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LOCAL CONVERGENCE OF RANDOM GRAPH COLORINGS

AMIN COJA-OGHLAN∗, CHARILAOS EFTHYMIOU∗∗ AND NOR JAAFARI

ABSTRACT. LetG = G(n,m) be a random graph whose average degreed = 2m/n is below thek-colorability threshold.
If we sample ak-coloringσ of G uniformly at random, what can we say about the correlations between the colors assigned
to vertices that are far apart? According to a prediction from statistical physics, for average degrees below the so-called
condensation thresholddk,cond, the colors assigned to far away vertices are asymptotically independent [Krzakala et al.:
Proc. National Academy of Sciences 2007]. We prove this conjecture fork exceeding a certain constantk0. More generally,
we investigate the joint distribution of thek-colorings thatσ induces locally on the bounded-depth neighborhoods of any
fixed number of vertices. In addition, we point out an implication on thereconstruction problem.

Mathematics Subject Classification:05C80 (primary), 05C15 (secondary)

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

Let G = G(n,m) denote the random graph on the vertex set[n] = {1, . . . , n} with preciselym edges. Unless
specified otherwise, we assume thatm = m(n) = ⌈dn/2⌉ for a fixed numberd > 0. As usual,G(n,m) has a
propertyA “with high probability” (“w.h.p.”) if limn→∞ P [G(n,m) ∈ A] = 1.

1.1. Background and motivation. Going back to the seminal paper of Erdős and Rényi [20] thatfounded the theory
of random graphs, the problem of coloringG(n,m) remains one of the longest-standing challenges in probabilistic
combinatorics. Over the past half-century, efforts have been devoted to determining the likely value of the chromatic
numberχ(G(n,m)) [4, 11, 26, 28] and its concentration [6, 27, 34] as well as to algorithmic problems such as
constructing or sampling colorings of the random graph [3, 15, 16, 17, 22, 23].

A tantalising feature of the random graph coloring problem is the interplay between local and global effects.Locally
around almost any vertex the random graph is bipartite w.h.p. In fact, for any fixed average degreed > 0 and for any
fixedω the depth-ω neighborhood of all buto(n) vertices is just a tree w.h.p. Yetglobally the chromatic number of
the random graph may be large. Indeed, for any numberk ≥ 3 of colors there exists asharp threshold sequence
dk−col = dk−col(n) such that for any fixedε > 0, G(n,m) is k-colorable w.h.p. if2m/n < dk−col(n) − ε, whereas
the random graphs fails to bek-colorable w.h.p. if2m/n > dk−col(n) + ε [1]. Whilst the thresholdsdk−col are not
known precisely, there are close upper and lower bounds. Thebest current ones read

dk,cond = (2k − 1) lnk − 2 ln 2 + δk ≤ lim inf
n→∞

dk−col(n) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

dk−col(n) ≤ (2k − 1) ln k − 1 + εk, (1.1)

wherelimk→∞ δk = limk→∞ εk = 0 [4, 13, 14]. To be precise, the lower bound in (1.1) is formally defined as

dk,cond = inf

{

d > 0 : lim sup
n→∞

E[Zk(G(n,m))1/n] < k(1− 1/k)d/2
}

. (1.2)

This number, called thecondensation thresholddue to a connection with statistical physics [24], can be computed
precisely fork exceeding a certain constantk0 [8]. An asymptotic expansion yields the expression in (1.1).

The contrast between local and global effects was famously pointed out by Erdős, who producedG(n,m) as an
example of a graph that simultaneously has a high chromatic number and a high girth [19]. The present paper aims
at a more precise understanding of this collusion between short-range and long-range effects. For instance, do global
effects entail “invisible” constraints on the colorings ofthe local neighborhoods so that certain “local” colorings do
not extend to a coloring of the entire graph? And what correlations do typically exist between the colors of vertices at
a large distance?
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A natural way of formalising these questions is as follows. Let k ≥ 3 be a number of colors, fix some number
ω > 0 and assume thatd < dk,cond so thatG = G(n,m) is k-colorable w.h.p. Moreover, pick a vertexv0 and fix a
k-coloringσ0 of its depth-ω neighborhood. How many ways are there to extendσ0 to ak-coloring of the entire graph,
and how does this number depend onσ0? Additionally, if we pick a vertexv1 that is “far away” fromv0 and if we pick
anotherk-coloringσ1 of the depth-ω neighborhood ofv1, is there ak-coloringσ of G that simultaneously extends
bothσ0 andσ1? If so, how many suchσ exist, and how does this depend onσ0, σ1?

The main result of this paper (Theorem 1.1 below) provides a very neat and accurate answer to these questions.
It shows that w.h.p. all “local”k-coloringsσ0 extend toasymptotically the samenumber ofk-colorings of the entire
graph. Let us writeSk(G) for the set of allk-colorings of a graphG and letZk(G) = |Sk(G)| be the number ofk-
colorings. Moreover, let∂ω(G, v0) be the depth-ω neighborhood of a vertexv0 in G (i.e., the subgraph ofG obtained
by deleting all vertices at distance greater thanω from v0). Then w.h.p. anyk-coloringσ0 of ∂ω(G, v0) has

(1 + o(1))Zk(G)

Zk(∂ω(G, v0))

extensions to ak-coloring ofG. Moreover, if we pick another vertexv1 at random and fix somek-coloringσ1 of the
depth-ω neighborhood ofv1, then w.h.p. the number of joint extensions ofσ0, σ1 is

(1 + o(1))Zk(G)

Zk(∂ω(G, v0))Zk(∂ω(G, v1))
.

In other words, if we choose ak-coloringσ uniformly at random, then the distribution of thek-coloring thatσ induces
on the subgraph∂ω(G, v0) ∪ ∂ω(G, v1), which is a forest w.h.p., is asymptotically uniform. The same statement
extends to any fixed numberv0, . . . , vl of vertices.

1.2. Results. The appropriate formalism for describing the limiting behavior of the local structure of the random
graph is the concept oflocal weak convergence[5, 9]. The concrete instalment of the formalism that we employ is
reminiscent of that used in [10, 32]. (Corollary 1.2 below provides a statement that is equivalent to the main result but
that avoids the formalism of local weak convergence.)

Let G be the set of all locally finite connected graphs whose vertexset is a countable subset ofR. Further, let
Gk be the set of all triples(G, v0, σ) such thatG ∈ G, σ : V (G) → [k] is a k-coloring ofG andv0 ∈ V (G) is
a distinguished vertex that we call theroot. We refer to(G, v0, σ) as arootedk-colored graph. If (G′, v′0, σ

′) is
another rootedk-colored graph, we call(G, v0, σ) and(G′, v′0, σ

′) isomorphic((G, v0, σ) ∼= (G′, v′0, σ
′)) if there is an

isomorphismϕ : G → G′ such thatϕ(v0) = ϕ(v′0), σ = σ′ ◦ ϕ and such that for anyv, w ∈ V (G) such thatv < w
we haveϕ(v) < ϕ(w). Thus,ϕ preserves the root, the coloring and the order of the vertices (which are reals). Let
[G, v0, σ] be the isomorphism class of(G, v0, σ) and letGk be the set of all isomorphism classes of rootedk-colored
graphs.

For an integerω ≥ 0 andΓ ∈ Gk we let∂ωΓ denote the isomorphism class of the rootedk-colored graph obtained
fromΓ by deleting all vertices whose distance from the root exceedsω. Then anyΓ, ω ≥ 0 give rise to a function

Gk → {0, 1} , Γ′ 7→ 1 {∂ωΓ′ = ∂ωΓ} . (1.3)

We endowGk with the coarsest topology that makes all of these functionscontinuous. Further, forl ≥ 1 we equipGl
k

with the corresponding product topology. Additionally, the setP(Gl
k) of probability measures onGl

k carries the weak
topology, as does the setP2(Gl

k) of all probability measures onP(Gl
k). The spacesGl

k,P(Gl
k),P2(Gl

k) are Polish [5].
ForΓ ∈ Gk we denote byδΓ ∈ P(Gk) the Dirac measure that puts mass one onΓ.

Let G be a finitek-colorable graph whose vertex setV (G) is contained inR and letv1, . . . , vl ∈ V (G). Then we
can define a probability measure onGl

k as follows. LettingG‖v denote the connected component ofv ∈ V (G) and
σ‖v the restriction ofσ : V (G) → [k] toG‖v, we define

λ (G, v1, . . . , vl) =
1

Zk(G)

∑

σ∈Sk(G)

l
⊗

i=1

δ[G‖vi,vi,σ‖vi] ∈ P(Gl
k). (1.4)

The idea is thatλG,v1,...,vl captures the joint empirical distribution of colorings induced by a random coloring ofG
“locally” in the vicinity of the “roots”v1, . . . , vl. Further, let

λ
l
n,m,k =

1

nl

∑

v1,...,vl∈[n]

E[δλ(G(n,m),v1,...,vl)|χ(G(n,m)) ≤ k] ∈ P2(Gl
k).
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This measure captures the typical distribution of the localcolorings in a random graph withl randomly chosen roots.
We are going to determine the limit ofλl

n,m,k asn → ∞.
To characterise this limit, letT ∗(d) be a (possibly infinite) random Galton-Watson tree rooted ata vertexv∗0 with

offspring distributionPo(d). We embedT ∗(d) into R by independently mapping each vertex to a uniformly random
point in [0, 1]; with probability one, all vertices get mapped to distinct points. LetT (d) ∈ G signify the resulting
random tree and letv0 denote its root. For a numberω > 0 we let∂ω

T (d) denote the (finite) rooted tree obtained
fromT (d) by removing all vertices at a distance greater thanω from v0. Moreover, forl ≥ 1 letT 1(d), . . . ,T l(d) be
l independent copies ofT (d) and set

ϑ
l
d,k [ω] = E

[

δ⊗
i∈[l] λ

(

∂ωT
i
(d)

)

]

∈ P2(Gl
k), where (1.5)

λ
(

∂ω
T

i(d)
)

=
1

Zk(∂ωT
i(d))

∑

σ∈Sk(∂ωT
i
(d))

δ
[∂ωT

i
(d),v0,σ]

∈ P(Gl
k) (cf. (1.4)).

