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Abstract

We consider a class of strongly edge reinforced random walks,
where the corresponding reinforcement weight function is non-decreasing.
It is known by Limic and Tarres (2006) that the attracting edge
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bounded. We study the asymptotic behavior of the tail distribution
of the (random) time of attraction. In particular, we obtain exact (up
to multiplicative constant) asymptotics if the underlying graph has
two edges. Next we show some extensions in the setting of finite and
bounded degree infinite graphs. As a corollary we obtain that if the
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over finite graphs) the expected time to attraction is infinite if and
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1 Introduction

Let G be a locally finite graph with the edge set E(G) and the vertex set
V(G). We will assume without further mention that G is connected. We call
any two vertices u, v connected by an edge adjacent (or neighboring), in this
case we write u ~ v and denote by {u,v} = {v,u} the edge connecting them.
We will denote by

1G] = |E(9)]
the number of edges of G, and by
#G = V(9|

the number of vertices of G. Finally, denote by D(G) = sup,ey () degree(v)
the degree of G, where for any v € V(G) degree(v) equals the number of
edges incident to v.

Let (€5, e € E(G)) be given integers, and assume (§ > 0, e € E(G).
Given a reinforcement weight function w : {0,1,2,...,} — (0,00), the edge-
reinforced random walk (ERRW) on G records nearest neighbor step transi-
tions of a particle in V(G). That is:

(i) if currently at vertex v € V(G), in the next step the particle jumps to
a vertex u € V(G) adjacent to v.

(ii) the probability if a jump to u is w-proportional to the number of pre-
vious traversals of the edge {v, u}.

The more formal definition is as follows. If G is a finite graph it seems natural
from the point of notation to construct and study the edge reinforced random
walk started at the initial time

to:= Y _ 05>0,
e€E(G)

a process starting at time 0 is obtained by a time shift. If G is an infinite
graph, just set to := 0. Denote by I, the (random) position of the edge
reinforced random walk at time n. Then I, € V(G) is the initial position,
and {1, I,.1} € E(G) for all n > t,, almost surely. Let F,, be the filtration

Fn=0{l1,k=0,....n, ({5,e€ EG))}. (1)

Moreover, the dynamics of the edge reinforced random walk is prescribed
according to the rule:

{u,v}
w(Xn )
P(In+1 = U|fn)1 In=u} = In=u,u~v},
D S ) R
where for any e € E(G),
n—1 n—1
X, =10+ Z 1{6 was traversed at ith step} — 5+ Z Leqr; 1i01)=e) (2)
1=tg 1=to



equals the initial weight £ incremented by the total number of (undirected)
traversals of edge e prior to time n. Note that ¢y is chosen so that, whenever
VI(G) < 00, Y eepgy Xi = k for all k > ty, almost surely. The starting
weights X, = ( are specified as deterministic above but one could use
random variables instead in applications, and the definition () accounts for
this possibility. Our results would then hold conditionally on the starting
weights.

We denote by G; the range of the edge reinforced random walk on G.
More precisely, we let

gl = (V(gl)a E(gl))
be the random subgraph of G where for any v € V(G) we have

veV(G) & In>tyst. I, =,
and, for any e € E(G),
e c E(gl) & dn > tg s.t. {In, In+1} =e.

Apart from the behavior analogous to recurrence or transience of Markov
chains (see, for example, [10] or [7] or [9] theorems 5.2 and 5.6), ERRW may
exhibit a very different asymptotic behavior as time increases. For example,
it is easy to see, [11], [5] that the following assumption

1
;w < 0 (A0)

is sufficient for the event
{G; is a finite graph}

to have probability 1, whenever D(G) < oo. It is easy to find examples of
locally bounded trees with D(G) = oo such that (AQ) holds but that G;
is infinite with positive probability. Sellke [11] provides (slightly peculiar)
examples of edge reinforced random walks on Z where >, 1/w(k) is finite
over even k and infinite over odd k, but where G, is still a finite graph, almost
surely.

We next briefly discuss the link of our work to the recent literature. For a
detailed review of a number of interesting results on edge reinforced random
walk, we refer the reader to a recent survey of Pemantle [9] on stochastic
reinforcement processes.

A result of Sellke [11] (the argument is also described in detail in [5],
Section 2) implies that ([AQ) is sufficient and necessary for

P(the walk ultimately traverses a single edge) = 1, (3)

whenever the underlying graph is bipartite and of bounded degree. Limic
[5] proves that (AQ) implies ([B]) on any graph of bounded degree, where the
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reinforcement weight is a reciprocally summable power function. In a recent
work, Limic and Tarres [6] show that for a fairly general class of reinforcement
weights (in particular, whenever w is a non-decreasing function satisfying
(AQ)) @) holds on any graph of bounded degree. We will refer to any weight
w satisfying condition (AQ) as strong, and to the corresponding ERRW as
strongly reinforced walk.

The current paper assumes the setting of [6], and is devoted to the study
of the tail behavior of the time of attraction

T = inf{k>0:3ee E(G)st. Vf#e X] = mgi(Xf;}
== lnf{k 2 0: {In,In+1} == {[n_;’_l, ]n+2},\v/n Z k}, (4)

that is, the first time after which only the attracting edge is traversed. This
random variable is an important statistic, useful for applications (e.g. [4] or
[3]). In this paper we make a few connections to the literature on behavioral
science of social insects, and refer the reader to [9] for a diverse list of potential
applications.

It is clear that the sequence of tail probabilities (P(T" > k),k > 1) de-
pends on the structure of the underlying graph G, the weight function w,
the initial weights ¢, and the initial position I;,. However, the results of
sections verify an interesting universality-type behavior. Namely, fix
w satisfying ([AQ), let G be an arbitrary finite graph with some prescribed
initial edge weights and initial position, and let G’ be the simple two-edge
graph from Section 2l with initial weights equal to 1 on both edges. Then if
PY (vesp. P1') denotes the law of the corresponding ERRW on G (resp. G'),
the asymptotic order of magnitude of Pg(T > k) is induced by that of
PYYT > k). To some extent this holds also on infinite trees of bounded
degree, cf. Corollary [I8]

Definition 1 For sequences ay, by, of real numbers, we write aj < by iff
Qj
— €
by,

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section ] is devoted to the

careful study of the two-edge setting. In particular, in Section 2.1] we prove

Corollary [ stated less precisely as follows: Assume that F(G) consists of
two elements, and let

[c,C], k> 1 for some c,C € (0,00).

Zoo = #{times the non-attracting edge is traversed},

then under assumption ([AQ),

1

A stronger statement, due to Robin Pemantle (personal communication)

lim w(€)P(Za =€) € (0, 0), (5)
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holds in this simple setting. The limit will become apparent in the course of
the proof sketched at the end Section

Lemma [l of Section provides the initial order of magnitude estimates on
the tail probability P(T > k), as k — oo. More precisely, we prove that

> k+J—€)
- z[ e

k=n-+1 £<k/2

w(j+L—1)
H w(j+4—1) +w(k+1—€)]

Such an expression seems awkward for application, and we work further
to find simplifications. In particular, Theorem [0 shows a simpler looking
asymptotics of the tail distribution of 7', under the additional assumption
(A1) that w is a non-decreasing function. The main idea is simple: the event
which with overwhelming probability contributes to the event {T" = k + 1}
of interest is the one where at time k the weaker edge (i.e. the edge with
lower current number of traversals) is traversed, and at all future times the
stronger edge is traversed. Therefore (Z; denotes the number of traversals
of the less traversed edge at time k)

P(T=k+1)=< Y P(Z,=10) w(t) P(Zoo = (41| Zpy = £+1).
(<k/2

For ¢ close to k/2 it is plausible that P(Z; = {) is sufficiently small so that
the contribution in the above sum vanishes asymptotically. For ¢ small the
middle term w(¢)/(w(k —€) +w(¢)) is again small. In order to estimate well
the above sum, one then needs to find the interval of indices ¢ which make

up the most of the contribution. As shown in Proposition B, P(Z, = ¢) <
comes approximately from the range of indices where P(Z,, = { + 1|Zy41 =
¢+ 1) < 1. For formal estimates see Section

