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Abstract

A variety of powerful results have been shown for the chromatic number of triangle-free graphs.
Three noteworthy bounds are in terms of the number of vertices, edges, and maximum degree given by
Nilli (2000), Gimbel & Thomassen (2000), and Johansson. There have been comparatively fewer works
extending these types of bounds to graphs with relatively few, but non-zero, number of triangles. One
noteworthy exception is a result of Alon et. al (1999) bounding the chromatic number for graphs with
low degree and few triangles per vertex; this bound is nearly the same as for triangle-free graphs. This
type of parametrization is much less rigid, and has appeared in dozens of combinatorial constructions.

In this paper, we show a similar type of result for x(G) as a function of the number of vertices n, the
number of edges m, as well as the triangle count (both local and global measures). Our results smoothly
interpolate between the generic bounds true for all graphs and bounds for triangle-free graphs. Our
results are tight for most of these cases.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we will show bounds on the chromatic number of undirected graphs G = (V, E) which have
relatively few triangles (a triangle is a triple of vertices z,y,z € V where all three edges (z,¥), (z, 2), (y, 2)
are present in G).

A variety of powerful results have been shown for the chromatic number of triangle-free graphs. Two
noteworthy bounds, which we explore further in this paper, are in terms of the number of vertices and edges.

Theorem 1.1 ([I]). Suppose G is triangle-free and has n vertices. Then x(G) < O(1 / Tow )

ogn

Theorem 1.2 ([8], [3]). Suppose G is triangle-free and has m edges. Then x(G) < O(lo@%)'

Another powerful bound for triangle-free graphs can be given in terms of the maximum degree@

Theorem 1.3. Suppose G is triangle-free and has mazimum degree d. Then x(G) < O(ﬁ)

These bounds are much smaller than would be possible for a generic graph (with no restriction on the
number of triangles); in those cases one can only show the bounds

X(G) < min(n, v/m, d)

The requirement that a graph has no triangles is quite rigid. There have been comparatively fewer works
which relax the triangle-free condition to allow a small number of triangles. One noteworthy exception to
this is the result of [2]:

Theorem 1.4 ([2]). Suppose G is a graph with mazimum degree d and each vertex incident on at most y
triangles, where 1 <y < d?/2. Then

d
G)<O(———
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Thus, for instance, if y < d?~%() then x(G) is roughly the same as if G had no triangles at all. The
result of [2] has been used in dozens of combinatorial constructions. Roughly speaking, if G is produced in
a somewhat “random” or “generic” way, then G will have relatively few triangles; only a few extremal cases
(such as a graph containing a d-clique) give the full triangle count.

In this paper, we show upper bounds for x(G) as a function of the number of vertices n, the number of
edges m, as well as the triangle count. Our results smoothly interpolate between the generic bounds true
for all graphs, and the triangle-free bounds on Theorems [[LTT.2l We will see here as well that graphs with
few triangles have nearly the same behavior as graphs with no triangles.

Definition 1.5. We say that a vertex v € V has local triangle count y, if there are y pairs of vertices
u,w € V such that (v,u), (v,w), (u,w) € E. We say that G has local triangle bound y if every vertex has
local triangle count at most y.

We shall show the following bounds on the chromatic number:

Theorem 1.6. Suppose a graph G has m edges, n vertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

X(G) < min(ay, az, as, as, as, ag)

1/3,1/3 1/3 1/4,1/4
ale( i + n23y ) CLQZO( ’IT;S + 77’;43/ )
Vidogn — log*3(n2/y) log”*m  log®*(m/y)

£1/3 1oe log (12 /43 1/3 11/3 100 log (12 /43
as = O /logn+ og log( /y)) ay—O(— s og(t*/y ))

where

log?*(#2 /y?) log*/*m log®/?(#2 /y?)
1/3
_ n 1/3 1))¢L/3 __m 1/3 1))¢L/3
as Togn + (677 4+ 0o(1)) ag 10 m + (67 4+ 0o(1))

Furthermore, colorings with the indicated bounds can be constructed by a randomized polynomial-time
algorithm.

The bounds a1, as,as,as are tight up to second-order terms for all admissible values of m,n,y,t; the
bounds as, a4 are tight up to factors of loglog(t?/y3).

1.1 Note on constructive algorithms

All our bounds on chromatic number can be realized constructively; that is, there are randomized algorithms
which construct such colorings in expected polynomial time. Our proofs will use a few previous results on
chromatic number, which did not have constructive algorithms stated directly. For completeness, we state
these here with a proof sketch.

Theorem 1.7 ([2]). Suppose G has maximum degree d and local triangle bound y, where 1 < y < d?/2.
d

Then there is a randomized polynomial-time algorithm producing a coloring with O(W) colors.