The sequence(ϑl
d,k [ω])ω≥1 converges (see Appendix A) and we let

ϑ
l
d,k = lim

ω→∞
ϑ
l
d,k [ω] .

Combinatorially,ϑl
d,k corresponds to samplingl copies of the Galton-Watson treeT (d) independently. These trees

are colored by assigning a random color to each of thel roots independently and proceeding down each tree by
independently choosing a color for each vertex from thek − 1 colors left unoccupied by the parent.

Theorem 1.1.There is a numberk0 > 0 such that for allk ≥ k0, d < dk,cond, l > 0 we havelimn→∞ λ
l
n,m,k = ϑ

l
d,k.

Fix numbersω ≥ 1, l ≥ 1, choose a random graphG = G(n,m) for some large enoughn and choose vertices
v1, . . . ,vl uniformly and independently at random. Then the depth-ω neighborhoods∂ω(G,v1), . . . , ∂

ω(G,vl) are
pairwise disjoint and the unionF = ∂ω(G,v1) ∪ · · · ∪ ∂ω(G,vl) is a forest w.h.p. Moreover, the distance between
any two trees inF isΩ(lnn) w.h.p. Given thatG is k-colorable, letσ be a randomk-coloring ofG. Thenσ induces
a k-coloring of the forestF . Theorem 1.1 implies that w.h.p. the distribution of the induced coloring is at a total
variation distanceo(1) from the uniform distribution on the set of allk-colorings ofF . Formally, let us writeµk,G for
the probability distribution on[k]V (G) defined by

µk,G(σ) = 1 {σ ∈ Sk(G)}Zk(G)−1 (σ ∈ [k]V (G)),

i.e., the uniform distribution on the set ofk-colorings of the graphG. Moreover, forU ⊂ V (G) let µk,G|U denote the
projection ofµk,G onto[k]U , i.e.,

µk,G|U (σ0) = µk,G

({

σ ∈ [k]V : ∀u ∈ U : σ(u) = σ0(u)
})

(σ0 ∈ [k]U ).

If H is a subgraph ofG, then we just writeµk,G|H instead ofµk,G|V (H). Let ‖ · ‖TV denote the total variation norm.

Corollary 1.2. There is a constantk0 > 0 such that for anyk ≥ k0, d < dk,cond, l ≥ 1, ω ≥ 0 we have

lim
n→∞

1

nl

∑

v1,...,vl∈[n]

E

∥

∥

∥µk,G|∂ω(G,v1)∪···∪∂ω(G,vl)
− µk,∂ω(G,v1)∪···∪∂ω(G,vl)

∥

∥

∥

TV
= 0.

Since w.h.p. the pairwise distance ofl randomly chosen verticesv1, . . . , vl in G isΩ(lnn), we observe that w.h.p.

µk,∂ω(G,v1)∪···∪∂ω(G,vl)
=

⊗

i∈[l]

µk,∂ω(G,vi)
.

With very little work it can be verified that Corollary 1.2 is actually equivalent to Theorem 1.1. Settingω = 0 in
Corollary 1.2 yields the following statement, which is of interest in its own right.

Corollary 1.3. There is a numberk0 > 0 such that for allk ≥ k0, d < dk,cond and any integerl > 0 we have

lim
n→∞

1

nl

∑

v1,...,vl∈[n]

E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

µk,G|{v1,...,vl}
−

⊗

i∈[l]

µk,G|{vi}

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

TV

= 0. (1.6)
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By the symmetry of the colors,µk,G|{v} is just the uniform distribution on[k] for every vertexv. Hence, Corol-
lary 1.3 states that ford < dk,cond w.h.p. in the random graphG for randomly chosen verticesv1, . . . ,vl the following
is true: if we choose ak-coloringσ of G at random, then(σ(v1), . . . ,σ(vl)) ∈ [k]l is asymptotically uniformly dis-
tributed. Prior results of Montanari and Gershenfeld [21] and of Montanari, Restrepo and Tetali [33] imply that (1.6)
holds ford < 2(k − 1) ln(k − 1), about an additiveln k belowdk,cond.

The above results and their proofs are inspired by ideas fromstatistical physics. More specifically, physicists
have developed a non-rigorous but analytic technique, the so-called “cavity method” [29], which has led to various
conjectures on the random graph coloring problem. These include a prediction as to the precise value ofdk,cond for
anyk ≥ 3 [37] as well as a conjecture as to the precise value of thek-colorability thresholddk−col [25]. While the
latter formula is complicated, asymptotically we expect that dk−col = (2k − 1) ln k − 1 + εk, wherelimk→∞ εk =
0. According to this conjecture, the upper bound in (1.1) is asymptotically tight anddk−col is strictly greater than
dk,cond. Furthermore, according to the physics considerations (1.6) holds for anyk ≥ 3 and anyd < dk,cond [24].
Corollary 1.3 verifies this conjecture fork ≥ k0. By contrast, according to the physics predictions, (1.6) doesnothold
for dk,cond < d < dk−col. As (1.6) is the special case ofω = 0 of Theorem 1.1 (resp. Corollary 1.2), the conjecture
implies that neither of these extend tod > dk,cond. In other words, the physics picture suggests that Theorem 1.1,
Corollary 1.2 and Corollary 1.3 areoptimal, except that the assumptionk ≥ k0 can possibly be replaced byk ≥ 3.

1.3. An application. Suppose we draw ak-coloringσ of G at random. Of course, the colors thatσ assigns to the
neighbors of a vertexv and the color ofv are correlated (they must be distinct). More generally, it seems reasonable to
expect that for anyfixed“radius”ω the colors assigned to the vertices at distanceω from v and the color ofv itself will
typically be correlated. But will these correlations persist asω → ∞? This is the “reconstruction problem”, which
has received considerable attention in the context of random constraint satisfaction problems in general and in random
graph coloring in particular [24, 33, 35]. To illustrate theuse of Theorem 1.1 we will show how it readily implies the
result on the reconstruction problem for random graph coloring from [33].

To formally state the problem, assume thatG is a finitek-colorable graph. Forv ∈ V (G) and a subset∅ 6= R ⊂
Sk(G) let µk,G|v( · |U) be the probability distribution on[k] defined by

µk,G|v(i|R) =
1

|R|
∑

σ∈R

1 {σ(v) = i} ,

i.e., the distribution of the color ofv in a random coloringσ ∈ R. Forv ∈ V (G), ω ≥ 1 andσ0 ∈ Sk(G) let

Rk,G(v, ω, σ0) =
{

σ ∈ Sk(G) : ∀u ∈ V (G) \ ∂ω−1(G, v) : σ(u) = σ0(u)
}

.

Thus,Rk,G(v, ω, σ0) contains allk-colorings that coincide withσ0 on vertices whose distance fromv is at leastω.
Moreover, let

biask,G(v, ω, σ0) =
1

2

∑

i∈[k]

∣

∣

∣

∣

µk,G|v(i|Rk,G(v, ω, σ0))−
1

k

∣

∣

∣

∣

, biask,G(v, ω) =
1

Zk(G)

∑

σ0∈Sk(G)

biask,G(v, ω, σ0).

Clearly, for symmetry reasons, if we draw ak-coloringσ ∈ Sk(G) uniformly at random, thenσ(v) is uniformly
distributed over[k]. Whatbiask,G(v, ω, σ0) measures is how much conditioning on the eventσ ∈ Rk,G(v, ω, σ0)
biases the color ofv. Accordingly,biask,G(v, ω) measures the bias induced by arandom“boundary condition”σ0.
We say thatnon-reconstructionoccurs inG(n,m) if

lim
ω→∞

lim
n→∞

1

n

∑

v∈[n]

E[biask,G(n,m)(v, ω)] = 0.

Otherwise,reconstructionoccurs. Analogously, recalling thatT (d) is the Galton-Watson tree rooted atv0, we say that
tree non-reconstructionoccurs atd if limω→∞ E[biask,∂ωT (d)(v0, ω)] = 0. Otherwise,tree reconstructionoccurs.

Corollary 1.4. There is a numberk0 > 0 such that for allk ≥ k0 andd < dk,cond the following is true.

Reconstruction occurs inG(n,m) ⇔ tree reconstruction occurs atd. (1.7)

Montanari, Restrepo and Tetali [33] proved (1.7) ford < 2(k − 1) ln(k − 1), about an additiveln k belowdk,cond.
This gap could be plugged by invoking recent results on the geometry of the set ofk-colorings [7, 13, 31]. However,
we shall see that Corollary 1.4 is actually an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1.
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The point of Corollary 1.4 is that it reduces the reconstruction problem on a combinatorially extremely intricate
object, namely the random graphG(n,m), to the same problem on a much simpler structure, namely the Galton-
Watson treeT (d). That said, the reconstruction problem onT (d) is far from trivial. The best current bounds show
that there exists a sequence(δk)k → 0 such that non-reconstruction holds inT (d) if d < (1 − δk)k ln k while
reconstruction occurs ifd > (1 + δk)k ln k [18].

1.4. Techniques and outline.None of the arguments in the present paper are particularly difficult. It is rather that a
combination of several relatively simple ingredients proves remarkably powerful. The starting point of the proof is a
recent result [7] on the concentration of the numberZk(G(n,m)) of k-colorings ofG(n,m). This result entails a very
precise connection between a fairly simple probability distribution, the so-called “planted model”, and the experiment
of sampling a random coloring of a random graph, thereby extending the “planting trick” from [2]. However, this
planting argument is not powerful enough to establish Theorem 1.1 (cf. also the discussion in [10]). Therefore, in
the present paper the key idea is to use the information aboutZk(G(n,m)) to introduce an enhanced variant of the
planting trick. More specifically, in Section 3 we will establish a connection between the experiment of sampling
a randompair of colorings ofG(n,m) and another, much simpler probability distribution that wecall theplanted
replica model. We expect that this idea will find future uses.

