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MIXING CUTOFF FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALKS
ON THE CHUNG–LU DIGRAPH

ALESSANDRA BIANCHI AND GIACOMO PASSUELLO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we are interested in the mixing behaviour of simple random
walks on inhomogeneous directed graphs. We focus our study on Chung–Lu digraphs,
which are inhomogeneous networks that generalize Erdős–Rényi digraphs, and where edges
are included independently and according to given Bernoulli laws. To guarantee that a
unique equilibrium measure exists with high probability, we assume that the average de-
gree grows logarithmically in the size n of the graph. In this weakly sparse regime, we
prove that the total variation distance to equilibrium displays a cutoff behaviour at the en-
tropic time of order logn/ log log n. Moreover, we prove that on a precise window the cutoff
profile converges to the Gaussian tail function. This is qualitatively similar to what was
proved in [6, 7, 9] for the directed configuration model. In terms of statistical ensembles,
our analysis provides an extension of these cutoff results from a hard to a soft-constrained
model.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The analysis of stochastic processes evolving on a random structure is a fundamental tool
for the understanding of many real-world systems defined on deterministic, but huge,
networks. Applications range from physical to biological systems, from computer science
to economics and social sciences, and the subject has become in the last twenty years a
great source of mathematical problems (see, e.g., the survey [17] and the book [24]).
In this paper, we are interested in the mixing time of simple random walks moving on
random digraphs (i.e., directed graphs). In this setting, the random walk loses the re-
versibility property, and a key problem, while studying the convergence to equilibrium,
is to deal with an unknown stationary measure, whose characterization represents itself
an important theoretical challenge (see, e.g., [14, 15, 23, 11]). Starting from the seminal
work of E. Lubetzky and A. Sly [27] on the undirected regular random graph, a series of
techniques have been devised in order to study the convergence to equilibrium, and in
particular to establish the occurrence of the so-called cutoff phenomenon. A Markov chain
exhibits a mixing cutoff if there exists a time scale, a function of the size of the system, on
which the distance to equilibrium displays an abrupt decay. This limit behaviour high-
lights a phase transition, which is visible at rougher time scales. We refer to [20, 26] for an
introduction on the topic.
Showing the existence of such a universal profile requires a deep understanding of the
interactions between environment and dynamics. It was observed in [4, 5] that non-
backtracking random walks allow a fine control on both the equilibrium measure and the
diffusive properties of the system. With this regard, digraphs constitute a good frame-
work to deal with. We refer in particular to the works of C. Bordenave, P. Caputo and
J. Salez [6, 7], as well as to [9], for results concerning the directed configuration model, and to
[12] for consequent achievements on PageRank surfers. Such inhomogeneous models serve
as natural tool for studying dynamics on internet networks.
In the present work, we analyse the motion of a random walk on a Chung–Lu digraph.
This is an inhomogeneous random network obtained by sampling edges independently
via vertex weights, which represent fixed average degrees. This setting clearly includes,
as particular cases, the directed homogeneous Erdős–Rényi graph and the stochastic block
model. To ensure that the random graph is strongly connected, and hence to guarantee the
uniqueness of the equilibrium measure, we will work on a weakly sparse regime, where the
average vertex degrees grow as logn, n being the size of the graph.
Our study will mainly refer to the techniques introduced in [6, 7] to deal with the dy-
namics on the directed configuration model in the sparse regime. As highlighted in these
papers (see also [11, 12, 9, 1] for further developments), two fundamental statistics for the
characterization of the mixing time are the in-degree distribution, which provides an easily
computable approximation of the reversible measure, and the entropy of the graph, which
measures the spread of the random walk among the network. However, a main hurdle in
implementing theses ideas in our framework is that vertex degrees are random, as well as
the corresponding in-degree distribution. To overcome this difficulty we shall introduce
an approximated, but deterministic, in-degree distribution (see (1.9)), and then leverage
on some concentration results on the vertex degrees in order to control this approximation
error along the dynamics and to characterize asymptotically the entropy (see (1.17) and
Proposition 1.2). By implementing this entropic method, devised in [6, 7], we will prove
that under suitable assumptions the dynamics exhibits a cutoff phenomenon at a time of
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order logn/ log log n. Moreover, we will show that, in an appropriate time window, the
cutoff profile approaches a Gaussian tail function. This work can be seen as a generaliza-
tion of the cutoff results achieved in [6, 9], where hard constraints on vertex degrees are
replaced with a softer randomized version.

1.1. Graph setting. Let [n] := {1, . . . , n} represent a set of vertices of size n ∈ N, and
consider two sequences (w−

x )x∈[n] and (w+
x )x∈[n] of positive numbers, called weights, such

that

(1.1)
∑

x∈[n]
w+

x =
∑

x∈[n]
w−

x =: w(n) = w .

We consider a directed version of the Chung–Lu model, where two distinct vertices x, y ∈
[n] are connected by an oriented edge from x to y, in short x → y, independently and with
probability

(1.2) pxy = w+
x w

−
y

log n

n
∧ 1 , ∀x, y ∈ [n] , x 6= y .

We will denote by P = P
w±

n the law of this Chung-Lu random graph and by E the corre-
sponding average, and write G for a given realization of the graph.

Remark 1.1. The standard non-oriented Chung–Lu model, introduced in [16], is defined
through a sequence of positive weights (w̃x)x∈[n] and connection probabilities

p(CL)
xy :=

w̃xw̃y

ℓn
∧ 1, ∀x 6= y ∈ [n], where ℓn :=

∑

x∈[n]
w̃x.

This can be easily adapted to the above directed framework taking two sequences (w̃±
x )x∈[n]

with equal sum, and setting

(1.3) p(DCL)
xy :=

w̃+
x w̃

−
y

ℓn
∧ 1, ∀x 6= y ∈ [n], where ℓn :=

∑

x∈[n]
w̃+

x =
∑

x∈[n]
w̃−

x .

Choosing w̃±
x = w±

x w
logn
n

and plugging this value in (1.3), we get that ℓn =
∑

x∈[n] w̃x =

w
2 logn

n
, and we recover our model.

As main observables on this random structure, we introduce the random out-degree of a
vertex x ∈ [n], denoted by D+

x , and set

(1.4) δ+ := min
x∈[n]

D+
x and ∆+ := max

x∈[n]
D+

x ,

which are, respectively, the minimum and maximum out-degree of the random graph.
With obvious notation, we introduce also the corresponding in-degrees random variables
(D−

x )x∈[n], δ− and ∆−.
By assumption, the out- and in-degrees of each vertex x ∈ [n] are distributed as a sum
of independent Bernoulli random variables of parameters pxy and pyx respectively, for
y ∈ [n] \ {x}. In particular, their averages are easily given by

(1.5) E[D±
x ] =

∑

y∈[n]\{x}
w±

x w
∓
y

log n

n
.



MIXING CUTOFF FOR SRWS ON THE CHUNG–LU DIGRAPH 4

Along the paper, we will use the following Landau symbols: given two real sequences
(an)n∈N and (bn)n∈N such that limn→∞

∣∣an
bn

∣∣ = ℓ , we will write an = o(bn) (resp. an = Ω(bn),
an = O(bn), an = Θ(bn), and an ≫ bn) if ℓ = 0 (resp. ℓ > 0, ℓ < ∞, 0 < ℓ < ∞, and
ℓ = ∞). In Subsection 1.3, we will set assumptions on (w±

x )x∈[n] which imply, in the above
notation, that E[D+

x ] = Θ(logn), for x ∈ [n]. The corresponding random graph will be then
in a weakly sparse regime.
At last, note that the Erdős–Rényi digraph with connection probability p = λ logn/n, for

λ > 0, corresponds to a homogenous Chung–Lu digraph with constant weights w±
x ≡

√
λ.

1.2. Simple random walk on the Chung–Lu digraph. The Chung–Lu model that we
have just portrayed offers a good framework to study random dynamics. We consider
the discrete time simple random walk, (Xt)t∈N, whose transition matrix is

(1.6) P (x, y) :=

{
1

D+
x

if x → y

0 otherwise
, ∀x, y ∈ [n].

For every time t > 0 (for the sake of simplicity t has to be understood as an integer, or
its integer part), we denote with P t(·, ·) its related t-step transition kernel, while for an
oriented path p = (x0, . . . , xt) in the graph, we define the probability mass of p as

(1.7) m(p) :=
t−1∏

i=0

P (xi, xi+1) ,

which corresponds to the probability that a random walk starting at x0 follows the trajec-
tory p. We point out that m(·), as the transition kernel P (·, ·), is a random object whose
dependence on the random graph is implicit in the notation.
For any given realization G of the random graph, we will consider the quenched law PG

µ

of the random walk with initial distribution µ, which is the probability measure acting on
the set of trajectories realized on the given graph G. Averaging over all graph realizations,
we obtain the corresponding annealed law P

an
µ , which is defined by P

an
µ (A) := E[Pµ(A)]

for every measurable set A of trajectories of the random walk. In our framework the
random structure is fixed once forever. We refer to [13, 2, 3, 28] for the analysis of dynamic
networks.

1.2.1. Uniqueness of the invariant distribution. As long as a realization G of the Chung–
Lu digraph is strongly connected, i.e. there exists a directed path among every couple of
vertices x, y ∈ [n], the irreducibility condition of simple random walks is satisfied and this
guarantees that there exists a unique invariant measure π on [n] such that πP = π.
Then, we are at first interested in finding sufficient conditions which ensure strong con-
nectivity with probability tending to 1 as n → ∞ (in short with high probability or sim-
ply w.h.p.). It was proved in [19] that the Erdős–Rényi digraph with parameter λ logn/n,
where λ > 1, is w.h.p. strongly connected. Provided that there exists a constant λ such
that w+

x w
−
y ≥ λ > 1 for every x, y ∈ [n], and since the strong connectivity is a monotone

increasing property of graphs, a simple coupling argument leads to the same conclusion
for the Chung–Lu graph. Hence, this condition guarantees the existence and uniqueness
of the invariant distribution π, and it will be part of the set of assumptions on the graph
setting that will be given below, before stating the main results.
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Provided that the stationary distribution is unique, the main goal of this work is to char-
acterize the mixing time of the random walk, which is defined, for any initial state x ∈ [n]
and any precision ε ∈ (0, 1), as

(1.8) t
(x)
mix(ε) := inf{t > 0 : ‖P t(x, ·)− π‖TV ≤ ε} ,

where ‖µ − ν‖TV := 1
2

∑
x∈[n] |µ(x) − ν(x)| = ∑

x∈[n] [µ(x)− ν(x)]+, is the total variation

distance among the probability measures µ and ν. Here [u]+ := max{0, u}, for u ∈ R.
We stress once more that the mixing time depends on the realization G of the graph,
though the dependence is implicit in the notation. We will prove that our estimates on

t
(x)
mix(ε) hold in P-probability as n → ∞.

1.2.2. In-degree distribution. One of the main hurdles to estimate the mixing time of sim-
ple random walks on digraphs is that the stationary measure π cannot be explicitly com-
puted. In this respect, a useful tool is provided by the following probability measure on
the set [n],

(1.9) µin(x) :=
w−

x

w

, for x ∈ [n] .

The measure µin can be seen as an approximate averaged in-degree distribution. Specifi-
cally, under the upcoming assumption (1.12), we can deduce that for large n

(1.10) E[D−
x ] = w

log(n)

n
w−

x (1 + o(1)),
∑

x∈[n]
E[D−

x ] = w
2 log(n)

n
(1 + o(1)),

and then, taking the ratio among the two terms, we get

(1.11) µin(x) =
E[D−

x ]∑
x∈[n]E[D

−
x ]
(1 + o(1)) .

The measure µin will then simply referred to as in-degree distribution, and it will nat-
urally appear through the proofs as a fundamental object in understanding the mixing
mechanism of the dynamics.

1.3. Assumptions and main results.

Assumptions. We assume that:

(1) There exist constants M0,M1 > 1 such that, for every n ∈ N,

M0 ≤ w+
x ≤ M1 < +∞, ∀x ∈ [n];(1.12)

(2) There exist constants M2 > 0 and 0 < η < 1 such that, for every n ∈ N,

∑

x∈[n]
(w−

x )
2+η ≤ M2n.(1.13)



MIXING CUTOFF FOR SRWS ON THE CHUNG–LU DIGRAPH 6

Immediate consequence of the assumptions. Notice that, as a consequence of (1.12),

w = Θ(n) and E[D+
x ] = Θ(log n) , ∀x ∈ [n] .

