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LOCAL CONVERGENCE OF RANDOM GRAPH COLORINGS

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

ABSTRACT. LetG = G(n,m) be arandom graph whose average degree2m /n is below thek-colorability threshold.

If we sample &:-coloring o of G uniformly at random, what can we say about the correlatiatg/&en the colors assigned
to vertices that are far apart? According to a predictiomfistatistical physics, for average degrees below the deecal
condensation threshold;, ..q4, the colors assigned to far away vertices are asymptoticalependent [Krzakala et al.:
Proc. National Academy of Sciences 2007]. We prove thiseszinje fork exceeding a certain constadnt. More generally,

we investigate the joint distribution of thie-colorings thato induces locally on the bounded-depth neighborhoods of any
fixed number of vertices. In addition, we point out an impiica on thereconstruction problem

Mathematics Subject ClassificatioB5C80 (primary), 05C15 (secondary)

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

Let G = G(n,m) denote the random graph on the vertex Bgt= {1,...,n} with preciselym edges. Unless
specified otherwise, we assume that= m(n) = [dn/2] for a fixed number > 0. As usual,G(n,m) has a
property A “with high probability” (“w.h.p?”) if lim, . P[G(n,m) € A] = 1.

1.1. Background and motivation. Going back to the seminal paper of Erdés and Rényi [20]fthatded the theory
of random graphs, the problem of coloriign, m) remains one of the longest-standing challenges in prabtbil
combinatorics. Over the past half-century, efforts hawenbdevoted to determining the likely value of the chromatic
numberx(G(n,m)) [4, [11,[26,/28] and its concentration! [6,127] 34] as well aslgm@thmic problems such as
constructing or sampling colorings of the random graph 8316, 17[ 22, 23].

A tantalising feature of the random graph coloring problsithe interplay between local and global effetiscally
around almost any vertex the random graph is bipartite wih.fact, for any fixed average degrée> 0 and for any
fixed w the depthw neighborhood of all bub(n) vertices is just a tree w.h.p. Ygtobally the chromatic number of
the random graph may be large. Indeed, for any number 3 of colors there exists aharp threshold sequence
di—col = dix—co1(n) such that for any fixed > 0, G(n,m) is k-colorable w.h.p. i2m/n < dx_co1(n) — &, whereas
the random graphs fails to Becolorable w.h.p. i2m/n > di_co1(n) + ¢ [1]. Whilst the thresholdg,_..; are not
known precisely, there are close upper and lower boundsb&securrent ones read

di.cond = (2k — 1)Ink —2In2 + &, < linrggf di—cor(n) <limsupdi_co(n) < (2k—1)Ink —1+¢,, (1.1)

n—oo

wherelimg o 0 = limg_ o0 e = 0 [4[13,[14]. To be precise, the lower boundin{1.1) is formekfined as

dp.cond = inf {d > 0 : limsup E[Zx (G (n, m))"/"] < k(1 — 1/k)d/2} . (1.2)
n—oo

This number, called theondensation thresholdue to a connection with statistical physitsl|[24], can be mated

precisely fork exceeding a certain constant[8]. An asymptotic expansion yields the expressiorinl(1.1)

The contrast between local and global effects was famouaiyted out by Erd6s, who producég(n, m) as an
example of a graph that simultaneously has a high chromatither and a high girth [19]. The present paper aims
at a more precise understanding of this collusion betweert-sAnge and long-range effects. For instance, do global
effects entail “invisible” constraints on the coloringstbé local neighborhoods so that certain “local” colorings d
not extend to a coloring of the entire graph? And what coti@ia 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 followgt L. > 3 be a number of colors, fix some number
w > 0 and assume that < dj, cona SO thatG = G(n,m) is k-colorable w.h.p. Moreover, pick a vertey and fix a
k-coloringoy of its depthe neighborhood. How many ways are there to extepntb ak-coloring of the entire graph,
and how does this number dependwf? Additionally, if we pick a vertex; that is “far away” fromug and if we pick
anotherk-coloring o, of the depthw neighborhood o#y, is there ak-coloringo of G that simultaneously extends
bothoy ando;? If so, how many such exist, and how does this depend@n o1 ?

The main result of this paper (Theorém]1.1 below) providesrg meat and accurate answer to these questions.
It shows that w.h.p. all “local’k-coloringso, extend toasymptotically the sammumber ofk-colorings of the entire
graph. Let us writeS;, (G) for the set of allk-colorings of a grapléz and letZ;(G) = |S,(G)| be the number of-
colorings. Moreover, led“ (G, vg) be the depths neighborhood of a vertex, in G (i.e., the subgraph af obtained
by deleting all vertices at distance greater thainom v,). Then w.h.p. any-coloringo, of 9 (G, vg) has

(1+0(1))Zk(G)
Zk(0°(G,v0))
extensions to &-coloring of G. Moreover, if we pick another vertex at random and fix somk-coloringo; of the
depthew neighborhood of;, then w.h.p. the number of joint extensions»gf o is
(1+0(1))Zx(G)
71 (0% (G, v0)) Z (0% (G, v1))
In other words, if we choosefacoloringe uniformly at random, then the distribution of thecoloring thato induces

on the subgrapb* (G, vy) U 9“(G,v1), which is a forest w.h.p., is asymptotically uniform. Thengastatement
extends to any fixed numbes, . . ., v; of vertices.

1.2. Results. The appropriate formalism for describing the limiting belba of the local structure of the random
graph is the concept dbcal weak convergend®, [9]. The concrete instalment of the formalism that we emi$
reminiscent of that used in [110,132]. (Corollaryl1.2 belowyides a statement that is equivalent to the main result but
that avoids the formalism of local weak convergence.)

Let & be the set of all locally finite connected graphs whose vesetxs a countable subset Bf Further, let
&, be the set of all triple$G, vg, o) such thatG € &, o : V(G) — [k] is ak-coloring of G andvy € V(G) is
a distinguished vertex that we call theot. We refer to(G, vg, o) as arooted k-colored graph If (G',v(,0’) is
another rooted-colored graph, we callG, v, o) and(G’, v(, ') isomorphid((G, vo, o) = (G, v(, 0")) if thereis an
isomorphismp : G — G’ such thatp(vy) = ¢(v})), o = o’ o ¢ and such that for any,w € V(G) such that < w
we havep(v) < ¢(w). Thus,p preserves the root, the coloring and the order of the ver(iaich are reals). Let
[G,vg, 0] be the isomorphism class ¢f7, vy, o) and letG;, be the set of all isomorphism classes of roatecblored
graphs.

For an integetv > 0 andI" € G, we leto“T" denote the isomorphism class of the rootecblored graph obtained
from I" by deleting all vertices whose distance from the root exseed’hen any’, w > 0 give rise to a function

Ge = {0,1},  TI'+ 1{0°T" = 9°T}. (1.3)

We endowgy, with the coarsest topology that makes all of these functammginuous. Further, far> 1 we equipG!
with the corresponding product topology. AdditionallyetsetP (G'.) of probability measures o, carries the weak
topology, as does the sBE(G! ) of all probability measures oR(G:). The space§.,P(G..), P?(G}.) are Polish[[5].
ForT € G;, we denote byr € P(G;) the Dirac measure that puts mass ond’on

Let G be a finitek-colorable graph whose vertex 9é{G) is contained irR and letvy, ...,v € V(G). Then we
can define a probability measure Gp as follows. LettingG:||v denote the connected componentof V(G) and
o||v the restriction ob : V(G) — [k] to G||v, we define

l
1
NG, v,.. ) = > Q) c)vwiole) € PGL)- (1.4)
Zk(G) TES,(G) i=1

.....

The idea is thak¢ ,, ..., Captures the joint empirical distribution of colorings ireetd by a random coloring @¥
“locally” in the vicinity of the “roots” vy, ..., v;. Further, let

1
Nk =21 3 BBy Gy, (G () < 1] € PA(GE).

v1,..., 0 €[n]
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This measure captures the typical distribution of the lecddrings in a random graph withrandomly chosen roots.
We are going to determine the limit aﬁm,k asn — oc.