In Section 2.4] we include specific calculations for cases of w that already
have been used (or might be used) in applications, cf. [2], [4], that satisfy the
assumptions (AQ)-(ATl). In particular we paraphrase

Theorem [0l (a) If w(k) = k” for some fized p > 1, and if p' = (p—1)/p

so it is plausible that the overwhelming contribution to the sum

P(T > k) < =
In particular E(T) is infinite if p < 1+ % and finite if p > 1+ HT*/E

This type of result should be particularly interesting for applications. In fact,
in [4], for a similar model, the reinforcement weight is set to w(k) = k” and
real life data is compared to different values of p and initial configurations.
More precisely, the authors study a colony of ants, which explores a chemi-
cally unmarked territory randomly, starting from the nest. The exploration
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is done on two branches A and B. Initially both branches are equally likely to
be chosen. However, each ant that passes along one of the two branches leaves
an additional pheromone mark and in this way influences the following ant’s
decision in choosing A or B. In the real-life experiment it is observed that
after initial fluctuations, one of the two branches becomes more or less com-
pletely preferred to the other. In their (reinforcement) model, k represents
the number of ants that have chosen a particular branch and p determines the
degree of non-linearity. The model is used for further study of the explorer
movement pattern in two-dimensional space.

Section [3lis devoted to analysis on general graphs of bounded degree. In
particular, we are interested in a universality-type behavior of the tail dis-
tribution PY (T" > -) over graphs, once the reinforcement weight function
w is fixed. In the course of our analysis we also obtain exponential bounds
(cf. Lemma 27]) on the tail distribution of |G|, and in particular some infor-
mation on the distance of the attracting edge from the starting point. Pro-
viding a universal lower bound on rY (T > -) in terms of the corresponding
quantity in the two-edge graph setting turns out to be simple (cf. Lemma
M2), however finding an analogous upper bound is not as simple. Section
[B.1l is devoted to analysis on trees, here initial universality-type behavior is
demonstrated using slick comparison (coupling) arguments. Section is
devoted to the finite graph setting. By generalizing the technique of Section
2 a fairly general universality-type behavior is shown, under an additional
assumption ([A2). Finally, Section discusses extensions to infinite graph
setting.

In the rest of the paper we assume that all edges have “trivial” initial
weight /, = 1, unless otherwise specified. Also, we will denote by a A b
(resp. @V b) the minimum (resp. the maximum) of two numbers a and b, and
by |a] the integer part of a number a.

2 Two-edge case

The ERRW on graph G that contains only two edges is the prototype model of
interest. Several interesting qualitative features, specific to edge-reinforcement
with particular reinforcement weight function w, are already observed and
usually relatively easy to verify. This process also corresponds to a gener-
alized urn model, see for example [I] or [II]. A recent study of Oliveira
and Spencer [§] concerns finer properties of this urn model in the case where
w(k) = k* for some p > 1.

We will initially assume that G contains two vertices 0 and 1, and two
edges, green and red, connecting them. Abbreviate

. green o red
G, = X" R, = X',

In the rest of this section, we also assume that the initial configuration on the
two edges is G5 = Ry = 1, unless otherwise specified. We use the notation



P2Y for the law of the system with the initial configuration Gy = a, Rapp =
b. When not in risk of confusion, we use simply P for the law P!,

The other natural choice of a graph with two edges is the one spanned by
three vertices —1,0, 1 and a green edge that connects 0 and —1 and a red one
that connects 0 and 1. In the study of this model we mainly concentrate on
the case where the initial weights a and b are of opposite parity. We denote
by P®" the law of the ERRW on the two-edge graph spanned by —1,0,1
started (without loss of generality) at the initial position 0. Note that the
study of P®’ is necessary as it will be needed later for the subsequent analy-
ses of the time of attraction of the ERRW on trees and on finite graphs. The
main results in Section [l are expressed in terms of both P** and P®?.
Observe that under P*® we have Go.p = a, R,y = band Gatv12j—Gatvr2j—2 €
{0, 2}, Ra+b+2j - Ra+b+2j—2 + Ga+b+2j - Ga+b+2j—2 = 2, for aHj Z 1.

2.1 Some preliminary estimates

Due to monotonicity, Re = limy_, Ry and G4 := limg_,, G} exist almost
surely as (0, oo]-valued random variables. Define

Zk = min{Gk, Rk}
Note that 7, < Z; 1 and that the limit

Zeo = lim Zy = Roo A G (6)

is an almost surely finite random variable, since the reinforcement is strong.

w(k—l)-‘rw(l))
w(k—1) ’

Proposition 2 Define c := maxy>o (

(a) For any 1 <{ <%, we have

w(1) o w(k =) +w(l) B w(k —L0) +w(l)
— P == m = S PG =0 s v)= =50 m
(b) For any ¢ > 1,
w(1l) P(Za = 1) w(1)
. . w(£ <P(Z25—€)§m

Note that the lower bounds are interesting only for strongly reinforced walks,
where P(Zy < o0) = 1 and P(Zyx = 1) > 0. A careful reader of the
proof will note that all the above inequalities are strict, however we do not
anticipate any use of this fact.

Proof. We will prove the upper bounds by induction, and the lower bounds
will follow in a similar way as indicated at the end of the proof. Note first
thatforﬁgg—l

P(Z=t) = P(Zy 1 = ) aqimits + P2 = L = Vgt (7)
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Similarly, we also have in the special cases k = 2/

o B w(l —1)
P(Zy =) = P(Zy1 —f—l)w(g_ D+ w(@) (8)
and k=20+1
w(l —1)

Since any probability is bounded by 1, we have trivially

P(Zy=1) < w(1)wg“(]; _1>1)+w‘(“1(>1>,

an observation that will be used in the base and in each step of the induction.

The base of induction is the case ¢ = 1, k = 2/+1 = 3, and the statement
here is trivial as noted above.

Let us assume now that the upper bound inequalities in the statements
(a) and (b) of the theorem hold for all i < k—1 and ¢ < £. For the induction
step we need to show the bounds hold for ¢ = k and ¢ < g
Suppose first that ¢ < L%J — 1. Then by (@) and the induction hypothesis,
we have

w(k — 0) + w(0)

P(Zy=0) < 2+ =)= = e

For the two atypical cases k = 2¢ and k = 2¢ + 1 we have similarly by (8]

=t = =0 — w(—1) w(1)
Pl =) = Py = 6= D=0 < ()
and by (@)
P(anr = ) < B0 W@ qywl@ Fw(C )

wl)  wl+1) wOw(l+1)

The proof of the lower bounds is symmetric. Note that P(Z, = 1) >
P(Zy = 1), and the choice of ¢ was precisely made so that the lower bound
holds both in (a) for any £ > 3 and ¢ = 1, and in (b) for £/ = 1. Given these
initial bounds, the above argument by induction on k& will carry over to yield
the lower bound of (a) and (b). O

The result above under the law P! generalizes to the setting of law P2
on two-edge graph with three vertices in the following way.

Proposition 3 Define

ooy (MY (W04

k>2 even ’w(k‘) k>1 odd
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Forany k> 1,1 < o0,e <2k, such that o is odd and e is even and o + e =
2k + 1 we have

w(o) + w(e)

PY2(Gopr = 0, Ropr = €) < (w(1) V w(2)) w(o)w(e)

Y

w(l) Aw(2) w(o) +w(e
¢ w(o)w(e)

2
: HP1’2(ZOO =) < P"*(Gagy1 = 0, Ropy1 = ¢).
=1

Proof. Abbreviate PY? by P. We first concentrate on the upper bound. If
either o = 1 or e = 2 (or both) the upper bound is trivial, so the base of
induction is verified. Now, as in the previous proposition, if both o > 1 and
e > 2 we apply induction step using

-2
PG = 0, Ry = €) = P(Coioa = 0= 2, Rea = 6>w<ow_(02> T L<e>
B o w(e —2)
P(Gop—o =0, Ro_o =€ 2>w(0 "9) + w(e —2)

—9)
Similarly, note that PY2(Gopy1 = 1, Ropy1 = 2k) > P3Gy = j) =
P1’2(Zoo = j) and P1’2(G2k+1 = 2k — 1,R2k+1 = 2) Z p1’2(Roo = 2) =
P12(Z,, = 2), and so the lower bound holds for any k > 1 whenever o = 1
or e = 2, with the above choice of ¢. Given these initial bounds, one applies
the induction once again to prove the general lower bound. a
Moreover, using the same technique as above one arrives to the following

general result.