Moreover, exploiting (1.13), we get that maxx∈[n]w
−
x
2+η ≤ M2n, and thus

(1.14) w−
x ≤ (M2n)

1
2+η ≤ (M2n)

1
2
− η

6 , ∀x ∈ [n] ,

which in turn implies, by (1.2), that

(1.15) pmax := max
x 6=y∈[n]

pxy = o(n− 1
2
− η

7 ),

and

(1.16) µmax
in := max

x∈[n]
µin(x) = O(n− 1

2
− η

6 ).

In particular, following the terminology introduced in [12], the above assumptions imply
that µin is a widespread measure.

1.3.1. Main results. Before stating the main results, and following the procedure traced
in [6], we need to introduce two fundamental quantities that will characterize the mixing
time and the cutoff window of the dynamics. We define the entropy H of the Chung–
Lu model as the mean logarithmic out-degree of a vertex sampled from µin (see (1.9)).
Formally, denoting by V a random vertex in [n] with law µin, we set

(1.17) H := E×µin

[
log
(
D+

V ∨ 1
)]

,

and let σ2 be the corresponding variance, hence given by

(1.18) σ2 := E×µin

[
log2

(
D+

V ∨ 1
)]

− H2 .

We also define the entropic time

(1.19) tent :=
logn

H
,

which we will show to be precisely the mixing time of the dynamics. In this sense, it is
useful to state the following preliminary result which provides the asymptotic behaviour
of H and σ2, as n → ∞.

Proposition 1.2. Under the assumptions (1.12) and (1.13), it holds

(1.20) H = log logn(1 + o(1)), σ2 = O(log log n).

While the proof of the above proposition is postponed to Subsection 3.2.1, we can imme-
diately argue that the entropic time tent is asymptotically of order log n/ log log n. With
that in mind, and with the usual convention that the discrete dynamics is evaluated in the
integer part of each considered time, we can state our main results.

Theorem 1.3 (Cutoff). Let β > 0. It holds

(1.21) min
x∈[n]

‖P (1−β) tent(x, ·)− π‖TV
P−−−−→

n→+∞
1.

and

(1.22) max
x∈[n]

‖P (1+β) tent(x, ·)− π‖TV
P−−−−→

n→+∞
0.
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Remark 1.4. By the monotonicity properties of the function t 7→ ‖P t(x, ·)−π‖TV for x ∈ [n],
we get that (1.21) holds for any t ≤ (1− β)tent, while (1.22) holds for any t ≥ (1 + β)tent.

The statement can be rephrased as follows: for every precision ε ∈ (0, 1),

(1.23) max
x∈[n]

∣∣∣∣∣
t
(x)
mix(ε)

tent

− 1

∣∣∣∣∣
P−−−−→

n→+∞
0.

This means that regardless of the starting point and the precision, the random walk takes,
with high probability for n large enough, logn/ log log n steps to mix.
This abrupt transition from 1 to 0 of the distance to stationarity can be further explored
by zooming in around the cutoff point tent, and in particular by taking an appropriate
window of size wn, with

(1.24) wn :=
σ

H

√
tent .

To avoid pathological situations, we will assume that σ2 is non-degenerate in the following
weak sense: there exists δ > 0 such that

(1.25) σ2 ≫ (log log n)2+
δ

δ+2

(log n)
δ

δ+2

.

Note that as δ → ∞, the r.h.s. reaches the order (log log n)3/ logn, providing a non-
degeneracy condition similar to that given in [6].
The next result shows that, inside this window and under this assumption, the cutoff
shape approaches the tail distribution of the standard normal.

Theorem 1.5 (Cutoff window). Assume that the variance σ2 satisfies the non-degeneracy con-
dition (1.25). Then, for tλ := tent + λwn + o(wn) with λ ∈ R fixed, it holds

(1.26) max
x∈[n]

∣∣∣∣‖P tλ(x, ·)− π‖TV − 1√
2π

∫ +∞

λ

e−
u2

2 du

∣∣∣∣
P−−−−→

n→+∞
0.

Remark 1.6. Notice that the statements of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5 can be easily extended to
Chung–Lu digraphs with random sequences of weights (W+

1 , . . . ,W+
n ) and (W−

1 , . . . ,W−
n )

which satisfy a.s. the constraints (1.12) and (1.13).

2. PROOF OUTLINE AND MAIN INGREDIENTS

2.1. General strategy. A main hurdle in the analysis of the mixing time of simple random
walks on digraphs is the lack of an explicit formula for the stationary measure π. To cope
with that, we will introduce an explicit probability measure π̃ that well approximates π
itself.
Using this idea, and looking first at an upper bound on the mixing time, by the triangle
inequality we can write

(2.1) ‖P t(x, ·)− π‖TV ≤ ‖P t(x, ·)− π̃‖TV + ‖π̃ − π‖TV, ∀x ∈ [n] .

Note that if the first term in the r.h.s. is oP(1) uniformly in x ∈ [n], then the same must hold
for the second term since

(2.2) ‖π̃ − π‖TV = ‖π̃ − πP t‖TV =
∑

x∈[n]
π(x)‖P t(x, ·)− π̃‖TV .
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This is what we will prove whenever t ≥ (1 + β)tent, taking π̃ := µin P
hε, with ε > 0 and

(2.3) hε :=
ε logn

20H
.

More precisely, we will prove the following slightly weaker condition

(2.4) ‖P t(x, ·)− π̃‖TV = oP(1) , ∀x ∈ Vε ,

where Vε is a subset of [n] whose vertices have a locally tree-like out-neighbourhood. This
result will be sufficient to derive a proper upper bound on the mixing time as stated in
(1.22) of Theorem 1.3.
As a further main tool to obtain (2.4), which also enters in the proof of the lower bound on
the mixing time, we will introduce a suitable set of t-length paths, called nice paths, that
will be shown to be typical trajectories of the simple random walk. Taking advantage of
their properties, we will prove that, for any δ > 0,

‖P t(x, ·)− π̃‖TV ≤ Qx,t

( 1

n log3 n

)
+ 3δ ,(2.5)

where for x ∈ [n] and θ ∈ (0, 1), Qx,t(θ) is the quenched probability that the mass of a path
of length t selected by a random walk with initial point x is bigger than θ. Formally

(2.6) Qx,t(θ) := Px(m(X0, X1, . . . , Xt) > θ),

where Px is the quenched law of a random walk starting at x as in Section 1.2, and m(·) is
the mass of a path as given in (1.7).
A similar approach can be implemented to obtain a lower bound on the total variation
distance as stated in (1.21). In particular, for t = (1 − β) logn and θ = loga n/n (with a
suitable a ∈ N), it will lead to the inequality

(2.7) Qx,t(θ) ≤ ‖π̃ − P t(x, ·)‖TV + oP(1) .

The function Qx,t(θ) is thus one of the main characters of our analysis, and it will carry a
very powerful limit result: in Theorem 4.2 we will observe that according to the choices
(t, θ), it may vanish or saturate to 1. This dichotomy will actually conclude the proof of the
cutoff regime (Theorem 1.3), and provide the main strategy for the proof of cutoff profile
(Theorem 1.5).
We would like to emphasize again that the overall strategy of our proofs follows the en-
tropic method developed by Bordenave, Caputo, and Salez in [6, 7] for analyzing random
walks on sparse directed configuration models. While we draw on these ideas, our imple-
mentation occurs in a quite different setting, necessitating significant modifications. In the
case of directed configuration models, the analysis often relies on combinatorial computa-
tions, which are feasible due to the deterministic nature of in- and out-degrees. However,
this approach is not applicable to the Chung–Lu setting, where the in- and out-degrees
are themselves random. Instead, the Chung–Lu model benefits from the independence of
edges, a property we crucially exploit in our analysis, along with appropriate concentra-
tion inequalities for the in- and out-degrees.
Finally, note that our results are consistent with Theorem 3 in [27], which is set in the
context of undirected regular random graphs in a weakly sparse setting. Although we
are not aware of analogous results for the undirected Chung–Lu model in this regime,
we believe that similar conclusions can be drawn for a broad class of undirected random
graphs. However, in this setting, the speed of the random walk enters the game and needs
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to be properly analyzed (see e.g. [8] for the study of sparse undirected graphs). It is also
worth mentioning the analysis in [21], where the authors characterize the mixing time of
random walks on Erdős–Rényi graphs with an average degree up to the order of

√
logn,

which is slightly below the assumptions of the present study.

2.2. Typical paths and tree-like neighbourhoods. We explain here the properties that a
path of length t has to satisfy in order to be called nice.

Definition 2.1 (Nice path). Let γ = ε
80

, ε ∈ (0, 1), hε as in (2.3), and

(2.8) s := (1− γ)tent, t := s+ hε + 1 = (1 + 3γ)tent + 1.

We say that a path p = (x, x1, x2, . . . , xt−1, y) of length t from x to y is nice if

(i) the entire path is such that m(p) ≤ 1
n log3 n

;

(ii) the first s steps are contained in certain tree Tx(s), defined below;
(iii) the last hε steps form the unique path in G of length at most hε to y;
(iv) it holds P (xs, xs+1) = 1/D+

xs
≥ 1

C logn
, for some constant C > 0.

Remark 2.2. Definition 2.1 and the consequent machinery can be extended to times t = tλ,
lying in the critical window of Theorem 1.5. In that case we set s = tλ − hε.

To formalize the above properties, it remains to define the tree Tx(s).

2.2.1. Construction of the tree Tx(s). For a given realization of the graph G, a fixed root
node x ∈ [n] and a time s ∈ N, we construct with an iterative procedure two sequences
(Gℓ)ℓ≥0 and (T ℓ)ℓ≥0 such that, for every ℓ ≥ 0, Gℓ is a subgraph of G with ℓ edges, while T ℓ

is a spanning tree of Gℓ. The criterion adopted is similar to the one in [9, Sect. 3.2].

Set H := (1 + γ)H, where γ = ε
80

as in Definition 2.1. To initialize, let G0 = T 0 := {x}.
Then, for ℓ ≥ 1:

(1) Let E ℓ be the set of edges with tails belonging to Gℓ−1, and which have not been yet
visited by the first ℓ − 1 iterations of the algorithm. For an edge e ∈ E ℓ, define the
cumulative mass

(2.9) m̂(e) := m(px,v−e )
1

D+

v−e

,

where v−e is the tail of e, and px,v−e
denotes the unique path in T ℓ−1 from x to v−e . In

particular, m̂(e) corresponds to the probability that the random walk follows px,v−e
and then the edge e.

(2) Choose eℓ ∈ E ℓ such that:
(a) v−eℓ is at distance at most s− 1 from the root x,

(b) m̂(eℓ) = maxe∈Eℓ m̂(e) and m̂(eℓ) ≥ e−Hs.
If such edge does not exist, stop the procedure and set κx ≡ κx(s) = ℓ− 1 ;

(3) Generate Gℓ by adding eℓ to Gℓ−1 ;
(4) If step (2) does not break the tree structure of T ℓ−1, generate T ℓ by adding eℓ to

T ℓ−1 and otherwise set T ℓ = T ℓ−1.

Note that κx ≡ κx(s) is the last step of the iteration, and that it is finite as the graph itself
is finite. We then set Gx(s) := Gκx and Tx(s) := T κx . We observe that Gx(s) is generated by
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all paths with mass at least e−Hs and length at most s.

We will show that the properties of nice paths are satisfied w.h.p. for s as in Definition 2.1
and uniformly in all starting points x ∈ Vε, where Vε ⊂ [n] is the random set of vertices
mentioned in Eq. (2.4) and defined as follows.
For h ∈ N and x ∈ [n], let us denote with B+

x (h) (resp. B−
x (h)), the set of vertices y ∈ [n]

that are connected to x by an oriented path of length at most h and starting (resp. ending)
at point x. They will be called out- (resp. in-)neighbourhood of x of radius h. Then we set

(2.10) Vε := {x ∈ [n] : B+
x (hε) is a directed tree}.

As in [27], vertices x ∈ Vε are named hε-roots. We will prove that Vε is attractive in a sense
that will be specified in Lemma 4.1.

3. TOOLS

3.1. Annealed random walk. In this section we will give an alternative construction of
the annealed law of a random walk. We will actually generalize this object to the joint
annealed law of K independent random walks defined on the same random graph. This
will be used in the forthcoming sections to compute the K-th moment of certain quenched
statistics.
Let K ∈ N. Given an initial distribution µ and a time T , we define iteratively the non-

Markovian process (X(k))k∈{1,...,K}, where X(k) = (X
(k)
t )0≤t≤T is a random walk of length

T whose evolution is, for every k ≥ 2, conditioned to the previous k − 1 walks. Formally,
every random walk X(k) is defined by the following procedure:

(1) Set X
(k)
0 ∼ µ;

Then for all t ∈ {1, . . . , T}:

(2) • If X
(k)
t−1 was never visited before by the previous walks or for s ≤ t−1, generate

its out-neighbourhood B
X

(k)
t−1

:= B+

X
(k)
t−1

(1), according to the probability P, and

select a vertex v uniformly at random on B
X

(k)
t−1

;

• If X
(k)
t−1 has been already visited, extract v uniformly at random from the pre-

viously generated out-neighbourhood of X(k)
t−1;

(3) Set X
(k)
t = v.

