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MINIMUM-WEIGHT PATH IN A SPARSE ERDOS-RENYI GRAPH
WITH SIGNED WEIGHTS

HENG MA AND PASCAL MAILLARD

ABSTRACT. We consider a sparse Erdés—Rényi graph G(n,A/n) where each edge is
independently assigned a random signed weight. For two uniformly chosen vertices,
we study the joint distribution of the total weights and hopcounts (number of edges)
of the near-minimum weight paths connecting them. Under certain conditions on the
weight distribution, which ensure in particular that these paths are typically of positive
weight, we prove that the point process formed by the rescaled pairs of total weight and
hopcount, converges weakly to a Poisson point process with a random intensity. This
random intensity is characterized by the product of two independent copies of the Biggins
martingale limit of certain branching random walk. This result generalizes the work of
Daly, Schulte, and Shneer (arXiv:2308.12149) from non-negative to signed weights.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider a sparse Erdés—Rényi graph G, = G, )/, on the vertex set [n] == {1,2,...,n},
where each edge exists independently with probability A/n for some fixed constant A > 1.
Each edge e in G, is assigned an i.i.d. real-valued weight X (e) € R, distributed according
to a random variable X. Let 1x(t) == In E[e~*X] € (—o0, ], t € R denote the log-Laplace
transform of X and denote by D = {t € R: ¥x(t) < oo} its domain of definition, which is
an interval. In this paper, we investigate the minimum total weight of a simple path* from
vertex 1 to vertex n, denoted by:

X :=min{X(p) :peP(l,n)},

Here, P(1,n) denotes the set of all paths from 1 to n in G,, and X(p) = > .., X(e)
represents the total weight of the path p. By convention, if vertices 1 and n are disconnected,
ie., P(1,n) =0, we define min ) = co. Let P*(1,n) = {p € P(1,n) : X(p) = X} be the
set of paths achieving this minimal total weight. We further define:

H; = min{H(p) : p € P*(1,n)}.

where H(p) denotes the hopcount (number of edges) of the path p. Our primary focus is
on the asymptotic behavior of the pair (X H ).

Throughout this paper, we require that there exists a € (0,00) Nint D (the interior of
the interval D), such that

AE[e Y] = A" (@ =1, and ¢’ (a) < 0. (1.1)
Also, for simplicity, we assume that the distribution of X is non-arithmetic:
P(Xe€dz)#1,Vd>D0. (1.2)

We indicate in Remark 1.3 how to generalize our results to the arithmetic case.
For non-negative weights, i.e., P(X > 0) = 1, the condition AP(X = 0) < 1 guarantees
the existence of such an « in (1.1). In that case, Daly, Schulte, and Shneer [DSS523] proved
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that the scaled variables (X}, — = Inn, \/W(Hn ~vInn)) converge jointly in distribution
to a non-degenerate limit, where the constants v and § are given by
1 w// a w
———— and [ := )f( )3: (a )2.
algx (@)l ol (@) ~ o (a)]

Moreover, using the method of moments, they further characterized the full extremal
statistics of the minimal weight. They considered the extremal process

&y = E o Ly H(p)—7lnn
X(p)—= Inn,—————
pepliy T

=

and showed that, as n — oo it converges in distribution (in the space of random measures
on R? endowed with the vague topology) to a limiting process & This process is a Cox
process, i.e. a Poisson point process with a random intensity WW A(dx, dh), where

— axT 1 —ﬁ
A(dr,dh) =+ (ae™ dr) @ (me = dh)
and W, W are i.i.d. copies of the Biggins martingale limit with parameter a of the
branching random walk with offspring distribution Poi(\) and displacement distribution
X, see (2.4) for a precise definition.

Our main theorem extends these results to cases with signed weights. We also slightly
strengthen the notion of convergence, by considering £, and &,, n € N as random
elements in the space of measures on R~ x R™°t>® where R™*° = {—oc0} UR and
R = {—0o} UR U {400} are extensions of the real line endowed with the usual

topology (in particular, the space R™° is compact).

Theorem 1.1. Under assumptions (1.1) and (1.2), the process &, converges in law to Exo
with respect to the vague topology on the space of measures on R™°° x R™°1T%°  Moreover,
P&, =0) = P(lx =0) as n — .

Corollary 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have the convergence

) . 1 Hy —~vInn

n—oo
= (X*, H*) | WW >0 in distribution,
where (X*, H*) = argmin{x : (z,h) € Ex} .

Proof. We remark that the function v +— argmin {z : (x, h) € v} is continuous Pe_ (- | WW >
0)-almost surely, since, on the event WW > 0, the process E has a unique atom
(x,h) which minimizes z almost surely, and since v — v([—o0,z] X R7°%) is con-
tinuous Pg_-almost surely, by [Kall7, Lemma 4.1]. The result follows from Theo-
rem 1.1 by an application of the continuous mapping theorem and using the fact that

P(P(1,n) #0) =P(E, # D) = P(Ex # 0) = P(WW > 0). O

Remark 1.3. If the weight distribution X satisfies (1.1) but not (1.2), i.e., it is arithmetic,
then X is supported on the lattice so that one can not except X} — élnn still converges
weakly. Instead, one can characterize its subsequential limits. For the case of non-negative
weights, this was established in [DSS23, Theorem 1.1 (b)]. Assume that X € R is

arithmetic with span d > 0. For any ¢ € [—d, 0], let Ny C N be a sequence such that

. Inn Inn
limy, sn-so d | B | - 12

)2
Ay(dz,dh) (ad26a3d5 id(dz) ) ® <\/1277r6_}2 dh> . (1.3)

JEL

= 1. Define the limiting intensity measure




Then under assumption (1.1), along the subsequence Ny, the point process

>4
_gilnn H(p)—~vInn
pEP(1,n) (X(p) i), \/pBlZn )
converges in law to the Cox process with intensity measure WWe* Ay, and, further-
more, P(P(1,n) # ) — P(WW # 0). The approach in this paper can be adapted
straightforwardly to obtain this result. See also Remark 2.2.

1.1. Motivations and related work. Our motivation arises from the study of first-
passage percolation (FPP) on random graphs, a classical probabilistic model used to
analyze the spread of fluid flow or information through some (random) media. In this
setting, the edges of a graph represent the possible pathways for the flow, and each edge
is assigned a random passage time describing the duration required to traverse it. The
first-passage distance (or time) between two vertices is defined as the minimal total passage
time needed to travel from one vertex to the other. FPP investigates the geometric and
probabilistic structures induced by these random distances. Since the pioneering work of
Hammersley and Welsh [HW65], the model has been extensively studied, especially on the
integer lattice Z?, and we refer to the survey [ADH17] for a comprehensive overview.

Beyond the lattice setting, understanding how fluids or information propagate through
complex real-world networks naturally motivates the study of FPP on various random
graphs. As early as 1999, Janson [Jan99] investigated the minimum-weight path on complete
graph with random positive weights (including exponential and uniform edge weights.).
Subsequent studies on the complete graph include [BvdH12, BvdHH13]. Bhamidi, van
der Hofstad and Hooghiemstra further developed the theory by investigating FPP on
the configuration model under both exponential and general positive edge weights with a
density [BvdHH10a, BvdHH10b, BvdHH17a, BvdHH17b]. These authors extended their
results to Erdés—Rényi graphs in [BvdHHI11] for exponential weights, with subsequent
generalizations to arbitrary non-negative weights by Daly, Schulte, and Shneer [DSS23].
Moreover Komjathy and Vadon [KV16] studied FPP on the Newman—Watts small world
model and Kistler, Schertzer and Schmidt [[KSS20b, KSS20a] studied oriented FPP on the
hypercube in the limit of large dimensions.

