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Abstract

‘We propose a random bipartite graph with weights assigned to both parts of the vertex sets. Edges
are formed independently with probabilities that depend on these weights. This bipartite graph nat-
urally gives rise to a random intersection graph which has nontrivial clustering properties and inho-
mogeneous vertex degrees. We focus on the situation where the weights are themselves i.i.d. random
variables. In the so-called moderate clustering regime, we identify three types of scaling limit for
the large connected components in the graphs at criticality, depending on the tail behaviours of the
weight distributions of both parts.
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1 Introduction

Ever since its conception by Erdds and Rényi in the 1960s, the study of random graphs has continued
to yield fascinating discoveries and challenging questions for both combinatorists and probabilists. The
current work contributes to a growing body of recent studies that focus on the large-scale structures of
random graphs at the threshold of connectivity. Together, these studies point to a compelling picture
of universality, wherein models of random graphs belonging to the same universality class are expected
to exhibit similar large-scale behaviours within the so-called critical window. In particular, two notable
advances in this direction have been:

* Identification of the Erdés—Rényi universality class. Aldous’ seminal article [2] revealed a
surprising connection between the sizes of large connected components in a critical G(n, p) and
Brownian excursions. This work also pioneered the use of stochastic analysis in the study of
critical random graphs. Addario-Berry, Broutin, and Goldschmidt [1] deepened this connection,
demonstrating that after rescaling edge lengths by a factor of n~1/3, one obtains a random metric
space “encoded” by Brownian excursions for each of these large connected components. The limit
graph introduced in [1], known as the Erd6s—Rényi continuum graph, has since appeared in the
scaling limits of many other models of random graphs; see [6—8, 11] to name a few.

* Discovery of the multiplicative coalescent universality class. Aldous’ work [2] also highlighted
the close relationships between random graphs and the multiplicative coalescent. Together with
Aldous and Limic [3], these studies paved the way for discovering more general behaviours beyond
those observed in the Erd6s—Rényi graph. To date, the most comprehensive results in this direc-
tion concern the rank-1 model [9, 10, 14] (also called the Poisson random graph or multiplicative
graph). The works [16] and [17] address the scaling limits of large components in these graphs
under the general asymptotic regime identified in [3]. This leads to the introduction of a large fam-
ily of limit graphs, where the role of Brownian excursions in the construction of the Erd6s—Rényi
continuum graph is replaced by excursions of a spectrally positive Lévy process. Specific members
of this family have also been found in the scaling limits of critical configuration models ([7, 21]).

In [33], the Binomial bipartite graph model and the associated intersection graphs are investigated. Intro-
duced in [30], the random intersection graph model provides a simple mechanism for tuning the density
of triangles in the graphs, measured by the so-called clustering coefficient. The findings in [33] make the
case for expanding the Erd6s—Rényi continuum graph into a family of continuum graphs parameterised
by a positive number 6, which indicates the clustering level of the discrete graphs.

While the model of random bipartite graphs in [33] can be described as homogeneous, in this work,
we introduce a model of inhomogeneous bipartite graphs by first assigning weights to both vertex sets.



1.1 A model of random bipartite graphs with weights

Let n,m € N. Consider a bipartite graph with n black vertices and m white vertices. Suppose that
each vertex is further equipped with a weight, i.e. a positive number that represents their propensities for
forming edges. Denote the respective collections of weights for the black and white vertices as

x = (r1,22,...,2y) € (0,00)" and y = (y1,¥2,---,Ym) € (0,00)™.

The edges in the bipartite graph are formed independently across pairs of vertices of different colours.
Denote the black vertices as by, ba, b3, ..., b, and the white vertices as w1y, wa, . .., Wy, and write p; ;
for the probability of having an edge between b; and w;. In our model, we assume that

Zn,m

where z,, ,, > 0 is some normalising constant that will be specified later on. Denote by B(n, m;x,y)
the resulting graph.

Inhomogeneous random intersection graphs. The graph B(n,m;x,y) induces, via the so-called
intersection graph mechanism, a (non-bipartite) graph on n vertices. Specifically, let G(n, m;x,y) be
the graph on the vertex set [n] := {1,2,3,...,n}, where two vertices i, j share an edge between them
if and only if b; and b; are at distance 2 from each other in B(n,m;x,y). One of the most interesting
aspects of the random intersection graphs lies in their nontrivial clustering properties, which can be
adjusted by tuning the ratio between m and n. More precisely, we quantify the clustering property of the
graph by looking at the following conditional probability:

CL = P(V4 adjacent to V3 | V] adjacent to V3 and V5),

where (V7, V5, V3) is a triplet of distinct vertices uniformly chosen. If both x and y are constant, then it
is not difficult to check the following: (i) CL — 0 if m/n — oo and n — oo; (i) CL — 1if m/n — 0
and n — oo; (ili) CL — (14++/0)~Lif m = |#n] for some 6 € (0, 00) and n — co. Similar phenomena
have been observed when x is not constant; we refer to [22] for further details. In this paper, we will
restrict our attention to the moderate clustering regime; namely, we assume that

36 € (0,00) : m = |On]. (H-clustering)

Connection with other models. The expression of p; ; in (1) is reminiscent of the rank-1 inhomoge-
neous random graph model as studied in [3, 10-12, 16, 17]. As in the rank-1 model, vertices with large
weights are expected to emerge as “hubs”, i.e. nodes with high degrees, in the graph. Compared to the
rank-1 model, our model of random bipartite graphs have two sets of vertex weights, which can exhibit
different tail behaviours. How the two sets of weights will interact with each other and influence the
asymptotic behaviours of the graphs is one of the questions that have motivated this work.

The model of B(n,m;x,y) and the associated intersection graph G(n,m;x,y) also encompass
models of random graphs that have been introduced previously. In particular:

* The homogeneous case. This refers to the particular case where both x and y are constant. Say
z; = a € (0,00) and y; = b € (0,00). In that case, each of the potential mn edges is present
independently with the same probability p = 1 — exp(—ab/zpm). If 2pm = /mn, then this
corresponds to the Binomial model studied in [33].

* The active/passive model. If only x (resp. y) is non constant, this is referred to as the active
(i.e. passive) model in [13]. Degree distributions and clustering properties for the active model
have been studied in [22]. See also [13] and the references therein.
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Other models closely related to G(n, m;x,y) also include the ones studied in [4, 5, 15]. During the
preparation of this article, we learn of the works [18-20] which introduce more general models than
B(n,m;x,y). We point out that the approaches are genuinely different and while [18-20] focus on the
weights of the components, we prove limit distributions for both the weights and the graph distances.

1.2 The case with i.i.d. weights

In this work, we will focus on the case where both sets of weights x,y are i.i.d. random variables.
The graph B(n,m;x,y) is then sampled by first conditioning on the weights. Let F(®) and F(") be
the cumulative distribution functions (c.d.f.) of two probability distributions supported on (0, cc). We
further assume that both have finite second moments:

Uéb) = / 2?2dF®(z) < 0o and ng) = / 22dF™) () < o0, (H-2nd)
(0,00) (0,00)

which in particular implies the existence of a first moment in both cases. Let (X;);>1 (resp. (Y;);>1) be a
sequence of i.i.d. variables with common law dF'®) (resp. dF(*)). We then set X,, = (X1, Xa, ..., X,)
and Y, = (Y1,Y2,...,Y,,). We shall use the short-hand notation

Bn,m = B(n,m;Xn,Ym), Gn,m = G(nvm;Xnqu)

to denote the random bipartite graph with the vertex weight sequences X,, and Y,, and the associated
intersection graph. Recall from (1) the normalising constant 2,, ,,,. In the case with i.i.d. weights, we take

Znm = V/mn,

which amounts to placing {G,, ,, : n,m > 1} in a “sparse regime”. Standard branching process approx-
imation techniques allow us to detect a phase transition in the size of the largest connected component;
we refer to [15] for details. Here, we are interested in the critical case, i.e.

aéb) . aéw) =1. (H-critical)

1.3 Main results

We first gather the various assumptions that have been made on m,n and the weight distributions
F®) F®) - Recall from (H-clustering) that m = |6n ], which places G, ,, in a moderate clustering
regime. Recall from (H-2nd) the assumption of finite second moments and from (H-critical) the critical-
ity assumption. For r € (0, c0), denote

o) — / 2" dF®(z) € [0,00] and o = / «"dF™ (x) € [0, 0],
(0,00) (0,00)

We further assume the following tail behaviours from F®) and F("): either
o) = / 23dF®) (z) < oo, (H-b-3rd)
(0,00)
or there exists some o € (1,2) and C® € (0, 00) so that

1—F®(z) ~ Ol 5 5 oo; (H-b-power)

analogously for F(¥), either
aéw) = / 23 dF®) (r) < oo, (H-w-3rd)
(0,00)

4



or there exists some o’ € (1,2) and C™) € (0, 00) so that
1—F® (x) ~ C(W)x_“,_l, T — 00. (H-w-power)

The symmetry in the model means that we can assume without loss of generality that the tail of F'(*) is
not heavier than that of F(® . The combinations of the two tail behaviours lead to the following three
distinctive scenarios:

- Double finite third moments: this is the case where both (H-b-3rd) and (H-w-3rd) hold.

- One dominant heavy tail: assume (H-b-power) holds for F®) with a € (1,2), C® € (0,0), and
for F'("), either (H-w-3rd) is true or (H-w-power) holds for some o/ € (,2) and C™) € (0, 00).

- Matched heavy tails: in this case, (H-b-power) and (H-w-power) both hold with o/ = a € (1,2),
C® € (0,00) and C™ € (0, 00).

For a connected component C of B,, ,,,, we denote by x(C') the total weights of the black vertices in
C,ie. x(C) = > icc Xio Let {Cp 1y : 1 < k < kpm} be the sequence of the connected components
of B, that contain at least one black vertex, ranked in decreasing order of their x-weights (breaking
ties arbitrarily), i.e. x(C), (1)) = x(Cp (2)) = x(Cl, (3)) = -+ -. We turn each C), 1) into a metric space
by furnishing it with the graph distance dg, of B, ;,, and a finite measure ,u%  Which assigns an atom of
size Y; to each of the white vertex w; contained in C), (3). Our main results concern the scaling limit of
the measured metric space (Cy, (1), dgr, ui; k)

Theorem 1.1 (Double finite third moments). Assume (H-clustering) and (H-critical). Under the assump-
tions (H-b-3rd) and (H-w-3rd), there exists a sequence of (random) measured metric spaces G 1) 0) =
{(C,gl), d,(fl), ,u,(gl)) : k € N} so that we have the following convergence in distribution as n — 0o:

{(Cn,(k)7 %n_%dgr,n_%,u%k) 1<k < mmm} = g(l)(e) )

with respect to the weak convergence of the product topology induced by the Gromov—-Hausdorf{f—Prokhorov
topology.

Theorem 1.2 (One dominant heavy tail). Assume (H-clustering) and (H-critical). Suppose that (H-b-power)
holds for F®) with o € (1,2), C®) € (0,00), and that either (H-w-3rd) is true or (H-w-power) holds
for some o/ € (a,2) and C W) ¢ (0,00). Then there exists a sequence of (random) measured metric
spaces G2 (0) = {(C,(f), dl(f), u,(f)) : k € N} so that we have the following convergence in distribution
asmn — oo

{(Coys 3™l ™55} 1 <k < b} = GA(6) 3)
with respect to the weak convergence of the product topology induced by the Gromov—Hausdorff—Prokhorov

topology.

Theorem 1.3 (Matched heavy tails). Assume (H-clustering) and (H-critical). Suppose that (H-b-power)
and (H-w-power) both hold with o/ = o € (1,2), C® € (0,00) and C¥) € (0,00). Then there exists
a sequence of (random) measured metric spaces G (0) = {(CE’), d,(j’), ,LL,(S)) : k € N} so that we have
the following convergence in distribution as n — oo:

{(C’n’(k), %n_%ﬂdgr,n_%ﬂ,uz’k) 1<k <L K,n’m} = g<3)(9) 4

with respect to the weak convergence of the product topology induced by the Gromov—-Hausdorf{f—Prokhorov
topology.



The mismatch between the way we rank the connected components in x-weights and the definition
of NZ > Which relies on y-weights, is due to the specific coding of the graphs we use. The following
result, on the other hand, implies that we can switch to a ranking in y-weights and obtain the same limit
graphs.

Proposition 1.4 (Consistency of rankings). Let {C’rl1 ) 1<k<L fé:;lm} be the sequence of the con-
nected components of By, ., that contain at least one white vertex, ranked in decreasing order of their
y-weights (breaking ties arbitrarily). Assume the conditions from one of the three Theorems 1.1- 1.3.
Then for any K > 1,

lim P(Vl SE<K:Cl, = cm(,g)) ~ 1.

n—oo

Moreover, for each k > 1, the following convergence takes place in probability as n — co:

x(Ch (x)) N Jéb)
Y(Cr, 1)) Vo
As in the cases of Erd6s—Rényi model [1], the rank-1 models [16, 17], the configuration models [21]
and a number of other notables random graph models, the limit graphs that appear in the previous theo-
rems can be constructed from certain stochastic processes. We refer to Section 2.6.2 for the construction
of G (6),i € {1,2,3}.
Let us now explore the implications on the intersection graph G, ,,,. Denote by p,, the mapping that
sends the vertex b; in the bipartite graph B,, ;,, to the vertex i in G, ,,, and denote by CA'm( k) the image of

(&)

Ch (k) by pn- Then CA’,%( k) is a connected component of G, ,,. Denote by dRIG the graph distance of G, ,
and let ,ufflkc' be the push-forward of ,un 1. DY pn. In [33], a simple argument (Proposition 2.4) shows that
pn is in fact an isometry between (B, i, dgr) and (G m, 2 - dX19), and as a result one obtains a bound
on the Gromov—Hausdorff-Prokhorov distance between (én,(k)7 2 dgrlG, ,uf}IkG) and (Ch, k), dgrs oy 1)
For the current model, this bound combined with the previous theorems immediately yields the following

results on the intersection graph G, .
Corollary 1.5. Assume (H-clustering) and (H-critical).

(i) Double finite third moments: Under the assumptions (H-b-3rd) and (H-w-3rd), we have the
following convergence in distribution as n — oo

{(C’n,(k),n*%dgﬁm n 3,uRIG> 1<k < Rn,m} = g(1>(0)

with respect to the weak convergence of the product topology induced by the Gromov—Hausdorff—
Prokhorov topology.

(ii) One dominant heavy tail: Suppose that (H-b-power) holds for F®) with o € (1,2), C®) ¢
(0,00), and that either (H-w-3rd) is true or (H-w-power) holds for some o/ € (a,2) and C¥) ¢
(0, 00). We have the following convergence in distribution as n — co:

{(C’ O a+1dRG n aHMRIG) 1<k< /'in’m} — Q(Q)(H)

with respect to the weak convergence of the product topology induced by the Gromov—-Hausdorff—
Prokhorov topology.

(iii) Matched heavy tails: Suppose that (H-b-power) and (H-w-power) both hold with o/ = « € (1,2),
c®) ¢ (0, 00) and c e (0, 00). We have the following convergence in distribution as n — 0o:

{(C’n k)M T dRIG n a+1,uRIG) 1<k < /<cmm} == Q(S)(H)

with respect to the weak convergence of the product topology induced by the Gromov—Hausdorff—
Prokhorov topology.



Organisation of the paper. The proof of our main results is achieved by studying the scaling limit of
certain stochastic processes that encode B, ,,,. In Section 2, we introduce these graph encoding processes
and identify their limit. We also explain how to obtain the limit graphs from these limit processes.
Detailed proofs are found in Section 3.