Proof. The original proof of Theorem [[.4] uses a result on constructing coloring with O(d/logd) colors for
triangle-free graphs. This has been made into a constructive algorithm in [9]. The other main probabilistic
tool used in Theorem [[4] is the Lovdsz Local Lemma; the algorithm of Moser & Tardos [7] makes this
constructive in a fairly straightforward way. O

Theorem [[L4] was extended to list-chromatic number by Vu:

Theorem 1.8 ([10]). Suppose G has mazimum degree d and local triangle bound y, where 1 < y < d*/2.
If each vertex has a palette of size m, where ¢ is a unwersal constant, then there is a randomized
polynomial-time algorithm to producing a list-coloring.

Theorem 1.9 (Turdn’s Theorem). Suppose G is a graph with n vertices and m edges. Then G has an inde-
pendent set of size at least m; furthermore, such an independent set can be constructed in randomized
polynomial time.



1.2 Notation

We use In to refer to the natural logarithm, while the expression log always refers to the truncated logarithm,

ie.
In(z) x>e
1 =
og() {1 r<e

We write f < g to mean that f = O(g). We write f ~ g if f = ©(g).

Given a graph G on a vertex set V and a subset B C V', we use x(B) as a shorthand for x(G[B]), where
G|[B] denotes the subgraph induced on B. We let N(v) denote the neighborhood of v, i.e. the set of vertices
w such that (w,v) € E. The degree of v is |N(v)|.

2 Bounds in terms of n

We begin by showing a bound in terms of the vertex count and local triangle bound. This generalizes a result
of [1], which show a similar bound for chromatic number as a function of the vertex count for triangle-free
graphs.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose G has n vertices and local triangle bound y. Then

) nl/3y1/3
X(G) 54/ + 7
logn ~ log®*(n?/y)
Further, such a coloring can be produced in expected polynomial timel

Proof. Let f = log(n?/y). Simple analysis shows that it suffices to show that x(G) < y/n/logn for y <
vnlogn and x(G) < (7}7’2)/3 for y > v/nlogn. Our plan is to repeatedly remove mdependent sets from G,

~

as long as its maximum degree exceeds d, where d is some parameter to be chosen.

Initially let Gy = G. Now, repeat the following for i = 0,1,2, ..., k: if all the vertices of G; have degree
< d, then abort the process and color the residual graph G; using Theorem [[.7t this requires O(m)
colors.

Otherwise, select some vertex v; which has degree > d in G;, and let I; be a maximum independent set
of the neighborhood of v in G;. Color all the vertices of I; with a new color, and let G;41 = G; — ;.

The total number of colors used during this process is at most O(m + k). To bound k, observe
the following. Each vertex v; has degree > d in G, so the neighborhood of v; contains > d vertices. By
hypothesis, the neighborhood of v; contains < y edges Hence, by Theorem [[.9) one can construct an
independent set of size > So we have |I;| > fori=1,...,k As > || < n, it follows that
E< n(y/;lJrl)'

d
y/d+1" y/d+1

So, overall we have y < log(jz/y) + "(y/§+1). It remains now to select the parameter d.

First let us suppose that y < /nlogn. In this case, take d = /nlogn. Then

@) < Vn(l+ =) + \/nlogn
AT~ Viogn "IOg" S logn

Next, suppose that y > v/nlogn. In this case, take d = (nyf)1/3. Then

nt Ggp) | (wf)?

X(G) S

(nyf)1/3 log —("‘”{,’2/3

2n1/3y1/3 (nyf)1/3
< >
ST Tigpiseny BV VY
nl/3y1/3
~ /B

2For the remainder of this paper, we will not explicitly state that the colorings can be produced in expected polynomial
time, if it is clear from context.
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Next, we will show bounds on x(G) given information both about the global triangle count and the local
triangle bound. We begin with a useful lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that a graph G has local triangle bound y, and there is a partition of the vertices
V=ViuVeol---UVg such that, for all1 <i < j <k, every v € A; satisfies

IN(v)NA;| < da® 7

for some parameters d,z > 1.
Then
d[log, log(d?/y)]
log(d?/y)
Furthermore, such a coloring can be found in polynomial time.
In particular, if © > 14+ Q(1), then

X(G) £

dloglog(d?/y)
M= o)

Proof. Define f = log(d?/y). We will first show that this result hold for # > f. In this case, we want to
show that x(G) < d/f.

We will allocate a palette of size ¢d/f to each vertex v, where ¢ is a constant to be determined. We
proceed for j =k, k—1,...,1, attempting to list-color G[A;].

When we reach a given value j, note that each v € A; began to cd/f colors in its palette. Only the

neighbors of v in A1, Aj42,..., A have been colored so far; the total number of such neighbors is at most
de™' +dz™ %+ <d(l+i+i) <2d/f
T f R

Thus, the vertex v remains with ed/f —2d/f = (¢ —2)d/ f colors in its palette. If ¢ is a sufficiently large
constant, then we may apply Theorem [[.8 to extend the coloring to v.

