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ON THE PRAGUE DIMENSION OF SPARSE RANDOM GRAPHS
FELIX JOOS AND LETICIA MATTOS

ABSTRACT. The Prague dimension of a graph G is defined as the minimum number of
complete graphs whose direct product contains G as an induced subgraph. Introduced
in the 1970s by Nesetfil, Pultr, and R6dl — and motivated by the work of Dushnik and
Miller, as well as by the induced Ramsey theorem — determining the Prague dimension
of a graph is a notoriously hard problem. In this paper, we show that for all € > 0 and
p such that n='*¢ < p < n=°, with high probability the Prague dimension of G,,, is
Oc(pn), which improves upon a recent result by Molnar, Rodl, Sales and Schacht.

Inspired by the work of Bennett and Bohman, our approach centres on analysing a
random greedy process that builds an independent set of size Q(p~! log pn) by iteratively
selecting vertices uniformly at random from the common non-neighbourhood of those
already chosen. Using the differential equation method, we show that every non-edge is
essentially equally likely to be covered by this process, which is key to establishing our
bound.

1. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by the work of Dushnik and Miller, as well as by the induced Ramsey
theorem [6, 8, 27], Nesetfil, Pultr and Rodl [22, 23] introduced the notion of the Prague
dimension of a graph in the 1970s. For a graph G, the Prague dimension pdim(G) is
defined as the minimum number of complete graphs whose direct product contains G as
an induced subgraph. This is closely related to idim(G), defined as the minimum number
of partial clique factors whose union equals G, the complement of G. In fact, Negetfil

and Rodl [23] showed that for every graph G, we have
(1) idim(G) < pdim(G) < idim(G) + 1.

In 1977, Lovész, Nesettil, and Pultr [18] showed that a graph on n > 2 vertices has
Prague dimension at most n — 1 and classified all graphs which achieve this bound.
General upper and lower bounds were obtained by Alon [1], who proved that if G is
a graph on n vertices with minimum degree at least 1 and maximum degree A, then
log(n/A)/log2 < pdim(G) = O(A%logn); all our asymptotic expressions are meant as
n — oo, and all logarithms are natural. The upper bound was later improved by Eaton

and Rodl [7], who showed that
pdim(G) = O(Alogn).

Moreover, they proved that this is best possible up to a factor of 1/(log A+loglog(n/2A)).
When A is a constant, these results provide the order of magnitude of pdim(G). Precise
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asymptotics are known for matchings, trees and cycles [1, 18, 25], hypercubes [17] and
Kneser graphs K (n, k) for constant values of k [26]. For more details, we refer the reader
to [14].

Nesetfil and Rédl [21] pioneered the study of the Prague dimension of random graphs
by showing that the Prague dimension of G,,, is Q,(n/logn) with high probability for
constant values of p. Many years later, Guo, Patton and Warnke [13] managed to obtain
a matching upper bound by using a Pippenger—Spencer [24] type edge-colouring result
for random hypergraphs with large uniformities. More recently, Molnar, Rodl, Sales
and Schacht [20] studied the Prague dimension of sparse random graphs. Via a double

counting argument, they showed that for p > n=2, we have!
pnlog L

2 dim(G,,,) > P

(2) pdim(Gyp) = STogn

with high probability. Furthermore, by analysing the distribution of independent sets
in G, ,, they showed that for all € > 0 and p such that n~1/3log"/
pdim(G,, ) = O.(pn) with high probability. In our first main result, we prove an upper

n < p <K n ¢, we have

bound that is valid for almost the entire range of p.

Theorem 1.1. Let’ ¢ € (0,1) and (logn)***n=t < p < n=¢. Then, with high probability
we have

) B pnlogn
pdim(G,,,) = O: ( og pn ) :

In particular, by combining our result with the lower bound in (2), we obtain that for
all ¢ > 0 and p such that n=1*¢ < p < n~°, with high probability the Prague dimension
of Gy, is O-(pn). As it is crucial for our analysis to have concentration on the degrees
of all vertices in G,,,, we note that n='logn is a natural barrier for the range of p our
method can handle.

To prove Theorem 1.1, instead of working directly with the Prague dimension, we
use (1) and upper bound idim(G,,,). Our main idea is to select independent sets with
size proportional to a(G,,) via a random greedy process which takes one vertex at a
time uniformly at random from the common non-neighbourhood of the vertices already
chosen. We then control the probability that a given vertex and a given non-edge are
covered by an independent set generated by our process.

Our strategy is inspired by the work of Bennett and Bohman [2], who use a random
greedy independent set process to lower bound the independence number of regular hy-
pergraphs under certain degree and codegree conditions. For graphs, we also improve on
their work by handling pseudorandom graphs with logarithmic degrees rather than regu-
lar graphs with degrees growing polynomially with the number of vertices. Our analysis
is done via the differential equation method, which was popularised in the combinatorial
community by Wormald [28, 29]. As can be seen in the references given in [29], the roots

IFor any two functions f and g, we write f < ¢ to mean f = o(g).

2In all our statements, ¢ is a fixed constant and n tends to infinity.
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of the method may be traced back further, see for example the works of Kurtz [16] and
Karp and Sipser [15].