2 Exploration of the bipartite graphs

Graph exploration has become a standard tool in the study of random graphs. In our current approach,
we will rely on a Last-In-First-Out (LIFO) queue that will simultaneously generate the random bipartite
graph B,, ,,, and a depth-first traversal of the graph. The idea of constructing graphs using LIFO-queues
can be traced back to [16, 17], where a simpler version appears in the context of rank-1 models, and
further back to [31] for the genealogies of branching processes.

2.1 LIFO-queues and depth-first exploration of graphs

We begin with the description of a generic LIFO-queue, and how it leads to a natural notion of genealogy.
The focus of this subsection is an alternative construction of the random bipartite B(n,m;x,y), which
utilises two independent sequences of exponential variables. We then explain how the construction is
connected with LIFO-queues.

A Last-In-First-Out queuing system. Let us consider a queuing system with a single server, where a
total number of N € N U {oo} clients arrive during the whole process. Let i € N and ¢ < N. Suppose
that Client ¢ arrives at time ¢; and requests A; € [0, 00) amount of service time. The client is served
immediately, even if the server has been occupied by another client prior to its arrival. Once Client ¢ has
received in full the A; service time, noting that its own service can be interrupted by later arrivals, the
server returns to the client whose service has been interrupted by the arrival of Client .

Genealogy of a LIFO-queue. Given the previous queue with N clients, we say that Client ¢ is a child
of Client j if and only if the arrival of the former interrupts the service of the latter. In particular, if a
client arrives when the server is unoccupied, then that client becomes an ancestor for a subset of the N
clients that consists of those arriving while that client is still in the queue. It is not difficult to see that
this notion of genealogy can be represented as a forest of rooted ordered trees on N vertices where each
vertex stands for a client and siblings are ranked according to their arrivals. We point to Fig. 1 for an
example. We note that the arrival order of the clients in the queue coincides with the depth-first traversal
of this forest.

A LIFO-queue construction of B(n, m;x,y). Recall the random bipartite graph B(n, m;x,y) with
given weight sequences x = (z;)1<i<n and y = (y;j)1<;j<m. We now present an alternative construction
of the graph where the connected components of the graph appear in a sequential way. Informally,
the construction consists in sampling the neighbourhood of each vertex in turn. However, the particular
schemes for sampling depend on the colour of the vertex. For black vertices, this is done in a breadth-first
manner, i.e. the entire neighbourhood is sampled in one step; for white vertices, depth-first samplings are
used instead: each time a member of the neighbourhood has been identified, we immediately move on to
the neighbourhood of this member. Formally, let

{B:1<i<n} and {B7:1<j<m)

be two independent collections of independent exponential variables of respective rates x; /zp m, 1 < i <
n, and y; / Zn,m» 1 < j < m. During the construction, we operate a queue for the white vertices. At step
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Figure 1: A LIFO queue and its genealogy.

k > 0, the status of the queue is recorded in an ordered sequence Ay, = {(lr,i, 7k(lk;:)) : 1 <@ < Ay}
lk1,lk2, k3, ... are the labels of the first, second, third, and so on white vertices in the queue, and
7% (lk,;) is the remaining service time for [, ; at that stage. Imagine also two dials—a black one and a white
one—that will help us to record the progress of the construction. Initially, set the black dial Téb) = 0 and
the white dial Téw) = 0. Set the initial queue Ag to be empty. At step & > 1, given T,itl)l, T,i‘i)l and Ay
do as follows.

If A, is empty, this signifies the start of a new connected component. Let V, = argmin{Ei(b) :

Ei(b) > T,Eb_)l}, namely the first black vertex arriving after T,Si)l. Set
7 =B, and 1) = (@077 wih o =) 4

Declare V}, as the root of a new rooted tree whose first generation, consisting entirely of white vertices,
is given by the following set

N (Vi) = {w; : j € [m], B € I(Vi)}.

Update the queue as follows: in the reverse order of their arrivals, put each member of N (V}) to the top
of Aj_1 along with a service request r(w;) = y; for each w; € N'(V}). Call the new queue Ay.
If Aj_; is not empty, let Uy be the first entry in A;_; along with its remaining service time 751 (Ug).

This signifies that Uy, is the customer being served from T,Si)l until the moment

T,Eb) = (T]gli)l + rg—1(Ux)) A min {Ei(b) . B® > T,Si)l}.

1

In words, Uy, will receive its service in full unless interrupted by a new arrival. If T]E,b) — ,S:)l < rp—1(Ug),

then a new black vertex arrives and breaks the service of Uy. Let V, = argmin{Ei(b) : Ei(b) > T,Eti)l} be
this black vertex and declare V}, as a child of Uj. Set

I(V) = (Tk(i)l, T,gw)] with T]gw) = T,gvi)l + zy,.
The offspring of V}; is defined as
N (Vi) = {w; : j € [m], B € I(Vi)}.

Update the queue as follows: first, set the remaining service time for Uy, to be r(Uy) = rip—1(Ux) —
(E‘(/z ) 7',81)1); secondly, in the reverse order of their arrivals, add each member of A/(V}) to the top of
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Figure 2: A LIFO-queue construction of B(n,m;x,y). The first steps of the construction can be explained as
follows: since Eéb) is the smallest among all the Ei(b) ’s, we have Vi = 2 and start the first tree rooted at by. An
inspection of the line below finds the two neighbours of by: wy and ws; thus Ay = {(w4, ya), (ws,ys)}. At step
2, we start with Uy = wy. The service of wy gets interrupted by the arrival of by at Eib), which becomes the first
child of wy. We then immediately pivots to identifying the neighbours of by and finding w1 as a result. At the end of
step 2, the queue status is given by Ay = {(w1,y1), (W4, ya — (Eib) - Eéb)))7 (ws, ys) }. Note that the arrivals of
b1 and bs add no new white nodes to the queue, so their “interruption” of the currently serviced client is finished
instantly.

Aj—1 along with a service request r(w;) = y; for each w; € N(V). Any other previous member of
Aj._1 has their remaining service time unchanged. Call the new queue Aj.

If, instead, Tlgb) — T,@l = rg_1(Uy), then the server completes the service of Uy, at T,Eb). In that case,

remove Uy, from Aj_; to yield Ay and set T]gw) = Tk(i)l.
Stop when Aj_; is empty and Tlgli)l > maxe(p] Ei(b).

In Fig. 2, we illustrate the previous construction with a simple example. Let us point out the following
features of the previous construction:

- The construction stops in no more than m +n steps. Indeed, at each step we complete the sampling
of the neighbourhood for at least one vertex. If Ay_; is empty, then we identify N (Vy). If Ap_;
is non empty and the service of Uy, is interrupted by the arrival of V}, we again identify N (V}).
If A;_1 is non empty but Uy, receives its service in full, then we complete the construction of the
neighbourhood of U}, at step k. We also note that in that case, V} is undefined. The stopping
mechanism also ensures that all the n black vertices will be explored by the end.

- The construction outputs a bipartite forest where each tree component is rooted at a black vertex.
Indeed, the construction ensures that at each step all the neighbours of Vj, and Uy are vertices
that have not appeared so far in the construction. We further rank vertices of the same generation
according to their arrival orders. The vertex set of this forest contains the n black vertices and a
subset of the m white vertices. Add any remaining white vertices as isolated vertices to the forest
and call the resulting graph F. We shall see that F is a spanning forest of B(n,m;X,y).



Figure 3: Black forest inside the bipartite forest.

To make the connection between F and the previous queuing system, denote by F®) the following
forest induced by F on the set of black vertices: a black vertex b is the parent of the black vertex b if
and only if b is the grandparent of b’ in F; see Fig. 3. Let us also note that each black vertex b; appears
as a unique V}, during the previous construction. As a result, we have assigned an interval I(7) := I(V},)
used to sample its offspring. Meanwhile, consider a queuing system of n clients with respective arrival
times (Ei(b))ie[n} and the service time for the client arriving at Ei(b) being

bi ,__ . ;
@'_E:%Hé%mw 1<i<n. (6)

j€lm]
Call this the bipartite LIFO-queue and let F be the forest of rooted ordered trees induced by it.
Lemma 2.1. We have F = F®).

Proof. Given the queue (Ay)x>o for the white vertices, we now define a corresponding queue for the
black vertices by merging the white vertices that are offspring of a common black vertex. Indeed, we
note that each time new entries are added to (Aj)x>1. they are added as a collection N (V},), where V, is
some black vertex. Aggregate all the service requests from A (V}) into a single request from the client
V.. Operate the queue in an obvious way: if a client from N (V}) is being served at time ¢ in the previous
queue, then say Vj, is served at time ¢ in the current queue. It is then straightforward to check that the
queue for the black vertices coincides with the bipartite LIFO-queue. The conclusion follows. O

Surplus edges. In general, the random graph B(n,m;x,y) is not a forest. To complete the construc-
tion, we need to include some additional edges without affecting the connected component structure of
F. These additional edges will be referred to as surplus edges. Denote by K the total steps that the
construction takes. For 1 < k < K, if V}, is defined in that step, then set

S = {(Vk,wj) Twj € Ak71};

otherwise, set S, = &. In words, S, identifies all the candidates for a potential surplus edge at step k.
If wj € Ag_1, let us denote y;(k) the remaining amount of service that w; has yet to receive when V},
arrives. Given (Sy)1<k<K, let {I; j : i € [n], j € [m]} be a collection of independent Bernoulli variables
that satisfies

E[ILij | (Sk)1<k<k] =13 k<K:(b;wy)es, ) (1 — exp(—y;(k)zi/znm). (7
10



Then
Enm = {(bj,w;) : I;; = 1,i € [n],j € [m]} (®)

denotes the set of endpoints of sampled surplus edges. Let B’ be the graph obtained after adding all the
edges from &, ,,, to F and forgetting the roots and vertex ordering in F.

Lemma 2.2. B’ is distributed as B(n, m;X,y).

A proof of Lemma 2.2 is given in Section 3.1. Thanks to it, we will tacitly assume from now on that
B(n,m;x,y) has been constructed using the exponential variables (EZ-(b))ie[n], (E](w) )jeim) and Ep .-

2.2 Graph encoding processes

Recall from Section 2.1 the generic LIFO-queue with arrivals at (¢;)1<;<n and service requests (A;)1<i<n.
The server load of at time ¢ refers to the total amount of unfulfilled service time from the clients in the
queue at that moment. To track that quantity, let us introduce:

ZtQ = —t+ Z Ail{tigt}v t>0. ©)

1<i<N

We note that the negative drift represents the discharge rate of the server, while ZtQ jumps upwards of
size A\; ateach t;, 1 < ¢ < N. From this, it is not difficult to convince oneself that the server load at time
t is given precisely by

Q _ ; Q
Z, 7111%ftZu

Recall again from Section 2.1 that we have associated a forest of rooted ordered trees to the queue. Let
us observe that in the aforementioned forest the ancestors of a client are those waiting in the queue while
the client is being served. Hence, the height of a client in the forest corresponds to the queue length for
the duration of its service.! To find that quantity, we follow Le Gall and Le Jan [31] to introduce the
so-called height process: for each t > 0, let

Hf?:#{sgt:z;% < inf Zg?} :#{ti <t:1<i<N,Z% < inf Zg?}. (10)
u€ls,t] ¢ u€lti,t]

We claim that Ht(‘? is the height of the client arriving at time ¢;, 1 < ¢ < N. Indeed, due to the Last-In-
First-Out rule, the client arriving at time ¢; departs from the queue at the first moment after ¢; when the
server load falls back to the level just prior to its arrival, that is the moment

; . 7Q Q | _: o7Q Q Q _ Q

1nf{t>t] A Sth,} —1nf{t>t] D Zy ir%ftZu <z ulgtf] Zu}.
It follows that HtQ counts the number of clients in the queue at time ¢. In fact, the previous arguments
can be used to establish a stronger identity: denote by dgr the graph distance of the forest and let v; be
the client being served at time ¢ (set vy = t if the queue is empty at time t); then for any 0 < s < ¢, we
have

d2(vs,v) = HO + HY — 2 min HQ, (11)

if inf, <, 259 = inf,<; Zf;2 , indicating the two clients are in the same tree component, and dgr (v, v¢) =
oo otherwise. Underlying the identity (11) is the fact that H? can be viewed as a time-changed version
of the so-called contour process of the forest; we refer to [16], Section 3.2 for further detail.

"We define the height of a root vertex as 1. The queue length counts the customer currently being served.
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To introduce the relevant processes for the bipartite graph B(n, m;x,y), let us recall the bipartite
LIFO-queue with arrivals at (E -(b))ie[n} and service requests (Al?i)ie[n} from (6). We define

(2

Z = —t+ 3 AP e, and HYY = #{s <t:2% < it Z;W}, t>0. (12

i) u€ls,t]

Then H;*Y is the length of the bipartite LIFO-queue at time ¢. We recall the forest F produced by the
LIFO-queue construction of B(n,m;x,y), which turns out to be a spanning forest of the graph Recall-
ing from Lemma 2.1 the connection between F, the black sub-forest F (®) and the forest F associated to
the bipartite queue, we have

2H ’&') — 1 = height of the black vertex b; in F, 1<1i <n. (13)

The process Z*Y can be expressed as a more explicit function of x, y, (Egb))ie[n], (Ej(w)) je[m)- Indeed,

let us define
AX( Z zil (E® <t} and  AY(t Z y;1 {E<“)<t} (14)

1€[n]
Lemma 2.3. We have
Z5Y = —t + AY o AX(t), t>0. (15)

We give the proof of Lemma 2.3 in Section 3.1. Let (gp 4, dpn ), 1 < < /<;§l7m be the maximal open
intervals of the following set

{t >0: 25 > inf Z;“-‘/},
s<t

ranked in increasing order of their left endpoints. Meanwhile, let T, ; be the i-th tree that appears in the
LIFO-queue construction of B(n,m;x,y). We denote by x(75, ¢) (resp. y(T},;)) the total x-weights of
the black vertices in 75, ; (resp. the total y-weights of the white vertices in 7T}, ;). Let xy, ,, stand for the
number of connected components in B(n, m;x,y) that contains at least one black vertex.

Lemma 2.4. We have Ky, = an’m. Fori=1,2,..., Kknm, we have
dn,i —Gn,i = Y(Tn,i> and Ax(dn,z) - Ax(gn,i_) = X(Tn,i)' (16)

A proof of Lemma 2.4 can be found in Section 3.1. For the moment, let us simply note that the
previous lemma suggest that we can recover the connected components of the graph by tracking the
excursion intervals of (Z;Y);>( above its running infimum.

2.3 A coupling with Poisson point processes in the i.i.d. case

From now on, we are only concerned with the i.i.d. case. Recall that we take z, ,, = /mn in this case.
Inspired by the work [28], we introduce a pair of Poisson point processes which will generate both the
vertex weights and the exponential variables used in the previous construction. Recall ¥’ (®) and F®), the
c.d.f. for the respective weight distributions for black and white vertices. Let II(®) = {(Ei(b), X;):1<

1 < Nr(lb)} be a Poisson point measure on Ri with intensity measure
7®) (dt, dz) = /5 ze VTG F®) (1) dt.

Note in particular that ng 7®)(dt, dzr) = n. Similarly, let [I(*) = {(Ej(.w),Yj) 1< <N bea

Poisson point measure on ]R2 with intensity measure

7 (ds, dy) = /™ ye VAR (y)ds,
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and independent of TI(®®). We observe the following distributional properties of II® and II(*), whose
proof is standard and therefore omitted.