All the studies mentioned above deal with non-negative edge weights. However, in the
general shortest path problem, the edge weights could be negative values, which could
model a gain instead of a loss or cost. This leads us to consider random graphs with signed
edge weights. This brings a natural difficulty: if a cycle with a negative total weight exists,
one could keep going around it to make the total cost decrease without bound. To avoid
this, we restrict attention to simple paths. Still, when negative edges become too abundant
compared with non-negative edges, one should expect the behavior to be very different.
For example, in the extreme case that the weights are equal to a negative constant, then
the path with smallest weight is simply the longest path, which is known to be of length
proportional to n [AKS81]. Our assumption (1.1) guarantees that locally around a point,
the weight of all paths originating from that point are ultimately positive and in fact
grow linearly in their length, see Section 2.3 for details. Under this assumption, we show
that the minimum-weight path statistics still belongs to the same universality class as in
[BvdHH17b] and [DSS23].

We now provide a glimpse into our method and compare it to previous methods to
study FPP on sparse graphs. A classical approach, followed for example by Bhamidi, van
der Hofstad and Hooghiemstra [BvdHH10a, BvdHH10b, BvdHH17a, BvdHH17b] or by
Komjathy and Vadon [KV16] is to describe the growth of the balls of radius ¢ > 0 for the
first passage percolation distance around a given point by a coupling to a continuous-time
branching process. The shortest distance between two points is then given by (twice) the



4 H. MA AND P. MAILLARD

first time the two growing balls around the two points intersect. In order to use this idea
effectively, it is convenient if the weights are exponentially distributed. In the general case,
this method is more complicated to use, since the continuous-time branching process used
in the coupling is not Markovian anymore. An additional difficulty is the need to couple to
the branching process for a long time, at which cycles start to appear and which need to
be taken care of.

In order to deal with completely general (non-negative) weights, Daly, Schulte, and
Shneer [DSS23] used a radically different method, based on a method of moments. They
were able to calculate moments of quantities counting the number of extremal paths and
their hopcount and showed that these moments satisfy a certain recurrence. They were
then able to identify this recurrence in terms of the Cox process £, based on a recurrence
of the moments of W. It is worth to point out that their moment calculations work vanilla,
i.e. without any truncation. One reason for this is that, in the case of non-negative weights,
the Biggins martingale limit W of the branching random walk has exponential tails [R6s92].
This is not true in the case of signed weights, in fact, under common assumptions, W
has a polynomial tail [Liu00]. One could still hope to adapt the method of moments by
truncating paths which become negative, or smaller than some constant —c. Indeed, if
one does this for the branching random walk, one recovers exponential tails for W, as was
recently shown by the authors [MM25]. However, it seems not clear how to establish a
recurrence for the moments, because of the need to keep track of the starting point of the
branching random walk.

In this paper, we therefore propose a method which is closer in spirit to classical methods,
but with several twists. First, we explore clusters locally around points, but not as balls
with respect to the FPP distance, but rather with respect to graph distance, describing
them by a branching random walk instead of a continuous-time branching process. This
in particular allows to easily handle signed weights. Second, we do not insist on coupling
the clusters to the branching random walk until they meet, but only up to a certain graph
distance growing slowly with n. This allows us not to be bothered with cycles at this stage,
which otherwise is a major source of difficulty. Third, we patch the two clusters together by
intermediate paths. These paths will be almost independent from each other, so that they
will account for the Poisson process. To prove this, we use the Chen-Stein method, which
reduces the problem to the calculation of some (truncated) first and second moments.

Our approach is partly inspired by Kistler, Schertzer and Schmidt [KSS20b, KSS20a] on
oriented FPP on the hypercube (with exponentially distributed weights). This is a dense
setting and the underlying graph is deterministic, whereas we work on a random, sparse
graph. While the results and scalings are different, the underlying idea of conditioning
on neighborhoods around the two vertices and using the Chen-Stein method to deal with
the paths connecting the two neighborhoods still works in our setting. One difference is
that we do not apply the Chen-Stein method as is, since we restrict to a certain good set
for the second moment calculations. We therefore derive a variant of the method that
incorporates a certain global dependency and which is possibly of independent interest.

To conclude, we believe that the method in this article paves the way to effectively
studying first passage percolation with general, possibly signed weights on other sparse,
locally tree-like graphs, such as the configuration model. We also believe that they allow to
deal with dense settings, if the FPP distances can be locally approximated by a branching
random walk (with infinite number of offspring). Indeed, the method is very robust, relying
mainly on (truncated) first- and second-moment computations. It should also extend to
the study of more complicated quantities, such as the vector of FPP distances between
three or more points.
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1.2. Roadmap of the proof. The starting point of our proof is the following lemma,
which indicates that to establish weak convergence of a sequence of point processes, it
suffices to verify the convergence of the number of points contained in each rectangle.

Lemma 1.4. Consider the set of rectangles of the form
R ={(z,2] x (h,h] : 2,2’ e R™°, 2 <2/, h, W e R7T>° h <K'}

Then &, converges in law to E with respect to the vague topology on measures on R~ x
R=F f and only if E,(R) converges in law to Ex(R) for every R € R.

Proof. We aim to apply Theorem 4.15 in Kallenberg [Kall7]. Define the class
R = ({(x,x’] cx, 2 €ER™®, —co <z <2’ }U{[-00,7] :x € Rfoo})
x ({(h, W] : bl € R729%%, —00 < h < W} U {[~00,h] : h € R™0})

Then R is, in the language of that reference, a dissecting semi-ring of the Borel sets
on R™® x R™°*%"%® and we have for every R € R, E[£,(0R)] = E[WWA(OR)] = 0.
Theorem 4.15 in Kallenberg [Kall7] (or the remark that precedes it) then implies the
statement with R in place of R. Now notice that &, and £ do not contain points (x,h)
with * = —o0 or h = —00, so that the statement also holds with R instead. (|

Notice that the law of £ (R) is a Poisson distribution, but with a random intensity
WWA(R). Inspired by the previous study [BvdHHI11] and [KSS20a], the randomness
in the intensity, namely W and W, comes from the random evolution within the local
neighborhood of the vertices 1, n. Thus, to establish the weak convergence of &,(R), we
therefore first reveal or explore the local neighborhood of {1,n}. Then conditionally on this
local information, the limiting distribution should be a Poisson random variable. There
exist various tools for proving Poisson convergence; here the Chen—Stein method seems to
be simple and elegant.