Our methods also allow us to bound the minimum number of independent sets needed
to cover all the non-edges of G = G,,,, denoted by 6;(G). Initially, one may conjecture
that with high probability ,(G) should be of order n?/a(G)? for all values of p, which
corresponds to the size of a ‘near’ optimal clique cover of G. Frieze and Reed [10],
by improving the results of Bollobas, Erdds, Spencer, and West [4], showed that this is
indeed the case for constant values of p. Surprisingly, this is not true for the sparse range.
In [13], Guo, Patton and Warnke proved that for any fixed e > 0 and n™! < p <1 —¢,
with high probability we have

Gy = 0 21080
O =G )

It is worth mentioning that due to the work of Matula [19], Bollobds and Erdds [3],
Grimmett and McDiarmid [12], and Frieze [11], we know that the size of the largest
independent set in G, , is of order ©(p~'log pn) for ™! <« p < 1—¢, for any fixed € > 0.
Also note that logzl) = O.(logn) for n™' < p <« n=e.

Recently, Molnar, R6dl, Sales and Schacht [20] obtained a matching upper bound for
every € > 0 and p such that n="2log®*n <« p < n~=. Their argument heavily relies on
the fact that the number of independent sets in G, ,, is concentrated around its expectation
with high probability. As this no longer holds for p < n~'/2 (see Corollary 19 in [5]),
there is a barrier at n='/2 for the range of p their method can handle. Our second main
theorem overcomes this natural barrier and extends their result to a much wide range
of p.

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ € (0,1) and (logn)?>™n=t < p < n~=. Then, with high probability
we have

- n?logn

91(Gn,p) =0, (—CYQ(Gi,p))

It is worth noting we were only able to overcome the previous obstacles because for
many host graphs the independent set generated by our random greedy process is not
uniformly distributed. As an example, let 1 < k < n and take a complete bipartite
graph K[A, B] with |A| =n/3 and |B| = 2n/3. Now let I be a uniformly-chosen random
independent k-set and let J be the independent set generated by our random greedy
process. One can check that if u,v € A, then P [u,v € I| < P[u,v € J].

Now let us mention some of the historic background related to 6. In the 1960s, Erdds,
Goodman and Pédsa [9] introduced the parameter 0;(G), defined as the minimum number
of cliques required to cover all the edges of G. Notice that 0,(G) = #,(G), and hence one
may think of #;(G) and 0, (G) as the dual versions of each other. In [9], the authors showed
that 6, (G) < [n?/4] for every n-vertex graph G, which is attained by balanced complete
bipartite graphs. In 1994, Alon [1] showed that if G is a n-vertex graph with maximum
degree A, then 6;(G) = O(A?logn). Eaton and Rédl [7] showed that this bound is close
to best possible, as there are n-vertex graphs G with 6,(G) = Q(A%logn/log A).
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Frieze and Reed [10] showed that with high probability 6,(G,,) = ©,(n?/logn) for
constant values of p. Guo, Patton and Warnke [13] extended these results much further
by showing that for every fixed v € (0,1) and p such that n™2 < p < 1 — v, with high
probability, we have 6;(G,,,) = ©(n*p/ logf/p n). As results in [13] left the range where p
tends to 1 open, it is more convenient to just consider 6,(G,,,) for p tending to 0.

The rest of the paper is divided as follows. In Section 2, we present the proofs of
our main theorems; in Section 3, we analyse our random greedy independent set process
using the differential equation method; in Section 4, we prove the main technical result
of the paper, namely Theorem 3.1; and in Section 5, we present some tools and standard
lemmas that will be used in the analysis of our random process.

2. PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

We consider the following random process, which we call the random greedy independent
set process. Given a graph G, we select vertices at random from its vertex set as follows.
We choose vy uniformly at random in V(G). For i > 2, we choose v; uniformly at random
from the common non-neighbourhood of vy,...,v;_1 in GG, which is defined as

i—1

(3) Ne{on, -y oia}) = VG [ ({os} U Ne(vy).-

7=1
If such a vertex does not exist, we stop the process. For each step ¢ before stopping, we
denote by I;(G) the random independent set {vy,...,v;} built by this process.

Here we are mainly interested in analysing this random process for (g, p)-typical graphs.
To this end, for p € (0,1) and n, ¢ positive integers, we set

1+ 16p
I—p

log pn
gp+

fo(n,p) = 4logn
pn

and  fi(n,p) = ( ) fo(n, p).

We write f;(n,p) = f; whenever the parameters n and p are clear from the context. We
choose the growth rate of f; so that, up to an appropriate stopping time, the process
(di(v) = (1+ fi)(1 —p)'pn), is a supermartingale for all v; see Lemma 3.2 and (19). The
initial value fy is determined by an application of Freedman’s inequality in this analysis;
see Theorem 3.1 and (24).

We say that a graph G on n vertices is (g, p)-typical if it satisfies the following three
properties:

(P1) For every set S C V(G) of size at most ep~!log pn, we have?

ING(S) = (1 fis)) (1 =),

(P2) For every vertex v € V(G), we have

oo = (152) .

3We use the notation © = a + b for = € [a — b,a + b].
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(P3) For all pairs of distinct vertices u,v € V(G), we have
|Ng(uw) N Ng(v)| < Ay == 4p*n + 27 log n.

We omit GG from the notation when it is clear from the context.
Our next lemma states that, for the range of p we are interested in, Gy, ,, is (¢, p)-typical
with high probability.

Lemma 2.1. Let € € (0,27'9) and (logn)***n~! < p <n~c. Then, G, is (g, p)-typical
with probability at least 1 — O(n™3).

The proof of Lemma 2.1 is somewhat standard, and hence we postpone it to the end of
the paper (Section 5). Our next theorem gives the asymptotic value for the probability
that a given vertex and a given non-edge of an (g, p)-typical graph G is covered by I;.(G),
that is, the independent set generated by our random greedy process, for p in the range
of interest and k = 27 ~!logpn (throughout the article, we omit roundings if they
do not affect the argument). This is a key ingredient in the proof of both Theorems 1.1
and 1.2.

