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Abstract

We study logical limit laws for uniform attachment random graphs. In this
random graph model, vertices and edges are introduced recursively: at time
n + 1, the vertex n + 1 is introduced together with m edges joining the new
vertex with m different vertices chosen uniformly at random from 1,...,n. We
prove that this random graph obeys convergence law for first-order sentences
with at most m — 2 variables.
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1. Introduction

The well-known first-order (FO) zero-one law for finite models [F76, [GKLT69]
states that, for every FO sentence ¢, a o-structure (a vocabulary o is given)
with the universe [n] := {1,...,n} chosen uniformly at random satisfies ¢ with
an asymptotical probability either 0 or 1, n — oco. For graphs, this law can
be reformulated in the following way. For every FO sentence ¢ over graphs
(where o consists of the relations of equality = and adjacency ~ of vertices in
the graph), the probability Pr(G(n,1/2) |= ¢) that the binomial random graph
G(n,1/2) [JLROG, [RZ15) satisfies ¢ converges to either 0 or 1, n — co. For
other constant edge probability functions p, it is known that G(n,p) obeys FO
zero-one law as well ]. However, for p = n~%, the situation changes ﬂ@]
zero-one law holds if and only if « is either irrational or bigger than 1 and does
not equal 1+ 1/¢ for £ € N. Moreover, when « € (0,1) is rational, even the FO
convergence law fails: there are FO sentences ¢ such that Pr(G(n,n™%) | ¢)
do not converge as n — oo, ﬂ@] In this paper, we study FO convergence
laws on uniform attachment random graph models.

*Maksim Zhukovskii is supported by the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the
Russian Federation in the framework of MegaGrant no 075-15-2019-1926. The part of the
study made by Y.A. Malyshkin was funded by RFBR, project number 19-31-60021.

Email addresses: yury.malyshkin@mail.ru (Y.A. Malyshkin), zhukmax@gmail.com
(M.E. Zhukovskii)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier January 3, 2022


http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.13140v4

Let us recall that FO sentences about graphs comprise the following symbols:
variables x,y,x1,... (which represent vertices), logical connectives A,V, -, =
<, two relational symbols (between variables) ~ (adjacency) and = (equality),
brackets and quantifiers 3,V (see the formal definition in, e.g., m, ,@],)
For example, the sentence

VaVy [=(z =y) A-(z ~y)] =3z (z ~y) A (2 ~y)]

expresses the property of having diameter at most 2. Following standard nota-
tions of model theory, we write G = ¢ when FO sentence ¢ is true on graph
G.

Let G,, be a random graph on the vertex set [n] with a random set of edges.
For a graph property ), we say that it a.a.s. (asymptotically almost surely)
holds for G, if P(G, € @) — 1 as n — oo. The sequence of random graphs
{Gn}nen obeys FO zero-one law, if, for every FO sentence ¢, lim, o Pr(G, E
) € {0,1} (in other words, a.a.s. G, E ¢). It obeys FO convergence law, if,
for every FO sentence ¢, Pr(G,, = ¢) converges as n — oo.

Many random graph models are well-studied in the context of logical limit
laws. FO zero-one laws and convergence laws were established for the binomial
random graph ,1SS849)), random regular graphs ([HK10]), random geomet-
ric graphs 1), uniform random trees (mﬁ, and many others (see, e.g.,
HMNTIS, ,1SZ.20,[W93]). However, for recursive random graph models, the
only attempt to prove logical laws was made by R.D. Kleinberg and J.M. Klein-
berg M] In that paper, it was noticed that the preferential attachment
random graph with parameter m (the number of edges that appear at every
step) does not obey FO zero-one law when m > 3. In our recent paper ],
we proved that, if m = 1, then both the preferential attachment random graph
and the uniform attachment random graph obey FO zero-one law.

Let us recall that the uniform attachment random graph ﬂm, m,
, ] is generated in the following way. We initially begin with a
complete graph on m vertices (so Gy m = Kpp). Graph Gpi1,m, is built from
Gp,m by adding the new vertex n 4+ 1 and drawing m edges from it to different
vertices of Gy, chosen uniformly at random. In particular, it means that, for
a given vertex v < n, the probability of adding an edge to it at step n + 1 is
exactly 7. In M], we showed that, for m > 2, G,, ,,, does not obey FO
zero-one law. However, the question about validity of the FO convergence law
is still open. In this paper, we prove that the FO convergence law holds for
sentences with at most m — 2 variables.

We say that {G, }nen obeys FO7 convergence law if, for every FO sentence
¢ with at most v different variables, Pr(G,, = ¢) converges as n — oc. In this
paper, we prove the following.

Theorem 1. {G, }nen obeys FO™™? convergence law.

Remark. Let us also recall that the quantifier depth of a FO sentence ¢ is,
roughly speaking, the maximum length of a sequence of nested quantifiers in



¢ (see the formal definition in m, Definition 3.8]). It is straightforward that
any FO sentence with quantifier depth ¢ has a tautologically equivalent FO
sentence with at most ¢ variables. Therefore, Theorem [ implies the validity
of the convergence law for FO sentences with quantifier depth at most m — 2.
However, it is not hard to see that the same proof works even for FO sentences
with quantifier depth at most m — 1.

Let us notice that the study of the fragment FO? of the FO logic in the
context of limit laws is in full accordance with the finite model theory since
proving or disproving logical limit laws leads to better understanding of the
hierarchy of these fragments which, in turn, is strongly related to estimation
of time complexity of decision problems formulated in the respective logics (see

[L04, Chapter 6]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove Theorem [ The
proof is based on two auxiliary statements. The first one describes some local
properties of the random graph and is proven in Section Bl The second one
claims that, in the y-pebble Ehrenfeucht-Fraissé game on two graphs G; C Go
(i.e., G1 is a subgraph of G2) with the local properties described in the first
statement, Duplicator wins. The proof of the second statement is given in
Section @ In Section Bl we conjecture that {Gy m }nen obeys FO convergence
law and describe a possible approach to prove that.

2. Proof of Theorem [1]

One of the main tools to prove FO logical limit laws is the Ehrenfeucht-
Fraissé pebble game (see, e.g., m, Chapter 11.2]). Let us recall the rules of
the game.