Theorem 4 Let a,b > 1 and define

C(a’ b) = C(CL, bv w) = MaXg>a+b (%) and

E(CL, b) = C(CL’ b7 U}) ‘= INaXg>p, k even (w(kll—(‘_kl;(a)> V maXg>q, k odd (w(lzz—(i_k—l)l)(b)> .

Then for any k > a+0b and ¢ > a \b we have

w(k —0) +w(l) abiy w(k —0) +w(l)
W= ou(e) = PG =0 swla) = el

w(a)

a,b
c(a,b) (

Zoo =1)

and, assuming that a is odd while b is even,

w(a) A w(b) sab Wk = 0) +w()
&(a, b) I P2 =) w(k — Ow(0)

j€{a,b}
w(k —0) +w(l)

< P*(Z, = 0) < (w(a) V w(b)) o= Bl

These pre-asymptotic estimates will be useful in further analysis.
Before continuing note that a direct consequence is the following result,
already announced in the introduction.
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Corollary 5 Assuming [AQ), under any of the laws from Theorem[]] there
exist ¢,C € (0,00) depending on the choice of the law, such that

P(Zo=10) € (ﬁ %)

2.2 The “time-line” construction

Here we briefly recall the construction of the edge reinforced walk using
independent families of exponentials, see [I],[T1], or [5]. In the current work
we will use it mainly in the context of trees. To simplify the notation we
focus on two cases, where G is either a two-edge graph or a “star” with m
fingers, the reader can easily do the general case.

First assume that G contains two vertices 0 and 1, and two edges eq and
er connecting them. Fix initial weights (5 = a and (5" = b and let I, = 0,
where ty = a + b. Note that the corresponding edge reinforced random walk
has the law P’

For each k > 1 let EY, EF be exponential (rate w(k)) random variables,
and let {E¢ k> 1}, {EE k > 1} be two independent families of independent
random variables. Let

ToGo = Z Ef+k= TS = Z Elﬁ-k’ (10)

k>0 k>0

Note that T¢ and T'# are independent and finite (due to (AQ)) almost surely.
In Figure 1 intervals between subsequent dots have length ES , or Ef,
corresponding to the edge and to the index of the chronological order k, and
the limits T¢, T® are indicated as well.

time-line of
€

TG

: e eR
0 T3
Figure 1

Here is how one can construct a realization of the edge reinforced random
walk on G from the above data, or (informally) from the figure. Find the min-
imum of EY and Eff by “simultaneously erasing at rate 1 in the chronological
direction” the time-lines corresponding to both edges until encountering the
first dot. In the figure this happens to be the first dot on the time-line cor-
responding to edge eg, i.e. EY < Ef. Thus the particle moves from 0 to 1
traversing the edge eq in the first step. Note that due to the properties of
exponentials, the probability of this move is exactly w(a)/(w(a)+w(b)). Con-
tinue by simultaneous erasing (the previously non-erased parts of) time-lines
corresponding both edges until the next dot. In the figure, it appears on the
time-line of er. Hence the particle traverses the edge er in the second step
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to go back from 1 to 0. Due to the memoryless properties of exponentials,
the (residual) length of the interval until the first dot on the time-line of eg
is again distributed as exponential (rate w(b)) random variable, independent
of all other data. Therefore, again the probability of this transition (namely,
w(b)/(w(b)+w(a+1))) matches the one of the edge reinforced random walk.
Continue the above procedure of simultaneous erasure of the time-lines. In
this way, the steps of the corresponding edge reinforced random walk are
generated inductively.

As its by-product, a “continuized” version of the edge reinforced random
walk arises: here the particle makes the jumps exactly at times when the
dots are encountered. If we denote the position of the particle (in the new
process) at time s by I(s) and if 79 = 0 and 0 < 7, < 7 < ... are the
subsequent jump times of the particle, then the discrete-time edge reinforced
random walk constructed above, and its continuized version are coupled as
follows

Iy = I(m), k>0.

One typically says that I is the skeleton process of I

Now let G be a labeled tree with the central vertex 0 which is connected
via edge e; to each leaf vertex i, i« = 1,...,m. We call such G a star with
m fingers. Fix initial weights (' = ¢ and let I;; = 0, where to = > " {f.
In particular, note that if m = 2 and ¢} = a, ¢2 = b then the corresponding
edge reinforced random walk has the law P®°.

Similarly to the previous construction, for each i =0,...,mand k > 1 let
E} be exponential (rate w(k)) random variable and let {F}, i =0,...,m,k >
1} be a family of independent random variables. Denote by

T = Ej o i =0,...,m.

k>0

The multiple “2” in the subscript comes from the fact that the particle tra-
verses each edge twice before coming back to the central vertex. Note again
that the above m random variables are continuous, independent and finite
almost surely. In Figure 2 intervals between subsequent dots have length of
E: for the corresponding ¢ and k.

Ch+2k
time-line of
.. el
Tl
... es
T2
: .. e
0 13
Figure 2
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One constructs a realization of the corresponding edge reinforced random
walk from the above data analogously to the two-edge setting, the only dif-
ference being now that in every second step, when not at the central vertex
0, the particle jumps almost surely back to 0. From the above figure one can
read off the first four steps of the walk as [;,41 =1, I;,+1 = 0, I;;+1 = 2, and
I;,+1 = 0. The reader will quickly verify that, due to the properties of ex-
ponentials, the probability of transitions match those of the edge reinforced
random walk.

Again a continuized version of the edge reinforced random walk emerges,
where there are various possibilities to account for the “singular” behavior of
the walk at the leaves of G. For example, one could use the random variables

E;O o1 (that did not play any role in the construction of the walk) as
subsequent waiting times at the leaf 7, for each ¢t =1,...,m.

Proof of (3). We concentrate on the case P = P! and show that the limit
in @) equals 2 [;° f(x)*dx, where f is the (continuous) density of TS =
S ECG. Let SF = S2_' EF and f; be the density of SF. Then since
P(Zy =10) = P(Go =)+ P(Ry, = () = 2P(Ry = {) by symmetry, we
have

w()P(Zo=10) = 2w{)P(SF< TS < SE)
2w(€)E(1{sf<Tg}P(Sﬁ1 > TS|SHTS))
— Qw(g)E(1{55<Tg}e—w(f)(T£—Sé"))

_ /0 Tt /0 Cdsfshw(0)e O (1)

where the first identity is clear from the graphical construction above, the sec-
ond is a simple conditioning relation, the third uses the fact that Sﬁl —SE =
E[ is exponential (rate w(f)), independent from the o-field generated by
SE TS and the last one is the same expression written in terms of densities
of SE and TS.

In order to prove that the integral in (II) converges to [~ f(x)?du, it
suffices to show that, as ¢ — oo,

t
/ ds fo(s)w(0)e O3 _ f(1), (12)
0
and that the left-hand side above is uniformly bounded in ¢ and in ¢. In fact,

fe(s) is bounded by a fixed constant in both ¢ and s, as a convolution of an
exponential and another density. Moreover,

Fols) — folsa)] < / s — ) — Fulsa — w)|ge(us) du,

where f is the (exponential) density of S¥, and g, is the density of SF — SE.
We conclude that (f,, £ > 1) is a uniformly continuous family of functions.
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The convergence in ([I2]) is now not difficult to show by writing fi(s) =

(fo(s) = F2(0)) + (fo(t) = £(£)) + £(£) and using the fact that SE ~ TE L TG,
as well as w(f) — oo, so that the integral concentrates around ¢, as £ — oo.
Note that one can modify the above proof to show analogous statement
under any law P® a, b > 1, by using instead S§ := i_:la ES Sk .=
UER TG = > okso ESvy, and TR =37, EfL . Namely, one can easily
verify using the above method that

lim w(()P(Zo = €) = 2 / Fre () frn (t) dt

l—00

where fr¢ and frr are densities of TS and T, respectively.