Theorem 2.2. Let € € (0,27'%) and (logn)*™n~' < p < n™°. Let G be an n-vertex
(e, p)-typical graph and k = €27 p~tlogpn. Then, for all distinct u,v € V(G) such that
w ¢ E(G), we have

2
Plve )= (1+ 05(1))5 and  Plu,v e ] = (1+0.(1)) (S) :
In Theorem 2.2, showing that P [v € I}] = ©.(k/n) is essentially equivalent to proving
that for every i € [k] == {1,...,k} we have P[v; =v] = O.(1/n) (similarly for the
probability that w,v € Ij). For the event {v; = v} to occur, it is necessary that none
of the vertices vy,...,v;_1 is adjacent to v. By invoking property (P1) of (e, p)-typical
graphs, one can show that for each j, the probability that v; is not a neighbour of v
given that {vy,...,v;_1} € N¢(v), is of order (1 £2f;)(1 — p). Unfortunately, this rough
estimate is insufficient to deduce that P [v; = v] = ©.(1/n) for all ¢ € [k], since the error
terms accumulate and the sum fi + ... + fi = e2®p~1f; does not tend to zero as n
grows.
In order to overcome this difficulty, we use the differential equation method to have
a refined control on the degrees of all vertices in the subgraph G; induced by V; =
N¢(vy,...,v;) for every j € [k]. Roughly speaking, in Theorem 3.1 we show that with
high probability for every j € [k], every vertex in V; has degree (1 £ f;)p|V;| in G;. In
particular, one can show that for each j, the probability that v; is not a neighbour of v
given that {v1,...,v;_1} C N°(v), is of order 1 —(1+2f;)p. As fi+...+ fr = o(p™!), this
new estimate plus some careful analysis allows us to derive Theorem 2.2. See Section 4
for more details.
Before proceeding with the proof of Theorem 1.1, we review the necessary background

on the Prague dimension, which is closely related to the parameter idim. For a graph G,
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idim(G) is the smallest integer ¢ such that there are collections of vertex-disjoint subsets
T = (L1, ..., Lj,,;) of V(G) for j € [t] so that

s (") U (%)

JEt] i€[ry]
Here, we denote by ( ) the set of all pairs of elements of a set A.

Proof of Theorem 1.1, assuming Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 2.2. Let G be an (g, p)-typical

graph on n vertices. We set
k=279 log pn, s =nk™! and t == C.nk™*logn,

where C. > 0 is some large constant to be chosen later. We aim to use (1) and, in order to
do so, we use many independent instances of the random greedy independent set process
described above. As every non-edge is essentially equally likely to be covered, a logn
factor overhead is sufficient to cover all non-edges with high probability.

Let (Ji; : i € [t],j € [s]) be a collection of ¢s independent copies of I, = I;(G). For
each ¢ € [t], define Z; to be the collection of vertex-disjoint subsets of V(G) given by

Ly =Jij\ (JiaU---UJ; ;1)

for all j € [s]. By (1), it suffices to show that with high probability every non-edge of G
is covered by some [; ;. For i € [t], the probability that a given non-edge uv is covered
by an independent set in the partition Z; is equal to

i[@[u,vé[w ZPUUGJ” HIP’{u'U}ﬂJZg— 0]
=1

(4) = ZIP’ [u,v € L) P[{u, v} N I, = )"

By the inclusion-exclusion principle, the probability that neither w nor v is covered by I

Pluv}nly=01=1—-Plue It] —Plv € I] + Plu,v € I}]
(5) —1-0, (§> —1-0.(sY).

n

Here we use Theorem 2.2 and the bound & = o(n), which follows from the fact that
p > n"tlogn.

By combining (4), (5) and Theorem 2.2, we obtain that the probability that a given
non-edge uv is covered by some I; ; in Z; is of order

6 e. (g) ; (1-6.() "' —6. (g) (1-(1-6. (")) 6. (%) |

In the first inequality, we use that Z;;é(l —q) =q¢'(1—(1-¢q)*) for all ¢ € (0,1); in
the last equality, we use that s = n/k, and hence (1 — (1 — O.(s71))*) = ©.(1).
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It follows from (6) that

(7) P[{u,v} € I for all j € [t]] = (1 — O, (E»t <n3.

n

In the last inequality, we choose C. large enough so that the corresponding probability is
at most n 3.

By the union bound, we conclude that for any (g, p)-typical graph G, the probability
that some non-edge of G is not covered by any I;; with i € [t] and j € [s] is at most
n~'. As G,, is (g,p)-typical with probability at least 1 — O(n™?) by Lemma 2.1, this
concludes the proof. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2, assuming Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 2.2. Since o(G,,,) is of order
ptlogpn (see [3, 11, 12, 19]), it suffices to show that with high probability we can find
a collection of O, (n*p?lognlog™2 pn) independent sets covering all non-edges of Grp-
Let G be an (e, p)-typical graph on n vertices and set k = e27'1% 'logpn. By Theo-
rem 2.2, for all uv ¢ FE(G,,), we have P[u,v € I}] > k*n~%/2, where I}, = I(G) is the
random independent as defined at the beginning of Section 2.
Set t = 6k2n%logn and let I,El), - I,Ef) be independent copies of I,. We have

t t
i . kz
P [{u,v} g IV for all j € [t]] -] [{u,v} z fﬂ < (1 _ _2n2) < ¢-Blogn
i=1

for every non-edge uv of an (e, p)-typical graph G. As G,,, is (¢, p)-typical with probability
at least 1 —O(n™3) by Lemma 2.1, this together with the union bound over all non-edges
of G, shows that with high probability at most ¢ independent sets are needed to cover
all non-edges of G, . U

3. THE RANDOM GREEDY INDEPENDENT SET PROCESS

In this section, we analyse the random greedy independent set process described in
Section 2 and show that, with high probability, the degrees of the vertices which are
active at step ¢ are close to their expected trajectories.

