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LOWER MATCHING CONJECTURE, AND A NEW PROOF OF
SCHRIJVER’S AND GURVITS’S THEOREMS

PETER CSIKVARI

ABSTRACT. Friedland’s Lower Matching Conjecture asserts that if G is a d-regular
bipartite graph on v(G) = 2n vertices, and m(G) denotes the number of matchings

of size k, then
2 n(d—p)
n d—7p
> — dp)™P
mi(G) = (k) < 7 > (dp)™?,

where p = % When p = 1, this conjecture reduces to a theorem of Schrijver which
says that a d-regular bipartite graph on v(G) = 2n vertices has at least

(d _ 1)d71 n
Jd—2
perfect matchings. L. Gurvits proved an asymptotic version of the Lower Matching
Conjecture, namely he proved that
Inmg(G) _ 1 d D
_— > = In( - d—p)ln(1—=)—-2(1—-p)In(1 — 1).
6 2 (5) Fa-pm(1-5) - 20 -pn - p) ) +oue (1)

In this paper, we prove the Lower Matching Conjecture. In fact, we will prove
a slightly stronger statement which gives an extra c,/n factor compared to the
conjecture if p is separated away from 0 and 1, and is tight up to a constant factor
if p is separated away from 1. We will also give a new proof of Gurvits’s and
Schrijver’s theorems, and we extend these theorems to (a,b)-biregular bipartite
graphs.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper we use standard terminology, but the second paragraph of
Section 2 might help the Reader in case of a concept undefined in the Introduction.

One of the best known theorem concerning the number of perfect matchings of a
d-regular graph is due to A. Schrijver and M. Voorhoeve.

Theorem 1.1 (A. Schrijver [25] for general d, M. Voorhoeve [27] for d = 3). Let
G be a d-regular bipartite graph on 2n vertices and let pm(G) denote the number of
perfect matchings of G. Then

i) > (U507

There are two different proofs of Theorem [LIL The original one is due to A.
Schrijver [25], and another proof using stable polynomials is due to L. Gurvits [13],
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for a beautiful account to this proof see [18]. In this paper we will give a third proof
of this theorem which is essentially different from the previous ones.

In [9], S. Friedland, E. Krop and K. Markstrom, conjectured a possible general-
ization of this theorem which extends Schrijver’s theorem to any size of matchings.
This conjecture became known as Friedland’s Lower Matching Conjecture:

Conjecture 1.2 (Friedland’s Lower Matching Conjecture [9]). Let G be a d-regular
bipartite graph on v(G) = 2n vertices, and let m(G) denote the number of matchings

of size k, then
2 n(d—p)
n d—rp
> -7 np
my(G) > (k:) ( y ) (dp)™,

They also proposed an asymptotic version of this conjecture which was later proved
by L. Gurvits in [14].

k

n'

where p =

Theorem 1.3 (L. Gurvits [14]). Let G be a d—regular bipartite graph on v(G) = 2n
vertices, and let my(G) denote the number of matchings of size k, then

where p = %

When p = 1 this result almost reduces to Schrijver’s theorem, but Gurvits used this
special case to establish the general case. More precisely, Gurvits used the following
result of Schrijver: let A = (a,;) be a doubly stochastic matrix, and A = (a;;), where
a;; = a;;(1 — a;;), then the permanent of A satisfies the inequality

Per(A) > H(1 — a;;).

Note that Gurvits [14] proved an effective version of Theorem [I.3] but for our purposes
any oy (1) term would suffice, as we will "vanish" it. More details on Gurvits’s
results can be found at Remark [3.3]

It is worth introducing some notation for the function appearing in Theorem [1.3],
and with some foresight we introduce another function with parameters a,b which
will be important for us when we study (a, b)-biregular graphs.

Definition 1.4. Let 0 < ¢ <1 and
H(q) = —(¢In(q) + (1 = ¢)In(1 — q))

with the usual convention that H(0) = H(1) = 0. Furthermore, for a positive integer
dand 0 < p <1 let

1 d P
Galp) = 5 (i (5) +@=pm (1= 5) ~20 - pimati =),
and for positive integers a and b, let

a a+b b a+b 1 ab a+b
= H H —pln(ab) — H
G (p) a+b ( 2a p)+a+b ( 20 p)+2pn(a) a+b <2abp)’

where 0 < p < min(az—fb, f—fb)
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Note that one can rewrite G, ;(p) as follows:

1 2ab 2ab a+b
— 2 p.n (=T LY oY (1 - _
Gas(p) 2 (p n ((a—l—b)p) + (a+b p) . ( 2ab p)

_ 2a _ I 1_a+b B 2b B I 1_a+b
a-+b p 2ap a+b P 2bp ’

From this form it is clear that for a = b = d, we have G4(p) = G,(p). Later it will
turn out that G4(p) is the so-called entropy function of the infinite d-regular tree Ty,
and G, ;(p) is the entropy function of the infinite (a, b)-biregular tree T, .

To show the connection between Conjecture and Theorem [L.3], let us introduce
one more parameter. Let p = £, and let pu be the probability that a random variable

n’

with distribution Binomial(n, p) takes its mean value p = k. In other words,

pu= ()P - )"
(i)

With this new notation the function appearing in Conjecture [L.2] is

(Z) | <%) " e - PP (2nGa(p).

Hence Conjecture claims that
mi(G) = p;, exp(2nGa(p))-
It turns out that a slightly stronger statement is true.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a d-regular bipartite graph on v(G) = 2n vertices, and let
my(G) denote the number of matchings of size k. Furthermore, let p = %, and p,, be
the probability that a random variable with distribution Binomial(n,p) takes its mean
value = k. Then

mi(G) > puexp(2nGy(p)).

In particular, Conjecture [I.2 holds true. Furthermore, for every 0 < k < n there
exists a d-reqular bipartite graph G on 2n vertices such that

1—p/d
m(G) <3 [ PRt exp(2nGa(p))-
Note that p, ~ ——1L____ this means that if p is separated away from 0 and 1,

v/ 2mp(1—p)n

then we can obtain an extra c¢,\/n factor compared to Conjecture Also note that
Dp = HLH > ﬁ always holds true. This inequality might be easier to handle in some
cases.

We will practically show that Theorem [[.3]implies Conjecture The idea of the
proof of Theorem is to convert Gurvits’s theorem to a statement on analytical
functions arising from statistical mechanics. Then tools from analysis and probability
theory together with a simple observation will enable us to replace the term o) (1) in
Gurvits’s theorem with an effective one which is slightly better than the corresponding
term in the original Gurvits’s theorem (see Remark [3.3)).

We offer one more theorem for d-regular bipartite graphs.
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Theorem 1.6. Let G be a d-regular bipartite graph on v(G) = 2n wvertices, and let
my(G) denote the number of matchings of size k. Let 0 < p < 1, then

CIC () RIS (e

When p = 1, Theorem [LGlimmediately gives back Theorem [Tl Indeed, when p = 1
only the term m,,(G) (é (1 — é))n does not vanish on the left hand side, because of

the term (1 — p)?™=* and we get that

1 1 n 1 nd
- 1-= >(1—=
i (3(-3)) = (-3)
which is equivalent with
d—1)1\"
m(©) = (Yo

As we mentioned Theorem [L.3limplies Theorem [[.5, but the main goal of this paper
is to give a new proof of Gurvits’s and Schrijver’s theorems with a novel method.
This method will be used to prove Theorem too. This new proof shows that
the extremal graph is in some sense the d-regular infinite tree. Indeed, we will
show that the function on the right hand side of Theorem [I.3] is nothing else than
the so-called entropy function of the d-regular infinite tree; the entropy functions
of finite and infinite graphs will be introduced in Section 2. It means that for a
deeper understanding of these theorems, one needs to step out from the universe of
finite graphs. We will do it by the recently developed theory of Benjamini-Schramm
convergence of bounded degree graphs. This new technique also enables us to extend
these theorems to (a, b)—biregular bipartite graphs.