Apart from the concentration ofZk(G(n,m)), this connection also hinges on a study of the “overlap” of two
randomly chosen colorings ofG(n,m). The overlap was studied in prior work on reconstruction [21, 33] in the case
thatd < 2(k − 1) ln(k − 1) based on considerations from the second moment argument of Achlioptas and Naor [4]
that gave the best lower bound on thek-colorability threshold at the time. To extend the study of the overlap to the
whole ranged ∈ (0, dk,cond), we crucially harness insights from the improved second moment argument from [14]
and the rigorous derivation of the condensation threshold [8].

As we will see in Section 4, the study of the planted replica model allows us to draw conclusions as to the typical
“local” structure of pairs of random colorings ofG(n,m). To turn these insights into a proof of Theorem 1.1, in
Section 5 we extend an elegant argument from [21], which was used there to establish the asymptotic independence
of the colors assigned to a bounded number of randomly chosenindividual vertices (reminiscent of (1.6)) ford <
2(k − 1) ln(k − 1).

The bottom line is that the strategy behind the proof of Theorem 1.1 is rather generic. It probably extends to other
problems of a similar nature. A natural class to think of are the binary problems studied in [33]. Another candidate
might be the hardcore model, which was studied in [10] by a somewhat different approach.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. For a finite or countable setX we denote byP(X ) the set of all probability distributions onX , which
we identify with the set of all mapsp : X → [0, 1] such that

∑

x∈X p(x) = 1. Furthermore, ifN > 0 is an integer,
thenPN (X ) is the set of allp ∈ P(X ) such thatNp(x) is an integer for everyx ∈ X . With the convention that
0 ln 0 = 0, we denote the entropy ofp ∈ P(X ) by

H(p) = −
∑

x∈X

p(x) ln p(x).

Let G be ak-colorable graph. Byσk,G,σk,G
1 ,σk,G

2 , . . . ∈ Sk(G) we denote independent uniform samples from
Sk(G). WhereG, k are apparent from the context, we omit the superscript. Moreover, ifX : Sk(G) → R, we write

〈X(σ)〉G,k =
1

Zk(G)

∑

σ∈Sk(G)

X(σ).

More generally, ifX : Sk(G)l → R, then

〈X(σ1, . . . ,σl)〉G,k =
1

Zk(G)l

∑

σ1,...,σl∈Sk(G)

X(σ1, . . . , σl).

We omit the subscriptG and/ork where it is apparent from the context.
Thus, the symbol〈 · 〉G,k refers to the average over randomly chosenk-colorings of afixedgraphG. By contrast,

the standard notationE [ · ], P [ · ] will be used to indictate that the expectation/probabilityis taken over the choice of
the random graphG(n,m). Unless specified otherwise, we use the standardO-notation to refer to the limitn → ∞.
Throughout the paper, we tacitly assume thatn is sufficiently large for our various estimates to hold.
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By a rooted graphwe mean a graphG together with a distinguished vertexv, the root. The vertex set is always
assumed to be a subset ofR. If ω ≥ 0 is an integer, then∂ω (G, v) signifies the subgraph ofG obtained by removing
all vertices at distance greater thanω from v (including those vertices ofG that are not reachable fromv), rooted atv.
An isomorphismbetween two rooted graphs(G, v), (G′, v′) is an isomorphismG → G′ of the underlying graphs that
mapsv to v′ and that preserves the order of the vertices (which is why we insist that they be reals).

2.2. The first moment. The present work builds upon results on the first two moments of Zk(G(n,m)).

Lemma 2.1. For anyd > 0, E[Zk(G)] = Θ(kn(1− 1/k)m).

Although Lemma 2.1 is folklore, we briefly comment on how the expression comes about. Forσ : [n] → [k] let

F(σ) =

k
∑

i=1

(|σ−1(i)|
2

)

(2.1)

be the number of edges of the complete graph that are monochromatic underσ. Then

P [σ ∈ Sk(G)] =

(
(

n
2

)

−F(σ)

m

)/(
(

n
2

)

m

)

. (2.2)

By convexity, we haveF(σ) ≥ 1
k

(

n
2

)

for all σ. In combination with (2.2) and the linearity of expectation, this
implies thatE[Zk(G(n,m))] = O(kn(1 − 1/k)m). Conversely, there areΩ(kn) mapsσ : [n] → [k] such that
∣

∣n/k − |σ−1(i)|
∣

∣ ≤ √
n for all i, andF(σ)/

(

n
2

)

= 1/k+O(1/n) for all suchσ. This impliesE[Zk(G)] = Ω(kn(1−
1/k)m). The following result shows thatZk(G) is tightly concentrated about its expectation ford < dk,cond.

Theorem 2.2([7]). There isk0 > 0 such that for allk ≥ k0 and alld < dk,cond we have

lim
ω→∞

lim
n→∞

P [| lnZk(G)− lnE[Zk(G)]| ≤ ω] = 1.

Forα = (α1, . . . , αk) ∈ Pn([k]) we letZα(G) be the number ofk-coloringsσ of G such that|σ−1(i)| = αin
for all i ∈ [k]. Conversely, for a mapσ : [n] → [k] let α(σ) = n−1(σ−1(i))i∈[k] ∈ Pn([k]). Additionally, let
ᾱ = k−1

1 = (1/k, . . . , 1/k).

Lemma 2.3([7, Lemma 3.1]). Letϕ(α) = H(α) + d
2 ln

(

1− ‖α‖22
)

. Then

E[Zα(G)] = O(exp(nϕ(α))) uniformly for allα ∈ Pn([k]),

E[Zα(G)] = Θ(n(1−k)/2) exp(nϕ(α)) uniformly for allα ∈ Pn([k]) such that‖α− ᾱ‖2 ≤ k−3.

2.3. The second moment.Define theoverlapof σ, τ : [n] → [k] as thek × k matrixρ(σ, τ) with entries

ρij(σ, τ) =
1

n

∣

∣σ−1(i) ∩ τ−1(j)
∣

∣ .

Then the number of edges of the complete graph that are monochromatic under eitherσ or τ equals

F(σ, τ) = F(σ) + F(τ) −
∑

i,j∈[k]

(

nρij(σ, τ)

2

)

.

For i ∈ [k] let ρi · signify theith row of the matrixρ, and forj ∈ [k] let ρ · j denote thejth column. An elementary
application of inclusion/exclusion yields (cf. [7, Fact 5.4])

P[σ, τ ∈ Sk(G)] =

((n2)−F(σ,τ)
m

)

((n2)
m

)

= O







1−
∑

i∈[k]

(‖ρi · (σ, τ)‖22 + ‖ρ · i(σ, τ)‖22) + ‖ρ(σ, τ)‖22





m

 . (2.3)

We can viewρ(σ, τ) as a distribution on[k] × [k], i.e.,ρ(σ, τ) ∈ Pn([k]
2). Let ρ̄ be the uniform distribution on

[k]
2. Moreover, forρ ∈ Pn([k]

2
) let Z⊗

ρ (G) be the number of pairsσ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G) with overlapρ. Finally, let

Rn,k(ω) =
{

ρ ∈ Pn([k]
2) : ∀i ∈ [k] : ‖ρi · − ᾱ‖2 , ‖ρ · i − ᾱ‖2 ≤

√

ω/n
}

, and (2.4)

f(ρ) = H(ρ) +
d

2
ln(1− 2/k + ‖ρ‖22). (2.5)
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Lemma 2.4([4]). Assume thatω = ω(n) → ∞ butω = o(n). For all k ≥ 3, d > 0 we have

E[Z⊗
ρ (G)] = O(n(1−k2)/2) exp(nf(ρ)) uniformly for allρ ∈ Rn,k(ω) s.t. ‖ρ− ρ̄‖∞ ≤ k−3,

E[Z⊗
ρ (G)] = O(exp(nf(ρ))) uniformly for allρ ∈ Rn,k(ω).

Moreover, ifd < 2(k − 1) ln(k − 1), then for anyη > 0 there existsδ > 0 such that

f(ρ) < f(ρ̄)− δ for all ρ ∈ Rn,k(ω) such that‖ρ− ρ̄‖2 > η. (2.6)

The bound (2.6) applies ford < 2(k−1) ln(k−1), aboutln k belowdk,cond. To bridge the gap, letκ = 1−ln20 k/k

and callρ ∈ Pn([k]
2
) separableif kρij 6∈ (0.51, κ) for all i, j ∈ [k]. Moreover,σ ∈ Sk(G) is separableif ρ(σ, τ) is

separable for allτ ∈ Sk(G). Otherwise, we callσ inseparable. Further,ρ is s-stableif there are preciselys entries
such thatkρij ≥ κ.

Lemma 2.5([14]). There isk0 such that for allk > k0 and all2(k− 1) ln(k− 1) ≤ d ≤ 2k ln k the following is true.

(1) Let Z̃k(G) = |{σ ∈ Sk(G) : σ is inseparable}|. ThenE[Z̃k(G)] ≤ exp(−Ω(n))E[Zk(G)].
(2) Let1 ≤ s ≤ k − 1. Thenf(ρ) < f(ρ̄)− Ω(1) uniformly for alls-stableρ.
(3) For anyη > 0 there isδ > 0 such thatsup{f(ρ) : ρ is 0-stable and‖ρ− ρ̄‖2 > η} < f(ρ̄)− δ.

Lemma 2.5 omits thek-stable case. To deal with it, we introduce

C(G, σ) = {τ ∈ Sk(G) : ρ(σ, τ) is k-stable} . (2.7)

Lemma 2.6([8]). There existk0 andω = ω(n) → ∞ such that for allk ≥ k0, 2(k − 1) ln(k − 1) ≤ d < dk,cond we
have

lim
n→∞

P

[

〈|C(G,σ)|〉G,k ≤ ω−1
E [Zk(G)]

]

= 1.

2.4. A tail bound. Finally, we need the following inequality.

Lemma 2.7 ([36]). Let X1, . . . , XN be independent random variables with values in a finite setΛ. Assume that
f : ΛN → R is a function, thatΓ ⊂ ΛN is an event and thatc, c′ > 0 are numbers such that the following is true.

If x, x′ ∈ ΛN are such that there isk ∈ [N ] such thatxi = x′
i for all i 6= k, then

|f(x)− f(x′)| ≤
{

c if x ∈ Γ,
c′ if x 6∈ Γ.