2.3 Time of attraction
Next consider the time of attraction

T:=min{k >1: 2, =7, forall | > k}.
Note that {T" = k + 1} is a disjoint union of A} and A}, where

Aj = {the less (or equally) traversed edge is chosen at time k and the
remaining edge is chosen at all later times},

A} = {the more traversed edge is chosen at time k& and the remaining
edge is chosen at all later times}.

Given {Z = ¢} for some ¢ < k/2, the event A; happens with probability

w() ij—ﬁ wl+ 1)’ (13)

J=k

while A}’ happens with probability

(14)

( gw k: (+1)

J

Finally, if 2¢ = k, then P(A;|Z; = {) is an expression analogous to (I3)

= w(j —k/2)
H w(j —k/2) +wk/2+ 1)

It will be useful to abbreviate

13



Note that if ¢ < k/2 then
Wi(l) = P(Zoo = U| Z), = 0). (16)

Then the identities (I3)-(IH) yield

s\ly w(f)
P(A}|Zy =10) = w(€)+w(k—€)Wk+l(€+1)’ (< k/2, (17)
PUAY 2 = 0) = Wen (/24 1), k=21, (15)
P(AY|Z, =10) = w(l{:w—(kﬁ)_—l—fl)(ﬁ) Wi (k+1—1), (19)

and similar identities hold under the laws P®* and P%® (with W used in
place of W), for a,b > 1.
We have, as discussed above,

[k/2]—1
P(T=k+1) = Z P(Z, = j)(P(A3|Z), = §) + P(A¥|Z, = )

+P(Z = k/2)P(Aj| Zk = k/2),

Now (I7)-(19) together with Theorem @ imply the following asymptotic for-
mula:

Lemma 6 Under the law P*® we have

k/2

PT=k+1) = Z [kaH@jL 1) +

1

g Ven(k1-0)].

Similarly under P**, where a is odd and b is even, and k is odd (since the
initial time is a + b and the initial position is 0),

k—b k—a

1 — 1
P(T=k+2) =< — W 042 w 042
{=a, odd {=b, even
From now on we will also assume that
w(k) is non-decreasing in k. (A1)

This will be useful for future estimates since then

Lemma 7 (a) Wi(:) is a non-increasing function for each k > 1, on the
interval [1,k/2],

(b) W.(€) is a non-decreasing function for each £ on the interval [2¢,00).
(c) For any k, € > 1 such that { < k/2 we have Wi(€) > Wi (£ + 1),

(d) For each fized ¢ we have limy_,o Wi(¢) — 1.

14



Proof. Note that

A w(l) - R wl+1) \ 7

=0

(20)
(a) We need to show that Wi (¢) > Wi(¢ + 1), for all ¢ € [1,k/2]. By
assumption (ATl), we have

wk 47— Owl +1) > w(k +j — £ —Dw(f), forallj >0,
from which we get that for all 7 >0

—1 -1
(1+—“’(€.) ) > (1+ e+ 1) ) .
w(k+j—1) wk+j—0-1)

(b) Here we need to show that Wy (¢) < W41 (€), for all k > 1. By assumption
(Adl), we have w(k+j —¢) <w(k+1+j—¥),Vj > 0, which together with
(20)) directly implies the above inequality.

(¢) Again by assumption (AIl) we have w(¢) < w(f + 1), V£ > 1, so that
representation (20) implies the claim.

(d) This is an easy consequence of (@) using probabilistic interpretation (L6
(equivalently, one can use the algebraic definition and (AQ]). O

Corollary 8 Assume (A1]). Then for { < k/2, we have
P(AR| 2k = ) < 2P(A}| Z) = £).
Proof. Use (I7) and ([I9). Note that
wk—=0+wl+1) <2wk+1-10)+wl)),
for all k, due to assumption (AIl), and that for each ¢ > 1, the ith term

w(l +1)
wll+1)+wlk—C(+1)
in the infinite product of (I4]) is bounded above by the ith term

w(k+1i—1)
wl+1)+wk+i—120)
in the infinite product of (I3)), again since (AIl) holds. O

Therefore, to obtain asymptotic (in the sense of relation <) upper and lower
bounds on P(T = k + 1) it suffices to study only

k/2
P(T=k+1,4;) = Y P(Z=0P(A;|Z = ()

= Z mwlﬁ-l(ﬁ +1),

(=1

implying

15



Theorem 9 If [(AQ), (A1) hold and if P is P™" for some fived a,b > 1 then

k/2
1
P(T = 1) < _ 1 21
(T=Fk+1) Xz:w(k_g)wm(ﬂ ) (21)
and
P(T>n)=< > Z Wk+1(€+l). (22)
k=n+1 (=1

Analogous statements are valid if P is P*", where W needs to be replaced
by W. Namely, assume that a and b are of opposite parity. Then one
shows in a similar fashion to Corollary [§ that for & > a + b odd we have
P*b(AP|Z), = ) < 2P (A3|Z), = (), where A3 is the event on which the walk
traverses the less (or equally) traversed edge at time k, and the remaining
(stronger) edge from time k + 2 onwards, and where AY = {T = k+ 2} \ AS.
Putting this together with Lemma [6] one obtains

k/2

_ 1 —
P(T=k+2)=<)_ WWHM +2),
(=1
and
P(T>n)= Y Z Wk+2(€+2).

k=n+1, —
k odd

2.4 Examples
Let a,b > 1 be fixed integers, and denote by P either of the laws P*® or P®.

Theorem 10 Suppose p > 1, let p' := (p—1)/p, a € (0,00) and let € > 0
be arbitrarily fized.

(a) If w(k) = kP, k > 1 then there exist finite positive c1(p), c2(p) such that
forall k> 1

Q

p(p) <P(T=k+1)< Zp(pp)

(b) If w(k) = kPlog®k, k > 1, o > 1 then there ezist finite positive
c1(a, p), e, p) such that for all k > 1

=~

a(a, p) ca(a, p)
g = PI =k s oo

(c) If w(k) = kel®"k k> 1,0 < a < 1 then there exist finite positive
c1(a), ca(a) such that for all k > 1 and all € > 0

ca(@)
k(log k)= clog®” k—(a+e) log2? o &’

(@)
k(log k)1 e plog™® k—plog?** ~ k

< P(T=k+1) <

16



where f =« if 0 < o < 2/3 and f = a — € otherwise.
In particular, if 0 < a < 1/2 then exp{— log2"2_°‘ k} <1, so

e ()

PT=k+1) = -,
k(log k)1~ elog™ k

(d) If w(k) = e, for some 0 < ¢ < 1, then there exist finite positive
c1(€), ca(€) such that for all k > 1

ci(e)kt=e
=k

co(e) ke

where k* = £ — g;fzkl_e log k.
(e) If w(k) = e, then there exist finite positive c;(a), co() such that
c(a)e 2 < P(T =k +1) < cp(a)e /2,
Remark All the constants of the form ¢ (-), c2(+) featuring in the statements

above depend in addition on the initial weights a and b due to Theorems @
and [0 for an example see (28] below.