Theorem 1.7. Let G = (A, B, E) be an (a,b)-biregular bipartite graph on v(G)
vertices such that every vertex in A has degree a, and every vertex in B has degree b.
Assume that a > b, i. e., |A| < |B|. Let mp(G) denote the number of matchings of
size k, and p = U?é). Furthermore, let ¢ = “2—*:’]7, and let p, be the probability that a

random variable with distribution Binomial(|Al, q) takes its mean value u = k. Then

my(G) = puexp(v(G) - Gap(p))-

Note that if £ = |A|, then p, = 1, and p, > IA\% > ﬁ holds true for any p.

One can view Theorem [[.7] and the other results as extremal graph theoretic prob-
lems where one seeks for the extremal value of a certain graph parameter p(G) in a
given family G of graphs. In extremal graph theory it is a classical idea to try to find
some graph transformation ¢ such that p(G) < p(¢(G)) (or p(G) > p(p(G))), and
©(G) € G for every G € G. Then we apply this transformation as long as we can, and
when we stop then we know that the extremal graph must be in a special subfamily of
G, where the optimization problem can be solved easily. See for instance the proof of
Turan’s theorem using Zykov’s symmetrization [28]. In our case, the transformation
¢ will be simply any 2-lift of the graph (see Definition [1]). The new ingredient in
our proof is that the sequence of graphs obtained by applying repeatedly the 2-lifts
will not stabilize, but instead converge to the infinite biregular tree. In fact, most of
our work is related to the graph convergence part, and not the graph transformation
part.



NEW PROOF OF SCHRIJVER’S AND GURVITS’S THEOREMS 5

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section we introduce all the
necessary tools including the density function p(G,t), the entropy function Ag(p),
the Benjamini—Schramm convergence, and the computation of the entropy function
of the infinite biregular tree. In this section we also give various results on the number
of matchings of random (bi)regular graphs which shows the tightness of our results.
In particular, we prove the second half of Theorem here. In Section 3 we show
that Gurvits’s theorem is equivalent with certain (effective) statement on the entropy
function. In Section 4 we give the new proof of Schrijver’s and Gurvits’s theorem
together with the main part of the proof of Theorem [L.7l In Section 5 we deduce
Theorem from the new version of Gurvits’s theorem, we prove Theorem [L.6, and
we also finish the proof of Theorem [L.7]

Some advice how to read this paper. This paper is occasionally a bit tech-
nical, especially Section 2l In order to make it easier to read this paper we roughly
summarize this paper and give a road map for the first reading. Assuming that the
Reader is mainly interested in the proof of Theorem we first give an idea how the
proof works.

Assume that p(G) is some graph parameter related to matchings and it is normal-
ized in such a way that we can compare graphs on different sizes, in particular it
makes sense to compare two d-regular graphs. For instance

p(G) = 71115?16;()6;)

is such a graph parameter. We will prove that for a bipartite d-regular graph we
have

p(G) = p(Ta),

where p(T,) apriori does not make sense, but can be defined as a limit lim; ., p(H;),
where H; is a sequence of graphs "converging locally" to T,;. The plan is the following:
we define a sequence of graphs G; such that G = G and

p(G) = p(Go) > p(G1) = p(G2) > p(G3) > ...
and

lim p(Gi) = p(T).

1—00
This clearly gives that
p(G) > p(Ty).

A technical difficulty arises from the fact it is not really convenient to work with

the parameter

Instead we use the entropy function Ag(p) which is strongly related to the parameter
q(G), but is more amenable to any analysis. So Ag(p) will play the role of p(G). Of
course, we need some tools to transfer our knowledge from Ag(p) to ¢(G), but it is
again just a technical problem.

So by keeping in mind our very simple plan and our techincal difficulty we suggest
the following road map for the first reading: (1) first read the alternative definition
of A¢(p), Remark 22 this is a definition which is easy to understand, then take
a quick look at its properties, Proposition 2] without reading its proof, (2) read
the definition of Benjamini-Schramm convergence, Definition and Example 2.7
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(3) jump to Section Ml read it only till the proof of Theorem [T and [[3 (4) finally
read Section Bl We believe that only reading this core of the paper will give a good
impression of the content of this paper and the novel method applied in this paper.

Let us mention that if the Reader is familiar with Gurvits’s result, Theorem [L3]
and only wants to know how one can derive Theorem [[.3] from it then after step (1)
in the above plan one can jump immediately to Section B and then Section

2. PRELIMINARIES AND BASIC NOTIONS

This section is mostly reproduced from the paper [2]. We could have simply cited
this paper, but for the sake of the convenience of the Reader, we also included the
proofs.

Throughout the paper, G denotes a finite graph with vertex set V(G) and edge
set F(G). The number of vertices is denoted by v(G). The degree of a vertex is
the number of its neighbors. A graph is called d—regular if every vertex has degree

exactly d. A cycle C is a sequence of vertices vy, v, ..., vy such that v; # v; if ¢ # j
and (v;,vi41) € E(G) for i = 1,...,k, where vg; = v;. The length of the cycle is
k in this case. A k-matching is a set of edges {ej,..., e} such that for any i and
J, the vertex set of e; and e; are disjoint, in other words, ey, ..., e, cover 2k vertices

together. A perfect matching is a matching which covers every vertices. A graph
is called bipartite if the vertices can be colored with two colors such that all edges
connect two vertices of different colors. The standard notation for bipartite graph is
G = (A, B, E), where A and B denote the vertex sets corresponding to the two color
classes.

Let G = (V, E)) be a finite graph on v(G) vertices, and my(G) denotes the number
of k-matchings (mo(G) = 1). Let ¢t be a non-negative real number; in statistical
mechanics it is called the activity. Let

[v(G)/2]
MG t)= Y mp(G)t,
k=0
and
[v(G)/2]
wGiz) = Y (=D)fmp (@)@,

k=0
We call M(G,t) the matching generating functionf!] , (G, x) the matching polynomial
[16, 10, [IT]. Clearly, they encode the same information. Let

2t - LM (G, t)

p(G’ t) =

o(G) - M(G.1)
and
F(G,1) = % — Sp(@.) ().

We will call p(G, t) the density function. Note that there is a natural interpretation of
p(G,t). Assume that we choose a random matching M with probability proportional
to t!MI. Then the expected number of vertices covered by a random matching is

p(G,1t) - v(G).

ITn statistical mechanics, it is called the partition function of the monomer-dimer model.
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Let 20(C)
. v

p (G) - U(G) )
where v(G) denotes the number of edges in the largest matching. If G contains a
perfect matching, then clearly p* = 1. The function p = p(G, t) is a strictly monotone
increasing function which maps [0, 00) to [0,p*), where p* = p*(G). Therefore, its
inverse function ¢ = ¢(G,p) maps [0,p*) to [0,00). (If G is clear from the context,
then we simply write t(p) instead of ¢(G, p).) Let

Aa(p) = F(G,t(p))

if p < p*, and Ag(p) = 0 if p > p*. Note that we have not defined \g(p*) yet. We
define it as a limit:

Ac(p’) = lim Ag(p).

p/'p*
We will show that this limit exists, see part (c) of Proposition 211 We will call A¢(p)
the entropy function of the graph G.
The intuitive meaning of A\g(p) is the following. Assume that we want to count
the number of matchings covering p fraction of the vertices. Let us assume that it
makes sense: p = U% and so we wish to count my(G). Then

v(G)
_ Inmy(G)

The more precise formulation of this statement will be given in Proposition .11

Proposition 2.1. [2] Let G be a finite graph.
(a) Let rG be the union of r disjoint copies of G. Then

Aa(p) = Ava(p)-
(b) If p < p*, then

(c) The limit

p/'p*
exists.
(d) Let k < v(G) and p = % Then
Inmi(G)| _ Inv(G)
A — < )
(e R ()
(e) Let k = v(Q), then for p* = % we have
In mk(G’)
Ag(p) = ————=.
G(p ) U(G)
In particular, if G contains a perfect matching then,
Inpm(G)
Ao(l) = ————=.
R RT()

(f) If for some function f(p) we have
Aa(p) = f(p) + ou)(1)
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for all graphs G, then

Aa(p) = f(p).
(g9) If for some graphs G1 and Gy we have
In M(Gy,t) _ In M(Go,t)
>
v(Gh) v(Ga)

for everyt > 0, then

)‘G1 (p) > )‘G2(p)
for every 0 <p < 1.