To characterise this limit, |€T™(d) be a (possibly infinite) random Galton-Watson tree rooteal\artexv; with
offspring distributionPo(d). We embedl™ (d) into R by independently mapping each vertex to a uniformly random
point in [0, 1]; with probability one, all vertices get mapped to distinoirs. LetT'(d) € & signify the resulting
random tree and lei, denote its root. For a number > 0 we leto“T'(d) denote the (finite) rooted tree obtained
from T'(d) by removing all vertices at a distance greater therom v,. Moreover, forl > 1 letT" (d),..., T'(d) be
l independent copies @f(d) and set

Vg W] = E {5&6“] A(awTT‘(d))] e P*(Gp), where (1.5)
AT (d)) — m S ST € PO (cf. @2)).

oesp (0T (d))

The sequenc@?fm [w])w>1 converges (see AppendiX A) and we let
U !

79d,k = wh_)ngo 79d.,k [w].

Combinatorially,ﬂfm corresponds to samplirigcopies of the Galton-Watson tr@&d) independently. These trees
are colored by assigning a random color to each ofitheots independently and proceeding down each tree by
independently choosing a color for each vertex fromithe 1 colors left unoccupied by the parent.

Theorem 1.1. There is a numbek, > 0 suchthatforallt > ko, d < di,cond,! > 0 we havdim,,_, o Al

n,m,k

l
'19d.,k'

Fix numbersv > 1,1 > 1, choose a random graghi = G(n, m) for some large enough and choose vertices
v1,...,v; uniformly and independently at random. Then the deptheighborhood$* (G, v4),...,0“(G,v;) are
pairwise disjoint and the unio& = 0*(G,v1) U --- U 9*(G, v;) is a forest w.h.p. Moreover, the distance between
any two trees inF is Q(Inn) w.h.p. Given that is k-colorable, leio be a randonk-coloring of G. Theno induces
a k-coloring of the forestF. Theoren 11l implies that w.h.p. the distribution of theuioeld coloring is at a total
variation distance(1) from the uniform distribution on the set of dlcolorings of 7. Formally, let us writguy, ¢ for
the probability distribution ofik]" (<) defined by

prc(o) = 1{o € S(G)} Zr(G) ™ (o € [K]VD),

i.e., the uniform distribution on the set bfcolorings of the grapli:. Moreover, forU C V(G) let ju, v denote the
projection ofuy ¢ onto[k]Y, i.e.,

Mk,G|U(Uo) = Hk,G ({0 € [k]v :VueU:o(u) = Uo(u)}) (00 € [k]U)-
If H is a subgraph ofr, then we just writgu;, | instead ofuy, ¢ v (x). Let| - ||, denote the total variation norm.

Corollary 1.2. There is a constari, > 0 such that for any: > kg, d < di,cond, ! > 1, w > 0 we have

. 1
nll{{.lo v Z E Hﬂk,G\BW(G,vl)U»»»UBW(G,vl) T Hi,00 (GLon)u00e (G || py 0.
V1,...,0 €[n]
Since w.h.p. the pairwise distancelofindomly chosen vertices, ..., v; in G is Q(Inn), we observe that w.h.p.

Fi 0w (G o)u-ow (Go) = ® Fi o0 (G v
i€(l]

With very little work it can be verified that Corollafy 1.2 istaally equivalent to Theorem 1.1. Setting= 0 in
Corollary[1.2 yields the following statement, which is ofd@rest in its own right.

Corollary 1.3. There is a numbek, > 0 such that for allk > ko, d < dj cona @nd any integet > 0 we have

. 1
Ula"'avle[n] Ze[l] TV



By the symmetry of the color%Gl{v} is just the uniform distribution of%] for every vertexo. Hence, Corol-
lary[1.3 states that fof < dj, cona W.h.p. in the random grap@& for randomly chosen vertices, . . ., v, the following
is true: if we choose &-coloringo of G at random, theifo (v1), ..., o (v;)) € [k]' is asymptotically uniformly dis-
tributed. Prior results of Montanari and Gershenf2ld [21d af Montanari, Restrepo and Tetali [33] imply thai{1.6)
holds ford < 2(k — 1) In(k — 1), about an additivén k& belowdy, cona.

The above results and their proofs are inspired by ideas Batistical physics. More specifically, physicists
have developed a non-rigorous but analytic technique, dhealied “cavity method”[[29], which has led to various
conjectures on the random graph coloring problem. Thededea prediction as to the precise valuel@f.ona for
anyk > 3 [37] as well as a conjecture as to the precise value of:thelorability thresholdi;, .. [25]. While the
latter formula is complicated, asymptotically we expeetttly,_.o; = (2k — 1)Ink — 1 + &5, wherelimy_, . e, =
0. According to this conjecture, the upper bound[in](1.1) ngstotically tight andd_ .., is strictly greater than
drcond. Furthermore, according to the physics consideratior@ (folds for anyk > 3 and anyd < dj cona [24].
Corollary[1.3 verifies this conjecture fér> kq. By contrast, according to the physics predictions,] (1d&stot hold
for di.conda < d < di—co1. As (1.8) is the special case of = 0 of TheoreniIIL (resp. Corollaky1.2), the conjecture
implies that neither of these extenddo> dj .ona. In other words, the physics picture suggests that Theprdin 1
Corollary(1.2 and Corollary 113 amptimal except that the assumptién> &, can possibly be replaced lay> 3.

1.3. An application. Suppose we draw k-coloringo of G at random. Of course, the colors thatassigns to the
neighbors of a vertex and the color o) are correlated (they must be distinct). More generallygdnss reasonable to
expect that for anfixed“radius” w the colors assigned to the vertices at distané®m v and the color ob itself will
typically be correlated. But will these correlations pstsisw — co? This is the “reconstruction problem”, which
has received considerable attention in the context of nanctinstraint satisfaction problems in general and in random
graph coloring in particulaf 24, 3B, B5]. To illustrate thee of Theorem 111 we will show how it readily implies the
result on the reconstruction problem for random graph aadoirom [33].

To formally state the problem, assume tliais a finitek-colorable graph. For € V(G) and a subsét # R C
Sk(G) let g 1 (- [U) be the probability distribution ofk] defined by

i liR) = o1 3 1ate) = i},

oER
i.e., the distribution of the color af in a random coloring € R. Forv € V(G), w > 1 andoy € Si(G) let
Ric(v,w,00) = {0 € Sp(G) : Vu € V(G) \ 0* G, v) : o0(u) = oo (u) } .

Thus, Rk, (v, w, 0¢) contains allk-colorings that coincide witlry on vertices whose distance fromis at leastw.
Moreover, let

1
biasg,¢ (v, w, 00) = 5 Z
i€ k]

Z biasy. ¢ (v,w, 0p).

00€ESK(G)

. 1 .
i, clo (i Re,a (v,w,00)) — —|, biasgg(v,w) =

k

Zn(G

Clearly, for symmetry reasons, if we drawkecoloringo € S (G) uniformly at random, thewr(v) is uniformly
distributed overfk]. Whatbiasy ¢ (v,w, o) measures is how much conditioning on the event Ry ¢ (v,w, o)
biases the color of. Accordingly,bias, ¢ (v,w) measures the bias induced byaadom“boundary condition’sy.
We say thahon-reconstructiolccurs inG(n, m) if

. o1 .
whﬁrréo nhﬁrrolo - Z E[blask7G(n,m)(v,w)] = 0.
veE[n]
Otherwisereconstructioroccurs. Analogously, recalling th@i(d) is the Galton-Watson tree rootedugt we say that
tree non-reconstructioaccurs at if lim,, o, E[bias, o-T'(d) (vo,w)] = 0. Otherwise tree reconstructiomccurs.

Corollary 1.4. There is a numbek, > 0 such that for allk > k¢ andd < dj, cona the following is true.
Reconstruction occurs i6(n, m) < tree reconstruction occurs at 2.7)

Montanari, Restrepo and Tetdli [33] prov€d (1.7)dox 2(k — 1) In(k — 1), about an additivén k& belowdy, cond.
This gap could be plugged by invoking recent results on tloagry of the set of-colorings [7/ 18] 31]. However,
we shall see that Corollaky 1.4 is actually an immediate equsnce of Theoreim1.1.