Now that we have shown this result holds for x = f, let us show that it holds for an arbitrary value z < f.
Set s = [log, f] and for each i = 1,...,s define B; = A; U A;4s U A;125 U.... Observe that each G[B;]
satisfies the hypotheses of this Lemma with the vertex-partition A;, A;4s, Ait2s,... and with parameters
d =d,2’ =z° > f. Thus x(B;) < d/f and so

d

X(G) S X(B1) -+ X(By) 5 s/ f = [log, log(d /)] % s

Proposition 2.3. Suppose G has n vertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

1/3 27,3
oy <! lfig;og(t /Y°) Jn
log®* (2 /y?)

Proof. Let A; denote the set of vertices in G with between 2° and 2/*! triangles and let d be a parameter
which we will specify shortly.
Let k = log,d. Suppose that for i > k there is a vertex v € A; with more than 20°~9)/2d neighbors

in A; where j > 4. Then apply Theorem to N(v) N A;. This yields an independent set I of size

(i-3)/2 ; . . .
|| > 12# > 277d%. Assign each vertex in I to one new color and remove I from the graph. Since each

2072 _
w € I is incident on at least 27 triangles, this removes (d?) triangles. Note that this process of removing
vertices may cause the membership of the sets A; to change. Overall the total number of new colors that

can be produced this way is O(t/d?).




Next, apply Lemma to color G[Ag4+1 U Agyo U...]; this satisfies the requirements of that theorem

with the parameter = v/2. So it can be colored using O(%ﬂ(%{y)) colors.

Next, apply Theorem 2] to color G[A; U--- U Ag]. This graph has maximum of 2¥+1 < O(d) triangles

(nd)'/?
* g (n27a)

per vertex, hence it can be colored using O( ) colors.

log n

Putting all these terms together,

dloglog(d? d)/3 t
(@) < g ng( ) I (27}3) Lt
log(d?/y) logn * log**(n2/d) d
Now set f = log(t?/y?) and d = (f1)'/3 4 /. Observe that @2y > HECIPN oo (1213 /1)) 10g (1213 /).

Thus log(d?/y) 2 f. Similarly, log(n?/d) = logn.
Then we compute these terms in turn.

" £1/3 - t1/3
4> (Vn+ (tlog(t2/y))1/3)2 ™ 10g?/3 (2 /y3)
(nd)1/3 . N nl/341/9 F1/9
2/3(n2/d) ~ 2/37’L+ 10g2/3n
dloglog(d /y) - dlogf < Plog f , Vnlogf
log(d?/y) ~ f [ !
We see that 1/3 1/341/9 £1/9
/3] 3
x(G) < 2703“ + %
12 log®/3 n

1/341/9 £1/9

Observe that when ¢ < n3/2\/10g n, we have »

log2/3n  ~ log n"

When t > n3/2,/logn, then

nl/341/9 £1/9 £1/3 F7/9p1/3 t1/3 , £1/3
/9< -

< X
log?3n f23 7 12/910g%/3
. /341/9 ¢1/9 .
Thus, either way, % is dominated by the other two terms.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose a graph G has n vertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

/31
X(G)S,/ln n 2/302ng
ogn  log™*(t?/y?)

Proof. Let f =log(t?/y?) and let z = t/n. Let A denote the vertices of G which are incident on at least z
triangles, and let B denote the vertices incident on at most z triangles.
As |A] < t/z, by Proposition 6.4 we have

t t1/3 t1/3 1
X(4) $ [ Tk
log(t/2z) ~ log?(t2/y?) logn 123
By Proposition 2.1 we have
1/3,1/3 /3
X(B) 5 - + n2/3 © = - + 2/3
Viegn = log®?(n2/z) Vlogn = log®?(n3/t)

Now observe that n®/t > n3/(ny) = n?/y > t*/3/y, and so log2/3(n3/t) ~ f. So x(B) < noy L
Putting these terms together, we have that

1/31
X(6) < X(A) +xX(B) § | + ]




3 Bounds in terms of m

In this section, we show some bounds in terms of the edge count m, as well as triangle count (local and
global). We next show a bound in terms of the global edge count and local triangle bound. This generalizes
results of [8] and [3], which show similar bounds for the chromatic number as a function of m for triangle-free
graphs.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose G has m edges and local triangle bound y. Then

ml/3 ml/4y1/4
2/3

X(G) S

_l’_
log*’° m 10g3/4(m/y)

Proof. Let f =log(m/y).
Let A denote the vertices of degree greater than d, and let B denote the vertices of degree < d, where d
is some parameter to be chosen. As |A| < m/d, Theorem 2] gives

mjd_ (/)

XA 2\ gt/ 102y )

By Theorem [T we have

d
(B3 log(d?/y)

Suppose first that y > (mlogm)'/3. Then let d = (myf)'/*. We have x(B) < (myf)*/log(\/fel) <
mM 4yt f=3/4 To compute x(A):

d d 1/3,,1/3
X(4) 5\ [y Ay
log(m/d) ~ 10g®®((m/d)2/y)
m3/8f—1/8y—1/8 m3/8m1/4y1/4f71/2