Remark 2.2. Part (a) and (d) of Proposition 2] together suggest an alternative
definition for the entropy function A\g(p) for p < p*: let (k,) be a sequence of integers
such that

lim 2k, _

r—o0 70(G) —Pp

then | o
Aelp) = Ji P
In general when we have an infinite graph L, say Z9, then it is a natural idea to
consider a graph sequence G; converging to L and and to take a sequence (k;) such
that
lim 2k
i=oo v(Gi)

=D
then to consider | @)
. nmg Gy
A = lim ————=.

In this sense, this alternative definition is nothing else than to consider the "G-
lattice", infinitely many disjoint copies of G and approximate it with G; = iG, the
union of ¢ copies of G.

This alternative definition is much more natural, especially from a statistical phys-
ical point of view. On the other hand, this definition is hard to work with.

We will need some preparation to prove Proposition 2.1l Among many others we
will need the following fundamental theorem about the matching polynomial.

Theorem 2.3 (Heilmann and Lieb [16]). The zeros of the matching polynomial
w(G,x) are real, and if the largest degree D of G is greater than 1, then all zeros
lie in the interval [—2v/D — 1,2v/D —1].

We will also use the following theorem of Darroch.

Lemma 2.4 (Darroch’s rule [6]). Let P(x) = > ,_,axx® be a polynomial with only
positive coefficients and real zeros. If

1 P'(1) 1
k — k+——
n—kt2 PO TR
then k is the unique number for which ap = max(ay,as,...,a,). If, on the other
hand,
1 P'(1)
k k+1— ——
TreSP ST T TR

then either ap or ayyy is the maximal element of ay,as, ..., ay,.
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Proof of Proposition[21l. (a) Note that
M(rG,t) = M(G,t)"
implying that p(rG,t) = p(G, ) and A.c(p) = Ac(p)-

(b) Since
_ nMe) jy(g 0 %p -In(t)

we have

d
dAc(p) :< L ,dtM(G’t).ﬁ—%<ln(t)+29'%'£)> = —5 ().

since

by definition.

(¢) From %Ag(p) = —11Int(p) we see that for p > p(G, 1), the function A (p) is
monotone decreasing. (We can also see that A\g(p) is a concave-down function.)
Hence

lim A(p) = inf  Aa(p).
Jlim a(p) nf a(p)

(d) First, let us assume that k < v(G). In case of k = v(G), we will slightly modify
our argument. Let t = ¢(G, p) be the value for which p = p(G,t). The polynomial

P(G,x) = M(G,tx) = imj((}’)tjxj

considered as a polynomial in variable z, has only real zeros by Theorem 2.3 Note
that
_w(G) _ PG
2 PG
Darroch’s rule says that in this case my(G)t* is the unique maximal element of the
coefficient sequence of P(G,z). In particular

M(G,t)

) < myp(GHt* < M(G,1).

k

Hence
~ Ino(G) < In my(G)

A
W@ = e
Hence in case of k < v(G), we are done.

If k = v(G), then let p be arbitrary such that

1 pu(G)
=9y

Again we can argue by Darroch’s rule as before that

Inv(G) _ Inmg(G)
Ac(p) — oG < (G

< Aa(p).

< k.

< Aa(p).
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2v(G)

) and

Since this is true for all p sufficiently close to p* =

Aa(p*) = Jim, Ac(p),

we have

Aa(p”)

~ Inmy(G)| _ Inv(G)
o(G) ‘< o(G)

in this case too.

(e) By part (a) we have A.¢(p) = Ag(p). Note also that if £ = v(G), then m.(rG) =
my(G)". Applying the bound from part (d) to the graph rG, we obtain that

o Inme(G)| _ Inou(rG)
ratr) - R < B
Since
Inv(rG)

v(rQ) — 0
as r — 0o, we get that

o nmy(G

Ac(p) = U(iz:())

(f) This is again a trivial consequence of \.q(p) = A\g(p).

(g) From the assumption it follows that for the relative sizes of the largest matchings,

v(G1) ~ v(G2) 0 v(G1) _ v(Ga)
we have v(Ti) > U(Gi), and if U(Ti) = U(Ti)’ then

In My(Gy) (G1) > In My(Ga) (G2>

v(G) T u(Gy)
So the statement is trivial if p > % So we can assume that 0 < p < % Let
us consider the minimum of the function Ag, (p) — Ag,(p) on the interval [0, QUIE(GG;))].

This minimum is either attained at some endpoints or inside the interval at a point
where the derivative is 0. Note that Ag, (0) = Ag, (0) = 0. According to the part (b),
the derivative of Ag, (p) — A, (p) is

1 1
_5 lnt(Glap) + 5 lnt(G27p)

If it is 0 at po then t(G1,po) = t(Ga, po), but then with the notation t = t(G1, poy) =
t(G2, po) we have

lnM(Gl,t) 1 > lnM(Gg,t) 1

A, (po) = Gy 3P0 In(t) > TG SPo In(t) = A, (po)-

So at every possible minimum of Ag, (p) — A\g,(p), the function is non-negative. So it
is non-negative everywhere. 0
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2.1. Benjamini—Schramm convergence and the entropy function. In this part
we extend the definition of the function Ag(p) for infinite lattices L, more precisely
to certain random rooted graphs.

Definition 2.5. Let L be a probability distribution on (infinite) rooted graphs; we
will call L a random rooted graph. For a finite rooted graph « and a positive integer
r, let P(L, a, 1) be the probability that the r-ball centered at a random root vertex
chosen from the distribution L is isomorphic to .

For a finite graph G, a finite rooted graph « and a positive integer r, let P(G, «, ) be
the probability that the r-ball centered at a uniform random vertex of G is isomorphic
to «.

We say that a sequence (G;) of bounded degree graphs is Benjamini—Schramm
convergent if for all finite rooted graphs o and r > 0, the probabilities P(G;, a, 7)
converge. Furthermore, we say that (G;) Benjamini-Schramm converges to L, if for
all positive integers r and finite rooted graphs «, P(G;, o, 1) — P(L, a, 7).

Note that Benjamini—Schramm convergence is also called local convergence. This
refers to the fact that the finite graphs G; look locally more and more like the infinite
graph L.

Example 2.6. Let us consider a sequence of boxes in Z¢ where all sides converge to
infinity. This will be a Benjamini—Schramm convergent graph sequence since for every
fixed r, we will pick a vertex which at least r-far from the boundary with probability
converging to 1. For all these vertices we will see the same neighborhood. This
also shows that we can impose arbitrary boundary condition, for instance periodic
boundary condition means that we consider the sequence of toroidal boxes. Boxes and
toroidal boxes will be Benjamini—Schramm convergent even together, and converges
to a distribution which is a rooted Z¢ with probability 1.

Example 2.7. Recall that a k-cycle of a graph H is a sequence of vertices vy, ..., vy
such that v; # v; if i # j, and (v;,vi41) € E(H) for 1 <1 <k, where vy, = v;. For
a graph H, let g(H) be the length of the shortest cycle in H, this is called the girth
of the graph.

Let (G;) be a sequence of d-regular graphs such that ¢(G;) — oo, then (G;)
Benjamini-Schramm converges to the rooted d-regular infinite tree T4. Note that if
in a finite graph G the shortest cycle has length at least 2k+1 then the k-neighborhood
of any vertex looks like the k-neighborhood of any vertex of an infinite d-regular tree.