4



The point of Corollary T/ is that it reduces the reconstamcproblem on a combinatorially extremely intricate
object, namely the random gragk(n, m), to the same problem on a much simpler structure, namely #i®iG
Watson tre€l’(d). That said, the reconstruction problem®id) is far from trivial. The best current bounds show
that there exists a sequengg,), — 0 such that non-reconstruction holdsTi(d) if d < (1 — d;)kInk while
reconstruction occurs if > (1 + )k In k [18].

1.4. Techniques and outline. None of the arguments in the present paper are particuldfigudt. It is rather that a
combination of several relatively simple ingredients m®vemarkably powerful. The starting point of the proof is a
recent result[[7] on the concentration of the numbBgfG (n, m)) of k-colorings ofG (n, m). This result entails a very
precise connection between a fairly simple probabilityriistion, the so-called “planted model”, and the expeniine
of sampling a random coloring of a random graph, therebynehitgy the “planting trick” from[[2]. However, this
planting argument is not powerful enough to establish TédI.1 (cf. also the discussion in [10]). Therefore, in
the present paper the key idea is to use the information abg¥(n,m)) to introduce an enhanced variant of the
planting trick. More specifically, in Sectidd 3 we will estisb a connection between the experiment of sampling
a randompair of colorings of G(n,m) and another, much simpler probability distribution that eedl the planted
replica model We expect that this idea will find future uses.

Apart from the concentration of;(G(n,m)), this connection also hinges on a study of the “overlap” o tw
randomly chosen colorings & (n, m). The overlap was studied in prior work on reconstruction in the case
thatd < 2(k — 1) In(k — 1) based on considerations from the second moment argumerthdibptas and Naof [4]
that gave the best lower bound on theolorability threshold at the time. To extend the studyhaf bverlap to the
whole rangel € (0, dk. cond), We crucially harness insights from the improved second exdrargument from [14]
and the rigorous derivation of the condensation threslgjld [

As we will see in Sectiohl4, the study of the planted replicalet@llows us to draw conclusions as to the typical
“local” structure of pairs of random colorings 6¥(n, m). To turn these insights into a proof of Theorem| 1.1, in
Sectiorb we extend an elegant argument from [21], which veasl there to establish the asymptotic independence
of the colors assigned to a bounded number of randomly chiosiridual vertices (reminiscent of (1.6)) fat <
2(k —1)In(k —1).

The bottom line is that the strategy behind the proof of Tha®L.1 is rather generic. It probably extends to other
problems of a similar nature. A natural class to think of &e binary problems studied in [33]. Another candidate
might be the hardcore model, which was studiedin [10] by aeseinat different approach.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. For a finite or countable sét we denote byP(X') the set of all probability distributions o, which
we identify with the set of all maps : & — [0, 1] such thad . p(z) = 1. Furthermore, ifN > 0 is an integer,
thenPy (X) is the set of alp € P(X) such thatVp(x) is an integer for every € X. With the convention that
01n0 = 0, we denote the entropy ofe P(X) by

H(p)=—>_ p(x)np(x).
xeEX

Let G be ak-colorable graph. By*:¢, a’f’G7 a’;’G, ... € Sk(G) we denote independent uniform samples from

Sk (G). WhereG, k are apparent from the context, we omit the superscript. Bl@e if X : S, (G) — R, we write

1
<X(0')>G,k = Zn(G) UESXk:(G)X(U).

More generally, ifX : Si(G)! — R, then

(X(o-l,...,al)>G7k:Zk(1G)l S X(on, o).

We omit the subscrip& and/ork where it is apparent from the context.

Thus, the symbo] - >G,,C refers to the average over randomly chogerolorings of afixedgraphG. By contrast,
the standard notatioR | -], P -] will be used to indictate that the expectation/probabistjaken over the choice of
the random grapli*(n, m). Unless specified otherwise, we use the standartbtation to refer to the limib — oo.
Throughout the paper, we tacitly assume thé sufficiently large for our various estimates to hold.
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By arooted graphwe mean a graply together with a distinguished vertextheroot. The vertex set is always
assumed to be a subset®f If w > 0 is an integer, thed* (G, v) signifies the subgraph @ obtained by removing
all vertices at distance greater tharfirom v (including those vertices @ that are not reachable fron), rooted at.
An isomorphisnbetween two rooted grapli&, v), (G’, v’) is an isomorphisndé — G’ of the underlying graphs that
mapsv to v’ and that preserves the order of the vertices (which is whynsistithat they be reals).

2.2. The first moment. The present work builds upon results on the first two moment.0G (n, m)).
Lemma 2.1. Foranyd > 0, E[Z;(G)] = (k™ (1 — 1/k)™).

Although Lemma&211 is folklore, we briefly comment on how tlkpression comes about. Fer: [n] — [k] let
k

Flo)y=Y <|U;(i)|) 2.1)

1=1
be the number of edges of the complete graph that are monoelicounder. Then

Plo € Si(@)] = <(3) _F(”))/<(g)>. (2.2)

m m

By convexity, we haveF (o) > %(Z) for all &. In combination with[[2Z) and the linearity of expectatidhis
implies thatE[Z; (G(n,m))] = O(k™(1 — 1/k)™). Conversely, there ar@(k™) mapso : [n] — [k] such that
In/k—]o~1(i)|| < y/nforalli,andF(c)/(}) = 1/k+ O(1/n) for all suchs. This impliesE[Z(G)] = Q(k™(1 —

1/k)™). The following result shows th&, (G) is tightly concentrated about its expectation o di, cona-

Theorem 2.2([[7]). There isko > 0 such that for allk > kq and alld < d cona We have
lim lim P[|In Z;(G) — mE[Z,(G)]| < w] = 1.

wW— 00 N— 00
Fora = (a1,...,ar) € Pu([k]) we let Z,(G) be the number of-coloringse of G such thato=1(i)| = a;n

for all i € [k]. Conversely, fora map : [n] — [k] let a(c) = n= (o7 (i));er) € Pn([k]). Additionally, let
a=k'1=(1/k,...,1/k).
Lemma 2.3([7, Lemma 3.1]) Lety(a) = H(a) + £1n (1 - |\a||§). Then

E[Za(@)] = O(exp(np())) uniformly for alla € P, ([k]),

E[Z.(@)] = ©(n' /%) exp(np(a)) uniformly for alla € P,,([k]) such thatja — al|, < k.
2.3. The second moment.Define theoverlapof o, 7 : [n] — [k] as thek x k& matrix p(o, 7) with entries

1, 4, 1.
pij(o,7) = o ‘0’ HOIaks 1(])|-
Then the number of edges of the complete graph that are mosroetic under eithes or 7 equals
_ _ npij(o,T)
Flo,7) = F(o) + F(1) ;{k]< 5 )
7,J

Fori € [k] let p;. signify theith row of the matrixp, and forj € [k] let p. ; denote thejth column. An elementary
application of inclusion/exclusion yields (cf.[7, FactB.

2

((")7.7:(0',7')) ) ) ) m
Plo, 7 € Sk(G)] = W =0 | (1= (lpi- (@ 0)l5 + p-i(e,D)13) + (e, 7)1 . (23
e i€[k]

We can viewp(co, 7) as a distribution onk| x [k], i.e., p(o,7) € P, (lk %). Let p be the uniform distribution on
p(o,T) p(o, p
[k]>. Moreover, forp € P, ([k]?) let Z%(G) be the number of pairs,, o2 € Si.(G) with overlapp. Finally, let

() = {p € Pullb?): Vi € W] llos. = aly, lp-i — ally < v}, and  (2.4)

7o) = H(p) + S (1 27k + ] (25)



Lemma 2.4([4]). Assume thab = w(n) — oo butw = o(n). Forall k > 3,d > 0 we have

E[Z2(G)] = O(n*)/2) exp(nf(p)) uniformly for allp € R, 1.(w) s.t. |p — pll, < k73,
E[Z3(G)] = O(exp(nf(p))) uniformly for all p € R, i (w).
Moreover, ifd < 2(k — 1) In(k — 1), then for anyy > 0 there exist® > 0 such that
flp) < f(p)—2o forall p € R, 1 (w) such that|p — p||, > 7. (2.6)

The bound(Z16) applies far < 2(k—1)In(k—1), aboutin k belowdy, conqa. To bridge the gap, let = 1—1n*’ k/k
and callp € P,,([k]*) separabléf kp;; & (0.51, ) forall i, € [k]. Moreovero € Si.(G) is separabléf p(o, 7) is
separable for alt € Si.(G). Otherwise, we calt inseparable Further,p is s-stableif there are precisely entries
such thatp;; > &.