(2.8)

Then for anyγ ∈ (0, 1] and anyt > 0 we have

P [|f(X1, . . . , XN )− E[f(X1, . . . , XN )]| > t] ≤ 2 exp

(

− t2

2N(c+ γ(c′ − c))2

)

+
2N

γ
P [(X1, . . . , XN ) 6∈ Γ] .

3. THE PLANTED REPLICA MODEL

Throughout this section we assume thatk ≥ k0 for some large enough constantk0 and thatd < dk,cond.

In this section we introduce the key tool for the proof of Theorem 1.1, theplanted replica model. This is the probability
distributionπpr

n,m,k on triples(G, σ1, σ2) such thatG is a graph on[n] with m edges andσ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G) induced by
the following experiment.

PR1: Sample two mapŝσ1, σ̂2 : [n] → [k] independently and uniformly at random subject to the condition that
F(σ̂1, σ̂2) ≤

(

n
2

)

−m.

PR2: Choose a grapĥG on [n] with preciselym edges uniformly at random, subject to the condition that both
σ̂1, σ̂2 are properk-colorings.

We define

πpr
n,m,k(G, σ1, σ2) = P

[

(Ĝ, σ̂1, σ̂2) = (G, σ1, σ2)
]

.

Clearly, the planted replica model is quite tame so that it should be easy to bring the known techniques from the theory
of random graphs to bear. Indeed, the conditioning inPR1 is harmless becauseE[F(σ̂1, σ̂2)] ∼ (2/k − 1/k2)

(

n
2

)

while m = O(n). Hence, by the Chernoff bound we haveF(σ̂1, σ̂2) ≤
(

n
2

)

−m w.h.p. Moreover,PR2 just means
7



that we drawm random edges out of the
(

n
2

)

− F(σ̂1, σ̂2) edges of the complete graph that are bichromatic under
bothσ̂1, σ̂2. In particular, we have the explicit formula

πpr
n,m,k(G, σ1, σ2) =

1
∣

∣

{

(τ1, τ2) ∈ [k]n × [k]n : F(τ1, τ2) ≤
(

n
2

)

−m
}∣

∣

∑

τ1,τ2:[n]→[k],F(τ1,τ2)≤(n2)−m

(
(

n
2

)

−F(τ1, τ2)

m

)−1

.

The purpose of the planted replica model is to get a handle on another experiment, which at first glance seems
far less amenable. Therandom replica modelπrr

n,m,k is a probability distribution on triples(G, σ1, σ2) such that
σ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G) as well. It is induced by the following experiment.

RR1: Choose a random graphG = G(n,m) subject to the condition thatG is k-colorable.
RR2: Sample two coloringsσ1,σ2 of G uniformly and independently.

Thus, the random replica model is defined by the formula

πrr
n,m,k(G, σ1, σ2) = P [(G,σ1,σ2) = (G, σ1, σ2)] =

[(
(

n
2

)

m

)

P [χ(G) ≤ k]Zk(G)2
]−1

. (3.1)

Since we assume thatd < dk,cond, G is k-colorable w.h.p. Hence, the conditioning inRR1 is innocent. But this is far
from true of the experiment described inRR2. For instance, we have no idea as to how one might implementRR2
constructively ford anywhere neardk,cond. In fact, the best current algorithms for finding a singlek-coloring ofG,
let alone a random pair, stop working for degreesd about a factor of two belowdk,cond (cf. [2]).

Yet the main result of this section shows that ford < dk,cond, the “difficult” random replica model can be studied
by means of the “simple” planted replica model. More precisely, recall that a sequence(µn)n of probability measures
is contiguouswith respect to another sequence(νn)n if µn, νn are defined on the same ground set for alln and if for
any sequence(An)n of events such thatlimn→∞ νn(An) = 0 we havelimn→∞ µn(An) = 0.

Proposition 3.1. If d < dk,cond, thenπrr
n,m,k is contiguous with respect toπpr

n,m,k.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.1. A key step is to study the distribution of the
overlap of two randomk-coloringsσ1,σ2 of G, whose definition we recall from Section 2.3.

Lemma 3.2. Assume thatd < dk,cond. ThenE[〈‖ρ(σ1,σ2)− ρ̄‖2〉G] = o(1).

In words, Lemma 3.2 asserts that the expectation over the choice of the random graphG (the outerE) of the
averageℓ2-distance of the overlap of two randomly chosenk-colorings ofG from ρ̄ goes to0 asn → ∞. To prove
this statement the following intermediate step is required; we recall theα ( · ) notation from Section 2.2. Thed <
2(k− 1) ln(k− 1) case of Lemma 3.2 was previously proved in [33] by way of the second moment analysis from [4].
As it turns out, the regime2(k − 1) ln(k − 1) < d < dk,cond requires a somewhat more sophisticated argument. In
any case, for the sake of completeness we give a full prove of Lemma 3.2, including thed < 2(k − 1) ln(k − 1)
(which adds merely three lines to the argument). Similarly,in [33] the following claim was established in the case
d < 2(k − 1) ln(k − 1).

Claim 3.3. Suppose thatd < dk,cond and thatω = ω(n) is such thatlimn→∞ ω(n) = ∞ butω = o(n). Then w.h.p.
G is such that

〈

1

{

‖α(σ)− ᾱ‖2 >
√

ω/n
}〉

G
≤ exp(−Ω(ω)).

Proof. We combine Theorem 2.2 with a standard “first moment” estimate similar to the proof of [33, Lemma 5.4]. The
entropy functionα ∈ P([k]) 7→ H(α) = −∑k

i=1 αi lnαi is concave and attains its global maximum atᾱ. In fact,
the Hessian ofα 7→ H(α) satisfiesD2H(α) � −2id. Moreover, sinceα 7→ ‖α‖22 is convex,α 7→ d

2 ln(1 − ‖α‖22) is
concave and attains is global maximum atᾱ as well. Hence, lettingϕ denote the function from Lemma 2.3, we find
D2ϕ(α) � −2id. Therefore, we obtain from Lemma 2.3 that

E[Zα(G)] ≤ exp(n(ϕ(ᾱ)− ‖α− ᾱ‖22)) ·
{

O(1) if ‖α− ᾱ‖2 > 1/ lnn,

O(n(1−k)/2) otherwise.
(3.2)

Further, letting

Z ′(G) =
∑

α∈Pn([k]):‖α−ᾱ‖2>
√

ω/n

Zα(G)
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and treating the casesω ≤ ln2 n andω ≥ ln2 n separetely, we obtain from (3.2) that

E[Z ′(G)] ≤ exp(−Ω(ω)) exp(n(ϕ(ᾱ)). (3.3)

Since Lemma 2.1 shows thatE[Zk(G)] = Θ(kn(1−1/k)m) = exp(nϕ(ᾱ)), (3.3) yieldsE[Z ′(G)] = exp(−Ω(ω))E[Zk(G)].
Hence, by Markov’s inequality

P [Z ′(G) ≤ exp(−Ω(ω))E[Zk(G)]] ≥ 1− exp(−Ω(ω)). (3.4)

Finally, since
〈

‖α(σ)− ᾱ‖2 >
√

ω/n
〉

G
= Z ′(G)/Zk(G) and becauseZk(G) ≥ E[Zk]/ω w.h.p. by Theorem 2.2,

the assertion follows from (3.4). �

Proof of Lemma 3.2.We bound

Λ =
∑

σ1,σ2∈Sk(G)

‖ρ(σ1, σ2)− ρ̄‖2 = Zk(G)2 〈‖ρ(σ1,σ2)− ρ̄‖2〉G

by a sum of three different terms. First, letting, say,ω(n) = lnn, we set

Λ1 =
∑

σ1,σ2∈Sk(G)

1

{

‖α(σ1)− ᾱ‖2 >
√

ω/n
}

= Zk(G)2
〈

‖α(σ)− ᾱ‖2 >
√

ω/n
〉

G
.

To define the other two, letS ′
k(G) be the set of allσ ∈ Sk(G) such that‖α(σ) − ᾱ‖2 ≤

√

ω/n. Letη > 0 be a small
butn-independent number and let

Λ2 =
∑

σ1,σ2∈S′

k
(G)

1 {‖ρ(σ1, σ2)− ρ̄‖2 ≤ η} ‖ρ(σ1, σ2)− ρ̄‖2 , Λ3 =
∑

σ1,σ2∈S′

k
(G)

1 {‖ρ(σ1, σ2)− ρ̄‖2 > η} .

Since‖ρ(σ1, σ2)− ρ̄‖2 ≤ 2 for all σ1, σ2, we have

Λ ≤ 4(Λ1 + Λ2) + Λ3. (3.5)

Hence, we need to boundΛ1,Λ2,Λ3. With respect toΛ1, Claim 3.3 implies that

P
[

Λ1 ≤ exp(−Ω(
√
n))Zk(G)2

]

= 1− o(1). (3.6)

To estimateΛ2, we letf denote the function from Lemma 2.4. Observe thatDf(ρ̄) = 0, becausēρ maximises the
entropy and minimises theℓ2-norm. Further, a straightforward calculation reveals that for anyi, j, i′, j′ ∈ [k], (i, j) 6=
(i′, j′),

∂2f(ρ)

∂ρ2ij
= − 1

ρij
+

d

1− 2/k + ‖ρ‖22
−

2dρ2ij

(1− 2/k + ‖ρ‖22)2
,

∂2f(ρ)

∂ρij∂ρi′j′
= − 2dρijρi′j′

(1− 2/k + ‖ρ‖22)2
.