Lemma 2.5. The total number of atoms N of 1™ is a Poisson variable of mean n; similarly, NT(: Visa
Poisson variable of mean m. Given NT(L ), the pairs (EZ-(b), X;),1<i< Nﬁb) are i.i.d. with the joint dis-
tribution 7® (dt, dz) /n. In particular, given N® = n, the marginal distribution of (X1, X2, , Xy)
is that of an i.i.d. sequence with common distribution dF®), and conditional on (X1, Xo,..., Xp),
EZ-(b), 1 < i < n are independent and each with Exp(X;/\/mn) distribution. Similarly, given N,(,f ) =
m, the marginal distribution of (Y1,Ya, -+ ,Yy,) is that of an i.i.d. sequence with common distribu-
tion dFW, and conditional on (Y1,Ya,....Y5), E;w), 1 < 5 < m are independent and each with
Exp(Y;/\/mn) distribution.

Let us consider the bipartite graph with random weight sequences X, = {z;:1<i< N } and
Y,={y:1<j< Néf)}. In particular, on the event {N,gb) = n,NT(,f) = m}, the previous lemma
ensures that we obtain a version of By, ,, = B(n,m;X,,Y,,). On the complement of that event, we
obtain a graph with a different size in the vertex set; nevertheless, it still makes sense to talk about the
graph B(n,m; X,,, Y,,). For this reason, let

P, be the joint distribution of TT® and TT™),

The construction in Section 2.1 and Lemma 2.5 combined allow us to view B(n, m; X,,Y m) as a func-
tion of X,,, Y, (Ei(b))1 <N (E](AW))1 <j<NG and some extra randomness used to sample the surplus
edges that can be assumed to be 1ndependent of the previous random variables. By enlarging the proba—
bility space to accommodate the extra randomness, we will assume from now on that B(n, m; X, Y m)
is thus defined under P, ,,,. Furthermore, the graph encoding processes introduced in Section 2.2 also

have a version under P, ,,,: let

b,n w,m _
1§ZSN<b) 1<j<N(w)
2 =tk AT o ACTe), HT = s <42 207 < inf Zﬁ’m}' (18
ue|s,t

2.4 Limit theorems for the graph encoding processes

Recall that we have assumed m = |0n]; see (H-clustering). Recall the c.d.f. F® F®) for the weight
(b) _(w)

distributions and the notation o, *, o’ for their respective r-th moments. The critical regime that we are

(b)

interested in requires oy~ - O'éw) = 1; see (H-critical). We have distinguished three scenarios regarding
the tail behaviours of £®) and F™): double finite third moments, one dominant heavy tail and matched
heavy tails. We describe here the scaling limit of (Z™", H™"), introduced in (18), in each of these
scenarios. For I C Ry and d € N, we denote by ID(I,R%) the space of cadlag functions from I to R?
equipped with the Skorokhod topology.

Scaling limit of Z™™. Fori € {1,2,3}, let L&) = (Egi) )t>0 be a spectrally positive stable Lévy
process whose law is characterised by the Laplace transform:

E[e_mgi)] =exp (t¥;(N), A>0,t>0, (19)
where
(2)C1A%, Ci = Jéw)aéb) + \/é(o‘éw)) U:()’b)’
Uy(A) = Cla)CaX*, Co = C(b)g%l(ggm)a?
(a)C3A*, Csz= C(w)aéb) + C’(b)QQT_I(géw))a,

<

>
!
Q

<
w
>
i
Q
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and C(a) = (a+ 1)I'(2 — ) /(a(a — 1)) for « € (1,2) and C(2) = 1/2. We shall refer to ¥; as the
Laplace exponent of L), Now let Z() = (Zt(i))tzo be a stochastic process with cadlag sample paths
whose distribution satisfies the following absolute continuity relationship: for each ¢ > 0 and every
measurable function F' : D([0,¢], R) — R, we have

E[F ((Z“gi))sgt)} = E[F ((ﬁﬁ”)sgt) '&“’] (20)

0) taéb)s © t ng)s
E" =exp —/ —=—dLY —/ v, dst. (1)
P =em{- 15 ()}

Underlying the identity (20) is the property that (St(i) )t>0 18 a unit-mean positive martingale; we refer to
Appendix B for further details. We will shortly see that Z(), i = 1,2, 3, all appear in the scaling limit of
Z™™ under the various assumptions of F'®) and F(¥).

Let us present some alternative definitions of Z (@) Fori = 1, we note that £(!) is a Brownian motion.
In that case, the identity in (20) is a special case of Girsanov’s Theorem for Brownian motions and we
have in fact

with

(b) (b),

2 e - () (5

In words, Z(1) is a Brownian motion with a parabolic drift. For both i = 2 and ¢ = 3, £ is an a-
stable process. Let (M;);>(0 be a martingale process with cadlag sample paths which has independent
increments and whose marginal laws are characterised as follows: for all A > 0 and ¢t > 0,

):tzo}. (22)

t oo b
E[e ] = exp {(a +1) / / (e — 14 Ag)e 2 =/0g-0 gy dS}. (23)
0 Jo

Then a Girsanov-type theorem for Lévy processes (see Appendix B) says that

z0) @ {ci M, — (‘75;))_1 - \Ifi("é;)t) St > 0}, i=23. (24)

Height processes in the limit.  For the spectrally positive Lévy process £, i € {1,2, 3}, the notion
of height process has been introduced by Le Gall and Le Jan [31], who show that there exists a stochastic
process (”HE’))QO of continuous sample paths so that the following limit exists in probability for all

t>0:
t

7 (i .1
/Ht)::hmf

1, .0 i, ds. 25
e—0¢€ Jg {‘c\(s>§1nfu€[5,t]££>+€} (25)

The identity (20) allows us to assert the existence of an analogous height process for Z (1), Namely, for
i € {1, 2, 3}, there exists some process (’H,EZ))QO of continuous sample paths satisfying
1 t

”HEU = lim —

1 i) . i ds 26
e—0 € 0 {Z‘g )Slnqu[s,t] 2754 >+E} ’ ( )

where the limit above exists in probability for all £ > 0. Furthermore, for Z (1), which is a Brownian
motion with a parabolic drift, its height process takes a simple form, as almost surely we have

M _ 2 (20 ez >
21! Cl(Zt inf | ). t=o0. 27)

We refer to [23] for further background on the height processes of Lévy processes and particularly
Eq. (1.7) there for the simplification in the Brownian case.
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Proposition 2.6 (Convergence of the graph encoding processes). Assume (H-clustering) and (H-critical).
Fori € {1,2,3}, let (Z(Z))t>o be the stochastic process defined in (20) and (7—[§ ))t>0 be as in (26).

(1) Double finite third moments: Under both (H-b-3rd) and (H-w-3rd), the following weak conver-

gence takes place under P, (- | N = m, NP = n):
{n 7 nTRH > 0} {Z(l) HY > 0} in D(R,,, R2). (28)

(2) One dominant heavy tail: Assume that (H-b-power) holds with o € (1,2) and C® € (0, 0).
Assume that either (H-w-3rd) is true or (H-w-power) holds with o/ € («,2) and C @) e (0, 00).
Then the following weak convergence takes place under Py, 1, (- | Ny, () =m, Ny ® n):

{n M e > 0} — {252),7{9) 1> o} inD(R.,R?).  (29)

(3) Matched heavy tails: Assume that both (H-b-power) and (H-w-power) hold with o = o/ € (1,2)

and C® € (0,00),C™ € (0,00). Then the following weak convergence takes place under
m( NS = m, N = n):

{n SHZMT TR g o} — {2,53),H§3) Lt > o} inD(R.,R%).  (30)

oz/oz+1t7 a/a+1t

The proof of Proposition 2.6, given in Section 3.2, is the main focus of the proof section 3.

2.5 Convergence of the surplus edges

Roughly speaking, Proposition 2.6 from the previous section implies the convergence of the spanning
forest F to the spanning forest of the continuum graphs. Recall that the finite graph can be obtained from
its spanning forest by inserting a collection of surplus edges. We show here that the collection of surplus
edges also has a trackable limit distribution. Together with the previous convergence of graph encoding
processes, this will provide the principal arguments of our main results.

Before presenting our result on the convergence of the surplus edges, we first introduce some modi-
fications on how we sample these edges in B,, ,,,. The first modification is deterministic and consists in
altering locally the graph distance. The second modification highlights the hidden Poissonian features of
the surplus edges.

Local modifications in the graph distance. Recall &, ,,, the set of surplus edges of B,, ,,, under P, ,,,
and recall that all its elements are of the form e = (b;, w;) for which there exists some unique 1 < k < K
so that b; = Vj, and w; € Aj_;. In words, surplus edges are only formed between the black vertex
explored at step £ and a white vertex from the queue at that time, 1 < k£ < K. Lete = (b;, w;) € Enm
and let k(e) be such that V() = b;. Since the queue Ay, is filled by the white neighbours of (V7)<
that have not been fully explored, we can find a unique &'(e) < k so that w; € N (Vi(c)). Now let
(Vi(e)s Vi (e)) be the edge obtained from e by replacing the white vertex with its parent in 7 and define
the collection

g;l,m = {(Vk(e)7 Vk’(e)) rec En,m} 31

Let B” be the graph obtained after adding all the edges from 8,’17m to F and forgetting the roots and
vertex ordering in F. Although B” is no longer a bipartite graph, it provides a convenient approximation
on B, , as shown in the following lemma. Recall the ranked sequence {Cn’(k) 11 <k < kpym} of the
connected components of B, ,,, that contain at least one black vertex. Let Id be the identity map from
the vertex set of By, ,, to that of B”. Recall that d, stands for the graph distance of B,, ,,; let d” be the
graph distance of B”.
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Lemma 2.7. Forn € Nand 1 < k < Ky m, Id(Cn,(k)) is a connected component of B"; moreover
denoting

disg (Id) = sup{|dg (2, y) — d"(z,y)| : x,y € Cpy 1y},

we have
disk(Id) S Sn’k,

where sy, i, is the number of surplus edges with both endpoints in C,, ().

Poissonisation of surplus edges. We present here an alternative way of sampling surplus edges via a
Poisson point process. To that end, we will need an auxiliary function ™" introduced below. Roughly
speaking, the function transfers y-weights to x-weights. Recall from (6) the bipartite LIFO-queue with
service requests (Azi). Recall that if A};i = 0, then Client k£ will immediately leave the queue the
moment it arrives. Given the bipartite LIFO-queue, for ¢ > 0, we set

D; = {1 <k < N/ : Client k has departed by time ¢ if AP* > 0 and E,gb) < tif AP =0}

and
W; = {1 <k < NP : AP > 0 and Client k is in the queue at time ¢}. (32)

If k € 20;, denote by A(t) the service time that Client & has received by ¢. Let X" : Ry — R be as
follows: AL
L
) = Xpligeny + D Ab Xl (33)
k k

Forl < k < Nflb), denote by Ji the set of time when Client % is served, with the convention that
Jp = {E,gb)} if A};i = 0. Note that J;,,1 < k < NT(Lb) are disjoint sets. For A C R, let its image set by
Y™™ be defined as follows:

Sm(A) = {y: 3t € Ast. B (E—) < y < DV(E)),

We also write | A| for the Lebesgues measure of a Borel set A C R.. The following result summarises
some useful properties of 2™,

Lemma 2.8. The function t — Y™™ (t) is increasing and strictly increasing on the set of time when the
queue is nonempty. Moreover, we have |X™"™ (J)| = Xy foreach 1 < k < N,

Let Qnm = {(si,¥i) : 1 <@ < gy m} be a Poisson point measure with rate 1//mn on

Dy = {(5,5) : 3t > 05 E™(8=) < s < TV(1),0 < y < Z"™ — inf Z)}.
u<

Suppose (S;,yi) € Qnm- By definition, we can find some ¢; > 0 satisfying X" (t;—) < s; < X" (¢;).
Since the queue is not empty at time ¢ if and only if Z;""™" > inf,<; Z,”"", with probability 1, the queue
is not empty at time ¢;. As a result, X™"" is strictly increasing on a neighbourhood of ¢; and such
t; is therefore unique a.s. Let by, be the client being served at time ¢;. We set ¢, = sup{u < t; :
Zy"™ —infy<y Zy™ < y;}, and let be, be the client being served at time t:. Define

Em = {(beiybey) 1 <0 < gm - .

Lemma 2.9. &/, has the same distribution as &, .
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Proof of Lemmas 2.7-2.9 is given in Section 3.3. Thanks to these results, we can focus on the Poisson
point measure Q"™ instead of the original surplus edges. We now present the main result concerning its
scaling limit, whose proof is again found in Section 3.3. To that end, let us introduce that for a, b > 0,

S, 0(Q™™) = {(si/byi/a) : 1 < i < gom}-
Recall Z() from (20). Given Z(®), let Q()) be a Poisson point measure with rate 1/v/0 on

D) .— L s>00<y<z® _ inf zOL
{<3ay) S_0,0_y_ \/gag’)s uS%a’g’])s U (35)

Proposition 2.10 (Convergence of the surplus edges). Assume (H-clustering) and (H-critical).

(1) Double finite third moments: Under both (H-b-3rd) and (H-w-3rd), the rescaled point measure
1 2
L n3,n3|(Q™™) under P (- | NP = n, N = m) converges in distribution to QY on any
compact set of R?, jointly with the convergence in (28).

(2) One dominant heavy tail: Assume that (H-b-power) holds with o € (1,2) and C® € (0, 0).
Assume that either (H-w-3rd) is true or (H-w-power) holds with o/ € («,2) and C W) e (0, 00).
Then Y[na%l,na%l](Q”m) under P, (- | NP = n, N = m) converges in distribution to Q'?)
on any compact set of R?, jointly with the convergence in (29).

(3) Matched heavy tails: Assume that both (H-b-power) and (H-w-power) hold with o = o/ € (1,2)
1 o

and C® € (0,00),C® € (0,00). Then .#[na+1,n =47 |(Q™™) under Py (- | N\ = n, N®) =

m) converges in distribution to Q®) on any compact set of R2, jointly with the convergence in (30).

2.6 Construction of the limit graphs

So far, we have seen in Proposition 2.6 that (Z @), H(i)) appears in the scaling limit for the discrete
graph encoding processes (Z™", H™™), as well as in Proposition 2.10 that Q@) describes the limit
distribution of surplus edges, i € {1,2,3}. We explain here how the limit graphs G () in Theorems 1.1-
1.3 are obtained from the triple (Z(), H4(®) Q). The basic idea is that #(?) will be used to construct a
forest of continuum random trees, where “shortcuts” will then be identified using (Z (i), Q(i)).

2.6.1 Graphs encoded by real-valued functions

We follow the approach in [17] to present the construction of a measured metric space from a real-valued
function and a finite collection of points. The construction is slightly more general than the one seen for
instance in [1] as it allows the function to have jumps, which is particularly appealing for us as our dis-
crete height processes H™™ are not continuous. We assume that our reader is familiar with the notions of
real trees [24], measured metric spaces [26], and Gromov—Hausdorff-Prokhorov topology [32]. In par-
ticular, we adopt the following definition of Gromov—Hausdorff—Prokhorov distance: for two measured
metric spaces G = (G1,dy, 1) and Ga = (Ga, dg, p2), their Gromov—Hausdorff—Prokhorov distance is
given by

daup(G1, G2) := inf { ™™ (41(G1), $2(G2)) + dpr (p10 7', 20 63 ") },

where the infimum is over all Polish spaces (E, dg) and isometric embeddings ¢; from G; — E; dgaus
stands for the Hausdorff distance of F, and dp; is the Prokhorov distance for the finite Borel measures on
E, with y; o d)i_l standing for the push-forward of u; by ¢;, ¢ = 1, 2. We further point out that the space
of (equivalence classes) of compact measured metric spaces is a Polish space in the topology induced by
daup ([32)).