The v-pebble game is played on two graphs G and H with v pebbles assigned
to each of them (say, g1,...,9y and h1,...,hy). There are two players, Spoiler
and Duplicator. In each round, Spoiler moves a pebble to a vertex either in
G or in H; then Duplicator must move the pebble with the same subscript
to a vertex in the other graph (hereinafter, we refer to a vertex containing a
pebble as pebbled vertex). Let z,..., 2!, € V(G) and yi,...,y! € V(H) denote
the pebbled vertices in the i-th round. Given R € N, if for every i < R, and
for all j,k € {1,...,7} we have :v; = zi iff y; = yi and :v; ~ i iff y; ~ yi,
Le. Gl 21} is isomorphic to Hlpy (hereinafter, we denote by G|4 the

.....

»»»»» v}
subgraph of GG induced on the set of vertices A C V(@G)), then Duplicator wins
the «-pebble game of R rounds. Otherwise the winner is Spoiler. If Duplicator
can play in a clever way that guarantees a winning position in the last round, no
matter how Spoiler plays, then we say that Duplicator has a winning strategy.

The well-known relation between FO logics with a finite number of variables
and pebble games is as follow (see, e.g. [L04, Theorem 11.5]).

Theorem 2. Duplicator has a winning strategy for the ~y-pebble game on G and
H in R rounds if and only if, for every FO sentence ¢ with at most v variables



and quantifier depth at most R, either o is true on both G and H or it is false
on both graphs.

Note that the existence of the winning strategy for Duplicator always follows
from a ‘local structure’ of graphs. In other words, for every R € N, there exists
a(R) such that, in order to verify a given property expressed by a FO sentence
of quantifier depth at most R, it is sufficient to know a(R)-neighborhoods of all
vertices. So, we start from describing ‘sufficient’ local properties of the random
graph sequence {Gy, m }nen.

Lemma 3. Let a € N.

1. For every € > 0, there exist ng = no(e) € N, Nyg = Ny(¢) € N such that,
for every n > ng, with probability at least 1 — ¢,

— for every cycle of Gy, . with at most a vertices, it either has all vertices
inside [No|, and any path connecting [ng] with this cycle and having length
at most a has all vertices inside [No|, or is at distance at least a from [ng];
— every path with at most a vertices joining two vertices of [ng] has all
vertices inside [No);

— any two cycles with all vertices in [n]\[no] and having at most a vertices
are at distance at least a from each other.

2. For every Ny € N and K € N, a.a.s., for every b < a, there are at least K
distinct copies of Cy (as usual, Cy stands for a cycle of length b) in Gy m
with all vertices in [n]\ [No).

3. For every Ny € N and K € N, a.a.s. every vertex of [No| has degree at
least K in Gy m.

Lemma [3 is proven in Section

Assume that a FO sentence ¢ with at most m — 2 variables and quantifier
depth R > m — 2 has no limit probability. Then there exist p1,ps € [0,1] with
p1 > p2 and increasing sequences {n} }ien, {n?}ien of positive integers such that
Pr [Gn%)m = <p] >p1, Pr |:Gn?.,m = <p] < po for every ¢ € N.

Fix e = 2222 Set a = 3% Set ng = no(e), No = No(e) (their existence is
stated in Lemma [B]). Define the following properties of graphs on the vertex set

[n].
Q1 The following conditions hold.

— For every cycle with at most a vertices,

x either it has all vertices inside [Np], and any path connecting
[no] with this cycle and heaving length at most a has all vertices
inside [No],

% or it is at distance at least a from [ng];

— every path with at most a vertices joining two vertices of [ng] has all
vertices inside [Nol;



— any two cycles with all vertices in [n] \ [ng] and having at most a
vertices are at distance at least a from each other.

Q2 For every b < a, there exist at least m distinct copies of Cj, with all vertices
in [n] \ [No].

Q3 Every vertex of [Np] has degree at least Ny + m.

By Lemmal3] a.a.s. G, has properties Q2, Q3, and the property Q1 holds
with probability at least 1 — . Theorem [ follows from the lemma below. The
lemma itslef is proven in Section [}

Lemma 4. Let Hy, Hy be graphs on vertex sets [ni] and [na] respectively with
mianimum degrees at least m. Let Hi|n, = Hz|n,) and both Hy and Hy have
properties Ql, Q2, Q3. Then Duplicator wins the (m — 2)-pebble game on Hy
and Hs in R rounds.

Indeed, for i satisfying min{n},n?} > No,

Pr (Gni,m ': @7Gn?,m 17& <P) 2 Pr (Gni,m ': <P) —Pr (an,m ': 90) > p1 — p2.
By Theorem Bl for the event
Apom = {Spoiler wins R-round (m — 2)-pebble game on G,1 ,,,, Gng)m}
we get
2 3
Pr( Ap A A A Gt € Qi
t=1j=1

3

> Pr {Gng,m F Gz [ <P} A /\ /\ {anxm < Qj}

(=1 j=1

> Pr (Gn},m E o, an,m b <p) - Z Pr (an,m ¢ Q_])

£e{1,2},5€{1,2,3}

_nh ;p2 —o(1)
which is bounded away from 0, and that contradicts Lemma [

>p1 —p2 — 2 —o(1)

3. Proof of Lemma

To prove Lemmal[3] we first need the following standard facts (see, e.g., [DLI5])
about the maximum degree and the number of cycles of a giving length in uni-
form attachment random graphs. We give here short proofs for the sake of
convenience.

Let deg, j be the degree of vertex j in Gy, and A, = maxjcp, deg, j be
the maximum degree of G, .



Lemma 5. For any € > 0 there is a constant cc, such that
Pr(vn A, > c(lnn)?) <e.

Proof. Clearly, for every j < m the probability that j ~ n in G, ,, is exactly

-27- Since drawing edges in different time-steps of generating the graph are

independent from each other, we get that, by Markov inequality, for any C' > 0,

Pr (degnj > C (In n)Z) =Pr (exp [deg,, j] > exp [C (In n)2D

7

n—1
< em—Clinny? I1 (1 n m(e - 1)) < e~ ClnnP+m(e=1) Inn+0(1)
i=j

Therefore,
Pr (Hn A, > C(lnn)2) < Z ne—C(lnn)2+m(e—l)lnn-l-O(l)'
n=m-+1

Since the right side of this inequality converges, and approaches 0 as C' — oo,
Lemma [§ follows. O

Notice that, in the proof of Lemma [l we show that, uniformly in n € N,
Pr(A, > C (Inn)?) < e~ Cnm (o), (1)
Let Ci(n) be the number of cycles of length k in G, .

Lemma 6. For any € > 0 there is a constant c., such that
Pr (Vn Cr(n) > c.(In n)2(k_2)2+2) <e.