We now give a precise description of the framework, starting with the relevant notation.
For any vertex subset A C [n| and a radius p € N, let S,(A) denote the set of vertices at a
distance of p from A. The p-neighborhood of A in Gy, denoted by S<,(A), is the (weighted)
subgraph induced by the union of the k-spheres Si(A) for k from 0 to p. Throughout this
paper, we let (r,),>1 be a sequence of natural numbers such that!

rn, — o0 and 7, = o(y/logn). (1.4)
Moreover, we introduce a good event G} for the 7,-neighborhoods of vertices 1 and n:
Gy, == {S<;, (1) and S<,, (n) are both trees, and |S<,, (1)| V [S<;, (n)] < (2A)™}
N {S<,,(1,n) is a forest of two trees}.
For technical reasons, we’ll introduce two additional good events G2, G3 in §3.1; and our
analysis will always assume the occurrence of G, = G. N G2 N G3. Lemma 3.1 shows
that the good event G, happens with high probability. It makes use of the fact that the

neighborhood of vertex 1 in G,, converges in the local weak sense to a Galton-Watson tree
with Poisson(\) offspring distribution. In the following, let

)\k
(k) = Ee*A for all A > 0 and k € N.
Notice that for A,y > 0,
sup|ma (k) — 7,(k)| < P(Poi(]A — uf) > 1) < |A - . (15)

k>0

fWe could in fact allow 7, < dlogn for some small § > 0, at the expense of some more complicated
arguments. In particular, we would need to extend Lemma 2.1 to a wider range of x.
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Given R € R, we bound the difference of the probability distribution function of &, (R)
with £ (R) as follows:

[P (En(R) = k) = P (Ex(R) = k)
<P(G;) +E[|P[Ea(R) = k. Gy | S<r, (1,)] = ma, () (K) (G,

] (1.6)
+ ’E {W/\H(R)(k)l{Gn}] - E [”WWA(R)(/‘C)] ’ (1.7)

where
M(R) = E[&E(R) | S<r,(1,n)] > 0.

Therefore, by Lemma 1.4, to establish the weak convergence &, — €, it suffices to show
that the error terms in (1.6) and (1.7) vanish as n — oo.

We first explain the idea for proving that (1.7) vanishes. Notice that when G} occurs,
for any vertex u € S, (1), the there exists a unique path from 1 to u within the subgraph
S<r,(1,n). We refer to this path as [1,u],, or just [1,u] for simplicity if there’s no risk
of confusion. Similarly, for any v € S, (n), [v,n] denotes the unique path from v to n in
S<r,(1,n). Hence the following two quantities are well-defined:

Wi, = 1(c1, Z e~ oX(Lul) and W, = 161, Z e—aX([n]).
u€Sr, (1) vESy, (n)

A simple computation yields that the (conditional) expectation of &,(R) is related to the
(truncated) exponential renewal function of the random walk with step distribution X
(see Lemma 2.3). By using the renewal theory for random walk with positive jumps (see
Lemma 2.1), in Lemma 2.7 we will show that

IAn(R) — W,, W, A(R)| — 0 in probability as n — oo.
Then (1.5) and bounded convergence theorem imply that

Elmy,r) (k)] — Elry, w, am (B =0

Since the local weak limit of the weighted graph G(n,A/n) is a branching random walk,
Corollary 2.5 shows that

(W,, , W,..) converges weakly to (W, W) as n — ooc.

In particular [E[my, i, gy (k)] = Elmy 54 (K)]] = 0, which establishes (1.7).

The proof of (1.6) is based on the Chen-Stein method for Poisson approximation,
originally developed by Chen [Che75] and subsequently refined and simplified by Arratia,
Goldstein, and Gordon [AGGR&9]. This work provides a robust framework for approximating
sums of dependent indicator random variables with a Poisson distribution, with broad
applications across various models (see, e.g., [CCH15, CCH16, KSS20b, KSS20a, ST20,
FTWY24]; the list is by no means exhaustive). Compared with the formulations in [Che75,
Theorem4.1], [AGG89, Theorem 1] or [Rosl1, Theorem 4.7], in the following version, we
have an additional indicator variable x in the covariance terms, see (1.8) (and we condition
on a o-algebra F, but this is a trivial generalization). For completeness we provide a proof
in Appendix A.

Lemma 1.5 (Chen—Stein method for Poisson Approximation). Let (X;)icr be a family
of Bernoulli random variables with finite index set I. Let F be a sub-o-algebra. For each
1 € I, suppose that a conditionally dissociating neighborhood N; C I is given, that is,
conditionally on F, X; is independent of {X; : j & N;} where N; := N; U{i}. Define

Y=Y X;, and A=) Ef[X;]=) Pr(X;=1).
icl iel il



Let x be another Bernoulli random variable (not necessarily F-measurable). Then

drv, 7 (xY, Poi(})) = Sup ‘ Pr(xY € A)— > mi(k) ’

keA
(1.8)
<2Pr(x =00+ Y Er[X;J]Er[X;]+) > Er[XiX;x]
i€l jen, icl jen;

To apply this Lemma, we rewrite &,(R) as summation of Bernouli random variables:

En(R) =) I(p;R)

where p represents the potential paths starting from 1 to n (see (2.8) for the precise
definition) and I(p, R) indicates that the potential path p contributes to &,(R), i.e., X (p)
and H(p), after rescaling, falls in set R. We will apply Lemma 1.5 with

Y = gn(R)) X = 1{Gn} ) F = Sﬁrn(l)n)7

and the dissociating neighborhood of for a potential path p, denoted by N, consists of
other potential paths that share at least one edge with p outside S<,, (1, 7).

In Lemma 3.3 we will show that 37,3 /e n Ex[I(p; R)JE#[I(p'; R)] vanishes as n — oc.
This first-moment estimate follows from a straightforward counting argument on |Np|
together with a renewal-theoretic result (see Lemma 2.1). In Lemma 3.4 we further
prove that the term »5, 3 /cn, E #[I(p; R)I(p'; R)] also vanishes, based on a more refined
counting of subclasses of p’ € A, with specific correlation structures between I(p’; R) and
I(p; R). We will see that the introduction of the good event G,, within the correlation
terms is necessary when ¢ x(2a) > 1 x(a). In contrast, when ¥ x(2a) < ¥x(«), which
includes the case X > 0, we may simply take y = 1.

2. ASYMPTOTIC OF EXPECTATIONS

2.1. Preliminary: Renewal function. Let (S,),>0 denote a random walk with step
distribution X and initial position Sy = 0. We define the renewal function

V(z) = Z MNP(S, <z) forallzeR.
k>1

Furthermore, for h € R™°7° let
kn(h) == |yInn+ hy/BInn| V0.
Lemma 2.1. (i) There exists C < oo such that for all x > 0,
V(z) < Ce™™ (2.1)

Moreover, we have the following limits:

lim Viz) =
T—00 T

)

and there exists o' > a such that

lim M =0
r——00 eX 7T

(ii) Let x € R and h € RU {4o00}. Let (I'y)n>1 be any sequence of positive numbers such
that Ty, = o(y/logn). Then, as n — oo,

ken (h)
=0.

1
lim su \ep
n¥5o 1eh, | A((—00, 2] X (—o0, h]) >

1
<Sk < 1nn+:v> -1
k=1 o
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Proof of Lemma 2.1. In the case X > 0 the lemma is proven in [DSS23, Section 2.2], based
on [IM10, Theorem 2.2] which essentially proves assertion (i) and covers the general case.
For completeness, we provide a detailed proof.
Let us denote (Sk) the random walk with initial position So = 0 and step distribution
X given by R
E[f()] = XE[e =X /(X)] , ¥ € Cy(R).
In particular, E[f(S)] = AFE[e=*5 £(S},)] for any k > 1 and

E[S1] = AE[S;e %] = —¢/y (a) > 0. (2.2)
using (1.1) for the last equality.