Let(p, € (0,00) and h : [0, (] — R4 be aright-continuous function with left-hand limits (i.e. cadlag).
We shall further assume that
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e either A is continuous;
* or h([0, () is a finite set.

For (s,t) € [0, ()2, let us define
dp(s,t) = h(s) + h(t) — 2bp(s,t), where bp(s,t) = min{h(u) : min(s,t) < u < max(s,t)}.

Say s ~p, tif and only if dj(s,t) = 0. Then dj, induces a distance on the quotient space 7} :=
[0, Cn]/ ~n, which we still denote as dj,. The metric space (T}, dj) is compact and tree-like as it satisfies
the so-called four-point inequality: for all s1, s2, s3, s4 € [0, (3], it holds that

dp(s1,82) + dp(ss, s4) < max{dp(s1,s3) + dn(s2,84),dn(s1,84) + dp(s2,s3)}

On the other hand, (7}, d,) is not necessarily connected. Let py, stand for the canonical projection from
[0, (] to T}, and denote by iy, the push-forward of the Lebesgue measure on [0, (] by pp,. Let us define
the measured metric space

T = (T, dns pun) - (36)

Informally speaking, the measured metric space that we are aiming for will be obtained from 7, by
inserting a finite number of “shortcuts”. Despite (7}, dj) not being connected in general, for z,y € Tj,
we refer to a path from x to y in T}, a finite sequence (e1, ez, €3,...,ep) Where p € Z, e; = (x4, ;) €
T2, 1<i<p,andz; =z,y, =y. Nowletg € Nand IT = {(u;,v;) : 1 < i < ¢} with (u;,v;) € T
for 1 < i < g. Fix some € > 0. For a path 7 = (e1,e2,€3,...,¢ep) With e; = (2;,;),1 < i < p, its
(I1, €)-modified length is defined as
) = 3 e,
1<i<p

where (e;) = min{e, dp(x;, y;) } if either (z;, ;) or (vi, ;) € II, and ¢(e;) = dp, (x4, y;) otherwise. The
following defines a pseudo-distance on 7}, if e = 0 and a distance if e > 0: for all z,y € T}, let

dp1e(z,y) = inf {lr1¢(7) : v is a path from z to y in T} }.

In the case where € = 0, we then turn it into a true distance by quotienting the points at dj, 11 .-distance
0 from each other, similarly to the way that 7 is defined. In both cases, call the resulting metric space
(Gh 11, dp 1) and denote by pp, 11 the canonical projection from (T}, dp) to (Gh e, dp11,e). Write
fth 11, for the push-forward of py by pp 1. The end product of our construction is the following mea-
sured metric space

G(hIL€) = (Ghne, dn e, Mh,T1,e) - (37)

In the sequel, it is sometimes more convenient to define the endpoints of shortcuts from their pre-images
in [0, (. Accordingly, let ¢ € Nand @w = {(s;,t;) : 1 < i < ¢} with s;,¢; € [0,¢p] for1 < i < ¢q. We
then define I1(ww) = {(pn(si), pr(ti)) : 1 <i < ¢} and set

G (h,w,€) = G(h,II(w),¢). (38)

The encoding of the bipartite graph. Recall from (18) the pair (Z™"™, H™™). In particular, H™™
only takes finite values on any compact set of R, and therefore satisfies the previous conditions of h.
From Lemma 2.4, we note that there is a correspondence between the excursion intervals of Z™"* above
its running infimum and the connected components of B,, ,,, that contain at least one black vertex. Let us
rank these excursion intervals according to their lengths and let (gn’(k), dn’(k)) be the k-th longest such
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interval, 1 < k < Ky, ,,. We note this is also the k-th longest excursion interval of H™™ above 0. Let
H™* denote the portion of ™™ running on this interval:

n,k n,m R
Ht = Ht+gn7(k)7 0<t< Cn,(k) = dn,(k) ~ Gn,(k)-

Recall that C), 1) stands for the k-th largest connected component of By, ,, in x-weights. Let T}, () be
the connected component of F that has the same vertex set as C), (). In other words, T;, (1 is a spanning
tree of Cy, (). Recall the measure u%k, which assigns an atom of size Y; to each of the white vertex
wj contained in C), (). Recall from (6) the quantity A?i and let /l% ;. be the measure which assigns an
atom of size A?i to each black vertex b; in C), (). Put differently, /l% ;. can be obtained from “Z,k by
transferring the total y-weights of their offspring to each black vertex. Let dgr denote the graph distance

in F. Denote by TT(Lb() k) the subset that contains all the black vertices of T}, (). Comparing (13) and (11)
with the previous definition of dj,, we find that
(Tﬁh()k), dZ, iy ) is isometric 0 Topne, 1<k < K. (39)

Meanwhile, since in 7;, () each white vertex is at distance 1 from a black vertex, we have for all a > 0,

danp (T 0 df i) (T gy a- dfe i) ) < 2a. (40)

Finally, recall from (31) the set cS’,’w,z of modified surplus edges with both endpoints in the black vertex
set. Let £'(k) be the subset of &, ,, formed by those edges with both endpoints in Téb() > and let I1(k)

be the image of £’(k) by the isometry from TT(Lb() k) t0 Tomn.x Whose existence is ensured in (39). We note

that G(2H™* TI(k),1) is the measured metric space obtained from 7oy by inserting each member of
II(k) as an edge of length 1. Taking into account (39), (40) and Lemma 2.7, we conclude that for any
a >0,

denp <Q(2aH”’k, TI(k), a), (Cpy (ks - dgr,ug,k)) < 2a(spp + 1), (41)

with s,, ,, standing for the cardinality of II(k), 1 < k < Ky .

Comparison of two function-encoded graphs. As our main strategy for proving convergence of
graphs relies upon their coding functions, we will utilise the following result from [16]. Let ¢ € N.
For j € {1,2}, suppose that h; : [0, (;] — R is a cadlag function that is either continuous or £, ([0, (;])
is a finite set, and @; = {(s;,,%;:) : 1 < ¢ < ¢} is a collection of points with 0 < s;; < t;; < (; for
each i < q. Suppose further that there is some § > 0 verifying

max |Sl,i — 827i| < 5, max ‘tlﬂ' — tgﬂ“ < 0.
1<i<q 1<i<q

Let €1, €2 > 0. Then we have ([16], Lemma 2.7)

daup (9(h1, w1, €1), 9 (he, w2, €2))
< 6(q+ 1) (|71 — halloo +ws(h1)) + 3gmax{er, e2} + |1 — G, (42)

where ﬁj is the extension of i to R, by setting ﬁ](x) =0 forall z > (;, and ws(h1) = sup{|h1(s) —
hi(t)| : |s — t| < &} is the 6-modulus of continuity of ;.
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2.6.2 The three limit graphs

The double finite third moment regime. Recall from (20) the limit process Z (1) in the double finite
third moments regime and note that (22) says that Z (1) is a Brownian motion with a parabolic drift.
Results from Aldous [2] (see in particular Section 5 there) show that the excursions of Z (1) above its
running infimum process can be ranked in decreasing order of their lengths. For k& € N, let (g, dx) be
the k-th longest excursion of Z (1) above its running infimum. Recall from (26) as well as (27) the height
process H() for Z(1). We note that (g, dy,) is also the k-th longest excursion of (1) above 0. Denote
by H ¥ the portion of H(Y) running on this interval:

Wyt = 'Héﬂt, 0<t<(:=dk— gk

Recall from (35) the Poisson point measure Q1) = {(siyyi) i > 1}, If (s4,u5) € oW and s; €
(gk, dr.), we set
t; = sup {u <s;: Z&l) — inf Zél) < yi}.
v<u

Since ZW) attains a running infimum at g, we have ¢; € (gx, ;). Note that the previous definition of ¢;
mimics the construction of &, ,, in (34). Let us now define

wg = {(Si — Gk, ti) * (84,9i) € oW s € (Qk,dk)}, k> 1.

Recall from (38) the measured metric space & (h, w, €). The limit graph G(V) = {(C,(cl), d,il), ,u,(:)) ke
N} in Theorem 1.1 is given by

(€. ) = 9 (0 m1,0), ke @)

The one dominant heavy tail regime. In this case, the limit process Z(?) is a semi-martingale with
independent increments which further satisfies the absolute continuity relationship (20) with an a-stable
process. We point out that Z(2) has already been used to describe the scaling limit of critical configuration
models with i.i.d. degrees; see [28] and [21]. In particular, in the notation of Theorem 8.1 in [28], we
have

(52?00 Dyxy+ AVt > 0)

withy = a+2,u =60/ aéw) and ¢ = Cs - v in the notation there. As a result, Theorem 8.3 of [28] applies,
and we can therefore rank the excursion intervals of Z(2) above its running infimum in decreasing order
of their lengths. As in the previous case, let (g, dy) be the k-th longest excursion of Z (2) above its
running infimum, k € N. The height process 7(? is introduced in (26). The definition there implies that
(g, dy,) is also the k-th longest excursion of () above 0. The rest of the construction is done in exactly
the same way as in the double finite third moments regime, except that we replace Z (1) with 2(2), 1)
with H(2) and QW) with Q.

The matched heavy tail regime. The semi-martingale representation (24) implies that
(0712?10 > 0y L {5z > o).

Therefore, the construction in the previous regime can be easily adapted to the current one; we omit the
detail.
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3 Proof

3.1 Some results on the bipartite graph with fixed weights

Recall from Introduction the bipartite graph B(n, m; x, y) with the fixed weight sequences x = (z;)1<i<n
and 'y = (yj)1<j<m. We give here the proofs of Lemmas 2.2-2.4 that concern this model. Clearly, the
same properties also hold for B;, ,,,, the model with i.i.d. weights.

Sketch proof for Lemma 2.2. The main idea is similar to the one used in [17] for rank-1 models. A formal
argument in that case can be found in Section 3 of [17]. We sketch here an informal argument, primarily
based upon the memoryless properties of the exponential distribution. Let I; ; denotes the indicator for
the event that the black vertex b; is adjacent to the white vertex w; in the graph B’. By definition, it
suffices to show that [; j,i € [n],j € [m] are independent Bernoulli variables with respective means
pi,j as defined in (1). Say that at step k, V. = b; has been assigned. Among the m white vertices, we
distinguish two subsets: VW, which consists of those j satisfying EJ(-W) > Té“i)l, and the complementof V.
Conditional on w; € W, the probability that w; € N (V}) is then precisely p; j. And if the event occurs,
then w; will be adjacent to b; in B’. On the other hand, if w;j ¢ W, then either wj = Uy for some
k' < korw € Aj_;. In the first case, the presence of an edge between {w;, V}, = b;} has been sampled
at step k' in the algorithm (affirmative if & = k and negative if &’ < k). In the second case, recall that
y;j (k) denotes the remaining amount of service that w; has yet to receive when V}, arrives. Then during
the A := y; — y;(k) amount of service that w; has received up to that point, V}, does not appear, which
is an event of probability exp(—z; - A/zy ). The conditional distribution of I; ; given the event is then
precisely the one given in (7). O

Proof of Lemma 2.3. Let us write Z; = —t+ AY o A(t). Since both have the same linear drift, it suffices
to show that Z%¥ and Z share the same jumps. To that end, we first note that as A* only increases
through jumps, the jumping times of 7y are necessarily jumping times of A*, which are E( ) , 1 <i<n.
It remains to show that for each i € [n],

-7

b
E®_ = A7

By definition, we have

Z_ Z yj {Ax( (b) )<E(w)<Ax( (b>)}

JE€[m]

Recall from the LIFO-queue construction that the black vertex b; appears as certain V}, during the con-

struction. In other words, there is a unique k£ = k(7) such that V, = b;. Recall also the way that the white

dial is updated: we have TJ(W) — Tj@l = wy; if Vj is defined and T](w) — Tj@l = 0 if no Vj is appointed at

step j. It follows that
= Z LV; 1{Vj is defined} -

J<k

Since the order in which Vj;, j > 1 appear coincides with the ranking of (E-(b))ie[n}, we deduce that

MEP ) =7 and AX(EP) =7

Hence, we have

_ bi
A= Z y] {E(”) (W) w)]} Z y] {E<" cl(Vi)} Z y] {E<w el(i)} Al ’

j€[m] J€[m] J€[m]
according to the definition (6). This completes the proof. O
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Proof of Lemma 2.4. The first identity in (16) follows from general results on LIFO-queues. Indeed,
recall ZtQ from (9), which tracks the server load. In particular, the server is idle at time ¢ if and only if
ZtQ = infs<; Z SQ . Moreover, after the first customer of the queue arrives, the server will only become
idle after having served out all the clients in the first tree. It follows that if ( ng, de) is the first excursion
interval of Z% above its running infimum, then d? — g? is equal to the total service requests from the
customers in the first tree. Iterating this argument for the subsequent excursion intervals, we obtain a
bijection between the excursion lengths of Z% and the total service requests from each tree. Applying
this to Z*Y and noting from (6) that the service requests correspond to the y-weights of the white vertices
in T}, ;, we deduce the first identity in (16), as well as k, , = ﬁ%7m. For the second, observe that A* and
Z*Y share the same jumping times. Since the jumps of Z*¥ that appear in (g, ;, dy, ;) are precisely the
black vertices of T, ;, the conclusion follows. O

3.2 Proof of Proposition 2.6

We prove in this subsection Proposition 2.6, which asserts the convergence of the graph encoding pro-
cesses (Z™™, H™™) under the three different scenarios. Our approach here is inspired by the work of
Conchon-Kerjan and Goldschmidt [21], although in our case Z™™ is itself a composition of exploration-
type processes. On the other hand, the exploration processes we introduce here have more regular distri-
butional properties, which will significantly simplify the calculations for their convergence. Let us first
lay out the main steps of the proof.

3.2.1 An overview of the proof

Recall from Section 2.3 the coupling of LIFO-queue construction of the graph with a pair of Poisson
point measures. In particular, we have

Bum 2 B(n,m; Xy, ¥,) under P (- | N® = n, N® = ).

The following lemma says that in fact we can remove the conditioning on Ny(Lb) and Néf ), Roughly
speaking, this is because we are primarily concerned with large connected components, which appear
early in the exploration and only rely upon the first o(n) atoms in the Poisson point measures. Recall
A®™) from (17) and (Z™™, H™™) from .

Lemma 3.1. Assume (H-clustering). Let (by,)nen be a sequence of positive real numbers that satisfies
SZ’ZS ),n > 1lis
tight. Denote by L, the law of (Z;;;?tn, H :,:;n)tﬁto under Py, ,, and by [i,, the law of the same pair under

P (- |N7(Lb) =n, N = m). Then

b, — oo and b, = o(n) asn — co. Letty € (0,00). Assume that the sequence b,,* A

dTV(l&’TL?/'Ln) = Sl/lgp |ﬂn(A) - ﬂn(A)’ — 0, asn — oo,

where the supremum is over all the Borel sets A of the Skorokhod space D([0, to], R?).

Lemma 3.1 is shown in Section 3.2.2. Thanks to it, we only need to prove the claimed convergences
in Proposition 2.6 under P, ,,,. We divide the remaining proof into the following steps.

