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Abstract. We consider the strong convergence of the number of vertices with a
given number of degrees and the degree of a given vertex in nonuniform random
recursive trees.

1. Introduction and Main Results

A tree with n vertices labeled 1,2,...,n is a recursive tree if n = 1 or if
n > 2 and the ith vertex, 2 < ¢ < n, is joined to one of the i — 1 vertices
already presented in the partial tree. Such a tree can also be defined as a
result of successively joining the ith vertex to one of the first i — 1 vertices for
1 =2,3,...,n. The usual model of recursive tree is the so-called uniform random
recursive tree, in which all (n — 1)! recursive trees are equally likely (cf. [6]).
Another kind of recursive trees is the nonuniform random recursive trees, which
was studied by @ In the situation of nonuniform rondom recursive trees, we
don’t assume that all possible choices of a tree are equiprobable.

We define the degree of a given vertex as the total number of vertices incident
to this vertex, more actually, a given vertex with k degree means that there are k
vertices connected with this vertex directly. Throughout this paper, we let X, x
be the number of vertices with degree k, D,,; be the degree of the ith vertex,
- and Z, ; be the number of vertices with the degree larger than k after the nth
step, respectively.

Recursive tree models, as a class of data structures, are widely used in practice
(cf. [2], [3], [6] and [8]). Under whatever. probability model, the degrees of the
nodes in recursive trees is an object of prime interest. Some results about the
quantities X, x have been derived in the situation of uniform random recursive
trees, for more details, see and . In the situation of nonuniform recursive
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trees, obtained the expected value of X, x, Z,x and D, ; as well as the
variance of D,, ;. For more details of this field, we refer to . In this paper,
first, we deal with a kind of nonuniform random recursive trees in which the
probability of joining a new vertex to the vertex i is proportional to the degree
of the vertex i (see [9]), namely, we denote p, 4 = d/2(n — 1) as the probability
that the (n + 1)th vertex is joined to a given vertex with degree d in a random
recursive tree of n vertices, where p;o = 1, and ¢, 4 = 1 — pn,4. We have the
following results.

Theorem 1. For any constant o > 1/2 and k > 1,

1/2

n Xnk

EXn,k

(1) lim

-1 = .S.
% (logn)® | 0 s

Theorem 2. There exists a nondegenerate random variable Y; > —1 satis-
fying EY; < oo fori=1,2,..., such that

: Dn,i — V.
and
: Dn,i _ :

Another important class of nonuniform random recursive trees is called the
random plane-oriented recursive tree (see [5]). In this class, The vertices with
no descendants are the leaves of the tree, the rest of nodes are internal vertices,
and the outdegree of a node is the number of its immediate descendants. Thus
the leaves are the nodes of outdegree 0 and the degree of a given vertex is equal
to the outdegree of this vertex plus 1. In a random plane-oriented recursive tree
a node is the parent of a newly added node with probability proportional to its
degree (the root is the only exception to this rule as it has no parent in the
tree, instead its chance of being selected as a parent for next node is 1 plus its
outdegree). By contrast, we can see that these two kinds of nonuniform random
recursive trees are nearly identical. The difference between them is that here
we use pn.qg = d/(2n — 1) as the probability for the (n 4+ 1)st node to be joined
to a given vertex (not the root) with degree d and pp,q4 = (d 4+ 1)/(2n — 1) as
the probability for the (n + 1)st node to be joined to the root with degree d in
a random recursive tree of n vertices, where p; ; = 1. On the random plane-
oriented recursive tree, [5] studied the exact and limit distributions of the size
and number of leaves in the branches of the tree by using generalized Pélya urn
models, the martingale central limit theorem for the distribution of the linear
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combination of the number of leaves and the number of internal nodes as well as
some related results. Under the situation of the random plane-oriented recursive
tree, let X . denote the number of vertices of outdegree j and Dy, ; denote the
outdegree of the ith vertex after the nth step, respectively. We have the following
results which are analogous to and 2.

Theorem 3.

lim o | Xhi g
oo (log n)= 'EX,*M-_ =L s

where a > 1/2 is a constant and j > 0.

Theorem 4. There ezists a nondegenerate random variable Y;* > —1 satis-
fying EY;* < oo fori=1,2,..., such that

i D;“m- -1 ) >
n_l{& ———ED;J- — = =Y a.s.
and .

n,t

ED; . -1

n,i

lim E -1-Y
n—oo

}D* -1
=0.

2. Proof of Theorems

Prior to proving [Theorem 1], we use the idea of [5] to get the expressions of
EX, for n > k and k = 1,2,... which were proposed by [9].

Lemma 1. Ifk is fized and n — oo, then

(4) EX 4(n —1)

kS R D(k+2) | O(n="%).

Proof. Let

un = I13,25/(25 - 1).