Consequenctly, choosing, say,η < k−4, ensures that the Hessian satisfies

D2f(ρ) � −2id for all ρ such that‖ρ− ρ̄‖22 ≤ η. (3.7)

Therefore, Lemma 2.4 yields

E[Λ2] ≤
∑

ρ∈Rn,k(η)

‖ρ− ρ̄‖2 E[Z⊗
ρ (G)]

≤ O(n(1−k2)/2) exp(nf(ρ̄))
∑

ρ∈Rn,k(η)

‖ρ− ρ̄‖2 exp(n(f(ρ)− f(ρ̄)))

≤ O(n(1−k2)/2) exp(nf(ρ̄))
∑

ρ∈Rn,k(η)

‖ρ− ρ̄‖2 exp(−nk−2 ‖ρ− ρ̄‖2) [by (3.7)]. (3.8)

Further, sinceρkk = 1−∑

(i,j) 6=(k,k) ρij for anyρ ∈ Rn,k(η), substitutingx =
√
nρ in (3.8) yields

E[Λ2] ≤ O(n(1−k2)/2) exp(nf(ρ̄))

∫

Rk2−1

‖x‖2√
n

exp(−k−2 ‖x‖22)dx = O(n−1/2) exp(nf(ρ̄)). (3.9)

Sincef(ρ̄) = 2 lnk + d ln(1− 1/k), Lemma 2.1 yields

exp(nf(ρ̄)) ≤ O(E[Zk(G)]2). (3.10)
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Therefore, (3.9) entails that

E[Λ2] ≤ O(n−1/2)E[Zk(G)]2. (3.11)

To boundΛ3, we consider two separate cases. The first case is thatd ≤ 2(k − 1) ln(k − 1). Then Lemma 2.4
and (3.10) yield

E[Λ3] ≤ exp(nf(ρ̄)− Ω(n)) ≤ exp(−Ω(n))E[Zk(G)]2. (3.12)

The second case is that2(k − 1) ln(k − 1) ≤ d < dk,cond. We introduce

Λ31 =
∑

σ1,σ2∈S′

k
(G)

1 {σ1 fails to be separable} ,

Λ32 =
∑

σ1,σ2∈S′

k
(G)

1 {ρ(σ1, σ2) is s-stable for some1 ≤ s ≤ k} ,

Λ33 =
∑

σ1,σ2

1 {ρ(σ1, σ2) is 0-stable and‖ρ(σ1, σ2)− ρ̄‖2 > η} ,

Λ34 =
∑

σ1,σ2∈S′

k
(G)

1 {ρ(σ1, σ2) is k-stable} ,

so that
Λ3 ≤ Λ31 + Λ32 + Λ33 + Λ34. (3.13)

By the first part of Lemma 2.5 and Markov’s inequality,

P [Λ31 ≤ exp(−Ω(n))Zk(G)E[Zk(G)]] = 1− o(1). (3.14)

Further, combining Lemma 2.4 with the second part of Lemma 2.5, we obtain

P [Λ32 ≤ exp(nf(ρ̄)− Ω(n))] = 1− o(1). (3.15)

Addionally, Lemma 2.4 and the third part of Lemma 2.5 yield

P [Λ33 ≤ exp(nf(ρ̄)− Ω(n))] = 1− o(1). (3.16)

Moreover, Lemma 2.6 entails that

P [Λ34 ≤ exp(−Ω(n))Zk(G)E[Zk(G)]] = 1− o(1). (3.17)

Finally, combining (3.14)–(3.17) with (3.10) and (3.13) and using Markov’s inequality once more, we obtain

P
[

Λ3 ≤ exp(−Ω(n))E[Zk(G)]2
]

= 1− o(1). (3.18)

In summary, combining (3.5), (3.6), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.18) and setting, say,ω = ω(n) = ln lnn, we find that

P

[

Λ ≤
√

ω/nE[Zk(G)]2
]

= 1− o(1). (3.19)

SinceΛ = Zk(G)2 〈‖ρ(σ1,σ2)− ρ̄‖2〉G and asZk(G) ≥ E[Zk(G)]/ω w.h.p. by Theorem 2.2, the assertion follows
from (3.19). �

Lemma 3.2 puts us in a position to prove Proposition 3.1 by extending the argument that was used to “plant” single
k-colorings in [7, Section 2] to the current setting of “planting” pairs ofk-colorings.

Proof of Proposition 3.1.Assume for contradiction that(A′
n)n≥1 is a sequence of events such that for some fixed

numberε > 0 we have
lim
n→∞

πpr
n,m,k [A′

n] = 0 while lim sup
n→∞

πrr
n,m,k [A′

n] > 2ε. (3.20)

Let ω(n) = ln ln 1/πpr
n,m,k [A′

n] . Thenω = ω(n) → ∞. Let Bn be the set of all pairs(σ1, σ2) of maps[n] → [k]

such that‖ρ(σ1, σ2)− ρ̄‖2 ≤
√

ω/n and define

An = {(G, σ1, σ2) ∈ A′
n : (σ1, σ2) ∈ Bn} .

Then Lemma 3.2 and (3.20) imply that

lim
n→∞

πpr
n,m,k [An] = 0 while lim sup

n→∞
πrr
n,m,k [An] > ε. (3.21)
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Furthermore,

ω(n) ∼ ln ln
(

1/πpr
n,m,k [An]

)

→ ∞. (3.22)

Forσ1, σ2 : [n] → [k] let G(n,m|σ1, σ2) be the random graphG(n,m) conditional on the event thatσ1, σ2 are
k-colorings. That is,G(n,m|σ1, σ2) consists ofm random edges that are bichromatic underσ1, σ2. Then

E[Zk(G(n,m))21 {An}] =
∑

(σ1,σ2)∈Bn

P [σ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G(n,m)), (G(n,m), σ1, σ2) ∈ An]

=
∑

(σ1,σ2)∈Bn

P [(G(n,m), σ1, σ2) ∈ An|σ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G(n,m))]P [σ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G(n,m))]

=
∑

(σ1,σ2)∈Bn

P [G(n,m|σ1, σ2) ∈ An] · P [σ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G(n,m))] . (3.23)

Letting qn = max {P [σ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G(n,m))] : (σ1, σ2) ∈ Bn}, we obtain from (3.23) and the definitionPR1–PR2
of the planted replica model that

E[Zk(G(n,m))21 {An}] ≤ qn
∑

(σ1,σ2)∈Bn

P [G(n,m|σ1, σ2) ∈ An] ≤ k2nqnπ
pr
n,m,k [An] . (3.24)

Furthermore, since‖ρi · (σ1, σ2)‖22 , ‖ρ · i(σ1, σ2)‖22 ≥ 1/k for all i ∈ [k], (2.3) implies

1

n
lnP [σ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G(n,m))] ≤ d

2
ln

(

1− 2

k
+ ‖ρ(σ1, σ2)‖22

)

+O(1/n)

= d ln(1− 1/k) +O(ω/n) for all (σ1, σ2) ∈ Bn.

Hence,qn ≤ (1 − 1/k)2m exp(O(ω)). Plugging this bound into (3.24) and settingz̄ = E[Zk(G(n,m))], we see that

E[Zk(G(n,m))21 {An}] ≤ k2n(1− 1/k)2m exp(O(ω))πpr
n,m,k [An] = z̄2 exp(O(ω))πpr

n,m,k [An] . (3.25)

On the other hand, ifπrr
n,m,k [An] > ε, then Theorem 2.2 implies that

πrr
n,m,k [An ∩ {Zk(G(n,m)) ≥ z̄/ω}] > ε/2.

Hence, (3.1) yields

E[Zk(G(n,m))21 {An}] ≥
ε

2

( z̄

ω

)2

. (3.26)

But due to (3.22), (3.26) contradicts (3.25). �

4. ANALYSIS OF THE PLANTED REPLICA MODEL

In this section we assume thatk ≥ 3 and thatd > 0.

Proposition 3.1 reduces the task of studying the random replica model to that of analysing the planted replica model,
which we attend to in the present section. Ifθ is a rooted tree,τ1, τ2 ∈ Sk(θ), ω ≥ 0 and ifG is ak-colorable graph
andσ1, σ2 ∈ Sk(G), then we let

Qθ,τ1,τ2,ω(G, σ1, σ2) =
1

n

∑

v∈[n]

1 {∂ω (G, v, σ1) ∼= (θ, τ1)} · 1 {∂ω (G, v, σ2) ∼= (θ, τ2)} .

Additionally, set
qθ,ω = Zk(θ)

−2
P [∂ω

T (d) ∼= θ] .

The aim in this section is to prove the following statement.

Proposition 4.1. Let θ be a rooted tree,τ1, τ2 ∈ Sk(θ) andω ≥ 0. Let Ĝ, σ̂1, σ̂2 be chosen from the distribution
πpr
n,m,k. ThenQθ,τ1,τ2,ω(Ĝ, σ̂1, σ̂2) converges toqθ,ω in probability.

Intuitively, Proposition 4.1 asserts that in the planted replica model, the distribution of the “dicoloring” that̂σ1, σ̂2

induce in the depth-ω neighborhood of a random vertexv converges to the uniform distribution on the tree that the
depth-ω neighborhood ofv induces. The proof of Proposition 4.1 is by extension of an argument from [8] for the
“standard” planted model (with a single coloring) to the planted replica model. More specifically, it is going to be
convenient to work with the followingbinomialversionπpr

n,p,k of the planted replica model, wherep ∈ (0, 1).
11



PR1’: sample two mapŝσ1, σ̂2 : [n] → [k] independently and uniformly at random.
PR2’: generate a random graph̃G by including each of the

(

n
2

)

− F(σ̂1, σ̂2) edges that are bichromatic under
bothσ̂1, σ̂2 with probabilityp independently.

The distributionsπpr
n,m,k, πpr

n,p,k are related as follows.

Lemma 4.2. Letp = m/
((

n
2

)

(1− 1/k)2
)

. For any eventE we haveπpr
n,m,k [E ] ≤ O(

√
n)πpr

n,p,k [E ] + o(1).