Step 1: Radon-Nikodym derivatives for the graph exploration processes. We note that under P, ,,
Z™™ has independent but inhomogeneous increments. We establish here an analogue of (20) for Z™™.
To that end, let us first introduce two mutually independent compound Poisson processes (Lib))tzo and
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(Liw))tzo under P,, ,,, with respective Lévy measures /n/m zdF®) (z) and \/m/n ydF® (y). In other
words, we have forall ¢t > 0, \ > 0:
(0) ()
Enmle ] = exp(t o™ (1), Bumle ] = exp(t ™ (1), (44)

where the Laplace exponents go(b) and cp("’) are given by

I =2 [ e, o= 2 [ e ).
M J(0,00) 1 J(0,00)

We then set

L= —t+ LW o LOV (1) = —¢ + L(‘?b), t>0. (46)
We point out that (L;"™);> is itself a Lévy process, by standard results on the subordination of Lévy
processes. The proof of the following result can be found in Section 3.2.3.
Lemma 3.2. Let n,m € N. The following identity holds for all t > 0 and all measurable function
F :D(]0,t],R) — R4, we have

B [F((20) )| = Bnn [P ((L2™),2,) - BT, @7)

where
(b)

AL L® s tog t s
g _ 1) / @ (5 \je_ / _S g / ® (5 Vi) (4
t exp{ /0 \/mnd # 0 ? («/mn)ds Omd s 090 <w/mn)ds} (48)

Step 2: Convergence of the Lévy processes and their height processes. In Section 2.2, we have
introduced the height process H;"™ as the following functional of Z™"™:

H”m_#{s<t Z"™ < int ngm}.

T os<u<t
We now introduce its counterpart for L™ using the same functional:
A = #{5 <t: LM< inf L;%m}, t>0.
s<u<t

Lemma 3.3. Assume (H-clustering) and (H-critical). Fori € {1,2,3}, let (,/:f))tzo be the Lévy process
specified in (19) and (ﬁ@)tzo be as in (25).

(1) Double finite third moments: Under both (H-b-3rd) and (H-w-3rd), the following weak conver-

gence takes place under P, ,,:

{n S T SHT > o} — {z:,ﬁ”,ﬁ,ﬁ” 1> 0} in D(R, R?). (49)

(2) One dominant heavy tail regime: Assume that (H-b-power) holds with o € (1,2) and C® €
P
(0,00). Assume that either (H-w-3rd) is true or (H-w-power) holds with o/ € (a,2) and C™¥) €
(0, 00). Then the following weak convergence takes place under Py, p,:

a/a+1t’ a/a+1t

{n SV TEREMT > o} — {ﬁ@,ﬁ?’ 1> 0} inD(R.,R?).  (50)
(3) Matched heavy tails regime: Assume that both (H-b-power) and (H-w-power) hold with o = o' €

(1,2) and C®) € (0,00), C™ € (0,00). The following weak convergence holds under P, ,,:
{n a+1L o

no/atly?

AR AT > o} — {ﬁf’),ﬁf’) > 0} inD(R.,R?). (51

a/a+1t

Our proof of Lemma 3.3, given in Section 3.2.4, relies heavily on Duquesne-Le Gall’s Theorem that
asserts the convergence for the contour functions of critical Bienaymé trees. However, for our purpose
here, we require a modified version—stated in Appendix C—of the original theorem.
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Step 3: Convergence of the Radon-Nikodym derivatives. The final ingredient for the proof of Propo-
sition 2.6 concerns the convergence of Ef ™ in (48). Recall é’t(l) from (21).

Lemma 3.4. For eacht > 0, the following statements hold true under P, ,,:

(1) Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3 (1), E:g/r; LIS uniformly integrable and converges in distribution

to St(l), Jjointly with the convergence in (49). Furthermore, for all tg > 0, we have the following
convergence in probability:

sup n_%A(b’")(ngt) - 9_%a§b)t — 0. (52)
t<tg
(2) Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3 (2), E™ o /a 41, I8 uniformly integrable and converges in distribu-

tion to Et( )
convergence in probability:

, jointly with the convergence in (50). Furthermore, for all tg > 0, we have the following

sup nia%l/\(bm(na%lt) 0~ 20'(b)t — 0. (53)
t<to
(3) Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3 (3), E™

tion to St( ), Jjointly with the convergence in (51). Furthermore, for all tg > 0, we have the following
convergence in probability:

o /a b1y IS uniformly integrable and converges in distribu-

sup n_%ﬂA(b’")(n%ﬂt) -6 2J(b) — 0. (54)
t<to

We provide the proof of Lemma 3.4 in Section 3.2.5. To conclude this overview, we explain how the
previous results will yield Proposition 2.6.

Proof of Proposition 2.6 subject to Lemmas 3.1-3.4. We use a,,, b, to denote the appropriate spacial and
temporal scaling for Z™™ in each of the three scenarios, namely a,, = n'/3, b,, = n?/? under the double
finite third moments assumptions and a,, = nt/ atl p = n®/@*+1 in the other two scenarios. Let to >0
and F' : D(]0, o], R?) — R be continuous and bounded. Lemma 3.2 applies to yield that

B | F (5200 s () 1) | = B [P (G L0 s T 1) - B

Let K € (0,00). Thanks to Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 , we find that for i € {1,2,3} and under the relevant
assumptions,

1 b n 77 ) b
lim Tim By | F(( L0 s (207 e ) - Bt A K|

K—ocon—00
- ]E[F<(£§ ))t<t ) (%tl))tgto) ' gt(i)} —E {F((Zt(i))tﬁto’ (Hgi))ﬁm)]’

where in the last identity we have used (20) and the observation that ﬁgl) and ’H,Ei) are the same functional
of £ and Z(®) respectively. Combined with the previous arguments, this proves the convergences (28)-
(30) under P, ,,,. Lemma 3.1 then allows us to conclude that the same convergences also hold under
Py (-] N® = n, N = m), noting that the tightness assumption in the lemma is ensured by (52),
(53), (54) respectively. O]
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3.2.2 Proof of Lemma 3.1
We start with an observation on Poisson distributions.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that (r,)nen and (sn)nen are two sequences of positive real numbers that satisfy
Tn — 00 and ry, = o(sy) as n — oo. For eachn € N, let N and N3} be two independent Poisson
random variables of respective means ry, and s,, under P. Then

Z‘P(N?:k)—P(NF:k\N?+N§‘: Lrn+snj)’—>0, as n — oo.
k>0

Proof. For K € (0, 00), let us denote the set
Ap g = {k €Ly |k —ry < K\/rn}.
Thanks to the Central Limit Theorem, we have

lim hmlanP’(Nl SA K) =1.

K—oco n—oo
In view of this, we note that the conclusion will follow once we show that for each X > 0,

limsup Y ‘}P’ NP = k) —P( f:kz}N{‘+N2”:Lrn~|—snj)‘:O. (55)

n—oo kEAn K

Let us denote t,, = r, + s, and N3' = N{* + N3, which follows a Poisson distribution of mean ¢,,. To
the end of proving (55), let us first argue that

‘P(Ng - Lth — k)
P(Ng = [ta])

sup

—1‘—>0, as n — 0o. (56)
kEA, x

To see why this is true, let us recall Stirling’s formula ([25], I1.9.15 on p.54), which says
1
VneN: nl=+v2mnexp (nlogﬂ—i—en), with OSGnSH. 57
e n

Letz = |t,| —k—s, =1, —k+|ty] —t,. Then k € A, g implies that z € An’K ={reR:|z| <
K./rn + 1}. We deduce from (57) that

Sn+z
n n —Sn Sn
]P)(N2 = Lth —k) :P(N2 :Sn+Z) =€ m
_;ex {—s + (sp, + 2)log s, — (s +z)logsn+z—e (z)}
27T(3n+2) p n n n n e n
1 Z
=————expyz—(sp+2)log 1+ —) —e€,(2) ¢,
e aba(is 2) o)

where 0 < €,(z) < (12(sy, + 2))~; in particular, sup,_z . len(2)| = 0. Let us write log(1 + z) =
x — 2% + r(z)2®, where the function r is uniformly bounded on [—1/2,1/2]. We find that

3 4

fo-Goronon (14 2) o { - 52 435 () (5 + 5))
expiz— (s, +2)lo 2V mexpd — 22 (2N (L2
P " & Sn P 28, 282 sp/ \s2 s

With the assumption that r,, = o(s,),n — 0o, we deduce that

sup ’exp{z—(sn—kz)log (1+i) —en(z)} — 1’ —0, n—oo.

zeAnyK Sn
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Since /27 (s, + z) ~ \/27s,, uniformly for z € An, i, it follows that
1

sup |P(N} = |t,| —k)— ——| =0, n— . (58)
S [PV = [ta] 1) = 5
A similar but simpler argument shows that
n 1
P(N3 = [tn]) ~ n — 0o

V2rt,’

Together with (58) and the fact that t,, = r,, + s, ~ s, as n — oo, we deduce the convergence in (56).
Back to (55), we note that the independence between N{* and /N implies that

n _ n_ | NP — _ n_ P(Ny = [tn] — k)
Z (N = k) = P(NT = k| N} = [t])| = %K”Nl k). \1 T

In view of (56), the above converges to 0 by the dominated convergence theorem. By the previous
arguments, the proof is complete. O

Recall A®™) and A™™) from (17). Recall that dpv stands for the total variation distance between
probability measures. As an application of Lemma 3.5, let us show the following

Lemma 3.6. Assume (H-clustering). Let (by,)nen be a sequence of positive real numbers that satisfies

by, — oo and b, = o(n) as n — oo. Let ty € (0, 00). Denote by U the law of the collection

Nig = {(E®, X)) : 1<i < NP, E® < byty)

under Py, n, and by ﬁ,(f’) the law of Ny, under P, (- | Néb) =n, NT(:) = m). Similarly, let 1/,(7;') be the
law of the collection {(E](w), Y;):1 <5< Néf), E](.w) < byto} under Py, ,, and 197(,;') be its law under
Py (- |N7gb) =n, N = m). Then

Aoy (v, 0P -0 and  dpy (@, 000) -0, asn — co. (59)
Proof. We focus on the first convergence, as the other one can be similarly argued. Let us denote

N} = #N,, and N} = N®) — NP,

We note that conditional on N* = k € N, Ny, is distributed as k i.i.d. pairs of the joint distribution
7(®)(dt, dx) /n. The proof boils down to showing that

dry (IP(N{‘ €.), P(NI' e .| N® = n)) 50, - oo (60)

We note that N{*, N3 are two independent Poisson variables with respective means:

xbnt
=BV =n [ (1= ) ) < D bteal, s, = EING) =

(0,00)

where we have used the elementary inequality 1 — e=* < x for x > 0. Our assumption on (b, )nen
implies that r,, — oo and r,, = o(s,,), as n — oo. Lemma 3.5 applies to yield (60). The conclusion
follows. O
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Proof of Lemma 3.1. We note that (A®™(t)),<p, s, is determined by the collection N;, and is indepen-

dent of N3¥). Thanks to Lemma 3.6, we can find two processes (A®)())<p, 1, and (A®)(2)) i<y, 1, defined
on the canonical probability space so that (A®)(t));<}, 1, has the same distribution as (A®™ ());<p, 4,
under P, ., (A®)(#));<p,+, has the same distribution as (A®™ (t));<y, s, under P(- | NP =n, N¥ =
m), and

IP’(EIt < buto : A®)(£) #£ AP (t)> —0.

By the tightness assumption, for each € > 0, we can find some K = K (e, tp) € (0, 00) satisfying

lim inf P(A®) (b, to) < Kby) > 1 — .

n—o0

Another application of Lemma 3.6 allows us to find two processes (A (£));< s, and (A¥)(2))i< ks,

with respective distributions V,(,;’ ) and ﬁg’: ) satisfying that

P(Ht < Kby : AW () #£ 10 (t)) —0.
It follows that

lim ianP’(A(b)(bnto) < Kby, and A™ o A®)(£) = A o A®)(¢) for all ¢ < bnto) >1—e
n—oo

This shows that the total variation distance between the law of (A®™) o A®™)(¢)),<;, . under Py, ,,, and

the same process under P, ,, (- | NP = N = m) tends to 0. Since Z]"" = —t + AF™) o A®BR) (1)

and H;"™ is a measurable function of (Z5""")s<¢, the conclusion follows. O

3.2.3 Proof of Lemma 3.2

Our proof of Lemma 3.2 relies upon a Girsanov-type theorem for spectrally positive Lévy processes,
recalled in Appendix B.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Recall from (44) the compound Poisson processes L®) and L™ and from (45) their
Laplace exponents ¢ and (). Recall A®™)(t) and A®™)(t) from (17), which are respective func-
tions of the Poisson point measures II(® and II("). The exponential formula for Poisson point measures
yields that

En7m[€_)\A<w’M)(t)] = E[exp ( — Z )\le{Ej(-w)St}H = exp{ —/

RQ
1<j<NS) +

t
= exp{ - \/R/ / (1 — e M)ye vs/Vmrgp®) (y)}
n Jo J(0,00)
t
= exp {\/H/ / {(e—y(/\—i-s/\/ﬂ) — 1) _ (e—ys/\/n% _ 1)}de(w)(y>}
n Jo J(0,00)
t

o [ {200+ ) - )b}

We note that A(™™) has independent increments. Comparing the previous calculation with (104), we
deduce the following absolute continuity relationship between A™™) and L™: for all ¢ > 0 and mea-
surable function F' : D([0, t], Ry ), we have

Enm | F((A*™(3)),c,)| = Bom | F((E8) o) - ). (61)

(1- 6_/\y1{5§t})ﬂ'(w) (dy, ds) }



where

ng>:exp{_/0tJ%dng_/otw(%)ds}.

A similar identity holds for A®™) and L®):

B [F((A(s)) ., )| = B [F((L0) ) - B, 62)

with

Et(b):exp{/Ot\/j%dlng)/otgo(b)(\/;%)ds}.

Since A(b’")(t) < 0o almost surely and its distribution is independent of A®™) and L™ we apply (61)
and (62) to find that

B e M AT (0] = / Py (AT (1) € ds) B, [ )]
(

ACD () € ds) By [ - EO)

S

I
/ {L(b)ed }E(b)] B[ W]
=E,,

[ —ALEIOLON () | (W) Elfb)} _E [e—AL<"’>oL(b)(t) E;lm]
= Enm .

L
Since Z;"" = —t + A®™ o AP (¢) and L™ = —t + L) o L®) (), we deduce that
E,n[e 4] = Bpple M BP0 A2 0.

The above shows an absolute continuity relationship between Z;”"™ and L;"™. As both (Z;"™);>0 and
(L{""™)t>0 have independent increments, the distributions of both processes are determined by their
marginal laws. The conclusion follows. O

3.24 Proof of Lemma 3.3
We first recall from Whitt [34] the following result on the convergence of the composed functions.

Lemma 3.7 (Theorem 3.1 in [34]). Foreachn € N, let x,, € D(R,R) and A\, € D(R4,R). Suppose
further that t — A\, (t) is non decreasing. Let x € D(R,R) and A € C(R, R, ); moreover, suppose
that \ is strictly increasing. Suppose further that x,, — x in D(R4,R) and \;, — X in C(R4,R). Then
Xp 0 Ay, = x0 Xin D(Ry,R).