We now have
S — a(Sp—z)1
0= SB[ e B leGong )
k>0 k>0

The first two statements of the first part now follow from the two-sided renewal theorem,
together with the fact that the function y — e~ is directly Riemann integrable, see
Feller [Fel71, Sections XI.1 and XI.9]. For the third statement of the first part, by
assumption (1.1), there exists o/ > «a such that ¥x (o) < ¥x(a) and ¢’y (a’) < 0. Set
p= e¥x(a)=vx(@) < 1 Denote by Sj, the random walk with step distribution X where
E[f(X)] = e "X E[e X f(X)] = ;E[e_(a/_a)xf(ff)]-

We then have

V(z) = Z o"E {ealg’“l{gkgx}} < Z E [ealgkl{gkgx}} .
k>0 k>0

Since E[X] = —¢(a’) > 0, the two-sided renewal theorem implies as above that
V(z)e ®® =50, x— oo,

which finishes the proof of point (i).
To prove assertion (ii), note that for h = +oo0, it follows from (i). Hence, by additivity,
it is enough to show that for every h € R,

1 > 1
lim sup \p (S < —Inn+ x) —1]=0. 2.3
n—00 |z|<T»y TZA((—OO,I‘] X (ha OO)) k—knz(h)—&—l . «Q ( )

We have,

Z )\kP(Sk < l1nn + x| Skn(h)) = >\k"(h)‘/<l Inn+x— Skn(h))-
kel (h)+1 o @

Thus by using the change of measure, we obtain

3 Ak’P(Sk < élnn + x) = )\’“"(h)E[V(; Inn+z — Skzn(h))}
k=Fkn (h)+1

Viiinn 4z -8

_neo‘xE{ o Illn i kn(h))].
6a[glnn+x—5kn(h>}

We set &, = (Sy,(n) — E[S1]kn(h))/\/ Var(S1)k,(h), so that

Skatn) = E[S1kn(h) + &u\/ Var(S1)ka(h)

According to the central limit theorem, &, converges in distribution to a standard normal
random variable. Recall that E[S1] = | (a)| and Var(S;) = ¢%(«), and k,(h) is
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the integer part of m Inn + h[M Inn] 12, Writing ¢, = [
X

alfy ()P

Py () ]1/2
aly (a)]

, simple
calculations yield

1 = 1 1
—Inn+x— S, n=—hn+z- [—lnn—&—ca({n + h+o0,(1)) lnn}
a a a

=2 —co(&n +h+on(1))Vinn.

Using (2.1) and the asymptotics of V(z) for z — oo from point (i), we can apply the
dominated convergence theorem to get

V(y)

lim
y—oo ey

V(i1 s
lim E (GInnt o = Spw)

e eola Inntz—Sg, ()] ] - nh—%op(gn +h<0) = (1 =)y,
uniformly in |z| <T',, = o(v/logn), where ®(-) denotes the c.d.f. of a standard Gaussian
distribution. This completes the proof of (2.3) and therefore finishes the proof of the

lemma. O

Remark 2.2. As discussed in Remark 1.3, when the weight distribution X has a span
d > 0, we should apply the key renewal theorem in arithmetic case. Then assertion (i)

becomes limy,_,o V (kd) /e®*d = %7. Assertion (ii) becomes

1 fnlf) i Inn
- NP (S < dlt |+ ) -1
edLIdT“JAd(Rjd,h) kz:;) dox

where Ag(Rjqp) = —224e%®(h) by (1.3).

1—e—od

=0.

lim sup
"0 e, |j|<Ty

2.2. First moment asymptotic. In this subsection we study the asymptotic behavior of
E[&,(R)] by using the results on renewal function obtained above.

Lemma 2.3. Let R€ R. Then
lim E[&,(R)] = A(R) = ve** ®(h).

n—oo

We begin with some necessary notation. Let us denote by Pr(1,n) all the free paths (or
potential paths) from 1 to n:

Pe(1,n) = {p = (vi)fzo cvg = 1,v, = n;v; # vj for i 75]}
For p € Pr and R € R, set

I(p;R) =1 {p € P(1,n) and (X(p) - élnn, W) € R}.

Then we can rewrite &,(R) as the sum of a family of dependent Bernoulli variables:

gn<R) = Z I(p; R)
pEP:(1,n)
Proof of Lemma 2.5. By linearity of expectation, it is enough to consider R of the form
R =R, = (—o0,z] X (—o0, A,
for v € R, h € RU{+oc0}. We have,

Fn(h)
E[&n(Rep)l = Y EUpRen)l= ) >, E[m R
{

perpf(Ln) =1 pG’Pf(l,n),H(p)ZE

Observe that, for any p € P¢(1,n) with H(p) = ¢, the expectation equals

l
E[I(p;Ryp)) = (2) P(S; <alnn+z).
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The number of free paths of hopcount /¢ is given by
-1
’{p € Pf(lvn)vH(p) = 6}‘ = H(n -2- .7) = (n - 2>Z7
§=0
using the Pochhammer symbol. Combining the previous formulas with the fact that

(n=2)

— — L uniformly in 1 < /¢ < In?n as n — oo, it follows that

kn(h)
E[E,(Ryp)] = [+ 0n(1)] Y AP(Se < alnn + ) = [1 4 0n(1)]A(Ry p)-
/=1
Above, we have used assertion (ii) of Lemma 2.1. We now complete the proof. O

2.3. Local weak convergence to branching random walk. A key result for our
analysis is the local weak convergence of the sparse Erd6s—Rényi graph G(n,A/n) to a
Poi(\) Galton-Watson tree, referred to as PGW(A) tree. This has been a quite standard
and widely-used technique. In the following we follow [RW10, Lemma 2.2].

Given fixed vertices u,v € G,, we explore their local neighborhoods up to a radius r,
using a two-stage breadth-first search (BFS). First, we run a BFS starting from the root w.
Starting with Sp(u) = {u} at level p = 0, to find S,11(u), we iterate through the vertices
w € S,(u) C [n] one by one in increasing order of their labels. For each w, we examine all
edges from w to vertices not yet reached. If an edge (v, w) connects to an unvisited vertex
w, we add w to S,41(u) and call this edge 'revealed. This process continues until we have
identified all vertices in S<,,(u). Then we perform the same BFS procedure starting from
v, but only exploring vertices that were not discovered in the first search. This second
stage identifies the vertex set of S<,, (v) \ S<r, (u). The two sets of revealed edges from
these searches constitute the graphs S25° (u), S2° (v). By construction, these are both
trees. We treat them as rooted, ordered trees with respective roots u and v, where the
children of any node are ordered by their increasing labels.

Lemma 2.4. Let T be a PGW()\)-tree up to height r,,. Let ', be any sequence of positive
numbers such that T'y, = o(y/n). Then for any rooted ordered trees T,7 with |7|,|7| < T},

P (S<,,(1) =7,8<,(n) =7,8<r,+1(1) NS<y, (n) =0) = (1 +0o(1))P(T =7)P (T =7)

as n — oo, where o(1) depends only on I'y,.

Proof. Suppose before examining u we have reached k = k,, vertices in total so far. Then
a
the probability of revealing £ = £, edges in the next step is (", k) (A) (1— 2=t In

n n

the PGW()) tree a vertex u produces ¢ = ¢, children has probability %fe_’\. The ratio of
these probabilities is

— n—k—{
W (1 - 2) et = exp (O(kt/n) + O(k + £/n)).