Proof. Let c. /o be the constant from Lemma[5l The event

D= {An < cepa ()}

implies that every vertex in Gy, ., has a (k — 2)-neighbourhood of size at most
Fy = (cep2 In? n)*=2. Then, the probability of forming a cycle of length k at
time n + 1 (or, in other words, to join vertex n + 1 to two vertices such that
the second one is in the (k — 2)-neighborhood of the first one) conditioned on
D,, does not exceed m(m — 1)F,, /n. Let &, be a Bernoulli random variable that
equals 1 if the vertex n belongs to a k-cycle in G, . From above, there exist
independent Bernoulli random variables én, n > m+ 1, with success probability
% + 1 — Pr(D,,) such that &, < &, for every n. We get that, for every
C >0,

Pr (§m+1 +...+& >0 (lnn)%_Z) <Pr (§m+1 +... 4 & >C (lnn)%_Z)



=Pr (GXP {ngrl +...+ étn} > exp {C (lnn)zk*QD

n—1

_ - 1)F;

< efc(lnn)% 2 H (1 + (e — 1)% +1— Pr(Dn)> .
.7m z

The bound () implies that

Pr (€m+1 +...+&>C(n n)?k—2) < efc(lnn)wc*2+o([lnn]2k73).

Since ), e~Cnn)*2(1+0(1) converges and approaches 0 as C' — oo, there
exists ¢, such that

Pr (371 1+ .+ & >l (lnn)2k72) <e/2.

Finally, conditioned on D, the vertex n + 1 gives at most (?)F,’f*’ new k-

cycles. Since Pr (ﬂneN D_n) < ¢/2, (as usual, D, is the complement event of
D,,) Lemma [ follows. O

Now let us prove Lemma [3]

Proof. Let us prove the first part of Lemma[3l Due to Lemma Bl and Lemma[G]
for any € > 0, there is a constant ¢, such that, with probability at least 1 —¢&/3,
for every n,

A, <c.(Inn)? (2)

and, for any a € N, the union of 3a-neighborhoods of all cycles of length at most
a (denote this union by U, (n)) contains at most F, := a2c.(c. )3 (Inn)2e” ~2a+10
vertices (the power of Inn is obtained by combining Lemma [6] with @): 2(a —
2)2 4+ 2+ 6a = 2a% — 2a + 10). Under the condition that

Ua(n)| < Fp, (3)

the probability that n+1 is adjacent to at least two vertices of U, (n) in Gy41,m
does not exceed m?F?/n%. At the same time, under Condition (@), the (a — 2)-
neighborhood of a vertex contains at most (c. (In n)2)“_2 vertices. It implies
that, in Gp41,m, the vertex n + 1 belongs to two cycles of length at most a
that share at most one edge adjacent to n 4 1, with probability not exceeding
2m*a?c22=4(Inn)4e=8 /n2. Indeed, if such pair of cycles has one common edge
adjacent to n + 1 (say, the edge {n + 1,v}), then, after the choice of the vertex
v (note that one of m edges drawn from n + 1 plays the role of {n+1,v}), each
of the other two neigbors of n + 1 in these two cycles can be chosen in at most
ma(ce (Inn)®)*~2 ways. On the other hand, if a pair of cycles does not have
a common edge adjacent to n + 1, then, after the choice of neighbors vy, ve of
n+ 1 within these two cycles, the other pair of vertices can be chosen in at most

[ma(c8 (In n)2)“_2] ’ ways.

Note that two cycles of length at most a and at distance at most a from
each other can be formed at step n+ 1 either by joining n + 1 with two vertices



of U,(n) or by drawing two cycles that share the vertex n + 1 and at most 1
edge adjacent to n + 1. Since both Y FZ/n? and > (Inn)**~%/n? converge,
there exists ng such that, under the condition that () and (@] hold for all n,
the probability that, for any n > ng, any two cycles with all vertices in [n] \ [ng]
and having at most a vertices are at distance at least a from each other is at
least 1 —&/3.

Now, let Up,,,),q(n) be the a-neighborhood of [ng] in G, . (@) implies that
it contains at most angc?(Inn)?® vertices. Hence, under Conditions (2)) and (3)),
the probability that n + 1 is adjacent to at least 2 vertices of U)o (1 )UZ/{ (n)

in Gy, +1,m does not exceed m? [anocg (Inn)2@ + a2c(c. )3 (Inn)2a” —2a+10 /n :
Therefore, there exists Ny > ng such that, with probability 1 — ¢/3, for all

n > No the vertex n + 1 is adjacent to at most one vertex of U1 .(n )UZ/{ (n)
in Gpy1,m- Part 1 of Lemma [ follows.

Let us switch to the second part. From (II), for large enough n (say, n > N),
with probability at least 1 — e~ (nm)*(1+0(D) " there are at least n/2 vertices
at distance at least a — 1 from [Np] (since its (a — 1)-neighborhood has size
O ((Inn)?*~2) which is less then n/2 for large n). Let b < a. The latter
event implies that there are at least n/4 pairs of vertices joined by a simple
path of length b — 2 having all vertices outside [Ny] (each of these at least n/4
simple paths can be obtained in the following way: connect a vertex which is
at distance a — 1 from [Ny] with [Ng] by a shortest path, and take the initial
part of length b — 2 of this path). To create a cycle of length b at step n + 1,
we have to connect new vertex n + 1 with two vertices at distance b — 2 from
each other. Therefore, with probability at least 1 —e~(» ")2(1+°(1)), there are at
least n/4 possibilities out of (g) for first two edges drawn from n + 1 to create
a desired cycle. Let the Bernoulli random variable £,+1 equal 1 if and only if
n + 1 belongs to a b-cycle in G141, having all vertices outside [Ny]. Clearly,
there exist independent Bernoulli random variables { N+1,§ N+2, ... such that,
for every j € {N+1,N+2,..},& >& and Pr(§; =1) = & —e —(nj)* (1+°(1))
(uniformly in j, i.e. the o(1) can be bounded by a sequence approachlng 0 and
not depending on j). Therefore, by Markov’s inequality, for n > N,

Priénii+ ...+ & < K) <Pr(nji+ ...+ & < K)

n
= Pr(e_(5N+1+"'+5”) > e_K) <eK H Ee~%i
j=N+1

1 (1- -y 5 —etmarie])
2j

J=N+1
KT n((1-(1-1/6) [ e m 0o )

n 1-1/e 1—1/eto(l
eK_(1+O(1))Zj:N+1 37 — e BN /62 - 0(1)

Part 2 follows.