Proof. We concentrate on the case where P = P®?_ the other case P = P®?
can be done similarly. Without loss of generality, we assume ¢ < k/2. We
are going to use the following inequality

e DER T < Wiy (04 1) < e D ER T (23)
which is a direct consequence of the fact
e <(Q+a) <e™? 0<a <.
(a) For w(k) = k*, [23]) becomes
e IR T < Wi (£ + 1) < D" 2= T

Using

/m@dfﬁ) = i G —1£>p = /:O <xi$e>p’

Therefore we have for 1 < ¢ < k/2

_op=1 (py1)P _ 1 ()P S S D L 1P
e~ o1 kT S e p—1 (h—0)p—T S Wk+1(€+1) S e 20—2 (k+1—¢)P—1 S e 20—2gp—-1
(25)

17



Now Theorem [ implies

1 2p=1 (e+1)P
P(T = 1) > T T el 2
(T=k+1) 2 cab) Y g (26)
e
22p 1 1
> c(a,b) e
L (k= 0)r

(ab) p1kPP
(27)

where c(a, b) is a finite positive constant. For the upper bound again
use Theorem [@ and (25). Now note that, since k > 2,

k/2 p k/2
1 1 124 <2) 1 P
e 2p—2kp—1 S — e 2p—2kp—1 , (28)
Z —/p Z
t=kr' (k=0 K o=k’

To bound the last term above, we split the interval [k, k/2] into subin-
tervals of equal width k”', with the last subinterval possibly having
smaller width k/2— | k'~ /2|k*". We abbreviate a; := [k'~#'/2]. Then

we have

k/2

1 P , 1 ;2P ag”
E e 2p—2p1 S kP e 202 +kpe 20—2 4, +kp 2p 2
L=k’

/ 1 2 a k¥
< Klemrqemrq e mE < ——

1—e 22
which together with (28)) concludes the proof of part (a).
Using (23), and the fact that

= (j—10) Plog j—10)
is up to a constant multiple of order 1/((k — ¢)*~*log®(k — £)) one
obtains

(L+1)P  log®(£41) (L+1)P log® (¢+1)

—c1 (a p)(k 0p—T Tog® (k—10) < Wk+1(€+ 1) —02(057/7) kp—1 log™ k , (29)

where ¢1(, p), ca(, p) are finite positive constants. As in the case (a),
one gets the lower bound by evaluating the order or

< 1

ka+l(£ +1), (30)

(=¢

for € =1, ¢ = k”, and the upper bound by evaluating the order of the
sum for € =1, ¢ = k*' and for € = k”, ( = k/2, separately.

18



(c) We have

< < .
/k—i-l (x — 6log (x—0) = Z G — 0 elog i—6) —/k (z — )o@ 0

Jj=

Since
/°° dx g Mk —0) N 1l—a /°° dz
v (x—0)elos®@=0  —  qelog®(k=0) a Jip (x—10)log®(x — £)elos™(z=0)
log' ™ *(k — ¢)
= W(l“"Ok_g(l)),

where 0x(1) — 0 as kK — oo, using the fact that 1 < ¢ < g above, we
get the inequality

(log k)1~ = (log k)t~
ci(a) T olog"k Z G -0 6log G-p = Co(a)—p clog®k

Jj=

for some ¢ (o), ca(a) € (0, 00). By applying now (23]), we obtain

o 1—a g

e (@) 1)elos En o Tk < Wia (£ 4 1) < e~ (@G DT

As in parts (a) and (b), we find a convenient breaking point and ap-
proximate the sums (30) separately. We take

o . a2 2a27a _
C:€10g k—log® k+plog k/logl ak’

where 8 = a for 0 < a < 2/3 and § = a — € otherwise.

To verify the lower bound, we need to show that we can bound

o™ log' ™k
exp {—Cl(a)(C + 1)l ey clog® & }

from below by a positive constant. Hence we estimate (the constant c¢
below is finite and positive, and possibly changes from line to line)

1)log' ™k
(4;)()10;% b pllog* (¢ + 1)

< coxp[flog™ " k — log™ K (31)
x exp[(log™ k — log® k + Blog? ~ k — (1 — «)loglog k)“]
cexp[Blog™ ~*k —log™ k +1og™ k(1 —log® "k + Blog™ ~>* k)°]
coxp[Flog™ " k — log® k + log®* k(1 — alog™ " k + B log™* > k)
= cexp(Blog®™ "k — alog? "k + Balog® > k), (32)

<
<

where (3 is chosen as above, and where for the third inequality we use
that (1 —z)* < 1—exfor0 <z <1and 0 <e < 1. Note now that
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if « < 2/3, then loggo‘z_zo‘ k is bounded from above by a constant, so
(8 = « is sufficient to bound from above by a constant the expression
B2). If a > 2/3, then log®* ~2* k — oo, and 302 — 20 < 202 — @, 50
taking § = o — € for any ¢ > 0 will suffice to make (32) bounded by
a constant. By Lemma [7 (a), Wi (£ +1) > Wiyt (¢ 4+ 1) > e, for
¢ < (, so that

4 S c1(a)
w(k) = klog!™® kelog™” k—Blog2* =
(33)

1 /
E - W > e ¢
w(l{;—ﬁ) k+1(€+1)_€

¢
(=1

which proves the lower bound.

For the upper bound, break the summation in turn at the point

@ . a2 202 —a _
C:: elog k—log® k+(a+e)log k/logl ak’

We have, since Wy (£ +1) <1,

¢
(=

1 ! ‘
ZkaJrl(ﬁ—l—l) Szw(k—f) = w(k —¢)’

¢
1 =1

and since w(k — ) < w(k) we can bound from above this term by
the term of the order stated in the formulation of part (c). Hence, it

suffices to bound Z’;ﬁ Wii1(£+ 1) /w(k — £) as follows.

k/2 1 1 k/2
3 WWM(H 1) < 7D ;Wkﬂ(u 1)

t=¢
< Co e dx
= kelog™k ¢ e (a)zelog™ @ 10%17Q k

elog® k
Co elogak
T kelos™F  JogT k(1 + arlog® 1 (())eloe" (©)
1
7 (14 0c(1)), (34)

1—
602 (a)-¢-elog™ (<) IZ%OW

where the last term is obtained by integration by parts.

First estimate

.1 l1—a k
(fxpilng) exp(log”(())

= expl(a + ¢€) log?®* = k — log®* k|

x exp[(log® k — log® k + (a + €)1og® ™ k — (1 — o) log log k)°]
> cexpl(a+ €)1og? ™ k —log® k + log® k(1 — log® ~* k)?]
> cexpl(a+¢€) log®** =k — log™ k + log® k(1 —(a+e) log® k) >
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where in the last inequality above we used
1-—2)*>1—(a+¢€x, €>0, 2 —0. (35)
Therefore we can bound the multiple (34)) from above by a constant c.
Furthermore,
¢ plog® k
kelog™ k" 1ogT= k(1 + alog® 1 (())elos" ©)

<O exp{—(log™ k — log™ k + (o +¢€) log?® ~ k — (1 — «)loglogk)~}

- k(log k)=
¢y exp{—(log® k — log® k)}

- k(log k)l—e

< O exp{—log™ k(1 — (o + €) log™ ~* k)}

- k(log k)l—2 ’

where in the last inequality above we again used (35]).

We have
=1
< .
A £+1 6 ]?e eje bt 6:1,‘6
Note that
= dv (k=0 1—¢ [ dz (k-0
&> _ ] 1
/k_z v’ cet—0 T /k—é Teert co(k—0)F (14 0k—(1)),

where again o(1) — 0 as k — oco. From the above formulas we get the
inequality

(k‘ f 1—e¢ > (k’ _ g)l—e
(€)= o (i—0)° Z W’ (36)

j=k— Z

for some ¢4 (€), ca(€) € (0,00). By applying now (23)), we obtain

€ _pl—e € _pnl—e
(et I —ea(e)et” =0

(F—0)€ S Wk+1(€ + 1) S e J(F=D)F (37)

Now take k* = & — 9 kl=<log k, then

2621 €

k€ (h—k*)1 €

Wi (K" +1) > e~ e

Note that

= (k= k) = (k—k*)E[(l—(le;fsz__efik) —1}
< —(1—e)loghk + O(k™?),
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where the last inequality is obtained using (1—z)¢ < 1—ex for0 <z < 1
and 0 < e < 1, together with k — k* > k/2(1 + O(log k/k®)). Therefore
liminfy Wy1(k* + 1) > 0, and by Lemma 7 (a)

Wi (C+1) > Wi (B + 1) > c(e), £ < k™ for some c(e) > 0.

