > Z ’a #NE"* (A )) —c| +3ask+2a(r+s)
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(390) +2c+ JVY’ )T /c|)(ar+c).

Finally, (375) follows from (387) and (390). This concludes our proof. ]

7. COUPLING THE CUT-TIMES AND CUT-POINTS
Recall the definition of Z", given in (181), and Z}/.’(.r’s) given in (291). We will use the
(i,/) (i,/)

definition of the times 6™ and ¢?:("53") given in (174) and (348), respectively.

Recall the coupling assumption (374) from Lemma 6.1, which couples the cut-points and
cut-times of both the Aldous-Broder chain and the c-RGRG. In this section, we prove that this
condition holds with high probability when the underlying path is a lazy random walk and the
nice point cloud is generated by a Poisson point process.

Proposition 7.1 (Coupling of the cut-times and cut-points). Let (Gn;N € Ny) be a sequence
of finite simple, connected, regular graphs such that are sequence (sy)nen and (ry)yen in N
that satisfy (125). Suppose also that (Gy;N € Ny) satisfies the Assumption Transient random
walk. For every N € Ny, let py € Gy and let Wy = (Wn(n))nen, be a lazy random walk on
Gn. Let 11 be a Poisson point process on A%r with the Lebesgue measure A as the intensity
measure. Let (cy;N € N) be the sequence defined in (143). Fix any T € Ry and N large
enough such that T /cy > 2. Then, the random variables

Wy, (rn,s I1,c
(391) (Z@-Z)( W) icjel ey and (Z; )y N<i<j<|T fen)
can be coupled in such a way that

(392)  Pioyo)(Z ™Y = Z0N V1 <i<j<|Tjen]) =1-0(1), as N-—eo,

where P, o) is the joint law of Wy starting at py and X () starting at Q.
The proof will make use of the following estimate which is similar to [Sch09, Lemma 4.5].

Lemma 7.2 (Coupling on the hypercube). For j €N, let Z = (Z;;i € [j]) and Z' = (Zl;i € [}])
be two sequences of {0, 1}-valued random variables. Then, there exists a coupling of Z and
7' such that

J J
(393) P(z=2)>1-) Y (ElZZz]+E[£Z)) Z| |—E[Z]].
i=1k#i i=1

We will also use the following result, that gives us a formula to compute the total variation
distance between two measures i and vV on a common space £, that is

(394) drv(u,v) =max|u(4) —v(A)]

Recall that a coupling between p and v is a pair of random variables (X,Y) on a common
probability space such that the marginal distribution of X is 4 and of Y is v.
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Proposition 7.3 (Proposition 4.7 in [LP17]). Let u and v be two probability distributions on
a common space L. Then

(395) dry(u,v) =inf{P(X #Y): (X,Y) is a coupling of L and v}.

Furthermore, there exists a coupling, called optimal coupling, which attains the infimum.

Proof of Proposition 7.1. The argument is similar to that of [Sch09, Proposition 4.7]. We
apply Lemma 7.2 for fixed j € N, to couple ZXZ’\J’.;(W *¥) and Z(rlIJC)N for all 1 <i < j, and then
we proceed by induction on j.

Since the result holds by vacuity for j = 1, assume it holds for every 2 < j < k for some
fixed kK > 3. Recall the definition of cy in (143) and note that, for 1 <i < j,

I ,CN CN _ _ C]2V
(396) IE[Z( ) | =P(IT ﬂB 7é 0)=1—e ( |
=P 16y g0 (RYE(NEPRSN (A7) R (BVY)) 2 ).
Note also that

(397) Epy[Z E)VN;(”NJN)] =P, (RWN (NEWMSN (A§rN7SN)) ﬂRWN( (rn,sw) ) £ 0)

Then, by (125), Lemma 2.3 (with k =2 and g = IZ:XN ), and possibly increasing N further
as needed, we obtain that

‘PPN (RWN (NEWN’SN (AS.”NaSN)) N RWN (BI(FN,SN))) 75 0)