Proof. LetB be the event that‖ρ(σ̂1, σ̂2)− ρ̄‖22 ≤ n−1 ln lnn. Sinceσ̂1, σ̂2 are chosen uniformly and independently,
the Chernoff bound yields

πpr
n,p,k [B] , π

pr
n,m,k [B] = 1− o(1). (4.1)

Furthermore, given thatB occurs we obtainF(σ̂1, σ̂2) = (2/k − 1/k2)
(

n
2

)

+ o(n3/2). Therefore, Stirling’s formula
implies that the eventA that the graph̃G has preciselym edges satisfies

πpr
n,p,k [A|B] = Ω(n−1/2). (4.2)

By construction, the binomial modelπpr
n,p,k givenA ∩ B is identical toπpr

n,m,k givenB. Consequently, (4.1) and (4.2)
yield

πpr
n,m,k [E ] ≤ πpr

n,m,k [E|B] + o(1) = πpr
n,p,k [E|A,B] + o(1) ≤ O(

√
n)πpr

n,p,k [E ] + o(1),

as desired. �

The following proofs are based on a simple observation. Given the coloringŝσ1, σ̂2, we can construct̃G as follows.
First, we simply insert each of the

(

n
2

)

edges of the complete graph on[n] with probabilityp independently. The result
of this is, clearly, the Erdős-Rényi random graphG(n, p). Then, we “reject” (i.e., remove) each edge of this graph
that joins two vertices that have the same color under eitherσ̂1 or σ̂2.

Lemma 4.3. Letω = ⌈ln lnn⌉ and assume thatp = O(1/n).

(1) LetK(G) be the total number of verticesv of the graphG such that∂ω(G, v) contains a cycle. Then

πpr
n,p,k

[

K(G̃) > n2/3
]

= o(n−1/2).

(2) LetL be the event that there is a vertexv such that∂ω(G̃, v) contains more thann0.1 vertices. Then

πpr
n,p,k [L] ≤ exp(−Ω(ln2 n)).

Proof. Obtain the random graphG′ from G̃ by adding every edge that is monochromatic under eitherσ̂1, σ̂2 with
probabilityp = m/

((

n
2

)

(1− 1/k)2
)

independently. ThenG′ has the same distribution as the standard binomial ran-
dom graphG(n, p). SinceK(G̃) ≤ K(G′), the first assertion follows from the well-known fact thatE[K(G(n, p))] ≤
no(1) and Markov’s inequality. A similar argument yields the second assertion. �

Lemma 4.4. Letθ be a rooted tree, letτ1, τ2 ∈ Sk(θ) and letω ≥ 0. Then

πpr
n,p,k

[∣

∣

∣Qθ,τ1,τ2,ω(G̃, σ̂1, σ̂2)− E[Qθ,τ1,τ2,ω(G̃, σ̂1, σ̂2)]
∣

∣

∣ > n−1/3
]

≤ exp(−Ω(ln2 n)).

Proof. The proof is based on Lemma 2.7. To apply Lemma 2.7, we view(G̃, σ̂1, σ̂2) as chosen from a product space
X2, . . . , XN with N = 2n whereXv ∈ [k]

2 is uniformly distributed forv ∈ [n] and whereXn+v is a0/1 vector of
lengthv − 1 whose components are independentBe(p) variables forv ∈ [n]. Namely,Xv with v ∈ [n] represents
the color pair(σ̂1(v), σ̂2(v)), andXn+v for v ∈ [n] indicates to which verticesw < v with σ̂1(w) 6= σ̂1(v),
σ̂2(w) 6= σ̂2(v) vertexv is adjacent (“vertex exposure”).

Define a random variablesSv = Sv(G̃, σ̂1, σ̂2) andS by letting

Sv = 1

{

∂ω
(

G̃, v, σ̂1

)

∼= (θ, τ1)
}

· 1
{

∂ω
(

G̃, v, σ̂2

)

∼= (θ, τ2)
}

, S =
1

n

∑

v∈[n]

Sv.

Then
Qθ,τ1,τ2,ω = S. (4.3)
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Further, setλ = n0.01 and letΓ be the event that|∂ω
(

G̃, v
)

| ≤ λ for all verticesv. Then by Lemma 4.3 we have

P [Γ] ≥ 1− exp(−Ω(ln2 n)). (4.4)

Furthermore, letG′ be the graph obtained from̃G by removing all edgese that are incident with a vertexv such that

|∂ω
(

G̃, v
)

| > λ and let

S′
v = 1

{

∂ω
(

G
′, v, σ̂2

) ∼= (θ, τ1)
}

· 1
{

∂ω
(

G
′, v, σ̂2

) ∼= (θ, τ2)
}

, S′ =
1

n

∑

v∈[n]

S′
v.

If Γ occurs, thenS = S′. Hence, (4.4) implies that

E[S′] = E[S] + o(1). (4.5)

The random variableS′ satisfies (2.8) withc = λ andc′ = n. Indeed, altering either the colors of one vertexu or
its set of neighbors can only affect those verticesv that are at distance at mostω from u, and inG′ there are no more
thanλ such vertices. Thus, Lemma 2.7 applied with, say,t = n2/3 andγ = 1/n and (4.4) yield

P [|S′ − E[S′]| > t] ≤ exp(−Ω(ln2 n)). (4.6)

Finally, the assertion follows from (4.3), (4.5) and (4.6). �

To proceed, we need the following concept. Ak-dicolored graph(G, v0, σ1, σ2) consists of ak-colorable graph
G with V (G) ⊂ R, a rootv0 ∈ V (G) and twok-coloringsσ1, σ2 : V (G) → [k]. We call twok-dicolored graphs
(G, v0, σ1, σ2), (G′, v′0, σ

′
1, σ

′
2) isomorphicif there is an isomorphismπ : G → G′ such thatπ(v0) = v′0 andσ1 =

σ′
1 ◦ π, σ2 = σ′

2 ◦ π and such that for anyv, u ∈ V (G) such thatv < u we haveπ(v) < π(u).

Lemma 4.5. Letθ be a rooted tree, letτ1, τ2 ∈ Sk(θ) and letω ≥ 0. Then

E

[

Qθ,τ1,τ2,ω(G̃)
]

= qθ,ω + o(1). (4.7)

Proof. Recall thatT (d) is the (possibly infinite) Galton-Watson tree rooted atv0. Let τ 1, τ 2 denote twok-colorings
of ∂ω

T (d) chosen uniformly at random. In addition, letv∗ ∈ [n] denote a uniformly random vertex of̃G. To
establish (4.7) it suffices to construct a coupling of the random dicolored tree(T (d), v0, τ 1, τ 2) and the random graph
∂ω(G̃,v∗, σ̂1, σ̂2) such that

P

[

∂ω(G̃,v∗, σ̂1, σ̂2) ∼= (T (d), v0, τ 1, τ 2)
]

= 1− o(1). (4.8)

To this end, let(u(i))i∈[n] be a family of independent random variables such thatu(i) is uniformly distributed over
the interval((i− 1)/n, i/n) for eachi ∈ [n].

The construction of this coupling is based on the principle of deferred decisions. More specifically, we are going
to view the exploration of the depth-ω neighborhood ofv∗ in the random graph̃G as a random process, reminiscent
of the standard breadth-first search process for the exploration of the connected components of the random graph. The
colors of the individual vertices and their neighbors are revealed in the course of the exploration process. The result
of the exploration process will be a dicolored tree(T̂ , u(v∗), τ̂ 1, τ̂ 1) whose vertex set is contained in[0, 1]. This tree
is isomorphic to∂ω(G̃,v∗, σ̂1, σ̂2) w.h.p. Furthermore, the distribution of the tree is at totalvariance distanceo(1)
from that of(T (d), v0, τ 1, τ 2).

Throughout the exploration process, every vertex is markedeitherdead, alive, rejectedor unborn. The semantics
of the marks is similar to the one in the usual “branching process” argument for the component exploration in the
random graph: vertices whose neighbors have been explored are “dead”, vertices that have been reached but whose
neighbors have not yet been inspected are “alive”, and vertices that the process has not yet discovered are “unborn”.
The additional mark “rejected” is necessary because we reveal the colors of the vertices as we explore them. More
specifically, as we explore the neighbors of an alivev vertex, we insert a “candidate edge” between the alive vertex
andeveryunborn vertex with probabilityp independently. If upon revealing the colors of the “candidate neighbor”w
of v we find a conflict (i.e.,̂σ1(v) = σ̂1(w) or σ̂2(v) = σ̂2(w)), we “reject”w and the “candidate edge”{v, w} is
discarded. Additionally, we will maintain for each vertexv a numberD(v) ∈ [0,∞]; the intention is thatD(v) is the
distance from the rootv∗ in the part of the graph that has been explored so far. The formal description of the process
is as follows.
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EX1: Initially, v∗ is alive,D(v∗) = 0, and all other verticesv 6= v
∗ are unborn andD(v) = ∞. Choose a pair

of colors(σ̂1(v
∗), σ̂2(v

∗)) ∈ [k]2 uniformly at random. Let̂T be the tree consisting of the root vertexu(v∗)
only and letτ̂ h(u(v

∗)) = σ̂h(v
∗) for h = 1, 2.

EX2: While there is an alive vertexy such thatD(y) < ω, let v be the least such vertex. For each vertexw
that is either rejected or unborn letavw = Be(p); the random variablesavw are mutually independent. For
each unborn vertexw such thatavw = 1 choose a pair(σ̂1(w), σ̂2(w)) ∈ [k]2 independently and uniformly at
random and setD(w) = D(v)+1. Extend the treêT by adding the vertexu(w) and the edge{u(v), u(w)} and
by settingτ̂ 1(u(w)) = σ̂1(w), τ̂ 2(u(w)) = σ̂2(w) for every unbornw such thatavw = 1, σ̂1(v) 6= σ̂1(w)
andσ̂2(v) 6= σ̂2(w). Finally, declare the vertexv dead, declare allw with avw = 1 andσ̂1(v) 6= σ̂1(w) and
σ̂2(v) 6= σ̂2(w) alive, and declare all otherw with avw = 1 rejected.