The key point of the above construction is that the law of (X(k))k∈{1,...,K} corresponds to

the annealed joint law P
an,K
µ of a system of K independent random walks (XG,k)k∈{1,...,K}

(we recall that G denotes a realization of the graph). Indeed, given a measurable set of
trajectories A ⊆ [n]T×K , we have

P
an,K
µ ((XG,1, . . . , XG,K) ∈ A) = E

[
PK
µ ((X

G,1, . . . , XG,K) ∈ A)
]
=

=E

[ ∑

{xj
t}t,j∈[n]T×K∩A

K∏

j=1

µ(xj
0)

T−1∏

t=0

P (xj
t , x

j
t+1)

]
=

=E

[ ∑

{xj
t}t,j∈[n]T×K∩A

K∏

j=1

µ(xj
0)

T−1∏

t=0

E

[
P (xj

t , x
j
t+1)

∣∣(Bxj
r
)r<t , (Bxℓ

r
)r≤T,ℓ<j

] ]
,
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which characterizes the law of (X(k))k∈{1,...,K}.

Remark 3.1. Notice that the annealed random walk has an applied interest: its defining
algorithm constructs samples of independent random walks moving on a common struc-
ture. Understanding their self-repetition properties could provide information on the ge-
ometry of the graph, which is very important for statistical inference purposes.

For a single random walk X = (Xt)t∈N and any time s ∈ N, we introduce the event that
the vertex Xs was never visited before the step s, formally written as

(3.1) Ls = {Xs 6= Xu, ∀u ∈ {0, . . . , s− 1}} ,
where for s = 0, the event L0 should be understood as the whole sample space. Using
this notation, we are going to prove a result which highlights the role of the measure µin,
defined in (1.9), along the dynamics. Before giving the statement, we recall that µmax

in =

maxx∈[n] µin(x) = O(n− 1
2
− η

6 ), as observed in (1.16).

Lemma 3.2. For every initial distribution µ and any positive s = O
(
n1/2

)
, it holds

(3.2) P
an
µ (Xs = z,Ls−1) = µin(z)

[
1 +O

( 1
3
√
log n

)]
.

Proof. If s > 1, and setting z = zs ∈ [n], we can write

P
an
µ (Xs = z,Ls−1) =

∑

z0,...,zs−1∈[n]
zs−1 /∈{z0,...,zs−2}

µ(z0)E

[
s−1∏

i=0

1{zi→zi+1}
D+

zi

]

=
∑

z0,...,zs−1∈[n]
zs−1 /∈{z0,...,zs−2}

µ(z0)E

[
s−2∏

i=0

1{zi→zi+1}
D+

zi

]
E

[
1{zs−1→z}
D+

zs−1

]
,

(3.3)

Where we used that 1{zs−1→zs} is independent of the other indicator functions, by defini-
tion of Ls−1. From the concentration results on the out-degree D+

x that will be shown in
Subsection 3.2.1, the conditional average appearing in the last display is given, up to lower
order terms, by (E[D+

zs−1
])−1 = (ww+

zs−1
log n/n)−1(1 +O(1/ 3

√
logn)) (see Remark 3.9). In-

serting this value in (3.3), using that pzizi+1
= w+

zi
w−

zi+1
logn/n, and from the explicit form

of µin, we get

∑

z0,...,zs−1∈[n]
zs−1 /∈{z0,...,zs−2}

µ(z0)E

[
s−2∏

i=0

1{zi→zi+1}
D+

zi

]
µin(z)

[
1 +O

( 1
3
√
log n

)]
= P

an
µ (Ls−1)µin(z)

[
1 +O

( 1
3
√
log n

)]
.

(3.4)

We now observe that, for every i ≤ s− 1, thanks to (1.15) and our hypothesis on s,

(3.5) 1− o(n− η
7 ) = 1− spmax ≤ P

an
µ (Li) ≤ 1.

Then the claimed statement holds for all s > 1.
If s = 1, being L0 the whole sample space, we get more directly, by the same estimates,

�(3.6) P
an
µ (X1 = z) =

∑

z0∈[n]
µ(z0)E

[
1{z0→z}
D+

z0

]
= µin(z)

[
1 +O

( 1
3
√
log n

)]
.
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Remark 3.3. By Lemma 3.2 and Remark 3.9, Pan
µ (Xs = z,Ls−1) = P

an
µ (Ls−1)µin(z)(1 + ǫz),

where 0 < ǫz = O(1/ 3
√
log n) and P

an
µ (Lc

s−1) = o(n− η
7 ). As a consequence

1 =
∑

z∈[n]
P

an
µ (Xs = z,Ls−1) + P

an
µ (Lc

s−1)

=P
an
µ (Ls−1)

(
1 +

∑

z∈[n]
µin(z)ǫz

)
+ P

an
µ (Lc

s−1) = 1 +
∑

z∈[n]
µin(z)ǫz + o(n− η

7 ) ,
(3.7)

which leads to
∑

z∈[n] µin(z)ǫz = o(n− η
7 ). Then, we conclude,

2‖Pan
µ (Xs = ·)− µin ‖TV ≤

∑

z∈[n]
|Pan

µ (Xs = z,Ls−1)− µin(z)|+ P
an
µ (Lc

s−1)

≤
∑

z∈[n]
µin(z)|ǫz − o(n− η

7 )|+ P
an
µ (Lc

s−1)

≤
∑

z∈[n]
µin(z)(|ǫz|+ |o(n− η

7 )|) + P
an
µ (Lc

s−1) = o(n− η
7 ).

(3.8)

Let us now define, for every 0 < s < t the event As,t that the trajectory (Xu)s≤u<t has no
self-intersections, formally given by

(3.9) As,t ≡ AX
s,t := {Xu 6= Xv, ∀u 6= v ∈ {s, . . . , t− 1}} .

We set also At := A0,t.
The next result shows that, if the initial measure µ is Unif([n]), then the event AT is indeed
typical for a time T = log2 n, which is asymptotically much bigger than tent. This will be
crucial to prove the convergence result inside the cutoff window.

Lemma 3.4. Let T := log2 n. If µ = Unif([n]), then there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that

P
an
µ (Ac

T ) ≤ C1 log
4 n/n .

Proof. Let τ be the first self-intersection time of X , given by

τ := min{s > 0 : ∃u < s such that Xs = Xu} ,
and write

(3.10) P
an
µ (Ac

T ) = P
an
µ (τ < T ) =

T−1∑

t=1

P
an
µ (τ = t),

where

(3.11) P
an
µ (τ = t) =

∑

z∈[n]

(
P

an
µ (X0 = Xt = z, τ = t) +

∑

0<s<t

P
an
µ (Xs = Xt = z, τ = t)

)
.

We estimate separately the two terms appearing in the above summation.
The first term can be written as

P
an
µ (X0 = Xt = z, τ = t) = P

an
µ (Xt = z, τ = t|X0 = z) · Pan

µ (X0 = z)

= P
an
z (Xt = z, τ = t)µ(z) ≤ P

an
z (Xt = z,Lt−1)µ(z)

=
1

n
µin(z)(1 + o(1)),

(3.12)
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where the last identity follows from Lemma 3.2 and using that µ = Unif([n]). Inserting
this value in (3.11) and summing over z, we conclude that this term provides an overall
contribution to P

an
µ (τ = t) equal to 1/n+ o(1/n).

Let us turn to the second term. For all s < t ≤ T , we introduce the event

(3.13) Bs,t ≡ BX
s,t := {Xv 6= Xu, ∀u ∈ {0, . . . , s− 1} and v ∈ {s, . . . , t− 1}} ,

corresponding to the event that the trajectory (Xv)v∈[s,t) does not intersect the trajectory
(Xu)v∈[0,s). Note that, in this notation, At = As ∩ As,t ∩ Bs,t, and we can write

P
an
µ (Xs = Xt = z, τ = t) ≤ P

an
µ (Xs = Xt = z,At)

= P
an
µ (Xs = Xt = z,As ∩ As,t ∩ Bs,t)

=
∑

v∈([n]\z)s
self-avoiding

P
an
µ (Xt = z,As,t|(Xk)0≤k≤s = (v, z), Bs,t)

× P
an
µ ((Xk)0≤k≤s = (v, z), Bs,t).

(3.14)

Thanks to the conditioning, the first factor can be written as P̃
an

z (Xt−s = z,At−s) where

P̃
an

z (·) = Ẽ[Pz(·)] denotes the annealed law induced by a Chung–Lu probability measure P̃

on a graph with n − s nodes. To the sake of readability we do not stress the dependence

of P̃ on the vector v ∈ ([n] \ z)s. We conclude observing that, thanks to Lemma 3.2,

P̃
an

z (Xt−s = z,At−s) ≤ P̃
an

z (Xt−s = z,Lt−s) = µin(z)(1 + o(1))(3.15)

Plugging this identity in (3.14), summing over v ∈ ([n] \ z)s, and applying once more
Lemma 3.2, we end up with

P
an
µ (Xs = Xt = z, τ = t) ≤ µin(z)P

an
µ (Xs = z, As ∩ Bs,t)

≤ µin(z)P
an
µ (Xs = z, As) ≤ µin(z)P

an
µ (Xs = z, Ls−1)

= µin(z)
2(1 + o(1))

(3.16)

Inserting this value in (3.11), summing over s < t and z ∈ [n], and noting that, by assump-
tion (1.13), there exists a finite constant C1 such that

(3.17)
∑

z∈[n]
µin(z)

2 ≤ M2n/w
2 ≤ C1

n
,

we conclude that the contribution to P
an
µ (τ = t) of this second term is at most C1

T−1
n

. The
claimed statement follows including these estimates in (3.10). �

Remark 3.5. Note that the bound of order log4 n/n is due to the specific choice of the time
T . The result can be generally stated for any time T which grows poly-logarithmically in
n, providing an estimate of order O(T 2/n). The requirement over the initial measure can
be similarly weakened by replacing Unif([n]) with a measure µ sufficiently widespread
over [n], so that maxx∈[n] µ(x) = O(T/n) and the term in (3.12) can be properly controlled.

3.2. Properties of the random graph. In this section we consider some non-trivial proper-
ties of the environment which are the ground floor to understand the typical behaviour of
random walk paths. We will state two main results about the in- and out-neighbourhood
of a given vertex, and provide the proof of Proposition 1.2 regarding the entropy asymp-
totics.
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3.2.1. Concentration of out-degrees and entropy. Our first two results concern with the
out-degree properties of the graph. They are straightforward consequences of the Cher-
noff bounds, which we provide below for the reader’s convenience (see Prop. 2.21, [24]).

Let Xi ∼ Be(pi), i = 1, . . . , n, be independent Bernoulli random variables of parameter
pi ∈ (0, 1) and let X =

∑n
i=1Xi. Then, for every choice of t > 0,

P(X ≥ E[X ] + t) ≤ exp

(
− t2

2(E[X ] + t/3)

)
,

P(X ≤ E[X ]− t) ≤ exp

(
− t2

2E[X ]

)
.

(3.18)

The above Chernoff bounds, applied to the random variables (D+
x )x∈[n], yields the follow-

ing bounds on ∆+ and δ+ (maximum and minimum out-degree).

Lemma 3.6. There exists C > 1 such that the event E+ := {δ+ ≥ 2} ∩ {∆+ ≤ C logn} satisfies

(3.19) P(E+) = 1− o(1).

Proof. Fix a single vertex x ∈ [n]. It holds

(3.20) P(D+
x < 2) =

∏

y 6=x

(1− pxy) +
∑

z 6=x

pxz
∏

y 6=x,z

(1− pxy),

and recalling that log(1− t) ≤ −t for every |t| < 1,

(3.21) P(D+
x < 2) ≤ e−

∑
y 6=x pxy +

∑

z 6=x

pxze
−

∑
y 6=x,z pxy = O(n−w+

x logn).

Since w+
x > 1 for every x ∈ [n], by a union bound we get P(δ+x < 2) = o(1).

To bound below ∆+, we apply the Chernoff bounds (3.18) to get

(3.22) P(D+
x > C logn) ≤ exp

(
− (C logn− E[D+

x ])
2

2
(
E[D+

x ] +
1
3
(C logn− E[D+

x ])
)
)
,

and note that we can choose C sufficiently large to obtain a uniform estimate in x, so that
the r.h.s. is of order n−γ , for any γ > 0. Then, with a union bound on x ∈ [n],

�(3.23) P(∆+ ≤ C logn) = 1− o(1).