Finally, let us prove that a.a.s. every vertex of [Ny] has high degree. Let
j € [No]. For n > Ny, let &, be the Bernoulli random variable that equals 1

if and only if n ~ j in G, ,,. Clearly, {ny+1,EN,+2, ... are independent and
Pr(§, = 1) = 225, n > Ny. Then, by Markov’s inequality, for n > No,

Pr(éngs1 4 - + & < K) = Pr(e”Evotittén) 5 oK)
< ] (1—(1—1/6)
j=No+1

Part 3 follows. O

™ ) _ emm(=1/eto()Inn _ o)
j—1

4. Proof of Lemma [

The proof is based on the fact that Duplicator may play in a way such that, in
the r-th round, for each r < R, the balls with radius 27" and centers at pebbled
vertices in one graph are similar (in some sense) to the respective balls in the
other graph. This similarity for trees and unicyclic graphs can be easily defined
by verifying the isomorphism between their spanning subgraphs obtained by
some procedure defined in Section Il The winning strategy of Duplicator is
given in Section Although it is overloaded by technical details, the idea is
quite simple. If a vertex pebbled by Spoiler in the rth round is far away from
all the other pebbled vertices and from [ng], then the ball with its centre at
this vertex contains at most one cycle. Duplicator pebbles a vertex that is also
far enough from [ng] and all the remaining pebbled vertices, and with a similar
2F="_neighborhood. If the vertex pebbled by Spoiler is far from all the other
pebbled vertices but close to [ng], then [Np] divides its 2*~"-neighborhood into
two parts. Duplicator chooses a vertex such that the intersection of its 28— "-
neighborhood with [Ng] equals the intersection of the Spoiler’s ball with [Ng]
and the remaining part (which is a forest) is similar to the rest of Spoiler’s
ball. Finally, if Spoiler chooses a vertex which is inside a 2%~"-neighborhood
of a previously pebbled vertex, then the 2% "-neighborhood of the respective
pebbled vertex in the other graph is similar and, therefore, there is a suitable
move for Duplicator inside this ball.

4.1. Constructions

For a graph G and its vertices u, v, we denote by dg(u,v) the distance be-
tween u and v (i.e., the length of a shortest path between w and v in G).

A perfect r-ary tree is a rooted tree where every non-leaf vertex has exactly
r children, and all leaf nodes are at the same distance from the root. The depth
of a rooted tree is the longest distance between its root and a leaf.

Let us call an induced subgraph H of G pendant, if every vertex of H having
degree at least 2 has no neighbors outside H.



Fix a € N. Let T be a rooted tree of depth d. For v € V(T), let T, be a
subtree rooted in a vertex v of T" and induced on the set of all descendants of
v (children, children of their children, etc.) and v itself. A rooted tree T, is
obtained from 7 in the following d-step procedure.

In step 1, consider vertices of T" at distance d — 1 from the root. If such a
vertex has more than a children, remove all but a of them. Denote the obtained
graph by T'.

Suppose i < d — 1 many steps of the procedure have been completed. In
step i + 1, consider, one by one, every vertex of T* at distance d —i — 1 from the
root. For every such vertex v, consider the set W, of its children. Divide the
set of trees T, w € W, into isomorphism classes (of rooted trees). For every
class, if its cardinality is greater than a, remove all but a trees of this class from
the tree. Denote the obtained graph by T+, Set T, = T4

We say that two rooted trees Ti,Ts are a-isomorphic, if (Th), = (T2),
(where by = we denote the isomorphism of rooted trees). We say that T is
a-trivial, if T is a-isomorphic to a perfect a-ary tree.

Let C be a rooted unicyclic graph of depth d (it contains exactly one cycle
and one vertex called the root, and the largest distance between the root and
another vertex equals d) with root R and cycle C*. For v € V(C), let T, be a
subtree of C rooted in a vertex v of C' and induced on the set of all descendants
of v (u # v is a descendant of v if any shortest path from R to u contains v, and
any its vertex that follows after v belongs to neither C* nor the shortest path
between R and C*) and v itself. For every vertex v either from C* or from the
shortest path between C* and R, replace T, with (T,), (and preserve roots)
and denote the obtained graph by C .

Let us call C' perfect a-ary if, for every vertex v either from C* or from the
shortest path between C* and R, T, is a perfect a-ary tree of depth d—da (R, v).

We say that two rooted unicyclic graphs Cy, Cs are a-isomorphic, if (C1),; =
(C3), (the isomorphism preserves the root). We say that C' is a-trivial, if C' is
a-isomorphic to a perfect a-ary unicyclic graph.

4.2. The proof

Consider graphs Hy, Hy on vertex sets [n1] and [n2] respectively such that
e their minimum degrees are at least m;

o Hiling = Ha|ny);

e Hy, H, have properties Q1, Q2, Q3.

Without loss of generality, in the (m —2)-pebble game on H; and Hs, Spoiler
chooses a vertex x; in H; in the first round. Duplicator responds with a vertex
y1 chosen by the following rules.

If 71 € [No] and dp, |, (71, [no]) < 2%, then y; = 2.

(o)

10



If d := dp, (71, [no]) < 2% and either 1 ¢ [No] or drry |y, (@1, [R0]) > 2R,
then find a shortest path P between z1 and a vertex from [ng]. Let vg...u be
the longest subpath of P that starts in vy € [ng] and never goes outside [Ny].
Let B; be the ball of radius 2% — dg, (u, 1) in H; |ino) With center in u. In Ho,
there exists a vertex y; ¢ B such that the shortest path between y; and u has
length exactly dyp = dg, (21, ) and all its inner vertices are outside B;. Indeed,
by Q3, u has at least m neighbors in Hy outside [Ng]. Let v be one of them.
Let vv; ...v4,—1 be an arbitrary simple path in Hs. If it meets B;, then either
there is a cycle with length at most 2% at distance at most 2% — dy < 2% from
[ng], or it meets [ng]. In the latter case, we get a path joining two vertices of
[no] of length at most 2™ + dy < 2™*1 and having the inner vertex v outside
[No]. This contradicts the property Q1.

If d > 2% and, for some b, in H; there is a b-cycle C; inside the ball with
radius 27 and center in x;, then, by Q2, in Hs, there exists a b-cycle Cy with
all vertices outside [Ny] and a vertex y; such that d(y;,C2) = d(z1,C1). By the
property Q1, s, (yy, [no]) > 2.