The process stops once there is no alive vertexy such thatD(y) < ω anymore, at which point we have got a treeT̂

that is embedded into[0, 1].
Let A be the event that∂ω(Ĝ,v∗) is an acyclic subgraph that contains no more thann0.1 vertices. Furthermore,

let R be the event that inEX2 it never occurs thatavw = 1 for a rejected vertexw. Then Lemma 4.3 implies
that P [A] = 1 − o(1). Moreover, sincep = O(1/n) we haveP [R|A] = 1 − O(n−0.8) = 1 − o(1), whence
P [A∩R] = 1 − o(1). Further, given thatA ∩ R occurs,∂ω(Ĝ,v∗, σ̂1, σ̂2) is isomorphic to(T̂ , u(v∗), τ̂ 1, τ̂ 2).
Thus,

P

[

∂ω(Ĝ,v∗, σ̂1, σ̂2) ∼= (T̂ , u(v∗), τ̂ 1, τ̂ 2)
]

= 1− o(1). (4.9)

Further, ifA ∩ R occurs, then wheneverEX2 processes an alive vertexv with D(v) < ω, the number of unborn
neighbors ofv of every color combination(s1, s2) such thats1 6= σ̂(v), s2 6= σ̂(v) is a binomial random variable
whose mean lies in the interval[np/k2, (n− n0.1)p/k2]. The total variation distance of this binomial distribution and
the Poisson distributionPo(d/(k − 1)2), which is precisely distribution of the number of children colored(s1, s2) in
the dicolored Galton-Watson tree, isO(n−0.9) by the choice ofp. In addition, letB be the event that each interval
((i − 1)/n, i/n) for i = 1, . . . , n contains at most one vertex of the tree∂ω

T (d). ThenP [B] = 1 − o(1) and given
A ∩R andB, there is a coupling of(T̂ , u(v∗), τ̂ 1, τ̂ 2) and∂ω(T (d), v0, τ 1, τ 2) such that

P

[

∂ω(T (d), v0, τ 1, τ 2) = (T̂ , u(v∗), τ̂ 1, τ̂ 2)
]

= 1− o(1). (4.10)

Finally, (4.8) follows from (4.9) and (4.10). �

Corollary 4.6. Letθ be a rooted tree, letτ1, τ2 ∈ Sk(θ) and letω ≥ 0. Moreover, letp = m/(
(

n
2

)

(1− 1/k)2). Then

lim
εց0

lim
n→∞

√
n · πpr

n,p,k [|Qθ,τ1,τ2,ω − qθ,τ1,τ2,ω| > ε] = 0. (4.11)

Proof. This follows by combining Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5. �

Finally, Proposition 4.1 is immediate from Lemma 4.2 and Corollary 4.6.

5. ESTABLISHING LOCAL WEAK CONVERGENCE

Throughout this section we assume thatk ≥ k0 for some large enough constantk0 and thatd < dk,cond.

Building upon Propositions 3.1 and 4.1, we are going to proveTheorem 1.1 and its corollaries. The key step is to
establish the following statement.

Proposition 5.1. Letω ≥ 0, let θ1, . . . , θl be a rooted trees and letτ1 ∈ Sk(θ1), . . . , τl ∈ Sk(θl). Let

Xn =
∑

v1,...,vl∈[n]

〈

l
∏

i=1

1 {∂ω(G, vi,σ) ∼= (θi, τi)}
〉

G

.

Thenn−lXn converges to
∏l

i=1 P [∂ω
T (d) ∼= (θi, τi)] in probability.

The purpose of Propositions 3.1 and 4.1 was to facilitate theproof of the following fact.
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Lemma 5.2. Letθ be a rooted tree and letτ ∈ Sk(θ). Moreover, set

Q(v) = 1 {∂ω (G, v) ∼= θ} ·
〈

2
∏

j=1

(

1 {∂ω(G, v,σj) ∼= (θ, τ)} − Zk(θ)
−1

)

〉

G

, Q =
1

n

∑

v∈[n]

Q(v).

ThenQ converges to0 in probability.

Proof. Let t(G, v, σ) = 1 {∂ω (G, v, σ) ∼= (θ, τ)} andz = Zk(θ) for brevity. Then

Q(v) = 1 {∂ω (G, v) ∼= θ} ·
〈

(t(G, v,σ1)− z−1)(t(G, v,σ2)− z−1)
〉

= 1 {∂ω (G, v) ∼= θ} ·
([

〈t(G, v,σ1)t(G, v,σ2)〉 − z−2
]

+ 2z−1
[

z−1 − 〈t(G, v,σ)〉
])

.

Hence, setting

Q′(v) = 1 {∂ω (G, v) ∼= θ} ·
[

〈t(G, v,σ1)t(G, v,σ2)〉 − z−2
]

, Q′′(v) = 1 {∂ω (G, v) ∼= θ} ·
[

z−1 − 〈t(G, v,σ)〉
]

,

Q′ =
1

n

∑

v∈[n]

Q′(v), Q′′ =
1

n

∑

v∈[n]

Q′′(v),

we obtain

Q = Q′ +
2

z
Q′′. (5.1)

Now, let(Ĝ, σ̂1, σ̂2) denote a random dicolored graph chosen from the planted replica model and set

Q̂′(v) = 1

{

∂ω
(

Ĝ, v
)

∼= θ
}

·
[

t(Ĝ, v, σ̂1)t(Ĝ, v, σ̂2)− z−2
]

, Q̂′′(v) = 1

{

∂ω
(

Ĝ, v
)

∼= θ
}

·
[

z−1 − t(Ĝ, v, σ̂1)
]

,

Q̂′ =
1

n

∑

v∈[n]

Q̂′(v), Q̂′′ =
1

n

∑

v∈[n]

Q̂′′(v),

Then Proposition 4.1 shows thatQ̂′ converges to0 in probability. In addition, applying Proposition 4.1 and marginal-
ising σ̂2 implies thatQ̂′′ converges to0 in probability as well. Hence, Proposition 3.1 entails thatQ′, Q′′ converge to
0 in probability. Thus, the assertion follows from (5.1). �

We complete the proof of Proposition 5.1 by generalising theelegant argument that was used in [21, Proposition 3.2]
to establish a statement similar to theω = 0 case of Proposition 5.1.

Lemma 5.3. There exists a sequenceε = ε(n) = o(1) such that the following is true. Letθ1, . . . , θl be rooted trees,
let τ1 ∈ Sk(θ1), . . . , τl ∈ Sk(θl), let ∅ 6= J ⊂ [l] and letω ≥ 0 be an integer. For a graphG let Xθ1,...,θl(G, J, ω) be
the set of all vertex sequencesu1, . . . , ul such that∂ω (G, ui) ∼= θi while

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

∏

i∈J

1 {∂ω (G, ui,σ) ∼= (θi, τi)} −
1

Zk(θi)

〉

G

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ε.

Then|Xθ1,...,θl(G, J, ω)| ≤ εnl w.h.p.

Proof. Let ti(v, σ) = 1 {∂ω (G, v, σ) ∼= (θi, τi)} andzi = Zk(θi) for the sake of brevity. Moreover, set

Qi(v) = 1 {∂ω (G, v) ∼= θi} ·
〈

(ti(v,σ1)− z−1
i )(ti(v,σ2)− z−1

i )
〉

G
, Qi =

1

n

∑

v∈[n]

Qi(v).

Then Lemma 5.2 implies that there existsε = ε(n) = o(1) such that
∑

i∈[l] Qi ≤ ε3 w.h.p. Therefore, fixing an
arbitrary elementi0 ∈ J , we see that w.h.p.

ε2

nl
|Xθ1,...,θl(G, J, ω)| ≤ 1

nl

∑

u1,...,ul∈[n]

〈

∏

i∈J

(ti(ui,σ)− z−1
i )

〉2

G

l
∏

i=1

1 {∂ω (G, ui) ∼= θi}

≤ 1

nl

∑

u1,...,ul∈[n]

〈

(ti0 (ui0 ,σ1)− z−1
i0

)(ti0 (ui0 ,σ2)− z−1
i0

)
〉

G

l
∏

i=1

1 {∂ω (G, ui) ∼= θi} [asσ1,σ2 are independent]

≤ 1

nl

∑

u1,...,ul∈[n]

Qi0(ui0) = Qi0 ≤ ε3,
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whence|Xθ1,...,θl(G, J, ω)| ≤ εnl w.h.p. �

Corollary 5.4. Letω ≥ 0 be an integer, letθ1, . . . , θl be rooted trees, letτ1 ∈ Sk(θ1), . . . , τl ∈ Sk(θl) and letδ > 0.
For a graphG let Y (G) be the number of vertex sequencesv1, . . . , vl such that∂ω (G, vi) ∼= ∂ωθi while

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

∏

i∈[l]

1 {∂ω (G, vi,σ) ∼= (θi, τi)}
〉

G

−
∏

i∈[l]

1

Zk(θi)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> δ. (5.2)

Thenn−lY (G) converges to0 in probability.

Proof. Let zi = Zk(∂
ωθi) for the sake of brevity. LetEθ1,...,θl be the set of alll-tuples(v1, . . . , vl) of distinct vertices

such that∂ω (G, vi) ∼= θi for all i ∈ [l]. Moreover, with the notation of Lemma 5.3 let

Xθ1,...,θl =
⋃

∅6=J⊂[l]

Xθ1,...,θl(G, J, ω)

and setYθ1,...,θl = Eθ1,...,θl \ Xθ1,...,θl . With ε = ε(n) = o(1) from Lemma 5.3, we are going to show that for each
J ⊂ [l] there exists an (n-independent) numberCJ such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

∏

i∈J

1 {∂ω (G, vi,σ) ∼= (θi, τi)}
〉

G

−
∏

i∈J

z−1
i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CJε
1/2 for all (v1, . . . , vl) ∈ Yθ1,...,θl . (5.3)

Since|Xθ1,...,θl | = o(nl) w.h.p. by Lemma 5.3, the assertion follows from (5.3) by setting J = [l].
The proof of (5.3) is by induction on|J |. In the caseJ = ∅ there is nothing to show as both products are empty.