<

~ log!/?(ml/2g/af-1/4)  log?/3(e3/2f f-1/12)
mB/8 /Sy =18 /Syl /Ay1/A f-1/2

~ f1/2 f2/3

Sm AT I s y > ()

Next, suppose that y < (mlogm)'/3. Then y’ = (mlogm)'/? is also a valid upper bound on the local

triangle count, and so (as we have already shown) this gives

ml/3 1/12 1/3 1/3

<

m**(mlogm) m

2/3

m
2/3

+ 3/4 1/3y ™~
m  log®*(m/(mlogm)l/3) "~ log“°m log™°m

as desired. O
Theorem 3.2. Suppose a graph G has m edges, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

(@) < t1/31og log(t2/y?) mt/3
T logt(#2/y?)  log¥Pm

2 3 . . . f1/3t2/3 .
Proof. Let f = log(t*/y?). Let A denote the set of vertices incident on at least z = — 5 triangles, and

let B denote the remaining vertices; here z is a parameter to be determined.
Then |A| < t/z. By Theorem 24 we have x(A) < tl/sflogf + 4/ logt(/tz/z)' Here t/z = (mt/logm)*/3 and

hence log(t/z) 2 logm so ,/logt(/ﬁ < mb6t1/6 /(log m)?/3.

1/3 1/4 4/3 1/3
By Theorem B.1] we have x(B) < oz T loég}fzm/z). As m/z = Hsprs > Sy we have log(m/z) 2

log m and hence % < m!/6t1/6 /(logm)?/3.




We now claim that m!/6¢1/6/(logm)?/? < (tl/g}ogf + logél//ggm, which will prove the desired claim. When

t < m, we have m!/6t/6/(logm)?/3 < logél/fm. When ¢ > m, we have that m'/6¢1/6 /(logm)?/? < 1ogt;;§m'
As f < logm, this shows that m!/6¢t1/6/(logm)?/? < ;12—//3; O

4 Lower bounds

We next show matching lower bounds. We will show that Theorems 2T3T] are asymptotically tight for all
admissible values of m,n,y, while Theorems 2.4 is tight up to factors for loglog(t?/y3) for all admissible
values of m,n,y,t. The situation for Theorem [3.2]is slightly more complicated; in general, the bounds given
by Theorem and Theorem [B.] are incomparable. For a given value of m,n,y,t, we show that either
Theorem or Theorem .1 is asymptotically tight (the latter up to a factor of loglog(t?/y?).

The lower bounds apply even for the fractional chromatic number (which is always less than or equal to
the ordinary chromatic number).

We begin by recalling a result of [5]:

Theorem 4.1 ([5]). For any integern > 1, there exists a graph H,, on n vertices with the following properties:
(A1) H, is triangle-free

(A2) Each vertex has degree at most O(y/nlogn)

(A3) a(H,) < O(y/nlogn) (where a(G) denotes the size of the mazimum independent set of G)

(A4) H,, has chromatic number x(H,) > Q( /logn)'

(We note that item (A2) is not stated explicitly in the paper [5], but can be deduced in terms of “Property
17 in that paper.)

Following a strategy of [2], we may construct a blow-up graph, which is an version of H,, inflated to have
a small number of triangles, using the following construction:

Proposition 4.2. For any integers k,i > 1, there is a graph Hy, ; with the following properties:
(B1) Hy; contains ni vertices

(B2) Each vertez has triangle count at most < O(i*\/klogk).

(B3) Each vertex has degree at most O(i\/klogk)

(B4) a(Hy,:) < O(Vklogk).

(B5) The fractional chromatic number of Hy ; satisfies xf(Hg,i) > Q(iy /ﬁ).

Proof. We replace each vertex of Hy with a clique on ¢ vertices. For every edge (z,y) € H,, we place an
edge between all the corresponding copies of z,y in Hy ;, a total of i? edges. Now (B1) follows immediately
from the fact that Hj contains k vertices and (B3) follows immediately from (A2).

To show (B2). Suppose that 2/, y’, 2’ form a triangle of Hy, ;, where 2’ is some fixed vertex of Hy, ;. These
vertices correspond to vertices x,y, z of Hy. If x,y, z are distinct, then this would imply that there are edges
(z,9), (y, 2), (x, z) in Hy which is impossible as Hj, is triangle-free. In the next case, suppose that y = z = .
The total number of such triangles is at most i2 (since z is fixed from " and 3/, 2/ must lie in the same clique
as x’). In the next case, suppose y = z # x. Then there must be an edge in Hy from z to y. There are
at most O(y/kTogk) choices of y and once y is fixed, at most i2 choices for ¢/, 2’. In the final case, suppose
y = x # z. Again there must be an edge in Hy, from « to z. There are at most O(y/klog k) choices for z and
at most 2 choices for ¢/, 2. Adding all these cases, we see that there are O(i%\/klogk) triangles.

To show (B4). Observe that if I is an independent set of Hy, ;, then all of its vertices must correspond to
distinct vertices of Hy, and it must correspond to an independent set of Hy. So |I| < O(vklogk).