Finally, if d > 2% and, in H;, there are no cycles inside the ball with radius
and center in x1, then let v ¢ [No] be a neighbor of a vertex u from [ng].
Find a path uv...y; of length 2% 4+ 1. As above, by Q1, dg, (y1, [no]) = 2F +1
and, in H», there are no cycles inside the ball with radius 2% and center in ;.

2R

Let us assume that » € [R— 1] rounds are played. Without loss of generality,
we may assume that all m — 2 pairs of pebbles are placed on some vertices of
Hy and Hs. Let 2z} in Hy and y! in Ha, i € [m — 2], be the vertices occupied
by the i-th pair of pebbles. For i € [m — 2], denote by rd; the last round in
which z! was pebbled. Moreover, assume that, for every ¢ € [m — 2|, one of the
following possibilities holds (it is clear that it holds for » = 1): either «f, y!
are equal, belong to [Ng] and are close to [ng] (this property is denoted by 17
below), or both 2] and y! are far from [ng] and their neighborhoods are trivial
(the property 27), or neighborhoods of zI and y! have equal intersections with
[No], and the deletion of these intersections transforms these neighborhoods into
forests of trivial trees (the property 3). More formally,

1: xf = y: & [No], dH1|[N0] (x:7 [no]) < 2R+17rd:;

27 in H;, there exists a pendant subgraph B} which is either an (m — 1)-
trivial rooted tree of depth 2+1~rdi with root x7 or an (m — 2)-trivial
unicyclic graph of depth 2%+174 with root 7, such that B} does not
share vertices with [ng], and the same (existence of B?) applies for ! and

Hy;

37 there exists a subset V; C [Ny], a vertex uf € Vi, (m — 1)-trivial rooted
trees T' € Hy, T? C Ha of depth 2%+1=rd and subgraphs B! C Hj,
B? C Hj such that

— al #ul, yI # ul are the roots of T}}, T? respectively;
o Ae (L2}, VT Vi = {ul):

11



— drpp (a7, ui) = drz2 (Y7, ug);

—wv e Viif and only if dp, |, (v, uf) < oRHI=rdy _ gy (2 uf);

— for A € {1,2} and every non-leaf vertex v # u! of T}, degyx(v) =
degyy, (v);

— for A € {1,2}, degy, (u]) = degra (u) + degp, |, (u7), i.e. uj does not
lie on any edge other than edges from T and Hily;, and these two sets
of edges are disjoint;

—for A € {1,2}, B} = T UH,|y, UF} is the ball in H), of radius 27+~

and with center in a7 or yI' (for A = 1 or A = 2 resp.), F} is a forest of
(m—1)-trivial rooted trees having roots in V; and sharing no other vertices

with V; and Tl-)‘.

In the case when either 27 or 3] holds, assume also that the following con-
dition IS] is satisfied (it roughly says that there exists an isomorphism between
certain ‘representative’ induced subgraphs of neighborhoods of z] and ] that
preserves vertices at distance at most 2™+~ from #7 and y! that were peb-
bled before the round rd;).

IS; Let Y be the set of all j € [m — 2] such that rd}; < rd; and d(z7,2}) <
2mH1-1d7 Recall that B} is the ball in H; with radlus 21+11d} and center
in #7, and B? is the ball in Hy with radius 2#71797 and center in y!.
If 27 holds, then there exist rooted graphs (either perfect (m —1)-ary trees
or perfect (m — 2)-ary unicyclic graphs) (B})" C B}, (B2)" C B? (here,
the induced subgraph relations preserve roots) such that

— B} and (B})", B? and (B?)" are either (m — 1)-isomorphic (in case
of trees), or (m — 2)-isomorphic (in case of unicyclic graphs),

— there exists an isomorphism f : (Bll)* — (Bf)* such that
— f@}) =y}, j € YUuli},
— forevery j € Y with 17, either 27 € [No], dp, |y, (25, 27) < fi—rdj
and z} = y/, or a shortest path from z7 to xj has vertices outside

[No], leaves [No] at the first time at vertex u’;, any shortest path from

y; to y; leaves [No] at the first time also at u} and f(u}) = uj.

If 37 holds, then there exist perfect (m — 1)-ary rooted trees (RZA)* C R},
(F*)* C F* (the induced subgraph relations preserve roots) for all trees
F> from F? such that

— R} and (Rg\)*, F* and (FM)* |, F* € F2, are (m — 1)-isomorphic,

— there exists an isomorphism f : (R l) (F} “UH |y, — (RQ)*
(]—"f)* U Haly, (here, (F})" = I—lF’\E]ﬁ‘( A)*, where hereinafter LI
denotes the disjoint union of sets) such that

12



3 K2

o f|(Rl)* : (Rzl)* - (Rzz)* and f|(;1)* : (}—»1)* — (.7:-2)* preserve
roots, ' ‘

— f(z) =y}, i € YU{i},

— f(v) = v forv e V.

Finally (in both cases: 2} and 37), let, for every j € [m—2] such that rd} <
rd], either d(a],a%) > 28174 and d(y7,y5) > 28H174 or d(al,ah) =
d(y:,y;) S 2R+1—rd:'

Without loss of generality assume that, in round r + 1, Spoiler moves the
(m — 2)th pebble from 7, o to 2", in Hy. Set af = 2™ yI = y/ ™ for
all i € [m — 3]. Clearly, showing that there exists a vertex y/t', in Hy such
the above (for every i € [m — 2], one of the following three possibilities: either
17 or 277 and IST or 377! and IS7H!) also holds for the round 7 4+ 1,
finishes the proof of Lemma Ml Indeed, if this is true, then by induction, we
get that, in the last round R, for every i € [m — 2], one of the mentioned three
possibilities holds. Then, fix distinct i,j € [m — 2]. If 2f and xf both have
the property 12 then (z£ ~ xf) & (yft ~ yJR) since zft = ylt, xf = yJR
are inside the same induced subgraph Hi|jn, = Hz|n,) of both Hy and Hs.