Lemma 3.7. There exists a constant c > 0, independent of n, such that, for every vertex x ∈ [n],

P(D+
x ≤ c logn) = o(1) .

Proof. Applying the Chernoff bounds (3.18) with X = D+
x and t := E[D+

x ] − c log n > 0 it
holds

(3.24) P(D+
x ≤ c log n) ≤ exp

(
−(E[D+

x ]− c logn)2

2E[D+
x ]

)
.

By assumption (1.12), for every x ∈ [n] it holds E[D+
x ] = Θ(logn), with asymptotic constant

uniformly bounded in n. Then, there exists c > 0, independent of n, such that

1

logn
· (E[D

+
x ]− c logn)2

2E[D+
x ]

= Θ(1) , ∀x ∈ [n].
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This completes the proof. �

Remark 3.8. In general, to perform a union bound in (3.24) and prove that δ+ > c logn
w.h.p., it must hold, for x ∈ [n],

1

log n
· (E[D

+
x ]− c logn)2

2E[D+
x ]

= α(x)(1 + o(1)),

for a constant α(x) such that α(x) > 1 uniformly in x ∈ [n] and n ∈ N. This can happen
only if, for large n and for every x ∈ [n], (ww+

x /n− c)2 > 2ww+
x /n. Since for every n ∈ N,

c ∈ (0,ww+
x /n), passing to the roots we derive the equivalent condition that c < ww+

x /n−√
2ww+

x /n for large n and for every x ∈ [n].
However, this condition is not always satisfied under our general hypotheses. For in-

stance, on the Erdős–Rényi graph with parameter λ logn/n, where 1 < λ <
√
2, it holds

that ww+
x /n ≡ λ, and the above condition is satisfied only if c is such that 0 < c <

λ −
√
2λ < 0, yielding a contradiction. The above strategy is then insufficient to deal

with this specific case.

Remark 3.9. The Chernoff bounds (3.18) provide a precise estimate on the average of the
reciprocal of out-degrees. To see this, it is sufficient to plug X = D+

x and t = mE[D+
x ] into

(3.18). Since E[D+
x ] = Θ(logn), the choice m = 1/ 3

√
logn implies

(3.25) E

[
1

D+
x

]
=

1

E[D+
x ]

[
1 +O

( 1
3
√
logn

)]
.

Notice that, thanks to Jensen’s inequality, the multiplicative error term has to be greater
than 1. We conclude this subsection providing the proof of Proposition 1.2 about the
entropy H. It is a straightforward application of the two previous lemmas.

Proof of Proposition 1.2. From the definition of the entropy H given in (1.17), we can conve-
niently rewrite

(3.26) H =
∑

x∈[n]
µin(x)

n∑

i=2

log iP(D+
x = i) .

By Lemmas 3.6-3.7, for every fixed vertex x ∈ [n],

P(D+
x > C log n) = o(1/n), P(D+

x < c logn) = o(1),

where C > 1 and c = c(x) > 0 uniformly in n. Hence

log(c logn) + o(1) ≤
n∑

i=2

log iP(D+
x = i) ≤ log(C log n) + o(1/n),

which together (3.26), implies that H = log logn(1 + o(1)).
From the definition of the variance σ2 given in (1.18), we can write

(3.27) σ2 =
∑

x∈[n]
µin(x)

n∑

i=2

(log i)2 P(D+
x = i)− H2 .

Since for every C ∈ (0+∞) it holds (log(C log n))2 = (log log n)2+2 logC log log n+log2C,
from the previous displays, and inserting the derived estimate of H, we conclude that
σ2 = O(log log n). �
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The entropy H provides an average observable of the system. In the forthcoming sections
it will be shown to be deeply connected with the dynamics of the random walk. More
precisely, we will deduce from Theorem 4.2 that the probability mass of a typical random

walk path of length t is e−Ht+O(
√

Ht).

3.2.2. Size of in-neighbourhoods. We now focus on the analysis of the in-neighbourhood
properties of the graph, that will turn to be fundamental in understanding the spread of
the random walk on the environment.
Recall that for x ∈ [n] and s ∈ N, B+

x (s) and B−
x (s) denote, respectively, the out- and

in-neighbourhood of x with depth s. Following the general proof strategy traced in [9],
we are going to show that, w.h.p. and uniformly in x, the size of an in-neighbourhood of
radius εtent/20 is at most n1/2+ε.

Lemma 3.10. Let hε =
ε logn
20H

as in (2.3), and define the event

(3.28) S−
ε := {∀x ∈ [n], |B−

x (hε)| ≤ n1/2+ε}.
Then P (S−

ε ) = 1− o(1).

Proof. The idea is to provide a suitable upper bound on P(|B−
x (hε)| > n1/2+ε), and then

conclude the proof by a union bound. In this spirit, we claim that, for n large enough,

(3.29) E[|B−
x (hε)|2 · 1E+ ] ≤ w−

x n
ε log3 n ,

where E+ is the typical event described in Lemma 3.6. Assuming its validity, we readily
get, by Markov’s inequality, that

(3.30) P(|B−
x (hε)| > n1/2+ε , E+) ≤ E[|B−

x (hε)|2 · 1E+ ]

n1+2ε
≤ w−

x log3 n

n1+ε
.

From Lemma 3.6, applying a union bound on x ∈ [n] and by the assumption (1.13), we
conclude that for large n

P(S−
ε

c
) = P(S−

ε
c ∩ E+) + o(1) ≤

∑

x∈[n]
P(|B−

x (hε)| > n1/2+ε , E+) + o(1)

≤ log3 n

n1+ε

∑

x∈[n]
w−

x + o(1) = o(1) ,
(3.31)

which proves the statement.
It remains to show inequality (3.29). Let B±

x = B±
x (hε) and write

(3.32) E[|B−
x |2 · 1E+ ] =

∑

y∈[n]

∑

z∈[n]
P(x ∈ B+

y , x ∈ B+
z , E+) ,

where

(3.33) P(x ∈ B+
y , x ∈ B+

z , E+) ≤ P(x, z ∈ B+
y , E+) + P(x ∈ B+

y , x ∈ B+
z , z /∈ B+

y , E+).

We start by estimating the first term on the r.h.s. of the last display. Note that, from the
independence of the edge connectivity and applying Lemma 3.6, we can write

P(x, z ∈ B+
y , E+) = P(x ∈ B+

y , E+)P(z ∈ B+
y |E+) = P(x ∈ B+

y , E+)P(z ∈ B+
y , E+)(1 + o(1)) ,

and it is then enough to bound P(x ∈ B+
y , E+) for general x ∈ [n].
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On the event E+, the out-neighbourhood B+
y contains at most (C log n)hε vertices. More-

over, the probability that a vertex u ∈ [n] \ {x} is connected to x is

pux = w+
uw

−
x

logn

n
≤ M1w

−
x

log n

n
,

where M1 is the constant given in the assumption (1.12). Let Ax denote the subset of [n], of
size (C logn)hε , whose vertices maximize the parameters (pux)u∈[n]\{x}. Then, for large n,

P(x ∈ B+
y , E+) ≤ P

(
⋃

u∈B+
y \{x}

{u → x} ∩ E+

)
≤ P

(
⋃

u∈Ax

{u → x} ∩ E+

)

≤ (C log n)hεM1w
−
x

log n

n
≤ w−

x n
ε
10
log n

n
.

(3.34)

We now bound the second term in (3.33). Note that, given that x ∈ B+
y and z /∈ B+

y , the
event x ∈ B+

z can be obtained if either x is the closest vertex to y in B+
y ∩B+

z , or there exists
u 6= x which is the closest vertex to y in ∈ B+

y ∩B+
z and that is connected to x by a directed

path.

Reasoning as before, and for large n, the first scenario has probability less than (w−
x n

ε
10

logn
n

)2,
while the second scenario is included in the event Ey,z,u = {u ∈ B+

y ∩ B+
z } ∩ {x ∈ B+

u } that
has probability

P(Ey,z,u ∩ E+) ≤ w−
x (w

−
u )

2n
3ε
10
log3 n

n3
.

All in all, and by assumption (1.13), we get

P(x ∈ B+
y , x ∈ B+

z , z /∈ B+
y , E+) ≤ w−

x w
−
z n

ε
5
log2 n

n2
+M2w

−
x n

3ε
10
log3 n

n2
.

Summing over y, z ∈ [n], and using that w = Θ(n), we get that for large n

(3.35) E[|B−
x |2 · 1E+ ] ≤ w−

x n
ε log3 n ,

which concludes the proof of the claimed inequality (3.29), and then of the lemma. �

3.2.3. Tree excess of out-neighbourhoods. Following [7], we introduce a quantity that mea-
sures how much subgraphs look like trees. Given a graph S = (V,E), we define its tree
excess Tx(S) as the minimum number of edges to remove in order to obtain a directed
tree, that is

Tx(S) := 1 + |E| − |V | .
Then, for every s ≥ 0, we define the bad event G+(s) as the set of graphs such that there
exists a vertex having an out-neighbourhood of depth s with tree-excess greater than 1,
that is

G+(s) :=
⋃

x∈[n]
{Tx(B+

x (s)) ≥ 2} .

Lemma 3.11. Let hε be as in (2.3). Then, for all ε sufficiently small, it holds

(3.36) P(G+(2hε)) = o(1) .
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Proof. First note that, for any x ∈ [n], the event {Tx(B+
x (s)) ≥ 2} corresponds to the event

that, while drawing iteratively B+
x (s), at least two vertices are explored at least twice.

Let C > 1 be a constant such that P(E+) = 1 − o(1), as in Lemma 3.6, so that, being
{∆ ≤ C log n} ⊂ E+, it holds that

(3.37) P(G+(2hε)) = P(G+(2hε) ∩ {∆+ ≤ C log n}) + o(1).

On the event {∆+ ≤ C log n}, the ball B+
x (s) has size at most (C log n)2hε , and hence the

probability of the event {Tx(B+
x (s)) ≥ 2} can be bounded above using, as a counter of

vertices which are explored at least twice, a binomial random variable Bin(m, q), where
m = (C logn)2hε is the maximum size of B+

x (s), and q bounds above the maximum proba-
bility of choosing an already explored vertex.
In particular, letting pmax := maxx,y∈[n] pxy and with a union bound on the vertices y ∈
B+
x (s), we set q = (C log n)2hεpmax and get

P(Tx(B+
x (s)) ≥ 2 , ∆+ < C log n) ≤ P (Bin (m, q) ≥ 2)

≤
(
(C log n)4hεpmax

)2
.

(3.38)

Since pmax = O(n− 1
2
− η

7 ), due to (1.15), and inserting the explicit value of hε, the r.h.s. of the

above inequality turns to be O(n−1+ 4ε
5
− 2η

7 ). Choosing ε sufficiently small, e.g. such that
4ε
5
< 2

7
η, we conclude the proof by a union bound over x ∈ [n]. �

4. TYPICAL MASS OF RANDOM WALK TRAJECTORIES

Having at hand some remarkable properties of the random environment, we switch to
consider their impact on the random walk trajectories. The goal of this section is to char-
acterize the typical mass of a random walk of length t = Θ(tent). In particular, Theorem 4.2
below can be interpreted as a quenched law of large numbers for this quantity (or rather
its logarithm). This last result will be then refined to a central limit theorem, which applies
to all trajectories of length t, with t taken in an appropriate critical window (see Theorem
4.3 below).

We start with a simple lemma, that is a direct adaptation of Lemma 3.1 in [9] and that
will be useful in the next computations. Recall the definition of the vertex-set Vε given in
(2.10), whose elements are called hε-roots. We are going to show that w.h.p. with respect
to the graph setting, the quenched probability that the random walk does not belong to Vε

after t steps decays at least exponentially in t.

Lemma 4.1. Let hε be as in (2.3). Then, for all ε sufficiently small and all t ≤ hε,

(4.1) P(max
x∈[n]

Px(Xt /∈ Vε) ≤ 2−t) = 1− o(1).

Proof. First note that, in the notation introduced in Subsection 3.2.3, we can rewrite

Vε = {y ∈ [n] : Tx(B+
y (hε)) = 0}.