Therefore, recalling c¢;(¢), c2(€) from (30,

k* Koo K+l o
Z Wk+1(€+ ) = «6)) g = clo) / o
—1 w — [ k—k*+1 [

ci(e)(k —k*)17¢  cy(e)kl™e
> C(E) ( 6(k_k*)e - ke

c(e)er(€)(k — k7)1~

Z e(k‘_k*)e Y

where constant c(e) may change from line to line by a positive finite
multiple. This proves the lower bound.

To get the corresponding upper bound, first observe that Wy 1 (¢+1) <
1, so using (B6]) we can simply bound

k* 00
1 1 (k —k*)
Wi (f+1) < —— < (€) —gmm
A
and we proceed to bound Z?/i w(k Wi (£ +1).

Due to (36) and (B7) we can write, for £ € [k*, k/2],
e {000 [ Ld < Wi s e {=gloun [~ L1,
k k

iy [ iy ewé
(38)
for some ¢ (€),y(e) € (0,00). Since Wy1(k* +1) < 1, as we showed
in the proof of the lower bound, we have

and since

< d < d
k—t € k—k* €7
we conclude from (B8) that

Wit (0 +1) < exp{—cw(f)/w(k")}, € € [k*,k/2).

Therefore,
k)2 kj2 (@ K2
1 e “wlE) cw?(k*)
Wil +1 ey M)
;M wi=p enltr s g:zk wik—0) = Ezzk O w(k—0)’



where ¢ € (0,00) is such that e < ¢x~2 for all z > 1, and where we
use the fact w(f) > w(k*), for £ > k*. Finally, it is easy to check that
{— w(k —w(l), ¢ > k*, is a non-decreasing function so

w(k*) < 1
wOw(k —0) = w(k —k*)’

and therefore

k)2 k/2
w?(k*) w(k*) 1 w(k*) F2 O dy
e:zk* POwlh—0 = wl—k) g:zk w0 = wlh— k) /k*_l w(®)
(k*)l—e

< SRSV
= el =
which gives the upper bound due to k* < k/2 < k — k*.

(e) A direct consequence of part (d), but its direct proof (left to an in-
terested reader) is much easier, this fact is related to the following
property: among all the weights in (d), it is only the case of w(k) = e*
where the edge reinforced random walk gets attracted at any particular
time with probability uniformly bounded away from zero.

As a consequence of Theorem [10] we now have
Corollary 11 Suppose that w(k) is as in (a) or (b) in Theorem[I0. Then

E(T) is infinite if p < 1+ 1+T\/5 and finite if p > 1+ 1+2\/5'

3 Analysis on general graphs

Assume that G is a connected graph with D(G) < co. Recall that PY is the
law of the reinforced random walk on G.

We start with an easy lower bound in terms of the tail distribution of T’
under two-edge law P. In fact, in the following comparison arguments, it
will be convenient to consider instead the law of

(T =T =T —t,.

Unless otherwise stated, in this section we will assume that €5, e € E(G) forms
the (general) initial configuration of weights on edges, such that £ < oo,
e € E(G).

Lemma 12 There exists ¢ = c(w,D(G)) € (0,00), and a,b € N such that

PY(T* > k) > cP*(T* > k).
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Proof. Let I,, = v € G be the initial position. Without loss of generality,
assume that at least two edges e and f meet at v. Otherwise, at least two
edges must meet at the unique neighbor of v, and the argument is similar.
Recall that G; denotes the range of the walk. Define event

A r:={G1 C graph spanned by e, f},

and note that, due to (AQ), event A, s has positive probability for any given
bounded degree graph and any fixed configuration £§, e € F(G). At the same
time

{T* > k}NA.; Cc{T* >k}
Denote by v, and vy the two vertices such that e = {v,v.} and f = {v,vs}.
We will verify below the existence of a positive constant (§ that depends

on G,w and the initial weights, such that for each (possibly infinite) path
v =1y ~ i1 ~ ... of vertices where i,, € {v,v.,vs}, n > 0, we have

. . = e pf . .
Pg([to = 19, ]t0+1 =11, . ) Z 6PZO’£0 (Lgo = 19, ]t0+1 =11, . ) (39)

Note that to equals £, £ under the law Pk , but as commented earlier the
edge reinforced random walk can be redefined by time-shift to start from any
fixed initial time, and this does not change the probability of it taking any
particular path. Clearly (39) implies that Pg(B NA.s) > 615537%(3), for
any event B in the o-field generated by the walk. In particular,

PYT > k) > PYUT* > kYN Aey) > BP(T* > k),

as claimed.

It suffices to verify (B9) for each infinite path iy ~ i3 ~ --- specified
above. For n > ty, define z¢ := (5 + #{j < n : {i;_1,i;} = e} and xf :=
f{; + #{j < n:{i_1,4;} = f}. The probability on the right-hand side of
[B39) equals

{i2n,i2n+1}
> w (xt()-i-Zn

11— . (40)
n=0 w(xt()-i-Zn) + w(xto-i-Zn)
Define
c(v) == Z w (65"’“) :
WUV, UFE Ve,V f
- E{uvve} - g{“v”f}
c(ve) - w4 . c(vg): w4 .
UUNVe UFV WU, UFEV
The probability on the left-hand side of (39)) equals
= w (fie) = w (el )
n=0 W ($§0+2n) +w <£L’{O+2n) + C(U) n=0 W <$;{;T;r:jin+2}) +c (U{i2n+17i2n+2})
(41)
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where the first infinite product accounts for all the steps originating from the
middle vertex v, while the second infinite product accounts for all the steps
originating from the “boundary vertices” v, and vy. Since

[e.e]

C(U{i2n+17i2n+2}) - 6) V C(Uf)
<2 Z < 00

c(v
— (l,gig;ﬁnm}) + ¢ (Vimrinmsn}) — w(n) + (c(ve) A c(vy))
by (AQ), a well-known calculus fact implies that the second product is uni-
formly (over infinite paths) bounded away from 0. The ratio of the first
product in (40) and the probability in (42]) is again uniformly bounded away
from 0 since

= c(v) = c(v)
> )gz%m«m (42)

n=0 W (I§o+2n) tw (55{0+2n) + c(v

([
Getting a corresponding upper bound on the tails of distribution of 7" seems
more difficult. As a warm-up we study the tree setting next, and the general
finite graph and the infinite graph settings respectively in following subsec-
tions.
The following fact, complementary in spirit to conditioning on event A, ; in
the proof of Lemma [I2 will prove useful soon.

Lemma 13 Suppose G* is a finite connected subgraph of G. Then for each
(possibly infinite) path ig ~ iy ~ ... of vertices all contained in G* we have,

assuming Pg(lto =1iy) = Pg*(lto =1iy) =1,
Pg(ItO == 7;07[t0+1 == ’il, N ) S Pg (]to == ’io,[t0+1 == il, N )

Proof. At each step k where all the neighbors of the current position i, are
contained in G* the probability of the transition from iy to ixyq is the same

under both laws P9 and PY .
At each step k where at least one neighbor of the current position i, is
an element of V(G) \ V(G"), note that the probability of the transition from

1y t0 ixyq under pY is strictly smaller than that under P9’ O

3.1 Analysis on trees

In this subsection we assume that G is a tree such that D(G) < oo, and we
derive some upper bound estimates on the tail distribution of 7" under PY.

First let G be the star with m fingers as defined in Section For
concreteness, we assume that all the initial weights (7' are equal to 1, and
that I, = I, = 0. A similar statement applies for more general initial
configurations.
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Lemma 14 PY(T+ > k) < (M) PYUTT > k/(73)).
Proof. We will show that

Tt < Z Tt almost surely, (43)

1<i<j<m

where T¢¢7estr — Tej.cirestr ig o random variable to be defined, correspond-
ing to the pair of edges e;,e; such that its law under PY is the law of T
under Ph) and where T¢ierestrt = (Teieirestr)+  The reason for (@) is as
follows. Suppose that f € {e1,...,e,} is the attracting edge for the walk.
The steps away from the central vertex 0 up to time 7' are naturally split
into K, many steps traversing edge e # f (so in total there are 2K, many
steps along any e # f). Up to time 7T, there are therefore T — 2 Ze# K,
steps across f. For e # f, define

Y/ = time of the last traversal of e,
and

T .= 15 4 £} + #traversals of e or f up to time n,
Tl =T — (G4

Recall the time-line construction of Section 2.2] using m independent “time-
lines” (one corresponding to each edge).