Assume without loss of generality that rle > rdfﬁ If 12 holds but 1? does
not hold, then either d(z%%, [ng]) > 27174 while d(2f, [ng]) < 2R+1-rdf

Byt oo yff), or the property 3% holds. In the latter
case, either 2 = yf* does not belong to Vj, and then xft
or zf' = yft € Vi, and then (2f ~ zf') & (yf' ~ yf') since, by the def-
inition of 3?, del (xf,uf) = dT]z(yJR,uf). If either 2% or 3% holds, then

(] ~ 2f) & (yff ~ yf) due to the last condition in the definition of the

property ISF: either d(z, 2" Rj) > 2f+1—rdi and d(yf,ylt) > oR+1—rdy o

d(f,aff) = d(yft, yff) < 281

(and then zf = z

i

R R R
o"xjayi O‘ly],

Let us now prove the step of induction.

r+1 r+1

L If 27, € [No] and dg, (205, [no]) < 2577, then y/tl, = 27 FL, . So,

1L, holds.
It remains to prove that, for j € [m — 3], either d(a:?“,xfntlz) > 28=" and

Ay yny) > 2 or d(2f el ) = d(yi Ty t,) < 2f

l(vo)

m—2

If 15+ holds, then dp,| v (U] ym ) = day |, (7 2 y) > 2877
r+1

If, in H,, there exists a path between y; and y;j'_lQ having length at

most 2577 then it has a vertex outside [Np], that contradicts Q1 (indeed,
1 1 1 1 -

dH1|[N0] (y;+ 7y7rn+—2) < dH1|[N0] (y;+ ) [no]) +dH1\[N0] (y:n+—27 [nO]) <2fr 4

2R+1*rd;+l). Therefore, dp, (y;"’l, yrtl) > 28T

e  Assume that d(:v;H,:CTH ) > 2ftr,

13



If 2;“ holds, then 82 does not contain any vertex of [ng]. Therefore,
Ay yntty) > d(y; o1 (o)) d(ynty, [no]) > 287
If 3;“ holds and x”_lz € Vj, then

Ayt ynt) = dlyi T ul )+ dl T )
_d( ’I"+1 r+1) +d( ’I"+1 r+1 ) (4)

Lin—2

_d( r+1 r+1 ) 2R 7"

Lim—2
Finally, if xr+12 ¢ V;, then either y 5 does not belong to 82 and,
therefore, d(y T+1,y;1+_1) > gR+1-rdih 2R Toor Yt € V(B?). Let

m—2
d(y;"’l,yz;[l ) < 2F=7 If ytL belongs to the ‘tree part’ of B3, then
there exists a path y”l .yJHl . u;H ... [no] of length at most 27" +
3. 2R Wi at least one vertex outside [No]. Together with the
condition dp, | N, (y7 L, [no]), it contradicts the property Q1. If y/ %, be-
longs to the ‘forest part’ of 82 then denoting by f the root of the tree
that y "', belongs to, we get d( TH,yfnJr_l ) = d(yH,, f) +d(f, TH) +

d(u T+1=y;+1) d(z; Tt r L) — a contradiction.

e Assume that d(z] THL gty < 2R,
Then, d(z T ng)) < 2B < 2R_rdr‘+l+1. Also, if :E;H € [No| and

dH1|[N0 (513 H ;[no)) < 2R7rdr+1+1 then x = y;H and, therefore, we get
d(yjrﬂ,y:nﬂg) = d(7] T gt ) due to the property Q1. If xTH ¢ [No]
or dp, |y ]( " n ]) > 2R rdj 41 , then 3Tle holds. If :CT+12 E V;, then

all the equalities from (@) hold as Well If :ETH ¢ V;, then z belongs
either to ‘the tree’ or to ‘the forest part’ of Bl But this contradlcts Q1,
since we get two simple paths connecting xr+12 with [ng] of lengths at most

gR—rdj i1 + 2877 such that exactly one of them has vertices outside [Np].

m—2

. Let d(z7,, [no]) < 2777 and either 27, ¢ [No] or AH, |y, (27, [no]) >
2R,

Let J be the set of all j € [m— 3] such that d(] T r L) < 2877 Divide
the set J in the following way J = J1 U J5: j € J1 if and only of 1;"’1
holds and j € J5 if and only if 37" holds.

e Assume first that J3 is empty.

The way how yfntlz is chosen is similar to the way how ¥ is chosen in the
first round. The only difference is that we should find a vertex which is
far enough from all the chosen vertices y;H with 3;“.

Recall that u/t1, is the vertex of [Np] after which a shortest path joining
[no] with 71, leaves the set [Ng] at the first time. The set V,, _o induces

the ball of radius 28" —dp, (u,"5, 21,™5) in Hy |, with center in u,.

14



Find the set Z of all j € [m — 3| such that 3’”rl holds and uTH =yt

m—2°

For j € Z, let v; be the neighbor of u”‘l on the path between u§+l

and yr+1 in R2 Due to the properties Ql and Q3, in Hs, there exists

T+1 and

a vertex yr+1 ¢ Vin—o such that the shortest path between
ul T, has length exactly dy = dg, (x5, ult,

out81de Vin—2 and the neighbor of ur+12 in this path does not belong to

{v;,j € I}.

The properties Q1 and Q3 imply ?)T"’l2 For j € J1, x T+1 y;-“ € Vina

since, otherwise, we get a contradiction with the property Q1 in the usual

way. Therefore, d(yi*', y), ™) = d(= ™, =),

Lim—2

It remains to prove that there is no j 6 [m 3]\ J such that d(y T+1, yrtl) <
"€ [m — 3]\ Ji, exists. Clearly, ;H ¢

_ r+1
Vin—2 since, otherw1se Ay |y (y}erl [no]) < 287 < 2BF17rd; and,

), all its inner vert1ces are

2f="  Assume that such a Y;

therefore, 277" = y;”rl This contradicts the assumption that d(z; Ty >
2R=7 since
d(l’§+1 7Tn+12) =d(z §+1 [ 2) +d(u :n+125ITm+12)
=d(y; T“ o) +d(uny ynth) (5)
_ d( 7‘+1 yr-i-l ) 2R7T
yIm—2) = .