Let (G;) be a sequence of (a, b)-biregular graphs such that ¢g(G;) — oo, then (G;)
Benjamini-Schramm converges to the following distribution: with probability —% it is
the infinite (a, b)-biregular tree T, with root vertex of degree b, and with probability
aLer it is the infinite (a, b)-biregular tree T, ;, with root vertex of degree a. With slight
abuse of notation we will denote this random rooted tree with T, ; as well.

Remark 2.8. Not every random rooted graph can be obtained as a limit of Benjamini-
Schramm convergent finite graphs. A necessary condition is that the random rooted
graph has to be unimodular, this is a certain reversibility property of a random rooted
graph. On the other hand, it is not known that every unimodular random graph can
be obtained as a limit of Benjamini-Schramm convergent finite graphs. This is the
famous Aldous-Lyons problem. The interested Reader can consult with the book
[21].
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The following theorem was known in many cases for thermodynamic limit in statis-
tical mechanics. We also note that a modification of the algorithm ‘CountMATCH-
INGS’ in [4] yields an alternative proof of part (a) and (b) of this theorem.

Theorem 2.9. [2] Let (G;) be a Benjamini—Schramm convergent graph sequence of
bounded degree graphs. Then the sequences of functions

(a)
p<Gl7 t)a
(b)
In M(G“ t)
v(Gy)
converge to strictly monotone increasing continuous functions on the interval [0, 00).
Let poy be real number between 0 and 1 such that p*(G;) > po for all n. Then

(c)

tGi,p),
(d)

Ac,(p)
are convergent for all 0 < p < py.

Remark 2.10. We mention that H. Nguyen and K. Onak [22], and independently
G. Elek and G. Lippner [8] proved that for a Benjamini-Schramm convergent graph
sequence (G;), the following limit exits:

lim p*(G,).

n—oo

(Recall that p*(G;) = ZUV((GG;-)) )

To prove Theorem 2.9, we need some preparation. We essentially repeat the argu-
ment of the paper [I].
The following theorem deals with the behavior of the matching polynomial in

Benjamini-Schramm convergent graph sequences. The matching measure was intro-
duced in the paper [1]:

Definition 2.11. The matching measure of a finite graph is defined as
1
T IR
Pa ’U(G) (Z )
2t )u‘(G7z’L):O

where d(s) is the Dirac-delta measure on s, and we take every z; into account with
its multiplicity.

In other words, the matching measure is the probability measure of uniform distri-
bution on the zeros of u(G, z).

Theorem 2.12 ([1,2]). Let (G;) be a Benjamini—Schramm convergent bounded degree
graph sequence. Let pg, be the matching measure of the graph G;. Then the sequence
(pg,) is weakly convergent, i. e., there exists some measure py such that for every
bounded continuous function f, we have

i [ f(2) dpe,(2) = / £(2) dpi(2).
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Remark 2.13. This theorem was first proved in [I]. The proof given there relied
on a general result on graph polynomials given in the paper [5]. To make this paper
as self-contained as possible we sketch here a slightly different proof outlined in a
remark of [I].

Proof. For a graph G let S(G) denote the multiset of zeros of the matching polynomial

1(G,x), and
pe(G) = > M.
AES(G)

Then pi(G)/v(G) can be rewritten in terms of the measure pg as follows:

pe(G) Lk -
o(G) —/ dpc(2).

It is known that pi(G) counts the number of closed tree-like walks of length k in the
graph G: see chapter 6 of [I0]. Without going into the details of the description of
‘tree-like walks’; we only use the fact that these are special type of walks, consequently
we can count them by knowing all k-balls centered at the vertices of the graph G.
Let TW («) denote the number of closed tree-like walks starting at the root of «, and
let NV}, denote the set of k-neighborhoods «.. The size of N}, is bounded by a function
of k and the largest degree of the graph G. Furthermore, let Ni(G, ) denote the
number of vertices of G for which the k-neighborhood of the vertex is isomorphic to
a. Then

pr(G) = D Ni(G. ) - TW (a).
aEN}

Therefore

= PG, ak) - TW ().
€N

Hence, if (G;) is Benjamini—Schramm convergent then for every fixed k, the sequence
Pe(Gi) / !

is convergent. Clearly, this implies that for every polynomial ¢(z), the sequence

[tz dna, (2

is convergent.

Assume that D is a general upper bound for all degrees of all graphs G;. Then
all zeros of (G, z) lie in the interval [—2v/D — 1,2y/D — 1]. Since every continuous
function can be uniformly approximated by a polynomial on a bounded interval, we
obtain that the sequence (pg,) is weakly convergent. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.9

Proof of Theorem [2.9. First we prove part (a) and (b). For a graph G let S(G) denote
the set of zeros of the matching polynomial u(G, z), then

MG )= ] a+xt)= [ a+x3n7

AES(G) AeS(G)
A>0
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Then
1
MG t)= ) 5 In (14X
AeS(G)
By differentiating both sides with respect to t we get that
LM(G,1) _ Z 1 A2

- .
M(G,t) A5 &) 21+ 2%

2t 5M(G.t) 1 A2t 22
Git) = ———— = AN R
p( ) ) U(G) . M(G, f;) U(G) Ae;(G') 1+ 22t / 1+ 122 ,Og(z)

Hence

Similarly,

lnjf(((g’t) B v(lg) 2. %hn (L+X%) = /%ln(l +122) dpa(2).

AES(G)

Since (G};) is Benjamini—Schramm convergent bounded degree graph sequence, the

sequence (pg,;) weakly converges to some py, by Theorem 2121 Since both functions
tz?

1+ t2?

are continuous, we immediately obtain that

t 2
lim p(G;,t) :/ c dpr(z),

n—00 1+ 122

nh_)r{)low — /éln (1 +t22) dpL(Z)

Note that both functions

1
and 3 In (1 + tzZ)

and

tz2
1+ t22

are strictly monotone increasing continuous functions in the variable t. Thus their
integrals are also strictly monotone increasing continuous functions.

1
and 3 In (1 + tzQ)

To prove part (c), let us introduce the function

0= [ T ot
PiEst) = 14 t22 PLAZ)-

We have seen that p(L,t) is a strictly monotone increasing continuous function, and
lim; . p(G;,t) = p(L,t). Since for all G;, p*(G;) > po, we have lim;_, ., p(G;,t) > po
for all i. This means that lim; ,,, p(L,t) > py. Hence we can consider the inverse
function of p(L,t) which maps [0, py) into [0, 00), let us call it ¢(L, p). We show that

lim t(G;,p) = t(L, p)

pointwise for p < py. Assume by contradiction that this is not the case. This means
that for some p;, there exists an € and an infinite sequence n; for which

|t(L,p1) - t(Gnmpl)| Z E.
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We distinguish two cases according to
(1) there exists an infinite sequence (n;) for which

t<Gnlap1) Z t<Lap1) + €,
or (ii) there exists an infinite sequence (n;) for which

t(Gnivpl) S t(Lapl) — &
In the first case, let t; = t(L,py1), to = t1 +€ and ps = p(L, t3). Clearly, po > p;. Note
that
t(anpl) > t(Lapl) +e=t
and p(G,,,t) are monotone increasing functions, thus

P(Gh, t2) < p(Ghy t(Gryym1)) =01 = D2 — (p2 — p1) = p(L, t2) — (p2 — p1)-
This contradicts the fact that

n;—00

In the second case, let t; = t(L,p1), to = t1 — € and ps = p(L,t3). Clearly, ps < p;.
Note that

t<Gnmp1) S t<L7p1> —&= t2
and p(Gy,,t) are monotone increasing functions, thus

P(Grista) = p(Goyy H(Gyy 1)) = p1 = pa + (1 — p2) = p(L,t2) + (p1 — p2).
This again contradicts the fact that

lim p(Gy,,ts) = p(L, t3).

n—o0
Hence lim; , t(Gi,p) = t(L,p).
Finally, we show that Ag,(p) converges for all p. Let t = ¢(L,p), and

. In M G“t 1
Ar(p) = lim # 5P In(?).