Now fix arbitrary edges e and ¢g. By ignoring all the time-lines except
the ones corresponding to edges e and ¢ one obtains the construction of the
reinforced random walk under the law PU!. Call this process the restriction
to edges e and g. Define

T97est . — time of attraction for the restriction to e and g, and
Te,g,restr,-i— = Te,g,restr _ (ES + Eg)

In particular, 7%9 "¢+ under PY has the law of T+ under P1!. Next observe
that in the case where g = f is the attracting edge, we have

Te frrestr — Tye + 1 and T forestr,+ — T;(gff-ﬁ- +1, (44)

where the extra 1 on the right-hand side accounts for the traversal of edge
f at the attraction time T%/7¢*"  In addition, note that for each e # f the
number 2K, of steps traversing e before time T equals the number of steps
traversing e before time TY’Z ;- By similar reasoning, the number of steps
traversing f strictly before time T' equals the number of steps traversing f
before time Tflgf ;, for at least one g # f (precisely, g is the edge traversed at
time 7" — 1). The last two claims imply

T <> T+ (45)
eie#£f
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where again the extra 1 accounts for the traversal of f at time 7. By (44),

1
e.f,+ _ e, f,restr,+ - e,g,restr,+
ST =S (T D15 3T ,
et f et f e.g:e#g

so (45) implies
1
T—I— § Te, ,restr,+
S 5 g ) (46)

e,g:e#£g
in particular yielding (43]). As noted already, the (’;) different random vari-

ables T*97¢'"* are (identically) distributed under the law PY as T+ is under
the law P%!'. The statement of the lemma is now a standard consequence of
(43]). O
Now consider G a finite tree. Let m(G) be the total number of pairs of
edges in G that meet at a vertex. For example, the star with m fingers has
m(G) = (). Using the same reasoning (for each v, consider separately the
star created by restricting the tree to v and all u, u ~ v) as in Lemma [I4]
one quickly obtains

Lemma 15 Assume (5 =1, e € E(G). Then
Pg(TJr > k) <m(G)(PYNT > k/m(G)) + PY*(T > k/m(G))).

Here PY2(T > k/m(G)) appears due to parity considerations. Namely, for
any two edges e, f that meet at a vertex v say, at the first time the walk
visits v the configuration of weights is either 1, 1 or 1, 2 or 2,1.

We will soon show analogous results for the walk on a general finite graph.
Before this we quickly turn to the case where G is an infinite tree of bounded
degree. Recall that #G; denotes the total number of vertices ever visited by
the edge reinforced random walk on G. Here again we assume that (f = 1,
e € E(G). The next lemma can be proved in an analogous (but simpler) way
to Lemma 28], we leave its verification to an interested reader.

Lemma 16 There exists p > 0, depending on the weight w and the degree
D(G) of G only, such that #G1/2 is stochastically bounded by Z where Z is
a geometric random variable with success probability p.

Corollary 17 Let G be an infinite tree, such that D(G) < oo. Then for any
¢ > 1 we have

G 1 G
P (T+>k‘)§0<m)—l—maxP (T+>k‘)

k,c

where the above maximum is taken over all trees Gy . having fewer than

c¢D(G) log k vertices and degree bounded by D(G).
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Proof. Due to the last lemma, with probability (1 — p)€!°¢*)/2 the range G,
of the walk is a subtree of G containing initial position Iy, and clog k or more
vertices. On the opposite event, denoted by Bciogr, we have G C Gy
where G7,,, . is a (non-random) subtree of G generated by all vertices v of
G such that the graph distance of v and I, is smaller or equal to clogk.
Therefore, by Lemma [13] we can bound

PO(T* > k}NBeiogr) < PYUTT > k}{G1 C Gy }) < PIo0er (T > k),
(I

Corollary 18 Let G be an infinite tree of bounded degree, and let w(-) be as
in the examples of Theorem 1l (a)-(b). Then

PY(T > k) = PY(T > k)O (log? k) ,

for any q>p—p.

Proof. For any tree Gy . of bounded degree with fewer than O(log k) vertices
one also has m(Gg.) = O(logk). Use previous corollary with clog(1/(1 —
p))/2 > p— p/ — 1. Finally note that under the assumptions of Theorem
10 (a) (resp. (b)) m(Gr.o) PP (T > k/m(Gk,.)) is of order logk - PH (T >
k)(log k)P=#"=1 (resp. log k - P (T > k)(log k)?~*"~'(loglog k)®). O

3.2 Analysis on finite graphs

Assume that (AQ) holds. Let G be a finite graph, and abbreviate i = |E(G)|.
Moreover, denote the edges of G by E(G) = {e1, e, ...ex}. If v is an arbitrary
vertex of the graph, let n, =degree(v), and let N, := {e},e},... el } be
the set of edges incident to v. Recall that X equals the initial weight £§
incremented by the number of times edge e has been visited by time k.

As before, we will start the walk at time } ) 5. Fix the initial

position I, at some arbitrary vertex vy. Then the following proposition
holds:

Proposition 19 Let k > >° g {6 and v € V(G) and denote by A, be
the event {I), = v}. Then for any (¢, e € E(G) such that (¢ > (5, e € E(G)
and Y- c g t¢ =k, we have

[Lecr @ w() . > een, W)
mineen,, W) [leep@ w(t®)

PY (Xt =15, € B(G), Avy) < (47)

Remark Inequality ({7) holds trivially when the conditions of the proposi-
tions do not hold, sind the left-hand side then equals 0.

Proof. As in the two-edge case, we will use induction on ) _¢¢ =k to prove
the above inequality. The base of induction at the initial time ) ¢§ clearly

28



holds, since when the left-hand-side is 0 the right-hand-side is positive, and
when the left-hand-side is 1 the right-hand-side is greater than 1.

Now take k > " _ /(g and consider the event on the left-hand-side. For each
i=1,2,...,n,, let v; € V(G) be the neighbor of v such that e/ = {v,v;}. In
order for the event { X} = (¢, e € E(G), A, 1} to happen, it must be I = v;
for some v; ~ v such that ¢{vvid = gef > 683, and furthermore it must be
{Ix_1, I} = e!. Therefore,

PY(XE= (¢, e € B(G), Auy)
= Y PYXG = Ve A e X[ = 0 — 1L A )
i=1,05 > 051
w(le —1)
Wl = 1) 4 P seven,, W)

Similarly to Propositions2land Bl the proof follows immediately by induction.
O

From now on, denote by

X

[Tecrg) w(f5)

mincep,, w(€g)’

wy (1) =

the constant (insuring appropriate scale invariant behavior with respect to

w) from the above proposition.
Set S1(k) :=1/w(k), k > 1, and for each n > 2 and k > n, define

1
Suk) = D e ) (48)

btLlo+.. . +ln=k

where the indices ¢;, i = 1,...,n in the above summation are all greater than
or equal to 1. If & < n set simply S,,(k) := 0. Then note that, for k > n > 2,

Su(k) = ﬁSn_l(k: 1+ ﬁsn_l(k ot
1

Subsequently, we will make use of the following assumption on w(k):

N

-1

1 <C’w 1

W@k =9 = w@) wE " (42)

=1

where C), < oo depends on w(-) up to scaling.
Remark The examples of Theorem [I0 (a)-(c) all satisfy (A2).
The next lemma will be useful in deriving Corollary 22] below.
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Lemma 20 If (A2) holds, then for all k > n > 2,

(Cw)"
(k) < —w)
(w(1))™ w(k)
Proof. We prove the statement inductively. The case n = 2 is direct conse-

quence of assumption ([A2). Suppose that for some n > 2 and for all k > n
we have S,,(k) < % Then, assumption ([A2) and identity (49) imply
together with inductive hypothesis that for each £ > n + 1

ARSI (G
Sn1(k) < (w(1))" Z w(j)w(k — j) = (w(1))"* M w(k)

1

<

([
The next result is in the spirit of Lemmal6l It applies in the following setting;:
fix three different vertices w, v and u such that w ~ v and v ~ u. Recall the
notation from the beginning of this section. Furthermore, we assume without
loss of generality that

el = e} ={u,v}, e =es = {w,v}. (50)

Assume that n,, = ¢, n, = p and n,, = m (recall these are the degrees of the
corresponding vertices). We specify the following notation, to be used in the
next theorem,

Pg(w, w,v; k) == Pg(Ik = w, Igi9it1 = U, Ipi2i00 = u,i > 0).