If yr+1 € [No] \ Vin—2 and Ay 1) (y;+1 [no]) < gR+1—rdj ™! , then 3f+1
T+1 . By Q1, all the equalities from (B]) hold as well. Since j ¢ 71, we get

d(y;Jrl, yr L) > 28" — a contradiction. Thus, 3T+1 holds. Let ur+1 #*

ult,. Since d(y T+1,y:n+12) < 28-7 the shortest path between yr+1 and
TH goes through uTle and u” 1,

Ql) Therefore, uTle € V; and

(otherw1se, we get a contradiction with

d(@i ) < d@p ™ ufth) + du et +d(u, o)
=dly T“» i) + d(u; T“ U o) + d(un g, yn)
_ d( r+17y1rn+12) S 2R r
— a contradiction. Finally, let u7+1 =u S1nce by the construction,
the neighbors of u’ ", in the paths between ur ™, and y”l, yr L are

distinct, then, due to the property Q1, the shortest path between yTJrl

and y" ™', is the union of the paths between MJrl,y;le and ur+1,yfn+12
Then,
d(zy ™ @ y) < d(@f T up ) + d(uny, anty)
1 1 1 1
=d(y; " ul )+ duny ynt)
1 1 R—
=d(y; "y ) <207



— a contradiction.

e Now, let J3 # @. Let j € J3 be such that rd;+1 is the maximum in
{rdf“, ie J3}.
Due to the property Q1, either z/%, € V(R}), or R V(F}). In

m—2 m—2
r+1 r+1

the latter case, u, ", is the root of a tree from }'jl that contains x, 5.

However, we will assume that 27, € V(R}) to avoid new notations (this
does not change the below arguments anyhow). Find all ¢ € J3 such
that u/ ™' = u/tl,. Let JY be the set of all such i. Let R! be the

m—2°
tree obtained from R} _, by moving the root to ufntlz, and removing all

vertices v ¢ {u/ %, 27Tt i € J9} such that, in the obtained tree, there is

no descendant of v equal to any of x;"’l, i € J5. By the condition IS;‘H,
RJQ- contains R? 2 R! rooted in u;j_lz and there exists an isomorphism of
rooted trees f : Rl — RZ? such that f(z] ™) =4/t ic J9.

If 27 € V(RL), then set f(xit,) = yoth. If 27FY, ¢ V(RL), then

m—2

find the closest vertex v; of R! to xf,j_lz in le». Let vy = f(v1). Find a
neighbor v ¢ V(R2)U{y/**, i € [m —3]} of vy in RZ such that, in the tree

r+1

obtained from Rjz- by moving the root to w, ", there is no descendant of

v among y; ™1, i € [m — 3] (the existence of such a neighbor follows from

the fact that the minimum degree of Hy is at least m). Let vov ...yl

be a path in R} with length del_ (vy, 20 L),

m—2
It is clear that 37", holds. To prove IS"t1, it remains to show that, for
all i ¢ J, d(yr ™, ynt,) > 287 and, for all i € Ji, d(yl ™yl ) =
d(z; ™ 2.
First, let i« ¢ J. If y/ ' ¢ V(B2,_,), then d(y", yi ™) > 2877, Let
y; € V(B2,_,), then, by the construction, x?“ eV(Bl _,)andiec J —
a contradiction.
Finally, let ¢ € J;. Then, yf“ = x?“ € Vyu_2, since, otherwise, Q1 does

not hold. Therefore,

1 1 1 1 1 1
Ay, yi ) = d(yn o un ) + d(up ™y gl

d
d
d

=d(xpy ul ) + d(up 2t
= d(z)y, 2.

. Let d(z ™, [nog]) > 257", Let J be the set of all j € [m — 3] such

m—2

that d(:E;H,x:n‘LEQ) < 2= Divide the set J in the following way
J =T UFUJs: je Ty, if and only of X;H holds, x € {1,2,3}.

e  Assume first that J is empty.

If, in Hy, for some b, there is a b-cycle C! inside the ball with radius
28" and center in 2", then, by Q1 and Q2, in Hy, there exists a

m—2>

vertex y-t1, and a b-cycle O? such that d(y"y, C?) = d(z,, C') and

m—2
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d(yﬁ_lg,y;*l) > 287" for all j € [m — 3.

If, in Hy, there are no cycles inside the ball with radius 2" and center
in 27", then fix a vertex u € [ng] and find all its neighbors in Hy outside
[No]. By the property Q3, there are at least m such neighbors. Then, by
the property Q1, at least one of them (v) is such that any simple path of
length 27~7*1 that starts on v and does not meet u does not contain any of
y;-“, j € [m—3]. Let y"™, be a vertex in the middle of one of such paths.
Clearly, for every j € [m — 3], d(y"", y;"’l) > 2" and, by the property

r+1

Q1, there are no cycles inside the ball with radius 27" and center in y/"',.

o Let /1 #@and HLUJ3=0.

Assume first that there is no j € J; such that a shortest path between

x;H and x7 1, lies inside [Ny]. Let j € Ji. Let P be a shortest path from

2" to 27 and let u be the vertex from [Ny] where the path leaves [No)

at the first time. Let V},,_2 be the set of all vertices of [Ny] such that short-
est paths between them and u lie in [Ng] and are not longer than 2%~ —
d(z", u). Find all neighbors of u in Hy outside [No]. By the property
Q3, there are at least m such neighbors. Then, by the property Q1, at least
one of them (v) is such that any simple path of length 2%-7%1! that starts
on v and does not meet u does not contain any of y/ ', i € [m — 3]. Let

3
y L, be a vertex of one of such paths such that d(y" ™, u) = d(z7,, u).

Clearly d(y;ltlQ,y;“) = d(x:n+f2,:1c;+1). Moreover, by the property Q1,

the ball B2,_, with radius 2%~ and center in y/t', contains V;,_» and
d(yrtl, Vin—2) = d(z,, Vi—2). By the property Q1, any x|, i € Ji,

m—27

should be inside V;,_o, and d(z**, 20 F,) = d(aly, u) + d(u,z] ™).
Therefore, for all such i, d(y, ™", yot,) = d(z; ™!, 27 ,). Tt remains to

prove that, for all i € [m — 3]\ J1, d(y/ ™', y.Y) > 27", By the con-
struction, any y; such that d(y?“,y;j'_lz) < 2F=7 should be either inside
Vin—2a, or connected by a simple path P with a vertex @ € Vin—o such that
the neighbor of @ in this path does not belong to [Ny]. In the first case,
1;”“ holds. In the latter case, 3;7“ holds. But this is impossible since

i¢J.