In particular, due to Lemma 3.11, we can restrict ourselves, with an error of order o(1), to
the event

(G+(2hε))
c =

⋂

x∈[n]
{Tx(B+

x (2hε)) ≤ 1} .
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In other words, under this event, the out-neighbourhood B+
x (2hε) is a directed tree except

for at most one directed edge, for all x ∈ [n]. If B+
x (2hε) is a tree, then also B+

Xt
(hε) is a tree

and hence Xt ∈ Vε. If B+
x (2hε) is not a tree, then it contains precisely one cycle and we can

identify the closest node to x on this cycle, say y, that will be at a distance s < 2hε from
x. Note that if s < t, then necessarily B+

Xt
(hε) is a tree, as the contrary would imply the

existence of a second cycle in B+
x (2hε), which is impossible under (G+(2hε))

c. Instead, if
t ≤ s, the event {Xt /∈ Vε} is realized only if the random walk follows the unique directed
path from x to y for t steps. In view of Lemma 3.6, we can further restrict on the event E+,
which ensures that δ+ ≥ 2, and on this event we derive the bound Px(Xt /∈ Vε) ≤ 2−t, that
holds w.h.p. and concludes the proof. �

Before stating and proving the main results of this section, let us introduce some notation.
Let (Dk)k≥1 be independent copies of D+

V , the random out-degree of a random vertex
V ∈ [n] sampled from µin. This sequence is defined w.r.t. a probability measure that with
a little abuse of notation will be simply denoted by P. Moreover, for t ∈ N, set

St :=
t∑

k=1

Lk , where Lk := log(Dk ∨ 1) .

Then, for every θ ∈ (0, 1) and t ∈ N, we define

(4.2) qt(θ) := P

(
t∏

k=1

1

Dk ∨ 1
> θ

)
= P (St < − log(θ)) .

Note that qt(θ) corresponds to the probability that a path made of t i.i.d. samples from the
in-degree distribution has mass at least θ. Under suitable hypotheses, we will show that
the quenched probability Qx,t(θ), given in (2.6), is well approximated by qt(θ). This is the
crucial idea in order to prove the next result.

Theorem 4.2 (Quenched Law of Large Number). Let Qx,t(θ) be the quenched probability given
in (2.6), and assume that t = Θ(tent) and θ ∈ (0, 1) are such that

(4.3) − log θ

Ht
n→+∞−−−−→ ρ.

Then

(i) If ρ < 1 =⇒ maxx∈[n]Qx,t(θ)
P−−−−→ 0 ;

(ii) If ρ > 1 =⇒ minx∈[n]Qx,t(θ)
P−−−−→ 1 .

Note that, since Ht = Θ(logn), the assumption (4.3) implies that log θ = Θ(log n). A
possible choice could be θ = n−ρ, with possible multiplicative poly-log corrections.

Proof. Our proof follows the strategy given in [9, Prop 3.2]. For ℓ = 3 log log n, we define

(4.4) Q̄x,t(θ) :=
∑

y∈[n]
P ℓ(x, y)Qy,t(θ).

This has the following interpretation. The first ℓ steps do not affect the total mass of the
trajectory, but in view of Lemma 4.1, they are sufficient to let the walk move w.h.p. to a
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hε-root vertex. Hence, we let the random walk move for ℓ steps and then start recording
the mass of the trajectory. For ε ∈ (0, η/2), with η ∈ (0, 1) as in (1.13), we claim that

(4.5) max
x∈Vε

|Q̄x,t(θ)− qt(θ)| P−−−−→ 0.

Before proving the claimed convergence, we explore the asymptotic properties of qt(θ),
and then we complete the proof assuming the validity of (4.5). As a first step, note that
since {Lk}k≥1 are i.i.d., and in view of Proposition 1.2, it holds that

E(St) = Ht = log n(1 + o(1)) , Var(St) = σ2t = O(logn) .

From the hypothesis (4.3), it turns that − log θ = ρE[St](1+o(1)), so that we may expect the
event in the definition of qt(θ) to be typical or rare according to the value of ρ. Formally:

(i) if ρ > 1 then, for large n, it holds − log θ − E[St] > 0 and

1− qt(θ) = P (St ≥ − log θ) = P (St − E[St] ≥ − log θ − E[St])(4.6)

(ii) if ρ < 1 then, for large n, it holds log θ + E[St] > 0 and

qt(θ) =P (St < − log θ) = P (−St + E[St] ≥ log θ + E[St])(4.7)

In both cases, we can bound above the expression on the right-hand side of the last two
displays by Chebyshev’s inequality, and get

P (|St − E[St]| ≥ | log θ + E[St]|) ≤
Var(St)

(log θ + E[St])
2 = o(1)

=⇒ qt(θ)
P−−−−→

{
1 if ρ > 1
0 if ρ < 1

.

(4.8)

Going back to the proof of our main statement, let us first observe that since the mass of a
path of length ℓ is always in [∆−ℓ

+ , δ−ℓ
+ ], it holds that

Qx,t(θ) ≤ Px(m(Xℓ, Xℓ+1, . . . , Xt) > θδℓ+) = Q̄x,t−ℓ(θδ
ℓ
+)

≤ Px(m(Xℓ, Xℓ+1, . . . , Xt) > θδℓ+|Xℓ ∈ Vε) + Px(Xℓ /∈ Vε)

≤ max
y∈Vε

Qy,t−ℓ(θδ
ℓ
+) + Px(Xℓ /∈ Vε)

≤ max
y∈Vε

Q̄y,t−2ℓ(θδ
2ℓ
+ ) + Px(Xℓ /∈ Vε)

≤ max
y∈Vε

Q̄y,t(θδ
2ℓ
+∆−2ℓ

+ ) + Px(Xℓ /∈ Vε) .

(4.9)

By Lemma 4.1 and assuming the validity of (4.5), we get that

max
x∈[n]

Qx,t(θ) ≤ qt(θδ
2ℓ
+∆−2ℓ

+ ) + oP(1) .(4.10)

Since qt(·) is decreasing, and both w.h.p. ∆+ ≤ C log n and δ+ ≥ 2 are valid, we conclude
that

(4.11) max
x∈[n]

Qx,t(θ) ≤ qt(θ2
ℓ(C logn)−ℓ) + oP(1).
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Similarly, we first observe that by definition

Qx,t(θ) ≥ Px(m(Xℓ, Xℓ+1, . . . , Xt) > θ∆ℓ
+) = Q̄x,t−ℓ(θ∆

ℓ
+)

≥ Px(m(Xℓ, Xℓ+1, . . . , Xt) > θ∆ℓ
+|Xℓ ∈ Vε)Px(Xℓ ∈ Vε)

≥ min
x∈Vε

Qx,t−ℓ(θ∆
ℓ
+)Px(Xℓ ∈ Vε)

≥ min
x∈Vε

Q̄x,t−2ℓ(θ∆
2ℓ
+ )Px(Xℓ ∈ Vε) .

(4.12)

By Lemma 4.1 and assuming again the validity of (4.5), we obtain

min
x∈[n]

Qx,t(θ) ≥ min
x∈Vε

Q̄x,t−2ℓ(θ∆
2ℓ
+ )(1− 2−ℓ − oP(1))

≥ qt−2ℓ(θ∆
2ℓ
+ ) + oP(1) ≥ qt(θ∆

2ℓ
+ ) + oP(1) .

(4.13)

Since qt(θ) is decreasing in t and ∆+ ≤ C log n w.h.p. , we conclude that

(4.14) min
x∈[n]

Qx,t(θ) ≥ qt(θ(C log n)2ℓ) + oP(1).

At last note that, setting θ′ = θ(C logn)±2ℓ, then log θ′ = log θ + O((log logn)2). Since the
asymptotic value of qt(·) is not sensitive to perturbations θ′ such that | log θ′ − log θ| =
O((log log n)2), Eqs. (4.11)-(4.14), together with (4.8), conclude the proof of our statement.

Let us finally prove the claimed convergence (4.5). To this aim, we are going to show that,
for all δ > 0,

(4.15) P(1x∈VεQ̄x,t(θ) ≥ qt(θ) + δ) = o(n−1),

and then we apply a union bound over x ∈ Vε. This will give only half of (4.5), but actually
the same argument applies to 1− Q̄x,t(θ) and 1− qt(θ), completing the proof.

For any fixed K ≥ 1, by Markov’s inequality we get

(4.16) P
(
1x∈VεQ̄x,t(θ) ≥ qt(θ) + δ

)
≤

E

[
1x∈Vε

(
Q̄x,t(θ)

)K]

(qt(θ) + δ)K
.

We now follow the strategy of the proof given in [9, Prop. 3.2]. Consider the annealed law
P

an,K
x of the process (X(k))k∈{1,...,K} defined in Subsection 3.1, for T = t + ℓ. The process

consists of K random walks of length t + ℓ and initial measure δx, realized one after the
other together with the partial graph structure that they explore. Let K = ⌊log2(n)⌋ and,
for every 1 ≤ j ≤ K, define the event Bj through the following conditions:

(i) the union of the first j trajectories up to time ℓ, that is (X
(1)
s , . . . , X

(j)
s )s≤ℓ, forms a

directed tree;
(ii) for every i ≤ j, the last t steps of the i-th walk, that is (X

(i)
s )s∈[ℓ+1,ℓ+t], define a path

p of mass m(p) > θ;
(iii) The vertices in the first j trajectories have out-degree at least 2.

By definition, note that the event {x ∈ Vε} is contained in the event that the K trajectories
form a tree up to depth ℓ. Hence

(4.17) E[1x∈Vε(Q̄x,t(θ))
K ] ≤ P

an,K
x (BK) = P

an,K
x (B1)

K∏

i=2

P
an,K
x (Bj | Bj−1).
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Note that, given Bj−1:

(1) either the j-th walk follows one of the previously traced trajectories up to time ℓ,
thus keeping unchanged the tree structure of depth ℓ around x.

(2) or the j-th walk explores a new vertex before time ℓ. In that case, the event Bj takes
place if the j-th walk keeps exploring new vertices at least up to time ℓ, in order to
preserve the whole tree structure, and then moves its last t steps on a path p with
mass m(p) > θ.

Since the out-degree of these vertices is at least 2 by the conditioning, the first scenario
happens, for all j ≤ K, with conditional probability which is at most

(K − 1)2−ℓ ≤ K2−ℓ = e2 log logn−ℓ log 2 = o(1).

To estimate the probability of the second scenario, first note that, at each step, the condi-
tional probability to visit an already explored vertex is less than K(t + ℓ)pmax. Summing
this term for all the ℓ + t steps of the path, we obtain that the conditional probability that
the j-th walk visits an already explored vertex, and create a cycle along the whole process,
is less than (t+ ℓ)2Kpmax = o(1), for all j ≤ K. Hence the tree structure is preserved w.h.p.
along the whole trajectory.
Moreover, on the event that the j-th trajectory always visits new vertices, the conditional
law of its last t steps corresponds to the annealed law of a random walk of length t defined
on a reduced Chung–Lu graph, which is obtained by removing the vertices explored by
the whole process before its last t steps, on the event that it has no self-intersections. In
particular, from Lemma 3.2 and Eq. (3.8), each step of this random walk can be chosen
approximately as a sample of µin. In other words, after exiting the already visited trajec-
tories, the rest of the path up to step t + ℓ, can be coupled with an i.i.d. sample from µin

with an overall total variation cost which is of order O((t + ℓ)2Kpmax) = o(1). The second
scenario is then satisfied with probability qt(θ) + o(1).

Altogether, this shows that, for all δ > 0 and for all j ≤ K,

P
an,K
x (Bj | Bj−1) ≤ qt(θ) +

δ

2
,

that, thanks to Eqs. (4.16)-(4.17), implies (4.15). This ends the proof of the claimed conver-
gence (4.5) and of the theorem. �

Let us now consider a time window of size wn := σ
H

√
tent, as given in (1.24). Then it holds

the following.

Theorem 4.3 (Central Limit Theorem). Let tλ := tent + λwn + o(wn), with λ ∈ R fixed, and
assume that θ ∈ (0, 1) is such that

(4.18)
log θ + Htλ

σ
√
tλ

−−−−→
n→+∞

λ,

where σ2 satisfies the non-degeneracy condition (1.25). Then

(4.19) max
x∈[n]

∣∣∣Qx,tλ(θ)−
1√
2π

∫ ∞

λ

e−u2/2 du
∣∣∣ P−−−−→

n→+∞
0.

Note that, since tλ = tent(1 + o(1)) and Htλ = log n + λσ
√
tent, the assumption (4.18) im-

plies that log θ = − logn(1 + o(1)). A possible choice could be θ = n−1, with possible
multiplicative poly-log corrections.
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Proof. To ease the notation, let t = tλ. In view of the convergence (4.5), we first focus on
the probability qt(θ). By Eq. (4.2), we can write

qt(θ) = P

(
St − Ht

σ
√
t

< − log(θ) + Ht

σ
√
t

)
.(4.20)

Looking at the argument of that probability, while the r.h.s. converges to −λ due to as-
sumption (4.18), we will prove that the l.h.s. converges in distribution to a Normal. We
can indeed check that the Lyapunov condition of the Lindeberg-Feller Central Limit The-
orem holds (see, e.g., [25], Lemma 15.41). Specifically, we need to prove that there exists
δ > 0 such that

(4.21) lim
n→+∞

1

Var(St)1+δ/2

t∑

k=1

E[|Lk − H|2+δ] = 0 .