Lemma 2.5([14]). There iskq such that for allk > ko and all2(k — 1) In(k — 1) < d < 2k In k the following is true.

(1) Let Z,(G) = |{o € Sk(G) : o is inseparable|. ThenE[Z),(G)] < exp(—Q(n))E[Zi(G)].
(2) Letl < s<Ek—1.Thenf(p) < f(p) — (1) uniformly for all s-stablep.
(8) Foranyn > 0there isé > 0 such thatsup{ f(p) : pis 0-stable and|p — p|, > 1} < f(p) — 0.

Lemmd2.b omits thé-stable case. To deal with it, we introduce
C(G,0) ={7 € Sk(G) : p(o,7) is k-stablg . (2.7)
Lemma 2.6([8]). There exisk, andw = w(n) — oo such that for allk > kg, 2(k — 1) In(k — 1) < d < dk,cona W€
have

lim P [(|C(G,0)|>G,k <w 'R [Zk(a)]] =1

n—r00

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

Lemma 2.7 ([36]). Let Xy,..., Xy be independent random variables with values in a finiteAsetAssume that
f: AN — Ris a function, thal’ ¢ A" is an event and that, ¢’ > 0 are numbers such that the following is true.

If z,2' € AN are such that there i € [N] such thatz; = 2/ for all i # k, then

ORI ER A St @8

C

Then for anyy € (0, 1] and anyt > 0 we have

P(If(X1,..., Xn) —E[f(X1,..., Xn)]| > t] < 2exp <_2N(C+§(C,_C))z) +g]P’[(X1,...,XN) ¢r).

3. THE PLANTED REPLICA MODEL
Throughout this section we assume that k, for some large enough constaiat and thatd < dj, cond-

In this section we introduce the key tool for the proof of Therd 1.1, theplanted replica modelThis is the probability
distributiomrfifch on triples(G, o1, 02) such that is a graph orn] with m edges and, o> € S,.(G) induced by

the following experiment.
PR1: Sample two mapé1, o2 : [n] — [k] independently and uniformly at random subject to the caonlthat
F(61,62) < (5) —m.
PR2: Choose a graplx on [n] with preciselym edges uniformly at random, subject to the condition thahbot
1,064 are propek-colorings.
We define
T (G 01,02) = P (G,61,62) = (G, 01, 02)|.

n,m,k
Clearly, the planted replica model is quite tame so thatatisthbe easy to bring the known techniques from the theory
of random graphs to bear. Indeed, the conditioninBRil is harmless becaus#F(¢1,62)] ~ (2/k — 1/k%)(3)
while m = O(n). Hence, by the Chernoff bound we ha%#és1,62) < (%) — m w.h.p. MoreoverPR2 just means
7



that we drawm random edges out of th@) — F(61,62) edges of the complete graph that are bichromatic under
bothé, 5. In particular, we have the explicit formula

Wzmk(G 01,02) = 1 Z ((’2’) —-7:(71,72)) _1.

H 7_177_2) c [k]n X [k] ]:(7'1,7'2 m}‘ﬂ o:[n]—[k], ]:(.,-17.,-2)<( )—m m

The purpose of the planted replica model is to get a handlenothar experiment, which at first glance seems
far less amenable. Thandom replica modetk’, . is a probability distribution on triple$(:, o1, 02) such that
01,09 € S;(G) as well. Itis induced by the foIIowmg experiment.

RR1: Choose a random grafgi = G(n, m) subject to the condition th&¥ is k-colorable.
RR2: Sample two colorings, o2 of G uniformly and independently.

Thus, the random replica model is defined by the formula
—1

(G =B((Gonon) = @) = [(W) @ <mze?] e

m

Since we assume thdt< dj, cond, G is k-colorable w.h.p. Hence, the conditioningRiR1 is innocent. But this is far
from true of the experiment describedRR2. For instance, we have no idea as to how one might implefRex2
constructively ford anywhere neadi;, .onq. In fact, the best current algorithms for finding a singteoloring of G,
let alone a random pair, stop working for degréesbout a factor of two below, cona (Cf. [2])).

Yet the main result of this section shows that@o& dy, cona, the “difficult” random replica model can be studied
by means of the “simple” planted replica model. More prdgjgecall that a sequendg., ),, of probability measures
is contiguouswith respect to another sequeres ), if i, v, are defined on the same ground set fomadind if for
any sequenceA,,),, of events such thatm,, , o v, (A;,) = 0 we haveim,, oo 1 (Ay) = 0.

Proposition 3.1. If d < dj cond, thenm’  , is contiguous with respect tg)”, .

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Propasi@dl. A key step is to study the distribution of the
overlap of two randoni-coloringso 1, o2 of G, whose definition we recall from Sectibn P.3.

Lemma 3.2. Assume thaf < dj, cona- ThenE[{[|p(a1,02) — pll,) gl = o(1).

In words, Lemmd 312 asserts that the expectation over thieeld the random graplis (the outerE) of the
averagées-distance of the overlap of two randomly chosenolorings of G from p goes to0 asn — oo. To prove
this statement the following intermediate step is requireel recall thea (- ) notation from Sectioh 212. Theé <
2(k —1)In(k — 1) case of LemmBa3]2 was previously provedin [33] by way of tlewed moment analysis frornl[4].
As it turns out, the regimé(k — 1) In(k — 1) < d < dj cona requires a somewhat more sophisticated argument. In
any case, for the sake of completeness we give a full proveenfrhd 3.2, including thé < 2(k — 1)In(k — 1)
(which adds merely three lines to the argument). Similanyf33] the following claim was established in the case
d<2(k—1)In(k—1).

Claim 3.3. Suppose thad < d, cona @nd thatw = w(n) is such thalim,,_, . w(n) = co butw = o(n). Then w.h.p.

G is such that
(1{lla(e) —ally > Veoin}) ., < exp(-Q(w)).

Proof. We combine Theorefm 2.2 with a standard “first moment” esgrsanilar to the proof of[33, Lemma 5.4]. The
entropy functionx € P([k]) — H(a) = — Zle a; In oy; is concave and attains its global maximunaatin fact,
the Hessian oft — H (o) satisfiesD? H(«) < —2id. Moreover, sincey HaHg is convexa — 4 In(1 — ||a||§) is
concave and attains is global maximumaaas well. Hence, letting denote the function from Lemnia 2.3, we find
D?p(a) = —2id. Therefore, we obtain from Lemrha®.3 that

O(1) if [jo—all,>1/Inn,

3.2
O(n(1=#)/2)  otherwise. (32

E[Z.(G)] < exp(n(p(a) — [l = all3)) - {

Further, letting

Z'(G) = > Za(Q)
a€Pr([k]):||la—all,>y/w/n
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and treating the cases< In® n andw > In” n separetely, we obtain frofi(3.2) that
E[Z'(G)] < exp(—Q(w)) exp(n(p(@)). (3.3)

Since Lemm&aZ2]1 shows tha{Z, (G)] = O(k™(1—1/k)™) = exp(ne(a)), @3) yieldsE[Z'(G)] = exp(—Q(w))E[ZL(G)).
Hence, by Markov's inequality

P[Z'(G) < exp(—Qw))E[Zk(G)]] = 1 — exp(—Q(w)). (3.4)
Finally, since<|\a(a) —ally, > w/n>G =7'(G)/Z;(G) and becausg(G) > E[Z;]/w w.h.p. by Theorem 212,
the assertion follows froni (3.4). O
Proof of Lemm&312We bound
A= Y eloro2) = plly = Zi(G) (|lp(er,02) = Pllo) g

01,0268, (G)
by a sum of three different terms. First, letting, sayn) = Inn, we set
M= Y {llate) —all, > Vio/n} = 2@ (llalo) = ally > Veln) -
a’l,O'QGSk(G)
To define the other two, I, (G) be the set of alt € S;.(G) such that|a (o) — &, < \/w/n. Letn > 0 be a small
butn-independent number and let
Ao= > {llplor,02) = plly < n}llp(or,o0) = plly, As= Y {llp(o1,02) = plly > 0}
01,0268, (G) 01,0268, (G)