Part I: Proof of Lemma 3.3 under the double finite third moments assumptions

Step 1: Convergence of L™, It is well-known that the functional convergence of spectrally positive
Lévy processes is equivalent to the convergence of their Laplace exponents; see for instance Lemma A.3
combined with Theorem B.8 in [16]. Recall from (44) that L® jsa compound Poisson process with the
Laplace exponent ¢ under P, . Let us introduce

LY =L ~EpnlLP) =LY — /2ot >0, (63)

m

so that for all A > 0,

By mle ] = 270 with O (1) = g (A) - [20A = |2 /(o (= 14+ A2)adF O (a).
,00



Similarly, let us set
L = L) — B [L) = L — Jmolt, >0, (64)

and

7 (W)
SO = log Epple ] = | /m / (e — 1 4+ Az)zdF™ (). 65)
0
Under the assumptions (H-b-3rd), (H-w-3rd) and (H-clustering), Lemma A.1 asserts that
nsg®(n75a) 2225 19560 N2 n5g(nm5 ) 222 1ga ol A2, (66)

Combined with the independence between (fng))tzo and (ﬁgw))tzo, this implies:

{nféifl‘;)/gt,nfézf;)/gt Lt > o} — {£® £t >0} inDR,,R2), 67)

where (E(b) , L) ) is a pair of independent Brownian motion with respective Laplace exponents VAQRVIL)
given by )
TP\ = 19736702 () = 1e35WN2 A >0. (68)

7 (b)

We observe that the previous convergence of L, ~ also implies that for any ¢y > 0,

sup n A 2)/3 , — 0/in probability, so that sup |n —5L( 2)/3 0 3 a t‘ — 0 in probability.  (69)

t<to t<to

Recall from (46) the definition of L?’m. Using the criticality assumption (H-critical), we can write
LY = —t + LW ():—t+L )+ /™ (W)L(b)

= L) o L®)(¢) \/>§ t (1—\/;\/;02 02 )t
=LMoo ll(b NV/F47 é

It follows that
S = *%ﬁ(m( %-n%L(b)(n%t))Jm/ o5 L®), .

Using the joint convergence in (67) and the convergence in probability from (69), we apply Lemma 3.7
to find that

(o, ez 0h = {c )M+\f oL e >0}, (70)

jointly with the convergence in (67). Using the scaling property of Brownian motions, we find that the
right-hand side in (70) is a Brownian motion with the quadratic variation aéw)aéb) +v0 (ag") )2a§b) , which
(1))

has the same distribution as (£; ’)¢>0 in (19). This confirms the desired convergence from L™".

Step 2: Convergence of H™™. We intend to apply Theorem C.1 with a,, = n'/? and b, = n?/3 to
X® = ™ and X = £, To check the assumptions of the theorem, we recall that (L["™ + t)¢> is
a compound Poisson process. Denoting 7, for the Lévy measure of this compound Poisson process and
writing ¢ for the Laplace exponent of L™, we have

©(\) — A= /(0 )(e*” — Dy (dx), (71)
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Meanwhile, the subordination of Lévy processes implies that
o) = A= (=e®W), Az, (72)

where o) and »(®) are the respective Laplace exponents of L") and L(®). Taking X to infinity in (71),
we deduce from the monotone convergence theorem that ¢, := 7,(Ry) = —limy_00(p(A) — A). In
view of (72) and the definition (45) of ¢("), we have

4o = — lim (p(b)< _ go("’)()\)) — ) (\/%Ugw))
It follows that

lim g, = 03 /(0 | (1 — eV 4dF®) () =: gq € (0, 00). (73)

n—oo

On the other hand, the weak convergence of n~!/ 3LZ’;}Z towards Egl) is implied by (70). It remains to
check (106). We shall prove that the condition (109) is satisfied in this case. Recall g,, from (105) and
W, from (108). Comparing them with ¢ in (71), we find that

1 —(1=8)gnz 1
als) 1= - | (T D (dn) = (1= s)a) — (1= 9,

so that

2

() = g (un ™S ) = i (‘p(b)( — o) (un"5gy)) + un‘%qn>

where we have used (72) in the second identity and the criticality assumption (H-critical) in the third.
Using the inequality e™® — 1 4+ 2 > %xQe*m for all x > 0 and the convergence of ¢, — qo as seen
in (73), we find that for all u € [0, /%] and n sufficiently large,

~ (W) -3 1 /m —132 —un~Y3¢qnz 3 570(w)
P un~5a,) = B gan 2 [ BAFE) (z)
2[ (0,00)
> 5B 37 [ e rSap @) 2 i naia
(0,00)

with i := [ (0,00) 23e~ 07 dF®) () € (0,00). Combined with the fact that >(® only takes non negative
values, this yields that for sufficiently large n and all u € [0, n'/3]:

2 ~(w 1
U () > n5g, [ 2oP 6™ (un~3g,) > Lot gunu?,

from which (109) follows. In consequence, Theorem C.1 applies to yield the convergence in (49).

Part II: Proof of Lemma 3.3 under the one dominant heavy tail assumptions. The proof here
follows the same steps as in the previous one. We only point out the main differences and omit the
details. For the convergence of L™™, introduce L® and L™ as in (63) and (64), with their respective
Laplace exponents () and (. Under (H-b-power) and (H-clustering), Lemma A.2 implies that
{n—ﬁz(b) > o} — {£P:t>0} inD®R,,R), (74)

na/a+1t :
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where in this case £(®) is a spectrally positive a-stable process satisfying
(0)
Ee1] = PN with 0O (\) = 0300 C(a)X*, A > 0. (75)

In above, the constant C'(a) = (o + 1)I'(2 — a)/a(ar — 1). On the other hand, assuming in the first
instance that (H-w-3rd) holds. Then Lemma A.1 implies that (¥ (n=1/2+1)\) = O(n=2/*+1) n — oco.
In consequence, for all A > 0,

nat 13 (n"wA) =0, sothat n” = sup|L¥), [0 in probability forall fo > 0. (76)
t<tp

If, instead, (H-w-power) holds for some o’ € (a, 2), replacing Lemma A.1 with Lemma A.2 yields the
same conclusion. Meanwhile, the same arguments leading to (69) yield in the current case:

sup |n ari®)

) iy — 9—%09’)1&‘ 50 in probability for all o > 0. 77)
t<tg

Arguing as in the previous part, we deduce from the critical assumption (H-critical) that

nTEF LM T f0) (na%l -n a1 [(®) (nﬁrlt)) + \/%aéw)n_a%lﬁ(b)

na/a+1t na/a+1t'

Lemma 3.7 combined with (76), (77) and (74) implies that
{n‘a%LZ;j;‘aHt > o} — {\/§a§“)£§b> > o}, (78)

jointly with the convergence in (74). We readily check that the limit process above is distributed as £
in (19). For the convergence of the height process H™™, we rely on Theorem C.1 with a,, = n'/**1
and b, = n®/%*t1. The beginning of the proof is identical to the previous part. In particular, (73) still
holds, with g, standing for the total mass of the Lévy measure of L™™. To check the condition (109)
in the current case, let us show that we can find some C' € (0, 00) so that for all u € [0, nt/ at+1] and
sufficiently large n,

W () = 0537, (60 (= o (un~ 51 q,)) + /2086 (un T g) ) > Cuc

Indeed, from the inequality 1 — e™® > xze™™ for > 0, we obtain that for all u € [O,nl/ 0‘+1] and
sufficiently large n,

o (T ) — [ mun T guay () 1 —
O (un" ¥ lgy) =/ (1—e Yed ™" (z) > 2\/5(]07] un_ o+l
(0,00)

with n/ := f(O,oo) x2e~ 0% dFW) (1) € (0,00). Lemma A.3 allows us to find some positive constant ¢ so
that for all u € [0, n'/*+1] and sufficiently large n,
20 (= o (un~ 71 q,)) = ¢ (4V0gonun~ 7)) > cun 7,
from which it follows that
U, (u) > na%lq;lgb(b)( — gp("’)(un_a%lqn)) > cq, tu®.

Hence, condition (109) holds in this case. The joint convergence in (50) then follows as a result of
Theorem C.1.
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Part III: Proof of Lemma 3.3 under the matched heavy tails assumptions. This is very similar to the
previous two cases. The main difference lies in the counterpart of (67): under the current assumptions,
we have instead

{n—#lﬁg/aﬂt,n‘%ﬂﬁi‘f/a+lt 1> o} — {£® £ t>01 inD®R.,R?),  (79)

where (E(b), E(")) is a pair of independent a-stable processes with respective Laplace exponents g®) g
given by ) X
TN =720 C()NY, IO =02¢MC ()N, A>0. (80)

As a result, we have
{n s tZO} — {L s+ + Voo £ tzo}, @1)

jointly with the convergence in (79). We then observe that the limit process in (81) has the same dis-
tribution as £ introduced in (19). The condition (109) can be checked in the same way as in Part
IL.

Before ending this subsection, let us point out that we have in fact shown that under the respective
sets of assumptions in Lemma 3.3,

(L0, 21 A1 0) = {2,202

Qn, 1

s T VIS i >0} 82)

in D(R;,R?) x D(R,,R), as well as

sup ; L) - 9*%05‘%‘ 0 in probability for all g > 0. (83)

where

« under the double finite third moments assumptions, a,, = n'/3,b, = n*?3 and (£L®), L) is a
pair of independent Brownian motions introduced in (68);

« under the one dominant heavy tail assumptions, a,, = n'/*t1 b, = n®/ot1 £ js the null
process while L£®) is an a-stable process that satisfies (75);

« under the matched heavy tails assumptions, a,, = n'/*+1 b, = n®/**+! and (£®), L) is a pair
of independent a-stable processes satisfying (80);

Under the relevant assumptions, the convergence in (82) corresponds to respectively (67) and (70) from
Part I, (74), (76), (78) from Part II, and (79), (81) from Part III. The convergence in (83) is shown as (69)
in Part I, as (77) in Part II, and can be shown in the same way under the matched heavy tails assumptions.

3.2.5 Proof of Lemma 3.4

We will need the following lemma, whose proof is elementary and thus omitted.

Lemma 3.8. Let t > 0, x,, € D([0,¢],R) for each n € N, and x € D([0, ], R). Assume that x,, — X in
D([0,t],R) as n — oo. Then for any positive sequence a,, — t, we have

/Oa" X (5)dss 22 /Otx(s)ds _ /Otx(s)ds.
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Proof of Lemma 3.4. We adopt the notation from (82). We note that the convergences of (ﬁ(b), ﬁ(w))
therein imply the following convergences of their Laplace exponents: for all A > 0,

bnp® (Man) = TN, 5,0 (N an) — T@(N), (84)

where under the doubly finite third moments assumptions, ¥®) ¥ are given in (68); under the one
dominant heavy tail assumptions, () is defined in (75) and ¥(*) = 0; under the matched heavy tails
assumptions, U(® W) are introduced in (80). In all three cases, we have a,, = n'/*T! and b,, = n®/*+!
with the understanding that oo = 2 for the doubly finite third moments assumptions. Let us denote

p= agb)/\/g, sothat p~!= \/éaéw),

thanks to the criticality assumption (H-critical). Recall that £(*) are the respective limit of L™ under
the relevant sets of assumptions and ¥, is its Laplace exponent, for i € {1, 2, 3}. In view of (82), we can
assume from now on that

£ =% 4 7L and () = pEE () + TO(A/p). (85)

Thanks to Skorokhod’s Representation Theorem, we are able to assume that the convergences in (82)
and (83) both take place almost surely. We split ;""" as follows:

—log B} = D) + D),

L® ® t t
@_ [T S W / O VO (b) _ / S / (5
D 0 Vmn Ly + 0 ¥ (w/rrm)ds7 Dy 0 vmn L+ 0 v (wmn)ds'

Recall from (63) and (64) the compensated processes L L®) with respective Laplace exponents
¢ »®) We have

L® L
W _ [ (w) (S \_ [/m 0 S
Dy _/0 ( +\/>U2 S) / {SO (w/mn) n 72 \/mn}ds
ol . w
— [(%) 5()
/0 vmn dLs +/0 ? (w/mn)ds
1 Ly Ly s
— 1) o L,®) () — [ 5()
= T ), (L™ o L®)(t) — L )ds+/0 & <W>ds,

where we have applied an integration by parts in the last line. A change of variables s = b,u then yields

Ly, t/b"

(w) Lél;)t/bn bru
Dl @) o L) (b,t) — L )du + / b ( )du.
0

5= o Vi

We note that a,b,, = n. In view of Lemmas 3.8 and 3.7, the convergences in (82), (83) along with (84)

imply that
(w) (w) () (Y
\[ / ﬁ - L, )du + / v ( \/é) du.

We then apply a change of variables, followed by an integration by parts to find that the previous limit is

equal to
(w) as. 1 /t (w) /t w) [ PS5
D", = — sdLly) + )\ — |ds.
bnt Vo Jo P P 0 r (\/é)
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By a similar argument, we can show that

t
D) 2, f/sdﬁ(b /0 U(%)ds. (86)

Combining the two and noting (85), we conclude that

t .
—log E["" = DI¥) + DI®) 2% \’7, L + / \Pi(%)ds = —log &,

jointly with the convergence in (82). As E;""" takes non negative values and E,, ,,,[E;"™] = 1 = E[St(l)],
which is implied by (47) and (20), the previous convergence in distribution also implies that £, n > 1
is uniformly integrable; see for instance Lemma 3.11 in [29].

For the convergence of A®™), recall Et(b) from (62) and note that Elgb) = exp(—DlEb)). The conver-
gence in (86), combined with the fact that E, ®) isa positive random variable with unit mean, implies that

EIS 1, n > 1is uniformly integrable. We then deduce from (62) and (83) that for any € > 0,
1
~ An) _ _ O R
Pn,m( S nA (bnS) PS‘ Z 6) = En,m |:1{sups§t |Ll(,l;)s/bn—ps|26} Ebnt E— 07
which completes the proof. O

3.3 Proof for the convergence of surplus edges
3.3.1 Preliminaries

We give here the proof of Lemmas 2.7-2.9.

Proof of Lemma 2.7. The first statement is clear since for e € Sn m» its counterpart €/ = (Vite)> Vi (e))
is in the same connected component as e. For the upper bound of disy, recall from the notion of path
and (II, €)-modified length. Suppose that & = {e; = (b;j,w;) : 1 < i < s} is the subset of &, p,
containing those edges with ends in C,, (). Write &, = {e] = (Vi(e,), Vir(en)) + 1 < 1 < sppfits
counterpart in &, ... Let z,y € C, () and let (f1, fa, ..., fp) be the shortest path in B” between x and
y, where f; = (z;,v;), 1 <i < p. Denote f; = (y;,x;). Since Sk contalns at most s, ;. elements, there
are at most s, j, elements among (f1, fa, ..., fp) for which either f; or fl belong to 5’ For those f;,
their lengths in d” are 1, while their lengths in dg, is 2. For the remaining f;, their lengths in d” coincide
with their lengths in F, and therefore in dg, as well. It follows that

d// .7) y Z d” $zayz Z dgr(xi,yi) — Snk > dgr(x>y) — Snk;

1<i<p 1<i<p

forany x,y € C), (1. A similar argument for dg, leads to the bound in the other direction. The conclusion
then follows. O

Proof of Lemma 2.8. The first statement is clear from the definition of X™™. For the second, we first
consider the case where Azi > 0. In that case, J, has Lebesgue measure Azi, since in the bipartite
queue client k£ requests Azi service time. We then observe that Client k is being served, the slope

of X™™ is precisely Xk/AZi. Now if A,Ei = 0, then X™™ has a jump of size X, at E,gb). Since
Ym(J) = [Lmm( E](Cb)—), Z"’m(E,gb))] by our definition of the image set, the conclusion follows. [
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Proof of Lemma 2.9. Recall that all surplus edges are of the form (Vj, w) for some w € Aj_1. Recall
that Jj, stands for the set of time when V}, receives its service and that Y;(k) is the remaining service
time of w; when Vj, arrives, provided w; € A;_1. From the properties of general LIFO queues, we have
Z;"™ —inf,<¢ Zy™ equal to the total service request from the clients in the queue. Suppose that at time
t, the queue consists of wj,,wj,,...,w;,, with M > 1; then we can partition the interval from 0 to
Z,"™ —infy<y Z,"™ into M disjoint subintervals Iy (wj, ), I;(wj,), . . ., I;(w;,, ) with respective lengths
Y. (k),1 <i < M. For each pair (Vj, w;) forw; € Ay_jand 1 < k < K, let us set

D(Vi,wj) = {(s,y) : It € Jps.t. T (t—) < s < T"™(t),y € L(w;)}.