(398) 4

= Py oy (RU (NEYE (470 ARM (B ) £0)| < o

forl <i<j.
The latter implies that

WN7 (rnwsn)T ILcy 4j
(399) Z Epy [0 ~E[Z5]| < T
For 1 <i < k < j, note that, by independence,
(400) E[Z; N Z Y] = PINBY # 0,TIN B, £ 0) = (1 WY,
and then,
! 2
(401) Z Y E[Z; N2 N < P(1—e N ).

i=1k#i
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On the other hand, for 1 <i <k < j, (51) in Proposition (2.4) imply that

402 7N (N sw) Wi (rvsw)y 8ry
(402) Epyl2 (i.)) Z(k,j) I< (#Vy)?
It follows that
(403) Z Z]EP [ZWN INSSN) WN (rn, SN)] < 8j2’”§/
N -~ .
i=1 ki kJ) (#VN)2

For j > 2 fixed, let ,LL N and pl! j denote the probability distributions of

(404) (Zg ™M e 1,j—1]) and (ZFNsie 1,/ 1)),
respectively. We now apply Lemma 7.2 and Proposition 7.3, together with (399), (401) and
(403). Thus, for every fixed j > 2, we can couple

vy () < P((Z i€ (1) 1) # (2 € (1= 1))
(405) 4j  8jr 2
< N .2 1_ —cx\2
= 2nvy ) (=™

On the other hand, for £k > 2, let ,ug(v and ,ugk denote the probability distributions of

(406) (Z VN <i<j<k) and (ZP9G1<i<j<K),

respectively. Then, Proposition 7.3 and the triangle inequality implies for every k > 2 that

(407) drv(uly, ul) <drv(uly u ) +drv (™ ).

Therefore, by Proposition 7.3, we can couple for every k > 2

(408) dry (e uB) <P((Z ™M1 <i< j <) # (21 <i< j<K)).

Finally, (405), (407), (408) and an induction argument show that for every k£ > 2

Pz ™V <i< j<k) #(Z F?;V;1Si<j§k))

(409) 2 3.4
#yn | (#Vy)?
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Recall the definition of ¢y in (143) and the inequality 1 —e™ < x, for x > 0. Then, by (144) in
Corollary 2.20, there exists a constant Cr > 0 (depending on 7T') such that for N large enough,

P((Zi ™51 < i< j< (T en]) # (ZN51 <i< j < [T/en)))
277 8T3ry  T3c%

< +
(410) VN oy (#Wn)? o
1 N
<Cr—=+—N__).
- (rzzv (#VN)1/2>

Finally, we obtain (392) from (410) and (125). [

8. PROOF OF MAIN RESULT

Recall from (5) the Aldous—Broder chain Y on a finite, simple, connected graph G = (V,E),
and from Definition 3.3 the RGRG X as well as from (178) the c-RGRG X IL(¢) for some ¢ > 0.
In this section we prove Theorem 2.

The proof of such a theorem relies on bounding the Gromov-Hausdorff distance between
the rescaled Aldous—Broder chain and the cy-RGRG and showing that they are close with
high probability.

Proposition 8.1 (Bounding the GH distance between AB chain and c-RGRG). Assume that
(Gn)Nen is a sequence of finite simple, connected, regular graphs in the transient regime, i.e.,
limsupy .. HON < oo, and such that we can choose (sy) and (ry) such that (24) and (25)
holds. Let {Y Gn:N e N} be a family of Aldous-Broder chains with values in rooted metric
trees embedded in Gy which start in the rooted trivial tree, i.e., YON(0) = ({pn},pn). Then,
for any fixed 0 < T < oo, any ot € (0, 1), there exists a constant Cr (depending on T ) such that

@iy P( sup dou(SAB™ ([t/en)ry) XN ([t /e Jex) ) < Crhn) = 1=o(1),
1€[0,T] W

as N — oo, where

SN 1/6 SN rn rn e
(412) h:<—) Py T |
= () ()

Proof. First note that by Corollary 2.20 and (125), we can select a sufficiently large value for
N such that T /cy > 2.
By Proposition 7.1, the random variables

(413) (Z(VZ]B(W’SN))1§i<j§LT/cNJ and  (Z;")1<i<i<|1 /o)
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can be coupled so that

(414) Pz ™™ =2V W1 <i<j<|T/en]) =1-0(1), as N—eo.