The bound (B5) follows from (B1), (B4) and the general bound on fractional chromatic number x¢(G) >
V(@) -
a(G) -



When apply Proposition 2] it will be convenient to sidestep the condition that 4, k are integers.

Proposition 4.3. Let i,k be real numbers with i,k 2 1. There is a graph Hy; satisfying the following
properties:

(B1) Hy,; contains O(ni) vertices

(B2) Each vertex has triangle count at most < O(i%\/klogk).

(B3) Each vertex has degree at most O(iv/klogk)

(B4) a(Hy,:) < O(vEklogk).

(B5) The fractional chromatic number of Hy, ; satisfies x;(Hg,i) > Q(iy/ ﬁ)

Proof. Apply Proposition with to construct Hp;j rx7. The condition that i,k 2 1 ensures that [i] ~ i
and [k] =~ k. O

Proposition 4.4. For any integers n,y < n?,t < ny, there is a graph G with at most n vertices, at most t
triangles, local triangle bound y, and such that

n t1/3
G) > x/G) > +
MO 2 (0) 2 [T b

Proof. By rescaling, it suffices to show that a graph has this value of x¢(G) and O(n) vertices, O(t) triangles,
and O(y) local triangle bound. We will break this into a number of cases.

Define f = log(t?/y3). If f = 1, then we need to construct a graph G with x¢(G) = Nir=ias t1/3 and

O(n) vertices. If \/n/logn > t'/3, then simply take G = H,,. If \/n/logn < t*/3, take G to be the complete
graph on ¢!/ vertices. This clearly has O(t) triangles and O(n) vertices. Also, it has a local triangle bound
of t2/3 < y.

So we suppose that f > 1. If \/n/ logn > ;12//?;, this is easily achieved by taking G = H,,. Thus we
assume throughout that \/n/logn < f2/g

/:
Note that as t < ny we have < AR ) A We thus claim that y > v/nlogn. For ()PP is an

F23 = log?B(n? [y) , ’ 10g2/3(n2/y)
1/3
increasing function of y, and so if y < v/nlogn then we would have % logn < ;2/3, which we
have already ruled out.
Then apply Proposition with
y F1/344/3

= F1/34173° k= Y2

We must first show that i,k > Q(1).
Observe that f1/3t1/3

Our asumption that y > v/nlogn implies that this is at least 1.
F1/3 t4/3

2/3

is a decreasing function of ¢, and as ¢t < ny this implies that fl/éytlm > =7 loZ(rﬁ/y)l/f* .

> 1.
With these observations, one can immediately observe that Hy; has O(t) triangles, O(y) triangles per

vertex, and O(ty) vertices, and x¢(Hy,;) > Q(iy/ logk) Observe that k = t2/y3 x -;2/3 < flog'® f. Thus
logk = O(f). So i ﬁ = Q(tY/3/f?/3) as desired.
Finally, observe that Hj ; has O(ik) < ty < n vertices. O

Similarly, the assumption that ¢ > y3 implies that £

Corollary 4.5. For any integers n,y < n2, there is a graph G with at most n vertices and local triangle

bound y, such that
n (ny)/?
X(G) > x#G) 2 +
(2 XAD 2 iogn ™ tog?Ba2y)




Proof. Apply Proposition with t = ny. O

We next show a lower bound on x(G) as a function of ¢,m,y. We first observe a simple relationship that
must hold between these quantities:

Proposition 4.6. Suppose G has m edges, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then t < m./y.
2,
3

Proof. Let a, denote the number of triangles incident on each vertex v € V. Then ¢ = . Also, we have

a, <y and a, < (d;) for each vertex v, where d, denotes the degree of v. Finally, ZU dy = 2m. Thus, we

have that
< 2 min(d*/2, y)
3
Note that min((3),y) < \/—, sot <y, 3Cf/_u < 3\/1 < my/y. O

Proposition 4.7. Given any integers m,y < m,t < m,/y, there is a graph G with at most m edges, at most
t triangles, local triangle bound y, and

1/3

(my)1/4 t1/3 ) m
log®*(m/y) 1og®(t2/y?)/ ~ log*/*

Proof. Let f =log(m/y) and let g = log(t?/y?).
ml/3

3/4 1/4
Case I: t > % Then we need to construct G such that y¢(G) > (";2)/4 T g We can

ml/3

X(G) 2 xAG) 2 min(

m

construct a triangle-free graph with Q(m1/3/ 10g2/3 m) edges, so we may assume that y > I{)ZSTm'
Apply Proposition with
. y3/4
= (mf)L/4 k=m/y
We must show that ¢,k = 1. Clearly k> 1. If y > \/m, then i > m!/8/f/* > 1; otherwise, then

ml/3
f = logm. Using the bound y > g— we see that ¢ > ng—; 21

m o~

One may easﬂy verify that this graph has m edges and local triangle bound y. It has at most iky triangles.

/
Ast > g(fmgiﬂ, it suffices to show that iky < %. This reduces to showing that f < g.