As for the inductive step, setti = 1{∂ω (G, vi,σ) ∼= (θi, τi)} for the sake of brevity. Then
〈

∏

i∈J

ti − z−1
i

〉

G

=
∑

I⊂J

(−1)|I|
∏

i∈I

z−1
i

〈

∏

i∈J\I

ti

〉

G

=

〈

∏

i∈J

ti −
∏

i∈J

z−1
i

〉

G

+
∏

i∈J

z−1
i +

∑

∅6=I⊂J

(−1)|I|
∏

i∈I

z−1
i

〈

∏

i∈J\I

ti

〉

G

. (5.4)

By the induction hypothesis, for all∅ 6= I ⊂ J we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

∏

i∈J\I

ti

〉

G

−
∏

i∈J\I

z−1
i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CIε
1/2. (5.5)

Combining (5.4) and (5.5) and using the triangle inequality, we see that there existsCJ > 0 such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

∏

i∈J

ti − z−1
i

〉

G

−
〈

∏

i∈J

ti −
∏

i∈J

z−1
i

〉

G

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CJε
1/2/2. (5.6)

Since(v1, . . . , vl) 6∈ Xθ1,...,θl , we have
∣

∣

〈
∏

i∈J ti − z−1
i

〉

G

∣

∣ ≤ ε. Plugging this bound into (5.6) yields (5.3). �

Proof of Proposition 5.1.Let U = U(G) be the set of all tuples(v1, . . . , vl) ∈ [n]l such that∂ω(G, vi) ∼= θi for all
i ∈ [l]. Since the random graph converges locally to the Galton-Watson tree [12], w.h.p. we have

|U| = o(1) +
∏

i∈[l]

P [∂ω
T (d) ∼= θi] (5.7)

(Alternatively, (5.7) follows from Propositions 3.1 and 4.1 by marginalisingσ1,σ2.) The assertion follows by com-
bining (5.7) with Corollary 5.4. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1.AsP2(Gl
k) carries the weak topology, we need to show that for any continuousf : P(Gl

k) → R

with a compact support,

lim
n→∞

∫

fdλl
n,m,k =

∫

fdϑl
d,k. (5.8)
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Thus, letε > 0. Sinceϑl
d,k = limω→∞ ϑ

l
d,k [ω], we have

∫

fdϑl
d,k = lim

ω→∞

∫

fdϑl
d,k[ω] = lim

ω→∞
E

∫

fdδ⊗
i∈[l] λ

∂ωT
i
(d)

= lim
ω→∞

Ef
(

⊗

i∈[l] λ∂ωT
i
(d)

)

.

Hence, there isω0 = ω0(ε) such that forω > ω0 we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

fdϑl
d,k − Ef

(

⊗

i∈[l] λ∂ωT
i
(d)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ε. (5.9)

Furthermore, the topology ofGk is generated by the functions (1.3). Becausef has a compact support, this implies
that there isω1 = ω1(ε) such that for anyω > ω1(ε) and allΓ1, . . . ,Γl ∈ Gk we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f





⊗

i∈[l]

δΓi



− f





⊗

i∈[l]

δ∂ωΓi





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ε. (5.10)

Hence, pick someω > ω0 + ω1 and assume thatn > n0(ε, ω) is large enough.
Let v1, . . . ,vl denote vertices ofG that are chosen independently and uniformly at random. By the linearity of

expectation and the definitions ofλl
n,m,k andλG,v1,...,vl

,
∫

fdλl
n,d,k = E

∫

fdδλ
G,v1,...,vl

= Ef(λG,v1,...,vl
) = E

〈

f(
⊗

i∈[l] δ[G‖vi,vi,σ‖vi]
)
〉

.

Consequently, (5.10) yields
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

fdλl
n,d,k − E

〈

f(
⊗

i∈[l] δ∂ω [G‖vi,vi,σ‖vi]
)
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ε. (5.11)

Hence, we need to compareE
〈

f(
⊗

i∈[l] δ∂ω[G‖vi,vi,σ‖vi]
)
〉

andEf
(

⊗

i∈[l] λ∂ωT
i
(d)

)

.

Because the tree structure ofT (d) stems from a Galton-Watson branching process, there exist afinite number of
pairwise non-isomorphic rooted treesθ1, . . . , θh together withk-coloringsτ1 ∈ Sk(θ1), . . . , τh ∈ Sk(θh) such that
with pi = P [∂ω

T (d) ∼= (θi, τi)] we have
∑

i∈[h]

pi > 1− ε. (5.12)

Further, Proposition 5.1 implies that forn large enough and anyi1, . . . , il ∈ [h] we have

E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

l
∏

i=1

1 {∂ω[G‖vi,vi,σ‖vi] ∼= (θhi
, τhi

)}
〉

−
∏

i∈[l]

phi

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< h−lε. (5.13)

Combining (5.10), (5.12) and (5.13), we conclude that
∣

∣

∣E

〈

f(
⊗

i∈[l] δ∂ω [G‖vi,vi,σ‖vi]
)
〉

− Ef
(

⊗

i∈[l] λ∂ωT
i
(d)

)∣

∣

∣ < 3l ‖f‖∞ ε. (5.14)

Finally, (5.8) follows from (5.9), (5.11) and (5.14). �

Proof of Corollary 1.2.While it is not difficult to derive Corollary 1.2 from Theorem1.1, Corollary 1.2 is actually
immediate from Proposition 5.1. �

Proof of Corollary 1.3.Corollary 1.3 is simply the special case of settingω = 0 in Corollary 1.2. �

Proof of Corollary 1.4.For integerω ≥ 0, consider the quantities1n
∑

v∈[n] E[biask,G(n,m)(v, ω)] andE[biask,∂ωT (d)(v0, ω)].
The corollary follows by showing that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

∑

v∈[n]

E[biask,G(n,m)(v, ω)]− E[biask,∂ωT (d)(v0, ω)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(1). (5.15)

Let us callA, the quantity on the l.h.s. of the above equality. It holds that

A ≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

∑

v∈[n]

(

E[biask,G(n,m)(v, ω)]− E[biask,∂ωG(n,m)(v0, ω)]
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

∑

v∈[n]

E[biask,∂ωG(n,m)(v, ω)]− E[biask,∂ωT (d)(v0, ω)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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We observe that, for anyv-rootedG ∈ G andω it holds thatbiask,G(v, ω) ∈ [0, 1]. Then, by using Corollary 1.2
wherel = 1 (i.e. weak convergence) we get that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

∑

v∈[n]

(

E[biask,G(n,m)(v, ω)]− E[biask,∂ωG(n,m)(v0, ω)]
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(1). (5.16)

For bounding the second quantity we use the following observation: The above implies that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

∑

v∈[n]

E[biask,∂ωG(n,m)(v, ω)]− E[biask,∂ωT (d)(v0, ω)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ P [∂ω(G(n,m), v∗) 6∼= ∂ω
T (d)] ·max

θ
{biask,θ(v, ω)},(5.17)

where thev∗ is a randomly chosen vertex ofG(n,m). The probability termP [∂ω(G(n,m), v∗) 6∼= ∂ω
T (d)] is w.r.t.

any coupling of∂ω(G(n,m), v∗) and∂ω
T (d). Also, the maximum indexθ varies over all trees with at mostn vertices

and with at mostω levels.
Working as in Lemma 4.5 we get the following: There is a coupling of ∂ω(G(n,m), v∗) and∂ω

T (d), where
d = 2m/n, such that

P [∂ω(G(n,m), v) ∼= ∂ω
T (d)] = 1− o(1). (5.18)

Plugging (5.18) into (5.17) we get that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

∑

v∈[n]

E[biask,∂ωG(n,m)(v, ω)]− E[biask,∂ωT (d)(v0, ω)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(1), (5.19)

since it always holds thatbiask,θ(v, ω) ∈ [0, 1]. From (5.16) and (5.19), we get thatA = o(1), i.e. (5.15) is true. The
corollary follows.

�

Remark 5.5. Alternatively, we could have deduced Corollary 1.4 from Lemma 3.2 and[21, Theorem 1.4].
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APPENDIX A. CONVERGENCE OFϑl
d,k [ω]

We use a standard argument to prove that the sequence defined in (1.5) converges.

Lemma A.1. The sequence(ϑl
d,k [ω])ω≥1 converges for anyd > 0, k ≥ 3, l > 0.

Proof. The spaceP2(Gl
k) is Polish and thus complete. Therefore, it suffices to prove that(ϑl

d,k [ω])ω≥1 is a Cauchy
sequence. AsP2(Gl

k) is endowed with the weak topology, this amounts to proving that for any bounded continuous
functionf : P(Gl

k) → R with a compact support and anyε > 0 there exists integerN = N(ε) ≥ 0 such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

fdϑl
d,k [ω1]−

∫

fdϑl
d,k [ω2]

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ε if ω1, ω2 ≥ N . (A.1)

By the definition ofϑl
d,k,
∫

fdϑl
d,k [ω] = E

∫

fdδ⊗
i∈[l] λ

(

∂ωT
i
(d)

) = Ef
(

⊗

i∈[l] λ∂ωT
i
(d)

)

. (A.2)

Hence, to prove (A.1) if suffices to show that for anyε > 0 there isN(ε) > 0 such that

E

∣

∣

∣f
(

⊗

i∈[l] λ∂ω1T
i
(d)

)

− f
(

⊗

i∈[l] λ∂ω2T
i
(d)

)∣

∣

∣ < ε for all ω1, ω2 ≥ N . (A.3)

To establish (A.3), we observe that the sequencelimω→∞ λ∂ωT converges for any locally finite rooted treeT .
Indeed,(λ∂ωT )ω is a sequence in the spaceP(Gk), which, equipped with the weak topology, is Polish. Hence, it
suffices to prove that for any continuous functiong : Gk → R with a compact support the sequence

(∫

gdλ∂ωT

)

ω
converges. Indeed, because the topology ofGk is generated by the functions of the form (1.3), it suffices toverify that
that for anyΓ ∈ Gk and anyω0 ≥ 0 the sequence

(∫

gΓ,ω0dλ∂ωT

)

ω
converges, where

gΓ,ω0 : Gk → {0, 1} , Γ′ 7→ 1 {∂ω0Γ = ∂ω0Γ′} .
But this last convergence statement holds simply because the construction ofλ∂ωT ensures that

∫

gΓ,ω0dλ∂ωT =

∫

gΓ,ω0dλ∂ω0T for all ω > ω0.

Finally, becauselimω→∞ λ∂ωT exists for anyT , (A.3) follows from the fact that the continuous functionf has a
compact support. �
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