Let € € (0,2719) be a fixed constant, n be sufficiently large, (logn)?*™*n~! < p < n~¢,
G an (g, p)-typical graph on n vertices and set

_ elogpn

o 210p ’
To simplify notation in our analysis, we set Go = G, Iy = () and Vy = V(Gy). For i > 1,
we set

‘/i = Nc({vl7"'av’i})7 ]’L = {Ula"'avi} and Gl:G[‘/;]

Note that I; is the independent set built until step 4, V; is the set of available (or active)
vertices at step ¢ and G; is the subgraph of G induced by V. In addition, V; N I; = () for

all 7.
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For i > 0 and w,v € V;, we denote by N;(v) the neighbourhood of v in G; and we set
d;(v) = |N;(v)] and di(u,v) = ’Nl(u) N Ni(v)‘.

We would like to track the evolution of d;(v) for every vertex in V and show that it is
well-behaved. For this to be possible, the first step is to define an expected trajectory.
For ¢ > 0, we set

(8) di == (1 - P)ilm-
Let us also recall the definition of the error terms that we use to control the deviation
of the actual degrees from the expected trajectory. For i > 0, we set

] 1+16p\"
9) fo=4logny [~ 4y and ::( * p> fo.
pn 1—p

Note that the error is increasing, yet we have

(10) fir<fi <fe<@n)?“fo=o0(1) and

1 3
=1=x _fi
1= 7, 2
for all i € [k] and (logn)***n~! < p < n~<. To derive the inequality f, < (pn)? < f,, we
simply use that (1+ 16p)(1 —p)~! < 14 2°p < *’P. It follows from (P1) that

(11) Vil = (1 £ fi)(1 = p)'n.

for all i € [k]. Other useful estimates are

7

(12) (1 =3p)f>e™>mp)? T >N >0 and i > fy >0l

for all i € [k]. Above we use that 1 —z > e for all z € (0,1/2).

We also recall that Ay = 4p*n + 27logn is the error function used to control the size
of the common neighbourhood of any two distinct vertices in Vj, see (P3). By our choice
of p and f;, note that

Al ~
Ay = O(1) max{p*n,logn} < 4pnlogn ospn +p = fodo.
n

To see this, note that p < p/? and (pn)~' < (pn)~*/2. Thus,

(13) 1< Ay < fodo < fidi
for all 4 > 1. The estimate
(14) uiﬁﬂil—@igg@

for all ¢ > 0 shall also be useful in our analysis.
Our ultimate goal in this section is to show the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let ¢ € (0,27'%) and (logn)*™n~! < p < n™°. Let G be an n-vertex
(e,p)-typical graph and k = e27%Ylogpn. Then, the following holds for all sufficiently

—27 1 logpn

large n. With probability at least 1 —n , in the random greedy independent set

process, we have

di(v) = (1 £ f;)d;
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for allv € V; and all i € [k — 1].

If v € V;, then d;(v) = |[N(v) N N°({v1,...,v;})|. When G = G,,, and the vertices v
and vy, ..., v; are fixed, d;(v) is a binomial random variable with parameters n —i—1 and
(1 — p)p. Thus, one may hope to combine Chernoff’s inequality with the union bound
to prove Theorem 3.1 in the case where G = G,,,. However, by doing so, one would
obtain an upper bound which decays at least as exp(—pn + ilogn) for the probability
that d;(v) # (1 + f;)d; for some v. For i = k, this tends to 0 only if p > n=/2to(),

The random greedy independent set process helps to overcome the limitations of the

1/2 A “typical’ selection of vy, ..., v;

union bound when p is significantly smaller than n~
allows us to use the differential equation method to show that, with high probability, the
degrees of vertices in V; remain close to their expected values. Notably, n~!logn emerges
as a natural threshold for the range of p where our method applies. This threshold ensures
that the degrees in the host graph, such as Gy, ,, remain close to the average degree — an
essential condition for our approach.

Let 7 be the minimum between k and the first time i that d;(v) # (1 + f;)d; for some

v € V;. For a vertex v € V, we set

(15) o, =min{i :v ¢ V;} and  p, = min{7,0, — 1}.

For each v € Vj, we define the random processes (X ;)iz0 and (X;)i>o as follows: for
B e {—1,1}, let

o di(v) — d; @ fid;, if i < p,

v {dpu(v) - CLU @fpvglvpm if i > p,.

We set (F;)i>0 to be its natural filtration, that is, F; is the o-algebra generated by the
random variables Xy, ..., X;.

For every sequence (h;);>o and every ¢ > 1, define Ah; = h; — h;—1 to be the increment
of h (sometimes also called discrete derivative). Our next lemma shows that the random
processes (X, ;)i>0 and (—X;f ;)i>0 are supermartingales. We also provide upper bounds
for the absolute value of the increment and the expected increment of both processes.
Recall that a discrete random process (Z;, F;)i>o in a probability space (2, F,P) is a
supermartingale if E [Z; | F;_1] < Z;_; for every i > 1.