Note that | (Gt
nM(G;, t; 1
Ao (p) = ————222 — —pln(t,
c:(p) (G 5P n(ti),
where t; = t(G;,p). We have seen that lim; ,., ¢; = t. Hence it is enough to prove

that the functions
In M(G;,u)

v(G;)

are equicontinuous. Let us fix some positive ug and let

1 1
R(ug,u) = max —In (1 4+ uz?) — =In (1 4+ uz?
(10, ) ze[~2v/D—1,2/D—1] | 2 ( 0 ) 2 ( )

Clearly, if |u — ug| < § for some sufficiently small §, then R(ug,u) < ¢, and

In M(Gi,u) InM(Giu)| 1 , 1 ;
v(Gy) - o(Gy) = /aln (1 + upz ) dpe,(2) —/éln (1 +uz ) dpg,(2)

</ Ipa(2) < [ Rl w)dpa(2) <=

This completes the proof of the convergence of A\¢,(p). O

<

1 1
3 In (1 + UOZZ) ~3 In (1 + uzz)
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Now it is easy to define these functions for those random rooted graphs which can
be obtained as a Benjamini—-Schramm limit of finite graphs.

Definition 2.14. Let L be a random rooted graph which can be obtained as a limit
of Benjamini—Schramm limit of finite graphs (G;) of bounded degree. Assume that
p*(Gy) > po for all n. Let

n—oo

F(L t)= lim ————~~
(L;t) = lim (G
for all t > 0, and

AL(p) = lim A, (p)

for all p < pg. Finally, let

Ar(po) = lim Ar(p).
»/"po

Note that the functions p(L,t), F(L,t),t(L,p) and Ar(p) are well-defined in the
sense that if the sequences (G;) and (H;) both Benjamini-Schramm converge to L
such that p*(G;), p*(H;) > po for all 7, then they define the same functions on [0, cc0) or
[0, po]. Indeed, we can consider the two sequences together and apply Theorem 2.9 to
obtain that the limits do not depend on the choice of the sequence. From the proof of
Theorem 2.9, we also see that p(L,t) and F(L,t) can be expressed as integrals along
a certain measure py.

2.2. Entropy and density function of the infinite d—regular tree T,. In this
section we give the entropy and density functions of the d-regular and (a, b)-biregular
trees.

Theorem 2.15. Let T, be the infinite d—regular tree. Then

(a)
2%t +d —d - \/1+4(d— 1)t

2d?t + 2

p(Ty,t) =
(b)
1 ) 1
/éln(l +t27) dpr,(2) = 5111 Sa(t),

where o
1 /d—1\"
Sy(t) = = ,
d<) 77t2 (d—ﬁw)
where
B V1i+4d-1t -1
TETT @0t
(c) i
- P
t<Td7p> d2(1 _ p)g
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Theorem 2.16. Let T,, be the infinite (a,b)-bireqular tree. Then for 0 < p <

min(2%, f—fb) we have
(a)
2abt + 240 — 200 /1 4 (20 + 2b — 4)t + (a — b)>t2
P(Tmb, t) — +b +b )

2abt + 2
(b)

a+b ;0( —%P)

2ab (1 — %) (1—%5p)

t(Ta,bap) =
(c)

a a+b b a+b 1 ab a+b
Tas(P) = Gap(p) a+b ( 2a p)+a+b ( 2b p)+2p n{ab) a+b ( 2ab p) ’

where H(q) = —(qIn(q) + (1 — ¢) In(1 — q)).

There are two essentially different proofs for Theorem and We detail the
first proof, and in the next subsection we sketch a second incomplete one.

The first proof of Theorem and roughly follows the arguments of Section 4
of [I]. For an (infinite) tree, the spectral measure and the matching measure coincide.
This can be proved via Lemma 4.2 of [I], or an even simpler proof is that for trees,
the number of closed walks and the number of closed tree-like walks are the same, so
the moment sequences of the spectral measure and the matching measure coincide
and since they are supported on a bounded interval, they must be the same measure.
For the d-regular tree Ty, this is the Kesten-McKay measure given by the density
function

d\/4(d — 1) — 22
fa(z) = dm(dE — g7)  N-aVaLavaT):

For the (a, b)-biregular infinite tree, the matching or spectral measure pr,, is given

by

|a—b| ab\/ 22 —ab+ (s —1)?)(z2 —ab+ (s + 1)?) da
atb’ m(a+ b)(ab — 22)|z] X{lVa—T-vh=T|<fe|<va—T+vo-1}4 &5

dea,b

where s = y/(a — 1)(b—1). As a next step one might try to compute the integral of
the functions
tz?
1+ t2?

to obtain p(T,;, t) and F(T,p,t). We will slightly modify this argument to simplify it.
Our modification yields that we do not need to compute these integrals, we can work
directly with the moment sequences which are simply the number of closed walks
in the corresponding trees. More precisely, in T,; we have to weight the number of
closed walks starting and ending at a root vertex of degree a with weight q, and the

number of closed walks starting and ending at a root vertex of degree b with weight
a

a+b’
First of all, we need the following lemma on the number of closed walks of T, .

The current author is completely sure that it is well-known, but since we were not
able to find any reference, we give its proof.

1
and 3 In (1 + tzZ)
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Lemma 2.17. Let W} and W]b be the number of closed walks of length j starting and
returning to a root vertex of Ty of degree a, and of degree b, respectively. Then the
generating function

- 1
R a,j
Ga(2) Z Wiz 1 —az?2Fy(2)
7=0
where
14 (b—a)z? —\/1— (2a+2b—4)2% + (b— a)2z*
Fiz) = 2(a—1)z2 '
Similarly,
. 1
— bJ
Gl2) = Z Wiz 1—022F,(2)
7=0
where
Fi(2) 14 (a—b)22 — \/1— (2a+2b—4)22 + (b— a)22?

2(b—1)z2

Proof. Let us consider the rooted tree Ty ,, where the only difference compared to

T, that the root vertex has degree @ — 1 and not a. Similarly, let the rooted tree
T, be the tree where the only difference compared to T, that the root vertex has
degree b — 1 and not b. Let W;L be the number of closed walks of length j starting
and returning to the root vertex Tf ;. Furthermore, let U;L be the number of closed
walks of length j starting and returning to the root vertex T¢, such that the walk
only visits the root at the beginning and at the end, and the walk has length at least

2, so it is different form the empty walk. We can similarly define W;) and Us-. Let

F.(2) = ZW;LZJ and, Fy(z) = ZW?zj,
j=0 Jj=0
and . .
R.(2) = Z U;7 and, Ry(z)= Z_?zj
7j=1 7j=1
First of all,
1
F =1 2 S =
a(2) + Ra(2) + Ra(2)” + Ro(2)” + 1— Ro(2)

since every closed walk can be decomposed uniquely to walks which visit the root

only at the beginning and at the end. Similarly,
1

Fpy(z) = ——.

) =TT Rm

Finally,
R,(2) = (a — 1)2*Fy(2) and similarly, Ry(z) = (b— 1)2*F,(2),

since every closed walk which visits the root only at the beginning and at the end
can be decomposed in the following way: we erase the first and last step (we can
choose this a — 1 different ways in Ty ), and we get a closed walk in Tgb. Solving
these equation we get that

B 14 (b—a)2? —\/1—(2a+2b—4)22 + (b — a)22*
B 2(b — 1)22 ’

F,(2)
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14 (a—b)22 — /11— (2a+2b—4)z + (b—a)?z?

£y(2) 20— 1) ,
R.(z) = % (1 +(a—b)z2—/1—(2a+20—4)22 + (b— a)224) ,
R“@:%<1+@—ap%-¢1—@a+%—4p2+@—@%Q.

(Note that at some point, we have to solve a quadratic equation, and we can choose
only the minus sign, because of the evaluation of the generating function at the value
z=0.)