Theorem 21 In the setting of Proposition[19 we have
G . B Y w(£e2)
P (w,u,uk) < wO(n) ' ew(fe)
I T :
w(lT 4+ 21) +w(lez + 1) +w(les) + ...+ w(l)

o0

w(l +2i+1)
) g - 51
X'r:‘([)w(fe1 +2Z+1)+W(€62)++w(€em) ( )

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition [I[9 and repeated condition-
ing. Namely, given a particular configuration of weights (¢, e € E(G), (@)
estimates the probability for the walk to realize this configuration at time k
and to end up at vertex w at time k, the probability of the next step is

w(lT) /(W) + .. A wl@)) = w(l?2)/(wlT) 4 ...+ w(l)),

and that of the infinitely many steps, each traversing {v,u}, is given by the
two infinite products in the statement. Note that we made use of notation
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(B0). O

There are various ways to simplify (and lose precision in doing so) the
above bound. We chose a particularly simple one for illustration, since we
could not find a good enough simplification that would “eliminate” the ex-
ponential term in the size n of the graph in Corollary 23] below. From now
on assume that both (Al and ([A2) hold.

Note that we can bound the sum (51) by

¢ e e
e [T w(te) 4wl + 26) + w(le + 1)

(52)

Next, rearranging (52) according to the value s = (¢ + (¢ yields (recall

definitions (48) and (IH]))

k=2 estev e €5 s—1 ]
Pg(w’ U, u, ]{,‘) S wo(ﬁ) Z Sﬁ_2(k - S) mws+1(j + ].)
s_eozf+e§2 =1

k—1 s—1 1

< wp(n) Z Spa(k —s) mwsﬂ(j +1)
s=2 j=1 J
k—1 s—1 1

< wo(n) Y Snalk —s) mwk—l—l(j +1), (53)
s=2 j=1

where for the very last inequality we used (AI) that implies Woyq1(j +1) <
Wii1(j + 1), as in Lemma [7 (b). Interchanging the order of summation,
applying Lemma 20 and (A2]) gives now

k-1 k-1

Gi oy < ToM)(Cu)™? 1 _—
P ( ) 7k> S (w(l))ﬁ—Z = .5 w(k: . S) w(s _ j) Wk—i—l(j + 1)'
and, in turn,
G < T () 1 o
Prlem sl = T w1y U

which comparing with the expression for P*’ in Lemma [ accounting for
various possibilities of parity, finally implies

> PNT=k+1),
a,be{1,2}

where w; € (0, 00) accounts for the “<” equivalence of Lemma [6
Remark It will be convenient for the comparison arguments in the next
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corollary to refer to P®? even when a and b are of the same parity. In this case
the reader has an option of either noting that the parity does not influence the
arguments for Theorem [, Lemma [6l and Theorem [0, or noting that if a—b is
an even number, then the law P*? with reinforcement weight w corresponds
to the law P%® with reinforcement weight w, where w(a + j) = w(a + 2j),
J=>0.

Corollary 22 Assuming (Ad)-(A2) we have
2nD(G)wy(n)(Cyp)" !
(w(1))!

Proof. Sum over all possible choices of vertex v, edge {u,v}, and neighbor

PYT =k+1)<w NPT =k +1).

a,be{1,2}

w of v, and note that there are at most 2nD(G) terms of type pY (w,v,u; k)
contributing. O

Corollary 23 Assuming (Ad)-(4A2), and (¢ =1, for all e € E(G),
PYT = k+1) <20aD(G)(C)"™ S PT =k +1).

a,be{1,2}

As noted earlier, the examples (a)-(c) from Theorem [I0l satisfy (AQ)-(A2]).
In particular, Corollaries [[1] and 22 now imply

Corollary 24 Let G be a finite graph. Suppose that w(k) is as in (a) or
(b) in Theorem 1. Then Eg(T) is infinite if p < 1+ 1+_2\/5 and finite if
p>1-+ %

The examples (d)-(e) of Theorem [I0ldo not satisfy (A2). Here, one could use
(53) with separately derived bounds on S, (k) to obtain bounds on Pg(T =
k + 1) as in Corollary P2. In particular, if w(k) = e, ¢ € (0,1], then
Su(k) < (flj)/w(k), and the above reasoning, together with Theorem [I0]
(d), gives
B kl—a
PYT =k +1)= O~ (54)

e(k/2)=’

which is PM(T = k + 1) up to a polynomial correction.

3.3 Extensions to bounded degree graphs

Let G be an infinite graph of bounded degree and as usual let assumption
(AQ) hold. We wish to estimate

P(#gl > k)7

where we recall that #G; denotes the number of vertices in the range of the
walk. Since D(G) < oo, note that the above estimate will imply an estimate

on P(|G| > k).
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Lemma 25 The random variable #G, is stochastically bounded by 2-Z where
Z has geometric distribution with success probability p € (0,1), where p de-
pends only on w(-), D(G), and the initial configuration of weights (§,e €
E(G).

As a consequence we obtain that whenever G has bounded degree, both #G,
and |G| have exponential tails.

Proof. We will construct a coupling of G; and G7 such that G; C G7, almost
surely, and such that the claim of the lemma holds for Gj. Denote by T, the
time of the first visit to the vertex v of G, where T, is infinite if the walk
never visits v. If {7, = n}, then either

(i) at least one neighbor v" of v has not been visited by the walk before time
n, or

(ii) all the neighbors of v were visited by the walk up to time n.

First suppose that case (i) happens. Then “add” to G both vertices v
and v' as well as just traversed edge leading to v and the edge {v,v’'}. Due
to the assumptions, with probability p, uniformly bounded away from 0 that
depends only on D(G), w(-), and (%, e € E(G) (in fact only £/ on edges f
incident to v'), the walk keeps traversing solely the edge {v,v'} after time n.
In symbols, on the event of case (i),

P{I, Iy i1} = {v,v'}, k> n|F,) >p.

If the above event {I, I;+1} = {v,v’'},k > n does not occur, the walk will
keep exploring the graph elsewhere. Either it will get attracted to an edge
before encountering another new vertex or it will encounter another new
vertex prior to getting attracted.

If the case (ii) happens note that G already contains vertex v. Namely,
let u be the neighbor of v such that

T, = IrllaxTU/ <T,.
Then v must have been added to G as part of case (i) procedure, before or
at time T,.
Therefore, G; C G7, almost surely, by induction. Moreover, from the
construction it is clear that #G, is stochastically bounded by 27. a
As a conclusion, we offer the following weak universality-type result.

Corollary 26 Assume (¢ =1, for all e € E(G).

If w(k) = kP, p > 1, there exists p > 0 such that Pg(T > k) < 4,

Proof. Use the idea of Corollary [I7 together with the previous lemma and
the bound of Corollary 23l Namely, split the event {T" > k} according to
whether or not the walk reaches distance d from [,. Choose dp = clogk

where c is such that (C,,)¢98% << kr='~1, O
Remark If w(k) = e*, the walk gets attracted at any particular step with

probability bounded away from 0, so there exists ¢ > 0 such that pY (T >
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k) =0 (elk) . Somewhat disappointingly, the bound of type (&4) is too weak
to provide an alternative derivation (analogous to the proof of the last corol-
lary) of the above bound. Indeed, the question of finding exact (up to multi-
plicative constant) behavior of the tail distribution of 7" on general bounded
degree graphs, even in the case of examples in Theorem [I0, remains open.
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