Since 3 yerur kulu < 200 Y uerus by < 412 = o(n), we get
P (S8 (1), 8% (n) = (7,7)))
P(T—)P(T =7 = exp (O(F%/n))

In addition, conditionally on (S2° (1), 822 (n)) = (7, 7), the event {S<,, (1) = SZ2 (1)} N
{S<r,(n) = S5 (1)} N {S<p,+1(1) N S<p, (n) = O} occurs if and only if none of the
unexamined edges between |7| + |7| vertices found is also present, which is of probability
at most exp (O(F% / n)) Then the desired result follows. O
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Consequently, the weighted Erdés—Rényi graph converges locally to a weighted PGW
(M) tree, more commonly known as a branching random walk (BRW). Precisely, given a
PGW(A) tree T with root g, assign to each edge e an i.i.d. weight X (e) with common
distribution X. For each u € T, let V(u) denote the sum of weights on the unique path
from ¢ to u; and let |u| denote denote its graph distance from the root. Define

W S av)
ful=rn
Then (WPRY), ~( forms a non-negative martingale, and converges almost surely to a limit:

W =W = lim W as. (2.4)

n—oo

Let (Wf:‘w, W) be an independent copy of (WAL W).
Corollary 2.5. Asn — oo, P(GL) — 1. As a consequence,
'n,h—)nolo(WT"’ W,,) = (W, W) in distribution. (2.5)

In particular, the sequence (W, , Wrn)nZI is tight. Moreover, for any A > 1, with

nhﬁnolo 1{G711} Z eiaX([l’uD1{‘X([17u})|>2|wlx(a)|rn} =0 1in probability.
uES”'n (1)

Proof. The assertion P(GL) — 1 follows from the Lemma 2.4, combined with the fact
E|{u € T : |u| = r,}| = A™". For the second assertion (2.5), observe that for any rooted
ordered trees 7,7

~ B (W) | T = 7, T = 7.

Then it follows from the law of total probability and Lemma 2.4. For the last assertion,

~

recalling the definition of (Sy,),>0 from the proof of Lemma 2.1, we have

E| Y eV vy @i | =P (ISn] > 21k (@)lr) -

|u|=rn
This goes to 0 as n — co, because (S,,)n>0 is a random walk with E[S;] = ¢ (a)] > 0 by
(2.2). This completes the proof. O
We will later need the following;:

Lemma 2.6 (Biggins, see e.g. Theorem 3.2 in Shi [Shil5]). The events {W = 0} and
{|T] < oo} coincide almost surely.

2.4. Conditioned first moment asymptotic. Recall that A\,,(R) = E[£,(R) | S<,(1,n)]
for R C R2. In this subsection we show the asymptotic behavior of A, (R).

Lemma 2.7. We have for every R € R,
Jim ‘)\n(R) - WMWT”A(R)‘ 1icry =0 in probability.

Before presenting the proof, we first introduce some necessary notation. Since on G},
S<r,(1,n) is a forest of two trees, whose leaves are, respectively, S, (1) and S, (n), any
path p from vertex 1 and to vertex n in G, can be viewed as a path from some vertex
u € S, (1) to some vertex v € S, (n). Precisely, whenever G occurs, we can decompose
P(1,n) as follows:

P(l,n):U U U Puw(l; S<r, (1,1n)), (2.6)

£22 ues"‘n (1) UESTTL (n)
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U2 / ~
p.o 7
V11 ©
_-0
u = Vg

S1(1) Sx(1)

FIGURE 1. Tllustration of a free path p = [1,u] @ (v;)’Z1 @ [v,n] € Py (0).

where for each u € S, (1) and v € S;,(n),
Puw(l; S<r, (1,1)) = {[1,Uo]s§rn(1) ® (v1)iZ1 @ [ve,nls., () :

vo = u, v = 0,0 € [n]\ S<p, (1,n),v; # v; for i # j}. (2.7)

For brevity, we write Py, (£) instead of Py ,(¢; S<r,(1,n)) when the context is clear. With
this notation, &£,(R) can be expressed as

ER)= > > > > Ip;R) onG,. (2.8)

uESy, (1) vESy,, (n) £>2 pEPy (L)

Proof of Lemma 2.7. As in the proof of Lemma 2.3, we can assume that R = R, ) =
(—o0, ] X (—o0,h], for z € R and h € R™°T>°, First, we calculate the expectation
E[I(p; R, )] for any given p € Py, (¢) where u € S, (1), v € S, (n), and £ > 2. Note
that by the choice of R, j, this expectation vanishes whenever ¢ > k, (h). For notational
convenience, define

Xuw = X([1,u]) + X([v,n]) , and

)

1 (2.9)
Flyn,y) =P S <—lnn+z—y| fory e R.
«
Then the conditional expectation is given by
Y l
E (i Ron) | Ser (L) ey = () FEnXulioy sk (210)

Notice that for any v € S, (1), v € S, (n) and £ > 2,

Puw(@)] = (n = [S<r, (1,n)])e = [1+ 0n(1)]n" on G,,.
where 0,,(1) — 0 as n — oo uniformly in u,v and 1 < ¢ < In?n. Combined this with (2.8)
and (2.10), we obtain

kn(h)
1
An(Rop)ligry =1+ o0n(1)] > S =T XF(n, Xuw) ey
uES, (1) vES (n) " =2
Let 88 denote the set of pairs (u,v) € S, (1) X S, (n) satisfying | X ([1, u])| < 2|’y (a)|ry
and |X([v,n])] < 2| (Q)|rn. Set S* = (S, (1) x S, (n)) \ S&. By using part (ii)
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of Lemma 2.1, since r, = o(y/logn) by (1.4), we have %le;gh) MNF(,n,Xyo) = [1+
on(1)]e~ % ww A(R, 1,) uniformly in (u,v) € S8. While for (u,v) € SP, inequality (2.1) gives
% lezgh) MNF(l,n,Xyp) < Ce™Xuve®® Employing these bounds, we deduce that on G,
)\n(Rx,h) = [1 _|_ On(l)] Z e-OéXu,vA(Rq}’h) _|_ O(eOZiE Z e—OéXu,'U) .
(uw)€SE (u,v)eSP
Note that 3, ) e~ Xuv] Gy =W, W,.,. So we can rewrite the previous expression as,
on G},
Al(Bap) = [1+ 00 (D]Wy, Wy, A(Re ) + €220 (WP, Wy, + Wy, WP ).

where Wj?n = 11y Zuesrn(l) e*aX([l’“D}{|X([1,u})|>2|w/x(a)m} and an is defined analo-

gously. According to Corollary 2.5, W, , W, are tight and WT'?n, W,El — 0 in probability as
n — 0o0. Thus the desired result follows. 0

3. LIMITING EXTREMAL PROCESS

3.1. Good events. In this subsection we do some preparation work for the proof of
Theorem 1.1. We introduce two additional good events. First, define the constant

% _inf 1/1X(t)+ln)\

s =
t>a t

> 0. (3.1)
The positivity of s* is guaranteed by assumption (1.1). We then define the event
G2 = {V path p in G, starting from 1 or n, if H(p) > 7y, then X(p) > %H(p)}
Finally, with o’ > « as in Lemma 2.1, define
. 1
G = {V path pin G, , X(p) > —Jlnn}
and set
G, =G, NG:NG:.
Lemma 3.1. The good event G,, occurs with high probability. Precisely, we have

limsup P(G;,) = 0.