On the one hand, by our construction, Py, ((Vi,wy € Enm) = 1 — exp(—X;Y;(k)//mn) if Vi
corresponds to the black vertex ¢. On the other hand, standard properties of Poisson point measure
combined with Lemma 2.8 imply that the probability of Q™™ containing at least one atom in D(V},, w;)
is the same as the previous probability. To conclude, it suffices to note the following: first, the disjoint
union of D(Vj,w;) over w; € Ap_1,1 < k < K yields Dy, ;; second, each atom in D(Vj, w;) will
produce an edge ¢’ € £, between V;, and the parent of w;. O

3.3.2 Proof of Proposition 2.10

We start with an observation: the convergences of (A(®™(t));>( under P,, ,,, in Lemma 3.6 combined

with Lemma 3.4 immediately yield the same convergences under P, ,, (- | N,(lb) =n, Nf,‘{’ ) — m), stated
in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Assume (H-clustering) and (H-critical).

(1) Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.6 (1), for all tg > 0, we have

sup
t<to

n=5 A (n%t) - 9_%aéb)t’ — 0 in probability under Py, p,(-| N®) = n, N = m). (87)

(2) Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.6 (2) or (3), for all ty > 0, we have

sup

niaLHA(bvn) (H%Ht) - 9_%U§b)t‘ — 0in Probability under Pn,m( | N7(zb) =n, Nr(:) = ’I?’L)
t<to

(88)
Recall ¥™™ from (33). As a first step in proving Proposition 2.10, let us show the following result.
Lemma 3.10. Assume (H-clustering) and (H-critical).

(1) Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.6 (1), for all tg > 0, we have

PR Do 9_%0§b)t‘ — 0 in probability under Py, (- | N{® = n, N(") = m). (89)

sup n2/3¢

t<to
(2) Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.6 (2) or (3), for all ty > 0, we have

sup
t<to

n”ari N 9_%093)25’ — 0 in probability under P, ., (- | N® =n, N =m). 90)

na/a+1t_

Proof. To ease the notation, let us denote by P = P (-] N = n, N = m).
Proof of (89). Recall from (32) the set 20, of clients waiting in the bipartite queue at time ¢ > 0. Let

Sii= Y Xilgew,y
1<i<N®
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Since the customers that have either departed before ¢ or are currently waiting in the queue must have
arrived by ¢, we deduce that for all £ > 0,

AP () > 5 > A () 5, 91)

We claim that under the assumptions of Proposition 2.6 (1),

n 3 sup ﬁ)t — 0 in probability under 15, 92)
t<n?2/3tg

which will then imply (89), thanks to (91) and the convergence in (87). To show (92), let us recall that
H;"™ corresponds to the queue length at time ¢. Take € > 0 and L > 0. We have

f’( sup ¥ > en§> < 15( sup H"™ > Lné) +P(X*(n2/3to) > Lflen%), (93)
t<n2/3tq t<n2/3tq

where X*(n?/3ty) = max ® X1

1<i<N! (B® <n2/315)" To control this quantity, let us introduce for § > 0:

J©E) = #{1<i<N®: E® <nitg, X, > ons }.

Then X*(n?/3ty) > én'/3 if and only if J(§) > 1. Meanwhile, .J(6) under P,, ,, is a Poisson random
variable with mean

n2/3t0 o0
= ”n/ / ze @IV gE®) (1)ds < ”n/ / ze "V gE®) (1) ds
m Jo [6n1/3,00) m Jo [0n1/3,00)

= n/ dF®)(z) <673 23dF®) (z),
[6n1/3,00)

[5n1/3,00)

which tends to 0 as n — oo, since dF'(®) has finite third moment. This shows that .J(§) — 0 in probability
1

under P,, ,,,, which in turn implies that P,, ,,,(X*(n?/3t5) > én3) — 0, for each fixed § > 0. Since

X*(n?/3ty) is a measurable function of the collection N, Lemma 3.6 yields that

f’(X*(nQ/?’to) > 5n%) — 0, asn — oo.
Plugging this into (93), we find that

. ~ & 2 . s n,m 1
hmsupP( sup Et26n3>§hmsupP( sup H.~ ZLnS).

n—oo t§n2/3t0 n—oo t§n2/3to

According to Proposition 2.6 (1), (n_l/?’H"’m )t>0, m > 1is tight. Then (92) follows by taking L — co.

n2/3t

Proof of (90). We introduce f]t as in the previous case. Note that (91) still holds. In view of the
convergence in (88), it remains to show that

n~atl  sup 3 — 0 in probability under P. %94)
tSna/a+1t0

We denote by X, ;) the i-th largest among {X; : 1 < i < NT(Lb),EZ-(b) < no/otlg) (breaking ties
arbitrarily). Clearly, for each N € N, we have

2A)t < Z Xcr(i) + Z Xcr(i) l{cf(i) is in the queue at time ¢} -
I<isN N<i<NS
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It follows that
P( sup thenajl) <P+ P+ P,

tgna/a+1t0

where

A~ « A a—1
P = P( 3 X 2 enaTl), Py = P( sup  HM > an),
1<i<N t<na/atlgg

Py = f’(X}(,(na%lto) > L_lena%rl> with Xj*v(na%lto) = max X,;1
N<i<N®

{E((,b()i)ﬁn%“to}'
This time let us set for each a > 0,
J(a) =#{1 <i < NP : E® < natity, X; > a},

which, under P,, ;,,, has a Poisson distribution of mean

na/a+1t0
an(a) = Hn/ / ze "IV gE®) (3)ds.
m Jo [a,00)

In the first instance, we take @ = 6n®/**! with some fixed § > 0. Note that

an(éna%l) < Unnaaﬂto/ 2dF®) (z) < 5_1,/n/ 22dF®) (z).
m [Jna/a+17oo) m [5no¢/o¢+17oo)

Since mm = |#n| and dF® has finite second moment, we deduce from the above that a,, (§n*/**1) — 0
as n — oo, which implies that for each § > 0,

P.m (Xg(l) > 5noci+1> —0, n—oo.

Once again, we can substitute in above P,, ,,, with P thanks to Lemma 3.6. It then follows P, — 0, as
n — oo. Next, let us take a = on'/**+!, which yields

an(5nﬁ+1) < n/ dF®) (z) = n(l— F(éna%l)) < 20®)§=1=

[Sn1/a+1,00)

for sufficiently large n, where we have used that under (H-b-power), we have 1 — F'(®) () <2C (b) p—1-a
for sufficiently large x. We note that

Py (X5 (natit) > 6nait) = Py (J(0n51) > N) < N7'E, 0 [J(0n357)] = N o, (6na+7).
Thanks to the previous bound, we deduce that

lim sup lim sup P, (X?{;(na%rl to) > 5n%+1) =0.
N—oco n—o0
The arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.1 then allow us to conclude that lim sup_, . limsup,, ., P3 =
0. Finally, the respective convergences in (29) and (30) imply that lim;_,, limsup,, ,., P> = 0. This
completes the proof of (94) and then (90) as well. O

Proof of Proposition 2.10. Let a, = n'/%t1 b, = n®/**1 with the understanding that o = 2 under
the doubly finite third moments assumptions. By Skorokhod’s Representation theorem, we can assume
that the convergences of (Z™", H™™) in Proposition 2.6 and ¥""" in Lemma 3.10 take place almost
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surely under the relevant assumptions. Denote by X71(s) = inf{t : "™ (¢) > s}. Then Elementary
arguments imply that for any sg > 0,

sup (b, 'E 7 (bps) — \/éaéw)s —0 as. 95)
s<bnso
In above, we have used the fact that O’éb) . O’éw) = 1. Since Poisson point measures converge if and

only if their intensity measures converge accordingly, it suffices to show that for any continuous function
f:R% — Ry, we have fori € {1,2,3},

1 1
— br_zlS,a,_Ll 1 s,1y)dsd LN / $,y) 10 (s, y)dsdy. 96
— Rif( YLD, (8, y)dsdy —— 7 Rif( Y)1pa (s, y)dsdy (96)

where we recall D, ,,, and D) are the respective supports of Q"™ and Q(*). With a change of variables

and noting a,b,, = n, we can rewrite the left-hand side of (96) as follows:

1
v/ mn R%r

fo s, a0 y)1p, ,, (s, y)dsdy = F(s' 9 )b, (bns', any)ds' dy’

n
vmn 2
R+
i f(S/ y/)]. / n,m -1 " —i n,m -1 dsldy/
\/m R2 ) {any’<Zmmox=1(bns’)—inf,, <4, o Z™™0E "1 (u)} )

where in the last line we have implicitly used the fact that for those (s,y) € Dy, if s = A™™ (1),
then A™™ is invertible at ¢. The assumption that m = |On], the aforementioned convergence of
(Z™m™ H™™), (95) and Lemma 3.7 then imply the desired convergence in (96). O

3.4 Proof of the main theorems

Having shown Proposition 2.6 for the convergence of graph encoding processes and Proposition 2.10 for
the convergence of surplus edges, we explain here how we obtain our main results Theorems 1.1-1.3 and
Proposition 1.4. Note from Lemma 2.4 that the excursion lengths in Z™™ correspond to the y-weights
of the connected components, while the order in which they appear is with respect to the x-weights. We
therefore need a slight adaption of Aldous’ size-biased point process technique in our arguments.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will use the shorthand notation P = P, ,,,(- ]ngb) = n, N = m). By
Skorokhod’s Representation Theorem, we can assume that the convergence (28) of (Z™™, H™™) in
Proposition 2.6, the convergence of . [ni , n%](Q”m) in Proposition 2.10, and the convergence (87) of
A®m) a]] take place almost surely. Let us recall that Ch,(k) 1s the k-th largest connected components
of By, ., ranked in x-weights and is explored during [gm(k), dm(k)). In particular, we have X(Cm(k)) =
A(b’”)(dm(k)) — A (9n,(k)—) by Lemma 2.4. Let us consider

Znm = { (nIAD (g, 9 = )0 EAC (A, ) =0T EACT (g, 49 <)) 1 1<K < o -

According to our LIFO construction, connected components are explored with a size-biased random
order; here “size” refers to the x-weight of a connected component. Furthermore, A®™)(t—) counts the
x-weights of all the black vertices that have arrived prior to time ¢. Therefore, =,, ,, is a size-biased point
process in the sense of Aldous [2].

Recall from Section 2.6.2 that we can rank the excursions of Z(1) above its running infimum in
decreasing order of their lengths and (g, dj,) is the k-th longest such excursion interval, 1 < k < Ky, .

Denote p = aéb) /V/0 and let
E= {(pgk,p(dk —gk)) ke N}.
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Properties of Brownian motion then imply that almost surely = has finite elements on any compact of
Ry x (0,00). We claim the following convergence hold in probability: for all X' > 1 and ¢, e, > 0,
1<k<K,

{#(Emm [0, ] X [er,00)) : 1 < k < K} — {#(Em [0, 4] X [ex,00)) : 1 < k < K} 97)

Indeed, fix T', e > 0 and let (gf,df), 1 < j < J be those among (g, di), k > 1 that satisfy g, < p~!T
and d, — gr, > p~le. We assume g < g < g < ---. Similarly, let (gij,daj),l <j < J,be
those among (gy,, (k)s dp, (), 1 < k < Finm that satisfy A®™ (g, 4y—) < Tn?3 and AC™(d,, 1)) —
Abm) (Qn,(k)—) > en?/3, ranked in increasing order of their left endpoints. Thanks to the uniform
convergence (87) of A®™)_ for § > 0 and n taken sufficiently large, the previous collection is identical
to the sub-collection among (gy, (), dn, (1)), 1 < k < ki that satisfy g, ) < (14 6)p~'Tn?/? and
dn (k) = Gn,(k) > (1 — 5),0_16712/3. Since almost surely di, — gi, k > 1 take distinct values, we can
choose the previous d so that with probability exceeding 1 — e, (g;fp, d;r), 1 < 5 < J are also those among
(gr,dr), k > 1 that satisfy g, < (14 6)p~'7T and dj, — g > (1 — §)p~'e. Now the convergence (28)
combined with standard arguments (see for instance Lemma 7 in [2]) implies that almost surely

Jo = J andfor1 <j<J:n 5g0, = g n3dl, —dl. (98)
With another application of the convergence (87), it follows that almost surely

_2 _2 .
n=SAC (g =) = pgn gy T SACTIdL ) = pdy 1< <.
The convergence in (97) then follows by varying 7" and €. Aldous’ theory of size-biased point processes
(Proposition 15 in [2]) allows us to deduce that

{n—%A(bm (dn.ry) =1 3AC™ (g 4y =) 1<k < /@mm} — {pldp —gi): k>1}  (99)

with respect to the £2-topology. In particular, this implies that for all ¢ > 0 and K > 1, we can find some
T < oo such that
I%Igg}fP(inga%gn’(k) <Tn ) >1—e (100)
Recall that H™* is the portion of H™™ running on [gm(k), dm(k)] and H™" is defined in a similar way,
which also has continuous sample paths. The almost sure convergence of H™™ in (28), combined
with (100) and (98), then implies that for each & > 1,
{n_%H”’k

n2/3¢t

0<t< n_%Cn,(k)} — H"" inD(R, R)
in probability. Replacing the convergence of H™"* with that of Q™™, we deduce in a similar fashion that
S5, 03)(@Q"™ O ([gny(hy» i) X R)] = QW 1 ([gi. di] x R)

in probability. Note that on the one hand, Lemma 2.9 and (41) tell us that (Cn,(k), dgr, p12 ;) can be
obtained from H™* and the restriction of Q™™ to [Gn,(k)» dn, (k)] ¥ R. On the other hand, recall from (43)
the construction of the limit graph (C ,il), d,(cl), M,(j)). The previous convergences along with (42) allow us

to conclude. O

Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. This is very similar to the previous proof; we therefore omit the detail.
O
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Proof of Proposition 1.4. We will assume the conditions from Theorem 1.1; the other two cases can
be similarly argued. In that case, the convergence in (5) follows from the facts that d,, 1) — g, (k) =
¥(Coiy)s AP (dy, 1)) — A®™ (g, 4y—) = x(Cy (1)), the lower bound in (100), and the uniform
convergence of A®™) in Lemma 3.9. For the consistency in rankings, let B;%m be the graph obtained
from B,, ,,, by swapping the vertex colours with black vertices changed to white and vice versa. It is then
straightforward to check that B;hm is a random bipartite graph on m black vertices and n white vertices,
where weights on the black vertices (resp. white vertices) are sampled from F') (resp. from F®)),
All our previous arguments still apply, after changing roles of (n, F(®)) and (m, F(™)). In particular,
in analogue to (99), the sequence {n_2/3y(07’17(k)) : k > 1} is tight in ¢2. This implies that with

2/3

high probabilities, C?, k) will be explored before some 7'n*/* and therefore appear as some C, ;) for

some k' > 1. However, since x(C), 4))/y(Cp ) — p and n_2/3x(C’n7(k/)) — p(dg — gir) with

p = aéb)/\/é, we find that n*2/3y(0n7(k/)) = n*2/3y(C;L’(k)) — dy — gi. Asdyp — gr, k > 1 are
distinct, it has to be the case that &’ = k for sufficiently large n. O

A Convergence of the Laplace exponents
Let F be the cumulative distribution function of a probability measure supported on (0, co). Define
o(\) = / (€ —1 £ Ap)wdF(z), A > 0.
(0,00)
Lemma A.1. Assume that o3(F) := f(07oo) x3dF(x) < oo. Then for each \ > 0,
ngcp(n_%)\) A %Ug(F))\z.