Since||p(o1,02) — pl|, < 2 forall oy, 02, we have

A < 4(A1+Ag) + As. (3.5)
Hence, we need to bound , A», A3. With respect ta\, Claim[3.3 implies that
P[A1 < exp(—Q(v) Zi(G)2] = 1 - o(L). (3.6)

To estimateA,, we let f denote the function from Lemnia2.4. Observe that(p) = 0, becausgy maximises the
entropy and minimises thie-norm. Further, a straightforward calculation reveals theanys, j, ', i’ € [k], (i,7) #

(@5,

?flp) 1 d _ 2dpf; flp) _ 2dpipuy
Of  pi o 1=2/k+ply  (L-2/k+pl3)?  Opudpiy  (1-2/k+|p]3)?
Consequenctly, choosing, say< k~*, ensures that the Hessian satisfies
D?f(p) = —2id for all p such that|p — |3 < . (3.7)

Therefore, Lemma 2.4 yields
EA) < > llp—pl,EIZ5(G)]

PERA k(1)

<O exp(nf(p)) Y. o — pllyexp(n(f(p) — £(5)))
PERM k(M)

<O Y exp(nf(p) Y. llp— pllyexp(—nk~2|p - p*) by @1  (3.8)
PERM k(M)

Further, sinCer, =1 — 32, 5k 1) Pij fOranyp € Ry i (n), substitutinge = /np in (3.9) yields
[

Blta] < 00 expf(9) [ LR exp(oh falfe = 0 expiaf (5. (9)

Sincef(p) = 2Ink + dIn(1 — 1/k), Lemmd 21 yields
exp(nf(p)) < O(E[Zx(G)]?). (3.10)

9



Therefore,[(39) entails that
E[A;] < O(n~?)E[Z,(G))*. (3.11)
To boundA3, we consider two separate cases. The first case is/tka2(k — 1) In(k — 1). Then Lemma& 214

and [3.1I0) yield
E[A3] < exp(nf(p) — n)) < exp(—Q(n))E[Zx(G)]*. (3.12)
The second case is thatk — 1) In(k — 1) < d < dj,cona- We introduce
A3 = Z 1 {0 fails to be separable
01,0265, (G)
Agy = Z 1{p(01,02) is s-stable for soma < s < k},
01,0265, (G)

Az = > 1{p(01,0,) is 0-stable and|p(c1,02) — pll, >},

01,02

A34 = Z 1 {p(al, 0'2) is k'Stablé ,
01,0265, (G)
so that
Az < Agi + Agz + Ags + Asa. (3.13)
By the first part of Lemm&a2l5 and Markov’s inequality,
P[As1 < exp(—=2(n)) Zk(G)E[Zk(G)]] = 1 — o(1). (3.14)
Further, combining Lemn{a2.4 with the second part of LerBawe obtain
P[Asz < exp(nf(p) — Q(n))] =1 - o(1). (3.15)
Addionally, Lemma 2} and the third part of Lemmal2.5 yield
P[Ass < exp(nf(p) —Q2n))] =1-o0(1). (3.16)
Moreover, Lemm&2]6 entails that
P [Ass < exp(—2(n) Zi(G)E[Z4(G)]] = 1~ o(1). (3.17)
Finally, combining[(3.I¥)£(3.17) witth (3.1.0) arid (3. 13darsing Markov’s inequality once more, we obtain
P [Ag < exp(—Q(n))E[Zk(G)]Q] =1-o0(1). (3.18)
In summary, combinind (315)._(3.6). (3111}, (3.12) and @3 dnd setting, say = w(n) = Inlnn, we find that
P [A < \/w/nE[Zk(G)]Q} =1-o(1). (3.19)
SinceA = Zi(G)? (||p(o1,02) — pll,) g and asZ,(G) > E[Z,(G)]/w w.h.p. by Theorem 212, the assertion follows
from (3.19). O

Lemmd3.2 puts us in a position to prove Proposifioh 3.1 bgreding the argument that was used to “plant” single
k-colorings in [7, Section 2] to the current setting of “pliaugt’ pairs of k-colorings.

Proof of Propositiof 3]1. Assume for contradiction th&t4),),,>1 is a sequence of events such that for some fixed
numbers > 0 we have

lim 7" [A,] =0 while limsupmn),, . [A},] > 2e. (3.20)
n—oo T n—00 T
Letw(n) = Inlnl/7",  [A}]. Thenw = w(n) — occ. LetB, be the set of all pairés, o2) of maps[n] — [k]

such that|p(o1, 02) — pll, < /w/n and define
A, ={(G,01,02) € A, : (01,02) € B, }.
Then Lemma3]2 an@(3.20) imply that
lim 7", [Ay] =0 while limsupm,, . [A,] > e (3.21)

n n,m,k
n—00 ’ n—00 ’
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Furthermore,
w(n) ~Inln (1/7rpr [An]) — 00. (3.22)

n,m,k
Foroy, o9 : [n] — [k] let G(n,m|oq,02) be the random grap&'(n, m) conditional on the event that,, o2 are
k-colorings. That isG(n, m|o1, 02) consists ofn random edges that are bichromatic undgro,. Then
E[Zx(G(n,m))*1{A,}] = > Plor, oz € Si(G(n,m)), (G(n,m),01,02) € Ay
(01,02)EB,
= > PUG(n,m),01,02) € Anlor, 02 € Sp(G(n,m))|P 01,02 € Sk(G(n,m))]
(01,02)EB,
= > PG(n,mlor,02) € An] - Plo1, 0 € Sk(G(n,m))] . (3.23)
(01,02)EB,
Letting ¢, = max {P[01,02 € Sk(G(n,m))] : (61,02) € B, }, we obtain from[(3.23) and the definitittR1-PR2
of the planted replica model that

E[Zk(G(n,m))’1{A}] < qu > P[G(n,mloy,02) € Ap] < k"gurt’, [An].  (3.24)

n,m,k
(01,02)EBR

Furthermore, sincép; . (o1, o—g)||§ p-ilor, @)H% > 1/kforalli € [k], (23) implies

%111]?[0’1,02 € Sk(G(n,m))] < gln (1 — % + |p(01,02)||§> +0(1/n)
=dln(l - 1/k) 4+ O(w/n) forall (o1,02) € B,.

Henceg, < (1 — 1/k)?™ exp(O(w)). Plugging this bound intd (3.24) and settibg- E[Z;(G(n,m))], we see that
E[Zr(G(n,m))*L{A}] < k*"(1=1/k)*" exp(O(w))my,, i [An] = 22 exp(O(w))7), 1, [An] - (3:25)
On the other hand, if}’,, , [A.] > ¢, then Theore 212 implies that
Tk [An N {Zk(G(n,m)) > Z/w}] > g/2.

Hence,[(3.1) yields

E[Zi(G(n,m))*L {A,}] > 5 (f)z. (3.26)
But due to[(3.2PR) [(3.26) contradicfs (3] 25). O

4, ANALYSIS OF THE PLANTED REPLICA MODEL
In this section we assume that> 3 and thatd > 0.

Propositiod 3.11 reduces the task of studying the randonicaepiodel to that of analysing the planted replica model,
which we attend to in the present sectioné Is a rooted treeg;, 72 € Si(0), w > 0 and if G is ak-colorable graph
andoy, 02 € Sp(G), then we let

1
Q97T17T27W(G7 01, 02) = E Z 1 {aw (vav 01) = (977-1)} 1 {aw (vav 02) = (977-2)} .
v€E([n]
Additionally, set
Qo0 = Z1(0) 2 P[0“T(d) = 0.
The aim in this section is to prove the following statement.

Proposition 4.1. Let 0 be a rooted treer;, 72 € Si(0) andw > 0. LetG‘, 1,0 be chosen from the distribution
Pt ThenQe_,ﬁ_ﬂ_,w(G, 01,62) converges tay ., in probability.

n,m,k"

Intuitively, Propositioi 411 asserts that in the plantgdioet model, the distribution of the “dicoloring” that, , 6>
induce in the depths neighborhood of a random vertexconverges to the uniform distribution on the tree that the
depthe neighborhood ofr induces. The proof of Propositign #.1 is by extension of ajuarent from|[[8] for the
“standard” planted model (with a single coloring) to thentéd replica model. More specifically, it is going to be
convenient to work with the followinginomialversionz!” , of the planted replica model, whepe= (0, 1).