Lemma 3.2. For every: > 1 and v € Vj, we have
(i) E[AX, | Fi1] <0 and E [AX]|Fia] > 0;
(i) E “AXQ%H}—FJ < 3pd;_1;
(iii) max; |AX§3| < 6p*n+ 27 logn.

Proof. We have A(Xf?i) =0ifi > p,+ 1 =min{r, 0, — 1} + 1. In other words, if either
1>7+1ori>o,, then A(Xﬁ) = 0. Therefore,

A(Xgi) = A(Xﬁﬂhzi,,,m} and E [Axg';m_l] =FE [A(Xﬁ)l{av>i}]]-}_1] Lirsiy-

In the second equality we use that the event {7 > i} is F;_j-measurable.



10 FELIX JOOS AND LETICIA MATTOS

The event {0, > i} occurs if and only if v € V;. Moreover, v € V; if and only if v € V;_;
and v; ¢ N;_1[v] :== N;_1(v) U {v}. Thus, we can write

A(Xﬁ)l{api} = ( - di—l(%’, U) - ACZ’ SP) A(fzgl;)) 1{ov>i}
(16) = Y (—dia(w) — AL @A) ) L e

uEVrb;l\Nifl[v]
For simplicity, for every non-negative j and v € V}, we set

d;(v) +1
M, ;= Z di(u,v) and Qj =Plvjy1 & Njjv]] =1— %
j

As Plv; =u| = |V;_1|™! for all u € V;_; and the choice of v; is independent from the
o-algebra F;_1, it follows from (16) that

Mv,i—l 1{v€Vi71}

(17) E [A(Xg)1{0v>i}|ﬁ_1] - |V 1| + ( - ACZL S A(figlvi))in—ll{veVifl}
and that

@ M’U,i*l]‘{ve‘/i_l} 0l e
(18) E [‘A(Xv,i)l{av>i}‘|~;ri—l] < + |Adi| + |A(fidi)|.

- Vi1l
Note that AOAZ;- = —p&;_l, as (Z =(1 —p)ipn (by (8)), and

(19) A(fzgi) = filMd; + di Af; = (L=p)fi — fi—l)CZ—l =16, 1pd;_1,

as f; = (11%1;’)70 (see (9)). If the event {7 > i,v € V,_;} occurs, then it follows
from (10), (11) and (14) that

(L% fis)dio +1
2 i1 =1— =1 —p+3fiip.
(20) Go,i1 Q£ 00— pin pE3fisp

Now, note that if the event {r > i, v € V;_1} occurs, then by (19) and (20) we obtain

(- Ad; ® A(fﬂi‘))%,i—l = (1@ 16f;_1)(1 — p £ 3f;1p)pdi_
(21) = (1+ (®16 £ 1) fi1)pdi_i.

Above, we use that p < fo < fi_1.

Next, we estimate M, ;_;. Observe that M, ;_; equals the number of edges in G;_;
which have one endpoint in N;_1(v) and another in V;_; \ N;_1[v]. By double-counting,
we obtain

(22) M= Y dia(we)= D dia(uw) —dia(v) = 2eq, ,(Nia(v)),

’lLEV;'_l\NZ'_l[’U] UGNi_l(’U)

where eq, , (V;—1(v)) denotes the number of edges induced by G;_; in the set NV;_;(v). If
the event {7 > i} occurs, then we can replace d;_1(u) by (1+£ f;_1)d;_; for all u € N;_1[v]
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in (22). By using that 2e(N;_1(v)) < d;—1(v)Ay by (P3), we obtain that if the event
{T > i, v € V;_1} occurs, then it follows from (10)—(14) and (22) that

M, ;1 _ (1+ fi—l)gz‘—1
Vil Vil

= (1% fim1) (1 + gfi—1> D ((1 + %fi—l) diy + O(fi—ldvi—l))

(23) = (1£4fi1)pd;_1.

(0 i)y =14 45)

Next, we combine (17), (21) and (23), and obtain
E[AXG|Fia] = E[AXE) o> Finr] Lroi
= (P16 £ 5)fi—1p(ffvi—11{rzi,ue%71}'

Thus, E [AX,|Fi—1] <0 and E[AX],|F;_1] > 0. Similarly, by combining (18), (19)
and (23), and using that f;_; = o(1) and Ad; = —pd;_1, we obtain

E “AXS?iH]:iﬂ] < 3p67¢,1.

Now it remains to bound |AXS?i| from above. If the event {0, < i} occurs, then
|AX§?7;\ = (. Otherwise, \AXE% < maxyev,_, do(u, v)+|Ad;|+|A(fid;)|. By property (P3)
combined with (19) and the fact that |A(fid;)| < |Ady| = |pdi_1| < |pdo| = p*n, we have
max; |AXS?1.\ < 6p*n + 2"1log n, which completes the proof. O

In order to prove Theorem 3.1, we shall use Freedman’s inequality.