We observe that, due to Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7, and by our choice of t, for all δ > 0,

(4.22)
t∑

k=1

E[Lk
2+δ] = tE[L1

2+δ] = log n(log logn)1+δ(1 + o(1)) .

Using that E[|Lk − H|2+δ] ≤ 21+δ
(
E[|Lk|2+δ] + H2+δ

)
, and thanks to Proposition 1.2, we

then get that the numerator of (4.21) is O(logn(log logn)1+δ).
On the other hand, let δ > 0 be such that the non-degeneracy condition (1.25) on σ2 is
satisfied. Then

(4.23) Var(St)
1+δ/2 = (tσ2)1+δ/2 ≫ log n(log logn)1+δ ,

and the Lyapunov condition (4.21) is verified. As a consequence,

(4.24) lim
n→+∞

qt(θ) =
1√
2π

∫ −λ

−∞
e−

u2

2 du =
1√
2π

∫ +∞

λ

e−
u2

2 du.

The thesis now follows thanks to the convergence (4.5), together with the bounds (4.11)
and (4.14), and to the fact that the asymptotic value of qt is not sensitive to perturbations
θ′ such that | log θ′ − log θ| = O((log logn)2). �

5. PROOFS

5.1. Tree-like trajectories. The goal of this section is to analyse the random kernel of the
random walk in order to prove that the properties characterizing nice paths, listed in Defi-
nition 2.1, hold w.h.p. as n → ∞. We will first show that, for all times s ≤ (1−γ)tent, where
γ = ε

80
as in Definition 2.1, the random walk trajectories of length s live w.h.p. in the tree

Tx(s) given in Subsection 2.2.1. Accordingly to Remark 2.2, this result can be extended
with few little adjustments to times s = tλ − hε, with tλ lying in the critical window of
Theorem 1.5. We will briefly comment at the end of the subsection.

We start with a preliminary result. Recall the notation introduced in Subsection 2.2 and
the procedure to construct the tree Tx(s) ⊂ Gx(s), which involves the sequences of graphs
(Gℓ)ℓ≥0 and (T ℓ)ℓ≥0, and the sequence of edges (eℓ)ℓ≥0. In particular, remind that Tx(s) :=
T κx , where κx is the index of the last iteration of the algorithm.
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Lemma 5.1. For all 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ κx, let eℓ denote the edge chosen by the ℓ-th iteration of the algorithm
defining Tx(s). Then, on the event E+, it holds that

(5.1) e−Hs ≤ m̂(eℓ) ≤
2

2 + ℓ
,

where m̂(eℓ) was given in (2.9), and H = (1 + γ)H. As a consequence, κx ≤ 2eHs.

Proof. See the proof of [6, Lemma 11], which applies to the present setting without sub-
stantial changes. �

With this result at hand, we can prove the following proposition, which shows that, w.h.p.,
a random walk starting from a vertex in Vε performs a trajectory in Tx(s). To state the
result, let us denote by P(x, y, s,H) the set of paths from x to y of length s, in a subgraph
H of G .

Proposition 5.2. For all ε, γ ∈ (0, 1) and s ≤ (1− γ)tent, it holds

(5.2) min
x∈Vε



∑

y∈[n]

∑

p∈P(x,y,s,Tx(s))
m(p)


 P−−−−→

n→+∞
1.

Proof. Note that, by the definition of Tx(s), a path p ∈ P(x, y, s, G) is not in P(x, y, s, Tx(s))
if one of the two following conditions holds:

(1) m(p) ≤ e−Hs = 1/n1−γ2
(1 + o(1)).

(2) p has edges in Gx(s) \ Tx(s).

For j = 1, 2, we denote with Pj,∗
x,y the set of paths in P(x, y, s, G) for which condition (j)

does not hold, and observe that by definition
∑

y∈[n]

∑

p∈P1,∗
x,y

m(p) ≥ Qx,s(1/n
1−γ2

) , ∀x ∈ [n] .

Since Hs
Hs

= 1 + γ > 1, Theorem 4.2(ii) applies and we get that

(5.3) min
x∈[n]

{
∑

y∈[n]

∑

p∈P1,∗
x,y

m(p)

}
P−−−−→

n→+∞
1 ,

which proves that condition (1) is not likely to be satisfied. To estimate the probability
that condition (2) is satisfied, let us define iteratively (Mℓ)

κx
ℓ=0 setting

(5.4) M0 := 0 , Mℓ := Mℓ−1 + m̂(eℓ)1(ℓ ≤ κx)1(v
+
eℓ
∈ V (Gℓ−1)), ∀ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , κx} ,

where V (H) denotes the vertex set of a graph H and v+e denotes the head of an edge e.
Note that Mℓ represents the total probability mass that is excluded from Gℓ in the genera-
tion of T ℓ. We recall that eℓ is the edge selected by the ℓ-th iteration of the algorithm. In
particular

(5.5) Mκx =
∑

y∈[n]

∑

p∈P2,∗
x,y

m(p).

We want to show that, for all δ > 0,

(5.6) P(∃x ∈ Vε : Mκx > δ) = o(1).
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To this aim, we first prove

(5.7) P(Mκx > δ, E+) = o(n−1),

so that Lemma 3.6 and a union bound over x ∈ Vε are sufficient to conclude the proof.
Let ℓε = 2hε . Remember that condition (1) above is satisfied with vanishing probability for
s = hε = Θ(tent) and observe that (m̂(eℓ))ℓ≥0 is decreasing in ℓ. Moreover notice that, being
x ∈ Vε, Tx(hε) is a tree. Combining these facts, it follows that w.h.p. Tx(hε) = Gx(hε) =
B+
x (hε). In conclusion, w.h.p. , κx = |Tκx| ≥ |B+

x (hε)| ≥ 2hε = ℓε.
As a by-product of the previous lines, we get that in the first ℓε steps of the construction
of Tκx , no mass is thrown away and then Mℓ = 0 for all ℓ ≤ ℓε. Moreover, due to (5.1), on
the event E+

(5.8) Mℓ −Mℓ−1 ≤
2

2 + ℓε
≤ 2−hε+1 ≤ 1 , ∀ℓ ≥ ℓε + 1 .

Let Fℓ denote the σ-field associated to the first ℓ generation steps of Tx(s). By the previous
estimates, it turns out that
(5.9)

E[(Mℓ −Mℓ−1)1E+ | Fℓ−1] ≤
2

2 + ℓ
· P(v+eℓ ∈ V (Gℓ−1) , E+| Fℓ−1) , P−a.s. , ∀ℓ ≥ ℓε + 1 ,

where

(5.10) P(v+eℓ ∈ V (Gℓ−1) , E+| Fℓ−1) ≤ max
y∈V (Gℓ−1)

∑

z∈V (Gℓ−1)

py,z ≤ M1
logn

n

∑

z∈V (Gℓ−1)

w−
z .

To estimate the r.h.s. of the display, note that, for any S ⊂ [n] and taking ζ such that
6ζ < η, with η as given in assumption (1.13), we can apply Hölder’s inequality and get,
for p = 2 + 6ζ ,

(5.11)
∑

z∈S
w−

z ≤
[
∑

z∈S
(w−

z )
p

] 1
p

|S|1− 1
p ≤

[
M2n

|S|

] 1
2+6ζ

|S|.

We take S = V (Gℓ−1) and observe that 1
2+6ζ

< 1
2
− ζ . Since |V (Gℓ−1)| ≤ κx ≤ 2n1−γ2

, where

the last inequality is due to Lemma 5.1, we obtain that

(5.12)
∑

z∈V (Gℓ−1)

w−
z = o(n1−ξ),

for ξ > 0 sufficiently small, depending on the given ζ and γ. Inserting this estimate in
(5.10) and then in (5.9), we conclude that, for any ℓ ≤ κx,

E[(Mℓ −Mℓ−1)1E+ | Fℓ−1] =
1

ℓ
o

(
logn

nξ

)
,

and in a similar way that

E[(Mℓ −Mℓ−1)
2 1E+ | Fℓ−1] =

1

ℓ2
o

(
log n

nξ

)
.

Consequently,

(5.13) a :=
κx∑

ℓ=1

E[Mℓ −Mℓ−11E+ | Fℓ−1] = o

(
log2 n

nξ

)
,
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(5.14) b :=

κx∑

ℓ=1

E[(Mℓ −Mℓ−1)
2 1E+ | Fℓ−1] = o

(
log n

nξ

)
,

where we used the fact that
∑κx

ℓ=1 ℓ
−1 = O(log κx). For ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , κx}, we define

(5.15) Zℓ+1 :=
cξ
δ
(Mℓ+1 −Mℓ − E[(Mℓ+1 −Mℓ)1E+ |Fℓ])1E+ ,

where cξ := 2/ξ + 2. Thanks to (5.8), |Zℓ+1| ≤ 1 for large n. Since κx ≥ ℓε, we also define

(5.16) φu :=

u∑

i=ℓε

Zi+1 , ∀u ∈ {ℓε, . . . , κx} .

The sequence (φu)ℓε≤u≤κx is a martingale. Observe that Mκx = a + δ
cξ
φκx. Thanks to the

estimates (5.13) and (5.14), we can assume that a ≤ δ
cξ

for large enough n. Hence, recalling

that cξ − 2 = 2/ξ, we can write

P

(
Mκx ≥ cξ − 1

cξ
δ, E+

)
≤ P

(
φℓ ≥

2

ξ
for some ℓ ≥ ℓε , E+

)
.(5.17)

At last, let us consider the conditional variance

b′ :=
ℓ∑

i=1

Var(Zi|Fi).

On E+, thanks to (5.14)-(5.15), b′ ≤ (cξ/δ)
2b = o

(
logn
nξ

)
uniformly in ℓ. Choosing c(n) = logn

nξ ,
for all n ≫ 1 it holds

P

(
b′ > c(n) for some ℓ ≥ ℓε , E+

)
= 0 ,

and thus

P

(
φℓ ≥

2

ξ
for some ℓ ≥ ℓε , E+

)
= P

(
φℓ ≥

2

ξ
, b′ ≤ c(n) for some ℓ ≥ ℓε , E+

)
.(5.18)

As in [9, Lemma 3.3], we apply [22, Theorem 1.6] to bound the r.h.s. with

e
2
ξ

(
c(n)

2
ξ
+ c(n)

) 2
ξ
+c(n)

= o(n−1).

Inserting this bound in (5.17), we obtain (5.7) which concludes the proof. �

Remark 5.3. The statement of this proposition can be easily generalized to time s = tλ−hε,
with tλ lying in the critical window of Theorem 1.5. Indeed, with this specific choice, it

holds s = (1− 4γ)tent(1+ o(1)) and n1−4γ ≤ eHs ≤ n1−γ2
. All the estimates involving s, and

specifically Lemma 5.1 and the convergence (5.3), come true without substantial changes.

5.2. Proof of the upper bound on the mixing time (Eq. (1.22) of Theorem 1.3). We start
by rearranging in a more convenient form the total variation distance of the statement.
For h = hε as in (2.3), let

(5.19) π̃ := µin P
h ,

and write, by the triangle inequality,

(5.20) ‖P t(x, ·)− π‖TV ≤ ‖P t(x, ·)− π̃‖TV + ‖π̃ − π‖TV.
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If the first term in the r.h.s. is oP(1) uniformly in x ∈ [n], then by the triangle inequality
and (2.2), the same must hold for the second term. Let t′ = t + ℓ, with ℓ = log log n and
t = (1 + β)tent. Applying the Markov property,

max
x∈[n]

‖P t′(x, ·)− π̃‖TV = max
x∈[n]

‖
∑

y∈[n]
P ℓ(x, y)(P t(y, ·)− π̃ )(1{y∈Vε} + 1{y/∈Vε})‖TV

≤ max
x∈[n]

1

2

∑

z∈[n]

∑

y∈Vε

P ℓ(x, y)|P t(y, z)− π̃(z)|+max
x∈[n]

1

2

∑

y∈[n]\Vε

2P ℓ(x, y)

≤ max
y∈Vε

‖P t(y, ·)− π̃‖TV +max
x∈[n]

Px(Xℓ /∈ Vε),

(5.21)

where the first inequality is obtained by the triangle inequality and bounding the total
variation distance by 2, while the second inequality is obtained by changing the order of
the sums and maximizing over y (so that x disappears).
The second term is arbitrarily small due to Lemma 4.1. We then focus on the first term.
For sake of readiness we will keep calling x the maximizing variable and we will bound

maxx∈Vε ‖P t(x, ·)− π̃‖TV. For every x, y ∈ [n], let P̃ t(x, y) be the probability to go from x to
y in t steps following a nice path, that is

(5.22) P̃ t(x, y) =
∑

p∈P̃(x,y,t,G)

m(p) ,

where P̃(x, y, t, G) is the set of nice paths from x to y of length t in G. Moreover we set

(5.23) q̃(x) := 1−
∑

y∈[n]
P̃ t(x, y) .