It is known that if n — oo, then (compared with )

1
unz\/ﬂn(1+—+

-3
gn " 1082 T O(n )> '
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By [9].
‘ -2 4 _,
EXn,l = §(n - 1) + §'U/n_1_2,
hence (4) is true for K = 1. We will show that the difference

4(n—-1)
(k+1)(k+2)

,Bn,k d_gf EXn,k - k

is asymptotically negligible with respect to the leading term in the statement of
the Lemma, and in fact is O(n~'/2). Based on the definitions of Xy, x for & > 1
and n > k, it is easy to check that

: EXﬂ+lyk = E(E(Xﬂ"'l,klxn,k, reey Xl,l))
. (5) » = pn,k—lEXn,k—l + qn,kEXn,k-
Substitute G, x in (5) to get

k—1 2n—k -2

(6) Br+1,k = 57—<Bn k-1 + m

2(n -1 Bt

By [9], there is a positive constant c¢; such that
|Bn1| < exnV2.

If there is a positive constant cx_; for Kk — 1 > 1 such that

|Bn.k-1] < ck—1n~/2,
then from (6),
k-1 2n —k -2
<— V22 < .
(M 1Br+1,k| < m-D* "t amo |Bn. k|

Since Bk = —4(k — 1)/(k(k + 1)(k + 2)), we have ‘|ﬁk,k| < 4k™2 < 4k™V/2
Choose ¢ > max{4,cx—1}, then for k > 2,

k-1 g, k=2 i

(8) ck(n+1)"12 > ckn

= om—n* 1" 2(n—1)

by Mean Value Theorem and some simple calculations. Combining (7), (8) with
an induction on n and then on k, we complete the proof of Lemma 1. (J

Proof of [Theorem 1. First, we show that (1) holds for k = 1. Based on
the definitions of X, \ for k > 1 and n > k, it is easy to check that

E (Xn’+1,1|Xn,11 oy X11) = qnaXn +1
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and Z,1 = (H?z_ll(Im)—l (Xn1 —EX, 1) is an £? martingale. From the con-
struction of the recursive tree and (5), one can deduce that
E [(Zn1 — Zn-11)*Zn-11,- -+ Z1,1]
-2
= (M5 qi1)  E[(Xn1 — E(XnalX 11y X1,1))2 Xno1,1y -0 X11]

= (Mg, 1)_2 (Xn-1,1Pn-1,1 — (Xn-1,1Pn-1,1)?)
2 .

(9) < (H?=11¢Ii.1)— ,
since 0 < X, _1,1Pn-1,1 < 1. Furthermore,
V2 | X, I nl/2
EX,. (logn)°EXn1
_ l/Z(Hnlq”)l |
(logn)*EX, Znal,
Because of [Lemma 1 and (9), with probability one we have

Z (251 ¢i1)%E [(Zn — Zn-11)1Zn-1,15---, Z11]
(logn)22(EX,,1)2

n

Xn1 - EX

(10)

n=2

IA

(log ")2° (EXpn,1)?

IN

27
g n(log n)2e

(11) < 00.

Thus (1) holds for k = 1 by [10), and the Hijek-Rényi inequality (see [1]).
Now we assume that (1) holds for k = 1,2,...,j. Let us define

Fpn=0{Xir:i=1,2,...,nandr=1,2,...,i},
Vot1 = (Xnt1,j+1 — EXnp1j41) — (Xnj+1 — EXp jt1)
and
Un = Pn,j (Xnj —EXnj) = Pnj+1 (Xn,j+1 — EXnj+1),

then F,, C Fny1 and Vi — U, is a martingale difference sequence on Fy.
Noting the fact that k

(12) - 0<pniXny <1 and |Xpy10— Xngl <1,
forn=1,2,...,and l =1,2,...,n, we have
E [(Vn+1 - Un)zlfn] = pn,j-f-l)(n,j+1(:l - pn,j+1Xn,j+1)

+Pn,j Xn,;(1 = Pn i Xn,j) + 2Pn,j+1Xn,j+1Pn,i Xn,j
<4,
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for n =1,2,...,. Thus an application of the H4jek-Rényi inequality leads to
Y (Vim-U) 1 | |
nh—>nolo n1/2(log n)a - nl—-»oo nl/z(log n)a ((Xn+l,.1+1 - EXn+1,J+1)

- me (Xi; — EXi ;)

+ Zpi,j+l(Xi,j+l - EXi.j+1))
i=1
(13) =0 a.s.

Because of the assumption, there is a set denoted as Q satisfying P(Q2) = 1, such
that for any € > 0 and w € 2, we can find a N, satisfying

1

n172(logn)™ | Xn,j(w) —EXnj|<e, for n>N,.