Lemma 3.3 (Freedman’s inequality). Let (X;, F;), be a supermartingale in a probability
space (2, F,P), where F; C F and X; is a random variable in (2, F;) for alli. Let R € R
be such that max; |X; — X;_1| < R. Let V(m) be the quadratic variation of the process

until step m, that 1is,

V(m) =Y E[(X;—Xi1)"| Fina] -

i=1

Then, for everyt,s > 0, we have

t2
P[Xy — Xo >t and V(m) < s] < exp <‘m) '

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. For every i € [k — 1], the event {r = i} occurs if and only if
there exists a vertex v € V; such that d;(v) # (1 + fl)cz Thus, it suffices to show that
Pr < k] <n~% "logrm

Let i € [k] and v € V;. We have d;(v) > (1 + fi)d; or di(v) < (1 — f;)d; if and only if
X, >0or X;L, ; < 0, respectively. Then, we can write

Plr=i< > PH{r=in{X;,>0}]+P[{r>i}n{X}, <0}].
veV(G)
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By Property (P2), we have dy(v) = (1 + f—;)%, which implies that X, < —JOfO/Q and
Xy > dofo/2 for all v € Vy. In particular, if either {X; > 0} or {X; < 0} occur, then

we must have either

dq dq
Xoi— Xy > OTfO oo =X+ X5 > OTf”
respectively. By Lemma 3.2, the random processes (X, ), and (=X, )i, are su-

permartingales. Thus, we can bound the probability of occurence of these events via
Freedman’s inequality (Lemma 3.3).
It follows from Lemma 3.2 (ii) and (iii) that

Y E[(AXE) | Fin] < mj‘XmXS?ﬂ Y E[IAXE]| Fii]
=1 j=1

< 2°(p’n+ plogn) Z 673'—1
=1

= 2°(p*n® + p’nlogn) Y (1 —p)’~*
j=1

< 2%(p*n® + pnlogn).

By Freedman’s inequality, and using that fy = o(1) and c?o = pn, we have

P [Xv_i - X0 > M] < exp <— (fodo)” )
’ ’ 2 212(

p*n +logn)(pn + fodo)
firn
= (_ 2'3(p°n + log n)>
log® nlog pn + p*nlog®n
<exp|-— .
( 29(p?n + logn) )

In the last inequality, we use the definition of fy (see (9)). Let E denote the absolute
value of the exponent in the last term. If p?n > logn, then E > 27%p*nlog® n(p?n +
logn)~' > 271%1og? n, and hence the right-hand side of (24) is at most exp(—2~"log®n);
if p?n < logn, then E > 27%log® nlogpn(p*n + logn)~! > 27'lognlog pn, and hence

(24)

the right-hand side of (24) is at most exp(—27'%lognlogpn). Therefore, in both cases

we have

P [XU_Z - X0 % < 2 Wlogpn o0 P [—X;‘Z + XJO > %] <y Ologpn

Summing over all v € V; and i € [k — 1], we obtain that P[r < k] < n=2 " loarn, O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2

In this section we prove Theorem 2.2. Recall the random greedy independent set
process described in Section 2 and its analysis in Section 3. We denote Gy = G, Vj =
V(Gy), and vy, ..., v; the vertices selected in the first ¢ steps of the process. For ¢ > 1,

we set V; = N({vq,...,v;}) to be the common non-neighbourhood of vy, ..., v;. As in
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Section 3, we denote by 7 the minimum between k = 271% ! log pn and the first time 4
that d;(v) # (1 + f;)d; for some v € V.

Conditioned on the event {7 > i}, our next lemma yields the probability that a specified
vertex is chosen at step ¢ given that it is in G;_1, as well as the probability that a vertex
or non-edge of G;,_; is in G;.

Lemma 4.1. Let e € (0,27'%) and (logn)?***n~! <p < n=c. Let G be an n-vertez (&, p)-
typical graph and k = 27 p Ylogpn. Let s € [k] and let J C V(G) be an independent
set in G with |J| € [2]. Ifve J and € C{J CV,_y, 7 > s}, with P[E] > 0, then

(i) P o, =v|€] = (1 +2f_1)(1 —p)~*F'n!, and
(ii) P[J CV4|€] =1 — [J[(1 £35f,_1/12)p.

Proof. Let H C G be an induced subgraph with {G;_1 = H} C £ and P[G,_; = H] > 0.
Observe that £ is the disjoint union of such events for different choices of H. Note that
assuming {Gs_1 = H} implies v € V(Gs_1). In addition, v is chosen uniformly from
V(G,-1). Hence, P [v, = v|G,_y = H] = v(H)~'. Note that, by the choice of H and (11),
we have v(H) = (1 + f,_1)(1 — p)* 'n. By combining this with (10), we obtain

1 1+£2f 4

(25) P v, =v|Gsoy = H| = T

By the choice of H, we have dy(u) = (14 f,_1)dy_ for all w € V(H). Thus, it follows
from (P3) and the estimates (10), (13) and (14) that

P[Jg%‘Gs_lzﬂ}zl_M_l [T[((1 £ fomt)dsor +1) £ Ay

o(H) v(H)
=1—|J (1 + (17/6 + 0(1))f371)p
(26) —1-|J| (1 + 35fs_1/12)p.

In the last inequality, we use that (1 £ f,_ 1) 1+ ) + Ay = (1 + (4/3 + 0(1))fi> and
that v(H)™' = (1£3f,_1/2)(1—p)~C"Yn~L Ttems (i) and (ii) follow from (25) and (26),
respectively, by summing over all induced subgraphs H C G such that {G,_1 = H} C &
and P |G,y = H] > 0. O
Foru,v e V5, 0<i<j<kand 0 <t <y, set
{u,vEVt,T>t} if 0<t<u;
EM (u,v) = {vi:u,vel/;,7'>t} if 1 <t<y;
{vi:u, vj:v,T>j} if t=7.
Our next lemma is a crucial step towards proving Theorem 2.2, as it yields the asymptotic

behaviour of P [Ef’j(u, v)}Sti;jl (u,v)] for all t € [j].