Then, for all δ > 0, it holds

‖P t(x, ·)− π̃‖TV ≤
∑

y∈[n]

[
(1 + δ)π̃(y) +

δ

n
− P̃ t(x, y)

]+
.(5.24)

To handle the term in the r.h.s. above, we apply Proposition 5.4 below in order to remove
the positive part [u]+ = max{0, u} in (5.24). From this statement, we get that for all δ > 0,
and w.h.p., (5.24) becomes

∑

y∈[n]

[
(1 + δ)π̃(y) +

δ

n
− P̃ t(x, y)

]
= 2δ + q̃(x),(5.25)

It is now sufficient to provide an upper bound on q̃(x), uniformly over x ∈ Vε. This can be
derived by bounding above the probability that some conditions in Definition 2.1 fail.

Condition (i) fails, by definition, with quenched probability Qx,t

(
1

n log3 n

)
, for all x ∈ [n].

Condition (ii) holds with quenched probability 1− oP(1) for all x ∈ Vε, by Proposition 5.2.
Condition (iii) is satisfied with quenched probability bounded below by Px(Xs+1 ∈ Vε).
Taking the minimum over x ∈ Vε, and thanks to Lemma 4.1, we conclude that (iii) holds
with quenched probability 1− oP(1), uniformly for x ∈ Vε.
At last, condition (iv) holds w.h.p. for all x ∈ [n] due to Lemma 3.6.
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In conclusion,

(5.26) max
x∈Vε

q̃(x) ≤ max
x∈Vε

Qx,t

(
1

n log3 n

)
+ oP(1) .

Note that for θ = 1
n log3 n

and t = (1 + β)tent condition (4.3) is satisfied with ρ < 1. Hence,

Theorem 4.2(i) applies to the r.h.s. in the last display, and ends the proof of (1.22). �

It now remains to state and prove the result that was applied in order to reduce (5.24) to
(5.25). Set β = 3γ = 3ε

80
. In the notation introduced above, it holds the following.

Proposition 5.4. Let t = s + h + 1 with s = (1 − γ)tent, γ > 0 as in Definition 2.1 and h ≡ hε

as in (2.3). Then, for all δ > 0,

(5.27) P

(
max
x∈Vε

P̃ t(x, y) ≤ (1 + δ)π̃(y) +
δ

n
, ∀y ∈ [n]

)
= 1− o(1).

Proof. To prove the statement, we will perform a time-gluing procedure among the first s
steps of the walk (which is confined w.h.p. in the tree Tx(s)) and the last h steps (where
the path to a target end point y is unique). Thanks to a partial conditioning on the starting
and ending subpaths (of length resp. s and h), we will be able to prove a concentration
result for the trajectories of length t which will lead to the desired inequality.
Let us stress that the entire strategy closely follows the proof of Proposition 3.6 in [9],
given in the context of directed configuration models, but requires significant adaptations
to address the directed Chung–Lu framework. In particular, while the analysis for the
directed configuration model relies heavily on combinatorial computations, which reflect
the nature of the model where the in- and out-degrees are deterministic, our approach
leverages the independence of connections between vertices, along with appropriate con-
centration inequalities for the in- and out-degrees. This shift is particularly evident in the
computations beginning with (5.31).

Given x 6= y ∈ [n], let F = F(x, y) denote the partial environment obtained after the
generation of Tx(s) and B−

y (h). Consider κx and κy to be the number of matchings needed
to generate respectively the two subgraphs. It holds κx = |Tx(s)| − 1 and κy ≤ |B−

y (h)| − 1.

Let V −
F denote the set of vertices in ∂B−

y (h) such that there exists a unique path of length

h to y, and V +
F be the set of unmatched vertices at depth s in Tx(s). Note that, by construc-

tion,

(5.28)
∑

z∈V +
F

m(px,z) ≤ 1,

and

(5.29)
∑

v∈V −
F

µin(v)m(pv,y) ≤ µin P
h(y) =

∑

v∈[n]
µin(v)P

h(v, y).

With this notation, we develop P̃ t(x, y), the probability to follow a nice path of length t
from x to y, as

(5.30) P̃ t(x, y) =
∑

z∈V +
F

∑

v∈V −
F

m(px,z)
1

D+
z

m(pv,y)1{z→v}1{p is a nice path},
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where p = px,z ∪(z, v)∪pv,y, with a little abuse of notation. Note that, in this representation

of P̃ t(x, y), the last indicator highlights the validity of conditions (i) and (iv) of definition
2.1 of nice paths, since (ii) and (iii) are satisfied by construction.
We want study the conditional expectation of (5.30) on the partial environment F . By
linearity, we are reduced to analyse the random variables 1{z→v}/D

+
z for z ∈ V +

F , v ∈ V −
F .

Since the Bernoulli variables 1{z→v} are independent from the partial environment F , it
holds

(5.31) E

[
1{z→v}
D+

z

∣∣F
]
= pzv E

[
1

D+
z

∣∣F , 1{z→v} = 1

]
,

Some of the indicator functions defining the out-degree of z may have been sampled dur-
ing the generation of the partial environment F = F(x, y). However it holds

D+
z ≥

∑

w∈[n] :
(z,w)/∈F ∪(z,v)

1{z→w} + 1{z→v} =: Y v
z + 1{z→v} .

Thus, we can write

(5.32) E

[
1{z→v}
D+

z

∣∣F
]
≤ pzv E

[
1

Y v
z + 1

∣∣F
]
=

pzv
E[Y v

z |F ]
(1 + o(1)),

where the last equality follows by Remark 3.9. For y ∈ [n], we then define the events

Wy := {κy ≤ n
1
2
+ε} and W := ∩y∈[n]Wy. Since W ⊇ S−

ε , where S−
ε is defined in (3.28), by

Lemma 3.10 we get

(5.33) P(W) ≥ P(S−
ε ) = 1− o(1) .

On Wy, the number of Bernoulli variables removed from D+
z in the definition of Y v

z is

at most n
1
2
+ε. Moreover, thanks to (1.15), the connection parameter is at most pmax =

o(n− 1
2
− η

7 ). We assume since now on that F ∈ Wy. Then, if ε < η/7, we get that E[Y v
z |F ] =

E[D+
z ](1 + o(1)) = ww+

z log n/n(1 + o(1)), and consequently we may conclude that

(5.34) E

[
1{z→v}
D+

z

∣∣F
]
≤ w−

v

w

(1 + o(1)) = µin(v)(1 + o(1)).

Taking the conditional average in (5.22) and plugging there (5.34), we obtain that

E[P̃ t(x, y) | F ] ≤
∑

z∈V +
F

∑

v∈V −
F

m(px,z)E

[
1{z→v}
D+

z

∣∣F
]

m(pv,y)

≤
∑

z∈V +
F

∑

v∈V −
F

m(px,z)µin(v)m(pv,y)(1 + o(1))

≤
∑

v∈V −
F

µin(v)m(pv,y)(1 + o(1)) ≤ µin P
h(y)(1 + o(1)),

(5.35)

where the last lines follows from (5.28) and (5.29). This implies that for every δ > 0 and
for n large enough, it holds

(5.36)

(
1 +

δ

2

)
E

[
P̃ t(x, y)

∣∣F
]
≤ (1 + δ)µin P

h(y) = (1 + δ) π̃(y) .
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Let us consider the random variables

(5.37) Xz :=
∑

v∈V −
F

m(px,z)
1

D+
z

m(pv,y)1{z→v}1{p is a nice path} , z ∈ V +
F ,

where p = px,z ∪(z, v) ∪ pv,y. These random variables are independent. Moreover, thanks
to condition (i) of Definition 2.1, we have

m(px,z)
1

D+
z

m(pv,y) ≤
1

n log3 n
,

and thanks to requirement (iv) of Definition 2.1, it holds

(5.38) |{v ∈ V −
F : px,z ∪(z, v) ∪ pv,y is nice}| ≤ C log n.

Then, Xz is uniformly bounded in z ∈ V +
F by the quantity

M = M(n) :=
C log n

n log3 n
=

C

n log2 n
.(5.39)

For a > 0 and M as above, we can apply the Bernstein inequality to the conditional prob-
ability measure P( · |F), and get

(5.40) P

(
P̃ t(x, y)− E

[
P̃ t(x, y)

∣∣F
]
≥ a

∣∣F
)
≤ exp

(
− a2

2M(E[P̃ t(x, y)|F ] + a)

)
.

Reasoning as in [7, Prop. 14], we write r = nE[P̃ t(x, y)|F ] and let a = δ
n
( r
2
+ 1). Then the

r.h.s. of (5.40) turns to

exp

(
− δ2(r + 2)2

4Mn(r(2 + δ) + 2δ)

)
≤ exp

(
−c(δ)C

Mn

)
= exp

(
−c(δ) log2 n

)
,

where c(δ) > 0, is obtained optimizing over r ≥ 0. In this notation, we rewrite (5.40) as

(5.41) P

(
P̃ t(x, y) ≥

(
1 +

δ

2

)
E

[
P̃ t(x, y)

∣∣F
]
+

δ

n

∣∣F
)

≤ exp
(
−c(δ) log2 n

)
.

In conclusion, by (5.36) and (5.41), we get that, for all F ∈ Wy,

(5.42) P

(
P̃ t(x, y) ≥ (1 + δ)π̃(y) +

δ

n

∣∣F
)

= exp
(
−c(δ) log2 n

)
= o(n−3).

We are almost done. Reasoning as in [9, Prop. 3.6], for x ∈ Vε and y ∈ [n], let

Zx,y :=

{
P̃ t(x, y) ≥ (1 + δ)π̃(y) +

δ

n

}
.

With a little abuse of notation we can write

P(∪x∈Vε,y∈[n]Zx,y ∩W) ≤ n2 max
x∈Vε,y∈[n]

P(Zx,y ∩Wy) ≤ n2 max
x∈Vε,y∈[n]

max
F∈Wy

P(Zx,y|F) ,

where the last probability is precisely the l.h.s. in (5.42). Then, having in mind (5.33),

(5.43) P
(
∩x∈Vε,y∈[n] Zx,y

)
≥ 1− P(∪x∈Vε,y∈[n]Zx,y ∩W)− P(Wc) = 1− o(1) ,

which concludes the proof. �

Remark 5.5. This proof works well also for times tλ, lying in the critical window of Theorem
1.5, for which s = (1− 4γ)tent(1 + o(1)), as explained in 5.3.
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5.3. Proof of the lower bound on the mixing time (Eq. (1.21) of Theorem 1.3). One possi-
ble approach to the lower bound consists in achieving inequality (2.7), and then applying
the law of large number stated in Theorem 4.2(ii). The bored reader can skip to Subsec-
tion 5.4 for this approach. We present here an alternative proof, in the spirit of [9], which
exploits the equivalent construction of the annealed random walk described in 3.1.

The idea of the proof is that, on one hand, the stationary distribution π is w.h.p. well dis-
tributed on [n], in a sense that is specified by Lemma 5.6 below (see also the stronger result
stated in the Proposition 5.7). On the other hand, after t = (1 − β)tent steps, the random

walk concentrates on a set of size at most n1−β2
which cannot cover the entire graph, and

hence the mixing is far to be achieved at this timescale.

Formally, for β ∈ (0, 1), let t = (1 − β)tent and let Pβ
x,y denote the set of paths from x to y

of lenght t and with probability mass bigger or equal than 1/n1−β2
. An easy check shows

that

(5.44)
∑

y∈[n]
|Pβ

x,y| ≤ n1−β2

,

and hence the set Sx := {y ∈ [n] : Pβ
x,y 6= ∅} satisfies |Sx| ≤ n1−β2

. From the notation of
distance in total variation, we can write

(5.45) min
x∈[n]

‖P t(x, ·)− π‖TV ≥ min
x∈[n]

(
P t(x, Sx)− π(Sx)

)
≥ min

x∈[n]
P t(x, Sx)−max

x∈[n]
π(Sx).

Note that, by definition of Sx and of the quenched probability Qx,t(θ) in (2.6), it holds that

P t(x, Sx) ≥ Qx,t(n
1−β2

) , ∀x ∈ [n] .