P>
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PR1: sample two mapé1, 5> : [n] — [k] independently and uniformly at random.
PR2": generate a random graygh by including each of theé") F(o1,062) edges that are bichromatic under
bothéa, 65 with probabilityp independently.

The distributionsr}” ., 7", are related as follows.
Lemma 4.2. Letp = m/ ((3)(1 — 1/k)?). For any event we haver’, , [£] < O(vn)r)",  [€] + o(1).

Proof. Let B be the eventthdtp(o1,62) — pHg < n~!'Ilnlnn. Sinced, 64 are chosen uniformly and independently,

the Chernoff bound yields
7TE].,Fp,k [B] 77T2fm,k [B] =1-o(1). (4.1)

Furthermore, given tha occurs we obtaid (61, 62) = (2/k — 1/k*)(}) + o(n®/?). Therefore, Stirling's formula
implies that the event! that the grapl@ has preciselyn edges satisfies

AlB] = Q(n~'/?). (4.2)

npk[

By construction, the binomial modef’, , given.A N B is identical tor)"  , givenB. Consequently[{4l1) and (%.2)
yield
as desired. O

The following proofs are based on a simple observation. Bie coloringsr, 62, we can construd® as follows.
First, we simply insert each of t}“@) edges of the complete graph pi} with probabilityp independently. The result
of this is, clearly, the Erd6s-Rényi random graffin, p). Then, we “reject” (i.e., remove) each edge of this graph
that joins two vertices that have the same color under eéther 6.

Lemma 4.3. Letw = [Inlnn] and assume that = O(1/n).
(1) LetK(G) be the total number of verticesof the graphG such thatb* (G, v) contains a cycle. Then
Lo IC(G) > n?/3| = o(nfl/z).

n,p,
(2) Let L be the event that there is a vertesuch that* (G, v) contains more than?-! vertices. Then

7 L] < exp(—Q(In? n)).

n,p,k

Proof. Obtain the random graps’ from G by adding every edge that is monochromatic under eithes» with
probabilityp = m/ ((;)(1 — 1/k)?) independently. The@' has the same distribution as the standard binomial ran-
dom graphG(n, p). SinceK(G) < K(G'), the first assertion follows from the well-known fact tlafC (G (n, p))] <
n°M and Markov’s inequality. A similar argument yields the sed@ssertion. O

Lemma 4.4. Letd be a rooted tree, let;, 72 € Si(f) and letw > 0. Then
T || Q0riira (661, 62) = BlQors sl G 61,62)]| > 03] < exp(—Q(in? n)).

Proof. The proof is based on LemriaP.7. To apply Lenimé 2.7, we V@&ws 1, 62) as chosen from a product space
Xo,..., Xy with N = 2n whereX, € [k]2 is uniformly distributed fow € [n] and whereX,, ., is a0/1 vector of
lengthv — 1 whose components are independBntp) variables forv € [n]. Namely, X, with v € [n] represents
the color pair(61(v),62(v)), and X,,1, for v € [n] indicates to which vertices) < v with &1(w) # &1(v),
62(w) # 62(v) vertexv is adjacent (“vertex exposure”).

Define a random variables, = Sv(é, 61,062) andS by letting

S, =1 {3‘“ (é,v,&l) = (9,7’1)} -1 {8” (é,v,&g) = (9,7’2)}, S = % Z Sy.
vE[n]

Then

QG,TLT%W =S. (43)
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Further, set\ = n°°! and letl" be the event thgo~ (G, v) | < \for all verticesv. Then by Lemm&Z]3 we have

P[] > 1-—-exp(—Q(In*n)). (4.4)

Furthermore, leG’ be the graph obtained frof by removing all edges that are incident with a vertexsuch that
|0~ (G,v) | > X and let

S = 1{0° (G',0,62) = (6,m)) - 1{0° (G,0,62) = (0,7)}, s=1% s
n
v€E([n]
If T occurs, therf = S’. Hence,[(414) implies that
E[S] = E[S]+o(1). (4.5)

The random variablé’ satisfies[(218) witle = A and¢’ = n. Indeed, altering either the colors of one vertear
its set of neighbors can only affect those verticebat are at distance at mastfrom u, and inG’ there are no more
than\ such vertices. Thus, LemrhaR.7 applied with, gay,n>/® andy = 1/n and [Z3) yield

P[|S" —E[S']| > t] < exp(—Q(In®n)). (4.6)
Finally, the assertion follows frorh (4.3), (4.5) ahd (4.6). O

To proceed, we need the following concept.kAlicolored graph(G, vy, o1, 02) consists of &-colorable graph
G with V(G) C R, arootyy € V(G) and twok-coloringsey, 02 : V(G) — [k]. We call twok-dicolored graphs
(G,vo,01,02), (G', v, o}, 0h) isomorphicif there is an isomorphism : G — G’ such thatr(vy) = v}, ando; =
o} om, o3 = 04 o and such that for any, u € V(G) such thaty < u we haver(v) < 7(u).

Lemma 4.5. Letd be a rooted tree, let;, » € S;(#) and letw > 0. Then
E |Qorrsira(G)] = o + 0(1), (4.7)

Proof. Recall thatT'(d) is the (possibly infinite) Galton-Watson tree rooted@tLet 71, 7o denote twak-colorings
of 9“T'(d) chosen uniformly at random. In addition, let € [n] denote a uniformly random vertex €. To
establish[(417) it suffices to construct a coupling of thelan dicolored tre€T'(d), vo, 71, 72) and the random graph
9“(G,v*,61,65) such that

P [0°(G,v", 61, 62) = (T(d),vo,n,n)} —1-o(1). (4.8)

To this end, let(u(7));c[») be a family of independent random variables such taf is uniformly distributed over
the interval((: — 1)/n,i/n) for eachi € [n].

The construction of this coupling is based on the princifldederred decisions. More specifically, we are going
to view the exploration of the depth-neighborhood of* in the random graplés as a random process, reminiscent
of the standard breadth-first search process for the exjgoraf the connected components of the random graph. The
colors of the individual vertices and their neighbors areaded in the course of the exploration process. The result
of the exploration process will be a dicolored t(@@ u(v*), 71, 1) whose vertex set is contained|in 1]. This tree
is isomorphic tod“ (G, v*, &1, &2) w.h.p. Furthermore, the distribution of the tree is at tetmiance distance(1)
from that of(T'(d), vo, 71, T2).

Throughout the exploration process, every vertex is maektrdead alive, rejectedor unborn The semantics
of the marks is similar to the one in the usual “branching pss¢ argument for the component exploration in the
random graph: vertices whose neighbors have been exploeediead”, vertices that have been reached but whose
neighbors have not yet been inspected are “alive”, andoesrthat the process has not yet discovered are “unborn”.
The additional mark “rejected” is necessary because weatalie colors of the vertices as we explore them. More
specifically, as we explore the neighbors of an aliwertex, we insert a “candidate edge” between the alive xerte
andeveryunborn vertex with probability independently. If upon revealing the colors of the “cantidseighbor’w
of v we find a conflict (i.e.g1 (v) = &1(w) or d2(v) = &2(w)), we “reject”w and the “candidate edgg’y, w} is
discarded. Additionally, we will maintain for each vertexa numberD(v) € [0, oo]; the intention is thaD(v) is the
distance from the roat* in the part of the graph that has been explored so far. Thediadescription of the process
is as follows.
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EX1: Initially, v* is alive, D(v*) = 0, and all other vertices # v* are unborn and(v) = co. Choose a pair
of colors(é1 (v*), &2(v*)) € [k]? uniformly at random. LeT" be the tree consisting of the root vertegw™*)
only and letr, (u(v*)) = ép(v*) forh =1, 2.