To see this, observe that t2/y3 > 94(7}19//7’2)3/2 > g4;§f2(f). This implies that log(t?/y3) > log(ef/?) > f as
desired. P s s
Case IT: t < L™ Then we need to construct G such that xi(G) > L m

fo/4 ~ g2/3 log?/®m

. We can construct

a triangle-free graph with Q(m'/3/ log?/? m) edges, so we may assume that ¢ > lo’ggjn.

If y > t?/3, then g = 1 and our goal is achieved by taking G to be a clique on VY vertices. So we assume
Yy S t2/3.
Apply Proposition with

v gl/344/3
(gt)1/3 y?
The bound %k > 1 follows immediately from the bound y < t?/3. If y > m®5!, then i > % > 1.

Let us thus assume that y < m%51, in which case f = log(m/y) ~ logm.

Note that we have the two bounds
mg* g% (my)*/*

<t<
log?m — = f9/4

m'/3 (log m)3m!/3
s/sm R 1o m

These together imply that y > ; = (mlog m)1/3. So
(mlogm)t/3 (mlogm)t/3

=1
"~ T ((log mym3/2)i3




We easily verify that this graph has O(¢) triangles and local triangle bound O(y). Finally, we need to
verify that G has O(m) edges. Property (B3) implies that G has at most ik x O(i\/klog k) edges. Note that

344/
here k = g'/3t4/3 [y? = 12 /y® x gt = \/exp(g)/g. So logk ~ g. So G has O(%(g/fﬁm edges.
So, we need to show that g < f; we assume without loss of generality that ¢ is large than any fixed
4 3/2
constant. Now observe that t2/y% < % < 2g*exp(f). Taking logarithms (and noting that log agrees
with In for g sufficiently large), we see that g <log2+4logg+ f. As g—4logg—log2 =~ g for g sufficiently

large, this implies that g < f as desired. O

5 Getting the correct coefficient of ¢'/3

Suppose we have no information on the local triangle counts; in this case, Theorem 23] would give us a
bound (solely in terms of n and t) of the form

X(G) <o@? + | -2

logn)

for a graph with n vertices and ¢ triangles. This bound is clearly tight up to constant factors. In this

section, we compute a more exact formula, which gives us the correct coefficient of the term t'/3. The

correct coefficient of the term , /;=>— is not currently known even for triangle-free graphs.
g n

We begin by showing a weaker bound:

Proposition 5.1. If G has at most n vertices and at most t triangles, then
x(G) < 100v/n + (6t)1/3

Proof. Let us define f(x,y) = 100y/n + (6t)'/3, and let d = | f(n,t)|. Suppose that some vertex v of G has
degree strictly less than d. In that case, apply the induction hypothesis to G — v, obtaining a coloring using
at most | f(n — 1,t)] < d colors. At least one of those colors does not appear in a neighbor of v, so we can
extend the coloring to v as desired.

So we suppose that G has minimum degree d. Among all vertices, select one vertex v which participtes
in the minimum number y of triangles. Select a set Y consisting of exactly d neighbors of v; let r denote
the number of edges in G[Y]. It must be the case that r < y and every vertex in G[Y] is incident upon at
least y triangles.

Now, by Theorem [[L9, G[Y] contains an independent set I of size at least W‘ZIH > ﬁilﬂ' Let us define

d
" T oyJd+ 1

so that |I| > s.

Assign all vertices in I one new color, and recurse on G — I. As v is chosen to be incident on the
minimum number of triangles, every vertex of I is itself incident on at least y triangles; furthermore as I is
independent these triangles are all distinct. So I is incident on at least ys triangles, which are all removed
in G —I. Thus G — I has at most n — s vertices and at most ¢t — ys triangles. By induction hypothesis, then
X(G—1) < f(n—s,t—ys) and so we have

X(G) <1+ f(n—s,t—ys)
<1+ 100v/n — s+ 6Y/3(t — ys)'/3

50
<141+100yn — \/—f FeBls - L2
n

3t2/3

50s  6'/3ys

:f(n,t)—l—l—%—w

10



We want to show that x(G) < f(n,t); thus, it suffices to show that
50s  6'/3ys
— +—F>1 1
Jn T3 L
Substituting in the value for s, simple algebraic manipulations show that this is equivalent to showing;:

150 63y
N
Now, observe that the LHS and RHS of (@) are both linear functions of y. As y is a non-negative real

number, it suffices to show that (2]) holds at the extreme values y = 0,y — oo respectively.
When y = 0, then ([2)) reduces to:

d*( ) > 3(d +2y) (2)

150
d— >3 (3)
LD
We have d > |1004/n] > 50y/n. Thus (B]) easily holds.
When y — oo, then (@) reduces to:
61/3
&*(5575) > 6 (4)
Note that d > (6t)/3, and so again this is easily seen to hold. This completes the induction. O