Now, let there exist j € J; such that a shortest path between x§+1 and
x::_12 lies inside [Np]. Set y:n+_12 = x:n+_12. Clearly, we only need to prove

that there are no i € [m—3]\ J1 such that d(y; **,y7 ) < 27" Assume,
that for some i € [m — 3]\ Ji, d(y;t*,yo ) < 2B-7. If 1; holds, then a
shortest path between 2/t = ¢/t and 27!, = ¢/, has at least one ver-
tex outside [Ny] (otherwise, d(x} ™! 2/, = d(y, ™, ylt,) < 28-7). Bﬁt
then, since d(af*", [no]) < 28174 and d(at, [ng]) < 27F1 T

we get a contradiction with Q1. If 2/ or 37! holds, then consider a
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shortest path P in H; from [ng] to z; ™. Let u/*! be the first vertex
of [Ny] after which P leaves [Ny]. Since d(y T‘H,y:"’l) d(y T+1,y:n+_1 )+
d(yi T yrtl) < 2871 we get that d(x ;H,fo) < 2B+l as well
by the induction hypothesis. Then, if 2;“ holds, a shortest path in Hs
between [ng] and y, ™' leaves [Ny] at the same vertex due to the prop-
erty | STH. And the same applies if 3Tle holds by the definition of this
property. Moreover, a shortest path from yr+12 to yr+1 also leaves [Np]

"1 due to the property Ql. Since 27, = ¢!, and due to QI,

m—2
r+1 r+1 r+1

at u,
any shortest path between x; ", and x;" meets u; Therefore, we
get d(yp, o,y ) = d(yfn“z, ui ™) + d( Ly = dan ) +

d(ul ™, ;Z;ZT“) =d(z" ) 3:T+1) But then i € J — a contradiction.

3

o Let oUJ3# @. Let j € JoUJ3 be such that rd;le is maximum in
{rdit i€ T U J3).

Let B}, _, contain a cycle C.

Let B! be obtained from B} _, by making a vertex of C the root and
removing all vertices v ¢ V(C) U {z/™',i € J} such that there is no
descendant of v equal to any of xrrl, 1 € J. By the condition IS;‘H, BJQ-
contains B2 = B! and there exists an isomorphism f : B! — B? such that
J@) =yt ie .

If 271, € V(BL), then set f(27Y) =yt If 277, ¢ V(BL), then find
the closest vertex v; of B} to xr+12 in B},,. Let v = f(v1). Find a
neighbor v ¢ V(BZ) of v in B such that there is no descendant of v equal

to y/ !, i € [m — 3] (the existence of such a neighbor follows from the
minimum degree condition). Let vov...y,4+1 be a path in BJQ- with length
d31 (v1, 27 1), Clearly, y"t1, is the desired vertex.

Finally, let B, be a tree.
Let there exist i € J; such that rd] ™" > rd”‘l. Then, d(z)™,, ziTh) <

m27 =

25" and 177" holds. Since d(2,H T“) < QR ", we get that d(z] T, 2t <

Lm—2s j =
1 1 gt
oftt1=r < 9R+1-1di ™" and, therefore, d( ;H, [n]) < 2m+2-rdi™ < gmil=—rd;T

Then, j € J5. Moreover, d(«} ™!, 27*") < 9mH1=rdi™! Therefore, due to

the property Q1, x”’l eV and any shortest path from xTH to x;H

leaves [Ng] at the first time at u’;H

If there is no i € J; such that rd ™' > rd?“, then rdgle is the maximum
number in {rd/ ™ i € J}.

Let B! be obtained from the rooted tree B}, _, by removing all vertices
v ¢ {27!, i € J} such that there is no descendant of v equal to any of
x T i € J. By the condition IS;H, BJZ contains B2 = B! and there exists
an isomorphism f : BE — B2 such that f(z] ') = y/** fori € J such that
rd/ < rd;+1. If ([7] \ [j]) N J1 = @, then this isomorphism preserves all
the pebbled vertices but the last one. Let us show that, when there exists
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i € Jy such that rd/ ™' > rd;H7 such an isomorphism also exists. From
|S§+1 and 3;"’1, we get that we may choose f such that f(u) = u for all
u € Vj. Since z[ ' € Vj for all i € J, i > j, we get that f(2[T') =y, ™!
forallie J.

If 27 FL, € V(BL), then set f(x7 ) =yt If 27 FY, ¢ V(BL), then find

the closest vertex vy of Bl to 277!, in B, and let vo = f(v1). Find a

neighbor v ¢ V(B2) of vy in 8]2- such that there is no descendant of v equal
to y/ ™ i € [r]. The desired vertex y/,"', is the final vertex of a path

vov ... ynty in B2 with length dp: (v, 2),7).
J

5. Discussions

In our paper, we prove FO™™2 convergence law, i.e. we consider only sen-
tences with at most m — 2 variables. This assumption allows us to significantly
simplify the analysis of the local properties of graphs that we study. In particu-
lar, for any vertex of G, ,,, and a € N, if its a-neighborhood is a tree, then it is
(m—1)-trivial. The same is true for unicyclic neighborhoods: if a-neighborhood
of a cycle does not contain any other cycles, then it is (m — 2)-trivial.

Lemma [3 provides that for each ¢,a and K € N with high probability there
are at least K copies of Cyp having m-trivial a-neighborhoods (in fact, from the
proof it follows that the number of such cycles is asymptotically ¢; Inn). With-
out the limitation on the number of variables, we have to consider classes of
m-isomorphism of unicyclic graphs for m > m — 2. The arguments for tree-
neighborhoods still work in this case since: in each m-isomorphism class (for
each m there is a finite number of equivalence classes) there are (n) tree-
neighborhoods with high probability. Moreover, we can still conclude that each
graph with a bounded size that contains more than one cycle, with high prob-
ability, disappears (as a subgraph) after some moment. However, we can not
apply any modification of Lemma [ since it is very hard to analyze distribu-
tions of cardinalities of m-isomorphism classes of unicyclic a-neighborhoods. We
suggest that some classes contain O(Inn) graphs, while others contain a finite
number of graphs (and the latter cardinalities converge in distribution). The
main difficulty of such analysis is that, once a cycle is formed, its a-neighborhood
may switch between m-isomorphism classes infinitely many times. However, we
conjecture that the convergence law holds for all FO sentences.

It is also interesting to consider other recursive models in the context of
FO limit laws. In particular, our methods can be applied to models that avoid
the above mentioned difficulties. For example, one could put a restriction on
the maximum degree of the graph (in a similar way to [RW92]) and choose
candidates for new attachments only among vertices with degree less than d
(for some fixed parameter d > 2m). In such a model, for every m, cardinalities
of classes of m-isomorphism would be finite.

There are recursive random graph models that contain much more dense
small subgraphs (for example, graphs with edge-steps (see , ]))
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An approach to prove or disprove logical limit laws for such models should be
modified significantly. It is also natural to consider preferential attachment (see,
e.g., ) models. In preferential attachment random graphs, the probability
to form a cycle on vertices with high degrees would increase significantly. In
particular, the probability to form a new cycle near an old one would be higher.
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