Lemma 4.2. Let e € (0,271%) and (logn)?***n~! <p < n~c. Let G be an n-vertez (&, p)-
typical graph and k = €27 1% logpn. For all distinct u,v € Vi such that uwv ¢ E(Gy)



14 FELIX JOOS AND LETICIA MATTOS

and 0 <1 < j <k, we have

1= (14 Tpey)XE£3fim)p if telj—1\{i};

P gti’j ) & ) -
L T

Proof. Fix 1,5 with 0 < ¢ < j < k and distinct u,v € Vj such that wv ¢ E(Gy). For
simplicity, write & = & (u, v) for all t.

Let ¢ € [i — 1]. It follows from the bound P [r = ¢] < n~2 " 18" given by Theorem 3.1
and Lemma 4.1(ii) with s = ¢, J = {u,v} and £ = &_ that

P [5t|gt—1] =P [U,U < W'gt—l] +P [7' = t|(€t_1]

—27 M logpn

n
(27) =1-2(1+35f,_1/12)p+ BlE ]
We shall use (27) to prove by induction that P[&|&—1] = 1 — 2(1 £ 3f;—1)p for all
tefi—1]. By (P2) we have P[E] =P[r > 1] = 1. Asn~2 187 <« n=3/2 < fop by (12)
and pn > 1, we obtain from (27) that P[&£|&] = 1 — 2(1 £ 3fy)p. This settles the base
case.
Suppose that 2 <t < i —1 and that P [&|E-1] =1 —2(1 £3f,_1)p > 1 — 3p for all
set—1]. As & C &1 and P[&)] = 1, it follows from the induction hypothesis that
P& > (1 —3p)® for all s € [t — 1]. By combining (12) and (27), we obtain

n72_1110gpn
P&E|E 1] =1—2(1£35f_1/12)p+ T
=1-2(1£35f1/12)p£n 2 ~loerm

(28) = 1-201£3f)p=>1-3p.

This completes the inductive argument.
Next, we show that P [&‘&,1] ~ (1 —p)~"1n~t. Indeed, we have

P& =Plvi = u, {u,v} CV,oy, 7 > ] £ P[r = (]
=P [Ui = u, 87;_1] + n_Q_H log pn
1+2fi

- P lE ] e

In the second equality, we use Theorem 3.1; and in the third inequality we use (10) and
Lemma 4.1(i) with s = ¢, J = {u,v} and € = &;_;. It follows from (12) and (28) that

fi—lp[gi—ﬂ > f0(1 - 3P)i71 > n—2*6e—3/2 > n—rlllogpn
(1-p)~'n =~ n - ’

and hence, again by (12) and (28),

1+ 3f7;_1 )Z_l > n72*1210gpn'

(29) P [51] = m i—1] = % ; T
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Let t € {i +1,...,7 — 1}. Analogously to (27), it follows from Theorem 3.1 and
Lemma 4.1(ii) with s = ¢, J = {v} and € = &_; that

P [gt‘gtfl] =P [’U c ‘/t|gt,1] +P [7_ = t’gtfl]

71—2*11 log pn
30 =1—-—(1%+35f,1/12)p £ ————
( ) ( ft 1/ )p P [gtfl]
Next, we show that P[&|E-1] = 1 — (1 £ 3fiq)p fort € {i+1,...,57 — 1}, again by
induction. By combining (29) with (30) we obtain P[£;44|&] = 1 — (1 £ 3f;)p. This
establishes the base case of the induction.
Suppose that t € {i+1,...,j— 1} and that P[&|E_1] =1 — (1 £3fs_1)p > 1—2p for
allse {i+1,...,t—1}. As & C & and fs—1 = o(1), it follows from (12), (29) and the
induction hypothesis that

t—1 t—1
P&, 1 —2p)k 12
Pl&a] =P&] [] W[ ]1] =Pl&] [[ PleJE] > % > 2 logpn,
s=i+1 5= s=i+1

We complete the inductive argument by combining these bounds with (12) and (30).
Finally, it remains to show that P[&;|€;_1] = (1 £3f;-1)(1 —p)?*'n~'. For this, note
that, by Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 4.1(i) with s = j, J = {u,v} and €& = &;_1, we have

P& =Py, =v,v=u, 7> j+ 1] =P[v; = v, §_1] £ P[r = j]
1+ 2f'71 _9—11
1 = " P&+ n? leern,
(31) (1—-p)i-in (-] £

AsP[E|E 1] > 1—3pforall s € [j —1]\ {i} and P[&|E; 1] > (2n)~! by (29), we obtain

32) P = Pl T e ~ T plede = L2207

From (9), (12) and (32) we obtain

fiaPl€ia] o fol — 3p)/? S 2 logpn
(1—p)i—tn — 2n? ’

and hence, by (31) we have

1+3f;
(1-p)i-in

This concludes the proof. O

P[] = P&l

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let G be as in the statement and let u,v € V(G) be distinct
vertices such that uv ¢ E(G). Let v; be the vertex selected in the ith step of the random
greedy independent set process. It suffices to show that, for every ¢, j with 0 <1 < 5 < k,
we have P [v; = u,v; = v] = (1 + o(1))n"2.
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From now on, we fix 4, j with 0 < i < j < k. For simplicity, we write & = £/ (u, v) for
all £. Note that

In the last inequality above, we use that P[&] = P[r > 1] = 1 (by (P2)) and that
& C &y for all t € [j]. Together with Lemma 4.2, this implies that

i—1 j—1
. 1+o(1
Plv; =u,v; =v,7 > j| = z+(—)2 5 - H (1-2(1£3f1)p) H (1= (1+3f-1)p)
<1 —p) T t=1 t=i+1
1 + 0(1) i—1 j—i—1
= — (1 —2(1+£3 1—(1+£3 .
(1 —p)iti—2n2 ( ( fk)p) ( ( flc)p)
It is routine to verify that for every x € (0,1/2), we have 1 —z = e~**27*  Coonsequently,

the right-hand side of the display above equals
(1-+ o) exp (p(i + ) — 201 % 3fu)pi — (L= 3f)plj — i) = Olp + 17 + 1)) ).
and hence