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that G contains t triangles and n vertices. Then

n t1/3(log log n)>/? 1 n
< /3 _ 1/3 1/3
X(G) SO\ o) + (60 = 0( [ ) + (6% + o)t

Proof. Let y = t'/3log®n. Let A denote the vertices of G which are incident on at least y triangles, and
let a be the number of triangles contained in G[A]. As |A| < 3t/y vertice, by Proposition 5] we have

X(4) < O(/t/y) + (6a)'/?.
Let B =V — A, and suppose G[B] contains b triangles. By Theorem 2.4] we have

P (- @) loglog((t — a)2/y)
MBS Viogn ¥ T 1ot - a)

Putting these terms together, we have

b /310glog(b? /y3) /3
X(G)S(Ga)1/3+0(\/lT+ og log( /y)Jrl )
ogmn log™/° (b2 /y3) ogn

As a+ b <t, we have

21/3, b/3loglog(b?/y?)  tY/3
G) <612 +0(,/ o + + g
x(G) < (6t) ( logn  32/3t2/3 log2/3(b2/y3) logn) (5)

Our next task is to show an upper bound on the quantity

2136 b/31loglog(b?/y?)
32/3¢2/3 1Og2/3(b2/y3)

(6)

Ifb <t/ log® n, this this is clearly at most ltolg/i. Otherwise, we have b%/y3 >t/ log'? n. Again, if t <n

then Theorem easily holds, so log(b?/y?) > logn, and

21/3p b/31oglog(b?/y?) < b b /3 1loglogn
T 32/342/3 log2/3(b2/y3) = (W 10g2/3n

)

11



/3 (log log n)3/2 )
logn :

and simple calculus shows that is bounded by O(
Thus, substituting this bound into (&), we have

/ t1/3(log logn)>/?
< 1/3 n
X(G) = (61) 77 + O( logn + logn )

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that G contains t triangles and m edges. Then

1/3 t1/3(loe 1 3/2 1/3
\(6) < O LT8Ry gy o

logz/3 m logm logz/3 m

) + (613 + o(1))t1/3

Proof. The proof is nearly identical to Theorem [5.2] except that we apply Theorem instead of Theo-
rem 241 O

Theorems 5.2 are easily seen to be tight, up to lower-order terms.

Observation 5.4. For any integersn > 1 and 1 <t < n> there is a graph G with < n vertices and < t
triangles and

n

XH(G) > Q )+ (6173 — g(n))t!/3

logn

where g(n) — 0 as n — oo.
For any integers m > 1 and 1 <t <m

) > Q(Vm1/3log?® m + (62 — g(m))t/?

3/2 there is a graph G with < m vertices and < t triangles and

where g(m) — 0 as m — oo.

Proof. We show only the bound in terms of the vertex count n; the bound in terms of edge count is similar.

Suppose /3 > \/n/logn. Then create a clique on | (6t)'/3] vertices. This satisfies the triangle count and
has less ¢ triangles and (6t)'/3 < n vertices. Its fractional chromatic number is at least | (6t)'/3] > (6t)/3 —1
Thus we have

e N () A By N L
X(G) = (61) logn logn
> (6)1/3 + o™
Z (6¢) logn ( 2t1/3 logn)

> (61)'/3 + 1 O(t*3 /\/logn)

og

3

as desired.
If t'/3 < \/n/logn, then use the graph H, as in Theorem @I} which has n vertices and fractional
chromatic number Q(y/n/logn) and is triangle-free.
O

6 Conjectured tight bounds

The following conjecture seems natural:

Conjecture 6.1. Suppose G has n vertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

G) < t1/3 + n
T log??(e2/y?) -V logn




This conjecture would strengthen Theorem 2.4 would give Proposition 2] as a special case (as t < ny),
and would match the lower bound Proposition 4]

As further evidence for Conjecture[6.I] we show that it would follow from a conjecture regarding fractional
chromatic number.

Conjecture 6.2. Suppose that G is triangle-free and is d-degenerate. Then

d
Q) <
xXAG) < Tog d

We observe that [2] showed that a triangle-free, d-degenerate graph may have x(G) as large as d; the graph
G which achieves this indeed has x¢(G) < ﬁ. Thus Conjecture is itself a natural conjecture, which
may have applications outside this paper. In the remainder of this section, we shall show that Conjecture

implies Conjecture For the remainder of this section, we shall suppose that Conjecture[6.2 holds.

Proposition 6.3. Suppose that G is d-degenerate and has local triangle bound y. Then

d
Xf(G) N m

Proof. We need to show a random distribution on the independent sets I of G, such that for any vertex
UEGwehaveP(UEI)RW.

Since G is d-degenerate, let us fix an ordering of its edges such that each vertex has out-degree at most d.
Consider the following random process: we mark each vertex of G independent with probability p = 0.01/,/y.
If some vertex w has more than d/,/y marked out-neighbors, or has any triangles, then we unmark w. Next,
we let H denote the subgraph induced on the marked vertices. H is d’-degenerate and triangle-free, where
d" = d/./y, so by Conjecture we select an independent set I wherein each v € H survives to I with
probability Q(loi,dl ).