EX2: While there is an alive vertex such thatD(y) < w, letv be the least such vertex. For each veriex
that is either rejected or unborn let,, = Be(p); the random variables,,, are mutually independent. For
each unborn vertex such that.,.,, = 1 choose a paifé 1 (w), 62(w)) € [k]? independently and uniformly at
random and s (w) = D(v)+1. Extend the tre@” by adding the vertex(w) and the edgéu(v), u(w)} and
by setting7 (u(w)) = 61(w), T2(u(w)) = 62(w) for every unbornw such that,,, = 1, 61(v) # é1(w)
ando(v) # o2(w). Finally, declare the vertexdead, declare alb with a,,, = 1 andé; (v) # &1 (w) and
2(v) # 2(w) alive, and declare all othes with .., = 1 rejected.

The process stops once there is no alive vegtench thatD(y) < w anymore, at which point we have got a ttBe
that is embedded intf®), 1].

Let A be the event tha?“(é, v*) is an acyclic subgraph that contains no more thén vertices. Furthermore,
let R be the event that ifEX2 it never occurs that,,, = 1 for a rejected vertexo. Then Lemmad 4]3 implies
thatP[A] = 1 — o(1). Moreover, sincep = O(1/n) we haveP [R|A] = 1 — O(n~%%) = 1 — o(1), whence
P[ANR] = 1 — o(1). Further, given thad N R occurs,d* (G, v*, &1, 63) is isomorphic to(T', u(v*), #1, 2).
Thus,

P [0°(G,v*,61,64) = (T,u(v*),fl,ﬁ)} =1 o(1). (4.9)

Further, if AN R occurs, then whenev&X2 processes an alive vertexwith D(v) < w, the number of unborn
neighbors ofv of every color combinatiofis, so) such thats; # &(v), so # &(v) is a binomial random variable
whose mean lies in the interviadp /2, (n — n®1)p/k?]. The total variation distance of this binomial distributiand
the Poisson distributioRo(d/(k — 1)?), which is precisely distribution of the number of childresiared (s, s2) in
the dicolored Galton-Watson tree,&n ") by the choice of. In addition, let3 be the event that each interval
((i = 1)/n,i/n)fori = 1,...,n contains at most one vertex of the t@eT(d). ThenP [B] = 1 — o(1) and given
AN R andB, there is a coupling of ", u(v*), 71, #2) andd* (T'(d), vo, T1, T2) such that

P [8“(T(d),v0,7-1,7-2) = (T, u(v*), #1,72)| = 1 — 0(1). (4.10)

Finally, (4.8) follows from[[4.D) and(4.10). O
Corollary 4.6. Letd be a rooted tree, let;, 7> € S,(f) and letw > 0. Moreover, letp = m/((}) (1 — 1/k)?). Then
lim lim v w100 = Gl > €] =0 (4.11)

Proof. This follows by combining Lemmds 4.4 ahd}4.5. O

Finally, Propositiof 411 is immediate from Lemimal4.2 anddllary[4.8.

5. ESTABLISHING LOCAL WEAK CONVERGENCE

Throughout this section we assume that k, for some large enough constaiat and thatd < dj, cond-

Building upon Propositions 3.1 aind .1, we are going to prbBweoren{ 11l and its corollaries. The key step is to
establish the following statement.

Proposition 5.1. Letw > 0, let6,,...,0; be arooted trees and lef € Si(61),...,7 € Sk(0;). Let
l
Xn - Z <H1{8W(G,’U“U) = (9137—1)}> .
V1, €[] \i=1 G
Thenn~'X,, converges tq"[li:1 P[0T (d) = (0;,7;)] in probability.

The purpose of Propositiohs B.1 dnd|4.1 was to facilitatethef of the following fact.
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Lemma 5.2. Letd be a rooted tree and let € Si,(6). Moreover, set
2

Qv) = 1{0" (G, v) g9}~<H( {0°(G,v,05) = (0,7)} — Zx(60) )> . Q== Q).
Then@ converges td in probabilityf ¢
Proof. Lett(G,v,0) = 1{0“ (G,v,0) = (0,7)} andz = Z;(0) for brevity. Then
Q()—I{W%G10”9}<(K1u6ﬂ—z DG, v, 05) —=7)
=1{0*(G,v) 20} ([(t(G,v,00)t(G,v,02)) — 27 %] + 227" [z7! = (t(G,v,0))]) .
Hence, setting
Q'(v) = 1{8” (G,v) 2 6} - [(t(G,v,01)t(G,v,02)) —272], Q"(v) =1{8"(G,v) =0} [z7" = (U(G,v,0))],

, 1 , w1 1
Q=-> QW) = Q")
ven) vE[n]
we obtain 5

RQ=Q + —Q”- (5.1)

Now, let ( G,61,6 ») denote a random dicolored graph chosen from the planteitagpbdel and set

{ (G ) } ) [t(G,v,&l)t(G,U,&g) — 272, Q"(v) =1 {5)‘“ (G,v) = 9} . [zfl — (G, v,61)|,
A:%Z@ Q= @),
= veln)

Then Proposition4]1 shows that converges t® in probability. In addition, applying Propositifn 4.1 an@uginal-
ising 2 implies thatQ”” converges t@ in probability as well. Hence, Propositibn B.1 entails #4tQ" converge to
0 in probability. Thus, the assertion follows from (5.1). O

We complete the proof of Propositibn b.1 by generalisingalegant argument that was usedinl[21, Proposition 3.2]
to establish a statement similar to the= 0 case of Propositidn 3.1.

Lemma 5.3. There exists a sequenee= £(n) = o(1) such that the following is true. Lé%, . .., 6; be rooted trees,
lety € Si(01),...,m1 € Sk(6)), letd) # J C [I] and letw > 0 be an integer. For a graplt let Xp, ¢, (G, J,w) be
the set of all vertex sequences . . ., u; such tha” (G, u;) = 0; while

w o) iy Ti —#
Knua@%>4%% mwk

icJ

.....

> €.

Then|Xy, . o, (G, J,w)| < en! w.h.p.
Proof. Lett;(v,0) = 1{0* (G,v,0) = (0;,;)} andz; = Z;(0;) for the sake of brevity. Moreover, set
_ _ 1
Qi(v) = 1{0* (G, v) 2 0;} - ((ti(v, 1) — 2; )ti(v,02) — 2, 1)) g Qi=_ Y Qiv)
v€E[n]

Then Lemm45]2 implies that there exists= e(n) = o(1) such thaty~,_,; Qi < g3 w.h.p. Therefore, fixing an
arbitrary element, € J, we see that w.h.p.

62 2
— |, 0,(G. ] w)| < % > <H(ti(ui,o') - Zi1)> [0 (G.w)=0:}
[n]

UL yey, UL E eJ G =1
1 - 109
S S (i (g, 1) = 2, ) (tig (i, 02) = 2. )z Hl {0 (G,u;) = 6;} [aso,o are independent]
u,...,u; €[n] i=1
1
< W Z Qio(ulo) - Qlo < 535
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whenceXy, ., (G, J,w)| < en! w.h.p. O

Corollary 5.4. Letw > 0 be an integer, let, . .., 6, be rooted trees, let; € Si(61),...,7 € Sk(6;) and leté > 0.
For a graphG let Y (&) be the number of vertex sequenees . ., v; such that” (G, v;) = 9“6, while

1
1{0“ (G,v;,0) = (0;,7; - —| >0 5.2
<_H {0 ( )= ( T>}> I zm (5.2)
i€l] a i€l]
Thenn~'Y (G) converges t® in probability.
Proof. Let z; = Z;,(0“0;) for the sake of brevity. Lefy, . ¢, be the set of all-tuples(v, . . ., v;) of distinct vertices

such thav” (G, v;) = 0; for all i € [I]. Moreover, with the notation of Lemnia’b.3 let

0#£JCl]

andseDVy,. .9, = Eoy,...0. \ Xoy,...0,- Withe = g(n) = o(1) from Lemm&5.B, we are going to show that for each
J C [I] there exists anf-independent) number; such that

<H1{8“’(G,vi, o) = (0;,7) > ~-I]="
G

ieJ icJ

< Cyet forall (vi,...,v) € Yo,....0,- (5.3)

Since|Xs, ._p,| = o(n!) w.h.p. by Lemm&TF]3, the assertion follows frdm15.3) byisgty = [{].
The proof of [5.B) is by induction of/|. In the case/ = () there is nothing to show as both products are empty.
As for the inductive step, seéf = 1{0* (G, v;, o) = (6;, ;) } for the sake of brevity. Then

- <Hti_Hzi—1> =+ S (_1)|I|H'Zi_1< I1 ti>G. (5.4)

icJ icJ icJ 0AICT icl ieJ\I

By the induction hypothesis, for dll£ I C J we have

(), 1
ieNl g i€\

Combining [B:4#) and(515) and using the triangle inequality see that there exist$; > 0 such that

(M) (M-I

iesti— 2 )| < €. Plugging this bound intd(5.6) yields (5.3). [

Proof of Propositiofi 5ll.Let U/ = U(G) be the set of all tuple&, ..., v;) € [n]' such thav* (G, v;) = 6; for all
€ [I]. Since the random graph converges locally to the Galtorsdvetree[[1P], w.h.p. we have

< Orel/?, (5.5)

< Cyet/?)2. (5.6)

Since(vy, ... ,u) & Xp,.....0,, We have[(]]

.....