Furthermore, by the definition of p; j,

1 n
Jim 22 (logn)a Zpi.j(Xi,j(w) ~EX ;)

(log i)a Xi,j (u)) - EX,;,J'
< Jim nl/Z(log n)e £ Z 172 (log )°31/2

(log i)
Se+ lim n1/2(log n)e | Z 3172

(14) <(2j+1)e.

Now let us define

n
dn = Zpi,j+l(Xi,j+1 —EXi 1),
=1

D={w: n“_,“éo(l/n”z(logn)")((Xn+1,j+1(w) — EXnt1,j41) + dn(w)) = 0}
~and .
A= {w: nango(l/nl/z(log n)*)(Xn+1,j+1(w) — EXpy1j11) # 0}

Combining with [14), we have P(D) = 1. So it suffices to show that
A C D¢, where D¢ is the complement set of D. If this is not true, then there
exists a sample point w such that w € AN D, namely,

lim —m@) g

n—oo n1/2(10g n)a
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Without loss of generality, we assume that

(15) lim sup dn(w)

—>0.
n—ooo N1/2(logn)e

Therefore there exists a positive constant C and subseries {n;} T oo, such that

dp, (W) = lgllag;dn(w), dn,_, (W) < dn;(w)/2
and
lim inf dn, () >C.

i—00 nil/z(log n;)e

By and [15), we can choose a subsequence of disjoint intervals [n;1,n:], such
that

) 412 doy (@) 2

dn, (W)
2 1)
and for any n € [n;;,n;],
dn(w) > ____dm.2(w).

Therefore there exists at least one r; € [n;1, n;] such that

XT.',j-{-l(w) - EXT‘.',j+l Z 0)

and further
lim sup Xevg11 () 172EXTM.+1 + dr, (@) > limsup - 1/?" W) _
dn.
> limsup 73 (W)
imoo 2n;"%(logn;)*
S C
= 2 9

which is a contradiction with w € D. This concludes the proof. []
Based on [Theorem 1], it is not difficult to prove the following Corollary.

Corollary 1.

1/2

n Zn k

EZ,

nll»ngo (log n)=

—ll =0 a.s.

where a > 1/2 is a constant and k > 1.
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Proof of Theorem 2. From the construction of the tree,
EDy 1, = E(E(Dn41,i|Dn iy . - ., Dij))
= E(Dn,i(l - Dn,i/2(n - 1)) + (Dn,i + 1)(Dn,1/2(n - 1)))
= (20— 1)/2(n — 1))ED,;. |

Solving this recurrence with the boundary condition ED;; =1weget ED, 4, ; =
nu;—1/(i — 1)u,. Furthermore,

Dpiii
E| (="t _ 1)
[(EDnH,i
Dn,i Dn,i

- (n=Dui1/(i-Dun—y = EDnpy
namely, {D,, ;/ED, ; — 1} is a martingale. Also by [9], it is easy to get

_(@n-1)Dni/2(n—1)

Dni,'-°aDii = ; 1
’ ’ ] nui—l/(z - l)un

1,

D, ; 2
16 supE 2 1) < oo
(16) o (ED,,,,. )

So (2) is true by martingale convergence theorem. Now since {D,, ;/ED,, ; — 1}
is uniformly integrable because of [16), (3) is also true. We claim that Y; is
not a constant. If this is not true, then there exists a constant C such that
P(Y; = C) = 1. Further we know that C = 0 from (3) and E(D,i/ED, ;) = 1.
Thus, by the uniform integrability of the martingale, one has in fact

0=E(Y:|Dn;,...,Di;) = (Dni/ED, ;) -1,

hence ED, ; = D, ;. This is not possible, because Dy, ; is not a constant by the
construction of D, ;. This concludes the proof of [Theorem 2. (J

Proof of Theorem 3. By [5],

4n — 2
EX; P — T s T + O n_l )
T GGG+ o)
for k = 0,1,...,n. Then we finish the proof of by the similar way
used in the proof of [Theorem 1. [J

Let Z; ; be the number of vertices with the outdegree larger than j after the
nth step, we, using the result of Therem 3, have the following Corollary which
is analogous to Corollary 1.

Corollary 2.

v |z

EZ; ;

n_’ngo (log )= éO a.s.
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where a > 1/2 is a constant and j > 0.
Proof of . By the definition of D}, ;, it is easy for us to get that
E(Dj,14Dhsr- - > D) = (20/2n — DED} ; +1/(2n - 1),
ED; 1 = #n/pi-1 — 1,

and

2n+1 2n+1 Hm—1 Un
E 2 = —-2—+1
(Dryra)” = 21 —1 + Hi-1 (Z 2m+1)(2m — 1)) i1 +

= O(n).
Now we can finish the proof of by the similar arguments in the proof

of Theorem 2. (J
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