Observe that for any vertex v € G, the expected number of marked triangles containing v is at most
yp? < 0.01. Also, the expected number of marked out-neighbors of v is at most pd. Hence, by Markov’s
inequality, each vertex v is unmarked with probability at most 1/2. Thus, the overall probability that v

survives to H is £(p). Overall, the probability that v € I is Q(p) x Q(log—,d/) z m O

We may now prove Conjecture

Proposition 6.4. Suppose a graph G has n vertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then for some

universal constant C we have 13
t

X(G) < C(Vn+ logz/g(tQ/y3))

Proof. We prove this by induction on G. Let us set f = log(t?/y®) and d = (tf)*/3 + \/n. We may assume
that n, ¢, and f are larger than any needed constant; otherwise, this follows from Theorem [2.4]if the constant
C is sufficiently large.

We will first show that there is an independent set I of G which is incident upon either ©(/n) vertices
or Q((tf)?/3) triangles. In order to show this, we consider two cases: whether G is or is not d-degenerate.

CASE I: G is not d-degenerate. Then there is some set of vertices U such that G[U] has minimum
degree at d. Let w € U be the vertex of U which is incident upon the fewest triangles of G; suppose that w
is incident upon k triangles and has degree at least d.

If k < d, then by Turdn’s Theorem we may select an independent set I C N(w)NU with |I| > —4¢ >

1+5 ~
d > \/n, as desired.

If k < d, then by Turdn’s Theorem we may select an independent set I C N (w)NU with |I| > H—L& > d?/k.
Since w is incident on the smallest number of triangles of U, every vertex in I must be incident upodn at least
k triangles. So I is incident upon at least |I|k > d? > (tf)?/? triangles, as desired.

CASE II: G is d-degenerate and /7 < (tf)/3. One equivalent formulation of fractional chromatic
number is the following: if x¢(G) < r, then given any weighting function w : V' — Ry, there exists an

independent set [ with ) _, w(v) > —Zve‘;w(”).

13



Now use the weighting function w defined by setting w(v) to the number of triangles incident upon wv.
2
By Proposition 6.3} there is an independent set I with » ., w(v) 2 %foeg‘zdf%)) > t10g(;l [v) - As Y3 >
v/nlogn, observe that

log(d?/y) -, log((t))*?/y) . log(e/f?) _ f*/°
N 7 N (T EN
Thus, the number of triangles incident upon the vertices of I is at least > ., w(v) 2 (tf)
CASE III: G is d-degenerate and /n > (tf)'/3. Since G is d-degenerate, we have x(G) < d. Hence
G has an independent set of size at least n/d 2 v/n.
Now suppose that we have found an independent set I which is incident upon at least (y/n) vertices or
Q((tf)?/?) triangles. We assign all the vertices in I one new color, remove I from the graph, and apply our

induction hypothesis to color G — I.
If |I| > e¢y/n, this gives

2/3

t1/3 t1/3 C\/ﬁ
— ) <14+ C(Vn+ —
o2y Ve @)~ v

) for C' a sufficiently large constant, and the induction proceeds in

X(G) <1+ C(n—cvn+

$1/3

This is at most C(y/n + Tog2/3 (22 /55

this case.
Next, suppose that I is incident upon at least r triangles, where r = ¢(tf)?/3 for some constant c. These
triangles are all removed in G — I, and so by induction hypothesis we have

WG <14 (i — =)
- log?*((t — )2 /%)
Now consider the function F(z) = x/3/log?/3(x2/y?). For & > ¢2y®/2, this function is increasing

concave-down. We claim that t — r > 62y3/2. For, observe that r < 99 and sot — r > t/2 for t above a
sufficiently large constant. Thus, it suffices to show that ¢ > 2e2y®/2, which follows from our assumption
that f exceeds any sufficiently large constant.
Thus, we may upper-bound the expression F(t — r) by its tangent line F(t) — rF’(¢), yielding
t1/3 f—4
X(G) <1+ C(/n+F1) <1+C(Vn+ 7 —rm)

Tto show that x(G) < C(v/n + %) it thus suffices to show that

(tF)*/3(f —4)

1-Ce 342/3 f5/3

) <0

By taking C' to be sufficiently large, this follows immediately from our assumption that f is larger than
any needed constant. Thus the induction again holds in this case. O

From Proposition [6.4] we can tighten many of the bounds in our paper. We omit the proofs since they
are essentially identical to proofs we have already encountered.

Proposition 6.5. Suppose a graph G has n vertices, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then

(G)<\/T LR
T Vlogn T 10877 (1 /)

Proposition 6.6. Suppose a graph G has m edges, t triangles, and local triangle bound y. Then
£1/3 ml/3

_l’_
log2/3(t2/y3) logz/3 m

X(G) S

Proposition 6.7. Suppose that G contains t triangles and n vertices. Then
n t1/3

logn + logn

n

(@) <0( )+ (611 = O( )+ (643 + o(1))1/3

logn

14
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