n—oo

Proof. In Corollary 2.5 we have proved P((GL)¢) — 0. Now let us prove P((G2)¢) — 0. By
applying the union bound, we get
PG <2> > > PEeP)),X(p)<s7/2)
J=24>rn pePs(1,5),H (p)=£
A l
<23 nntt () P(S, < s"0/2) =2 Y X'P(S, < 5"1/2).
n
0>ry, >7rn

Above we have used |{p € Ps(1,7), H(p) = £}| < n*~!. By employing the Chernoff bound,
it follows that for t > 0

MNP (S, < s%0/2) < exp (Ux (t) + In X + s°t/2])
According to the definition (3.1) of s*, there exist t, > o and a constant ¢, such that
Ux(to) +In X+ s%t,/2 < —c, < 0.
Hence the required result P((G2)¢) < 2%, et = O(e %) = o(1) follows.
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In order to bound P((G3)¢), by applying the union bound again, we derive

P(GI<YY X P(pePti) X< lun)

4,j £>1pePs(1,5),H (p)=~
1 1
< nZ)\eP (Sg < —,lnn> =nV (—,lnn> .
o1 « «

Part (i) of Lemma 2.1 now implies that P((G2)¢) — 0 as n — co. This completes the
proof. O

3.2. Convergence of extremal process. In this and the next subsection, we lay the
groundwork for the proof of the main theorem by proving the following convergence result
of the conditional avoidance function. Recall that

AR
TF)\(k) =€ )\g,

Lemma 3.2. Let R € R. Then for every k > 0,

k> 0.

lim ‘P [Gn,En(R) =k | S<r, (1,n)] — TF)\n(R)(k)‘ =0 in probability.

n—o0

This lemma provides the final piece needed to establish the convergence of the extremal
process.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 admitting Lemma 3.2. Combining Lemmas 2.7, 3.2 and 3.1, we have
that &,(R) converges in law to £ (R) for every R € R. Lemma 1.4 then implies that &,
converges in law to €. For the second statement, the convergence just proven directly
implies that

lim P(&, =0) < P(£x =0) =P(WW =0).

n—oo

It therefore remains to show the reverse inequality. By Lemma 2.6, we have P(WW =
0) =P(|T] < o0, |T| < o0), where T and T are independent Poi(A)-BGW trees. But by
the local limit result (Lemma 2.4), we have that

This proves the second statement. O

We now turn to the proof of Lemma 3.2. Our strategy is to apply Lemma 1.5 with

Y=Y, = Z I(p;R) , x =1, and F =S8<.,(1,n).

pEP(1,n)
H(p)<2yInn

Note that we have
En(R) =Yy + E,(RN (R™™ x ((v/v/B)VInn, +o7))),

and the latter term vanishes in L' as n — oo, by Lemma 2.3. Hence, setting \, =
E[Y, | S<;,], it suffices to prove that
lim |P[G,,Y, =k |S<,(1,n)] —mx (k)| = 0 in probability.

n—o0

Since we will work on the good event G which is S<;., (1, n)-measurable, we may rewrite
Y,, as follows:
Yo=Y I(mR) onG,

pEP(1,n)
H(p)<2vyIlnn
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where P(1,n) is defined in (2.6). Moreover for each p € P(1,n), let us define the (condi-
tioned) dissociating neighborhood of p as

N, = {p’ e P(l,n):p #p, Hp') < 2yIlnn,p’ and p share at least one
(undirected) edge that is not contained in S<,,, (1, n)}
Explicitly, if p = [1,v0] & (v5)!=} @ [ve, n]; and p' = [1,v)] & (V)5 & [vjs,n], then p’ € N,
if and only if there exists 1 < ¢ < ¢ and 1 <4’ < ¢ such that
either (v;_1,v;) = (Vi_q,v}s) or (vi,vi—1) = (Vii_y,00). (3.2)

From the construction of G, it follows that conditionally on S<,,(1,n), I(p;R) is
independent of I(p’; R),p’ ¢ {p} UN, = N,. By employing Lemma 1.5, we obtain that,
for any R € R, on the event G, for any k € N,

[P (Gp Ea(R) = & | S<r, (1,m)) = ma, () (K)|

< > > E[UmR)|S<,(1L,n)]E[I(p;R) | S, (1,1)] (3.3)
pEP(l,n) p’eﬁp
H(p)<2vIlnn
B3.3)(nyrniR)

+ > Y EmRIW; R)G,y | S<r(1,n)] +2P[G; | S<,, (1,7)]. (3.4)
pEP(1,n) p'ENp
H(p)<2vyIlnn

B34y (nyrasR)

Thus it suffices to show that X33)(n,7,; R) and X34)(n, 705 R) converges to zero in
probability as n — oo.

3.3. Vanishing of correlation terms.

Lemma 3.3. Let R € R. Then we have
lim ¥ 33)(n, 705 R)14g,} = 0 in probability.

n—oo
Proof. Since I(p; R) is increasing in R, it is enough to consider R of the form
R = (—o00,2] x R™%*>

for some z € R. We assume henceforth that this is the case. Recall from (2.10) that on
the good event G} the conditional expectation for I(p; R) is given by

A l
B3 R) | Ser, (1) 1ieyy = (2 ) Fln X)Ly,
where X,,, and F are defined in (2.9), note that F depends on x. This yields that on G,
¥(3.3)(n, ; R) is bounded from above by

2yInn G )\gl

> DD DD > o P Xy )F (X ).

W €Sy (1) v,0'€Spp (1) £8/=2 pEPu,w (£) P'EP, o (¢)N(NpU{P})

Next, given any p € P, ,(¢), we claim that the number of p’ € Py v (¢) in N, can be
bounded from above as follows:

Ny NPy ()] < £ x 0 x 2 x nf' 72, (3.5)

In fact, according to (3.2), constructing such a path p’ involves choosing an index 1 <7 < ¢
for p (¢ options), an index 1 < ¢’ < ¢ for p’ (¢ options), the vertex v}, € {vi—1,v;} (2



16 H. MA AND P. MAILLARD

options), and the remaining vertices (v})?j\{vg,fl, v} of p' (at most n* =2 options—mnote
that one might think there are at most n¥ =3 options, but it might be the case that i/ =1
so that v, = v’ = u = vp has been fixed and similar for i' = n).

Now combining (3.5) with the trivial bound [Py, (£)| < n*~!, we obtain

E(3.3) (n,7n; R)

2yInn o s )\@ )\@’ /

< N - - ! gyl
< E E g n' = x20'n X T F(,n, Xuw)F(E,m, Xy o)

u,u! €Sy, (1) v,0' €Sy, (n) £,/=2

2

(2yInn)? M
<2 (7, X
< I SEGAR T

uESr, (1),vE€S,, (n) £>2

By applying part (i) in Lemma 2.1, we have

0 \¢ C B ) )
S Bl Xe) < Cenld mmtr—Xus] _ ggnme=oX () g-aX (o),
>2 n

Consequently, on the event Gl we have

2v1Inn)? . n—00
Yy (n,m; R) < C (Py;m)e” W2 (W,,)> %0

in probability. Above we have used the W, , W, are tight (Corollary 2.5). Combining
O

with Lemma 3.1, this completes the proof.

Lemma 3.4. Letr, > 1 and R € R. Then we have
nIEIC}O B34y (nymn; R) 1,y = 0 in probability.