Ul =o(1) + [[ Pl0*T(d) = 6] (5.7)
€[]

(Alternatively, [5.7) follows from Propositiois 3.1 ahdl4dy marginalisingr, o2.) The assertion follows by com-
bining (5.7) with Corollary 5 4. O

Proof of Theorer I11As P2(G! ) carries the weak topology, we need to show that for any coatisf : P(G.) — R
with a compact support,

lim fd)\nmk_ / favly, (5.8)

n—oo



Thus, lets > 0. Sinced!, ;, = lim,, o ¥4, [w], we have

/ fdq = lim / JdBa plw] = wlinéo]E/ 10@.cr o, = S ES (®iem AawT%cz))'

wW—r00

Hence, there isy = wy(e) such that fow > wy we have

/ fdo, —Ef (@iem Ay (d))‘ <e. (5.9)
Furthermore, the topology @&} is generated by the functiods (lL.3). Becayideas a compact support, this implies
that there isv; = w1 (¢) such that for anw > w;(¢) and alll’y, ..., T, € G, we have

f ((g) 5“) —f ((g) 58m) <e. (5.10)

i€(l] i€(l]

Hence, pick some > wg + w; and assume that > ny(s,w) is large enough.
Letvy,...,v; denote vertices ofz that are chosen independently and uniformly at random. Bylittearity of
expectation and the definitions hf,hm’k andAg ,

Consequently[{5.10) yields
‘/fd)‘iud-,k ~E(f(®:cy %w[Gvi,vi,aviJW <e (5.11)

Hence, we need to compdm<f(®ie[l] 58M[G”v“vha”vi])> andEf (®i€[l] )\awTi(d)).

Because the tree structure Bfd) stems from a Galton-Watson branching process, there efiisiteenumber of
pairwise non-isomorphic rooted tres .. ., 6, together withk-coloringsm € Sk(61),...,7 € Sk(6r) such that
with p; = P[0“T(d) = (0;, ;)] we have

dpi>l-e (5.12)
i€[h]
Further, Proposition 511 implies that fadarge enough and any, . .. ,4; € [h] we have

l
E <H 1{0*[G||v,v;, o||v;] = (9,”,7;“)}> - H pn,| < h7le. (5.13)
i=1 iell]
Combining [5.1D),[(5.12) an@ (5]13), we conclude that
’]E <f(®i€m 56w[GHvi,vi,aHvi])> _Ef (@iem AawTi(d)) ’ <3| fll.c. (5.14)
Finally, (5.8) follows from[[5.P) [(5.11) an@(5114). O
Proof of Corollary{I.2. While it is not difficult to derive Corollary1]2 from Theordin, Corollary(I.P is actually
immediate from Propositidn 5.1. O
Proof of Corollary{I.3. Corollary[1.3 is simply the special case of setting- 0 in Corollary[1.2. O

Proof of Corollary1.4. For integets > 0, consider the quantitie§zve[n] E[biask.G(n m) (v,w)] andE[biask_awT(d)(vo,w)].
The corollary follows by showing that

1 > Ebias, G (v:w)] = Ebias, y.qg (vo,w)]| = o(1). (5.15)

n
v€E([n]

Let us call A, the quantity on the |.h.s. of the above equality. It holds th

1 . . 1 . . -
A < |- Z (E[blashG(n)m)(U,w)] _E[blask,awG(n,m)(W’w)]) + - Z E[blask,awG(n,m)(”"*’)] —E[blask,awT(d)(anw)_

n vE[n] v€E([n]
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We observe that, for any-rootedG € & andw it holds thatbiasy, ¢ (v,w) € [0, 1]. Then, by using Corollary11.2
wherel = 1 (i.e. weak convergence) we get that

1

=D (E[biask_’G(nym)(v,w)] —E[biask_’awG(n_’m)(vo,w)]) = o(1). (5.16)
v€E([n]

For bounding the second quantity we use the following olzd@m: The above implies that

1 Z E[biask,awG(n,m) (v,w)] — E[biask,awT(d) (v, w)]| < P[O¥(G(n,m),v*) 22 0“T(d)] ~mglx{biask_’9(v,w)}c5.17)

n
v€E[n]
where thev* is a randomly chosen vertex 6f(n, m). The probability tern® [0“ (G (n, m), v*) 2 0T (d)] is w.r.t.
any coupling ob“ (G (n, m),v*) ando“T(d). Also, the maximum inde& varies over all trees with at mostvertices
and with at mosw levels.
Working as in Lemm&-4]5 we get the following: There is a cauplof (G (n,m),v*) and 9T (d), where
d = 2m/n, such that

P[0*(G(n,m),v) 2 9“T(d)] =1—o(1). (5.18)
Plugging [5.1B) intd{5.17) we get that
% Z E[bia'sk,awG(n,m)(U’w)] - E[biaskyawT(d)(Uo,w)] =o(1), (5.19)
vE[n]

since it always holds thatias ¢ (v,w) € [0, 1]. From [5I18) and({5.19), we get thdt= o(1), i.e. (5IB) is true. The
corollary follows.
O

Remark 5.5. Alternatively, we could have deduced Corollaryl1.4 from beai8.2 and21, Theorem 1.4]

Acknowledgement.We thank Ralph Neininger for helpful discussions.
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APPENDIXA. CONVERGENCE opﬂfi,k [w]
We use a standard argument to prove that the sequence defiffeB)iconverges.

Lemma A.1. The sequenc@%yk [w])w>1 converges for any > 0,k > 3,1 > 0.

Proof. The spacéP?(G!) is Polish and thus complete. Therefore, it suffices to prbae(lﬂfi,k [w])w>1 is @ Cauchy
sequence. A$?(G!) is endowed with the weak topology, this amounts to provirag tbr any bounded continuous
function f : P(Gl) — R with a compact support and aay> 0 there exists integeN = N () > 0 such that

’/fdt?fi)k [wi] — /fdﬂfm [wa]| < e if wi,ws > N. (A1)
By the definition ofd’; ,,
/fdﬁfw W] = E/fd5®iem)\(awTi(d)) —Ef (@iem /\awa,(d)). (A.2)
Hence, to provd{All) if suffices to show that for any 0 there isN (¢) > 0 such that
E |/ (®ici Artiy) — F (Rictg M) <2 Torallwn,we = N, (A.3)

To establish[(AB), we observe that the sequelineg, ... \s7 converges for any locally finite rooted trge
Indeed,(M\g-7),, IS a sequence in the spa@dgy ), which, equipped with the weak topology, is Polish. Hente, i
suffices to prove that for any continuous functipn G, — R with a compact support the sequer(q’egd)\awgp)w
converges. Indeed, because the topology;ois generated by the functions of the fofm {1.3), it sufficeganfy that
that for anyl” € G, and anywy > 0 the sequenc(ef gI‘yde)\awT)w converges, where

grw, : G — {0, 1}, I — 1{0“°T = 9“°T"}.
But this last convergence statement holds simply becaeseotfistruction ofy.. ensures that

/gF,wod/\a‘“T = /gF_’deAaon forall w > wo.-

Finally, becauséim,, .., A\g-7 exists for anyT", (A.3) follows from the fact that the continuous functigrhas a
compact support. 0
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