We can then apply Theorem 4.2(ii) with θ = n1−β2
and t = (1− β)tent, so that the condition

ρ = limn→∞− log θ
Ht

= 1 + β > 1 is satisfied, and conclude that

min
x∈[n]

P t(x, Sx) ≥ 1− oP(1) .

Going back to (5.44), it now remains to show that maxx∈[n] π(Sx) is negligible. We stress
that, by monotonicity of the total variation distance, we may assume β2 < η, where η is
such that (1.13) holds. Then, we can apply the following lemma with δ := β2/6, which
provides the desired estimate and ends the proof of the lower bound. �

Lemma 5.6. For all δ ∈ (0, η
6
), with η ∈ (0, 1) as in (1.13), it holds

(5.46) P(∀S ⊂ [n] such that |S| ≤ n1−6δ : π(S) ≤ n−δ/2) = 1− o(1).

Proof. Let us first define, for any y ∈ [n] and t′ ∈ N,

(5.47) µt′(y) :=
1

n

∑

x∈[n]
P t′(x, y) .

By the properties of the total variation distance (see [26, 4.4]), it holds that

(5.48) ‖P ks(x, ·)− π‖TV ≤ (2‖P s(x, ·)− π‖TV)
k ,



MIXING CUTOFF FOR SRWS ON THE CHUNG–LU DIGRAPH 32

for any k, s ∈ N. Thanks to the upper bound (1.22), it holds ‖P 2tent(x, ·)− π‖TV ≤ 1/2e.
Then, choosing k = log2 n, s = 2tent, and setting T = ks, we get

(5.49) ‖P T (x, ·)− π‖TV ≤ (2‖P 2tent(x, ·)− π‖TV)
log3/2 n ≤ e− log3/2 n ,

which implies

(5.50) max
v∈[n]

|π(v)− µT (v)| = o(e− log3/2(n)) ,

As a consequence, we can prove the thesis for µT in place of π.
To prove the statement, it is now sufficient to show that, given L := ⌈n1−6δ⌉, then

(5.51) max
S:|S|=L

P(µT (S) ≥ n−δ) = o(n−L) .

So let S ⊂ [n] with |S| = L, set K = δ−1L, and consider the annealed law P
an,K
unif of the

process (X(k))k∈{1,...,K} defined as in Subsection 3.1, for T = log2 n · tent. For every j ≤ K,
let Bj be the event defined by the following property: the first j walks end in S. It holds

(5.52) E[µT (S)
K ] = P

an,K
unif (BK) = P

an,K
unif (B1)

K∏

j=2

P
an,K
unif (Bj |Bj−1) .

Since 6δ < η, we can apply the same argument used in (5.11), with p = 2 + 6δ, and get

(5.53)
∑

v∈S
w−

v = O(n
1
2
−δL

1
2
+δ) = O(n1−3δ−6δ2) ,

where we used that 1
2+6δ

< 1
2
− δ and that |S| = L = ⌈n1−6δ⌉.

Given Bj−1, the j-th trajectory can end in S if it replicates from the beginning one of the
previous j−1 trajectories (this happens with probability at most KT

n
), or if it enters at least

once the set S or the set formed by the j − 1 trajectories. Non-fresh vertices (i.e., the ones
belonging to the previous trajectories) affect only logarithmically the order of L, and the
probability of entering S from a fresh vertex at a given step is bounded by

(5.54) max
x∈[n]

∑

v∈S
px,v ≤ M1

logn

n

∑

v∈S
w−

v = o(n−3δ).

Since the j-th trajectory has T = O(log3 n) steps, we conclude that

(5.55) P
an,K
unif (Bj |Bj−1) ≤

KT

n
+ T o

(
n−3δ

)
= o(n−2δ).

This proves that E[µT (S)
K ] = o(n−2δK) = o(n−2L). By Markov’s inequality, and being

K = δ−1L, we obtain

(5.56) P(µT (S) ≥ n−δ) ≤ E[µT (S)
K ]

n−L
= o(n−L) ,

and conclude with a union bound on the O(nL) sets S with |S| = L. �
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5.4. Proof of Theorem 1.5: Cutoff window. We are going to provide upper and lower
bounds on the total variation distance which appears in the statement.
We first prove the upper bound.
Recall the notation introduced in the Theorems 4.2, 4.3 and in Eq. (4.2), and take a reference
time tλ := tent + λwn + o(wn) with λ ∈ R fixed. Since Var(Stλ) = σ2tλ, choosing θ = 1

n
, it

holds that

Htλ + log θ√
Var(Stλ)

=
λσ
√

logn
log logn

(1 + o(1))

σ
√

logn
log logn

(1 + o(1))
−−−−→
n→+∞

λ ,(5.57)

and we are then under the hypothesis (4.18) of Theorem 4.3. Thanks to this result, together
with the inequality (5.26), we get that for every δ > 0 and w.h.p.

(5.58) max
x∈Vε

q̃(x) ≤
∫ +∞

λ

1√
2π

e−
u2

2 du+ δ .

Applying Proposition 5.4, we may conclude that for every δ > 0 and w.h.p.

(5.59) ‖P tλ(x, ·)− π̃‖TV ≤ 2δ + q̃(x) ≤
∫ +∞

λ

1√
2π

e−
u2

2 du+ 3δ .

For the lower bound, we first observe that, for θ ∈ (0, 1),

(5.60) P tλ(x, y) ≥
∑

p∈P(x,y,tλ,G)

m(p)1m(p)≤θ .

Then, for every distribution ν on [n],

(5.61) ν(y)−
∑

p∈P(x,y,tλ,G)

m(p)1m(p)≤θ ≤
[
ν(y)− P tλ(x, y)

]+
+ ν(y)1P tλ(x,y)>θ.

Summing over y ∈ [n], using that there are less than 1/θ vertices such that P tλ(x, y) > θ,
and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

(5.62) Qx,tλ(θ) ≤ ‖ν − P tλ(x, ·)‖TV +

√
1

θ

∑

y∈[n]
ν2(y) .

We just need to show that for suitable choices of ν and θ ∈ [0, 1], (5.62) implies the claimed
statement.

(1) A quite straightforward proof of this fact can be done under a further assumption
on the weigths (w−

x )x∈[n]. Explicitly, let w−
max(n) := maxx∈[n]w

−
x , and assume that

(5.63) w−
max(n) = o(e

√
logn) .

Choosing ν = π̃ and θ = w−
max(n)

log4 n
n

, we want to show that

(5.64)
1

θ
E



∑

x∈[n]
π̃2(y)


 = o (1) .

Then Markov’s inequality will be sufficient to conclude that

(5.65) Qx,tλ(θ) ≤ ‖ν − P tλ(x, ·)‖TV + oP(1) ,

and the desired lower bound will be a consequence of the central limit Theorem 4.3.



MIXING CUTOFF FOR SRWS ON THE CHUNG–LU DIGRAPH 34

To prove (5.64), first note that, since π̃ = µin P
h,

E



∑

x∈[n]
π̃2(y)


 = P

unif
µin

(X
(1)
h = X

(2)
h ) ,

where X(1) and X(2) are two random walks as defined in Subsection 3.1, and with
initial distribution µin. Thanks to assumptions (1.14) and (5.63), the probability that
they start from the same vertex is less than

µmax
in = o(w−

max(n)/n) = o(1),

On the other hand, the probability that X(2) meets X(1) at a certain step 0 < s ≤ h is
less than (h + 1)2pmax, where pmax = o(w−

max(n) logn/n). Thanks to the assumption
(5.63), we globally get

(5.66)
1

θ
E



∑

x∈[n]
π̃2(x)


 =

1

θ
P

unif
µin

(X
(1)
h = X

(2)
h ) = O

(
1

logn

)
,

and thus conclude the proof of (5.64) and of the lower bound.
(2) To get rid of assumption (5.63), we may proceed in a similar way but choosing

ν = π and θ = 1
n
log8 n, so to stay again under the hypothesis (4.18) of Theorem

4.3. To recover the analogue of (5.64), with π instead of π̃, we will need to apply
the Proposition 5.7 below. Given this, we can easily recover the estimate (5.64), and
then conclude with the application of Theorem 4.3. �

Proposition 5.7. In the above notation and setting, it holds that

(5.67) E




∑

x∈[n]
π2(x)



 ≤ C1
log6 n

n
,

where C1 > 0 is the finite constant given in Lemma 3.4.

Proof. Let T = log2 n. Let X(1) and X(2) be two independent random walks of length
T , moving on the same random graph and with initial distribution Unif([n]). Note that,
according to Subsection (3.1), their joint annealed law is equivalently described by the

measure P
an,2
unif, that for the sake of readability we simply write P

an.
Denoting by µT their common distribution at time T , as in (5.47), we can immediately
argue from (5.50) that being T ≫ tent, then

(5.68) E




∑

x∈[n]
(π(x))2



 = E




∑

x∈[n]
(µT (x))

2



 (1 + o(1)) = P
an(X

(1)
T = X

(2)
T )(1 + o(1)) .

We then focus on the probability on the r.h.s. of the above display, that will be estimated
using similar ideas to those appeared in Lemmas 3.4 and 3.2.
At first, let T denote the first time such that the trajectory of X(2) meets that of X(1),

formally given by T := min{s > 0 : ∃u ≤ T such that X
(2)
s = X

(1)
u } , so that

P
an(X

(1)
T = X

(2)
T ) ≤ P

an(T ≤ T ) =
T∑

t=0

P
an(T = t).(5.69)
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Since the initial measure is uniform over [n], we immediately get that Pan(T = 0) ≤ T
n

.
For t = 1, . . . , T , it is instead convenient to consider the events

Aj
s ≡ AX(j)

s , for j = 1, 2 and s ∈ {0, . . . T} ,
given in (3.9), and to introduce, for any s, t ∈ {0, . . . T}, the events

B1,2
s,t :=

{
X(2)

v 6= X(1)
u , ∀u ∈ {0, . . . , s− 1} and v ∈ {s, . . . , t− 1}

}
,

which are analogues of the events defined in (3.13). With this notation, we can first write

(5.70) P
an(T = t) ≤ P

an(T = t,A2
t ) + P

an((A2
t )

c) ,

where P
an((A2

t )
c) ≤ P

an((A2
T )

c) ≤ C1 log
4 n/n due to Lemma (3.4), and then express the

first summand as

P
an(T = t,A2

t ) =
T∑

s=0

∑

z∈[n]
P

an(X
(2)
t = X(1)

s = z,B1,2
T,t ∩A2

t ) .(5.71)

Conditioning over the whole trajectory of X(1), we get

P
an(X

(2)
t = X(1)

s = z,B1,2
T,t ∩ A2

t )

=
∑

v∈[n]T+1:
vs=z

P
an
(
X

(2)
t = z, A2

t |(X(1)
s )s≤T = v,B1,2

T,t

)
P

an
(
(X(1)

s )s≤T = v,B1,2
T,t

)
=

=
∑

v∈[n]T+1:
vs=z

P̃
an
(Xt = z,At)P

an
(
(X(1)

s )s≤T = v,B1,2
T,t

)
,

(5.72)

where P̃
an
(·) := Ẽ[Punif(·)] denotes the annealed law induced by a Chung–Lu probability

measure P̃ on a graph with vertex-set [n] \ {vk}k∈[0,T ]\{s} and X is a simple random walk
with initial uniform distribution. To the sake of readability we do not stress the depen-

dence of P̃ on the path v.

Thanks to Lemma 3.2, P̃
an
(Xt = z,At) ≤ P̃

an
(Xt = z,Lt−1) = µin(z)(1 + o(1)) uniformly

over the paths v ∈ [n]T+1 so that, inserting this value in the last display, we get

P
an(X

(2)
t = X(1)

s = z,B1,2
T,t ∩A2

t ) ≤ µin(z)P
an(X(1)

s = z,B1,2
T,t)(1 + o(1)) .(5.73)

As a further application of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4, it holds that

P
an(X(1)

s = z,B1,2
T,t) ≤ P

an(X(1)
s = z) ≤ P

an(X(1)
s = z,A1

s) + P
an((A1

s)
c) ≤ µin(z)(1 + o(1)) ,

and altogether, going back to Eq. (5.71) and replacing the value of T , we obtain

P
an(T = t,A2

t ) ≤
T∑

s=0

∑

z∈[n]
µin(z)

2(1 + o(1)) = O

(
T

n

)
,(5.74)

where in the last identity we used the approximation (3.17). We conclude that the leading
term in (5.70) is indeed provided by P

an(A2
t
c
), so that

P
an(T = t) ≤ C1

log4 n

n
(1 + o(1)) ,

which inserted in (5.69) yields the claimed inequality. �
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