_— Z; vl G\:
D=9 / ’ 0\ :
i O~ T

/O . \ / . ~e V=Y :

_— : \O \\le/] 02_7‘/ Ug=0g -~ a \\D_,—"—g\\ .

{< : ) K - / :
/ . —0 . 9-_"0’7’9\\\p;{‘176 ‘O'/U[71 S o
o= 2 T wry = O
= T Ay oo o
\R _— \ou Uy U5 Y6 O\
o ) o
NN p=1u (@)=} o] g

S1(1) &(1) S0 s (Plp) =2a@p) =4

sh(p'|p) = Tre5(p'lp) =8 w-" Sr(n)

5o P'lp) = £ = Liey(p'lp) = € —1

FIGURE 2. Illustration of &(p'[p) and €} (p/|p).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 3.3, we can assume that R is of the form

R = (—o00,x] x R™%

for some z € R.
Fix any p € Py,(¢) with u € S, (1), v € S;,(n) and 2 < ¢ < 2yInn. For each path

p' € Py (¢) that belongs to Ny, and ¢ > 1, we define s;(p'|p), €;(p’|p) as the start and
end indices of the i-th “journey” in which it shares its trajectory with p. Precisely, let
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p = (v1)i_y and p' = (v}){_, be the corresponding representation of p, p’ (2.7). We define,
fori>1,

Si(p/lp) = inf {j > ¢j_y 1 0) € {v;: 0 < i < 0},
el(p|p) = sup {j > s : the pattern (Ufc)i:s’l appears in (vi)fzo or in (Ug_i)f:0}7

with the convention ej(p’|p) == —1. Denote by ¢;(p'|p) the number of shared segments
during the i-th journey, that is

ti(p'lp) = €;(p'lp) — i (@'lp) , fori = 1.
Define Q(p'|p) as the total number of journeys that p’ moves along with (or opposite to) p:
QWlp) =sup{q: e, <}
Finally, set £(p'|p) == (Zi(p’|p))?:(f,|p) and note that
Q(P'Ip)
€' Ip)] = (1€ Ip)ll = ; i(p'lp) = 1

because p’ € N, shares at least one (undirected) edge with p.

Let (Ssi))izl be i.i.d. copies of the random walk S,. Using this notation, we have

B |1(; I )16, | S<r, (1,1)]

A £ 16 D) @
<[ - - / :
< () <B[F(n 0 Y Sy +Xuo) (3:6)

Q'Ip)

/ ’L
X F(n’f ('[P, ; Sz ®Ip) +Xu',u) s oty 2~ MY 1<I<Q(Y |p)}:|

Above, S( ) comes from the weight of the i-th journey that p’ follows the trajectory of p;
and we have an inequality not an equality as many constraints in G,, were omitted.

The expectation of I(p; R)I(p'; R) above suggests a finer classification of N,. To this
end, let £L:={€=({;)_;:q>1;4; >0, =>%,¢;>1}. For £ = (¢;)]_, € E, define

Purwr (U, €] p) == {p" € Purw () NN, : QW |p) = q; and £;(p'|p) = £i,1 < i < g}
This allows us to express N, as the following disjoint union:

2yInn

N, = U U U Puw@]p). (3.7)

WESy, (1) W ESy, (n) €>2 LEL

Assuming p € Py, (¢), we partition N, into four disjoint subsets: N, Np/’x, NPXM, and
./\/'p‘/’/. These subsets are the sub-unions of (3.7) defined by conditions on the indices v’
and v’. The first superscript indicates if v’ = u (v') or v/ # u (%), and the second does so
analogously for v' and v.
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Case 1. According to (3.7) and the definition of NV*, we have

Sen = . > E[ImRI; R, | S (1n)]
pEP(ln) peNXX
H(p)<2yIlnn
2yInn 2yInn

= 2> > > X))

UESr, (1) £=2 p€Pu,u(f) u#u'€Sr, (1) €=2 q21 £=(4;)]_, P'EP,s 1 (¢ £]p)
VESy,, (n) v#v €Sy, (1) |£\<Z/\Z/

E[1(p; )L R)1ig, | S<r(1,m)] - (3.8)
Given any p € Py (), we claim that for any v’ # u, v' # v, £/ > 2 and £ = ((;)]_, € L,
Purwr (€€ p)] < (€ x £ x 2)T x 0 12z (b)), (3.9)

Moreover |Py (¢, £ | p)|] = 0 if [£] > ¢. In fact, to construct a path p’ € Py (¢, € | p),
we first select, for each 1 < i < ¢, the indices 1 < s, = &(p'|p) < ¢ (at most ¢
options), and then choose the corresponding vertex v/, in {v;}{_, (at most ¢ options). If

l; > 1; we may then determine (U;;-i-l’ v

or the opposite one (at most two choices). Finally, we choose the remaining vertices in

Uy, y,) to follow either the same direction as p

(v )ZI F\(UE -1 U /<J<S +¢; {v}}), which gives at most pt 1= 20 (Gt D) possibilities, since
sh > 1 and e < 0=

Now, combining (3.6) and (3.8), together with the bounds |P,,(¢)| < n*~! and (3.9),
we obtain

» < i ere-ie 19409~ 2q 0 —1—|£|—q
B < D >, > Z - n " 29(2yInn) xn

uuw €8ry, (1) 2<60<2vInn 21 =(£;)9_,
v,V €Sy, (1) le|< <€/\£’

a g
B [F(0= e 32580 4 ) F(E= 1 3880 4 Ko )L ansrcicn |

Notice that the part (i) of Lemma 2.1 yields

Z (E_ €], n, ZSZ +Xuv> < CeaxHe_aSe>e aXu,v

o>1e| i=1 i=1

bl

Substituting this into the previous bound for 33 g), we get

4vIlnn
L Y
s B 8 A'( )
u,u' €Sry, (1) ¢21 4=
v,v ESTn( )
4q i
% CQEX |:€2az H e*QOCSéi)e—aXu,ve Oéxul o1

(57>~ L nny 1<i<q}}

— (220w Z o~ Xuw o= Xy Z dyInn Z VE[e—205i1 !
- ’ n {szfﬁ Inn} :
u,u’' €Sy, (1) g1 jz1
v,v' €Spy, (1)
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Using Lemma 2.1, it follows that,

Z)\jE[e_QO‘Sf 1{Sj2—$1nn}] < ). e_%‘mz )\jP(S’j €[m— 1,m]>

Jjz1 m>—2LInn j=1
«@
!
—2am —(2a—a’)ym (2a—a’)
< Y eVms Y e rmgaTe
mz—élnn mz—ilnn

Note that (20‘06;,0‘,) < 1, since o/ > «. Therefore, we can find a constant ¢ > 0 such that

41 / —2aS; I —c
Z|: ’Vnnn Z)\]E[e 2 SJl{S'>_(blnn}j|:| Sn

g>1 i>1 ’
for sufficiently large n. Moreover, note that

Z e—axu,vefaxu/,v/ — W2 (WTn)Z

Tn
u,u’' €Sry, (1)
v,v' €Spy, ()

We conclude that X35y < n_CW,?n (W, )2. Thus as n — oo, Y 3.8)1(G,) converges to zero
in probability.