Now let us turn back to the original problem. Let Uy be the number of closed
walks of length j starting and returning to the root vertex T, ; of degree a such that
the walk only visits the root at the beginning and at the end, and the walk has length
at least 2, so it is different form the empty walk. We define UJI»’ similarly. Let

Ga(2) = Z Vszj and, Gpy(z) = Z W]sz,
=0 =0

and . i,
H,(z) = ZU]‘»lzj and, H,(z) = ZU]I?zj.
j=1 j=1
As before,
1 1
Go(2) = ——— and, Gy(z) = ———.
&) =1—mm » GE =g
Finally,

H,(2) = az’Fy(2) and similarly, R,(z) = b2*F,(2)
since every closed walk which visits the root only at the beginning and at the end can

be decomposed in the following way: we erase the first and last step (we can choose
this @ different ways in T, ), and we get a closed walk in ']Tgb. Hence

1 1

GG(Z) = m and, Gb(Z) = TW.

O]
Proof of Theorem [2.14 and[21d. Since Theorem 2. T5lis a special case of Theorem 2.16]

we will concentrate on the proof of the latter theorem. We only need to work with
part (a), since then part (b) follows immediately and part (c) follows from part (b)
using

d 1
At ,(p) = -3 Int(Top,p)-

dp
These are routine computations which we left to the Reader.
To prove part (a), first let us assume that |t| < Wzb)_l). Note that for such a

t, all subsequent series are converging. Then

tu? > o
P(Tap, t) = / Tr 02 dpr,, (u) = /Z(—l)]ﬂt]lﬂ] dpr, ,(u) =
=1

— Z(—l)j“tj /qu dpr, ,(u).

Jj=1
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Note that .
27 _ a a b
/U Tdpr, (1) = e Wa 4+ = Wy

Hence

Pl =) = 1= (56,0 + 6.

After some calculation we get that

2abt + 22— 205 /1 4 (2a + 2b — 4)t + (a — )22

Ta t — a+b a_—i—b

P(Tas ) 2abt + 2

for |t] < m. On the other hand, both functions appearing in the previous
equation are holomorhic in the region {¢ | |3(¢)] < R(¢)}, so they must be the same
everywhere in this region. ([l

2.3. Random graphs. The goal of this subsection is twofold. On the one hand, we
show that Theorem and [L.7] are quite precise, for instance if p is separated away
from 1 then Theorem is the best possible up to a constant factor. On the other
hand, we also would like to show a connection between random (bi)regular random
graphs and the entropy function of an infinite (bi)regular tree.

An alternative way to obtain Theorem and is the following. We can use
Theorem to obtain the required functions by choosing an appropriate Benjamini—
Schramm convergent graph sequence. It turns out that it is sufficient to consider
random d-regular or (a,b)-biregular bipartite graphs. Indeed, one can compute the
expected number of k-matchings of a random d-regular or (a, b)-biregular bipartite
graphs quite easily. Such a computation was carried out in [3, @, 26| [12] for d-regular
bipartite graphs and it easily generalizes to (a, b)-biregular bipartite graphs. We also
note that a random (a,b)-biregular bipartite graph contains very small number of
short cycles. This is a classical result for random regular graphs, but it is also known
for biregular bipartite graphs [7].

First of all, let us specify which biregular random graph model we use. Let the
vertex set of the random graph be V U W, where V' = {v1,..., 04} and W =

{wy,...,wp,}. Let us consider two random partition of the set {1,...,abn}, the
first one P, = {Ay,..., Asn} where each set has size b, and a second one P, =
{Bi, ..., By} where each set has size a. Then for every k € {1,...,abn} connect v;

and w; if k € A; N B;. This is the configuration model. Note that this model allows
multiple edges, but it is not a problem for us. In the special case when a = b = d we
can choose V and W to be of size n. The following theorem was proved in [9].

Theorem 2.18. [9] Let G be chosen from the set of labelled d—regular bipartite graphs
on v(G) = 2n vertices according to the configuration model. Then

Emy(G) = (Z) e (din) .

The corollary of this theorem is the second part of Theorem [LAl

Corollary 2.19. Letp = % There exists a d—regular bipartite graph G on 2n vertices
such that

1—p/d

my(G) < T

P - exp(2nGa(p)).
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Proof. We will show that

2
n 1 1—p/d
E = ( ) d* — < p/ - pu - exp(2nGy(p)).

( k ) B L=p
2 n n
dn dn dn n—k’
k (k) (k) k (k) prL = p)nt
For the first term we use Stirling’s formula. Let ©,, be defined by the following form
of Stirling’s formula:

Note that

m! =v2mm <@> eom.
e
It is known (see [24]) that
L ce,<
12m+1 — — 12m
Then

1 [ k(dn—k
F=——— 9% Onw 271’7( Z >e_®d”+®k+®dn—k “pu - exp(2nGq(p)) =
[ kn=k) n

1—p/d
_ \/17766n—9n—k—9dn+9dn—k Dy eXp(QnGd(p))'
-Pp

Thus we only need to show that
@n - @nfk: - @dn + @dnfk S 0.

This is indeed true:

1 1 1 1
On — Ot — Op + Oy < — — - -
ET O Ok S o T ok + 1 12dn+ 1 12(dn—k)
—(12k — 1) 12k + 1
— + <0
12n(12(n — k) +1)  (12dn+1)(12(dn — k) + 1)
if d > 2. 0

The following lemma is a straightforward extension of the previous results to (a, b)—
biregular bipartite graphs.

Lemma 2.20. Let G be chosen from the set of labelled (a, b)-biregular bipartite graphs
on v(G) = (a + b)n vertices according to the configuration model.

(a) Then

Emi(G) = exp(v(G)(Gap(p) + 0u(c) (1)),
where p = 2k /v(QG).
(b) [7] Let c2;(G) be the number of 2j-cycles in the graph G. Then

Bery(c) = (==

(1 + oue(1)).
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Proof. (a) Note that the number of all partitions pairs (P, P») is
(abn)!  (abn)!

albn plan

N =

The number of possible k-matchings is

()
If we fix one k-matching then we need to repartition the remaining (abn — k) elements
into sets of sizes @ and a — 1, and b and b — 1. This can be done in

(abn — k)! (abn — k)!
(a — 1)kalbn—k (b — 1)lkplan—k

Vi =

ways. Hence

1 an\ [bn 1
Emi(G) = —=U, Vi = b)F——.
my(G) v Uk (k)(k)(a)(azn)
Then by the usual approximation of binomial coefficients we get that

Emy,(G) = exp(v(G)(Gap(p) + 0u(e) (1)),
where p = 2k/v(G).
(b) We can choose the possible cycles in

- () () e
25 )\3/)\J

different ways. (We can choose the 'edges’, and vertices in (“;j") (“J") (bjn) ways, then we

choose an ordering on the edges, and on each vertex sets, and we connect the vertices

and ’edges’ along the orderings. Finally, we divide by (2j) since we counted each

cycles in 25 ways.) Next we need to repartition the remaining (abn — 2j) elements
into sets of sizes a and a — 2, and b and b — 2. This can be done in

(abn —25)!  (abn — 2j)!

S5 = (a — 2)ligln=3 ~ (b — 2)liplan—i

ways. Hence

Ecy; (G) = %Tjsj _(a- 1)2<jb )i (1+ oue) (1))

O

Part (b) of Lemma 2.20] shows that the expected number of cycles of length 2j
is bounded independently of the size of the graph. Note that the (a,b)-biregular
graph sequence (G;) Benjamini-Schramm converges to T, if for all fixed j we have
c2j(G;) = o(v(G;)). Note that by Markov’s inequality:

1 1
P(my(G) > 3Emy(G)) < 3 and, P(co;(G) > 39Ecy;(G)) < 30
g

for 5 =1,...,g9. Hence for any large enough n and fixed g, with probability at least
1/3 we can choose a graph G; on (a+b)n vertices such that G; has a bounded number
of cycles of length at most 29 and m(G;) < 3exp(v(G)(Gap(p) + ove)(1))). This
shows that we can choose a sequence of graphs (G;) converging to T, such that

Inmy(G;)

v(Gy) +ouen(l) = Ac,(p) < Gap(p) + 0uc (1)-
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This implies that

Ar,,(P) < Gap(p).
Note that we only proved this inequality for rational p, but then it follows for all p
by continuity.