Define the events,

{ ZWNs(rvosw) (r.I’?)N,Vl <i<j< LT/CNJ},

](\% — { HCN >T, GWN:(rNaSN’SN) > TrN/CN}
(415) 1(\; . {O<Z<SILI£)/CNJ ’#RWN(NEWN,SN(AEFN,SN)) ny‘ < ”N( N) 1/6}7
Ay = MO T o) < )

for some fixed o € (0, 1).
It follows from (414), Lemma 3.5, Corollary 2.20, Corollary 5.4, Corollary 2.21, Corollary
2.22 and (125) that

(416) P(Ay )y NAY NAGFNAY) = 1—0(1), as N —eo.

Finally, observe that under the event AI(VI)T ﬂAI(\i)T ﬁAS}T ﬂAI(\Z,t)T, (375) in Lemma 6.1 yields
to

sup dan (0 AB™ ([1/ex]ry), XMV (1 /e Jex)

t€[0,T]
(417) <N LTfNJ ‘RWN (NE"N sy (AVNJN))) _ YN’ + 3C_N3SNT bl (rn +sN)
“w A ’ W N W
+2cy + (C_N”N + CN) NI (T fen )+ P,
v v

with probability 1 —o(1). Therefore, our claim follows from Corollary 2.20 and the bounds
in the event A](VI)T ﬂA](\i)T ﬂA](\i)T ﬂAI(\i)T. [

Proof of Theorem 2. We will use the fact that convergence in the Skorohod space Z(R,T),
is equivalent to convergence in Z([0,T], T), for any T € R which is a continuity point of X
(see Theorem 16.2 in [Bil99]). Consider any fixed T € R, which by standard results is a.s. a
continuity point of X. Note that the function gy (¢) = cy|t/cn |, for t > 0, converges uniformly
over compact intervals to the identity function. Then it follows from (180) in Corollary 3.6
and for example, [Whi80, Theorem 3.1] that

(418) (X (et /en]))izo === (X (6))rz0,
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weakly as random variables with values in the Skorohod space Z(R,T). On the other hand,
it follows from our assumption (125) that iy defined in (412), satisfies limy_; iy = 0. Hence,
(418), Proposition 8.1, the triangle inequality and the union bound imply that

(419) (%ABWN(U/CNJ W) = (X))o

t€[0,T]

weakly as random variables with values in the Skorohod space Z([0,T],T). Here we used
Theorem 3.1 in Billingsley [Bil99] saying that if the distance between two sequences goes to

zero in probability and one converges in law, then the other also converges to the same limit.
]

Remark 8.2 (Application to 74, d > 5). Assume that Gy := Z%, d > 5. Then it is known that

for some C € (0,00), lim SUPN o0 HZIU\II < o= 1f d > 5. To see this, use one can show that for all
N eNand p € Vy,

1
(420) B (W = p) 1% (p)| < Crs

(compare, for example, [Cox89, Equation (2.10)]). Notice further that | IN i x~4/2dx < CN4 —d*/4 <
o whenever d > 5.
2

d
Moreover, we can conclude from [LP17, Theorem 5.6] that Tﬁ’i\)’( = O0(N?*) < N4/2 = #V]\l,/ )
So we can clearly find sequences (sy) and (ry) that satisfy (24) and (25).
Recall cy := cZg/(rN) and yy =T Zy (ry) from (22) respectively (23). Recall further o (d)

and y(d) from (15) respectively (16). It is shown in [PR04, Lemma 8.1] that 3’/_5\\’/,\,_> v(d) and

I(Vr jvc)fg ﬁ o(d) and (16), respectively. This yields the claim of Theorem 1. Hl
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