Case 2. Let us bound |NV;*|, where p € Pyy(¢). (The case for N[ is similar.)
Observe that for p’ € Ny by definition we have s} (p'|p) = 0 and e}, (p/|p) < ¢’ — 1. In this
case we claim that

PP g, (6)))] < (£ x £ x 2)87 x pf 1= 200 (Gt D1 (3.10)
Comparing with (3.9), the difference here is that there is no freedom to choose (vj, v}, - - -, vél),
they must be exactly the same as (vo,v1,---, vy, ). Consequently, we obtain
Seay = Y. > EB[ImRIE; R, | S (1,0)] (3.11)
peP(1,n) p’E./\/'p/’X
H(p)<2ylnn

!’
AN 1] /
l—1og—1 2(g—1) O—1—|e]—q+1
< — n 297 (2v1nn X n
< D ) > D (n (2yInn)
u €8y, (1) 2<0,0<2yInn q>1 £=(¢,)7_,
v, €Sy, (1) le|<ene’

a .
x Ex {F(ﬁ — €|, n, Z Sej) + Xu,v)F<f — |2, n, ZS(S:) i Xu/7vl)1{Conq‘/’X}]’

=1 =1

where
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Following the same argument as in Case 1, we bound (3 11y from above by

4yInn\ 41 T ong® B
DI ( dylnn ) C*Ex {G%‘IHG oS —aXuu, axu,v,l{COnM}}
wu' €Sy, (1) ¢>1 £=(£;)7_, n i=1 q
v,v'€Sry, (n)

— (220 Z e—aX([v,n])—oaX(v',n) Z )\jEX |:e—2oz[X([1,u})+Sj]1

uESr, (1) Jj=1
0,0 €Spy, (n)

{Sé1)+X([17u])Z%(Tn+£1)}

4ylnn , -1
x { Z”E[e_h*gjl{sjzmnn}ﬂ :

S L S|

By using the fact ME[e~®%] = 1, we have
Z NEy [e*ZG[X([l»UDJrSj]l
>
S Z e—as*(rn+j))\jEX [e—a[X([l,u])—i-qu g e—as*rne—aX([l,u]).

j>1

{5j+X([LU])Z%(Tn+j)}}

Simplifying the expression for the upper bound, we finally conclude
Yaan S 2 e ST, (W, )2,

Since (W, , W,) is tight by Corollary 2.5, it follows that as n — oo, ¥(3.11)14q,} converges
to zero in probability. Moreover the same argument yields

in prob
Y312) = Z Z E [I(p; R)I(p'; R)1c,y | Sgrn(l,n)} ni—oo> 0 on G,. (3.12)
peP(1,n) p’ENPX’/
H(p)<2ylnn

Case 3. Let us bound \./\fp/’/ . Observe that for any p’ € ./\fp/’/, there must hold Q(p'|p) >
2, otherwise p’ = p which is absurd since p ¢ N,. We claim that for £ = (¢;)!_, € £ with
q=2,

Pun(€,€lp)] < (¢ x £x 2)77% x pf =2 (bt )42

Comparing with (3.9) and (3.10), the differences here are that now s}(p'|p) = 0 and
ey(P'|p) = ¢'; and there is no freedom to choose (v, vy, vy, ), and (vgg, .., V) ): they must be

exactly the same as (vo,v1,- -+ ,vp,) and (vg_g,,...- -+ ,v;) by definition. Consequently, we
obtain
Seam = > > EImRIW; R, | S (1,0)] (3.13)
pEP(Lin)  peNy
H(p)<2vyIlnn

e, /
: - nl19972(2y In )22 5 /1= H-a+2
<Y > rx (3 (i)

UESy,, (1) 2<06/<2vInn ¢>2 £=(4;)?_,

VESy, (N) | <A

a q
< E [F(e ~len 3 S 4+ X )F (€ = 1€l > S 4 X 1{Conq/,¢}] .

where Conq‘/’/ is defined to be the intersection of the events {Séll) +X([1,u]) > S (rn+£1)},
ﬂ;]:_%{Sg) > —LInn} and {52) + X([v,n]) > 5 (rn + £;)}. Following the previous
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calculation it can be verified that
2(313) 5 620{m€_2a$*rnWTHWrn'
Hence, as n — 00, ¥(313)1{g,) converges to zero in probability.

Final step. Recall the definition of ¥(34)(n,7,; R), and that below (3.7), we have
decomposed N, as the disjoint union of N;*, pr’x, /\/'px"/, and pr’/. Therefore, we
have

Y3.4)(nymn; R) < Xgg) + Xza1) + B312) + X(3.13)-
The desired result then follows directly from the conclusions established in Cases 1-3. This
completes the proof. O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 1.5

Proof of Lemma 1.5. It suffices to prove for the unconditional measure P and apply to the
conditional probability measure Pr.
According to the classical Stein lemma (see e.g. [Rosll, Lemma 4.2]), for each A C N

with function fi A(n) = Linca) — Xgea Ak—lfe_)‘, the Stein equation

Ag(n +1) —ng(n) = fra(n) Vn=>0

has a unique solution gy a(n) = (n e, 1f>\,A(k) for n > 1 and gy 4(0) = 1.

Moreover, according to Lemma [Rosl1, Lemma 4.4], the function gy o satisfies

. 1
sup |gra(n+1) —gra(n)] < mm{l, )\} , sup gaa(n) < 1. (A.1)
n>0 n>0
Then we have

drv (XY, Poi(\)) = sup [E[Yg(xY)] = AE[g(xY +1)]|

9g=gxA
< sup [E[Yg(Y)x] = AE[g(Y + 1)x]|+ sup Ag(1)P (x =0) (A.2)
9g=gxA 9=gx,A
Sa.2)(9)
=t sup Ya(9)+P(x=0).

g=9gx A

Above, we have used Ag(1) <1 by (A.1). For brevity let us denote p; .= P(X; = 1) = E[X}],
Yi:=>jen, Xj and Z; = Zﬁﬁ Xj. Then on the one hand, we have

EMg(Y +1)x]=> pniElg(1+Xi+Y;+ Zi) x].
el

On the other hand, there holds

=Y EXig(Xi+Yi+Z)x] =) E[Xig(1+Yi+ Z)x]
el el
=Y pE[g1+Y+Z)x]+ ) _E[X g (1 +Y;i +Z)x].
el i€l

Thus it follows that
Sa2) <Y PiE[lg(l+Xi+Yi+ Z) —g(1+Yi+ Zi) x]

el

+Z'E —pi) g1+ Y+ Z;) — (1+Zi)|X]’
el

+ 3 [BICG —pi)g (L + Z) X |

el
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To bound the first sum, we apply (A.1), which gives |[¢ (1 + X; + Y+ Z;))—g (1 + Y + Z;) | <
X;. By simply dropping the indicator function y, it follows that the first sum is bounded
above by > ,c;p7. Similarly, for the second one, since (A.1) yields |g(1+Y; + Z;) —
g(1+2Z;)| <Y; and |X; — pi| < X; + pi, it is bounded from above by

STE[(Xi+p)Yix] <Y (v + E[XiX;x])-

icl icl jEN;
For the last sum, observing that by that conditionally on G, X; and Z; are independent,
we have E[(X; —pi)g(1+ Z;)] = E[X; —pi| E[g(1+ Z;)] = 0. Since |X; — p;| < 1 and
llglloc <1 by (A.1) we finally get

E[(Xi—p)g (14 Z) 1ony| | = [E [(Xi = p)g (14 Z0) Ly ] | < P(x = 0).
This completes the proof. O
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