Unfortunately, with this idea we were not able to establish the inequality Ar, ,(p) >
Gap(p). The problem is the following. In principle, it can occur that a typical
random graph has much smaller (exponentially smaller) number of k-matchings than
the expected value, and a large contribution to the expected value comes from graphs
having large number of short cycles and matchings. Note that Theorem [L.7] implies
that this cannot occur, but we cannot use this result as it would result a cycle in
the proof of this theorem. Instead we propose a conjecture which would imply the
inequality Ar,,(p) > Gap(p).

Conjecture 2.21. There exists a constant C' independently of n and k£ such that
Emi(G)* < C(Emy(G))2

Note that this conjecture is known to be true for perfect matchings in regular
random graphs [3]. To show that this conjecture implies Ar, ,(p) > G, (p), We need
the following proposition.

Proposition 2.22. Let X be a non-negative random wvariable such that for some
positive constant C' we have

1
P(X >C-EX)< —— and EX®<C(EX)%

16C
Then . )
Pl-EX <X<CEX)>—.
(vensca)s
Proof. Let A = {w | X(w) < 1EX}, B = {w | 1EX < X(w) < CEX}, and

D ={w| X(w) > CEX}. Then
/XdP < 1IEX.
A 4

Furthermore,

IP’(D)-EX2ZIP’(D)-/DXQdP:/DldP-/DXQdPZ (/DXdP)Q.

ﬁC(EX)Q >P(D)-EX* > </D XdP)Q.

Hence

In other words,

/ XdP < 1IEX.
D 4

This implies that
/ XdP > 1IEX .
B 2

Since

/ XdP < P(B)CEX,
B

the claim of the proposition follows immediately. O
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Let us fix a positive number g, and let us call a graph typical if
Czj(G) < ].GCQECQJ‘(G),

for j =1,...,9. Note that a typical graph has bounded number of short cycles and
by Markov’s inequality, the probability that a graph is typical is at least 1 — ﬁ.
First case: we find a typical graph G such that mi(G) > CEm(G), then we are
done, because then \g(p) > G, p(p) + o(1). Second case: there is no typical graph
with my(G) > CEmy(G), then the proposition implies that the probability

1

P GEW(G) < my(@) < CEmk<G>) > L

1

76> We see that there are

Since the probability that a graph is typical is at least 1 —
typical graphs for which

1
4
implying again that Ag(p) > Gup(p) + o(1). Hence we can choose a sequence of
typical graphs to show that Ar_,(p) > Gap(p).

In spite of the fact that this proof did not lead to another proof of Theorem 2.16],
we feel that it was instructive to carry out these computations as they showed that
Theorem and Theorem [L.7] are tight. This was known for perfect matchings
of d-regular random graphs [3, 26], and for matchings of arbitrary size [9]. Our
computation for biregular bipartite graphs is the natural counterpart of these results.

3. NEW VERSION OF GURVITS’S THEOREM
In this section we prove the following theorem.
Theorem 3.1. The following two statements are equivalent.

(i) For any d—regular bipartite graph G on 2n vertices, we have

In mk(G)

o(G) > Ga(p) + ou(e)(1),

where p = % and my(G) denotes the number of matchings of size k.
(i1) For any d-reqular bipartite graph G, we have
Aa(p) = Ga(p).

Proof. First we show that (i) implies (ii). Since both functions Ag(p) and G4(p) are
continuous, it is enough to prove the claim for rational numbers p. Let p = ¢. Let
us consider br copies of GG, and let us consider the matchings of size k = ar. Then
Inmy(brG) Inv(brG) Inv(brG)

v(brQ) v(brQ) Z Ga(p) + ourey (1) = W

The (first) equality follows from part (a) of Proposition 2.1 the first inequality follows
from part (d) of Proposition 2.1 the second inequality is the assumption of (i). As r
tends to infinity, the last two terms disappear, and we get that

Aa(p) > Ga(p).

Aa(p) = Aorc(p) >
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Next we show that (ii) implies (i).

Inmy(QG) Inv(QG) Inv(QG)
——— >\ - > G — .
U(G) = G(p) U(G) = d(p) U(G)
The first inequality follows from part (d) of Proposition 2] the second inequality is
the assumption of (ii). Note that —h;q(’((g) = 0y()(1). So we are done. O
Corollary 3.2. Theorem[1.3 implies that
Inmy(G) Inv(G)
—=>G — :
oG =G - TG
Proof. See the second part of the proof of Theorem B.11 O

Remark 3.3. L. Gurvits actually proved much stronger results than Theorem [L.3
He proved that for all pairs of n x n matrices (P, @), where P is nonnegative and
@ is doubly stochastic we have

n(Par(P) = 3 (1= QU - Q) - Y Qi (BeD).

From this L. Gurvits deduced the following inequality: for any doubly stochastic
matrix A we have

Per(A) > [ (1—A(,5) "7,
1<i,j<n
Next he showed that this inequality implies that for a d-regular bipartite graph G
we have . N
(1 B g)(l E)nd (1 B l)(l 1)2n2(1-p)

)T n D (o1 p))E
where p = £ as before. For fixed p € (0,1) this gives the inequality

mi(G) > (1 +0 (%)) % exp(2nGa(p)).

Let us mention that M. Lelarge [19] was able to give new proofs to Gurvits’s results
and extending both Gurvits’s results and the results in this paper by combining the
methods of this paper together with new ideas.

4. NEW PROOF OF GURVITS’S AND SCHRIJVER’S THEOREMS

In this section we give a new proof of Gurvits’s and Schrijver’s theorems. We will
prove that for any d-regular bipartite graph GG, we have

Aa(p) > Ga(p).

According to Theorem [B.]], this is equivalent with Gurvits’s theorem. For p = 1 we
get back Schrijver’s theorem via part (e) of Proposition 2.l Note that the function
on the right hand side is nothing else than Ar,(p) according to Theorem 2.15]

Definition 4.1. Let G be a graph. Then H is a 2-lift of G, if V(H) = V(G) x {0, 1},
and for every (u,v) € E(G), exactly one of the following two pairs are edges of
H: ((u,0),(v,0)) and ((u,1),(v,1)) € E(H) or ((u,0),(v,1)) and ((u,1),(v,0)) €
E(H). If (u,v) ¢ E(G), then none of ((u,0), (v,0)), ((u, 1), (v,1)), ((u,0), (v,1)) and
((u,1), (v,0)) are edges in H.
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Note that if G is bipartite then any 2-lift of GG is bipartite too.

Lemma 4.2. Let G be a bipartite graph, and H be a 2-lift of G. Then for any k, we
have
In particular, for any t > 0 we have

M(G,t)*> > M(H,1).

Proof. Since M(G U G,t) = M(G,t)?, the inequality my(H) < my(G U G) would
indeed imply the second part of the lemma. Note that G U G can be considered as a
trivial 2-1ift of G. Let M be a matching of a 2-lift of G. Let us consider the projection
of M to G, then it will consist of disjoint unions of cycles of even lengths (here we
use that G is bipartite!), paths and "double-edges" (i.e, when two edges project to
the same edge). Let R be the set of these configurations. Then

mp(H) =Y oy (R)]
RER
and
mi(GUG) = [data(R);
RER
where ¢ and ¢gug are the projections from H and G U G to GG. Note that

|bcia(R)] =281,
where k(R) is the number of connected components of R different from a double-edge.
On the other hand,

o3 (R)] < 27,
since in each component if we know the inverse image of one edge then we immediately
know the inverse images of all other edges. The only reason why there is no equality
in general is that not necessarily every cycle can be obtained as a projection of a
matching of a 2-lift: for instance, if one consider an 8-cycle as a 2-lift of a 4-cycle,
then no matching will project to the whole 4-cycle. Hence

67 (R)| < [dgia(R)]
and consequently,

By part (g) of Proposition 2] we get the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. If G is a bipartite graph, and H is a 2-lift of G, then A\g(p) > Ag(p)
for every 0 <p < 1.