Plv; = u,v; =v,7 > j] = (L4 o(1))n ? exp (£O(p + (p° + fip)(i + j)))
(33) — (1+ o1))n~2 exp (£O(fipk))

In the last equality, we simply use that i + 7 = O(k) and that p*k = O(plogpn) = o(1).
Now we claim that fypk = o(1). Indeed, it follows from (10) and k& = €27 1% ! log pn
that

) ) | 1/2
fupk < (pn)> " fylogpn < h == 4(pn)* logn (% “”) ogpn
Thus, it suffices to show that h*> — 0 as n — oo. If (pn)~'logpn < p, then
h? = O((log n)4n2748p1+2745) = O(nr%p) =o(1),
because p < n~° by assumption. If (pn)~*logpn > p, then
h* = O((log n)Q(logpn)S(pn)’HT%).
Observe that h? — 0 if and only if ((logn)?(logpn)?) T < pn. But now note that

(logn)*(log pn)*) > _ ((log n)?(log pn)*)"+</*

n n

< p.

In the first inequality, we use that (1 —27%¢)™" < 1+ ¢/4 for all ¢ € (0,1/2). In the
second inequality, we use (logn)*™*n~! < p by assumption. It follows from (33) that
Plv; = u,v; =v,7 > j] = (14 o(1))n"2. This together with Theorem 3.1 completes the
proof. O
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5. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.1
In this section, we prove Lemma 2.1. Our main tool is Chernoft’s inequality.

Lemma 5.1 (Chernoff’s inequality). Let Y be a binomial random variable. For every
t > 0, we have
t2
PllY —E[Y]|>t] <2 —_— .
IV~ E V)12 4 < 20w (~ iy )
Proof of Lemma 2.1. Let €, n and p as in the statement. To simplify notation, for every

set S C V(G,,) of size at most €271 log pn, we set
s = (1=p)¥n and B =E[N(S)]) = (n —[S])(1 - p)".

We start by first showing that E; > 4ilogn for every i € [82710]971 log pn}. This will
be useful later when we apply Chernoff’s inequality to prove that (P1) holds with high
probability. Note that pn > (logn)*™ > (logn)i—27%. By raising both sides to the

)1—2*9

power of 1 —27% and using that logn > log np, we obtain (pn > lognlognp, and

hence

- logn
() >
log pn n
As 1 —x > e for all z € (0,1/2) and @ — e ?'/i is decreasing, for every i €
[£27p~ ! log pn|, we have

— )t —2pi 10
(1 .p) > € N (pn)_zfg‘f 2%p N logn.
1 1 elogpn n
This implies that
(34) E;=(1-p)'(n—1i)> (8logn — (1 —p)')i > 4ilogn

for every i € [e271% ! log pn], which proves our claim.

For i € [e27% tlogpn], set t = t(i) = 4v/iE;logn. Now we claim that t* >
8i(logn) max(2FE;,t). Indeed, we have t* = 16iF; logn by choice of ¢t. If 2E; > ¢, then
the statement is trivial. Otherwise, this is equivalent to t > 8ilogn, and (34) proves
this claim. By Chernoft’s inequality combined with the union bound, it follows that the
probability that [|[N°(S)| — Ejg| > ¢ for some set S of size i < £27p~'log pn is at most

. 12 . t? .
i o < nl o < —31.
" eXp( 2Ei+t> =N eXp( ZmaX(ZEi,t)> ="
Since |S| < /|S|n implies that |S|(1 — p)l*l < /|S|n(1 — p)I5T = /]S]ws), we conclude
that with probability at least 1 — >, n™% =1 —0(n?) for every set S C V(G,,,,) of size
at most €27 1% !log pn, we have

IN“(S)| = Eis| & 44/|S|E|s|logn
= pys) — (1 = p)I*I|S| £ 44/|Spjs) log n

Sllogn
= ps) £ 5¢/1S]pis logn = pyg <1i5 ||u—sg>
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Thus, (P1) holds with probability at least 1 —O(n™?), provided that 25u;'slogn < f2
holds for every s € [e271% 71 logpn]. Indeed, note that

25slogn < log nlog pn < £2 = 1610g®n (logpn —i—p) .
n pn pn

By multiplying both sides by (1 — p)~*, we obtain
2
25slogn _ 25slogn < G <
s n(l—p)* = (1-p)°
and this proves (P1).
Finally, it remains to show that (P2) and (P3) hold with probability at least 1—O(n3).

Again by Chernoft’s inequality, we obtain

(1 + 16?)28 _ f2
(ErE

2
] < 2exp <—%> < exp (— Q(log’n))
for every v € V(G,, ;). Here, we use that fy <1 and that log®n < fépn. By taking the
union bound over all vertices in V(G,,;), we obtain that (P2) holds with probability at
least 1 — O(n™3).

For (P3), again by Chernoff’s inequality, for every pair of distinct vertices u,v €
V(G,,p), we obtain

Jopn

Pl ld(v) —pn| >

2

P |||N(u) N N(v)| —p’n| > %} < 2exp (—m) < 2exp (—%) =o(n™%).

Here, we use that Ay > 4p*n and A, > 27log n. By taking the union bound over all pairs
of vertices in V(G,,,), it follows that (P3) holds with probability at least 1 — O(n™?).
This completes the proof. O
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