Proof. Letus denote ¢(z) = e~* — 1 + . We note that ¢(z) = 322 4 r(z)z>, where r is a continuous
and therefore bounded function on [0, ] for any fixed zo > 0. We can write

nﬁgo(n_%)\) = n3 / gb(n_%)\x)x dF(x)
(0,00)

wln

1
= 2>\2/ . xng(:L‘)+n_§)\3/ | r(n_%kx):v4dF(:L‘)—|—n
(0,n3] (0,n3]

=1L+ 1+ I

/ ) gb(n_%)\:z:)xdF(a:)
(n3,00)

Since 03(F") < oo, we have f[M o0) 23dF(x) = o(1) as M — oo. As a result, we deduce that for each

A >0,

1 1
503(F))\2 — I, = 2/\2/ . 2°dF(z) >0, asn — oo. (101)
(n3 ,00)

Using 0 < ¢(z) < %x2 for all z > 0, we find that

1
0<1I3< )\2/ . 2%dF(z) -0, n— oo (102)

(n3,00)

For I3, we first note that Ci. := sup ¢ ,1/3] \r(nféAx)] < oo for each fixed A. Take some ¢ > 0 and
let us write

/ . 2*dF(x) :/ ) x4dF(x)+/ ., 2ldF(z) < enilﬂag(F)—i—né/ . 2°dF(z)
(0,n3] (0,en3] (en3,n3] (en3 ,00)
1 1
=enso3(F)+o(n3), n— oo.
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Since € can be taken arbitrarily small, this shows that [ (0n1/3] r*dF(x) = o(n %) Combined with the
bound for r(x), this implies that

1

|I2] < \3C,. - n_S/ ) :Jc4dF(x) —0, n— oo.
(0,n3]

Together with (101) and (102), this concludes the proof. ]

Lemma A.2. Assume that 1 — F(z) ~ Cpax='77 as x — oo for some Cr € (0,00) and vy € (1,2).
Then for each X\ > 0,

i . n—00
T p(n”TIN) 222 Cp IR 3

Proof. Let us denote ¢)(x) = x(e~® — 1 4 x). Then we have

o(\) = A1 W(\z)dF (z /OOO / ¢ (M) dudF (z / ¥ () (1 — F(u))du,

(0,00)

where we have used Fubini’s Theorem in the last identity. A change of variable then yields
I <, 1
niFtlp(n I\ = n/ P (Ay) (1 — F(n>+1 y))dy.
0
Let € > 0. The assumption of F' implies that for all y > ¢, we have
1-— F(nﬁy) =Cpn ly 7 (14 0(1), n— oo,

where the o(1)-term is uniform for all y > e. It follows that
R L n—00 < —y—1
n/ W) (1= F(n7i1y) ) dy "2 CF/ W Oy)y ™ dy. (103)
An integration by parts yields that
C’F/ W' (A\y)y "y = Cp(y + 1)/ (e =1+ Ay)y 7ty — CpA~ e 71 (Ae)

5 Cr(y + 1)/0 (€™ — 1+ Ay)y "y = Cp DSBS,

where we have used the fact that ¢(z) ~ 2% as z — 0+. Noting that ¢/(z) = (e — 1+ z) + (1 —
%) > 0 for all z > 0, we can apply the monotone convergence theorem and take ¢ — 0 in (103). This
allows us to conclude. 0

Lemma A.3. Assume that 1 — F(x) ~ Cpax='"7 as x — oo for some Cr € (0,00) and v € (1,2).
Then for each Ao > 0, we can find some C' = C(X\g) € (0, 00) so that

VAE[0,A]: @A) >CX\

Proof. As in the beginning of the previous proof, we apply Fubini’s Theorem to obtain that

-/ Ty Ow)(1 = Fw)du,

where ¢(z) = z(e™® — 14 z). Wenote that ¢/ (z) = e * —14+z+z(l—e ) >2(l—e%) >0
for all z > 0. Meanwhile, the assumption on F' implies that we can find some C’ € (0,00) so that
1— F(x) > C'z~ 7 forall z > 1. It follows that

o0

A) 2 /100 ¥ (Au)(1 = F(u))du > C'A /100(1 — e M) du = C”)\“Y/A (1— e Y)ydy

oo
> C')\V/ (1 —e )y dy.
Ao
This implies the desired inequality, since the last integral is finite. O
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B A Girsanov-type theorem for Lévy processes

We follow Appendix A of Conchon-Kerjan and Goldschmidt [21]. Let (L;);>0 be a spectrally positive
Lévy process with Laplace exponent ¥, namely,

E[e ] = exp (t¥(N), A=>0,t>0,

For each ¢ > 0, define

t t
E = exp < — / qsdLs — / \Il(qs)ds), t>0.
0 0

Then (&;)+>0 is a unit-mean positive martingale with respect to the natural filtration (.%;):>0 of (Lt )¢>0.
This allows us to introduce a new probability measure Q on the canonical space by setting

dQ
-~ — > (.
dP | #, &, 120
Then we have .
Eqle 1] = exp (/ (U(X+gs) — \I/(qs))ds). (104)
0

Let us note that under Q, (L¢)¢>o still has independent increments, although the distributions of incre-
ments are no longer stationary. As a result of this independence, the law of (L;):>¢ can still be determined
from its marginal laws. Put another way, (104) characterises the law of (L;)¢>0 under Q. We can also
identify the Doob—Meyer decomposition of (L¢):>o under Q. To that end, let us assume that ¥ takes the
following form:
U(A) = ap) + %ﬁ)\Q + / (e — 1+ Az)7(da),
(0,00)

where ap € R, 5 € Ry and 7 is a o-finite measure on (0, co) satisfying f(o,oo)<$ A 28 7(dr) < oc.
In particular, this covers the case ¥(\) = A* for a € (1,2), as it corresponds to taking ap = 5 = 0
and 7(dz) = a(a — 1)/T(2 — a)xz~*Ldx. Let (M;);>0 be a martingale with independent increments
whose marginal laws are characterised by

t
E[e~ ] = exp <%ﬁ)\2t +/ / (e —1+ )\x)e_qmﬂ'(dx)ds>, A>0,t>0.
0 J(0,00)

Then the Laplace transform of M, — ¥ (qt)/q coincides with the right-hand side of (104). In other words,

{L; : t > 0} under Q is distributed as { M, — %\I/(qt) 1t >0},

C A continuous-time version of Duquesne-Le Gall’s Theorem

For each n € N, let 7, be a finite measure supported on (0, c0) and denote by ¢, = 7, (R ) its total
mass. Suppose that {Xt(n) +1t:t > 0} is a compound Poisson process with Lévy measure 7,,. We define
its associated height process as follows:

H§”):#{0§s§t:XS_< inf Xu}, t>0.

u€|[s,t]
Let ¥ : Ry — R, be as follows:

YO =aoh+ 1+ [ (= 14 (),
(0,00)
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where ap > 0,8 > 0 and 7 is a o-finite measure on (0, c0) satisfying f(o Oo)(x A zH)m(dz) < oo.

Assume further that
/ ©ax
U(A) '

Let (X)¢>0 be a spectrally positive Lévy process with Laplace exponent ¥ and let (H¢)¢>( be its height
process, defined as follows:

t
H; = el—i>%1+ < J; L{X <inf,e oy XuterdS,
where the limit exists in probability; see [23].
Let W,, be a random variable with distribution P(W,, € dz) = m,(dx)/¢, and denote by g, the
generating function for the Poisson(g,, W,,) distribution, namely,

gn(s) = 1/ ZskP(Poisson(:c) = k) (dz) = 1/ e VnT e (dx), s e0,1].
(0,00) k>0 dn J(0,00)
(105)

Form > 1, write g, = gpn, © gy, © - - - © gy, for the m-th iterated composition of gy,.

Theorem C.1. Let ay,, b, be two sequences of positive numbers satisfying a, — oo, b, /a, — oo and
bn/a2 — By € [0,00). Assume that as n — oo, ¢, — q € (0,00) and

Lx" = x.

an

Assume further that there exists some > 0 so that

limsup a, (1 — golobn/an] (0)) < oc. (106)

n—o0

Then we have the joint convergence:

{iX,Sjjz, ay) f > 0} — {X,H,:t >0} inD(Ry,R2). (107)
Denote
o) = bo(gn(1=2) =1+ 2), 0<u<an (108)
If we have
lim limsu / o (109)
y—00 nﬁoop y \I’n(u) -

then (106) holds for some § > 0.

Proof. We follow closely the arguments in [16]. In the current set-up, we allow the Lévy measure m,
of X(™ to be a general finite measure on (0, 00), while in [16] it takes a specific form: m,(dz) =
(>, wi) 1Y~ wibw, (dx), where (w;);>1 is a finite sequence of positive numbers. The specific form
of m, actually I)lays little role in the proof in [16]. On the other hand, the fact that we allow 7, (R )
to be different from 1 requires some slight modifications in the proof. Overall, the arguments laid out
here are mostly straightforward adaptations from [16]. We only outline the main steps and highlight the
differences.
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Step 1: Coding processes for a Bienaymé forest. Denote by 1y < 79 < 73 < --- the successive
jump times of X ("), We also write A; = AX;?). Consider the LIFO-queue with (an infinite number
of) customers arriving at (7;);>1 and requesting A; service time, so that Xt(n) —inf,<; X,Sn) corresponds
to the load of the server at time t. Let F = (7;);>1 be the forest associated to the queue, where 7; is
the ¢-th tree component ranked in the arrival times of the customers. Thanks to the Markovian nature of
X (™) each 7T; is an independent copy of a Bienaymé tree with a Poisson(gq, W,,) offspring distribution.

(n)

Let (Vk,(n))kez . and (Hght, )iez, be the respective Lukasiewicz path and height process of this forest,
1
(resp. tht,({:n)) to be the number of offspring (resp. height) of the k-th vertex in this traversal. We refer

which is obtained by running a depth-first traversal of the forest and setting the increment AVk("

to Section 3.1 in [16] for a precise definition. Let also (C’t(n))tzo be the contour process of the forest,
obtained by tracking the height of an imaginary particle travelling at unit speed in a depth-first fashion in
the forest. We again point to Section 3.1 in [16] for a definition of this classic notion. For ¢ > 0, denote

Nt = Yy, ME)=> LA™ 20
s<t

i>1
Note that N (t) counts the number of jumps of X (™) up to time ¢, while M (t) counts the same quantity
for H™. We have the following analogue of Lemma 3.1 in [16].
Lemma C.2. Foreacht > 0, conditional on Xt(n) —inf,<; Xl(tn), Vjs,rg) — infr<n Vk(n) has a Poisson
distribution of mean qn(Xt(n) — inf,<¢ Xén)); conditional on —inf,<; qun), —infren@ Vk(n) has a

Poisson distribution of mean —qy, inf, < Xi(tn). In consequence, for all a,x > 0, we have

4n

a2

P(‘ngzz)t) - ant(n)

4
> 2a> <1A qgg”ﬂp(—infxg”) > m) +E[1/\
u<t

(n) _ (n)
: (X"~ it X{ )]. (110)

The proof of the lemma proceeds exactly as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [16]. Informally, to see
why the first statement is true, we note that V]E;"(”i) —infr<n) Vk(") counts the number of those customers
that will arrive after ¢ and appear as the offspring of some client currently in the queue. Meanwhile, the
same arguments leading to Eq. (95) and (96) in [16] yield in the current case that C](\;}z by = Hgn) for all
t > 0 and for each ¢, a € (0, 00),

16¢g,t

P(sup |M(s) = 2qns| > 2a) < 1A 5 +IP’<1 —|—Suptht§\7()s) > a). (111)
s<t a s<t

Step 2: Convergence of V(™). Let us show that under the conditions of the theorem, we have

{%V(")

it >0} = {aXy >0} (112)

We follow the arguments in Section 7.1 of [16]. In the first instance, let us introduce a random walk
(S,gn))kzo, where S(()") =0andfork > 1,

AS,in) = gnAr — 1+ N,

where (NV)r>1 are i.i.d. N(0,1) variables, independent of (Aj)x>1. Combining the convergence of
Xé:)/an to X4 with ¢, — ¢, we have

n v (1)
X, = Xyg
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This is equivalent to the convergence of their Laplace exponents, which is further equivalent to the
following (Theorem 2.9, Chapter VII, [27]) :

2o aemidn) »a (113)
n (0,00)
On (1 A qnf)mﬁdm) — Bq+ ! / (1A ¢?2?)m(dx) (114)
dn J(0,00) an q J(0,00)
bn, gnT 1
VhelCy: — h{— |m,(dz) — - h(gx)m(dx), (115)
0 dn J(0,00) < 0 > ( ) q J(0,00) ( ) ( )

where Cy denotes the set of all bounded continuous functions from R, to R vanishing on a neighbourhood
of 0. We note that

E[S§")]:/(O )mn(dx)—l, sothat PE[S(™] 5 —a. (116)

Qn

As a,, — oo and the probability that Ny, > a,, is exponentially small, we alos have

2
Var (Sgn)/\an) = 1/ (qnzNap)?mp (dz) — (1/ (qn:v/\an)wn(dm)) +1+o0(1), n— oo.
dn J(0,00) An J(0,00)

Since by, /a, — o0, (113) implies [ 27, (dx) =1+ o(1), as n — co. Therefore, the second term above
is —1 + o(1) as n — oo. We then deduce from (114) and the assumption b,, /a2 — S, that

n n 1
%Var(Sg A ap) — PBq+ p /(0 | 1 A (gz)*m(dz), (117)
as well as

for all h € Cy. Together with (116) and (117), this ensures iSE% = le/q (Theorem 2.35,

Ch. VII, [27]). Writing L(\) = log E[exp(—AS%n))], we obtain (Lemma A.3 in [16]) that for each
A>0,
bnL(N an) = W(gA)/q. (118)

Meanwhile, since S%n) = go,A1 — 1 + N7, we can write
L(A) = A+ 402 + log E[e A1),

Now let L(\) = log E[exp(—)\Vl(n))}. Noting that Vl(n) + 1 is a Poisson random variable of mean ¢, A1,
we find that

L) =X +1logE[exp (— g A1(1— e_’\))] A+ Ll—-eM)—(1-e?) - 11— e M2

It then follows from (118) that b, L(A\/a,) — ¥(g\)/q for each A > 0. The convergence in (112) now
follows (Corollary 3.6, Ch. VII, [27]).
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Step 3: Joint convergence of X (" and H™. Thanks to Theorem 2.5.2 and Corollary 2.5.1 in [23],
the convergence in (112) together with the condition (106) yields the following:

{iVL(bZ)W%Ztht(LZBLH, wo™ > 0} — {qXy/q, Hi, Hyp 1t >0} inD(R4,R?),  (119)

where (I:It)tzg is the height process for (¢X;/)¢>0 and satisfies

t

Hy = lim — Ligx <inf,e[s,4q X
0

e—0 € s/qS +e}d8 = Ht/q almost surely.

u/q
We note that N (¢),¢ > 0 is a Poisson process of rate ¢, It is then not difficult to show that for all ¢ > 0,

sgp ‘iN(bnt) — qt]| 2% 0 in probability.
s<t

Combining this with (110) and the convergence of X (™, we deduce that jointly with the convergence
in (119), we also have (Xt(n))tzo converging in distribution to (X¢);>¢. Similarly, with (111) and the
identity C](\;z H= HE”), we can further incorporate H(™) into the convergence to conclude that

{iVL(bz)ty %tht(@ty Gy e X1, G H" t > 0} = {aX/q He, Hypo, Xo, Hop 11> 0}

in D(Ry,R3) x D(Ry,R?). As (Hy)i>0 = (Hg)e>o almost surely, the joint convergence in (107)
follows. Finally, to see why (109) is a sufficient condition for (106), one can follow the same arguments
given in the proof of Proposition 7.3 in [16]. 0
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