Lemma 4.4. (Nathan Linial [20]) For any graph G, there exists a graph sequence
(G2, such that Gy = G, G; is a 2-lift of G;_1 for i > 1, and g(G;) — oo, where
g(H) is the girth of the graph H, i. e., the length of the shortest cycle.

Proof. We will show that there exists a sequence (G;) of 2-lifts such that for any k,
there exists an N (k) such that for j > N(k), the graph G; has no cycle of length at
most k. Clearly, if H has no cycle of length at most k& — 1, then any 2-lift of it has
the same property. So it is enough to prove that if H has no cycle of length at most
k — 1, then there exists an H' obtained from H by a sequence of 2-lifts without cycle
of length at most k. We show that if the girth g(H) = k, then there exists a lift of
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H with less number of k-cycles than H. Let X be the random variable counting the
number of k-cycles in a random 2-lift of H. Every k-cycle of H lifts to two k-cycles
or a 2k-cycle with probability 1/2 each, so EX is exactly the number of k-cycles of
H. But H U H has two times as many k-cycles than H, so there must be a lift with
strictly less number of k-cycles than H has. Choose this 2-lift and iterate this step
to obtain an H’ with girth at least k + 1.

OJ

Corollary 4.5. (a) For any d-regular graph G, there exists a graph sequence (G;)2,
such that Gy = G, G; is a 2-lift of G;_1 fori > 1, and (G;) is Benjamini—Schramm
convergent to the d—regular infinite tree Ty.

(b) For any (a,b)-biregular bipartite graph G, there exists a graph sequence (G;)2,
such that Gy = G, G; is a 2-lift of G;_1 fori > 1, and (G;) is Benjamini—Schramm
convergent to the (a,b)-biregular infinite tree Tq .

Proof of Theorem[IL1 and[L3. Let 0 < p < 1. Choose a graph sequence (G;)2,
such that Gy = G, G; is a 2-lift of G;_; for i > 1, and (G;) is Benjamini—-Schramm
convergent to the d-regular infinite tree T4. Then by Corollary (4.3]

Aco(P) = Aay () = Aau(p) > ...
and
Zlirono )\Gi (p) = )\Td (p)

since G; converges to T, (see Theorem 29). Hence Ag(p) > Ar,(p) for 0 < p < 1.
Finally, for p = 1 we have

Ac(1) = lim Ag(p) > lim A, (p) = Ar,(1).
p—1 p—1

Note that by part (e) of Proposition 2], the inequality Ag(1) > Ar,(1) is equivalent

with
_ 1)d-1
Inpm(G) > lln (d—1)
v(Q) 2 dd=2
which completes the proof of Theorem [Tl O

One can prove the following theorem the very same way.
Theorem 4.6. For any (a,b)-biregular bipartite graph G we have
Aa(p) = Gap(p)
for every 0 < p < min(;%, aL-l—b)

With the same technique one can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.7. Let G be a d-reqular bipartite graph, andt > 0. Then

[3ms i) doote) = [ S (14 2) don, o).

Proof. Note that

mM(G,t)  [1 5
G /an (1+t2%) dpa(2).
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Let us choose a graph sequence (G;)2, such that Gy = G, G; is a 2-lift of G;_, for
i > 1, and (G;) is Benjamini-Schramm convergent to the d-regular infinite tree Ty.
By Lemma [4.2] we have

th(Go,t) > th(Gl,t) > 11’1M(G2,t>
’U(GQ) o U(Gl) - U(Gg) -
and by the weak convergence of the measures pg, (see Theorem [2Z12]) we have

In M (G, t 1 1
lim MG ) 1im/§1n(1 +t2°) dpc, (2) :/§1H(1+tz2) dpr,(2).

Hence
1 1
/5 In (1 + tzZ) dpa(z) > /5 In (1 + tzQ) dpr,(2).
O

Next we prove Theorem which is a direct consequence of the previous theorem.

Proof of Theorem[L. We can assume that 0 < p < 1, for p = 1 the claim follows
from continuity. We have seen that for ¢ > 0

In M(G,t) 1 1
W:/iln(lqttf) dpGZ/iln(letzQ) dpr,.

Note that by Theorem 2.15 we have

1 1
3 /ln (1+t2%) dpr, = ) In Sy(t),

where s
1 /d—1\""
Sult) = B (d—m) ’
where
W/14+4d-1)t -1
L 2d—-1t
Hence

for all £ > 0. Now let

(d—p)
t=1¢t(T = .
( dap) d2<1—p)2
Then
_1-p
77t 1_p/d7
and
(15"
t) =
5ut) 1—p)
Hence

(6 A=) 2 g (-8

After multiplying by (1 — p)?", we get the claim of the theorem. O
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We end this section with another corollary of Theorem [4.71 The so-called matching
energy was introduced by I. Gutman and S. Wagner [15], it is defined as follows:

zi:p(G,zi)=0

where all zeros are counted with its multiplicity. With our notation this is nothing
else than

ME(G) = (@) [ Isldpaz).

The following theorem shows that if we normalize the matching energy by dividing
by the number of vertices then among d-regular bipartite graphs its "minimum" is
attained at the infinite d-regular tree T.

Corollary 4.8. Let G be a d-regular bipartite graph. Then

[1eldoee) 2 [ 1ol don, (o)

Proof. Note that for any z we have

1 [>*1 9 9

/|Z|dp(; = / (% /Ooot%ln(1+t222)dt) dpa(z) =
_ %/Ooot% (/ In(1 +t222)dp(;(z)) dt >
> %/:% (/ln(1+t222)dpqrd(z)) dt:/|z|ded.

Since we integrated a non-negative function, it was allowed to interchange the inte-
grals. U

Remark 4.9. Note that

/\z|ded<z) _ g (2\/?— (d — 2) arctan (% . 1)) |

Hence

5. PROOF OF THE LOWER MATCHING CONJECTURE

In this section we prove Theorem Here the main tool is that the matching
polynomial has only real zeros, this gives sufficient information about its coefficients
so that together with our results on the entropy function we can finish the proof
of Theorem [LLAl Let us mention that the argument in this section is more or less
standard, a survey on related methods and results can be found in [23].

Proof of Theorem[L.3. We can assume that 0 < p < 1 since for p = 1, the statement
reduces to Schrijver’s theorem. Let ¢ be chosen such a way that p(G,t) = p = %
Then

my(G) = =~ exp(v(G)Aa(p))-
Let
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Then the probability distribution (agp,ai, . ..,a,) has mean u = k. By the Heilmann—
Lieb theorem, ) a;z? has only real zeros. Then it is known that it is a distribution
of the number of successes in independent trials. Indeed, let

n

M(G, 1) = [T+ 7).

i=1
where 7; = A? with our previous notation, and

= 5t
I 14 ’th .
If I, is the indicator variable that takes the value 1 with probability p; and 0 with
probability 1 — p;, then

The advantage of this observation is that there is a powerful inequality for such
distributions, namely Hoeffding’s inequality.

Theorem 5.1 (Hoeffding’s inequality [I7]). Let S be a random wvariable with prob-
ability distribution of the number of successes in n independent trials. Assume that
ES = np. Let b and c integers satisfying b < np < c. Then

P(h< X <c)> z% <?)pj(1 — p)" i,

In the particular case when np = k, we get that

n _
ap > (k)pk(l —p)" *=p,

with our previous notation.
Putting everything together we obtain that

mk(G)tk
mi(G) = MGA) exp(v(G)Ac(p)) = pu exp(2nGa(p))-
In the last step we used that Ag(p) > G4(p) by Theorem Bl O

Proof of Theorem[1.71. The proof is completely analogous to the previous one. We
have to use the inequality Ag(p) > G,(p), see Theorem (A6l O
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